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The Pearson family of ergodic diffusions with a quadratic diffusion coefficient and a linear force
are characterized by explicit dynamics of their integer moments and by explicit relaxation spectral
properties towards their steady state. Besides the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process with a Gaussian
steady state, the other representative examples of the Pearson family are the Square-Root or the
Cox-Ingersoll-Ross process converging towards the Gamma-distribution, the Jacobi process converg-
ing towards the Beta-distribution, the reciprocal-Gamma process (corresponding to an exponential
functional of the Brownian motion) that converges towards the Inverse-Gamma-distribution, the
Fisher-Snedecor process, and the Student process, so that the last three steady states display heavy-
tails. The goal of the present paper is to analyze the large deviations properties of these various
diffusion processes in a unified framework. We first consider the level 1 concerning time-averaged
observables over a large time-window T : we write the first rescaled cumulants for generic observ-
ables and we identify the specific observables whose large deviations can be explicitly computed
from the dominant eigenvalue of the appropriate deformed-generator. The explicit large deviations
at level 2 concerning the time-averaged density are then used to analyze the statistical inference of
model parameters from data on a very long stochastic trajectory in order to obtain the explicit rate
function for the two inferred parameters of the Pearson linear force.

I. INTRODUCTION

The Pearson family of ergodic diffusions (see [1–7] and references therein) contains the one-dimensional diffusion
processes with a quadratic diffusion coefficient D(x) and a linear force F (x). Besides their simple steady states
introduced by Pearson in 1895 in order to have a simple family of histograms to analyze non-gaussian biological
data [8], Pearson diffusions enjoy very specific dynamical properties, in particular the explicit dynamics of their
integer moments and the explicit spectral decomposition of their propagators. Via changes of variables, they actually
encompass most of the ergodic diffusions with explicit relaxation spectra.

The goal of the present paper is to study whether Pearson diffusions also display specific properties from the point
of view of their large deviation properties. Indeed, the theory of large deviations (see the reviews [9–11] and references
therein) has become the unifying language of statistical physics, in particular in the field of nonequilibrium (see the
reviews with different scopes [12–20], the PhD Theses [21–26] and the Habilitation Thesis [27]). In particular, the
statistics of time-averaged observables over a large time-window T have been studied for many Markov processes via
the deformed-Markov-generator approach [12, 17–20, 22, 27–70] with the construction of the corresponding Doob’s
conditioned process. Since these large deviations at the level 1 concerning time-averaged observables are unfortunately
not always explicit, it is interesting to consider the large deviations at higher levels in order to obtain explicit
rate functions. The level 2 for the empirical density over a large time-window T is explicit for Markov processes
with vanishing steady currents satisfying detailed-balance. For non-equilibrium steady-states with non-vanishing
steady currents breaking detailed-balance, the level 2.5 concerning the joint distribution of the empirical density and
the empirical flows is the appropriate level where rate functions can be written explicitly for discrete-time Markov
chains [11, 21, 71–73], for continuous-time Markov jump processes [21, 24, 27, 52, 73–83] and for diffusion processes
[24, 27, 61, 73, 77, 84, 85]. An interesting direct application of these explicit large deviations at higher levels is the
statistical inference of model parameters from data on a very long trajectory [86].

The paper is organized as follows. After the introduction of the general notations for Pearson diffusions in section
II, we emphasize their very specific properties from three complementary perspectives, namely for the dynamics of
the integer moments in section III, for the spectral decomposition of the propagators in section IV, and for the
associated quantum supersymmetric Hamilonians in section V. In section VI, we mention how the Pearson diffusions
can be mapped onto other interesting diffusion processes with additive or multiplicative noise that inherit their nice
properties after appropriate translation. We then study in detail the large deviations properties at various levels for
Pearson diffusions. In section VII, the statistics of various time-averaged observables over the time-window [0, T ] are
analyzed via the large deviations at level 1 : we first write the first rescaled cumulants for generic observables and we
then determine the specific observables characterized by explicit large deviations. In section VIII, the explicit large
deviations at level 2 for the empirical density seen during a large time-window [0, T ] are used to analyze the statistical
inference of the Pearson parameters from the data of a long stochastic trajectory. Finally, this general framework is
applied to the five representative examples of Pearson diffusions with linear or quadratic diffusion coefficient D(x),
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namely the Square-Root or the Cox-Ingersoll-Ross process converging to the Gamma-distribution in section IX, the
reciprocal-Gamma process converging towards the Inverse-Gamma-distribution in section X, the Fisher-Snedecor
process in section XI, the Jacobi process converging to the Beta-distribution in section XII, and the Student process
in section XIII. Our conclusions are summarized in section XIV.

II. GENERAL NOTATIONS FOR THE PEARSON FAMILY OF DIFFUSION PROCESSES

In the whole paper, it will be essential to stress the very specific properties of Pearson diffusions with respect to
other ergodic one-dimensional diffusion processes on intervals ]xL, xR[ with vanishing-current boundary conditions. So
let us first introduce the notations for this general diffusion before the description of the additional specific properties
of the Pearson family.

A. Ergodic diffusion process on the interval ]xL, xR[ with vanishing-current boundary conditions

The Fokker-Planck dynamics for the probability distribution Pt(x) to be at position x at time t corresponds to the
continuity equation

∂tPt(x) = −∂xJt(x)
Jt(x) ≡ F (x)Pt(x)−D(x)∂xPt(x) (1)

where the current Jt(x) associated to Pt(x) involves the Fokker-Planck force F (x) and the diffusion coefficient D(x).

1. Discussion of the vanishing-current boundary conditions at the boundaries xL and xR of the interval ]xL, xR[

The conservation of the total probability
∫ xR

xL
dxPt(x) = 1 on the interval ]xL, xR[

0 = ∂t

∫ xR

xL

dxPt(x) = −
∫ xR

xL

dx∂xJt(x) = − [Jt(x)]
x=xR

x=xL
= Jt(xL)− Jt(xR) (2)

can be satisfied via two types of boundary conditions:
(1) the case of periodic boundary conditions, where xL and xR are identified xL ≡ xR, and where Eq. 2 is

thus automatically satisfied, corresponds to the geometry of a one-dimensional ring with no real physical boundaries.
Diffusion processes on periodic rings have been much studied recently as the simplest geometry where a non-equilibrium
steady current is possible (see [57, 58, 61, 95] and references therein), but will not be discussed further here, since
Pearson diffusions are not defined on a periodic ring.

(2) the case of vanishing-current boundary conditions at the two boundaries xL and xR

Jt(xL) = 0

Jt(xR) = 0 (3)

is usually called ’reflecting boundary conditions’ although this vocabulary can be somewhat misleading, since Eq. 3
can correspond to very different physical situations :

(2-a) The terminology ’reflecting boundary conditions’ seems appropriate when the diffusive particle is really able
to reach the boundaries at the finite positions xL and xR and is then prevented from leaving the interval ]xL, xR[ only
by a true ’action’ of the physical walls at the boundaries : the simplest example is the free Brownian particle on a
finite interval with reflecting walls.

(2-b) When the boundaries are at infinities xL = −∞ and xR = +∞, as for instance for the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck
process defined on the full line ]−∞,+∞[, the terminology ’reflecting boundary conditions’ does not seem appropriate,
since there are no reflecting physical walls.

(2-c) When the boundary xL or xR is finite but cannot be really reached by the diffusive particle as a consequence of
the specific forms of the force F (x) and of the diffusion coefficient D(x) on the interval, as in some Pearson examples
that will be described later, the terminology ’reflecting boundary conditions’ does not seem very appropriate either.

In order to cover these various possibilities (2-a) (2-b) (2-c) that will occur in Pearson diffusions, we will thus use
the terminology ”vanishing-current boundary conditions” for Eq. 3 that are the only boundary conditions that will
be considered in the present paper.
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2. Steady state P∗(x) associated to the vanishing steady current J∗(x) = 0 (Detailed-Balance)

In the steady version of the Fokker-Planck Eq. 1, the steady-current J∗(x) satisfying ∂xJ∗(x) = 0 cannot depend
on x and should vanish at the two boundaries (Eq. 3), so that it vanishes identically on the whole interval x ∈]xL, xR[

0 = J∗(x) = F (x)P∗(x)−D(x)
dP∗(x)

dx
(4)

i.e. one cannot avoid the detailed-balance. The normalized steady state P∗(x) can be written as the Boltzmann
distribution

P∗(x) =
e−U(x)

Z
(5)

in the potential U(x) determined by the ratio of the force F (x) and of the diffusion coefficient D(x)

U ′(x) = −F (x)
D(x)

U(x) ≡ −
∫ x

xref

dy
F (y)

D(y)
(6)

where xref ∈]xL, xR[ is some reference position, while the normalization Z corresponds to the partition function of
the interval ]xL, xR[

Z =

∫ xR

xL

dxe−U(x) (7)

3. Fokker-Planck generator Lx and its adjoint operator L†
x

Using the potential U(x) of Eq. 6, the differential operator Lx that governs the Fokker-Planck Eq. 1

∂tPt(x) = LxPt(x) (8)

reads

Lx = ∂x

(
− F (x) +D(x)∂x

)
= ∂x

[
D(x)

(
U ′(x) + ∂x

)]
(9)

while the adjoint operator is given by

L†
x ≡ F (x)∂x + ∂x

(
D(x)∂x

)
=

(
− U ′(x) + ∂x

)
D(x)∂x (10)

4. Langevin Stochastic Differential Equations associated to the Fokker-Planck dynamics

The Fokker-Planck dynamics of Eq. 8 is associated to the following Langevin Stochastic Differential Equations
involving a Brownian motion dB(t)

dx(t) = FI(x(t)) dt+
√

2D(x(t)) dB(t) [Ito Interpretation]

dx(t) = FS(x(t)) dt+
√

2D(x(t)) dB(t) [Stratonovich Interpretation] (11)

where the force depends on the interpretation whenever the diffusion coefficient D(x) depends on the position x : the
Ito force FI(x) and the Stratonovich force FS(x) can be computed in terms of the Fokker-Planck force F (x) and in
terms of the derivative of the diffusion coefficient D(x) via

FI(x) = F (x) +D′(x)

FS(x) = F (x) +
D′(x)

2
(12)



4

The Ito force FI(x) is especially useful when one wishes to rewrite the adjoint operator of Eq. 10 with all the
derivatives on the right as

L†
x = F (x)∂x + ∂x

(
D(x)∂x

)
=

(
F (x) +D′(x)

)
∂x +D(x)∂2x ≡ FI(x)∂x +D(x)∂2x (13)

while the Stratonovich force FS(x) is more convenient when one makes changes of variables in the Langevin dynamics,
since one can use the standard rules of calculus (instead of the specific Ito rules of calculus if one uses the Ito force).

B. Pearson diffusions : linear force F (x) and quadratic D(x) on the maximal interval ]xL, xR[ where D(x) ≥ 0

1. General form of Pearson diffusions

The Pearson family of diffusion processes is characterized by a positive quadratic diffusion coefficient D(x) and by
a linear force F (x) in the Fokker-Planck dynamics of Eq. 1

D(x) = ax2 + bx+ c ≥ 0

F (x) = λ− γx (14)

Their ratio directly determines the derivative U ′(x) of the potential U(x) of Eq. 6

U ′(x) = −F (x)
D(x)

=
γx− λ

ax2 + bx+ c
(15)

that governs the steady state P∗(x) of Eq. 5. The Ito force FI(x) and the Stratonovich forces FS(x) of Eq. 12 are
also linear but they involve different coefficients than the Fokker-Planck force F (x)

FI(x) = F (x) +D′(x) = (λ+ b)− (γ − 2a)x ≡ λI − γIx

FS(x) = F (x) +
D′(x)

2
= (λ+

b

2
)− (γ − a)x ≡ λS − γSx (16)

In addition, the Pearson diffusion processes are defined on the maximal interval ]xL, xR[ where the quadratic
diffusion coefficient D(x) remains positive D(x) ≥ 0, so that when the boundaries xL and/or xR are not infinite, the
diffusion coefficient vanishes at the boundaries

xR = +∞ or xR finite with D(xR) = 0

xL = −∞ or xL finite with D(xL) = 0 (17)

It should be stressed that this choice is not a detail and is actually essential for the most important dynamical
properties of Pearson diffusions as will be recalled in the three following sections.

2. The six representative examples of the Pearson family

Since the Pearson family is closed under affine transformations x→ ηx+ ζ describing rescaling and/or translations
of the space coordinate x, one can choose some coefficients of the diffusion coefficient D(x) to focus on representative
examples. The most important discussion is on the number of roots of the diffusion coefficient D(x) and on their
positions in the complex plane, that leads to the following six standard representative examples, where the diffusion
coefficient D(x) is given, while the corresponding steady state P∗(x) contains two parameters related to the two
parameters of the linear force (see the table I) :

(i) When a = 0 and b = 0 in Eq. 14, the diffusion coefficient is simply constant D(x) = c and the linear force
leads to the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process with a Gaussian steady state. Since this case is already much studied on
its own independently of the Pearson family, with its supplementary specific properties as a Gaussian process, it will
not be discussed in the present paper. Its large deviations properties have already been much studied even in higher
dimensions where non-equilibrium steady states are possible (see the two recent papers [69, 70], the PhD thesis [26],
and references therein).

(ii) When a = 0 and b ̸= 0 in Eq. 14, the diffusion coefficient is simply linear. The representative example is the
Square-Root or the Cox-Ingersoll-Ross process with D(x) = x converging towards a Gamma-distribution on ]0,+∞[
that will be discussed in section IX.
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Normalized steady state P∗(x) for x ∈]xL, xR[ Diffusion Coefficient D(x) = ax2 + bx+ c Linear Force F (x) = λ− γx

(ii) Gamma-distribution for x ∈]0,+∞[

P∗(x) =
γα

Γ(α)
xα−1e−γx

with parameters α > 0 and γ > 0

D(x) = x F (x) = (α− 1)− γx

(iii) Inverse-Gamma-distribution for x ∈]0,+∞[

P∗(x) =
λµ

Γ(µ)x1+µ e
−λ

x

with parameters λ > 0 and µ > 0

D(x) = x2 F (x) = λ− (µ+ 1)x

(iv) Fisher-Snedecor-distribution for x ∈]0,+∞[

P∗(x) =
Γ(α+µ)
Γ(α)Γ(µ)

xα−1

(1+x)α+µ

with parameters α > 0 and µ > 0

D(x) = x(x+ 1) F (x) = (α− 1)− (µ+ 1)x

(v) Beta-distribution for x ∈]0, 1[
P∗(x) =

Γ(α+β)
Γ(α)Γ(β)

xα−1(1−x)β−1

with parameters α > 0 and β > 0

D(x) = x(1− x) F (x) = (α− 1)− (α+ β − 2)x

(vi) Student-distribution for x ∈] − ∞,+∞[

P∗(x) =
Γ(µ+1

2
)

Γ( 1
2
)Γ(µ

2
)(1+x2)

1+µ
2

with parameter µ > 0

D(x) = 1 + x2 F (x) = −(1 + µ)x

Table I. The five representative examples (ii-vi) of the Pearson family that will be considered in the present paper.

(iii) When a ̸= 0 and the two roots of D(x) are real and coincide, the representative example is the process with
D(x) = x2 converging towards a heavy-tailed Inverse-Gamma-distribution on ]0,+∞[ that will be discussed in section
X.

(iv) When a > 0 and the two roots of D(x) are real and different, the representative example is the process with
D(x) = x(1 + x) converging towards a heavy-tailed Fisher-Snedecor-distribution on ]0,+∞[ that will be discussed in
section XI.

(v) When a < 0 and the two roots of D(x) are real and different, the representative example is the Jacobi process
with D(x) = x(1− x) converging towards a Beta-distribution on ]0, 1[ that will be discussed in section XII.

(vi) When a ̸= 0 and the two roots of D(x) are complex-conjugate in Eq. 14, the representative example is the
process with D(x) = 1 + x2 converging towards a heavy-tailed Student-distribution on ] − ∞,+∞[ that will be
discussed in section XIII.

Let us stress the possible behaviors of the normalized steady state P∗(x) near finite or infinite boundaries with the
examples xL = 0 and xR = +∞ for the representative examples given in the table I :

• Near the finite boundary xL = 0, the normalized steady state P∗(x) is dominated by the essential singularity

e−
λ
x in the representative example (iii), while the three other cases (ii) (iv) (v) display the following normalizable

power-law behavior parametrized by the exponent α > 0

Cases (ii) (iv) (v) : P∗(x) ∝
x→0+

xα−1


vanishing for α > 1

finite for α = 1

diverging for 0 < α < 1

(18)

• Near the infinite boundary xR = +∞, the normalized steady state P∗(x) is dominated by the exponential decay
e−γx in the representative example (ii), while the three other cases the cases (iii) (iv) and (vi) display the following
normalizable power-law decay parametrized by the exponent µ > 0

Cases (iii) (iv) (vi) : P∗(x) ≃
x→+∞

1

x1+µ
with µ > 0 (19)

In summary, the first nice property of the Pearson family is that the corresponding steady states P∗(x) are well-
known probability distributions that appear in many other contexts in probability and statistics, as well as in many
applications in physics, biology and finance. However, the most important properties of Pearson diffusions are the
explicit spectra governing their dynamical properties, as recalled in the next three sections.
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III. DYNAMICS OF THE MOMENTS mk(t) =
∫ xR

xL
dxxkPt(x) FOR PEARSON DIFFUSIONS

In this section, we recall why the integer moments mk(t) =
∫ xR

xL
dxxkPt(x) enjoys very specific dynamical properties

for Pearson diffusions.

A. Reminder on the dynamics of averaged values wav[t] =
∫ xR

xL
dxw(x)Pt(x) for a diffusion with F (x) and D(x)

For an observable w(x) of a general diffusion process described in subsection IIA, it is natural to consider the
average wav[t] of w(x(t)) over the possible positions x(t) at time t distributed with the probability density Pt(x)

wav[t] ≡ w(x(t)) =

∫ xR

xL

dxw(x)Pt(x) (20)

Its dynamics can be analyzed using the Fokker-Planck dynamics of Eq. 1 for Pt(x) and performing integrations by
parts with the boundary conditions of Eq. 3

∂tw
av[t] =

∫ xR

xL

dxw(x)∂tPt(x) = −
∫ xR

xL

dxw(x)∂xJt(x) =

∫ xR

xL

dxJt(x)w
′(x)

=

∫ xR

xL

dx

(
F (x)Pt(x)−D(x)∂xPt(x)

)
w′(x)

=

∫ xR

xL

dxPt(x)

(
F (x)w′(x) + ∂x[D(x)w′(x)]

)
−
[
Pt(x)D(x)w′(x)

]x=xR

x=xL

=

∫ xR

xL

dxPt(x)

(
L†
xw(x)

)
−
[
Pt(x)D(x)w′(x)

]x=xR

x=xL

(21)

The first term is a bulk contribution that corresponds to the average over Pt(x) of the observable

(
L†
xw(x)

)
that

involves the action of the adjoint operator L†
x of Eqs 10 and 13 on the observable w(x). The second term is a

contribution from the two boundaries at x = xL and x = xR that does not vanish in general when the only hypothesis
is the vanishing-current boundary conditions of Eq. 3.

B. Simplifications for the Pearson family : closed dynamical equations for the successive moments mk(t)

For the Pearson family of diffusion processes, the property of Eq. 17 yields that the dynamics of Eq. 21 does not
contain boundary terms and thus reduces to the bulk contribution that involves the adjoint operator L†

x of Eqs 10
and 13

∂tw
av[t] =

∫ xR

xL

dxPt(x)

(
L†
xw(x)

)
=

∫ xR

xL

dxPt(x)

(
FI(x)w

′(x) +D(x)w′′(x)

)
(22)

In addition, since the linear Ito force FI(x) multiplies the first derivative w′(x) and the quadratic diffusion coefficient
D(x) multiplies the second derivative w′′(x), the moment of order k corresponding to the observable w(x) = xk

mk(t) ≡
∫ xR

xL

dxxkPt(x) (23)

satisfies the dynamics of Eq. 22

∂tmk(t) =

∫ xR

xL

dxPt(x)

[(
λI − γIx

)
kxk−1 +

(
ax2 + bx+ c

)
k(k − 1)xk−2

]
= −k

(
γI − a(k − 1)

)
mk(t) + k

(
b(k − 1) + λI

)
mk−1(t) + ck(k − 1)mk−2(t) (24)

that only involves the moment mk(t) itself and the two lower moments of order (k− 1) and (k− 2), or only the lower
moment of order (k − 1) when c = 0.
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The homogeneous dynamics of Eq. 24

Homogeneous dynamics : ∂tmk(t) = −k
(
γI − a(k − 1)

)
mk(t) ≡ −ϵkmk(t) (25)

involves the following explicit rate ϵk with very different physical meanings for positive and negative ϵk

ϵk ≡ k

(
γI − a(k − 1)

)
i.e.

{
exponential relaxation as e−tϵk if ϵk > 0

exponential growth as et(−ϵk) if ϵk < 0
(26)

The steady version of Eq. 24 yield that the moments m∗
k of the steady state P∗(x)

m∗
k ≡

∫ xR

xL

dxxkP∗(x) (27)

satisfy the following simple recurrence when they exist

0 = k

(
a(k − 1)− γI

)
m∗

k + k

(
b(k − 1) + λI

)
m∗

k−1 + ck(k − 1)m∗
k−2 (28)

that explains why the steady moments m∗
k of Pearson diffusions have very simple expressions in terms of the Gamma-

function, as will be recalled later in the sections devoted to the various representative examples.
Let us now analyze more precisely the dynamics of Eq. 24. starting with the two first moments k = 1 and k = 2.

1. Explicit dynamics of the first moment m1(t) =
∫ xR

xL
dxxPt(x)

For k = 1, the rate of Eq. 26 reduces to

ϵ1 = γI (29)

and Eq. 24 gives the following closed dynamics for the first moment m1(t) using the normalization m0(t) =∫ xR

xL
dxPt(x) = 1

∂tm1(t) = −ϵ1m1(t) + λI ≡ −ϵ1m1(t) + λI (30)

The solution

m1(t) =
λI
γI

+

(
m1(0)−

λI
γI

)
e−tϵ1 i.e.

{
exponential relaxation as e−tϵ1 towards m∗

1 = λI

γI
for ϵ1 > 0

exponential growth as et(−ϵ1) towards m∗
1 = +∞ if ϵ1 < 0

(31)

shows that the essential role of the sign of the rate ϵ1 = γI : if ϵ1 > 0, then the first moment m1(t) converges with
rate ϵ1 towards the finite steady value m∗

1 = λI

γI
, while if ϵ1 < 0, then the first moment m1(t) grows exponentially as

et(−ϵ1) and the first moment of the steady state is infinite m∗
1 = +∞.

2. Explicit dynamics of the second moment m2(t) =
∫ xR

xL
dxx2Pt(x)

For k = 2, the rate of Eq. 26 reads

ϵ2 = 2(γI − a) (32)

and Eq. 24 gives the following dynamics for the second moment m2(t)

∂tm2(t) = −ϵ2m2(t) + 2

(
b+ λI

)
m1(t) + 2c (33)
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One can plug the solution of Eq. 31 for the first moment m1(t) and integrate to obtain the solution

m2(t) = e−tϵ2

(
m2(0) +

∫ t

0

dτeτϵ2
[
2c+ 2(b+ λI)

λI
γI

+ 2(b+ λI)

(
m1(0)−

λI
γI

)
e−τϵ1

])
= e−tϵ2m2(0) +

1− e−tϵ2

ϵ2

[
2c+ 2(b+ λI)

λI
γI

]
+
e−tϵ1 − e−tϵ2

ϵ2 − ϵ1
2(b+ λI)

(
m1(0)−

λI
γI

)

≃
t→+∞

 2c+2(b+λI)
λI
γI

ϵ2

c+(b+λI)
λI
γI

(γI−a) = m∗
2 for ϵ1 > 0 and ϵ2 > 0

+∞ = m∗
2 otherwise

(34)

where the signs of the two rates ϵ1 and ϵ2 determine whether the asymptotic value m∗
2 remains finite or diverges.

3. Dynamics of the successive integer moment mk(t) of order k = 3, 4, ..

It is now clear how the dynamics of the successive integer momentmk(t) can be solved recursively via this pedestrian
method : one can plug the solutions found previously for mk−1(t) and mk−2(t) into the dynamical Eq. 24 for mk(t)
and the new rate that will appear in the solution for mk(t) with respect to the rates already present in mk−1(t) and
mk−2(t) is ϵk of Eq. 26. Taking into account the inhomogeneous term containing the two previous moments mk−1(t)
and mk−2(t), one finally obtains that the solution for mk(t) can be written as a linear combination of e−tϵj with
j = 0, 1, .., k with coefficients Mkj that should be computed in terms of the initial condition at t = 0

mk(t) =

k∑
j=0

Mkje
−tϵj ≃

t→+∞

{
relaxation towards the finite steady value m∗

k =Mk0 if ϵj > 0 for 1 ≤ j ≤ k

exponential growth towards m∗
k = ∞ otherwise

(35)

so that it will converge towards a finite steady value m∗
k only if the k rates (ϵ1, ϵ2, .., ϵk) are strictly positive and will

diverge otherwise.

4. Closed dynamics for the Laplace transform P̂t(s) or the Fourier transform P̃t(q) in Appendix A

As recalled in Appendix A, in order to summarize the full hierarchy of the dynamical equations for the moments
mk(t) of Eq. 24 with k ∈ N, one can write closed dynamical equations for the Laplace transform P̂t(s) of Eq. A1 (or

for the Fourier transform P̃t(q) of Eq. A5) : in specific examples of Pearson diffusions, this method is very useful to
obtain explicit expressions in terms of special functions (see [98] for instance) but will not be discussed further in the
present paper.

IV. SPECTRAL PROPERTIES FOR THE PROPAGATOR Pt(x|x0) OF PEARSON DIFFUSIONS

In this section, we discuss the specific spectral properties for the propagator Pt(x|x0) for Pearson diffusions in order
to make the link with the explicit rates ϵk of Eq. 26 that appear in the dynamics of the moments mk(t) discussed in
the previous section.

A. Reminder on the spectral properties for a general diffusion with F (x) and D(x)

For a general diffusion process discussed in subsection IIA, the propagator Pt(x|x0) satisfies the forward dynamics
with respect to its final position x that involves the differential operator Lx of Eq. 9

∂tPt(x|x0) = LxPt(x|x0) (36)

while it satisfies the backward dynamics with respect to its initial position x0 that involves the adjoint operator L†
x0

of Eq. 10

∂tPt(x|x0) = L†
x0
Pt(x|x0) (37)

However it is well known that whenever there is detailed-balance, it is possible to make a similarity transformation
towards a symmetric operator [87–89] as described in the next subsection.
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1. Similarity transformation towards a quantum hermitian Hamiltonian H = H†

The standard change of variables involving the steady state of Eq. 5 with its potential U(x) of Eq. 6

Pt(x|x0) =

√
P∗(x)

P∗(x0)
ψt(x|x0) = e

U(x0)−U(x)
2 ψt(x|x0) (38)

transforms the forward dynamics of Eq 36 for Pt(x|x0) into the euclidean Schrödinger equation for the quantum
propagator ψt(x|x0)

−∂tψt(x|x0) = Hψt(x|x0) (39)

where the quantum hermitian Hamiltonian

H = H† = − ∂

∂x
D(x)

∂

∂x
+ V (x) (40)

corresponds to an effective position-dependent ’mass’ whenever the diffusion coefficient D(x) = 1
2m(x) depends explic-

itly on the position x, while the scalar potential V (x) reads

V (x) ≡ D(x)
[U ′(x)]2

4
−D(x)

U ′′(x)

2
−D′(x)

U ′(x)

2

=
F 2(x)

4D(x)
+
F ′(x)

2
(41)

The discussion of the supersymmetric structure of the Hamiltonian of Eq. 40 is postponed to the next section V.

2. Spectral decompositions of the quantum propagator ⟨x|e−Ht|x0⟩

As explained in textbooks on quantum mechanics, there are three kinds of spectra for a quantum Hamiltonian like
H of Eq. 40 :
• (a) an infinite series of discrete energies En labelled by n = 0, 1, ..,+∞ associated to eigenstates ϕn(x)

Enϕn(x) = Hϕn(x) (42)

satisfying the orthonormalization

δnn′ = ⟨ϕn|ϕn′⟩ =
∫ xR

xL

dxϕ∗n(x)ϕn′(x) (43)

The simplest example is the well-known quantum harmonic oscillator.
• (b) an energy continuum E(q) labelled by the continuous wave-number q associated to eigenstates φq(x)

E(q)φq(x) = Hφq(x) (44)

satisfying the orthonormalization analogous to Eq. 43 but where the Kronecker δnn′ is replaced by the Dirac delta
function δ(.)

δ(q − q′) = ⟨φq|φq′⟩ =
∫ xR

xL

dxφ∗
q(x)φq′(x) (45)

Note that an energy continuum is possible only if the interval ]xL, xR[ is infinite, the simplest example being the
free Hamiltonian H = −D∂2x for ]x ∈ −∞,+∞[, where the eigenstates reduce to the orthonormalized plane-waves

φq(x) =
eiqx√
2π

with ]q ∈ −∞,+∞[ and energies E(q) = Dq2.

• (c) a certain number of discrete energies En labelled by n = 0, 1, ., nmax associated to eigenstates ϕn(x) satisfying
the orthonormalization of Eq. 43, followed by an energy continuum E(q) labelled by a continuous wave-number q
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associated to eigenstates φq(x) satisfying the orthonormalization of Eq. 45, and that are orthogonal to the discrete
eigenstates ϕn(x)

0 = ⟨φq|ϕn⟩ =
∫ xR

xL

dxφ∗
q(x)ϕn(x) (46)

The simple example is the free Hamiltonian with a delta-attractive-potential at the origin.
In this case (c), the spectral decomposition of the quantum propagator associated to the Hamiltonian reads

ψt(x|x0) ≡ ⟨x|e−Ht|x0⟩ =
nmax∑
n=0

e−tEn⟨x|ϕn⟩⟨ϕn|x0⟩+
∫
dqe−tE(q)⟨x|φq⟩⟨φq|x0⟩ (47)

while the case (a) only involves the first discrete contribution with nmax = +∞, and while the case (b) only involves
the second integral contribution.

3. Spectral decompositions of the Fokker-Planck propagator Pt(x|x0)

To simplify the notations in the following, we will focus for the time being on the case where the spectrum of the
Hamiltonian H contains only an infinite series of discrete energies En labelled by n = 0, 1, ..,+∞, and where the
corresponding eigenstates ϕn(x) are real-valued, so that the spectral decomposition of the quantum propagator of Eq.
47 reads

ψt(x|x0) ≡ ⟨x|e−Ht|x0⟩ =
+∞∑
n=0

e−tEnϕn(x)ϕn(x0) (48)

The corresponding spectral decomposition of the Fokker-Planck propagator Pt(x|x0) reads via the change of variables
of Eq. 38

Pt(x|x0) ≡

√
P∗(x)

P∗(x0)
ψt(x|x0) =

+∞∑
n=0

e−tEn

(√
P∗(x)⟨x|ϕn⟩

)(
⟨ϕn|x0⟩

1√
P∗(x0)

)

=

+∞∑
n=0

e−tEnrn(x)ln(x0) = P∗(x) +

+∞∑
n=1

e−tEnrn(x)ln(x0) (49)

where

rn(x) ≡
√
P∗(x)ϕn(x) =

e−
U(x)

2

√
Z

ϕn(x)

ln(x0) ≡ ϕn(x0)
1√

P∗(x0)
= ϕn(x0)e

U(x0)
2

√
Z (50)

are the right eigenvectors rn(x) and the left eigenvectors ln(x0) associated to the energy En

−Enrn(x) = Lxrn(x)

−Enln(x0) = L†
x0
ln(x0) (51)

satisfying the orthonormalization inherited from Eq. 43

δnn′ = ⟨ln|rn′⟩ =
∫ xR

xL

dxln(x)rn′(x) (52)

The vanishing eigenvalue E0 = 0 is associated to the convergence towards the steady state P∗(x) for any initial
condition x0

r0(x) = P∗(x)

l0(x0) = 1 (53)
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and to the positive quantum ground-state

ϕ0(x) =
√
P∗(x) =

e−
U(x)

2

√
Z

(54)

The vanishing-current boundary conditions inherited from Eq. 3

jn(xL) = 0 = jn(xR) (55)

involve the current jn(x) associated to the right eigenvector rn(x)

jn(x) ≡
(
F (x)−D(x)∂x

)
rn(x) = −D(x)

(
U ′(x) + ∂x

)
rn(x) = −D(x)

(
U ′(x)rn(x) + r′n(x)

)
(56)

that can be translated for the quantum eigenvector ϕn(x) via Eq. 50

jn(x) = −D(x)

(
U ′(x) + ∂x

)
ϕn(x)

e−
U(x)

2

√
Z

= −D(x)
e−

U(x)
2

√
Z

(
U ′(x)

2
ϕn(x) + ϕ′n(x)

)
(57)

and for the left eigenvector ln(x) into

jn(x) = −D(x)

(
U ′(x) + ∂x

)
ln(x)

e−U(x)

Z
= −D(x)

e−U(x)

Z
l′n(x) = −D(x)P∗(x)l

′
n(x) (58)

In particular, let us stress that at a finite boundary xL = 0 where the diffusion coefficient D(xL = 0) and the
steady state P∗(xL = 0) remain finite, the vanishing-current boundary condition jn(xL = 0) = 0 leads to the
simplified conditions

If xL = 0 with finite D(0) and finite P∗(0) : jn(0) = 0 →


U ′(0)rn(0) + r′n(0) = 0 for the right eigenvectors
U ′(0)

2 ϕn(0) + ϕ′n(0) = 0 for the quantum eigenvectors

l′n(0) = 0 for the left eigenvectors

(59)

while for Pearson diffusions where the diffusion coefficient vanishes D(0) = 0 and where the steady state P∗(0) can be
vanishing, diverging, or finite as stressed in Eq. 18, the analysis of boundary conditions will be completely different,
as will be explained in detail in the further subsection IVB2.

In summary, one can equivalently study :
(a) the spectral properties of the operator Lx with the right eigenvectors rn(x)
(b) the spectral properties of the adjoint operator L†

x with the left eigenvectors ln(x)
(c) the spectral properties of the quantum Hamiltonian H with its eigenvectors ϕn(x).
In practice, it is simpler to focus either on the quantum eigenvectors ϕn(x) as will be discussed in the next section

V, or on the left eigenvectors ln(x), as we discuss in the remainder of the present section.

4. Properties of the left eigenvectors ln(x) with their physical meaning as the observables with the simplest dynamics

The translation of the orthonormalization of Eqs 52 43 using 50

δnm =

∫ xR

xL

dxlm(x)ln(x)P∗(x) (60)

means that the left eigenvectors ln(.) are an orthogonal family with respect to the steady state P∗(x).
To understand the physical meaning of the left eigenvectors ln(x) for n > 0, it is useful to consider them as

observables and to analyze the corresponding averaged values at time t of Eq. 20

lavn [t] ≡
∫ xR

xL

dxln(x)Pt(x) (61)

Using the boundary conditions of Eq. 55 with Eq. 58, one obtains that their dynamics of Eq. 21 do not contain
boundary contributions, while the bulk contribution involving the adjoint operator L†

x simplifies using the eigenvalue
equation of Eq. 51

∂tl
av
n [t] =

∫ xR

xL

dxPt(x)L†
xln(x) = −En

∫ xR

xL

dxPt(x)ln(x) = −Enl
av
n [t] (62)
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The solution corresponds to the exponential relaxation towards zero with the single energy En

lavn [t] = lavn [0]e−tEn (63)

In conclusion, the left eigenvectors ln(x) for n > 0 are very simple observables, whose relaxation dynamics towards
zero involves a single energy En instead of the whole spectrum that would a priori appear for a general observable.

B. Pearson diffusions : simplifications for the left eigenvectors ln(x)

1. Eigenvalue equations for the left eigenvectors ln(x) of Pearson diffusions : possibility of polynomial solutions

The eigenvalue equation of Eq. 51 for the left eigenvector ln(x) reads using the adjoint operator L†
x for Pearson

diffusions of Eq. 13

−Enln(x) = L†
xln(x) = FI(x)l

′
n(x) +D(x)l′′n(x)

=

(
λI − γIx

)
l′n(x) +

(
ax2 + bx+ c

)
l′′n(x) (64)

Since l0(x) = 1, it is natural to try the following polynomial form of degree n for ln(x) for n > 0

ln(x) =

n∑
k=0

Knkx
k = Knnx

n +Kn,n−1x
n−1 + ..+Kn,1x+Kn,0 (65)

to see whether one can satisfy the boundary conditions and the normalizability.

2. Boundary conditions and normalizability of the polynomial solutions ln(x) for Pearson diffusions

The vanishing-current boundary conditions of Eq. 55 when written in terms of the left eigenvectors ln(x) via 58

0 = −jn(xL) = D(xL)P∗(xL)l
′
n(xL)

0 = −jn(xR) = D(xR)P∗(xR)l
′
n(xR) (66)

can be discussed as follows for the polynomial of Eq. 65 for ln(x).
When the boundary xL is finite, i.e. for xL = 0 in the four representative examples (ii-iii-iv-v) of the table I, the

derivative of the polynomial of Eq. 65 reduces to the constant l′n(x = 0) = Kn,1. One can check that the product of
the diffusion coefficient D(x) (that always vanishes as x or as x2 in the limit x → 0) and of the normalizable steady
state P∗(x) (that may vanish, be finite or diverge in the limit x → 0 as stressed in Eq. 18) always vanishes in the
limit x→ xL = 0, so that the boundary condition of Eq. 66 is always satisfied for any n

xL = 0 : lim
x→xL=0

[D(x)P∗(x)Kn,1] = 0 : the boundary condition is always satisfied (67)

Similarly when the boundary xR is finite, i.e. for xR = 1 in the representative example (v) of the table I, the product
of the diffusion coefficient D(x) and of the steady state P∗(x) vanishes in the limit x→ xR = 1, so that the boundary
condition of Eq. 66 is again always satisfied.
When the right boundary is infinite xR = +∞ as in the four representative examples (ii-iii-iv-vi) of the table I,

then the derivative of the polynomial of Eq. 65 is dominated by the power l′n(x) ≃ nKnnx
n−1 for x → +∞, while

the diffusion coefficient D(x) diverges as x or x2 for x → +∞. So one needs to discuss whether the decay of the
normalizable steady state P∗(x) for x → +∞ is sufficient to compensate these power-laws or not. In the Pearson
representative example (ii) where P∗(x) ∝ xα−1e−γx is dominated by the exponential decay, the boundary condition
of Eq. 66 is always satisfied for any n

Case (ii) : lim
x→xR=+∞

[
D(x)P∗(x)nKnnx

n−1
]
= 0 : the boundary condition at xR = +∞ is always satisfied (68)

In the Pearson representative examples (iii-iv-vi) of the table I where the diffusion coefficient diverges as D(x) ∝ x2

in the limit x → +∞, while the normalizable steady state decays only as the power-law P∗(x) ∝ x−1−µ of Eq. 19
with µ > 0, the discussion is as follows

Cases (iii-iv-vi) : D(x)P∗(x)l
′
n(x) ∝

x→+∞
xn−µ

{
0 for n < µ : the boundary condition at xR = +∞ is satisfied

̸= 0 for n ≥ µ : the boundary condition at xR = +∞ is not satisfied
(69)
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Besides the boundary conditions, the polynomial solutions ln(x) of Eq. 65 should satisfy the normalization of
Eq. 60 with respect to the steady state P∗(x). Since ln(x) is a polynomial of order n, it is possible to satisfy the
normalization of Eq. 60 for ln(x) only if the steady moment m∗

2n of order (2n) is finite

1 =

∫ xR

xL

dxl2n(x)P∗(x) possible only if m∗
2n ≡

∫ xR

xL

dxx2nP∗(x) <∞ (70)

For the Pearson representative examples (iii-iv-vi) of the table I where the steady state decays only as the power-law
P∗(x) ∝ x−1−µ for x→ +∞, the steady moment m∗

2n is finite only for 2n < µ

Cases (iii-iv-vi) : the polynomial ln(x) is normalizable with respect to P∗(x) only if n <
µ

2
(71)

So this normalizability condition n < µ
2 is more restrictive than the requirement n < µ from the boundary conditions

of Eq. 69. Let us stress this very specific conclusion for Pearson diffusions that will be again useful in further sections:

Pearson : if ln(x) is normalizable with respect to P∗(x), then the boundary conditions are automatically satisfied (72)

i.e. in practice for the discrete spectrum of Pearson diffusions, one only needs to focus on the normalizability of
eigenvectors without worrying about boundary conditions anymore.

Putting everything together, the conclusions of this discussion concerning boundary conditions and normalizability
of polynomial solutions for Pearson diffusions can be summarized as follows:Cases (ii) and (v) : an infinite number of polynomial eigenvectors ln(x) with n = 0, 1, 2, ..,+∞

Cases (iii-iv-vi) with P∗(x) ∝
x→+∞

1

x1+µ
: finite number of polynomial eigenvectors ln(x) with 0 ≤ n <

µ

2

(73)

3. Explicit discrete energies En > 0 associated to the polynomial left eigenvectors ln(x)

When the polynomial ln(x) of Eq. 65 is a valid normalizable eigenvector satisfying the boundary conditions at xL
and xR (see Eq. 73), the corresponding energy En > 0 is determined by plugging the highest monomial xn into Eq.
64 so that it only involves the quadratic coefficient a of D(x) and the coefficient γI = γ − 2a of the Ito force

En = γIn+ an(1− n) = (γ − a)n− an2 if ln(x) is a valid normalizable eigenvector (74)

where one recognizes the expression of rate ϵn Eq. 26 discussed the previous section. However, it is very important
to stress here that the discrete energy En of Eq. 74 is a valid eigenvalue only if it is associated to a valid polynomial
eigenvector ln(x), while the rate ϵn of Eq. 26 always appears in the dynamics of the moment mn(t) with the physical
meaning depending on the sign of ϵn, as discussed in detail in Eqs 29 32 for n = 1, 2.

Let us now write the discrete energies En associated to the polynomial eigenvectors ln(x) for the various Pearson
representative examples :

• in the Pearson representative example (ii) where the coefficient a vanishes a = 0 while γ > 0, the spectrum of Eq.
74 is simply linear with respect to n and contains an infinite number of discrete energies En associated to the infinite
number of polynomial solutions ln(x) of Eq. 73

Case (ii) a = 0 and γI = γ > 0 : En = γn with n = 0, 1, 2, ...,+∞ (75)

• in the Pearson representative example (v) where the coefficient a is negative a = −1 while γI = γ+2 = α+β > 0,
the spectrum of Eq. 74 is quadratic with respect to n and contains an infinite number of discrete energies associated
to the infinite number of polynomial solutions ln(x) of Eq. 73

Case (v) a = −1 and γI = α+ β > 0 : En = n(n− 1 + α+ β) with n = 0, 1, 2, ...,+∞ (76)

• in the Pearson representative examples (iii-iv-vi) where the coefficient a is positive a = +1 while γI = γ−2 = µ−1,
there is only a finite number of discrete energies En associated to the finite number of polynomial solutions ln(x) of
Eq. 73

Cases (iii-iv-vi) a = +1 and γI = µ− 1 : En = n(µ− n) with 0 ≤ n <
µ

2
(77)
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4. Summary on the energy spectrum for the various representative examples Pearson diffusions

In summary, there are two very different possibilities for the energy spectrum of Pearson diffusions :
• when the energy spectrum corresponds to an infinite series of discrete energies En labelled by n = 0, 1, ..,+∞ as

in the representative examples (ii) and (iv) of Eqs 75 76, then the energy En of Eq. 74 coincides with the rate ϵn of
Eq. 26 for any n = 0, 1, 2, ..,+∞

En = ϵn for n = 0, 1, 2, ..,+∞ (78)

Note that this means that all the rates are strictly positive ϵn > 0 for n > 0 : all the moments mn(t) converge towards
finite steady values m∗

n, i.e. all the moments of the steady state P∗(x) are finite

m∗
n ≡

∫ xR

xL

dxxnP∗(x) < +∞ for n = 0, 1, 2, ..,+∞ (79)

• when the the spectrum contains only a finite number of discrete energies En as in the representative examples
(iii-iv-vi) of Eq. 77 with 0 ≤ n < µ

2 , the energy En of Eq. 74 coincides with the rate ϵn for 0 ≤ n < µ
2

En = n(µ− n) = ϵn for 0 ≤ n <
µ

2
(80)

Note that for k > µ
2 , the rate ϵk of Eq. 26 is still defined and appears in the dynamics of the moment mk(t) with the

physical meaning depending on the sign of ϵk, as discussed in detail in Eqs 29 32 for k = 1, 2. The finite number of
discrete energies in Eq. 78 is directly related to the power-law decay of Eq. 19, since the existence of En requires the
existence of the steady moment m∗

2n as a consequence of the normalization of Eq. 70 for the left eigenvector ln(x)
that cannot be satisfied anymore for k > µ

2

m∗
2k ≡

∫ xR

xL

dxx2kP∗(x) = +∞ for k >
µ

2
(81)

The spectral decomposition of the quantum propagator is then of the mixed form of Eq. 47

ψt(x|x0) ≡ ⟨x|e−Ht|x0⟩ =
∑

0≤n<µ
2

e−tn(µ−n)⟨x|ϕn⟩⟨ϕn|x0⟩+
∫ +∞

0

dqe−t(µ2+q2)⟨x|φq⟩⟨φq|x0⟩ (82)

where the energy continuum E(q) = µ2+q2

4 ∈]µ
2

4 ,+∞[ will be discussed later in Eq. 128 as well as in Eqs 330 382
465 for the three Pearson examples (iii-iv-vi). Both discrete and eigenvectors are written explicitly in terms of known
families of orthogonal polynomials and of special functions in [1] with explicit forms of the Fokker-Planck propagators.

5. Physical meaning of the polynomial left eigenvectors ln(x) in relation with the moments mk(t)

It is now interesting to discuss the physical meaning of the polynomial left eigenvector ln(x) in relation with the
moments mk(t): the associated observable lavn [t] of Eq. 61 that displays the simple exponential dynamics of Eq. 63
corresponds here to the following linear combination of moments mk(t) using Eq. 65

lavn [t] ≡
∫ xR

xL

dx

[
n∑

k=0

Knkx
k

]
Pt(x) =

n∑
k=0

Knkmk(t) (83)

The coefficients Knj of the polynomials ln(x) of Eq. 65 are determined by their orthonormalization of Eq. 60 with
respect to the steady state P∗(x). So the orthogonal polynomials ln(x) with respect to the steady state P∗(x) provide
the systematic construction of the linear combinations of the moments mk(t) that follow the simple exponential
dynamics of Eq. 63.

To be more concrete, let us discuss more precisely the first left eigenvectors l1(x) to make the link with the dynamics
of the first moments m1(t) discussed in the previous section. For n = 1, the polynomial l1(x) of Eq. 65

l1(x) = K11x+K10 (84)
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should satisfy the orthonormalization of Eq. 60

0 =

∫ xR

xL

dxl0(x)l1(x)P∗(x) =

∫ xR

xL

dx [K11x+K10]P∗(x) = K11m
∗
1 +K10

1 =

∫ xR

xL

dxl21(x)P∗(x) =

∫ xR

xL

dx [K11x+K10]
2
P∗(x) = K2

11m
∗
2 + 2K11K10m

∗
1 +K2

10 (85)

so one obtains the two coefficients K11 and K10 in terms of the two first steady moments m∗
1 and m∗

2

K10 = −K11m
∗
1

1 = K2
11

[
m∗

2 − (m∗
1)

2
]

(86)

The first polynomial l1(x) can be thus constructed only if the two first steady moments m∗
1 and m∗

2 are finite and
then reads

l1(x) =
x−m∗

1√
m∗

2 − (m∗
1)

2
(87)

The corresponding observable of Eq. 83

lav1 [t] = K11m1(t) +K10 =
m1(t)−m∗

1√
m∗

2 − (m∗
1)

2
(88)

is then directly related to the first moment m1(t) discussed in Eq. 31.
Similarly for n = 2, the polynomial l2(x) of Eq. 65

l2(x) = K22x
2 +K21x+K20 (89)

can satisfy the normalization of Eq. 70 only if the fourth steady moment m∗
4 is finite. Then the corresponding

observable of Eq. 83

lav2 [t] = K22m2(t) +K21m1(t) +K20 (90)

is the linear combination of the two first moments m1(t) and m2(t) that would only involve the energy E2 instead of
the two energies E1 = ϵ1 and E2 = ϵ2 appearing in the dynamics of the second moment m2(t) of Eq. 31.

6. Link with the next section

Now that we have discussed the spectral properties from the point of view of the left eigenvectors ln(x), it is
interesting in the next section to analyze them from the point of view of the quantum eigenvectors ϕn(x) of the
quantum Hamiltonian of Eq. 40.

V. QUANTUM SUPERSYMMETRIC HAMILTONIANS ASSOCIATED TO PEARSON DIFFUSIONS

In this section, we first recall the factorisation of the quantum Hamiltonian of Eq. 40 into its supersymmetric form
H = Q†Q for a general diffusion with F (x) and D(x) and then focus on the corresponding specific properties for
Pearson diffusions.

A. Factorisation of the quantum Hamiltonian H = Q†Q for a diffusion with F (x) and D(x)

1. Factorisation of the second-order differential operator H = Q†Q into a first-order operator Q and its adjoint Q†

For a general diffusion process discussed in subsection IIA, the Hamiltonian of Eq. 40 can be factorized into the
well-known supersymmetric form (see the review [90] and references therein)

H = − ∂

∂x
D(x)

∂

∂x
+ V (x) = Q†Q (91)
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involving the first-order operator

Q ≡
√
D(x)

(
d

dx
+
U ′(x)

2

)
(92)

and its adjoint

Q† ≡
(
− d

dx
+
U ′(x)

2

)√
D(x) (93)

The current jn(x) of Eq. 57 involved in the vanishing-current boundary conditions of Eq. 55 can be rewritten in

terms of the quantum ground-state ϕ0(x) =
e−

U(x)
2√
Z

of Eq. 54 and in terms of the action of the operator Q of Eq. 92

on the quantum eigenvector ϕn(x)

jn(x) = −D(x)
e−

U(x)
2

√
Z

(
d

dx
+
U ′(x)

2

)
ϕn(x) = −

√
D(x) ϕ0(x)

(
Qϕn(x)

)
(94)

The positive quantum ground-state of Eq. 54 is annihilated by the first-order operator Q

Qϕ0(x) =
√
D(x)

(
d

dx
+
U ′(x)

2

)
e−

U(x)
2

√
Z

= 0 (95)

while the energy En of the quantum eigenstate ϕn(x) can be rewritten as the square of the norm of Q|ϕn⟩

En = ⟨ϕn|H|ϕn⟩ = ⟨ϕn|Q†Q|ϕn⟩ = ||Q|ϕn⟩||2 =

∫ xR

xL

dx

[
Qϕn(x)

]2
=

∫ xR

xL

dxD(x)

[
ϕ′n(x) +

U ′(x)

2
ϕn(x)

]2
(96)

2. Analysis of the supersymmetric partner H̆ = QQ† of the Hamiltonian H = Q†Q

The supersymmetric partner H̆ = QQ† of the Hamiltonian H = Q†Q of Eqs 40 and 91

H̆ ≡ QQ† = − ∂

∂x
D(x)

∂

∂x
+ V̆ (x) (97)

involves the same kinetic operator as the initial Hamiltonian H of Eq. 91, but the partner-potential V̆ (x) is different
from the potential V (x) of Eq. 41

V̆ (x) ≡ D(x)
[U ′(x)]2

4
+D(x)

U ′′(x)

2
+

[D′(x)]2

4D(x)
− D′′(x)

2

=
F 2(x)

4D(x)
− F ′(x)

2
+
F (x)D′(x)

2D(x)
+

[D′(x)]2

4D(x)
− D′′(x)

2

=
F 2
I (x)

4D(x)
− F ′

I(x)

2
(98)

and turns out to be simpler on the last line when using the Ito force FI(x) = F (x)+D′(x) of Eq. 12, while the initial
potential V (x) of Eq. 41 is simpler when using the Fokker-Planck force F (x).

The commutator between the two operators Q† and Q corresponds to the difference between the two Hamiltonians
H and H̆, and thus to the difference between the two potentials V (x) and V̆ (x)

[Q†, Q] ≡ Q†Q−QQ† = H − H̆ = V (x)− V̆ (x)

= F ′(x)− F (x)D′(x)

2D(x)
− [D′(x)]2

4D(x)
+
D′′(x)

2

= F ′
S(x)−

FS(x)D
′(x)

2D(x)
(99)

that turns out to be simpler on the last line when using the Stratonovich force FS(x) = F (x) + D′(x)
2 of Eq. 12.
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3. Relations between the discrete spectra of the Hamiltonian H = Q†Q and its supersymmetric partner H̆ = QQ†

From the excited eigenstate ϕn(x) with n > 0 of the initial Hamiltonian H of Eq. 91, one can construct the state

ϕ̆n(x) ≡
Qϕn(x)√

En

=

√
D(x)√
En

(
ϕ′n(x) +

U ′(x)

2
ϕn(x)

)
(100)

that is normalized as a consequence of Eq. 96

⟨ϕ̆n|ϕ̆n⟩ =
⟨ϕn|Q†Q|ϕn⟩

En
=

⟨ϕn|H|ϕn⟩
En

= 1 (101)

and that is an eigenstate of the supersymmetric partner H̆ of Eq. 97 associated to the energy En

H̆|ϕ̆n⟩ =
1√
En

QQ†Q|ϕn⟩ =
1√
En

QH|ϕn⟩ = En
Q|ϕn⟩√
En

= En|ϕ̆n⟩ (102)

while the current jn(x) of Eq. 94 involved in the vanishing-current boundary conditions of Eq. 55 reads in terms of

ϕ̆n(x)

jn(x) = −
√
D(x) ϕ0(x)

(
Qϕn(x)

)
= −

√
D(x) ϕ0(x)

√
Enϕ̆n(x) (103)

So the discrete energy spectra of the initial Hamiltonian H = Q†Q with the vanishing boundary conditions for
jn(x) of Eq. 94 and of its supersymmetric-partner H̆ = QQ† with the vanishing boundary conditions for jn(x) of Eq.
103 coincide, except for the ground-state ϕ0(x) of the initial Hamiltonian H which is annihilated by Q as mentioned
in Eq. 54 and has thus no partner via Eq. 100.

In particular, let us stress that at a finite boundary xL = 0 where the diffusion coefficient D(xL = 0) and the
steady state P∗(xL = 0) remain finite, the vanishing-current boundary condition jn(xL = 0) = 0 leads to the
simplified conditions

If xL = 0 with finite D(0) and P∗(0) : jn(0) = 0 →

0 =

(
Qϕn(x)

)
|x=0 for the eigenvectors ϕn(x) of H

0 = ϕ̆n(x)for the eigenvectors ϕ̆n(x) of H̆

(104)

i.e. vanshing boundary conditions for the eigenvectors ϕ̆n(x) of supersymmetric-partner H̆ = QQ† (see [91] for a recent
discussion of these change of boundary conditions between supersymmetric partners in the context of boundary-driven
non-equilibrium diffusions). For Pearson diffusions where the diffusion coefficient vanishes D(0) = 0 and where the
steady state P∗(0) can be vanishing, diverging, or finite as stressed in Eq. 18, the analysis of boundary conditions
will be completely different than in Eq. 104, as discussed in the subsection VB1.

When the energy spectrum of the Hamiltonian H contains also an energy continuum, the supersymmetric partner
H̆ contains the same energy continuum, and one can also analyze the relations between their continuous eigenvectors
as described around Eqs 26-31 of the review [90].

B. Pearson diffusions : algebraic construction of the discrete spectrum En of the Hamiltonian H

Let us now describe the specific properties of the supersymmetric Hamiltonian H for Pearson diffusions, with
respect to the general analysis summarized in the previous section.

1. Boundary conditions and normalizability of the quantum eigenvectors ϕn(x) and ϕ̆n(x) for Pearson diffusions

The detailed analysis of subsection IVB2 concerning the boundary conditions and the normalizability of the left
eigenvectors ln(x) can be directly translated for the quantum eigenvectors ϕn(x) that are in direct correspondence
via Eq. 50. The conclusion summarized in Eq. 72 becomes : if the quantum eigenvector ϕn(x) is normalizable via
Eq. 43

1 = ⟨ϕn|ϕn⟩ =
∫ xR

xL

dxϕ2n(x) (105)
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then the boundary conditions are automatically satisfied. This conclusion can be further adapted using Eq. 103. for

the discrete eigenvectors ϕ̆n(x) of the supersymmetric-partner H̆ = QQ†

In summary, for the quantum eigenvectors ϕn(x) associated to the discrete eigenvalues En of the supersymmetric

Hamiltonian H = Q†Q of Pearson diffusions, as well as for the eigenvectors ϕ̆n(x) of the supersymmetric-partner

H̆ = QQ†, one only needs to focus on the normalizability of these eigenvectors via Eq. 105 without worrying about
boundary conditions anymore.

2. Form of the quantum potential V (x) of the supersymmetric Hamiltonian H associated to a Pearson diffusion

For a Pearson diffusion of Eq. 14, the quantum potential of Eq. 41 displays the following dependence with respect
to x and with respect to the two parameters [λ, γ] of the Fokker-Planck force F (x) = λ − γx (while the diffusion
coefficient D(x) = ax2 + bx+ c is considered as fixed)

V[λ,γ](x) =
F 2(x)

4D(x)
+
F ′(x)

2
=

(λ− γx)
2

4 (ax2 + bx+ c)
− γ

2
(106)

For later purposes, it is important to stress that its fraction-decomposition allows to rewrite it as

V[λ,γ](x) = Υ
[0]
[λ,γ] +Υ

[1]
[λ,γ]V1(x) + Υ

[2]
[λ,γ]V2(x) (107)

in terms of three coefficients Υ
[i]
[λ,γ] that depend on the two parameters [λ, γ], while the two functions V1(x) and V2(x)

will turn out to play an essential role in the further sections concerning large deviations properties.

3. Partner-potential V̆ (x) in terms of the initial potential V[.,.](x) with other parameters

The partner potential V̆ (x) of Eq. 98 involving the linear Ito force FI(x) = λI − γIx of Eq. 16

V̆ (x) =
F 2
I (x)

2

4D(x)
− F ′

I(x)

2
=

(λI − γIx)
2

4 (ax2 + bx+ c)
+
γI
2

= V[λI ,γI ](x) + γI (108)

can be rewritten up to the additive constant γI as the initial potential V[λI ,γI ](x) of Eq. 106 with the modified
parameters given in Eq. 16

λI = λ+ b

γI = γ − 2a (109)

This property defines the so-called shape-invariant-potentials in the field of supersymmetric quantum mechanics (see
the review [90]) and allows to obtain the energy spectrum of the initial potential via the construction of the iterated-
partner-potentials as follows.

Since the initial potential V[λI ,γI ](x) of Eq. 106 has a ground-state at zero energy E0 = 0, one obtains that the

ground-state of the partner potential V̆ (x) of Eq. 108 is given by the remaining constant γI

Ĕ0 = γI (110)

and via the construction explained around Eqs 100 102, this corresponds to the energy E1 of the first excited state
ϕ1(x) of the initial potential V[λ,γ](x)

E1 = Ĕ0 = γI (111)

in agreement with Eq. 74 for n = 1.

4. Recurrence to construct the full discrete spectrum En of the initial potential V[λ,γ](x)

One may now iterate the above procedure as follows. The n-iterated-partner potential will have the form

V̆ [n](x) = V[λ[n],γ[n]](x) + Ĕ
[n]
0 (112)
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where its ground-state energy Ĕ
[n]
0 coincides with the energy En of the n-th excited state of the initial potential

V[λ,γ](x)

Ĕ
[n]
0 = En (113)

while V[λ[n],γ[n]](x) contains the appropriate parameters [λ[n], γ[n]]. Then the (n+1)-iterated-partner potential can be
computed via Eq. 108

V̆ [n+1](x) = V
[λ

[n]
I ,γ

[n]
I ]

(x) + γ
[n]
I + En ≡ V[λ[n+1],γ[n+1]](x) + En+1 (114)

where the identification leads to the following recurrences using Eq. 109

λ[n+1] = λ
[n]
I = λ[n] + b

γ[n+1] = γ
[n]
I = γ[n] − 2a

En+1 − En = γ
[n]
I = γ[n] − 2a (115)

So the two parameters [λ[n], γ[n]] are simply linear with respect to n

λ[n] = λ+ bn

γ[n] = γ − 2an (116)

while the energy En is quadratic

En =

n−1∑
k=0

(Ek+1 − Ek) =

n−1∑
k=0

(γ − 2a− 2ak) = (γ − 2a)n− an(n− 1) = γIn− an(n− 1) (117)

in agreement with the previous computations of Eq. 74 as it should.
In conclusion, the formulation with the quantum supersymmetric HamiltonianH allows to construct the full discrete

spectrum En of the initial potential V[λ,γ](x) algebraically, without solving any differential equation.

VI. MAPPINGS TOWARDS OTHER DIFFUSIONS WITH ADDITIVE OR MULTIPLICATIVE NOISE

Via changes of variables for the spatial coordinate x, the Pearson diffusions can be mapped onto other diffusion
processes with additive or multiplicative noise, that will inherit the spectra and other properties of the Pearson
diffusions, even if they are not Pearson diffusions by themselves. In this section, we describe two important examples.

A. Change of variables x → z towards a diffusion process z(t) with constant diffusion coefficient d(z) = 1

Whenever the diffusion coefficient D(x) depends on the spatial coordinate x, it is interesting to consider the change
of variables from x to the new space-coordinate z

dz ≡ dx√
D(x)

(118)

that will produce the constant diffusion coefficient d(z) = 1 for the process z(t). The Stratonovich interpretation of
Eq. 11 leads to the following Langevin dynamics for z(t)

dz(t) ≡ dx(t)√
D(x(t))

=
FS(x(t))√
D(x(t))

dt+
√
2 dB(t) ≡ f(z)dt+

√
2 dB(t) (119)

where the three forces, namely the Fokker-Planck force and the Ito force and the Stratonovich force coincide (since
the diffusion coefficient d(z) = 1 does not depend on z in Eq. 12)

f(z) = fS(z) = fI(z) =
FS(x)√
D(x)

∣∣∣∣
x=x(z)

=
F (x) + D′(x)

2√
D(x)

∣∣∣∣
x=x(z)

(120)
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As a consequence, the Fokker-Planck Eq. 1 becomes for the probability density pt(z) to be at coordinate z at time t

∂tpt(z) = −∂zjt(z)
jt(z) ≡ f(z)pt(z)− ∂zpt(z) (121)

where the current jt(z) associated to pt(z) that involves the force f(z) and the diffusion coefficient d(z) = 1 satisfies
the vanishing-current boundary conditions translated from Eq. 3 at the left boundary zL = z(xL) and at the right
boundary zR = z(xR) obtained via the mapping x→ z(x)

jt(zL) = 0

jt(zR) = 0 (122)

The corresponding potential u(z) obtained from Eq. 6 with d(z) = 1

u′(z) = −f(z) (123)

governs the steady state of Eq. 5 for the process z(t)

p∗(z) =
e−u(z)∫ zR

zL
dz′e−u(z′)

(124)

that can also be obtained from the initial steady state P∗(x) via the application of the change of variables x → z(x)
for the probability densities p∗(z)dz = P∗(x)dx.
The quantum supersymmetric Hamiltonian of Eq. 91 92

h = h† =

(
− d

dz
+
u′(z)

2

)(
d

dz
+
u′(z)

2

)
= − d2

dz2
+ v(z) (125)

involves the standard Laplacian d2

dz2 associated to a constant mass (in contrast to Eq. 40 with an effective space-
dependent mass) and the quantum potential

v(z) =
[u′(z)]2

4
− u′′(z)

2
=
f2(z)

4
+
f ′(z)

2
(126)

while the partner potential of Eq. 98 reads

v̆(z) =
f2(z)

4
− f ′(z)

2
(127)

For Pearson diffusions, the change of variables of Eq. 118 involves elementary functions and the corresponding po-
tential v(z) will correspond to solvable potentials that are standard in the field of supersymmetric quantum mechanics
(see the review [90] and references therein). In addition, the quantum Hamiltonian h of Eq. 125 allows to see directly
if there is a continuous spectrum of the form

Continuous spectrum : E ∈]v∞,+∞[ (128)

via the computation of the minimum of the two limiting values of the quantum potential v(z) of Eq. 126 as z → ±∞

v∞ = min[v(z → +∞); v(z → −∞)] (129)

If v∞ < +∞ is finite, then the continuous spectrum is given by Eq. 128, while if v∞ = +∞ is infinite, then there is
no continuous spectrum but only discrete energies.

It will be also interesting to translate the moments mk(t) of Eq. 23 of the initial Pearson process x(t)

mk(t) ≡
∫ xR

xL

dxPt(x)x
k =

∫ zR

zL

dzpt(z) [x(z)]
k

(130)

that involve the observables [x(z)]
k
for the process z(t).
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B. Change of variables x → y = x
− 1

q for positive Pearson diffusions x(t) ∈]0,+∞[

For some positive Pearson diffusion processes x(t) ∈]0,+∞[, another interesting change of variable involves the
parameter q > 0

y = x−
1
q ∈]0,+∞[ (131)

The Stratonovich dynamics for y(t) is obtained from the Stratonovich SDE for x(t) of Eq. 11 with the force FS(x) =
λS − γSx of Eq. 16

dy(t) = −1

q
y1+qdx(t) = −1

q
y1+q(t)

[
(λS − γSy

−q(t))dt+
√
2D(y−q(t))dBt

]
=
γSy(t)− λSy

1+q(t)

q
dt−

√
2
y2+2q(t)

q2
D(y−q(t))dBt ≡ FS(y(t)) dt−

√
2D(y(t)) dB(t) (132)

where the diffusion coefficient

D(y) =
y2+2q

q2
D(y−q) =

y2+2q

q2
(ay−2q + by−q + c) =

y2

q2
(a+ byq + cy2q) (133)

will be a polynomial in y when q is an integer, while the Stratonovich force FS(y) contains a linear contribution in y
and a non-linear contribution in y1+q

FS(y) =
γS
q
y − λS

q
y1+q (134)

The corresponding Fokker-Planck force F(y) and the Ito force FI(y) obtained from Eq. 12

F(y) = FS(y)−
D′(y)

2
=

(
γS
q

− a

q2

)
y −

[
λS
q

+ b

(
1

q2
+

1

2q

)]
y1+q − c

(
1

q2
+

1

q

)
y1+2q

FI(y) = FS(y) +
D′(y)

2
=

(
γS
q

+
a

q2

)
y −

[
λS
q

− b

(
1

q2
+

1

2q

)]
y1+q + c

(
1

q2
+

1

q

)
y1+2q (135)

may contain a supplementary non-linear contribution in y1+2q when c ̸= 0 with respect to the two other types of
contributions involving y and y1+q already present the Stratonovich force FS(y) of Eq. 134. The Fokker-Planck Eq.
1 reads for the probability density Pt(y) to be at coordinate y at time t

∂tPt(y) = −∂zJt(y)

Jt(y) ≡ F(y)Pt(y)−D(y)∂yPt(y) (136)

where the current Jt(y) associated to Pt(y) that involves the force F(y) and the diffusion coefficient D(y) satisfies
the vanishing-current boundary conditions translated from Eq. 3 at the left boundary yL = y(xL) and at the right
boundary yR = y(xR) obtained via the mapping x→ y(x)

Jt(yL) = 0

Jt(yR) = 0 (137)

The moments mk(t) of Eq. 23 of the initial Pearson process translate into

mk(t) ≡
∫ xR

xL

dxPt(x)x
k =

∫ yR

yL

dyPt(y)y
−qk (138)

These processes have attracted a lot of interest in the field of multiplicative stochastic processes [92, 93] : for
physical applications, the most relevant cases seem to be the first integer values q = 1 and q = 2 corresponding to
quadratic and cubic non-linearities in the Stratonovich force FS(y) of Eq. 134, while the diffusion coefficient D(y) of
Eq. 133 is a polynomial of low degree, that will depend on the values of (a, b, c) of the initial Pearson process, so that
it will be more appropriate to continue the discussion in the sections concerning the Pearson representative examples.
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VII. LARGE DEVIATIONS AT LEVEL 1 FOR TIME-AVERAGED OBSERVABLES OVER [0, T ]

In this section, the goal is to study the statistical properties of time-averaged observables over the time-window
[0, T ] and to analyze their large deviations properties in the limit of large time T → +∞. We will stress the specific
properties for Pearson diffusions with respect to the general diffusion process discussed in subsection IIA.

A. Time-averaged observables over the time-window [0, T ] for each given trajectory x(0 ≤ t ≤ T )

For an observable w(x), besides the averaged value wav[t] at time t discussed in Eq. 20, it is interesting to consider
the time-average over the time-window t ∈ [0, T ] for each given trajectory x(0 ≤ t ≤ T )

W [x(0 ≤ t ≤ T )] ≡ 1

T

∫ T

0

dtw(x(t)) (139)

For a general diffusion discussed in subsection IIA, we will consider in particular the cases where the observable
w(x) is a left eigenvector ln(x) with n > 0,

Ln[x(0 ≤ t ≤ T )] ≡ 1

T

∫ T

0

dt ln(x(t)) (140)

since the corresponding averaged value lavn [t] at time t of Eq. 61 follows the simple dynamics of Eq. 63.
For Pearson diffusions, it is also natural to study the time-averaged moment of order k corresponding to w(x) = xk

Mk[x(0 ≤ t ≤ T )] =
1

T

∫ T

0

dt xk(t) (141)

in order to compare with the momentmk(t) of order k at time t of Eq. 23. We will also identify the specific observables
w(x) whose rate function can be explicitly computed.

B. Averaged value W av[T ] of W [x(0 ≤ t ≤ T )] over the trajectories x(0 ≤ t ≤ T ) as a function of T

The averaged value of Eq. 139 over the trajectories x(0 ≤ t ≤ T ) reduces to the time-average over the time-window
t ∈ [0, T ] of the averaged value wav[t] at time t of Eq. 20

W av(T ) ≡W [x(0 ≤ t ≤ T )] =
1

T

∫ T

0

dtw(x(t)) =
1

T

∫ T

0

dt

∫ xR

xL

dxw(x)Pt(x) =
1

T

∫ T

0

dtwav[t] (142)

and will converge towards the steady value w∗ for large T

W av(T ) =
1

T

∫ T

0

dt

∫ xR

xL

dxw(x)Pt(x) ≃
T→+∞

∫ xR

xL

dxw(x)P∗(x) ≡ w∗ (143)

For a general diffusion with F (x) and D(x), the averaged value of Ln[x(0 ≤ t ≤ T )] of Eq. 140 with n > 0 over the
trajectories x(0 ≤ t ≤ T ) can be obtained from the solution of Eq. 63 for lavn [t]

Lav
n [x(0 ≤ t ≤ T )] =

1

T

∫ T

0

dt lavn [t] =
1

T

∫ T

0

dtlavn [0]e−tEn = lavn [0]
1− e−TEn

TEn
(144)

so that it converges as 1
T towards its vanishing steady value l∗n = 0 as a consequence of Eq. 60 with l0(x) = 1

l∗n ≡
∫ xR

xL

dxln(x)P∗(x) =

∫ xR

xL

dxl0(x)ln(x)P∗(x) = 0 (145)

For Pearson diffusions, the results for the averaged valuedmk(t) at time t of Eq. 23 allow to obtain the corresponding
behaviors of the time-averages over the time-window t ∈ [0, T ]

Mav
k (T ) =

1

T

∫ T

0

dtxk(t) =
1

T

∫ T

0

dtmk(t) (146)
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For k = 1, the explicit result of Eq. 31 for m1(t) yields

Mav
1 (T ) =

1

T

∫ T

0

dtm1(t) =
λI
γI

+

(
m1(0)−

λI
γI

)
1− e−TE1

TE1
i.e.

{
convergence towards m∗

1 = λI

γI
as 1

T for E1 > 0

exponential growth towards m∗
1 = +∞ for E1 < 0

(147)

and one can similarly use the explicit result of Eq. 35 for m2(t) to obtain

Mav
2 (T ) =

1

T

∫ T

0

dtm2(t) i.e.

 convergence towards m∗
2 =

c+(b+λI)
λI
γI

(γI−a) for E1 > 0 and E2 > 0

exponential growth towards m∗
2 = +∞ otherwise

(148)

C. Rescaled variance of W [x(0 ≤ t ≤ T )] over the trajectories x(0 ≤ t ≤ T ) for large T

The second moment ofW [x(0 ≤ t ≤ T )] of Eq. 139 involves the two-time-correlation between w(x(t)) and w(x(t+τ))

W 2[x(0 ≤ t ≤ T )] =
2

T 2

∫ T

0

dt

∫ T−t

0

dτw(x(t+ τ))w(x(t))

=

∫
dxw(x)

∫
dyw(y)

2

T 2

∫ T

0

dt

∫ T−t

0

dτPτ (x|y)Pt(y|x0) (149)

while the variance involves the corresponding two-time-connected-correlation

W 2[x(0 ≤ t ≤ T )]−
(
W [x(0 ≤ t ≤ T )]

)2
=

2

T 2

∫ T

0

dt

∫ T−t

0

dτ
[
w(x(t+ τ))w(x(t))− w(x(t+ τ))× w(x(t))

]
=

∫
dxw(x)

∫
dyw(y)

2

T 2

∫ T

0

dt

∫ T−t

0

dτ [Pτ (x|y)− Pt+τ (x|x0)]Pt(y|x0) (150)

The multiplication of Eq 150 by T allows to obtain the following finite limit as T → +∞ for the rescaled variance

T

[
W 2[x(0 ≤ t ≤ T )]−

(
W [x(0 ≤ t ≤ T )]

)2]
≃

T→+∞
2

∫
dxw(x)

∫
dyw(y)

∫ +∞

0

dτ [Pτ (x|y)− P∗(x)]P∗(y)

≡ 2

∫
dx

∫
dyw(x)G(x, y)w(y)P∗(y) (151)

where the Green function G(x, y) characterizes the convergence of the propagator Pτ (x|y) with its spectral decompo-
sition of Eq. 49 towards the steady state P∗(x)

G(x, y) ≡
∫ +∞

0

dτ [Pτ (x|y)− P∗(x)] =

∫ +∞

0

dτ

[∑
n>0

rn(x)ln(y)e
−Enτ

]
=
∑
n>0

rn(x)ln(y)

En
(152)

The properties of this Green function are discussed in detail in [65, 94, 95].
Alternatively, the limit of the rescaled variance of Eq. 151 can be written

T

[
W 2[x(0 ≤ t ≤ T )]−

(
W [x(0 ≤ t ≤ T )]

)2]
≃

T→+∞
2

∫
dyw(y)P∗(y)

∫ +∞

0

dτ

[∫
dxw(x)Pτ (x|y)−

∫
dxw(x)P∗(x)

]
≡ 2

∫
dyw(y)P∗(y)

∫ +∞

0

dτ (wav[τ |y]− w∗) (153)

in terms of the average wav[τ |y] of w(x(τ)) when the starting point is x(τ = 0) = y

wav[τ |y] =
∫
dxw(x)Pτ (x|y) (154)

that has for initial value at τ = 0

wav[τ = 0|y] =
∫
dxw(x)Pτ=0(x|y) = w(y) (155)

and that converges for τ → +∞ towards the steady value w∗

wav[τ |y] ≃
τ→+∞

∫
dxw(x)P∗(x) = w∗ (156)
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1. Rescaled variance of Ln[x(0 ≤ t ≤ T )] corresponding to w(x) = ln(x) for a general diffusion with F (x) and D(x)

The application of Eq. 151 to Ln[x(0 ≤ t ≤ T )] of Eq. 140 corresponding to w(x) = ln(x) with n > 0 yields that
its rescaled variance reads using Eqs 52 and 60

T

[
L2
n[x(0 ≤ t ≤ T )]−

(
Ln[x(0 ≤ t ≤ T )]

)2]
≃

T→+∞
2

∫
dx

∫
dyln(x)G(x, y)ln(y)P∗(y)

= 2

∫
dx

∫
dyln(x)

[∑
n′>0

rn′(x)ln′(y)

En′

]
ln(y)P∗(y) =

∑
n′>0

2

En′

[∫
dxln(x)rn′(x)

] [∫
dyln′(y)ln(y)P∗(y)

]
=
∑
n′>0

2

En′
δn,n′δn,n′ =

2

En
(157)

so that it only involves the inverse of the energy En associated to the left eigenvector ln(x).
As an example of application of the alternative formula of Eq. 153, we can use the simple dynamics of Eq. 63 for

lavn [t] to obtain the conditional moment of Eq. 154

lavn [τ |y] =
∫
dxln(x)Pτ (x|y) = ln(y)e

−τEn (158)

so that the asymptotic rescaled variance of Eq. 153 reads using Eq. 60

T

[
L2
n[x(0 ≤ t ≤ T )]−

(
Ln[x(0 ≤ t ≤ T )]

)2]
≃

T→+∞
2

∫
dyln(y)P∗(y)

∫ +∞

0

dτlavn [τ |y]

= 2

∫
dyln(y)P∗(y)

∫ +∞

0

dτln(y)e
−τEn =

2

En

∫
dyl2n(y)P∗(y) =

2

En
(159)

in agreement with the previous analysis of Eq. 157.
The computation of Eq. 157 suggests to consider the observables w(x) that can be decomposed onto the series of

the left eigenvectors ln(x)

w(x) = ⟨w|x⟩ = ⟨w|
( +∞∑

n=0

|rn⟩⟨ln|
)
|x⟩ =

+∞∑
n=0

wnln(x) (160)

with the coefficients

wn = ⟨w|rn⟩ =
∫
dxw(x)rn(x) =

∫
dxw(x)ln(x)P∗(x) (161)

Then the application of Eq. 151 reads using Eqs 52 and 60

T

[
W 2[x(0 ≤ t ≤ T )]−

(
W [x(0 ≤ t ≤ T )]

)2]
≃

T→+∞
2

∫
dx

∫
dyw(x)G(x, y)w(y)P∗(y)

= 2

∫
dx

∫
dy

[
+∞∑
n′=0

wn′ ln′(x)

][∑
n>0

rn(x)ln(y)

En

][
+∞∑
n′′=0

wn′′ ln′′(y)

]
P∗(y)

=
∑
n>0

2

En

+∞∑
n′=0

wn′

+∞∑
n′′=0

wn′′

[∫
dxln′(x)rn(x)

] [∫
dyln(y)ln′′(y)P∗(y)

]

=
∑
n>0

2

En

+∞∑
n′=0

wn′

+∞∑
n′′=0

wn′′δn′,nδn′′,n = 2
∑
n>0

w2
n

En
(162)

so that it involves the energies En and the squares of the coefficients wn of Eq. 161.

2. Rescaled variance of Mk[x(0 ≤ t ≤ T )] associated to w(x) = xk for Pearson diffusions

For Pearson diffusions, let us first consider M1[x(0 ≤ t ≤ T )] of Eq. 141 associated to w(x) = x. One can adapt
the explicit result of Eq. 31 for m1(t) to obtain the moment of Eq. 163 when E1 = γI > 0 with the finite steady
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value m∗
1 = λI

γI
of Eq. 154

m1[τ |y] =
∫
dxxPτ (x|y) = m∗

1 + (y −m∗
1) e

−τE1 (163)

so that the asymptotic rescaled variance of Eq. 153 for M1[x(0 ≤ t ≤ T )] of Eq. 141 reads using Eq. 60

T

[
M2

1 [x(0 ≤ t ≤ T )]−
(
M1[x(0 ≤ t ≤ T )]

)2]
≃

T→+∞
2

∫
dyyP∗(y)

∫ +∞

0

dτ (m1[τ |y]−m∗
1)

= 2

∫
dyyP∗(y)

∫ +∞

0

dτ (y −m∗
1) e

−τE1 =
2

E1

∫
dy
(
y2 −m∗

1y
)
P∗(y)

=
2

E1
[m∗

2 − (m∗
1)

2] (164)

i.e. the numerator involves the variance [m∗
2 − (m∗

1)
2] in the steady state, while the denominator involves the energy

E1. This result can be recovered from the inversion of Eq. 87

x = m∗
1 +

√
m∗

2 − (m∗
1)

2l1(x) (165)

that corresponds to the decomposition of Eq. 160 that only involves the two terms n = 0 and n = 1 with the two
coefficients w0 = m∗

1 and w1 =
√
m∗

2 − (m∗
1)

2, so that Eq. 164 is in agreement with Eq. 162.

The application of Eq. 162 to Mk[x(0 ≤ t ≤ T )] of Eq. 141 associated to w(x) = xk

T

[
M2

k [x(0 ≤ t ≤ T )]−
(
Mk[x(0 ≤ t ≤ T )]

)2]
≃

T→+∞
2

k∑
n=1

w2
n

En
(166)

involves the k coefficients of Eq. 161 with n = 1, .., k

wn =

∫
dxxkln(x)P∗(x) (167)

that appear in the decomposition of xk onto the left eigenvectors ln(x)

xk =

k∑
n=0

wnln(x) (168)

that corresponds to the inversion of Eq. 65.

D. Large deviations of time-averaged observables for large T for arbitrary F (x) and D(x)

1. Generating function Z
[p]
T (x|x0) of W [x(0 ≤ t ≤ T )] over the trajectories x(0 ≤ t ≤ T )

To analyze the statistical properties of W [x(0 ≤ t ≤ T )] of Eq. 139 beyond its averaged value and its rescaled
variance described above, it is convenient to consider the generating function of parameter p over the trajectories
starting at position x0 at time t = 0 and ending at position x at time T

Z
[p]
T (x|x0) ≡ e−pTW [x(0≤t≤T )] = e−p

∫ T
0

dtw(x(t)) (169)

whose dynamics is governed by the following p-deformed generator L[p]
x with respect to the initial Fokker-Planck

generator Lx = L[p=0]
x

∂TZ
[p]
T (x|x0) = L[p]

x Z
[p]
T (x|x0) = −∂x

(
F (x)−D(x)∂x

)
Z

[p]
T (x|x0)− pw(x)Z

[p]
T (x|x0)

= −∂xJ [p]
T (x|x0)− pw(x)Z

[p]
T (x|x0) (170)
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The first contribution corresponds to the space derivative of the current J
[p]
T (x|x0) associated to Z

[p]
T (x|x0)

J
[p]
T (x|x0) ≡ F (x)Z

[p]
T (x|x0)−D(x)∂xZ

[p]
T (x|x0) (171)

while pw(x) plays the role of a killing rate if pw(x) > 0 or of a reproducing rate if pw(x) < 0. In particular, the

integral of Z
[p]
T (x|x0) is not conserved

∂T

∫ xR

xL

dxZ
[p]
T (x|x0) = −

[
J
[p]
T (x|x0)

]xR

xL

− p

∫ xR

xL

dxw(x)Z
[p]
T (x|x0) (172)

as a consequence of the killing or reproducing rate pw(x) in the bulk x ∈]xL, xR[, but not as a consequence of currents
flowing through the boundaries (the physical picture is that a varying number of diffusive particles can be reproduced
or killed in the bulk x ∈]xL, xR[, but they cannot escape the interval, and exterior particles cannot enter either). So

the current J
[p]
T (x|x0) of Eq. 171 should vanish at the two boundaries as in Eq. 3 for the initial problem corresponding

to p = 0 (see more detailed discussions in [59] and in the PhD Thesis [26]) :

J
[p]
T (xL|x0) = 0 = J

[p]
T (xR|x0) (173)

2. Spectral decomposition of the generating function Z
[p]
T (x|x0)

If one performs the same change of variables as in Eq. 38 for the generating function

Z
[p]
T (x|x0) =

√
P∗(x)

P∗(x0)
ψ
[p]
T (x|x0) (174)

the p-deformed forward dynamics of Eq. 170 for the generating function Z
[p]
T (x|x0) translates into the euclidean

Schrödinger equation

−∂Tψ[p]
T (x|x0) = Hpψ

[p]
T (x|x0) (175)

involving the p-deformed Hermitian Hamiltonian with respect to Eq. 40

Hp = H†
p = H + pw(x) = − ∂

∂x
D(x)

∂

∂x
+ Vp(x) (176)

where the scalar potential Vp(x) involves the additional contribution [pw(x)] with respect to the initial potential V (x)
of Eq. 41

Vp(x) = V (x) + pw(x) =
F 2(x)

4D(x)
+
F ′(x)

2
+ pw(x) (177)

The spectral decomposition analogous to Eq. 48 for the quantum propagator ψ
[p]
T (x|x0)

ψ
[p]
T (x|x0) ≡ ⟨x|e−tHp |x0⟩ =

+∞∑
n=0

e−tEn(p)ϕ[p]n (x)ϕ[p]n (x0) (178)

involving the quantum eigenvectors ϕ
[p]
n (x) of Hp associated to the eigenvalues En(p)

En(p)ϕ
[p]
n (x) = Hpϕ

[p]
n (x) =

(
− ∂

∂x
D(x)

∂

∂x
+ V (x) + pw(x)

)
ϕ[p]n (x) (179)

leads to the spectral decomposition analog to Eq. 49 for the generating function Z
[p]
T (x|x0)

Z
[p]
T (x|x0) =

+∞∑
n=0

e−tEn(p)r[p]n (x)l[p]n (x0) (180)
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where

r[p]n (x) =
√
P ∗(x)ϕ[p]n (x) =

e−
U(x)

2

√
Z

ϕ[p]n (x)

l[p]n (x0) =
1√

P ∗(x0)
ϕ[p]n (x0) =

√
Ze+

U(x0)
2 ϕ[p]n (x0) (181)

are the right and the left eigenvectors of the p-deformed generator L[p]
x

−En(p)r
[p]
n (x) = L[p]

x r[p]n (x) = −∂x
(
F (x)r[p]n (x)

)
+ ∂x

(
D(x)∂xr

[p]
n (x)

)
− pw(x)r[p]n (x)

−En(p)l
[p]
n (x) =

(
L[p]
x

)†
l[p]n (x) = F (x)∂xl

[p]
n (x) + ∂x

(
D(x)∂xl

[p]
n (x)

)
− pw(x)l[p]n (x) (182)

satisfying the orthonormalization as in Eqs 43 52 60

δnm = ⟨ϕ[p]n |ϕ[p]m ⟩ =
∫ xR

xL

dxϕ[p]n (x)ϕ[p]m (x)

= ⟨l[p]n |r[p]m ⟩ =
∫ xR

xL

dxl[p]n (x)r[p]m (x) =

∫ xR

xL

dxl[p]n (x)l[p]m (x)P∗(x) (183)

The vanishing-current boundary conditions inherited from Eq. 173

j[p]n (xL) = 0 = j[p]n (xR) (184)

involve the current j
[p]
n (x) associated to the right eigenvector r

[p]
n (x)

j[p]n (x) ≡
(
F (x)−D(x)∂x

)
r[p]n (x) = −D(x)

(
U ′(x) + ∂x

)
r[p]n (x) (185)

that can be translated for the quantum eigenvector ϕ
[p]
n (x) via Eq. 181

j[p]n (x) = −D(x)

(
U ′(x) + ∂x

)
ϕ[p]n (x)

e−
U(x)

2

√
Z

= −D(x)
e−

U(x)
2

√
Z

(
U ′(x)

2
+ ∂x

)
ϕ[p]n (x) (186)

and for the left eigenvectors l
[p]
n (x) into

j[p]n (x) = −D(x)

(
U ′(x) + ∂x

)
l[p]n (x)

e−U(x)

Z
= −D(x)

e−U(x)

Z
∂xl

[p]
n (x) = −D(x)P∗(x)∂xl

[p]
n (x) (187)

i.e. the boundary conditions are exactly the same as in Eqs 56 57 58. concerning the initial process p = 0.

As for p = 0, it is simpler in practice to focus either on the quantum eigenvectors ϕ
[p]
n (x) or on the left eigenvectors

l
[p]
n (x). In the next subsection, we summarize the spectral problem for the left eigenvector l

[p]
0 (x) associated to the

lowest energy E0(p) that dominates the generating function of Eq. 180 for large time T

Z
[p]
T (x|x0) ≃

T→+∞
e−TE0(p)r

[p]
0 (x)l

[p]
0 (x0) (188)

3. Spectral problem for the positive left eigenvector l
[p]
0 (x) associated to the lowest energy E0(p)

The computation of the lowest eigenvalue E0(p) requires to solve the following spectral problem for the associ-

ated positive left eigenvector l
[p]
0 (x) corresponding to the p-deformation of the trivial unperturbed left eigenvector

l
[p=0]
0 (x) = 1 :
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(1) the left eigenvector l
[p]
0 (x) should satisfy the eigenvalue Eq. 182 that can also be rewritten in terms of the Ito

force of Eq. 12 using Eq. 13

−E0(p)l
[p]
0 (x) =

(
L[p]
x

)†
l
[p]
0 (x) = F (x)∂xl

[p]
0 (x) + ∂x

(
D(x)∂xl

[p]
0 (x)

)
− pw(x)l

[p]
0 (x)

= FI(x)
dl

[p]
0 (x)

dx
+D(x)

d2l
[p]
0 (x)

dx2
− pw(x)l

[p]
0 (x) (189)

(2) the left eigenvector l
[p]
0 (x) should satisfy the normalization of Eq. 183

1 = ⟨l[p]0 |r[p]0 ⟩ =
∫ xR

xL

dxl
[p]
0 (x)r

[p]
0 (x) =

∫ xR

xL

dx
[
l
[p]
0 (x)

]2
P∗(x) (190)

(3) the left eigenvector l
[p]
0 (x) should satisfy the vanishing-current boundary conditions at xL and xR

j[p]n (xL) = 0

j[p]n (xR) = 0 (191)

for the current of Eq. 187

j[p]n (x) = −D(x)P∗(x)
dl

[p]
0 (x)

dx
(192)

4. Eigenvalue E0(p) as the generating function of the rescaled cumulants of W [x(0 ≤ t ≤ T )]

Let us now recall why the lowest eigenvalue E0(p) dominating Eq. 188 represents the generating function of the
rescaled cumulants of W [x(0 ≤ t ≤ T )]. Indeed, the cumulants κk(T ) of W [x(0 ≤ t ≤ T )] are defined by the series
expansion

ln
[
e−pTW [x(0≤t≤T )]

]
=

+∞∑
k=1

(−pT )k

k!
κk(T )

= −pTκ1(T ) +
p2T 2

2
κ2(T )−

p3T 3

3!
κ3(T ) +

p4T 4

4!
κ4(T ) + ... (193)

The large-time behavior of Eq. 188 yields

E0(p) = lim
T→+∞

− ln
[
e−pTW [x(0≤t≤T )]

]
T

 =

+∞∑
k=1

(−1)k+1pk lim
T→+∞

[
T k−1κk(T )

k!

]

= p lim
T→+∞

[κ1(T )]− p2 lim
T→+∞

[
Tκ2(T )

2

]
+ p3 lim

T→+∞

[
T 2κ3(T )

3!

]
− p4 lim

T→+∞

[
T 3κ4(T )

4!

]
+ ... (194)

So the power expansion in p of the eigenvalue E0(p) involving coefficients ek that do not depend on T

E0(p) = pe1 − p2e2 + p3e3 − p4e4 +O(p5) (195)

allows to obtain the first cumulants via the identification with Eq. 194 as follows :
(1) the first cumulant κ1(T ), i.e. the average of W [x(0 ≤ t ≤ T )], converges to the finite limit e1 for T → +∞

κ1(T ) ≡W [x(0 ≤ t ≤ T )] ≃
T→+∞

e1 (196)

(2) the second cumulant κ2(T ), i.e. the variance of W [x(0 ≤ t ≤ T )], scales as 1
T with an amplitude [2e2]

κ2(T ) ≡
(
W [x(0 ≤ t ≤ T )]−W [x(0 ≤ t ≤ T )]

)2
≃

T→+∞

2e2
T

(197)
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(3) the third cumulant κ3(T ) scales as
1
T 2 with an amplitude [6e3]

κ3(T ) ≡
(
W [x(0 ≤ t ≤ T )]−W [x(0 ≤ t ≤ T )]

)3
≃

T→+∞

6e3
T 2

(198)

As a consequence, to obtain these first cumulants, one just needs to use the perturbation theory in p [65, 94] to
compute the first coefficients of the expansion of E0(p) of Eq. 195 and one obtains in terms of the unperturbed left
and right eigenvectors l0(x) = 1 and r0(x) = P∗(x) of Eq. 53 the following results [65, 94] :
(1) The first-order correction e1 corresponds to the averaged value of the perturbation w computed in the unper-

turbed zero-eigenvalue subspace

e1 = ⟨l0|w|r0⟩ =
∫ xR

xL

dxw(x)P∗(x) = w∗ (199)

so that the first cumulant of Eq. 196 is in agreement with the previous direct computation of Eq. 143.
(2) The second-order correction

e2 = ⟨l0|wGw|r0⟩ =
∫ xR

xL

dx

∫ xR

xL

dyw(x)G(x, y)w(y)P∗(y) (200)

involves the Green function of Eq. 152, so that the second cumulant of Eq. 197 is in agreement with the previous
direct computation of Eq. 151.

(3) The Green function G also governs all the higher orders of perturbation theory. For instance the third-order
correction e3 reads

e3 = ⟨l0|wGwGw|r0⟩ − e1⟨l0|wG2w|r0⟩

=

∫ xR

xL

dx

∫ xR

xL

dy

∫ xR

xL

dzw(x)G(x, y)w(y)G(y, z)w(z)P∗(z)− e1

∫ xR

xL

dx

∫ xR

xL

dyw(x)[G2](x, y)w(y)P∗(y)(201)

When the observable w(x) is the left eigenvector ln(x) with n > 0, we have already discussed the averaged value
in Eq. 145 and the rescaled variance in Eq. 157, so that it is interesting to apply now Eq. 201 to obtain its rescaled
third cumulant via Eq. 198. Using Eqs 52 and 60 and Eq. 145, Eq. 201 reduces for w(x) = ln(x) to

e3 =

∫
dx

∫
dy

∫
dzln(x)

[∑
n′>0

rn′(x)ln′(y)

En′

]
ln(y)

[∑
n′′>0

rn′′(y)ln′′(z)

En′′

]
ln(z)P∗(z)

=
∑
n′>0

1

En′

∑
n′′>0

1

En′′

[∫
dxln(x)rn′(x)

] [∫
dyln′(y)ln(y)rn′′(y)

] [∫
dzln′′(z)ln(z)P∗(z)

]
=
∑
n′>0

1

En′

∑
n′′>0

1

En′′
δn,n′

[∫
dyln′(y)ln(y)rn′′(y)

]
δn′′,n

=
1

E2
n

[∫
dyl2n(y)rn(y)

]
=

1

E2
n

∫
dyl3n(y)P∗(y) (202)

For the Pearson diffusions where the first left eigenvector l1(x) is given by Eq. 87, Eq. 202 becomes

e3 =
1

E2
1

∫
dyl31(y)P∗(y) =

1

E2
1

∫
dy

[
y −m∗

1√
m∗

2 − (m∗
1)

2

]3
P∗(y) =

m∗
3 − 3m∗

1m
∗
2 + 2m3

1

E2
1 [
√
m∗

2 − (m∗
1)

2]3
(203)

i.e. the numerator involves the third cumulant of the steady state P∗(x), while the denominator involves its variance.

5. Legendre transform of the eigenvalue E0(p) to obtain the rate function I(W ) governing the large deviations

The link between the eigenvalue E0(p) discussed above and the rate function I(W ) that governs the asymptotic
behavior for large T of the probability PT (W ) to see a given value W of W [x(0 ≤ t ≤ T )] of Eq. 139

PT (W ) ≃
T→+∞

e−TI(W ) (204)
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is based on the saddle-point evaluation for large T of the generating function Z
[p]
T from the probability distribution

PT [W ] of Eq. 204

Z
[p]
T ≡

∫
dW PT (W ) e−pTW ≃

T→+∞

∫
dW e−T [I(W )+pW ] ≃

T→+∞
e−TE0(p) (205)

The energy E0(p) thus corresponds to the Legendre transform of the rate function I(W )

I(W ) + pW = E0(p)

I ′(W ) + p = 0 (206)

with the reciprocal Legendre transform

I(W ) = E0(p)− pW

0 = E′
0(p)−W (207)

In particular, the rate function I(W ) vanishes at the steady value W∗ = w∗ of Eq. 143 where it is minimum

I(W∗) = 0 = I ′(W∗) (208)

This corresponds to p = 0 in Eq. 206 207, so that the steady value W ∗ corresponds to the first derivative of E0(p) at
p = 0 in agreement with Eq. 199

W∗ = E′
0(p = 0) = e1 (209)

6. Canonical conditioned process of parameter p

From the generating function Z
[p]
T (x|x0) of Eq. 180, it is interesting to construct the propagator P̊t(x|x0) of the

canonical conditioned process of parameter p via

P̊
[p]
t (x|x0) ≡ etE0(p)

l
[p]
0 (x)

l
[p]
0 (x0)

Z
[p]
t (x|x0) = l

[p]
0 (x)r

[p]
0 (x) +

+∞∑
n=1

e−t[En(p)−E0(p)]l
[p]
0 (x)r[p]n (x)

l
[p]
n (x0)

l
[p]
0 (x0)

(210)

that converges for t→ +∞ towards the conditioned steady state P̊
[p]
∗ (x) given by the product of l

[p]
0 (x) and r

[p]
0 (x) or

by the various other equivalent expressions using Eq. 181

P̊
[p]
∗ (x) = l

[p]
0 (x)r

[p]
0 (x) =

[
l
[p]
0 (x)

]2
P∗(x)

=
[
ϕ
[p]
0 (x)

]2
(211)

The corresponding probability-preserving Fokker-Planck generator L̊[p]
x

L̊[p]
x = l

[p]
0 (x)L[p]

x

1

l
[p]
0 (x)

+ E0(p) = −∂x
[
F̊ [p](x)−D(x)∂x

]
(212)

involves the same diffusion coefficient D(x) as the initial process, while the conditioned force F̊ [p](x) contains the

initial force F (x) and the logarithmic derivative of the positive left eigenvector l
[p]
0 (x)

F̊ [p](x) ≡ F (x) + 2D(x)
d

dx
ln
(
l
[p]
0 (x)

)
(213)

or by the following expressions using Eq. 181 and U ′(x) = −F (x)
D(x) of Eq. 6

F̊ [p](x) = F (x) + 2D(x)
d

dx
ln
(
l
[p]
0 (x)

)
= −D(x)U ′(x) + 2D(x)

d

dx

[
ln(

√
Z) +

U(x)

2
+ ln

(
ϕ
[p]
0 (x)

)]
= 2D(x)

d

dx
ln
(
ϕ
[p]
0 (x)

)
= D(x)

d

dx
ln P̊

[p]
∗ (x) (214)
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The last expression in terms of the conditioned steady state P̊
[p]
∗ (x) of Eq. 211 means that the conditioned steady

current J̊
[p]
∗ (x) identically vanishes

J̊
[p]
∗ (x) ≡ F̊ [p](x)P̊∗(x)−D(x)∂xP̊∗(x) = 0 for x ∈]xL, xR[ (215)

i.e. the conditioned process satisfies detailed-balance.
The quantum supersymmetric Hamiltonian of Eq. 40 associated to the conditioned process reads

H̊ [p] = − ∂

∂x
D(x)

∂

∂x
+ V̊ [p](x) (216)

where the potential V̊ [p](x) involves the conditioned force F̊ [p](x)

V̊ [p](x) ≡

(
F̊ [p](x)

)2
4D(x)

+
1

2

dF̊ [p](x)

dx
(217)

The physical interpretation is that this canonical conditioned process of parameter p is equivalent for large T to the
microcanonical conditioned process producing the value W = E′

0(p) of the Legendre transform of Eq. 207 (see the
very detailed papers [45, 46, 56] and references therein) : as a consequence, it allows to understand and to generate the
stochastic trajectories that will dominate a given rare fluctuation of the observableW for the initial process. Recently,
the deformed-Markov-generator approach has been applied to analyze the large deviations properties of interesting
time-averaged observables for very many different Markov processes [12, 17–20, 22, 27–70] where the corresponding
conditioned process is often also constructed.

Besides this physical interest, the conditioned process is actually also useful at the technical level as explained in
the next subsection.

7. Spectral problem for the lowest energy E0(p) reformulated in terms of the properties of conditioned process

The spectral problem for the positive left eigenvector l
[p]
0 (x) associated to the lowest energy E0(p) as summarized

in subsection VIID 3 can be reformulated in terms of the properties of conditioned process :

(1) The linear second-order differential equation for left eigenvector l
[p]
0 (x) of Eq. 189 translates into the following

non-linear Riccati first-order differential equation for the conditioned force F̊ [p](x) of Eq. 213(
F̊ [p](x)

)2
4D(x)

+
1

2

dF̊ [p](x)

dx
= V (x) + pw(x)− E0(p) =

F 2(x)

4D(x)
+
F ′(x)

2
+ pw(x)− E0(p) (218)

i.e. the quantum potential V̊ [p](x) of Eq. 217 should be equal to the p-deformed potential of Eq. 177 minus its
ground-state energy E0(p)

V̊ [p](x) = V (x) + pw(x)− E0(p) = Vp(x)− E0(p) (219)

(2) the normalization of Eq. 190 for left eigenvector l
[p]
0 (x) with respect to P∗(x) can be rewritten as the normal-

ization of the conditioned steady state P̊
[p]
∗ (x) of Eq. 211

1 =

∫ xR

xL

dx
[
l
[p]
0 (x)

]2
P∗(x) =

∫ xR

xL

dxP̊
[p]
∗ (x) (220)

(3) the current of Eq. 187 involved in the vanishing-current boundary conditions of Eq. 191 can be rewritten in

terms the conditioned force F̊ [p](x) of Eq. 213 and in terms of the conditioned steady state P̊
[p]
∗ (x) of Eq. 211 as

j[p]n (x) = −D(x)P∗(x)
dl

[p]
0 (x)

dx
= −P∗(x)l

[p]
0 (x)

2

[
F̊ [p](x)− F (x)

]
= −1

2

√
P∗(x)P̊

[p]
∗ (x)

[
F̊ [p](x)− F (x)

]
(221)

For an arbitrary observable w(x) of an arbitrary diffusion process with F (x) and D(x) discussed in subsection IIA,
the solution for E0(p) as a function of p is unfortunately not explicit, and the only possibility is then to use the
perturbation theory in p to obtain the first rescaled cumulants, as explained around Eq. 195. However one can also
consider the problem the other way around and determine whether there are some specific observables w(x) for a
given diffusion process where E0(p) can be written explicitly for any p, as discussed in the next subsection for Pearson
diffusions.
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E. Simplifications for Pearson diffusions with explicit large deviations for specific observables w(x)

For Pearson diffusions with quadratic diffusion coefficient D(x) = ax2 + bx + c and linear force F (x) = λ − γx of

Eq. 14, let us analyze whether explicit solutions can be found when the conditioned force F̊ [p](x) is also linear in x

with two coefficients λ̊p and γ̊p

F̊ [p](x) = λ̊p − γ̊px (222)

by considering the three items of the previous subsection :
(1) the Riccati Eq. 218 for the conditioned force F̊ [p](x) of Eq. 222 becomes

pw(x)− E0(p) =

(
F̊ [p](x)

)2
− F 2(x)

4D(x)
+

1

2

dF̊ [p](x)

dx
− 1

2

dF (x)

dx

=

(
λ̊p − γ̊px

)2
− (λ− γx)2

4(ax2 + bx+ c)
+
γ − γ̊p

2
(223)

The fraction decomposition of the right handside yields that for the observables w(x) corresponding to linear combi-
nations of the two functions V1(x) and V2(x) introduced in Eq. 107 with two coefficients c1 and c2

w(x) = c1V1(x) + c2V2(x) (224)

one can satisfy Eq. 223 and obtain three equations that will determine together the energy E0(p) and the two

parameters λ̊p and γ̊p as a function of p.

(2) the normalization of Eq. 220 simply means that the conditioned steady state P̊
[p]
∗ (x) associated to the linear

conditioned force of Eq. 222 and to the same diffusion coefficient D(x) should remain a normalizable Pearson
steady state in the same family as the initial process (see the table I for the normalizability domain of each Pearson
representative example).

(3) the current of Eq. 221 reads using the initial linear force F (x) = λ−γx and the linear conditioned force F̊ [p](x)
of Eq. 222

j[p]n (x) =
1

2

√
P∗(x)P̊

[p]
∗ (x)

[
F (x)− F̊ [p](x)

]
=

1

2

√
P∗(x)P̊

[p]
∗ (x)

[
(λ− λ̊p) + (̊γp − γ)x

]
(225)

Let us analyze the vanishing-current boundary conditions of Eq. 191 for infinite and finite boundaries :
• When the boundary is infinite, as xR = +∞ in the four representative examples (ii-iii-iv-vi) of the table I, both

the initial Pearson steady state P∗(x) and the conditioned Pearson steady state P̊
[p]
∗ (x) have to be normalizable for

x→ +∞, so that the vanishing of the current of Eq. 225 is always satisfied

lim
x→xR=+∞

j[p]n (x) = 0 : the boundary condition at xR = +∞ is always satisfied (226)

• When the boundary is finite, as xL = 0 in the four representative examples (ii-iii-iv-v) of the table I, both the

initial Pearson steady state P∗(x) and the conditioned Pearson steady state P̊
[p]
∗ (x) have to be normalizable for x→ 0,

so the contribution involving [(̊γp − γ)x] in Eq. 225 cannot survive in the limit x → 0 and the remaining boundary

condition reduces to the other contribution involving (λ− λ̊p)

0 = lim
x→xL=0

j[p]n (x) = (λ− λ̊p) lim
x→xL=0

√
P∗(x)P̊

[p]
∗ (x) →


always satisfied if lim

x→xL=0

√
P∗(x)P̊

[p]
∗ (x) = 0

λ̊p = λ if lim
x→xL=0

√
P∗(x)P̊

[p]
∗ (x) ̸= 0

(227)

The second possibility that imposes λ̊p = λ requires the non-vanishing of

√
P∗(x)P̊

[p]
∗ (x) as x → 0 that can occur in



33

the Pearson representative examples (ii) (iv) (v) with the power-laws at the origin of Eq. 18

P∗(x) ∝
x→0+

xα−1

P̊
[p]
∗ (x) ∝

x→0+
xα̊p−1√

P∗(x)P̊
[p]
∗ (x) ∝

x→0+
x

α+α̊p
2 −1 non vanishing in the region 0 <

α+ α̊p

2
≤ 1 (228)

while λ = α − 1 in these cases. Since our goal is to consider the coefficient α̊p as a function of p that coincides for
p = 0 with the initial coefficient α̊p=0 = α, the only boundary condition that needs to be taken into account in the
present analysis can be summarized as the following restriction :

Cases (ii) (iv) (v) : the possibility α̊p ̸= α can be considered only in the region α > 1 but not for 0 < α ≤ 1 (229)

that will be stressed again in Eqs 256 354 404 in the respective sections devoted to the cases (ii) (iv) (v), and that
will be adapted in Eq. 405 to the other finite boundary xR = 1 of the case (v).
In conclusion, for each representative example of Pearson diffusions considered in the further sections, we will analyze

the specific observables w(x) of the form of Eq. 224 whose large deviations properties can be written explicitly.

VIII. EXPLICIT LARGE DEVIATIONS AT LEVEL 2 WITH APPLICATION TO INFERENCE

In this section, we focus on the large deviations at level 2 for the empirical density ρT (x) seen during the time-
window [0, T ] and we discuss the application to the statistical inference of the two parameters of the Pearson linear
force from the data of a long stochastic trajectory x(0 ≤ t ≤ T ).

A. Explicit large deviations at level 2 for the empirical density ρT (x) for a diffusion with F (x) and D(x)

For a general diffusion process discussed in subsection IIA, the empirical density ρT (.) represents the histogram of
the position x seen in a stochastic trajectory x(0 ≤ t ≤ T ) during the time window [0, T ]

ρT (x) ≡
1

T

∫ T

0

dt δ(x(t)− x) (230)

that satisfies the normalization ∫ xR

xL

dxρT (x) = 1 (231)

The empirical density of Eq. 230 allows to reconstruct all the time-averaged observables of Eq. 139 discussed in
the previous section

W [x(0 ≤ t ≤ T )] ≡ 1

T

∫ T

0

dtw(x(t)) =

∫ xR

xL

dxw(x)ρT (x) (232)

The probability P
[2]
T [ρ(.)] to see the empirical density ρT (.) = ρ(.) satisfies the large deviation form at level 2 for

large T

P
[2]
T [ρ(.)] ≃

T→+∞
δ

(∫ xR

xL

dxρ(x)− 1

)
e−TI2[ρ(.)] (233)

where the prefactor corresponds to the normalization constraint of Eq. 231, while the rate function I2[ρ(.)] at level 2
is explicit as a consequence of detailed-balance

I2[ρ(.)] =

∫ xR

xL

dx

4D(x)ρ(x)
[ρ(x)F (x)−D(x)ρ′(x)]

2
(234)
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Using F (x) = −D(x)U ′(x) of Eq. 6 and U ′(x) = − d
dx ln(P∗(x)), the rate function at level 2 can be rewritten as

I2[ρ(.)] =
1

4

∫ xR

xL

dxD(x)ρ(x)

[
U ′(x) +

ρ′(x)

ρ(x)

]2
=

1

4

∫ xR

xL

dxD(x)ρ(x)

[
ρ′(x)

ρ(x)
− P ′

∗(x)

P∗(x)

]2
=

1

4

∫ xR

xL

dxD(x)ρ(x)

[
d

dx
ln

(
ρ(x)

P∗(x)

)]2
(235)

in order to make obvious that it vanishes only when the normalized empirical density ρ(x) coincides with the steady
state P∗(x).

B. Rephrasing as the probability to infer the steady state P̂∗(x) instead of the true steady state P∗(x)

Another point of view on the large deviations at level 2 is based on the inverse problem of statistical inference of
the model parameters [86] : from the data of a long dynamical trajectory x(0 ≤ t ≤ T ), one measures the empirical
density ρ(x) of Eq. 230 that gives directly the best steady state that one can infer from the data

P̂∗(x) = ρ(x) (236)

As a consequence, the large deviations at level 2 of Eq. 233 can be rephrased for the probability to infer a given
steady state P̂∗(.) for large T

P
[2]
T [P̂∗(.)] ≃

T→+∞
δ

(∫ xR

xL

dxP̂∗(x)− 1

)
e−TI2[P̂∗(.)] (237)

with the rate function of Eq. 235

I2[P̂∗(.)] =
1

4

∫ xR

xL

dxD(x)P̂∗(x)

[
d

dx
ln

(
P̂∗(x)

P∗(x)

)]2
(238)

As explained in details in [86], the diffusion coefficient cannot fluctuate D̂(x) ≡ D(x) in the strict continuous-time

limit, so that the inference of the steady state P̂∗(x) via Eq. 236 can be further reformulated as the inference of the

force F̂ (x) that would produce the steady state P̂∗(x)

F̂ (x) = D(x)
d

dx
ln P̂∗(x) (239)

with the corresponding rate function translated from Eq. 238

IForce
2 [F̂ (.)] =

∫ xR

xL

dx
P̂∗(x)

4D(x)

[
F̂ (x)− F (x)

]2
(240)

where the inferred steady stateP̂∗(x) should be computed in terms of the inferred force F̂ (x) via Eqs 5 6

P̂∗(x) =
e−Û(x)∫
dze−Û(z)

Û(x) = −
∫ x

xref

dy
F̂ (y)

D(y)
(241)

C. Application to the inference of the two parameters of the Pearson linear force

For a Pearson diffusion process with the quadratic diffusion coefficient D(x) and the linear force F (x) = λ− γx of

Eq. 14, one obtains that the probability P
[Infer]
T (λ̂, γ̂) to infer the two coefficients (λ̂, γ̂) of the linear force

F̂ (x) = λ̂− γ̂x (242)
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displays the large deviation form for large T

P
[Infer]
T (λ̂, γ̂) ≃

T→+∞
e−TI

Infer(λ̂, γ̂) (243)

where the rate function IInfer(λ̂, γ̂) obtained from Eq. 240 involves the inferred steady state P̂∗(x) = P
[λ̂,γ̂]
∗ (x)

corresponding to the Pearson steady state P
[λ̂,γ̂]
∗ (x) with the inferred parameters (λ̂, γ̂)

IInfer(λ̂, γ̂) =

∫ xR

xL

dxP
[λ̂,γ̂]
∗ (x)

[
(λ̂− λ)− (γ̂ − γ)x

]2
4(ax2 + bx+ c)

=

∫ xR

xL

dxP
[λ̂,γ̂]
∗ (x)

(λ̂− λ)2 + (γ̂ − γ)2x2 − 2(λ̂− λ)(γ̂ − γ)x

4(ax2 + bx+ c)
(244)

The fraction decomposition of the function besides P
[λ̂,γ̂]
∗ (x) will again produce the two functions V1(x) and V2(x)

introduced in 107 and encountered again in Eq. 224 during the analysis of large deviations at level 1. In each
representative example of Pearson diffusions discussed in the following sections, we will thus explicitly compute the

rate function of Eq. 244 for the inference of the two parameters (λ̂, γ̂) of the Pearson linear force.

IX. CASE D(x) = x AND GAMMA-DISTRIBUTION FOR THE STEADY STATE P∗(x) ON ]0,+∞[

In this section, we focus on the Pearson diffusion with the linear diffusion coefficient D(x) = x while the steady
state P∗(x) is the Γ-distribution

P∗(x) =
γα

Γ(α)
xα−1e−γx for x ∈]0,+∞[ with α > 0 and γ > 0 (245)

where the two parameters α > 0 and γ > 0 parametrize the two coefficients of the corresponding linear forces of Eq.
14 and 16

F (x) = D(x)
d lnP∗(x)

dx
= (α− 1)− γx

FI(x) = F (x) +D′(x) = α− γx

FS(x) = F (x) +
D′(x)

2
=

(
α− 1

2

)
− γx (246)

The moments m∗
k of the steady state P∗(x) of Eq. 245 can be computed even for non-integer k ∈]− α,+∞[

m∗
k =

∫ +∞

0

dxxkP∗(x) =

∫ +∞

0

dx
γα

Γ(α)
xk+α−1e−γx =

Γ(α+ k)

γkΓ(α)
for k ∈]− α,+∞[ (247)

so that here all the integer moments are finite for k = 1, 2, ..,+∞.
The corresponding diffusion process is called either the Square-Root process [96] or the Cox-Ingersoll-Ross process

[97], while the spectral decomposition of the propagator involves the Laguerre polynomials [1, 4–7].

A. Dynamical equations for the moments mk(t) and for the Laplace transform P̂t(s)

The dynamical equation of Eq. 24 for the moment mk(t) of order k only involves the previous moment mk−1(t) of
order (k − 1)

∂tmk(t) = −kγmk(t) + k(k + α− 1)mk−1(t) (248)

The convergence of the moment mk(t) towards its finite steady value of Eq. 247 involves the k relaxation rates
(ϵ1, .., epsilonk) of Eq. 26 that are simply linear with respect to k

ϵk = kγ (249)
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The Laplace transform P̂t(s) of Eq. A1 follows the closed dynamics of Eq. A2

∂tP̂t(s) = −s(s+ γ)∂sP̂t(s)− αsP̂t(s) (250)

and converges for t→ +∞ towards the Laplace transform of the steady state P∗(x)

P̂∗(s) =

∫ +∞

0

dxe−sxP∗(x) =

∫ +∞

0

dx
γα

Γ(α)
xα−1e−(γ+s)x =

γα

(γ + s)α
(251)

B. Observables w(x) with explicit large deviations for the time-average W [x(0 ≤ t ≤ T )] ≡ 1
T

∫ T

0
dtw(x(t))

The quantum supersymmetric Hamiltonian of Eq. 40

H = H† = − ∂

∂x
x
∂

∂x
+ V (x) (252)

involves the potential of Eq 41

V (x) =
F 2(x)

4D(x)
+
F ′(x)

2
=

[(α− 1)− γx]2

4x
− γ

2
=
γ2

4
x+

(α− 1)2

4x
− γα

2
(253)

so that the two functions introduced in Eq. 107 are simply

V1(x) = x

V2(x) =
1

x
(254)

As discussed in detail in section VII E, it is interesting to consider the linear conditioned force

F̊ [p](x) = (α̊p − 1)− γ̊px with α̊p > 0 and γ̊p > 0 (255)

with the restriction of Eq. 229 that we repeat here for clarity :

the possibility α̊p ̸= α can be considered only in the region α > 1 but not for 0 < α ≤ 1 (256)

The associated potential V̊ [p](x) has the same form as Eq. 253 with different coefficients

V̊ [p](x) =

(
F̊ [p](x)

)2
4D(x)

+
1

2

dF̊ [p](x)

dx
=
γ̊2p
4
x+

(α̊p − 1)2

4x
− γ̊pα̊p

2
(257)

so that Eq. 219 reads

pw(x)− E0(p) = V̊ [p](x)− V (x) =
γ̊2p − γ2

4
x+

(α̊p − 1)2 − (α− 1)2

4x
+
γα− γ̊pα̊p

2
(258)

This equation can be satisfied for the observables w(x) corresponding to linear combinations of Eq. 224 with the two
functions of Eq. 254

w(x) = c1V1(x) + c2V2(x) = c1x+
c2
x

(259)

that leads to the system

pc1 =
γ̊2p − γ2

4

pc2 =
(α̊p − 1)2 − (α− 1)2

4

E0(p) =
γ̊pα̊p − γα

2
(260)
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The two first equations allow to compute the two parameters γ̊p and α̊p of the conditioned force of Eq. 255 as a
function of p with γ̊p=0 = γ and α̊p=0 = α

γ̊p = γ

√
1 +

4pc1
γ2

α̊p = (α− 1)

√
1 +

4pc2
(α− 1)2

+ 1 (261)

that can be plugged into the last equation of the system 260 to obtain the energy E0(p) as a function of p

E0(p) =
γ̊pα̊p − γα

2
=

1

2

[
γ

√
1 +

4pc1
γ2

(
(α− 1)

√
1 +

4pc2
(α− 1)2

+ 1

)
− γα

]
(262)

Let us now focus on the two interesting special cases [c1 = 1, c2 = 0] and [c1 = 0, c2 = 1].

1. Case c1 = 1 and c2 = 0 : explicit large deviations for the time-average W [x(0 ≤ t ≤ T )] ≡ 1
T

∫ T

0
dtx(t)

For the special case c1 = 1 and c2 = 0, the scaled cumulant generating function E0(p) of Eq. 262 reduces to

E0(p) =
α

2

[
γ

√
1 +

4p

γ2
− γ

]
(263)

For the Legendre transform of Eq. 207, one needs to invert

W = E′
0(p) =

α√
γ2 + 4p

(264)

into

p =
1

4

(
α2

W 2
− γ2

)
(265)

that can be plugged into Eq. 207 to obtain the rate function I(W )

I(W ) = E0(p)−Wp =
α

2

( α
W

− γ
)
− W

4

( α
W

− γ
)( α

W
+ γ
)
=
W

4

( α
W

− γ
)2

for W ∈]0,+∞[ (266)

that vanishes only for the steady value

W∗ =
α

γ
= m∗

1 (267)

and that diverges near the two boundaries as

I(W ) ≃
W→0+

α2

4W

I(W ) ≃
W→+∞

γ2

4
W (268)

2. Case c1 = 0 and c2 = 1 : explicit large deviations for the time-average W [x(0 ≤ t ≤ T )] ≡ 1
T

∫ T

0
dt 1

x(t)
when α > 1

For the special case c1 = 0 and c2 = 1, the scaled cumulant generating function E0(p) of Eq. 262 reduces to

E0(p) =
γ(α− 1)

2

[√
1 +

4p

(α− 1)2
− 1

]
(269)
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For the Legendre transform of Eq. 207, one needs to invert

W = E′
0(p) =

γ

(α− 1)
√

1 + 4p
(α−1)2

(270)

into

p =
1

4

(
γ2

W 2
− (α− 1)2

)
(271)

that can be plugged into Eq. 207 to obtain the rate function I(W )

I(W ) = E0(p)−Wp =
γ

2

( γ
W

− (α− 1)
)
− W

4

( γ
W

− (α− 1)
)( γ

W
+ (α− 1)

)
=
W

4

( γ
W

− (α− 1)
)2

for W ∈]0,+∞[ (272)

that vanishes only for the steady value

W∗ =
γ

α− 1
= m∗

k=−1 (273)

and that diverges near the two boundaries as

I(W ) ≃
W→0+

γ2

4W

I(W ) ≃
W→+∞

(α− 1)2

4
W (274)

C. Change of variables x → z towards the diffusion process z(t) with constant diffusion coefficient d(z) = 1

The change of variables of Eq. 118 towards a diffusion process z(t) with constant diffusion coefficient d(z) = 1 reads

z =

∫ x

0

dy√
D(y)

=

∫ x

0

dy
√
y
= 2

√
x ∈]0,+∞[

x =
z2

4
(275)

The force of Eq. 120 is given by

f(z) =
FS(x)√
D(x)

∣∣∣∣
x=x(z)

=
2α− 1

z
− γ

2
z = −u′(z) (276)

while the steady state of Eq. 124 reads

p∗(z) =
e−u(z)∫ +∞

−∞ dz′e−u(z′)
=

γα

Γ(α)

(z
2

)2α−1

e−γ z2

4 for z ∈]0,+∞[ (277)

The moments mk(t) of Eq. 23 of the initial Pearson process translate into Eq. 130

mk(t) ≡
∫ +∞

0

dxPt(x)x
k =

∫ +∞

0

dzpt(z)

[
z2

4

]k
(278)

The quantum supersymmetric Hamiltonian of Eq. 125

h = h† =

(
− d

dz
+
γ

4
z − 2α− 1

2z

)(
d

dz
+
γ

4
z − 2α− 1

2z

)
= − d2

dz2
+ v(z) (279)
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involves the potential of Eq. 126

v(z) =
f2(z)

4
+
f ′(z)

2
=

1

4

[
(2α− 1)2

z2
+
γ2

4
z2 − γ(2α− 1)− 2

2α− 1

z2
− γ

]
=

1

4

[
γ2

4
z2 +

(2α− 1)(2α− 3)

z2
− 2αγ

]
(280)

This is the effective one-dimensional potential for the radial part of the Schrödinger equation concerning the three-
dimensional quantum harmonic oscillator with angular momentum (see the review [90] and references therein).

Finally, the observables that have explicit large deviations for their time-averages can be translated from Eq. 259
via the change of variables of Eq. 275

w(x) = c1x+
c2
x

=
c1
4
z2 +

4c2
z2

(281)

or equivalently, they correspond to the two functions of z appearing in the quantum potential v(z) of Eq. 280.

D. Change of variables x → y = x
− 1

q involving the parameter q > 0

Via the change of variables y = x−
1
q of Eq. 131, the diffusion coefficient of Eq. 133 involves only the power y2+q

D(y) =
y2+q

q2
(282)

while the three forces of Eqs 134 135 involve a linear contribution in y and a non-linear contribution in y1+q

parametrized by q

FS(y) =
γ

q
y −

(
α− 1

2

)
q

y1+q

F(y) =
γ

q
y −

[(
α− 1

2

)
q

+

(
1

q2
+

1

2q

)]
y1+q

FI(y) = FS(y) +
D′(y)

2
=
γ

q
y −

[(
α− 1

2

)
q

−
(

1

q2
+

1

2q

)]
y1+q (283)

The steady state

P∗(y) = P∗(x)

∣∣∣∣dxdy
∣∣∣∣ = qγα

Γ(α)y1+qα
e−

γ
yq for y ∈]0,+∞[ (284)

reduces to the Inverse-Gamma-distribution for q = 1, but the process is different from the case that will be studied
in the next section as a Pearson diffusion, since the diffusion coefficient D(y) is not quadratic and the forces are not
linear in y here.

The observables that have explicit large deviations for their time-averages can be translated from Eq. 259 via the
change of variable x = y−q

w(x) = c1x+
c2
x

= c1y
−q + c2y

q (285)

It is thus interesting to mention the two special cases :
(1) for q = 1, the diffusion coefficient is cubic and the force is quadratic

D(y) = y3

FS(y) = γy −
(
α− 1

2

)
y2 (286)

while the observables of Eq. 285 involve 1
y and y

w(x) = c1x+
c2
x

=
c1
y

+ c2y (287)



40

(2) for q = 2, the diffusion coefficient is quartic and the force is cubic

D(y) =
y4

4

FS(y) =
γ

2
y −

(
α− 1

2

)
2

y3 (288)

while the observables of Eq. 285 involve 1
y2 and y2

w(x) = c1x+
c2
x

=
c1
y2

+ c2y
2 (289)

E. Explicit rate function for the inference of the two parameters (α, γ) of the Pearson linear force

The application of Eq. 243 244 to the model of Eq. 245 yields that the rate function IInfer(α̂, γ̂) associated to the

probability P
[Infer]
T (α̂, γ̂) of the two inferred parameters (α̂, γ̂) reads

IInfer(α̂, γ̂) =

∫ +∞

0

dxP
[α̂,γ̂]
∗ (x)

[(α̂− α)− (γ̂ − γ)x]
2

4x

=

∫ +∞

0

dx
γ̂α̂

Γ(α̂)
xα̂−1e−γ̂x

[
(α̂− α)2

4x
+

(γ̂ − γ)2

4
x− (α̂− α)(γ̂ − γ)

2

]
=

1

4

[
(α̂− α)2

γ̂

α̂− 1
+ (γ̂ − γ)2

α̂

γ̂
− 2(α̂− α)(γ̂ − γ)

]
for α̂ > 1 (290)

while for 0 < α̂ ≤ 1, the rate function IInfer(α̂, γ̂) is infinite unless α̂ = α.

X. CASE D(x) = x2 AND INVERSE-GAMMA-DISTRIBUTION FOR P∗(x) ON ]0,+∞[

In this section, we focus on the Pearson diffusion with the quadratic diffusion coefficient D(x) = x2 while the steady
state P∗(x) is the Inverse-Gamma-distribution

P∗(x) =
λµ

Γ(µ)x1+µ
e−

λ
x for x ∈]0,+∞[ with λ > 0 and µ > 0 (291)

where the two parameters λ > 0 and µ > 0 parametrize the two coefficients of the corresponding linear forces of Eq.
14 and 16

F (x) = D(x)
d lnP∗(x)

dx
= λ− (µ+ 1)x

FI(x) = F (x) +D′(x) = λ− (µ− 1)x

FS(x) = F (x) +
D′(x)

2
= λ− µx (292)

The moments m∗
k of the steady state P∗(x) of Eq. 291 can be computed even for non-integer k ∈]−∞, µ[

m∗
k =

∫ +∞

0

dxxkP∗(x) =

∫ +∞

0

dx
λµ

Γ(µ)
xk−µ−1e−

λ
x = λk

Γ(µ− k)

Γ(µ)
for k ∈]−∞, µ[ (293)

so here the integer moments are finite only for k < µ.
This Pearson process is often called the reciprocal gamma process (see [1, 4–7] and references therein). Independently

of the Pearson family, this process has been also much studied as the following exponential functional of the Brownian
motion Bt [98–100]

x(t) ≡ λ

∫ t

0

dse−µ(t−s)+
√
2(Bt−Bs) (294)

since its time derivative leads to the following Stratonovich Stochastic differential Equation

dx(t) = [λ− µx(t)] dt+ x(t)
√
2dBt [Stratonovich Interpretation] (295)

The exponential functional of Eq. 294 has attracted a lot of interest since it corresponds to the continuous limit of
the Kesten random variables that appears in many disordered systems [73, 101–111].
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A. Dynamical equations for the moments mk(t) and for the Laplace transform P̂t(s)

The characteristic rate ϵk of Eq. 26 is positive only for k < µ

ϵk = k

(
µ− k

)
i.e.

{
exponential relaxation as e−tk(µ−k) for k < µ

exponential growth as etk(k−µ) for k > µ
(296)

In particular, it is interesting to write the explicit dynamics for the first moment m1(t) of Eq. 31

m1(t) =
λ

µ− 1
+

(
m1(0)−

λ

µ− 1

)
e−t(µ−1) i.e.

{
exponential relaxation as e−t(µ−1) towards m∗

1 = λ
µ−1 for µ > 1

exponential growth as et(1−µ) towards m∗
1 = +∞ for 0 < µ < 1

(297)

and for the second moment m2(t) of Eq. 34

m2(t) = e−2(µ−2)tm2(0) + λ2
1− e−2(µ−2)t

(µ− 2)(µ− 1)
+
e−(µ−1)t − e−2(µ−2)t

µ− 3
2λ

(
m1(0)−

λ

µ− 1

)
i.e.

{
exponential relaxation towards m∗

2 = λ2

(µ−2)(µ−1) for µ > 2

exponential growth as e2(2−µ)t towards m∗
2 = +∞ for 0 < µ < 2

(298)

The dynamical equation of Eq. 24 for the moment mk(t) of order k only involves the previous moment mk−1(t) of
order (k − 1)

∂tmk(t) = k(k − µ)mk(t) + kλmk−1(t) (299)

The Laplace transform P̂t(s) follows the closed dynamics of Eq. A2

∂tP̂t(s) = s2∂2s P̂t(s) + (1− µ)s∂sP̂t(s)− λsP̂t(s) (300)

and converges for t→ +∞ towards the Laplace transform of the steady state P∗(x)

P̂∗(s) =

∫ +∞

0

dxe−sxP∗(x) =

∫ +∞

0

dx
λµ

Γ(µ)x1+µ
e−sx−λ

x =
2

Γ(µ)
(λs)

µ
2Kµ(2

√
λs) (301)

For the special case µ = 1
2 , the steady state corresponds to the Lévy stable law

P∗(x) =

√
λ

√
πx

3
2

e−
λ
x

P̂∗(s) =
2√
π
(λs)

1
4K 1

2
(2
√
λs) = e−2

√
λs (302)

B. Observables w(x) with explicit large deviations for the time-average W [x(0 ≤ t ≤ T )] ≡ 1
T

∫ T

0
dtw(x(t))

The quantum supersymmetric Hamiltonian of Eq. 40

H = H† = − ∂

∂x
x2

∂

∂x
+ V (x) (303)

involves the potential of Eq 41

V (x) =
F 2(x)

4D(x)
+
F ′(x)

2
=
λ2 + (µ+ 1)2x2 − 2λ(µ+ 1)x

4x2
− (µ+ 1)

2

=
λ2

4x2
− λ(µ+ 1)

2x
+
µ2 − 1

4
(304)

so that the two functions introduced in Eq. 107 are

V1(x) =
1

x

V2(x) =
1

x2
(305)
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As discussed in detail in section VII E, it is interesting to consider the linear conditioned force

F̊ [p](x) = λ̊p − (µ̊p + 1)x with λ̊p > 0 and µ̊p > 0 (306)

The corresponding potential V̊ [p](x) has the same form as Eq. 304 with different coefficients

V̊ [p](x) =

(
F̊ [p](x)

)2
4D(x)

+
1

2

dF̊ [p](x)

dx
=

λ̊2p
4x2

− λ̊p(µ̊p + 1)

2x
+
µ̊2
p − 1

4
(307)

so that Eq. 219 reads

pw(x)− E0(p) = V̊ [p](x)− V (x) =
λ̊2p − λ2

4x2
+
λ(µ+ 1)− λ̊p(µ̊p + 1)

2x
+
µ̊2
p − µ2

4
(308)

This equation can be satisfied for the observables w(x) corresponding to linear combinations of Eq. 224 with the two
functions of Eq. 305

w(x) = c1V1(x) + c2V2(x) =
c1
x

+
c2
x2

(309)

that leads to the system

pc2 =
λ̊2p − λ2

4

pc1 =
λ(µ+ 1)− λ̊p(µ̊p + 1)

2

E0(p) =
µ2 − µ̊2

p

4
(310)

The two first equations allow to compute the two parameters λ̊p and µ̊p of the conditioned force of Eq. 306 as a

function of p with λ̊p=0 = λ and µ̊p=0 = µ

λ̊p = λ

√
1 +

4pc2
λ2

µ̊p =
λ(µ+ 1)− 2pc1

λ̊p
− 1 =

(µ+ 1)− 2pc1
λ√

1 + 4pc2
λ2

− 1 (311)

that can be plugged into the last equation of the system 310 to obtain the energy E0(p) as a function of p

E0(p) =
µ2 − µ̊2

p

4
=

1

4

µ2 −

 (µ+ 1)− 2pc1
λ√

1 + 4pc2
λ2

− 1

2
 (312)

Let us now focus on the two interesting special cases [c1 = 1, c2 = 0] and [c1 = 0, c2 = 1].

1. Case c1 = 1 and c2 = 0 : explicit large deviations for the time-average W [x(0 ≤ t ≤ T )] ≡ 1
T

∫ T

0
dt 1

x(t)

For the special case c1 = 1 and c2 = 0, the scaled cumulant generating function E0(p) of Eq. 312 reduces to

E0(p) =
1

4

[
µ2 −

(
µ− 2p

λ

)2
]
=
µp

λ
− p2

λ2
(313)

For the Legendre transform of Eq. 207, one needs to invert

W = E′
0(p) =

µ

λ
− 2

λ2
p (314)
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into

p =
λ2

2

(µ
λ
−W

)
(315)

that can be plugged into Eq. 207 to obtain the rate function I(W )

I(W ) = E0(p)−Wp =
λ2

4

(µ
λ
−W

)2
for W ∈]0,+∞[ (316)

that vanishes only for the steady value

W∗ =
µ

λ
= m∗

k=−1 (317)

and that diverges at (+∞)

I(W ) ≃
W→+∞

λ2

4
W 2 (318)

while it remains finite at the boundary W = 0

I(W = 0) =
µ2

4λ
(319)

2. Case c1 = 0 and c2 = 1 : explicit large deviations for the time-average W [x(0 ≤ t ≤ T )] ≡ 1
T

∫ T

0
dt 1

x2(t)

For the special case c1 = 0 and c2 = 1, the scaled cumulant generating function E0(p) of Eq. 312 reduces to

E0(p) =
1

4

µ2 −

 µ+ 1√
1 + 4p

λ2

− 1

2
 =

µ+ 1

4

µ− 1− µ+ 1

1 + 4p
λ2

+
2√

1 + 4p
λ2

 (320)

For the Legendre transform of Eq. 207, the inversion of

W = E′
0(p) =

µ+ 1

λ2
[
1 + 4p

λ2

] 3
2

 µ+ 1√
1 + 4p

λ2

− 1

 (321)

requires the solution of a quartic equation, which is somewhat lengthy, so that here it is simpler to write the rate
function I(W ) in the parametric form as a function of p

I(W (p)) = E0(p)−Wp =
µ+ 1

4

 1√
1 + 4p

λ2

− 1

2 µ+ 1

1 + 4p
λ2

+
2µ+ 1√
1 + 4p

λ2

+ µ− 1

 (322)

while W as a function of p is given by Eq. 321

C. Change of variables x → z towards the diffusion process z(t) with constant diffusion coefficient d(z) = 1

The change of variables of Eq. 118 towards a diffusion process z(t) with constant diffusion coefficient d(z) = 1 reads

z =

∫ x

1

dy√
D(y)

=

∫ x

1

dy

y
= lnx ∈]−∞,+∞[

x = ez (323)

The force of Eq. 120 is then exponential with respect to z

f(z) =
FS(x)√
D(x)

∣∣∣∣
x=x(z)

= λe−z − µ = −u′(z) (324)
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while the steady state of Eq. 124

p∗(z) =
e−u(z)∫ +∞

−∞ dz′e−u(z′)
=

λµ

Γ(µ)
e−µz−λe−z

for z ∈]−∞,+∞[ (325)

corresponds for µ = 1 = λ to the Gumbel distribution of the field of Extreme-Value-Statistics.
The moments mk(t) of Eq. 23 of the initial Pearson process translate into Eq. 130

mk(t) =

∫ +∞

−∞
dzpt(z)e

kz (326)

The quantum supersymmetric Hamiltonian of Eq. 125

h = h† =

(
− d

dz
+
µ− λe−z

2

)(
d

dz
+
µ− λe−z

2

)
= − d2

dz2
+ v(z) (327)

involves the potential of Eq. 126

v(z) =
f2(z)

4
+
f ′(z)

2
=
λ2e−2z + µ2 − 2(µ+ 1)λe−z

4
(328)

known as the Morse potential in the field of exactly solvable quantum supersymmetric potentials (see the review [90]
and references therein). Its asymptotic behaviors for z → ±∞

v(z) ≃
z→−∞

λ2e2(−z)

4

v(z) ≃
z→+∞

µ2

4
(329)

yields that there is a continuous spectrum of the form of Eq 128 with the lower boundary v∞ = µ2

4

Continuous spectrum : E ∈]v∞ =
µ2

4
,+∞[ (330)

besides the finite number of discrete levels of Eq. 77

En = n

(
µ− n

)
for 0 ≤ n <

µ

2
(331)

Finally, the observables that have explicit large deviations for their time-averages can be translated from Eq. 309
via the change of variables of Eq. 323

w(x) =
c1
x

+
c2
x2

= c1e
−z + c2e

−2z (332)

or equivalently, they correspond to the two functions of z appearing in the quantum potential v(z) of Eq. 328.

D. Change of variables x → y = x
− 1

q involving the parameter q > 0

Via the change of variables y = x−
1
q of Eq. 131, the diffusion coefficient of Eq. 133 is always quadratic in y

D(y) =
y2

q2
(333)

while the three forces of Eqs 134 135 involve a linear contribution in y and a non-linear contribution in y1+q

parametrized by q

FS(y) =
µ

q
y − λ

q
y1+q

F(y) = FS(y)−
D′(y)

2
=

(
µ

q
− 1

q2

)
y − λ

q
y1+q

FI(y) = FS(y) +
D′(y)

2
=

(
µ

q
+

1

q2

)
y − λ

q
y1+q (334)
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These processes play a major role in the field of multiplicative stochastic processes [92, 93].
The steady state

P∗(y) = P∗(x)

∣∣∣∣dxdy
∣∣∣∣ = qλµ

Γ(µ)
yqµ−1e−λyq

for y ∈]0,+∞[ (335)

reduces to the Gamma-distribution for q = 1, but the process is different from the case studied in the previous section,
since the diffusion coefficient D(y) and the forces are quadratic in y.
The observables that have explicit large deviations for their time-averages can be translated from Eq. 309 via the

change of variable x = y−q

w(x) =
c1
x

+
c2
x2

= c1y
q + c2y

2q (336)

It is thus interesting to discuss the two special cases :
(1) for q = 1, the forces of Eq. 334 involve a quadratic non-linearity

D(y) = y2

FS(y) = µy − λy2 (337)

and the observables of Eq. 336 involve linear and quadratic contributions in y

w(x) =
c1
x

+
c2
x2

= c1y + c2y
2 (338)

(2) for q = 2 the forces of Eq. 334 involve a cubic non-linearity

D(y) =
y2

4

FS(y) =
µ

2
y − λ

2
y3 (339)

and the observables of Eq. 336 involve quadratic and quartic contributions in y

w(x) =
c1
x

+
c2
x2

= c1y
2 + c2y

4 (340)

E. Explicit rate function for the inference of the two parameters (λ, µ) of the Pearson linear force

The application of Eq. 243 244 to the model of Eq. 291 yields that the rate function IInfer(λ̂, µ̂) associated to the

probability P
[Infer]
T (λ̂, µ̂) of the two inferred parameters (λ̂, µ̂) reads

IInfer(λ̂, µ̂) =

∫ +∞

0

dxP
[λ̂,µ̂]
∗ (x)

[
(λ̂− λ)− (µ̂− µ)x

]2
4x2

=

∫ +∞

0

dx
λ̂µ̂

Γ(µ̂)x1+µ̂
e−

λ̂
x

[
(λ̂− λ)2

4x2
+

(µ̂− µ)2

4
− 2(λ̂− λ)(µ̂− µ)

4x

]

=
1

4

[
(λ̂− λ)2

µ̂(µ̂+ 1)

λ̂2
+ (µ̂− µ)2 − 2(λ̂− λ)(µ̂− µ)

µ̂

λ̂

]
(341)

XI. CASE D(x) = x(x+ 1) AND FISHER-SNEDECOR-DISTRIBUTION FOR P∗(x) ON ]0,+∞[

In this section, we focus on the Pearson diffusion with the quadratic diffusion coefficient D(x) = x(x+1) while the
steady state P∗(x) is the Fisher-Snedecor-distribution

P∗(x) =
Γ(α+ µ)

Γ(α)Γ(µ)

xα−1

(1 + x)α+µ
for x ∈]0,+∞[ with α > 0 and µ > 0 (342)
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where the two parameters α > 0 and µ parametrize the two coefficients of the corresponding linear forces of Eq. 14
and 16

F (x) = D(x)
d lnP∗(x)

dx
= (α− 1)− (µ+ 1)x

FI(x) = F (x) +D′(x) = α− (µ− 1)x

FS(x) = F (x) +
D′(x)

2
=

(
α− 1

2

)
− µx (343)

The moments m∗
k of the steady state P∗(x) of Eq. 342 can be computed even for non-integer k ∈]− α, µ[

m∗
k =

∫ +∞

0

dxxkP∗(x) =

∫ +∞

0

dx
Γ(α+ µ)

Γ(α)Γ(µ)

xk+α−1

(1 + x)α+µ
=

Γ(α+ k)Γ(µ− k)

Γ(α)Γ(µ)
for k ∈]− α, µ[ (344)

so here the integer moments are finite only for k < µ.
The corresponding process is called the Fisher-Snedecor diffusion (see [1, 4–7, 112, 113] and references therein).

A. Dynamical equations for the moments mk(t) and for the Laplace transform P̂t(s)

The characteristic rate ϵk of Eq. 26 is positive only for k < µ

ϵk = k

(
µ− k

)
i.e.

{
exponential relaxation as e−tk(µ−k) for k < µ

exponential growth as etk(k−µ) for k > µ
(345)

In particular, it is interesting to write the explicit dynamics for the first moment m1(t) of Eq. 31

m1(t) =
α

µ− 1
+

(
m1(0)−

α

µ− 1

)
e−t(µ−1) i.e.

{
exponential relaxation as e−t(µ−1) towards m∗

1 = α
µ−1 for µ > 1

exponential growth as et(1−µ) towards m∗
1 = +∞ for 0 < µ < 1

(346)

and for the second moment m2(t) of Eq. 34

m2(t) = e−2(µ−2)tm2(0) + [1− e−2(µ−2)t]
α(1 + α)

(µ− 1)(µ− 2)
+
e−(µ−1)t − e−2(µ−2)t

µ− 3
2(1 + α)

(
m1(0)−

α

µ− 1

)
i.e.

{
exponential relaxation towards m∗

2 = α(1+α)
(µ−1)(µ−2) for µ > 2

exponential growth as e2(2−µ)t towards m∗
2 = +∞ for 0 < µ < 2

(347)

The dynamical equation of Eq. 24 for the moment mk(t) of order k only involves the previous moment mk−1(t) of
order (k − 1)

∂tmk(t) = k(k − µ)mk(t) + k(k + α− 1)mk−1(t) (348)

while the Laplace transform follows the dynamics of Eq. A2

∂tP̂t(s) = s2∂2s P̂t(s) + s[(µ− 1)− s]∂sP̂t(s)− αsP̂t(s) (349)

B. Observables w(x) with explicit large deviations for the time-average W [x(0 ≤ t ≤ T )] ≡ 1
T

∫ T

0
dtw(x(t))

The quantum supersymmetric Hamiltonian of Eq. 40

H = H† = − ∂

∂x
x(x+ 1)

∂

∂x
+ V (x) (350)

involves the potential of Eq 41

V (x) =
F 2(x)

4D(x)
+
F ′(x)

2
=

(µ+ 1)2x2 − 2(α− 1)(µ+ 1)x+ (α− 1)2+

4x(x+ 1)
− (µ+ 1)

2

=
µ2 − 1

4
+

(α− 1)2

4x
− (α+ µ)2

4(x+ 1)
(351)
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so that the two functions introduced in Eq. 107 are simply

V1(x) =
1

x

V2(x) =
1

x+ 1
(352)

As discussed in detail in section VII E, it is interesting to consider the linear conditioned force

F̊ [p](x) = (α̊p − 1)− (µ̊p + 1)x with α̊p > 0 and µ̊p > 0 (353)

with the restriction of Eq. 229 that we repeat here for clarity :

the possibility α̊p ̸= α can be considered only in the region α > 1 but not for 0 < α ≤ 1 (354)

The potential V̊ [p](x) has the same form as Eq. 351 with different coefficients

V̊ [p](x) =

(
F̊ [p](x)

)2
4D(x)

+
1

2

dF̊ [p](x)

dx
=
µ̊2
p − 1

4
+

(α̊p − 1)2

4x
− (α̊p + µ̊p)

2

4(x+ 1)
(355)

so that Eq. 219 reads

pw(x)− E0(p) = V̊ [p](x)− V (x) =
µ̊2
p − µ2

4
+

(α̊p − 1)2 − (α− 1)2

4x
+

(α+ µ)2 − (α̊p + µ̊p)
2

4(x+ 1)
(356)

This equation can be satisfied for the observables w(x) corresponding to linear combinations of Eq. 224 with the two
functions of Eq. 352

w(x) = c1V1(x) + c2V2(x) =
c1
x

+
c2

x+ 1
(357)

that leads to the system

pc1 =
(α̊p − 1)2 − (α− 1)2

4

pc2 =
(α+ µ)2 − (α̊p + µ̊p)

2

4

E0(p) =
µ2 − µ̊2

p

4
(358)

The two first equations allow to compute the two parameters α̊p and µ̊p of the conditioned force of Eq. 353 as a
function of p

α̊p = (α− 1)

√
1 +

4pc1
(α− 1)2

+ 1

µ̊p = (α+ µ)

√
1− 4pc2

(α+ µ)2
− α̊p = (α+ µ)

√
1− 4pc2

(α+ µ)2
− (α− 1)

√
1 +

4pc1
(α− 1)2

− 1 (359)

that can be plugged into the last equation of the system 358 to obtain the energy E0(p) as a function of p

E0(p) =
µ2 − µ̊2

p

4
=

1

4

µ2 −

(
(α+ µ)

√
1− 4pc2

(α+ µ)2
− (α− 1)

√
1 +

4pc1
(α− 1)2

− 1

)2
 (360)

Let us now focus on the two interesting special cases [c1 = 1, c2 = 0] and [c1 = 0, c2 = 1].
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1. Case c1 = 1 and c2 = 0 : explicit large deviations for the time-average W [x(0 ≤ t ≤ T )] ≡ 1
T

∫ T

0
dt 1

x(t)
when α > 1

For the special case c1 = 1 and c2 = 0, the scaled cumulant generating function E0(p) of Eq. 360 reduces to

E0(p) =
1

4

µ2 −

(
µ+ (α− 1)− (α− 1)

√
1 +

4p

(α− 1)2

)2
 (361)

For the Legendre transform of Eq. 207, one needs to invert

W = E′
0(p) =

µ+ α− 1

(α− 1)
√
1 + 4p

(α−1)2

− 1 (362)

into

p =
1

4

[(
µ+ α− 1

W + 1

)2

− (α− 1)2

]
(363)

that can be plugged into Eq. 207 to obtain the rate function I(W )

I(W ) = E0(p)−Wp =
1

4

[
µ2 − (µ+ α− 1)2

(
W

W + 1

)2
]
− W

4

[(
µ+ α− 1

W + 1

)2

− (α− 1)2

]

=
1

4(W + 1)
[µ− (α− 1)W ]

2
for W ∈]0,+∞[ (364)

that vanishes only for the steady value

W∗ =
µ

α− 1
= m∗

k=−1 (365)

and that diverges at (+∞)

I(W ) ≃
W→+∞

(α− 1)2

4
W (366)

while it remains finite at the boundary W = 0

I(W = 0) =
µ

4
(367)

2. Case c1 = 0 and c2 = 1 : Rate function I(W ) for the time-average W [x(0 ≤ t ≤ T )] ≡ 1
T

∫ T

0
dt 1

1+x(t)

For the special case c1 = 0 and c2 = 1, the scaled cumulant generating function E0(p) of Eq. 360 reduces to

E0(p) =
1

4

µ2 −

(
(α+ µ)

√
1− 4p

(α+ µ)2
− α

)2
 (368)

For the Legendre transform of Eq. 207, one needs to invert

W = E′
0(p) = 1− α

(α+ µ)
√

1− 4p
(α+µ)2

(369)

into

p =
1

4

[
(α+ µ)2 − α2

(1−W )2

]
(370)
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that can be plugged into Eq. 207 to obtain the rate function I(W )

I(W ) = E0(p)−Wp =
1

4

[
µ2 − α2 W 2

(1−W )2

]
− W

4

[
(α+ µ)2 − α2

(1−W )2

]
=

1

4(1−W )
[µ− (α+ µ)W ]

2
for W ∈]0, 1[ (371)

that vanishes only for the steady value

W∗ =
µ

α+ µ
=

∫ +∞

0

dx
P∗(x)

1 + x
(372)

and that diverges at W → 1−

I(W ) ≃
W→1−

α2

4(1−W )
(373)

while it remains finite at the boundary W = 0

I(W = 0) =
µ

4
(374)

C. Change of variables x → z towards the diffusion process z(t) with constant diffusion coefficient d(z) = 1

The change of variables of Eq. 118 towards a diffusion process z(t) with constant diffusion coefficient d(z) = 1 reads

z(x) =

∫ x

0

dy√
D(y)

=

∫ x

0

dy√
y(1 + y)

= 2arcsinh(
√
x) ∈]0,+∞[

x(z) = sinh2
(z
2

)
(375)

The force of Eq. 120 involves hyperbolic functions of z

f(z) =
FS(x)√
D(x)

∣∣∣∣
x=x(z)

=

(
α− 1

2

)
cosh

(
z
2

)
sinh

(
z
2

) −
(
α+ µ− 1

2

)
sinh

(
z
2

)
cosh

(
z
2

) = −u′(z) (376)

while the steady state of Eq. 124 reads

p∗(z) =
e−u(z)∫ +∞

0
dz′e−u(z′)

=
Γ(α+ µ)

Γ(α)Γ(µ)

[
sinh

(
z
2

)]2α−1[
cosh

(
z
2

)]2α+2µ−1 for z ∈]0,+∞[ (377)

The moments mk(t) of Eq. 23 of the initial Pearson process translate into Eq. 130

mk(t) =

∫ +∞

0

dzpt(z)
[
sinh2

(z
2

)]k
(378)

The quantum supersymmetric Hamiltonian of Eq. 125

h = h† =

(
− d

dz
+

(
α+ µ− 1

2

)
sinh

(
z
2

)
cosh

(
z
2

) − (α− 1

2

)
cosh

(
z
2

)
sinh

(
z
2

))( d

dz
+

(
α+ µ− 1

2

)
sinh

(
z
2

)
cosh

(
z
2

) − (α− 1

2

)
cosh

(
z
2

)
sinh

(
z
2

))

= − d2

dz2
+ v(z) (379)

involves the potential of Eq. 126

v(z) =
f2(z)

4
+
f ′(z)

2
=
µ2

4
+

(
α− 1

2

) (
α− 3

2

)
4 sinh2

(
z
2

) +
1
4 − (α+ µ)

2

4 cosh2
(
z
2

) (380)
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known as the generalized Pöschl–Teller potential in the field of exactly solvable quantum supersymmetric potentials
(see the review [90] and references therein).

Its asymptotic behaviors for z → +∞

v(z) ≃
z→+∞

µ2

4
(381)

yields that there is a continuous spectrum of the form of Eq 128 with the lower boundary v∞ = µ2

4

Continuous spectrum : E ∈]v∞ =
µ2

4
,+∞[ (382)

besides the finite number of discrete levels of Eq. 77

En = n

(
µ− n

)
for 0 ≤ n <

µ

2
(383)

Finally, the observables that have explicit large deviations for their time-averages can be translated from Eq. 357
via the change of variables of Eq. 375

w(x) =
c1
x

+
c2

x+ 1
=

c1

sinh2
(
z
2

) + c2

cosh2
(
z
2

) (384)

or equivalently, they correspond to the two functions of z appearing in the quantum potential v(z) of Eq. 380.

D. Change of variables x → y = x
− 1

q involving the parameter q > 0

Via the change of variables y = x−
1
q of Eq. 131, the diffusion coefficient reads

D(y) =
y2

q2
(1 + yq) (385)

while the three forces of Eqs 134 135 involve a linear contribution in y and a non-linear contribution in y1+q

FS(y) =
µ

q
y −

(
α− 1

2

)
q

y1+q

F(y) = FS(y)−
D′(y)

2
=

(
µ

q
− 1

q2

)
y −

[(
α− 1

2

)
q

+

(
1

q2
+

1

2q

)]
y1+q

FI(y) = FS(y) +
D′(y)

2
=

(
µ

q
+

1

q2

)
y −

[(
α− 1

2

)
q

−
(

1

q2
+

1

2q

)]
y1+q (386)

The steady state

P∗(y) = P∗(x)

∣∣∣∣dxdy
∣∣∣∣ = q

Γ(α+ µ)

Γ(α)Γ(µ)

yqµ−1

(1 + yq)α+µ
for y ∈]0,+∞[ (387)

reduces to the Fisher-Snedecor-distribution for q = 1, but the process is different from the case studied in the present
section in the variable x, since the diffusion coefficient D(y) and the forces are not linear in y.

The observables that have explicit large deviations for their time-averages can be translated from Eq. 309 via the
change of variable x = y−q

w(x) =
c1
x

+
c2

1 + x
= c1y

q + c2
yq

1 + yq
(388)

It is thus interesting to discuss the two special cases
(1) for q = 1, the diffusion coefficient is cubic and the force is quadratic

D(y) = y2(1 + y)

FS(y) = µy −
(
α− 1

2

)
y2 (389)
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while the observables of Eq. 388 read

w(x) =
c1
x

+
c2

x+ 1
= c1y + c2

y

1 + y
(390)

(2) for q = 2, the diffusion coefficient is quartic and the force is cubic

D(y) =
y2

4
(1 + y2)

FS(y) =
µ

2
y −

(
α− 1

2

)
2

y3 (391)

and the observables of Eq. 388 read

w(x) =
c1
x

+
c2

x+ 1
= c1y

2 + c2
y2

1 + y2
(392)

E. Explicit rate function for the inference of the two parameters (α, µ) of the Pearson linear force

The application of Eq. 243 244 to the model of Eq. 342 yields that the rate function IInfer(α̂, µ̂) associated to the

probability P
[Infer]
T (α̂, µ̂) of the two inferred parameters (α̂, µ̂) reads

IInfer(α̂, µ̂) =

∫ +∞

0

dxP
[α̂,µ̂]
∗ (x)

[(α̂− α)− (µ̂− µ)x]
2

4x(x+ 1)

=

∫ +∞

0

dx
Γ(α̂+ µ̂)

Γ(α̂)Γ(µ̂)

xα̂−1

(1 + x)α̂+µ̂

(α̂− α)2 + (µ̂− µ)2x2 − 2(α̂− α)(µ̂− µ)x

4x(x+ 1)

=
1

4

∫ +∞

0

dx
Γ(α̂+ µ̂)

Γ(α̂)Γ(µ̂)

xα̂−1

(1 + x)α̂+µ̂

[
(µ̂− µ)2 +

(α̂− α)2

x
− (α̂+ µ̂− α− µ)2

1 + x

]
=

1

4

[
(µ̂− µ)2 + (α̂− α)2

µ̂

α̂− 1
− (α̂+ µ̂− α− µ)2

µ̂

α̂+ µ̂

]
for α̂ > 1 (393)

while for 0 < α̂ ≤ 1, the rate function IInfer(α̂, µ̂) is infinite unless α̂ = α.

XII. CASE D(x) = x(1− x) AND BETA-DISTRIBUTION FOR THE STEADY STATE P∗(x) ON ]0, 1[

In this section, we focus on the Pearson diffusion with the quadratic diffusion coefficient D(x) = x(1− x) while the
steady state P∗(x) is the Beta-distribution

P∗(x) =
Γ(α+ β)

Γ(α)Γ(β)
xα−1(1− x)β−1 for x ∈]0, 1[ with α > 0 and β > 0 (394)

where the two parameters α > 0 and β > 0 parametrize the two coefficients of the corresponding linear forces of Eq.
14 and 16

F (x) = D(x)
d lnP∗(x)

dx
= (α− 1)− (α+ β − 2)x

FI(x) = F (x) +D′(x) = α− (α+ β)x

FS(x) = F (x) +
D′(x)

2
=

(
α− 1

2

)
− (α+ β − 1)x (395)

The moments m∗
k of the steady state P∗(x) of Eq. 394 can be computed even for non-integer k ∈]− α,+∞[

m∗
k =

∫ 1

0

dxxkP∗(x) =

∫ +∞

0

dx
Γ(α+ β)

Γ(α)Γ(β)
xk+α−1(1− x)β−1 =

Γ(α+ k)Γ(α+ β)

Γ(α)Γ(α+ β + k)
for k ∈]− α,+∞[ (396)

so that here all the integer moments are finite for k = 1, 2, ..,+∞.
The corresponding process is called the Jacobi diffusion because the spectral decomposition of the propagator

involves the Jacobi polynomials (see [1, 4–7] and references therein).
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A. Dynamical equations for the moments mk(t) and for the Laplace transform P̂t(s)

The dynamical equation of Eq. 24 for the moment of order k only involves the previous moment mk−1(t) of order
(k − 1)

∂tmk(t) = k

(
1− k − α− β

)
mk(t) + k

(
k + α− 1

)
mk−1(t) (397)

The convergence towards its finite steady value of Eq. 396 involves the k relaxation rates (ϵ1, .., ϵk) of Eq. 26

ϵk = k

(
k + α+ β − 1

)
(398)

The Laplace transform evolves according to

∂tP̂t(s) = −s2∂2s P̂t(s) + s(α+ β + s)∂sP̂t(s) + αsP̂t(s) (399)

B. Observables w(x) with explicit large deviations for the time-average W [x(0 ≤ t ≤ T )] ≡ 1
T

∫ T

0
dtw(x(t))

The quantum supersymmetric Hamiltonian of Eq. 40

H = H† = − ∂

∂x
x(1− x)

∂

∂x
+ V (x) (400)

involves the potential of Eq 41

V (x) =
F 2(x)

4D(x)
+
F ′(x)

2
=

=
(α− 1)2

4x
+

(β − 1)2

4(1− x)
− (α+ β)(α+ β − 2)

4
(401)

so that the two functions introduced in Eq. 107 are

V1(x) =
1

x

V2(x) =
1

1− x
(402)

As discussed in detail in section VII E, it is interesting to consider the linear conditioned force

F̊ [p](x) = (α̊p − 1)− (α̊p + β̊p − 2)x with α̊p > 0 and β̊p > 0 (403)

with the restriction of Eq. 229 that we repeat here for clarity :

the possibility α̊p ̸= α can be considered only in the region α > 1 but not for 0 < α ≤ 1 (404)

and with the analog restriction concerning the other finite boundary xR = 1 :

the possibility β̊p ̸= β can be considered only in the region β > 1 but not for 0 < β ≤ 1 (405)

The potential V̊ [p](x) has the same form as Eq. 401 with different coefficients

V̊ [p](x) =

(
F̊ [p](x)

)2
4D(x)

+
1

2

dF̊ [p](x)

dx
=

(α̊p − 1)2

4x
+

(β̊p − 1)2

4(1− x)
− (α̊p + β̊p)(α̊p + β̊p − 2)

4
(406)

so that Eq. 219 reads

pw(x)− E0(p) = V̊ [p](x)− V (x)

=
(α̊p − 1)2 − (α− 1)2

4x
+

(β̊p − 1)2 − (β − 1)2

4(1− x)
+

(α+ β)(α+ β − 2)− (α̊p + β̊p)(α̊p + β̊p − 2)

4
(407)
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This equation can be satisfied for the observables w(x) corresponding to linear combinations of Eq. 224 with the
two functions of Eq. 352

w(x) = c1V1(x) + c2V2(x) =
c1
x

+
c2

1− x
(408)

that leads to the system

pc1 =
(α̊p − 1)2 − (α− 1)2

4

pc2 =
(β̊p − 1)2 − (β − 1)2

4

E0(p) =
(α̊p + β̊p)(α̊p + β̊p − 2)− (α+ β)(α+ β − 2)

4
(409)

The two first equations allow to compute the two parameters α̊p and β̊p of the conditioned force of Eq. 403 as a
function of p

α̊p = (α− 1)

√
1 +

4pc1
(α− 1)2

+ 1

β̊p = (β − 1)

√
1 +

4pc2
(β − 1)2

+ 1 (410)

that can be plugged into the last equation of the system 409 to obtain the energy E0(p) as a function of p

E0(p) =
1

4

[
− (α+ β)(α+ β − 2)

+

(
(α− 1)

√
1 +

4pc1
(α− 1)2

+ (β − 1)

√
1 +

4pc2
(β − 1)2

+ 2

)(
(α− 1)

√
1 +

4pc1
(α− 1)2

+ (β − 1)

√
1 +

4pc2
(β − 1)2

)]
(411)

Let us now focus on the two interesting special cases [c1 = 1, c2 = 0] and [c1 = 0, c2 = 1].

1. Case c1 = 1 and c2 = 0 : explicit large deviations for the time-average W [x(0 ≤ t ≤ T )] ≡ 1
T

∫ T

0
dt 1

x(t)
for α > 1

For the special case c1 = 1 and c2 = 0, the scaled cumulant generating function E0(p) of Eq. 411 reduces to

E0(p) =
1

4

[
− (α+ β)(α+ β − 2) +

(
(α− 1)

√
1 +

4p

(α− 1)2
+ β + 1

)(
(α− 1)

√
1 +

4p

(α− 1)2
+ β − 1

)]

= p+
(α− 1)β

2

[√
1 +

4p

(α− 1)2
− 1

]
(412)

For the Legendre transform of Eq. 207, one needs to invert

W = E′
0(p) = 1 +

β

(α− 1)
√
1 + 4p

(α−1)2

(413)

into

p =
1

4

[
β2

(W − 1)2
− (α− 1)2

]
(414)

that can be plugged into Eq. 207 to obtain the rate function I(W )

I(W ) = E0(p)−Wp =
1

4(W − 1)
[(α+ β − 1)− (α− 1)W ]

2
for W ∈]1,+∞[ (415)
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that vanishes only for the steady value

W∗ =
α+ β − 1

α− 1
= m∗

−1 (416)

and that diverges near the two boundaries as

I(W ) ≃
W→1+

β2

4(W − 1)

I(W ) ≃
W→+∞

(α− 1)2

4
W (417)

2. Case c1 = 0 and c2 = 1 : explicit large deviations for the time-average W [x(0 ≤ t ≤ T )] ≡ 1
T

∫ T

0
dt 1

1−x(t)
for β > 1

For the special case c1 = 0 and c2 = 1, the scaled cumulant generating function E0(p) of Eq. 411 reduces to

E0(p) =
1

4

[
− (α+ β)(α+ β − 2)

+

(
α+ 1 + (β − 1)

√
1 +

4p

(β − 1)2

)(
α− 1 + (β − 1)

√
1 +

4p

(β − 1)2

)]

= p+
(β − 1)α

2

[√
1 +

4p

(β − 1)2
− 1

]
(418)

For the Legendre transform of Eq. 207, one needs to invert

W = E′
0(p) = 1 +

α

(β − 1)
√
1 + 4p

(β−1)2

(419)

into

p =
1

4

[
α2

(W − 1)2
− (β − 1)2

]
(420)

that can be plugged into Eq. 207 to obtain the rate function I(W )

I(W ) = E0(p)−Wp =
1

4(W − 1)
[(α+ β − 1)− (β − 1)W ]

2
for W ∈]1,+∞[ (421)

that vanishes only for the steady value

W∗ =
α+ β − 1

β − 1
=

∫ 1

0

dx
P∗(x)

1− x
(422)

and that diverges near the two boundaries as

I(W ) ≃
W→1+

α2

4(W − 1)

I(W ) ≃
W→+∞

(β − 1)2

4
W (423)

C. Change of variables x → z towards the diffusion process z(t) with constant diffusion coefficient d(z) = 1

The change of variables of Eq. 118 towards a diffusion process z(t) with constant diffusion coefficient d(z) = 1 reads

z(x) =

∫ x

0

dy√
D(y)

=

∫ x

0

dy√
y(1− y)

= 2 arcsin(
√
x) ∈]0, π[

x(z) = sin2
(z
2

)
(424)
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The force of Eq. 120 involves trigonometric functions of z

f(z) =
FS(x)√
D(x)

∣∣∣∣
x=x(z)

=

(
α− 1

2

)
cos
(
z
2

)
sin
(
z
2

) −
(
β − 1

2

)
sin
(
z
2

)
cos
(
z
2

) = −u′(z) (425)

while the steady state of Eq. 124 reads

p∗(z)
e−u(z)∫ π

0
dz′e−u(z′)

=
Γ(α+ β)

Γ(α)Γ(β)

[
sin
(z
2

)]2α−1 [
cos
(z
2

)]2β−1

for z ∈]0, π[ (426)

The moments mk(t) of Eq. 23 of the initial Pearson process translate into Eq. 130

mk(t) =

∫ π

0

dzpt(z)
[
sin2

(z
2

)]k
(427)

The quantum supersymmetric Hamiltonian of Eq. 125

h = h† =

(
− d

dz
+

(
β − 1

2

)
sin
(
z
2

)
cos
(
z
2

) − (α− 1

2

)
cos
(
z
2

)
sin
(
z
2

))( d

dz
+

(
β − 1

2

)
sin
(
z
2

)
cos
(
z
2

) − (α− 1

2

)
cos
(
z
2

)
sin
(
z
2

))

= − d2

dz2
+ v(z) (428)

involves the potential of Eq. 126

v(z) =
f2(z)

4
+
f ′(z)

2
= − (α+ β − 1)2

4
+

(
α− 1

2

) (
α− 3

2

)
4 sin2

(
z
2

) +

(
β − 1

2

) (
β − 3

2

)
4 cos2

(
z
2

) (429)

As discussed in [95], the special cases (α = 1
2 or α = 3

2 ) with (β = 1
2 or β = 3

2 ) where the quantum potential v(z)
reduces to a constant can be interpreted respectively as the pure diffusion in the presence of reflecting boundaries or
in the presence of absorbing boundaries with conditioning to survive forever, known as Taboo processes [114–118].

Finally, the observables that have explicit large deviations for their time-averages can be translated from Eq. 408
via the change of variables of Eq. 424

w(x) =
c1
x

+
c2

1− x
=

c1

sin2
(
z
2

) + c2

cos2
(
z
2

) (430)

or equivalently, they correspond to the two functions of z appearing in the quantum potential v(z) of Eq. 429.

D. Explicit rate function for the inference of the two parameters (α, β) of the Pearson linear force

The application of Eq. 243 244 to the model of Eq. 394 yields that the rate function IInfer(α̂, β̂) associated to the

probability P
[Infer]
T (α̂, β̂) of the two inferred parameters (α̂, β̂) reads

IInfer(α̂, β̂) =

∫ +∞

0

dxP
[α̂,β̂]
∗ (x)

[
(α̂− α)2 − (α̂+ β̂ − α− β)x

]2
4x(1− x)

=

∫ +∞

0

dx
Γ(α̂+ β̂)

Γ(α̂)Γ(β̂)
xα̂−1(1− x)β̂−1 (α̂− α)2 + (α̂+ β̂ − α− β)2x2 − 2(α̂− α)(α̂+ β̂ − α− β)x

4x(1− x)

=
1

4

∫ +∞

0

dx
Γ(α̂+ β̂)

Γ(α̂)Γ(β̂)
xα̂−1(1− x)β̂−1

[
(α̂− α)2

x
+

(β̂ − β)2

1− x
− (α̂+ β̂ − α− β)2

]

=
1

4

[
(α̂− α)2

α̂+ β̂ − 1

α̂− 1
+ (β̂ − β)2

α̂+ β̂ − 1

β̂ − 1
− (α̂+ β̂ − α− β)2

]
for α̂ > 1 and β̂ > 1(431)

while for 0 < α̂ ≤ 1, the rate function IInfer(α̂, β̂) is infinite unless α̂ = α, and while for 0 < β̂ ≤ 1, the rate function

IInfer(α̂, β̂) is infinite unless β̂ = β.
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XIII. CASE D(x) = 1 + x2 AND GENERALIZED-STUDENT-DISTRIBUTION FOR P∗(x) ON ]−∞,+∞[

In this section, we focus on the Pearson diffusion with the quadratic diffusion coefficient D(x) = 1 + x2 while the
steady state P∗(x) is the generalized-Student-distribution

P∗(x) =
Γ(µ+1

2 )

Γ( 12 )Γ(
µ
2 ) (1 + x2)

1+µ
2

for x ∈]−∞,+∞[ with µ > 0 (432)

where the parameter µ > 0 parametrizes the corresponding linear forces of Eq. 14 and 16

F (x) = D(x)
d lnP∗(x)

dx
= −(1 + µ)x

FI(x) = F (x) +D′(x) = −(µ− 1)x

FS(x) = F (x) +
D′(x)

2
= −µx (433)

Here it is important to stress that we have chosen to discuss only the case with no constant term λ = 0 in these forces.
Indeed, the presence of a non-vanishing constant λ ̸= 0 introduces the supplementary factor eλ arctan(x) in the steady
state P∗(x) that complicates various analytical computations and somewhat obscures the physical meaning of various
observables. In addition, the case λ = 0 seems more interesting for physical applications with its symmetry x → −x
since the steady state P∗(x) of Eq. 432 generalizes the Cauchy distribution corresponding to the special case µ = 1

Case µ = 1 : P∗(x) =
1

π(1 + x2)
for x ∈]−∞,+∞[ (434)

The corresponding process is called the Student process for λ = 0 and the skew-Student process for λ ̸= 0 (see
[1, 4–7, 119, 120] and references therein).

A. Dynamical equations for the moments mk(t) and for the Fourier transform P̃t(q)

The dynamical equation of Eq. 24 for the moment mk(t) of order k only involves the moment mk−2(t) of order
(k − 2)

∂tmk(t) = k(k − µ)mk(t) + k(k − 1)mk−2(t) (435)

and the characteristic rate ϵk of Eq. 26 is positive only for k < µ

ϵk = k

(
µ− k

)
i.e.

{
exponential relaxation as e−tk(µ−k) for k < µ

exponential growth as etk(k−µ) for k > µ
(436)

For a non-vanishing initial condition m1(0) ̸= 0, the dynamics for the first moment m1(t) of Eq. 31 reduces to

m1(t) = m1(0)e
−t(µ−1) i.e.

{
exponential relaxation as e−t(µ−1) towards m∗

1 = 0 for µ > 1

exponential growth as et(1−µ) if 0 < µ < 1
(437)

More generally, the moment mk(t) for odd k = 2k′ + 1 will converge towards zero for k < µ and towards infinity for
k > µ.

The dynamics for the second moment m2(t) of Eq. 34 reduces to

m2(t) = e−2(µ−2)tm2(0) +
1− e−2(µ−2)t

(µ− 2)
i.e.

{
exponential relaxation towards m∗

2 = 1
(µ−2) if µ > 2

exponential growth as et2(2−µ) if 0 < µ < 2
(438)

More generally, the moment mk(t) for even k = 2k′ will converge towards its finite steady value only for k < µ

m∗
k=2k′ =

∫ +∞

−∞
dxx2k

′
P∗(x)

∫ +∞

−∞
dxx2k

′ Γ(µ+1
2 )

Γ( 12 )Γ(
µ
2 ) [1 + x2]

1+µ
2

=
Γ( 12 + k′)Γ(µ2 − k′)

Γ( 12 )Γ(
µ
2 )

for k = 2k′ < µ (439)
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The Fourier transform P̃t(q) satisfies the dynamical equation of Eq. A6

∂tP̃t(q) = q2∂2q P̃t(q) + (1− µ)q∂qP̃t(q)− q2P̃t(q) (440)

and converges towards its steady state value

P̃∞(q) =

∫ +∞

−∞
dxeiqx

Γ(µ+1
2 )

Γ( 12 )Γ(
µ
2 ) [1 + x2]

1+µ
2

=
21−

µ
2

Γ(µ2 )
|q|

µ
2Kµ

2
(|q|) (441)

that simplifies for the Cauchy case µ = 1 of Eq. 434 into

µ = 1 : P̃∞(q) =

∫ +∞

−∞
dxeiqx

1

π(1 + x2)
= e−|q| (442)

B. Observable w(x) with explicit large deviations for the time-average W [x(0 ≤ t ≤ T )] ≡ 1
T

∫ T

0
dtw(x(t))

The quantum supersymmetric Hamiltonian of Eq. 40

H = H† = − ∂

∂x
(1 + x2)

∂

∂x
+ V (x) (443)

involves the potential of Eq 41

V (x) =
F 2(x)

4D(x)
+
F ′(x)

2
=
µ2 − 1

4
− (1 + µ)2

4(1 + x2)
(444)

The two functions introduced in Eq. 107 are

V1(x) =
1

1 + x2
(445)

that appears in Eq. 444 and V2(x) = x
1+x2 that does not appear in Eq. 444 as a consequence of our choice λ = 0

discussed after Eq. 433.
The potential V̊ [p](x) associated to the linear conditioned force

F̊ [p](x) = −(1 + µ̊p)x (446)

has the same form as Eq. 444

V̊ [p](x) =

(
F̊ [p](x)

)2
4D(x)

+
1

2

dF̊ [p](x)

dx
=
µ̊2
p − 1

4
− (1 + µ̊p)

2

4(1 + x2)
(447)

so that Eq. 219 reads

pw(x)− E0(p) = V̊ [p](x)− V (x) =
µ̊2
p − µ2

4
+

(1 + µ)2 − (1 + µ̊p)
2

4(1 + x2)
(448)

This equation can be satisfied for the observable corresponding to V1(x) of Eq. 445

w(x) = V1(x) =
1

1 + x2
(449)

that leads to the system

p =
(1 + µ)2 − (1 + µ̊p)

2

4

E0(p) =
µ2 − µ̊2

p

4
(450)



58

The first equations allow to compute the parameter µ̊p of the conditioned force of Eq. 446 as a function of p

µ̊p = (µ+ 1)

√
1− 4p

(µ+ 1)2
− 1 (451)

that can be plugged into the last equation of the system 450 to obtain the energy E0(p) as a function of p

E0(p) =
µ2 − µ̊2

p

4
=

1

4

µ2 −

(
(µ+ 1)

√
1− 4p

(µ+ 1)2
− 1

)2
 (452)

For the Legendre transform of Eq. 207, one needs to invert

W = E′
0(p) = 1− 1

(1 + µ)
√
1− 4p

(µ+1)2

(453)

into

p =
1

4

(
(µ+ 1)2 − 1

(1−W )2

)
(454)

that can be plugged into Eq. 207 to obtain the rate function I(W )

I(W ) = E0(p)−Wp =
1

4(1−W )
[µ− (1 + µ)W ]

2
for W ∈]0, 1[ (455)

that vanishes only for the steady value

W∗ =
µ

1 + µ
=

∫ +∞

−∞
dx

P∗(x)

1 + x2
(456)

and that diverges at W → 1−

I(W ) ≃
W→1−

1

4(1−W )
(457)

while it remains finite at the boundary W = 0

I(W = 0) =
µ2

4
(458)

C. Change of variables x → z towards the diffusion process z(t) with constant diffusion coefficient d(z) = 1

The change of variables of Eq. 118 towards a diffusion process z(t) with constant diffusion coefficient d(z) = 1 reads

z =

∫ x

0

dy√
D(y)

=

∫ x

0

dy√
1 + y2

= arcsinh(x) ∈]−∞,+∞[

x = sinh z (459)

The force of Eq. 120 involves the hyperbolic tangent of z

f(z) =
FS(x)√
D(x)

∣∣∣∣
x=x(z)

= −µ tanh z = −u′(z) (460)

while the steady state of Eq. 124

p∗(z) =
e−u(z)∫ +∞

−∞ dz′e−u(z′)
=

Γ(µ+1
2 )

Γ( 12 )Γ(
µ
2 )[cosh z]

µ
for z ∈]−∞,+∞[ (461)
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The quantum supersymmetric Hamiltonian of Eq. 125

h = h† =

(
− d

dz
+
µ

2
tanh z

)(
d

dz
+
µ

2
tanh z

)
= − d2

dz2
+ v(z) (462)

involves the potential of Eq. 126

v(z) =
f2(z)

4
+
f ′(z)

2
=
µ2

4
− µ(µ+ 2)

4 cosh2 z
(463)

known as the symmetric Pöschl–Teller potential (see the review [90] and references therein).
Its asymptotic behaviors for z → ±∞

v(z) ≃
z→±∞

µ2

4
(464)

yields that there is a continuous spectrum of the form of Eq 128 with the lower boundary v∞ = µ2

4

Continuous spectrum : E ∈]v∞ =
µ2

4
,+∞[ (465)

besides the finite number of discrete levels of Eq. 77

En = n

(
µ− n

)
for 0 ≤ n <

µ

2
(466)

Finally, the observable that has explicit large deviations for its time-average can be translated from Eq. 449 via
the change of variables of Eq. 459

w(x) =
1

1 + x2
=

1

cosh2 z
(467)

or equivalently, the function of z appearing in the quantum potential v(z) of Eq. 463.

D. Explicit rate function for the inference of the parameter µ

The application of Eq. 243 244 to the model of Eq. 432 yields that the rate function IInfer(µ̂) associated to the

probability P
[Infer]
T (µ̂) of the inferred parameter µ̂ reads

IInfer(µ̂)

∫ +∞

−∞
dxP

[µ̂]
∗ (x)

(µ̂− µ)2x2

4(x2 + 1)
=

∫ +∞

−∞
dx

Γ( µ̂+1
2 )

Γ( 12 )Γ(
µ̂
2 ) (1 + x2)

1+µ̂
2

(µ̂− µ)2x2

4(x2 + 1)
=

(µ̂− µ)2

4(µ̂+ 1)
(468)

XIV. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, after recalling the very specific properties of Pearson diffusions for the dynamics of integer moments,
for the spectral decomposition of the propagator, and for the associated quantum supersymmetric Hamilonians, we
have analyzed in detail their large deviations properties. For time-averaged observables over the time-window [0, T ],
we have written the first rescaled cumulants for generic observables, with various simple examples, and we have
determined that the specific observables whose large deviations are explicit involve the elementary functions that
appear in the quantum potential of the associated quantum supersymmetric Hamiltonian. Then the explicit large
deviations at level 2 for the empirical density seen during a large time-window [0, T ] have been used to analyze the
statistics of the inferred parameters from the data of a long stochastic trajectory. Finally, this general framework has
been applied to the five representative examples of Pearson diffusions with linear or quadratic diffusion coefficient
D(x), where the steady state corresponds to the Gamma-distribution, the Beta-distribution, the heavy-tailed Inverse-
Gamma-distribution, the heavy-tailed Fisher-Snedecor-distribution, and the heavy-tailed Student-distribution.

As a final remark, let us mention that the analysis via supersymmetric quantum mechanics is also useful in one-
dimension non-equilibrium diffusions, either on the periodic ring [61] or for boundary-driven non-equilibrium models
[91].
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Appendix A: Pearson family : closed dynamics for the Laplace transform P̂t(s) or the Fourier transform P̃t(q)

In this Appendix, we mention another important specific property of Pearson diffusions concerning the dynamics
of the Laplace transform or the Fourier transform.

1. Closed dynamics for the Laplace transform P̂t(s) when x ∈]0,+∞[

When the variable x remains positive as in many examples of Pearson diffusions, it is convenient to consider the
Laplace transform of parameter s that corresponds to the average of observable w(x) = e−sx in Eq. 20, so that its
series expansion in s involves all the integer moments mk(t) of Eq. 23

P̂t(s) ≡
∫ xR

xL

dxe−sxPt(x) =

+∞∑
k=0

(−s)k

k!
mk(t) (A1)

The dynamical equation of Eq. 22

∂tP̂t(s) =

∫ xR

xL

dxPt(x)

[
(λI − γIx

)
(−se−sx) +

(
ax2 + bx+ c

)
(s2e−sx)

]
=

∫ xR

xL

dxPt(x)

[
− s(λI + γI∂s

)
e−sx + s2

(
a∂2s − b∂s + c

)
e−sx

]
= −s

(
λI + γI∂s

)
P̂t(s) + s2

(
a∂2s − b∂s + c

)
P̂t(s)

= as2∂2s P̂t(s)− (bs+ γI)s∂sP̂t(s) + (cs− λI)sP̂t(s) (A2)

involves the Laplace transform P̂t(s) itself and its two first derivatives with respect to s.
In particular, the steady version of Eq. A2 yield that the Laplace transform of the steady state P∗(x)

P̂∗(s) ≡
∫ xR

xL

dxe−sxP∗(x) (A3)

satisfy the second-order differential equation

0 = s
[
asP̂ ′′

∗ (s)− (bs+ γI)P̂
′
∗(s) + (cs− λI)P̂∗(s)

]
(A4)

2. Closed dynamics for the Fourier transform P̂t(s) when x ∈]−∞,+∞[

When the variable x ∈] − ∞,+∞[, it is convenient to replace the Laplace transform of Eq. A1 by the Fourier
transform via s = −iq

P̃t(q) ≡
∫ xR

xL

dxeiqxPt(x) =

+∞∑
k=0

(iq)k

k!
mk(t) (A5)

to obtain the dynamical equation

∂tP̃t(q) = aq2∂2q P̃t(q) + (ibq − γI)q∂qP̃t(q) + (iλI − cq)qP̃t(q) (A6)

with its steady version for the Fourier transform P̃t(q) of the steady state P∗(x)

0 = q

[
aqP̃ ′′

∗ (q) + (ibq − γI)P̃
′
∗(q) + (iλI − cq)P̃∗(q)

]
(A7)
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