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Characterizing current fluctuations in a stationary state is of fundamental interest and has at-
tracted considerable attention in the recent past. However, bulk of the studies are limited to systems
that either do not exhibit a phase transition or are far from criticality. Here we consider a symmetric
zero-range process on a ring that is known to show a phase transition in the stationary state. We
use a microscopic approach to analytically calculate two density-dependent transport coefficients
that characterize the first two cumulants of the time-integrated current. We show that on the hy-
drodynamic scale, away from the critical point, the variance of the time-integrated current grows
with time t as

√
t and t at short and long times, respectively. Moreover, we find an expression of

the full scaling function for the variance of the cumulative current and thereby the amplitude of the
temporal growth of the current fluctuations. At the critical point, using a scaling theory, we find
that while the above mentioned long-time scaling of the variance of the cumulative current continues
to hold, the short time behavior is anomalous in that the growth exponent is larger than one-half
and varies continuously with the model parameters.

Introduction: Unlike in thermodynamics where one
deals with averages, at the microscopic level, the den-
sity and current are in fact stochastic. Indeed, charac-
terization of their fluctuations is a fundamental problem
in statistical physics and has attracted considerable in-
terest. The behavior of current distribution and its cu-
mulants have been investigated in a variety of classical
models including simple exclusion process [1–7], contact
process [8], zero-range process [9], models of heat conduc-
tion [10–12], multi-species chemical reactions [13], sand-
piles [14, 15], and more recently, active matter [16–20],
using microscopic theory, Monte-Carlo simulations or in
the hydrodynamic framework of macroscopic fluctuation
theory [3, 21–23].

These studies have shown that on the hydrodynamic
scale, the steady state current statistics for finite systems
depend on whether the time is smaller or larger than the
(system size-dependent) relaxation time scale. Specifi-
cally, in a one-dimensional diffusive system of size L, if
Qi(t) is the time-integrated current across a bond (i, i+1)
in time interval t ≫ L2 with density ρ and ρ+∆ρ at the
left and right boundary, the average current typically be-
haves as [21, 22]

lim
t→∞

⟨Qi(t)⟩
t

= D(ρ)
∆ρ

L
, (1)

which is the well known Fick’s law; here D(ρ) is the bulk-
diffusion coefficient that characterizes the response to a
density gradient. For ∆ρ = 0 (or, on a periodic domain),
although the average current is zero, the second cumulant
(that is, the variance) of time-integrated current scales as
[21, 22]

lim
t→∞

⟨Q2
i (t)⟩c
t

=
2χ(ρ)

L
, (2)

where χ(ρ) is the collective particle mobility. However,

in an infinitely large system (or, equivalently, in the time
domain t ≪ L2 for a finite system), the above scaling
does not hold, and the variance of the time-integrated
current grows the same way as the variance of the in-
dividual tagged-particle displacement in single-file trans-
port [24], namely, as

√
t [5, 25–28].

However, in a system undergoing a phase transition,
the behavior of current fluctuations can change at the
critical point. For example, in the ABC model [29] that
shows phase separation in the stationary state, at the
critical point, all the time-integrated current cumulants
scale linearly with time, but the coefficient of the growth
law displays anomalous scaling with the system size [30].
On the other hand, in a totally asymmetric exclusion
process with open boundaries, the scaling of the current
fluctuation at the transition line are numerically found
to remain the same as in the phases separated by it [8].
Recently, in the context of absorbing-phase transition,
in the thermodynamic limit, the time-integrated bond-
current variance in the one-dimensional conserved-mass
stochastic sandpiles near criticality has also been found to
grow anomalously with a growth exponent smaller than
one-half [14, 15].

Evidently, the current statistics at the critical point
can be different from those away from it, yet they re-
main largely unexplored. In this Letter, we study current
fluctuations in a zero-range process (ZRP) – a paradig-
matic model of an interacting-particle system that, in a
certain parameter regime, shows a phase transition be-
tween a fluid phase and a condensate phase in which
fluid and a macroscopic condensate coexist [31]. We find
that, in regions of the parameter space where the bulk-
diffusion constant is finite, the sub-diffusive and linear
scaling of current fluctuations mentioned in the Introduc-
tion hold. But, at the critical point, for a range of model
parameters, the bulk-diffusion constant vanishes in the
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thermodynamic limit and as a consequence, the variance
of the time-integrated current increases algebraically in
time with a continuously varying exponent larger than
one-half in this regime. In the fluid phase, these results
are obtained analytically and, at the critical point, we
provide a scaling theory; the details of the calculations
are provided in the Supplemental Material (SM) [32]. All
the results are verified using extensive Monte Carlo sim-
ulations in which the data were obtained typically over
104 independent stochastic runs in the stationary state.
Model and its stationary state: We consider a ZRP
on a ring with L sites, each of which contains mi ≥ 0
particles of mass unity. In continuous time, a particle
hops out of the ith site having mi > 0 particles with
rate u(mi), symmetrically to either left or right nearest
neighbor; these dynamics keep the total number of par-
ticles and global density constant at

∑L
i=1 mi = M and

ρ = M/L, respectively. In this work, the hop rate is
chosen to be

u(m) = 1 +
b

m
, b > 2. (3)

The joint mass distribution of the configurations that
respect the particle number conservation is exactly given
by [31]

P ({m1, ...,mL}) ∝
L∏

i=1

f(mi), (4)

where f(m) = m!
(b+1)m

for the hop rate in Eq. (3), and

(a)m = a(a + 1)...(a +m − 1). From Eq. (4), the single
site particle distribution in the grand canonical ensemble
can be written as

p(m) =
zmf(m)

g(z)
, (5)

where 0 < z(ρ̄) = ⟨u⟩ ≤ 1 is the fugacity and g(z) =∑∞
m=0 z

mf(m) is the normalization constant. As the
global density is conserved, from Eq. (5), we have

ρ̄ =
z

g(z)

dg(z)

dz
=

z 2F1(2, 2; b+ 2; z)

(b+ 1) 2F1(1, 1; b+ 1; z)
(6)

where 2F1(α, β; γ; z) is the Gauss hypergeometric func-
tion.

Eq. (6) shows that the fugacity increases with total
density ρ̄, but it reaches its maximum value, viz., one at
a finite critical density [31],

ρ̄c =
1

b− 2
(7)

For ρ̄ < ρ̄c, the fugacity is below one and the mass dis-
tribution p(m) decays exponentially, and, at the critical
density, it decays algebraically as m−b. But for ρ̄ > ρ̄c
where z = 1, the mean density at L − 1 sites remains

at the critical density ρ̄c and the excess density, ρ̄ − ρ̄c
condenses into a single mass cluster at one site.
Theory of bond-current fluctuations: We are in-
terested in understanding the statistics of the time-
integrated current Qi(t) defined as the net current across
the bond (i, i + 1) up to time t in the steady state. We
first consider the average bond current, ⟨Qi(t)⟩. To de-
rive the time-evolution equation for relevant observables
from microscopic dynamical rules, we note that, in the
infinitesimal time interval [t, t+ dt], the cumulative cur-
rent will change if a particle either hops in (out) site i+1
from (to) i so that

Qi(t+ dt) =





Qi(t) + 1, prob. 1
2uidt,

Qi(t)− 1, prob. 1
2ui+1dt,

Qi(t), prob. 1− 1
2 (ui + ui+1)dt,

(8)

where, for brevity, we have defined ui ≡ u[mi(t)]. Using
the above equation, we then obtain

d

dt
⟨Qi(t)⟩ =

1

2
(⟨ui⟩ − ⟨ui+1⟩) = ⟨Ji(t)⟩. (9)

At large times, assuming the observable ⟨ui⟩ is governed
by the corresponding slow variable, which is the local
density ρi [that is, ⟨ui⟩ ≡ z(ρi)], and performing a Taylor
series expansion about the global density ρ on the RHS of
Eq. (9), we recover the Fick’s law for the average current,

⟨Ji⟩ ≈ D(ρ)(ρi − ρi+1), (10)

where the density-dependent bulk-diffusion coefficient is
given by,

D(ρ) =
1

2

[
∂z(ρ)

∂ρ

]

ρ=ρ

. (11)

As shown in Sec. I of the SM [32], D(ρ) decreases mono-
tonically with the global density. For later reference, it is
important to note that the bulk-diffusion coefficient re-
mains finite for densities below the critical density. But,
it vanishes at the critical point for 2 < b < 3 in the
thermodynamic limit [33].
We now derive the time-evolution equation for the vari-

ance ⟨Q2
i (t)⟩c of the time-integrated bond-current. In a

manner similar to above, we write all possible ways in
which the random variable Q2

i (t) changes in an infinites-
imal time interval [t, t+ dt]:

Q2
i (t+ dt) =





(Qi(t) + 1)2, prob. 1
2uidt,

(Qi(t)− 1)2, prob. 1
2ui+1dt,

Q2
i (t), prob. 1− 1

2 (ui + ui+1)dt.

(12)

Using the above rules and Eq. (9), we find that

d

dt
⟨Q2

i (t)⟩c =
1

2
(⟨ui⟩+ ⟨ui+1⟩)

+ [⟨ui(t)Qi(t)⟩c − ⟨ui+1(t)Qi(t)⟩c] (13)
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which, however, does not close. It is not difficult to see
that the evolution equation for ⟨uj(t)Qi(t)⟩c also does
not close and, as a result, it does not seem possible to
obtain an exact expression for the current fluctuations.

To make analytical progress, below we propose a clo-
sure scheme that allows us to efficiently handle Eq. (13)
and calculate the desired quantities far from criticality
quite accurately. On the hydrodynamic scale, when the
fluctuations around the global steady state profile are
small, the gradient of the non-conserved operator ui ap-
pearing in the local diffusive current operator Ji(t), is
assumed to be governed by the gradient of the conserved
density, or local mass operator mi,

Ji(t) ≃ D(ρ) [mi(t)−mi+1(t)] , (14)

where the bulk-diffusion coefficient D(ρ) is defined al-
ready in Eq. (11). As a result, for an arbitrary observable
O(t′), we can write

⟨Ji(t)O(t′)⟩ ≃ D(ρ) [⟨mi(t)O(t′)⟩ − ⟨mi+1(t)O(t′)⟩] .(15)

Under the above approximation, the RHS of Eq. (13) now
involves the gradient of mass-current correlation function
⟨mi(t)Qj(t)⟩c. As shown in Sec. II of the SM [32], the
evolution equation for this correlation function requires
⟨mi(t)mj(t)⟩c whose evolution equation, however, closes,
and can be solved to yield an analytical expression for
⟨mj(t)Qi(t)⟩c. Using these results, we then arrive at the
following evolution equation,

d

dt
⟨Q2(t)⟩c ≃ z(ρ̄) +

z(ρ̄)

L

2π−2π/L∑

q= 2π
L , 4πL ,...

(1− e−λqDt).(16)

where λq = 2(1−cos q) with q = 2π/L, 4π/L, . . . , 2π(L−
1)/L. Notably, we have dropped the site index as the
system is translationally invariant. Integrating the above
equation over time, we finally obtain the variance of the
time-integrated bond current as

⟨Q2(t)⟩c ≃ 2χ(ρ̄)

L


t+

2π−2π/L∑

q= 2π
L , 4πL ,...

1

λqD(ρ)

(
1− e−λqD(ρ)t

)

 ,

(17)

where the mobility χ(ρ̄) = z(ρ̄)/2 is simply proportional
to the fugacity [as can be seen on comparing Eq. (2) and
Eq. (22b) below].
Current fluctuations below criticality: For ρ̄ < ρ̄c
where the fugacity is below one and the bulk-diffusion
constant is finite everywhere, we use the theory devel-
oped above to understand the current fluctuations. We
are mainly interested in the behavior of ⟨Q2(t)⟩c on hy-
drodynamic time scale. But we mention that it scales
linearly with time for t ≪ 1/D, see Sec. III of the SM
[32] for details.
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FIG. 1. Scaled time-integrated bond-current fluctuation ob-
tained from simulations (points) is compared with Eq. (18)
(line) at various densities for b = 5/2 (top) and 7/2 (bottom).
The inset shows the unscaled time-integrated bond-current
fluctuation ⟨Q2(t)⟩c as a function of t/L2 for the same set
of densities and b values. In both figures, the system size is
L = 1000.

In the hydrodynamic scaling regime where L →
∞, Dt → ∞ such that the ratio w = Dt/L2 is finite,
Eq. (17) can be written as

D(ρ̄)⟨Q2(t)⟩c
2χ(ρ̄)L

= F
(
Dt

L2

)
. (18)

The scaling function is given by

F(w) = lim
L→∞

[
w +

1

L2

∑

q

1

λq

(
1− e−λqwL2

)]
,(19)

≃ w +

√
w

π

1− e−4π2w

4π2
erfc(2π

√
w), (20)

where the last equation is obtained on approximating the
sum on the RHS of Eq. (19) by an integral, and erfc(x)
is the complementary error function. Using the relevant
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expansion of erfc(x) in Eq. (20), we obtain

F(w) ≈





√
w

π
for w ≪ 1 , (21a)

w for w ≫ 1 . (21b)

In other words, the second cumulant of the time-
integrated current has the following temporal and
system-size scaling,

⟨Q2(t)⟩c ≈





2χ(ρ̄)√
D(ρ̄)π

√
t for 1/D ≪ t ≪ L2/D , (22a)

2χ(ρ̄)

L
t for t ≫ L2/D (22b)

which are the same as described in the Introduction at
short and long times. But, to our knowledge, theoreti-
cal characterization of current fluctuations at microscopic
level has not been done before in the ZRP. Here, in ad-
dition to the above scaling, an analytical expression for
the amplitude of the temporal growth is also obtained.
Figure (1) shows that the microscopic theory developed
above agrees very well with the simulation results for
ρ̄ < ρ̄c. Indeed, Eqs. (22a) and (22b) obtained here
through a microscopic approach are in excellent agree-
ment with the prediction of a macroscopic fluctuation
theory [28]. Notably, despite the fact that the ZRP does
not have any hardcore constraint, the behavior of the
current fluctuation in the ZRP below criticality is still
qualitatively similar to that observed in single-file trans-
port [20, 25].
Current fluctuations at criticality: At the critical
point, as the fugacity remains finite, from the above
discussion, we expect that the long-time behavior in
Eq. (22b) continues to hold as the mobility remains finite
for all b > 2. However, as the bulk-diffusion coefficient
vanishes for 2 < b < 3 in the thermodynamic limit, due
to Eq. (22a), we anticipate a change in the scaling at
short times as explained below.

To understand this, we first note that, as shown in Sec.
I of the SM [32], the bulk-diffusion constant D(ρ̄c) ≡ DL

decays as L− 3−b
b−2 for 2 < b < 3 and is a constant for b ≥ 3.

Assuming a scaling hypothesis akin to Eq. (18), albeit
now at the criticality, and the above finite-size scaling of
bulk-diffusion coefficient, we have the following scaling
form for ⟨Q2(t)⟩c for densities at criticality:

⟨Q2(t)⟩c =
L

DL
Fc

(
DLt

L2

)
= LβFc

(
t

L1+β

)
. (23)

where DL ≡ D(ρ̄c). Here Fc(w) ∼ w for w ≫ 1 as
the long-time behavior is not affected by the vanishing
bulk-diffusion constant and is solely determined by the

mobility. Also, we have Fc(w) ∼ w
β

1+β for w ≪ 1 as
the short-time behavior, which corresponds to taking the
thermodynamic limit, must be independent of L. Then,
by using L/DL ∼ Lβ , at the critical point, we have β = 1
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FIG. 2. Scaled second cumulant of current as a function of
the scaled time for various system sizes at the critical density
ρ̄ = ρ̄c for b = 5/2 (top panel) and 11/4 (bottom panel),
where the points show simulation data and the dashed lines
are the predictions from Eqs. (24a) and (24b).

for b ≥ 3 (and in the fluid phase for all b) as the bulk-
diffusion constant is of order unity, while we obtain β =
(b− 2)−1 for 2 < b < 3 on using the L-dependence of the
bulk-diffusion constant close to the critical point.

The bottom panel of Fig. 1 for b = 7/2 shows that,
at the critical density, the scaling behavior in Eq. (18)
continues to hold reasonably well, but the top panel for
b = 5/2 shows that the variance of the time-integrated
current does not follow Eq. (18). However, the data in
Fig. 2 for 2 < b < 3 and at the critical density provides
a strong support for the following scaling:

⟨Q2(t)⟩c = L
1

b−2Fc

(
t

L
b−1
b−2

)
∝





t
1

b−1 for t ≪ L
b−1
b−2 (24a)

t

L
for t ≫ L

b−1
b−2 (24b)
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The above expression shows that at short times, the vari-
ance of the cumulative current grows faster than the
generic

√
t scaling away from the critical point and the

crossover to the linear scaling occurs at a time scale
larger than the diffusive scale. Furthermore, the growth
exponent at short times varies continuously with b for
2 < b < 3, and we recover the

√
t scaling for b ≥ 3.

Summary and concluding remarks: In this study,
using a microscopic approach, we have shown that the
steady-state current fluctuations show anomalous scaling
at the critical point when the parameter 2 < b < 3,
and the origin of this result lies in the vanishing bulk-
diffusion coefficient in the thermodynamic limit. Such
a behavior of the bulk-diffusion coefficient has also been
observed in a ZRP with sitewise quenched disorder where
it remains finite or vanishes depending on the distribution
of hopping rates [34]; indeed it would be quite interesting
to study the dynamics of current fluctuations in such
disordered systems.

The results here are obtained using a microscopic dy-
namical theory where we introduced an (approximate)
closure scheme and they are supported through simula-
tions. We emphasize that, although we have considered
here only the ZRP, our results are expected to have a
broader validity for the systems at criticality, where the
bulk-diffusion coefficient vanishes (as expected in a clus-
tering transition), but the mobility remains finite. In-
deed, it would be of great interest if the scaling function
for the current fluctuations at the critical point can be
calculated using a microscopic theory. Here, our analysis
is limited to the second cumulant of the time-integrated
current, and extending these results to the full distri-
bution of the time-integrated current, or higher order
statistics, using a detailed hydrodynamic theory is also
certainly desirable.
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Supplemental Material:
Current fluctuations in symmetric zero-range process below and at critical density
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Block-JD, Sector-III, Salt Lake, Kolkata 700106, India
† Theoretical Sciences Unit, Jawaharlal Nehru Centre for Advanced Scientific Research, Bangalore 560064, India

I. MACROSCOPIC TRANSPORT COEFFICIENTS

On expanding the LHS and RHS of Eq. (6) of the main text about the critical density and fugacity z = 1,
respectively, we find that, to leading order in 1− z,

ρ− ρc =





−π csc(bπ)(b− 1)2(1− z)b−2 , 2 < b < 3 (I.1a)

8(1− z) ln(1− z) , b = 3 (I.1b)

−(b− 1)2(1− z)

(b− 3)(b− 2)2
, b > 3 (I.1c)

Using the definition of bulk-diffusion constant given in Eq. (11) and the above equation, we immediately obtain

D =
dz

dρ
=





(1− z)3−b

π csc(bπ)(b− 1)2(b− 3)
, 2 < b < 3 (I.2a)

1

8| ln(1− z)| , b = 3 (I.2b)

(b− 3)(b− 2)2

(b− 1)2
, b > 3 (I.2c)

which shows that the bulk-diffusion constant vanishes for 2 < b ≤ 3 at the critical density, as also indicated in Fig. I.1.

For ρ − ρc ∼ O(L−1), from (I.1a) and (I.1c), we find that 1 − z ∼ O(L− 1
b−2 ), 2 < b < 3 and 1 − z ∼ O(L−1), b ≥ 3.

On using these scalings in the above equation for the diffusion constant, we find that close to the critical point, the
diffusion constant behaves with the system size as

D ∼
{
L− 3−b

b−2 , 2 < b < 3 (I.3a)

O(1) , b > 3 (I.3b)
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FIG. I.1: Figure shows that with increasing density, the bulk-diffusion constant decreases and collective particle mobility
increases towards one half; here b = 5/2.
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II. CALCULATION OF TIME-INTEGRATED BOND CURRENT CUMULANT ⟨Q2(t)⟩c

Upon implementing the closure scheme described in Eq. (15) of the main text, the exact time-evolution equation
for ⟨Q2(t)⟩c in Eq. (13) of the main text reads as follows:

d

dt
⟨Q2

i (t)⟩c ≃
1

2
[⟨ui⟩+ ⟨ui+1⟩] + 2D(ρ) [⟨mi(t)Qi(t)⟩c − ⟨mi+1(t)Qi(t)⟩c] . (II.1)

Therefore, calculating ⟨Q2
i (t)⟩c essentially reduces to computing the equal-time mass-current correlation function

⟨mj(t)Qi(t)⟩c = ⟨mj(t)Qi(t)⟩ − ⟨mj(t)⟩⟨Qi(t)⟩, which we will now proceed to calculate.

A. Equal time mass-current correlation function

Below, we list all the possible combinations that result in the update of the product mj(t)Qi(t) within the infinites-
imal time window [t, t+ dt], as given by

mj(t+ dt)Qi(t+ dt) =





(mj(t)− 1)(Qi(t) + 1), prob. 1
2uiδi,jdt,

(mj(t)− 1)(Qi(t)− 1), prob. 1
2ui+1δi,j−1dt,

(mj(t) + 1)(Qi(t)− 1), prob. 1
2ui+1δi,jdt,

(mj(t) + 1)(Qi(t) + 1), prob. 1
2uiδi,j−1dt,

(mj(t)− 1)Qi(t), prob. 1
2uj(2− δi,j − δi,j−1)dt

(mj(t) + 1)Qi(t), prob. 1
2

{
uj+1(1− δi,j) + uj−1(1− δi,j−1)

}
dt.

mj(t)(Qi(t) + 1), prob. 1
2ui(1− δi,j − δi,j−1)dt,

mj(t)(Qi(t)− 1), prob. 1
2ui+1(1− δi,j − δi,j−1)dt,

mj(t)Qi(t), prob. 1− Σdt,

(II.2)

where Σ represents the sum of exit rates and is given by,

Σ =
1

2
(uj+1 + uj−1 + 2uj) +

1

2
(ui+1 + ui)(1− δi,j − δi,j−1). (II.3)

Using the above update rule in Eq. (II.2), the time-evolution equation of ⟨mj(t)Qi(t)⟩ is calculated to be,

d

dt
⟨mj(t)Qi(t)⟩ =

1

2
[⟨ui⟩+ ⟨ui+1⟩] (δi,j−1 − δi,j) + [⟨Qi(t)Jj−1(t)⟩ − ⟨Qi(t)Jj(t)⟩] + ⟨mj(t)Ji(t)⟩. (II.4)

where,

Ji(t) =
1

2
[ui(t)− ui+1(t)] (II.5)

Moreover, by applying the continuity equation, the time-evolution of the local mass mj(t) can be written as,

d⟨mj⟩
dt

= ⟨Jj−1(t)⟩ − ⟨Jj(t)⟩. (II.6)

Finally, by using Eqs. (II.4) and (II.6), we obtain the time-evolution of ⟨mj(t)Qi(t)⟩c in the following manner:

d

dt
⟨mj(t)Qi(t)⟩c =

d

dt
⟨mj(t)Qi(t)⟩ −

[
d⟨mj⟩
dt

⟨Qi(t)⟩+ ⟨mj(t)⟩
d⟨Qi⟩
dt

]
, (II.7)

=
1

2
[⟨ui⟩+ ⟨ui+1⟩] (δi,j−1 − δi,j) + [⟨Qi(t)Jj−1(t)⟩c − ⟨Qi(t)Jj(t)⟩c] + ⟨mj(t)Ji(t)⟩c, (II.8)

= D(ρ)∆2
j ⟨mj(t)Qi(t)⟩c +D(ρ)∆j⟨mj(t)mi(t)⟩c −

1

2
[⟨ui⟩+ ⟨ui+1⟩] ∆jδi,j . (II.9)
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In the above equation, ∆j and ∆2
j represent the discrete gradient and Laplacian operators, respectively, and they are

defined as follows:

∆jfj = fj − fj−1, (II.10)

∆2
jfj = fj+1 + fj−1 − 2fj . (II.11)

Clearly, Eq. (II.9) indicates that in order to solve for the mass-current correlation function, we must first determine
the steady-state mass-mass correlation function ⟨mj(t)mi(t)⟩c = ⟨mj(t)mi(t)⟩− ⟨mj(t)⟩⟨mi(t)⟩, which is addressed in
the following section.

B. Equal-time mass-mass correlation function

We begin by writing down the events that corresponds to the update of the product mj(t)mi(t) in the infinitesimal
time interval [t, t+ dt], as given by

mj(t+ dt)mi(t+ dt) =





(mj(t)− 1)2, prob. ujδi,jdt,

(mj(t) + 1)2, prob. 1
2 (uj+1 + uj−1)δi,jdt,

(mj(t) + 1)(mi(t)− 1), prob. 1
2 (uj+1δi,j+1 + uj−1δi,j−1)dt,

(mj(t)− 1)(mi(t) + 1), prob. 1
2 (ui+1δj,i+1 + ui−1δj,i−1)dt,

(mj(t)− 1)mi(t), prob. 1
2uj(2− 2δi,j − δi,j−1 − δi,j+1)dt

(mj(t) + 1)mi(t), prob. 1
2

{
uj+1(1− δi,j − δi,j+1) + uj−1(1− δi,j − δi,j−1)

}
dt.

mj(t)(mi(t) + 1), prob. 1
2

{
ui+1(1− δi,j − δj,i+1) + ui−1(1− δj,i − δj,i−1)

}
dt,

mj(t)(mi(t)− 1), prob. 1
2ui(2− 2δi,j − δj,i−1 − δj,i+1)dt,

mj(t)mi(t), prob. 1− Σdt.

(II.12)

Here, the sum of exit rates, i.e., Σ is given by,

Σ =
1

2
(uj+1 + uj−1 + 2uj) +

1

2
(ui+1 + ui−1 + 2ui) +

1

2
uj+1(δi,j+1 − δi,j) +

1

2
uj−1(δi,j−1 − δi,j). (II.13)

Using the update rule in Eq. (II.12), the corresponding time-evolution equation for ⟨mj(t)mi(t)⟩ is calculated to be,

d

dt
⟨mi(t)mj(t)⟩ =

1

2
[⟨ui⟩+ ⟨ui+1⟩] ∆2

jδi,j −∆j⟨mi(t)J
(D)
j−1(t)⟩ −∆i⟨mj(t)J

(D)
i−1 (t)⟩. (II.14)

Now, by using the above equation along with Eq. (II.6), the time-evolution of equal-time mass-mass correlation
function is obtained to satisfy the following equation:

d

dt
⟨mi(t)mj(t)⟩c =

1

2
[⟨ui⟩+ ⟨ui+1⟩] ∆2

jδi,j −∆j⟨mi(t)Jj−1(t)⟩c −∆i⟨mj(t)Ji−1(t)⟩c. (II.15)

Notably, upon using the closure approximation, the above equation can be rewritten as,

d

dt
⟨mi(t)mj(t)⟩c =

1

2
[⟨ui⟩+ ⟨ui+1⟩] ∆2

jδi,j − 2D(ρ)∆2
j ⟨mi(t)mj(t)⟩c. (II.16)

One can now solve Eq. (II.16) to obtain the time-dependent solution of ⟨mi(t)mj(t)⟩c.
Since, in this work, we want to achieve current fluctuation at the steady state, we need to calculate the steady

state value of ⟨mi(t)mj(t)⟩c. To this end, we immediately obtain the steady-state condition by dropping the explicit
time dependence from Eq. (II.16) and assuming spatial homogeneity ⟨ui+1⟩ = ⟨ui⟩ = z(ρ). Consequently, the desired
steady-state solution then takes the following form:

⟨mimj⟩c =
z(ρ)

2D(ρ)
δi,j . (II.17)
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Note that, the above solution for ⟨mimj⟩c immediately allows for calculating the time-evolution equation of the
equal-time mass-current correlation function at the steady state, which can be written as,

d

dt
⟨mj(t)Qi(t)⟩c = D(ρ)∆2

j ⟨mj(t)Qi(t)⟩c −
z(ρ)

2
∆jδi,j . (II.18)

It is simple to solve Eq. (II.18) in the Fourier basis. To implement this strategy, we first obtain the solution in the
Fourier basis, and then perform the inverse Fourier transformation to obtain the solution for ⟨mj(t)Qi(t)⟩ in real
space, which is calculated to be,

⟨mj(t)Qi(t)⟩c =
z(ρ)

2D(ρ)L

∑

q

e−iqr

λq
(1− eiq)(1− e−λqDt), (II.19)

where q = 2π/L, 4π/L, . . . , 2π(L− 1)/L, r = j − i and λq is the eigenvalue of the discrete Laplacian operator, which
is given by

λq = 2(1− cos q). (II.20)

Finally, plugging in the above steady state solution of equal-time mass-current correlation function of Eq. (II.19)
and incorporating the condition of spatial homogeneity ⟨ui+1⟩ = ⟨ui⟩ = z(ρ) in Eq. (II.1), we find the steady-state
time-integrated current fluctuation to satisfy the following time evolution equation:

d

dt
⟨Q2

i (t)⟩c ≃ z(ρ) +
z(ρ)

L

∑

q

(1− e−iq)

λq
(1− eiq)(1− e−λqDt) (II.21)

= z(ρ) +
z(ρ)

L

∑

q

(1− e−λqDt). (II.22)

which is Eq. (16) of the main text.

III. SHORT TIME BEHAVIOR OF CURRENT FLUCTUATIONS

For Dt ≪ 1, by linearly expanding the exponential term in Eq. (17) of the main text, we find that

lim
Dt≪1

⟨Q2
i (t)⟩ ≃ 2χ(ρ̄)t, (III.1)

which agrees quite well with the numerical data shown in Fig. III.1.
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FIG. III.1: Time-integrated bond-current fluctuations ⟨Q2
i (t)⟩ against the observation time t for various system sizes L for

ρ = 0.5 and b = 2.5. The dotted lines demonstrate L-independent growth at small times (black dotted line), as defined in
Eq. (III.1), and at intermediate regime (red dotted line), as given in Eq. (22a) of the main text.


