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We consider the motion of a randomly accelerated particle in one dimension according to the
Langevin equation ẍ(t) =

√
2Dξ(t), where x(t) is the particle’s position, ξ(t) is Gaussian white noise

with zero mean, and D is the particle velocity diffusion constant. By employing the optimal fluctu-
ation method, we study the short-time distribution P (A = A) of the functionals, A =

∫ tf
0

xn(t)dt,
along constrained trajectories for a given time duration tf , where n is a positive integer. We consider
two types of constraints: one is called the total constraint, where the initial position and velocity
and the final position and velocity are both fixed, and the other is called the partial constraint,
where the initial position and velocity, the final position are fixed, and letting the final velocity be
free. Via the variation of constrained action functionals, the resulting Euler-Lagrange equations are
analytically solved for n = 1 and 2, and the optimal path, i.e., the most probable realization of the
random acceleration process x(t), conditioned on specified A and n, are correspondingly obtained.
For n ≥ 3, a numerical scheme is proposed to find the optimal path. We show that, for n = 1, P (A)
is a Gaussian distribution with the variance proportional to Dt5f . For n ≥ 2, P (A) exhibits the

non-Gaussian feature. In the small-A limit, P (A) show a essential singularity, − lnP (A) ∼ A−3,
and the optimal path localizes around the initial state over a long-time window, and then escapes
to the final position sharply at a late time. For A much larger than its typical value, there are mul-
tiple optimal paths with the same A but with different actions (or probability densities). Among
these degenerate paths, one with the minimum action is dominant, and the others are exponentially
unlikely. All the theoretical results are validated by simulating the effective Langevin equations
governing the constrained random acceleration process.

I. INTRODUCTION

The random acceleration process (RAP) is governed by the Langevin equation [1]

ẍ(t) =
√
2Dξ(t), (1)

where D is a constant. This equation describes the position of a particle in one dimension subject to a random force
ξ(t), where ξ(t) is the Gaussian white noise with ⟨ξ(t)⟩ = 0 and ⟨ξ(t)ξ(t′)⟩ = δ(t− t′). This is a non-Markov process
as indicated by the second-order time derivative in Eq.(1). However if one defines velocity v = ẋ, then the process
becomes Markovian in the phase space (x, v). Eq.(1) can now be rewritten as,

ẋ(t) = v(t), v̇(t) =
√
2Dξ(t). (2)

In recent years, the study of RAP has received growing attention, not only because the RAP serves as a repre-
sentative of non-Markovian processes, but also because it has found wide applications in diverse areas of physics.
Since the pioneering works of McKean [2] and Marshall and Watson [3], first-passage properties of RAP and some
related problems have been extensively studied, including persistence exponents [4], convex hull [5, 6], extreme-value
statistics, the distribution of time to reach maximum displacement [7], last passage time distribution [8], residence
time statistics [9, 10], exit time statistics [11–13],stochastic resetting [14, 15], record statistics [16], tagged particle
statistics in single file process [17], functional distributions [18], partial survival probability [19, 20]. The first-passage
properties of RAP is closely related to semi-flexible polymer in a narrow cylindrical channel [21, 22]. Other applica-
tions include the spatial persistence of fluctuating interface with z = 4 [23], crack propagation in elastic media [24],
statistical properties of Burgers equation with Brownian initial velocity [25].

In the free space, the propagator is expressed by multivariate Gaussian distribution [1],

P (x, v, t|x0, v0) = N exp

(
−1

2
X⊤C−1X

)
, (3)
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where N = 1/(2π
√
detC) is the normalization constant, X = (x− ⟨x⟩, v − ⟨v⟩)⊤, and C is the covariance matrix

given by

C = ⟨XX⊤⟩ =
(

2Dt3/3 Dt2

Dt2 2Dt

)
. (4)

Inserting the normalization constant and Eq.(4) into Eq.(3), one obtains

P (x, v, t|x0, v0) =

√
3

2πDt2
e
− 3

Dt3

[
(x−x0−vt)(x−x0−v0t)+

t2

3 (v−v0)
2
]
. (5)

Marginalization over v one gets the distribution of the position x,

P (x, t|x0, v0) =

∫ ∞

−∞
dvP (x, v, t|x0, v0) =

√
3

4πDt3
e−

3
4Dt3

(x−v0t−x0)
2

. (6)

Using the property of the Gaussian noise in the Langevin equation (1), it is clear that the probability of any path
{x(t)} with 0 ≤ t ≤ T can be written as [26]

P [{x(t)}] ∝ e−S , (7)

where

S =
1

4D

∫ tf

0

ẍ2(t)dt (8)

is called the action along the stochastic path {x(t)}. The propagator in Eq.(5) can be thus written as the summation
over the contributions from all possible paths propagating from (x0, v0) at t = 0 to (x, v) at t = tf . This sum is the
path integral representation of the propagator

P (x, v, tf |x0, v0) =

∫ (x,v)

(x0,v0)

Dx(t)P [{x(t)}]. (9)

In the presence of constraints, the process is pushed into a large-deviation regime, and the action 8 becomes
very large in the short-time limit (or equivalent to the limit of D → 0 in mathematics). Therefore, the dominating
contribution to the probability distribution comes from the optimal path: a single deterministic trajectory x∗(t) which
minimizes the action functional 8 subject to the specified additional constraints. The minimization procedure leads
to the Euler-Lagrange equation for the optimal path. Once the optimal path x∗(t) is determined, one can evaluate
the probability distribution of the specific large deviation up to a pre-exponential factor,

− lnP ≃ S[x∗(t)] (10)

by plugging the optimal path into the action functional S[x(t)] given by Eq.(8). This is the essence of the optimal
fluctuation method (OFM), which traces back to early literature [27–29], and has found numerous application in
different areas of physics. Recently, the OFM has been developed and applied in a number of studies of large
deviations of Brownian motion with various constraints [30–37] and others [38–41].Interestingly, the OFM essentially
becomes geometrical optics in the case of Brownian motion, where the optimal path is a geodesic subject to imposed
constraints.

In a recent work, Meerson [41] developed the OFM to study the large deviation properties of RAP. The author

focused the A → 0 tail of distribution of Pn(A|L) of the functionals A =
∫ T

0
xn(t)dt along first-passage trajectories

x(t), starting from a position L and terminating whenever hitting the origin at a random time T . The author found

that this tail has a universal essential singularity, Pn(A → 0|L) ∼ exp
(
−αnL

3n+2

DA3

)
, where αn is an n-dependent

number was calculated analytically for n = 0, 1, and 2 and numerically for other n.

In this work, we aim to study short-time large deviations of the functionals A =
∫ tf
0

xn(t)dt along constrained
trajectories of RAP with a fixed time duration tf . In details, we consider two different ensembles of the constrained
trajectories. The first one is called the total constraint, where the initial position and velocity and the final position
and velocity are both fixed. The second one is called the partial constraint, where the initial position and velocity, the
final position are fixed, and letting the final velocity be free. By the variation of the constrained action functionals,
we obtain the resulting Euler-Lagrange equation. The optimal path x∗(t), i.e., the most probable realization of the



3

constrained RAP, can be analytically obtained for n = 1 and n = 2, by solving the Euler-Lagrange equation subject to
boundary conditions. For n ≥ 3, we provide a numerical scheme to find the optimal path. For n = 1, the distribution
P (A) of A exhibits a Gaussian function. For n ≥ 2, P (A) shows the non-Gaussian feature. In the limit of A → 0,
− lnP (A) ∼ A−3, which shares a similar singularity with the previous result in Ref.[41]. Interestingly, the optimal
path for A → 0 begins to localize around the initial state for a long time, and then leaps sharply to the final state
at a late time. To numerical validate our theoretical results, we have derived the effective Langevin equations for
generating the two types of the constrained trajectories. All results show the excellent agreement between the theory
and simulations.

II. OPTIMAL PATHS FOR THE CONSTRAINED RAP

In the present work, we consider two different ensembles of constrained trajectories of RAP with a fixed time
duration tf . For both cases, the trajectories starts from a fixed initial position x(0) = x0 and a fixed velocity
v(0) = v0. The constraints in the final state are different. For the first case (total constraint), the final position
x(tf ) = xf and velocity v(tf ) = vf are both fixed. For the second case (partial constraint), the final position is
fixed, while the final velocity is not fixed. As mentioned before, in the short-tf limit or in the limit of D → 0, the
probability distribution of constrained trajectories is dominated by the optimal path with a minimum action. Via the
minimization of action in Eq.(8), it leads to the Euler-Lagrange equation (see appendix A for the details of derivation)

x(4)(t) = 0, (11)

where the superscript (4) denotes the fourth derivative with respect to time.

A. Total constraint: xf and vf are both fixed

For total constraint, the starting position and velocity, and the ending position and velocity are fixed, i.e.,

x(0) = x0, v(0) = v0, x(tf ) = xf , v(tf ) = vf . (12)

The optimal path x∗(t) can be obtained by solving the Euler-Lagrange equation 11 subject to the boundary conditions
in Eq.(12), which yields

x∗(t) = x0 + v0t−
2v0tf + vf tf + 3x0 − 3xf

t2f
t2 +

v0tf + vf tf + 2x0 − 2xf

t3f
t3. (13)

The corresponding minimum action is

Smin =
v20 + v0vf + v2f

Dtf
+

3(v0 + vf ) (x0 − xf ) + 3(x0 − xf )
2

Dt2f
. (14)

B. Partial constraint: xf is fixed and vf is free

For the partial constraint, we relax one of the constraints such that the final velocity vf is a free parameter. Such
a setting can bring an extra boundary condition (see Eq.(A5) in the appendix A for details). All the boundary
conditions are summarized as follows.

x(0) = x0, v(0) = v0, x(tf ) = xf , ẍ(tf ) = 0. (15)

By solving the Euler-Lagrange equation under the boundary conditions in Eq.(15), we obtain the optimal path

x∗(t) = x0 + v0t+
3 (xf − v0tf − x0)

2t2f
t2 − xf − v0tf − x0

2t3f
t3, (16)

and the corresponding action

Smin =
3(xf − v0tf − x0)

2

4Dt3f
. (17)
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The final velocity at t = tf along the optimal path can be obtained by taking the derivative of Eq.(16) with respect
to t,

v∗(tf ) = v0 +
3(xf − v0tf − x0)

2tf
. (18)

Eq.(18) can be also verified by extremizing Eq.(5) with respect to v. We then insert the most likely final velocity v∗(tf )
into the exponential factor of P (x = xf , v, t = tf |x0, v0) in Eq.(5) and thus obtain the minimum action in Eq.(17).

III. EFFECTIVE LANGEVIN EQUATIONS FOR CONSTRAINED RAP

It is inefficient to generate the stochastic processes conditioned on the final state from directedly simulating the
Langevin equation 2. Fortunately, Majumdar and Orland proposed a novel method to generate the constrained
paths by deriving the effective Langevin equation [42]. For completeness, we outline the main result in the appendix
B, and we simultaneously generalize the result to more general situations where partial constraints is present in
high-dimensional systems.

Following the result in the appendix B, for the RAP we have X = (x, v)⊤, u = (v, 0)⊤, σ = (0,
√
2D)⊤, and

thus B = σσ⊤ =

(
0 0
0 2D

)
. Firstly, we consider a stochastic path of a fixed time duration tf where the initial

state and final state are both fixed, i.e., (x(0), v(0)) = (x0, v0) and (x(tf ), v(tf )) = (xf , vf ). The backward propagator
Q(x, v, t) = P (xf , vf , tf |x, v, t) can be obtained from Eq.(5), and it is not hard to write the effective Langevin equation
for the totally constrained RAP,

ẋb = vb

v̇b =
6(xf − xb)

(t− tf )
2 +

6vf + 4(vb − vf )

t− tf
+
√
2Dξ(t)

(19)

In the limit of D → 0, Eq.(19) reduces to the deterministic differential equations, whose solution yields the optimal
path x∗(t) in Eq.(13). In Fig.1(a-b), we show two typical trajectories for the totally constrained RAP generated by
the effective Langevin equation (19) for two different values of D: D = 0.1 and D = 0.01. For comparison, we also
plot the optimal path with the minimum action as shown in Eq.(13). Obviously, the optimal path is more matching
with the stochastic trajectory with a smaller value of D.
Secondly, we consider the case of partial constraint such that the final velocity vf is relaxed to be a free parameter.

Under this case, Q(x, v, t) =
∫
dvfP (xf , vf , tf |x, v, t) can be obtained from Eq.(6), and the effective Langevin equation

for the partially constrained RAP reads
ẋb = vb

v̇b =
3 [xf − xb − vb (tf − t)]

(tf − t)
2 +

√
2Dξ(t)

(20)

As expected, the optimal path x∗(t) in Eq.(16) corresponds to the solution of Eq.(20) in the case of D = 0. In
Fig.1(c-d), we show two trajectories of the partially constrained RAP generated by the effective Langevin equation
(20) with D = 0.1 and D = 0.01. We also plot the optimal path shown in Eq.(16). It is clear that the optimal path
is a more realistic characterization of the noisy trajectory with a smaller value of D.

IV. DISTRIBUTION OF FUNCTIONALS ALONG THE CONSTRAINED RAP

In this section, we study the short-time large deviations of the functionals along totally (or partially) constrained
stochastic trajectories of RAP. The functionals are defined as

A =

∫ tf

0

xn(t)dt, (21)

where n is a positive integer. For n = 1, the functionals gives the area swept by x(t) in a fixed time tf . The case
n = 2 corresponds to the statistics of the moment of inertia of a semiflexible polymer chain of a given length in narrow
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FIG. 1. Totally (a-b) and partially (c-d) constrained trajectories of random acceleration process generated by the effective
Langevin equations (19) and (20) for two different D: D = 0.01 and D = 0.1. For the total constraint, x0 = v0 = 0, xf = 1,
vf = 0, and tf = 1. For the partial constraint, x0 = v0 = 0, xf = 1, tf = 1, and vf is a free parameter. A comparison is done
by plotting the optimal path Eq.(13) and Eq.(16) with the minimum action. (a,c) and (b,d) correspond to the time evolutions
of x(t) and v(t), respectively.

channels. The main goal in this section is to find the distribution P (A = A) of the functionals for arbitrary n by
using the OFM. The method is justified in the short-time limit tf → 0 (or in the low-noise limit D → 0).

The minimization of the action subject to the constraint (21) can be achieved by minimizing the modified action
functionals

Sλ =
1

2D

∫ tf

0

[
1

2
ẍ2(t)− λxn(t)

]
dt, (22)

where λ is the Lagrange multiplier that enforces the constraint A = A. Via the variation of the constrained action
functionals, the resulting Euler-Lagrange equation reads (see Eq.(A5))

x(4)(t)− λnxn−1(t) = 0. (23)

A. n = 1

For n = 1, the Euler-Lagrange equation (23) is very simple: x(4)(t) = λ. Its solution is a quartic parabola.

x∗(t) = x0 + v0t+ c2t
2 + c3t

3 +
λ

24
t4, (24)

where we have used the boundary conditions x(0) = x0 and v(0) = v0. Using the other two boundary conditions
in Eq.(12) and Eq.(15) for the total constraint and partial constraint, respectively, we determine the two unknown
coefficients in Eq.(24),

c2 =


λt4f+72(xf−x0)−24tf (2v0+vf )

24t2f
, for total constraint,

λt4f+24(xf−x0)−24v0tf
16t2f

, for partial constraint,
(25)



6

and

c3 =


24(x0−xf )+12tf (v0+vf )−λt4f

12t3f
, for total constraint,

− 5λt4f+24(xf−x0)−24v0tf
48t3f

, for partial constraint.
(26)

The Lagrange multiplier λ in Eq.(24) is determined by the constraint A =
∫ tf
0

x(t)dt, yielding

λ =


60[12A+t2f (vf−v0)−6tf (x0+xf )]

t5f
, for total constraint,

40(8A−v0t
2
f−5x0tf−3xf tf)

t5f
, for partial constraint, .

(27)

Substituting Eq.(24) and Eq.(27) into Eq.(8), we obtain the action along the optimal path and the distribution of
A = A,

− lnP (A) ≃ (A−Ap)
2

2σ2
A

, (28)

where

Ap =

{
tf [tf (v0−vf )+6(x0+xf )]

12 , for total constraint,
tf (v0tf+5x0+3xf )

8 , for partial constraint,
(29)

is the most likely value (or mean value) of the functionals A, and

σ2
A =

{
Dt5f/360, for total constraint,
Dt5f/160, for partial constraint,

(30)

is the variance of the functionals A. The result in Eq.(28) shows that the distribution of A = A is a Gaussian
function for both cases. This is easily understood because that x(t) satisfies a Gaussian distribution and the integral

A =
∫ tf
0

x(t)dt is linear which is also Gaussian. However, different constraints on the stochastic trajectories can lead
to different expected values and variances. With less constraints, the variance will become larger, as expected.

In Fig.2(a-b), we show the optimal path x∗(t) and velocity v∗(t) for totally constrained case with three different
A, where x0 = v0 = vf = 0, xf = 1, and tf = 1. Under such a setting, Ap = 0.5 is the most likely value of the
functionals A in terms of Eq.(29). In Fig.3(a), we show the distribution of A for totally constrained paths with three
different values of D. We have also performed simulations to verify the theoretical predictions. In simulations, we
have collected 106 independent trajectories generated by the effective Langevin equations 19. It is clear that the
simulation results are consistent with the theory.

In Fig.2(c-d), we show the optimal path x∗(t) and velocity v∗(t) for partially constrained case with three different
A, where x0 = v0 = 0, xf = 1, and tf = 1. In this case, Ap = 0.375 is the most likely value of the functionals A in
terms of Eq.(29). In Fig.3(b), we show the distribution of A for partially constrained paths with three different values
of D. Again, the agreement is achieved between theory and simulations.

B. n = 2

For n = 2, the Euler-Lagrange equation (23) becomes: x(4)(t) = 2λx(t), and the general solution of the equation
can given by λ > 0 and λ < 0, separately,

x (t) =

{
c1 cos (Λt) + c2 sin (Λt) + c3e

−Λt + c4e
Λt, λ > 0,

cos (Λt)
(
c1e

Λt + c2e
−Λt

)
+ sin (Λt)

(
c3e

Λt + c4e
−Λt

)
, λ < 0,

(31)

where Λ > 0 is given by

Λ4 =

{
2λ, λ > 0,
−λ/2, λ < 0,

(32)

and four unknown coefficients c1, c2, c3 and c4 in Eq.(31) can be determined by the boundary conditions.
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FIG. 2. The optimal paths for totally (a-b) and partially (c-d) constrained random acceleration process with a given value of

the functionals A =
∫ tf
0

x(t)dt. (a) and (c) correspond to the time evolution of displacement x(t), (b) and (d) to the evolution
of velocity v(t). For the case of total constraint (a-b), x0 = v0 = 0, xf = 1, vf = 0, and tf = 1. For the case of partial
constraint (c-d), x0 = v0 = 0, xf = 1, tf = 1, and vf is a free parameter.
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x(t)dt for totally (a) and partially (b) constrained trajectories of random acceleration process
for three different D = 0.1, 0.5, 1.0. In (a), x0 = v0 = 0, xf = 1, vf = 0, and tf = 1. In (b), x0 = v0 = 0, xf = 1, tf = 1, and
vf is a free parameter. Lines and symbols correspond to the theoretical and simulation results, respectively.
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We first consider the case of total constraint: x(0) = x0, v(0) = v0, x(tf ) = xf , v(tf ) = vf . For simplicity, we let
x0 = v0 = vf = 0. For λ > 0, four coefficients are given by

c1 =
xf

[
1 + e2Λtf − 2eΛtf cos (Λtf )

]
2 (1 + e2Λtf ) cos (Λtf )− 4eΛtf

c2 =
eΛtfxf

[
cos (Λtf )− eΛtf − sin (Λtf )

]
2 (1 + e2Λtf ) cos (Λtf )− 4eΛtf

c3 =
xf

[
1− e2Λtf − 2eΛtf sin (Λtf )

]
2 (1 + e2Λtf ) cos (Λtf )− 4eΛtf

c4 =
xf

[
eΛtf cos (Λtf ) + eΛtf sin (Λtf )− 1

]
2 (1 + e2Λtf ) cos (Λtf )− 4eΛtf

(33)

While for λ < 0, four coefficients are given by

c1 =
xf

[
cos (Λtf )

(
e2Λtf − 1

)
+ sin (Λtf )

(
e2Λtf + 1

)]
e−Λtf − 4eΛtf + e3Λtf + 2eΛtf cos (2Λtf )

c2 = −
xf

[
cos (Λtf )

(
e2Λtf − 1

)
+ sin (Λtf )

(
e2Λtf + 1

)]
e−Λtf − 4eΛtf + e3Λtf + 2eΛtf cos (2Λtf )

c3 = −
xf sin (Λtf )

[
3− e2Λtf + cos (Λtf )

(
e2Λtf − 1

)]
e−Λtf − 4eΛtf + e3Λtf + 2eΛtf cos (2Λtf )

c4 = −
xf sin (Λtf )

[
−1 + 3e2Λtf + cos (Λtf )

(
e2Λtf − 1

)]
e−Λtf − 4eΛtf + e3Λtf + 2eΛtf cos (2Λtf )

(34)

Substituting the four coefficients in Eq.(33) into Eq.(31) and then performing the integral in Eq.(21), we establish
the relation between A and Λ,

A = f1(Λ) (35)

with

f1(Λ̃) =


x2
f tf

8Λ̃(cos Λ̃ cosh Λ̃−1)
2

{
Λ̃
[
2 + cos

(
2Λ̃

)
+ cosh

(
2Λ̃

)]
− 2 cosh Λ̃(2Λ̃ cos Λ̃ + 3 sin Λ̃)

+3 sin
(
2Λ̃

)
cosh2Λ̃− 6 cos Λ̃ sinh Λ̃ + 3 sinh

(
2Λ̃

)
cos2Λ̃

}
, λ > 0,

x2
f tf

8Λ̃(cos(2Λ̃)+cosh(2Λ̃)−2)
2

{
12

[
sin

(
2Λ̃

)
+ sinh

(
2Λ̃

)] [
cosh

(
2Λ̃

)
− 1

]
− 32Λ̃sin2Λ̃sinh2Λ̃

}
, λ < 0,

(36)

where Λ̃ = Λtf . However, Eq.(36) is too complicate so that we cannot solve Λ = f−1
1 (A) explicitly. The action defined

in Eq.(8) can be computed as

S(Λ̃) =


Λ̃3x2

f

32Dt3fe
2Λ̃(cos Λ̃ cosh Λ̃−1)

2

{
Λ̃
[
2 + cos

(
2Λ̃

)
+ cosh

(
2Λ̃

)]
+ 2 cosh Λ̃

[
sin Λ̃− 2Λ̃ cos Λ̃

]
− sin

(
2Λ̃

)
cosh2Λ̃ + 2 cos Λ̃ sinh Λ̃− sinh

(
2Λ̃

)
cos2Λ̃

}
, λ > 0,

Λ̃3x2
f

4Dt3f [cos(2Λ̃)+cosh(2Λ̃)−2]
2

{
2
[
sin

(
2Λ̃

)
+ sinh

(
2Λ̃

)] [
cosh

(
2Λ̃

)
− 1

]
+ 16Λ̃sin2Λ̃sinh2Λ̃

}
, λ < 0,

(37)

For λ = 0, one obtains that the typical value of A = Ap with

Ap =
13x2

f tf

35
. (38)

The corresponding path defined in Eq.(13) possesses the minimum action.
In Fig.4(a), we plot A and S as a function of λ for xf = tf = 1. We see that, for λ < 0, A changes monotonically

with λ, and A tends to zero as λ → −∞. Correspondingly, the optimal path with a smaller λ has a larger S, i.e., with
a smaller probability. The asymptotic behavior of P (A) in the small-A limit can be order. In the limit of λ → −∞,
A ∼ 24/3x2

f/|λ|1/4 and S ∼ x2
f |λ|3/4/(211/4D), which leads to a power-law divergence of S as A → 0 (as shown in

Fig.4(b)),

− lnP (A) ∼ A−3, A → 0. (39)
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FIG. 4. Total constraint with n = 2. (a) The functionals A =
∫ tf
0

x2(t)dt (solid line) and the action 4DS (dotted line) as a
function of the Lagrange multiplier λ. (b) The parametric plot of 4DS as a function of A (solid line). The dotted line shows
the Gaussian approximation. The other parameters are: x0 = v0 = 0, xf = 1, vf = 0, and tf = 1.

On the other hand, for λ > 0, A and S show more complex variations with λ. At some values of λ = λ1, λ2, · · · , A
and S diverge, which λ1 < λ2 < · · · are determined by the roots of the equation cos

(
(2λ)1/4tf

)
cosh

(
(2λ)1/4tf

)
= 1.

For a given A, there may be multiple λ corresponding to different optimal paths. The actions along these degenerate
paths are significantly different. One can identify the optimal path with the smallest action as the dominant one,
while the others are exponentially unlikely. In general, the dominant path is determined by the smallest value of λ.
This is because that S shows an up-stair shape with λ, and S changes more sharply as λ → λi from left than right. In
Fig.4(b), we show a parametric plot of S as a function of A, where the parameter λ is bounded on λ < λ1 ≈ 250.282
for xf = tf = 1.
In Fig.5, we show the optimal path for three different A: A = Ap = 13/35, A = 0.1 and A = 0.8, where xf = tf = 1.

For A = Ap, x
∗(t) is a cubic curve as shown in Eq.(13). For A = 0.1 < Ap, one sees that the optimal path is localized

around the initial position over a long-time window, and then escapes to the final position sharply at a late time. For
A > Ap, the paths are degenerate, implying that there exist multiple optimal paths with the same A. In Fig.5, we
show three different optimal paths with different values of λ but with the same A = 0.8. The actions S along these
three paths can be obtained in terms of Eq.(37), which are S ≈ 75.7, 707.0, and 1293.2, and the corresponding λ
are approximately 115, 389, and 1294, respectively. From the information, we can conclude that the path with the
smallest λ is dominant.
While it is non-Gaussian, one can expect that P (A) around A = Ap is approximately Gaussian due to the central

limit theorem. To the end, we expand f1(λ) in Eq.(36) around λ = 0

A(λ) =
13x2

f tf

35
+

59x2
f t

5
f

40425
λ+ o(λ2). (40)

From Eq.(40), we obtain

λ =
1155

(
35A− 13x2

f tf

)
59x2

f t
5
f

. (41)

Finally, we obtain the distribution of A = A by calculating the action in Eq.(8),

− lnP (A) ≃
3x2

f

Dt3f
+

40425(A−Ap)
2

236Dt5fx
2
f

, (42)

where Ap is given in Eq.(38). Obviously, the Gaussian approximation holds only when A is close to Ap. For A away
from Ap, P (A) is no longer a Gaussian distribution, which is asymmetric with respect to Ap, as shown in Fig.4(b). In

Fig.7(a), we show that the distribution of A =
∫ tf
0

x(t)2dt, P (A) ≃ e−S , for three different D, with x0 = v0 = vf = 0
and xf = tf = 1 are fixed. The simulations results are also shown in Fig.7(a), which are in excellent agreement with
the analytical result.

We now consider the partially constrained case where the final velocity vf at t = tf is not fixed. For simplicity, we
again set x0 = v0 = 0. Four unknown coefficients can be determined by the boundary conditions: x(0) = 0, v(0) = 0,
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FIG. 5. Total constraint with n = 2. The optimal path x(t) (a) and the optimal velocity v(t) for totally constrained trajectories

of random acceleration process for different values of the functionals A =
∫ tf
0

x2(t)dt. The other parameters are: x0 = v0 = 0,
xf = 1, vf = 0, and tf = 1.

x(tf ) = xf , and ẍ(tf ) = 0, which gives



c1 =
xf [sin (Λtf ) + sinh (Λtf )]

2 sinh (Λtf ) cos (Λtf )− 2 sin (Λtf ) cosh (Λtf )

c2 =
xf [cos (Λtf ) + cosh (Λtf )]

2 sin (Λtf ) cosh (Λtf )− 2 sinh (Λtf ) cos (Λtf )

c3 =
xf [cos (Λtf ) + cosh (Λtf ) + sin (Λtf ) + sinh (Λtf )]

4 sin (Λtf ) cosh (Λtf )− 4 sinh (Λtf ) cos (Λtf )

c4 =
xf

[
1 + eΛtf cos (Λtf )− eΛtf sin (Λtf )

]
2 cos (Λtf ) (e2Λtf − 1)− 2 sin (Λtf ) (e2Λtf + 1)

(43)

for λ > 0, and



c1 = −c2 =
xf cos (Λtf ) cosh (Λtf )

sinh (2Λtf )− sin (2Λtf )

c3 =
xf sin (Λtf ) [1 + cosh (2Λtf )− 2 cot (Λtf ) + sinh (2Λtf )]

2 [sinh (2Λtf )− sin (2Λtf )] [cosh (Λtf ) + sinh (Λtf )]

c4 =
xf [cosh (Λtf ) cos (Λtf ) + cosh (Λtf ) sin (Λtf ) + cos (Λtf ) sinh (Λtf )]

sin (2Λtf )− sinh (2Λtf )

(44)

for λ < 0, where Λ is defined in Eq.(32).

Substituting the four coefficients in Eq.(43) into Eq.(31) and then performing the integral in Eq.(21), we can
establish the relation between A and Λ,

f2(Λ̃) =



x2
f tfe

2Λ̃

2Λ̃[sin Λ̃(e2Λ̃+1)−cos Λ̃(e2Λ̃−1)]
2

{
Λ̃ cos

(
2Λ̃

)
+ 6 cosh Λ̃ sin Λ̃ + 3cosh2Λ̃ sin

(
2Λ̃

)
−Λ̃

[
cosh

(
2Λ̃

)
+ 4 sin Λ̃ sinh Λ̃

]
− 3 cos Λ̃

[
2 sinh Λ̃ + cos Λ̃ sinh

(
2Λ̃

)]}
, λ > 0,

x2
f tf

16Λ̃[sin(2Λ̃)−sinh(2Λ̃)]
2

{
8Λ̃ cos

(
2Λ̃

)
− 2 cosh

(
2Λ̃

) [
4Λ̃ + 3 sin

(
2Λ̃

)]
−3

[
4 sin

(
2Λ̃

)
+ sin

(
4Λ̃

)]
+ 2

[
6 + 3 cos

(
2Λ̃

)
− 4Λ̃ sin

(
2Λ̃

)
sinh

(
2Λ̃

)
+ 3 sinh

(
4Λ̃

)]}
, λ < 0,

(45)
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FIG. 6. Partial constraint with n = 2. (a) The action as a function of A (solid line). The dotted line gives the result of the
Gaussian approximation. (b) The optimal path x(t) and (c) the optimal velocity v(t) for different values of A. The other
parameters are: x0 = v0 = 0, xf = 1, and tf = 1.

where again Λ̃ = Λtf . According to Eq.(8), the action can be computed as

S(Λ̃) =



x2
fΛ

3

4D[sin Λ̃(e2Λ̃+1)−cos Λ̃(e2Λ̃−1)]
2

{
Λ̃ cos

(
2Λ̃

)
− Λ̃ cosh

(
2Λ̃

)
− cosh2Λ̃ sin

(
2Λ̃

)
+2 cos Λ̃ sinh Λ̃− 2 sin Λ̃

[
cosh Λ̃ + 2Λ̃ sinh Λ̃ + cos2Λ̃ sinh

(
2Λ̃

)]}
, λ > 0,

e4Λ̃x2
fΛ

3

4D[e4Λ̃−2e2Λ̃ sin(2Λ̃)−1]
2

{
8Λ̃ cosh

(
2Λ̃

)
− sin

(
4Λ̃

)
+ 4 sinh

(
2Λ̃

)
+ 2 cos

(
2Λ̃

) [
sinh

(
2Λ̃

)
− 4Λ̃

]
−2 sin

(
2Λ̃

) [
2 + cosh

(
2Λ̃

)
− 4Λ̃ sinh

(
2Λ̃

)
+ sinh

(
4Λ̃

)]}
, λ < 0,

(46)

Taking the series expansion around λ = 0 yields the Gaussian approximation,

A =
33x2

f tf

140
+

1037x2
f t

5
f

970200
λ+ o

(
λ2

)
, (47)

which results in

λ =
3465

(
140A− 33x2

f tf

)
1037x2

f t
5
f

. (48)

Finally, we obtain the distribution of A = A by calculating the action in Eq.(8),

− lnP (A) ≃
3x2

f

4Dt3f
+

121275(A−Ap)
2

2074Dt5fx
2
f

, (49)

where

Ap =
33

140
x2
f tf (50)

is the typical value of A for the partially constrained case.
The dependences of A and S on λ are similar to the case of total constraint. In Fig.6(a), we plot the action as a

function of A. Again, for A is away from its typical value Ap, the Gaussian approximation is no longer established.
In the small-A limit, the scaling relation in Eq.(39) still exists. In Fig.6(b), we show three typical optimal path x∗(t)
and the optimal velocity v∗(t), corresponding to three different values of A: A = Ap = 33/140 ≈ 0.236, 0.05, and 0.8,
where x0 = v0 = 0, xf = tf = 1, and vf is a free parameter. In Fig.7(b), we plot the distributions of A with three
different D and compare them with simulations. The simulations agree well with the theoretical predictions.

C. n ≥ 3

For n ≥ 3, we are not able to solve analytically the Euler-Lagrange equation 23. Instead, we numerically obtain
the solution via shooting method. The initial conditions x(0) = x0 and x′(0) = v(0) = v0 are known, but the other
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FIG. 7. Distribution of A =
∫ tf
0

x2(t)dt for totally (a) and partially (b) constrained trajectories of random acceleration process
for three different D = 0.1, 0.5, 1. In (a), x0 = v0 = 0, xf = 1, vf = 0, and tf = 1. In (b), x0 = v0 = 0, xf = 1, tf = 1, and vf
is a free parameter. Lines and symbols correspond to the theoretical and simulation results, respectively.

two initial conditions x′′(0) = b and x′′′(0) = c are unknown. Our goal is to determine b and c such that the other
boundary conditions are fulfilled: i.e., x(tf ) = xf and x′(tf ) = v(tf ) = vf for the total constraint, and x(tf ) = xf

and x′′(tf ) = a(tf ) = 0 for the partial constraint. In fact, this is a problem of finding roots for a set of appropriately
defined functions. To the end, we define the functions F1 = F1(b, c) and F2 = F2(b, c) such that

F1(b, c) = x(tf )− xf (51)

and

F2(b, c) =

{
x′(tf )− vf , for total constraint,
x′′(tf ), for partial constraint,

(52)

where x(tf ), x
′(tf ), and x′′(tf ) are functions of b and c, obtained by numerically integrating the Euler-Lagrange

equation 23, xf and vf are the prescribed boundary conditions at the ending time tf . To determine the values of b
and c that solves F1(b, c) = 0 and F2(b, c) = 0, we iterate using the Newton’s method, given by(

bk+1

ck+1

)
=

(
bk
ck

)
− J−1 (bk, ck)

(
F1 (bk, ck)
F2 (bk, ck)

)
, (53)

where the inverse of the Jacobian matrix J−1 can be obtained by numerically evaluating the Jacobian

J =

(
∂F1

∂b
∂F1

∂c
∂F2

∂b
∂F2

∂c

)
. (54)

Once the Euler-Lagrange equation 23 are solved, we can calculate the functionals A and the action S from the
equations (21) and (8), respectively. We have validated the numerical method by comparing numerical results with
the analytical solutions for n = 1 and 2.

In Fig.8 (a) and (b), we show the distribution of A =
∫ tf
0

x3(t)dt for totally and partially constrained trajectories,
respectively, with three different D = 0.1, 0.5, 1. The lines correspond to the solution obtained by shooting method,
and symbols to the simulation results. Clearly, the distribution for n = 3 also exhibits the non-Gaussian feature. We
also test the behavior of − lnP (A) in the limit of A → 0, and find that the power-law divergence in Eq.(39) holds as
well.
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FIG. 8. Distribution of A =
∫ tf
0

x3(t)dt for totally (a) and partially (b) constrained trajectories of random acceleration process
for three different D = 0.1, 0.5, 1. In (a), x0 = v0 = 0, xf = 1, vf = 0, and tf = 1. In (b), x0 = v0 = 0, xf = 1, tf = 1, and vf
is a free parameter. Lines and symbols correspond to the theoretical and simulation results, respectively.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In conclusion, we have employed the OFM to study the short-time deviations of the functionals A =
∫ tf
0

xn(t)dt
along two classes of constrained trajectories x(t) of RAP with a fixed duration tf . Analytical calculations can be
carried out for n = 1, 2, and numerics for n ≥ 3. For n = 1, the functionals shows the usual Gaussian distribution.
For n ≥ 2, the distribution P (A = A) is no longer a Gaussian function. The non-Gaussian feature is manifested by
the asymmetry of the distribution function with respect to the most likely value of A. In the limit of A → 0, P (A)
seems to be a universal essential singularity, lnP (A) ∼ A−3. In addition to the distributions, the OFM enables us
to predict optimal paths which provide valuable insights into the physics of RAP under specific constraints which
push the RAP into large-deviation regimes. Some interesting findings are the optimal paths in the large-deviation
regimes. Especially for n = 2, the optimal path for a given small-A exhibits a localized pattern: the state of motion
remains almost unchanged for a long period of time at the beginning, followed by an abrupt change of the state of
motion. When A is much larger than its typical value, the optimal paths are degenerate, i.e., there exist multiple
paths corresponding to the same value of A but with different actions (or probability densities). We have identified
that one of these degenerate optimal paths is dominant, and the others are exponentially unlikely.

In the future, it would be very interesting to extend the OFM in two directions. On the one hand, since RAP in
higher spatial dimensions is more relevant in real systems, such as motion of a living cell or a polymer, it is therefore
desirable that the applications of the OFM in the high-dimensional RAP. On the other hand, a natural idea is to
extend the RAP to higher-order processes [4], described by x(n) =

√
2Dξ(t) with n > 2 where the superscript (n)

denotes the nth derivative with respect to time. The development of OFM in the higher-order processes is also
anticipated.
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Appendix A: Euler-Lagrange equation

Action functionals is defined as the integral of the Lagrangian along the path x(t),

S =

∫ tf

0

L(x, ẍ)dt, (A1)

where we have assumed that the Lagrangian depends explicitly on x and ẍ. The variation of the action is written as

δS =

∫ tf

0

(
∂L
∂x

δx+
∂L
∂ẍ

δẍ

)
dt. (A2)

Performing two integrations in parts in the second term, we obtain

δS =

∫ tf

0

(
∂L
∂x

+
d2

dt2
∂L
∂ẍ

)
δx (t) dt− d

dt

∂L
∂ẍ

δx (t)
∣∣∣tf0 +

∂L
∂ẍ

δẋ (t)|tf0 . (A3)

Each of the three terms in the variation must vanish independently for arbitrary δx. The first term leads to the
Euler-Lagrange equation

∂L
∂x

+
d2

dt2
∂L
∂ẍ

= 0. (A4)

The second term in Eq.(A3) should vanish when the starting and final positions are fixed such that δx(0) = δx(tf ) = 0.
For the total constraint, the starting and final velocities are also fixed such that δẋ(0) = δẋ(tf ) = 0, and thus the
third term in Eq.(A3) vanishes. For the partial constraint, the final velocity is not fixed, and the third term brings
an extra boundary condition,

∂L

∂ẍ

∣∣∣∣
t=tf

= 0. (A5)

Appendix B: Effective Langevin equation for constrained stochastic processes

Consider an n-dimensional Langevin equation,

dX(t) = udt+ σdW(t) (B1)

where X(t) ∈ Rn is the state variable of the system at time t, u ∈ Rn is the drift velocity, σ ∈ Rn×m is the noise
matrix, and W(t) ∈ Rm are m independent Wiener processes. For the constrained stochastic process conditioned on
the initial state and final state, it is inefficient by directedly simulating the original Langevin B1. To overcome the
difficulty, Majumdar and Orland proposed a novel method to generate the constrained paths by deriving the effective
Langevin equation [42]. For completeness, in this appendix we will outline the main result in [42], and at the same
time we will extend to more general situations where partial constraints is present in high-dimensional systems.

We now consider a constrained stochastic process that starts from X0 at t = 0 and ends at Xf at t = tf . Let us
denote by Pb(X, t) the probability density function of X at time t with 0 < t < tf . The constrained path can be
decomposed into two parts: (i) the first segment starts from X0 at time 0 and ends at X at time t, and the second
segment starts from X at time t and ends Xf at time tf . Thus, Pb(X, t) can be written as

Pb(X, t) =
P (X, t|X0, 0)P (Xf , tf |X, t)

P (Xf , tf |X0, 0)
, (B2)

where P (X, t|X0, 0) the probability density function of X at time t for unconstrained processes, providing the sys-
tem has started with X0 at t = 0. For simplifying notation, we define P (X, t|) = P (X, t|X0, 0) and Q(X, t) =
P (Xf , tf |X, t). P (X, t) and Q(X, t) satisfy the forward and backward Fokker-Planck equations, respectively, given
by [43]

∂P (X, t)

∂t
= −

∑
i

∂ (uiP )

∂xi
+

1

2

∑
i

∑
j

∂2 (BijP )

∂xi∂xj
,

∂Q (X, t)

∂t
= −

∑
i

µi
∂Q

∂xi
+

1

2

∑
i

∑
j

Bij
∂2Q

∂xi∂xj
,

(B3)
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where B = σσ⊤ is the diffusion matrix. Substituting Eq.(B3) into Eq.(B2), we can obtain the corresponding Fokker-
Planck equation for Pb(X, t),

∂Pb (X, t)

∂t
= −

∑
i

∂

∂xi

ui +
∑
j

Bij
∂ lnQ

∂xj

Pb +
1

2

∑
i

∑
j

∂2 (BijPb)

∂xi∂xj
. (B4)

The effective Langevin equation corresponding to Eq.(B3) reads

dXb(t) = ũdt+ σdW(t), (B5)

where

ũi = ui +
∑
j

Bij
∂ lnQ

∂xj
(B6)

is the ith component of the effective drift velocity.
We now relax the constraints in the final state of the system. To the end, we assume a set of components of Xf is

fixed, saying Xc
f , and the other components of Xf is free, saying Xnc

f , such that Xf = Xc
f

⊕
Xnc

f . The probability
density function of X at time t for the constrained stochastic path is written as

Pb(X, t) =
P (X, t|X0, 0)

∫
dXnc

f P (Xf , tf |X, t)∫
dXnc

f P (Xf , tf |X0, 0)
. (B7)

Using the same method as before, we can also obtain the Fokker-Planck equation for Pb(X, t) and the corresponding
Langevin equation for the partially constrained case. The results are the same as Eq.(B4) and Eq.(B5) except that
Q(X, t) is now defined as Q(X, t) =

∫
dXnc

f P (Xf , tf |X, t).
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