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Our current understanding of fluctuations of dynamical (time-integrated) observables in non-
Markovian processes is still very limited. A major obstacle is the lack of an appropriate theoretical
framework to evaluate the associated large deviation functions. In this paper we bypass this difficulty
in the case of linear diffusions with time delay by using a Markovian embedding procedure that
introduces an infinite set of coupled differential equations. We then show that the generating
functions of current-type observables can be computed at arbitrary finite time by solving matrix
Riccati differential equations (RDEs) somewhat similar to those encountered in optimal control and
filtering problems. By exploring in detail the properties of these RDEs and of the corresponding
continuous-time algebraic Riccati equations (CARESs), we identify the generic fixed point towards
which the solutions converge in the long-time limit. This allows us to derive the explicit expressions
of the scaled cumulant generating function (SCGF), of the pre-exponential factors, and of the
effective (or driven) process that describes how fluctuations are created dynamically. Finally, we
describe the special behavior occurring at the limits of the domain of existence of the SCGF, in
connection with fluctuation relations for the heat and the entropy production.
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I. INTRODUCTION

A common problem in nonequilibrium statistical mechanics consists in estimating the statistics of a time-integrated
observable, such as the heat or the entropy production for a system in contact with a heat reservoir and driven by an
external force. Under quite general conditions, the probability density of such an observable obeys a large deviation
principle in the limit of large integration times and the fluctuations are then characterized by the so-called rate or
large deviation function (LDF). In the case of Markovian stochastic dynamics, a powerful mathematical framework
has been developed to compute this quantity and the closely related scaled cumulant generating function (SCGF) (for
reviews, see, e.g., Refs. [T 2]).

However, many stochastic systems in biology, physics and technology are affected by memory effects and long-range
temporal correlations. These occur in particular in the presence of feedback loops when the time lag between the
signal detection and the system response (or the control operation) makes the dynamics inherently non-Markovian [3-
[7]. The theoretical description of the fluctuations of a dynamical observable then becomes problematic. The major
difficulty is that the time evolution of the generating function can no longer be formulated as a linear partial differential
equation [8]. Accordingly, the SCGF can no longer be obtained as the largest eigenvalue of the corresponding “tilted”
generator [8 [9].

The main goal of this paper is to bypass this obstacle in the case of linear diffusions with time delay. In this
respect, the paper is a sequel of previous work in which we studied dynamical fluctuations for an underdamped particle
trapped in a harmonic potential and submitted to a position-dependent, time-delayed feedback force [10]. Such a model
describes the motion of feedback-cooled mechanical resonators, e.g., a microcantilever in the vicinity of its fundamental
mode resonance [ITHI3]. The most significant outcome of Ref. [10], recently tested experimentally [14], was that the
delay strongly affects the regime of large deviations and that the fluctuations of heat, work, and entropy production
in the nonequilibrium steady state are quite different (whereas their expectation values are identical). This feature
cannot be rationalized from the sole knowledge of the LDF: one needs to determine the complete asymptotic behavior
of the probability distributions and generating functions, including the pre-exponential factors. This nontrivial task
(which could not be achieved in Ref. [10]) is fulfilled in the present paper.

To this end, and to make the problem mathematically tractable, we use a procedure known in the literature as the
“linear chain trick”, which consists in replacing the discrete delay by the larger class of gamma-distributed delays [15].
It is indeed a well-known fact in the theory of delay integro-differential equations that an equivalent system of ordinary



differential equations is obtained whenever the delay is gamma-distributed [I6]. This procedure, which requires one to
introduce auxiliary variables, is widely used in the context of biological modeling, population dynamics or evolutionary
systems [I7H2I]. The discrete delay is recovered when the number of auxiliary variables goes to infinity [22]. Besides
the fact that a distributed delay is often more likely to capture reality than a discrete one (which justifies studying
the properties of such a system per se [23]), the bonus is that the dynamics of the augmented system is Markovian.
This allows us to work within the standard framework of Markov processes.

More generally, we propose a method to calculate the generating functions beyond the large-deviation regime, i.e.,
for stochastic trajectories of arbitrary duration. Owing to the linearity of the dynamics and of the current-type
observables, the calculation boils down to solving continuous matrix Riccati differential equations (RDEs) similar to
those encountered in optimal control and filtering problems. We can thus benefit from the extensive mathematical
literature devoted to the analysis and the numerical solution of such equations (see, e.g., Refs. [24] 25] and references
therein), including for large-size systems [26]. However, there is a crucial difference with the standard situation treated
in linear quadratic (LQ) optimal control which significantly complicates the theoretical analysis. In particular, the
solutions of the RDEs (and in turn the generating functions) may diverge in a finite time or converge to different fixed
points. These features can be missed when only focusing on the spectral problem for the dominant eigenvalue of the
tilted generator. Our study thus requires a detailed (and occasionally rather involved) exploration of the properties of
the RDEs and of the corresponding continuous algebraic Riccati equations (CARES) in order to anticipate the various
possible scenarios. The reward is that many of the results presented in this work are applicable beyond the specific
case of time-delayed Langevin equations and can be used to compute the fluctuations of any linear current-type
observables in multi-dimensional linear diffusions'. We therefore hope that the present analysis will not only provide
a better understanding of the influence of memory effects on dynamical fluctuations, but more generally will be useful
for the application of large deviation theory to nonequilibrium stochastic systems.

The content of the paper is the following:

In Sec. II.A we present the stochastic underdamped model with a discrete time delay and we introduce the linear
chain trick that makes it possible to replace the original non-Markovian dynamics by an infinite set of coupled
linear equations without delay. We then define in Sec. IL.B the three linear currents (work, heat, and entropy
production) whose fluctuations are commonly studied in the framework of stochastic thermodynamics in connection
with fluctuation theorems (see, e.g., Refs. [30, BI] and references therein). We also briefly discuss in Sec. II1.C how
the delay affects the stability of the nonequilibrium steady state (NESS).

Section [[I]] is mainly devoted to the study of the matrix Riccati equations that play a major role in this work. In
Sec. [[ITA] we first derive the exact form of the moment generating functions of the fluctuating observables in terms of
real symmetric matrices that are solutions of Riccati differential equations (RDEs). A specific feature of our treatment
is that, for a given observable, we study together the generating function conditioned on the initial state (solution of a
“backward” PDE) and the generating function conditioned on the final state (solution of a “forward” PDE). Although
this modus operandi may appear redundant at first sight, it will turn out to be very useful for analyzing the long-time
behavior. In Sec. [[ITB|we then investigate in detail the properties of the RDEs, making heavy use of the concepts and
methods available in the mathematical literature. We first discuss the global existence of the solutions (Sec.
and then provide a closed-form representation of these solutions in terms of the eigenvalues and eigenvectors of the
associated Hamiltonian matrices (Sec. . Next, in Sec. we use this method to construct explicitly all fixed
points of the RDEs, which are solutions of the corresponding CAREs. The so-called “maximal” solution is singled
out as it is generically the fixed point towards which the solutions of the RDEs converge asymptotically.

Section [[V] is the central and longest part of the paper in which we study the time evolution of the generating
functions. To make it more concrete, the theoretical analysis is illustrated by numerical results obtained for the
gamma-distributed delay. In Sec. [VA] we first investigate the domain of existence of the generating functions at
finite time. In Sec. [[VB] we then focus on the long-time behavior. We first determine the domain of existence of the
SCGF (Sec. and then derive the explicit expressions of the SCGF and of the pre-exponential factors in terms
of the maximal solutions of the CAREs (Sec. . We also give a representation of the SCGF in terms of an
integral of the spectral density of the process, which shows the connection between the Riccati-based approach and
general results in the mathematical literature for quadratic observables of stationary Gaussian processes [32H35]. In
Sec. we make contact with the standard spectral problem for the dominant eigenvalue of the tilted generators,
which allows us in Sec. [VB4]to characterize the so-called effective or driven process that describes how fluctuations
are created dynamically in the long-time limit. In Sec. [VBTF] we then discuss the role of temporal boundary terms

1 While completing the writing of this paper- which took much longer than expected- we learned of Refs. [27), 28] that also use Riccati
differential equations to study dynamical large deviations of linear diffusions. Similarities and differences with our approach will be
discussed in the text (see in particular Sec. [V B5). A preliminary account of the present work was presented orally at a conference in
June 2022 [29].
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in relation with the recent work of De Buisson and Touchette [28]. Finally, in Sec. we discuss the nontrivial
behavior occurring at the limits of the domain of existence of the SCGF. We show that the solution of the RDEs may
be attracted to a non-maximal solution of the CARE (Sec. or may oscillate between two fixed points (Sec.
. In both cases the SCGF displays a positive jump discontinuity.

Finally, in Sec. [V] we focus on the special case A = 1 in connection with fluctuation relations for the heat and
the entropy production. In particular, we provide the analytical proof of the conjecture relating the fluctuations of
the entropy production at large times to the “Jacobian” contribution induced by the breaking of causality in the
backward process [10, [36, [37].

We end the paper in Section [VI] with a brief summary of the main results. Several technical calculations and
additional details are given in the Appendices. A summary of the main notations used in this work is also provided
at the end of the paper.

II. MODEL AND OBSERVABLES
A. Langevin equation and linear chain trick

As in previous works [10] 36}, 7], we consider a Brownian particle of mass m trapped in a harmonic potential and
immersed in a thermal environment with viscous damping v and temperature 7. The dynamical evolution is governed
by the one-dimensional underdamped Langevin equation

miy = —yvg — kay + Fpy(t) + /29T& | (1)

where k is the spring constant and &; is a zero-mean Gaussian white noise with unit variance (throughout the paper
Boltzmann’s constant is set to unity). Fyy(t) is a feedback control force which is originally taken proportional to the
position of the particle at the time ¢t — 7,

Ffb(t) = k':z:t_T 5 (2)

where 7 > 0 is the time delay. We generally assume that the feedback is positive (k' > 0). Eq. accurately describes
the motion of the levitated nanoparticle studied in the experiments of Refs. [I4] 38]. We stress that the non-Markovian
character of the dynamics results from the feedback and not from the interaction with the environment. By choosing
the inverse angular resonance frequency wg 1= /m/k as the unit of time and z. = +/2yT/k as the unit of length,
the Langevin equation takes the dimensionless form [37]

’[Jt = —ivt — T + iﬂ?t_r + §t 5 (3)
Qo 0
where Qg = woTo is the quality factor of the oscillator (19 = m/~ is the viscous relaxation time) and g = k’/(ywp) =
(k' /k)Qo is the gain of the feedback loop. The dynamics is thus fully characterized by the three dimensionless
parameters g, g and T.
In order to apply the linear chain trick, we need to smooth the discrete delay kernel 6(¢ — 7) and replace Eq. by

. 1 t
vt:—@vtfxtJré[mdsgn(t—s,n/r)xs+§t , (4)
where
o a’j —1 _—at

is the probability density function of the gamma distribution (more exactly, the Erlang distribution [39]). Note that
the lower limit of the integral in Eq. is sent to —oo since we will only be interested in the steady-state regime. At
the lowest order, the kernel g; (¢,1/7) describes an exponentially fading memory with a decay rate 7! (or a low pass
filter with bandwidth 71 in another language). For n > 1, the kernel has a maximum around ¢t = 7 and the peak
becomes sharper as n increases (see e.g. Fig. 7.1 in [16] or Fig. 2 in [23]). The discrete delay is recovered in the limit
n — 0o. In the frequency domain (i.e., in Fourier space?) this simply amounts to approximating the delay function

2 We here define the Fourier transform of a function f(t) by f(w) = fj’:oo dt f(t)e™?.
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The Erlang density functions g;(t, a) satisfy the recursion relation dg;(t,a)/dt = alg;j—1(t,a) — g;(t,a)] for j > 1
which is the basis of the linear chain trick. Eq. is then equivalent to the set of n + 1 differential equations

) ——iv —x Iy
(1) = —govlt) = alt) + Goralt) +€(0)
iy(t) = Zleja () — ;0] G=1-m (7)

where the auxiliary dynamical variables z;(t) are defined by

o) = [ dsglt - sn/mats). ®)

with o (t) = x(¢).

Thanks to this alternative representation of the dynamics, we are now dealing with a Markov process in the enlarged
space {v(t), z(t),z1(t),...xn(t)}, whereas the marginal dynamics of z; of course remains non-Markovian. In general,
the auxiliary variables do not represent actual physical degrees of freedom but this may be the case for n small, in
particular n =1 (see, e.g., Ref. [43]). Note also that z;(t) = 2(t — j7/n) as n — oo [22], so that the linear chain trick
in the large-n limit may be interpreted as a discretization of the trajectory of the particle in the time interval [t — 7, ].
This illustrates the well-known fact that a delay-differential equation such as Eq. defines an infinite-dimensional
dynamical system (since an infinite number of initial conditions -actually, a function - is needed to uniquely specify
the time evolution) [44].

To simplify the forthcoming analysis, it is convenient to recast the set of Egs. into a matrix form by introducing
the n 4+ 2-dimensional vector u with components u; = v, us = x,us = 21, ..., Up42 = . Defining the drift matrix

—1/Qo -1 0 0 9/Qo T
1 0 0 0 0
0 n/t —n/T 0 0
A= 0 0 n/t —n/T 0 (9)
0 0 n/t —n/t 0
L O 0 0 n/T —n/T |
the equations in become
u = Aug + &, (10)

where £, = (&,0,0...0)7T.

B. Dynamical observables

Assuming that the system has reached a NESS, we are interested in studying the fluctuations of three time-integrated
stochastic currents. These are (in reduced units):
a) the work done by the feedback force during the time window [0, ¢],

2 ! / !
AW, = Q%/O () 0 da(t) | (11)

where 3 = (kpT)~! and o denotes the Stratonovich product,
b) the corresponding heat dissipated into the environment [45]

2 ¢ ]‘ ! ! !
80 - o / g (®) =€) o dat)

2 K ! A / !
=W = o [0 o datt) + o) o du(t)
=W, - AL, (12)



where AE = (1/Qq)[x? — 23 + v2 — v?] is the change in the internal energy of the system,
¢) the entropy production (EP)

EtZﬂQt-l-hl]M 7 (13)
p(ze, vr)
where $Q; is the entropy change in the medium and p(z,v) is the stationary PDF (see Eq. below). Specifically,
1 T T
2t :ﬂWtJr@[(Tj*1)($f*$3)+(ﬁfl)(vf*v§)] ; (14)

where T, = (27/Qo){x?) and T, = (2T/Qo)(v?) are the configurational and kinetic temperatures of the system,
respectively [37] (angle brackets indicate a steady-state average).

If the dynamics were Markovian, the second term in Eq. would correspond to the change in the Shannon
entropy of the system [46] [47] and X; would be the total stochastic EP in the time interval [0, t]. Here, 3; defines the
“apparent” EP that an observer unaware of the existence of the non-Markovian feedback would regard as the total
EP. This quantity can be extracted from the stochastic trajectories collected in experiments, as done in Ref. [I4].
Note in passing that the linearity of the Langevin equation implies that the probabilities of a trajectory and its
time reversal are Gaussian and equal in the NESS. In consequence, the log ratio of these two probabilities, which is
usually taken as the definition of EP in stochastic thermodynamics (see Ref. [3I] and references therein), is zero and
does not properly accounts for the irreversible character of the feedback process [37].

Since the three observables only differ by temporal boundary terms, they share the same average rate in the NESS,

2.1, 1.7,

— [y — (&) = —(= —1) . 15
ol oh) = (6w = - (7 = 1) (15)
This expression illustrates the fact that the exchange of heat with the thermal environment in an underdamped system
proceeds through the kinetic energy of the system independently of the form of the potential function [45]. On the
other hand, the fluctuations of the observables may differ, as shown experimentally in Ref. [14] in the case of the
discrete delay. In particular, one has

(BWy) = (BQ:) = (%) =

(e7PQt) = ¢t/ Qo (16)

at all times [48], whereas it is conjectured that

(e750) ~ 55t (17)

as t — oo, where S 7 is a nontrivial quantity related to the Jacobian originating from time reversal [10] [36].
In the following it will be convenient to collectively define the three stochastic currents by

t
Ay z/ go(uy) o duy | (18)
0
where?
go(u) = Bou, (19)

and B, is a matrix of dimension (n+2) x (n+2). (Henceforth, the subscript o refers to the observable, with o = w, ¢
and o for the work, the heat, and the entropy production, respectively.) From Egs. —, we have

B, = By + S, , (20)
where
000 ..0
5 000 ..1
Bu):% 0 O 0 ves O , (21)
of1:
000 ..0

3 With the present definition (see also Ref. [10]), .A¢/t is intensive in time and converges in probability to a constant as t — oo. This
differs from the definition adopted in Refs. [8, O] where A itself is the intensive quantity.



and
100 ..0
) 010..0
S =—= 1000 .01 29
q QO : : ( )
000 ..0
T%-l 0 0..0
0 £-10..0
21 0 0 o0..0 (23)
S, = — ..
QO . . . . .
0 0 0..0

For convenience, we also define the matrix S,, as the null matrix. Note that the matrices B, characterizing the
observables have the same anti-symmetric part. This will have an important consequence in the following.

C. Stability of the non-equilibrium steady state

In the present study, we assume that the system has reached a stable NESS. For given values of the parameters
(Qo, g,n), this requires to choose the delay 7 appropriately. Indeed, as is well known, a time delay induces a complex
dynamical behavior [4I]. In particular, there may be a series of stability switches as 7 increases, corresponding to
destabilizing/stabilizing Hopf bifurcations [49]. As usual with linear stochastic systems, the boundaries of the domain
of stability in the parameter space can be determined by computing the roots of the characteristic polynomial p(s)
of the drift matrix A. The loss of stability is then associated with the occurrence of a root with a positive real part.
From Eq. @D, a straightforward calculation yields

_ det(sToey — A) = (My1(s? 4 2 STvn_ 9,
Pa(s) = det(slopo = 4) = (2)[(s" + 5 + D1+ 2 = 2] (24)

We thus have to deal with a polynomial of degree n + 2, for which there exist powerful root-finding algorithms. As
limy, 00 (1 + 7)™ = €°7 and

. n,_ S g
lim (— "pAs:s2—|——+leST——, 25
Jim (5 7pa(s) = (7 4+ 5+ e = 5 (25)
this may be compared with the task of solving a transcendental equation in the case of the discrete delay (see Appendix

C of Ref. [37]).

However, the calculation of the stability diagram in the whole parameter space (Qo,g,7,n) is a formidable task
which is beyond the scope of the present work. We will content ourselves with the example shown in Fig. 1 that
illustrates the influence of n. This corresponds to a case for which only two stability domains exist for n finite. In
this figure, the kinetic temperature T, = (2T/Qo){v?) (with (v?) given by the element (1,1) of the covariance matrix
¥, see Eq. below), is plotted as a function of 7, and the loss of stability of the stationary state is signaled by the
divergence of T, [37]. It can be seen that the width of the unstable region increases with n and that only the first
stability domain survives for n = oo?. This is in line with the general lore that a discrete delay is more destabilizing
than a distributed delay [16] EOH53] (see also Ref. [23]).

Due to the linearity of Eq. 7 the probability distribution function (pdf) in the NESS is a multivariate Gaussian
distribution,

! em3u ¥ (26)

P = e dey ’

4 Moreover, the critical delay Tﬁ}n) corresponding to the first destabilizing Hopf bifurcation is numerically found to decreases to its limit

(1)

Te,d0 @S 1/m.



Unstable region
for n=25

FIG. 1: (Color on line) Kinetic temperature 7, in the NESS as a function of 7 for Qo = 4, g = 3.9, and different values of
n: n = 25 (red solid line), n = 50 (blue), n = 75 (green), n = 100 (black), and n = oo (black dashed line). For n = 25, the
stationary state is stable for 0 < 7 < 2.79 and 7 > 8.07. The second stability region is displaced to larger 7 as n increases and
no longer exists for n = oo (discrete delay). In the latter case, the system is stable for 0 < 7 < Tc(lo)o ~ 2.53 only.

where X, the (n + 2) x (n + 2) covariance matrix (not to be confused with the entropy production defined above), is
solution of the Lyapunov equation [54]

AL +3AT = —D | (27)

with D = d.d” has only one non-zero element with d” = (1,0,0...0). To solve this equation for large n, one
can use the property that the eigenvalues of ¥, ordered as Ay > Ay > ... > A,49, decay very fast as their order
increases. Therefore, although ¥ is full-rank in the stability region, the numerical rank is very low. This feature
is commonly encountered in large-scale Lyapunov equations when the matrix in the right-hand side of the equation
has a low rank [55] 56]. Such equations typically arise in the study of the controllability and observability of linear
time-invariant (LTT) dynamical systems, with the matrix in the right-hand side having a rank equal to the number of
inputs or outputs in the system [7]. One can then use accurate low-rank approximations to the solution and consider
large values of n [57, [58]. When extremely high precision is required, one can also use the closed-form expression of
Y in terms of the Cauchy matrix built from the eigenvalues of A [55H57].

III. MATRIX RICCATI EQUATIONS AND THEIR PROPERTIES
A. Basic equations

We now come to the heart of the matter and derive the Riccati differential equations (RDEs) that will allow us
to investigate the time evolution of the moment generating functions G, »(t) = (e~4¢) in the steady state and to
extract the complete asymptotic form at large time:

Goa(t) ~ go(N)eteM (28)
where
1
to(N) = tlgrolo i In Go 2 (t) (29)

is the SCGF and g,(\) is the pre-exponential factor.
As will be discussed in detail in the following (see Sec. [IV B 1|, the domain of definition of the SCGF (i.e., the
values of A for which po(A) < 00) may depend on the observable. This is due to rare but large fluctuations of the



initial or final points of the stochastic trajectories that induce singularities in the pre-exponential factors. Therefore,
the knowledge of both 1 (A\) and go(\) is required to obtain the large-time behavior of the pdf P,(a,t) = (§(A; — at))
characterized by the rate function

1
Iy(a) = — flirrolo n In Py(a,t) . (30)

Large deviation theory tells us that if p,(A) exists and is differentiable, then I,(a) is given by the Legendre-Fenchel
transform [T}, 2]

I,(a) = m)z\lx[—)\a — to(A] (31)
In order to compute G, x(t), it is convenient to start from the restricted generating function G, x(u,tlug) =

<e‘“‘f«>u07u, where the initial and final configurations of the trajectories of duration ¢ are fixed at ug and u, respectively.
By definition, G, x(u,0jug) = 6(u — ug) and

Go(t) = /duop(uo)/du Go x(u,tjug) (32)

provided the integrals over uy and u converge. This suggests considering the time evolution of

Goa(ug,t) = /du Go x(u,tjug) (33)
and
Gf),)\(u, t) = /duo p(ug)Go (1, tjug) (34)
separately. They satisfy the initial conditions
Ga(1,0) =1 (35)
and
Goa(1,0) = p(u) . (36)

e superscript r an enote “right” and “left”, respectively. This notation will be justified later when considering
Th ipt d 1 denote “right” and “left” tively. This notati ill be justified later wh ideri
the long-time limit.)
Standard application of the Feynman-Kac formula (see, e.g., Ref. [59] for a pedagogical review) shows that
G2 (a0, t) evolves in time according to the backward Fokker-Planck equation
OGP (1o, t) = Lo 2G A (00, t) (37)

where £,  is the so-called tilted (or biased) generator given by [8] O]
1
L:o)\ =F- (V - /\go) + i(v - /\go) : D(V - Ago) s (38)

with F = Au in the case at hand. Explicit expressions of £, » for o = w, ¢, 0 are given in Appendix A. Likewise,
Gf)7 1 (u, ) satisfies the forward Fokker-Planck equation

OGL \(ut) = LT |Gl \(u,t) (39)

where EL/\ is the adjoint of L ».

Solving such linear partial differential equations beyond the long-time limit requires one to determine the whole
spectrum of the operators £, ) and Ll’ , and the associated eigenfunctions, which is a daunting or even impossible
task. In the present case, however, both the drift F and the vector function g, depend linearly on u so that we
can anticipate that the solutions of Egs. (37)) and with initial conditions and , respectively, are just
multivariate Gaussians. Specifically, we show in Appendix that

1 t
va/\(uo,t) = exp <2u0TCg(/\,t)u0 +/0 fg(/\’t’)dt’> (40a)

_ 1 t
Gl \(u,t) = [(2m)" "2 det 3] Y2 exp (—QuTOé(/\,t)u—i— / f},(A,t’)dt') , (40b)
0
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with
f200) = 5 TD(CI (1) + AB)] (412)
PN 1) = 5 THD(CHA, 1) — ABy)] — Tr(4) (41b)

Cr(\,t) and C! (), t) are symmetric matrices of dimension (n+2) x (n+2) which are solutions of the matrix differential
equations

Co(M 1) = Ro[CL(A1)] (42a)
CLAE) = Roa[ = CL(AB)] (42b)
with initial conditions
Co(X,0)=0 (43a)
cin0) =C, (43b)

respectively, where C'is the inverse of the covariance matrix 3. In these equations, R,  is a quadratic Riccati operator
acting on a general (n + 2) x (n + 2) matrix X as

Roa[X] = A(\)TX + XA,(\) — XDX + Ko()) , (44)

with
Ao,(\) = A— \DB, , (45)

and
K,(\) = XMA"B, + BTA) - \*BT DB, . (46)

The explicit expressions of the symmetric matrices K,(\) are given in Appendix Furthermore, since D;; = ;161
and Tr(A) = —(1/Qo + n?/7) in the present model, Egs. become

F 00 = = 5(Cu ) + ABo) (472)

n2

POV = 2 (€ (1) = ABo) + 5 + = (47h)
2 Qo

By integrating Gy ) (uo,t)p(ug) over up and Gf)))\(u, t) over u, we then obtain two expressions of the generating
function G, A(t),

det (CT(\, ¢ +C -1z
GO,A(t):[ ( d(etC) / frnt)dt) (48a)
det CL (), t —1/2
_[ e /f A )dt) (48b)

By construction, these two expressions® give the same result as long as the solutions of Eqs. (42)) exist (see the
discussion in the next section). But for the generating function G, x(t) to be finite it is mandatory that the matrices
C + Cr(A\t) and C!(\,t) are positive definite. As we shall see later in Sec. this crucial condition is not

5 Eq. is similar to the expression of the generating function derived by C. Kwon et al. [60] via a path-integral method for the
non- equlhbrlum work in linear diffusion systems. The role of the matrix C’l(A t) is played by a matrix A(T A) that obeys a non-linear
matrix equation similar to our Eq. - (with the matrix A playing the role of the matrix K, (\)). Likewise, Eq. (48a) corresponds
to Eq. (43) in the recent paper of J. du Buisson and H. Touchette [2§], Wlth 1/2)6”()\ t) replaced by the matrix Bk(t). From the
dictionary A - —k, A — —M, B, — I', one can easily check that the RDE (| corresponds to Eq. (60) in Ref. [2§] (with T'T = —-T
in Eq. (60) because I is assumed to be antisymmetric).
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always satisfied. Moreover, the equivalence between Egs. and may result from a nontrivial mathematical
mechanism.

Finally, let us note that an alternative expression of G, »(t) is available when the matrix C.(\, ') is invertible for
all t/ € [0,t]. If so, a few manipulations detailed in Appendix lead to

Go(t) = exp (—; /0 t Tr(Ko (WL (A ) + ADBO)dt’> , (49)

where XL (), 1), the inverse matrix of C(\,t), is solution of the complementary RDE

9 ILO1) = Ao ZLO 1) + SO AT () — LD KNS 1)+ D (50)

with initial condition
(X0 =%, (51)
In particular, using the fact that B, 11 = —2/Qo and K4(1) = 0 [Eq. ], Eq. readily yields
Goazi(t) = e/, (52)

which is the universal IFT for the fluctuating heat in underdamped Langevin processes [48]. This result is also directly
obtained from Eq. (42a) since the unique solution of the initial value problem is Cj (A =1,t) = 0, which implies that

f7(A = 1,t) = 1/Qo From Eq. (7a).

B. Properties of the Riccati differential equations (RDEs)

RDEs similar to Egs. , as well as the corresponding continuous algebraic Riccati equations (CAREs) whose
solutions are stationary solutions of the RDEs (see Sec. belovv)7 appear in many branches of applied mathematics,
the most prominent application being linear optimal control and filtering problems [7]. Within this framework, several
important issues have been extensively discussed in the literature such as the global existence of the solutions as one
varies the coefficients of the differential equation or the initial data, the convergence toward a particular solution of the
corresponding CARE as t — oo, and the mechanism of attraction (see Ref. [24] and references therein). In particular,
it is a standard result that the solution of the RDE (which is unique for a given initial condition) exists for ¢ € [0, 00)
and is symmetric, positive semidefinite if the source term (in the present case, the matrix K,(\) in Eq. ), the
quadratic term (i.e., the term X DX), and the initial condition are positive semidefinite. With additional conditions
on the coefficients, it is also proven that the solution converges monotonically to the maximal solution X+ of the
CARE (to be defined later) which turns out to be the unique symmetric positive semidefinite solution”.

Unfortunately, it is readily seen from Egs. — that neither K, (A\) nor K,(\) are positive semidefinite
(n eigenvalues are equal to 0, one is positive, and one is negative). Only K ,(A) > 0 for 0 < A < 1. This is an
essential difference with the standard situation treated in linear quadratic (LQ) optimal control, and it significantly
complicates the present study [61]. The consequences that will be explored in the rest of this paper and illustrated
numerically are the following:

1) the solutions of Eqgs. may exhibit a finite-time escape phenomenon, which means that they may blow up in
a finite time,

2) they may fail to converge (i.e., the solution may oscillate),

3) they may converge to a solution of the CARE which is not the maximal solution,

4) the maximal solution is not automatically positive semidefinite.

On the positive side, the Riccati operator defined by Eq. has a remarkable property that holds for arbitrary
matrices A, By, and D symmetric. Indeed, if S is a symmetric matrix, then

Roa[X] =R, A[X = AS] (53)

6 A similar, but slightly more complicated expression of the generating function can be obtained in terms of the inverse of the matrix
C + CI (A, t), when the latter exists.

7 From the viewpoint of control theory, the important feature is that the maximal solution X1 is “stabilizing”, i.e., all the eigenvalues of
the “closed-loop” matrix Ao(\) — DX T have negative real parts (see e.g. Ref. [25]).
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where RO , is the modified operator obtained by changing B, into B, = B, + 5. Therefore, when the matrices B,
characterizing the various observables only differ by their symmetric part S,, which is the case for the three observables
W, Q¢, 3 under consideration, one has

Roa[X] = Ro A[X + A(So — So)] - (54)

This “invariance” property allows one to compute all matrices C7, (A, t) and Cf), (A, t) by solving the RDEs correspond-
ing to a single operator R, » but with different initial conditions. Specifically, by letting X,/ (A, ¢) be the solution of

the RDE X, = Ry [Xo] with initial condition
Xo (A, 0) = A(So — S,) (55)
we obtain that
Ol 0 ) = Xor (A, 1) — A(Sor — S5) (56)
and, similarly, if X,/ (), ¢) is the solution of the RDE Xy = Ro[—Xor] with initial condition
Xor (A, 0) =C — A(Syr — So) (57)
we have that

CLA 1) = Xor (A 1) + M(Sor — So). (58)

1. Global existence of the solutions

We begin our study of the solutions of the RDEs by briefly discussing the issue of their global existence. First
of all, we note that the non-negativity of the diffusion matrix D implies that the solutions are bounded from above by
the solutions of the corresponding Lyapunov differential equations (i.e., Eqs. with D = 0) [62]. Since these upper
bounds do not blow up in finite time, the finite-time escape phenomenon, when it occurs, is due to the absence of a
lower bound and manifests itself by the divergence of the smallest eigenvalue of C7 (A, t) or C! (), ) toward —oo. This is
a crucial observation because it means that this eigenvalue, which is initially positive (as C+CT(\,0) = CL(A,0) = C),
vanishes before diverging to —oo. Therefore, this finite-time escape phenomenon is always preceded by the divergence
of the generating function G, »(t)®.

Let us focus on the case 0 < A < 1 for which we can take advantage of the semi-positiveness of the source term
K,(\) to draw definite conclusions about the global existence of the solutions of the RDEs and of the generating
function. It suffices to consider the “right” matrices CT()\ since the condltlon C + Cr(A\t) > 0 for all t € [0,00)
implies that C!(\,¢) > 0 (otherwise, the two expressions and (| of G, A (t) would not be consistent).

First of all, since Cy(A,0) = 0 and the RDE X = Rq7,\[ } has all the propertles of the RDEs encountered in LQ
optimal control [24], we can immediately assert that the matrix C7 (), t) exists and is positive semidefinite on [0, o).
Moreover, C'g()\, 0) = K4(\) > 0 and thus C7 (A, t) is monotonically non-decreasing [63]. Hence Cj(\,t) + C > 0 and
we conclude that the generating function Gy »(t) is always finite.

Reaching a conclusion about the existence and positiveness of the matrices C' + C7, (A, t) and C 4+ CZ(\,t) is less
straightforward. We first note from Eqgs. and that S, < 0 and S, — S; > 0. We then exploit the order-
preserving property of Riccati differential equations which states that the solutions depend monotonically on the
initial values [64]. Accordingly, the solutions X, (), t) and X, (A, t) of the RDE X = R, \[X], which correspond
respectively to the initial conditions X, (A,0) = —AS; > 0 and X, (A, 0) = A(S, — S;) > 0, satisfy X,y (A, t) > CF (A, 1)
and Xy (A, t) > C7(A,t). From the “invariance” relations and (with Sy, = 0) we then obtain

Cop(\ 1) = Xu(A 1) + AS, > CF (A t) + A8, (59)
and

CL(A 1) = Xo(At) = M(Sy — 8g) = Cr(A ) = A(S, — S,) - (60)

8 Note that the consistency between the two expressions of the generating function [Eqs. (48al) and (48b))] imposes that the determinants
of CZ(\,t) 4+ C and C (), t) vanish simultaneously, as will be observed later in the numerical examples (see, e.g., Fig. [10|in Sec. [V B 1.
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Furthermore, it can be shown that

T, T,

det[C' + ASy] = det[I 42 + AS Y] det C = (1 — A T )(1— /\?””) det C (61)

and
det[C' + A(Sy — Sy)] = (1 = \)? det C . (62)

As a result, C' + AS; > 0 for A < min(T/T,,T/T,) and C + A(Sy — Ss) > 0 for A < 1 (since all eigenvalues of these
matrices are positive for A = 0 and remain positive as long as the respective determinants do not vanish). From this
set of inequalities we conclude that

CoM)+C > Cp(Mt) +C+AS; >0, 0<A<min(1,7/T,,T/T,) (63)
and
CoMt)+C>CpMt)+C = A8y —87) >0, 0< A<, (64)

In consequence, the corresponding generating functions Gy, x(t) and G, (t) are always finite for values of A within
the above ranges. We stress that these conditions are sufficient but not necessary. Note also that the inequality
still holds for A = 1 if both T, and T, are smaller than 7. On the other hand, the strict inequality is replaced
by CZ(1,t) + C > 0. This special but important case A = 1 will be treated in detail in Sec.

2. Solutions of the RDEs and asymptotic behavior

Various methods for solving RDEs are available in the literature, including for large-scale problems [26]. Here, we
will use the classical approach that consists in transforming each quadratic differential equation into a linear system
of first-order Hamiltonian differential equations of double size [24]. We can then obtain a closed-form representation
of the solution which is suitable for analyzing the asymptotic behavior and the dependence on the initial condition.
Although this procedure is standard, it is worthwhile to replicate the derivation in the case at hand.

Consider first Eq. with initial condition . It can be checked by direct substitution that the solution can
be expressed as

Cg()‘vt) = Vor()‘vt)Ug()"t)_l ) (65)

where the matrices Ul (A, t) and V] (A, t) are solutions of the linear system

[Ug(x,t)] — O [UZ: (A,t)} , (66)

V(A1) Vo (A1)
with
T _ _Ao ) -D
w0 =2 it | o
and initial condition
Ug(X0)] _ (T2
i) = (6%
As a consequence,
UsN) | arooe [ Inte
[VJ()\,t)]_e 0 - (69)

The existence of the solution of Eq. (424) for all ¢ € [0, ] ensures that the corresponding matrix U} (X, ') is invertible
in this interval. Conversely, if U?(A,t') is nonsingular for all ¢’ € [0,¢], then C7 (), t') exists in the same interval and

is given by Eq. .
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A similar transformation holds for the solution C!(\,¢) of Eq. (42b), with U7(\t),V."()\,t) replaced by
UL\ 1), V(A t) and Egs. replaced by

g -]
with
1,0 = [}28% ATy ] ' (7)

The 2(n+2) x 2(n+2) matrices H (\) and H!()\) are Hamiltonian matrices which play a central role in the forthcoming
analysis®. Their spectral properties are investigated in Appendix l Cl Observe in particular that H?()\) and H!()\) are
invertible and that the eigenvalue spectrum only depends on the anti-symmetric part of the matrices B, (a property
that is shared by all linear current-type observables). In the present case, the anti-symmetric part is the same for the
three observables [Eq. . and owing to the fact that D;; = 61301, the characterlstlc polynomial of the Hamiltonian
matrices is shown in Appendix [C 1] to be given by

2Ag ,n ST T

e (FU Ly AL Tl (72)

(=1)"pu(A, s) = pa(s)pa(=s) — @2 - -

where p4(s), the characteristic polynomial of A, is given by Eq. ([24)).

For the sake of simplicity, we will assume in the following that the matrices H(\) and H.(\) are diagonalizable.
This is not an essential assumption but it simplifies the presentation as we can then avoid to deal with the more
complicated Jordan forms of the Hamiltonian matrices [24]. More important is the fact that the values of A will
be restricted to a certain open interval Dy = (Amin, Amax) for which HZ()\) and H!()\) have no purely imaginary
eigenvalues'?. As will be shown in Sec. [[VB 3] this restriction is justified by the fact that the values of A outside Dy
are irrelevant for the determination of the rate function I(a).

The condition A € Dy has two significant consequences:

e The Hamiltonian matrices are dichotomically separable [24], with n+2 eigenvalues s{ (A), s3 (), ...s;, 5(A) having
a positive real part and n + 2 eigenvalues s; (A) = —s{ (A), s; (A) = —s53 (A), ...s,, 1 5(A) = —s;, ,()) having a negative
real part (the eigenvalues are counted with their multiplicities and the ordering is arbitrary unless otherwise specified).

e Exact mathematical statements ensure that the corresponding algebraic Riccati equations have real symmetric
solutions (see the discussion in the next section).

Let us consider the matrix HJ (). As a result of the above assumptions, we can introduce a basis-change matrix
WZ(A) that diagonalizes HZ(\) such that

where J(X) = diag(s{ (A), s3 (A), .51 5(N)). Eq. then becomes

Ur(a, . e/t e [In

RO N R A Sl (7
We next partition the matrix W7 () into 4 blocks of size (n + 2) x (n + 2),
(75)

- erl(/\) erQ(/\)
Wo(/\) |:Wr21<)\) WTZZ(/\) :| )

where the first n + 2 columns are the eigenvectors relative to the eigenvalues sj()\) and the remaining columns are
the eigenvectors relative to the eigenvalues s; (A).

9 We recall that a real Hamiltonian matrix H of dimension 2(n+2) x 2(n+2) satisfies the equation [Ino.m 7In+2 ] H=-HT [ n(:_Q 718+2 ] 7

where I, 42 is the (n + 2) X (n + 2) identity matrix. The eigenvalues of H then come in quadruples: 1f s € C is an eigenvalue, so are
5,—s and —35, where an overline indicates complex conjugation.
10 One may have Apin = —00 but Amax is positive and finite.
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Now, suppose that the submatrix W/*?2()) is nonsingular, so that the matrix
Ty (A) == W27 W2t () (76)

exists. Simple manipulations, similar to those performed in Refs. [65] 66] and detailed in Append1x E then lead to
a representation of the solution of the RDE that only involves negative exponentials'!

Co(A\t) = W) + W2 By (A OIWEH ) + W) Py (A 0] 71 (77)
where
Pr(At) = e T ()= TVE (78)

Two important features of the solution are revealed by Eq. (77):

e C7(\,t) diverges at time ¢ if the matrix W/ (X) + WD (X)) Pr(A, t) is blngular Finite-time singularities in the
solution are thus poles corresponding to det[W211(\) + W 12(\) P, ()\ t)] = 0. (We recall that the generating function
Go i\ (t) diverges before the solution or the RDE blows up.)

e C7(\, t) converges towards the matrix C7+(\) = WL (A)[W211(X)] 7! as t — co. (This is true even if finite-time
singularities are present'2.)

As will be shown in the next subsection, C™()) is the so-called “maximal” (real symmetric) solution of the
corresponding algebraic equation and its existence is certified [67] (which means that the matrix W7 11()) is
nonsingular). On the other hand, the assumption that W22(\) is nonsingular, which is required for Eq. (77) to be
meaningful, may not be satisfied for some values of A. In other words, the condition det W*?2(\) # 0 ensures that
the initial matrix C7(X,0) = 0 belongs to the basin of attraction of C7t(\). Otherwise, Eq. (77) is no longer valid
and the solution of the RDE goes to another limit or may fail to converge (i.e., oscillates), as will be discussed
in Sec.

Likewise, the solution of Eq. can be represented as

Co(A 1) = W (A) + W2 Py O] (N) + W2 (N Py(x )] (79)
where
Py(A 1) = e TOITI (e TVE (80)
and
To\) = = g2 (\) = CWEBE ) W (V) = CWEH (V)] (81)

This requires that the matrix W.22(\) — CWLI2()) is nonsingular. If true, C!(\,t) converges asymptotically toward
the matrix CLH(\) = Wh2L(\) WA (X)]~! which is the maximal (real symmetric) solution of the corresponding
CARE and whose existence is also guaranteed (implying that W%1!()\) is nonsingular). Moreover, it is easily seen
from the structure of the Hamiltonian matrices H’ (\) and H!()\) that

|:Wé’11 Wcl),12 :| [ Wr12 Wg,ll

T, T 82
Wé’Ql Wcl),22 W 22 Wo,21 ( )

As a result, CLT(\) = —W2(\)[Wr12(\)] L
For future reference, it is instructive to rewrite the conditions of convergence towards C7:+(\) and CLT(\) as

det W22(\) = det WH (X)) = det CLH(N) det WETE(N) #0 (83)
and

det[Wh22(X) — CWEI2(A)] = det[W2H(N) + CWIAL(A)] = det[CT T (A) + C] det WIHH(A) £ 0 . (84)

11 We leave to the reader the proof that Eq. 1b does not depend on the choice of the basis-change matrix W7 (\).
12 In fact, solving the linear system of ODEs (66)) instead of the original RDE is a practical method to bypass singularities, which is needed
in certain applications, in particular for boundary-value problems [68].
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As det Wh()) and det W -1 ()\) are # 0, this implies the following equivalences:

det CLT(\) #£0 < CT(\t) = CTFH(N) (85a)
det[CTFN) +Cl #0 < C L\ t) — CLH () (85b)

These dual relations will be used again and again in the following. They are one of the main reasons for which it is
fruitful to study the generating functions G, , (ug,t) and G} , (u,t) together.

Finally, we stress that the representations and of the solutions of the RDEs not only reveal the most
significant features of the solutions but are also useful for numerical calculations. Indeed, as shown in Appendix
we have explicit expressions of the basis-change matrices W (\) and W} (\) as a function of the eigenvalues of the
Hamiltonian matrices. We can then only consider the RDE corresponding therator R, and compute all matrices

56

CT(A\t) and C!(\,t) by changing the initial conditions and using relations (56| and .

C. Fixed points of the Riccati flows

How does one know that the matrices C7F(\) and CL*(\) exist and what are their properties? To answer these
questions, we now consider the stationary versions of the RDEs ,

RoalC5(N)] =0 (86a)
Ron[—CLN)] =0, (86b)

which are referred to as continuous-time algebraic Riccati equations (CARES) in the context of optimal control. These
equations may have no solutions at all or multiple solutions, including complex and non-symmetric ones, and we first
recall how these solutions, in particular real symmetric ones, can be built.
It is known that there is a one-to-one correspondence between the solutions of a CARE and certain invariant
subspaces of the associated Hamiltonian matrix (see Refs. [67) 69, [70] for review& Let us consider for instance Eq.
86b))

and denote a solution by C5 ™ () (then —C5*)(\) is a solution of Eq. ( . A direct calculation yields

In+2 In+2 ~
HI(N) | fry(n = | A (a —Ao(N) + DCP (A 87
s |ty | = ety |10+ peze. (57)
which shows that the columns of the matrix {CrI?;)i A) ] span a graph invariant subspace!'® of H” (\) and the eigenvalues
of —AO()\)—l—DCA'g’(a) (A) are a subset of the eigenvalues of H] (). This simple fact leads to the following characterization

of the solutions [7I]: Each solution C’g’(a)(/\) corresponds to a set S)(\a) of n + 2 eigenvalues s,,, Sa,, of

e Saup o

H! (M) [specifically, the eigenvalues of —Ay(\) + D(j'g’(a)()\)] and n + 2 associated eigenvectors ey, = {Z?J} (with

Yo, %0, € C"*+2), such that

Co @A) = Zp D WY@ ) (83)
where Yy (*) (A) = [y, Yag: Yo, and Zg’(a)()\) = [z, %0, +Zq,,,,]- The invertibility of the (n +2) x (n + 2)

matrix Y2 (1) is the condition ensuring that the solution C5*)(\) exists, and conversely. The solutions of Eq.
(86b|) can be characterized in the same manner, with the index r replaced by [ and A, () replaced by —Ay(\) in Eq.

1j (Recall that HZ(A) and HJ(A) have the same eigenvalue spectrum so that ég’(“)(/\) and C’é’(a)(A) correspond
to the same subset Sga) of eigenvalues of H”(\) and H!(\).)

13 The graph of a matrix X is defined as the (n + 2)-dimensional subspace
GO =t |2 | e 202

where Im denotes the image or column space of a matrix [67]. A subspace of C2("+2) is called a graph subspace if it has the form G(X)
for some X.
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Interestingly, the solutions of Egs. for an observable o’ can be readily obtained from the solutions for the
observable o. This results from the invariance property of the Riccati operator R, », which yields

) = CPO ) + A(So — Sar) = CH @ (N) + A(Bo — Bor) (892)
CHO () = CEO () = A(So — Sor) = CH@(A) = A(Bo — Boy) . (89b)

As a result,
) + LN = ER@O ) + CE@ () (90)

Note that C’gi(a) (M) and C’éZ(a)( A) correspond to the same set S( *) of elgenvalues as Co(@(\ (M) and C’é’(a)(A), which is

the set of eigenvalues of the matrices —Ao(\) + DCE’ (a)( A) and A, (A) + DCh a)( A). Indeed, from the definition of
Ao(N) [Eq. (45)], one has

—Ao(A) + DCT @ (X) = —A + ADBy + DIC5 ™ (A) — A(Bo — By/] = — Ao (M) + DC7 () (91a)
Ag(N) + DCEH@(X) = A — ADB, + D[C5 ™) (\) + A(Bo — Bo/)] = Ay (A) + DCL (N) (91b)
Another interesting consequence of Egs. is that

Col M) = Ol sy = ABosym (92a)
Co @A) = Cymtisym ) + ABosymn (92b)
where B, sym = (B, + BI)/2 is the symmetric part of the matrix B, and C’O’gﬁmym(/\) and C’O antlsym()\) are the

solutions of the CAREs (86) associated with B, antisym = (Bo — BT)/2. Consequently,
ég><a><A> +CEIN) = Ciiym V) + Gy () (93)

In accordance with Egs. , we associate to each solutions €™ (M) and ek O‘)()\) of the CAREs the scalar
functions

fre) = —%Tr[D(ég’(a)(A) +ABo)] (942)
L(e)()) = —%Tr[D(C*Q(“)(A) — AB,)] — Tr(4) . (94b)

These two functions are actually equal and independent of the observables. This follows from the fact that S;O‘) =

{50, 1712 is the spectrum of both —A,(\) + DC’S’(O‘)(A) and A,(\) + DC’(I)’(Q)(A), whatever o, as we just noticed. As
a consequence,

n+2
D 50, (A) = Tr[=Ag(A) + DCI O (N)] = Tr[Ao(A) + DCH@ ()] . (95)

Using the definition of A,(\) [Eq. (45)], this yields £5@ () = f2@(\) = @ () with

n+2

0N = )+ Z Sa,(N)] - (96)

So far, we have considered all solutions of Eq. (assuming that they exist). However, in the present context we
are only interested in real symmetric solutions. It turns out that the existence of such solutions is ensured due to the
following two properties of the matrices involved in the Riccati operator R, » defined by Eq. [72):

i) the matrix D is positive semidefinite,

ii) the pair of matrices (A,(\), D) is controllable**

14 A standard result in control theory is that a pair (A, B), where A is a n X n matrix and B is a n X m matrix, is controllable if the rank
of the n x nm matrix [B, AB, A2B,...A"~1B] is equal to n [7]. It is easy to show that the pair (A, (\), D) satisfies this crucial property
by using the equivalent PBH (Popov-Belevitch-Hautus) test which states that there must be no nonzero left eigenvector v of Ao (\)
such that vI' - D = 0. Since D;; = ;16;1, the second condition imposes that vl = (0, v2,v3, ...vn+2)T. The first condition then yields
v = v3... = Up42 = 0, as can be readily checked by inspection.
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These properties also ensure that [73] :

e Each real symmetric solution ég’(“>()\) or C’é’(a)()\) corresponds to a set Sﬁa) of eigenvalues of H’(\) and H!())
such that s € Sg\a) implies 5 € Sga) and —5 ¢ Sga).

e The matrices CH(X\) = WH2L () [WHH(A)] 7! and CLH(A) = WE2L(A)[WET(A)] ! introduced previously exist
and are the mazimal real symmetric solutions of Egs. and with respect to the positive definiteness ordering.
They are obtained by taking Sia) to be the set S; = {sf, s;, ...s:;rz} of eigenvalues with a positive real part (see the
partitioning of the basis change matrices W7 ()\) and W/())). Likewise, the matrices C7>~(\) = W22 (\)[Wr12(X)] 71
and CL—(X) = WE22(A) [WE2(X)] ! exist and are the minimal solutions obtained from the set S = {s7, 5 ,...5;, o
of eigenvalues with a negative real part. This means that all other real symmetric solutions € (A) (resp. C¥ (@) M)
are such that C~(\) < ) () < CoF(N) (resp. CL= () < L (/\) < CLH(N).

The maximal solutions C”+(\) and C5+(\) can be shown to be analytic functions of A [74], but at variance with

the common situation in LQ optimal control [67] these matrices are not necessarily positive semidefinite. On the other
hand, since

Gty =-Cr~ ()

Com () =-C5* () (97)
from the relation between the basis change matrices W[ ()\) and W!()\) [Eq. ], we have
Gt +Cet(N) =Crr () =g (\) > 0. (98)

As shown in Appendix E, C’Q*(A) and C’é*(A) have another important property: They are the only solutions of the
CAREs that satisfy C7*(0) = 0 and CL*(0) = C. Slnce G " a—o(uo,t) =1 and G on=0(u,t) = p(u) for all ug,u
and ¢t from the definition of the generating functions [Eqgs. ( and . these condltlonb must be obeyed by the

solutions of the RDEs (42al) and (42b)), respectively'®
Finally, we introduce the function f*()) associated with the maximal solutions of the CAREs which will play a

prominent role in the following. Since the maximal solutions correspond to the set S)J\r, we have

n+2

JANOVEE ) + Z 5; (99)

from Eq. . fT(\) stands out among the functions f(®)()\) associated with the other solutions of Egs. because
of the following three properties: . .

i) it is an analytic function of A in the interval Dy (since C”F(\) and CLF()\) are analytic);

ii) it satisfies

fro)=0, (100)

as can be readily seen by inserting C’Q"‘(O) = 0 into Eq. 1 16,
iii) it obeys the inequality

FON) > FH), for 8 #£ S (101)

Indeed, a set Sga) #+ S;\r contains m(®) # 0 eigenvalues S5, with a negative real part and n +2 — m(®) eigenvalues s&
with a positive real part. In consequence,

n+2 m(®) n+2—m(® n+2 m(e)
Y osaN =D s N+ Y sE =5 -2 sh, (), (102)
i=1 i=1 i=m(e) 11 i=1 i=1

15 Tt is suggested in Ref. [28] that the behavior at A = 0 can be used to select the correct asymptotic fixed point of the differential equation
among all the solutions of the corresponding CARE. However, this is not a viable procedure in general as it assumes that these solutions
are known analytically, which is only true for simple two-dimensional systems. By showing that the maximal solution is the one that
satisfies the exact condition at A = 0 we overcome this obstacle. Furthermore, we must keep in mind that the solution of the RDE may
not be a continuous function of A\, as will be seen in Sec. @

16 Alternatively, one can use the fact that pg(0,5) = (—1)"pa(s)pa(—s) from Eq. . Therefore, the zeros of py (0, s) with a positive

real part are the zeros of p4(—s) and Z?Jrf s+( ) = —Tr(A).
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where we have used the symmetry of the eigenvalues with respect to the imaginary axis. Inserting the above into Eq.

and using Eq. , we then obtain

(@)

FON =) == s5.(N)>0. (103)

i=1

An alternative expression of fT()) in terms of the spectral density of the process will be derived in Sec. [[VB 2

IV. TIME EVOLUTION OF THE MOMENT GENERATING FUNCTIONS

Equipped with the explicit representations of the time-dependent solutions C” (), t) and C!(\,t) of the RDEs
[Eqgs. and ], with the definition of the maximal solutions C*()) and CL*(\) of the CAREs , and with
the expression of the function f*()), we are now in position to study the time evolution of the moment generating
function G, x(t) given by Egs. and in particular their long-time behavior. We will then explicitly compute the
SCGF puo(A) and the sub-exponential prefactors go(A). We recall that the values of A are restricted to the interval
Dy = (Amin; Amax) for which the Hamiltonian matrices have no purely imaginary eigenvalues and the existence of real
symmetric solutions of the CARESs is ensured!”.

To make it more concrete, the forthcoming discussion is illustrated by numerical results obtained for a gamma-
distributed delay with n = 5 (which generates a system of n + 2 = 7 dynamical variables). Although this is still far
from the case of a discrete delay, the gamma distribution is already markedly peaked around ¢ = 7 and further
investigations show that the qualitative behavior of the fluctuations does not change significantly for larger values of
n. We choose (rather arbitrarily) Qo = 2, so that the harmonic oscillator is in a moderate underdamped regime, and
a feedback gain ¢ = 1.5. We then vary 7 in order to illustrate different types of behavior. For these values of the
parameters, the system reaches a stable stationary state for all values of 7. The absence of destabilizing/stabilizing
Hopf bifurcations such as those shown in Fig. 1 is irrelevant to our discussion.

A. Finite-time divergences

As mentioned in Sec. the generating function G, () given by Egs. may diverge in a finite time,
depending on the observable o and the value of A. In some cases one can prove from the outset that such divergence
does not take place [see for instance Eqgs. (63)) and ] In general, however, one needs to numerically compute
Cr(A,t) from Eq. or CL(\t) from Eq. (79). By increasing (resp. decreasing) A from 0 to Apax (vesp. from 0
to Amin) at a given £, one can then determine the first value of A for which det(C”(\,t) + C) = det C! (), ) = 0 (we
recall that the two determinants vanish simultaneously since the expressions and of G, (t) are consistent
as long as the matrices C7(\,t) and CL(\,t) exist). This defines a time-dependent interval Do (t) = (Mg (£), AJ (¢))
such that C' + CZ(\,t) > 0 and CL(\,t) > 0 for all A € D, (). Accordingly, G, x(t) is finite for A € D,(t) and diverges
at A = A\, (¢t) and A = A\ (¢). Since the very definition of the SCGF requires that lim; oo (1/t)In Go 1 (t) < oo, the
domain of existence of the SCGF is D, (00).

Two typical examples of the evolution of the determinants with A at different times are shown in Figs. [2] and [3]
together with the corresponding moment generating functions. The calculations are performed for the observable W;
but the same type of results are obtained for the other observables. Inspection of the characteristic polynomial pg(s)
reveals that A, = —472.080 and Apax >~ 1.019 for 7 = 1 and Ay, >~ —5.118 and Apax ~ 1.665 for 7 = 3. Moreover,
it is found that T, /T ~ 1.663, T,,/T =~ 0.570 for 7 = 1 and T, /T ~ 1.152, T;,/T ~ 0.857 for 7 = 3. We can thus infer
from Eq. that the matrices C7 (), ) + C and C. (), t) are always positive definite and the generating function
Guw.(t) is always finite for values of A in the range 0 < A < 0.601 for 7 =1 and 0 < X < 0.868 for 7 = 3.

By comparing Figs. [2|and [3] we can see at once that the width of the interval D,,(t) does not decrease monotonically
with time for 7 = 3, in contrast to the case 7 = 1. (Note in passing that G, (t) does not satisfy the symmetry
A <> 1 — X; see the discussion in Ref. [10].) The difference between these two cases is even more manifest if we plot

17 This does not mean that real symmetric solutions of the RDEs do not exist for A € Dy, but they blow up at some finite time. Note also
that the extremal solutions of the CAREs may also exist when the Hamiltonian matrices have purely imaginary eigenvalues. However,
this requires that the partial multiplicities of these eigenvalues are all even [75], and one can show that it is not the case for the model
under study.
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FIG. 2: (Color on line) (a) Plots of det C% (), t)/ det C (solid lines) and det(C, (A, t) + C)/det C' (dashed lines) versus X for
t=3,5,10 and 7 = 1. (b) Corresponding moment generating function G ().

FIG. 3: (Color on line) (a) Plots of det C,(),t)/ det C (solid lines) and det(CZ (X, t) 4+ C)/det C (dashed lines) versus A for
t =3,5,10 and 7 = 3. (b) Corresponding moment generating function G x(t).

the evolution of the determinants with ¢ at fixed A, as done in Fig. [] (for brevity, we only show the behavior of
det C! (), t) and focus on negative values of \).

In both cases, there is a critical value of A above which det C (), ) > 0 at all times and the generating function is
always finite. For smaller values of A, Figs. a) and b) depict two different scenarios. For 7 = 1, the determinant
vanishes at a unique time ¢, (\) which increases monotonically to infinity as A approaches the critical value. In this
case t,,(\) is just the inverse function of Ay (t). For 7 = 3, the curves cross the ¢ axis a number of times (as the
smallest eigenvalue of the matrix changes its sign), so that the determinant is positive in a certain time range, then
negative, then positive again, etc. The function t;,(\) is thus multivalued and the fact that the positive parts of the
curves disappear at different times explains the non-monotonic behavior observed in Fig. [3| as ¢ varies.
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det(C', (\9/C)

FIG. 4: (Color on line) Time evolution of det C% (), t)/det C for 7 = 1 (a) and 7 = 3 (b). The values of A decrease from top
to bottom and det Cl, (), t) is always positive for A > —0.963 (red curve in panel a) or A > —1.51 (red curve in panel b). The
parts of the curves corresponding to det Cfu(/\, t) < 0 are plotted as dashed lines.

A similar behavior is observed for A > 0 and this eventually leads to Figs. a) and b) which describe how the
domain of existence of Gy, \(t) evolves with time. Note that Af () > 0.601 for 7 = 1 and A} (¢) > 0.868 for 7 = 3, in
agreement with the predictions of Eq. .

04 B

=2-04— — [/ q

. d
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FIG. 5:  (Color on line) Evolution of the domain of existence of the generating function G, x(t), the interval D, (t) =
(A5 (1), A5(t)), for 7 =1 (a) and 7 = 3 (b). The matrices C + C, (), t) and Ci, (), t) are positive definite and G, A (t) is finite
in the unshaded regions. At fixed t, Gy 1 (t) diverges as A — Af(t) and A — Ay (¢) (solid red lines). The black dashed lines
indicate the limits Ay; and Aws2 of the interval Dy, (see Fig. [8[ below).

We stress that the generating function G, (t) is finite at time ¢ if det CL (\,t) > 0 whatever the sign of the
determinant for ¢ < ¢. Otherwise, one would not obtain the same values of the thresholds A, () and A}, (¢) by varying
A at fixed ¢ or varying ¢ at fixed A, and the results displayed in Fig. b) would not be consistent with those in Fig.
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We thus disagree with the statement made by C. Kwon et al in Ref. [60] that the generating function'® is well
defined only when the determinant is positive for all ¢ < ¢, which implies that the threshold is “frozen” beyond a
critical time!?. For 7 = 3, this would amount to rejecting the non-monotonic dependence of A} () and A, (¢) on time
displayed in Fig. b). We therefore dispute the claim that the generating function jumps discontinuously to infinity
beyond this critical time (see Fig. 2(b) in Ref. [60]) and we challenge the existence of the so-called “dynamic phase
transitions” discussed in Refs. [60, [76, [77].

In fact, the behavior of A, (¢) and A} (¢) with ¢ can be directly checked by looking at the pdf P;(8W; = W). Indeed,
the divergences of Gy, »(t) at A\E(#) signal that P;(W) has exponential tails. More precisely, the numerical solution of
the RDE reveals that det C! (X, 1) ~ det(C7 (A, 1) + C) ~ (A — XE(t)) as A — AE(t), so that, from Egs. 7

Gua(t) ~ (A= AE(t) /2 (104)
and, thus [60],
e)\j(t)w

T
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FIG. 6: (Color on line) The pdf P,(W) versus W for 7 = 3 at different times: ¢ = 3 (blue stars), 5 (red circles), and 10
(black squares). P;(W) is obtained from numerical simulations of N = 5.10° samples. The straight lines on the right-hand side
correspond to the asymptotic form (L05) with the numerical values of A (t) taken from Fig. [5b).

In Fig. @ the pdf obtained by numerically integrating the set of dynamical equations @ forn =5and 7 =3 is
plotted in the semi-log scale. It is manifest that the slopes of the tails of the pdf do not vary monotonically with time
and they are very well described by the asymptotic form (see the solid lines on the right-hand side).

Remarkably, the nontrivial behavior of A\ (t) for 7 = 3 also affects the variance (W2). = (W?2) — (W})? =
0?In Gy A(t)/0? N x=0. As shown in Fig. the non-monotonic variation of (W2). for 7 = 3 is related to the
evolution of the width 1,,(t) = A/ (t) — A, (t) of the interval D, (t). Since the variance is larger when [,,(t) is smaller
and (W2). ~ u!’ (0)t as t — oo (where p,(\) = fT()) is the SCGF - see Sec. below), this relation is made
more visible by comparing l,,(t) to the inverse of (W2). — u!/ (0)t, as done in Fig. [7|b). So the pdf P,(W) does not
necessarily become more distributed as ¢ increases, as could be naively expected.

18 We recall that our expression 1) of the generating function is similar to the one derived in Ref. [60].
19 We are indebted to Marco Zamparo for providing us with a simple example illustrating that this assertion is erroneous.
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FIG. 7: (Color on line) (a) Time evolution of the variance (W2). for 7 = 1 and 7 = 3. The circles represent the results of the
numerical simulation. (b) The width l,,(t) = Af(¢) — Ay (¢) of the interval D, (t) for 7 = 3 (red dashed line) is compared to
[(W)e — 11, (0)]~F (solid black line).

B. Long-time behavior
1. Domain of existence of the scaled-cumulant generating function (SCGF)

We now focus on the behavior for ¢ — co. As can be seen in Fig. [5| the thresholds A\ (t) converge to finite values
A% (00). More generally, for an observable o, Do (t) — Do(00) = (A5 (00), Al (00)) with Do(00) € Dpy. On the other
hand, the analysis of Sec. tells us that C7(\, 1) — C™T()\) and CL(\,t) — CbF()) for generic values of A € Dy
(i.e., for values of A such that det CL+(X) # 0 and det(C7T(X) + C) # 0). Therefore, Dy (c0), the domain of existence
of the SCGF, coincides with the interval Dy = (Ao1, Ao2) for which the matrices C7H(\) + C and CLF()) are both
positive definite. Generically,

Do(00) = D, C D, (106)

with D, = Dy when these matrices C7()\) + C and ChT()) are positive definite for all A € Dy.

This is verified numerically in Fig. [8 which shows the variation of the determinants of C7F(\)+C and CL+(\) with
A for the same values of the parameters as in Figs. For 7 =1 and 7 = 3, it is found that the two determinants
are positive for A € (—0.963,0.649) and A € (—1.722,1.200), respectively, and these values are in excellent agreement
with the thresholds A, (co) and A} (oo) that can be extrapolated from Fig. [5| Note that A1, the lower limit of the
interval D,,, here corresponds to det CLT (A1) = 0 (with det(CT (Aw1) + C) # 0) whereas Ay2, the upper limit,
corresponds to det(CH (Ays) + C) = 0 (with det CLT (Ay2) # 0)20.

At first sight, the latter observation may seem to contradict the fact that the determinants of the matrices C (), )
and C7,(\,t) + C vanish for the same values of A, i.e., Ay () or Af(¢) (see Figs. 2 and [3)). To solve this puzzle we need
to look more closely into the long-time behavior of the determinants at the boundaries of the interval Dy, = (Aw1, Aw2)-
This is done in Fig. [9]for 7 = 1 where for conciseness we only consider the behavior of det(C?, (), )+ C) in the vicinity
of A1 =~ —0.963.

What this figure reveals is that det(C7, (), t) + C) strongly deviates from det(C”t(\) 4+ C) as A decreases before
vanishing at A = A, (#). This contrasts with the behavior of det C!,(\,t) that smoothly approaches det C‘fv"’()\) as

20 This is not a general feature and the opposite behavior is observed for other values of the parameters (for instance g = 1 and 7 = 3) or
for the other observables.
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FIG. 8: (Color on line) det C4*()\)/ det C (solid lines) and det(CZ;(\) + C)/ det C (dashed lines) as a function of A for 7 =1
(a) and 7 = 3 (b) (in both panels, the largest value of A is Amax). The arrows indicate the range D, of values of A for which
the matrices C7;"()\) 4+ C and C4F () are both positive definite.

FIG. 9: (Color on line) det(C% (A, t) 4+ C)/ det C' (symbols) and det(C% (X, t)/ det C' (solid lines) as a function of A for 7 = 1
and t = 10, 15,20. The solid and dashed black lines represent det C;*(\)/ det C and det(C7+(\) + C)/ det C, respectively, like
in Fig. [§

t increases. In addition, det(C! (A, t) + C) diverges to —oo for A very close to (but smaller than) A, (¢), signaling
that the solution of the RDE blows up. Another striking feature is that the value of the determinant for
A = Ay1 (indicated by the vertical line in the figure) is approximately independent of time (as the three representative
curves cross each other at almost the same point). This suggests that lim;_, o det(C?, (Ay1,t) + C) is finite but differs
from det(C7F (A1) + C). This is indeed confirmed by Fig. which shows the time evolution of det C. (A, ) and
det(Cr (M, t) + C) for values of A close to Ay1. One can see that det(C (Ay1,t) + C)/det C = 1.17 at large times

whereas det(CTH (A1) + C)/ det C ~ 2.98.
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FIG. 10: (Color on line) Time evolution of det C% (), t)/det C' (solid lines) and det(Cp, (), t) 4+ C)/det C' (dashed lines) for
7 = 1 and different values of A close to Ayw1 >~ —0.963. The red lines correspond to A = Ay1.

This phenomenon is rather subtle but should come as no surprise. Indeed, as predicted by Eq. , the condition
det CLF (A1) = 0 implies that the solution of the RDE does not go asymptotically to C7F (1) and, as a result,
det(Cl (Aw1,t — 00) + C) # det(ChH (A1) + C). As a matter of fact, a similar behavior takes place in the vicinity of
Aw2, With the roles of C7, (), t) + C and C! (), ) inverted?!, and it is also observed for 7 = 3. More generally, this is
one of the two scenarios that may occur at the limits of the domain of definition of the SCGF when D, C Dy (i-e.,
Aol > Amin and Ao2 < Amax). This is a nontrivial issue which will be further discussed in Sec. IV C| An important
case is Ag2 = 1, as it concerns the fluctuation theorem for the heat and the conjecture (17) for the apparent
entropy production.

2. Ezxpressions of the SCGF and of the pre-exponential prefactors

Now that the domain of existence of the SCGF has been identified as f)o = (Ao1, Ao,2), We derive explicit expressions
for the SCGF p,(A) and the pre-exponential factors go(A) when Ao; < A < Ag2. Since C!(A,t)+C — CoH(AN)+C >0
and CL(\,t) — CLH(X\) > 0, we have

fE ) = FT (V)
fot) = fH(N) (107)

and from Eqs. we obtain the two asymptotic expressions

1 A
G (0,1) ~ gh(N) exp (= 5ug €5 (Aug) el (108a)
1 A
Goa(ut) ~ gh(N) exp (= gu” CF (u)el " (108b)

21 This explains the abrupt decrease of det C*(),t) in the vicinity of Af;(t) ~ 0.65 for t = 10 in Fig. a).
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with

e =esp ([ anlzonn - o) (1090)

0 = (24N e ([T artsinn - o) (109b)

Integrating G7, , (1o, t)p(uo) over the initial state ug and ijy/\(u, t) over the final state u, we finally get

Goa(t) ~ go(N)e! VT (110)
with
e v+ —1/2 oo
) = [FLEEEEON ™ o ([T atirz00 - 14001 (1112)
et L+ —1/2 00
=[S e ([T arisinn - o) (111b)

Eq. is a central result of our work as it shows that for A € D, the SCGF to(A) defined in Eq. is equal
to the function f*(\) which is associated with the maximal solutions of the CAREs . The SCGF is therefore
the same for the three observables Wy, Q; and ¥; since the corresponding matrices B, have the same anti-symmetric
part, which implies that the Hamiltonian matrices have the same spectrum. On the other hand, the interval D, and
the pre-exponential factor g,(A) depend on the observable. In particular, the expressions of go(\) diverge at
the boundaries of D,22.

The SCGF can be computed from Eq. 7 i.e., from the eigenvalues of the Hamiltonian matrices. This is a
standard numerical task, even for large n, but we now derive an equivalent and even more convenient expression as
an integral over frequency. To this end, we use the property that each symmetric solution, G5 () or G5 (N), of
the CAREs gives rise to a factorization of the characteristic polynomial pg (A, s) of H?(A\) and H.(\) in the form [25]

pH()‘v 8) = (_1)nq(a)(>\’ S)q(a)(A, _S) s (112)

where ¢(®) (), s) is the characterlstlc polynomlal of the matrices —A,(\) +DCr ()\) and A, () +DCL (M\). (Owing
to the invariance relations (91, ¢(®) (), s) does not depend on the observable.) Eq. . follows from

Lo 0O }1 . [ Iis O }
Ar, (o HZ) A Ar, (o =
[C’o’( )()\) Inio (A) COV( )()\) Inio

and a similar relation involving Cé’(a)()\) and H!()\). Focusing on the maximal solutions C7"*(X) and CLT()), we
then define the rational function

—As(\) + DL () D

0 [Ao(A) — DEL O ()T (113)

GT(\s) = , (114)

where pa(s) is the characteristic polynomial of the drift matrix A given by Eq. . As a result, GT(\,s) has n + 2
zeros but no poles in the closed right half plane (since all eigenvalues of A have a negative real part). In addition,

n+2 n+2

g (\8) = H(s — s Z shys"t + (115)
and
pa(s) = s"T2 - Tr(A)s" + ... | (116)

22 However, this does not mean that the actual prefactor diverges at Ao1 or Aoz, as discussed in Sec.
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so that the function LT (), s) defined through
Gt(\s)=[1+LT(\s)! (117)

has a relative degree equal to 1. (The relative degree is the difference between the degrees of the polynomials in the
denominator and in the numerator. In control theory, Lj(s) would be interpreted as a proper, scalar rational loop
transfer function of a feedback system [3, [7].) A standard application of Cauchy’s residue theorem, known as Bode’s
sensitivity integral in control theory [3, [7], then yields

100 n+2
1 1
i) ds In|GT()\, s)| = ZE:I si(\) — §/$+()\) , (118)

where the integration is performed along the imaginary axis in the complex s-plane, and

_ gt
KHO) = lim sLF(,5) = lim $2AG) —C(05)
s—00 5500 pA(s)

n+2

=" sF ) - Te(4) . (119)
i=1

Inserting Egs. (118) and (119) into Eq. (99)), we obtain that

1 100 N
TN = —— ds In|G™ (A, s)|,
PO =5 [ dsmmietns)
(120)
which thanks to Egs. (112)), (114)), and can then be rewritten as
[ (=1)"pr (A, s)
TN = —— ds In ————-"-~+
V=0 pAG)P
1 100 2 1— 3Ty _ (1 ST\n
——— [ dsh [1 - if(ﬁ)%s( x) (2+ x) (121)
AT J_ oo Qy 7 Ipa(s)|

Note that the integral is finite as py (A, s) has no purely imaginary roots for A € Dy.
We can further transform Eq. (121]) by replacing the Laplace variable s by the frequency w = is and introducing
the response function y,(w) defined in Fourier space by z(w) = xn(w)é(w). It is readily found from Eq. that

. =
Xn(w) = (—w2—7+1—7(1—7)—") : (122)
which can be also expressed as

n, (1)

. _(D\n n’ 123
) = (B s (123)
by using Eq. . Eq. (121) is then recast as
1 [d 4\
=3 / % In [1 - Q—ggwsinn(wTﬂxn(w)F] , (124)
where we have defined the n-dependent sine-like function
1 (%7 (%]
i, (z) = —[(1— —)™" — (14 —)™ 125
sin (@) = 2101 27— (14 By (125)
which satisfies lim,_, sin,(z) = sin(z). As a consequence, fT()\) is simply expressed in terms of the spectral
density |xn(w)[?>. This shows the connection between the Riccati formalism and the results in the mathematical

literature [32H35] for the SCGF of stationary Gaussian processes®3.

23 These results concern quadratic observables instead of linear currents but one can easily adapt the present derivation to such observables
and obtain an integral representation of the SCGF similar to one given in the first line of Eq. (121).
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FIG. 11: (Color on line) (a) Function f*(\) computed from Eq. for n =5, 7 =1 and 7 = 3. The parts of the curves in
red correspond to the interval D,, for which the SCGF p, () is finite and equal to f¥(\) (see Fig. [8) and the vertical dashed
lines indicate the limits Amin and Amax of Dp, the interval of definition of f*()\) (Amin =~ —472.8 for 7 = 1, which is outside
the scale of the figure). (b) Corresponding rate function I,,(a). The parts of the curves in red are obtained from the Legendre
transform and the linear parts in black are obtained from Egs. (127).

The behavior of f+(\) with A for n =5, 7 = 1 and 7 = 3 is shown in Fig. [[1{a). This illustrates two important
properties of the function: i) f*()) has infinite slopes at the boundaries of Dy and ii) f()) is convex in Dy (we
already know that this function is differentiable). Accordingly, the Legendre-Fenchel transform that relates the
SCGF to the rate function reduces to the usual Legendre transform. Specifically, defining A*(a) as the (unique)
solution of df 7 (\)/d\|x=x+ = —a, one has [I]

I(a) = —aX* — fT(A\*) for \*(a) € D, . (126)

If D, = Dy the function I (a), which does not depend on the observable, is asymptotically linear as a — —oo (resp.
a — +o00) with slope —Apax (resp. *)\min)%- This means that the values of A outside Dy are irrelevant to the
determination of the rate function, which justifies our initial choice to restrict the study of the solutions of the Riccati
equations to this interval. R

On the other hand, if D, C Dy (where here and below C means a strict inclusion), the condition A*(a) € D, defines
two special values a; = —df *(\)/d)|a., and al = —df *()\)/d)|x,, beyond which the rate function is no longer given
by Eq. . Since f*(A) has finite slopes at the two cutoff Ay; and A2, the properties of Legendre transforms [1]
imply that the rate function (which now depends on the observable) exhibits linear branches beyond ar,

I(a) = —ado2 — fT(Ne2) a<a, (127a)
I(a) = —aro1 — fT(No1) a>al . (127b)

This yields the curves I,,(a) plotted in Fig. [LT|(b).
Finally, we consider the limit n — co. It can be directly taken in Eq. (121]), replacing (1 + s7/n)" by e**™ and

using Eq. . This yields

L CDrOs) 2 (7 — e)

=1-—= . 128
B papals) T BT g T e g T 1 o) )

24 Due to the minus sign in our definition of G, »(t) (which is the same as in Ref. [2]), the behavior of the SCGF for A > 0 (resp. A < 0)
is relevant for the rate function for a < (a) (resp. a > (a)).
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Alternatively, from Eq. (124)),

FEN = Jim 1) = = [ 55 1= st )] (129)
with
Xoo(w) = (—w? — % +1- éew)*l . (130)

As expected, this result coincides with the expression of the SCGF for the discrete delay obtained in our previous
work [I0] by imposing periodic boundary conditions on the solution of the Langevin equation (i.e., z(0) = x(¢)) and
expanding z(t) in a Fourier series (this amounts to assuming that boundary conditions can be neglected to leading
order in ¢ in the calculation of (e~*4t); see, e.g., Ref. [78] for a similar calculation). It is clear that Eq. can be
also derived by using the same method for n finite.

8. Relation with the spectral problem for the tilted generators

As is well known, the SCGF of additive functionals such as the ones considered in this work is given (in its domain
of definition) by the dominant eigenvalue p,(A) of the tilted generators £, » and Ej), y ML 2L 8L []. This results from
the expansion of the restricted generating function G, x(u,t|ug) in a complete basis of bi-orthogonal eigenfunctions,
which yields asymptotically [9]

Gon(u, t|ug) ~ 7o (1g)lo x (w)ete Nt (131)

where 7, 3 (ug) and [, »(u) are the right and left eigenfunctions associated with o (). Finding the SCGF thus requires
solving the spectral problem

Lo,x70,x(10) = f16(A) 70,1 (110) (132a)
L lon () = po(N) loa(u) (132Db)

with the eigenfunctions commonly normalized according to [9]
/du lox(@)roa(u) =1 (133a)
/ dulo (1) = 1. (133h)

(In particular, Eq. 1' is inherited from the duality between the operators £, and EZ,A which imposes the
boundary condition I, »(u)r, x(u) = 0 at infinity [§].) Since we have shown above that the SCGF p,(\) is equal

to fT(\) inside its domain of definition D,, we already know the solution of the spectral problem for the dominant
eigenvalue,?> and the eigenfunctions corresponding to f*()\) are readily obtained from the asymptotic expressions

(T03) as

rox(10) = g(A) exp (—éug“ ég»+<A)uo) (1342)
u) = 96 () X —luT b (A)u
107,\( )= fduo p(uo)ro,A(uo) ¢ p< 2 Co » > ’ (1340)

25 It may be confusing that f+()) is the largest eigenvalue of the operators Lo, and EI) » but is smaller than of all other functions f(o‘)()\)

according to inequality . There is no contradiction though because the corresponding matrices C‘Q(O‘)(A) and C’é’(D‘)(A) are not
valid solutions of the spectral problem . Indeed, the condition C‘Z{’(a) N+ C’(l)’(a) (A) > 0 is only satisfied by the maximal solutions
of the CAREs [Eq. ] Take for instance the matrices €5~ (A) and C‘éf()\) that are the minimal solutions of the CAREs. From Eq.
1@' () is the largest of all functions f(®)()) since all eigenvalues of the Hamiltonian matrices in the set S, have a negative real

part. On the other hand, relations imply that C5'~(A) + ch- ) = —[CoT () + CA’(Z)’Jr()\)] and therefore all the eigenvalues of this
matrix are negative. As a result, the condition (133al]) is only satisfied by the eigenfunctions given by Eqs. (134).
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with g7 ()) and g/ (\) given by Egs. (109). These expressions can be used to derive a simple expression of the prefactor
go(N). Inserting Eqgs. (134) into Eq. (133a]) and performing a few manipulations, we obtain the two relations

oo det[Crt(A) + ChH (V)] 712 a

exp (/0 dt [fo ()\, t) f+()‘)]) - [ det Cﬁéﬁ*(}\) } (135 )
~ det[Ct(A) 4+ ChH (A7 1/2

exp ( | o - fWN) =Caicraron | o

and using Egs. (111) we find

(136)

oy — (46 detlCh ) + Cot () 2
I =\ det CEF () det[ChF () + €]

This latter expression is another significant result of this work. It has the great advantage of no longer involving
an integration over time; it suffices to compute the maximal solutions of the CAREs from Eq. 7 which is a
simple task?5.

Finally, after using Eqs. and the normalization integral , the expressions of r, (ug) and I, »(u) can be
rewritten as

et[Cmt A+ 1/2 A

() = [ “C;lejgijg; I e (—u ez O (137a)
ot OL+ 1/2 .

loa(u) = [W} / exp <—;uTCé’+()\)u> . (137b)

One can notice the similarity of these equations with Eqgs. (55) and (56) in Ref. [79]. In this paper, the large-
time expression of the generating function for the heat flow in harmonic chains was computed by using finite-time
Fourier transforms. As already mentioned, the expression of the SCGF is easily obtained by this method.
With more efforts, one can also compute the eigenfunctions, i.e., the matrices C’Q*()\) and ég*(A), and in turn the
pre-exponential factors go(A) (Eq. (136) is similar to Eq. (59) in Ref. [79]). However, this method has a major
drawback which makes it impracticable for multidimensional systems: Each component of the matrices is given by an
integral over frequency, so that the numerical computation becomes more and more burdensome as the dimensionality
increases?”. Furthermore, one does not have access to the finite-time behavior of the generating functions and one
cannot study the special cases where the solutions of the RDEs do not converge to C7(\) and CL+()) (see Sec. .
For all these reasons, the Riccati approach is much more illuminating and numerically effective.

4. Effective process

From the knowledge of the eigenfunction r, x(u), one can build the so-called effective or driven process that
describes how fluctuations of the observables are created dynamically in the long-time limit [9]. By construction, a
given fluctuation a of the time-intensive observable A;/t in the original process is realized as a typical value in the
effective process.

Since 7o, (u) is a multivariate Gaussian, this process is again a linear diffusion,

l.lt = A(/\)ut + £t 5 (138)
with the same diffusion matrix D as the original process but with a modified drift Fy = A()\)u given by [9]

F,=F+ D(Vinr, x — Ago)
=[A—D(CT(A\) 4+ AB,)]u . (139)

26 As those in Egs. , this expression diverges when C(l,’+(/\) and/or C’g’+(A) + C are no longer positive definite, i.e., at the limits of
the interval Do. However, we stress again that this does not imply that the actual prefactor is infinite at Ao1 or Ao2, as will be shown
in Sec.

27 As a matter of fact, the method has only been applied to one-dimensional systems [S0].
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Hence, from the definition of the matrix A,(\) [Eq. (45)],
A(N) = Ag(\) — DCTF(N). (140)

By definition of the maximal solution C”>()), the eigenvalues of —A()) belong to the subset S of eigenvalues of the

Hamiltonian matrices [see Eq. (87)] and therefore —A(\) > 0. In addition, owing to Egs. and (92a]), A(\) only
depends on the antisymmetric part of the matrix B,. As a result, the driven process is the same for all observables
having the same antisymmetric part (but it is only defined for A € D, the domain of definition of the SCGF, which
depends on the observable).

The corresponding invariant density is then given by [9]

PA(W) = o\ (Wl (1) = [(27)"F2 det (V)] % exp (—;uTz*(A)u) : (141)

with

) =[C5T ) +Cer T (142)

Using the fact that C7F(\) and CLT(\) are solutions of the CAREs and (86b)), respectively, one can easily
verify that A()\) and 3(\) are related via the Lyapunov equation

ANEWN) +ENATN) = -D, (143)

as it must be. We recall that the sum C7*(\) + CL+()\) does not depend on the observable due to Eq. and is
positive definite, which guarantees that the invariant density exists and the driven process is ergodic.
The above equations are quite general and apply to any multidimensional linear diffusions?® but they take a simpler

form for the model under study owing to the fact that D;; = d;16;1. The elements of the matrix /1()\) are then given
by
AN = [A Wiy = [CHF (V)]0 (144)

o

Moreover, since fl()\) does not depend on the observable, we can choose o = w, which yields
Ay (V) = Aij = [CF (V)60 - (145)

Therefore, only the first equation of the set of equations is modified and replaced by

o(t) = —(i + O W) v(#) — 2() + - (t) = Y [CF Nagea) 751 +E(0)

Qo Qo =
= *[% =2fF(N)]ut) = [L+2f TN (TN - %)]fc(t) + &In(t) = T W+ 751 +E(t) , (146)

where we have used that [C7F(A\)]11 = —2f1(\) [Eq. (94a)] and [C7F(A)]12 = 2/ (A (fT(N) — 1/Qo) to derive the
second line?”. After inserting the definition of the auxiliary variables z;(t) [Eq. ], the equation is finally recast as

(1) = — [ — v(t) — —Lx t s [ —s5,n/T)— —s)|z(s
o(t) = —| - 2fT(N)]u(t) = [L+ 2/ (NN Qo)] (t)+[md (g 9t = s:n/7) = hn(At = 8)]a(s) +£(1)
(147)

28 Egs. and correspond to Eqs. (65) and (54) in Ref. [28] via the changes A(A) — —Mj, and 3(\) — Cj.

29 More generally, the element (12) of a general solution of the CARE Rw’,\[Cﬂ’gj(a)(/\)] =0 is equal to 27 (@ (N)[f(¥)(X) — 1/Qo]. One
also has [C'ZJ(Q) (M2z = (27/n) FH @O N [(F7 D (A)2 = (V) /Qo +1] [f7(*) (A) —1/Qo]. The other elements of the matrix C‘f,;(o‘)(/\)
are not simply expressed in terms of the function f7(®)(\).
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where

hn(Aat) = Z [CA’;’+]1(J'+2) gj(t7n/7—) . (148)

j=1

Eq. is another major result of this work. To our knowledge, this is the first explicit example of an effective
process for a non-Markovian Langevin dynamics. Comparing with the original process governed by Eq. , we see
that atypical fluctuations of the observable are created in the long-time limit by modifying not only the friction and
the spring constants but also the memory kernel.

The stationary density associated with Eq. is obtained by tracing out the auxiliary variables u; (j > 2) in
Eq. , which leads to the bivariate Gaussian distribution

Pz, v) = 1 sEmrRm (149)
Qo TzTWTuTm

characterized by the two A-dependent temperatures Tp(\) = (2T/Qo)(z%)x = (2T/Qo)%22(\) and T,(\) =
(2T/Qo)(v?)x = (2T/Q0)S11(N\) (here (...)» denotes an average over stochastic trajectories generated by the ef-
fective process in the stationary limit). Interestingly, the variances (x2) and (v2)y, and more generally all elements
of the covariance matrix 3()), can be expressed in terms of the spectral density |x,(w)[?, as the SCGF f*()).

To show this, we write the solution of the Lyapunov equation as an integral over frequency of the spectrum
matrix. Since Dij = 51'153'1, we have [54]

~ dw dw ~ “
E”()\) = / —(u(w)uT(—w»,\ = 7Ri1 (/\,(U)le(/\, —w) s (150)
2m 2m
where R(\,t) = eAM* (¢ > 0) is the response or Green’s function which reads in the Fourier space
R\ w) = / ANt gy — _[A(N) + iwl,ia] " (151)
0

Thanks to Eq. 1' the first column of ]:Z(A,w) does not depend on [C’Q‘"(A)]U (j =1,...,n+2), and from the
expression of the drift matrix 4 [Eq. (9)] we find

N tw(iw — 2)"
A = —T7T" 152
B (hw) gt (), s = iw) (152)
and
R _yiml(nyi-2(j, _ nynt2—i
Ba(hw) = TN G = F) i=2,3,..n+2, (153)

gt(\, s =iw) ’
where gt (A, s) = Hi—f [s — s (\)] [Eq. (115)]. Inserting the above expressions into Eq. (150) and using Eqs. ,
(1122), (123) and (125]), we then obtain

) 2 - 2 [d w? 4 o
) _ = Ya2(A) / = (n AES

)TL

T @o T Qo) 2 (F)"paa(s = iw)
2 [d 1
= @/% (@) 2 — Bewsing (wr) (154a)
[ 2. 2 . n®\n
Uz(w/\) _ %211()\) = C;)/?;(_T)EZH;’_(::) i)
2 d 2
@ / % IXn (@) 2 —%gw siny, (wr) (154D)

Likewise,

Snta1(A) = (za(t)o(t))r = / ;L: (E%;:;";((Z;" ::ﬁ)z::)

_ 7/ dw w sing, (wT) ’ (155)

27 |xn (w)| 2 — %ng sin,, (wT)
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and by comparing with the expression of f1()) [Eq. ], we find that (29/Q3)(x,(t)v(t))x = —df T (\)/d\. This
equality was expected. It expresses that if one is interested by a particular fluctuation in which the time-intensive
observable (29/Q3)(1/t) fot dt'z,,(t') o dz(t') takes the value a, this fluctuation is realized in the long-time limit as a
typical value in the effective process, with X given by a = —df ™ ()\)/d\. (However, while the three observables W, /t,
Q:/t and 3/t are identical in the long-time limit, one must not forget that the Legendre duality only holds for A in
the interval D, which depends on the observable.)
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FIG. 12: (Color on line) The function h,(A,t) for A = 0.5, 7 =1 (a), 7 = 3 (b), and increasing values of n: n = 5 (green)
10,20, 30,40, 50 (red).

Finally, we consider the limit n — oco. As illustrated in Fig. the function h, (), t) appears to converge to a

well-defined limit hoo (), ). (We remind the reader that the SCGF f+(\) and the matrix C7"()\) depend on n.) We
thus expect the driven process for the discrete delay to be governed by the equation

— 2fLN)]v(t) = [1+2fLN(FL () - L)]30(10 + Lt —r) - / ds hoo(A,t = s)a(s) +£(1) ,

o) = _[Qo Qo 0 oo
(156)

where ff(\) is given by Eq. (129) (see also Eq. (53) in Ref. [10]). The memory kernel does not reduce to a delta
function in this limit. This interesting issue deserves a more complete study that we leave to future work.
Furthermore, we obtain from Egs. (154)

T, 2 1
G 7/1” S— (157a)
T Qo J 27 |xoo(w)|2 — Hrwsin(wr)
; 2
LO) ., 3/‘1—” o ) (157b)
T Qo J 27 |xoo(w)|72 — 24 wsin(wT)

with Xoo(w) given by Eq. (130).

5. Role of (temporal) boundary terms

As we have seen in the previous sections, the average over the initial and final points of the stochastic trajectories
may induce finite-time divergences in the moment generating functions and a reduction of the domain of existence of
the SCGF from Dy to D,, which in turn induces linear branches in the rate function I,(a).
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It is natural to put this in relation to the role of the so-called “boundary” terms in the dynamical observables, i.e.,
terms that are not extensive in time such as AFE, the change in the internal energy of the system, which differentiates
the heat from the work. This issue is well documented in the literature, both theoretically [80H89] and experimentally
(see Ref. [90] and references therein). In particular, the breakdown of the Gallavotti-Cohen fluctuation relation [91}-
93] can be attributed to such boundary terms which become relevant in the case of an unbounded potential. Things
are more complicated in the presence of a continuous (non-Markovian) feedback, but fluctuations of work, heat, and
entropy production are indeed different, as discussed in our previous work [10].

However, at odds with the assumption made in Ref. [I0], the present numerical calculations show that D, C Dy
and the rate function I,,(a) has linear branches (see Fig. even though the stochastic work defined by Eq. (L1J)
does not contain an explicit boundary term. This may come as a surprise, and one may argue that the definition (|11J)

is misleading and that a boundary term does exist by decomposing W, = fg (Byuy ) o duy as

t
W= Seleat12(t) = 2a(0)2(0)] + 5 [ [onlt) o dalt) ~ alt) o don(t)] (158)
Q5 @5 Jo
This amounts to splitting the matrix B,, defined by Eq. into its symmetric and antisymmetric components, i.e.,
000 ..0 0 0 0..0
000 ..1 0 0 0..1
B, :Bw,sym+Bw,antisym = % 000..0 + 0 00..0 . (159)
@5 oo oo
010..0 0-10..0

The symmetric component By, sym yields the boundary term in Eq. (158) by direct integration over time.

61— — 3 —
1 @ | (b)
sl L ]
4 47 B
il ] L ]
L o 10 A
2 B \
A \ | \‘\‘
[ /,/ \\: 0 1 / <
0 ; “ | //
</ \ \ \ \ L [/ \ \ |
8 6 -4 =2 0 4 2 0
A A
FIG. 13: (Color on line) det éj&znnsym(/\)/ det C (solid lines) and det(C’;’:miSym (A\)+C)/det C (dashed lines) as a function of
A. The arrows indicate the range D,, of values of X for which the matrices C’f;:ntisym()\) and é;‘jntisym(A) +C are both positive

definite (compare with Fig. , (a) 7 = 1: Dy = (—472.08,1.019), D,, = (—8.232,1.019). (b) 7 = 3: Dy = (—5.118,1.665),

D, (—3.235,1.612).

According to the recent work of du Buisson and Touchette (see Section III C of Ref. [28] or Sec. 4.1.3 of Ref. [27]
devoted to linear current-type observables), this symmetric component should be responsible for the reduction of the
domain of existence of the SCGF from Dy to D,,3°. The results presented in Fig. in which only the second term

30 Tt may be that we misinterpret the analysis done in Ref. [28] and that it only states that the symmetric part of the matrix B, leads to
an additional reduction of the domain of existence of the SCGF. However, this is not what comes from the reading of the paper.
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of Eq. 1} is taken into account, show that this is not true. The interval for which the matrices C’fu';mlsym (A) and
AT+

wantisym(A) + C are both positive definite is enlarged compared with the one associated with the full work W,
(see Fig. [§ ' ) but it is still smaller than Dyy.

We believe that the problem with the analysis done in Ref. [28], which treats separately the cases where the
matrix B, is purely antisymmetric and that where it also has a nonzero symmetric part, is that it only focuses on the
time evolution of the generating function G , (ug,t). As a result, the role of the matrix C5+(\) is not not clearly
recognized, as we now briefly explain. o A

In the long-time limit, G ,(uo,?) is given by Eq. which only involves the matrix Cg’+( ). However,
G 5 (ug, t) results from the average of G, x(u,t|ug) over the terminal state u. Therefore, from Eq. , G7 \(ag, t)
is finite if the left eigenfunction I, x(u) is integrable, which requires the matrix C5*()) to be positive definite (this is
why the determinant of CL*()) appears in the expression of the right eigenfunction).

Surprisingly, the integration of G »(u,t|ug) over u is not taken into account in Sec. IIT C.1 of Ref. [28] which
considers the case of a purely antisymmetric matrix B,. It is only stated that the SCGF exists if the drift matrix
of the effective process (cf. Eq. (65) in Ref. [28]) is positive definite. As we noted after Eq. (140), this condition is
automatically satisfied when \ € Dy.

On the other hand, for a general matrix B, (Sec. III C.2 of Ref. [28]), an additional condition is derived from the
integral of Gy »(u,tlug) over u. A certain matrix, defined by Eq. (76), must be positive definite. Translated into our
notations®!, this condition reads

AT, Al AT+
[Co,antisym()‘) + Co,antisym()‘)] - Co,antisym(A) + /\BO7Sym >0. (160)
Using Eq. , we see that it is just the condition CLT(\) > 0! So the positive definiteness of the matrix CLT ()
is always required, regardless of the symmetry of the matrix B,. Moreover, one may have D, C Dy even if B, is
purely antisymmetric and no explicit boundary term is present. Note that this behavior is not specific to the present
model: see, e.g., the two-dimensional model studied in Ref. [76] where the matrix B,, is purely antisymmetric or the
model of a confined active particle studied in Ref. [04]32.

C. Behavior of the SCGF at the limits of its interval of definition

As signaled by Egs. and illustrated numerically in Figs. |§| and something special happens for the solutions
of the RDEs at the boundaries of the interval f)o (throughout this section we assume that 250 C Dy where we recall
that C denotes a strict inclusion). This may look as a minor issue, but we will see in Sec. V that it cannot be ignored
in order to understand the behavior of the fluctuations of heat and entropy production for A = 1.

For concreteness we suppose hereafter that det Cht (A1) = 0 and det(C7F (Ao2) + C) = 0 like in the example of
Fig. 8] (a similar discussion would take place in the opposite case). Eqgs. then tell us that C7(Ao1,t) 7 CTF (Ao1)
and C(Ao1,t) = CLT(No1) as t — co whereas CL (A2, t) A Cht(A2) and C7 (A2, t) = C7F(Ao2). Therefore, there
is a discontinuity in the solution of the RDE or and this naturally raises the question: What is the value
of the SCGF for A = A\o1 and A = A\;2? We note that it is taken for granted in Ref. [28] that the SCGF diverges (see
Eq. (78); see also Eq. (4.104) in Ref. [27]).

1. Attraction to a non-extremal solution of the CARE

Consider for instance the behavior for A = A\o1. We first treat the case where C7(\o1,1), solution of the RDE (42a)),
converges and is attracted to a fixed point Cf’ (@) (No1) # C'g’+()\01). This corresponds to the behavior observed in
Fig. [10| where lim;_, o det(CL (Ayp1,t) + C)/ det C = 1.17 whereas det(C%; T (A1) + C)/ det C = 2.98. The asymptotic

31 See footnotes 5 and 27 for the correspondence between the notations of Ref. [28] and those used in this work. In addition, the matrix
B; in Eq. (76) corresponds to —(1/2)C"t (A).

o,antisym .
32 Tn the latter model, the matrix B, contains a symmetric part, but we have performed numerical calculations that show that D, C Dy

even when only taking into account the antisymmetric part.
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expression of the generating function Gf, , (o, t) is then replaced by
Go,, (uo, t) ~ g7 (A1) exp <—;ug;é’g’(a)()\01)u0> ol o)t 7 (161)
where f(®)(\,1) is given by Eq. and
35 0un) = exp ([ dt 110 8) = £ 0)]) (162
It remains to integrate Gy , (uo,t)p(uo) over ug. Whereas C7F (A1) + C > 0 by assumption, it is not guaranteed

that C’g’(a)(Aol) + C > 0 because C*,’;"“)(Ao,l) < C’g’+(AO,1). If this positivity condition is not satisfied, the integral

diverges and the SCGF is infinite for A = Ay1. On the other hand, if C’Q(a) (Mo1) +C > 0, as is the case in the example
of Fig. one finds

G (1) ~ go(Aop)e! ™ Pet)t (163)
with
det (C + C5 ™ (A1) 1-1/2 s
= ° r _ fla)
gohar) = [ oo ) o < | atmoan - ()\01)]> . (164)

In consequence, the SCGF po(Mo1) is finite and equal to f(®)(\y1). Furthermore, since f(* (A1) > fT (A1) [Eq.
(101))], the SCGF exhibits a positive jump discontinuity at A = A\o1. Note also that the actual pre-exponential factor
9o(Ao1) 1s finite.

FIG. 14: (Color on line) Time evolution of the solutions of the RDEs for the observable W; for 7 =1 and A = Au1 =
—0.9635155087944421810. (a) fi,(Aw1,t) (red solid line), fi(Awi,t) (blue dashed line), (1/t)InGuw(Awi,t) (black solid line).
(b) det CL(Awi,t)/det C (red solid line) and det(Cl(Aw,1,t) + C)/detC' (blue dashed line). The dashed-dotted black line
represents the fit 1.26 exp(—0.302t) to det C,(Aw1,t)/ det C for t > 10.

How can this result be compatible with that obtained by integrating Gé7 Aoy (u,t) over the final state u? The long-

time behavior of Gé,)\ol (u, 1) is still described by Eq. (108b)) but det C%(Xo1,t) — det CL(Ao1) = 0, which makes the
expression (111b)) of the pre-exponential factor divergent. To resolve the puzzle one must go back to the expression
(48b]) of the generating function and carefully inspect the long-time behavior of the solution of the RDE (42b]). It

is then found that det CL(Ao1,t) ~ e=20¢ with 6 = f(® (A1) — fF(Ao1) > 0. As t — oo, the factor e/ Aot in the




37

denominator of Eq. (48b]) then cancels the same factor in the numerator that comes from the limit of elo fﬁ()‘ol’t)dt,

and one eventually recovers that jio(Ao1) = f(®)(Ao1), as it must be.

This nontrivial behavior is illustrated numerically in Fig. for the observable W; and the same parameters as
in Figs. a), @ and Note that there is no explicit expression of A,1 so that its numerical value is only known
approximately by solving the equation det CLF(\,1) = 0. As a result, the solution of the RDE is ultimately
attracted to C’Q*‘(Awl) and a very high precision in the determination of A\,,; is required to observe the convergence to
€™ (A1) Within a sufficiently large time window. Then, we see in Fig. a) that the function f. (\,1,t) converges
to fH(Aw1) =~ —0.158 whereas both fI (Ay1,t) and (1/t)In Gy .z, (t) converge to f(®) (A1) ~ —0.007 which is thus
the actual value of the SCGF ji,,(Ay1). We also observe that 2[f*(Aw1) — £ (Aw1] = —0.302, which is in perfect
agreement with the exponential fit to det C,(Ay1,t)/ det C shown in Fig. b) and confirms the theoretical analysis.
The discontinuity in the SCGF for A = A1 (which does not contradict the required convexity of the SCGF [1] since
Haw(A) = +o00 for A < Ayp1)) signals an abrupt change in the mechanism responsible for the fluctuations of W, which
can interpreted as a dynamical phase transition.

More generally, one may wonder whether the exceptional value f(®)(\y1) # f+(XAo1) of the SCGF could also be
obtained by solving the spectral problem

LoxpTore (W0) = £ (Ao1)ro,,, (10) (165a)
L5 lora (W) = F Y 0on)lo ., (W) (165b)

with 7o x(ug) = g (Ao1) exp (%u{é@"‘“)(,\ol)uo) and ¢”(Xo1) given by Eq. |) This requires the existence of
a left eigenfunction [, »,, (u) such that the normalization conditions (133)) are satisfied. If so, the driven process is
again a linear diffusion with a drift matrix given by Eq. (140). The invariant density is thus a multidimensional
Gaussian and the left eigenfunction is also Gaussian from Eq. (141)). In other words, one must have [, x(ug) =
gL (No1) exp (—%uTéé’(a)(Aol)u) and the problem thus amounts to computing the matrix éé’(a)(Aol) and checking
whether the normalization conditions are satisfied.

One first needs to identify the corresponding set Sg\fl) of eigenvalues of the Hamiltonian matrices. To be concrete,
let us take the same example as in Fig. For these values of the parameters, we find that all eigenvalues of the
Hamiltonian matrices are simple with 3 pairs of complex conjugate eigenvalues (s, 57), (53,54 ), (5,54 ) and one real
eigenvalue s} on the r.h.s. of the complex plane (s} is the eigenvalue with the smallest real part). The CARE (86al)
has thus 16 real, symmetric solutions [73], and by using Eq. we find that the value f(®)(\,1) ~ —0.007 is obtained
from the set Sii),l = {s,57,s5,55,59,54,s; } with s; = —s. This allows us to compute the corresponding matrix
C’i}(a)()\wl). We then observe that neither C'f,}(a)()\o’l) nor €y (Aw1) + C'fl}(a)()\wl) are positive definite. Hence
C‘fj,(a) (Aw1) is not an acceptable eigenfunction and we conclude that the SCGF cannot be obtained from the spectral
problem. We believe that this is a general feature although we have not been able to prove this conjecture so far33.

2. Oscillatory behavior

Another possible scenario is that the solution of the RDE does not converge at all for A = A1 or A = A\s2. Suppose
for instance that det(CLt(A\g2) # 0 and det(CF(Ao2) + C) = 0. As illustrated in Fig. for o = w and 7 = 0.2,
C" (Awa, t) = C7F (Aw2) with f7(Awa,t) = fT(Aw2) & 0.047 whereas CL (Aw2, t), after some short transient, oscillates
between Cb(Ays) and another fixed point C*(*)(A,2) corresponding to f(*)(Ays) ~ 0.607 [see Fig. [15{(a)]. More
precisely, it is observed that each element of the matrix C. (Ay2,t) behaves as

1+ h(t + d;;)
2

1 — h(t+ 0i5)

5 , (166)

[quu(Avat)]ij ~ [C’i}+(>‘w2)]ij + [Ozlﬁ(a)(/\wQ)]ij

33 Note in passing that the matrix C’S(a)(/\wl) is the only solution of the CARE besides Cl;" (A1) that satisfies the condition
C’Q(a>(Aw1) + C > 0. However, this is not a general feature. For instance, if we now focus on the upper limit of the interval D., where
det(Cl T (Aw2) + C) = 0 [see Fig. a)], we find that two solutions of the CARE (86b)) besides C4 (Aw2) are positive definite and that

the solution of the RDE 1} converges to the solution C'il’,(a)()\wg) which is the “closest” to the matrix Cfg+(Aw2) with respect to
standard matrix norms (it also gives a smaller value of f(®)(A,z2) than the other fixed point).
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FIG. 15: (Color on line) Time evolution of the solutions of the RDEs for the observable Wy for 7 = 0.2 and A = Ay2 =
0.3998261896653990830031041. (a) fL(\,t) (red solid line), f5 (A, t) (blue dashed line), (1/t)1In Gy (Awe2,t) (black solid line).
(b) det CL (Aw2,t)/ det C (red solid line) and det(C% (Aw2,t) + C)/ det C' (blue dashed line).

where h(t) is a periodic function varying between —1 and +1 and J;; is a phase shift. This yields from Eq. (40b)

Gl () ~ N xp (3T CL szt ) el O (167)

with
shhw) =exp ([t L Oz = Fu2)]) (168)

and
FOw) = £ O 0 4 p 2 (169)

where h is the average of h(t) over a single period. Since det CL (Ay2,t) > 0 [see Fig. (b)]7 the integral of Gfﬂ)\w (u,t)
over u then yields

Guorna () ~ gu(Aua, t)efCu)t (170)
with

det CL (A2, t)7-1/2
G Awa, t) = [M} exp (

det C

As can be seen in Fig. (a), the generating function exhibits decreasing oscillations and (1/¢) In Gy 1, (t) = f(Aw2) =
0.33, which is the genuine value of the SCGF. Moreover, the sub-exponential factor is time-dependent, which is an
unusual feature. As it must be, the same result is obtained from the RDE , with CI (Ay2,t) = C™F(Ay2). This
is due again to the fact that the determinant of C7,(Ay2,t) + C decreases exponentially to 0 as ¢ — oo in a very
specific way.

[ @i~ Fa) ()

0

V. THE SPECIAL CASE )\ =1

In this final section, we study the special case A = 1 in relation with the fluctuation relations for the heat O,
and the (apparent) entropy production Y;. This is an important application of the general formalism described in
the preceding sections and it also motivates our focus on the behavior of the SCGF at the limits of its domain of
definition. For concreteness, we restrict our attention to the model with distributed time delay described by Eq. .
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A. Preliminaries

A first observation is that the characteristic polynomial of the Hamiltonian matrices for A = 1 admits the factor-
ization

pu(l,s) = (=1)"q¢"(s)g"(—s), (172)
with
) — (Mm@ S ST g
¢(5) = (I D= Ty 2 (173)

This results from simple manipulations of Eq. . From the general property of algebraic Riccati equations [Eq.
(112))], this factorization indicates that there exist a symmetric matrix C’g*(l), solution of the CARE , and a
symmetric matrix C5*(1), solution of the CARE (86b)), such that ¢*(s) is the characteristic polynomial of —A,(1) +
DCr*(1) and Ag(1)+ DCL*(1). The matrices C7*(1) and CL*(1) are associated with the subset S* = {s%, s3, Y
of eigenvalues of the Hamiltonian matrices composed of the n + 2 roots of ¢*(s).

From Eq. (173) we have

q*(s) =" + Snﬂ(@ - 7) to (174)
so that
n+2
Zi: s = n; - é (175)
and from Eq. ,
=ty e Sy (176)
2 T Qo
It then follows from Egs. that
(€5 (W =~ ~ [Salu (177%)
C5 Wl = 22+ [dn (17m)

T

and by inspecting the CARE we discover that the only solution satisfying Eq. (177a]) is the matrix
Cr*(1) =8, — S, . (178)

Hence ¢*(s) is just the characteristic polynomial of —A,(1) + D(S; — S,) = —A + DS, as can be verified explicitly.
On the other hand, no simple expression of the matrix C’é*(l) is available.

In consequence two cases may occur:

e Case (a): All roots of ¢*(s) have a positive real part, i.e, S§ = S;” and ¢ (1,s) = ¢*(s) (note that Eq. (175)
implies that this case does not exist if 7/Q¢ > n?). Then,

Crt(1) =Crr(1) (179)
and

(180)

Furthermore, if C7(1) + C > 0 and CLH(1) > 0 (i.e., A = 1 € D,) so that the effective process exists for the
observable o, this process takes a remarkable form. Since C7;(1) = S, Eq. (147) indeed becomes

1 g [*
(t) —z(t) + O /_Oo ds gn(t — s,n/T)zs + £(L) . (181)
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Therefore, atypical fluctuations of the observable are created in the long-time limit by simply changing the sign of the
friction coeflicient in the original Langevin dynamics (see also Ref. [10]). Moreover, for o = w, an analysis similar to
the one performed in Sec. IIIB and Appendix A of Ref. [I0] shows that the pre-exponential factor g, (1) is given by>*

gw(1) = ! | (182)

: To(1 Tu(1
V-0 -Be+ SR+ o)
According to the identity the condition C7;* (1) +C = Sy + C > 0 requires that the temperatures 7, and T, are

both strictly smaller or both strictly larger than the bath temperature T. This ensures that Eq. (182)) gives a real
result®. We stress again that this simple and remarkable expression only holds in case (a).

e Case (b): Some roots of ¢*(s) have a negative real part, i.e., S§d) # 8 and ¢*(1,s) # ¢*(s) . Then,
Cot(1) > G (1) (183)

since C"t(1) is the maximal solution of the CARE , and

L 1
=g+ Zs <55 (184)
where the sum runs over all roots of ¢*(s) with a negative real part [cf. Eq. (12I)].

For given values of Qg and g, case (a) typically takes place in a limited range of values of 7. This is illustrated in Fig.
116(a) where fT(1) is plotted as a function of 7 (we recall that for this choice of the parameters the system reaches a
stable stationary state for all values of 7). Here, f*(1) = 1/Qq for 1 < 7 < 75 with 7y ~ 0.71 and 72 ~ 1.77. We also
display in Fig. b) the corresponding kinetic temperature T, (1) = 2/Qo(v?)x—1 computed from Eq. which
characterizes the stationary distribution of the effective process together with Tx(l) Note that these temperatures
diverge for 7 = 7 and 7 = 7 since a pair of roots of py 1(s) becomes purely imaginary and thus Aymax = 1 (this is
also true for all components of the covariance matrix (1) except [2(1)]12 = (v&)y=1 = 0).

T 10
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FIG. 16: (Color on line) (a) f(1) as a function of 7 for Qo = 2,g = 1.5 and n = 5. One has f*(1) = 1/Qo for 0.70 < 7 < 1.77
(in red). (b) Corresponding stationary kinetic temperature 7, (1) of the effective process.

34 Formula is obtained by comparing the Onsager-Machlup action functionals associated with the path probabilities generated by
the dynamics in Eq. on the one hand and the dynamics in Eq. on the other hand. The analysis is similar to that leading to
Eq. (33) and Egs. (A4)-(A8) in Ref. [I0].

35 This condition was overlooked in Ref. [I0].
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B. Integral fluctuation theorem (IFT) for the heat

As pointed out at the end of Sec. [IILA} the solution of the RDE (42a)) with initial condition Cy(1,0) = 0 is
Cy(1,t) = 0 owing to the fact that K,(T) = 0. As a result, f;(1,t) = T/Qo from Eq. (47a)) and one recovers the
universal IFT (e=#2t) = €!/Q0 for the fluctuating heat in underdamped Langevin processes [48]. In particular, the
SCGF is equal to 1/Qp and is associated with the matrix Cj*(1) = 0 in agreement with Eq. 1] above. In addition,
gq(1) = 1.

It is instructive to examine how this exact result is recovered from the solution of the RDE (42b)) for the matrix
CL(1,t). According to Egs. ll and lb the matrix C;>*(1) is positive semidefinite. Hence, C' + C;* (1) > 0,
which implies that C}(1,¢) — CL7(1) in both cases (a) and (b). However, the corresponding scenarios are different.

e Case (a): One has (1) = C’g*(l) = 0 from Eq. 1) and, thus, C’g*(l) is the trivial (i.e., zero) asymptotic
fixed point of the RDE l) Then C’é""(l) is also associated with the SCGF f*(1) = 1/Qo and det C’f{‘"(l) £ 0.

(L36

Furthermore, from Eq. (136), g,(1) = 1. In short, A = 1 is in interior of the interval D, and the SCGF p4(\) is
regular at A = 1.

e Case (b): C»F(1) > C*(1) = 0 and f*(1) < 1/Qo according to Eqgs. (183) and (184). Since C%(1,t) — CL*(1)
but (i'g(Lt) =0+ CA’;"“(l)7 one must have det C'fl"“(l) = 0, and the scenario is the one described in Sec. [[VC1

with A2 = 1. In particular, det CL(1,t) ~ e=2t1/Qo=I"(] a5t — 00 so that the actual value 1/Qy of the SCGF
is recovered. The SCGF p4(X) then displays a positive jump discontinuity at A = 1, which is the upper limit of its
domain of definition, and the rate function I,(a) has a linear tail for a < a™ = —df T (\)/d\| =1.

C. Asymptotic fluctuation relation for the entropy production
1. Acausal dynamics and Jacobian

As pointed out in Ref. [37], the microscopic reversibility condition (or local detailed balance) that links dissipation
to time-reversal symmetry breaking [30, 92] 03, 05HI7] is not satisfied by a Langevin dynamics with a time-delayed
continuous feedback. On the other hand, local detailed balance is recovered if the time-reversal operation is combined
with the change 7 — —7. Although this procedure is purely mathematical, it was used in our previous studies to
derive a second-law-like inequality for the extracted work rate in the stationary state (see Eq. (84) in Ref. [37]) and
to predict that

po(1) = lim (1/t) In(e %) = Ss = lim S(In==) (185)

t

where J; is the Jacobian of the transformation £(¢) — x(t) associated with Eq. and J; is the Jacobian®® associated
with the corresponding acausal Langevin equation in which 7 is changed into —7 [10] 86 B7]. If true, Eq. (185) is
remarkable since the left-hand side is a quantity that can be extracted from numerical simulations of Eq. [10, 136] or
from experiments [I4] whereas the quantity on the right-hand side is associated with a dynamics that is not physically
realizable. Our objective in the following is to compute the explicit expression of y, (1) for an arbitrary value of n via
the Riccati-based approach and to show that it is indeed identical to the expression of S 7 when this latter quantity
exists.

For the sake of conciseness, we will not repeat here the lengthy analysis performed in Ref. [37] that yielded the
expression of S 7 for the discrete delay (i.e., for n = 0o). The main steps of the calculation for n finite are similar and
we refer the interested reader to this previous article. The outcome is the integral formula

. 1 c+ioc0 %n(s)
Sy;=— ds In , 186
o 2mi c—1i00 XgZO(S) ( )
where
S _
Xg=o0(s) = [s* + == + 1] (187)
Qo

36 As discussed in Ref. [37], the “acausal” Jacobian is in general a nontrivial functional of the path {z(t')}}. However, it is just a function
of t when the dynamics is linear.
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is the response function of the system in the absence of feedback and

~ g ST\ —ny—1
Xn(s) =[5 +@+1—@(1—;) 1. (188)

The integration in Eq. is performed along the vertical line Re(s) = ¢ and a careful study of the branch cuts of
the multivalued function In[x,,(s)/xg=0(s)] in the complex s-plane shows that ¢ must be chosen such that two and only
two poles of Xn(s), hereafter denoted by s} and s3, are located on the left side of the line Re(s) = ¢. An integration
contour similar to the one displayed in Fig. 4 of Ref. [37] then leads to the simple expression

1
o +(s7+s5) . (189)

As discussed in Refs. [I0, B7], X, (s) may be viewed as the bilateral Laplace transform of the response function
associated with the acausal dynamics®’, and in analogy with Eq. (123) it can be also expressed as

(s—2)"
pa(s)

where pa(s) = p7 7 (s) [see Eq. (24)]. In fact, pa(s) is nothing but ¢*(s), the polynomial introduced in Sec.
[Eq. (173)]. In consequence, s and s5 are roots of ¢*(s), and by comparing with Eq. (184) we deduce that

Sy =

Xn(s) = , (190)

e (a) S7> fH(1) =1/Qy if all roots of ¢*(s) have a positive real part (¢ > 0) (191a)
e (bl) S; = f(1) < 1/Q if exactly two roots of ¢*(s) have a negative real part (¢ = 0) (191b)
e (b2) fH(1) < 87 < 1/Qo if more than two roots of ¢*(s) have a negative real part (¢ < 0) . (191c)

As will be seen in the following, there is also a fourth case that was missed in Ref. [37]: If the root of ¢*(s) with
the smallest real part is real and the next roots are complex conjugate, the Bromwich contour Re(s) = ¢ cannot be
defined and Eq. (I86) breaks down (which simply means that . (1) does not exist)

Before embarking into the (rather lengthy) proof that (1) (when it exists) is also given by Eq. (189), let us make
a short remark about the acausal dynamics. Despite the unphysical character of this dynamics, a steady state can
still be defined if the response function X, (¢) in the time domain decreases sufficiently fast to zero for both ¢t — +o0
and t — —oo (see the discussion in Appendix A of Ref. [I0]). This requires that ¢*(s) has only two roots with a
negative real part (case (bl) above). The steady state is then characterlzed by a multivariate Gaussian distribution

with a covariance matrix ¥ whose elements are given by [see Egs. and .

z] /dwéll R 1(—&1) y (192)

where
R(w) = —[A + iwl, o) (193)

and A= A™"7. In particular, one has

T, 2« 2 [dw

L= V= [ = |Xnw)? 194

= o Sm = o [ S2Ra) (194a)

T, 2 & 2 dw

H="3Sn=— | —Pxaw). 194D

T =gt [ eRa) (194b)
Using Eq. (190) and the fact that pa(s)pa(—s) = ¢*(s)

g (—s) = (—1)"pu(1,s), it is readily seen that these tem-
peratures coincide with the temperatures T, (1) and 7,(1) Characterlzlng the statlonary density associated with the

effective process [see Eqgs. |) On the other hand, it is found that En+2 1= 72n+2 1(1) [with En+2 1(1) given
by Eq. (155)]. The negative sign indicates that the acausal dynamics does not generate the trajectories leading to

a given fluctuation of the time-intensive observable (2g/Q%)(1/t) f(f dt'z,(t") o dz(t'). Therefore, this dynamics must
not be misinterpreted as being the effective process, as was done in Sec. IVB4 of Ref. [I0].

37 Following the notations in Refs. [I0, 37] the symbol “tilde” refers to quantities associated with the acausal dynamics.
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2. Calculation of the SCGF

Let us assume that the matrix C! (1,¢) is nonsingular at all times so that its inverse X! (1, ) exists®*®. To prove that
to(1) = Sz, it will be convenient to work with the expression of G, 1(t) given by Eq. (49), that is

Gor(t) = exp (—; /Ot Tr[ K, (1)Sh(1,1) + DBU]dt’) , (195)

where ¥ (1,1) satisfies the complementary RDE
o (1,1) = Ag ()36 (1,1) + 55 (1,) A5 (1) = S5 (1, ) Ko ()55 (1,8) + D (196)

with initial condition ¥ (1,0) = ¥. It turns out that Eq. (195 can be greatly simplified by introducing the inverse
of the matrix X! (1,t) = CL(1,t) — S,. Due to the invariance property 7 X! (1,t) is solution of the RDE

X(lf(]-vt) = _Aley(]-vt) - Xi(lvt)AT - Xf,(l,t)DXi,(].,t) + Kw(l) (197)

with initial condition X! (1,0) = C — S, while its inverse, which is simply denoted Y (¢) hereafter, is solution of the
complementary RDE

Y(t) =AY (t) + Y (1) AT — Y () K,,(1)Y (t) + D (198)

with initial condition Y'(0) = (C' — S,)~!. Note that the fact that X! (1,#) is invertible results from the assumption
that X! (1,¢) exists. Indeed, inspection of Eq. (196)) shows that [SL(1,4)]11 = 11 = (Qo/2)Ty, [XL(1,1)]22 = Do =
(Qo/2)T, and [ (1,t)]12 = X12 = 0, which, together with the definition of the matrix S,, yields

T.T,

det (I2 — S, 2L(1,1)) = = (199)
As a result,
T, T,
det(CL(1,t) — Sy) = Tz det CL(1,t)#0. (200)

The matrix Y (t), solution of Eq. , has two remarkable properties:
(i) the elements Y71 (t), Ya2(¢) and Yi2(t) are constant, with Y11 (¢) = Yaa(t) = Qo/2 and Yi2(t) = 0,
(ii) the 2n elements Y13(t), Y14(t)...Y1n42(t) and Yas(t), Yau(t)...Yan42(t) evolve independently of all other elements.
These properties considerably simplify the calculation of u,(1). Indeed, after inserting the expressions of the

matrices B, and K, [Egs. and (B15)] into Eq. (195]), we obtain

t
Go(t) :exp[—gg%/o dt’' Yin+2(t)] (201)

which means that we only need to focus on the n x 2 matrix

Yiz(t)  Yas(?)
Yia(t)  Yau(t)

Lt) = _ : (202)

Yin+2 (t) Yv2n+2 (t)

instead of the full (n + 2) X (n + 2) matrix Y (¢). Specifically,

29 . 29 .
po (1) = _7% tliglo Yo nta(t) = _ag tliglo L (2) - (203)

38 The analysis performed in Sec. [[II B 1| has shown that the matrices C' + C” , (t) and C! , (t) are positive definite for 0 < A < 1 but only
positive semidefinite for A = 1.
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From Eq. (198)), it is found that the submatrix L(t) satisfies the non-symmetric RDE
L(t) = —L(t)F11 + Fo L(t) — L(t) Fio L(t) + Fa (204)

with initial conditions Lﬂ(O) = Yl,i+2(0) = (T/TU)EMH and ng(O) = Y727i+2<0) = (T/Tw)z2)i+2 (7, = 1, 2, 7n) The
expressions of the matrices Fi1, Fio, F51 and Fss of dimensions 2 X 2, 2 X n, n X 2, and n X n, respectively, are given
in Appendix [F| This defines the (n + 2) X (n + 2) square matrix

F11 Fio
F = 205
{le F ] (205)

which plays a similar role to that of the Hamiltonian matrices H()\) and H!()). In particular, each real solution
L{® of the CARE

LFyy — FooL + LFj3L — Fy =0 (206)

is associated with some admissible set S(®) of eigenvalues of F and can be constructed from the corresponding
eigenvectors. Now, the key observation is that a non-symmetric RDE like Eq. has at most one fixed point
L* which is asymptotically stable as ¢ — oo [98HI00]. This is the so-called dichotomic solution of Eq. which
corresponds to the set §* = {v1, v, ...Unp42} such that

Re(v1) > Re(v2) > Re(vj) , j=3.n+2. (207)
If L* exists, L(t) converges at an exponential rate to this fixed point and then, from Eq. (203),

20 ~
ua<1>::A—25% . (208)

On the other hand, if F is not dichotomically separable (i.e., there are no eigenvalues vy and v of F' whose real parts
are strictly smaller than the real parts of the other eigenvalues), the RDE (204]) has no asymptotically stable fixed
point.

In fact, the eigenvalues v; of F are closely related to the roots s¥ of the polynomial ¢*(s) introduced in Sec.
Indeed, by comparing Eq. (173]) to the characteristic polynomial of F

pe(s) = 1 |1+ = gli+ Lo "= & (209
we find that
v, = —s; — L . (210)
2Qo
It follows that the condition l) for the existence of L* can be rewritten as
Re(s]) < Re(s3) <Re(s}), j=3.n+2. (211)

The explicit expression of L* in terms of the eigenvectors of F' associated with 4 and v, is derived in Appendix
This eventually leads to

%m=g+@+@, (212)
0

which is identical to the expression of S 7. Since two and only two roots of ¢*(s) must be located on the left side
of the Bromwich contour Re(s) = ¢ in the integral formula (I86), we see that the condition for the existence
of a stable fixed point of the RDE (204) [and thus for the existence of the SCGF u,(1)] is also the condition for the
existence of the quantity S 7. It is clear that this condition cannot be realized if s is real while s5 and s3 are complex
conjugates. )

To conclude, we note that according to Egs. the equality p,(1) = S implies that p,(1) # f*(1) when all
roots of the polynomial ¢*(s) have a positive real part or more that two roots have a negative real part. In these two
cases, the SCGF pu,(A) displays a positive jump discontinuity at A = 1 (provided p, (1) exists) and the rate function
I,(a) has a linear tail for a < a™ = —df T(\)/dA|x=1.
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VI. CONCLUSION

We have implemented a theoretical and numerical scheme to study fluctuations of dynamical observables such as
work, heat, or entropy production in stochastic systems governed by linear Langevin equations with time delay. We
have then been able to derive the complete asymptotic form of the generating functions and probability distributions,
and we have characterized (for the first time for a non-Markovian Langevin system) the effective process that describes
how fluctuations are created dynamically in the long-time limit. In this way, we have extended the current large-
deviation description of statistical fluctuations to the harder problem of a non-Markovian diffusion dynamics.

Central to our analysis are differential Riccati equations, and we have put a lot of emphasis on the properties of these
equations as they differ from those typically encountered in (linear-quadratic) optimal control problems. This makes
the behavior of the solutions more complicated, and we have shown that it is fruitful, both analytically and numerically,
to express these solutions in terms of the eigenvalues and eigenvectors of the associated Hamiltonian matrices. This
procedure allow us to study the statistics of observables at arbitrary finite time and to build explicitly the generic
fixed point reached asymptotically, from which the SCGF and the sub-dominant factors are easily computed. We
have also clarified the conditions under which the probability distributions exhibit exponential tails, the role of the
symmetry of the observables, and we have unveiled the nontrivial behavior occurring at the limits of the domain of
existence of the SCGF, something that cannot be predicted by only solving the spectral problem for the dominant
eigenvalue of the tilted generators.

Although we have mainly focused on a specific non-Markovian model, it is clear that our methods can be used for
any linear multidimensional diffusions, and we expect that many of the results presented here have a more general
validity. We therefore hope that this study will motivate additional fruitful work in the field.
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Appendices
A. TILTED GENERATORS

Inserting the expression of the drift matrix A [Eq. @] and of the vector function g, [Egs. and ] into the
general definition of the tilted generator [Eq. ], we obtain

2\
Lor=Lo— —ALy (A1)
Qo
with
1 g 0
Lo=(——=us — U2+ =—Upy2)—— + U1
0= Q ' T Qo +2)3U1 " Oug
n+2
8 1 02
+ — Uj_1 — + (AQ)
Z ” 2 u?
and
A,Cw’)\ = iu,H_gul , (A3)
Qo
1 5 1 0
AL%A = @(1 — )\)Ul — 5 — U167u1 5 (A4)
T
AEU’)\ = (T— — T, )u1u2 + = Q T, — Up2U7
1 T-T, T-1T, 9
QO Tv (1 * T’u A)Uq
T-T,,1 0
- —). A
T, (2+u18u1) (A5)

B. RICCATI DIFFERENTIAL EQUATIONS

1. Solution of Eqgs. (.) and (@)

Here, we carry out the calculations that lead to the RDE (42a)), assuming that the solution of the partial differential
equation has the form

Goa(ug,t) = cp(A t)e —3ug CZ(\t)uo ’ (B1)

where C?(\,t) is a symmetric matrix and ¢"(\,t) is a scalar function. The initial condition imposes that
Cr(A,0) =0 and ¢5(A,0) =1

To simplify the notation, we henceforth replace ug by u and drop the dependence of the functions on ¢ and u. On
the left-hand side of Eq. 7 we obtain

0,Gl = CEii - ;uTCg(A)u> oy (B2)

On the right-hand side, using F = Au, g, = Bou, we find
1
F (V= go)Gon == 5u’ [AT(CI(N) + ABo) + (C5(A) + AB3 ) A) JuG (B3)

where we have symmetrized the scalar product and used the fact that C7(\) is symmetric. Likewise,

1 1 1 1
SV IDVGy ] == SV [DCI NG ] = 5u” (G DCI NGy, — STHDC NGy (B4)
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A A A
*§V (DgoGy \) = —§V : (DBOUGQ,A) =3 [UT[BZDCg(A)]U - TF(DBo)] O s (B5)

and

280 DIV~ Ag) Gl = 507 [(CH(N) + ABI)DB, G, (B6)

Collecting all these results, we obtain from Eq. the matrix differential equation
¢ (\u = u” [(AT — ABTD)CT(A) + CT(\)(A — ADBy) — CT(\)DC(\) + NATB, + BT A — /\BOTDBO)} u (B7)
together with the scalar equation
) _ 1
= =—-Tr[D(CJ(\) + AB,)] . B8
& = g TDCI) + ABy) (B3)
Eq. then leads to the RDE (42a]) with the matrices A,(A) and K,(A) given by Egs. and respectively.
(53)

Furthermore, by integrating Eq. with initial condition ¢ 4(0) =1, we obtain
() = eJo dat’ fo(xt) (B9)

with f7(A,t) defined by Eq. (414).
Equivalent results are derived for the forward partial differential equation using the definition of the dual
generator

1
Ll = ~VF = XFg, + 5(V + Ago) - D(V + Ago) (B10)
and the ansatz
Gl

o

A1) = e (A, e BT 00 (B11)
with initial conditions C!(),0) = C and ¢! (), 0) = y/det(C)/(27)**2. For instance, Eq. is replaced by
1
=V (FGon) = AF - goGo = =Tr(A) + Sul [AT(CH(N) = ABo) + (Co(A) = AB ) A)JuG, - (B12)

This eventually leads to the RDE (42b) and Eq. (41b) for f1(\,¢).

2. Ezplicit expressions of the matrices Ko(X)

We now give the expressions of the matrices Ky, x, K, x, and K, x. From the definition of the matrices B, [Eq.
(20)], we obtain

000 ..1
o 000 ..0
g
Ko(\) = ? 000 ..0 7 (B13)
0 D .
100 0
100 ..0
AL 000 ..0
0 oL .
000 0
and
=) =M1=2) -7 0 . &7
L _ T 0 0 0
o =
K,(\) = 2 0 0 0.. 0 , (B15)
Qo ) : . .
L L 0 0 0
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8. Derivation of Eq. @)
We now turn to the derivation of Eq. . We first multiply the RDE 1) by SL(A 1) = [CL(A, )] ~! from the

right to obtain

wgg(x, t) = —AT(\) = CL(A\, ) Ac(V)BL (N 1) — CL(N 1) D + Ko (MEL (A t) . (B16)

Taking the trace and using the general identity d(det M (t))/dt = det M (¢)Tr[(M ~1(t)d(M (t))/dt], we find
% Indet CL (A, t) = —2Tr(A — ADB,) — Tr(DCL(A, t)) + Tr (Ko (M) SL (A, 1)) (B17)

This allows us to rewrite Eq. (41b) as

1 1
fLnt) = —§Tr((KO()\)Eé()\,t) +ADB,) + 5% Indet CL(\,t) . (B18)
As a result,
S _ [det Cé()x,t)} Y2 4 e Tr(Ko()BLOO+ADB, ) (B19)
det C ’

and Eq. is then obtained from Eq. (48b)).

C. SPECTRAL PROPERTIES OF THE HAMILTONIAN MATRICES
1. Characteristic polynomial

Here, we show that the Hamiltonian matrices H7()\) and H!()\) have the same eigenvalue spectrum which is also
independent of the observable. We then derive the explicit expression of the characteristic polynomial pg (A, s) [Eq.
in the main text].

Consider the “right” Hamiltonian matrix H’(A) defined by Eq. (67) with A,(\) and K,()) given by Egs. and
, respectively. It is easy to see that H7(\) can be rewritten as

Hi(\) = Hi (M Eo(N) (C1)
where
e [ A D
Ho(N) = {—)\BZ;A AT _\BTD } (C2)
and
_ |7 Itz O
B =350 ] (©
Since E2(A) = In(42) and det E,(X) = (—1)", we have
det[sla(nia) — Hy V)] = det ([sEo() — HE V] Eo(N)) = (1) det[sEo(A) — H3 ()] (C4)
with
I T Ay )
sEo(A) = Hy(A) = L\(sBo Y BTA) sLos— AT + ABTD } (C5)

Let s be an eigenvalue of HZ(\). If A\ # 0, neither s nor —s are eigenvalues of A and the two matrices sl 2 + A
and sl,42 — AT are thus invertible [if A = 0, one simply has det[sly(n40) — HZ(0)] = (—=1)"pa(s)pa(—s) where
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pa(s) = det(sl, 42 — A) is the characteristic polynomial of A given by Eq. (24)]. The standard formula for the
determinant of block matrices then yields

det[sla(12) — HL(N)] = (=1)"pa(—s) det [sIy2 — AT + ABLD — X\(sBo + BL A) (sl 42 + A)7'D] . (C6)

By using the identity (sB, + BI A)(sl,12 + A)~! = s(B, — BY)(sI,,42 + A)~1 + BL this can be rewritten as

det[sly(ni2y) — Ho(N)] = (=1)"pa(s)pa(—s) det [In+2 + 2)\5PT(fs)BO@ntiSymP(s)D} , (Cn
where
P(s) = (sIpyo + A)_1 , (C8)
and
B, — BY
Bo,antisym = T (Cg)

is the antisymmetric part of the matrix B,. Moreover, since —s is also an eigenvalue of H()), the characteristic
polynomial is an even function of s, and changing s into —s in Eq. readily shows that H”(\) and H!()), the
“left” Hamiltonian matrix, have the same eigenvalue spectrum?3’.

Note that Eq. holds for the Hamiltonian matrix associated with any linear current observable. In the case at
hand, the three matrices By, B, and B, have the same antisymmetric part (see Eq. )

0 0 0..0
B BT 0 0 0..1
w Py g
Bo,antisym = T = ag 0 O O O ) (CIO)
0-10..0

and therefore the eigenvalue spectrum of the matrices H? (A) and H/(\) does not depend on the observable. Moreover,
the fact that D;; = 0;16;1 implies that the matrix I, 1o + 2)\sP(—s)TBo’antisymP(s)D has nonzero elements only on
the first column and along the diagonal. This yields

det [I 42 + 2AsM (s)D] = 1+ 2AsMi1(s) , (C11)
where
M(s) = P(=s)" Bo antisym P(5) - (C12)
Therefore, the characteristic polynomial is linear in A. (For a general diffusion matrix D, even simply diagonal,
pr (A, 8) is generically a polynomial in A.)

It remains to compute Mi;(s). From Eq. (C10]) we obtain

_ 29
Q3

and it is easily found from the definition of the matrix P(s) [Eq. (C8)] that

My (s) [Pll(—S)P(n+2)1(5) + P11(8)P(n+2)1(_5)] ) (C13)

Pa(s)Pia(=s) = ~(2)"s(1+ )"
Pa(9) Pl (=s) = =(2)" . (C14)

Collecting all these results, we finally obtain Eq. of the main text.

39 The fact that det[sl(, 42y — H5(A)] is an even function of s is also immediately recovered from Eq. (C6). Define f(s) = det[In42 +
2XsP(—s)T B9 P(s)D]. Then f(—s) = det[In+2 — 2AsP(s)T B{S P(—s)D] = det[I 42 + 2Xs[P(—s)" BASP(s)]TD]. By Sylvester’s
identity, det(I + M N) = det(I + NM), one obtains f(—s) = f(s).
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2. Figenvectors

We now give the expression of the eigenvectors of the Hamiltonian matrices H,()\) and H! ()\) associated with the
Riccati operator Ry, x. We recall that the matrices are assumed to be diagonalizable for simplicity. In addition, we
suppose that all eigenvalues are distinct so that we can use the Faddeev-Leverrier procedure [101]. (Note that this
method can also be used to find the generalized eigenvectors when the matrices are defective [102].)

Consider first H],(A\) and let €] (s;) be the eigenvector associated with the eigenvalue s;(A). €l (s;) is decomposed
as

T N\ y;(si)
e,(s:) = {Z:U(Si) ) (C15)
where y7 (s;) and 2z, (s;) correspond to the first and last n+2 components, respectively. By definition, the four blocks
of the matrix W, (\) defined by Eq. are given by

Wit = [yi(s) yi(s3) o yil(si)] (C16)
Wit = [z, (s7) 2i,(s3) - zi,(shp0)] (C17)
Wi = [yu(st) vilsa) - Yulsuga)] (C18)
W2 = [z, (s7) 2(s3) - 2h,(s550)] - (C19)

After some straightforward but tedious algebra we find

[—s(1 — 5T)n
(1- )
(1 er)nt
¥ (s) = —pals) | (1 — )= (C20)
L1

and

5747 (s)
Py 1y 292 1+ 5)ar(s)
Zw(S) = ( 1) (2) %(1 + ST)Qq*(S) s (021)

ST+ 20" (s)

where q°(s) = P77 (5) = (52)7[(s2 + g5 + (1~ 25)" — &),
A similar calculation for the eigenvectors of the Hamiltonian matrix H! (\) yields

+ £Zyn—l
Yo(s) =pa(=s) [(1+25)" 2 (C22)

—_ .
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and

[ Cs[A—E)r—(E]
¢ (=) + (=1)"[(I'= 2)" — (1'+ 27)"]

q(=s)
() = (1" s Tag ) . (C23)

L (1= 25)" g (—s) i

It is readily seen that the relation between the matrices W (\) and W ()\) (Eq. in the main text) is recovered
via the change s — —s.

D. DERIVATION OF EQ. (77)

Let us partition the inverse of the matrix W/ () into four submatrix blocks as

Qr21( ) Qr22( )

For notational simplicity, we drop the dependence on A hereafter. Then,

et ] = (6] (02

WO = QU = [QT“(A) Qy (V) ] | (D1)

and Eq. in the main text can be rewritten as

Ur(t) - eJt 0 Qg,ll

|:Vr( )} W { 0 e—Jt Q(r),Zl . (D3)
Assuming that the submatrix Q7! is invertible, we introduce the matrix 7" = QU2 [Q7!!]~!. Then, from the
inversion of Eq. (D2)),

Wt W — Q)

Wy WRTY =0, (D4)
and
ni T, I, _
Qo | = | T2t = T2 e wpry (D5)
Q: 7

Eq. (D3]) becomes

T 7,11 Jt T,12 —Jt T
VR = [omin T Wme | D5+ Wy (D6)
and inserting into Eq. in the main text we easily obtain Eq.

It remains to show that the 1nvert1b1hty of the submatrix QT

—[Wr22)=twr2 from Eq. ) [Eq. in the main text].

Let us first assume that W= is 1nvert1ble Then, its Schur complement W /W22 = Wril — Wwri2[Wyr22) -1y 2l
is also invertible and the general formula for the inversion of a block matrix yields QF 1 (Wl /Wr22]=1 Conse-
quently, Q! is invertible with [Q1]~1 = W /W22,

We now assume that Q7'!! is invertible. Then, its Schur complement Q%/Qn! = Q1?2 — Qm2 Q1] ~1Q™!2 is
also invertible and the same general formula applied to W = [Q7]~! yields W2 = [Qr/Q11]~1. Hence, W% is
invertible, with [W722]=1 = Q7 /Qm11.

is equlvalent to that of W22, so that T =
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E. SOLUTIONS OF THE CARES FOR A =0

In this appendix we show that C7>*()) and CL+()) are the only solutions of the CAREs that satisfy C™+(0) = 0
and CLT(0) = C. To this end, we need to consider the behavior of the solutions as A — 0. Since there is no dependence
on the observable for A = 0, we choose o = w in order to take advantage of the explicit expressions of the eigenvectors
given in Appendix C.

Let Gy (M) and Lt (M) be the solutions of the CAREs built from a set S;a) with m(®) eigenvalues with a positive
real part and n + 2 — m(® with a negative real part. Since (—1)"pg(\,s) — pa(s)pa(—s) as X — 0, n + 2 — m(®)
eigenvalues are roots of p4(s) and m(®) eigenvalues are roots of p A(—s) in this limit. Eqgs. (C20) and (C22) then tell
us that n + 2 — m(® columns of the matrix YJ‘(O‘)()\) and m(® columns of the matrix Y5 (A) are O(A). On the
other hand(, )from Egs. lj and , all columns of the matrices Zf,,’(a)()\) and Zf,}(a)(A) are O(\) regardless the
value of m'®/).

We now successively consider the two cases Sﬁa) = S;', ie,m® =n+2 and S;a) #+ S;r, e, m® <n42.

In the first case, the matrix Y, (\) = W2IH(\) is O(1) in the limit A — 0 whereas all columns of Y+ ()\) =
WELL(A) and all columns of ZL+(X) = WE2L(A) are O()). Hence, C7H(0) = limy_o Z7H(A)[YH(A)] ™! = 0 whereas
CLH(0) = limy_o ZLT[(YEH(N)] ™ = O(1). Moreover, both det W521(A) and det WEL(X) are O(A"+2) so that
limy_, det C’f\’+ = O(1). The matrix C4(0) is thus invertible and its inverse is the unique solution of the linear
equation (CL+(0)~1AT + A[CLT(0)]~! = —D which is nothing but the Lyapunov equation . As a result, CLT(0) =
C

In the second case, CE(Q)(O) = lim,\%()Z;’(a)()\)[(Yqz’(a)()\)]_l = 0. Likewise, C’i}(a)(O) =

limy_o Zi}(a)(A)(YJ,’(Q)(/\)] O(1) with det(éi}(a)(A) = O(A””‘mm)). In consequence, CA'L}(O‘)(O) is not invert-
ible and thus differs from C.

F. DERIVATION OF THE EXPRESSION OF THE SCGF yu,(\) FOR A =1

In this appendix, we derive the expression of the dichotomic solution L* of the CARE

LFyy — FooL + LF 3L — F51 =0, (F1)
with
L9
Iy = {QQO 1 } ) (F2)
]. 7@
20 [00..1
01
00
nQo
Foy = —=— F4
21 27_ ) ( )
00
and
1 n
—30; " 1 1O 0
n — s — n ) 0
0 no T _ 1 _n 0
Fap = 0 B Qo T (F5)
1:L 1 n
0 0 T T ot

Assuming that the eigenvalues v; of the matrix F' = {?ﬂ ?2 } satisfy the condition 1) in the main text, we
21 22

introduce the matrix W* of dimension (n + 2) x 2 formed by the eigenvectors e; and es associated with 14 and vs.
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The dichotomic solution L* is then obtained as
L =z(y", (F6)

where Y* is the sub-matrix of W* of dimension 2 x 2 formed by the first two components of the vectors e; and e,
and Z* is the sub-matrix of dimension n x 2 formed by the other n components (Eq. below shows that the
matrix Y* is invertible).

Using tge Faddeev-Leverrier’s recursive method [101] to compute the eigenvector e associated with the eigenvalue
v, we find*®

@O’
Q| 9!
e(CT) = ? (%)20'”72 5 (F7)
N C
where 0 = v 4+ 1/(2Qo) + n/7. This yields
. _ [(o1 = 2)ot (02— 2)o3]
Y (0'1,0'2) = 0_? O';L 5 (F8)
and
7;0_11—1 no_g—l E
* Qo | ot (Eroy?
Z*(01,09) = -5 . (F9)
(" ("
Note in passing that
det(Y*) = (0102)" (01 — 72) = (1 + —— + 2" (vs + —— + 1) (1 — ) £0 (F10)
= (0102 01 —02)=\V1 2Q0 - 2 2Q0 - 1 2

since —1/(2Qg) — n/7 is not an eigenvalue of F' (one has pp(—1/(2Q0) — n/7) = —(n/7)"g/Qo # 0).
We thus have from Eq. an explicit expression of L* in terms of o7 and o5. In particular,
3" n QO 1 1
Ly =)' s— (5 —=)- (F11)

)n o n n
7' 2(01 —02) o oF

This can be further simplified by using the fact that o; = —s}+n/7 from Eq. (210). Hence, o; is a root of ¢*(—s+n/7),
which yields

n_ TynQo 9 1 2n, n,1 n
o, "=(=)"—[1+0; —oi(=—+— —(—=—+ - F12
= G (o + )+ 2 + ) (F12)
and then
. Q3 1 2n
L == — (= + —
ni=gelot oo (g + )
%( 185 1) (F13)
= —(—87 —s5— —).
290 17 Qo

40 For simplicity, we here assume that F' is diagonalizable, as we did for HZ()\) and H.()\). Otherwise, one must consider the generalized
eigenvectors [98H100].
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The expression of the SCGF 1, (1) [Eq. (212)) in the main text] is finally obtained from Eq. (208)) .
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Notation

Matrices are denoted by capital latin letters while boldface, lower-case latin letters denote vectors. X' denotes the
transpose of the matrix X and I,12 denotes the (n + 2) x (n + 2) identity matrix. If the real symmetric matrix X
is positive definite (resp. semidefinite), we write X > 0 (resp. X > 0) and X; > Xo (resp. X1 > X5) means that
X1—Xo>0 (I"GSp. X1 —Xo > 0)

Go(t), Gy (1o, 1), Gfm(u, t) - moment generating functions (o = w, q, o denotes the observable)

to(A) - scaled cumulant generating function

I,(a) - large deviation function

A - drift matrix

pa(s) - characteristic polynomial of A

p(u) stationary probability density

Y - stationary covariance matrix

Ro,x - Riccati differential operator

Cr(\, 1), CL(\, ) - solutions of the Riccati differential equations (RDEs)

H?()\), HL(\) - Hamiltonian matrices associated with the RDEs

pr (A, s) - characteristic polynomial of H”(\) and H(\)

ég*(“)(,\), C’é’(a)(A) - solutions of the continuous-time Riccati algebraic equations (CAREs)

Crt (), CLH () - maximal real symmetric solutions of the CAREs

@ (X)), fH(@)(\) - scalar functions associated with o) (M) and C’é’(a)()\)

FT(A\) - scalar function associated with the maximal solutions

Dy = (Amin, Amax) - interval for which H”(\), H!()\) have no purely imaginary eigenvalues

Do(t) = (A5 (1), A\F(t)) - domain of existence of G, »(t)

D, = (Mo1s Ao2) - domain of existence of po(A)

(M) - drift matrix of the effective process
a(u) stationary probability density of the effective process
(M) - covariance matrix of the effective process
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