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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 (CAREs), 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. [1, 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 [11–13]. 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
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differential equations is obtained whenever the delay is gamma-distributed [16]. This procedure, which requires one to
introduce auxiliary variables, is widely used in the context of biological modeling, population dynamics or evolutionary
systems [17–21]. 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 diffusions1. 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. II.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, 31] and references therein). We also briefly discuss in Sec. II.C how
the delay affects the stability of the nonequilibrium steady state (NESS).

Section III is mainly devoted to the study of the matrix Riccati equations that play a major role in this work. In
Sec. IIIA 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. III B 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. III B 1)
and then provide a closed-form representation of these solutions in terms of the eigenvalues and eigenvectors of the
associated Hamiltonian matrices (Sec. III B 2). Next, in Sec. III C, 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 IV 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. IVA, we first investigate the domain of existence of the generating functions at
finite time. In Sec. IVB, we then focus on the long-time behavior. We first determine the domain of existence of the
SCGF (Sec. IVB1) 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. IVB2). 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 [32–35]. In
Sec. IVB3, we make contact with the standard spectral problem for the dominant eigenvalue of the tilted generators,
which allows us in Sec. IVB4 to characterize the so-called effective or driven process that describes how fluctuations
are created dynamically in the long-time limit. In Sec. IVB5, 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. IVB5). 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. IVC, 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. IVC1) or may oscillate between two fixed points (Sec.
IVC2). In both cases the SCGF displays a positive jump discontinuity.

Finally, in Sec. V, we focus on the special case λ = 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, 37], we consider a Brownian particle of mass m trapped in a harmonic potential and
immersed in a thermal environment with viscous damping γ and temperature T . The dynamical evolution is governed
by the one-dimensional underdamped Langevin equation

mv̇t = −γvt − kxt + Ffb(t) +
√

2γTξt , (1)

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

Ffb(t) = k′xt−τ , (2)

where τ > 0 is the time delay. We generally assume that the feedback is positive (k′ > 0). Eq. (1) accurately describes
the motion of the levitated nanoparticle studied in the experiments of Refs. [14, 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 ω−1

0 =
√

m/k as the unit of time and xc =
√
2γT/k as the unit of length,

the Langevin equation takes the dimensionless form [37]

v̇t = − 1

Q0
vt − xt +

g

Q0
xt−τ + ξt , (3)

where Q0 = ω0τ0 is the quality factor of the oscillator (τ0 = m/γ is the viscous relaxation time) and g = k′/(γω0) =
(k′/k)Q0 is the gain of the feedback loop. The dynamics is thus fully characterized by the three dimensionless
parameters Q0, g and τ .
In order to apply the linear chain trick, we need to smooth the discrete delay kernel δ(t− τ) and replace Eq. (3) by

v̇t = − 1

Q0
vt − xt +

g

Q0

∫ t

−∞
ds gn(t− s, n/τ)xs + ξt , (4)

where

gj(t, a) =
aj

(j − 1)!
tj−1e−at , t ≥ 0 , (5)

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. (4) is sent to −∞ since we will only be interested in the steady-state regime. At
the lowest order, the kernel g1(t, 1/τ) describes an exponentially fading memory with a decay rate τ−1 (or a low pass
filter with bandwidth τ−1 in another language). For n > 1, the kernel has a maximum around t = τ 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 → ∞. In the frequency domain (i.e., in Fourier space2) this simply amounts to approximating the delay function

2 We here define the Fourier transform of a function f(t) by f(ω) =
∫+∞
−∞ dt f(t)eiωt.
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eiωτ as [40]

eiωτ ≈ 1

(1− iωτ/n)n
. (6)

The Erlang density functions gj(t, a) satisfy the recursion relation dgj(t, a)/dt = a[gj−1(t, a) − gj(t, a)] for j ≥ 1
which is the basis of the linear chain trick. Eq. (4) is then equivalent to the set of n+ 1 differential equations

v̇(t) = − 1

Q0
v(t)− x(t) +

g

Q0
xn(t) + ξ(t),

ẋj(t) =
n

τ
[xj−1(t)− xj(t)] , j = 1 · · ·n , (7)

where the auxiliary dynamical variables xj(t) are defined by

xj(t) =

∫ t

−∞
ds gj(t− s, n/τ)x(s) , (8)

with x0(t) ≡ x(t).
Thanks to this alternative representation of the dynamics, we are now dealing with a Markov process in the enlarged

space {v(t), x(t), x1(t), ...xn(t)}, whereas the marginal dynamics of xt 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 xj(t) ≈ x(t− jτ/n) as n → ∞ [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− τ, t].
This illustrates the well-known fact that a delay-differential equation such as Eq. (3) 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 Eqs. (7) into a matrix form by introducing
the n+ 2-dimensional vector u with components u1 = v, u2 = x, u3 = x1, ..., un+2 = xn. Defining the drift matrix

A =



−1/Q0 −1 0 0 ... g/Q0

1 0 0 0 ... 0
0 n/τ −n/τ 0 ... 0
0 0 n/τ −n/τ ... 0
...

...
...

...
...

...
0 ... 0 n/τ −n/τ 0
0 ... 0 0 n/τ −n/τ


, (9)

the equations in (7) become

u̇t = Aut + ξt , (10)

where ξt = (ξt, 0, 0...0)
T .

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, t],

βWt =
2g

Q2
0

∫ t

0

xn(t
′) ◦ dx(t′) , (11)

where β = (kBT )
−1 and ◦ denotes the Stratonovich product,

b) the corresponding heat dissipated into the environment [45]

βQt =
2

Q0

∫ t

0

[
1

Q0
v(t′)− ξ(t′)] ◦ dx(t′)

= βWt −
2

Q0

∫ t

0

[x(t′) ◦ dx(t′) + v(t′) ◦ dv(t′)]

= βWt −∆E , (12)
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where ∆E = (1/Q0)[x
2
t − x2

0 + v2t − v20 ] is the change in the internal energy of the system,
c) the entropy production (EP)

Σt = βQt + ln
p(x0, v0)

p(xt, vt)
, (13)

where βQt is the entropy change in the medium and p(x, v) is the stationary PDF (see Eq. (26) below). Specifically,

Σt = βWt +
1

Q0

[
(
T

Tx
− 1)(x2

t − x2
0) + (

T

Tv
− 1)(v2t − v20)

]
, (14)

where Tx = (2T/Q0)⟨x2
t ⟩ and Tv = (2T/Q0)⟨v2t ⟩ 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. (13) would correspond to the change in the Shannon

entropy of the system [46, 47] and Σt would be the total stochastic EP in the time interval [0, t]. Here, Σt 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. [14].
Note in passing that the linearity of the Langevin equation (3) 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. [31] 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,

⟨βẆt⟩ = ⟨βQ̇t⟩ = ⟨Σ̇t⟩ =
2

Q0
[
1

Q0
⟨v2t ⟩ − ⟨ξtvt⟩] =

1

Q0
(
Tv

T
− 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

⟨e−βQt⟩ = et/Q0 (16)

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

⟨e−Σt⟩ ∼ eṠJ t (17)

as t → ∞, where ṠJ 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

At =

∫ t

0

go(ut′) ◦ dut′ , (18)

where3

go(u) = Bou , (19)

and Bo is a matrix of dimension (n+2)× (n+2). (Henceforth, the subscript o refers to the observable, with o = w, q
and σ for the work, the heat, and the entropy production, respectively.) From Eqs. (11)-(14), we have

Bo = Bw + So , (20)

where

Bw =
2g

Q2
0


0 0 0 ... 0
0 0 0 ... 1
0 0 0 ... 0
...

...
...

...
...

0 0 0 ... 0

 , (21)

3 With the present definition (see also Ref. [10]), At/t is intensive in time and converges in probability to a constant as t → ∞. This
differs from the definition adopted in Refs. [8, 9] where At itself is the intensive quantity.
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and

Sq = − 2

Q0


1 0 0 ... 0
0 1 0 ... 0
0 0 0 ... 0
...

...
...

...
...

0 0 0 ... 0

 , (22)

Sσ =
2

Q0


T
Tv

− 1 0 0 ... 0

0 T
Tx

− 1 0 ... 0
0 0 0 ... 0
...

...
...

...
...

0 0 0 ... 0

 . (23)

For convenience, we also define the matrix Sw as the null matrix. Note that the matrices Bo 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
(Q0, g, n), this requires to choose the delay τ appropriately. Indeed, as is well known, a time delay induces a complex
dynamical behavior [41]. In particular, there may be a series of stability switches as τ 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 pA(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. (9), a straightforward calculation yields

pA(s) ≡ det(sIn+2 −A) = (
n

τ
)n[(s2 +

s

Q0
+ 1)(1 +

sτ

n
)n − g

Q0
] . (24)

We thus have to deal with a polynomial of degree n + 2, for which there exist powerful root-finding algorithms. As
limn→∞(1 + sτ

n )n = esτ and

lim
n→∞

(
n

τ
)−npA(s) = (s2 +

s

Q0
+ 1)esτ − g

Q0
, (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 (Q0, g, τ, 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 Tv = (2T/Q0)⟨v2⟩ (with ⟨v2⟩ given by the element (1, 1) of the covariance matrix
Σ, see Eq. (27) below), is plotted as a function of τ , and the loss of stability of the stationary state is signaled by the
divergence of Tv [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 = ∞4. This is in line with the general lore that a discrete delay is more destabilizing
than a distributed delay [16, 50–53] (see also Ref. [23]).

Due to the linearity of Eq. (10), the probability distribution function (pdf) in the NESS is a multivariate Gaussian
distribution,

p(u) =
1√

(2π)n+2 detΣ
e−

1
2u

T .Σ−1.u , (26)

4 Moreover, the critical delay τ
(1)
c,n corresponding to the first destabilizing Hopf bifurcation is numerically found to decreases to its limit

τ
(1)
c,∞ as 1/n.
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τ

0

1
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3
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5

T v/T

  Unstable region 
for n=25

FIG. 1: (Color on line) Kinetic temperature Tv in the NESS as a function of τ for Q0 = 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 = ∞ (black dashed line). For n = 25, the
stationary state is stable for 0 ≤ τ < 2.79 and τ > 8.07. The second stability region is displaced to larger τ as n increases and

no longer exists for n = ∞ (discrete delay). In the latter case, the system is stable for 0 ≤ τ < τ
(1)
c,∞ ≃ 2.53 only.

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

AΣ+ ΣAT = −D , (27)

with D = d.dT has only one non-zero element with dT = (1, 0, 0...0). To solve this equation for large n, one
can use the property that the eigenvalues of Σ, ordered as λ1 ≥ λ2 ≥ ... ≥ λn+2, decay very fast as their order
increases. Therefore, although Σ 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 (LTI) 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
Σ in terms of the Cauchy matrix built from the eigenvalues of A [55–57].

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 Go,λ(t) ≡ ⟨e−λAt⟩ in the steady state and to
extract the complete asymptotic form at large time:

Go,λ(t) ∼ go(λ)e
µo(λ)t , (28)

where

µo(λ) ≡ lim
t→∞

1

t
lnGo,λ(t) (29)

is the SCGF and go(λ) is the pre-exponential factor.
As will be discussed in detail in the following (see Sec. IVB1), the domain of definition of the SCGF (i.e., the

values of λ for which µo(λ) < ∞) may depend on the observable. This is due to rare but large fluctuations of the
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initial or final points of the stochastic trajectories that induce singularities in the pre-exponential factors. Therefore,
the knowledge of both µo(λ) and go(λ) is required to obtain the large-time behavior of the pdf Po(a, t) ≡ ⟨δ(At− at)⟩
characterized by the rate function

Io(a) ≡ − lim
t→∞

1

t
lnPo(a, t) . (30)

Large deviation theory tells us that if µo(λ) exists and is differentiable, then Io(a) is given by the Legendre-Fenchel
transform [1, 2]

Io(a) = max
λ

[−λa− µo(λ] . (31)

In order to compute Go,λ(t), it is convenient to start from the restricted generating function Go,λ(u, t|u0) =
⟨e−λAt⟩u0,u, where the initial and final configurations of the trajectories of duration t are fixed at u0 and u, respectively.
By definition, Go,λ(u, 0|u0) = δ(u− u0) and

Go,λ(t) =

∫
du0 p(u0)

∫
duGo,λ(u, t|u0) (32)

provided the integrals over u0 and u converge. This suggests considering the time evolution of

Gr
o,λ(u0, t) =

∫
duGo,λ(u, t|u0) (33)

and

Gl
o,λ(u, t) =

∫
du0 p(u0)Go,λ(u, t|u0) (34)

separately. They satisfy the initial conditions

Gr
o,λ(u0, 0) = 1 (35)

and

Gl
o,λ(u, 0) = p(u) . (36)

(The superscript r and l denote “right” and “left”, respectively. This notation will be justified later when considering
the long-time limit.)

Standard application of the Feynman-Kac formula (see, e.g., Ref. [59] for a pedagogical review) shows that
Gr

o,λ(u0, t) evolves in time according to the backward Fokker-Planck equation

∂tG
r
o,λ(u0, t) = Lo,λG

r
o,λ(u0, t) , (37)

where Lo,λ is the so-called tilted (or biased) generator given by [8, 9]

Lo,λ = F · (∇− λgo) +
1

2
(∇− λgo) ·D(∇− λgo) , (38)

with F = Au in the case at hand. Explicit expressions of Lo,λ for o = w, q, σ are given in Appendix A. Likewise,
Gl

o,λ(u, t) satisfies the forward Fokker-Planck equation

∂tG
l
o,λ(u, t) = L†

o,λG
l
o,λ(u, t) , (39)

where L†
o,λ is the adjoint of Lo,λ.

Solving such linear partial differential equations beyond the long-time limit requires one to determine the whole

spectrum of the operators Lo,λ and L†
o,λ 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 go depend linearly on u so that we
can anticipate that the solutions of Eqs. (37) and (39) with initial conditions (35) and (36), respectively, are just
multivariate Gaussians. Specifically, we show in Appendix B 1 that

Gr
o,λ(u0, t) = exp

(
−1

2
uT
0 C

r
o(λ, t)u0 +

∫ t

0

fr
o (λ, t

′)dt′
)

(40a)

Gl
o,λ(u, t) =

[
(2π)n+2 detΣ

]−1/2
exp

(
−1

2
uTCl

o(λ, t)u+

∫ t

0

f l
o(λ, t

′)dt′
)

, (40b)
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with

fr
o (λ, t) = −1

2
Tr[D(Cr

o(λ, t) + λBo)] (41a)

f l
o(λ, t) = −1

2
Tr[D(Cl

o(λ, t)− λBo)]− Tr(A) . (41b)

Cr
o(λ, t) and Cl

o(λ, t) are symmetric matrices of dimension (n+2)×(n+2) which are solutions of the matrix differential
equations

Ċr
o(λ, t) = Ro,λ

[
Cr

o(λ, t)
]

(42a)

Ċl
o(λ, t) = Ro,λ

[
− Cl

o(λ, t)
]

(42b)

with initial conditions

Cr
o(λ, 0) = 0 (43a)

Cl
o(λ, 0) = C , (43b)

respectively, where C is the inverse of the covariance matrix Σ. In these equations, Ro,λ is a quadratic Riccati operator
acting on a general (n+ 2)× (n+ 2) matrix X as

Ro,λ[X] = Ao(λ)
TX +XAo(λ)−XDX +Ko(λ) , (44)

with

Ao(λ) = A− λDBo , (45)

and

Ko(λ) = λ(ATBo +BT
o A)− λ2BT

o DBo . (46)

The explicit expressions of the symmetric matrices Ko(λ) are given in Appendix B 2. Furthermore, since Dij = δi1δj1
and Tr(A) = −(1/Q0 + n2/τ) in the present model, Eqs. (41) become

fr
o (λ, t) = −1

2
(Cr

o,11(λ, t) + λBo,11) (47a)

f l
o(λ, t) = −1

2
(Cl

o,11(λ, t)− λBo,11) +
1

Q0
+

n2

τ
. (47b)

By integrating Gr
o,λ(u0, t)p(u0) over u0 and Gl

o,λ(u, t) over u, we then obtain two expressions of the generating

function Go,λ(t),

Go,λ(t) =
[det (Cr

o(λ, t) + C
)

detC

]−1/2

exp
( ∫ t

0

fr
o (λ, t

′)dt′
)

(48a)

=
[detCl

o(λ, t)

detC

]−1/2

exp
( ∫ t

0

f l
o(λ, t

′)dt′
)
. (48b)

By construction, these two expressions5 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 Go,λ(t) to be finite it is mandatory that the matrices
C + Cr

o(λ, t) and Cl
o(λ, t) are positive definite. As we shall see later in Sec. IVA, this crucial condition is not

5 Eq. (48b) is similar to the expression of the generating function derived by C. Kwon et al. [60] via a path-integral method for the
non-equilibrium work in linear diffusion systems. The role of the matrix Cl(λ, t) is played by a matrix Ã(τ, λ) that obeys a non-linear
matrix equation similar to our Eq. (42b) (with the matrix Λ playing the role of the matrix Kw(λ)). Likewise, Eq. (48a) corresponds
to Eq. (43) in the recent paper of J. du Buisson and H. Touchette [28], with −(1/2)Cr

o (λ, t) replaced by the matrix Bk(t). From the
dictionary λ → −k, A → −M , Bo → Γ, one can easily check that the RDE (42a) corresponds to Eq. (60) in Ref. [28] (with ΓT = −Γ
in Eq. (60) because Γ is assumed to be antisymmetric).
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always satisfied. Moreover, the equivalence between Eqs. (48a) and (48b) may result from a nontrivial mathematical
mechanism.

Finally, let us note that an alternative expression of Go,λ(t) is available when the matrix Cl
o(λ, t

′) is invertible for
all t′ ∈ [0, t]. If so, a few manipulations detailed in Appendix B 3 lead to6

Go,λ(t) = exp

(
−1

2

∫ t

0

Tr
(
Ko(λ)Σ

l
o(λ, t

′) + λDBo

)
dt′
)

, (49)

where Σl
o(λ, t), the inverse matrix of Cl

o(λ, t), is solution of the complementary RDE

∂

∂t
Σl

o(λ, t) = Ao(λ)Σ
l
o(λ, t) + Σl

o(λ, t)A
T
o (λ)− Σl

o(λ, t)Ko(λ)Σ
l
o(λ, t) +D , (50)

with initial condition

Σl
o(λ, 0) = Σ . (51)

In particular, using the fact that Bq,11 = −2/Q0 and Kq(1) = 0 [Eq. (B14)], Eq. (49) readily yields

Gq,λ=1(t) = et/Q0 , (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 Cr

q (λ = 1, t) = 0, which implies that
fr
q (λ = 1, t) = 1/Q0 from Eq. (47a).

B. Properties of the Riccati differential equations (RDEs)

RDEs similar to Eqs. (42), as well as the corresponding continuous algebraic Riccati equations (CAREs) whose
solutions are stationary solutions of the RDEs (see Sec. III C below), 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 → ∞, 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 t ∈ [0,∞)
and is symmetric, positive semidefinite if the source term (in the present case, the matrix Ko(λ) in Eq. (44)), the
quadratic term (i.e., the term XDX), 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 solution7.

Unfortunately, it is readily seen from Eqs. (B13)-(B15) that neither Kw(λ) nor Kσ(λ) are positive semidefinite
(n eigenvalues are equal to 0, one is positive, and one is negative). Only Kq(λ) ≥ 0 for 0 ≤ λ ≤ 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 Eqs. (42) 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. (44) has a remarkable property that holds for arbitrary
matrices A, Bo, and D symmetric. Indeed, if S is a symmetric matrix, then

Ro,λ[X] = R′
o,λ[X − λS] , (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 + Cr

o (λ, t), when the latter exists.
7 From the viewpoint of control theory, the important feature is that the maximal solution X+ is “stabilizing”, i.e., all the eigenvalues of
the “closed-loop” matrix Ao(λ)−DX+ have negative real parts (see e.g. Ref. [25]).
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where R′
o,λ is the modified operator obtained by changing Bo into B′

o = Bo + S. Therefore, when the matrices Bo

characterizing the various observables only differ by their symmetric part So, which is the case for the three observables
Wt,Qt,Σt under consideration, one has

Ro,λ[X] = Ro′,λ[X + λ(So − So′)] . (54)

This “invariance” property allows one to compute all matrices Cr
o′(λ, t) and Cl

o′(λ, t) by solving the RDEs correspond-
ing to a single operator Ro,λ but with different initial conditions. Specifically, by letting Xo′(λ, t) be the solution of

the RDE Ẋo′ = Ro,λ[Xo′ ] with initial condition

Xo′(λ, 0) = λ(So′ − So) (55)

we obtain that

Cr
o′(λ, t) = Xo′(λ, t)− λ(So′ − So) (56)

and, similarly, if Xo′(λ, t) is the solution of the RDE Ẋo′ = Ro,λ[−Xo′ ] with initial condition

Xo′(λ, 0) = C − λ(So′ − So) (57)

we have that

Cl
o′(λ, t) = Xo′(λ, t) + λ(So′ − So). (58)

1. Global existence of the solutions

We begin our study of the solutions of the RDEs (42) 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. (42) 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 Cr

o(λ, t) or C
l
o(λ, t) toward −∞. This is

a crucial observation because it means that this eigenvalue, which is initially positive (as C+Cr
o(λ, 0) = Cl

o(λ, 0) = C),
vanishes before diverging to −∞. Therefore, this finite-time escape phenomenon is always preceded by the divergence
of the generating function Go,λ(t)

8.
Let us focus on the case 0 ≤ λ ≤ 1 for which we can take advantage of the semi-positiveness of the source term

Kq(λ) 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 Cr

o(λ, t) since the condition C + Cr
o(λ, t) > 0 for all t ∈ [0,∞)

implies that Cl
o(λ, t) > 0 (otherwise, the two expressions (48a) and (48b) of Go,λ(t) would not be consistent).

First of all, since Cr
q (λ, 0) = 0 and the RDE Ẋ = Rq,λ[X] has all the properties of the RDEs encountered in LQ

optimal control [24], we can immediately assert that the matrix Cr
q (λ, t) exists and is positive semidefinite on [0,∞).

Moreover, Ċr
q (λ, 0) = Kq(λ) ≥ 0 and thus Cr

q (λ, t) is monotonically non-decreasing [63]. Hence Cr
q (λ, t) + C > 0 and

we conclude that the generating function Gq,λ(t) is always finite.
Reaching a conclusion about the existence and positiveness of the matrices C + Cr

w(λ, t) and C + Cr
σ(λ, t) is less

straightforward. We first note from Eqs. (22) and (23) that Sq ≤ 0 and Sσ − Sq ≥ 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 Xw(λ, t) and Xσ(λ, t) of the RDE Ẋ = Rq,λ[X], which correspond
respectively to the initial conditions Xw(λ, 0) = −λSq ≥ 0 and Xσ(λ, 0) = λ(Sσ −Sq) ≥ 0, satisfy Xw(λ, t) ≥ Cr

q (λ, t)
and Xσ(λ, t) ≥ Cr

q (λ, t). From the “invariance” relations (56) and (58) (with Sw = 0) we then obtain

Cr
w(λ, t) = Xw(λ, t) + λSq ≥ Cr

q (λ, t) + λSq (59)

and

Cr
σ(λ, t) = Xσ(λ, t)− λ(Sσ − Sq) ≥ Cr

q (λ, t)− λ(Sσ − Sq) . (60)

8 Note that the consistency between the two expressions of the generating function [Eqs. (48a) and (48b)] imposes that the determinants
of Cr

o (λ, t)+C and Cl
o(λ, t) vanish simultaneously, as will be observed later in the numerical examples (see, e.g., Fig. 10 in Sec. IVB1).



13

Furthermore, it can be shown that

det[C + λSq] = det[In+2 + λSqΣ] detC = (1− λ
Tv

T
)(1− λ

Tx

T
) detC (61)

and

det[C + λ(Sq − Sσ)] = (1− λ)2 detC . (62)

As a result, C + λSq > 0 for λ < min(T/Tx, T/Tv) and C + λ(Sq − Sσ) > 0 for λ < 1 (since all eigenvalues of these
matrices are positive for λ = 0 and remain positive as long as the respective determinants do not vanish). From this
set of inequalities we conclude that

Cr
w(λ, t) + C ≥ Cr

q (λ, t) + C + λSq > 0 , 0 ≤ λ < min(1, T/Tx, T/Tv) (63)

and

Cr
σ(λ, t) + C ≥ Cr

q (λ, t) + C − λ(Sσ − Sq) > 0 , 0 ≤ λ < 1 . (64)

In consequence, the corresponding generating functions Gw,λ(t) and Gσ,λ(t) are always finite for values of λ within
the above ranges. We stress that these conditions are sufficient but not necessary. Note also that the inequality (63)
still holds for λ = 1 if both Tx and Tv are smaller than T . On the other hand, the strict inequality (64) is replaced
by Cr

σ(1, t) + C ≥ 0. This special but important case λ = 1 will be treated in detail in Sec. V.

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. (42a) with initial condition (43a). It can be checked by direct substitution that the solution can
be expressed as

Cr
o(λ, t) = V r

o (λ, t)U
r
o (λ, t)

−1 , (65)

where the matrices Ur
o (λ, t) and V r

o (λ, t) are solutions of the linear system[
U̇r
o (λ, t)

V̇ r
o (λ, t)

]
= Hr

o (λ)

[
Ur
o (λ, t)

V r
o (λ, t)

]
, (66)

with

Hr
o (λ) =

[
−Ao(λ) D
Ko(λ) AT

o (λ)

]
, (67)

and initial condition [
Ur
o (λ, 0)

V r
o (λ, 0)

]
=

[
In+2

0

]
. (68)

As a consequence, [
Ur
o (λ, t)

V r
o (λ, t)

]
= eH

r
o (λ)t

[
In+2

0

]
. (69)

The existence of the solution of Eq. (42a) for all t′ ∈ [0, t] ensures that the corresponding matrix Ur
o (λ, t

′) is invertible
in this interval. Conversely, if Ur

o (λ, t
′) is nonsingular for all t′ ∈ [0, t], then Cr

o(λ, t
′) exists in the same interval and

is given by Eq. (65).
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A similar transformation holds for the solution Cl
o(λ, t) of Eq. (42b), with Ur

o (λ, t), V
r
o (λ, t) replaced by

U l
o(λ, t), V

l
o (λ, t) and Eqs. (69) replaced by [

U l
o(λ, t)

V l
o (λ, t)

]
= eH

l
o(λ)t

[
In+2

C

]
. (70)

with

H l
o(λ) =

[
Ao(λ) D
Ko(λ) −AT

o (λ)

]
. (71)

The 2(n+2)×2(n+2) matricesHr
o (λ) andH l

o(λ) are Hamiltonian matrices which play a central role in the forthcoming
analysis9. Their spectral properties are investigated in Appendix C. Observe in particular that Hr

o (λ) and H l
o(λ) are

invertible and that the eigenvalue spectrum only depends on the anti-symmetric part of the matrices Bo (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. (20)], and owing to the fact that Dij = δ1iδ1j , the characteristic polynomial of the Hamiltonian
matrices is shown in Appendix C 1 to be given by

(−1)npH(λ, s) = pA(s)pA(−s)− 2λg

Q2
0

(
n

τ
)2n s[(1− sτ

n
)n − (1 +

sτ

n
)n] , (72)

where pA(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 Hr

o (λ) and H l
o(λ) 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 λ will
be restricted to a certain open interval DH = (λmin, λmax) for which Hr

o (λ) and H l
o(λ) have no purely imaginary

eigenvalues10. As will be shown in Sec. IVB3, this restriction is justified by the fact that the values of λ outside DH

are irrelevant for the determination of the rate function I(a).
The condition λ ∈ DH has two significant consequences:
• The Hamiltonian matrices are dichotomically separable [24], with n+2 eigenvalues s+1 (λ), s

+
2 (λ), ...s

+
n+2(λ) having

a positive real part and n+2 eigenvalues s−1 (λ) = −s+1 (λ), s
−
2 (λ) = −s+2 (λ), ...s

−
n+2(λ) = −s+n+2(λ) having a negative

real part (the eigenvalues are counted with their multiplicities and the ordering is arbitrary unless otherwise specified).
• 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 Hr

o (λ). As a result of the above assumptions, we can introduce a basis-change matrix
W r

o (λ) that diagonalizes H
r
o (λ) such that

Hr
o (λ) = W r

o (λ)

[
J(λ) 0
0 −J(λ)

]
[W r

o (λ)]
−1 , (73)

where J(λ) = diag
(
s+1 (λ), s

+
2 (λ), ...s

+
n+2(λ)

)
. Eq. (69) then becomes[

Ur
o (λ, t)

V r
o (λ, t)

]
= W r

o (λ)

[
eJ(λ)t 0
0 e−J(λ)t

]
[W r

o (λ)]
−1

[
In+2

0

]
. (74)

We next partition the matrix W r
o (λ) into 4 blocks of size (n+ 2)× (n+ 2),

W r
o (λ) =

[
W r,11

o (λ) W r,12
o (λ)

W r,21
o (λ) W r,22

o (λ)

]
, (75)

where the first n + 2 columns are the eigenvectors relative to the eigenvalues s+i (λ) and the remaining columns are
the eigenvectors relative to the eigenvalues s−i (λ).

9 We recall that a real Hamiltonian matrix H of dimension 2(n+2)×2(n+2) satisfies the equation
[

0 −In+2

In+2 0

]
H = −HT

[
0 −In+2

In+2 0

]
,

where In+2 is the (n + 2) × (n + 2) identity matrix. The eigenvalues of H then come in quadruples: if s ∈ C is an eigenvalue, so are
s̄,−s and −s̄, where an overline indicates complex conjugation.

10 One may have λmin = −∞ but λmax is positive and finite.
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Now, suppose that the submatrix W r,22
o (λ) is nonsingular, so that the matrix

T r
o (λ) =− [W r,22

o (λ)]−1W r,21
o (λ) (76)

exists. Simple manipulations, similar to those performed in Refs. [65, 66] and detailed in Appendix D, then lead to
a representation of the solution of the RDE (42a) that only involves negative exponentials11:

Cr
o(λ, t) = [W r,21

o (λ) +W r,22
o (λ)P r

o (λ, t)][W
r,11
o (λ) +W r,12

o (λ)P r
o (λ, t)]

−1 , (77)

where

P r
o (λ, t) = e−J(λ)tT r

o (λ)e
−J(λ)t . (78)

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

o(λ, t) diverges at time t if the matrix W r,11
o (λ) +W r,12

o (λ)P r
o (λ, t) is singular. Finite-time singularities in the

solution are thus poles corresponding to det[W r,11
o (λ)+W r,12

o (λ)P r
o (λ, t)] = 0. (We recall that the generating function

Go,λ(t) diverges before the solution or the RDE blows up.)

• Cr
o(λ, t) converges towards the matrix Ĉr,+

o (λ) ≡ W r,21
o (λ)[W r,11

o (λ)]−1 as t → ∞. (This is true even if finite-time
singularities are present12.)

As will be shown in the next subsection, Ĉr,+
o (λ) is the so-called “maximal” (real symmetric) solution of the

corresponding algebraic equation (86a) and its existence is certified [67] (which means that the matrix W r,11
o (λ) is

nonsingular). On the other hand, the assumption that W r,22
o (λ) is nonsingular, which is required for Eq. (77) to be

meaningful, may not be satisfied for some values of λ. In other words, the condition detW r,22
o (λ) ̸= 0 ensures that

the initial matrix Cr
o(λ, 0) = 0 belongs to the basin of attraction of Ĉr,+

o (λ). Otherwise, Eq. (77) is no longer valid
and the solution of the RDE (42a) goes to another limit or may fail to converge (i.e., oscillates), as will be discussed
in Sec. IVC2.

Likewise, the solution of Eq. (42b) can be represented as

Cl
o(λ, t) = [W l,21

o (λ) +W l,22
o (λ)P l

o(λ, t)][W
l,11
o (λ) +W l,12

o (λ)P l
o(λ, t)]

−1 , (79)

where

P l
o(λ, t) = e−J(λ)tT l

o(λ)e
−J(λ)t , (80)

and

T l
o(λ) =− [W l,22

o (λ)− CW l,12
o (λ)]−1[W l,21

o (λ)− CW l,11
o (λ)] . (81)

This requires that the matrix W l,22
o (λ)−CW l,12

o (λ) is nonsingular. If true, Cl
o(λ, t) converges asymptotically toward

the matrix Ĉl,+
o (λ) ≡ W l,21

o (λ)[W l,11
o (λ)]−1 which is the maximal (real symmetric) solution of the corresponding

CARE and whose existence is also guaranteed (implying that W l,11
o (λ) is nonsingular). Moreover, it is easily seen

from the structure of the Hamiltonian matrices Hr
o (λ) and H l

o(λ) that[
W l,11

o W l,12
o

W l,21
o W l,22

o

]
=

[
−W r,12

o −W r,11
o

W r,22
o W r,21

o

]
. (82)

As a result, Ĉl,+
o (λ) = −W r,22

o (λ)[W r,12
o (λ)]−1.

For future reference, it is instructive to rewrite the conditions of convergence towards Ĉr,+
o (λ) and Ĉl,+

o (λ) as

detW r,22
o (λ) = detW l,21

o (λ) = det Ĉl,+
o (λ) detW l,11

o (λ) ̸= 0 , (83)

and

det[W l,22
o (λ)− CW l,12

o (λ)] = det[W r,21
o (λ) + CW r,11

o (λ)] = det[Ĉr,+
o (λ) + C] detW r,11

o (λ) ̸= 0 . (84)

11 We leave to the reader the proof that Eq. (77) does not depend on the choice of the basis-change matrix W r
o (λ).

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 detW l,11
o (λ) and detW r,11

o (λ) are ̸= 0, this implies the following equivalences:

det Ĉl,+
o (λ) ̸= 0 ⇔ Cr

o(λ, t) → Ĉr,+
o (λ) (85a)

det[Ĉr,+
o (λ) + C] ̸= 0 ⇔ Cl

o(λ, t) → Ĉl,+
o (λ) (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 Gr

o,λ(u0, t) and Gl
o,λ(u, t) together.

Finally, we stress that the representations (77) and (79) of the solutions of the RDEs (42) not only reveal the most
significant features of the solutions but are also useful for numerical calculations. Indeed, as shown in Appendix C 2,
we have explicit expressions of the basis-change matrices W r

w(λ) and W l
w(λ) as a function of the eigenvalues of the

Hamiltonian matrices. We can then only consider the RDE corresponding the operator Rw,λ and compute all matrices
Cr

o(λ, t) and Cl
o(λ, t) by changing the initial conditions and using relations (56) and (58).

C. Fixed points of the Riccati flows

How does one know that the matrices Ĉr,+
o (λ) and Ĉl,+

o (λ) exist and what are their properties? To answer these
questions, we now consider the stationary versions of the RDEs (42),

Ro,λ[Ĉ
r
o(λ)] = 0 (86a)

Ro,λ[−Ĉl
o(λ)] = 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 reviews). Let us consider for instance Eq.

(86a) and denote a solution by Ĉ
r,(α)
o (λ) (then −Ĉ

r,(α)
o (λ) is a solution of Eq. (86b)). A direct calculation yields

Hr
o (λ)

[
In+2

Ĉ
r,(α)
o (λ)

]
=

[
In+2

Ĉ
r,(α)
o (λ)

]
[−Ao(λ) +DĈr,(α)

o (λ)] , (87)

which shows that the columns of the matrix
[

In+2

Ĉr,(α)
o (λ)

]
span a graph invariant subspace13 ofHr

o (λ) and the eigenvalues

of −Ao(λ)+DĈ
r,(α)
o (λ) are a subset of the eigenvalues ofHr

o (λ). This simple fact leads to the following characterization

of the solutions [71]: Each solution Ĉ
r,(α)
o (λ) corresponds to a set S(α)

λ of n + 2 eigenvalues sα1
, sα2

, ...sαn+2
of

Hr
o (λ) [specifically, the eigenvalues of −Ao(λ) + DĈ

r,(α)
o (λ)] and n + 2 associated eigenvectors erαj

=

[
yr
αj

zr
αj

]
(with

yr
αj
, zrαj

∈ Cn+2), such that

Ĉr,(α)
o (λ) = Zr,(α)

o (λ)[Y r,(α)
o (λ)]−1 , (88)

where Y
r,(α)
o (λ) = [yr

α1
,yr

α2
, ...yr

αn+2
] and Z

r,(α)
o (λ) = [zrα1

, zrα2
, ...zrαn+2

]. The invertibility of the (n + 2) × (n + 2)

matrix Y
r,(α)
o (λ) is the condition ensuring that the solution Ĉ

r,(α)
o (λ) exists, and conversely. The solutions of Eq.

(86b) can be characterized in the same manner, with the index r replaced by l and Ao(λ) replaced by −Ao(λ) in Eq.

(87). (Recall that Hr
o (λ) and Hr

o (λ) have the same eigenvalue spectrum so that Ĉ
r,(α)
o (λ) and Ĉ

l,(α)
o (λ) correspond

to the same subset S(α)
λ of eigenvalues of Hr

o (λ) and H l
o(λ).)

13 The graph of a matrix X is defined as the (n+ 2)-dimensional subspace

G(X) = Im

[
In+2

X

]
∈ C2(n+2)

where Im denotes the image or column space of a matrix [67]. A subspace of C2(n+2) is called a graph subspace if it has the form G(X)
for some X.
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Interestingly, the solutions of Eqs. (86) for an observable o’ can be readily obtained from the solutions for the
observable o. This results from the invariance property (54) of the Riccati operator Ro,λ, which yields

Ĉ
r,(α)
o′ (λ) = Ĉr,(α)

o (λ) + λ(So − So′) = Ĉr,(α)
o (λ) + λ(Bo −Bo′) (89a)

Ĉ
l,(α)
o′ (λ) = Ĉl,(α)

o (λ)− λ(So − So′) = Ĉl,(α)
o (λ)− λ(Bo −Bo′) . (89b)

As a result,

Ĉ
r,(α)
o′ (λ) + Ĉ

l,(α)
o′ (λ) = Ĉr,(α)

o (λ) + Ĉl,(α)
o (λ) . (90)

Note that Ĉ
r,(α)
o′ (λ) and Ĉ

l,(α)
o′ (λ) correspond to the same set S(α)

λ of eigenvalues as Ĉ
r,(α)
o (λ) and Ĉ

l,(α)
o (λ), which is

the set of eigenvalues of the matrices −Ao(λ) + DĈ
r,(α)
o (λ) and Ao(λ) + DĈ

l,(α)
o (λ). Indeed, from the definition of

Ao(λ) [Eq. (45)], one has

−Ao(λ) +DĈr,(α)
o (λ) = −A+ λDBo +D[Ĉ

r,(α)
o′ (λ)− λ(Bo −Bo′ ] = −Ao′(λ) +DĈ

r,(α)
o′ (λ) (91a)

Ao(λ) +DĈl,(α)
o (λ) = A− λDBo +D[Ĉ

l,(α)
o′ (λ) + λ(Bo −Bo′)] = Ao′(λ) +DĈ

l,(α)
o′ (λ) . (91b)

Another interesting consequence of Eqs. (89) is that

Ĉr,(α)
o (λ) = Ĉ

r,(α)
o,antisym(λ)− λBo,sym (92a)

Ĉl,(α)
o (λ) = Ĉ

l,(α)
o,antisym(λ) + λBo,sym , (92b)

where Bo,sym ≡ (Bo + BT
o )/2 is the symmetric part of the matrix Bo and Ĉ

r,(α)
o,antisym(λ) and Ĉ

l,(α)
o,antisym(λ) are the

solutions of the CAREs (86) associated with Bo,antisym ≡ (Bo −BT
o )/2. Consequently,

Ĉr,(α)
o (λ) + Ĉl,(α)

o (λ) = Ĉ
r,(α)
o,antisym(λ) + Ĉ

l,(α)
o,antisym(λ) . (93)

In accordance with Eqs. (41), we associate to each solutions Ĉ
r,(α)
o (λ) and Ĉ

l,(α)
o (λ) of the CAREs (86) the scalar

functions

fr,(α)
o (λ) = −1

2
Tr[D(Ĉr,(α)

o (λ) + λBo)] (94a)

f l,(α)
o (λ) = −1

2
Tr[D(Ĉl,(α)

o (λ)− λBo)]− Tr(A) . (94b)

These two functions are actually equal and independent of the observables. This follows from the fact that S(α)
λ =

{sαi}n+2
i=1 is the spectrum of both −Ao(λ) +DĈ

r,(α)
o (λ) and Ao(λ) +DĈ

l,(α)
o (λ), whatever o, as we just noticed. As

a consequence,

n+2∑
i=1

sαi
(λ) = Tr[−Ao(λ) +DĈr,(α)

o (λ)] = Tr[Ao(λ) +DĈl,(α)
o (λ)] . (95)

Using the definition of Ao(λ) [Eq. (45)], this yields f
r,(α)
o (λ) = f

l,(α)
o (λ) = f (α)(λ) with

f (α)(λ) = −1

2
[Tr(A) +

n+2∑
i=1

sαi(λ)] . (96)

So far, we have considered all solutions of Eq. (86) (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 Ro,λ defined by Eq. (44) [72]:

i) the matrix D is positive semidefinite,
ii) the pair of matrices (Ao(λ), D) is controllable14.

14 A standard result in control theory is that a pair (A,B), where A is a n× n matrix and B is a n×m matrix, is controllable if the rank
of the n×nm matrix [B,AB,A2B, ...An−1B] is equal to n [7]. It is easy to show that the pair (Ao(λ), D) satisfies this crucial property
by using the equivalent PBH (Popov-Belevitch-Hautus) test which states that there must be no nonzero left eigenvector vT of Ao(λ)
such that vT ·D = 0. Since Dij = δi1δj1, the second condition imposes that vT = (0, v2, v3, ...vn+2)T . The first condition then yields
v2 = v3... = vn+2 = 0, as can be readily checked by inspection.
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These properties also ensure that [73] :

• Each real symmetric solution Ĉ
r,(α)
o (λ) or Ĉ

l,(α)
o (λ) corresponds to a set S(α)

λ of eigenvalues of Hr
o (λ) and H l

o(λ)

such that s ∈ S(α)
λ implies s̄ ∈ S(α)

λ and −s̄ /∈ S(α)
λ .

• The matrices Ĉr,+
o (λ) = W r,21

o (λ)[W r,11
o (λ)]−1 and Ĉl,+

o (λ) = W l,21
o (λ)[W l,11

o (λ)]−1 introduced previously exist
and are themaximal real symmetric solutions of Eqs. (86a) and (86b) with respect to the positive definiteness ordering.

They are obtained by taking S(α)
λ to be the set S+

λ = {s+1 , s
+
2 , ...s

+
n+2} of eigenvalues with a positive real part (see the

partitioning of the basis change matrices W r
o (λ) and W l

o(λ)). Likewise, the matrices Cr,−
o (λ) = W r,22

o (λ)[W r,12
o (λ)]−1

and Cl,−
o (λ) = W l,22

o (λ)[W l,12
o (λ)]−1 exist and are the minimal solutions obtained from the set S−

λ = {s−1 , s
−
2 , ...s

−
n+2}

of eigenvalues with a negative real part. This means that all other real symmetric solutions Ĉ
r,(α)
o (λ) (resp. Ĉ

l,(α)
o (λ))

are such that Ĉr,−
o (λ) ≤ Ĉ

r,(α)
o (λ) ≤ Ĉr,+

o (λ) (resp. Ĉl,−
o (λ) ≤ Ĉ

l,(α)
o (λ) ≤ Ĉl,+

o (λ).

The maximal solutions Ĉr,+
o (λ) and Ĉl,+

o (λ) can be shown to be analytic functions of λ [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

Ĉl,+
o (λ) = −Ĉr,−

o (λ)

Ĉl,−
o (λ) = −Ĉr,+

o (λ) (97)

from the relation between the basis change matrices W r
o (λ) and W l

o(λ) [Eq. (82)], we have

Ĉr,+
o (λ) + Ĉl,+

o (λ) = Ĉr,+
o (λ)− Ĉr,−

o (λ) > 0 . (98)

As shown in Appendix E, Ĉr,+
o (λ) and Ĉl,+

o (λ) have another important property: They are the only solutions of the

CAREs (86) that satisfy Ĉr,+
o (0) = 0 and Ĉl,+

o (0) = C. Since Gr
o,λ=0(u0, t) = 1 and Gl

o,λ=0(u, t) = p(u) for all u0,u

and t from the definition of the generating functions [Eqs. (33) and (34)], these conditions must be obeyed by the
solutions of the RDEs (42a) and (42b), respectively15.

Finally, we introduce the function f+(λ) 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+

λ , we have

f+(λ) = −1

2
[Tr(A) +

n+2∑
i=1

s+i (λ)] (99)

from Eq. (96). f+(λ) stands out among the functions f (α)(λ) associated with the other solutions of Eqs. (86) because
of the following three properties:

i) it is an analytic function of λ in the interval DH (since Ĉr,+
o (λ) and Ĉl,+

o (λ) are analytic);
ii) it satisfies

f+(0) = 0 , (100)

as can be readily seen by inserting Ĉr,+
o (0) = 0 into Eq. (94a)16;

iii) it obeys the inequality

f (α)(λ) > f+(λ), for S(α)
λ ̸= S+

λ . (101)

Indeed, a set S(α)
λ ̸= S+

λ contains m(α) ̸= 0 eigenvalues s−αi
with a negative real part and n+2−m(α) eigenvalues s+αi

with a positive real part. In consequence,

n+2∑
i=1

sαi(λ) =

m(α)∑
i=1

s−αi
(λ) +

n+2−m(α)∑
i=m(α)+1

s+αi
(λ) =

n+2∑
i=1

s+i (λ)− 2

m(α)∑
i=1

s−αi
(λ) , (102)

15 It is suggested in Ref. [28] that the behavior at λ = 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 λ = 0 we overcome this obstacle. Furthermore, we must keep in mind that the solution of the RDE may
not be a continuous function of λ, as will be seen in Sec. IVC.

16 Alternatively, one can use the fact that pH(0, s) = (−1)npA(s)pA(−s) from Eq. (72). Therefore, the zeros of pH(0, s) with a positive
real part are the zeros of pA(−s) and

∑n+2
i=1 s+i (0) = −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.
(96) and using Eq. (99), we then obtain

f (α)(λ)− f+(λ) = −
m(α)∑
i=1

s−αi
(λ) > 0 . (103)

An alternative expression of f+(λ) in terms of the spectral density of the process will be derived in Sec. IVB2.

IV. TIME EVOLUTION OF THE MOMENT GENERATING FUNCTIONS

Equipped with the explicit representations of the time-dependent solutions Cr
o(λ, t) and Cl

o(λ, t) of the RDEs (42)

[Eqs. (77) and (79)], with the definition of the maximal solutions Ĉr,+
o (λ) and Ĉl,+

o (λ) of the CAREs (86), and with
the expression of the function f+(λ), we are now in position to study the time evolution of the moment generating
function Go,λ(t) given by Eqs. (48) and in particular their long-time behavior. We will then explicitly compute the
SCGF µo(λ) and the sub-exponential prefactors go(λ). We recall that the values of λ are restricted to the interval
DH = (λmin, λmax) for which the Hamiltonian matrices have no purely imaginary eigenvalues and the existence of real
symmetric solutions of the CAREs is ensured17.
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 (5) is already markedly peaked around t = τ and further
investigations show that the qualitative behavior of the fluctuations does not change significantly for larger values of
n. We choose (rather arbitrarily) Q0 = 2, so that the harmonic oscillator is in a moderate underdamped regime, and
a feedback gain g = 1.5. We then vary τ 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 τ . 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. IIIA, the generating function Go,λ(t) given by Eqs. (48) may diverge in a finite time,
depending on the observable o and the value of λ. In some cases one can prove from the outset that such divergence
does not take place [see for instance Eqs. (63) and (64)]. In general, however, one needs to numerically compute
Cr

o(λ, t) from Eq. (77) or Cl
o(λ, t) from Eq. (79). By increasing (resp. decreasing) λ from 0 to λmax (resp. from 0

to λmin) at a given t, one can then determine the first value of λ for which det(Cr
o(λ, t) + C) = detCl

o(λ, t) = 0 (we
recall that the two determinants vanish simultaneously since the expressions (48a) and (48b) of Go,λ(t) are consistent
as long as the matrices Cr

o(λ, t) and Cl
o(λ, t) exist). This defines a time-dependent interval Do(t) =

(
λ−
o (t), λ

+
o (t)

)
such that C +Cr

o(λ, t) > 0 and Cl
o(λ, t) > 0 for all λ ∈ Do(t). Accordingly, Go,λ(t) is finite for λ ∈ Do(t) and diverges

at λ = λ−
o (t) and λ = λ+

o (t). Since the very definition of the SCGF requires that limt→∞(1/t) lnGo,λ(t) < ∞, the
domain of existence of the SCGF is Do(∞).
Two typical examples of the evolution of the determinants with λ at different times are shown in Figs. 2 and 3

together with the corresponding moment generating functions. The calculations are performed for the observable Wt

but the same type of results are obtained for the other observables. Inspection of the characteristic polynomial pH(s)
reveals that λmin = −472.080 and λmax ≃ 1.019 for τ = 1 and λmin ≃ −5.118 and λmax ≃ 1.665 for τ = 3. Moreover,
it is found that Tx/T ≈ 1.663, Tv/T ≈ 0.570 for τ = 1 and Tx/T ≈ 1.152, Tv/T ≈ 0.857 for τ = 3. We can thus infer
from Eq. (63) that the matrices Cr

w(λ, t) + C and Cl
w(λ, t) are always positive definite and the generating function

Gw,λ(t) is always finite for values of λ in the range 0 ≤ λ ≲ 0.601 for τ = 1 and 0 ≤ λ ≲ 0.868 for τ = 3.
By comparing Figs. 2 and 3, we can see at once that the width of the interval Dw(t) does not decrease monotonically

with time for τ = 3, in contrast to the case τ = 1. (Note in passing that Gw,λ(t) does not satisfy the symmetry
λ ↔ 1 − λ; 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 λ ̸∈ DH , 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 detCl
w(λ, t)/ detC (solid lines) and det(Cr

w(λ, t) + C)/ detC (dashed lines) versus λ for
t = 3, 5, 10 and τ = 1. (b) Corresponding moment generating function Gw,λ(t).
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FIG. 3: (Color on line) (a) Plots of detCl
w(λ, t)/ detC (solid lines) and det(Cr

o (λ, t) + C)/detC (dashed lines) versus λ for
t = 3, 5, 10 and τ = 3. (b) Corresponding moment generating function Gw,λ(t).

the evolution of the determinants with t at fixed λ, as done in Fig. 4 (for brevity, we only show the behavior of
detCl

w(λ, t) and focus on negative values of λ).
In both cases, there is a critical value of λ above which detCl

w(λ, t) > 0 at all times and the generating function is
always finite. For smaller values of λ, Figs. 4(a) and 4(b) depict two different scenarios. For τ = 1, the determinant
vanishes at a unique time t−w(λ) which increases monotonically to infinity as λ approaches the critical value. In this
case t−w(λ) is just the inverse function of λ−

w(t). For τ = 3, the curves cross the t 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−w(λ) 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 t varies.



21

0 5 10 15 20
t

-0.5

0

0.5

1

de
t(C

l w
(λ

,t)
/C

)

0 5 10 15 20
t

-1

0

1

(a) (b)

FIG. 4: (Color on line) Time evolution of detCl
w(λ, t)/ detC for τ = 1 (a) and τ = 3 (b). The values of λ decrease from top

to bottom and detCl
w(λ, t) is always positive for λ ≳ −0.963 (red curve in panel a) or λ ≳ −1.51 (red curve in panel b). The

parts of the curves corresponding to detCl
w(λ, t) < 0 are plotted as dashed lines.

A similar behavior is observed for λ > 0 and this eventually leads to Figs. 5(a) and 5(b) which describe how the
domain of existence of Gw,λ(t) evolves with time. Note that λ+

w(t) > 0.601 for τ = 1 and λ+
w(t) > 0.868 for τ = 3, in

agreement with the predictions of Eq. (63).
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FIG. 5: (Color on line) Evolution of the domain of existence of the generating function Gw,λ(t), the interval Dw(t) =(
λ+
w(t), λ

−
w(t)

)
, for τ = 1 (a) and τ = 3 (b). The matrices C + Cr

w(λ, t) and Cl
w(λ, t) are positive definite and Gw,λ(t) is finite

in the unshaded regions. At fixed t, Gw,λ(t) diverges as λ → λ+
w(t) and λ → λ−

w(t) (solid red lines). The black dashed lines

indicate the limits λw1 and λw2 of the interval D̂w (see Fig. 8 below).

We stress that the generating function Gw,λ(t) is finite at time t if detCl
w(λ, t) > 0 whatever the sign of the

determinant for t′ < t. Otherwise, one would not obtain the same values of the thresholds λ−
w(t) and λ+

w(t) by varying
λ at fixed t or varying t at fixed λ, and the results displayed in Fig. 4(b) would not be consistent with those in Fig.
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3. We thus disagree with the statement made by C. Kwon et al in Ref. [60] that the generating function18 is well
defined only when the determinant is positive for all t′ < t, which implies that the threshold is “frozen” beyond a
critical time19. For τ = 3, this would amount to rejecting the non-monotonic dependence of λ+

w(t) and λ−
w(t) on time

displayed in Fig. 5(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 λ−
w(t) and λ+

w(t) with t can be directly checked by looking at the pdf Pt(βWt = W). Indeed,
the divergences of Gw,λ(t) at λ

±
w(t) signal that Pt(W) has exponential tails. More precisely, the numerical solution of

the RDE (42a) reveals that detCl
w(λ, t) ∼ det(Cr

w(λ, t) + C) ∼ (λ− λ±
w(t)) as λ → λ±

w(t), so that, from Eqs. (48),

Gw,λ(t) ∼ (λ− λ±
w(t))

−1/2 (104)

and, thus [60],

Pt(W) ∼ eλ
∓
w(t)W√
|W|

, W → ±∞ . (105)
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FIG. 6: (Color on line) The pdf Pt(W) versus W for τ = 3 at different times: t = 3 (blue stars), 5 (red circles), and 10
(black squares). Pt(W) is obtained from numerical simulations of N = 5.106 samples. The straight lines on the right-hand side
correspond to the asymptotic form (105) with the numerical values of λ−

w(t) taken from Fig. 5(b).

In Fig. 6, the pdf obtained by numerically integrating the set of dynamical equations (7) for n = 5 and τ = 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 (105) (see the solid lines on the right-hand side).

Remarkably, the nontrivial behavior of λ±
w(t) for τ = 3 also affects the variance ⟨W 2

t ⟩c = ⟨W 2
t ⟩ − ⟨Wt⟩2 =

∂2 lnGw,λ(t)/∂
2λ|λ=0. As shown in Fig. 7, the non-monotonic variation of ⟨W 2

t ⟩c for τ = 3 is related to the
evolution of the width lw(t) = λ+

w(t)− λ−
w(t) of the interval Dw(t). Since the variance is larger when lw(t) is smaller

and ⟨W 2
t ⟩c ∼ µ′′

w(0)t as t → ∞ (where µw(λ) = f+(λ) is the SCGF - see Sec. IVB3 below), this relation is made
more visible by comparing lw(t) to the inverse of ⟨W 2

t ⟩c − µ′′
w(0)t, as done in Fig. 7(b). So the pdf Pt(W) does not

necessarily become more distributed as t increases, as could be naively expected.

18 We recall that our expression (48b) 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 ⟨W 2
t ⟩c for τ = 1 and τ = 3. The circles represent the results of the

numerical simulation. (b) The width lw(t) = λ+
w(t) − λ−

w(t) of the interval Dw(t) for τ = 3 (red dashed line) is compared to
[⟨W 2

t ⟩c − µ′′
w(0)t]

−1 (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 t → ∞. As can be seen in Fig. 5, the thresholds λ±
w(t) converge to finite values

λ±
w(∞). More generally, for an observable o, Do(t) → Do(∞) =

(
λ−
o (∞), λ+

o (∞)
)
with Do(∞) ⊆ DH . On the other

hand, the analysis of Sec. III B 2 tells us that Cr
o(λ, t) → Ĉr,+(λ) and Cl

o(λ, t) → Ĉl,+(λ) for generic values of λ ∈ DH

(i.e., for values of λ such that det Ĉl,+
o (λ) ̸= 0 and det(Ĉr,+

o (λ)+C) ̸= 0). Therefore, Do(∞), the domain of existence

of the SCGF, coincides with the interval D̂o = (λo1, λo2) for which the matrices Ĉr,+
o (λ) + C and Ĉl,+

o (λ) are both
positive definite. Generically,

Do(∞) = D̂o ⊆ DH , (106)

with D̂o = DH when these matrices Ĉr,+
o (λ) + C and Ĉl,+

o (λ) are positive definite for all λ ∈ DH .

This is verified numerically in Fig. 8 which shows the variation of the determinants of Ĉr,+
w (λ)+C and Ĉl,+

w (λ) with
λ for the same values of the parameters as in Figs. 2-7. For τ = 1 and τ = 3, it is found that the two determinants
are positive for λ ∈ (−0.963, 0.649) and λ ∈ (−1.722, 1.200), respectively, and these values are in excellent agreement
with the thresholds λ−

w(∞) and λ+
w(∞) that can be extrapolated from Fig. 5. Note that λw1, the lower limit of the

interval D̂w, here corresponds to det Ĉl,+
w (λw1) = 0 (with det(Ĉr,+

w (λw1) + C) ̸= 0) whereas λw2, the upper limit,

corresponds to det(Ĉr,+
w (λw2) + C) = 0 (with det Ĉl,+

w (λw2) ̸= 0)20.
At first sight, the latter observation may seem to contradict the fact that the determinants of the matrices Cl

w(λ, t)
and Cr

w(λ, t)+C vanish for the same values of λ, i.e., λ−
w(t) or λ

+
w(t) (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 D̂w = (λw1, λw2).
This is done in Fig. 9 for τ = 1 where for conciseness we only consider the behavior of det(Cr

w(λ, t)+C) in the vicinity
of λw1 ≃ −0.963.
What this figure reveals is that det(Cr

w(λ, t) + C) strongly deviates from det(Ĉr,+
w (λ) + C) as λ decreases before

vanishing at λ = λ−
w(t). This contrasts with the behavior of detCl

w(λ, t) that smoothly approaches det Ĉl,+
w (λ) 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 τ = 3) or
for the other observables.



24

-1 0 1

λ

0

0.5

1

1.5

-2 -1 0 1

λ

0

0.5

1

1.5
(a) (b)

FIG. 8: (Color on line) det Ĉl,+
w (λ)/ detC (solid lines) and det(Ĉr,+

w (λ)+C)/detC (dashed lines) as a function of λ for τ = 1

(a) and τ = 3 (b) (in both panels, the largest value of λ is λmax). The arrows indicate the range D̂w of values of λ for which

the matrices Ĉr,+
w (λ) + C and Ĉl,+

w (λ) are both positive definite.
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FIG. 9: (Color on line) det(Cr
w(λ, t) + C)/detC (symbols) and det(Cl

w(λ, t)/detC (solid lines) as a function of λ for τ = 1

and t = 10, 15, 20. The solid and dashed black lines represent det Ĉl,+
w (λ)/detC and det(Ĉr,+

w (λ)+C)/ detC, respectively, like
in Fig. 8.

t increases. In addition, det(Cr
w(λ, t) + C) diverges to −∞ for λ very close to (but smaller than) λ−

w(t), signaling
that the solution of the RDE (42a) blows up. Another striking feature is that the value of the determinant for
λ = λw1 (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 limt→∞ det(Cr

w(λw1, t) +C) is finite but differs

from det(Ĉr,+
w (λw1) + C). This is indeed confirmed by Fig. 10 which shows the time evolution of detCl

w(λ, t) and
det(Cr

w(λ, t) + C) for values of λ close to λw1. One can see that det(Cr
w(λw1, t) + C)/ detC ≈ 1.17 at large times

whereas det(Ĉr,+
w (λw1) + C)/ detC ≈ 2.98.
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FIG. 10: (Color on line) Time evolution of detCl
w(λ, t)/ detC (solid lines) and det(Cr

w(λ, t) + C)/detC (dashed lines) for
τ = 1 and different values of λ close to λw1 ≃ −0.963. The red lines correspond to λ = λw1.

This phenomenon is rather subtle but should come as no surprise. Indeed, as predicted by Eq. (85a), the condition

detCl,+
o (λw1) = 0 implies that the solution of the RDE (42a) does not go asymptotically to Ĉr,+

o (λw1) and, as a result,
det(Cr

w(λw1, t → ∞)+C) ̸= det(Cr,+
w (λw1)+C). As a matter of fact, a similar behavior takes place in the vicinity of

λw2, with the roles of Cr
w(λ, t) + C and Cl

w(λ, t) inverted
21, and it is also observed for τ = 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 D̂o ⊂ DH (i.e.,
λo1 > λmin and λo2 < λmax). This is a nontrivial issue which will be further discussed in Sec. IVC. An important
case is λo2 = 1, as it concerns the fluctuation theorem (16) for the heat and the conjecture (17) for the apparent
entropy production.

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

Now that the domain of existence of the SCGF has been identified as D̂o = (λo1, λo,2), we derive explicit expressions

for the SCGF µo(λ) and the pre-exponential factors go(λ) when λo1 < λ < λo2. Since C
r
o(λ, t)+C → Ĉr,+

o (λ)+C > 0

and Cl
o(λ, t) → Ĉl,+

o (λ) > 0, we have

fr
o (λ, t) → f+(λ)

f l
o(λ, t) → f+(λ) , (107)

and from Eqs. (40) we obtain the two asymptotic expressions

Gr
o,λ(u0, t) ∼ gro(λ) exp

(
− 1

2
uT
0 Ĉ

r,+
o (λ)u0

)
ef

+(λ)t (108a)

Gl
o,λ(u, t) ∼ glo(λ) exp

(
− 1

2
uT Ĉl,+

o (λ)u
)
ef

+(λ)t , (108b)

21 This explains the abrupt decrease of detCl(λ, t) in the vicinity of λ+
w(t) ≈ 0.65 for t = 10 in Fig. 2(a).
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with

gro(λ) = exp

(∫ ∞

0

dt [fr
o (λ, t)− f+(λ)]

)
(109a)

glo(λ) =

(
detC

(2π)n+2

)1/2

exp

(∫ ∞

0

dt [f l
o(λ, t)− f+(λ)]

)
. (109b)

Integrating Gr
o,λ(u0, t)p(u0) over the initial state u0 and Gl

o,λ(u, t) over the final state u, we finally get

Go,λ(t) ∼ go(λ)e
f+(λ)t , (110)

with

go(λ) =
[det[C + Ĉr,+

o (λ)]

detC

]−1/2

exp

(∫ ∞

0

dt [fr
o (λ, t)− f+(λ)]

)
(111a)

=
[det Ĉl,+

o (λ)

detC

]−1/2

exp

(∫ ∞

0

dt [f l
o(λ, t)− f+(λ)]

)
. (111b)

Eq. (110) is a central result of our work as it shows that for λ ∈ D̂o the SCGF µo(λ) defined in Eq. (29) is equal
to the function f+(λ) which is associated with the maximal solutions of the CAREs (86). The SCGF is therefore
the same for the three observables Wt,Qt and Σt since the corresponding matrices Bo have the same anti-symmetric
part, which implies that the Hamiltonian matrices have the same spectrum. On the other hand, the interval D̂o and
the pre-exponential factor go(λ) depend on the observable. In particular, the expressions (111) of go(λ) diverge at

the boundaries of D̂o
22.

The SCGF can be computed from Eq. (99), 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, Ĉ
r,(α)
o (λ) or Ĉ

l,(α)
o (λ), of

the CAREs gives rise to a factorization of the characteristic polynomial pH(λ, s) of Hr
o (λ) and H l

o(λ) in the form [25]

pH(λ, s) = (−1)nq(α)(λ, s)q(α)(λ,−s) , (112)

where q(α)(λ, s) is the characteristic polynomial of the matrices −Ao(λ)+DĈ
r,(α)
o (λ) and Ao(λ)+DĈ

l,(α)
o (λ). (Owing

to the invariance relations (91), q(α)(λ, s) does not depend on the observable.) Eq. (112) follows from[
In+2 0

Ĉ
r,(α)
o (λ) In+2

]−1

Hr
o (λ)

[
In+2 0

Ĉ
r,(α)
o (λ) In+2

]
=

[
−Ao(λ) +DĈ

r,(α)
o (λ) D

0 [Ao(λ)−DĈ
r,(α)
o (λ)]T

]
(113)

and a similar relation involving C
l,(α)
o (λ) and H l

o(λ). Focusing on the maximal solutions Ĉr,+
o (λ) and Ĉl,+

o (λ), we
then define the rational function

G+(λ, s) =
q+(λ, s)

pA(s)
, (114)

where pA(s) is the characteristic polynomial of the drift matrix A given by Eq. (24). As a result, G+(λ, 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,

q+(λ, s) =

n+2∏
i=1

(s− s+i ) = sn+2 − (

n+2∑
i

s+i )s
n+1 + ... (115)

and

pA(s) = sn+2 − Tr(A)sn+1 + ... , (116)

22 However, this does not mean that the actual prefactor diverges at λo1 or λo2, as discussed in Sec. IVC.
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so that the function L+(λ, s) defined through

G+(λ, s) = [1 + L+(λ, s)]−1 (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, L+

λ (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

1

2πi

∫ i∞

−i∞
ds ln |G+(λ, s)| =

n+2∑
i=1

s+i (λ)−
1

2
κ+(λ) , (118)

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

κ+(λ) ≡ lim
s→∞

sL+(λ, s) = lim
s→∞

s
pA(s)− q+(λ, s)

pA(s)

=

n+2∑
i=1

s+i (λ)− Tr(A) . (119)

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

f+(λ) = − 1

2πi

∫ i∞

−i∞
ds ln |G+(λ, s)|,

(120)

which thanks to Eqs. (112), (114), and (72) can then be rewritten as

f+(λ) = − 1

4πi

∫ i∞

−i∞
ds ln

(−1)npH(λ, s)

|pA(s)|2

= − 1

4πi

∫ i∞

−i∞
ds ln

[
1− 2λg

Q2
0

(
n

τ
)2ns

(1− sτ
n )n − (1 + sτ

n )n

|pA(s)|2
]
. (121)

Note that the integral is finite as pH(λ, s) has no purely imaginary roots for λ ∈ DH .
We can further transform Eq. (121) by replacing the Laplace variable s by the frequency ω = is and introducing

the response function χn(ω) defined in Fourier space by x(ω) = χn(ω)ξ(ω). It is readily found from Eq. (4) that

χn(ω) =
(
− ω2 − iω

Q0
+ 1− g

Q0
(1− iωτ

n
)−n
)−1

, (122)

which can be also expressed as

χn(ω) = (
n

τ
)n

(1− iωτ
n )n

pA(s = −iω)
(123)

by using Eq. (24). Eq. (121) is then recast as

f+(λ) = −1

2

∫
dω

2π
ln
[
1− 4λg

Q2
0

ω sinn(ωτ)|χn(ω)|2
]
, (124)

where we have defined the n-dependent sine-like function

sinn(x) =
1

2i
[(1− ix

n
)−n − (1 +

ix

n
)−n)] (125)

which satisfies limn→∞ sinn(x) = sin(x). As a consequence, f+(λ) is simply expressed in terms of the spectral
density |χn(ω)|2. This shows the connection between the Riccati formalism and the results in the mathematical
literature [32–35] for the SCGF of stationary Gaussian processes23.

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+(λ) computed from Eq. (124) for n = 5, τ = 1 and τ = 3. The parts of the curves in

red correspond to the interval D̂w for which the SCGF µw(λ) is finite and equal to f+(λ) (see Fig. 8) and the vertical dashed
lines indicate the limits λmin and λmax of DH , the interval of definition of f+(λ) (λmin ≈ −472.8 for τ = 1, which is outside
the scale of the figure). (b) Corresponding rate function Iw(a). The parts of the curves in red are obtained from the Legendre
transform (126) and the linear parts in black are obtained from Eqs. (127).

The behavior of f+(λ) with λ for n = 5, τ = 1 and τ = 3 is shown in Fig. 11(a). This illustrates two important
properties of the function: i) f+(λ) has infinite slopes at the boundaries of DH and ii) f+(λ) is convex in DH (we
already know that this function is differentiable). Accordingly, the Legendre-Fenchel transform (31) that relates the
SCGF to the rate function reduces to the usual Legendre transform. Specifically, defining λ∗(a) as the (unique)
solution of df+(λ)/dλ|λ=λ∗ = −a, one has [1]

I(a) = −aλ∗ − f+(λ∗) for λ∗(a) ∈ D̂o . (126)

If D̂o = DH the function I(a), which does not depend on the observable, is asymptotically linear as a → −∞ (resp.
a → +∞) with slope −λmax (resp. −λmin)

24. This means that the values of λ outside DH 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.

On the other hand, if D̂o ⊂ DH (where here and below ⊂ means a strict inclusion), the condition λ∗(a) ∈ D̂o defines
two special values a−o = −df+(λ)/dλ|λo2

and a+o = −df+(λ)/dλ|λo1
beyond which the rate function is no longer given

by Eq. (126). Since f+(λ) has finite slopes at the two cutoff λo1 and λo2, the properties of Legendre transforms [1]
imply that the rate function (which now depends on the observable) exhibits linear branches beyond a±o ,

Io(a) = −aλo2 − f+(λo2) a ≤ a−o (127a)

Io(a) = −aλo1 − f+(λo1) a ≥ a+o . (127b)

This yields the curves Iw(a) plotted in Fig. 11(b).
Finally, we consider the limit n → ∞. It can be directly taken in Eq. (121), replacing (1 ± sτ/n)n by e±sτ and

using Eq. (25). This yields

lim
n→∞

(−1)npH(λ, s)

pA(s)pA(−s)
= 1− 2λg

Q2
0

s(e−sτ − esτ )

(s2 + s
Q0

+ 1− g
Q0

e−sτ )(s2 − s
Q0

+ 1− g
Q0

esτ )
. (128)

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

f+
∞(λ) ≡ lim

n→∞
f+(λ) = −1

2

∫
dω

2π
ln
[
1− 4λg

Q2
0

ω sin(ωτ)|χ∞(ω)|2
]
, (129)

with

χ∞(ω) = (−ω2 − iω

Q0
+ 1− g

Q0
eiωτ )−1 . (130)

As expected, this result coincides with the expression of the SCGF for the discrete delay obtained in our previous
work [10] by imposing periodic boundary conditions on the solution of the Langevin equation (i.e., x(0) = x(t)) and
expanding x(t) in a Fourier series (this amounts to assuming that boundary conditions can be neglected to leading
order in t in the calculation of ⟨e−λAt⟩; see, e.g., Ref. [78] for a similar calculation). It is clear that Eq. (124) can be
also derived by using the same method for n finite.

3. 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 µo(λ) of the tilted generators Lo,λ and L†
o,λ [1, 2, 8, 9]. This results from

the expansion of the restricted generating function Go,λ(u, t|u0) in a complete basis of bi-orthogonal eigenfunctions,
which yields asymptotically [9]

Go,λ(u, t|u0) ∼ ro,λ(u0)lo,λ(u)e
µo(λ)t , (131)

where ro,λ(u0) and lo,λ(u) are the right and left eigenfunctions associated with µo(λ). Finding the SCGF thus requires
solving the spectral problem

Lo,λ ro,λ(u0) = µo(λ) ro,λ(u0) (132a)

L†
o,λ lo,λ(u) = µo(λ) lo,λ(u) , (132b)

with the eigenfunctions commonly normalized according to [9]∫
du lo,λ(u)ro,λ(u) = 1 (133a)∫
du lo,λ(u) = 1 . (133b)

(In particular, Eq. (133a) is inherited from the duality between the operators Lo,λ and L†
o,λ which imposes the

boundary condition lo,λ(u)ro,λ(u) = 0 at infinity [8].) Since we have shown above that the SCGF µo(λ) is equal

to f+(λ) inside its domain of definition D̂o, we already know the solution of the spectral problem for the dominant
eigenvalue,25 and the eigenfunctions corresponding to f+(λ) are readily obtained from the asymptotic expressions
(108) as

ro,λ(u0) = gro(λ) exp

(
−1

2
uT
0 Ĉ

r,+
o (λ)u0

)
(134a)

lo,λ(u) =
glo(λ)∫

du0 p(u0)ro,λ(u0)
exp

(
−1

2
uT Ĉl,+

o (λ)u

)
, (134b)

25 It may be confusing that f+(λ) is the largest eigenvalue of the operators Lo,λ and L†
o,λ but is smaller than of all other functions f (α)(λ)

according to inequality (101). There is no contradiction though because the corresponding matrices Ĉ
r,(α)
o (λ) and Ĉ

l,(α)
o (λ) are not

valid solutions of the spectral problem (132). Indeed, the condition Ĉ
r,(α)
o (λ) + Ĉ

l,(α)
o (λ) > 0 is only satisfied by the maximal solutions

of the CAREs [Eq. 98)]. Take for instance the matrices Ĉr,−
o (λ) and Ĉl,−

o (λ) that are the minimal solutions of the CAREs. From Eq.
(96), f−(λ) is the largest of all functions f (α)(λ) since all eigenvalues of the Hamiltonian matrices in the set S−

λ have a negative real

part. On the other hand, relations (97) imply that Ĉr,−
o (λ) + Ĉl,−

o (λ) = −[Ĉr,+
o (λ) + Ĉl,+

o (λ)] and therefore all the eigenvalues of this
matrix are negative. As a result, the condition (133a) is only satisfied by the eigenfunctions given by Eqs. (134).
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with gro(λ) and glo(λ) given by Eqs. (109). These expressions can be used to derive a simple expression of the prefactor
go(λ). Inserting Eqs. (134) into Eq. (133a) and performing a few manipulations, we obtain the two relations

exp

(∫ ∞

0

dt [fr
o (λ, t)− f+(λ)]

)
=
[det[Ĉr,+

o (λ) + Ĉl,+
o (λ)]

det Ĉl,+
o (λ)

]1/2
(135a)

exp

(∫ ∞

0

dt [f l
o(λ, t)− f+(λ)]

)
=
[det[Ĉr,+

o (λ) + Ĉl,+
o (λ)]

det[C + Ĉr,+
o (λ)]

]1/2
, (135b)

and using Eqs. (111) we find

go(λ) =

(
detC det[Ĉl,+

o (λ) + Ĉr,+
o (λ)]

det Ĉl,+
o (λ) det[Ĉr,+

o (λ) + C]

)1/2

. (136)

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 (86) from Eq. (88), which is a
simple task26.

Finally, after using Eqs. (135) and the normalization integral (133b), the expressions of ro,λ(u0) and lo,λ(u) can be
rewritten as

ro,λ(u0) =
[det[Ĉr,+

o (λ) + Ĉl,+
o (λ)]

det Ĉl,+
o (λ)

]1/2
exp

(
−1

2
uT
0 Ĉ

r,+
o (λ)u0

)
(137a)

lo,λ(u) =
[det Ĉl,+

o (λ)

(2π)n+2

]1/2
exp

(
−1

2
uT Ĉl,+

o (λ)u

)
. (137b)

One can notice the similarity of these equations with Eqs. (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 (124) of the SCGF is easily obtained by this method.

With more efforts, one can also compute the eigenfunctions, i.e., the matrices Ĉr,+
o (λ) and Ĉl,+

o (λ), and in turn the
pre-exponential factors go(λ) (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
increases27. 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 Ĉr,+

o (λ) and Ĉl,+
o (λ) (see Sec. V).

For all these reasons, the Riccati approach is much more illuminating and numerically effective.

4. Effective process

From the knowledge of the eigenfunction ro,λ(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 At/t in the original process is realized as a typical value in the
effective process.

Since ro,λ(u) is a multivariate Gaussian, this process is again a linear diffusion,

u̇t = Â(λ)ut + ξt , (138)

with the same diffusion matrix D as the original process but with a modified drift F̂λ = Â(λ)u given by [9]

F̂λ = F+D(∇ ln ro,λ − λgo)

= [A−D(Ĉr,+
o (λ) + λBo)]u . (139)

26 As those in Eqs. (111), this expression diverges when Cl,+
o (λ) and/or Ĉr,+

o (λ) + C are no longer positive definite, i.e., at the limits of

the interval D̂o. However, we stress again that this does not imply that the actual prefactor is infinite at λo1 or λo2, as will be shown
in Sec. IVC.

27 As a matter of fact, the method has only been applied to one-dimensional systems [80].
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Hence, from the definition of the matrix Ao(λ) [Eq. (45)],

Â(λ) = Ao(λ)−DĈr,+
o (λ). (140)

By definition of the maximal solution Ĉr,+
o (λ), the eigenvalues of −Â(λ) belong to the subset S+

λ of eigenvalues of the

Hamiltonian matrices [see Eq. (87)] and therefore −Â(λ) > 0. In addition, owing to Eqs. (91a) and (92a), Â(λ) only
depends on the antisymmetric part of the matrix Bo. As a result, the driven process is the same for all observables
having the same antisymmetric part (but it is only defined for λ ∈ D̂o, the domain of definition of the SCGF, which
depends on the observable).

The corresponding invariant density is then given by [9]

p̂λ(u) = ro,λ(u)lo,λ(u) =
[
(2π)n+2 det Σ̂(λ)

]−1/2
exp

(
−1

2
uT Σ̂−1(λ)u

)
, (141)

with

Σ̂(λ) = [Ĉr,+
o (λ) + Ĉl,+

o (λ)]−1 . (142)

Using the fact that Ĉr,+
o (λ) and Ĉl,+

o (λ) are solutions of the CAREs (86a) and (86b), respectively, one can easily

verify that Â(λ) and Σ̂(λ) are related via the Lyapunov equation

Â(λ)Σ̂(λ) + Σ̂(λ)ÂT (λ) = −D , (143)

as it must be. We recall that the sum Ĉr,+
o (λ) + Ĉl,+

o (λ) does not depend on the observable due to Eq. (90) 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 diffusions28 but they take a simpler
form for the model under study owing to the fact that Dij = δi1δj1. The elements of the matrix Â(λ) are then given
by

Âij(λ) = [Ao(λ)]ij − [Ĉr,+
o (λ)]1jδi1. (144)

Moreover, since Â(λ) does not depend on the observable, we can choose o = w, which yields

Âij(λ) = Aij − [Ĉr,+
w (λ)]1jδi1 . (145)

Therefore, only the first equation of the set of equations (7) is modified and replaced by

v̇(t) = −
( 1

Q0
+ [Ĉr,+

w (λ)]11
)
v(t)− x(t) +

g

Q0
xn(t)−

n∑
j=0

[Ĉr,+
w (λ)]1(j+2) xj(t) + ξ(t)

= −
[ 1

Q0
− 2f+(λ)

]
v(t)−

[
1 + 2f+(λ)(f+(λ)− 1

Q0
)
]
x(t) +

g

Q0
xn(t)−

n∑
j=1

[Ĉr,+
w (λ)]1(j+2) xj(t) + ξ(t) , (146)

where we have used that [Ĉr,+
w (λ)]11 = −2f+(λ) [Eq. (94a)] and [Ĉr,+

w (λ)]12 = 2f+(λ)(f+(λ) − 1/Q0) to derive the
second line29. After inserting the definition of the auxiliary variables xj(t) [Eq. (8)], the equation is finally recast as

v̇(t) = −
[ 1

Q0
− 2f+(λ)

]
v(t)−

[
1 + 2f+(λ)(f+(λ)− 1

Q0
)
]
x(t) +

∫ t

−∞
ds [

g

Q0
gn(t− s, n/τ)− hn(λ, t− s)]x(s) + ξ(t) ,

(147)

28 Eqs. (140) and (141) correspond to Eqs. (65) and (54) in Ref. [28] via the changes Â(λ) → −Mk and Σ̂(λ) → Ck.
29 More generally, the element (12) of a general solution of the CARE Rw,λ[Ĉ

r,(α)
w (λ)] = 0 is equal to 2fr,(α)(λ)[fr,(α)(λ)− 1/Q0]. One

also has [Ĉ
r,(α)
w (λ)]23 = (2τ/n)fr,(α)(λ)

[
(fr,(α)(λ))2−fr,(α)(λ)/Q0+1

][
fr,(α)(λ)−1/Q0

]
. The other elements of the matrix Ĉ

r,(α)
w (λ)

are not simply expressed in terms of the function fr,(α)(λ).
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where

hn(λ, t) =

n∑
j=1

[Ĉr,+
w ]1(j+2) gj(t, n/τ) . (148)

Eq. (147) 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. (4), 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. (147) is obtained by tracing out the auxiliary variables uj (j ≥ 2) in
Eq. (141), which leads to the bivariate Gaussian distribution

p̂λ(x, v) =
1

πQ0

√
T̂x(λ)

T
T̂v(λ)

T

e
− 1

Q0
( T
T̂x(λ)

x2+ T
T̂v(λ)

v2)
(149)

characterized by the two λ-dependent temperatures T̂x(λ) = (2T/Q0)⟨x2⟩λ = (2T/Q0)Σ̂22(λ) and T̂v(λ) =

(2T/Q0)⟨v2⟩λ = (2T/Q0)Σ̂11(λ) (here ⟨...⟩λ denotes an average over stochastic trajectories generated by the ef-
fective process in the stationary limit). Interestingly, the variances ⟨x2⟩λ and ⟨v2⟩λ, and more generally all elements

of the covariance matrix Σ̂(λ), can be expressed in terms of the spectral density |χn(ω)|2, as the SCGF f+(λ).
To show this, we write the solution of the Lyapunov equation (143) as an integral over frequency of the spectrum

matrix. Since Dij = δi1δj1, we have [54]

Σ̂ij(λ) =

∫
dω

2π
⟨u(ω)uT (−ω)⟩λ =

∫
dω

2π
R̂i1(λ, ω)R̂j1(λ,−ω) , (150)

where R̂(λ, t) = eÂ(λ)t (t > 0) is the response or Green’s function which reads in the Fourier space

R̂(λ, ω) =

∫ ∞

0

eÂ(λ)teiωtdt = −[Â(λ) + iωIn+2]
−1 . (151)

Thanks to Eq. (145), the first column of R̂(λ, ω) does not depend on [Ĉr,+
o (λ)]1j (j = 1, ..., n + 2), and from the

expression of the drift matrix A [Eq. (9)] we find

R̂11(λ, ω) =
iω(iω − n

τ )
n

q+(λ, s = iω)
(152)

and

R̂i1(λ, ω) =
(−1)i−1(nτ )

i−2(iω − n
τ )

n+2−i

q+(λ, s = iω)
, i = 2, 3, ..., n+ 2 , (153)

where q+(λ, s) =
∏n+2

i=1 [s − s+i (λ)] [Eq. (115)]. Inserting the above expressions into Eq. (150) and using Eqs. (72),
(122), (123) and (125), we then obtain

T̂x(λ)

T
=

2

Q0
Σ̂22(λ) =

2

Q0

∫
dω

2π

(ω2 + n2

τ2 )
n

(−1)npH,λ(s = iω)

=
2

Q0

∫
dω

2π

1

|χn(ω)|−2 − 4λg
Q2

0
ω sinn(ωτ)

(154a)

T̂v(λ)

T
=

2

Q0
Σ̂11(λ) =

2

Q0

∫
dω

2π

ω2(ω2 + n2

τ2 )
n

(−1)npH,λ(s = iω)

=
2

Q0

∫
dω

2π

ω2

|χn(ω)|−2 − 4λg
Q2

0
ω sinn(ωτ)

. (154b)

Likewise,

Σ̂n+2,1(λ) = ⟨xn(t)v(t)⟩λ =

∫
dω

2π

(nτ )
niω(iω + n

τ )
n

(−1)npH(λ, s = iω)

= −
∫

dω

2π

ω sinn(ωτ)

|χn(ω)|−2 − 4λg
Q2

0
ω sinn(ωτ)

, (155)
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and by comparing with the expression of f+(λ) [Eq. (124)], we find that (2g/Q2
0)⟨xn(t)v(t)⟩λ = −df+(λ)/dλ. This

equality was expected. It expresses that if one is interested by a particular fluctuation in which the time-intensive

observable (2g/Q2
0)(1/t)

∫ t

0
dt′xn(t

′) ◦ dx(t′) takes the value a, this fluctuation is realized in the long-time limit as a

typical value in the effective process, with λ given by a = −df+(λ)/dλ. (However, while the three observables Wt/t,
Qt/t and Σt/t are identical in the long-time limit, one must not forget that the Legendre duality only holds for λ in

the interval D̂o which depends on the observable.)
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FIG. 12: (Color on line) The function hn(λ, t) for λ = 0.5, τ = 1 (a), τ = 3 (b), and increasing values of n: n = 5 (green)
10, 20, 30, 40, 50 (red).

Finally, we consider the limit n → ∞. As illustrated in Fig. 12, the function hn(λ, t) appears to converge to a

well-defined limit h∞(λ, t). (We remind the reader that the SCGF f+(λ) and the matrix Ĉr,+
o (λ) depend on n.) We

thus expect the driven process for the discrete delay to be governed by the equation

v̇(t) = −
[ 1

Q0
− 2f+

∞(λ)
]
v(t)−

[
1 + 2f+

∞(λ)(f+
∞(λ)− 1

Q0
)
]
x(t) +

g

Q0
x(t− τ)−

∫ t

−∞
ds h∞(λ, t− s)x(s) + ξ(t) ,

(156)

where f+
∞(λ) 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 Eqs. (154)

T̂x(λ)

T
→ 2

Q0

∫
dω

2π

1

|χ∞(ω)|−2 − 4λg
Q2

0
ω sin(ωτ)

(157a)

T̂v(λ)

T
→ 2

Q0

∫
dω

2π

ω2

|χ∞(ω)|−2 − 4λg
Q2

0
ω sin(ωτ)

, (157b)

with χ∞(ω) 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 DH to D̂o, which in turn induces linear branches in the rate function Io(a).



34

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 ∆E, 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 [80–89] 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. [10], the present numerical calculations show that D̂w ⊂ DH

and the rate function Iw(a) has linear branches (see Fig. 11) even though the stochastic work defined by Eq. (11)
does not contain an explicit boundary term. This may come as a surprise, and one may argue that the definition (11)

is misleading and that a boundary term does exist by decomposing βWt =
∫ t

0
(Bwut′) ◦ dut′ as

βWt =
g

Q2
0

[xn(t)x(t)− xn(0)x(0)] +
g

Q2
0

∫ t

0

[xn(t
′) ◦ dx(t′)− x(t′) ◦ dxn(t

′)] . (158)

This amounts to splitting the matrix Bw defined by Eq. (21) into its symmetric and antisymmetric components, i.e.,

Bw = Bw,sym +Bw,antisym =
g

Q2
0



0 0 0 ... 0
0 0 0 ... 1
0 0 0 ... 0
...

...
...

...
...

0 1 0 ... 0

+


0 0 0 ... 0
0 0 0 ... 1
0 0 0 ... 0
...

...
...

...
...

0 −1 0 ... 0


 . (159)

The symmetric component Bw,sym yields the boundary term in Eq. (158) by direct integration over time.
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FIG. 13: (Color on line) det Ĉl,+
w,antisym(λ)/detC (solid lines) and det(Ĉr,+

w,antisym(λ)+C)/ detC (dashed lines) as a function of

λ. The arrows indicate the range D̂w of values of λ for which the matrices Ĉl,+
w,antisym(λ) and Ĉr,+

w,antisym(λ)+C are both positive

definite (compare with Fig. 8). (a) τ = 1: DH = (−472.08, 1.019), D̂w = (−8.232, 1.019). (b) τ = 3: DH = (−5.118, 1.665),

D̂w(−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 DH to D̂w
30. The results presented in Fig. 13, in which only the second term

30 It may be that we misinterpret the analysis done in Ref. [28] and that it only states that the symmetric part of the matrix Bo 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. (158) is taken into account, show that this is not true. The interval for which the matrices Ĉl,+
w,antisym(λ) and

Ĉr,+
w,antisym(λ) + C are both positive definite is enlarged compared with the one associated with the full work βWt

(see Fig. 8) but it is still smaller than DH .
We believe that the problem with the analysis done in Ref. [28], which treats separately the cases where the

matrix Bo 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 Gr

o,λ(u0, t). As a result, the role of the matrix Ĉl,+
o (λ) is not not clearly

recognized, as we now briefly explain.
In the long-time limit, Gr

o,λ(u0, t) is given by Eq. (108a) which only involves the matrix Ĉr,+
o (λ). However,

Gr
o,λ(u0, t) results from the average of Go,λ(u, t|u0) over the terminal state u. Therefore, from Eq. (131), Gr

o,λ(u0, t)

is finite if the left eigenfunction lo,λ(u) is integrable, which requires the matrix Ĉl,+
o (λ) to be positive definite (this is

why the determinant of Ĉl,+
o (λ) appears in the expression (137a) of the right eigenfunction).

Surprisingly, the integration of Go,λ(u, t|u0) over u is not taken into account in Sec. III C.1 of Ref. [28] which
considers the case of a purely antisymmetric matrix Bo. 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 λ ∈ DH .
On the other hand, for a general matrix Bo (Sec. III C.2 of Ref. [28]), an additional condition is derived from the

integral of Go,λ(u, t|u0) over u. A certain matrix, defined by Eq. (76), must be positive definite. Translated into our
notations31, this condition reads

[Ĉr,+
o,antisym(λ) + Ĉl,+

o,antisym(λ)]− Ĉr,+
o,antisym(λ) + λBo,sym > 0 . (160)

Using Eq. (92b), we see that it is just the condition Ĉl,+
o (λ) > 0! So the positive definiteness of the matrix Ĉl,+

o (λ)

is always required, regardless of the symmetry of the matrix Bo. Moreover, one may have D̂w ⊂ DH even if Bo 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 Bw is purely antisymmetric or the
model of a confined active particle studied in Ref. [94]32.

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

As signaled by Eqs. (85) and illustrated numerically in Figs. 9 and 10, something special happens for the solutions

of the RDEs at the boundaries of the interval D̂o (throughout this section we assume that D̂o ⊂ DH where we recall
that ⊂ 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 λ = 1.

For concreteness we suppose hereafter that det Ĉl,+
o (λo1) = 0 and det(Ĉr,+

o (λo2) + C) = 0 like in the example of

Fig. 8 (a similar discussion would take place in the opposite case). Eqs. (85) then tell us that Cr
o(λo1, t) ̸→ Ĉr,+

o (λo1)

and Cl
o(λo1, t) → Ĉl,+

o (λo1) as t → ∞ whereas Cl
o(λo2, t) ̸→ Ĉl,+

o (λo2) and Cr
o(λo2, t) → Ĉr,+

o (λo2). Therefore, there
is a discontinuity in the solution of the RDE (42a) or (42b) and this naturally raises the question: What is the value
of the SCGF for λ = λo1 and λ = λo2? 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 λ = λo1. We first treat the case where Cr
o(λo1, t), solution of the RDE (42a),

converges and is attracted to a fixed point Ĉ
r,(α)
o (λo1) ̸= Ĉr,+

o (λo1). This corresponds to the behavior observed in

Fig. 10 where limt→∞ det(Cr
w(λw1, t) +C)/ detC ≈ 1.17 whereas det(Ĉr,+

w (λw1) +C)/ detC ≈ 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∗
k in Eq. (76) corresponds to −(1/2)Ĉr,+

o,antisym(λ).
32 In the latter model, the matrix Bw contains a symmetric part, but we have performed numerical calculations that show that D̂w ⊂ DH

even when only taking into account the antisymmetric part.
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expression (108a) of the generating function Gr
o,λo1

(u0, t) is then replaced by

Gr
o,λo1

(u0, t) ∼ gr,(α)o (λo1) exp

(
−1

2
uT
0 Ĉ

r,(α)
o (λo1)u0

)
ef

(α)(λo1)t , (161)

where f (α)(λo1) is given by Eq. (96) and

gr,(α)o (λo1) = exp

(∫ ∞

0

dt [fr
o (λo1, t)− f (α)(λo1)]

)
. (162)

It remains to integrate Gr
o,λo1

(u0, t)p(u0) over u0. Whereas Ĉr,+
o (λo1) + C > 0 by assumption, it is not guaranteed

that Ĉ
r,(α)
o (λo1) + C > 0 because Ĉ

r,(α)
o (λo,1) < Ĉr,+

o (λo,1). If this positivity condition is not satisfied, the integral

diverges and the SCGF is infinite for λ = λo1. On the other hand, if Ĉ
r,(α)
o (λo1)+C > 0, as is the case in the example

of Fig. 10, one finds

Go,λo1
(t) ∼ go(λo1)e

f(α)(λo1)t , (163)

with

go(λo1) =
[det (C + Ĉ

r,(α)
o (λo1)

)
detC

]−1/2

exp

(∫ ∞

0

dt [fr
o (λo1, t)− f (α)(λo1)]

)
. (164)

In consequence, the SCGF µo(λo1) is finite and equal to f (α)(λo1). Furthermore, since f (α)(λo1) > f+(λo1) [Eq.
(101)], the SCGF exhibits a positive jump discontinuity at λ = λo1. Note also that the actual pre-exponential factor
go(λo1) is finite.
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FIG. 14: (Color on line) Time evolution of the solutions of the RDEs (42) for the observable Wt for τ = 1 and λ = λw1 ≈
−0.9635155087944421810. (a) f l

w(λw1, t) (red solid line), fr
w(λw1, t) (blue dashed line), (1/t) lnGw(λw1, t) (black solid line).

(b) detCl
w(λw1, t)/ detC (red solid line) and det(Cr

w(λw,1, t) + C)/detC (blue dashed line). The dashed-dotted black line
represents the fit 1.26 exp(−0.302t) to detCl

w(λw1, t)/ detC for t > 10.

How can this result be compatible with that obtained by integrating Gl
o,λo1

(u, t) over the final state u? The long-

time behavior of Gl
o,λo1

(u, t) is still described by Eq. (108b) but detCl
o(λo1, t) → det Ĉl,+

o (λo1) = 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 detCl
o(λo1, t) ∼ e−2δt with δ = f (α)(λo1) − f+(λo1) > 0. As t → ∞, the factor ef

+(λo1)t in the
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denominator of Eq. (48b) then cancels the same factor in the numerator that comes from the limit of e
∫ t
0
f l
o(λo1,t)dt,

and one eventually recovers that µo(λo1) = f (α)(λo1), as it must be.
This nontrivial behavior is illustrated numerically in Fig. 14 for the observable Wt and the same parameters as

in Figs. 8(a), 9, and 10. Note that there is no explicit expression of λw1 so that its numerical value is only known
approximately by solving the equation detCl+

w (λw1) = 0. As a result, the solution of the RDE (42a) is ultimately

attracted to Ĉr,+
w (λw1) and a very high precision in the determination of λw1 is required to observe the convergence to

Ĉ
r,(α)
w (λw1) within a sufficiently large time window. Then, we see in Fig. 14(a) that the function f l

w(λw1, t) converges
to f+(λw1) ≃ −0.158 whereas both fr

w(λw1, t) and (1/t) lnGw,λw1
(t) converge to f (α)(λw1) ≃ −0.007 which is thus

the actual value of the SCGF µw(λw1). We also observe that 2[f+(λw1) − f (α)(λw1] ≈ −0.302, which is in perfect
agreement with the exponential fit to detCl

w(λw1, t)/ detC shown in Fig. 14(b) and confirms the theoretical analysis.
The discontinuity in the SCGF for λ = λw1 (which does not contradict the required convexity of the SCGF [1] since
µw(λ) = +∞ for λ < λw1)) signals an abrupt change in the mechanism responsible for the fluctuations of Wt which
can interpreted as a dynamical phase transition.
More generally, one may wonder whether the exceptional value f (α)(λo1) ̸= f+(λo1) of the SCGF could also be

obtained by solving the spectral problem

Lo,λo1
ro,λo1

(u0) = f (α)(λo1)ro,λo1
(u0) (165a)

L†
o,λo1

lo,λo1
(u) = f (α)(λo1)lo,λo1

(u) , (165b)

with ro,λ(u0) = gro(λo1) exp
(
− 1

2u
T
0 Ĉ

r,(α)
o (λo1)u0

)
and gro(λo1) given by Eq. (162). This requires the existence of

a left eigenfunction lo,λo1(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 la,λ(u0) =

glo(λo1) exp
(
− 1

2u
T Ĉ

l,(α)
o (λo1)u

)
and the problem thus amounts to computing the matrix Ĉ

l,(α)
o (λo1) and checking

whether the normalization conditions are satisfied.
One first needs to identify the corresponding set S(α)

λo1
of eigenvalues of the Hamiltonian matrices. To be concrete,

let us take the same example as in Fig. 14. 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+1 , s̄

+
1 ), (s

+
2 , s̄

+
2 ), (s

+
3 , s̄

+
3 ) and one real

eigenvalue s+4 on the r.h.s. of the complex plane (s+4 is the eigenvalue with the smallest real part). The CARE (86a)

has thus 16 real, symmetric solutions [73], and by using Eq. (96) we find that the value f (α)(λw1) ≈ −0.007 is obtained

from the set S(α)
λw,1

= {s+1 , s̄
+
1 , s

+
2 , s̄

+
2 , s

+
3 , s̄

+
3 , s

−
4 } with s−4 = −s+4 . This allows us to compute the corresponding matrix

Ĉ
l,(α)
w (λw1). We then observe that neither Ĉ

l,(α)
w (λo,1) nor Ĉ

r,(α)
w (λw1) + Ĉ

l,(α)
w (λw1) are positive definite. Hence

Ĉ
l,(α)
w (λw1) 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 λ = λo1 or λ = λo2. Suppose
for instance that det(Ĉl,+

o (λo2) ̸= 0 and det(Ĉr,+
o (λo2) + C) = 0. As illustrated in Fig. 15 for o = w and τ = 0.2,

Cr
w(λw2, t) → Ĉr,+(λw2) with fr(λw2, t) → f+(λw2) ≈ 0.047 whereas Cl

w(λw2, t), after some short transient, oscillates

between Ĉl,+(λw2) and another fixed point Ĉl,(α)(λw2) corresponding to f (α)(λw2) ≈ 0.607 [see Fig. 15(a)]. More
precisely, it is observed that each element of the matrix Cl

w(λw2, t) behaves as

[Cl
w(λw2, t)]ij ∼ [Ĉl,+

w (λw2)]ij
1 + h(t+ δij)

2
+ [Ĉl,(α)

w (λw2)]ij
1− h(t+ δij)

2
, (166)

33 Note in passing that the matrix Ĉ
r,(α)
w (λw1) is the only solution of the CARE (86a) besides Cr+

w (λw1) that satisfies the condition

Ĉ
r,(α)
w (λw1) + C > 0. However, this is not a general feature. For instance, if we now focus on the upper limit of the interval D̂w where

det(Ĉr,+
w (λw2) + C) = 0 [see Fig. 8(a)], we find that two solutions of the CARE (86b) besides Cl+

w (λw2) are positive definite and that

the solution of the RDE (42b) converges to the solution Ĉ
l,(α)
w (λw2) which is the “closest” to the matrix Ĉl,+

w (λw2) with respect to
standard matrix norms (it also gives a smaller value of f (α)(λw2) than the other fixed point).
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FIG. 15: (Color on line) Time evolution of the solutions of the RDEs (42) for the observable Wt for τ = 0.2 and λ = λw2 ≈
0.3998261896653990830031041. (a) f l

w(λ, t) (red solid line), fr
w(λ, t) (blue dashed line), (1/t) lnGw(λw2, t) (black solid line).

(b) detCl
w(λw2, t)/ detC (red solid line) and det(Cr

w(λw2, t) + C)/detC (blue dashed line).

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

Gl
w,λo2

(u, t) ∼ glw(λw2) exp

(
−1

2
uTCl

w(λw2, t)u

)
ef̄(λw2)t , (167)

with

glw(λw2) = exp

(∫ ∞

0

dt [f l
w(λw2, t)− f̄(λw2)]

)
, (168)

and

f̄(λw2) = f+(λw2)
1 + h̄

2
+ f (α)(λw2)

1− h̄

2
, (169)

where h̄ is the average of h(t) over a single period. Since detCl
w(λw2, t) > 0 [see Fig. 15(b)], the integral of Gl

w,λw2
(u, t)

over u then yields

Gw,λw2
(t) ∼ gw(λw2, t)e

f̄(λw2)t , (170)

with

gw(λw2, t) =
[detCl

w(λw2, t)

detC

]−1/2

exp

(∫ ∞

0

dt [f l
w(λw2, t)− f̄(λw2)]

)
. (171)

As can be seen in Fig. 15(a), the generating function exhibits decreasing oscillations and (1/t) lnGw,λw2
(t) → f̄(λw2) ≈

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 (48a), with Cr

w(λw2, t) → Ĉr,+(λw2). This
is due again to the fact that the determinant of Cr

w(λw2, t) + C decreases exponentially to 0 as t → ∞ in a very
specific way.

V. THE SPECIAL CASE λ = 1

In this final section, we study the special case λ = 1 in relation with the fluctuation relations for the heat Qt

and the (apparent) entropy production Σt. 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. (4).
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A. Preliminaries

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

pH(1, s) = (−1)nq∗(s)q∗(−s), (172)

with

q∗(s) = (−n

τ
)n[(s2 +

s

Q0
+ 1)(1− sτ

n
)n − g

Q0
] . (173)

This results from simple manipulations of Eq. (72). From the general property of algebraic Riccati equations [Eq.

(112)], this factorization indicates that there exist a symmetric matrix Ĉr,∗
o (1), solution of the CARE (86a), and a

symmetric matrix Ĉl,∗
o (1), solution of the CARE (86b), such that q∗(s) is the characteristic polynomial of −Ao(1) +

DĈr,∗
o (1) and Ao(1)+DĈl,∗

o (1). The matrices Ĉr,∗
o (1) and Ĉl,∗

o (1) are associated with the subset S∗ = {s∗1, s∗2, ...s∗n+2}
of eigenvalues of the Hamiltonian matrices composed of the n+ 2 roots of q∗(s).
From Eq. (173) we have

q∗(s) = sn+2 + sn+1(
1

Q0
− n2

τ
) + ... , (174)

so that

n+2∑
i

s∗i =
n2

τ
− 1

Q0
(175)

and from Eq. (96),

f∗(1) = −1

2
[Tr(A) +

n+2∑
i

s∗i ] =
1

Q0
. (176)

It then follows from Eqs. (94) that

[Ĉr,∗
o (1)]11 = − 2

Q0
− [So]11 (177a)

[Ĉl,∗
o (1)]11 =

2n2

τ
+ [So]11 , (177b)

and by inspecting the CARE (86a) we discover that the only solution satisfying Eq. (177a) is the matrix

Ĉr,∗
o (1) = Sq − So . (178)

Hence q∗(s) is just the characteristic polynomial of −Ao(1) +D(Sq − So) = −A+DSq, as can be verified explicitly.

On the other hand, no simple expression of the matrix Ĉl,∗
o (1) is available.

In consequence two cases may occur:
• Case (a): All roots of q∗(s) have a positive real part, i.e, S∗

1 = S+
1 and q+(1, s) = q∗(s) (note that Eq. (175)

implies that this case does not exist if τ/Q0 > n2). Then,

Ĉr,+
o (1) = Ĉr,∗

o (1) (179)

and

f+(1) = f∗(1) =
1

Q0
. (180)

Furthermore, if Ĉr,+
o (1) + C > 0 and Ĉl,+

o (1) > 0 (i.e., λ = 1 ∈ D̂o) so that the effective process exists for the

observable o, this process takes a remarkable form. Since Ĉr,+
w (1) = Sq, Eq. (147) indeed becomes

v̇(t) =
1

Q0
v(t)− x(t) +

g

Q0

∫ t

−∞
ds gn(t− s, n/τ)xs + ξ(t) . (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 coefficient 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. [10] shows that the pre-exponential factor gw(1) is given by34

gw(1) =
1√

(1− Tx

T )(1− Tv

T )(1 + T̂x(1)
T )(1 + T̂v(1)

T )

. (182)

According to the identity (61) the condition Ĉr,+
w (1) +C = Sq +C > 0 requires that the temperatures Tx and Tv are

both strictly smaller or both strictly larger than the bath temperature T . This ensures that Eq. (182) gives a real
result35. We stress again that this simple and remarkable expression only holds in case (a).

• Case (b): Some roots of q∗(s) have a negative real part, i.e., S(α̃)
1 ̸= S+

1 and q+(1, s) ̸= q∗(s) . Then,

Ĉr,+
o (1) > Ĉr,∗

o (1) (183)

since Ĉr,+
o (1) is the maximal solution of the CARE (86a), and

f+(1) =
1

Q0
+
∑
i

s∗−i <
1

Q0
, (184)

where the sum runs over all roots of q∗(s) with a negative real part [cf. Eq. (121)].
For given values of Q0 and g, case (a) typically takes place in a limited range of values of τ . This is illustrated in Fig.

16(a) where f+(1) is plotted as a function of τ (we recall that for this choice of the parameters the system reaches a
stable stationary state for all values of τ). Here, f+(1) = 1/Q0 for τ1 ≤ τ ≤ τ2 with τ1 ≈ 0.71 and τ2 ≈ 1.77. We also

display in Fig. 16(b) the corresponding kinetic temperature T̂v(1) = 2/Q0⟨v2⟩λ=1 computed from Eq. (154b) which

characterizes the stationary distribution of the effective process together with T̂x(1). Note that these temperatures
diverge for τ = τ1 and τ = τ2 since a pair of roots of pH,1(s) becomes purely imaginary and thus λmax = 1 (this is

also true for all components of the covariance matrix Σ̂(1) except [Σ̂(1)]12 = ⟨vx⟩λ=1 = 0).
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FIG. 16: (Color on line) (a) f+(1) as a function of τ for Q0 = 2, g = 1.5 and n = 5. One has f+(1) = 1/Q0 for 0.70 ≲ τ ≲ 1.77

(in red). (b) Corresponding stationary kinetic temperature T̂v(1) of the effective process.

34 Formula (182) is obtained by comparing the Onsager-Machlup action functionals associated with the path probabilities generated by
the dynamics in Eq. (4) on the one hand and the dynamics in Eq. (181) on the other hand. The analysis is similar to that leading to
Eq. (33) and Eqs. (A4)-(A8) in Ref. [10].

35 This condition was overlooked in Ref. [10].
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B. Integral fluctuation theorem (IFT) for the heat

As pointed out at the end of Sec. III A, the solution of the RDE (42a) with initial condition Cr
q (1, 0) = 0 is

Cr
q (1, t) = 0 owing to the fact that Kq(1) = 0. As a result, fr

q (1, t) = 1/Q0 from Eq. (47a) and one recovers the

universal IFT ⟨e−βQt⟩ = et/Q0 for the fluctuating heat in underdamped Langevin processes [48]. In particular, the

SCGF is equal to 1/Q0 and is associated with the matrix Ĉr,∗
q (1) = 0 in agreement with Eq. (178) 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
q(1, t). According to Eqs. (179) and (183), the matrix Ĉr,+

q (1) is positive semidefinite. Hence, C + Ĉr,+
q (1) > 0,

which implies that Cl
q(1, t) → Ĉl,+

q (1) in both cases (a) and (b). However, the corresponding scenarios are different.

• Case (a): One has Ĉr,+
q (1) = Ĉr,∗

q (1) = 0 from Eq. (179) and, thus, Ĉr,+
q (1) is the trivial (i.e., zero) asymptotic

fixed point of the RDE (42a). Then Ĉl,+
q (1) is also associated with the SCGF f+(1) = 1/Q0 and det Ĉl,+

q (1) ̸= 0.

Furthermore, from Eq. (136), gq(1) = 1. In short, λ = 1 is in interior of the interval D̂q and the SCGF µq(λ) is
regular at λ = 1.

• Case (b): Ĉr,+
q (1) > Ĉr,∗

q (1) = 0 and f+(1) < 1/Q0 according to Eqs. (183) and (184). Since Ĉl
q(1, t) → Ĉl,+

q (1)

but Ĉr
q (1, t) = 0 ̸→ Ĉr,+

q (1), one must have det Ĉl,+
q (1) = 0, and the scenario is the one described in Sec. IVC1

with λq2 = 1. In particular, detCl
q(1, t) ∼ e−2t[1/Q0−f+(1)] as t → ∞ so that the actual value 1/Q0 of the SCGF

is recovered. The SCGF µq(λ) then displays a positive jump discontinuity at λ = 1, which is the upper limit of its
domain of definition, and the rate function Iq(a) has a linear tail for a ≤ a− = −df+(λ)/dλ|λ=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, 93, 95–97] 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 τ → −τ . 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

µσ(1) ≡ lim
t→∞

(1/t) ln⟨e−Σt⟩ = ṠJ ≡ lim
t→∞

1

t
⟨ln Jt

J̃t

⟩ , (185)

where Jt is the Jacobian of the transformation ξ(t) → x(t) associated with Eq. (3) and J̃t is the Jacobian
36 associated

with the corresponding acausal Langevin equation in which τ is changed into −τ [10, 36, 37]. If true, Eq. (185) is
remarkable since the left-hand side is a quantity that can be extracted from numerical simulations of Eq. (3) [10, 36] or
from experiments [14] 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 µσ(1) for an arbitrary value of n via

the Riccati-based approach and to show that it is indeed identical to the expression of ṠJ 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 ṠJ for the discrete delay (i.e., for n = ∞). 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

ṠJ =
1

2πi

∫ c+i∞

c−i∞
ds ln

χ̃n(s)

χg=0(s)
, (186)

where

χg=0(s) = [s2 +
s

Q0
+ 1]−1 (187)

36 As discussed in Ref. [37], the “acausal” Jacobian is in general a nontrivial functional of the path {x(t′)}t0. 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

χ̃n(s) = [s2 +
s

Q0
+ 1− g

Q0
(1− sτ

n
)−n]−1 . (188)

The integration in Eq. (186) is performed along the vertical line Re(s) = c and a careful study of the branch cuts of
the multivalued function ln[χ̃n(s)/χg=0(s)] in the complex s-plane shows that c must be chosen such that two and only
two poles of χ̃n(s), hereafter denoted by s∗1 and s∗2, are located on the left side of the line Re(s) = c. An integration
contour similar to the one displayed in Fig. 4 of Ref. [37] then leads to the simple expression

ṠJ =
1

Q0
+ (s∗1 + s∗2) . (189)

As discussed in Refs. [10, 37], χ̃n(s) may be viewed as the bilateral Laplace transform of the response function
associated with the acausal dynamics37, and in analogy with Eq. (123) it can be also expressed as

χ̃n(s) =
(s− n

τ )
n

p̃A(s)
, (190)

where p̃A(s) ≡ pτ→−τ
A (s) [see Eq. (24)]. In fact, p̃A(s) is nothing but q∗(s), the polynomial introduced in Sec. VA

[Eq. (173)]. In consequence, s∗1 and s∗2 are roots of q∗(s), and by comparing with Eq. (184) we deduce that

• (a) ṠJ > f+(1) = 1/Q0 if all roots of q∗(s) have a positive real part (c > 0) (191a)

• (b1) ṠJ = f+(1) < 1/Q0 if exactly two roots of q∗(s) have a negative real part (c = 0) (191b)

• (b2) f+(1) < ṠJ < 1/Q0 if more than two roots of q∗(s) have a negative real part (c < 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 q∗(s) with
the smallest real part is real and the next roots are complex conjugate, the Bromwich contour Re(s) = c cannot be
defined and Eq. (186) breaks down (which simply means that µσ(1) does not exist).
Before embarking into the (rather lengthy) proof that µσ(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 χ̃n(t) in the time domain decreases sufficiently fast to zero for both t → +∞
and t → −∞ (see the discussion in Appendix A of Ref. [10]). This requires that q∗(s) has only two roots with a
negative real part (case (b1) above). The steady state is then characterized by a multivariate Gaussian distribution

with a covariance matrix Σ̃ whose elements are given by [see Eqs. (150) and (151)]

Σ̃ij =

∫
dω

2π
R̃i,1(ω)R̃j,1(−ω) , (192)

where

R̃(ω) = −[Ã+ iωIn+2]
−1 (193)

and Ã ≡ Aτ→−τ . In particular, one has

T̃x

T
=

2

Q0
Σ̃22 =

2

Q0

∫
dω

2π
|χ̃n(ω)|2 (194a)

T̃v

T
=

2

Q0
Σ̃11 =

2

Q0

∫
dω

2π
ω2|χ̃n(ω)|2 . (194b)

Using Eq. (190) and the fact that p̃A(s)p̃A(−s) = q∗(s)q∗(−s) = (−1)npH(1, s), it is readily seen that these tem-

peratures coincide with the temperatures T̂x(1) and T̂v(1) characterizing the stationary density associated with the

effective process [see Eqs. (154)]. On the other hand, it is found that Σ̃n+2,1 = −Σ̂n+2,1(1) [with Σ̂n+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/Q2
0)(1/t)

∫ t

0
dt′xn(t

′) ◦ dx(t′). Therefore, this dynamics must
not be misinterpreted as being the effective process, as was done in Sec. IVB4 of Ref. [10].

37 Following the notations in Refs. [10, 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 Cl
σ(1, t) is nonsingular at all times so that its inverse Σl

σ(1, t) exists
38. To prove that

µσ(1) = ṠJ , it will be convenient to work with the expression of Gσ,1(t) given by Eq. (49), that is

Gσ,1(t) = exp

(
−1

2

∫ t

0

Tr
[
Kσ(1)Σ

l
σ(1, t

′) +DBσ

]
dt′
)

, (195)

where Σl
σ(1, t) satisfies the complementary RDE

Σ̇l
σ(1, t) = Aσ(1)Σ

l
σ(1, t) + Σl

σ(1, t)A
T
σ (1)− Σl

σ(1, t)Kσ(1)Σ
l
σ(1, t) +D (196)

with initial condition Σl
σ(1, 0) = Σ. It turns out that Eq. (195) can be greatly simplified by introducing the inverse

of the matrix X l
σ(1, t) ≡ Cl

σ(1, t)− Sσ. Due to the invariance property (54), X l
σ(1, t) is solution of the RDE

Ẋ l
σ(1, t) = −AX l

σ(1, t)−X l
σ(1, t)A

T −X l
σ(1, t)DX l

σ(1, t) +Kw(1) (197)

with initial condition X l
σ(1, 0) = C − Sσ while its inverse, which is simply denoted Y (t) hereafter, is solution of the

complementary RDE

Ẏ (t) = AY (t) + Y (t)AT − Y (t)Kw(1)Y (t) +D (198)

with initial condition Y (0) = (C − Sσ)
−1. Note that the fact that X l

σ(1, t) is invertible results from the assumption
that Σl

σ(1, t) exists. Indeed, inspection of Eq. (196) shows that [Σl
σ(1, t)]11 = Σ11 = (Q0/2)Tv, [Σ

l
σ(1, t)]22 = Σ22 =

(Q0/2)Tx and [Σl
σ(1, t)]12 = Σ12 = 0, which, together with the definition of the matrix Sσ, yields

det
(
In+2 − SσΣ

l
σ(1, t)

)
=

TxTv

T 2
. (199)

As a result,

det(Cl
σ(1, t)− Sσ) =

TxTv

T 2
detCl

σ(1, t) ̸= 0 . (200)

The matrix Y (t), solution of Eq. (198), has two remarkable properties:
(i) the elements Y11(t), Y22(t) and Y12(t) are constant, with Y11(t) = Y22(t) = Q0/2 and Y12(t) = 0,
(ii) the 2n elements Y13(t), Y14(t)...Y1n+2(t) and Y23(t), Y24(t)...Y2n+2(t) evolve independently of all other elements.
These properties considerably simplify the calculation of µσ(1). Indeed, after inserting the expressions of the

matrices Bσ and Kσ,1 [Eqs. (20) and (B15)] into Eq. (195), we obtain

Gσ,1(t) = exp[− 2g

Q2
0

∫ t

0

dt′ Y1n+2(t
′)] , (201)

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

L(t) ≡


Y13(t) Y23(t)
Y14(t) Y24(t)

. .

. .

. .
Y1n+2(t) Y2n+2(t)

 (202)

instead of the full (n+ 2)× (n+ 2) matrix Y (t). Specifically,

µσ(1) = − 2g

Q2
0

lim
t→∞

Y2,n+2(t) = − 2g

Q2
0

lim
t→∞

Ln1(t) . (203)

38 The analysis performed in Sec. III B 1 has shown that the matrices C +Cr
σ,λ(t) and Cl

σ,λ(t) are positive definite for 0 ≤ λ < 1 but only

positive semidefinite for λ = 1.
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From Eq. (198), it is found that the submatrix L(t) satisfies the non-symmetric RDE

L̇(t) = −L(t)F11 + F22L(t)− L(t)F12L(t) + F21 , (204)

with initial conditions Li1(0) = Y1,i+2(0) = (T/Tv)Σ1,i+2 and Li2(0) = Y2,i+2(0) = (T/Tx)Σ2,i+2 (i = 1, 2, .., n). The
expressions of the matrices F11, F12, F21 and F22 of dimensions 2× 2, 2× n, n× 2, and n× n, respectively, are given
in Appendix F. This defines the (n+ 2)× (n+ 2) square matrix

F =

[
F11 F12

F21 F22

]
(205)

which plays a similar role to that of the Hamiltonian matrices Hr
o (λ) and H l

o(λ). In particular, each real solution

L̂(α) of the CARE

LF11 − F22L+ LF12L− F21 = 0 (206)

is associated with some admissible set S(α) of eigenvalues of F and can be constructed from the corresponding
eigenvectors. Now, the key observation is that a non-symmetric RDE like Eq. (204) has at most one fixed point

L̂∗ which is asymptotically stable as t → ∞ [98–100]. This is the so-called dichotomic solution of Eq. (206) which
corresponds to the set S∗ = {ν1, ν2, ...νn+2} such that

Re(ν1) ≥ Re(ν2) > Re(νj) , j = 3...n+ 2 . (207)

If L∗ exists, L(t) converges at an exponential rate to this fixed point and then, from Eq. (203),

µσ(1) = − 2g

Q2
0

L̂∗
n1 . (208)

On the other hand, if F is not dichotomically separable (i.e., there are no eigenvalues ν1 and ν2 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 νi of F are closely related to the roots s∗i of the polynomial q∗(s) introduced in Sec. VA.
Indeed, by comparing Eq. (173) to the characteristic polynomial of F

pF (s) = (
n

τ
)n
[
(1 + s2 − 1

4Q2
0

)[1 +
τ

n
(s+

1

2Q0
)]n − g

Q0

]
, (209)

we find that

νi = −s∗i −
1

2Q0
. (210)

It follows that the condition (207) for the existence of L̂∗ can be rewritten as

Re(s∗1) ≤ Re(s∗2) < Re(s∗j ) , j = 3...n+ 2 . (211)

The explicit expression of L̂∗ in terms of the eigenvectors of F associated with ν1 and ν2 is derived in Appendix F.
This eventually leads to

µσ(1) =
1

Q0
+ (s∗1 + s∗2) , (212)

which is identical to the expression (189) of ṠJ . Since two and only two roots of q∗(s) must be located on the left side
of the Bromwich contour Re(s) = c in the integral formula (186), we see that the condition (211) for the existence
of a stable fixed point of the RDE (204) [and thus for the existence of the SCGF µσ(1)] is also the condition for the

existence of the quantity ṠJ . It is clear that this condition cannot be realized if s∗1 is real while s∗2 and s∗3 are complex
conjugates.

To conclude, we note that according to Eqs. (191) the equality µσ(1) = ṠJ implies that µσ(1) ̸= f+(1) when all
roots of the polynomial q∗(s) have a positive real part or more that two roots have a negative real part. In these two
cases, the SCGF µσ(λ) displays a positive jump discontinuity at λ = 1 (provided µσ(1) exists) and the rate function
Iσ(a) has a linear tail for a ≤ a− = −df+(λ)/dλ|λ=1.



45

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. (9)] and of the vector function go [Eqs. (19) and (20)] into the
general definition of the tilted generator [Eq. (38)], we obtain

Lo,λ = L0 −
2λ

Q0
∆Lo,λ , (A1)

with

L0 = (− 1

Q0
u1 − u2 +

g

Q0
un+2)

∂

∂u1
+ u1

∂

∂u2

+
n

τ

n+2∑
j=3

(uj−1 − uj)
∂

∂uj
+

1

2

∂2

∂u2
1

(A2)

and

∆Lw,λ =
g

Q0
un+2u1 , (A3)

∆Lq,λ =
1

Q0
(1− λ)u2

1 −
1

2
− u1

∂

∂u1
, (A4)

∆Lσ,λ = (
T

Tx
− T

Tv
)u1u2 +

g

Q0

T

Tv
un+2u1

− 1

Q0

T − Tv

Tv
(1 +

T − Tv

Tv
λ)u2

1

+
T − Tv

Tv
(
1

2
+ u1

∂

∂u1
) . (A5)

B. RICCATI DIFFERENTIAL EQUATIONS

1. Solution of Eqs. (37) and (39)

Here, we carry out the calculations that lead to the RDE (42a), assuming that the solution of the partial differential
equation (37) has the form

Gr
o,λ(u0, t) = cro(λ, t)e

− 1
2u

T
0 Cr

o (λ,t)u0 , (B1)

where Cr
o(λ, t) is a symmetric matrix and cr(λ, t) is a scalar function. The initial condition (35) imposes that

Cr
o(λ, 0) = 0 and cro(λ, 0) = 1.
To simplify the notation, we henceforth replace u0 by u and drop the dependence of the functions on t and u. On

the left-hand side of Eq. (37), we obtain

∂tG
r
o,λ =

(
ċro(λ)

cro(λ)
− 1

2
uT Ċr

o(λ)u

)
Gr

o,λ . (B2)

On the right-hand side, using F = Au, go = Bou, we find

F · (∇− λgo)G
r
o,λ =− 1

2
uT
[
AT (Cr

o(λ) + λBo) + (Cr
o(λ) + λBT

o )A)
]
uGr

o,λ , (B3)

where we have symmetrized the scalar product and used the fact that Cr
o(λ) is symmetric. Likewise,

1

2
∇ · [D∇Gr

o,λ] =− 1

2
∇ · [DCr

o(λ)uG
r
o,λ] =

1

2
uT [Cr

o(λ)DCr
o(λ)]uG

r
o,λ − 1

2
Tr[DCr

o(λ)]G
r
o,λ , (B4)
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−λ

2
∇ · (DgoG

r
o,λ) = −λ

2
∇ · (DBouG

r
o,λ) =

λ

2

[
uT [BT

o DCr
o(λ)]u− Tr(DBo)

]
Gr

o,λ , (B5)

and

−λ

2
go ·D(∇− λgo)G

r
o,λ =

λ

2
uT
[
(Cr

o(λ) + λBT
o )DBo

]
uGr

o,λ (B6)

Collecting all these results, we obtain from Eq. (37) the matrix differential equation

uT Ċr
o(λ)u = uT

[
(AT − λBT

o D)Cr
o(λ) + Cr

o(λ)(A− λDBo)− Cr
o(λ)DCr

o(λ) + λ(ATBo +BT
o A− λBT

o DBo)
]
u (B7)

together with the scalar equation

ċro(λ)

cro(λ)
= −1

2
Tr [D(Cr

o(λ) + λBo)] . (B8)

Eq. (B7) then leads to the RDE (42a) with the matrices Ao(λ) and Ko(λ) given by Eqs. (45) and (46) respectively.
Furthermore, by integrating Eq. (B8) with initial condition cro,λ(0) = 1, we obtain

cro(λ, t) = e
∫ t
0
dt′ fr

o (λ,t
′) (B9)

with fr
o (λ, t) defined by Eq. (41a).

Equivalent results are derived for the forward partial differential equation (39) using the definition of the dual
generator

L†
o,λ = −∇F− λFgo +

1

2
(∇+ λgo) ·D(∇+ λgo) (B10)

and the ansatz

Gl
o,λ(u, t) = clo(λ, t)e

− 1
2u

TCl
o(λ)(t)u (B11)

with initial conditions Cl
o(λ, 0) = C and clo(λ, 0) =

√
det(C)/(2π)n+2. For instance, Eq. (B3) is replaced by

−∇ · (FGl
o,λ)− λF · goG

l
o,λ = −Tr(A) +

1

2
uT [AT (Cl

o(λ)− λBo) + (Cl
o(λ)− λBT

o )A)]uGl
o,λ . (B12)

This eventually leads to the RDE (42b) and Eq. (41b) for f l
o(λ, t).

2. Explicit expressions of the matrices Ko(λ)

We now give the expressions of the matrices Kw,λ,Kq,λ, and Kσ,λ. From the definition of the matrices Bo [Eq.
(20)], we obtain

Kw(λ) =
2λg

Q2
0


0 0 0 ... 1
0 0 0 ... 0
0 0 0 ... 0
...

...
...

...
...

1 0 0 ... 0

 , (B13)

Kq(λ) =
4λ(1− λ)

Q2
0


1 0 0 ... 0
0 0 0 ... 0
0 0 0 ... 0
...

...
...

...
...

0 0 0 ... 0

 , (B14)

and

Kσ(λ) =
2λ

Q0


2
Q0

(1− T
Tv

)[1− λ(1− T
Tv

)] T
Tx

− T
Tv

0 ... g
Q0

T
Tv

T
Tx

− T
Tv

0 0 ... 0
0 0 0 ... 0
...

...
...

...
...

g
Q0

T
Tv

0 0 ... 0

 . (B15)
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3. Derivation of Eq. (49)

We now turn to the derivation of Eq. (49). We first multiply the RDE (42a) by Σl
o(λ, t) ≡

[
Cl

o(λ, t)
]−1

from the
right to obtain

∂Cl
o(λ, t)

∂t
Σl

o(λ, t) = −AT
o (λ)− Cl

o(λ, t)Ao(λ)Σ
l
o(λ, t)− Cl

o(λ, t)D +Ko(λ)Σ
l
o(λ, t) . (B16)

Taking the trace and using the general identity d(detM(t))/dt = detM(t)Tr[(M−1(t)d(M(t))/dt], we find

∂

∂t
ln detCl

o(λ, t) = −2Tr(A− λDBo)− Tr(DCl
o(λ, t)) + Tr

(
Ko(λ)Σ

l
o(λ, t)

)
. (B17)

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

f l
o(λ, t) = −1

2
Tr
(
(Ko(λ)Σ

l
o(λ, t) + λDBo

)
+

1

2

∂

∂t
ln detCl

o(λ, t) . (B18)

As a result,

e
∫ t
0
f l
o(λ,t

′)dt′ =
[detCl

o(λ, t)

detC

]1/2
e−

1
2

∫ t
0
dtTr

(
Ko(λ)Σ

l
o(λ,t)+λDBo

)
, (B19)

and Eq. (49) is then obtained from Eq. (48b).

C. SPECTRAL PROPERTIES OF THE HAMILTONIAN MATRICES

1. Characteristic polynomial

Here, we show that the Hamiltonian matrices Hr
o (λ) and H l

o(λ) have the same eigenvalue spectrum which is also
independent of the observable. We then derive the explicit expression of the characteristic polynomial pH(λ, s) [Eq.
(72) in the main text].

Consider the “right” Hamiltonian matrix Hr
o (λ) defined by Eq. (67) with Ao(λ) and Ko(λ) given by Eqs. (45) and

(46), respectively. It is easy to see that Hr
o (λ) can be rewritten as

Hr
o (λ) = Ĥr

o (λ)Eo(λ) , (C1)

where

Ĥr
o (λ) =

[
A D

−λBT
o A AT − λBT

o D

]
(C2)

and

Eo(λ) =

[
−In+2 0
λBo In+2

]
. (C3)

Since E2
o(λ) = I2(n+2) and detEo(λ) = (−1)n, we have

det[sI2(n+2) −Hr
o (λ)] = det

(
[sEo(λ)− Ĥr

o (λ)]Eo(λ)
)
= (−1)n det[sEo(λ)− Ĥr

o (λ)] (C4)

with

sEo(λ)− Ĥr
o (λ) =

[
−sIn+2 −A −D

λ(sBo +BT
o A) sIn+2 −AT + λBT

o D

]
. (C5)

Let s be an eigenvalue of Hr
o (λ). If λ ̸= 0, neither s nor −s are eigenvalues of A and the two matrices sIn+2 + A

and sIn+2 − AT are thus invertible [if λ = 0, one simply has det[sI2(n+2) − Hr
o (0)] = (−1)npA(s)pA(−s) where
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pA(s) = det(sIn+2 − A) is the characteristic polynomial of A given by Eq. (24)]. The standard formula for the
determinant of block matrices then yields

det[sI2(n+2) −Hr
o (λ)] = (−1)npA(−s) det

[
sIn+2 −AT + λBT

o D − λ(sBo +BT
o A)(sIn+2 +A)−1D

]
. (C6)

By using the identity (sBo +BT
o A)(sIn+2 +A)−1 = s(Bo −BT

o )(sIn+2 +A)−1 +BT
o , this can be rewritten as

det[sI2(n+2) −Hr
o (λ)] = (−1)npA(s)pA(−s) det

[
In+2 + 2λsPT (−s)Bo,antisymP (s)D

]
, (C7)

where

P (s) = (sIn+2 +A)−1 , (C8)

and

Bo,antisym =
Bo −BT

o

2
(C9)

is the antisymmetric part of the matrix Bo. Moreover, since −s is also an eigenvalue of Hr
o (λ), the characteristic

polynomial is an even function of s, and changing s into −s in Eq. (C6) readily shows that Ĥr
o (λ) and Ĥ l

o(λ), the
“left” Hamiltonian matrix, have the same eigenvalue spectrum39.

Note that Eq. (C6) holds for the Hamiltonian matrix associated with any linear current observable. In the case at
hand, the three matrices Bw, Bq and Bσ have the same antisymmetric part (see Eq. (20))

Bo,antisym =
Bw −BT

w

2
=

g

Q2
0


0 0 0 ... 0
0 0 0 ... 1
0 0 0 ... 0
...

...
...

...
...

0 −1 0 ... 0

 , (C10)

and therefore the eigenvalue spectrum of the matrices Hr
o (λ) and H l

o(λ) does not depend on the observable. Moreover,
the fact that Dij = δi1δj1 implies that the matrix In+2 + 2λsP (−s)TBo,antisymP (s)D has nonzero elements only on
the first column and along the diagonal. This yields

det [In+2 + 2λsM(s)D] = 1 + 2λsM11(s) , (C11)

where

M(s) = P (−s)TBo,antisymP (s) . (C12)

Therefore, the characteristic polynomial is linear in λ. (For a general diffusion matrix D, even simply diagonal,
pH(λ, s) is generically a polynomial in λ.)
It remains to compute M11(s). From Eq. (C10) we obtain

M11(s) =
2g

Q2
0

[P11(−s)P(n+2)1(s) + P11(s)P(n+2)1(−s)] , (C13)

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

pA(s)P11(−s) = −(
n

τ
)ns(1 +

sτ

n
)n

pA(s)P(n+2)1(−s) = −(
n

τ
)n . (C14)

Collecting all these results, we finally obtain Eq. (72) of the main text.

39 The fact that det[sI2(n+2) − Hr
o (λ)] is an even function of s is also immediately recovered from Eq. (C6). Define f(s) = det[In+2 +

2λsP (−s)TBAS
o P (s)D]. Then f(−s) = det[In+2 − 2λsP (s)TBAS

o P (−s)D] = det[In+2 + 2λs[P (−s)TBAS
o P (s)]TD]. By Sylvester’s

identity, det(I +MN) = det(I +NM), one obtains f(−s) = f(s).
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2. Eigenvectors

We now give the expression of the eigenvectors of the Hamiltonian matrices Hr
w(λ) and H l

w(λ) associated with the
Riccati operator Rw,λ. 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 Hr
w(λ) and let erw(si) be the eigenvector associated with the eigenvalue si(λ). e

r
w(si) is decomposed

as

erw(si) =

[
yr
w(si)

zrw(si)

]
, (C15)

where yr
w(si) and zrw(si) correspond to the first and last n+2 components, respectively. By definition, the four blocks

of the matrix W r
w(λ) defined by Eq. (75) are given by

W r,11
w =

[
yr
w(s

+
1 ) yr

w(s
+
2 ) ... yr

w(s
+
n+2)

]
, (C16)

W r,21
w =

[
zrw(s

+
1 ) zrw(s

+
2 ) ... zrw(s

+
n+2)

]
, (C17)

W r,12
w =

[
yr
w(s

−
1 ) yr

w(s
−
2 ) ... yr

w(s
−
n+2)

]
, (C18)

W r,22
w =

[
zrw(s

−
1 ) zrw(s

−
2 ) ... zrw(s

−
n+2)

]
. (C19)

After some straightforward but tedious algebra we find

yr
w(s) = −pA(s)



−s(1− sτ
n )n

(1− sτ
n )n

(1− sτ
n )n−1

(1− sτ
n )n−2

.

.
1


(C20)

and

zrw(s) = (−1)n
2gλ

Q2
0



(−1)ns[(1− sτ
n )n − (1 + sτ

n )n]
q∗(s) + (−1)n[(1 + sτ

n )n − (1− sτ
n )n]

sτ
n q∗(s)

sτ
n (1 + sτ

n )q∗(s)
sτ
n (1 + sτ

n )2q∗(s)
.
.

sτ
n (1 + sτ

n )n−1q∗(s)


, (C21)

where q∗(s) = pτ→−τ
A (s) = (−n

τ )n[(s2 + s
Q0

+ 1)(1− sτ
n )n − g

Q0
].

A similar calculation for the eigenvectors of the Hamiltonian matrix H l
w(λ) yields

yl
w(s) = pA(−s)



s(1 + sτ
n )n

(1 + sτ
n )n

(1 + sτ
n )n−1

(1 + sτ
n )n−2

.

.
1


(C22)
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and

zlw(s) = (−1)n
2gλ

Q2
0



(−1)ns[(1− sτ
n )n − (1 + sτ

n )n

q∗(−s) + (−1)n[(1− sτ
n )n − (1 + sτ

n )n]
− sτ

n q∗(−s)
− sτ

n (1− sτ
n )q∗(−s)

− sτ
n (1− sτ

n )2q∗(−s)
.
.

− sτ
n (1− sτ

n )n−1q∗(−s)


. (C23)

It is readily seen that the relation between the matrices W r
w(λ) and W l

w(λ) (Eq. (82) 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 r
o (λ) into four submatrix blocks as

[W r
o (λ)]

−1 ≡ Qr
o(λ) =

[
Qr,11

o (λ) Qr,12
o (λ)

Qr,21
o (λ) Qr,22

o (λ)

]
. (D1)

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

[W r
o ]

−1

[
In+2

0

]
=

[
Qr,11

o

Qr,21
o

]
(D2)

and Eq. (74) in the main text can be rewritten as[
Ur
o (t)

V r
o (t)

]
= W r

o

[
eJt 0
0 e−Jt

] [
Qr,11

o

Qr,21
o

]
. (D3)

Assuming that the submatrix Qr,11
o is invertible, we introduce the matrix T r

o ≡ Qr,21
o [Qr,11

o ]−1. Then, from the
inversion of Eq. (D2),

W r,11
o +W r,12

o T r
o = [Qr,11

o ]−1

W r,21
o +W r,22

o T r
o = 0 , (D4)

and [
Qr,11

o

Qr,21
o

]
=

[
In+2

T r
o

]
Qr,11

o =

[
In+2

T r
o

]
[W r,11

o +W r,12
o T r

o ]
−1 . (D5)

Eq. (D3) becomes [
Ur
o (t)

V r
o (t)

]
=

[
W r,11

o eJt +W r,12
o e−JtT r

o

W r,21
o eJt +W r,22

o e−JtT r
o

]
[W r,11

o +W r,12
o T r

o ]
−1 , (D6)

and inserting into Eq. (65) in the main text we easily obtain Eq. (77).
It remains to show that the invertibility of the submatrix Qr,11

o is equivalent to that of W r,22
o , so that T r

o =
−[W r,22

o ]−1W r,21
o from Eq. (D4) [Eq. (76) in the main text].

Let us first assume that W r,22
o is invertible. Then, its Schur complement W r

o /W
r,22
o ≡ W r,11

o −W r,12
o [W r,22

o ]−1W r,21
o

is also invertible and the general formula for the inversion of a block matrix yields Qr,11
o = [W r

o /W
r,22
o ]−1. Conse-

quently, Qr,11
o is invertible with [Qr,11

o ]−1 = W r
o /W

r,22
o .

We now assume that Qr,11
o is invertible. Then, its Schur complement Qr

o/Q
r,11
o ≡ Qr,22

o − Qr,21
o [Qr,11

o ]−1Qr,12
o is

also invertible and the same general formula applied to W r
o = [Qr

o]
−1 yields W r,22

o = [Qr
o/Q

r,11
o ]−1. Hence, W r,22

o is
invertible, with [W r,22

o ]−1 = Qr
o/Q

r,11
o .
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E. SOLUTIONS OF THE CARES (86) FOR λ = 0

In this appendix we show that Ĉr,+
o (λ) and Ĉl,+

o (λ) are the only solutions of the CAREs (86) that satisfy Ĉr,+
o (0) = 0

and Ĉl+
o (0) = C. To this end, we need to consider the behavior of the solutions as λ → 0. Since there is no dependence

on the observable for λ = 0, we choose o = w in order to take advantage of the explicit expressions of the eigenvectors
given in Appendix C.

Let Ĉ
r,(α)
w (λ) and Ĉ

l,(α)
w (λ) be the solutions of the CAREs built from a set S(α)

λ with m(α) eigenvalues with a positive

real part and n + 2 −m(α) with a negative real part. Since (−1)npH(λ, s) → pA(s)pA(−s) as λ → 0, n + 2 −m(α)

eigenvalues are roots of pA(s) and m(α) eigenvalues are roots of pA(−s) in this limit. Eqs. (C20) and (C22) then tell

us that n + 2 − m(α) columns of the matrix Y
r,(α)
w (λ) and m(α) columns of the matrix Y

l,(α)
w (λ) are O(λ). On the

other hand, from Eqs. (C21) and (C23), all columns of the matrices Z
r,(α)
w (λ) and Z

l,(α)
w (λ) are O(λ) regardless the

value of m(α).
We now successively consider the two cases S(α)

λ = S+
λ , i.e., m(α) = n+ 2, and S(α)

λ ̸= S+
λ , i.e., m(α) < n+ 2.

In the first case, the matrix Y r,+
w (λ) = W r,11

w (λ) is O(1) in the limit λ → 0 whereas all columns of Y l,+
w (λ) =

W l,11
w (λ) and all columns of Zl,+

w (λ) = W l,21
w (λ) are O(λ). Hence, Ĉr,+

w (0) = limλ→0 Z
r,+
w (λ)[Y r,+

w (λ)]−1 = 0 whereas

Ĉl,+
w (0) = limλ→0 Z

l,+
w (λ)[(Y l,+

w (λ)]−1 = O(1). Moreover, both detW l,21
w (λ) and detW l,11

w (λ) are O(λn+2) so that

limλ→0 det Ĉ
l,+
λ = O(1). The matrix Ĉl,+

w (0) is thus invertible and its inverse is the unique solution of the linear

equation (Ĉl,+
w (0)−1AT +A[Ĉl,+

w (0)]−1 = −D which is nothing but the Lyapunov equation (27). As a result, Ĉl,+
w (0) =

C.
In the second case, Ĉ

r,(α)
w (0) = limλ→0 Z

r,(α)
w (λ)[(Y

r,(α)
w (λ)]−1 = O(1). Likewise, Ĉ

l,(α)
w (0) =

limλ→0 Z
l,(α)
w (λ)(Y

l,(α)
w (λ)]−1 = O(1) with det(Ĉ

l,(α)
w (λ) = O(λn+2−m(α)

). In consequence, Ĉ
l,(α)
w (0) is not invert-

ible and thus differs from C.

F. DERIVATION OF THE EXPRESSION OF THE SCGF µσ(λ) FOR λ = 1

In this appendix, we derive the expression of the dichotomic solution L̂∗ of the CARE

LF11 − F22L+ LF12L− F21 = 0 , (F1)

with

F11 =

[ 1
2Q0

−1

1 − 1
2Q0

]
, (F2)

F12 =
2g

Q2
0

[
0 0 . . 1
0 0 . . 0

]
, (F3)

F21 =
nQ0

2τ


0 1
0 0
. .
. .
0 0

 , (F4)

and

F22 =



− 1
2Q0

− n
τ 0 . . 0

n
τ − 1

2Q0
− n

τ . . 0

0 n
τ − 1

2Q0
− n

τ . 0

. . . . .

. . . . .
0 0 . n

τ − 1
2Q0

− n
τ

 . (F5)

Assuming that the eigenvalues νi of the matrix F =

[
F11 F12

F21 F22

]
satisfy the condition (207) in the main text, we

introduce the matrix W ∗ of dimension (n + 2) × 2 formed by the eigenvectors e1 and e2 associated with ν1 and ν2.
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The dichotomic solution L̂∗ is then obtained as

L̂∗ = Z∗(Y ∗)−1 , (F6)

where Y ∗ is the sub-matrix of W ∗ of dimension 2 × 2 formed by the first two components of the vectors e1 and e2,
and Z∗ is the sub-matrix of dimension n × 2 formed by the other n components (Eq. (F10) below shows that the
matrix Y ∗ is invertible).

Using the Faddeev-Leverrier’s recursive method [101] to compute the eigenvector e associated with the eigenvalue
ν, we find40

e(σ) =
Q0

2



2
Q0

(σ − n
τ )σ

n

2
Q0

σn

n
τ σ

n−1

(nτ )
2σn−2

.

.
(nτ )

n


, (F7)

where σ = ν + 1/(2Q0) + n/τ . This yields

Y ∗(σ1, σ2) =

[
(σ1 − n

τ )σ
n
1 (σ2 − n

τ )σ
n
2

σn
1 σn

2

]
, (F8)

and

Z∗(σ1, σ2) =
Q0

2


n
τ σ

n−1
1

n
τ σ

n−1
2

(nτ )
2σn−2

1 (nτ )
2σn−2

2

. .

. .
(nτ )

n (nτ )
n

 . (F9)

Note in passing that

det(Y ∗) = (σ1σ2)
n(σ1 − σ2) = (ν1 +

1

2Q0
+

n

τ
)n(ν2 +

1

2Q0
+

n

τ
)n(ν1 − ν2) ̸= 0 (F10)

since −1/(2Q0)− n/τ is not an eigenvalue of F (one has pF (−1/(2Q0)− n/τ) = −(n/τ)ng/Q0 ̸= 0).

We thus have from Eq. (F6) an explicit expression of L̂∗ in terms of σ1 and σ2. In particular,

L̂∗
n1 = (

n

τ
)n

Q0

2(σ1 − σ2)
(
1

σn
1

− 1

σn
2

) . (F11)

This can be further simplified by using the fact that σi = −s∗i +n/τ from Eq. (210). Hence, σi is a root of q
∗(−s+n/τ),

which yields

σ−n
i = (

τ

n
)n

Q0

g
[1 + σ2

i − σi(
1

Q0
+

2n

τ
) +

n

τ
(
1

Q0
+

n

τ
)] (F12)

and then

L∗
n,1 =

Q2
0

2g
[σ1 + σ2 − (

1

Q0
+

2n

τ
)]

=
Q2

0

2g
(−s∗1 − s∗2 −

1

Q0
) . (F13)

40 For simplicity, we here assume that F is diagonalizable, as we did for Hr
o (λ) and Hl

o(λ). Otherwise, one must consider the generalized
eigenvectors [98–100].
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The expression of the SCGF µσ(1) [Eq. (212) in the main text] is finally obtained from Eq. (208) .
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16, 2005 (2015).
[10] M.L. Rosinberg, G. Tarjus, and T. Munakata, Stochastic thermodynamics of Langevin systems under time-delayed

feedback control. II. Nonequilibrium steady-state fluctuations, Phys. Rev. E 95, 022123 (2017).
[11] M. Poggio, C. L. Degen, H. J. Mamin, and D. Rugar, Feedback Cooling of a Cantilever’s Fundamental Mode below 5

mK, Phys. Rev. Lett. 99, 017201 (2007).
[12] M. Montinaro et al., Feedback cooling of cantilever motion using a quantum point contact transducer, Appl. Phys. Lett.

101, 133104 (2012).
[13] Y. Kawamura and R. Kanegae, Feedback damping of a microcantilever at room temperature to the minimum vibration

amplitude limited by the noise level, Sci. Rep. 6, 1 (2016).
[14] M. Debiossac, M.L. Rosinberg, E. Lutz, and N. Kiesel, Non-Markovian feedback control and acausality: an experimental

study, Phys. Rev. Lett. 128, 200601 (2022).
[15] N. MacDonald, Time lags in biological models, Lect. Notes Biomath. 27 (Springer-Verlag, Berlin 1978).
[16] H. Smith, An Introduction to Delay Differential Equations with Applications to the Life Sciences, Texts in Applied

Mathematics 57 (Springer, Berlin, 2011).
[17] J. M. Cushing, Integrodifferential Equations and Delay Models in Population Dynamics, Lect. Notes Biomath. 20,

(Springer-Verlag, Heidelberg, 1979); An Introduction to Structured Population Dynamics, Conference Series in Applied
Mathematics 71, SIAM, (Philadelphia, 1998).

[18] R. E. Plant and L. T. Wilson, Models for age structured populations with distributed maturation rates, J. Math. Biology
23, 247 (1986).

[19] J. A. J. Metz and O. Diekmann, The Dynamics of Physiologically Structured Populations, Lecture Notes in Biomath. 68
(Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1986).

[20] N. MacDonald, Biological Delay Systems: Linear Stability Theory, Cambridge Studies in Mathematical Biology 8 (Cam-
bridge University Press, Cambridge, 1989).

[21] P. J. Hurtado and A. S. Kirosingh, Generalizations of the “Linear Chain Trick”: incorporating more flexible dwell time
distributions into mean field ODE models, J. Math. Biol. 79, 1831 (2019).

[22] S. A. M. Loos and S. H. L. Klapp, Fokker-Planck equations for time-delayed systems via Markovian Embedding, J. Stat.
Phys. 177, 95 (2019).

[23] S. A. M. Loos, S. Hermann, and S. H. L. Klapp, Medium Entropy Reduction and Instability in Stochastic Systems with
Distributed Delay, Entropy 23, 696 (2021).

[24] H. Abou-Kandil, G. Freiling, V. lonescu, and G. Jank, Matrix Riccati Equations in Control and Systems Theory,
Birkhauser Verlag, Basel (2003).

[25] V. Kucera, Riccati equations and their solutions, in The Control Systems Handbook: Control System Advanced Methods,
Second Edition Ed. W. S. Levine, CRC Press (2010).

[26] P. Benner and H. Mena, BDF methods for large-scale differential Riccati equations, in Proc. of Mathematical Theory of
Network and Systems, MTNS 2004, edited by B. D. Moor, B. Motmans, J. Willems, P. V. Dooren, and V. Blondel (2004);
P. Benner and H. Mena, Rosenbrock methods for solving Riccati differential equations, IEEE Transactions on Automatic
Control, 58, 2950 (2013).

[27] J. du Buisson, Dynamical Large Deviations of Diffusions, Ph.D. thesis, Department of Physics, Stellenbosch University,
Stellenbosch, South Africa (2022).

[28] J. du Buisson and H. Touchette, Dynamical large deviations of linear diffusions, Phys. Rev. E 107, 054111 (2023).
[29] M. L. Rosinberg, Non-equilibrium fluctuations in Langevin processes with time-delayed feedback, invited talk at the

conference From information to control and non-equilibrium, on the occasion of the 60th birthday of John Bechhofer:
https://sites.google.com/view/frominformationtocontrolandnon (Nice, June 6-8, 2022).

[30] U. Seifert, Stochastic thermodynamics, fluctuation theorems and molecular machines, Rep. Prog. Phys. 75, 126001 (2012).
[31] L. Peliti and S. Pigolotti, Stochastic Thermodynamics : An Introduction, Princeton University Press (2021).
[32] W. Bryc and A. Dembo, Large deviations for quadratic functionals of Gaussian processes, J. Theoret. Prob. 10, 307

(1997).



55

[33] B. Bercu, F. Gamboa, and A. Rouault, Large deviations for quadratic forms of stationary Gaussian processes, Stoch.
Process. Appl. 71, 75 (1997).

[34] F. Gamboa, A. Rouault, and M. Zani, A functional large deviations principle for quadratic forms of Gaussian stationary
processes, Stat. Probab. Lett. 43, 299 (1999).

[35] M. Zamparo and M. Semeraro, Large deviations for quadratic functionals of stable Gauss-Markov chains and entropy
production, J. Math. Phys. 64, 023302 (2023).

[36] T. Munakata and M. L. Rosinberg, Entropy production and fluctuation theorems for Langevin processes under continuous
non-Markovian feedback control, Phys. Rev. Lett. 112, 180601 (2014).

[37] M.L. Rosinberg, T. Munakata, and G. Tarjus, Stochastic thermodynamics of Langevin systems under time-delayed
feedback control: Second-law-like inequalities, Phys. Rev. E 91, 042114 (2015).

[38] M. Debiossac, D. Grass, J. J. Alonso, E. Lutz, and N. Kiesel, Thermodynamics of continuous non-Markovian feedback
control, Nat Commun 11, 1360 (2020).

[39] O. C. Ibe, Markov Processes for Stochastic Modeling, Elsevier Science (2013).
[40] Other approximations of eiωτ are proposed in the literature on control systems, for instance by using all-pass rational

functions or Pade approximants [7, 41]. Another example is the Laguerre shift formula eiωτ ≈ (1+ iωτ
2n

)n/(1− iωτ
2n

)n used
in Ref. [42]. However, these approximations do not allow for a Langevin dynamics description in the time domain and
therefore cannot be employed in the present context.

[41] S. I. Niculescu, Delay effects on stability in Lecture notes in control and information sciences, 269 (Springer, Berlin,
2001).

[42] M. L. Rosinberg, G. Tarjus, and T. Munakata, Influence of time delay on information exchanges between coupled linear
stochastic systems, Phys. Rev. E 98, 032130 (2018).

[43] L. Costanzo, A. L. Schiavo, A. Sarracino, and M. Vitelli, Stochastic Thermodynamics of a Piezoelectric Energy Harvester
Model, Entropy 23, 677 (2021).

[44] A. Longtin, Stochastic delay-differential equations, in Complex Time-Delay Systems, F. Atay (ed.), (Springer, Berlin,
2010).

[45] K. Sekimoto, Stochastic Energetics, Lecture Notes in Physics 799 (Springer, Berlin, Heidelberg, 2010).
[46] G. Crooks, Entropy production fluctuation theorem and the nonequilibrium work relation for free energy differences,

Phys. Rev. E 60, 2721 (1999).
[47] U. Seifert, Entropy production along a stochastic trajectory and an integral fluctuation theorem, Phys. Rev. Lett. 95,

040602 (2005).
[48] M. L. Rosinberg, G. Tarjus, and T. Munakata, Heat fluctuations for underdamped Langevin dynamics, Eur. Phys. Lett.

113, 10007 (2016).
[49] O. Diekmann, S. M. Verduyn Lunel, S. A. van Gils, and H. O. Walther, Delay Equations: Functional, Complex, and

Nonlinear Analysis (Springer, New York, 1995).
[50] F. G. Boese, The stability chart for the linearized Cushing equation with a discrete delay and with Gamma-distributed

delays, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 140, 510 (1989).
[51] S. Campbell and R. Jessop, Approximating the stability region for a differential equation with a distributed delay, Math.

Model. Nat. Phenom. 4, 1 (2009).
[52] F. Crauste, in Complex Time-Delay Systems. Theory and Applications, F.M. Atay Ed. (Springer, Berlin, 2010).
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Notation

Matrices are denoted by capital latin letters while boldface, lower-case latin letters denote vectors. XT denotes the
transpose of the matrix X and In+2 denotes the (n + 2) × (n + 2) identity matrix. If the real symmetric matrix X
is positive definite (resp. semidefinite), we write X > 0 (resp. X ≥ 0) and X1 > X2 (resp. X1 ≥ X2) means that
X1 −X2 > 0 (resp. X1 −X2 ≥ 0).
Go,λ(t), G

r
o,λ(u0, t), G

l
o,λ(u, t) - moment generating functions (o = w, q, σ denotes the observable)

µo(λ) - scaled cumulant generating function
Io(a) - large deviation function
A - drift matrix
pA(s) - characteristic polynomial of A
p(u) stationary probability density
Σ - stationary covariance matrix
Ro,λ - Riccati differential operator
Cr

o(λ, t), C
l
o(λ, t) - solutions of the Riccati differential equations (RDEs)

Hr
o (λ), H

l
o(λ) - Hamiltonian matrices associated with the RDEs

pH(λ, s) - characteristic polynomial of Hr
o (λ) and H l

o(λ)

Ĉ
r,(α)
o (λ), Ĉ

l,(α)
o (λ) - solutions of the continuous-time Riccati algebraic equations (CAREs)

Ĉr,+
o (λ), Ĉl,+

o (λ) - maximal real symmetric solutions of the CAREs

fr,(α)(λ), f l,(α)(λ) - scalar functions associated with Ĉ
r,(α)
o (λ) and Ĉ

l,(α)
o (λ)

f+(λ) - scalar function associated with the maximal solutions
DH = (λmin, λmax) - interval for which Hr

o (λ), H
l
o(λ) have no purely imaginary eigenvalues

Do(t) = (λ−
o (t), λ

+
o (t)) - domain of existence of Go,λ(t)

D̂o = (λo1, λo,2) - domain of existence of µo(λ)

Â(λ) - drift matrix of the effective process
p̂λ(u) stationary probability density of the effective process

Σ̂(λ) - covariance matrix of the effective process
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