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We study the dynamical phase transitions (DPTs) appearing for a single Brownian particle without drift. We
first explore how first-order DPTs in large deviations can be found even for a single Brownian particle without
any force upon raising the dimension to higher than four. The DPTs accompany temporal phase separations in
their dynamical paths, which we numerically confirm by fitting to scaling functions. We next investigate how
second-order DPTs can appear in one-dimensional free Brownian motion by choosing the observable, which
essentially captures the localization transition of the trajectories. We discuss and confirm that the DPTs predicted
for high dimensions can also be found when considering many Brownian particles at lower dimensions.

I. INTRODUCTION

The study of stochastic dynamics has yielded profound in-
sights into the behavior of diverse systems, from the intricate
workings of molecular motors within cells [1] to the collective
fluctuations of magnets and fluids near criticality [2]. Tradi-
tionally, the focus has been on characterizing typical fluctua-
tions, which dominate the average or variance of physical ob-
servables. However, atypical fluctuations play a crucial role in
a wide range of phenomena, including the occurrence of rare
events [3], the dynamics of glassy systems [4], and the stabil-
ity of non-equilibrium states [5]. In particular, exponentially
rare fluctuations of time-averaged observables have attracted
significant attention, with large deviation theory providing a
powerful framework for their analysis [6].

A pivotal concept arising from the study of atypical fluctua-
tions is the dynamical phase transition (DPT) [4, 6], a qualita-
tive change in the dynamical path that emerges upon varying
the value of a time-integrated observable. This concept, anal-
ogous to thermodynamic phase transitions, manifests as a sin-
gularity in the dynamical free energy, also known as the large
deviation rate function. The order of a DPT is determined by
the nature of the singularity in the Legendre-Fenchel trans-
form of the rate function, termed the scaled cumulant gen-
erating function (SCGF) [6], which serves as the dynamical
counterpart of the thermodynamic potential in the canonical
ensemble [7]. While second-order DPTs and associated crit-
ical phenomena have been explored in detail within kinetic
spin models like the Ising model with the Glauber dynam-
ics [8], first-order DPTs have been observed for example in
kinetically constrained models [4, 9], which are considered as
simplified models for glasses.

Unlike thermodynamic phase transitions that are defined in
the large-size limit, DPTs can arise even in single-particle sys-
tems by considering the long-time limit. A prime example
is the first-order DPT observed in one-dimensional Brown-
ian motion with drift [10, 11], which exhibits a connection
to the localization transition in non-Hermitian quantum mod-
els [12]. Intriguingly, this drifting Brownian motion exhibits

phase separation-like behavior in the temporal domain: when
examining the fraction of time spent in a given region, a typ-
ical time frame emerges where the particle remains close to
its starting point before eventually diffusing away [10]. This
observation raises a compelling question: can such DPT and
phase separation-like behavior occur in an even simpler set-
ting, namely, Brownian motion without drift? This question
is particularly relevant as it allows us to explore the connec-
tion between DPT and other kinds of phase transitions, such
as the adsorption transition of a single polymer and depinning
transition, potentially revealing a deeper understanding of the
underlying principles governing these phenomena.

The mathematical framework used to analyze these atypi-
cal fluctuations involves solving an eigenvalue problem for the
SCGF, a process similar to solving the Schrödinger equation
in quantum mechanics. This correspondence essentially con-
nects the classical DPT to the quantum phase transition, which
has been recently studied in the context of many-body physics,
for example in an attempt to understand and extend active
matter [13–15]. For the simpler single-body settings, exten-
sive research has been conducted for the eigenvalue prob-
lem of these Schrödinger-like equations, revealing interesting
dimensionality-dependent behavior, particularly in the case of
shallow potentials [16–24]. This motivates us to investigate
how, even for single-body problems, dimensionality can af-
fect the phase behavior of the rate function, particularly in the
context of Brownian motion without drift.

We here present two distinct types of DPTs observed for
the single-particle Brownian motion in the absence of exter-
nal drift forces. Firstly, we demonstrate the emergence of a
first-order DPT with temporal phase separation for a simple
Brownian motion at high dimensions, by finding scaling rela-
tions in the occupation order parameter. The critical dimen-
sion for this first-order DPT is d = 4, which is distinct from
d = 2 where the change in the behavior of recursiveness in
Brownian motion takes place. We confirm by numerical ex-
amples that the same transition can be observed for N particles
at d dimensions as far as Nd > 4.

As a second example, we uncover the appearance of a lo-
calization transition as second-order DPTs in one-dimensional
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FIG. 1. Schematic figures of the large deviation problem consid-
ered throughout the paper. (a) f (x) is a scalar observable that we
choose, which is a function of the stochastic variable x undergoing
Brownian motion. (b) x(t), f (x(t)), and σt = t−1

∫ t

0
f (x(t′))dt′ are

shown as a function of time t. We take σT as a time-averaged ob-
servable and consider its distribution as T → ∞, where T is the total
observation time. (c) The SCGF λ(k) is obtained as the dominant
eigenvalue of the problem Lkϕk(x) = [∇2 + k f (x)]ϕk(x) = λ(k)ϕk(x).
This eigenvalue problem is equivalent to the quantum eigenenergy
problem for the ground state of a single particle in a potential −k f (x)
up to a minus sign, in which case the obtained eigenenergy is −λ(k).
We obtain λ(k) as a function of k upon changing k from −∞ to ∞.
(d) The rate function I(σ) := − limT→∞ T−1 ln P(σT = σ), where
P(σT = σ) is the probability density at σT = σ. The rate func-
tion can also be obtained from the Legendre-Fenchel transform of
the SCGF: I(σ) = supk{kσ − λ(k)}.

Brownian motion when measuring the difference in occupa-
tions between two regions. These second-order DPTs exhibit
universal exponents in the rate function, independent of the
specific observable, hinting at a connection to the adsorption
transition of a long polymer.

In the rest of the manuscript, we first briefly explain the
general formulation of the large deviation theory (Sec. II).
Then, we present a model of Brownian motion that exhibits
a first-order dynamical phase transition in its large deviations
depending on spatial dimensions (Sec. III). We analytically
derive asymptotic behaviors of the SCGF and rate functions
for each dimension (Sec. III A) and further confirm the pre-
dicted temporal phase separations in high dimensions through
simulations (Sec. III B). Our results for spatial dimensions are
then extended to the case of large deviations of several par-
ticles, where we find similar dimension-dependent behaviors
can be observed with appropriate observables (Sec. IV). Next,
we consider a simple case with d = 1, focusing on the be-
haviors of rate functions around typical conditions, identify-
ing specific leading order behaviors and related singularities,
and connecting these singularities to localization transitions
(Sec. V). Finally, we draw conclusions and provide related
discussions (Sec. VI).

II. FORMULATION

In this paper, we consider the Brownian motion of a particle
in d dimensions:

dx(t)
dt
= ξ(t), (1)

where x(t) represents the position of the particle, ξ(t) is a d-
dimenional Gaussian noise with ⟨ξa(t)⟩ = 0 and ⟨ξa(t)ξb(t′)⟩ =
2δabδ(t − t′) (a, b ∈ {1, 2, · · · , d}). δ(·) is the Dirac delta func-
tion. Here, the diffusion constant is set to unity by rescaling
time, and we set the initial condition as x(0) = 0. As a time-
averaged observable, we consider

σT :=
1
T

∫ T

0
f (x(t))dt, (2)

where f (z) is a general scaler function of a d-dimensional
variable z, and T is the total observation time [Figs. 1(a)
and (b)]. If f (z) approaches zero [ f (z) → 0] sufficiently
quickly as ||z|| → ∞, σT converges in probability to zero as
T → ∞. For large but finite T , the probability density of σT ,
P(σT = σ), follows

P(σT = σ) = e−T I(σ)+o(T ), (3)

according to the large deviation principle [6, 25]. Here, the
rate function I(σ) is defined as (see Fig. 1)

I(σ) := − lim
T→∞

1
T

ln P(σT = σ). (4)

We can obtain I(σ) from the SCGF λ(k):

λ(k) := − lim
T→∞

1
T

ln ⟨eTkσT ⟩. (5)

Here, k ∈ R is a conjugate variable to σ. Indeed, if I(σ)
is convex, I(σ) and λ(k) are related by the Legendre-Fenchel
transformation from the Gärtner-Ellis theorem [6]:

I(σ) = sup
k
{kσ − λ(k)}. (6)

If λ(k) is convex, Eq. (6) can be written as

I(σ) = k∗σ − λ(k∗), (7)

where k∗ satisfies

λ′(k∗ − 0) ≤ σ ≤ λ′(k∗ + 0) (8)

with λ′(k) := dλ(k)/dk. When I(σ) and λ(k) are convex,

λ(k) = sup
σ
{σk − I(σ)} (9)

also holds [Fig. 1(d)]. Then, Eq. (9) can be written as

λ(k) = σ∗k − I(σ∗), (10)

where σ∗ satisfies

I′(σ∗ − 0) ≤ k ≤ I′(σ∗ + 0) (11)
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with I′(σ) := dI(σ)/dσ.
The order of DPTs is defined as the order of singularity of

the SCGF λ(k). For example, if the first derivative of λ(k) is
discontinuous, it is called the first-order DPT. If λ(k) is undif-
ferentiable, I(σ) is not necessarily convex in the region cor-
responding to the singularity in λ(k). In this case, the rate
function calculated from the Legendre-Fenchel transform is
a convex envelope of I(σ); we need other methods such as
simulations to confirm the convexity of I(σ) itself.

For the d-dimensional Brownian motion [Eq. (1)] with the
time-averaged observable [Eq. (2)], we can obtain the SCGF
λ(k) as the dominant eigenvalue of the tilted generator:

Lk = ∇
2 + k f (x), (12)

where ∇ := ∂/∂x. The operator Lk and the eigenvalue λ(k)
correspond to the quantum Hamiltonian and ground-state en-
ergy with their signs reversed, respectively, of a particle in d-
dimensional space subject to a potential of the form −k f (x).
The dominant eigenfunction ϕk(x), which we take as a real
function, satisfies

Lkϕk(x) = λ(k)ϕk(x). (13)

Note that the left and right eigenfunctions are identical up to
a constant factor since Lk is Hermitian.

When λ(k) is differentiable and the condition for the ensem-
ble equivalence is satisfied [26, 27], the probability density for
x conditioned with σT = σ, P(x|σT = σ), satisfies

P(x|σT = σ) ∝ ϕk∗(σ)(x)2, (14)

apart from the time domain close to t = 0 or t = T . Here,
k∗(σ) := argmaxk {kσ − λ(k)}. When ϕk∗(σ)(x) is a wavefunc-
tion localized at some region, the distribution P(x|σT = σ)
should also be localized around the same region.

III. DIMENSIONALITY-INDUCED TEMPORAL PHASE
SEPARATION

In this section, we consider the fraction of time spent by the
Brownian particle within a d-dimensional ball centered at the
origin (see Fig. 2) as the observable σT [Eq. (2)]:

ρT :=
1
T

∫ T

0
χ[0,1](r(t))dt, (15)

where the radius of the ball is used as the length unit. Here,
r(t) := ||x(t)|| with r(0) = 0, and χA(z) is the indicator function
defined as χA(z) = 1 for z ∈ A and χA(z) = 0 otherwise. The
stochastic process for r(t) is the d-dimensional Bessel process,
which shows a qualitative change in the returning probability
at d = 2; the process is transient for d > 2 but recurrent for
d ≤ 2 [28].

A. Analytical derivation of the SCGF and rate function

The eigenvalue problem [Eq. (13)] for the observable ρT
is [29]

[∇2 + kχ[0,1](||x||)]ϕk(x) = λ(k)ϕk(x). (16)

(a)
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0 t
0
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0
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FIG. 2. Schematic figures for the problem in Sec. III. (a) Exam-
ple path of a Brownian particle in three dimensions (d = 3). The
particle starts from the origin as shown by the trajectory, where the
brightness indicates time. The gray sphere suggests the region where
x2

1 + x2
2 + x2

3 ≤ 1. (b) Time dependence of the distance from the
origin, r(t) =

√
x1(t)2 + x2(t)2 + x3(t)2. The gray area corresponds

to the gray sphere in (a). (c) Time dependence of χ[0,1](r(t)), which
takes 1 for r(t) ≤ 1 and 0 otherwise. The observable ρT [Eq. (15)]
is the time average of χ[0,1](r(t)), or the fraction of time spent by the
particle inside the sphere.

Since χ[0,1](||x||) is spherically symmetric, Eq. (16) is reduced
to[

d2

dr2 +
d − 1

r
d
dr
−

l(l + d − 2)
r2 + kχ[0,1](r)

]
ϕk(r) = λ(k)ϕk(r)

(17)
with l = 0, 1, 2, . . . , or equivalently [30],

[
d2

dr2 + Fk(r)
]
Φk(r) = λ(k)Φk(r), (18)

where

Φk(r) := r(d−1)/2ϕk(r), (19)

Fk(r) := −

(
l + d−3

2

) (
l + d−1

2

)
r2 + kχ[0,1](r). (20)

We used the fact that the dominant eigenfunction ϕk(x) de-
pends only on r = ||x|| [i.e., ϕk(x) = ϕk(r)] due to the rotational
symmetry of Lk. Note that increasing d by 2 is equivalent to
increasing l by 1, according to the functional form of Fk(r).

Setting l = 0 to focus on the dominant eigenvalue, we ob-
tain


[

d
dr2 +

d − 1
r

d
dr
+ (k − λ(k))

]
ϕk(r) = 0 (r ≤ 1)[

d
dr2 +

d − 1
r

d
dr
− λ(k)

]
ϕk(r) = 0 (r > 1)

. (21)

The procedure to obtain the eigenvalue λ(k) is similar to that
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Dimension d 1 2 3 4 5 d (≥ 5)

SCGF λ(k) for λ(k) ≈ 0 k2 4e−2γe−4/k 1
4

(
k − π2

4

)2
−

k−k(4)
c

ln
(
k−k(4)

c
) 1

3 (k − π2) d−4
d−2 (k − k(d)

c )

Rate function I(ρ) for ρ ≈ 0 ≈ 1
4ρ

2 ≈ −4 ρ

ln ρ ≈ π2

4 ρ ≈ k(4)
c ρ = π2ρ (0 < ρ < 1

3 ) = k(d)
c ρ (0 < ρ < ρ(d)

c =
d−4
d−2 )

TABLE I. Leading order behavior of the SCGF λ(k) and the rate function I(ρ) for different dimensions d. When d is five or higher, λ(k) is
undifferentiable at k = k(d)

c , suggesting a first-order DPT; correspondingly, I(ρ) is a strictly linear function for a finite domain 0 < ρ < ρ(d)
c ,

where the temporal phase separation is expected to appear. As d → ∞, we asymptotically obtain k(d)
c ≈ d2/4 and ρ(d)

c ≈ 1 − 2/d.

in quantum mechanics. By solving Eq. (21) [30], we obtain

ϕk(r) =


Ak

J(d−2)/2(r
√

k − λ(k))
[r
√

k − λ(k)](d−2)/2
(r ≤ 1)

Bk
K(d−2)/2

(
r
√
λ(k)

)
[r
√
λ(k)](d−2)/2

(r > 1)

(22)

with Jν(z) and Kν(z) being the Bessel function of the first kind
and the modified Bessel function of the second kind, respec-
tively, where ν is the order. Here we used the conditions that
ϕk(r) is finite with slope zero at r = 0 and normalizable. The
ratio of the coefficients Ak/Bk and the eigenvalue λ(k) are de-
termined by the continuity conditions of ϕk(r) and dϕk(r)/dr
at r = 1:

√
k − λJd/2(

√
k − λ)

J(d−2)/2(
√

k − λ)
=

√
λKd/2(

√
λ)

K(d−2)/2(
√
λ)
. (23)

If λ(k) > 0, the wavefunction ϕk(r) is a localized (i.e.,
bound) state around r ∈ [0, 1], and the corresponding distribu-
tion P(x|ρT = ρ) is also localized in a similar region, accord-
ing to Eq. (14). We define the threshold k(d)

c , at which the lo-
calized state starts to appear [i.e., λ(k)→ +0 for k → k(d)

c +0].
For d = 1 or d = 2, we see k(1)

c = k(2)
c = 0 [31] from Eq. (23).

For d ≥ 3, k(d)
c is a positive value [32] and is determined by

Eq. (23) with λ = 0 and k = k(d)
c :√

k(d)
c Jd/2

(√
k(d)

c

)
− (d − 2)J(d−2)/2

(√
k(d)

c

)
= 0. (24)

For λ(k) ≈ 0, we can analytically obtain the asymptotic
functional form of λ(k), as shown in detail in the following
subsections. Here, we briefly summarize the results (see Ta-
ble I). When d = 1 or d = 2, λ(k) has no singularity. When
d = 3 or d = 4, λ(k) smoothly changes from zero to positive
at k = k(d)

c (> 0). In contrast, when d ≥ 5, λ(k) changes from
zero to positive as λ(k) ∝ k−k(d)

c for k ≥ k(d)
c (> 0), suggesting

a first-order DPT at k = k(d)
c , where the first derivative of λ(k)

is discontinuous. As d is increased, we asymptotically obtain
λ(k) ≈ (1 − 2/d)(k − d2/4). Note that the obtained d depen-
dence of λ(k) is consistent with the previous work on single
particle quantum systems [20].

The DPT seen in λ(k) can lead to a singularity in the rate
function I(ρ) through the Legendre-Fenchel transformation.
For d ≤ 4, λ(k) is differentiable, and thus I(ρ) is a smooth
function for any ρ > 0, where no qualitative change in the
dynamical path is expected. In contrast, for d ≥ 5, the above-
mentioned first-order DPT suggests that I(ρ) is strictly linear

[i.e., I(ρ) ∝ ρ without subleading order terms] for 0 < ρ <

ρ(d)
c with a threshold ρ(d)

c . From Eq. (7), ρ(d)
c is obtained as

ρ(d)
c = dλ(k)/dk|k→k(d)

c +0. In Sec. III B, we will explain the
consequences of this first-order DPT in the dynamical path of
Brownian motion.

According to the correspondence between the bound state
formation of a quantum particle and the adsorption of a poly-
mer [33], we can use the d-dependent property of λ(k) to pre-
dict a polymer property for general dimensions; a Gaussian
chain in a potential proportional to −χ[0,1](||x||) should un-
dergo the second-order adsorption transition in three or four
dimensions and the first-order adsorption transition in five or
higher dimensions.

In the following, for each dimension, we show the detailed
derivation of the SCGF λ(k) for small k − k(d)

c (≥ 0) and the
corresponding rate function I(ρ) for small ρ (≥ 0). We focus
on the case with k ≥ 0 since λ(k) = 0 for k ≤ 0.

1. Derivation for d = 1

When ν is a half-integer, Jν(z) and Kν(z) are given with
trigonometric functions [34], and in particular,

J−1/2(z) =

√
2z
π

cos z
z

, (25)

J1/2(z) =

√
2z
π

sin z
z
, (26)

K−1/2(z) = K1/2(z) =

√
2z
π

(
π

2z

)
e−z. (27)

Applying these to Eq. (23), we obtain k(1)
c = 0 and

√
k − λ tan (

√
k − λ) =

√
λ, which leads to

λ(k) ≈ k2 (k ≪ 1). (28)

As λ(k) is continuous and differentiable everywhere, there
is no singularity in λ(k) as well as its Legendre-Fenchel trans-
form I(ρ). This suggests that no DPT is found when d = 1.
We can obtain the asymptotic functional form of the rate func-
tion by the Legendre-Fenchel transformation of λ(k) for small
k, which is straightforward using Eq. (7) as λ(k) is continuous.
From ρ = λ′(k∗), we obtain k∗(ρ) ≈ ρ/2, leading to

I(ρ) = k∗(ρ)ρ − λ(k∗(ρ)) ≈
1
4
ρ2 (ρ ≪ 1). (29)
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2. Derivation for d = 2

For general ν ∈ R, Jν(z) and Kν(z) can be expressed as [34]:

Jν(z) =
(

1
2

z
)ν ∞∑

k=0

(
− 1

4 z2
)k

k!Γ(ν + k + 1)
, (30)

Kν(z) =
1
2
π

I−ν(z) − Iν(z)
sin (νπ)

(ν , 0,±1, . . . ) (31)

with

Iν(z) =
(

1
2

z
)ν ∞∑

k=0

(
1
4 z2

)k

k!Γ(ν + k + 1)
, (32)

and for n ∈ Z≥0,

Kn(z) =
1
2

(
1
2

z
)−n n−1∑

k=0

(n − k − 1)!
k!

(
−

1
4

z2
)k

+ (−)n+1 ln
(

1
2

z
)
In(z)

+ (−)n 1
2

(
1
2

z
)n ∞∑

k=0

{ψ(k + 1) + ψ(n + k + 1)}

(
1
4 z2

)k

k!(n + k)!
(33)

with the polygamma functions

ψ(1) = −γ, (34)

ψ(n) = −γ +
n−1∑
k=1

k−1 (n ≥ 2), (35)

where γ is Euler’s constant. Here, Γ(z) is the gamma function.
To solve Eq. (23) for d = 2, we consider ν = (d − 2)/2 = 0

and ν = d/2 = 1. For z ≪ 1, we obtain

J0(z) ≈ 1 −
1
4

z2, (36)

J1(z) ≈
1
2

z −
1

16
z3, (37)

K0(z) ≈ −
[
ln

(
1
2

z
)
+ γ

]
, (38)

K1(z) ≈ z−1 +
1
2

z ln
(

1
2

z
)
. (39)

By substituting these into Eq. (23), we obtain k(2)
c = 0, and

λ(k) ≈ 4e−2γe−4/k (k ≪ 1). (40)

We obtain the derivative of λ(k) as λ′(k) ≈ 4C0k−2e−4/k with
C0 := 4e−2γ, leading to

k∗(ρ) ≈ −
4

2W(−
√
ρ/C0)

≈ −
4

ln ρ − 2 ln (− ln ρ)
, (41)

where W(z) is the Lambert W function on branch −1, usually
denoted by W−1(z). Here we used [35, 36]

W(−z) ≈ ln z − ln(− ln z) (z ≪ 1). (42)

From I(ρ) = k∗(ρ)ρ − λ(k∗(ρ)), we obtain

I(ρ) ≈ −
4ρ

ln ρ − 2 ln (− ln ρ)
≈ −

4ρ
ln ρ

(ρ ≪ 1). (43)

As λ(k) is differentiable for k > 0, the corresponding I(ρ) does
not have a strictly linear region. Also, it is clear from Eq. (40)
that λ(k) shows no DPT.

3. Derivation for d = 3

For d = 3, we can use [34]

J3/2(z) =

√
2z
π

(
sin z
z2 −

cos z
z

)
(44)

and Eq. (26) for Eq. (24) to obtain

cot
(√

k(3)
c

)
= 0, (45)

which leads to k(3)
c = π

2/4.
Using Eqs. (26), (27), (44), and [34]

K3/2(z) =

√
2z
π

(
π

2z

)
e−z(1 + z−1) (46)

in Eq. (23), we obtain
√

k − λ cot (
√

k − λ) = −
√
λ. (47)

To solve this equation for k ≈ k(3)
c = π2/4, we define δ :=

k − k(3)
c (≥ 0) and assume δ, λ ≪ 1. Applying

√
k − λ =√

π2/4 + δ − λ = π/2 + δ/π + O(δ2, λ) to Eq. (47), we obtain
−δ/2 + O(δ2, λ) = −

√
λ, which leads to

λ(k) ≈
1
4

(k − k(3)
c )2 =

1
4

(
k −

π2

4

)2 (
0 ≤ k −

π2

4
≪ 1

)
. (48)

From λ′(k) ≈ (k − k(3)
c )/2, we obtain k∗(ρ) = 2ρ + k(3)

c and

I(ρ) ≈ k(3)
c ρ + ρ2 =

π2

4
ρ + ρ2 (ρ ≪ 1). (49)

Note that λ(k) is differentiable and so is I(ρ). Also, I(ρ) does
not have strictly linear regions because of the differentiabil-
ity of λ(k). However, the second derivative of λ(k) is not
continuous at k = k(3)

c , which suggests a second-order DPT.
The second-order DPT is considered a transition from a non-
localized state to a localized state by analogy with the corre-
sponding quantum problem.

4. Derivation for d = 4

For d = 4, we can show for δ, λ ≪ 1,
√

k − λJ2(
√

k − λ)

J1(
√

k − λ)
= 2 +

1
2

(δ − λ) + O(δ2, λ2), (50)
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using Eqs. (23) and (24) (see Sec. III A 5 for the derivation),
where δ := k − k(4)

c with k(4)
c (≈ 5.78 from numerical calcula-

tion) determined from Eq. (24). We use Eq. (39) and

K2(z) ≈ 2z−2
(
1 −

1
4

z2
)

(51)

for z ≪ 1 to obtain
√
λK2(

√
λ)

K1(
√
λ)
≈ 2 −

1
2
λ ln λ. (52)

Thus, from Eqs. (50) and (52) with Eq. (23), we get

δ ≈ −λ ln λ. (53)

To obtain λ as a function of δ (or k), we use the Lambert W
function [Eq. (42)]:

λ(k) ≈ −
δ

W(−δ)
≈ −

δ

ln δ − ln (− ln δ)
≈ −

δ

ln δ
(54)

= −
k − k(4)

c

ln (k − k(4)
c )

(0 ≤ k − k(4)
c ≪ 1). (55)

For d = 4, as well as the case of d = 2, the SCGF λ(k)
is not expressed as a power function. Therefore, for λ(k) ≈
−(k − k(4)

c )/ ln (k − k(4)
c ), we get

λ′(k) ≈ −
1

ln (k − k(4)
c )
+

1

[ln (k − k(4)
c )]2

. (56)

By solving ρ = λ′(k∗), we get

ln (k∗ − k(4)
c ) ≈

−1 ±
√

1 + 4ρ
2ρ

. (57)

Since k∗ − k(4)
c ≪ 1 and thus ln (k∗ − k(4)

c ) < 0, we choose the
minus sign as ln (k∗ − k(4)

c ) ≈ −(1 +
√

1 + 4ρ)/(2ρ), leading to

k∗ − k(4)
c ≈ exp

−1 +
√

1 + 4ρ
2ρ

. (58)

Then I(ρ) is given as

I(ρ) ≈ k(4)
c ρ + e−1/ρ+o(1/ρ) (ρ ≪ 1), (59)

which does not have strictly linear regions.

5. Derivation for d ≥ 5

To consider the general asymptotic form of λ(k) and I(ρ)
for d ≥ 5, we assume 0 ≤ δ := k − k(d)

c ≪ 1 and λ ≪ 1.
Let us evaluate the left-hand side of Eq. (23). As

√
k − λ =√

k(d)
c + δ − λ =

√
k(d)

c + (δ − λ)
/(

2
√

k(d)
c

)
+O(δ2, λ2), we get

Jν

(√
k(d)

c + δ − λ

)
= Jν

(√
k(d)

c

)
+ (δ − λ) J′ν

(√
k(d)

c

)/(
2
√

k(d)
c

)
+ O(δ2, λ2).

(60)

Thus, the left-hand side of Eq. (23) is reduced to√
k(d)

c + δ − λ Jd/2

(√
k(d)

c + δ − λ

)/
J(d−2)/2

(√
k(d)

c + δ − λ

)
= (d − 2) +

1
2

(δ − λ) + O(δ2, λ2), (61)

where we used Eqs. (24) and (60) and the following rela-
tions [34]:

J′ν(z) = Jν−1(z) −
ν

z
Jν(z), (62)

J′ν(z) = −Jν+1(z) +
ν

z
Jν(z). (63)

Note that the above result also applies to the cases of d = 3
and d = 4, where k(d)

c > 0.
The right-hand side of Eq. (23) can be evaluated as follows.

For odd d (= 5, 7, 9, . . . ), d/2 and (d − 2)/2 are half-integers,
and thus sin(dπ/2) = − sin((d − 2)π/2) = ±1 for d ≡ ±1
(mod 4). Thus, for λ ≪ 1, using Eqs. (31) and (32), the right-
hand side of Eq. (23) becomes

√
λKd/2(

√
λ)

K(d−2)/2(
√
λ)

= −
√
λ

I−d/2(
√
λ) − Id/2(

√
λ)

I−(d−2)/2(
√
λ) − I(d−2)/2(

√
λ)

(64)

= −
√
λ

(
1
2

√
λ
)−d/2 [

1
Γ(−d/2+1) +

1
4Γ(−d/2+2)λ + O(λ2)

]
(

1
2

√
λ
)−(d−2)/2 [

1
Γ(−(d−2)/2+1) +

1
4Γ(−(d−2)/2+2)λ + O(λ2)

]
(65)

= (d − 2) +
1

d − 4
λ + O(λ2). (66)

On the other hand, for even d (= 6, 8, 10, . . . ), both d/2 and
(d − 2)/2 are integers. We instead use Eq. (33), which leads
to the same behavior of the right-hand side of Eq. (23) as the
case of odd d [Eq. (66)]:

√
λKd/2(

√
λ)

K(d−2)/2(
√
λ)

=
√
λ

1
2

(
1
2

√
λ
)−d/2 [

(d/2 − 1)! − (d/2−2)!
4 λ + O(λ2)

]
1
2

(
1
2

√
λ
)−(d−2)/2 [

(d/2 − 2)! − (d/2−3)!
4 λ + o(λ)

] (67)

= (d − 2) +
1

d − 4
λ + o(λ). (68)

Therefore, for the lowest order of δ, we get

λ(k) ≈
d − 4
d − 2

δ =
d − 4
d − 2

(k − k(d)
c ) (0 ≤ k − k(d)

c ≪ 1), (69)

and λ(k) = 0 for k < k(d)
c .

The undifferentiable point in λ(k) at k = k(d)
c leads to the

corresponding I(ρ) having a linear region. This is because
λ′(k) jumps from λ′(k(d)

c −0) = 0 to λ′(k(d)
c +0) = (d−4)/(d−2)
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which is nonzero, and for the region 0 < ρ < ρ(d)
c := (d −

4)/(d − 2) it is λ(k∗(ρ)) = λ(k(d)
c ) = 0, from which it follows

I(ρ) = k∗(ρ)ρ = k(d)
c ρ

(
0 < ρ < ρ(d)

c =
d − 4
d − 2

)
(70)

for this region of ρ; for ρ(d)
c < ρ < 1, I(ρ) is a convex function.

In the case of d = 3, on the other hand, the leading order of
I(ρ) is linear for small ρ but higher order terms exist.

6. Asymptotic form for d = 5

We here explicitly calculate the asymptotic form for d =
5, which is the smallest dimension in which the first-order
DPT appears. The (modified) Bessel functions of order 5/2
are given as [34]

J5/2(z) =

√
2z
π

[(
3
z3 −

1
z

)
sin z −

3
z2 cos z

]
, (71)

K5/2(z) =

√
2z
π

(
π

2z

)
e−z(1 + 3z−1 + 3z−2). (72)

Using Eq. (44) and (71) in Eq. (24), we obtain

sin
(√

k(5)
c

)
= 0, (73)

which leads to k(5)
c = π

2. Using Eqs. (44), (46), (71), and (72),
we rewrite the boundary condition [Eq. (23)] as

(3 − k + λ) sin (
√

k − λ) − 3
√

k − λ cos (
√

k − λ)

sin (
√

k − λ) −
√

k − λ cos (
√

k − λ)

=
λ + 3

√
λ + 3

√
λ + 1

. (74)

By expanding both sides of this equation in terms of k − k(5)
c

and λ, we finally obtain

λ(k) ≈ ρ(5)
c (k − k(5)

c ) =
1
3

(k − π2) (0 ≤ k − π2 ≪ 1). (75)

Substituting k(5)
c = π

2 and ρ(5)
c = 1/3 into Eq. (70) yields

I(ρ) = π2ρ

(
0 < ρ <

1
3

)
. (76)

7. Asymptotic form for large d

To check the d dependence of k(d)
c , we numerically solve

Eq. (24) for 10 ≤ d ≤ 9000 (black solid lines in Fig. 3), which

suggests k(d)
c /d2 → 1/4 + 0 (d → ∞). Setting zν := 2

√
k(d)

c /d
and ν := d/2 in this subsection, we seek the asymptotic form
of zν for ν→ ∞ (i.e., asymptotic form of k(d)

c for d → ∞).
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FIG. 3. Dimension dependence of the threshold k(d)
c . (a) Numeri-

cally obtained d dependence of k(d)
c (black solid line), shown with the

asymptotic form [Eq. (81)] (orange dashed line). (b) Log-log plot of
(a). (c) Numerically obtained d dependence of k(d)

c /d2 − 1/4 (black
solid line), shown with the asymptotic form (orange dashed line). (d)
Log-log plot of (c).

We rewrite Eq. (24) as

1
zν
+

J′ν(νzν)
Jν(νzν)

=
νzν

2ν − 2
, (77)

where we use Eq. (62). To consider ν→ ∞, we use the asymp-
totic expansion of the Bessel function [35]:

Jν(νzν) ≈
[

4ζ(zν)
zν2 − 1

]1/4 Ai(−ν2/3ζ(zν))
ν1/3 (ν ≫ 1), (78)

J′ν(νzν) ≈ −
2
zν

[
zν2 − 1
4ζ(zν)

]1/4 Ai′(−ν2/3ζ(zν))
ν2/3 (ν ≫ 1), (79)

where ζ(z) := [(3/2)
∫ z

1 dt(
√

t2 − 1/t)]2/3, and Ai(z) is the Airy
function.

We assume zν = 1+αν−2/3+βν−1+O(ν−4/3) for ν ≫ 1 as an
ansatz and determine the constants α and β to satisfy Eq. (77).
Applying this ansatz to Eqs. (78) and (79) and noticing ζ(zν) =
21/3αν−2/3 + 21/3βν−1 + O(ν−4/3), we obtain

J′ν(νzν)
Jν(νzν)

≈ −21/3ν−1/3 Ai′(−21/3α)
Ai(−21/3α) − 21/3βAi′(−21/3α)ν−1/3 .

(80)
If Ai(−21/3α) , 0, Eq. (77) would lead to 1 = 1/2 for ν→ ∞,
which suggests that −21/3α should be one of zeros of the Airy
function Ai(z). Since we consider the dominant eigenvalue
problem, k(d)

c (or zν) should be the smallest when multiple can-
didates satisfy Eq. (24) [or Eq. (77)]. Thus, −21/3α should be
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the first zero of Ai(z), written as −a1 (= −2.3381... [35]). Us-
ing α = 2−1/3a1, we obtain J′ν(νzν)/Jν(νzν) → β−1 (ν → ∞)
from Eq. (80). Combining this with Eq. (77) in the limit of
ν→ ∞, we obtain 1 + β−1 = 1/2, leading to β = −2.

The obtained asymptotic form, zν ≈ 1+ 2−1/3a1ν
−2/3 − 2ν−1

(ν ≫ 1), is equivalent to

k(d)
c

d2 ≈
1
4
+

a1

22/3 d−2/3 − 2d−1 (d ≫ 1). (81)

We plot this result in Fig. 3 with orange dashed lines, which
agrees with the numerical result (black solid lines) for large d.

From Eqs. (70) and (81), we obtain the asymptotic form of
I(ρ) for large d:

I(ρ) ≈
[
d2

4
+ O(d4/3)

]
ρ

(
0 ≤ ρ ≤ 1 − 2d−1 + O(d−2), d ≫ 1

)
,

(82)
which means that, as d increases, the linear region for I(ρ)
expands and the slope of I(ρ) increases.

B. Temporal phase separation in high dimensions

It has been previously indicated [10, 11] that the existence
of a linear part in I(ρ) leads to temporal phase separation (or
dynamical phase coexistence) of the dynamical path: a parti-
cle trajectory separates into two segments, the first localized
around the origin, and the second being non-localized. This
phenomenon is similar to the spatial phase separation in ther-
modynamics, where the Helmholtz free energy linearly de-
pends on the particle density [37, 38].

The linear region with I(ρ) = k(d)
c ρ obtained for d ≥

5 indicates the temporal phase separation since the lever
rule [11, 39] holds for 0 < p := ρ/ρ(d)

c < 1:

I(ρ) = I(pρ(d)
c ) = pI(ρ(d)

c ) + (1 − p)I(0), (83)

where p and 1− p are the fractions of two phases with ρ = ρ(d)
c

and ρ = 0, respectively. The phase experiencing ρ = ρ(d)
c

corresponds to a localized state (or a bound state in the quan-
tum problem), where the particle stays close to the ball [see
Fig. 2(a)]. This phase represents atypical trajectories since
such localization is very rare unless we condition the value of
ρ. On the other hand, the phase experiencing ρ = 0, where the
particle is always outside of the ball, corresponds to a non-
localized state (or an unbound state in the quantum problem)
and represents typical trajectories.

To study whether the temporal phase separation appears in
our setup with high enough dimensions, we performed simu-
lations of Brownian motion for 1 ≤ d ≤ 6. In the left panels
for each dimension of Fig. 4, we plot I(ρ) obtained from sim-
ulations (colored symbols), which agree with the theoretical
predictions (black solid lines). In particular, for d = 5 and
d = 6 with 0 < ρ < ρ(d)

c = (d − 4)/(d − 2) (see Sec. III A 5),
the predicted linear dependence of I(ρ) is asymptotically re-
produced by the numerical results as T increases.

To detect the phase separation, we define a time-dependent
order parameter:

φρ(t) := ⟨χ[0,1](r(t))⟩ρ , (84)

which probes the localization in the d-dimensional unit ball
centered at the origin, conditioned with ρT = ρ. Here, ⟨· · ·⟩ρ
denotes the expectation value with respect to the conditional
probability P(x|ρT = ρ). When the phase separation appears
as T → ∞ for d ≥ 5, we expect temporally separated two
phases: the localized phase with φρ(t) = ρ(d)

c for the time
domain t/T ∈ (0, ρ/ρ(d)

c ) and the non-localized phase with
φρ(t) = 0 for the remaining time domain t/T ∈ (ρ/ρ(d)

c , 1). As
a key feature of phase separation, φρ(t) in each phase does not
depend on the specific value of t/T or ρ, as long as T is large
enough. The initial condition [r(0) = 0] sets the localized
phase to appear in the first time domain [i.e., t/T ∈ (0, ρ/ρ(d)

c )].
Note that T−1

∫ T
0 dtφρ(t) = ρ for any ρ ∈ (0, ρ(d)

c ), which is
consistent with the condition ρT = ρ. For d ≫ 1, as ρ(d)

c ≈ 1
[see Eq. (82)], we expect phase separation between two phases
with φρ(t) ≈ 1 and φρ(t) = 0.

In the right panels for each dimension of Fig. 4, we plot
the time dependence of φρ(t) with several values of ρ and T .
For d = 5 and d = 6, φρ(t) shows a plateau-like behavior
with a ρ-independent height as T increases. According to the
property of phase separation, the height of this plateau-like
region should approach ρ(5)

c (= 1/3) or ρ(6)
c (= 1/2) as T → ∞,

independently of t/T or ρ.
To confirm the predicted behavior in the plateau-like region,

we looked for a scaling law for T → ∞ by fitting φρ(t). As-
suming a power-law scaling for T and ρ, we fitted the ob-
served φρ(t) by a function F(t,T, ρ) := ρ̂c +T−αρ−β f ((t/T )/ρ)
with f (x) := (a0 + a1x)/(1 + b1x), where α, β, ρ̂c, a0, a1,
and b1 are fitting parameters. Here, ρ̂c denotes a nominal crit-
ical point, which is defined even for d ≤ 4 and should be
around the exact value ρ(d)

c for d ≥ 5. We assumed α, β > 0
and ρ̂c ∈ (0, 1), and chose t/T ∈ [0.3ρ, ρ] for the plateau-
like region used in fitting. Using a higher-order rational func-
tion for f (x) did not change the optimal values of α, β, and
ρ̂c within the estimation error. We used a Python package
(scipy.optimize.curve fit [40]) for fitting.

The scaling plots with the optimal fitting parameters for
each dimension are shown in the insets of the right pan-
els of Fig. 4. The magenta lines represent the best-
fitted functions. From Figs. 4(j) and (l), we find clear
scalings around the plateau-like region for d = 5 [with
(α, β, ρ̂c) ≈ (0.50, 0.46, 0.32)] and d = 6 [with (α, β, ρ̂c) ≈
(0.59, 0.57, 0.47)], respectively. This suggests that φρ − ρ̂c ∼

T−α → 0, i.e., φρ → ρ̂c (≈ ρ(d)
c ) for T → ∞, consistent with

the predicted phase separation for d ≥ 5. In contrast, we do
not see a similar clear scaling for d ≤ 3 [Figs. 4(b), (d), and
(f)], suggesting that there is no phase separation as expected.
For d = 4 [Fig. 4(h), with (α, β, ρ̂c) ≈ (0.50, 0.43, 0.18)],
which is the lower critical dimension for temporal phase sep-
aration, we see some violation of the scaling, though longer
time simulations are needed to confirm this.

The emergence of the first-order DPTs in this section is
closely related to space dimensionality. Intuitively, the harder
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FIG. 4. Dimensionality-induced phase separation. (a, c, e, g, i, k) Rate function I(ρ) for 1 ≤ d ≤ 6. In each panel, the colored symbols
represent the data from simulations with several values of observation time T , and the solid line is the theoretical prediction for T → ∞. In
(i) d = 5 and (k) d = 6, the predicted I(ρ) is strictly linear for 0 < ρ < ρ(d)

c , where phase separation is expected to appear; in contrast, no
strictly linear region exists in lower dimensions. (b, d, f, h, j, l) Time dependence of the order parameter φρ(t) for each dimension. We plot
the data obtained from simulations with different values of T , where the brightness suggests the size of ρ. The inset in each panel is a scaling
plot of φρ(t) using the two exponents α > 0 and β > 0 and the nominal critical point ρ̂c, which are obtained by fitting within the plateau-like
region t/T ∈ [0.3ρ, ρ] (magenta line suggesting the fitting curve). We set the time step as dt = 0.05 and took 1012 independent samples for all
simulations, and the bin size for ρ was set to 0.02.

a particle returns to the original position, the more we observe
the lower-order DPTs. However, recursiveness of Brownian
motion is not considered to be directly related. Brownian mo-
tion is recursive when d = 1, 2, while not for d ≥ 3. The
first-order DPTs require more severe conditions to prevent the
particle from returning to its original position since we find
the lower critical dimension is d = 4.

The same type of d-dependent DPT is expected to appear
not only for the simple observable considered so far but also
for general observables as long as the integrand f (x) in Eq. (2)
vanishes sufficiently quickly as ||x|| → ∞, according to the so-
lution for the corresponding quantum problem [20]. Further-
more, we do not need to restrict ourselves to large deviations
of one Brownian particle. In the next section, we show that
several low-dimensional Brownian particles without interac-
tions are equivalent to a high-dimensional single particle if

we take an appropriate observable.

IV. TEMPORAL PHASE SEPARATION IN
MULTI-PARTICLE SYSTEMS

As discussed in Sec. III, a single Brownian particle sys-
tem undergoes a DPT in five or higher dimensions. This
can be attributed to the general properties of eigenvalues of
Schrödinger-type equations [20]. For any d ≥ 2, the d-
dimensional Brownian motion can be considered as a combi-
nation of non-interacting one-dimensional Brownian motion.
Similarly, the eigenvalue problem for N independent Brown-
ian particles in d dimensions is essentially equivalent to that
for a single Brownian particle in Nd dimensions. According
to the results in Sec. III, the first-order DPT is expected to
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FIG. 5. Schematic figures for the problem in the multi-particle setup.
The illustrations are specific to N = 3 (total particle number) and
d = 1 (dimension). (a) Typical paths of the independent Brownian
particles, {ri(t)}Ni=1, where ri(t) = |xi(t)| in one dimension. (b) Time
dependence of the integrand of the observable, χ[0,1](maxi{ri(t)}),
which takes 1 for ri ≤ 1 (∀i) and 0 otherwise. (c) Effective de-
scription as a system in Nd dimensions. The gray cube suggests the
region where χ[0,1](maxi{ri(t)}) = 1 in the (Nd)-dimensional space
spanned by the orthogonal N coordinates of the particles. Please re-
fer to Fig. 2(a) for comparison with the single-particle problem.

appear when Nd ≥ 5. We also expect that the situation for
d → ∞ in a single-particle setup (Sec. III A 7) corresponds to
the limit of N → ∞ in the multi-particle setup, which can be
considered as a macroscopic limit.

As an illustrative example, for N non-interacting Brownian
particles in d dimensions, we consider the time fraction ρ(N)

T
that all the particles are in the d-dimensional unit ball centered
at the origin, during the observation time T . Writing the ith
particle position as xi(t) with ri(t) := ||xi(t)||, we can express
ρ(N)

T as

ρ(N)
T =

1
T

∫ T

0

 N∏
i=1

χ[0,1](ri(t))
 dt (85)

=
1
T

∫ T

0
χ[0,1](max

i
{ri(t)})dt. (86)

Note that ρ(1)
T = ρT [see Eq. (15)]. This expression sug-

gests that ρ(N)
T is equivalent to the time fraction that a sin-

gle particle in Nd dimensions is in a region near the ori-
gin, specified by the intersection of N hypercylinders with
d-dimensional spherical cross-sections [see Fig. 5(c) for the
case of (N, d) = (3, 1)]. Thus, the minimum number of par-
ticles Nmin that satisfies the necessary condition for the first-
order DPT (i.e., Nd ≥ 5) depends on the spatial dimension:
Nmin = 5 for d = 1, Nmin = 3 for d = 2, and Nmin = 2 for
d = 3, for example.

To see the DPT in a multi-particle setup with the observ-
able ρ(N)

T , we conducted simulations of five non-interacting
Brownian particles in one dimension [(N, d) = (5, 1)]. In
Fig. 6(a), we plot the rate function I(ρ) for the obtained dis-
tribution P(ρ(N)

T = ρ) with colored symbols. We also plot the
linear line extrapolated from two data points at ρ = 0.1 and
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T = 20
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0 1 2
(t/T)/
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(
c)T

= 0.02

= 0.2

FIG. 6. Phase separation in the multi-particle setup. (a) Rate function
I(ρ) for five particles in one dimension. Colored symbols are the data
points obtained by simulations for several values of T . The black
solid line is the linear extrapolation of two data points at ρ = 0.1
and ρ = 0.2 for T = 20, which suggests the existence of a linear
region corresponding to phase separation. (b) Time dependence of
the order parameter φρ for several values of ρ and T . The inset shows
the scaling plot with the parameter set (α, β, ρ̂c) ≈ (0.38, 0.35, 0.21)
estimated by fitting in the same way as used in Fig. 4.

ρ = 0.2, which suggests a first-order DPT characterized by
the existence of a linear region, 0 < ρ < ∃ρc. As expected,
this behavior of I(ρ) is similar to that for a single particle in
five dimensions [(N, d) = (1, 5)], which is plotted in Fig. 4(i).

To numerically check the temporal phase separation asso-
ciated with the first-order DPT, we introduce the order param-
eter similar to Eq. (84), φρ(t) := ⟨χ[0,1](maxi{ri(t)})⟩, which is
shown in Fig. 6(b). We see the growth of a plateau-like re-
gion as T increases, as observed for (N, d) = (1, 5) [Fig. 4(j)].
In the same way as used to obtain the asymptotic behavior
when T → ∞ for (N, d) = (1, 5) [inset of Fig. 4(j)], we tried
fitting of φρ(t) for several values of T and ρ. We show the
scaling plot with the optimal fitting parameters [(α, β, ρ̂c) ≈
(0.38, 0.35, 0.21)] in the inset of Fig. 6(b). Though the points
look scattered compared to the case with (N, d) = (1, 5) [in-
set of Fig. 4(j)], this can be caused by finite-T effects due to
the anisotropic support of the integrand of ρ(N)

T [see Fig. 5(b)].
We need simulations with larger T to reduce the finite-T ef-
fects and also to confirm if the obtained nominal critical point
ρ̂c (≈ 0.21) is close to the actual ρc.

We can extend the criterion for the first-order DPT to a
combined system of multiple Brownian particles in different
dimensions. For example, we consider an N-particle system
in d dimensions and an N′-particle system in d′ dimensions.
After rescaling the length unit so that the diffusion constant
is the same for both systems, the combined trajectory for the
(N + N′) particles is equivalent to that for a single Brownian
particle in (Nd + N′d′) dimensions. Thus, for an observable
that is defined similarly to Eq. (85), the necessary condition
for the first-order DPT is Nd + N′d′ ≥ 5.

The product form of ρ(N)
T [Eq. (85)] ensures that the inte-

grand of the observable vanishes quickly as the distance from
the origin increases in the equivalent single-particle problem

in Nd dimensions:
∏N

i=1 χ[0,1](ri) = 0 for
√∑N

i=1 ri
2 >

√
N.

This short-range property of the integrand seems essential to
the effective increase in dimension from d to Nd in the large
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FIG. 7. Universal exponents of the rate functions in one-dimensional
Brownian motion. (a, b) Integrands f (z) of the observables ρ̃T

[Eq. (97)] and σ̃T [Eq. (111)]. In (a), we plot f (z) for (i) a = 1.5 (blue
solid line), (ii) a = 2 (orange dashed line), and (iii) a = 2.5 (green
dotted line). In (b), we plot f (z) for (i) p = 0.75 (blue solid line), (ii)
p = 0.5 (orange dashed line), and (iii) p = 0.4 (green dotted line).
These cases (i)-(iii) correspond to

∫ ∞
−∞

f (z)dz > 0,
∫ ∞
−∞

f (z)dz = 0,
and

∫ ∞
−∞

f (z)dz < 0, respectively. (c, d) Rate functions of ρ̃ and σ̃,
whose integrands are shown in (a) and (b), respectively. The col-
ored symbols are the simulation results, and the solid lines in (c) are
the theoretical predictions. The data suggest non-differentiability at
(c) ρ̃ = 0 or (d) σ̃ = 0 for cases (i) and (iii). Parameters are set
to dt = 0.05, T = 80 for simulations and we take 108 samples to
calculate the rate functions. The number of trajectories are counted
with bin size of ρ̃ and σ̃ being 0.02 and are normalized so that I(ρ̃)
and I(σ̃) are 0 at their minima. (e, f) Log-log plot of (c) and (d)
with the horizontal axis taken as |ρ̃| and |σ̃|, respectively. The black
lines are power functions with the theoretically predicted exponents,
which agree well with the observations.

deviation of the observable. For example, an observable in the
form of summation [41],

1
T

∫ T

0

 N∑
i=1

χ[0,1](ri(t))
 dt, (87)

does not yield the effective high dimensionality; in this
case, the integrand does not necessarily approach zero for√∑N

i=1 ri
2 → ∞.

V. UNIVERSAL LOCALIZATION TRANSITION IN ONE
DIMENSION

The results in Sec. III suggest that no DPT appears in the
dynamical path in one-dimensional Brownian motion as long
as we take the simple time-averaged observable defined by
Eq. (15). In this section, we search for possible DPTs and their
universal properties in one dimension (d = 1) by generalizing
the observable [Eq. (2)]:

σT =
1
T

∫ T

0
f (x(t))dt. (88)

Here, we assume that f (z) is a real scalar function with∫ ∞
−∞

(1 + |z|)| f (z)|dz < ∞ [19] and has a sign change [i.e.,
maxz { f (z)}minz { f (z)} < 0] [42]. Note that σT can be nega-
tive depending on the path x(t).

A. Second-order DPTs in SCGF

To obtain the SCGF λ(k), we consider the eigenvalue prob-
lem [Eq. (13)]:

Lkϕk(x) = λ(k)ϕk(x), (89)

where Lk = d2/dx2 + k f (x). In the same way as explained in
Sec. III, if λ(k) > 0, the wavefunction ϕk(x) is a localized (i.e.,
bound) state around a certain region.

According to Refs. [16, 19, 20, 22], we obtain the follow-
ing asymptotic behaviors of λ(k), depending on the functional
form of f (z). We obtain the following three distinct cases:

Case (i):
∫ ∞
−∞

f (z)dz > 0

λ(k)


≈ ck2 (k > 0, k ≈ 0)
= 0 (kc < k < 0)

≈ c′(k − kc)2 (k < kc, k ≈ kc)

. (90)

Case (ii):
∫ ∞
−∞

f (z)dz = 0

λ(k) ≈ ck4 (k ≈ 0). (91)

Case (iii):
∫ ∞
−∞

f (z)dz < 0

λ(k)


≈ c(k − kc)2 (k > kc, k ≈ kc)
= 0 (0 < k < kc)

≈ c′k2 (k < 0, k ≈ 0)

. (92)

Here, c and c′ (> 0) are determined by the specific form of
f (z), and kc is a negative (positive) threshold for the localized
state formation when

∫ ∞
−∞

f (z)dz > 0 (< 0). The asymptotic
behavior of λ(k) is summarized in Table II.

For cases (i) [Eq. (90)] and (iii) [Eq. (92)], we find that the
second derivative of λ(k) is discontinuous at k = 0 and k = kc,
indicating two sequential second-order DPTs in the SCGF.
Through the DPTs, two kinds of localized states with λ(k) > 0
and a non-localized state with λ(k) = 0 appear. Note that sim-
ilar sequential DPTs in the SCGF have been found in the ki-
netic Ising model [8], where energy is taken as the observable,
and three magnetically distinct phases appear through DPTs.



12

Case (i):
∫ ∞
−∞

f (z)dz > 0 Case (ii):
∫ ∞
−∞

f (z)dz = 0 Case (iii):
∫ ∞
−∞

f (z)dz < 0
SCGF λ(k) for λ(k) ≈ 0 k2 (k − kc)2 k4 (k − kc)2 k2

(k > 0, k ≈ 0) (k < kc < 0, k ≈ kc) (k ≈ 0) (k > kc > 0, k ≈ kc) (k < 0, k ≈ 0)
Rate function I(σ) for σ ≈ 0 σ2 |σ| |σ|4/3 σ σ2

(σ > 0, σ ≈ 0) (σ < 0, σ ≈ 0) (σ ≈ 0) (σ > 0, σ ≈ 0) (σ < 0, σ ≈ 0)

TABLE II. Power-law asymptotic forms of the SCGF λ(k) and the rate function I(σ) for three cases of the observable integrand f (z) in one-
dimensional Brownian motion. We omit the constants of proportionality.

B. Power-law rate function and localization transition

By the Legendre-Fenchel transformation [Eq. (6)], we ob-
tain the rate function I(σ) for cases (i)-(iii) above (see Ap-
pendix A for the derivations). We first focus on case (i),
where

∫ ∞
−∞

f (z)dz > 0. From the asymptotic forms of λ(k)
in Eq. (90), we obtain the asymptotic forms of I(σ) for σ ≈ 0.

Case (i):
∫ ∞
−∞

f (z)dz > 0

I(σ) ≈


σ2

4c
(σ > 0, σ ≈ 0)

|kcσ| (σ < 0, σ ≈ 0)
. (93)

Thus, the exponents α± defined from the power law I(σ) ∝
|σ|α± for σ ≷ 0 are universal (α+ = 2 and α− = 1), i.e.,
independent of the specific form of f (z).

Case (ii):
∫ ∞
−∞

f (z)dz = 0

I(σ) ≈
3c|σ|4/3

(4c)4/3 (σ ≈ 0). (94)

The universal exponents are α+ = α− = 4/3.
Case (iii):

∫ ∞
−∞

f (z)dz < 0

I(σ) ≈


kcσ (σ > 0, σ ≈ 0)

σ2

4c′
(σ < 0, σ ≈ 0)

. (95)

The two exponents α± are opposite to those for case (i): α+ =
1 and α− = 2. The power-law behavior of I(σ) is summarized
in Table II.

For cases (i) and (iii), I(σ) is not differentiable at σ = 0,
which suggests that dynamical paths conditioned by σT = σ
qualitatively change when crossing σ = 0. This is regarded
as a localization transition since σ > 0 or σ < 0 repre-
sents atypical paths x(t) that localize around the region where
f (x(t)) > 0 or f (x(t)) < 0, respectively. Consistently, through
the Legendre-Fenchel transformation, σ , 0 leads to λ(k) > 0,
whose eigenfunction ϕk(x) is localized as well as the condi-
tional distribution P(x|σT = σ) ∝ ϕk(x)2 (see Sec. II). Note
that σ = 0 represents typical paths that show non-localized
normal diffusion, as also suggested by λ(k) = 0.

C. Examples of localization transition

We demonstrate that two different observables show the lo-
calization transition with the power-law rate function as pre-
dicted in Sec. V B.

1. Example 1: difference between two occupations

As the first example, we consider the difference between
the fraction of time satisfying |x(t)| ∈ [0, 1] and the fraction of
time satisfying |x(t)| ∈ [1, a]:

ρ̃T :=
1
T

∫ T

0
χ[0,1](|x(t)|)dt −

1
T

∫ T

0
χ[1,a](|x(t)|)dt. (96)

We set x(0) = 0 as the initial condition. In Fig. 7(a), we plot
the integrand of ρ̃T :

f (z) = χ[0,1](|z|) − χ[1,a](|z|). (97)

From
∫ ∞
−∞

f (z)dz = 2(2 − a), we chose (i) a = 1.5, (ii) a = 2,
and (iii) a = 2.5 as representative parameters for

∫ ∞
−∞

f (z)dz >
0,

∫ ∞
−∞

f (z)dz = 0, and
∫ ∞
−∞

f (z)dz < 0, respectively.
In Fig. 7(c), we show the rate function I(ρ̃) obtained from

simulations (colored symbols). For (i) a = 1.5 and (iii) a =
2.5, I(ρ̃) is non-differentiable at ρ̃ = 0, which is more clearly
seen in the log-log plot of I(ρ̃) vs |ρ̃| [Fig. 7(e)]. As predicted
from the general theory for cases (i)-(iii) [Eqs. (93)-(95)], we
asymptotically obtain the power law I(ρ̃) ∼ |ρ̃|α± for ρ̃ ≷ 0
with (i) α+ = 2 (blue circle) and α− = 1 (blue triangle), (ii)
α+ = 4/3 (orange circle) and α− = 4/3 (orange triangle), and
(iii) α+ = 1 (green circle) and α− = 2 (green triangle).

Solving the eigenvalue problem for the dominant eigen-
function ϕk(x) [Eq. (89)] with Lk = d2/dx2 + k[χ[0,1](|x|) −
χ[1,a](|x|)], we can analytically obtain the SCGF λ(k) and the
rate function I(ρ̃) for T → ∞, in a similar way as used in
Sec. III. Imposing the convergence of ϕk(x) for x → ±∞ and
using ϕk(−x) = ϕk(x) since f (z) is an even function, we obtain

ϕk(x) =


Ck cos (ζk |x|) (0 < |x| < 1)
Dk cosh (ηk |x|) + Ek sinh (ηk |x|) (1 < |x| < a)
Fk exp (−γk |x|) (a < |x|)

,

(98)
for k > 0, and

ϕk(x) =


C′k cosh (ηk |x|) (0 < |x| < 1)
D′k cos (ζk |x|) + E′k sin (ζk |x|) (1 < |x| < a)
F′k exp (−γk |x|) (a < |x|)

, (99)

for k < 0. Here, the coefficients {C(′)
k ,D

(′)
k , E

(′)
k , F

(′)
k } and the

eigenvalue λ(k) are determined by the boundary conditions
[Eqs. (100) and (101)] and the normalization condition. Also,
γk :=

√
λ(k), ζk :=

√
|k| − λ(k), and ηk :=

√
|k| + λ(k).
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λ(k) is given as the solution of the following equations ob-
tained from the boundary conditions at |x| = 1 and |x| = a:

ζk tan (ζk) = ηk
γk + ηk tanh (ηk(a − 1))
ηk + γk tanh (ηk(a − 1))

for k > 0, (100)

and

−ηk tanh (ηk) = ζk
γk − ζk tan (ζk(a − 1))
ζk + γk tan (ζk(a − 1))

for k < 0. (101)

For small |k|, one can show that depending on a, SCGF λ(k)
behaves as:

λ(k)


≈ (2 − a)2k2 (k > 0, k ≈ 0)
= 0 (kc < k < 0)

≈ ca(k − kc)2 (k < 0, k ≈ kc)

for a < 2, (102)

λ(k) ≈
a2

9
|k|4 =

4
9
|k|4 (k ≈ 0) for a = 2, (103)

and

λ(k)


≈ ca(k − kc)2 (k > kc, k ≈ kc)
= 0 (0 < k < kc)

≈ (a − 2)2k2 (k < 0, k ≈ 0)

for a > 2, (104)

with constant ca and nonzero kc. Equations to determine kc
are

tan
( √

kc

)
= tanh

( √
kc(a − 1)

)
for k > 0 (105)

and

tanh
( √
−kc

)
= tan

( √
−kc(a − 1)

)
for k < 0. (106)

Thus, for small |ρ̃|,

I(ρ̃) ≈


1

4(2 − a)2 ρ̃
2 (ρ̃ > 0, ρ̃ ≈ 0)

|kcρ̃| (ρ̃ < 0, ρ̃ ≈ 0)
for a < 2, (107)

I(ρ̃) ≈
(

35

28a2

)1/3

|ρ̃|4/3 =

(
3
4

)5/3

|ρ̃|4/3 (ρ̃ ≈ 0) for a = 2,

(108)
and

I(ρ̃) ≈


kcρ̃ (ρ̃ > 0, ρ̃ ≈ 0)

1
4(a − 2)2 ρ̃

2 (ρ̃ < 0, ρ̃ ≈ 0)
for a > 2. (109)

The results are consistent with the general behavior shown in
Table II. The obtained I(ρ̃) for T → ∞ is plotted as colored
solid lines in Fig. 7(c), showing quite good agreement with
the data from simulations for all the cases (i)-(iii) (colored
symbols).

To illustrate the difference in localization between ρ̃ < 0
and ρ̃ > 0, we focus on case a > 2 (specifically, a = 2.2).

In Figs. 8(a) and (b), we plot the dynamical path x(t) condi-
tioned with ρ̃ = −0.48 (< 0) and ρ̃ = 0.68 (> 0), respectively.
As predicted in Sec. V B, x(t) is typically localized around the
region with f (x(t)) < 0 [i.e., 1 < |x(t)| < 2.2] for ρ̃ < 0; in
contrast, x(t) is localized around the region with f (x(t)) > 0
[i.e., 0 < |x(t)| < 1] for ρ̃ > 0. We plot the conditional dis-
tribution P(x|ρ̃T = ρ̃) for each ρ̃ in Fig. 8(c) (colored circles),
which also visualizes the difference in localization and is con-
sistent with the theoretical prediction for T → ∞ (colored
lines): P(x|ρ̃T = ρ̃) ∝ ϕk(x)2 (see Sec. II) with ϕk(x) calcu-
lated from Eqs. (98) and (99).

The localization transition at ρ̃ = 0 should be characterized
by the change in the localization center of the dynamical path
x(t). To examine this, we consider the ρ̃ dependence of xp(ρ̃),
the peak position(s) of P(x|ρ̃T = ρ̃). As shown with black
circles in Fig. 8(d), we find that |xp(ρ̃)| obtained by simulations
shows a jump at the transition point (ρ̃ = 0). Based on the
peak position(s) of P(x|ρ̃T = ρ̃) ∝ ϕk(x)2 with ϕk(x) calculated
from Eqs. (98) and (99), we also obtain the asymptotic form
of xp(ρ̃) for T → ∞:

xp(ρ̃) =


0 (k > 0)

±
1

ζk∗(ρ̃)
arctan

 E′k∗(ρ̃)

D′k∗(ρ̃)

 (, 0) (k < 0)
, (110)

where k∗(ρ̃) is determined by k∗(ρ̃) = argmaxk{kρ̃ − λ(k)} (see
Sec. II). In Fig. 8(d), we plot this result with black lines, which
shows a good agreement with the data. Thus, the localization
changes abruptly as |xp(ρ̃)| > 0 for ρ̃ < 0 and xp(ρ̃) = 0 for
ρ̃ > 0.

2. Example 2: integral of a smooth function with sign change

As the second example to support the predicted universality,
we consider an observable σ̃T = T−1

∫ T
0 f (x(t))dt with

f (z) = −4e−z2
(z2 − p). (111)

Here, the parameter p controls the balance between the posi-
tive and negative regions of f (z), as suggested by∫ ∞

−∞

f (z)dz = −4
√
π

(
1
2
− p

)
. (112)

In Fig. 7(b), we plot the functional form of f (z) for (i) p =
0.75 (

∫ ∞
−∞

f (z)dz > 0), (ii) p = 0.5 (
∫ ∞
−∞

f (z)dz = 0), and (iii)
p = 0.4 (

∫ ∞
−∞

f (z)dz < 0).
In Fig. 7(d), we plot the rate function I(σ̃) obtained from

simulations, which looks non-differentiable at σ̃ = 0 for (i)
p = 0.75 and (iii) p = 0.4. Figure 7(f) is the corresponding
log-log plot, where we also plot power functions with expo-
nents suggested in the legend. For cases (i)-(iii), we find the
asymptotic power law I(σ̃) ∼ |σ̃|α± for σ̃ ≷ 0 with (i) α+ = 2
(blue circle) and α− = 1 (blue triangle), (ii) α+ = 4/3 (or-
ange circle) and α− = 4/3 (orange triangle), and (iii) α+ = 1
(green circle) and α− = 2 (green triangle). These behaviors
are consistent with the general prediction [Eqs. (93)-(95)] and
share the universal exponents with the previous example [see
Fig. 7(e)].



14

0.00 0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00
t/T

4

2

0

2

4
x

(a) a = 2.2, = 0.48

0.00 0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00
t/T

4

2

0

2

4

x

(b) a = 2.2, = 0.68

4 2 0 2 4
x

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

P(
x|

T
=

)

(c) a = 2.2
= 0.48
= 0.68

1.0 0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

3.0
|x

p(
)|

(d) a = 2.2

FIG. 8. Localization transition as DPTs in one-dimensional Brown-
ian motion. (a, b) 100 typical trajectories of the particle conditioned
with (a) ρ̃ = −0.48 and (b) ρ̃ = 0.68. (c) Conditional probability
density P(x|ρ̃T = ρ̃) for ρ̃ = −0.48 and ρ̃ = 0.68, corresponding to
(a) and (b), respectively. The colored circles and solid lines are ob-
tained from simulations and the analytical expression [i.e., ϕk∗(ρ̃)(x)2

with Eqs. (98) and (99)], respectively, showing good agreement. The
numerical P(x|ρ̃T = ρ̃) is calculated from 103 independent trajecto-
ries in the time domain of 1/4 < t/T < 3/4 with the bin size of ρ̃
being 0.02. (d) ρ̃ dependence of the peak position of P(x|ρ̃T = ρ̃),
|xp(ρ̃)|, which shows a jump at ρ̃ = 0. The circles and solid lines are
obtained from simulations and the analytical expression [Eq. (110)],
respectively. The numerical |xp(ρ̃)| is calculated from 103 indepen-
dent trajectories in the time domain of 1/4 < t/T < 3/4 for each ρ̃
with the bin sizes of ρ̃ and |x| being 0.02 and 0.03, respectively. Pa-
rameters for (a-d): a = 2.2, dt = 0.05, and T = 20.

VI. DISCUSSION AND OUTLOOK

We conclude by highlighting open questions and future re-
search directions stemming from our findings.

While our observation of temporal phase separation associ-
ated with the first-order DPT echoes phenomena reported in
Refs. [10, 11], we currently lack a theoretical understanding
of why this DPT leads to temporal phase separation. We es-
tablish the empirical asymptotics of the order parameter as a
function of total time (T ) and occupation (ρ), characterized
by exponents α and β. We anticipate that these findings will
provide clues for elucidating the mechanism underlying the
observed temporal phase separation.

A key open question is the unexpected critical dimension of
d = 4, in contrast to the typical d = 2 observed in diffusion-
related problems due to the recurrent nature of Brownian mo-
tion. While the critical dimension d = 4 can be mathemati-
cally attributed to the change in Bessel function properties at
ν = (d−2)/2 = 1, a more intuitive understanding remains to be

developed. Based on the general arguments in Ref. [20], we
anticipate that the first-order DPT will persist universally in
dimensions higher than four regardless of the specific observ-
able f (x), provided it decays sufficiently rapidly as ||x|| → ∞.
Interestingly, it is known that there is a transition in the statis-
tics of random walk intersections at d = 4 [43, 44]; the num-
ber of self-intersections grows to infinity in the limit of a long
trajectory only when d ≤ 4, owing to the Galiardo-Nirenberg-
Sobolev inequality. While a direct connection to our findings
remains unclear, this intriguing coincidence suggests a poten-
tial avenue for investigation.

Our results indicate that the phase transition and its as-
sociated exponents exhibit universality for observables f (x)
that decay rapidly as ||x|| → ∞, corresponding to short-range
potentials in analogous quantum systems. Previous stud-
ies [20, 22] suggest that the coupling constant threshold can
be changed when we consider long-range potentials [i.e., f (x)
that converges to zero slowly as ||x|| → ∞]. This implies that
other universality classes for the large deviation of the observ-
ables may appear for more slowly decaying f (x).
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Appendix A: Legendre-Fenchel transformation of power
functions

We consider the following convex power functions with a >
0 and β ≥ 1:

Case (I): f (x) = a|x|β, (A1)

Case (II): f (x) =
{

a(x − c)β (x > c)
0 (x ≤ c)

with c > 0, (A2)

and

Case (III): f (x) =

 0 (x > c)

a|x − c|β (x ≤ c)
with c < 0. (A3)

The Legendre-Fenchel transformation of function f (x),
g(X), is given by

g(X) = sup
x
{xX − f (x)}, (A4)

where X is conjugated to x. If f (x) is convex, Eq. (A4) can be
written as

g(X) = x∗X − f (x∗), (A5)

where x∗ satisfies

f ′(x∗ − 0) ≤ X ≤ f ′(x∗ + 0) (A6)
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with f ′(x) := d f (x)/dx. When f (x) is differentiable, Eq. (A6)
can also be written as

X = f ′(x∗). (A7)

First, we consider g(X) for case (I). When β = 1, noticing
that f (x) (= a|x|) is undifferentiable at x = 0, we find that g(X)
is a constant function: g(X) = 0 for −a < X < a. When β > 1,
we first consider the case with x∗ > 0, where X > 0 follows
from f (x) = axβ and Eq. (A6). Since X = f ′(x∗) = aβx∗β−1,
we obtain x∗ = (X/aβ)1/(β−1), leading to

g(X) = a(β − 1)
(

1
aβ

) β
β−1

X
β
β−1 (X > 0). (A8)

In a similar way, since X = −aβ(−x∗)β−1 for x∗ < 0, we obtain

g(X) = a(β − 1)
(

1
aβ

) β
β−1

(−X)
β
β−1 (X < 0). (A9)

Next, we consider case (II). When β = 1, noticing that f (x)
is undifferentiable at x = c (> 0) [see Eq. (A2)], we find that
g(X) is a linear function: g(X) = cX for 0 < X < a. When
β > 1, since f ′(x) = aβ(x − c)β−1 for x > c and f ′(x) = 0 for
x ≤ c, we obtain x∗ = (X/aβ)1/(β−1) + c and thus,

g(X) = cX + a(β − 1)
(

1
aβ

) β
β−1

X
β
β−1 (X > 0), (A10)

which can be approximated as g(X) ≈ cX for small X. We
can apply the obtained results to case (III) by replacing c and
X with −c and −X, respectively, according to the functional
form of f (x) [see Eqs. (A2) and (A3)].

In summary, we obtain the Legendre-Fenchel transforma-
tion of f (x) for cases (I)-(III) [Eqs. (A1)-(A3)]:

Case (I)

g(X) =


0 (−a < X < a, β = 1)

a(β − 1)
(

1
aβ

) β
β−1

|X|
β
β−1 (β > 1)

.

(A11)
Case (II)

g(X) =


cX (0 < X < a, β = 1)

cX + a(β − 1)
(

1
aβ

) β
β−1

X
β
β−1 (X > 0, β > 1)

.

(A12)
Case (III)

g(X) =


cX (−a < X < 0, β = 1)

cX + a(β − 1)
(

1
aβ

) β
β−1

(−X)
β
β−1 (X < 0, β > 1)

.
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