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Abstract. We study the relaxation of a diffusive particle confined in an arbitrary
external potential and subject to a non-Markovian resetting protocol. With a constant
rate r, a previous time τ between the initial time and the present time t is chosen
from a given probability distribution K(τ, t), and the particle is reset to the position
that it occupied at time τ . Depending on the shape of K(τ, t), the particle either
relaxes toward the Gibbs-Boltzmann distribution or toward a non-trivial stationary
distribution that breaks ergodicity and depends on the initial position and the resetting
protocol. From a general asymptotic theory, we find that if the kernel K(τ, t) is
sufficiently localized near τ = 0, i.e., mostly the initial part of the trajectory is
remembered and revisited, the steady state is non-Gibbs-Boltzmann. Conversely, if
K(τ, t) decays slowly enough or increases with τ , i.e., recent positions are more likely
to be revisited, the probability distribution of the particle tends toward the Gibbs-
Boltzmann state at large times. In the latter case, however, the temporal approach
to the stationary state is generally anomalously slow, following for instance an inverse
power law or a stretched exponential, if K(τ, t) is not too strongly peaked at the current
time t. These findings are verified by the analysis of several exactly solvable cases and
by numerical simulations.
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1. Introduction

The effect of memory on a diffusive process is a general problem of wide importance
(see e.g. [1–3]) and it is known that memory can significantly change the fundamental
properties of diffusion. Non-Markov processes commonly give rise to anomalous diffusion
and very slow relaxation toward equilibrium [4, 5], and even to non-ergodic behaviour,
where long-time average quantities of individual particles along their trajectory strongly
deviate from the Gibbs-Boltzmann equilibrium [6, 7]. Systems with global memory,
where the transition probabilities depend on the whole previous history, are particularly
prone to ergodicity breaking and localisation phenomena at late times [8, 9].

A simple model introduced in [10] is the preferential relocation model (sometimes
referred to as ‘resetting with memory’ or ‘the monkey walk’). At the microscopic level, in
addition to nearest neighbour random walk dynamics, the diffusive particle may return
with a resetting rate r to a site where it was present at a previous time τ , with 0 ≤ τ ≤ t

and where t denotes the present time. The preferential relocation model selects this
previous time τ according to a distribution K(τ, t) which defines the memory kernel.
If K(τ, t) = δ(τ) the model reduces to stochastic resetting to the initial condition [11].
Whereas if K(τ, t) = δ(τ − t) there is no memory and simple diffusion is recovered.
The case K(τ, t) = 1/t corresponds to selecting τ uniformly from the past and has
been studied in the context of animal mobility [12–14]. In this case, the selection by
memory is linearly preferential in space, since the walker chooses a visited position with
a probability proportional to the total amount of time spent at that position.

The whole range of possible memory kernels was studied in [10]. It was shown
that in the case of strong memory of the initial condition, where K(τ, t) is strongly
peaked at τ = 0, the probability distribution of the walker’s position reaches a non-
Gaussian stationary state, which contains memory of the initial condition and depends
in a complicated way on the whole evolution of the walk. On the other hand, when
K(τ, t) decreases more slowly than 1/τ or increases, the late time behaviour is a time-
dependent distribution of Gaussian form, in which the initial condition is less and
less revisited and where the variance σ2(t) of the position grows unbounded. The
variance may take a remarkable range of dynamical behaviours depending on the form
of the memory kernel. The behaviours range from ultra-slow growth of the variance
σ2(t) ∼ ln ln t in the borderline case K(τ, t) ∼ 1/τ , through slow, logarithmic growth
when K(τ, t) ∼ τα with α > −1, to diffusive behaviour with a modified diffusion
constant when K(τ, t) ∼ exp(aτ) with a > 0. Thus, memory can fundamentally
change the diffusive dynamics. Rigorous results using the properties of weighted random
recursive trees have confirmed some of these predictions [15–17].

An interesting question is how these different dynamical behaviours are modified
when a confining potential is introduced. For a simple diffusive process in a confining
potential, the long-time distribution approaches a Gibbs-Boltzmann stationary state
and the relaxation towards this state is typically an exponential decay at late times,
where the decay rate is determined by the potential and the diffusion coefficient of the
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particle. Recently, for linear preferential relocation in the case K(τ, t) = 1/t (uniformly
selected τ) it was shown that while the final stationary state is still Gibbs-Boltzmann,
the relaxation to the stationary state is very different: it is sluggish and decays as a
power law in time with a non-trivial exponent that depends on the relocation rate r as
well as on the details of the potential [18].

In this work we consider the preferential relocation model with a general memory
kernel in a confining potential. We present a general theory for the long-time behaviour
and confirm the predictions of the theory in some exactly solvable cases. Our key findings
are that for strong memory of the initial condition, the stationary state is non-Gaussian
and depends on the initial condition. In this case we refer to the memory kernel K(τ, t)
as being localized near τ = 0 as illustrated in Fig. 1. We refer to the opposite case, when
K(τ, t) decreases more slowly than 1/τ or increases, as a delocalized memory kernel—
see Fig. 1. (Note that this also includes the cases where K(τ, t) is peaked at t.) For a
delocalized memory kernel a variety of slow relaxation dynamics to a Gibbs-Boltzmann
stationary state are exhibited. Our theory reveals that the general form of the relaxation
behaviour is determined by the memory kernel in a rather simple way. The confining
potential affects the details of the relaxation, e.g., when the relaxation is of a power law
form, it enters into the expression of the exponent.

The paper is organised as follows. In Section 2 we define the preferential relocation
model in a confining potential. In Section 3 we use separation of variables to reduce
the problem of determining the probability distribution into a space-dependent part
and a time-dependent part. In Section 4 we present an asymptotic theory for the time-
dependent part of the solution and categorise the possible behaviors. In Section 5 we
exactly solve certain cases from which we verify the predictions of the asymptotic theory.
Section 6 displays simulation results in support of the theory. We conclude in Section 7.

2. Model Definition

We consider a particle that starts at a position x0 at time t = 0 and diffuses in
continuous time on a line in the presence of a confining potential U(x). In addition
to Brownian diffusion, the particle undergoes a memory-dependent resetting with rate
r. More precisely, at time t the particle located at position x(t) has the whole history
of its own trajectory {x(τ)}0≤τ≤t at its disposal. The position x(t) is updated in a small
time ∆t according to the following protocol. With probability r∆t the particle decides
to reset and with the complementary probability 1 − r∆t, it diffuses. If it resets, it
chooses any previous time 0 ≤ τ ≤ t from its history with a probability density K(τ, t),
where

∫ t
0 K(τ, t)dτ = 1, and resets to the position x(τ). The memory is not refreshed

after relocation. The probability density p(x, t) of the particle’s position then evolves
via the Fokker-Planck equation
∂p(x, t)
∂t

= D
∂2p(x, t)
∂x2 + ∂

∂x
[U ′(x) p(x, t)] − r p(x, t) + r

∫ t

0
K(τ, t) p(x, τ) dτ , (1)

starting from the initial condition p(x, 0) = δ(x− x0). The first two terms on the right
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Figure 1. Memory kernels. At time t, a confined diffusive particle chooses (with
rate r) a time τ ∈ [0, t] with probability density K(τ, t), and revisits the position
occupied at that time τ . Fixing t, a rapidly decaying K(τ, t) with τ indicates that
only the initial part of the trajectory is remembered (green curve), whereas with a
kernel peaked near the present time the walker remembers recent positions better
(blue curve). Another possibility is that all the times are equally sampled (red curve).
Taking K(τ, t) ∝ ϕ(τ), two asymptotic dynamical regimes emerge: if ϕ(τ) decays
faster than 1/τ (kernel localized near τ = 0) the stationary state is strongly affected
by the initial position x0 and the resetting rate r. If ϕ(τ) decreases slower than 1/τ

or increases, the stationary state is the Gibbs-Boltzmann distribution, independent of
x0 or r.

hand side (rhs) describe the standard diffusion of a particle with diffusion constant
D and friction coefficient set to unity in an external potential U(x). If the friction
coefficient is γ, Eq. (1) applies with the change U(x) → U(x)/γ. The third term on
the rhs corresponds to the loss from the position at x due to resetting (with rate r) to
other positions. The last term corresponds to the gain in the probability density at x
due to resetting to x from other positions. To understand this term more clearly, let
p(x′, t;x, τ) denote the joint probability density that the particle is at x′ at time t and
x at time τ ≤ t. Then, from this current position x′ at t, it can reset with rate r to the
position x with probability K(τ, t)dτ . The total probability flux to the position x due
to resetting from all the possible positions x′ occupied at time t is given by

r
∫ t

0

[∫ ∞

−∞
p(x′, t;x, τ)dx′

]
K(τ, t) dτ = r

∫ t

0
K(τ, t) p(x, τ) dτ , (2)

where we used the fact that
∫∞

−∞ p(x′, t;x, τ)dx′ = p(x, τ) is the marginalised position
distribution at time τ . This explains the last term on the rhs of Eq. (1). Using the
condition

∫ t
0 K(τ, t) dτ = 1 and the initial condition p(x, 0) = δ(x − x0), it is easy to

check that Eq. (1) conserves the total probability, i.e.,
∫∞

−∞ p(x, t) dx = 1.
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Here we will focus on a particular family of kernels K(τ, t) of the form [10,15,17]

K(τ, t) = ϕ(τ)
I(t) , (3)

with

I(t) =
∫ t

0
ϕ(τ)dτ , (4)

where ϕ(τ) is any non-negative function of τ . Thus the kernel K(τ, t) depends on t only
through the denominator I(t). For this choice, the Fokker-Planck equation (1) reduces
to
∂p(x, t)
∂t

= D
∂2p(x, t)
∂x2 + ∂

∂x
[U ′(x) p(x, t)] − r p(x, t) + r

I(t)

∫ t

0
ϕ(τ) p(x, τ) dτ (5)

Note that, since İ(t) = ϕ(t) ≥ 0 is non-negative, I(t) can never decrease with time t.
There are thus only two possible late time behaviours of I(t): (I) I(t) increases without
limit as t → ∞, and (II) I(t) approaches a constant from below as t → ∞. This
specific class of resetting memory kernel was introduced in Ref. [10] where the position
distribution p(x, t) was analysed in detail, but in the absence of any external confining
potential U(x).

The function ϕ(τ) includes two well-studied cases: ϕ(τ) = 1 where all times τ prior
to t are sampled uniformly for resetting [12] and ϕ(τ) = δ(τ) which corresponds to the
standard Poissonian resetting [11,19] which always occurs to the initial position x0. The
first case ϕ(τ) = 1 is an example of a delocalized memory kernel and the second case
ϕ(τ) = δ(τ) is an example of a localized kernel. It was found in Ref. [10] that in the
absence of U(x), there are two different late time behaviours for p(x, t) depending on
the two cases (I) and (II) discussed above.

• Case (I): Delocalized memory kernel. This case corresponds to when ϕ(τ)
decays as or slower than 1/τ for large τ , i.e., I(t) =

∫ t
0 ϕ(τ) dτ increases indefinitely

with t for large t. If U(x) = 0, then p(x, t) remains time dependent even at long
times (no stationary state) and the growth of the mean square displacement exhibits
a variety of late time growth behaviours (sub-diffusive and diffusive) depending on
the details of I(t) for large t [10].

• Case (II): Localized memory kernel. This complementary case corresponds to
the one where ϕ(τ) decays faster than 1/τ for large τ , i.e., τ ϕ(τ) → 0 as τ → ∞. In
this case I(t) approaches a constant from below as t → ∞. If U(x) = 0, then p(x, t)
approaches a stationary state as t → ∞ that depends explicitly on the resetting
rate r [10].

The purpose of this paper is to study how these behaviours are affected when there
is an additional external confining potential U(x). There are two special cases of ϕ(τ)
for which p(x, t), in the presence of a confining potential U(x), has been studied.
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(i) ϕ(τ) = 1. In this case, it was shown recently [18] that p(x, t) approaches a stationary
state at long times that has the Gibbs-Boltzmann form where detailed balance is
satisfied,

pst(x) = 1
Z
e−U(x)/D where Z =

∫ ∞

−∞
e−U(x)/D dx , (6)

provided U(x) is sufficiently confining such that Z is finite. The stationary state
is thus independent of the resetting rate r. Hence in this case the delocalized
memory kernel fails to affect the long time stationary distribution of the particle
when the confining U(x) is switched on. However, the effect of memory shows
up in an anomalous relaxation to the stationary state. It was shown that
p(x, t) − pst(x) ∼ t−θ1 decays as a power law at late times with an exponent θ1

that depends continuously on r and the potential parameters.
(ii) ϕ(τ) = δ(τ). This corresponds to diffusion with Poissonian resetting [11,19] to the

initial condition. In this case, when the external potential U(x) is switched on, it
was shown [20] that the system reaches a stationary state at long times, but the
stationary distribution pst(x) has a non-Boltzmann form that depends explicitly on
the resetting rate r, as well as on U(x).

In this paper, we generalise these results to the case of arbitrary confining potential
U(x) and arbitrary non-negative ϕ(τ). Our main results can be summarized as follows.
Our first observation is that Eq. (5) [and in fact more generally Eq. (1)] always admits
a time-independent ‘fixed-point’ solution

pGibbs(x) = 1
Z
e−U(x)/D where Z =

∫ ∞

−∞
e−U(x)/D dx , (7)

assuming Z is finite. This is easily seen by a direct substitution of Eq. (7) into Eq. (1).
The first two terms on the rhs of Eq. (1) cancel each other, and so do the third and
the last term upon using the fact that

∫ t
0 K(τ, t) dτ = 1. Now the interesting question is

whether the actual solution p(x, t) approaches this Gibbs-Boltzmann fixed point at long
times or not. We show in this paper that this depends on the tail of ϕ(τ) or equivalently
that of I(t) =

∫ t
0 ϕ(τ)dτ . More specifically, we show that there is always a stationary

state at long times in the presence of U(x) for any non-negative ϕ(τ). However, the
nature of this stationary state is very different in the two cases (I) and (II) above:

• In case (I) where I(t) increases indefinitely with t at late times, i.e., ϕ(τ) decays
as or slower than 1/τ for large τ (or increases), the stationary state is indeed
given by the Gibbs-Boltzmann form in Eq. (7), for sufficiently confining U(x) such
that Z is finite. This thus generalises the result for ϕ(τ) = 1 mentioned in point (i)
above. This means that as long as I(t) increases indefinitely with t, even though the
memory-induced resetting is delocalized in the absence of U(x), it doesn’t affect
the Gibbs-Boltzmann stationary state at long times when U(x) is switched on.
Essentially, in this case, at large t, the integral in the last term on the rhs of Eq.
(5) is dominated by large τ where p(x, τ) is independent of τ and hence to leading
order for large t the last term in Eq. (5) behaves as r pst(x) which then cancels
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the third term on the rhs of Eq. (5). Furthermore, pst(x) = pGibbs(x) then makes
the sum of the first two terms vanish, showing that at late times p(x, t) indeed
converges to the Gibbs-Boltzmann state (7). Thus the potential U(x) overrides, in
some sense, the memory effect due to resetting as far as the final stationary state is
concerned. The delocalized memory in resetting however affects the relaxation to
this stationary state and we find a variety of relaxation behaviours to the Gibbs-
Boltzmann state depending on how I(t) increases with t at late times. This is an
example of weakly broken ergodicity where the system does indeed explore the full
space to ultimately reach the Gibbs-Boltzmann state, but the time to reach this
stationary state can be very long depending on how I(t) grows with t for large
t. Interestingly, in this case, the system approaches a Gibbs-Boltzmann stationary
distribution even though the detailed balance is, in general, not satisfied.

• In case (II) where I(t) approaches a constant from below at late times, i.e., ϕ(τ)
decays faster than 1/τ for large τ , the stationary state is non-trivial and has a non-
Boltzmann form that depends on r, U(x), ϕ(t) and also on the initial condition.
Thus in this case, even though the Gibbs-Boltzmann state (7) is a fixed point, it is
an ‘unstable’ fixed point. The system does not reach this Gibb-Boltzmann state at
late times and rather converges to a different non-trivial fixed point. This is thus
an example of strongly broken ergodicity, where the initial condition is remembered
at all times, all the way to the stationary state.

3. Solution via the method of separation of variables

In the absence of the potential U(x), the system is homogeneous in space and the
Fokker-Planck equation (5) can be solved for arbitrary ϕ(τ) in the Fourier space [10].
However a non-zero U(x) makes the space inhomogeneous and the method using Fourier
transform is no longer appropriate. Instead, an alternative method using separation of
variables is more suitable to solve Eq. (5). In fact, this method was already used in
Ref. [18] to solve the special case ϕ(τ) = 1, i.e., I(t) = t. Below we show that the same
method can be used for general ϕ(τ).

To solve the Fokker-Planck equation (5) via separation of variables we first seek a
particular product solution of the form

p(x, t) = gλ(x) fλ(t) (8)
where λ is a constant (independent of space and time). Substituting Eq. (8) in (5),
dividing both sides by gλ(x) fλ(t), and assembling the space-dependent and the time-
dependent parts separately gives
D g′′

λ(x) + ∂x [U ′(x) gλ(x)]
gλ(x) = ḟλ(t)

fλ(t) + r − r

fλ(t) I(t)

∫ t

0
ϕ(τ) fλ(τ) dτ = −λ . (9)

The space-dependent part. Let us first consider the space-dependent part gλ(x) that
satisfies the second order eigenvalue equation

D g′′
λ(x) + ∂x [U ′(x) gλ(x)] = −λ gλ(x), (10)
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where λ ≥ 0 plays the role of an eigenvalue yet to be determined. The restriction
λ ≥ 0 will automatically emerge from a mapping to a Schrödinger problem as follows.
One can reduce this eigenvalue equation to a familiar Schrödinger form by making the
substitution [21]

gλ(x) = e− 1
2D

U(x) ψλ(x) . (11)

It is then easy to verify that ψλ(x) satisfies the standard Schrödinger equation (with
m = ℏ = 1)

−1
2ψ

′′
λ(x) + VQ(x)ψλ(x) = λ

2D ψλ(x) , (12)

where the quantum potential VQ(x) is given by [21]

VQ(x) = − 1
4DU

′′(x) + 1
8D2 (U ′(x))2

. (13)

Thus to compute the space-dependent part gλ(x) one needs to solve the Schrödinger
equation (12), find the spectrum λn ≥ 0, i.e., the eigenvalues En = λn/(2D) ≥ 0 and
the associated eigenfunctions ψλn(x). Note that the Schrödinger problem does not allow
negative eigenvalues En’s. Moreover, the quantum potential VQ(x) in Eq. (13) is such
that its ground state occurs with eigenvalue E0 = λ0/(2D) = 0 and the corresponding
normalized eigenfunction is simply [21]

ψ0(x) = a0e
− 1

2D
U(x) , with a0 =

∫ ∞

−∞
dx e− 1

D
U(x) (14)

as can be seen by setting λ = 0 in Eq. (10). Note also that, in general, the spectrum of
the Schrödinger equation with VQ(x) may consist of both bound and scattering states,
even though the classical potential U(x) may be fully confining [21]. Finally, we note
that this space-dependent part is completely independent of resetting since r and ϕ(τ)
does not appear in the space-dependent solution gλ(x). The resetting only affects the
time-dependent part fλ(t) which we consider next.

The time-dependent part. For a given λ (which is fixed by the spatial part of the
solution, i.e., by the diffusion problem in the absence of resetting), the time-dependent
part fλ(t) of the solution satisfies the first order integro-differential equation

ḟλ(t) + (r + λ) fλ(t) = r

I(t)

∫ t

0
ϕ(τ) fλ(τ)dτ , (15)

starting from some initial condition fλ(0). Actually, this equation can be reduced to an
ordinary second order differential equation by taking one more derivative of Eq. (15)
with respect to t and using the relation İ(t) = ϕ(t). This gives

f̈λ(t) +
[
r + λ+ İ(t)

I(t)

]
ḟλ(t) + λ

İ(t)
I(t) fλ(t) = 0 , (16)

satisfying the initial conditions

fλ(t = 0) = fλ(0) , and ḟλ(t = 0) = −λ fλ(0) . (17)
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The last condition follows by taking the t → 0 limit of the ratio of integrals in the rhs
of Eq. (15).

For a general I(t) (or equivalently ϕ(t)), the second order differential equation (16)
is hard to solve exactly for all t. We will see later that some special choices of I(t) allow
for the exact solution of Eq. (16). However, we will show that the behaviour of fλ(t)
for large t depends on the form of I(t) at large t and can be inferred for arbitrary I(t).
Let us point out one important fact. For the ground state λ = 0, the time-dependent
part f0(t) satisfies

f̈0(t) +
[
r + İ(t)

I(t)

]
ḟ0(t) = 0 , (18)

which can be solved for arbitrary I(t). The general solution reads

f0(t) = A−B
∫ ∞

t
dt′
e−rt′

I(t′) . (19)

where A, B are constants. The constant B is fixed to be zero by the initial condition
ḟλ(t = 0) = 0, thus

f0(t) = A . (20)

Hence, the Gibbs-Boltzmann form (14) associated to λ = 0 is also stationary in the
presence of memory.

Having obtained both the spatial and the temporal part of the solution, we can
then write down the general solution of the Fokker-Planck equation (5) as a linear
combination over all allowed eigenvalues

p(x, t) =
∑

n

aλn

[
e− 1

2D
U(x)ψλn(x)

]
fλn(t) , (21)

where the unknown coefficients aλn are fixed by the initial condition p(x, t = 0). Thus,
given an external potential U(x), one needs to first solve the Schrödinger equation (12)
and obtain its full spectrum of eigenvalues λn’s and eigenfunctions ψλn(x)’s. Next, for
a given λn, one needs to solve the differential equation (16) to obtain the temporal part
fλn(t). Finally, one needs to fix the constants an in Eq. (21) from the initial condition
by using the orthogonality property

∫∞
−∞ dx ψλn(x)ψλm(x) = δn,m. These three steps

then provide the full exact solution (21). In the next section, we will provide a general
theory of relaxation of p(x, t) at late times based on the large time behaviour of fλn(t)
and this theory is valid for arbitrary I(t). Later in the paper, we will provide some
exactly solvable examples of I(t) for which fλn(t) can be obtained at all times. These
exactly solvable examples will provide supporting evidence for the general late time
solution developed in the next section.

4. Asymptotic solution at late times

For a generic I(t), we have seen above from Eq. (20) that f0 is a constant. Consequently,
one can separate out the ground state λ = 0 in Eq. (21) from the rest of the spectrum
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and re-write it as

p(x, t) = a0e
− 1

D
U(x) +

∑
λn>0

aλn

[
e− 1

2D
U(x)ψλn(x)

]
fλn(t) , (22)

where we used the fact that ψ0(x) = e−U(x)/(2D) from Eq. (14). Note that the first term
in Eq. (22) corresponds exactly to the Gibbs-Boltzmann stationary state and indeed it
is a fixed point solution (as t → ∞) of Eq. (5) irrespective of I(t). Now, whether the
system approaches this fixed point at late times depends on how the rest of the sum in
Eq. (22) behaves at late times. We will see below that in case (I), where I(t) increases
with time as t → ∞, the contribution from the higher excited states [i.e., the sum with
λn > 0 in Eq. (22)] vanishes as t → ∞, ensuring that the system indeed converges to
the Gibbs-Boltzmann stationary state (7) at late times. In contrast, in case II where
I(t) approaches a constant as t → ∞, the sum over λn > 0 in Eq. (22) remains non-
zero as t → ∞, unless the initial distribution p(x, t = 0) is exactly a0e

−U(x)/D itself.
Consequently, the system generically approaches a non-trivial stationary state that is
characterized by the full spectrum of the associated Schrödinger operator and not just
by the ground state as in case (I).

4.1. Case (I): I(t) increases with t as t → ∞

We start with case (I), where I(t) increases with time at late times. We need to analyse
how the sum over the contributions from the excited states (λn > 0) in Eq. (22) behaves
as t → ∞. For this, we need to understand how fλn(t) in Eq. (16) with λn > 0 behaves
at late times. In this case, anticipating that fλn(t) decreases to zero as t → ∞ for λn > 0
, we can neglect the second derivative f̈λn(t) at late times. This, of course, needs to be
justified a posteriori. The approximate evolution equation at late times becomes[

r + λ+ İ(t)
I(t)

]
ḟλ(t) + λ

İ(t)
I(t) fλ(t) ≈ 0 . (23)

Now, there are two subcases: (Ia) İ(t)
I(t) decreases to zero with t or (Ib) İ(t)

I(t) increases to
infinity as t → ∞. Below we consider the two cases separately.

The case (Ia). In this case, while I(t) increases with t, the ratio İ(t)
I(t) decreases with

increasing t and vanishes as t → ∞. At late times, we can further neglect the ratio İ(t)
I(t)

inside the parenthesis compared to the constant term (r + λ), leading to

(r + λ)ḟλ(t) ≈ −λ İ(t)
I(t) fλ(t) . (24)

Solving this equation, we find that at late times

fλn(t) ≈ bn

[I(t)]
λn

r+λn

, (25)
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where bn is a constant. To verify a posteriori that neglecting f̈λn(t) is justified for this
solution, one obtains from Eq. (24)

f̈λ(t)
fλ(t) ≈

( λ

r + λ

)2 (
İ(t)
I(t)

)2

−
(

λ

r + λ

)
d

dt

(
İ(t)
I(t)

) , (26)

and one sees that the rhs vanishes as t → ∞. Consequently, for all I(t)’s belonging to
this subcase (Ia), the late time dependence fλn(t) of each excited mode λn > 0 vanishes
as

fλn(t) ∼ [I(t)]−
λn

r+λn . (27)

Therefore the sum over the excited states in Eq. (22) also vanishes, and the system
approaches the Gibbs-Boltzmann state (7) asymptotically. However, the relaxation to
this Gibbs-Boltzmann state depends on the precise form of the memory kernel I(t) and
decays as a power of I(t), [I(t)]−λn/(r+λn), at late times. We now consider some examples
of case (Ia).

Our first example is the choice

I(t) ≈ b tα , with α > 0 , (28)

where b > 0 is a constant. In this case the ratio decreases as İ(t)
I(t) ≈ 1/t as t → ∞ and

it is easy to see that Eq. (26) vanishes as t → ∞, thus the asymptotic behaviour (27)
holds. We find that from Eq. (25) that for all λn > 0, the time-dependent contribution
from this excited mode slowly decays at late times as a power law

fλn(t) ∼ t−αλn/(r+λn) . (29)

Note that this case includes the special case α = 1 or I(t) = t, i.e., ϕ(τ) = 1, of the linear
preferential relocation model [18]. If the eigenvalues λn are discrete, as is usual, and
ordered as 0 < λ1 < λ2 < . . ., the function fλn(t) with the smallest non-zero exponent
will dominate the relaxation in the sum (21) at large t. We deduce that the late time
relaxation to the steady state is anomalous and dominated by the first excited mode
n = 1,

p(x, t) − p(x, t → ∞) ∼ t−αλ1/(r+λ1), (30)

if the initial condition is such that ψλ1(x0) ̸= 0. The result of [18] is recovered by setting
α = 1 in Eq. (30). In fact I(t) = b tα with α > 0 is an exactly solvable case that we will
present in Section 5, showing that the exact solution reproduces the late time behaviour
predicted by our asymptotic theory.

Another example of case (Ia) is I(t) ∼ eγtβ with 0 < β < 1. In this example
İ/I ≃ γβtβ−1 and one can check that Eq. (26) vanishes as t → ∞. The time-dependent
contribution from this excited mode decays at late times as

fλn(t) ∼ e−γλn/(r+λn) tβ (31)

i.e. a stretched exponential decay. Similarly, for a discrete spectrum the asymptotic
decay is controlled by the mode n = 1, or

p(x, t) − p(x, t → ∞) ∼ e−γλ1/(r+λ1) tβ

. (32)
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The case (Ib). In this case, both I(t) and the ratio İ(t)
I(t) increase with time for large t.

An example of this case is the choice I(t) ∼ eγ tβ with β > 1. Then the ratio behaves as
İ(t)
I(t) ≈ γβtβ−1 which grows with time for all β > 1. Consequently, one can neglect the
constant term (r + λn) inside the parenthesis in the first term in Eq. (23), leading to a
late time solution

fλn(t) ≈ cn e
−λn t . (33)

Thus for all I(t)’s belonging to this class, the time-dependent contribution from an ex-
cited mode λn > 0 decays exponentially as e−λn t, which is the same behaviour as that of
the memory-less process (with r = 0) and does not depend on the details of I(t). Hence,
resetting in this case does not affect even the relaxation rates (the amplitudes may still
depend on resetting). In other words, the memory kernel is most ineffective and the
system behaves as if it was just the normal diffusion in the confining potential U(x).
Given that all the excited modes vanish as t → ∞, the solution p(x, t) in Eq. (22) again
converges to the Gibbs-Boltzmann stationary state (7), and p(x, t)−p(x, t → ∞) ∼ e−λ1t

for a discrete spectrum. It happens that the case with β = 2, or I(t) = eγt2 , is exactly
solvable and its analysis will be presented in Section 5, too.

Borderline case. There is also an interesting borderline case between (Ia) and (Ib)
when I(t) increases exponentially at late times, I(t) ∼ eγt with γ > 0. In this case, the
ratio İ(t)

I(t) ≈ γ approaches a constant and one can no longer neglect the second derivative
term f̈λ(t) in Eq. (16). At late times, using İ(t)

I(t) ≈ γ, Eq. (16) reduces to

f̈λ(t) + [r + λ+ γ] ḟλ(t) + λ γ fλ(t) = 0 . (34)

This equation can be trivially solved giving

fλ(t) = A+ e
−κ+t + A− e

−κ−t , (35)

where A± are arbitrary constants and

κ± = 1
2

[
r + λ+ γ ±

√
(r + λ+ γ)2 − 4λγ

]
. (36)

As both κ± are real and positive, the solution at late times for an excited mode λn > 0
decays as

fλn(t) ∼ e−κ−t . (37)

Thus in this borderline case, the solution p(x, t) again converges to the Gibbs-Boltzmann
state at late times, and the relaxation to this stationary state is exponential as in case
(Ib) above. However, unlike in (Ib), the relaxation rate κ− does depend explicitly on
the resetting rate r.
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4.2. Case (II): I(t) approaches a constant from below as t → ∞

In this case, ϕ(t) = İ(t) decreases with time. Consequently, the ratio İ(t)
I(t) will decrease

with time and can be neglected compared to the constant (r + λ) in the parenthesis of
the second term in Eq. (16). This leads to an approximate equation at late times

f̈λ(t) + [r + λ] ḟλ(t) ≈ −λ İ(t)
I(t) fλ(t) . (38)

To make further progress, we anticipate (and verify a posteriori) that fλ(t) approaches
a constant fλ(∞) as t → ∞. Assuming this, we can replace fλ(t) at late times by its
asymptotic value fλ(∞) on the rhs of Eq. (38). Defining ḟλ(t) = vλ(t), we obtain a first
order inhomogeneous equation for vλ(t) which can be solved explicitly giving

vλ(t) = A1 e
−(r+λ) t − λfλ(∞) e−(r+λ) t

∫ t

t0

İ(t′)
I(t′) e

(r+λ) t′
dt′ , (39)

where A1 is a constant and t0 ∼ O(1) is a microscopic time scale beyond which the
asymptotic solution is expected to be valid. Furthermore, since İ(t′)

I(t′) is a decreasing
function of t′, we can integrate the second term by parts and to leading order at late
times we get

ḟλ(t) = vλ(t) ≈ A1 e
−(r+λ) t − λ fλ(∞)

(r + λ)
İ(t)
I(t) . (40)

Integrating further with respect to t gives

fλ(t) ≈ fλ(∞) + A1

(r + λ) e
−(r+λ) t + λ fλ(∞)

(r + λ) ln
[
I(t)
I(∞)

]
. (41)

Since I(t) → I(∞) as t → ∞, this proves self-consistently that indeed fλ(t) approaches
a constant fλ(∞) as t → ∞ for all λ ≥ 0. However, the nature of the temporal decay
to this final constant value depends on the nature of I(t). If ln[I(t)/I(∞)] decays faster
than e−(r+λ) t then the leading relaxation is controlled by e−(r+λ) t and in the opposite
case it is controlled by ln[I(t)/I(∞)]. In the next section, we will provide an exact
solution for the case ϕ(t) = µ e−µt which will demonstrate this point clearly.

Thus, fλ(t) approaches a constant at late times for any λ ≥ 0. Consequently, from
Eq. (22), we see that as t → ∞, all the modes contribute to p(x, t → ∞). Hence, the
system reaches a new stationary state

pst(x) =
∑

n

aλn

[
e− 1

2D
U(x)ψλn(x)

]
fλn(∞) , (42)

which is no longer the simple Gibbs-Boltzmann state (7). This is a nonequilibrium
stationary state (since the resetting violates detailed balance in general) and this
stationary state depends explicitly on the potential U(x), the resetting rate r, the
localized memory kernel I(t) and on the initial condition. In the next section, we
will compute p(x, t) at all times for two solvable examples belonging to this class (II) of
I(t) that will indeed support this general conclusion.
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5. Exactly solvable examples of ϕ(t)

In this section, we provide a few examples of ϕ(t), or equivalently of I(t) =
∫ t

0 ϕ(τ)dτ ,
for which fλ(t) in Eq. (16) can be solved explicitly at all times t. These solvable cases
will include examples belonging to both classes (I) and (II).

5.1. The case I(t) = b tα

As a first example belonging to the case (Ia) in the previous section, we consider for all
t ≥ 0

I(t) = b tα with α > 0 . (43)

For this choice, the ratio İ(t)/I(t) = α/t for all t. Consequently, Eq. (16) reduces to

t f̈λ(t) + [α + (r + λ)t] ḟλ + αλ fλ(t) = 0 , (44)

valid for all t ≥ 0 and subject to the initial conditions in Eq. (17). This equation is of
the form of Kummer’s differential equation [22]

zW ′′(z) + (b− z)W ′(z) − aW (z) = 0 , (45)

with z = −(r + λ)t, a = αλ/(r + λ) and b = α. The two linearly independent solutions
of Eq. (45) are Kummer’s confluent hypergeometric functions M(a, b, z) and U(a, b, z),
where the first one is defined by the series expansion

M(a, b, z) = 1 + a

b
z + a(a+ 1)

b(b+ 1)
z2

2! + a(a+ 1)(a+ 2)
b(b+ 1)(b+ 2)

z3

3! + . . . . (46)

and U(a, b, z) is its linearly independent cousin [22]. The general solution of Eq. (44) is
thus given by the linear combination

fλ(t) = C1 M

(
αλ

r + λ
, α,−(r + λ)t

)
+ C2 U

(
αλ

r + λ
, α,−(r + λ)t

)
, (47)

The constants C1 and C2 are fixed by the two initial conditions in Eq. (17). In fact,
since dU(a, b, z)/dz ∼ z−b as z → 0, we must have C2 = 0, leading to the exact solution
at all times

fλ(t) = fλ(0)M
(

αλ

r + λ
, α,−(r + λ)t

)
. (48)

It is easy to check that Eq. (48) satisfies the initial conditions (17) by using the definition
(46). Now, as t → ∞, using the asymptotic behaviour

M(a, b, z) ≈ Γ(b)
Γ(b− a) (−z)−a , as z → −∞ , (49)

we find that to leading order for large t

fλ(t) ≈ fλ(0) Γ(α)
Γ
(

α r
r+λ

) [(r + λ) t]−
αλ

r+λ . (50)

Since I(t) is given by Eq. (43), we can rewrite the expression (50) as fλ(t) ∼
[I(t)]−λ/(r+λ) as t → ∞, in perfect agreement with the general prediction in Eq. (27).
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5.2. The case I(t) = eγt2

This case I(t) = eγt2 for all t provides an example for the class (Ib) discussed in the
previous section. In this case, Eq. (16) reduces to

f̈λ(t) + [r + λ+ 2 γ t] ḟλ(t) + 2λ γ t fλ(t) = 0 , (51)

subject to the two initial conditions in Eq. (17). To solve the differential equation (51),
it turns out to be useful first to make the substitution

fλ(t) = e−rt−γ t2
Fλ(t) . (52)

Then Fλ(t) satisfies

F̈λ(t) + [−r + λ− 2γ t] Ḟλ(t) − (2γ + rλ)Fλ(t) = 0 . (53)

Furthermore, let us make a change of variable (after suitable inspection)

z =
(
r − λ

2√
γ

+ √
γ t

)2

. (54)

Then it is easy to check that Fλ(t) = W (z) satisfies the differential equation

z W ′′(z) +
(1

2 − z
)
W ′(z) −

(
1
2 + rλ

4γ

)
W (z) = 0 . (55)

This is once again of the form of Kummer’s differential equation (45), whose two linearly
independent solutions are M(a, b, z) and U(a, b, z) defined previously. Hence, putting
together all these results, we have the exact solution of Eq. (51) given by

fλ(t) = e−rt−γ t2

C1 M

1
2 + rλ

4γ ,
1
2 ,
(
r − λ

2√
γ

+ √
γ t

)2


+C2 U

1
2 + rλ

4γ ,
1
2 ,
(
r − λ

2√
γ

+ √
γ t

)2
 , (56)

where the unknown constants C1 and C2 are fixed by the two initial conditions (17).
To derive the asymptotic late time behaviour of fλ(t) in Eq. (56), we use the following
asymptotic behaviours for large z [22]

M(a, b, z) ≈ Γ(b)
Γ(a) z

a−b ez and U(a, b, z) ≈ z−a . (57)

This gives the leading large t asymptotic behaviour of fλ(t)

fλ(t) ≈

 C1
√
π

Γ
(

1
2 + rλ

4γ

) γ rλ
4γ e(r−λ)2/(4γ)

 t rλ
2γ e−λt . (58)

This leading exponential decay (up to pre-exponential power law growth) is in perfect
agreement with the general prediction in Eq. (33).
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5.3. The case I(t) = 1 − e−µ t

In this case we choose ϕ(t) = µ e−µt or I(t) =
∫ t

0 ϕ(τ) dτ = 1−e−µ t. Since I(t) → 1 from
below as t → ∞, this is an example belonging to the class (II) in the previous section.
In this case, Eq. (16) reduces to

f̈λ(t) +
[
r + λ+ µ e−µt

1 − e−µt

]
ḟλ(t) + λ

µ e−µt

1 − e−µt
fλ(t) = 0 , (59)

subject again to the initial conditions (17). To solve this equation, we again need to
first reduce to a known form using appropriate change of variables. Indeed, defining
y = e−µt, one finds that fλ(t) = G(y) satisfies the equation

y(1 − y)G′′(y) +
[
1 − r + λ

µ
−
(

2 − r + λ

µ

)
y

]
G′(y) + λ

µ
G(y) = 0 . (60)

This form is the familiar hypergeometric differential equation
y(1 − y)G′′(y) + [c− (a+ b+ 1) y] G′(y) − abG(y) = 0 , (61)

with the identification of the three parameters

a = 1
2

[
c+

√
c2 + 4λ

µ

]
, b = 1

2

[
c−

√
c2 + 4λ

µ

]
and c = 1 − r + λ

µ
. (62)

The general solution of Eq. (61) then can be expressed as a linear combination
G(y) = B1 F (a, b, c, y) +B2 y

1−c F (a− c+ 1, b− c+ 1, 2 − c, y) , (63)
where B1 and B2 are arbitrary constants and F (a, b, c, z) is the hypergeometric series

F (a, b, c, z) = 1+ab
c
z+a(a+ 1) b(b+ 1)

c(c+ 1)
z2

2! +a(a+ 1)(a+ 2) b(b+ 1)(b+ 2)
c(c+ 1)(c+ 2)

z3

3! +. . . .(64)

Therefore, the exact solution of Eq. (59), valid at all times t, is given by
fλ(t) = B1 F

(
a, b, c, e−µt

)
+B2 e

−(r+λ) t F
(
a− c+ 1, b− c+ 1, 2 − c, e−µt

)
, (65)

where the constants B1 and B2 are fixed from the initial conditions (17) and a, b, c are
given in Eq. (62). It can be verified [10] that the two constants B1 and B2 are given by

B1 = fλ(0) Γ(1 − c)
Γ(1 − a)Γ(1 − b) , and B2 = −fλ(0) Γ(c)

(1 − c) Γ(a)Γ(b) . (66)

In the long time limit t → ∞, using y = e−µt → 0 and the series expansion (64), one
finds that (keeping the leading and the next subleading terms)

fλ(t) ≈ fλ(0) Γ(1 − c)
Γ(1 − a)Γ(1 − b) + fλ(0) a bΓ(1 − c)

cΓ(1 − a)Γ(1 − b) e
−µt

− fλ(0) Γ(c)
(1 − c) Γ(a)Γ(b) e

−(λ+r) t . (67)

The above exact result indeed demonstrates that at long times fλ(t) approaches a
constant given by the first term in Eq. (67) whose value depends on the initial condition
fλ(0) and also on the parameters r and µ. Moreover, the leading asymptotic decay to
this constant is either e−(r+λ) t as given by the third term, or by e−µt (the second term)
depending on whether (r + λ) is smaller or larger than µ. This result is in perfect
agreement with the general result presented for case (II) in Eq. (41). Indeed, using
I(t) = 1 − e−µt, we see that ln

[
I(t)

I(∞)

]
≈ −e−µt at late times.
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5.4. The case ϕ(t) = δ(t) corresponding to standard resetting

We now consider the case of standard resetting where resetting always occurs to the
initial position x = 0. This case corresponds to the choice ϕ(τ) = δ(τ), or equivalently
I(t) = 1. Thus this example also belongs to class (II) for localized memory kernels in
the previous section. In fact, this is a special case of ϕ(t) = µ e−µt in the limit µ → ∞.
But it is instructive to study this case separately, as the first order integro-differential
equation (15) simplifies to

ḟλ(t) + (r + λ) fλ(t) = r fλ(0) , (68)

which can be explicitly solved to give, at all times,

fλ(t) = fλ(0)
[

r

r + λ
+ λ

r + λ
e−(r+λ) t

]
. (69)

Consequently, the exact solution for p(x, t) in Eq. (21) reads

p(x, t) =
∑
λn

fλn(0)
(r + λn)

[
r + λn e

−(r+λn) t
] [
e− 1

2D
U(x)ψλn(x)

]
, (70)

where we have absorbed the constants aλn in fλn(0) without any loss of generality. From
Eq. (70), it is clear that as t → ∞, all the modes contribute leading to a non-trivial
nonequilibrium stationary state

pst(x) = p(x, t → ∞) =
∑
λn

r fλn(0)
(r + λn)

[
e− 1

2D
U(x)ψλn(x)

]
, (71)

again in agreement with the general result derived in Eq. (42).
In fact, in this standard resetting case the probability density p(x, t) can also be

derived by an alternative renewal approach. In the appendix we show how the exact
solution in Eq. (70), obtained via the method of separation of variables, is consistent
with the renewal method.

6. Numerical Simulations

To verify some of the predictions of the previous sections, we have run Brownian
dynamics simulations in an external potential subject to the additional protocol of
resetting with memory (see, e.g., [18] for details). The random times τ in the past are
obtained by drawing random numbers z uniformly distributed in [0, 1]. From the identity
dz = K(τ, t)dτ and integrating, one obtains z = [I(τ)−I(0)]/I(t) or I(τ) = zI(t)+I(0).
Inverting this relation in the different examples studied above gives τ as a function of
z. For the power law case I(t) = btα,

τ = z1/αt, (72)

while for the exponential function I(t) = 1 − e−µt, we have

τ = − 1
µ

ln
[
1 − z(1 − e−µt)

]
. (73)
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Figure 2. Simulation results: asymptotic position density of a particle confined in a
box potential U(x) = 0 for 0 < x < L with reflecting boundary conditions at x = 0
and x = L. Results for different memory kernels indicated in the legend are presented.
The parameters are L = 1, D = 1, x0 = 0.25, the simulation time-step is ∆t = 10−6

and the final time is set to 100 or 400. The averages are performed over the last 10
time units of 103 independent trajectories. Depending on the behaviour of I(t) at large
time, p(x, t → ∞) tends toward the uniform Gibbs-Boltzmann distribution (crosses)
or a non-trivial steady state (circles). The solid lines represent the exact expression
(76).

The case I(t) = eγt2 is a bit peculiar since I(t = 0) > 0, meaning that ϕ(τ) has a singular
part at τ = 0 and can be decomposed into ϕ(τ) = I(0)δ(τ)+ϕreg(τ). Hence with a finite
probability I(0)/I(t) = e−γt2 the resetting event occurs exactly to the starting position
x0. With the complementary probability, resetting occurs to x(τ), where τ > 0 is now
chosen by inverting the relation I(τ) = zI(t), which gives

τ =
√
t2 + 1

γ
ln z, (74)

for z ∈ [e−γt2
, 1]. It can be noted that the probability to reset to x0 rapidly becomes

negligible as t grows and most of the resetting times approach the present time t.
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6.1. Steady state distributions

Box potential. Our first example is a box potential where U(x) = 0 for 0 ≤ x ≤ L

and U(x) = ∞ otherwise, corresponding to a particle trapped in an interval of length
L with reflective boundary conditions. As shown by Fig. 2, in the examples I(t) = btα

(with α = 2, 3) and I(t) = eγt2 , the density at late times is given by the uniform Gibbs-
Boltzmann distribution, which is the expected behaviour when I(t) grows unbounded
[classes (Ia) and (Ib) of Section 4, respectively]. On the other hand, for the example
I(t) = 1 − e−µt < 1 belonging to class (II), the density clearly reaches a non-trivial
steady state that depends on x0 and the parameters r and µ.

The steady state in the case I(t) = 1−e−µt can be obtained analytically by using the
results of Section 5.3. For the box potential, the n-th eigenmode (with n = 0, 1, 2, . . .)
is given by ψλn(x) = cos(knx), where kn = nπ/L ensures the no-flux condition at x = 0
and x = L, while the n-th eigenvalue is λn = D(nπ/L)2. Imposing the initial condition
to Eq. (21) gives

∞∑
n=0

fλn(0) cos(knx) = δ(x− x0), (75)

where we have absorbed the constants aλn into fλn(0). From the orthogonality of the
cosine functions, one gets f0(0) = 1/L and fλn>0(0) = 2 cos(knx0)/L. Inserting these
expressions into the solution (67) and taking t → ∞ yields fλn(∞). Substituting the
latter coefficients into Eq. (21) gives the stationary state,

p(x, t → ∞) = 1
L

+ 2
L

∞∑
n=1

Γ(1 − cn) cos(knx0)
Γ(1 − an)Γ(1 − bn) cos(knx), (76)

where an, bn and cn are given by the expressions in Eq. (62) with λ replaced by
λn = D(nπ/L)2. In the first term of the rhs of Eq. (76), we have used the fact that
Γ(1−c0)/[Γ(1−a0)Γ(1−b0)] = 1. The agreement between the exact stationary solution,
Eq. (76), and the Brownian dynamics simulations is very good in Fig. 2. In the figure,
the stationary probability distribution is peaked around the initial position x0 = 0.25.
We recall that ϕ(τ) = µ exp(−µτ) and in the limit µ → ∞ one recovers the standard
resetting case ϕ(τ) → δ(τ). Thus, in the large µ limit the stationary distribution has a
cusp at x0 [11]. However, for finite µ the cusp is replaced by a smooth peak as seen in
Fig. 2.

Harmonic potential. Our second example is the harmonic potential U(x) = 1
2kx

2,
with k a positive stiffness. For various memory kernels belonging to the cases (Ia) or
(Ib), we verify in Figure 3 that the density obtained numerically at late times (crosses)
follows the Boltzmann-Gibbs distribution

√
k

2πD
e− k

2D
x2 , which is indicated as a solid line.

With the kernel I(t) = 1 − e−µt of case (II), however, the density converges to a
non-trivial distribution, as in the box potential. For any confining potential, one can
use the orthogonality of the eigenfunctions ψλn(x) to generalize the stationary density
in Eq. (76) to

p(x, t → ∞) = e
1

2D
[U(x0)−U(x)]

∞∑
n=0

Γ(1 − cn)ψλn(x0)
Γ(1 − an)Γ(1 − bn)ψλn(x). (77)
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Figure 3. Same as Figure 2 in the case of a particle with D = 1 and initial
position x0 = −1, in a harmonic potential U(x) = 1

2 kx2 with k = 1. Depending
on the behaviour of I(t) at large time, p(x, t → ∞) tends toward the Gaussian Gibbs-
Boltzmann distribution (crosses) or a non-trivial steady state (circles). The solid lines
in the cases I(t) = 1 − e−µt represent the exact expression (77).

In the case of the harmonic potential, the quantum potential (13) is also harmonic but
shifted, i.e., VQ(x) = 1

2ω
2
0x

2 − 1
2ω0, with ω0 = k

2D
. The eigenvalues of Eq. (12) are thus

En = ω0(n+ 1
2) − 1

2ω0 = ω0n. Since En = λn

2D
, one obtains

λn = kn, with n = 0, 1, 2, . . . (78)

The corresponding normalized eigenfunctions are given by [23],

ψλn(x) = 1√
2nn!

(
ω0

π

)1/4
e− 1

2 ω0x2
Hn(√ω0x), (79)

where Hn(z) are the Hermite polynomials [22]. The expression in Eq. (77) is evaluated
numerically with Mathematica by combining Eqs. (62), (78) and (79), and summing up
to n = 80. It is displayed in Fig. 3 for different values of µ and an initial condition of
x0 = −1 in reduced units (solid line). Once again, the theory agrees very well with the
simulations.
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Figure 4. Relaxation of the second moment of the position toward its asymptotic
value (corresponding to the uniform distribution) for a particle confined by a box
potential, with memory kernels I(t) = btα (filled symbols) and I(t) = eγt2 (open
circles). Averages are preformed over 104 trajectories. Straight lines are guides to the
eye and have the slope −α/3 predicted from Eq. (30). Unless indicated, the parameters
are those of Figure 2. Inset: semi-log plot of the curve corresponding to I(t) = eγt2 ,
where the solid line is given by Eq. (58).

6.2. Relaxation toward the Gibbs-Boltzmann distribution

We now examine the relaxation dynamics toward the Boltzmann-Gibbs steady state,
which differ in the cases (Ia) and (Ib). For convenience, we have only considered the box
potential defined in Section 6.1. To avoid computing the full distribution p(x, t), we have
numerically obtained the second moment ⟨x2⟩(t), have assumed that ⟨x2⟩(t → ∞) =
L2/3 from the uniform distribution, and formed the quantity |⟨x2⟩(t) − ⟨x2⟩(t → ∞)|.
This quantity is expected to have the same temporal behaviour as p(x, t) − p(x, t → ∞)
at large time.

For the kernel I(t) = btα, the leading behaviour of p(x, t) − p(x, t → ∞) is given by
the inverse power law (30) or (50) where λ1 = D(π/L)2 for a box. In Figure 4, we have
set the resetting rate to r = 2λ1 and varied α. As expected, the simulated relaxation is
found to be algebraic and in very good agreement with the theoretical prediction t−α/3.

For the kernel of class (Ib) given by I(t) = eγt2 , the simulations of Fig. 4 display a
much faster relaxation (open circles and inset). The asymptotic exponential behaviour
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with the power law prefactor predicted in Eq. (58) is close to the simulation results at
large t.

7. Summary and Conclusion

In this work we have considered the preferential relocation model with a family of
memory kernels given by Eq. (3) in a general confining potential U(x). Using separation
of variables we have reduced the problem of obtaining the time-dependent probability
distribution into a time-dependent part and a space-dependent part. The space-
dependent part reduces to solving a Schrödinger equation with quantum potential (13)
to determine the eigenvalues λn ≥ 0 and corresponding eigenfunctions ψλn . The time-
dependent part of the problem reduces to solving the second order ordinary differential
equation (16) with initial conditions (17). We have developed an asymptotic theory for
the solutions of this equation which allows us to predict and categorise the late-time
asymptotic behaviours of the probability distribution.

The asymptotic theory identifies two generic cases: (I) a delocalized memory kernel,
when ϕ(τ) decays as, or more slowly than 1/τ , for which the probability distribution
relaxes to the Gibbs-Boltzmann distribution; (II) a localized memory kernel, when ϕ(τ)
decays more quickly than 1/τ , for which the probability distribution relaxes to a non-
Gibbs-Boltzmann distribution containing memory of the initial condition. The first case
(I) divides into two sub-cases: (Ia) in which the relaxation is slower than exponential,
such as a power law or stretched exponential and (Ib) in which the relaxation is
exponential but with decay constant that depends on the potential. It is interesting
to note that in the absence of a potential these two cases correspond to the behaviour
already established of (i) a Gaussian distribution with variance σ2(t) depending on the
delocalized memory kernel and (ii) a non Gaussian stationary state with memory of the
initial condition and dependence on the localized memory kernel. Thus, a rich variety of
relaxation behaviours are possible but the details of the relaxation depend on the details
of the memory kernel and confining potential. The predicted behaviours are verified in
a number of cases where the time-dependent part (16) can be solved exactly, and by
numerical simulations.

It would be of interest to extend these results to resetting in higher spatial
dimensions in the presence of a confining potential [24]. It would be also interesting
to consider other memory kernels, for instance of the form K(τ, t) ∝ ϕ(t− τ), that can
be used to model how living organisms forget about the past [13]. The effects of all
these memory kernels on the localization transitions of random walks on heterogeneous
lattices deserve further study as well [9].
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Appendix A. Relation between renewal approach and separation of
variables

For the case ϕ(τ) = δ(τ) we demonstrate that the separation of variables approach
discussed in Section 5.4 is equivalent the result of a renewal equation approach commonly
used n the literature. Let us first recall briefly the derivation of p(x, t) using the renewal
method [19]. Let p0(x, t) denote the probability density for a free diffusing particle
(without resetting) in an external potential U(x) to reach a point x at time t, starting
from the initial position x = 0. The subscript 0 in p0(x, t) denotes r = 0 (no resetting).
Now, let us switch on the resetting with rate r. This means that the intervals between
successive resettings are distributed exponentially with rate r [11], i.e., ρ(τ) = r e−r τ

where τ denotes the interval between two consecutive resettings. The successive resetting
intervals are statistically independent and hence the process renews itself everytime it
resets. It is convenient to write down a renewal equation in terms of the last resetting
interval before t [19]

p(x, t) = p0(x, t) e−r t + r
∫ t

0
dτl e

−rτl p0(x, τl) , (A.1)

where the first term corresponds to the case with no resetting and the second term
corresponds to one or more resettings. In the latter case, let τl denote the interval
between the last resetting and the current time t. If the particle has to reach x at time
t, it must propagate freely during this last interval. This explains the factor p0(x, τl)
inside the integral. The probability that the interval τl contains no resetting event is
simply e−rτl and the probability that there is a resetting event inside the small interval
[t− τl − dτl, t− τl] is simply r dτl. Multiplying these probabilities and integrating over
τl from 0 to t gives the second term. The convolution structure in the second term in
Eq. (A.1) suggests taking a Laplace transform with respect to t. We define

p̃(x, s) =
∫ ∞

0
p(x, t) e−s t dt . (A.2)

Taking a Laplace transform of Eq. (A.1) gives

p̃(x, s) = (r + s)
s

p̃0(x, r + s) . (A.3)

Now, we ask if the solution (70) obtained by the method of separation of variables
is consistent with the renewal solution (A.3). To check this, we first take the Laplace
transform of Eq. (70). This gives

p̃(x, s) =
∑
λn

fλn(0)
r + λn

[
r

s
+ λn

r + λn + s

] [
e− 1

2D
U(x)ψλn(x)

]
. (A.4)

Now we notice the identity
r

s
+ λn

r + λn + s
= (r + λn)(r + s)

s(r + λn + s) . (A.5)
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Substituting this result in Eq. (A.4) gives

p̃(x, s) = (r + s)
s

∑
λn

fλn(0)
r + λn + s

[
e− 1

2D
U(x)ψλn(x)

]
. (A.6)

Now, setting r = 0 in Eq. (A.6) gives

p̃0(x, s) =
∑
λn

fλn(0)
λn + s

[
e− 1

2D
U(x)ψλn(x)

]
. (A.7)

Comparing Eqs. (A.6) and (A.7) it follows that

p̃(x, s) = (r + s)
s

p̃0(x, r + s) , (A.8)

which then fully reproduces the renewal result in Eq. (A.3).
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