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While stochastic resetting (or total resetting) is less young and more established concept in stochastic pro-
cesses, partial stochastic resetting (PSR) is a relatively new field. PSR means that, at random moments in
time, a stochastic process gets multiplied by a factor between 0 and 1, thus approaching but not reaching the
resetting position. In this paper, we present new results on PSR highlighting the main similarities and discrep-
ancies with total resetting. Specifically, we consider both symmetric a-stable Lévy processes (Lévy flights)
and Brownian motion with PSR in arbitrary d dimensions. We derive explicit expressions for the propagator
and its stationary measure, and discuss in detail their asymptotic behavior. Interestingly, while approaching
to stationarity, a dynamical phase transition occurs for the Brownian motion, but not for Lévy flights. We
also analyze the behavior of the process around the resetting position and find significant differences between

PSR and total resetting.

PACS numbers: 05.40.-a, 02.50.-r, 05.10.Gg

Consider an insurance company. At a random
moment, a customer incurs an accident and gets
a refund from the insurance. From the company’s
point of view, refunding someone corresponds to
an instantaneous sudden loss of money. If we con-
sider that the company’s total wealth is aleatory,
we could mathematically model it as a stochastic
process with random jumps. In physical litera-
ture, we refer to these kinds of models as stochas-
tic processes with resets. There has been a great
interest in resetting processes in the last fifteen
years. In this paper, we will consider a pecu-
liar model of stochastic resetting named partial
resetting. With partial resetting, we mean that
the instantaneous jump in the stochastic process
is proportional to the current value of the pro-
cess. In the most studied total resetting mecha-
nism, instead, the stochastic process gets instan-
taneously set to a specific value indipendently of
any past value of the process. In this paper, we
want to study how this kind of mechanism af-
fects the behavior of generic Lévy flights in ar-
bitrary d dimensions. We obtained, both ana-
lytically and numerically, that total and partial
resetting, although being equivalent under many
aspects, show some completely different behav-
iors.

I. INTRODUCTION

In the search for a hidden target, it is sometimes bene-
ficial to restart from the beginning®. This simple fact has
inspired many researchers in the last decade. Although
this idea can be found in some earlier works2, we can
with no doubt trace the birth of stochastic resetting with
the seminal paper by Evans and Majumdar®. This sim-
ple yet powerful idea of restarting has been the sparkle
that started a long series of works, not only in the field
of stochastic processes. Many applications were found in
computer science®, physics®, finance?, and biology®. It
was found in®*?1Y that a random searcher moving with
resetting takes a significantly lower time to reach its tar-
get. After less than 15 years it is already difficult to men-
tion all the relevant papers in the field, and some topical
reviewst 14 are already available. Recently, a new vari-
ant of the stochastic resetting model, sometimes called
partial stochastic resetting®?Y, has been introduced in
the physics literature. Considering a generic stochastic
process X, partial stochastic resetting (PSR) consists of
multiplying, at random times T},, the current position of
Xr, for a certain factor ¢ € [0,1]. This kind of model is
not completely new: the additive-increase multiplicative-
decrease (AIMD) model is analogous. AIMD was used to
describe the transmission of data via internet using the
transmission control protocol (TCP)?¥2%, Nevertheless,
the limit of AIMD is that it is a piecewise determinis-
tic model, in the sense that the underlying process X,
i.e. the process between consecutive partial resets, is de-
terministic. New works on PSRY2Y instead, take into
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account the stochasticity of X;. The peculiarity of PSR
of having sudden instantaneous crashes makes it a suit-
able model for actuarial sciences<’.

The scope of our paper is twofold. After a brief review of
the known facts about PSR, we will first discuss new an-
alytical results on multidimensional isotropic Lévy flights
with PSR. Second, we will present all the features of PSR
making a comparison with total resetting. As analytical
derivations are heavily technical and accessible only to
an extremely specialized audience, we preferred report-
ing them in a companion paper?d. Here we focus on the
results and not on the technicalities of the derivation.

Il. THE MODEL

Let us consider a d-dimensional process X; =
(X}, X2,..., X1),in which X} are independent and iden-
tically distributed Lévy flights (LF) with stability index
a € (0,2], that is a-stable Lévy processes. The case
a = 2 refers to the Brownian motion. We denote with X,
and Y; the two processes respectively without and with
partial resetting. At random times (7T;);cn the stochastic
process Y; gets multiplied by a factor ¢ € [0, 1], and we
assume that inter-arrival times T; —T;_1 are independent
and exponentially distributed with the same rate (inverse
mean) r Vi € N. In other words, for each infinitesimal
time interval dt there is a probability rdt that a partial re-
setting event occurs, moreover, between two inter-arrival
times the two processes X; Y; coincide. Therefore, we can
summarize the evolution of Y; with the following equa-
tion

v, — X, if t < T7,

b CYT; +X—Xp,, forte[T,,Thi1), n €N
(1)
A graphical representation of the evolution of the Y; for

total and partial resetting is available in figure [1| for two
different one-dimensional Lévy flights.

FIG. 1. Comparison between total resetting (yellow line) and
partial resetting (black line). Red lines highlight resetting
events. In panel (a) we set @« = 2 (Brownian motion), while
in panel (b) we set « = 1 (Cauchy).

The propagator of the process X; with initial condition
X, = z¢ is denoted by po(z,t|zo,t0), where z, 1o € Re.
Due to homogeneity in space and time of X; we have
p0($7 t‘l‘o, to) = po(.%‘ — Xo, t— t()|0, 0) = po(l‘ — X, t— t()).

As it was shown in!® that Y; is also homogeneous in
time, therefore we can set ty = 0 everywhere without los-
ing generality. We recall that the propagator of a sym-
metric d-dimensional Lévy flight, in terms of its Fourier
transform, reads

o(kt) = [ dee™po(a,t) = explizon — Dalkl"]
Rd
2)

where a €]0,2] is called stability index, while D, is
a scale parameter sometimes called noise intensity??,
clearly k € RY. We are interested in the pdf p,(z,t|xq)
of the process Y;. An analytical, yet cumbersome, ex-
pression for p, in one dimension is already available in®.
Nevertheless, the authors ofl®, apart from stating the
analytical expression of p,, did not discuss any feature
of this propagator. Here, we would like first to general-
ize the expression of p,. to arbitrary d-dimensions, and
second to analyze some interesting features of this pdf
like moments, tails, approach to stationarity, and non-
equilibrium steady state. A complete proof of the re-
sults that we present here is available in the companion
paperd. We prefer to split the work into two papers
for multiple reasons. First, the complete analytical proof
of our results is extremely long and requires advanced
mathematical techniques which might be of interest to an
extremely specialized mathematical audience, only. Sec-
ond, we would like to present the main features of partial
resetting, highlighting the similarities and discrepancies
from total resetting. The paper is organized as follows. In
section [[TI] we recapitulate the mathematical description
of the model and all the known results already available
in the literature. In section [[V]we present an alternative
expression of the propagator obtained with the technique
of splines. In section [V] we discuss in full detail the sta-
tionary distribution, its moments and its scaling for large
|z| in full details. In section [VI| we discuss the relaxation
of the propagator to a stationary state and the emergence
of a dynamical phase transition for Brownian motion. In
section [VII] we analyze the behavior of the propagator
around |z| = 0. In all the sections the features of par-
tial resetting are compared to the ones of total resetting.
A complete summary of all the features discussed, com-
pared to the ones of total resetting, is available in Table

m

I1l. PRELIMINARIES
A. Useful notations

Let us first give a few notations that we are going to
use in the entire manuscript. We denote with

3
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9
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We will make extensive use of the g¢-Pochhammer symbols ~ where |k| is the euclidean norm of the vector k € R?,

which are defined as while f (k) denotes the Fourier transform of f, defined as
=R fo) = [ dae=fo) (®)
( aQ)Ofl (an)nE H(l,an)’ Re
J=0 (4 In the case of total resetting (¢ — 0%), the FPE reads
00 31
(:0)e0 = [[(1 - ad?), ec)
=0 Aipr(x,t) = Da A ?p (x,t) + 16(x) — rpe(2,1).  (9)

It can be proved, using eq. @, that for PSR the double
Fourier-Laplace transform of the propagator, defined as

. D k,s) = (z,t) dxdt, s>0,k R,
rq<x>z(1—q>1-w(((]i’,€2)°;, cg @ [ [ g Zm
reads

o0 n
:nz:: 1;[7“+3+D mi|k|e’ (11)

Equation is completely analogous to eq. (16) int®
for d = 1. The only term depending on the dimension d
Here, we recall some basics and known results on the is the norm of the vector |k|. As expected the propagator
PSR. Since in the whole manuscript we fix o = 0, we will is isotropic, as it only depends on |k|.
drop the dependence on x in the propagator and we will The stationary distribution p(*)(x) can be computed tak-
write simply p,(z,t). The pantograph“? Fokker-Planck ing the limit ¢ — oo in eq. @, thus it solves
equation (FPE) for this process in one dimension has
been found int®. The generalization to many dimensions Do AY2p() () + fpy)( ) rp(z) =0, (12)
is straightforward and reads ¢ ¢’

B. Known results

and its Fourier transform reads

r x
atpr(x,t):DQA“/2pT(x7t)+fpr =, t)—rp.(z,t). (6) R T
(k) = | | _— 1
C (C ) D ( ) :O’I“—’-Dam”k"a ( 3)

Here A®/2 is the fractional Laplacian, defined in terms  Equation is also a known result from*® (see eq. (27))
of its Fourier transform for the case d = 1.
An analytical inversion of the double transform in
X eq. has been perfomed in'® (see eq. (23)). The
F {(—A)O‘/Qf(x)] (k) = |k|*f(k), (7)  expression for d dimensions reads

J

_ Tt ! _ M Y T mk / /
prlent) = nE:o z:: m=tm=t (m;m)n—k/o <(1 Ono) (n—1)! + Onod(t t))p0(7 vydr,  (14)

(

where § is the Dirac delta function (we used the same  Formula is rather cumbersome and difficult to han-
symbol for both discrete and continuous cases). The dle. Tt is possible, in principle, to express the integral
propagator for total resetting has, instead, a much sim- appearing in (]_1_4D in terms of hypergeometric functions
pler expression“t (see eq. (36) in'®). Nevertheless, for an efficient numer-
ical implementation, it is useful to use a different series
representation, which we will discuss in the next section.
With such an efficient implementation, it will be possible

t . . . . . .
ol 1) = e "po(a, £) + 7“/ e_”/po (o, £)dt'.  (15) to analyze the tails of the distribution with high accuracy
0



and to verify the existence of a dynamical phase transi-
tion.

We conclude this section by mentioning the stationary
distribution, also found in"® for one-dimensional pro-
cesses (see eq. (32)). It can be written in terms of Fox
functions2 and reads

> 1
(s) -
Dy (‘T) CO‘ CO‘ Z C a. o a Oél,’E| X

© n=0
1 1/a|x\ ,1/a),(1,1/2
x {(D) 0 ad (1172 |+ (9
e

)

authors computed neither the moments nor the
asymptotics. We will also expose our results for these
two important features.

We do not report here the explicit formulae for total re-
setting, but they can be easily derived by taking the limit
c— 0% or m — 0T (see references®#1533),

IV. ALTERNATIVE REPRESENTATION OF THE
PROPAGATOR

It is well known that the propagator p,.(x,t) also solves
the last renewal equation’®

pr(y, tlr) = e "po(y, tlz)+

oo L

The meaning of the rhs of is rather simple: either,
with probability e, the random walk does not incur in
any partial reset up to time ¢, and thus freely propagates
from x to y with py(y,t|z), or, with probability re~"*, a
partial resetting event occurs at some time 0 < s < t.
This second possibility means that in the time interval
[0, s[ the random walk propagates unperturbed from z
to some z € R? with propagator po(z,t|z), then in the
time interval [s, t] the partial stochastic resetting process
propagates from cz to y with p,(y,t — s|cz). Of course
this term has to be integrated over all possible values
of s and z. The formula for total resetting can be
retrieved by sending ¢ — 0" (see?).

As shown in the companion paper®® (see section 3), a
possible way to find the solution to the renewal equation

(z,8]2)pr(y,t — s|lcz) dzds.  (17)

is to define recursively the sequence (P, : n € N) of

splines via
1
Pi(u) = m]l[m,l] (w), (18)
1
n n PT (’U)
Poy1(u) = max(u —m"™*;0) /u (U_mlm dv,
(19)

where 1, 1j(u) is the indicator function of the interval
[m, 1], i.e. it is 1 if u € [m, 1] and 0 otherwise. Note that

each P, is supported on [m", 1]. In“®
the solutions reads

it was proved that

pr(z,t) = -/000 polz,u) pe(du), x € RY, (20)

where p; is a measure defined as

pi(du) = e "5 (t)du + e "t Z ritl P (u/t)% (21)
j=1

Notice that this solution is valid only for ¢ > 0. In the
case ¢ = 0 (total resetting) the integral in eq. does
not converge. As stated before, we do not report here the
proof, but we mention that it makes use of the scaling
properties of Lévy flights®#. This alternative representa-
tion of the propagator has several advantages. The first
is that it is possible to analyze the tails of the distribu-
tion, and thus to identify, in the case of Brownian motion
with PSR, a dynamical phase transition. Second, in this
way it is possible to avoid using special functions that are
generally not numerically stable. A comparison between
a simple Monte Carlo simulation and the aforementioned
spline solution is available in Fig.

In the next section we proceed with a discussion on the
stationary distribution and its scaling for large |x|.

P, 1)
P, 1)

FIG. 2. Comparison in log scale between Monte Carlo
sampling of positions (dots) with spline solution given in
eqs. , for two different values of a. In panel (a) we
have o = 2, in (b) @ = 1. Both simulations were made with
parameters d =1, D =1/2, ¢t =5,r=1/2, ¢=0.5.

V. STATIONARY DISTRIBUTION

As to the stationary distribution, one can prove, us-
ing the same Spline method (see®® for details), that the
stationary PDF p ) for a d-dimensional process reads

myk(E=1)

(8) (1 —X
e

X *mfk“rd/apo(rl/o‘x,u) du, (22)

0



where 2 € R%. In the case of Brownian motion (o = 2)
the integral can be computed explicitly,

r/D)4/2 & myk(E—1)
T e S

Pr = x

@) (mim) o 2

x (mé \/Z|I|)1_d/2 Kajor (%) . (23)

where Kg/5_1 is the modified Bessel function of the sec-
ond type, and we simply set Dy = D. For d = 1 in the
case of Brownian motion we have

2

P (z) = 1 Vr/D (,Dki(;m’%mlﬂ
" 2 (m;m)eo (m;m)y

k=0
(o)
which is in agreement with equation (37) of*®, see also™®.

A. Asymptotic tail of the propagator and the stationary
measure

Recall that the Lévy measure of an isotropic d-
dimensional Lévy flight with index a € (0,2) equals
(see??)

2°T((d+ «)/2) |  _i—w
o) = T e (@)

In“® it was proved that in the case of the Lévy flight with
index 0 < a < 2 we have

lim p,«(m,t) _ 1 (26)
lz|—400 V() r(l —m)
t—+oo
and therefore
1
() o — 9
pY (x) =) v(x) as |z| = +oo. (27)

where we write f(z) ~ g(z) if lim; 4o f(2)/g(x) = 1.
The asymptotics is a consequence of one big jump

principle: the large values of |z| are possible only when

we have one big jump with regularly varying density

that should happens till time ¢.

On the other side, if X; is a Brownian motion in R?, then

from it follows that

1 (r/D)ED/A

(2m) T |z| T e Vr/Plel

P (x)

2 (m;m)os
as |z| = +oo. (28)

We can observe that from egs. it is possible to
obtain the scaling for total resetting by sending m — 0.
In both cases, partial and total resetting exhibit the same
scaling for large |x|.

B. Moments of stationary distribution

With a simple calculation, as usual available in%%, it
can be proved that the fractional moments of the sta-
tionary distribution for all —1 < v < «

/ |2 "p) (@) dx = (|Yao|") =
Rd

_ Ty/a+1)

Lo (y/a+1)

Equation is one of the new results of this paper.

Additionally, if d = 1 and X; is a symmetric a-stable
process with a € (0,2), then for —1 < v < %,

(1 —m) e/ (Xa]7). (29)

2T - 2)
VAT(-3)

Similarly, if d = 1 and X, is a Brownian motion By, then
for v > —1 one can see that

(1Xa]") =

(30)

2T (57)
N

In particular, for £ € N and one-dimensional Brownian
motion,

(1B:]") = (31)

2h—1y _ [ 2k—1,(5) (1) dpr —
(¥2-1) / PO @) de=0,  (32)
and
2y _ [ 120 5) () g — =k PR
<Yoo>—/R P () d e (39)

Hence in this case the variance of the stationary distri-
bution Y, equals

2

<Y020> = m

(34)

The same result for total resetting could be obtained by
taking the limit m — 0. The results are summarized in
Table [l

VI. NON-EQUILIBRIUM STATIONARY STATE

Partial resetting, similarly to total resetting, is char-
acterized by the existence of a non-equilibrium steady
state (NESS). Indeed, when a resetting event occurs the
random walker is instantaneously transfered from some
position x to cx. The way in which resetting is defined
is such that the reversed jump, i.e. from cx to z, is not
possible. This peculiarity is responsible for the presence
of the so called dynamical phase transitionsY. The con-
cept is very well explained in37 for the case of Brownian

motion in d = 1 with total resetting. The idea is that



when ¢ tends to 400 the propagator of the process can
be written in the scaling form

pr(x,t) ~ e~ t(=/t) (35)

where the function I is generally called large deviation
function (LDF). If the LDF shows a discontinuity in one

J

p (1+0( )

r(Z,t) = «
D ( ) 7rt(4ﬂ.Dt) Dt |:1+

where y = @ is constant, y* = 2v/Dr, € R? and the

function 9¥(z) is defined as
Hz) =) ———27,
=0 (m;m)jsa

This suggests that the LDF in eq. can be written as

/r *
\/B\ZA for [y| <y
(38)

y?
r+ 1D
which is precisely the same LDF obtained in®” for the
total resetting. Interestingly, the dynamical phase tran-
sition is not affected either by the dimension or by the
value ¢ € [0,1[. From this point of view, partial and
total resetting are identical. A graphical representation
of this result is presented in Figs.and [ The result
20

|z] < 1. (37)

for |y > y*,

is proved in?® by making use of (20) and of the Stein
method®®. The physical meaning of this transition is the
following: first of all, the propagator p,(z,t) can be in-
terpreted as (0 (X; — x)), i.e. we could think of starting
N independent random walks and computing the his-
togram of positions at time ¢. Second, since in the outer
region |x| > v/4Drt the far asymptotics of the propa-
gator is Gaussian, mainly trajectories that never experi-
enced resetting will be the ones contributing to the den-
sity p,(w,t) of this region. Therefore, following®’, we can
argue that in the thermodynamical limit N — oo the
phase transition corresponds to a separation between the
trajectories that reset many times with respect to the
ones that never reset.

The dynamical phase transition is, instead, absent in
the case of o # 2. This is evident in Figure f] An
intuitive explanation for this behavior is the following.
In Ref® it was shown that the propagator of a LF for
any t > 0 and large z scales as

po(w,t) ~ t|z| 4 (39)

Therefore, substituting the previous equation into
we have that

pr(@,t) ~ A(t)z| =7 (40)

of its derivatives we are in the presence of a dynamical
phase transition (we will come back later on the physical
meaning of this kind of transition). In the literature on
stochastic processes, the LDF is generally obtained either
from the theory of large deviations or from saddle-point
methods3”. In our companion paper?® we were able to
prove that for a = 2 we have

for y < y*
o (BE)+o (28] fory >y,

n 10
. — p"(z) rs
10 @t 100 o
4 “+t-150
10 107t

FIG. 3. Brownian motion with PSR in d = 1. In panel (a)
pr(x,t) is shown for two different values of time. The solid
green curve represents the stationary distribution p®, see
(22). The two vertical dashed lines separate the inner region,
in which stationarity has been achieved, from the transient
region. In particular, the two red ones refer to ¢t = 10, while
the blue ones refer to ¢t = 15. In panel (b) we again show
the propagator pr(x,t), but with respect to the rescaled co-
ordinate x/t. At variance with panel (a), in which we plotted
the stationary distribution, here we represented the scaling
e 1@/ Close to & = 0, the higher order exponentials in
eq. (24) are non-negligible,and this explains the poor agree-
ment for small |z|. Both figures were obtained with D = 0.5,
c=0.5,r=0.5.

where A(t) is some function of time such that
lim;_, oo A(t) = const. Moreover, the stationary distribu-
tion exhibits the same decay (compare eq. ) There-
fore, in the process of relaxation, the asymptotics of the
propagator does not change, and a dynamical phase tran-
sition is absent for any d. The same argument applies in
the case of LF with total resetting. Previous works, in-
deed, did not observe such a dynamical phase transition
in d = 19340,

Vil. BOUNDEDNESS OF THE PROPAGATOR

As we have seen so far, there are no major differ-
ences between partial and total resetting. Scalings, tails,
dynamical phase transitions are precisely the same for
the two processes. Yet there is a feature, that we dis-
cuss in this section, that distinguishes between the two



FIG. 4. Large deviation function vs rescaled variable y =
x/rt. All symbols represent the probability distribution for
different values of time, the solid curve represents the large
deviation function . The dashed line highlights the phase
transition.

Pl t)

FIG. 5. Propagator of Lévy flight with PSR in the case
a = 1 (Cauchy). The symbols represent different values of
time, while the solid line represents the stationary distribu-
tion given by eq. . In panel (b) a zoom of the far asymp-
totics of the distribution is shown. The parameters of the
simulations are D = 0.5, » = 0.5, ¢ = 0.5.

stochastic processes. It has been observed in®! that the
propagator of a Brownian motion with total resetting
in d > 2 dimensions is unbounded around |z| = 0, i.e.
lim| ;|0 pr(,t) = +00. The reason for this fact is rather
easy: the propagator of a LF has the scaling property

polz,t) =t~ po(x/t=1/ 1) (41)

which, in the case of total resetting, after substituting it
into eq. and taking the limit |z| — 0 gives

lim p.(z,t) = lim [e"""po(z,t)+

|z|—0 |z|—0
¢
+7“/ e " Yo (z/u Y ) du|, (42)
0

where the integral at the rhs diverges for |x| — 0 when-
ever d > «. On the other hand, for PSR after substitut-

J

ing the same scaling into eq. we get

lim p, (z,¢) = lim [ | et D)

|z|—0 |z|—0 0

= po(0,1) /OOO w” Yy (u)du (43)

where the integral in the last step does not diverge since
all splines are identically equal to 0 close to u = 0 (see
eqs. ) In Fig. @We plotted the propagator for several
values of d and «.

—-d=1

0.20 Tod=3

015

(1)
(1)

0.05

FIG. 6. Figure showing boundedness of the propagator. The
parameters of the simulations are D = 0.5, r = 0.5, ¢ = 0.5,
t =5, a =2 (panel (a)), « =1 (panel (a)).

VIIl. CONCLUSIONS

We have studied the behavior of partial stochastic re-
setting for symmetric Lévy flights in arbitrary space di-
mension and compare it with total resetting. Interest-
ingly, the two processes both show the existence of a
stationary distribution with the same asymptotics, the
same approach to stationarity and the same phase tran-
sition in the case of Brownian motion. The only feature
distinguishing the two processes is the behavior around
|x] = 0. We have summarized all these features in Table

We hope our paper will open many perspectives around
PSR. Future directions of research could be the study of
the first-passage time distribution for Lévy flights*' with
PSR, or the extension of our theory to asymmetric Lévy
flights?? and to non-stable Lévy processes®. Another in-
teresting direction of the research could be studying the
universal singularities of the models with resetting®344.
We believe that our work can serve as a model for prac-
tical applications, e.g. in finance or in actuarial sciences.




TABLE L.

Comparison of a-stable processes, a €]0,2],c € [0, 1]

Process a-stable with PSR (¢ # 0) a-stable with total resetting (¢ = 0)
FPE: Op,(z,t) = Do A*?p.(z,t) + Zpy (Z,t) — rpr(z,t) DoAY ?p,(2,t) 4+ ré(x) — rpr(z,t)
2 o 0o n n 1 r+s 1
pr(k,s) = Ym0 T o mragmemeess T At
pr(z,t) = See eq. ((14) lim.—o in eq.
Spline p,(x,t See eqs. Not available
0 £ prlat)~ | AW Af)la] -
where A(t) — const when ¢ — oo
a=2: pr(z,t) ~ ot (z/t) o—t(@/t)

with 1(y) = { VoY vl <v”
r+25 iflyl >y

s T a+1 a . —v/a —v/
(Jz]"pt () = oy (L= m)Y/er =/ (XT) T(y/a+ 1)r=7/*(X7)
Q‘YF(H'—”)F(PZY-)
with (X7) = 2 a
1 ﬁr(1—%>

Boundedness pr(z,t) bounded around z =0 pr(z,t) not bounded around =z = 0
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