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Classification of diffusion processes in dimension d via the Carleman approach
with applications to models involving additive, multiplicative or square-root noises
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The Carleman approach is well-known in the field of deterministic classical dynamics as a method
to replace a finite number d of non-linear differential equations by an infinite-dimensional lin-
ear system. Here this approach is applied to a system of d stochastic differential equations for
[x1(t), .., za(t)] when the forces and the diffusion-matrix elements are polynomials, in order to write
the linear system governing the dynamics of the averaged values E(z}! (¢)z5?%(t)...z};? (¢)) labelled by
the d integers (n1,..,nq). The natural decomposition of the Carleman matrix into blocks associated
to the global degree n = ni + na2 + .. + ng is useful to identify the models that have the simplest
spectral decompositions in the bi-orthogonal basis of right and left eigenvectors. This analysis is
then applied to models with a single noise per coordinate, that can be either additive or multiplica-
tive or square-root, or with two types of noises per coordinate, with many examples in dimensions
d=1,2. Ind = 1, the Carleman matrix governing the dynamics of the moments E(x"(¢)) is diagonal
for the Geometric Brownian motion, while it is lower-triangular for the family of Pearson diffusions
containing the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck and the Square-Root processes, as well as the Kesten, the Fisher-
Snedecor and the Student processes that converge towards steady states with power-law-tails. In
dimension d = 2, the Carleman matrix governing the dynamics of the correlations E(z]? (¢)z52(t))
has a natural decomposition into blocks associated to the global degree n = nj 4+ n2, and we discuss
the simplest models where the Carleman matrix is either block-diagonal or block-lower-triangular
or block-upper-triangular.

I. INTRODUCTION

The Carleman Embedding (see the book [1] and references therein) has been introduced in 1932 by Carleman [2] as
a method to replace a finite number d of non-linear differential equations by an infinite-dimensional linear system. At
the conceptual level, this approach is related to the framework introduced at the same period by Koopman and von
Neumann[3-5], where classical mechanics in dimension d is reformulated as a linear dynamics in an infinite Hilbert
space, in order to take advantage of the technical tools developed in the field of quantum mechanics. Note that these
linear representations of non-linear classical models have attracted a lot of interest recently in relation with the field
of quantum computing (see [6-8] and references therein). Since its introduction, the Carleman method has been
applied to many classical deterministic models (see the book [1] and references therein), in particular to deterministic
Lotka-Volterra models [9, 10] and to the 3D chaotic Lorenz model [11, 12].

In their pioneering work [13] in 1982, Graham and Schenzle have extended the Carleman method to study some
one-dimensional diffusions with multiplicative noise, but to the best of our knowledge, the Carleman approach has
not spread afterwards in the field of stochastic processes. The goal of the present paper is thus to give a self-contained
pedestrian presentation of the Carleman perspective for diffusion processes in dimension d, before focusing on specific
examples involving either a single noise per coordinate, that can be either additive or multiplicative or square-root,
or with two different types of these noises per coordinate. Indeed these types of noises are the most relevant from
the physical point of view. For instance in population models involving positive variables (see [14-16] and references
therein), the most studied noises are the square-root noise (where it is sometimes called demographic noise) and the
multiplicative noise (where it is sometimes called seascape noise), while in the 3D Lorenz model, the most considered
noises are the additive noise and the multiplicative noise [17-19].

The paper is organized as follows. In section II, we introduce the notations that will be useful in the whole paper
to analyze diffusion processes Z(t) € R? in dimension d, and we mention the link with deterministic processes when
the noises vanish. In section III, we describe how the Carleman approach can be applied to diffusion processes in
dimension d when the Ito forces and the diffusion matrix elements are polynomials, focusing on the case of polynomials
of degree two to be more concrete. In section IV, we describe the simplifications of the Carleman matrix for models
that involve a single noise per coordinate, that can be either additive or multiplicative or square-root, or that involve
two different types of noises per coordinate, in order to give in section V the list of these models that have the
simplest properties from the Carleman point of view. The application to the dimension d = 1 is described in section
VI, while the application to the dimension d = 2 is described in the three sections VII VIII and IX. Our conclusions
are summarized in section X, while appendices contain more technical computations.
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II. DIFFUSION PROCESSES #(t) € R? IN DIMENSION ¢ WITH THEIR OBSERVABLES O[#(1)]

In this section, we introduce the notations that will be useful in the whole paper to analyze diffusion processes
F(t) = [z1(t), 72(t), ..., za(t)] € R? in dimension d, and we mention the link with deterministic processes when the
noises vanish.

A. Notations for diffusion processes in dimension d
1. Ito Stochastic Differential Equations involving forces F;(Z) and amplitudes Gjo(Z) in front of the noises dBq(t)

The stochastic trajectories Z(t) are generated by the Ito Stochastic differential equations for the d components x;(t)
with i =1,..,d

Amazx

dzj(t) = x;(t + dt) — x;(t) = ))dt + Z Ga(Z(t))dBa(t) [Tto] (1)

that involve @4, independent Brownian increments dB, (t) = By (t + dt) — B, (t) satisfying

E[dBa(t)] =0
E[dBa(t)dBs(t)] = dtdas 2)

and that are independent of the trajectory Z(0 < 7 < t) up to time ¢. As a consequence, the averaged value of the
increment dz;(t) of Eq. 1 reduces to the contribution of the Ito force F}(.)

Eldz; ()] = E[F;(Z(t))]dt 3)

while the averaged value of the connected correlations of the increments

Qmaa Bmawx
El(da;(t) — Fy(#(1))dt)(dai(t) — Fi(F(t))dt)]  =E | > Ga(@(#)dBal(t) Y Gig(@(t))dBs(1)
a=1 p=1

2. Ito formula for the dynamics of an arbitrary observable O(Z(t))

The Ito SDE for the observable O(Z(t)) can be obtained from the Ito SDE of Eq. 1 for the components z;(t) and
from the Taylor expansion of O(Z + €) up to second order in €

d d
) €€0;0,0(F) + (6)

j=11i=1

d
O@F+8 =0+ €0,0(F)+

l\D\»—l



Using the properties of Eq. 2 for the noises in order to keep all the relevant terms up to order dt, one obtains that
the SDE for the observable O(Z(t)) reads

d
dz;(t)dx;(t)0;0,0(Z(t)) +
1

=1 i=

d d
dO(Z(t)) = O(&(t) + dZ(t)) — O(&(1)) = Y _ du;(£)0;0(Z(1)) + %Z
: =

d Amaz
=2 |EE@)dt + Z Gja(¥(t))dBa(t) | 0;0(Z(t))
d Qmazx Xmax
+;§; Fj(Z(t))dt + ; G (Z(t))dBa(t) { ))dt + Z Gis(Z(t))dBs(t) | 9;0,0(Z(t)) +
= FlOl(z t))dt+a§$ GION(Z(t))dBq(t) (7)

where the coefficient GI”" (Z(t)) in front of the noise dB,(t) reads

d
GONE) =) Gia(1)0,0(F) (8)

Jj=1

while the Tto force FICI(#(t)) in factor of dt involves the Tto forces Fj(#) and the diffusion matrix D;; (%) of Eq. 5

d d d o
- . - 1~ . »
FOl@) = 3" F@0,0@) + > ) ( Y GG )) 0,0,0(7)
j=1 j=11i=1 a=1
d d
=Y B@0,0@) + 33 Di(#9,00) = LO() 9)
j=1 j=1i=1
where £ represents the second-order differential generator
d 9 d d 52
£ = Z Fj(m)ﬁix] * Z Z Diil@) Oz ;0x;
j=1 j=11i=1
d 9 d 52 d—1 d 52
:ZFj(x)aixj"‘ZDm( )3 2"‘22 Z Dﬂxax s (10)
J=1 j=1 Jj=1li=j5+1

that governs the dynamics of the averaged values E[O(Z(t))] of observables

OE[O(&(t))] = EF19N(&(1))] = E[(LO)(&(1))] (11)

3. Corresponding Stratonovich interpretation : same amplitudes Gjq(Z) but modified forces f;(&)

The Ito SDE of Eq. 1 can be translated into

AXmax

dz;(t) = f;(Z(t))dt + Z Gja(Z(t))dBa(t) in the Stratonovich interpretation (12)
a=1

that involves the same amplitudes G, (%) in front of the noises dB,(t), while the Stratonovich forces f;(Z) can be
computed in terms of the Ito force Fj (a‘:’) and in terms of the amplitudes Gj, via

d Qmaz

L@ =E@ -3 Gu@? @ (13)

=1 a=1

so that they are different from the Ito forces F};(Z) when the coefficients G ;o (Z) explicitly depend on the position Z.



Using this correspondance of Eq. 13 and the diffusion matrix of Eq. 5, the differential generator £ of Eq. 10 reads
in terms of the Stratonovich force f(Z)

_ i O+ i >3 (Gant@15) (Gt ) (14)

In the present paper, we will use both perspectives : the Ito perspective with the Ito force F (Z) will be more
convenient when one wishes to write the differential generator £ with all the derivatives on the right as in Eq. 10,
while the Stratonovich perspective with the Stratonovich force f(Z) will be more convenient when one wishes to make
changes of variables in the SDE, since one can use the standard rules of calculus (instead of the specific Ito rules of
calculus if one uses the Ito forces).

4. Link with the Fokker-Planck dynamics for the probability density p:(%)

The probability density p(Z) to be at configuration z at time ¢
pi(¥) = E[0(Z(t) — T)] (15)
can be used to rewrite the averaged value E[O(Z(t))] of the observable as
() = [ 5 (@)0() (16)
As a consequence, the dynamics of Eq. 11 that involves the differential generator £ of Eq. 10 can be translated into
[ di50@0i@ = [ diipz) Lo@) = [ a'z0@) (£1p(a) (17)

where the last expression obtained via integrations by parts involves the adjoint operator

d 2

Jj=11i=1

so that the Fokker-Planck dynamics obtained from Eq. 17 reads

Qipe(B) = LTpy(T)

d d

9 » > N
=Y (F@n@) + Y 5 (Pu@n@ ) (19)
J j=11:i=1 J
B. Deterministic processes #(t) € R in the limit of vanishing noises G, (%) = 0 and D;;(%) = 0

In the limit of vanishing noises-amplitudes G, (%) = 0 leading to the vanishing of the diffusion matrix Dj;(Z) = 0
of Eq. 5, the Ito SDE of Eq. 1 and the Stratonovich SDE of Eq. 12 become the deterministic equations

dxj(t) - e o =
25— (@) = (@) (20)

so that the only randomness comes from the probability distribution p;—¢(Z) of the initial conditions Z(¢ = 0). The
dynamics of Eq. 11 for the averaged values of observables becomes the Koopman dynamics

HEIOF(1))] = E[(LacrerO)(F(1))] (21)

where the Koopman differential generator Lgete only contains the first-order differential contributions of Eq. 10 and
Eq. 14

Edeter Z F f Z fj (22)



Similarly, the Fokker-Planck dynamics of Eq. 19 for the probability density p;(Z) becomes the Perron-Froebenius
dynamics

d
o 0
Orpi(T) = 'Cjieterpt Z 67 pi(T)] (23)

where the Perron-Froebenius generator Ldeter is the adjoint of the Koopman generator Lgeser -
In the present paper, the goal is to focus on diffusion processes, but deterministic processes can always be recovered
in the limit of vanishing noises as explained above.

III. CARLEMAN DYNAMICS FOR THE MOMENTS E(z! (t)z3?(t)...z}%(t)) WITH n; € N

As recalled in the Introduction, the Carleman approach that is well-known in the field of deterministic dynamics (see
also Appendix A for the simplest example) has been applied to some one-dimensional processes with multiplicative
noise in the pioneering work [13]. In the present section, we describe how the Carleman approach can be applied to
diffusion processes in dimension d when the Ito forces and the diffusion-matrix elements are polynomials.

A. Parametrization of the polynomial forces F;(Z) and of the polynomial diffusion-matrix elements D;; (%)

The Carleman approach can be applied whenever one can write Taylor expansions for the Ito forces F;(Z) and for
the diffusion matrix elements D;;(Z). Here to be more concrete and to simplify the notations, we will focus only on
the cases where the Ito forces F;(Z) and the diffusion matrix elements D;;(Z) are polynomials of degree two in the d
coordinates (x1,..,24) with the following bra-ket notations :

(i) the Taylor coefficients of the Ito forces

d
F(@) = GF) + > GFM i), + Z Z (GIEP iy o)y, a4,
=1 i1=11i2=1
d
= (IFOY + > " GIFM i) e, + Z (GIFBi,i)af + 2 Z Z RPNy, ig)i, i, (24)
=1 11=1i2=01+1

are gathered into the ket [F[?) and into the matrices FI!I and FI?I with the following matrix elements
GIFY) = F(7 = 0)

Fi(Z
Gty = |22

al‘i i;‘:(_j
. o 1 [ 9%Fj(& . o
GFPi ) =g | < E ) (25)
11 12 1 =0

(ii) the Taylor coefficients of the diffusion-matrix elements

d
Dj,jp(#) = (j1j2/ DY Z (12 DM i)a; + Z Z (G172 DPin, o)y, s,

'Ll 122 1
d -1 d
= (j142[DO) + (1o DM]i)a; + Z (G1g2DPi i)a? +2) > (i PPy, do)as, @i, (26)
i=1 i=1 t1=11i2=11+1

are gathered into the ket [DI%)), and into the matrices DI* and D[?! with the following matrix elements
(7172DY) = Dy, 4, (7 =0)

DMy = | 2 i)

Gty = |PaD]
1 82DJ1’J2(5)
2

s D[Q]‘ . 9
9 0zs, |- (4172] lig,41) (27)

(j172| DB iy, iz)



Note that if one in interested in models where the forces and the diffusion-matrix elements are polynomials of higher
orders, one just needs to include the appropriate higher matrices like FI3I, FI4l.. and DBl DM . ete.

B. Decomposition of the generator £ = £ + £ 4 £ 4 £0] with respect to the global scaling dimension

Plugging the expressions of Eqs 24 and 26 into the differential generator £ of Eq. 10

d
L = Z l<]|F[O] +Z GIFEM |2 + Z Z GIFRiy, i5) x“a?m] 5;

jfl =1 i1=1142=1
d d 52
(2]
+ Z Z l]1]2|D Z<JIJZ|D iz + Z Z {7172|D @1,12>x11x12] da;, 0z,
]1 132 1 =1 ’Ll 17,2 1
_ =2 4 g1y plol |l (28)

leads to a natural decomposition into four contributions £F=-2-101 where k = —2, —1,0, 1 represents the global

scaling dimension, i.e. the difference between the number of powers of x. and the number of derivatives a%

d 2
Z (j172/D1) 0

1 ;. 8x.71 (9,76]2

ll
M&

L=

<.

1

2

(IR +§d:§d:§d:j]|])[]| R
e aleasz

]1:1 j2:1 i=1

d d d d 52
[1 DR N e
(JIF + DD 1D is)a, @, 9,01,

1 J1=1j2=141=1142=1

xt

L

Il
M&

<.
I
—

<
Il
—

I
M-
MQ

1

d
0
1 Z: ]|F |11,12 ;U“a%%j (29)

1l
i M&
H M&

Note that if one in interested in models where the forces and the diffusion matrix are polynomlals of higher orders,
parametrized by higher-order matrices (FW , Dm) one needs to add the term containing DBl in £ and to write the
higher contributions £*! of global dimension k > 2 containing the terms associated to the matrices FIF+1] and DF+2],

C. Linear system governing the dynamics of the moments mq(n1,..,nqs) = E(z7! (¢)z3%(t)...z};* (t)) labelled by
the d integers (ni,nz,..,nq4) € N%

In the Carleman approach, one focuses on the basis of observables corresponding to the monomials
Ony,ong(T) = 270 5% 1 H a;’ (30)

labelled by the d integers (ni,ns,..,nq) € N¢ and on their averaged values
me(ni,...,nq) = E(On, .. n, (Z(t))) = E(a7 (8) 252 (t)...2)" (1)) (31)

corresponding to the moments and correlations of arbitrary order of the d components x;(t), while the case where all
the integers vanish n; = 0 correspond to the trivial value unity

m(0,0,..,0,0) =E(1) =1 (32)
The action of the differential generator £ of Eq. 10 on the monomial of Eq. 30

d d d d
— — n;—1 n —» n;—2 n
LOn,,. . n,(T) = ZFj(l’)"ﬂjJ [T+ Di@mni(n; — Dai? = [ [ =

1# j=1 1#

+2Z Z DJ1J2 n]l ]117 Nj, J2 H 37 (33)

J1=1j2=51+1 1#71,72



can be rewritten using the expressions of Eqs 24 and 26 for the forces and for the diffusion matrix elements

d d -1 d d
LOn,.ing (&) =Y |:<j|F[O]> + > GIFM)a; +Z GIFPG e +2 5 > (IFP |11712>ﬂ%190z2:| njx;’ o !

=1 i=1 i1=11i3=%1+1 £33

J
d d d
+30 ¢ [MD +3 (jipt sz+z (73 IDB i, i)2? +2Z Z nD[ZHil,z’zﬁcilxiQ] ny(n; = V)’ T
j=1 i=1 i1=lig=11+1 I#j
-1 d d—1 d
Z Z |:<j1]2|D >+Z<]1]2\D[ ]| Yo, +Z jljg\D[Q]\z z)a: + 2 Z Z ]1]2\D[ ]|z1,12)lex12:| n]1x3117 nj,_,xu H :1:
j1=1j2=j1+1 i=1 i=1 i1=lig=11+1 1#71,72
OO
Z Z M(ni,..,n4lq1, .. 7(1d)0q1 7‘1d( z) (34)

q1=0 gqq=0
q1 .92

to obtain a linear combination of the monomials Og, . 4, (Z) = «{' 3’ ...2%* with the matrix elements M (n1, .., nqlq1, ..., ¢a)-

The application of Eq. 11 to the monomials O, . ,,(Z) yields that the dynamics of the moments mt(nl, .yng) of
Eq. 31

atmt(nla "vnd) = atE(Onl,u,nd(f(t))) = E(L:Onla-wnd (f(t)))
+oo +o00

= Z Z M(ny,..,nqlq1, - qa)me(q1, -, qa) (35)

¢1=0  ¢q4=0

correspond to a linear system governed by the matrix elements M (nq,..,n4|q1, ..., qq) of the matrix M that will be
called the Carleman matrix from now on.
It is useful to introduce bra-ket notations for the orthonormalized basis |q1, ..., q4) satisfying

d
<n1,--7nd|q1,-~-,Qd> = Haniv(hi
1=1
+oo
Z Z |Q17' ,qd qla'qu‘ =1 (36)

@1=0  qa=0
in order to rewrite the moment my(nq,..,n4) as the component of the ket |m;) onto the bra (ny,..,ng
me(ny, .., ng) = (N1, .., nglms) (37)
and to rewrite the matrix elements of the Carleman matrix M as
(n1,..,ngM|q1, ..., qqa) = M(n1,..,nqlq1, -, qd) (38)
so that the linear dynamics of Eq. 35 becomes at the matrix level
O¢|my) = M|my) (39)
while the formal solution reads in terms of the initial condition |m;—q)
my) = ™ |myo) (40)

Once the dynamics of the moments m¢(n1, .., ng) has been recast into the linear system of Eqs 35 or 39, any method
appropriate to solve such linear dynamics can be applied.

1. Standard method in the Carleman literature : via the time-Laplace-transforms ms(ni,..,nq) of the moments m¢(n, .., nq)
In the literature on the Carleman method and in particular in [13] concerning one-dimensional diffusion pro-

cesses, the standard method involves the introduction of the time-Laplace-transforms 7s(n1,..,ng) of the moments
mi (1, .y )

“+oo
Ms(ny,..,ng) = / dte”*'my(ny, .., nq) (41)
0



The Laplace-transforms of their time-derivatives dym;(nq,..,nq) can be evaluated via integration by parts

+oo =100 +oo
/ dte” 5 0ymy(ny,..,ng) = [e*Stmt(nl, - nd)]t:O + s/ dtmy(ny,..,ng)e "
0 0
= —mg(n1,..,ng) + sms(ni, .., ng) (42)

in terms of the initial moments my—¢(n1,..,n4) at time ¢ = 0.
So the linear dynamics of Eq. 35 reads for the Laplace transforms of the moments

—+oo —+oo

stg (N1, .., ng) — Z Z M(ni,..,nalqi, ..., qa)ms(q1, .., ga) = mo(na, .., ng) (43)
¢1=0  q4=0

With the bra-ket notations of Eq. 37, the Laplace transforms mg(nq,..,nq) are the components of the ket |r)
onto the bras (ny, .., ng|

Mms(ny, ..;na) = (n1, .., nalig) (44)
while the system of Eq. 43 becomes
(s1 — M)|ring) = [mo) (45)

The solution for the Laplace-transform |m) thus requires the application of the inverse Q%M to the initial condition

Imo)

) =~ mo) (46)

in agreement with the direct application of the Laplace transform to the formal solution of Eq. 40

+o0 +o0 1
|ms> = A dte_3t|mt> = /0 dte_StetM|mo> = ﬁ|m0> (47)

while the solution for the real-time moments |m;) requires the computation of the inverse-Laplace-transformation of
this solution |m,). As a consequence in the present paper, we will instead focus on the direct solution in real-time
via the spectral analysisi of the Carleman matrix as described in the next subsection.

2. Direct solution in real-time via the spectral decomposition of the matriz M into its eigenvalues E and its corresponding
left and right eigenvectors

The spectral decomposition of the operator ‘™

eM =" e""|Rp) (Ll (48)
E

involves the (possibly complex) eigenvalues E of the Carleman matrix M, while the corresponding right eigenvectors
|Rg) and left eigenvectors (L]

M|RE) = E|REg)
(Lp|M = E(Lg| (49)

satisfy the bi-orthogonalization

and the resolution of the identity

1= Z |Re)(LE| (51)



Then the solution of Eq. 40 for the moments can be decomposed into the contributions of the eigenvalues F

my) = e™Mlmo) =Y e |Rp)(Liplmo) (52)
E

while the link with the Laplace-transform |s) of Eq 47 reads

+oo
) = / dte™ 5 (Z etE|RE><LE|m0>> = Z $|RE><LE|mO> (53)
0 E

E
The property m;(0,0,..,0,0) = E(1) = 1 of Eq. 32 means that the projection of Eq. 39 on the bra (0,0, ..,0, 0
vanish for any ket |m;)

0= 8tmt(0, O7 ooy 0, O) = <0, 0, vy O, 0‘ <8t|mt>> = <0, 07 eey 0, O|M|mt> (54)

so that the bra (0,0, ..,0,0| is the left eigenvector of the Carleman matrix M associated to the eigenvalue E = 0
<LE:0‘ = <O7Oa"7070| (55)

In cases where the Fokker-Planck dynamics of Eq. 19 for the probability density p;(Z) converges towards a normalizable
steady state pg: () satisfying

0=0pst(¥) = LTps(7) (56)
then the corresponding steady moments mg;(n1,..,nq) = (n1, .., ng|m) should be stable via the dynamics of Eq. 39

0 = Otlmst) = M|ms;) (57)
i.e. the steady ket |ms:) should be the right eigenvector |Rp—o) for the matrix M associated to the eigenvalue E = 0

|Rp=0) = [mast) (58)

Note that even when there is a normalizable steady state p: (&), some of its moments may diverge, as will be described
in specific examples.

In order to better understand the spectral properties of the Carleman matrix M, it is useful to introduce its
decompositions into blocks as described in the next subsection.

D. Decomposition of the Carleman matrix M = M2l 4+ M1 + M 1 MU into blocks associated to the
difference of global degrees

The Carleman matrix M introduced in Eq. 34 can be decomposed into blocks MF=7—"] according to the possible
difference k = —2, —1,0, 1 between the global degrees g =q1 +¢2 + .. +gg and n=n; +no + .. + ng
M = M2 v 4 MO 4 vl (59)

in correspondence with the decomposition of Eq. 28 for the generator £

»C[k]onl,.., Z Z M nl,~«,nd|Q1,~~~,Qd)0q1,..,qd(f) (60)

1=0 qq4=0

with the following contributions for £k = —2,—1,0,1 :
e The contribution £I=2 associated to the matrix DI’ lowers the global degree of O,  ,,(¥) = o' 2}>..21* by
two

Il
M&

L2100, 0y ()

(75 Dy (n; H ;”"'22 Z (j142Dyn, @ G Mg ;:m H )

1 I#35 Jj1=1j2=j1+1 l#71,J2

<.
Il

Il
[ M§

Z nla- ,Tld|Q1,~--,Qd)0q1,..,qd(f) (61)
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with the matrix elements

d
M[_2](n17'~and|q17~~'7qd) EZ ]]'DO] qJ nJ72H5q; ng
j=1 I#j
d
+2 Z Z ]1.72|D[ ! )@ ]1 n]z 32 H Ogi,m (62)
J1=1j2=j1+1 1#71,52

e The contribution £~ associated to the matrices FI°) and DI lowers the global degree of Oy, .,(7) =

ni . .n2 nd
xi'zy® ..z by one

d d d d
L0, s (@) = GIE gl ™ [T + 0 Y G i (ng — Daial ™ [[ 27"

j=1 I#] j=1i=1 1#j
d d d

123 3 S lnPing g e I o
J1=1jo=j1+1 i=1 I#71,32
+oo +oo

= Z MY (ny, o nalqr, - qa)Ogy...qu (T) (63)
1=0  q4=0

e The contribution £0 associated to the matrices FII and D2 conserves the global degree of Oy, ., (%) =

ni . .n2 ndg
SCl IEQ . Id

d d
LOO0, g ZZ (GIFM ) m%nj HCC

Jj=11i=1 l#7
d
2
Jj=1

d—1
ZJJ|D i iyaf +2) Z .7]|D[2]|11a7'2>33z1-rz2] nj(n; — a? [ =}
d - d—1 d
+22 Z [Z J1j2|D[2]‘i7i>x12+2Z Z <j1j2|D[2]|i1’i2>xi1xi21 nj1x?1j17 n]2 J2 H (E

i1=1i0=11+1 l#j
Jj1= 1]2_j1+1 i=1 i1=1i2=i1+1 l#71,j2

+oo
=> - ZM“” |1, s 02) Oy . a () (64)

¢1=0  q4=0

e The contribution £ associated to the matrix F? raises the global degree of Oy, ,,(Z) = 27 25?...27* by one

d
LMO,, (@) Z [Z GIFEi iYa? + 2 Z Z F[2]i17i2>xi1xi2] njx?lex;”

j=1 Li=1 i1=114p=i1+1 I#35
d
:ZﬂFHU,] n;a; mitl H m+zz (GIFE ) yn it n’_l Hz"’
J=1 I#j J=11i#j I#5,1
G 1 +1
. . o+ i
+2 Z Z (i1 [FP iy, ig)n,, T” H x) + (ig|FP iy, ig)ng,x “1 H x)
i1=11dg=is+1 Iy I#i
d—1 d . .
. . . n;, +1 n;,+ i—1
+2) 0 > > GFPiangalt e ey [ e
i1=1dp=01+1 j#iq,is l#37,i1,i2
+oo —+o0
= Z Z M[l](nla ~~7nd|q17 "'7qd)O£I17~qu(f) (65)

q¢1=0 qa=0
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with the matrix elements

U

M[1]<n17“7nd|q17"'7q6l = Z le[ ]lj ] n] q5,m5+1 H(squm + ZZ ]|F[2]|Z Z>nj Qi M +26QJ;71J*1 H 641,711
Jj=1 I#j J=11i#j I#j,1

d—1 d
+2 Z Z <7/1|F[2]|7“13 i2>ni15fh‘21ni2+1 H 6qlvnl + <i2|F[2]|i17i2>ni26qi1 Mg 1 H 5ql»nl

i1=1i0=i1+1 l#is l#1,
d—1 d
P L
+2 E E § <]|F[ ]|7’17Z2>nj5q{,17"@'1+1§Qi27ni2+15(19‘7ng_1 H 5(11,7711 (66)
i1=11i0=101+1 jF#iq,ia 1#7,i1,12

As examples we have written the explicit matrix elements of M[2l in Eq. 62 and of MY in Eq. 66, while the
matrix elements of M¥==19] can be also deduced from Eqs 63 64, but one needs to distinguish whether some indices
(i,41,12) coincide with some indices (j,j1,J2) or not. As a consequence, the fully general expressions are somewhat
heavy when all the Taylor coefficients of Eq 27 for the diffusion matrix elements Dj, ;,(Z) are present. However in
practice, one is often interested in models with various simplifications, that may occur either at the block-level, as
described in the following subsection, or in the internal structure of some blocks, as will be described in the further
section IV.

E. Simplifications when the Carleman matrix M is block-diagonal or block-triangular

In the present paper, we will be interested in three types of simplifications when some blocks of Carleman matrix
M = M2 4+ MY 4+ MO+ MM vanish, as described in the following three subsections.

1. Simplifications when the Carleman matriz is block-diagonal M = M

The Carleman matrix M reduces to its block-diagonal component MI? of Eq. 64 when the generator £ reduces to
the contribution £[% of Eq. 29 i.e. the forces F;(Z) of Eq. 24 should only contain the linear terms in the variables x;
parametrized by the matrix F!

d

Fi@) =Y ([FMi)a, (67)

i=1

while the diffusion matrix elements of Eq. 26 should only contain the quadratic terms parametrized by the matrix
D2

d d
Dj, j, ( Z Z (142 DPiy, i) ai, 24, (68)
1=149=1

Since the matrix M can be decomposed into blocks Mg)l] n] associated to a given degree n = nj + .. + ng, then

the eigenvalues of the full Carleman matrix M can be obtained from the diagonalizations of the individual blocks
M{?in], while the dynamics of of Eq. 35 for the moment mq(ny, .., nq) of degree n = ny +..+ng4 only involves moments
m¢(q1, -, qq) whose total degree ¢ = q1 + .. + qq is the same ¢ = n.

2. Simplifications when the Carleman matriz is block-lower-triangular M = M=% + M1 4 M@

When the Carleman matrix is block-lower-triangular M = M[=2 + M1 4 M ie. when the matrix F[? = 0
vanishes in the parametrization of Eqs 24 for the forces, then the eigenvalues of the full Carleman matrix M are still

given by the eigenvalues of the individual blocks M{?j ]’ while the dynamics of Eq. 35 for the moment my(nq, .., ng)

of degree n = ny + .. + ng now involves moments m;(q, .., q4) whose total degree ¢ = ¢1 + .. + ¢4 is either the same
q = n or smaller ¢ = n — 1,n — 2 by one or two. So the solutions for moments can be then constructed iteratively
starting from the lower ones.
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3. Simplifications when the Carleman matriz is block-upper-triangular M = MO 4 vt

When the Carleman matrix is block-upper-triangular M = M + M ie. when the matrices FI% = 0 and

D = 0 = D! vanish in in the parametrization of Egs 24 and 26 for the Ito forces and the diffusion matrix elements,
(0]

[n,n]’
while the dynamics of Eq. 35 for the moment m¢(ny, .., ng) of degree n = ny+..4+n4 now involves moments mq(qi, .., q)
whose total degree ¢ = g1 +..+¢q is either the same ¢ = n or higher ¢ = n+1 by one. The simplest example concerning
the one-dimensional deterministic model is described in Appendix A.

then the eigenvalues of the full Carleman matrix M are still given by the eigenvalues of the individual blocks M

F. Models where D?! =0 : linear change of variables to diagonalize the matrix F!!! and thus £ before
applying the Carleman approach

In models where the matrix D[?! vanishes D[?l = 0 in the parametrization of Eqs 26 for the diffusion matrix, then
the contribution £[% of the generator that determines the diagonal block M[° of the Carleman matrix M only involves
the matrix F[I parametrizing the linear forces

d d
=D (IFM)i)a 7 if D=0 (69)

j=11i=1 J

Before applying the Carleman approach, it can be then useful to make the linear change of variables from the
coordinates (z1,..x4) towards the new coordinates (£1,..,&4) that will make diagonal the operator £, The spectral
decomposition of the d x d matrix FI!! involves its d eigenvalues Av=1,.q (that may be complex)

d
FU =3 A r) (0 (70)
v=1

while the corresponding right eigenvectors |r,) and left eigenvectors (I,| form a bi-orthogonal basis satisfying

(Lolru) = 6
d
1= Z |T1/><l1/| (71)

The change of variables between the initial coordinates z; = (i|x) and the new coordinates &, = (I, |z) involves
these left and right eigenvectors

& = () = (i)

)ilz) =

HM&
M&

Il
-

3

MM
M&

<i|ru><lu|x> = < |ru>§l/ (72)

x, = (iz) =

Il
-
Il
—

1% 1%
and leads to the corresponding change of variables for the partial derivatives

d

96, 0 L, 0
=N, ) —
Z 9, 9, VZ=1< ) 3¢ (73)
Then the contribution £ of Eq. 69 becomes diagonal in the new variables &,
d d d d 9
=> > (jIFH \x = Z Vi (Z)\ ru) (1 |> ) <Z<lu|j>3£>
j=114=1 =1 v=1 n=1 H

s

v=1pu=1 v=1 H:l

—
=

d d d d a d a
S>3 | St | o e, = 22 2 A (un) (bl g = 3o (ope)
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The Carleman approach can be now applied to the monomials in the new variables &,

d
Querowa (€15, 8q) = 71652607 = H §ur with the d integers x, € N (75)
p=1

. . — ny . .n2 nd
instead of the monomials Oy, . n,(Z) = 27" 23>,

L0 of Eq. 74 to Eq. 75 reduces to

of Eq. 30 involving the initial variables x;. The application of

d

ﬁ[O]QKI’_I,Kd(§17..7§d (ZA gyag > Hgﬁu = <Z /\I,H,/> Hfzu

p=1

= (Z AVK/V> in,“,nd (fl, I fd) = Eml,..,fidQﬁl,.-,Hd (517 I3 gd) (76)
v=1

i.e. the monomials Q. ., (&,..,&) are directly the eigenvectors of the operator L and of the corresponding
diagonal-blocks MI% of the Carleman matrix M, while the corresponding eigenvalues of £° and M[°!

d
Enl,“,nd = Z KV)\V (77)
v=1

reduce to linear combinations of the d eigenvalues (A1, Aa, ..., Ag) of the d X d matrix F of Eq. 70 with the integers
coefficients (k1, Ko, ..., kq) € N

Let us summarize the conclusion for models with D2/ = 0 : whenever the eigenvalues of the full Carleman matrix
M are given by the eigenvalues of the diagonal block M, i.e. when the full Carleman matrix M is either block-
diagonal or block-lower-triangular or block-upper-triangular as discussed in the previous subsection IITE, then the
eigenvalues of the full Carleman matrix M are given by Eq. 77. For deterministic models, this result is usually derived

via a tensor-representation in the initial variables x; [9] that is redundant since the eigenvalue E,, ., then appears

with the artificial multiplicity % (see the discussion in [11]). So the change described above from the initial

variables x; towards the new variables 5,, seems clearer to obtain directly the eigenvalues of Eq. 77 without artificial
multiplicities. Then one should of course translate the other contributions L9 of Eq. 28 into the new variables
in order to obtain the corresponding off-diagonal-blocks of the Carleman matrix M*#% associated to the monomials
ra &1y, &q) = 7765765 in the new variables using Eqs 72 and 73:
° The contribution £12

rl=21 =

M=
M&

d ) d )
(4142 D) (Z(lm |j1>8£,, ) <Z<lu2 |j2>8§l, )

1 IJ1:1 I/2:1

J1=1j2

I
M=
M=

d d 92
D0 i) s li2) (172D 9, 06,

vi=1lve=1 \ji1=1j2=1
d d
32
= (L, 1, DIy —— (78)
ulzzl ;1 o 08, 06,

involves the new matrix elements (1,,,1,,|D[?)) instead of the old ones (j;j|DI]).
e The contribution £~

d d d d d d d d
L1 =Y GIF) (Zz ) > £33 S tupIp) (Z@'mm) (Zum 5 )(Z lnliz) 3¢ )
v=1 Jj1=1 vi va
d

j=1 J2=11=1 v=1 v1=1 vo=1
d

Z l (1 17) (G| F L

v=1

d d d d 5
Z Z 35S i) s lz) (el DY) (il sﬁ

Jj1=1j2=1j=1

2

d d d d 9
= g l |F 85,, + Z Z Z V1 V2|D |’I“l, guagylang (79)

vi=luvs=1v=1
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involves the new matrix elements (I, |FI%) and (1, 1,,|D[!|r,) instead of the old ones (j|F°l) and (j;jo/DM|i).
e The contribution £

d d d d d d 9
£ =323 S i ( 3t ) (3 e ) (S0 )

vi=1 vo=1 v=1

d d d d d a
>0 D0 | 20 D S GIE i, i) il il | € e

lvi=lvp=1 \i1=14i=1j=1

d d 9
Z Z <ZV‘F[2]‘TV1TV2>£V1£V2¥ (80)

vi=1vs=

I
M=~

14

Il
1=

—
—

v

involves the new matrix elements (I,|F[|r, 7,,) instead of the old ones (j|F?|i1, is).
In summary, all the matrices FI¥ and DI*] now appear via their matrix elements in the bi-orthogonal basis of FI!l
with the left eigenvectors for all indices on the left and the right eigenvectors for all indices on the right.

G. Discussion

In this section we have described how the Carleman approach can be applied to stochastic processes in dimension
d whenever the Ito forces F;(Z) and the diffusion matrix elements D, ;,(Z) can be expanded in Taylor series with
respect to the d coordinates (x1, s, ..,24) via Eqs 24 and 26. In the remaining sections, we will focus on models
where the diffusion matrices D¥=0:1.2] appearing in Eq. 26 have a simpler structure called fully-diagonal in the next
section.

IV. SIMPLIFICATIONS WHEN THE DIFFUSION MATRICES D*=%%2 ARE FULLY-DIAGONAL

In this section, the Carleman approach described in the previous section is applied to models where the diffusion
matrices DF=01,2] appearing in Eq. 26 have non-vanishing matrix elements only if all indices coincide.

A. Models where the diffusion matrices D*=%%2 are fully-diagonal

—

In many models of interest, the diffusion matrix is diagonal D; (%) = 6;,D; ;(Z) and in addition, the diagonal
element D ;(Z) is either mdependent of Z or only depends on the coordinate x;, so that the Taylor expression of Eq.
26 reduces to

D;i(%) =0;:Dj;(x;)
Djj(z;) = (jjD) + (jj DY |j)z; + (ji| DR, j)=?

= D% ¢ ply; 4 pPly2 (81)
i.e. the only non-vanishing elements of the matrices DI*=012 appearing in Eq. 26 are (jj|D), (j5DM|5) and
(j ]|D[2]\ J,j) corresponding to all-coinciding-indices and will be denoted by the simplified notations D[k 012 from
now on.
Then the generator of Eqs 10 and 28 reduces to
d 0 & 02
L = ZFJ(J?)@TCJ- ‘*‘ZDjj(f)@
j=1 j=1 J
d d P
0] 1 2
=> |5 +ZF[ ]mz+ZF}3L% r25 Y F L, iy
j=1 i1=1143=11+1 J
[0 Dl 2] o] 9°
0 1 2
+30 [P + D}y + a3 5 =

<
Il
—_
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B. Simplifications for the Carleman matrix M

The structure of Eq. 81 for the diffusion matrix elements leads to the following simplifications for the three
contributions (M=%, MI=1 M%) of the Carleman matrix M (while the fourth contribution MM of Eq. 66 is
unchanged since it only depends on the matrix F[2]) :

e The action of £[=2] in Eq. 61 becomes

d +o0
L0, (@) = ZDEO]nJ -1z nj_Q me = Z Z M3 (ny, o nalqr, - 0a)Oar..qu(@)  (83)
j=1

l#] q1=0  q4=0

and leads to the simplified matrix elements with respect to Eq. 62

d
M0y, nalgr ga) = DVn(ng =100, m, -2 [ g (84)
Jj=1 1#j

that involves only the d possibilities where one integer ¢; = n; — 2 is lower by two units while all the other [ # j
coincide q; = n;.
e The action of £I=1 in Eq. 63 becomes

d
LE0n, na@) =D GIE ™ [T + 3G ) (ny = D~ [ [
Jj=1

Jj=1 1#] I#j
—+o0 —+oo
= Z Z MUy, nglq, 34d)O0q,...q0 (%) (85)
1=0 q4=0
and leads to the matrix elements
M, nalgrs qa) =Y {F[olnj + DM (n } A E (86)

j=l1 I#j

that involves only the d possibilities where one integer ¢; = n; — 1 is lower by one unit while all the other | # j
coincide q; = n;.
e The action of £% in Eq. 64 becomes

d d d
— 1 2 ni n;—1
€00, = (32 [P+ 3 0,0 - 1| ) [Tt + 33 Pl sta T o
j=1 j=1 =1 J=1i#j 1#4,]
= Z Z M[O] .,nd|q1,...,qd)th“,qd(f) (87)

q1=0 ¢q4=0

and leads to the matrix elements

0,

E&

qi,n

d
MOy, o ndlar, . qd) = (Z F[I]nJJrD 2 (n; 4)}

j=1 1=1

d d
1
+ Z Z F.][i]njaq177li+16Qjanj_1 H 5qz,m (88)

j=1 i 1#],i

<.

where the first line corresponds to the diagonal contribution where the d integers coincide ¢; = n;

MO, ongln,oma) =30 [Flng 4+ DEng(n; = 1)] (89)

j=1

while the second line of Eq. 88 corresponds to the terms where one integer is bigger ¢; = n; + 1 and another integer
is lower ¢; = n; — 1, while the other I # (j,¢) coincide.
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C. Interpretations of the ’fully-diagonal’ diffusion matrix of Eq. 81 in terms of SDE

The interpretation in terms of Ito SDE of Eq. 1 involving q,q, noises dBy (t) require that the amplitudes G, (%)
are compatible with the diffusion matrix of Eq. 5 satisfying the fully-diagonal structure of Eq. 81

1T o o o 0 1 2
53 O Cia(@Gia(@) = Dji(#) = 8;iDyj(w;) = 8,4 | D" + Djla; + D3 (90)

a=1

1. Interpretation with a single noise dB;(t) for each coordinate x;(t)

If there is a single noise dB;(t) in the Ito SDE of Eq. 1 each coordinate x;(t), then aymqe = d and the matrix
Gjo (%) is diagonal

Gja(Z) = 05,aGj;(7) (91)

while the diagonal elements G,;(Z) determined by Eq. 90 only depend on z;

Gy(Z) = \/2 DI+ Dy + DPa2] = \/2Dj5(2;) = Gijay) (92)
The Stratonovich forces f;(Z) of Eq. 13 then reads
d e}
B 1 e 0G,;(x; 1 B,
L@ =B@-1Y (Z %%) il 28 ) L6 0) Gy
=1 v J
o 1o ., o L9 100, pl 2],.2
= () = 15, Ghed) = Bi@) - 55 [Dj + DWWz 4 pl xj}
[1]
Dt
Fj(#) - =~ — D}z (93)

So for the present models where the Ito forces F;(Z) are given by the polynomials of degree two of Eq. 24, the
Stratonovich forces f;(Z)

D[l] d d
5@ = (T ) (0 o) Sl S A

i#£] i1=11ix=1
d
0 2
=0+ 3 e+ Z Z Fioh i @i (94)
=1 i1=11i2=1
are also polynomials of degree two with the following coefficients
p
f][o] _ FJ[O] 2]
1 _ gl (2]
fii = Fji =0i;D;
2 2
fJ[7’L]1 2 = FJ[7'L]1 2 (95)

In conclusion, the SDE involving a single noise dB;(t) per coordinate x;(t) have similar forms in the Ito and
Stratonovich interpretations

d d d
do;(t) = (F}O] + 3 Fla)+ 3 S FE (D, (t)) dt + \/2 [DJ[.O] + DM (1) + Dj[?]xg(t)}dBj(t)[Ito]
i=1 i1=11i2=1
d d
de;(t) = (f[o] + Z e i(t) + Z Z f][?jl’izxil(t)xiz (t)) dt + \/2 {D;O] + D][-”:vj(t) + Dj[-z]xi(t)] dB;(t)[Stratonovich]
i1=1iz=1

(96)
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and only some coefficients are different and related via Eq. 95.

In practice, one is often interested into the three special cases where D;;(z;) involves a single monomial instead of
the second-order polynomial Dj;(x;) = DJ[»O] + D]mxj + D]mx? of Eq. 81

ii(xj) = DJ[.O] corresponding to the additive-noise term \/QDJ[-O] dBj(t)

J J

ii(z) = D[Al]asj corresponding to the square-root-noise term \/QDJLI]:C]- (t)dB,(t) for positive processes z; €]0, +o00[

D
Djji(z;) = Dgz]x2 corresponding to the multiplicative-noise term \/2D[-2] x;(t)dB;(t) (97)
D J

Since these three types of noises are considered as the most relevant from a physical point of view, one may wish
to reinterpret the cases where D;;(x;) involves two monomials as the result of two different types of noises for each
coordinate x;(t) as described in the two following subsections.

2. Case Djj(z;) = D][-O] + D?]x? : alternative interpretation with two noises for each coordinate x;(t) €] — 0o, +00]

When Dj;(z;) = D]LO] + D][?]x?, the interpretation of Eq. 96 involving a single noise B;(t) per coordinate z;(t)
can be replaced by the alternative interpretation with an additive noise dB?dditi”e(t) and a multiplicative noise

dB;"ump tieative (1) for each coordinate ;(t) via the equivalence

\/2[D][-0]+D[2]x?(t)]d3j(t): 2DVl apgdditive () 4\ [ D (1yaBytPtieative ) (98)

J

that produces the same diffusion matrix.

3. Case Djj(z;) = Dj[-l]xj + D§2]x? : alternative interpretation with two noises for each coordinate x;(t) €]0, 00|

Similarly when D;;(z;) = Dj[»l]mj —|—Dj[.2] a3, the interpretation of Eq. 96 involving a single noise Bj(t) per coordinate
x(t) can be replaced by the alternative interpretation with a square-root noise dB;q“mE_TOOt (t) and a multiplicative

noise dBmultiplicative

J (t) for each coordinate z;(t) via the equivalence

\/2[1)5.”%-+D§?]x§(t)]d3j(t): 2DWa;aBt et (1) 4y [2D Pl (1) d By Peete (1) (99)

that produces the same diffusion matrix.

D. Discussion

In summary, the models with fully-diagonal diffusion matrices DI*=0-12] of Eq. 81 considered in the present section

already contain a lot of interesting diffusion processes, and it is thus useful in the following section to recapitulate the
models with one or two noises per coordinate that are the simplest from the Carleman point of view.

V. LIST OF THE SIMPLEST MODELS INVOLVING ONE OR TWO NOISES PER COORDINATE

In this section, we focus on the models discussed in the previous section that involve either a single noise dB;(t)
per coordinate x;(t), that can be either additive or multiplicative or square-root as described in Eq. 97, or with
two different types of noises per coordinate x;(t) as described in Egs 98 and 99. For each of these five types of
models, we list the corresponding Ito forces that lead to Carleman matrices M that are are either block-diagonal or
block-triangular in order to have the simplifications described in subsection ITIE.
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A. Models with only one additive-noise dB;-lddm“e( ) for each z; having M = M2 + M1 4 M

Since the additive noises dB;‘dditi”e(t) produce the diffusion matrix D[ that appears in the Carleman block MI[~2],

the Carleman matrix will be block-lower-triangular M = M2 + M= + M%) when the Ito forces involve only the
matrices FI% and FIU that appear in the Carleman blocks M= and M°! respectively.
The SDE of Eq. 96

da; (t) :( +ZF[”% )dt+ 2D apgdditive (¢ (100)

then correspond to the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck processes in dimension d that are well-known for their explicit Gaussian
finite-time propagators and steady states described in textbooks [20-22], and that have thus been reconsidered in
various contexts over the years to obtain explicit solutions for many specific problems. In particular, they are vey
useful to address the new issues raised by the progresses in the field of nonequilibrium processes in arbitrary dimension
d [23-27], and the special case d = 2 has attracted a lot of interest recently [28-38]. As a consequence, these Ornstein-
Uhlenbeck processes will not be rediscussed in the present paper.

B. Models with only one square-root-noise dB;.q"‘"e_m"t( ) for each z; > 0 having M = MY + M

Since the square-root-noises dB;7**"“~ "% (t) produce the diffusion matrix DI} that appears in the Carleman block

MU the Carleman matrix will be block-lower-bidiagonal M = M= + M when the Ito forces involve only the
matrices FI and FI! that appear in the Carleman blocks M1 and MI respectively.
The SDE of Eq. 96 then read

da; (t) ( ZF[” )dt—i— 2D (£)dB3™ 70 1) [Ito]

dx;(t) ( + Zfﬂ x;(t ) dt + Dg ]:EJ( )dB;-qu‘"e_mOt(t) [Stratonovich] (101)

In order to remain in the domain x; €]0, +oo[ of validity of the square-root-noises, the Ito increment dx;(t) should
remain positive when the coordinate x;(t) vanishes z;(t) =0

d
= [ FY+ 3" Fllat) | at (102)

z;(t)=0 i#j

for any positive values of the (d — 1) other coordinates z;;(t) €]0,+oo[, so that one obtains that the d coefficients
FJ[O] and the (d? — d) off-diagonal coefficients Fj[zl] should be positive

[0] _
F; >0 forj=1,2,..,d
Fi' >0 forj=1,2,..dandi#j (103)

while the diagonal coefficients F j[Jl] have no constraints.

Since D2l = 0, the discussion of subsection IITF can be applied to these models: the eigenvalues of the full Carleman
matrix M = M= 4+ M coincide with the eigenvalues of the diagonal-block Ml that only involves the matrix F[!
and that are directly given by Eq. 77

d
Enl,..,nd = Z HVAV (104)
v=1

as linear combinations of the d eigenvalues ), of the d x d matrix F[! of Eq. 70 with the integers coefficients x, € N.
The diffusion processes of Eq. 101 will be discussed for the dimensions d = 1 and d = 2 in subsections VID 3 and
IX B respectively.
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C. Models with only one multiplicative noise dB;"“l”p”w”“e(t) for each z; having M = M"

Bmultiplicati’ue

Since the multiplicative noises d . (t) produce the diffusion matrix D2 that appears in the Carleman

block M%) one can have a block-diagonal Carleman matrix M = MI% when the Ito forces involve only the matrix
FlU, so that the SDE of Eq. 96 reduce to

d
dSUJ(t) _ <Z F_][zl] )dt+ / Bmultzplzcatzve<t) [ItO}

do;(t) = <Z Pl )dt+ 2D (t)dB et (1) [Stratonovich] (105)

The special cases of the dimensions d = 1 and d = 2 will be considered in Eqs 131 and 222 respectively, while the
generalisation to d > 2 is discussed in Appendix D with the example d = 3. The mean-field case of large dimension
d — 400 has attracted a lot of interest over the years with many applications in various fields (see the recent work
[16] and references therein).

D. Models with only one multiplicative noise dB;’me”m“w(t) for each z; having M = M[~! 4 Ml

In the presence of only one multiplicative noise dBm“ltip teative (1) for each xj, the Carleman matrix will be block-

lower-bidiagonal M = M= 4+ M when the Ito fOI‘CGb involve only the matrices FI% and F[, so that the SDE of
Eq. 96 reduce to

d
dl'j(t) _ <Fj[0] +ZFJ[11]331 )dt+ / multzplu‘atwe(t) [ItO]
i=1

da; (t) ( sy Z Fila ) dt + /2D (4)d B Pt (1) [Stratonovich)] (106)
The special cases of the dimensions d = 1 and d = 2 will be discussed in subsections VID 4 and IX C respectively,

while related models formulated in discrete time are discussed in detail in the recent works [39, 40] both for d = 2
and for large dimension d — +oc.

E. Models with only one multiplicative noise dB;”"ltipliwtwe( ) for each z; having M = M + M!

In the presence of only one multiplicative noise dB;"umP Heative () for each x;, the Carleman matrix will be block-

upper-triangular M = M% + MU when the Ito forces involve only the matrices FI!) and F[?!, so that the SDE of Eq.
96 reduce to

<§d: Pl
J

dx; (t)

2 2 multiplicative
+2§: Z FE L aa(t %(t)) dt + /2D z;(H)dB (L) [Tto)

i1=149=%1+1

d
d d
dz;(t) = <Z Fia(t) Z 2 +2Z Z fel e %(t)) dt + /2D z;(£)dB P e (1) [Stratonovich)]
i=1 i=1

i1=149=4%1+1

(107)

In this most general form, there are d? different matrix elements for FI! or f[!, while there are d x (d 4 dld= 1))

2
w different matrix elements for F2! = f[2I, but in practice one is often interested in models with less coefficients
as discussed in the examples of the two next subsections.

1. Ezample of Lotka-Volterra models for positive variables x; > 0 with multiplicative noises having M = MO 4 v

In Lotka-Volterra models for positive variables, the matrices FI* or f[I are diagonal with only d diagonal matrix

elements F][J], and the matrix elements of F[? = fI are non-vanishing only for j = i; or j = iy so that there are
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only d? distinct matrix elements

Jj—
CRERAURES S CRRY ot INt) PRV R

i1=1 i2=j+1

du;(t) =, (t)

j—1 d
dz;(t) =z;(t) |:<fJ[§] + fJ .53 (t) +2 Z fﬁ]1 5T (1) +2 Z fJ[ZJ]l2 Tiy (t)) dt + 4/ QDJ[?]dB;"umleatwe(t)} [Stratonovich]

i1=1 io—j41
(108)
This leads to the following simplifications for the Carleman matrix M = M + MU .
e The matrix M of Eq. 88 is diagonal
d
MO (N1, .y ndlqry oy qa) = MO (n1, .., ng|n1, ..., ng) H Og . (109)
I=1
and the diagonal elements directly give the eigenvalues of the Carleman matrix
d
Bavvons = MOyl o) = 3 [F; + DPn (s — 1) (110)
j=1
e The matrix elements of Eq. 66 for MY simplify into
d
M[l] (nla ) nd|Q1a (X3} Qd) = Z<J‘F[2] ‘j7j>nj6qj,nj+1 H 6ql,nl
i=1 I#j
-1 d
+23 > [@lFPirio)ni g ey 1 [ Sarme + (@2 FP fin,i0)n6, 00, ni 41 [ S0
i1=1143=41+1 l#i2 l#0
d
Z |F |Z i)ni, qimi+1 H(SQZK”AL
i=1 I#i
d i— d—1 d
Z 11|F[2} i1, )10, Ogumir [ [ Gaime +2D Y (6ol FPi,i0)mi, 84, mitr [ | i
i=2 i1=1 1£i i=1 ig=it+1 I£i
d i-1 d
=> 0qmitr [ [ 0arm <<i|F[2]|ia iyni +2 Y (i [FPiy,iyng, +2 > <i2|F[2]|i7i2>nz‘2>
i=1 I£i =1 in=it+1
(111)

i.e. the only non-vanishing matrix elements are when only one integer ¢; = n; 4+ 1 is higher by one unit while all the
other coincide ¢; = ny; for [ # i.

The Lotka-Volterra processes of Eq. 108 will be discussed in dimensions d = 1 and d = 2 in subsections VIE and
VIIE respectively.

2. Ezample of Lorenz-type models in d = 3 with multiplicative noises having M = MO 4 MM

In another type of models, the matrix elements of FI2 = f[2 are non-vanishing only if the three indices (J,i1,12)
are all distinct, so the smallest dimension where this is possible is d = 3 with only three distinct matrix elements for
FP2 = fI that appear in the Ito-SDE system

3
dzi(t) = (Z (1) +2F1[;2%,3x2(t):1:3(t)> dt + /2D x| (t)aByruttivicative

i=1

dLUQ(t)

3
(Z Fyilai(t) + 2F£?‘%,3w1<t>xs<f)) di -+ /2Dy (1)d By 1)
i=1

3
dralt) = (ZFgE}]xxt)+2F§?{,2x1<t>x2<t>> dt + /2D s (t)d By tieative ) (112)

i=1
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that includes the Lorenz model in the presence of multiplicative noises.
In these models where the three indices (j,1,42) are all distinct, the matrix elements of Eq. 66 for MM reduce to
the last contribution

-1 d
MW(ny, . nalqy, .. qa) =2 Z Z Z (GIF®ir, i2)1500, i, 41041, miy +100,m,—1 H Sqrmy  (113)
i1=11d0=i14+1 j#i1 io 1#£],i1,82
i.e. in dimension d = 3 for the example of Eq. 112
MW (ny,n9,n3lq1,¢2,q3) = 2n3F§£;2%26q1,n1+1§q2,n2+16q37n371

2 2
+2n2F2[;{35Q17’n1+15q3,"3+16qz7n2—1 + 2n1Fl[;%?)(s(n7”2+15q3,7l3+16(hJbl—1 (114)

F. Models with one additive-noise dBJ*"**(t) and one multiplicative-noise dB;”“ltip”c“”ve(t) for each z;
having M = M2 4+ MI=U 4 ML

Since the additive noises dB§4#"¢(¢) and the multiplicative-noises dB;n“ltip tieative (1) produce the diffusion matrices
D and DI that enter the Carleman blocks MI=2 and M, the Carleman matrix will be block-lower-triangular

M = M2l + M1 4+ M when the Ito forces involve only the matrices FI° and FI[1,
The corresponding SDE of Eq. 96 read using Eq. 98

dl‘j (t) _ ( + ZF[”% ) dt + 2Dj[-0]dB§ldditme(t) + /2Dj[»2]$j (t)dB;nultiplicative(t) [ItO]

da; (1) (f“hZ Filai(t >dt+ 2D dpgdditive () 4\ [0l (1)d B Pt (¢)  [Stratonovich]

(115)
The Carleman matrix will only involve the two blocks M = M[=2 + M’ when the constant forces F. J[O} =0= fj[o]
vanish corresponding to
da;(t) = (Z Fila(t) ) dt + /2D dBatve (1) 4\ [2DPla; ()d B (1) (Tt
dr;(t) = (Z f[” i(t )) dt + \/QDJ[-O]dB;ddm”e(t) + 2D][»2]xj(t)dB;"“mplicame(t) [Stratonovich]
=1
(116)

The special cases of the dimensions d = 1 and d = 2 will be considered in subsections VID 6 and VID 6 respectively.

G. Models with one square-root noise dB;q"a’"e_m"t(t) and one multiplicative noise dB;”“mp”wtwe(t) for each
coordinate z; > 0 having M = M 4 MmO

multiplicative (t)

Since the square-root-noises dBaddm”e( ) and the multlphcatlve noises dB; produce the diffusion

matrices D[l and D that appear in the Carleman blocks M= and M9 the Carleman matrix will be block-lower-
bidiagonal M = M= 4+ M when the Ito forces involve only the matrices FI% and FUU.
The corresponding SDE of Eq. 96 read using Eq. 99

d.’ﬂ](t) ( [0]_,_2 z >dt—|— /2D[1]x]stquare root + / x] dBmultzplzcatwe(t) [ItO}

dxz;(t) ( + Z f]Z x;(t ) dt + Dj[-l]xde;q“M%mm (t) + 2D;2]xj (t)dB;n"ltip”came (t) [Stratonovich]

(117)
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In order to remain in the domain z; €]0,+oo[ of validity of the square-root-noises, one has the same conditions as
in Eq. 103. The special cases of the dimensions d = 1 and d = 2 will be considered in subsections VID 5 and IXD
respectively.

H. Discussion

In the remaining sections, we focus on the dimensions d = 1 and d = 2 in order to describe the results of the
Carleman approach for the above list of models.

VI. APPLICATION OF THE CARLEMAN APPROACH TO DIFFUSION PROCESSES IN d=1

In this section, the Carleman approach is applied to diffusion processes in d = 1 in order to generalize the pionnering
work [13] concerning some diffusion processes with multiplicative noise.

A. Notations for diffusions in dimension d =1 involving the Ito force F(x) and the diffusion coefficient D(z)

In dimension d = 1, the differential generator of Eq. 10 reduces to

L= F(az:)z + D(sc)a—2 (118)
B oz Ox?
where the Taylor expansions of Eqs 24 and 26 for the Ito force F'(x) and for the diffusion coefficient D(z)
F(z) =FO 4 plly 4 pllg?
D(z) = DU 4 Dz 4 ply2 (119)

only involve the numbers (FI°, FIU F21 DOl DIl DRIy instead of matrices, while the Stratonovich force f(x) of Eq.
94 is also a polynomial of degree two

(1]
flx) = (FO - 172> + (F“] - D[21) + Fllg?
= Ol 4 (g 4 fl2152 (120)
with the coefficients of Eq. 95
pli
o) _ plo) =~
! 2
1 _ gl (2]
f Fil _p
2 = pll (121)

The SDE of Eq. 96 involving a single noise dB(t) read

da(t) = (FO + FUla(t) + FP2(t)) dt + \/2 [P + Dilla(t) + DIla?(1)]dB(r)  [Tto]

dz(t) = (f[0]+ M) + fl%:?(t)) dt++\/2 [DO] + DU (t) + DRIz2(t)]dB(t)  [Stratonovich] — (122)

with the three special cases of additive/multiplicative/square-root noises of Eq. 97, or with the re-interpretation in
terms of two noises of Eqs 98 and 99.

B. Carleman dynamics for the moments m.(n) = E(z"(¢)) labelled by the integer n € N

In dimension d = 1, the dynamics of Eq. 35 for the moments m;(n) = E(2"(t)) labelled by the integer n € N

n+1

Ormi(n) = > M(n,q)mu(q) (123)

q=n—2
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involves the matrix elements of Eqs 84 86 88 66
M(n,n—2) =n(n—1)DY
M(n,n—1) =nF% 4+n(n—-1)DY
M(n,n) =nFM 4 nn-1)DR =pfltl 4 p2pEl
M(n,n+1) =nF?2 (124)

As a consequence, the Carleman system of Eq. 123 reads starting with n = 0 associated to conservation of

mo(t) =E(1) =1

om(0) =0

Ormy(1) = M(1,0)m(0) + M(1,1)m:(1) + M(1,2)m.(2

Omi(2) = M(2,0)m(0) + M (2,1)me (1) + M(2,2)m(2) + M(2,3)m.(3
Orme(3) = M(3,1)me(1) + M(3,2)m(2) + M(3,3)m(3) + M(3,4)m, (4

ome(n) = M(n,n—2)ymy(n—2)+ M(n,n—1)mi(n—1)+ M(n,n)ms(n) + M(n,n+ )mi(n+1) + ...
(125)

In the three following subsections, we describe the three simplifications where the Carleman matrix M is diagonal,
or lower-triangular or upper-triangular, in relation with the general discussion of subsection IITE.

C. Cases where the Carleman matrix is M diagonal : F(z) = F!Y and D(z) = 22D

The Carleman matrix M of Eq. 124 will be diagonal with its eigenvalues E,, given by the diagonal matrix elements
M(n,n)

E,=M(n,n) =nFY+n(n—-1)DR =nfltl 4 n2pl (126)
governing the exponential behaviors of the moments m;(n) of Eq. 125
mt(n) _ etEan(n) _ etM(n,n)mO(n) _ et(nf[1]+n2D[2])m0(n) (127)

when the only non-vanishing Taylor coefficients in Eq. 119 are FI* and DI, i.e. when the diffusion coefficient D(x)
involves only the quadratic term (multiplicative noise) while the Ito force F'(z) and the Stratonovich force f(x) involve
only the linear terms

D(z) =a2D?
f@) =z with 0 =Flt_ pl (128)

The corresponding differential generator of Eq. 118

o ()0 (2) )
only involves the scale-invariant operator z% that acts on the power x™ as
(x;x) " = nz" (130)
while the associated SDEs of Eq. 122 correspond to the case d = 1 of the d-dimensional case of Eq. 105
de(t) = FWz(t)dt + v2DRz(t)dB(t) [Ito]
de(t) = fMz(t)dt + V2D (t)dB(t) [Stratonovich] (131)

where one recognizes the Geometric Brownian motion on z €]0, +00| as recalled in the next subsection.
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1. Reminder on the Geometric Brownian motion

The Stratonovich SDE of Eq. 131 with multiplicative noise for z(t) translates for the logarithmic variable
y(t) = Inx(t) (132)
into the following SDE
dy(t) = fU + V2DR dB(t) (133)
involving the constant drift f* and the additive noise of amplitude V2D (here the Tto and the Stratonovich forms

coincide).
The solution y(t) is simply a Brownian motion with drift

y(t) = y(0) + fUt + V2D B(t) (134)
and its exponential gives the following representation of the initial process x(t) in terms of the noise B(t)
w(t) = ¥V = (0! V2D BO (135)

The probability density p:(y) of the variable y at ¢ involves the well-known Gaussian propagator

= [ gy e I (o) (136)
= — ¢ apl2]t
P ) Y ampen POl
and can be translated for the probability density p:(z) of the variable x = e¥ at t
dy p:(y=1Inz) Foo 1 _ (na—lnazg—f[1H4)2
_ 9 — _ [2]¢
pe(x) = pe(y) . /O dﬂcox " 4D po(0) (137)

where the propagator is log-normal.
The moments m(n) computed from this solution p;(x)

+o0 +o0 +00 o0 1  (y—yo—s111)2
my(n) = dzpi(z) 2" = dypi(y) " = dyopo(yo) dye"! —————e 4plle
0 —00 —00 —00 47TD[2]t

+oo
n2pl g, £l n n,n
= et DE s )/ dyopo(yo)e™° = e!Min. )mo(n) (138)

— 00

are in agreement with the results of Eqs 126 127 of the Carleman approach, as it should for consistency.
The Fourier transform of Eq. 136 can be obtained via the same computation as in Eq. 138 with the replacement
n — —ik

) Foo , apiel ey [T ; 202l pl]y
pt(k)E/ dypi(y) e™™Y = elZF DT —ikS )/ dyopo(yo)e ™40 = R DT =RED 50 (k) (139)

showing that each Fourier mode k evolves independently. The inverse-Fourier-transform yields the spectral decompo-
sition of p;(y)

todk . TOdk rn - k2D i)
wly) = [ Gemietr = [ SRt Dk g (140

that can be translated for the probability density p:(x) of Eq. 137

=Inz TOdk e skep@ iy [T
pt(x):pt(y ) :/ %xk 1 H(~K* D ik )/_

x

T dk . 4 Foo _

:/ 27‘r’bk—1et(—k;ZD[Q]—’L]il_f[l])/ dmopo(mo)maZk (141)
o 2T 0

oo .
dyopo (yo)e ™ kv

— 00 o0

to obtain its own spectral decomposition in terms of the continuous spectrum labelled by & €] — oo, +00].
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2. Discussion of the asymptotic behaviors for large time t — 400

At large time ¢ — +oo, there is of course no steady state for the drifted Brownian motion y(t) of Eq. 134 and its
exponential z(t) = e¥(*), but it is useful to discuss the various possibilities in terms of the sign fI!l = (F[ — D[Q]) of
the drift of the process y(t) satisfying the SDE of Eq. 133:

e when the drift is positive f[!l > 0, then the drifted Brownian motion y(t) flows towards (+oc), and the Geometric-
Brownian z(t) = e?® also flows towards (+oc), while all the moments m,, (t) of Eq. 127 diverge exponentially with
the eigenvalues F,, = M(n,n) = nfll 4+ n?DI,

e when the drift vanishes fI!l = 0, then y(t) = Inx(t) is a Brownian motion without drift, and all the moments
my(t) of Eq. 127 diverge exponentially with the eigenvalues E,, = M(n,n) = n>D[.

e when the drift is negative f'/ < 0, then the drifted Brownian motion y(t) flows towards (—oc), and the Geometric
Brownian motion z(t) = e¥® flows towards 0. However the moments m,,(t) of Eq. 127 will converge towards zero
only if the eigenvalue E, = M(n,n) = n2DP + nfll is strictly negative, i.e. only if the order n is small enough

) i - M g
n < , while the higher orders n > “—5~ diverge towards (+00)

DI2
ds 0 if (=M
ma(n) = etM(”’”)mo(n) _ et("f[1]+”2D[2]>m0(n) converges towards 0 if n < 1(37[2}[1]): 1 (142)
diverges towards +oo if n > =p
where it is convenient to introduce the notation
_ 1] pl2l _ g
= =/ ) (143)

D2 D2

for the transition between the convergent moments n < p and the diverging moments n > u, while the eigenvalues
E, = M(n,n) of the Carleman matrix become

E,=M(n,n) =nFY4nn-1)DR = DBlnmn—p) (144)

This change of sign at the non-integer value n = p when p > 0 also plays an essential role for the other cases where
the Carleman matrix is triangular with the same eigenvalues F,, as will be described in the following subsections.
As a final remark, let us mention that for the drifted Brownian motion y(t), the moments of z(t) = e¥(®*)

mq(n) = E (z"(t)) = E (eny@)) (145)

correspond to the generating function of y(¢) when n is considered as a continuous parameter. In particular, the
exponential behavior for large time ¢

E(e”y(t)> ~  ¢tBn (146)

t%:oo

yields that the eigenvalue E,, = M(n,n) of the diagonal Carleman matrix M as a function of the continuous variable
n can be interpreted as the Scaled Cumulant Generating Function (SCGF) of the drifted Brownian motion y(¢) in
the language of large deviations (see the reviews [41-43] and references therein).

D. Cases where the Carleman matrix M is lower-triangular : F(z) = FIO 4 2 Fl and
D(z) = DI 4 2D 4 42 D]

1. Pearson diffusions with forces F(x) = FO 4+ 2 F0 and diffusion coefficients D(z) = DI 4 Dl 4 22 pl

When the diffusion coefficient D(x) is a polynomial of degree two, while the Ito force and the Stratonovich forces
are polynomials of order one

D(z) = DO 42Dl 4 22D
F(z) =F0 4 gpll

flz) = (FW — 172lll) +a(FM — DY) = flO] 4 g pl (147)
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then the Carleman matrix M (n, q) of Eq. 124 is lower-triangular, and the only non-vanishing matrix elements are the
diagonal ¢ = n and the two lower diagonals ¢ = n—1,n—2 of Eq. 124 (while the upper diagonal M (n,n+1) = nF2l =0
vanishes).

The triangular property of the Carleman matrix M yields that its eigenvalues FE,, are directly given by the diagonal
matrix elements M(n,n) as in Eq. 126 of the previous subsection concerning the diagonal case

E, = M(n,n) = nFY 4 n(n—1)DP = nfltl 4 n2pl2 (148)

while the Carleman dynamics of Eq. 125 for the moments

om(0) =0

Ayme(1) = M(1,0)m(0) + M(1,1)my(1)

9yme(2) = M(2,0)m(0) + M(2,1)ms(1) + M(2,2)m4(2
Oymy(3) = M(3,1)my (1) + M(3,2)m(2) + M (3,3)m(3

omi(n) = M(n,n—2)mi(n —2)+ M(n,n —1)my(n — 1) + M(n,n)m(n)
(149)

can be solved iteratively in the order n = 0,1, .. as explained in detail in [45] with the comparison with various other
methods that can be used to solve Pearson diffusions characterized by Eq. 147 (see [46-52] and references therein).

From the point of view of the spectral decomposition of Eq. 52, this means that the moment m. (k) actually involves
only the eigenvalues E,, = M (n,n) of Eq. 148 in the interval 0 < n < k,

k k
mi(k) =Y " (k| Rp)(Lalmo) = (K| Ro) + Y e (k| Ru)(Ln|mo) (150)

n=0 n=1

So the moment m; (k) will converge towards the steady value mq: (k) = (k|Ro) corresponding to the right eigenvector
|Rg—o) associated to the eigenvalue E' = 0 discussed in Eq. 58 (while the trivial left eigenvector is <LE:01 ={(q= 0& as
discussed in Eq 55) only if the (k— 1) exponentials €' involve negative eigenvalues E,, = M (n,n) = nf!l +n2DP =
DPRIn(n —p) <0forn=1,2,.. k

my (k) t_;jvroomst(k) = (k| Ro) only if E,, = M(n,n) = DPn(n —p) <0for 1 <n<k
— £
i.e. only iffm<Oandk<,u: (=f

D (151)

In conclusion,, when the multiplicative noise is present D[l > 0 and when f!! < 0, then the steady moments m, (k)
are finite only for k < p and the corresponding steady state pg:(z) will display the power-law tail

1

m—>o—<i-oo oltn (152)

pst(l‘)

as will be described in more details in various examples below, namely in the Kesten distribution of Eq. 170, in the
Fisher-Snedecor distribution of Eq. 176, and in the Student distribution of 180.

After this general discussion concerning the whole Pearson family of diffusions, we will focus in the next subsections
on special examples in order to make the link with the models listed in section V.

2. Cases where the Carleman matriz M is lower-bidiagonal : D(x) = DYz + DP2? and F(z) = FIO 4 zFM

Let us focus on the case DI% = 0 in Eq. 147

D(z) = DWgz 422D
F(z) =F0 4 zpll

fl@) = (F[O] - 1)2[11) + (P — DRy = f0 4 g pl0) (153)



27

so that the Carleman matrix is lower-bidiagonal with the matrix elements of Eq. 124

M(n,n—1) =nF 4 pn(n—1)DM = nFP - pitly 4 p2plt]
M(n,n) =nFM 4nmn—-1)DB =nfl 4 n2DR = B, (154)

For this bidiagonal matrix, the spectral decomposition of Eq. 150

NE

k
me(k) = (k|Ro) + ) """ (K| Ry) (

n=1

<Ln|(J><qmo>>

0

ke
Il

M=

k
=ma(k) + Y _ e (k[Rn) Y " (Lnlg)mo(q) (155)

Q
I
o

can be written explicitly as described in subsection B2 of Appendix B and involves the following eigenvectors :
(i) the left eigenvectors (L,| of Eq. B22 read using Eq. 154

n—1 n—1 . . .
. (j + DFO + (j +1)70M
BB L {n=j) /4 (2 — j2)DB

for 0<g<n-—1

<Ln|q> = q =4 (156)
lfor g=n
0for g>n
(ii) the right eigenvectors |R,,) of Eq. B21 read using Eq. 154
Ofor k<n
" lfor k=n
= 1
(k|Rn) k M 1 k j(F[O] _ D[l]) + 52D (157)
H 5 H TG —n)fU+ (52— n2)DE for k>mn
j=n+1 " 7 j=n+tl J J
with the special case n = 0 giving the steady moments
lfor k=0
— N B (0] _ pll iplil
malh) = (HRo) = & 77 (L =DM 00 (158)
L fil 4+ 5D
j=

that will produce expressions involving the Gamma function I'(.), but one should distinguish the three cases described
in the three next subsections, depending on whether one of the two coefficients (D!, DI?) vanishes or not.
3. Case F(z) = FI 4+ 2 FY with only the square-root noise D(z) = DMz

When D! > 0 and DI = 0, the model corresponds to the case d = 1 in Eq. 101 where only the square-root noise
is present

da(t) :(F[O]Jrme(t)) dt + /2D W (1) dBSTHare=To0t (1) [Ito]
de(t) = ( 7 4 f[l]x(t)) dt + \/2DWz(t)dBsuare=root () [Stratonovich] (159)

with the condition FI% > 0 of Eq. 103.
The linear eigenvalues of Eq. 154

E, = M(n,n) = nFl = nfil (160)

yield that one should distinguish two cases :
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(i) When FIl = fl > 0, then the leading behavior of the moments m;(k) of Eq. 155 for k > 0 at large time
t — +o0 is the exponential growth

me(k) etk (161)

t——+o0

and the procebs x( ) of Eq. 159 flows towards (400).
(ii) When FII = flI < 0, then the the moments m;(k) of Eq. 155 converge towards the steady moments of Eq.
158 that read for k>0

k Flol _ plily 4 i pll bR 14 P la—1)+j Tk+a
e B e

J=1

in terms of the two parameters

B Flo]
e’ Dl >0
(=)
v = Dl >0 (163)

while the corresponding normalizable steady state is given by the Gamma-distribution [45-52]

plamma (y) — I:zoz) z* e™®  for x €]0,+o0] (164)
All the integer moments for kK = 1,2,..,400 are finite, and the expression of Eq. 162 is actually valid even for
non-integer k €] — «, +-00|.
The corresponding diffusion process is called either the Square-Root process [53] or the Cox-Ingersoll-Ross process
[54], while the spectral decomposition of the propagator involves the Laguerre orthogonal polynomials [46, 49-52].

4. Case F(z) = F + zFY with only the multiplicative noise D(x) = D>

When DM = 0 and D[P > 0, the model corresponds to the case d = 1 in Eq. 101 where only the multiplicative
noise is present

d{E(t) — (F[O] + F )dt + A /2D[2] {L' BnLultzplzcatwe(t) [ItO]
dr(t) = ( FO - fllg )dt+ V2D g (t)dBmitivticative 4y [Stratonovich] (165)

The quadratic eigenvalues of Eq. 154

(_f[l]) (D[2]—F[1])
DRI DB

E, = M(n,n) =nFY 4 n(n—1)D¥ = nflt 4 2D = DRl — ) with p= (166)
yields the following criterion for the convergence or divergence at large time ¢ — +oo of the moments m;(k) of Eq.
155 for k > 0

167
diverges as etPPk(k=1) towards +oo if k> I (167)

(k { converges towards some finite steady value mg (k) if k< p
m
with the following discussion :
(i) If I > 0 corresponding to y < 0, then the process z(t) of Eq. 165 flows towards (+00).
(ii) If fI < 0 corresponding to p > 0, then the moments of order 0 < k < u converge towards the steady values
given by Eq. 158

s H( ﬂ”TjD[Q]) i( ) (Puo_i)k) (168)

Jj=1 Jj=
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in terms of the notation

Flo] 1]
while the corresponding normalizable steady state is given by the Inverse-Gamma-distribution [45-52]
esten >\# —2
pKesten () = W@ = for x €]0,4o00] (170)

displaying the power-law decay of Eq. 152 as ;cl%“ at x — +o0o. The expression of Eq. 162 is actually valid for

k 6] — 00, /u’[
The Statonovich SDE of Eq. 165 can be considered as an inhomogeneous linear differential equation that can be
integrated via the method of variation of constant

a(t) = F[O]ef[11t+\/2D[2]B(t) /t ds e—f[l]s—\/QD[2]B(s)
0

t
:F[O]/ ds e (t=9)+V2DEI(B(t)~B(s)) (171)
0

to obtain that the process z(t) is an exponential functional of the Brownian motion B(t) that has been much studied
[65-57]. In particular, it corresponds to the continuous limit of the Kesten random variables that appears in many
disordered systems [58-69].

As a final remark, let us mention that the logarithmic variable y(¢) = Inx(t) satisfies the following SDE with

additive noise of amplitude V2D[2] (here the Ito and the Stratonovich forms coincide)
dy(t) = (F[O]e*y“) + f“]> dt + /2D dB(t) (172)

instead of the drifted-Brownian SDE of Eq. 133 when FIl = 0.

5. Case F(z) = FO 4 2 P with both square-root noise DY > 0 and multiplicative noise D > 0

When D > 0 and D! > 0, the model corresponds to the case d = 1 in Eq. 117 where both the square-root noise
and the multiplicative noise are present

dﬂ?(t) — (F[ + F[l] )dt 4+ 1 /2D[1]desquare root + / dBmultzplzcatzve(t) [ItO]

dz(t) = ( flOl fma:(t)) dt + /2D gpd Bs1ware=root (1) 4 \/2 D2 (¢)dB™ I HiPlicative (1) - [Stratonovich]
(173)

with the condition FI° > 0 of Eq. 103.
The quadratic eigenvalues of Eq. 166 leads to the same criterion of Eq. 167 with the similar discussion :
(i) If fI > 0 corresponding to u < 0, then the process z(t) of Eq. 173 flows towards (+00).

(ii) If fI < 0 corresponding to p = —% > 0, then the moments of order 0 < k < p converge towards the steady

values given by Eq. 158

K 0] _ plily 4 i pll K pll
mst<k>=H(—(F D7) + D )=H (5m

C
et S+ 5D et Dm( g])fj) L (p=mn) I'(a)()

in terms of the notation o = % > 0 of Eq. 163 and

plil
while the corresponding normalizable steady state is given by the Fisher-Snedecor-distribution [45-52]
. T a—1
pizsher—Snedecor(x) ) (Oé + N’) T for = E}O,‘i‘OO[ (176)

T () (et z)etn

displaying the power-law decay of Eq. 152 as zl%u at © — +o0.
The corresponding process is called the Fisher-Snedecor diffusion (see [45, 46, 49-52, 70, 71] and references therein).
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6. Case F(x) = xFM with both additive noise D'°' > 0 and multiplicative noise DI? > 0

The case d = 1 in Eq. 116 where both the additive noise and the multiplicative noise are present while the force
reduces to F(z) = F[ (i.e. the constant term vanishes FI? = 0)

dl’(t) — F[l]x(t)dt + /2D[0] dBadditive(t) + 2D[2]w(t)dBmultiplicative (ﬁ) [Ito]
dz(t) = fWa(t)dt + V2DOldBadtve (1) 4 \/2D2lx(t)dBmettiPlicative (1) [Stratonovich]
(177)

corresponds to the Carleman matrix M where the only non-vanishing matrix elements are on the diagonal ¢ = n and
on the second-lower-diagonal ¢ = n — 2 in Eq. 124

M(n,n—2) =n(n—1)DY
M(n,n) =nFMN4nmn-1)DR =nfll 42Dl = g, (178)

so that one can adapt the computations of Appendix B to obtain its explicit spectral decomposition. In particular,
the even steady moments mg;(k = 21) can be computed from the recurrence obtained from Eq. 123

! 1
M (21,21 — 2) M (25,25 — 2) (2 — 1)D
w@) =m0 -2) = [[ (- || R A
mt(210) M@2,20) « ) ol < M (23, 25) e U 2JD[ }
LGi- 1) Dl o' (L o
D ) INCE N 1)
v 2/ DI 2 2
e = = for 2l<p (179)
1] = = (o) e
while the corresponding normalizable steady state is given by the Student-distribution [45-52, 72, 73]
D] r(ett
pStudent () — &) for x €] — 0o, +00] (180)

Dol =
r(4) (14 Bara?)

displaying the power-law decay of Eq. 152 as ﬁ at © — +o0o. Note that the Cauchy distribution appears for the
special case =1

N|—=

DU 1
Case p=1 : pGruehy(z) = ————  for x €] —o00,+o0] (181)
D[O] (1 DI2] 2)
+ P
E. Cases where the Carleman matrix M is upper-triangular : FlOl — g = plol = pll

When the three Taylor coefficients FI° = 0 = DI = DI vanish in Eq. 119, the Carleman matrix M is upper-
bidiagonal where the non-vanishing matrix elements of Eq. 124 are

M(n,n) = nFM 4+ n(n — 1)D[2] — nf[l] +n2Dpl = B,
M(n,n+1) =nF? (182)

So one can write its explicit spectral decomposition of Eq. B2 derived in Appendix B, as already done for the
deterministic version without noise DI?! = 0 in Appendix A.
The SDE correspond to the case d =1 in Egs 107

dz(t) = (me(t) + FR2 ) dt + /2Dl (t)dBruttivticative () [1g]

dz(t) = (f[l]:v(t) +F ) dt + /2Dy (t)gBmuttirticative ) [Stratonovich] (183)
The change of variables
. 1
i) = — (184)
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that is already useful in the deterministic case (see Eq. A3 in Appendix A) leads here to the Stratonovich SDE

(fmx(t) + Fl2l 2 (t)) dt + /2D[2]x(t)dBmultiplicative(t)

di(t) = — =
— _ (f[l]f(t) + F[2]> di — 1 ’2D[2]i(t)dBm“l“p”c“””e(t)
= (f[l]a'uj(t) + F[O]) dt — /2D[2]i(t)dBmultiplicative (t) (185)

where the noise remains multiplicative with respect to the new variable #(¢) while the Stratonovich force F (&) =
(Fl9z + FO) involves the two Taylor coefficients

oy — _pl2
A E——t (186)
So the process ¥(t) corresponds to the process discussed in the previous subsection VID 4 with the parameters
5 fu fhl
A= "pE T pE
o Flol jalbl
A = D@ T T pE (187)

and one can directly translate the results as follows for the present process z(t) = % in the region fl! > 0 and

FP2l < 0 corresponding to & > 0 and to A>0:
e The steady state distribution pg (%) given by the Inverse-Gamma-distribution of Eq. 170 of parameters i and A
translates into the Gamma distribution for the variable z = 1

T

PR o
Pst\T = 3 A i—1_—Ax
pst(r) = St(xQ ) = T'(7) ah=le™ (188)

e The functional representation of Eq. 171 for the process Z(t)

¢
0 :F[O]/ ds ef " (t—s)~VaDBEI(B(1)-B(s)) (189)
0

translates for the process z(t) = i_(lt) into

1 1
E(t) - F) [y ds e (t=9)=V2DPI(B()~B(s))

(t) = (190)

As a final remark, let us mention that the present analysis concerning the quadratic non-linearity of coefficient F'2
can be done for any other degree p = 3,4, .. of non-linearity of coefficient FP! in the presence of multiplicative noise as
described in [13]. The corresponding Carleman matrix elements M (n, q) are then non-vanishing only on the diagonal
q = n and on the upper-diagonal ¢ =n +p — 1.

F. Discussion

In conclusion, the Carleman perspective is very useful in dimension d = 1 to recover the well-known simplest soluble
diffusions, namely :

(i) the case where the Carleman matrix is diagonal corresponds to the Geometric Brownian motion;

(ii) the cases where the Carleman matrix is lower-triangular correspond to the soluble family of Pearson diffusions;

(iii) the cases where the Carleman matrix is upper-triangular include the cases with only multiplicative noise
D(z) = DPlz2 while the the force may contain any degree p = 2,3, 4, .. of non-linearity of coefficient FI?! besides the
linear contribution parametrized by FUI.

In the remaining sections, we focus on the dimension d = 2 to analyze the analogous simplest models from the
Carleman perspective.
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VII. APPLICATION OF THE CARLEMAN APPROACH TO DIFFUSION PROCESSES IN d =2

In this section, the Carleman approach is applied to the diffusion processes of section IV in the dimension d = 2.

To be more concrete, let us first recapitulate explicitly the various notations in the following subsection.

A. Notations for the diffusion processes in dimension d = 2
In dimension d = 2, the diffusion matrix of Eq. 81 reads

Dll(l‘l,.’l,’g) = Dgo] + Dgllxl + D?]x%
Doo (ml, .’EQ) = Dgo] + Dél]xg + D£2].’17§
Dio(z1,22) =0

while the Ito forces of Eq. 24 read

Fi(ry,m0) = F 4 Filay + Floy + F2iaf + Fipad + 28 o1

Fy(x1,22) —F[O]+F2[1]x1+F2[2]x2+F2[{1 1+F2[%2 2+2F2[ %2951@

The Stratonovich forces of Eq. 94 are also polynomials of degree two

pll
filen, ) = (FQW _ 71 + (Fﬁ] - D?])xl + Py + F2L a2 + Fl)yad 4+ 2F o

[O] + f[l]xl + f1[12]5”2 + fﬂﬁv% + f1[2%2952 + 2f1 127172

pll
hlom) = (Fgm <) et (o - o) it + Pt 2rflane
[O] + f[llxl + fz[lz]l"? + fﬂlx% + f[ziz z3 + 2f2 12712

and the only different coeflicients of Eq. 95 are

(1]

e
D[l]

A

1 1 2
T
1 1 2
= rl -l

The Stratonovich system of Eq. 96 involving a single noise dB;(t) for each components x;(t) reads

(191)

(192)

(193)

(194)

[0]

dza(t) = (A7 + Blon® + fza@) + 22t + 20 + 202 0ea(0)) dt+\/2 DI+ D (t) + Dat

OIEENG

dus(t) = (A7 + ) + s (t) + 12La30) + Erd @) + 2fFa (aa(1)) de + \/2 [0+ DLa(t) + DY

#3(1)] dBa(t)

(195)

with the three special cases of additive/multiplicative/square-root noises of Eq. 97, or the re-interpretation in terms

of two noises of Eqs 98 and 99.
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The differential generator of Eq. 82 reads
2 82

0
+ Dy (21, wz)a 5+ D22(-7317332)8I
2

0 0
L = F1(x17x2)a—xl + F2($179€2)a

0
— [FI9 -l + P+ R+ P83 270y 2
0
+ [FZ[O] + Filay + Fljas + FPL a3 + FPad + 2F2[ﬂ2x1x2} e
0? 0?
+ [DEO] + DMy 4+ DPlx } e [Dgol + DYy + DPx 2} a2
=LA =y gy ol (196)
while the natural decomposition into the four contributions £F==2-1.011 of Eq. 29 involves the operators
2
-2 _ pl 9 9
£ - ox? 0x3
0 0 0? 0?
[’[71] = F[O] F[ ] D[l] - D[l] o
9z 2 Gry N Mg TP g
1 1 0 1 1 0 9] o 02 9] o 02
0 0
= [FlEat + Fad + 27 ] aor + (P82 + Faed + 2P0 s (197)

B. Carleman dynamics for the moments m;(ni,n2) = E(z7! (t)z32(t)) labelled by the two integers (ni,n2) € N?

In dimension d = 2, the dynamics of Eq. 35 for the moments m(n1,n2) = E(x]* ()52 (¢)) labelled by the two
integers (n1,n2) € N2

+oo 400

Ormy(na, n2) Z Z M (n1,n2lq1, q2)me(q1, q2) (198)
q1=0¢g2=0

involves the Carleman matrix M = M2 + M1 4+ M + MU that can be decomposed into blocks MF=a-7]
according to the possible difference k¥ = —2,—1,0,1 between the global degrees ¢ = q1 + g2 and n = ny + ng as
discussed around Eq. 59. Their matrix elements are given by Eqs 84 86 88 respectively

M2 (n1,n2lq1,q2) = Dgo]nl(nl = 1)0g1,n1—20g5,ms + D£O]”2(”2 = 1)045,n3—20q, m,
MYy nolgr, 2) = {Fl[o]nl + Dgl]nl(nl —1)| 0411 —10gs,ms + |:F1[O]Tl2 + Dgl]ng(ng - 1)} Og2ma—10g1 ma
MOy nglqr, q0) = [Fﬁ]nl + Dgz}nl(nl -1+ FQ[é]ng + Dgz]ng(ng - 1)} 0111045
FF 0180y 0 —1045,ma41 + o204, 1 41863,m5—1 (199)
while the matrix MY of Eq. 66 reads
MY (ny,nalgr,q2) = (FHNM +2F} %2”2) Oq1,m1+10g2,n5 + (F2[2%2n2 + 2F1[;2%2"1> Oq1,m10g,n2+1
1100, 1043, ma42 + Facl1n204, 14200 ma—1 (200)

Besides this formulation on the 2D integrer lattice (n1,n2) € N2, it is useful to consider the reformulation into
blocks associated to the total degree n = ny + no as described in the next subsection.

=q—n]

C. Reshaping the Carleman matrix M (ni,n2|q1,q2) into blocks M [na] of sizes (n+ 1) x (¢ + 1) associated to
the total degrees n =n; +n2 and ¢ = q1 + g2

The moments m;(n1,n) = E(z]* (t)xh?(t)) labelled by the two integers (n1,m2) € N? can be gathered into kets
|M£n]> associated to the total degree n = nj; + ny containing (n + 1) moments labelled by ny = 0,1,..,n while
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ny =n — ngy so that the correspondence with the previous integer-lattice formulation m;(n1,ns) reads
(oM"Y = my(n —na,ma)  for ma=0,1,..n (201)

or more explicitly starting with the first blocks n =0, 1, 2..

my(n,0)
_ 0o (ma(1,0) - me(2,0) miéig
M) = (me(0,0)) s IMPTy = () s IMET) = (L) M) = [ TS (202)
my(0,1) 0.2
me (0, my(1,n —1)
mt(oan)

Then the dynamics of Eq. 198 for the moments m(ni,ns) can be translated in terms of these blocks as

QM) = M M)+ M M) MG M) 4 M

- [n,n—2] n,n [n,n+1

M (203)

F:L:q;i’;;]’o’u of size (n + 1) x (¢ + 1) are the restrictions of the matrices M*==2-101] to the

degree n on the left and the degree ¢ = n + k on the right with the matrix elements for ny = 0,..,n and g2 =0, .., ¢

where the matrices M

(n2 M gilaz) = ME=17" (0 = n2,nalg — g2, 2) (204)

[k=—2,—1,0,1](

So one can translate the 2D integer-lattice matrix elements M n1,M2|q1, q2) of Egs 199 and 200 as follows:

e The block M{;Z] has matrix elements on the diagonal g2 = ns and on the second-lower-diagonal g2 = ng — 2

n—2]
given by
<n2|M%;2_2] lg2) =M (n —ny,naln — 2 — go, o)
= DI (n = n3) (1 = 13 = 1)34, ., + D51z (n2 = 1)84,,n,2 (205)
e The block M{;ﬂ_l] has matrix elements on the diagonal g = no and on the first-lower-diagonal go = no — 1

<n2|M{T_L,:;I],—1]‘q2> = M (n—ng,naln — 1 — g2, ¢2)
— [Fl[o] (n—mn2) + D[ll] (n—n2)(n —ng — 1)| dgy ns

+ {F{Olnz + DWWy (ny — 1)] 64y my 1 (206)

e The block M

[n,n]
the first-lower-diagonal go = no — 1

has matrix elements on the diagonal go = ns, on the first-upper-diagonal ¢ = no + 1 and on

(na M) ) = MO (n — ny,maln — g2, g2)

[n,n

= [Pl (n = n2) + DPn = na)(n = ny = 1) + Ffinz + DPna(nz = 1)] d4s.m,

+F1[;] (n - n2)6q2,n2+1 + Fg[i]n25q27n2—l (207)

[1]
e The block M[n_’n+1

the two first-upper-diagonals ¢go = no + 1 and ¢ = ny + 2

] has matrix elements on the diagonal g3 = no, on the first-lower-diagonal ¢go = ny — 1 and on

<”2|MEL],n+1] la2) = MM (n —ng,naln+1 - go,q0)
2 2 2 2
= (Fl[ %1(” —ng) + 2F2[;%2n2) Ogama + (Fz[;%2n2 + 2F1[;%2(n - n2)) Ogs,ma+1

3

2 2
+F1[;%2<n - n2)5q27n2+2 + F2[;%1n2(SQ2,n2*1 (208)
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D. Discussion

This block-structure of the Carleman matrix is thus very useful to identify the simplifications that can occur
depending on the Taylor coefficients of the forces and of the diffusion coefficients that are non-vanishing in any given
model one is interested in :

(i) one should first determine what blocks M{f}n L) are vanishing or non-vanishing, in particular to see if the

Carleman matrix M happens to be block-diagonal M = M%) | or happens to be block-lower-triangular M = MI[~2] +
MU= + MU or block-upper-triangular M = M9 4+ MU 4 .
k

(ii) one should then analyze the internal structure of each non-vanishing block M%n] g=n-+k]

(ng\M{fL]q:n+k]|q2> written above, in order to see if the internal structure of the block M
bidiagon’al or tridiagonal or quadridiagonal.

Let us describe the example of models with block-upper-bidiagonal Carleman matrices M = M + MU in the
next subsection, while models with block-diagonal Carleman matrices M = M are analyzed in section VIII and

models with block-lower-triangular Carleman matrices M = M=% + M= 4+ MY are discussed in section IX.

with its matrix elements

(K]

(n.g=ntk] 15 diagonal or

E. Example with models whose Carleman matrix is block-upper-bidiagonal M = M + M

Let us apply the previous discussion to models whose Carleman matrix is block-upper-bidiagonal M = M 4+ M
e (i) The simplifications associated to the block-upper-bidiagonal M = MI% + M structure are that the eigenvalues
of the Carleman matrix M are the same as the eigenvalues of M[°! that can be found as the eigenvalues of the individual
diagonal blocks MFTJL]”] of size (n + 1) x (n + 1), with their internal tridiagonal structure of Eq. 207, and that the

spectral decomposition of M = MI% + MU can be explicitly written as described in subsection C1 of Appendix C.
The associated Ito system correspond to the case d = 2 of Eq. 107

dai(t) = ( W () + Flaa(t) + FE L 22(8) + Fa3(t + 2F1[ﬂ2x1(t)m2(t)) dt +\/ 2D w (t)aByruttivticative y)

dua(t) = (Flaa(t) + Flea(t) + FEL 3 () + Filud(t + 2P 801 (0aa(1)) dt + \[2DF) aa(t)aBywieive ¢)

(209)

For models that do not involve all the coefficients present in Eq. 209, there can be further simplifications in the
internal structures of M and M, as discussed in the examples below.
e (ii) For the Lotka-Volterra models for positive variables of Eq. 108 in dimension d = 2

dry (t) = (t) |:<F1[i] + F1[2%1x1 (t) + 2F1[2%2x2 (t)) dt + 2D£2] dBInultiplicative (t):|

dra(t) = wa(t) {(ng + Fiyea(t) + 2Ff 501 (1)) dt + /2D dB’fwl“P“C“””e(t)] (210)

there are several simplifications :

(ii-a) the vanishing of the off-diagonal elements Fl[;] =0= FQ[i] of FII yields that M[®! is diagonal both the the

integer-lattice formulation M) (n;,n2|q1,¢2) of Eqs 109 and 199 or in the reshaped formulation <n2|MF:L] n]|q2> =

MO (n — ny,ng|n — g, q2) of Eq. 207 so that the diagonal elements directly give the eigenvalues of Eq. 110 for the
Carleman matrix M

]’I’Ll + D?]nl(nl — 1) + F2[§]n2 + Dg]ng(ng — 1)

(n—ng)+ D[12] (n—ng)(n—m2—1)+ FQ[é]ng + D£2]n2(n2 —1) = El" (211)

n2

1

En17n2 = Fl[l
1

= F1[1

(ii-b) the vanishing of the matrix elelements F1[2:12 = 0 = Fyy; of F2 yields that the matrix elements of MU
simplify into Eq. 111 for d = 2 in the integer-lattice formulation

s )

MU (n1,m2lq1,q2) = 0gy,n1+10gs,ns (anl[QL + 2n2F2[2%2> + 0g1,m10g2,ma+1 (”2F2[2%2 + 2n1F1[;2%2> (212)
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or in the following upper-bidiagonal form in the reshaped formulation of Eq. 208
(naMIY L laa) = MU0 — g, mafn 41— g2, 02)
= ((n —n2) Fii], + 2n2F2[2{2) Oga,nz + (”2F2[2%2 +2(n — nz)Fl[ﬂg) Oga,na+1 (213)

)

VIII. MODELS IN DIMENSION d =2 WITH BLOCK-DIAGONAL CARLEMAN MATRICES M = M

In this section, we analyze the properties of diffusion processes of section VII whose Carleman matrices are block-
diagonal M = M9 that correspond to the case d = 2 of Eq 105.

A. Notations for models in dimension d = 2 when the Carleman matrix is block-diagonal M = ML

The discussion of subsection IITE 1 concerning the dimension d can be applied to the present models in dimension
d = 2 as follows : when the differential generator of Eq. 196 reduces to the contribution £ of Eq. 197

2 2
el _[puy e 19 (e, pm 1 9 pE 29" g2 O "
L=L 1121+ Lo IQ} o + [ 2101 + Ly T2 O + Dy oy 022 + Dy xQ@x% (214)

then the Carleman matrix M reduces to its block-diagonal component M[°! with its matrix elements M) (n1, ny|q1, ¢2)
[0
[n

of Eq. 199 or equivalently its diagonal blocks M n of Eq. 207 with their internal tridiagonal structure

<n2|M%?l],n]|q2> = MU (n —n2,naln — g2, ¢2)

0 1 1
= <n2‘MH,n] |n2>5q2,n2 + F1[2] (n - n2)§q2,n2+1 + F2[1]n26‘12,n2—1 (215)
with the diagonal elements for go = no
(na|M) [n2) = Fl(n = na) + D (n = m2)(n = s = 1) + Flyng + DPPna(ny — 1) (216)

%2] ) Of size (n+1) x (n+ 1) governs the dynamics of Eq. 203 for the ket |M,[5n]> of Eq.

202 gathering the (n + 1) moments my(n — ng, ny) of the given global degree n labeled by ny = 0,1,..,n

This tridiagonal matrix M

no+1
dma(n—na,nz) =0 (mal M)y = 3" (naMEY1ga) (gal M)

g2=nz—1

= <n2|M[O] ]|n2>mt(n —ng,ng) + Fz[i}ngmt(n —ng+1,ng—1)+ Fg]

[nn (n—n2)mi(n —nz — 1,n2 + 1)

(217)
In the models governed by the generator of Eq. 214, the diffusion coefficients involve only the quadratic terms
Dll(xl,xg) = DF]I%
Dag(a1,15) = DYa? (218)
while the Ito forces involve only the linear terms parametrized by the 2 x 2 matrix F
Fl(xl,SCg) :Fl[i]'rl +F1[;]SC2
Fy(zy,20) = Flzy + Fllz, (219)

The Stratonovich forces of Eq. 193 also involve only the linear terms
o) = (= D)o+ Flay = e+ s,

fg(xhl'g) = F2[i]1'1 + (Féé] - D£2]>£C2 = 2[11]{E1 + fz[;]l'g (220)
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so that the generator £ = L£[% of Eq. 214 becomes in terms of the Stratonovich forces
1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0
et =) (g ) 8 (g ) -l () + 8 (5

p (0 9 p (O 9
+D1 (56'1 (91’1> (1’1 agjl> + D2 (.’L‘Q 31’2> (.1‘2 (91’2 (221)

while the Stratonovich system of Eq. 195 involving multiplicative noises corresponds to the case d = 2 of Eq. 105
d = (1 B dt +/2DY &1 (t)dB
z1(t) firz(t) + fizxa(t) ) dt + 1 21(t)dBa (1)
dus(t) = (o) + fwa(t)) db + \/2D8) wa(t)aBs (1) (222)

As already discussed around Eqs 146 concerning the dimension d = 1, the Carleman moments have a direct
interpretation in terms of large deviations. For the present models in dimension d = 2, it is useful to introduce the
finite-time Lyapunov exponents \;(T) in order to characterize the exponential growths of the absolute-values of x;(¢)
over the time-window ¢ € [0, T]

(T = % In

(E](T) o ]. dej(t)
5(0) ’ - T/o 2;(0) (223)

Then the Carleman moments myz(n1,n2) in the integer lattice representation (ny,ng) € N2

ma(ni,nz) = E (@] (T)a3*(T)) - = E (2] (0)ag? (0)eT (i (T nada(T)) (224)

can be reinterpreted as the joint generating function of the two finite-time Lyapunov exponents (A1(T), A\2(7")) when
(n1,n2) are considered as real parameters. The leading exponential behavior for large T

mr(ni,n2) = eTelnms) (225)

is governed by their joint Scaled Cumulant Generating Function £(n1,n2) in the language of large deviations (see the
reviews [41-43] and references therein).
Since the physical properties of the 2D process of Eq. 222 depend on the vanishing or non-vanishing of the off-

diagonal coefficients f1[12] and fz[ll] that mediate the interactions between the two coordinates x;(t) and x2(t), let us
discuss the three possible cases in the three following subsections.

B. When f:{lz] =0 and fz[ll] =0: z1(t) and z2(t) are two independent positive Geometric Brownian motions

When the two off-diagonal matrix coefficients Fl[é] = f1[12] and FQ[}] = 2[11] vanish, then z1(t) and x2(t) are two

independent positive Geometric Brownian motions as in Eq. 135 discussed in the previous section concerning the
dimension d =1

o= s a() = a0V B
z2(1) =:E2(0)6f2[12]t+ 2D By(t) (226)

and their joint moments m;(ny,ng) reduce to the products of their moments given by Eq. 127 concerning the one-
dimensional case

my(ny,ng) = ePMm2)mg(ng, ng) (227)
[0]

[n,n

matrix coeflicients F1[§] = f1[12] and Fz[i] = f2[11] vanish, are given by the diagonal matrix elements of Eq. 215

The eigenvalues E(n; = n—ng, ng) of the Carleman block M ] of Eq. 216, that is diagonal when the two off-diagonal

E(n—na,n2) = (na| MY [[n2) = F{{/(n —n2) + DP(n = na)(n —na = 1) + Flng + DPna(ny — 1) (228)
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that reduce to the sum of the two one-dimensional-eigenvalues of Eq. 126 with n — ny = ny.
In order to stress the difference with the next subsection concerning the interacting case, let us stress that here the
finite-time Lyapunov exponents A;(T") of Eq. 223 reduce to

(1) _ . 21 B;(T)
xj(o)’ = i + /2D = (229)

while the Brownian scalings B;(T) o« VT lead to the asymptotic values for T — +o0

1
N(T) = Tln

M(T = o0) = fl] (230)

C. Case fl[;] #0 and f2[11] # 0 : closed dynamics for the ratio R(t) = :?8 converging towards an explicit
steady state

@2 (t)
z1(t)

1. Replacing the second coordinate x2(t) by the ratio R(t) = and keeping the first coordinate x1(t)

Instead of the cartesian coordinates (21, x2) €] — 0o, +00[?, one could consider the polar coordinates

l’l(t) =
zo(t) = w(t)sinb(t) (231)
where the radial coordinate w(t) = \/a%(t) + x3(t) lives on the semi-infinite line |0, +oo[, while the polar angle ()
lives on the finite interval [0, 27| with periodic boundary conditions #(0) = (27). However as discussed in detail in
[74] concerning similar models, it is technically more convenient to consider the tangent of the polar angle 6(t) that
corresponds to the ratio of the two cartesian coordinates
t
R(t) = z2(l) _ tan §(t) €] — oo, +oo| (232)
$1(t)
and to keep the variable x1(t) as the other independent variable instead of the radial coordinate. Indeed, in the
reshaping of the Carleman matrix where ny = n — ng, the moments m(n; = n — na, ng) associated to a given global
degree n while ny =0,..,n

l’g(t)
1 (1)
correspond to the moments of the two variables x;(t) and R(t), while the difference between the two finite-time
Lyapunov exponents A;(T) of Eq. 223

z2(T) ‘ —In 21(T) D = 1 In

represents the exponential growth of the absolute-values of R(t) over the time-window ¢ € [0, T].
When x4(t) is replaced by the ratio R(t) = ifgg, the Stratonovich system of Eq. 222 is replaced by the dynamics
of z1(t) that depends now on R(t)

il = ma,m) =€ (a7 (0032(0) =€ (w200 )) — E (@} () R™ (1)) (233)

(234)

No(T) = Ay (T) = % <ln

R(T) ‘
R(0)

dar(t) = (e + AYR@z () dt + 2D 21 (0dBy (1) (235)
and by the dynamics of R(t) that does not depend on x;(t)
(rBler@) + fBaa(t)) dt + \2DF) wa)aBa(t) (rler®) + fiaa(t)) dt + \/2DF w1 (0)aBu(e)
= — T2 (t) )
1(t) i (t)

= [+ 0l = RO - AR )] dt+R<t>[ 2DFdBy(t) — 2D£2]d31<t>} (236)

dR(t)

So we will first analyze the dynamics of R(t) alone before returning to the properties of 1 (¢).
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2. Properties of the dynamics of the ratio R(t) = ifgg alone

The single-variable Stratonovich SDE of Eq. 236 can be rewritten as

dR(t) = f(R(t))dt + R(t)V2DRldBg(t) (237)
where the Stratonovich force
f(R) = f 4 MR + fPIR? (238)

is a polynomial of degree two in R with the coefficients

o=l
M= -
FiCR—D (239)

while the effective multiplicative Brownian noise defined via

V2DRIdBR(t) = \/ 2D B, (t) — \/2DPdB, () (240)
involves the diffusion coefficient
pl = pl? 4 pf (241)

The generator of Eq. 14 associated to the single-variable Stratonovich SDE of Eq. 237

0 0 0
L f(R)aRJrD (R8R> <R8R> (242)
leads to the adjoint operator
0 g 0
L R (R)+D <8RR8RR> (243)

that governs the Fokker-Planck dynamics of Eq. 19 for the probability density p:(R) of R at time ¢
dipi(R) = L'pu(R)

0 0 0
= —DPIR— =___ 244
o7 |{EeR) = DAR (Rp(R)| = = () (241)
that can be interpreted as a continuity equation involving the current
Ji(R) = [(R)pe(R) — D[Q]R@ (Rpi(R))
= [#R) ~ D] pu() — D 2221 (245)

3. Computation of the explicit steady state psi(R) for the ratio R(t) = ifgg alone

The steady solution pg;(R) of the Fokker-Planck dynamics of Eq. 244 is associated to the steady current Jg (R) = Jg
that cannot depend on R but that can be non-vanishing as a consequence of the periodic boundary conditions at
R = +o00 inherited from the polar-angle interpretation of Eq. 232

Ju = [#(R) = DER| pyu(R) - pl2 g2 st (R)

dR
= [£9 4 (£ - DINR + 21R2) poy(R) - D[lez‘lP%g%)

_ plip2 (—U’<R>pst<R> - Al ) (246)
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where we have used the polynomial form f(R) = fl0 + flU R+ f2IR? of Eq. 238 for the Stratonovich force and where
on the last line we have introduced the effective potential U(R) via its derivative

e [fO) 4+ (f — DEHR + f2IR?] o fl DR — ¢l gl o7
(B == DIIR? - pER T TDER  DE (247)
The final result for the potential U(R) itself reads using the coefficients of Eq. 239
flol D — fl f&
UR) = DER + Dol In|R| - [2]R
_ ) PP - fi3
= DalR + D] In|R| + Dol =R (248)

The first term in 1/R of Eq. 248 gives the leading diverging behaviors on both sides of the origin R — 0% whose
signs are determined by the sign of the off-diagonal coefficient fz[ll]

N
U(R) RS0+ DRIR RS0+
[1]
~ __J21 L |_q (1]
UR) = ~DE(-R) p5 o] o (249)

[ gn(f%)]

The last term in R of Eq. 248 determines the leading asymptotic behaviors at the two infinities R — £o0o whose signs
are determined by the sign of the off-diagonal coefficient f1[12]

(1

o Fi3p o el
UR) = pER = [seld)] oo

(1]
~  _J12 ~ |_ [1] }
UR) = —PER) = |—sen)] (250)
As discussed in detail in [74] concerning similar models, it is very important to distinguish whether the uniform
steady current Jg; of Eq. 246 vanishes or not :
e (i) When the steady current vanishes Jg; = 0, then the dynamics of R(t) is an equilibrium dynamics satisfying
detailed-balance, and the corresponding steady state p&i(R) satisfying Eq. 246

dIn pS (R)
dR

is the Boltzmann distribution associated to the potential U(R) of Eq. 248

= —U'(R) (251)

p24(R) —Ne VR — Afe DIRIR D[2] - D2l
1
PESINES 2[1] f12
—1— 11 22
=N |R| el ¢ DEIR - DOl (252)

that should be normalized on the appropriate interval R €] Ryin, Rmaz|- Here the two possible cases are :

(i-a) When both off-diagonal coefficients are positive f1[12] > 0 and f2[11] > 0, then the equilibrium steady state of Eq.
252 is normalized on the positive half-line R €]0, 00|

~U(R)
Case fl[y > 0 and f2[11] >0: pf(R) = -3 for R€|0,+o0] (253)
Jo = dre=U)

(i-b) When both off-diagonal coefficients are negative f1[12] < 0 and f2[11] < 0, then the equilibrium steady state of
Eq. 252 is normalized on the negative half-line R €] — 00, 0]

Case 11 W o, eup -
ase fio <Oand fo; <0: pif(R) =-—F5———— for Re€]—o00,0] (254)
Jo. dre U™
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e (ii) When the steady current does not vanish Jg; # 0, then the dynamics of R(t) is an out-of-equilibrium dynamics
breaking detailed-balance, and the corresponding steady state ply {(R) satisfying Eq. 246

dpl" () T
dR DPRIR?
can be computed to obtain the two following cases (see [74] for very detailed discussions concerning similar models) :
(ii-a) When fPQ] >0 and f2[11] < 0, then the potential U(R) grows from U(R — —o0) = —oo towards U(R — 07) =

+o00 and from U(R — 07) = —oo towards U(R — +00) = +o0, so the steady current is negative Jg; < 0 with the
corresponding steady state

+ U (R)psi*(R) = (255)

B dr
(—Jst)e*U(R)/ ——e" " for R €] —o0,0]
1 1 _ . mea(Ry — —oo DPIr ’
Case fi5 >0and fo37 <0: pi Y (R) = oy (256)
(—Jst)er(R)/ [2]r2eU(r) for R €]0,+o00]
0

D

(ii-b) When f1[12] < 0 and fz[ll] > 0, then the potential U(R) decays from U(R — —00) = 400 towards U(R — 07 ) =
—o0 and from U(R — 07) = +o00 towards U(R — +00) = —o0, so the steady current is positive Js; > 0 with the
corresponding steady state

0
d
JsteiU(R)/ " U0 for R €] — 00, 0]
- R

e
2,2
Case flil <0and I >0: p"9(R) = +£[ ]:lr (257)
~U(R U(r
Jae Ul )/R D[Q]TQB ™) for R €]0, +o0[
In both cases of Eqs 256 and 257, it is the normalization of the non-equilibrium steady state pi;?(R) on R €
] ) +OO[
“+o00 0 +o0o
1= [ Camge) = [ argmy+ [ argon) (25%)
o —o0 0

that determines the value of steady-state current Jy; in terms of the parameters of the model.

e In summary, when f1[§] # 0 and fz[ll] # 0, the ratio R(t) = ifgg satisfies the single-variable Stratonovich SDE of

Eq. 237 that converges towards a steady state ps:(R) that can be either an equilibrium steady state pgi (R) associated

to a vanishing steady current J5/ = 0 when fl[;] f2[11] > 0 with the explicit expressions of Eqs 253 and 254, or a
non-equilibrium steady state p"¢?(R) associated to a non-vanishing steady current J%? # 0 when £l f1l < 0, with

the explicit expressions of Eqs 256 and 257.

4. Analysis of the dynamics of z1(t) that depends on R(t)

Now that the dynamics for R(¢) alone has been well understood in the two previous subsections, let us return to
the dynamics of Eq. 235 for the variable x;(t) that depends on R(t).
Since we have introduced in Eqs 240 241 the effective Brownian noise

< DB, (t) + DQQ]dBQ(t)) (@d&(tw\@wg(f))

dBgr(t) = = 259
(1) — o (259)

that appears in the single-variable Stratonovich SDE of Eq. 237 for R(t), it is convenient to introduce the orthogonal
Brownian noise

L \/DPdBi (1) + /DB (t) /DB, (t) + \/ D dBs(t)
dB%(t) = -

= (260)
D P + D

that is uncorrelated with dBgr(t)

E (dBr(t)dBg(t)) =0 (261)
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The inversion yields the initial Brownian noise dBj () can be rewritten in terms of dBr(t) and dBg (t)

aB(t) DYdBE(t) — \/DPdBr(t)  \/DYdBE(t) — \/ DY dBg(t) -
() = -
DI2] D?] n D[22]

and can be plugged into Eq. 235 to obtain

dri(t) (e oy 2]
it (£8)+ £l R@) e+ 2DPaB (1)
2] pl2]
V2Dl Dy D
= (A + 18Rw) de - o) + S dng ) (263)

One can then use the single-variable Stratonovich SDE of Eq. 237 to rewrite the noise dBg(t) in terms of R(¢) and
its increment dR(t)

(1]
VEDPIdBR(t) = G~ |25+ (14— £ - sl o) (264)
and plug it into Eq. 263
da (1) W, (g D (dr@) | A SN 2D D
) ( + fig ()) dt—ﬂ R R (fzz fir) — fia R(t) | dt +WdBR()
(2] (1] 2] (2] 2]
_ [ (1] £ D Dy dR(t) m
= [<f111 D[z] (f22 — fit) > ( ) 1R(t)+Dé]7Rz(:€) dt — be] R + B dBg(t)
(265)

Let us now replace D2 = D?] + Dg] of Eq. 241 to obtain the final result in terms of the initial parameters

(1 pl2]
da (1) P 4 i pl? AIDPR() + 450 p?  ar@y \2DPDP
_ + dt — dBg (t)
D

Jr
(1) D + DY ?+ DY D+ DY R() . [pE | pp

This expression is useful to analyze the finite-time Lyapunov exponent A;(T") as discussed in the next subsection.

(266)

5. Analysis of the two finite-time Lyapunov exponents M\ (T) and X2(T') with their explicit common asymptotic value
)\1(T = OO) = )\Q(T = OO)

The integration of Eq. 266 over the time interval ¢ € [0,T] contains fully-integrated terms involving T, R(T") and
the Brownian B (T)

21 2]
zy(T) f11 + f22 2Dy D3 L D?] R(T)
In [ ] ] T+ Bx(t) — ] B In
z1(0) DY + Dy pl2l 4 pl2 D+ p | R(0)
[1] (2]
v [y DYR() + Ly
- / dt R (267)
0 D" + Dy

while the remaining integral corresponds to an additive functional of the diffusion process R(t) over the time-window
t € [0,T]. [Note that the integration of d]?(%) into ln‘ R((g)) ‘ is actually valid only when R(t) is not able to use the

periodic boundary conditions to go around the ring, i.e. here for the cases of Eqs 253 and 254, and should be thus
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analyzed more precisely for the cases of Eqs 256 and 257 concerning non-equilibrium steady states with non-vanishing
steady currents, as discussed in details in [74] for analog models. However in the present case, the results concerning
the large deviations for large T will not involve this term, as found in a similar example described in the last section
of [74], so that here we will continue the discussion with Eq. 267].

Let us divide Eq. 267 by T to obtain the finite-time Lyapunov exponent A1 (T') of Eq. 223

[2] (2]
MT) = 21 mlm‘ _ (AP 4 gD VEDUD B DY R(T)’
T 21(0) D[IQ] +D£2] D?] +D£2] T (D?] —|—D£2])T R(0)
+Ar[R(0<t<T)] (268)
where the last contribution
[1] 2] £y p?
L (PP RE + S
A7[RO<t<T)] =~ / dr | == (269)
T Jo D" + Dy

is a functional of the stochastic trajectory R(0 < ¢ < T') that corresponds to a time-averaging over the time-window
[0, 7] that can be thus evaluated for large T'— +oo by an average over the steady state pst(R)

= A(T = x0) (270)

[1] (2]

+oo fl[lg]DE]R + f21}?1

dRps(R) 2] 2]
—0o0 Dl —+ D2

Since the Brownian By (T') scales as v/T and since R(T) converges towards the steady state ps;(R), one obtains that
the asymptotic Lyapunov exponent A; (7" = oc0)

1 2 1 2
(Ao o

MT=x) = )—l—A(T:oo)

D 4+ DY
[1] (2]
= PN + dRpsi(R) o o (271)
pP 4 pf . Py pf

can be computed from the averages of R and of % over the steady state ps(R) with the four possible explicit
expressions of Eqs 253, 254, 256 and 257.
The finite-time Lyapunov exponent Ao(7) of Eq. 223 for the process xo(t)

(1) — L@ Ly m@f 1
S N O A E O I 220)
B 1, |RT)| 1

differs from the finite-time Lyapunov exponent A; (T') for the process z1(t) only via a correction of order 7 since R(T)
converges towards its steady state. As a consequence, the asymptotic value A2 (T = 00) coincides with the asymptotic
M (T = o) computed in Eq. 271

Ao(T = 00) = Ay (T = ) (273)

6.  Large deviations properties of the two finite-time Lyapunov exponents A1 (T') and A2(T) in relation with the Carleman
moments mr(n1,nz)

Besides their common asymptotic value of Eq. 273, the difference of Eq. 272 yields moreover that the leading
exponential behavior for large T' of Eq. 225 concerning the Carleman moment of Eq. 224

mr(ni,na) = E (o (T)ag? (7)) = E (af (0)a? (0)e! (M (D))

~  TE(m=n1+ns) (274)
T—+o0
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will involve the Scaled Cumulant Generating Function £(n = nj + ns) that depends only on the global degree
n = ny + na, and that can be thus evaluated from the special case (n; = n,ny = 0) involving only A\ (T') of Eq. 268

mr(n,0) = E(@}(T)) = E (21 (0)e"(T)
[] [ 15 ] \/2pl2 p2] ¢ [2]
|:< 1] ~[2] +f55 : ) 2D2 D2 BL() Dy T1H|R(T)|+AT[R(OStST)]:|

D[z +D[2 Vol ol K []+D[ R

=E | 27(0

s pl2) pll pl2l BPNe)
Tn(im” 2 > n72?2] 2= B (1)
~ e pl#ip Ele V7! E(eTnAT[R(ogth)])
T—+o0

[1] (2] ,[1] p[2] [2] (2]
T"(iﬂfpu > W(iﬁlﬁ ) T®(n)
e e (275)

where ®(n) represents the Scaled Cumulant Generating Function of the additive observable Ap[R(0 < ¢ < T)] of the
one-dimensional diffusion process R(t)

T~>_+oo

E (eTnAT[R(ogth)]) T_%;.OO o T2 (n) (276)

that can be expanded in powers of n around n =0

too (I)(k) P
Z nk = nd'(0) + 220 + .. (277)

in order to obtains the cumulants ¢,, of the additive observable Ar[R(0 <t < T)| via

®*) (0
Cp = Tk‘i—(l) (278)

In particular, the first cumulant ¢; coincides with the asymptotic value A(T = o0) evaluated in Eq. 270

1] pl2l 13Dy
1 (T DI R() + L2
o1 =®(0)=E(Ar[RO<t<T)])=E f/ dt | =2 2[2]() .
T Jo D" + Dy
“+oo [1]D[2]R f211 D1
:/ dRpst(R) iz 2[2] i [Q]R :A(T:OO) (279)
—o0 D 4+ Db

while the second cumulant co corresponding to the variance characterizes the typical fluctuations of order ﬁ

_ (0
e =20 —e[air w<t<Tm (E(ArlRO < < TY))? = E[(ArlRO < ¢ < )] — 1)
5 D [ 2] 3D
_ / dty / dt S DSR() + By | (S DER() + B _ 2 (280)
T2 H+D[2] DF] +D£2]

and involves the two-time correlations of the process R(t).

If one wishes to analyze the full Scaled Cumulant Generating Function ®(n) that contains the cumulants ¢, of
arbitrary order, i.e. if one wishes to study the whole large deviations properties of the additive observable Ar[R(0 <
t < T)] of the one-dimensional diffusion process R(t), one can use various methods as discussed in detail in [74]
concerning similar models. One of them is the famous Feynman-Kac formula [75-77], where the Scaled Cumulant
Generating Function ®(n) represents the highest eigenvalue of the following tilted Fokker-Planck generator, where
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[1] D[2]
1 2 £
f1[2]D£ ]RJriZl R 1

one adds the contribution n P
pPy D

) to the generator of Eq 242

11 2 (1] pyl2]
FUDER 4 £Dk

L, =L+n
D 4+ DY
(1] 5[2]
_ Y L pe(pY o 122 R 981
USOP (RaR) (RaR) T\ T P o (281)

or equivalently to its adjoint

£l =cLt+n
pial 4 pl2!

(1) pl2] £y o

0 o 0 fia D3 R+ =251
= ———f(R) + D? <RR> +n (282)

OR OR OR D?] + Dg}
that will govern the following dynamics for the population Z;(R)

O Zi(R) = LLZi(R) (283)

that replaces the conserved Fokker-Planck dynamics of Eq. 244 for the probability density p:(R). The physical

[1] D[2]
1 2 f
f1[2]D£ ]R 21 "1

interpretation is that the additional contribution n BT
pPl4+p!

can be interpreted as a replicating-rate if it is

positive or as a killing rate if it is negative, and that the corresponding population Z;(R)

tP(n
Zi(R), o e (n) (284)
will either grow exponentially in time if ®(n) > 0 or decay exponentially in time if ®(n) < 0.

The quantitative analysis of the whole Scaled Cumulant Generating Function ®(n) for the various possible diffusion
processes R(t) clearly goes beyond the goals of the present work and will not be discussed in the present paper
(see [74] for more details on the methods and on the results that can be obtained in examples). However for the
present perspective, the important conclusion of Eq. 275 is that the Scaled Cumulant Generating Function £(n) of
the finite-time Lyapunov exponent A;(7") that governs the Carleman moment my(n,0) for large time 7" reads

1 pl2) | (il pl opl2l pl2l
5(?’1) =n (fll 2 +f22 1 >+n2 <12 +q>(n) (285)

DY 4+ DY DY 4+ DY

and is thus directly related, apart from the explicit terms involving n and n2, to the Scaled Cumulant Generating
Function ®(n) of Eq. 276 for the additive observable Ar[R(0 < t < T')] of the one-dimensional diffusion process R(t).

To (t)
z1(t)

Let us now summarize the asymptotic behavior of the two couples processes [z1(t), z2(f)] whose ratio R(t) =
converges towards a steady state :

o If their common asymptotic Lyapunov exponent of Eq. 271 is positive Ao(T = 00) = A (T = 00) > 0, then they
flow towards infinity.

e If their common asymptotic Lyapunov exponent of Eq. 271 is negative A2(T = 00) = A (T = o0) < 0, then they
flow towards zero. However, as in Eq. 142 concerning the one-dimensional case, it is then useful to define the positive
value p > 0 where the Scaled Cumulant Generating Function £(n) vanishes

E(n=u)=0 (286)

in order to separate the moments of order n < u converging towards zero and the moments of order n > u diverging
towards infinity

mr (n, O) T—>o-(i-oo

TE(M) { converges towards 0 if n <p (287)

diverges towards +oo if n > pu

This exponent p plays also a very important role in the next section IX concerning models whose Carleman matrices
are block-lower-triangular M = M=% + M= + M9 as will be discussed in subsection IX F.
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7. Discussion

In summary, the non-vanishing coefficients fl[g # 0 and f2[11] # 0 produce the common asymptotic Lyapunov
exponent A1 (T = o00) = \(T = o0) of Egs 271 273 for the two components z1(t) and x2(t), instead of the two

different values of Eq. 229 for the case without interactions f1[12] =0= f2[11]. It is thus interesting in the next
subsection to consider the intermediate case where only one of the two off-diagonal coefficients vanishes.

D. When fl[é] =0 and fQ[i] #0 : z1(t) is a Geometric Brownian motion that acts as an external forcing for
2 (t)

In the two previous subsections, we have discussed the cases where the two off-diagonal elements f1[12] and f2[11] are
either both vanishing or both non-vanishing. So let us now analyze the cases where only one of them vanishes, and

let us choose the case f1[12] =0 and f2[11] # 0 (since the other case f1[12] # 0 and f2[11] = 0 can be obtained by exchanging
the two variables x1 < x3).

When f1[12] = 0, then x;(¢) remains the independent Geometric Brownian motion of Eq. 226

(t) = (0)e VP B0 (288)
with the properties of Eqs 229
1. |zi(T) 1] 21 B1(T)
M(T)==1 J = 289
(@)= |20 1l . (259)
and 229
M (T = o0) = fi} (290)

One can plug the solution x1 () of Eq. 288 into the SDE of Eq. 222 for x5(¢) where it appears as an inhomogeneous

forcing term
dza(t) = flle (0)e HV2DY Bi(t) | ([1]dt+\/ 2 dB,( > (291)

so that one obtains the following integral representation for z2(t) in terms of the two Brownian motions Bj(s) and
BQ (S)

t
z2(t) =e st+y/2DF) Ba() [$2(0) +f2[11]331(0)/ dseli =) +/2DF Bi(s)- B"’(S)] (292)
0

To make the link with the previous subsection, let us write the ratio R(t) = 28 in terms of the effective noise

V2DPIBR(t) = /2D By(t) — /2D B, (t) introduced in Eq. 240

R(t) = (1) _ U=t /2DY) Ba(t)—y/2DP By (1) z2(0) ) /t s =18 s+1/2D) Bi(s)—1/2DF Ba(s)
) 21(0) 7 g

— U+ VaDE B (1) { R(0) + U / dse F1i = 1) s—v2DP qu
0
t
= U5 =S VEDPIBR() Ry 4 fll] / dse—(FY =15 (t=8)+V2DPI(BR()—Br(s)) (293)
0
The asymptotic behavior of R(t) for large time ¢ — +oo depends on the sign of the difference ( 1[11] - 2[12]) between

the two diagonal coefficients fl[1 and f[l] :

o (i) If ( fl[ll] - f2[12]) > 0, then the first contribution of Eq. 293 becomes exponentially small for large times ¢ — 400,
while the second contribution remains finite and thus dominates the ratio R(t) of Eq. 293 for large times t — 400

t—+oo

t
R(t) ~ flI / dse—(FY =15 (t=9)+V2DPI(BR(t)—Br(s)) (294)
0
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This expression is similar to the exponential functional of the Brownian motion of Eq. 171, whose Inverse-Gamma
steady distribution of Eq. 170 is in agreement with the equilibrium distribution of Eq. 252 for f5 =0

1
W f2[1]
p°Y(R) =Ne VB = N |R|”' "7 o0T ¢ DER (295)

with the following possible steady states from Eqs 253 and 254 depending of the sign of f2[11]

[ _ 0l Mo . eop - €0
Case fiz =0 and fiy > fo and fy >0 @ p/(R) = 55— for R€|0,+o0]
Jo  dre=UM
n_ 0o W_qg. geap —_ €
Case fiy =0and fi; > f35 and f3) <0 : pf(R) =-—F5—————— for R€]—o00,0] (296)
Jo. dre U™

The physical interpretation is that when fl[ll] > f2[12]7 i.e. when the self-growth of z(¢) is bigger than the self-growth

of 2o(t), then x;(¢) imposes its growth to za(t) via the off-diagonal coefficient f2[11] # 0, so that the ratio R(t) remains
finite and converges towards the steady state of Eq. 296.

o (ii) If ( 1[11] — 2%]) < 0, then both contributions of Eq. 293 diverge exponentially for large times ¢ — 400, and there
is no normalizable steady state for the ratio R(t) of Eq. 293 that flows towards infinity. The physical interpretation

is that when f1[11] < ]"2[12]7 i.e. when the self-growth of z1(¢) is smaller than the self-growth of x5 (¢), then z1(t) becomes
negligible with respect to xo(t) for large times, so that the ratio R(t) flows towards infinity.

As a final remark, let us mention that from the point of view of the Carleman matrix M = M with the matrix

elements of Eq. 215, the vanishing of the coefficient Fl[é] = f1[12] = 0 yields that the diagonal blocks ME)L] ] of Eq. 207
are bidiagonal instead of tridiagonal, so that their eigenvalues are given by the diagonal elements g2 = ny of Eq. 215

and are thus the same as in Eq. 228 with ny =n — ns.

E. Discussion

In summary, we have discussed in detail the effects of the interactions mediated by the two off-diagonal coefficients
f1[12] and f2[11] for the 2D stochastic system of Eq. 222. In particular when they are both non-vanishing f1[§] # 0 and
f;] # 0, we have explained why it was useful to keep x1(t) and to replace z5(t) by the ratio R(t) = i?—gg
dynamics converging towards an explicit steady state determines the statistical properties of the finite-time Lyapunov
exponent A1 (7).

whose

In Appendix D, we discuss what happens when one tries to apply the same strategy for the Stratonovich system of
Eq. 105 in dimension d > 2 and in particular d = 3.

IX. MODELS IN DIMENSION d =2 WITH CARLEMAN MATRICES M = M=% + M- + M

In this section, we analyze the properties of diffusion processes of section VII whose Carleman matrices are block-
lower-triangular M = M2l + MI=1 4 M9, So with respect to the previous section where the Carleman matrix was
block-diagonal M) and involved the matrices FI! (linear forces) and D2 (multiplicative noises), the block M[=2l
involves the matrix D[?! parametrizing the additive noises, while the matrix M~ involves the matrices F[° (constant
forces) and DU (square-root noises). The goal is thus to analyze the generalizations in dimension d = 2 of the Pearson
family of one-dimensional discussed in section VID.
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A. General properties of the Carleman moments

When M = 0, the dynamics of Eq. 203 for the ket |M{™) of Eq. 202 that gathers the (n + 1) moments
m¢(n1 = n — ng,ng) of a given degree n with ne = 0,..,n becomes

aM) =0

oMy =Ml M + Ml vl

DM =M, M) + M M)+ ML M
oM™y =M My M ) M) )

(297)

that generalizes the dynamics of Eq. 149 concerning one-dimensional Pearson diffusions, and that should also be
solved recursively iteratively in the order n = 0,1, ...

At each step n, one should thus diagonalise the M{?in] of size (n+1) x (n+ 1) with its tridiagonal structure of Eq.
207 in order to obtain in particular its (n + 1) eigenvalues E, o labelled by a =0, ..,n

From the point of view of the spectral decomposition of Eq. 52, this means that the moment m;(ky = k — ko, ko) =

<k2|/\/l£k]> can only involve the eigenvalues E,, . of the blocks 0 <n <k,

k n

ma(ky =k — ko ka) = (ko) M) =373 ePro (ke ko | Ry o) (Lin o Mi—o)

n=0 a=0
k n

= (ks kol Ro) 3 3 €' (ko ) (L

n=1a=0

o) (298)

So the moment my(k; = k — ko, ko) will converge towards its steady value mg; (k1 = k — ko, ko) = (k, k2| Ro) only if all
the eigenvalues E,, , that really appear in Eq. 298 have negative real parts. If one considers all the moments |./\/l,[5k]>
of a given degree k, the conclusion is that the convergence toward steady moments require that all the eigenvalues
E,, . of the blocks 1 < k < n should have negative real parts

|M[k]> o~ |M[k]> only if all the eigenvalues E,, , labelled by a = 0,..,n of the blocks 1 <n <k
t t—Foo st s

have negative real parts Re(E, ) <0 (299)
In subsection C2 of Appendix C1, we describe how the spectral decomposition of block-lower-bidiagonal matrices
M = M1 + M can be explicitly computed, with the final results of Eqs C24 and C25 for the right and left

eigenvectors respectively. Note that these calculations can be extended to the case M = M!=2 + M, So in the
following subsections, we describe the corresponding simplest examples of section V in dimension d = 2.

B. Models with only one square-root-noise dB;q“‘"e*TOOt(t) for each z; > 0 having M = M1 4 M

The case d = 2 of Eq. 101, that generalizes the one-dimension case of Eq. 159, correspond to the following Ito
system for the positive variables z1(t) > 0 and z2(t)

dl‘l(t) — (F[ ] T Fl[ ] ( )—I—F 2$2 )dt—‘r Wstquare root )
dua(t) = (FY + Filan(6) + Fiaa(t)) dt + /28w (8)d B3 7% 1) (300)

where the discussion of Eq. 103 yield that the four following coefficients (F{O],FQ[O], Fl[é], Fg]) should be positive

FY >0 ; Fl>o0 (301)

F% >0 ; F>0
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while (Fl[i],FQ[;]) are arbitrary.
The eigenvalues of the full Carleman matrix M = M= 4+ M coincide with the eigenvalues of the diagonal-block
MY that only involves the matrix FIU that are directly given by Eq. 104

Ey\ ko = K1A1 + K2A2 (302)

as linear combinations with integers coefficients (k1, ko) € N2 of the two eigenvalues A1,2 of the 2 x 2 matrix FLI

1 1 1 1) 2 1] o1
F1[1]+F2[2]i\/<F1[1] _Fz[z]) +4F1{2]F2[1]
Mo = - (303)

C. Models with only one multiplicative noise dB;”“ltip“m“w( ) for each z; having M = M1 + M

The case d = 2 of Eq. 106 that generalizes the one-dimension case of Eq. 165 correspond to the following
Stratonovich system

day(t) = (A + 1) + fea®) dt + /208 i @yamyrieente )
dua(t) = (A7 + @)+ ea(t)) dt + /205 o (eyamyeitienive g (304)

To get some intuition, let us discuss progressively the effects of the interactions mediated by the off-diagonal
coefficients fl[lz] and fz[ll] as follows :

e When fl[lz] =0 and fQ[i] = 0, then z1(¢) and z3(t) are two independent Kesten processes that were discussed in
subsection VID 4. In particular in the region of parameters

(=1
Hi = pi2l >0
J
Ik
\j Eﬁ>0 (305)

the steady state ps:(z1,x2) is factorized into two Inverse-Gamma distributions of Eq. 170 of parameters (i, A;)

2 )\M] A )
pst $17$2 H 1+HJ i for (331,.132) € (]Oa_’_OOD (306)

with possibly different power-laws for large 1 — 400 and large o — 400 when p; # .

e When f1[2] =0 and f3; () # 0 : then x4 (t) still converges towards its own one-dimensional Inverse-Gamma distri-
bution pg(x1) of parameters (1, A1) and appears as an external forcing in the SDE for zo(t) that would otherwise
converge towards its own one-dimensional Inverse-Gamma distribution of parameters (usg, A2) if it were alone. As a
consequence, one needs to distinguish two cases :

(i) if g2 < p1, i.e. when the steady state for 2 alone is less broad, then z; acting as external forcing will not change
the exponent po that zo(t) would produce alone, the moments of z2(t) of any order ny > uo will remain infinite, so
that there will be the two distincts exponents p1 # us as in Eq. 306

1

— 307
N P (300

pst(x1, T2)

(ii) if po > p1, i.e. when the steady state for x; alone is broader, then z; acting as external forcing will impose to
x9 its smaller exponent p; and make infinite the moments of z5(¢) of any order ns > 1, so that the same exponent
w1 will govern the power-law for the two variables in contrast to Eqs 306 and 307

1

31 oo [, (308)

pst(x1,2)
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e When f1[12] # 0 and f3; (1 # 0, then both processes acting on each other will produce a common exponent p that
will govern the tails for both x1 and o

1

g1 >0 [ TF

pst(T1,22) (309)

Then to make the link with subsection VIII C concerning the dynamics of Eq. 304 without the constant forces fl[O]

and f1[0]7 it is useful to replace the process xz5(t) by the ratio R(t) = i?gg of Eq. 232 to obtain the Stratonovich system

obtained from Eq. 304

dur(t) = [0+ () + FER®) 21(0) de + /2DF w1 ()i (1) (310)

dR(t) = K [, fz > +< W A )R(t)_mez(t)
- 21 l‘l(t) 22 11 Il(t) 12

In the dynamics of R(t), the new terms with respect to single-variable SDE for R(t) of Eq. 236 discussed in detail

(o] _ (0]
in subsection VIIIC are the contributions % to the Stratonovich force that involve x4 (t), but that are not

dt+R(t){ 2D dB,(t) — 2D§2]d31(t)]

expected to change the fact that all the moments of R(t) will converge towards finite steady values, so that the joint
steady state pg:(z1, R) will involve power-law only in the variable x;

1

t(r1, R x @ — 311
patl1, R) |21 |—+oo |z |1 HH (311)

as will be further discussed in subsection IXF after describing other examples involving analogous power-laws.
D. Models with one square-root noise dB;q“am_mm (t) and one multiplicative noise dB;.n“mP”C‘atiUE(t) for each

coordinate z; > 0 having M = M[~!) + Ml

The case d = 2 of Eq. 117 that generalizes the one-dimensional case of Eq. 173 correspond to the following Ito
system for the two positive processes 1 (t) > 0 and x2(t) > 0

dar(t) = (F" + Flla: () + Fliwa(t)) dt + /2Dy (1)aB ™o (1) + /2D ()d Byt (1)
dzo(t) :(FQ[O]+F2[}]x1(t)+F2[;]x2(t)) dt +\/ 2D 2o (£)d B3 0% (1) 4 () 2D 2y (£)d B PlCative (1Y 31 9)

with the same conditions as in Eq. 301.

Here again to understand the effects of the interactions mediated by the off-diagonal coeflicients Fl[;] and FQE], the
discussion is as follows :

e When F] 1[2] =0and F, [1] = 0, then x;(¢) and z5(t) are two independent one-dimensional Fisher-Snedecor processes
that were discussed in subsection VID5. In particular in the region of parameters

(=11
DJ'
F
_ 1y
Dj
pl
¢ = ﬁ >0 (313)

the steady state ps:(z1,x2) is factorized into two Fisher-Snedecor distributions of Eq. 176 of parameters (u;, a;, ¢;)

-1

(a; + x
pst(z1,T2) H ( J )

() (¢j +@5)th

> for (x1,22) € (]0, +00])? (314)
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with possibly different power-laws for large 1 — 400 and large o — 400 when 1 # uso.
e When Fl[;] # 0 and FQ[}] # 0, then both processes acting on each other will produce a common exponent p that
will govern the tails for both z; and z9
1

<
|| —>+oo 2|t

pst(T1,T2) (315)

that will be discussed further in subsection IXF.
E. Models with one additive-noise dB}*"""**(t) and one multiplicative-noise dB;”"”ip”C“tive(t) for each z;

having M = M[~2 4+ Mm%

The case d = 2 of Eq. 116 that generalizes the one-dimensional case of Eq. 177 correspond to the following
Stratonovich system

dui(t) = (o) + fwa(t)) de + /2D aBgadtivep) 4\ /2Dy () aBy et 1)
dza(t) = ( Do) + fgg]a;g(t)) dt + /2Dl aBgdditive 1) 4\ [aDP () dBItiplicative 4 (316)
Here again to understand the effects of the interactions mediated by the off-diagonal coeflicients fl[é] and f2[¥7 the
discussion is as follows :

e When f1[12] =0 and fz[ll] = 0, then x;(¢) and x2(t) are two independent one—dimension[alu]l Student processes that
(7.fjj )

were discussed in subsection VID 6. In particular in the region of parameters p; = > 0, the steady state

pl2
pst(x1,x2) is factorized into two Student distributions of Eq. 180 ’
F(uﬁrl)
Pst(l’l,xz) = z T for (1‘1,.132) € (] - OO7+OOD2 (317)

1N/ 2 D\ 2
rire) (1+ )
with possibly different power-laws for large 1 — +o00 and large zo — 400 when 1 # pio.

e When fl[lz] # 0 and 2[11] # 0, then both processes acting on each other will produce a common exponent p that
will govern the tails for both 1 and zo

1

|xj|g<+oo ;[T TA (318)

pst(x1,2)

Then to make the link with subsection VIII C concerning the dynamics of Eq. 304 without the additive noises, it is
useful to replace the process xs(t) by the ratio R(t) = ifg; of Eq. 232 to obtain the Stratonovich system obtained
from Eq. 316

day(t) = (flaa(t) + SRz ) dt 4+ /2D aBr@te (@) 4 f2D P ay (dBr e )

dR(t) = |+ (5 - RO - R 0) dt+R<t>[ 2DYlaByIientive (p) — \[aDFapp et g

/ 2D£0] dBQadditive (t) R( ) 2D£0] dBtlzdditive (t) (319)
+ — R(t
z1(t) 1(t)
In the dynamics of R(t), the new terms with respect to single-variable SDE for R(¢) of Eq. 236 discussed in detail in
subsection VIIIC are the contributions of the two additive noises with non-trivial amplitudes involving z1(¢) in the
denominator, but that are not expected to change the fact that all the moments of R(t) will converge towards finite
steady values, so that the joint steady state pg: (21, R) will involve power-law only in the variable

1
o _
|z1|—=+o00 |1‘1|1+”

pst(r1, R) (320)

as will be further discussed in the next subsection.
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F. Relation between the power-law exponent y and the Scaled Cumulant Generating Function £(n) of Eq.
285

As discussed in detail in subsection VIIIC concerning the interacting case f1[12] # 0 and f2[11] # 0 when the Carleman
matrix is block-diagonal M = M in particular in subsection VIIIC6 concerning the two finite-time Lyapunov
exponents A;(T") and A2(T), the Carleman moments my(ny,n2) of Eq. 274 are governed for large T'

mr(ni,nz) S lEn=ntna) (321)

by the Scaled Cumulant Generating Function £(n = nj + ns) that depends only on the global degree n = nj + no,
and the value n = p where £(n = njy + ng) vanishes is useful in the case A2(T = 00) = A (T = 00) < 0 to separate
the moments of order n < p converging towards zero and the moments of order n > p diverging towards infinity in
Eq. 287

In the three models of the three previous subsections, the additional contributions with respect to the block-diagonal
M = M case do not change the fact that the moments are diverging for n > p, but they turn the vanishing moments
n < u of Eq. 287 into finite steady values, so that the parameter p introduced via £(n = u) = 0 in Eq. 286 of the
previous section is the power-law exponent that appear in the steady distributions of Eq. 311 for the 2D Kesten
process, of Eq. 315 for the 2D Fisher-Snedecor process, of Eq. 320 for the 2D Student process.

Related models formulated in discrete time are discussed in detail in the recent works [39, 40] both for d = 2 and
for large dimension d — +oc.

X. CONCLUSION

In summary, we have described how the Carleman approach can be applied to diffusion processes [z1(t), .., z4(¢)] in
dimension d when the forces and the diffusion-matrix elements are polynomials, in order to write the linear system
governing the dynamics of the averaged values E(x7*(t)z52(t)...x;?(t)) labelled by the d integers (nq,..,nq). We
have explained why the natural decomposition of the Carleman matrix into blocks associated to the global degree
n = nj; +ns + .. + ng is very useful to identify the models that have the simplest spectral decompositions in the
bi-orthogonal basis of right and left eigenvectors. We have discussed in detail the application to models with a
single noise per coordinate, that can be either additive or multiplicative or square-root, or with two types of noises
per coordinate, with many examples in dimensions d = 1,2. In dimension d = 1, we have described how the
Carleman dynamics of the moments E(2"(t)) labelled by the integer n is able to recover the well-known simplest
soluble diffusions: the Carleman matrix is diagonal for the Geometric Brownian motion, while it is lower-triangular
for the family of Pearson diffusions containing the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck and the Square-Root processes, as well as the
Kesten, the Fisher-Snedecor and the Student processes that converge towards steady states with power-law-tails. We
have then focused on the dimension d = 2 where the Carleman matrix governing the dynamics of the correlations
E(z]" (t)x52(t)) has a natural decomposition into blocks associated to the global degree n = ny + ng, and we have
discussed in detail the simplest models where the Carleman matrix is either block-diagonal or block-lower-triangular
or block-upper-triangular.

Appendix A: Simplest deterministic example in dimension d = 1 to illustrate the Carleman approach

In this Appendix, the Carleman approach is illustrated with the one-dimensional deterministic dynamics

dz(t
% = Flz(t) + FRZ2(t) = o(t) | FIU + FPJx(t)] (A1)
In the field of population dynamics, the linear coefficient FI*l > 0 represents the growth rate that would lead to

the exponential growth as x(t) = etF’ mx(O) if it were alone, while the quadratic coefficient F[2 < 0 represents the
saturation mechanism that will produce the finite fixed point

Fil

x*:—m

(A2)

Let us first write the direct solution before describing the Carleman method.
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1. Explicit solution for z(t) via direct integration

The new variable

1
satisfies the linear dynamics
de(t) _ g0 _ _ FWa()+ FPla’) _ )
a - 20 200) = —Fa(e) - £ (A4)
that can be integrated
s F2] F2]
to obtain that z(t) converges towards its fixed point z, = % = iﬁ] exponentially in time with the relaxation rate

FOI.
The solution for the variable z(t) =

point z, = —% of Eq. A2

y reads in terms of the initial condition x(0) = y and in terms of the fixed

z(t z(O

_ 1 _ 1
To2(t) 1 —pi (1 _ 1
() z*+e (z(O) )

T x

(A6)

Let us now write two different series expansions of this explicit solution in the two following subsections.

a.  Series expansion of the explicit solution z(t) of Eq. A6 to analyze the time-convergence towards the fized-point x.

The time-convergence of the solution z(t) of Eq. A6 towards the fixed-point x, can be analyzed via the series
expansion

x(t) = o ) = x*:zje_met (1 — ;E&)p

(0)
] [1] T 2
1 Pt —2FMe (g T
e < x(0>) e ( x<0>> "

that involves the exponentially-decaying factors e P¥ "'t in time with the infinite series of relaxation rates [pF [1]] with
p € N*.

(A7)

:x*

b. Powers x*(t) of the explicit solution z(t) of Eq. A6 in terms of the powers x7(0) of the initial condition z(0)

To make the link with the Carleman approach described in the next subsection, one wishes to write the powers
x*(t) of the solution z(t) of Eq. A6 in terms of the powers x7(0) of the initial condition z(0)

P U W o i )] (_xm))”(emt_l)p

[1 + z(0) (eF[llt _ 1)}1C p=0 (k—1)lp! Ty
+o00o p P
kE—1 +p 1] . p!
_ xk 0 ekF[llt 1 ( < ) ejF t Jf
© pz_;)( 4 (k=1lpl \ z. ];) il(p = J)!

_ 0 (k=1+p)! (k) F I (=1
Z —1)lat ; =)' (A8)
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where it is convenient to replace p by ¢ = p+ k and j by n = k 4 j in the two sums to obtain the final result

+oo —_ 1) q Ll -1 n—k
70 = q_zkmqm) (k(_q 1)!:32’“ n;e o (n —( k:)!)(q Y (A9)

that will be useful to compare with the Carleman approach described in the next subsection.

2. Alternative solution via the Carleman approach and the spectral decomposition of the Carleman matrix

In the Carleman approach, the one-dimensional dynamics of Eq. Al with quadratic non-linearity translates in the
infinite-dimensional space of all the integer powers ™ (t) with n € N into the linear dynamics

dx;t“) — na"(t) d”;f) = na" (1) (FUa(t) + Fa2(0))
= nFlzn(t) 4+ nFRgn () = f Upn ¥ (t) (A10)
k=0

where the Carleman matrix U is upper-bidiagonal with the matrix elements
Upie = nFWN6, , +nFE6, 00 (A11)

So the solution of the linear dynamics of Eq. A10
+oo
(1) =Y (kle"|g)z(0) (A12)

q=0

can be written in terms of the explicit spectral decomposition of Eq. B2 derived in subsection B1 of Appendix B

+oo
(kleTla) = Y e (klra) (lula) (A13)
n=0

with the following notations :
(i) the eigenvalues e, of the upper-bidiagonal matrix U are directly given by the diagonal matrix elements U, , =
nFM of BEq. All

en = Uppn =nFl (A14)

1

ii) the right eigenvectors of Eq. B10 read using Eq. A1l and the notation z, = fig] of Eq. A2
FI2]

n—1 n—1 . n—k
” Fl 1 —1)!
H U]7]+1 :H J : _<) (n ) for nggnfl
Lle —e; 1L (n—jFll T (k—1D)!(n—k)!
Tn) = Tn(k) = ¢ 7= =
(k[rn) (k) = q7=F j=k (A15)
lfor k=n
0for k>n
iii) the left eigenvectors of Eq. B16 read using Eq. A1l and the notation x, = ,ﬂ;] of Eq. A2
Fl2]
Ofor g<n
. lfor ¢g=n A
{Inlg) = 1,(q) = 12[ Uj-1j _ ﬁ (G —DF <1)q_n G=D' g g e
e T o (n —j)F Ty (n—1)(g —n)!
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Putting everything together, Eq. A12 becomes

2" (t) Z(Ze”'i (klra) llq> qu >2eten<k|rn><zn\q>

qg=0 \n=0
N ) S e (L L) (1! L\ (g
Z Z l( x) (k—l)!(n—k)!] K) <n—1>!<q—n>!]
_ .’L‘q q_l tnFl _1)n—k
Z Dt F Z “ g ) (A17)

that coincides with the calculation of Eq. A9 based on the direct exact solution.

3. Discussion

This simple deterministic example is thus useful to see how the Carleman approach described in subsection A 2 is
in agreement with the direct calculation described in subsection A 1.

Appendix B: Explicit spectral decomposition of bidiagonal matrices

In this Appendix, we write the explicit spectral decompositions of bidiagonal matrices that are useful in various
sections of the paper.

1. Case of upper-bidiagonal matrices U

In this subsection, we focus on the upper-bidiagonal matrix U with matrix elements for (n, k) € N2
<TL|U|]€> = Un,nék,n + Un,n+15k,vz+1 = enak',n + Un,n+15k,7L+1 (Bl)

where the diagonal elements U, ,, giving the possible eigenvalues e,, = Uy, ,, will be assumed to be all different in order
to write the spectral decomposition

+oo
U= Z€n|7an><ln‘ (B2)
n=0

in terms of the right and left eigenvectors

Ulr,) :en‘rn>
(nU = en(ly] (B3)

that form a bi-orthogonal basis

<ZTI,|T7L/> = 5n,n’
+oo

1= lra)(inl (B4)

n=0

Let us now focus on a given eigenvalue e,, in order to compute the corresponding right and left eigenvectors in the
two following subsections.

a.  Computation of the right eigenvector |rn) associated to the eigenvalue en = Upn p

The eigenvalue Eq. B3 for right eigenvector can be projected on the basis (k| to obtain

+oo

en<k‘7ﬂn> = Z<k|U|q> <q|rn> = ek<k|rn> + Uk,k+1<k + 1|Tn> (B5)
q=0



i.e. more explicitly for the components r, (k) =

96

(k|ry) with k =0,1,2, ..

k=0: enn(0) = eorn(0) + Up17n(1)
E=1: entn(1)  =e1rn(1) + Uparn(2)
k=n—1: eyrpn—1) =ep_1r(n—1)+Up_1,r(n)
k=n:

k=n+1: eyrpn+1) =epp1rn(n+1)+ Upti1ptrorn(n+2

) (
entn(n)  =eprn(n) + Uy pni1rn(n+1)
) (
E=n+2: eyrn(n+2) =eprarn(n+2)+Uptantsmn(n+3

~ ~—

(B6)

The equation for k = n yields that r,(n + 1) = 0,
components for k£ > n + 1 also vanish

and the equations for £ > n then yield iteratively that all the

ro(k) =0 fork>n (B7)
One can then choose the following normalization for the component k = n
ran(k=mn)=1 (B8)
and compute the other components for k =n — 1,n — 2,..,0 via the recurrence
U,
ra(k) = =L (k4 1) (BY)
€en — €k
to obtain the final result
n—1 Us .
28I fr 0 <k<n-1
en — €
<k|rn> = Tn(k) = q 7=k ! (BIO)
lfor k=n
0for k>n
b.  Computation of the left eigenvector (l| associated to the eigenvalue en = Up n
The eigenvalue Eq. B3 for left eigenvector (I,,| an be projected onto the basis |¢) to obtain
“+oo
en(lnlg) = > (Inlk) (k[Ulg) = (Inlg)eq + (Inlg — )Ug-1,4 (B11)
k=0
i.e. more explicitly for the components (l,|q) = I} (q) with ¢ =0,1,2, ...
g=0: enls(0) =1:(0)eg+0
qg=1: enl;;(l) = l*<1)€1 +1* ( )UO,I
g=n—1: eli(n—1) =n—-1ep1+1(n—2)Up_2n-1
qg=n: exln(n) =0(n)e, +1(n—1)Up_1p
g=n+1: elrn+1) =ln+1ep1+1n)Upnt1
g=n+2: ely(n+2) =Ln+2ents+ 10+ 1)Unpr o
(B12)

The equation for ¢ = n yields that I} (n — 1) = 0, and the equations for ¢ < n then yield iteratively that all
components for ¢ < n — 1 also vanish

IF(g)=0 for0<g<n (B13)
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The previous choice r,(n) = 1 of Eq. B8 and the normalization of Eq. B4

+oo

1= (Lalra) = Y _{lala)(alra) = (laln) (nlra) = G (n)ra(n) = G (n) (B14)

q=0

determines the component [ (¢ = n) = 1, while the components for ¢ > n can be then computed via the recurrence

* U —1,
L(g) =1h(g—1)——=% (B15)
en — €q
to obtain the final result
0for g<n
. lfor g=n
nle) =L@ =q « ¢ (B16)
J=1j
H ——= for ¢>n
jent1 En TG
2. Spectral properties of lower-bidiagonal matrices M

To obtain the spectral properties of lower-bidiagonal matrices M, one can remake the computations as in the
previous subsection, but one can also obtain directly the results by considering that the lower-bidiagonal matrix M
is the adjoint UT of a upper-bidiagonal matrix U

M = U' (B17)
with the following correspondence with the matrix elements of Eq. Bl

(E[Mn) = (n[U[R)* = Uy .0k + Uy n10knt1
= Mk,kdn,k + Mk,k—16n,k—1 with Mk,k = Ul:,k and Mk,k—l = Ul:—l,k (B18)

and with the spectral decomposition of Eq. B2

+oo
M=U" = Z enlln)(rnl
n=0

“+o0
= En|Rp)(Ly| (B19)
n=0

with the following conclusions :
(i) the eigenvalues E,, of the lower-bidiagonal matrix M are given by the diagonal elements M, ,, as expected and
correspond to the complex conjugate of the eigenvalues e,, of U

E, = e:L = U;:,n = Mn,n (BQO)

(ii) the right eigenvector |R,,) of M associated to E,, correspond to |I,,) with the components obtained from Eq B16

0for g<n
R L) =1 Hor g =n B21
(@I Rn) = (qlln) = la(q) = 7 U ki M ( )

H e*Jilg% — H 7Ej for ¢g>n

j=n+1 7 J j=n41 "

(iii) the left eigenvector (L,| of M associated to E,, correspond to (r,| with the components obtained from Eq B10

n—1 n—1
U*. ) )
H *MH* _ é\@ﬂg for 0<k<n—1
e — € " — .
<L”|k> = <Tn|k> = T;(k) =<2 j=k " J j=k J

lfor k=n

Ofor k>n

(B22)
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Appendix C: Explicit spectral decomposition of block-bidiagonal matrices

In this Appendix, the goal is to generalize the previous Appendix B to the case of block-bidiagonal matrices. The

diagonal-block Ul% can be decomposed into its blocks Uﬁ] n] associated to a given degree n

—+oo
=y vl e
n=0

and the spectral decomposition of each block UF:} n]

nn] Zen a|rna l[o | (02)

is assumed to be known in terms of its eigenvalues e, o, and the bi-orthogonal basis of its left eigenvectors (lL? ]a| and

right eigenvectors |7"£?, ]a>. [Note that this spectral decomposition of diagonal-block UL replaces the orthonormalized
basis |k| of the previous Appendix B].

1. Case of block-upper-bidiagonal matrices U = ull 4 gl

In this subsection, we focus on the case of block-upper-bidiagonal matrices U = Ul + U where the off-diagonal

block UM can be decomposed into the blocks vl

(nyn-+1] associated to the consecutive degrees n and (n + 1)

Ul Z ulY (C3)

[n,n+1]

The eigenvalues of the block-matrix U = Ul% + UM are the same as the eigenvalues én,o of the diagonal block ull
of Eq. C2, while the corresponding right and left eigenvectors

U+ UM)r, ) )
<ln,a|(U[0] + U[l]) = en,a<ln7a| (C4)

can be computed as explained in the following subsections.

a.  Perturbation theory for U(e) = UL 4 UM 4t all orders in ¢

It is technically convenient to introduce a perturbation parameter e € [0,1] and to define the matrices that have
exactly the same block-diagonal part Ul% but have a reduced block-off-diagonal part Ul

U(e) = U 4 culll (C5)

in order to interpolate continuously between the block-diagonal case U(e = 0) = U and the full upper-bidiagonal
matrix U(e = 1) = Ul + Ul = U one is interested in. The eigenvalues e,, o, of U(e) are independent of ¢ while the
corresponding right eigenvector |r,, o (€)) and left eigenvector (l,, o(€)| depend continuously on € and can be expanded
in power-series

+oo
raal@) =Y elrl)
p=0
+oo
(Ina(e)] = )] (C6)
p=0

around the unperturbed eigenvectors for e = 0
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Let us plug the series expansions of Eqs C6 into the eigenvalue equation for the right eigenvector |r, o (€))

+oo
0= (U()) = ena) Irnal€) = (U = eqo+cUM) 3 erp))
p=0
+o0 too
_ Zep (U[O] —en a) |r ) + Z€p+1U[1]|T(p) )
p=0 p=0

+00
_ (ul _ ©0) ol _ ®)y 1 gl
(U —ena) |rn’a>+;ep{(U ena) 20 + UM PEID)] (o)

and into the eigenvalue equation for the left eigenvector (I, o(€)]

+o00o
0= (lna((U() = en) =D QA (U = 0+ UM)
p=0
+o00 +o0
=S el (U = e o) + > e ot
p=0 p=0

— <l(0)

n,o

(U[o] _ en,a) n Ji:.oep {(15%\ (U[O] - en,a> + (oot } (C8)
p=1

These eigenvalues equations are satisfied for the unperturbed case ¢ = 0, while the vanishing at all orders € leads
to the following simple recurrences between consecutive orders for any p = 1,2, ..

0 = (U[O] — e a) |7

0 =B (U~ e 0 ) + (UM (C9)

+Ulriret)

n, (X>

Note that these simplifications with respect to the usual perturbation theory familiar from quantum mechanics come
from the fact that the eigenvalues e, o do not depend on the perturbation parameter € here.

It is useful to introduce the inverse Gg, & of the operator (e, o — Ul) in the subspace orthogonal to |r(0) )(l(0a|

) (©) \/7(0) L ©) \ /7(0) IT(O) U
GIOL = (1= 1) gy (L Irwal) = > o (C10)
e (kB)#(n,a) T T TP
in order to rewrite the recurrences of Eq. C9 as
HR) = GOUNY)
@rhl =Pt (C11)
so that the iteration up to the unperturbed eigenvectors |7"££ o 0)) and (lff 50 yields
H) = GOUIGOLUN) . - (€0,U) 1)
UL AU UNG, — . — a0 (VIGE,) c2)

Up to now the analysis is actually valid for any block-upper-triangular matrix. In the next subsection, we take into
account the specific form of Eq. C3 for the off-diagonal part Ul to obtain more explicit expressions.

“+oo
b.  Taking into account the specific form of off-diagonal part UM = Z Uﬁinﬂ]

Let us now take into account that the off-diagonal part UM of Eq C3 has non-vanishing matrix elements only

between consecutive degrees [n,n + 1], while the Green function G% a of Eq. C10 has non-vanishing matrix elements
only between coinciding degrees [k, k].
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As a consequence, the recurrences of Eq C11 for p =1

B0l 0, O3
) ety - | > DR i) -y, el
(k,B)#(n,a) n,a k,B n,a n—1,a;
Iriop) sl (e UM 0)) o
W — 0 [phllg© — g0y _ ntla) (0) c13
< n,a' < n7a| n,o < n7a| Z S——— Z e — Enil.o < n+1,o¢1| ( )

(k,B)#(n,)

a1

yields that the first correction \r,(blz)) of the right eigenvector is a linear combination of the unperturbed right eigenvec-
) of the lower degree (n — 1), while the first correction <l$}2x| of the left eigenvector is a linear combination

of the unperturbed left eigenvectors <lfz+)1 o, | of the bigger degree (n + 1).

tors \rn Loo

Plugging Eqgs C13 into the recurrences of Eq C11 for p = 2

Z(O) U[l] T(O)
M) = U = S e 10, St [Ume)

n,o

en a — €En-—1 Nl
Sy nmmmmm>u£uWW>
as o "n-2 042 En,a — €n—2,a5 €n,a0 — €n—1,a;
Uy
w1 = anovy, - 3 Sl o gy,
a n,o n ai
0
|’rn+1 a1> <l7(1-|)—1 aq |U[1] |Tn+2 a2> (0)
- Z Z _ <ln+2 [ | (014)
az oy enJrl a1 en,a en+2,a2

yields that the second correction |r7(12)a> of the right eigenvector is a linear combination of the unperturbed right
) of the lower degree (n — 2), while the second correction (17(1221| of the left eigenvector is a linear

combination of the unperturbed left eigenvectors <l7(10_227 o, | Of the bigger degree (n + 2).

eigenvectors |rn 2.0

Via iteration, one obtains the following results in terms of the notation og = o :

(i) For 1 < p < n, the correction |rn ao> of the right eigenvector is a linear combination of the unperturbed right

eigenvectors |r ) of the lower degree (n — p) with the following coefficients

n—p,op

(0) u lgLO)]a ‘U[1| 7(10)]+1 ag— 1>
nao Z ZZVﬂ p,ap> H (C15)

€ — €p— ]
az on j=1 n,oo n—7j,0

while there are no corrections of order p > n.

Z(P)

(ii) For p > 1, the correction (I3 4, | of the left eigenvector is a linear combination of the unperturbed left eigenvectors

{ (0)

n-tpa,| Of the bigger degree (n + p) with the following coefficients

p (0) 1]
- TT I (et '“W) 0, o1

az ai |[j=1 En,a0 enJrj’aj

In summary, the corrections of various orders p that appear in perturbation series of Eqs C6 have for non-vanishing
coefficients in the different blocks (n — p) and (n + p) respectively for right and left eigenvectors.
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c.  Conclusion for the right and left eigenvectors of the block-upper-bidiagonal matrices U = Ul 4 Ul

For e = 1, the perturbation series of Eqs C6
+o0
Pna) = Irnale=1)) = Ir)) + Z A

(lnal = (nale=1)] = (O |+Z (1) (C17)

with the explicit results of Eqs C15 and C16 leads to the following coefficients in the bi-orthogonal basis of unperturbed
eigenvectors :
(1) the right eigenvectors |y q,) have for coefficients

ultr
5ﬁo¢nk Z ZZ H <n Jal |nJ+1oz7 1> for 0<k<n—1
<l(0) Tniog) = O p1  om o €na0 — En—ja, o)
8,00 for k=n
0for k>n
(ii) the left eigenvectors (I, o| have for coefficients
Ofor g<n
(0) 55,a0 for qg=mn
<ln,a0|7aq75> = (Clg)

(0) [11y,.(0)
55 . Z ZZ H <<ln+] 1,05 1|U' |l7"n+3,o¢j>> for g>n

Ag—n—1 a2 o] = En,a0 _en—w’aj

These formulas C18 and C19 concerning the block-upper-bidiagonal case generalize the results of Eqs B10 and B16
concerning the case of block-upper-bidiagonal matrices that are recovered when there are no internal structures in
the blocks.

2. Case of block-lower-bidiagonal matrices M = M!~! + M[]

As in Eq. B17 of the previous Appendix, the results for block-lower-bidiagonal matrices M = M= + M can
be directly translated from the case of block-upper-bidiagonal matrices U = Ul% + UM considered in the previous
subsection C 1 by considering that M is the adjoint Ut of U

M =U'
Ml = ol
MU = Ul (C20)

[0]

[n,n]

M = W”—Ze OO =3 By o REL(LDL (C21)

The spectral decomposition of Eq. C2 for the diagonal block U

and the spectral decomposition of the full matrix U

+oo n +o0o n
T_Z%Z) nauna 7‘71a| ZJX:OE”O‘|R"“ na| (022)

lead to the following conclusions :
(i) the eigenvalues Fyyuy, of the M[% and of M are the complex conjugate of the eigenvalues €n,a Of U and of U

En,a = e;a (023)
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(ii) the scalar products of the right eigenvector |Ry, o) = |ln,a,) With the unperturbed left eigenvectors (Lyﬂ =
<7'([10]/3| are obtained from Eq. C19

0for g<n
08,00 for g=mn

(0) 1] (C24)
5,60((1 . Z ZZ H << n+j,a; |M |ln+] 1o 1>> fOI‘ q>n

Qg—n—1 Qaz o En,ao _En+J,a]-

(L5 Rnao) = ({naolrih)) =

(iii) the scalar products of the left eigenvector (L, o,| = (T'n,ao| With the unperturbed left eigenvectors |RE€0]§> = |l,[€0]ﬁ>
are obtained from Eq B10

<1(10)]+1,aj 1|M[ ”‘ln Ja>
T S S H A for 0<ksn-1

(Ln ao‘Rk ,6> (<Z(O) |7n, ao>) = Gn-k-1l@2oar | J= (C25)
5/37040 k=n
0 for k; >n

These formulas C24 and C25 concerning the block-lower-bidiagonal case generalize the results of Eqs B21 and B22
concerning the case of block-lower-bidiagonal matrices that are recovered when there are no internal structures in the
blocks.

Appendix D: Diffusions in dimension d with block-diagonal Carleman matrices M = MU

In this Appendix, we focus on diffusions in dimension d with block-diagonal Carleman matrices M = M in order
to see if the strategy described in subsection VIII C for the dimension d = 2 can be applied to the Stratonovich system
of Eq. 105 in dimension d > 2.

1. Dynamics for the (d — 1) ratios R;(t) = 28 for j =2,..d

As in Eq. 232 concerning the dimension d = 2, it is useful to replace the (d — 1) variables x;(t) by the (d —1) ratios

R;(t) = Z 8 €] — 00, +00|  with periodic B.C. at (£00) (D1)

They satisfy the following Stratonovich system obtained from Eq. 105 that does not depend on 1 (¢)

(Z fiie >dt+ 2D 2;(t)dB;(t) (Zfl[i]xl )dt+ 2D w1 (t)dBi (1)

dR;(t) = 1‘1(t) — ) z1(t)
_ ( AU flR ) +Z FIR, (1 th )dt—i—R (t) [ 2D dB;(t) — \/2DdB (¢ )]
d
= Fj[Ra(t), .. Ra(0)]dt + 3 GjalRo(t), .. Ra(t)]dBal(t) (D2)
a=1

where the Stratonovich forces F;[Ra(t), .., Rq(t)] are polynomial of degree 2 with respect to its (d — 1) variables

d
FilRa(t), - Ra®)] = fi) = fiIR Z SR = Ri() Y- S Rilt) (D3)
i=2
while the amplitudes of the d noises o = 1, .., d that appear in the SDE of R;(¢) with 2 <j <d

GjalRa(t), .., Ra(t)] :Rj[ 20", ., — zpF]am] (D4)
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produce the following symmetric diffusion matrix D;;(Ra, .., Rg) of Eq. 5 for 2 <i<dand 2<j <d

DylRay - Ra] =1 Z GyalRi\Gial Ri] = S R;R zdj [\/g e 2D52151’a] [ 205, - 20521614
= R;R; (D8, + D) (D5)
with its diagonal elements for j =1
DyjlRs, .. Ra] = B (DI + DY) (D6)
and its of—diagonal elements for j # 4
D;4i[Ry, .., Rg] = RjR; D} (D7)

The Ito forces .7-']-“0 [Ra, .., Rg] that can be computed from the Stratonovich forces Fj[Rs, .., Rg] via Eq. 13 using
Eq. D4

1o SRS 09ja(F;)
FI*[Ry,..,Rq) = Fj[Ra, .., Ra] + 522 o (Ri) ¥
= F[Ra, . Ra) + By (DY + DY) (D8)
are useful to write the generator of Eq. 10
d » P d d 52
:jz:;]-‘j o[RQ,..,Rd]aT%j+§§Di,j[32,..,3d]m (D9)

As discussed arounf Eq. 246 concerning the dimension d = 2, one expects that this dynamics will converge towards
a steady state psi(Ra, .., Rq) satisfying

d d
0 0
O:‘CTpst[R27"de] = _Zﬁ ]:thO[R%“de]pst((R%"7Rd)) _ZaR (DiJ[R2’"’Rd}pst[RQP'de])
j=2 i=2 v
9
=2 &7 T [Ra, .., Rd) (D10)
j=2

i.e. the corresponding steady current with (d — 1) components for j = 2,...d

d
TR, .., Ra) = Fj'[Ra, .., Ralpst[Ra, . Ra) = Y 77 (Di j[Ra, . Ralpst[Ra, .., Ral)
1=2

8R

d d
8Di [RQ . Rd} 8pst[R2 LR
_ Ito 5] [ . 500y
- (-7:_] [RQa "7Rd] - ’Lz:; 8—RZ pst[R% "?Rd] - ;’DZ,J[R27 "aRd] aR’L 11)

should have a vanishing divergence.

2.  Dynamics of z:(t) and its finite-time Lyapunov exponent \;(7T)

The remaining coordinate x4 (¢) satisfies the dynamics obtained from Eq. 105

d
d“”_<ﬂ+zm%mﬁw 2D dBy(1) (b12)

z1(t) i=2
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It is then useful to introduce the normalized noise

d
1 dB;(t
dB*(t) = ®) (D13)
d [2]
Z 1 D;
2]
=1 Dl[
that is uncorrelated with the (d — 1) linear combinations ( D[2 dB;(t) —+/D d31 ) that appear in the SDE of
the ratios R;(t) for j =2,..,d
E {dBﬁ(t) ( D¥dB;(t) -/ DYdB, (t))] =0 for j=2 ..4d (D14)
Then one can rewrite Eq. D13 as
p p ¢ (\/DBaB;(t) — \/DPdBy(t)) + /DB (1)
L B (1) ’
ZWdB t) = +) 7
=1 D D?] Jj=2 Dj
[ ¢« JpP] ( DPaB;(t) — DEQ]dBl(t)>
= dB(t) +Y +)°
2] (2]
/D = D =2 D;
[ a (2]
s Vo Zd: dR;(t) — F;[Ra(t), .., Ra(t)]dt (D15)
= 1 D[z] R»(t)\/iD[z]
=1 Yj =2 j i
where we have used the SDE of Eq. D2. One can then plug
d d
1 dR;(t) — Fj[Ra(1), .., Ra(t)]dt
23° L gty - 3 SR = (). Fult)
[2] =1 Dl j=2 Rj(t)Dj
2D{"dBy ()
d
3 b
= D
d d
1 dR;(t) F;R . Rd( )]
_ 1 J ] 7 (3}
- |t - e Y > PR o1
lz 1 | j= Ri(t)Dj Z] j=2 j
i=1 DEQ] i=1 DZ[Z]
into Eq. D12 to obtain
d
dr(t) 11 0 Fil R2 ), .. ,Rd( )]
= + > fi; Ri(
z1(t) Z s Zd: 1 ] ]Z J
2l
=1 Dl[ ]
d
1 dR;(t)
T d Z : 2] (D17)
Z 1] =2 R;(t)D;
i=1 D[Q]

Let us now use the explicit form of the Stratonovich forces F;[Ra(t), .., Rq(t)] of Eq. D2 to simplify the term in d¢

d
1 LR
[ZDB]}(HJFZJCE]R >+J [D([;)R a(t)]

= Dy = i Ri(1)

d 1] d 1 d (1] [1]
= ]3]+Zf“Ri<t>+Z<§ﬁ> +ZZ( )Riii (D18)

J=21i#1,j




65

so that Eq. D17 becomes

d 1] d ] d (1] d (1]
d () 1 fjj J1i f]l 1 fji R;(t)
= - S NORS S + dt
A oret Lo " Lo o7 me T 5 2 o7 R
2
= D
59 d
2 1 dR;(t
+ | ——dB"(t) - — > ]()[2] (D19)
> [z 1 ]F?R“”Dj
2 2
=1 Dl[] 1=1 Dz[]

The integration over the time interval ¢ € [0,7] (with the same remark as after Eq. 267) yields that the finite-time
Lyapunov exponent A;(7") of Eq. 223

1, |z 1 [Tde(t)
) = =1 _ -
WD) =gl w1<o>‘ r S

4

> 2
[2] d R(T)

— D" 9 1 1H‘R ‘

=D | B - S Ag[Ra(0 < £ < T):.5 Ra(0 < £ < TYD20)

Shl S [t
2 2 2

l:lDl[] l:lDl[] i:lDz[]

involves the following functional Ar[Re(0 < t < T);..; R4(0 < t < T)] of the stochastic trajectories of the ratios
R(0<t<T)

>
=
=
A
A
3
Eu
8
A
A
\5

1 [T g TN 1 Rt

ET/O dt———— Z +Z<)Rj(t)+zz‘< )R'Et; (D21)
ZL im D j=2
—~ pP

As in Eq. 270, this time-averaging over the time-window [0,7] can be thus evaluated for large T — +oo by an
average over the steady state psi(Ra, .., Rq)

Ap[Ry(0 <t < T);.; Rg(0 <t < T)]

~ ARy [ dRapuslRas Ril N S £ ) B
T—+oo J_ o i 1 P Dg ] = Dj[ ] Rj i1y D][ ] Rj
=1 Dl[z]
= A(T = o) (D22)
As a consequence, the asymptotic value for T = +oo of the Lyapunov exponent of Eq. D20
d 1]
Z fjj
pi
M(T=00) = e A(T = o) (D23)
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while the Carleman moment

mp(n,0) =E(@(T)) =E (:ETf(O)eT"Al(T))

Z.(szl 2
J
m [Zd 1 ] s B (1)
- =1 _[2
~ e IS =N ” E(eTnAT[Rg(Ogth);..;Rd(Ogth)])
T—+o00
11
=1 fjé]
D
T|n z +n22d 2 +®&(n)
sd 1 =1 ;2
=1 p[2 i
~ e i (D24)
T—400

where ®(n) represents the Scaled Cumulant Generating Function of the additive observable Ar[R2(0 < ¢t <
T);.;R4(0 < ¢t < T)] as in Eq. 276 and corresponds to the highest eigenvalue of the following tilted version of
the generator £ of Eq. D9

d f[l] d [1] 1 d f[l,] R
— 11 Jt 7
Ln =Lt G d Z R +Z [2] Z Z 2l | R, (D25)
1 R; — \ Dt R;
Z i D J=21i#1,j J
=1 D
as in Eq. 281 concerning d = 2.
3. Example for the dimension d = 3

To be more concrete, let us write explicitly the case of the simplest dimension d = 3 beyond the case d = 2 analyzed
in subsection VIII C of the main text.

a.  Dynamics of the two ratios Ra(t) = 22(’;) and R3(t) = :igg

In dimension d = 3, the Stratonovich system of Eq. D2 for the two ratios Ra(t) = ng) and R3(t) = ‘”?8 read

dRa(t) = [+ () = A Ra) + R — PR3 — £ Ra(t) R ()] at

—S-Rg(t)- 2D dB,(t) — 2D§2]dBl(t)
dRs(t) =[5]+f£§R2<t>+<f£§J—fﬁbRg(t)—f[” 2D Rs(t) — SRS (1)] dt

+Rs(t) | /2D dBs(t) — \/2DPdB, (1) (D26)

The corresponding 2 x 2 diffusion matrix has the two diagonal elements of Eqs D6 and the of-diagonal element of
Eq. D7

D[R, By = 15 (DY + DY)
Dis[Ry, R3] = R (DE] + D?])
Dys[Ry, Rs] = RyR3D (D27)
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The Ito forces of Eq. D8

FI°[Ry, Rs] = Fy[Ry, .., Ra) + Ra (D?] + Dgﬂ)
W (5 = i+ D+ DEYRy + FRs - £ RS - FlYRoRy
Fi'[Re, Rs] = FolRa, . Rl + Ry (D + DY)
[1] f[l] + ?[é] [1] +D[ ] +D3 )Rs — f12 RyRs — f[l] (D28)

are useful to write the generator of Eq. D9

0 0
Ito Ito
L [RQ,R;),}@R + F; [RQ,R;),}@RB
0?2 2 52
+Das[Ra, Rs] 9R2 + Ds3[Ro, RS]TR% + 2D53(Ro, Rs]m (D29)

whose adjoint LT appears in Eq. D10 satified by the steady state ps[Rz, R3]

0 = LTpst[RQa R3]

0
= []:Ito [R2, R3]pst(R2, R3) —

“oR, (Da2[Ra, R3]pst[R2, R3]) —

ORy

R, (D23[R2, R3]pst[Ra, R3])]

0
- {-7:] [R2, R3|pst(R2, Rsg) —

R (D33[R2, R3]pst[R2, R3]) —

(Das[ Rz, R3] pst|[Ra, Rs})} (D30)

ORs R,

4. Dynamics of z:(t) and its finite-time Lyapunov exponent \;(T)

For d = 3, the additive functional of Eq. D21 of the stochastic trajectories of the two ratios Re(0 < ¢t < T') and
R3(0 <t <T) reads

Ar[Ra(0 <t < T); Ry(0 < t < T)] (D31)
£ [1] S Ry A Ra)
B+ <02§ ) mo + < ol ) mw t } mm T (D8 | mam

1,11
D£2} D£2] D:[))Q]

f[l]
12 RQ (t) +

1 T <D[2]
= —/ dt~—
T 0

with its asymptotic value for T = +oo of Eq. D22

Ar[Ry(0 <t <T); R3(0 <t <T)]

1]

L 1o (N (R () Re
- /+de /+oo dR3pst[Ra, Ry [D[2 ot it (D” ) m (Djém) Rs (Déé] m A\ Dl )
— 2 3F st 2, 413

Toteo ) oo —o0 ‘ 1 1 1
PR

= A(T = x0) (D32)

that appears in the asymptotic value of Eq. D23 of the Lyapunov exponent

<f11 b S )
2] D[ NG
M(T =00) = D 2 3 £ 4 A(T = o) (D33)
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while the Carleman moment of Eq. D24 becomes

mr(n,0) = E(a}(T)) = E (27(0)e"M(T)
1[11] [1] f22 2
n W + W + Diz[f] 2n
T

_|_
T 1>
NP N LN
~ e byt Dy Dj (D34)
T—+oo

where ®(n) represents the Scaled Cumulant Generating Function of the additive observable Ap[Ro(0 <t < T'); R3(0 <
t <T)] as in Eq. 276 and corresponds to the highest eigenvalue of the following tilted version of the generator £ of

Eq. D29
[1] [ 1
D112 R2 + D[2 R3 + <f22§ > —1%2 + <l);3§]) 7}%3 + <£2[g ) 54 <D[3 ) gi]
(D35)

1
pZ " pE Tl

as in Eq. 281 concerning d = 2.

5. Discussion

In conclusion, the main ideas described in subsection VIIIC for the dimension d = 2 can be extended to analyze
the Stratonovich system of Eq. 105 in dimension d > 2, but it is much more difficult to obtain explicit results, in
particular for the steady state ps:(R2, .., Rq) involving (d — 1) variables in Eq. D10 and even for the special case d = 3
for the steady state ps¢(Ra, R3) involving two variables in Eq. D30. Further work is needed to see if one can make
progress in this analysis.
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