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A dynamical transition—seen as a sudden increase in the mean-squared displacement at a charac-
teristic temperature that depends on the observation time—is widely reported in neutron-scattering
experiments and molecular dynamics simulations of hydrated proteins. However, its physical ori-

gin remains elusive.

We show that fluctuating diffusivity in a Langevin framework leads to an

observation-time-induced crossover, where the effective diffusion coefficient exhibits a temperature-
dependent transition whose crossover point shifts with observation time. Analytical and numer-
ical analyses reveal the mechanism of this crossover and delineate the conditions under which it
emerges. Our findings provide a unified nonequilibrium interpretation for observation-time-induced
crossover, and suggest that the protein dynamical transition can be viewed as an instance of this

general crossover mechanism.

Hydrated proteins exhibit a sharp increase in the
mean-squared displacement (MSD) around 200-240 K,
a well-known feature termed the protein dynamical tran-
sition (DT) [1-11]. Strikingly, neutron-scattering exper-
iments show that the apparent transition temperature
depends on the instrumental resolution [4, 8, 10, 11],
indicating that the DT is not a true thermodynamic
transition but an observation-time-dependent crossover.
Relaxation processes of the hydration-water hydrogen-
bond network are believed to set the relevant timescales
[12], but a general physical mechanism explaining the
observed dependence on the observation window has re-
mained elusive.

Fluctuating diffusivity arises naturally in protein
diffusion, where complex conformational dynamics—
including long-term memory and folding-unfolding
transitions—continuously modulate the hydrodynamic
radius [13-17]. A Stokes-Einstein-like relation [18] im-
plies that these structural fluctuations directly gener-
ate temporal variations of the instantaneous diffusivity.
Analogous mechanisms appear in polymer systems: in
the reptation model, for example, center-of-mass diffu-
sion is controlled by fluctuations of the end-to-end vec-
tor [19-21], and fluctuating mobility also arises in other
coarse-grained polymer models [22].

Such temporal variations of mobility lead to the strik-
ing phenomenon of Brownian yet non-Gaussian diffusion
(BYNGD), in which the MSD grows linearly in time
but the displacement distribution remains non-Gaussian.
BYNGD has been reported in complex environments
such as cytoplasm, polymer networks, and glassy systems
[23-30]. The diffusing-diffusivity framework has been ex-
tensively investigated in this context, including studies of
non-Gaussian displacement distributions, first-passage-
time statistics, and ergodicity breaking [21, 22, 31-40],
establishing fluctuating diffusivity as a central mecha-
nism of anomalous transport.

While most previous studies focused on displacement
statistics, we address a different facet of fluctuating
diffusivity: the temperature dependence of the effec-

tive diffusion coefficient under finite observation time.
We show that, under nonequilibrium initial conditions,
a sharp crossover in the temperature-dependent effec-
tive diffusivity naturally emerges, with the crossover
point shifting systematically on the observation time.
This observation-time-induced crossover is distinct from
BYNGD and from equilibrium phase transitions. We
demonstrate that it arises generically from the interplay
of fluctuating diffusivity, temperature-dependent relax-
ation, and finite-time observation.

To clarify this mechanism, we study a double-well-
controlled diffusing diffusivity (DWCDD) model, where
the instantaneous diffusivity evolves stochastically in a
double-well potential, mimicking conformational transi-
tions between folded and unfolded states. For analyti-
cal tractability, we reduce this model to a coarse-grained
two-state representation that captures the essential fea-
tures of the effective diffusivity. Through analytical and
numerical approaches, we establish the necessary con-
ditions for the observation-time-induced crossover and
provide a minimal framework for interpreting dynami-
cal transitions in complex systems. Our results highlight
the importance of observation-time effects in the analysis
of transport phenomena in biomolecular and soft-matter
experiments.

Model.—In the Langevin equation with fluctuating dif-
fusivity, the diffusion coefficient D(t) is a stochastic pro-
cess that varies in time, reflecting temporal heterogeneity
in the medium. The particle position z(t¢) then evolves
according to the stochastic differential equation:

dz(t
"0~ e, 1)
where £(t) is a Gaussian white noise satisfying

(€®) =0, (ML) =o(t—t). (2)

Although the diffusivity D(t) originates from environ-
mental fluctuations or from internal degrees of freedom
of the particle—such as conformational changes—we as-
sume that D(t) and £(t) are statistically independent.
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This assumption reflects a separation of timescales: the
slow, structured environmental or conformational dy-
namics that modulate mobility are captured by D(t),
while £(t) represents fast, memoryless thermal noise. In
this sense, the time evolution of the diffusivity is treated
as an external stochastic modulation, independent of the
instantaneous thermal driving force acting on the parti-
cle.

Double-well-controlled diffusing diffusivity model.—
To capture the impact of time-dependent diffusivity—
such as that arising from protein conformational
fluctuations—we adopt the DWCDD model, in which
D(t) evolves continuously under a double-well potential.
This framework naturally captures smooth transitions
between low- and high-diffusivity states, reminiscent of
folded-unfolded transitions that modulate the effective
mobility of proteins. In the DWCDD model, the par-
ticle’s diffusion coefficient D(t) is assumed to follow a
Stokes—Einstein-type relation [18, 41],

_ ksT
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where T is the temperature, r(t) represents the instanta-
neous gyration radius of the particle, and kg is the Boltz-
mann constant. The stochastic dynamics of governed
by an overdamped Langevin equation in a double-well
potential, modeling conformational fluctuations between
compact and extended states [41, 42]:

dr(t) oV (r)
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D(t) (3)

where « is the friction coefficient, V'(r) is a double-well
potential, and 7(t) is Gaussian white noise satisfying

(n(t)) =0, (n(t)n(t") = 6(t —t'). (5)

The noise 7)(t) is assumed to be statistically independent
of £(t), z(t) and r(t). In this model, we employ a double-
well potential of the form V (r) = ar* +br3+cr? +dr+e.
The parameters are set to a = 0.05, b = —0.6, ¢ = 2.3,
d = —3, and e = 1.25. This potential exhibits two min-
ima located at 1 = 1 and r— = 5, and is symmetric
about the potential barrier at ry = 3. To avoid un-
physical values such as negative or extremely large dif-
fusion coeflicients, a reflecting boundary is imposed at
boundaries at r = 0.1 and » = 7. The lower boundary is
physically motivated by interpreting r(t) as the gyration
radius of the molecule: when the system reaches a highly
compact conformation (r ~ 0.1), strong steric repulsion
is assumed to arise, preventing further compression and
effectively pushing r(¢) to expand. The upper boundary
at r = 7 is introduced to prevent unbounded expansion
at high temperatures, ensuring physical plausibility of
the conformational fluctuations. Figure 1 show the time
evolution of the diffusion coefficient D(t) and the corre-
sponding particle trajectory x(¢) in the DWCDD model.

FIG. 1. Particle trajectory x(t) and corresponding time-
dependent diffusion coefficient D(t) in the DWCDD model.

To explore the DT, we consider non-equilibrium ini-
tial conditions in which the system starts in the low-
diffusivity state. Specifically in the DWCDD model,
the initial value of the conformational variable is set
to 7(0) = r_, where r_ corresponds to the right min-
imum of the double-well potential and thus represents
the low-diffusivity state. In this way, we can investigate
the nonequilibrium character of the MSD and how it re-
flects the transient dynamical behavior arising from the
initial condition.

Mapping onto two-state model—To elucidate its es-
sential features, we describe its dynamics using a coarse-
grained two-state representation. In this description, the
diffusivity alternates between two states, denoted as the
+ and — states, characterized by radii ry and r_ with

r— > rq. The corresponding diffusion coefficients are
given by
kT
Di = 3 (6)
T+

which serves as the discrete analogue of Eq. (3).

This two-state picture becomes accurate when the tem-
perature is low compared to the barrier height of the
double-well potential (AU/kgT > 1), so that escape
events between the wells are rare and can be treated as
statistically independent. In this Arrhenius regime, the
continuous dynamics of the DWCDD model can there-
fore be coarse-grained into two discrete diffusivity states.
Each state persists for a random sojourn time 7, drawn
from a state-specific probability density function (PDF)
p+ (7). For analytical tractability, we assume exponential
sojourn-time distributions, corresponding to a Markovian
switching process. Specifically, we set
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where py and p— denote the mean sojourn times in the
+ and — states, respectively.

In the DWCDD model, the variable r(t) fluctuates
within a double-well potential. Since the initial condition
is set at the right minimum, r = r_, the system initially
remains in the low-diffusivity basin. As temperature in-
creases, the particle occasionally acquires enough thermal
energy to escape from this well and begins to explore both
minima at 7_ and r1. The distribution of r(¢) then grad-
ually relaxes toward the equilibrium distribution. In this
regime, the sojourn times in the two wells can be inter-
preted as temperature-dependent escape times from the
corresponding minima. Thus, the dynamics effectively
reduce to stochastic switching between the two discrete
states r = r4 and r = r_, which justifies mapping the
DWCDD model onto the coarse-grained two-state model.

From the Arrhenius law, the mean sojourn times in the
+ and — states are given by

Virm) = V(Hz)) 7

T (8)

Lt ~ 200407 exp (
valid in the activated regime AU/(kgT) > 1, where
AU = V(rm) — V(ry) is the barrier height. Here, 4
and r_ denote the positions of the left and right minima,
respectively, and ry; is the position of the barrier top.
The prefactors a4 are determined by the curvatures of
the potential near r = r.

Observation-time-induced crossover—In the two-state
model, the MSD of a particle, starting from z(0) = 0,
can be computed as [40, 43]:

t

(2 () = 2 / (D)) dt’. (9)

In equilibrium, the ensemble average of D(t) becomes
time-independent and equals

_ Dy +p_D_

Deq = , 10
o= (10)

the stationary mean determined by the equilibrium prob-
abilities of the two states. In contrast, under nonequi-
librium initial conditions, the ensemble average (D(t))
acquires explicit time dependence. It can be expressed
as

(D(t) = D + (D — D_)ps. (1), (11)

where p (t) is the probability that the system is in the
fast state (+) at time ¢. Since the system is initialized in
the slow state, p4(0) = 0, and the time evolution of p, (¢)
follows from standard renewal-theory results [40, 44-46].

Starting from the slow state, the time-dependent aver-
age diffusivity is given by

(D(t) = Deg — (D4 — D) Loet/i (12)

where i = pyp— /(g + p—) is the effective relaxation
time of the two-state dynamics. Using Eq. (9) and defin-
ing effective diffusion coeflicient as

Dcﬁ'(t) = <I2(t>>7 (13)

we obtain

~2

Des(t) = De = (D = D) (1= 7). (14)

Equation (14) describes how the effective diffusivity
evolves from its initial nonequilibrium value toward the
equilibrium diffusivity Deq. The first term gives the long-
time limit, while the second term quantifies the tran-
sient decay originating from the initial slow state. The
crossover is governed by the characteristic relaxation time
a(T): the effective diffusivity transitions smoothly from
its initial to its equilibrium value when the observation
time becomes comparable to (7).

For a symmetric double-well potential centered at r =
rM, substituting the mean escape times p+ from Eq. (8)
into Eq. (14) yields the effective diffusion coefficient of
the DWCDD model as

D, —-D_ - 1 —exp(—t/k(T))
2 t/k(T) ’
(15)

Deﬂ‘(t) =D_+

where k(T) = adme®sT is the characteristic relaxation
time. Here, AU = V(rm) — V(ry) denotes the barrier
height, and symmetry implies @ = a4 = a_. Equa-
tion (15) reveals how the effective diffusivity evolves over
time as the system relaxes between the two diffusivity
states separated by an energy barrier AU. The tem-
perature dependence of x(T) follows an Arrhenius form,
increasing exponentially with AU and decreasing with
temperature. For short observation times ¢t < x(7T), the
expansion 1 — e t/*T) ~ t/k(T) gives Deg(t) ~ D_,
indicating that the system remains in its initial low-
diffusivity state. For long times ¢ > x(T), the expo-
nential term vanishes and Deg(t) approaches the equi-
librium value (D4 + D_)/2. Thus, Eq. (15) captures
the observation-time-dependent crossover from nonequi-
librium to equilibrium diffusivity, governed by thermally
activated transitions between conformational states.

Figure 2 shows the temperature dependence of the ef-
fective diffusion coefficient Deg in the DWCDD model.
A clear transition in D.g is observed with increasing tem-
perature, and the transition temperature systematically
depends on the observation time. Theoretical predictions
from Eq. (15) (solid lines) are in excellent agreement
with the simulation results (symbols), confirming that
the observation-time-induced crossover arises from ther-
mally activated transitions between the two diffusivity
states.



0.02 0.04 0.060.080.1 0.2 0.4

T

FIG. 2. Temperature-dependent effective diffusion coefficient
for different observation times in the DWCDD model. Sym-
bols indicate simulation results, dashed lines represent the ini-
tial and equilibrium diffusion coefficients, and solid lines show
the theoretical prediction given by Eq. (15). Inset: linear-
scale zoom around 7' < 0.2.

Conditions for the emergence of observation-time-
induced crossover.—We now discuss the conditions under
which a dynamical transition emerges, based on the re-
sults presented above. Our analysis indicates that the
observation-time-induced crossover is governed by the
following three conditions:

(i) The instantaneous diffusivity fluctuates in time.

(ii) The relaxation time of the diffusivity depends on
temperature.

(iii) The system is initially out of equilibrium.

The second condition is essential, as the apparent transi-
tion temperature depends on the observation time; equiv-
alently, the diffusivity must switch between states on a
temperature-dependent timescale. Because condition (i)
is a prerequisite for the others, our discussion focuses on
(ii) and (iii). Using representative numerical examples,
we confirm in the Supplemental Material (SM) that these
three conditions are jointly necessary for the emergence
of the crossover.

Ezxtraction of relazation dynamics from trajectory
data.—To illustrate how the present framework enables
the extraction of information about underlying conforma-
tional dynamics, we discuss how relaxation properties can
be inferred from finite-time measurements of effective dif-
fusivity. Observation-time-induced crossovers arise only
when the system is initialized in a nonequilibrium state;
in the diffusivity model, this is implemented by fixing
the initial radius in one of the basins, such as the low-
diffusivity minimum. Molecular-dynamics (MD) simula-
tions of proteins, however, typically begin from an equi-
librium ensemble [18]. When relaxation dynamics are to

be probed, the initial state can nevertheless be controlled
explicitly—for example, by selecting configurations from
a particular basin (compact or expanded) or by briefly
equilibrating the system at a chosen temperature. Thus,
although observing the crossover requires specifying an
initial basin, such initialization can be straightforwardly
imposed in MD simulations.

The effective diffusivity contains direct information
about the underlying conformational landscape. For a
double-well-type landscape, the ratio of radii in the two
basins is related to the diffusivity ratio through

r_ Doy

— =27

1
—apmol, (16)

which is exact for a symmetric potential and remains a
good approximation whenever the escape times from the
two minima are of the same order. Thus, the magni-
tude of conformational change can be inferred from the
measured diffusivity contrast. MD simulations typically
report radius-of-gyration changes of about r_ /r; ~ 1.2
[18]; inserting this value gives Deq/D_ ~ 1.1. Hence even
a modest (~10%) change in effective diffusivity signals a
realistic conformational transition.

The temperature dependence of the crossover also en-
codes the energy barrier. A transition becomes apparent
when the observation time t,,s matches the relaxation
time x(T") governing interconversion between basins. For
thermally activated dynamics,

Lobs ~ H(Tc) = adm eXp(kABZI{C) ’ (17)
so that
AU 1
log(tobs) ~ aU 1 + log(adm). (18)
kB Tc

Thus, by measuring the shift of the apparent crossover
temperature with observation time, one can directly es-
timate the conformational barrier AU.

Together, these relations show that finite-time diffu-
sivity data provide quantitative access to the character-
istic radii and barrier heights governing conformational
relaxation—even when only trajectory-level observables
are available.

Relation to the dynamical transition.—The protein
DT observed in neutron-scattering experiments emerges
when the relaxation times of internal motions domi-
nated by hydration-water become comparable to the
instrumental observation window. Our results show
that the same timescale-matching condition underlies the
observation-time-induced crossover produced by fluctu-
ating diffusivity.

A key requirement for this crossover is that the system
is initially biased away from the equilibrium diffusivity
distribution. In DT experiments, samples are not pre-
pared in a deliberately chosen nonequilibrium basin as



in our protocol. Nevertheless, the relevant internal de-
grees of freedom often relax on timescales much longer
than the picosecond-nanosecond window probed by neu-
tron scattering. Thus, after a temperature change these
modes cannot fully equilibrate within the measurement
time and remain biased toward their pre-transition state,
providing an effective nonequilibrium initial condition.
Importantly, this situation persists even when a finite
equilibration time .4 is allowed before measurement: as
long as t.q and the observation window are not sufficient
to erase the initial bias, finite-time measurements probe
a partially relaxed state and the crossover remains ob-
servable (see SM for numerical confirmation). There-
fore, DT measurements generically realize an effective
nonequilibrium initial condition for the relevant inter-
nal modes, so the requirement for the observation-time-
induced crossover is naturally met.

This picture also implies a heating-cooling asymmetry.
Upon heating from a low-mobility basin, relaxation is
slow at low temperatures, so a nonequilibrium bias per-
sists during the measurement and the observation-time-
induced crossover appears. By contrast, at high tem-
perature the diffusivity relaxes rapidly and its distribu-
tion quickly reaches the stationary form. Once equili-
brated, subsequent cooling does not regenerate a mean-
ingful nonequilibrium bias; rather, the system tracks the
equilibrium distribution quasi-adiabatically at each tem-
perature. Therefore the nonequilibrium initial condition
required for the crossover is absent in the cooling proto-
col, and no crossover is expected (see SM for numerical
confirmation). This scenario suggests an experimental
asymmetry: DT should be suppressed, or even absent,
under cooling protocols in which the system remains near
equilibrium at each temperature.

Conclusion.—In summary, we have shown that fluc-
tuating diffusivity in the Langevin framework generi-
cally leads to an observation-time-induced crossover, in
which the effective diffusion coefficient exhibits a sharp,
temperature-dependent transition whose crossover point
shifts systematically with the observation time. By com-
bining analytical treatments of a coarse-grained two-
state model with numerical simulations of a DWCDD
model, we identified the minimal conditions required for
the emergence of such transitions: (i) temporal fluctua-
tions of diffusivity, (ii) temperature-dependent relaxation
times, and (iii) nonequilibrium initial conditions.
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I. BREAKDOWN OF OBSERVATION-TIME-INDUCED CROSSOVER

Figure S1 demonstrates the necessity of conditions (i)-(iii) for the emergence of the observation-time-induced
crossover, using two representative models. Panel (a) shows the result for the two-state model, where the mean
sojourn times are set to be independent of temperature. In this case, although the instantaneous diffusivity fluctuates
and switches between two discrete diffusion coefficients, the switching timescale remains temperature independent.
As a result, condition (ii) is violated, and no observation-time-induced crossover appears. Panel (b) presents results
for the diffusing diffusivity model, in which the potential is replaced by a harmonic approximation around r = r_,
eliminating bistability and thus suppressing diffusivity switching. In this model, transitions between distinct confor-
mational states are absent, and condition (ii) is again not satisfied, and the observation-time-induced crossover does
not emerge. Panel (c¢) examines the role of nonequilibrium initial conditions, corresponding to condition (iii). Here,
the system is initialized with r sampled from the equilibrium distribution. In this case, there is no observation-time-
induced crossover. Because the dynamical transition relies on relaxation from a nonequilibrium state, its emergence
requires that the system be initially prepared out of equilibrium. Taken together, these results confirm that both

(b) (c)

100 100 - 10° -
. t=103 = =107
. t =104 ° t=10* ot
o t=10° L t=10° 2t
—1 -1 | i -1 | o i
10 10 D_ e 10 Deq n".
& t.’ ?
Q ."“ I!-.
102 1072 | ot I U .
o
1073 I 1(]*3 L 1073 !
1072 107! 100 1072 1071 100 1072 1071 100
T T T

FIG. S1. Temperature-dependent effective diffusion coefficient for different observation times. (a) Two-state model, where the
mean sojourn time p is temperature independent. (b) Diffusing-diffusivity model where the particle radius r evolves under
a harmonic potential. (c) Double-well-controlled diffusing-diffusivity model with the initial condition of r sampled from the
equilibrium distribution.
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temperature-dependent relaxation and nonequilibrium initial conditions are indispensable for the emergence of the
observation-time-induced crossover.

II. OBSERVATION-TIME-INDUCED CROSSOVER IN NONEQUILIBRIUM STEADY STATES
(THREE-STATE MODEL)

In this section, we extend the two-state model to a three-state model and show that a dynamical crossover arises even
in cases where the instantaneous diffusion coefficient does not converge to its equilibrium value. The instantaneous
diffusion coefficient takes three discrete values

D(t) (S {Dl,DQ,Dg}, D3 > Dy > D. (Al)

Furthermore, the transition probabilities between states are specified by the transition matrix

P= (A2)

wl—wihn O
wln O wl-
O Lol

Here, P;; denotes the probability of transitioning from state ¢ to state j. The sojourn time in each state is modeled,
as in the two-state model, by the exponential distribution

1
p(T) = ;677/#, 7> 0. (A3)

Here, p denotes the mean residence time in each states and is assumed to follow an Arrhenius-type temperature
dependence given by

W(T) =19 exp(li—(;) . (A4)

Here, 79 is a characteristic residence time that is independent of AU and T. As the initial condition, we set the
instantaneous diffusion coefficient to D(0) = D;.
Under the nonequilibrium initial condition, the instantaneous diffusion coefficient can be expressed as

(D(t)) = D1 + (D2 — D1) pa(t) + (D3 — Dq) p3(t), (A5)

where pa(t) and ps(t) are the probabilities of finding the system in states 2 and 3 at time ¢, respectively. Using renewal
theory, the probabilities are obtained as

exp(—%%) sin(wt + g) , (A6)

xp(—g£> sin(wt— g) (A7)

with w = (2\/5;1)’1. Therefore, by substituting these results into Eq. (A5) and integrating over time, the effective
diffusion coefficient is obtained as

@]

DD %D D 3 — B_(t,w)exp [—%e’AU/(kBT)} D D 1 — By(t,w)exp [—;’Ttoe*AU/(kBT)}
eft = Dee +2(D2 = D) Ttrg le—AU/(kaT) 2(Da = D) Ttry le~AU/(knT)

(A8)

Here, the steady-state effective diffusion coefficient is

Di+Ds+ D
D, = 2t et (A9)
3
and the oscillatory terms are
Bi(tw) = o ( tiﬂ)—i— ! cos( ti”) (A10)
w) = = sin( wt + — — wt+ —).
=\ 2 6/ " 23 6
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FIG. S2. Temperature-dependent effective diffusion coefficient for different observation times in the three-state model. Symbols
indicate simulation results, dashed lines represent the initial and equilibrium diffusion coefficients, and solid lines show the
theoretical prediction given by Eq. (A8). In the simulations, we set 7o = 1 and AU = 1.

Equation (A8) describes how a system whose diffusion coefficient switches among three states separated by a potential
barrier of height AU relaxes from a nonequilibrium initial condition to the steady state. This follows directly from
the behavior of pa(t) and p3(¢) in Egs. (A6) and (A7), which oscillate while decaying exponentially; consequently, the
instantaneous diffusion coefficient relaxes as the state-occupancy probabilities approach their stationary value 1/3 for
each state.

Figure S2 shows the temperature dependence of the effective diffusion coefficient in the three-state model. The
results clearly demonstrate an observation-time-induced crossover. Even when the instantaneous diffusion coefficient
has no equilibrium value, if the state distribution reaches stationarity at high temperatures or over sufficiently long
observation times, the diffusion of particle positions becomes practically indistinguishable from that in equilibrium
systems. Consequently, the effective diffusion coefficient exhibits a temperature crossover that depends on the obser-
vation time. In contrast, at low temperatures or over short observation times, biases from the initial condition persist
and nonequilibrium behavior remains pronounced.

These results also demonstrate that the emergence of an observation-time-induced crossover requires not merely
switching between two states, but the presence of two or more transition states in the instantaneous diffusion coeffi-
cient.

III. ASYMMETRIC DOUBLE-WELL CONTROL OF DIFFUSING DIFFUSIVITY

In this section, we show that by employing an asymmetric potential for the particle radius r in the DWCDD model,
the theoretical framework of the two-state model can be applied to generic (asymmetric) double-well potentials. We



employ the following composite double-well potential:

32 ]’
r—
—1| , if r <3,
( . ) ] ifr <
2
r—3\? 1
2
where Uy, and Ug control the well depths on the left and right, respectively. This potential has minima at ry =1
and r_ = 5, and a potential barrier at r\; = 3. By replacing the potential in Eq. (4) of the main text with the above
form, we obtain an asymmetric DWCDD model, enabling a more realistic description of the protein conformation via
the radius of gyration r. As the initial condition for r, as in the symmetric-potential case, we set r(t) =r_ at t = 0.

When employing a composite double-well potential, one must account for the fact that the escape time depends on
which well the system escapes from. According to the Arrhenius law, the mean escape times from the wells at ry are

Virm) — V(Ti)) ,

(A11)

+ (U, — Ur), ifr>3,

(A12)

uiNQaiéiwexp< T

where 7\ denotes the position of the barrier top. Here, a4 are prefactors determined by the curvatures of the potential
in the vicinity of r = r4, and J4 (4_) is a constant computed from the curvature at r = ry of the left (right) branch
of the double-well potential. Since Eq. (14) of the main text holds generally for sojourn times with different means,
by substituting the escape times given by Eq. (A12), the effective diffusion coefficient for an asymmetric potential can
be computed as

S eTET t/K(T)
o} eksT 1—e™"F
Dt = Dog = (D4 = D) ——F2= o (1252, (A13)
aybpersT +a_6_ersT K
UL+Ur Ur Ur_ -1
K(T)=2a40 a_d_me *BT <a+6+ekBT + oz5ekBT> . (A14)

Here, Uy, and Ug denote the heights of the left and right potential barriers, respectively, defined as Ur, = V (rm) =V (r4)
and Ug = V(rm) — V(r2).

Equation (A13) elucidates how Deg relaxes toward equilibrium as a function of temperature T' or observation time ¢
when the diffusivity switches between wells of a double-well potential with unequal depths Uy, and Ugr. The parameter
k(T) sets the relaxation time of the diffusion process and, unlike the symmetric-potential case, it depends explicitly
on the depths of the two wells.

Effect of Potential Asymmetry.—Figure S3 presents the temperature dependence of the effective diffusion coefficient
Deg in the DWCDD model with asymmetric well depths. In all cases, theoretical predictions from Eq. (A13) (solid
lines) are in excellent agreement with the simulation results (symbols). When the asymmetry is weak, an observation-
time-induced crossover is clearly observed and the transition temperature depends on the observation time (panel
(a)). As the asymmetry increases, this time dependence progressively weakens, and the transition temperature
becomes essentially independent of the observation time (panels (b) and (c)). This can be explained as follows. As
the potential asymmetry increases (Up, < Ug), the equilibrium distribution of the particle radius r approaches a
Gaussian peaked at » = r_. In the strongly asymmetric limit, the equilibrium distribution can be approximated by a
delta function 0(r —r_), which is nearly identical to the initial distribution. Consequently, the third condition for an
observation-time-induced crossover discussed in the main text—“The system is initially out of equilibrium.”—is no
longer satisfied, and the transition behavior ceases to depend on the observation time. Therefore, even in asymmetric
two-state systems, an observation-time-induced crossover emerges, and the three conditions presented in the main
text should be regarded as necessary conditions for the occurrence of this phenomenon.

IV. EFFECT OF THE EQUILIBRATION TIME

In both the theoretical analysis and the simulations of the observation-time-induced crossover, we previously as-
sumed a fully nonequilibrium initial condition, namely that the particle radius satisfies r = r_ at time t = 0. Here, we
demonstrate that the observation-time-induced crossover still appears even when the system is allowed to equilibrate
for a relatively long duration—comparable to the observation time—before measurements begin.

Figure S4(a) shows the simulation results for the DWCDD model, where the system is allowed to equilibrate
for a time exactly equal to the observation time t,,s before we start measuring the effective diffusion coefficient of
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FIG. S3. Temperature-dependent effective diffusion coefficient Deg for different observation times in the asymmetric DWCDD
model. Each panel uses a different left-well depth Ur,. Symbols indicate simulation results, dashed lines represent the initial
and equilibrium diffusion coefficients, and solid lines show the theoretical prediction given by Eq. (A13).
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FIG. S4. (a) Temperature dependence of the effective diffusion coefficient in the DWCDD model when the system is equilibrated
for a time equal to the observation time tohs. (b) Temperature dependence of the effective diffusion coefficient when the
equilibration time is fixed to teq = 10%, independently of tops. In both panels, the dashed lines indicate the initial effective
diffusivity D_ and the equilibrium effective diffusivity Deq.

the particle. Here, t.q denotes the equilibration time elapsed from the initial condition. Before this equilibration
stage, the initial condition of the particle radius is fixed to » = r_. As is evident from the results, even when such
an equilibration time is introduced prior to observation, the diffusivity still exhibits a crossover as a function of
temperature, and the corresponding crossover temperature depends on the observation time; that is, the observation-
time-induced crossover persists. Figure S4(b) shows the results for a protocol in which the equilibration time is
fixed to teq = 10%, independently of the observation time ¢ops. Even with this protocol, the observation-time-induced
crossover is clearly observed.

V. HEATING-COOLING ASYMMETRY IN THE DOUBLE-WELL CONTROLLED DIFFUSING
DIFFUSIVITY MODEL

We next investigate the heating—cooling asymmetry in the DWCDD model by changing the initial condition of the
radius r. In the simulations presented in the main text, at each temperature we imposed the initial condition r = r_
and x = 0 independently for every realization. Here we instead modify the protocol so that the temperature is varied
sequentially while observations are performed.

The simulation procedure is as follows. At the initial temperature T' = Ty, we set the initial condition at ¢ = 0 to
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FIG. S5. Temperature dependence of the effective diffusion coefficient for the heating and cooling protocols. Squares denote
the heating protocol and crosses denote the cooling protocol. The dashed lines indicate the initial effective diffusivity D_ and
the equilibrium effective diffusivity Deq. The initial temperature in the heating protocol is Ty ~ 0.025, while that in the cooling
protocol is Ty ~ 0.4.

be r =r_ and x = . After evolving the system at T, we change the temperature to the next value 7' = T} without
reinitializing r or x: the values of r and = at the end of the run at Ty are directly used as the initial condition at
t = 0 for the simulation at 7}. Repeating this procedure yields, for a sequentially measured set of N temperatures
{To,T1,...,Tn_1}, the effective diffusion coefficient defined from the mean-square displacement as

2
Dest(t) = w (A15)

By choosing the sequence {1y, T1,...,Tn—1} in ascending or descending order, we can probe the effect of heating and
cooling protocols, respectively.

Figure Sb shows the temperature dependence of the effective diffusion coefficient obtained from simulations following
the protocol described above. For the heating protocol, relaxation is slow in the low-temperature regime, so the
influence of the nonequilibrium initial condition persists during the measurement and the effective diffusion coefficient
exhibits a crossover as a function of temperature. Moreover, when the observation time is varied, the temperature at
which this crossover occurs shifts, demonstrating the observation-time-induced crossover.

By contrast, for the cooling protocol, although we impose a nonequilibrium initial condition 7 = r_ at the starting
temperature T, the diffusivity relaxes rapidly in the high-temperature regime. Once the system has equilibrated
at high temperature, subsequent cooling does not regenerate a significant nonequilibrium bias; instead, the system
quasi-adiabatically follows the equilibrium distribution at each temperature, and the effective diffusion coefficient
remains at its equilibrium value throughout the temperature range.



