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Resetting has been shown to reduce the completion time for a stochastic process, such as the
first passage time for a diffusive searcher to find a target. The time between two consecutive
resetting events is drawn from a waiting time distribution 1 (t), which defines the resetting protocol.
Previously, it has been shown that deterministic resetting process with a constant time period,
referred to as sharp restart, can minimize the mean first passage time to a fixed target. Here we
consider the more realistic problem of a target positioned at a random distance R from the resetting
site, selected from a given target distribution Pr(R). We introduce the notion of a conjugate target
distribution to a given waiting time distribution. The conjugate target distribution, Py (R), is that
Pr(R) for which 1 (t) extremizes the mean time to locate the target. In the case of diffusion we derive
an explicit expression for Pj(R) conjugate to a given 1(¢) which holds in arbitrary spatial dimension.
Our results show that stochastic resetting prevails over sharp restart for target distributions with

Stochastic resetting prevails over sharp restart for broad target distributions

exponential or heavier tails.

Resetting a stochastic process to begin anew may dras-
tically improve the time to complete a task, such as lo-
cating a target [1]. In a nutshell, resetting can cut off
errant trajectories that take the process away from its
desired end. The idea has proven useful in many dif-
ferent contexts including optimising the performance of
computer algorithms [2-4], chemical reactions [5-7], an-
imal foraging [8-10], biophysical processes [11, 12] and
other searches [13-18]. In the last decade, diffusion with
stochastic resetting has received particular attention [19-
39] as it provides a simple paradigm where analytic re-
sults may be obtained. It is well known that the mean
time for a diffusive process to locate a fixed target, the
mean first passage time (MFPT), diverges. Notably, the
introduction of a resetting rate, at which the process is
restarted from some chosen initial position, renders the
MFPT finite. Moreover, there is an optimal resetting
rate which minimizes the MFPT [19].

A more general formulation of the resetting process is
to consider, rather than a resetting rate, the waiting time
distribution, ¥(t), of the random time ¢ between resets.
A constant resetting rate r, referred to as Poissonian re-
setting, has waiting time distribution () = re™"* [19],
whereas resetting with a deterministic period 7, referred
to as sharp restart or periodic resetting [14, 40, 41], has
(1) = 6(t—7) [see Fig. 1]. Both Poissonian and periodic
resetting have been realized experimentally [42—45]. One
can also consider other distributions () such as power-
law distributions [26-28]. For diffusion with resetting the
choice of waiting time distribution that minimizes the
MFPT is, in fact, sharp restart [14, 15, 27, 29], where
the period 7 has to be chosen optimally, given a fixed
distance Ry from the resetting position to the target.

This result was somewhat anticlimactic as it implied
that stochasticity in the reset times was not advanta-
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FIG. 1: A schematic position vs. time diagram for diffu-
sion with resetting (in one dimension). An absorbing target
is located at a random distance R = |Z]|, chosen from a dis-
tribution of target centred around the origin (in grey). Two
types of resetting protocols are illustrated. The red trajec-
tory is subject to deterministic, periodic reset, i.e., where two
consecutive resetting events occur after a constant interval of
time 7. The blue trajectory is subject to stochastic reset, i.e.,
where the time intervals t; between the (i — 1) and i*® reset
are taken from a waiting time distribution ¥(¢).

geous. However, the optimization of 7 relies on the
knowledge of the distance to the target Ry, which is some-
what unrealistic from a practical point of view. A more
realistic scenario, first considered in [20], is where the tar-
get is located at a random distance R from an expected
location, say the origin, [see Fig. 1]. We will assume that
the distribution of the target is symmetric about the ori-
gin, so that there is no angular dependence in d > 1
where d is the spatial dimension. Thus the distance R
is drawn from a target distribution Pr(R) [20]. Then



it is natural to take the origin as the resetting position
and ask what is the waiting time distribution (¢) that
minimizes the expected time to locate the target. How
to optimize resetting for a given target distribution is an
open problem that we address in this work.

We define a conjugate target distribution, Pf(R), to a
given waiting time distribution, ¢ (t), as that target dis-
tribution for which (¢) is optimal. For diffusion with
stochastic resetting, we are able to obtain an explicit for-
mula for the conjugate distribution. This formula reveals
that stochastic resetting protocols are optimal when the
target distribution is broad, e.g. an exponential or a
power law. Thus, generally stochastic resetting prevails
over sharp restart.

The explicit formula for Pj(R) that we obtain for dif-
fusion with stochastic resetting reads

P{(R) = Z7'f*(R), (la)
where f(R) = [ dew()(1 - Qu(R1). (1b)
0
Here Z = [°dRSq(R)f?(R) is the normal-

ization constant chosen, for convenience, so that
Qﬂ_d/Z

Jo© dR Sa(R) Py(R) = 1 where S4(R) = £z, R As
noted above, the target distribution is symmetric about
the origin and there is no angular dependence. In Eq.
(Ib), Qo(R,t) is the survival probability for free diffu-
sion, in the absence of resetting, commencing at a point
at distance R from an absorbing target. The conjugate
target distribution Eq. (1a) is that which renders a par-
ticular waiting time distribution optimal, in the sense
that ¢(t) extremizes the MFPT averaged over this tar-
get distribution.

The significance of the result manifested in Eqgs. (1a),
(1b) is that it furnishes a relation between a resetting
protocol, characterized by a waiting time distribution,
and its optimal target distribution. This relation will
allow an informed choice of resetting protocol suitable for
a given problem where one has a knowledge of Pr(R).

We now give a derivation of the result Eqs. (1a), (1b).
We begin with the general first renewal equation [1, 15,
27] for Q,(R,t), the survival probability in the presence
of resetting, where the initial position of the particle and
the resetting position are both taken as the origin and
the absorbing target is located at distance R > 0

Qr(Rv t) = \I/(t)QO(Rv t)
+/ dr(1)Qo(R, 7)Qr(R,t — 7). (2)
0

Here W(t) = [ d74(7) is the probability of no reset up
to time ¢t and Qp(R,t) is the survival probability up to
time ¢ in the absence of resetting. Thus the first term in
Eq. (2) is the probability of no resets and survival up to
t. The second term in Eq. (2) integrates the probability
of first reset at time 7 and survival: the integrand is the

probability of first reset at time 7, survival up to time 7
with no resetting, then survival from 7 to ¢t with resetting.
Eq. (2) may be solved by Laplace transform to yield

N [ dte U (t)Qo(R. 1)
Qr(R,s) = 2 = dte—t(t) Qo(R, 1)’

3)

where the Laplace transform is defined as @T(R,s) =
JoSdte Q. (R,t). The MFPT is obtained by setting
s = 0, and integration by parts gives [See Supplemental
Material [46] for derivation]

CJeeat(t) [ dt Qo(R,t')
Jo dty(t)(1 — Qo(R.1))
We now average the MFPT over the target distribution

Pr(R), where R is the distance of the target from the
resetting site, and denote the average as

(T-(R))

(4)

T = / CARS(RIPHRNT(R)) . (5)

In order to extremize Eq. (5) with respect to ¥(t) we
take the functional derivative [See [46] for derivation]

fot/ dT Qo(R, T)
Jo o dtw(t)(1 — Qo(R,1))
(1 - QO(R’ t/)) fooo dt¢(t) fot dr QO(R7 T) (6)
5 dt(t)(1 — Qo(R,1)]*

Equation (6) holds for a general first passage process,
with survival probability Qo(R,t), and a general waiting
time distribution 1 (t). Ideally, for a given Pr(R), we
would like to find the optimal 4(t), for which the r.h.s
of Eq. (6) is zero for all ¢. However this is a difficult,
general problem. We instead consider the converse: we
seek to find the target distribution for which Eq. (6)
vanishes for all ¢/, for a given 1 (t).

We solve this problem for diffusion with stochastic re-
setting. We show that in this particular case the ansatz
Egs. (1a), (1b) renders #(t) extremal—remarkably, it
ensures the functional derivative Eq. (6) is equal to zero
Vt'. To show this we insert Egs. (la) and (1b) into Eq.
(6) and require that

— / AR S4(R)Pr(R)
0

¢

[ arsam / “dp(t)(1 - Qo(R.1) [ araunn)

0

[e%¢) t
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0 0

Taking the Laplace transform with respect to t' with

Laplace variable s and after relabelling of integration
variables we obtain the condition [See [46] for derivation]

/0 dt /0 ar [efst’zz;(t)—e*%(t') I(t,t')=0, (8)



where

I(t,t) = / ar / AR SU(R)(1— Qo(R.1)Qo(R.7). (9)

Note that the term in the square bracket in Eq. (8) is
anti-symmetric in the integration variables ¢,t’. There-
fore, if I(t,t') is symmetric in ¢,¢', the integrand is an-
tisymmetric under interchange of ¢,# and we conclude
that the integral in Eq. (8) is identically zero.

For simplicity of exposition, we present the proof of
Eq. (8) in d = 1, where S; = 2, for which it is well
known [see e.g. [1, 47, 48]] that Qo(R,t) = erf(R/v4Dt)
where D is the diffusion constant. The integrals in Eq.
(9) can be performed using identity 4.7.1 of [49]

3 _ (V@
/odR erfc(aR)erf(bR) = NG ( - 1) (10)

to give

ey = S D [(Ht’)% —t3 — (t')%} . (11)
3V 7w
Thus, I(t,t') is symmetric under ¢ > t, therefore Eq.
(8) holds, from which it follows that Eq. (7) holds V¢'.
We now check that Eq. (1a), the conjugate target dis-
tribution to an arbitrary «(t) for one-dimensional free
diffusion with resetting, is a proper distribution. Clearly
it is positive and the normalization in Eq. (1la) is given
by

1/2
2= (2) e -]
utilizing the identity [ dRerfc(a™'/2R) erfc(b='/2R) =
7 12(@? 4 b2 — (a 4+ b)/?). In Eq. (12), ((t +
2y = [Tdep(t) [T dt () (¢ + )2 and (t1/2) =
fooo dt(t)t'/2. A simple application of Jensen’s inequal-
ity [see [46] for proof] then yields Z < (%)1/2 (t1/2).
Thus a sufficient condition for the conjugate of 1 (t), Eq.
(1a), to be normalizable is that the expectation value of
t'/2 is finite, where t is the random waiting time.

We now consider some particular choices of #(t) and
evaluate P5(R) in d = 1 from Eq. (1a). First we take
the case of Poissonian resetting 1 (t) = re~"* and find the
conjugate target distribution to be

PH(R) = \/;f’% (13)

which itself is an exponential distribution. With these
choices of ¥(t) and P} (R) one finds that (T,) = 1/r,
which is finite for r > 0.

Next, we consider the conjugate target distribution for
sharp restart [14, 27, 29, 40, 41] where ¥(t) = 6(t — 7)

and 7 is the deterministic reset period. The conjugate
target distribution Eq. (1a) is

P;(R) = Z Yerfc®*(R/V4DT) , (14)

where Z = (4(2—+/2)V/D7)/+/7. Tt is interesting to con-
trast the distributions Eqgs. (13) and (14) [see Fig. 2(a)].
The first is a broad distribution with exponential de-
cay length /D /4r whereas the latter has a gaussian tail
~ e R*/2D7 {6 it is a narrow distribution with effective
cutoff at v2D7. Indeed when sharp restart is used with
target distribution Eq. (13) one finds that the integral in
Eq. (5) for the MFPT always diverges for any 7. This is
because for sharp resetting, the MFPT for a point target
at distance R [given by Eq. (4)] diverges as e /407 for
large R and fixed 7, and this divergence dominates when
the average Eq. (5) is taken over a broad target distribu-
tion such as Eq. (13). Thus sharp resetting is not a good
strategy when the target has a broad distribution decay-
ing more slowly than Pr(R) ~ ¢~ B*/4D7 and in this case
Poissonian resetting clearly prevails over sharp restart.
On the other hand, when the distribution of R has a tail
that decays faster, as with Eq. (14), then sharp restart
will be the superior strategy.

As noted in the introduction, sharp reset has been of
interest as it minimizes the MFPT when the distance Ry
to the target is known [15]. This situation corresponds
to a target distribution Pr(R) = 6(R — Ryp), which evi-
dently does not coincide with Eq. (14). The resolution
is that another extremum of the MFPT occurs in this
case, driven by the constraint of (t) being a positive
distribution [see [46] for details].

Another relevant choice of 9)(t) is a heavy-tailed distri-
bution. We choose () = I'"'(a — 1)e~'/*~ which is
normalizable for a > 1. Then Pj(R) may be found from
f(R) [Eq. (1b)], computed using identity 4.3.9 of [49]

Ila—3) 1 1 1
( 2) 2F1(04—17Ol_§;04§_§>a (15)

f(R) - 7_(1/21—\(&) Rp+1
where R = R/(4D)Y/?, p = 2o — 3 and 2F(a,b,¢; 2)
is the standard hypergeometric function. The large R
behaviour is Pi:(R) ~ R=4(®~1). Thus the conjugate of a
heavy-tailed waiting time distribution with exponent « is
a heavy-tailed target distribution with exponent 4(a—1).

So far we have shown that Egs. (1a), (1b) are extremal
but it remains to confirm that t(7) minimizes Eq. (5)
and hence is optimal. To do so, we now consider a couple
of specific cases numerically. First, to confirm our claim
that the target distribution given in Eq. (13) is conjugate
to the case of free diffusion under Poissonian resetting,
we consider a general waiting time distribution

’le (t) = Nle_(t/T)a 5 (16)

where N7 = a/[r'(1/a)] is the normalization constant.
Therefore, 1 (t) reduces to Poissonian resetting with rate
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FIG. 2: (a) Target distributions Py (R) conjugate to waiting time distributions v (t) [see Egs.(1a) and (1b)]. Grey curve:
Poissonian resetting [from Eq. (13), with 7 = 1/r = 5]. Red curve: sharp restart [from Eq. (14), with 7 = 5]. For the same
7, the distribution conjugate to Poissonian resetting has a heavier tail compared to that of sharp restart. (b) MFPT averaged
over P7(R) [from Eq. (13)], obtained from a general (normalized) waiting time distribution 1(t) [Eq. (16)] that reduces to
Poissonian reset for « = 1. (c) MFPT averaged over P (R) [from Eq. (14)], obtained from a general (normalized) waiting time
distribution 2 (¢) [Eq. (17)] that reduces to sharp reset when o — 0. In each case shown in panels (b) and (c), the minimum

(T) (obtained for o — 0 and « = 1, respectively) is marked by colored discs, which confirms our result. For all cases, D = 1.

r =71 when a — 1. We use Eq. (5) to numerically
compute the MFPT averaged over Py.(R) [taken from Eq.
(13)] with 1)y (¢) for different values of a. We discover
that (T.) is always minimal for @« = 1 [see Fig. 2(b)],
thus confirming that Poissonian resetting minimizes the
MFPT computed with Eq. (13), within the class of wait-
ing time distributions given by Eq. (16).

Next, we consider the case of sharp restart. Taking a
general Gaussian waiting time distribution

Ua(t) = Nae=(t=7)7/20% (17)

where Ny = /2/7(o[1 + erf(ﬁ)])*l, we see that it re-
duces to sharp resetting with period 7 as the standard de-
viation 0 — 0. Calculating (7;.) numerically with P;(R)
[taken from Eq. (14)] and v5(t) as a function of o for
different values of 7, we observe that for each 7, (7)) is
minimum when ¢ — 0 [see Fig. 2(c)]. In other words,
the MFPT averaged over the target distribution is mini-
mized for the class of waiting time distributions given by
Eq. (17) when v5(t) reduces to () = 6(t — 7). These
two specific cases thus suggest that for a well-behaved
waiting time distribution (t), there exists an optimal
target distribution that minimizes (T.).

The proof of Egs. (la) and (1b) can be easily gen-
eralized to diffusion with resetting in higher dimensions
d. In d > 1 the target must be taken as an absorb-
ing d-dimensional sphere of radius a centred at Z (where
|Z] = « > a) [22]. The particle starts at the origin and un-
dergoes diffusion with diffusion constant D and stochas-
tic resetting to the origin. When it reaches the surface of
the target sphere, the particle is absorbed. For general d
the Laplace transform of the survival probability without
resetting is known in closed form [47, 48]

@it =5 R fals/ D)7

a

where v = 1 — d/2 and K,(z) is a modified Bessel
function of the second kind.  The proof of Egs.
(la) and (1b) follows the one-dimensional case, but
we now take the double Laplace transform I(u,v) =
[ dte=ut [ dt’ e~ I(t,¢') and require that it is sym-
metric under u <> v. This can be shown using integral
identities for the product of functions K, (z) [50].

Thus in any dimension d, Eq. (la) gives the partic-
ular target distribution for which an arbitrary ¥(t) is
extremal. For the Poissonian case, ¥(t) = re™ ", the in-
tegral in Eq. (1a) can be performed using Eq. (18) and
we obtain [see [46] for derivation]

Pi(R)=2Z""1 [(f)u W 2. (19)

This distribution is normalizable for d < 4. In one dimen-
sion one can show using K 2(2) = (7/22)'/?e~* that the
target distribution reduces to Pji(R) = age 2%0F with
ag = /7/D as found above.

In conclusion, we have defined the target distribution
conjugate to a waiting time distribution v (¢) as the tar-
get distribution for which the t(t) extremizes the MFPT.
In the case of diffusion with stochastic resetting we have
found a simple expression [Egs. (1a), (1b)] for the con-
jugate target distribution. In d = 1 we have shown that
the target distribution conjugate to exponential waiting
time, the case of Poissonian resetting, is itself an expo-
nential distribution, whereas the conjugate distribution
to sharp restart is given by Eq. (14) which decays more
quickly for large R. Consequently, Poissonian resetting
outperforms sharp restart when the target distribution
decays more slowly than Pp(R) ~ e~ R*/4D7,

It is interesting to note that for Poissonian reset-
ting in one dimension, with no absorbing boundary, the
steady-state distribution of position z, p*(z) = age= 0@l
[19], is proportional to the square root of the conjugate



target distribution Eq. (13), when |z| = R. The same
square-root relation holds in higher dimension. This
is reminiscent of the square-root principle for biased
sampling which states that the best search distribution
to sample in order to locate a target, is proportional
to the square root of the target distribution [51, 52].
However, the square-root relation between P; and
p* is particular to Poissonian resetting and does not
hold for sharp restart or the heavy-tailed waiting time
distribution.

It would be of interest to determine conjugate target
distributions for first passage problems under resetting
other than simple diffusion, e.g. diffusion in a potential
[53-57] or active Brownian motion [58-60]. Importantly,
several experimental groups have been able to implement
resetting protocols and reproduce theoretical results. In
these experiments optical traps (with a finite width) are
generally used to reset and confine colloidal particles
and distribution of positions naturally emerge [42-45].
Thus, our theoretical predictions hold the promise of
experimental realization.
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SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL

DERIVATION OF EQ. (4)

Equation (4) relates the mean first passage time to the target starting from distance R, (T,.(R)), to the survival
probability up to time time ¢ starting from distance R, @,(R,t), and the waiting time distribution for resetting,
¥ (t). The first-passage time distribution for a dynamic process is given by the rate of decay of its survival probability.
Therefore, the mean first passage time, (T (R)), satisfies the identity (T,.) = — [;° dt t(0Q, (R, t)/0t) [S1]. Integrating



2

the rhs by parts one gets (T,) = [;° Q- (R, t)dt = [Qr(R, $)]s—0, where Q,(R,s) = JoT dte™*'Q,(R,t) is the Laplace

transform of @Q,(R,t). Following this relation, we put s = 0 in Eq. (3) in the main text to obtain
Jo At ¥($)Qo(R, 1)

- [ i) Qo(R, 1)

Since the waiting time distribution v(t) is normalized, i.e., [;°1(t)dt = 1, the denominator of Eq. (S1) can be
rewritten as

<TT(R)> = [éT‘(‘R’ 8)]520 = (Sl)

[1 - [T atvi Q0<R,t>} = [T @i - Qo (52)
0 0
Integrating the numerator of Eq. (S1) by parts we get
> ! / !/ = > a\Ij( ) ! / /
awoQrn = | ([ areure)ew| - [Ca | TR0 ([arqure)|. (3)
0 0 0
For t — 0, the integral fo dt’Qo(R,t") vanishes, and for t — oo, ¥(t) = 1 — fo dt’w = 0, as ¥(¢) is normalised.
Therefore, the first term at the lhs of Eq. (S3) is always zero. Moreover since ¥(t) = ( ) 815 Eq. (S3) reduces to
e8] o0 t
/ dt ¥ (t)Qo(z,t) = / dt w(t)/ dt’ Qo(z,t'). (S4)
0 0 0

Substituting the numerator and denominator of Eq. (S1) by Egs. (S4) and (S2), respectively, we obtain Eq. (4) in
the main text.

DERIVATION OF EQ. (6):

We consider (T,.(R)) as a functional of the waiting time distribution (). The parameter R is held fixed and to
lighten the notation we suppress the R dependence and write (T [¢(¢)]). Following Eq. (5) in the main text, we see

that
The functional derivative of (T.[1)(t)]) with respect to the waiting time distribution (t) is defined as
5(Tr) . (Te[o(t) + eb(t = t)]) = (T [ @)])
wm_% ¢ ' (S6)

Utilizing Eq. (4) from the main text that shows the explicit dependence of (T}.) on v (t), we obtain
Jo7 dt[y(t) + ed(t — t)] fodtQO (R,t")

B+t =) = e T B (s7)
which, using the relation [;°dt 6(t — ') f(t) = f(t’), can be simplified to
(T [0) + eb(t — £)]) = Jo At w(t fo dt'Qo(R, ') + efo dt Qo(R,t) (58)

fo dt /(/) 1 - QO(Ra t)] + 6[1 - QO(Rat/)] '
Further simplification of Eq. (S8) leads to
[ dtp(t) [ df'Qo(R, 1) +ef0 dt Qo(R,t)

(T 16(0) + ot — 1)]) = T
Sy dt w1~ Qo(R, 1)) [1 + gl Gl ]

_ f dt ¥(t fo dt’Qo(R,t") +ef0 dt Qo(R, 1) _ e[l — Qo(&,t)] (since € is small)
Jo7 At ()1 — Qo(R, )] JoS At ()1 — Qo(R, )] ’

B ) JEdt Qo(R, 1) L= QR fyT dt (1) [y dt'Qu(R. 1) E

= (LWOD ¢ | o3 S O] 5 vl = oo a] o).



Plugging in the final (third) equality from Eq. (S9) into Eq. (S6) and considering the limit e — 0, we get an expression

of ;/%tr/))' Putting that expression in Eq. (5), one gets Eq. (6).

DERIVATION OF THE LHS OF EQ. (8)

Incorporating the ansatz [introduced in Egs. (1a) and (1b)] into Eq. (6) we get

0T, _ o e t' ) oo t
&%}) —z 1/0 dR S4(R) /0 dt(t)(1 - QO(R,t))/O ero(R,T)f(lfQo(th))/O dw(t)/o dr Qo(R,T)
(S10)
Laplace transforming Eq. (S10) with respect to ¢’ with Laplace variable s, we obtain
ML) | _ [ st | 8T | Als)
¢ {w(t/)} - [ ) - (511)

where
aw) = [(apes ( [Car sy
0 0

Rearranging the order of integration over R and ¢’ of the rhs of Eq. (S13), and then interchanging the integration
variables ¢ and t’ in the second term, we can rewrite it as

dt p(2) / dr Qo(R,7)

(s12)

/0 "B (1— QolR, 1)) / dr Qo(R.7) — (1 Qo(R. 1)

) |

0

A(s) = /O b dRSd(R){ /0 T ate st /0 T At — Qo(R.1) /0 " drQo(R.7)

o] 0o t
- / dt e (1 — Qo(R, t))/ dt'z/;(t’)/ dr Qo(R, T)} . (S13)
0 0 0
Rearranging the orders of integration, Eq. (S13) can be further simplified to

A(s) = /oo dt /Oo at’ {e—st’w(t) - e_Stw(t’)} 1(t,1), (S14)
0 0
where
t 00
1) = [ dr |7 ARSUR) (1~ Qo(R.0) Qu(R.7). (515)
0 0
which give Egs. (8) and (9), respectively.

We now evaluate I(¢,t') in the case d = 1 discussed in the main text, for which S3(R) = 2 and Qo(R,t) =
erf(R/v4Dt). Then we have

t 00
I(t,t') = 2/ dT/ dRerfc(R/VADt) erf(R/VADT) (S16)
0 0
4D1/2 t
SV /0 dr [(T+t)1/2 _7'1/2} (S17)
8 D1/2 ,
= o [0 @], (S18)

where we have used identity 4.7.2 of [S2], quoted in the main text.

In arbitrary dimension d, the proof that I(¢,t¢') is symmetric, requires taking the double Laplace transform of I(¢,t")
with respect to ¢t and ¢’ and using identities for integrals of modified Bessel functions. The details will be presented
elsewhere.



CONDITION FOR #(7) TO BE NORMALIZABLE USING JENSEN’S INEQUALITY

We first compute the normalization Z in the case d = 1
Z =2 / dR f*(R)
0
= 2/ dR/ dtd)(t)/ dt’ ¢ (t")erfc(R/V4Dt) erfc(R/VADY)
0 0 0

1/2 oo 0o
= 41)17/2/ dtw(t)/ dt’w(t/) |:t1/2 + (t/)l/Z _ (t+t,)1/2:| 7
s 0 0

where we have used identity 4.7.2 from [S2].
Jensen’s inequality states that any two points z; and x2 on a concave function G(z) satisfies the relation

g (ml —;J)g) > G(xy) —QF G(x2)

Since v/t is a concave function, we can write

b+t Vi+ VY
2 = 2

As t,t > 0 are random variables (waiting times), averaging both sides of the above inequality we obtain

< /tJ;t’> > <\gi> + <\/2F> :<\/%>7

where (-) denotes average with waiting time distribution 9 (7), e.g., (V) = [, dt ¥(t)v/t. Note that ¢, are random

variables drawn independently from the same distribution (7). That leads to (v/f) = (v/#'), which explains the
equality. From the above inequality, one easily gets

/ [e%e) fe%s)
7z < 47?—/ / de(t) / arp(e)(1 - 2712) [112 4 ()1/2]
0 0

4D1/2
wl/2

= -2
This condition ensures that a conjugate target distribution (conjugate to a certain waiting time distribution (t)) is
normalizable when the expectation value of t'/2 is finite.

SHARP RESTART IS OPTIMAL FOR FIXED TARGET

As noted in the introduction, sharp reset has been of interest as it minimizes the MFPT when the distance Ry to
the target is known. A fixed target at distance Ro from the resetting site (taken to be the origin) corresponds to a
target distribution Pr(R) = 6(R — Rp). It has been shown that for this scenario sharp restart minimizes the mean
first passage time when the deterministic period of resetting, 7, is suitably chosen [S3]. Here we show how this result
is recovered within our formalism.

To see this we insert (t) = 6(t — 7) and Pr(R) = §(R — Rp) in Eq. (6) yielding

ST 1—QolRo.t)
p(t') 1= Qo(Ro,7)

where G(t') = fot, dt Qo(Ro,t)/(1 — Qo(Ro,t")). If 7 is chosen as the value of ¢’ that minimizes G(t') [S3], we have

G(t") — G(1)] (S19)

6(T5)
St

with the equality only holding when ¢’ = 7. Then sharp reset with period 7 minimizes (T}.) because of the constraints
that (t) > 0 and [~ dt1p(t) = 1 ie. variation of the delta distribution implies increasing (') when ¢’ # 7 and

>0, (S20)

~

decreasing (7). Consequently, since Eq. (S20) holds, (T}.) always increases.



DERIVATION OF EQ. (19) FROM EQ. (18)

The waiting time distribution for Poissonian resetting is given by (¢) = re~"*. Plugging in that into the definition
of f(R) (given by Eq. (1b) in the main text), we get f(R) = Tfooo dt e (1 — Qo(R,t)). The first term of rhs
is simply fooo dtre™™ = 1 and the second term can be written as a Laplace transform of Qo(R,t), leading to
f(R) =1—7Qo(R,r). Utilizing Eq. (18), we thus obtain

_ (R\" K,(R(r/D)"/?
m(a) K, (a(r/ D)1/ (521)

Eq. (S21), when combined with Eq. (1a), leads to Eq. (19).
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