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Generalized Kramers model
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We study a natural generalization of the classical Kramers model for a chemical reaction process.
The generalized model describes an overdamped particle in an external potential, subjected to the
random noise that depends upon the position of the particle and time. The stationary solution of
the Fokker-Planck equation is analyzed in two asymptotic limits: small external forcing, where it
is equivalent to an increase of the potential, and large external forcing, where the solution yields a
non-zero probability current for the motion in a periodic potential with a broken reflection symmetry.
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1. Introduction. This paper addresses the problem of
the overdamped motion of particles in an external poten-
tial subjected to random fluctuations. It is well known
that the motion of Brownian particles in an external po-
tential can be used to model chemical reaction processes.
In this case, the position of the particle represents the
reaction coordinate, which undergoes a noise-activated
escape process driven by thermal fluctuations [1]. The
particles tend to spend most of the time around one of
the minima of the potential, until a sequence of random
kicks transports them to another minimum. It is usually
the primary task to calculate the rate, at which such
events occur. The problem is of great importance in
many areas of physics, chemistry and engineering, and
it has been studied intensively by many authors. Ar-
guably, the most prominent contribution to reaction-rate
theory is contained in a seminal paper by Kramers [2].
In the classical one-dimensional Kramers model, a parti-
cle of mass m at the position x experiences three types
of forces: a friction force −γmẋ, where ẋ = dx/dt and
γ is a damping rate, an external force generated by the
potential U(x) and a stochastic force f(t). We generalize
the Kramers model by considering the random force that
depends not only on time, but also on the position of the
particle. If the friction is very large, then the particle
executes a creeping motion according to the equation

ηẋ = −U ′(x) + f(x, t), (1)

where η = γm and U ′(x) = dU(x)/dx. For a closely
related model of motion in the absence of the exter-
nal potential (the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process [3]) such
a generalization leads to a number of non-trivial results:
non-Maxwellian stationary distribution of the velocity,
anomalous diffusion of the velocity and position and stag-
gered ladder spectra of the Fokker-Planck operator [4, 5].
The calculation of the reaction rate often relies on

the derivation of the probability density function (PDF)
of the position corresponding to a constant probabil-
ity current. It is the purpose of this paper to find the
PDF for the particle moving according to Eq. (1) in the
limit of short correlation time of the random force. We
start by considering the dynamics of the particle as a

Langevin process and writing the corresponding Fokker-
Planck equation for the PDF. We obtain the stationary
solution of the Fokker-Planck equation, that can be sim-
plified in two asymptotic cases corresponding to very
large and very small values of the external force. The
generalized model was first considered in [6], where the
PDF in the small forcing limit was found to be equivalent
to a reduction of the potential compared with the classi-
cal Kramers model. Here, a more transparent analysis is
used, giving rise to many additional results. We find that
in the small forcing limit the generalization leads to an
effective increase of the potential, rather than a decrease
manifested in [6]. In the large forcing limit, we find the
solution that corresponds to a non-zero probability cur-
rent in the case of the motion in a periodic potential with
a broken reflection symmetry.
2. Langevin process. The random noise f(x, t) in

Eq. (1) is assumed to be a stationary and translationally
invariant Gaussian process with zero mean and correla-
tion function 〈f(x, t)f(x′, t′)〉 = C(x − x′, t − t′), where
angular brackets denote average over noise realizations
throughout. The noise has a typical magnitude σ, cor-
relation length ξ and correlation time τ , and we assume
that the correlation function is smooth and sufficiently
differentiable. In the absence of the external potential
the particle is not bounded and diffuses, so that the mean
square displacement is given by 〈[x(t) − x(0)]2〉 ∼ 2Dxt
with a diffusion constant Dx ∼ σ2τ/η2. Relaxation to-
wards a statistically stationary state is associated with
the action of the potential, and the corresponding re-
laxation time T can be deduced from dimensional ar-
guments. If U0 is a typical magnitude of the poten-
tial and L is its length scale, then T = L2η/U0. It is
convenient to consider the model in dimensionless units.
We set t = t′T , x(t) = x′(t′)L, U(x) = V (x′)U0,
f(x, t) = g(x′, t′)U0L

−1 and C(x, t) = K(x′, t′)U2
0L

−2.
Substituting this into Eq. (1) and dropping primes in
notations of variables we obtain

dx

dt
= −

dV (x)

dx
+ g(x, t). (2)

In the dimensionless model the time scale of relaxation
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is unity, and the correlation time of the noise is ω =
τ/T , whereas the correlation length is λ = ξ/L. If the
correlation time is sufficiently short (ω ≪ 1), it is possible
to write Eq. (2) as a Langevin process by integrating over
the period ω ≪ δt ≪ 1,

δx ≡ x(t0 + δt)− x(t0) = −V ′(x)δt+ δw, (3)

where

δw =

∫ t0+δt

t0

dt1 g(x(t1), t1). (4)

In this description, it is also assumed that the potential
varies slowly on the length scale of the distance travelled
by the particle in δt due to the random noise. If we
denote the dimensionless measure of the strength of the
noise by χ = στ/(ηξ), then the Langevin approach is
valid for χλ ≪ 1.
3. The Fokker-Planck equation. Following the stan-

dard procedure, we write the Fokker-Planck equation for
the density function P (x, t) equivalent to Eq. (3),

∂P (x, t)

∂t
= −

∂

∂x
[v(x)P (x, t)] +

∂2

∂x2
[D(x)P (x, t)], (5)

where v(x) = 〈δx〉/δt is a drift velocity, and D(x) =
〈δx2〉/(2δt) is a diffusion coefficient [7]. Using stationary
and translationally invariant properties of the noise, we
set t0 = 0 and x(t0) = 0 in Eqs. (3) and (4) for calculating
statistical properties of δw and δx. We first consider the
drift velocity v(x) = −V ′(x) + 〈δw〉/δt. If we denote
sx(t) = −V ′(x)t, then 〈δw〉 is given by

〈δw〉 =

∫ δt

0

dt

〈

g

[

sx(t) +

∫ t

0

dt1 g(sx(t1), t1), t

]〉

≈

∫ δt

0

dt 〈g(sx(t), t)〉 (6)

+

∫ δt

0

dt

∫ t

0

dt1

〈

∂g

∂x
(sx(t), t) g(sx(t1), t1)

〉

.

The first term vanishes, and for the second term we use
〈∂xg(0, 0)g(x, t)〉 = −∂xK(x, t) to obtain

〈δw〉 =

∫ δt

0

dt

∫ t

0

dt1
∂K

∂x
(sx(t− t1), t− t1) (7)

≈ −δt

∫

∞

0

dt
∂K

∂x
(sx(t), t).

We conclude that the drift velocity is given by

v(x) = −V ′(x) −

∫

∞

0

dt
∂K

∂x
(sx(t), t). (8)

For the diffusion coefficient we note that 〈δx2〉 ≈ 〈δw2〉,
and 〈δw2〉 is given by

〈δw2〉 =

∫ δt

0

dt1

∫ δt

0

dt2 〈g(sx(t1), t1) g(sx(t2), t2)〉

≈ δt

∫

∞

−∞

dt K(sx(t), t). (9)

We conclude that 〈δx2〉 = 〈δw2〉 = 2D(x)δt, where

D(x) =
1

2

∫

∞

−∞

dt K(sx(t), t). (10)

We are interested in the stationary solution of Eq. (5)
satisfying ∂tP (x, t) = 0. It is found by solving a differ-
ential equation

− v(x)P0(x) +
∂

∂x
[D(x)P0(x)] = −J0, (11)

where the stationary current J0 is determined by the
boundary conditions. The solution of Eq. (11) can be
readily written as

P0(x) = Z(x)

[

N − J0

∫ x

0

dy D−1(y)Z−1(y)

]

, (12)

where

Z(x) = exp

[
∫ x

0

dy
v(y)−D′(y)

D(y)

]

(13)

and N is a normalization constant. The rest of the pa-
per is concerned with simplifying the solution (12) in
two asymptotic limits corresponding to very large or very
small values of the external force V ′(x).
It is not typical to have a non-zero current in systems

that are in thermal equilibrium in the absence of system-
atic driving forces. The cases where the transport can be
introduced by different mechanisms are of great interest.
One particular example is a ‘ratchet and pawl’ engine in
a thermal bath [8], that can be described by the Kramers
model with x being an angle variable and the motion oc-
curring in a periodic potential with a broken reflection
symmetry. The second law of thermodynamics forbids a
non-zero current in this case, in spite of a broken reflec-
tion symmetry of the potential. Transport in this model
can be induced, for example, by adding another driving
force that can be constant [9] or a stochastic function of
time [10]. In section 5, we show that when the ratchet is
described by Eq. (1), the steady-state solution can yield
a non-zero current without any additional forces.
4. Small forcing limit. We start with the diffusion co-

efficient by expanding the correlation function in Eq. (10)
around x = 0,

D(x) =
1

2

∫

∞

−∞

dt K(0, t) +O(V ′(x)), (14)

i.e. the diffusion coefficient can be approximated by a
constant in the regions where the external force is suf-
ficiently small. We can estimate the ratio between suc-
cessive terms in the expansion. Each term adds another
derivative of the correlation function with respect to x
producing a factor of λ−1, and another factor of t in the
integral producing a factor of ω in the result. We deduce
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that the ratio is of order V ′(x)ω/λ. For the drift velocity
given by Eq. (8) we write

v(x) = −V ′(x) −

∫

∞

0

dt
∂K

∂x
(0, t) (15)

+ V ′(x)

∫

∞

0

dt t
∂2K

∂x2
(0, t) +O(V ′(x))2

with the leading term of order V ′(x). The correlation
function is an even function of its arguments, therefore
the second term vanishes, and we obtain

v(x) ≈ −V ′(x)(1 + α), (16)

where α = −
∫

∞

0
dt t ∂xxK(0, t). The solution (12) in

the small forcing limit can be thus simplified to

P0(x) = Y (x)

[

N −
J0
D0

∫ x

0

dy Y −1(y)

]

, (17)

where Y (x) = exp[−V (x)(1 + α)/D0]. The sign of α
can deduced as follows. If we can write the correlation
function in the from of K(x, t) = Kx(x)Kt(t), where
Kt(t) > 0, then the sign of α is determined by the sign of
K ′′

x (0). If the random force de-correlates as x increases,
then x = 0 is a local maximum of K(x). Providing that
the second derivative exists, it follows that K ′′

x (0) < 0
and, consequently, α > 0.
We now consider two examples of the external poten-

tial: a periodic potential satisfying V (x+1) = V (x) and
a non-periodic potential with very high walls for suffi-
ciently large x, so that P (±∞) = 0. For the non-periodic
potential we can easily deduce that J0 = 0. To see that,
we note that Y (x) goes to zero for very large x, and
the second term in the brackets multiplied by Y (x) ap-
proaches a non-zero constant. Thus, the boundary con-
ditions are satisfied only when J0 = 0.
For the periodic potential, if we only require that P0(x)

is bounded for very large x, it follows that P0(x) is peri-
odic [11]. We use V (x+ 1) = V (x) to write

P0(x + 1) = P0(x) +
J0
D0

∫ x+1

x

dy Y (x)Y −1(y). (18)

The integral in the last term is non-zero, therefore we
again put J0 = 0 to satisfy boundary conditions. We
conclude that in both examples the solution in the small
external forcing limit is given by

P0(x) = Nexp

[

−
V (x)(1 + α)

D0

]

. (19)

In the case of the periodic potential P0(x) is normalized
in the periodicity interval.
In the presence of spatial correlations the noise experi-

enced by the particle de-correlates more rapidly than for
the case of an infinite correlation length in the classical
Kramers model. This means that the particle experiences

more uncorrelated kicks along its trajectory decreasing
the probability to travel far from the minima of the po-
tential. Therefore, we expect to see the density function
becoming sharper around the minima of the potential as
the correlation length decreases. This is consistent with
the solution (19), which corresponds to the increase of
the potential by the factor of 1 + α compared with the
classical Kramers model (that corresponds to α = 0).
Our result differs from the one obtained in [6], where
α < 0, and the solution corresponds to the reduction of
the potential, which can hardly be reconciled with the
arguments given above.
5. Large forcing limit. The other asymptotic limit we

consider corresponds to large values of the external force.
We write the diffusion coefficient (10) by integrating over
a new variable z = −V ′(x)t and expanding the correla-
tion function in series around t = 0,

D(x) =
1

2|V ′(x)|

∫

∞

−∞

dz K(z, 0) +O (V ′(x))
−2

. (20)

Using the result obtained in the previous section, the
ratio between the successive terms is λ/[V ′(x)ω]. It is
small in the regions where V ′(x) is sufficiently large. The
diffusion coefficient in such regions is given by

D(x) ≈
D∞

|V ′(x)|
, D∞ =

1

2

∫

∞

−∞

dz K(z, 0). (21)

Similarly, we obtain the drift velocity from Eq. (8),

v(x) = −V ′(x) +O(V ′(x))−1. (22)

Substituting (21) and (22) into (12) we obtain the solu-
tion in the large external forcing limit,

P0(x) = |V ′(x)|e−I(x)

[

N −
J0
D∞

∫ x

0

dy eI(y)
]

, (23)

where

I(x) =
1

D∞

∫ x

0

dy |V ′(y)|V ′(y). (24)

For the non-periodic potential, if P0(±∞) = 0 we can
again show that J0 = 0. We note that I(x) goes to
∞ for large x, whereas the integral term in the brackets
multiplied by exp[−I(x)] converges to a constant for large
x. The solution corresponding to J0 = 0 is given by

P0(x) = N |V ′(x)|e−I(x). (25)

For the case of a periodic potential we find J0 by writing
P (1) = P (0) as

|V ′(1)|e−I(1)

[

N −
J0
D∞

∫ 1

0

dy eI(y)
]

= N |V ′(0)|. (26)

Using V ′(0) = V ′(1) we find

J0 =
ND∞[e−I(1) − 1]
∫ 1

0 dy eI(y)−I(1)
. (27)



4

0 2

0

0.5

1

x

V
(x

)

0 2

0

2

4

x

V
’(

x
)

0 0.5 1

0

2

x

V
(x

)

0 0.5 1

0

5

10

x

V
’(

x
)

0 2
10

10

10

10
0

x

P
0
 (

x
)

0 0.5 1
10

10

10
0

10
2

x

P
0
 (

x
)

a b

c d

e f

FIG. 1: Probability density P0(x) in the generalized Kramers
model. The results in panels e and f are for the motion in
non-periodic potential V (x) = x4/4 − x2/2 (a) and periodic
potential V (x) = sin 2πx + k sin 4πx (b), respectively. The
corresponding external force V ′(x) is shown in panels c and
d. Data from numerical simulation (circles) are compared
with Eq. (19) (red line) in the region of small V ′(x) and with
Eq. (25) and Eq. (28) (blue solid lines) in the regions of large
V ′(x) for non-periodic and periodic cases, respectively. Cor-
responding PDFs for the classical model (blue dashed line)
are given by Eq. (19) with α = 0. PDFs from numerical
simulation and for the classical model are normalized. Other
theoretical curves are fitted by adjusting N to give the best
agreement. Dimensional parameters are σ = 2.0, τ = 0.05,
ξ = 0.05, η = 1.0, L = 1 in both cases. For the periodic case
U0 = 0.5 and k = 0.3 are used.

For the periodic potential we arrive at a peculiar result:
if I(1) 6= 0 we obtain a non-zero probability current in
the stationary state. We note that I(x−1) = I(x)−I(1)
for the periodic potential and rewrite the solution in a
compact form,

P0(x) = N |V ′(x)|e−I(x)

∫ x+1

x

dy eI(y). (28)

6. Numerical experiments. We perform a number
of numerical experiments in order to illustrate our an-
alytical results. Numerical experiments are done by
integrating the original equation of motion (1) with a
small time step using the correlation function C(x, t) =
σ2exp

[

−x2/(2ξ2)− t2/(2τ2)
]

. We use two different
types of the potential corresponding to the examples
given in Sections 4 and 5: an asymmetric periodic po-
tential U(x) = U0[sin(2πx/L)+k sin(4πx/L)] and a non-

periodic double-well potential U(x) = x4/4− x2/2.

The numerical results and their comparison with the
theory are presented in Fig. 1. For the double-well po-
tential the particles are concentrated around two minima
of the potential with a spread which is smaller compared
with the classical Kramers model, where the correlation
length is infinite. Eq. (19) gives the PDF around these
two minima, as well as the maximum x = 0, where the
external force is small. The tails of the PDF in the re-
gions of sufficiently large external forcing are given by
Eq. (25). For the periodic potential the particles are
again concentrated densely around the single minimum
of the potential, where the PDF is given by Eq. (19) with
the tails given by Eq. (28). If the potential is asymmet-
ric, the particles are expected to favour a slope with a
smaller inclination to escape the minimum. That, how-
ever, cannot be realized in the original Kramers model
in thermal equilibrium. The direction of the transport in
the generalized model can be deduced from Eq. (24). For
the periodic potential integrating V ′(x) in the periodic-
ity interval gives 0. Because the integrand in Eq. (24)
is quadratic in V ′(x), the sign of I(1) is determined by
the sign of the steepest of two slopes of the potential. In
Fig. 1, it is the slope to the right of the minimum that
corresponds to V ′(x) > 0 and I(L) > 0. From Eq. (27)
we obtain J0 < 0, implying that it is easier for parti-
cles to escape from the minimum using a left slope, as
expected.
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