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Abstract

In many instances, the dynamical richness and complexity observed in natural phenomena can be

related to stochastic drives influencing their temporal evolution. For example, random noise allied

to spatial asymmetries may induce stabilization of otherwise diverging trajectories in a nonlinear

dynamics. However, how exactly this type of phenomenology takes place in actual processes is

usually very difficulty to identify. Here we unveil few trends leading to dynamical stabilization

and diversity by introducing Gaussian noise to a class of exactly solvable non-linear deterministic

models displaying space-dependent drifts. For the resulting nonlinear Langevin equations, the

associated Fokker-Planck equations can be solved through the similarity method or the Fourier

transform technique. By comparing the cases with and without noise, we discuss the changes in the

system’s dynamical behavior. Simple cases of drift and diffusion coefficients are explicitly analyzed

and comparisons with some other models in the literature are made. Our study illustrates the

behavioral richness originated from spatially heterogeneous dynamical systems under the influence

of white noise.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The diversity of responses to external stimuli is one of the key factors generating the

behavioral richness common to many natural phenomena [1, 2]. For instance, this can

give rise to the emergence of complexity and spatial-temporal patterns in a broad range of

processes [3, 4], even if they are restricted to certain constraints (say, having to follow a

gradient flow) as in the evolution of coarsening systems [5, 6].

There are distinct features allowing for such variety of evolution trends (for a review see,

e.g., [7]). But certainly, spatial heterogeneities and/or asymmetries are among the most

ubiquitous ones [8–11]. Indeed, effects like spatial-temporal oscillations [12], resonances

[13] and strong dispersion [14] can all be triggered by inhomogeneous environments. This

is particularly true in biologically-related problems where space-dependent coefficients may

greatly influence the variability of population genetics [15–17] and growth [18–25], the type of

diffusion across membranes [26], and the onset of anomalous mobility [27], just to cite a few

situations. It is also needless to emphasize that landscape profile changes are fundamental

to understand large and strongly correlated systems, as in ecology [4, 9, 10].

Nonetheless, as relevant as to induce distinct comportment, spatially asymmetric interac-

tions and drives have a crucial role in stabilizing, synchronizing and promoting cooperative

feedback [28–32], essential to maintain the functional diversity in the natural world [33–37]

by preventing trivial dynamics [7]. On the other hand, the existence of a phase or state

space displaying multi-stability [38, 39] — conceivably created by heterogeneous media — is

not enough to avoid falling into trivial attractors [40]. Thence, escaping or switching mecha-

nisms from dynamical traps [41, 42] are commonly found in systems displaying rich features

in time evolution, notably in non-equilibrium as well as in complex systems [43]. Given

that randomness is very effective in leading to such mechanisms [44, 45], the somewhat

omnipresence of stochasticity in our (diverse) physical world is far from being a surprise

[1, 2, 36, 45].

The above discussion supports the well known significance of the generalized Langevin

equation (GLE) in describing countless realistic processes, appealing rather directly to our

intuition — for an overview see [46] as well the refs. therein. It combines the deterministic

Newton’s second law with drift to external stochastic forces [47–52]. However, the GLE is

a stochastic differential equation, and so is generally difficult to treat for arbitrary drifts
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and random forces. One possible approach is to convert the GLE into the deterministic

Fokker-Planck equation for the associated probability density function (PDF). Then, one

can exploit the large number of methods available in the literature for solving differential

equations. This constitutes a traditional framework to tackle countless problems, particu-

larly those whose important physical quantities depend non-trivially on space. As examples

we mention the modeling of: transport processes [53, 54], organic semiconductors [55], peri-

odic porous material [56], and turbulent two-particle diffusion in configuration space [57–61].

Further, in the case of drifts with time-dependent coefficients (even if implicitly), the Fokker-

Planck approach helps to understand unusual dynamics, as the asymptotic of continuous

time random walk models [62], logarithmic oscillations for moments of physical variables

[63] and dynamical diversity for systems driven by colored noise [64–71].

In the present contribution we shall address the interplay between deterministic and

stochastic dynamics. We discuss a way to avoid steady (trivial) and monotonic diverging

behavior by adding noise to a spatially asymmetric dynamical evolution, partially stabi-

lizing the system [38]. To keep the problem as simple as possible — but yet displaying

spatial heterogeneity — we suppose a set of one-dimensional systems whose drift coefficients

depend on the sign of their dependent variable x(t). For such prototype models we first

show that the pure deterministic evolution tends to be rather undiversified in a very large

region of the parameters space. Then, we include a generic multiplicative noise driven by

the Gaussian white noise in the Stratonovich prescription. This yields nonlinear Langevin

equations, displaying anomalous diffusion. Following a previously developed method [72]

and a transformation scheme amenable to systems possessing scaling similarity [52, 73–77],

we are able to exactly solve the corresponding Fokker-Planck equation for a considerably

large range of parameter values. For some cases where this prescription does not work, we

use the Fourier transform technique. From the analytic solutions we analyze the difference

between the evolution with and without the stochastic component. In particular, we ex-

amine how the stochasticity evades dynamical steady behavior and also how the emerging

evolution diversity depends on the specific regions of the system parameters space.

Finally, concrete simple examples are explored in more details. The resulting PDFs

are studied for some parameter values and few cases are compared with related traditional

models in the literature.
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FIG. 1: Schematics of the successive distinct intervals along x for which the function G(x), basically

the integral of D(x), changes its sign.

II. THE SET OF MODELS

A. Deterministic dynamical system

Consider a one-dimensional dynamical variable x(t), whose evolution is governed by the

equation
dx(t)

dt
=

(

a− b µ
sign (G(x))

2

)

|G(x)|µ−1D(x), (1)

with initial condition x(t0) = x0. Here, a, b and µ are real numbers with b > 0, sign[·] is
the sign function, D(x) is a given everywhere non-negative function of x, and G(x) relates

to D(x) through
dG(x)

dx
=

1

D(x)
. (2)

Different D(x)’s specify distinct drift terms and so we have in fact a set of systems.

Although D(x) ≥ 0, G(x) may assume positive or negative values depending on x. Thus,

along the infinite line x we can identify the intervals cn < x < dn as I
(+)
n and dn−1 < x < cn

as I
(−)
n (see Fig. 1), such that in I

(+)
n (I

(−)
n ) the function G(x) > 0 (G(x) < 0). By supposing

G(x) a continuous function, for any integer n ∈ (Nl, Nr), inevitably G(cn) = G(dn) = 0.

This is not the case if we allow “jumps” for G(x) whenever x crosses over between positive

and negative intervals I(+) and I(−). If for all x > xr (x < xl), sign[G(x)] does not change,

then Nr (Nl) is a finite integer, otherwise Nr → ∞ (Nl → −∞).

By noticing that |G(x)|µ−1D(x) is never negative, in principle the term sign[G(x)] in

Eq. (1) should give rise to a non-trivial spatially asymmetric evolution depending on the

parameter values. To see why, let us consider that during the time interval IT : t0 ≤ t < T ,

the r-h-s of Eq. (1) does not vanish. Hence

• (i) For |a|/b > |µ|/2 the time derivative of x has always the same signal of a. As a

consequence, x(t) presents a steady increasing (a > 0) or decreasing (a < 0) behavior

for t ∈ IT regardless of the functional form of G(x).
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• (ii) On the other hand, for |µ|/2 > |a|/b, it follows that dx(t)/dt has the same sign

of −µG(x). Therefore, along the evolution of x(t) in the time interval IT , we have

a switching in the variation of x(t) whenever G(x(t)) reverses its sign, conceivably

originating a rich dynamics depending on D(x).

However, the system ceases to evolve when the r-h-s of Eq. (1) becomes zero. This

always takes place if along the time evolution of x(t) there is a x(t) = x such that either

a/b− sign[G(x)]µ/2 = 0 (in which case |a|/b = |µ|/2) or

|G(x)|µ−1D(x) = 0. (3)

Disregarding the too specific and trivial situation of |a|/b = |µ|/2, for an oscillatory-like

dynamics described in (ii) to occur (say, within the interval (xmin, xmax)), Eq. (3) must be

precluded. For so, we observe that if D(x) = 0 (|G(x)|µ−1 = 0) then |G(x)|µ−1 (D(x)) must

diverge in such way to maintain their product non-null as x → x. Therefore, suppose that

in the vicinity of x the leading term from either a Taylor or a Laurent series for D(x) and

G(x) is (for both ν, γ 6= 0)

D(x) ≈ d (x− x)ν , G(x) ≈ g (x− x)γ, (4)

with the constants d, g 6= 0. So, we should have

ν + (µ− 1) γ ≤ 0 ⇒ ν ≤ (1− µ) γ. (5)

Moreover, from Eqs. (2) and (4) it follows that g d γ ≈ 1 and γ + ν ≈ 1, thus

(2− µ) ν ≤ 1− µ. (6)

We remark that Eq. (6) fails when µ = 2.

Particular cases are easily derived from the above. Let us assume x in the interval of

interest (xmin, xmax), then Eq. (3) is not verified at x = x in the following situations:

• (a) If µ = 1, when D(x) 6= 0. Thence, in the full x interval we must have D(x) > 0.

• (b) For D(x) = 0 (so ν > 0) then: (b-1) if µ < 1, when ν ≤ (1 − µ)/(2 − µ) < 1

(so that G(x) = 0); (b-2) if µ > 2, when ν ≥ (µ − 1)/(µ − 2) > 1 (such that G(x)

diverges).
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• (c) For µ > 1 and G(x) = 0, when 1 < µ < 2. In fact, here we must have a diverging

D(x), implying in ν < 0. This condition requires the mentioned range for µ.

• (d) If there are jumps in D(x), so that G(x) can change signal but without passing

through zero, then when D(x) > 0. However, in such case we should define a proper

prescription for Eq. (2) at these discontinuities.

It is clear from the above analysis that only for specifically chosen functions D(x) and

parameter values, namely, those observing the restrictions (a)–(d), the asymmetric term

in Eq. (1) can yield a more diverse, eventually stable or recurrent, dynamics. This is in

opposition to a simple, as sink or diverging, basins of attraction emerging for Eq. (1) for

generic D(x)’s, i.e., functions not complying with (a)–(d).

To illustrate the previous discussion, we give three examples of D(x) and the associated

G(x) in Fig. 2, assuming the parameters in the range specified by (ii). In Fig. 2 (a) we

have functions with proper jumps to observe the condition (d). In this case |G(x)|µ−1D(x)

is never null, but at the expense of rather specially tailored discontinuous D(x) and G(x).

In Fig. 2 (b), D(x) = sin2[x] and G(x) = −cot[x], with µ = 3. At the zeros of D(x),

one finds that G(x)2 D(x) > 0 — hence precluding Eq. (3) — since the condition (b) is

verified (note that G(x) diverges at these points). Nevertheless, at the zeros of G(x) we

cannot avoid G(x)2 D(x) also to vanish, so with Eq. (3) holding true. Consequently, the

system dynamics necessarily halts at these sink points. Lastly, for D(x) = 1/2 + sin2[x],

G(x) = 2 artan[
√
3 tan[x]]/

√
3 and µ = 11/10, we have that |G(x)|0.1D(x) is never null. But

this demands very narrow divergences for |G(x)|0.1D(x) (observe the spikes in the Fig. 2

(c)), hence also for dx(t)/dt, whenever x is very close to multiples of π. This type of drift

might be unacceptable in modeling distinct processes.

In this way, a natural question is what would stabilize our family of dynamical systems,

averting a trivial evolution from Eq. (1) — where by trivial we mean x(t) either becoming

stationary or monotonically evolving towards ±∞ — for a much broader set of functions

D(x) and parameter values. We shall demonstrate below this can be achieved via stochastic

noise added to the original deterministic problem.

For completeness, the formal general solution of the present dynamical system in each

interval I(±) is presented in the Appendix A.
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(a)

(b)

(c)

FIG. 2: Three examples of D(x) and G(x). In (a) and (c), the term |G(x)|µ−1 D(x) is never zero,

potentially resulting in a rich dynamics for x(t). But this requires very particular and singular

functions. In (b) although |G(x)|µ−1 D(x) does not vanish in the points where D(x) = 0, this

cannot be avoided for the points where G(x) = 0, eventually driving the system to a stationary

behavior.
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B. Adding stochastic noise

Hereafter we consider an extra noise term in our original model. In doing so, we obtain

a nonlinear Langevin equation — in the Stratonovich description — with space-dependent

drift and diffusion coefficients, and driven by a Gaussian white noise, reading

dx(t)

dt
=

(

a− b µ
sign (G(x))

2

)

|G(x)|µ−1D(x) +
√
b |G(x)|µ/2D(x)L(t). (7)

The parameter values ranges and relation between D(x) and G(x) are as before. The white

noise force, L(t), is such that [47]

〈L(t)〉 = 0, 〈L(t)L(t′)〉 = 2 δ(t− t′). (8)

Now we should emphasize that the previous situation of dynamical traps for the determin-

istic model, represented by Eq. (3), is far less common here. Indeed, provided a± b µ/2 6= 0

and µ 6= 2 in Eq. (7), for a given x(t) = x to lead to dx(t)/dt = 0 (so stationary) inde-

pendently on the noise L(t), it should at once satisfy Eq. (3) as well as an akin relation

with µ− 1 → µ/2 (for the second term in the r-h-s of Eq. (7)). But based on our previous

analysis, this simultaneous condition is very unlikely to happen for an arbitrary function

D(x). Furthermore, for some very specific possible values of L(t), instantly the sum of the

two terms in r-h-s of Eq. (7) could become zero. However, this exact cancelation would

cease at subsequent times as L(t) varies.

The corresponding Fokker-Planck equation for the Langevin equation (7) in the

Stratonovich approach is given by [47]

∂ρ(x, t)

∂t
= − ∂

∂x

[(

a |G(x)|µ−1 + b |G(x)|µdD(x)

dx

)

D(x)ρ(x, t)

]

+ b
∂2

∂x2

[

|G(x)|µD2(x)ρ(x, t)
]

,

(9)

where ρ (x, t) is the probability distribution function (PDF).

III. EXACT SOLUTIONS AND ANALYSES OF EQ. (9)

In this section we shall address our model family given by Eq. (9). In doing so, we need

to consider two distinct situations, µ 6= 2 and µ = 2. Exact solutions are then derived by

means of proper variable transformations and by using, respectively, the similarity method

for the former and the Fourier transform method for the latter. More concrete and detailed

examples are discussed in Sec. IV.
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A. The case µ 6= 2: Solutions from the similarity method

Equation (9) can be cast as

∂ρ(x, t)

∂t
= −a

∂

∂x

[

|G(x)|µ−1D(x) ρ(x, t)
]

+ b
∂

∂x

[

D(x)
∂

∂x

(

|G(x)|µD(x) ρ(x, t)
)

]

. (10)

Thus, from the transformations

x̄ = G(x), ρ̄(x̄, t) = D(x)ρ(x, t), (11)

we obtain the following Fokker-Planck equation:

∂ρ̄(x̄, t)

∂t
= −a

∂

∂x̄

[

|x̄|µ−1 ρ̄(x̄, t)
]

+ b
∂2

∂x̄2

[

|x̄|µ ρ̄(x̄, t)
]

. (12)

The above is invariant under the rescaling (with γ arbitrary)

x̄ → ǫ x̄, t → ǫ2−µ t, ρ̄ → ǫγ ρ̄. (13)

Thus, we can employ the similarity solution method [52, 74, 75] to address Eq. (12).

For ρ̄(x̄, t) = t−αΦ(z) and z = x̄/tα, with the scaling exponent α = 1/(2− µ), Eq. (12)

reduces to the ordinary differential equation (for A a constant)

b
d

dz

(

|z|µΦ
)

+
(

αz − a|z|µ−1
)

Φ = A. (14)

By setting A = 0 in Eq. (14) (for our purposes here we do not need to address the A 6= 0

case), it readily follows that

Φ(z) = C
|z| ab sign(z)−µ

b
exp

[

− |z|2−µ

b (2− µ)2

]

, (15)

where C represents the normalization constant. Therefore, a solution for Eq. (9) in the case

of µ 6= 2 reads

ρ (x, t) = C
|G(x)| ab sign(G(x))−µ

bD(x) t
1−µ+ a

b
sign(G(x))

2−µ

exp

[

− |G(x)|2−µ

b (2− µ)2 t

]

. (16)

Note that the spatial asymmetry is manifested in Eq. (16) through the term sign[G(x)].

For a vanishing a, such asymmetry disappears. We highlight that the PDF in Eq. (16) can

display a broad range of behaviors depending on D(x) and the corresponding G(x).

The normalization condition for ρ(x, t) is the same than that for Φ(z), so that we should

have
∫ ∞

−∞

ρ(x, t) dx =

∫ ∞

−∞

Φ(z) dz = 1, (17)
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since G(±∞) → ±∞. From Eq. (17) we obtain the following normalization constant by

formal integration

C =
(b (2− µ)2)

1
2−µ

|2− µ|
(

(b (2− µ)2)−
a

b (2−µ) Γ
[

1−µ− a
b

2−µ

]

+ (b (2− µ)2)+
a

b (2−µ) Γ
[

1−µ+ a
b

2−µ

]) , (18)

where Γ[·] denotes the Gamma function. We find that the PDF (16) is not normalizable for

1 ≤ µ < 2 (actually, the similarity method is not the most appropriate method to treat the

µ = 2 case, see next section). Similarly, one of the following two restrictions must also be

verified for a proper C:

• If µ < 1, then µ < 1− |a|/b,

• If µ > 2, then µ > 1 + |a|/b.

Usually, for an arbitrary D(x) the computation of the n-moment, given by 〈xn(t)〉, is not
an easy task. On the other hand, the generalized n-moment 〈Gn(x)〉 is far more amenable

to calculations. In order to obtain the generalized n-moment we take the whole space (-∞,

∞) for x, supposing a generic D(x) ≥ 0 (but we notice that special cases might be simpler

to handle, for instance, G(x) = x if D(x) = 1 then we recover the ordinary n-moment

〈xn(t)〉 = 〈Gn(x(t))〉). As an extra condition, we assume G(±∞) → ±∞. In this way, from
∫∞

−∞
Gn(x) ρ(x, t) dx we have

〈Gn(x)〉 = C |2− µ|
(

b (2− µ)2
)

n−1− a
b

2−µ t
n

2−µ

×
(

(−1)n Γ

[

n+ 1− µ− a
b

2− µ

]

+
(

b (2− µ)2
)

2 a
b

2−µ Γ

[

n+ 1− µ+ a
b

2− µ

])

. (19)

Repeating the same type of analysis for Eq. (19) as previously, we find that the generalized

n-moment is finite only if

• µ < 2 : n+ 1 > µ+ |a|/b,

• µ > 2 : n+ 1 < µ− |a|/b.

B. The case µ = 2

For the particular case of µ = 2 we employ variable transformations and Fourier transform

method. Now we rewrite Eq. (9) as follows.

∂ρ(x, t)

∂t
= − ∂

∂x

[

(a− b sign (G(x)))H(x) ρ(x, t)
]

+ b
∂

∂x

[

H(x)
∂

∂x
(H(x) ρ(x, t))

]

, (20)

10



where H(x) = |G(x)|D(x). For simplicity, we restrict ourselves to the case where sign(G(x))

assumes a unique value. Considering

dx∗

dx
=

1

H(x)
and ρ∗(x, t) = H(x) ρ(x, t), (21)

we obtain the following Fokker-Planck equation

∂ρ∗(x∗, t)

∂t
= − ∂

∂x∗

[

(a− b sign (G(x))) ρ∗(x∗, t)
]

+ b
∂2

∂x∗2
ρ∗(x∗, t). (22)

Its solution is obtained from the Fourier transform method supposing the initial condition

ρ∗(x∗, 0) = δ(x∗ − x∗
0). The final result is then [72]

ρ (x, t) =
C√

4π b tH(x)
exp

[

−(x∗(x)− x∗
0 − (a− b sign (G(x))) t)2

4 b t

]

, (23)

for C the correct normalization constant.

We should remark that the PDF in Eq. (23) is also the solution for the case of zero drift,

but for the position coordinate x∗ translated by

x∗(x) → x∗(x)− (a− b sign (G(x))) t. (24)

C. The qualitative dynamical evolution of the deterministic and stochastic models

in the parameters space

So far we have discussed the deterministic and stochastic models, analyzing their features

and solutions in terms of ranges of values for the associated parameters. In particular, we

have unveiled that in most instances, the non-linear deterministic model of Eq. (1) tends

to display rather straightforward trends. In fact, it would require specific conditions (both

for the set {a, b, µ} as well for the properties of D(x) and the corresponding G(x)) so to

yield a rich dynamics for x(t), say oscillating between two extrema, xmin and xman, instead

of approaching a fixed point x in finite time or asymptotically evolving towards ±∞.

Conversely, by adding white noise to our original problem, we have obtained a non-linear

Langevin equation, given by Eq. (7). In this case dynamical traps are far more rare and

the evolution of the now stochastic x(t) is not affected by most of the restrictions discussed

in Sec. IIA for the deterministic case. Rather than to investigate in detail such stochastic

microscopic variable, we have followed the standard procedure of considering the related

11



probability density function ρ(x, t), seeking for general non-trivial solutions displaying spa-

tial asymmetry. For instance, note that relevant changes of behavior for ρ do take place

depending on the term sign(G(x)) appearing in Eq. (16) (explicit examples in the next

section).

Thus, keeping in mind the obvious conceptual differences between the physical meaning

of x(t) governed by Eq. (1) and ρ(x, t) by Eq. (10), we could contrast the ranges for the

set {a, b, µ}, which in one hand may result in a rather simple monotonic dynamics for the

deterministic problem, but on the other hand might allow phenomenologically much more

diverse behavior for the stochastic model (cf., Eq. (16)). This kind of comparison can be

viewed as a heuristic or even operational way of inferring how stochasticity can lead to the

emergence of complexity in certain classes of systems [78, 79].

In this way, we need to address only the instances where x(t) in Eq. (1) can asymptotically

diverge since the scarcity of dynamical traps for Eq. (7) has already been discussed (see the

paragraph following Eq. (8) in Sec. II B). We restrict the analysis to µ 6= 2. Hence, for our

purposes we rewrite Eq. (7) as

dx(t)

dt
= F(x)

(

G(x) + L(t)/
√
b
)

, (25)

where F(x) = b |G(x)|µ/2D(x) ≥ 0 and G(x) = (a/b − (µ/2) sign(G(x))) |G(x)|µ/2−1. We

also recall the condition (i) in Sec. IIA, namely,

|a|/b > |µ|/2. (26)

For it, regardless of G(x) the dynamical evolution of the deterministic model (in the absence

of traps) is monotonic, i.e., x(t) always increases or decreases with t.

Further, we should emphasize the known fact [80] that for a non-linear Langevin equation,

determined characteristics of the resulting non-linear trajectories — noticeably divergence

[81, 82] — may hinder a proper PDF ensemble description via a linear Fokker-Planck equa-

tion (for a comprehensive discussion see, e.g., [83]). For example, it poses important issues

related to stability and solvability of the latter [82, 84].

In Sec. III we present the parameter intervals for which the stochastic model is or is not

solvable. It is not if 1 ≤ µ < 2, when from Eq. (25) combined with Eq. (26) it follows that

G(x) is either always positive (+) or always negative (−), moreover with −1/2 ≤ µ/2−1 < 0

and b < 2 |a|/|µ|. So, in the long run the fluctuations from L(t)/
√
b cannot change the

12



evolution tendency of x(t) towards ±∞, determined by G(x). Notice that very qualitatively

x(t) resembles a kind of random walk, but with a spatial bias in a determined direction.

Hence, it leads to a divergence for the related ρ(x, t) — as mentioned above, a kind of

ensemble of these non-linear (and here diverging) paths. In other words, in this case the

stochastic noise cannot stabilize the system.

When µ > 2 (and |a|/b > 1), from Eq. (26) the deterministic model is monotonic for

2 < µ < 2 |a|/b, tending to ±∞ if there are no dynamical traps along the way. But for µ > 2,

the stochastic model is well behaved provided µ > 1+ |a|/b (Sec. III). Thence, stabilization
of the dynamical system can also be attained in the extra interval 1 + |a|/b < µ ≤ 2 |a|/b
through the addition of white noise. Nonetheless, in the remaining range 2 < µ < 1 + |a|/b
in which Eq. (1) diverges, again for the stochastic model the function G(x) in Eq. (25) has

always a same sign. Consequently, the above argument used for 1 ≤ µ < 2 likewise applies.

Lastly, for µ < 1 the dynamical model is monotonic in the interval −2 |a|/b < µ <

min(1, 2 |a|/b). On the other hand, the stochastic model is solvable and normalizable when

µ < 1 − |a|/b. Accordingly, the white noise is not able to stabilize the system only for

1−|a|/b < µ < min(2 |a|/b, 1). Given that such parameters range corresponds to G(x) never
inverting its sign, the previous reasoning once more explains this result.

IV. SOME SPECIFIC EXAMPLES FOR THE STOCHASTIC MODEL

Next we illustrate by means of simple, but representative, examples some trends of the

PDF ρ’s presented in Sec. III. In Sec. IVA we consider µ 6= 2 and D(x) = 1. This is an

interesting choice because in this case the generalized n-moment reduces to the standard

〈xn〉’s. In Sec. IVB we address µ = 2. In particular, for a specific D(x) we show that our

system relates to important population growth models in the literature.

A. The case of µ 6= 2 and D(x) = 1

For D(x) = 1 we have G(x) = x+constant. For simplicity we set such constant to zero.

We just comment that depending on a, b and µ (and the initial condition x0), the dynamical

system can either become stationary or diverging.

In Eq. (7), |G(x)|µ−1 = |x|µ−1 and |G(x)|µ/2 = |x|µ/2 give rise to distinct power-law
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functions. The normalized PDF reads (for C in Eq. (18))

ρ(x, t) = C
|x| ab sign(x)−µ

b t
1−µ+ a

b
sign(x)

2−µ

exp

[

− |x|2−µ

b (2− µ)2 t

]

. (27)

It is interesting to note that the PDF described by Eq. (27), for µ = a/b and µ < 1,

is composed of a stretched or compressed Gaussian distribution and a generalized Weibull

distribution. This dual functional form suggests that the system described by Eq. (7) may

be used to describe processes resulting from different dynamical drives.

The n-moment can be obtained from Eq. (19), yielding

〈xn〉 = C |2− µ|
(

b (2− µ)2
)

n−1− a
b

2−µ

×
(

(−1)n Γ

[

n+ 1− µ− a
b

2− µ

]

+
(

b (2− µ)2
)

2a
b

2−µ Γ

[

n+ 1− µ+ a
b

2− µ

])

t
n

2−µ . (28)

In the particular case of a = 0, the PDF in Eq. (27) reduces to

ρ(x, t) =
(b (2− µ)2)

1
2−µ |x|−µ

2 b |2− µ|Γ
[

1−µ
2−µ

]

t
1−µ
2−µ

exp

[

− |x|2−µ

b(2 − µ)2t

]

, (29)

and Eq. (28) results in (with C0 = C|a=0)

〈xn〉 = C0 |2− µ|
(

b (2− µ)2
)

n−1
2−µ Γ

[

n + 1− µ

2− µ

]

((−1)n + 1) t
n

2−µ . (30)

One can see that 〈xn〉 in Eq. (30) is zero for n an odd number, in accordance with the

symmetric PDF in Eq. (29). In particular, its second moment goes with t2/(2−µ), hence it

can describe, superdiffusive, normal and subdiffusive, processes respectively for, 0 < µ < 1,

µ = 0 and µ < 0. Further, for µ > 2 the system describes localized processes.

Generally, the PDF in Eq. (27) represents a system with a power-law potential of order

higher than 2 when µ > 2 and with a spatial asymmetry associated with the term a sign(x),

or (with a 6= 0 and b µ/2− a sign(x) > 0)

V (x) ∼ (b µ/2− a sign(x))

µ
|x|µ. (31)

Thus, the parameter |a| determines the degree of asymmetry, with a = 0 leading to a totally

symmetric PDF, Eq. (29).

The solution given by Eq. (27) is not valid for µ = 2. Nonetheless, we can take µ ∼ 2, so

that |G(x)|µ−1 (related to the non-linear drift and with the asymmetry term sign(G(x))) and

|G(x)|µ/2 (related to the white noise coefficient) in Eq. (7) are both approximately linear in
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|G(x)|. In this case the V (x) in Eq. (31) with µ ∼ 2 fairly represents the usual symmetric

(asymmetric) harmonic potential for a = 0 (a 6= 0 and b/2 > |a|).
We can also compare the PDF in Eq. (29) with that one obtained from Eq. (7), but

without drift and derived in different prescriptions, or (see the ref. [52])

ρ(x, t) =
|x|−(1−λ)µ

2 |2− µ|
−(1−2λ)µ

2−µ Γ
[

1−(1−λ)µ
2−µ

]

(b t)
1−(1−λ)µ

2−µ

exp

[

− |x|2−µ

b (2− µ)2 t

]

. (32)

Here 0 ≤ λ ≤ 1 is the prescription parameter, for λ = 1/2 yielding the Stratonovich’s and

λ = 0 the Ito’s. The n-moment for to the PDF in Eq. (32) is

〈xn(x)〉 =
(b (2− µ)2)

n
2−µ Γ

[

n+1−(1−λ)µ
2−µ

]

t
n

2−µ

Γ
[

1−(1−λ)µ
2−µ

] , (33)

where n is an even number. Observe that Eq. (32) coincides with Eq. (29) for λ = 0 (the

Ito prescription). This follows directly from the fact that for the Fokker-Planck equation in

Eq. (9), the drift term vanishes since for D(x) = 1 we have dD(x)/dx = 0. Moreover, the

n-moment in Eq. (33) has similar behavior of that in Eq. (30) for even numbers.

All these findings show that there are a large class of systems displaying the same n-

moment trends.

Finally, graphs of Eq. (27) for distinct parameter values (all with a > 0) and at different

time instants t are depicted in Figs. 3–6. For a → −a we get a specular image, about x = 0,

of the observed profiles. Since G(x) = x, which is anti-symmetric in x, all the plots display

an imbalance regarding positive and negative x’s, hence overall with ρ(x < 0) much greater

than ρ(x > 0). Also, the imbalance tends to be stronger for greater |a|’s. For Figs. 3–5

(6 (a) and 6 (b)) we have ξ = µ − 1 > 0 (ξ = 1 − µ > 0), so that |G(x)|µ−1D(x) = |x|ξ

(|G(x)|µ−1D(x) = 1/|x|ξ). This explains why the corresponding PDFs are very small (very

large) for x approaching zero. From the plots for µ > 2 we see that as t increases, the

distributions tend to concentrate around the origin. We have checked this is likewise the

case for the examples with µ < 1 (not shown), but then with such concentration taking

place slower in time. As a last remark, provided a and b are the same and the values of

the associated µ’s do not differ much, for the examples here we have not detected relevant

qualitatively differences between the ρ’s either when 2 a/b < µ < 1 − a/b or when µ <

2 a/b < 1−a/b if µ < 1 and when µ > 1+a/b > 2 a/b or when 2 a/b > µ > 1+a/b if µ > 2.
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FIG. 3: For the case of D(x) = 1, the resulting PDF, Eq. (27), at two time instants, t = 1 and the

very short t = 10−4 (on purpose, to illustrate the shape of the initial PDF). For the parameters

a, b and µ considered, µ > 2 > 1 + a/b > 2 a/b, thus not belonging to the monotonic behavior

(i) for the dynamical system. Although the distribution is considerably higher for x < 0, it is still

noticeable for x positive, but only in the origin vicinity. In the plots, both ρ and x have been

rescaled so to facilitate a direct comparison between the curves shapes. Notice that ρ is spatially

much more concentrated at t = 1 than at t = 10−4.
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FIG. 4: Similar plots as in Fig. 3, but for the parameters values such that 2 a/b > µ > 1+a/b > 2.

Hence, the corresponding dynamical system does belong to the monotonic behavior class (i). Since

now the PDFs are very small for x positive, the insets show proper blow ups for x > 0. Again, ρ

is spatially much more concentrated at t = 1 than at t = 10−2.
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FIG. 5: Similar plots as in Fig. 4, but for the parameters satisfying µ > 2 a/b > 1 + a/b > 2.

Thus, as in Fig. 3, not belonging to the monotonic behavior (i) for the dynamical system. The

PDF is spatially much more concentrated at t = 1 than at t = 10−3.
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FIG. 6: For D(x) = 1, the PDF in Eq. (27) at t = 1 with a = 1, b = 5 and two values of µ < 1.

(a) µ = 0.7, thus 2 a/b < µ < 1− a/b < 1. (b) µ = 0.3, thus µ < 2 a/b < 1− a/b < 1. The arrows

indicate that although integrable, these ρ’s tend to +∞ at the origin. The insets give details of

the distributions for x > 0 very close to the origin. These PDF’s tend to be more concentrate as t

increases, plots not shown.

B. Some examples for µ = 2

We finally consider the solution in Eq. (23). For H(x) =
√
h, with h a positive constant,

we have x∗(x) = x/
√
h, |G(x)| = exp[±x/

√
h] and D(x) =

√
h exp[∓x/

√
h]. In this case,

the PDF in Eq. (23) recovers the well-known ρ for a Brownian motion with a load force,
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whose expression is [71]

ρ(x, t) =
1√

4 π b h t
exp

[

−
(

x− x0 −
√
h (a− b) t

)2

4 b h t

]

. (34)

A particularly interesting situation — relating to other models in the literature — results

from H(x) given by

H(x) =
(Kα − xα) x

β Kα − (β − α) xα
, (35)

such that

D(x) =
Kβ

Kα

(Kα − xα)2 x1−β

(β Kα − (β − α) xα)
, G(x) =

(x/K)β

1− (x/K)α
. (36)

In this case, the PDF in Eq. (23) is related to the population growth model proposed in

[22] (see also [20]). More specifically, 0 ≤ x(t) ≤ K is the number of alive individuals in a

population at time t, r = a − b sign (G(x)) = a − b is the intrinsic growth rate with a > b,

and K is the carrying capacity. For simplicity, the parameters β and α are restricted to

real non-negative values. In fact, the system described by Eqs. (7) and (35) encompasses

classical growth models such as the Verhulst logistic (β = 1 and α = 1), Gompertz (β = 0

and α → 0), Shoener (β = 0 and α = 1), Richards (β = 0 and 0 < α < ∞) and Smith

(0 ≤ β < ∞ and α = 1) [18–25]. Also, for β = α = 1 the present framework has been

employed in the study of population genetics [15].

In formulating the above mentioned models through the present approach, some care is

necessary concerning the normalization constant. For instance, to avoid a time dependent

C (implying in a non-conservation of probability along t), the limits of integration for ρ,

x∗
i (x = 0) and x∗

f (x = K), should not be finite. This is determined from (recall that

dx∗/dx = 1/H(x))

x∗ = ln

[

(x/K)β

1− (x/K)α

]

. (37)

As an example we consider the Shoener and Richards models (both with β = 0). They

cannot be constructed under the present procedure once the lower limits have finite values.

Indeed, for β = 0 and α > 0 we get x∗ = − ln[|1− (x/K)α |], so that x∗
i is zero for x = 0.

For β, α 6= 0 we have x∗(x → 0) → −∞ and x∗(x → K) → ∞. Thus, from Eq. (23) we

find C = 1 and the PDF yields (with t0 = 0)

ρ(x, t) =
1√

4 π b tH(x)
exp

[

−
(

x∗(x)− x∗
0 − (a− b) t

)2

4 b t

]

. (38)
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In general x∗
0 is considered finite (except for α → 0). Thus, one should exclude a population

that is initially null (x0 → 0) or that is already at its maximum possible value established

by K (x0 → K)

V. CONCLUSION

In this contribution we have considered a set of models with asymmetric space-dependent

drifts. For the deterministic case, we have identified their temporal evolution features in the

parameters space Λ = {a, b, µ} and also in terms of certain general properties of the driven

function D(x) (and of its primitive integral G(x)). We have shown the deterministic models

display rather simple behavior in a large region of Λ.

Then, by adding Gaussian noise to such class of problems we have obtained nonlinear

Langevin equations, whose associated Fokker-Planck equations have been solved through

the similarity method or Fourier transform method. In the subset of Λ where the obtained

ρ’s are well behaved, we have discussed the dynamical richness emerging from these PDFs.

For instance, conceivably they could be used to study anomalous diffusion, with applications

in different processes as population growth models.

By comparing the two families of models in Λ, we have unveiled the effects of introducing

stochasticity and the mechanisms allowing the qualitative changes observed in the systems

dynamics. Concretely, we have found that for some regions of Λ, although the trajectories

of the deterministic models are trivial, i.e., either fall into fixed points or evolve to ±∞, in

the stochastic case they become stable. By stable we mean the orbits are more complex,

however no longer diverging or going into sinks.

In conclusion, to understand how the natural laws, so economical in number and so

simple in structure, determine the huge behavioral richness perceived in the physical world

is one of the great challenges in science [1–4, 7]. It has been long known that random inputs

[44, 45], in otherwise deterministic systems, can account for part of such multiplicity [28–32].

Although much progress has been achieved, the effects promoting diversity in noise-assisted

dynamical evolution are very far from a complete description (see, for instance, [40–43]).

We hope that at least for particular instances, the present theoretical results can help to

shed some light into this crucial query.
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Appendix A: The implicit analytic solution for the dynamical system represented

by Eqs. (1) and (2)

Our dynamical system can be solved analytically by considering the successive spatial

intervals I
(±)
n = (c

(±)
n , d

(±)
n ) — with sign[G(x ∈ I

(±)
n )] = ±1 — to which xn(t) belongs to at

the corresponding time intervals In. The full trajectory x(t) is then given by the proper

concatenation of these piecewise xn(t) for t ∈ In.

So, here we discuss only the functional form of x(t) in an arbitrary I(+) or I(−) with

t ∈ I = (t0, T ) and for simplicity assuming the staring point x0 = x(t0) in the interior of

I(±). We observe that in concrete instances, one also should correctly deal with the behavior

of x(t) in crossing from a spatial interval I(±) to I(∓). But as seen in Sec. IIA, this demands

to know the exact form of D(x).

For the following let us set G0 = G(x0) and denote by G̃ the formal inverse function of

G. Hence, for all x it holds that G̃(G(x)) = x.

1. x(t) ∈ I(+) for the time interval t ∈ (t0, T )

In this case G(x) ≥ 0 (with the equality only at the borders of I(+)) and

dx(t)

dt
= cG(x)µ−1D(x), (A1)

with c = a− b µ/2 6= 0 (of course, c = 0 leads to a trivial solution). Note that G0 > 0.

Then, by the direct integration of Eq. (A1) taking into account Eq. (2), we find that
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(t ∈ (t0, T ))

x(t) = G̃
(

[c (2− µ) (t− t0) +G2−µ
0 ]1/(2−µ)

)

, for µ 6= 2,

x(t) = G̃
(

G0 exp[c (t− t0)]
)

, for µ = 2. (A2)

2. x(t) ∈ I(−) for the time interval t ∈ (t0, T )

Now G(x) ≤ 0 (with the equality only at the borders of I(−)) and

dx(t)

dt
= d [−G(x)]µ−1D(x), (A3)

with d = a+ b µ/2 6= 0 (again, the d = 0 case is trivial). Observe that G0 < 0.

Finally, by integrating Eq. (A3) using Eq. (2) we get (t ∈ (t0, T ))

x(t) = G̃
(

− [d (µ− 2) (t− t0) + (−G0)
2−µ]1/(2−µ)

)

, for µ 6= 2,

x(t) = G̃
(

G0 exp[−d (t− t0)]
)

, for µ = 2. (A4)
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