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Abstract

We study systems of differential equations driven by functions of a single Wiener process. In the limit
of fast oscillations, we show that the solution process converges in law to the process defined by an SDE
system driven by several independent Wiener processes. Drift terms appearing in the limiting equations
can be interpreted as Stratonovich corrections. The problem has been motivated by experimental work and
provides a rigorous treatment of equations arising from it.

Introduction

Suppose b : Rn × R → R
n and for each α = 1, . . . ,m, we have vα : Rn → R

n and φα : R → R. We will be
considering the system of random differential equations of the form

dXt

dt
= b

(

Xt,
Wt

ǫ

)

+
1

ǫ

m
∑

α=1

vα(Xt)φα

(

Wt

ǫ

)

(1)

The above can also be written as the system of stochastic differential equations (SDE)

dXt = b(Xt, θt)dt+
1

ǫ

m
∑

α=1

vα(Xt)φα(θt)dt

dθt =
1

ǫ
dWt

(2)

Here, Xt = (X1(t), . . . Xn(t)) is a stochastic process with values in R
n and Wt denotes a standard 1-

dimensional Wiener process. The detailed assumptions on the functions b, vα and φα will be made in
the statement of Theorem 1. We will study the distributional limit of the solutions of the system (1) as
ǫ → 0. More precisely, we will derive a system of stochastic differential equations (SDE) whose solution
will have this limiting distribution. Let us stress that while Wt is the only source of randomness in the
original equations, the limiting system will have m independent noise sources (where m is the number of the
functions φα entering (1)). Our main result can thus be viewed as a regularization of an SDE system driven
by m independent Wiener processes, using appropriately scaled functions of a single Wiener process.

The motivation for the presented results comes from a particular case, encountered in a joint work of the
second author with an experimental group [5]. We discuss the relevant equations in Corollary 4.

The main result

Our main result is quite general. The corollaries and examples that follow specialize it to less general but
more tangible cases, including the original motivation.

We will use the following elementary lemma.
Lemma 1: Let φ be a continuous 2π-periodic function with

∫ 2π

0

φ(θ) dθ = 0
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Then, there exist 2π-periodic functions Φ and Ψ such that ∂θΦ = φ and ∂2
θΨ = φ.

Theorem 1: Consider the system (1) in which:

• b(x, θ) is continuous and 2π-periodic in θ, satisfying a global Lipschitz condition in x and bounded by
C1 + C2|x|.
• vα(x) satisfy a global Lipschitz condition and are bounded by C1 + C2|x|.
• φα(θ) are continuous and 2π-periodic in θ with

∫ 2π

0

φα(θ) dθ = 0

Lemma 1 implies that there exist Φα such that ∂θΦα = φα. Let

cαβ =
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

Φα(θ)Φβ(θ) dθ, α, β = 1, . . . ,m

be the Gram matrix of scalar products of the functions Φα in L2[0, 2π] (with the normalized Lebesgue
measure). We will say C = (cαβ)

m
α,β=1 is non-singular and so positive definite and define S = (sαβ)

m
α,β=1 :=√

C. Given any initial condition x0 and setting θ0 = 0 for convenience, our assumptions on the coefficients
imply existence of a unique solution to (2), defined for all t ≥ 0. Let Y (ǫ) = (X(ǫ),Θ(ǫ)) be the Markov
process solving (2). Then as ǫ → 0, X(ǫ) weakly converge to the solution of the SDE

dXt = b̃(Xt)dt+ 2

m
∑

γ=1

[

∇ṽγ ṽγ(Xt)dt+ ṽγ(Xt)dWγ(t)
]

(3)

where ∇vu is the directional derivative of the vector field u in the direction of v and

b̃(x) =
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

b(x, θ) dθ

ṽγ(x) =

m
∑

α=1

sγαṽα(x)

Proof: The present proof is inspired by the proof of Theorem 12.2.4 in [2]. Since only 2π-periodic functions
of θt are considered, we can regard the state space of Y (ǫ) as Rn × S1. It is a Feller-Dynkin process in the
sense of [6]. Let T (ǫ) denote the corresponding semigroup in the Banach space C0(R

n × S1) of continuous
functions on R

n × S1 converging to 0 at infinity. We use A(ǫ) to denote the infinitesimal generator of the
semigroup T (ǫ). Its domain D

(

A(ǫ)
)

contains C∞ functions of compact support in x (periodic in θ). For

f ∈ D, we will use ∇f = (∂x1
f, . . . , ∂xn

f). It follows from the Itô formula, that on these functions A(ǫ) acts
as

(

A(ǫ)f
)

(x, θ) =
1

2ǫ2
∂2
θf + b(x, θ) · ∇f +

1

ǫ

m
∑

α=1

φα(θ)vα(x) · ∇f

which can be written as

A(ǫ) =
1

ǫ2
A−2 +

1

ǫ
A−1 +A0

with

A−2 =
1

2
∂2
θ

A−1 =

m
∑

α=1

φα(θ)vα(x) · ∇

A0 = b(x, θ) · ∇
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Let T denote the semigroup corresponding to equation (3) and A be its infinitesimal generator. A is an
(unbounded) operator in C0(R

n). The subspace D consisting of C∞ functions converging to 0 at infinity
together with the first and second derivatives, is a core for A. This follows from Proposition 3.3 of [2] (in
which one can take D0 to be the space of C∞ functions of compact support). We will prove that for any
f ∈ D, there exist functions f ǫ ∈ D

(

A(ǫ)
)

such that f ǫ → f and A(ǫ)f ǫ → Af . Theorem 6.1 in [2] will then

imply that for any f ∈ C0(R
n), T

(ǫ)
t f converges to Ttf uniformly in t on any bounded interval. Because

C0(R
n) is a subspace of C0(R

n × S1), the action of T
(ǫ)
t on C0(R

n) is well-defined.

Given f ∈ C, we will construct f (ǫ) of the form

f (ǫ) = f0 + ǫf1 + ǫ2f2

with f0 = f . We have

A(ǫ)f (ǫ) =
1

ǫ2
A−2 +

1

ǫ
(A−1 +A0)

(

f0 + ǫf1 + ǫ2f2
)

=
1

ǫ2
A−2f0 +

1

ǫ
(A−2f1 +A−1f0) + (A−2f2 +A−1f1 +A0f0)

(11)

We want this expression to converge as ǫ → 0 to a function (of x) independent of θ. The term 1
ǫ2
A−2f0

equals 0, since f0 = f does not depend on θ. To make the 1
ǫ
term vanish, we want to choose f1 so that

A−2f1 +A−1f0 = 0

This is satisfied by

f1 (x, θ) = −2

m
∑

α=1

Ψα(θ)vα(x) · ∇ = −2

m
∑

α=1

Ψα(θ)

n
∑

i=1

viα(x)∂xi
f(x)

where x = (x1, . . . , xn) and vα = (v1α, . . . , vnα). With this choice of f1, the O(1) term in (11) becomes

A−2f2 +A−1f1 +A0f0 =

A−2f2 − 2

m
∑

α,β=1

φα(θ)Ψβ(θ)







n
∑

i,j=1

viα(x)
[

∂xi
vjβ(x)∂xj

f(x) + vjβ(x)∂
2
xixj

f(x)
]







+ b(x, θ) · ∇f

Introducing the functions

gαβ(x) =
n
∑

i,j=1

viα(x)
[

∂xi
vjβ(x)∂xj

f(x) + vjβ(x)∂
2
xixj

f(x)
]

we thus have

A−2f2 +A−1f1 +A0f0 = A−2f2 − 2

m
∑

α,β=1

φα(θ)Ψβ(θ)gαβ(x) + b(x, θ) · ∇f (16)

We want to choose f2 to make this expression independent of θ. To get rid of the θ-dependence in the second
term in the above expression, first note that since ∂2

θΨ = ∂θΦ = φ

∫ 2π

0

φα(θ)Ψβ(θ) dθ = −
∫ 2π

0

Φα(θ)Φβ(θ) dθ = −2πcαβ

There exist periodic functions χαβ such that ∂2
θθχαβ = φαΨβ + cαβ . We now define

h2(x, θ) = 4

m
∑

α,β=1

χα,β(θ)gαβ(x)
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and obtain

A−2h2 = 2
m
∑

α,β=1

φαΨβgα,β + 2
m
∑

α,β=1

cαβgαβ

To eliminate the θ-dependence in the third term of (16), we introduce the functions

b̃(x) =
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

b(x, θ) dθ

Lemma 1 implies that there exist periodic functions Bi(x, θ) such that

∂2
θBi(x, θ) = b(x, θ) − b̃(x)

Then define k2(x, θ) = −B(x, θ) · ∇f so that

A−2k2 = −b · ∇f + b̃ · ∇f

Further for γ = 1, . . . ,m, we define ṽγ(x) =
∑m

α=1 sγαvα(x) so that

m
∑

α,β=1

cαβgαβ(x) =

m
∑

α,β,γ=1

sαγsγβgαβ(x)

=

m
∑

α,β,γ=1

n
∑

i,j=1

(sγαviα(x))
[

∂xi
(sγβvjβ(x))∂xj

f(x) + (sγβvjβ(x))∂xi
∂xj

f(x)
]

=
m
∑

γ=1

n
∑

i,j=1

ṽiγ(x)
[

∂xi
ṽjγ(x)∂xj

f(x) + ṽjγ(x)∂xi
∂xj

f(x)
]

(23)

Notice that we can rewrite the first term of (23) as

m
∑

γ=1

n
∑

j=1

∂xj
f(x)

n
∑

i=1

ṽiγ(x)∂xi
ṽjγ =

m
∑

γ=1

n
∑

j=1

∂xj
f(x)[ṽγ(x) · ∇ṽjγ ] =

m
∑

γ=1

∇ṽγ ṽγ(x) · ∇f(x)

Finally, defining f2 = h2 + k2, we obtain the desired θ-independent expression

A−2f2 +A−1f1 +A0f0 = 2
m
∑

α,β=1

cαβgαβ(x) + b̃(x) · ∇f(x)

= 2

m
∑

γ=1



∇ṽγ ṽγ(x) · ∇f(x) +

n
∑

i,j=1

ṽiγ(x)ṽjγ (x)∂xi
∂xj

f(x)



+ b̃(x) · ∇f

We thus have

lim
ǫ→0

A(ǫ)f (ǫ) = 2

m
∑

γ=1



∇ṽγ ṽγ(x) · ∇f(x) +

n
∑

i,j=1

ṽiγ(x)ṽjγ (x)∂xi
∂xj

f(x)



+ b̃(x) · ∇f (25)

which motivates defining the infinitesimal operator of the limiting semigroup A as the right-hand side of
(25). It follows from the Riesz-Markov theorem [6] that the law of the corresponding Markov process is
uniquely determined by the limiting semigroup. It can be presented as the law of the solution process of the
SDE system

dXt = a(Xt)dt+

m
∑

γ=1

σγ(Xt)dWγ(t) (27)
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where Wγ , γ = 1, . . . , n are independent Wiener processes. The drift and noise coefficients can be read off
from the formula (25) for the generator. Namely, for the drift coefficients we obtain

a(x) = b̃(x) + 2

m
∑

γ=1

∇ṽγ ṽγ(x) (28)

To obtain the noise coefficients, note that the coefficient of ∂xi
∂xj

in (25) is 2ṽiγ(x)ṽjγ (x) so

σγ(x) = 2ṽγ(x) = 2

m
∑

α=1

sγαvα(x) (29)

We have shown that for any f ∈ C0(R
n × S1), T

(ǫ)
t f converges to Ttf uniformly in t on bounded intervals.

Thus, X(ǫ) will converge weakly to X . This ends the proof of Theorem 1.

Corollary 1: As a first application of Theorem 1, consider the special case, in which bi = 0 for all i, m = n

and viα = δiα is independent of x. The system (1) becomes

dxi

dt
=

1

ǫ
φi

(

Wt

ǫ

)

i.e.

xi(t) = x
(0)
i +

1

ǫ

∫ t

0

φi

(

Ws

ǫ

)

ds

Theorem 1 implies that the n-dimensional process xt =
(

x
(0)
1 (t), . . . , x

(0)
n (t)

)

converges in law to

x(0) + 2SWt

i.e. to a linear transformation of the n-dimensional Wiener process W . In particular, if x(0) = 0 and the
matrix C is a multiple of identity

cαβ = cδαβ > 0

we obtain in the limit the process 2
√
cW (recall that S is the positive square root of C). The n-dimensional

Wiener process can thus be obtained as a limit (in law) of functions of a single 1-dimensional Wiener process.

Corollary 2: Corollary 1 can be reformulated, using Wiener scaling as follows (we put x(0) = 0): the
n-dimensional process with components

1√
L

∫ Lt

0

φi (Ws) ds

converges in law to a linear transformation of the n−dimensional Wiener process. This version of Corollary
1 is a particular case of a known theorem about additive functionals of Markov processes [4].

Corollary 3: Consider the special case of Corollary 1, in which n = 2, φ1(θ) = cos θ, and φ2(θ) = sin θ.
Since in this case the matrix C equals cI with c = 1

2 , it follows that the process

1√
2

(

1

ǫ

∫ t

0

cos

(

Ws

ǫ

)

,
1

ǫ

∫ t

0

sin

(

Ws

ǫ

))

converges in law to the two-dimensional Wiener process. This was noted in [1].

Corollary 4: An application to the motion of a phototactic robot in a varying light field.
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Consider a robot moving in the plane, adapting its speed to the local amount of light it senses and randomly
changing the direction of its motion, Taking into account the sensorial delay, the approximate equations of
robot’s motion were derived in [5] in the form

dx1

dt
= −ku(x)∂x1

u(x) cos2
(

Wt

ǫ

)

− ku(x)∂x2
u(x) cos

(

Wt

ǫ

)

sin

(

Wt

ǫ

)

+
1

ǫ
u(x) cos

(

Wt

ǫ

)

dx2

dt
= −ku(x)∂x1

u(x) cos

(

Wt

ǫ

)

sin

(

Wt

ǫ

)

− ku(x)∂x2
u(x) sin2

(

Wt

ǫ

)

+
1

ǫ
u(x) sin

(

Wt

ǫ

)

Here u is the speed function. Theorem 1 applies, giving in the ǫ → 0 limit the SDE

dx1(t) = −1

2
ku(x)∂x1

u(x)dt+ u(x)∂x1
u(x)dt+

√
2u(x)dW (1)(t)

dx2(t) = −1

2
ku(x)∂x2

u(x)dt+ u(x)∂x2
u(x)dt+

√
2u(x)dW (2)(t)

The first terms on the right-hand sides of these equations result from averaging cos2 θ and sin2 θ respectively—
a particular case of b̃i(x) in the expression for a(x) (28). The second terms correspond to the second terms in
this formula and can be thought of as Stratonovich corrections, as explained in the Remark 1 below. These
equations were obtained in [5] using the (nonrigorous) multiscale expansion method. It was instrumental
in calculating the stationary state of the system which enabled the authors to compare the theory to the
experimental results.

Corollary 5: An application to Motility-Induced Phase Separation (MIPS)

Random changes of direction by bacteria may lead to spontaneous formation of higher density regions, called
MIPS To model this phenomenon, one may use the system of equations [7]

dx1

dt
= κ∂x1

w(x) cos2
(

Wt

ǫ

)

+ κ∂x2
w(x) cos

(

Wt

ǫ

)

sin

(

Wt

ǫ

)

+
1

ǫ
w(x) cos

(

Wt

ǫ

)

dx2

dt
= κ∂x1

w(x) cos

(

Wt

ǫ

)

sin

(

Wt

ǫ

)

+ κ∂x2
w(x) sin2

(

Wt

ǫ

)

+
1

ǫ
w(x) sin

(

Wt

ǫ

)

Again, Theorem 1 applies directly, giving in the limit ǫ → 0 the SDE system

dx1(t) =
1

2
κ∂x1

w(x) + w(x)∂x1
w(x) +

√
2w(x)dW (1)(t)

dx2(t) =
1

2
κ∂x2

w(x) + w(x)∂x2
w(x) +

√
2w(x)dW (2)(t)

As in the phototactic robot example above, the stationary state of the above system can be calculated
explicitly, allowing comparison of the theory and experiment.

Remark 1: relation to theorems about regularization of SDE.
Given a general SDE of the form (27), it is natural to replace the Wiener processes Wα by smoother (finite

variation) processes W
(ǫ)
α , converging to Wα as ǫ → 0. If these processes are defined on the same probability

space asWα and their convergence is strong enough, it is known that the solutions of the regularized equations

dxi(t) = b̃i(xt)dt+

m
∑

α=1

σiα(xt)dW
(ǫ)
α (t)

converge to the solutions of the corresponding Stratonovich equation

dxi(t) = b̃i(xt)dt+
1

2

n
∑

j=1

m
∑

α=1

∂xj
σiα(xt)σiα(xt) +

m
∑

α=1

σiα(xt)dWα(t)
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[3]. A straightforward calculation shows that if the noise coefficients σiα are given by the expression (29),
the drift in the above equation is identical to a in (28). Theorem 1 can thus be interpreted as a result of
a similar nature, in which the linear combinations of the processes 1

ǫ
φα

(

Wt

ǫ

)

regularize the Wiener noises
in (3). Note however, that in our case the regularized processes, which are functions of a single Wiener
process W , converge to Wα only in distribution (see Corollary 1). Thus, Theorem 1 is not a consequence of
Wong-Zakai or related theorems about regularization of SDE (see the discussion in [3]).
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