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The translational motion of anisotropic and self-propelled colloidal particles is closely linked with the par-
ticle’s orientation and its rotational Brownian motion. In the overdamped limit, the stochastic evolution of
the orientation vector follows a diffusion process on the unit sphere and is characterised by an orientation-
dependent (“multiplicative”) noise. As a consequence, the corresponding Langevin equation attains different
forms depending on whether Itō’s or Stratonovich’s stochastic calculus is used. We clarify that both forms are
equivalent and derive them from a geometric construction of Brownian motion on the unit sphere, based on
infinitesimal random rotations. Our approach suggests further a geometric integration scheme for rotational
Brownian motion, which preserves the normalisation constraint of the orientation vector exactly. We show that
a simple implementation of the scheme converges weakly at order 1 of the integration time step, and we outline
an advanced variant of the scheme that is weakly exact for an arbitrarily large time step. The discussion is
restricted to time-homogeneous rotational Brownian motion (i.e., constant rotational diffusion tensor), which is
relevant for chemically anisotropic spheres such as self-propelled Janus particles.

I. INTRODUCTION

The past two decades have seen considerable advances in
the synthesis and characterisation of anisotropic colloidal par-
ticles, ranging from complex shapes, e.g., ellipsoids [1, 2],
clusters [3], and propellers [4], to anisotropic chemical sur-
face coatings. An important example for the latter are so-
called Janus spheres [5–10], which exhibit autonomous self-
propulsion under suitable conditions and often serve as col-
loidal models for microswimmers. The use of such particles
in experimental model systems has opened new avenues and
has boosted research in the field of active matter (see, e.g.,
Refs. [11–13]). These successes have stimulated a large num-
ber of theoretical investigations, which have brought forth
elaborate descriptions of the self-propelled motion of a sin-
gle active colloid (see, e.g., Refs. [14–19]). Depending on the
question at hand, hydrodynamic effects due to solvent flows
can be crucial [20–23] or may be negligible. In the latter case,
the active Brownian particle (ABP) model is widely used to
describe the motion of active colloids [17, 24, 25]; it com-
bines the Brownian motion of a colloidal Janus sphere with a
constant propulsion velocity which randomly changes its di-
rection. The propulsion direction is described by a unit vec-
tor u which itself performs a Brownian motion on the unit
sphere. Thereby, the stochastic motion of u may evolve freely
[5, 26, 27] or under the influence of gravity [28–33] and it be-
comes particularly challenging in the case of shape anisotropy
[34–40]. The dynamics of active colloids becomes complex
in the presence of rotation–translation coupling, e.g., due to
short-time hydrodynamic friction [34, 35] or due to confine-
ment by a harmonic potential well [41] or a substrate potential
[27, 42]; in such situations, the description of the rotational
dynamics is crucial for predictions on the translational mo-
tion.

Models for the rotational motion of molecules have tradi-
tionally been studied in the context of dynamic light scatter-
ing and dielectric spectroscopy [43, 44]. These models are
typically based on the Fokker–Planck equation for orienta-

tional diffusion [45–47], which allows one to calculate cor-
relation functions and, more generally, the statistics of the
trajectories [38–40]. Alternatively, some form of Langevin
equation is employed, which provides a description on the
level of stochastic trajectories and which forms the basis of
stochastic simulations. The underdamped Langevin equation
is used when inertia effects are relevant [44] and, mathe-
matically, there are no conceptual questions with this equa-
tion apart from being demanding to work with it analyti-
cally. In the context of colloidal motion, however, one would
like to model the stochastic dynamics as (completely) over-
damped, which requires a suitable Wiener process for the
particle orientation. The corresponding Langevin equation
contains a noise term that has a “multiplicative” structure
[25, 27, 29, 31, 34, 35, 39, 40, 42, 44] [see below, Eqs. (7)
and (9)], which brings up questions about the underlying
stochastic calculus. In particular, in its Itō form, the over-
damped Langevin equation [Eq. (9)] contains a drift-like term,
which may appear counter-intuitive at first sight. Another
example for this mathematically well-understood situation
[48, 49] is given by translational diffusion near a wall char-
acterised by a position-dependent diffusivity, which has lead
to a re-arising apparent controversy over decades [50–59]. We
remark that the issue of multiplicative noise in rotational diffu-
sion is entirely circumvented by modelling the particle orien-
tation as confined to a plane, which allows one to parametrise
the two-dimensional rotations by a single angle; whereas this
choice is widely adopted in models of active matter it often
appears to be a choice of convenience for simplicity rather
than being physically well justified.

In this note, we aim to clarify some mathematical aspects of
rotational Browniam motion, in particular, the different forms
of the overdamped Langevin equation and how they depend
on the adopted definition of the stochastic integral (Itō or
Stratonovich). The equations are derived from a geometric
construction of Brownian motion on the unit sphere, given as
a sequence of infinitesimal random rotations. The construc-
tion suggests a geometric integration scheme for rotational
Brownian motion, which (i) exactly preserves the normalisa-
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tion constraint of the orientation vector and (ii) can be ex-
tended such that it is weakly exact for arbitrarily large time
steps. In order to focus on the essence of the problem, we re-
strict the discussion to chemically anisotropic spheres (e.g.,
Janus spheres), thereby avoiding additional difficulties that
arise from the incessant transformation of the diffusivity ten-
sor due to the rotational motion. We refer to a Brownian mo-
tion with constant coefficients as homogeneous in time. Fi-
nally, we note that in the literature, a number of numerical
schemes for Brownian motion of rigid bodies are described,
but often justified only heuristically; this includes schemes us-
ing finite rotations [60, 61], adding a constraint force [62, 63],
discretising the Stratonovich–Langevin equation [34, 64], or
employing a symplectic splitting scheme of the underdamped
Langevin dynamics [65]. Also the algorithm presented below
(Section IV A) has already been used in previous work of one
of the authors [39], without further explanation.

II. HEURISTIC DERIVATION OF THE OVERDAMPED

LIMIT

A. Langevin equation of rotational Brownian motion with

inertia

Let us start from classical mechanics and consider the ro-
tational motion of a rigid body in three-dimensional space,
which may be subject to a total torque T(t) at time t. Work-
ing in a space-fixed (or inertial) frame of reference, the body’s
angular velocity ω(t) obeys Euler’s equation, which is the ro-
tational analogue of Newton’s law:

I(t) ω̇(t) = T(t) ; (1)

here, I(t) is the body’s moment of inertia, which depends on
its instantaneous orientation in space. We consider a body-
fixed axis, which is denoted by the unit vector u(t). Its time
evolution given ω(t) obeys the kinematic equation

u̇(t) = ω(t) × u(t) . (2)

One readily verifies that this dynamics preserves the norm
|u(t)| = 1, since d|u|2/dt = 2u · u̇ = 0.

If the particle is immersed in a fluid medium, it experiences
a torque −ζR(t)ω(t) due to viscous (Stokes) friction. In gen-
eral, the rotational friction coefficient ζR(t) is a tensor which
is constant in a body-fixed frame [66], but is time-dependent
in the space-fixed frame used here. Following Langevin’s and
Ornstein’s approach to Brownian motion, the incessant colli-
sions of the particle with solvent molecules are further sub-
sumed in a random torque ξ(t) acting on the particle. Taking
the collisions to be uncorrelated in a first approximation sug-
gests to model ξ(t) as a Gaussian white noise process, which
is independent of ω(s) for t > s, has mean zero, and its co-
variance matrix is determined by the fluctuation–dissipation
relation:

〈ξ(t)〉 = 0 and 〈ξ(t) ⊗ ξ(t′)〉 = 2kBTζR(t)δ(t − t′) , (3)

where kBT denotes the thermal energy scale and 〈 · 〉 is an en-
semble average over the noise ξ(t). Taking into account the

possibility of an externally imposed torque Text(t), the total
torque T has two deterministic and one random contributions
so that Eq. (1) is turned into the Euler–Langevin equation for
the evolution of ω(t):

I(t) ω̇(t) = Text(t) − ζR(t)ω(t) + ξ(t) . (4)

This is a stochastic differential equation and since the white
noise ξ(t) enters “additively” (i.e., it is not multiplied by a
ω(t)-dependent function), there is no ambiguity about the
choice of the stochastic calculus: any (consistent) definition
of the stochastic integral yields the same solution [49].

For the purpose of keeping the present discussion focussed,
we will limit ourselves to spherical particles with a chemically
patterned surface so that their orientation remains identifiable;
colloidal Janus particles are a prominent example. In this case,
the friction tensor is proportional to the unit matrix and, thus,
becomes time-independent: ζR(t) = ζR1. Correspondingly,
the moment of inertia reduces to a constant scalar as well:
I(t) = I1. If the sphere has the mass m and the radius a and
is suspended in a solvent of dynamic viscosity η and density
̺, one finds I = (2/5)ma2 and the solution of the Stokes flow
yields ζR = 8πηa3.

B. Heuristic derivation of the overdamped limit

For small colloidal (passive or active) particles, inertia is
typically negligibly small [67]. An exception are effects due
to hydrodynamic memory, the latter manifesting themselves
in algebraically decaying long-time tails of correlation func-
tions [68–72]; however, effects due to such persistent mem-
ory are not included in the Langevin description of Brown-
ian motion. In the absence of an external torque, one sees
from Eq. (4) that the characteristic relaxation time of the an-
gular velocity ω is given by τ1 = I/ζR. For a micron-sized
sphere (a = 10−3 mm) in water (η/̺ = 1 mm2/s), it holds
τ1 = ̺a

2/(15η) ≈ 10−7 s. For times t ≫ τ1, it is thus justi-
fied to neglect the inertial term Iω̇ in Eq. (4) relative to the
dissipative term ζRω, yielding

ζRω(t) = Text(t) + ξ(t) . (5)

This simple reasoning is possible since Eq. (4) is of the
Ornstein–Uhlenbeck type, in particular, since it is linear in
ω(t) and the noise ξ(t) enters additively. The same result
would be obtained from the formal solution for ω(t), given
in integral form [49], and taking the limit τ1 → 0.

Equation (5) states that the angular velocity ω(t) is statis-
tically equivalent to a Gaussian white noise process with a
deterministic bias Text(t). More precisely, we may take ω(t)
to be a Gaussian process which satisfies

〈ω(t)〉 = Text(t) and 〈δω(t) ⊗ δω(t′)〉 = 2DR1δ(t − t′) (6)

upon introducing the unbiased part δω(t) = ω(t) − Text(t) and
the usual rotational diffusion constant DR = kBT/ζR; from
now on, 〈 · 〉 refers to the noise average with respect to ω(t).
We note that Text(t) may depend on u(t), e.g., for a dipole-
like alignment interaction between pairs of particles, which
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gives rise to the subtle question if (and in which sense) ω(t) is
independent of the orientation u(t).

It is now natural to interpret the kinematic equation (2) for
the orientation u(t) as a stochastic differential equation with a
random angular velocity ω(t). We repeat the equation here:

u̇(t) = ω(t) × u(t) (Str) , (7)

which is one form of the overdamped Langevin equation for
rotational Brownian motion of a body-fixed axis u(t). How-
ever, the white noise ω(t) multiplies the variable u(t) and the
re-interpretation of Eq. (2) is yet ill-defined unless we specify
the stochastic calculus [73], i.e., unless we give a meaning to
the time integral

∫ t

0
ω(s) × u(s) ds. This is a modelling de-

cision. Recalling that u(t) is a unit vector, Eq. (7) describes
a diffusion process on a constraining manifold, and the natu-
ral choice in this situation is to interpret the time integral as a
(Fisk–)Stratonovich integral (see chap. 35 in ref. 74).

In the physics literature, the Stratonovich interpretation of
Eq. (7) is often (tacitly and correctly) assumed. For the
numerical integration, however, a direct application of the
widespread Euler–Maruyama algorithm, which is simple and
robust, would break the conservation of the norm |u(t)|. This
could be fixed a posteriori by rescaling u(t) after every inte-
gration step, but such an approach appears conceptually un-
satisfying. Instead, one should use a suitable discretisation
scheme for the Stratonovich integral, e.g., the stochastic Mil-
stein algorithm; the correct implementation of such schemes,
however, is more demanding [75]. A conceptually less sat-
isfying alternative is to mix different stochastic calculi: one
may cast the Stratonovich form (7) into an equivalent form
that invokes the Itō integral and which is thus suitable for the
Euler–Maruyama scheme [44, 49, 76]; this form includes a
noise-induced term appearing as a drift [see below, Eq. (9)].
We note that all of these integration schemes preserve the nor-
malisation of |u(t)| only asymptotically for a vanishing inte-
gration time step.

C. Two-dimensional case.

For motion in two dimensional space, which is widely con-
sidered in the theoretical literature on active particles, the
issue of the multiplicative noise can be circumvented since
the angular velocity has only a single component. Writing
ω = (0, 0, ω), the component uz of u = (ux, uy, uz) remains
unchanged under the dynamics so that we can set uz = 0
and parametrise the remaining two components (ux, uy) =
(cos(ϕ), sin(ϕ)) in terms of the angle ϕ ∈ [−π, π). The evo-
lution of ϕ(t) follows from Eq. (2), which reads for the first
vector component: u̇x(t) = −ω uy(t). Combining with the or-
dinary chain rule, u̇x(t) = − sin(ϕ(t)) ϕ̇(t), yields:

ϕ̇(t) = ω(t) . (8)

Passing to the overdamped limit, we replace ω(t) with the
white noise given in Eq. (5), which enters additively. In fact,
Eq. (8) is the simplest form of a stochastic differential equa-
tion, which has an unambiguous solution with any stochastic

calculus. We conclude that ϕ(t) is a Brownian motion on the
one-dimensional torus [−π, π), i.e., u(t) performs a Brownian
motion on the unit circle in the xy-plane. The same result
would be obtained when starting from Eq. (7) and observ-
ing that the classical (Leibniz) chain rule still applies for the
Stratonovich calculus.

III. GEOMETRIC DERIVATION OF THE OVERDAMPED

LANGEVIN EQUATION

For analytical and numerical work the use of Itō’s calculus
has certain advantages and, to this end, Eq. (7) needs to be
cast into its Itō form, which reads:

u̇(t) = ω(t) × u(t) − τ−1
R u(t) (Itō) (9)

with τ−1
R := (d − 1)DR for motion in d-dimensional space

(d = 2, 3). The transformation is straightforward [49], but
a bit tedious due to the vector cross product on the r.h.s. of
Eq. (7) and will be given below, after an alternative deriva-
tion which is based on geometric considerations. We will also
show that, due to the specific rules of Itō calculus, the addi-
tional term −τ−1

R u(t) does not generate a drift, but is necessary
to preserve the norm |u(t)| and to yield the orientational auto-
correlation function correctly. Furthermore, the solution u(t)
is non-anticipating with respect to the noiseω(t), i.e., the (Itō)
increments of the noise,

∫ t+∆t

t
ω(s)ds are independent of u(s)

for any t > s and∆t > 0. (This central statement has no simple
analogue for the Stratonovich integral.) As a consequence, the
Itō–Langevin equation (9) is amenable to the straightforward
Euler–Maruyama scheme for numerical integration [75]. Be-
low, we propose a geometric integration scheme that satisfies
the constraint |u(t)| = 1 exactly for arbitrary ∆t.

A. Geometric derivation of the Itō form

In the following, we adopt a geometric perspective to derive
Eq. (9). For Brownian motion of the vector u(t) on the three-
dimensional unit sphere, the evolution of u(t) emerges from
the repeated action of infinitesimal random rotations, which
are the analogue of the random displacements of planar Brow-
nian motion. Thus, we can write:

u(t + dt) = eω(t)dt·J
u(t) , (10)

where |ω(t)|dt and ω(t)/|ω(t)| are the angle and the axis of ro-
tation at time t, respectively. The symbol J = (J1, . . . , J3)
denotes the 3× 3 matrices (Ji) jk = −εi jk, given in terms of the
Levi–Civita symbol. These matrices form a basis of the Lie
algebra so(3) such thatω·J = ωiJi is the skew-symmetric ma-
trix representation of the axial vector ω, where summation of
repeated indices is implied; written explicitly in components
ω = (ωx, ωy, ωz):

ω · J =


0 −ωz ωy

ωz 0 −ωx

−ωy ωx 0

 (11)
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In particular, it holds

ω × v = (ω · J)v (12)

for any vectors ω and v. The ansatz (10) resembles the
McKean–Gangolli injection[77] of a stochastic process, here
from the Lie algebra so(3) into its Lie group S O(3).

Expanding the exponential in Eq. (10) up to the order of
[ω(t)dt]2 yields, according to the rules of Itō calculus,

u(t + dt) =
[
1 +ω(t)dt · J + 1

2 (ω(t)dt · J)2
]

u(t)

= u(t) +ω(t)dt × u(t) − 2DRu(t)dt , (13)

where we have used that

(ωdt · J)2
=

∑

i j

ωiω jdt2 JiJ j

=

∑

i

2DRdt(Ji)2
= −4DR1dt . (14)

Equation (13) is the same as Eq. (9), which is seen by sub-
tracting u(t) from both sides of Eq. (13) and dividing it by the
differential dt.

B. Discussion of the drift term

Before, we discuss the term −τ−1
R u(t) on the r.h.s. of Eq. (9),

which appears to describe a drift. However, the term is normal
to the constraining manifold and hence cannot generate a drift.
Instead, it is needed to satisfy the constraint, i.e., to preserve
the normalisation |u(t)| = 1 under the dynamics of Eq. (9). In
order to prove this fact, we switch to the notation of stochas-
tic (Itō) differentials and write du(t) = u̇(t)dt; the expression
ω(t)dt is the differential of a scaled (and shifted [78]) Wiener
process. Then, Eq. (6) implies ωi(t)dtω j(t)dt = 2DRδi jdt for
the Cartesian components i and j of ω(t). Employing Itō’s
formula, substituting du(t) by means of Eq. (9), and omitting
the time arguments for brevity, one finds:

d(u · u) = 2u · du + du · du

(9)
= −2τ−1

R u · udt + (ωdt × u) · (ωdt × u)

= −2τ−1
R |u|

2dt +
∑

i

(ωidt)2|u|2

−
∑

i j

ωidtω jdt ui u j

= −2τ−1
R |u|

2dt + 6DRdt|u|2 − 2DRdt |u|2

= 2
(
2DR − τ

−1
R

)
|u|2dt . (15)

Therefore, provided that τ−1
R = 2DR, it holds d|u(t)|2/dt = 0

or, equivalently, |u(t)| = const.

C. Orientational autocorrelation function

The importance of the Itō term in Eq. (9) becomes clear
again when computing the autocorrelation function of the ori-
entation, C1(t) := 〈u(t) · u(0)〉, which is a simple exercise in

the absence of an external torque Text(t) = 0. Multiplication
of Eq. (9) by u(0), integrating over time, and averaging yields

C1(t) =
〈∫ t

0
[ω(s) × u(s)] · u(0) ds

〉
− τ−1

R

∫ t

0
C(s) ds . (16)

Recalling that ω(s) is a white noise process [Eq. (6)] and in-
dependent of u(s) and u(0), the first term on the r.h.s. contains
a properly formed Itō integral, which is zero on average. (The
Stratonovich integral does not share this property.) Here, we
have used that 〈ω(t)〉 = Text(t) = 0. The remaining integral
equation has the expected solution

C1(t) = exp(−t/τR) , (17)

which is seen, for example, by differentiating with respect to
t and solving the obtained ordinary differential equation for
C1(t) with C1(0) = |u(0)|2 = 1.

D. Equivalence of the Itō and Stratonovich forms

It remains to show the mathematical equivalence of Eqs. (7)
and (9). Generally, given a diffusion process X(t) in Rd, which
is driven by a standard Wiener process W(t) in Rn scaled by
an d× n matrix-valued coefficient function σ(X(t)), the corre-
sponding Stratonovich integral, denoted by ◦ dW(t) as usual,
is related to the Itō integral via [48, 74]

∫ T

0
σi j(X(t)) ◦ dW j(t) =

∫ T

0
σi j(X(t)) dW j(t)

+
1
2

∫ T

0
[∂kσ(X(t))]i jσk j(X(t)) dt , (18)

for some time T > 0 and ∂k denoting the partial derivative
w.r.t. to the component Xk. Omitting the integral signs in
Eq. (18) (formally, taking a derivative w.r.t. T ) yields the dif-
ferential form of this relation in the common short-hand nota-
tion:

σi j(X) ◦ dW j = σi j(X) dW j +
1
2

[∂kσ(X)]i jσk j(X) dt . (19)

In order to apply it to Eq. (7), one identifies X(t) with u(t) and
dW(t) with (2DR)−1/2ω(t)dt. The noise strength σ(·) is 3 × 3
matrix-valued, and it is convenient to use the above matrix
form of the vector product: σ(u) = −(2DR)1/2u · J , which has
the derivatives ∂kσ(u) = −(2DR)1/2Jk. It follows that

[−u(t) · J]i j ◦ ω j(t) dt = [−u(t) · J]i j ω j(t) dt

+
2DR

2
(−Jk)i j[−u(t) · J]k j dt

= ω(t) dt × u(t) − 2DRu(t) dt ; (20)

in the last step, we have simplified the last term as follows:

(−Jk)i j[−u(t) · J]k j = (Jk)i j(Jl)k jul(t)

= εki jεlk jul(t) = (δklδik − δkkδil)ul(t) = −2ui(t) ; (21)

δi j is the Kronecker symbol. After division of Eq. (20) by dt, it
is clear that, for τ−1

R = 2DR, the r.h.s. of the Stratonovich SDE
(7) corresponds to the r.h.s. of the Itō SDE (9) as claimed.
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E. Two-dimensional case

The geometric derivation of Eq. (9) has a straighforward
generalisation to d = 2 dimensions. We note that the angu-
lar velocity ω(t), being an axial vector, has n := d(d − 1)/2
components since it can be represented as a skew-symmetric
d × d matrix. In particular for d = 2, it has only a single
component ωz (which may be chosen as the z-component in
a three-dimensional embedding of the motion). Correspond-
ingly, the Lie algebra so(2) is generated by a single matrix,

e.g., Jz =

(
0 −1
1 0

)
. With this, the cross product in Eq. (12) is

to be understood as

ω × v = (ω · J)v = ωzJzv (22)

for two-dimensional vectors v. The reasoning from Eqs. (10)
to (13) remains unchanged except for the last step, where one
has to replace −

∑
i(Ji)2

= 2 · 1 by −(Jz)2
= 1. Hence, Eq. (9)

applies also in d = 2 dimensions, but with τ−1
R = DR.

For the proof of the equivalence of the Itō and Stratonovich
forms (Section III D), the following changes apply: The noise
strength σ(u) = −(2DR)1/2Jzu is a 2 × 1 matrix with deriva-
tive ∂kσ(u) = −(2DR)1/2Jzek; here, ek are the Cartesian unit
vectors, (ek) j = δk j. Second, the calculation in Eq. (21) is
replaced by

(2DR)−1[∂kσ(u)]i jσ(u)k j = (−Jzek)i j[−Jzu(t)]k j

= (Jz)ik(Jz)klul(t) = [(Jz)2
u(t)]i = −ui(t) , (23)

where the sums run over rows k, l ∈ {1, 2} and columns j ∈ {1}.

IV. GEOMETRIC NUMERICAL INTEGRATION SCHEME

A. Algorithm

Above, we have shown that Eq. (10) is equivalent to Eq. (9).
The latter is a standard Itō stochastic differential equation
and may be integrated numerically with the Euler–Maruyama
scheme or some higher-order scheme [48, 75], introducing
some finite integration time step ∆t. However, these schemes
would satsify the constraint |u(t)| = 1 only asymptotically, for
∆t → 0.

Alternatively, Eq. (10) suggests to implement a geometric
integration scheme for Brownian motion on the unit sphere as
a sequence of rotations with finite random angles, which reads
for a single integration step:

u(t + ∆t) = e∆Ω(t)·J
u(t) (24)

for yet to be determined random vectors ∆Ω(t), recalling that
eϑn·J is a rotation matrix with axis n := ∆Ω(t)/|∆Ω(t)| and
angle ϑ := |∆Ω(t)|. The explicit action of this rotation on the
unit vector u = u(t) is given for d = 3 by Rodrigues formula,

u(t+∆t) = cos(ϑ)u− sin(ϑ) u× n+ [1−cos(ϑ)](u · n)n . (25)

It remains to specify the statistics of ∆Ω(t). Comparison of
Eq. (24) and Eq. (10) yields for small time steps that

∆Ω(t) ≃ ω(t)∆t ; ∆t → 0. (26)

With this choice, time integration of Eq. (6) suggests that
∆Ω(t) is a Gaussian vector with independent components.
Clearly, the rotation of u about its own axis has no effect,
which also follows from setting n = u in Eq. (25). Thus, it
is sufficient to choose ∆Ω in the plane perpendicular to u, i.e.,
∆Ω = Ω1e1 + Ω2e2 for unit vectors (e1, e2, u) forming a tri-
hedron. The random coefficients Ω1 and Ω2 are independent
Gaussian variables with means and variances given by

〈Ωi〉 = ei · Text(t) and Var[Ωi] = 2DR∆t (27)

for i = 1, 2, also including a possible external torque.
In summary, each time step of the geometric integration

scheme [Eqs. (24) to (27)] consists of the following algorithm,
given u = u(t), Text(t), and DR as inputs:

(i) construct the vector e1 ⊥ u and let e2 = u × e1,

(ii) draw normally distributed random coefficients Ω1 and
Ω2 satisfying Eq. (27),

(iii) compute n = ∆Ω/|∆Ω| and ϑ = |∆Ω| and evaluate
sin(ϑ) and cos(ϑ),

(iv) obtain u(t + ∆t) = cos(ϑ)u − sin(ϑ) u × n.

In the last step, we have simplified Eq. (25), noting that u ⊥ n.
Optionally, after step (iv), one may normalise the unit vector
u(t+∆t) to avoid a possible drift of |u| after a large number of
integration steps, which can result from round-off errors due
to limited floating-point precision. We emphasise again that
the time discretisation in this scheme preserves the normalisa-
tion exactly.

B. Estimation of the numerical error

The form of Eq. (24) admits an exact representation of the
solution of the SDE (10) whereas Eq. (26) describes merely
an approximation because

exp(∆ΩA · J) exp(∆ΩB · J) , exp((∆ΩA + ∆ΩB) · J) (28)

for ∆ΩA and ∆ΩB of subsequent integration steps. In order
to estimate the discretisation error, we compare the obtained
distribution of u(t + ∆t) with the propagator of the dynam-
ics of u(t), putting Text(t) = 0 for simplicity. Then, the free
propagator is known from the solution of the corresponding
Fokker–Planck equation and, assuming that u(0) is sampled
in equilibrium, it reads in terms of the correlation functions
[43]

Cℓ(t) := 〈Pℓ(u(t) · u(0))〉

= e−ℓ(ℓ+1)DR∆t , ℓ = 0, 1, 2, . . . , (29)

where Pℓ(·) denotes the Legendre polynomial of degree ℓ.
Since u(t) is a Markov process, it is sufficient to consider the
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first step from t = 0 to t = ∆t. On the other hand, the numeri-
cal scheme [Eq. (25)] yields u(t) · u(0) = cos(ϑ) and thus

Ĉℓ(t) = 〈Pℓ( cos(|∆Ω|))〉∆Ω , (30)

where we have used that n is orthogonal to u(0) and |u(0)| = 1
and the average is taken with respect to the distribution of ∆Ω
given in Eq. (27). Inserting the Gaussian distributions for Ω1

and Ω2 and transforming to the angle ϑ = (Ω2
1 + Ω

2
2)1/2, one

obtains

Ĉℓ(t) =
∫ ∞

0
Pℓ( cos(ϑ))

1
2DRt

e−ϑ
2/4DRt ϑdϑ . (31)

This integral can be expressed in terms of Dawson’s F-
function [79]. For our purposes, however, it suffices to expand
the integrand in ϑ = 0 since the distribution is sharply peaked
for small DRt ≪ 1:

Ĉℓ(t) =
∫ ∞

0

[
1 −
ℓ(ℓ + 1)

4
ϑ2
+

1
24

a2(ℓ)ϑ4
+ O(ϑ6)

]

×
1

4DRt
e−ϑ

2/4DRt d(ϑ2)

= 1 − ℓ(ℓ + 1)DRt +
4
3

a2(ℓ)(DRt)2
+ O

(
(DRt)4

)
(32)

where α2(ℓ) = ℓ(ℓ+ 1)[3ℓ(ℓ+ 1)− 2]/8. From the comparison
with Eq. (29) and writing ∆t again instead of t, one finds the
relative numerical error of the correlation functions Cℓ(t) after
one integration step of length ∆t:

Ĉℓ(∆t) −Cℓ(∆t)
Cℓ(∆t)

= −
ℓ(ℓ + 1)

3
(DR∆t)2

+ O
(
(DR∆t)3

)
, (33)

asymptotically as DR∆t → 0. In order to integrate u(0) up to
time t = N∆t one applies the one-step propagator [Eq. (24)]
successively N times. Correspondingly, the relative discreti-
sation error [Eq. (33)] adds up N times so that the overall error
obeys

|Ĉℓ(t) − Cℓ(t)| ≃
DR∆t

3
ℓ(ℓ + 1)DRt e−ℓ(ℓ+1)DR t (34)

upon DR∆t → 0, which we have verified in numerical tests.
Moreover, the t-dependent factor is bounded and we can esti-
mate the error for arbitrary times:

sup
t∈[0,∞)

|Ĉℓ(t) −Cℓ(t)| =
DR∆t

3e
+ O

(
(DR∆t)2

)
. (35)

One concludes that the geometric integrator shows a globally
weak convergence of order 1 in the integration time step ∆t.

C. A weakly exact integration scheme

A weakly exact integration scheme (i.e., one that yields the
correct statistics of the solution) is obtained upon replacing
Eq. (27) by the true statistics of ∆Ω, which tends to a Gaussian
only for DR∆t ≪ 1. In particular, a series representation of

the distribution of the rotation angle ϑ = |∆Ω|, restricted to
0 6 ϑ 6 π, follows from its angular moments [Eq. (29)]:

p(ϑ) =
∑

ℓ>0

(
ℓ + 1

2

)
Cℓ(t)Pℓ( cos(ϑ)) sin(ϑ) . (36)

With this, Cℓ(t) =
∫ π

0
Pℓ( cos(ϑ)) p(ϑ) dϑ and reweighting the

angle ϑ in step (iii) of the algorithm (Section IV A) such
that it samples p(ϑ) yields numerical correlation functions
Ĉℓ(t) [Eq. (30)] which are equal to Cℓ(t) for all t. A trun-
cation of the series for p(ϑ) by keeping only terms with
ℓ 6 ℓmax yields Ĉℓ(t) = Cℓ(t) for ℓ 6 ℓmax and Ĉℓ(t) = 0
otherwise. We note that p(ϑ) is similar in shape, but dif-
ferent from the van-Mises-Fisher distribution, pvMF(ϑ) ∝
exp(cos(ϑ)/2DRt) sin(ϑ), which decays too slowly as ϑ →
π and would yield a larger integration error than given in
Eq. (33).

Numerically, the direct sampling from the (truncated or
untruncated) distribution (36) may be implemented via in-
verse transform sampling: F−1(Z) samples the density p(ϑ)
if Z is a uniformly distributed random variable on the in-
terval [0, 1] and the function F−1(·) is the (numerically pre-
computed) inverse of the cumulative distribution function of
ϑ, i.e., F(ϑ) =

∫ ϑ
0

p(ϑ′) dϑ′ for ϑ ∈ [0, π]. Alternatively, one
can imagine to start from a Gaussian distributed variable Z

and to use Z = |∆Ω| from the original step (iii) of the algo-
rithm. An efficient implementation of this exact variant of the
integration scheme is left for future research.

V. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

Brownian motion on the unit sphere is a central ingredient
to models of active Brownian particles, e.g., Janus spheres,
in which it describes the stochastic evolution of the propul-
sion direction. Here, we have constructed the corresponding
overdamped stochastic process as a sequence of infinitesimal
random rotations [Eq. (10)]. This construction is known as
McKean–Gangolli injection [77], which transforms a stochas-
tic process on the Lie algebra — here, so(3) — into the gener-
ated Lie group — here, the rotation group S O(3). Within Itō
calculus, it is then straightforward to derive a stochastic differ-
ential (i.e., Langevin) equation of the process [Eq. (9)]. Trans-
forming the equation to its equivalent form in Stratonovich
calculus [Eq. (7)] yields the same equation as is obtained
heuristically from the underdamped Langevin equation of ro-
tational Brownian motion [Eqs. (2) and (4)]. In particular, the
latter form is free from the apparent, noise-induced drift term
present in the Itō form. We have shown that, indeed, this ad-
ditional term does not generate a drift (bias) of the rotational
motion; but rather, it is needed to preserve the normalisation
of the orientation vector, |u(t)| = 1, under the stochastic dy-
namics.

In numerical integration schemes of the overdamped
Langevin equation (in either form), such as the Euler–
Maruyama and Milstein schemes, the normalisation constraint
is satisfied only asymptotically for vanishing time step, ∆t →

0, depending on their strong order of convergence. As an al-
ternative, we have proposed a geometric integration scheme
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[Eq. (24)], which is based on finite random rotations and
which satisfies the constraint exactly for any time step ∆t.
Combining this approach with Gaussian distributed random
rotation angles yields an immediate and simple implemen-
tation of this geometric integrator (Section IV A), which we
have shown to converge weakly at order 1, i.e., O(∆t), and

which can also be combined with a deterministic bias, e.g.,
due to an external torque or to model circle swimmers. More-
over, we have outlined an improved algorithm that exactly
generates the (free) propagator of rotational Brownian motion
for an arbitrary time step ∆t if an advanced sampling of the
rotation angle is used [see Eq. (36)].
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