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Abstract: Stochastic hybrid systems are dynamic systems that undergo both random
continuous-time flows and random discrete jumps. Depending on how randomness is introduced
into the continuous dynamics, discrete transitions, or both, stochastic hybrid systems exhibit
distinct characteristics. This paper investigates the role of uncertainties in the interplay between
continuous flows and discrete jumps by studying probability density propagation. Specifically, we
formulate stochastic Koopman/Frobenius-Perron operators for three types of one-dimensional
stochastic hybrid systems to uncover their unique dynamic characteristics and verify them using
Monte Carlo simulations.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Hybrid systems are dynamical systems that exhibit both
continuous-time behaviors and discrete jumps. Due to
their capability to describe complex behaviors involving
the interplay between continuous dynamics and discrete
events in a unified manner, they have been actively inves-
tigated across a wide range of fields in dynamical system
theory and control system design.

In particular, various formulations of stochastic hybrid
systems have been proposed. The General Stochastic Hy-
brid System (GSHS) is one of the most comprehensive
frameworks for incorporating uncertainties in both con-
tinuous and discrete dynamics, as presented by Bujorianu
and Lygeros [2006]. The evolution of the continuous state
is governed by a set of stochastic differential equations
associated with each discrete mode. The discrete jump
process is triggered deterministically by entering a guard
set or spontaneously according to a Poisson process. The
state after each jump is described by a stochastic kernel.
With its flexibility to incorporate uncertainties in every
component of hybrid systems, GSHS has been widely ap-
plied in areas such as air traffic control [Blom et al., 2009],
neuron modeling [Pakdaman et al., 2010], and communi-
cation networks [Hespanha, 2004].

Uncertainty propagation examines how the distribution
of the initial state evolves over time, and it is useful
because the propagated density completely characterizes
the statistical properties of the state at any given time. To
address this, the Frobenius-Perron operator was formu-
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lated by Oprea et al. [2023] to propagate uncertainties for
deterministic hybrid systems. For GSHS with spontaneous
jumps, spectral methods are applied to solve the associated
hybrid Fokker-Planck equation in [Wang and Lee, 2020,
2022].

However, depending on how randomness is incorporated,
multiple types of stochastic hybrid systems arise, each with
distinct dynamic characteristics. For example, consider
the two phases of a bouncing ball’s trajectory: the flight
phase between bounces and the impact phase when the
ball contacts the ground. While the flight phase and the
ball’s velocity after impact may be perturbed by various
sources, there is no doubt that the ball will bounce upon
hitting the ground. This illustrates the case where random
continuous-time flows represented by a stochastic differen-
tial equation are integrated with deterministic jumps and
random resets, with other combinations also possible.

The objective of this paper is to investigate the interplay
between continuous and discrete dynamics under differ-
ent forms of randomness. Specifically, we consider a one-
dimensional hybrid system of three types: the determinis-
tic case, random continuous flow with deterministic jumps,
and random continuous flow with random spontaneous
jumps. For each case, we present the stochastic Koopman
operator and the stochastic Frobenius-Perron operator,
with the latter providing the Fokker-Planck equation to
propagate uncertainties. While we do not discuss it ex-
plicitly, the third case readily specializes to deterministic
continuous flow combined with random jumps. We demon-
strate that the Koopman operator and the Frobenius-
Perron operator yield distinct formulations for each case
of stochastic hybrid systems, as verified by numerical
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studies involving Monte Carlo simulations. In summary,
the main contribution of this paper is the formulation of
the Koopman and Frobenius-Perron operators for multiple
types of stochastic hybrid systems, clarifying the role of
uncertainties.

This paper is organized as follows. Stochastic hybrid
systems are introduced in Section 2, and the corresponding
Koopman and Frobenius-Perron operators are formulated
for each type of hybrid system in Section 3, followed by
numerical examples in Section 4.

2. STOCHASTIC HYBRID SYSTEMS

In this section, we formulate general stochastic hybrid
systems (GSHS), which are uncertain dynamic systems
that may undergo continuous-time evolution and discrete
jumps. Then, we present the stochastic Koopman operator
and the stochastic Frobenius-Perron operator.

2.1 General Stochastic Hybrid Systems

The GSHS is defined by a tupleH = (H,F , µ,X, h, λ,G,K)
described as follows:

• Let Q = {1, 2, . . . , nq} be the set of discrete modes,
and let Xq ⊂ Rnq with nq > 0 be the set of the
continuous state in the q-th mode. The hybrid state
space is the disjoint union given by

H =
⊔
q∈Q

Xq =
⋃
q∈Q

{(x, q)|x ∈ Xq}. (1)

The hybrid state is denoted by (x, q) ∈ H, where q
is an auxiliary index that indicates which mode the
state x is from.

• The σ-algebra on H is

F = {
⊔
q∈Q

Aq |Aq ∈ B(Xq)}, (2)

where B(Xq) is the Borel σ-algebra on Xq. This
corresponds to the set of all A ⊂ H, satisfying A ∩
Xq ∈ B(Xq) for any q ∈ Q.

• The measure µ : F → R≥0 is

µ(A) =
∑
q∈Q

µq(A ∩ Xq), (3)

for A ∈ F , where µq : B(Xq) → R≥0 is the Lebesgue
measure on (Xq,B(Xq)).

• The continuous-time evolution of the state at each
mode is governed by the following stochastic differen-
tial equation:

dx = X(x, q)dt+ h(x, q)dW, (4)

where X(·, q) : Xq → Rnq is the drift vector, and
h(·, q) : Xq → Rnq×nw is the weighting matrix of
diffusion for each q ∈ Q. And W is a standard nw-
dimensional Wiener process.

• The spontaneous discrete transition is triggered by
a Poisson rate function, λ : H → R≥0, i.e., the
probability that a transition occurs from (x, q) over a
time interval ∆t is λ(x, q)∆t+ o(∆t).

• Let the guard G = ⊔q∈QGq with Gq ⊂ Xq. The
forced discrete transition is triggered when the hybrid
state (x, q) enters the guard set corresponding to the
current mode q.

• During each discrete transition, the hybrid state is
reset according to the stochastic kernel K : H×F →
R≥0. Specifically, K((x, q)−, H+) corresponds to the
probability measure for the set of posterior hybrid
states H+ ∈ F after jump, given the priori hybrid
state (x, q)− ∈ H. When there is no spontaneous
jump, the domain of the kernel reduces to G × F .
In any case, K(·,H) = 1.

Under the given formulation of (H,F , µ), the Lebesgue
integral of an integrable function f on H is denoted
interchangeably by∫

f(x)dµ(x) =

∫
f(x)µ(dx).

While the first expression is preferred, the second is used
when the integration variable should be specified explicitly,
especially when the measure itself may depend on another
variable.

We make the following assumptions on GSHS. It is as-
sumed that the number of jumps is finite for any finite
interval of time, avoiding the Zeno behavior, and multiple
jumps do not occur simultaneously. Further, we assume
that the stochastic kernel for the discrete transition allows
the duality in the following sense. While the kernel is for-
mulated as the probability measure of the posterior state
after a jump given a priori state, it can be considered as
an operation on a measurable function. More specifically,
for f : H → R, define Kf : H → R as

(Kf)(x, q) =
∑
q′∈Q

∫
Xq′

f(x′, q′)K(x, q, dx′, q′). (5)

This implies that when (x, q) is a hybrid state right before
a jump, then (Kf)(x, q) corresponds to the mean of f with
respect to the posterior state after the jump. Also, let the
pairing on f, g : H → R be

⟨g(x, q), f(x, q)⟩ =
∑
q∈Q

∫
Xq

g(x, q)f(x, q)dµ(x). (6)

We assume that there exists a dual of the stochastic kernel,
K∗ : H×F → R≥0 in the sense that

⟨g(x, q), (Kf)(x, q)⟩ = ⟨(K∗g)(x, q), f(x, q)⟩ . (7)

In other words, K∗ is the dual of K with respect to the
pairing (6), when K is perceived as a transformation on a
measurable function as given by (5).

This formulation incorporates uncertainties in every com-
ponent of hybrid systems: the randomness in evolution of
the continuous state is given by the stochastic differential
equation (4); the stochastic jumps are modeled by a Pois-
son process where the jump rate function is dependent on
the hybrid system or by a deterministic jump triggered by
a guard; and the state right after the jump is described by
a probability measure.

2.2 Stochastic Koopman/Frobenius-Perron Operator

The stochastic Koopman operator and the Frobenious-
Perron operator allow for a comprehensive framework for
understanding and controlling stochastic systems by con-
necting probabilistic, data-driven, and dynamical perspec-
tives.

Let Xt be a time-homogeneous stochastic process indexed
by t ≥ 0. When the process is deterministic, the Koopman



operator Kt : L∞(H) → L∞(H) is defined as Ktf(x) =
f(Xt) when X0 = x for f ∈ L∞(H). It is generalized
to the stochastic setting by taking the expected value as
follows [Wanner and Mezic, 2022].

Definition 1. The stochastic Koopman operator Kt :
L∞(H) → L∞(H) for t > 0 is defined as

Ktf(x) = E[f(Xt)|X0 = x], (8)

for f ∈ L∞(H). If the following limit exists,

Af(x) = lim
t↓0

Ktf(x)− f(x)

t
, (9)

then we state that f belongs to the domain of A, and A
is the infinitesimal generator of Kt.

In the literature of stochastic differential equations, (8)
is also referred to as transition operator semigroup, and
several properties have been shown [Øksendal, 2003]. First,
the Koopman operator is a semigroup, as given by

Kt+s = Kt ◦ Ks, (10)

for any t, s ≥ 0. And the generator and the Koopman
operator commute, i.e., AKt = KtA. Let u(t, x) = Ktf(x)
for f ∈ L∞(H). If f belongs to the domain of A, then so
does u(t, x), and further,

∂u(t, x)

∂t
= Au(t, x). (11)

By solving this differential equation, the evolution of the
stochastic Koopman operator can be computed.

In the deterministic setting, the Frobenius-Perron operator
is considered as a pull-back of the differential form along
the flow map [Oprea et al., 2023]. However, such elegant
formulation does not apply to the presented stochastic
flow. Instead, we formulate it as the dual of the stochastic
Koopman operator as follows.

Definition 2. Consider the stochastic Koopman operator
as presented at Definition 1. The corresponding stochastic
Frobenius-Perron operator Pt : L

1(H) → L1(H) is defined
such that

⟨g(x),Ktf(x)⟩ = ⟨Ptg(x), f(x)⟩ , (12)

for f ∈ L∞(H) and g ∈ L1(H).

From the duality given by (12), we can show several
properties of the stochastic Frobenius-Perron operator
similar with (10) and (11) of the Koopman operator. First,
using (10) and (12), we can show the semigroup property
of the stochastic Frobenius-Perron operator, i.e.,

Pt+s = Pt ◦ Ps, (13)

for any t, s ≥ 0. Also, the generator of the stochastic
Frobenius-Perron operator is the adjoint of the generator
of the stochastic Koopman operator, and they commute:
PtA∗ = A∗Pt. Further, similar with (11), the stochastic
Frobenius-Perron operator can be computed by

∂v(t, x)

∂t
= A∗v(t, x), (14)

where v(t, x) = Ptg(x) for g ∈ L1(H).

One of the most important roles of the stochastic
Frobenius-Perron operator is that it propagates the prob-
ability density function. Suppose that there is a density
function p : R× H → R≥0 such that

P[Xt ∈ A] =

∫
A

p(t, x)dµ(x),

for A ∈ F . From the law of total expectation, for any
f : H → R, we have

E[f(Xt)] = E[E[f(Xt)|X0 = x]],

where the outer expectation is taken with respect to the
initial state x distributed by p(0, x), and the inner expec-
tation corresponds to the stochastic Koopman operator.
Thus,

E[f(Xt)] =

∫
H

p(0, x)Ktf(x)dµ(x)

=

∫
H

(Ptp(0, x))f(x)dµ(x).

where the second equality is from the duality. As this holds
for any f ∈ L∞(H), this implies that f(Xt) is distributed
by Ptp(0, x), which corresponds to the density at t, or
p(t, x). In short, the stochastic Frobenius-Perron operator
propagates the probability density as

p(t, x) = Ptp(0, x). (15)

As such, (14) corresponds to the Fokker-Planck equation
when v(0, x) is chosen as the initial distribution.

3. UNCERTAINTY PROPAGATION

In the preceding section, we presented a general formula-
tion of hybrid dynamical systems, which can be affected
by uncertainties in all aspects of how the state evolves
between jumps (SDE), how the jump is initiated (guard
or Poisson rate), and how the state is reset after the
jump (reset kernel). In particular, one of the interesting
characteristics of hybrid system is the interplay between
the continuous-time flow and the discrete jump. Depend-
ing on whether the jump is triggered deterministically by
intersecting a guard, or randomly according to a Poisson
process, the stochastic flow exhibits distinct characteristics
over the jump.

The objective of this section is to investigate the effects of
the jump types on the propagation of uncertainties though
a case study. Specifically, we formulate the stochastic
Frobenius-Perron operator for each of the following three
types of hybrid systems:

• Deterministic continuous flow with deterministic
jumps

• Stochastic continuous flow with deterministic jumps
• Stochastic continuous flow with stochastic jumps

Throughout this section, we focus on a one-dimensional
example to highlight the unique characteristics of each case
explicitly.

3.1 Deterministic Case

The first case is for the deterministic continuous flow inte-
grated with deterministic jump. Specifically, the hybrid
state space and the measure are chosen as Q = {1},
X = (−∞, b] for b ∈ R, and dµ = dx.

The continuous flow is governed by

ẋ = X(x). (16)

where x ∈ X and X : X → R is a vector field. This
corresponds to a special case of (4) when h(x) = 0.
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Fig. 1. 1D hybrid system: the hybrid state space is X =
(−∞, b] (shaded by blue), and the guard is G = ∂X =
{b}, at which the state jumps into x = a < b. The
continuous vector field of X(x) = −γ(x− c) for γ > 0
and c > b points to the right toward x = c.

Next, for deterministic jumps, the guard is chosen as the
boundary of X, or

G = ∂X = {b}. (17)

There is no stochastic jump triggered by a Poisson process,
i.e., λ = 0. The reset kernel that specifies the posterior
state after jump is given by a Dirac measure. Specifically,
for a ∈ X,

K(x−, H+) =

{
1 if a ∈ H+,

0 otherwise,
(18)

for any x− ∈ X and H+ ∈ F . This implies that the state
jumps from b to a always in a deterministic manner.

The resulting hybrid state space is illustrated at Figure 1
for the special case when X(x) = −γ(x− c) for γ, c ∈ R.

The Koopman operator and the Frobenius-Perron opera-
tor for this deterministic case are presented by Oprea et al.
[2023].

Theorem 1. Consider a hybrid system defined by (16)–
(18). The stochastic Koopman operator u(t, x) = Ktf(x)
on f : X → R satisfies

∂u(t, x)

∂t
= Au(t, x) for x(t) /∈ {b}, (19)

u(t, a) = u(t, b), (20)

with the initial condition u(0, x) = f(x), where the
generator A : L∞(X) → L∞(X) is given by

Au(t, x) = X(x)
∂u(t, x)

∂x
. (21)

Proof. Let Φt : X → X be the flow map for (16). Then,
u(t, x) = f(Φt(x)). From the chain rule,

∂u

∂t
=

∂f(z)

∂z

∣∣∣∣
z=Φt(x)

∂Φt(x)

∂t
=

∂u

∂x
ẋ,

which yields (19) with (21).

Next, suppose x(t) = b for t > 0, i.e., the trajectory
intersects the guard at t. According to the reset kernel,
we have limh↓0 Φt+h(b) = a. Thus, as h ↓ 0,

u(t+ h, b) = Kh(Ktf(x)) = Khu(t, x)|x=b = u(t, a),

which provides (20). 2

Next, the Frobenius-Perron operator is constructed as
follows.

Theorem 2. Consider a hybrid system defined by (16)–
(18). The stochastic Frobenius-Perron operator v(t, x) =
Ptg(x) on g : X → R satisfies

∂v(t, x)

∂t
= A∗v(t, x) for x(t) /∈ {a, b}, (22)

X(b)v(t, b) = X(a)v(t, a+)−X(a)v(t, a−). (23)

with the initial condition v(0, x) = g(x), where the adjoint
of the generator A∗ : L1(X) → L1(X) is given by

A∗v(t, x) = −∂(v(t, x)X(x))

∂x
. (24)

Proof. Let u(t, x) be the solution of (19) and (20) for the
Koopman operator. From the duality given by (12), we
have

⟨v(t, x),Khu(t, x)⟩ = ⟨Phv(t, x), u(t, x)⟩ ,
for h > 0. Subtract ⟨v(t, x), u(t, x)⟩ from both side of the
above equation to obtain

⟨v(t, x),Khu(t, x)− u(t, x)⟩ = ⟨Phv(t, x)− v(t, x), u(t, x)⟩ .
Divide both sides by h, and taking h ↓ 0,

⟨v(t, x),Au(t, x)⟩ = ⟨A∗v(t, x), u(t, x)⟩ . (25)

Substituting (21), the left hand side of the above is given
by

⟨v,Au⟩ =
∫
(−∞,b]

v(t, x)X(x)
∂u(t, x)

∂x
dx.

Due to the state reset at x = a, v may not be continuously
differentiable there. As such, we split the domain of
integration into (−∞, a − ϵ] ∪ (a + ϵ, b] for ϵ → 0, and
apply integration by parts to obtain

⟨v,Au⟩ =
∫
(−∞,a−]

vX
∂u

∂x
dx+

∫
(a+,b]

vX
∂u

∂x
dx

= vXu

∣∣∣∣
a−

+ vXu

∣∣∣∣
b

− vXu

∣∣∣∣
a+

−
∫
(−∞,b]

∂vX

∂x
udx. (26)

Since u(t, a+) = u(t, a−) = u(t, b) from (20), the first three
terms of the above reduce to

u(t, b){X(a)v(t, a−) +X(b)v(t, b)−X(a)v(t, a+)}. (27)

We put together (25), (26), and (27) to obtain (23) and
(24). 2

In the work by Oprea et al. [2023], it is assumed that the
reset state is another boundary of the hybrid state space.
When applied to the presented one-dimensional example,
this assumption implies that the hybrid state space is
given by X = [a, b] instead of X = (−∞, b]. Despite this
distinction in the problem formulation, we can show that
the results of Oprea et al. [2023], especially the concept
of hybrid Jacobian, yield a boundary condition consistent
with (23).

Remark 1. In the development of (23), it is assumed that
the trajectory intersects the guard x = b. This implies
that the continuous flow is pointing toward the guard in
the close neighborhood, i.e., X(b) > 0. See Figure 1. When
X(b) ≤ 0, then there is no jump occurring at x = b, and
the hybrid system reduces to continuous-time dynamics,
where the boundary conditions (20) and (23) disappear.

Remark 2. The boundary condition (23) can be inter-
preted as the conservation of the total density. Suppose
v(t, x) is the probability density of the state propagated
by (22). The time rate of change of the total density is∫

X

A∗v(t, x)dx =

∫ a−

−∞
−∂vX

∂x
dx+

∫ b

a+

−∂vX

∂x
dx

= −vX
∣∣
a− + vX

∣∣
a+ − vX

∣∣
b
,

which reduces to zero if (23) is satisfied. As such, (23) can
be interpreted as the balance between the rate of outflux
at b and the rate of influx at a.



3.2 SDE with Deterministic Jump

The next case is for the stochastic continuous flow inte-
grated with deterministic jumps. Compared with the first
case, this incorporates randomness in the continuous-time
evolution. The hybrid state space and the measure are
same as the first case: Q = {1}, X = (−∞, b] for b ∈ R,
and dµ = dx. But, the continuous flow is governed by the
following stochastic differential equation:

dx = X(x)dt+ h(x)dW, (28)

where x ∈ R and X,h : X → R, i.e., the special case of (4)
for X ⊂ R and dim(Q) = 1.

The deterministic jumps are identical to the first case, and
they are defined by

G = ∂X = {b}, (29)

λ = 0, (30)

K(x−, H+) =

{
1 if a ∈ H+,

0 otherwise,
(31)

for any x− ∈ X and H+ ∈ F .

This second case incorporates an interesting interplay
between a stochastic continuous flow and a deterministic
jump. Similar with the first case, we develop the stochastic
Koopman operator and the Frobenius-Perron operator as
follows.

Theorem 3. Consider a hybrid system defined by (28)–
(31). The stochastic Koopman operator u(t, x) = Ktf(x)
on f : X → R satisfies

∂u(t, x)

∂t
= Au(t, x) for x(t) /∈ {b}, (32)

u(t, a) = u(t, b), (33)

with the initial condition u(0, x) = f(x), where the
generator A : L∞(X) → L∞(X) is given by

Au(t, x) = X(x)
∂u(t, x)

∂x
+H(x)

∂2u(t, x)

∂x2
. (34)

with H(x) = 1
2h

2(x).

Proof. The expression for the generator of (34) can be
derived by Ito’s lemma, and it is well known in the
literature, such as Øksendal [2003]. The derivation of (33)
is identical to the proof of Theorem 1. 2

Theorem 4. Consider a hybrid system defined by (28)–
(31). The stochastic Frobenius-Perron operator v(t, x) =
Ptg(x) on g : X → R satisfies

∂v(t, x)

∂t
= A∗v(t, x) for x(t) /∈ {a, b}, (35)

H(a)(v(t, a+)− v(t, a−)) = 0, (36)

H(b)v(t, b) = 0, (37)

I(t, b) = I(t, a+)− I(t, a−), (38)

with the initial condition v(0, x) = g(x), where the adjoint
of the generator A∗ : L1(X) → L1(X) is given by

A∗v(t, x) = −∂v(t, x)X(x)

∂x
+

∂2H(x)v(t, x)

∂x2
= −∂I(t, x)

∂x
,

(39)

and I : R× X → R is

I(t, x) = v(t, x)X(x)− ∂H(x)v(t, x)

∂x
. (40)

Proof. Let u(t, x) be the solution of (32) and (33) for the
Koopman operator. From the duality given by (12), we
have (25) satisfied as before.

Substituting (34), the left hand side of (25) is given by

⟨v,Au⟩ =
∫
(−∞,b]

vX
∂u

∂x
+ vH

∂2u

∂x2
dx.

Similar with (26), we split the domain of integration into
(−∞, a− ϵ]∪ (a+ ϵ, b] for ϵ → 0, and apply integration by
parts to the last term to obtain

⟨v,Au⟩ = vH
∂u

∂x

∣∣∣∣
a−

+ vH
∂u

∂x

∣∣∣∣
b

− vH
∂u

∂x

∣∣∣∣
a+

+

∫
(−∞,b]

I
∂u

∂x
dx.

The integration by parts is applied again for the last term,

⟨v,Au⟩ = vH
∂u

∂x

∣∣∣∣
a−

+ vH
∂u

∂x

∣∣∣∣
b

− vH
∂u

∂x

∣∣∣∣
a+

+ Iu

∣∣∣∣
a−

+ Iu

∣∣∣∣
b

− Iu

∣∣∣∣
a+

−
∫
(−∞,b]

∂I

∂x
udx,

which is identical to ⟨A∗v, u⟩ from (25). Since u(t, a+) =

u(t, a−) = u(t, b) from (33) and ∂u(t,a+)
∂x = ∂u(t,a−)

∂x , we
obtain the boundary conditions (36)–(38) and the adjoint
(39). 2

Remark 3. Similar with the discussion presented in Re-
mark 2, the boundary condition (38) can be interpreted
as the conservation of the total density. The time rate of
change of the total density is∫

X

A∗v(t, x)dx =

∫ a−

−∞
−∂I

∂x
dx+

∫ b

a+

−∂I

∂x
dx

= −I
∣∣
a− + I

∣∣
a+ − I

∣∣
b
,

which reduces to zero if (38) is satisfied. Next, (36)
corresponds to the continuity of the density at a, and (37)
can be interpreted as the fact that the density is absorbed
at the guard x = b.

Remark 4. While developed under district assumption,
the presented case of SDE with deterministic jumps en-
closes the deterministic hybrid system as a special case.
By setting H = 0, one can show that Theorem 3 and The-
orem 4 reduce to Theorem 1 and Theorem 2, respectively.

3.3 SDE with Poisson Process

The last case is for the stochastic continuous flow inte-
grated with stochastic jumps. Compared with the first
two cases, this incorporates randomness in both of the
continuous-time flow and discrete jump. As there is no
guard, the hybrid state space is expanded to X = R. The
set of modes and the measure are same as before: Q = {1},
and dµ = dx. Same as (28), the continuous flow is governed
by the following stochastic differential equation:

dx = X(x)dt+ h(x)dW, (41)

where x ∈ R and X,h : X → R.

There is no guard triggering a jump in a deterministic way,
i.e., G = ∅. Instead there is a Poisson process with the rate
function λ : X → R≥0. The kernel specifying the state after
the jump is identical to the previous two cases, and it is
given by



K(x−, H+) =

{
1 if a ∈ H+,

0 otherwise,
(42)

for any x− ∈ X and H+ ∈ F . In this section, it is
convenient to interpret the right hand side of (42) as a
Dirac measure, δa : F → {0, 1}, i.e.,

K(x−, H+) = δa(H
+), (43)

such that the action of the kernel on a function, namely
(5) is simplified into

(Kf)(x) =

∫
X

f(x′)dδa(x
′) = f(a). (44)

Using the Dirac distribution (or Dirac delta function)
δD : R → R, (44) can be further rearranged into

(Kf)(x) =

∫
X

f(x′)δD(x′ − a)dx′ = f(a). (45)

Theorem 5. Consider a hybrid system defined by (41)–
(42). The stochastic Koopman operator u(t, x) = Ktf(x)
on f : X → R satisfies

∂u(t, x)

∂t
= Au(t, x), (46)

with the initial condition u(0, x) = f(x), where the
generator A : L∞(X) → L∞(X) is given by A = Ac +Ad

with

Acu(t, x) = X(x)
∂u(t, x)

∂x
+H(x)

∂2u(t, x)

∂x2
, (47)

Adu(t, x) = λ(x)((Ku)(t, x)− u(t, x)), (48)

= λ(x)(u(t, a)− u(t, x)), (49)

where H(x) = 1
2h

2(x).

Proof. The expression for the generator of (47) for the
continuous flow is identical to Theorem 3. Next, let U be
the event that a jump occurs over the interval [0, t] as
t → 0. From the formulation of the Poisson process, the
probability for U is P[U ] = tλ(x)+O(t2). After the jump,
the posterior hybrid state (x+) is governed by the kernel
K. Thus,

E[u(t,Xt)|X0 = x, U ] =

∫
x+∈X

K(x, dx+)u(t, x+)

= (Ku)(t, x), (50)

with u(0, x) = f(x), where the last equality is from (5).
Next, the probability that no jump occurs is P[U c] = 1−
tλ(x) + O(t2). Since the state is unchanged, the mean is
given by

E[u(t,Xt)|X0 = x, U c] = f(x) = u(0, x). (51)

From the law of total expectation, we have

E[u] = tλE[u|U ] + (1− tλ)E[u|U c] +O[t2].

Substituting (50), (51) and taking the derivatives with
respect to t at t = 0, we obtain the generator of stochastic
jumps as given by (48).

Next, consider the specific kernel given by (42). From (44),
we have

(Ku)(t, x) = u(t, a).

Substituting this into (48), we obtain (49). 2

Theorem 6. Consider a hybrid system defined by (41)–
(42). The stochastic Frobenius-Perron operator v(t, x) =
Ptg(x) on g : X → R satisfies

∂v(t, x)

∂t
= A∗v(t, x), (52)

with the initial condition v(0, x) = g(x), where the adjoint
of the generator A∗ : L1(X) → L1(X) is given by A∗ =
A∗

c +A∗
d with

A∗
cv(t, x) = −∂v(t, x)X(x)

∂x
+

∂2H(x)v(t, x)

∂x2
, (53)

A∗
dv(t, x) = (K∗(λv))(t, x)− λ(x)v(t, x), (54)

= δD(x− a)

∫
X

λ(y)v(t, y)dy − λ(x)v(t, x).

(55)

where δD : R → R is the Dirac distribution.

Proof. The expression for the generator in (53) is identi-
cal to Theorem 4. Next, we construct A∗

d as follows. We
have

⟨v,Adu⟩ = ⟨v, λ(Ku)− λu⟩ from (48)

= ⟨λv, (Ku)− u⟩ as λ is a scalar

= ⟨K∗(λv)− λv, u⟩ ,
where the last equality is from (7) and the fact that the
pairing is linear. This shows (54).

Next, we show (55). Using (45), the left hand side of (7)
is

⟨g(x), (Kf)(x)⟩ = f(a)

∫
X

g(x)dx. (56)

We claim that the dual of (42) is given by

K∗(x, dy) = δD(x− a)dy. (57)

To verify (57), we check the right hand side of (7) as

⟨(K∗g)(x), f(x)⟩ =
∫
X

(∫
X

g(y)δD(x− a)dy

)
f(x)dx

=

∫
X

g(y)dy

∫
X

δD(x− a)f(x)dx,

which reduces to (56). Thus (57) is the dual of (42).

Substituting (57) into (54), we obtain (55). 2

Remark 5. The time rate of change of the total density is∫
X

A∗v dx =

∫
X

A∗
cv dx+

∫
X

A∗
dv dx,

where the first term reduces to zero by following the
discussion of Remark 3 under the assumption that v is
compactly supported in X. Next, the second term is∫

X

A∗
dv dx = ⟨1,A∗

dv⟩ = ⟨Ad1, v⟩ = ⟨λ((K1)− 1), v⟩ ,

where we have used the duality and (48). But, K1(x) =∫
X
K(x, dy)dy = K(x,X) = 1 as K is a probability kernel,

which implies that the above reduces to zero. As such, the
total density is preserved under the flow of (52).

Remark 6. The generator (48) and the adjoint (54) for the
jump is not specific to the kernel K defined at (42), and
they can be applied to any other arbitrary kernel.

Remark 7. By setting H = 0, Theorem 5 and Theorem 6
are applied to the case of hybrid systems where a deter-
ministic continuous flow is integrated with spontaneous
random jump, i.e., (16) with (42).

4. NUMERICAL EXAMPLES

In this final section, we simulate three different types of hy-
brid systems for the previously discussed one-dimensional



case. We formulate finite-difference schemes for the gov-
erning equations of the Frobenius-Perron operator by dis-
cretizing both the spatial and temporal variables. These
schemes are solved using appropriate methods, taking the
corresponding boundary conditions into account. To verify
the characteristics of the obtained solutions, Monte Carlo
simulations are constructed with a large number of parti-
cles, approximating the flow of the density function.

4.1 Deterministic Case
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(a) Density evolution over time
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(b) Monte carlo simulation

Fig. 2. Deterministic flow (H = 0)

Consider the hybrid system defined by (16)–(18) with the
specific vector field X(x) = −γ(x− c) as demonstrated in
Figure 1. We use the parameters a = 1.0, b = 2.0, c = 3.0
and γ = 1.0.

The density function v(t, x) evolves according to (22)
along with the jump condition at the boundary (23). This
is a partial differential equation, specifically a nonlinear
advection equation in the conservative form. Due to the
expected discontinuity in the solution, it is challenging to
implement finite difference schemes without introducing
artificial dissipation. Therefore, we employ the MUSCL
scheme [Van Leer, 1974], a finite volume method with
linear reconstruction and a minmod flux limiter to avoid
undesired oscillations near discontinuities.

For these illustrations, the initial condition is taken to be
a normal distribution:

v(0, x) = N (a, σ2)

with σ = 0.125. The solution is computed at t =
{0, · · · , tk, tk+1, · · ·} by advancing in time via an implicit
scheme, which provides better accuracy compared to ex-
plicit methods. Given v(tk, x) in the spatial domain, the
system of equations for the next time step is expressed as
φ(v(tk+1, x)) = 0 and solved using Newton’s method.

With these specific parameters values and initial condition,
the Gaussian distribution travels rightward toward the
boundary at x = b. Since the advection velocity | −
γ(x− c)| is greater for particles further away from x = c,
the density is compressed leading to a higher peak and
narrower spread near x = b. After reaching the boundary,
particles are reset back to x = a, causing this pattern to
repeat periodically over time as observed in Figure 2.(a).
Furthermore, the Monte Carlo simulation in Figure 2.(b)
confirms this solution since it started sampling from v(0, x)
at t = 0.

0 0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3
0

0.5

1

1.5

2

2.5

3

x

D
en

si
ty

(a) Density evolution over time
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(b) Monte carlo simulation

Fig. 3. Stochastic flow (H = 0.5) with deterministic jump

4.2 SDE with Deterministic Jump

Next, we consider the hybrid system in (28)–(31) which
introduces additional noise into the continuous flow. The
jump at the boundary x = b remains deterministic. Due
to the stochastic component, the generator in (39) is aug-
mented with a diffusion term that depends on H(x). We
apply Godunov’s scheme [Laney, 1998], a classical upwind
finite volume method for advection-diffusion equations,
combined with an implicit formulation for time-stepping.
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(a) Density evolution over time
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(b) Monte carlo simulation

Fig. 4. Stochastic flow (H = 0.05) with deterministic jump

For non-zero stochasticity, the boundary conditions in
(36)–(38) simplify to v(t, a−) = v(t, a+), v(t, b) = 0 and

∂H(x)v(t, x)

∂x

∣∣∣∣
a+

− ∂H(x)v(t, x)

∂x

∣∣∣∣
a−

=
∂H(x)v(t, x)

∂x

∣∣∣∣
b

.

We select parameters and an initial condition v(0, x)
similar to those used in the previous case, to apply them
to the governing equations in (35)–(38). Two different
diffusion cases are analyzed, H(x) ≡ 0.5 in Figure 3
and H(x) ≡ 0.05 in Figure 4, over a simulation time
horizon of T = 2.5 seconds. It is interesting to observe
the balance between the Gaussian distribution moving
rightward towards x = c and the dissipation caused by the
stochastic term. With a larger value of H, even though
particles reset to x = a, there is a longer tail extending
toward the negative x-axis. Meanwhile, with a smaller H,
the density peak repeatedly resets at x = b and converges
to the dark purple curve shown in Figure 4.

In short, the diffusion in the continuous flow results in
a stationary distribution in the limit, as opposed to the
persistent jumps and resets observed in Figure 2. As
discussed in Remark 3, the density reduces to zero at x =



b, and it is continuous at x = a. These boundary conditions
are also distinct from Figure 2, which are discontinuous
and generally non-zero at those points.

4.3 SDE with Poisson Process

Lastly, stochastic jumps are introduced to this continuous
flow with noise. The jump itself is triggered by a Poisson
process rather than a fixed guard set for the hybrid system
in (41)–(42). Additional terms are included in (52)–(55)
from the discrete generator, A∗

dv(t, x), specifically a decay
term dependent on λ(x). Only within the spatial grid near
x = a, the first term inA∗

dv(t, x) is non-zero. Consequently,
we have
∂H(x)v(t, x)

∂x

∣∣∣∣
a+

− ∂H(x)v(t, x)

∂x

∣∣∣∣
a−

+

∫
X

λ(y)v(t, y)dy = 0

together with the continuity condition v(t, a−) = v(t, a+).

0 0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3
0

0.5

1

1.5

2

2.5

3

x

D
en

si
ty

(a) Density evolution over time
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(b) Monte carlo simulation

Fig. 5. Stochastic flow (H = 0.5) with Poisson process

Using the same parameters and initial condition as before,
two cases of H(x) are simulated. We consider a continuous
rate function given by

λ(x) =


0 if x− b < −ϵ,
λm

2

(
1 + sin

(
π

2xt
(x− b)

))
if ∥x− b∥ ≤ ϵ,

λm if x− b > ϵ,

where a spatial threshold parameter ϵ = 0.25 defines
the boundary for reset, and the maximum rate is set to
λm = 100.0.
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(a) Density evolution over time
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(b) Monte carlo simulation

Fig. 6. Stochastic flow (H = 0.05) with Poisson process

The corresponding results are illustrated at Figures 5 and 6
for the two levels of diffusion. Comparing with Figures 3
and 4 for deterministic jumps, there are non-zero densities

beyond the guard when x > b, which decays to zero as x
increases. This is no surprising as the jump is probabilistic:
some trajectories may not jump at x = b. The response
near x = a is similar with the deterministic case.

5. CONCLUSIONS

This paper investigates the role of uncertainties in the in-
terplay between the continuous flow and the discrete jump
of stochastic hybrid systems. We formulate the stochastic
Koopman operator and the stochastic Frobenius-Perron
operator for three types of stochastic hybrid systems,
where the latter is used to propagate uncertainties. It
is demonstrated that depending on how randomness is
incorporated into hybrid systems, the Frobenius-Perror
operator exhibits distinct form and boundary conditions,
and as such, the propagated density has unique character-
istics. Future work includes generalizing these results to
higher-dimensional manifolds.
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