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Abstract. We present a derivation of a multidomain model for the electric potential in bundles of
randomly distributed axons with different radii. The FitzHugh-Nagumo dynamics is assumed on the
axons’ membrane, and the conductivity depends nonlinearly on the electric field. Under ergodicity
conditions, we study the asymptotic behavior of the potential in the bundle when the number of
the axons in the bundle is sufficiently large and derive a macroscopic multidomain model describing
the electrical activity of the bundle. Due to the randomness of geometry, the effective intracellular
potential is not deterministic but is shown to be a stationary function with realizations that are
constant on axons’ cross sections. The technique combines the stochastic two-scale convergence and
the method of monotone operators.
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1. Introduction. The axons in the nervous system are grouped into fascicles,
and the number of axons and their diameters vary from one fascicle to another, as
well as inside one fascicle [40]. The signal propagation along individual axons is
traditionally modeled by nonlinear cable equations assuming the Hodgkin-Huxley
dynamics [18] or its simplifications, such as FitzHugh–Nagumo model [13, 31]. In [22]
a nonlinear cable equation for signal propagation in a single myelinated axon has been
derived from a three-dimensional model.

To catch nontrivial interactions between the axons in the bundle (ephaptic inter-
actions [7, 5]), one needs to consider a full three-dimensional model of the bundle with
several (and quite often a large number) axons in it. Complicated geometry and non-
linear dynamics on the membrane make it, however, computationally expensive, and
so macroscopic models are used to describe the electric potential in the axon bundles.
It was suggested in [2] that one can model both peripheral nerves, cortical neurons,
and syncytial tissues with the help of bidomain models. In [26] it was hypothesized
that the homogenization procedure for a bundle of axons leads to a bidomain model.
In [21] the authors have confirmed this hypothesis and derived an effective bidomain
model for the nonlinear case, assuming FitzHugh dynamics on the membrane. In the
latter work, the myelinated axons of the same radius are placed periodically inside
the fascicle.

In the above-described models, the periodicity of the axon distributions inside
a fascicle or of the geometry of syncytial tissues is a crucial assumption allowing to
apply the classical homogenization techniques. In reality, however, the placement of
the axons is not periodic, and the diameters of individual fibers in one fascicle may
vary. Since the diameters of axons affect the conduction velocity, it is important to
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allow for such variation.
There have been several attempts to remove the periodicity assumption. For

example, in [36], a bidomain model for a beating heart with a non-periodic micro-
structure is proposed. Namely, the authors apply formal multi-scale expansions to
problems stated in deformed periodic structures. The model accounts for the non-
uniform orientation of the cells and the deformation of the tissue as a result of the
heartbeat. In [34], the asymptotics of the electric potential in bundles with randomly
distributed identical axons have been studied. It has been shown that the macroscopic
behavior of the potential is given by an effective deterministic bidomain model.

The present paper generalizes the homogenization results [21] and [34] to the case
of nonlinear conductivity and random geometry of the nerve cross section. Namely,
we place the axons randomly in the cross section of the bundle, keeping the cross
section of the axons the same along the bundle. Typically, the randomness in the
cross section is generated by a stationary and ergodic point process. The evolution
of the membrane potential, that is, the jump of the electric potential through the
membrane, is modeled with the help of the FitzHugh–Nagumo dynamics. For a large
number of axons in a bundle, we derive an effective model (5.13) of the multidomain
type. The key contribution of the present work is the derivation of a non-deterministic
effective problem. The randomness of the geometry is encoded in the function r(ω)
(see (2.4)) and the Palm measure (3.2) corresponding to the surface measure of the
axons’ membrane. Considering stochastic geometry opens an opportunity to analyze,
for example, how the concentration of axons of different radii influences the signal
propagation in a bundle, which is not possible in a periodic setting.

To tackle the random geometry, one can make use of the ergodicity theorem di-
rectly [42] or apply stochastic two-scale convergence introduced in [9]. In [6], the
authors suggest a different approach, defining the stochastic coefficients as stochastic
deformations of the periodic setting using random diffeomorphisms. In the present
work we use the stochastic two-scale convergence technique combined with the mono-
tonicity method [29]. Another technical aspect of the homogenization procedure in
our problem comes from the presence of the jump of the electric potential through
the membrane. To pass to the limit in the surface terms, we use the Palm measure
theory. A similar approach has been employed in [35] for the proof of convergence of
the boundary integrals involving the flow velocity and elastic deformations and also
in [16] to tackle the Robin boundary conditions.

It is known that if the conductivity of the medium decreases, it is necessary to
deliver a pulse of a larger field amplitude to achieve the same effect [19]. The choice
of a specific nonlinear conductivity is still phenomenological since the experimental
data currently does not allow us to characterize the dependence of the conductivity
on the electric field. In the present work, we impose hypothesis (H4) ensuring the
monotonicity of the problem, which is clearly satisfied by, for example, the sigmoid-
type functions.

Bidomain models are traditionally used to describe the macroscopic behavior of
the electric potential in cardiac electrophysiology [14, 33, 1, 11, 15, 3]. In these works,
the geometry of the tissue is periodic, and the conductivity is independent of the
electric field. Moreover, both the intra- and extracellular components of the cardiac
tissue are connected, which stands in contrast to the case when axons are disconnected
in the transversal direction. As a consequence, the effective multidomain model (5.13)
contains only derivatives of the intracellular potential in the longitudinal direction.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we define the random
geometry of the nerve bundle. In Section 3, we introduce the necessary definitions
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of the stochastic two-scale convergence in the mean, as well as the Palm measure.
In Section 4, we formulate the microscopic problem, and Section 5 introduces the
effective multidomain model. The proof of the main convergence result (Theorem
5.3) is given in Section 6. In the appendix, we provide some examples of stationary
random media and perform the nondimensionalization of the problem to motivate the
choice of the scaling in the microscopic model (the factor ε in (4.2)).

2. Geometry of nerve fascicles. A nerve fascicle is modeled as a cylindrical
domain G = (0, L)×S in R3, with length L > 0 and cross section S ⊂ R2. We assume
that S has a Lipschitz boundary ∂S. The lateral boundary of the cylinder is denoted
by Σ = (0, L)×∂S, and its bases by S0 = {0}×S and SL = {L}×S. In what follows,
the points in R3 are denoted by x = (x1, x

′), x1 ∈ R, x′ ∈ R2.
We assume that the bulk of the fascicle consists of two disjoint separated by

semipermeable membrane parts: an intracellular part formed by thin cylinders (axons)
and an extracellular part. Let us describe the random geometry of the bundle that
will originate from the random distribution of the axons in the cross section of the
fascicle.

Let (Ω,F ,P) be a probability space with measure P and the sigma-algebra F .
We will also assume that the Lebesgue space Lp(Ω,P) = Lp(Ω,F ,P), 1 ≤ p < ∞, is
separable. It is true if F is countably generated (see e.g. Proposition 3.4.5, [10]).

Consider a two-dimensional dynamical system (of translations) Tx′ : (Ω,F ,P) →
(Ω,F ,P), x′ ∈ R2, that is a family of invertible measurable maps with measurable
inverses such that

(i) T0 = Id and Tx′+y′ = Tx′Ty′ , for all x′, y′ ∈ R2.
(ii) Tx′ is a measure-preserving transformation, that is P(T−1

x′ F ) = P(F ) for all
x′ ∈ R2, F ∈ F .

(iii) Tx′ω is a measurable map from (R2×Ω,B×F , dx′×P) to (Ω,F), where dx′

is the standard Lebesgue measure and B is the Borel σ-algebra on R2.
We assume that Tx′ is ergodic, that is if F ∈ F is translation invariant, then F has
either full or zero measure: Tx′F = F, ∀x′ ∈ R2 ⇒ P(F ) = 0 or 1.

Given ω ∈ Ω, consider the random set A(ω) defined as a collection of an infinite
number of disjoint open discs with radii rj ∈ R+:

A(ω) =

∞⋃
j=1

Aj(ω),

Aj(ω) = A(x′j(ω), rj(ω)) =

{
x′ ∈ R2 :

∣∣x′ − x′j(ω)
∣∣ < rj(ω)

}
.

We assume that
(H1) The distance between the discs is bounded from below:

dist
(
Ai(ω), Aj(ω)

)
≥ d0 > 0, ∀i ̸= j.

(H2) There exists R0 > 0 such that a.s. any disc of radius R0 in R2 has a nontrivial
intersection with A(ω).

(H3) The radii rj(ω) of the discs, ∀j, are bounded from below and above by deter-
ministic positive constants: 0 < r < rj(ω) < r.

(H4) The dynamical system Tx′ is consistent with the random set A(ω), that is

A(Tx′ω) =

∞⋃
j=1

A(x′j(ω)− x′, rj(ω)) for P − a.s. in Ω.
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We introduce prototypes of the random set A(ω), its closure Ā(ω), and the boundary
∂A(ω):

A = {ω ∈ Ω : 0 ∈ A(ω)},
Ā = {ω ∈ Ω : 0 ∈ Ā(ω)},(2.1)

M = Ā \ A = {ω ∈ Ω : 0 ∈ ∂A(ω)}.

Hypothesis (H4) implies that

A(ω) = {x′ ∈ R2 : Tx′ω ∈ A}.(2.2)

Indeed, if Tx′ω ∈ A then 0 ∈
⋃∞

j=1A(x
′
j(ω) − x′, rj(ω)), and consequently x′ ∈⋃∞

j=1A(x
′
j(ω), rj(ω)) = A(ω). Similarly, ∂A(ω) = {x′ ∈ R2 : Tx′ω ∈ M}.

For a small ε > 0 representing the microscale, we rescale the set A(ω):

Aε(ω) =
⋃
j∈Jε

Aεj(ω), Aεj(ω) = εA(x′j(ω), rj(ω)),(2.3)

where the union is taken over the indices j ∈ Jε such that the discs Aεj(ω) are
separated from the boundary of S, namely dist

(
Aεj(ω), ∂S

)
> d0ε, d0 > 0.

The random radii of the discs in the cross section is given by the following function:

rε(x, ω) =

{
rj(ω), x ∈ Āεj(ω),

0, x /∈ Āεj(ω).

Then rε(x, ω) = r(Tx′/εω), where

r(ω) =

{
rj0(ω), ω ∈ Ā,
0, ω /∈ Ā,

(2.4)

and rj0(ω) > 0 is the radius of the disc A(x′j0(ω), rj0(ω)) containing 0 (if exists).
The intracellular domain of jth axon is denoted by Fεj(ω) = (0, L)×Aεj(ω). The

intracellular domain is then defined as a random set of axons, and the extracellular is
the complement to the intracellular one:

Fε(ω) = (0, L)×Aε(ω), Gε(ω) = G \ Fε(ω).(2.5)

The membrane (lateral boundary) of axons is denoted by

Mε(ω) = ∂Fε(ω) \ (S0 ∪ S1).(2.6)

The geometry of the cross section and the three-dimensional bundle is illustrated in
Figure 1.

Σ Gε(ω)

Fε(ω)

Mε(ω)

Fig. 1: Fascicle G with the lateral boundary Σ.
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In what follows, we will use the Birkhoff ergodic theorem [12, 38].

Theorem 2.1 (Birkhoff Ergodic Theorem). Let f ∈ Lp(Ω), p ≥ 1. Then for
almost all ω ∈ Ω, the realization f(Txω) possesses a mean value, that is

f(Tx/εω)⇀ ⟨f(Txω)⟩ = lim
ε→0

1

|K|

∫
K

f(Tx/εω) dx.

Moreover, the mean value ⟨f(Txω)⟩ considered as a function of ω ∈ Ω, is invariant,
and ∫

Ω

⟨f(Txω)⟩dP(ω) =

∫
Ω

f(ω) dP(ω).

If the system Tx is ergodic, then

⟨f(Txω)⟩ =
∫
Ω

f(ω) dP(ω).

Applying the Birkhoff ergodic theorem, we conclude that P-a.s. there exists a limit
density of axons as ε→ 0:

χ
Aε
⇀ Λ = P(A) weakly in Lp(G), p ≥ 1.(2.7)

3. Stochastic two-scale convergence in the mean. In this section we recall
the necessary definition of the two-scale convergence in the mean [9] and introduce
the notion of the two-scale convergence on the random surfaces. We also formulate
the hypotheses (H6)–(H8) on the initial data Vε, Gε and the external excitation Je

ε .
Consider the group {U(x′) : x′ ∈ R2} of operators on L2(Ω,P) given for f ∈

L2(Ω,P) by

(U(x′)f)(ω) = f(Tx′ω), x′ ∈ R2, ω ∈ Ω.

U(x′) preserves inner product (U(x′)f, U(x′)g)L2(Ω,P) = (f, g)L2(Ω,P) since (ii) is
equivalent to ∫

Ω

f(ω) dP =

∫
Ω

f(Tx′ω) dP, for all f ∈ L1(Ω,P).

As Tx is invertible, U(x′) is a unitary operator [41].
Under the assumption that L2(Ω,P) is separable, the group {U(x′) : x′ ∈ R2}

is strongly continuous, that is U(x′)f → f strongly in L2(Ω,P), as x′ → 0 (see
Theorems 3.5.3 and 10.10.1 in [17]).

Denote by (∇ω ·)j , j = 2, 3, the generators of the strongly continuous group of
unitary operators in L2(Ω,P) associated with translations Tx′ along ej , the jth basis
vector in R3. The domains Dj of these generators, j = 2, 3, are dense in L2(Ω,P) and

(∇ωu)j(ω) = lim
δ→0

u(Tδejω)− u(ω)

δ
.

For each multi-index α = (α1, α2), we set Dα = (∇ωu)
α1
1 (∇ωu)

α2
2 and define

D(Ω) = D2 ∩ D3,

D∞(Ω) = {f ∈ L∞(Ω,P) : Dαf ∈ L∞(Ω,P) ∩ D(Ω), ∀α}.(3.1)

Note that D∞(Ω) is dense in L2(Ω,P) (see Lemma 2.1 in [9]). To formulate the as-
sumptions and the main result we need the notion of stochastic two-scale convergence
in the mean [9] both in GT = [0, T ]×G and on [0, T ]×Mε(ω).
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Definition 3.1. A bounded sequence {uε} of functions in L2(GT ;L
2(Ω,P)) con-

verges stochastically two-scale in the mean to u ∈ L2(GT ;L
2(Ω,P)), and we write

uε
2s−⇀ u, if for any φ ∈ C(ḠT ;L

2(Ω,P)), we have

lim
ε→0

∫
GT

∫
Ω

uε(t, x, ω)φ
(
t, x, Tx′/εω

)
dtdxdP(ω) =

∫
GT

∫
Ω

u(t, x, ω)φ (t, x, ω) dtdxdP(ω).

To define the convergence on the random surfaces Mε(ω), we use the Palm mea-
sure corresponding to the surface measure of Mε [27, 30].

Lemma 3.2 (Palm measure µ and Campbell’s formula). There exists a unique
measure µ, called the Palm measure, on Ω such that

µ(B) =

∫
Ω

∫
∂A(ω)

χ[0,1]2(x
′)χB(Tx′ω)ds(x′)dP(ω),(3.2)

where ds(x′) is the arc length measure of ∂A(ω), and χ is the characteristic function.
Moreover, µ is σ-finite and∫

Ω

∫
∂A(ω)

f(x′, Tx′ω) ds(x′) dP(ω) =

∫
Ω

∫
R2

f(x′, ω) dx′dµ(ω),(3.3)

for any f(x′, ω) ∈ L1(R2 × Ω, dx′ × dµ).

The ergodicity implies that µ is independent of the choice of f .

Remark 3.3. Taking f(x′, ω) such that f = 0 for ω ∈ M, and using the definition
of the prototype set M, we see that for all such functions∫

Ω

∫
R2

f(x′, ω) dx′dµ(ω) = 0.

Thus, the integral over Ω in the right-hand side of(3.3) can be replaced by the integral
over M. The same applies also to the two-scale convergence definitions below.

Definition 3.4 (Stochastic two-scale convergence on random surfaces). A se-
quence {uε = uε(t, x, ω)} of functions on the random surface Mε, such that for some
1 < p <∞,

∫
Ω

T∫
0

∫
Mε(ω)

|uε|p dS(x1, x′) dt dP(ω) ≤ C,

converges stochastically two-scale in the mean to u = u(t, x, ω) ∈ Lp(GT ;L
p(Ω, µ)) if

lim
ε→0

ε

∫
Ω

T∫
0

∫
Mε(ω)

uε φ
(
t, x, Tx′/εω

)
dS(x) dt dP(ω) =

∫
Ω

∫
GT

uφ (t, x, ω) dx dt dµ(ω),

for any φ ∈ C(ḠT ;L
q(Ω, µ)), q = p/(p − 1). Here we write dS(x1, x

′) = dx1ds(x
′)

for the surface measure on Mε(ω).
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We will also use stochastic two-scale convergence in the mean pointwise in time
t ∈ [0, T ].

Definition 3.5. We say that s sequence {uε = uε(t, x, ω)} of functions on the
random surface [0, T ]×Mε(ω) such that for 1 < p <∞,

ε

∫
Ω

∫
Mε(ω)

|uε|p dS(x) dP(ω) ≤ C,

converges stochastically two-scale in the mean to u = u(t, x, ω) ∈ Lp(GT ;L
p(Ω, µ)),

pointwise in time, if for any t ∈ [0, T ]

lim
ε→0

ε

∫
Ω

∫
Mε(ω)

uε φ
(
t, x, Tx′/εω

)
dS(x)dP(ω) =

∫
Ω

∫
G

uφ (t, x, ω) dxdµ(ω),

for any φ ∈ C(ḠT ;L
q(Ω, µ)), q = p/(p− 1).

Test functions in Definitions 3.4, 3.5 have the following property.

Lemma 3.6. For any φ ∈ C(ḠT ;L
q(Ω, µ)), 1 < q < ∞, and any t ∈ [0, T ], it

holds

lim
ε→0

ε

∫
Ω

∫
Mε(ω)

|φ
(
t, x, Tx′/εω

)
|q dS(x) dt dP(ω) =

∫
Ω

∫
G

|φ (t, x, ω) |q dt dx dµ(ω).

Proof. By (2.3) we remove the discs that are too close to the boundary ∂S.
Namely, there exists δ such that the random set Aε(ω) is contained in a compact subset
Sδ(ε) ⋐ S with dist(Sδ(ε), ∂S) = δ(ε), and δ(ε) → 0 as ε → 0, e.g. δ = (d0 + 2r)ε.
Changing variables y′ = x′/ε, using the Campbell formula, and rescaling back, we
obtain:

ε

∫
Ω

T∫
0

L∫
0

∫
∂Aε(ω)

χSδ(ε)
(x′)|φ

(
t, x, Tx′/εω

)
|q ds(x′) dx1 dt dP(ω)

= ε2
∫
Ω

T∫
0

L∫
0

∫
∂A(ω)

χSδ(ε)
(εy′)|φ (t, x1, εy

′, Ty′ω) |q ds(y′) dx1 dt dP(ω)

= ε2
∫
Ω

T∫
0

L∫
0

∫
R2

χSδ(ε)
(εy′)|φ (t, x1, εy

′, ω) |q dy′ dx1 dt dµ(ω)

=

∫
Ω

T∫
0

L∫
0

∫
R2

χSδ(ε)
(x′)|φ (t, x, ω) |q dx′ dx1 dt dµ(ω).

Note that, in order to apply the Campbell formula, the compact subset Sδ(ε) should
be chosen independent of ω. Passing to the limit, as ε→ 0 completes the proof of the
lemma.

Together with the weak stochastic two-scale convergence in the mean introduced
above, we will need a strong version of it.
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Definition 3.7. We say that uε defined on [0, T ] ×Mε(ω) converges strongly
stochastically two-scale in the mean to u ∈ Lp(GT ;L

p(Ω, µ)) if uε converges stochas-
tically two-scale in the mean to u and

lim
ε→0

ε

∫
Ω

T∫
0

∫
Mε(ω)

|uε|pdS(x) dt dP(ω) =

∫
Ω

∫
GT

|u|p dt dx dµ(ω).

4. Problem setup. Let uε = uε(t, x, ω) denote the electric potential in the
bundle G = Gε(ω) ∪ Fε(ω), where Fε(ω), Gε(ω), and Mε(ω) are defined by (2.5)–
(2.6), respectively. We assume that the conductivity is a nonlinear function of the
electric field strength:

uε =

{
ueε in Gε(ω),

uiε in Fε(ω),
σε(x, ω, |∇uε|) =

{
σe(|∇ueε|) in Gε(ω),

σi(|∇uiε|) in Fε(ω).

(H4) The functions σe,i(η) are continuously differentiable and satisfy the conditions

0 < σ ≤ σe,i(η) ≤ σ, σ < η
d

dη
σe,i(η) + σe,i(η), ∀η ∈ R+.

In Lemma A.4 we prove that (H4) implies monotonicity of σe(|ξ|)ξ, σi(|ξ|)ξ.
Remark 4.1. The choice of nonlinear conductivity depending on |∇u| is moti-

vated by the use of such models in oncology [4]. Examples of conductivity functions
satisfying assumption (H4) include sigmoid functions. A typical choice for tissue
conductivity in electroporation models is a four-parameter sigmoid function [20]

σ(η) = σ0 +
σ1 − σ0

2
(1 + erf(kep(η − Eth))), η ∈ R+.(4.1)

Here, σ0 is the conductivity of the non-electroporated tissue, σ1 > σ0 is the conduc-
tivity of the fully electroporated tissue, kep is the slope of the nonlinearity, and erf is
the Gauss error function.

The jump vε = [uε] = uiε − ueε through the lateral boundaries of axons Mε(ω) is
called the transmembrane potential (or just membrane potential). On the membrane
Mε(ω) we assume the current continuity σe(|∇ueε|)∇ueε · ν = σi(|∇uiε|)∇uiε · ν (ν is
the unit normal on Mε(ω) external to the axons), and adopt the FitzHugh-Nagumo
[13, 31] model for the ionic current on Mε(ω):

Iion(vε, gε) =
v3ε
3

− vε − gε,

∂tgε = θvε + a− bgε, θ, a, b > 0,

where Iion(vε, gε) is the ionic current, gε stands for the recovery variable and θ, a, b
are constants.

The evolution of the electric potential uε = uε(t, x, ω) in GT = [0, T ] × G is
described by the following coupled system for t ∈ [0, T ]:

div
(
σi(|∇uε|)∇uε

)
= 0 in Fε(ω),

div (σe(|∇uε|)∇uε) = 0 in Gε(ω),

σe(|∇ueε|)∇ueε · ν = σi(|∇uε|)∇uiε · ν on Mε(ω),
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vε = uiε − ueε on Mε(ω),

ε(cm∂tvε + Iion(vε, gε)) = −σi(|∇uε|)∇uiε · ν on Mε(ω),(4.2)

∂tgε = θvε + a− bgε on Mε(ω),

σe(|∇ueε|)∇ueε · ν = Je
ε (t, x) on Σ,

uε = 0 on S0 ∪ SL,

vε(0, x, ω) = Vε(x, ω), gε(0, x, ω) = Gε(x, ω) on Mε(ω),

where ν denotes the external unit normal on Mε(ω) (exterior to Fε(ω)), the bases
S0, SL, and Σ. The function Je

ε (t, x) represents an external boundary excitation of
the nerve fascicle, and the constant cm is the membrane capacity. Note that the only
source of randomness is the distribution of axons in the cross section.

We study the asymptotic behavior of vε, as ε → 0, and derive a macroscopic
model under the following conditions on the initial and boundary data:

(H6) The initial data Vε admits an extension in G still denoted Vε, such that
∥Vε∥H1(G) ≤ C and Vε = 0 on S0 ∪ SL. We assume that Vε(x, ω) converges
stochastically two-scale in the mean to V0 ∈ L2(G;L2(Ω, µ)), as ε→ 0.

(H7) The initial function Gε(x, ω) converges strongly stochastically two-scale in
the mean to G0 ∈ L2(G;L2(Ω, µ)).

(H8) The external excitation Je
ε ∈ L2((0, T )× Σ) converges weakly to Je

0 (t, x), as
ε→ 0, and

T∫
0

∫
Σ

|∂tJe
ε |2 dS(x)dt ≤ C.

Remark 4.2. Assumption (H6) together with Theorem 3.7 in [9] guarantees strong
stochastic two-scale convergence and that the limit function V0(x) does not depend
on ω. Moreover, due to Lemma 6.2, the initial data satisfies

ε

∫
Mε(ω)

V 4
ε dS(x) ≤ C.

Problem (4.2) can be written as an evolution equation with a non-local operator
on the membranes Mε(ω) of axons:

εcm∂tvε + Lε(t, vε) + εIion(vε, gε) = 0 on (0, T )×Mε(ω),

∂tgε = θvε + a− bgε on (0, T )×Mε(ω),(4.3)

vε(0, x, ω) = Vε(x, ω), gε(0, x, ω) = Gε(x, ω) on Mε(ω).

The non-local integro-differential operator

Lε(t, ·) : D(Lε) ⊂ H1/2(Mε(ω)) → H−1/2(Mε(ω))(4.4)

is defined, for t ∈ [0, T ], as follows: For any ϕ ∈ H1(Fε(ω) ∪Gε(ω)), ϕ|S0∪SL
= 0, we

set

(Lε(t, vε), [ϕ])L2(Mε(ω)) =

∫
Fε(ω)∪Gε(ω)

σε(|∇uε|)∇uε · ∇ϕdx−
∫
Σ

Je
εϕ

e dS(x),(4.5)
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where ϕe = ϕ|Gε(ω), ϕ|S0∪SL
= 0, and the function uε ∈ H1(Fε(ω) ∪Gε(ω)) in (4.5),

for a given jump [uε] = vε, solves the following problem:

div (σε(|∇uε|)∇uε) = 0 in Fε(ω) ∪Gε(ω),

σe(|∇ueε|)∇ueε · ν = σi(|∇uiε|)∇uiε · ν on Mε(ω),

vε = uiε − ueε on Mε(ω),(4.6)

σe(|∇ueε|)∇ueε · ν = Je
ε (t, x) on Σ,

uε = 0 on S0 ∪ SL.

5. Effective problem and main result. To introduce the effective conduc-
tivity of the extracellular medium, we will use the notion of potential and solenoidal

vector fields [23]. Recall that a vector v ∈
(
L2(Ω,P)

)2
defined on Ω is called po-

tential if almost all its realizations v(Tx′ω) are potential in R2, that is for almost all
ω, v(Tx′ω) admits the representation v(Tx′ω) = ∇x′ϕ(x′, ω), ϕ( · , ω) ∈ H1

loc(R2), and∫
Ω
v(ω) dP(ω) = 0. An equivalent definition of the potential vectors can be found

in Lemma 2.3, [9]. The vector v ∈
(
L2(Ω,P)

)2
is called solenoidal if almost all its

realizations v(Tx′ω) are solenoidal in R2, i.e.∫
R2

v(Tx′ω) · ∇ϕdx′ = 0, ϕ ∈ C∞
0 (R2).

We denote by V 2
pot(Ω,P) the set of potential vectors with zero mean value, and by

L2
sol(Ω,P) the set of all solenoidal vectors. Then the orthogonal Weyl decomposition

holds (Lemma 7.3, [42]):(
L2(Ω,P)

)2
= V 2

pot(Ω,P)⊕L2
sol(Ω,P).

We define the effective extracellular conductivity σe
hom as follows

σe
hom(ξ) = ∇Φ(ξ), ξ ∈ R3,(5.1)

where

Φ(ξ) = inf
w∈V 2

pot(Ω)

∫
Ω\A

Qe(|ξ + (0, w)|) dP(ω), Qe(η) =

∫ η

0

σe(ζ)ζ dζ.(5.2)

The definition (5.1) can be equivalently written as

σe
hom(ξ) =

∫
Ω\A

σe(|ξ + (0, w)|)(ξ + (0, w))dP(ω)(5.3)

with w minimizing (5.2).
We will approximate the intracellular potential uiε by a function ui(t, x, ω) such

that almost all its realizations are constants on the axons (see problem (5.13)). To
this end, we will need the following class of functions:

K(A) =
{
w ∈ L2(A,P) : ∃w̃ ∈ H1(Ω,P) s.t. w̃|A = w, ∇ωw̃ = 0 in A

}
.(5.4)

For any w ∈ K(A) it holds that w ∈ L2(Ω, µ) (see Lemma 6.2 in [35]), and we can
introduce the orthogonal projector PK(A) on K(A) in L2(Ω, µ). We denote by Kµ(A)
the Hilbert space L2(Ω, µ) ∩ K(A) =: Kµ(A).
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Remark 5.1. For any function w ∈ K(A), ∇ωw̃(Ty′ω) = ∇y′w̃(Ty′ω) = 0 for
y′ ∈ A(ω) and a.e. ω. That is almost all realizations w(Ty′ω) are constants in y′ on
the axons Aj(ω).

The lemma below shows that on functions w ∈ K(A) the L2(A,P)-norm is equiv-
alent to the L2(Ω, µ)-norm.

Lemma 5.2. Let f ∈ L1(Ω) and f(Tx′ω) = fj(ω) is constant in x′ in Āj(ω), j =
1, 2, . . ., for a.a. ω ∈ Ω̄ (with respect to both measures dP(ω) and dµ(ω)). Then∫

A

f(ω)dP(ω) =
1

2

∫
Ω

r(ω)f(ω)dµ(ω).(5.5)

Proof. It suffices to prove this lemma for f ≥ 0 such that f = 0 in Ω \ Ā. For

large enough N > 0 consider the squares q =
[
−N,N

]2
and qr̄ =

[
−N − 2r̄, N +2r̄

]2
(see the assumption (H3)). Since Tx′ is measure preserving, the Campbell formula
(3.3) yields∫

A

∫
R2

χqr̄ (x
′)f(ω)dx′dP(ω) =

∫
Ω

∫
R2

χA(Tx′ω)χqr̄ (x
′)f(Tx′ω)dx′dP(ω)

=

∫
Ω

∫
A(ω)∩qr̄

f(Tx′ω)dx′dP(ω) =

∫
Ω

∑
j

fj(ω)|Aj(ω) ∩ qr̄|dP(ω)

≥
∫
Ω

∑
j:Aj(ω)∩q ̸=∅

fj(ω)πr
2
j (ω)dP(ω)

≥ 1

2

∫
Ω

∫
∂A(ω)

χq(x
′)f(Tx′ω)r(Tx′ω)ds(x′) dP(ω)

=
1

2

∫
R2

∫
Ω

χq(x
′)f(ω)r(ω) dµ(ω) dx′.(5.6)

Calculating the integrals in x′ in both parts of the inequality (5.6), we get

(5.7) (2N + 4r̄)2
∫
Ω

f(ω)dP(ω) ≥ (2N)2

2

∫
Ω

f(ω)r(ω)dµ(ω).

Analogously, starting with χq(x′) instead of χqr̄(x′) in (5.6), we obtain the estimate
from above

(5.8) (2N)2
∫
Ω

f(ω)dP(ω) ≤ (2N + 4r̄)2

2

∫
Ω

f(ω)r(ω)dµ(ω).

Then, passing to the limit as N → ∞ in (5.7), (5.8) completes the proof.

To formulate the limit problem (5.13), we introduce the functional spaces

He = {ue ∈ H1(G) : ue|S0∪SL
= 0},

Hi = {ui ∈ L2(G,Kµ(A)) : ∂x1u
i ∈ L2(G,Kµ(A)), ui|S0∪SL

= 0},
H′

i = {v = ∂2x1x1
ui, ui ∈ Hi},
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where H′
i is dual to Hi.

Consider the non-local integro-differential operator

Lhom(t, ·) : Hi → H′
i(5.9)

given for t ∈ [0, T ] by

Lhom(t, v) = −r(ω)
2

∂x1

(
σi
(
|∂x1

(v + ue)|
)
∂x1

(v + ue)
)
,(5.10)

where ue ∈ He solves

1

2

∫
Ω

∫
G

r(ω)σi (|∂x1(v + ue)|) ∂x1(v + ue)∂x1ϕ
e dx dµ(ω)

+

∫
G

σe
hom(∇ue) · ∇ϕe dx−

∫
Σ

Je
0ϕ

e dS(x) = 0, ∀ϕe ∈ He.(5.11)

It follows from the definition of Lhom that

(Lhom(t, v), [ϕ])L2(G;L2(M,µ)) =

∫
G

σe
hom(∇ue) · ∇ϕe dx(5.12)

+
1

2

∫
Ω

∫
G

r(ω)σi(|∂x1
ui|)∂x1

ui∂x1
ϕi dx dµ(ω)−

∫
Σ

Je
0ϕ

e dS(x).

holds for ue solving (5.11), ui = v + ue and for any ϕe ∈ He, ϕ
i ∈ Hi, [ϕ] = ϕi − ϕe.

We will prove that the asymptotic behavior of solutions of the boundary value
problem (4.2) is described by the following limit model:

cm∂tv0 + Lhom(t, v0) +PK(A)Iion(v0, g0) = 0 in GT ×M,

∂tg0 = θv0 + a− b g0 in GT ×M,(5.13)

v0(0, x) = V0(x), g0(0, x, ω) = G0(x, ω) in G×M,

with ue0 = ue0(t, x), u
i
0 = ui0(t, x, ω) such that ui0(t, x, ·) : M → K(A). Here with a

slight abuse of notation, we set PK(A)Iion(v0, g0) =
v3
0

3 − v0 − PK(A)g0. The well-
posedness of the limit problem (5.13) will be shown in Section 6.3.

The main result of the paper describing the convergence of solutions of (4.2) to
those of the macroscopic problem (5.13) is contained in the following theorem.

Theorem 5.3. Under assumptions (H1)–(H8), for t ∈ [0, T ], the solution {vε, gε}
of the microscopic problem (4.2) converges strongly stochastically two-scale in the
mean on the random surfaces Mε(ω) to the solution {v0, g0} of the macroscopic
problem (5.13), as ε → 0. Moreover, the potential uε converges stochastically two-
scale in the mean in GT (see Definition 3.1) to

u0(t, x, ω) = χΩ\Ā(ω)u
e
0(t, x) + χĀ(ω)u

i
0(t, x, ω),

where ue0 is a solution of the problem (5.11) with v = v0, u
i
0 = v0 + ue0.

Note that the limit problem (5.13) can be formulated in the following form:

cm∂tv0 +PK(A)Iion(v0, g0) =
r(ω)

2
∂x1

(σi(|∂x1
ui0|)) inG×M,∫

Ω

(
cm∂tv0 +PK(A)Iion(v0, g0)

)
dµ(ω) = −div (σe

hom(∇ue0)) inG,
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∂tg0 = θv0 + a− b g0 inG×M,

v0 = ui0 − ue0 inG×M,

ue0 = ui0 = 0 onS0 ∪ SL,

σe
hom(∇ue0) · ν = Je

0 onΣ,

v0(0, x) = V0(x), g0(0, x, ω) = G0(x, ω) inG×M.

Remark 5.4. To discuss the essence of the effective bidomain operator and asymp-
totics of potentials consider a simplified problem. Disregard the recovery variable
gε and consider a stationary counterpart of problem (4.2) obtained by replacing
ε(cm∂tvε + Iion(vε, gε)) by εf(x) with a known function f(x) (independent of ε).
Then, problems for the extracellular potential ueε and intracellular potential uiε de-
couple so that the asymptotic behavior of these potentials can be studied separately.
Indeed, ueε and uiε can be found via the minimization problems.

(5.14) min
ue
ε

∫
Gε(ω)

Qe(|∇ueε|)dx−
∫
Σ

Je
εu

e
εdS − ε

∫
Mε(ω)

fueεdS,

(5.15) min
ui
ε

∫
Fε(ω)

Qi(|∇uiε|)dx+ ε

∫
Mε(ω)

fuiεdS,

where Qα(η) =
∫ η

0
σα(ζ)ζdζ, α = i, e (cf. (5.2)). Considering first ueε, we postulate

the ansatz

(5.16) ueε = ue0(x) + εue1(x, ω, x
′/ε) + o(ε),

assuming that w(x, Ty′ω) = ∇y′ue1(x, ω, y
′) is a stationary random vector field. Then

substituting the ansatz (5.16) in (5.14), one can formally derive the effective conduc-
tivity (5.1)–(5.2). Indeed, since ∇ueε(x) ≃ ∇ue0(x) + (0, w(x, Tx′/εω)) we get,∫

Ω

∫
Gε(ω)

Qe(|∇ueε|)dxdP(ω) →
∫
G

∫
Ω\A

Qe(|∇ue0(x) + (0, w)|)dP(ω)dx.(5.17)

Passing to the limit in other terms, then minimizing in w we get

inf
ue
0

∫
G

[
inf

w∈Vpot

∫
Ω\A

Qe(|ξ + w|)dP(ω)
∣∣∣
ξ=∇ue

0

−
∫
Σ

Je
0u

e
0dS −

∫
Ω

fue0dµ
]
dx

= inf
ue
0

∫
G

[
Φ(∇ue0)−

∫
Σ

Je
0u

e
0dS −

∫
Ω

fue0dµ
]
dx.

Finally, taking the variation in ue0 we arrive at the homogenized equation for the limit
function ue0: −div σe

hom(∇ue0) =
∫
Ω
f(x)dµ(ω).

Since axons form disconnected structure of thin cylinders, the intracellular po-
tential is approximated (on the fine scale) by a random stationary function constant
in cross sections of axons:

(5.18) uiε = ui0(x1, εx
′
j(ω), Tx′/εω) + o(ε),

where x′j(ω) are the coordinates of the axons’ center, and ui0(x1, x
′, · ) ∈ K(A). Then

one can show, using the Campbell formula, that

(5.19)

∫
Ω

∫
Fε(ω)

Qi(|∇uiε|)dxdP(ω) →
∫
Ω

∫
G

r(ω)

2
Qi(|(∂x1

ui0|)dxdµ(ω).
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Passing to the limit in the second term of (5.15) and then taking variations in ui0 we

formally arrive in the stochastic part of the bidomain operator, r(ω)
2 ∂x1

(σi(|∂x1
ui0|)) =

f(x).
The formal computations above are used for the construction of test functions

(6.35)–(6.38). While passing to the limit, we combine the method of monotone oper-
ators combined with the convergence of the test functions (see Lemma 6.6).

Remark 5.5. As mentioned in the introduction, in the numerical study [26], the
authors modeled an axonal fasicle by means of a linear bidomain model. The aim of
the study was to provide a computational model to estimate the regions in which elec-
trical stimulation would lead to a membrane potential exceeding a certain threshold
and, in this way, generate a propagating signal. Using the macroscopic multidomain
type model (5.13) would allow us to account for axons of different radii without dis-
cretizing the original three-dimensional geometry of the bundle.

6. Proof of Theorem 5.3. The proof of Theorem 5.3 is organized as follows. In
Section 6.1 we derive a priori estimates (Lemma 6.1), construct an extension operator
from the extracellular domain Gε(ω) to the whole bundle G (Lemma 6.3), as well
as construct a quasi-extension of uiε in G. In Section 6.2, we formulate the key
compactness results to extract converging subsequences for the membrane potential,
the intra- and extracellular potentials, and their derivatives. Lemma 6.5 is another
important result of the section, stating the convergence of the traces on the lateral
boundary of the axons. Finally, we pass to the limit using the Minty method for
monotone operators. Note that a special choice of test functions in the extracellular
domain (see problem (6.35)–(6.38) and Lemma 6.6) leads to the appearance of the
effective conductivity. In Section A we present several random geometries satisfying
assumptions (H1)–(H4).

6.1. Microscopic problem. We start with writing down a weak formulation
of the microscopic problem. For brevity, we skip the argument ω in vε(t, x), gε(t, x).
In order to transform the problem to a one with a monotone operator, we introduce
a parameter λ > 0, which will be chosen later, and make the following factorization

vε = eλtv̂ε, gε = eλtĝε, σ̂ε(t, x, ω,η) =

{
σ̂e(t, η) = σe(eλtη) in Gε(ω)

σ̂i(t, η) = σi(eλtη) in Fε(ω).

We define the operator L̂(v̂ε) = L̂ε(t, ω; v̂ε) as follows. For any ϕ ∈ H1(Fε(ω)∪Gε(ω)),
ϕ|S0∪SL

= 0, we set

(L̂ε(v̂ε), [ϕ])L2(Mε(ω))

=

∫
Fε(ω)∪Gε(ω)

σ̂ε(t, x, ω, |∇ûε|)∇ûε · ∇ϕdx−
∫
Σ

e−λtJe
εϕ

e dS(x),(6.1)

where ϕe = ϕ|Gε(ω), ϕ|S0∪SL
= 0, and the function ûε ∈ H1(Fε(ω) ∪Gε(ω)) in (6.1),

for a given jump [ûε] = v̂ε, solves the following problem:

div (σ̂ε(t, x, ω, |∇ûε|)∇ûε) = 0 in Fε(ω) ∪Gε(ω),

σ̂e(t, |∇ûeε|)∇ûeε · ν = σ̂i(t, |∇ûiε|)∇ûiε · ν on Mε(ω),

v̂ε = ûiε − ûeε on Mε(ω),(6.2)

σ̂e(t, |∇ûeε|)∇ûeε · ν = e−λtJe
ε (t, x) on Σ,
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ûε = 0 on S0 ∪ SL.

The original system (4.3) transforms into

εcm∂tv̂ε + L̂ε(v̂ε) + εÎion(v̂ε, ĝε) = 0 on (0, T )×Mε(ω),

∂tĝε = θv̂ε + ae−λt − (b+ λ)ĝε on (0, T )×Mε(ω),(6.3)

v̂ε(0, x, ω) = Vε(x, ω), ĝε(0, x, ω) = Gε(x, ω) on Mε(ω),

where

Îion(v̂ε, ĝε) =
e2λt

3
v̂3ε + (cmλ− 1) v̂ε − ĝε.(6.4)

Choosing λ such that

λ ≥ 1

2
(θ + 3) and λ ≥ 1

2
(θ + 1)− b(6.5)

and using Lemma A.4, we ensure that the problem is monotone. The proof of the
monotonicity and well-posedness of problem (6.3), for a fixed ω, follows the lines of
the proof in the deterministic case (see [21]). We refer, namely, to Theorem 1.4 in
[24] and Remark 1.8 in Chapter 2 (see also Theorem 4.1 in [39]).

Lemma 6.1 (A priori estimates). Assume hypotheses (H4)–(H8) hold. A solution
Wε = (v̂ε, ĝε)

T of problem (6.3), for any t ∈ [0, T ], satisfies the following estimates:

ε

∫
Mε(ω)

|v̂ε|4 dS(x) + ε

T∫
0

∫
Mε(ω)

|∂tv̂ε|2 dS(x) dt ≤ C,(6.6)

ε

∫
Mε(ω)

|ĝε|2 dS(x) + ε

T∫
0

∫
Mε(ω)

|∂tĝε|2 dS(x) dt ≤ C,(6.7)

with a constant C independent of ε and t, but depending on T , and the norms of
initial functions ∥Gε∥L2(Mε(ω)), ∥Vε∥H1(G).

Denoting ûε = e−λtuε with [ûε] = v̂ε, one can obtain a priori estimates for the
electric potential in the intra- and extracellular domains, as well as its traces on the
membrane: ∫

Fε(ω)∪Gε(ω)

(
|∇ûε|2 + |ûε|2

)
dx ≤ C,(6.8)

ε

∫
Mε(ω)

(
|ûeε|4 + |ûiε|4

)
dS(x) ≤ C(6.9)

for all t ∈ [0, T ]. The inequalities (6.6), (6.7), (6.8) one can obtain in the same way
as in [21].

To prove (6.9) we use estimate (6.6) for the potential v̂ε = ûiε− ûeε combined with
the bound

∫
Mε(ω)

|ûeε|4 dS(x) ≤ C/ε. The latter bound is derived from theH1-estimate

(6.8) with the help of Lemmas 6.2 and 6.3 below.
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Lemma 6.2. For any function u(x) ∈ H1(G) the following estimate holds

ε

∫
Mε(ω)

|u|4 dS(x) ≤ C

(
ε∥u∥4H1(G) + ∥u∥4L4(G)

)
.

The proof is given in Lemma 4.1 [34] where we treat the case of identical randomly
distributed axons. A similar argument is presented in [35], Lemma 8.1. The main
idea is to derive an estimate for one fixed disc, rescale by ε, and sum up over all the
discs to obtain the integral over Mε(ω).

With the functions ûe, ûi defined in the extra- and intracellular domains, we
associate the functions Πω

ε û
e
ε and ũiε in the whole G constructed in the following way.

The function Πω
ε u

e
ε is a classical extension of ûeε on G, while ũiε equals to the mean

value of ûiε on the cross sections of axons and is extended to G by a cut-off function.

Lemma 6.3 (Extension from the extracellular part to G). For any ω, there
exists an extension operator Πω

ε : H1(Gε(ω)) → H1(G) such that for any function
u(x) ∈ H1(Gε), u(x) = 0 on S0 ∪ S1, the following estimate holds:

∥Πω
ε u∥H1(G) ≤ C∥∇u∥L2(Gε(ω)).

The proof can be found in [34]. As a consequence of (6.6), Lemma 6.2 and Lemma
6.3 we obtain (6.9).

Lemma 6.4 (Quasi-extension from the intracellular part to G). For ûiε satisfying
(6.8), there exists ũiε defined in G and such that for any t ∈ [0, T ] and ω ∈ Ω,
ũiε(t, · , ω) ∈ H1(G), and

(i)

∫
Fε(ω)

|ũiε − ûiε|2 dx+ ε

∫
Mε(ω)

|ũiε − ûiε|2 dS(x) ≤ C ε2.

(ii) For any x1 ∈ [0, L], ũiε is constant on cross sections of axons ∇x′ ũiε|Aε(ω) = 0,
and

ε2
∫
G

|∇x′ ũiε|2 dx ≤ C.

Proof. We set

ũiε(t, x, ω) =
∑
j∈Jε

χ
(
|x′/ε− xj(ω)| − rj(ω)

) 1

|Aεj(ω)|

∫
Aεj(ω)

ûiε(t, x1, x
′, ω) dx′,

(6.10)

where χ(r) is a smooth cut-off function such that χ(r) = 1 if r ≤ 0, and χ(r) = 0
if r > d0/2 (d0 is the minimal distance between the axons, see (H1)). Then, using
the Poincaré inequality on cross sections of axons, we obtain the bound (i), and (ii)
follows directly from the construction of the function ũiε.

6.2. Compactness and passage to the limit. In view of a priori estimates
(6.6), (6.7), up to a subsequence, we have the following stochastic two-scale conver-
gence on random surfaces Mε(ω):

v̂ε
2s−⇀ v̂0 ∈ L4(GT ;L

4(Ω, µ)),

ĝε
2s−⇀ ĝ0 ∈ L2(GT ;L

2(Ω, µ)),

∂tv̂ε
2s−⇀ ∂tv̂0 ∈ L2(GT ;L

2(Ω, µ)),
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∂tĝε
2s−⇀ ∂tĝ0 ∈ L2(GT ;L

2(Ω, µ)),

as ε→ 0. Moreover, for any fixed t ∈ [0, T ],

v̂ε
2s−⇀ v̂0 in L2(G;L2(Ω, µ)),(6.11)

ĝε
2s−⇀ ĝ0 in L2(G;L2(Ω, µ)).(6.12)

By (6.8), Lemmas 6.3, 6.4, and Theorem 3.7 in [9], possibly passing to a further
subsequence, we have the following convergence:

Πω
ε û

e
ε(t, x, ω)

2s−⇀ ûe0(t, x) in L2(GT ;L
2(Ω,P)),(6.13)

∇x(Π
ω
ε û

e
ε(t, x, ω))

2s−⇀ ∇ûe0(t, x) + ẑ(t, x, ω) in (L2(GT ;L
2(Ω,P)))3,

(6.14)

where curlω ẑ = 0,

∫
Ω

ẑ dP(ω) = 0,

ũiε(t, x, ω)
2s−⇀ ûi0(t, x, ω) in L2(GT ;L

2(Ω,P)),(6.15)

ε∇x′ ũiε(t, x, ω)
2s−⇀ ∇ωû

i
0(t, x, ω) in L2(GT ;L

2(Ω,P)).(6.16)

Then

χ
Fε
(x)ûiε(t, x, ω)

2s−⇀ χA(ω)û
i
0(t, x, ω) in L

2(GT ;L
2(Ω,P)),(6.17)

χ
Fε
(x)∂x1 û

i
ε(t, x, ω)

2s−⇀ χA(ω)∂x1 û
i
0(t, x, ω) in L

2(GT ;L
2(Ω,P)),(6.18)

χA(ω)∇ωû
i
0(t, x, ω) = 0.(6.19)

Note that (6.19) follows from (6.16) and the the fact that ∇x′ ũiε = 0 for x′ ∈ Aε(ω).
In the next lemma we prove the convergence of traces of ûeε, û

i
ε on Mε(ω).

Lemma 6.5. For the traces of ûeε, û
i
ε on the random surface Mε(ω) the following

convergences holds:

ûeε(t, x, ω)
2s−⇀ ûe0(t, x) in L

4(GT ;L
4(Ω, µ)),(6.20)

ûiε(t, x, ω)
2s−⇀ ûi0(t, x, ω) in L

4(GT ;L
4(Ω, µ)),(6.21)

where ûe0(t, x) and û
i
0(t, x, ω) are given by (6.13) and (6.15), respectively.

Proof. We prove the convergence for the intracellular component (6.21). The
convergence of ûeε (6.20) is proved similarly.

To this end, it is sufficient to show that, as ε→ 0,

I(ε) = ε

T∫
0

∫
Ω

∫
Mε(ω)

ũiε(t, x, ω)φ(t, x)ϕ(T x′
ε
ω)dS(x)dP(ω)dt

−
∫
GT

∫
Ω

ûi0(t, x, ω)φ(t, x)ϕ(ω)dµ(ω)dxdt→ 0,(6.22)

for any φ ∈ C∞
0 (GT ), ϕ ∈ D∞(Ω), where D∞(Ω) is defined in (3.1), ũiε(t, x, ω) is

the quasi-extension defined by (6.10), and ûi0(t, x, ω) is the limit function in (6.15).



18 I. PETTERSSON, A. RYBALKO, AND V. RYBALKO

We will follow the proof of Lemma 8.1 in [35]. The main trick is to approximate the
surface measure on Mε(ω) by the weighted Lebesgue measure ρδ(Tx′/εω) dx1dx

′ on
R3 where

ρδ(ω) =
1

δ2

∫
∂A(ω)

k

(
y′

δ

)
ds(y′),(6.23)

k(y) ∈ C∞
0 (R2) being a non-negative symmetric function such that

∫
R2 k(y)dy = 1,

δ > 0.
We write I(ε) as a sum

I(ε) = I1(ε, δ) + I2(ε, δ) + I3(δ),

I1(ε, δ) =
∫
GT

∫
Ω

ũiε(t, x, ω)φ(t, x)ϕ(T x′
ε
ω)ρδ(T x′

ε
ω) dP(ω)dx1dx

′dt

−
∫
GT

∫
Ω

ûi0(t, x, ω)φ(t, x)ϕ(ω) dµδ(ω) dxdt;

I2(ε, δ) = ε

T∫
0

∫
Ω

∫
Mε(ω)

ũiε(t, x, ω)φ(t, x)ϕ(T x′
ε
ω) dS(x)dP(ω)dt

−
∫
GT

∫
Ω

ũiε(t, x, ω)φ(t, x)ϕ(T x′
ε
ω)ρδ(T x′

ε
ω)dP(ω) dx1dx

′dt;

I3(δ) =
∫
GT

∫
Ω

ûi0(t, x, ω)φ(t, x)ϕ(ω) (dµδ(ω)− dµ(ω)) dxdt.

Here dµδ(ω) = ρδ(ω)dP(ω) is the Palm measure of ρδ(Tx′/εω) dx1dx
′.

Thanks to (6.15)

I1(ε, δ) → 0, ε→ 0.(6.24)

Next, we estimate I2(ε, δ). We fix t, x1, ω and consider functions

w̃ε(x
′) = ũiε(t, x1, x

′, ω)φ(t, x1, x
′)ϕ(T x′

ε
ω)(6.25)

extended by zero on R2. Changing the variables we have∫
R2

w̃ε(x
′)ρδ(T x′

ε
ω)dx′ = ε2

∫
R2

w̃ε(εy
′)ρδ(Ty′ω)dy′

=
ε2

δ2

∫
R2

w̃ε(εy
′)

∫
∂A(Ty′ω)

k

(
y′′

δ

)
ds(y′′)dy′

=
ε2

δ2

∫
R2

w̃ε(εy
′)

∫
∂A(ω)−y′

k

(
y′′

δ

)
ds(y′′)dy′

=
ε2

δ2

∫
R2

w̃ε(εy
′)

∫
∂A(ω)

k

(
z′ − y′

δ

)
ds(z′)dy′
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=
ε2

δ2

∫
∂A(ω)

∫
R2

k

(
y′ − z′

δ

)
w̃ε(εz

′)dz′ds(y′)

and then

ε

∫
ε∂A(ω)

w̃ε(x
′)ds(x′)−

∫
R2

w̃ε(x
′)ρδ(T x′

ε
ω)dx = ε2

∫
∂A(ω)

wε,δ(y
′)ds(y′),(6.26)

with

wε,δ(y
′) = w̃ε(εy

′)− 1

δ2

∫
R2

k

(
y′ − z′

δ

)
w̃ε(εz

′)dz′.(6.27)

Due to the properties of mollifiers (see, e.g., Lemma 3.5 in [25]), we have

∥wε,δ∥H1(R2) ≤ C∥w̃ε(ε · )∥H1(R2), ∥wε,δ∥L2(R2) ≤ Cδ∥w̃ε(ε · )∥H1(R2).(6.28)

Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, trace inequality, and (6.28) we get

ε2
∫

∂A(ω)

|wε,δ(y
′)|ds(y′) ≤ Cε

(∑
j

∫
∂Aj(ω)

|wε,δ(y
′)|2ds(y′)

)1/2
≤ Cε

(∑
j

∥wε,δ∥H1(Aj(ω))∥wε,δ∥L2(Aj(ω))

)1/2
≤ Cε

(
δ∥wε,δ∥2H1(R2) + δ−1∥wε,δ∥2L2(R2)

)1/2
≤ Cε

√
δ ∥w̃ε(ε · )∥H1(R2) = C

√
δ
(
∥w̃ε∥L2(R2) + ε∥∇w̃ε∥L2(R2)

)
.(6.29)

Integrating (6.26) in t, x1, ω, using (6.29) and Lemmas 6.1, 6.4 we obtain∣∣I2(ε, δ)∣∣ ≤ C
√
δ.(6.30)

To estimate I3(δ), we assume for simplicity that the function ûi0(t, x1, x
′, ω) is con-

tinuously differentiable in x′ (otherwise, it will be approximated by continuously
differentiable in x′ functions). Applying Campbell’s formula (3.3) to the function
ûi0(t, x1, x

′, T x′
ε
ω)φ(t, x1, x

′)ϕ(T x′
ε
ω) we obtain∫

GT

∫
Ω

ûi0(t, x, ω)φ(t, x)ϕ(ω)dµ(ω)dxdt

=ε

T∫
0

L∫
0

∫
Ω

∫
ε∂A(ω)

ûi0(t, x1, x
′, T x′

ε
ω)φ(t, x)ϕ(T x′

ε
ω)ds(x′)dP(ω)dx1dt(6.31)

and ∫
GT

∫
Ω

ûi0(t, x, ω)φ(t, x)ϕ(ω)dµδ(ω)dxdt

=ε2
∫
GT

∫
Ω

ûi0(t, x, T x′
ε
ω)φ(t, x)ϕ(T x′

ε
ω)ρδ(T x′

ε
ω)dP(ω)dxdt(6.32)
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for any ε > 0. Now we fix t, x1, ω and consider the function

z̃ε(x
′) = ũi0(t, x1, x

′, T x′
ε
ω)φ(t, x1, x

′)ϕ(T x′
ε
ω)

extended by zero on R2 in place of (6.25). Then we proceed as before for I2(ε, δ) and
get the following estimate for I3(δ):∣∣I3(δ)∣∣ ≤ C

√
δ
(∫
GT

∫
Ω

(∣∣ûi0∣∣2 + ∣∣∇ωû
i
0

∣∣2 + ε2
∣∣∇x′ ûi0

∣∣2) dP(ω)dxdt
)1/2

.(6.33)

Taking into account the convergence (6.24) and estimates (6.30), (6.33) we pass
to the limit as ε, δ → 0 and obtain (6.22).

In the case when the function ûi0(t, x1, x
′, ω) does not have C1- regularity in x′,

one can approximate it by

û0,δ(t, x1, x
′, ω) =

1

δ2

∫
S

k

(
x′ − y′

δ

)
ûi0(t, x1, y

′, ω)dy′,(6.34)

and use (6.33) for sufficiently small ε > 0. Lemma 6.5 is proved.

To pass to the limit in (6.3), we use the Minty method [29]. For an arbitrary func-
tion ψ(t, x, ω) ∈ C2(GT , L

2(Ω, µ)), we set ψε(t, x, ω) = ψ(t, x, Tx′/εω) which will be

used as a test function for gε. We define also ϕε(t, x, ω) =

{
ϕiε(t, x, ω) if x ∈ Fε(ω)

ϕeε(t, x, ω) if x ∈ Gε(ω)

which we will be chosen later as a test function for vε.
Let ϕe0 ∈ C2(GT ) be an arbitrary function that equals zero on S0 ∪ SL. Take ϕeε

as a solution of the problem

div (σ̂e (t, |∇ϕeε|)∇ϕeε) =
1

1− Λ
div (σ̂e

hom (∇ϕe0)) in Gε(ω),(6.35)

σ̂e (t, |∇ϕeε|)∇ϕeε · ν = 0 on Mε(ω),(6.36)

σ̂e (t, |∇ϕeε|)∇ϕeε · ν = σ̂e
hom (∇ϕe0) · ν on Σ,(6.37)

ϕeε = 0 on S0 ∪ SL.(6.38)

Recall that Λ = P(A) (see (2.7)), the transformed effective extracellular conductivity
σ̂e
hom is define by (5.2), and

σ̂e
hom(t, ξ) = e−λt∇Φ(eλtξ), ξ ∈ R3.(6.39)

Lemma 6.6. For the unique solution ϕeε of (6.35)–(6.38), the following uniform
in t ∈ [0, T ] convergence holds for a.a. ω ∈ Ω:

Πω
ε ϕ

e
ε → ϕe0, strongly in L4(G),(6.40)

as ε→ 0. Moreover,

∇(Πω
ε ϕ

e
ε)

2s−⇀ ∇ϕe0 + z(t, x, ω) in (L2(GT ;L
2(Ω,P)))3,(6.41)

where curlωz = 0,

∫
Ω

z dP(ω) = 0.
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Proof. The proof of (6.41) can be done in the standard way (for example, as
Lemma 4 in [34]) using additionally the monotonicity of the vector field σ̂e(t, |ξ|)ξ
(see also Lemma A.4).

Corollary 6.7. For the solution ϕeε of (6.35)–(6.38) the following strong sto-
chastic two-scale convergence on Mε holds (see (3.5)), as ε→ 0:

Πω
ε ϕ

e
ε

2s−→ ϕe0 strongly in L4(GT ;L
4(Ω, µ)).(6.42)

Proof. We get this result applying Lemma 6.2 with u = Πω
ε ϕ

e
ε −ϕe0 and using the

compactness of the embedding H1(G) ⊂ L4(G).

Next, let us proceed with the definition of the test function ϕiε. Taking an arbi-
trary bounded function ϕi0(t, x, ω) ∈ C2(GT ,K(A)) that equals zero on S0 ∪ SL, we
define test functions ϕiε on each axon by setting

ϕiε(t, x, ω) = ϕi0(t, x1, εx
′
j(ω), T x′

ε
ω), t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ Fεj(ω).(6.43)

By construction (6.43) of ϕiε, we have the strong stochastic two-scale convergence (see
(3.5)), as ε→ 0:

ϕiε
2s−→ ϕi0 strongly in L4(GT ;L

4(Ω,P)).(6.44)

For brevity, in what follows, we omit arguments in the conductivity function and write
σ̂ε(|ξ|) for σ̂ε(t, x, ω, |ξ|). Thanks to the assumption (H4), it holds that

(σ̂ε(|ξ|)ξ − σ̂ε(|η|)η) · (ξ − η) ≥ σ|ξ − η|2, ∀ξ, η ∈ R3,(6.45)

with the positive constant σ (see A.4). Using (6.45) for ∇ϕε,∇ûε we get∫
Fε(ω)∪Gε(ω)

(σ̂ε(|∇ϕε|)∇ϕε − σ̂ε(|∇ûε|)∇ûε) · (∇ϕε −∇ûε)dx

=

∫
Fε(ω)∪Gε(ω)

σ̂ε(|∇ϕε|)∇ϕε · (∇ϕε −∇ûε)dx

− (L̂ε(v̂ε), [ϕε − ûε])L2(Mε(ω)) −
∫
Σ

e−λtJe
ε (ϕ

e
ε − ûeε) dS(x)(6.46)

≥
∫

Fε(ω)∪Gε(ω)

σ|∇ϕε −∇ûε|2dx.

Then (6.46) implies that for a.a. ω ∈ Ω and all t ∈ [0, T ],

− ε

T∫
0

∫
Mε(ω)

(
cm∂tv̂ε + Îion(v̂ε, ĝε)

)
([ϕε]− v̂ε) dS(x)dt

≤
T∫

0

∫
Fε(ω)∪Gε(ω)

σ̂ε(|∇ϕε|)∇ϕε · (∇ϕε −∇ûε)dxdt

−
∫
Σ

e−λtJe
ε (ϕ

e
ε − ûeε) dS(x)−

T∫
0

∫
Fε(ω)∪Gε(ω)

σ|∇ϕε −∇ûε|2dxdt.(6.47)
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We write Îion(v̂ε, ĝε) = Îion(v̂ε, ĝε) + Îion([ϕε], ψε) − Îion([ϕε], ψε) and thanks to
(6.5) obtain

T∫
0

∫
Mε(ω)

(
Îion(v̂ε, ĝε)− Îion([ϕε], ψε)

)
(v̂ε − [ϕε]) dS(x)dt

+

T∫
0

∫
Mε(ω)

((b+ λ)ĝε − θv̂ε − (b+ λ)ψε + θ[ϕε]) (ĝε − ψε) dS(x)dt ≥ 0.(6.48)

Multiplying the equation for ĝε in (6.3) by ε (ĝε − ψε), replacing v̂ε = v̂ε + [ϕε]− [ϕε],
ĝε = ĝε + ψε − ψε in the right-hand side and integrating, we obtain

ε

2

∫
Mε(ω)

ĝ2ε(T ) dS(x)−
ε

2

∫
Mε(ω)

g2ε(0) dS(x)− ε

T∫
0

∫
Mε(ω)

∂tĝε ψε dS(x) dt

+ ε

T∫
0

∫
Mε(ω)

(
θ[ϕε] + ae−λt − (λ+ b)ψε

)
(ψε − ĝε) dS(x) dt(6.49)

+ ε

T∫
0

∫
Mε(ω)

(
θ(v̂ε − [ϕε])− (λ+ b)(ĝε − ψε)

)
(ψε − ĝε) dS(x) dt = 0.

Then (6.47), (6.48) yield

εcm
2

∫
Mε(ω)

v̂2ε(T ) dS(x) +
ε

2

∫
Mε(ω)

ĝ2ε(T ) dS(x)

−εcm
2

∫
Mε(ω)

v2ε(0) dS(x)−
ε

2

∫
Mε(ω)

g2ε(0) dS(x)

−εcm

T∫
0

∫
Mε

∂tv̂ε[ϕε] dS(x) dt− ε

T∫
0

∫
Mε(ω)

∂tĝεψε dS(x) dt

+ε

T∫
0

∫
Mε(ω)

(
Îion([ϕε], ψε)

)
(v̂ε − [ϕε]) dS(x)dt

+ε

T∫
0

∫
Mε(ω)

(
θ[ϕε] + ae−λt − (λ+ b)ψε

)
(ψε − ĝε) dS(x) dt

≤
T∫

0

∫
Fε(ω)∪Gε(ω)

σ̂ε(|∇ϕε|)∇ϕε · (∇ϕε −∇ûε)dxdt

−
T∫

0

∫
Σ

e−λtJe
ε (ϕ

e
ε − ûeε) dS(x)dt−

T∫
0

∫
Fε(ω)∪Gε(ω)

σ|∇ϕε −∇ûε|2dxdt.(6.50)
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Next, we integrate (6.50) over Ω and pass to the limit as ε→ 0.
Due to the lower semi-continuity of L2-norms of functions v̂ε, ĝε and taking into

account (6.11), (6.12), we get:

lim inf
ε→0

ε

∫
Ω

∫
Mε(ω)

v̂2ε(T ) dx dP(ω) ≥
∫
Ω

∫
G

v̂20(T ) dx dµ(ω),(6.51)

lim inf
ε→0

ε

∫
Ω

∫
Mε(ω)

ĝ2ε(T ) dx dP(ω) ≥
∫
Ω

∫
G

ĝ20(T ) dx dµ(ω).(6.52)

Further, we have the following convergence

T∫
0

∫
Ω

∫
Gε(ω)

σ̂e(|∇ϕeε|)∇ϕeε · ∇(ϕeε − ûeε) dx dP(ω) dt

→
T∫

0

∫
G

σ̂hom(∇ϕe0) · (∇ϕe0 −∇ûe0)dx dt.(6.53)

Indeed, multiplying (6.35) by (ϕeε − ûeε), integrating by parts, and using boundary
conditions (6.36)-(6.38) we obtain∫

Gε(ω)

σ̂e(|∇ϕeε|)∇ϕeε · ∇(ϕeε − ûeε) dx =

∫
G

σ̂hom(∇ϕe0) · (∇Πω
ε ϕ

e
ε −∇Πω

ε û
e
ε)dx

+

∫
G

div (σ̂hom(∇ϕe0))
(
1− 1

1− Λ
χ

Gε
(x)

)
(Πω

ε ϕ
e
ε −Πω

ε û
e
ε) dx.(6.54)

Due to (6.14), (6.41)

T∫
0

∫
Ω

∫
G

σ̂hom(∇ϕe0) · (∇Πω
ε ϕ

e
ε −∇Πω

ε û
e
ε)dx dP(ω) dt

→
T∫

0

∫
G

σ̂hom(∇ϕe0) · (∇ϕe0 −∇ûe0)dx dt.(6.55)

Since χ
Gε

(x) converges strongly stochastically two-scale to χΩ\Ā(ω) and in view of
(6.40), (6.13) we also have

T∫
0

∫
Ω

∫
G

div (σ̂hom(∇ϕe0))
(
1− 1

1− Λ
χ

Gε
(x)

)
(Πω

ε ϕ
e
ε −Πω

ε û
e
ε) dxdP(ω) dt

→
T∫

0

∫
G

σ̂hom(∇ϕe0) · (ϕe0 − ûe0)dx dt

∫
Ω

(
1− 1

1− Λ
χΩ\Ā(ω)

)
dP(ω) = 0,(6.56)

thus (6.54) is established.
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By the construction of the test function ϕiε, using (6.18) and Lemma 5.2 we
conclude that

T∫
0

∫
Ω

∫
Fε

σ̂i(|∇ϕiε|)∇ϕiε · ∇(ϕiε − ûiε) dx dP(ω) dt

→
T∫

0

∫
A

∫
G

σ̂i(|∇ϕi0|)∂x1
ϕi0 ∂x1

(ϕi0 − ûi0) dx dP(ω) dt

=
1

2

T∫
0

∫
Ω

∫
G

r(ω)σ̂i(|∇ϕi0|)∂x1ϕ
i
0 ∂x1(ϕ

i
0 − ûi0) dx dµ(ω) dt.(6.57)

Finally, pass to the limit in the first term of the last line of (6.50). To this
end, consider a harmonic function Ψε(t, ·) ∈ H1(G) being a solution of the following
problem:

∆Ψε(t, x) = 0 in G,

∇Ψε(t, x) · ν = e−λtJe
ε on Σ,(6.58)

Ψε(t, x) = 0 on S0 ∪ SL.

Using (H8) one can show that

∇Ψε → ∇Ψ strongly in L2(GT ),(6.59)

where Ψ solves (6.58) with e−λtJe
0 in place of e−λtJe

ε . Then we represent

T∫
0

∫
Σ

e−λtJe
ε (ϕ

e
ε − ûeε) dS(x) dt

=

T∫
0

∫
G

∆Ψ(Πω
ε ϕ

e
ε −Πω

ε û
e
ε) dx dt+

T∫
0

∫
G

∇Ψ · ∇ (Πω
ε ϕ

e
ε −Πω

ε û
e
ε) dx dt,(6.60)

and pass to the limit using (6.58), (6.59), (6.14), (6.41):

T∫
0

∫
Σ

e−λtJe
ε (ϕ

e
ε − ûeε) dS(x) dt→

T∫
0

∫
Σ

e−λtJe
0 (ϕ

e
0 − ûe0) dS(x) dt.(6.61)

Summarizing, from (6.51), (6.52), (6.55), (6.57) we pass to the limit in (6.50) and
obtain

cm

∫
Ω

∫
GT

∂tv̂0(v̂0 − [ϕ0]) dx dµ(ω) dt+

∫
Ω

∫
GT

∂tĝ0(ĝ0 − ψ) dx dµ(ω) dt

+

∫
Ω

∫
GT

Îion([ϕ0], ψ) (v̂0 − [ϕ0]) dx dµ(ω) dt

+

∫
Ω

∫
GT

(
θ[ϕ0] + ae−λt − (λ+ b)ψ

)
(ψ − ĝ0)dx dµ(ω) dt
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≤
∫
GT

σ̂hom(∇ϕe0) · (∇ϕe0 −∇ûe0)dx dt−
T∫

0

e−λt

∫
Σ

Je
0 (ϕ

e
0 − ûe0) dS(x) dt(6.62)

+
1

2

∫
Ω

∫
GT

r(ω)σ̂i(|∂x1
ϕi0|)∂x1

ϕi0 ∂x1
(ϕi0 − ûi0) dx dµ(ω) dt.

By density, (6.62) holds for test functions

ϕi0 ∈ L4(GT ;L
4(Ω, µ) ∩ K(A)) : ∂x1

ϕi0 ∈ L2(GT ;Kµ(A)), ϕi0 = 0 on S0 ∪ SL,

ϕe0 ∈ L4(GT ) : ∇ϕe0 ∈
(
L2(GT )

)3
, ϕe0 = 0 on S0 ∪ SL,

ψ ∈ L2(GT ;L
2(Ω, µ)).

Now let us take in (6.62) test functions in the form

ϕe0 = ûe0 + δϕ̃e0, ϕi0 = ûi0 + δϕ̃i0,

ψ = ĝ0 + δψ̃, [ϕ0] = v̂0 + δ[ϕ̃0],

where δ ̸= 0 is a small parameter, and ϕ̃i0, ϕ̃
e
0, ψ̃ are of the same classes as the functions

ϕi0, ϕ
e
0, ψ. We obtain

− δcm

∫
Ω

∫
GT

∂tv̂0[ϕ̃0] dx dµ(ω) dt− δ

∫
Ω

∫
GT

∂tĝ0ψ̃ dx dµ(ω) dt

− δ

∫
Ω

∫
GT

(
(cmλ− 1)(v̂0 + δ[ϕ̃0]) +

e2λt

3

(
v̂0 + δ[ϕ̃0]

)3
− ĝ0 − δψ̃

)
[ϕ̃0]dx dµ(ω) dt

+ δ

∫
Ω

∫
GT

(
θ
(
v̂0 + δ[ϕ̃0]

)
+ ae−λt − (λ+ b)(ĝ0 + δψ̃))

)
ψ̃dx dµ(ω) dt

≤ δ

∫
GT

σ̂hom(∇(ûe0 + δϕ̃e0)) · ∇ϕ̃e0dx dt

+
δ

2

∫
Ω

∫
GT

r(ω)σ̂i(|∂x1
(ûi0 + δϕ̃i0)|)∂x1

(ûi0 + δϕ̃i0)|) ∂x1
ϕ̃i0 dx dµ(ω) dt.

− δ

T∫
0

e−λt

∫
Σ

Je
0 ϕ̃

e
0 dS(x) dt.

Then, dividing the last inequality by δ and passing to the limits, as δ → ±0, we get

cm

∫
Ω

∫
GT

∂tv̂0[ϕ̃0] dx dµ(ω) dt+

∫
Ω

∫
GT

∂tĝ0ψ̃ dx dµ(ω) dt

+

∫
Ω

∫
GT

(
(cmλ− 1)v̂0 +

e2λt

3
v̂30 − ĝ0

)
[ϕ̃0] dx dµ(ω) dt

−
∫
Ω

∫
GT

(
θv̂0 + ae−λt − (λ+ b)ĝ0

)
ψ̃ dx dµ(ω) dt
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+

∫
GT

σ̂hom(∇ûe0) · ∇ϕ̃e0dx dt

+
1

2

∫
Ω

∫
GT

r(ω)σ̂i(|∂x1
ûi0|)∂x1

ûi0 ∂x1
ϕ̃i0 dx dµ(ω) dt

−
T∫

0

e−λt

∫
Σ

Je
0 ϕ̃

e
0 dS(x) dt = 0(6.63)

By taking ψ̃ = 0 and ϕ̃e0 = ϕ̃i0 = φ̃0 in (6.63) (with an arbitrary φ̃0 ∈ C2(GT ) that
equals zero on S0 ∪ SL), we derive that for almost all t ∈ [0, T ], the function ûe0 ∈ He

solves the following problem

1

2

∫
Ω

∫
G

r(ω)σ̂i (|∂x1(v̂0 + ûe0)|) ∂x1(v̂0 + ûe0)∂x1
φ0 dx dµ(ω)

+

∫
G

σ̂e
hom(∇ûe0) · ∇φ0 dx− e−λt

∫
Σ

Je
0φ0 dS(x) = 0, ∀φ0 ∈ He.(6.64)

We introduce the operator L̂hom(t, ·) : Hi → H′
i by setting

L̂hom(t, v̂) = −r(ω)
2

∂x1

(
σ̂i
(
|∂x1(v̂ + ûe)|

)
∂x1(v̂ + ûe)

)
,(6.65)

and rewrite (6.63) in the following form

cm

∫
Ω

∫
GT

∂tv̂0[ϕ̃0] dx dµ(ω) dt+

∫
Ω

∫
GT

∂tĝ0ψ̃ dx dµ(ω) dt

+

∫
Ω

∫
GT

(
(cmλ− 1)v̂0 +

e2λt

3
v̂30 − ĝ0

)
[ϕ̃0]dx dµ(ω) dt(6.66)

−
∫
Ω

∫
GT

(
θv̂0 + ae−λt − (λ+ b)ĝ0

)
ψ̃dx dµ(ω) dt

+

T∫
0

(L̂hom(t, v̂), [ϕ̃0])L2(G;L2(M,µ)) dt = 0.

Taking in (6.66) successively ψ̃ = 0 and ϕ̃e0 = ϕ̃i0 = 0, since ϕ̃i,e0 (t, x, · ) ∈ K(A), we
obtain the weak formulation of the following homogenized problem in terms of v̂0, ĝ0:

cm∂tv̂0 + L̂hom(t, v̂0) +PK(A)Îion(v̂0, ĝ0) = 0 in GT ×M,

∂tĝ0 + (λ+ b)ĝ0 − θv̂0 − ae−λt = 0 in GT ×M,(6.67)

v̂0(0, x) = V0(x), ĝ0(0, x, ω) = G0(x, ω) in G×M,

where Îion is defined by (6.4).
Performing the change of unknowns ûe0 = e−λtue0, û

i
0 = e−λtui0, v̂0 = e−λtv0,

ĝ0 = e−λtg0 in (6.67), we arrive at the homogenized problem (5.13). Since the proof
for t = T can be repeated for all t ∈ [0, T ], it completes the proof of Theorem 5.3. □
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6.3. Well-posedness of the limit problem. To prove that the limit problem
(5.13) possesses a unique solution, we rewrite (6.67) in the following form

∂tW0 +B1(t,W0) +B2(t,W0) +B3(t,W0) = F0(t) in GT ×M,

W0(0, x, ω) =W 0
0 (x, ω) in G×M,(6.68)

where

W0 =

(
v̂0

ĝ0

)
, W 0

0 =

(
V0

G0

)
,

B1(t,W0) :=

 1

cm
L̂hom(t, v̂0)−

1

cm
L̂hom(t, 0)

0

 ,

B2(t,W0) :=

e
2λt

3cm
v̂30

0

 , B3(t,W0) :=

(λ− 1

cm

)
v̂0 −

1

cm
PK(A)ĝ0

(λ+ b)ĝ0 − θv̂0

 ,

F0(t) :=

− 1

cm
L̂hom(t, 0)

ae−λt

 .

Recall that

Hi = {ui ∈ L2(G;Kµ(A)) : ∂x1
ui ∈ L2(G;Kµ(A)), ui|S0∪SL

= 0},

with the norm given by

∥u∥2Hi
=

∫
Ω

∫
G

|u|2 dx dµ(ω) +
∫
Ω

∫
G

|∂x1
u|2 dx dµ(ω).

We also introduce the following functional spaces:

H = L2(G;Kµ(A))× L2(G;L2(Ω, µ)),

V1 = Hi × L2(G;L2(Ω, µ)).

V2 = L4(G;L4(Ω, µ) ∩ K(A))× L2(G;L2(Ω, µ)).

One can check that the operators Bi are monotone and satisfy the conditions of
Theorem 1.4 in [24] and Remark 1.8 in Chapter 2 (see also Theorem 4.1 in [39]) which
proves the existence of a unique solution to problem (6.68).

Appendix A. Examples of random geometry. In Sections A.1, A.2,
we present examples of a probability space (Ω, σ,P), a dynamical system Tx′ , and a
random set A(ω) together with A providing randomly placed axons of a finite number
of different radii. We refer to [34] for the case of identical randomly distributed axons.

A.1. Randomly distributed disks of two different radii. In what follows,
we will use the ergodicity of the random shifts.

Lemma A.1 (Random shifts of a periodic structure). Given a sample space
Ω = [0, 1)3 with the Lebesgue measure and the Borel σ-algebra F , define the shifts Tx
as follows:

Txω = ω + x− [ω + x], ω ∈ Ω, x ∈ R3.(A.1)
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Here [x] is the floor of x ∈ R3 (the integer part of x). Then the group of transforma-
tions Tx : Ω → Ω is ergodic.

Proof. Note that for the integer shifts x ∈ Z3, the semigroup becomes the identity
transformation Txω = ω. Clearly, Tx satisfies the semigroup properties. Indeed,
T0ω = 0, and

TyTxω = Ty(ω + x− [ω + x])

= ω + x− [ω + x] + y − [ω + x− [ω + x] + y]

= ω + x+ y − [ω + x+ y] = Ty+xω.

To check that the transformation is measure-preserving it is sufficient to do it for an
arbitrary cell [a1, b1)× [a2, b2)× [a3, b3) ⊂ [0, 1)3 (generating algebra). This is clearly
true because the Lebesgue measure is translation-invariant.

Let us check that Tx is ergodic. Take any cell A = [a1, b1) × [a2, b2) × [a3, b3) ⊂
[0, 1)3 invariant with respect to the transformation Tx, for any x ∈ R3. If x ∈ Z3,
any cell is an invariant set because, in this case, Tx = Id. For non-integer x, the only
invariant sets are the empty set and [0, 1)3. No set of the form TxA with at least one
xi /∈ Z is invariant. Suppose that the first component x1 is not aninteger. Then the
projection of the image of A under Tx (which is a finite union of cells) on the x1-axis
does not coincide with [a1, b1). Therefore, the only sets that are invariant for any
x ∈ R3 are the empty set and [0, 1)3, and the group of transformations Tx is ergodic.

To construct a random structure with disks of two different radii, we start by
defining a probability space (Ω,F ,P). Let the sample space be Ω = Ω′ × Y , where

Ω′ = {0, 1, 2}Z
2

, Y = [0, 1)2. The elements of the sample space are ω = (ω′, ξ)
describe a system of randomly independently distributed disks centered at the points
Z2 + ( 12 ,

1
2 )− ξ. Here, ω′ ∈ Ω′ determines the scattering of the disks

Dk(z) =

{
x′ ∈ R2 : |x′ − z − (1/2, 1/2)| < rk

}
, k = 1, 2,

of two distinct radii r1 < r2 < 1/2 centered at the nodes of the lattice Z2+(1/2, 1/2),
and is given by

ω′(z) =


0 if there is no disk centered at z + (1/2, 1/2),

1 if there is a disk D1(z),

2 if there is a disk D2(z).

We assume that the probabilities of these independent events are positive, and they
will be denoted by p0, p1, and p2, respectively, such that p0 + p1 + p2 = 1. One can
interpret ω′ as coloring the cells of the grid Z2 in three different colors. The random
shift of all the disks is given by ξ ∈ Y = [0, 1)2.

In order to construct a σ-algebra σ′ ⊂ 2Ω
′
and a probability measure dP ′(ω′),

for an arbitrary finite subset CN ⊂ Z2, CN = {zk; k = 1, . . . , N}, we consider a
cylindrical set ω̃′

N = {ω′ : ω′(zk) = ω′
k, k = 1, . . . , N}, with ω′

k ∈ {0, 1, 2}, and define
its probability by

P ′(ω̃′
N ) = pN0

0 pN1
1 pN2

2 , where Ni = #{k : ω′
k = i}.

By the Kolmogorov extension theorem [38], this probability measure can be extended
to dP ′ with the σ-algebra σ′ generated by cylindrical sets.
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We define then a σ-algebra on Ω by setting F = σ′ × B, with B being the Borel
σ-algebra on the unit cell Y = [0, 1)2, and defining the probability measure on σ as
dP = dP ′dξ, where dξ is the Lebesgue measure on Y .

In the next step, we introduce a dynamical system Tx′ : Ω → Ω by setting

Tx′ω =
(
ω′(z + [x′ + ξ]), x′ + ξ − [x′ + ξ]

)
,(A.2)

where [x′ + ξ] is the integer part of x′ + ξ. The mapping (A.2) is a group of measure
preserving transformations such that (i)–(iii) are satisfied. Indeed, since [x′ + ξ] =
x+ [ξ] for x ∈ Z2, Tx′ satisfies the group property:

T0ω = (ω′(z), ξ),

Ty′(Tx′ω) = Ty′
(
ω′(z̃), ξ̃

)
, z̃ = z + [x′ + ξ], ξ̃ = x′ + ξ − [x′ + ξ],

Ty′(Tx′ω) =
(
ω′(z̃ + [y′ + ξ̃]), y′ + ξ̃ − [y′ + ξ̃]

)
=
(
ω′(z + [y′ + x′ + ξ]), y′ + x′ + ξ − [y′ + x′ + ξ]

)
= Ty′+x′ω.

The measurability of Txω follows from the definition, as a composition of measurable
maps.

Lemma A.2. Tx′ : (Ω,F ,P) → (Ω,F ,P) given by (A.2) is ergodic.

Proof. Take any set A ⊂ F invariant with respect to Tx, that is TxA = A for any
x ∈ R3. From (A.2) we see that

Tx′ω =
(
S′
[x′+ξ]ω

′, S′′
x′ξ
)
,

S′
[x′+ξ]ω

′ = ω′(·+ [x′ + ξ]), S′′
x′ξ = x′ + ξ − [x′ + ξ].

One can see that both shifts S′
x′ : (Ω′,F ,P) → (Ω′,F ,P) and S′′

x′ : ([0, 1)2,B, λ) →
([0, 1)2,B, λ) are measure preserving groups of transformations, x′ ∈ R2. If A ⊂ F is
Tx′ -invariant, then

A = {ω = (ω′, ξ) : ω ∈ A′, ξ ∈ A′′},
Tx′A = A ⇒ S′

x′A′ = A′, S′′
x′A′′ = A′′.

Since the measure dP = dP ′ × dλ is a product measure, a set A of pairs (ω′, ξ) is
invariant if A′ and A′′ are invariant with respect to the corresponding shifts. We
have already proved that the shifts of the periodic structure are ergodic (see Example
A.1), so S′′

x′ is ergodic. As for S′
x′ , we need to prove the ergodicity only for integer x′.

Let us show that S′
x′ is ergodic for x′ ∈ Z2. Take an invariant w.r.t S′

x′ set A′, and
suppose that P ′(A′) is not zero or one. There exists a cylinder set A′

δ approximating
A′, that is for any δ < 0,

P(A′∆A′
δ) ≤ δ, P(S′

x′A′∆S′
x′A′

δ) ≤ δ,(A.3)

where we have used the measure preserving property of S′
x′ . Now, since A′ is S′

x′ -
invariant,

P ′(A′ ∩ S′
x′A′) = P ′(A′).(A.4)

At the same time, there exists (maybe large) x0 ∈ Z2 such that the cylinder sets A′
δ

and S′
x0
A′

δ are supported by the finite sets of points in Z2 that do not intersect. The
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events A′
δ and S′

x0
A′

δ have the same measure since the number of disks with different
radii is not affected by a shift. That implies

P ′(A′
δ ∩ S′

x′A′
δ) = P ′(A′

δ)
2.(A.5)

Combining (A.3)–(A.5) we get

P ′(A′) = P ′(A′
δ)

2 +O(δ), δ → 0 ⇒ P ′(A′) = 0 or 1.

Since P is a product measure, the ergodicity of S′
x′ and S′′

x′ implies the ergodicity of
Tx with respect to P.

Next proposition specifies the prototypes Ak, k = 1, 2 of the random sets Ak(ω).

Lemma A.3. Let A(ω) be a collection of disks of two different radii r1, r2:

A(ω) =
2⋃

k=1

⋃
j∈Z2:ω′(j)=k

(Dk(j)− ξ), Dk(j) = {x′ : |x′ − j − (1/2, 1/2)| ≤ rk}.

Then

Ak = {ω ∈ Ω : ω′(0) = k, ξ ∈ Dk(0)}, k = 1, 2.(A.6)

Proof. A given point x′ ∈ R2 either belongs or not to a disk Dk(j) − ξ for some
k and j. Suppose first that x′ ∈ (Dk(j)− ξ). Then (x′ + ξ) ∈ Dk(j), and [x′ + ξ] = j.
Then

Tx′ω = (ω′(z + j), x′ + ξ − j) ∈ Ak

since ω′(j) = k and z ∈ Z2.
If x does not belong to Dk(j)− ξ for any j, k, a similar argument leads to Tx′ω /∈

Ak, that proves Lemma A.3.

The construction in Lemma A.3 gives a random placement of disks in R2. Figure 2
illustrates this example for specific p0, p1, and p2.

Note that due to (A.6), the limit densities (2.7) can be computed explicitly

P(Ak) = πr2kpk,(A.7)

since the probability to have a disk of radius rk at z = 0 is pk, and the Lebesgue
measure of Dk

0 is πr2k.
To write down the limit problem (5.13) in the example under consideration, we

start by characterizing the Palm measure and computing the projection on K(A).
Recall Lemma 5.2 and take f = 1 on Āk and zero otherwise. Equality (5.5) takes the
form

P(Ak) =
rk
2

∫
Āk

dµ(ω),

that yields µ(Ak) = 2πrkpk. We also introduce components of the prototype set M

M = M1 ∪M2, Mk = {ω ∈ Ω : ω′(0) = k, ξ ∈ ∂Dk(0)}, k = 1, 2.(A.8)
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Next, we compute the projection of the limit function g0(x, ω) on K(A) in L2(Ω, µ).
Choosing an orthonormal basis in K(A), ek = χMk

(ω)/
√
µ(Mk), k = 1, 2, the pro-

jection takes the form

PK(A)g0(t, x, ω) =

2∑
k=1

χMk

µ(Mk)

∫
Mk

g0(t, x, ω) dµ(ω).

The Palm measure µ(ω) is

dµ(ω) =

2∑
k=1

δ(ω′(0)− k)δ(|ξ| − rk) dP ′(ω′)dsξ,

where dsξ denote the arc length measure on ∂Drk(0). By the definition of Mk (A.8),

PK(A)g0(t, x, ω) =

2∑
k=1

δ(ω′(0)− k)δ(|ξ| − rk)

µ(Mk)

∫
ω′(0)=k

∫
∂Drk

(0)

g0(t, x, ω
′, ξ) dP ′(ω′)dsξ.

(A.9)

Thus,

PK(A)g0(t, x, ω)
∣∣
ω∈Mk

= gk0 (t, x) =
1

2πrkpk

∫
ω′(0)=k

∫
∂Drk

(0)

g0(t, x, ω
′, ξ) dP ′(ω′)dsξ.

(A.10)

Denoting ui0(t, x, ω)
∣∣
ω∈Mk

= uik0 (t, x), we obtain the following limit problem

cm∂tv
k
0 + Iion(v

k
0 , g

k
0 ) =

rk
2
∂x1

(σi(|∂x1
uik0 |)) inGT ,

2∑
k=1

P(Ak)(cm∂tv
k
0 + Iion(v

k
0 , g

k
0 )) = −div (σe

hom(∇ue0)) inGT ,

∂tg0 = θv0 + a− b g0, inGT ×M(A.11)

vk0 = uik0 − ue0 inG,

ue0 = uik0 = 0 onS0 ∪ SL,

σe
hom(∇ue0) · ν = Je

0 onΣ,

vk0 (0, x) = V0(x), g0(0, x, ω) = G0(x, ω) inG×M.

A.2. Disks with a finite number of different radii and random shifts.
With small modifications, we generalize the example in the previous section and in-
clude random independent shifts inside the grid. Let R < 1/2, and let η = (η1, η2, . . .)
be uniformly distributed random variables with values in B1/2−R(0) (ball of radius
1/2−R centered at the origin).

We introduce a sample space Ω = Ω′ × Ω′′ × Y , where Ω′ will determine the
scattering of the disks of N different radii (equivalently, the coloring of the cells in
the periodic grid in N +1 colors); Ω′′ represents the random shifts of disks inside the
cells, and Y = [0, 1)2 is an auxiliary shift of the whole structure to ensure that the
group property is satisfied.
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Fig. 2: Random distribution of discs in Section A.1: p0 = 1/3 (no disk), p1 = 1/2
(orange disk with radius r1 = 0.2), p2 = 1/6 (blue disk with radius r2 = 0.3).

The elements ω′ of the sample space Ω′ are functions from Z2 to {0, 1, . . . , N},
and describe a system of randomly independently distributed disks centered at the
points Z2 + ( 12 ,

1
2 )− ξ. As before, we denote the disks by

Dk(z) =

{
x′ ∈ R2 : |x′ − z − (1/2, 1/2)| < rk

}
, k = 1, . . . , N.

The coloring is defined by

ω′(z) =

{
0 if there is no disk centered at z + (1/2, 1/2),

k if there is a disk Dk(z), k = 1, . . . , N.

We assume that the probabilities of these independent events are positive, and they
will be denoted by pk, k = 1, . . . , N , such that

∑N
k=1 pk = 1. Next, the random shifts

of each disk are represented by the elements of Ω′′ : Z2 → B1/2−R(0). The random
shift of all the disks is given by ξ ∈ Y = [0, 1)2.

The sample space is then the product Ω = Ω′ × Ω′′ × Y . The sigma-algebra and
a probability measure for Ω′ are constructed in the previous example.

To use the Kolmogorov theorem and construct a sigma-algebra and a probability
measure for Ω′′, we introduce the cylinder sets. For an arbitrary finite number of
points on the grid {j1, j2, . . . , jN}, we consider a cylindrical set

CN (Ij1 , . . . , IjN ) = {ηj1(ω) ∈ Ij1 , . . . , ηjN (ω) ∈ IjN }, Ijk ⊂ B1/2−R(0),

and define its probability by

P ′′{ηj1(ω) ∈ Ij1 , . . . , ηj1(ω) ∈ IjN } = ΠN
k=1

|Ijk |
|B1/2−R(0)|

.

By the Kolmogorov extension theorem, P ′′ can be extended to dP ′′ with the σ-algebra
σ′′ generated by cylindrical sets.

We define then a σ-algebra on Ω by setting F = σ′ × σ′′ × B, with B being the
Borel σ-algebra on the unit cell Y = [0, 1)2, and the probability measure on σ as
dP = dP ′ dP ′′ dξ, where dξ is the Lebesgue measure on Y .

Finally, we introduce a dynamical system Tx′ : Ω → Ω:

Tx′ω =
(
ω′(z + [x′ + ξ]), η(z + [x′ + ξ]), x′ + ξ − [x′ + ξ]

)
,(A.12)
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where [x′ + ξ] is the integer part of x′ + ξ. The mapping (A.12) is a group of measure
preserving transformations such that (i)–(iii) are satisfied, and Tx′ is ergodic. For

A =

N⋃
k=1

Ak =

N⋃
k=1

{ω ∈ Ω : ω′(0) = k, η(0) ∈ B1/2−R(0), ξ ∈ Dk(0) + η(0)},(A.13)

we obtain a collection of disks of N different radii rk, k = 1, . . . , N :

A(ω) =

N⋃
k=1

⋃
j∈Z2:ω′(j)=k

(Dk(j) + η(j)− ξ), Dk(j) = {ζ : |ζ − j − (1/2, 1/2)| ≤ rk}.

Using (A.13), one can see that the limit densities are the same as in the previous
example: P(Ak) = πr2kpk.

Among other examples of random geometry are those involving Voronoi tessela-
tion structures (see, e.g., Example 4 in [8], and Example 3 in [28]).

A.3. Monotonicity of the nonlinear terms.

Lemma A.4. Let σ(η) satisfy (H4), that is

0 < σ ≤ σ(η) ≤ σ, η
d

dη
σ(η) + η > 0.

Then for all ξ, η ∈ R3 it holds

(σ(|ξ|)ξ − σ(|η|)η) · (ξ − η) ≥ σ|ξ − η|2,(A.14)

with σ in assumption (H4).

Proof. Introduce ζ(t) = η+t(ξ−η) for 0 ≤ t ≤ 1 and consider F (t) = σ(|ζ(t)|)ζ(t).
Since F (0) = η, F (1) = ξ, (A.14) is equivalent to the inequality

(F (1)− F (0)) · (ζ(1)− ζ(0)) = F ′(ζ(t0)) · (ξ − η) > 0.

Differentiating F in t, we obtain

F ′(ζ(t)) · ζ ′(t) = σ′(|ζ(t)|)ζ
′(t) · ζ(t)
|ζ(t)|

ζ(t) · ζ ′(t) + σ(|ζ(t)|)|ζ ′(t)|2

= |ζ(t)|σ′(|ζ(t)|)
(
projζ/|ζ|ζ

′(t)
)2

+ σ(|ζ(t)|)|ζ ′(t)|2

=
(
projζ/|ζ|ζ

′(t)
)2(|ζ(t)|σ′(|ζ(t)|) + σ(|ζ(t)|)

)
+ σ(|ζ(t)|)

(
|ζ ′(t)|2 −

(
projζ/|ζ|ζ

′(t)
)2)

where projζ/|ζ|ζ
′(t) = ζ′(t)·ζ(t)

|ζ(t)| is the projection of ζ ′(t) on the unit vector ζ(t)/|ζ(t)|.
By assumption (H4), we can estimate the last expression from below, using ζ ′(t) =
ξ − η:

F ′(ζ(t)) · ζ ′(t) ≥ σ |ζ ′(t)|2 = σ|ξ − η|2.

Appendix B. Nondimensionalization of the problem. The asymptotic
analysis of the microscopic problem is done under the assumption that a typical
diameter of individual axons in the fascicle is much smaller than its length. In order
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to motivate the choice of the scaling parameter ε in the nonlinear dynamics on the
membrane, one needs to perform the nondimensionalization of the problem. In the
current section, we provide an example of how such an analysis can be done for specific
applications of electrical stimulation. For the dimension analysis of the ionic current,
we refer to [37], and for the dimension analysis in the homogenization context to [32]
and [11].

Let L0 be a characteristic length of a nerve, T0 a characteristic time of signal
propagation, Σ0 a characteristic conductivity, and U0 = Vmax − Vmin with Vmin and
Vmax being characteristic upper and lower bounds for the membrane potential. We
also introduce G0, a characteristic value of the variable g. We set

x̃ =
x

L0
, t̃ =

t

T0
, uα(x, t) = U0 ũ

α(t̃, x̃), σα(|∇uα|) = Σ0σ̃
α(|∇x̃ũ

α|), α = i, e.

We set also Iion(v, g) = I0Ĩion(ṽ, g̃) and g = G0g̃. The cell membrane is modeled as a
combined resistor and a capacitor, which results in the total current being decomposed
into two parts

cm∂tv + Iion(v, g) = −σi(|∇ui|)∇ui · ν.

Nondimensionalizing the last equations yields

L0

Σ0U0

(cmU0

T0
∂t̃ṽ + I0Ĩion(ṽ, g̃)

)
= −σ̃i(|∇x̃ũ

i|)∇x̃ũ
i · ν.

We adopt the parameter values used in [26] for a numerical study of an axonal bipolar
electrical stimulation (see also [11] for the typical parameter values used in cardiac
electrophysiology). A typical diameter of an axon is taken to be 2µm and a typical
sample size L0 = 1 cm. We introduce a small parameter ε as the ratio between
a typical axon diameter and L0, which gives ε of the order of 10−4. Taking cm =
0.6µF/m, U0 of order 10−1 V, I0 of order 10−3 A/m2, and T0 = 500µs, we see that
cmU0/T0 and I0 are of the same order of magnitude. The dimensionless coefficient
L0I0/(Σ0L0) is then of the same order as ε, that is 10−4, which motivates the choice
of the scaling parameter in (4.2). Note that since the FitzHugh-Nagumo model is
phenomenological, the ODE for the variable g is written in nondimensional form.
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Journal de mathématiques pures et appliquées, 88 (2007), pp. 34–63.

[7] H. Bokil, N. Laaris, K. Blinder, M. Ennis, and A. Keller, Ephaptic interactions in the
mammalian olfactory system, Journal of Neuroscience, 21 (2001), pp. RC173–RC173.



MULTIDOMAIN MODELS FOR NERVE BUNDLES WITH RANDOM STRUCTURE 35
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[21] C. Jerez-Hanckes, I. A. Mart́ınez Ávila, I. Pettersson, and V. Rybalko, Derivation
of a bidomain model for bundles of myelinated axons, Nonlinear Analysis: Real World
Applications, 70 (2023), p. Paper No. 103789.

[22] C. Jerez-Hanckes, I. Pettersson, and V. Rybalko, Derivation of cable equation by mul-
tiscale analysis for a model of myelinated axons, Discrete and Continuous Dynamical
Systems-Series B, 25 (2020), pp. 815–839.

[23] V. V. Jikov, S. M. Kozlov, and O. A. Oleinik, Homogenization of differential operators and
integral functionals, Springer Science & Business Media, 2012.
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