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NONLINEAR MULTIDOMAIN MODEL FOR NERVE BUNDLES
WITH RANDOM STRUCTURE*

IRINA PETTERSSONT, ANTONINA RYBALKO?*, AND VOLODYMYR RYBALKOS

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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homogenization, bidomain model.

MSC codes. Primary: 35B27, 7T8A48, 35K61, 35K57; Secondary: 35K65, 92C30.

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(w)
(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 € in (4.2)).

2. Geometry of nerve fascicles. A nerve fascicle is modeled as a cylindrical
domain G = (0, L) x S in R3, with length L > 0 and cross section S C R?. We assume
that S has a Lipschitz boundary 9S. The lateral boundary of the cylinder is denoted
by ¥ = (0, L) x 95, and its bases by Sg = {0} xS and S;, = {L} x S. In what follows,
the points in R? are denoted by = = (z1,2'), 1 € R, 2’ € R%.

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 (2, F,P) be a probability space with measure P and the sigma-algebra F.
We will also assume that the Lebesgue space LP(Q2, P) = LP(Q2, F,P), 1 < p < o0, 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) T, : (2, F,P) —
(Q,F,P), ' € R2, that is a family of invertible measurable maps with measurable
inverses such that

(i) To =Id and Ty, = Ty Ty, for all 2/, y" € R2.

(i) T, is a measure-preserving transformation, that is P(7, g ) = P(F) for all

2 eR%, FeF.
(iii) Ty w is a measurable map from (R? x Q, B x F,dx’ x P) to (2, F), where dx’
is the standard Lebesgue measure and B is the Borel o-algebra on R2.
We assume that T, is ergodic, that is if I’ € F is translation invariant, then F' has
either full or zero measure: T, F = F, V' € R? = P(F) =0 or 1.

Given w € Q, consider the random set A(w) defined as a collection of an infinite

number of disjoint open discs with radii r; € R,:

Aw) = U Aj(w),

Aj(w) = A(z)(w), mj(w)) = {x' eR?: [z’ — 2f(w)| < rj(w)}.

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

dlSt(AZ(W),AJ(w)) >do >0, Vi 7& J-

(H2) There exists Rg > 0 such that a.s. any disc of radius Ry in R? has a nontrivial
intersection with A(w).

(H3) The radii r;(w) of the discs, Vj, are bounded from below and above by deter-
ministic positive constants: 0 < r < r;(w) < T.

(H4) The dynamical system Ty is consistent with the random set A(w), that is

A(Tpw) = U A(zy(w) — a',7j(w)) for P —a.s.in Q.
j=1
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We introduce prototypes of the random set A(w), its closure A(w), and the boundary
0A(w):
A={weN:0e Aw)},
(2.1) A={weQ:0ec Aw)},
M=A\A={weQ:0e€dA(w)}.
Hypothesis (H4) implies that
(2.2) Aw) = {2’ € R?: Tyw € A}.
Indeed, if Tpw € A then 0 € |J;Z, A(z}(w) — 2/,7;(w)), and consequently 2’ €
Uj1 A(@)(w), 7j(w)) = A(w). Similarly, dA(w) = {2’ € R?: Tpw € M}.
For a small € > 0 representing the microscale, we rescale the set A(w):
(2:3) Acw) = | 45W),  Ag(W) = A (w), (W),
jEJE
where the union is taken over the indices j € J. such that the discs A.;(w) are

separated from the boundary of S, namely dist (Asj (w), 8.5') > dpe, dg > 0.
The random radii of the discs in the cross section is given by the following function:

r (1’ w) _ Tj(w)a T € ‘L}Ej(w)v
o 0, z ¢ Aj(w).

Then 7. (z,w) = (T, j-w), where

(2.4) r(w) = {?(")jo(w), Z Z ﬁ,

and 7;,(w) > 0 is the radius of the disc A(z (w),r;,(w)) containing 0 (if exists).

The intracellular domain of jth axon is denoted by F;(w) = (0, L) x A.j(w). The
intracellular domain is then defined as a random set of axons, and the extracellular is
the complement to the intracellular one:

(2.5) F.(w)=(0,L) x Ac(w), Ge(w)=GN\ Fc(w).
The membrane (lateral boundary) of axons is denoted by
(2.6) M. (w) = 0F.(w) \ (So U S1).

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

Fig. 1: Fascicle G with the lateral boundary X.
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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(Q), p > 1. Then for
almost all w € Q, the realization f(Tyw) possesses a mean value, that is

. 1
f(Tar/sw) - <f(Tww)> = lim @ /K f(Tx/sw) de.

e—0

Moreover, the mean value {f(T,w)) considered as a function of w € Q, is invariant,
and

/wawmwzfﬂwww»
Q Q

If the system T, is ergodic, then

U@wb=Af@MﬂM~

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

(2.7) Xa. = A=P(A) weakly in LP(G), p>1.

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 V., G, and the external excitation J¢.

Consider the group {U(z') : 2’ € R?} of operators on L?(Q,P) given for f €
L?(Q,P) by

U@ f)(w) = f(Tpw), ' €R* we.

U(a') preserves inner product (U(z')f,U(x')g)r20p) = (f,9)r2(0,p) since (ii) is
equivalent to

/f(w) dP = / f(Tpw)dP, forall f e LY(Q,P).
Q Q

As Ty, is invertible, U(z’) is a unitary operator [41].

Under the assumption that L?(£2,P) is separable, the group {U(z’) : 2’ € R?}
is strongly continuous, that is U(2')f — f strongly in L?(Q2,P), as 2/ — 0 (see
Theorems 3.5.3 and 10.10.1 in [17]).

Denote by (Vy-)j, j = 2,3, the generators of the strongly continuous group of
unitary operators in L?(Q, P) associated with translations T}/ along e;, the jth basis
vector in R®. The domains D; of these generators, j = 2,3, are dense in L?*(2, P) and

(Vou);(w) = lim —u(Téeng —ulw)
For each multi-index o = (a1, ), we set D* = (V,u){! (V,u)s? and define
D(Q) = Dy N Ds,
(3.1) D>®(Q)={f € L®(Q,P): D*f € L=(Q,P)ND(Q), Va}.
Note that D> () is dense in L?(£2, 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 Gy = [0,T] x G and on [0,T] x M. (w).
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DEFINITION 3.1. A bounded sequence {u.} of functions in L?(Gr; L*(Q2,P)) con-
verges stochastically two-scale in the mean to u € L*(Gr; L?*(Q,P)), and we write

ue 2 u, if for any ¢ € C(Gr; L*(Q,P)), we have

1im//u5tasw) (t,z, Ty jew) dtdzdP(w) // (t,z,w)p (t, z,w) dtdedP(w).

e—0
Gr Q Gr Q

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

LEMMA 3.2 (Palm measure 4 and Campbell’s formula). There exists a unique
measure , called the Palm measure, on S such that

(3.2) w(B) = / / Vo () x5 (Tor)ds(')dP(w),
Q 9A(w)

where ds(x') is the arc length measure of 0A(w), and x is the characteristic function.
Moreover, p is o-finite and

(3.3) //MM o Tw) ds(a') dP(w / [ 1w ddute),

for any f(2',w) € LY(R? x Q,dz’ x dp).
The ergodicity implies that p is independent of the choice of f.

Remark 3.3. Taking f(2’,w) such that f = 0 for w € M, and using the definition
of the prototype set M, we see that for all such functions

[ [ 1) da‘dute) =
Q R2

Thus, the integral over € 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 {us = uc(t,z,w)} of functions on the random surface M, such that for some

1<p<oo,
//T
Q 0

converges stochastically two-scale in the mean to uw = u(t,x,w) € LP(Gr; LP(Q, 1)) if

lims// / ue ¢ (t, 2, Ty jew) dS(z) dt dP(w //ucptxw dx dt du(w),
e—0

0 M. (w) Q Gr

/ |uc? dS(z1,2") dt dP(w) < C

Me (w)

for any ¢ € C(Gr; LY 1)), ¢ = p/(p — 1). Here we write dS(zx1,2') = dxids(z’)

for the surface measure on Mc(w).
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We will also use stochastic two-scale convergence in the mean pointwise in time
€ [0,T7].

DEFINITION 3.5. We say that s sequence {u. = u(t,x,w)} of functions on the
random surface [0, T] x M (w) such that for 1 < p < oo,

[ [ werds@arw <c

Q M (w)

converges stochastically two-scale in the mean to u = u(t,z,w) € LP(Gr; LP(Q, 1)),
pointwise in time, if for any t € [0,T

lims//usgoth//E ) dS(z)dP(w //ugptmwdmdu()
e—0

Q M. (w) QG

for any ¢ € C(Gr; LY(Q, 1)), = p/(p — 1).
Test functions in Definitions 3.4, 3.5 have the following property.

LEMMA 3.6. For any ¢ € C(Gr;L9(Q,u)), 1 < g < oo, and any t € [0,T), it
holds

lim 6/ / lo (¢, 2, Ty jew) |7 dS(z) dt dP(w //|<p (t,z,w) |9 dt de dp(w).

e—0
Q M. (w)

Proof. By (2.3) we remove the discs that are too close to the boundary 95S.
Namely, there exists § such that the random set A.(w) is contained in a compact subset
Ss5(e) € S with dist(S5(),0S) = d(¢), and §(¢) — 0 as ¢ = 0, e.g. § = (do + 27)e.
Changing variables 3y’ = 2’/e, using the Campbell formula, and rescaling back, we

obtain:
T L
3 / // / XSa(E) )|L)0 (ta xz, Tx’/ew) ‘q dS(l‘/) dxl dt dP(W)
Q 0 0

A (w)
& /
Q

—

/ XS5 (Ey/)|§0 (t, 21, ey, Ty"*’) 4 ds(y/) dxq dt dP(w)
A (w)

I
™

O\H D\

[ X e ) 1 e
R2

St~ O\h

XSs(e) (:C/)|g0 (t,z,w)[? dx’ dzy dt dp(w).

S Ty Ty

/

Note that, in order to apply the Campbell formula, the compact subset Ss(.) should
be chosen independent of w. Passing to the limit, as ¢ — 0 completes the proof of the
lemma. 0

R2

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 u. defined on [0,T] x Mc(w) converges strongly
stochastically two-scale in the mean to u € LP(Gr; LP(Q, 1)) if ue converges stochas-
tically two-scale in the mean to u and

gig%s//T / \ue\”dS(x)dth(w)://|u\”dtdmdu(w).
Q

0 M. (w) Q Gr

4. Problem setup. Let u. = u.(t,z,w) denote the electric potential in the
bundle G = G.(w) U F;(w), where F.(w),G.(w), and M. (w) are defined by (2.5)-
(2.6), respectively. We assume that the conductivity is a nonlinear function of the
electric field strength:

uf  in Ge(w), of(|Vug|) in Ge(w),
U = - oe(z,w, |Vue|) = ) ‘ )
ul in Fg(w), o' (|[Vul]) in Fy(w).

(H4) The functions 0®%(n) are continuously differentiable and satisfy the conditions

0<oc<o®(n) <o, o<n—c(n)+c(n), VneRy.

dino'
In Lemma A.4 we prove that (H4) implies monotonicity of a¢(|¢])€, o*(|€])€.
Remark 4.1. The choice of nonlinear conductivity depending on |Vu| 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]

(4.1) o(n) = ag + 220

(1+ exf(kep(n — Eun))), 1€ Ry,

Here, o is the conductivity of the non-electroporated tissue, o1 > o is the conduc-
tivity of the fully electroporated tissue, k.p is the slope of the nonlinearity, and erf is
the Gauss error function.

The jump ve = [u.] = u’ — u¢ through the lateral boundaries of axons M, (w) is
called the transmembrane potential (or just membrane potential). On the membrane
M, (w) we assume the current continuity o¢(|Vu¢|)Vué - v = o?(|Vul|)Vul - v (v is
the unit normal on M, (w) external to the axons), and adopt the FitzHugh-Nagumo
[13, 31] model for the ionic current on M, (w):

v
= Ve — Gs,

3
0ige = Ov. +a —bg., 6,a,b>0,

Iion(vsv gs) =

where Iion(ve, gc) is the ionic current, g. stands for the recovery variable and 6, a, b
are constants.

The evolution of the electric potential ue = wue(t,z,w) in Gy = [0,7] x G is
described by the following coupled system for ¢ € [0, T:

div (¢"(|Vu|)Vu.) =0 in F,(w),
div (6°(|Vue|)Vue) =0 in Ge(w),
o (IVu)\Vul - v = o' (|Vue|)Vaul - v on M, (w),
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ve = ul — uf on M, (w),
(4.2) e(emOve + Lion(ve, g)) = —"(|Vu ) Vul - v on M. (w),

01ge = 0v: +a — by. on M. (w),

o (|Vus)Vug - v = JE(t, ) on %,

us =0 on Sy U Sy,

0:(0,z,w) = Ve(z,w), 9:(0,2,w) = Ge(x,w) on M. (w),

where v denotes the external unit normal on M. (w) (exterior to F.(w)), the bases
So, S, and ¥. The function JE(¢, ) represents an external boundary excitation of
the nerve fascicle, and the constant ¢, 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 v., as € — 0, and derive a macroscopic
model under the following conditions on the initial and boundary data:

(H6) The initial data V. admits an extension in G still denoted V;, such that
IVellgie) < Cand Vo = 0 on Sy U Sp. We assume that V. (z,w) converges
stochastically two-scale in the mean to Vo € L2(G; L3(Q, ), as € — 0.

(H7) The initial function Ge¢(x,w) converges strongly stochastically two-scale in
the mean to G € L?(G; L*(, ).

(H8) The external excitation J¢ € L?((0,T) x ¥) converges weakly to J§(t, ), as

e — 0, and
T
//|8tf|2d5 2)dt < C.
0 X

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

/ V4dS(z) < C.
M, (w)

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

eemOve + Le(t,ve) + elion(ve, go) =0 on (0,7) x M.(w),
(4.3) Otge = v + a — by, on (0,T) x M. (w),
U5(07x7w) = ‘/E(x7 w)7 95(05 I7w) = GE(«I’ (-L)) On ME((JJ).

The non-local integro-differential operator
(4.4) Le(t,): D(Lo) C HY?(Mo(w)) — H™V2 (M. (w))

is defined, for t € [0,T], as follows: For any ¢ € H*(F.(w) U Ge(w)), ¢|s,us, = 0, we
set

(4.5) (Lt ve), [B]) 2 (o)) = / o(|Vue|)Vue - Vo dr — /J§¢e dS(x),
F.(w)UG. (w) »
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where ¢° = ¢l (w), ?ls,us, = 0, and the function u. € H'(F.(w) U G:(w)) in (4.5),
for a given jump [ue] = ve, solves the following problem:

div (0. (|Vue|)Vu:) =0 in F.(w)UGe(w),
o (IVu)\Vul - v = o' (|Vul|)Vul - v on M, (w),
(4.6) ve = ul —uf on M, (w),
o (|[Vul|)Vul - v = JE(t, x) on X,
ue =0 on So U Sr,.

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 € (LQ(Q,P))2 defined on € is called po-
tential if almost all its realizations v(7T,sw) are potential in R?, that is for almost all
w, v(Tpw) admits the representation v(Tyw) = Vyé(z',w), ¢(-,w) € HE (R?), and
Jov(w)dP(w) = 0. An equivalent definition of the potential vectors can be found
in Lemma 2.3, [9]. The vector v € (L? (Q,’P))2 is called solenoidal if almost all its
realizations v(T,/w) are solenoidal in R? i.e.

/ v(Tpw) - Vodr' =0, ¢ € CF(R?).
R2

We denote by pot(Q P) the set of potential vectors with zero mean value, and by
L2,(9,P) the set of all solenoidal vectors. Then the orthogonal Weyl decomposition
holds (Lemma 7.3, [42]):

(LQ(Q7P)) = szot(Q P)@Lsol(gvp)'

We define the effective extracellular conductivity of,,, as follows

where
n
(5.2) @)= inf Q€+ (0,w)) dP(w), Q°(n) =/ a°(¢)¢ dc.
weV () Ja\Aa 0

The definition (5.1) can be equivalently written as
(5:3) Thom (§) = /Q\A o“(1€ + (0, w)[)(§ + (0, w))dP(w)

with w minimizing (5.2).

We will approximate the intracellular potential u! by a function u‘(t,z,w) 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:

(54) K(A)={weL*(AP):3IweH (QP)st dlsa=w, V,w=0inA}.

For any w € K(A) it holds that w € L?(2, 1) (see Lemma 6.2 in [35]), and we can
introduce the orthogonal projector Py () on K(A) in L?(€, p1). We denote by C,,(A)
the Hilbert space L2(, 1) NK(A) =: K, (A).



MULTIDOMAIN MODELS FOR NERVE BUNDLES WITH RANDOM STRUCTURE 11

Remark 5.1. For any function w € K(A), V,0(Tyw) = Vyw(Tyw) = 0 for
y' € A(w) and a.e. w. That is almost all realizations w(T, w) are constants in y’ on
the axons A;(w).

The lemma below shows that on functions w € K(A) the L?(A, P)-norm is equiv-
alent to the L?(£2, y)-norm.

LEMMA 5.2. Let f € LY(Q) and f(Tyw) = f;(w) is constant in 2’ in A;(w), j =

1,2,..., for a.a. w € Q (with respect to both measures dP(w) and du(w)). Then

(55 [ P =5 [ re)s@aue)
A Q

Proof. Tt suffices to prove this lemma for f > 0 such that f = 0 in Q\ A. For
large enough N > 0 consider the squares ¢ = [—N, N]2 and gr = [—N — 27, N + 2?]2
(see the assumption (H3)). Since T, is measure preserving, the Campbell formula
(3.3) yields

| [ @ sap) = [ [ xa@ooi, @)5(Tow)dsap)

A R2 Q R2
:/ / F(Tww)da! dP(w /ij A (w) N grldP(w)
Q A(w)Ngr

> / S @) w)dP(w)

& J:A;(w)Ng#D

> / / Xa#') f(Tar)r (Toro)ds(a') dP(w)

Q 9A(w)

60) =5 [ [ @) duw dr

R2 Q

Calculating the integrals in «’ in both parts of the inequality (5.6), we get

2
(5.7) (2N+4f)2/f(w)d”P(w) > (2];]) /f(w)r(w)du(w).
Q Q

Analogously, starting with x,(,.) instead of x4 (.) in (5.6), we obtain the estimate
from above

(5.8) vy [ seire) < B [ o)
Q Q

Then, passing to the limit as N — oo in (5.7), (5.8) completes the proof. |

To formulate the limit problem (5.13), we introduce the functional spaces
’He = {u® € H'(G) : u®|s,us, = 0},
i ={u' € L*(G,Ku(A) :0s,u’ € L*(G, Ku(A)), u'[s,us, = 0},
7-[/ ={v=202, u' u' €H},



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

where H} is dual to H;.
Consider the non-local integro-differential operator

(59) Ehom(t7 ) : Hz — H;
given for t € [0,T] by

T (0 (100, (0 + 4 )0, (0 + )

(5.10) Lyom(t,v) = 5

where u° € H, solves
5 [ @0 (0w 0 )) 0 0 0000106 do du(e)
(5.11) + /G ot (Vut) - Ve dr — /E JE¢cdS(z) =0, Vo € He.
It follows from the definition of Lo that
(5.12) (Lnom (t,v), [#]) L2 (G502 (M) = /foﬁom(vue) -Vo©dz
+3 [ [ r@0 (0o o, o dedutw) - [ Tsor asia).

holds for u¢ solving (5.11), u* = v + u® and for any ¢¢ € He, ¢* € H;, [¢] = ¢ — ¢°.
We will prove that the asymptotic behavior of solutions of the boundary value
problem (4.2) is described by the following limit model:

Cmat'UO + £hom(t7v0) + PIC(.A)Iion(UOagO) =0 in GT X M7
(5.13) O¢go = Bvg +a —bgo in Gpr x M,
vo(0,2) = Vo(), 90(0,7,w) = Go(z,w) in G xM,

with u§ = u§(t,x), ul = u}(t,z,w) such that uj(t,z,-) : M — K(A). Here with a
3
slight abuse of notation, we set P;C(A)Iion(vo,go) = %0 —vo — Px(aygo. 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), fort € [0,T], the solution {ve, g }
of the microscopic problem (4.2) converges strongly stochastically two-scale in the
mean on the random surfaces Mc(w) to the solution {vg, go} of the macroscopic
problem (5.13), as € — 0. Moreover, the potential u. converges stochastically two-
scale in the mean in Gt (see Definition 3.1) to

uo(t, x,w) = Xo\a(w) ug(t, ©) + X 41(w) ud (t, ,w),
where u§ is a solution of the problem (5.11) with v = vy, ud = v + u§.
Note that the limit problem (5.13) can be formulated in the following form:

r(w . . .
it + Py ion (10, 90) = 20, (010, ) G x M,

/ (emBvo + PicayLion (v, 90)) dp(w) = —div (07,,,(VuG))  inG,
i,
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0rgo = Ovg +a —bygo inG x M,
vo = uph — u inG x M,
ué =uh =0 onSo U Sy,
Thom(VUg) - v = Jg on¥,

vo(0,z) = Vo(z), go(0,z,w) = Go(z,w) inG x 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
g- and consider a stationary counterpart of problem (4.2) obtained by replacing
e(emOive + Lion(ve, gc)) by ef(z) with a known function f(x) (independent of ¢).
Then, problems for the extracellular potential u¢ and intracellular potential ul de-
couple so that the asymptotic behavior of these potentials can be studied separately.
Indeed, u¢ and u® can be found via the minimization problems.

(5.14) mipn/ Q°(|Vug|)d /qugdS—e/ fulds,
ut JG.(w) Me(w)

(5.15) min/ Qi(|vug\)dx+a/ fulds,
us JF.(w) w)

€

where Q%*(n) = 07' o®(¢)¢d¢, a = i,e (cf. (5.2)). Considering first u¢, we postulate
the ansatz

(5.16) ul = uf(z) + euf(z,w, 2’ /e) + o(e),

assuming that w(z, Tyw) = Vyuf(z,w,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 Vug(z) ~ Vu§(z) + (0,w(z, T, /.w)) we get,

(5.17) / / Q°(|Vug|)dzdP(w) — / Q°(|Vugs(x) + (0,w)])dP(w)dz
QJGe(w) aJo\A
Passing to the limit in other terms, then minimizing in w we get

inf /3 [t Qe(|€+w|)d7)(w)‘§zwg— /E Jeusds — /Q fubdn]da

ug wWE Vot o\A
— inf [cp(vug)— / JeusdsS — / fugdu}dx.
Yo JG b)) Q

Finally, taking the variation in ug we arrive at the homogenized equation for the limit
function u§: —divof, (Vu§) = [o f(

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) ul = uf (1, e (W), Ty j-w) + o(€),

where a’;(w) are the coordinates of the axons’ center, and uf(z1,2’, - ) € K(A). Then
one can show, using the Campbell formula, that

(5.19) / [ QTP / /G ) Q410 ().
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Passing to the limit in the second term of (5.15) and then taking variations in u we
N

formally arrive in the stochastic part of the bidomain operator, = L0, (0°(|180,,ub])) =
/().

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 G¢(w) to the whole bundle G (Lemma 6.3), as well
as construct a quasi-extension of u’ 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 w in v (¢, z), g« (¢, x).
In order to transform the problem to a one with a monotone operator, we introduce
a parameter A > 0, which will be chosen later, and make the following factorization

°(t,n) = o°(eMn) in G.(w)
i(tm) = 0¥ (M) in F ().

We define the operator £(0.) = L. (t,w; ;) as follows. For any ¢ € H'(F.(w)UG. (w)),
¢|sous, =0, we set

(ﬁe (65)7 [¢])L2(M5(w))

(6.1) = / 6e(t,,w, |Vi.|) Vi - Vo dr — /e—*tJEe(zf dS(z),
Fo(w)UGe (w) »

Q>

At o At~ 5
Ve =€ Vey, Ge =€ (e, Ug(t,l‘,w,’ﬂ) = {

where ¢¢ = ¢|c_(w), ?|s,us, = 0, and the function 4. € H'(F.(w) U G.(w)) in (6.1),
for a given jump [i.] = 0., solves the following problem:

div (6.(t,z,w, |Vi|)Vi.) =0 in F.(w) UGe(w),
Ge(t,|Vas|)\Vas - v = 6'(t,|Val|) Val - v on M.(
(6.2) be = 4L — 4t on M.(

6e(t, VA )\Vas - v = e M (t, x) on Y,

)

w),

w),
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e =0 on SoUSy.

The original system (4.3) transforms into

eCmOyie + Lo (02) + elion (D, §) = 0 on (0,7) x M.(w),
(6.3) Orge = Ov. +ae™™ — (b+ \)ge on (0,7) x M.(w),
0:(0,z,w) = Ve(z,w), §:(0,2,w) = G (z,w) on M. (w),
where
. e2t
(6.4) Lion(0e, §) = ——02 + (emA = 1) 0 — Ge.

3
Choosing A such that

(0+3) and A>-(0+1)-0

NGRS
M| —

(6.5) A

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 w, 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 (H/)-(H8) hold. A solution
W. = (9, 9:)" of problem (6.3), for any t € [0,T), satisfies the following estimates:

M. (w) M (w)

T

(6.6) e/ |175|4de)+6/ / 19,0.|2 dS(x) dt < O,
0
T

(
(6.7) £ / |§E|2d5’(33)+5/ / 0:g|* dS(z) dt < C,
0 M,

ME (w) € (w)

with a constant C independent of € and t, but depending on T, and the norms of
initial functions ||Gell2(a. (w)), IVella(a)-

Denoting @. = e *u. with [tie] = ¥e, one can obtain a priori estimates for the

electric potential in the intra- and extracellular domains, as well as its traces on the
membrane:

(6.8) / (|va€|2 + aﬁ)m <c,

F.(w)UG. (w)

(6.9) -/ ) (1a¢1-+ 1321 aste) < €

e

for all ¢ € [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 9. = 4’ — 4 combined with
thebound [ |ag|*dS(z) < C/e. The latter bound is derived from the H!-estimate
M. (w)
(6.8) with the help of Lemmas 6.2 and 6.3 below.
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LEMMA 6.2. For any function u(z) € H*(G) the following estimate holds

-/ CCE c(snuﬁm) n |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 ¢, and sum up over all the
discs to obtain the integral over M, (w).

With the functions @¢, @' defined in the extra- and intracellular domains, we
associate the functions IT¥4¢ and @& in the whole G constructed in the following way.
The function II¥u¢ is a classical extension of 4¢ on G, while @’ equals to the mean
value of 4. 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 w, there
exists an extension operator 11¥ : HY(G.(w)) — H(G) such that for any function
u(x) € HY(G.), u(z) =0 on SoU Sy, the following estimate holds:

T2 ull (@) < ClIVullz . w))-
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 4l satisfying
(6.8), there exists ul defined in G and such that for any t € [0,T] and w € Q,
ai(t, -,w) € HY(G), and

(i) |a;—a;|2dx+e/ it —at|? dS(x) < C e
Fe(w) M (w) ‘
(ii) For any xy € [0, L], @ is constant on cross sections of azons Vyil|a () =0,
and

52/ |Vl |? do < C.
e

Proof. We set

(6.10)
= =3 x(l&' /e — zj(w)] — rj(w o al(t,z, 2, w) da’
Ua(t;xaw) - X(' /6 J( )| ]( )) |Aaj(w)‘ /;Ej(w) g(t7 sy )d )

JISPE

where x(r) is a smooth cut-off function such that x(r) = 1if » < 0, and x(r) =0
if r > dop/2 (do 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 . |

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 M, (w):

b 2 99 € LY(Gri LA, p),
e 2 go € LX(Gr; LA, ),

at'&s 2—6\ at’lA}O € Lz(GT; L2(Qa /u‘))a
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Oge 2 9go € L2 (Gr; L2, ),

as € — 0. Moreover, for any fixed ¢ € [0, 77,

(6.11) b 25 B in L2(G; L2(Q, p),
(6.12) Ge 25 go in L2(G5 LA(, ).

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:

(6.13)  TIYaC(t, z,w) 22 ag(t, x) in L*(Gr; L2(9, P)),
(6.14)

Vo (II948 (¢, 2, w)) 22 Vas(t, z) + 4(t, 2, w) in (L3(Gr; L2(, P)))?,

where curl, zZ =0, / Z2dP(w) =0,
Q

(6.15) G (t, 2, w) 20 (8 2, w) in L2(Grp; L2(,P)),
(6.16) eVariil (L, 2, w) = Vi (t, z,w) in L2(Gp; L* (9, P)).
Then
(6.17) Xe, (@)Lt 2,w) 2 xa(w)i(t,z,w) in L2(Gr; LX(Q, P)),
(6.18) X, (2) 00y UL (t,2,w) 225 xa(w)Da, (¢, 7, w) in L2(Gr; LA(Q,P)),
(6.19) Xa(W) Vi (t, z,w) = 0.

Note that (6.19) follows from (6.16) and the the fact that V,.a% = 0 for 2’ € A (w).
In the next lemma we prove the convergence of traces of 4¢, 4’ on M, (w).

LEMMA 6.5. For the traces of 4¢, 4 on the random surface M.(w) the following
convergences holds:

(6.20) A (t,,w) 22 al(t,x) in LY(Gr: LA, p)),
(6.21) At 2, w) 22 @ (tx,w) in LY(Gr; LY, p),

where 4§(t,x) and G} (t,z,w) are given by (6.13) and (6.15), respectively.

Proof. We prove the convergence for the intracellular component (6.21). The
convergence of 4¢ (6.20) is proved similarly.
To this end, it is sufficient to show that, as ¢ — 0,

T
Z(e) :5// / ﬁi(t,:v,w)cp(um)QS(T%/w)dS(x)d”P(w)dt
0 Q M. (w)
(6.22) —//ﬁé(t,x,w)gp(t,ac)qﬁ(w)d,u(w)dacdt — 0,
Gr Q

for any ¢ € C5°(Gr),¢ € D®(Q), where D>°(Q) is defined in (3.1), @ (¢, z,w) is
the quasi-extension defined by (6.10), and @} (¢, z,w) is the limit function in (6.15).
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We will follow the proof of Lemma 8.1 in [35]. The main trick is to approximate the
surface measure on M (w) by the weighted Lebesgue measure ps(T, /.w)dridz’ on
R3 where

(6.23) p) =5 [ k(%) ds)
DA(w)

k(y) € C§°(R?) being a non-negative symmetric function such that [, k(y)dy = 1,
0> 0.
We write Z(g) as a sum

I Il €, (5 +IQ(E 5)+I3(5)
(g,9) // (t,z,w)o(t, 2)p(Tw w)ps(Tw w) dP(w)dzydz’dt

Gr Q

- / / (1, 0)p(t, ) () dps () s

Gr Q

(e,0) = 5// / c(t, x,w)e(t, x)qﬁ(T%w) dS(z)dP(w)dt

Q M, (w)

—//ﬂé(ux,w)gp(t,x)qS(T%/w)pg(T%/w)dP(w) dzydx'dt;
// (t, z,w)p(t,z)p(w) (dps(w) — du(w)) dzdt.

Here dus(w) = ps(w)dP(w) is the Palm measure of ps(T,j.w) drida’.
Thanks to (6.15)

(6.24) Zi(e,0) = 0, €¢—0.

Next, we estimate Zy(e,d). We fix ¢, 21, w and consider functions

(6.25) e (z') = al(t,x1, 2", w)p(t, 1, a:’)qb(T%w)

extended by zero on R2. Changing the variables we have

/wa(x’)pg(T%/w)dx' = 62/w6(€y/)p5(Ty/w)dy’

R2 R2

=5 [uan [ (% ) astoa
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// (y‘ )we@z)dzds()

BA(w ) R2
and then
020 ¢ [ o@)ds@) - ooz == [ wes)ist),
e0A(w) R2 OA(w)
with
/ ~ / 1 y/ — 2 ~ I /
(6'27) ws,é(y ) = ws(sy ) 52 k B ws(gz )dz

]RZ
Due to the properties of mollifiers (see, e.g., Lemma 3.5 in [25]), we have
(6.28)  [Jwesllmr(rey < Cllwe(e - Mmr(re)y, lwesllrzwz)y < Collwe(e - )| a1 re)-
Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, trace inequality, and (6.28) we get
/ / /N2 / 1/2
wes(lds(y) < C=(D2 [ Jwesl)Pds(y))
A(w) T 94, (w)

1/2
< Ce( Y lwesllm o lwesll iz, @)
J

)1/2

(629) < CS\/E ||1I)5(E : )HHI(RZ) = C\/g (||7I]5||L2(R2) + EHV@EHLz(Rz)) .

< Ce (5||wa,5||§11(R2) +47

Integrating (6.26) in ¢,21,w, using (6.29) and Lemmas 6.1, 6.4 we obtain
(6.30) |Z2(e,8)| < CV3.

To estimate Z3(8), we assume for simplicity that the function af(t, 21,2, w) is con-
tinuously differentiable in 2’ (otherwise, it will be approximated by continuously
differentiable in 2’ functions). Applying Campbell’s formula (3.3) to the function
Wl (t, 1,2, T w)p(t, 21,2 )(Tw w) we obtain

/ / (¢, 7, 0)p(t, )6 w)dp(w) dodt

6.31) = O/T O/L ! / bt 1. T w)plt, 2)0(T o w)ds(a')dP(w)dadt

€d

and
// (t, z,w)e(t, ) Pp(w)dus (w)dzdt
Gr Q
(6.32) =¢? ot x, T /w o(t, 2)p(Tw w)ps (T w)dP(w)dxdt
ic i
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for any € > 0. Now we fix ¢, z1,w and consider the function

Ze(a') = ot 1,2/, Terw)p(t w1, 2) (T w)
extended by zero on R? in place of (6.25). Then we proceed as before for Z (e, ) and
get the following estimate for Z5(9):

(6.33) Zs(0)| < CV6
porsos |

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

In the case when the function @} (t, z1,2’,w) does not have C'- regularity in 2/,
one can approximate it by

a[* + (Vo] + 2| Voa|) dP(w)dmdt)l/z

(634) ~ ’ _i k x/_yl ~i / du'
. Uo,é(t,$1,$ 7("}) — 52 5 uO(t7$17y ,W) Y,

and use (6.33) for sufficiently small € > 0. Lemma 6.5 is proved. 0
To pass to the limit in (6.3), we use the Minty method [29]. For an arbitrary func-
tion ¥(t, z,w) € C*(Gr, L2(Q, 1)), we set . (t, z,w) = Y(t,x, Ty jow) which will be
L(t if z € F,
used as a test function for g.. We define also ¢. (¢, z,w) = o:(t 2, w) 1 v € Fe(w)
Pe(t,z,w) if x € G.(w)

which we will be chosen later as a test function for v,.
Let ¢§ € C?(Gr) be an arbitrary function that equals zero on So U Sy. Take ¢¢
as a solution of the problem

(635)  div(e® (1 [Ve) VoI) = T v (5 (V65) 0 Gulw)
(6.36) 6 (1, Vo) Vo -v =0 on M. (w),
(637) o¢ (tv |V¢:|) v¢: V= &}elom (V¢8) v on X,
(638) qb; =0 on SO U SL.

Recall that A = P(A) (see (2.7)), the transformed effective extracellular conductivity
Ofom 1s define by (5.2), and

(6.39) Fhom(t:€) = e NVE(eNE), £ R’

LEMMA 6.6. For the unique solution ¢S of (6.35)—(6.38), the following uniform
int € [0,T] convergence holds for a.a. w € Q:

(6.40) Y ¢¢ — ¢S, strongly in L*(G),
as € — 0. Moreover,
(6.41) V(IIE6E) 25 Ve + 2(t,,w) in (LX(Gr; LA(Q, P))),

where curl,z = 0, /zdP(w) =0.
Q
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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 6¢(¢, |£])¢
(see also Lemma A.4). |

COROLLARY 6.7. For the solution ¢¢ of (6.35)—(6.38) the following strong sto-
chastic two-scale convergence on M, holds (see (3.5)), as e — 0:

(6.42) ¥ ¢¢ 22 ¢S strongly in L*(Gr; L*(Q, ).

Proof. We get this result applying Lemma 6.2 with u = II¥¢¢ — ¢f and using the
compactness of the embedding H'(G) C L*(G). 0

Next, let us proceed with the definition of the test function ¢L. Taking an arbi-
trary bounded function ¢} (¢, z,w) € C?(Gr,K(A)) that equals zero on Sy U Sy, we
define test functions ¢ on each axon by setting

(6.43) AL(t, W) = gbé(t,a:l,ex;(w),T%w), t€[0,T], x € Fej(w).

By construction (6.43) of ¢%, we have the strong stochastic two-scale convergence (see
(3.5)),as e — 0:

(6.44) P 25, ¢4 strongly in L*(Gp; L*(Q, P)).

For brevity, in what follows, we omit arguments in the conductivity function and write
Ge(|€]) for 6.(t, z,w, |€|). Thanks to the assumption (H4), it holds that

(6.45) (6-(1€DE = e(lnl)n) - (€ —n) = al¢ —nf*, V& n e R?,
with the positive constant o (see A.4). Using (6.45) for V¢, Vi, we get

/ (6-(1V6:))Vo. — 6.Vt ) Vi) - (Vo — Vi )de

F.(w)UG. (w)
- / 6.(IV6:)Vo. - (Voo — Vie)de
F.(w)UGe (w)
(6.46) ~ (£eli, [0 — ieDpmn. oy — [ €I - ) dS(o)

P

> / o|Vé. — Vi |*dz.
F.(w)UGe (w)

Then (6.46) implies that for a.a. w € Q and all ¢ € [0, 7],

e [ (endit b Fon(6:00) (6 — 50 dS ()
0 M (w)

T
< / / 6. (IV6) V. - (Vér — Vi )dudt

0 Fe(w)UGe(w)

T
(6.47) — [ e MIE(¢f — af) dS(z) — 0|V, — Vi|*dadt.
/ [

b)) Fo(w)UGe (w)
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We write jion(f)zsvge) = jion(ﬁags) + fion([(bs]aﬂ}s) - fion([qss]awa) and thanks to
(6.5) obtain

(Fion (92, 32) = Fion (6], 92) ) (8- = [82]) dS ()t

O\ﬂ

M. (w)

T

048+ [ [ (04 N5 = 05— (b N +006.) (3. — v dS(a)d >
0 M. (w)

Multiplying the equation for §. in (6.3) by & (§. — ©.), replacing 0. = 0c + [¢e] — [Pe]s
Js = e + = — ¢ in the right-hand side and integrating, we obtain

g/gf(T)dS(x)f%/ eO/T / Ohge . dS(x) dt

Me (W) M (w) M. (w)
(6.49) / / (¢>E+ae 5 <A+b>ws)<wg—ge>ds<x>dt
0 M. (w)
T
+a/ / ( 1)—<A+b><g€—%))we—gg)dsumt:o.
0 w

Then (6.47), (6.48) yield

o [ 2mase e+ [ imasw

ME(W) Ma(w)
- [ 2oasw -5 [ dodse
M (w) M, (w)
T
—5cm//8tv€ @] dS(x) dt — E/ Orgee dS(x
0 M. (w)

+e Lion ¢5 1/15 [¢s]) ( ) t

M. (W)

E o\q O\H

+e ( ¢a +ae " — ()\ + b)wa) (wa - gs) dS(.Z‘) dt
M (w)
< / 6.(IV6:|) V. - (Voo — Vi )dadt
0 F.(w)UG.(

T T
(6.50)  — e MI(GC — ) dS (x)dt — 0|V, — Vii|2dadt.
/1 [

0 Fe(w)UGe(w)
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Next, we integrate (6.50) over €2 and pass to the limit as € — 0.
Due to the lower semi-continuity of L?-norms of functions 9., . and taking into
account (6.11), (6.12), we get:

(6.51) hmmfa/ / T) dx dP(w // T) dz dp(w),

Q M, (w)

(6.52) hmlnf 8/ / G2(T) dx dP(w // T) dz du(w).

Q M, (w)

Further, we have the following convergence

T
/ / / 65 (V) V- V(6E — i) dar dP(w) dt
0 Q G.(w)
(6.53) — Ghom (V@5) - (Vo — VG )dx dt.
I

Indeed, multiplying (6.35) by (¢¢ — 4¢), integrating by parts, and using boundary
conditions (6.36)-(6.38) we obtain

/ 5°(IVeL Ve - V(g6 — a¢) di = / Srom (VE5) - (VIT6¢ — VII¥aS)da

Ge(w) G
(6.5) / A G (V09 (1= 12 xe, (o)) (1265 — 126
Due to (6.14), (6.41)
e
0

(6.55) -

m(V@5) - (VIIZ ¢¢ — VIIZ4S)dx dP(w) di

o\)ﬂ Q"\

/ Snom(V5) - (Vs — Vag)da dt.
G

Since x_(z) converges strongly stochastically two-scale to xq\ 4(w) and in view of
(6.40), (6.13) we also have

/T / / div (hom W’o))( AX"'E( )) (I8 — T124¢) dedP(w) dt
0 Q

G

T
656 — // hom V¢0 ﬂg)dﬂf dt/ (1 —
0 Q

thus (6.54) is established.

) ) dPe) =
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By the construction of the test function ¢¢, using (6.18) and Lemma 5.2 we
conclude that

T

///6i<lv¢él)v¢é-V(¢é—a§)dxd7>(w)dt

T
E / [ 51963026001, (¢) — i) di aP(w) e

A G
T

(657 =3 [ [ [ s (96800064 00065 — i) o dte)
0 QG

Finally, pass to the limit in the first term of the last line of (6.50). To this
end, consider a harmonic function W, (¢,-) € H'(G) being a solution of the following
problem:

A\IIE(t,x) =0 in G,
(6.58) VU, (t,z) v=e J° on X,
U (t,z) =0 on Sy U Sy.

Using (H8) one can show that
(6.59) VU, — VU strongly in L*(Gr),

where U solves (6.58) with e=*!J¢ in place of e~**.J¢. Then we represent

e MIE(pf — af) dS(z) dt

Ot~
F— U

(6.60)

T
/A\D(ngsgf 194°) dxdt+//V\If V (II¥¢¢ — 1194¢) da dt,
G 0 G
(

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

T T
(6.61) e M@ — af) dS(x) dt — e MIS (@8 — 05) dS(x) dt.

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

cm//atvo (50 — [90]) da du(w )dt+//atgo (90 — ) da dp(w) dt

Q Gr

/ / on([00], ) (0 — [o]) der dpu(w) dt

Q Gr

[ (0100407 = 3400 )6~ o) dute)
Q Gr
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(662) < / nom (V5) - (VG — Vitg)da dt — / i / JE(8% — 65) dS () dt

/ / 6 (1D 641) 0, 6% O (04 — 1) dpa(w) dit.

Q Gr
By density, (6.62) holds for test functions
¢h € LH(Gr; LY, p) NK(A)) 1 0,0 € L2 (Gr; Ku(A)), ¢ =0 on Sp U Sy,
¢5 € LY(Gr): Vg € (L2(Gr))’, ¢5=0on Sy U Sy,
¥ € L*(Gr; L*(Q, ).
Now let us take in (6.62) test functions in the form

¢ = g +5¢07 Py = U +5¢0,
¥ =go+ 08, [¢o] =100+ 3[¢o],

where § # 0 is a small parameter, and %, ég, 1 are of the same classes as the functions
o, ¢6, 1. We obtain

— e / / Ayl o) dx dp(w) dt — & / / Avjor dx dp(w) dt

QGT QGT

=5 [ [ (tenh =100+ 060+ S (104 860]) g = 60 ) (o)

3
Q Gr

+5//( u0+5¢0)+aeM—(A+b)(§o+5¢)))¢dmu(w)dt

Q Gr

<4 / Fhom (V (G5 4 0¢8)) - Vdida dt

/ / 5 (1D (@) + 685)) D () + 535)]) O, &%yl dp(w) .
Q GT
. e_’\t JEGE dS(z) dt

Then, dividing the last inequality by J and passing to the limits, as § — 40, we get

Cm / / Ayl o) d dpu(w) dt + / / Aot dx dp(w) dt

Q Gr Q Gr

e2Xt -
/ / ( C?n - UO + T 'Ug - gO) [QSO} dx d,u(OJ) dt
— / / (9@0 +ae™M — (A + b)gg)qud:ﬂ dp(w) dt
Q Gr
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+ / Ohom (VG - Voeda dt

+1//r(w)&i(|8xlag\)axlag Dy Gy d dp(w) dt

Q Gr

T
(6.63) — [ e | JeggdS(z)dt =
[

By taking ¢ = 0 and q~58 = q% = (o in (6.63) (with an arbitrary ¢y € C?(Gr) that
equals zero on Sy U SL), we derive that for almost all ¢ € [0, T], the function 4§ € H.
solves the following problem

3 [ @5 (0n, G+ 56) 0ny G0 + 56)0n 0 o )

(6.64) Jr/ From (Vi) - Vo dz — e*)‘t/ JGipodS(z) =0, Vo € He.
G b

We introduce the operator ljhom(t, )+ H; — H; by setting
A ~ ’/‘((JJ) ~1 ~ ~e ~ ~e

(6.65) Lyom(t,0) = —Taxl (6 (|02, (0 + @°)])Day (0 4 0°))

and rewrite (6.63) in the following form

Cm / / dy00[o] dxx dpu(w) dt + / / Ayiot) dx dp(w) dt

Q Gr Q Gr
2xt y
(6.66) +/ / ((Cm)\ — 1o + % @g — §0> [¢0]dm dp(w) dt
Q Gr

_ / / (eﬁome—”—<A+b>go)1zdxdu<w> it

T
+/ »Chom t 7) ])LQ(G;Lz(M,,u)) dt = 0.
0

Taking in (6.66) successively ¥ = 0 and ¢§ = ¢} = 0, since éé’e(t, x, - ) € K(A), we
obtain the weak formulation of the following homogenized problem in terms of 9, go:

m0400 + Luom (. 90) + Prca)Lion (90, Go) = 0 in Gy x M,
(6.67) drgo + (A +b)jo — 069 — ae™ =0 in Gy x M,
f}o(O,I):‘/o(J?), go(o,x,W):Go(.I‘,W) iIlGXM,

where I, is defined by (6.4).

Performing the change of unknowns 4§ = e Mu§, 4) = e Mud, 99 = e My,
Go = e Mgp in (6.67), we arrive at the homogenized problem (5.13). Since the proof
for t =T can be repeated for all ¢ € [0,T], it completes the proof of Theorem 5.3. O
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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

8tW0 + Bl(t, Wo) + Bg(t, W()) + Bg(t, Wo) = Fo(t) in GT X M,
(6.68)  Wy(0,z,w) = W(x,w) in G x M,
where
o Vo
WO = N ) W((]) = B}
Jo Go
1 4 R 1 .
7['hom(tarUO) - 7‘Chom(t70)
Bl(taWO) = Cm Em )
0
e2Xt 5 1. 1 )
— D A——)% — —Pia)90
Bo(t,Wo) = | 3em O |, Bs(t, W) = (=)t g P ,
0 (A+b)go — 0o
1 4
Fo(t) — _aﬁhom(tao)
ae—t

Recall that
H;, = {uz € L2(G;1Cu(.,4)) : azlui € L2(G;IC#(.A))7 Ui|SOUSL =0},

with the norm given by

e, = [ [ 1P dwdu)+ [ [ 100 dv duto).
G G

Q Q

We also introduce the following functional spaces:

H = L2(G: K, (A)) x L2(G5 L2 1)),
V) = H; x L*(G; L*(Q, ).
Vo = LG5 LA, 1) NK(A)) x L*(G; LA(Q, ).
One can check that the operators B; 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 (€2, 0,P), a dynamical system T,., and a
random set A(w) 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
Q = [0,1)% with the Lebesgue measure and the Borel o-algebra F, define the shifts T,
as follows:

(A1) Tw=w+z—|wt+z], we, zcR3
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Here [x] is the floor of x € R3 (the integer part of ). Then the group of transforma-
tions T, : Q0 — € is ergodic.

Proof. Note that for the integer shifts = € Z3, the semigroup becomes the identity
transformation T, w = w. Clearly, T, satisfies the semigroup properties. Indeed,
Tow =0, and

TyTow=Ty(w+ 2 — [w+z])
=wt+zr—|lwtz]ty—[w+z—[w+z]+y
=wtzr+y—[wt+zr+y =T w.

To check that the transformation is measure-preserving it is sufficient to do it for an
arbitrary cell [ay,b1) X [ag, b2) X [az, b3) C [0,1)% (generating algebra). This is clearly
true because the Lebesgue measure is translation-invariant.

Let us check that T is ergodic. Take any cell A = [a1,b1) X [az2,b2) X [as,b3) C
[0,1)3 invariant with respect to the transformation T, for any x € R3. If x € Z3,
any cell is an invariant set because, in this case, T, = Id. For non-integer z, the only
invariant sets are the empty set and [0,1)3. No set of the form T}, A with at least one
x; ¢ Z is invariant. Suppose that the first component z; is not aninteger. Then the
projection of the image of A under T, (which is a finite union of cells) on the z;-axis
does not coincide with [a1,b;). Therefore, the only sets that are invariant for any
x € R? are the empty set and [0,1)3, and the group of transformations T, is ergodic.O

To construct a random structure with disks of two different radii, we start by
defining a probability space (2, F,P). Let the sample space be Q = Q' x Y, where
2
Q = {0,1,2}Z , Y = [0,1)2. The elements of the sample space are w = (', &)
describe a system of randomly independently distributed disks centered at the points
Z2 + (%, %) — &. Here, o' € Q' determines the scattering of the disks

Dy(z) = {x’ ER?: |2’ — 2 —(1/2,1/2)| < rk}, k=1,2,

of two distinct radii 1 < 72 < 1/2 centered at the nodes of the lattice Z2? + (1/2,1/2),
and is given by

0 if there is no disk centered at z + (1/2,1/2),
W'(z) =<1 if thereis a disk D;(z),
2 if there is a disk  Ds(2).

We assume that the probabilities of these independent events are positive, and they
will be denoted by pg, p1, and pa, respectively, such that pg + p; + p2 = 1. One can
interpret w’ as coloring the cells of the grid Z? in three different colors. The random
shift of all the disks is given by £ € Y = [0,1)2.

In order to construct a c-algebra o/ C 22 and a probability measure dP’(w’),
for an arbitrary finite subset Cy C Z2, Cnx = {zx; k=1,...,N}, we consider a
cylindrical set &y = {w': w'(2) =w}, k=1,..., N}, with wj, € {0,1,2}, and define
its probability by

P(Oh) = piopNipd?,  where N; = #{k : w} =i}

By the Kolmogorov extension theorem [38], this probability measure can be extended
to dP’ with the o-algebra o’ generated by cylindrical sets.
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We define then a o-algebra on Q by setting F = ¢’ x B, with B being the Borel
o-algebra on the unit cell Y = [0,1)2, and defining the probability measure on o as
dP = dP'd€, where d€ is the Lebesgue measure on Y.

In the next step, we introduce a dynamical system T/ : Q — € by setting

(A.2) Tpw= (w'(z+ [z +&), 2" +&—[2' + &),

where [2/ 4 €] is the integer part of 2’ + . The mapping (A.2) is a group of measure
preserving transformations such that (i)—(iii) are satisfied. Indeed, since [’ 4+ £] =
x + [€] for x € Z?, T, satisfies the group property:

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

LEMMA A2, Ty : (Q,F,P) = (2, F,P) given by (A.2) is ergodic.

Proof. Take any set A C F invariant with respect to T}, that is T, A = A for any
x € R3. From (A.2) we see that

Tz/o.) = (Sfx/+g]w/, Slxl/g),
Slppgw =W (- + 2" +€]), SpE=a"+&~ 2" + ¢

One can see that both shifts S/, : (9, F,P) — (€, F,P) and S, : ([0,1)%,B,\) —
([0,1)2, B, \) are measure preserving groups of transformations, ' € R%. If A C F is
T,/-invariant, then

A={w= (W& : we A, e A"},
ToA=A = S, A=A 8/A"=A4A".

Since the measure dP = dP’ x d\ is a product measure, a set A of pairs (w',§) 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
A1), so SV, is ergodic. As for S%,, we need to prove the ergodicity only for integer z’.
Let us show that S, is ergodic for 2’ € Z?. Take an invariant w.r.t S7, set A’, and
suppose that P’(A’) is not zero or one. There exists a cylinder set A} approximating
A’, that is for any ¢ < 0,

(A.3) P(A'AAS) <65, P(SLAASL Af) <4,

where we have used the measure preserving property of S.,. Now, since A’ is S.,-
invariant,

(A.4) PI(A'NSLA) =P (A).

At the same time, there exists (maybe large) zo € Z? such that the cylinder sets Aj
and S, Aj are supported by the finite sets of points in Z? that do not intersect. The
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events A and S, Aj have the same measure since the number of disks with different
radii is not affected by a shift. That implies

(A.5) P'(A5 N SLAS) = P'(Af)>.
Combining (A.3)-(A.5) we get

P(A) =P (A5)2+0(5),8 -0 = P(A)=0o0rl.

Since P is a product measure, the ergodicity of S., and S, implies the ergodicity of

T, with respect to P. ]
Next proposition specifies the prototypes Ax, k = 1,2 of the random sets Ay (w).

LEMMA A.3. Let A(w) be a collection of disks of two different radii r1,7o:

Awy=U U D) -9, D) ={a': o' = j = (1/2.1/2)] < i}

k=1j€22:w' (j)=k
Then
(A.6) A ={weN:w'(0) =k, £ € D(0)}, k=1,2.

Proof. A given point o’ € R? either belongs or not to a disk Dy(j) — ¢ for some
k and j. Suppose first that @’ € (Dg(j) — ). Then (2’ +&) € Di(j), and [/ +&] = j.
Then

Tw’w = (w/(2+j),$/ +€_j) € Ak

since w'(j) = k and z € Z2.
If x does not belong to Dy (j) — & for any j, k, a similar argument leads to T, w ¢
Ay, that proves Lemma A.3. 1]

The construction in Lemma A.3 gives a random placement of disks in R?. Figure 2
illustrates this example for specific pg, p1, and ps.
Note that due to (A.6), the limit densities (2.7) can be computed explicitly

(A.7) P(Ar) = wripr,

since the probability to have a disk of radius r; at z = 0 is pg, and the Lebesgue
measure of D§ is 7r2.

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 KC(A).
Recall Lemma 5.2 and take f = 1 on Ay, and zero otherwise. Equality (5.5) takes the
form

P =% [ du(e),

A
that yields u(Ag) = 27ripr. We also introduce components of the prototype set M

(A.8) M=MUMs, My ={weQ:u/(0)=k, &€dDu(0)}, k=1,2.
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Next, we compute the projection of the limit functlon go(z, w on IC(.A) in L2(9, u).
Choosing an orthonormal basis in K(A), ex = xm, (wW)/ /1t , k = 1,2, the pro-
jection takes the form

x
Pic(a)g0(t, z,w) M’“ / 9o(t, 7,w) dp(w).
Mk

The Palm measure p(w) is
2
du(w) =Y 8(w'(0) = k)8 (€] — i) dP' (") dse,
k=1
where ds¢ denote the arc length measure on 0D,, (0). By the definition of M}, (A.8),
(A.9)

_ - 3((0) — K)S(IE] — i) ot £ 2P s
PK(A)gO(tasz) - ; /L(Mk) / / gO(t, ) ag) dP ( )d £

w'(0)=k D, (0)

Thus,
(A.10)
1
Priagolt )l en, =060 = 5= [ [t &) P @)dse.

w’(0)=k 0D, (0)

Denoting uf(t, z,w)| = ulf(t,r), we obtain the following limit problem

weMy,

T ; ik .
cmOrob + Tion (08, 9) = = Oz, (0" (102wl ) inGr,
2

> P(A) (em@vf + Lion (vf, 95)) = —div (05, (Vug))  inGr,

k=1
(A.11) 0rg0 = vy + a — b go, inGr x M

vg = ugk —ug inG,

Uozuo =0 on Sy U Sy,

Trom(Vug) - v =J§ ony,

05 (0,2) = Vo(@), g0(0,2,w) = Go(,w) inG x 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 n = (1,792, .. .)
be uniformly distributed random variables with values in By /_g(0) (ball of radius
1/2 — R centered at the origin).

We introduce a sample space Q@ = Q' x Q” x Y, where ' 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); Q" represents the random shifts of disks inside the
cells, and Y = [0,1)? 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: py = 1/3 (no disk), p; = 1/2
(orange disk with radius , = 0.2), po = 1/6 (blue disk with radius 7 = 0.3).

The elements w’ of the sample space ' are functions from Z? to {0,1,..., N},
and describe a system of randomly independently distributed disks centered at the
points Z? + (%, %) — &, As before, we denote the disks by

Dy(z) = {m’ eER?: |2’ —2z—(1/2,1/2)| < rk}, k=1,...,N.
The coloring is defined by

() = 0 if there is no disk centered at z + (1/2,1/2),
k if there is a disk Dy(z), k=1,...,N.

We assume that the probabilities of these independent events are positive, and they
will be denoted by pg, k= 1,..., N, such that Z]iv:l pr = 1. Next, the random shifts
of each disk are represented by the elements of Q" : Z? — B; s2—r(0). The random
shift of all the disks is given by £ € Y =[0,1)2.

The sample space is then the product Q = Q' x Q” x Y. The sigma-algebra and
a probability measure for 0’ are constructed in the previous example.

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

CN(Ij17. . 7IjN) = {njl(w) S Ij17 e ,an(w) S IjN}, Ijk C BI/Q—R(0)7

and define its probability by

|2, |
73”{77]'1 (w) S Ij17 < MGy (OJ) € IjN} = Hg:lm'

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

We define then a o-algebra on Q by setting F = ¢’ x ¢/ x B, with B being the
Borel o-algebra on the unit cell Y = [0,1)?, and the probability measure on o as

dP = dP’' dP" d§, where d§ is the Lebesgue measure on Y.
Finally, we introduce a dynamical system T,/ : Q — :

(A.12) Tow = (' (z+ 2" +¢]), n(z + [2" +¢]), 2" + & — [2" + €]),
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where [z + €] is the integer part of 2’ + £. The mapping (A.12) is a group of measure
preserving transformations such that (i)—(iii) are satisfied, and T} is ergodic. For

N N
(A13) A= |J A= [J{weQ:w/(0) =k, 1(0) € Bijo_g(0), £ € Di(0) +n(0)},
k=1 k=1

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

N
Awy =) U D) +n06) =), Dr(i) ={¢: 1€ =5 — (1/2,1/2)] < i}

k=1je72?:w'(j)=k

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

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 o(n) satisfy (H4), that is
_ d
O<esolm) <o, ng o) +n>0.

Then for all £, € R? it holds

(A.14) (o(I€hg = a(lnl)n) - (€ =n) = alé —nl,

with g in assumption (H1).
Proof. Introduce ((t) = n+t(§—n) for 0 < ¢ < 1 and consider F(t) = o(|¢(t)]){(¥).
Since F'(0) =n, F(1) =&, (A.14) is equivalent to the inequality

(F(1) = F(0)) - (¢(1) = €(0)) = F'(C(to)) - (€ —m) > 0.
Differentiating F' in ¢, we obtain

F(¢(t) - ¢'(t) = 0’((@))%6@) ~C'() +o(lcODIC B
= [’ (1K (proic1¢i¢’ 1) + o (ICBDIC (1)
= (proj 11 ¢'(®)* (ISl (KB + o (1))

+ (IO (I W = (proje ¢ (1))
where proje (¢’ (t) = % is the projection of ¢’(t) on the unit vector ((t)/|((t)]-

By assumption (H4), we can estimate the last expression from below, using ('(t) =

§—m:

O

F'(¢() - ¢'(t) 2 g|¢' ()] = al¢ —nl*.

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 € 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 Lo be a characteristic length of a nerve, T a characteristic time of signal
propagation, ¥ a characteristic conductivity, and Uy = Vinaze — Vinin with Vi, and
Vinae being characteristic upper and lower bounds for the membrane potential. We
also introduce Gy, a characteristic value of the variable g. We set

i Lio - Tio Wy t) = Up ([, 7),  o®(|IVu®]) = S0 (|Vsa®)), @ = i, e.
We set also I;on (v, g) = IOEon (v,9) and g = Gog. The cell membrane is modeled as a
combined resistor and a capacitor, which results in the total current being decomposed
into two parts

emOv + Tion (v, 9) = —0'(|Vu!|)Vu' - v.

Nondimensionalizing the last equations yields

LO (CmUo

ol T ;v + IOINion(ﬁag)) = —6'(|Vz0'|) Vi - v.

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 2 ym and a typical
sample size Lg = 1 cm. We introduce a small parameter ¢ as the ratio between
a typical axon diameter and Lg, which gives ¢ of the order of 10~%. Taking c,, =
0.6 uF/m, Uy of order 10~! V, Iy of order 1072 A/m?, and Ty = 500 us, we see that
emUo /Ty and Iy are of the same order of magnitude. The dimensionless coefficient
Loly/(Z0Lo) is then of the same order as ¢, that is 1074, 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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