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Kinematics of Persistent Random Walkers with Distinct Modes of Motion
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We study the stochastic motion of active particles that undergo spontaneous transitions between
distinct modes of motion. Each mode is characterized by a speed distribution and an arbitrary
(anti-)persistence. We develop an analytical framework to provide a quantitative link between the
particle dynamics properties and macroscopically observable transport quantities of interest. For
exponentially distributed residence times in each state, we derive analytical expressions for the
initial anomalous exponent, the characteristic crossover time to the asymptotic diffusive dynamics,
and the long-term diffusion constant. We also obtain exact expressions for the time evolution of
the arbitrary moments of displacement— particularly the mean square displacement— over all time
scales. Our approach enables us to disentangle the combined effects of speed, directional persistence,
and switching probabilities between the states on the kinematics of particles in a wide range of
multistate stochastic active/passive processes and to optimize the transport quantities of interest
with respect to any of the particle dynamics properties.

PACS numbers: 05.40.Fb, 02.50.Ey, 46.65.+g

I. INTRODUCTION

Transport processes and active motion in nature of-
ten consist of more than one motility state. Examples in
biological systems include swimming of bacterial [1], mi-
gration of dendritic cells [2], chemical signal transport in
neuronal dendrites [3], searching for specific target sites
by DNA-binding proteins [4, 5], growth of biopolymers
[6, 7], and motion of molecular motors along cytoskeleton
[8]. While two-state transport processes are ubiquitous
in nature, stochastic processes with multiple states have
also been observed in natural systems, such as the three-
state motion of E. coli near surfaces [9].
The dynamics of active particles is often described by

the interplay between propulsion and stochastic forces in
Langevin dynamics approaches. Alternatively, regardless
of the origin of the exerted forces, a Langevin-type dy-
namics can be derived by replacing the forces with their
impact on the particle kinematics reflected, e.g., in the
reorientation statistics of the particle (the reorientations
can be even controlled by an internal particle dynamics
instead of external forces [10, 11]). This is a useful ap-
proach to extract the transport quantities of interest from
the actual trajectory when the particle is tracked in a
complex environment where various unknown forces may
be exerted. However, the solvability of such models de-
pends on the mathematical form of the turning-angle dis-
tribution, which usually restricts the analysis to specific
regimes of motion such as the asymptotic long-term dy-
namics. Nevertheless, the intermediate- and short-time
regimes of motion are often of particular interest and the
time window of (biological) experiments is typically not
wide enough to realize the long-term regime. Moreover,
the reorientation statistics may have a complex form in
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general. Thus, a general formalism to derive the time
evolution of the transport quantities over all timescales
for arbitrary turning-angle distributions is required which
is technically challenging.

To model active dynamics with multiple states, simple
combinations of stochastic processes— such as a ballistic
flight and a pure diffusion— have been widely employed
to capture some of the specific features of these systems
[12–19]. A pertinent example is the bacterial dynam-
ics, often modeled as ballistic run phases interrupted by
periods of diffusion or random reorientation events, the
so-called run-and-tumble dynamics [20–23]. The run tra-
jectories are however curved (even spiral trajectories may
form near surfaces [9]) and the run-phase persistence, du-
ration, and speed vary with structural properties of bac-
teria or in response to environmental changes [1, 24, 25].
Also, tumbling is not a pure diffusion but rather an active
phase with a reduced persistence; the flagellar bundles
are only partially disrupted and there remains a weak
swimming power to proceed forward [25, 26]. There-
fore, a simplified ballistic-diffusive model for the bacte-
rial dynamics is inadequate. A full description of such
multistate stochastic processes requires a more complete
formalism to combine multiple states of motion with ar-
bitrary persistencies and speeds with the possibility of
spontaneous transitions between the states.

Here we develop a general theoretical framework to
combine distinct stochastic processes with arbitrary per-
sistencies and speed distributions. We derive exact ana-
lytical expressions for the time evolution of arbitrary mo-
ments of displacement such as the mean square displace-
ment (MSD) over all timescales. This enables us to link
macroscopically observable transport properties, such as
the long-term diffusion coefficient, to particle dynamics
properties. By having access to the analytical form of the
transport quantities we can optimize them with respect
to the influential parameters, i.e. persistencies, speeds,
and switching probabilities between the states.

http://arxiv.org/abs/2112.02603v1
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FIG. 1. A sample trajectory with two states of motion. The
selected directional changes represent the four possible turn-
ing angles introduced in the model.

II. MODEL

We consider a stochastic active process with two dif-
ferent modes of motility, characterized by their persisten-
cies a

I
and a

II
and speed distributions F

I
(v) and F

II
(v).

While a two-state stochastic process is chosen as the
most frequent multi-state process in natural systems, the
formalism can be extended to processes with multiple
states in general. We also note that a 2D active motion
is studied here for brevity but nonetheless extension to
3D is straightforward (see e.g. [27] for 3D treatment of
a single-state active process). By adopting a discrete-
time process, our theoretical formalism and the results
are directly applicable to the analysis of experimental
data which often comprise a regularly-recorded discrete
set of particle positions. Thus, the particle position along
the trajectory is supposed to be recorded after successive
time intervals of size ∆t. We introduce four turning-angle
distributions for the directional change φ of the particle
between successive time intervals of random walk [28, 29]:
R

I
(φ) and R

II
(φ) for turning events within the states and

R
I→II

(φ) and R
II→I

(φ) for changing the direction of motion
when switching between the states (see Fig. 1). We quan-
tify the persistence of the states by a

I
=
∫ π

−π
dφ eiφRI(φ)

and a
II
=
∫ π

−πdφ eiφRII(φ). In many applications, turning-
angle distributions are symmetric with respect to the ar-
rival direction. In such cases, the persistencies reduce to
real numbers a

I
=〈cosφ〉

RI
and a

II
=〈cosφ〉

RII
, thus, range

within [−1, 1]. According to this generalized definition of
the persistence, one obtains a positive a

i
ifR

i
(φ) is peaked

around forward directions (persistent random walk). An
isotropic R

i
(φ) leads to a

i
=0 (normal diffusion) and a

distribution which is peaked around backward directions
leads to a negative a

i
(anti-persistent random walk). The

extreme values a
i
=+1 and −1 correspond to a ballistic

motion and a pure localization, respectively. For the gen-
eral case of an asymmetric R

i
(φ), a

i
has a nonzero imagi-

nary part as well (a
i
= 〈cosφ〉± i 〈sinφ〉) which leads to a

spiral trajectory [27] (as observed, e.g., for the dynamics
of E. coli near surfaces [9]).
The particle switches stochastically between the two

states with asymmetric probabilities f
I→II

and f
II→I

.
Assuming constant transition probabilities f

I→II
and

f
II→I

leads to exponential residence time distributions

F
I
(τ)∼ eln(1−f

I→II
)τ and F

II
(τ)∼ eln(1−f

II→I
)τ with the mean

residence times 〈τ
I
〉=1/f

I→II
and 〈τ

II
〉=1/f

II→I
. We as-

sume that each switching event is accompanied by a
change in the direction of motion according to the
turning-angle distribution R

I→II
(φ) or R

II→I
(φ). Sim-

ilar to the persistencies, these directional changes
at state-switching events can be quantified by the
Fourier transforms R

I→II
=
∫ π

−πdφ eiφR
I→II

(φ)=〈cosφ〉
R

I→II

and R
II→I

=
∫ π

−πdφ eiφR
II→I

(φ)=〈cosφ〉
R

II→I
. A turning

measure R
i→j

close to 1, -1, or 0 corresponds, respec-
tively, to slightly changing, reversing, or randomizing the
direction of motion when switching from state i to j.

III. EVOLUTION OF THE MOMENTS OF

DISPLACEMENT

We introduce P I
t (x, y|γ) and P II

t (x, y|γ) as the condi-
tional probability density functions to find the particle
at position (x, y) along the direction γ at time t in each
state of motion. The total probability density Pt(x, y|γ)
is then given by Pt(x, y|γ)=P I

t (x, y|γ)+P II
t (x, y|γ). The

state of the system at successive time intervals t−∆t

and t is given by





P I
t−∆t(x

′, y′|β)

P II
t−∆t(x

′, y′|β)



 and





P I
t (x, y|γ)

P II
t (x, y|γ)



, with

x′ = x−v∆t cos γ, y′ = y−v∆t sin γ; see Fig. 1. The tem-
poral evolution of the stochastic process can be described
by the following set of master equations for the probabil-
ity densities:





P I
t (x, y|γ)

P II
t (x, y|γ)



 =

∫

dv

∫ π

−π

dβ





(1−f
I→II

)F
I
(v)R

I
(γ−β) f

II→I
F
I
(v)R

II→I
(γ−β)

f
I→II

F
II
(v)R

I→II
(γ−β) (1−f

II→I
)F

II
(v)R

II
(γ−β)









P I
t−∆t(x

′, y′|β)

P II
t−∆t(x

′, y′|β)



 . (1)
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Each of the master equations consists of two terms on the
right hand side, which represent the possibility of being
in each of the two states in the previous time step. The
change in the direction of motion, i.e. φ=γ−β, is ran-
domly chosen from the four turning-angle distributions.
Here, the speed and turning-angle distributions are sup-
posed to be independent for simplicity; however, persis-
tence and speed can be correlated in general [30]. Using
the Fourier transform of the probability density function

Pt(k|m)=
π
∫

−π

dγ eimγ
∫

dy
∫

dx eik·r
(

P I
t
(x, y|γ)+P II

t
(x, y|γ)

)

,

the moments of displacement can be extracted as

〈xayb〉(t) = (−i)a+b ∂
a+bP

t
(kx, ky|m = 0)

∂kax∂k
b
y

∣

∣

∣

(kx,ky)=(0,0)
.

(2)
For example, using the polar representation of k

as (k, θ), the MSD can be calculated as 〈r2〉(t) =

(−i)2
∂2P

t
(k,θ=0|m=0)

∂k2

∣

∣

∣

k=0
. The Fourier transform of the

master equations (1) leads to

P I
t
(k, θ|m) =

∫

dv F
I
(v)×

[

(1−f
I→II

)

∫

dγ eimγ

∫

dβ R
I
(γ−β)

∫

dy

∫

dx eik·rP I
t−∆t(x

′, y′|β)

+f
II→I

∫

dγ eimγ

∫

dβ R
II→I

(γ−β)

∫

dy

∫

dx eik·rP II
t−∆t(x

′, y′|β)
]

,

(3)

and a similar equation for P II
t
(k, θ|m). Next,

using the q-th order Bessel’s function Jq(z) =
1

2πiq

∫ π

−π
dγ eiz cos γe−iqγ , the probability densities in the

Fourier space can be expanded as a Taylor series in pow-
ers of k [31]. By collecting all terms with the same power
in k, we obtain a set of coupled equations for the q-th ex-
pansion coefficient QI

q,t(θ|m) or QII
q,t(θ|m). For example,

for the terms with power 0 in k we obtain

QI
0,t(θ|m) = (1−f

I→II
)R

I
(m)QI

0,t−∆t(θ|m)

+f
II→I

R
II→I

(m)QII
0,t−∆t(θ|m),

QII
0,t(θ|m) = (1−f

II→I
)R

II
(m)QII

0,t−∆t(θ|m)

+f
I→II

R
I→II

(m)QI
0,t−∆t(θ|m). (4)

The expansion coefficients of terms with higher pow-
ers in k can be similarly calculated. The resulting set
of coupled equations for each expansion coefficient con-
nect time steps t and t−∆t and can be solved by ap-
plying a z-transform Q(z)=

∑∞
t=0 Qtz

−t. This power-
ful analytical technique enables us to derive an exact
expression for any arbitrary moment of displacement
〈xq〉(z) from the corresponding expansion coefficients
as 〈xq〉(z)=

∑

j∈{I,II}

〈vq
j
〉(∆t)qQ j

q(z, 0|0). For instance, the

MSD has the following relation with the coefficients of
terms with power 2 in k, i.e. QI

2(z, θ|m) and QII
2(z, θ|m):

〈r2〉(z) = 2(∆t)2
(

〈v2
I
〉QI

2(z, 0|0)+〈v2
II
〉QII

2(z, 0|0)
)

. (5)

Using a Fourier-z-transform technique [27, 31], after some
calculations we obtain the following exact expression for
the MSD in the z-space

〈x2〉(z)=(∆t)2

z−1

∑

j∈{I,II},j 6=j′

z2f
j′→j

+(z2−z)(1−f
j→j′

−f
j′→j

)P j
0

G
0
(z)

×

[z
[

z−(1−f
j′→j

)a
j′

]

〈v
j
〉2

G
1
(z)

+
zf

j→j′
R

j→j′
〈v

j
〉〈v

j′
〉

G
1
(z)

−〈v
j
〉2+

〈v2
j
〉

2

]

,

(6)
where G

1
(z)=

∏

j∈{I,II}

[

z−(1−f
j→j′

)aj
]

− ∏

j∈{I,II}

f
j→j′

R
j→j′

,

G
0
(z)= (z−1)(z−1+f

II→I
+f

I→II
), and P j

0
is the probabil-

ity of initially starting in state j (P I
0
+P II

0
=1). Note that

∆t can be absorbed into the speed terms in the above
equation to construct the mean step length 〈ℓ

j
〉= 〈v

j
∆t〉

or the second moment of step length 〈ℓ2
j
〉= 〈v2

j
(∆t)2〉

in state j. By the inverse z-transform of Eq. (6), one
can straightforwardly obtain an exact expression for the
MSD in real time, i.e. 〈x2〉(t). However, in contrast
to the compact form of the MSD in z space, 〈x2〉(t)
is too lengthy to present here. The general expression
of 〈x2〉(t) consists of an exponentially-decaying term
with t, a time-independent term, and a term which
grows linearly with t. While the short-time dynamics
is mainly controlled by the exponentially-decaying and
time-independent terms, the contribution of the linear
term dominates at long times. It turns out that the
initial condition P j

0
only influences the time-independent

and exponentially-decaying terms of the MSD, thus,
diversifies the anomalous dynamics on short time scales.
The Markov process of transitions between the two

states exponentially approaches the steady probabilities

P I
s =

f
II→I

f
I→II

+f
II→I

and P II
s =

f
I→II

f
I→II

+f
II→I

with the charac-

teristic time

ts =
−1

ln |1−f
I→II

−f
II→I

| . (7)

In the following we choose P j
0
=P j

s , i.e. an initially equili-
brated system. While this choice reduced the complexity
of the short-time dynamics by excluding the role of the
initial conditions of motion, Fig. 2(a) shows that a wide
range of different types of anomalous dynamics is still
observed on varying other key parameters. The shape of
MSD profiles strongly depends on the choice of persis-
tence parameters and switching probabilities. Also the
speed heterogeneities nontirvially push the initial slope
toward the ordinary diffusion line by increasing the role
of the linear terms of the MSD. When the motion in
one or both states is strongly antipersistent, an oscilla-
tory dynamics at short timescales emerges [32, 33]. In
some parameter regimes, the exponential terms of the
MSD rapidly decay and time-independent terms develop
a plateau regime over intermediate timescales. Also note
that the profiles for different initial conditions P j

0
merge

at long times, when the crossover to asymptotic diffusive
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FIG. 2. (a) Time evolution of the MSD. The speed of each state is constant, except for the upper dash-dotted curve with
speed heterogeneity 〈v2〉/〈v〉2=20 in both states. The symbols denote simulation results and the lines correspond to analytical
predictions via Eq. (6). The solid, dashed, and dotted curves represent different initial probability P I

0
of starting the motion in

state I. (b),(c) Phase diagrams of the initial anomalous exponent in (a
I
, a

II
) and (f

I→II
, f

II→I
) planes. The color intensity reflects

the magnitude of ν, with red (blue) meaning superdiffusion (subdiffusion). The dotted regions denote oscillatory subdomains.
A constant speed is considered except for the inset with the speed heterogeneity 〈v2

j
〉/〈v

j
〉2=3. The parameter values in panel

(b) are f
I→II

=0.1 and f
II→I

=0.9 and the green contour lines correspond to parameter values f
I→II

=f
II→I

=0.5. In panel (c), the
parameter values are a

I
=0.6, a

II
=− 0.6 (green contour lines: a

I
=0.9, a

II
=− 0.9).

dynamics occurs. To confirm the validity of the analyt-
ical predictions we perform extensive Monte Carlo sim-
ulations of the same stochastic process. We consider a
2D random walk with two different modes of motion and
allow the walker to spontaneously change the mode of
motion at each timestep according to given asymmetric
transition probabilities. Figure 2(a) shows the simulation
results, averaged over an ensemble of 105 realizations.
The simulation results agree perfectly with the analyti-
cal predictions.

IV. INITIAL ANOMALOUS EXPONENT

The transient dynamics is of particular interest as the
time window of experiments is practically limited. The
initial part of the MSD can be fitted to a power-law
〈r2〉(t)∼tν to derive the initial anomalous exponent

ν=1+ ln

[

1+

∑

j

〈v
j
〉f
j′→j

[

f
j→j′

R
j′→j

〈v
j′
〉+(1−f

j→j′
)aj〈vj

〉
]

∑

j∈{I,II}

f
j′→j

〈v
j
〉2

]

/ln 2.

(8)
For a single-state active motion, it reduces to ν=1+
ln(1+a)

ln 2 [28]. The phase diagrams in Fig. 2(b),(c) rep-
resent the variations of ν in the parameters space. The
onset of oscillatory dynamics can be identified by setting
ν=0.

V. CROSSOVER TIME TO THE LONG-TERM

DIFFUSION

The long-term dynamics is diffusion since the walker
gradually loses its memory of the initial direction and
state of motion, and the trajectory eventually gets ran-
domized. The probability density of a persistent random
walk was shown to follow an asymptotic Gaussian form
[34]. We find that the MSD exponentially converges to
the asymptotic diffusive regime as

〈r2〉(t)−〈r2〉(t→∞) ∼ b1 e
−t/ts + b2 e

−t/tc+ + b3 e
−t/tc− ,

(9)
with characteristic times ts [Eq. (7)] and

tc±=
−1

ln
∣

∣

2−λ
I
−λ

II
±
√

(λ
II
−λ

I
)2+C

2

∣

∣

, (10)

where λ
j
=1−aj(1−f

j→j′
) and C= ∏

j∈{I,II}

2f
j→j′

R
j→j′

. Thus,

the crossover time is determined in general by the prob-
abilities f

j→j′
, turning measures R

j→j′
at switchings, and

the persistence parameters aj, as shown in Fig. 3. The
crossover time to the asymptotic regime is controlled by
the longest characteristic time and can vary by several
orders of magnitude within the relevant control param-
eter ranges. Other parameters may also be influential,
since the prefactors b1, b2, and b3 depend on all parame-
ters including the first two moments of the speeds v

I
and

v
II
as well as the initial conditions P j

0 .
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FIG. 3. Characteristic times ts, tc+ , and tc− (red, cyan, and brown surfaces, respectively) in different parameters space.

FIG. 4. (a),(b) D∞ in (a
I
, a

II
) and (f

I→II
, f

II→I
) planes, for a constant speed and the parameter values (unless varied): f

I→II
=0.1,

f
II→I

=0.9, a
I
=0.9, a

II
= − 0.9, R

II→I
=a

I
, R

I→II
=a

II
. (c) Variations of D∞ and tc+ in a run-and-tumble process in terms of

the mean tumble-to-run turning angle 〈φ〉tumble→run (correspondingly R
tumble→run

). Other parameter values: fr→t=ft→r=0.1,
ar=0.9, at=0, Rr→t=1, and vr=2vt .

VI. ASYMPTOTIC DIFFUSION CONSTANT

The MSD in the long-time limit 〈r2〉(t→∞) grows lin-
early with t, with a prefactor from which the long-term
diffusion coefficient can be deduced as

D
∞
=

∆t
∑

j∈{I,II}

4 f
j→j′

(λ
j
λ

j′
−C)

∑

j∈{I,II}

f
j→j′

[

2 f
j′→j

R
j→j′

〈v
j
〉〈v

j′
〉

−C∆v
j′
+λ

j
λ

j′
〈v2

j′
〉+2a

j′
λ

j
(1−f

j′→j
)〈v

j′
〉2
]

,

(11)
where ∆v

j
=〈v2

j
〉−2〈v

j
〉2. To clarify how D

∞
depends on

the key parameters aj and f
j→j′

, we consider a process in

which the walker smoothly enters the new state, i.e. with-
out experiencing a directional change; thus, R

II→I
=a

I
and

R
I→II

=a
II
. As shown in Figs. 4(a),(b), D

∞
varies by sev-

eral orders of magnitude by changing the key parame-
ters. Equation (11) describes D

∞
for any arbitrary com-

bination of the stochastic processes. For instance, for
a simple combination of pure diffusion (with constant

D
I
) and waiting, Eq. (11) reduces to D

∞
=D

I

f
II→I

f
I→II

+f
II→I

,

which was originally shown by Lennard-Jones for surface
diffusion with traps [35]. D

∞
is independent of the initial

conditions P j
0 , implying that the history of the process is

only carried by exponential and time-independent terms
of the MSD that are negligible at long times as the linear
term eventually dominates.

VII. APPLICATIONS AND SPECIAL CASES

The broad applicability of our formalism enables us to
make generic predictions about the dynamics of various
systems. In this section we present a few applications and
the reduced form of the general analytical expressions for
a couple of specific choices for the states of motion.
Bacterial dynamics— Bacterial species that swim by

the rotation of flagella experience an alternating sequence
of run and tumble phases. An abrupt directional change
often occurs when switching back from tumble to run
phase [1, 25], which is caused by the torque exerted on
the cell body during the reformation of the bundle [36].
It is hypothesized that the bacteria benefit from this fea-
ture to slow their spreading and explore the environment
more efficiently. Since in our model the statistics of the
turning angles at the switching events are chosen to be
independent from the turning angles within the states in
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FIG. 5. (a) Typical trajectory of a single-state persistent
walker with the asymmetric turning-angle distribution given
in the text. The resulting persistence parameter has real and
imaginary parts aR ≃0.9 and aI ≃0.2, respectively. (b) Sub-
set of optimal switching probabilities f opt

I→II
and f opt

II→I
in the

(f
I→II

, f
II→I

) plane for various choices of speed dispersions in
a combination of ballistic and diffusive processes.

general, we can directly check how directional changes
at the switching events influence the crossover time to
the long-term diffusive dynamics and the asymptotic dif-
fusion coefficient. Figure 4(c) shows that increasing the
mean directional change at switching from tumble to run,
〈φ〉tumble→run, helps the bacteria to randomize their path:
A stronger kick (i.e. a larger turning angle 〈φ〉tumble→run)
can decrease the characteristic time tc+ and the diffusion
coefficient D

∞
even by more than 20%, which is expected

to substantially affect the first-passage properties and the
ability to efficiently explore the environment.

Spiral trajectories— The distribution R(φ) of the turn-
ing angles φ with respect to the arrival direction can be
asymmetric in general. In such a case, the imaginary part
of the persistence, i.e.

∫ π

−π
dφ sin(φ)R(φ), is nonzero and

the persistence can be written as a= 〈cosφ〉± i 〈sinφ〉.

If we consider a single-state 2D motion for simplicity,
an asymmetric R(φ) means that the left-right symmetry
does not hold and the particle turns more frequently ei-
ther to the right or to the left direction, leading to the
emergence of clockwise or anti-clockwise spiral trajecto-
ries. For example, motion with a uniform distribution
R(φ)= 1

π/2 but over an asymmetric range [−π
6 ,

2π
6 ] of φ

corresponds to a trajectory with frequent clockwise spi-
rals [see Fig. 5(a)]. Denoting the real and imaginary parts
of the persistence a, respectively, with a

R
and a

I
, the

asymptotic diffusion coefficient for a single-state process
can be deduced as

D
∞
=
1

4
v2∆t

(1−a2
R
)−a2

I

(1−a
R
)2+a2

I

, (12)

where we choose a constant speed v for simplicity. It
can be seen that the asymmetric contribution reduces
the asymptotic diffusion coefficient. If we denote the dif-
fusion coefficient of a normal diffusion with D

0
=1

4 v
2∆t,

D
∞

is larger than D
0
if a

I
<
√

a
R
(1−a

R
); otherwise, the

spread is slower than the normal diffusion even though
the propulsion a

R
is present. A constraint for a pure

localization (D
∞
=0) can be obtained as a2

R
+ a2

I
=1.

Run-and-tumble dynamics— A subclass of two-state
processes of particular interest is a combination of fast
and slow dynamics, described by the so-called run-and-

tumble models [20–23]. The modeling of such processes
has been often limited either to extract the long-term
dynamics of the particle or to simplify the states with
stochastic processes such as ballistic motion and normal
diffusion. However, as we described in the previous sec-
tions, our formalism enables us to combine two states
with arbitrary persistencies and describe the particle dy-
namics over all time scales. The general form of the ex-
pressions presented in the previous sections can be re-
duced to shorter formulas for specific choices of the two
processes. Here we choose a normal diffusion a

II
=0 for

the dynamics of the slow state as an example. Then,
the general explicit form of the time evolution of MSD
reduces to

〈r2〉(t)=
a2

I
(f

I→II
−1)

(

(f
II→I

+f
I→II

)
(

f
II→I

(f
I→II

−1)+(f
I→II

−3)f
I→II

)

+2f
I→II

)

(

a
I
(f

I→II
−1)(f

II→I
+f

I→II
)+f

II→I
+f

I→II

)2

+

(

a
I

(

(f
II→I

−1)f
I→II

+f
II→I

+f2

I→II

)

+f
II→I

+f
I→II

)

a
I
(f

I→II
−1)(f

II→I
+f

I→II
)+f

II→I
+f

I→II

t−
2 a

I
(f

I→II
−1)

(

f
I→II

a
I
(f

II→I
+f

I→II
−2)+f

II→I
+f

I→II
+a

I
−1

)(

a
I
(1−f

I→II
)
)t

(

a
I
(f

I→II
−1)+1

)2
(f

II→I
−f

I→II
a

I
+f

I→II
+a

I
−1)

+

2 a
I
f
I→II

(1−f
II→I

−f
I→II

)t+2

(f
II→I

+f
I→II

)2(f
II→I

−f
I→II

a
I
+f

I→II
+a

I
−1)

+

(

a
I

(

(f
II→I

−1)f
I→II

+f
II→I

+f2

I→II

)

+f
II→I

+f
I→II

)

a
I
(f

I→II
−1)(f

II→I
+f

I→II
)+f

II→I
+f

I→II

−
2 a

I

(

(f
II→I

+f
I→II

)2−f
I→II

)

+(f
II→I

+f
I→II

)2

(

a
I
(f

I→II
−1)(f

II→I
+f

I→II
)+f

II→I
+f

I→II

)2 .

(13)

While the other transport quantities of interest can be
also presented in a shorter form by this specific choice,

the advantage of our formalism is that other features of
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the motion can be still kept in their general form. Par-
ticularly, the fast state is a persistent motion described
by a

I
(and not a simple ballistic motion necessarily) and

the speeds of both states are described by their distri-
butions (and not assumed to be constant). For exam-
ple, we obtain from Eq. (11) the following reduced form
for the asymptotic diffusion coefficient in case of smooth
transitions between the states (i.e. whenR

I→II
=a

II
=0 and

R
II→I

=a
I
):

D
∞
=
∆t

4

[

f
I→II

f
I→II

+f
II→I

〈v2
II
〉+

(f
I→II

−1)f
II→I

a
I
∆v

I
+f

II→I
〈v2

I
〉+2 f

I→II
f
II→I

a
I
〈v

I
〉 〈v

II
〉

(f
I→II

+f
II→I

)
(

1−a
I
(1−f

I→II
)
)

]

,

(14)
with ∆v

I
=〈v2

I
〉−2〈v

I
〉2. For the explicit form of D

∞
in

a ballistic-diffusive process, one readily replaces a
I
=1 in

the above equation. Note that Eq. (14) also describes a
combination of diffusion and subdiffusion for −1<a

I
<0.

Optimization of transport quantities— The advantage
of having the explicit analytical form of the transport
quantities of interest is that analytical expressions can
be also extracted for the derivatives with respect to any
control parameter, which makes the optimization of the
transport quantities feasible. For example, the asymp-
totic diffusion coefficient given in Eq. (14) can be mini-
mized with respect to the switching probabilities using
e.g.

∂D
∞

∂f
I→II

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

f
I→II

=f opt

I→II

= 0, (15)

to obtain the following relation between the optimal
switching probabilities f opt

I→II
and f opt

II→I
in a combination

of ballistic (a
I
=1) and diffusive (a

II
=0) processes

f opt
I→II

=
−2 f opt

II→I
〈v

I
〉2 + f opt

II→I

√

B−2 〈v
I
〉2

B
, (16)

with B=f opt
II→I

∆v
I
+2 f opt

II→I
〈v

I
〉 〈v

II
〉+〈v2

II
〉. We find the

necessary condition B≥ 4〈v
I
〉4 +2〈v

I
〉2 for having an op-

timal solution. Figure 5(b) shows a few optimal paths in
the (f

I→II
, f

II→I
) plane for various choices of speed disper-

sion in each state.

VIII. CONCLUSION

We developed an analytical framework which provides
a quantitative link between the characteristics of parti-
cle dynamics in a two-state active process and macro-
scopically observable transport properties. The method
can be straightforwardly extended to three dimensions
and multistate stochastic processes. We disentangled the
combined effects of speed, directional persistence, and
switching statistics on the transport quantities of inter-
est. The extracted exact expressions for the time evo-
lution of the moments of displacement make it possible
to also express other transport quantities by a cumulant
expansion in terms of the moments of displacement. The
broad applicability of our approach makes it applicable
to diverse transport problems in active matter systems
as well as passive processes such as clogging dynamics in
granular media and microbial populations, chromatogra-
phy, and transport in amorphous materials.
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