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M ultiplicative noise: A m echanism leading to nonextensive statisticalm echanics

Celia Anteneodo and Constantino Tsallis

Centro Brasileiro de Pesquisas Fisicas,Dr Xavier Sigaud 150,22290-180,Rio de Janeiro-RJ,Brazil

A large variety ofm icroscopic or m esoscopic m odels lead to generic results that accom m odate

naturally within Boltzm ann-G ibbsstatisticalm echanics(based on S1 � � k
R
dup(u)lnp(u)).Sim -

ilarly, other classes of m odels point toward nonextensive statistical m echanics (based on Sq �

k[1�
R
du[p(u)]

q
]=[q� 1],wherethevalueoftheentropicindex q2 < dependson thespeci�cm odel).

W eshow herea fam ily ofm odels,with m ultiplicativenoise,which belongsto thenonextensiveclass.

M ore speci�cally,we considerLangevin equationsofthetype _u = f(u)+ g(u)�(t)+ �(t),where�(t)

and �(t) are independent zero-m ean G aussian white noises with respective am plitudes M and A.

ThisleadstotheFokker-Planckequation @tP (u;t)= � @u[f(u)P (u;t)]+ M @ufg(u)@u[g(u)P (u;t)]g+

A@uuP (u;t). W henever the determ inistic drift is proportional to the noise induced one, i.e.,

f(u)= � �g(u)g
0
(u),the stationary solution is shown to be P (u;1 )/

�
1� (1� q)�[g(u)]

2
	 1

1� q

(with q � �+ 3M

�+ M
and � = �+ M

2A
).Thisdistribution isprecisely the one optim izing Sq with the con-

strainth[g(u)]
2
iq � f

R
du[g(u)]

2
[P (u)]

q
g=f

R
du[P (u)]

q
g = constant.W ealso introduceand discuss

variouscharacterizationsofthe width ofthe distributions.

Ubiquitoussystem scan be naturally described within

Boltzm ann-G ibbs (BG ) statisticalm echanics (based on

the entropy S1 � � k
R
dup(u)lnp(u)). These system s

havein com m on thefactthatthey likeequally to liveev-

erywherethey areallowed to,thatis,they areergodicin

theentirephasespace.However,thereareothersystem s

that,depending on the initialconditions,m ay prefer a

particularsubspace.TheBG scenariom ay notbeappro-

priate any longerand an extension ofthe usualtherm o-

statisticaldescription,taking into account the features

ofsuch subspace,would be required. Ifthat subspace

has a scale invariant geom etry,a hierarchicalor m ulti-

fractalstructure,then the m odelpoints toward nonex-

tensivestatisticalm echanics(based on theentropicform

Sq � k[1�
R
du[p(u)]q]=[q� 1]; q 2 <) [1](see [2]for

reviews). Am ong the m odels which belong to this cat-

egory,one �ndslow-dim ensionaldissipative and conser-

vative m aps [3],fractionaland nonlinear Fokker-Planck

equations [4],Langevin dynam ics with uctuating tem -

perature [5], growth of m any-body scale-free networks

[6]and long-rangem any-body classicalHam iltonians[7].

Thecorresponding valueoftheentropicindex q depends

on the speci�c m odel,or,m ore precisely,on the nonex-

tensivityuniversalityclassofthem odel.Itisourpurpose

hereto show a largefam ily ofm odelswith m ultiplicative

noisewhich belongsto the nonextensiveclass.

M icroscopicdynam ics,containing m ultiplicativenoise,

m ay be encountered in m any dynam icalprocesses,such

asin stochasticresonance[8],noiseinduced phasetransi-

tions[9],granularpackings[10],and others[11,12].Due

to its signi�cance,stochastic processes with m ultiplica-

tive noise have been the subjectofnum erousstudiesin

thelastdecades[13{15].Herewewillconsiderprocesses

subjecttoboth additiveand m ultiplicativenoisesand de-

scribed by thedim ensionlessstochasticdi�erentialequa-

tion ofthe form

_u = f(u)+ g(u)�(t) + �(t); (1)

where u(t) is a stochastic variable, f;g are arbitrary

functions(g(0)= 0),and �(t);�(t)are uncorrelated and

G aussian-distributed zero-m ean white noises,hence sat-

isfying

h�(t)�(t0)i= 2M �(t� t
0); h�(t)�(t0)i= 2A�(t� t

0); (2)

where M ;A > 0 are the noise am plitudesand stand for

\m ultiplicative" and \additive", respectively. Clearly,

som e degree ofcorrelation between the two noises can

be of physicalrelevance, however,this rem ains out of

the present scope. The determ inistic drift f(u) can be

interpreted either as a dam ping force (whenever u is a

velocity-likequantity)orasan externalforce(when m o-

tion is overdam ped and u represents a position coordi-

nate).O therinterpretationsarepossibleaswell,depend-

ing on the particularsystem treated.

It is interesting to note that additive and m ultiplica-

tive term s in Eq. (1) could be gathered in an e�ective

m ultiplicativenoiseterm [16],howeverwepreferto keep

track ofboth sourcesindependently.

The stochastic di�erential equation (1) is not com -

pletely de�ned and m ust be com plem ented by an addi-

tionalrule.Thisisdueto thefactthateach pulseofthe

stochasticnoiseproducesa jum p in u,then thequestion

arises:which isthevalueofu to beused in g(u)? Thisis

the wellknown It̂o-Stratonovich controversy [15,17]. In

theIt̂ode�nition,thevaluebeforethepulsem ustbeused,

whereasin the Stratonovich de�nition the valuesbefore

and after the pulse contribute in a sym m etric way. If

noisewerepurely additive,then both de�nitionsagree.

The Fokker-Planck equation for the probability den-

sity P (u;t), associated to Eq. (1), can be ob-

tained from the K ram ers-M oyal expansion @tP =
P

n� 1
(� @u)

n[D (n)P ],wherethecoe�cientsaregiven by

D (n)(x;t) = 1

n!
lim �! 0

[u(t+ �)� x]
n

�
ju(t)= x. These coe�-

cients can be readily obtained following the standard

lines found for instance in [15]. Using the Stratonovich

de�nition ofstochasticintegral,one gets

1
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D
(1)(u;t)= f(u)+ M g(u)g0(u) � J(u); (3)

D
(2)(u;t)= A + M [g(u)]2 � D (u); (4)

while D (n)(u;t) = 0 for n � 3. Then, one arrives

straightforwardly at

@tP = � @uj(u): (5)

where j(u)� J(u)P � @u[D (u)P ]isthe current. In the

It̂ocalculation,Eq.(3)becom esJ(u)= f(u),thatis,the

noise-induced (orspurious)driftism issing.In whatfol-

lowswewilladopttheStratonovich de�nition.However,

thischoice willnota�ectthe presentdiscussion except-

ing fora rede�nition ofsom e ofthe param etersthatare

involved.

Eq.(5)can also be written as

@tP = � @u(f(u)P )+ M @u(g(u)@u[g(u)P ])+ A@uuP:

(6)

In som e processes,the determ inistic and noise-induced

drifts m ay have the sam e functionalform . Let us put

thiscondition asfollows:

f(u)= � �g(u)g0(u); (7)

� being a proportionality constant.In otherwords,f(u)

isderived from apotential-likefunction V (u)= �

2
[g(u)]2.

Let us note that the particular case g(u) / f(u) / u,

which isa natural�rstchoicefora physicalsystem ,veri-

�esthiscondition.However,sinceno extra calculational

di�cultiesem erge,wewilldiscussherethem oregeneral

case(7).Noticethatin theabsenceofdeterm inisticforc-

ing,condition (7)istrivially satis�ed forany g by settig

� = 0.

In the present paper we willrestrict to the station-

ary solutionsforno ux boundary conditions(i.e.,such

thatj(� 1 )= j(1 )= j(u)= 0),although m oregeneral

conditions could in principle also be considered. If(7)

is veri�ed,then,the stationary solution Ps(u) is ofthe

q-exponentialform appearing in nonextensive statistical

m echanics[1].M oreprecisely,in thatcase,one obtains

Ps(u) /

h

1+ (q� 1)�[g(u)]2
i 1

1� q

; (8)

where � � 1

kT
= �+ M

2A
(where by T we generically m ean

the am plitude ofan e�ectivenoise)and

q=
�+ 3M

�+ M
: (9)

Asan asidecom m entletusm ention thatifwehad used

the It̂o convention we would have obtained q = �+ 4M

�+ 2M
.

Letusnow go back to ourStratonovich choice.

Ps isnorm alizable ifjg(u)jgrowswith jujfasterthan

juj
1

1+ � =M (� > � M ). Thisprobability distribution func-

tion (pdf)optim izes

Sq � k
1�

R
du [P (u)]q

q� 1
; (10)

with the constraint

h[g(u)]2iq �

R
du [g(u)]2 [P (u)]q
R
du [P (u)]q

= constant: (11)

Thecondition (7)isnotnecessary forhaving solutions

ofthe q� exponentialform ,as it follows along the lines

of[18,19],in spite ofthe fact that the m odels therein

considered aredi�erentfrom the presentone.

Let us consider in m ore detail the case when both

the forcing and the m ultiplicative noise depend on the

stochastic variable u as a power law,that is,when the

Langevin Eq.(1)becom es

_u = � ujujr� 1 + ujujs� 1�(t) + �(t); (12)

with r;s � 0 and a drift coe�cient  typically posi-

tive.In thiscase,the determ inistic driftisderived from

a con�ning potential-like function ofthe form V (u) =

jujr+ 1=(r+ 1).Thecorresponding Fokker-Planck equa-

tion becom es

@tP = � @u(� ujuj
r� 1

P )+ M @u(juj
s
@u[juj

s
P ]) + A@uuP:

(13)

Hence,itsstationary solution Ps(u)isgiven by

Ps(u) =
Po e

� h(u)

(1+ M

A
juj2s)1=2

; (14)

Po being the norm alization constantand

h(u) �
juj1+ r

A[1+ r]
2F1

�
1+ r

2s
;1;1+

1+ r

2s
;�

M

A
juj2s

�

;

(15)

where 2F1 isthe hypergeom etricfunction.

W e shallanalyzenow som elim iting cases:

(A)Forvanishingdeterm inisticforcing(! 0),Eq.(14)

becom es

Ps(u) =
Po

(1+ M

A
juj2s)1=2

; (16)

with

Po =
(M =A)1=(2s) �(1

2
)

2�(1+ 1

2s
)�(1

2
� 1

2s
)
; fors> 1: (17)

This pdfis ofthe q-exponentialform (with q = 3) as

expected because,in this case,condition (7) is trivially

true since itcorrespondsto � = 0. Interestingly,in the

presence ofm ultiplicative noise,the steady state Ps is

norm alizableeven in theabsenceofa con�ningpotential,

aslongass> 1.Theso called spuriousdriftwhich origi-

natesfrom them ultiplicativenoiseterm in theLangevin

2



equation isresponsibleforkicking the system back close

to the origin, where uctuations are sm aller. O n the

other hand, the additive noise plays an essentialrole,

providing uctuationswhich avoid thefullconcentration

(atthe origin)thatwould occurotherwise.Thistype of

stabilizinge�ectofthem ultiplicativenoiseislongknown

[20].

(B)In thelim itM ! 0,allotherparam etersbeing�xed,

i.e.,when nom ultipliciativenoiseispresent,Eq.(14)be-

com esofthe following stretched exponentialform :

Ps(u) =

�


A [1+ r]

� 1

1+ r

2�(1+ 1

1+ r
)
e
�



A [1+ r]
juj

1+ r

: (18)

In particular,forthelinearforcing (r= 1),theG aussian

pdfisrecovered.

(C)In thelim itA ! 0,i.e.,forvanishing strength ofthe

additivenoise,thesteady stateisnorm alizablefors< 1

and p � r+ 1� 2s > 0. The condition p > 0 im plies

thatthe potentialofthe drifthasto be steep enough to

con�ne the system and yield a steady state. Then,we

have

Ps(u) =
p
�



M p

�1� s

p

2�(1� s
p
)

e
�



M p
juj

p

jujs
: (19)

Vanishing A concentrates the probability at the origin.

Again,the G aussian distribution is recovered for r = 1

(harm onicforcing)and s= 0 (additive noise).

The lim its analyzed above are not generically inter-

changeable,that is,convergence is not necessarily uni-

form .

In the generalcase where (A;M ;) are all�nite,the

sam e dependence on u as that in Eq. (19) is obtained

forsu�ciently largejuj.In fact,ifonede�nesthedim en-

sionlessvariable �u = u=� with � � (A=M )
1

2s ,itisclear

thatthe asym ptotic expression ofEq. (14)forj�uj! 1

correspondsto both lim itsjuj! 1 and A ! 0.

For�nite (A;M ;),in the p = 0 m arginalcase where

the drift and m ultiplicative-noise exponents are related

through 1+ r = 2s (hence condition (7)isveri�ed with

� = =s),a q-exponentialpdfem ergesatasym ptotically

long tim e. In fact,in that case,the hypergeom etric in

Eq.(15)becom es 2F1(1;1;2;� z)= ln(1+ z)=z and one

gets

Ps(u) =
Po

(1+ ju=�j2s)
1

q� 1

; (20)

with

q=
(=s)+ 3M

(=s)+ M
(21)

and

Po =
�(1

2
+



2sM
)

2��(1+ 1

2s
)�(1

2
+



2sM
� 1

2s
)
: (22)

Ps(u) is norm alizable for s+ =M > 1. Notice that q-

exponentialpdf’s can appear even for negative  (i.e.,

forrepulsive determ inistic forces). The 1+ r = 2s class

includes the particular linear case r = s = 1,that has

already been treated in the literature [11,21]. In Fig.1

weexhibitthe steady statepdf(20)forseveralvaluesof

the system param eters.

Assum ing that hui = 0,the width ofP (u;t) can be

characterized in m any ways,such as(i)theinverseofthe

heightatthe origin,nam ely 1=P (0;t);(ii)the width at

halfheight,�;(iii)the squarerootofthe m ean valueof

u2;(iv) the 2s-root ofthe m ean value ofjuj2s;(v) the

square root ofthe q-expectation values ofu2; (vi) the

2s-rootofthe q-expectation value ofjuj2s,oreven com -

binationsofthese,forinstance(vii)
p
�=P (0;t)(seealso

[22]).Letusrecallthatthe norm alized q-expectation of

 isde�ned as

h iq(t)�

R
du  (u)[P (u;t)]q
R
du [P (u;t)]q

; (23)

hence,h i1 equalsthe usualm ean value h i.

FortheusualcasewhereP (u;t)isaG aussian,allthese

de�nitions basically coincide. This is not so in general,

as we shallillustrate in what follows for the stationary

stateofEq.(20).

(i)The inverseofthe heightatthe origin:

1

Ps(0)
= �

2�(1+ 1

2s
)�(1

2
+



2sM
� 1

2s
)

�(1
2
+



2sM
)

: (24)

(ii)The width athalfheight:

� = 2�(2 1=(


2sM
+

1

2
)� 1)

1

2s : (25)

(iii)The squarerootofthe m ean valueofu2:

hu2i1=2 = �

s

�( 3

2s
)�(1

2
+



2sM
� 3

2s
)

�( 1

2s
)�(1

2
+



2sM
� 1

2s
)
; (26)

for=M > 3� s (otherwiseitdiverges).

(iv)The 2s-rootofthe m ean value ofjuj2s,

hjuj2si1=2s =
�

�
=M � s� 1

� 1

2s

(27)

for=M > 1+ s (otherwiseitdiverges).

(v)The squarerootofthe q-expectation value ofu2:

hu2i1=2q = �

s

�( 3

2s
)�(3

2
+



2sM
� 3

2s
)

�( 1

2s
)�(3

2
+



2sM
� 1

2s
)
; (28)

for=M > 3(1� s)(otherwiseitdiverges),and

(vi)The 2s-rootofthe q-expectation value ofjuj2s

3



hjuj2si1=2sq =
�

�
=M + s� 1

� 1

2s

; (29)

for =M > 1 � s. Notice that this condition has al-

ready been encountered. Indeed,itisnecessary fornor-

m alizability. An im portantrem ark ism andatory: ofall

the abovecharacterizationsofwidth which arebased on

expectation values(i.e.,hu2i1=2,hjuj2si1=2s,hu2i
1=2
q and

hjuj2si
1=2s
q ),only the last one does not diverge in any

adm issible (i.e.,norm alizable) case. Thisisparticularly

rem arkablebecausethisgeneralized expectation valueis,

asalreadyseen,precisely theonetobeused asconstraint

in the optim ization ofSq. In addition to this,itiswor-

thy noticing thathjuj2si
1=2s
q isin allcasescom parableto

p
�=P s(0),a sem i-em piricalquantity which takes into

accountthe contributionsofboth body and tails.

In Fig.2 we exhibitallthese quantitiesasa function

ofM = fortypicalvaluesofs with r = 2s� 1.AsM =

increases,in allcases,Ps(u)becom esm orepeaky around

the origin (� decreases). M oreover,forincreasing M =

and s = 1,the tailtends to 1=juj(hence Ps(0) ! 0).

Also for s = 1=2,Ps(0) ! 0 as the pdfbecom es m ore

tailed,but M = has the upper bound 2. Contrarily to

the previous cases,for s > 1,as M = increases,Ps(0)

also increases.

The q-exponential character is not exclusive of the

steady state but it also em erges along the tim e evolu-

tion ofthe pdf,as illustrated in Fig. 3. In this �gure

we em ploy the sem i-lnq representation, where lnq x =

(x1� q � 1)=(q� 1). Notice in Figs. 3.b and 3.c thatthe

curve for t ! 1 is a straight line. In 3.c,curves are

alm oststraightlines,thus indicating that the pdf’s are

very closeto q-exponentialsalong tim e.

In thepresenceofm ultiplicativenoise,thesystem vari-

ables directly couple to noise. Therefore,behaviorsare

observed that can notoccurin the presence ofadditive

noisealone.In particular,q-exponentialpdf’softheform

given by Eq.(8)can arise.Forthe presentprocesses,q-

exponentials do occur either in the absence of forcing

( = 0) or for drifts verifying Eq. (7),which,for the

power-law case,becom es r = 2s� 1. The determ inis-

tic forcing does not need to be con�ning (i.e., < 0 is

allowed)forthe form ation ofa q-exponentialstationary

pdf,provided =M > 1� s. In any case,ifa repulsive

e�ective force prevailsforsom e period oftim e,the vari-

ableu can takelargevaluesand powerlaw tailscan arise.

In particular,a q-exponentialoccurswhen thestochastic

forcing is proportionalto the determ inistic one. Alter-

natively,during the intervalswhen the e�ective force is

attractive, the probability tends to concentrate at the

origin. Then,at this stage,the additive noise plays a

fundam entalroleallowingtheexistenceofanorm alizable

steady stateby avoidingcollapseofthepdfattheorigin.

W hen both kindsofnoiseoccursim ultaneously,thepres-

ence ofm ultiplicative noise can notbe form ally avoided

by a sim ple transform ation ofvariables. The particular

interplay between additive and m ultiplicative noises as

wellas that between determ inistic and stochastic drifts

can lead to the appearanceofq-exponentials.

It is worthy to em phasize at this point that the sta-

tionary solutionsofthepresentproblem havethegeneral

form given by Eq. (14). The q-exponentialpdf’s repre-

sentaspecialcase,which in turn includestheBoltzm ann-

G ibsspdfasan even m orespecialone,corresponding to

the standard therm alequilibrium . Furtherm ore,the q-

exponentialpdf’s are unique in the sense that they op-

tim ize,underappropriate constraints,the entropy func-

tionalSq (Eq.(10)).Thisentropicform isin turn unique

in the sense thatitisthe only one which satis�es[23]a

set ofconditions naturally generalizing both the Shan-

non and theK inchin axiom s.Also,Sq isconsistentwith

stability (orrobustness)oftheq-exponentialpdf’sin the

sensedescribed by Abe [24],whereasRenyientropy and

the norm alized version ofSq arenot.

Letusconclude by stressing thatq-exponentialshave

also been observed in a variety of sim ilar processes

[5,18,25].Them echanism leadingtosuch distributionsis

expected to bepresentin system swith long{rangem em -

ory,long-rangeinteractions,fractalorhierarchicalstruc-

turesand sim ilarscenarios.

In what concerns the m odelde�ned by Eqs. (3)-(5),

it is clear that f(u) and g(u) are generically indepen-

dent functions. However,it does occur that when they

are connected through Eq. (7),the q-exponentialform

em ergesnaturally.Itwould no doubtbevery interesting

ifwehad a geom etricalinterpretation ofthisfact.Hints

along thisline would be welcom e.

As illustrated in Fig. 3 (determ inistic drift propor-

tionalto the stochastic one),the q-exponentialis exact

fort! 1 and itisan excellentapproxim ation 8t.

The best characterizations ofthe width ofthe pdf’s

clearly are those which rem ain �nite under generic cir-

cum stances. In ourcase,this happensfor1=P (0;t),�,

hjuj2si
1=2s
q orcom binationssuch as

p
�=P (0;t).Thelat-

ter two are preferable since they contain attributes of

both bodyand tailsofthepdf.Foram athem aticallycon-

venientand genericcharacterization,clearly hjuj2si
1=2s
q is

the m ostappropriate.
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FIG U R E C A P T IO N S

Fig.1. Steady statepdfsfors= 0.5 (a),1 (b),and 2 (c),

with r = 2s� 1,A= = 1 and di�erent values ofM =

indicated in the �gure. Notice thatthe alternative rep-

resentation �P s(u)vs. u=� with � = (A=M )1=2s would

givepro�lesindependenton theparticularchoiceofA=.

Fig.2. Di�erentparam eterscharacterizing the\width"

ofthe distribution asa function ofM = fors= 0.5 (a),1

(b),and 2 (c),with r= 2s� 1 and A== 1.For> 0,

norm alizabityim pliesM =< 1=(1� s)ifs< 1;fors� 1,

the physicalregion ofM = extendsup to in�nity.

Fig. 3. Tim e evolution ofthe pdffor r = s = 1,A =

= 1and M = 0:2atdi�erenttim esindicated in the�g-

ure,in di�erentrepresentations:linear(a),sem i-lnq with

q=
+ 3M

+ M
(b),and sem i-lnq0,with tim edependentq

0(c).

W eused theansatzP = Po(1+ (q0� 1)�u2)1=(1� q
0
),with

Po =
q

�

�(q0� 1)

�(
1

q0� 1
� 1

2
)

�(
1

q0� 1
)
.In the insetwe presentq0 and

� vs.t.In particular,q(0)= 1,1=�(0)= 0,q(1 )= 4=3

and 1=�(1 )= 5=3.
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