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Abstract
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I. NTRODUCTION

B rownian m otion is one of the paradigm s of statisticalm echanics. Follow Ing the sam inal
works of E nstein, Langevin and Sm oluchow sky, a detailed m athem atical analysis can be
m ade on the basis of Langevin or FokkerP landk equations. W hile Brownian m otion and
is \tin e derivative", G aussian white noise, are stochastic processes of fiindam ental in por-
tance, the dichotom ousM arkov process (e, eg., gl]) has its own virtues and interest. F irst
{ and this is our central contention here { system s driven by dichotom ous noise can often
be described In full analytic detail. Second, dichotom ous noise reduces to white shot noise
and G aussian white noise in the appropriate lin its £]. Third, it can ettherm in ic the e ects
of nite correlation tin e of the noise, or it m ay directly provide a good representation of
an actualphysical situation (such as, for exam pl, them al transitions between two con g—
urations or states). Finally, i has the advantage that it can easily be In plm ented as an
extemalnoise with nite support.

M ost of the resuls for dynam ics driven by dichotom ous M arkov noise are lim ited to
system s w ith a singl scalar variable x (t). T he rate of change of this variable sw itches at
random between the \+ " dynam ics, x (t) = f; x), and the \{" dynam ics, x (t) = £ &) (the
dot stands for the tem poral derivative). This dynam ics can be described by the follow Ing
stochastic di erential equation:

<) = f, (X)J; f &) N £, &) > f &) ©; M

where (t) is a realization of the dichotom ous M arkov process taking the values 1, wih

transition rates between these values equalto k, and k respectively. Several physical ap—
plications, lncluding persistent random wals, nuclkarm agnetic resonance, chrom atography,
Taylor dispersion, and kinetic theory, have been discussed when the speeds £, and £ are
constants, and exact tin edependent results can be obtained in this case [;3]. Som ew hat
surprisingly, the fiill tim edependent solution for linear f, (x) and £ (x) is not available,
see {4] for a detailed discussion. In the case of nonlinear dynam ics, steady state properties
can be calculated and have notably been studied in detail in the context of noise induced
transitions ] and noise induced phase transitions [§]. Speci ¢ dynam ic properties have
also been obtained. A signi cant e ort has gone into the calculation of rst passage time
m om ents {]] and of transition rates, cf. K ram ers’ rate for them al escape ] and resonant

activation E}]. Furthem ore, when f, (x) and £ x) are periodic another in portant dynam ic



property, nam ely, the asym ptotic drift velocity, can be extracted from steady state results
by working w ith periodic boundary conditions. This technique is of particular interest in
the context of Jossphson Jjunctions and B row nian m otors 10,11, 12, 13]. H owever, contrary
to the clain sm ade in som e of these papers, the problem ofthe rst passage tim e m om ents,
and the related issue of nding the asym ptotic drift velocity {14], was not solved in them ost
general case. Indeed, with a few exosptions [13, 16,17, 18], all the resuls that have been
obtained exclude the caseswhen one orboth ofthe \ " dynam icshave unstabke xed points,
and thus do not consider the possbility of crossing unstable xed points In the long tine
dynam ics. T he technical subtleties were rst highlighted and discussed in detail In a recent
paper {[9]. Th view ofthe broad applicability and in portance of dichotom ousM arkov noise,
a com prehensive review of the results for the asym ptotic drift velocity in periodic system s
driven by such a noise is called for and is the sub ct of this paper. Asa st illustration
we also apply these resuls to the calculation of the drift for the rocking ratchet.

IT. SOLVING THE MASTER EQUATION

T he calculation of the asym ptotic drift velocity in perdodic system s ism ost easily carried
out by starting from the m aster equation, equivalent to (L), for the probability densities
P, X;t) and P x;t) tobeatx attimet, if = +1and 1 respectively:

@P, (x;0) @

— = — [ ®K)P; x;9] kP, &xD+k P &;;9;
Qt @x

@ ;b @

— = — [ ®K)P ;9] kP &+ kP, x;9: @)
Qt @x

W e assum e that £, (x) and £ (X) are continuous functions of their argum ent and that they

are both periodic, ie.,
fi x)=f, x+ L) and £ ®)=f x+ L);8x: 3)

In order to extract the long-tin e average drift speed, it issu cient to study the steady state
properties of Eq. @) forx 2 ;L] with periodic boundary conditions. To show this, we
Introduce the steady state quantitiesP (x) = P, x)+P (x) (which represents the probability
density forbeing at x regardless the value of ) P7],andp&®) = kP, k) k P (x).From

the summ ation ofthe two equations in {Z) one in m ediately concludes that orthe asym ptotic



(steady) state the probability ux J associated with P (x),

kif )+ k £f; x) £ ®) £ &)
= P ; 4
J _— x) + T K P X) @)

is a constant. T he asym ptotic drift velocity is then sim ply given by:
Z L

hxi= [fr ®)Ps &)+ £ ®)P (x)]dx= LJ: ©)
0

By substracting the equations in ) (multiplied, respectively, by k; and k ), one obtains,
In the asym ptotic steady state, the follow Ing rst-order di erential equation for p x):

d
&ﬂ@k f. ) f QP&+ kf ®+kf ®Ipkg+ k +k )’pk)=0: (6)

Equations (4) and §) have to be solved by in posing the conditions of continuity or P (x)

and p (X) (or, at keast, the condition that they have no m ore than integrabk singularities) on

g);LL], periodicity, P ®) = P X+ L) and p(x) = p&x + L);8x, and nom alization forP ),
P x)dx = 1.

’ A1l these elam ents allow the detemm ination of the unique steady state solution P (x) ,
the stationary probability ux J, and hence the corresponding dynam ic quantity of interest
to us, nam ely, the asym ptotic drift velocity hxi. A s was pointed out In detail n {19], the
situation is entirely di erent, both physically and m athem atically, when one or both of
the \ " dynam ics have unstabke xed points, depending on whether the systam can cross
(or not) these unstabke xed points in the long tim e lim . In fact, whilk this issue was also
m entioned in fl§]and [14], a fiulland detailed discussion was rst given fora speci cexam ple
w ith m ultiplicative dichotom ous noise .n [L9]. In the ©llow ng we cus on the presentation
and discussion of the nalresuls for the asym ptotic probability density and drift velocity,
relegating the technical details to the A ppendix.

ITT. MAIN RESULTS

Since we assum e that the functions £ (x) are continuous, and In view of the periodicity,
xed points In the ssparate dynam icsx = f, X) and x = £ (x) willalways appear In pairs.
In the follow ng we w ill present the nalresuls for the three sin plest cases that can occur,
nam ely no xed points, cf. Section TIIA|, one of the dynam ics hastwo xed points and the

other none, Section J11Bi, and both dynam ics have two xed points, Section TIIC,.



A . No xed points

hxi [, il
b ) - g 0 f (]

Lf, ®)f ) exp dzk,=f, )+ k =f£ (2)) 1
0

x+HL k. + k f, @)+ £ (2)
dz +
% . f. z) £ @ 2E, =) £ ()]

X

exp dw k,=f, W)+ k =f W)) (7)

z

and the m ean asym ptotic velociy is given by:
Z L Z L
£y ®x) f &)
hxi= L dz k. =f; (z) + k =f (2)) 1 dxX—————
1 ZeXp o Z Z Z . ) £ 0 ®
*L K, + k £fo@)+E @)
dz +
x £ ) £ @ 2[E ) £ ()]
Z 1

exp dw k,=f, W)+ k =f Ww)) : 8)

z

Here (:::)O stands for the derivative w th resoect to x. N ote that the above expressions for

T he stationary probability density P (x) reads:

0

both P (x) and hxi digplay the required sym m etry between the \+ " and \{" dynam ics. The
above expression reduces to the one given earlier in the literature for the particular case of
additive dichotom ous noise [f, (x) f (x)=constant, cf. {11].

B. One ofthe dynam ics hastwo xed points in D;L)

W e suppose that the \+ " dynam icshastwo xed pointsx; < x, n D;L), x; being stabk
[f, &)= 0; £ (x1) < 0], while x, isunst@bk [f, (x;) = 0; £° (x;) > 0]. The \{" dynam ics
hasno xed points.

As explained in detail n Appendix ¥V IB and in [19], there exists exactly one solution
P (x) of the Egs. ) and () that is physically and m athem atically acoeptable, and for
X 2 [Ki;x%x1+ L] i is given by the follow ing expression :

P &) = ki £, &) £ &) g Xdzsgn £ @f @)
L, £ &Ff & fe [

k, + k + fr @+ £ ()

f. ) £ @ 2t () £ (2)]
Z

X

eXp aw ky=f, W)+ k =£ W)) : ©)




As discussed In Appendix VIB, P (x) is nite and continuous throughout the interval
(x1;%x1 + L), wih, in particular, at the unstablke xed poinnt x,
ki ke + k )=f &)+ 1
n P (x)= lin P X)= — —— L2 : (10)
X% X2 X& X2 L f (X2) Lk+ :f+ (XZ) + 1]

N ote that positivity ofP (x) inpliesthat £ (xX) and hxim ust have the sam e sign. Hence the

direction ofthe asym ptotic drift is the sam e as that ofthe \{" dynam ics, which isphysically
cbvious.

At the stable xed point X1, P (x) is either continuous when k, =§° (x1)3> 1, ie.,

. . k )= 0 . 1
P )= M P oe= o T )?fg(xl)j.
X& X1 x$ (x1+ L) L £ (1) [_k+:jf+ (Xl)J 1]

or divergent but integrable when k, = ;)36 1 hamely, k, =¥ (x;)j< 1 corresponds to

; 11)

apowerJaw divergence, whilke k, = (x;)j= 1 corresponds to a \m arginal" logarithm ic-like
Integrable divergence]. This result is consistent w ith the physical Intuition that probability
density builds up near a stable xed point, especially when the sw itching rate is low .

x1+L
T he nom alization condition P x)dx = 1, together wih Eqg. {5) Jead to the
follow Ing expression for the m ean \);leloczty
Z x1+L Z x
i = L dx fi ®x) £ &) dz sn f. @f (2)
- £ F ®) AN
ktk . E@FE @ i
fr @ £ @) 2/ ) £ ()]
Z 1

exp dw ki =f, W)+ k =f w)) : 12)

This expression reduces to the onem entioned in {16] for the particular case of a symm etric
additive dichotom ous noise.

C . Each ofthe alternating dynam ics has two xed points in ;L)

Consider as above x; < X, as the stabl, repectively unstable =xed points of the \+ "
dynam ics, and suppose now that the \{" dynam ics also has two xed points, x3 < x4.
D epending on the relative positions of these four points, as well as on their nature (stablk
or unstabl), two di erent types of situations m ight occur.

(1) In all the situations in which x; has as direct neighbor another stabke xed point, it

is physically clar that the asym ptotic dynam ics settles nto a random altemating m otion



between these points, so that they delin it the interval in which the steady-state probability
density is non—zero [B]. Obviously in this case lxi = 0, ie., there is no net ux of the
particles, whilke P (x) is given by

Z

py=c % £ & Cdzl=f, @)+ k =f @) 13)
= Z Ky =L, Z = Z 7
£E @) T

forx and xy Iying n between the two stable xed points, while the constant C is determm ned
through the nom alization condiion forP (x).
(i) The cases that correspond to an altemation of the stabl and unstabl xed points
are of m ore interest to us, as they lead to a nontrivial behavior of P (x) and to a nonzero
ow of the particles. W ithout loss of generality we suppose that 0 < x; (s) < x3 ) < x4
() < x, @) < L,xé\rjth the follow ng resuls:

hxi £ ®) f &) 2 x f. @f ()
= dzsgtn —————
L & X &) 5 £. @ £ (Zo)*
k, + k N fr @+ £ (2
£ @) 7 f @ 20 =) £ @)]
exp dw k.=£f, W)+ k =£ W))
3 for x 2 (x17%4)
P X)= . : (14)
hxki £ ®) £ &) * f. @f ()
- @ - dz@n - - -
L fox)f &) % f. @ £ (zg#
k, + k + f. @+ £ ()
£ @) 7 f @ 20 =) £ @)]
exp dw k.=£f, W)+ k =£ W))

for x2 &4;x1+ L)
P (x) is continuous throughout (x;;x4) and X4;%x; + L) and, in particular, at the unstable
xed points x, and x3 it takes, respectively, the values {10) and
hxi + k )=f° + 1
i P )=t p gy R IE)HT
X% X3 X& X3 L f, x3) k =f° x3)+ 1]
T he periodicity of P (x) is connected w ith the behavior at the stable xed point x; that

15)

was already discussed In the previous section, sse Eq. (L1).
Conceming the behavior of P (x) at the other stable xed point, x4, it is either divergent
but Integrable) rk =3° (x,)j6 1, or it is contiuous,
ki ke +k)=E° xa)J 1

Iim P = Im P = — ;
X& X4 (X) X% X4 (X) L f+ (X4) D( =jfo (X4)j l]

16)



when k =F° (x4)3> 1.

In posing the nom alization condition forP (x), one obtainsthe corregoonding asym ptotic

drift velocity :
2 £ ®x) f &) ? £ @)t (2)
hxki= L dx ——— dzsgn ——M———
oo BEE & £@ ,f @
ktk . E@FE @ ’
£y (2) . £ (@) 20 () £ (@)]
exp dw ki =f, W)+ k =f w)) +
Zar g (;> £ O £, @f (2)
+ ax —— dzsogn —————
v ow BRE &) £ @, £ @
ktk . E@*E @ i
£, ) £ (2 20 ) £ (@)]
Z 1
exp dw ky=f, W)+ k =f w)) ; 17)

which com pletes the discussion.

A llthese resuls are suittabl for a rapid generalization to cases when both dynam ics have
severalpairs of xed points. In particular, note that when there are several pairs ofad-pcent
stabke xed points, the system is no longer ergodic. D epending on the initial conditions, the
asym ptotic m otion of the particles is 1im ited to one or another basin of attraction. These
attractors are represented, on the real axis, by the Intervals between such pairs of ad pcent
stable xed points. W e shallnot go Into fiirther details here.

IvV. ROCKING RATCHET

T he general form ulas that were derived above still nvolve triple Integrals. O ne Interesting
case forw hich explicit results can be obtained isthat ofpiecew ise constant functions £, and
f . To illustrate the resuls for this case, we w ill focus on one ofthe paradigm s for B row nian
m otors, nam ely the rocking ratchet R(]. In this problm an overdam ped particle is gliding
in a detemm inistic saw tooth-lke potentialU (x) sub ct to an additional dichotom ous forcing

that sw itches between the valuesA, and A . The equation ofm otion is of the fom :

A, A A, +A
x=fR&)+ 5 + 5 © ; 18)
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FIG .1l: ThepotentialU (x) used for num erical calculations on the rocking ratchet (£,=1.0, £,=05,

L=10 and L= 025).

with fx) = U°&),and thusf )= f&x) A .W ihout loss of generality, we assum e
that the m ean value of the forcing is zero, ie,, A, =k, = A =k , and, In orderto x ideas,
we suppose that A A, > 0 (the equality correspondsto a sym m etric dichotom ocusnoise) .

f (x) has a periodic \block-wave" pro le:
8

< f1 for x2 [0;L,)
fx)= 19)
. f, for x2 [Li;Li+ Ly);

wih fx+ L)= fx),whereL = L; + L,; also, f; and f, are supposed to be two positive
constants, wih, eg., £, < f;. A lthough analytical calculation are done in full generality,
all our num erical calculations were m ade for the potential represented in Fig. T, ie. we
considered the case of a negative bias. In this case, the m ean asym ptotic velociy is deter—
m Ined both by a ratchet-lke e ect (ifpresent) and by the bias of the potential. O f courss,
one can also consider (as usually done when studying ratchet e ect) the case of an untiltted
potential, that corresponds to the condiion £;L; = £,L,.

W e now proceed to a presentation of the results as they llow from the m ore general
discussion presented earlier. Note that in the latter discussion £ (x) were assum ed to be
continuous. Therefore, In order to be ablk to use the results obtained previously, we shall

rst consider, for com putational purposes, the follow Ing continuous, piece-w ise linear force



pro lk:

8
§ ] or x2 D;L; 1
Sf B+ )& L+ D=1 or x2 L; LLy)
f x)= (20)
% £, or x2 Li;Li+ L, 1

f2+ (fl+ fz)(x L, L, + l):l for x2 U_|1+ L, ]-;Ll+ Lz):

Afterwardswe shalltake the linit 1! 0 [corresponding to the \block-wave" pro ke @3]
the nalexpressions for the asym ptotic probability density and the m ean velocity.

1. Strong forcing: no xed points

WhenA > f; andA, > f,, unning solutions appear forboth tits+A, and A ,and
there isno xed point in any of the ssparate dynam ics \+ " and \-"'. Applying the resuls
obtained in Section TITA), one nds the fllow ing expression for the probability density in

the two subintervals of one period L :

8

g_i £+ £)AA (° 1) ( ) Lo$L) +

L 66G.+£)&  f)e: 1 o0 T mImIT e

for x2 D;Ly)
P x)= : (21)

E_i £+ £)ALA (* 1) [ & L)=L,] i .

L f56., )@ +H)e: » 1) T 7 VTl g,

for x2 [L;L)

W e used here the dim ensionless quantities
- k. + k)1, and = k. + k Y51, : 22)
A H)A, + ) A + H)A. £)

Because of the rstorder discontinuity of £ x) at x = L;L, P (x) is also discontinuous at
these points.

Them ean asym ptotic velocity reads:

" #
1
L, L, A,A fl+ f2 z 1 e ! e’+e? 1

+
f]_ f2 k+ + k flfz ez 1 1

hxki= L ; 23)

and it is detem Ined by the interplay between the characteristics of the noise and those of

the potential (in particular, itsbias, ifany). Som e 1im it cases of nterest include:

10



@AWhenk ! 1 @utA nite) one nds, of course, hixi = 0 { the noiseless (determ in—
istic) result.

(i) The quenched noisedmit k ! 0 [e., a fraction A =@, + A ) of the particks,
chosen at random , are sub cted to a constant extemal forcing A, , whilke the ram ainihg

ones are sub gcted to an external forcing A ] resuls In the ollow ing m ean velociy:

LHE O Lpfy) ALA @Ohf, Lpf) LA, A )

hxi= L > > (24)
L.f, Lpf;)* LAy A )@L.f, Lpf;) L°A,A
(i) O ne cbtains white shot noise B] by taking the IimitA ! 1 ,k ! 1 ,such that
A =k = A,=k, & 0 A; and k; being nie). Themean velocity is then
nw ) # 1
. Ll L2 fl+ f2 1 e ! e?+ e? *
hxi= L — — 4+ A, ; (25)
fl f2 f1f2 ez 1 1

where ; = fLi=[ @, + f1)land , = £L,=[ @, £5)]. In the case of a symm etric
potential (f; = £, and L; = L,), one recovers the result in -Qj.']

M oreover, for very large values of A, (and nie ) one recovers the noissless lim i,
namely, hxi (1 L; £, L,)=L (that is strictly due to the bias of the potential).

(iv) Finally, the white noise Iimit: A, = A A! 1 andk, =k k! 1 ,wih

A®=2k =D nite. Then

flL]_ f2L2
= and = ; 26
1 5 2 N (26)
and the m ean velocity @3) takes the weltknown form (see, eg. P2)):
"
2 #
. Ll L2 f]_ + f2 1 e ! e?+ e? *
hxi= L — — +D 27)
fl f2 f1f2 e ? 1 1

In the case of an unbiased potentialonehasnow ;= ,= ,inplyinga zerom ean velocity
(@s required by the second law of thermm odynam ics) and a probability density pro l that

assum es the Bolzm ann fom :

8
2 ep( ¥ LiFLy); Br x2 OiLy);
£i5,

P (x) = 28
W Evmpa e 3 @8

exp( & Lip)=Ly); for x2 [Lq;L):

2. Intermm ediate forcing: two xed points

For Intem ediate forcing, there are two situations that m ight occur.

11



(1).WhenA > f;butA, < f,,the \+ " dynam icshastwo xed points, namely, x = L,
(stable, which corresponds to an asymm etric  peak In the probability density), and x = L
(unstable, corresponds to a nite discontinuity in the probability density) . O ne obtains from
the results in Section II18;:

izn A, + f) 1)

PR T fa +a) ©2 %)
hxi2A + f 2 1
Bd2A @, fler 1 o
L kkfb A, +A )

expl 1x¥ Li:7Li] 1 for x2 D;L,)

8
hxi A e?
% L—fl A f
29)
% hxi A e?
" Ls, mexp[ 2 x Lp)=L;]+ 1 for x2 [L;;L):

Here (x) are the halfD iracdelta functions P§]. A simpl intuitive explanation for their
appearance is related to the fact that in the lim it of the \block-wave" force f (x), Eq. @9),
a particle can reach the stablk xed point x = L; (com ing either from its left or from its
right) In a nite tim e, and, once there, i will stay at this position for the rem inder of the
\+ " dynam ics. Thus, in tin e average, this will give rise to a nite weight at this precise

point. The corresponding m ean velocity is then:

L L
hxi= 1 —2 1
£ 4
+ A A+ f)er 1) 1 + 1
fl k+ (A++A ) (k++k )fl
1
A f)e? 1 1 1
N @A 2) ( ) : 30)
f2 k+ (A++A ) (k++k )fz

T he direction ofthe m ean velocity is, as expected, the sam e as that ofthe \{" dynam ics,
ie., hxi< 0 in this case.

One interesting Im it In this case is that of white shot noise: A ! 1 ,k ! 1 =0
that A =k = A, =k, nite. Our results are equivalent to those presented in [18] for
the probability density (@lfhough w ritten under a closed, com pact fomm ). O ne cbtains the
follow ing expressions for the asym ptotic velociy :

1

L, I, @.+8)Ve: 1) @ £)e: 1)

h}&l = L 2 2

@1

12
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FIG .2: Forthe white shot noise 1im it fegs. ('_2-5), respectively ('_3-}')]: Them ean asym ptotic velocity
as a function of A, for various values of the transition rate k; . T he saw tooth potential is the one

represented in Fig. El:

F igure?, show s the variation ofthe average asym ptotic velocity asa function ofA, [aocording
to Eq. @8), respectively (31)] for various xed values of the transition rate k, . Note the
peak and the discontinuity In the slope of the velocity at A, = £f,, connected with the
appearance of the xed pointswhen A, decreassasbelow f,.

@). When A, > f, butA < f;, there are no xed ponnts in the \+" dynam ics,
but two xed points in the \{" dynam ics, namely x = L; (stablk) and x = L (unstabk);
together w ith the discontinuous character of £ (x) at these points, they lead, respectively, to

an asymm etric -peak ofP (x) at x = I; and to a rstorderdiscontinuity ofP (x) atx = L:

Bi2h, @ f)e' 1)

P = X
%) L K L.+ A ) L, )
hxi2A tE)e? 1
, mELE rEet Do
L kL@, +A)
8
gh&l _BeC bl ik LitLil+ 1 ; Br x2 DiLy)
hxd . Br x2 D
2 Lfl A++fleXp l}< 13: 1 14 r1
s (32)

A,e?

« MW
8

exp[ ,&x Lp)=L,;] 1 ;for x2 [L.;L):

13



T his leads to a m ean velociy that reads:

L L
xi= L -1 H2
f; i)
N A, @A fi)er 1) 1 1
£, K @, +3 ) & +k)f
1
A + £ 21 1 1
+ A 2) e ) + (33)
£, k @, +4 ) ky + k),

Note that in this case hxi > 0, as dictated by the sign of the \+ " dynam ics. O ne can thus
clearly realize the role ofthe ratchet e ect if, eg., one considers a potentialw ith negative bias
(Ike the one in Fig. 1)) : ndeed, In this case the m ean velocity is directed against the bias.
T he above expression sin pli es for the case ofa sym m etric dichotom icnoise A, = A A
and k, = k k, and reads:

1

Ly I, @ £7€ 1) @+H) e 1)

hxi= L
£ £ 2k £? 2k £2

(34)

3. W eak Porcing

Fially, when A < f; and A, < f,, there are no freely running solution in either of
the dynam ics. The points x = L;;L are xed points forboth \+ " and \{" dynam ics. O ne
concludes that the m ean asym ptotic velocity is zero, and all the particles are concentrated
at the stable xed point x = L, ie, P x) = & IL;). In this case addiional them al
noise is needed to generate recti ed m otion. T his problem hasbeen solved for adiabatically
slow forcing {10, 11].

4. Comparison with num erical sim ulations

The Langevin equation ([§) is simulated num erically using 100,000 particles and the
probability distrioution is averaged over 10 snapshots. T he biased potential shown in Fig.
1 is used for all num erical calculations. Figures'3 and 4 show , respectively, the probability
distrbution P (x) and the average velocity hxi for the strong oroing case, and F igs. § and '§
for the Intermm ediate forcing case. A greem ent between theory and sim ulations is very good.
D iscontinuities in P (x) at x = L; and x = L are clkarly ssen in both cases. Figure§
also illustrates the existence of a delta peak at x = L;. Note the phenom enon of current

reversalwhen one decreases the am plitude ofthe perturbation (fora xed k), ie., when one
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FIG . 3: P robability distribbution P (x) for the strong forcngcase A=A =20, and ky; =k =50;

e Fig. :i' for the param eters of U (x).). The solid line show s the theoretical result ('_211') and the

shaded histogram presents the results of num erical sin ulations.
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FIG .4: M ean asym ptotic velocity as a function of the transition rate k for the strong forcing case
(see F igs. :J.' and :3 for param eter values). T he solid line show s the theoretical result C_Z-f») and the

open circles the results of num erical sin ulations.
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FIG .5: P robability distrbbution P (x) forthe Interm ediate forcngcase @+ =A =0.75,k: =k =05;
e Fi. Q;' for the param eters of U (x)). The solid line show s the theoretical result (:_2_9) and the

shaded histogram presents the resuls of num erical sin ulations.

passes from strong forcing o xed points, cf. Fig. 4) to intemm ediate forcing ( xed points

appearing, cf. F ig. ).

V. PERSPECTIVES

T he resuls cbtained above reinforce the in pression that dichotom ous noise can be put
on a par w ith G aussian white noise as far as cbtaining analytic results is concemed. A long
this line of thought, we expect that one can obtain exact results for the st passage tinme
m om ents when unstable xed points are crossed. A 1so one can extend the calculations for
the asym ptotic di usion coe cient in periodic system sub gct to additive G aussian white
noise P3,24] to the case of dichotom ous forcing via its relationship to the rst twom om ents
of the rst passage time [14]. Furthem ore, the results presented here can be directly ap-
plied to various other problm s, Including Stokes’ drift f13]and hypersensitive transport RJ].
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FIG . 6: Particle velocity as a function of the transition rate k for the interm ediate forcing case
(s=e. F igs. :1: and [3 for param eter values) . T he solid Iine is the theoretical result C_§(_]) and the open

circles result from num erical sin ulations.

VI. APPENDIX

From the point of view of the m athem atical steps Ivolved In soving Egs. () and @),
there are several cases that have to be considered separately:
Case I, when the coe cient of p(x) in Eq. (), namely £, &) £ ()], has no zeroes in
0;L), one can solve this equation forp x);
C ase II, when the coe cient of P (x) In ({}, ie. k;if ®)+ k f; x)], has no zeroes In
0;L), one can soke {4) for P (x). Note that Cases I and IT do not necessarily exclide one
another.
C ase III, when both the coe cients ofp x) and ofP x) n Eqg. (4] have zeroes, but not the
sam e zeroes, n 0;L), and nally
Case IV ,when f, xX) and £ (x) have (@t least) a common zero in [0;L). In this case one
can directly notice that there isno net ow ofparticks, ie., J = 0, given the existence of
the common xed point that cannot be crossed in any of the two dynam ics. This case will
hence not be studied any further.

A detailed analysis reveals that the resuls obtained in Cases I and IT are com pltely

17



equivalent and apply also when [f, (x) f ®)]and/or k; f &)+ k f, (x)]have di erent
zeroesin [0;L], ie., In Case III.W e therefore focus exclusively on them aln results pertaining
to Case I.

In Case Ione can solve Eq. @) with respect to p x), ie.,

Jky + k f + k £
D) = k ) kif &) x) P (X),_ 35)
. &) £ ®)

and by substitution n Eq. () one can obtain a closed rstorder di erential equation for

P x):

f, ®)f ®)IP°x)+ [ &)f (X)](O £ &f @IhFE & £ &+

£ )+ £ &)
2 ®) £ )]

tkf ®)+k £ KPP K)=J ke +k )+ [f &) £ &)]

(36)

Recall that (::3)° denotes derivation w ith respect to x.
The crux of the probkm resides in nding the correct solution to @6) RGl. A blind
application ofthe standard m ethod of variation of param eters leads to the fam iliar solition

i £ &) £ ®

; iX0ix)1; 7
L F 0 ®) CG &k;xp) + K X;%0;x)] (37)

P x)

where C isa constant of integration that arises from the general solution to the hom ogeneous
part ofEq. (3§), the second contribution is the particular solution ofthe fiill inhom ogeneous

equation , X, is an arbitrary point in 0;L), and we have de ned the functions:

G W@;v) = T4 &, K ;
Hiv) = j‘p s TfE@ f@
u 0
K viw) = dz son £, @)f (2) ky + k N fy @)+ £ () G w;z):
v fr @ £ (2 £ @2 £ @ 21 =) £ (2)]

T he point is now to get the correct integration constant C, or rather constants, since one
can not apply the above solution at the points where the di erential equation for P (x) is
singular, which is precisely at the location of xed points,ie., at the zeroesof £

A . No xed points: f; Xx)f )& 0in D;L)

In this case there isno xed point in any of the altemating dynam ics \+ " and \{". The

usualprocedure to determ ne C in Eq. 37) can now be Pllowed, ie., we require periodicity
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ofP x),1e., P x)= P x+ L), recalling thatboth f; (x) and £ &) areperiodic. Thisresuls
in the expression Eq. ) ofthem ain text. The m ean velocity at the steady state, cf. Eq.
@) on them ain text, ©llow s from the nom alization of P k).

B . One ofthe alternating dynam ics hastwo xed points in D;L)

T he situation is entirely di erent, both physically and m athem atically, when the system
can cross unstabk xed points within the interval ;L) In the long time lim . Consider
the sin ple case described in Section (TIB: in them ain text. C learly, the steady state results
leading to Egs. (4) and ®) still apply, but the solution of Eq. ) ism ore delicate than the
\blind" integration that led to expression 37) orP (x). Indeed, in the vichity ofthe xed
points x; and x,, ifwe sim ply try to apply ormula 37), we are kd to the dependence

. . = 0 X1 s
P (k) K xpj  oTE 2 (38)

For the case of the stabl =xed point, P x) is therefore continuous when k. =jf+O (x1)3 >
1, and divergent but integrabl for k, =¥ (x;)j 6 1, a resuk that causes no conceptual
di culties. However, at the unstablk xed poit x ,, this procedure kads to an apparent
non-integrable divergence, w hich is clearly unphysical, and m athem atically in proper In view
of the requirem ent of nom alization ofP ).

Asexplined in detail in [I9], the allacy lies in the assum ption that a single integration
constant C , see Eq. 7), is vald throughout the region D;L]. O ne solves the problem by
choosing di erent integration constants in each ofthe separate intervals 0;x1), (X1;X,), and
(%X,;L ] between the xed points. T here is exactly one choice of this constant valid for both
(X1;x,2) and x,;L) such that the divergence at x, isramoved, namely C = K (X,;X0;X0);
and another choice valid in the Interval 0;x;) that ensures the required continuity and
periodicity ofP (x). T he acosptable expression for the probability density is therefore found

to be:
hxki f, ®) f )
T £ 0f &) K L;x2;L)G %;0)+ K %;0;%0)] for x 2 [0;x,)
P x)= (39)
% hxi £, ®x) £ &)
L f ®f ®)

These expressions can be further simpli ed if one takes as the basic period not

A

K ®;x27%); for x2 &;L):

O;L], but Ki;x; + L]. Then the sinpledooking, \compact" expression P (x) =
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ki £, ®) f &) = : : :
— ——— K X;%;;x) Eq. {9) in them ain text] holds throughout this new basic
L fy ®K)f &) Z

x1+L

period. W ith thischoice ofthe basic Interval, the nom alization condition P xX)dx=1
leads to the expression {2) for the m ean velocity.

P (x) asgiven above Eqg. (39) orEq. (9)]m eets all the requirem ent enum erated in Sec.
E]j. In particular, ket us check itsbehavior at the xed points x; and x,. In order to do this,
it isuselto write Eq. () as:

ki £, &) £ &) K ;x2;0)

_ . . : (40)
L f ®) ¥y ®)3G 0;%)

P )=

Forx = x, (the unstablk xed polnt), K &;x,;0)=ff, ®)jG (0;x)g presents an indetem i-
nacy ofthe type \0=0"; applying H 6pital’s rule one sin ply ndsthatP (x) is continuous in
X = X, and isvalie is given by Eq. 0).

Forx = x; (the stabl xed point), there are three situations that m ight appear, depend-
ing on the valie ofk, = £f? (x;) :
@) For k, = ff (x1) > 1, both K X;x%,;0) and I, x)jG (0;x) present a divergence for
X & X1,Xx% X+ L;therefore, P (x) presents an indetermm inacy of the type \1 =1 ". Ap—
pling HO6spital’s rule one ndsthatP x) hasthesame nitelmitasx & x,Xx% x;+ L,
as indicated n Eq. {{1).
b) For k,= f2 (x;) < 1, K (x;%,;0) is nite and nonzero at x = x,;%; + L, whike
£ 636 0;%) | Oas ik x3 T gepectively % x L TF I There
fore, P (x) presents a poweraw ntegrabk divergence, P x) & xJ 5 TF #1 1 the

neighborhood of x1, respectively P (x) K x; Lj ~°

I3 4 the neighborhood of
x1+ L.

(© Fially, ork,= £ ;) = 1, K &;x,;0) behaves lke nk x;jin the vichity of x;
(respectively, ke In ¥  x; L jon thevichity ofx; + L), whik ¥, &)jG (0;x) hasa nie
Im it In these points. Thus, P ) has a \m argihal", logarithm ic-lke divergence In these

points.

C. Each ofthe two alternating dynam ics hastwo xed points in [D;L)

Suppose that each of the two dynam ics, \+ " and \{", hastwo =xed points (one stable
and one unstablk) in the interval D;L), ie., the situation describbed in Section IIIB,. A gain,
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if one blindly applies the result @7) HrP (x), then in the vicinity ofthe xed points

. . = O N
P& =xip) X Xip] bk Tl Gl

4

1 k =[° (x3;4)]

P (X X3;4) :K X3;4j : (41)

O ne agan enocounters the nonphysical non-integrable divergence at the unstabke xed points.
T he correct procedure is again to use the solution 7), but w ith di erent integration con-
stants C In each of the open Intervals between the xed points. The latter constants are
determ ined by the requirem ents (i) to ram ove the strong divergences at the unstable xed
points, by in posing the condition that the coe cient of the divergent term becom es zero
at these points; (i) to ensure continuity and periodicity of P (x); and nally, through the
nom alization condition, (iii) to detem Inethe ow J and them ean asym ptotic velocity hxi.
Caea: 06 x; )< x3 W) < x4 (8<%, (W< L
The above \program " leads to the expression (I4) in the main text for the probability
density (in the appropriately chosen basic period Kki;x; + L), and to the corresponding
m ean asym ptotic velocity, Eq. (7).
Caseb:06 %1 (5 < x, W) < x3 (8) < x4 ()<L

O ne gets the follow ng expression for the probability density, again in the basic interval

Kijxi+ L] 6
i £ x) f &)
§ T f+ (X)f (X) K (XIXZIX)I:br X 2 (Xllx3)
P x)= ; 42)
§ ki f &) f &)

K X;X4;x);for x2 ;X1 + L
T S X;X4;%) X2 X3;% )

w ith the good behaviors (continuiyy) at the unstable xed points x, and x, and either
continuiyy, or (integrable) divergences at the stable xed points x; and x3; as well as the

required periodicity for P (x). The m ean asym ptotic velociy is therefore given by:

Z Z 1
o f, k) f ) arhof, ®x) £ &)
hxki= L —— . K &ix; K Xixyi
xi . dx f E &) ®;x2;X) + . dx £ 0 &) (X7X47iX)

43)
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