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Abstract

In the Langevin form alism , the delicate balance m aintained between the uctuations in the system and their corresponding
dissipation m ay be upset by the presence of a secondary, space-dependent stochastic force, particularly In the low friction
regin e. In prior work, the latter was dissipated selfconsistently through an additionaluniform @m ean— eld) friction [Shepherd
and Hemandez, J. Chem . Phys., 115, 24302438 (2001).] An altemative approach to ensure that equipartition is satis ed
relies on the use of a space-dependent friction while ignoring nonlocal correlations. T he approach is evaluated w ith respect to
its ability to m aintain constant tem perature for two sin ple one-dim ensional, stochastic potentials of m ean force wherein the
friction can be evaliated explicitly when there is no m em ory in the barriers. T he use of a spacedependent friction is capable
of providing qualitatively sin ilar resuls to those cbtained previously, but in extrem e cases, deviations from equipartition m ay
be observed due to the neglect of the m em ory e ects present in the stochastic potentials.

I. NTRODUCTION

In the theory of di usion processes over xed barri-
ers, num erous studies have shown that the dissipative
term in the Langevin egqyation, s rarely constant along
the reaction coordinate®22A88: 12 A general rate the—
ory when the friction isboth space—and tin e-dependent
hasbeen developed to acgount for this phenom enon over
the entire friction regin e 0 nem ight naively expect
that a space-dependent com ponent m ust be incluided in
the friction kemel to capture the essential dynam ics of
a given system . However, this is not always the case.
Several groups have shown that the average dynam ical
propertiesm ay still be adequately described by a gener—
alized Langevin equation w ith space-independent friction
even when thespaction coordinate has a strong spatial
dependence 28844 o analysis by H aynes and Voth con—
clided that the key factor is not whether the friction
is space-dependent, since it generally w illbe, but rqther
how the friction varies along the reaction coordinated m
particular, they suggest that the sym m etry of the space-
dependent friction w ith respect to the barrier can be used
as a m etric or evaluating the rol of the friction in the
dynam ics. Sin ilar product and reactant states w ill give
rise to sin ilar (sym m etric) friction com ponents about the
transition state. Perhaps surprisingly, an antisym m etric
friction does not have a signi cant im pact on the dy-—
nam ics, while a symm etric friction can result in large
deviations from the predictions of standard ra{g thepries
for processes w ith space-independent friction 24881314
T hus, the Langevin m odelw ith a uniform e ective fric—
tion can offen approxin ate the dynam ics of profcted
variables even if the form al profction would have re—
quired a space-dependent m odel.

T he central question explored In this work is whether
a singl uniform e ective friction su ces even when
the Langevin system is sub fcted to an extemal space—

dependent stochastic potential. The behavior of a
Brownian particle di using across various subsets of
this class-Qf potentipls has been the sub fct of intense
research 192947484929252283 This activity has largely
been m otivated by the discovery of resonant activation
In which the rate of trangport over a stochastic barrier
exhibitsamaxin um asa finction ofthe,correlation tim e
in the uctuations of the barrier height 23 H owever, un—
til recently, sin ulations of these system s have not been
perform ed in the low friction regin e, where deviations
from equipartition m ay occur, due to an inability to ad-
equately describe the frictjon In the presence of an ad-
ditional stochastic Hree?4%29 T previous work, the dis-
sipation of this excess energy was achieved through a
self-consistent approach in which the friction constant,is
renom alized iteratively untilequipartition is satis ed 24
T his renom alization is approxin ate because it does not
explicitly account for the correlationsbetw een the exter-
nal stochastic forces across space and tin e, but rather
uses a single m ean friction to dissipate theses forces at
tin es longer than their correlation tines. A possble
In provem ent to the self-consistent approach can be ob—
tained by allow ing the friction to be space-dependent
while explicitly ignoring the m em ory In the stochastic
potential, In the special case that the stochastic poten—
tial has no m am ory, then this treatm ent is exact. How —
ever, this approxin ation is often not justi ed when m od—
eling real system s and therefore, the m odel potentials
em ployed are chosen to have an exponentially decaying
m em ory of their past states. In the m ost extram e cases,
these correlations can result in deviations from equipar-
tition during the course of the sin ulation, although the
space-dependent friction dissipates such uctuations cor-
rectly in m ost situations. T he generalconclusion appears
to be that the m ore detailed space-dependent approach
is In qualitative agreem ent w ith the selfconsistent ap-—
proach and hence, as In the xed barrier case, Langevin
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system s with stochastic forces m ay be dissipated by a
single (though renom alized) uniform fiiction.

T he conclusions of this work are supported by a study
of two di erent classes of one-dim ensional problem s in
which the particle di uses across a periodic array of
coherent or incoherent barriers. These two cases can
be speci ed by sinusoidal or m erged-ham onic-oscillator
potentials, respectively. For such sinpl form s of the
stochastic potential, analytic expressions for the friction
as a function of the spatial coordinate can readily be
obtained and are presented in Sec. II. The resulting
Langevin dynam ics across these potentials dissipated ei-
ther uniform ly or through the space-dependent friction
are illustrated in Sec.'TTi.

II. LANGEVIN MODEL W ITH
POTENTIALS

STOCHASTIC

An equation of m otion descrbing the di usion of a
particle in uenced by a stochastic potential of m ean
force can be adequately described by a phenom enolog—
icalLangevin equation ofthe fom ,

v= v+ ©+F ;0 1)
where F (x;t) r xU (x;t) is an extemal stochastic
force, and () is the friction required to dissipate both
the them al forces and those due to the extemal stochas—
tic potential. The them al bath is describbed by (),
which isa G aussian white noise source w ith tin e correla—
tion given by the uctuation-dissipation relation FDR),

ht @i=2kgT o € t9): @)

In the lim it that F (x;t) = F x;0) for allt, these equa—
tions reduce to the Langevin equation wih () = .
O therw ise, the question rem ains as to what is the appro—
priate orm of (t). Two approaches for addressing this
question are presented in Sections :JI_B_: and :JI_C_:, after rst
describing the explicit form s of the stochastic potentials.

A . Stochastic Potential R epresentation

T he spacedependent friction (SDF') that arises from
the uctuations In F (x;t) can readily be evaluated an-
alytically for two di erent classes of one-din ensional
stochastic potentials. The st of these is a sinusoidal
potential taking the general fom ,

X

1
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In which thebarriers uctuate coherently w ith each other.
T he second is constructed using a serdes of m erged har-
m onicoscillators M HO s) In which each barrier is allow ed
to uctuate ndependently (incoherently) of one another,

and is speci ed by
8
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where the m ™ well and adhcent barrier are centered
at x0 = =2+ m and x% = m , respectively.

The connection points are chosen to ensure continu-—
ity In the potential and its st derivative such that
x. = ko =Qky 2ki)+ m . Asopposed to the si-
nusoidalpotential, the w idth ofthe M HO barriers varies
stochastically in tin e according to the relation kZ =

ko+ fm ;t)),which, In tum, de nesthe barrierheight
V: = koki ?=(@8ko 8kZ).The rem aining param eters
In the potentials are chosen such that the lattice spacing
is 4 and the them al energy of the particlk is 1=6 of the
average valie of the barrier heights.

T he stochastic temtm , (t), is de ned as an O mstein—
U hlenbeck process govemed by the follow ing di erential
equation,
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w ith the probability distribution,
1 ©*
P ()= p==exp i ©
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and tim e correlation,
9
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T he variance of the distrbution is given by 2, . isthe
correlation tine, and (t) is an additional white noise
source. The distribution of barriers heights for the si-
nusoidal potential is given directly by the distrdbution
of (t), but due to the nature of the expression for the
barrier heights of the M HO s, the resulting distribbution
for this potential takes on a m ore com plex form that is
sharper and slightly skewed com pared w ith Eq.:_d. Asa
resul, a much sn aller range of uctuations is allowed for
theM HO than the shusoidalpotentialto ensure that the
distrdbution does not becom e signi cantly non-G aussian.
M ore details on the exact behavior of the M HO barrier
heights are provided in Ref.24.

B . Uniform D issipation

In prevjouswork,@‘g a selfconsistent procedure was de—
veloped to ensure that the evolution of the system us-
ing Eqg. :}' rem ains in them al equilbrium . This was
accom plished through an iterative procedure In which
the friction, given by the sum of the two contrbutions



from the them albath and the stochastic potential, ie:
th t F, IS renom alized according to the relation,

m+1) _ (n) th (t)ln @)
kT
The friction for the next iteration is determ ined from
the value of the friction at the current step scaled by
the m agnitude of the deviation from equipartition seen
In the dynam ics until convergence is reached to w ithin a
desired accuracy. Them ain criticism to thisapproach lies
In the approxin ation m ade In developing E q.:_g In which
the stochastic potential is treated as a localnoise source,
F, Obeying a uctuation-dissipation relation equivalent
to Eqg. :_2 H owever, the stochastic potentials have m em —
ory and are therefore nonlocal in nature lading to non—
vanishing cum ulants at third and higher orders. These
e ects are Included, but only in an average m anner, to
second order in this approach.

C . SpaceD ependent D issipation

An altemative approach to dissipating the extemal
stochastic force relies on replacing the space— and tin e—
dependent friction, &;t), by a space-dependent friction,

(2 (t)), satisfying a Iocal FDR . G iven that the size of
the wuctuations in F (x;t) depend on x at a given t, a
B row nian particle m oving quickly across the surface will
experience a series of forces whose relative m agniudes
depend on the partick’s velocity. H ow ever w hen the the
B row nian particle m oves slow Iy, the particle w ill sam ple
only the local uctuations of the stochastic potential in
the vicihity of its local position x. In this regim e, the
particle arrives at a local quasiequilbriuim which must
necessarily satisfy the FDR locally. This suggests that
the dissjpation should not be uniform , but rather should
depend on position, and therefore indirectly on time. It
should be noted that while the m ean—- eld approach de-
scribed iIn the previous subsection is capable of including
the average of the correlations between the uctuations,
the approxin ation m ade here does not account for any
of the m em ory e ects. However, in the lim i that there
is no mem ory In the extemal stochastic potential, the
follow ing resuls are exact.

T he question now arises of how to explicitly descrbe
the friction constant in the presence ofan addiional uc—
tuating force resulting from the potentials ofm ean force
given in Eqns.:}’ and :ff T he friction constant m ust dis—
sipate the excess energy that arises from the uctuating
forces through a local spacedependent FDR,

2kp T o&;t) = hF.&;0)°i; ©)

w here the cum ulative force is sin ply the sum ofthe ther-
m alG aussian noise and the stochastic force arising from

the extemal potential, F. = Fy, + Fy . Assum ing the
regpective uctuations in the bath and the potential are

uncorrelated, ie. hFy, Fyi= 0, then Eq. ('_Si), reduces
to

2ks T oG =h @ )i+ hFy ;0% 10)

The them al uctuations are ohm ic as given In Eqg. 4,

and the relationship for the uctuations in the force is

Fy (x;%) Fy ®;t) Ny x;0)1 , where the average is

taken wih respect to the auxiliary stochastic variable,
The average value of the force can be detem ined

according to the usual integrals,
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where the uctuations In the force are govemed by the
stochastic O mstein-U hlenbeck process, , whose proba—
bility distribution is given by Eq.i.

The rem aining steps of the derivation rely upon the
speci ¢ form of the potential. A s an illustration, the
SDF is evaluated explicitly below for the sim pler sinu-—
soidal (coherent) stochastic potential. (The results for
the Incoherent M HO potential can be found in the Ap-—
pendix.) The derivation begins by direct evaluation of
Eqg. ::I-(_i for the speci ¢ class of potentials. A s rem arked
above, the rst temm reproducesthe FDR, Eqg. '@:, for the
them al orces. Ignoring the correlation In the forces at
di erent tin es, the second reduces to:
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T he G aussian integrals are readily evaluated to yield:

2 2
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Upon substiution into Eq. :_5:5, the explicit form of the
SDF is
2 2
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This is the sim plest possbl form for this result, and is
due to the separability of the potential into a sum of
determ inistic and linear stochastic temm s. In fact, it is
easily shown that for any separable potentialofthe fom ,

Uki=0UK+ OW &); 15)

where U (x) isthe determ inistic com ponent of the poten—
tialofm ean force, then the additional friction due to the
stochastic potential is given by

Z
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provided the distribution is nom alized. The M HO does
not satisfy the condition oqu.:;LS and hence its friction
correction can not be obtained by Eq. :_fé The form of
the friction correction for the M HO oconsequently con—
tains m ore tem s, but the requisite approxin ation (that
the forces are uncorrelated at di erent tim es) enters the
derivation in a conceptually equivalent way.

D. M ean First-Passage T in es

T he dynam ics of the system were characterized by the
mean rst passage tine M FPT) of a partick to es—
cape is niialm nim a and establish a quasiequilbriim
within another well. W ith periodic, stochastic poten—
tials, this m ay be acocom plished by de ning a region of
the phase gpace of the particle bounded by an energetic
constraint?¢ The M FPT is sinply the average of a suf-

cient number of rst passage processes Into this region,
w ith the corresponding rate given by the inverse of the
MFPT.W hilk the nocorporation of a gpace-dependent
friction In the algorithm for the num erical integration
of the equations of m otion would seem Ingly result in a
dram atic ncrease in com putational expense, the actual
e ort is com parable to the previousm ean— eld approach
because the prelim nary convergence procedure for the
friction constant is now unnecessary.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

T he analytic and num erical space-dependent com po—
nents of the friction over one period of the M HO and
sihusoidal potentials can be seen In the bottom panelof
Fjgs.:g: and :_2, regpectively, w ith the num erical results
averaged over 500 representative tra fgctories.

T he top panels display the uctuations in the poten—
tial and the resulting forces that give rise to the space—
dependent friction. T he analytic form s of the SDF, dis—
played as the dotted white line, agree with the corre-
soonding num erical resuls, and exact agreem ent is ob—
tained upon further averaginhg. The uctuations In the
forces reach a m axinum at approxin ately the m idpoint
between them Inim a and m axim a, w here deviations from
the average force take on the largest values. The uctu-
ations in the potential are largest at the barriers, whike
the forces are zero at these locations. T his leadsto a van—
ishing contrdbution to the total friction from the space-
dependent com ponent at these points. In the well region,
the behavior ofthe SDF for the sinusoidaland M HO po—
tentials is nherently di erent. The SDF forthe M HO is
zero outside of the barrier region since the wells do not

uctuate by construction. H ow ever, the sihnusoidalpoten—
tial uctuates continuously throughout leading to a fric—
tion correction along the entire reaction coordinate. C on—
sequently, them agnitude ofthe friction correction in sim —
ulations em ploying the sinusoidal potential are slightly
larger than that in those em ploying the M HO . But, as
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FIG.1l: Representative uctuations over one period of the
M HO potentialand force (top panel), and the resulting space—
dependent friction (pottom panel). T he num ericalcom ponent
in the bottom panel is displayed as the solid black line, w ith
the analytic resul, given in the A ppendix, asthe dotted white
line. The tem perature is 2/3, the varance is 022, and the
themm al friction is 0.08.

illustrated below, this e ect does not have a dram atic
e ect on the resulting dynam ics.

Values of the friction corrections calculated from the
frerative and space-dependent approaches for the M HO
and sinusoidal potentials are displayed in Table T w ith
the values of the them al friction listed in the left-m ost
column.

T he variance and correlation tin e for both potentials
is 022 and 1, regpectively. T he resulting tem peratures,
kg T h?1), are also listed r the space-dependent
approach. The friction correction in the selfconsistent
m ethod ensures equipartition by de nition, and there-
fore, isnot listed. The m agniude ofthe SDF forallvalk
uesof . Pllow accordingly; how everthisisthe only value
w ith respect to the given variance forw hich any deviation
from equipartition is observed. A s can be seen, both the
selfconsistent and space-dependent com ponents of the
total friction for each potential provide negligible contri-
butions for this variance since the m agniude ofthe uc—
tuations In the barrier height are relatively sm all. T here—
fore the total friction is a sum of a large them al com —
ponent, and a spacedependent contribution. T he slight
di erences In them agnitudes ofthe SDF for the two po—
tentials can be attributed to the piecew ise nature of the
M HO potential. T he particles spend m ost of the sim ula—
tion tim e In thewellswhich donot uctuate. A contribu-—
tion to the total friction from the space-dependent term
is Inclided only when the energetically-1m ited particle
accum ulates enough energy to explore the upper portion



MHO Sin
th  hrpig h piss v deae h r i h pisas v dsae
0:08 0:00 0:01 0:67 0:00 0:03 0:69
02 0:00 0:01 0:67 0:00 0:03 0:68
04 0:00 0:01 0:67 0:01 0:03 0:67

TABLE I:The average of the friction corrections,

r , calculated by the iterative selfconsistent (0) and space-dependent (sdf)

approaches for the M HO and sihusoidal potentials. The resulting tem peratures are also inclided for the space-dependent

friction. In all cases the tem perature is 2/3 (in units of a standard tem perature, k,To), the variance, 2 =

correlation tine, .= 1.

FIG.2: Representative uctuations over one period of the
sinusoidal potential and force (top panel), and the resulting
spacedependent friction (ottom panel). The num erical re—
sul is displayed as the solid black line, w ith the analytic re—
sult, given by Eq. |14, shown as the dot'tled white line. The
param eters used are the sam e as in Fig. .

oftheM HO potential.

T o further explore the accuracy ofthe space-dependent
approach, the sinusoidal potential has been studied w ith
a ten-fold Increase In the variance from 022 to 22. The
values of the friction correction from these simulations
are listed in Table .

T he disgplayed correlation tin es, ., are those that ex—
hibit the largest resonant activation. Consequently, if
m am ory e ects In the barrier heights are in portant in de—
term ining the friction constant, i should be m anifested
here. A lthough not shown for brevity, outside this re—
gion ofthe correlation tin e, the m agniude of the devia—
tions from equipartition decrease rapidly, but the size of
the space-dependent com ponents rem ains roughly con—
stant. Sin ilarly, the corresponding corrections arising In
the selfconsistent m ethod also approach zero. A s can be
seen from Table :ﬁ, the space-dependent approach resuls

022, and the

In a correction that is roughly constant for all values of
the correlation tim e, whilk the iterative approach does
exhibit som e vardation with .. This is the expected re—
sult since the spacedependent friction assum es the uc-
tuations In the potential are local and therefore, ignores
any correlation in the barrier heights. T he iterative ap-—
proach, how ever, is capable of ncorporating the m em ory
ofthe potential into the friction correction,but only in an
averagem anner. A sa consequence, signi cant deviations
from equipartition m ay be observed when sin ulations are
perform ed w ith a space-dependent friction that ignores
the correlation e ects, as illustrated by this extrem e ex—
ampl.

Figs. :j and :ff display the MFPTs obtained for
the M HO potential wih the results from the space-
dependent and selfconsistent approaches in the top and
bottom panels, respectively.

The results in F ig.d have been calculated using a vari-
ance of 2 = 005, while those in Fig.4 use 2 = 022.
T he corresponding results for the sinusoidalpotential us-
ing a vardance of 0 22 can be seen in FJg:lS T he values
on the broken axis represent the num erically calculated
M FPT s in the lin its of correlation tine, .. In the zero—
correlation tin e 1m it, the uctuations in the potential
are so rapid that the particke e ectively experiences the
average, stationary potential, from which the dynam ics
were calculated. In the Iim it of in nie correlations, uc—
tuations in the potential are nonexistent, and therefore
the particle experiences a sihgle realization of the po—
tential w ith constant barrier heights determ ined by the
niialvalie sam pled from the distrbution. TheM FPTs
displayed In Fjg.:ff obtained w ith a larger variance alers
the m agniude of the resonant activation, but in uences
the resuls for the two approaches equally. The results
from the sin ulationsw ith a space-dependent friction are
system atically shiffed to JowerM FP T sasseen in allthree

gures. This trend ism ost readily explained through by
the trends in Tablk. . In the low friction regine, an
Increase in the friction Increases the corresponding rate
of trangoort. T he average space-dependent contribution
is always larger than its respective mean eld counter—
part, and is expected to have the largest e ect on the re—
sultsw ith the sn allest them alfriction. The uctuations
present along the entire reaction coordinate of the sinu—
soidal potential do not appear to have a dram atic e ect
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v Nriy hriar IWiar hrip  hriar Wiar hrio  NDrisar v i
0:08 0:04 028 0:72 0:05 029 0:74 0:01 028 0:68
02 0:04 028 0:71 0:05 029 0:72 0:01 028 0:68
04 0:04 028 0:70 0:06 029 0:71 0:01 028 0:67

TABLE II: The average of the friction corrections,

r, calculated by the iterative selfconsistent (0) and space-dependent

approaches (sdf) for the sinusoidal potential. The resulting tem peratures are also included for the space-dependent friction

m ethod. T he tem perature is 2/3 in all cases and the variance,
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FIG.3: Themean rstpassagetines M FPT) for a particle
di using across the M HO stochastic potential are displayed
for two possible scenarios of the dissipative m echanisn . The
top paneluses space-dependent friction, and the bottom dis—
plays the uniform friction determm ined by the selfconsistent
m ethod. T he variance forboth is 0.05, and the three lines cor—
respond to values of the them al friction of 0.08 (solid curve
with x symbols), 02 (dashed curve w ith triangls), and 0.4
(dot-dashed curve w ith squares). T he sym bols on the broken
axis represent the num erically calculated M FP T s at the lim its
of the correlation tim e.

on the dynam ics. The resuls in F ig. 5 for the smuso:dal
potential ollow the sam e trend as those In F igs. -3 and -4
fortheM HO potential indicating that the SDF approach
is capable ofadequately describing the uctuations in the
system . A side from the shift, the generalbehavior of the
MFPT is adequately reproduced by both m ethods, par-
ticularly at larger values of the them al friction when
the space-dependent com ponent becom es less signi cant.
At this level of description, each of the two approaches
for constructing the friction are capable of capturing the
essentialdynam ics of the system . H owever, som e advan—
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FIG.4: Themean rstpassagetines M FPT) for a particle
di using across the M HO stochastic potential are displayed
for two possible scenarios of the djs§jpat1've m echanism . The
param eters are the sam e as In F ig. G, except the variance is

022.

tage is galned by usihg the selfconsistent m ethod be—
cause it ensures the system is kept at constant tem per—
ature for all values of the correlation tim e throughout
the sim ulation, w hile the space-dependent approach m ay
lead to deviations in extrem e cases. The m ost signi —
cant di erence between the two m ethods can be seen at
intermm ediate correlation tim es, in w hich the resonant ac—
tivation observed from the iterative approach is slightly
m ore pronounced. This can particularly be seen In the
M FP T swhen the friction case takeson the am allest value
of & = 0:08. Since the resonant activation arises from

correlations in thebarrierheights, it isnot surprising that
sin ulations incorporating a friction capable of account-
ing for this phenom enon can have a noticeable im pact
on the dynam ics, even if i does so only In an average
m anner.
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FIG.5: Themean rstpassage tines M FPT) for a parti-
cle di using across the sinusoidal stochastic potential are dis—
played fortw o possib le scenarios ofthe dissipative m echanism .
O ther than for the change from the M HO to the sinusoidal
potential, the param eters are the sam e as in Fjg.:ff.

Iv. CONCLUSIONS

The spacedependent friction arising from the pres—
ence ofa secondary (extemal) stochastic potentialin the
Langevin equation has been explicitly derived for two
sim ple classes ofthe stochastic potentials. T he num erical
results are in excellent agreem ent w ith analytic expres-
sions describing the space-dependent friction. The re—
suling dynam ics have been com pared to those obtained

using an altemate approach In which a uniform correc—
tion is calculated selfconsistently. A lthough the latter
approach doese ectively inclide the tin e correlation be-
tween the barrier uctuations at long tim es, the form er
does not In any sense. T his neglect m ay resul in devia—
tions from equipartition in som e extrem e cases. H owever,
both approaches are capable of capturing the essential
dynam ics of the system and lead to the now-expected
resonant activation phenom enon. C onsequently, the cen—
tral result of this paper is that the Langevin dynam ics
of a particle under extemal stochastic potentials can be
properly dissipated by a single uniform renom alized fric—
tion w ithout loss of qualitative (@and offen quantitative)
accuracy.

The role of the mem ory tin e In an extemal stochas—
tic potential acting on a particle describbed by a general-
ized Langevin equation of m otion is still an open ques—
tion. In this lin i, there would presum ably be an inter-
ply between the m em ory tim e of the them al friction
and that of the stochastic potential. W hen the latter is
an all com pared to the fom er, the quasiequilibbriim con—
dition centralto thiswork would no longerbe satis ed by
the particle, and hence it is expected that a non-uniform
(and tim edependent) friction correction would then be
needed.
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VI. APPEND IX

T he piecew ise nature oftheM HO potentialresults in a piecew ise form forthe associated SD F . A lthough incoherent,
every barrier gives rise to the sam e averages, and hence the procedure needs to be carried out only overa am all region
de ned by the closed interval, 5‘31 ;%2 ]. The lim its of integration over this region can be detem ined from the
expression for the connection points

ko

x = —=2 _4m ; an
" 2ko  2kZ
wherek? = (ko + (t)). This can equivalently be expressed as
k
= —I — 2ko: 8)
2 Xn m )

At the top ofthe barrier, when x, = x%; ()= 1 :In the intem ediate region for arbitrary x,
= —2 2
2 m )
: 19)



Otherw ise, at them nimum whenx, = x°; (= ko.

A though it is apparent from the expression for the barrier height that the corresponding distridbution is non-—
G aussian, the resulting forces are G aussian w ith the probability given by Eq. :@' T he average force for a given x is
sim ply the weighted average ofthe forcesw hen x is in the respective regions, (xr?1 i, ) and (x, ;xZ ), which correspond
to regionsof ( kg; )and ( ;1 ). The resulting Integral or the average value of F (x;t) isnow :

R R,
de(x)P()+ d F &K)P ()
Wy x;b)i= 0 R : (20)
W d P ()

Here, one m ust be carefiil in determm ining which portion of the force to use in the above equation. For exam ple, when
< , the m a prity of the force is due to the barrier portion of the potential, not the well com ponent. T he average
can thus be expressed as
Z z

Fy (x;0)i= d kox x2)P)+ d kot+ )& xZ)P%); @1)
ko

where P %( ) isde ned through the nom alization condition, ie:,

z Z .

daPrP9 )+ dprp%) 1; @2)
ko

which leads to the probability distribbution

2
2 P 7

P°()=p ; @3)

2 21+erfp%

w here erf(x) is the standard error function. U se of the nom alization condition reduces the average force to
Z zZ

Fy (0i=ko&x x2) ko x0)+kolx x2)] dPO%)+ & xZ) d p%): ©4)
ko

T he rem aining Integrals are readily com puted; the explicit form of the average force is

0 1
1 erf p—
. z 0 z 22

HFy &1 = kox  x5) ko @x  xp X ) @ — =" A
1+ erf pf
r_2 2 () 3

2 2 exp 2z eXpP 2 2
+ x xz) —4 5 @25)

1+ erf s

T he second quantity to be com puted is the average ofthe square ofthe force, and the derivation follow sthat (above)
of the average force. T he 1im its of integration are the sam e and the G aussian Integrals can be calculated in the sam e
m anner. Again using the nom alization requirem ent, the rst integralis elim inated such that

Z 3
Hy G071 = kg x2)7+ k& %) ki x2)?1 d PO)
Z Z

+ 2ko (x  xZ)? d PO+ & x2)? d *P%): 26)
ko ko

The rsttwo integrals are the sam e as before, and the third can be obtained w ih little e ort. The resulting m ean
squared force is

0 1
1 erf P —

. 2 2
Fy Gt = ki x2)+ ki x0)7 ki x2) @ — " A
1+ erf 91;:

2



2 2 Ly 3
4k, ° exp > exp 5 2
+p——(x x%)°4
2 2 1+ erf sk
2
en‘:’pz——2 +erfp];L—
+ fx xZ)*4
1+ erf s
2 2 ;3
Y3 exp (2—3 + ko exp 2k_02
& x2)*4 @7)
1+ erf 2o

The SDF fortheM HO potential is then obtained by appropriate substiutions into Eq. :9'
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