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We find the analytic solution of a pair of stochastic equations with
arbitrary forces and multiplicative Lévy noises in a steady-state
nonequilibrium case. This solution shows that Lévy flights always
suppress a quasiperiodic motion related to the limit cycle. We
prove that such suppression is caused by that the Lévy variation
AL ~ (At)Y/® with the exponent a < 2 is always negligible in
comparison with the Gaussian variation AW ~ (At)1/2 in the
At — 0 limit.

1. Introduction

It is known that the crucial change in a behavior of the
systems, which display noise-induced [1, 2] and recur-
rence [3-5] phase transitions, stochastic resonance [6, 7],
noise-induced pattern formation [8, 9|, noise-induced
transport [2, 10], etc., is caused by the interplay be-
tween noise and a nonlinearity (see Ref. [11] for review).
Noises of different origin can play a constructive role
in the dynamical behavior such as the hopping between
multiple stable attractors [12, 13] and the stabilization
of the Lorenz attractor near the threshold of its forma-
tion [14, 15]. This type of behavior is inherent in finite
systems where the examples of a substantial alteration
under the effect of intrinsic noises are the epidemics [16—
18], predator-prey population dynamics [19, 20|, opinion
dynamics [21], biochemical clocks [22, 23], genetic net-
works [24], cyclic trapping reactions [25], etc.

The above-indicated phase transitions represent the
simplest case where the joint effect of both noise and a
nonlinearity arrives at the nontrivial fixed point appear-
ance only on the phase-plane of system states. In this
consideration, we are interested in studying a much more
complicated situation, when the stochastic system can
display the oscillatory behavior related to the limit cy-
cle appearing as a result of the Hopf bifurcation [26,27].
It was conjectured for a long time [28]| that, in some
situations, the influence of noise would be sufficient to
produce the cyclic behavior [29]. Moreover, it was shown
that the excitable [30] and bistable [31] systems and the
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systems close to bifurcations [32] display the oscillatory
behavior, whose adjacency to an ideally periodic signal
depends resonantly on the noise intensity [33] (due to
this reason, such oscillations were called coherence reso-
nance [30] or stochastic coherence [11]).

A characteristic peculiarity of the mentioned consid-
erations is that all of them are restricted by studying
the Gaussian noise effect, while such a noise is a special
case of the Lévy stable process (the principal difference
of these noises is known [34] to consist in the form of the
probability distribution which exhibits the asymptotic
power-law decay in the latter case and decays exponen-
tially in the former one). Nowadays, the anomalous dif-
fusion processes associated with the Lévy stable noise
are attracting much attention in a vast variety of fields
not only of natural sciences (physics, biology, earth sci-
ence, and so on), but also in social sciences such as risk
management, finances, etc.

In the context of physics, the recent investigation [35]
has shown that the joint effect of both a nonlinearity
and the Lévy noise can cause the occurrence of genuine
phase transitions which is related to a fixed point on
the phase-plane of system states. In this connection, the
natural question arises: Can a self-organized quasiperi-
odic behavior related to the limit cycle be displayed by a
system driven by the Lévy stable noises? Our work is de-
voted to the answer to this question within the analytic
study of a two-dimensional stochastic system.

The paper is organized as follows. Since the equations,
governing a behavior of a stochastic system driven by
the multiplicative Lévy stable noise, are so complicated
[36] that possess very nontrivial solutions [37] and, more-
over, their derivation is now in progress [38], we start by
Section 2 containing a derivation scheme of the Fokker—
Planck equation for the Lévy multiplicative noises. In
Section 3, we consider a pair of stochastic equations
with arbitrary forces and multiplicative Lévy noises to
obtain their analytic solution in a steady-state nonequi-
librium case. This allows us to conclude in Section 4 that
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the Lévy flights opposite to the Gaussian noises always
suppress a quasiperiodic motion related to the limit cy-
cle. Appendix A completes our consideration to demon-
strate that a closed consideration of the Lévy processes
is achieved only within the Fourier representation.

2. Preliminaries: Statistical Picture of Lévy
Multiplicative Noises

We start by considering the one-dimensional a-stable
Lévy process X(t), whose statistical description is
achieved by the use of both single- and double-point
distribution functions: the probability density P(x,t)
defines the rate of particle finding in the infinitesimal
neighborhood of a point x at a time moment ¢, while the
conditional density p(x,t|zo,to) gives the probability of
the same event under condition that, at a previous time
moment tg, the particle was in the neighborhood of a
point zg. For Markov processes, which are related to
statistically independent particle motions, the pointed
out functions are connected by the equality

P(x,t) = /dl"o p(z, t|zo, to) P(xo,to), (1)

which means that the enumeration of all initial states of
the conditional probability leads to its total value. On
the other hand, the conditional probabilities of Markov
processes are connected by the Chapman-Kolmogorov
equation

D+ dtlo, to) = / dy ple. t+ dtly, Dp(y, tao, to). (2)

The multiplicativity property of independent processes’
probabilities inherently underlies this equality. However,
in contrast to (1), the integration means here the enu-
meration of not initial but transitional states y, which
are realized at the time moment ¢, being previous to the
following time moment ¢ 4 dt.

The description of stochastic processes is achieved in
the simplest way if the characteristic function, being a
Fourier transform

plk, t 4+ dtly, ) = / dee* @V p(a b+ dtly.t),  (3)

is used. Since the initial and final moments of time are
split here with an infinitesimal interval dt, we may as-
sume that the characteristic function (3) slightly differs
from one, and this difference comes to an infinitesimal in-
crement dK x (k, dt|y, t) of the cumulant generating func-
tion of the stochastic process X (¢):

p(k,t + dtly,t) i= e x hdilvt) (4)
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where the value of dK x (k, dt|y, t) should be determined.
With this aim, we use Eq. (2) in the limit dt — 0 and
the identity

Ak _iim_
P(%ﬂxo,to):/dy p(y,t|m0,t0)/%e k(z—y) (5)

to write the chain of equalities

Pt + dt|zo, to) — pla, tzo, to) = / dy p(y, tlo, to) x

y / ;lje_ik(x_y) [ede(k’,dﬂyvt) — 1] ~
s

dk e
= [ dy plo.tlan,to) [ Grem MK (k. dtly.t) =

= /dy dKx(x —y,t)p(y, t|xo, to) =

= dKx (z,t) x p(x, t|zo, to), (6)
where the star x denotes the convolution of the inverse
Fourier transform

dk

dEx(z —y,1) = / 5o MO x (R, dtly, 1),

dk
p(z,t + dt|y, t) =/ge"k(m‘”p(k,twt\y,t)- (7)

As a result, taking the definition

o dKX(‘T7t)

L) = = )

into account, equalities (6) yield a symbolic representa-
tion of the Fokker—Planck equation

0
ap(x, t|zo,to) = L(x) * p(x, t|zo, o). (9)

The explicit form of the increment £(x) follows from
the Langevin equation [39]
dX = fdt+ gdL, (10)

where the force f = f(x) and the noise amplitude
g = g(x) are functions of the stochastic variable x re-
lated to the a-stable Lévy process L = L(t). Within the
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It6 calculus, this process is defined with the elementary
characteristic function

<eik:dL> = edKL(k,dt‘y,t)7 (11)
where the Lévy increment reads [41]

dKp(k,dtly,t ;
A(k) = ARk, dily.t) _ iky — D|mk|*e”"#(*) . (12)

dt

Here, the asymmetry angle ¢ and the modulus m are
defined as

tan [io(a)] = Bsgn(gk) tan(ra/2),

m® = \/1+62tan2(7roz/2), (13)
Lévy index a € (0,2) characterizes the asymptotic tail
2~ (@D of the Lévy stable distribution at 1 # o < 2
(the case o = 2 is related to the Gaussian distribution),
the parameter § € [—1,+1] defines a distribution asym-
metry, a value of —oco < v < 400 defines the mean value
of the stochastic variable X at o > 1, and the angle
brackets denote averaging over Lévy noises dL.

A Lévy increment of the cumulant generating function
(12) defines a stochastic process in the absence of a force
f and at a constant noise amplitude g = 1. In order
to find the total increment related to process (10), we
rewrite the corresponding characteristic function in the
limits dt — 0 and dL(t) — O:

oK x (kdtly.t) . <ez‘kdX> _ <ez’k(fdt+gdL)> ~

~ 1+ ik(fdt + gdL) = 1+ ik (fdt + (gdL)) ~

~ oik(fdt+(gdL)) ~ ikfdt <ei(kg)dL>

= gtk fdtgdK 1 (ghdily.t)

(14)

where f = (f(X,t)) and g = (g(X,t)) are, respectively,
the mean values of the force and the noise amplitude,
and Eq. (11) is taken into account. Similarly to defi-
nition (12), the elementary increment of the cumulant
generating function

dKx (k,dt|z,t) .= L(k,z)dt (15)
is determined by the increment
L(k,z) = ikf(z) + A(g(z)k) (16)
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whose explicit form reads [36, 38]

L(k,x) = ik [f(z) +7g(x)] — [mg(x)k|"e™ . (17)
Hereafter, we renormalize the noise amplitude g(z) to
suppress the scale factor D and skip the bar in the no-
tations f and g.

According to Eq. (9), the characteristic function
p(k,x;t) = p (k, t|z,t), being the dt — 0 limit of expres-
sion (3), is determined by the simplified Fokker—Planck
equation

S (b :0) = LG, 2)p (1), (13)
where the kernel

L(k,x) = F{L(x —y,x)}(k,x) =

- /d(x —y) L(z —y,x)et Y (19)

is determined by Eq. (17). Hereafter, the symbolic no-
tation F is used for a direct Fourier transform and F~*
for an inverse one. It is fundamentally important that
both the kernel L(k,z) and the characteristic function
p (k,z;t), being defined with the inverse Fourier tran-
forms (7) over the difference x — y, depends on the co-
ordinate = through both the force f(x) and the noise
amplitude g(x) [36].

In the simplest case of a stationary state, the behavior
of the system is determined by the equation

[f (@) +~vg(2)]p(k, x) =

= —i sgu(k)|k|*" e Dlmg (@) *p(k, ) (20)
following from Eqs. (18) and (17). The solution of
this equation is achieved with the use of transformations
of the direct space representation into the Fourier one
which are expressed by the formal relations

F{ gahla) ) = IR,

32m+1

F{la (@)} =i(-1)" h(k) (21)

[k|2m+1
for an arbitrary function h(z) and the Riesz derivative
of both integer 2m + 1, m = 0,1,..., and fractional «

orders. For symmetric a-stable Lévy processes (7 = 0,
¢(a) = 0, and m = 1) under the effect of the force f =
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x?m 1 using the second equation (21) in Eq. (20) gives

the asymptotics p(k,z) oc 2~ (@+2m+1) obtained first in
Ref. [37].

Making use of Eqgs. (18) and (17) yields the frac-
tional Fokker—Planck equation for the one-point prob-
ability distribution function (1) [36, 38]

9
ot

alx
+ {alxla + ftan

Pa.t) = — 2 [f(2) + 79(2)] Pla. t)+

ox
a—1
(%) aiaiqa—l] %

x|g(@)[* Pz, t).

In symbolic form, a many-dimensional generalization of
this equation for a symmetric Lévy flight reads

(22)

QP(X t) =

= ~V I£(x) + §(x) 7] Plx,t)-

—[-A:gxex)|  P(xt). (23)

j| a/2
Here, each of the dots denotes the summation over in-
dices ¢ = 1,2, and the axes x, zo forming the pseu-
dovector x are chosen in such a way that the noise am-
plitude matrix g takes diagonal form g;; = ¢;d;;; and
the components g;, x; form pseudovectors g, x. In the
component representation, Eq. (23) has the continuity
equation form

—th *Zax (24)

with the probability fluxes

Ji(x) = { [ﬁ-(x) ¥ gi(X)%—] ¥

_12( ) [aeoneo]

In the generalized case of nonsymmetric Lévy flights, the
two-dimensional flux components (25) are written as the
Fourier transforms

}P(x). (25)

1= {(fl + gim) + ilmagy|F e (5) ey [ $2ky x

X “mlglkﬂ% e=1(%) 4 [mogoksl|? e_wz(%)} } P,
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J2 = {(f2 + g272) + ilmaga| €72 () |ky |5 2k x

% ['mlglkl\% =1 (%) 4 [magaksl|? e_wz(%)} } P,
(26)

where the asymmetry parameters (13) are used.

3. Statistical Picture of Limit Cycle

According to the theorem of central manifold [26], in
order to achieve a closed description of a limit cycle, it
is enough to consider only two degrees of freedom related
to some stochastic variables X;, ¢ = 1,2. In this way, the
stochastic evolution of the system under investigation is
defined by the Langevin equations

dX; = fldt + gidLia 1=1,2 (27)

with arbitrary forces f; = fi(x1,z2) and noise ampli-
tudes g; = g;(z1,x2), being functions of the variables x;,
i = 1,2; and stochastic terms are related to the a-stable
Lévy processes L; = L;(t). Within the It6 calculus, these
processes are determined by the elementary characteris-
tic function

< ik;dX; > eﬁ dt (28)

with increments £; = L£;(k1, ka; 21, 22), whose expres-
sion [36]

L; = ik; (fi +7i9:) —

2
—[migiki|F e F) Y " my gk F 03
j=1

(29)

follows from Eq. (26
(13) are used.

As is shown in Section 2, the Fourier transform of the
probability distribution function

ﬁ(k‘l,kﬁg;t) = .F{P(a?l,l‘g)}(k‘l, k‘z;t) =

“+o00
= // dl’ldl’g P(zl’zQ;t)ei(klzlJerCw)

is governed by the Fokker—Planck equation

), where the asymmetry parameters

(30)

P &
D)

=1

i (fi +vigi) ki—
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2
—\mz‘gikﬂ%efwi(%)z\mjgjkj\%€7i¢j(%) p. (31)

Jj=1

Characteristically, being Fourier transformed, the r.h.s.
of this equation depends on the wave vector components
k1 and ko, while both forces f; = fi(z1,x2) and multi-
plicative noise amplitudes g; = g;(z1,z2) are dependent
on the coordinate components xy and zs.

According to the continuity equation (24), compo-
nents of the steady-state probability flux obey the con-
dition ), 0.J;/0x; = 0, which means that the first com-
ponent J; = Ji(x2) is a function of only the variable x5,
whereas the second component Jy = Jo(x1). Then, in
the Fourier space, the system’s behavior is determined
by the equations

{(fl +g1m) + i\mlgl\%e*im(%)|k1|%,2k1X

X [|m191k1|% e—ie(8) 4 |m292k2|% 67“"2(%)} } P

= 27TJ1(]€2)(5(]€1),

{(fQ + g272) + i\ngﬂ%e*iw(%)|k2|%,2k2><

X {|m191k1|% =91 (%) 4 |magoks|? 72 (%)] } P=

Since the pair of these equations determines a single dis-
tribution function P(kq,k2), the consistency condition

{(fl +91m) + ie_W’l(o‘)|m191|“|k1|a_2k1} X
X(S(k‘g)Jg(k‘l) =
= [(f2 + g272) + ie_wz(a)|m292|°‘|k2|“_2k2} X

X(S(kl)Jl(kQ) (34)

should be fulfilled to restrict the choice of the probability
flux components J; (k2) and Ja(k1).

Multiplying Eq. (32) by the factor |m2g2|%e_im(%)
and Eq. (33) by |mlgl|%efi"°1(%) and then subtracting
results, we obtain

{F + Z.|77"L177129192|%6_1-[“01(%%"”2(%)] X
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X [|m1g1k1\% e_ic’ol(%) —+ |m2g2]€2|% €_i¢2(%):| X
X (|]€1‘%_2k‘1 — ‘]{12|%_2k2) }ﬁ =

=27 {Jl (kg)é(k)l)‘mggg‘%e_i(’az(%)—

_Jz(k1)5(k2)\m1g1\%e_iﬂpl(%)} , (35)
where we have denoted

F=(fi+man) |m2g2|%eﬂ¢2(%)_

— (f2+7292) [maga| 791 (3). (36)

Equation (35) yields the explicit form of the probability
distribution function

P(.Tl,xg) =

+oo a 1 &
_ [ dky Ti(k)|mags| Fe e (5)]
N 21 Fy —ilg1] 2 [maga|@e—92(0)|ky|a—2ky

—+o0 o . a
_ [ 4k Jo(ky)|migy|§ e~ e (3)]

21 By + ilgalE [maga e o1 @ k[ 2Ry

— 00

(37)

where the effective forces Fj o are determined by Eq.
(36) at mg1 =1 and pa 1 = 0, respectively.

Before the analysis of Eq. (37), it is worth to note
that the stochastic integration in case of multiplicative
a-stable Lévy noises is based on the mathematical prob-
lem of integration of semimartingales (see Ref. [42], for
example). In this work, we focus on the investigation of
stability conditions of the limit cycle under the effect of
multiplicative Lévy noises, leaving open subtle mathe-
matical problems. However, from the physical-theoretic
point of view, it is intuitively clear that the used method
to obtain expression (37) is rather nonpathologic.

In the case of constant values of the probability
flux within the state space x1,x2, the related Fourier
transforms are Jy(ks) = 27TJ1(0)6(I€2) and Jo(k1) =
27TJ2(0)5(k1) with factors JZ-(O) = const. Then the consis-
tency condition (34) takes the form (f1 + g171) JZ(O) =
(f2 + 9272) Jl(o), the effective force (36) is Fy =
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(f1 +7191) [9212 — (f2 +7292) |91/, and the probabil-
ity density (37) reads

_ I9a|% - 7 gn|%

P
Fy

(38)

In order to create a limit cycle, this distribution function
should diverge on a closed curve, so that the effective
force should be equal to Fy = 0. Together with the
consistency condition, this equation gives

2

J1(0) it ma _

JQ(O) " fot 7202

g

g2 (39)

But these equalities mean that the numerator of the
probability density (38) disappears together with its de-
nominator. As a result, we conclude that the limit cycle
creation is impossible for a stationary nonequilibrium
state, both probability flux components Ji(x1,z2) and
Jo(x1,x2) being constants.

The subsequent consideration of the problem requires
a calculation of integrals in Eq. (37) at arbitrary de-
pendences Ji (k) and Jo(kp). For this purpose, it is
convenient to write |k| = sgn(k)k = e (=Fk where
0(k) denotes the Heaviside step function. Thus, we have
|k|*2k = e~ im0(=k)2=a) a1 "and the pole points of the
integrands in Eq. (37) are expressed by the equality

F a—1
K= ( L2 a) X
|m1,291 2% g2,1] 2

X exp { p12(a) + (2 — a)mf(—RK 2)

! a—1 +

N (m/2)sgn(S K 2) } ' (40)

a—1

Due to the sign-changing term (7/2)sgn(S K7 2) in the
exponent, the Ko poles are located on the opposite
half-planes of the complex variables k; . Making use of
the power series expansion

~
~

k— K\
o‘_l:KO‘_l 1
ot (1)

~K* '+ (a— 1)K (k- K) (41)

allows us to reduce the integrands in Eq. (37) to a pole

form. However, we cannot close the integration contours
around both the upper and lower complex half-planes

292

of the k variable, since the related integrands contain
absolute magnitudes.

In order to find the required integrals, let us specify
the contribution of a pole located on the upper half-
plane of the complex number k. With this aim, we divide
this half-plane into two parts related to the positive and
negative values of the real part of k. As Figure shows,
the integrals in Eq. (37) can be rewritten as follows:

ek + / dk =
AB

)
mdk =

— 0o

g

ABC

DE

7kf£k;<dk— /L(k’) dk+/—f(k) dk| +

£ (k) £(k) i ]
+7{7k_de— /7k_de+/7k_de -
DEF LEF FD a
= 74 Ff@{dm Ff@(dk—

ABC DEF

ok £(k)
- /FinkjL/—kink -

LBC FD

_ / 7kf£k[){dk:+ / —kffk;{dk (42)

IC A

EF

If the radii of arcs CA and EF tend to infinity, both
integrals in the last square brackets disappear. On the
other hand, when both half-axes BC' and F'D tend one
to another, we have [, = — [, so that the terms in
the square brackets standing before are cancelled also.
Moreover, the integral over contour DEF' equals zero,
because this contour does not envelop any pole. As a
result, we obtain

+oo
fk) o _
ok = f

(k)

—_— = ) 2
kadk 27 sgn(SK) f(K),

ABC

— 0o

(43)

where the last equality is due to the residue theorem.
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Finally, making use of the Cauchy integral (43) yields
the probability distribution function (37) in the form

2-a .

P (z1,25) = F T Ple”FKimi=d1) 4
2-a .
+Ey ! Pze*Z(szzf%)7 (44)
where we have denoted
Jo1 (K
P1»2 = 2,1( 1,2) —
(o = 1)|g2,1[2@=D [my 291 ,2] 2D
¢ 33—« (a>+7r2_ax
1,2—a_1901,2 5 P

x [sgn (3K12) + 20 (—RK1 2)] .- (45)

4. Discussion

The analytic consideration developed in the previous
section allowed us to obtain the probability distribu-
tion function (44) which describes the behavior of a
nonequilibrium steady-state stochastic system driven by
the Lévy multiplicative noise with two degrees of free-
dom. Recently, we have studied conditions for the limit
cycle creation in stochastic Lorenz-type systems driven
by Gaussian noises [40]. The noise-induced resonance
has been found analytically to appear in a nonequilib-
rium steady state if the principal variable, which is cou-
pled with two different degrees of freedom or more, dis-
plays the fastest variations. The condition for the ap-
pearance of this resonance is expressed formally in the
divergence of the probability distribution function, be-
ing inversely proportional to an effective force of type
(36). When this force vanishes on a closed curve of the
phase plane, the system evolves along this cycle with the
diverging probability density.

In opposite to such a dependence, the distribution
function (44) contains the effective force (36) in the pos-
itive power (2 — a)/(a — 1) only. To this end, we can
conclude the Lévy flights suppress always a quasiperi-
odic motion related to the limit cycle in a nonequilibrium
steady state. This is the main result of our consideration.
The cornerstone of the difference between stochastic sys-
tems driven by the Lévy and Gaussian noises is that the
Lévy variation AL ~ (At)Y/* with the exponent o < 2
is negligible in comparison with the Gaussian variation
AW ~ (At)'/? as At — 0.

It is worth to note that the above difference removes
the problem of the calculus choice [1,39]. This problem
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To the calculation of the integrals standing in Eqgs. (42) and (43)

is known to be caused by the irregularity of the time
dependence X (t) of a stochastic variable (for the sake
of simplicity, we return to the one-dimensional case).
Keeping in mind all problems of the integration of semi-
martingales [42], we can write the formal integral of the
equation of motion (10) as follows:

t L(t)
X(t)o/f(:z:(t’))dt' +L(/O) g(z(t))dL(t"). (46)

Here, one should take the noise amplitude g(z(')) at
the time moment
=t +AAt; Ae[0,1], At —0 (47)
which does not coincide with the integration time ¢’ due
to a parameter A € [0, 1], whose value fixes the calculus
choice (for example, the magnitude A = 1/2 relates to
the Stratonovich case) [1,39]. Taking Eqs. (47) and (27)
into account, we obtain

g(z(t)) = g(z(t)) + Mg (z(t)) AX (t) ~
~ g(z(t)) + Ag (z(t)) f (=(t)) At+

+Ag' (x(t)) g (x(t)) AL(t),

where primes denote the differentiation with respect to
the argument z. Being inserted into Eq. (46), the first
term in the last line of Eq. (48) relates to the usual
case of the It6 calculus. The corresponding insertion of
the second term gives an addition, whose order ALAt ~
(At)'+(1/®) <« At is higher than one for the previous
term (this situation is inherent in the Gaussian case as
well). Finally, after the insertion of the last term of Eq.

(48)
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(48), the last integrand in Eq. (46) obtains an addition of
order (AL)? ~ (At)?/. In a special case of the Gaussian
noise (o = 2), the order 2/« of this addition coincides
with that of the first integrand of Eq. (46), which results
in the addition Ag(x)g’(z) to the physical force f(x).
A principally different situation is realized for the Lévy
stable process, when the index o < 2 and the above
addition should be suppressed in comparison with the
physical force because (At)%/* < At.

APPENDIX A.
Consideration of the Lévy stable processes
within the direct stochastic space

After the inverse Fourier transformation, components (32) and
(33) of the stationary probability flux are written as follows:
931 o\ 2
(hitom)+ —==|(-57) 9+
9.2 Oz
1

a

a9\ 2 a
—_ 2
+( a@) (9192)

51 3 o
{(f2+92“/2)+ 3%71 {<8> (9291)2 +

O0zx;

a\2 0
+(~om) *"2”’3:J5)(xl"

o

: 3 92t
Acting by the g5 “o—
b} 2

} P =J,),

(A1)

+ operator on the first of these equations

T3
a o g
and by the g2 % operator on the second one, we obtain
3112
a 92—l g9t 9\ 2 9\ 2 a
922 a_q a7 <_7) gft"r(_i) (9192)2 P =
3$22 8;1:12 Oxy 0x2
307 1o
e [0 = (i +am) P,
)
2 9371 957! 2\*2 o o\
90 e -1 <_7) (9291)2 +<—7) P =
89012 Ox2 0z Oxo
a 8%_1 0
=9 Py {Jz( ' (f2 +92’72)P} . (A.2)
L1

Subtracting the above equalities term-by-term, we arrive at the
fractional differential equation

g 9571 g 9571
(fi+gm) g3 —a— — (2 +9272) 97 —=— | P+
oz oz
a 9%t a 9371
G @) P =97 gl () =0 =y 17 (@), (A3
L) L1
where the function
a 8%71 6%71
G (z1,%2) = g5 o a1 X
oxg = Oz
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o 8%71 6%71
97 —= 1 g1 X
Ox? =~ Oz
9 \2 o a1\
- 2 -
( p ) (9291) +< 6902) S+
g 0271 § 0571
+ |95 ?(fl + 9171) 94 ?(f2+92’72) (A.4)
Oz 0w

is introduced. For the Gauss processes (o = 2), the differential
equation (A.3) is reduced to an algebraic one to give the probabil-
ity distribution function that was found in our previous work [40].
However, in the general case o < 2, the solution of the fractional
differential equation (A.3) arrives at a complicated problem, so
that we are obliged to use the Fourier representation in Section 3.

Finally, it is worth to note that the consistency condition (34)
takes the form

0 o\
{BTcl (fi+917m) — (_67:E1> \91|a} Jéo)(fﬂl) =

- {% (f2 +9272) — <_%> ) \92\01 I (@2) (A.5)

within the inverse Fourier representation, where ¢; = 0 and m; =
1 are taken for simplicity. Equation (A.5) connects explicitly the
probability flux components Jz 1(x1,2), being arbitrary functions,
with given dependences of both forces fi(z1,z2), fo(z1,z2) and
multiplicative amplitudes g1(z1, z2), g2(z1,x2), respectively.
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MPUTHIYEHHSA OCIUJIALINA IIIYMOM JIEBI

O.1. Oaemcroti, C.C. Bopucos, I.0. IIlyda
PeszmowMme

SHali1eHO aHAJITHUYHHUI PO3B’SI30K APy CTOXACTHIHUX PIBHSHb
3 JIOBUIBHUMU CHJIAMU Ta MYJIBTUILIIKATUBHUMY IrymMamu Jlesi y
cTarioHapHOMY HepiBHOBakHOMY Bunajiky. Lle pimrenHst mokasye,
o monsoTu JIeBi 3aBxKam mpurHidyioTs KBasinepioguuHuil pyx,
MOB’SI3aHUI 3 'PAHUYHUM LUKJIOM. /loBeseHo, 10 Take NpHUIHivYe-
HHsI BUKJINKQHO THUM, 110 Bapiarisi Jlesi AL ~ (At)l/“ 3i cTyre-
HeM « < 2 3aBXK/I¥ HE3HA4YHAa IIOPIBHSHO 3 rayCiBCHKOIO Bapialli€io
AW ~ (At)1/2 npu At — 0.

295



