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Abstract Single particle tracking is a tool that is being increasingly used to study diffusive
or dispersive processes in many branches of natural science. Often the ability to collect these
trajectories experimentally or produce them numerically outpaces the ability to understand
them theoretically. On the other hand many stochastic models have been developed and
continue to be developed capable of capturing complex diffusive behavior such as heavy
tails, long-range correlations, nonstationarity, and combinations of these things. We describe
a computational method for connecting particle trajectory data with stochastic models of
diffusion. Several tests are performed to demonstrate the efficacy of the method, and the
method is applied to polymer diffusion, RNA diffusion in E. coli, and RAFOS dispersion in
the Gulf of Mexico.
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1 Introduction
Lagrangian dynamics in mixing processes are frequently observed and simulated. Often particle trajectories are driven by unknown and/or innumerable physical processes and hence are
often modeled by stochastic processes. Perhaps the most famous such example was Brown’s
observation of the highly irregular motion of pollen grains in water [1]. A mathematical characterization of this motion was subsequently provided [2], and the motion is now known as
Brownian motion (despite earlier observations of the “confused, continual & violent” motion
of crushed coal in alcohol [3]). Modern techniques make it possible not only to observe these
motions, but to quantify these observations (i.e., turn them into time series). To name a few
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examples, experimental “particle” tracking has been carried out in finance [4,5], microbiology [6–8], macrobiology [9,10], oceanography [11], and porous media [12,13]. Numerical
simulation techniques are often used to represent particle trajectories in place of experiments
[14–17].
In the example of Brown’s pollen grains, theory was used to derive an appropriate stochastic model. However, for many problems there is an insufficient understanding of the
underlying stochastic dynamics to theoretically identify a model. Nonetheless, it is frequently
desirable to associate a stochastic model with the motion of the particles. For instance, some
of the advantages of the stochastic models are that they may make it possible to apply new
analytical tools [18] to the problem and that it is much less expensive to obtain samples from
a stochastic process than it is to obtain them from an experiment or a simulation of the full
physics. Here, we describe a methodology to identify an appropriate stochastic process for
diffusive trajectories based on computational/statistical techniques that can be used when
theory fails to accomplish this.

2 Methodology
To achieve the goal of identifying experimental or simulated trajectories with a mathematical
description of a stochastic process, we combine maximum likelihood methods with analytical information criteria. One of the challenges in using this approach is to develop a rich
set of stochastic processes that can model a diverse set of physical phenomena (see Sect.
2.2). Another is estimating the maximum-likelihood parameters for each model (see Sect.
2.3). Once the maximum-likelihood parameters are determined, an information criteria is
computed (see Sect. 2.1). The information criteria can then be used to select an appropriate
model or provide weights for each of the models. The weights can be used to combine several
stochastic models to produce an ensemble representation of the trajectories.
General processes with a large number of parameters naturally have a higher likelihood
to reproduce trajectory observations, but the analytical information criteria (e.g., the Akaike
information criteria) strike a balance between the number of process parameters and the
goodness of fit. This guards against overfitting, and guides the selection process toward an
appropriately simple model for the data.
2.1 Information Criteria
Information criteria provide a quantitative version of the parsimony principle or Occam’s
razor. That is, they attempt to find the balance between the goodness-of-fit in a model and
the complexity of the model (mostly in terms of the number of parameters, but also possibly
in terms of things like the Fisher information). The Akaike information criterion (AIC) for a
model with n parameters is defined to be
AI C = 2n − 2 log(L)

(1)

where L gives the likelihood of the model given some data [19]. Models with lower AIC (fewer
parameters/greater likelihood) are preferred. A “corrected” version of the AIC, denoted by
AICc, is defined as
AI Cc = 2n − 2 log(L) +

2n(n + 1)
m−n−1

(2)
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where m is the number of data points [20]. For a fixed number of model parameters, the AICc
converges to the AIC as the number of data points increases to infinity.
From the equations, given two equally likely models, the one with fewer parameters would
be preferred based on this criterion. Similarly, given two models with the same number of
parameters, the one with a greater likelihood would be preferred.
Other information criteria such as the Bayesian information criterion (BIC) and Kashyap
information criterion (KIC) are also available. The BIC and the KIC are more complicated
than AIC and AICc because they require a prior distribution. The KIC additionally employs
the Fisher information matrix. Different arguments can be made for and against the various information criteria (see, e.g., [21] and [22] for two examples). The evaluation of the
information criterion is essentially a post-processing step, and, if desired, multiple information criteria can be explored. We echo the sentiments in [22] that the choice to use some
information criteria is more important than the choice of which criteria, and the AIC will
be employed here. While the KIC is potentially the most robust of the information criteria
mentioned here, it has the disadvantage that prior probabilities must be supplied. Meaningful
prior probabilities are frequently unavailable. The AIC’s relative simplicity makes it more
practical, and it appears to be capable of reliably choosing the appropriate model in the cases
considered and for a related problem [23]. The AICc and BIC depend on the same variables
(maximum likelihood, number of parameters, and number of data points) as the AIC, so they
can be used as drop-in replacements, if desired.
2.2 Stochastic Models
Let X (t) denote a sample trajectory. Without loss of generality, we assume zero mean drift,
i.e., X (t) = 0. The classical Lagrangian Brownian model of diffusion is defined via three
properties [24]
– Every increment X (t + s) − X (s) is normally distributed with mean zero and variance
σ 2 t, i.e., X (t + s) − X (s) ∼ N (0, σ 2 t).
– For every pair of disjoint time intervals (t1 , t2 ) and (t3 , t4 ), the increments X (t4 ) − X (t3 )
and X (t2 ) − X (t1 ) are independent random variables with the distribution given above.
– With probability 1, X (0) = 0 and X (t) is continuous.
When one of the first two conditions does not hold for a diffusive process, the process
is considered anomalous. That is, anomalous diffusion occurs when one or more of the
following holds
1. The increments are not normally distributed.
2. The increment distribution is not stationary.
3. The increments over disjoint time intervals are not independent.
Anomalous diffusive processes are often characterized by power-law mean square displacements. The conditions for Brownian motion are stringent while the conditions for anomalous
diffusion are broad. It is therefore not surprising that anomalous diffusion is often found,
e.g., [7,8,25–29].
Stochastic models of anomalous diffusion can often be described by perturbing the properties that define Brownian motion. Three models of anomalous diffusion can be defined
that are similar to Brownian motion, except that the models have one of the properties of
anomalous diffusion listed above. These models are α-stable Lévy motion, Brownian motion
with a nonlinear clock, and fractional Brownian motion. Of course, there are many more
models of anomalous diffusion—see [30] for a review of some properties of a number of
commonly employed stochastic models of anomalous diffusion.
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α-stable Lévy motion is defined similarly to Brownian motion, except the normally distributed increments are replaced by α-stable increments [31]. This has the effect of transforming
the tail of the particle distribution from one with exponential decay in the Brownian case to
one with power-law decay in the α-stable case. One of the implications of this change is that
α-stable Lévy motion has infinite mean square displacement, rather than the mean square
displacement of Brownian motion, which is linear in time. It will also have an infinite first
moment if 0 < α ≤ 1. The increments of α-stable Lévy motion are not normally distributed,
but they are stationary and independent. That is, α-stable Lévy motion has the first property
listed above, but not the second or third.
Fractional Brownian motion [32] can be also defined in a way similar to Brownian motion,
except that the assumption of independent increments is not used [24]. Instead, fractional
Brownian motion has a heavy-tailed correlation structure.

1  2H
E[B H (t)B H (s)] =
|t| + |s|2H − |t − s|2H
(3)
2
where B H (t) is a fractional Brownian motion with Hurst exponent H . The mean square
displacement of a fractional Brownian motion is a power-law in time, t 2H . Note that the
increments of fractional Brownian motion are not independent, but they are normally distributed and stationary. That is, fractional Brownian motion has the third property listed above,
but it does not have the first or the second. Fractional Brownian motion was popularized by
Mandelbrot and Van Ness [32], but was studied previously by Kolmogorov [33]. A historical
account of fractional Brownian motion is found in [34].
Time-rescaled Brownian motion [35], which we call Brownian motion with a nonlinear
clock [36] can be defined similarly, except that the assumption of stationary increments is
not used [37]. This process can be understand most easily via function composition with a
Brownian motion,
X (t) = B(C(t))

(4)

where B(t) is a Brownian motion, and C(t) is a deterministic subordinator called the clock.
Brownian motion with a nonlinear clock does not have stationary increments, but it does have
uncorrelated, normally distributed increments. That is, it has the first and third properties listed
above, but not the second.
The features of these processes can be stacked, producing the following variations
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.

Brownian motion
α-stable Lévy motion
Fractional Brownian motion
Brownian motion run with a nonlinear clock
Fractional α-stable Lévy motion
α-stable Lévy motion run with a nonlinear clock
Fractional Brownian motion run with a nonlinear clock
Fractional α-stable Lévy motion run with a nonlinear clock

If it is not assumed that there is mean zero drift, this list can be doubled in length with the
second half being identical to the above except that “with drift” is appended to each line.
2.3 Maximum Likelihood
Let X (t) be the trajectory of a particle that takes positions x0 , x1 , . . . , xm at times
t0 , t1 , . . . , tm , respectively. The likelihood function for a Brownian motion is given by a
product of probability density functions for normal distributions,
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f X (σ ) =

m

exp[−(xi − xi−1 )2 /2σ 2 (ti − ti−1 )]

2πσ 2 (ti − ti−1 )
i=1

(5)

Similarly, the likelihood function for an α-stable Lévy motion is given by a product of
probability density functions for α-stable distributions,
f X (α, β, γ ) =

m


f α,β,γ (ti −ti−1 )1/α ,0 (xi − xi−1 )

(6)

i=1

where f α,β,γ ,0 is the probability density function of an α-stable distribution with skewness β, scale parameter σ , and location parameter 0. f α,β,γ ,0 has no closed analytical form
([31]), but can be computed numerically. Fractional Brownian motion has correlated increments, and thus, the likelihood function cannot be decomposed into the product of the likelihoods of the increments. Since fractional Brownian motion is a Gaussian process [32],
the likelihood function is given by the probability density function of a multivariate normal
distribution
f X (σ, H ) = (2π)−m/2 ||−1/2 exp(−x  −1 x/2)

(7)

where  is the covariance matrix whose elements are given by [31]
i, j =

σ2
(|ti |2H + |t j |2H − |ti − t j |2H )
2

(8)

The likelihood function for processes with a nonlinear clock can be computed using the
clock, C(t; p) (where p are the parameters for the clock), and the likelihood function for the
underlying stochastic process by simply transforming the time coordinate. The likelihood
function for Brownian motion with a nonlinear clock is given by
f X (σ, p) =

m

exp[−(xi − xi−1 )2 /2σ 2 (C(ti ; p) − C(ti−1 ; p))]

2πσ 2 (C(ti ; p) − C(ti−1 ; p)
i=1

(9)

A technique for computing the maximum likelihood parameters associated with the stochastic models is necessary in order to apply the information criteria. Since the goal is to
develop a framework that stochastic processes can be added to with minimal effort, analytical techniques for determining maximum likelihood parameters are passed over in favor of a
numerical techniques. The likelihood functions are implemented in a Python/C code called
stochastic process identification for diffusion (SPROID). Numerical optimization procedures
are used to determine the maximum-likelihood parameters for a given trajectory. A number
of different constrained optimization routines including truncated Newton [38], L-BFGS-B
[39], and a brute force approach are available within the code. The default method is the
truncated Newton method which has been used to obtain the results presented here. The
truncated Newton method proceeds iteratively. In brief, at each iteration, a search direction
is obtained by solving
H ( f )p = −∇ f

(10)

where f is the likelihood function, H ( f ) is the Hessian of f . A line search along p is
then performed to obtain a better estimate of the maximum likelihood parameters. The
iteration proceeds until an approximately optimal value is obtained. This method has
proven sufficient for finding maximum likelihood parameters in the problems we have
explored. It is prudent to test the different optimization techniques that are available within
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Table 1 Results from the tests for Brownian motion (BM), fractional Brownian motion (FBM), symmetric
α-stable Lévy motion (SLM) and Brownian motion with a power-law clock (BMPLC)
BM

FBM

SLM

BMPLC

# Correct

68

96

97

97

True parameters

σ =1

σ =1

γ =1

σ =1

H = 0.75

α = 1.5

p = 0.5
σ = 0.96

Average ML parameters

σ = 1.01

σ = 1.01

γ = 0.99

H = 0.75

α = 1.53

p = 0.53

SD

σ : 0.08

σ : 0.24

γ : 0.16

σ : 0.20

H : 0.07

α : 0.16

p : 0.13

The # Correct gives the number of times the model was chosen out of 100 given that it was the true model

the code to see which one works best for a given problem. If all else fails, the brute
force technique can be used which evaluates the likelihood function on a relatively dense
grid.
It is necessary to specify bounds for each of the parameters within which the maximumlikelihood parameters are sought. The code also allows for a log-transformation of any or
all of the parameters in the case that there is uncertainty in the order of magnitude of the
parameter. At present, all the items listed in Sect. 2.2 except number 5 and 8 are implemented
in the SPROID code. SPROID is under active development, and more processes are being
added. SPROID is in the process of being released under an open source license and will be
available at http://sproid.lanl.gov.

3 Results
3.1 Tests
To verify the reliability of the proposed methodology several tests were carried out for a
variety of stochastic models (Brownian motion, symmetric α-stable Lévy motion, fractional
Brownian motion, and Brownian motion with a power-law clock [40]). For each process, 100
sample trajectories over a dimensionless time interval from 0 to 9.9 with a step size of 0.1 were
computed and analyzed. After that we applied our code to perform blind identification. Each
of the 400 sample trajectories are analyzed with the four stochastic models, the maximumlikelihood parameters are identified and the best model is selected using AIC. The results
are summarized in Table 1. The combined running time of the tests was approximately 28
minutes on a 3 GHz dual-core laptop.
In the cases of the more complex models (FBM, SLM, BMPLC), the AIC does a good
job of selecting the correct process—96 or 97 times out of 100. For Brownian motion—68
times out of 100. However, in this case, the maximum likelihood parameters for the more
complex models essentially reduce them (all of which contain Brownian motion as a special
case) to something very close to Brownian motion. For example, the average value of H was
0.49 (H = 1/2 corresponds to Brownian motion), the average value of α was 1.98 (α = 2
corresponds to Brownian motion), and the average value of p was 0.94 ( p = 1 corresponds to
Brownian motion). The overall results indicate that the AIC is capable of correctly selecting
the correct model and that the maximum likelihood parameters are close to the true values
with a relatively small standard deviation.
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3.2 Applications
3.2.1 Polymer Diffusion
The first application we consider is based on a Rouse model [41] in one dimension of the
diffusion of the central monomer in a long polymer [14]. The Hamiltonian for a polymer
chain with N monomers is given by
H (x) =

K N −1

(xi+1 − xi )2
2 i=1

(11)

and the Boltzmann factor for the separation between two neighboring monomers is


−β K (xi+1 − xi )2
exp
2


(12)

where β = 1/k B T , k B is the Boltzmann constant, T is the absolute temperature, K is a
spring constant, and xi are the positions of the monomers. The model is simulated using the
same Monte Carlo (MC) approach described in [14]. One MC time unit/step is said to elapse
after N MC moves. Each MC move consists of randomly selecting a monomer, proposing a
displacement, then accepting or rejecting it based on the ratio of the Boltzmann factors.
This is a good test case because it is a physics-based model that exhibits anomalous
diffusion on a short time scale and classical diffusion on a long time scale. On the short
time scale, there are indicators that fractional Brownian motion with a Hurst exponent of
H = 1/4 is an appropriate stochastic model based on the limit of an infinitely long polymer
[42], and on the behavior near an absorbing boundary for a finite polymer [40]. A study for
long polymers was carried out using the same approach as in Sect. 3.1. To study the short
time scale behavior, the trajectories of the central monomer of 100 polymers containing 129
monomers were tracked for 1,000 Monte Carlo steps with every 10th step being recorded.
The relaxation time from anomalous to classical behavior for this monomer is on the order
of 1.4 × 104 Monte Carlo steps [14]. To study the long time scale behavior, the trajectories of
the central monomer of 100 polymers containing 33 monomers were tracked for 106 Monte
Carlo steps with every 10,000th step being recorded. A shorter polymer was used for the
long time scale because fewer steps are required to approach the long time limit.
The results are recorded in Tables 2 and 3 for the short and long time scales, respectively.
The table indicates that the method used here identifies fractional Brownian motion with
H = 0.25 as the preferred model for the short time scale. The table indicates that the method
employed here chooses Brownian motion as the preferred model on the long time scale 64 out
of 100 times which is similar to the result for when true Brownian motion is used. As before,
the estimated parameter values for the more complex models also indicate that Brownian
motion or a model very close to it is the preferred model for the long time scale (the preferred
complex models are with H̄ ≈ 0.5, ᾱ ≈ 2 and p̄ ≈ 1, for the FBM, SLM and BMPLC,
respectively, i.e. these are very close to Brownian motion).
This analysis further supports the case that fractional Brownian motion with H = 1/4
is an appropriate stochastic model for the trajectory of the central monomer on the short
time scale, and Brownian motion is an appropriate model on the long time scale. It also
demonstrates the applicability of the developed method to real data sets.
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Table 2 Results from the analysis of the trajectories of the central monomer on short time scales
BM

FBM

SLM

BMPLC

# Selected

0

100

0

0

Average ML parameters

σ = 0.32

σ = 0.57

γ = 0.22

σ = 0.94

H = 0.25

α = 1.98

p = 0.41

σ : 0.10

γ : 0.02

σ : 0.17

H : 0.05

α : 0.05

p : 0.09

SD

σ : 0.02

Table 3 Results from the analysis of the trajectories of the central monomer on long time scales
BM

FBM

SLM

BMPLC

# Selected

64

17

2

17

Average ML parameters

σ = 0.08

σ = 0.13

γ = 0.06

σ = 0.24

H = 0.47

α = 1.99

p = 0.96

SD

σ : 0.005

σ : 0.04

γ : 0.006

σ : 0.39

H : 0.07

α : 0.04

p : 0.19

Table 4 Results from the diffusion of RNA molecules in living E. coli cells in the x direction
BM

FBM

SLM

BMPLC

# Selected

0

15

11

1

Average ML parameters

σ = 0.064

σ = 0.065

γ = 0.035

σ = 0.079

H = 0.34

α = 1.75

p = 1.00

SD

σ : 0.043

σ : 0.045

γ : 0.014

σ : 0.058

H : 0.044

α : 0.15

p : 0.32

3.2.2 Diffusion of RNA Molecules in Living E. coli Cells
Observations of the diffusion of RNA molecules in living E. coli cells [7] indicate that the
motion is subdiffusive with mean square displacement growing proportional to t 0.35 . There
is some evidence to suggest that the motion of the RNA molecules is self-similar with selfsimilarity index equal to 0.35 [43], and a test has been performed to determine whether the
motion arises from fractional Brownian motion or a subordinated Brownian motion both with
self-similarity index equal to 0.35 [44]. The conclusion of this test was that the motion is
likely a fractional Brownian motion.
We applied the technique developed here to examine how appropriate Brownian motion,
fractional Brownian motion, symmetric Lévy motion and Brownian motion with nonlinear
clocks are as models for the motion of the RNA molecules. The results are summarized in
Tables 4 and 5 for the x and y coordinates respectively. As expected, fractional Brownian
motion is the model that is most often selected (32 out of 54). These results as well as the
results in [44] indicate that fractional Brownian motion with H = 0.35 does a good job of
capturing some of the non-Markovian effects of the trajectories. It is surprising, however, that
symmetric Lévy motion is selected in 19 out of 54 trajectories. This indicates that fractional
Brownian motion is missing the tendency for the molecules to move relatively large distances
in short times (see, e.g., Fig. 1b in [7]). A model such as fractional Lévy motion may be able
to capture both of these effects, but we will explore this possibility in future research.
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Table 5 Results from the diffusion of RNA molecules in living E. coli cells in the y direction
BM

FBM

SLM

BMPLC

# Selected

0

17

8

2

Average ML parameters

σ = 0.058

σ = 0.059

γ = 0.036

σ = 0.075

H = 0.36

α = 1.81

p = 1.00

σ : 0.025

γ : 0.014

σ : 0.062

H : 0.050

α : 0.13

p : 0.23

SD

σ : 0.024

Table 6 Results from the longitudinal dispersion of RAFOS floats in the Gulf of Mexico
BM

FBM

SLM

BMPLC

# Selected

0

58

4

1

Average ML parameters

σ = 0.0075

σ = 0.036

γ = 0.046

σ = 0.21

H = 0.81

α = 1.86

p = 0.59

SD

σ : 0.0036

σ : 0.0033

γ : 0.0026

σ : 0.18

H : 0.14

α : 0.17

p : 0.56

Table 7 Results from the latitudinal dispersion of RAFOS floats in the Gulf of Mexico
BM

FBM

SLM

BMPLC

# Selected

0

56

3

4

Average ML parameters

σ = 0.0058

σ = 0.0030

γ = 0.0036

σ = 0.17

H = 0.78

α = 1.89

p = 0.61

SD

σ : 0.0029

σ : 0.0014

γ : 0.0022

σ : 0.15

H : 0.13

α : 0.15

p : 0.55

3.2.3 Dispersion of RAFOS Floats in the Gulf of Mexico
The data used to study the dispersion of RAFOS floats [11] in the Gulf of Mexico has
previously been found to exhibit superdispersive scaling behavior [45]. A description of the
data collection and an extensive analysis can be found in [46]. The floats travel with the current
at various depths ranging from 1,000 to 3,000 m for the different floats. The initial positions
and the times at which the floats were released vary as well. The method was applied to 63
trajectories with float-position data available every 8 hours. Some floats provided trajectory
data for about a week while the longest trajectory lasts for approximately 7 months.
Our method indicates (Tables 6 and 7 that fractional Brownian motion is the most viable
model for the dispersion of these drifters among the candidate models. Fractional Brownian
motion was selected 58 and 56 times out of 63 for the longitudinal and latitudinal increments,
respectively. While observing animations of these trajectories (see the supporting information
in [45]), the non-Markovian nature of the dispersion is clear—there are strong correlations
in the velocity that appear to persist for some time. The selection of fractional Brownian
motion does not appear to depend strongly upon the time scale. For trajectories that lasted
more than 100 days, FBM was chosen 59 out of 62 times. In the shorter trajectories, it was
chosen 55 out of 64 times.
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4 Conclusion
A method for selecting stochastic models for diffusive and dispersive trajectories has been
described. Synthetic tests indicate that the method is capable of selecting the appropriate
model with fairly good reliability. The examination of the polymer diffusion served as a bridge
between these synthetic test cases and physical processes. The reliability of the method for
the polymer diffusion example was very similar to the reliability in the synthetic examples. In
the polymer example, we were able to correctly identify fractional Brownian motion on the
short time scale and Brownian motion on the long time scale. An analysis was undertaken of
diffusion of RNA molecules in E. coli. This analysis indicated that fractional Brownian motion
with H ≈ 0.35 is the best among these two-parameter models for this type of diffusion and
this supports previous results [44]. However, there was also evidence that fractional Brownian
motion was not capturing the potential for the RNA molecules to move large distances in short
times. We suggest that fractional Lévy motion is a more complicated model that may be able to
capture this diffusive behavior more accurately, but leave this avenue to be explored in future
work. A final application to dispersion in the Gulf of Mexico was considered, and the method
indicated that fractional Brownian motion with H ≈ 0.8 is the most appropriate model for
this dispersion among the candidates. This corroborates the scaling behavior found in [45].
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