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In molecular dynamics simulations and single molecule experiments, observables are usually mea-
sured along dynamic trajectories and then averaged over an ensemble (“bundle”) of trajectories.
Under stationary conditions, the time-evolution of such averages is described by the generalized
Langevin equation. In contrast, if the dynamics is not stationary, it is not a priori clear which form
the equation of motion for an averaged observable has. We employ the formalism of time-dependent
projection operator techniques to derive the equation of motion for a non-equilibrium trajectory-
averaged observable as well as for its non-stationary auto-correlation function. The equation is
similar in structure to the generalized Langevin equation, but exhibits a time-dependent memory
kernel as well as a fluctuating force that implicitly depends on the initial conditions of the pro-
cess. We also derive a relation between this memory kernel and the autocorrelation function of the
fluctuating force that has a structure similar to a fluctuation-dissipation relation. In addition, we
show how the choice of the projection operator allows to relate the Taylor expansion of the memory
kernel to data that is accessible in MD simulations and experiments, thus allowing to construct
the equation of motion. As a numerical example, the procedure is applied to Brownian motion
initialized in non-equilibrium conditions, and is shown to be consistent with direct measurements

from simulations.

Introduction

Consider a system of N classical particles that evolve
according to Hamilton’s equations of motion, and a phase
space variable A, = A(q™ (t),p™V (t)), where q¥(¢) and
pY(t) are the positions and momenta of the particles.
In several sub-fields of statistical physics quantities such
as (AL A} ) Trajectories are studied, i.e. averages of auto-
correlations in A taken over bundles of trajectories. (If
the reader wonders why we introduce the auto-correlation
rather than the simpler expression (A;)Trajectories, Which
is of equal practical importance, we suggest to skip ahead
and compare eqns. (24) and (29). Note that the latter
expression is easier to analyze, because the fluctuating
force averages out.)

One context, in which this type of quantity is rele-
vant, is the field of molecular dynamics simulation of
microscopic systems with the aim of constructing coarse-
grained models: for instance, the system could be a poly-
mer melt and the aim could be to develop a rheolog-
ical model [1]; or the system could be a biomolecule,
which a researcher might simulate with classical atom-
istic force-fields and monitor the collective motion of
specific groups of atoms in order to deduce a simplified
model of a biological mechanism [2, 3]. A different and
equally important context is the experimental study of
non-equilibrium work-relations in single molecule exper-
iments [4, 5], where A, would be e.g. the extension of a
piece of DNA or of a protein under an applied force.

In any of these contexts, it is useful to have general
information on the properties of the equation of motion
that governs (A; A% ) Tvajectories- Lherefore, in this article

we discuss the form of the equation of motion in the
general (i.e. the non-stationary) case.

The problem of integrating out a large number of de-
grees of freedom of a thermodynamic system can be
treated by several approaches. Most widely used is the
framework of stochastic equations of motion, which has
been introduced by Langevin ﬂa] with his description of
Brownian motion. In the 1960’s a formalism was devel-
oped by Zwanzig [1] and Mori [§] to account for memory
effects in non-trivial systems. This formalism is based on
the definition of projection operators that are aimed at
integrating out the fast dynamics of a process in order to
study slow variables.

Since then, several approaches were introduced to ex-
tend the formalism to non-stationary dynamics [11-16].
We will, in the following base our arguments on Grabert’s
approach ﬂﬂ] and introduce a new projection operator,
that is particularly suited to study variables of the type
(A;A%). (To shorten the notation, we have dropped the
subscript “Trajectories”. Unless stated otherwise, in the
following all averages are meant as trajectory averages.)
Note that the relations discussed here do not require
time-scale separation, i.e. the averaged observable can be
any variable of interest, regardless of whether it is ’slow’
or ’fast’, 'relevant’ or not.

The stationary case

Before we address the non-stationary case, let us
briefly recall the structure of the equations in equilib-
rium or other stationary situations. The evolution of the
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the variable A; is governed by the equation

dA; t
0

where w is a drift coefficient, K (¢) is a so-called memory
kernel, and 7(t) is a so-called fluctuating force [17]. (We
denote the time-dependence of operators by a subscript
in contrast to the time-dependence of functions, which we
denote in brackets). This equation has the form of a gen-
eralized Langevin equation (GLE). The corresponding
auto-correlation function C(t) = (A Af) = (Apv A})
evolves according to

%ﬁ” =wC(t) + /O K(t —7)C(r)dr (2)

The dependence of K on ¢t — 7 in the integral is conve-
nient because the convolution theorem can be used to
Laplace transform equation @) [1§]. Thus if the auto-
correlation function C(t) and the drift coefficient o can
be obtained in an experiment or simulation, the station-
ary memory kernel can be constructed. Note that under
non-stationary conditions this property does not hold,
i.e. one can in general not obtain the memory kernel by
a simple Laplace transform of the observed dynamics of
a coarse-grained variable.

Time-dependent projection operators: a brief
reminder

To introduce the non-stationary case, we briefly recall
Grabert’s approach [14]. Consider the time-evolution of
the dynamical variable A;

dA,
d—tt =ilA (3)

where iL is the propagator, e.g. the Liouvillian opera-
tor in the case of Hamiltonian dynamics. (Note that
the following arguments are not restricted to Hamilto-
nian dynamics. They hold for any dynamics that can be
described by an equation of the form of eqn. ([B]). Thus
our conclusions also apply, in particular, to simulations
with a Nosé-Hoover thermostat.) Equation (@) can be
formally integrated and then again differentiated with

t fe%e] t ty
Gri=exp_ [/ dt'iL(1—Py)| =1+ Z/ dtl/ dto - /
T n=1"T T T

respect to time to yield

dA;

TR LA (4)

In the equilibirum Mori-Zwanzig formalism, one usu-
ally defines a stationary projection operator which is used
to split the dynamics into a parallel (slow) part and on
orthogonal (fast) part. When extending the formalism
to non-stationary processes, Grabert introduced the time
dependence directly in the projection operator. Assume
that one can define a time-dependent operator P, that
acts on phase space variables and that fullfills

Py P, =P (5)
for all times ¢ and t'. Note that if ' = ¢, one obtains P? =
Py, i.e. this operator is a projector. In fact, it indicates
that P, projects onto a fixed subspace for all ¢, but the
orientation of the projection might change with ¢. This
implies that the projection of a vector with respect to a
certain ¢ is part of the fixed subspace and thus remains
constant once projected with respect to another time ¢’.
We can then take the derivatives with respect to either ¢
or ¢, and then take the limit ¢ — ¢ to find

Ptpt = Pt (6)
PP, =0 (7)

Thus, we can write
PtPt(l—Pt):Pt (8)

Now we define the operator Z; = e'“*(1 — P,). Its time-
derivative is

Zt = eiﬁtiﬁ(l — Pt) — €i£tpt (9)

Inserting 1 = P, + (1 — P;) in the first term and using
eqn. ([B) yields

Zt = Ztlﬁ(l —Pt)‘i-elLtPt(Zﬁ—Pt)(l —Pt) (10)

This differential equation for Z; can be solved using time-
ordered exponentials,

Zy = e [1 — PGy

t
+/ drettT [iﬁ - PT} 1-P]G.. (11

which is valid for any reference time s < ¢. In this expres-
sion G, + is the negatively time-ordered exponential oper-
ator, i.e. the unique solution of the differential equation
dY;/dt = Y; iL(1 — P;) with initial condition Y;; = 1.
It can be written as

tn—1

dtnil(1—P,)---il(1— P,)iL(1—P,) (12)



We now split the propagator e?“! into e*4! Py+e*t (1—P,),
which allows us to rewrite eqn. (@)

dA;

o= e EtPiL Ay + ZyiL Ay (13)

By making use of equ. (), we obtain the following equa-
tion of motion for A;

dA ; .
d—tt = PiL Ay

t
+ / drete P, [w - PT] 1 — P GriilAo

+ e [1 — Py Gy 4iL Ao (14)
This equation is valid for any projection operator as long
as it satisfies the identity (Bl). Here we close the reminder
of Grabert’s work and come to new aspects.

A time-dependent projection operator for bundles of
trajectories

We specify a particular projector P? by defining its
action on any function of phase space F. As we intend
to apply the technique to bundles of trajectories — be
they generated by a set of experiments or of molecular
dynamics simulations — we introduce a definition that is
natural in this context (this is where our work differs
from previous work on time-dependent projection oper-
ators). In an MD simulation, one typically initializes a
bundle of trajectories at a given distribution of points
in phase space, p(€2p), then one numerically propagates
them and computes the variable of interest A on each tra-
jectory at certain times t. Finally one takes the average
of A, A} over all simulated trajectories. (A set of exper-
iments is carried out and analyzed in exactly the same
way, although p(€2y) can usually not be prescribed.)

We thus define a time-dependent projection operator
PP by its action on a dynamical variable F.

Ao (15)

where the brackets mean an average over all possible tra-
jectories (indicated by the superscript b for “bundle”)
starting from a well-defined distribution of initial config-
urations, i.e.

(Xt) Z/dﬂop(ﬂo)eiuX(ﬂo) (16)

This average is also used to define the correlation function
between two dynamical variables X and Y by

(X.Yy) = / AQ0p() [V ()] [#4/X ()] (17)

Here, the exponential operators are understood to act
only on arguments inside the enclosing square brackets.

FIG. 1. Schematic visualization of the time-dependent pro-
jector PP. One projects a vector F' onto a fixed vector A, but
the basis used to project changes with time. Equation (H) is
illustrated by this drawing.

(In later expressions, operators are understood as acting
on all arguments that appear to their right inside the
angular brackets that denote subsequent averaging.)
Compare PP to the projection operator which is used
in the stationary Mori-Zwanzig formalism, PM4F =
(AF),q <A2>gql A, where (---)_, stands for the equilib-
rium ensemble average. In the case of equilibrium pro-
cesses, our projector collapses with PM%. Note that the
property (B) is satisfied. PP can be seen as an operator
that projects onto the fixed vector A but whose orien-
tation of projection evolves with time (see fig. (I)). We
now apply definition (IH) to eqn. [[d). To simplify the
resulting equation, we introduce the following notation :

(i)

“nl®) = )

(18)
where Agn) stands for the n-th time derivative of Ay, i.e.
Ag") = (i£)"A;. Using this notation, the first term of
eqn. () becomes wq(t)A;. The second term requires
more attention. In eqn. (I4) the integrand has on its
left side the operator e’*7P,, which implies that it is
proportional A.. Thus, it becomes of the form K (¢,7)A,,
where

K(t,7) = (A7 [iL = PY] [1 = P!) Grail Ao ) (1A, %)™
(19)

This expression further simplifies once one evaluates Pff
explicity. There holds (see appendix)

(AziLe’ T[1 — PYIF) + (e'*7[1 — PYFiLA%)
(1A-]?)

P'F = Ao

(20)



Inserting this into eq. (I)), one obtains

K(t,7) = — (ILAT]e™T [1 = PY] G il Ag) (|A, )
(21)

Interestingly, the derivative of the projector vanishes in
favor of shifting the Liouville operator in [i£ — P?] to act
“to the left” (an operation that superficially resembles
taking the adjoint with respect to the weighted scalar
product).

The definition of G ; allows to write

K(taT) = kO(T)
00 t tn—1
+Z/ dtl.../ dtnkn(T,t1, . tn)  (22)
n=1YT o

The objects k,, are functions of the instantaneous corre-
lations of A and its first n -+ 2 time-derivatives. They are
defined as

K (7,1, ooy ) = <A;;P$ [w - P}} [1— P

iL[1=PP) il [1 = PR]iLA) (|Ao?)

(23)

Combining these terms, we obtain an equation of motion
for A; :

dA;

=L =wi(HA+ / drK(t,7)Ar + (s, t)  (24)

with

ns(s,t) = " [1 — PP] G, 4iLAg (25)
The structure of this equation resembles the Generalized
Langevin Equation (GLE), however, as the system is not
in a steady state, the friction kernel K (t,7) does not
necessarily depend on only t — 7.

Note that in the stationary Mori-Zwanzig case, eq. (24)
is covariant under an arbitrary time translation s — s +
to, t — t + to, and the first term in eq. (25) guarantees
this covariance for n(s,t). One can then set s = 0 to
recover the term that is usually identified as a noise [19]
with

(™7 (t)) =0 (26)

and

(M2 M2 () = —KMZ(t = 1) (JA]?) (27)

eq

In the present case, the situation is more complex.
From the definition of PP follows that n(s,t) is perpen-
dicular to A,, i.e. (Alns(s,t)) = 0, but not to Ay for
T # s. The orthogonality can be seen by calculating
(Aze'ts [1 — PP F) with F = G,4iL Ao, i.e.

S

* eiﬁs _ pb — * _ * <Az FS> =
Ms[lﬂﬁ>ﬂﬂ>éwmm&%%

This allows us to write an equation of motion for the
two-time auto-correlation function C(s,t) = (A%A;) by
multiplying eq. [24]) by A% and taking the trajectory av-
erage defined in ()

dC(s,t)
dt

= w1 (H)C(s,t) + / t drK(t,7)C(s,7)  (29)

This equation, just as in the stationary case of eqn. (2),
does not contain the fluctuating force n,(s,t) anymore,
but its form respects the non-stationarity of the problem.
If one shifts the time origin by an amount ¢, i.e. one con-
siders the equation for C(s + to,t + o), its solution will
be a priori different because K (t,7) # K (t + to, 7 + to).
Moreover, note that it is not possible to simply Laplace
transform eqn. (29]), because the convolution theroem
does not apply anymore.

Eqn. 24) and eqn. ([Z9) are the central results of our
work. Remarkably they differ from their stationary coun-
terparts only in the explicit dependence of the drift, the
memory kernel and the fluctuating force on one addi-
tional time. Apart from this the structure is the same as
in equilibrium.

Consequences
An FDT-like equation

We now derive a relation between the auto-correlation
of the fluctuating force and the memory kernel. The ”n-
term” defined in eqn. ([ZB) and the memory kernel as
written in eqn. (ZI)) are related via

(- (7, t)iLAT)

K1) = =147

(30)

Since (Afn,(7,t)) = 0 (see eqn.(28)), one can write
(nr (1, 1)iLAL) = (n:(7,t)e"*7 (1 — P2)iLAg). Then, by
noticing that G(7,7) = 1, one has 7, (7,7) = e**7(1 —
P%)iL Ay, which finally yields

(7 (r, 7)1 (7, 1))
(14-1%)

This equation is analogous to the fluctuation-dissipation
theorem, but it holds for non-stationary processes.
(Other fluctuation-dissipation-like theorems have been
derived for non-stationary processes, but in a Fokker-
Planck picture m, @]) Note, however, that the anal-
ogy is just in terms of mathematical structure and not in
terms of interpretation.

We can go one step further and try to find a similar
relation for the correlation function (nX(7,t)n,(7,t')). To
do this, we write

K(t,t)=— (31)

oo

moirt) = g " (32)
n=0 '



where

971 (7_ t)
= () — Jyyy 2\ Y)
Nr }HI}_ e

(33)

Then, to compute 77, "), we first show from the definition
of n-(7,t), using 0;G,, = —iL(1 — P)G,, the identity

I

or

This relation will become useful later, but we first need

to prove the following relation :
871 2 — (n)x*

o (K@) (4] = = () (35)
First, the case n = 0 is true and consists in eqn.(@B1I]). Let
us assume that eqn.(B3)) is true for a certain n. Thus, we
obtain

an—i—l

A K ) (1AL =

(1) = K(t,7)A; (34)

<87777( ) nT(Taf)>
~ (" 0, (1) (36)

Since 77, (™ = (1—P,)n7,; (™, and 9,0, (r,t) is proportional
to A; (see eqn.([34)), we have <777.(") 9 (7,1)) = 0. We

now use

O™ = lim [0, (r, 1) + O e (1)) (37)

that we can rewrite as

O™ = T [0 K (1, 7)) Ay + 95" FD(38)

where we used eqn.([34). By inserting this last equation
into (B6]), and using again (A%n,(7,t)) = 0, we prove that
eqn. (B is also true at order n + 1. thus, one can finally
write

= o
() = =3 5 |57 (AL
(39)
The meaning of the "noise”-term n,(s,t) is still not
fully clear at this point. In particular ns(s,t) is perpen-
dicular to A only with respect to PP, i.e. at the initial
time s. It might thus be interesting to look at its cor-
relation with A;. Let us take the derivative of order n
with respect to t of equation (24]) for A, multiply it by
A7, and take the trajectory average of the result. Then
many terms cancel each other, such that one finally finds
the following identity

¢ O"K(t,7) , .. L 0™ (s, 1)
/S ar& ) <AtAT>+<AtT> —0 (40)

which is true for all n. The time derivative of this relation
for the case n = 0 yields

d (A74(5,1)) o, | i
+:K(t,t)<|z4t| >+/S dTK(th)<AtAT>

+/S dT%—I:(t,T) (A7 A)
(41)

¢ ="

In the limit of slow processes, we can neglect the last two
terms to find

WA _ (7)) -

which is always negative.

(lA2) 4

Time-evolution of the memory kernel

The main difference between the equations of motion
that we derived here and the well-known GLE for the sta-
tionary case lies in the explicit dependence of the Kernel
on two times. In order to discuss this dependence further,
we define the objects K, (t,7) by

RKo(t,r)A= P, [z’c - PT] - P Gry(iL)"A  (43)
such that K (t,7) = K(t,7). Because of the property
0:Gry = Gr4iL(1 — P;), we have

8Kn(t, T)
ot

By applying successive time-derivatives to K (¢, 7) we ob-
tain

= —w, (VK (t,7) + Kpya(t,7) (44)

lim S = [w;()K(t,1)] =0 (45)

Eqn. {3) is a linear differential equation of infinite order
for which the coefficients are well-controlled functions,
meaning that one knows a priori their global properties
in most of the situations. For instance, in most physi-
cal many-particle processes, wy(t) are bounded and in-
finitely differentiable functions, which ensures the solu-
tion of eqn. ([@H) to be a smooth differentiable function.
We do thus not expect to see a discontinuous evolution
of the memory kernel in such systems.

A Taylor expansion of the memory kernel

As shown in the previous paragraphs, the non-
stationary memory kernel K (¢,7) depends explicitly on
the times t and 7, while in the stationary case it de-
pends depend only on ¢t — 7. The kernel that we
have derived recovers the t — 7 behavior in the sta-
tionary limit. To show this, we come back to the
definition of K(¢,7) from eqn. [Id), ie. K(t,7)A, =
o ol {iﬁ — Pf_’] [1— P GryiLAg. In the stationary

limit, P? is a constant operator (i.e. it does not depend
on 7), such that P? = P*, P? =0 and

o0

Gm—l—l—z[iL(I—Pb)]"/tdt1~-~/tn1dt
= t—T1)"
Z(

n=0

[ic(1 - P")]" (46)



Thus, we obtain

K(tr) = 3 By (47)
n=0

with £ = <A;;Pb lic(1 — pby™*! ¢£A0> (|Ao[2)™"
This limit proves that the well-known dependence of K in
t — 7 is recovered as long as the projector P? is constant.
As pointed out above, in the stationary case the depen-
dence of K on t — 7 only, allows to relate the stationary
auto-correlation function C(s,t) = C(0,t — s) and K (¢)
in the Laplace (or Fourier) space, by making use of the
convolution theorem in eqn. (29). In the non-stationary
case, this is no longer possible, thus we need to find an-
other way to evaluate the memory kernel. To do this, and
since the integration in eqn. (29) runs over 7, we perform
a one-dimensional Taylor expansion of K (¢, 7) at fixed ¢
and in the direction of 7, around the point 7 = ¢, i.e.

Kt =3 %mn(t)(T iy (48)

n=0

where £,(t) = 0PK|i=-. These coefficients can be di-
rectly computed from the formal definitions (I9) and (23)
of K(t,7) and ky(7,t1,--- ,t,), in which the projection
operators are applied only to objects of the form i£" Ay,
with n € N. Therefore, £,(t) can be expressed only in
terms of the functions wy,(t) defined in eqn. (I8)), with
p < n+ 2. Let us describe here an example of com-
putation, e.g. for x1(t). First, we show from eqn. (I9)
that x1(t) = O-ko(t) — k1(t,t). Then, from eqn. (23)
we get ko(T) = wa(r) — w¥(7) — Wi(7), which yields
87-I€0(t) = w'g (t)—2w'1w1 (t)—a'il (t), and kl (7’, tl) = w3 (7’)—
wa(7)[wi (t1) + wi(7)] + wi(t1)[wi (1) = wi(7)?] — Wa(7),
which giVGS kl (t, t) = W3 (t) - 2w2(t)w1 (t) + w1 (t)w1 (t) —
wi(t)® — Wa(t). We finally obtain ki(t) = 2uwa(t) —
3wt (H)w () — Wi () — w3 (t) + 2wa (t)wr (t) —wi (¢)®. Such a
procedure can be applied for any order, with increasing
complexity. The first orders are reported in the appendix,
in which we also show that the number of terms involved
in K, (t) grows exponentially with n.

We have thus derived a relation between the Taylor co-
efficients of the memory kernel and the dynamics of the
coarse-grained variable as it can be obtained in a MD
simulation. In addition, we have shown that despite the
complexity of eqn. the functional form of the kernel
can be constructed without the need to compute an infi-
nite number of nested integrals.

From this formalism, one can naturally define a
timescale T associated to the time extent of the mem-
ory kernel, which may change as the process evolves. In
fact,

« 4(2)
)] _ [(447)
- @ (49)
(454

provides useful information about the timescale on which

the memory kernel is relevant. This quantity can be eas-
ily sampled in MD simulations and then used to test

for instance a Markovian approximation on the coarse-
grained scale. Second, if one has a theoretical guess for
the functional form of the memory kernel, one can test
it by constructing the leading Taylor coefficients. Third,
and most important, an accurate sampling of w,,, actu-
ally allows to construct the entire “generalized GLE”. We
now show this in a numerical example.

A numerical example

To illustrate the use of the method, we carried out
MD simulations of a two-dimensional model system, de-
fined by one heavy particle of mass M that interacts
with bath particles, each of mass m, via a potential
V(r) = Voexp (—r/ro), where Vj and r¢ define the units
of energy and distance, respectively. The bath particles
do not interact with each other and we set M = 10%>m
The averaged quantity for which we construct an equa-
tion of motion is the x-component of the momentum p of
the heavy particle, i.e. C(t) = (p.(t)ps(0)).

We initialize the system by placing the heavy parti-
cle in the center of box with a velocity drawn from a
Gaussian distribution associated to a certain tempera-
ture kgT = 1072V,. The particles of the bath are ini-
tially distributed homogeneously in the box, except in
a circular region of radius R = 307y around the central
heavy particle. Their velocities are also picked from a
Gaussian distribution associated to the same tempera-
ture T. The boundary conditions are reflective. The
system is initially strongly out-of-equilibrium, and it
reaches an equilibrium state after going through a tran-
sient phase. Thus, it is a well-suited test case for our
method.

The computation of the local correlations
(A*(t)A™(t)) is the central operation to perform
in order to reconstruct the kernel. As these functions
will be obtained by simulation, they can in practice be
noisy. To increase the numerical accuracy, we use the
following relation (valid for real variables)

(A4 - zan,p L (a9 o)

where a0 = 1/2, gy = (—1)" for all n, and the re-
maining elements are determined by

Qpp = 0n_1p — Ap—2p—1 (51)

2
Sampling the functions ~,(t) = <A§p )> yields

much weaker fluctuations than sampling the functions
<AtA§")>. Note that if we take A(t) = B(™)(t), we ob-
tain

(i) -

lmJ
dlm2p

Z ap— mpdtl m—2p <B§p+m)2> (52)
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FIG. 2. Taylor-expansion K(t,7) =3 £nll) (7 — ¢)™ versus

1!
t — 7 up to order 18 at various times. The divergence for

large value of ¢t — 7 is due to the finite number of terms in the
expansion. Note that the form of the kernel depends explic-
itly on the time ¢ passed since the beginning of the process.
The inset shows ~v4(t), i.e. direct measurement (blue) and an
interpolation of it used in practice (red). All v, (t) follow the
same global trend.

In this example, we sampled 7, (t) = <|d"pgc/d1€"|2 (t)>

in order to compute the functions w,(¢) and from those
the Taylor coefficients k., (t). We used the approxima-
tions kap (t) = want2(t) and kopy1(t) = 0, which turn
out to be very good in this case. In figure (2)) we show as
an example y4(t) and the function we used to interpolate
it. The functional form of « was similar for all orders that
we computed (until order 10). We also plot the Taylor
expansion of the memory kernel constructed from these
measurements, until order 18, as function of t — 7 at var-
ious times t. We then use use it to solve the equation
of motion. Fig. Bl shows the momentum auto-correlation
obtained directly from the MD simulation (solid line), i.e.
the data extracted from the full “microscopic dynamics”.
The dashed line is the best approximation that one can
get if making the assumption that the dynamics of the
averaged observable is Markovian. This approximation is
commonly used in coarse-graining procedures. It clearly
fails here, as it does not capture the short time-plateau.

The dotted and dash-dotted lines have been obtained
by constructing the memory kernel according to eqn.
up to order 18 and then solving the generalized Langevin
equation. Both capture the initial plateau very accu-
rately.

If one approximates the kernel until it changes sign
and then simply truncates it (dotted line), the long time
behaviour of (p,()p,(0)) is not reproduced convincingly,
because the expansion diverges. This can be fixed by ex-
trapolating a tail on K for large values of t — 7. From the
equilibrium dynamics, it is well known that the VACF
and its memory kernel exhibit a ¢~%2 long-time tail,

1.2
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FIG. 3. (p2(t)p=(0)) / (p=(0)*) from direct simulations (solid
line), in Markovian approximation (dashed line), and com-
puted using the kernel constructed by means of the method
described in this paper (dotted and dash-dotted, see main
text for details). The inset shows K (¢, ¢t — 7) at time ¢ = 20.

where d is the dimension ﬂﬁ, @] This would sug-
gest extrapolation by an algebraic tail proportional to
(t — 7)~!. However, the transient VACF starting from
the non-equilibrium configuration does not exhibit such
a long-time tail. If we fit an exponential decay, as is in-
dicated by the large n behaviour of the observed k,,, the
coarse-grained description (dash-dotted line) accurately
captures the features of the directly computed correla-
tion function. We have thus succeeded in constructing a
coarse-grained description of this non-equilibrium model
system.

Summary

We have introduced a time-dependent projection oper-
ator that is of practical use, if one whishes to study non-
equilibrium trajectory averages of phase space variables.
We showed that, in the case of non-stationary dynam-
ics, the equation of motion for the trajectory averages,
eqn. (24), resembles the Generalized Langevin Equation.
The only difference is an explicit dependence on an ad-
ditional time in the drift term, the memory kernel and
the fluctuating force. For all practical cases of applica-
tion, the memory kernel is a smooth function in the ad-
ditional time. We also derived an equation of motion for
the auto-correlation function of the observable, eqn. (29]).
Remarkably, as in the stationary Mori-Zwanzig case, this
equation does not contain noise.

We also showed how to systematically construct the
memory kernel of a non-stationary GLE using as input



data from experiments or MD simulations of the under-
lying microscopic dynamics. We thus provide a general
strategy to develop coarse-graining procedures in clas-
sical atomistic computer simulations. In particular, we
Taylor-expand the kernel and express its coefficients in
terms instantaneous correlation functions of the variable
of interest with its consecutive time-derivatives. If one
can accurately measure time-derivatives up to order n,
one can Taylor-expand until order 2(n — 1). This allows
to infer how long the system keeps track of its history,
and can thus be used to test approximations that are of-
ten made in simulations on the coarse-grained scale (as
e.g. the assumption of Markovian dynamics). If those ap-
proximations fail, the method can be used to construct
appropriate equations of motion.
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Appendix

Link to microscopic dynamics and a semi-analytic
example

Here, we show an example of how to link the functions
wn(t) to the microscopic dynamics of a system in prac-
tice, and how to use them to reconstruct the memory
kernel. We focus on the case of Hamiltonian dynamics in
a microscopic many—particle system, i.e.

+ Z V Q(lv QQ (53)

a,of

H=

2ma

where ¢, p denote position and momentum, respectively.
To compute wy,(t) = <AtA§")> / (A?), the obvious first
step is to calculate A = (iﬁ)”A with

Vol
L=y o 2 _ ool 7 54
' Ma 3qa ; 94 3pa (54)

with Vi o = V(qa,qa/). Of course, such a calculation
becomes very lengthy and untractable for a non-specified
generic variable. Therefore, we will do it on a relevant
example, to show how such a study can be carried out in
a practical case.

We choose a variable A which depends only on the
positions and is of the form

A= caf(ga) (55)
For this type of variables, one can show

d"A om
i Z f pa Z Car Vo, an (56)

“ogy o
where Va, ... o, is a object involving various derivatives of
the potentials with respect to the positions qq, ... ., , a8
well as the momenta pg, ... o, and derivatives of f(qa, )-

Thus, we obtain
of 29)
a mn .f'y n
Ao Ma

(4A) =" cacy
4 Z Car Cy Var o an fvy) (57)
17';Y'70¢n

o,y

where f, = f(gy). As a specific case, we now consider
a system of identical particles (ms = mqo = m, (pl) =
(pl,) = (p")), and we compute the density fluctuations,

ie.
x Z etFaa (58)
[e3
We rewrite now equation (57) as

(AP 1) =L e > Un
+ >

Vo an ) (59)

In a high-temperature regime (or for weakly interacting
systems), the second term can be neglected with respect
to the first one. Thus, we have

wn(t) = (p"(¥)) (ik/m)" (60)

Finally, we assume that the phase-space distribution re-
mains symmetric with respect to momenta and is of the
shape

pla™, p™, 1) oc 70 Zara/2m

pa(a™. ) (61)
This approximation consists in assuming a slow relax-
ation of the system towards equilibrium. We obtain then

want1(t) =0 (62)
(

L) ()

The assumption (E1)) is valid only if the system evolves
slowly. Thus, we assume that the derivatives of wy(t)
involved in the Taylor coefficients of the memory kernel
are also negligible, yielding ko (t) = wa(t), k2(t) = wa(t)—
w3 (t), ka(t) = we(t) — 2wa(t)wa(t) + w3(t), ... Because of
the scaling of wo, with n, we can write

o = fon <%@>+ (64)

where we calculate the coefficients fo,, analytically from
our formalism for the first orders. As an example we
have ko = wg — w3 = (2/3)wy, i.e. fo =2/3. The Taylor

expansion becomes then
00 L—r 2n
AR E=r I

where T (t)2 = mf(t)/k?. This sum can be numerically
computed until very large orders without effort. We show
in figure (@) the resulting reconstructed kernel (until or-
der 80), as well as the solution of equation [29)) for C(t)
using the latter kernel with a constant 7. The agreement
of the reconstructed correlation function with well-known
result C(t) = Cpexp [—t?k?/2mp] at high temperature

,@] is perfect. Of course, this result holds only within
the assumptions made for this specific case, but the cal-
culation shows that it may be possible to retrieve useful
information about the functions w,(t) from the micro-
scopic dynamics, and hence to partially infer the friction
kernel. One can attempt to apply this sort of method for
other types of processes and variables.

Won, (t) =

K(t,7) =

Computation of the Taylor coefficients in practice

Here, we show how to compute x,, practically. We first
define the quantity
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FIG. 4. K(t,7)T>?(t) vs. (t—7)/T(t), from the analytic result
for wy(t). The Taylor expansion is computed until order 80.
The inset shows f,, as a function of n.
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[ L /t dt /tpl dt Ok (1.t t ) (66)
J— T, y ... y 77'7 .o 5 T
pynl _ L i p OmoTYMetit, - Oty ! p
The index 1 stands here for the order of derivation and is
such that mq + Z 41 mi = l. Now, we show that the
derivative of this obJect with respect to 7 obeys to the 0K 9 0 o
identit — (&, 7) = 51000 | T| 51110
ldentity or or or -
1 0,0 1,0
O o e =|Loo1 |+ —Lo10+ia
. U;l p+1 sMn :(6;00_1)1 _017 ) lp+17 sy M,
o P p—1,n, Oko 2 td 0k
B = 2(1) — ki (r,7) + [ dti——(7,t
L ot S0 —hi(rr) + [ G en)
n 1 0,0 Ok
+ Z T MLy M ——7 loor— o0 = W(t) — ki(t,t) = ra(t)
i=p+1 (69)

(67)

where 0 is the Kronecker symbol. The way this relation
is used to find the Taylor coefficients is quite easy then.
The first thing is to write the kernel K (¢,7) as a sum of
integrals I :

To obtain the Taylor coeffient of order m, we apply then
recursively the identity (2) to the m + 1 first terms of
the sum, and then we keep only the terms with p = 0
(corresponding to the limit 7 — ¢). As an example, let
us compute K.

Once one has the expression of k,, as a function of k,,,
one can insert the expression of these function in terms
of w, from eq. ([23). We show here as a an example
kQ(T,tl,tQ) .

ka(T,t1,t2) = Wi (7T) [walta) — wi(tr)w(t2)] + wi(t1)wa(T)
— w3(7) + wi(tr) [wr(T)wa(T) — wi(r)?wi(ta)

Fwa(T)wi (t2) — w3 (7)) + wi(7)?wa(tz) — wa(T)ws(t2)
—wi(T)ws (1) + wa(7) (70)

One finally can express the sum as a function of v, by
using eq. (B0). Again, as an example, we have for wa(t) :

arlt) = (370 =10 0 (1)



We show here the example of k2 as a function of v,

ralt) =7 | =00 20(050(0) + Tt
+ 20(B0(6)1(6) — 70(8) 0B (1)
+ %”Y'o(t)”Yo(t)Q%(t) - %”Yo(t)g”fl( )+ 1—2%( )

- 70(15)271(15)2} (72)

In general, one can express k,(t) as

+ 70(t)*72(t)

(k)

s eIl (Fo)

Kn(t) =

11

coefficients oy, are calculated by the method presented in
the previous lines. For each term of the sum, one must

thus have Z”pgk) =n+2and ), (2 -i-j)pg J) =n+2.
One can show that the number of terms in the sum grows
roughly exponentially with n.

Action of P!

Here, we show how the operator Pf_’ acts on an arbi-
trary dynamical variable F'. One has

<A* r)

PYFy = Ao—- 4
The sum runs over all possible terms for which the di-
mension is the same on both sides of the equal sign. The which can be written out as
J
. ALILFL) + (FRriLAY) — ((AXF: AP ((ARLAL) + (AiLA: A%iLB.) 4+ (BiLAL
o = 4y UEEEE) # UEAS) — (A JAPDSIEA) + (AriCAD) _  (AALB) + (Bl ) o
(IA7]?) (lA-[?)
[
where we have defined B; = F, — A (A1F.) /(|A-[*).  obtain
: P iLT pb
But the last term in B; is simply e*~" P’ Fy, and thus we P <[i£Af.]ewT(1 _ Pf?)Fo> n <Aii£ei£7(1 _ Pb)F0>
Lo = Ao
(1A7[?)



