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THE GENERALIZED LANGEVIN EQUATION IN HARMONIC POTENTIALS:
ANOMALOUS DIFFUSION AND EQUIPARTITION OF ENERGY

GUSTAVO DIDIER' AND HUNG D. NGUYEN?

ABSTRACT. We consider the generalized Langevin equation (GLE) in a harmonic potential with
power law decay memory. We study the anomalous diffusion of the particle’s displacement and ve-
locity. By comparison with the free particle situation in which the velocity was previously shown to
be either diffusive or subdiffusive, we find that, when trapped in a harmonic potential, the particle’s
displacement may either be diffusive or superdiffusive. Under slightly stronger assumptions on the
memory kernel, namely, for kernels related to the broad class of completely monotonic functions,
we show that both the free particle and the harmonically bounded GLE satisfy the equipartition
of energy condition. This generalizes previously known results for the GLE under particular kernel
instances such as the generalized Rouse kernel or (exactly) a power law function.

Keywords: stationary random distributions, Abelian theorems, anomalous diffusion, equipartition
of energy

1. INTRODUCTION

The classical Langevin equation describes the movement of a foreign particle freely suspended in
Newtonian, viscous fluids. If the particle is further subjected to a harmonic potential U (x) = yz?/2,
where ~ reflects the strength of the oscillator, the Langevin equation system is given by

(t) = v(t),
mo(t) = —Av(t) — ya(t) + V2 kT W (1).

In (1.1), (x(t),v(t)) is a two-dimensional process, m is the particle’s mass, A > 0 represents the
viscous drag coefficient, kp is the Boltzman constant, T is the temperature and {W(t)}ier is a
two—sided standard Brownian motion. However, unlike in a classical Langevin framework, fluid
viscoelasticity induces time correlation between the foreign particle movement and molecular bom-
bardment [6, 8, 7, 21, 24, 28, 33]. To capture this memory effect, (1.1) is modified into the so-named
generalized Langevin equation (GLE) system [18, 22, 23], namely,

(t) = v(t),
mo(t) = —Av(t) — yx(t) — B/_t K(t — s)v(s)ds + \/BkpTF(t) + /2 \kgT W (t).

(1.1)

(1.2)

In (1.2), the function K : R — R™ is an even memory kernel that characterizes the delayed response
of the fluid medium to the particle’s past movement [12, 29]. In turn, {F(¢)}ier is a zero mean,
stationary, Gaussian process that is linked to K (t) via the relation

E[F(t)F(s)] = K(t — 5). (1.3)

The equality in (1.3) expresses the so—called fluctuation—dissipation relationship between K and F.
In other words, such relationship is the requirement that, in an equilibrium state, the covariance
observed in thermal fluctuations be determined by the underlying memory kernel [24, 33, 32].

In this paper, we provide two main sets of results on the long term behavior of a particle whose
dynamics are given by the system (1.2). Namely, under broad assumptions, (i) we asymptotically
characterize the particle’s (ensemble) mean squared displacement (MSD) assuming v > 0 and (i)
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we establish that equipartition of energy holds assuming v > 0 (which includes the free particle
instance v = 0 as in (1.4) below). We now provide a more detailed description of each set of results.
By setting v = 0 in (1.2), we arrive at

mo(t) = =v(t) — 3 /_t K(t — s)v(s)ds + \/BkpTF(t) + /2X\kgTW (t). (1.4)

Expression (1.4) is the GLE for a particle moving freely in a viscoelastic medium. Historically, this
instance of the GLE was first proposed and studied in the seminal work [24] and later popularized
in [28, 32]. In the last several decades, (1.4) has attracted a great deal of attention due to its
ability to model what is known as anomalous diffusion [22, 29, 31]. To be more precise, write
f(t) ~ g(t), t = oo, when, for some ¢ € (0,00), limy_,o f(t)/g(t) = c. A stochastic process is said
to exhibit diffusive behavior if its MSD grows linearly in time, i.e., E| fgv(s)ds|2 ~tast— oo.
Otherwise, if the growth rate is given by t“, where either @ < 1 or a > 1, then the process is
called subdiffusive or superdiffusive, respectively. It was once a longstanding conjecture that the
anomalously diffusive behavior of the stationary solution of (1.4) was dictated by the decaying rate
of the memory kernel K [31]. There have been several attempts to establish such conjecture by
means of the asymptotic analysis of either Laplace [21, 25, 31] or Fourier transforms [7, 22, 29].
Recently, anomalous diffusion for (1.4) was fully characterized in terms of the memory kernel K. In
other words, if K is integrable, then it can be shown that the second moment E| fg v(s)ds|? grows
linearly in time. On the other hand, if there exists a € (0, 1] such that K(t) ~t~% as t — oo, then
for o € (0,1), E| f(f v(s)ds|? ~ % [29]. Moreover, for a = 1, E| fg v(s)ds|? ~t/log(t) as t — oo [7].

Anomalous diffusion has been mostly investigated for free particles. Nevertheless, there are many
viscoelastic fluid systems in which the particle is trapped by a damped harmonic motion under the
action of a stationary noise term that follows the fluctuation—dissipation relationship. In recent
work [5, 49], similar systems to (1.2) — with the memory kernel restricted to the interval [0,¢],
instead of (—oo,t] — have been examined. Using a combination of Laplace analysis and Tauberian
theorems, asymptotic expressions for the velocity autocorrelation functions were established in
terms of the large scale (time) asymptotics of the memory kernel and the correlation function of
the random force.

In this paper, we employ the framework of weakly stationary random operators ([29]; see also
[7, 11, 20, 51]) to construct stationary solutions for the system (1.2). Moreover, following up on
results for the MSD of the system (1.4) [7, 22, 29], we use Fourier analysis [42, 43| to characterize
the asymptotic behavior of the MSD of the bivariate stationary—increment process fg (x(s),v(s))ds
in terms of the asymptotic decay rate of K(t). Notably, whereas the process v(t) as in (1.4) may
either be diffusive or subdiffusive depending on the memory kernel, in this paper we show that, for
a large class of memory kernels K (see Assumption 2.1), the process z(t) in (1.2) is either diffusive
or superdiffusive (see Theorem 3.3).

In the second set of main results, under slightly stronger assumptions on the memory kernel, we
investigate the sonamed equipartition of energy condition for the solution pair (x(t),v(t)) for (1.2)
as well as for the solution v(t) for (1.4). In Statistical Mechanics, it is well known that a stationary
process in thermodynamical equilibrium [3, 15, 38] must satisfy such condition, i.e., any degree
of freedom (e.g., particle position or velocity) appearing quadratically in the energy contributes
kpT/2 to the average kinetic energy of the system. However, the equipartition condition may hold
even for out-of-equilibrium systems [34]. Since such systems are commonly found in nature, the
search for generalized equipartition laws and nonequilibrium relations is still a quite active research
topic [1, 27, 48]. One key motivation for studying the equipartition property in the framework
of the GLE stems from the fact that (1.2) is a biophysical model [22]; hence, it is of a matter of
interest in practice whether or not an equilibrium condition generally holds.



To the best of the authors’ knowledge, results on the equipartition of energy for instances of the
GLE seem to have first been established in [22] based on memory kernels of the form

=, ae(0,1). (1.5)
For the free particle case (1.4), it was shown that
E[mv(0)?] = kpT. (1.6)
In turn, under a harmonic potential as in (1.2) (with v > 0), it was further proven that
E[yz(0)?] = kT = E[mwv(0)?]. (1.7)

In other words, relations (1.6) and (1.7) show that equipartition of energy holds in each case. More
recently [16, 17, 18], relation (1.6) was established in the case of a free particle GLE (1.4) assuming
the sonamed generalized Rouse class of memory kernels, i.e.,

N
—|t n
~ > e, (1.8)
n=1
where 71 < ... < 7y are called relaxation times. For such kernels, Fourier transforms are known

in explicit form. This naturally allows for the use of contour integration in the complex plane and
the calculation of the second moments of z(t) and v(t).
Note that, for a general potential U(z), the system (1.2) is recast in the form

#(t) = v(b),

t
mo(t) = —dv(t) — U'(z(t)) — 5/ K(t—s)v(s)ds + /BkTF(t) + /2X\kgT W (t). (1.9)
—0o0

For several kernel instances having the form of an infinite sums of exponentials, the so-named Mori—
Zwanzig formalism [10, 13, 36, 52] can be used to produce a Markovian approximation to (1.9) which
in turn admits a stationary distribution [12, 37]. In particular, relation (1.7) holds under harmonic
potentials and kernels K that are either integrable [36, 37] or exhibit power law decay K (t) ~¢t~¢
for all & > 1/2 [12, 14]. The question of whether (1.7) holds — even under harmonic potentials —
for K(t) ~t~“, a € (0,1/2], remains open [14].

In this paper, we tackle the problem of establishing equipartition of energy for both (1.4)
and (1.2). Namely, we show that relations (1.6) and (1.7) hold under the former (see Theorem
3.4) and the latter (see Theorem 3.5) systems, respectively. In both cases, we assume memory
kernels either coming from the large class of completely monotonic functions (cf. Definition 2.4)
or which can be expressed as ¢(t?), where ¢ is a completely monotonic function. In particular,
the former class includes the kernels (1.5) and (1.8), whereas the latter class includes Gaussian
and Cauchy kernels, namely, et and (12 + 1)~2, respectively [44, 45, 46]. Besides its great gen-
erality, the class of completely monotonic functions is made up of Laplace transforms of positive
Radon measures, which is very convenient for the purpose of establishing analytical results (cf.
Theorem C.1).

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce the notation as well as the as-
sumptions. In Section 3, we state the main results of the paper, including Theorem 3.3 on the
anomalous diffusion of (1.2) and Theorem 3.5 on equipartition of energy. We address the well-
posedness of (1.2) as well as the proofs of the main results in Section 4. In the Appendix, we
review the framework of stationary distributions that is employed in the construction of solutions
for (1.2). We also recapitulate several properties of Fourier transforms of the memory kernels that
are useful in establishing the main theorems.



2. ASSUMPTIONS AND PRELIMINARIES

For a function f: R — C, we define the Fourier transform of f and its inverse as

= [ rean and f6) = 5= [ .

We will also make use of the Fourier cosine and sine transforms

Keos(w / K (t) cos(wt)dt and K (w / K(t) sin(wt)d

where the two integrals are understood in the sense of improper integrals. Let S be the Schwartz
space of all smooth functions whose derivatives are rapidly decreasing. Recall that its dual space
S’ is the sonamed class of tempered distributions on S. For a given tempered distribution g € &',
we write F [g] to denote the Fourier transform of g in S’. Namely, for all ¢ € S,

(9,0) = (Flgl, ),

where (g, p) denotes the action of a tempered distribution g on a Schwartz function . It is well
known that this transformation is a one-to—one relation in S’.
Throughout the paper, we make the following assumptions on the memory kernel (cf. [7, 29]).

Assumption 2.1. Let K : R — RU {co} be a real-valued function for t # 0 and which may be
infinite at t = 0. We assume that
(I) (a) K € L},.(R) is symmetric around zero and positive for all nonzero t;
(b) K(t) - 0 ast — oo and is eventually decreasz'ng,
(c) the improper integral Keos(w fo ) cos(wt) dt is positive for all nonzero w.
(IT) Furthermore, K(t) satisfies ezther
(a) K(t) € LYR); or
(b) K(t) ~t~! ast — oo; or
(c) there exists a € (0,1) such that K(t) ~t~“ ast — oo.

Weakly stationary operators generalize stationary distributions in the sense of [11, 20]. The
conceptual details can be found in Appendix A. We now make use of (weakly) stationary operators
to construct a weak solution for the system (1.2). The procedure consists in reexpressing the system
(1.2) in terms of operators as applied to test functions, and then extracting (covariance) relations
that will enter into the definition of a weak solution. Since (1.2) is a linear Gaussian system, then
such covariance relations fully characterize the weak solution.

We begin by formally multiplying both sides the first equation of (1.2) by a test function ¢ € S.
Then, after integration by parts, we obtain

_ / 21 (1)t = / o(B)o(t)dt. (2.1)
Moreover, again by integration by pzits, ’
/ V' (t)p(t)dt = —/ v(t)e' (t)dt. (2.2)
Also, for K(t) as in (1.2) and for ftest function ¢ GHfS', let
KT (t) = K(t)1[9,00)(t)- (2.3)

Then, based on relations (2.1), (2.2) and (2.3), we can formally write

1
“m /R o(8)g! (H)dt = — / Pt — / 2()p(t)dt — B / o(®) / K (s)p(t + s)dsdt

+\/6K/ dt+x/2>\l<:3/ £)dW (¢



By grouping together terms in v and terms in x,
o0 (=m0 Xp(0)+ B 5 B0 + / £(t) (ye(0) dt
\/ﬁkBT/ t)dt + \/2)\/<;BT/ t)dW (¢

(2.4)
where ¢(t) := o(—t).

So, let L?(2) be the space of squared integrable, complex-—valued random variables. Also let ® =
(X, V) : Dom(®) C &’ — L*(Q)? (i.e., d = 2) be a weakly stationary operator as in Definition A.10.
In the formal relation (2.1), we may interpret X and V as operators acting on test functions ¢ € S.
In particular, the (Gaussian) operator ® = (X, V) is fully characterized by its covariance structure,
which we describe next.

First, note that (2.1) yields an intrinsic connection between the correlation structures of X and
V', namely,

E| (X, —¢1)(X.—oh)| =E|[(V,e) V2], o1, 2 € 6. (2.5)

In regard to the cross—correlation between X and V, again from the integral equation (2.1) we
obtain

E| (X, —¢1) (X, =) | = E[(X,—1) Vo). (2.6)

Moreover, on the right-hand side of (2.4), the functions F' : & — L?(Q) and W : & — L?*() are
understood as stationary random distributions in the sense of Definition A.5. Their autocorrelation
functions are given by, respectively,

B[OV o0 (W] = [ er0eattitt = 3= [ Gz, 2.7
and
1 =
E[(F.¢1)(F. )] /K (o132 (Ot = 5 | Koo (@)Fi(@)ZN . (29)

In (2.8), the last equality follows from the fact that 2K is the Fourier transform of K" in the sense
of distributions (cf. Lemma B.2). In other words, the spectral measure of W as in Theorem A.6 is
the Lebesgue measure, and that of K is 771 Kces(w)dw. Define the operator

U(p) = —me' + Ao+ B(KT * Q). (2.9)

Then, we can conveniently recast (2.4) in the form

(V,U(p)) + (X, v9) = VEBT (\/BF +V2AW, ), ¢ € S. (2.10)

In particular, relation (2.10) can be used in characterizing the covariance structure of the left-hand
side of (2.10) in terms of the covariance structure of the noise terms F' and W. In other words, for
¢1,02 €S,

E| (V. ¥(e0) + (X, 700) (V. Uli2)] + (X, 702))|
- kBTE[<\/BF+\/ﬁW, o) (V/BF + V2N, ¢2>J. (2.11)

We now add the standard assumption that the two thermal forcing terms F and W are uncor-
related.



Assumption 2.2. Let W and F be the stationary random distributions as in Definition A.5 whose
covariance functions are given by (2.7) and (2.8). F and W are uncorrelated, i.e., for all v1, p2 €

S,

EKWv 901><F’ 902>] =0.

In light of relations (2.5), (2.6), (2.11), as well as of Assumption 2.2, we are now in a position to
define weak solutions for (1.2).

Definition 2.3. Under Assumptions 2.1 and 2.2, let ® = (X,V) : Dom(®) ¢ &' — L?*(Q)? be a
stationary operator as in Definition A.10. Then ® = (X, V) is called a weak stationary solution
for equation (1.2) if the following conditions are satisfied.

(a) For all p € S, E|(V,¥(¢))|? < 0o, where W(yp) is the transformation as in (2.9).
(b) For any ¢1,p2 € S,

E[(X, —e)) (X, =25 | = E[(V, o)V 2} = E[(X, —1) (Vo 2] . (2.12)
and  E [((V, U(e1)) + (X, 701))(V, U(2)) + (X, ’Y<P2>]

= kBTE[<\f5F+\/ﬁw,cp1><\ﬁF+\/ﬁW,cpz>J (2.13)

= kBT<E [ﬂ(F, o1)(F, 902>} + ]E|:2)‘<W7 1) (W, <P2>]>-

In Section 4, we show that, for a weak stationary solution ® = (X,V) of (1.2), its spectral
densities can be computed explicitly, as pointed out in [22]. In other words, let

) — 2\ + BK (w)
1) |’y—mw2+iw()\+ﬂl/(:(w))|27 (2.14)
roa(w) = w’ri(w), (2.15)
and ri2(w) =191 (w) = iwryy (w). (2.16)

Then, by Lemma 4.1, there exists a unique stationary operator ®, cf. Definition A.10, associated
with a 2 x 2 Hermitian positive definite matrix of measures v such that

v(dw) = kpT(27) ™ (rij(w)dw)i< j<2
for r;; as in (2.14), (2.15) or (2.16).

For results on equipartition of energy, as mentioned in the Introduction, we consider kernels that
are related to the sonamed class of completely monotonic functions, denoted by CM. We recall
their definition next.

Definition 2.4. A function K : (0,00) — [0,00) is called completely monotonic if K € C*°(0,00)
and (—=1)"K™(t) >0 for alln >0, t > 0.

So, we make the following additional assumption on the memory kernels.

Assumption 2.5. Let K : R — RU {co} be a real-valued function for t # 0 and which may be
infinite at t = 0. We assume that either

(a) K € CM; or

(b) K(t) = p(t?), where ¢ € CM.

As briefly discussed in the Introduction, the former class includes exact power-law and sum-of-
exponential kernels as in (1.5) and (1.8), respectively, whereas the latter class includes Gaussian and

Cauchy kernels, namely, e~ and (t? + 1)~2, respectively [44, 45, 46]. Besides the broad scope of



the CM class, dealing with completely monotonic functions involves the technically convenient fact
that they can be represented as Laplace transforms of Radon measures on [0, 00) (cf. Theorem C.1).
As a consequence, one is able to express the Fourier transforms of the memory kernels described in
Assumption 2.5 based on the Radon measures (cf. Lemmas C.2 and C.3). For this reason, we are
able to extend these transforms to the complex plane and calculate contour integrals involving the
completely monotonic functions in question.

3. MAIN RESULTS

In this section, we state the main results of the paper. In Theorem 3.1, we establish the exis-
tence of weakly stationary solutions for (1.2). In Theorem 3.3, we characterize the mean squared
displacement of fg z(s)ds and fg v(s)ds for weak solutions of (1.2). Starting from the broad class of
completely monotonic kernels, in Theorems 3.4 and 3.5, respectively, we establish the equipartition
relation in the GLE framework for free particles or particles under a harmonic potential.

We start off with the existence of solutions.

Theorem 3.1. Under Assumptions 2.1 and 2.2, then ® = (X, V) is a weakly stationary solution
of (1.2) as in Definition 2.3 if and only if the spectral measure v(dw) = kpT'(2m) ™! (r;j(w)dw)1<i j<2
is given by relations (2.14), (2.15) and (2.16).

The proof of Theorem 3.1 is discussed in detail in Section 4.1.

Remark 3.2. When v =0, equation (1.2) is reduced to (1.4), whose weak solution V : Dom(V') C
S — L%(Q) is defined as satisfying a relation similar to (2.13), namely,

E <V7‘I’(901)><V7‘I’(902)>] = k‘BT(E[mFa @1>W} +E[2)\<W=<P1><W7902>D-

The existence of such V' for equation (1.4) was previously studied in [7, 29]. In particular, the
spectral measure of V' is also given by rog as in (2.15) with v = 0.

Next, we turn to the topic of characterizing of the anomalously diffusive behavior of solutions
to (1.4). For this purpose, we consider the integrated bivariate process resulting from the solutions
encountered in Theorem 3.1. More precisely, in view of Lemma 4.1 (see Section 4.1) together with
Remark A.13, since 717 and 7992 are both integrable, we can define the bivariate process (x(t), v(t))
associated with the weak stationary solution (X, V') as in Definition A.12. Namely, we set

x(t) :=(X,0) and o(t):=(V,d), (3.1)
where §; is the Dirac § distribution centered at t. Moreover, it can be shown that (x(t),v(t)) is
a R?-valued process and has a continuous modification (see Lemma 4.2). It follows that we may
define the integrals f(f x(s)ds and fg v(s)ds in the usual Riemann-Lebesgue sense. Note that these
integrals do agree with (X, 1j94) and (V, 1o ), respectively (see Remark 4.3).

As explained in the Introduction, for the case of a free particle as in (1.4) (y = 0), for a large
class of memory kernels the process v(t) may either be diffusive or subdiffusive [7, 29] depending
on the asymptotic decay of K (t) as t — oco. In contrast, the process z(t) defined in (3.1) may be
either diffusive or superdiffusive. This is all precisely stated in the following theorem.

Theorem 3.3. Let (z(t),v(t)) be the bivariate process associated with (X,V') the weak stationary
solution of (1.2) as in Theorem 3.1. Then, under Assumptions 2.1 and 2.2, the following holds.
(a) For allt € R, E[fg x(s)ds fg v(s)ds] = 0.
(b) Ast — oo, E| [Lv(s)ds|* — 2E|z(0)|2.

€ LY(R), t,
() FK(t) ~t7t, t— o0, then E| fg :E(S)ds‘2 ~ < tlog(t), ast — oo.
~t7Y a€ (0,1), t— o0, 2«



The claim in Theorem 3.3, (a), is not surprising in view of the fact that, for several other GLE
instances in stationarity, x(t) is uncorrelated with v(t) [12, 37]. Also, the appearance of z(0) in
Theorem 3.3, (b), may be intuitively explained based on the observation that v(t) can be regarded
as the derivative of x(¢). Thus, formally,

E(/ $)ds| = Ela(t) — 2(0)1? ~ 2B[z(0)P, 1 - ox,

where the asymptotic equlvalence is a consequence of the fact that z(t) is Gaussian, (weakly)
stationary and mixing [39]. However, note that establishing the asymptotic growth of E| fo (s)ds|?
requires a careful characterization of the spectral density r1; in terms of the asymptotics of K(t).
The proof of Theorem 3.3 can be found in Section 4.2.

We now turn to equipartition of energy. First, we discuss the case v = 0, namely, a free particle
as defined by equation (1.4). In what follows, we state the result for (1.4) under kernels K either in
the class CM or such that K (t) = ¢(t?), ¢ € CM. As discussed in the Introduction, this generalizes
the results in [16, Formula (2.7)] and [22, Theorem 4.1].

Theorem 3.4. Suppose that v = 0 and that Assumptions 2.1, 2.2 and 2.5 are satisfied. Let v(t)
be the process associated with V', a weak solution for (1.4) in the sense of Remark 3.2. Then,

E[mv(0)?] = kpT. (3.2)

The proof of Theorem 3.4 can be found in Section 4.3.1.
In the following theorem, we describe the analogous result for the case v > 0, namely, a harmon-
ically bounded particle as defined by (1.2). Its proof is presented in Section 4.3.2.

Theorem 3.5. Suppose that v > 0 and that Assumptions 2.1, 2.2 and 2.5 are satisfied. Let
(z(t),v(t)) be the process associated with ® = (X, V'), a weak solution for (1.2) as in (3.1). Then,

E[y z(0)?] = E[mv(0)?] = kpT.
4. PROOFS OF THE MAIN RESULTS

Throughout the rest of the paper, ¢ denotes a generic positive constant. The main parameters
that ¢ depends on will appear between parenthesis, e.g., ¢(T, ¢) is a function of T" and gq.

4.1. Wellposedness. In this section, we provide the proof of Theorem 3.1 giving the existence of
weak solution for (1.2). We start with the following result, which asserts that {r;;} is a spectral
density of a weak stationary operator ®.

Lemma 4.1. Let v(dw) = kT (2m) ! (rij(w)dw)1<; j<2 where rij is as in (2.14), (2.15) or (2.16).
Then, v is the spectral measure of a stationary operator as in Definition A.10.

Proof. By symmetry, the Fourier transform K of K satisfies K = 2K cos. Thus, we can rewrite r11
n (2.14) as

2()\ + BKCOS(W))
|’7 — mw? + BW’Csin(w)P + W2|)\ + 5’Ccos(w)|2 '
By Assumption 2.1 (I) (c), Keos is positive. Hence, 11 is positive a.e., and so is ro2(w) = w?r11(w).
In view of (2.14)—(2.16), v is a Hermitian nonnegative definite matrix a.e.

Next, we claim that both r1; and 799 are integrable. To see this, by symmetry again, we only
need to consider w € [0,00). In addition, due to continuity, we only need to check integrability
at w — oo and around the origin. On one hand, as w — oo, we invoke (B.1) to conclude that
Keos(w) and Kgn(w) converge to zero. It follows that 711(w) is dominated by w™*, which also
implies that 799 is dominated by w™2. This proves integrability at infinity. On the other hand,
when w is near the origin, there are three cases to be considered, depending on the behavior of K (t).

(4.1)

7‘11(0.)) =



Case 1: K is integrable, cf. Assumption 2.1 (II) (a). By virtue of Lemma B.3 (a), it is clear that
2\
ri(w) — po] and ro(w) =0, as w—0. (4.2)

Case 2: K ~t ! ast— oo, cf. Assumption 2.1 (II) (b). From (4.1), we have

ruw) 2)\/[log(w)| + 2BKcos (w) /| log(w)|
|log(w)] |y — mw? + BwKsin(W)[? + w2\ + BKeos(w)[?

r11(w) ~ |log(w)] and reg(w) — 0, asw — 0. (4.3)
Case 3: For some a € (0,1), K ~ ¢t~ as t — oo, cf. Assumption 2.1 (II) (c¢). Similarly to Case 2,

from (4.1), we obtain

r11(w) . 22w + 2BWI_QICCOS(W)
we™l Ty — mw? + BwKin (W) [? + WA 4 Beos (w)[?

In view of (B.6),

1

r(w) ~w ! and  reo(w) = W (w) =0, asw — 0. (4.4)

In all three cases, both r1; and rqy are integrable near the origin. Since they are also integrable at
oo, they are integrable on R, as claimed.
As a consequence, in view of (2.16), by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality

foimeite = [l < ( [ ruas) " ( [raie)” <o

It follows that kT (2m)~1(r;j)1<i j<o satisfies inequality (A.5) with p = 0. By virtue of Theo-
rem A.6, this implies the existence of a unique stationary distribution G whose spectral density is
kpT(2m)~Y(r;;). Furthermore since v is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue mea-
sure, there exists a unique weak stationary operator ® : Dom(®) C &’ — L?(Q2)? extending G as in
Definition A.10. Thus, the proof is complete. O

Theorem 3.1 asserts that @ is, indeed, a weak solution of (1.2). The argument is based on that
of [29, Theorem 4.5] tailored to our setting.

Proof of Theorem 3.1. (=) Let ® = (X, V) be a stationary operator associated with a spectral
measure v(dw) = kpT(2m) ! (r;j(w)dw)1<; j<2. Suppose ® is a weak solution for (1.2). For ¢ € S,
consider W(¢p) as in (2.9). Its Fourier transform in &’ is given by

FU(p)] = F [-m¢ + Mg + BKY % §)] = (imw + A + BKT) - 3. (4.5)
For any @1, @2 € S, in view of (2.12) together with (A.3) for stationary operators, we have

kT P kT [ __, —
2B WP ()P @) (W)dw = 2= | 51(w) P2 (@)rae(w)dw
™ JR 27 R

kT =
= —iZ / wpl(w)pz(w)rig(w)dw. (4.6)
R
Recall that the Fourier transform is an automorphism on S [47]. Hence, we can rewrite (4.6) as
[ar@nm@is = [ awnem@i =i [ vaee@ned. @)
R R R

Since (4.7) holds for any @1, @9 € S, we conclude that, a.e.,

reo(w) = w?r1 (W), r2(w) =iwr(w) and 7oy (w) = —iwr (w). (4.8)



Note that, in (4.8), the last equality follows from the fact that v is a Hermitian measure, so that
r21 = T12.

It remains to show that ry; is given by (2.14) or, equivalently, by (4.1). On one hand, by (4.5),
(4.8) and a simple calculation,

E[({V, (1)) + (X, 70) ) (V. Wlp2)) + (X, 72)) |

= k;—T / |y — mw? + iw(\ + ﬂf(:(w))‘2ﬁ(w)@(w)rll(w)dw'
T JRr

On the other hand, together with (2.7) and (2.8), the zero correlation assumption between F' and
W (see Assumption 2.2) implies that

kTE|(v/BF + VAW, 01)(V/BF + VAW, 03)|

= k-BTmE[(F, p1)(F, ¢2>] + 2kBTAE[<W, 1) (W, ¢2>}
_ kT

21 Jgr <2)\ - ﬁk(w)) ?1(w) P2 (w)dw.

In view of relation (2.13), for all 1, p2 € S we readily obtain
/ [y — mw?® +iw(A + Bﬁ(w))‘zﬁ(w)@(w)rll(w)dw = / <2)\ + ﬁl?(w)) o1 (w)p2 (w)dw.
R R

It follows that (2.14) holds, namely,

2 + BK (w)
7“11(w) = . K+ 2
v — mw? + iw(\ + BKF(w)))|

(<) Suppose ® = (X,V) is the weakly stationary operator whose spectral density is given
by (2.14)—(2.16). We first check condition (a) in Definition 2.3. In fact, by (4.5),

E|(V, U(p))* = ]fl / limaw + A + BT ()2 3(w) 2w?r11 (o) dw. (4.9)
T JR

Similarly to the proof of Lemma 4.1, it suffices to consider the integrand in (4.9) as w tends to
infinity and for w around the origin. On one hand, since r1; ~ w™* as w — oo, it is clear that the
integrand (4.9) is dominated by @, which is integrable. On the other hand, in view of Lemma B.3,
limw + A + BK*(w)|?|w? tends to zero as w — 0. It follows that, around the origin, the integrand
is dominated by 711 (w) which is integrable (see the proof of Lemma 4.1).

To verify condition (b) in Definition 2.3, one can adapt the calculation in part (a) so as to arrive
at (2.12) and (2.13). The proof is thus complete. O

Lemma 4.2. Let (z(t),v(t)) = (®, ) be the stochastic process defined by (3.1). Then (z(t),v(t)) is
a well defined real stationary bivariate process. Moreover, (x(t),v(t)) has a continuous modification.

Proof. Establishing that the bivariate stochastic process (z(t),v(t)) is well defined is equivalent
to showing that §; € Dom(®). In turn, the latter is equivalent to proving that ri; and rgy are
integrable, cf. Remark A.13, which is established in the proof of Lemma 4.1. In addition, since
r11 and rog are even functions, x(t) and v(t) are, indeed, real-valued (weakly) stationary processes
[20].

Recall that, by [4, Chapter 9.3], if there exists a constant a > 3 such that

/Oocflog(l + w)]* (r11(w) + r22(w)) dw < oo, (4.10)

then (z(t),v(t)) has a continuous modification. In fact, following the proof of Lemma 4.1, r1; and
99 are dominated by w™* and w2, respectively, as w — oo. Also, both functions are integrable
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around the origin. As a consequence, (4.10) does hold for any a > 3. Therefore, (z(t),v(t)) has a
continuous modification, as claimed. O

Remark 4.3. Since the bivariate, stationary stochastic process (x(t),v(t)) has a continuous mod-
ification, then we can define the integral fot(x(s),v(s))ds in the usual Riemann—Lebesgue sense.
However, integration over t may also be defined by means of the action ((X,V), Lio,q)- Moreover,
it can be shown that, for all t > 0,

E[(/Ot(x(S),v(S))ds—<(X,V)71[0,t]>>*</Ot(x(s),fu(s))ds—((X,V),1[07t}>)} —0.

This implies that, for every t > 0, these two notions of integration agree a.s.

4.2. Anomalous diﬁ'usion of (x(t),v(t)). In this section, we prove Theorem 3.3 on the asymptotic
behavior of fg ,v(s))ds. While the result for E| fo (s)ds|? and the cross—covariance between

x(t) and v(t) are relatlvely straightforward, the asymptotics of E| fo (5)ds|? requires a more careful
analysis depending on three cases of K as in Assumption 2.1 (II). The approach that we are going
to employ is similar to those in [7, Section 5] and [29, Section 6]. For the reader’s convenience, we
first summarize the method to characterize the growth rate of E| fo (s)ds|?.

Step 1: we relate the large (time) scale behavior of the memory K to the behavior of Keos(w) and
Ksin(w) as w — 0. This result appears in Lemma B.3.

Step 2: similarly to the proof of Lemma 4.1, we obtain the near—zero behavior of the spectral
densities r11(w), the spectral density for x(t) as in (2.14) through that of Kces(w) and Kgin(w) as
w — 0;

Step 3: the behavior of r11(w) as w — 0 and the Dominated Convergence Theorem are used to
characterize the asymptotic growth of E| fg :L"(S)ds‘z.

Proof of Theorem 3.3. (a) Recall that r12 = iwry1(w) by relation (2.16). By (A.3) for the operator
P,

t
E[/ ds/ dy // [(X,6.)(V, 0,)] dsdy
0
kBT/ // —i(s—y)w r12(w)dwdsdy
= kBT/ // 0 (w)dwd sdy

kBT
DY

‘ iwryy (w)dw = 0. (4.11)

R w

The last equality in (4.11) is a consequence of the fact that the integrand is an odd function. This
establishes (a).

11



(b) Similarly to part (a), we compute the second moment of fo s)ds using formula 799 = w?ry;

as in (2.15) and covariance function (A.3) for ®. In fact,

E‘/ ds // [(V,6)(V,3,)]dsdy
kBT/ // “is=v)wy, 2 (w)dwdsdy

kT
=5 2(1 — cos(tw))r11 (w)dw
2w R

kT
= 2E|z(0))* — % /Rcos(tw)rll(w)dw.

Since r11 is integrable by virtue of the proof of Lemma 4.1, its Fourier cosine transform converges
to zero as t tends to infinity. This establishes part (b).
(c) As in the proofs of parts (a) and (b), note that the second moment of fo s)ds can be written

explicitly as
t 2 e’} _
E| / r(s)ds| = 2kpT / L= costw) | (w)dw, (4.12)
2
0 ™ 0 w

where 717 is the even function given by (4.1). Now, there are three situations depending on the
asymptotic behavior of K as characterized in Assumption 2.1 (II).

Case 1: K is integrable (Assumption 2.1 (II) (a)). By a change of variable u := tw in (4.12), we

obtain
t 2 [ee) _
E‘/ x(s)ds‘ :tZkBT/ 1 c(;s(u)T11 <g>du. (4.13)
0 0 13

™ U

Similarly to the proof of Lemma 4.1, on one hand, as w tends to infinity, 71; converges to zero. On
the other hand, by virtue of relation (4.2), ri1(w) converges to 2A/y% as w — 0. In other words,
r11 is bounded on [0,00). As a consequence, by the Dominated Convergence Theorem, we arrive
at the limit

! 2 1 — AkpTX [*1—
%E‘/ x(s)ds‘ _ 2/<;BT/ 1 cos(u)r11 (f) & Y / cos(u) du,
0 0 0

T u? t Y2 u?

as t — oo.

Case 2: K ~ t ! ast — oo (Assumption 2.1 (II) (b)). In this situation, r1(w) ~ |log(w)| as
w — 0 (see (B.5)). In particular, sup,e (g 1/2) 711(w)/|log(w)| is finite.
Starting from (4.13), recast

T t 2 1 1 — cos(u) u
— K ds| = — ) du. 4.14
2kpT tlog(t) ‘/0 #(s) S‘ log(t)/o wz o u (t) b (4.14)

We want to show that the right-hand side of (4.14) converges to a finite limit as ¢ — co. To this
end, we first decompose the integral into three terms, i.e.,

1 1 — cos(u) u 1 et/ 31— cos(u) u
log(t) /0 Wz u (;) du = log(t) {/0 +/62 +/t/2 } Wz H (?) du

=1 (t) + Ix(t) + I3(1).

12
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With regard to I3, recall from the proof of Lemma 4.1 that ri;(w) ~w™ as w — oo. Then,

1 1 — cos(u) u 1 1 — cos(u)
< I3(t) = — < . 4.1
0= B = im /t/z wz U <t) R0 /t/z TR fz“fjf”(“) (4.15)

< t . 4.1
< Tog (@) —0, t— o0 (4.16)

Concerning [ (t), rewrite

1 ¢ 1- €] — 1 ¢
L(t) = / Loty (1) au= / cos(u)  log(t/u) _ru(u/t) 4
log(t) Jo u t 0 u log(t)  |log(u/t)]
Note that, for sufficiently large ¢ and for all u € (0,e2),
log(t/u)
— - < |1 .
B < loa(w)

Together with (4.3), this implies that

log(t/u)' r11(u/t)
log(t)  |log(u/t)

It follows from Lemma B.3, (b), combined with the Dominated Convergence Theorem, that

7’11(0.))
< [log(u)| sup :
’ 0<w<1/2 | log(w)

—2
. (¢ 1—cos(u) . rip(w)
}H’&Il(t) —/0 Tdu-ilglo Tog(@)] € (0,00). (4.17)

Regarding I5(t), similarly to I;(t), we note that, for all u € (e72,t/2),

log(t/u) < log(t) + 2
log(t) — log(t)

< 2.

So,

log(t/u)' r11(u/t) <9 r11(w)
log(t)  [log(u/t)] = " gcwe<1y2 [log(w)|

In light of the Dominated Convergence Theorem together with Lemma B.3, (b), we obtain

1 — cos(u)

: B o r(w)
tllglo Ir(t) = /62 02 du ilg%) Tog(@)] € (0,00). (4.18)

2
The asymptotic expression for E‘ fg x(s)ds‘ now follows from (4.14), (4.15), (4.17) and (4.18).
Case 3: For some «a € (0,1), K ~t~® as t — 0o (Assumption 2.1 (II) (c¢)). Note that (4.13) may

be rewritten as
1 t 2 2kgT [*1-— t
2—E‘ / :c(S)ds‘ =5 / cos(u) | ru(u/t) du.
t2—a 0 T 0 u3—a (u/t)a—l
On one hand, for large w, r11(w) < Cw™*. Thus, r11(w)/w* ' — 0 as w — co. On the other hand,
as w — 0, relation (4.4) implies that ri;(w)/w® ! has a finite limit. In particular, this also implies

that 711 (w)/w* ! is bounded on (0,00). In light of the Dominated Convergence Theorem together
with (4.4), we obtain

1 t 22 [ 1—cos(u) rii(u/t)
tQTaE‘/O a:(s)ds‘ = %/0 e (u/t)a_ldu — c € (0,00),

as t — o0o. This completes the proof. O
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4.3. Equipartition of Energy. In what follows, we provide the proofs of Theorems 3.4 and 3.5.
So, let

Ct={u+iv:ueRv>0} and C ={u+iv:ueR,v <0}
be the upper half and lower half complex plane, respectively. Also, let
C*={z:R(z) <0}
be the left half plane of nonpositive real part in C.

4.3.1. Free-particle case (v = 0). In this subsection, we consider the case of a free particle as
in equation (1.4). Our approach builds upon the work in [16, 22].
We introduce f;(z), the complex—valued function given by

fi(2) 1

z) = - —.
! A+ B(Keos(2) — iKsin(2)) + imz
The function f1(z) is closely related to the expressions for spectral densities r99 and 11, respectively,
as in (2.15) and (4.1), and will be used in the proof of Lemma 4.4 (see also (4.42) in the proof of
Lemma 4.5).

(4.19)

Remark 4.4. Note that, whereas Keos(w) and Ken(w) are well-defined for w € R\ {0} (see Lem-
mas C.2 and C.3), Keos(2) and Ksin(2) need not be for every z € C\ {0}. Hence, in formula (4.19),
Keos(z) — iKsin(z) is understood as the integrals in either (C.2) or (C.6) extended to C, depending
on either K € CM or K = ¢(t?), ¢ € CM, respectively. Later in the proof of Theorem 3./, we will
see that Keos(2) — iKsin(2) is actually analytic on suitable subspaces of C.

For a large constant R > 0, define, respectively, the outer circle and inner half circle in CT as

C ={R’:0<6 <7} and Cfp={"/R:0<0 <} (4.20)
Further define their counterparts in C~ as
Cp={Re’: -7 <0 <0} and Cp,={’/R: -7 <6 <0} (4.21)
Also, let
C(R) = [—R,—l/R]UCl_/RU[l/R,R] uCp (4.22)

be a closed curve in C~, oriented clockwise.

Before discussing the proof of Theorem 3.4, it is illuminating to recapitulate some technical
aspects of previous work. In [16], establishing (1.6) for the case of generalized Rouse kernels
involved considering a complex—valued function similar to f; as in (4.19) and its contour integrals
on the upper half plane C*. The argument relies heavily on a careful analysis of the locations
of the poles of the functions involved. In turn, in [22], establishing (1.6) for the class of memory
kernels (1.5) involved employing an integration trick via a smart change of variables.

Nevertheless, neither approach is available in the more general framework of this paper, which
involves memory kernels that either are in CM or which have the form ¢(t?) for ¢ € CM. As
in [16], we investigate contour integrals of f1(z) as in (4.19). However, we shift the analysis to the
lower half complex plane C~. As it turns out, unlike in [16], dealing with poles is not needed when
K € CM since, in this case, the function fi(z) is analytic in C~ \ {0}.

For the reader’s convenience, we summarize the idea of the proof of Theorem 3.4. The argument
essentially consists of three steps as follows.

step 1: We first consider f1(z) as in (4.19) and show that this function is analytic on C~ \ {0}.
This is established via the auxiliary results Lemma 4.6 and Lemma 4.7, respectively, for the cases
K € CM and K(t) = p(t?), ¢ € CM.
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step 2: Next, we consider the contour integral on C~ \ {0} given by

/C(R)fl(,Z)dz — {/_;1/R+/ —i—/jR—i-/C }fl(z)dz =0. (4.23)
/R R

In (4.23), the second equality holds by the analyticity of fi(z), as established in step 1. Then, we
show that, as R — oo, the sum of the first and third integrals in (4.23) converges to E[mv(0)?],
whereas the sum of the two remaining integrals converges to —kgT'. This establishes equipartition
of energy for v(t). This is discussed in detail in the proof of another auxiliary result, namely,
Lemma 4.5, which states sufficient conditions on fi, K. and gy, for equipartition of energy to
hold for the system (1.4).

step 3: We prove Theorem 3.4 by verifying the assumptions of Lemma 4.5, while making use of
Lemma 4.6 and Lemma 4.7 depending on whether K € CM or K (t) = ¢(t?), ¢ € CM, respectively.

For the sake of clarity, the proofs of Lemmas 4.5-4.7 will be deferred to the end of this section.
We start by stating Lemma 4.5, where equipartition of energy is established directly based on
assumptions on f1, Keos and Kgiy.

Lemma 4.5. Suppose that v = 0. Let v(t) be the process associated with the weak solution V
of (1.4) and f1(z) be as in (4.19). Suppose that

[Keos(2) — Ksin(2)]

li =0, 4.24
\z\eoilfiec— |z ( )
and
li =0. 4.25
L 12f1(2)] (4.25)
Furthermore, suppose that, for all large enough R > 0,
/ fi(z)dz =0, (4.26)
C(R)
where C(R) is the curve (4.22). Then,
E[mv(0)?] = kpT. (4.27)

Next, we state Lemma 4.6, which is employed in showing that f; as in (4.19) is analytic on
C~\ {0} when K € CM.

Lemma 4.6. Let p be the representation measure on [0,00) for K € CM as in Theorem C.1. Let
p(2) and q1(2) be the complex—valued functions defined on C*\ {0} and given by

<1
p(z) = /0 o x,u(da;) and qi(z) =X —mz — Bp(2). (4.28)
(a) Then, the function p(z) is analytic on C*\ {0}. Moreover, for z € C*\ {0}, it satisfies
lim [p(z)/z] =0= lim |z-p(z)], (4.29)
|z| =00 |z]—0

and, for |z| <1 in C*\ {0}
>~ 1

A= Bp(z)| > % /0 (), (4.30)

(b) The function q1(z) in (4.28) is analytic in C*\ {0} and q1(z) does not admit any complex
root in C*\ {0}.
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In Lemma 4.7, covering the case where K = (t?), ¢ € CM, the analysis involves the special
class of error functions. For the reader’s convenience, we briefly recapitulate some related notions.
Recall that the so-named complementary error function is given by

erfe(z) : / 2dtzl—erfz, z €C, 4.31
=7 (2) (4.31)

where the error function admits the MacLaurin series representation

n2n+1
f(z) : . 4.32
erf( \/_/ Pat = fzn'%z—l—l) zeC (4.32)

In particular, both erf and erfc are entire functions. Now consider the function
erfc(—iz), z¢€C, (4.33)

also called Faddeeva function or plasma dispersion function. The function w(z) also admits the
Hilbert transform representation [9, expression (8)]

w(z) = e

. —¢2
w(z) =1 /R Cdn, 3(2) >0 (4.34)

When z = x € R, (4.34) should be modified to

w(z) = e + j—% daw(z), (4.35)

where the sonamed Dawson integral is given by [50, pp. 1497-1498]
z
daw(z) = e / e’dt, zeC. (4.36)
0
Having introduced these special functions, we are now in a position to state Lemma 4.7, which is
employed in showing that f; as in (4.19) is analytic in C~ \ {0} when K = ¢(t?), p € CM.

Lemma 4.7. Suppose K (t) = ¢(t?) where p € CM. Let pu be the representation measure on [0, 00)
for ¢ as in Theorem C.1. Let p(z) and q1(z) be the complex—valued functions defined on C~ \ {0}
and given by

p( \/7 / ) (dz) and qi(z) = X +imz + pp(z). (4.37)

(a) Then, the function p(z) is analytzc on C~\ {0}. Moreover, for z € C~\ {0}, it satisfies

|1|1m P(2)/2] = 0= |3§10‘Z -p(2)]; (4.38)

and, for |z| <1 in C~\ {0}

85 2 8% [ Futan) (4.39)
(b) The function q1(z) in (4.37) is analytic in C~ \ {0} and q1(z) does not admit any complex
root in C~ \ {0}.
After stating Lemmas 4.5-4.7, we provide the proof of Theorem 3.4.

Proof of Theorem 3./. We first consider the case where K € CM. The proof is based on verifying
the assumptions of Lemma 4.5, while making use of Lemma 4.6.
With regard to condition (4.24), note that, by virtue of formula (C.2) extended to C~ \ {0},

Keos(2) — iKsin(2) = /0 (dz) = — /0 L) = —p(—iz),

—1Z — X

Cr—iz
i
22 4 22

16



where p(x) is as in (4.28). Also, since z € C~ \ {0}, it is clear that —iz € C*\ {0}. In light of
Lemma 4.6, (a), cf. (4.29), we conclude that (4.24) holds.

Turning to the limit (4.25), first recall that ¢;(z) is given by (4.28). Next, let f1(z) be as in (4.19).
Recast

1 1 .
A B [ Eendr) +ime A= Bp(—iz) —m(—iz)  qi(—iz)’ (4.40)

Then, for z € C~\ {0} such that |z| is small enough, relation (4.30) in Lemma 4.6, (a), implies that

f1(2)

|| ||
. < = :
A = Bp(=iz)] —mlz| = 5 [ s u(de) —mz|

|2f1(2)] < (4.41)

Since the upper bound in (4.41) converges to zero as |z| — 0 in C~ \ {0}, then condition (4.25)
holds.

However, by Lemma 4.6, (b), ¢1(—iz) is analytic as a function of z € C~ \ {0} and, also, does
not admit any complex root in the same domain. Therefore, by expression (4.40), fi(z) is analytic
in C~ \ {0}. In particular, condition (4.26) holds. Consequently, by Lemma 4.5, relation (3.2) is
established.

We now turn to the case K(t) = p(t?) where, ¢ € CM. Similarly to the previous case, we need
to verify the assumptions of Lemma 4.5 while making use of the auxiliary results in Lemma 4.7.
Concerning limit (4.24), in view of expressions (C.6) and (4.37), we immediately obtain for z €

C™\ {0}
|Keos(2) — iKsin(2)] _ Ip(2)]

2| I

by virtue of Lemma 4.7, (a), cf. (4.38).
Considering the limit (4.25), first recall that p(z) and qi(z) are given by (4.37). Next, observe
that fi(z) as in (4.19) can be rewritten as

1 1
hiz) = q1(2) T+ Bp(2) +imz’

In light of the estimate (4.39), for z € C~ \ {0} and sufficiently small |z|, we obtain

— 0, |z| — oo,

|| 2]
— <
A+ Bp(2)| — m|z| 54 I ﬁe_ﬁu(dx) —m|z|

12f1(2)] <

— 0, |z|—0.

This establishes (4.25).

In regard to condition (4.26), fix R > 0. By virtue of Lemma 4.7, (b), since q;(z) is analytic and
does not admit any root in C~ \ {0}, then there exists a simply connected region D D C(R) such
that gi(z) # 0, for all z € D. Hence, f1(z) = 1/q1(z) is analytic on D, implying that condition
(4.26) holds.

As a consequence, by Lemma 4.5, relation (3.2) is established. This concludes the proof. O

We now turn to the proofs of the auxiliary results. First, we provide the proof of Lemma 4.5.

Proof of Lemma J.5. Recall that the spectral density 7oy for v(t) is given by (2.15) and (4.1).
Together with the covariance function (A.3) and based on the condition that v = 0, we have

9, kT [™ kT [* 2(A + BKeos(w))
Ep(0)7] === | relw)de == /0 [mw — BKein (W) 2 + A + BKcos(w))[?
1

It therefore suffices to prove that [ rea(w)dw = 7m™1.

dw. (4.42)
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Now, consider the contour integral of the function f; as in (4.19) on C'(R). Note that we may

decompose
/C(R) fi(z)dz = {/_;1/R+/CUR+/1;+/CR }fl(z)dz

= L(R) + Ir(R) + I3(R) + 14(R),
where we recall that C and Cl_/R, respectively, are the outer and inner half circles in C™ as
in (4.21). Using the variable w for integration along the real axis, it is straightforward to see that

R dw
bR = /1/R A+ BKeos () + i(mw — BKsin(w))

Concerning I;(R), note that Keos(w) and Kgpn(w) are even and odd functions, respectively. Thus,
by a change of variable z := —w, we obtain

1/R —dw

B = e N T () + 10m(—w) — Bn(—))

B / R dw
178 A+ Beos (W) — i(mw — Blin(w))
It follows immediately that

R 2(/\ + 5’CCOS(W>)
ILi(R)+ I3(R) = / dw.
VB = ), T~ B @I+ I\ -+ AP

By the Monotone Convergence Theorem, we obtain

Li(R) + I3(R) — / rog(w)dw, as R — oc. (4.43)
0

Concerning I2(R), by making the change of variable

z:=R1e?, (4.44)

we can write
/° R™'el%idd
Y A [/CCOS(R—leiG) — ilein(R—lei(’)] + imR—1el?

Ix(R)

0
= [ R f (R 1eY)idg.

Then, by virtue of the Dominated Convergence Theorem together with (4.25),
lim I(R) = 0. (4.45)
R—o0

Likewise, with regards to I,(R), by the change of variable z := Rel?,
o idé
I(R) = /0 AR 1le=10 4 BR-1e~10 [ICCOS(ReiG) — ilein(Reie)] +im’ (4.46)
In view of condition (4.24), the integrand in (4.46) converges to m~—! as R — co. By the Dominated
Convergence Theorem, we further obtain
I(R) — —mm™!, as R — ooc. (4.47)
Together with the limits (4.45), (4.43) and (4.47), expression (4.26) yields the limit

o0

0= lim f(z)dz = / oo (w)dw — mm L. (4.48)
C(R) 0

R—o0
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Hence,
o0
/ oo (w)dw = mm L.
0
This establishes (4.27). O
Next, we give the the proof of Lemma 4.6.

Proof of Lemma 4.0. (a) Firstly, with regards to analyticity, letting zg € C* \ {0}, it suffices to
show that p(z) as in (4.28) can be expanded for all z € B(zy, |20|/2). To see this, we compute

~ ! = ~ ! f]}' 7)11 X z — Z
/Z—OUM(dx)_/o (20 — z) (522 Z°+1) wlde) Z/ Zo—x)"ﬂu(d) (z==), (449)

where the second equality is obtained by interchanging integration and summation. To justify this
interchange, we claim that the series in (4.49) converges absolutely for all z € B(zy, |20|/2). Indeed,
by writing zp = —u + iv € C*\ {0}, with u > 0, for all z > 0 we can bound

|20 — x| = | — (¢ + u) + iv| > max{|z|, z}. (4.50)

Thus, we can estimate

|/ 007(20(: 2)2+1u(dx) (e )

<) e () 20
~Jo |- a:—i—u)—kw\"“’u AL

|20]"
= / / iv|n+1ﬂ(dx) on

—p(dx).
2”|Z0| / / a
This implies that

Z‘/ n+1u(dx)-(z—Z0)n‘ < |z—10|,u([0, 1])—!—/100 %,u(d:lt) < 00

n>0

where the last implication follows from the fact that u([0,1]) and [ 1x(dz) are both finite by
virtue of (C.3)-(C.4). This establishes the analyticity of p(z).
Next, we turn to (4.29). On one hand, by (4.50),

1 % 1
P < o [ @)+ [ Satda),

implying that lim|,|_, [p(2)/2] = 0. On the other hand, the bound (4.50) (with z € C*\{0} in
place of zp) implies that

/ooo|z — |Z - x| /OO Bl ). (4.51)

Since [~ 27 u(dz) < oo, cf. (C.4), the second term on the right-hand side of (4.51) converges to
zero as |z| — 0. Also, by virtue of (4.50), the integrand in the first term on the right-hand side of
(4.51) is bounded uniformly in z. By the Dominated Convergence Theorem, this implies that its
limit is also zero. Therefore, lim|,| |2z - p(2)| = 0, as claimed. This establishes (4.29).

In regard to (4.30), let z = —u +iv € C*\ {0}, v > 0, such that |z|] < 1. Then, for any
x,u, |v| > 0, we claim that

2l Jo

z+u+ |y 1
(x+u)?4+0v2 " z+1
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Indeed, by multiplying through the denominators, the above inequality is equivalent to
2? + zu+ x| + 2 +u+ |v| > 2? + 2zu + u? + 0%,
ie.,
z|v| + x +u+ |[v] > zu + u? + 02 (4.52)

However, inequality (4.52) always holds, since u, |v| € [0,1] and x > 0.
Therefore, by the elementary inequality \/2(a? + b%) > |a| + |b],

A= Bl |—\A+ﬁ/ ) 38 [
A+5/ ffif e )

\/_ 1
This establishes (a).

(b) Since p(z) is analytic, then so is ¢;(z). To show that ¢1(z) does not admit any root in
C* \ {0}, suppose, by means of contradiction, that, for some zy := —u + iv € C*\ {0}, ¢1(20) = 0.
In particular, v > 0, v € R. A simple calculation yields

0:§R(q1(z0)):/\—|—mu—|—5/oo vtz (dz) >0

0 (u+x)2+v2’u

a contradiction. This shows (b).

We finish this subsection by presenting the proof of Lemma 4.7.

Proof of Lemma 4.7. (a) Similarly to the proof of Lemma 4.6, fixing zp € C~ \ {0}, we want to
show p(z) can be expanded in a neighborhood of zy. To see this, we first choose an open disk
B(zp,¢) centered at zp with radius e such that

B(zg,¢€) C {Reia : —% <f<g " R> O} (4.53)

For each = > 0, let w,(z) = w( — ﬁ) Since w(z) is entire, then so is w,(z). In light of Cauchy’s
integral formula, for all z; € B(zp,¢), we can write

. dz - (21 — z0)"
o) =5 2 /aB z_zwl we(2)dz - (21 — 70)

n>0

z n
27T12/63z05 W ( m)dz-(zl_z()).
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Recall that p(z) is given by (4.37). Then,

i) = O%wmwdx)

B % ow% Lg)/aB(zo,a (z — io)"“w(_ 2\Z/5)d2 - ZO)n]M(dx)

n>0

1
= I, — n, .
271'1 (Z1 Zo) (4 54)
n>0

In the third equality, we formally interchanged the order of integration with respect to pu(dz) and
the summation. To justify this step, it suffices to show that the series in (4.54) converges absolutely
for all z; € B(zp,¢). In fact, considering I,,,
z 1
wl — ——= dx) - —
( V2 ) -

I, \<c/ sup
\/_ZE()B (20,€)

=c / / sup
zE@B (20,€)

where ¢ = ¢(2, €) is a positive constant independent of n. We now bound the integrals with respect
to u on the right-hand side of (4.55). On one hand, we invoke (C.8) together with the fact that

w(z) is entire to bound
/ sup w(— L) ‘,u(da;) < /Ooi,u(da:) - sup Jw(z)| < oc. (4.56)
\/_ 2€0B(z0,¢) 2\/5 1 \/E z€B(0,|z0|+¢)

On the other hand, by the choice of B(zo,a) as in (4.53) for all z € B(zg,¢) and = € (0,1),
i 97
if .
__c 0 < =
2\/_ € {Re ~3 Tco< 3 }

In view of Lemma C.4, cf. (C.15), namely, |w(z)| < ¢/|z|, we have the bound

w(— %) ‘u(dx) - Ei"’ (4.55)

/ L (= 52 |uete) < ento. 1. (4.57)

By (4.56) and (4.57), we conclude that there exists a constant ¢ = ¢(zg,e) > 0, independent of n,
such that
|| < ce ™. (4.58)
Recall that z; € B(zp,¢). Relation (4.58) implies that
— n
Z|In| |z — 20" < CZ ‘Zl D" < oo
£
n>0 n>0
This establishes the analyticity of p(zg) for all zy5 € C~ \ {0}.
Next, we turn to the limits (4.38). To show that

|Zl|igloo p(2)/z2] = 0, (4.59)

first recast
E |2

1

ERNICNS R W
VT oz oz /0+/1 12 \/_ 2ﬁ)u<d) I(2) + Ix(2) + I3(2).
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Now, to bound I3, consider z € C~ \ {0} such that |z| > 1. Then, we can invoke (C.8) to conclude
that

1 [*1
I3(z S—/— dz)- sup w(z1)] =0 4.60
) < ) g s ) (4.60)

as |z| — oo in C~ \ {0}. With regard to I2, by combining (C.8) with (C.15), we obtain

|21 21?1
c c
Ir(z S—/ w(dx S—/ —u(dx) =0, |z| = oc. 4.61
eI < g [0 <5 [T S0 (161)
Likewise,
c
|11(Z)|§—‘Z’2#([071])—>07 |2 = oo. (4.62)

Relation (4.59) is now a consequence of (4.60), (4.61) and (4.62).
We now show that

lim |z-p(z)| =0. (4.63)

|z]—0
Similarly to the argument for (4.59), for |z| < 1 we write

% 2p(z) = z{ /OZQ—F/HZ —i—/: +/100 }%w(— ﬁ)u(dx) = I14(2) + Is(2) + Is(2) + I7(2).

z

By (C.8),

1
|I7(2)] < |z|/ —up(dx) - sup |w(z1)| =0, |z] = 0. (4.64)
1 VT 21€B(0,1)

Likewise, again as |z| — 0,

1
1

[Is(z)| < |z [ —=p(dz) - sup |w(z1)] < V]2 p([0,1]) sup |w(z1)] =0 (4.65)

|z| \/E z1€B(0,1) z1€B(0,1)
and
Iz 1

[I5(2)| < |z] [ —=p(dx) - sup Jw(z1)] < p([0,]z]]) sup |w(z1)] = 0. (4.66)

|22 \/5 21€B(0,1) z1€B(0,1)

In the last limit above, we employed the fact that lim|, o ([0, [2]]) = ©({0}) = 0 as in (C.5).
Moreover, by combining (C.8) with (C.15), we obtain

[14(2)] < cp([0,]27]), (4.67)

which converges to 0 as |z| — 0. Then, relations (4.64)—(4.67) imply (4.38).

Next, we establish (4.39). We break up the proof into two cases, depending on whether or not z
is real. We consider the first case z = u +iv € C~ \ {0} where v < 0 and |z|? =u? +v?> < 1. In
view of expression (4.34) together with (4.37), we write

i 1 et
A+ Bp(z) =A— 8 /— —  dtp(dz).
() 2ﬁ 0 \/5 Rm—Flm—Ft ( )
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’U2
ghendln view of the fact that 1/[(5%= +t) +i f] = [57= 5z T \F]/[( 57 +1)? + L], we can
oun

At BB 2 A+ o [ {/( " d}( V) (da)

2J_ Ne sum H )2+ 2z
ﬁ <1 e_(t‘ e
_(lvl—w)?

4x
t .
—%F/ 1ﬁ+1dwm)

Now consider the elementary system of inequalities
(t|v] — u)? < 2(t%0* +u?) < 2,
which holds for [¢t| < 1 and u? 4+ v? < 1. Then,

A+ Bp(2 |_2\/—/ —e 2w,u(dx) /1 t2:-1 t = \/_/ ——e¢ 2z,u(dx)

where the equality follows from the elementary identity f 1 t2 7dt = 5. This proves (4.39) for the
case J(z) < 0.

We now consider the second case where z = u € R\ {0} and |u| < 1. In view of expression (4.35)
together with (4.37), we can write

2i u
A Bp(2) = A+ -5 / e = +—7Tdaw<— —)},u(d:z:)
u2
Since e~ > e~ 2= for |u| <1, this implies that

1
A+ Bp(2) / —e @ p(de) > ﬁ\/T%/ —e_%,u(dx).
0
This proves (4.39). Hence, part (a ) is established.
(b) By part (a), q1(2) is analytic. It remains to show that ¢ (z) does not admit any root in C~\{0}.

Similarly to the proof of (4.39), we consider two cases depending on whether or not z is real.
Let z = u+iv, v < 0, and consider ¢;(z) as in (4.37). Note that, by expression (4.34),

—t2

q1(2) = A +imz + Bp(2) = A + im(u + iv) ————dt u(dx).

So,

R(qi(z) = A+ Y et dt(_v),u(dx) +m(—v) >0
! 2T VESR (Fe )+ 2VE '
Therefore, ¢1(z) has no root in {z € C: J(z) < 0}.
Now fix z =u € R\ {0} (i.e., v = 0). Then, expression (4.35) implies that we can write

%)] w(dx) + imu.

w2

Q1(z) =X +imu+ Bp(z) = A + ﬁ%% /000% [e‘ﬂ + j—i_rdavv(—

In particular,
R(z )_)\+5\/_/ —=¢ @ (da:) > 0.

It follows that ¢1(z) has no root in z € R\ {0}. Th1s concludes the proof.
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O

4.3.2. Harmonically bounded case (v > 0). We now turn to the proof of Theorem 3.5. Simi-
larly to the previous subsection, let
1

Z) =
f2(z) z()\z + Bz [ICCOS(z) + ilein(z)] i(y —mz2?) )
Remark 4.8. Similarly to Remark /.4, we note that in formula (4.68), Keos(2) + ifsin(2) is un-
derstood in the sense of (C.2) and (C.6) extended to C. Furthermore, Keos(2) +iKsin(2) is actually
analytic on suitable subspaces of C (see the proof of Theorem 3.5).

(4.68)

For a large constant R > 0, recall that C+ and Cfr/ r are, respectively, the outer and inner half

circles as in (4.20). Also consider the following closed curve C (R) C C* oriented counterclockwise
C(R) = [1/R,RlUC} U[-R,~1/RlUCY . (4.69)

Our approach is similar to that in the proof of Theorem 3.4. We essentially need to show that fo
as in (4.68) is analytic on the upper half plane C*. Once this is accomplished, in view of Cauchy’s
theorem for contour integrals, we are then able to establish Theorem 3.5, whence equipartition of
energy holds for (1.2). Some statements appear in the auxiliary Lemmas 4.9-4.11, whose proofs
are deferred to the end of the section.

First, in the following lemma we provide sufficient conditions on f5 and on the Fourier transform
of K for equipartition of energy to hold.

Lemma 4.9. Let (z(t),v(t)) be the stationary process associated with the weak solution (X,V')
of (1.2). Suppose that, for = € CT \ {0},

i Peos(2) K@) _ |2 (Keos (2) + iKain(2)) (4.70)

2| =00 |z |2|—=0

Let fo(z) be as in (4.68) and let C(R) be the curve as in (4.69). Then, the following holds.
(a) If, for all large enough R > 0,

_ fa(z)dz =0, (4.71)
C(R)
then
E[yz(0)?] = kpT. (4.72)
(b) If, for all large enough R > 0,
/~ 22 fo(2)dz = 0, (4.73)
C(R)
then
E[mv(0)?] = kpT. (4.74)

The proof of Theorem 3.5 is based on verifying that the assumptions of Lemma 4.9 are met.
To this end, we show that fy is analytic on C* \ {0}, which is established based on the following
lemmas.

Lemma 4.10. Let p be the representation measure on [0,00) for K € CM as in Theorem C.1. Let
q2(2) be the function defined on C*\ {0} and given by

G2(2) = 7 — Az +mz” + Bap(2), (4.75)
where p(z) = [ Z=p(dx) is as in (4.28). Then,

(a) g2(z) is analytic on C*\ {0}; and
(b) g2(2) does not admit any root in C*\ {0}.
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Lemma 4.11. Suppose K(t) = ¢(t?) where o € CM. Let i be the representation measure on
[0,00) for ¢ as in Theorem C.1. Let qa2(2) be the function defined on C* \ {0} and given by

G2(2) = Az + Bzp(—2) +i(y — m2?), (4.76)

where p(z) = @ foooﬁw<— Q\Z/E>u(da:) is as in (4.37). Then,

(a) q2(2) is analytic on CT\ {0}; and
(b) @2(z) does not admit any root in C* \ {0}.

We now provide the proof of Theorem 3.5.

Proof of Theorem 3.5. Similarly to the proof of Theorem 3.4, we first consider the case where
K € CM. It suffices to check that the conditions for Lemma 4.9 are met using auxiliary results
provided in Lemma 4.10.

We first verify the limit condition (4.70). First note that z € C* \ {0} implies iz € C*\ {0}.
Then, as a consequence of relations (C.2) extended to C* \ {0},

Keos(2) + isin(z) = /Oox iz (dz) = — /000 ! p(dz) = —p(iz),

0 22+ 22" iz—x

where p(z) is as in (4.28). Condition (4.70) now follows immediately from Lemma 4.6, (a), cf. (4.29).
To verify the contour integral conditions (4.71) and (4.73) for all large enough R, it suffices to
prove that fy(z) is, indeed, analytic on C* \ {0}. To this end, recast

1
fa(2) = 2(Az = Bz [y° 2= p(de) +i(y — mz?))
1
= 50— ) + (e + B pan(dn)
1
T ega(iz)’

where ¢2(+) is as in (4.75). Since z € CT \ {0}, then iz € C*\ {0}. Also, in view of Lemma 4.10,
g2(+) is analytic and does not have poles in C* \ {0}. It then follows immediately that, for z €
Ct\ {0}, (izq2(iz))~! = fa(2) is analytic on CT \ {0}, which clearly implies the contour integral
conditions (4.71) and (4.73).

We now turn to the case where K(t) = o(t?) € CM. We have to verify the assumptions of
Lemma 4.9 by combining auxiliary results in Lemmas 4.7 and 4.11. Recall that p(z) and ga(z2),
respectively, are given by (4.37) and (4.76). In light of (C.6), for 2 € CT \ {0},

1
2q2(2)
The limits in (4.70) are now a consequence of the fact that, for z € CT \ {0},

lim Gl 0= lim |2p(—2)|, (4.77)
|z|—o00 |z| |z|—0
where (4.77) follows from Lemma 4.7, (a), cf. (4.38).

Also, by Lemma 4.11, the function fa(z) = (2¢2(2))~! is analytic on CT \ {0}. It follows that
the contour integral conditions (4.71) and (4.73) hold for all large enough R. Consequently, the
assumptions of Lemma 4.9 have been verified, which implies that relations (4.72) and (4.74) hold.
Thus, the proof is complete. O

Keos(2) +isin(2) = p(—2), and fa(z) =

We now provide the proof of Lemma 4.9.
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Proof of Lemma /.9. (a) First, recall from (2.14) and covariance relation (A.3) that

E[$(0)2] — k2B—7TT erl(w)dw
k © cos (W
_ BT/ : 2(A + Beos(w)) S dw. (4.78)
[i(y — mw? — BuwKsin()) + Aw + Bokeos(w))]

Hence, it suffices to prove that the value of the integral (4.78) is wy~!.

Let f(z) be the function as in (4.68). Then, the contour integral of f, on C'(R) may be decom-

posed into
1/R
L= ([ o [,y
1/R ch cT

1/R

= L(R) + I2(R) + I3(R) + I14(R).

We now proceed to reexpress and establish the limiting behavior of each integral I;(R), 1 = 1,2, 3,4,
as R — oo. First, note that

R dw
hiR) = /1/R w(Aw + Bwkeos(w) +i(y = mw? + Bwksin(w)))’

where, once again, we use the notation w for integration along the real axis. Turning to I3(R),
recall that the function K. is even, whereas g, is odd. Thus, by a change of variable z := —w,
We can reexpress

1/R —dw
[3(R) B /R —w(_)\w - BWICCOS(_W) + i(’y — mw? + ﬁ(_w)lcsm(_w)))

_ R dw
N /1/R wW(—Aw — Bwkeos(w) + i(y — mw? + BwKin(w)))

Therefore,

dw.

R 2\ + 25Kcos(w)
Li(R)+ I3(R) =
1( ) + 3( ) /1/R h, — mw? + BWICsin(w)P + w2!)\ + /BICCOS(W)’2

By virtue of the Monotone Convergence Theorem,

Li(R) + I3(R) — /oc;’ll(W)dw, as R — oo. (4.79)
0
With regards to Ir(R), for z € Cr C C* \ {0}, recast fo(z) as
1
f2(2) = 2(Az + B2(Keos(2) + iKsin(2)) + i(y — m22))

1
(A2t + Bz N Keos(2) 4 iKain(2)) +i(y272 —m))
By making the change of variable z := Rel,
I>(R)

B / T idf (4.80)
o o R2ei20 [/\R—1e—i9 + BR1e=10[[Coos (ReM?)) + iin (Rel?)] + i(yR—2e~120 — m)] )
By (4.70), as R — oo, the integrand in (4.80) converges to 0. Hence, by the Dominated Convergence
Theorem,

I, (R) — 0, as R— . (4.81)
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Similarly, by making a change of variable z = R™1el?, we have
(R) = /0 idd

©Ja AR + BRIV s (R1e10) + ik g (R™1el0)] 4 i(y — mR—2e120)’
As R — oo, again by relation (4.70), the integrand in (4.82) converges to y~!. In light of the
Dominated Convergence Theorem, this implies that

I(R) — —my™!, as R — oo. (4.83)
Collecting the limits (4.79), (4.81) and (4.83), we obtain

0= lim / fa(z)dz :/ 11 (w)dw — 7wyt
C(R) 0

Iy (4.82)

R—o0

Hence,
kT [
E[yx(0)?] = ’y% r11(w)dw = kT,
0
which establishes (4.72).
With regards to E[v(0)?], expressions (2.14) and (2.15) imply that

_ kpT

E[v(0)?] = ro9(w)dw

or Jg
_ kgT /oo 2w* (A + BKeos(w)) du
& 0 ‘1(7 - mw2 - ﬁWICsin(w)) + Aw + 50‘)’(:005(("}))‘

We now claim that the integral in (4.84) is equal to 7m~!. Similarly to the argument for E[z(0)
to establish this we consider the contour integral

/5<R> )= { /jR i /c; ! /_:/RJF /C+ }sz 2(2)dz (4.85)

(4.84)

’]

9

1/R
By calculations analogous to those for I;(R) + I3(R),
2w? ()\ + BKcos (w))

Is(R) + I7(R) — / sdw, as R— o0, (4.87)
0 |i(y — mw?

_ ﬁw’csin(w)) + Aw + ﬁWICcos(w))‘

where the limit is a consequence of the Monotone Convergence Theorem.
On the other hand, in regard to integration along the outer half circle C’E, note that we can

express
1

- z(Azt + B2 (Keos(2) + iKsin(2)) +i(y2—2 —m))
Thus, by making a change of variable z = Rel?, we obtain
(R) = / ' . . _idw — | |

0 AR le71 4+ BR=1e 10[K o5 (Re?)) + iKgn(Re?)] + i(yR2e7120 — m)
Consequently, in light of the Dominated Convergence Theorem together with condition (4.70),
Is(R) — —mm™t, as R — ooc. (4.88)

2 f(z)

Ig

Likewise, by a change of variable z = R~ 1lel?,

(R) = /7r R73eBidw
~ Jo ART'el? + BR1EV[Koos(R1eM?)) + ik sin (R 1el?)] 4 i(y — mR—2e120)

Iy (4.89)
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By (4.70), the integrand in (4.89) converges to zero. Therefore, by the Dominated Convergence
Theorem,

Is(R) -+ 0, as R— . (4.90)
Based on expressions (4.85), (4.87), (4.88) and (4.90), we obtain the limit
0= lim 2f(2)dz= [ roo(w)dw —mm L.
R—o0 C(R) 0
Hence,
kT
E[muv(0)?] = % m( )dw = kpT.
0
This establishes (4.74). O

We now provide the proof of Lemma 4.10.

Proof of Lemma 4.10. In view of Lemma 4.6 (a), p(z) is analytic in C* \ {0}, and so is g2(z). This
shows (a).

We now show (b), i.e., we prove that g2(z) does not admit any root in C* \ {0}. Similarly to
the proof of Lemma 4.6 for ¢1(z), first observe that g2(z) cannot have a (real) negative real root.
Indeed, if z < 0, then

>~ 1
= A 2 /7 dz) > 0.
@2(2) =7+ Mel +mlef 4+ Bl2] | —n(de)

Next, by means of contradiction, suppose that zyp = —u + iv, is a root of ¢2(z), where u > 0 and
v # 0. (4.91)
A routine calculation shows that the condition ¢a2(z0) = 0 is equivalent to
o
1
0=~y +mu? —v?) —i2uv + M — i\ + B(—u + iv) /0 mu(dx)
00 2
9 o Bu(u + x) + Bv
= - A d
v+ m(u® —v*) + u—l—/o ut a2 102 w(dz)
x
A48 [ ).
w( mu + +ﬁ/ Wt o) +U2,u( x)
Consequently, v = 0, which contradicts (4.91). This establishes (b). O

We now provide the proof of Lemma 4.11. The argument is essentially the same as that for
proving Lemma 4.7, (b).

Proof of Lemma 4.11. By Lemma 4.7, (a), p(z) is analytic on C~ \ {0}. Therefore, g2(2) = \z +
Bzp(—2) + i(y — m2?) is analytic on C* \ {0}. This establishes (a).

We now turn to (b), i.e., we want to show that g2(z) does not admit any root in C* \ {0}. To
see this, first recall that ¢;(z) is given by (4.37). Then, ¢2(z) as in (4.76) can be rewritten as

Go(2) = z()\ + Bp(—=2) +im(—=z) — l—lz> = z<fjl(—z) — 1_12)

Thus, it suffices to show that gi(z) —iZ does not admit any root in C~ \ {0}. The argument for
showing this is similar to the one in the proof of Lemma 4.7, (b), and involves two cases, i.e., for
real and non-real z € C~ \ {0}.

Assume first that J(z) < 0. Write z = u + iv, v < 0 and note that, by expression (4.34),

—¢2

Q(z )—11—)\+1m(u+w c dt,u(da:)—iz.

z 2\/_/\/_sz 2f+t z
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After a routine calculation, we obtain

~ Y B [>1 €_t2 (= ) V(=)
R z)—i= —)\—i-— — d p(dx) +m(—v) +——=5 > 0. (4.92
Alternatively, assume z =u € R\ {0} Then, by expression (4.35),
- B 1 _ﬁ 2i U ) .Y
ql(u)—l— )\+ﬁ—/ ﬁdavv(— m)},u(dzn)+1mu—1;.

Hence,
§R<q1( )_1_) —A+Bf/ =i : u(de) > (4.93)

By (4.92) and (4.93), we conclude that ¢;(z) — iy/z has no root in z € C~ \ {0}, and that neither
does g2(z) in C* \ {0}. This finishes the proof. O
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APPENDIX A. STATIONARY RANDOM OPERATORS

In this section, we review and generalize the framework of stationary distributions [7, 20, 29, 51].
The goal is to construct stationary random operators for the purpose of analyzing the well-posedness
of the 2D GLE.

Hereinafter, * denotes Hermitian transposition and || - || denotes the operator norm. #Hx(d, C)
and M(d, C) denote, respectively, the convex cone of Hermitian positive semidefinite matrices and
the space of d x d, entry—wise C-valued matrices.

Given d € N, u(t) = (uy(t),...,uq(t))” denotes a C%valued stochastic process. We now briefly
recall the definitions of weak stationarity and mean squared continuity.

Definition A.1. A stochastic process {u(t)}ier is said to be weakly stationary if, for all t,s € R,
(a) Efu(t)u(®)*] < oo;
(b) E[u(t)] = u, for some constant vector w (we may assume u = 0); and
(c) the covariance matriz E[u(t)u(s)*] only depends on the difference t — s.

Definition A.2. A second order stochastic process {u(t)}icr is said to be mean squared continuous
if, for all t € R, limp_o E(u(t + h) — u(t))*(u(t + h) —u(t)) = 0.

In the following theorem, we recall the fact that, under mild conditions, the covariance structure
of a weakly stationary process is characterized by its so-named spectral measure (see also [40], [26,
Theorem 7.1] and [2, Chapter 4]).

Theorem A.3. A mean squared continuous process {u(t)}ier is weakly stationary if and only if
its matriz—valued covariance function has the representation

Elu(t)u(s)*] = /Rei(t_s)‘“y(dw), t,s € R. (A1)
n (A1),
v(dw) = (vij(dw))i<ij<a € H>0(d, C) (A.2)

is a matriz-valued Borel measure such that |[v(R)|| < oo.
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Remark A.4. If the matriz—valued measure v(dw) is entry—wise absolutely continuous with respect
to the Lebesgue measure, then we can write

v(dw) = f(w)dw

for some entry-wise integrable function f taking values in H>o(d,C) a.e. (¢f. [26, Theorem 7.1]).
The function f is called the spectral density of u(t).

Analogously, we briefly recall the notion of stationary random distributions, a generalization of
multivariate stationary processes, first introduced in [11, 20]. So, let 7, be the shift operator given
by Typ(z) = p(z — y) for any p € S. Also, let L?(£2) be the space of all complex-valued random
variables with finite variance. We now provide the definition of a stationary distribution (see [51,
Section 1]).

Definition A.5. A linear functional F : S — L*(Q)¢ given by (F, ) = ((F1,¢),...,(Fq, )T is
called a stationary random distribution on S if the following two conditions hold.

(a) For ally € R and for all p € S, E(F,1y¢p) = E(F,¢); and

(b) for all y € R and for all 1,92 € S,

E[(F, myp1)(F, myp2)*] = E[(F, 01)(F, 02)*].

Analogously to Theorem A.3, we have the following characterization of the second order structure
of a stationary distribution in terms of covariance functionals and spectral measures. See also
26, 51].

Theorem A.6. A linear functional F : S — L*(Q)? is a stationary random distribution on S if
and only if its covariance matrix B(p1,¢2) has the representation

B(gr,92) = E[(F, 1) (F, 02)7] = /R B (@)@ (dw). (A.3)

In (A.3), v(dw) = (v3;(dw))i<i j<d s a Hx>o(d, C)—valued measure such that, for some p € R,

)l _
/R < 00. (A4)

(1+w?)P
Remark A.7. (a) Note that, due to condition (A.4) and to the fact that ¢ is a Schwartz function,
(F, ) is, indeed, an element of L*>(Q)%.
(b) Similarly to Remark A./J, in case the measure v as in Theorem A.G has the form v(dw) =

f(w)dw for some a.e. H>o(d,C)-valued function f, then f is called the spectral density of the
stationary distribution F. Furthermore, in view of (A.4), there exists p € R such that

w
/ de < 00. (A.5)
R (1 +w )p
Whereas Theorem A.6 describes the spectral representation of the covariance structure of the
stationary distribution F, a representation formula for the linear functional F itself is provided

next. For this purpose, we need the definition of a random measure.

Definition A.8. Let v be a matriz-valued Borel measure satisfying (A.2) and (A.4). Let B, be
the collection of all Borel sets E C R such that |[v(E)|| < co. A map Z : B, — L?>(Q)? is called a
random measure with respect to v if for By, Ey € B,

E[Z(El)Z(EQ)*] = V(El N Eg).

So, let Z(dw) be a random measure with respect to v as in Definition A.8. The natural space of
integrands for Z(dw) is given by
)

L*(v) = {g :R — M(d,C): H /Rg(w)y(dw)g(w)*
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In fact, for every gi,92 € L*(v), the stochastic integral [; g(w)Z(dw) is a well defined random

vector such that
5| [ a@za( [ we)z@n)| = [ a@pamer (A0

(see [20, 51] for a detailed discussion). In the following theorem, F' is characterized by means of
random measures (see also [51, Theorem 3]).

Theorem A.9. Let F' be a stationary random distribution with the spectral measure v as in The-
orem A.6. Then, there exists a random measure Z corresponding to v as in Definition A.8 such
that, for oll p € S,

(o) = [ 3w)- T Z(dw), (A7)
where 1 is the identity matriz. Moreover, Z is uniquely determined by F' and v.

Note that, as of now, the stationary distribution F' is a functional whose domain is restricted
to S. In order to define the process u(t) via F, it is necessary to extend the definition of F' to
a subclass of tempered distributions &’. For this purpose, we employ the approach introduced
in [7, 29].

Definition A.10. Let v be a matriz—valued Borel measure satisfying conditions (A.4) and (A.2).
Let Z be the vector—valued random measure associated with v as in Definition A.S8. Further suppose
that v is absolutely continuous with respect to Lebesgue measure. Then, we define an operator
® : S — L*(Q)? by means of the mapping

g€ S (@)= [ Flol(w) 1aZ(d). (A8)
The domain of ®, denoted by Dom(®), is the set of tempered distributions g such that its Fourier
transform F [g] in S’ is a function defined on R and that F [g] € L*(v).

In the following lemma we establish that the absolute continuity of v with respect to Lebesgue
measure is a sufficient condition for the extension of ® as in Definition A.10 to be well defined.
This extends analogous results for one-dimensional settings [7, 29].

Lemma A.11. Let ® : Dom(®) C 8" — L?(Q)? be the operator as in Definition A.10. Then, ® is
well defined.

The proof of Lemma A.11 is essentially the same as that of [29, Lemma 2.15]. Since the argument
is short, we include it here for the sake of completeness.

Proof of Lemma A.11. By the absolutely continuity of v with respect to Lebesgue measure, we may
write v(dw) = f(w)dw. We proceed to show that the right-hand side of (A.8) does not depend on
the choice of F[g]. To see that, suppose Fi[g] and Fa[g] are Fourier transforms of ¢ in &’. Then,
Filg]l = Falg] a.e. [47]. In view of (A.G), this implies that

/}"1 ) - Iy Z(dw) — /5 )-IdZ(dw)>
/ Filgl(@) - I Z(dw) — / Folg )-IdZ(dw))*] (A.9)

-/ \fl () — Ralgl(w)|[ Fw)de =

It follows that the random vectors [ Fi[g](w) - I Z(dw) and [, Falg](w) - 14 Z(dw) are equal a.s.,
implying that ® is well defined. This finishes the proof. ]
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Having obtained the extension ® of F' to §’, we are now ready to define the process u(t) via the
action of ® on Dirac functions as in the following definition.

Definition A.12 (The function—valued version of a stationary random operator). Let d; be the
Dirac 0 distribution centered at t. If 6y € Dom(®), then we define

u(t) == (®,3,). (A.10)

Remark A.13. We note that the condition 0y € Dom(®) in Definition A.12 is equivalent to
the assumption l/m are all finite nonnegative measures. To see this, by Definition A.10 together
with (A.6) and (A.8), it holds that

/fét IdZ(dw)</R}'[5t]( A dw _H/ dw * < 0,

where the last implication above is equivalent to Zle vii(R) < oo, since v € Hx>o(d,C). In view
of Theorem A.3, u(t) = (®,0;) is thus simply the ordinary stochastic process version for ® (cf.
Lemma 4.2).

APPENDIX B. FOURIER ANALYSIS OF THE MEMORY KERNEL K (t)

In this section, we collect several useful properties of Fourier transforms for K (¢) under Assump-
tion 2.1. More details can be found in [7, 29, 41, 42, 43].

In the following lemma, we state the fact that the Fourier transform of K under Assumption 2.1
is well defined in the sense of improper integrals.

Lemma B.1. Suppose that K satz'sﬁes Assumption 2.1 (I) (a) cmd (b) Then, for w # 0, the
improper integrals Keos(w fo ) cos(tw)dt and Kgin(w fo ) sin(tw)dt are well defined,
continuous in w, and

wh_I)IOlO Keos(w) = wh—>Holo Ksin(w) = 0. (B.1)
Proof. The proof is essentially the same as in [29, Lemma 2.18]. See also [42, Lemma 1]. d

Next, we describe the Fourier transform of K in the sense of distributions.

Lemma B.2. Suppose that K satisfies Assumption 2.1. Then, the following holds.

(a) The Fourier transform of K in the sense of tempered distributions is given by 2Kcos. In
other words, for every p € S,

/ K(t / 2 cos (w)p(w)dw. (B.2)
(b) For any ¢ € S, the Fourier transform of K™ x ¢ in S’ is given by

FIKT 9] (@) = KF - = (Keos(w) — iKain(w)) Bw), (B.3)
where K (t) = K (t)1[0,00)(t)-

Proof. (a) If K is integrable then (B.2) is a consequence of Fubini’s theorem. When K satisfies the
tail behavior =1 (see Assumption 2.1 (II) (b)), then the argument can be found in the proof of [7,
Proposition 17]. Finally, if K satisfies Assumption 2.1 (II) (c), the argument is the same as in the
proof of [29, Proposition 2.19 (a)].

(b) The proof of (B.3) is essentially the same as the proof of [29, Proposition 2.19 (b)]. O

In the following result, we provide the asymptotic behavior of the functions K. and Kgpn
near the or1g1n These properties play an import role in establishing the asymptotic growth of
fo ))ds as t — oo in Theorem 3.3. See also [19, 42, 43] for related results.
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Lemma B.3 (Abelian direction). Suppose that K € L} (0,00) satisfies Assumption 2.1. Then,
the following holds.

(a) If K is integrable, then

Keos(w) — / K(t)dt and Kgn(w)—0 asw — 0. (B.4)
0
(b) If K(t) ~t~1 ast — oo, then
ICCOS(W) T
d sin ) 5 B.
Tog(@)] )|—>cl, and K (w)—)cl2 asw — 0 (B.5)

where ¢ = limy_, oo t K (t
(c) If there exists o € (0,1)
cos(u)

wl_alCCOS(w) — ca/

0 ue

) € (0,00).

uch that K(t) ~t~® as t — oo, then

) and W' Kgn(w) — ca/ Smfxu) du asw—0, (B.6)
0 u

where ¢, = limy_, 00 t% K (t) € (0,00).

Proof. The limit (B.4) is a consequence of the Dominated Convergence Theorem. The limits (B.
and (B.6) can be found in [7, Proposition 9] and [29, Proposition 3.1}, respectively.

N

APPENDIX C. COMPLETELY MONOTONIC FUNCTIONS

In this section, we discuss two important properties of completely monotonic functions that are
needed in the calculation of the second moment of (z(t),v(t)) (see Theorems 3.4 and 3.5). First, we
recall the following well-known theorem on the representation of the class CM in terms of Laplace
transforms of Radon measures.

Theorem C.1 (Hausdorff-Bernstein—-Widder Theorem). A function K is completely monotone as
in Definition 2./ if and only if K admits the formula

K(t) = /0 Tt u(da), (1)

for some positive Borel measure p on [0,00).

In Lemma C.2, stated and proven next, we compute Fourier transforms of completely monotonic
functions based on their representation measures.

Lemma C.2. Suppose that K € CM and that K is locally integrable and is decreasing to 0 as
t — oo. Let p be the representation measure as in (C.1). Then for every w # 0, we can write

. Cr+iw
Koos () = iKain (1) = /0 S n(d) (C.2)
The proof of Lemma C.2 is essentially the same as that of [30, Lemma 3.8]. The only difference
is that in [30, Lemma 3.8], K belongs to CMy, the class of completely monotone functions such
that K (0) is finite, whereas in Lemma C.2, we assume a slightly more general condition, namely,

K being locally integrable around the origin.

Proof of Lemma C.2. First note that, for all w # 0, the integrals in (C.2) are finite. Indeed, since
K is locally integrable, Fubini’s theorem implies that

] _ o7
/ K(t)dt = / / wu(dz)dt = / ; p(dz) < oo.
0

1 —e 2 01 _
w((0.1]) < e /0 L= ) <e /0 L= da) < o, (C3)

xT T

In particular,
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and

/100 llu(d:p) 1 _16_1 /100 - e_w,u(dzn) < 0. (C.4)

X

It follows that

/Ooox2 —|$—w2u / / 2 _|_w2“ (dz) < —5u([0,1]) + /100 %,u(da;) < 0.

Likewise,

0o, 1 1
|t ntde) < Sullo.1) v [T Gutde) <o

22+ w2l

Now, by the definition of improper integral,

A
Kcos(w) - ilein(w) = lim K(t)e_it“dt_
A—o00 0
Based on the representation K (t fooo o—to w(dz) (see (C.1)) and on Fubini’s theorem, we obtain

/K —ltwdt // ltwdt
/ / —(z+iw) tdtu dx)

(z+iw)A
_ / e )
0

x4+ iw
) (1 _ e—(ﬂc+iw)A) T S (1 _ e—(w+iw)A) w

- /0 22 + w? plde) = 1/0 22 + w? p(dz).

Also, since K (t) decreases to 0 as t — oo, the Dominated Convergence Theorem implies that

_ >~ —tx 1 _
u((0p) = fim [ (o) = Jim K () <o (©5)
It follows that p—a.e. on z € [0, 00),
(1 _ e—(w-l—iw)A) T x (1 _ e—(:t-l—iw)A) w w
Ao 2 + w? 2 + w?’ and Ao 22 + w2 22 + w2

Again by the Dominated Convergence Theorem, we obtain

i ([ Oy [ D0

A—o0 x2 + w2 22 + w2

* * w Pr—iw
/0 x2+w2u( ?) 1/0 x2+w2u( ?) /0 x2+w2u( z)

This establishes (C.2) for Keos(w) — iKgin(w). The formula for Keos(w) + isin(w) can be derived

using a similar argument. O

Next, we consider the case K = ¢(t?), where ¢ € CM. Unlike in the situation where K € CM,
computing the Fourier transform of K = ¢(#?) is more complicated since it relies on delicate
estimates for the error functions erf and erfc as well as for the Faddeeva function w introduced
n (4.31)-(4.33).
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Lemma C.3. Suppose that K (t) = o(t?), where ¢ € CM. Also suppose that K is locally integrable
and decreases to 0 as t — 0o. Let u be the representation measure for ¢ € CM as in (C.1). Then,

for every w # 0, we can write
Keos(w) £ ilsin(w) = \/_/ e i erfc 2;5),u(d:17)
(C.6)

/ T ulda).

Proof. We will prove formula (C.6) for Keos(w) — iKgin(w). The formula for Keos(w) + igin(w) can
be derived using a similar argument.
In view of the expression (C.1) for ¢ € CM, K(t) admits the representation

K(t) = (1) = / % () > 0. (c.7)
0
For pu(dz) as in (C.7), we claim that
<1

v

To see this, first note that, due to the local integrability of K,

oo>/01K(t)dt:/01 /Ooz—t%(dx)dt:/ooc% /Oﬁe—tzdtu(dx), (C.9)

where the second equality in (C.9) follows from a change of variable. Also,

Y e ey ey e

which proves (C.8).
Now fix A > 0 and let w # 0. Fubini’s Theorem and a change of variable imply that

= AVz+iz=
/ K —1wtdt / / —t2p— 1wtd7£_’u dﬂj‘ / e 4 Ve _Z2dz ,u(d:lt) (Clo)

When considering the limit A — oo, we want to apply the Dominated Convergence Theorem in
expression (C.10) so as to establish formula (C.6). To this end, it suffices to find a dominating

A iz%=
) VTHEE =24, A > 0.

We consider the contour integral on the rectangle curve

Dy 0——-)12\/_ A\/_+1

By the analyticity of =%, Ip, e~#dz = 0, whence

p(dz) < oo. (C.8)

u—integrable function for the family of integrands &

NG

\/_ -—» Ayx —-» 0.

AVa+ige v w_ AVa+ize
Ve, = / P4t —/ v e " dz +/ Ve . (C.11)
iges 0 0 AT

By making the changes of variable z = it and z = Ay/z + it in the second and last terms on the
right-hand side of (C.11), we obtain

A/x+i=— A
v M zdz—/ f_tdt—l/ftd t+i /M—(Af“t)d
2\/_ 0 0
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It follows that
Jw]|

Avz+i
(/ 2f—Zdz‘<—+2/Mt2dt
0

It remains to show that
o0 1 2
— e e p(da) < oo C.12
Tz p(dz) (C.12)

and
0</ ——daw ‘) (dz) < (C.13)

To show (C.12), we employ (C.8) and the elementary bound e~* < 1/t for all t > 0 to construct
the estimate
<1

Oﬁeiw dx<—/fudx /\/_dm

In turn, to show (C.13), note that, for all real ¢, daw(t) as in (4.36) satisfies [35, Section 7.8]

daw(|t]) < ’% (C.14)
Therefore,
*1 |w] c *1
— Hud B < (0,1 — .
; \/Edaw<2\/§),u(dx) < |w|,u([0 1) —I-c/1 \/E,u(da:) < 00
This concludes the proof. O

We finish this section by the establishing the following useful estimate on w(z). The result is
employed in Section 4 in establishing the equipartition of energy condition.

Lemma C.4. Let w(z) be the Faddeeva function as in (4.33). For all z = re¥, —71/8 < 6 < 97/8

and sufficiently large 7,
C
[w(z)] <

EN

(C.15)

Remark C.5. The interval (—m/8,97/8) in Lemma C.4 can actually be any (01,602) such that
—m/4 < 01 < 0y < 5 /4.

Proof of Lemma C.4. There are two situations to be considered, depending on the location of z in
C.

We first consider the case where &(z) > 0. By writing z = u+iv, v > 0, in view of (4.31), (4.32)
and (4.33), we can reexpress w(z) as

w(z) =e” 1——/ e dz

We consider the contour integral on the triangle curve
Dy :0-->v--»v—iu--+0.
Since fD2 e~ dz = 0, then

v—iu 5 v 5 v—iu 9
/ e dz :/ e % dz —I—/ e % dz
0 0 v
v 2 u 112
:/ e tdt — i/ e~ (=it g
0 0
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It follows that

2,2 s 2 2
w(z) — e U +v°—i2uv (1 _ = dt+ 1_ e v 24t +12vtdt)
VT Jo
_ %e—u2+v2—i2uv(/ooe—t2dt+ i/ o v +t2+12vtdt>'
T v 0

T (o]
\/77 w(z)] < e / e dt 4+ e
v 0

So, the bound (C.15) holds provided we can show that
sup(|u| + v) (I (u, v) + Iz (u,v)) < co.
v>0

Therefore,

/ et2+i2vtdt‘ = [1(u71)) + IQ(U,U).

(C.16)

We first consider I;(u,v). Note that there exists a positive ¢ > 0 such that, for all |u|, v > 0,

—u2 C 02 Oo_tQ
e < and e e " dt < .
11 \ I
Hence, for all v € R and v > 0,

c

—t C
et dt < < )
/v S (u+Dw+1) ~ Ju[+o+1

L (u,v) = emu Y

implying

sup(|u| + v) 11 (u,v) < oo.
v>0

In regard to Is(u,v), we invoke (C.14) to estimate
u 2 i2 2 |’U“ 2
et ”tdt‘ < |ule™ / e dt < e.
0

To bound vl (u,v), it suffices to consider v > 1. Note that
u
/ et Sin(2vt)dt‘
0

Jul
2/ etzsin(%t)dt‘.
0

By Second Mean Value Theorem, for each v > 1, there exists 0 < u, < |u| such that

[ul 2 x 2 Jul 1+ 6“2
‘/ e’ cos(2ut)dt| = ‘/ cos(2ut)dt + e / cos(2ut dt‘ <c
0 0 u v

|ul T2 (u, v) = |ule™

N

u
Ir(u,v) <e ™ / e’ cos(2vt)dt‘ e
0

Jul
=e ¥ / e’ cos(2fut)dt‘ +e
0

.
Likewise,

+ v’

lul -, 1
‘/ et sin(2vt)dt‘ <c
0 v

Therefore, still for v > 1,
vls(u,v) < ec.

(C.17)

(C.18)

(C.19)

The bounds (C.17), (C.18) and (C.19) imply (C.16). This establishes (C.15) for the case v =

S(z) > 0.

Alternatively, consider the case z = rel, § € [~7/8,0] U [r,97/8]. In particular, I(z) < 0. By

writing z = u — iv, v > 0, we note that

1:\tan( )\<tan<8><1

Jul
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In other words, there exists € € (0,1) such that v < e|u|. Note that w(z) satisfies the property [9,
expression (3)]

—222

w(—z)=e —w(z), VzeC.

Then, for v > 0,
w(u —iv) = w(—(—u+iv)) = e A-utiv)? _ w(—u+iv) < e 2w =) 4 lw(—u+1iv)].  (C.20)
We invoke (C.15) for the first case J(z) > 0 to see that for all |ul, v > 0,
(Ju| + v)|w(—u + iv)| < c. (C.21)

Also, since 0 < v < ¢u|, € € (0,1), we infer the existence of a (possibly different) positive constant
¢ > 0 such that

(|u| +U)e—2(u2—v ( + 2(1—¢)

1
We finally combine the estimates (C.22) and (C.2
mate (C.15) for the second case z = rel, 6 € [—7/8

)|ule” < (C.22)
1)

£
with (C.20) to establish the desired esti-
,0] U [m,97/8]. This concludes the proof. O
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