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Abstract. In statistical physics, the Mori-Zwanzig projection operator formalism
(also called Nakajima-Zwanzig projection operator formalism) is used to derive a
linear integro-differential equation for observables in Hilbert space, the generalized
Langevin equation (GLE). This technique relies on the splitting of the dynamics into
a projected and an orthogonal part. We prove that the GLE together with the second
fluctuation dissipation theorem (2FDT) uniquely define the fluctuating forces as well
as the memory kernel. The GLE and 2FDT are an immediate consequence of the
existence and uniqueness of solutions of linear Volterra equations. They neither rely
on the Dyson identity nor on the concept of orthogonal dynamics. This holds true for
autonomous as well as non-autonomous systems. Further results are obtained for the
Mori projection for autonomous systems, for which the fluctuating forces are orthogonal
to the observable of interest. In particular, we prove that the orthogonal dynamics is a
strongly continuous semigroup generated by QLQ, where L is the generator of the time
evolution operator, and P = 1 — @ is the Mori projection operator. As a consequence,
the corresponding orbit maps (e.g. the fluctuating forces) are the unique mild solutions
of the associated abstract Cauchy problem. Furthermore, we show that the orthogonal
dynamics is a unitary group, if £ is skew-adjoint. In this case, the fluctuating forces are
stationary. In addition, we present a proof of the GLE by means of semigroup theory,
and we retrieve the commonly used definitions for the fluctuating forces, memory
kernel, and orthogonal dynamics. Our results apply to general autonomous dynamical
systems, whose time evolution is given by a strongly continuous semigroup. This
includes large classes of systems in classical statistical mechanics.
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1. Introduction

In statistical physics the method called ” projection operator formalism”, ” Mori-Zwanzig
formalism” or ”Nakajima-Zwanzig-formalism” is a well-established method to reduce
the dimension of a dynamical system. (For textbooks see ref. [I8 [61} 26], for original
texts see ref. [57, 59, 37, 58| 62 (60, 36, 28] B1].) The basic idea of this method is
to start out with the complete description of a microscopic system in terms of its
Liouville-von Neumann equation and to produce the evolution equations of a set of
observables of interest by means of a projection. The resulting evolution equations are
called Generalized Langevin Equations (GLE).

Since the 1960s there has been considerable research effort in analyzing the
properties of the GLE and in developing methods to infer the parameters of the GLE
from experimental data (for didactic introductions to the topic see e.g. [47, 46, (50, (7], 21]).
In the physics literature, authors who write about the projection operator formalism
usually base their arguments on an operator identity which they associate with the
names Kawasaki, Dyson or Duhamel (depending on the authors’ scientific background).
This operator identity serves to handle the ”orthogonal dynamics”, i.e. the dynamics
of degrees of freedom orthogonal to the projection [57, [36, 17, 23, [11]. Surprisingly,
there is hardly any literature in which the origin and range of validity of this operator
identity or the properties of the orthogonal dynamics are mentioned. To our knowledge,
there is just one article which gives a proof of existence for the orthogonal dynamics
[15]. We have the impression that large parts of the statistical physics community
have accepted the Dyson identity as a justification of the GLE without questioning its
mathematical background. This impression is supported by a statement in the work
of Givon, Hald and Kupferman who motivate their existence proof by writing ”The
validity of the Mori-Zwanzig formalism relies on the well-posedness of the orthogonal
dynamics equation, which has always been taken for granted.” [15]. Also Zhu, Dominy,
and Venturi remark ”When estimating the M[ori]Z[wanzig] memory integral, we need
to deal with the semigroup e'*?. It turns out to be extremely difficult to prove strong
continuity of such a semigroup in general...” [56]. (In this quotation, the term e'*@
stands for the orthogonal dynamics.)

Here, we will fill this gap. First we show that the Dyson identity is not needed
to derive the GLE in the first place. The GLE can be obtained in a straight-forward
manner from the theory of linear Volterra equations without making assumptions on
the properties of the orthogonal dynamics. Then we discuss some properties of the
GLE for the case of the projection operator introduced by Mori [36]. We reinterpret the
fluctuating forces as unique mild solutions of an abstract Cauchy problem. After that
we specify conditions under which the orthogonal dynamics is a strongly continuous
semigroup after all, i.e. we show a non-trivial case for which the line of argument
presented in the statistical physics literature actually holds. Finally, we address the
case of non-autonomous systems (e.g. systems under time-dependent external driving
or active matter) and show that the non-stationary GLE [33] 27, [34] 35| [49] [55] also
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follows from the theory of Volterra equations.

2. Generalized Langevin equation

Throughout this article, let H be a complex Hilbert space, and let (.,.) denote the scalar
product with complex conjugation in its second argument. Let {U(t)};>0 be a strongly
continuous semigroup on H such that the time evolution for some state vector x € H
is given by the orbit map t — U(t)x. The generator is denoted by (£, D(L)). Further,
let P be an orthogonal projection on H. Its complemented projection is denoted by

Q:=1-"P.

2.1. Linear Volterra equations

The following derivation of the GLE by means of the theory of Volterra equations is
inspired by the existence proof for the orthogonal dynamics for finite-rank projections
within the context of Hamiltonian vector fields given by Givon et al. [15, Theorem 4.1]
in 2005.

Theorem 1 (Generalized Langevin equation I). Let 0 # 2z € D(L£) N D(L"). Let the
memory kernel K : R, — C be defined by the unique continuous solution of the Volterra
equation

K(t) = (U{t)QLz, QL 2)(z, z)_l—/o K(t—s)U(s)z, QL 2) (2, 2)  ds . (2.1)

Let the fluctuating forces n: Ry — H be defined according to

t
o =U1)QLz — / K(t—s)U(s)zds . (2.2)
0
Then, the orbit map Ry >t — U(t)z € H solves the generalized Langevin equation
t
%U(t)z =U(t)PLz +m + / K(t—s)U(s)zds, (2.3)
0

and for K(t) and n
K(t) = (m, QL 2)(2,2)7 (2.4)

holds. Furthermore, the memory kernel K and the fluctuating forces n are uniquely

determined by eqs. (2.3) and (2.3)).

Proof. Since {U(t)}+>0 is strongly continuous, the orbit maps ¢t — U(t)x are continuous
for all x € H. Hence, by the continuity of the scalar product, the coefficient functions
of the Volterra equation (2.]]) are continuous. Thus, there exists a unique continuous
solution K [6] p. 25, Theorem 2.1.1], i.e. K is well-defined. Hence, the integrals of
vector-valued functions in the sense of Bochner [1I, 22] are well-defined and the integral
interchanges with the scalar product [12, p. 650, Theorem §|.
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Computing the time-derivative of the orbit map ¢t — U(t)z immediately yields the
generalized Langevin equation

%Z/l(t)z =U(t)Lz
=U)PLz +U(t)QLz
2.2 U)YPLz 4+ + /t K(t—s)U(s)zds.

By definition, eq. (2.4]) holds:

(¢, QLT 2) 22 Ut)QLz, QLT Z) — (/t K(t — s)U(s)zds, QﬁTZ)

= (Ut)QLz, QL 2) — /t K(t —s)(U(s)z, QL 2)ds
D )2

It is left to show that K and 7 are uniquely determined by egs. (2.3]) and (24]).
Clearly, the GLE (23) holds, if and only if  is given by eq. (2:2)). Furthermore, inserting
7 into eq. (2.4) yields the Volterra equation (2.1I]). Hence, the assertion follows by the
uniqueness of the solution of eq. (2.1)) [6, p. 25, Theorem 2.1.1]. O

Remarks

e The assumptions of theorem [Il seem to be rather mild. In general, however, the
'size’ of the domain intersection D(L£) N D(LT) is a subtle issue [2].

e In the physics literature eq. (2.4)) is called ’second fluctuation dissipation theorem’
[31], which often abbreviated as 2FDT. This name is inappropriate, as eq. (2.4)
is not a theorem, but rather an implicit definition for the memory kernel. To see
this, observe that eq. (2.I]) and eq. (2.4]) are equivalent for any continuous function
t — K(t). This means that the fluctuating forces and memory kernel are chosen
such that the desired GLE including the 2FDT hold by definition. Moreover, this
choice is unique. Nonetheless, we will keep the name that is common in physics
and use the abbreviation 2FDT for eq. (2.4).

e Theorem [I] suggests that the same line of argument applies to the non-stationary
generalized Langevin equation (nsGLE), which is often used to model the dynamics
of observables in non-autonomous systems. This is indeed the case, see sec. [l

e We have not yet specified the projection operator. The arguments presented up to
here hold for any of the projection operators commonly used in statistical physics,
such as the one introduced by Zwanzig [59], by Robertson [42] or by Mori [36].
The Zwanzig-projection operator is widely used in the context of coarse-grained
modeling of polymers and biomolecules [46], because the resulting GLE has an
intuitive interpretation in terms of thermodynamic quantities. However, as it is an
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operator of infinite rank [15, 56], it is rather difficult to make statements that go
much beyond theorem [Il Hence, when using the Zwanzig projection operator in
combination with the Dyson identity, as is done e.g. in ref. [53| 211, 25|, 24} 16], it
should be noted that it is currently unclear how the required operator identities
can be proven rigorously.

For the rest of this article, we restrict our discussion to the Mori projection operator.
Definition 1 (Mori projection operator). For some fixed 0 # z € H, let P be the
orthogonal projection onto span(z), i.e.

Pi=(2)(22) 2.

Corollary 1.1. Under the assumptions of theorem [, we have

(ne,2) =0.

Proof. Since H is reflexive, the adjoint semigroup {U(¢)"};>¢ is strongly continuous [52|
p. 6, Corollary 1.3.2]. Furthermore, the generator of the adjoint semigroup {U(¢)"};0 is
equal to LT [52, p. 6, Theorem 1.3.3], see also [10] p. 43-44, p. 61-64]. Since z € D(LT),
for all x € H the map t — (U(t)z,2) = (x,U(t)Tz) is continuously differentiable with
derivative t — (U(t)z, LTz). Hence, we have

%(m, z) @ %(U(t)Qﬁz,z) - %/0 K(s)(U(t — )z, z)ds

= (1, L12) = K(t)(2, 2)

B () i) — (n, 0C12)
Mt ’PﬁTZ)

= (
= (nta Z)(ﬁTZ, Z)*(Zv Z)_l ’
where we applied the Leibniz rule. This implies

t2,2)*(2,2)~
(77t>z) = (770>Z)et(£ @)™ :

However, since Q is the orthogonal projection onto span(z)*, we have
(no,2) = (QLz,z) =0.

Hence, we conclude (1, z) = 0 for all ¢ > 0. O

2.2. Semigroup approach

Since the Mori projection operator P is of finite rank, the bounded perturbation theorem
[10, p. 158, Theorem 1.3] allows us to prove the GLE solely by means of semigroup
theory. The bounded perturbation theorem is also used to derive semigroup estimates
for the orthogonal dynamics, see Zhu et al. [56, Eq. 21b].
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Theorem 2 (Generalized Langevin equation II). Let z € D(L) N D(LY). Then, the
orbit map Ry >t — U(t)z € D(L) solves the integro-differential equation

t
%L{(t)z =U(t)PLz +G(t)QLz + / K(t—s)U(s)zds, (2.5)
0
K(t) := (G(1)QLz, QL z)(2,2) 7, (2.6)
where {G(t) := Qef%} 5o is a strongly continuous family of bounded linear operators,

and {9} 5q denotes the strongly continuous semigroup generated by LQ.

Proof. Since z € D(L), the operator LP is bounded. Thus, by the bounded perturbation
theorem [10, p. 158, Theorem 1.3], the operator £L — LP = LQ generates a strongly
continuous semigroup. Since Q is bounded, we have

%Q(t)x = QLY %y = QLG (),
for all x € D(LQ). Let

L, :=nlU(l/n)—1],

U, (t) := et

Since L,, is bounded, {U,,(t)}+>o is a uniformly continuous semigroup [10, Chapter 1.3],
for all n € N. Hence, we have

aun(t)z =U,(t)Lrz =U,(t)PLz + U, (1) QL2 . (2.7)
Since z € D(L), we have QD(L) C D(L), i.e. D(L) is an invariant subspace under
the map Q. Furthermore, D(L£) is an invariant subspace under the maps {U(t)}+>0 [10,
p. 50, Lemma 1.3]. Thus, D(L) is an invariant subspace under the maps QL,, for all
n € N. Hence,

QL,z€ D(L)NQH C D(LQ)={x € H:Qre D(L)}.

Since QL,z € D(LQ), this implies

%Z/{n(s)g(t —8)QL,z =U,(s)(L, — QL)G(t — ) QL=

Integrating over [0, t] yields

U () QL2 — G(t) QLrz = / t Un(5) (Lo — QL)G(t — 5) QL2 ds (2.8)

where we use the Bochner integral [I], 22] [12]. Note that this is a version of Duhamel’s
principle, where {G(t)}:>o is the homogeneous part, see e.g. [12| p. 49]. This is similar
to Ball’s variation of constants formula [3], but with a different order of the operators,
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and furthermore, we did not yet establish the semigroup property of the orthogonal
dynamics {G(t) }+>0. Inserting eq. (2.8) into eq. (2.7)) yields
d
dt
The plan is to take the limit n — oo.

Let T' > 0 arbitrary. According to the exponential formula [38, p. 32, Theorem 8.1],
for all x € H, the limit

U (t)z =U,()PLLz+ G () QL2 + /t U (s)(L, — QL)G(t — 8)QL,zds.  (2.9)

Tim Uy () = U (D) (2.10)

converges uniformly on [0,7], and ||U,(¢)|| is uniformly bounded for all n € N and
€ [0,7]. Hence, since z € D(L), for all € > 0, there exists N € N, such that for all
n> N and t € [0, 7]

|20~ Sutoe] = (61222 - wtorce]

< eI (Ln = L) 2] + || U (t) = U@)) L2]| <€,

where we used the triangle inequality. In other words, the limit

d d
1 = 2.11
li, gt (0)7 = Uz 211
converges uniformly on bounded intervals. Similarly, we show that the limits
li_)In U (t)PL,z =U(t)PLZ, (2.12)
le Gt)QL,z =G(t) QL= (2.13)

converge uniformly on bounded intervals. Taking the limit n — oo of eq. (2.9) and
inserting eqs. (2.11)-(2.13)) yields
d t
—Ut)z=Ut)PLz+ G(t)QLz + lim U, ()L, — QL)G(t —s)QL,zds. (2.14)

dt n—oo Jq

Now let # € D(L") arbitrary. Recall that {U(s)"}s>0 is a strongly continuous
semigroup with generator £ [52] [10]. Hence, using the exponential formula [38, p. 32,
Theorem 8.1], it is straightforward to show that the limits

lim U, (s)'z =U(s)'z, (2.15)
lim £IU(s) 'z = LTU(s) (2.16)
n—oo

converge uniformly on bounded intervals. Moreover, since z € D(LT), and since D(LT)

is an invariant subspace under the maps {U(s)"},>0, we have QD(L") C D(L') and
QU (s)tz € D(LT). Thus, since Q is bounded and L' is densely defined, we have

(L] = £fQ, (2.17)

Us)lz e D(QL], (2.18)
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where we used [44], p. 330, Theorem 13.2]. For all z € D(L), we have

t
(lim / Un(s)(ﬁn—QE)Q(t—s)QEnzds,x)
t

= lim [ (Un(s)(Ln — QL)G(t — $)QLyz,x) ds

n—oo fq
t

= lim (Lo, — QL)G(t — ) QL2 Un(s5)'2) ds

n—oo fq
t

lim (L, — QL)G(t — ) QL2 U(s) ) ds

n—o0 0

2L 4 [ (6(t — )00 (£}~ [QLIWU(s)'2) ds

n—o0 0

BI0 o [ (G — )Lz (£ — [QL) U(s)x) ds
n—oo 0
217 lim t (G(t — 8)QL,z, LTPU(s)x) ds

n—oo Jq
t

= lim [ (Lnz, QG(t — s)ILTPU(s)'z) ds

n—oo 0

1210 /t (£2,9G(t — ) LPU(s) z) ds

= /t (G(t — 5)QLz, LIPU(s)'z) ds

t

(QG(t — s)QLz, LTPU(s)Tz) ds

t

(G(t — s)QLz, QETPU(S)T:B) ds

I
([ =

Since D(LT) is dense in H, we conclude

(G(t —5)QLz, QL2 (2,2) ' (U(s) 'z, 2)" ds

I
\o\o\

(t—s)U(s)z,x)ds

&8

(t —s)U zdsz).

t

lim [ U, (s)(L,— QL)G(t —s)QL,zds = /t K(t—s)U(s)zds.

n—o0 0
Inserting into eq. (2.14)) yields

d

dtu( )2 =U)PLz+ G(t)QLz + /0 K(t—s)U(s)zds,

for all t > 0. This concludes the proof.
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From the bounded perturbation theorem [I0, p. 158, Theorem 1.3], it is clear that
the orthogonal dynamics {G(t) := Qef9'};5¢ from theorem 2l is a strongly continuous
family of bounded linear operators. However, we did not yet establish the semigroup
property. Hence, it is not immediately clear that the orbit maps of the orthogonal
dynamics are the unique mild solutions of the associated abstract Cauchy problem,
see e.g. [4]. Therefore, the physical interpretation of the orthogonal dynamics solely
by means of theorem [2 is ambiguous. Nevertheless, due to theorem [0, we may
identify the fluctuating forces with an orbit map of the orthogonal dynamics, i.e. for
z€ D(L)ND(LT) and t > 0, we have

m=G(t)QLx. (2.19)

Furthermore, the definitions for the memory kernel K(t) from theorems [Il and 2] are
equivalent.

In the next section, we prove several properties of the orthogonal dynamics. In
particular, we show that {G(t)}:>o is a strongly continuous semigroup with generator
QLQ. As a consequence, the orbit maps t — G () are the unique mild solutions of the
associated abstract Cauchy problem [10 p. 146, Proposition 6.4].

3. Orthogonal dynamics

First, let us introduce the abstract Cauchy problem for the orthogonal dynamics. For
x € H and Ry ot — u(t) € H, the initial value problem

u(0) ==z, (3.1)
Ly(t) = QLQu(t), t>0 '

is called abstract Cauchy problem associated to QL£Q [10] p. 145].

Definition 2 (Mild solutions). Let z € H. Suppose Ry > ¢t — u(z,t) € H is continuous
and satisfies

{u(x,()) =z, (3.2)

u(z,t) =+ QLQ [y u(x,s)ds, t>0

Then, u(z, ) is called mild solution of the abstract Cauchy problem associated to QLQ
[10, p. 146].

Recall that the existence and uniqueness of mild solutions for all initial values
r € H is guaranteed, provided that QLQ is the generator of a strongly continuous
semigroup [10, p. 146, Proposition 6.4]. Hence, we have to show that QLQ generates
a strongly continuous semigroup that constitutes the desired orthogonal dynamics. In
view of theorem [I], it is clear that the orbit maps of the orthogonal dynamics have to
be defined via unique continuous solutions of linear Volterra equations. Afterwards, all
desired properties of the orthogonal dynamics can be proven directly from its definition.
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Theorem 3. Let z € D(LY) and x € H. Let Ry >t — f(x,t) € C be defined by the

unique continuous solution of the Volterra equation

f(a.t) = U(H)Qr, QL2 (2, 2) /f - ) U(s)z, QL) (2, 2) Vs (3.3)

Let Ry 3t — u(z,t) € H be defined according to
t
u(z,t) :=Px+U(t)Qr — / flx, t—s)U(s)zds. (3.4)
0

Then, u(z,-) is a mild solution of the abstract Cauchy problem associated to QLQ.
Additionally, we have QLQ = (QLTQ)T.

Proof. Since z € LT, the operator £IP is bounded. Furthermore, since £' is the
generator of the adjoint semigroup, it follows by the bounded perturbation theorem [10),
p. 158, Theorem 1.3] that LT — LIP = LTQ generates a strongly continuous semigroup.
This implies that £7Q is densely defined and closed [10, p. 51, Theorem 1.4]. Since
Q is bounded and £ is densely defined, this implies [£TQ]l = [Qﬁ]TT [44, p. 330,
Theorem 13.2]. Since QL and [QL]" = LTQ are densely defined, QL is closable with
closure QL = [Qﬁ]TT [41, p. 252, Theorem VIII.1]. Hence,

(£TQ]l = OL. (3.5)
Since £1Q is densely defined and closed, this implies
£'o=20r'.
Furthermore, we have [44, p. 330, Theorem 13.2]
(QL'Q)' = [£1Q]'e = 0LQ.

Note that the Volterra equation (3.3]) has continuous coefficient functions. Thus,
f(z,-) is well-defined via the unique continuous solution [6, p. 25, Theorem 2.1.1].
In particular, u(z,-) is continuous. Furthermore, f(z,-) and f(Qx,-) solve the same
Volterra equation, i.e. f does not depend on Pz. More explicitly, we have

fz,t) = fzy,t), (3.6)
u(z,t) = Px +u(r,,t), 3

where z, := Qx. Moreover, we have

Fat) BAED o oLtz )L (3.9)
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The same way as in corollary [T we show that u(z,,t) € QH. Since

(U(ZL’J_,O),Z) O,

(w(as,t), £72) = f(w,1)(2, 2)

(u(zy,t), LT2) — (u(x,,t), QLT Z)
u(zy,t), PLZ)
u(zy,t), 2)(LT2,2)"(2,2)7",

d
dt( (xJ-v t>7 Z)

05 @

—~

we conclude
(U(IJ_>t)aZ) = Oa (39)
for all t > 0. Hence, for all y € D(LTQ) = {y € H : Qy € D(L")}, we have

d @d

dt( u(z1,t),y) dt( u(zy,t), Qy)
.4

= ( (xla ) 'CTQ?/) f(ZL'J_,t)(Z, Qy)
= (u(zy,t), L1Qy).

For all y € D(L'Q), this implies
t
(ulas,t)) = (ulo 0 )+ ( [ atoroyas.ciey)
0

Since £TQ = @T is densely defined and closed, it follows by a lemma from Ball [3] that
f(f u(xy,s)ds € D(QL) and

t
u(zy,t) :u(:)sl,())—l—@/ u(zy,s)ds.
0

Since Q is bounded, Q interchanges with the Bochner integral [I, p. 427, Lemma 11.45].
Since u(x,,t) = Qu(x,t), we obtain

t
u(xy,t) =u(x,,0) +@Q/ u(zx,s)ds.
0
Adding Px on both sides yields

)@U(%O)ﬂL@Q/tu(x,s)ds,
0

u(z,t
for all ¢ > 0. Therefore, u(z,-) is a mild solution of the abstract Cauchy problem
associated to QLQ. O

Remark. Note that the bounded perturbation theorem is dispensable for the proof of
theorem Bl Since z € D(LT), and thus QD(LT) C D(LY), it is straightforward to show
that £7Q is densely defined and closed.
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For z € D(L') and x € H, we have now established the fact that the orbit map of
the orthogonal dynamics u(z, -) as defined in theorem [3is indeed a mild solution of the
abstract Cauchy problem associated to QLQ. Next, we show that QLQ generates the
strongly continuous semigroup {u(-,t)}:>o. If in addition z € D(L), then, {u(-,t)}i>0
coincides with the orthogonal dynamics {G()}>0 as defined in theorem

Theorem 4. Let z € D(L') and let u(x,t) be defined as in theorem [ Then,
{G(t) := u(-,t) }+>0 is a strongly continuous semigroup of bounded linear operators on
H.

Proof. By theorem [ the map ¢ — wu(x,t) is a mild solution for all x € H. Thus,
{u(-,t) }+>0 is strongly continuous. Let z,y € H and o € C arbitrary. It is easy to
show that t — f(z,t) + af(y,t) and t — f(z + ay,t) solve the same Volterra equation.
Hence, by the uniqueness of a solution, we have for all t > 0

flx+ay,t) = f(z,t) +af(yt).

This implies that {u(-,#)}>0 is a strongly continuous family of linear operators. We
have to show that u(-,¢) is bounded for all ¢ > 0. There exist constants M > 1, wy > 0
such that [|U(t)]| < Me“°* for all t > 0 [10} p. 39, Proposition 5.5]. Hence, for all z € H
and t > 0, we have

lute, £y & ]|77:c+U(t)Q:c—/0 flaz,t— sU(s)zds]|
<zl + fld(8) Q| +/0 |[f(a,t = s)[[[U(s)2]| ds

t
< (14 Me)|zl| + Me| 2| / Flays)| ds
0

t
5 drelal + b el [ utes), 0212z ds

Me»ot|| LT
< (14 Me“o")||x|| + ¢ H |||| ZH/ |lu(x, s)|| ds

tMewotHETzH}
I=]] ’

where we used the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Gronwall’s inequality.  Thus,

< (14 Me“o")||z| exp {

{u(-,t) }+>0 is a strongly continuous family of bounded linear operators on H.
It is left to show that {u(-,?)}s>0 is a semigroup. Let x;, € QH arbitrary. Note
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that
Utsyuler,t) B2 (s + e, — / Flt— PU(s + 1)z dr
0
=U(s+t)x, — ” flxi, t+s—r)U(r)zdr
B

u(zy,t+s) /fxl,t—l—s—r)L{(r)zdr,
w(xy,t+s)= u(zy,t /fo,t—i-S—r) (r)zdr.

This implies

u(z, t+s) EE u(u(xy,t),s)+ /Os[f(u(xbt),s —r)— flzl, t+s—r)U(r)zdr.
(3.10)

Furthermore, we have

|f(u(ry,t),s) — flzL,t+s)]

(

BB s, 1), ) — ulasst +5), QL12)(,2)
HETZHH (u(zy,t),s) —u(xy,t+s)
HE -

m Ty s
= WfWW/|ﬂmxbwﬁ—wo—f@Lt+s—mmuvvnw

MWOS T
© HLZH/ |f(u(zy,t),r) — flzy,t+7)|dr.

&l

Again, Gronwall’s inequality yields
|fu(zy,t),s) = f(zr,t+s)[=0,
for all z; € QH and t,s > 0. Thus, eq. (B.10) simplifies to
w(zy,t+s) =u(u(zy,t),s), (3.11)

forall z; € QH and t,s > 0. Recall from eqs. (B.7), (3.9) that for all z € H and ¢t > 0,
we have u(x,t) = Px 4+ u(Qux,t), and u(Qx,t) € QH. This implies
u(z,t+s) =Pr+u(Qx,t+s)
Pr + u(u(Qx,t),s)
= Pu(x,t) + u(Qu(x,t),s)
= u(u(z, t),s),

for all x € H and t,s > 0. Thus, {u(-,t)}+>0 is a strongly continuous semigroup of
bounded linear operators on H. O
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Corollary 4.1. Let z € D(LY) and let u(z,t) be defined as in theorem[3. Then, QLQ
generates the strongly continuous semigroup {G(t) := u(-,t) }+>o.

Proof. Let A be the generator of {u(-,t)}i>0. Let x € D(A). Since QLQ = (QLTQ)}
is closed, and since ¢t — wu(z,t) is a continuous mild solution of the abstract Cauchy
problem associated to QLQ, we have

1
Az = }lLl{‘I(l) E[u(x, h) — x]

1
= illl{f(l) QL:QE i u(zx, s)ds
.1
— QEQ}IL{% 7 i u(z,s)ds

This implies A C QLQ. Now let # € D(QLQ). Then, carrying out the same calculation
backwards shows that OLQ C A. Thus, OLQ = A generates the strongly continuous
semigroup {u(-,t)}i>o. O

Corollary 4.2. Let z € D(L) N D(LY). Then, for all t > 0, the fluctuating forces n;
from theorem [1| satisfy

m=Gt)QLz, (3.12)

t
M = Mo + @Q/ nsds, (3.13)
0

where {G(t) }+>o is the strongly continuous semigroup generated by QLQ.

Proof. The definition of 7; from theorem [ coincides with the definition of u(QLz,t)
from theorem Bl By corollary 1] we have u(QLz,t) = G(t)QLz. This proves eq. (3.12).
Since {G(t) }+>0 is a strongly continuous semigroup with generator QLQ, the orbit map
t — n, = G(t)QLz is a mild solution of the abstract Cauchy problem associated to oLo
[10, p. 146, Proposition 6.4]. This establishes eq. (313]). O

Lemma 5. Let z € D(L)N D(LY). Then, for allt >0
G(t) = Qe (3.14)

where {G(t)}i>0 denotes the strongly continuous semigroup generated by QLQ, and
{e£9} 5 denotes the strongly continuous semigroup generated by LQ.

Proof. Since z € D(L), the operator LP is bounded, and it follows by the bounded
perturbation theorem [10, p. 158, Theorem 1.3] that £Q generates a strongly continuous
semigroup. Let x € D(LQ) arbitrary. Since Q is bounded, we have

%Qeﬁth _ (QﬁQ)Q€EQt[L’.
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This implies that ¢ — Qe 9!z is a mild solution of the abstract Cauchy problem
associated to OLQ. However, since QLQ generates a strongly continuous semigroup,
the mild solution is unique [10, p. 146, Proposition 6.4]. Hence, we have

G(t)r = QeF9'x, (3.15)

for all z € D(L£Q) and t > 0. Since LQ generates a strongly continuous semigroup, £Q
is densely defined [10, p. 51, Theorem 1.4]. This implies

1G(t) — Qe =0,
for all t > 0. This concludes the proof. O

Remark (Time reversal). Suppose the time evolution is given by a strongly continuous
group {U(t)}ter. Then, {U(£t)}i>0 is a strongly continuous semigroup with generator
+£ |10, p. 79]. This implies that all results remain valid under the replacements
U(t) — U(—t) and L — —L.

Lemma 6. Let {U(t)}ier be a strongly continuous group and z € D(LY). Then, QLQ
generates a strongly continuous group.

Proof. Since {U(£t)}i>o is a strongly continuous semigroup with generator +£ [10,
p. 79], it follows by corollary EIl that the operator 2QLQ generates a strongly
continuous semigroup {G(=%t)}+>0. This implies that {G(¢) }+er is a strongly continuous
group with generator QLQ [10, p. 79]. O

3.1. Unitary time evolution

Suppose that the time evolution of observables is given by a strongly continuous unitary
group {U(t)}ter. This includes e.g. large classes of classical systems in thermal
equilibrium. Then, by Stone’s theorem for one-parameter unitary groups [48 [51],
the generator L is skew-adjoint [20, p. 210, Theorem 10.15]. Note that the converse
statement is also true [20, p. 208, Proposition 10.14]. In this case, the fluctuating forces
are stationary. Moreover, the orthogonal dynamics is a strongly continuous unitary
group.

Theorem 7. Let L be skew-adjoint and z € D(L). Then, QLQ generates a strongly
continuous unitary group {G(t)}ier.

Proof. According to lemma [6, QLQ generates a strongly continuous group {G(t)}icr.
Hence, it is left to show that {G(t)}ier is unitary.
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Recall that according to corollary .1l we have G(t)x = u(x,t) for all x € H and
t > 0, where u(z,t) is defined as in theorem Bl Let z,y € QH,t > 0 and s < ¢. Then,

U(—s)u(z,t) BP () {U(t)x . /0 t fla,t— r)L{(r)zdr}

:Z/{(t—s)x—/o flz,t —r)U(r — s)zdr
:Z/{(t—s)x—/__sf(:v,t—s—r)U(r)zdr

@ u(z,t — s) —/_ flx,t —s—r)U(r)zdr.

Applying U(s) on both sides yields

u(z,t) =U(s)u(x,t — s) — /_ flz,t —s—r)U(r+s)zdr
=U(s)u(z,t —s) — /OS flx, t —r)U(r)zdr.
This implies
C;lSZ/{( Ju(z,t —s) = f(x, t — s)U(s)z. (3.16)

Furthermore, since U(t) is unitary for all t € R, we have

%(u(aj,t —s),u(y,t—s))

= %(U(s)u(m, t—s),U(s)uly,t —s))

@ flx,t —s)(U(s)z,U(s)u(y,t —s)) + f(y,t — s)"(U(s)u(x,t — s),U(s)z)
:f(Iat—S)(Zau(yat_S))+f(y>t_8)*(u(zat )72)

B9

0,
where we used the orthogonality relation (8.9) from theorem Bl Hence, we have

(u(z,t —s),u(y,t —s)) = (u(z,t),u(y,t)), (3.17)

for all z,y € QH, t > 0 and s < t. Recall from eqs. (3.7), (3:9) that for all z € H and
t > 0, we have u(z,t) = Px + u(Qx,t), and u(Qx,t) € QH. Thus, for all z,y € H,
t >0 and s <t, we have

(Gt —s)z,G(t — s)y) = (u(z,t — s),u(y,t —s))

Qx,t —s),u(Qy,t —s)) + (Px, Py)
=" (u(Qx,t),u(Qy, 1)) + (Px, Py)
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Thus, for all x,y € H and s < 0, we have

(G(=s)z, G(=s)y) = (v,9).

This implies that G(t) is a linear isometry for all ¢ > 0.

Since G(t) has a right inverse, it follows that G(¢) is a surjective isometry for all
t >0, i.e. G(t) is unitary for all ¢ > 0 [39, p. 95]. Since {G () }1er is a group, this implies
that G(—t) = G(t)~! is unitary for all £ > 0. Hence, {G(t)}:cr is a strongly continuous
unitary group. 0

Corollary 7.1. Let L be skew-adjoint and z € D(L). Then, for all r,s,t € R,

(nt—l—ra ns—l-r) = (ntv 778) )

where 1, == G(t)QLz and {G(t) }+er is the strongly continuous unitary group generated
by OLQ.

The following theorem shows that there exists a dense subspace D, such that for
all z € D, the generator of the orthogonal dynamics is given by OLQ = OLQ. The
main idea is to apply the spectral theory for closed symmetric operators following the
work by Leinfelder [32].

Lemma 8. Let L be skew-adjoint and z € F (L), where
F(L) = |J{z € D*(L) : | £ < m"|lal|  Vnen}-
m=1

Then, OQLQ = QLQ is skew-adjoint.

Proof. Note that by theorem [7 we already know from Stone’s theorem [I0, p. 89,
Theorem 3.24] that QLQ is skew-adjoint. Hence, it is left to show that QLQ = OLQ.
First, we show that QLQ is well-defined and skew-adjoint.

Since z € D(L), it follows that £Q is densely defined and closed, cf. theorem [3l
Furthermore, QLQ is densely defined and skew-symmetric. This implies that QLQ is
closable [41], p. 255]. Since QLQ is densely defined and skew-symmetric, we have [41]
p. 252-255]

Oro = (0£9Q)'' ¢ —(orQ)' = -ora'.
Hence, the operator
A:=QL0

is densely defined, closed and skew-symmetric.
Let B be densely defined, closed and skew-symmetric. Then, for all A\ > 0, we
obtain the closed, B-invariant subspaces [32, Lemma 1],

F(B,A) :={z € D*(B) : [|B"z|| < A"[lz]|  Vnent}- (3.18)
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Note that F'(B,\X) C F(B, A) for all A > X > 0. Furthermore, B is skew-adjoint, if and
only if the union

o

F(B) = | ] F(B.m)

m=1

is dense in H [32, Lemma 4]. Hence, in order to show that A is skew-adjoint, it suffices
to show that F'(A) is dense in H.

Since z € F(L), there exists A’ > 0 such that z € F'(L£,\). Let A > X arbitrary.
Now, we show by induction that for all n € N, we have ||[A"z| < (2A\)"||z|| for all
x € F(L,\). Base clause. Since z € F(L£,\), we have for all z € F(L, \)

| Az|| = [|QLOx]]
< ||I£Qx|
< | Lzl + 1 L2||(x, 2) (2, 2) 7}

B.18)
< 2zl
Induction step. Suppose
[A™2]| < (2A)" ||z, (3.19)

for all z € F(L,\). Since F(L,\) is L-invariant [32, Lemma 1], we have
Lx,Lz € F(L,\) for all x € F(L,\). Hence, for all x € F((L, ), we obtain

A" ]| = A" QL Qx|
= ||A"LQx||
< [ A"Lz|| + A L2]||(, 2) (2, 2) "]

.19
< @V"ILll + 0" IL l2lll=)

BI8)
< ANl A [l

= (20" ||l
Hence, by induction, for all n € N, we have
[A™]| < (2A)"|[=]]

for all x € F(L,\). Therefore, F(L,\) C F(A,2)\). Since A > X is arbitrary, this

implies F'(£) C F(A). Since L is skew-adjoint, F'(£) is dense in H [32, Lemma 4].

Hence, F'(A) is dense in H. Therefore, A = QLQ is skew-adjoint [32, Lemma 4].
Recall from theorem 3] that QLQ = [QLTQ]'. Since £ and QLQ are skew-adjoint,

we have

0L0 = [0LfQ]f = —[0£Q]f = —0L0' = OL0.

This concludes the proof. O
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It remains an open question if the assertion of lemma [8 still holds for all observables
z € D(L). A notable counterexample for an infinite rank projection (rather than the
Mori projection) is given by Givon et al. [15].
Example 9. Let H := L*(R), £ := 8,, D(L) :== W'*(R), Qf(z) := O(x)f(z), where
L is the weak derivative and © denotes the Heaviside function. Then,

OLQ ¢ —0L0 = 0rQ,
and QLQ does not generate a strongly continuous unitary group.

Proof. The proof is given in appendix O

4. Classical statistical mechanics

In this section, we demonstrate how the previous results can be applied to statistical
ensembles of (possibly non-Hamiltonian) classical systems. Let the state space be given
by 2 = R" and p be the Lebesgue measure on (€2, %), where ¥ denotes the Lebesgue
o-algebra. Let p € L'(u) be nonnegative and normalized. The space of real valued
observables L?(P) is the set of square integrable random variables for the probability
measure P,

P(M) = /le du, Mex, (4.1)

where 1, denotes the indicator function. The space L?(P) is a real Hilbert space [29,
p. 153, Corollary 7.22] equipped with the scalar product

(z,y) 2Py := Elzy] := /a:y dP = /:zypdu, (4.2)

where E denotes the expectation value. The complex Hilbert space of observables H is
introduced according to

H:=C®L*P),
(Oél’, ﬁy) = Oéﬁ* ’ (x>y)L2(P) ’

for all z,y € L?*(P) and «, 3 € C.
Now, let F : 2 — € be continuously differentiable with bounded derivative. Then,
there exists a continuous flow ¢ : R x Q — €2, such that [10] p. 91]

Yo = 1dQ>

Pt+s = Pt © Ps

d

E%(X) =F o pi(x),



On the generalized Langevin equation and the Mori projection operator technique 20

for all t,s € R and x € ). Let X be the Banach space of continuous functions that
vanish at infinity,

X = Co(Q) y

]l x = sup |z(x)].
x€e
The composition operator (Koopman operator [30])
Kt)r :=x0¢;, x€X, (4.3)

is a strongly continuous group on X, where the generator is given by the closure of
(F-V,CHQ)) in X, and C}() is a core of the generator [10, p. 91-92].

Theorem 10. Let p € L'(u) be nonnegative and normalized. Let F : Q — Q
be continuously differentiable with bounded derivative. Let pF € WY(Q) such that
wo = 5| p7div(pF)|| L (p) < 00. Then,

cF v generates a strongly continuous group {U(t)}er on L?(P)

o |[U)] < el forallt € R

o U(t)x = K(t)x for allz € CH(Q) andt € R
If in addition div(pF) = 0, then,

o U(t) is a linear isometry on L*(P) for allt € R

e P is invariant under the map @, for all t € R

o U(t)r =z 0; for allw € L*(P) andt € R

Proof. The proof is given in appendix O

For simplicity, let us outline the main results for the case of stationary classical
systems. Under the assumptions of theorem [I0 with div(pF) = 0, the time evolution of
observables is described by the strongly continuous unitary group {U(t)};cr generated
by L := F- V. In this case, for any observable 0 # z € D(L), we obtain

i[zom=w[zosot]+m+/0tf<<t—s>[zosos1ds,

dt
w:i= (Lz,2)(z,2)7",
no=G(t)QLz,
K(t) = —(,m0)(2,2) 7

where {G(t)};er is the strongly continuous unitary group generated by QLQ and Q
is the orthogonal projection onto span(z):. Note that the drift term w vanishes
for real observables, since L is skew-adjoint. Further, we have (1;,z) = 0, and
(Ntrs Nsgr) = (N, ms). Moreover, we have G(t) = Qef<!, where {49} ,cr denotes the
strongly continuous group generated by £Q. If in addition z € F(L), where F(L) be
defined as in lemma [8, we have QLQ = OLQ.
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5. Non-autonomous systems

Finally, we ask whether the GLE also holds for systems that evolve under time-
dependent dynamics such as systems subjected to time-dependent external forces or
active matter.

For a time-dependent flow ¢ : R? x Q — €, where  denotes some configuration
space, we have ¢(t,s) o p(s,17) = ¢(t,s) and p(t,t) = idg, for all t,s,7 € R. If H is
a complex Hilbert space of observables such that z : 2 — C for all x € H, then the
time evolution of observables is given by the composition operator U(t, s)z := zop(t, s).
Hence, due to the composition, {U(¢, s)}+ ser is expected to resemble an evolution family
with reversed order of its "group properties’. This corresponds to the notion of negatively
time-ordered exponentials.

Definition 3. Let {U(t,s)}iser be a strongly continuous family of bounded linear
operators on H such that for all r,s,t € R

Ut,t) =1, (5.1)
U(r, s)U(t,r) =U(L,s) . (5.2)
For all t € R, let L(t) be defined by
L(t)r = lim %[Z/l(t +h e —a], (5.3)
D(L(t))={z e H:L(t)xrec H}. (5.4)

Further, let the subspace D, be defined by

D= () D(£L(1)).

teR

Note in particular, that for all t,s € R and x € D,

d 52, 1
Ut ) " lim S Ut U+ hot) — Ua (5.5)
Byt 900 (5.6)

The following theorem is the analogue of theorem [l for non-autonomous systems.

Theorem 11 (non-stationary generalized Langevin equation (nsGLE)). Let {P(t) }+er,
{Q(t) hier be strongly continuous families of linear operators on H such that

P(t)+ Q(t) =1 for all t € R. Let [[U(-,-)|, IP()| be uniformly bounded on compact
sets. Lett — L(t)z be continuous for some 0 # z € D,. For allt € R, let the memory
kernel K(t,-) : R — C be defined by the unique continuous solution of the Volterra
equation

K(t,5) = —(U(t, 5)QUL()z, Q(5)L(s)2) (5 25!
4 [ KUl )2 QL)) 2120 dr

(,Y)sto == (U(s,to)x,U(s,t0)Y) - (5.8)

(5.7)
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Let the fluctuating forces n : R? — H be defined by

t
Nty = U(t,10) Q) L(t)z — / K(t,r)U(r,to)zdr. (5.9)
to
Then, t — U(t,t9)z solves the non-stationary generalized Langevin equation
d t
%Z/{(t, to)z =U(t, to)P(t)L(t)z + Ny, + / K(t,s)U(s, tg)zds, (5.10)
to

and the equation

K(t,s) = (s, Nss)sto (2, 2) g (5.11)

holds. Furthermore, the memory kernel K and the fluctuating forces n are uniquely

determined by eqs. (210) and (211).

Proof. Under the given assumptions, one easily verifies that for any fixed ¢t € R, the
coefficient functions of the Volterra equation (5.7) are continuous. Hence, K(t,-) is
well-defined by the unique continuous solution of the Volterra equation (B.7) [0, p. 25,
Theorem 2.1.1]. Further, the vector-valued integrals are well-defined and interchange
with the scalar product. Computing the time derivative of t — U(t,ty)z immediately
yields the nsGLE, eq. (510,

Lottt 1) O vt 1) 21)2

dt
= Ut to)PH)L(E)z +U(t, 1) Q1) L(1) 2,

Ut 1) PO L(E) 7 + 1y + / t K (t, $)U(s, to) > ds .

Moreover, inserting 7y, into eq. (511]) yields eq. (57). Hence, eq. (.11 holds.
It is left to show that K and n are uniquely determined by egs. (5.10) and (5I1I).

Clearly, eq. (BI0) holds, if and only if 7, is given by eq. (B.9). Furthermore, for any
fixed t € R, inserting n, into eq. (5.I1)) yields the Volterra equation (B.7). Hence, the
assertion follows by the uniqueness of the solution of eq. (B.7). O

In the following, we continue with the time-dependent version of the Mori projection
operator. Similar to corollary [[LIl we find that the orthogonality relation between the
fluctuating forces 7, and the observable of interest z holds. As a consequence, the
non-stationary version of the 2FDT holds.

Corollary 11.1 (Orthogonality and 2FDT). Under the assumptions of theorem[11], let
in addition

P(t) = (-,z)sto(z,z);éz. (5.12)
Then,

(nt8> Z)Sto =0 )
K(ta 5) = _(nttm nsto)(za Z);té :
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Proof. For all s € R, we have
(5%¢)) '
(e sy, = tto,5) {ute. ) @020z - [ K 0)zar )
to
t
@ U(t,s)Q(t)L(t)z —/ K(t,r)U(r,s)zdr
@ / K(t,r)U(r,s)zdr.
Applying U(s, ty) on both sides yields
Nito @ U(s,to)ms —/ K(t,r)U(r,to)z dr.
to

Taking the derivative w.r.t. s yields

d
EU(S, to)ms = K(t, s)U(s,t9)z .

With this, we obtain

d d
w2 2 WU, 1o U s, 10)2)

m@m K(t,8)(2,2)sto + (Mesy £(8)2) st

—(Mtss Nss sto + (s, L(s )Z)Sto

)
— (s, Q) L(8)2)sto + (1hiss £(5)2)sto
= (s P(8)L£(8)2)sto

=7 (s, 2)sta (L£(5)2, 2) 14 (25 )ty -

@ @

B

This implies

(hes =)t = (it 2t 5D { JACEEEROER dr} |

The initial value is given by

(s 2y =2 (Q()L ()%, 2)ug
= (E(t)zv Z)tto - (,P(t)ﬁ(t)zv Z)tto

BID L1112, 2y — (L0 2 Dete (22 20 (22 2)et

o

Hence, we obtain the orthogonality relation

(ntsa Z)St() = O .

23

(5.13)

(5.14)
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Now, let us show that r — (4, s )rt, 1S constant.

d

B8 d
—(mr, nsr)rto = —(U(T, to)ﬂm U(T, tO)nsr)
dr dr

K(t,r)(U(r to)z,U(r to)ns.) + K(s,7) (U(r, to)n, U(T, to)2)
6

8

(tu T) (Zu nST)TtO + K(Sv T)*(nth z)TtO

0.

B

Hence, we have

(GWNI) -
K(t, S) - _(ntsanss)sto(z>z)sté

== _(ntrv nsr>rto (Za Z);t(l) :

For r = tg, this implies

K(ta S) = _(nttmnsto)(za Z);ti .

This concludes the proof. O

6. Conclusion

The generalized Langevin equation holds for autonomous as well as non-autonomous
systems irrespective of the properties of the orthogonal dynamics. This statement results
directly from the properties of linear Volterra equations and it does not require the
validity of the Dyson operator identity. However, to obtain this statement, we needed
to change the definitions of the memory kernel and the fluctuating force of the GLE
compared to the ones commonly given in the statistical physics literature. The second
fluctuation dissipation theorem then holds by construction, independent of the choice
of projection operator.

To characterize the properties of the GLE in more detail, we focused on the
projection operator introduced by Mori, which is of finite rank. We briefly summarize
the central statements: The Mori projection operator P is the orthogonal projection
onto span(z), where z is a vector in a complex Hilbert space H. Suppose the time-
evolution operator {U(t) }+>0, which propagates the observable of interest z, is a strongly
continuous semigroup on H with generator £. Let z € D(L"). Then, the orbit maps
of the orthogonal dynamics are well-defined by unique continuous solutions of linear
Volterra equations. Without any additional assumptions, this allows us to prove that the
orthogonal dynamics {G(t)}+>o is a strongly continuous semigroup generated by QLQ,
where Q := 1—"P. Let in addition z € D(L). Then, we have G(t) = Q exp{LOt}, where
{exp{LOt};>¢ denotes the strongly continuous semigroup generated by £Q, which is
obtained from the bounded perturbation theorem. This means that {Qexp{LQt}}:>¢
is again a semigroup. Moreover, the orbit maps of the orthogonal dynamics are the
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unique mild solutions of the abstract Cauchy problem associated to QLQ, for all initial
values in H. In particular, the fluctuating forces can be unambiguously defined by the
unique mild solution of the abstract Cauchy problem associated to QL£Q with initial
value QLz.

Furthermore, we have presented an alternative proof of the GLE solely by means
of semigroup theory. Nevertheless, the unambiguous interpretation of the orthogonal
dynamics (and fluctuating forces) ultimately remains a consequence of the theory of
linear Volterra equations.

In addition, we have shown that if £ is skew-adjoint, then, QLQ generates a unitary
group. In this case, the fluctuating forces are stationary, and there exists a dense
subspace D, such that QLQ = QLQ for all z € D.

It is unclear whether any of these statements on the semigroup properties of the
orthogonal dynamics also apply to the widely used non-linear version of the GLE, which
contains a potential of mean force. The potential of mean force is usually expressed in
terms of the Zwanzig projection operator, i.e. an operator of infinite rank.

In summary, when reducing the number of degrees of freedom of a complex
system, the GLE provides the correct dynamics. For the Mori projection operator, we
have specified minimal conditions under which the orthogonal dynamics is a strongly
continuous unitary group. In this case, the fluctuating forces are stationary, which is a
prerequisite for replacing them by a simple noise as commonly done in statistical physics
and stochastic thermodynamics.
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Appendix A. Proof of example

Proof. Clearly, we have Q% = Q and ||Q]| < 1. Since Q # 0, we have [|Qf]| = ||f|| for
some f € QH. Hence ||Q]| > 1. Thus, Q is a projection of norm one. This implies that
Q = Q' is an orthogonal projection [54, p. 262, Satz (Theorem) V.5.9].

Recall that the weak derivative £ is skew-adjoint on L*(R) with domain
D(L) = WY2(R). The space W'2(R) is the set of weakly differentiable functions with
weak derivative in L?(R), or equivalently, the space of absolutely continuous functions
with point-wise derivative in L*(R). Furthermore, the weak derivative coincides with
the point-wise derivative almost everywhere. Next, observe that Qf € D(L), if and only
if f is absolutely continuous on R, with point-wise derivative in L?(R,) and f(0) = 0.
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More explicitly, we have

D(LQ)={f € L*(R): Qf € D(L)}
= ’(R.) @ Wy (Ry),
Wy (Ry) == {f € W (Ry) : f(0) =0}

Further, it is straightforward to show that D(L£Q) is dense in L*(R).

Hence, QLQ is densely defined and skew-symmetric. This implies that QLQ is
closable, and QLQ is again skew-symmetric [41, p. 252-255], cf. lemma R The adjoint
of QLQ is given by

0LQ0 = (0L0) = (£o)fo=—(or)'o=-0r0,

where we used [41], p. 252, Theorem VIIL.1] and [44] p. 330, Theorem 13.2]. One might
expect, that QLQ is skew-adjoint and generates a strongly continuous unitary group.
However, this is not the case [15].

We have to show that QLQ C —OL QT. Since QLQ is densely defined, closed, and
skew-symmetric, we have [41], p. 255]

OLO C —0LQ'.

Hence, it suffices to find a function f € D(@T), but f ¢ D(QLQ). Let
f(z) := O(x)e™. For all g € D(QLQ), there exists a sequence D(QLQ) > g, — g
with lim,,_,.c QLQg, = OLQyg. Note that W, *(R.) is given by the closure of C}(R,)
in Wh2(R,) [5, p. 217, Theorem 8.12]. Hence, C!(R.) is dense in Wy *(R,). Thus, for
all n € N, there exists a sequence C'(R}) 3 ¢ — gn € Wy *(R,). Thus, we find

(f,QLQg) = lim (f, QLAgy)

—dim [ f(2)ugale) da

n—oo 0
— lim lim f(@)@),,(x) dz
n—oom—oo
— — lim lim [ (2) P (z) d
n—oom—00 Jq

= lim f(x)gn(z) dz

n—oo 0

=(f,9),

where ' denotes the point-wise derivative. This implies

f=0r0'f,
feN(@LO —1).
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According to von Neumann’s formula [14, p. 82, Lemma 2.2], we have
D(QLQ") = D(QLQ) & N(QLQ' — 1) & N(QLQ' + 1),

where @¢ denotes the orthogonal sum induced by the graph norm for mT. This
implies f € D(@T), but f ¢ D(QLQ) as desired.

Hence, QLQ # —QEQT. Thus, QLQ = —QEQT is not skew-adjoint. According to
Stone’s theorem [10} p. 89, Theorem 3.24], QLQ does not generate a strongly continuous

unitary group. O

Appendix B. Proof of theorem

Proposition 12. Let Q = R", and u be the Lebesgue measure on Q. Let f € WHH(Q)
and g € C;(Q). Then, fg € WHH(Q), 9;(fg) = (0:f)g + f(0ig), and

/f(aig) dp = —/(&f)gdu,
Q Q
foralli=1,---  n, where 0; denotes the weak derivative.

Proof. There exists a sequence C°(Q) > f, — f € WHY(Q) [5, p. 265, Theorem 9.2].
From Hoélder’s inequality [29, p. 152, Theorem 7.16], we know that ¢ — [, ¢dp is
a bounded linear functional on L'(Q) for all v» € L>*(Q2). Since 9;g,9 € L>(Q), this
implies

[ s0g =t [ 109 du == tim [ @fadn =~ [ @:adn.

Suppose there exists a sequence C°(Q2) 3 g, — g € W°(Q). For all p € C=(Q),
we have [12, p. 246, Theorem 1]

/Q (00 )gn + F(Orga) dpt = — /Q Fon(On0) i

Due to Hélder’s inequality, the sequences (9;f)gn, f(9ign), fgn are Cauchy in L'(€2).
Since @, O;p € L>(2), taking the limit n — oo yields

/Q (0:F)g + FOg)pdu = — / Fo0x0) it

Hence, 0;(fg) = (0;f)g + f(0;g). Clearly, fg € W1(Q).

It is left to show that there exists a sequence C°(Q) > g, — g € WH>(Q). Let
pn be a sequence of mollifiers [B, p. 108], and set g, := p, * g, where * denotes the
convolution. Since g € C.(Q), g, — ¢ uniformly [B, p. 108, Proposition 4.21]. Since
g,pn € CHQ), it follows from the Leibniz integral rule [13, p. 56, Theorem 2.27] that
0ign = pn * 0;9. Since 0;g € C.(Q?) , 0;g, — 0;¢ uniformly [5, p. 108, Proposition 4.21].
Clearly, g, € C°(Q). Hence, we have C>°(Q2) 2 g, — g € WH>(Q). This concludes the
proof. O
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Proposition 13. Let Q = R" and let P be the probability measure from eq. (4.1). Then,
CH(Q) is dense in L*(P).

Proof. Suppose that P is regular on (£2,X). Since Q is a locally compact Hausdorff
space and B(§2) C ¥, it follows by [8, p. 207, Proposition 7.4.3] that C.(2) is dense in
L*(P). Further, the space C}(£2) is a subalgebra of Cy(£2) which separates points, and
for all x € Q2 there exists a function in C!(2) that does not vanish at x. Hence, by the
Stone-Weierstrafl theorem [8, p. 392, Theorem D.23], it follows that C'}(€) is uniformly
dense in C.(Q). Since P(Q2) = 1, this implies that C!(Q) is dense in C.(2) w.r.t. the
norm on L*(P). Since C,(f) is dense in L?*(P), this implies that C!(Q) is dense in
L*(P).

It is left to show that P is regular. Since P is a finite measure on (€2, B(£2)), it follows
by [8, p. 34, Proposition 1.5.6] that P is regular on (€2, B(2)). Since X is the completion
of B(f2) under the Lebesgue measure on (€2,58(2)) [8, p. 32, Proposition 1.5.2],
for all M € ¥, there exists M', M"” € B(QQ) such that M'" C M C M” and
M"” — M’ has Lebesgue measure zero. By definition, P(M” — M’) = 0. This implies
PM’) = P(M) = P(M"). Since P is regular on (Q,B(Q2)), and M’', M" € B(Q), it
follows that P is regular on (£2,X). O

Proposition 14. Let (2 = R"™ and X be the Lebesgue o-algebra on 2. Let F : 2 — Q
be continuously differentiable with bounded derivative. Then, the flow ¢ : R x Q — Q
generated by the vector field ¥ is Lipschitz continuous in €0 (uniformly on compact
intervals) and 3-3 measurable (for allt € R).

Proof. First, we show that F is Lipschitz continuous. Let «(t) := tx + (1 — t)y for
x,y € Q and ¢ € [0,1]. Then, by the mean value theorem [43, p. 113, Theorem 15.19],
we have for some ¢, € [0, 1]

= [F'(v(t)) - (x —y)| < M|x -y,

t=to

Fx) ()l < | SR(y(0)

where M := supg, ||F’||. Hence, F is Lipschitz continuous. By the Picard-Lindel6f
theorem [40, p. 214, Theorem 11], it follows that there exists a unique solution
p(x) : R = Q of the initial value problem Ly,(x) = F(:(x)), po(x) = x, for all
initial values x € €. Further, it follows from Gronwall’s inequality that ¢, is Lipschitz
continuous (uniformly on compact intervals) [19, p. 47, Theorem 4.2]. Moreover, we
have g = idg and @5 = ¢ 0 s [19, p. 42-43].

It is left to show that ¢, is -3 measurable. Since ¢, is continuous, ¢; is B(£2)-B(§2)
measurable [8, p. 189, Lemma 7.2.1]. Since ;' = ¢_; is Lipschitz continuous, ;"
maps sets of Lebesgue measure zero onto sets of Lebesgue measure zero [45, p. 153,
Lemma 7.25]. Since ¥ is the completion of B(Q2) under the Lebesgue measure on
(Q,B(2)) [8, p. 32, Proposition 1.5.2], this implies that ¢; is ¥-¥ measurable for all
teR. O
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Proof of theorem[I0. Let X = (Co(Q),supq| - |). For z,y € L*(P), we write
(z,y) == (2,y)2p). First, we show that the composition operator (K(t), C1(Q)) is a
bounded linear operator on L?(P), where K(t) is defined by eq. (£3). Let z,y € C}(Q)
arbitrary. Since convergence in X implies convergence in L?*(P), we have

;&(K( )z, K(t)y) = (F - VE@)z, K(t)y) + (K(t)z, F - VE(t)y) (B.1)

where we used the fact that {/(¢)}er is a strongly continuous group on X, and
(F-V,CYQ)) is a core of the generator [10, p. 91-92], cf. sec. @ Since C1(Q) is
a {K(t)}ser-invariant subspace, we have K(t)z € C}(Q) and K(t)y € C}(Q). Since
pF € WhH(Q), it follows by proposition [2] that pFK(t)z € W1(Q), and

(K(t)x,F - VK(t (M)/ z]pF - VK(t)y du
—/Qdiv(pFlC(t)x)lC(t)yd,u
— (F- VK, K(t)y) — (%div(pF)lC(t)x,lC(t)y) |

Inserting into eq. (B.Il) yields

CZ(’C( Bz, Kt)y) = GdiV(pF)’C(t)x,K(t)y) . (B.2)

According to the Holder inequality [29, p. 152, Theorem 7.16], we have

d

7 (K(E)z, K(£t)7) < 2(K(£t)z, K(+)z)

2wo = |7 div(pF) | e )
for all ¢t > 0, cf. [56, Sec. IIL.A][9]. Due to Gréonwall’s inequality, we conclude
1K) Z2(p) < 2] Z2p) (B.3)

for all z € C}(Q) and t € R.

Since C}(Q) is dense in L?(P), the composition operator (K(t), C1(Q2)) is a densely
defined, bounded linear operator on L?(P). Hence, we may define the time-evolution
operator U(t) on L?*(P) by the unique continuous extension of the composition operator
[54, p. 52, Satz (Theorem) II.1.5], such that

U(t) € L(L*(P),L*(P)),
Utz =Kz, ze€CHQ).

Since C}(€) is dense in L?*(P), we obtain the growth bound

[ (@)l @ eoltl.



On the generalized Langevin equation and the Mori projection operator technique 30
For C1(Q) > x,, — x € L*(P), we have
Ut + s)x =1m K(t + )z, = Um K(6)KC(s)z, = UmU (E)U(s)x, = U)U(s)x .

Since C1(Q) is dense in L?(P), {U(t)}ser is a group. Furthermore, for all z € C}(Q),
the orbit map ¢ — K(t)z € X is continuous. Thus, the orbit map ¢ — U(t)z € L*(P)
is continuous for all z € C!(Q). Since C}(Q) is dense in L*(P), it follows by [10),
p. 38, Proposition 5.3c|] that {U(t)}ier is a strongly continuous group. Let us denote
its generator by (£, D(L)). Since C!(Q) is dense in L*(P) and {U(t)}icg-invariant,
(F-V,CLQ)) is a core of £ [10, p. 53, Proposition 1.7]. Since L is closed, we conclude

L2(P)

L=(F-V,CH(Q)
Now, let div(pF) = 0 p-almost everywhere. Then, we have for all z,y € C}(Q)

% ety k) 0.

This implies for all z,y € C1(Q)

(K(t)z, K(t)y) = (2,y). (B.4)

Since C!(Q) is dense in L?(P), U(t) is a linear isometry on L?(P) for all ¢t € R.

We have to show that P = P o ;! where P o ;' denotes the image measure
under the map ¢; [8 p. 75-76], and ¢ : R x Q — Q is the flow introduced in sec [l
By proposition [14], ¢, is ¥-3 measurable. In particular, the composition of a Lebesgue
measurable function with ¢, is again Lebesgue measurable. Since C!(Q) is dense in
L2(P), for all M € ¥, there exists a sequence C}(Q) > z, — 1y € L*(P). Due to
eq. (B4) and [8, p. 76, Proposition 2.6.8], we have z,, — 1, € L*(P o ¢, '), and

PM) = 1y, 1a)

= lim lim (2, x;,)
n—0o0 Mm—00

ED
€3

lim lim (K(t)x,, K(t)x.,)

n—0o0 M—r00

lim lim (z, o @, Tm © pr)
n—oo Mm—oo

= lim lim (z,,z -1
n—)oom—)oo( " m)Lz(POSDt )

= (1M7 ]“M)Lz(Poap;l)
= Poyg (M)

This holds for all M € ¥ and ¢t € R, thus, the measure P is invariant under the map ¢,
for all t € R, i.e.

P=Pop*. (B.5)
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This implies for all z € L*(P)

(B.5)
|z o@ill2py = |lwo 90t||L2(Po¢:;) = ||z o @0 pillr2p) = [zl 2(p) ,

where we used [8, p. 76, Proposition 2.6.8]. Hence, the composition x — z o ¢, is a
bounded linear operator on L?*(P). Due to the uniqueness of a continuous extension [54,
p. 52, Satz (Theorem) II.1.5], we conclude that U(t)x = z o ¢; for all z € L?(P) and
teR. O
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