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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−Q 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 L 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.

http://arxiv.org/abs/2503.20457v1
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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. [18, 61, 26], for original

texts see ref. [57, 59, 37, 58, 62, 60, 36, 28, 31].) 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 etLQ. It turns out to be extremely difficult to prove strong

continuity of such a semigroup in general...” [56]. (In this quotation, the term etLQ

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



On the generalized Langevin equation and the Mori projection operator technique 3

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)}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 (L, 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 6= z ∈ D(L) ∩ 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†z)(z, z)−1−

∫ t

0

K(t− s)(U(s)z,QL†z)(z, z)−1ds . (2.1)

Let the fluctuating forces η : R+ → H be defined according to

ηt := U(t)QLz −

∫ t

0

K(t− s)U(s)z ds . (2.2)

Then, the orbit map R+ ∋ t→ U(t)z ∈ H solves the generalized Langevin equation

d

dt
U(t)z = U(t)PLz + ηt +

∫ t

0

K(t− s)U(s)z ds , (2.3)

and for K(t) and ηt

K(t) = (ηt,QL†z)(z, z)−1 (2.4)

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

determined by eqs. (2.3) and (2.4).

Proof. Since {U(t)}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 (2.1) 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 [1, 22] are well-defined and the integral

interchanges with the scalar product [12, p. 650, Theorem 8].
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Computing the time-derivative of the orbit map t → U(t)z immediately yields the

generalized Langevin equation

d

dt
U(t)z = U(t)Lz

= U(t)PLz + U(t)QLz

(2.2)
= U(t)PLz + ηt +

∫ t

0

K(t− s)U(s)z ds .

By definition, eq. (2.4) holds:

(ηt,QL†z)
(2.2)
= (U(t)QLz,QL†z)−

(
∫ t

0

K(t− s)U(s)zds,QL†z

)

= (U(t)QLz,QL†z)−

∫ t

0

K(t− s)(U(s)z,QL†z)ds

(2.1)
= K(t)(z, z) .

It is left to show that K and η are uniquely determined by eqs. (2.3) and (2.4).

Clearly, the GLE (2.3) holds, if and only if η is given by eq. (2.2). Furthermore, inserting

η into eq. (2.4) yields the Volterra equation (2.1). Hence, the assertion follows by the

uniqueness of the solution of eq. (2.1) [6, p. 25, Theorem 2.1.1].

Remarks

• The assumptions of theorem 1 seem to be rather mild. In general, however, the

’size’ of the domain intersection D(L) ∩D(L†) is a subtle issue [2].

• 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. (2.1) 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).

• Theorem 1 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. 5.

• 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



On the generalized Langevin equation and the Mori projection operator technique 5

operator of infinite rank [15, 56], it is rather difficult to make statements that go

much beyond theorem 1. Hence, when using the Zwanzig projection operator in

combination with the Dyson identity, as is done e.g. in ref. [53, 21, 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 6= z ∈ H , let P be the

orthogonal projection onto span(z), i.e.

P := (·, z)(z, z)−1z .

Corollary 1.1. Under the assumptions of theorem 1, we have

(ηt, z) = 0 .

Proof. Since H is reflexive, the adjoint semigroup {U(t)†}t≥0 is strongly continuous [52,

p. 6, Corollary 1.3.2]. Furthermore, the generator of the adjoint semigroup {U(t)†}t≥0 is

equal to L† [52, p. 6, Theorem 1.3.3], see also [10, p. 43-44, p. 61-64]. Since z ∈ D(L†),

for all x ∈ H the map t → (U(t)x, z) = (x,U(t)†z) is continuously differentiable with

derivative t→ (U(t)x,L†z). Hence, we have

d

dt
(ηt, z)

(2.2)
=

d

dt
(U(t)QLz, z)−

d

dt

∫ t

0

K(s)(U(t− s)z, z)ds

= (ηt,L
†z)−K(t)(z, z)

(2.4)
= (ηt,L

†z)− (ηt,QL†z)

= (ηt,PL†z)

= (ηt, z)(L
†z, z)∗(z, z)−1 ,

where we applied the Leibniz rule. This implies

(ηt, z) = (η0, z)e
t(L†z,z)∗(z,z)−1

.

However, since Q is the orthogonal projection onto span(z)⊥, we have

(η0, z) = (QLz, z) = 0 .

Hence, we conclude (ηt, z) = 0 for all t ≥ 0.

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) ∩ D(L†). Then, the

orbit map R+ ∋ t 7→ U(t)z ∈ D(L) solves the integro-differential equation

d

dt
U(t)z = U(t)PLz + G(t)QLz +

∫ t

0

K(t− s)U(s)z ds , (2.5)

K(t) := (G(t)QLz,QL†z)(z, z)−1 , (2.6)

where {G(t) := QeLQt}t≥0 is a strongly continuous family of bounded linear operators,

and {eLQt}t≥0 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

d

dt
G(t)x = QLQeLQtx = QLG(t)x ,

for all x ∈ D(LQ). Let

Ln := n[U(1/n)− 1] ,

Un(t) := eLnt .

Since Ln is bounded, {Un(t)}t≥0 is a uniformly continuous semigroup [10, Chapter I.3],

for all n ∈ N. Hence, we have

d

dt
Un(t)z = Un(t)Lnz = Un(t)PLnz + Un(t)QLnz . (2.7)

Since z ∈ D(L), we have QD(L) ⊆ 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)}t≥0 [10,

p. 50, Lemma 1.3]. Thus, D(L) is an invariant subspace under the maps QLn for all

n ∈ N. Hence,

QLnz ∈ D(L) ∩ QH ⊆ D(LQ) = {x ∈ H : Qx ∈ D(L)} .

Since QLnz ∈ D(LQ), this implies

d

ds
Un(s)G(t− s)QLnz = Un(s)(Ln −QL)G(t− s)QLnz .

Integrating over [0, t] yields

Un(t)QLnz − G(t)QLnz =

∫ t

0

Un(s)(Ln −QL)G(t− s)QLnz ds , (2.8)

where we use the Bochner integral [1, 22, 12]. Note that this is a version of Duhamel’s

principle, where {G(t)}t≥0 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)}t≥0. Inserting eq. (2.8) into eq. (2.7) yields

d

dt
Un(t)z = Un(t)PLnz + G(t)QLnz +

∫ t

0

Un(s)(Ln −QL)G(t− s)QLnz ds . (2.9)

The plan is to take the limit n→ ∞.

Let T > 0 arbitrary. According to the exponential formula [38, p. 32, Theorem 8.1],

for all x ∈ H , the limit

lim
n→∞

Un(t)x = U(t)x (2.10)

converges uniformly on [0, T ], and ‖Un(t)‖ is uniformly bounded for all n ∈ N and

t ∈ [0, T ]. Hence, since z ∈ D(L), for all ε > 0, there exists N ∈ N, such that for all

n > N and t ∈ [0, T ]
∥

∥

∥

∥

d

dt
Un(t)z −

d

dt
U(t)z

∥

∥

∥

∥

= ‖Un(t)Lnz − U(t)Lz‖

≤ ‖Un(t)‖‖ (Ln − L) z‖ + ‖ (Un(t)− U(t))Lz‖ < ε ,

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

lim
n→∞

d

dt
Un(t)z =

d

dt
U(t)z (2.11)

converges uniformly on bounded intervals. Similarly, we show that the limits

lim
n→∞

Un(t)PLnz = U(t)PLz , (2.12)

lim
n→∞

G(t)QLnz = G(t)QLz (2.13)

converge uniformly on bounded intervals. Taking the limit n → ∞ of eq. (2.9) and

inserting eqs. (2.11)-(2.13) yields

d

dt
U(t)z = U(t)PLz + G(t)QLz + lim

n→∞

∫ t

0

Un(s)(Ln −QL)G(t− s)QLnz ds . (2.14)

Now let x ∈ D(L†) arbitrary. Recall that {U(s)†}s≥0 is a strongly continuous

semigroup with generator L† [52, 10]. Hence, using the exponential formula [38, p. 32,

Theorem 8.1], it is straightforward to show that the limits

lim
n→∞

Un(s)
†x = U(s)†x , (2.15)

lim
n→∞

L†
nU(s)

†x = L†U(s)†x (2.16)

converge uniformly on bounded intervals. Moreover, since z ∈ D(L†), and since D(L†)

is an invariant subspace under the maps {U(s)†}s≥0, we have QD(L†) ⊆ D(L†) and

QU(s)†x ∈ D(L†). Thus, since Q is bounded and L† is densely defined, we have

[QL]† = L†Q , (2.17)

U(s)†x ∈ D([QL]†) , (2.18)
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where we used [44, p. 330, Theorem 13.2]. For all x ∈ D(L†), we have

(

lim
n→∞

∫ t

0

Un(s)(Ln −QL)G(t− s)QLnz ds, x

)

= lim
n→∞

∫ t

0

(Un(s)(Ln −QL)G(t− s)QLnz, x) ds

= lim
n→∞

∫ t

0

(

(Ln −QL)G(t− s)QLnz,Un(s)
†x
)

ds

(2.15)
= lim

n→∞

∫ t

0

(

(Ln −QL)G(t− s)QLnz,U(s)
†x
)

ds

(2.18)
= lim

n→∞

∫ t

0

(

G(t− s)QLnz, (L
†
n − [QL]†)U(s)†x

)

ds

(2.16)
= lim

n→∞

∫ t

0

(

G(t− s)QLnz, (L
† − [QL]†)U(s)†x

)

ds

(2.17)
= lim

n→∞

∫ t

0

(

G(t− s)QLnz,L
†PU(s)†x

)

ds

= lim
n→∞

∫ t

0

(

Lnz,QG(t− s)†L†PU(s)†x
)

ds

(2.10)
=

∫ t

0

(

Lz,QG(t− s)†L†PU(s)†x
)

ds

=

∫ t

0

(

G(t− s)QLz,L†PU(s)†x
)

ds

=

∫ t

0

(

QG(t− s)QLz,L†PU(s)†x
)

ds

=

∫ t

0

(

G(t− s)QLz,QL†PU(s)†x
)

ds

=

∫ t

0

(

G(t− s)QLz,QL†z
)

(z, z)−1(U(s)†x, z)∗ ds

(2.6)
=

∫ t

0

K(t− s)(U(s)z, x) ds

=

(
∫ t

0

K(t− s)U(s)z ds, x

)

.

Since D(L†) is dense in H , we conclude

lim
n→∞

∫ t

0

Un(s)(Ln −QL)G(t− s)QLnz ds =

∫ t

0

K(t− s)U(s)z ds .

Inserting into eq. (2.14) yields

d

dt
U(t)z = U(t)PLz + G(t)QLz +

∫ t

0

K(t− s)U(s)z ds ,

for all t ≥ 0. This concludes the proof.
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From the bounded perturbation theorem [10, p. 158, Theorem 1.3], it is clear that

the orthogonal dynamics {G(t) := QeLQt}t≥0 from theorem 2 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 1, we may

identify the fluctuating forces with an orbit map of the orthogonal dynamics, i.e. for

z ∈ D(L) ∩D(L†) and t ≥ 0, we have

ηt = G(t)QLz . (2.19)

Furthermore, the definitions for the memory kernel K(t) from theorems 1 and 2 are

equivalent.

In the next section, we prove several properties of the orthogonal dynamics. In

particular, we show that {G(t)}t≥0 is a strongly continuous semigroup with generator

QLQ. As a consequence, the orbit maps t→ G(t)x 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 R+ ∋ t→ u(t) ∈ H , the initial value problem

{

u(0) = x ,
d
dt
u(t) = QLQu(t) , t ≥ 0

(3.1)

is called abstract Cauchy problem associated to QLQ [10, p. 145].

Definition 2 (Mild solutions). Let x ∈ H . Suppose R+ ∋ t→ u(x, t) ∈ H is continuous

and satisfies
{

u(x, 0) = x ,

u(x, t) = x+QLQ
∫ t

0
u(x, s) ds , t ≥ 0

(3.2)

Then, u(x, ·) 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

x ∈ 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 1, 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(L†) and x ∈ H. Let R+ ∋ t → f(x, t) ∈ C be defined by the

unique continuous solution of the Volterra equation

f(x, t) = (U(t)Qx,QL†z)(z, z)−1 −

∫ t

0

f(x, t− s)(U(s)z,QL†z)(z, z)−1 ds . (3.3)

Let R+ ∋ t→ u(x, t) ∈ H be defined according to

u(x, t) := Px+ U(t)Qx−

∫ t

0

f(x, t− s)U(s)z ds . (3.4)

Then, u(x, ·) is a mild solution of the abstract Cauchy problem associated to QLQ.

Additionally, we have QLQ = (QL†Q)†.

Proof. Since z ∈ L†, the operator L†P is bounded. Furthermore, since L† is the

generator of the adjoint semigroup, it follows by the bounded perturbation theorem [10,

p. 158, Theorem 1.3] that L† −L†P = L†Q generates a strongly continuous semigroup.

This implies that L†Q is densely defined and closed [10, p. 51, Theorem 1.4]. Since

Q is bounded and L is densely defined, this implies [L†Q]† = [QL]†
†
[44, p. 330,

Theorem 13.2]. Since QL and [QL]† = L†Q are densely defined, QL is closable with

closure QL = [QL]†
†
[41, p. 252, Theorem VIII.1]. Hence,

[L†Q]† = QL . (3.5)

Since L†Q is densely defined and closed, this implies

L†Q = QL
†
.

Furthermore, we have [44, p. 330, Theorem 13.2]

(QL†Q)† = [L†Q]†Q = QLQ .

Note that the Volterra equation (3.3) has continuous coefficient functions. Thus,

f(x, ·) is well-defined via the unique continuous solution [6, p. 25, Theorem 2.1.1].

In particular, u(x, ·) is continuous. Furthermore, f(x, ·) and f(Qx, ·) solve the same

Volterra equation, i.e. f does not depend on Px. More explicitly, we have

f(x, t) = f(x⊥, t) , (3.6)

u(x, t) = Px+ u(x⊥, t) , (3.7)

where x⊥ := Qx. Moreover, we have

f(x, t)
(3.3)(3.4)

= (u(x, t),QL†z)(z, z)−1 . (3.8)
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The same way as in corollary 1.1, we show that u(x⊥, t) ∈ QH . Since

(u(x⊥, 0), z) = 0 ,

d

dt
(u(x⊥, t), z)

(3.4)
= (u(x⊥, t),L

†z)− f(x, t)(z, z)

(3.8)
= (u(x⊥, t),L

†z)− (u(x⊥, t),QL†z)

= (u(x⊥, t),PL†z)

= (u(x⊥, t), z)(L
†z, z)∗(z, z)−1 ,

we conclude

(u(x⊥, t), z) = 0 , (3.9)

for all t ≥ 0. Hence, for all y ∈ D(L†Q) = {y ∈ H : Qy ∈ D(L†)}, we have

d

dt
(u(x⊥, t), y)

(3.9)
=

d

dt
(u(x⊥, t),Qy)

(3.4)
= (u(x⊥, t),L

†Qy)− f(x⊥, t)(z,Qy)

= (u(x⊥, t),L
†Qy) .

For all y ∈ D(L†Q), this implies

(u(x⊥, t), y) = (u(x⊥, 0), y) +

(
∫ t

0

u(x⊥, s) ds,L
†Qy

)

.

Since L†Q = QL
†
is densely defined and closed, it follows by a lemma from Ball [3] that

∫ t

0
u(x⊥, s) ds ∈ D(QL) and

u(x⊥, t) = u(x⊥, 0) +QL

∫ t

0

u(x⊥, s) ds .

Since Q is bounded, Q interchanges with the Bochner integral [1, p. 427, Lemma 11.45].

Since u(x⊥, t) = Qu(x, t), we obtain

u(x⊥, t) = u(x⊥, 0) +QLQ

∫ t

0

u(x, s) ds .

Adding Px on both sides yields

u(x, t)
(3.7)
= u(x, 0) +QLQ

∫ t

0

u(x, s) ds ,

for all t ≥ 0. Therefore, u(x, ·) is a mild solution of the abstract Cauchy problem

associated to QLQ.

Remark. Note that the bounded perturbation theorem is dispensable for the proof of

theorem 3. Since z ∈ D(L†), and thus QD(L†) ⊆ D(L†), it is straightforward to show

that L†Q 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(x, ·) as defined in theorem 3 is indeed a mild solution of the

abstract Cauchy problem associated to QLQ. Next, we show that QLQ generates the

strongly continuous semigroup {u(·, t)}t≥0. If in addition z ∈ D(L), then, {u(·, t)}t≥0

coincides with the orthogonal dynamics {G(t)}t≥0 as defined in theorem 2.

Theorem 4. Let z ∈ D(L†) and let u(x, t) be defined as in theorem 3. Then,

{G(t) := u(·, t)}t≥0 is a strongly continuous semigroup of bounded linear operators on

H.

Proof. By theorem 3, the map t → u(x, t) is a mild solution for all x ∈ H . Thus,

{u(·, t)}t≥0 is strongly continuous. Let x, y ∈ H and α ∈ C arbitrary. It is easy to

show that t→ f(x, t) + αf(y, t) and t→ f(x+ αy, t) solve the same Volterra equation.

Hence, by the uniqueness of a solution, we have for all t ≥ 0

f(x+ αy, t) = f(x, t) + αf(y, t) .

This implies that {u(·, t)}t≥0 is a strongly continuous family of linear operators. We

have to show that u(·, t) is bounded for all t ≥ 0. There exist constants M ≥ 1, ω0 ≥ 0

such that ‖U(t)‖ ≤Meω0t for all t ≥ 0 [10, p. 39, Proposition 5.5]. Hence, for all x ∈ H

and t ≥ 0, we have

‖u(x, t)‖
(3.4)
= ‖Px+ U(t)Qx −

∫ t

0

f(x, t− s)U(s)z ds‖

≤ ‖x‖ + ‖U(t)Qx‖ +

∫ t

0

|f(x, t− s)|‖U(s)z‖ ds

≤ (1 +Meω0t)‖x‖ +Meω0t‖z‖

∫ t

0

|f(x, s)| ds

(3.8)
= (1 +Meω0t)‖x‖ +Meω0t‖z‖

∫ t

0

|(u(x, s),QL†z)(z, z)−1| ds

≤ (1 +Meω0t)‖x‖ +
Meω0t‖L†z‖

‖z‖

∫ t

0

‖u(x, s)‖ ds

≤ (1 +Meω0t)‖x‖ exp

{

tMeω0t‖L†z‖

‖z‖

}

,

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

{u(·, t)}t≥0 is a strongly continuous family of bounded linear operators on H .

It is left to show that {u(·, t)}t≥0 is a semigroup. Let x⊥ ∈ QH arbitrary. Note
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that

U(s)u(x⊥, t)
(3.4)
= U(s+ t)x⊥ −

∫ t

0

f(x⊥, t− r)U(s+ r)z dr

= U(s+ t)x⊥ −

∫ t+s

s

f(x⊥, t+ s− r)U(r)z dr

(3.4)
= u(x⊥, t + s) +

∫ s

0

f(x⊥, t+ s− r)U(r)z dr ,

u(x⊥, t+ s) = U(s)u(x⊥, t)−

∫ s

0

f(x⊥, t+ s− r)U(r)z dr .

This implies

u(x⊥, t+ s)
(3.4)
= u(u(x⊥, t), s) +

∫ s

0

[f(u(x⊥, t), s− r)− f(x⊥, t+ s− r)]U(r)z dr .

(3.10)

Furthermore, we have

|f(u(x⊥, t), s)− f(x⊥, t+ s)|

(3.8)
= |(u(u(x⊥, t), s)− u(x⊥, t+ s),QL†z)(z, z)−1|

≤
‖L†z‖

‖z‖2
‖u(u(x⊥, t), s)− u(x⊥, t+ s)‖

(3.10)
≤

‖L†z‖

‖z‖2

∫ s

0

|f(u(x⊥, t), s− r)− f(x⊥, t+ s− r)|‖U(r)z‖ dr

≤
Meω0s‖L†z‖

‖z‖

∫ s

0

|f(u(x⊥, t), r)− f(x⊥, t+ r)| dr .

Again, Grönwall’s inequality yields

|f(u(x⊥, t), s)− f(x⊥, t+ s)| = 0 ,

for all x⊥ ∈ QH and t, s ≥ 0. Thus, eq. (3.10) simplifies to

u(x⊥, t+ s) = u(u(x⊥, t), s) , (3.11)

for all x⊥ ∈ QH and t, s ≥ 0. Recall from eqs. (3.7), (3.9) that for all x ∈ H and t ≥ 0,

we have u(x, t) = Px + u(Qx, t), and u(Qx, t) ∈ QH . This implies

u(x, t+ s) = Px+ u(Qx, t+ s)

(3.11)
= Px+ u(u(Qx, t), s)

= Pu(x, t) + u(Qu(x, t), s)

= u(u(x, t), s) ,

for all x ∈ H and t, s ≥ 0. Thus, {u(·, t)}t≥0 is a strongly continuous semigroup of

bounded linear operators on H .
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Corollary 4.1. Let z ∈ D(L†) and let u(x, t) be defined as in theorem 3. Then, QLQ

generates the strongly continuous semigroup {G(t) := u(·, t)}t≥0.

Proof. Let A be the generator of {u(·, t)}t≥0. Let x ∈ D(A). Since QLQ = (QL†Q)†

is closed, and since t → u(x, t) is a continuous mild solution of the abstract Cauchy

problem associated to QLQ, we have

Ax = lim
hց0

1

h
[u(x, h)− x]

= lim
hց0

QLQ
1

h

∫ h

0

u(x, s) ds

= QLQ lim
hց0

1

h

∫ h

0

u(x, s) ds

= QLQx .

This implies A ⊆ QLQ. Now let x ∈ D(QLQ). Then, carrying out the same calculation

backwards shows that QLQ ⊆ A. Thus, QLQ = A generates the strongly continuous

semigroup {u(·, t)}t≥0.

Corollary 4.2. Let z ∈ D(L) ∩ D(L†). Then, for all t ≥ 0, the fluctuating forces ηt
from theorem 1 satisfy

ηt = G(t)QLz , (3.12)

ηt = η0 +QLQ

∫ t

0

ηs ds , (3.13)

where {G(t)}t≥0 is the strongly continuous semigroup generated by QLQ.

Proof. The definition of ηt from theorem 1 coincides with the definition of u(QLz, t)

from theorem 3. By corollary 4.1, we have u(QLz, t) = G(t)QLz. This proves eq. (3.12).

Since {G(t)}t≥0 is a strongly continuous semigroup with generator QLQ, the orbit map

t→ ηt = G(t)QLz is a mild solution of the abstract Cauchy problem associated to QLQ

[10, p. 146, Proposition 6.4]. This establishes eq. (3.13).

Lemma 5. Let z ∈ D(L) ∩D(L†). Then, for all t ≥ 0

G(t) = QeLQt , (3.14)

where {G(t)}t≥0 denotes the strongly continuous semigroup generated by QLQ, and

{eLQt}t≥0 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 LQ generates a strongly continuous

semigroup. Let x ∈ D(LQ) arbitrary. Since Q is bounded, we have

d

dt
QeLQtx = (QLQ)QeLQtx .
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This implies that t → QeLQtx is a mild solution of the abstract Cauchy problem

associated to QLQ. However, since QLQ generates a strongly continuous semigroup,

the mild solution is unique [10, p. 146, Proposition 6.4]. Hence, we have

G(t)x = QeLQtx , (3.15)

for all x ∈ D(LQ) and t ≥ 0. Since LQ generates a strongly continuous semigroup, LQ

is densely defined [10, p. 51, Theorem 1.4]. This implies

‖G(t)−QeLQt‖ = 0 ,

for all t ≥ 0. This concludes the proof.

Remark (Time reversal). Suppose the time evolution is given by a strongly continuous

group {U(t)}t∈R. Then, {U(±t)}t≥0 is a strongly continuous semigroup with generator

±L [10, p. 79]. This implies that all results remain valid under the replacements

U(t) 7→ U(−t) and L 7→ −L.

Lemma 6. Let {U(t)}t∈R be a strongly continuous group and z ∈ D(L†). Then, QLQ

generates a strongly continuous group.

Proof. Since {U(±t)}t≥0 is a strongly continuous semigroup with generator ±L [10,

p. 79], it follows by corollary 4.1 that the operator ±QLQ generates a strongly

continuous semigroup {G(±t)}t≥0. This implies that {G(t)}t∈R is a strongly continuous

group with generator QLQ [10, p. 79].

3.1. Unitary time evolution

Suppose that the time evolution of observables is given by a strongly continuous unitary

group {U(t)}t∈R. 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)}t∈R.

Proof. According to lemma 6, QLQ generates a strongly continuous group {G(t)}t∈R.

Hence, it is left to show that {G(t)}t∈R is unitary.
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Recall that according to corollary 4.1, we have G(t)x = u(x, t) for all x ∈ H and

t ≥ 0, where u(x, t) is defined as in theorem 3. Let x, y ∈ QH , t ≥ 0 and s ≤ t. Then,

U(−s)u(x, t)
(3.4)
= U(−s)

{

U(t)x−

∫ t

0

f(x, t− r)U(r)z dr

}

= U(t− s)x−

∫ t

0

f(x, t− r)U(r − s)z dr

= U(t− s)x−

∫ t−s

−s

f(x, t− s− r)U(r)z dr

(3.4)
= u(x, t− s)−

∫ 0

−s

f(x, t− s− r)U(r)z dr .

Applying U(s) on both sides yields

u(x, t) = U(s)u(x, t− s)−

∫ 0

−s

f(x, t− s− r)U(r + s)z dr

= U(s)u(x, t− s)−

∫ s

0

f(x, t− r)U(r)z dr .

This implies

d

ds
U(s)u(x, t− s) = f(x, t− s)U(s)z . (3.16)

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

d

ds
(u(x, t− s), u(y, t− s))

=
d

ds
(U(s)u(x, t− s),U(s)u(y, t− s))

(3.16)
= f(x, 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(x, t− s)(z, u(y, t− s)) + f(y, t− s)∗(u(x, t− s), z)

(3.9)
= 0 ,

where we used the orthogonality relation (3.9) from theorem 3. Hence, we have

(u(x, t− s), u(y, t− s)) = (u(x, t), u(y, t)) , (3.17)

for all x, y ∈ QH, t ≥ 0 and s ≤ t. Recall from eqs. (3.7), (3.9) that for all x ∈ H and

t ≥ 0, we have u(x, t) = Px + u(Qx, t), and u(Qx, t) ∈ QH . Thus, for all x, y ∈ H ,

t ≥ 0 and s ≤ t, we have

(G(t− s)x,G(t− s)y) = (u(x, t− s), u(y, t− s))

= (u(Qx, t− s), u(Qy, t− s)) + (Px,Py)

(3.17)
= (u(Qx, t), u(Qy, t)) + (Px,Py)

= (u(x, t), u(y, t))

= (G(t)x,G(t)y) .
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Thus, for all x, y ∈ H and s ≤ 0, we have

(G(−s)x,G(−s)y) = (x, y) .

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

Since G(t) has a right inverse, it follows that G(t) is a surjective isometry for all

t ≥ 0, i.e. G(t) is unitary for all t ≥ 0 [39, p. 95]. Since {G(t)}t∈R is a group, this implies

that G(−t) = G(t)−1 is unitary for all t ≥ 0. Hence, {G(t)}t∈R is a strongly continuous

unitary group.

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

(ηt+r, ηs+r) = (ηt, ηs) ,

where ηt := G(t)QLz and {G(t)}t∈R is the strongly continuous unitary group generated

by QLQ.

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 QLQ = QLQ. 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) :=
∞
⋃

m=1

{x ∈ D∞(L) : ‖Lnx‖ ≤ mn‖x‖ ∀n∈N} .

Then, QLQ = QLQ is skew-adjoint.

Proof. Note that by theorem 7, we already know from Stone’s theorem [10, p. 89,

Theorem 3.24] that QLQ is skew-adjoint. Hence, it is left to show that QLQ = QLQ.

First, we show that QLQ is well-defined and skew-adjoint.

Since z ∈ D(L), it follows that LQ is densely defined and closed, cf. theorem 3.

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]

QLQ = (QLQ)†
†
⊆ −(QLQ)† = −QLQ

†
.

Hence, the operator

A := QLQ

is densely defined, closed and skew-symmetric.

Let B be densely defined, closed and skew-symmetric. Then, for all λ ≥ 0, we

obtain the closed, B-invariant subspaces [32, Lemma 1],

F (B, λ) := {x ∈ D∞(B) : ‖Bnx‖ ≤ λn‖x‖ ∀n∈N} . (3.18)
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Note that F (B, λ′) ⊆ F (B, λ) for all λ ≥ λ′ ≥ 0. Furthermore, B is skew-adjoint, if and

only if the union

F (B) :=
∞
⋃

m=1

F (B, m)

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 λ′ ≥ 0 such that z ∈ F (L, λ′). Let λ ≥ λ′ arbitrary.

Now, we show by induction that for all n ∈ N, we have ‖Anx‖ ≤ (2λ)n‖x‖ for all

x ∈ F (L, λ). Base clause. Since z ∈ F (L, λ), we have for all x ∈ F (L, λ)

‖Ax‖ = ‖QLQx‖

≤ ‖LQx‖

≤ ‖Lx‖+ ‖Lz‖|(x, z)(z, z)−1|

(3.18)
≤ 2λ‖x‖ .

Induction step. Suppose

‖Anx‖ ≤ (2λ)n‖x‖ , (3.19)

for all x ∈ F (L, λ). Since F (L, λ) is L-invariant [32, Lemma 1], we have

Lx,Lz ∈ F (L, λ) for all x ∈ F (L, λ). Hence, for all x ∈ F (L, λ), we obtain

‖An+1x‖ = ‖AnQLQx‖

= ‖AnLQx‖

≤ ‖AnLx‖+ ‖AnLz‖|(x, z)(z, z)−1|

(3.19)
≤ (2λ)n‖Lx‖+ (2λ)n‖Lz‖‖x‖‖z‖−1

(3.18)
≤ λ(2λ)n‖x‖+ λ(2λ)n‖x‖

= (2λ)n+1‖x‖ .

Hence, by induction, for all n ∈ N, we have

‖Anx‖ ≤ (2λ)n‖x‖ ,

for all x ∈ F (L, λ). Therefore, F (L, λ) ⊆ F (A, 2λ). Since λ ≥ λ′ is arbitrary, this

implies F (L) ⊆ F (A). Since L is skew-adjoint, F (L) 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 = [QL†Q]†. Since L and QLQ are skew-adjoint,

we have

QLQ = [QL†Q]† = −[QLQ]† = −QLQ
†
= QLQ .

This concludes the proof.
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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 := L2(R), L := ∂x, D(L) := W 1,2(R), Qf(x) := Θ(x)f(x), where

L is the weak derivative and Θ denotes the Heaviside function. Then,

QLQ ( −QLQ
†
= QLQ ,

and QLQ does not generate a strongly continuous unitary group.

Proof. The proof is given in appendix Appendix A.

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 Ω = Rn and µ be the Lebesgue measure on (Ω,Σ), where Σ denotes the Lebesgue

σ-algebra. Let ρ ∈ L1(µ) be nonnegative and normalized. The space of real valued

observables L2(P ) is the set of square integrable random variables for the probability

measure P ,

P (M) :=

∫

ρ1M dµ , M ∈ Σ , (4.1)

where 1M denotes the indicator function. The space L2(P ) is a real Hilbert space [29,

p. 153, Corollary 7.22] equipped with the scalar product

(x, y)L2(P ) := E[xy] :=

∫

xy dP =

∫

xyρ dµ , (4.2)

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

introduced according to

H := C⊗ L2(P ) ,

(αx, βy) := αβ∗ · (x, y)L2(P ) ,

for all x, y ∈ L2(P ) and α, β ∈ C.

Now, let F : Ω → Ω be continuously differentiable with bounded derivative. Then,

there exists a continuous flow ϕ : R× Ω 7→ Ω, such that [10, p. 91]

ϕ0 = idΩ ,

ϕt+s = ϕt ◦ ϕs ,

d

dt
ϕt(x) = F ◦ ϕt(x) ,
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for all t, s ∈ R and x ∈ Ω. Let X be the Banach space of continuous functions that

vanish at infinity,

X := C0(Ω) ,

‖x‖X := sup
x∈Ω

|x(x)| .

The composition operator (Koopman operator [30])

K(t)x := x ◦ ϕt , x ∈ X , (4.3)

is a strongly continuous group on X , where the generator is given by the closure of

(F ·∇, C1
c (Ω)) in X , and C1

c (Ω) is a core of the generator [10, p. 91-92].

Theorem 10. Let ρ ∈ L1(µ) be nonnegative and normalized. Let F : Ω → Ω

be continuously differentiable with bounded derivative. Let ρF ∈ W 1,1(Ω) such that

ω0 :=
1
2
‖ρ−1div(ρF)‖L∞(P ) <∞. Then,

• F ·∇
L2(P )

generates a strongly continuous group {U(t)}t∈R on L2(P )

• ‖U(t)‖ ≤ eω0|t| for all t ∈ R

• U(t)x = K(t)x for all x ∈ C1
c (Ω) and t ∈ R

If in addition div(ρF) = 0, then,

• U(t) is a linear isometry on L2(P ) for all t ∈ R

• P is invariant under the map ϕt for all t ∈ R

• U(t)x = x ◦ ϕt for all x ∈ L2(P ) and t ∈ R

Proof. The proof is given in appendix Appendix B.

For simplicity, let us outline the main results for the case of stationary classical

systems. Under the assumptions of theorem 10 with div(ρF) = 0, the time evolution of

observables is described by the strongly continuous unitary group {U(t)}t∈R generated

by L := F ·∇
H
. In this case, for any observable 0 6= z ∈ D(L), we obtain

d

dt
[z ◦ ϕt] = ω[z ◦ ϕt] + ηt +

∫ t

0

K(t− s)[z ◦ ϕs] ds ,

ω := (Lz, z)(z, z)−1 ,

ηt := G(t)QLz ,

K(t) := −(ηt, η0)(z, z)
−1 ,

where {G(t)}t∈R is the strongly continuous unitary group generated by QLQ and Q

is the orthogonal projection onto span(z)⊥. Note that the drift term ω vanishes

for real observables, since L is skew-adjoint. Further, we have (ηt, z) = 0, and

(ηt+r, ηs+r) = (ηt, ηs). Moreover, we have G(t) = QeLQt, where {eLQt}t∈R denotes the

strongly continuous group generated by LQ. If in addition z ∈ F (L), where F (L) be

defined as in lemma 8, we have QLQ = QLQ.



On the generalized Langevin equation and the Mori projection operator technique 21

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 ϕ : R2 × Ω → Ω, where Ω denotes some configuration

space, we have ϕ(t, s) ◦ ϕ(s, r) = ϕ(t, s) and ϕ(t, t) = idΩ, for all t, s, r ∈ R. If H is

a complex Hilbert space of observables such that x : Ω → C for all x ∈ H , then the

time evolution of observables is given by the composition operator U(t, s)x := x◦ϕ(t, s).

Hence, due to the composition, {U(t, s)}t,s∈R 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)}t,s∈R be a strongly continuous family of bounded linear

operators on H such that for all r, s, t ∈ R

U(t, t) = 1 , (5.1)

U(r, s)U(t, r) = U(t, s) . (5.2)

For all t ∈ R, let L(t) be defined by

L(t)x := lim
h→0

1

h
[U(t + h, t)x− x] , (5.3)

D(L(t)) := {x ∈ H : L(t)x ∈ H} . (5.4)

Further, let the subspace DL be defined by

DL :=
⋂

t∈R

D(L(t)) .

Note in particular, that for all t, s ∈ R and x ∈ DL

d

dt
U(t, s)x

(5.2)
= lim

h→0

1

h
U(t, s)[U(t + h, t)− 1]x (5.5)

(5.3)
= U(t, s)L(t)x . (5.6)

The following theorem is the analogue of theorem 1 for non-autonomous systems.

Theorem 11 (non-stationary generalized Langevin equation (nsGLE)). Let {P(t)}t∈R,

{Q(t)}t∈R be strongly continuous families of linear operators on H such that

P(t) + Q(t) = 1 for all t ∈ R. Let ‖U(·, ·)‖, ‖P(·)‖ be uniformly bounded on compact

sets. Let t → L(t)z be continuous for some 0 6= z ∈ DL. For all t ∈ R, let the memory

kernel K(t, ·) : R → C be defined by the unique continuous solution of the Volterra

equation

K(t, s) = −(U(t, s)Q(t)L(t)z,Q(s)L(s)z)st0(z, z)
−1
st0

+

∫ t

s

K(t, r)(U(r, s)z,Q(s)L(s)z)st0(z, z)
−1
st0
dr ,

(5.7)

(x, y)st0 := (U(s, t0)x,U(s, t0)y) . (5.8)
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Let the fluctuating forces η : R2 → H be defined by

ηtt0 := U(t, t0)Q(t)L(t)z −

∫ t

t0

K(t, r)U(r, t0)z dr . (5.9)

Then, t→ U(t, t0)z solves the non-stationary generalized Langevin equation

d

dt
U(t, t0)z = U(t, t0)P(t)L(t)z + ηtt0 +

∫ t

t0

K(t, s)U(s, t0)z ds , (5.10)

and the equation

K(t, s) = −(ηts, ηss)st0(z, z)
−1
st0
, (5.11)

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

determined by eqs. (5.10) and (5.11).

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 (5.7) [6, 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, t0)z immediately

yields the nsGLE, eq. (5.10),

d

dt
U(t, t0)z

(5.6)
= U(t, t0)L(t)z

= U(t, t0)P(t)L(t)z + U(t, t0)Q(t)L(t)z ,

(5.9)
= U(t, t0)P(t)L(t)z + ηtt0 +

∫ t

t0

K(t, s)U(s, t0)z ds .

Moreover, inserting ηtt0 into eq. (5.11) yields eq. (5.7). Hence, eq. (5.11) holds.

It is left to show that K and η are uniquely determined by eqs. (5.10) and (5.11).

Clearly, eq. (5.10) holds, if and only if ηtt0 is given by eq. (5.9). Furthermore, for any

fixed t ∈ R, inserting ηtt0 into eq. (5.11) yields the Volterra equation (5.7). Hence, the

assertion follows by the uniqueness of the solution of eq. (5.7).

In the following, we continue with the time-dependent version of the Mori projection

operator. Similar to corollary 1.1, we find that the orthogonality relation between the

fluctuating forces ηts 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)st0(z, z)
−1
st0
z . (5.12)

Then,

(ηts, z)st0 = 0 ,

K(t, s) = −(ηtt0 , ηst0)(z, z)
−1
st0
.
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Proof. For all s ∈ R, we have

U(t0, s)ηtt0
(5.9)
= U(t0, s)

{

U(t, t0)Q(t)L(t)z −

∫ t

t0

K(t, r)U(r, t0)z dr

}

(5.2)
= U(t, s)Q(t)L(t)z −

∫ t

t0

K(t, r)U(r, s)z dr

(5.9)
= ηts −

∫ s

t0

K(t, r)U(r, s)z dr .

Applying U(s, t0) on both sides yields

ηtt0
(5.2)
= U(s, t0)ηts −

∫ s

t0

K(t, r)U(r, t0)z dr .

Taking the derivative w.r.t. s yields

d

ds
U(s, t0)ηts = K(t, s)U(s, t0)z . (5.13)

With this, we obtain

d

ds
(ηts, z)st0

(5.8)
=

d

ds
(U(s, t0)ηts,U(s, t0)z)

(5.13)(5.6)(5.8)
= K(t, s)(z, z)st0 + (ηts,L(s)z)st0

(5.11)
= −(ηts, ηss)st0 + (ηts,L(s)z)st0

(5.9)
= −(ηts,Q(s)L(s)z)st0 + (ηts,L(s)z)st0

= (ηts,P(s)L(s)z)st0
(5.12)
= (ηts, z)st0(L(s)z, z)

∗
st0
(z, z)−1

st0
.

This implies

(ηts, z)st0 = (ηtt, z)tt0 exp

{
∫ s

t

(L(r)z, z)∗rt0(z, z)
−1
rt0
dr

}

.

The initial value is given by

(ηtt, z)tt0
(5.9)
= (Q(t)L(t)z, z)tt0

= (L(t)z, z)tt0 − (P(t)L(t)z, z)tt0
(5.12)
= (L(t)z, z)tt0 − (L(t)z, z)tt0(z, z)

−1
tt0
(z, z)tt0

= 0 .

Hence, we obtain the orthogonality relation

(ηts, z)st0 = 0 . (5.14)
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Now, let us show that r → (ηtr, ηsr)rt0 is constant.

d

dr
(ηtr, ηsr)rt0

(5.8)
=

d

dr
(U(r, t0)ηtr,U(r, t0)ηsr)

(5.13)
= K(t, r)(U(r, t0)z,U(r, t0)ηsr) +K(s, r)∗(U(r, t0)ηtr,U(r, t0)z)

(5.8)
= K(t, r)(z, ηsr)rt0 +K(s, r)∗(ηtr, z)rt0

(5.14)
= 0 .

Hence, we have

K(t, s)
(5.11)
= −(ηts, ηss)st0(z, z)

−1
st0

= −(ηtr, ηsr)rt0(z, z)
−1
st0
.

For r = t0, this implies

K(t, s) = −(ηtt0 , ηst0)(z, z)
−1
st0
.

This concludes the proof.

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)}t≥0, which propagates the observable of interest z, is a strongly

continuous semigroup on H with generator L. 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)}t≥0 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{LQt}, where

{exp{LQt}t≥0 denotes the strongly continuous semigroup generated by LQ, which is

obtained from the bounded perturbation theorem. This means that {Q exp{LQt}}t≥0

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 QLQ 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 L 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 9

Proof. Clearly, we have Q2 = Q and ‖Q‖ ≤ 1. Since Q 6= 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 L is skew-adjoint on L2(R) with domain

D(L) = W 1,2(R). The space W 1,2(R) is the set of weakly differentiable functions with

weak derivative in L2(R), or equivalently, the space of absolutely continuous functions

with point-wise derivative in L2(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 L2(R+) and f(0) = 0.
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More explicitly, we have

D(LQ) = {f ∈ L2(R) : Qf ∈ D(L)}

= L2(R−)⊕W 1,2
0 (R+) ,

W 1,2
0 (R+) := {f ∈ W 1,2(R+) : f(0) = 0} .

Further, it is straightforward to show that D(LQ) is dense in L2(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 8. The adjoint

of QLQ is given by

QLQ
†
= (QLQ)† = (LQ)†Q = −(QL)†

†
Q = −QLQ ,

where we used [41, p. 252, Theorem VIII.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 ( −QLQ
†
. Since QLQ is densely defined, closed, and

skew-symmetric, we have [41, p. 255]

QLQ ⊆ −QLQ
†
.

Hence, it suffices to find a function f ∈ D(QLQ
†
), but f /∈ D(QLQ). Let

f(x) := Θ(x)e−x. For all g ∈ D(QLQ), there exists a sequence D(QLQ) ∋ gn → g

with limn→∞QLQgn = QLQg. Note that W 1,2
0 (R+) is given by the closure of C1

c (R+)

in W 1,2(R+) [5, p. 217, Theorem 8.12]. Hence, C1
c (R+) is dense in W 1,2

0 (R+). Thus, for

all n ∈ N, there exists a sequence C1
c (R+) ∋ φmn → gn ∈ W 1,2

0 (R+). Thus, we find

(f,QLQg) = lim
n→∞

(f,QLQgn)

= lim
n→∞

∫ ∞

0

f(x)∂xgn(x) dx

= lim
n→∞

lim
m→∞

∫ ∞

0

f(x)φ′
mn(x) dx

= − lim
n→∞

lim
m→∞

∫ ∞

0

f ′(x)φmn(x) dx

= lim
n→∞

∫ ∞

0

f(x)gn(x) dx

= (f, g) ,

where ′ denotes the point-wise derivative. This implies

f = QLQ
†
f ,

f ∈ N (QLQ
†
− 1) .
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According to von Neumann’s formula [14, p. 82, Lemma 2.2], we have

D(QLQ
†
) = D(QLQ)⊕G N (QLQ

†
− 1)⊕G N (QLQ

†
+ 1) ,

where ⊕G denotes the orthogonal sum induced by the graph norm for QLQ
†
. This

implies f ∈ D(QLQ
†
), but f /∈ D(QLQ) as desired.

Hence, QLQ 6= −QLQ
†
. Thus, QLQ = −QLQ

†
is not skew-adjoint. According to

Stone’s theorem [10, p. 89, Theorem 3.24], QLQ does not generate a strongly continuous

unitary group.

Appendix B. Proof of theorem 10

Proposition 12. Let Ω = Rn, and µ be the Lebesgue measure on Ω. Let f ∈ W 1,1(Ω)

and g ∈ C1
c (Ω). Then, fg ∈ W 1,1(Ω), ∂i(fg) = (∂if)g + f(∂ig), and

∫

Ω

f(∂ig) dµ = −

∫

Ω

(∂if)g dµ ,

for all i = 1, · · · , n, where ∂i denotes the weak derivative.

Proof. There exists a sequence C∞
c (Ω) ∋ fn → f ∈ W 1,1(Ω) [5, p. 265, Theorem 9.2].

From Hölder’s inequality [29, p. 152, Theorem 7.16], we know that φ →
∫

Ω
φψdµ is

a bounded linear functional on L1(Ω) for all ψ ∈ L∞(Ω). Since ∂ig, g ∈ L∞(Ω), this

implies
∫

Ω

f(∂ig) dµ = lim
n→∞

∫

Ω

fn(∂ig) dµ = − lim
n→∞

∫

Ω

(∂ifn)g dµ = −

∫

Ω

(∂if)g dµ .

Suppose there exists a sequence C∞
c (Ω) ∋ gn → g ∈ W 1,∞(Ω). For all ϕ ∈ C∞

c (Ω),

we have [12, p. 246, Theorem 1]
∫

Ω

[(∂if)gn + f(∂ign)]ϕdµ = −

∫

Ω

fgn(∂iϕ) dµ .

Due to Hölder’s inequality, the sequences (∂if)gn, f(∂ign), fgn are Cauchy in L1(Ω).

Since ϕ, ∂iϕ ∈ L∞(Ω), taking the limit n→ ∞ yields
∫

Ω

[(∂if)g + f(∂ig)]ϕdµ = −

∫

Ω

fg(∂iϕ) dµ .

Hence, ∂i(fg) = (∂if)g + f(∂ig). Clearly, fg ∈ W 1,1(Ω).

It is left to show that there exists a sequence C∞
c (Ω) ∋ gn → g ∈ W 1,∞(Ω). Let

ρn be a sequence of mollifiers [5, p. 108], and set gn := ρn ⋆ g, where ⋆ denotes the

convolution. Since g ∈ Cc(Ω), gn → g uniformly [5, p. 108, Proposition 4.21]. Since

g, ρn ∈ C1
c (Ω), it follows from the Leibniz integral rule [13, p. 56, Theorem 2.27] that

∂ign = ρn ⋆ ∂ig. Since ∂ig ∈ Cc(Ω) , ∂ign → ∂ig uniformly [5, p. 108, Proposition 4.21].

Clearly, gn ∈ C∞
c (Ω). Hence, we have C∞

c (Ω) ∋ gn → g ∈ W 1,∞(Ω). This concludes the

proof.
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Proposition 13. Let Ω = Rn and let P be the probability measure from eq. (4.1). Then,

C1
c (Ω) is dense in L2(P ).

Proof. Suppose that P is regular on (Ω,Σ). Since Ω is a locally compact Hausdorff

space and B(Ω) ⊆ Σ, it follows by [8, p. 207, Proposition 7.4.3] that Cc(Ω) is dense in

L2(P ). Further, the space C1
c (Ω) is a subalgebra of C0(Ω) which separates points, and

for all x ∈ Ω there exists a function in C1
c (Ω) that does not vanish at x. Hence, by the

Stone-Weierstraß theorem [8, p. 392, Theorem D.23], it follows that C1
c (Ω) is uniformly

dense in Cc(Ω). Since P (Ω) = 1, this implies that C1
c (Ω) is dense in Cc(Ω) w.r.t. the

norm on L2(P ). Since Cc(Ω) is dense in L2(P ), this implies that C1
c (Ω) is dense in

L2(P ).

It is left to show that P is regular. Since P is a finite measure on (Ω,B(Ω)), it follows

by [8, p. 34, Proposition 1.5.6] that P is regular on (Ω,B(Ω)). Since Σ is the completion

of B(Ω) under the Lebesgue measure on (Ω,B(Ω)) [8, p. 32, Proposition 1.5.2],

for all M ∈ Σ, there exists M′,M′′ ∈ B(Ω) such that M′ ⊆ M ⊆ M′′ and

M′′ −M′ has Lebesgue measure zero. By definition, P (M′′ −M′) = 0. This implies

P (M′) = P (M) = P (M′′). Since P is regular on (Ω,B(Ω)), and M′,M′′ ∈ B(Ω), it

follows that P is regular on (Ω,Σ).

Proposition 14. Let Ω = Rn and Σ be the Lebesgue σ-algebra on Ω. Let F : Ω → Ω

be continuously differentiable with bounded derivative. Then, the flow ϕ : R × Ω → Ω

generated by the vector field F is Lipschitz continuous in Ω (uniformly on compact

intervals) and Σ-Σ measurable (for all t ∈ R).

Proof. First, we show that F is Lipschitz continuous. Let γ(t) := tx + (1 − t)y for

x,y ∈ Ω and t ∈ [0, 1]. Then, by the mean value theorem [43, p. 113, Theorem 15.19],

we have for some t0 ∈ [0, 1]

|F(x)− F(y)| ≤
∣

∣

∣

d

dt
F(γ(t))

∣

∣

∣

t=t0

= |F′(γ(t0)) · (x− y)| ≤M |x− y| ,

where M := supΩ ‖F′‖. Hence, F is Lipschitz continuous. By the Picard-Lindelöf

theorem [40, p. 214, Theorem 11], it follows that there exists a unique solution

ϕ(x) : R → Ω of the initial value problem d
dt
ϕt(x) = F(ϕt(x)), ϕ0(x) = x, for all

initial values x ∈ Ω. Further, it follows from Grönwall’s inequality that ϕt is Lipschitz

continuous (uniformly on compact intervals) [19, p. 47, Theorem 4.2]. Moreover, we

have ϕ0 = idΩ and ϕt+s = ϕt ◦ ϕs [19, p. 42-43].

It is left to show that ϕt is Σ-Σ measurable. Since ϕt is continuous, ϕt is B(Ω)-B(Ω)

measurable [8, p. 189, Lemma 7.2.1]. Since ϕ−1
t = ϕ−t is Lipschitz continuous, ϕ−1

t

maps sets of Lebesgue measure zero onto sets of Lebesgue measure zero [45, p. 153,

Lemma 7.25]. Since Σ is the completion of B(Ω) under the Lebesgue measure on

(Ω,B(Ω)) [8, p. 32, Proposition 1.5.2], this implies that ϕt is Σ-Σ measurable for all

t ∈ R.
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Proof of theorem 10. Let X = (C0(Ω), supΩ | · |). For x, y ∈ L2(P ), we write

(x, y) := (x, y)L2(P ). First, we show that the composition operator (K(t), C1
c (Ω)) is a

bounded linear operator on L2(P ), where K(t) is defined by eq. (4.3). Let x, y ∈ C1
c (Ω)

arbitrary. Since convergence in X implies convergence in L2(P ), we have

d

dt
(K(t)x,K(t)y) = (F ·∇K(t)x,K(t)y) + (K(t)x,F ·∇K(t)y) , (B.1)

where we used the fact that {K(t)}t∈R is a strongly continuous group on X , and

(F · ∇, C1
c (Ω)) is a core of the generator [10, p. 91-92], cf. sec. 4. Since C1

c (Ω) is

a {K(t)}t∈R-invariant subspace, we have K(t)x ∈ C1
c (Ω) and K(t)y ∈ C1

c (Ω). Since

ρF ∈ W 1,1(Ω), it follows by proposition 12 that ρFK(t)x ∈ W 1,1(Ω), and

(K(t)x,F ·∇K(t)y)
(4.2)
=

∫

Ω

[K(t)x]ρF ·∇K(t)y dµ

= −

∫

Ω

div(ρFK(t)x)K(t)y dµ

= −(F ·∇K(t)x,K(t)y)−

(

1

ρ
div(ρF)K(t)x,K(t)y

)

.

Inserting into eq. (B.1) yields

d

dt
(K(t)x,K(t)y) = −

(

1

ρ
div(ρF)K(t)x,K(t)y

)

. (B.2)

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

d

dt
(K(±t)x,K(±t)x) ≤ 2ω0(K(±t)x,K(±t)x) ,

2ω0 =
∥

∥ρ−1div(ρF)
∥

∥

L∞(P )
,

for all t ≥ 0, cf. [56, Sec. III.A][9]. Due to Grönwall’s inequality, we conclude

‖K(t)x‖2L2(P ) ≤ e2ω0|t|‖x‖2L2(P ) , (B.3)

for all x ∈ C1
c (Ω) and t ∈ R.

Since C1
c (Ω) is dense in L

2(P ), the composition operator (K(t), C1
c (Ω)) is a densely

defined, bounded linear operator on L2(P ). Hence, we may define the time-evolution

operator U(t) on L2(P ) by the unique continuous extension of the composition operator

[54, p. 52, Satz (Theorem) II.1.5], such that

U(t) ∈ L(L2(P ), L2(P )) ,

U(t)x = K(t)x , x ∈ C1
c (Ω) .

Since C1
c (Ω) is dense in L2(P ), we obtain the growth bound

‖U(t)‖
(B.3)
≤ eω0|t| .
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For C1
c (Ω) ∋ xn → x ∈ L2(P ), we have

U(t + s)x = lim
n

K(t+ s)xn = lim
n

K(t)K(s)xn = lim
n

U(t)U(s)xn = U(t)U(s)x .

Since C1
c (Ω) is dense in L2(P ), {U(t)}t∈R is a group. Furthermore, for all x ∈ C1

c (Ω),

the orbit map t 7→ K(t)x ∈ X is continuous. Thus, the orbit map t 7→ U(t)x ∈ L2(P )

is continuous for all x ∈ C1
c (Ω). Since C1

c (Ω) is dense in L2(P ), it follows by [10,

p. 38, Proposition 5.3c] that {U(t)}t∈R is a strongly continuous group. Let us denote

its generator by (L, D(L)). Since C1
c (Ω) is dense in L2(P ) and {U(t)}t∈R-invariant,

(F ·∇, C1
c (Ω)) is a core of L [10, p. 53, Proposition 1.7]. Since L is closed, we conclude

L = (F ·∇, C1
c (Ω))

L2(P )
.

Now, let div(ρF) = 0 µ-almost everywhere. Then, we have for all x, y ∈ C1
c (Ω)

d

dt
(K(t)x,K(t)y)

(B.2)
= 0 .

This implies for all x, y ∈ C1
c (Ω)

(K(t)x,K(t)y) = (x, y) . (B.4)

Since C1
c (Ω) is dense in L2(P ), U(t) is a linear isometry on L2(P ) for all t ∈ R.

We have to show that P = P ◦ ϕ−1
t , where P ◦ ϕ−1

t denotes the image measure

under the map ϕt [8, p. 75-76], and ϕ : R × Ω → Ω is the flow introduced in sec 4.

By proposition 14, ϕt is Σ-Σ measurable. In particular, the composition of a Lebesgue

measurable function with ϕt is again Lebesgue measurable. Since C1
c (Ω) is dense in

L2(P ), for all M ∈ Σ, there exists a sequence C1
c (Ω) ∋ xn → 1M ∈ L2(P ). Due to

eq. (B.4) and [8, p. 76, Proposition 2.6.8], we have xn → 1M ∈ L2(P ◦ ϕ−1
t ), and

P (M) = (1M, 1M)

= lim
n→∞

lim
m→∞

(xn, xm)

(B.4)
= lim

n→∞
lim

m→∞
(K(t)xn,K(t)xm)

(4.3)
= lim

n→∞
lim

m→∞
(xn ◦ ϕt, xm ◦ ϕt)

= lim
n→∞

lim
m→∞

(xn, xm)L2(P◦ϕ−1

t
)

= (1M, 1M)L2(P◦ϕ−1

t
)

= P ◦ ϕ−1
t (M) .

This holds for all M ∈ Σ and t ∈ R, thus, the measure P is invariant under the map ϕt

for all t ∈ R, i.e.

P = P ◦ ϕ−1
t . (B.5)
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This implies for all x ∈ L2(P )

‖x ◦ ϕt‖L2(P )
(B.5)
= ‖x ◦ ϕt‖L2(P◦ϕ−1

−t
) = ‖x ◦ ϕt ◦ ϕ−t‖L2(P ) = ‖x‖L2(P ) ,

where we used [8, p. 76, Proposition 2.6.8]. Hence, the composition x 7→ x ◦ ϕt is a

bounded linear operator on L2(P ). Due to the uniqueness of a continuous extension [54,

p. 52, Satz (Theorem) II.1.5], we conclude that U(t)x = x ◦ ϕt for all x ∈ L2(P ) and

t ∈ R.
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