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A bstract

W e discussdualtim e evolution scenarioswhich,albeitrunning according to

the sam e realtim e clock,in each considered case m ay be m apped am ong each

otherby m eansofa suitable analytic continuation in tim e procedure. Thisdy-

nam icalduality isa generic feature ofdi�usion-typeprocesses.Technically that

involvesa fam iliartransform ation from a non-Herm itian Fokker-Planck operator

to the Herm itian operator (e.g. Schr�odinger Ham iltonian), whose negative is

known to generatea dynam icalsem igroup.Undersuitablerestrictionsupon the

generator,thesem igroup adm itsan analyticcontinuation in tim eand ultim ately

yields dualm otions. W e analyze an extension ofthe duality concept to L�evy


ights,free and with an externalforcing,while presum ing thatthe correspond-

ing evolution rule (fractionaldynam icalsem igroup)isa dualcounterpartofthe

quantum m otion (fractionalunitary dynam ics).

PACS num bers:02.50.Ey,05.20.-y,05.40.Jc

1 B row nian m otion inspirations

1.1 D i�usion-type processes and dynam icalsem igroups

TheLangevin equation foraone-dim ensionalstochasticdi�usion processin an external

conservative force �eld F = �(r V ): _x = F(x)+
p
2D b(t),where b(t)standsforthe

norm alized whitenoisehb(t)i= 0,hb(t0)b(t)i= �(t� t0),givesriseto thecorresponding

Fokker-Planck equation fortheprobability density �(x;t):

@t� = D �� � r (F�): (1)

By m eansofa standard substitution �(x;t)= 	(x;t)exp[�V (x)=2D ],[1],we passto

a generalized di�usion equation foran auxiliary function 	(x;t):

@t	= D �	� V(x)	 (2)
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where a com patibility condition V(x)= (1=2)[(F 2=2D )+ r F]needsto be respected.

Thistransform ation assignstheroleofthedynam icsgeneratortotheHerm itian (even-

tually self-adjoint)operator� Ĥ = D �� V .

Under suitable restrictions upon V (x),� Ĥ becom es a legitim ate generator ofa

contractive dynam icalsem igroup exp(� Ĥ t), t � 0. If additionally the dynam ical

sem igroup isam enableto an analyticcontinuation in tim e,thecontractive sem igroup

operatorexp(� Ĥ t)can be related with the unitary operatorexp(�iĤ t)via so-called

W ick rotation t! it. Thisduality observation underlies ourforthcom ing discussion

and generalizationsto L�evy 
ightsfram ework.

1.2 Free propagation and its analytic continuation in tim e

Thestandard theory ofGaussian di�usion-typeprocessestakestheW ienerprocessas

the "free noise" m odel,with the Laplacian asthe "noise" generator. Itisan elem ent

offolk lore thatthe related dissipative sem igroup dynam ics exp(tD �)= exp(�tĤ 0)

(and thustheheatequation)can bem apped into theunitary dynam icsexp(itD �)=

exp(�itĤ 0) (and thus the free Schr�odinger equation),by m eans ofan analytic con-

tinuation in tim eprocedure,[2].A param eterD m ay beinterpreted dim ensionally as

D = ~=2m ,orD = kB T=m � (Einstein’s
uctuation-dissipation statem ent).

Quiteoften,thism apping isrepresented by a form alit! ttim etransform ation of

thefreeSchr�odingerpicturedynam ics(oneshould beawarethattoexecuteam apping

forconcretesolutions,aproperadjustm entofthetim eintervalboundariesisnecessary):

i@t = �D 4  �! @t�� = D 4 ��; (3)

where the notation �� forsolutionsofthe heatequation hasbeen adopted,to stay in

conform ity with the forthcom ing m ore generaldiscussion,where ��(x;t)needsnotto

bea probability density,[2]-[4].

Them apping isusually exem pli�ed in term sofintegralkernelsg and k asfollows,

c.f.also [5]:

 (x;t)=

Z

dx
0
g(x� x

0
;t) (x0;0) (4)

g(x� x
0
;t)

:
= k(x � x

0
;it)= (4�iD t)� 1=2exp[�

(x � x0)2

4iD t
]

and

��(x;t)=

Z

dx
0
k(x � x

0
;t)��(x

0
;0) (5)

k(x � x
0
;t)

:
= g(x� x

0
;�it)= (4�D t)1=2exp[�

(x � x0)2

4D t
];

where the initialt = 0 data need to be properly adjusted. Here,g(x � x0;t) is an

integralkernelofthe unitary evolution operator: [exp(iD t�) ](x;0)=  (x;t). The
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heatkernelk(x � x0;y)playsthesam erolewith respectto thecontractive sem igroup

operator:[exp(D t�)� �](x;0).

Thespecialchoiceof

 (x;0)= (��2)� 1=4exp

�

�
x2

2�2

�

(6)

im plies

 (x;t)=

�

�2

�

� 1=4

(�2 + 2iD t)� 1=2exp

�

�
x2

2(�2 + 2iD t)

�

(7)

and

��(x;t)
:
=  (x;�it)=

�

�2

�

� 1=4

(�2 + 2D t)� 1=2exp

�

�
x2

2(�2 + 2D t)

�

0 (8)

with ��(x;0)=  (x;0).

W e note that� = j j2 =   � isa quantum m echanicalprobability density on R

foralltim es

�(x;t)=

�

�2

�(�4 + 4D 2t2)

�1=2

exp

�

�
�2x2

�4 + 4D 2t2

�

: (9)

Therealsolution ��(x;t)oftheheatequation isnota probability density �(x;t)=

��(x;t)�(x;t),unlessm ultiplied byan appropriaterealfunction �(x;t)which solvesthe

tim eadjointheatequation (thatbecom esan ill-posed dynam icalproblem ifconsidered

carelessly).

Case 1: Since �(x;t) = [2�(�2 + 2D t)]� 1=2exp[�x2=2(�2 + 2D t)]actually is an

exam pleofthefreeBrownian m otion probability density forallt� 0,weinfer

�(x;t)= (4��2)1=4��(x;t)
:
= (� ��)(x;t) (10)

where�(x;t)� � = (4��2)1=4 isinterpreted asa trivial(constant)solution ofthetim e

adjoint heat equation @t� = �D ��. W e stress that �� = (4��2)� 1=4� � �. This,

looking redundantobservation,willprovequiteusefulin a m oregeneralfram ework to

beintroduced in below.

Case 2: A com plex conjugate  �(x;t) =  (x;�t) of (x;t),Eq. (7),solves the

tim e-adjointSchr�odingerequation i@t 
� = D � �.Hence a tim e-sym m etric approach

to theanalyticcontinuation in tim em ightlook m orecom pelling.Indeed

�(x;t)
:
=  

�(x;it)=

�

�2

�

� 1=4

(�2 � 2D t)� 1=2exp

�

�
x2

2(�2 � 2D t)

�

(11)

is a legitim ate solution ofthe tim e-adjoint heat equation @t� = �D �� as long as

t2 [�T=2;+T=2]whereT = �2=D .

In thepresentcase,both tim eadjointequationssetwellde�ned Cauchy problem s

(at least in the just de�ned tim e interval). The subtle point is that the would be
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"initial" data forthebackward in tim eevolution,in factneed to betheterm inaldata,

given attheend-pointT=2 oftheconsidered tim e-interval.

The only propagation tool,we have in hands,istheheatkernel(3):k(x � x0;t!

t� t0)with t� t0.There holds��(x;t)=
R

k(x � x0;t� t0)��(x
0;t0)dx0and �(x0;t0)=

R

�(x;t)k(x � x0;t� t0)dx forany t0< t2 [�T=2;+T=2].

The originalquantum m echanicalprobability density � = j j2 =   �,Eq. (7),is

m apped into a Brownian bridge(pinned Brownian m otion)probability density:

�(x;�it)
:
= �(x;t)= (���)(x;t)=

�

�2

�(�4 � 4D 2t2)

�1=2

exp

�

�
�2x2

�4 � 4D 2t2

�

: (12)

Thepricepaid forthetim e-sym m etricappearanceofthisform ulaisalim itation ofthe

adm issible tim espan to a �nitetim e-intervaloflength T = �2=D .

Case 3: To m ake a directcom parison ofCase 2 with the previousCase 1,letus

con�nethetim eintervalofCase 2 to [0;+T=2].Now,a conditionalBrownian m otion

connects�(x;0)= �(x;0)= (�2�)� 1=2exp(�x2=�2)with �(x;t! +T=2)ofEq. (10).

BecauseofT = �2=D ,ast! T=2,instead ofa regularfunction wearriveatthelinear

functional(generalized function),here represented by theDiracdelta �(x).Notethat

�(x� x0)isa standard initialt= 0 valueoftheheatkernelk(x � x0;t).

Thisbehaviorisfaithfully reproduced by the tim e evolution of��(x;t)and �(x;t)

that com pose �(x;t) = (���)(x;t) for t 2 [0;T=2]. The initialvalue of��(x;0) =

 (x;0),Eq. (6),is propagated forward in accordance with Eq. (8) to ��(x;T=2) =

(4��2)� 1=4exp(�x2=4�2).

In parallel,�(x;t)of(11)interpolatesbackwardsbetween �(x;T=2)� (4��2)1=4�(x)

and�(x;0)= ��(x;0).W ehavehereem ployed an identity�(ax)= (1=jaj)�(x).Because

off(x)�(x)� f(0)�(x),wearriveat�(x;T=2)= (���)(x;T=2)� �(x).

1.3 Schr�odinger’s boundary data problem

The above discussion providesparticularsolutionsto so-called Schr�odingerboundary

dataproblem ,underanassum ption thataM arkovstochasticprocesswhichinterpolates

between twoapriorigiven probabilitydensities�(x;0)and�(x;T=2)canbem odeled by

m eansoftheGaussprobabilitylaw (e.g.in term softheheatkernel).Thatincorporates

thefreeBrownian m otion (W ienerprocess)and allitsconditionalvariants,Brownian

bridgesbeing included,[3,4]and [6]-[8],c.f.also [2].

For our purposes the relevant inform ation is that,ifthe interpolating process is

to display the M arkov property,then it has to be speci�ed by the joint probability

m easure(A and B areBorelsetsin R):

m (A;B )=

Z

A

dx

Z

B

dym (x;y) (13)
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where
R

R
m (x;y)dy = �(x;0);and

R

R
m (x;y)dx = �(y;T=2).From thestart,weassign

densities to allm easuresto be dealtwith,and we assum e the functionalform ofthe

density m (x;y)

m (x;y)= f(x)k(x;0;y;T=2)g(y) (14)

toinvolvetwounknown functionsf(x)andg(y)which areofthesam esign andnonzero,

whilek(x;s;y;t)isany bounded strictly positive(dynam icalsem igroup)kernelde�ned

for alltim es 0 � s < t � T=2. For each concrete choice ofthe kernel,the above

integralequationsareknown todeterm inefunctionsf(x);g(y)uniquely(uptoconstant

factors).

By denoting ��(x;t) =
R

f(z)k(z;0;x;t)dz and �(x;t)=
R

k(x;t;z;T=2)g(z)dz it

followsthat

�(x;t)= �(x;t)��(x;t)=

Z

p(y;s;x;t)�(y;s)dy; (15)

p(y;s;x;t)= k(y;s;x;t)
�(x;t)

�(y;s)
;

forall0 � s< t� T=2.The above p(y;s;x;t)isthetransition probability density of

thepertinentM arkov processthatinterpolatesbetween �(x;0)and �(x;T=2).Cases1

through 3 areparticularexam plesoftheabovereasoning,oncek(x;s;y;t)isspeci�ed

to be the heat kernel(3) and the corresponding boundary density data are chosen.

Clearly,��(x;0)= f(x)while�(x;T=2)= g(x).

W erecallthatin caseofthefreeevolution,bysetting�(x;t)= � � const,asin Case

1,wee�ectively transform an integralkernelk oftheL 1(R)norm -preservingsem igroup

into a transition probability density p oftheM arkov stochasticprocess.Then �� � �.

2 Free noise m odels: L�evy 
ights and fractional

(L�evy) sem igroups

The Schr�odingerboundary data problem isam enable to an im m ediate generalization

to in�nitely divisible probability lawswhich induce contractive sem igroups(and their

kernels)forgeneralGaussian and non-Gaussian noise m odels. They allow forvarious

jum p and jum p-typestochasticprocessesinstead ofa di�usion process.

A subclass ofstable probability laws contains a subset that is associated in the

literature with the concept ofL�evy 
ights. At this point let us invoke a functional

analyticlore,wherecontractivesem igroup operators,theirgeneratorsandthepertinent

integralkernelscan bedirectly deduced from theL�evy-Khitchineform ula,com paree.g.

[8].

Letusconsidersem igroup generators(Ham iltonians,up to dim ensionalconstants)

oftheform Ĥ = F (̂p),where p̂ = �ir standsforthem om entum operator(up to the
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disregarded ~ or2m D factor)and for�1 < k < +1 ,the function F = F(k)isreal

valued,bounded from below and locally integrable.Then,

exp(�tĤ )=

Z
+ 1

� 1

exp[�tF(k)]dE (k) (16)

wheret� 0 and dE (k)isthespectralm easureofp̂.

Becauseof

(E (k)f)(x)=
1

p
2�

Z k

� 1

exp(ipx)~f(p)dp (17)

where ~f istheFouriertransform off,welearn that

[exp(�tĤ )]f(x)= [

Z
+ 1

� 1

exp(�tF(k))dE (k)f](x)= (18)

1
p
2�

Z
+ 1

� 1

exp[�tF(k)]
d

dk
[

Z
k

� 1

exp(ipx)~f(p)dp]dk = (22)

1
p
2�

Z
+ 1

� 1

exp(�tF(k))exp(ikx)~f(k)dk = [exp(�tF(p))~f(p)]_(x)

wherethesuperscript_ denotestheinverse Fouriertransform .

Letusset

kt=
1

p
2�
[exp(�tF(p)]_ : (19)

Then theaction ofexp(�tĤ )can begiven in term sofa convolution (i.e.by m eansof

an integralkernelkt� k(x� y;t)= k(y;0;x;t)):

exp(�tĤ )f = [exp(�tF(p))~f(p)]_ = f � kt (20)

where

(f � g)(x):=

Z

R

g(x� z)f(z)dz: (21)

W e shallrestrict considerations only to those F(p) which give rise to positivity

preserving sem igroups:ifF(p)satis�esthe celebrated L�evy-Khintchine form ula,then

kt is a positive m easure for allt � 0. The m ost generalcase refers to a com bined

contribution from three types ofprocesses: determ inistic,Gaussian,and the jum p-

typeprocess.

W e recallthata characteristic function ofa random variable X com pletely deter-

m inesaprobabilitydistribution ofthatvariable.Ifthisdistribution adm itsadensitywe

can write E [exp(ipX )]=
R

R
�(x)exp(ipx)dx which,forin�nitely divisible probability

laws,givesriseto theL�evy-Khintchine form ula

E [exp(ipX )]= expfi�p� (�2=2)p2 +

Z
+ 1

� 1

[exp(ipy)� 1�
ipy

1+ y2
]�(dy)g (22)
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where �(dy) stands for the so-called L�evy m easure. In term s ofM arkov stochastic

processesallthatam ountsto a decom position ofX t into

X t = �t+ �B t+ Jt+ M t (23)

whereB tstandsforthefreeBrownian m otion (W ienerprocess),JtisaPoisson process

whileM t isa generaljum p-typeprocess(m oretechnically,m artingalewith jum ps).

By disregardingthedeterm inisticand jum p-typecontributionsin theabove,weare

leftwiththeW ienerprocessX t= �Bt.ForaGaussian�(x)= (2��2)� 1=2exp(�x2=2�2)

wedirectly evaluateE [exp(ipx)]= exp(��2p2=2).

Let us set �2 = 2D t. W e get E [exp(ipX t)]= exp(�tD p2) and subsequently,by

em ploying p ! p̂ = �ir ,we arrive atthe contractive sem igroup operatorexp(tD �)

wheretheone-dim ensionalLaplacian �= d 2=dx2 hasbeen introduced.Thatam ounts

to choosing a specialversion ofthe previously introduced Ham iltonian Ĥ = F (̂p)=

D p̂2.Notethatwecan getread oftheconstantD by rescaling thetim eparam eterin

theabove.

Presently,we shallconcentrate on the integralpart ofthe L�evy-Khintchine for-

m ula,which isresponsibleforarbitrary stochasticjum p features.By disregarding the

determ inistic and Brownian m otion entrieswearriveat:

F(p)= �

Z
+ 1

� 1

[exp(ipy)� 1�
ipy

1+ y2
]�(dy) (24)

where�(dy)standsfortheappropriateL�evym easure.Thecorrespondingnon-Gaussian

M arkov processischaracterized by

E [exp(ipX t)]= exp[�tF(p)] (25)

with F(p),(22). Accordingly,the contractive sem igroup generatorm ay be de�ned as

follows:F (̂p)= Ĥ .

Forconcretenesswe can m ention som e explicitexam plesofnon-Gaussian M arkov

sem igroup generators. F(p)= 
jpj� where � < 2 and 
 > 0 standsforthe intensity

param eterofthe L�evy process,upon p ! p̂ = �ir givesrise to a pseudo-di�erential

operator Ĥ = 
� �=2 often nam ed thefractionalHam iltonian.Notethat,by construc-

tion,itisa positiveoperator(quitealike�D �).

The corresponding jum p-type dynam icsisinterpreted in term sofL�evy 
ights. In

particular

F(p)= 
jpj! Ĥ = F (̂p)= 
jr j
:
= 
(j�j)1=2 (26)

refersto theCauchy process.

Sinceweknow thattheprobabilitydensity ofthefreeBrownian m otion isasolution

oftheFokker-Planck (here,sim ply -heat)equation

@t� = D �� (27)
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it is instructive to set in com parison the pseudo-di�erentialFokker-Planck equation

whichcorrespondstothefractionalHam iltonianandthefractionalsem igroupexp(�tĤ )=

exp(�
j�j�=2)

@t� = �
j�j�=2�: (28)

Asm entioned in thediscussion ofCase1,instead of� in theabovewecan insert�� � �,

whilerem em bering that� � const.

3 Free fractionalSchr�odinger equation

FractionalHam iltonians Ĥ = 
j�j�=2 with � < 2 and 
 > 0 areself-adjointoperators

in suitable L2(R) dom ains. They are also positive operators,so that the respective

fractionalsem igroupsareholom orphic,i.e.wecan replacethetim eparam etertby a

com plex one� = t+ is;t> 0 so that

exp(��Ĥ )=

Z

R

exp(��F(k))dE (k): (29)

Itsaction isde�ned by

[exp(��Ĥ )]f = [(~fexp(��F)]_ = f � k� : (30)

Here,the integralkernelreadsk� =
1p
2�
[exp(��F)]_. Since Ĥ isselfadjoint,the

lim it t # 0 leaves us with the unitary group exp(�isĤ ), acting in the sam e way:

[exp(�isĤ )]f = [~fexp(�isF)]_,exceptthatnow kis :=
1p
2�
[exp(�isF)]_ in generalis

nota probability m easure.

In view ofunitarity,the unit ballin L2 is an invariant ofthe dynam ics. Hence

probability densities,in a standard form � =  � can beassociated with solutionsof

thefreefractional(pseudodiferential)Schr�odingerequations:

i@t (x;t)= 
j�j�=2 (x;t) (31)

with initialdata  (x;0). Attem pts towards form ulating the fractionalquantum m e-

chanicscan befound in Refs.[8,11,12,13].

Allthat am ounts to an analytic continuation in tim e,in close a�nity with the

Gaussian pattern (1):

i@t = 
j�j�=2  ! @t�
� = �
j�j�=2�� (32)

W eassum ethat�� � � and thencethecorresponding � � const.

Stablestochasticprocessesand theirquantum counterpartsareplagued by a com -

m on disease: it is extrem ely hard,ifpossible at all,to produce insightfulanalytic

solutions.Togeta
avorofintricaciestobefaced and theleveloftechnicaldi�culties,

8



we shallreproduce som e observations in regard to the Cauchy dynam icalsem igroup

and itsunitary (quantum )partner.Forconvenience wescaleouta param eter
.

FortheCauchy process,whosegeneratorisjr j,wedealwith aprobabilisticclassics:

�(x;t)=
1

�

t

t2 + x2
=) k(y;s;x;t)=

1

�

t� s

(t� s)2 + (x � y)2
] (33)

where 0 < s < t. W e have hexp[ipX (t)]i :=
R

R
exp(ipx)�(x;t)dx = exp[�tF(p)]=

exp(�jpjt)and

�(x;t)=

Z

R

k(y;s;x;t)�(y;s)dy (34)

forallt> s� 0.W erecallthatlim t#0
t

�(x2+ t2)
� �(x).

The characteristic function ofk(y;s;x;t)fory;s �xed,readsexp[ipy� jpj(t� s)],

and theL�evy m easureneeded to evaluatetheL�evy-Khintchine integralreads:

�0(dy):= lim t#0[
1

t
k(0;0;y;t)]dy=

dy

�y2
: (35)

To passto a dualCauchy-Schr�odinger dynam ics,we need to perform an analytic

continuation in tim e.W e dealwith a holom orphic fractionalsem igroup exp(��tjr j),

� = t+ is,(27).Itisclearthatexp(�tjr j)and exp(�isjr j)havea com m on,identity

operatorlim itast#0 and s� t#0.

An analyticcontinuation oftheCauchy kernelby m eansof(28)givesriseto:

kt(x)=
1

�

t

x2 + t2
�! gs(x)

:
= kis(x)=

1

2
[�(x � s)+ �(x+ s)]+

1

�
P

is

x2 � s2
; (36)

whereP indicatesthataconvolution oftheintegralkernelwith any function should be

considered asa principalvalueofan im properintegral,[8].Thisshould be com pared

with an alm osttrivialoutcom eofthepreviousm apping(2)! (3).Here,weem ploy the

usualnotation forthe Diracdelta functionals,and the new tim e labels isa rem nant

ofthelim iting proceduret#0 in � = t+ is.

Thefunction denoted by is=�(x2� s2)com esfrom theinverseFouriertransform of

� ip
2�
sgn(p)sin(sp).Because of

[sgn(p)]_ = i

r

2

�
P(

1

x
) (37)

whereP(1
x
)standsforthefunctionalde�ned interm sofaprincipalvalueoftheintegral.

Using thenotation �� s fortheDiracdelta functional�(x� s):

[sin(sp)]_ = i

r

�

2
(�s � �� s) (38)

werealizethat
1

�

is

x2 � s2
=

i

2�
(�s � �� s)� P(

1

x
) (39)
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isgiven in term softheim plicitconvolution oftwo generalized functions.Obviously,a

propagation ofan initialfunction  0(x)to tim et> 0:

 (x;t)=

Z

R

g(x� x
0
;t) 0(x

0)dx0 (40)

givesa solution ofthefractional(Cauchy)Schr�odingerequation i@t = �jr j .

In com parison with theGaussian caseofSection 1,oneim portantdi�erencem ustbe

em phasized. The im properintegrals,which appearwhile evaluating variousconvolu-

tions,need to behandled by m eansoftheirprincipalvalue.Therefore,a sim pleit! t

transform ation recipeno longerworkson thelevelofintegralkernelsand respective 

and �� functions.

Oneexplicitexam pleisprovided by theincongruenceof(31)and (34)with respect

to the form alt! �itm apping.Anotherisprovided by considering speci�c solutions

ofpseudo-di�erentialequations(30).

To that end,let us consider �� 0(x) = (2=�)1=2 1

1+ x2
,together with � = (2�)� 1=2.

Then,���(x;0)=
1

�(1+ x2)
isan L(R)norm alized Cauchy density,while �� 0(x)itselfis

theL2(R)norm alized function.Clearly:

��(x;t)= [exp(�tjr j)�� 0](x)=

Z

k(y;0;x;t)��(y;0)dy=

�

2

�

� 1=2
1+ t

x2 + (1+ t)2
(41)

whilethecorresponding  (x;t)with  0(x)= �� 0(x)reads(fordetailsseee.g.[8]):

 (x;s)= [exp(�isjr j) 0](x)=
1

2
[ 0(x+ s)+  0(x� s)]+ (42)

i

2
[(x � s) 0(x� s)� (x+ s) 0(x+ s)]:

4 D ynam ical duality in external potentials: frac-

tionalSchr�odinger sem igroups and L�evy 
ights

4.1 Schr�odinger sem igroups for Sm oluchow skiprocesses

ConsiderationsofSection 1,wherethefreequantum dynam icsand freeBrownian m o-

tion were considered asdualdynam icalscenarios,can begeneralized to an externally

perturbed dynam ics,[2].Nam ely,oneknowsthattheSchr�odingerequation foraquan-

tum particlein an externalpotentialV (x),and thegeneralized heatequation arecon-

nected by analyticcontinuation in tim e,known totaketheFeynm an-Kac(holom orphic

sem igroup)kernelinto the Green function ofthe corresponding quantum m echanical

problem .

i@t = �D � + V  ! @ t�� = D �� � � V��: (43)
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HereV
:
= V (x)=2m D .

For V = V (x);x 2 R,bounded from below,the generator Ĥ = �2m D 24 + V

isessentially selfadjointon a naturaldense subsetofL2,and thekernelk(x;s;y;t)=

[exp[�(t� s)Ĥ ]](x;y)oftherelated dynam icalsem igroup exp(�tĤ )isstrictly positive.

The quantum unitary dynam ics exp(�iĤ t) is the an obvious result ofthe analytic

continuation in tim eofa dynam icalsem igroup.

Assum ptions concerning the adm issible potentialm ay be relaxed. The necessary

dem ands are that Ĥ is self-adjoint and bounded from below. Then the respective

dynam icalsem igroup isholom orphic.

The key role ofan integralkernelofthe dynam icalsem igroup operatorhas been

elucidated in form ulas (11)-(13),where an explicit form ofa transition probability

density ofthe M arkov di�usion process was given. W e have determ ined as wellthe

tim e developm ent of��(x;t) and �(x;t),so that �(x;t) = (���)(x;t) is a probability

density ofthepertinentprocess.

Ifwe a prioriconsider �(x;t)in the functionalform �(x;t)
:
= exp�(x;t),so that

��(x;t)
:
= �(x;t)exp[��(x)],andproperlyde�netheforwarddriftb(x;t)

:
= 2D r �(x;t)

in thepertinentFokker-Planck equation:

@t� = D �� � r (b�) (44)

we can recasta di�usion problem in term sofa pairoftim e adjointgeneralized heat

equations

@t�� = D �� � � V�� (45)

and

@t� = �D �� + V� ; (46)

i. e. as the Schr�odinger boundary data problem ,where an interpolating stochastic

process is uniquely determ ined by a continuous and positive Feynm an-Kac kernelof

theSchr�odingersem igroup exp(�tĤ ),where Ĥ = �D �+ V.

IfourdeparturepointistheFokker-Planck (orLangevin)equation with theapriori

prescribed potentialfunction �(x;t) forthe forward drift b(x;t),then the backward

equation (44)becom esan identity from which V directly follows,in term sof� and its

derivatives,[6,7]:

V(x;t)=
�

@t� +
1

2
(
b2

2D
+ r b)

�

(47)

Forthetim e-independentdriftpotential,which isthecaseforstandard Sm oluchowski

di�usion processes,we get (c.f. also [1],where the a transform ation ofthe Fokker-

Planckequations(42)intoan associated Herm itian problem (43)isdescribed in detail):

V(x)=
�1

2
(
b2

2D
+ r b)

�

: (48)
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Noticethat�(x)isde�ned up to an additiveconstant.

To give an exam ple ofa pedestrian reasoning based on the above procedure in

case ofa concrete Sm oluchowskidi�usion processes,let us begin from the Langevin

equation forthe one-dim ensionalstochastic processin the externalconservative force

�eld F(x)= �(r V )(x)(to keep in touch with the previousnotations,notethat� �

�V ):
dx

dt
= F(x)+

p
2D B (t) (49)

whereB (t)standsforthenorm alized whitenoise:hB (t)i= 0,hB (t0)B (t)i= �(t� t0).

ThecorrespondingFokker-Planck equation fortheprobability density �(x;t)reads:

@t� = D �� � r (F�) (50)

and by m eans ofa substitution �(x;t) = ��(x;t)exp[�V (x)=2D ],[1],can be trans-

form ed into thegeneralized di�usion equation foran auxiliary function ��(x;t):

@t�� = D �� � � V�� (51)

wheretheconsistency condition (reconciling thefunctionalform ofV with thisforF)

V =
1

2

�

F 2

2D
+ r F

�

: (52)

directly com esfrom thetim e-adjointequation

@t� � 0= �D �� + V� (53)

with �(x)= exp[�V (x)=2D ].

FortheOrnstein-Uhlenbeck processb(x)= F(x)= ��x and accordingly

V(x)=
�2x2

4D
�
�

2
: (54)

isan explicitfunctionalform ofthepotentialV,presentin previousform ulas(41)-(44).

4.2 Fractionalsem igroups and perturbed L�evy 
ights

Externalperturbationsin theadditiveform :

i@t (x;t)= 
j�j�=2 (x;t)+ V(x) (x;t) (55)

were considered in thefram ework offractionalquantum m echanics,[11]-[13],c.f.also

[8,9]. W ith the dualdynam icsconceptin m ind,Eq. (30),we expectthatan anlytic

continuation in tim e(ifadm itted)takesusfrom thefractionalSchr�odingerequation to

thefractionalanalog ofthegeneralized di�usion equation:

@t�
� = �
j�j�=2�� � V��: (56)
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Thetim e-adjointequation hastheform

@t� = 
j�j�=2� + V� ; (57)

W eshallbeparticularly interested in thetim e-independent�(x;t)� �(x),an assum p-

tion a�neto thatinvolved in thepassagefrom (44)-(46).

Herm itian fractionalproblem softheform (48)and/or(49)havealsobeen studied in

Refs.[14,15,16].However,them ajor(albeitim plicit,neveropenlystated)assum ption

ofRefs.[14,15,16]wastoconsidertheso-called step L�evy processinstead ofthejum p-

typeL�evy processproper.

This am ounts to introducing a lower bound on the length ofadm issible jum ps:

arbitrarily sm alljum psare then excluded. Thatallowsto by-passa serioustechnical

obstacle.Indeed,forapseudo-di�erentialoperator
� �=2,theactiononafunction from

itsdom ain can be greatly sim pli�ed by disregarding jum psoflength notexceeding a

�xed � > 0,seee.g.Refs.[8,9]:


j�j�=2f)(x) = �

Z

R

[f(x+ y)� f(x)�
yr f(x)

1+ y2
]�(dy) (58)

+


j�j�=2� f)(x) = �

Z

jyj> �

[f(x+ y)� f(x)]�(dy):

Com paree.g.Eq.(2)in [15]and Eq.(6)in [16].NotethattheseAuthorshaveskipped

them inussign thatm ustappearon theright-hand-sideofboth form ulas(50).

Asasidecom m ent,letuspointoutthattheprincipalintegralvalueissuesofSection

3 would notarise in ourpreviousdiscussion ofCauchy 
ightsand theirgenerators,if

arbitrarily sm alljum pswere elim inated from thestart.Nonetheless,ifthe � # 0 lim it

is under control,the step process can be considered as a m eaningfulapproxim ation

ofthefully-
edged (perturbed)jum p-typeL�evy process.Thisapproxim ation problem

hasbeen investigated in detail,in the construction ofthe perturbed Cauchy process,

governed bytheHerm itian dynam icalproblem (53),with theinput(55),undersuitable

restrictionson thebehaviorofV,[9].

Let us com e back to tim e-adjoint fractionalequations (54) and (55). W e have

�(x;t)= (���)(x;t)and em ploy thetrialansatzofSection 4.2:

�(x;t)� �(x)= exp[�(x)] (59)

�
�(x;t)= �(x;t)exp[��(x)]:

Accordingly (55)im plies,com paree.g.[14]foran independentargum ent:

V = �
 exp(��)j�j �=2 exp(�) (60)
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to becom pared with Eq.(8)in Ref.[15].In view of(54)wehave

@t� = �@t�
� = �
 exp(�)[j�j�=2 exp(��)�]+ V�

:
= �r j: (61)

Langevin-styledescription ofperturbed L�evy 
ights(determ inisticcom ponentplus

the L�evy noise contribution) are known,[17,18,19],to generate fractionalFokker-

Planck equationsoftheform

@t� = �r (F �)� 
j�j�=2�
:
= �r j (62)

whereF = �r V � r �,wefaceproblem swhich areleftunsettled atthepresentstage

ofourinvestigation:

(i)M ay the stochastic processes driving (58)and/or(59)coincide underany cir-

cum stances,orbasically notatall?

(ii) Give an insightful/usefulde�nition ofthe probability current j(x;t) in both

considered cases,while rem em bering that for fractionalderivatives the com position

ruleforconsecutive (Riesz)derivativestypically breaksdown.

Both problem s(i)and (ii)have have an im m ediate resolution in case ofdi�usion-

type processes, where by departing from the Langevin equation one infers Fokker-

Planck and continuity equations.In turn,theseequationscan bealternatively derived

by m eansoftheSchr�odingerboundary data problem ,provided itsintegralkernelstem s

from theeSchr�odingersem igroup,both in thefreeand perturbed cases.Thestochastic

di�usion process(correspondingtothatassociated with theLangevin equation)isthen

reconstructed aswell.Thence,theSchr�odingerloop getsclosed.

W hilepassingtoL�evy processes,wehavedem onstrated that,with suitablereserva-

tions,thisSchr�odinger"loop" can becom pleted in caseoffreeL�evy 
ights.However,

the "loop" rem ainsincom plete (neitherde�nitely proved ordisproved) forperturbed

L�evy 
ights.

Atthispointwe should m ention clearindications[14]that,once discussing L�evy


ights,we actually encountertwo di�erentclassesofprocesseswith incom patible dy-

nam icalproperties. One class isrelated to the Langevin equation,another-term ed

topological-relies on the "potentiallandscape" provided by the e�ective potential

V(x).An extended discussion ofthe latterproblem hasbeen postponed to the forth-

com ing paper,c.f.[23].
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