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A bstract

W e discuss dual tim e evolution scenarios which, albeit running according to
the sam e real tim e clock, in each considered case m ay be m apped am ong each
other by m eans of a suitabl analytic continuation in tin e procedure. T his dy—
nam ical duality is a generic feature of di usion-type processes. Technically that
Involves a fam iliar transform ation from a non-H em itian FokkerP lanck operator
to the Hem itian operator (eg. Schrodinger Ham iltonian), whose negative is
know n to generate a dynam ical sem igroup. U nder suitable restrictions upon the
generator, the sam igroup adm its an analytic continuation in tin e and ulin ately
yields dualm otions. W e analyze an extension of the duality concept to Levy

ights, free and w ith an extemal forcing, while presum ing that the correspond-
Ing evolution rule (fractional dynam ical sem igroup) is a dual counterpart of the
quantum m otion (fractional unitary dynam ics).

PACS numbers: 02.50Ey, 0520 ~, 0540.Jc

1 Brownian m otion inspirations

1.1 D iusion-type processes and dynam ical sem igroups

T he Langevin equation fora one-din ensional stochastic di usion process n an extemal
P_—

conservative force ed F = rV):x=F x)+ 2D b(), where b(t) stands for the
nom alized white noiseot)i= 0, lo@@bi)i= (¢t 1), gives rise to the corresponding
FokkerP Janck equation for the probability density ~ (X;t):

@ =D T r F): @)
By means of a standard substitution ~ x;t) = &;t)exp[ V x)=2D ], [1], we pass to
a generalized di usion equation for an auxiliary function &;t):

@ =D V (%) @)
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where a com patibility condition V k) = (1=2) [ ?=2D ) + r F ] needs to be respected.
T his transform ation assigns the role ofthe dynam ics generator to the Hem itian (even—
tually selfadpint) operator H=0D V.

Under suitable restrictions upon V ), H becomes a kgitin ate generator of a
contractive dynam ical sam igroup exp ( v, t 0. If additionally the dynam ical
sem igroup is am enable to an analytic continuation In tin e, the contractive sam igroup
operator exp ( H't) can be related w ith the unitary operator exp ( i t) via so-called
W ick rotation t ! it. This duality cbservation underlies our forthocom ing discussion
and generalizations to Levy ights fram ework.

1.2 Free propagation and its analytic continuation in tim e

T he standard theory of G aussian di usion-type processes takes the W iener process as
the "free noise" m odel, w ith the Laplacian as the "noise" generator. It is an elem ent
of fok lore that the related dissjpative sem igroup dynam ics exp (tD ) = exp ( tI—fo)
(and thus the heat equation) can be m apped into the unitary dynam icsexp (itDh ) =
exp ( itHy) (and thus the free Schrodinger equation), by m eans of an analytic con—
tinuation In tim e procedure, R]. A param eter D m ay be interpreted din ensionally as
D = ~=2m ,orD = kg T=m (Einstein’s uctuation-dissipation statem ent).

Q uite often, thism apping is represented by a orm alit ! ttim e transform ation of
the free Schrodinger picture dynam ics (one should be aw are that to execute a m apping
for concrete solutions, a proper ad jistm ent ofthe tim e Intervalboundaries isnecessary) :

@ = D4 ! & =D4 ; 3)

where the notation  for solutions of the heat equation has been adopted, to stay In
conform ity with the forthoom ing m ore general discussion, where  (x;t) needs not to
be a probability density, RIHA].

Them appng is usually exem pli ed In term s of ntegralkemels g and k as follow s,

c.f. also B]: 7
&= dx'gx x%D &%0) @)
: - x x9?
%) = k %ity= @4 Dt) 2 _
gk x59 ® x;i)= ¢ ) exp| Dt ]
and Z
&)=  dxk& x5t &%0) )
: - x x9?
k Oty = % iy= @ Db —1;
® x;H=gk x ) = ( ) “expl Dt ]
where the initialt = 0 data need to be properly adjisted. Here, g(x x%t) is an
Integral kemel of the unitary evolution operator: exp (D t ) 1x;0) = (xX;t). The



heat kemelk ¢  x%y) plays the sam e role w ith respect to the contractive sem igroup

operator: exp Ot ) 1&;0).
T he special choice of

2\ 1=4 X
x;0) = ( ) exp 52 (6)
In plies
2 1=4 2
= —  (2+2Db ep —— )
’ 2(2+ 2Dt
and
s 1=4 2
&= & D= — (?+2Dt) Pexp * 0 ®)
! ! 2( 2+ 2D 1)
wih (x;0)= (;0).
Wenotethat = j 5= is a quantum m echanical probability density on R
foralltin es
2 1=2 24,2
;t = —_—— . 9
&;t) ( 4 4D 2t?) =P 4+ 4D 22 ©)

The realsolution  (x;t) ofthe heat equation is not a probability density — x;t) =
(x;t) (x;0),unlessmuliplied by an approprate real function (x;t) which solvesthe
tin e ad pint heat equation (that beocom es an illposed dynam ical problem if considered
carelessly) .
Case 1: Shhoe ~(x;t) = R ( 2+ 2D1)] P exp[ x?=2( 2+ 2D t)] actually is an
exam ple of the free B rownian m otion probability density forallt 0, we infer

k=@ O D= ()& (10)
where (x;t) = @4 ?) is interpreted as a trivial (constant) solution ofthe tin e
adpint heat equation @, = D . Westressthat = @4 ?2) ™  —. This,

Jooking redundant observation, w ill prove quite usefiil n a m ore general fram ew ork to
be introduced in below .

Case 2: A complkx conjugate x;t) = x; t of &;b,Eqg. (7), solves the
tin e-ad pint Schrodinger equation i@, = D . Hence a tin esym m etric approach
to the analytic continuation in tim e m ight look m ore com pelling. Indeed

1=4
2 X2

) = ;i) = — 2 2Dt _ 11

®;t) (x;it) ( ) eXp 2(2 209 11)

is a kgitin ate solution of the tin eadpint heat equation @ = D as long as
t2 [ T=2;+ T=2]where T = 2=D.

In the present case, both tim e ad pint equations sst wellde ned Cauchy problm s

(@t least In the just de ned time Interval). The subtle point is that the would be



"nitial" data for the backward in tin e evolution, In fact need to be the temm inaldata,
given at the end-point T=2 of the considered tin e-interval.
T he only propagation tool, we have jnRhands, isthe heat kemel 3): k&x x%t!

E Y witht . Therehods ;8= k& x%t t9) &5Hdx’and &) =
Gk Lt Y)dx Prany < t2 [ T=2;+T=2].
T he origihal quantum m echanical probability density = § § = ,Eq. (7), is

m apped into a Brownian bridge (oinned B rownian m otion) probability density:

1=2
2 2X2

&i B="&0D= (VKOs —5 e P T g

12)

T he price paid for the tin e-sym m etric appearance of this form ula is a lim itation ofthe
adm issble tin e span to a nite tin esintervaloflength T = 2=D .

Case 3: To m ake a direct com parison of Case 2 with the previous Case 1, kt us
con ne the tin e mtervalofCase 2 to 0;+ T=2]. Now, a conditional B row nian m otion
connects ~ x;0) =  (x;0)= (? ) Pexp( x*= ?)with ~ &;t! +T=2) ofEq. (10).
Because of T = ?=D ,ast! T=2, nstead ofa regular function we arrive at the linear
functional (generalized function), here represented by the D irac delta (x). Note that

x ) isa standard mitialt= 0 value of the heat kemelk (x  x%1t).

T his behavior is aithfully reproduced by the tin e evolution of (x;t) and (x;t)

that compose ~ X;t) = ( ) X;t) ort 2 0;T=2]. The =nitial value of (x;0) =
x;0), Eg. (6), is propagated forward in accordance wih Egq. (8) to (x;T=2) =
@ 2) l:4exp( x2=4 2).

Inparalke], (x;t) of (11) nterpolatesbackwardsbetween (x;T=2) @ )™ (x)
and (x%;0)= (x;0).W ehavehereamn ployed an identity @x)= (1=g) K).Becauss
off x) ®) f0) &),wearriveat &;T=2)= ( )&;T=2) x).

1.3 Schrodinger’s boundary data problem

T he above discussion provides particular solutions to so-called Schrodinger boundary
data problem , under an assum ption that aM arkov stochastic processw hich interpolates
between two a prorigiven probability densities (x;0) and (x;T=2) can bem odeled by
m eansofthe G aussprobability law (eg. In term softheheat kemel). T hat incorporates
the free Brownian m otion W iener process) and all its conditional variants, B row nian
bridges being Included, [3,/4] and B8], c.f. also R].

For our purposes the relevant infomm ation is that, if the Interpolating process is
to display the M arkov property, then it has to be soeci ed by the pint probability
measure A and B areBorelsstsn R):

Z Z
m @A;B)= dx  dym &;y) 13)

A B



where RR m X;y)dy= (x;0); andRR m X;y)dx = (y;T=2).From the start, we assign
densities to allm easures to be deal with, and we assum e the functional form of the
density m (;y)

m ®;y) = £ &k &;0;y;T=2)g(y) 14)

to involve two unknown functions f (x) and g (y) which are ofthe sam e sign and nonzero,
whik k (x;s;vy;t) isany bounded strictly positive (dynam ical sem igroup) kemelde ned
foralltines O s< t T=2. For each concrete choice of the kemel, the above
Integralequations are known to detemm ine functions £ x); g (y) uniguely (up to constant
factors).

R R
By denoting (x;t) = f @)k (z;0;x;0)dz and ;t) = k&;5z;T=2)g(z)dz it
follow s that 7,
T XD = XY iD= pyisix;t) (yis)dy; 15)
;0

isix;it) = k(yisix;t) ;
pisix (yisix v19)

forall0 s< t T=2.The above ply;s;x;t) is the transition probability density of
the pertinent M arkov process that interpolates between — (x;0) and ™ x;T=2).Cases1
through 3 are particular exam ples of the above reasoning, once k (x;s;y;t) is speci ed
to be the heat kemel (3) and the corresponding boundary density data are chosen.
Clarly, ;0)= fx)whik &;T=2)= g).

W e recallthat In case ofthe fiee evolution, by sstting ;t) = const,asin Case
1,wee ectively transfom an integralkemelk ofthe L' R ) nom -preserving sem igroup
Into a transition probability density p of the M arkov stochastic process. T hen

2 Free noise m odels: Levy ights and fractional
(Levy) sem igroups

T he Schrodinger boundary data problm is am enable to an inm ediate generalization
to In nitely divisble probability law s which Induce contractive sem igroups (@nd their
kemels) for general G aussian and non-G aussian noise m odels. They allow for various
Jum p and Jum p-type stochastic processes Instead of a di usion process.

A subclass of stabl probability law s contains a subset that is associated in the
literature w ith the conospt of Levy ights. At this point ket us nvoke a functional
analytic Jore, w here contractive sem igroup operators, their generators and the pertinent
Integralkemels can be directly deduced from the Levy-K hitchine form ula, com pareeg.
Bl.

Let us consider sam igroup generators H am iltonians, up to dim ensional constants)

ofthe orm K = F ©), where p= ir stands for them om entum operator (up to the



disregarded ~ or2m D factor) and for 1 < k< +1 ,thefinction F = F () isral
valied, bounded from below and locally integrable. T hen,
Z +1

exp( tf) = exp[ tF k)KE (k) 16)
1

wheret 0 and dE () isthe soectralm easure of .

Because of 7 .

1
E k) &)= 19? exp (ipx) £ )dp a7

1

where £ is the Fourier transform of £, we Jeam that

Z+l

exp ( tH)If &)= [ exp( tF k))dE K)f1x) = (18)
1
1 Z 41 d 2 x
= exp[ tF &k)I—I[ exp (ipx) £ (p)dpldk = 22)
2 1 dk 1
1 Z +1
192: exp ( tF k))exp (kx)f'k)dk = exp( tF ©)EfPE) &)
1

w here the superscript _ denotes the inverse Fourier transfom .
Let us st

1
kt=19?iexp( T P 19)

T hen the action ofexp ( tHA) can be given in tem s of a convolution (ie. by m eans of
an integralkemelk, k& vy;t)= k;0;x;1)):

exp( H)f= exp( tF PHEEF=f k 20)

where Z

E 99& = gk z)f(z)dz: @1)

R
W e shall restrict considerations only to those F (o) which give rise to positivity
preserving sam Igroups: ifF (o) satis es the celkbrated Levy-K hintchine form ula, then
ke is a positive measure for all t 0. The most general case refers to a combined
contrbution from three types of processes: detemm inistic, G aussian, and the jum p-—
type process.
W e recall that a characteristic function of a random varable X oom plktely deter-
m Inesa probability djst'abtﬁtjon ofthat variable. Ifthisdistrbution adm itsa density we
can write E [exp (ipX )] = - (x) exp (jpx)dx which, for in niely divisble probability
law s, gives rise to the Levy-K hintchine formula
Z i1

E xp (ipX )]= expfip ( ?=2)p" + exp (ipy) 2y
1 1+ vy

1 @ng @2



where (dy) stands for the socalled Levy measure. In tem s of M arkov stochastic
processes all that am ounts to a decom position of X + into

Xe= t+ B+ I+ M (23)

where B, stands for the free Brownian m otion (W iener process), J; isa P oisson process
whike M . is a general jum p-type process m ore technically, m artingale w ith Jum ps).
By disregarding the detem Inistic and jum p-type contributions in the above, we are

2) l=2exp( X2:2 2)

eft wih theW ienerprocessX .= B..ForaGaussian &)= @
we directly evaluate E fexp (ipx)]= exp ( *p’=2).

Letusset 2= 2Dt. WegetE [exp (X )] = exp( tDp?) and subsequently, by
enpbyingp ! Pp= ir , we arrive at the contractive sam igroup operator exp (tD )
where the onedin ensional Laplacian = d ?=dx? hasbeen introduced. T hat am ounts
to choosing a soecial version of the previously introduced H am iltonian H=rF ©) =
D . Note that we can get read of the constant D by rescaling the tin e param eter in
the above.

P resently, we shall concentrate on the integral part of the Levy-K hintchine for-
mula, which is responsible for arbitrary stochastic um p features. By disregarding the

determm inistic and B row nian m otion entries we arrive at:
Z +1

. py
F (o) = 1
©) ) exp (ipy) 1+ y2

1 @y) (24)

where (dy) stands forthe appropriate Levy m easure. T he corresponding non-G aussian
M arkov process is characterized by

E fexp (ipX () ]1= exp[ tF )] @25)

wih F (), @2). A ccordingly, the contractive sam igroup generatorm ay be de ned as
Plows: F ) = H .

For concreteness we can m ention som e explicit exam ples of non-G aussian M arkov
sem igroup generators. F ) = Ppj where < 2and > 0 stands for the Intensity
param eter of the Levy process, upon p ! Pp= ir gives rise to a pseudo-di erential
opej:atorHA = =2 often nam ed the fractionalH am iltonian. N ote that, by construc—
tion, it is a positive operator (quite alke D ).

T he corresponding jum p-type dynam ics is nterpreted in temm s of Levy ights. In
particular

Fp= il E=F@O= ¥ GI7 26)
refers to the C auchy process.

Sihcewe know that the probability density ofthe free B row nian m otion isa solution
of the FokkerP lanck (here, sin ply —heat) equation

@ =D ~ 27)



it is Instructive to set In com parison the pseudo-di erential FokkerP lanck equation
w hich corresponds to the fractionalHl am iltonian and the fractionalsam igroup exp ( tf) =
exp( 33 7%)

@ = 3377 28)
A sm entioned In the discussion ofCase 1, nstead of  In the abovewe can Insert -,
w hile ram em bering that const.

3 Free fractional Schrodinger equation

FractionalHam itonians H = 392 with < 2and > 0 are selfadpint operators
in suitable L2 R) dom ains. They are also positive operators, so that the respective
fractional sam igroups are holom orphic, i. e. we can replace the tin e param eter t by a
complex one = t+ is;t> 0 so that

exp( H)= exp( F k))dE k): 29)
Tts action is de ned by

ep( H)E= [fexp( F)F=f k: (30)

Here, the integral kemel reads k = »—kxp( F)}. Shoe H is selfadpint, the
Im i t # 0 leaves us wih the unitary group exp ( isH), acting In the same way:
exp ( isH ) If = [fexp( isF )}, exoept that now ki = P12= exp( isF' )} in generalis
not a probability m easure.

In view of unitarity, the unit ball in L? is an invariant of the dynam ics. Hence
probability densities, in a standard form = can be associated w ith solutions of
the free fractional (pseudodiferential) Schrodinger equations:

B &= 3JI7 &b (31)

with iniialdata (x;0). Attem pts towards form ulating the fractional quantum me—
chanics can be found n Refs. [8,[11,112,[13].

A 1l that am ounts to an analytic continuation In tine, n close a niy wih the
G aussian pattem (1):

e = 337 e = 33”7 (32)

W e assum e that ~ and thence the corresponding const.

Stable stochastic processes and their quantum counterparts are plagued by a com —
mon dissase: it is extremely hard, if possbl at all, to produce nnsightfil analytic
solutions. Toget a avor of intricacies to be faced and the level of technicaldi culties,



we shall reproduce som e observations in regard to the Cauchy dynam ical sam igroup
and isunitary (quantum ) partner. For convenience we scal out a param eter

Forthe C auchy process, whose generator is  j we dealw ith a probabilistic classics:

T = o =) ks = o] 33)
’ 2+ x2 isix; t 82+ x y)?
R
where 0 < s < t. Wehave lexpipX 1 = _ exp(px) &K;Ddx = exp[ & @)] =
exp ( P} and 7
T &Y= kisixib is)dy (34)

R
orallt> s O.Wereca]lthat]jmt#oﬁ ).
T he characteristic function ofk (y;s;x;t) fory;s xed, rmadsexpfipy FPijtt 9)],
and the Levy m easure needed to evaluate the Levy-K hintchine Integral reads:
. 1 dy
0 @y) = lim yo [Ek O;0;yildy = — = 35)

y2

To pass to a dual Cauchy-Schrodinger dynam ics, we need to perform an analytic
continuation in tine. W e dealw ith a holom orphic fractional sam igroup exp ( tf J,
= t+ is, 7). k isclearthatexp( t J) and exp( isy ) have a comm on, dentity
operator limtast#0ands t#0.
An analytic continuation of the Cauchy kemelby m eans of (28) gives rise to:
1 t
X2+ g

where P indicates that a convolution ofthe integralkemelw ith any function should be

ke (x) =

: 1 1
!gs(x)=.kis(x)=§[ ® s)+ &+ s)]+-P (36)

7
%2 2

considered as a principal value of an in proper integral, B]. T his should be com pared
w ith an aln ost trivialoutcom e ofthe previousm apping @)! 3). Here, we em ploy the
usual notation for the D irac delta fiinctionals, and the new tin e label s is a rem nant
ofthe Im ting procedure t#0 In = t+ is.
T he fiinction denoted by is= * s?) comes from the inverse Fourder transform of
p;:sgn (e)sin (sp) . Because of

r

2 1
ogn)F =1 —P (;) 37)

where P (i ) stands forthe fiinctionalde ned in tem sofa principalvalue ofthe integral.
U sing the notation ¢ forthe D irac delta functional & s):

r

insp)F =1 < (s s) (38)

we realize that

i 1
(s s) P ) 39)
X



isgiven in tem s of the In plicit convolution of two generalized functions. O bviously, a
propagation of an initial finction o (X) totinet> 0:
Z
&= gk x% (&)X’ (40)

R

gives a solution ofthe fractional (C auchy) Schrodinger equation i@, = I Jj .

In com parison w ith the G aussian case of Section 1, one In portant di erencem ust be
em phasized. The in proper integrals, which appear whilk evaluating various convolu—
tions, need to be handled by m eans of their principal value. Therefore, a smplk it ! t
transform ation recipe no longer works on the level of integral kemels and respective
and  functions.

O ne explicit exam ple is provided by the ncongruence of (31) and (34) w ith resoect
to the formalt ! it m apping. A nother is provided by considering speci ¢ solutions
of pseudo-di erential equations (30).

To that end, kt us consider o) = (= )1, togetherwith = @ ) '™2.
Then, ¢;0) = ——— isan L R) nom alized Cauchy densiy, while &) iself is

(1+ x2)

the L2 R ) nom alized finction. C learly:

Z 1=2

3 p— o) . . = _ l+ t
&)= kexp( trJ) d&) = k(y;0;%x;0) (v;0)dy 2+ 1+ 02 (41)
while the corresponding ;t) with o &) = ox) reads (for details see eg. BI):
1
®;8)= kexp( is¥r J) olx) = 5[ ox+s)+ ox s)H 42)

51[(x S) ok 8) K+ 8) o+ 8]

4 D ynam ical duality in external potentials: frac—
tional Schrodinger sem igroups and Levy ights

4.1 Schrodinger sem igroups for Sm olichow skiprocesses

C onsiderations of Section 1, where the free quantum dynam ics and free B rownian m o—
tion were considered as dual dynam ical scenarios, can be generalized to an extemally
perturoed dynam ics, 2]. N am ely, one know s that the Schrodinger equation fora quan—
tum particle In an extemalpotentialV (x), and the generalized heat equation are con-
nected by analytic continuation In tin €, known to take the Feynm an-K ac (holom orphic
sem igroup) kemel nto the G reen function of the corresponding quantum m echanical
problm .

ke = D + Vv ! @ =D vV oo (43)

10



HereV = V (x)=2m D .

ForV = V &);x 2 R, bounded from below, the generator H = 2mD?24 + V
is essentially selfad pint on a natural dense subset of L2, and the kemel k (x;s;y;t) =
expl[ ¢ s)H 11x;y) ofthe related dynam ical sem igroup exp ( tH ) is strictly positive.
The quantum unitary dynam ics exp ( if't) is the an cbvious result of the analytic
continuation in tim e of a dynam ical sam igroup.

A ssum ptions conceming the adm issble potentialm ay be relaxed. The necessary
dem ands are that H is slfad pint and bounded from below . Then the respective
dynam ical sem igroup is holom orphic.

The key rok of an integral kemel of the dynam ical sem igroup operator has been
elicidated In formulas (11)-(13), where an explicit form of a transition probability
density of the M arkov di usion process was given. W e have determm Ined as well the
tin e developm ent of (x;t) and ;t), so that™ x;t) = ( ) X;b) is a probability
density of the pertinent process.

Ifwe a prori consider (x;t) In the functional fom (x;t)=: exp (x;t), so that

;t) = T @t exp[  &®)], and properly de nethe orward driftb(x;t) = 2D r  (x;t)
In the pertinent FokkerP lanck equation:

@ =D ~ r b)) (44)

we can recast a di usion problem In temm s of a pair of tin e ad pint generalized heat
equations

and

@ = D +V ; (4e)

i. e. as the Schrodinger boundary data problem , where an Interpolating stochastic
process is uniquely determ ined by a continuous and positive Feynm an-K ac kemel of
the Schrodinger sam igroup exp ( tf),where = D + V.

Ifourdeparture point is the FokkerP lanck (or Langevin) equation w ith the a priori
prescribbed potential finction (x;t) for the forward drift bx;t), then the backward
equation (44) becom es an dentity from which V directly follow s, In tem sof and its
derivatives, [6,!7]:

Vet = @ + }<ﬁ+ b) @7)
T 290 T

For the tim e-independent drift potential, which is the case for standard Sm oluchow ski
di usion processes, we get (cf. also [1], where the a transfomm ation of the Fokker-
P landk equations (42) into an associated H emm itian problem (43) isdescribed in detail) :

1 ¥
V)= —(—+71b) : 48)

11



Notice that (x) isde ned up to an additive constant.
To give an exam plk of a pedestrian reasoning based on the above procedure in
case of a concrete Sm oluchow ski di usion processes, ket us begin from the Langevin

equation for the one-din ensional stochastic process in the extemal conservative force

edF xX)= (rV)X) (tokesp In touch with the previous notations, note that

V):
o x) + B ) 49)
— = X
dt

where B (t) stands for the nom alized white noise: B (t)i= 0, 1B ®)B ®©)i= ¢ v).
T he corresponding FokkerP lanck equation for the probability density (X;t) reads:

@ =D — r &) (50)

and by means of a substitution ~ x;t) = ;D exp[ V x)=2D ], [l], can be trans-
form ed Into the generalized di usion equation for an auxiliary function  (x;t):

w here the consistency condition (reconciling the functional form ofV w ith this for F )

1 F?
2 2D

+rF (52)

directly com es from the tin ead pint equation

Q. 0= D +V (53)
wih )= exp[ V x)=2D I.
For the O mstein-Uhlenbeck processb(x) = F x) = x and accordingly
2X2
V x) = - 4
x) D 5 (54)

is an explicit fiinctional form ofthe potentialV, present in previous form ulas (41)-(44).

42 Fractional sem igroups and perturbed Levy ights
E xtemal perturbations In the addiive fom :
B D= 337 &Y+ VE &b (55)

were considered In the fram ework of fractional quantum m echanics, [L1H[13], c.f. also
B,9]. W ih the dualdynam ics concept In m Ind, Eq. (30), we expect that an anlytic
continuation in tim e (ifadm itted) takesus from the fractional Schrodinger equation to
the fractional analog of the generalized di usion equation:

Q. = 39 7 AV (56)
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T he tin ead pint equation has the fom
G = 373 tV ©7)

W e shallbe particularly interested in the tin e-independent  (x;t) (x), an assum p—
tion a ne to that involved in the passage from (44)—(46).

Hem itian fractionalproblem softhe form (48) and/or (49) have also been studied in
Refs. [14,[15,16]. However, them a pr (albeit in plicit, never openly stated) assum ption
ofRefs. [14,[15,/16]was to consider the so-called step Levy process instead ofthe jam p—
type Levy process proper.

This am ounts to Introducing a lower bound on the length of adm issble jum ps:
arbirarily sm all jum ps are then exclided. That allow s to by-pass a serious technical
obstaclke. Indeed, fora pssudo-di erential operator =2, the action on a finction from
its dom ain can be greatly sin pli ed by disregarding jim ps of length not exceeding a

xed > 0,seeceg.Refs. |8,9]:

Z
- f
130K = Fk+y) £k ) @y 58)
R 1+y
+
Z
33 ) &) = F&+y £&] @ :
¥

Comparceg.Eqg. 2) In [L5]and Eqg. (6) In [LE]. N ote that these A uthors have skipped
the m Inus sign that m ust appear on the right-hand-side ofboth formulas (50).

A sa side com m ent, et uspoint out that the principal integralvalue issues of Section
3 would not arise In our previous discussion of Cauchy ights and their generators, if
arbitrarily am all m ps were elin lnated from the start. Nonetheless, ifthe # 0 Iin it
is under control, the step process can be considered as a m eaningfiil approxin ation
of the fully— edged (perturbed) jum p-type Levy process. T his approxin ation problem
has been Investigated In detail, In the construction of the perturbed C auchy process,
govemed by the H em itian dynam icalproblm (53), w ith the Input (55), under suitable
restrictions on the behavior of vV, [B].

Let us come back to tim eadpint fractional equations (54) and (55). W e have
T &= ()& and emnplby the trial ansatz of Section 4 2:

it ®) = exp[ &)] 59)

xD=" Kb expl ®)]I:

A ccordingly (55) inplies, com pare eg. [L4] for an ndependent argum ent:

V= exp( )jj ZCexp() (60)
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to be com pared with Eg. 8) n Ref. [L5]. In view of (54) we have
@ = @ = ep()fjCep( )I+V = ri: (61)

Langevin-styl description of perturbed Levy ights (determm inistic com ponent plus
the Levy noise contribution) are known, [L7,118,19], to generate fractional Fokker-
P lanck equations of the form

&= r@®) 372 rj 62)

whereF = rV r ,we faceproblm swhich are left unsettled at the present stage

of our investigation:

(1) M ay the stochastic processes driving (58) and/or (59) coincide under any cir-

cum stances, or basically not at all ?

(i) G ive an insightfil/usefiil de nition of the probability current J(x;t) in both
considered cases, whilk ram embering that for fractional derivatives the com position
rule for consecutive R iesz) derivatives typically breaks down.

Both problam s (i) and (i) have have an inm ediate resolution in case of di usion—
type processes, where by departing from the Langevin equation one nfers Fokker-
P lanck and continuiy equations. In tum, these equations can be altematively derived
by m eans of the Schrodinger boundary data problem provided its integralkemel stem s
from thee Schrodinger sam igroup, both in the free and perturbed cases. T he stochastic
di usion process (corresponding to that associated w ith the Langevin equation) isthen
reconstructed aswell. Thence, the Schrodinger loop gets closed.

W hile passing to Levy processes, we have dam onstrated that, w th suitable reserva-
tions, this Schrodinger "loop" can be com pleted In case of free Levy  ights. H owever,
the "loop" ram ains lnoom pkte (neither de nitely proved or disoroved) for perturoed
Levy ights.

At this point we should m ention clear indications [L4] that, once discussing Levy

Ights, we actually encounter two di erent classes of processes w ith incom patible dy—
nam ical properties. O ne class is related to the Langevin equation, another —tem ed
topological — relies on the "potential Jandscape” provided by the e ective potential
V (x). An extended discussion of the latter problem has been postponed to the forth—
com ing paper, cf. R3].
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