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The stability ofsolutions to evolution equations with respect to sm allstochastic perturbations

isconsidered. The stability ofa stochastic dynam icalsystem ischaracterized by the localstability

index. The lim it ofthis index with respect to in�nite tim e describes the asym ptotic stability ofa

stochasticdynam icalsystem .Anotherlim itofthestability index isgiven by thevanishing intensity

ofstochastic perturbations. A dynam icalsystem is stochastically unstable when these two lim its

do not com m ute with each other. Severalexam ples illustrate the thesis that there always exist

such stochastic perturbationswhich rendera given dynam icalsystem stochastically unstable. The

stochastic instability ofquasi-isolated system sisresponsible forthe irreversibility oftim e arrow.

02.50.Ey,02.30.Jr,05.70.Ln

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Evolutionalprocesses ofnature are described by di�erentialequations that,in general,are equations in partial

derivatives. A setofsuch partialdi�erentialequationsconstitutesan in�nite-dim ensionaldynam icalsystem . Under

a physicalsystem oneim pliesen ensem bleofobjectswhosebehaviourisofinterest.Theevolution ofa given physical

system ischaracterized by therelated dynam icalsystem .Am ong physicalsystem s,onedistinguishesisolated system s

asopposed to open system s. The evolution ofthe isolated physicalsystem sisgoverned by determ inistic laws,that

is,by determ inistic equations,not containing random variables. W hile open physicalsystem s,generally,dealwith

stochastic equations,whererandom term srepresentthe interaction with surrounding.

Solutionsto di�erentialequationscan beeitherstableorunstable.Therearem ethodsforanalyzing thestability of

solutionsfora given dynam icalsystem ,eitherdeterm inistic[1{3]orstochastic[4].Hereweaddressanotherproblem ,

thatofstability ofa determ inistic dynam icalsystem with respectto sm allstochasticperturbations.Thisproblem is

notonly interesting by itselfbutitis offundam entalim portance with regard to the question: How adequately the

notion ofisolated system srepresentsthe physicalreality?

As is evident, the notion of an isolated system is an abstraction. In fact, no realsystem can be com pletely

isolated from itssurrounding. Thispointhasbeen repeatedly em phasized in literature [5{9]. And the im possibility

ofideally isolating m acroscopic system s from their environm ent is considered as being intim ately related with the

irreversibility oftim e[10,11].M oreover,ithasbeen stressed [12,13]thattheconceptofan isolated system islogically

self-contradictory by its own. This is because to realize the isolation,one has to em ploy technicaldevices acting

on the system ;and to ensure thatthe latteriskeptisolated,one m ustapply m easuring instrum entsperturbing the

system . The preparation and registration processesdisturb the system dynam ics [14]. In this way,there exists an

accepted understanding thatany considered physicalsystem isneverabsolutely isolated butissubjectto,probably,

weak but,generally,uncontrollable random in
uence from the environm ent. Even ifthisin
uence isquite weak,its

very existence isofprincipalim portance,forexplaining the irreversibility oftim e arrow.

Itisworth notingthattheirreversiblebehaviourofm acroscopicsystem sisoften attributed tointernalchaoticnature

ofm icroscopicdynam ics(seediscussion in [15]).However,notallphysicalsystem sdisplay chaoticbehaviour.M any of

them areperfectly governed by rathersim pledeterm inisticlaws,with no signsofchaos.Nevertheless,thetim earrow

iswellde�ned forany system ,including very sim pleand notchaoticones.W hatism ore,therecentdevelopm entsin

dynam icaltheory,asreviewed by Zaslavsky [16],show thatchaotic dynam icsin realsystem sdoesnotprovide �nite

relaxation tim e to equilibrium orfastdecay of
uctuations,and thatchaotic system sare notcom pletely random in

the sense originally postulated for statisticalsystem s. Therefore the presence ofrandom environm ent,though very

weak,seem sto becrucially im portantforinterpreting fundam entalnotionsin thebehaviourofrealphysicalsystem s.
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From anotherside,thereisa com m on belief,based on practicalexperience,thatphysicalsystem scan,with a very

good accuracy,beisolated and can bedescribed by determ inisticequations,whiletherandom in
uenceofsurrounding

m ay beneglected.Thus,thereexistsan apparentcontradiction between theprincipalnecessity ofallowingforrandom

perturbations in
uencing any realsystem and the practicalpossibility ofneglecting such perturbations,treating a

system asisolated.

This contradiction is resolved in the presentpaperby putting the problem on a �rm m athem aticalfooting. The

conceptofquasi-isolated system s is de�ned. It is shown that such system s,generally,are unstable with respectto

in�nitesim ally sm allstochastic perturbations. Atthe sam e tim e,fora �nite tem poralperiod,these system scan be

treated asapproxim ately isolated.

II.STA B ILIT Y O F ST O C H A ST IC SY ST EM S

Leta continuousvariablex 2 D denotea setofspatialcoordinatespertainingto a dom ain D and lett2 R + denote

tim e. Suppose a stochastic �eld �(t) is de�ned. In general,the latter is a set ofstochastic functions �i(x;t),with

i= 1;2;:::.Throughoutthe paper,we shalluse the m atrix notation [17]m aking itpossible to expressthe following

equationsin a com pactform .Thus,thestochastic �eld �(t)= [�i(x;t)]isconsidered asa colum n with respectto both

i= 1;2;:::aswellasx 2 D.The dynam icalstate y(�;t)= [yi(x;�;t)]isalso a colum n with respectto iand x,asis

thevelocity �eld v(y;�;t)= [vi(x;y;�;t)].Thesetofevolution equations,de�ning a dynam icalsystem ,in them atrix

notation reads

d

dt
y(�;t)= v(y;�;t): (1)

Thisiscom plim ented by an initialcondition

y(�;0)= y(0); (2)

im plying the set

yi(x;�;0)= yi(x;0) (i= 1;2;:::)

ofthe related initialconditions.The averaging overthe stochastic �eld �(t)isdenoted by the double angle brackets

as

y(t)= � y(�;t)� ; (3)

which assum esthe fam ily ofthe functions

yi(x;t)= � yi(x;�;t)� ; (4)

with i= 1;2;:::.

In the stochastic equation (1),the velocity �eld v(y;�;t) m ay,in general,contain di�erentialas wellas integral

operations. To solve Eq. (1)m eansto �nd the averaged solution (3). Stochastic di�erentialequations,asisknown

[18],can be de�ned eitherin the sense ofIto orin the sense ofStratonovich. In whatfollows,the latter de�nition

willbeem ployed,which perm itssim plercalculationsand isbetterm otivated physically [19].Itisalso possibleto use

the stochastic expansion technique [20,21],presenting the stochastic �eld as an expansion oversm ooth functions of

spatialand tem poralvariableswith random coe�cients. Thism ethod enablesthe usage ofthe standard di�erential

and integration analysis. The �nalresults ofthe expansion technique coincide with the corresponding expressions

obtained by m eansofthe Stratonovich m ethod.

The localstability ofa dynam icalsystem can be characterized by the localstability index

�(t)� ln sup
�y(0)

j�y(t)j

j�y(0)j
; (5)

which describes the m axim aldeviation ofthe averaged trajectory at tim e t after an in�nitesim alvariation ofthe

initialconditions.Such a deviation,according to Eq.(5),correspondsto the law

j�y(t)j� j�y(0)je
�(t)

; (6)

2



from where it is evidentwhy �(t) is called the stability index,orstability exponent. From this de�nition,one can

im m ediately concludethatthe adm issiblelocalpropertiesofm otion areclassi�ed as:

�(t)< 0 (locally stable);

�(t)= 0 (locally neutral);

�(t)> 0 (locally unstable): (7)

The asym ptoticLyapunov stability correspondsto the term inology:

lim
t! 1

�(t)= � 1 (Lyapunov stable);

lim
t! 1

�(t)> � 1 (Lyapunov unstable): (8)

And in the languageoftheLagrangestability ofm otion,onehas:

sup
t

�(t)< 1 (Lagrangestable);

sup
t

�(t)= 1 (Lagrangeunstable): (9)

The lim it

� = lim
t! 1

1

t
�(t) (10)

correspondsto the largestLyapunov exponent. O ne tellsthatthe m otion isasym ptotically stable if� < 0,neutral

when � = 0,and unstableif� > 0.

The usageofa localcharacteristicofm otion,such asthe localstability index (5),providesusan essentially richer

inform ation on tem poraldynam icsthan the largestLyapunov exponent (10)de�ned for the lim it t! 1 . Firstof

all,thisisbecausem any dynam icalsystem spossessa rathercom plicated structureoftheirphasespaceresem bling a

topologicalzoo,consistingofdom ainsofchaoticdynam icsaswellasofregionsofregularm otion,containingm anifolds

ofwandering trajectories as wellas trapping islands. As a result ofthis,the �ne localproperties oforbits play a

leading role,whilesuch a fairly rough characteristicasthe lim iting Lyapunov exponentislessim portant[16,22].

M oreover,theasym ptoticdivergenceoftrajectoriesofstochasticdynam icalsystem sisnotcom pulsory exponential

[4],because ofwhich m aking use ofonly the lim iting Lyapunov exponent(10)m ay resultin the lossofinform ation.

Forexam ple,the divergenceoftrajectoriescan be ofpowerlaw

j�y(t)j� j�y(0)jt
�
:

Such power laws are typicalfor weakly disordered system s [23]exhibiting m id-range order [24]. In that case,the

localstability index (5)behavesas�(t)� � lnt,which can beeitherpositiveornegativedepending on thesign of�.

Respectively,them otion iseitherstableorunstable.W hile,accordingto theLyapunov exponent(10),which is� = 0,

them otion isneutral.Anotherexam plehasto do with thedivergenceoftrajectoriesby thestretched exponentiallaw

j�y(t)j� j�y(0)jexp
�

�t
�
�

;

with 0 < � < 1,which isalso quiteubiquitousin disordered system s.Then thelocalstability index (5)is�(t)� �t�,

which again can be either positive or negative depending on the sign of�,hence,the m otion is either stable or

unstable.And the lim it(10)isagain zero,classifying the m otion asneutral.

Instead ofthe asym ptoticLyapunov exponent(10),onecould de�ne the localLyapunov exponent[25,26]as

�(t)=
1

t
�(t):

However,forwhatfollows,the usageofthe localstability index (5)ism oreconvenient.

O nem oreadvantageofem ploying a localcharacteristicofstability isthatthelim it(10)form any com plex system s

is technically unachievable. Then the localindex (5) is the sole available quantity thatcan be actually calculated.

Such a situation is typicalfor com plicated nonlinear equations that can be treated only num erically [27],for the
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analysisofvarioustim eseriesthatarealways�nite[28],and forthedynam icalrepresentation ofperturbation theory,

whereitispractically feasibleto calculateonly a �nite num berofterm s[29{32].

The localstability exponent (5) can be expressed through the m ultiplier m atrix M̂ (t) = [M ij(x;x
0;t)]with the

elem ents

M ij(x;x
0
;t)�

�yi(x;t)

�yj(x
0;0)

: (11)

From thisde�nition,itfollowsthat

M ij(x;x
0
;0)= �ij�(x � x

0
); (12)

where �ij isthe K ronekerdelta and �(x)isthe Dirac delta-function. W riting the variation ofthe averaged dynam ic

stateas

�y(t)= M̂ (t)�y(0); (13)

weseethat

sup
�y(0)

jM̂ (t)�y(0)j

j�y(0)j
= jjM̂ (t)jj; (14)

with the spectralnorm ofM̂ (t)being assum ed.Thereforethe localstability exponent(5)is

�(t)= lnjjM̂ (t)jj: (15)

Thus,to analysethe stability ofm otion,we need to know the m ultiplierm atrix (11).

III.ST O C H A ST IC M U LT IP LIER M A T R IX

W hat we are actually given is the stochastic equation (1) de�ning the stochastic dynam ic state y(�;t), whose

variation

�y(�;t)= M̂ (�;t)�y(0) (16)

overthe initialconditionsinvolvesthe stochastic m ultiplier m atrix M̂ (�;t)= [M ij(x;x
0;�;t)]with the elem ents

M ij(x;x
0
;�;t)�

�yi(x;�;t)

�yj(x
0;0)

: (17)

Forthe latter,onehasthe initialcondition

M ij(x;x
0
;�;0)= �ij �(x � x

0
): (18)

The m ultiplier m atrix (17) is connected with the stochastic Jacobian m atrix Ĵ(�;t) = [Jij(x;x
0;�;t)]with the

elem ents

Jij(x;x
0
;�;t)�

�vi(x;y;�;t)

�yj(x
0;�;t)

: (19)

The variationaldi�erentiation ofEq.(1)givesthe equation

d

dt
M̂ (�;t)= Ĵ(�;t)M̂ (�;t) (20)

forthe m ultiplierm atrix (17).The initialcondition forthisequation isEq.(18).

Sincetheevolution equation (1)representsa setofpartialdi�erentialequations,onehasto de�neaswellboundary

conditions.The lattercan be written in the generalform

b(y;�;t)= 0 (x 2 @D); (21)
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where@D istheboundary m anifold ofthedom ain D and b(y;�;t)= [bi(x;y;�;t)]isa boundary vector.De�ning the

boundary m atrix B̂ (�;t)= [Bij(x;x
0;�;t)]with the elem ents

B ij(x;x
0
;�;t)�

�bi(x;y;�;t)

�yj(x
0;�;t)

(22)

and accom plishing the variation ofEq.(21),wegetthe boundary condition

B̂ (�;t)M̂ (�;t)= 0 (x 2 @D) (23)

forthe m ultiplierm atrix.

Asan illustration,wem ay o�erthe often m etform ofthe boundary conditions

�

1+ �
@

@x

�

yi(x;�;t)= fi(t) (x 2 @D);

where� isa param eterand fi(t)isa given function.Thevariation ofthiscondition resultsin the equation

�

1+ �
@

@x

�

M ij(x;x
0
;�;t)= 0 (x 2 @D);

dem onstrating a particularcaseofthe boundary condition (23).

Forthe m ultiplierand Jacobian m atrices,one m ay em ploy di�erentrepresentations.To thisend,leta setf’n(t)g

ofthe colum ns’n(t)= [’ni(x;t)]be given,form ing an orthonorm alized com pletebasis,

’
+

m (t)’n(t)= �m n ;
X

n

’n(t)’
+

n (t)= 1̂ ;

where 1̂ = [�ij�(x � x0)]is the unity m atrix and n is a labelling m ulti-index. To passfrom the x-representation to

n-representation,we de�ne

M m n(�;t)� ’
+

m (t)M̂ (�;t)’n(t); Jm n(�;t)� ’
+

m (t)Ĵ(�;t)’n(t): (24)

Recallthatthem atrix notation [17]isused here,according to which,forinstance,theaction ofthem ultiplierm atrix

on ’n(t)isthe colum n

M̂ (�;t)’n(t)=

2

4
X

j

Z

M ij(x;x
0
;�;t)’nj(x

0
;t)dx

0

3

5 :

Equation (20)forthe m ultiplierm atrix in the new representation reads

d

dt
M m n(�;t)=

X

k

�

Jm k(�;t)M kn(�;t)+ M m k(�;t)’
+

k
(t)

d’n(t)

dt
� ’

+

m (t)
d’k(t)

dt
M kn(�;t)

�

; (25)

wherethe relation

d’+m (t)

dt
’n(t)+ ’

+

m (t)
d’n(t)

dt
= 0;

following from the norm alization condition,isused.And from Eq.(18),wehavethe initialcondition

M m n(�;0)= �m n (26)

forEq.(25).The m ultiplierm atrix enjoysseveralusefulproperties.

P roposition 1.Ifthe dynam icalstatey(�;t)can be presented asan expansion

y(�;t)=
X

n

cn(�;t)’n(t)+ f(t); (27)
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overa basisf’n(t)g and f(t)= [fi(x;t)]is a colum n offunctions notdepending on the initialstate y(0),then the

m ultiplierm atrix hasthe form

M̂ (�;t)=
X

n

�n(�;t)’n(t)’
+

n (0); (28)

in which

�n(�;t)�
�cn(�;t)

�cn(�;0)
: (29)

P roof.The variation ofthe expansion (27)gives

�yi(x;�;t)

�yj(x
0;0)

=
X

n

�cn(�;t)

�cn(�;0)

�cn(�;0)

�yj(x
0;0)

’ni(x;t):

Atthe sam etim e,from Eq.(27)wehave

cn(�;t)= ’
+

n (t)y(�;t)� ’
+

n (t)f(t):

From the latterequation,we get

�cn(�;0)

�yj(x
0;0)

= ’
�
nj(x

0
;0):

Using thisand invoking the de�nition (17),weobtain the form (28)with notation (29).

R em arks. Although the basis f’n(t)g is assum ed to be orthonorm alized,but the vectors’m (t1) and ’n(t2)at

di�erenttim est1 6= t2 arenotnecessarily orthogonal,so that,in general,

’
+

m (0)’n(t)6= �m n :

Neither’n(t)nor’n(0)arenecessarily the eigenvectorsofthe m ultiplierm atrix,forwhich we have

M̂ (�;t)’n(0)= �n(�;t)’n(t):

O nly when ’n(t)= ’n doesnotdepend on tim e,then ’n isan eigenvectorofM̂ (�;t)and �n(�;t)isitseigenvalue.

P roposition 2.Suppose the m ultiplierm atrix M̂ (�;t)possesseseigenvectors’n(t)form ing a com plete orthonor-

m alized basis.Then the related eigenvalues,given by the eigenproblem

M̂ (�;t)’n(t)= �n(�;t)’n(t); (30)

can be presented as

�n(�;t)= exp

�Z t

0

Jnn(�;t
0
)dt

0

�

: (31)

P roof.W ith ’n(t)being the eigenvectorsofthem ultiplierm atrix,the elem entsofthe latter,de�ned in Eq.(24),

are

M m n(�;t)= �m n�n(�;t): (32)

Substituting thisinto Eq.(25)yields

�m n

d

dt
�n(�;t)= Jm n(�;t)�n(�;t)+ [�m (�;t)� �n(�;t)]’

+

m (t)
d’n(t)

dt
: (33)

W hen m = n,the latterequation gives

d

dt
�n(�;t)= Jnn(�;t)�n(�;t); (34)
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while form 6= n,itresultsin

Jm n(�;t)=

�

1�
�m (�;t)

�n(�;t)

�

’
+

m (t)
d’n(t)

dt
:

Solving Eq.(34),with the initialcondition

�n(�;0)= 1 ; (35)

wecom eto the eigenvalue(31).

R em arks.From the eigenproblem (30),onegetsthe representation

M̂ (�;t)=
X

n

�n(�;t)’n(t)’
+

n (t) (36)

forthe m ultiplierm atrix. The eigenvectorsofthe latterare notnecessarily the eigenvectorsofthe Jacobian m atrix

(19).Hencethe form Jm n(�;t),de�ned in Eq.(24),is,in general,nondiagonal.

P roposition 3.Assum e thata com pleteorthonorm alized basisf’n(t)g issuch that

’
+

m (t)
d’n(t)

dt
= 0 (m 6= n): (37)

Then ’n(t)are the eigenvectorsofthe m ultiplierm atrix M̂ (�;t)ifand only ifthey are also the eigenvectorsofthe

Jacobian m atrix Ĵ(�;t).

P roof.Letcondition (37)hold.Then Eq.(25)becom es

d

dt
M m n(�;t)=

X

k

Jm k(�;t)M kn(�;t)+ M m n(�;t)

�

’
+

n (t)
d’n(t)

dt
� ’

+

m (t)
d’m (t)

dt

�

: (38)

If’n(t)arethe eigenvectorsofM̂ (�;t),thatis,the form (32)takesplace,then Eq.(38)reducesto

�m n

d

dt
�n(�;t)= Jm n(�;t)�n(�;t);

from whereitisclearthat

Jm n(�;t)= �m nJnn(�;t): (39)

Hence,’n(t)arethe eigenvectorsofĴ(�;t).

Conversely,if’n(t)arethe eigenvectorsofĴ(�;t),so thatEq.(39)holdstrue,then solving Eq.(38)yields

M m n(�;t)= M m n(�;0)exp

�Z t

0

�

Jm m (�;t
0
)+ ’

+

n (t
0
)
d’n(t

0)

dt0
� ’

+

m (t
0
)
d’m (t

0)

dt0

�

dt
0

�

:

In view ofthe initialcondition (26),thisresultsin

M m n(�;t)= �m n exp

�Z t

0

Jnn(�;t
0
)dt

0

�

; (40)

which tellsusthat’n(t)arethe eigenvectorsofM̂ (�;t).

R em arks. As follows from Eq. (40),the eigenvalues ofthe m ultiplier m atrix are given by expression (31). A

sim ple exam ple,when condition (37)isvalid,isthe case ofa stationary basisf’ng,with ’n(t)= ’n notdepending

on tim e.

Com paring Eqs.(3),(13),and (16),wesee that

M̂ (t)= � M̂ (�;t)� : (41)
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Therefore,ifM̂ (�;t)possesseseigenvectors’n(t),then the m atrix (41)satis�esthe eigenproblem

M̂ (t)’n(t)= �n(t)’n(t) (42)

with the sam eeigenvectorsand the eigenvalues

�n(t)= � �n(�;t)� ; (43)

which havethe property

�n(0)= 1 : (44)

W ith the spectralnorm

jjM̂ (t)jj= sup
n

j�n(t)j;

the localstability exponent(15)becom es

�(t)= lnsup
n

j� �n(�;t)� j: (45)

In this way,the problem ofanalyzing the stability ofa stochastic dynam icalsystem is connected with �nding the

eigenvaluesofthe stochasticm ultiplierm atrix.

IV .C O N C EP T O F Q U A SI-ISO LA T ED SY ST EM S

Asisdiscussed in the Introduction,no realphysicalsystem can be com pletely isolated from itssurrounding.The

latter can be m odelled by stochastic perturbations ofthe system dynam ics. To stress that the am plitude ofthe

stochastic perturbation issm all,itisconvenientto include explicitly a sm allfactor� in frontofthe stochastic �eld

�(t).So,instead ofEq.(1),weshallwrite

dy

dt
= v(y;��;t): (46)

Thefactor� = �1 + i�2 isassum ed to be com plex,with itsrealpart�1 � Re� and im aginary part�2 � Im �.The

com plex valueofthe factor� m akesitpossible to sim ulaterandom 
uctuationsofdi�erentphysicalquantities,such

asenergy and attenuation ordensity and phase. If� � 0,there are no stochastic perturbations,and one returnsto

a determ inistic dynam icalsystem . W hen stochastic �eldsare switched on by m eansof� 6� 0,we have a stochastic

dynam icalsystem ,whoselocalstability ischaracterized by the stability exponent(45)thattakesthe form

�(�;t)� lnsup
n

j� �n(��;t)� j; (47)

wherethe dependence on the switching factor� isexplicitly shown.

Thestability exponent(47)describesthestability ofastochasticdynam icalsystem with respectto thein�nitesim al

variation ofinitialconditions. For correctly de�ning the notion ofa quasi-isolated system ,it is also necessary to

consider the stability with respect to in�nitesim alstochastic perturbations. This im plies that,after analyzing the

stability ofthe stochasticsystem by m eansofthe stability exponent(47),we should set� ! 0.Since � iscom plex-

valued,the lim it � ! 0 m eans thatboth its realand im aginary parts tend to zero: �1 ! 0 and �2 ! 0. Am ong

alladm issible waysoftending to zero for� ! 0,itisnecessary to chose thatone providing the m axim alvalue for

the exponent(47),in agreem entwith itsde�nition ascharacterizing the largestdeviation ofthe trajectory. The so

de�ned lim it� ! 0 willbe denoted as

lim
�! 0

�(�;t)� sup
�

lim
j�j! 0

�(�;t): (48)

In the stability analysiswith the help ofthe stability exponent(47),an im portantpartisthe consideration ofthe

asym ptotic stability,when t! 1 . This lim it m ay,in general,not com m ute with the lim it � ! 0. Therefore,an

im portantstep isto study the com m utativity ofthese lim its,characterized by the com m utator

[lim
�! 0

; lim
t! 1

]� lim
�! 0

lim
t! 1

� lim
t! 1

lim
�! 0

:

8



The contentofthissection can be sum m arized by form ulating the following de�nitions.

D e�nition 1. A physicalsystem iscalled quasi-isolated ifits evolution is described by the stochastic dynam ical

system (46)with in�nitesim ally sm allstochasticperturbations.

D e�nition 2.A quasi-isolated system isstochastically stable when

[lim
�! 0

; lim
t! 1

]�(�;t)= 0 : (49)

D e�nition 3.A quasi-isolated system isstochastically unstable if

[lim
�! 0

; lim
t! 1

]�(�;t)6= 0 : (50)

Note that the inclusion ofstochastic �elds in the evolution equations can be realized in di�erent ways. Hence,

in principle,one could consider the stochastic stability with respect to each ofparticular ways. A quasi-isolated

system m ay turn to bestochastically stablewith respectto som eofperturbationsbutunstablewith respectto others.

However,the kind ofaction ofrandom environm ent on a quasi-isolated system is,by assum ption,unpredictable.

Therefore,itisnotsu�cientto lim itourselvesby only som ewaysofincluding stochasticperturbations,which would

result in the analysis of partialstochastic stability. But, in order to m ake conclusion on the generalstochastic

stability ofa quasi-isolated system ,onem ustanalyzeallqualitatively di�erentadm issiblewaysofincluding stochastic

term sin the evolution equations.Fortunately,there are justtwo m ain qualitatively di�erenttypesofrandom noise,

m ultiplicative and additive.

In thefollowingsections,theprecedingideaswillbeillustrated by concreteexam ples.Sincetheperturbingin
uence

ofsurrounding m ay be caused by m any independent random sources,their action,according to the centrallim it

theorem ,can bem odelled by theG aussian whitenoise[18].Fortheconvenienceofthereader,thebasicpropertiesof

thisnoise,which willbe repeatedly used throughoutthe paper,arelisted in shortin the Appendix.

V .IM P O R TA N C E O F M U LT IP LIC A T IV E N O ISE

O nem ay noticethatadditivenoisecannotlead to stochasticinstability.Really,letthevelocity �eld in Eq.(1)be

a sum v(y;�;t)= v1(y;t)+ v2(�;t)oftwo term s,the�rstofwhich doesnotdepend on thestochastic�eld �(t),while

thesecond doesnotincludethedynam icstatey.Then theJacobian m atrix (19)isde�ned only through thevariation

ofv1 and does not depend on v2. Therefore the solution ofEq. (20) for the m ultiplier m atrix also is independent

from v2,which m eansthatv2 doesnotin
uence the propertiesofthe m ultiplierm atrix,hence,doesnotchange the

type ofstability.

But the m ultiplicative noise can strongly in
uence the stability property. To illustrate this,let us consider the

evolution equation (46)with the velocity �eld

v(y;��;t)= f(t)+ ��(t)y(��;t);

wheref(t)isagivenfunction and �(t)isaG aussian white-noisevariablewith thepropertiesdescribed in theAppendix.

The equation (46),

dy

dt
= f(t)+ ��(t)y ; (51)

determ inesthe evolution ofa one-dim ensionaldynam icalsystem . In thiscase,the Jacobian m atrix (19)reducesto

the function

J(��;t)= ��(t):

According to Eq.(31),thisgivesthe m ultiplier

�(��;t)= exp

�

�

Z t

0

�(t
0
)dt

0

�

: (52)

The sam eform (52)could be obtained from the directvariation ofthe solution

y(��;t)= y(0)exp

�

�

Z t

0

�(t
0
)dt

0

�

+

Z t

0

f(t
0
)exp

�

�

Z t

t0

�(t
00
)dt

00

�

dt
0
:

9



Forthe stability index (47),we �nd

�(�;t)= (�
2

1 � �
2

2)
t; (53)

where �1 � Re � and �2 � Im �. K eeping in m ind the de�nition (48),according to which the stability index isto

be m axim ized with respectto �1 and �2,underthegiven m odulusj�j
2 = �21 + �22,weseethatsup�(�

2
1 � �22)equals

j�j2 = �21.Thereforethe index (53)can be written as

�(�;t)= j�j
2

t: (54)

From hereitfollowsthatthe lim its

lim
t! 1

lim
�! 0

�(�;t)= 0 ; lim
�! 0

lim
t! 1

�(�;t)= 1 (55)

do notcom m ute with each other.Thisim pliesthatthe quasi-isolated system ,whose evolution isgiven by Eq.(51),

isstochastically unstable.

V I.O SC ILLA T O R IN ST O C H A ST IC B A C K G R O U N D

M any physicalprocessesarepresented by oscillatory m otion.Itis,therefore,illustrativetoconsideraquasi-isolated

system described by a harm onicoscillatorsubjectto the action ofa weak externalnoise.Letthe evolution equation

(46)havethe form

dy

dt
= i!y+ ��(t)y ; (56)

where the oscillator frequency ! is real. Here the realpart of� corresponds to the noisy attenuation-generation

processand the im aginary partof� described the noiseoffrequency.

Forthisone-dim ensionalcase,the Jacobian m atrix (19)isthe function

J(��;t)= i! + � �(t):

In view ofEq.(31),the m ultiplieris

�(��;t)= exp

�

i!t+ �

Z t

0

�(t
0
)dt

0

�

: (57)

The sam eexpression (57)also followsfrom the variation ofthe solution

y(��;t)= y(0)exp

�

i!t+ �

Z t

0

�(t
0
)dt

0

�

:

The stability index (47)is

�(�;t)=
�

�
2

1 � �
2

2

�


t; (58)

wherethe propertiesofthe white noisefrom the Appendix areused.

Ifthein
uenceoftherandom noiseisrem oved beforethetem porallim it,thatis,� ! 0,then,forany choiceof� 1

and �2,wehave

lim
t! 1

lim
�! 0

�(�;t)= 0; (59)

which correspondsto the neutralm otion.However,the situation isdi�erentifthe lim itt! 1 istaken �rst.Then,

m axim izing thefactor(58),in agreem entwith de�nition (48),asisexplained in theprevioussection,wegettheform

(54).Assresult,

lim
�! 0

lim
t! 1

�(�;t)= 1 : (60)

The noncom m utativity ofthe lim its(59)and (60)showsthatthe oscillatory m otion isstochastically unstable.

Thism eansthatfora �nitetim e,such thatj�j2
t� 1,thesystem with an oscillatory evolution can approxim ately

betreated asisolated.Buttherealwaysexistssuch aweakrandom noisethatm akesthesystem unstableforsu�ciently

long tim es.
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V II.ST O C H A ST IC D IFFU SIO N EQ U A T IO N

Considerthe di�usion equation

@y

@t
= [D + ��(t)]

@2y

@x2
; (61)

in which thedi�usion constantD > 0 issubjectto weak random 
uctuations.Forany given �niteinterval,thespatial

variablex can alwaysbescaled so thatto bede�ned on theunity interval.Thus,weassum ethatx 2 [0;1].Equation

(61)iscom plim ented by the initialcondition

y(x;��;0)= y(x;0); (62)

with a given function y(x;0),and by the boundary conditions

y(0;��;t)= b0 ; y(1;��;t)= b1 ; (63)

whereb0 and b1 areconstant.

ForEq.(61),the Jacobian m atrix (19)is

J(x;x
0
;��)= [D + ��(t)]

@2

@x2
�(x � x

0
): (64)

The boundary conditions(63)lead,according to Eqs.(22)and (23),to the boundary conditions

M (0;x
0
;��;t)= M (1;x

0
;��;t)= 0 (65)

forthe m ultiplierm atrix.

Solving the eigenproblem

Z 1

0

J(x;x
0
;��)’n(x

0
)dx

0
= Jn(��)’n(x) (66)

forthe Jacobian m atrix (64),with the boundary conditions

’n(0)= ’n(1)= 0; (67)

we�nd the eigenvalues

Jn(��)= � [D + ��(t)]k
2

n (68)

and the eigenfunctions

’n(x)=
p
2 sinknx ; (69)

where

kn � �n (n = 1;2;:::;N ! 1 ): (70)

The eigenvectors ’n = [’n(x)],being the colum ns with the elem ents (69),are stationary. Hence,they satisfy

condition (37). Then,by theorem 3,the m ultiplierm atrix possessesthe sam e eigenvectors’n,with the eigenvalues

(31),whereJnn = Jn.Taking accountofEq.(68)yields

�n(��;t)= exp

�

� D k
2

nt� �k
2

n

Z t

0

�(t
0
)dt

0

�

: (71)

Note thatthe solution to Eq.(61)reads

y(x;��;t)=

1X

n= 1

cn�n(��;t)’n(x)+ f(x);

11



where

cn =

Z 1

0

[y(x;0)� f(x)]’n(x)dx ; f(x)= b0 + (b1 � b0)x :

Theform ofthissolution isthatoftheexpansion (27)in theorem 1,becauseofwhich them ultiplierm atrix could be

found by m eansofthistheorem .

Averaging Eq.(71)overthe stochastic�eld (seeAppendix),weget

j� �n(��;t)� j= exp
�

� D k
2

nt+ �
2
k
4

n
t
�

; (72)

where� isreal.Hence,the stability index (47)becom es

�(�;t)= sup
n

�

� D k
2

nt+ �
2
k
4

n
t
�

: (73)

Taking into consideration Eq.(70),thisgives

�(�;t)=

�

� D �2t (� = 0)

�2(�N )4
t (� 6= 0)

with N ! 1 .

In thisway,wehave

lim
t! 1

lim
�! 0

�(�;t)= � 1 ; (74)

which m eansthatin theabsenceofanystochasticperturbationsthem otion wouldbestable.However,ifin�nitesim ally

sm allstochasticperturbationsarepresent,then

lim
�! 0

lim
t! 1

�(�;t)= 1 ; (75)

and the m otion isstochastically unstable. Thiscase servesasa good exam ple ofhow even very weak perturbations

can renderthe system to becom eunstable,even ifwithoutthese perturbationsitwasperfectly stable.

V III.ST O C H A ST IC SC H R �O D IN G ER EQ U A T IO N

Considerthe nonstationary Schr�odingerequation

@ 

@t
= [� iH (r)+ �f(r;t)�(t)] ; (76)

in which we set �h � 1;  =  (r;��;t) is a wave function,H (r) is a Ham iltonian,� is real,f(r;t) is a given real

function,and �(t)isthewhitenoise.W ith thevelocity �eld de�ned by theright-hand sideofEq.(76),the Jacobian

m atrix (19)becom es

J(r;r
0
;��;t)= [� iH (r)+ �f(r;t)�(t)]�(r� r

0
): (77)

The eigenproblem forthe m atrix Ĵ(��;t),whoseelem entsaregiven by Eq.(77),reads

Ĵ(��;t) n = Jn(��;t) n : (78)

K eeping in m ind that� issm all,the eigenproblem (78)can be solved by m eansofperturbation theory. In the zero

approxim ation,the eigenvector n = [ n(r)]isa colum n with respectto the spatialvariable r,with  n(r)given by

the stationary Schr�odingerequation

H (r) n(r)= E n n(r);

so thatthe zero-ordereigenvalueofthe Jacobian m atrix is

J
(0)

n (��;t)= � iEn :

12



The �rst-orderapproxim ation forthe eigenvalueofthe Jacobian m atrix isgiven by

Jn(��;t)=  
+

n Ĵ(��;t) n ; (79)

whish yields

Jn(��;t)= � iEn + �fn(t)�(t); (80)

where

fn(t)�

Z

 
�
n(r)f(r;t) n(r)dr:

Notethatiff(r;t)= f(t)doesnotdepend on thespatialvariabler,then theform (80)with fn(t)= f(t)isan exact

eigenvalueofthe m atrix Ĵ(��;t).The m ulti-index n,labelling the eigenvalues,can bediscreteaswellascontinuous.

Forthestationary eigenvectors n oftheJacobian m atrix,them ultiplierm atrix,by theorem 3,possessesthesam e

eigenvectorsand itseigenvaluesare

�n(��;t)= exp

�

� iEnt+ �

Z t

0

fn(t
0
)�(t

0
)dt

0

�

: (81)

From here,the stability index (47)is

�(�;t)= �
2



Z t

0

f
2

n(t
0
)dt

0
: (82)

The function f(r;t)in Eq.(76)can alwaysbe chosen so thatto satisfy the inequality

lim
t! 1

1

t

Z t

0

f
2

n(t
0
)dt

0
> 0 : (83)

Switching o� stochastic�eldsresultsin the neutralm otion,forwhich

lim
t! 1

lim
�! 0

�(�;t)= 0: (84)

Butforin�nitesim ally weak stochasticperturbations,the m otion becom esunstable,with

lim
�! 0

lim
t! 1

�(�;t)= 1 ; (85)

wherecondition (83)istaken into account.In thisway,thesystem described by theSchr�odingerequation isstochas-

tically unstable,although forsom etem poralinterval,when �(�;t)� 1,itcan be treated asalm ostisolated.

IX .SK ET C H O F G EN ER A L SIT U A T IO N

In the generalcase,the stochastic �eld �(t) = [�i(x;t)]is a colum n com posed ofthe elem ents �i(x;t) depending

on space aswellason tim e. This�eld hasto enterthe evolution equationsasa m ultiplicative noise. To considera

quasi-isolated system ,thestochasticterm isincluded with thefactor�,which isassum ed to bein�nitesim ally sm all.

For� � 1,theJacobian m atrix (19)can becalculated by perturbation theory,which yieldsan expression oftheform

Ĵ(��;t)’ Ĵ(0;t)+ �Ĵ
0
(�;t):

In the representation ofa basisf’n(t)g ofvectors’n(t)= [’ni(x;t)],thisreads

Jm n(��;t)’ Jm n(0;t)+ �
X

i

Z

A
i
m n(x;t)�i(x;t)dx : (86)

If’n(t)are the eigenvectorsofthe m ultiplierm atrix M̂ (��;t),then itseigenvalues,by theorem 2,are given by Eq.

(31).Averaging these eigenvaluesoverstochastic�elds,im plied to be G aussian,gives

13



� �n(��;t)� = �n(0;t)exp

�
�2

2
�n(t)

�

; (87)

wherethe factor

�n(0;t)= exp

�Z t

0

Jnn(0;t
0
)dt

0

�

isthe m ultiplierofan isolated system ,withoutany random perturbations,and

�n(t)=
X

ij

Z

dx1 dx2

Z t

0

A
i
nn(x1;t1)A

j
nn(x2;t2)� �i(x1;t1)�j(x2;t2)� dt1 dt2

iscaused by stochasticperturbations.Then the stability index (47)is

�(�;t)= sup
n

Re

�Z t

0

Jnn(0;t
0
)dt

0
+
�2

2
�n(t)

�

; (88)

where� isreal.

W hen � ! 0,the stability index

�(0;t)= sup
n

Re

Z t

0

Jnn(0;t
0
)dt

0
(89)

isde�ned by the propertiesofthe system withoutperturbations.The lim its� ! 0 and t! 1 do notcom m ute if

lim
t! 1

�
�
�
�

supn Re�n(t)

�(0;t)

�
�
�
�
= 1 : (90)

Then the quasi-isolated system is stochastically unstable. This condition is accom plished for the concrete cases

considered above. Itis,ofcourse,im possible to prove thatany given quasi-isolated system is,with probability one,

stochastically unstable.However,theaboveconsideration suggests,with a high levelofprobability,thattherealways

exists such a noise which renders stochastically unstable any particularsystem . This thesis is certainly correctfor

those system swhich,in the absence ofnoise,display neutralm otion. Then ReJnn(0;t)= 0,hence �(0;t)= 0,and

condition (90) is obviously valid. As is shown in Section 7,condition (90) can be hold true even for system s that

are stable when there isno noise. Letusalso em phasize thatif,instead ofwhite noise,we would considerinfrared

noise,then condition (90)would necessarily hold. Really,fora determ inistic system atlarge tim e,one usually has

�(0;t)� t,while forinfrared noise�n(t)� t2.Thism akescondition (90)evidently valid.

Finally,it is im portant to note that for stochastic dynam icalsystem s the divergence ofaveraged trajectories is

notnecessarily exponentialbutm ay be ofalgebraicform [4],which im pliesthatthe norm ofthe averaged stochastic

m ultiplierm atrix hasthe power-law behaviour

jj� M̂ (��;t)� jj= �A

�
t

tc

� �

(� > 0);

where A isa constantand tc isthe chaotization tim e de�ning the crossoverbetween stable and chaotic m otion.For

t� tc,the m otion isstable,while fort� tc,itbecom eschaotic. The arising instability correspondsto weak chaos

since the e�ective trajectory divergence isonly algebraic butnotexponential. In thiscase,the localstability index

(47)is

�(�;t)= ln

�
�
�
�
�
�A

�
t

tc

� �
�
�
�
�
�
:

From hereitfollowsthatthe lim its

lim
t! 1

lim
�! 0

�(�;t)= � 1 ; lim
�! 0

lim
t! 1

�(�;t)= + 1

do notcom m utewith each other.Thereforesuch a system isalso stochastically unstable.
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X .C O N C LU SIO N S

A convenientcharacteristicforanalyzing thestability ofdynam icalsystem sisthelocalstability index(5).Thiscan

be expressed through the m ultiplierm atrix M̂ (t)as

�(t)= lnjjM̂ (t)jj:

Fordeterm inistic(nonstochastic)dynam icalsystem s,thereexistsanotherrepresentation ofthestability index through

the Lyapunov orstability m atrix ReĴ(t),where Ĵ(t)isthe Jacobian m atrix associated with the considered system .

The nam eofthe Lyapunov m atrix com esfrom the factthatitseigenvaluesarethe localLyapunov exponents.Then

the stability index,ifcondition (37)holds,can be written as

�(t)=

Z t

0

jjRe Ĵ(t
0
)jjdt

0
:

Thispresentation,however,isnotvalid forstochastic dynam icalsystem s.Forthe latter,the stability index isto be

calculated by m eansofEq.(45).The form (47)ofthe stability index,

�(�;t)= lnjj� M̂ (��;t)� jj;

isa handy representation forstudying the in
uenceofweak stochasticperturbations.Them ain physicalconclusions

resulting from the generalapproach and particularexam plesareasfollows.

(i)Nonexistenceofisolated system s.Thefactthatno realphysicalsystem can becom pletely isolated,butisalways

subjectto uncontrollablerandom perturbations,ism oreorlessgenerally accepted [5{11].Thepointthattheconcept

ofan isolated system islogically self-contradictory hasalso been em phasized [9,12,13].W hatisprincipally new in the

presentpaper is the dem onstration that isolated system s are stochastically unstable with respectto in�nitesim ally

weak random perturbations.A given physicalsystem can be considered asalm ostisolated,orquasi-isolated,during

a �nite tim e interval,but it cannotbe treated as such for ever. Sooner or later,a quasi-isolated system looses its

stability.Thereareno eternally stablesystem sin nature.

(ii)Absence ofabsolute equilibrium . In the theory ofdynam icalsystem s,solutionsare term ed equilibrium ifthey

areeitherconstantin tim eorperiodicorquasiperiodic.However,foraquasi-isolated system ,nooneofthesesolutions

can be absolutely stable forin�nitely long tim e.O n a �nite tem poralinterval,a solution can correspond to a stable

equilibrium ,but with increasing tim e,som e kind ofnonequilibrium behaviour willcertainly appear. For instance,

big 
uctuations,driving thesystem farfrom equilibrium ,m ay arise[33,34].Sincestatisticalsystem sarea particular

type ofrealphysicalsystem s,they also haveto be considered asquasi-isolated.The absence ofabsoluteequilibrium

fora statisticalsystem im pliesthatlargenonequilibrium 
uctuationsofm esoscopicscalespontaneously appearin the

system ,being random ly distributed in spaceand in tim e[35].Ifevolution equationsdo possessan attractor,thishas

to be a chaoticattractor.

(iii)Irreversibility oftim earrow.Asfarascom pletelyisolated system sdonotexist,butthereareonlyquasi-isolated

system s,the dynam ics ofsuch a system ,because ofthe action ofrandom perturbations,can never be reversed so

thatto exactly return to a particulardynam icalstate. Since quasi-isolated system sare stochastically unstable,any

trajectoryaftersu�cientlylongtim ewilldeviatearbitrarilyfarfrom theinitialpoint.Allthatm eanstheirreversibility

oftim e.
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A ppendix.

Hereseveralform ulas,related to theG aussian whitenoise,arepresented,which havebeen repeatedly used through-

outthe paper.The stochasticvariable�(t),corresponding to thisnoise,centered atzero,hasthe properties

� �(t)� = 0 ; � �(t)�(t
0
)� = 2
�(t� t

0
);

� �(t1)�(t2):::�(t2n+ 1)� = 0 ;

� �(t1)�(t2):::�(t2n)� = (2
)
n

(2n�1)!!
X

sym

�(t1 � t2)�(t3 � t4):::�(t2n�1 � t2n);

where
P

sym
im plies the sym m etrized sum and (2n � 1)!!= (2n)!=2nn!= 1 � 3 � 5 � � � (2n � 1). As an exam ple,a

sym m etrized sum offij forn = 2 m eansf12f34 + f13f24 + f14f23.Theintegration of�(t)overtim egivestheW iener

variable

w(t)�

Z t

0

�(t
0
)dt

0
:

Forthe latter,onehas

�

Z t2

t1

w(t)dw(t)� = 
(t2 � t1); � w
2n+ 1

(t)� = 0 ; � w
2n
(t)� =

(2n)!

n!
(
t)

n
:

In general,any G aussian variableG (t)satis�esthe equality

� expG (t)� = exp

�
1

2
� G

2
(t)�

�

:

Forinstance,

� expf�w(t)g � = exp(�
2

t):

Theseform ulasaresu�cientto understand allcalculations,related to theaveraging overthewhitenoise,which have

been m adein the paper.
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