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T he stability of solutions to evolution equations w ith respect to an all stochastic perturbations
is considered. T he stability of a stochastic dynam ical system is characterized by the local stability
index. The lim it of this index w ith respect to In nite tin e describes the asym ptotic stability of a
stochastic dynam ical system . A nother lin it of the stability index is given by the vanishing intensity
of stochastic perturbations. A dynam ical system is stochastically unstable when these two lim its
do not comm ute wih each other. Several exam ples illustrate the thesis that there always exist
such stochastic perturbations which render a given dynam ical system stochastically unstable. The
stochastic instability of quasi-isolated system s is resgponsible for the irreversibility of tin e arrow .
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I. NTRODUCTION

Evolutional processes of nature are described by di erential equations that, In general, are equations in partial
derivatives. A set of such partial di erential equations constitutes an in nite-dim ensional dynam ical system . Under
a physical system one im plies en ensem ble of ob fcts w hose behaviour is of interest. T he evolution of a given physical
system is characterized by the related dynam ical system . Am ong physical system s, one distinguishes isolated system s
as opposed to open system s. T he evolution of the isolated physical system s is govemed by determn inistic law s, that
is, by determm inistic equations, not containing random variables. W hilke open physical system s, generally, deal w ith
stochastic equations, w here random term s represent the interaction w ith surrounding.

Solutions to di erentialequations can be either stable or unstable. T here arem ethods for analyzing the stability of
solutions for a given dynam ical system , either determm inistic [L{3] or stochastic #]. H ere we address another problam ,
that of stability of a determ inistic dynam ical system w ith respect to sm all stochastic perturbations. T his problem is
not only interesting by itself but it is of findam ental In portance w ith regard to the question: How adequately the
notion of isolated system s represents the physical reality?

A s is evident, the notion of an isolated system is an abstraction. In fact, no real system can be com pltely
isolated from its surrounding. T his point has been repeatedly em phasized In literature [B{9]. And the in possibility
of ideally isolating m acroscopic system s from their environm ent is considered as being intim ately related w ith the
irreversibility oftim e [10,11]. M oreover, it hasbeen stressed [12,13] that the concept of an isolated system is logically
selfcontradictory by is own. This is because to realize the isolation, one has to em ploy technical devices acting
on the system ; and to ensure that the latter is kept isolated, one m ust apply m easuring instrum ents perturbing the
system . The preparation and registration processes disturb the system dynam ics [14]. In this way, there exists an
acoepted understanding that any considered physical system is never absolutely isolated but is sub ct to, probably,
weak but, generally, uncontrollable random in uence from the environm ent. Even if this in uence is quite weak, its
very existence is of principal In portance, or explaining the irreversibility of tin e arrow .

Tt isw orth noting that the irreversiblebehaviour ofm acroscopic system s is often attributed to Intemalchaotic nature
ofm icroscopic dynam ics (see discussion in [15]). H owever, not allphysical system s display chaoticbehaviour. M any of
them are perfectly govemed by rather sim ple determ inistic law s, w ith no signs of chaos. N evertheless, the tin e arrow
iswellde ned for any system , including very sin ple and not chaotic ones. W hat ism ore, the recent developm ents in
dynam ical theory, as reviewed by Zaslavsky [16], show that chaotic dynam ics in real system s does not provide nie
relaxation tin e to equilbrium or fast decay of uctuations, and that chaotic system s are not com pltely random in
the sense originally postulated for statistical system s. T herefore the presence of random environm ent, though very
weak, seem s to be crucially in portant for interpreting fiindam ental notions in the behaviour of real physical system s.
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From another side, there is a com m on belief, based on practical experience, that physical system s can, w ith a very
good accuracy, be isolated and can be described by determ inistic equations, while the random In uence of surrounding
m ay be neglected. T hus, there exists an apparent contradiction betw een the principalnecessity ofallow ing for random
perturbations In uencing any real system and the practical possibility of neglecting such perturbations, treating a
system as isolated.

T his contradiction is resolved in the present paper by putting the problem on a m m athem atical footing. The
concept of quasidsolated system s is de ned. It is shown that such system s, generally, are unstable w ith respect to
In niesin ally an all stochastic perturbations. At the same tine, or a nite tem poral period, these system s can be
treated as approxin ately isolated.

II.STABILITY OF STOCHASTIC SYSTEM S

Let a continuous variable x 2 D denote a set of spatial coordinates pertainingtoadom ain D and ktt2 R, denote
tin e. Suppose a stochastic eld (t) is de ned. In general, the latter is a set of stochastic fiinctions ; (x;t), wih
i= 1;2;::: Throughout the paper, we shall use the m atrix notation [17]m aking i possble to express the follow ing
equations in a com pact form . T hus, the stochastic eld (t) = [; (x;t)] is considered as a colum n w ith respect to both
i= 1;2;:::aswellasx 2 D . Thedynam icalstate y( ;t) = [ (x; ;t)]isalso a column with respect to i and x, as is
the velocity edvy; ;t)= M &;y; ;0 1. The set of evolution equations, de ning a dynam ical system , n the m atrix
notation reads

—y(ibD=v; ib: @)
T his is com plim ented by an iniial condition
y(;0)=y0); @)
In plying the set
vi&; ;0) = v x;0) G= 1;2;::9)
of the related initial conditions. T he averaging over the stochastic eld (t) is denoted by the doubl angle brackets

as

y© = vy( ;9 ; 3)

w hich assum es the fam ily of the functions
vikih=  vi&; ;9 4)

wih i= 1;2;:::.

In the stochastic equation (1), the velocity el v(y; ;t) may, in general, contain di erential as well as integral
operations. To solkve Eg. (1) meansto nd the averaged solution (3). Stochastic di erential equations, as is known
[18], can be de ned either in the sense of Ito or in the sense of Stratonovich. In what follow s, the Jatter de nition
w illbe em ployed, w hich pem its sin pler calculations and is better m otivated physically [19]. It is also possble to use
the stochastic expansion technique [20,21], presenting the stochastic eld as an expansion over sm ooth functions of
spatial and tem poralvariables w th random coe cients. Thism ethod enables the usage of the standard di erential
and integration analysis. The nal results of the expansion technique coincide w ith the corresponding expressions
obtained by m eans of the Stratonovich m ethod.

T he local stability of a dynam ical system can be characterized by the local stability index

Jy®3,

(©) sup - N
vyo JY©)3

)

which describbes the m axin al deviation of the averaged tra fctory at time t affer an in nitesim al variation of the
Iniial conditions. Such a deviation, according to Eq. (5), corresponds to the law

vy Ivyoe®; 6)



from where it is evident why (t) is called the stability index, or stability exponent. From this de nition, one can
Inm ediately conclude that the adm issble localproperties ofm otion are classi ed as:

(< 0 (locally stable) ;

© =0 (locally neutral) ;
t >0 (locally unstable) : (7)
T he asym ptotic Lyapunov stability corregoonds to the term inology:

tJliq = 1 (Lyapunov stable) ;

Jm > 1 (Lyapunov unstable) : 8)

And iIn the lJanguage of the Lagrange stability ofm otion, one has:

sup ()< 1 (Lagrange stable) ;
t
sup ()= 1 (Lagrange unstable) : 9)
t
The lim it
. 1
= Im - (@© (10)
t 1t

corresponds to the largest Lyapunov exponent. O ne tells that the m otion is asym ptotically stable if < 0, neutral
when = 0,and unstablk if > 0.

T he usage of a local characteristic ofm otion, such as the local stability index (5), provides us an essentially richer
Inform ation on tem poral dynam ics than the largest Lyapunov exponent (10) de ned forthe Imit t ! 1 . First of
all, this isbecause m any dynam ical system s possess a rather com plicated structure of their phase space resem bling a
topologicalzoo, consisting ofdom ains of chaotic dynam icsaswellas of regions of reqularm otion, containingm anifolds
of wandering tra gctories as well as trapping islands. A s a result of this, the ne local properties of orbits ply a
lrading role, whil such a 2irly rough characteristic as the lin ing Lyapunov exponent is less in portant [16,22].

M oreover, the asym ptotic divergence of tra ectories of stochastic dynam ical system s is not com pulsory exponential
4], because of which m aking use of only the lin iting Lyapunov exponent (10) m ay resul in the loss of inform ation.
For exam ple, the divergence of tra ctories can be of pow er law

Jy®3 JyvO)Fx:

Such power law s are typical for weakly disordered system s R3] exhbiing m id-range order R4]. In that case, the
Jocal stability Index (5) behavesas (t) Int, which can be either positive or negative depending on the sign of

R espectively, the m otion is either stable orunstable. W hil, according to the Lyapunov exponent (10),which is = 0,
them otion is neutral. A nother exam ple has to do w ith the divergence of tra ctories by the stretched exponential law

Jy®i JyQOjexp t

wih 0< < 1,which is also quite ubiquitous in disordered system s. T hen the local stability 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 1im it (10) is again zero, classifying the m otion as neutral.

Instead of the asym ptotic Lyapunov exponent (10), one could de ne the local Lyapunov exponent R5,26] as

(t)—} © :
- < :

However, for what follow s, the usage of the local stability Index (5) ism ore convenient.

O nem ore advantage of em ploying a local characteristic of stability is that the lim i (10) form any com plex system s
is technically unachievable. Then the local index (5) is the solk availabl quantity that can be actually calculated.
Such a situation is typical for com plicated nonlinear equations that can be treated only num erically R7], for the



analysis of various tim e series that are always nite 28], and for the dynam ical representation of perturbation theory,
where it is practically feasble to calculate only a nite number of term s R9{32].

The local stability exponent (5) can be expressed through the m uliplier m atrix M@= M 15 ez;x%t)] with the
elem ents

¥ %70
My x50 —— 1)
’ v; % 0)
From this de nition, it follow s that
My &x%50= 5 & D; a2)

where ;5 isthe K ronekerdelta and (x) is the D irac delta-function. W riting the variation of the averaged dynam ic
state as

vy =M @© vy ; a3)
we see that

{ © v0)] .
sap O YOT_ 4 35, 14)
v (0) Jy©O)3

w ith the spectralnom of M’ (t) being assum ed. T herefore the local stability exponent (5) is

©=niM ©F: @s)

T hus, to analyse the stability ofm otion, we need to know the m ultiplierm atrix (11).

ITII.STOCHASTIC MULTIPLIER M ATR IX

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

v(i9=M (;0 vy 16)

over the initial conditions involres the stochastic m ultiplier m atrix M (;8= My x;x% ;t)]1wih the elem ents

Vi X; ;0
Mg &ix%G ) a7
’ 5 % 0)
For the latter, one has the initial condition
My x% 0= 35 & B 8)

The multiplier m atrix (17) is connected w ith the stochastic Jacobian m atrix f( D= Py (x;xo; ;81 with the
elem ents

vi ®;y; it
Ji5 (%% 58— 19)
v &% it
T he variationaldi erentiation ofEq. (1) gives the equation

d A A A
— M ;D=J( ;DM He 20
v (9 (M (59 0)

forthemuliplierm atrix (17). The initial condition for this equation isEqg. (18).
Since the evolution equation (1) representsa set ofpartialdi erential equations, one has to de ne aswellboundary
conditions. T he Jatter can be w ritten In the general form

b; ;=0 x2@D); (1)



where @D is the boundary m aniold ofthedomain D and b(y; ;t) = k &;y; ;t)]isa boundary vector. D e ning the
boundary matrix B ( ;t) = Bij &;x% ;t)]w ith the elem ents
0 h &®;yi ;9

By &ix — o o 22
g @i i) vi &% 50 ©2)

and accom plishing the varation ofEq. 1), we get the boundary condition
E(;tM (;6=0 ®2@D) @3)

for the m ultiplier m atrix.
A s an illustration, wem ay o er the often m et form of the boundary conditions

@

1+ — v ;0=£H0© x2 QD) ;
@x

where isaparameterand f; (t) is a given function. T he variation of this condition resuls in the equation
¢ 0
1+ M5 ;x5 ;8= 0 ®2eD);
@x

dem onstrating a particular case of the boundary condition 23).
For the m ultiplier and Jacobian m atrices, one m ay em ploy di erent representations. To thisend, ket a set £/ ;, (g
ofthe comns '’ ) = [ i &;t)]be given, form ing an orthonom alized com plete basis,
+ X +
"a® a®= an; O o=1;

n

where T = [ & #)1] is the unity m atrix and n is a labelling m ulti-index. To pass from the x-representation to
n-representation, we de ne

Muon (3 7 OM (000 ; Jun(D 7 OF(;0,0 : ©4)

m

Recall that the m atrix notation [17] is used here, according to which, for instance, the action ofthe m ultiplier m atrix
on ', (t) is the column
2 3
X Z
M (0. 0=14 M i ;%% D) 05 &%) dx®
j

Equation (20) for the m ultiplier m atrix in the new representation reads

e (302 Tae (3OMan (50 Moy (o 0 T2 I
at m n ’ m k ’ kn ’ m k ’ k at m ac

Mo (D) 5 (25)

w here the relation

d’t o« d’, &
m()'n(t>+';<t) ()=0;
dt dt

follow ing from the nom alization condition, isused. And from Eqg. (18), we have the Iniial condition
Mpn( ;0= nn (26)

forEqg. 5). Themuliplierm atrix en pys several usefiil properties.

P roposition 1. Ifthe dynam icalstate y( ;t) can be presented as an expansion

X
y( it = (D't O @7



over a basis £/ , (t)g and £ () = [£; x;t)] is a colum n of fuinctions not depending on the iniial state y (0), then the
m ultiplier m atrix has the form

X
M (b= A (D70 ; ©8)
in which
G (9
n( st _— 29
( ;0 30) 29)

P roof. The variation of the expansion (27) gives

vk D X a(D 650,
= ni®;t) :
y; &%0) L @ (0 vy &%0)

Atthe sametime, from Eg. (27) we have
(=", 0y(;H 7T OO :
From the latter equation, we get

G (;0)
y; &%0) nJ 6550 ;

—

U sing this and invoking the de nition (17), we obtain the form (28) w ith notation (29).

R em arks. A lthough the basis £’ ,, (t)g is assum ed to be orthonom alized, but the vectors ', () and ', (&) at
dierent tinesty § t, are not necessarily orthogonal, so that, in general,

"2 @' ©F nn:
Neither’ , (t) nor’ , (0) are necessarily the eigenvectors of the m ultiplier m atrix, for which we have
M (i) 0= (i@ :
Onlky when ", ) = ', doesnot depend on tine, then ', isan ejgenvecl:orofMA ( ;) and , ( ;t) is iseigenvalie.

P roposition 2. Suppose the m ultiplier m atrix M ( ;D possesses eigenvectors ’ , (t) form ing a com plete orthonor—
m alized basis. T hen the related eigenvalues, given by the eigenproblem

M (;020= .(;9,0; 30)
can be presented as
Z t
n (5t = exp Jon ( ;) at 31)

0

P roof. W ih ’ , (t) being the eigenvectors of the m ultiplier m atrix, the elem ents of the latter, de ned In Eq. (24),
are

Moo (8= nn n(0: 32)
Substituting this Into Eq. 25) yields
mnE n (D= T (5O (DF o (D o (D], (t)d,n(t): (33)
dat dat
W hen m = n, the latter equation gives
a:n(;t)za}ln(;t)n(;t); (34)



while form 6 n, it results In

(0 ., )
Jnn (iD= 1 & ot
o N dt
Solving Eg. (34), w ith the Iniial condition
n(;0)=1; 35)
we com e to the eigenvalue (31).
R em arks. From the eigenproblm (30), one gets the representation
N X
M (b= 2 (DL, © (36)

n

for the multiplier m atrix. T he eigenvectors of the latter are not necessarily the eigenvectors of the Jacobian m atrix
(19). Hence the form Jy , ( ;t), de ned In Eq. (24), is, in general, nondiagonal.

P roposition 3. A ssum e that a com plete orthonom alized basis £’ ,, (t)g is such that

d’n (0)

N
NS
n © dt

=0 m € n) : (37)

Then ', (t) are the eigenvectors of the m ultiplier m atrix M ( ;v ifand only if they are also the eigenvectors of the
Jacobian m atrix f( Hol

P roof. Let condition (37) hold. Then Eqg. (25) becom es

d X d’ n© d’n
FMnn (iD= ) Jnk ( iDMyn (78 + Mpq (50 70 © gt S ;t (38)
If’ , ) are the elgenvectors of M’ ( ;t), that is, the orm (32) takes place, then Eq. (38) reduces to
d
mngC n (D= Jn(;0 (9
from where it is clear that
Jnn( ;9= nndan (7O (39)
Hence, ' , (t) are the eigenvectors off( HoR
Conversly, if ’ , (t) are the eigenvectors of F( ;v), s that Eq. (39) holds true, then solving Eq. (38) yields
Z t 0 0
d’, ©) d n ()
Mnn(it)=Mnpn(;0) exp L (iD+ 75 Qto " (to)g—to at
In view ofthe Initial condition (26), this resuls in
Z t
Mpn( ;0= nnexp Jnn ( I€) dto 7 (40)

0

which tellsus that ’ ,, (t) are the eigenvectors of M’ ( ;0.

Rem arks. As follows from Eqg. (40), the elgenvalues of the m ultiplier m atrix are given by expression (31). A
sim ple exam ple, when condition (37) isvalid, is the case of a stationary basis £’ g, wih ', (t) = ', not depending
on tin e.

Com paring Egs. (3), (13), and (16), we see that

A

M= M (;bt : 41)



T herefore, if M ( ;t) possesses eigenvectors /', (t), then the m atrix (41) satis es the eigenproblem
MO = 00 a2)

w ith the sam e eigenvectors and the eigenvalues

w hich have the property
n©0)=1: 44)
W ith the spectralnom

M © = sap . ©I;

the local stability exponent (15) becom es

(t) = hsup 3 2 (0 3 (45)

In this way, the problem of analyzing the stability of a stochastic dynam ical system is connected wih nding the
eigenvalues of the stochastic m ultiplier m atrix.

IV.CONCEPT OF QUASI-ISOLATED SYSTEM S

A s is discussed In the Introduction, no real physical system can be com pletely isolated from its surrounding. T he
latter can be m odelled by stochastic perturbations of the system dynam ics. To stress that the am plitude of the
stochastic perturbation is an all, i is convenient to nclide explicitly a an all factor in front of the stochastic eld

(t). So, nstead ofEq. (1), we shallw rite

v _ HE Ao B 46

o viy; b (46)
The factor = 1+ i , isassumed to be com plex, wih isrealpart ; Re and in agihary part » Im .The
com plex value of the factor m akes it possble to sin ulate random uctuations of di erent physical quantities, such
as energy and attenuation or density and phase. If 0, there are no stochastic perturbations, and one retums to
a determ inistic dynam ical system . W hen stochastic elds are sw tched on by meansof 6 0, we have a stochastic
dynam ical system , whose local stability is characterized by the stability exponent (45) that takes the form

(i hsup] n (7D Ji @7

w here the dependence on the sw itching factor is explicitly shown.

T he stability exponent (47) describes the stability ofa stochastic dynam ical system w ith regpect to the in nitesim al
variation of initial conditions. For correctly de ning the notion of a quasitisolated system , it is also necessary to
consider the stability with respect to In nitesin al stochastic perturbations. T his in plies that, after analyzing the
stability of the stochastic system by m eans of the stability exponent (47), we should set ! 0. Since is complex—
valied, the limit ! O means that both its real and im agihary parts tend to zero: ; ! Oand , ! 0. Among
all adm issble ways of tending to zero for ! 0, it is necessary to chose that one providing the m axin alvalie for
the exponent (47), in agreem ent w ith its de nition as characterizing the largest deviation of the tra fctory. The so
de ned Imit ! O willbe denoted as

Iim (;t) sup Im ( ;b : 48)
10 330

In the stability analysis w ith the help of the stability exponent (47), an In portant part is the consideration of the
asym ptotic stability, when t ! 1 . This Iim it m ay, in general, not commute wih the Imit ! 0. Therefore, an
In portant step is to study the com m utativity of these lim is, characterized by the com m utator

[m ; lim ]
t 1

10 rotr 1 tl1 1o



T he content of this section can be summ arized by form ulating the follow ing de nitions.

D e nition 1. A physical system is called quasi-isolated if its evolution is descrdbed by the stochastic dynam ical
system (46) wih In nitesin ally an all stochastic perturbations.

D e nition 2. A quasikisolated system is stochastically stabl when

[lm ; Iim ] (;8)=0: (49)
1o ot 1

D e nition 3.A quasikisolated system is stochastically unstablk if
[m ; lim ] ( ;006 0: (50)
10!l

N ote that the inclusion of stochastic 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 of particular ways. A quasiisolated
system m ay tum to be stochastically stable w ith respect to som e of perturbationsbut unstable w ith respect to others.
However, the kind of action of random environm ent on a quasidsolated system is, by assum ption, unpredictable.
T herefore, it isnot su cient to 1lim it ourselves by only som e ways of including stochastic perturbations, which would
result In the analysis of partial stochastic stability. But, in order to m ake conclision on the general stochastic
stability ofa quasidisolated system , onem ust analyze allqualitatively di erent adm issble ways of including stochastic
term s In the evolution equations. Fortunately, there are jist two m ain qualitatively di erent types of random noise,
m uliplicative and additive.

In the llow ing sections, the preceding ideasw illbe illistrated by concrete exam ples. Since the perturbing in uence
of surrounding m ay be caused by m any independent random sources, their action, according to the central lm it
theorem , can be m odelled by the G aussian white noise [L8]. For the convenience of the reader, the basic properties of
this noise, which w ill be repeatedly used throughout the paper, are listed in short in the A ppendix.

V.IMPORTANCE OF MULTIPLICATIVE N O ISE

O nem ay notice that additive noise cannot lead to stochastic instability. Really, ket the velocity eld n Eqg. (1) be
asum v(y; ;0 =wv ;0 + w( ;t) oftwo tem s, the rst ofwhich does not depend on the stochastic eld (t), whike
the second does not nclude the dynam ic state y. T hen the Jacobian m atrix (19) isde ned only through the variation
of vi and does not depend on v, . Therefore the solution of Eq. (20) for the m ultiplier m atrix also is independent
from vy, which m eans that v, does not In uence the properties of the m ultiplier m atrix, hence, does not change the
type of stability.

But the m ultiplicative noise can strongly in uence the stability property. To ilustrate this, lt us consider the
evolution equation (46) w ith the velocity eld

viy; b=£f®O+ ©Oy( ;0
where f (t) isa given function and (t) isa G aussian w hite-noise variable w ith the propertiesdescribed in the A ppendix.
T he equation 46),

dy _

£+ Oy ; 51
ot © ©y 1)

determ ines the evolution of a one-din ensional dynam ical system . In this case, the Jacobian m atrix (19) reduces to
the function

( ;0= exp @ a® 62)

The sam e form (52) could be obtained from the direct variation of the solution
Z t Z t Z t

yv( ;B = y0) exp © at® + £ ") exp @) at®  a:
0 0 0



For the stability index (47), we nd
(= (% 2 t; (53)

where 1 Re and In . Keeping In m ind the de nition (48), according to which the stability index is to
be m axin ized w ith respect to ; and ,,underthegivenmoduluis j # = 2+ 2,weseethatsup ( 2 2) equals

j ¥ = 2. Therefre the index (53) can be w ritten as
(=37 t: (54)
From here i follow s that the lim its

Im (;9)=0; Im Im (,;0)=1 (55)
th1l 1o 1ot 1

do not com m ute w ith each other. T his In plies that the quasi-isolated system , whose evolution is given by Eq. (51),
is stochastically unstable.

VI.OSCILLATOR IN STOCHASTIC BACKGROUND

M any physicalprocesses are presented by oscillatory m otion. It is, therefore, illustrative to consider a quasi-isolated
system described by a ham onic oscillator sub ect to the action of a weak externalnoise. Let the evolution equation
(46) have the form

dy
— = 1ily+ Oy ; 56
Er R ©y (56)

where the oscillator frequency ! is real. Here the realpart of corresoonds to the noisy attenuation-generation
process and the in aghary part of descrbed the noise of frequency.
For this one-din ensional case, the Jacobian m atrix (19) is the fiinction

J( ;D=1 + ) :
In view ofEq. (31), the multiplier is
Z t

( ;0= exp ilt+ ©) at® (57)
0

T he sam e expression (57) also ollow s from the variation of the solution
Z t
y( jt)=yQexp ilt+ ©) at®

T he stability index 47) is
(iD= 7 3 t; (58)

w here the properties of the white noise from the Appendix are used.
Ifthe in uence ofthe random noise is rem oved before the tem porallim i, that is, ! 0, then, for any choice of
and ,,we have
Iim Im (;t)=0; 59)
(1 o
which corresponds to the neutralm otion. H owever, the situation is di erent ifthe Iim it t! 1 istaken rst. Then,
m axin izing the factor (58), In agreem ent w ith de nition (48), as is explained in the previous section, we get the form
(54). Assresul,
i (;0=1 : (60)
1o t! 1
T he noncom m utativity of the lim its (59) and (60) show s that the oscillatory m otion is stochastically unstable.
Thismeansthat fora nitetine, suchthat 3§ ¥ t 1, the system with an oscillatory evolution can approxin ately
be treated as isolated . But there alw aysexists such a weak random noise thatm akesthe system unstable forsu ciently
long tin es.

10



VII.STOCHASTIC DIFFUSION EQUATION

C onsider the di usion equation

e @?
G- Dbt O (61)

In which the di usion constantD > 0 issub fct to weak random uctuations. Forany given nite interval, the spatial
variable x can alwaysbe scaled so that to be de ned on the unity interval. Thus, we assum e that x 2 [0;1]. E quation
(61) is com plin ented by the initial condition

y&;; 0)= y&;0); (62)
w ith a given function vy (x;0), and by the boundary conditions
y0; ;b= y@d; iBH=h; (63)

where Ipy and b, are constant.
ForEq. (61), the Jacobian m atrix (19) is

@2

]@ & #): (64)

J&ix% )=D+ ©
T he boundary conditions (63) lead, according to Egs. (22) and (23), to the boundary conditions
M ©0;x% ;=M 1;x% ;0=0 (65)

for the m ultiplier m atrix.
Solving the eigenproblem
Z 3
J&ix% ) &) dx’= Jn( )'n &) (66)
0

for the Jacobian m atrix (64), w ith the boundary conditions

"n0)=",Q0)=20; (67)

we nd the eigenvalues
Ja( )= D+ (©I (68)

and the elgenfiinctions

P-
Ta®) = 2 shkyx; ©9)
w here

kn n mh=1;2;::5N ! 1) : (70)

The eigenvectors ' , = [, &)], being the colum ns w ith the elem ents (69), are stationary. Hence, they satisfy
condition (37). Then, by theoram 3, the multiplier m atrix possesses the sam e eigenvectors ’ ,,, w ith the eigenvalues
3l), where J,, = J, . Taking account of Eqg. (68) yields

Z t
2( jb=exp DKt ¥ ©) a® (71)
0
N ote that the solution to Eq. (61) reads
®
y&; D= G o B &+ EX);

11



w here
Z
Ch = ;00 f&®)In&)dx; fX)=bp+ o h)x:

0

The form ofthis solution is that ofthe expansion 27) in theorem 1, because ofwhich the m ultiplier m atrix could be
found by m eans of this theorem .
Averagihg Eq. (71) over the stochastic eld (see Appendix), we get

. .( ;b J=exp DKt+ k!t ; (72)
where is real. Hence, the stability index (47) becom es
(;H=sup D¥t+ %k} t : (73)
n
Taking Into consideration Eqg. (70), this gives
(0=
withN ! 1.
In thisway, we have

(/D= 1; (74)
t! 1 1o

w hich m eansthat in the absence ofany stochastic perturbationsthem otion would be stable. H owever, ifin nitesin ally
an all stochastic perturbations are present, then

Im Im (;9=1; (75)
10 €1

and the m otion is stochastically unstable. T his case serves as a good exam ple of how even very weak perturbations
can render the system to becom e unstable, even ifw thout these perturbations it was perfectly stable.

VIII.STOCHASTIC SCHRODINGER EQUATION
C onsider the nonstationary Schrodinger equation

%= [ H @+ f@0 © ; (76)

in which we sest h 1; = (r; ;b isa wave function, H (r) is a Ham iltonian, is real, f (r;t) is a given real
function, and () is the white noise. W ith the velocity eld de ned by the right-hand side ofEqg. (76), the Jacobian
m atrix (19) becom es

T 0= #H @O+ fmy © € %: a7)
T he eigenproblem for the m atrix f( ;t), whose elem ents are given by Eq. (77), reads

FC ) a=0n( D a: (78)

Keeping In m Ind that is an all, the eigenproblem (78) can be solved by m eans of perturbation theory. In the zero
approxin ation, the eigenvector , = [ 5 (r)] isa colum n w ith respect to the spatialvariable r, wih , (r) given by
the stationary Schrodinger equation

HE r@=En »@©;

so that the zero-order eigenvalue of the Jacobian m atrix is



The rstorder approxin ation for the eigenvalue of the Jacobian m atrix is given by

Ja (= 150 0 a; (79)
whish yields
Jn ( b= lEn + fn (t) © ; (80)
w here
Z
fa () nOf@t) L @ dr:

Note that if f (r;t) = £ (t) does not depend on the spatialvariable r, then the form (80) wih £, (t) = £ (t) is an exact
eigenvalue of the m atrix J ( ;9. Themulidindex n, labelling the eigenvalues, can be discrete as well as continuous.
For the stationary eigenvectors , ofthe Jacobian m atrix, the m ultiplier m atrix, by theorem 3, possesses the sam e
eigenvectors and is eigenvalies are
Z t

iF, t+ £6) @& ad (81)
0

a9

é

From here, the stability index (47) is
Z t

(0= 2 £2(°) at’ : 82)
0

The function f (r;t) In Eqg. (76) can alwaysbe chosen so that to satisfy the nequality
£2¢)a’> 0: 83)

Sw itching o stochastic elds results in the neutralm otion, for which

Im Im (;8=0: (84)
(1l 1o

But for in nitesim ally weak stochastic perturbations, the m otion becom es unstable, w ith

Im Im (;09)=1 ; (85)
1o tr1l

w here condition (83) is taken into account. In this way, the system described by the Schrodinger equation is stochas—
tically unstable, although for som e tem poral nterval, when ( ;t) 1, it can be treated as alm ost isolated.

IX .SKETCH OF GENERAL SITUATION

In the general case, the stochastic eld () = [;(x;t)] is a colum n com posed of the elem ents ; (x;t) depending
on space aswellason tine. This eld has to enter the evolution equations as a m ultiplicative noise. To consider a
quasiisolated system , the stochastic term is included w ith the factor , which is assum ed to be in niesim ally sm all.
For 1, the Jacobian m atrix (19) can be calculated by perturbation theory, which yields an expression ofthe form

FC v Fosv+ I -

In the representation ofa basis £’ , (t)g of vectors’ , (t) = [ ni X;1)], this reads

X Z
Inn( 787 Jnn O;0)+ A

mn

;b 1 &0 dx : (86)

i

If’ 4 (t) are the eigenvectors of the m ultiplier m atrix M ( ;b), then is eigenvalues, by theorem 2, are given by Eq.
(31). Averaging these eigenvalues over stochastic elds, in plied to be G aussian, gives
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n ( ;t) = n (O;t)exp 7 n (t) I (87)
w here the factor

2 (0;0) = exp Jnn 0;89) at?
0
is the m ultiplier of an isolated system , w thout any random perturbations, and
X Z Z . . .
n ()= dx; dx; Ar, ®Ki;b)A]l, &) 1x1ih) 5 &eit) ag dt
iy 0
i3

is caused by stochastic perturbations. T hen the stability index (47) is

Z 2
(iD= swpRe  Jn, (0;t) dt’+ - 20 (88)
n 0
where isreal
W hen ! 0, the stability Index
Z t
O;t) = sup Re  Jnpn 0;t) at® 89)
n 0
is de ned by the properties of the system w ithout perturbations. Thelmits ! Oandt! 1 do not commute if
sup, Re t
Tin M =1 - (90)
£ 1 0;t)

Then the quasidsolated system is stochastically unstable. This condition is accom plished for the concrete cases
considered above. It is, of course, In possible to prove that any given quasitisolated system is, w ith probability one,
stochastically unstable. H ow ever, the above consideration suggests, w ith a high level of probability, that there always
exists such a noise which renders stochastically unstable any particular system . This thesis is certainly correct for
those system s which, in the absence of noise, display neutralm otion. Then Re J,, (0;t) = 0, hence (0;t) = 0, and
condition (90) is obviously valid. A s is shown In Section 7, condition (90) can be hold true even for system s that
are stable when there is no noise. Let us also em phasize that if, Instead of white noise, we would consider nfrared
noise, then condition (90) would necessarily hold. Really, for a determ inistic system at large tin €, one usually has

0;t) t, while for nfrared noise , (t) €. Thism akes condition (90) evidently valid.

Finally, it is in portant to note that for stochastic dynam ical system s the divergence of averaged tra fctories is
not necessarily exponentialbut m ay be of algebraic form [E], which in plies that the nom of the averaged stochastic
m ultiplier m atrix has the power-aw behaviour

A~ t
7 M ( ;0 I= A — (>0;
T T X

where A is a constant and t. is the chaotization tim e de ning the crossover between stable and chaotic m otion. For
t t., the m otion is stable, whik fort te, I becom es chaotic. T he arising Instability corresponds to weak chaos
since the e ective tra ectory divergence is only algebraic but not exponential. In this case, the local stability index
@47) is

From here i follow s that the lim its
Im ( ;0= 1 ; Iim Iim (;0=+1

Iim
(1 o 1ot 1

do not com m ute w ith each other. T herefore such a system is also stochastically unstable.
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X.CONCLUSIONS

A oconvenient characteristic for analyzing the stability of dynam ical system s is the local stability index (5). T his can
be expressed through the m ultiplier m atrix M ) as

®©=niM ©:

Fordetermm inistic (honstochastic) dynam icalsystem s, there exists another representation ofthe stability index through
the Lyapunov or stability m atrix Ref (t), where § (t) is the Jacobian m atrix associated w ith the considered system .
T he nam e of the Lyapunov m atrix com es from the fact that its eigenvalues are the local Lyapunov exponents. T hen
the stability index, if condition (37) holds, can be w ritten as

Z t
© = Re ) at’ :
0

T his presentation, however, is not valid for stochastic dynam ical system s. For the latter, the stability index is to be
calculated by means ofEq. (45). The form (47) of the stability index,

(;D=hiy M ( ;v

is a handy representation for studying the in uence ofweak stochastic perturbations. The m ain physical conclisions
resulting from the general approach and particular exam ples are as follow s.

(i) N onexistence of isolated system s. T he fact that no realphysical system can be com pletely isolated, but isalways
sub et to uncontrollable random perturbations, ism ore or lss generally acoepted B{11]. T he point that the concept
ofan isolated system is logically self-contradictory has also been em phasized 0,12,13]. W hat isprincipally new in the
present paper is the dem onstration that isolated system s are stochastically unstable w ith respect to In nitesin ally
weak random perturbations. A given physical system can be considered as aln ost isolated, or quasi-isolated, during
a nite tin e Interval, but it cannot be treated as such for ever. Sooner or later, a quasidisolated system looses its
stability. T here are no etemally stable system s In nature.

(i) Absence of absolute equilbrium . In the theory of dynam ical system s, solutions are term ed equilbrium if they
are either constant in tim e or periodic or quasiperiodic. H ow ever, for a quasi-isolated system , no one ofthese solutions
can be absolutely stable for n niely ong tine. On a nite tem poral interval, a solution can correspond to a stable
equilbrium , but with increasing tin e, som e kind of nonequilbrium behaviour will certainly appear. For instance,
big uctuations, driving the system far from equilbrium ,m ay arise [33,34]. Since statistical system s are a particular
type of real physical system s, they also have to be considered as quasidsolated. T he absence of absolute equilbrium
for a statistical system im plies that large nonequilbrium uctuations ofm esoscopic scale spontaneously appear in the
system , being random ly distribbuted in space and in tim e B5]. Ifevolution equations do possess an attractor, this has
to be a chaotic attractor.

(iii) Trreversioility oftim e arrow . A s faras com pletely isolated system sdo not exist, but there are only quasi-isolated
system s, the dynam ics of such a system , because of the action of random perturbations, can never be reversed so
that to exactly retum to a particular dynam ical state. Since quasidsolated system s are stochastically unstable, any
tra pctory aftersu ciently long tin ew illdeviate arbitrarily far from the niialpoint. A llthatm eansthe irreversibility
oftime.
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A ppendix.

H ere several form ulas, related to the G aussian w hite noise, are presented, w hich have been repeatedly used through—
out the paper. T he stochastic variable (t), corresponding to this noise, centered at zero, has the properties

© =0; 6 =2 € b
@) ®&) (env1) =0
(25 1)1
@) @) ::: @) = @) G &) G ) tn 1 Bn)i
sym
whereP sym In plies the sym m etrized sum and (2n )= @2n)=Zn!=1 3 5 @2n 1). As an exampl, a

symm etrized sum of fi5 forn = 2 means fi,f34 + f13f54 + f14f23. The integration of (t) over tim e gives the W iener
variable
Z t
w (t) ©) at’ :
0

For the latter, one has

Z oy,

|
whdw ) = & &) w®he  =0; w® ) = (2;).( "
t .

In general, any G aussian variable G (t) satis es the equality

1
expG () = exp > G*®

For instance,

2

expf w )lg = exp( 0 :

These form ulas are su cient to understand all calculations, related to the averaging over the w hite noise, which have
been m ade in the paper.

16



[l1V V .Nemytskiiand V V . Stepanov, Q ualitative Theory ofD i erential E quations (P rinceton U niversity, P rinceton, 1960) .
R] J.Guckenheim erand P J.H olm es, N onlinear O scillations, D ynam ical System s, and B ifuircations of Vector F ields (Springer,
New York, 1986).
B]1 A J.Lichtenberg and M A . Libem an, Regular and Chaotic D ynam ics (Springer, New York, 1992).
4] X .M ao, Stability of Stochastic D 1 erential E quations with Respect to Sem im artingales (Longm an, H arlow , 1991).
5] D . ter H aar, E kem ents of Statistical M echanics R einehart, New York, 1954).
6] L D .Landau and E M . Lifshits, Statistical M echanics (Pergam on, O xford, 1958).
[71JE .M ayerand M G .M ayer, Statistical M echanics W iy, New York, 1977).
B]1 O .Penrose, Rep.Prog.Phys. 42, 1937 (1979).
P] V I.Yukalov, Statistical G reen’s Functions (Q ueen’s U niversity, K ingston, 1998).
0] W H.Zurek, Prog.Theor.Phys. 89,281 (1993).
[l1]W H.Zurek and JP.Paz, Phys.Rev.Lett. 72, 2508 (1994).
[12] V I.Yukalov,M osc. Univ.Phys.Bull 25, 49 (1970).
[13] V I.Yukalov,M osc. Univ.Phys.Bull 26, 22 (1971).
[14] J.von Neum ann, M athem atical Foundations of Q uantum M echanics (P rinceton U niversity, P rinceton, 1955).
[15] JL.Lebow itz, Physica A 263, 516 (1999).
[l6] G M . Zaslvsky, Phys. Today N 8, 39 (1999).
[L7] V I.Yukalov, Physica A 234, 725 (1997).
[18] C W .G ardiner, H andbook of Stochastic M ethods (Springer, Berlin, 1985).
[19] R L. Stratonovich, Nonlinear N onequilibrium T hemm odynam ics (Springer, Berlin, 1992).
RO] V I.Yukalov,Phys.Rev.A 56,5004 (1997).
R1] V I.Yukalov, Laser Phys. 7, 998 (1997).
R2]1 G M . Zaslavsky and B A . N iyazov, Phys.Rep.283, 73 (1997).
R3] D E.Feldman, Int.J.M od.Phys.B 15, 2945 (2001).
R4]1 A J.Colm an and V .I. Yukalov, Reduced D ensity M atrices (Springer, Berlin, 2000) .
R5] H .Fuijisaka, Prog. T heor.Phys. 70, 1264 (1983).
R6] P.G rasdberger, R . Badii, and A .Politi, J. Stat. Phys. 51, 135 (1988).
R71 P G .D razin, Nonlinear System s (C am bridge U niversity, C am bridge, 1994).
8] M B.P riestly, Nonlinear and N onstationary T Im e Series Analysis (A cadem ic, London, 1988).
R9] V I.Yukalov,J.M ath.Phys. 32, 1235 (1991).
B0] V I.Yukalov, J.M ath.Phys. 33,3994 (1992).
B1] V I.Yukalov and E P.Yukalova, Physica A 225, 336 (1996).
B2] V I.Yukalov and E P.Yukalova,Ann.Phys. W Y .) 277,219 (1999).
B31D G .Luchinsky, P.M K lintock, and M .I.D ykm an, Rep.Prog.Phys. 61, 889 (1998).
B4]1 B V .Chirkov and O ¥ . Zhirov, J.Exp. Theor. Phys. 120, 214 (2001).
B5] V I.Yukalov, Phys.Rep.208, 395 (1991).

17



