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W e considera sim ple m odelofa classicalharm onic oscillator coupled to a �eld.In standard ap-

proachesLangevin-typeequationsforbare particlesare derived from Ham iltonian dynam ics.These

equations contain m em ory term s and are tim e-reversalinvariant. In contrast the phenom enolog-

icalLangevin equations have no m em ory term s (they are M arkovian equations) and give a tim e

evolution split in two branches (sem igroups),each ofwhich breaks tim e sym m etry. A standard

approach to bridge dynam ics with phenom enology is to consider the M arkovian approxim ation of

the form er. In thispaperwe presenta form ulation in term sofdressed particles,which givesexact

M arkovian equations. W e form ulate dressed particles for Poincar�e nonintegrable system s,through

an invertible transform ation operator � introduced by Prigogine and collaborators. � is obtained

by an extension ofthe canonical(unitary)transform ation operator U that elim inates interactions

for integrable system s. O ur extension is based on the rem ovalofdivergences due to Poincar�e res-

onances,which breaks tim e-sym m etry. The unitarity ofU is extended to \star-unitarity" for �.

W e show that �-transform ed variables have the sam e tim e evolution as stochastic variables obey-

ing Langevin equations,and that�-transform ed distribution functionssatisfy exactFokker-Planck

equations. The e�ects ofG aussian white noise are obtained by the non-distributive property of

� with respect to products ofdynam icalvariables. Therefore our m ethod leads to a direct link

between dynam icsofPoincar�e nonintegrable system s,probability and stochasticity.

PACS num bers:02.50.Fz,05.40.-a,05.70.Ln

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

In classicalphysicsthebasiclawsaretim ereversible.If

weknow theHam iltonian,then wegetHam ilton’sequa-

tionsofm otion which describe the tim e evolution ofthe

system in a tim e reversible,determ inistic way. O n the

otherhand,weseetim eirreversibility and stochasticbe-

havioreverywhere.How to bridge the gap between the-

ory and reality hasbeen thesubjectofm any discussions.

Them ain problem ishow to extractirreversibility and

stochasticityoutofHam ilton’sequationsofm otion.This

willbe the subject ofthis paper. O ur approach is an

extension ofcanonicaltransform ationsto de�ne dressed

particlesorquasiparticles[1].

W e considerHam iltoniansthatcan be written as

H = H 0 + �V: (1)

The �rst therm H 0 describes a set of noninteracting

\bare"unitswhilethesecond �V describestheirinterac-

tions (� is a dim ensionless coupling constant). Specif-

ically, we will consider the one-dim ensionalFriedrichs

m odel[2],describingaclassicalharm onicoscillator(bare

particle) coupled to an in�nite set ofbare �eld m odes

(heatbath).Thism odeliscloselyrelatedtotheCaldeira-

Leggett m odel[3],which has been extensively used to

study quantum Brownian m otion [4,5,6,7,8,9].

In general,bareparticlesfollow a com plicated m otion,

dueto theirinteractions.In ordergain a physicalinsight

into theirbehavior,and also to sim plify theequationsof

m otion,one can introduce a changeofphase-spacevari-

ables (a canonicaltransform ation). The new variables

describe renorm alized entities,or quasiparticles. After

solving the equations for quasiparticles,one m ay apply

theinversecanonicaltransform ation to getthesolutions

ofthe originalequations ofm otion. For the Friedrichs

m odelthe quasiparticle consists ofthe originalparticle

surrounded by a \dressing" cloud of�eld m odes.

Forintegrablesystem s,onecan constructtransform a-

tionsU thatcom pletely elim inatetheinteractions.They

bring usto a description in term soffree quasiparticles.

Thisisreadily seen starting with the Liouvilleequation

i
@

@t
� = LH �; (2)

where LH � ifH ;g is the Poisson bracket with the

Ham iltonian.Sim ilartoEq.(1)theLiouvillian iswritten

asafreeterm plusinteraction,LH = L0+ �LV .Applying

U on both sidesofthe Liouvilleequation we get

i
@

@t
U � = U LH U

� 1
U �

) i
@

@t
�� = �L0�� (3)
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where

�� = U �; �L0 = U LH U
� 1
: (4)

The transform ation U isconstructed in such a way that
�L0 hasthesam eform asthenon-interacting Liouvillian,

with renorm alized frequencies. Eq.(3) gives the tim e

evolution ofthe free dressed particles.

IfU can be constructed through a perturbation ex-

pansion in �,wesay thesystem isintegrablein thesense

ofPoincar�e. For these system s we can keep a one-to-

one correspondence between the originalvariables and

thetransform ed variables.W ith a suitably de�ned inner

productbetween dynam icalvariablesand ensem bles,we

can de�ne the herm itian conjugate transform ation U y.

O nethen �ndsthatU isunitary:U y = U � 1.Thetrans-

form ation U thus preservesthe tim e-reversibility ofthe

originalLiouvilleequation.

Now,ifallsystem swereintegrablein Poincar�e’ssense,

this would m ean that allthe phenom ena we observe in

natureareequivalentto freem otion.Thiswould behard

to reconcilewith theexistenceofdissipativephenom ena,

which areessentialfortheappearanceofbifurcationsand

self-organization[10].Howeverform ostsystem sonecan-

notconstructU by perturbation expansions,due to the

appearanceofresonances.Resonancesgivevanishing de-

nom inators leading to divergences. These divergences

were discovered by Poincar�e,so we willrefer to them

as Poincar�e divergences [hereafter, whenever we speak

ofintegrability or nonintegrability,it willbe m eant in

Poincar�e’ssense].

It is precisely for Poincar�e’s nonintegrable system s

that we see irreversible and stochastic behavior, such

as Brownian m otion. O ne of the m ain developm ents

of the Brussels-Austin groups led by I. Prigogine has

been to show that one can system atically elim inate the

Poincar�e divergences by regularization ofdenom inators

[11,12,13,14,15]. As a result ofthis regularization

tim e-sym m etry isbroken and one obtainsa new type of

transform ation � that replaces U . This gives a quasi-

particledescription leading to stochasticorkineticequa-

tions, such as the classicalLangevin or Fokker-Planck

equations,respectively.To seethis,weoperate� on the

Liouvilleequation

i
@

@t
�� = �L H �

� 1��

) i
@

@t
~� = ~�~� (5)

where

~� = ��; ~� = �L H �
� 1
: (6)

~� is now a collision operator as used in kinetic theory.

The � transform ation gives a probabilistic description,

which isirreducibleto trajectoriesin classicalm echanics

orwavefunctionsin quantum m echanics.Ifweintegrate

out the �eld variables,Eq.(5) becom es,e.g.,an exact

Fokker-Planck operator. Through the � transform ation

wecan also describedressed unstablestatesin quantum

m echanics[15,16].O necan de�neaswellan H -function

thathasstrictm onotonicbehavior[11].

Forthe Friedrichsm odelwe have both integrableand

nonintegrablecases,depending on whetherthespectrum

ofthe �eld m odes is discrete (�nite volum e L with pe-

riodic boundaries)orcontinuous(L ! 1 ). In the �rst

casewehavecyclic(although com plicated)m otion ofthe

particle,asthe �eld com esback to the particle through

theperiodicboundaries.In thesecondcase,the�eld does

notcom eback.A Poincar�eresonanceem erges,sincethe

energy ofthe particleisem bedded inside thecontinuous

spectrum . The em ission ofthe �eld from the particle

leads to radiation dam ping. Conversely,the particle is

excited when itabsorbsthe �eld.

Tounderstand thebreakingoftim esym m etry,wenote

thatwhen therearePoincar�eresonances,i.e.in thelim it

L ! 1 ,the solutions ofHam ilton’s equations for the

bare particle contain a dom inantdecaying (M arkovian)

com ponentoriented eithertowardsthefutureorthepast,

orboth,depending on the initialconditions.Taking the

well-known M arkovian approxim ation,one�ndsthatthe

equation ofm otion forthe bareparticle issplitinto two

branches,one for t > 0 and another for t < 0,corre-

sponding to two sem igroups.Asa whole the tim e rever-

salinvarianceofthem otion iskept,butifwepick either

branch,tim e sym m etry isbroken.

To obtain this splitting into two sem igroups for the

bare particle we have to m ake approxim ations. In con-

trast,in term s ofthe dressed particle de�ned through

�,this is an exactproperty. The analytic continuation

ofU can be m ade to eitherthe upperorlowercom plex

frequency planes,giving exactM arkovian equationsthat

generate the t < 0 or t > 0 sem igroups,respectively.

O ncewe�x the analyticcontinuation,tim e sym m etry is

broken.

The�-transform ed functionsinvolvegeneralized func-

tions,ordistributions(exam plesarethe\G am ow m odes"

presented in Sec.V).Iftheinitialunperturbed functions

form ed a Hilbertspace,thetransform ed functionsareno

m ore in this Hilbert space. In its transform ed dom ain

LH behaves as the dissipative collision operator ~� with

com plex eigenvalues[13,14].

In contrastto U ,� isno m ore unitary. Instead,itis

\starunitary"[11,15].Furtherm ore,whileU isdistribu-

tivewith respecttom ultilplication,�isnon-distributive.

As we will see, these properties allow us to describe

dam ping and uctuationsassociated with noise.

A basicrequirem enton �isthatitisinvertible.Thisis

connected with the starunitarity ofthistransform ation

[see com m entsbelow Eq.(77)]. In addition to this,our

construction of� isbased on thefollowing requirem ents:

(1)The� transform ation isobtained by analyticcontin-

uation oftheunitary transform ation U .W hen thereare

no resonances,� reducesto U .

(2)� preservesthe m easureofthe phase space.

(3)� m apsrealvariablesto realvariables.

(4)� isanalyticwith respectto thecoupling constant�
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at� = 0.

(5)� leadsto closed M arkovian kineticequations.

W ewillfocuson thedynam icalobservablesofthepar-

ticle. The action of� willbe restricted to the subsetof

phasespacefunctionsdepending only on theparticlede-

greesoffreedom .W ithin thissubsetwe obtain an exact

and invertible� transform ation.

Furtherm ore, we will consider the therm odynam ic

lim it ofthe �eld m odes,where the totalenergy ofthe

�eld is an extensive variable. Then the average action

hJkiofeach �eld m ode k satis�es[17]

hJki� O (L0) (7)

forL ! 1 .Thetotalenergy ofthe �eld

E f =
X

k

!k hJki!
L

2�

Z

dk!k hJki� O (L) (8)

is proportionalto the volum e L. [This does not neces-

sarily im ply that the �eld is G ibbsian]. The existence

ofthe therm odynam iclim itrequiresan initially random

distribution ofthe phasesofthe �eld m odes[18].

A di�erent situation occurs ifthe totalenergy ofthe

�eld isin a non-extensivevariable.Then wehavehJki�

O (L� 1),i.e.,wehaveavanishingenergy density.W ewill

notconsiderthiscasein thispaper.

In the extensive case,in addition to the dam ped os-

cillation,the particle undergoes an erratic m otion due

to the excitation caused by the �eld. This erratic m o-

tion includes a Brownian m otion com ponent, which is

M arkovian.The initialrandom nessofthe phasesofthe

�eld m odes is a necessary condition for the appearance

ofBrownian m otion. In addition itisessentialthatthe

�eld resonates with the particle. W e need Poincar�e res-

onances.Underthese conditions� perm itsusto isolate

thedam pingand theBrowniancom ponentofthem otion.

O urapproach can also beform ulated in term sofcom -

plete sets ofprojection operators � (�), that perm it to

decom pose dynam ics into a set of orthogonal\subdy-

nam ics" (see Sec. VI). Essentially,we introduce a gen-

eralized basis that perm its us to analyze the m otion in

term sofstrictly M arkovian com ponents.In ourcase,we

study the com ponent that describes Brownian m otion.

The other com ponents,clum ped together,give what is

usually called non-M arkovian (m em ory)e�ects[14].The

Brownian com ponentisindependentofthe initialcorre-

lations between the particle and the bath,and in this

sense,ithasa \universal" character.

Theresultspresented herearebased on Refs.[15,16],

where we constructed � for the quantum Friedrichs

m odel. The m ain subject in these papers was the de-

cay of unstable particle states. W e showed that the

� transform ation perm its us to isolate the exponential

(M arkovian)com ponentofthedecay,which occurswhen

the energy ofthe �eld is non-extensive. The rem aining

(non-M arkovian) com ponent gives the Zeno e�ect [19]

and long tails [20],which are conneted to the appear-

ance ofa dressing cloud around the bare particle. The

dressed unstablestatede�ned through � hasa realaver-

ageenergy and givesan uncertainty relation between the

lifetim eand energy (seealso[21]).Sim ilarconsiderations

can be applied in classicalm echanics[22].

The presentpaperisorganized asfollows.In Secs. II

-III we introduce the Friedrichs m odeland we discuss

the equationsofm otion ofthebareparticle.In thesub-

sequentSectionswestudy the evolution ofrenorm alized

(dressed)particle variables. W e consider�rst(Sec. IV)

the integrable case where the spectrum of the �eld is

discrete. W e can then de�ne the renorm alized variables

through the unitary transform ation U . In the continu-

ousspectrum lim itthesystem becom esnonintegrable.In

Sec.V,asa�rststep tointroduce�,weextend therenor-

m alized particlem odesin thediscretecaseto thedecay-

ing \G am ow" m odes in the nonintegrable case. In Sec.

VIwe construct�. In Sec. VIIwe show the correspon-

dence between the solution ofLangevin equation (with

G aussian white noise)and the � transform ed variables.

Finally,in Sec.VIIIwederivea Fokker-Planck equation

for the � transform ed distribution function. Details of

calculationsaregiven in the Appendices.

II. T H E C LA SSIC A L FR IED R IC H S M O D EL

W e consider a classical system consisting of a har-

m onicoscillatorcoupled to a classicalscalar�eld in one-

dim ensionalspace.A quantum version ofthism odelhas

been studied by Friedrichs[2],am ong others.

W e write the Ham iltonian ofthe system in term s of

the bareoscillatorand �eld m odesa1 and ak,

H = !1a
�
1a1 +

X

k

!ka
�
kak + �

X

k

�Vk(a
�
1ak + a1a

�
k);

(9)

with a given constantfrequency !1 > 0 fortheharm onic

oscillator (particle), c = 1 for the speed of light, and

!k = jkjfor the �eld. W hen � is sm allwe can treat

the interaction potentialasa perturbation. W e assum e

the system is in a one-dim ensionalbox ofsize L with

periodicboundary conditions.Then thespectrum ofthe

�eld isdiscrete,i.e.,k = 2�j=L wherejisan integer.W e

assum ethat

!1 6= !k; forallk (10)

The volum e dependence ofthe interaction Vk isgiven

by

�Vk =

r
2�

L
�vk (11)

where �vk = O (1). W e assum e that �vk is realand even:

�vk = �v� k.Furtherm ore,weassum ethatforsm allk

�vk � !
1=2

k
: (12)
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An exam pleisthe Drude-Ullersm a form [7]:

�vk =
!
1=2

k

1+ !2
k
=!2

M

; (13)

where!M isthe cuto� frequency ofthe bath.

To dealwith the continuousspectrum ofthe �eld we

takethe lim itL ! 1 .In thislim itwehave

2�

L

X

k

!

Z

dk;
L

2�
�k;0 ! �(k): (14)

W e willoften use the sum m ation sign with the under-

standing that we replace it by an integralin the lim it

L ! 1 .

The bare m odesa1,ak satisfy the Poisson bracketre-

lation

ifa�;a
�
�g = ��� : (15)

where

iff;gg=
X

r

h
@f

@ar

@g

@a�r
�

@g

@ar

@f

@a�r

i

(16)

[the sum includesthe discrete index r= 1 aswellasthe

running index r= k].Thebarem odesarerelated to the

position x1 and the m om entum p1 ofthe particleas

a1 =

r
m !1

2
(x1 +

ip1

m !1
); (17)

x1 =
1

p
2m !1

(a1 + a
�
1);

p1 = � i

r
m !1

2
(a1 � a

�
1) (18)

and to the �eld �(x)and itsconjugate�eld �(x)as

�(x) =
X

k

� 1

2!kL

�1=2
(ake

ikx + a
�
ke

� ikx); (19)

�(x) = � i
X

k

�!k

2L

�1=2
(ake

ikx � a
�
ke

� ikx): (20)

The�eld�(x)correspondstothetransversevectorpoten-

tialin electrom agnetism ,while �(x) correspondsto the

transverse displacem ent �eld. O ur Ham iltonian can be

seen asa sim pli�ed version ofa classicaldipolem olecule

interacting with a classicalradiation �eld in the dipole

approxim ation [23]. For sim plicity we neglect the in-

teractions proportional to a1ak and a�1a
�
k, which cor-

respond to \virtualprocesses" in quantum m echanics.

This approxim ation corresponds to the so-called rotat-

ing wave approxim ation [4,24]. Ifwe incorporate the

virtualprocesses,then we obtain the classicalversion of

the Caldeira-Leggettm odel.

W e note that we have an !k = !� k degeneracy in

ourHam iltonian. To avoid som e com plexity due to this

degeneracy,we rewrite ourHam iltonian in term sofnew

barem odesas[22]

H = !1q
�
1q1 +

X

k

!kq
�
kqk + �

X

k

Vk(q
�
1qk + q1q

�
k);(21)

where

q1 � a1; qk �

�
(ak + a� k)=

p
2; fork > 0,

(ak � a� k)=
p
2; fork � 0,

(22)

Vk �

� p
2�Vk; fork > 0

0; fork � 0,
(23)

vk =

r
L

2�
Vk: (24)

In this form the m ode qk with negative k argum ent is

com pletely decoupled from theotherdegreesoffreedom .

Thenew barem odesalso satisfy equations(15),(16).

In the subsequent sections we willuse the following

notations. W e de�ne action and angle variables Js;�s
through the relation

qs =
p
Jse

� i� s; s= 1;k (25)

W e de�ne � asthe setofallm odes,

� � (q1;q
�
1;:::;qk;q

�
k;:::) (26)

and �s = (qs;q
�
s),with s= 1;k,asthe setofparticle or

�eld m odes.W ewillalso denote�f asthesetofall�eld

m odes�f = f�kg.W eusethenotation d� forthephase

space volum e elem entand d�1,d�f forthe particle and

�eld com ponentsofd�,respectively

d� = d� 1d�f

d�1 = dJ1d�1; d�f =
Y

k

dJkd�k: (27)

W e de�ne aswell

�(�� �0)

� �(J1 � J
0
1)�(�1 � �

0
1)
Y

k

�(Jk � J
0
k)�(�k � �

0
k):

(28)

W e considerensem ble averagesasinnerproducts:

hF i= hhF j�ii=

Z

d�F (�)��(�): (29)

Foran operatorO theHerm itian conjugateisde�ned by

hhF jO �ii= hh�jOyF ii�: (30)

Asm entioned intheIntroduction,forourm odelwecan

have both integrable (L �nite) and nonintegrable cases

(L ! 1 ). In the �rstcase there are no resonances(see

Eq.(10))and aswewillsee,thethesystem isintegrable

in the sense ofPoincar�e. In the second case the system

can becom enonintegrablein Poincar�e’ssense,dueto the

em ergence ofthe resonance !1 = !k between the fre-

quenciesofthe particleand the �eld.Thisdistinction is

essentialin our construction ofdressed particle m odes.

Before com ing to this,we willbriey considerthe equa-

tionsofm otion forthe barem odes.
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III. EQ U A T IO N S O F M O T IO N O F T H E B A R E

PA R T IC LE M O D ES

The dynam ical equations of m otion of an oscilla-

tor coupled to a �eld have been studied by m any au-

thors,m ainly usingthequantum Caldeira-Leggettm odel

[3,4,5,6,7]. Here we willwrite the equations for the

Friedrichs m odel. In contrast to the phenom enological

equations describing Brownian m otion [25],these equa-

tionshavem em ory term s(i.e.they havetim e-dependent

dam ping and di�usion coe�cients),and the tim e evolu-

tion they generate form sa group,since they areequiva-

lentto Ham iltonian dynam ics.

A . N on-M arkovian Langevin equation

Starting from the Ham iltonian equations

qs(t)= exp(iLH t)qs(0)) _qs(t)= iLH qs(t); (31)

we can obtain the exacttim e evolution ofthe m odesqr
as

qs(t) =
X

r

fsr(t)qr(0) (32)

wherefrs(t)arecom plex functions(seeAppendix A).

W e willfocusourattention on the particlem odes:

q1(t) = f11(t)q1(0)+
X

k

f1k(t)qk(0);

_q1(t) = _f11(t)q1(0)+
X

k

_f1k(t)qk(0): (33)

Solving forq1(0)in the �rstequation and replacing the

resultin the second equation weget

_q1(t) = � iz1(t)q1(t)+ R(t) (34)

where

z1(t) = i
@

@t
lnf11(t); (35)

R(t) =
X

k

hk(t)qk(0); (36)

hk(t) = _f1k(t)+ iz1(t)f1k(t): (37)

Eq.(34) is a non-M arkovian equation, because of the

tim edependenceofthecoe�cients.Thefunction z 1(t)�

~!1(t)� i(t)givestheinstantaneousfrequency ~!1(t)and

dam pingrate(t)oftheoscillator[wenotethatdam ping

appearsonly in the non-integrable case]. R(t) is an er-

raticfunction,sinceitdependson theinitialstatesofall

the�eld m odesqk(0)(seeAppendix B).Itplaystherole

ofnoise.In general,thisiscolored noise,asthefunction

R(t)hasm em ory in the auto-correlation,

hR �(t)R(t0)i6= 0 fort6= t
0
; (38)

wherehim eansensem ble average.

B . N on-M arkovian Fokker-P lanck equation

W e can also derive a non-M arkovian equation forthe

particledistribution function

�1(�1;t)�

Z

d�f �(�;t) (39)

which allowsusto calculate averagesoffunctionsG (�1)

depending only on the particle m odes. W e assum e that

G (�1) is a sm ooth realfunction of�1 that vanishes at

jq1j= 1 and isexpandablein the in�nite series

G (q1;q
�
1)=

1X

m = 0

1X

n= 0

G m nq
� m
1 q

n
1: (40)

W eassum easwellthat�(�;t)isfactorized att= 0 into

independent particle and �eld m ode functions and that

the �eld distributions depend only on the actions. In

otherwords,wehave

�(�;0)= �1(�1;0)
Y

k

�k(Jk): (41)

O ur�nalassum ption isthatthevolum eofthesystem is

large,so we neglect term s oforder 1=L. This approxi-

m ation becom esexactin the continuousspectrum lim it

L ! 1 ,i.e.,in the nonintegrablecase.W e considerthe

extensivecasediscussed in the Introduction.

Based on Eq.(34)we then obtain the non-M arkovian

equation (seeAppendix C)

@

@t
�1(�1;t) =

�

iz1(t)
@

@q1
q1 � iz

�
1(t)

@

@q�1
q
�
1 (42)

+ D (t)
@2

@q1@q
�
1

�

�1(�1;t);

where

D (t)=
X

k

�

� iz
�
1(t)+ iz1(t)+

@

@t

�

jf1k(t)j
2 hJki:(43)

Eq.(42)isofthe Fokker-Planck type,butwith tim e de-

pendentcoe�cients.

The equations derived in this section are rem iniscent

ofthephenom enologicalequationsforBrownian m otion.

However,thephenom enologicalequationshavequiteim -

portant di�erences: they are M arkovian, they break

tim e-sym m etry and they describe stochastic processes.

O ne can derive the phenom enological equations using

approxim ations,such as the M arkovian approxim ation.

Thisisshown in Appendix D.

In the rest of the paper we willstudy the dynam i-

calevolution ofrenorm alized m odes. In contrastto the

bare m odes,the renorm alized m odes obey exact equa-

tionshavingthesam eevolution asthephenom enological

equations. As a preparation,we �rst considerthe inte-

grablecase.
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IV . U N ITA R Y T R A N SFO R M A T IO N FO R

IN T EG R A B LE C A SE

In thisSection,wepresentthepropertiesofthecanon-

icaltransform ation U thatdiagonalizesthe Ham iltonian

in the discrete spectrum case,when the size ofthe box

L is �nite. Later we willextend U to � through ana-

lyticcontinuation,forL ! 1 .In theintegrablecasewe

can �nd renorm alized m odes �Q s, �Q
�
s thatdiagonalizethe

Ham iltonian through U . The new m odesare related to

the barem odesas

�Q s = U
y
qs fors= 1;k: (44)

in one-to-onecorrespondence.TheoperatorU isunitary

U � 1 = U y.

The Ham iltonian isdiagonalized as

H =
X

s

�!s �Q
�
s
�Q s (45)

where �!� arerenorm alized frequencies.

The new m odessatisfy the Poisson bracketrelation

if�Q r; �Q �
sg = �rs: (46)

Since the interaction is bilinear in the bare m odes,the

new m odescan be found explicitly through a linearsu-

perposition ofthe bare m odes [22]. For the particle we

obtain,from the equation ifH ;�Q 1g= � �!1 �Q 1,

�Q 1 = �N
1=2

1 (q1 + �
X

k

�ckqk) (47)

where

�ck �
Vk

�!1 � !k
; (48)

�N 1 � (1+ ��)� 1; �� � �
2
X

k

�c2k: (49)

The renorm alized frequency �!1 is given by the root of

the equation

�(�!1)= 0; �(z) � z� !1 �
X

k0

�2jVk0j
2

z� !k0
(50)

thatreducesto !1 when � = 0.Forthe �eld m odesone

can also �nd explicitform s(seeAppendix A).

The perturbation expansion ofEq.(47)yields

�Q 1 = U
y
q1 = q1 +

X

k

�Vk

!1 � !k
qk + O (�2) (51)

W hen thespectrum isdiscrete,thedenom inatornever

vanishes;each term in the perturbation series is �nite.

Thisim pliesintegrability in thesenseofPoincar�e:U can

be constructed by a perturbation seriesin powersof�n

with n � 0 integer. In other words,U is analytic at

� = 0.

Sincethetransform ation U iscanonical,itisdistribu-

tivewith respectto m ultiplication

U
y
qrq

�
s = [U y

qr][U
y
q
�
s]=

�Q r
�Q �
s (52)

Hence wehave

U H = U [
X

s

�!s �Q
�
s
�Q s]=

X

s

�!sq
�
sqs =

�H 0 (53)

The transform ed Ham iltonian U H has the sam e form

ofthe unperturbed Ham iltonian H 0,with renorm alized

frequencies.

The canonicaltransform ation can also be introduced

on the levelofstatisticalensem bles �,as shown in the

Introduction.In Eq.(3)wehave

�L0�� = iU fH ;�g= ifU H ;U �g

=

"
X

s

�!s(q
�
s

@

@q�s
� qs

@

@qs
)

#

U � (54)

where in the second equality we used Eq.(53) and the

propertyofpreservation ofthePoisson bracketby canon-

icaltransform ations[26].Hencethetransform ed Liouvil-

lian �L0 doesnotcontain any interaction term s. Ensem -

bleaveragesoverthistransform ed density function �� can

thusbe easily calculated.Forexam plefor

i
@

@t
hhx1jU j�ii= i

@

@t
h�x1i (55)

and sim ilarly forh�p1iwe get,aftersubstituting Eq.(18)

and integrating by parts,

@

@t
h�x1i=

1

�m
h�p1i;

@

@t
h�p1i= � �m �!21 h�x1i: (56)

These are the equationsforthe free harm onic oscillator

(with renorm alized frequency �!1 and renorm alized m ass

�m = m !1=�!1). The interaction with the �eld is elim i-

nated.

Note thatthe norm alm odesareeigenfunctionsofthe

Liouvillian �L0,

�L0q1 = � �!1q1; �L0q
�
1 = �!1q

�
1: (57)

Thisleadsto

LH
�Q 1 = � �!1 �Q 1; LH

�Q �
1 = �!1 �Q

�
1: (58)

Forproductsofm odeswehave

�L0q
� m
1 q

n
1 = [(m � n)�!1]q

� m
1 q

n
1;

LH
�Q � m
1

�Q n
1 = [(m � n)�!1]�Q

� m
1

�Q n
1: (59)

Finally,we note that from distributive property Eq.

(52)wehave

U
y
q
� m
1 q

n
1 = (U y

q
� m
1 )(U y

q
n
1): (60)
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V . N O N IN T EG R A B LE C A SE:G A M O W M O D ES

Now weconsiderthecontinuousspectrum case,where

the particle frequency !1 isinside the range ofthe con-

tinuous spectrum !k. In this case,by analytic contin-

uation of �Q 1 and �Q �
1 we can get new m odes which are

eigenfunctionsofthe Liouvillian with com plex eigenval-

ues. These m odes are called G am ow m odes. G am ow

stateshave been previously introduced in quantum m e-

chanics to study unstable states [27]-[32]. In classical

m echanics,G am ow m odeshave been introduced in Ref.

[22]. In this Section we present the m ain properties of

G am ow m odes,which willbe used for the construction

of�.

W hen we go to the continuous lim it we restrict the

strength ofthe coupling constant� so that

Z

dk
�2jvkj

2

!k
< !1; (61)

Then the harm onic oscillatorbecom esunstable. In this

case we have radiation dam ping. IfEq.(61)isnotsat-

is�ed,then we go outside the range ofapplicability of

the \rotating wave approxim ation" (see com m ent after

Eq.(20))astheHam iltonian becom esnotbounded from

below,and givesno radiation dam ping [33].

In the continuous spectrum case,divergences appear

in the construction ofU ,due to resonances. Forexam -

ple,the denom inatorin Eq.(51)m ay now vanish atthe

Poincar�e resonance !1 = !k. W e have a divergence in

the perturbation expansion in �. To dealwith this di-

vergence,we regularize the denom inator by adding an

in�nitesim al� i�.Then weget

Q 1 = q1 +
X

k

�Vk

!1 � !k � i�
qk + O (�2): (62)

In the continuous lim it the sum m ation goes to an inte-

gral. W e take the lim it L ! 1 �rst and � ! 1 later.

Then the denom inatorcan be interpreted asa distribu-

tion underthe integration overk

1

!1 � !k � i�
! P

1

!1 � !k
� i��(!1 � !k) (63)

whereP m eansprincipalpart.

The introduction ofi� in the continuous lim it is re-

lated to a change ofthe physicalsituation. In the dis-

cretecasetheboundariesofthesystem causeperiodicity

in them otion oftheparticleand the�eld.In contrast,in

the continuouscase the boundariesplay no role. In the

continuouslim itwecan havedam ping oftheparticle,as

the �eld em itted from the particle goesaway and never

com es back. And we can have Brownian m otion,due

to theinteraction with thecontinuoussetof�eld m odes.

Thecontinuouslim itm ay bewellapproxim ated by a dis-

crete system during tim e scales m uch shorter than the

tim escaleforwhich the�eld goesacrosstheboundaries.

In the continuous lim it we can have dam ping ofthe

particleeithertoward thefutureortoward thepast.This

correspondsto the existence ofthe two branches� i� in

Eq.(62). Breaking oftim e sym m etry is connected to

resonances[34].

As shown in [30],continuing the perturbation expan-

sion (62) to all orders one obtains new renorm alized

m odes(G am ow m odes)associated with thecom plex fre-

quency

z1 � ~!1 � i (64)

oritscom plex conjugatez�1.Here ~!1 istherenorm alized

frequencyoftheparticle,and 2 > 0isthedam pingrate.

Thecom plex frequenciesaresolutionsofthe equation

�
� (!)= ! � !1 �

Z

dk
�2v2k

(z� !k)
�
!

= 0: (65)

The + (� ) superscript indicates that the propagatoris

�rstevaluated on the upper (lower)halfplane ofz and

then analytically continued to z = !.

Thenew m odesforthe� i� branchin Eq.(62)aregiven

by

~Q 1 = N
1=2

1 [q1 + �
X

k

ckqk]; (66)

ck =
Vk

(z� !k)
+
z1

; N 1 = (1+ �
2
X

k

c
2
k)

� 1 (67)

and itscom plex conjugate,satisfying

LH
~Q 1 = � z1 ~Q 1; LH

~Q �
1 = z

�
1
~Q �
1: (68)

Them ode ~Q �
1 decaysfort> 0 as

e
iL H t~Q �

1 = e
iz

�

1
t~Q �

1 = e
(i~!1� )t ~Q �

1 (69)

(and sim ilarly ~Q 1).

Them odesforthe + i� branch aregiven by

Q
�
1 = N

1=2

1 [q�1 + �
X

k

ckq
�
k] (70)

and itscom plex conjugate,satisfying

LH Q
�
1 = z1Q

�
1; LH Q 1 = � z

�
1Q 1: (71)

Thesem odesdecay fort< 0.

The m odes we have introduced have quite di�erent

propertiesfrom theusualcanonicalvariables.TheirPois-

son bracketsvanish

ifQ 1;Q
�
1g= if~Q 1;~Q

�
1g= 0: (72)

However the m odes ~Q 1 and Q �
1 are duals;they form a

generalized canonicalpair

if~Q 1;Q
�
1g= 1: (73)

Thisalgebracorrespondsto an extension oftheusualLie

algebraincludingdissipation.An analogueofthisalgebra

hasbeen previously studied in quantum m echanics[27]-

[32],in term sofnon-Hilbertian brasand kets.
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V I. T H E � T R A N SFO R M A T IO N

Using the above results we now introduce �. In this

paperwewillrestricttheaction of� to productsofpar-

ticle m odes ofthe form q� m1 qn1. This willbe enough to

calculaterenorm alized functionsoftheparticlevariables

(expandable in m onom ials), which willlead us to the

Langevin and Fokker-Planck equations.The action of�

on m ore generalfunctions,including �eld m odeswillbe

considered elsewhere(see also [15,22]).

A . D e�ning � through its action on particle m odes

Firstrecallthatin theintegrablecasetherenorm alized

particlem odesarerelated to the originalm odesas

�Q 1 = U
y
q1; �Q �

1 = U
y
q
�
1 (74)

Forproductsofm odeswehaveaswelltherelation (60).

In the continuousspectrum lim itwe com e to the nonin-

tegrablecase.Asseen in the previousSection,weelim i-

natePoincar�edivergencesin singlerenorm alized particle

m odesbyanalyticcontinuationoffrequenciestothecom -

plex plane(i.e. �!1 goesto z1)leading to G am ow m odes.

Therearetwo branchesforthe continuation,nam ely

�Q 1 )

�
~Q 1

Q 1

: (75)

Corresponding to these extensions,we introduce �,the

extension ofU in Eq.(74),

~Q 1 = �y
q1; ~Q �

1 = �y
q
�
1;

Q 1 = �� 1
q1; Q

�
1 = �� 1

q
�
1: (76)

Theserelationspartially de�ne�,by itsaction on single

particle m odes (a m ore com plete de�nition is given be-

low). This de�nition satis�es the requirem ents (1),(3)

and (4)given in the Introduction. W e willcom m enton

therem ainingrequirem ents(2)and (5)below.Notethat

�y 6= �� 1 isnotunitary.Instead,itis\star-unitary,"

�� 1 = �?
: (77)

In ourcase,wherewerestrictthe action of� to particle

m odes,starconjugation hasa sim plem eaning.Itsim ply

m eanstaking herm itian conjugation and changing i� )

� i�,so we have,e.g.,[�?(i�)]q1 = [�y(� i�)]q1. For the

generalde�nition ofstar conjugation,see [15, 30]and

referencestherein.

Due to star-unitarity, the existence of the star-

conjugatetransform ation �? guaranteesthe existenceof

the inverse�� 1.

Asm entioned above we are interested notonly in the

renorm alized m odes,butalso therenorm alized products

ofm odes,

�y
q
� m
1 q

n
1; �� 1

q
� m
1 q

n
1: (78)

For the integrable case, renorm alized products of

m odes can be easily calculated thanks to the distribu-

tive property (60). However,as shown below, for the

nonintegrable case products ofG am ow m odes give new

Poincar�edivergences.Hence,dueto therequirem ent(4)

stated in the Introduction,the � transform ation hasto

be non-distributive. This m eans that we stillhave to

de�ne the action of� on productsofparticlem odes.

Letus�rstconsiderthe transform ed product� yq�1q1.

Later we willgeneralize this to obtain the expressions

(78). If�y were distributive,�yq�1q1 could be expressed

as the product ~Q �
1
~Q 1 = (�yq�1)(�

yq1). However,as we

show now,thisexpression givesPoincar�e divergencesin

the therm odynam iclim it.W e have

~Q �
1
~Q 1

= jN 1j(q
�
1 + �

X

k

c
�
kq

�
k)(q1 + �

X

k

ckqk)

= jN 1j(q
�
1q1 + �q

�
1

X

k

ckqk + �q1

X

k

c
�
kq

�
k

+ �
2

0X

k;k0

c
�
kck0q

�
kqk0 + �

2
X

k

jckj
2
q
�
kqk): (79)

wheretheprim ein thesum m ation m eansk 6= k0.G oing

to the continuouslim itand taking the ensem bleaverage

with an ensem ble � the lastterm becom es

X

k

jckj
2 hq�kqki!

Z

dk

�
�
�

�vk

(z� !k)
+
z1

�
�
�
2

hJki (80)

where hJki= hhq�kqkj�ii. This term has a non-vanishing

�nite value in the lim it L ! 1 ifEq.(7) is satis�ed.

Furtherm ore,ifthe ensem ble � belongs to the class of

ensem bleswith �-function singularitiesin thewavenum -

berk,then Eq.(80)isnon-negligibleascom pared to the

average ofthe q�
k
qk0 term in Eq.(79). For this class of

ensem blesthe pointcontribution k = k0 isasim portant

asthe integration overk0 [13,14,35]:

X

k0

hq�kqk0i� hJki� O (L0): (81)

(seeAppendixE).Thistypeofensem bleswith �-function

singularities is by no m eans atypical. An exam ple of

this class of ensem bles is the G ibbs distribution. For

ensem bles in this class,we have wellde�ned intensive

and extensivevariablesin thetherm odynam iclim it[35].

To lowestorderwehavein Eq.(80),

�vk

(z� !k)
+
z1

=
�vk

!1 � !k + i�
+ O (�3) (82)

which leadsto

�
�
�

�vk

(z� !k)
+
z1

�
�
�
2

=
�2v2k

j!1 � !k + i�j2
+ O (�4) (83)

=
�

�
�
2
v
2
k�(!1 � !k)+ O (�4)! 1 :
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This diverges when � ! 0. Hence Eq.(80) is nonana-

lytic at � = 0 due to the resonance at !1 = !k. W e

have Poincar�e divergence in the perturbation series of

(�yq�1)(�
yq1).

W e note that when the energy of the �eld is non-

extensive,we have hJki� O (1=L). The energy density

goesto zero in thein�nitevolum elim it.In thiscasethe

appearanceofthePoincar�edivergencein Eq.(80)hasno

e�ecton the particle.

Forquantum m echanicsthe situation isdi�erent. W e

can have uctuations even in non-extensive situations

[15]dueto vacuum e�ects.Forexam pleweobtain,fora

two-levelatom ,an energy uctuation ofthe dressed ex-

cited state which isofthe orderofthe decay rate. This

givesanuncertaintyrelationbetweenenergyandlifetim e.

Com ing back to ourm ain discussion,weconcludethat

�yq�1q1 cannotbeexpressed astheproductEq.(79)since

� is,by de�nition,analyticin the coupling constant.To

m ake this transform ed product analytic, we m ake the

replacem ent

�
2
X

k

jckj
2
q
�
kqk ) �

2
X

k

�kq
�
kqk (84)

where �k isa suitable analytic function. Due to the re-

quirem entson � stated in theIntroduction thisfunction

isnotquite arbitrary.Indeed,in the integrablecase the

term q�
k
qk would appearin U yq�1q1 as�

2
P

k
�c2
k
q�
k
qk (see

Eq.(47)). In the nonintegrable case �ck is extended to

ck orc
�
k
,and becom escom plex.Taking into accountthe

requirem ents(1),(3)and (4)in theIntroduction wecon-

cludethata suitableextension of�c2
k
to thenonintegrable

caseisthe linearsuperposition

�k = rc
2
k + c:c:; r+ r

� = 1 (85)

where r is a com plex constant to be determ ined. The

relation r+ r� = 1 isthesim plestrelation which guaran-

tees�k reducesto �c2k in the integrable case [see also the

com m entsbelow Eq.(F13)].

So we have[47]

�y
q
�
1q1 =

~Q �
1
~Q 1 +

X

k

bkq
�
kqk (86)

where

bk = �
2jN 1j(� jckj

2 + �k): (87)

Asshown in Appendix F using therequirem ent(2)we

obtain

r=
exp(� ia=2)

2cos(a=2)
; N 1 = jN 1jexp(� ia) (88)

giving a concrete form of� in Eq.(86). By including

the term bk in Eq.(86) we have rem oved the Poincar�e

divergencein theproductofG am ow m odes.Asa conse-

quence,

�y
q
�
1q1 6= (�y

q
�
1)(�

y
q1): (89)

Thisshowsthe non-distributiveproperty of�.

Forweak coupling theapproxim atevalueofbk isgiven

by [15],

bk �
2�

L

�2v2k
2

[(!k � ~!1)
2 + 2]2

: (90)

This has a sharp peak at !k = ~!1 with a width . It

correspondsto thelineshapeofem ission and absorption

ofthe �eld by therenorm alized particle.

To �nd m ore generaltransform ed products � yq� m1 qn1,

we apply the sam e logic thatled to Eq.(86).W henever

jckj
2 appearsin ~Q � m

1
~Q n
1,wereplaceitwith �k.Thisleads

to (see Appendix G ).

�y
q
� m
1 q

n
1 (91)

=

m in(m ;n)X

a= 0

m !n!

(m � a)!(n � a)!a!
~Q
� m � a
1

~Q
n� a
1 Y

a

wherem in(m ;n)isthe sm allerofm ,n,and

Y �
X

k

bkq
�
kqk: (92)

Note that bk � O (1=L). Hence Y � O (L0) only ifthe

�eld obeysthe therm odynam ic lim itcondition,Eq.(7).

O therwise Y vanishesas 1=L and �y becom es distribu-

tive. Also,when there are no resonances,z1 becom es

realand both bk and Y vanish. Then �y reducesto U y

(see Eq.(60)). In short,both therm odynam ic lim itand

resonancesare necessary to obtain non distributivity of

�y in Eq.(91),which,aswewillsee in the nextsection,

givesthe uctuationsfound in Brownian m otion.

For �� 1q� m1 qn1 we obtain the expression (91) with
~Q 1;~Q

�
1 replaced by Q 1;Q

�
1,respectively.

B . O btaining closed M arkovian equations

The � transform ation we have presented satis�es all

ourrequirem ents(1)-(4)stated in theIntroduction.Now

weshow that� alsosatis�estherequirem ent(5)nam ely,

that � gives closed M arkovian equations. To obtain

closed M arkovian kinetic equations,we �rst operate �

on the Liouville equation, to obtain Eq.(5). K inetic

equationsinvolve a projection (ora part)ofthe ensem -

ble ~�. In orderfor� to give closed kinetic ofequations,

we require thatthe transform ed Liouvillian ~� in Eq.(5)

leavessubspacescorrespondingtoprojectionsof~� invari-

ant.W ewillrepresentthesesubspacesby projection op-

eratorsP (�),which are orthogonaland com plete in the

dom ain of~�,

P
(�)
P
(�) = P

(�)
��� ;

X

�

P
(�) = 1: (93)

Theinvarianceproperty of~� is

P
(�)~� = ~�P(�): (94)
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Thanks to this com m utation property,we obtain from

Eq.(5)closed M arkovian equationsfortheprojectionsof

~�,

i
@

@t
P
(�)~�(t)= ~�P(�)~�(t): (95)

W e choose P (�) as eigenprojectors of L0. W e have

L0P
(�) = w (�)P (�) wherew (�) aretheeigenvalues.Then,

forthe integrable case the relation (94)isautom atically

satis�ed,sincein thiscase ~� reducesto �L0,therenorm al-

ized freeLiouvillian with eigenprojectorsP (�).

In the Friedrichsm odelthe P (�) subspacesconsistof

m onom ials(orsuperposition ofm onom ials)of�eld and

particlem odes.Forexam plethe m onom ials

q
�
1qk = P

(1k)
q
�
1qk; q

�
1qkq

�
lql= P

(1k)
q
�
1qkq

�
lql (96)

belong to the sam e subspace P (1k) with eigenvalue

w (1k) � !1 � !k.

O ne m ay introduce a Hilbert space structure for the

eigenfunctions of L0, including suitable norm alization

constantsin theSegal-Bargm ann representation [22].W e

alsonotethat�y transform edvariables�yP (�)A generate

the kinetic equation (95)as we have hh�yP (�)Aj�(t)ii=

hhAjP (�)j~�ii.

Now we verify that the relation (94) is satis�ed for

the � transform ation we have constructed. W e restrict

ourselvesto the com ponents associated with the m ono-

m ials in Eq.(78). These belong to eigenspaces of L0

with eigenvalues(m � n)!1.W e denote the correspond-

ing projectors as P (m n). Using Eq.(I4) in Appendix I

with q01 = 0,we �nd

~�yq� m1 q
n
1 = [(m z�1 � nz1)q

�
1q1� 2im nY ]q� m � 1

1 q
n� 1
1 (97)

and sim ilarly

~�q� m1 q
n
1 = [(m z1� nz

�
1)q

�
1q1+ 2im nY ]q

� m � 1

1 q
n� 1
1 : (98)

Both the l.h.s. and the r.h.s. of these two equations

belong to the sam e eigenspace P (m n). This illustrates

thestatem entthat~� leavesthesubspacesP(�) invariant,

satisfying the requirem ent(5).

Dueto theY term ,q� m1 qn1 arenoteigenfunctionsof~�,

so P (m n) isnotan eigenprojectorof~�.Thisisquitenat-

ural,since the kinetic processes include both the decay

oftheparticlem odes(through em ission ofthe�eld)and

the absorption of�eld m odes. These correspond to the

�rstand second term sinsidebracketsin Eqs.(97),(98),

respectively.

C . � subdynam ics

W e com m enton the theory of� subdynam ics,devel-

oped by the Brusselsschool[11]. W e introduce the pro-

jectors

� (�) = �� 1
P
(�)�: (99)

Sim ilar to Eq.(93),they are orthogonaland com plete.

From Eq.(94)itfollowsthat� (�)LH = LH �
(�). Hence

these projectors de�ne independent subspaces that fol-

low independent,closed dynam ics.Theprojectorsthem -

selvesm ay bewritten in term sofgeneralized eigenstates

ofLH ,which give a com plex spectralrepresentation of

thisoperator[14].

From thecom pletenessrelation oftheP (�) or� (�) pro-

jectors,wecan recoverthetim eevolution in theoriginal

variablesas

�(t)=
X

�

�� 1
P
(�)~�(t)=

X

�

� (�)
�(t): (100)

Thisshowsthat,aspointed outin the Introduction,dy-

nam icsisdecom posed into a setofcom ponentsobeying

M arkovian equations.In orderto actually use Eq.(100)

we need to know allthe com ponentsP (�)~�(t)(orequiv-

alently,� (�)�(t)). Atthe presentm om entwe have only

obtained a restricted setofthese.Thisisenough forour

presentgoal.Ratherthan solving the originalequations

ofm otion (which can be done by other standard m eth-

ods)ourgoalistoshow thatBrownian m otion,G aussian

whitenoiseand dam pingarepartofdynam icsseen in the

� representation.

The contruction of� we have presented here isbased

on renorm alized particle m odes. A m ore generalcon-

struction of� startswith thecom m utation relation (94)

together with the other requirem ents stated in the In-

troduction. The m ain idea is to associate a \degree of

correlation" with each subspaceP (�).Dynam icsinduces

transitions am ong di�erent P (�) subspaces. W e have a

\dynam ics ofcorrelations" [35]. This allows us to per-

form theregularizationofdenom inatorsofU in asystem -

atic way,depending on types oftransitions (from lower

to higher correlations or vice versa),which leads to �.

Theinterested readercan �nd a presentation ofthisfor-

m ulation in Refs.[11,15,22].

V II. C O M PA R ISO N W IT H T H E

P H EN O M EN O LO G IC A L LA N G EV IN EQ U A T IO N

In thisSection wediscusstherelation between theso-

lution ofthephenom enologicalLangevin equation forthe

Friedrichsm odeland �y transform ed particlem odes(i.e.

dressed m odes).W ewillfocuson the�y transform ation,

sothatthetransform ed variablesdecay fort> 0[48](see

Eq.(69)). Rem arkably,the Langevin equation and the

dynam icalequations for dressed m odes have the sam e

solution.

The phenom enological Langevin equation for the

Brownian harm onic oscillator appropiate for the

Friedrichsm odelhasthe form (t> 0)

d

dt
q̂1(t)= � îz1q̂1(t)+ R̂(t); (101)

where R̂(t)isa com plex noisesource(see Eq.(34)).W e

use the hatsto denote phenom enologicalvariables. The
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com plex coe�cient ẑ 1 � !̂1 � î givesthefrequency and

the dam ping rate ofthe oscillator. W e assum e R̂(t)has

the following properties:

(1) R̂ �(t) and R̂(t0) have the delta function (white

noise)correlation.

D

R̂
�(t)R̂(t0)

E

= R̂
2
c�(t� t

0) (102)

wherehim eansnoiseaverage.

(2) R̂(t)hasthe G aussian property

D

R̂
�(t1):::̂R

�(tm )R̂(t
0
1):::̂R(t

0
n)

E

(103)

= �m n

X

allpairs

D

R̂
�(ti1)R̂(t

0
j1
)

E

� � �

D

R̂
�(tin )R̂(t

0
jn
)

E

:

The noise constant R̂ c isdeterm ined in Appendix H us-

ing equipartition ofenergy and assum ing the bath isat

tem peratureT.The resultis R̂ 2
c = 2̂kB T=!̂1.

Eq.(101)correspondsto the equations

d

dt
x̂1(t) = � ̂x̂1(t)+

p̂1(t)

m̂
+ A(t); (104)

d

dt
p̂1(t) = � ̂p̂1(t)� m̂ !̂

2
1x̂1(t)+ B (t): (105)

where A(t) and B (t) are independent G aussian white

noises[36].Theseequationsdescribeadam ped harm onic

oscillatorwith random m om entum and forceterm sA(t)

and B (t),respectively. The equations are sym m etrical

underrescaled position and m om entum exchange,which

isconsistentwith thesam esym m etryoftheHam iltonian.

The solution ofEq.(101)isgiven by

q̂1(t)= q̂1a(t)+ q̂1r(t); (106)

where

q̂1a(t)� q̂1(0)e
� îz1t; (107)

q̂1r(t)� e
� îz1t

Z t

0

dt
0
R̂(t0)eîz1t

0

: (108)

The term q̂1a(t) describes the dam ped harm onic oscil-

lator without noise, and the term q̂1r(t) describes the

behaviordue to the noise.

Forlatercom parison we calculate the autocorrelation

function ĥq� m1 (t)̂qn1(t)i.W e have



q̂
� m
q (t)̂qn1(t)

�

= h(̂q�1a(t)+ q̂
�
1r(t))

m (̂q1a(t)+ q̂1r(t))
ni

=

mX

k= 0

nX

l= 0

m !

(m � k)!k!

n!

(n � l)!l!

� q̂
� m � k
1a (t)̂qn� l1a (t)



q̂
� k
1r(t)̂q

l
1r(t)

�
: (109)

The quantity


q̂� k1r(t)̂q

l
1r(t)

�
is non-zero only when k =

l, as we can see from Eq. (103). Considering the

fact that the num ber of sets of all possible pairs inD

R̂ �(t1):::̂R
�(tl)R̂(t

0
1):::̂R (t

0
l)

E

isl!,wehave



q̂
� k
1r(t)̂q

l
1r(t)

�

= l!�kl

� �

e
îz

�

1
t

Z t

0

dt1R̂
�(t1)e

� îz
�

1
t1

� e
� îz1t

Z t

0

dt2R̂(t2)e
îz1t2

� � l

= l!�kl

�
R̂ 2
c(1� e� 2̂t)

2̂

� l

= l!�kl

�
kB T

!̂1

�l
(1� e

� 2̂t)l: (110)

Substituting Eq.(107)and Eq.(110)into Eq.(109),we

get

ĥq� m1 (t)̂qn1(t)i

= e
i(m ẑ

�

1
� nẑ1)t

m in(m ;n)X

l= 0

m !n!

(m � l)!(n � l)!l!

� q̂
� m � l
1 (0)̂q

n� l
1 (0)

�
kB T

!̂1

�l
(e2̂t � 1)l: (111)

Now we can com pare the above expression with the

tim e-evolved dressed products eiL H t�yq� m1 qn1. W e have

(seeEq.(68)and Eq.(91))

e
iL H t�y

q
� m
1 q

n
1 =

nX

a= 0

m !n!

(m � a)!(n � a)!a!

� e
i(m z

�

1
� nz1)te

2at ~Q � m � a~Q n� a
Y
a
: (112)

W riting

e
2at =

aX

l= 0

a!

l!(a� l)!
(e2t � 1)l (113)

and l0= a� lwehave

e
iL H t�y

q
� m
1 q

n
1 =

nX

l= 0

n� lX

l0= 0

m !n!

(m � l� l0)!(n � l� l0)!l!l0!

� e
i(m z

�

1
� nz1)t~Q � m � l� l

0

~Q n� l� l
0

Y
l+ l

0

(e2t � 1)l

=

nX

l= 0

m !n!

(m � l)!(n � l)!l!
e
i(m z

�

1
� nz1)t

�

n� lX

l0= 0

(m � l)!(n � l)!

(m � l� l0)!(n � l� l0)!l0!
~Q � m � l� l

0

~Q n� l� l
0

Y
l
0

� Y
l(e2t � 1)l: (114)

Using Eq.(91)again weobtain

e
iL H t�y

q
� m
1 q

n
1

= e
i(m z

�

1
� nz1)t

nX

l= 0

m !n!

(m � l)!(n � l)!l!

� (�yq� m � l
1 q

n� l
1 )Y l(e2t � 1)l: (115)
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Com paring Eq.(111) and Eq.(115),we see the direct

correspondences

ẑ1 , z1

kB T

!̂1
, Y =

X

k

bkq
�
kqk (116)

ĥq� m1 (t)̂qn1(t)i , e
iL H t�y(q� m1 q

n
1):

The form and tim e evolution ofthe ensem ble averageof

Langevin equation variablesare the sam e asthose of�

transform ed variables. Furtherm ore,ifwe take the en-

sem ble average of�yq� m1 qn1,we see a closer correspon-

dence. Letusassum e thatthe �eld action Jk obeysthe

unperturbed G ibbsdistribution.Theinitialdistribution

~�0(�)hasthe form (with � � 1=(kB T))

~�0(�)= C �01(J1;�1)exp(� �
X

k

!kJk) (117)

where C isa norm alization constant,kB isBoltzm ann’s

constantand T isthetem perature.Asshown in Eq.(E5)

the averageofJk overthisensem bleis

hJki=
1

!k�
=
kB T

!k
: (118)

To calculate
P

k
bk hJki,we need the form ofbk. The

approxim atevalueofbk isgiven in Eq.(90),which forthe

weak couplingcaseisapproxim ated by thedeltafunction

(2�=L)�(!k � ~!1)[15].So weget

X

k

bk hJki=
X

k

bk
kB T

!k
�
kB T

~!1
: (119)

Note that!k
� 1 doesnotm ake any divergence forsm all

k sincebk isproportionalto v
2
k � !k forsm allk.

In short, we obtain a com plete correspondence be-

tween � transform ed m odes and Langevin m odes (see

Eq.(116)). The system atic rem ovalofPoincar�e diver-

gencesin the� transform ation givestheG aussian white

noisestructure.

V III. T H E FO K K ER -P LA N C K EQ U A T IO N

Using theaboveresultswecan now derivetheFokker-

Planckequation forthetransform ed densityfunction ~� =

��.W estartwith thetransform ed equation (seeEq.(6))

i
@

@t
~� = ~�~�: (120)

W e derive the Fokker-Planck equation for q1, q
�
1. W e

follow the standard derivation found in textbooks (see

[26,37]),but now in term s of�. Consider a test func-

tion G (q1;q
�
1),which issm ooth and vanishesatjq1j= 1 .

M ultiplying thison both sidesofEq.(120)and integrat-

ing overthe phasespace,wehave
Z

d�G (q1;q
�
1)i

@

@t
~�(�;t)=

Z

d�G (q1;q
�
1)
~�(�)~�(�;t)

=

Z

d�d� 0
G (q1;q

�
1)
~�(�)�(�� �0)~�(�0;t): (121)

In Eq.(121),~�(�)m eans ~� thatactson � variables.W e

expand G (q1;q
�
1)nearq

0
1 and q

0
�
1 .

Z

d�G (q1;q
�
1)i

@

@t
~�(�;t) (122)

=

Z

d�d� 0

� 1X

m = 0

1X

n= 0

1

m !n!

�
@m

@(q
0�
1 )

m

@n

@(q01)
n
G (q01;q

0
�
1 )

�

� (q�1 � q
0
�
1 )

m (q1 � q
0
1)
n

�

~�(�)�(�� �0)~�(�0;t):

Integrating by parts,Eq.(122)becom es
Z

d�G (q1;q
�
1)i

@

@t
~�(�;t) (123)

=

Z

d�0G (q01;q
0
�
1 )

1X

m = 0

1X

n= 0

(� 1)m + n

m !n!

@m

@(q
0�
1 )

m

@n

@(q01)
n

�

�Z

d�(q�1 � q
0
�
1 )

m (q1 � q
0
1)

n ~�(�)�(�� �0)

�

~�(�0;t):

W ecallthequantitiesinsidethebracketsin Eq.(123)the

\m om ents" oforderm + n.Them om entsarecalculated

explicitly in Appendix I.They aregiven by
Z

d�(q�1 � q
0
�
1 )

m (q1 � q
0
1)

n ~�(�)�(�� �0)

=

8
>><

>>:

z1q
0
1; m = 0;n = 1

� z�1q
0
�
1 ; m = 1;n = 0

2i
P

k
bkq

0
�
k q

0
k; m = 1;n = 1

0; forallotherm and n.

(124)

Substituting Eq.(124)into Eq.(123),we get
Z

d�G (q1;q
�
1)i

@

@t
~�(�;t) (125)

=

Z

d�0G (q01;q
0
�
1 )(�

@

@q01
)(z1q

0
1)~�(�

0
;t)

+

Z

d�0G (q01;q
0
�
1 )(�

@

@q
0�
1

)(� z
�
1q

0
�
1 )~�(�

0
;t)

+

Z

d�0G (q01;q
0
�
1 )(

@2

@q01@q
0�
1

)(2i
X

k

bkq
0
�
k q

0
k)~�(�

0
;t):

By changing the integration variable �0 to � in the

right hand side ofEq.(125) and elim inating ion both

sides,wehave
Z

d�G (q1;q
�
1)
@

@t
~�(�;t)

=

Z

d�G (q1;q
�
1)

�
@

@q1
(iz1q1)+

@

@q�1
(� iz

�
1q

�
1)

+
@

@q1@q
�
1

(2
X

k

bkq
�
kqk)

�

~�(�;t): (126)

Now suppose that ~�(�;t)isfactorized att= 0.In other

words,wewrite ~�(�;0)as

~�(�;0)= g1(q1;q
�
1)
Y

k

gk(qk;q
�
k): (127)
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Asshown in Appendix J,thisfactorized form of~� enables

usto writeEq.(126)as

Z

d�1G (q1;q
�
1)
@

@t

Z

d�f ~�(�;t)

=

Z

d�1G (q1;q
�
1)f

@

@q1
(iz1q1)+

@

@q�1
(� iz

�
1q

�
1)

+
@2

@q1@q
�
1

(2
X

k

bk hq
�
kqki)

Z

d�f ~�(�;t): (128)

Since G (�1) is an arbitrary test function,we can write

Eq.(128)as

@

@t
~�1(�1;t) =

n

iz1
@

@q1
q1 � iz

�
1

@

@q�1
q
�
1 (129)

+ 2
X

k

bk hJki
@

@q1@q
�
1

o

~�1(�1;t);

where

~�1(�1;t)=

Z

d�f ~�(�;t): (130)

Eq.(129)is ourFokker-Planck equation for the norm al

m odes. This equation is applicable for any initial�eld

con�guration obeying the extensive condition and Eq.

(127).In the non-extensivecase,the di�usion term con-

taining bk vanishes,and the equation describes dam p-

ing ofthe oscillatorwithout Brownian m otion. For the

specialcase where the �eld has the unperturbed G ibbs

distribution,using the approxim ation (119)we get

@

@t
~�1(�1;t) � fiz1

@

@q1
q1 � iz

�
1

@

@q�1
q
�
1

+
2kB T

~!1

@2

@q1@q
�
1

g ~�1(�1;t): (131)

Thisisprecisely the equation one obtainsfrom the phe-

nom enologicalLangevin equation (101).

TheFokker-Planck equation forothervariablescan be

also derived from Eq.(129) by changing variables. For

exam ple,theFokker-Planckequation fortheposition and

m om entum x1 and p1 isgiven by

@

@t
~�1(�1;t) =

n

�
@

@x1
(
p1

~m
� x1)+

@

@p1
(~m ~!21x1 + p1)

+
D x

2

@2

@x21
+
D p

2

@2

@p21

o

~�1(�1;t); (132)

where

~m = m !1=~!1;

D x =
2

~m ~!1

X

k

bk hJki�
2kB T

~m ~!21
;

D p = 2~m ~!1

X

k

bk hJki� 2~m kB T: (133)

[the approxim ate values are applicable for the unper-

turbed G ibbsdistribution.]TheFokker-Planck equation

forthe action variableJ1 isgiven (afterintegration over

the anglevariable�1)by

@

@t
~�(J1;t) (134)

=

n

2
@

@J1
(J1 �

kB T

~!1
)+ D J

@2

@J21
J1

o

~�(J1;t);

where

D J = 2
X

k

bk hJki�
2kB T

~!1
: (135)

Eqs. (132) and (134) coincide (in the weak-coupling

approxim ation)with theequationsforBrownian m otion

ofan oscillatorin an anharm onic lattice derived in Ref.

[35]. Eq.(134)(in itsexactform )was�rstproposed by

T.Petrosky [33].

Note that Eq. (132) is sym m etric with respect to

rescaled position x1 and m om entum p1. The reason is

that the Ham iltonian considered here is sym m etric in

rescaled x1 and p1 to begin with. The sam e is true for

theanharm oniclatticem odelconsidered in Ref.[35].In

contrast,the K ram ers(Fokker-Planck)equation [35,38]

derived from the O rnstein-Uhlenbeck phenom enological

theoryofBrownianm otion [39]isnotsym m etric,because

theBrownian forcebreakstheposition-m om entum sym -

m etry.In spiteofthedi�erence,forthecase � !1,Eq.

(132)givesthe sam e solution as the K ram ersequation.

ThesolutionsofEq.(132)can be found in Ref.[35].

IX . C O N C LU SIO N S

In thispaperwestudied theirreversibleand stochastic

behavior ofan oscillator coupled to a �eld in the ther-

m odynam ic lim it,using the star-unitary transform ation

�.W eshowed thattheaverageofdressed particlem odes

hasthe sam e tim e evolution asthe ensem ble average of

particle m odes in the Langevin equation (101). Also,

the reduced distribution function for the particle vari-

ables exactly obeys the Fokker-Planck equation (129),

which describesthe dam ping and di�usion processes.It

is rem arkable that the system atic rem ovalofPoincar�e

divergences by analytic continuation leads to the sam e

structureasthatofG aussian white noise.

SincetheG aussian structureoftheuctuationsiscom -

ing from theresonances,ratherthan thespeci�cform of

the initial�eld ensem ble,our derivation ofthe Fokker-

Planck equation is valid for both G aussian and non-

G aussian �eld ensem bles. Due to the Fokker-Planck

evolution,the particle distribution is stillG aussian for

t! 1 .

O ur m ethod ofisolating Poincar�e divergences can in

principle be applied to m ore com plicated system s than

the one considered here,in order to investigate further

the relation between noiseand dynam ics.
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W e have studied the uctuations of a particle sur-

rounded bya�eld.O necan alsoconsidertheuctuations

ofthe �eld m odesinduced by the particle. An interest-

ing resultisthatuctuationsofthe �-transform ed �eld

m odesappeareven when the energy ofthe �eld isnon-

extensive.Ifwegoback to theinitialform ulation,acting

with �� 1,we recoverthe usualequations. This willbe

discussed elsewhere[22].

M arkovian equationssuch asthe Langevin orFokker-

Planckequationsdescribeirreversibleand stochasticpro-

cesses. Ratherthan viewing these equationsasapprox-

im ations ofHam iltonian dynam ics,we see them as de-

scribingcom ponentsofdynam ics.Thesecom ponentscan

be identi�ed through a change ofphase-space variables

obtained by the� transform ation.Thisgivesa represen-

tation with broken tim e-sym m etry.

In thenon-M arkovian equations,thee�ectsofdressing

are notseparated from irreversible (or therm odynam ic)

processes. In ourapproach the dressing on the particle

is incorporated from the beginning,since we dealwith

renorm alized particles. This allows us to isolate pure

therm odynam icbehaviorsuch asBrownian m otion with

a white noise source.In thissense,we can aim to refor-

m ulate therm odynam icsin term sofrenorm alized parti-

cles.Thisisinteresting in view ofrecentclaim s[7]that

traditionaltherm odynam icsm ay notapply forquantum

Brownian m otion atlow tem peratures,due to the non-

M arkovian characterofquantum noise.

The relation with therm odynam ics requires a precise

de�nition ofentropy or H function. The latter can be

given in term s of� [16]. The introduction of� leads

to probabilisticconsiderationsin classicalm echanics,in-

dependent ofincom plete knowledge orquantum correc-

tions.In conclusion,we believe thatourapproach leads

to a uni�cation ofdynam ics,therm odynam icsand noise.
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A P P EN D IX A :EX A C T T IM E EV O LU T IO N O F

PA R T IC LE A N D FIELD M O D ES

W e consider�rstthe integrablecase.The tim e evolu-

tion ofthem odesqs(t)can becalculated usingtherenor-

m alized m odes �Q s,which areeigenstatesoftheLiouville

operator.W e have

e
iL H t�Q s = e

� i�!st�Q s (A1)

Theparticlem ode �Q 1 isgiven Eq.(47).The�eld m odes
�Q k arefound from the equation LH

�Q k = � �!k �Q k,which

gives

�Q k = N
1=2

k

h

qk +
�Vk

�k(�!k)
(q1 +

X

k0(6= k)

�Vk0

�!k � !k0
qk0)

i

(A2)

where

�k(z)� z� !1 �
X

k0(6= k)

�2V 2
k0

z� !k0
; (A3)

�!k = !k +
�2V 2

k

�k(�!k)
; (A4)

N k =

h

1+
�2V 2

k

�2
k
(�!k)

(1+
X

k0(6= k)

�2V 2
k0

(�!k � !k0)
2
)

i� 1
:

(A5)

Notethat ~!k = !k + O (1=L)and also N k = 1+ O (1=L).

As long as L is �nite all the denom inators are non-

vanishing,and there areno resonances.

W ewritethelinearrelationsbetween dressed and bare

m odesas

�Q s =
X

r

csrqr; qs =
X

r

c
�
rs
�Q r: (A6)

Then,using Eq.(A1)wegetthecoe�cientsf sr(t)in the

equation qs(t)=
P

r
fsr(t)qr(0)as

fsr(t)=
X

r0

crr0e
� i�!r0tc

�
r0s: (A7)

In the nonintegrable case resonancesappear(see Sec.

V)and ifweinsiston keepingtherenorm alized m odesas

usualcanonicalvariables,then theparticlem odesdissap-

pearinto the continuum of�eld m odes(we can however

introduce the G am ow m odesofSec. V,which are non-

canonical). K eeping canonicalm odes,the Ham iltonian

isrepresented as[2,15,22]

H =
X

k

!k ~Q
�
k
~Q k (A8)

in the continuous lim it. The renorm alized �eld m odes

aregiven by

~Q k = qk +
�Vk

�� (!k)

�

q1 +
X

k0

�Vk0

!k � !k0 � i�
qk0

�

(A9)
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where� isapositivein�nitesim alquantity.Therearetwo

branches,correspondingtoanalyticalcontinuation tothe

lower or upper halfplanes of!k. For t> 0,and given

theinitialcondition Eq.(41),itisconvenientto takethe

branch with � i�,sincethiswillgiveexponentialdecay of

the particlem odesthe positive tdirection.W e get

q1(t)=
X

k

�Vk

�+ (!k)
~Q k(t)=

X

k

�Vk

�+ (!k)
~Q k(0)e

� i!k t

=
X

k

�Vk

�+ (!k)
qk(0)e

� i!k t+
X

k

�2V 2
k

j�+ (!k)j
2
q1(0)e

� i!k t

+
X

k

�2V 2
k

j�+ (!k)j
2

X

k0

�Vk0

!k � !k0 � i�
qk0(0)e

� i!k t; (A10)

Fort< 0,wetakethe branch with + i�.

A P P EN D IX B :R A N D O M N ESS IN T H E FIELD

M O D ES

W e choose our initialcondition with the form (41).

In classicalm echanics q10 � q1(0) can be determ ined

exactly since q10 isa function ofthe initialposition and

m om entum ofthe particle. For the m odes qk0 we need

m ore care. Letus�rstwrite qk0 in term sofaction and

anglevariables,

qk0 =
p
Jk0 e

� i� k0: (B1)

W ith the ensem ble (41)wehave

lim
L ! 1

hJk0i� O (L0) (B2)

in the therm odynam iclim it.Forexam ple,foran unper-

turbed G ibbstherm aldistribution ofthe �eld m odeswe

havehJk0i= kB T=!k (see Eq.(E5)).

Foralm ostallphase pointsfJ10;::Jk0::;�10;::;�k0;::g

out ofthe ensem ble,any two di�erent angles �k0 and

�k00 haveno correlation.In otherwords,thesequenceof

anglesf�kn 0g iscom pletely random foralm ostallcases.

Thisproperty allowstheexistenceofthetherm odynam ic

lim it [18]. Indeed,if�k0 is uniform ly distributed over

[� �;�]and the sequence ofanglesf�kn 0g iscom pletely

random ,then the term

X

k

�Vk

�+ (!k)
qk0e

� i!k t

=
X

k

�Vk

�+ (!k)

p
Jk0 e

� i(!k + � k0)t (B3)

in Eq.(A10)isO (L0).Thisissobecausethesum m ation

istaken overa sequence com plex num berswith random

phases and hence it is proportionalto the square root

ofthe num ber ofm odes,which in turn is proportional

to L. Since Vk � L� 1=2,Eq.(B3) is O (L0). It shows

a very irregulartim e evolution asthe num berofm odes

increases.

Note thatif�k0 wasa sm ooth function ofk,then for

the �rst term ofEq.(A10) we would have in the lim it

L ! 1

X

k

�Vk

�+ (!k)
qk0

=

r
L

2�

2�

L

X

k

�vk

�+ (!k)

p
Jk0e

� i� k0

!

r
L

2�

Z

dk
�vk

�+ (!k)

p
Jk0 e

� i� k0 (B4)

and since the integralisO (1),thisexpression would di-

vergeasO (
p
L).

A P P EN D IX C :D ER IVA T IO N O F T H E

N O N -M A R K O V IA N FO K K ER -P LA N C K

EQ U A T IO N

From the Liouvilleequation wehave

Z

d�G (� 1)
@

@t
�(�;t)= � i

Z

d�G (� 1)LH �(�;t)

=

1X

m = 0

1X

n= 0

G m nM m n(t) (C1)

where

M m n(t)� � i

Z

d�q� m1 q
n
1LH �(�;t): (C2)

Using Eq.(30)we have

M m n(t)=

Z

d�(iL H [q
�
1(t)]

m [q1(t)]
n)�(�;0): (C3)

Since LH isa di�erentialoperator,wehave

iLH [q
�
1(t)]

m [q1(t)]
n = m [q�1(t)]

m � 1[q1(t)]
n
iLH q

�
1(t)

+ n[q�1(t)]
m [q1(t)]

n� 1
iLH q1(t):

(C4)

From Eqs.(31)and (34)wehave

iLH q
�
1(t)= iz

�
1(t)q

�
1(t)+ R

�(t);

iLH q1(t)= � iz1(t)q1(t)+ R(t): (C5)

Inserting Eqs.(C4)and (C5)in Eq.(C3)weget

M m n(t)= M
z
m n(t)+ M

R
m n(t) (C6)

where

M
z
m n(t) (C7)

=

Z

d�[iz�1(t)m � iz1(t)n][q
�
1(t)]

m [q1(t)]
n
�(�;0)

=

Z

d�[iz�1(t)m � iz1(t)n]q
� m
1 q

n
1�(�;t)
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and

M
R
m n(t)= M

R ;1
m n (t)+ M

R ;2
m n (t); (C8)

M
R ;1
m n (t)=

Z

d�m [q�1(t)]
m � 1[q1(t)]

n
R
�(t)�(�;0);

M
R ;2
m n (t)=

Z

d�n[q�1(t)]
m [q1(t)]

n� 1
R(t)�(�;0):

Now weevaluateM R ;1
m n (t)in Eq.(C8).Using Eq.(36)we

have

M
R ;1
m n (t) (C9)

=

Z

d�m [q�1(t)]
m � 1[q1(t)]

n
X

k

h
�
k(t)q

�
k�(�;0):

Then,using Eq.(32)we obtain

M
R ;1
m n (t) =

Z

d�m

"

f
�
11(t)q

�
1 +

X

p

f
�
1p(t)q

�
p

#m � 1

�

2

4f11(t)q1 +
X

p0

f1p0(t)qp0

3

5

n

(C10)

�
X

k

h
�
k(t)q

�
k�(�;0):

Abbreviatingf� � f1�(t),hk(t)� hk and usingbinom ial

expansions,we get

M
R ;1
m n (t)=

Z

d�

m � 1X

a= 0

nX

b= 0

(m � 1)!

(m � 1� a)!a!

n!

(n � b)!b!

� m [f�1q
�
1]
m � 1� a[f1q1]

n� b (C11)

�
X

p1� � � pa+ 1

X

p0
1
� � � p0

b

f
�
p1
� � � f

�
pa
h
�
pa+ 1

fp0
1

� � � fp0
b

� q
�
p1
� � � q

�
pa
q
�
pa+ 1

qp0
1

� � � qp0
b
�(�;0)

where we changed the variable k to pa+ 1 Due to the as-

sum ed form of the �eld distribution in Eq.(41), only

expectation valuesofobservablesindependentofthean-

gles �p ofthe �eld m odes are nonzero (in other words,

each qp0
j
�eld m ode m ust be m ultiplied by its com plex

conjugateq�pi with p
0
j = pi).Thusin Eq.(C11)wem ust

haveb= a+ 1 and weget(a+ 1)!possible parings

M
R ;1
m n (t)=

Z

d�

m in(m � 1;n� 1)X

a= 0

�
(m � 1)!

(m � 1� a)!a!

n!

(n � 1� a)!(a+ 1)!

� m [f�1q
�
1]
m � 1� a[f1q1]

n� 1� a (C12)

�
X

p1� � � pa+ 1

jfp1j
2 � � � jfpa j

2
h
�
pa+ 1

fpa+ 1

� (a+ 1)!q�p1qp1 � � � q
�
pa
qpa q

�
pa+ 1

q
�
pa+ 1

�(�;0):

Note that due to the volum e dependence ofthe coe�-

cients fp � O (1=
p
L) and hp � 1=

p
L [which follows

from Eq.(A10)],we can neglectthe caseswhere two or

m oreofthe wavenum bersarerepeated,e.g.,pi = pj for

i 6= j. Indeed,these cases give contributions oforder

O (1=L)within the sum m ationsin Eq.(C12).Canceling

(a+ 1)!and writing k = pa+ 1 and n!= n(n � 1)weget

M
R ;1
m n (t)= m n

Z

d�

m in(m � 1;n� 1)X

a= 0

�
(m � 1)!

(m � 1� a)!a!

(n � 1)!

(n � 1� a)!

� [f�1q
�
1]
m � 1� a[f1q1]

n� 1� a (C13)

�
X

p1� � � pa

jfp1j
2 � � � jfpa j

2

� q
�
p1
qp1 � � � q

�
pa
qpa

X

k

h
�
kfkq

�
kqk�(�;0):

Applying the reversestepsfrom Eqs.(C12)to (C10)we

get

M
R ;1
m n (t) = m n

Z

d�[q�1(t)]
m � 1[q1(t)]

n� 1 (C14)

�
X

k

h
�
k(t)f1k(t)q

�
kqk �(�;0)

= m n

Z

d�[q�1(t)]
m � 1[q1(t)]

n� 1

�
X

k

h
�
k(t)f1k(t)hq

�
kqki�(�;0)+ O (1=L)

where due to the factorization property Eq.(41)we can

takeindependently the average

hq�kqki= hJki=

Z

d�q�kqk�(�;0): (C15)

[a sim ilar argum ent is given in Appendix J]. Bringing

the tim e dependence back to � wegetthen

M
R ;1
m n (t) = m n

Z

d�[q�1]
m � 1[q1]

n� 1

�
X

k

h
�
k(t)f1k(t)hJki�(�;t): (C16)

For the second term in Eq.(C8) we have M R ;2
m n (t) =

[M R ;1
nm (t)]�.Puttingeverythingtogetherin Eq.(C1)with

integration by partsand a few straightforward m anipu-

lations,weobtain
Z

d�G (� 1)
@

@t
�(�;t)

=

Z

d�G (� 1)

�

iz1(t)
@

@q1
q1 � iz

�
1(t)

@

@q�1
q
�
1

+ D (t)
@2

@q1@q
�
1

�

�(�;t): (C17)

where

D (t)=
X

k

[h�k(t)f1k(t)+ c:c:]hJki: (C18)



17

SinceG (�1)isan arbitrary testfunction,wecom eto the

non-M arkovian equation (42) for the reduced distribu-

tion function �1.Replacing theexplicitform ofh�k(t)we

obtain aswellEq.(43).

A P P EN D IX D :M A R K O V IA N A P P R O X IM A T IO N

Phenom enologicalequationsm aybeobtained from dy-

nam icsusing theso-called M arkovian approxim ation (or

the �2tapproxim ation studied by Van Hove and others

[37,40,41,42]),wherem em ory e�ectsareneglected (see

also [43,44,45]).Thisapproxim ation isvalid ifwe take

the continuous spectrum lim it L ! 1 (with Poincar�e

resonances),forweak coupling and fortim escaleswhere

therelaxation processdom inatesoverdressing processes

(the particle-bath correlationsarenegligible[4,35]).

In this appendix we consider the M arkovian approx-

im ation ofthe dynam icalevolution ofthe bare particle

m odes. W e willwrite the weak coupling approxim ation

ofthe coe�cients f 11(t) and f1k(t),which willgive the

M arkovian approxim ation ofEqs.(34)and (42).

W e startwith Eq.(A10),fort> 0. W e approxim ate

forweak coupling � � 1,

1

�+ (!k)
�

1

!k � z1
: (D1)

W e then separate the pole contribution at !k = z1
and the branch cut contribution from each term . The

polecontribution givestheexponentialdecayingpartand

the cutcontribution givesclassicalZeno e�ectand non-

exponentialbehavior[22].Herewewillonly considerthe

pole contributions in Eq.(A10),which am ounts to the

M arkovian approxim ation.Taking the pole contribution

at!k = z1 in the lasttwo term sofEq.(A10),weget

q1(t)� q1(0)e
� iz1t+

X

k

�Vk

!k � z1
qk(0)e

� i!k t

�
X

k

�Vk

!k � z1
qk(0)e

� iz1t: (D2)

Thereforewe have

f11(t)� e
� iz1t;

f1k(t)�
X

k

�Vk

!k � z1
[e� i!k t� e

� iz1t]: (D3)

Thisleadsto

z1(t)� z1;

R(t)� � i
X

k

�Vke
� i!k tqk(0): (D4)

Fort< 0 wecan repeatthesam eprocedure,exceptthat

now we choose the + i� branch in Eq.(A9). Then we

obtain the following approxim ateequation

_q1(t)� � iz1q1(t)+ R(t); t> 0

_q1(t)� � iz
�
1q1(t)+ R(t); t< 0 (D5)

which hasaLangevin form .Thisequation isexpressed in

two branches,onefort> 0 and theotherfort< 0.The

change� iz1 ) � iz�1 correspondsto thechange ) � ,

sincez1 = ~!1� i.Taken separately,each branch breaks

tim e reversalinvariance,while as a whole tim e reversal

invariance is kept [note that in the integrable case we

have  = 0 and there isno splitting into two branches].

Com paring Eq.(D5)with Eq.(101)weidentify ẑ1 = z1.

Furtherm ore,the term R(t) behaves as the white-noise

source R̂(t)in the sense thatin the pole approxim ation,

the auto-correlation functionsofthe variables q̂1 and q1
coincide.Indeed,the \noise" term R(t)in Eq.(D4)has

thesam eG aussian property (103)asthenoise R̂(t),pro-

vided we replace noise averageswith averageswith en-

sem blesoftheform (41)(seediscussionbelow Eq.(C11)).

Then,de�ning

q1a(t)� q1(0)e
� iz1t; (D6)

q1r(t)� e
� iz1t

Z t

0

dt
0
R(t0)eiz1t

0

=
X

k

�Vk

!k � z1
[e� i!k t� e

� iz1t]qk(0)

(D7)

and following the sam e stepsasin Eqs.(106)-(110)we

get



q
� k
1r(t)q

l
1r(t)

�
= l!�klhq

�
1r(t)q1r(t)i

l
: (D8)

In generalwehave(with qk0 � qk(0))

hq�1r(t+ �)q1r(t)i

�

*
X

k

�Vk

!k � z�1
q
�
k0(e

i!k (t+ �)� e
iz

�

1
(t+ �))

�
X

l

�Vl

!l� z1
ql0(e

� i!lt� e
� iz1t)

+

: (D9)

Forthe norm alized therm al�eld ensem ble wehave

hq�k0qk00i= �kk0
kB T

!k
: (D10)

Using this result and going to the continuous lim it we

obtain from Eq.(D9)

hq�1r(t+ �)q1r(t)i

�

Z 1

0

dw
�2v2w

j! � z1j
2

kB T

!

� (ei!� � e
� iz1te

i!(t+ �)� e
iz

�

1
(t+ �)

e
� i!t+ e

iz
�

1
�
e
� 2t):

(D11)

For � ~!1 the integrand issharply peaked around ! =

~!1. W e separate the pole and the cut contributions to

the integral,rewriting Eq.(D11)as

hq�1r(t+ �)q1r(t)i (D12)

� hq�1r(t+ �)q1r(t)ipole + hq�1r(t+ �)q1r(t)icut
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where

hq�1r(t+ �)q1r(t)ipole

=

Z 1

� 1

d!
�2v2!

j! � z1j
2

kB T

!

� (ei!� � e
� iz1te

i!(t+ �)� e
iz

�

1
(t+ �)

e
� i!t+ e

iz
�

1
�
e
� 2t);

(D13)

hq�1r(t+ �)q1r(t)icut

= �

Z 0

� 1

d!
�2v2!

j! � z1j
2

kB T

!

� (ei!� � e
� iz1te

i!(t+ �)� e
iz

�

1
(t+ �)

e
� i!t+ e

iz
�

1
�
e
� 2t):

(D14)

Using

vz1 � v~!1
;

kB T

z1
�
kB T

~!1
;

 � ��
2
v
2
~!1
; (D15)

the pole contributionsat! = z1;! = z�1 give

hq�1r(t+ �)q1r(t)ipole �
kB T

~!1
e
iz

�

1
�(1� e

� 2t):(D16)

ThecutpartinvolvesthetailoftheLorentzian distribu-

tion 1=j! � z1j
2 = 1=((! � ~!1)

2 + 2).Itgives

hq�1r(t+ �)q1r(t)icut

�

Z 1

0

d!
�2v2� !

j! + z1j
2

kB T

!

� (e� i!� � e
� iz1te

� i!(t+ �)� e
iz

�

1
(t+ �)

e
i!t+ e

iz
�

1
�
e
� 2t):

(D17)

In weak coupling case ( � ~!1),the cutcontribution is

m uch sm allerthan the pole contribution.Replacing the

result(D16)in Eq.(D8)with � = 0 weobtain the sam e

correlation Eq.(111)obtained from the phenom enologi-

calLangevin equation.

W e havealso

D (t)�
2kB T

~!1
: (D18)

HencewerecovertheM arkovian Fokker-Planck equation

(131)with ẑ1 = z1.

A P P EN D IX E:P R O O F O F EQ .(81)

In thisappendix we show,by perturbation expansion

that Eq.(81) is satis�ed for the equilibrium G ibbs en-

sem ble.Thesam erelation isvalid fortheclassofensem -

bles(generally non-equilibrium ensem bles)having delta-

singularities in the wave num bers,ofwhich the G ibbs

ensem bleisa specialcase[13,14,35].TheG ibbsensem -

ble isgiven by

�
eq = C exp(� �H ) (E1)

whereC isa norm alization constant,such that
Z

d��eq(�)= 1: (E2)

In the perturbation expansion wehave

�
eq = C exp(� �H0)

�

1+ �V +
1

2!
�
2
V
2 + � � �

�

: (E3)

Due to the angle integrations,only diagonalm onom ials

arenonzero
Z

d�
Y

r

q
� mr

r q
nr

r exp(� �H0)/
Y

r

�m r;nr
: (E4)

Considering theexplicitform ofthepotentialV wethen

have

hJki=

Z

d�Jk�
eq

=

R
d�Jk exp(� �H0)
R
d�exp(� �H0)

+ O (�2)

=

R1
0

dJkJk exp(� �!kJk)
R1
0

dJk exp(� �!kJk)
+ O (�2)

=
1

�!k
+ O (�2); (E5)

hq�kqk0i=

R
d�q�kqk0(�

2V 2=2)exp(� �H0)
R
d�exp(� �H0)

+ O (�4)

= �
2
VkVk0

1

�!1

1

�!k

1

�!k0
+ O (�4): (E6)

NotingthatVk � L� 1=2,and
P

k0
� O (L),weobtain the

result(81). O ne can check aswellthatterm sofhigher

orderin �V retain the sam evolum edependences.

Foran ensem bleoftheform Eq.(41),wehavehq�kqk0i=

0,while hJki� O (1).Thisisa specialcaseofEq.(81).

A P P EN D IX F:� A N D P R ESERVA T IO N O F T H E

M EA SU R E

From the requirem ent(2)in the Introduction,� pre-

servesthe m easureofphasespace.Thism eansthat
Z

d��� = 1; (F1)

Z

d�� y
� = 1 (F2)

foranynorm alized ensem ble�.The�rstequalityiseasily

shown,sinceitm ay be written as
Z

d�(� y1)� = 1 (F3)
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where 1 isthe unitoperator.Since �y can be expressed

asa perturbation expansion,

�y = 1+ O (�LV ) (F4)

and LV 1 = 0 we concludethat�y1 = 1,from which Eq.

(F1)follows.Sim ilarly,onecan show thesecond equality

(F2).

So,Eq.(F2) should be satis�ed for the speci�c � we

haveconstructed in Sec.VI.Thiscondition willallow us

to derivethe relation (88).Considerthe ensem ble

� = C1q
�
1q1 exp(� J=J0) (F5)

whereC1 isthe norm alization factorgiven by

Cs =

hZ

d�q�sqs exp(� J=J0)

i� 1
(F6)

with

J =
X

s

q
�
sqs (F7)

and J0 a constant that m akes the argum ent ofthe ex-

ponential dim ensionless. The factor exp(� J=J0) en-

suresthe existence ofa �nite norm of�,(see the Segal-

Bargm ann representation in [22,46]).Thetotalaction J

isan invariantofm otion,because we haveL0J = 0 and

LV J = 0.Using Eq.(F4),weget

�y
J = J; �yexp(� J=J0)= exp(� J=J0): (F8)

TheoperatorLV isa di�erentialoperator.Applying the

chain rule ofdi�erentiation and Eq.(F8) we conclude

that

�y
q
�
1q1 exp(� J=J0)= (�y

q
�
1q1)exp(� J=J0): (F9)

Inserting the ensem ble Eq.(F5) in Eq.(F2) and using

Eq.(86)we get

C1

Z

d�jN 1j[q
�
1q1 + �

2
X

k

(rc2k + c:c:)q�kqk]

� exp(� J=J0)= 1: (F10)

where the o�-diagonalterm s such as q�1qk appearing in

theproduct ~Q �
1
~Q 1 in Eq.(86)vanish dueto theintegra-

tion overanglesin phase space.W e can writeEq.(F10)

as

C1jN 1j[C
� 1
1 + �

2
X

k

(rc2k + c:c:)C � 1

k
]= 1: (F11)

Since C1 = Ck forany k (see Eq.(F6)),Eq.(F10)leads

to

jN 1j[1+ �
2
X

k

(rc2k + c:c:)]= 1: (F12)

This equation plus the condition r + r� = 1 yield the

result(88).W ith thisresultwecan write

�y
q
�
1q1 = Q

(0)~Q �
1
~Q 1 + P

(0)(r~Q �
1Q 1 + c:c:) (F13)

where P (0) isthe projectorto angle-independentm ono-

m ials (such as q�sqs) and Q (0) = 1 � P(0). This shows

that the transform ed product ofparticle m odes can be

sim ply written asa com bination ofrenorm alized particle

m odes(i.e.,G am ow m odes).

Thederivation followed hereissim ilartothederivation

followed in Ref.[15],whereweused the�transform ation

to de�ne dressed unstable statesin quantum m echanics.

Theonly di�erenceisthatin [15]therelation r+ r� = 1

was derived from the requirem ent that the dressed un-

stablestatehasan energy uctuation oftheorderofthe

inverse lifetim e. This uctuation is a quantum e�ect.

Herewearedealing with classicalm echanics,so wepos-

tulate r+ r� = 1 as a basic condition. An alternative

derivation,presented in Appendix A ofRef.[16],started

with the analogue ofEq.(F13),asa postulate. Allthe

derivations give the sam e result(88). Note that a con-

dition di�erent from r+ r� = 1 would not allow us to

express�yq�1q1 asa com bination ofG am ow m odesonly,

and it would lead to energy uctuations di�erent from

theinverselifetim ein thequantum case,which would be

unphysical.

The preservation of the m easure can be proven for

m ore generalensem blesinvolving m onom ialsofparticle

m odes,which we have considered in Sec. VI. Indeed,

from the relation
P

k
c�kck = � 1 (see [15]) we have (see

Eqs.(F12),(87))

X

k

bk = 1: (F14)

Using thisrelation aswellastheexpression (91)onecan

show that for � = Cm nq
� m
1 qn1 exp(� J=J0) with Cm n a

norm alization constant,wehave

Z

d�� y
� =

Z

d�� = �m n: (F15)

The proof(which we willom it here) uses the relation
R
d� ~Q � m

1
~Q n
1 exp(� J=J0)= 0.Thisfollowsfrom the fact

thatboth ~Q � m
1

~Q n
1 and exp(� J=J0)areeigenfunctionsof

LH with di�erenteigenvalues,which im pliestheirorthog-

onality.

A P P EN D IX G :P R O O F O F A N A LY T IC IT Y O F �

In thisappendix weshow thatEq.(91)rem ovesallthe

non-analyticjckj
2 term s,replacingthem by�k = rc2k+ c:c.

Firstwe deriverecursiveform ulasto calculate�yq� m1 qn1.

W e startwith Eq.(91)form � n

�y
q
� m
1 q

n
1 =

nX

l= 0

m !n!

(m � l)!(n � l)!l!
~Q
� m � l
1

~Q
n� l
1 Y

l
:(G 1)

(then > m casecan becalculated by taking thecom plex

conjugateofEq.(G 1)).W e haveaswell

�y
q
� m + 1
1 q

n
1
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=

nX

l= 0

(m + 1)!n!

(m + 1� l)!(n � l)!l!
~Q � m + 1� l
1

~Q n� l
1 Y

l
:(G 2)

Forl> 0 wehavethe identity

(m + 1)!

(m + 1� l)!l!
=

m !

(m � l)!l!
+

m !

(m + 1� l)!(l� 1)!
:(G 3)

Inserting thisin Eq.(G 2)weget

�y
q
� m + 1

1 q
n
1 = ~Q

� m + 1

1
~Q n
1

+

nX

l= 1

h
m !

(m � l)!l!
+

m !

(m + 1� l)!(l� 1)!

i

�
n!

(n � l)!
~Q
� m + 1� l
1

~Q
n� l
1 Y

l
: (G 4)

The �rstterm plusthe second term give

(�y
q
� m
1 q

n
1)�

y
q
�
1 (G 5)

(note that�yq�1 =
~Q �
1). The third term m ay be written

as(with l0= l� 1)

n� 1X

l0= 0

m !

(m � l0)!(l0)!

n(n � 1)!

(n � l0� 1)!
~Q � m � l

0

1
~Q n� l

0
� 1

1 Y
l
0
+ 1

= nY �y
q
� m
1 q

n� 1
1 : (G 6)

Therefore

�y
q
� m + 1

1 q
n
1 (G 7)

= (�y
q
� m
1 q

n
1)�

y
q
�
1 + nY �y

q
� m
1 q

n� 1
1 (m � n):

Form > n wehave,from Eq.(G 1),

�y
q
� m
1 q

n+ 1
1 =

nX

l= 0

m !(n + 1)!

(m � l)!(n + 1� l)!l!

� ~Q
� m � l
1

~Q
n+ 1� l
1 Y

l
: (G 8)

Using Eq.(G 3)we get

�y
q
� m
1 q

n+ 1
1

= ~Q � m
1

~Q n+ 1
1 +

m !

(m � n � 1)!
~Q � m � n� 1
1 Y

n+ 1

+

nX

l= 1

m !

(m � l)!

h
n!

(n � l)!l!
+

n!

(n + 1� l)!(l� 1)!

i

� ~Q
� m � l
1

~Q
n+ 1� l
1 Y

l
: (G 9)

Adding the �rstand the third term sweget

(�y
q
� m
1 q

n
1)�

y
q1 (G 10)

(note that �yq1 = ~Q 1). Adding the second and fourth

term swe get(with l0= l� 1)

nX

l0= 0

m (m � 1)!

(m � l0� 1)!

n!

(n � l0)!(l0)!
~Q � m � l

0
� 1

1
~Q n� l

0

1 Y
l
0
+ 1

= m Y �y
q
� m � 1
1 q

n
1: (G 11)

Therefore

�y
q
� m
1 q

n+ 1
1 (G 12)

= (�y
q
� m
1 q

n
1)�

y
q1 + m Y �y

q
� m � 1
1 q

n
1 (m > n):

Eqs.(G 7)and (G 12)plustheircom plex conjugatesper-

m itoneto construct�yq� m1 qn1 recursively.

Now we prove the analyticity of�yq� m1 qn1 at � = 0

from the recursive relations. In the recursive relation,

we show that if the lower order term s in m and n

like�yq� mqn1,�
yq� m1 q

n� 1
1 and �yq

� m � 1

1 q
n� 1
1 areanalytic,

then thehigherorderterm s�yq� m + 1qn1 and �yq� m1 qn1 are

also analytic. Then from m athem aticalinduction,the

analyticity of �yq� m1 qn1 is proved for generalm and n

(the m < n casecan be shown in the sam e way).In Eq.

(G 7),

�y
q
� m + 1

1 q
n
1 = (�y

q
� m
q
n
1)�

y
q
�
1 + nY �y

q
� m
1 q

n� 1
1

=

� nX

l= 0

m !n!

(m � l)!(n � l)!l!
~Q � m � l
1

~Q n� l
1 Y

l

!

~Q �
1

+ nY

 
n� 1X

l= 0

m !(n � 1)!

(m � l)!(n � 1� l)!l!
~Q
� m � l
1

~Q
n� 1� l
1 Y

l

!

(G 13)

Suppose thatthe quantities inside large parenthesisare

analyticin �.Theadditionalnon-analyticterm sappear

wheneveradditionalproducts ~Q �
1
~Q 1 appear.Since

~Q 1 = N
1=2

1 (q1 + �
X

k

ckqk); (G 14)

each ~Q �
1
~Q 1 producesa jckj

2 term ,which isnon-analytic

in �. Letus denote the non-analytic partofa function

f(�) as F n(f(�)). The non-analytic part in the �rst

term in the righthand side ofEq.(G 13)ism ade by the

additional ~Q �
1 m ultiplied by

~Q n� l
1 ,which generatesn � l

term sjckj
2:

F n

"

(

nX

l= 0

m !n!

(m � l)!(n � l)!l!
~Q
� m � l
1

~Q
n� l
1 Y

l)~Q �
1

#

=

nX

l= 0

m !n!

(m � l)!(n � l)!l!
~Q � m � l
1

~Q n� l� 1
1 Y

l

� (n � l)�2jN 1j
X

k

jckj
2
q
�
kqk

=

n� 1X

l= 0

m !n!

(m � l)!(n � l� 1)!l!
~Q
� m � l
1

~Q
n� l� 1
1 Y

l

� �
2jN 1j

X

k

jckj
2
q
�
kqk: (G 15)

The non-analytic part in the second term in the right

hand side ofEq.(G 13)iscom ing from Y .Since

Y =
X

k

bkq
�
kqk

=
X

k

�
2jN 1j(� jckj

2 + rc
2
k + r

�
c
� 2
k )q�kqk; (G 16)
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the non-analyticfunction jckj
2 appearsinsideY .

F n

"

nY

n� 1X

l= 0

m !(n � 1)!

(m � l)!(n � 1� l)!l!
~Q
� m � l
1

~Q
n� 1� l
1 Y

l

#

= � �
2jN 1j

X

k

jckj
2
q
�
kqk

�

n� 1X

l= 0

m !n!

(m � l)!(n � 1� l)!a!
~Q � m � l
1

~Q � n� 1� l
1 Y

l
:(G 17)

The non-analytic parts from the �rst term and second

term in Eq.(G 13)exactly cancelsout.So,the lefthand

sideofEq.(G 13)isanalyticin �.Notethatterm softhe

form jckj
2n with n > 1 give O (1=L) contributions and

thusthey arenegligible.

Next,we show thatthe lefthand side ofEq.(G 12)is

analytic in �.The non-analytic partofthe �rstterm in

the righthand side ofEq.(G 12)is

F n

"

(�y
q
� m
1 q

n
1)�

y
q1

#

= F n

"

(

nX

l= 0

m !n!

(m � l)!(n � l)!l!
~Q � m � l
1

~Q n� l
1 Y

l)~Q 1

#

=

nX

l= 0

m !n!

(m � l)!(n � l)!l!
~Q
� m � l� 1
1

~Q
n� l
1 Y

l

� (m � l)�2jN 1j
X

k

jckj
2
q
�
kqk

=

nX

l= 0

m !n!

(m � l� 1)!(n � l)!l!
~Q
� m � l� 1
1

~Q
n� l
1 Y

l

� �
2jN 1j

X

k

jckj
2
q
�
kqk (G 18)

The non-analytic part ofthe second term in the right

hand sideofEq.(G 12)is

F n

"

m Y �y
q
� m � 1

1 q
n
1

#

(G 19)

= � m �
2jN 1j

X

k

jckj
2
q
�
kqk

�

nX

l= 0

(m � 1)!n!

(m � l� 1)!(n � l)!l!
~Q � m � 1� l
1

~Q n� l
1 Y

l

= � �
2jN 1j

X

k

jckj
2
q
�
kqk

�

nX

l= 0

m !n!

(m � l� 1)!(n � l)!l!
~Q � m � 1� l
1

~Q n� l
1 Y

l
:

Again, the non-analytic parts of the �rst and second

term s ofEq.(G 12) exactly cancelout. The righthand

side ofEq.(G 12) is analytic in �. Therefore from the

m athem aticalinduction �yq� m1 qn1 isanalyticin �.

A P P EN D IX H : C A LC U LA T IO N O F T H E N O ISE

C O N STA N T R̂ c

In thisappendix we determ ine the noise constant R̂ c.

W e assum e thatthe noise R̂(t)com esfrom the therm al

bath with tem perature T. In this case,we expect that

the system reachestherm alequilibrium fort! 1 .Fur-

therm ore,from theequipartition theorem weexpectthat

1

2
m̂ !̂

2
1



x̂
2
1

�

eq
=



p̂21

�

eq

2m̂
=
1

2
kB T; (H1)

where kB isBoltzm ann’sconstant. Substituting the re-

lations

x̂1(t)=

s

1

2m p!̂1
(̂q1(t)+ q̂

�
1(t));

p̂1(t)= � i

r
m p!̂1

2
(̂q1(t)� q̂

�
1(t)) (H2)

into Eq.(H1),wegetthe conditions



q̂
2
1(t)

�

eq
+


q̂
� 2
1 (t)

�

eq
= 0; (H3)

!̂1 ĥq
�
1(t)̂q1(t)ieq = kB T: (H4)

O n the otherhand wehave

ĥq�1(t)̂q1(t)ieq

= lim
t! 1

(ĥq�1a(t)̂q1a(t)i+ ĥq�1r(t)̂q1r(t)i)

= lim
t! 1

ĥq�1r(t)̂q1r(t)i; (H5)

ĥq�1a(t)̂q1r(t)i

=

�

e
� 2̂t

Z t

0

Z t

0

dt1dt2R̂(t1)R̂
�(t2)

� e
îz1t1� 1ẑ

�

1
t2)
E

= e
� 2̂t

Z t

0

dt1R̂
2
ce

2̂t1
R̂ 2
c(1� e� 2̂t)

2̂
: (H6)

Substituting thisto Eq.(H4),weget

R̂
2
c =

2̂kB T

!̂1
: (H7)

A P P EN D IX I:C A LC U LA T IO N O F T H E

M O M EN T S

In this appendix we calculate the m om ents in Eq.

(124).W e have

Z

d�(q�1 � q
0
�
1 )

m (q1 � q
0
1)

n ~�(�)�(�� �0) (I1)

=

Z

d�[~�y(�)(q�1 � q
0
�
1 )

n(q1 � q
0
1)
m ]��(�� �0)

= �

Z

d�[(� y)� 1LH �
y(q�1 � q

0
�
1 )

m (q1 � q
0
1)
n]�(�� �0);
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where we used the relation L
y

H
= LH and L�

H = � LH .

The quantity inside the brackets in Eq.(I1) [which we

callI]is

I = (�y)� 1LH �
y(q�1 � q

0
�
1 )

m (q1 � q
0
1)
n

= � i
d

dt
(�y)� 1eiL H t�y(q�1 � q

0
�
1 )

m (q1 � q
0
1)
n jt= 0

=

mX

l= 0

nX

j= 0

(� q
0
�
1 )

l(� q
0
1)
j m !n!

(m � l)!(n � j)!l!j!

� (� i
d

dt
)(�y)� 1eiL H t�y

q
� m � l
1 q

n� j

1 jt= 0 (I2)

Using Eq.(115),we have

I =

mX

l= 0

nX

j= 0

(� q
0
�
1 )

l(� q
0
1)
j m !n!

(m � l)!(n � j)!l!j!
(� i

d

dt
)

�

m in(m � l;n� l)X

a= 0

(m � l)!(n � l)!

(m � l� a)!(n � j� a)!a!

� e
i((m � l)z

�

1
� (n� j)z1)tq

� m � l� a
1 q

n� j� a

1 Y
a

� (e2t � 1)a jt= 0 : (I3)

Because ofthe (e2t � 1)a term ,the only non-vanishing

term sin Eq.(I3)att= 0 arefora = 0 ora = 1.So the

aboveequation becom es

I =

mX

l= 0

nX

j= 0

(� q
0
�
1 )

l(� q
0
1)
j m !n!

l!j!(m � l)!(n � j)!

� (� i
d

dt
)(eiz

�

1
t
q
�
1)

m � l(e� iz1tq1)
n� j jt= 0

+

m � 1X

l= 0

n� 1X

j= 0

(� q
0
�
1 )

l(� q
0
1)
j m !n!

l!j!(m � l� 1)!(n � j� 1)!

� (� i
d

dt
)ei(z1� z

�

1
)t(eiz

�

1
t
q
�
1)

m � l� 1(e� iz1tq1)
n� j� 1

Y

� (e2t � 1)jt= 0

= (� i
d

dt
)(eiz

�

1
t
q
�
1 � q

0
�
1 )

m (e� iz1tq1 � q
0
1)

n jt= 0

+ (� i
d

dt
)m nY (1� e

� 2t)

� (eiz
�

1
t
q
�
1 � q

0
�
1 )

m � 1(e� iz1tq1 � q
0
1)

n� 1 jt= 0 : (I4)

Substituting Eq.(I4)into Eq.(I1)and integrating with

�(�� �0),wegetEq.(124).

A P P EN D IX J:FA C T O R IZA T IO N P R O P ER T Y

W e show the factorization ofEq.(128) when ~�(�;0)

hasthe form

~�(�;0)= g1(q
�
1;q1)

Y

k

gk(q
�
k;qk): (J1)

In Eq.(128),by integrating by parts,wecan write

Z

d�G (q1;q
�
1)

@2

@q1@q
�
1

X

k

bkJk~�(�;t)

=

Z

d�
@2

@q1@q
�
1

G (q1;q
�
1)
X

k

bkJk~�(�;t) (J2)

=

Z

d�

 

@2

@q1@q
�
1

G (q1;q
�
1)

!
X

k

bkJke
� i~�t~�(�;0):

Letusexpand

@2

@q1@q
�
1

G (q1;q
�
1)=

X

m ;n

G m nq
� m
1 q

n
1: (J3)

W e have
Z

d�q� m1 q
n
1

X

k

bkJke
� i~�t~�(�;0)

=

Z

d�[(e� i
~�t)yqm1 q

� n
1

X

k

bkJk]
�~�(�;0): (J4)

Since

L0

X

k

bkJk = 0; LV

X

k

bkJk = O (1=
p
L) (J5)

and � isexpressed in term sofL 0 and LV ,~� = �L H �
� 1

treats
P

k
bkJk likeconstant.NeglectingO (1=

p
L)term s,

wecan write
Z

d�q� m1 q
n
1

X

k

bkJke
� i~�t~�(�;0)

=

Z

d�
X

k

bkJk[(e
� i~�t)yqm1 q

� n
1 ]�~�(�;0): (J6)

In Eq.(J6),[(e� i
~�t)yqm1 q

� n
1 ]� can be written as(see Eq.

(115))

[(e� i
~�t)yqm1 q

� n
1 ]� = (�y)� 1

�

e
iL H t�y

q
� m
1 q

n
1

�

=

m in(m ;n)X

l= 0

m !n!

(m � l)!(n � l)!l!

� e
i(m z

�

1
� nz1)tq

� m � l
1 q

n� l
1 Y

l(e2t � 1)l: (J7)

Since
X

k

bkJk(
X

k

bkJk)
l=

X

k

bkJk(
X

k06= k

bk0Jk0)
l+ O (1=L);

(J8)

wecan write
X

k

bkJk[(e
� i~�t)yqm1 q

� n
1 ]�

=
X

k

bkJk[(e
� i~�t)yqm1 q

� n
1 ]�f� k + O (1=L): (J9)
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In Eq.(J9),[]f� k m eans that we exclude the kth �eld

m ode. W ith Eq.(J9)and neglecting O (1=L)term s,Eq.

(J6)becom es

Z

d�
X

k

bkJk[(e
� i~�t)yqm1 q

� n
1 ]�~�(�;0) (J10)

=
X

k

Z

d�bkJk[(e
� i~�t)yqm1 q

� n
1 ]�f� k~�(�;0)

=
X

k

Z

d�bkJk[(e
� i~�t)yqm1 q

� n
1 ]�f� kg1(�1)

Y

k

gk(�k)

=
X

k

Z

d�kbkJkgk(�k)

�

Z

d�f� k[(e
� i~�t)yqm1 q

� n
1 ]�f� kg1(�1)

Y

k06= k

gk0(�k0):

Forany k we have

Z

d�kg(�k)= 1: (J11)

Then wecan write

Z

d�kbkJkgk(�k)

=

Z

d�bkJkg1(�1)
Y

k

gk(�k)= bk hJki; (J12)

Z

d�f� k[(e
� i~�t)yqm1 q

� n
1 ]�f� kg1(�1)

Y

k06= k

gk0(�k0)

=

Z

d�[(e� i
~�t)yqm1 q

� n
1 ]�f� kg1(�1)

Y

k0

gk0(�k0)

=

Z

d�q� m1 q
n
1e

� i~�t~�(�;0); (J13)

and Eq.(J10)can be written as

Z

d�
X

k

bkJk[(e
� i~�t)yqm1 q

� n
1 ]�~�(�;0)

=
X

k

bk hJki

Z

d�q� m1 q
n
1e

� i~�t~�(�;0)

=
X

k

bk hJki

Z

d�q� m1 q
n
1 ~�(�;t): (J14)

This equation,together with Eqs. (J2) and (J3),leads

to Eq.(128).
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