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The irreversible generalized Langevin equation (iG LE) contains a nonstationary friction kernel

thatin certain lim itsreducesto the G LE with space-dependentfriction.Form ore generalform sof

thefriction kernel,theiG LE waspreviously shown to betheprojection ofa m echanicalsystem with

a tim e-dependent Ham iltonian. [R.Hernandez,J.Chem .Phys.110,7701 (1999)]In the present

work,the corresponding open Ham iltonian system is further explored. Num ericalsim ulations of

this m echanicalsystem illustrate that the tim e dependence ofthe observed totalenergy and the

correlationsofthe solventforce are in precise agreem entwith the projected iG LE.

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

Several m odels for stochastic m otion involve
the Langevin and generalized Langevin equation
(G LE) in so far as the environm ent is assum ed
to be in a steady-state equilibrium throughout
the dynam ical event, vis-a-vis the linear respond-
ing bath is stationary and obeys a  uctuation-
dissipation theorem .1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11,12,13,14,15 In
recent work,16,17,18,19,20 it was suggested that in m any
instances,theenvironm entisnotstationary,and assuch
a nonstationary version ofthe G LE would be desirable.
In principle,itiseasy to writea nonstationary G LE as

_v = �

Z t

dt
0
(t;t0)v(t0)+ �(t)+ F (t); (1a)

whereF (t)(� � r qV (q(t)))istheexternalforce,v (= _q)
is the velocity,q is the m ass-weighted position,�(t) is
therandom forcedueto a solvent,and (t;t0)represents
thenonstationary responseofthesolvent.To com pletely
specify this system of equations, a closure connecting
the random force to the friction kernelis needed. The
 uctuation-dissipation relation (FDR) provides such a
closure for the G LE.7 An obvious generalization ofthe
FDR for nonstationary friction kernels is the require-
m ent,

(t;t0)= h�(t)�(t0)i: (1b)

Unfortunately,such a construction willnot necessarily
besatis� ed foran arbitrarynonstationaryfriction kernel,
norwillitnecessarily beassociated with thedynam icsof
a largerm echanicalsystem .
TheG LE m odelwith space-dependentfriction (xG LE)

developed by Lindenberg and coworkers,21,22 and
Carm eli and Nitzan23 does exhibit the structure of
Eq. (1) and as such is an exam ple of nonstationary
stochasticdynam ics.In recentwork,16,17,18,19,20 a gener-
alization ofthism odelwasdeveloped which includesar-
bitrary nonstationary changesin thestrength ofthefric-
tion,butlike the xG LE m odeldoesnotinclude changes

in the response tim e. As such it is not quite the ulti-
m atelydesirednonstationaryG LE.Avoidingredundancy
in the term \generalized G LE," the new form alism has
been labeled the irreversible generalized Langevin equa-
tion (iG LE), thereby em phasizing the irreversibility|
vis-a-vis nonstationarity| in the response ofthe quasi-
equilibrium environm ent. Butthis\irreversibility" m ay
not persist at long tim es, and therefore Drozdov and
Tuckerchosetocallsuch an equation ofm otion them ulti-
pletim e-scalegeneralized Langevin equation (M TSG LE)
in theirapplication oftheiG LE tostudy localdensityen-
hancem entsin supercritical uids.24

In this paper,the iG LE m odelis � rstsum m arized in
Sec.II,explicitly indicating the lim itin which position-
dependentfriction m ay be recovered. In earlierwork,20

(PaperI)itwasshown thattheiG LE m aybeobtained as
a projection ofan open Ham iltonian system ,in analogy
with the sim ilarconstruction forthe G LE.5,25,26,27,28 In
Sec.II, the connections between the projection of the
Ham iltonian ofPaperIonto a chosen dynam icalvariable
and that obtained by the xG LE are further illustrated,
and the possibly troubling nonlocalterm it contains is
also further explored. The results ofseveralnum erical
sim ulations ofthe Ham iltonian system are presented in
Sec.III in order to illustrate the e� ect ofthe nonlocal
term on thedynam ics,and to verify thattheconstructed
random forcedoesobey the FDR.

II. T H E iG LE A N D SPA C E-D EP EN D EN T

FR IC T IO N

A . Stochastic D ynam ics

TheiG LE m ay be written as

_v(t)= �

Z t

0

dt
0
g(t)g(t0)0(t� t

0)v(t0)+ g(t)�0(t)+ F (t);

(2)

whereg(t)characterizestheirreversibility in theequilib-
rium environm ent,and there existsa FDR between the
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G aussian random force �0(t)and the stationary friction
kernel0(t� t0).Through the identities,

(t;t0) � g(t)g(t0)0(t� t
0) (3a)

�(t) � �0(t); (3b)

the iG LE isa construction ofthe nonstationary Eq.(1).
O nepossibleinterpretation oftheroleofg(t)in theiG LE
isthatitcorrespondsto thestrength oftheenvironm en-
talresponseasthereactivesystem traversestheenviron-
m entthrough an a priorispeci� ed trajectory,callity(t).
Assum ing that one also knows the � eld f(y),which is
the strength ofthe environm entalfriction overthiscon-
� guration space,then the irreversibility m ay be written
as,

g(t)= f(y(t)): (4)

In thecasethatthechosencoordinateisitselfthecon� gu-
ration spaceoverwhich thefriction varies| i.e.,y = x|
the G LE with space dependent friction ofCarm eliand
Nitzan isform ally recovered.23

ButtheiG LE ism oregeneralthan thexG LE because
it allows for a variety of\irreversible" tim e-dependent
environm ents.Forexam ple,in theW iG LE m odel,19 each
particle | labeled by n| is in an environm entinduced
by theaverageofthepropertiesofitselfand w neighbors,

gn(t) � hjR(t)ji�
n

(5a)

hjR(t)ji
n
�

1

w + 1

X

i2Sw ;n

jR i(t)j; (5b)

where Sw ;n is the setofw neighbors. In the lim it that
w ! 0,the chosen coordinate is dissipated only by a
function ofits position,which is precisely the lim it of
space-dependentfriction. In the lim itthatw ! 1 ,the
chosen coordinateisinstead dissipated by a m acroscopic
average ofthe m otion ofallthe reacting system sin the
sam ple.The contribution ofa particularparticle to this
average is in� nitesim ally sm all, and hence the friction
contains no space-dependent friction. In between these
lim its,there isa balance between self-dissipation due to
a space-dependentfriction term ,and heterogeneousdis-
sipation dueto theaverageofthem otion ofthew neigh-
bors.

B . M echanicalSystem s

In recent work, a Ham iltonian has been obtained
whose projection is the iG LE when g(t)depends exclu-
sively on tim e | i.e.,it includes neither explicit space-
dependencenortheW iG LE dependence.20 Thisso-called

iG LE Ham iltonian m ay be written as

H iG LE =
1

2
p
2
q + fV (q)+ �V1(q;t)+ �V2[q(� );t]g

� g(t)

"
NX

i= 1

cixi

#

q

+
NX

i= 1

�
1

2
p
2
i +

1

2
!
2
ix

2
i

�
; (6a)

where

�V1(q;t) � 1

2
g(t)2

NX

i= 1

c2i

!2i
q
2 (6b)

�V2[q(� );t] �
1

2

Z t

0

dt
0
a(t;t0)[q(t0)� q(t)]

2

� 1

2

�Z t

0

dt
0
a(t;t0)

�

q(t)2 ; (6c)

where

a(t;t0)� g(t)_g(t0)0(t� t
0); (7)

and the tim e dependence in q(t) is explicitly included
in the de� nition ofthe �V2[q(� );t]functionalfor clarity.
Ignoring the �V2 term and identifying g as in Eq.(4),
thisHam iltonian issim ilarto thexG LE Ham iltonian for
space-dependentfriction.Thisresultisnotsurprising in
the sense thatthe iG LE hasa sim ilargeneralized struc-
ture. However,the xG LE Ham iltonian gives rise to an
additionaldependence on q whereasthe iG LE Ham ilto-
nian gives rise to an additionaldependence on tim e t.
The projectionsare thus analogousbut notexactly the
sam e.

C . Equation ofM otion

The nonlocality in the �V2[q(� );t]term does present
som edi� cultieswhich areworth considering.In theab-
senceofthisterm ,theextrem ization oftheaction readily
leadsto the usualHam ilton’sequations.In general,the
presence of the �V2 term contributes to the tim e evo-
lution ofthe m om entum , _p,by what ofthe functional
derivative,

�
�S2

�q(t)
; (8)

where the contribution to the action due to �V2 m ay be
written as

S2 �
1

2

Z T

0

dt

Z t

0

dt
0
a(t;t0)q(t0)2

�

Z T

0

dt

Z t

0

dt
0
a(t;t0)q(t)q(t0); (9)
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FIG .1:The square ofthe irreversible change in the environ-

m ent g(t)
2
is shown here as a function oftim e for the three

casesexam ined in thisstudy.

and T is the arbitrary � naltim e to which the action is
evaluated.A sim plecalculation readily leadsto

�
�S2

�q(t)
=

Z t

0

dt
0
a(t;t0)q(t0)

+

Z T

t

dt
0
a(t;t0)[q(t0)� q(t)]: (10)

The � rst tim e in the RHS precisely cancels the contri-
bution due to the nonstationarity in the friction kernel.
However,the rem aining second term dependson the ar-
bitrary � naltim e T. It’s presence can’t be physically
correctbecauseitleadsto di� erentdynam icsdepending
on the choiceofT.In the lim itthatT isnear| though
greater| than t,thisterm vanishes,however.Thissug-
geststhatan additionalapproxim ation ignoring thesec-
ond term ,thereby elim inating the transiente� ectsfrom
aterm thatdependsarbitrarilyon T,iswarranted.(And
thisisconsistentwith theCarm eliand Nitzan derivation,
in thatthey tooneed torem ovetransientterm s.) W ithin
thisapproxim ation,theprojection in Ref.20,then leads
to the iG LE.
Thus the projection of the iG LE Ham iltonian lead-

ing to theiG LE with a purely tim e-dependentfriction is
analogous(& com plem entary)to the Carm eli& Nitzan
projection to a G LE with space-dependentfriction.The
construction ofsuch a Ham iltonian foran iG LE with ar-
bitrary nonstationary friction,asm anifested in W iG LE,
isstillan open problem .In thenextsection,thedynam -
icsoftheiG LE Ham iltonian isexplored through num er-
icalsim ulationsin orderto observethe degreeofenergy
conservation | asitisa� ected by �V2| and thecorrela-
tion ofthe constructed forces.

III. N U M ER IC A L R ESU LT S

In thissection,num ericalsim ulationsofthe Ham ilto-
nian equivalent ofthe iG LE are presented. It is shown
that the inclusion of the non-local term , �V2[q(� );t],

0.0 50.0 100.0

t

−0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

<
ξ(

t)
ξ(

t′)
>

FIG .2: The average correlation ofthe random forceson the

tagged particle h�(t)�(t
0
)ias a function oftim e t(solid line)

for the G LE case with coupling constants calculated as in

Eqn.tuckercrazy.The dashed line representsthe friction ker-

nelascalculated in Eqn.eq:freq.

known to besm allin the quasi-equilibrium regim eisac-
tuallynecessarygenerally.Thatis,throughoutthiswork,
thevalueof�V2[q(� );t]isnon-zero during theincreasein
system coupling.Thelatterisspeci� ed through thefunc-
tion g(t)chosen to satisfy

g(t)2 = g(� 1 )2 + 1

2
[g(1 )2 � g(� 1 )2]

�

�

1+
et=�g�1

et=�g+ 1

�

; (11a)

asillustrated in Fig.1,orequivalently as

g(t)2 = 1

2
[g(1 )2 + g(� 1 )2]

+ 1

2
[g(1 )2 � g(� 1 )2]tanh(�=�g): (11b)

A . C oupling C onstants

Thevaluesofthecoupling constantsin Eqn.6acan be
obtained from the reversecosinetransform ofEqn.13,

c2i

!2i
=
2!c
�

Z 1

0

dtcos(!it)0e
�t=�

; (12)

such thatan e� ective (discretized)friction kernelofthe
form ,

0(t)=
NX

i= 1

c2i

!2i
cos(!it): (13)

isused to approxim ate0e�t=� .The coupling constants
ci in Eqn.6a are readily obtained on a discrete (and
� nite) grid of N nontrivialfrequencies, !i � i!c, by
equating the spectraldensities ofthe exponentialfric-
tion to that of discretization. The sm allest frequency
!c � 1=(M �)can becharacterized in term softhechara-
teristicintegerM which e� ectively setsthe longesttim e
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scale that can be m easured before false recurrencesap-
pear due to the discretization. The coe� cients can be
written (as,for exam ple,also obtained by Topaler and
M akri29)as

ci =

s

(
20�!c

�
)� (

!2i

1+ !2i�
2
): (14)

1=(N !c) represents the shortest tim e scale ofinterest.
Thisconnection between the continuum stationary fric-
tion kerneland the discrete num ber offrequencies and
coupling strengths (Eq.13) is exact in the continuum
lim it(N ! 1 ).However,M m ustalso be largeenough
soastoensurethedecayin correlationsbetween thebath
m odes;typically M � 4. Sim ulationsofthe G LE (with
constant friction) were perform ed to con� rm a suitable
num ber ofbath particles for which convergence ofthe
relationship in Eqn.13 wasobserved.Itwasfound that
asfew as20 harm onic bath m odescan yield acceptable
convergence of the velocity correlation function of the
chosen coordinate because itsdecay ism uch fasterthan
the recurrence tim e in the bath m odes. Nonetheless,to
ensure that there are enough m odes to approxim ately
satisfy the continuum lim it at the longest and shortest
tim es ofinterest while also lim iting the requisite com -
puting power,the num berofharm onic bath m odes,N ,
used in the presentwork havebeen taken to be 200.
Although the coupling constantshavebeen calculated

asper Eq.14 in the sim ulationsofthe m echanicalpro-
jection oftheiG LE presented in thiswork,itisbene� cial
to exam inesom eotherchoicesofthecoupling constants,
ci. The m ain question is how to best equate the con-
tinuum (left hand side) and discrete (right hand side)
representationsofEqn.13 in thefrequency dom ain.O ne
alternativem ethod isthatofTuckerand coworkers,30 in
which the coupling constantsare obtained,notby inte-
grating the spectralfunction overan in� nite dom ain as
above,but over a dom ain bounded by the longesttim e
scale1=!

0

c.The resulting coe� cients,

ci =

v
u
u
t (2

tc
!2i0)

"

1=�

!2i + 1=�2
+
e�t c=�!isin(!itc)

!2i + 1=�2

#

;(15)

are associated with a correspdonging discrete frequency
!i � i!

0

c asbefore,butthesm allestfrequencyisrede� ned
as!

0

c = �=(p�)forsom echaracteristicintegerp.Theuse
ofthe coupling constants ofEq.15 in the Ham iltonian
representation ofthe G LE yieldsa very good m atch be-
tween thefriction kernelasspeci� ed by Eqn.13 and the
correlation function fortherandom forceson thetagged
particle as shown in Fig.2. Unfortunately,the system
stillretains a long-tim e periodicity associated with the
m ode described by the largest inverse frequency. In
an attem pt to sidestep this issue, the chosen frequen-
cies in the dom ain could be chosen incom m ensurably
by choosing a frequency random ly within each window,
Ii � (fi� 1g!c;i!c]. G iven a random sequence offre-
quenciesf!Ri gin which !

R
i 2 Iiforeach i,thecoe� cients

can then be re-evaluated leading to the result,

ci =

(

(20
�
)
�
!
R
i

�2

"

tanh�1 (i�!c)

+ tanh�1 (fi� 1g�!c)

#) 1

2

: (16)

This choice ofcoe� cients was also tested on the G LE
butitled to sim ilarresultsforthecorrelation function of
the projected (random )forces�(t),both in term softhe
accuracy and in reproducing the long-tim e periodicity.
Itwasthereforedeterm ined thattheresultsfortheG LE
(and thereby the iG LE) are not highly sensitive to the
lim iting form ofthe coupling constants so long as the
choice satis� esthe appropriatefriction kernel,while the
random choice offrequencies did not rem ove the false
long-tim e periodicity in the autocorrelation ofthe force
�(t).
Thisdiscussion,though som ewhatpedantic,doeso� er

a criticalwarning: any num erically m easured behavior
in the chosen particle thatiscorrelated fortim eslonger
than the period ofthe false long-tim e periodicity in the
discreterepresentation issuspectto error.This,in turn,
placesan upperbound on theslowesttim escale| viz.tg
in Eq.11| that can be im posed on the nonstationary
behavior ofthe bath coupling for a given choice ofdis-
crete oscillators in the Ham iltonian representation. In
the sim ulations thatfollow,this bound is,indeed satis-
� ed.

B . T he Free Particle

The num ericalequivalence between the iG LE and the
Ham iltonian system ofEq.6 can beillustrated using the
sam e m odelofthe nonequilibirium change in the envi-
ronm entoriginally investigated in thecontextofthephe-
nom enologicaliG LE.16 Tothisend,num ericalresultsare
presented for the Ham iltonian system ofa tagged free
particle (V (q) = 0) bilinearly coupled to a bath of200
harm onic m odes whose sm allestcharacteristic bath fre-
quency is !c = 1=(M �)where M = 4. Individualbath
frequenciesaretaken atdiscretevalues,!i = (i� 1=2)!c,
and coe� cientsasperEq.14.Allotherparam etershave
identicalvalues to those used in the num ericalintegra-
tion studies ofthe iG LE in Ref.16 with the exception
that100,000 trajectorieswere used in this study,which
is a 10-fold increase. In sum m ary,allsim ulationsshare
the following set ofparam eters: N = 100;000;kB T =
2:0;0 = 10:0;� = 0:5;�g = 0:2;� t= 1x10�4 (t � � 8)
and � t = 1x10�3 (t < � 8):The tim e dependent fric-
tion ism odulated through theswitching function g(t)as
shown in Fig.1.Each individualtrajectory is� rstequili-
brated from t= � 20to ensurethattheobserved dynam -
icsare in uenced only by the irreversible change in the
friction and notthe dynam icsofequilibration.The sys-
tem ispropagated using thevelocity-Verletm ethod with
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FIG .3:Them ean squarevelocity hv
2
(t)iisdisplayed foreach

ofthe cases asa function oftim e tand case I,IIorIIIwith

the non-localterm �V2[q(�);t]setequalto zero.

sm aller tim esteps during the regim e offriction increase
than forthe constantfriction regim es.31

In order to determ ine whether or not the �V2[q(� );t]
term isnegligible,sim ulationswere � rstperform ed with
�V2[q(� );t] = 0. For all three cases of the change in
friction,the non-local�V2[q(� );t]term was found to be
non-negligible as can be seen in Fig.3 by the fact that
the system doesnotobey equipartition ofenergy during
tim es near t = 0. The larger the friction increase,the
largerthedeviation from equipartition.Thiscan beseen
in Fig.3asthelargestdeviationsareseen forcaseIwhere
the switching function g(t)increasesfrom 0 to 10. The
friction increasesalong a sim ilar range and the average
squarevelocity hv(t)2ipeaksatnear8000 around t= 0.
Thesystem doesnotconservetotalenergy in thesecases.
However, upon introducing the nontrivial term s,

�V2[q(� );t]and itsderivative(Eq.6c),within the Ham il-
tonian equationsofm otion,equipartition forthe system
ispreserved,asshown in Fig.4. The �V2[q(� );t]term is
therefore notnegligible in the extrem e testcasesexam -
ined in thiswork in which allthe interesting tim e scales
1=0,tg,and � are com parable. Explicit integration of
�V2[q(� );t]is com putationally expensive. This expense
can bereduced when thestationaryfriction kernelhasan
exponetialform . In thiscase,the derivative, @�V2[q(�);t]

@t
,

can be calculated using the auxiliary variablez,where

@z

@t
= _g(t)q(t)� 1

�
z(t): (17)

The value of @�V2[q(�);t]

@t
can then be obtained at each

tim estep,

@�V2[q(� );t]

@t
= 0g(t)z(t): (18)

Alloftheresultsshownin thispaperhavebeen calculated
using the integration ofthe auxiliary variable z because
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FIG .4:Them ean squarevelocity hv
2
(t)iisdisplayed foreach

ofthe cases asa function oftim e tand case I,IIorIIIwith

the non-localterm �V2[q(�);t]explicitly considered.

itisconsequently form ally equivalenttotheexplicitinte-
gration ofEq.6cwhilerequiring fewercom puting cycles.
As can be seen from Fig.4,allthree test cases lead

to the sam e levelof uctuationsin the long tim e regim e
even though they begin from di� erent initialstates. In
the lim it ofan in� nite num ber oftrajectories,allcases
would exhibitno  uctuations,butthese uctuationsdue
to � nite size e� ectsare indicative ofthe system dynam -
ics. For exam ple,in case I the particle obeys equipar-
tition perfectly forthe early regim e,because itsm otion
is ballistic, whereas the early tim e dynam ics for cases
IIand III clearly show the in uence ofcoupling to the
harm onic bath particles. It can be seen from the plot
ofthe averagesquarevelocity thatthe system conserves
energy in these calculationswhen the �V2[q(� );t]term is
incluced. Unfortunately the addttionaltestforthe con-
servation ofenergy cannotbecom puted directly in these
cases because �V2[q(� );t]depends on the function q(t)
which cannotbe known a priori.
The construction ofthe iG LE also requires that the

correlation function oftherandom forcessatis� esa non-
stationary extension ofthe FDR,

kB Tg(t)g(t
0)0(t� t

0)= h�(t)�(t0)i; (19)

with respectto theexplicitforces�(t)on thetagged par-
ticle seen in a m icroscopicsystem ,

�(t)= _v+ 0g(t)

Z t

0

dt
0
g(t0)0(t� t

0)v(t0)� F (t):(20)

Thatthe m echanicalsystem satis� esthisrelationship is
illustrated in Fig.5,Fig.6 and Fig.7 forcasesI,IIand
II respectively. The integralcan be sim pli� ed using
an auxiliary variablez2 akin to them ethod forreplacing
�V2[q(� );t]with z.The auxiliary variablesatis� es,

@z2

@t
= _g(t)v(t)� 1

�
z2(t): (21)
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FIG .5: The nonstationary friction kernel(t;t
0
) in case I

at severaldi�erent tim es t (-4.0 thick solid line, -0.5 solid

line,0.0 dashed line,1.0 long dashed line and 4.0 dotdashed

line) as a function ofthe previous tim es t�t
0
. The friction

kernelis norm alized by the value (t;t) for illustrative and

com parative purposes.
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FIG .6: The nonstationary friction kernel(t;t
0
) in case II

at severaldi�erent tim es t (-4.0 thick solid line, -0.5 solid

line,0.0 dashed line,1.0 long dashed line and 4.0 dotdashed

line) as a function ofthe previous tim es t�t
0
. The friction

kernelis norm alized by the value (t;t) for illustrative and

com parative purposes.

Theexplicitexpression fortheforceson thetagged parti-
clecan then beobtained ateachtim estep bysubstitution,

�(t)= _v+ 0g(t)z2(t)� F (t): (22)

Theautocorrelation function oftheforcedueto thebath
| viz.,therandom forcein theprojectedvariables| obey
the FDR for allcases and tim es. It should be em pha-
sized that this rem arkable agreem ent would not have
been found ifthe nonlocalterm wereom itted.
The velocity autocorrelation functions for the tagged

free particle are shown in Fig.8. The dynam ics ofthe
chosen coordinatechangesin thesam em annerasforthe
studies on the num ericalintegration ofthe iG LE.The
curvesm atch thepreviousresultsexactly with theexcep-
tion thatthe t= 0 and t= � 0:5 werem islabeled in Ref.
16. The long tim e (t = 4:0) autocorrelation functions

0.0 1.0 2.0 3.0 4.0

t−t′

0.0

0.5

1.0

γ(
t,

t′)
/γ

(t
,t

)

FIG .7: The nonstationary friction kernel(t;t
0
) in case III

at severaldi�erent tim es t (-4.0 thick solid line, -0.5 solid

line,0.0 dashed line,1.0 long dashed line and 4.0 dotdashed

line) as a function ofthe previous tim es t�t
0
. The friction

kernelis norm alized by the value (t;t) for illustrative and

com parative purposes.

0.0 1.0 2.0 3.0 4.0

t−t′

−1.0
0.0
1.0
2.0

−1.0

0.0

1.0

2.0
<

v
(t

)v
(t

′)>

−1.0

0.0

1.0

2.0

I

II

III

FIG .8: The autocorrelation function ofthe velocity ofthe

free tagged particle,hv(t)v(t
0
)i,is displayed for each ofthe

three cases ofthe change in friction at initialtim es t= (-4.0

thick solid line,-0.5 solid line,0.0 dashed line,1.0 longdashed

line and 4.0 dot dashed line). The panels indicate cases I,II

and IIIfrom top to bottom .

areallthe sam eindicating thatallcasesreach the sam e
equilibrium as would be expected. In case I,the early
tim e (t= -4.0)autocorrelation function isa straightline
since the particle is in the ballistic regim e. Allcurves
startatapproxim ately 2.0 fort� t0= 0 sincethesystem
satis� esequipartition.

C . T he Particle in a H arm onic Potential

The sam e sim ulations were run for a tagged particle
in a harm onic wellcharacterized by a frequency ! = 1.
Theresultsareessentially allthesam ewith thefollowing
exceptions: The system with tagged particle in a har-
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FIG .9: The autocorrelation function ofthe velocity ofthe

harm onic tagged particle,hv(t)v(t
0
)i,isdisplayed foreach of

the three cases ofthe change in friction at initialtim es t=

(-4.0 thick solid line,-0.5 solid line,0.0 dashed line,1.0 long

dashed line and 4.0 dot dashed line). The panels indicate

casesI,IIand IIIfrom top to bottom .

m onicwellislesssensitiveto theincreasein friction and
can be sim ulated accurately with larger tim esteps than
the free particle case due to the con� ning e� ect ofthe
harm onicwell.Sim ilarly,thesystem doesnotyield such
largespikesin theaveragesquarevelocity forsim ulations
with �V2[q(� );t]= 0,although the explicitcalculation of
thatterm isstilla necessity foraccurateresults.Clearly
theearly tim e dynam icswilldi� erbetween the freepar-
ticle and harm onic particle cases as can be seen from
the velocity autocorrelation functions for the harm onic
tagged particle case in Fig.9.Interestingly though,this
isonly thecaseforcaseI.In casesIIand IIIthedynam -
icsareessentially identicalto thefreeparticlecase.This
is due to the fact that the initialfriction and thus the
coupling is so strong (10.0 for case I and 50.0 for case

II)thatthetagged particlepotentialhasan insigni� cant
contribution to the energy ascom pared to the contribu-
tion from the interaction with the bath.

IV . C O N C LU D IN G R EM A R K S

TheequivalenceofthestochasticiG LE and thedeter-
m inistic Ham iltonian system hasbeen dem onstrated by
num ericalintegration ofthe equations ofm otion corre-
sponding to the Ham iltonian in Eqn.6a. The Ham ilto-
nian system with 200 bath particleshas been shown to
exhibitequivalentdynam icsasthatseen in num ericalin-
tegration oftheiG LE.Thisisexpected to bethecasein
the in� nitely large bath size regim e. The equivalence is
contingentupon the explicitevaluation ofthe non-local
dissipativeterm which isnon-zero forallthecasesofin-
terestin thisstudy. Although the free particle and har-
m onicoscillatorcasesdo notcontain a reactant/product
boundary,they should be su� cientto verify the general
agreem entbetween theiG LE and them echanicaloscilla-
torsystem . The determ inistic m echanicalsystem serves
as further evidence that the stochastic equation ofm o-
tion isnotpurely a � ction (e.g.,phenom enological),but
ratherisequivalentto a physicalsystem with an explicit
energy function orHam iltonian.
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