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P reviously developed \stochastic representation ofdeterm inistic interactions\ enables exact treat-
ment of an open system without leaving its native phase space (H ibert space) due to peculiar
stochastic extension of Liouville (von Neum ann) equation for its statistical operator. Can one re—
form ulate the theory in tem s of stochastic \Langevin equations" for its variables? Here it is shown
that In case of classical H am iltonian underlying dynam ics the answer is principally positive, and
general explicit m ethod of constructing such equations is described.

PACS numbers: 02.50Fz, 0510Gg, 0520Dd, 05.40Ca, 05.40.Jc

I. Introduction. Any Langevin equations nvolve
irreversibility (friction) and indeterm inism (noise), as
the classicalequationswhich in itate interaction between
\B rownian particke" and a uid (see eg. i'}'] and refer—
ences therein) . Both the friction and noise represent the
sam e reversble and determ inistic m icroscopic dynam —
ics, but usually are presum ed unam biguously (@dditively)
distinguishable. In general, of course, such assum ption
is w rong, because the friction itself can essentially uc—
tuate, as In the case of Interaction between m acroscopic
vbrationsofa quartz crystaland isow n phonon gas (see
eg. g] and references therein). Therefore the question
arises: how one should construct "Langevin equations"
(interpreted loosely as a m odel replacem ent of underly—
Ing m icroscopic dynam ics) to be sure they result quite
accurate and thus free of artifacts?

T he answercan be form ulated In the fram ew ork of \the
stochastic representation of detem inistic interactions"
Eﬁ, id, :_é, :j, :g,-'_é], at least in two w ldespread siuations:

i) when the dynam ics is H am iltonian while interaction
between a system of interest, \D ", and otherworld, \B",
is described by a bilinear contrdbution to H am iltonian of
\D+B" 4,8 & dl:

H:Hd+Hb+Hint;Hjnt:P D

n

nBn ; @)

them arks \d" and "b" and the operators (orphase func—
tions, n classicalm echanics) D, and B, relateto \D"
and \B ", respectively;

i) when jpint evolution operator of \D+B", L, has
sin ilar bilinear form [_d,:j] :

P

L=1Lg+ Lo+ Line ; Line= , o % @)

T he evolution operator is understood as those goverm—
ing pin statistical operator, ,of\D+B":

d=dt= L (3)

In Ham itonian dynamics, L = L#H ), where L H ) is
quantum or classical L iouville operator,

LE) = 3lH] or LE) = §ho Soag 7

wih fg;pg being canonic variables. In case GL') L =

L @) aWwayshasthebilinear orm @) fo, il] (the case @)
covers also non-canonic treatm ents of Ham iltonian dy-
nam ics ij] and, besides, essentially non-H am ittonian and
irreversible dynam ics, and even M arkovian probabilistic
evolutions).

For sin plicity, in this paper discussion ofthe Langevin
equations w illbe con ned by classicalm echanics, m ore—
over, starting from Sec.ITT, by the case @:) onlky.

II. C haracteristic functionals. The statistical op—
erator from Eq.'QzI (density m atrix, probability m easure,
etc.) says about current state = 4 p OE\D+B"
only. W ho is interested also in its correlations w ith its
prehistory, m ay consider one or another characteristic
finctional CF)

D R E
TrTn (G ) explo,. 5vsE)Q;( €))d]
D R p E
epl o Ve’ @)

where Q 5 () are som e phase functions (ie. functions of
nstant system ’s state) and vy (t) conjugated arbitrary
test functions (probe functions); Ty, and Tr; denote
\traces" over phase spaces of \B" and \D ", that is inte—
grationsover 1, or 4; hii  is conditional statistical
average under given present state = ), and the
right-hand side retells the keft from viewpoint of exterior
observers. Particularly, in case of determ inistic dynam -
ics the conditional averaging degenerates into replacing

€% by strictly de nite finction of = (t) .

In any case, if readdressing symbol to the whole
expression under the traces In (:fl), one can w rite

D R p E
expl o v = T ;6
where now, obviously, obeys the equation
P
d=dt= £ ,v3©Q;()+ Lg 6)

Instead of z_:%) . Thus one reduces CF to slightly m odi ed
evolution equation. In fact that is a sort of fam ous re—
lations betw een path integrals and di erentialequations,
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like the Feynm an-K ac form ulas t_l-(_]', _]_.:]. N evertheless,
we oncem ore accented the transition from élfJ:) to ('_5)—('_6)
(see also Sec2 in i{j’]) because, curiously, som e referees
are not fam iliar w ith such possbility oy the way, som e
sin flar old exam ples can be und i {12, 13)).

ITI. Stochastic representation. Consider partial
probability m easure of \D "'sstates, 4 Trp ,where
satis esthe evolution equation (3) . A ccording to EZJ:, :_5, 6],
ifonce was factored, then later 4 can be represented
as the average

a = hhegii (7)

of stochastic probability m easure ey which cbeys the
tin e-localdi erential equation
" v #

X X
- = Yn ©®Dnh,+ L Hgt X, ©D €4 8)

n n

wih x, (t) and y, (t) being de nite stochastic processes
and hh::di l’h.‘l.ylx hh:::jxiy statistical average w ith
respect to them . Sim ilarly, if the phase functions Q 5
wholly belong to \D " then their CF @) can be repre—
sented, In place of (:_5) and 6'_6), as
D R p E
expl o Vi) E)d’] = hTr egii ;)

where now ey is a solution of the stochastic equation

Cii;e‘s = [vyOQi+ yn ®Dn+ L Ha+ X, ©Dy)]leg (10)
w ith the sam e random sources x, (t) and yy (t)
repeated indices in ply summ ation).

N otice that (_S%) and C_fg) again exploit the Feynm an—
K ac type relations, now for stochastic evolution operator
[yn @Dy + LHg+ x, ©)D,) ] In place of L, and that
next such Instants will not com m ented.

Tt is easy to see that x, (t) surrogate Ham ilttonian
perturbation, Hqg ! Hg+ X, D, , of \D" by \B".
W hat is for y, (), they enter @) and {10) lke test
functions conjugated w ith variables D, . T herefore one
can say that y, (t) describe observation of \D" by \B".
But any thing under observation a ects the observer.
Hence, In other words, vy, (t) represent an opposite ac—
tion of \D " onto \B". Im portantly, this passes w ithout
selfaction of \D ", which is the reason for peculiarity of
random processes yyp () : they are null by them selves
(Mhyn,, @) :yn, &)l = 0) g]i:l}opgp possess non-zero
cross-correlationsw ith x, (t) {_ﬁl,ﬁ,-_,-j:,;d,ﬁ]. Such corre—
lations are responsible for energy dissipation in \D " and
sim ilar statisticale ects.

Q uantitatively, fill statistics of x, (t) and vy, ) is
determ Ined by separate evolution of \B" under pertur-
bations of its Ham iltonian, Hy ! Hyp+ £, ©B,, by
arbitrary tin evarying forces f, () @, @, b, i, 8]. T
this section, let pr,and By, t%£; ) be values of
the phase functions B, considered at tine t® as func-
tionals of the foroes and functions of current \B "’s state

(Closely

= (t) at tine t. Then characteristic functional of
X, () and y, (©) is

fu();£()g

R
exp . oy ©)xy ) + £ Oy @)1 =

R
=Tr, p(Gf; Jexp oun ©)Bn (5F; )’ A1)

wih (@ £; ) beingcurrent \B "’sdistribution function.
Since B, gt?= t;f; ) B (), the expression under the
trace n {11),

R
&  pEGf; )exp  oun @B, €F )dt®
satis es the di erential equation
deozdtz [un (t)Bn + L (Hb+ fn (t)Bn)]ao ; (12)

quite sin ilar to C_l-d), and CF {_il;) can be evalated by
solving this equation:

fu()if()g= Trp & 13)

Variationaldi erentiations of C_l-iﬁ) produce the identities
DD 0 0 EE
¥ L yv(n) = 14)

Y Y
Tr & £;
() b b )

m j

B (t;£; ) O

£f=0

clearly explaining the peculiarity of y, (t) . Besides, {_iﬁi)
show sthe nullity ofany cross—correlationsbetween vy, ( )

and earlier x, ° ) B, &, 8,11, &, 8], which is conse-
quence of the causality principle (none perturbation of
\D " by \B" can depend on fiiture perturbations of \B"
by \D").

IV . F luctuation-dissipation relations. The phase
volum e conservation and generic tin ereversaland tin e~
translation symm etries of Ham iltonian m echanics re—
sult in the Onsager recprocity relations, Kubo for-
mulas, uctuation-dissipation theorem s rE,'] and_other
\ uctuation-dissipation relations" FDR) (2, 13,14, 15].

In ig, :_Sj] general quantum FDR were reconsidered in
tem s of the stochastic representation. To exploit their
classical lin i, let us assum e, w ithout loss of general-
iy, that ) £, (1) = £, ¢+1) = 0, (@) B, are
chosen so that their unperturbed mean values are ze-
roes (le. hx, ()ii = 0), and (i) B, possess de —
nite tin ereversalparities: B, (@; pP) = nBn (@p) wih
n = 1. Besides, assum e, wih a loss of generality,
that (iv) the past initial distribution finction of \B"
(before sw itching-on the \D "A\B" interaction) was the
canonical one, / exp( Hp=T), and (v) H, is even:



Hy @ _p) = Hp(@p). Then the classical generating

FDR (12,13, 14] yied
() iﬂ'f() = fu( ) £C )
u T a 7 = u 7 g
@5)
T he sam e can be expressed f_g]bytheequaljtjes
n¥n ( ) Xn () 5
el ) v )+ T Paxa()=a ;0O
where symbol  m eans statistical equivalence.

For exam ple, averaging the product oftw o lines of C_l-g)
taken with di erent argum ents, it is easy to obtain such
second-order relation:

() d
Xy XX .
: ()_Td_ij()’ a7
where () isthe Heavyside step function,
KE5 () Hmy ()% Oi; KL () Hxs()yn 0)il;
and ‘El“le causality principle is accounted for as prescribed
by (14).

V . D istribution function. Come back to \D" as
described by the Egsilyd,4 and 10, using a faipg

as notation for com plete set of \D "’s variables.

E quation (:_‘3'4) can be viewed as generating equation
for CF ofvariables D, in the system w ih Ham itonian
Hg+ x, ©)D, . At that, aswe already m entioned, v, ()
play the role oftest fuinctions conjuigated with D ,, , while
X, (t) are extemal forces. This picture is describbed by
Ham ilton equations and Liouville equation as follow :

d ©=dt= L Hq+ X, (ODn)
d=dt= L (Hd+ Xn (t)Dn)

10 7 18)

19

Below, ket © = (t;x; ; ) denote solution of
Eqd8 with JthJal condition (€= ) = Besides,
de ne (©;x; be solution of Eq.19 under condition

(tO;X; ) = dO( ), w here do is ’s distribbution at
past mitialtimemoment, tp . Fom ally, ty is the tine
when the \D "-\B" interaction was sw itched-on. D irect
solution of {19) reads

R
tix; x= f Gixi o0ito)g a0 ( 0)d o =
= fo (toix; iDg a0 0)d o=
= qo( (osx; ;B) ;

@0)

where f::g meansdelta-function in the phase space and
o the mniial state. At that, the group property of ’s
transform ations from one tin e point to another:

€%x; ©x; o) = €%x; oit) ; @1)

exp w05 d® = Trgexp

vy )05 5x; 7 )dt’

and the Liouville theorem about phase volum e conserva—
tion were taken into acoount.

In these designations, solution of Eq:_d looks as

nRt (@]

& = Gx;)exp va @D, % jHat’
with D, ®%x; ;8 D, ( &%x; i0).

Sihce y, ©) are null by them selves and null In con-—
jinction with any earlier x, © t), while (5x; )
dependson x, < t) onl, and (t%x; ;t) depend on
X, 1 ) < tP< max ;1Y) only, one can replace the
upper Integration lim it in CZZ) by any value > t, In par-

@2)

ticular, by 1 . Then the exponent in {22) transform s
Into the statistically equivalent functional
Z
Sefxjyi g exp  yo ©)Da ( €%x; j0)dt®  @3)
A fter this rep]aoan ent, substitution of z22: ) w ith
use of identities {20 and CZ]J ), yields
alti ) = th (Gx; )S +fx;y; gii = (24)
R o
= h f (tix; 0it)9Se £x;y; 091l qo( 0)d o

A tematively, by averaging directly form aloperator so—
lution ofE q:g, one obtains

n ©)

b Re 0
¢ = Pexp LHq)A fLO)Dg a ;i 5

where P sym bolizes chronologicalordering of the follow —
Ing operator expression (that is ordering w ith respect to
In aghary tine argumentof Hyg and D, ).

V I. F luctuation statistics. Sim ilarly to preceding
section, consider Eq:_lgi as generating equation for pint
CF ofvariables Q4 and D, .

N ow , express solutions of C_i@‘) and {_ig‘i) through \D "’s
state at arbitrary xedtimemoment which isdi erent
from t, that is solve {18) and {19) under initial condi-
tion %= )= (thus %= ;x; ;)= ). Then
solution ofEqyl0 can be i plictly fom ulated as

(ix; )

n D, ©5x; ; )1dt°
26)

with Q5 (%; ;) 0 5( (%x; ;). Substituting 26)

to (Ei) and taking into account the Liouville theorem (the

phase volum e conservation under arbitrary Ham iltonian

evolution),at t! 1 we have

R ea i Gix; ;)=
exp | o0 % )+

(;x; )8 £x5;v; g @7)



In tem s of vardous statisticalm om ents of variables Q

Q ():Q (G)i= TrghQ Grx; ; )0

In particular, if ! t; then

Q (@):mQ (x)i= Trgq qo()MhQ (E1;%; ito)

wih  representing the iniial state
A tematively, quite sim ilarly to {25),
R
exp  vyE)Q ;) dt°
The ﬁmctjo_nal _
evaluating C_27-) 9.

V II. Self-interaction through environm ent and
\scattering operator". &t is useful to empha—
size rather interesting ressmblance between Eq:28
or qus_l and expressions for scattering am plitudes,
Green functions, etc, In quantum theory of elds
and many-particle systems (see edg. I_l§', ;L]']).
If draw an analogy from Q5 and x,(t) to elec-
tron operators and radiation eld, respectively, then
the averages HOD (t;x; ito) =0 (&ix; ito) il corre-
spond to low est-order perturbation approxin ation, while
HO (%7 7to) =0 (ix; ito) Se, £x;y; gii - Eqpd
exactly summ arizes all the orders of \D "’s interaction
w ith its environm ent. T he analogy continues in that the
\com plete m ultiple scattering operator" Sy, £x;y; g by
itselfbehaves like unity:

Sy fx;y; gii=1 (31)

This identity clearly follows from Eq:_2-ﬁl: at t ! t
and is easy explainabl if notice that in any temn of
St, £X;y; g's series expansion over y, ¢°) and x, (9
most late tine argum entbe]ongsto som e of y’s.

A ccording to (11) and {14), separately x, (t) are noth-
ing but noise of free unperturbed environm ent, like \zero,
or vacuum , uctuations". However, along wih y, ¢) In

R Q

Q
Wfg h , f® ©gi= . foEx;

( ;x; ) tums into the initial distribution,

= Trqg bexpf

0ito) (t)g exp

(om itting their indices)

Cxix; ;) (;%; )8 fx;y; gii (28)
40 (), de nitively independent on x, (t) :

:Q (G&ix; ;to) Sy fx7y; gid 29)

. The sam e expression resuls from C28 after substitution of {26 ) and @-]_:

R
fry @05+ LHg)IAg fL O );Dg a0 30)

here, de ned by (fl_‘-), at once accum ulates all inform ation about \B" which must be used when

St, £x;y; g they represent actual noise of the environ-—
m ent, ncluding its directional response to the system ’s
motion, n the form of both renom alization of prim or-
dial \D "’s dynam ical properties and appearance of new
ones: relaxation, \gpectral lines broadening", etc.

V ITI. State-dependent noise and the ction of
friction. In @,:5,:_6] thew ords \Langevin equation" were
addressed to ob fcts ke @) or C_fg) which em erged as
stochastic extensions of the Liouville equation for proba-
bility m easure of . In usual sense, Langevin equations
m ust be a stochastic extension ofthe H am ilton equations
for them selves. Besides, one would want these equa—
tions to Involve som e \realistic" noises only but not aux—
iliary \ghost" noises ke y, (t) . The latter requirem ent
m eans that desirable equatJons are oertam]y not literal
consequence ofthebasicE qs:é and ,10 Instead, Langevin
equations m ust be especially constructed as their exact
statistical equivalent (or at least close approxin ate one).

In should be underlined that, at such target setting, a
\size" of system \B" is insigni cant (nom attereg. isa
B row nian particle m acroscopic or as an allasm olecules).

W ith the form ulated purpose, ket us retum to Eq:2-9'

choosing arbitrary functions Q5 () as delta-functions
f g and their index as tim e. T hen Eq.29lproduoes

R
y®D ( ©)dt a (0)d o 32)

w hich represents probability density fiinctional for the whole system ’s tra pctory. Here all non-principal indices are

om itted, and the delta—functions have allowed to replace D ( (5;x;

0ito)) In the exponentby D ( (©))

T he sin plest construction of Langevin equations follow s directly from carefiil \visual" nvestigation ofE q:_3-@' . This

showsthatEq:_S-Z_i can be rew ritten as

R 0Q

W fg= b | £ Gz;

w ith new random forces z, (t) in place of x, (),

hhz (g )z (G ) id

0ito)

R
x@)mxk) exp  y@®D (

gil a0 ( 0)d o 7 (33)

if conditional statistics of z, (t) is de ned by form ulas

©)dt (34)



The brackets hh:::ii here have the sense of conditional averaging under given system ’s tra gctory

At that, the rolke of Langevin equations goveming the variables

belongs to nothing but m erely the H am ilton equations:

d ({)=dt

N otice that in view of identity GL the averaging pro—
cedure de ned In (:34:) autom atically satis es the nor-
m alization condition hhlii = 1. Besides, due to the
above m entioned statistical peculiarities of y (t)’s, result
of the averaging alw aysagreesw ith the causality princi
ple: the m om ents 64) in fact can depend on () wih
t< max(y;::yt) only.

Fom ally, the two above expressions, d_§l_i) and {_3-5),
already de ne what can be nam ed \exactly equivalent
Langevinian form of the stochastic representation". It
clearly em phasizes statistical nature of dissjpation and
friction: even if being present they still are hidden in—
side z (t)’s statistics, as cross—oorte]atjonsof X (t)'swih
y(t)’s. To see them evidently in @5 we have to w ith—
draw them from {_3@) in som e reasonable approxin ation,

2

fu;fg = expl fu;fg] exp 4

(according to our assum ption,
2
_ ®R
fu;fg exp 4
=1

fu;fg= _fu;fg fu;fqg;

C orrespondingly to this factorization of CF, both the originalnoises,

L Hat+ 2z, ©ODn)

© .

(t) (tiz; ;to) and Q (V) Q ( (tz; ;to))

10 (35)

w ith corresponding rede nition ofnoises z, (t) .

IX . Unbiased noise and Langevin equations.
W ith the above pointed purpose, rst, assum e, naturally
and w ithout loss of generality, that Ixi= 0. Then de-
sired dissipative contributions to {35), together w ith the
renom alization corrections of non-dissipative tem s, can
be identi ed am ong m ean values of z (t)’s.

Second, consider cum ulants (sem iHnvariants)
hxqi;ayx ;yi;a3y il. Forbrevity, here the subscripts
unify indices and tim e, and comm as do em phasize that
com m a-separated m ultipliers are sub gct to purely irre-
ducible correlation of ( + )-th order (\M alakhov’s cu—
mulant brackets"). Then CF Ql can be sym bolically

10 = lxi= 0).Decom pose i into two m ultipliers:

w ritten as
3

% u X u f 5

0 — +

! 1

=2 ;=1

3 2 3

uf X % u f

1 ——5 ; Sfu;fg expt 5 (36)

x (£)'s and vy (t)’s, divides into two com ponents:

X=X+ r and y= yV+ g, where two pairs fg;gg and fX;yg aremutually statistically independent.

Tt is easy to prove that for arbitrary functional

hh ) exp(fy)ii=

X (£)

®X) and arbirary function f the equality holds as follow s:

_ ®
i X (f) 1
-1

@37

T his is because the pair £X;yg, In accordance w ith d_l-é_j'), describes m erely conditionalm ean value of \B "’s response

to is perturbation by forces f . Applying the decom position C_B-é) to

Q

L EGX 0 ()+ B oit)

The m ean response X_(f),de ned by 6'_3-2:),wjth f=D (
Z

X Gf)= —— In fu;fgj-o =

u (b

w here because of C_l-é_I) all integrals are in fact taken over t;
Jacobian ofm utual transform ations between  and

1
b ),y ()il (g)dy + 2

{34), w ith the help of 37) we obtain

R
(tlgexp ®#@ED ( (b)) dt a(o0)d o 38)
) , after restoration of is tem poral index, reads
Z 7
Hw (t);y )y ()ilf @) f @)dudt + =:; 39)

< t. Ik isusefiil to notice also that, due to the causality,

isunit.

Scanning C_§§) in com parison w ith ¢_§2_’:) and Q_B-Z:'), one evidently com es to another form of the probability functional:



wfg= b

GX O (N+e; o) ©g

ao (0)d o 7 0)

w here statistics of renomm alized (in fact m erely biased) noises 2(t) is now descrlbed by

hhe (g ) e () il

At that, correspondingly to C_ZEQ‘), ) =
to the stochastic integro-di erential equations

d (=dt = LHq 1O

A s prescribed by C_é@‘) and C_éi]_:), here the noises &, (t)
have certainly zero mean valies, whilk any dissipa—
tive e ects of Interaction with \B" are separated in
X, D ()).Hence, Egs I42-canbeby now enough surely
nam ed \Langevin equations".

X .D iscussion. O foourse, the above resul is rather
trivial one. However, from the point of view of appli-
cations and practical com putability, it is not quite sat—
isfactory. The m atter is that num eric m odeling of noise
essentially conditioned by the system it drives isgenerally
di cult task. It would be better if the noise was reduced
to unconditioned random quantities, for exam ple,

=z% @) + 5 zM () £ @) dy + @3)
+ % 2@ (Gt it) £ @)f ) dudy +

where z® @) = =) = x() is unperturbed noise,
z®) ;1) represents stochastic linear response of \B" to
its perturbation, etc., and all z®) are som e zero-average
random functions independent on the forces. In par—
ticular, z® () iclides uctuations in linear friction
(Whose average was contained in  rst term of @-9:))

The only situation when Eqs:_ié nalize the analysis
is when the noises &) are state-independent, that is
z®) = 0 ralln > 0. But this is unlkely realistic
situation since in general it is forbidden by restrictions
w hich follow from the phase volum e conservation and m i~
croscopic reversibility. For concreteness, if \B " is equilio—
rium them albath (themm ostat), these restrictionsare ex—
pressed by FDR {19) (i3, [3,114, 15) or equivalently {T6)
(notice that FDR for intemally non-equilbrium baths
also were considered in [_1-2_3, :_l-g‘]). If noises () are in—
deed state-independent, thism eans that = 0 forall

2 and 1. Then the second row from ( _)c]ear]y
In plies that In such case the equalities ( = 0 alo
should hold forall 3. In otherwords, the noise & (t)
can be purely state-independent only when it is purely
G aussian. M oreover, then the sam e FDR prescribe that
1 =0 forall 2, that is average regponse of \B" is
purely linear.
Thus we com e to the trite \linear G aussian them o—

R
B(n):me() exp @D ( (©)dt

X O ()+ e

® o D

41)

0;to) , that is stochastic H am ilton equations {_?;5) change

(N+e.®LOL) IO 42)

stat" when Eqs:fl-]_; and :_?;SO reduce to

XnD ()= KIFODn ( ©®)=T + (44)
1Zt d
- xx 0 0 0 .
o ) KXt t)dtODm((t))dt,

hhe, b)e. (@)1 = KX @ t)

Here FDR {I7) is used, and it is taken in m ind that all
higher-order cum ulants of e () are zeros. D iscussion of
m ore Interest m odels w illbe done elsew here.

X I.Exam ple: oscillator. Consider nonlinear oscik-
lator, assum ing that \B " is \linear G aussian themm ostat"
w hile interaction w ith it realizes in potentialw ay through
tw o statistically lndependent channels as follow :

Hy=p*=2m + Ug@ ; D1()= qg;
Do()=a’°=2; KiF=K3=0

The rst channel corresponds to usualthem alexcita—
tion, and the second to them alparam et:ﬂc uct:uat:ons
in frequency of oscillations. The Eqs.42 and A4 yield

dg)=dt = p@®=m ;

dp (t)=dt = RdU @®)=dat) + = © + = O a®
t XX 0 0y 440
g1 KiI'€ £)vE)de=T
at) | KE € ) avE)dd=T ;
45)
where v (t) dg(t)=dt is velocity, =, (t) are mutually

independent nom al random processes, K ¥ are their
correlators, and

£=2T

is renomm alized potential. Hence, correspondingly, there
are two channels of friction and dissipation, and the fric—
tion channel conjigated w ith therm alparam etric uctu-
ations is essentially nonlinear. Sin ilar exam ples concem—
Ing them al uctuations in capacities of electric circuits
were considered in E[g]

U@ Uol@ KX K 3% (0) o*=8T



X II. Conclusion. For particular variant of the
\stochastic representation of determ nistic interactions"
conceming classical Ham iltonian m echanics, we have
dem onstrated that by request i can be com pletely re—
form ulated In tem s of \Langevin equations" for intemal
variables of an open system . T hese equations are wholly
housed in its own phase space and are free ofthe peculiar
auxiliary noises yy, (t) , distinctive for initial \stochastic
representation”. At the same tine, y, (£) rem ain useful
undercover instrum ent, being responsible for conditional
statisticaldependence ofactualnoise on tra fctory ofthe
system driven by it.

ThisLangevinian form ofthe theory seem sm ore vivid,
although, probably, i w illoccur less appropriate orprac-
ticalanalysis of com plicated noise statistics. B esides, the

original \Liouvillian form " at once covers quantum m e—
chanics aswell.

W hat is for its quantum Langevinian equivalent, still
it rem ains unexplored. Notice that quantum Langevin
equations for im portant special case of Gaussian lin-
ear them ostat were exhaustively considered in [19]. O £
course, m ore general situations also were under m any
considerations (see eg. E(_)‘])

But recall that the question under our principal and
pragm atic interest is how m uch non-G aussian non-linear
generalization ofquantum Langevin equations can be de—
veloped if do it wholly w ithin native H ibert space of an
open system under consideration and with use of com -
m utative (cnum ber valied) noise sources only.
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