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7.4: Fluctuation-dissipation Theorem

Similar questions may be asked about a more general situation, when the Hamiltonian H, of the system of interest (s), in the
composite Hamiltonian (68), is not specified at all, but the interaction between that system and its environment still has a bilinear
form similar to Egs. (70) and (6.130):

Hy = —F{\}2, (7.4.1)

where z is some observable of our system s - say, its generalized coordinate or generalized momentum. It may look incredible that
in this very general situation one still can make a very simple and powerful statement about the statistical properties of the
generalized force F', under only two (interrelated) conditions - which are satisfied in a huge number of cases of interest:

(i) the coupling of system s of interest to its environment e is weak - in the sense that the perturbation theory (see Chapter 6 ) is
applicable, and

(ii) the environment may be considered as staying in thermodynamic equilibrium, with a certain temperature 7', regardless of the
process in the system of interest. 31

This famous statement is called the fluctuation-dissipation theorem (FDT). 32 Due to the importance of this fundamental result, let
me derive it. 33 Since by writing Eq. (68) we treat the whole system (s+e¢) as a Hamiltonian one, we may use the Heisenberg
equation (4.199) to write

iRE — B, H] — [F H} : (7.4.2)

because, as was discussed in the last section, operator F'{\} commutes with both H and &. Generally, very little may be done
with this equation, because the time evolution of the environment’s Hamiltonian depends, in turn, on that of the force. This is
where the perturbation theory becomes indispensable. Let us decompose the force operator into the following sum:

F{A} = (B) + F(¢), with (F(¢)) =0, (7.4.3)

where (here and on, until further notice) the sign (...) means the statistical averaging over the environment alone, i.e. over an
ensemble with absolutely similar evolutions of the system s, but random states of its environment. 3* From the point of view of the
system s, the first term of the sum (still an operator!) describes the average response of the environment to the system dynamics
(possibly, including such irreversible effects as friction), and has to be calculated with a proper account of their interaction - as we
will do later in this section. On the other hand, the last term in Eq. (92) represents random fluctuations of the environment, which
exist even in the absence of the system s. Hence, in the first non-zero approximation in the interaction strength, the fluctuation part
may be calculated ignoring the interaction, i.e. treating the environment as being in thermodynamic equilibrium:

eq] . (7.4.4)

Since in this approximation the environment’s Hamiltonian does not have an explicit dependence on time, the solution of this
equation may be written by combining Eqs. (4.190) and (4.175):

ihF = [1’5“, a,

F(t) exp{Jr%I:Ie

t}F(O)exp{ier
eq h

e t}. (7.4.5)

Let us use this relation to calculate the correlation function of the fluctuations F'(t), defined similarly to Eq. (80), but taking care of
the order of the time arguments (very soon we will see why):

(FF ) = <exp{+%ﬁzet}ﬁ(o)exp{—%ﬁet} exp{+%ﬁet’}ﬁ(o)exp{—%ﬁet'}> . (7.4.6)

(Here, for the notation brevity, the thermal equilibrium of the environment is just implied.) We may calculate this expectation value
in any basis, and the best choice for it is evident: in the environment’s stationary-state basis, the density operator of the
environment, its Hamiltonian, and hence the exponents in Eq. (95) are all represented by diagonal matrices. Using Eq. (5), the
correlation function becomes
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n,n

;‘FIS
;1' .

Here W, are the Gibbs distribution probabilities given by Eq. (24), with the environment’s temperature 7', and F,y = F,,,, ( (0)
are the Schrodinger-picture matrix elements of the interaction force operator.

>

We see that though the correlator (96) is a function of the difference 7=t —¢ ’ only (as it should be for fluctuations in a
macroscopically stationary system), it may depend on the order of its arguments. This is why let us mark this particular correlation
function with the upper index "+",

~ o~ iET ~
Ki(r)= <F( VE (t > ZW | Ep|? exp{+T}, where E=E, —Ey (7.4.7)
while its counterpart, with the swapped times ¢ and ¢ °, with the upper index "-":
_ ~ ~ iET
K; (T)EK;(fT):<F( )F(t > ZW | Fppe 2 exp{ = } (7.4.8)

So, in contrast with classical processes, in quantum mechanics the correlation function of fluctuations F' is not necessarily time-
symmetric:

Ki(r)— Ky (1) =K} (1) - Kf(-7) = <1’5(t)ﬁ(t/) —F({')F(t) > =24 ZW | B sm— 40,  (7.4.9)

TLTL

"

so that lf'(t) gives one more example of a Heisenberg-picture operator whose "values", taken in different moments of time,
generally do not commute - see Footnote 49 in Chapter 4. (A good sanity check here is that at 7 =0, i.e. at t =¢', the difference
(99) between K;and K vanishes.) Now let us return to the force operator’s decomposition (92), and calculate its first (average)

component. To do that, let us write the formal solution of Eq. (91) as follows:

ﬁ(t):%/_t LG AGIES (7.4.10)

On the right-hand side of this relation, we still cannot treat the Hamiltonian of the environment as an unperturbed (equilibrium)
one, even if the effect of our system (s) on the environment is very weak, because this would give zero statistical average of the
force F'(t). Hence, we should make one more step of our perturbative treatment, taking into account the effect of the force on the
environment. To do this, let us use Egs. (68) and (90) to write the (so far, exact) Heisenberg equation of motion for the
environment’s Hamiltonian,

iRH, = [HH} ——3 [H F] , (7.4.11)
and its formal solution, similar to Eq. (100), but for time ¢ ’ rather than ¢ :
. 1 [t . .
B ()=——[ &) [H &, F (t")} dt". (7.4.12)
? —00

Plugging this equality into the right-hand side of Eq. (100), and averaging the result (again, over the environment only!), we get

)) = % /_; dt’ /_; "z (") < [F (t), [H "), F (t”)” > . (7.4.13)
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This is still an exact result, but now it is ready for an approximate treatment, implemented by averaging in its right-hand side over
the unperturbed (thermal-equilibrium) state of the environment. This may be done absolutely similarly to that in Eq. (96), at the last
step using Eq. (94):

([P, [A.@), F
=Tr{w|[F(t)H. F (¢")—
[nn’ E’Fn’n

")]J Tr{w [F (¢), [H. F (¢')]]}
F(¢)F (¢")H, —H F(¢")F (¢)+F (¢")H. F (¢)]}

= Z W, "= Fow (&) FEyn ¢ YE, — EpFrpy (") Foy () + Fpwy () By Fr (2]
~ ) iE (' —t")
E—ZWHE|anr| expy ————— + c.c.
n,n'

Now, if we try to integrate each term of this sum, as Eq. (103) seems to require, we will see that the lower-limit substitution (at
t',t" — —oo ) is uncertain because the exponents oscillate without decay. This mathematical difficulty may be overcome by the
following physical reasoning. As illustrated by the example considered in the previous section, coupling to a disordered
environment makes the "memory horizon" of the system of our interest (s) finite: its current state does not depend on its history
beyond a certain time scale. 35 As a result, the function under the integrals of Eq. (103), i.e. the sum (104), should self-average at a
certain finite time. A simplistic technique for expressing this fact mathematically is just dropping the lower-limit substitution; this
would give the correct result for Eq. (103). However, a better (mathematically more acceptable) trick is to first multiply the
functions under the integrals by, respectively, exp{e (¢t —¢')} and exp{e (¢’ —¢"")} , where ¢ is a very small positive constant, then
carry out the integration, and after that follow the limit € — 0. The physical justification of this procedure may be provided by
saying that the system’s behavior should not be affected if its interaction with the environment was not kept constant but rather
turned on gradually - say, exponentially with an infinitesimal rate €. With this modification, Eq. (103) becomes

t 7] "
(F( ZW E|F | hm/ dt'/ dt"z (t") lexp{ E(th t) —i—s(t"—t)}-i— c.c.

This double integration is over the area shaded in Fig. 6, which makes it obvious that the order of integration may be changed to the

opposite one as
t t t t 0
/ dt' dt”...:/ " [ dt.. / dt" d(t' —t). / dt”/ dr' (7.4.15)
—00 —00 —00 t" t"—t

where 7/ =t—t' ,andT7=t—t" .

(7.4.14)

["
N )

L4

Fig. 7.6. The 2D integration area in Egs. (105) and (106).

As aresult, Eq. (105) may be rewritten as a single integral,

/ G-t (") dt" = / GMa(t —7)dr, (7.4.16)

whose kernel,
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1 ~ . T iE(r—1")
G(r>0) = w2 Z Wy E|Fyp|? lg%/o lexp{ —g T + c.c. | dT’

. 2 2 . ET e 2 2 . ET
:gﬁ;wnww sin—e"* :%;W"|Fm,| sin —

does not depend on the particular law of evolution of the system (s) under study, i.e. provides a general characterization of its
coupling to the environment.

In Eq. (107) we may readily recognize the most general form of the linear response of a system (in our case, the environment),
taking into account the causality principle, where G(7) is the response function (also called the "temporal Green’s function") of the
environment. Now comparing Eq. (108) with Eq. (99), we get a wonderfully simple universal relation,

([E(r), F(0)]) = ihG(7). (7.4.17)

that emphasizes once again the quantum nature of the correlation function’s time asymmetry. (This relation, called the Green-Kubo
(or just "Kubo") formula after the works by Melville Green (1954) and Ryogo Kubo (1957), does not come up in the easier
derivations of the FDT, mentioned in the beginning of this section.)

However, for us the relation between the function G(7) and the force’s anti-commutator,

~ ~

({F(t+7), F@)} = (F(t+7)F () + FOF (t-+7)) = Kf (1) + K5 (7) (7.4.18)

is much more important, because of the following reason. Egs. (97)-(98) show that the so-called symmetrized correlation function,

K+(T)+K_(T) 1, = A . Er
Kp(r) = —F—5—F= = S {F (1), F(0)}) = lim > W, Fy  cos e

ET
= nan’2 i
ZW| | cos 5

n,n

which is an even function of the time difference 7, looks very similar to the response function (108), "only" with another
trigonometric function under the sum, and a constant front factor. 3 This similarity may be used to obtain a direct algebraic
relation between the Fourier images of these two functions of 7. Indeed, the function (111) may be represented as the Fourier

integral 37
+00 . 400
Kp(7) :/ Sr(w)e ™" dw = 2/ Sr(w) coswrdw, (7.4.19)
—00 0
with the reciprocal transform
1 +00 . 1 +00
Sp(w) = o Kp(1)e“ dr = - Kp(7) coswrdr, (7.4.20)
—00 0

of the symmetrized spectral density of the variable F', defined as
1/~ » S A 1 NS
Sp(w)d (w—u') = §<FWF,Q/ —|—F,wer> =2 <{Fw F_y }> , (7.4.21)

where the function F',, (also a Heisenberg operator rather than a c-number!) is defined as

+00
F(t)e™'dt, sothat F(t) :/ F e ™ duw. (7.4.22)

—00

. 1 +oo

w=5=
21 J o

The physical meaning of the function Sr(w) becomes clear if we write Eq. (112) for the particular case 7 =0 :

Kp(0) = <1’5'2> _ K " S (w)dw =2 /O ™ Sp(w)dw (7.4.23)

(o.¢]

This formula infers that if we pass the function F'(¢) through a linear filter cutting from its frequency spectrum a narrow band dw
of physical (positive) frequencies, then the variance <Ff2> of the filtered signal F}(¢) would be equal to 2S5r(w)dw - hence the
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name "spectral density". 38

Let us use Egs. (111) and (113) to calculate the spectral density of fluctuations F (t) in our model, using the same e-trick as at the
deviation of Eq. (108), to quench the upper-limit substitution:

+00

E )
Sr( Z W | Fo | — hm cos %6_6‘7 | “"dr

’I’LTL

2ZW|an|hm/ lexp{ }+cc

= 2— ZWMF”"" lim
™ !

e—0

—ET eszdT

1 1 ]
= + — .
i(B/h+w)—e i(—E/h+tw)—c¢

Now it is a convenient time to recall that each of the two summations here is over the eigenenergies of the environment, whose
spectrum is virtually continuous because of its large size, so that we may transform each sum into an integral - just as this was done
in Sec. 6.6:

> ..%/...dn:/...p(En)dEn, (7.4.24)

where p(E) = dn/dE is the environment’s density of states at a given energy. This transformation yields

1 1
= + =
W(E/h-w)—¢  i(—B/h—w)—¢

Sp(w) = L im dE,W (E,) p (Ey) / dEwp (Ew) | Fow|’ (7.4.25)

27 0

Since the expression inside the square bracket depends only on a specific linear combination of two energies, namely on
E=EFE,—E, , it is convenient to introduce also another, linearly-independent combination of the energies, for example, the
average energy F = (E,, + E,y) /2, so that the state energies may be represented as

(7.4.26)

With this notation, Eq. (119) becomes

Sp(w) = —ilim dE

T e—0

(E —hw
~ _ FE _ FE _ E 2 1
+/dEW(E+E>p<E+?>p<E—E> |an/| i(_E_hw)_hg]'

Due to the smallness of the parameter he (which should be much smaller than all genuine energies of the problem, including
kgT, hw, E,, and E, ), each of the internal integrals in Eq. (121) is dominated by an infinitesimal vicinity of one point,
Ei = +hw. In these vicinities, the state densities, the matrix elements, and the Gibbs probabilities do not change considerably,
and may be taken out of the integral, which may be then worked out explicitly: 39

W |F. [ / A / )—ne

0 _i(B—hw)—h w0 j(Bihw)—he  ~
W+|F+|/ ’( ) * dE+W_ |F|/ Fhw)—he 5
B ha) 1 () (B + hw)? + (Re)?

Sr(w) ——11m/dEp+p

2T ¢

h
= —2— hm dEp,p_

T e~

h
:5/P+Pf {W+|F+| +W_|F_| ]dE

where the indices 4= mark the functions’ values at the special points £y = +hw, i.e. E, = E}, & hw . The physics of these points
becomes simple if we interpret the state n, for which the equilibrium Gibbs distribution function equals W, as the initial state of
the environment, and n ’ as its final state. Then the top-sign point corresponds to E,,’ = E,, — hw , i.e. to the result of emission of
one energy quantum fuw of the "observation" frequency w by the environment to the system s of our interest, while the bottom-sign

https://phys.libretexts.org/@go/page/57588



https://libretexts.org/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-sa/4.0/
https://phys.libretexts.org/@go/page/57588?pdf

LibreTextsw

point £,y = E,, + hw , corresponds to the absorption of such quantum by the environment. As Eq. (122) shows, both processes
give similar, positive contributions into the force fluctuations.The situation is different for the Fourier image of the response
function G(r), 40
+oo
x(w) = G(r)e“dr, (7.4.27)
0

that is usually called either the generalized susceptibility or the response function - in our case, of the environment. Its physical
meaning is that according to Eq. (107), the complex function x(w)=x'(w)+ %x"(w) relates the Fourier amplitudes of the
generalized coordinate and the generalized force: 4!

<ﬁw> = x(w)ie- (7.4.28)
The physics of its imaginary part x " (w) is especially clear. Indeed, if ,, represents a sinusoidal classical process, say

Ty _, To .. x
z(t) = zg coswt = ?Oe’“"t + —Oe““’t, ez, =2 = — (7.4.29)

2 2
then, in accordance with the correspondence principle, Eq. (124) should hold for the c-number complex amplitudes F,, and x,,
enabling us to calculate the time dependence of the force as

F(t) = Fe @t L | etiot — X(w)wwefiwt +X(_w)w7we+iwt _ $2_0 [X(w)efiwt Tyt (w)e+iwt]
- % [(X’ +ix") e ™ + (x' —ix") e+i“’t] =z X/ (w) coswt + x"' (w) sinwt]
We see that x *" (w) weighs the force’s part (frequently called quadrature) that is 7 /2-shifted from the coordinate z, i.e. is in phase
with its velocity, and hence characterizes the time-average power flow from the system into its environment, i.e. the energy
dissipation rate: 42
P =—F(t)&(t) = —zo [X'(w) coswt + X" (w) sinwt] (—wzg sinwt) = Towx”(w). (7.4.30)

Let us calculate this function from Eqgs. (108) and (123), just as we have done for the spectral density of fluctuations:

+00

"(w) =Im G(r)e“ dr = EZW | Fp|? lim Im L ex zﬁ —cc. | €“e Tdr
X = o _hnn/ || AT ; % p 7 -C.

1 1
=) Wn|an/21imIm( )
e—0 _

oy E—hw—ike E—hw—ihe

he h
EZWn|an’2lim( - - )
— e—0

(E+hw)? +(Re)?  (E —hw)? + (he)?

Making the transfer (118) from the double sum to the double integral, and then the integration variable transfer (120), we get
_ | e _ E - E _ E -
X'(w) =lim [ dE / W E+Z |p|E+Z | p| E-Z | |Fow/— he dE
=0 —c0 2 2 2 (E +hw)? + (he)?

s E - B - B 2 he =
_/m W<E+2)p(E+2>p(E 2>an| Foror oo dB| .

Now using the same argument about the smallness of parameter € as above, we may take the spectral densities, the matrix elements
of force, and the Gibbs probabilities out of the integrals, and work out the remaining integrals, getting a result very similar to Eq.
(122):

') :w/mp, (WP WP, ] dE. (7.4.31)

In order to relate these two results, it is sufficient to notice that according to Eq. (24), the Gibbs probabilities W are related by a
coefficient depending on only the temperature 7' and observation frequency w :
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_ - Bl _ - hw) 1 E+hw/2 | _ hw

so that both the spectral density (122) and the dissipative part (130) of the generalized susceptibility may be expressed via the same
integral over the environment energies:

_ Fiw = 2 2] ;7
5¢() =noosh 55 ) [ 000 WE)[IF.P* 417 ] .
¥'() = 2msinh (S ) [ .o W(E) [P+ P ] dE
2k T ’
and hence are universally related as
Sp(w) = 2" (w) coth —_ (7.4.33)

27 2kpT"

This is, finally, the much-celebrated Callen-Welton’s fluctuation-dissipation theorem (FDT). It reveals a fundamental, intimate
relationship between these two effects of the environment ("no dissipation without fluctuation") - hence the name. A curious
feature of the FDT is that Eq. (134) includes the same function of temperature as the average energy (26) of a quantum oscillator of
frequency w, though, as the reader could witness, the notion of the oscillator was by no means used in its derivation. As will see in
the next section, this fact leads to rather interesting consequences and even conceptual opportunities.

In the classical limit, ;i << kgT', the FDT is reduced to

Ao, 2kgT kgT Imx(w)
= X () S =
T hw s w

In most systems of interest, the last fraction is close to a finite (positive) constant within a substantial range of relatively low
frequencies. Indeed, expanding the right-hand side of Eq. (123) into the Taylor series in small w, we get

Sp(w) . (7.4.34)

X(w) =x(0)+iwn+..., withx(0)= /000 G(t)dr, andn= AOO G(r)rdr. (7.4.35)

Since the temporal Green’s function G is real by definition, the Taylor expansion of x"(w) =Im x(w) at w =0 starts with the
linear term wn, where 7 is a certain real coefficient, and unless 77 = 0, is dominated by this term at small w. The physical sense of
the constant 77 becomes clear if we consider an environment that provides a force described by a simple, well-known kinematic
friction law

(F)=—nz, withn>0, (7.4.36)
where 7 is usually called the drag coefficient. For the Fourier images of coordinate and force, this gives the relation F,, = iwnx,,,
so that according to Eq. (124),

X'(w) _ Imx(w)

x(w) =iwn, i.e. = =n>0 (7.4.37)
w w

With this approximation, and in the classical limit, the FDT (134) is reduced to the well-known Nyquist formula: 43

kT
Sp(w) = BTn, ie. (F?)=4ksTndv (7.4.38)

According to Eq. (112), if such a constant spectral density ** persisted at all frequencies, it would correspond to a delta-correlated
process F(t), with

Kp(r) =27Sp(0)6(7) = 2kgTnd(T) (7.4.39)

o cf. Egs. (82) and (83). Since in the classical limit the right-hand side of Eq. (109) is negligible, and the correlation function may
be considered an even function of time, the symmetrized function under the integral in Eq. (113) may be rewritten just as
(F(7)F(0)). In the limit of relatively low observation frequencies (in the sense that w is much smaller than not only the
quantum frontier k7' / but also the frequency scale of the function x” (w)/w), Eq. (138) may be used to recast Eq. (135) in
the form 45
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n=lim X'« = L ~

== =17 [, (FOFO)dr (7.4.40)

To conclude this section, let me return for a minute to the questions formulated in our earlier discussion of dephasing in the two-
level model. In that problem, the dephasing time scale is T = 1/2.D,,. Hence the classical approach to the dephasing, used in Sec.
3, is adequate if AD, < kT . Next, we may identify the operators f and &, participating in Eq. (70) with, respectively, (— F)
and z participating in the general Eq. (90). Then the comparison of Egs. (82), (89), and (140) yields

1 4kBT

=2D,
Tg h2

n (7.4.41)

so that, for the model described by Eq. (137) with a temperature-independent drag coefficient 7, the rate of dephasing by a classical
environment is proportional to its temperature.

31 The most frequent example of the violation of this condition is the environment’s overheating by the energy flow from system s.
Let me leave it to the reader to estimate the overheating of a standard physical laboratory room by a typical dissipative quantum
process - the emission of an optical photon by an atom. (Hint: it is extremely small.)

32 The FDT was first derived by Herbert Callen and Theodore Allen Welton in 1951, on the background of an earlier derivation of
its classical limit by Harry Nyquist in 1928 .

33 The FDT may be proved in several ways that are shorter than the one given below - see, e.g., either the proof in SM Secs. 5.5
and 5.6 (based on H. Nyquist’s arguments), or the original paper by H. Callen and T. Welton, Phys. Rev. 83, 34 (1951) - wonderful
in its clarity. The longer approach I will describe here, besides giving the important Green-Kubo formula (109) as a byproduct, is a
very useful exercise in the operator manipulation and the perturbation theory in its integral form - different from the differential
forms used in Chapter 6 . If the reader is not interested in this exercise, they may skip the derivation and jump straight to the result
expressed by Eq. (134), which uses the notions defined by Egs. (114) and (123).

34 For usual ("ergodic") environments, without intrinsic long-term memories, this statistical averaging over an ensemble of
environments is equivalent to averaging over intermediate times - much longer than the correlation time 7. of the environment, but
still much shorter than the characteristic time of evolution of the system under analysis, such as the dephasing time 75 and the
energy relaxation time 7} - both still to be calculated.

35 Actually, this is true for virtually any real physical system - in contrast to idealized models such as a dissipation-free oscillator
that swings for ever and ever with the same amplitude and phase, thus "remembering" the initial conditions.

36 For the heroic reader who has suffered through the calculations up to this point: our conceptual work is done! What remains is
just some simple math to bring the relation between Eqgs. (108) and (111) to an explicit form.

37 Due to their practical importance, and certain mathematical issues of their justification for random functions, Eqs. (112)-(113)
have their own grand name, the Wiener-Khinchin theorem, though the math rigor aside, they are just a straightforward corollary of
the standard Fourier integral transform (115).

3% An alternative popular measure of the spectral density of a process F(t) is Sp(v) = (F?) /dv = 4wSp(w) , where v = w/2m is
the "cyclic" frequency (measured in Hz ).

39 Using, e.g., MA Eq. (6.5a). (The imaginary parts of the integrals vanish, because the integration in infinite limits may be always
re-centered to the finite points +Aw.) A math-enlightened reader may have noticed that the integrals might be taken without the
introduction of small €, using the Cauchy theorem - see MA Eq. (15.1).

40 The integration in Eq. (123) may be extended to the whole time axis, —oo < 7 < +00 , if we complement the definition (107) of
the function G(7) for 7 > 0 with its definition as G(7) =0 for 7 < 0, in correspondence with the causality principle.

41 n order to prove this relation, it is sufficient to plug expression Z; = Z,e~**, or any sum of such exponents, into Egs. (107)
and then use the definition (123). This (simple) exercise is highly recommended to the reader.

42 The sign minus in Eq. (127) is due to the fact that according to Eq. (90), F is the force exerted on our system ( (s) by the
environment, so that the force exerted by our system on the environment is —F'. With this sign clarification, the expression
P =—Fi=—Fv for the instant power flow is evident if = is the usual Cartesian coordinate of a 1D particle. However,
according to analytical mechanics (see, e.g., CM Chapters 2 and 10), it is also valid for any {generalized coordinate, generalized
force} pair which forms the interaction Hamiltonian (90).
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43 Actually, the 1928 work by H. Nyquist was about the electronic noise in resistors, just discovered experimentally by his Bell
Labs colleague John Bertrand Johnson. For an Ohmic resistor, as the dissipative "environment" of the electric circuit it is connected
with, Eq. (137) is just the Ohm’s law, and may be recast as either (V') = —R(dQ/dt) = RI , or (I) = —G(d®/dt) = GV . Thus
for the voltage V' across an open circuit, 7 corresponds to its resistance R, while for current I in a short circuit, to its conductance
G =1/R. In this case, the fluctuations described by Eq. (139) are referred to as the Johnson-Nyquist noise. (Because of this
important application, any model leading to Eq. (138) is commonly referred to as the Ohmic dissipation, even if the physical nature
of the variables x and F' is quite different from voltage and current.)

44 A random process whose spectral density may be reasonably approximated by a constant is frequently called the white noise,
because it is a random mixture of all possible sinusoidal components with equal weights, reminding the spectral composition of the
natural white light.

45 Note that in some fields (especially in physical kinetics and chemical physics), this particular limit of the Nyquist formula is
called the Green-Kubo (or just "Kubo") formula. However, in the view of the FDT development history (described above), it is
much more reasonable to associate these names with Eq. (109) - as it is done in most fields of physics.

This page titled 7.4: Fluctuation-dissipation Theorem is shared under a CC BY-NC-SA 4.0 license and was authored, remixed, and/or curated by
Konstantin K. Likharev via source content that was edited to the style and standards of the LibreTexts platform.
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