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Error Analysis of Generalized Langevin Equations with
Approximated Memory Kernels *

Quanjun Lang' and Jianfeng Lu?

Abstract

We analyze prediction error in stochastic dynamical systems with memory, focusing on generalized
Langevin equations (GLEs) formulated as stochastic Volterra equations. We establish that, under a
strongly convex potential, trajectory discrepancies decay at a rate determined by the decay of the mem-
ory kernel and are quantitatively bounded by the estimation error of the kernel in a weighted norm. Our
analysis integrates synchronized noise coupling with a Volterra comparison theorem, encompassing both
subexponential and exponential kernel classes. For first-order models, we derive moment and perturbation
bounds using resolvent estimates in weighted spaces. For second-order models with confining potentials,
we prove contraction and stability under kernel perturbations using a hypocoercive Lyapunov-type dis-
tance. This framework accommodates non-translation-invariant kernels and white-noise forcing, explicitly
linking improved kernel estimation to enhanced trajectory prediction. Numerical examples validate these
theoretical findings.
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1 Introduction

The generalized Langevin equation (GLE) describes the dynamics of a particle influenced by conservative
forces, friction with memory, and stochastic forcing. The GLE for position X; € R? and velocity V; is given
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by
t
dX; =Vidt, dV; = <—7Vt —VU(X;) — / K(t—s)Vq ds) dt + dn(t),
0

where U(z) : R? — R is a confining potential, v > 0 is the friction parameter, and n(t) € R? is a random
noise process. The kernel K (t) accounts for history-dependent interaction, and in thermal equilibrium, the
fluctuation-dissipation theorem (FDT) requires the noise to satisfy

En(t)n(s) "] =B K(t —s),

where 3 is the inverse temperature. In the absence of external forcing, i.e., when VU = 0, the second-order
GLE can be reduced to a first-order stochastic integro-differential equation for the velocity:

dVv, = <7Vt - /Ot K(t—s)V; ds> dt + dn(t). (1.1)

Such memory-dependent equations arise naturally in Mori-Zwanzig coarse-graining of high-dimensional sys-
tems, where non-Markovian terms are essential to capture effective dynamics [43, 19, 31].

In practice, it is common to model the forcing 7(t) as mean-zero Gaussian white noise with fixed covariance
oo’ € R¥4 independent of the memory kernel K (¢). This leads to a simplified non-Markovian model with
delta-correlated noise:

El(t)] =0, E[n(tin(s)"] = oo" 6(t— ).

Moreover, non-translation-invariant memory kernels are also used, that is, K(¢,s) that depend on both
time variables independently. This direction is motivated in part by recent developments in large language
models (LLMs), particularly the HiPPO state-space model framework [21, 22], which represents history using
projections onto time-evolving orthogonal polynomial bases and yields explicit time-dependent kernels. Such
constructions naturally lead to kernels with explicit time dependence and are well-suited for modeling non-
stationary and transient dynamics. With this broader view, we focus on two simplified yet widely applicable
variants of the GLE framework.

e The first-order GLE with white noise:
t
AV, = -V, dt—/ K(t,s)Vsdsdt + odB;. (1.2)
0

e The second-order GLE with white noise:

t
dX, =Vidt, dV; = —~V,dt — VU(X,)dt — / K(t,s)Vs dsdt + o dB. (1.3)
0

In both of the above equations, B; € R? is a standard Brownian motion, o € R%*? is the diffusion matrix,
and K(t,s) € R™? is a matrix-valued memory kernel.

Remark 1.1. We emphasize that the first-order GLE above is not obtained as the overdamped (large-friction)
limit of the second-order GLE. In the overdamped regime, one eliminates the inertia variable and derives an
effective non-Markovian dynamics for the position process alone, with a memory kernel that differs from the
one in our formulation of the first-order GLE.

These models capture a broad class of non-Markovian stochastic systems and support modeling, simu-
lation, and inference in physical, biological, financial, and scientific computing [26, 27, 41, 35]. We focus
on error analysis when the memory kernel K (¢, s) is learned from data or approximated with perturbation.
Our goal is to quantify how kernel approximation errors affect trajectory behavior, thereby informing both
prediction and interpretability.

1.1 Main contributions

Our main result shows that the estimation error of the memory kernel directly controls the prediction error
of generalized Langevin dynamics. In other words, if the approximate kernel is sufficiently well-behaved (in
the sense of satisfying mild integrability and decay assumptions), then the difference between the true and
perturbed trajectories remains uniformly bounded, with magnitude proportional to the kernel discrepancy.
The primary tool we use is the resolvent of Volterra equations, along with a comparison theorem. We
summarize the main results as follows.



Theorem 1.1 (Informal main result). Let K be the true memory kernel and K an estimated kernel. Consider
the generalized Langevin dynamics (1.2) and (1.3) driven by K and its perturbed version driven by K, under
synchronized noise. Suppose that both kernels satisfy standard regularity and decay fast enough compared to a
given function h. Then the coupled dynamics are contractive with respect to an appropriate quadratic distance
on trajectories. Moreover, the trajectory error decays at least at the rate prescribed by h and is proportional
to the L? kernel estimation error weighted by h. See Theorem 3.2 and Theorem 4.2 for precise statements
and constants.

1.2 Related works

Memory kernel identification Recovering the memory kernel in the GLE is a central problem for con-
structing accurate non-Markovian models. The authors in [30] proposed a rational approximation method
in the Laplace domain to estimate the kernel. The authors in [36] developed a machine-learning framework
that integrates a multilayer perceptron (MLP) with the GLE to learn memory kernels directly from data,
enabling data-driven reduced non-Markovian modeling. The authors in [6] employed the Prony method to
approximate autocorrelation functions and represented the memory kernel via finite-dimensional Markovian
embeddings. Our previous work [29] decoupled the learning process into two stages: a regularized Prony
method to estimate autocorrelation functions, followed by a balanced Sobolev-norm-based regression that
guarantees theoretical performance bounds. In particular, the kernel L? estimation error is rigorously con-
trolled by the error in the estimated autocorrelation functions.

Error analysis Analyses of the Mori-Zwanzig formalism provide a priori error estimates for short memory,
t-model, and hierarchical finite-memory closures, including convergence conditions and computable upper
bounds on the memory integral [42]. These results bound the errors of closure approxzimations rather than
providing stability of a prescribed non-Markovian model in terms of an explicit norm for the kernel dis-
crepancy. In [25], the authors used the resolvent-kernel framework to prove that, for second-kind Volterra
equations with non-negative convolution kernels, relative perturbations in the kernel lead to bounded rela-
tive errors in the solution (including defect-renewal equations as a special case). This is close to our setting.
However, they did not consider the specific decay rate of the trajectory error and different types of memory
kernels. In [13], the authors considered the Prony series approximation of the memory kernel and provided
error analysis for a simple case of a one-dimensional harmonic oscillator. However, the kernel is assumed to
have exponential decay, and the error analysis for more general cases remains open.

Decay rate analysis for equations with memory The classical reference [20] provides a comprehensive
treatment of Volterra theory, including resolvent bounds, contractivity results, and their stochastic extensions
in weighted LP spaces. These tools are fundamental for analyzing systems with memory and characterizing
their decay properties. Later work considered the decay rate using characteristic equations [28]. Building on
this foundation, Appleby and collaborators investigated Volterra differential equations under various settings
[3, 4, 1]. In particular, they developed a rigorous framework for describing trajectory decay rates for a broad
class of subexponential functions. This line of work was later extended to stochastic Volterra equations in
[34], though in a slightly different setting where the diffusion term depends linearly on the state variable,
leading to trajectories and noise that both decay to zero. Perturbation effects were also examined in [2],
where the analysis relies on direct comparison arguments rather than an L2-based error framework. Our
analysis extends these approaches to the GLE context.

On the other hand, for fluctuation-dissipation balanced GLE, where the noise term is correlated with the
memory kernel, the decay behavior has been investigated in detail in [18, 24, 12]. These studies cover systems
with power-law and singular memory kernels and provide a careful analysis of their long-time dynamics. In
such settings, the coupling between the correlated noise and the perturbed kernel becomes involved. To focus
on the kernel-dependent dynamics, we consider a simplified model with additive Gaussian noise and defer
the development of consistent correlated-noise formulations to future work.

Langevin equations For the Langevin equation, establishing exponential convergence to equilibrium
through direct coupling was posed as an open problem in [40]. This question was later addressed in [7],
where the authors employed a synchronous coupling under relatively restrictive assumptions on the poten-
tial. Further progress was made in [14], where the authors introduced a special Lyapunov function inspired by



[32] and developed a sticky coupling that combines synchronized and reflection couplings. This approach suc-
cessfully handled certain nonconvex potentials at the borderline between the overdamped and underdamped
regimes. The sharpest contraction rate for strongly convex potentials so far was obtained in [8], and [37]
further improved the result to achieve a dimension-free convergence rate by introducing two separate distance
scales for coupling.

Another line of research focuses on the evolution of the probability law through the Fokker-Planck equa-
tion; see, for instance, [10, 15, 23]. However, in the presence of memory effects, such a convenient Fokker-
Planck structure is not available. There are works that focus on deriving hierarchical Fokker—Planck equations
and on analyzing delayed stochastic systems and their associated evolution equations; see, for example, [17].
An alternative approach uses Markovian embedding, where the memory kernel is approximated by a Prony
series, and the Fokker-Planck equation of the resulting extended system is derived. The marginal distribu-
tion of the original variables can then be obtained as in [18]. Nonetheless, performing rigorous error analysis
within this framework remains technically challenging.

Positioning To our knowledge, a trajectory-level stability theorem that scales linearly with a weighted L2
kernel discrepancy for GLEs with general, non-translation-invariant kernels has not appeared. Our contribu-
tion closes this gap by establishing trajectory-level stability bounds whose constants scale linearly with the
kernel estimation error measured in a weighted Schur-type L? norm.

Notations We use the notation A(t) < B(t) to indicate that A( ) < cB( ) for some constant ¢ > 0

independent of t. The convolution of two functions is written as (h*g)( fo (t—s)g(s) ds, and the n-fold
convolution is denoted by h*". The Laplace transform of a functlon k is deﬁned as k fo e M5k (s)ds,
whenever the integral is convergent. In particular, k‘ fo

We use |- | to denote vector norms and || - || to denote matrlx operator norms. The L!-norm of a function

f is given by || f]l1 :== fooo |f(s)] ds. For a function f, its weighted supremum norm with respect to a positive
weight function h is denoted by || f||1, as introduced in (2.16). The Schur-type norm of a matrix-valued kernel
function K, weighted by a positive function h, is written as || K||, and defined in Theorem 3.1.

We use U(p) to denote the class of functions with a prescribed decay rate, as defined in Theorem 2.4
and Theorem 2.6. Note that a negative value of  corresponds to exponential decay. Throughout the paper,
we write K to denote an approximated or learned version of K, and use the notation 6K := K — K for
their difference. We adopt the convention that the capital letter K denotes a matrix-valued kernel, while the
lower-case k denotes a scalar-valued kernel.

Outline Section 2 develops the Volterra resolvent framework and the weighted spaces used throughout,
including subexponential and exponential-type kernels and the key comparison estimate (Theorem 2.1).
Section 3 establishes trajectory and perturbation bounds for the first-order GLE with white noise. Section 4
extends the analysis to the second-order GLE using a hypocoercive Lyapunov metric and proves the stability
of the perturbed dynamics. Section 5 presents numerical examples for subexponential kernels and both GLE
models.

2 Preliminary on Volterra equations and subexponential kernels

In this section, we establish a comparison theorem that converts an integro-differential inequality into an
explicit bound with the same decay rate as the kernel.

We let U4(0) denote a class of subexponentially decaying functions (see Theorem 2.4). Moreover, for any
k € U(p) with pu # 0, there exists ¢ € U(0) such that k() = e**p(t). In the case p < 0, the kernel k decays
slightly faster than e#?. Precise definitions are given in Section 2.2.

Theorem 2.1 (Volterra comparison). Let a > 0 be a constant, g > 0 be a bounded and continuous function,
and suppose that y: Ry — Ry satisfies the integro-differential inequality

J () < —ay(t) + / K(t - s)y(s) ds + g(t),  4(0) = po. (2.1)

where k € U(p) for some p < 0. If
pta > k(p),



then there exists a positive constant Cy < oo which depends on a, k, p such that for all t > 0,

y(t) < Colyok(t) + (k * g)(1)).
In particular, when g =0, y has at least the same decay rate as k.

This result is crucial for controlling trajectory errors of GLEs with approximated memory terms. It
enables decay rate analysis beyond the exponential case, including subexponential kernels where Gréonwall-
type arguments fail. In this section, we prove the theorem as follows. We first introduce the resolvent for
Volterra equations and the function class U(u). We then establish the theorem for subexponential functions
with 4 = 0 and treat the equality case of (2.1), reducing the problem to an integro-differential equation.
The inequality case follows from a standard comparison argument. At last, we apply a change of variables
to extend the proof to the exponential case with p < 0.

Remark 2.1. The main focus here is on kernels k with only subexponential decay. For exponential decay,
one can analyze the characteristic equation related to (2.1) (cf., e.g., [28]),

A+a=k(\). (2.2)

If it admits a root with negative real parts, then y decays exponentially. In contrast, when k decays only
subexponentially, such a root may not exist, leaving the decay rate undetermined. Also see Theorem 2.11 for
more details.

2.1 Resolvent of Volterra equations

Consider the following Volterra equation for ¢t > 0,

w(t):/o h(t — syw(s)ds + F(£) = (w + R)(E) + F(£). (2.3)

The n-fold convolution h*" is defined as h*! = h and h*™+1) = hxh*® for n > 1. The solution to the Volterra
equation is closely related to the resolvent, which is defined through

r(t) = h(t) + (b r)(2). (2.4)

Lemma 2.2. Suppose r is the resolvent of h, where h(t) > 0 is a continuous function with ||h|l; < 1. Then
the following Neumann series converges uniformly and gives the resolvent operator,

r(t) =Y h(1). (2.5)

Moreover, the solution to the Volterra equation (2.3) is given explicitly by

w(t) = f(t) + (rx f)(). (2.6)

Proof. Define the operator Ly, f := hx f. Then from Young’s inequality, we have the L' operator ||Ly||, < 1 if
|A|l;: < 1. Then the Neumann series (I — L)' = > | L is uniformly convergent, therefore the function
r in (2.5) is well-defined. Direct computation shows that (2.4) holds. Let w be given by (2.6) and convolute
it with A, it holds that

wxh=(f+r*xf)xh=fxh+fx(r—h)=f*xr=w-—f,

where the second last equality follows from the identity (2.4) and the last from (2.6). This suggests that the
function defined in (2.6) is the solution to (2.3). O

We now consider the integro-differential equation

z'(t) = —az(t) + /0 k(t — s)x(s)ds + g(t), x(0) = xo. (2.7)

Note that this is the case where equality holds for (2.1).



Lemma 2.3. Suppose xo > 0, k(t) > 0 is a bounded continuous function in L'(R*) and g(t) > 0 is bounded
continuous. Then the solution to (2.7) can be expressed as

2(t) = 2(B)zo + (=  9) ), (2.8)

where z(t) is called the differential resolvent that satisfies

2'(t) = —az(t) +/0 k(t —s)z(s)ds, 2z(0)=1. (2.9)

Moreover, z also admits the expression
z=et+exr,

with e := e~ and r is the resolvent of h defined in (2.5) with h =k x e.

Proof. Direct computation shows that = defined as in (2.8) is a solution to (2.7) if z satisfies (2.9). To find
the expression of z, we shall transfer (2.9) to a Volterra equation. Note that < (e*z(t)) = e®(az(t) + 2'(1)),
therefore (2.9) implies

d t

—(e"2(t)) = e“t/ k(t — s)z(s)ds.

dt 0

Integrating from 0 to T yields
T
2(T) = / / k(t —s)e” TV 2(s) dsdt + e T 2(0) = h* z + e,
o Jo

where h = k * ¢ and e(t) = e~ . Let r be the resolvent of h, and the result follows from Theorem 2.2. O

The asymptotic behavior of z has been extensively studied in [4] and related references therein. A key
result shows that if k£ belongs to a class of subexponential functions, then z decays at the same rate as k, with
z(t) 1

tggo k(t) (a — fooo k(s) ds)2.

In the following discussion, we first derive an explicit bound z(¢) < Ck(t) valid for all ¢ > 0 and then obtain
a control of the decay rate of x(t). Our approach builds on definitions and analytical techniques similar to
those in [4]. Then we provide the same bound on y using the comparison theorem, similar to [5]. Finally, we
generalize the result to kernels with exponential decay.

2.2 Subexponential functions and exponential-type functions
Let us recall a class of subexponential functions introduced in [4].

Definition 2.4. A subexponential function is a positive continuous function h € L*(R*") so that

h*g(t)
Jim s =0, (210)
tlgglo ) 2/0 h(s)ds < oo, (2.11)
. h{t—23) .
lim =1, uniformly for 0 <s <S5, for all S > 0. (2.12)
t—o00 h(t)

The set of subexponential functions is denoted as U(0).

Remark 2.5. Chover et al. [9] employ Banach algebra methods to demonstrate the following result. Let
h(t) > 0 be a continuous function in L*(RT) satisfying

i D@
Then it follows that, ¢ = 2fO°O h(s)ds. Moreover, (2.12) implies lim_,o h(t)e? = oo for every v > 0. Ez-
amples of subexponential functions include the familiar h(t) ~ e=*" for o € (0,1) and h(t) ~ (1 +1)=% for
a>1.



We now introduce a more general class of functions that allows an exponential decay rate.

Definition 2.6. Let pn € R. A function h(t) > 0 is in U(p) if it is continuous for all t > 0 and

. (hxh)(t) s
t% ) 2h(p) < oo, (2.13)
lim Mt=s) _ e M uniformly for 0 < s < S, forall S >0 (2.14)
t—o00 h(t) B ’ Y - =7 ’ ’

It can be readily verified that U(0) coincides with the definition of the class of subexponential functions.
Moreover, it holds that (see [9])

h € U(p) <= h(t) = p(t)e", with ¢(t) € U(0). (2.15)
Thus, it suffices to analyze the subexponential case and transfer the results to exponential-type functions.

Remark 2.7. Note that for p < 0, the function class U(u) corresponds to at least exponential decay: any
h € U(p) decays slightly faster than e*t. In fact, the pure exponential k(t) = e*t ¢ U(u) for u < 0 since it
violates (2.13), as (kxk)(t) = fot ett=s)ersds = tett. We shall use a more direct method to handle this case.
See Theorem 2.11.

For a positive continuous function h(t), we define the function space BCj,(R™) to consist of all functions
f(t) > 0 such that the ratio f/h is a bounded continuous function on R*. For brevity, we write BC), =
BCy(RT). This space becomes a Banach space when equipped with the norm

h*Q(t)
,  with M, =su . 2.16
Qa0 (216

_ f(t)
I £ll;, = M sup ‘h(t)

If h € U(0), such a constant exists because of (2.11) and the continuity of 4 on RT. In particular for
f,g9 € BC}, we have

(Fa)® _ [ £ =[] 9(s) [ Bt h(s) 0
el e R T N s o3 (2.17)
which implies
179l < 170, lgl 2.18)

Here we include the two useful lemmas for subexponential functions from [4]. The proof is included to
complete the discussion.

Lemma 2.8 (Lemma 3.7 in [4]). Let h be subexponential. For any n € (0,1), there is a constant B > 0
independent of n, such that for allm > 2,

h*™(t
sup D)

< n—l.
o<t<p h(t) =1

Proof. The result follows from the inequality

*(n+1) t 1%n o *n *2
h (t) _ / h*(s) h(t — s)h(s) ds < sup h*™(s) h (t)
h(t) o h(s) h(t) o<s<t h(s) h(t)
Because of (2.10), we can choose B such that
“u WE() _
ociep h(t)
The result follows from induction. O

The second lemma is a generalization of the Kesten-type bound for subexponential distributions [16,
Theorem 4.11]. See also [4, Lemma 3.6]. The proof is slightly adapted for our interest.



Lemma 2.9. Let h be subexponential. For each 0 < & < 1, there is a constant k > 0 independent of n, such
that for alln > 1,

h" (1) -1

su <k[(1+e)p]" 7,

D ) [(1+¢)p]
where p = [ h(s)ds.
Proof. Let f = h/p so that f is a subexponential function with fo s)ds = 1. We denote that

(@)
QU = SU
=0 I

Note that a; = 1. We aim to prove for some constants ¢ and ¢ independent of n with (14 ¢)p < 1, such that
the following holds
ant1 <c+(1+e)a,, n>1. (2.19)

Then by induction,
Z I+ + (14" < [(1 +e)" =1+ 1 +e)" < (c/e+1)(1+e)"
k=0

At last, since h*™(t) = p™ f*™(t), it follows

O )

t>0 h(t) >0 pf(t)

K[(1+e)p]" 7,

where
k=cle+1.
To show (2.19), we first notice that for n > 2,

L (s)f(t—s) A () f(t—s) L (s)f(t—s)
‘“”“SOQ?ET/O £(0) d”f‘i?/o £(0) d”f‘i?/A o e @20

with 0 < A < T chosen large enough so that

/ f(s)ds| < (1+ 1e), t> A, (2.21)
f(t B S) l
0232,4 f@) 1’ < 38 t>T. (2.22)

The first inequality follows from (2.11) together with the normalization condition of f, while the second is a
direct consequence of (2.12). Then, for the third term in (2.20), since

ft—s _ [T fE=5)f(s) B f(t—s)_}
@) i / 0 / fs) ds / f(s)[ G
it follows that f
t— s
j;lg/ t ds<(1+€),

therefore f ; Y )

*n t _ S *n t — s

ZIA oo [ i P s

For the first term in (2.20), since f is a subexponential functlon7 we can choose constants 0 < 1 < 1 and
0 < B < A for f by Theorem 2.8. Then, for 0 <t < B,

/t [ (s)f(t = s) dS:/t f(s) fls)f(t=s)
0 0

n—1 f*Q (t)
10) ds <

) f) =TT

< ag.



For B<t<T,

S

L(s) ft—s) . Bpm(s) f(s)f(t—s) . L(s) f(t—s)
L= e T e [
n—1 f*Q(t) maxo<t<oco f(t) ¢ *n
=1 f(t) * ming<i<7p f(t) / J7(s) ds
maxp<t<oo f(t)
minp<;<r f(t)’

S ap

where the second inequality holds since fooo f*(t)dt = 1. For the second term in (2.20), we have similarly
that

A pan(g) f(t— s A
fgg/o %dsﬁ (1+€/2)/0 M (s)ds < (14 ¢/2),

where the inequality follows from (2.22). We have established (2.19) for co = (1 + £/2) + g + ZXost<ee J()

ming<;<7 f(t)°’
including the trivial case of n = 1. Hence, the proof is complete.

We are now ready to characterize the decay rates of z and z in terms of k. It remains to estimate | z||
and ||z||x, defined analogously to (2.16).

Theorem 2.2. Let k € U(0) be a subezponential function and g(t) > 0 be a bounded continuous function.

Suppose that
a>/ k(s)ds
0

Then the differential resolvent z defined in (2.9) satisfies ||z||,, < co. Moreover for all t > 0, the solution to

(2.7) satisfies
z(t) S wok(t) + (k + 9)(1)-
Proof. From Theorem 6.2 in [4], h = e * k is subexponential where e(t) = e~ %. By (2.18), we have

1zl < llellx + llellgllr

Moreover,
r(t) r(t) h(t)
r||,, = Mg su <sup —= - Mgsup —= = —||7||, ||h||,.,
Il = Mosup 08 < sup 200 Mysup 208 = Tl
where M}, := sup,~ kk?t()t Since |le]|,, < oo and ||h]|, < |le|l,]lk]l, = Mk|le||, are finite, we are left to control

|7]|,,- Through the Fubini theorem,

p= /Ooo h(s)ds = i/ooo k(s)ds.

1

Hence p < 1 provided a > fo s)ds. We can choose small € = Q;f so that (1 +¢)p = %1 < 1. By

Theorem 2.9, the Neumann series (2 5) is uniformly convergent, so that

1 *n K 2K
i E h*m < E 1 = .
Mh”THh — || Hh — Sulg g +€ 17(1+€)p

Therefore

12l = llelle (U4 llrlle) < llell. (1 + Mk||€||k%) < oo
At last, our result follows from (2.18) and (2.8),
w(t) = wo(t) + 2  g(t) S wok(t) + k + g(t),
where the implicit constant is

el oy L

K
< el +lellig=5) = Dio 2.23)



2.3 Proof of Theorem 2.1

Proof. We first consider the case of k € U(0). Let w(t) = x(t) — y(t), where z is the solution to (2.7) with
2(0) = y(0). Then w satisfies

w'(t) > —aw(t) +/O k(t — s)w(s)ds, w(0) = 0.

Observe that e~ (e“w(t)) = w'(t) + aw(t), so multiplying the inequality by e and integrate, we obtain

T ot
w(T) > /0 /0 e Tkt — s)w(s)dsdt = (h* w)(T),

where h = e x k. Define f := w — hxw > 0, so that w satisfies the Volterra equation (2.3). By Theorem 2.2,
the solution admits the representation
w=f+rxf,

where r is the resolvent associated with h. Since k(t) > 0 implies h(t) > 0, it follows from the Neumann
series that r(¢) > 0 for all ¢ > 0. Given that f(t) > 0, we conclude that w(t) > 0, i.e. y(t) < x(t). Applying
the bound for x(t) from Theorem 2.2, which requires a > [ k(s)ds = k(0), the desired result follows, with
the implicit constant Cy = Dy, jy defined as in (2.23).

For the case of k € U(u) for u < 0, it holds from (2.15) that k(t) = e*tp(t) where o(t) € U(0). Let
w(t) = e7Hty(t), then (2.1) implies

el (w'(t) + pw(t)) < —aew(t) + /0 e“(t_s)go(t — s)e*w(s)ds + g(t),

which simplifies to the previous case when dividing e*?,

t

W) < ~at wult) + [ olt = syl ds+ e g(0)

Hence when

atn> [Tetds= [Tk = k.

it holds that w(t) < w(0)p(t) + ¢ * (e *g(t)), which implies

t
y(t) < yoe o(t) + et / o(s)e M=) g(t — s)ds = yok(t) + k * g(t).
0

Following the convention in (2.23), the implicit constant is Co = Dy4qp, e-#t()}- Note that it also covers
the case of = 0. O

Example 2.10. Consider the case that k(t) = c(t + a)~”. Note that k € U(0) is subezpoential when 3 > 1.
By Theorem 2.1, if
[ roa =0
a> Hdt = ——,
0 p—1

then y(t) < k(t) + k* g(t). In particular, if g(t) = 0, we have y(t) <t7P.

2.4 Exactly exponential case via characteristic equations

We conclude the discussion by incorporating a classical method that uses the Laplace transform and charac-
teristic equations for the case where k exhibits exactly exponential decay.

Lemma 2.11. Suppose (2.1) holds for any t > 0, where a > 0 is a constant and g(t) > 0 is a bounded
continuous function. Assume that the following holds.

(i) The constant v* = sup{Re X : A +a — k(A) =0} < oo and fix v > v*.
(ii) The function k € L}, .(R") so that

loc

10



/ e Mk(t)|dt < oo, / te Mk (t)|dt < oo. (2.24)
0 0
Then we have

t
w0 st [ ()
0

Proof. Because of the comparison used in the proof of Theorem 2.1, it suffices to prove for the equality case.
From Theorem 2.3, we only need to show that the differential resolvent satisfies |z(t)| < €7* for all v > Re~*.
Take Laplace transform to (2.9), we have
1 1
Z(\) = = = .
) Aa—k(Q) AR

(2.25)

To determine the decay rate of z, we apply the Bromwich integral for the inverse Laplace transform (cf., e.g.,
[11]). Let m(§) := 2(y +4€) = m and apply change of variable A = v + ¢, it holds

W'HT I
At = - 1_1){1)0/ %ev% ), R, (1) ;:/ ¢Etm(€)de.

271'2 T —o
Note that the integral is well-defined since 7 is chosen to avoid all the singularities of m(£). We are left to

show that |R,(t)| is bounded for large ¢.
From the first assumption in (2.24), k(t)e™ 7" 1jg o) (t) is integrable, and its Fourier transform is expressed

as l%(’y + 4&), which converges to 0 as £ — oo by the Riemann-Lebesgue Lemma. Hence from (2.25), it holds
|A(y 4+ i) = O(§) as & — oo, which implies m(£) — 0 as £ — co. Apply integration by parts on R, (t), it
holds | oo
R = [ et

iA (y+if)
A(y+ig)?
From the second assumption in (2.24), tk(t)e ™7 is integrable and its Fourier transform —k’(y+i€) converges
to 0 as € — oo, and hence is bounded. We have shown that |A(y + i€)|? = O(£2) when € is large. To handle
the region where £ is small, we notice from the selection of -y, there exists o := infeep |A(y+:£)| > 0. Hence,
the R, (t) is bounded for all large ¢, and the proof is complete. O

Note that the second assumption in (2.24) implies that k is differentiable, so is m. Hence m/(¢) = —

Example 2.12. Consider k(t) = ce™?* with 8 > 0 and ¢ > 0. Note that k ¢ U(—B) as demonstrated in
Theorem 2.7. We shall use Theorem 2.11, which needs to find the (maximal real part of ) characteristic roots

of (2.2). Since k(\) = 5%, it holds that

Ata= = — A=+ B) £ VaF B —a@B =)

B+ A 2
Note that there are always two real roots since the determinant z's (a — B)? +4c > 0. By Theorem 2.11,
y(t) S et + (exp(y:) * g)(t) for all v > v* [ (a+5)+ \/ —4(aB — ¢))]. In particular, if g(t) = 0,
y(t) < e for any e > 0. It is clear that limg_ o v* ﬂ.

3 Error analysis for first-order equations

We consider the first-order Volterra-type stochastic differential equation:
t
dVy = =V, dt—/ K(t,s)Vsdsdt + o dBy, (3.1)
0

where K (t,s) € R%*? is the true memory kernel, and B; is a standard Brownian motion in Rd.N Now consider
a perturbed system with an approximate (or learned) kernel K (¢, s), we define a new process V; that satisfies

t
dV, = =V, dt — / K(t,s)V.dsdt + o dB;. (3.2)
0
Let K := K — K. To characterize the kernel difference, we define the following norm.

11



Definition 3.1 (Schur-type norm). For any kernel function K (t,s) € R¥*? and a positive function h(t), we
define the following Schur-type weighted norm as

1/2
- ||Kts|\ I )17, N
I P
t—s

where | K (t,s)|| inside the integral represents the operator norm for the matriz K (t,s).

It is straightforward to verify that || - [|5 is a norm. Moreover, the norm || - ||, mirrors the weighted Schur
test for integral operators. The Cauchy-Schwarz inequality with the weight h yields

/Ot K(t,s)f(s)ds| < (/Ot”,f((f’ss))'zds)m(/ot h(t—s)|f(s)\2ds>1/2. (3.3)

Taking the supremum over ¢ shows that || K|, controls the operator norm of the integral operator with K.
This resembles the Schur-test (cf. [38]; also [39, Theorem 0.3.1]), which motivates the term “Schur-type”
norm.

We make an assumption on the decay rate and the estimation error of the kernels.

Assumption 1. There exists a function h € U(u) (see Theorem 2.6) for some p < 0 such that
1K ln <00, IE]ln < o0, 0K n < o0

Remark 3.2. When K is a one-dimensional translation-invariant kernel, the condition | K| < oo implies
that the decay rate of K is sufficiently fast compared to /h. Specifically,

PE(-s)® >

K2:*/7( d:/K2 ds = ||K|75

Il =suwp | =) = ), KGO p)ds = 1K)
1

where the weight function p(s) = 7y s supported on [0,00). Thus, the condition ||0K |, < oo is equivalent
to

IK — K12, < 00,

Our goal is to analyze the difference process V; — V;. We will first derive the bound for the true trajectory
n (3.1), and then control the difference. Both analyses rely on Theorem 2.1.

Theorem 3.1. Consider the SDE (3.1). Suppose Assumption 1 holds and moreover,

R 1/2
p+2v> 20Kl (h(w) (3.4)
Then there exists positive constants C1 and ¢y such that for allt > 0,
E|V;|? < Cih(t) + c;.

Proof. From It0’s formula, Cauchy-Schwarz, and Young’s inequality,

t
d|Vi|? = —2v|V;|?dt — 2V - / K(t,s)Vyds + Tr(oo ") dt + 2V; - 0dB,
0
t 2
/ K(t,s)Vsds| + Tr(aaT)dt + 2V, - 0d By,
0
where € > 0 is a positive constant to be chosen later. By (3.3), it holds

t 2 t
K
| v < (/ ||K<t,s>|vs|ds) / IK @I, /ht Vil ds<n|Kn|h/ h(t—s) IV ds,
0 0
(35)

where the last follows from the Assumption 1. Then we take expectation, use Fubini theorem and let
y(t) = E[V;|?, so that

1
< —2Vil’ + ZIVil* + ¢

V(0 < =29(0) + Zu(®) + UK [ bt = s)ulo)ds + Tr(o0T).

12



Denoting a = 2y — 1, g(t) as a constant Tr(co ") and k(t — s) = || K|[Zh(t — s), we achieve

y'(t) < —ay(t /k:t—s s)ds + g(t).

In view of (3.4), we choose & = (|| K||n(h(1))*/2)~", which ensures the kernel k satisfies the requirement in
Theorem 2.1. Hence

y(t) < Coll K lln (A1) ™2 (yoh(t) + (1 * g)(2)),

for all ¢ > 0, where Cp is the constant in Theorem 2.1 with ¢ and k substituted. Note that (h * g)(t) <
Tr(oo")||h||1 since g is a constant, the desired result follows with

= E[Vo PN Kln(h(1) " /*Co,  e1 = Col Klln(h(p)) "/ Tr(oo ) ||llx-
It is clear that ¢; = 0 if o = 0. O

We now prove the error estimate with perturbed memory kernels.

Theorem 3.2. Consider the equations (3.1) and (3.2) under a synchronized coupling where By = By. Suppose
Assumption 1 and (3.4) hold, and moreover,

. R 1/2
it 29> 2K (20(0) (3.6)
Then for all t > 0, it holds
E|Vi = Vil? S (EIVo = Vol? + 0K ) h(t) + IO K3 Tr(o0T),

where the constant depends on K, h, v and K. See (3.8) for explicit constants.
Proof. With synchronized coupling, define W, = V; — V;. It holds that

d

t
Wy = =Wy — /0 (K(t, )V, — K, s)VS) ds

From Cauchy-Schwarz and Young’s inequality,
d 2 d 5 t . N
LW, = 2w, - S, = —24| W[ — 2w, - (K(t, sV, — K(t, s)Vs) ds
dt dt 0

t t
< W2 4 2W| - / 1K (t,s) — K (t,9)|||Val ds + 2{Wi] - / IR (t,$)[|Va — Vil ds
0 0
2

9 t 2 t
<2 Wi+ ZWi k| [ 1K o) IValds| 2| [ IR (s ds
0 0

for some £ > 0 to be determined later. Apply the estimation in (3.3), it holds

K 2
‘/ I (t, 5)|[[Ws|ds <E/ ” tt_ss” ds /ht—s)|W\ ds<|||K|||h/ h(t — s)E|W, %ds,

where the last inequality follows from Assumption 1 and the Fubini Theorem. Similarly,

2

t t
| [ 105 (e Valas| < 1OKTZ [ (e HCuA(e) + expds < WK (Cobtn(e) + cr i),
0 0

where the first inequality follows from Theorem 3.1 and Assumption 1 on K with the constant Cy and c;,
and the second follows from the definition of M}, in (2.16). At last, (3.7) simplifies to

y'(t) < —ay(t /kt—s s)ds + g(t),
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where y(t) = E|W3|?, a = 2y—2, k(s) = e[ K||3h(s) and g(t) = || K ||? (Cy Myh(t)+c1||h]|,). By Theorem 2.1,
we need to choose € > 0 such that

+oo

pe2y-2fe> |G [ e rh(s)ds
0
which was enabled by (3.6). Then it follows

y(t) < Coy(0)k(t) + Co(k * g)(1),

where Cj is the constant in Theorem 2.1 with k and a defined as above. Applying the fact (hxh)(t) < Myh(t)
again, it holds 3 : ,
kxg(t) < el KRR+ g(t) < IKIRISKIT (CLMER(E) + cal|AllY)-

Therefore, the desired result follows from
E|V; — V;|2 < Coh(t) + ¢2,

where
Cy = eColl K| (EIVo — Vol + eCLMRIOKIZ), ez = e2e1Coll K| ISK |17 ]A]3- (3-8)

Note that C1,c; are constants in Theorem 3.1 and Cj is the constant in Theorem 2.1.

It is clear that the constant ¢ = 0 if o = 0 (hence ¢; = 0) or 6K = 0. Suppose the initial value coincides,
then both Cy and ¢y scale with the kernel error ||0K ||, quadratically. While the constant can be slightly
improved by an optimal choice of €, this does not change the order of dependence on the kernel error. O

Corollary 3.3. Under the same condition in Theorem 3.2, the 2-Wasserstein distance of the Law of V; and
V; follows

W (Law(V;), Law(%2)) < (EIVo — Vol? + 0K ) + 18K Te(o0T),
where the implicit constants are given in (3.8).

Proof. By definition,

W2 (Law(V;), Law(V;)) = inf By, Vi = Vi <En |V = V[,
mell(Law(Vy),Law(V;))

where II represents all couplings between Law(V;) and Law(V;), and «’ represents the synchronized coupling.
The result follows from Theorem 3.2 directly. O
4 Error analysis for second-order equations

In the presence of an external force, we consider the second-order Volterra-type stochastic differential equation
dX; =Vidt, dVy = —Vidt —uVU(X,)dt — /Ot K(t,s)Vsdsdt + o dBy. (4.1)
Here u,y > 0 are constants. Consider a perturbed system with approximated kernel,
dX; = Vidt, dV, = —Vidt —uVU(X,)dt — /Ot K(t,s)V,dsdt + o dB;. (4.2)

We will show the contraction of the trajectories (X, V;) and (X, V;). We first introduce the assumption on
the potential U.

Assumption 2. There exists a positive definite matriv R € R4 with smallest eigenvalue ko > 0 and a
convex function G : R® — R with Lg-Lipschitz continuous gradients, i.e. for all x,y € R,

(VG(z) = VG(y),z —y) = 0, (4.3)
IVG(z) = VG(y)| < Lale -yl (4.4)

such that U(z) =« - Rx/2 + G(x) and VU (x) = Rx + VG(x).
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Note that such an assumption covers the case that U is xg-strongly convex with Ly-Lipschitz continuous
gradients. In particular, we can set R = kold so that G(z) = U(z) — (ko/2)|z|?, where Id is the d x d identity
matrix. Such a setup follows from [37], which separates the discussion for the parameters.

We will establish a contraction result with the following Lyapunov-type distance function for Langevin
dynamics, r : R?? x R2? — [0, 00), where

1/2
(). @) = (27 %u(e =) Rlo = 3)+ 510 -2 =3+ = P + 372~ 3P

for (z,y), (%,7) € R?*? with
A := min(1/8, kouy 2/2). (4.5)
The above definition shall be justified in Theorem 4.1. Note that
r((z,9),(2,9)* = (¢ = 7) - Ale = 2) + (= 7) - Bly —9) + (y = 9) - Cly — 9).

where

A=7"2uR+(1/2)1=20)1d, B=(1-2\)y"'Id, C=~7"Id (4.6)

The strategy is similar to the first-order case. We first derive the contraction for the solution to equa-
tion (4.1), and then prove the contraction for the discrepancy between (4.1) and (4.2). We will apply
Theorem 2.1 to the Lyapunov function r. The following technical result is introduced in [37, Theorem 2.1]
and also in [14, Lemma 2.2], which is useful for derivative estimations.

Proposition 4.1. Let X;,V;, X3, V; € RY and set Z, = Xy — Xo, Wy =V, — V. Define
(X, X;, Vi, Vi) = (24Z, + BW,) - W, + (BZ, + 2CW,) - [y W, — w(VU(X;) — VU(X1))], (4.7)

where A, B, C' are fized matrices defined in (4.6). Suppose Assumption 2 holds and let A be as in (4.5). If in
addition,
Louy™? < 3/4, (4.8)

Then for the above choice of A, we have for all t > 0,
T(Xy, X0, Vi, Vi) < =209(Z - AZy + Zy - BWy + Wy - OWy) = =20yr((X, Vi), (X, V2))*.

Proof. By Assumption 2, it follows VU(X,) — VU(X,) = RZ, + (VG(X;) — VG(X;)). Then for the cross
terms involving Z; and W; in (4.7), it holds

Next, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, it holds that
- -2
200, - (uVG(X)) — uVG(X))) <77 (|Wt|2 72| VG(X)) - V()| ) ,

and together with the |W;|? terms in (4.7), it holds

~ ~ 2
BWt . Wt — 2CWf . ")/Wt — QCWt . (UVG(Xt) — UVG(Xt)) S 72)\"}/Wt . CWf + ’)’73U2IVG(X15) — VG(Xf)

Moreover, for the Z; terms, it remains to show that
—BZy - uRZy 42Xy Zy - AZy = Zy - [—uy™ (1 — AN)R + My(1 — 20)*1d] Z, < 0.
Using (4.5), we have
~Z-uy T (1= 4NRZ < —uy~ 1 (1/2)Z - RZy < —uy ™ (1/2)k0| Zef* < =M1 Ze]? < =Ay(1 = 20)%|Z4 2,

which proves the desired inequality.
We now turn to the remaining terms. From [33, Theorem 2.1.5], since G is continuously differentiable,
convex and has Lg-Lipchitz continuous gradients, G is co-coercive, i.e.

IVG(z) — VG(Z))* < Lg(VG(x) — VG(Z)) - (z — &), for all z, & € RY.
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Therefore,

2

- BZu (VG(X,) - VG(X) + 7*3u2)VG(Xt) ~VG(X,)

<y [y 2ulg — (1-2))] Z - (VG(Xt) - VG(Xt)) <0,

where the last inequality follows from (4.3) and A < 1/8 < (1 — y~2uLg)/2 because of (4.5) and (4.8). [

We are ready to introduce the contraction result of the process (X, V4).
Theorem 4.1. Suppose (Xy, V;) satisfies (4.1). If Assumption 1, Assumption 2 and (4.8) hold, and moreover,
w290 > 202 K7 ()2 (4.9)

Then let Ry = r((X, Vi), (z*,0))?, where x* is the unique minimum of U(x) with VU (z*) = 0, there exist
positive constants Cs and c3 such that for all t > 0,

ER; < C3h(t) + c3.
Proof. Let Z; = Xy — x* and Wy = V4, so that
R =2, -AZ, + Z; - BWy + W, - CW,.
Therefore, from the It6’s formula,
dRy = 2dZ; - AZy + dZy - BWy + Zy - BAW; + 2W; - CdW; + Tr(Coo ") dt.

Note that dZ; = dX; and dW; = dV;, hence from (4.1),

t
0
+Tr(Coo")dt + (BZ; + 2CW;) - 0dB.

Separate the Markovian term and denote using I" as in (4.7), we have
t
dR; = [F(Xt, %, V;,0) — (BZ; + 2CW;) - / K(t,s)Wds + Tr(C’aaT)} dt + (BZ; + 2CW;) - 0dBy.
0

By Theorem 4.1, we have
F(Xt? :'L.*7 ‘/;H O) S _2>\"th

Furthermore, for the memory term, separate the summation and apply Young’s inequality,

t t
(BZ; 4 20W5) - / K(t,s)Wyds = [(1 =2\ Zy + 7 'Wy) + ' W] - / K(t,s)y 'W,ds
0 0

2
1
< — (|1 =2X)Z; + v WP + v 2 W)?) 4 €

t
K(t,s)y 'W.d

IN

1 t
SR+ 2K [ (e - s)Ruds,
0

where in the last inequality, the first term follows from the definition of R, and the second term from the
Assumption 1, similar steps in (3.5) and the fact that v~ 2|W;|* < 2R,.
Finally, take expectation and let r(¢t) = ERy, it follows that

P (t) < —2Ayr(t) + ér(t) + 2| K2 /0 h(t — s)r(s)ds + v 2 Tr(o0 ™)

Take a = 2\y — 1, k(t) = 2¢||K[3R(t) and g(t) = 2 Tr(oo ). We choose £ = (2||K[|3 /(1)) ~"/2, therefore
by (4.9), we can apply Theorem 2.1, and it follows with appropriately constructed Cy that

r(t) < Cor(0)k(t) + Co(k * g)(t) = Cor(0)2e| K Iz h(t) + Co2e | K[I7 7~ Tr (o0 T)||All;.
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where the last term follows since g is a constant. Taking into account the value of €, the desired result follows,
where

Cs = V2CoERo | Kl (h(1)) "2, cs = V2Co||K|In(h()) =72 Tr (o0 T) |1A]);-
It is clear that ¢3 =0 if o = 0. O

We shall now consider the difference between (4.1) and its perturbation (4.2).

Theorem 4.2. Suppose (X;, Vi) and (X;,V;) satisfy the equations (4.1), and (4.2). If Assumption 1, As-
sumption 2, (4.8) and (4.9) hold, and moreover,

gt 29X > A(IK |7 R(p)) 2. (4.10)
Then let Ry = r((X¢, Vi), (Xt, ‘775))2 and assume synchronized coupling By, = By, it holds for all t > 0 that

ER; S (ERo+ |K — KI}) h(t) + |K = K1} Te(007),

where the constant depends on h, K, v, U and K. See (4.11) for explicit constants.
Proof. Denote the difference Z; = X; — X; and W, =V, — V.. Let B; = B, it follows that
dZ, = Wy dt,

AW, = AW, dt — uRZ, — (uVG(Xt) - uVG(X't)) dt — </Ot K(t,$)V,ds — /Ot K(t,s)V, ds> dt
Then we have
%Rt =(BZ; +2CW,) - {’th —uw(VU(Xy) — VU Xt </ K(t,s)Vsds 7/ K t,s) V ds)}
+ (2AZ; + BW,) - Wy + TI"(CO’O’T).
Separate the Markovian term and denote using I" as in (4.7), we have
%Rt =T(Xy, X4, V,, Vi) — (BZ; 4+ 20W,) - (/Ot K(t,s)Vyds — /Ot K(t,s)V, ds) +772Tr(o0 ).

By Theorem 4.1, it holds that ~ R
F(Xtv Xta ‘/:‘.7 ‘/t) S _2)\’th

Moreover, for the memory term,
t t
(BZ; 4+ 20W,) - (/ K(t,s)Vyds — / K(t,s)Vs ds)
0

<A =2X)Z + 77 "Wy) + 97 '] - (

/ SK (t,s)y ' Vids| +

/Kts W, ds

)

1 -
sg[(1—2A>Zt+v—1Wt|2+v—2|Wt|2]+e(’/ SK (e Vads| + / K(ts)y™ W, ds
0 0

2)
Take expectation and let r(t) = ER;. Recall the similar estimate as in (3.3), it holds

2

t
/ K(t,s)y 'W,ds| < |||K|||h/ h(t — s)E|ly ™ W, |2ds<2|||K|||h/ h(t — s)r(s)ds.

Moreover, Theorem 4.1 suggests that
Ely 'V 2 < 2Er((Xy, V3), (2*,0))? < 2C3h(t) + 2c5.
Therefore,

2 t

t
< 6K / Wt — $)E] -1V, [2ds < JOK |2 / Bt — 8)(2C3h(s) + 2¢5)ds

< KI5 (2C3Mph(t) + 2¢5]|hll, )ds

¢
IE/ SK(t,s)y 'V, ds
0
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We finally achieve
2 ~ t
r(t) < =22r(t) + Zr() + 2f:‘|||K|||i/ h(t — s)r(s)ds + 2¢ |0 K || (Cs My h(t) + cs|[A]),)-
0

Denote a = 2\y — 2/¢, k(t) = 2¢[| K[|3h(t) and g(t) = 2¢||6 K ||7 (CsMyh(t) + cs||/h||,). By Theorem 2.1, if we
take € so that

A 29X —2/e > 26|\|K|\|i/ e**h(s)ds,
0
which was enabled by (4.10), then with appropraitely constructed Cj, it holds
r(t) < Co(r(0)k(t) + k * g(t)).

We note that y ,
ke g(t) < 4IRIRISK R (CobZh() + csllnfl?)

Therefore, the desired result follows from
ER; < O4]’L(t) + c4q,

where
Cy = 2eCo|| K7 (ERo + 2eCs M |ISK|I7) ,  ca = 423 Coll KR NOK I3 IR (4.11)

It is clear that ¢4, = 0 if 0 = 0, as ¢3 = 0. Moreover, assume identical initial values X, = Xo and Vy = f/o,
both Cy and ¢4 scale with |0 K|, quadratically. O

The following Corollary is a natural consequence. The proof is similar to Theorem 3.3 and hence omitted.
Corollary 4.2. Under the same condition in Theorem 4.2, the 2-Wasserstein distance of the Law of (Xy, V;)
and (X, Vi) follows

W3 (Law (X, Vi), Law (X1, Vi) S (Er((Xo, Vo), (Ko, Vo))? + UK = K1) h() + IK — K3 Te(o0 ),

where the implicit constants are defined in (4.11).

Remark 4.3. The conditions (4.5) and (4.8) are satisfied when the friction coefficient 7y is large, correspond-
ing to the overdamped regime of the Langevin equation. However, numerical results suggest that contraction
may also occur for moderate values of v. This might be a result of the coupling technique applied in the proof,
as PDE techniques [8] can establish contraction behavior in the underdamped regime. Extending such quanti-
tative estimates to generalized Langevin equations with memory kernels remains an important and challenging
open problem.

5 Numerical Examples

We first illustrate Theorem 2.1 numerically. Then we validate the error convergence rate of the first-order
(Theorem 3.2) and second-order GLE (Theorem 4.2).

5.1 Preliminary results

Subexponential kernels Consider Theorem 2.10 in one dimension with
E(t) = c(t +a)P.

Suppose z(t) solves (2.7) with g(¢) =0 and

Then, by Theorem 2.1, we have z(t) < (t + a)~?. In the following experiment, we set o = 0.1, ¢ = 1, vary
B € [1.05,20] and a € [5,50], and generate trajectories for ¢ € [0,100]. For large t € [5,100], we fit z(t) ~¢~"
and compare the empirical decay r with the theoretical exponent 8. The results are summarized in Figure 1,
which confirms that the empirical decay agrees with the theory whenever a exceeds the threshold f(3). For
parameter pairs with a < f(8), the least-squares fit yields unreliable exponents, so we set the ratio r/8 to
zero in the plot.
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Figure 1: Left: Ratio r/f between fitted and theoretical decay rates for trajectories with power-law kernel
k(t) = (t +0.1)78. Optimal rate (r/B = 1) is observed whenever a exceeds the threshold f(3). Right:
Comparison of theoretical (black solid) and fitted (red dashed) exponential decay rates with kernel k(t) =
e Pt Fitted decay rates match the theoretical rates for a large range of 5 and a.

Exactly exponential kernels Consider Theorem 2.12 in one dimension with
k(t) = ce= P,

Suppose z(t) solves (2.7) with g(t) = 0. Then according to Theorem 2.1, the solution has an exponential
decay rate of

p(a,8) 1= 5[~(a+ 8) + /(@ T B — ad — ).

In the following experiment, we set ¢ = 1, vary 8 € [1,6], a € [1,10] and generate trajectories for ¢ € [0, 100].
For large t, we fit x(t) ~ exp(—rt) and compare the empirical decay rate r with the theoretical rate p(a, 3).
The result is presented in Figure 1. The fitted decay rates closely match the theoretical prediction p(a, 3)
across a wide range of 5 and a.

5.2 First-order GLE

In this example, we consider the one-dimensional (d = 1) first-order GLE (1.1) with perturbed equation (3.2).
Suppose the true kernel is translation-invariant and is given by

Kt)=@t+1)"

We assume four kinds of kernel perturbations,

Translation: K () = (t+ 1+ )4, a € [1,3];
Cut-off: K3(t) = (t+1)"* 1<, a € [0.1,3];
Dilation: K(t) = (t+1)7%72, a € 0,1];
Oscillation:  K4(t) = (t + 1)~ * cos(at), a € [0.1,4].

Translation corresponds to mis-specified short-term memory magnitude while preserving long-term effects.
Dilation reflects an overestimation of the power-law decay rate. The cut-off represents a finite-range approx-
imation of the kernel, and oscillation errors typically arise from frequency-based methods, such as inverse
Laplace transforms.

Let v = 3 and o = 1073. We choose h(t) = (1+t)~° and generate trajectories for 20 independent batches,
each initialized with random but identical initial conditions for both the true and the estimated trajectories.
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Figure 2: Numerical example for the first-order equation with a power-law kernel k(t) = (1 +¢)~* in dimen-
sion d = 1. Top: Scatter plots showing the relationship between the empirical error upper-bound constant
Oy estimated in (5.1), and the squared kernel perturbation error ||K — KJ||? under four types of pertur-
bations: translation, dilation, cut-off, and oscillation. Translation perturbations preserve the kernel decay
rate, yielding an approximately linear relation consistent with Theorem 3.2. In contrast, dilation and cut-off
perturbations modify the kernel decay behavior, leading to a higher-order decrease in Cs with increasing
kernel error. Such an effect also appears in oscillation, as it introduces negative memory. Bottom: The
decay rate of the trajectory difference, obtained by fitting in the log-log scale for representative trajectories,
is consistently close to 8, which is the decay rate of the square of K(t). This suggests that the selected
function h(t) = (1 +t)~% provides an appropriate and reliable upper bound for the observed decay.

From these simulations, we obtain an empirical estimate of

E|V; — Vi|?

G2 = S e Tr(oo ) (5-1)
According to Theorem 3.2, Cy is expected to depend linearly on the squared kernel error ||[K — K||?. For
various values of a in the kernel perturbation, we present the convergence of the constants Cy with the
squared kernel error ||K — K||? in the first row of Figure 2. Although the actual decay rate of the trajectory
error may exceed h, this choice guarantees that (3.6) holds uniformly across all perturbed kernels, providing
a common reference for comparing C5 across experiments. The trajectory decay rate is fitted and presented
in the second row of Figure 2.

5.3 Second-order GLE

In this example, we study the second-order GLE (4.1) and its perturbed form (4.2) in three dimensions d = 3.
The translation-invariant memory kernel is defined as

K(t) _ 67At — QefthT7

where A € R3*3 denotes a randomly generated symmetric matrix. It admits the eigendecomposition A =
QXQT, with ¥ diagonal, and the smallest eigenvalue of A is fixed to be 0.5. We examine four types of kernel
perturbations as before,
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Figure 3: Numerical experiments for three-dimensional (d = 3) second-order dynamics with a matrix-valued
kernel exhibiting exponential decay at rate 0.5. Top: Scatter plots showing the relationship between the
error upper-bound constant Cy, defined in (5.2), and the squared kernel perturbation error |K — K||? under
four types of perturbations: translation, dilation, cutoff, and oscillation. The first three scatter plots exhibit
an approximately linear relation, consistent with Theorem 4.2. The oscillation perturbations deviate from
the linear trend, reflecting the effect of negative memory and the comparatively large kernel error in this
case. Bottom: Fitted decay rate of the expected value of the Lyapunov distance of the difference E[R;]
presented in log scale. The fitted rate is approximately 1, which corresponds to twice the decay rate of the

kernel, consistent with Theorem 4.2. The upper bound used here, h(t) = =% may not be optimal but
remains universal across all perturbed kernels.
Translation: Ky (t) = Qe~&+aDtQT, a € [0,0.5];
Cut-off: K3(t) = Qe '1,<,Q ", a € [1,20];
Dilation: Ks(t) = Qe ST a € [0,1];
Oscillation:  K4(t) = Qe~>* cos(at)Q T, a € [0,1].

We set v = 10 and choose U to be a confining potential such that x = v = 10 and Ls = 0.01. The noise
level is set to o = 107%. We choose h(t) = e~ which decays slightly slower than e=29-5 = ¢~ 5o that
Assumption 1 holds uniformly over all perturbations. We then generate trajectories over 20 independent
batches and compute an empirical estimate of

E[R,]

R T e (5:2)
where R; = r((Xy, V4), (X, V;))? denotes the squared Lyapunov-type distance between the true and estimated
trajectories. As stated in Theorem 4.2, the constant C} is expected to scale linearly with the squared kernel
discrepancy || K — K |? since the initial values coincide. The scatter plots are presented in the first row of
Figure 3. The actual decay rate of the Lyapunov distance function is close to one, exceeding the decay rate
of h. The choice of h is intended to provide a consistent basis for comparing the scaling of Cy and |[K — K||3.
The decay rates of several representative trajectories are shown in the second row of Figure 3.
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6 Conclusion

This work establishes a trajectory-wise error analysis framework for generalized Langevin dynamics with
approximated memory kernels. Our analysis quantifies how trajectory discrepancies evolve according to the
decay rate of the underlying kernel and provides explicit, time-uniform bounds that scale with the weighted
kernel error. Unlike previous studies that focused on moment or equilibrium estimates, the present approach
yields path-wise control over prediction accuracy and extends naturally to subexponentially decaying ker-
nels, for which classical Gronwall-type arguments fail. The combination of Volterra resolvent theory and
synchronized coupling allows for a unified treatment of both first- and second-order dynamics, including non-
translation-invariant and matrix-valued kernels. Numerical experiments confirm that the empirical decay of
trajectory differences aligns closely with theoretical predictions.

Future directions include incorporating fluctuation-dissipation-consistent noise processes and extending
the analysis to the underdamped Langevin regime with small friction 7, where hypocoercivity interacts
nontrivially with memory effects. Such extensions would further bridge microscopic stochastic modeling with
effective non-Markovian representations in coarse-grained dynamics.
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