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Analysis of a Stratified Kraichnan Flow*
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Abstract

We consider the stochastic convection-diffusion equation
O0(t,x) =vAl(t,x) + V(t,z1)0,0(t, ),

fort > 0 and « = (z1,z2) € R?, subject to §y being a nice initial profile. Here, the
velocity field V' is assumed to be centered Gaussian with covariance structure

Cov[V(t,a),V(s,b)] =d0(t —s)p(a—b) foralls,t>0anda,beR,

where p is a continuous and bounded positive-definite function on R.

We prove a quite general existence/uniqueness/regularity theorem, together with a
probabilistic representation of the solution that represents 6 as an expectation func-
tional of an exogenous infinite-dimensional Brownian motion. We use that probabilistic
representation in order to study the It6/Walsh solution, when it exists, and relate it to
the Stratonovich solution which is shown to exist for all v > 0.

Our a priori estimates imply the physically-natural fact that, quite generally, the
solution dissipates. In fact, very often,

1
P< sup sup \9(t,m)|:0(—) ast—oco0p=1 forallm >0, (0.1)
Jz1|<m z2€R ﬁ

and the O(1/+/1) rate is shown to be unimproveable.

Our probabilistic (Lagrangian) representation is malleable enough to allow us to
analyze the Stratonovich solution in two physically-relevant regimes: As ¢ — co and as
v — 0. Among other things, our analysis leads to a “macroscopic multifractal analysis”
of the rate of decay in (0.1) in terms of the reciprocal of the Prandtl (or Schmidt)
number, valid in a number of simple though still physically-relevant cases.
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Kraichnan Flow

1 Introduction and general description of results

Let V :={V (¢, x)}+>0.4cr denote a centered, generalized Gaussian random field that
is white in its “time variable” ¢ and spatially-homogeneous in its “space variable” x, with
spatial correlation function p. Somewhat more precisely, we suppose that the covariance
structure of V is described as follows:

Cov|[V(t,z),V(s,y)] =t —s)p(x—y) foralls,t>0andz,yecR, (1.1)

where
p: R — R, is assumed to be continuous. (1.2)

We rule out degeneracies by assuming further that
p(0) > 0. (1.3)

Choose and fix a constant v > 0. Our goal is to study the behavior of the solution,
if and when one indeed exists, to the following Stochastic Partial Differential Equation
(SPDE):

00(t,z,y) =vAl(t,z,y) +V(t,z)0,0(t,z,y) fort>0andz,yecR, (1.4)

subject to 6(0) := 6(0,-,-) = Oy for a nicely-behaved initial profile 6, that might be
random or non random, but independent of V' in any case.

The SPDE (1.4) is an example of the Kraichnan model, and describes the turbulent
transport of a passive scalar quantity immersed in an incompressible two-dimensional
fluid; see Kraichnan [42, 43] and §10 below. The stratified velocity field V' has a form
that was introduced by Majda [47, 48] in a slightly different setting.

If V were instead a reasonably nice function, then (1.4) can be, and has been,
analyzed by both probabilistic and analytic methods. See, for example, Cranston and
Zhao [22], Osada [52], and Zhang [59], and their combined bibliography. In the present,
rough/random, setting, the situation is a little different. In this case, there are two
standard ways to solve the SPDE (1.4). One of the approaches works as follows: One
first interprets (1.4) pointwise as an infinite-dimensional Stochastic Differential Equation
(SDE),

d0(t) = vAO(E) dt + 0,0(t) o AW (1), (1.5)

where “o” denotes the Stratonovich product, and ¢ — W (t) := |, !

o V(s)ds denotes an
infinite-dimensional Brownian motion with covariance form

Cov[W(t,x),W(s,y)] =min(s,t)p(x —y) foralls,t>0andz,yeR.

Then, one solves (1.5) by appealing to the theory of stochastic flows (see Le Jan and
Raimond [46]). The intricate details of this solution theory can be found in Chapter 6 of
the book by Kunita [45].

The pointwise nature of the SDE (1.5) suggests that in order for (1.5) to have a unique
strong solution, the correlation function p has to be reasonably smooth. As far as we
know, the strongest theorem of this type currently requires that p € C%*¢ for some ¢ > 0;
see Kunita [45] and especially Remark 5.6 below.

The second approach to SPDEs of type (1.4) is to view it as an Ito-Walsh type
SPDE, and use ideas from Sobolev-space theory; see [19, Section 3.7] for example.
This approach requires a general “coercivity condition” that turns out to have some
connections with the relation (1.6) below. In this context, Krylov [44] has recently
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Kraichnan Flow

developed a powerful LP theory, where the analytic approach is carried out to analyze
the regularity theory of more general SPDEs of the form

d [e's) d
= ij _ou ik k k
du E a (t,x)axiamj + f(t,x,u,Du) dt+k§=1 (i; o (t’x)axi +g (t,x,u)) dwy ,

4,J=1

where {w"}$° | are i.i.d. standard Brownian motions, and the basic idea is that the above
equation defines a homeomorphism between the solution space (called stochastic Banach
spaces) and the space of initial data. The study of the particular equation is thus reduced
to the study of the functions in the solution space, which is still quite involved.

The starting point of the present article is to take a different, third, approach to the
Kraichnan SPDE (1.4), and try and produce a unique solution to (1.4), with the following
nearly-minimal requirements in mind:

(1) pis assumed only to satisfy (1.2) and (1.3); and more significantly,

(2) The product of V(¢,z) and 9,0(t, x,y) in (1.4) is interpreted as an [t6/Walsh product,
as opposed to the Stratonovich product.

The utility of (2) will become apparent soon, after we describe applications of our theory
to the detailed analysis of the solution of (1.4).
As it will turn out, one can prove that (1.4) has a unique strong It6/Walsh type solution
when, and only when,
v > 2p(0). (1.6)

This is unfortunate because, in terms of the underlying fluid problem, condition (1.6)
implies that the fluid is allowed to experience only low levels of turbulence. After all, v is
inversely proportional to the Reynolds number of the fluid, and % p(0) denotes turbulent
diffusivity. One can state this limitation of (1.6) in another essentially-equivalent manner:
If (1.6) holds then we cannot study the Kraichnan model in the fully-turbulent regime
v = 0, in spite of the fact that the fully-turbulent regime is the subject of a vast literature
on this subject. For some of the more modern treatments, in the case of the full Kraichnan
model, see Celani and Vincenzi [17], Grossmann and Lohse [34], Holzer and Siggia [36],
and particularly Warhaft [56], as well as their combined, extensive bibliography.

Our aim to reconcile these seemingly-contradictory assertions naturally leads us to
study the following slightly more general 1t6/Walsh type SPDE,

80(t,x,y) = 11030(t,x,y) +v20,0(t,x,y) + 0,0t x,y) V(t, ), (1.7)

fort > 0 and z,y € R. Here, v; and v, are positive parameters, and the initial profile is
still a nice possibly-random function 6, that is independent of V. Thus, the shear-flow
model (1.4) is the same as the SPDE (1.7) in the case that v; = v5. Moreover, it turns
out that the mentioned analysis of (1.4) generalizes immediately to show that (1.7) has a
unique It6/Walsh solution provided that condition (1.6) is replaced by

ve > 3p(0); (1.8)

there are no restrictions on v; other than strict positivity.

We will use ideas from the Malliavin calculus in order to represent the solution to
(1.7), probabilistically, in terms of an exogenous Wiener measure; see Theorems 5.8 and
8.1 below. That probabilistic (Lagrangian) representation has a number of consequences,
many of which are the central, most novel, findings of this paper.

As a first application of our probabilistic representation we construct a Stratonovich-
type solution to (1.7), and in particular to (1.4) using only conditions (1.2) and (1.3).
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In order to describe this work in more detail let {¢.}.~o denote a suitably-regular
approximation to the identity on R; x R and define V, = ¢. « V for all € > 0, where the
space-time integral in the latter convolution is understood as a Wiener integral. It is not
difficult to see that the two-parameter Gaussian random field V. is almost surely C*>
for every fixed € > 0. Therefore, the following regularized version of (1.7) is a standard
linear PDE, albeit with a random velocity term V:

8t95(taxay) = Vlazee(taxvy) + VQaiaf(t’xay) + 8y98(t7x7y)‘/5(t"r)7
subject to 6.(0) = 6.

It is an elementary fact that this has a weak solution 6. for every ¢ > 0 (in the sense of
PDEs) that is C' in the y variable, and C*° in all variables when 6, is smooth .! We will
use our probabilistic representation to prove that, as ¢ | 0, the random field 6. converges
in a strong sense to the solution of (1.7), but with v, replaced by v4 := v, + £p(0); see
Theorem 7.2 for a precise statement. This yields a particular infinite-dimensional version
of the Wong-Zakai theorem ([58]; see also McShane [50] and Ikeda, Nakao, and Yamato
[38]) of classical It6 calculus. In light of the work of Wong and Zakai, it makes sense to
refer to the preceding solution to (1.7) as its “Stratonovich solution,” which we will do
henceforth.? In any case, because v := v5 + 1p(0) > 1p(0) tautologically satisfies (1.8)
for every v, > 0, it follows that (1.7) has a Stratonovich solution—in the sense that we
just described—for every possible v, v5 > 0. Moreover, the Stratonovich solution to (1.7)
with parameters v, 5 > 0 coincides with the I1t6/Walsh solution to (1.7) with parameters
v1 and v4 := v5 + 1p(0). In particular, our probabilistic representation of the solution to
the It6/Walsh formulation of (1.7) immediately yields also a probabilistic representation
of the Stratonovich solution. Set v; = v, to see that the Stratonovich solution to the
Kraichnan model (1.4) with parameter v > 0 is, in particular, the It6/Walsh solution to
(1.4) with parameters vy = vand vy = v + % p(0). And that the solution exists provided
only that p is continuous and non degenerate [see (1.2) and (1.3)]. This is a significant
improvement over the current state of existence and uniqueness of the Stratonovich
solution to (1.4). Let us emphasize further that the said solution also has a probabilistic
representation in terms of an exogenous Wiener measure. Thus, we may yet again apply
that probabilistic representation to study the Stratonovich solution to (1.7) in greater
detail.

One of the immediate corollaries of our probabilistic representation is that the
Stratonovich solution to (1.7) converges as v — 0 to a nice random field that is formally
the method-of-characteristics solution to the inviscid form of (1.7); see Corollary 7.3.
More precisely,

t
li%H(t,:L',y):é)O <1,y/ V(s,x)ds), (1.9)
v 0

where the convergence holds in N, L*(Q) and the Gaussian random field fg V(s,z)ds
will be defined rigorously in §5 below. The preceding result is not consistent with some
of the physical predictions of this field (see, for example, Warhaft [56, §5]). Closely-
related results can be found in other parts of the literature as well; see for example,
Bedrossian and Coti Zelati [4], Bernard, Gawedzki, and Kupiainnen [5, 6], Eyink and
Xin [29, Ref. 21], and Vanden Eijnden [54]. In order to have a solution with properties
that are consistent with the various existing physical predictions, one needs to initialize

1This deterministic fact can be proved using the Fourier-analytic methods of the present paper, but a
textbook treatment of this deterministic fact can be found in Evans [28, Theorems 3, 4, and 7 7, pp. 365-3671]
when (z , y) take values in a bounded open subdomain of R® instead. Similar ideas work for R¢ as well.

2It might be possible to show that our “Stratonovich solution” is in fact associated to a Stratonovich-type
integration theory. We have refrained from doing that here, as it seems to be of secondary relevance.
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(1.7) not with a nice function #y—as we have done above—but rather with a singular
measure 6; see also Bernard et al [5, 6]. A particularly natural choice is the point mass
o = Jp @ o on (0,0) € R2. Our theory extends fairly readily to cover such singular initial
profiles. In those cases, we obtain results that are consistent with—and perhaps also
better explain—some of the existing predictions of the literature. An example of such a
result is that, when 0y = §y ® &y, the Stratonovich solution to (1.7) satisfies the following:
lim, _,o+ E[6(t,0,y)] = co for all ¢t > 0 and y € R; whereas lim, _,q+ E[6(t,2,y)] = 0 for all
t>0,y€R,and 2 € R\ {0}; and in fact the limiting auto-covariance function of 6(¢),
normalized suitably, can be computed exactly, when v | 0 (see Theorem 8.2 below). We
remind the reader that when 6y is a nice function, the behavior of E[§(¢,x ,y)] is radically
difference as v | 0; see (1.9). For more details on this topic see Theorem 8.2.3

One of the a priori consequences of the approach of the present paper is the physically-
natural fact that the Stratonovich solution [or It6/Walsh solution, for that matter] to the
Kraichnan model (1.4) typically dissipates with time; that is, 6(¢t) — 0 as ¢ — oo [in a
strong sense, in fact]. Moreover, the optimal dissipation rate is shown to be of sharp
order 1/\/{5 as t — oo when 6 is a nice function; see Theorem 2.3, Proposition 2.7, and
Remark 6.1.

By contrast, the exact rate of dissipation of 6(¢) is shown to be of sharp order 1/t
when the initial data is 0y = dg ® dp;. See Theorems 9.1 and 9.2; see Eq. (9.3) for a
related observation. For instance, based on the preceding claim, one expects t6(¢,0,0)
to be a.s. of sharp order one as t — oo. This turns out to be not quite true on the level
of the sample-function trajectories; in fact, it turns out that ¢6(¢,0,0) dissipates in a
“multifractal” fashion as ¢ — oo. Slightly more precisely put, we will use our probabilistic
representation of the solution to show that, when 6y = dg ® Jy and p is a constant, the set
of times where t0(t,0,0) goes to zero faster than (log#)~° a.s. has “macroscopic fractal

dimension”
20V

2(6) := max (0’1_p(0)> for all > 0. (1.10)
Though the details are likely to change, we expect the preceding macroscopic multifractal
formalism to continue to hold in the more physically-interesting case that p is non
constant. Unfortunately, we have no ideas on how to carry out the analysis in the general
case.

One can restate (1.10) as follows: When 6y = dg ® dg, the Stratonovich solution to (1.7)
decays as t(log t)‘5 on non trivial, macroscopically fractal, time sets of fractal dimension
2(6) € (0,1) for every value of § > 0 less than p(0)/(2v). Note that this discussion
applies to the Stratonovich solution and, as such, (1.10) and the ensuing remarks apply
to all values of v > 0.

Figure 1 shows a large-time simulation of ¢t6(¢,0,0)—for the Stratonovich solution
to (1.4)—with v = 1077, up to time ¢t = 10°. And Figure 2 shows a large-time simulation
of two trajectories of t6(t,0,0)—for the Stratonovich solution to (1.4), using the same
noise—where the parameter v of the more fluctuating graph (red) is 14% of the v of
the other (blue). Perhaps one can recognize the large-time multifractal, intermittent
structure of ¢ — 0(¢,0,0) in these simulations?

Within the confines of the present, restricted model, these results rigorously justify—
and give mathematical language to—some of the fluid intermittency assertions of the
turbulence literature. See Mandelbrot [49, Section 10] for a detailed discussion of this
broad topic.

Throughout this paper, we consistently adopt the following notational convention,
often without making explicit mention.

3As is explained also in due time, the function I'(*) of Theorem 8.2 is reserved to represent the Stratonovich
solution to (1.7) in the case that 8y = dp ® do.
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nu= 1e-07 , rho(0) =1
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Figure 1: A simulation of the intermittent behavior of ¢ — t6(¢,0,0). The “Gamma” on
the axes refers to our later notation for the Stratonovich solution 6 in the special case
that g = dg ® dg. See (8.4).
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Figure 2: A simulation of two versions of ¢ — t6(¢,0,0) - for the same noise — where
the parameter v for one (red) is 14% of the v for the other (blue). The “Gamma” on the
axes refers to our later notation for the Stratonovich solution # in the special case that
0y = dg ® dp. See (8.4).

Conventions. If Z € L*(Q) is a complex-valued random variables, then ||Z|; :=
{E(|Z]*)}/*.
Whenever F is a real-valued function on R, x R?, we write ¢t — F(t) for the function
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that is defined by
F(t)(a,b):=F(t,a,b) forallt>0anda,becR.
Furthermore, we write F'[b] for the function that is defined by
Fbl(t,a):=F(t,a,b) forallt>0anda,becR,

for every three-variable function F on R, x R2.

2 The Ito/Walsh solution

In this section we study the generalized Kraichnan model (1.7), a special case of
which [see (1.4)] is of particular interest. Namely, we consider the SPDE,

Z6=0,0-V on(0,00) x R*, where & :=09; — 110, — 110, (2.1)
subject to §(0) = 6. The product of V' and 0,0 is interpreted in the It6 sense.

2.1 A presentation of the main results

Let (t,z) — pgy)

that is,

(z) denote the fundamental solution to the heat operator 9; — v9?;

2

P (2) = pW(t, z) == (drwt) /2 exp (—&) forallt > 0and z € R. (2.2)

Because (t,z,y) — pg"l) (z) - pE”Z)(y) defines the fundamental solution to the operator .Z,

we can define the notion of a mild solution to (1.4) as in Walsh [55]. Namely, we have
the following.

Definition 2.1. We say that (t,x,y) — 0(t,x,y) is a mild solution to (2.1) when 0 is a
predictable random field (see [55]) that satisfies the following:

(1) For everyt > 0 and z € R, the random function y + 0(t,z ,y) is a.s. C'; and

(2) Forallt >0 andx,y € R,
bit.x.9) = [ o (e = @l (g~ B)oo(a . b) dact
R
+ / ) (@ — a)p{"(y — 6)3,0(s ,a,b) V(s,a) ds dadb,
]R+><IR2

almost surely, where the final integral is interpreted as a Walsh integral, and is
tacitly assumed to exist in the sense of Walsh [55]; see also Dalang [23].

Appendix A below highlights a summary of some of the salient features of Walsh
stochastic integrals.

We pause to say two things about Definition (2.1). First, recall that p is the Fourier
transform of a finite Borel measure p on R (Herglotz’s theorem). This is because p is a
correlation function that is bounded and continuous [see (1.2)]. In particular,

0 < pla) = / cos(az) 5(dz) < p(R) = p(0)  foralla € R. 2.3)
[The nonnegativity of p(a) holds by assumption.]
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Our second remark on Definition 2.1 is this: (2.3) ensures that a sufficient condition
for the existence of the stochastic integral in Part (2) of Definition 2.1 is that 6 is a
predictable random field such that

y— 0(t,x,y)is C' a.s. forevery t > 0 and 2 € R, and

sup E <|8y9(t,x,y)|2) < oo for every compact set K C (0,00) x R?. (24)
(t,z,y)EK

One can also consider weak solutions [in the sense of PDEs] instead of mild solutions.
We introduce/recall that notion next. But first let us recall that the formal adjoint to .Z is

L= =0y — 1102 — 1/285.
Definition 2.2. We say that 6 := {6(t,2,y) }+>0,2,ycr iS5 @ weak solution to (1.7) if:
(1) 6(t) is a.s. locally integrable on R? for every t > 0;
(2) Foreveryt >0 and x € R, the random mapping y + 0(t,z,y) is a.s. C*;

(3) For every non-random vy € C.(0,00) and 1,1y € #(R); i.e., the Schwartz func-

tions on R.
(0,27 Q) 12k xR?) = / 0 0(t,xz,y)p(t,z,y)V(t,z)dtdedy a.s., and
(0,00) xR?
(2.5)
1561 (0(t) ;91 @ ) 2 gzy = (B0, %1 @ P2) 2y 10 L*(Q), (2.6)

where, for everyt > 0 and z,y € R,

(Y1 ®@12)(w,y) = 1(x)Y2(y) and @(t,x,y) :=o(t) - (Y1 @ Y2) (z,y),

and the stochastic integral on the right-hand side of (2.5) is tacitly assumed to
exist as a Walsh stochastic integral.

The main result of this section is an existence and uniqueness theorem about It6/Walsh
solutions of the generalized Kraichnan model (1.7). Before we state that result, let us
identify four requisite technical criteria that will be assumed to hold throughout this
section. The first is condition (1.8) that we recall next.

Assumption | (A low-turbulence condition). v > 1(0).
We will also need three regularity hypotheses on the initial profile 6.
Assumption Il (Integrability in the second variable). There exists i € (0, 1] such that

sup [ (g0 ) lidy < 0o for every k> 2.
zeR

— 00

Assumption Il (Smoothness in the first variable). There exists « € (0, 1] such that for
every k > 2 there exists Cy = Cy(k,a,v) > 0 such that

/ ||00(I7y) - ao(x/ay)”kdy < C’O|z - x’|04 for every I,ZL’/ € R.

— 00

Assumption IV. 0, is independent of V, and is continuous a.s.

Armed with these four conditions, we are ready to present the main existence and
uniqueness theorem for the It6/Walsh solution of (1.7).
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Theorem 2.3 (Existence and uniqueness). Recall that the correlation function p : R —
R, is continuous and bounded. If, in addition, Assumptions I, II, III, and IV hold, then
the generalized Kraichnan model (1.7) has a mild solution 6 := {0(t,2,y)}+>0,z,ycr in
the sense of Definition 2.1 and 6 satisfies (2.4). Moreover, 0 satisfies the following:

1. 0 is also a weak solution in the sense of Definition 2.2;

2. Iff is any other predictable random field that sgtisﬁes (2.4), (2.5) and that g(t, x,y)
is also the Fourier transform of a random field U(t,x,&) in the third variable, where
U also satisfies (2.15), then 6 and 6 are modifications of one another; that is,

P{H(t,az,y) :~(t,x,y)} =1 foreveryt>0andz,y € R.

Finally, the following dissipation estimates are valid: Ast — oo,

sup E(|0(t,z,9)2) = O(1/t) and sup E(|8y0(t,x,y)\2) =0(1/2). @7
z,yeR z,yeER

Remark 2.4. Suppose that there exists « € (0, 1] such that for every &k > 2

_ /
C=C(k,a):= sup 16o(z, y) 90<x’y)”k<oo. (2.8)

z,z/yER |SC - :L./|o¢
x#x’

Suppose also that Assumption II holds; that is, suppose that

A=Amww:wg/ 17190z, )1 dy < oo

z€R J —c0

By Chebyshev’s inequality, supIE]Rf| 160(z,y)|lx dy < Ag~" for all ¢ > 0. Therefore,

yl>q

/ quw—%wwmmy<ng%uwwwwamm+/n%uwwwwdwmw
%) ye y|>q

< 20|z —2'|* +2A4¢7".

Optimize the right-hand side over the ancillary parameter ¢ in order to find that

/ 160(2r, y) — B0 (', y) [ dy < 24 CHD VDL [1 4= 1] [ — o/ (4,

— 00
In other words, Assumption II and a standard continuity-type condition such as (2.8)
together imply that Assumption III holds [with v := an/(1 + 7)].

Let us mention also the following result on the regularity of the solution of (1.7),
which has an additional Holder-continuity requirement [see (2.9)]—at the origin—for the
correlation function p.*

Theorem 2.5. Suppose there exist w € (0,2] and C, > 0 such that
p(0) — p(2) < Ci|z|”  forall z € R, (2.9)

and that there exist o, € (0, 1] such that for every k > 2 there exists a real number Xk
such that _
E (|6o(a,b) — Oo(a’,)[F) < A {|a —da'|** +|b—V/|F}, (2.10)

4In fact, the following well-known argument from Fourier analysis implies that (2.9) is a uniform Hélder
condition: (2.3) ensures that for all a,b € R,

ola) = pit)l < [~ ptz) =2 [ /T=cosl(b— D2)p(d2) < 20 [p(0) — b — ]

oo

etaz _ elbz
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uniformly for every a,a’,b,b’ € R. Then, with probability one:

RS ﬂ ¢>"Y ((0,00) x R?)  a.s.,

0<s< 3 min(a,(w/2)
0<z<min(a,(w/2)
0<y<(¢

where ¢*%Y((0, 00) x R?) denotes the space of all real-valued, locally Hélder continuous,
functions f : (0,00) x R? — R such that the respective Holder exponents ofa — f(a,-,-),
b— f(-,b,-),andc— f(-,-,c) are s, z, and y.

Remark 2.6. It is a well-known fact that w < 2 unless p(z) = p(0) for all z € R. Here is
the short proof: By Fatou’s lemma and (2.3),

imint 2O PE) 5 1 / 22 p(dz).

z—0 22

If p is not a constant function, then (2.3) ensures that p # p(0) 6 and hence [~ 22 p(dz) €
(0, 00]. This is enough to imply that w < 2, as desired.

Theorems 2.3 and 2.5, and their proofs, have a number of consequences. We mention
some of them next in order to highlight the “physical” nature of the Kraichnan SPDE
(1.7). The first consequence is about the dissipative nature of the solution to (1.7). We
emphasize that the following uniform a.s. decay rate is consistent with the distributional
one from (2.7).

Proposition 2.7 (Dissipation). Suppose the conditions of Theorems 2.3 and 2.5 are met.
Then, for every m > 0, the following is valid with probability one:

sup sup\é)(t,x,yﬂ:O(l/\/i) ast 0.

|z|<m yeR
We will see in Remark 6.1 below that the dissipation rate 1/ \/t is unimproveable.

Next we mention three back-to-back consequences of Theorems 2.3 and 2.5. These
results are the analogues of the maximum principle in the present, stochastic setting.

Proposition 2.8 (Positivity). Suppose that the conditions of Theorems 2.3 and 2.5 are
met, and that P{0y(x,y) > 0} =1 for all x,y € R. Then,

P{0(t,x,y) >0 forallt >0andx,y € R} =1.

Proposition 2.9 (Conservation of mass). Suppose that the conditions of Theorems 2.3
and 2.5 are met, and P{[”_6y(z,y)dy = 1} = 1 for all z € R. Then,

P{/ 0(t,z,y)dy=1 fora11t>0anda:GIR}:1.

Proposition 2.10 (Comparison). Suppose that the conditions of Theorems 2.3 and 2.5
are met for 0y and another initial data 6. Let ¢ and ¢ denote the solutions to (1.7),
subject to respective initial data 6, and 6,. Then,

p (9@) <0(t) forallt > 0 \ 0y < 50) =1,

provided additionally that P{f, < 6y} > 0.
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2.2 Outline of the proof of Theorem 2.3

As was observed by Majda [47, 48], the stratified structure of the velocity field V' in
(1.7) lends itself well to an application of the Fourier transform in the variable y (see
also Bronski and McLaughlin [9, 10, 11]). With this in mind, let us define U to be the
Fourier transform of ¢ in its y variable; that is, somewhat informally,

Ut,z,£) ::/ eYO(t, x,y) dy. (2.11)
In order to prove Theorem 2.3, we first prove that U exists, and has a sufficiently good
version, thanks to Assumptions I through IV. And then we invert the Fourier transform
(2.11), thereby also establish the existence and uniqueness of 6 as a by product.

Unfortunately, (2.11) is an informal definition: It will turn out that 6(¢,z,-) is in
general not integrable with probability one for all ¢ > 0 and x € R. Still, one can think of
U as a Fourier transform provided only that §(t,z,-) € L} (R) a.s.® The ensuing a priori
estimates will show that this local integrability property holds under Assumptions I-IV.

By analogy with classical linear PDEs, if the random field U were at all well defined,
then it would have to solve the complex-valued SPDE,

atU(t,.T,g) = VlaiU(t?x7€) - V2£2U(t ’ m»é-) + ’LfU(t ) Z‘,f)V(t,QT), (212)

subject to U(0) = 50. One can interpret (2.12) easily as an infinite family of complex-
valued, but otherwise standard, I1t6/Walsh SPDEs, one for every ¢ € R. As such, it is not
difficult to solve it in order to obtain the random field U. We plan to “invert” the Fourier
transform operation—compare with (2.11)—in order to construct #. This endeavor will
require the assumptions of Theorem 2.3. If and when this is possible, it is not hard to
prove that this procedure will yield the desired solution to (1.7), as well.

As an aside, let us mention that one could think of (2.12) as a two-dimensional,
real-valued SPDE as follows: Define X := ReU and Y := ImU in order see that (X ,Y)
solves

KX (t,x,§) :VlﬁiX(t,x,f)—V2§2X(t,x,§)—fY(t,:z:,f)V(t,x),

(2.13)
QY (t,x,6) =ndY (t,x,6) =Y (t,z,6) +EX(t, 2,V (¢, x),

subject to the obvious initial condition. In the case that 15 is replaced by zero, the
SPDE (2.13) is related loosely to the mutually-catalytic super Brownian motion system of
Doring and Mytnik [27]. Though there also are obvious differences between (2.13) and
such super Brownian motions as well.

We now return to the construction of the random field U. In accord with the theory of
Walsh [55], we seek to solve (2.12) by rewriting it as the following Walsh-type stochastic-
integral equation:

Ut,z,§) = / P (@ — &\ Uy (', €) da’ — va€? ( P (@ — & YU (s, 2/, €) ds da’
— 0o 0,t)xR

+i€ P (@ —2)U (s, 2, )V (s,2') ds o,
(0,t) xR

where p(”) denotes the fundamental solution of the heat operator 9; — 1/6% ; see (2.2).

SRecall that the weak-L? Fourier transform of f € L}OC(IR) can be understood formally via the Parseval
relation,

oo 1 o0 —~ —_
[ s@r@ae= o [ dofva
— oo T J—oc0o
formalized by interpreting both sides as continuous linear functionals that act on ¢ € CS°(R).
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The preceding is a complex version of the sort of SPDE that is treated in Walsh
[55]. Therefore, it is not hard to use the technology of Walsh [55] to prove that (2.12)—
equivalently, (2.13)—has a unique strong solution, among other things. The following,
perhaps more interesting, a priori result estimates carefully the moment Lyapunov
exponent A, of that solution by showing that

Aa(z,€) :=limsupt ' log [|U(t,z,&)||]2 < —vo + 2p(0)  forall z,& € R. (2.14)
t—o00

Though we have not attempted to derive a matching lower bound, we believe that the
preceding inequality is an identity. In any case, we can see from (2.14) and Assumption I
that \s is strictly negative. A quantitative form of (2.14) will allow us to “invert” (2.11)
under Assumption I, and hence establish Theorem 2.3.

The derivation of (2.14) requires some care, in part because the solution to (2.12) is
complex valued. So we shall proceed with care, paying careful attention to numerical
constants that arise along the way.

The above bound for )\, is based on the following, more useful, quantitative result.

Theorem 2.11. Suppose U(0) : (z,£) — Uy(x,€) is a jointly measurable random field
that is independent of V and satisfies sup, . E(|Uo(z,€)|¥) < oo for every ¢ € R and
k > 2. Choose and fix some v5 > 0. Then, for every £ € R, (2.12) has a mild solution U|[¢]
that satisfies the following for every e € (0,1),t > 0, and z,£ € R:

0
supE (|U(t,z,8)|°) < e ?exp <—2 {1/2 — p()z] 5215) supE (|Uo(z,9)[?). (2.15)
z€R 2(1-e¢) zER

Moreover, any other such mild solution is a modification of U[€]. Finally, for alle € (0,1),
t>0,and x, ¢ € R,

sup B (0t ) < e exp <k |1 - G20 ) supE (U, ).

Once we have a good version of U that has a well-controlled second-moment Lyapunov
exponent, we can readily “invert” the Fourier transform in (2.11) in order to obtain the
solution 6 to the Kraichnan model (1.7). In the remainder of this section we carry out
the above program.

The astute reader might wonder why we have included bounds for all high-order
Lyapunov exponents when we claim that the important one is the second-moment
Lyapunov exponent \;. The reason will become apparent when we use the high-order
Lyapunov exponents to obtain some of the required a priori regularity; see the discussion
that follows Lemma 4.1 below, for example.

2.3 Stochastic convolutions

Owing to Definition 2.1, linear SPDEs are related to “stochastic convolutions” in
a manner that is analogous to the relationship between linear PDEs and space-time
convolutions. In this subsection we develop some norm inequalities for stochastic
convolutions. We will use these inequalities in the next subsection (see §3) in order to
verify Theorem 2.11.

Let us start with a more-or-less standard definition.

Definition 2.12. Suppose ® = {®(t,x)}+>02cr iS @ space-time random field. We say
that ® is Walsh integrable if ® is predictable in the sense of Walsh [55] and satisfies

t o] 00
/ ds/ dx’/ dz” pi'fs) (x — x’)pgils) (x —2")E (|®(s,2")P(s,2")]) p(z’ — 2"") < o0,
0 —00 —0o0

for everyt > 0 and z € R. If ® is complex valued, then we say that ® is a Walsh
integrable if the real part and imaginary part of ® are both Walsh integrable.
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Next is a simple extension of a standard definition to the present, complex-valued
setting.
Definition 2.13. Let ® := {®(¢,x)}i>0.cr be a complex-valued, space-time random
field. We say that ® is predictable ifRe ® := {Re ®(t, ) }i>0.0er andIm @ :={Im ®(¢, x) }4>0,2¢er
are predictable random fields—in the sense of Walsh [55]—both with respect to the same
filtration of o-algebras.

On a few occasions we will refer to the following simple fact, which is isolated as a
little lemma for ease of reference.

Lemma 2.14. Let & := {®(¢,x)}1>0.cr be a complex-valued predictable random field
that satisfies

/ ds/ da’ / da” p{") (x — 2" )p{" ) (x — 2" )E (|B(s , ) (s ,2")]) < 00,  (2.16)
for everyt > 0 and x € R. Then, ® is Walsh integrable.

Proof. Since |zw|? > (Re z-Rew)? + (Im z - Imw)? for every two complex numbers z and
w, we take square roots in order to see that

|Rez-Rew|+ |Imz - Imw| < 2|zw| forall z,w € C.

Thus, we may use this with z = ®(s,2’) and w = ®(s,z”), take expectations, and appeal
to (2.3) in order to find that, forallt > 0 and z € R,

/ds/ dx/ dz” p§”{j ’)pglfs)(x—x”)E(\ReCD(s,x’)-Re@(s,x”)\)p(x'—x”)
/ s / do’ / da’" p{)(x — 2')p{"") (x — 2" )E (Im (s ,a’) - Im &(s.,2")]) pla’ — 2”)
/ ds / d’ / da” p) (@ — a")p") (w — " )E (|8 (s ,a”) - B(s.2")])
which is finite. O

Thanks to Lemma 2.14, in order to verify that a random field ® := {®(¢,2) }+>0,2er
is Walsh integrable, it suffices to check that ® is both predictable and satisfies the
integrability condition (2.16). We first verify the latter integrability condition by develop-
ing a “stochastic Young’s inequality” as in Foondun and Khoshnevisan [31] and Conus,
Khoshnevisan [20]. With this aim in mind, let us introduce some terminology.

Definition 2.15. Let us define, for every complex-valued space-time random field ® =
{®(t,x)}t>0,2cr and all real numbers k > 2 and § > 0,

Nie,s(®) := supsup e || ®(t, z)||. (2.17)
t>0 z€R

Clearly, every N, s is a norm on the vector space of all space-time random fields
that have finite N, g-norm, provided that we identify two random fields when they are
modifications of one another (as one always does, any way). The following shows a
sufficient condition, in terms of the norms in (2.17), for the integrability condition (2.16)
to hold.

Lemma 2.16. If ® = {®(¢,x) };>0,2¢cr iS @ complex-valued, space-time random field that
satisfies /\/'2,5(@) < oo for some § > 0, then ® satisfies the integrability condition (2.16).
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Proof. By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,
E(|2(s,2")®(s, 2")]) < sup 12(s, )13 < ** [No(@)]7,

uniformly for all s > 0 and 2/, 2" € R. Because [~ p,g”ls)( )Jdw =1forall 0 < s < t, this
proves that

t
[as [ [ sl -l - B 0 #0050 < W@ [ s
0

026t

< = )]
53 N2 (@),
which is finite. O

We now state and prove the stochastic Young’s inequality that was alluded to earlier.

Lemma 2.17 (A stochastic Young’s inequality). Let ® = {®(¢, ) }1>0,0cr be a complex-
valued, predictable random field that satisfies Nk’ﬁ(@) < oo for some k > 2 and 8 > 0.
Then, for all v > 0, the stochastic convolution,

(p(”) ® @) (t,x) = / pgu)s(a: —2)®(s,2")V(s,z')dsda’ (2.18)
0,t) xR
is a well-defined, complex-valued Walsh integral for every t > 0 and « € R, and
N (p(”) @@) < C’“pé ) N (@), (2.19)
where
1 ifk=2,
cp = (2.20)
8k ifk > 2.

Definition 2.18. In order to make future notation consistent, from now on we tacitly
assume that (p*) ® ®)(0,z) = 0 for all z € R and all predictable, 2-parameter random
fields ®.

Before we prove Lemma 2.17, let us make two more observations.
Remark 2.19. The preceding lemma says that (p(*) ® Re ®)(¢,z) and (p*) ® Im ®)(t, x)
are well-defined Walsh integrals, and tacitly defines
¥ ®@)(t,z) = (" ®Re ®)(t,2) +i(p") ® Im D) (t, ),

for every ¢t > 0 and x € R.

Remark 2.20. A moment’s thought shows that (2.19) is short hand for the moment
inequality,

i k/2
E (‘ (p<V> ® <I>) (t,x)‘ > < <Ck2péo)) [Nis(®))Fe® forallt>0,8,v>0 andz € R, .
Of course, this inequality has content when, and only when, N, 5(®) is finite.

Proof of Lemma 2.17. Choose and fix t > 0 and = € R, and define, for every 7 € (0, ],

M, = 2\ (z — 2)B(s, 2V (s,2') ds da’
0,7)xR

= / pgy)g(:z: —2')Re®(s,2")V(s,2')dsda’
0,7) xR

—I—i/ pgli)s(ac—x')ImiI’(s,x’)V(s,x’)dsdx’.
(0,7)xR
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The theory of Walsh [55] and Lemma 2.16 together ensure that M is a complex-valued,
continuous local martingale that is indexed by (0,¢]. This means that both Re M :=
{Re M} c(0,4 and Im M := {Im M, } ¢ (o are real-valued, continuous local martingales
[in the usual sense], both with respect to the same filtration. Because

Re M, = P (x — 2 )Re®(s, ')V (s,2’)dsda’ for 7 € (0,1], and
(0,7)xR

ImM, = P (x — 2)Im®(s, ')V (s,a2')dsda’ for T € (0,1,
(0,7) xR

it follows from Walsh’s theory that the preceding local martingales have respective
quadratic variations,

(ReM)_ / ds/ dcc”/ dz’ pt é (z —x )pg )é(x —2")Re ®(s,2"\Re ®(s,2")p(x' — "),
0
(Im M) _ / ds/ dx”/ Az’ p (@ — 2 ) (x — /) Im @ (s, 2" ) Im & (s, 2" )p(z' — ).

We may now borrow from the proof of Lemma 2.16 as follows: Fubini’s theorem and
(2.3) together yield

B (R M) < p0) [as [~ @ [7 aat 2o - e - ) IR R(s, 20 [Re (5,2,

2
<o) [as( [ L(m—w>|Re<1><s,x’>||2)
t 00
0 [ as [ st fo =) IRe (o)
—o0o

since [7 pg”L( )dw = 1. The same inequality holds when we replace Re M by Im M.

Therefore

£ (‘ (r @ @) (W)\Q) =B (M) =B (|Re MiJ?) + B (jm M, )
< p(0) /Ot EIGIEH(I)(S,@)H; ds.

We multiply and divide, inside the integral, by exp(—23s) and maximize the resulting
integrand in order to see that

B (|00 5 ) o] ) < o0 Was( [ as < 2YZE .

Take square roots, divide both sides by exp(/5t), and maximize both sides over ¢ and z in
order to deduce the announced bound—see (2.19)—for Ngyg(p(”) ® @) in terms of cy.

For the L*(Q2) norm inequalities we appeal to the Carlen-Kree [16] bound on Davis’
optimal constant [26] in the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality [12, 13, 14] in order to
see that

B (Re My ") < (48)/7E ((Re M)ST)
(2.21)
B (|tm My [*) < (46)"/2E ({1m M)f7%)
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By working directly with the formula for (Re M);, and thanks to the Minkowski inequality,
we can see that

| (Re M), Hk/z

/m/ MJ‘MpW ") (@ — o) [Re ®(s 2/ )Re B(s , 0

/m/ MJ“Mp“ ) ( — 2) [Re (s, '), [Re (s, "),

In the last line we used the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality in the following form: || XY||/2 <
| X||x]|Y||x for every X,Y € L¥(€2). In any case, the preceding yields

| (Re Myl 5 < A%/ MJ‘M¢@wwm@< ) [B(s ) [B(s, 2]l
< p(O)/ sup [ ®(s ,a)||? ds (2.22)
0 a€R

<O Wis@)" [ e s

026t
< 20 s,

The same inequality holds, for the same sort of reason, if we replace the real part of M
by its imaginary part. Therefore, by (2.21),

E (‘ (p(V) ® (ID) (t,x)‘k) =E (|Mt|k)
< olh=2)/2 {E <|Re/\/lt| ) +E (|Im/\/lt|k)}

8k k/2 ( (Re M) k/2) +E ((Im/\/l)f/2)}

C k/
<<@§» et [N 5(D)]

[It might help to recall that ¢, := 8k because k£ > 2.] Take kth root of both sides, divide
both sides by exp(ft), and then optimize over ¢ and z to finish. O

In some of the ensuing applications—for example see Lemma 3.9—the factor 5~1/2
on the right-hand side of (2.19) will be too crude; see also Remark 2.20. The following
finite time-horizon variation of Lemma 2.17 will be used in such instances.

Lemma 2.21. Let ® = {®(¢,x) }1>0,0er be a complex-valued, predictable random field
that satisfies Ny, s(®) < oo for some k > 2 and 3 > 0. Then,
supsup sup B (|(p) ® ®)(s,2)[*) < (16p(0)k)"* sup sup E (|@(s ) ")
v>0z€R s€(0,t) z€R s€(0,t)

Proof. It is easy to see that sup,cg sup,c(o+ E(|®(s,2)[") < exp(Bkt)[Np(@)]" < oc.

Now, by the Burkholder-Davis—-Gundy inequality and the second inequality in (2.22),

E (|(p<"> @Refb)(t,a:ﬂk) < {4p(0)k "eup ||<I>(S,a)||ﬁds}k/2

0 a€eR
< (4p(0)kt)*/? sup sup E (|@(s,a)[").
a€R s€(0,t)
The same quantity bounds the kth moment of (p ® Im ®)(¢, z). The lemma follows readily
from these observations. O
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3 Proof of Theorem 2.11
In order to prove Theorem 2.11, it is convenient to first define a new random field «
via ,
u(t,z,&) =S WU(t,x,) [t>0,z6cR], (3.1)

and note that if U[¢] is a mild solution to (2.12) for every ¢ € R, then u[¢] would have to
be a mild solution to the following stochastic PDE for every £ € R:

opu(t,x,€) = 102u(t,x, &) +ilu(t,x, &) V(t,); (3.2)

subject to ug(z,&) = Up(x, ) for every x € R. That is, for every ¢ > 0 and z,£ € R,

u(t,z,£) = /_OO P (z — 2 yug(a!, €) da’ + i€ (p(yl) ®u[§]) (t,z) as., (3.3)

where “®” denotes the stochastic convolution operator; see (2.18). This is because the
fundamental solution to the PDE,

0U(t,2,§) = 107U (t,2,§) —eU(t,z,8),

is e*”ﬁztpgyl)(x), and hence the following is the mild formulation of (2.12):

Ulta,9) = [ e = 900,52,z

T e (3.4)

+z§/ ds/ dz QD,(ES)(I—,Z)(YV25 U (s,2,6)V(s,2).
0 —00

One can also understand (3.2) as a system of two coupled, real-valued SPDEs. Indeed,
let X := Rew and Y := Imu, in order to see that, for every ¢ € R, the pair (X[¢], V[¢])
solves the SPDE

8tX(t7x7$) = Vlazx(tvxaf) 7£y(t71’7§) V(t,l’), and
OY(t,x,8) =ndY(t,x,6) +EX(t,x, ) V(t,z),

on (0,00) x R, subject to the following initial condition[s]: For all z,¢ € R,
X(O7I7§):Re§0(x7§) and y(O,I7£):Im§0(I’7£)

We plan to prove the following equivalent formulation of Theorem 2.11.

Theorem 3.1. Suppose ug : QxR? — C is a measurable random field that is independent
of V and satisfies sup,cp E(|ug(z,€)|*) < oo for every k > 2 and £ € R. Choose and
fix some vy > 0. Then, for every £ € R, (3.2) has a mild solution u[{] that satisfies the
following for every k > 2,¢ € (0,1), t > 0, and z,£ € R:

_ kckp 0 52
sup B (Ju(t, 2, 1) < = exp (SO0 ) sup B (jua(e, ).
zeR 2(1—¢) z€R

where c;, was defined in (2.20). Furthermore, suppose v[¢] is a mild solution (3.2) for

every £ € R, for k = 2 and some ¢ € (0,1). Then, v is a modification of u.

The above is a ready result of a series of quantitative bounds, which we develop
next.® With Theorem 3.1 in mind, let us begin with a standard Picard iteration argument.
We first define

uo(t,x, &) = up(z,§) forallt > 0 and z,£ € R.

5The proof of Theorem 3.1 can subsequently be found right before Theorem 3.5 below.

EJP 0 (2016), paper O. ejp.ejpecp.org
Page 17/66


http://dx.doi.org/10.1214/EJP.10.1214/YY-TN
http://ejp.ejpecp.org/

Kraichnan Flow

Then, we define iteratively for all n > 0,

wrlt.8) = [ = e el + i () @ ) (0), (35)

where “®” denotes stochastic convolution; see (2.18). The preceding is well defined
provided that the final Walsh integral is well defined; see Definition 2.12. That is, if u,[¢]
is a predictable random field for every ¢ € R, and satisfies

/ ds / A’ / dz” p*) (2" )p*) (2~ "B (Jun(s , o', E)un(s , ", £)]) pla’ — ") < oo,

for every t > 0 and z,£ € R. The following lemma will ensure that this is the case.

Lemma 3.2. Assume the hypotheses of Theorem 3.1 are met. Suppose also that there

exists an integer n > 0 such that u,[€] is a predictable random field. Then, for every

¢ € R, up41[€] is a predictable, two-parameter random field. Moreover; for all £ € R,
€(0,1), and k > 2

Nig, (uns1l€]) <e” sgp luo(a, &)k, (3.6)
where ,
B 1= B.(k €, p(0) &) = gff(_)f)Q

and where c¢;, was defined in (2.20).

(3.7)

Proof. The predictability of w,1[£] follows from the predictability of Reu,11[£] and
Im uy,+1[¢], which in turn follows from the following standard fact from stochastic analy-
sis:

/ ds/ dzp(”1 (x — 2)un(s,2)V(s, z)

is predictable whenever u, (s, z,£) is [18, 55]. We verify (3.6), which is the main message
of Lemma 3.2.
First of all,

H/ ) (2 — 2 g2, €) da’

uniformly for all ¢, 3 > 0 and z,£ € R. This bounds the first term on the right-hand side
of (3.5). We now estimate the second term, using Lemma 2.17, as follows:

< sup [lug(a, &)k = Nesg (uol€]), (3.8)

k acR

N (i69") @ uale]) = [6Nes () @ nle]) < 1/ LETE NG ().

Therefore, (3.5) yields
cxp(0)€?
283

for every n > 0 and £ € R, and for every 5 > 0. We now make the particular choice that
B = B«, where 3, is given in (3.7): In this way we obtain the recursive inequality,

Nie,g. (un+1[€]) < N, (uol€]) + (1 — )N g, (un€]),
valid for all £ > 2 and n > 0. We iterate this inequality in order to find that

Ni.s (unt1[€]) < Nig (wol€]) + N, (un[€]),

n+1
Nig. (unia[€]) < Nieg, (uol€]) D (1 —e) <&7! sup [[uo(a, €)
=0 ac
see (3.8). This is another way to state the lemma. O
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Next we present two a priori regularity results; see Lemmas 3.3 and 3.4. Both lemmas
will be improved above later on. But, logically speaking, we will need the a priori form of
these lemmas first in order to establish the existence of a solution before we can use that
solution in order to establish our later, improved regularity results. This is unfortunate,
as it makes the proof of Theorem 2.3 somewhat lengthy. But we do not know of another
rational argument that bypasses this lengthy procedure. Thus, we begin with an a priori
regularity result in the space variable.

Lemma 3.3. Assume the hypotheses of Theorem 3.1 are met. Suppose also that there
exists an integer n > 0 such that u,[{] is a predictable random field for every £ € R.
Then, for every real numberk > 2,t >0 and z,2,£ € R,

E <|Un+1(t7%§) - Un+1(t72,f)|k)

k
k kY oo ko lz—2|
<2 ZEEE(|UO(G7£)| ) min (2 . W)

0)ke2\ /2 At \1E/2
_|_24k ('0()5> supE (‘Uo(a,§)|k) 616/’(0)’625% \;1: _ Zlk {log_i_ ( ezt 2)] )
TV, a€R |z — 2|

Proof. Choose and fix an integer n > 0 and real numbers k > 2,¢t >0, € R,and z,z € R
that satisfy |z — z| < 1. Thanks to (3.5) we can write

||un+1(ta$a€) - un+1(t727§)”k <+ T27

where

T, = / [P @ = ') = p{" (2 = )| Juo (@, ), A,

om0 (5 ) 00~ (5 ) .9,

According to Lemma 6.4 of Joseph et al [21] (for the explicit constant mentioned below
see the bound for p; (|z|) in the proof of Lemma 6.4 in [21], all the time remembering
that their constant »/2 is v; in the present setting),

(3.9)

o0
1 < sup Juo(a, € / P (@ — o) — " (2 — ') da’
a€ —o0 (3.10)

|z — 2|
sup ||uo(a, &)||x-
<E2 sup fuo(a. )|

Also, a trivial bound yields

P (@ — 2"y + p{" (2 — 2

oo
Ty < sup |Juo(a, &)]lx /
acR

dz’ < 2sup [[ug(a, &) ||x-
a€R

Therefore,
7 <min (2, 22} sup uo(a, &) @.11)
<min | 2, -sup ||uo(a, . .
! VTt aeg 0 F

See also Lemma 6.4 of [21].

When ¢ = 0, we have 7o = 0 and (3.11) completes the proof in that case. Now
consider the case that £ # 0.

We may observe that

() @ unle]) (t.2) = (P @ unlé]) (¢, 2)|

k

k
k

/( e (P =) = p2) (= ) pun(s, ', OV (s,0/) ds da’
)X

(3.12)

=E
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As before, we consider Re u,, and Im u,, separately, using the Burkholder-Davis—-Gundy
inequality. Let us fix n > 0, t > 0, and z, z,{ € R, and write

D(s,2') = p" )z —2') = p{")(z —2') and R(s,2’) = Reun(s,z', ),

forall s € (0,t) and 2’ € R. We respectively define T5; and 75, to be the same expressions
as T», but with u,[£] replaced by Reu,[¢] and Im u,[£]. Then, we use similar ideas as
those that were used in the proof of Lemma 2.17 in order to see that

k

T2kl = |f |kE

/ D(s,z)R(s,z")V(s,z")dsda’
(0,t)xR

< (4p(0)ke?)F/2E ({/Ot ds /_Z da’ /_O; dz” |D(3,x’)D(s,m”)R(s,x’)R(S,x'/)q k/2> .

In particular,

k/2
T3 < (4p(0)ke*)*/? :
k/2

/ot {/ o:o [D(s 2" )Rs, )] dx/}Q s

thanks to the triangle inequality. Two back-to-back applications of Minkowski’s inequality

now imply that
00 2
{/ |D(5,x’)R(s,z’)|dz’}

2

2 t
< 4p(0)k /
0

ds

k
t
= 4p(0)k/
0 k
t

<api [ | [ il IRG ) dx’r ds.

ds
k/2

/ D(s, 2" YR(s,2")V(s,z")dsda’
(0,t) xR

/_OO |D(s,2")R(s,z")|dx’

In particular,

2

/ D(s, 2 YR(s,6)V(s,z')dsda’
(0,t) xR

k

t o0 2
<o)k [ s IRGs, 0l | [ [~ o) e - )| 0| as
0 ac —00

: _ 2
< 4p(O)k [ supllun(s,a, )2 |22 n2| ds;
0 acR v (t — s)

see (3.10). The same bound holds if we replace R(s,z’) = Reu,(s,2’,€) by Imu, (s, z’, ).
Therefore, this and (3.12) together yield

t —
12 < 16p(0ke? [ sup fun(s.a. 02 |2 na| as
0 acR v (t — s)

Thus, we learn from Lemma 3.2 [with ¢ = % say] that

t J—
73 < 2O swp oo, I - [ O | LA na) g
a€R 0 v (t — 8)
4 2 2 32p(0)ke3t ! |z — 2|2
< 2'p(0)k€? sup luo(a,€)|F 2/ OFEE [ 1IE—ZL A4l ds.
a€R 0 V1S
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For every a > 0,

i 4t 4t
/ (a/\4)ds:a+aln(\/1><2a10g+(>.
o \s a a

Therefore,
2 k&2 : A7t
T, < 28 2p(0)ke? sup ||uo(a, &)|lx o160(0)kE>t & — 2|4 [log, (7”/12) (3.13)
V1 acR |z — 2|
Since
E (|u7l+1(t7x ’5) - un+1(t727§)|k) < Qk(le + TQk)a
we can deduce the lemma from (3.11) and (3.13). O

The following is an a priori regularity result in the time variable, and matches the
result of the spatial Lemma 3.3.

Lemma 3.4. Assume the hypotheses of Theorem 3.1 are met. Suppose also that there
exists an integer n > 0 such that u,[¢] is a predictable random field for every ¢ € R,
and that (3.6) holds for all k > 2, except with u, 1 there replaced by u,, here. Finally,
suppose that there exists o > 0 such that for every k > 2 there exists a real number M
such that

supE<|u0(a,§) —uo(b,f)\k) < Myla — bJF, (3.14)
£ER

for all a,b € R. Then, for every real number k > 2,t,h >0, and z,£ € R,

E (|un+1(t+h,l‘,f) _un+1(t7xa€)‘k>

%F kO{+1 (4V1)ka/2hk‘a/2
Jr

<3k

+2 x (2304p(0)&k) F12 320 (O)R7€* (t+1) SlelgE (Juo(a,&)|") hk/2,
a

Proof. In accord with (3.5), we may write
lunsi(t+h,2,8) —unsr(t,z, ), < Ty + T2+ T3,

where

ST

)

k
Ty = I¢] ‘ / P (@ = 2 Yun(s 2, )V (s, a) dsda||
(t,t+h) xR k
Ty = I¢] ‘ / (@ — o) = pl") @ = ) fua(s o, OV (s, ') ds da’
(0,t)xR k

We will estimate these in turn.

In order to estimate T3, first let B := {B;};>( denote a Brownian motion, run at speed
214 so that p;? is the probability density function of B; for every ¢ > 0. By the conditional
form of Jensen’s inequality,

TF = |[E [uo(@ + Brrn &) — uo(w + Be,€) | o If <E (Juo(Bean &) = uo(Be, ") -
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Because (3.14) ensures that

E (|U0(Bt+h ;&) — uo(By ,f)|k ’ B) < My |Bpyn — Bt|ka7

the tower property of conditional expectations yields

SYVE S TMy (ko +1\]YF N
e} [ (52 e o

If ¢ =0, then T = T3 = 0 and the lemma is proved in that case. From now on we
consider the case that £ # 0, and proceed to estimate 7> and 73 in this order.

We estimate 7> by following a similar reasoning as was done in the proof of Lemma
3.2. Namely, we first appeal to the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality (as was done
surrounding (2.21)) and (2.3) to see that

Ty < (16kp(0))"/2(¢[*x

k/2
X E [/ / ! / dz” ps)_ (- ' )p) S(z—x”)un<s,xc5>un<s,x~,§>]

The factor (16k)*/? is put in place of the usual (4k)*/? to account for two appeals to
the BDG inequality: One for the real part and one for the imaginary part, and also the
inequality of the type ||®[|7 = [|[Re ® +ilm ®||? < 2(|Re ®||? + [|Im ®||3). In any case, the

preceding yields
t+h 0o 2
[ e s 9l } s
t —00

t+h 00 2 k/2
<(16kp(0))’“/2|£’“{ / [/ o s<x—x'>un<s,x',s>|kdx'} ds}

k/2
Ty < (16kp(0))*/2[¢[*E

— 00

< (16k:p(0)h)k/2|§\ksup sup E (|Un(7,a»§)|k)-
a€R T€(t,t+h)

Therefore, the definition (2.17) of the norm N; k,3,, and the definition (3.7) of the constant
B« together yield
TF < (16kp(0)h)™/2|¢[FelTMBE [N 5 (un[€])])" .

Consequently, we may appeal to (3.6)—with u, 4 there replaced by u,, here—in order to
deduce the following:

16kp(0)h\ F/?

TF < (52()> |§|ke(t+h)ﬁ*ksuEE(|u0(a,§)|k). (3.16)
ac

Finally, we estimate 75. Define

D(s,z') :—pij_l}z Jz—a)=p")(z—2a') foralls>0anda €R,

where we are viewing ¢, h, and z as fixed numbers to simplify the notation in the ensuing
calculation:

TE < (16kp(0))*/2]¢]'B [/{ | |D<s,x'>un<s,w',§>|dx’}st]m

—00

C e 5 Y K/2
< (16kp(0)*?|¢[Fsup  sup  E (Jun(r,a,8)[¥) {/0 {/ |D(s7x’)|dx’} ds} :

a€R r€(t,t+h) —0o0
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Then, by arguing as before we find that

oo

— 00

16kp(0)\ "% 1k (tampr Ny LR L
S (52> [§]%e i ZEEE(WO(G,EN) /O {/OOID(S,I)dx} ds )

The final object [under { - - - }*/2] involves a real-variable integral that is easy to estimate
directly, as follows:

1w oe L[ i
<[l o ! “’)H |
/dsl“/ dw/ p,<>]

Apply the triangle inequality, |w?/(4v172) — 1/(2r)| < w?/(4v17?) + (2r)~L. We integrate
the dw-integral first in order to see that

t 00 2 t s+h dT 2
/ {/ |D(3,x’)|dx'} dsg/ 2/\/ — | ds
0 —o00 0 s r

‘ 9 k/2
TE < (16kp(0))/ €[ oK [AF, 5. mmﬂ’“{/o [/ 'D“’x')'dxl] ds}

1
4V1r2 2

< 4h

as can be seen by examining the integral according to whether or not ¢ < h/2. Thus, we
obtain the following:

k/2
TF < (64%"(0)> |¢[FeFTMBE sup B (Jug(a, €)*) . (3.17)
a€ER

Since
B <|un+1(t + h,iE,f) - un-‘rl(t?I)f)

we may combine (3.15), (3.16), and (3.17), and set € := 1/2 [to be concrete] to finish. O

’“) < 3ETE 4 3R TE 4+ 3RTE

With the preceding technical results in place, we can now prove Theorem 3.1 easily
by following a standard argument which we sketch briefly for the convenience of the
reader.

Proof of Theorem 3.1 (a sketch). Now we have established the joint measurability of u,,
for all n, we follow and adapt the proof of Lemma 3.2 in order to prove that

cxp(0)€2
283

for every 5 > 0. The particular choice g = (., where f, is given in (3.7), implies
then that {u,}22, is a Cauchy sequence in the norm N, 5,. Theorem 3.1 follows with
u = lim,,_yoo U, Where the limit holds in the norm Nk,g*. O

Nie,s(Uny1[€] — unlé]) < Nie,s(un €] — un—1€]),
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The preceding lemmas will play a role in establishing the following regularity result.

Theorem 3.5. Assume the hypotheses of Theorem 3.1 are met. Assume also that there
exist a,v € (0, 1] such that for every k > 2 there exists a real number Ay, such that

E (IuO(ﬂc,f) - uO(x’,ﬁ’)lk) < Ap (| — 2P + g — ¢ 7), (3.18)

uniformly for all x,2',£,¢ € R. Then, the solution (t,x,£) — u(t,x,&) to (3.2) has a
version that is Holder continuous on R, x R2.

Remark 3.6. The proof of Theorem 3.5 shows that, in fact, the 3-parameter stochastic
process (t,z,&) — u(t,x,€) has a version that is Holder continuous with respective
indices %(a A1) — ¢ (in the variable t), (& A 1) — € (in the variable z), and v — ¢ (in the
variable ¢)—for every fixed ¢ > 0—uniformly on compact subsets of R, x R2.

Theorem 3.5 will follow immediately from Lemmas 3.7, 3.8, and 3.10 below, after
an appeal to a suitable form of the Kolmogorov continuity theorem (see [24], for an
example). Therefore, we will not write a proof for Theorem 3.5. Instead we merely state
and prove the following three auxilliary lemmas.

Lemma 3.7. Assume the hypotheses of Theorem 3.1 are met, and that (3.18) holds.
Then, for every real number k > 2,t >0, and z,2,£ € R,

E(Ju(t,2,&) —ult.z,6)[")

<2 Az — 2|k

2p(0)ke2 */> L
+ 16" (p()§> supE (Jug(a,£)[*) el g — 2t {long <||2)] .

Yy a€R xr—z

Proof. We can follow the proof of Lemma 3.3, and adapt the argument, in order to see
that foralln € Z,

E (|Un+1(t>$7f) - un+1(t,27€)|k) < 2FTF 4 28T,

where

< Allg/k|1' - Z|a>

k

T = H/w (@) {uo(a’ — 2, €) — up(a’ — 2,€)} da’

by (3.18) and Minkowski’s inequality, and 7> was defined in (3.9). Estimate 75 by (3.13),
then let n — oo and use the fact—see the proof of Theorem 3.1—that lim,, _, o uyn(a,b,c) =
u(a,b,c) in Lk(Q) for all (a,b,c) € Ry x R? in order to complete the proof. O

Similarly, one can let n — oo in Lemma 3.4, and appeal to Fatou’s lemma in order to
deduce the following inequality. It might help to also compare (3.14) and (3.18) to see
that Mk < Ak.

Lemma 3.8. Assume the hypotheses of Theorem 3.1 are met, and that (3.18) holds.
Then, for every real number k > 2,t,h > 0, and z,£ € R,

E(|u(t+h7x,§)—u(t,x,§)|k)

Ap [ ka+1 . .
< 3R 2D (FOT DY) (g ykal2pkal2 4 9 (2304p(0)€2k) "/ 232 ORE ) up B (Jug(a, €)]F) B2,
\/E 2 a€R

The following addresses the same sort of estimate that Lemma 3.8 does, but now in
the case that t = 0. The reasoning is slightly different, and so we include a proof.
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Lemma 3.9. Assume the hypotheses of Theorem 3.1 are met, and that (3.18) holds.
Then, foralle € (0,1), k>2,h€0,1], and z,£ € R,

E (|’U/(h7q,‘7§) — ’U/Q(.’L‘yf)|k> < 6hko¢/2’

where

5 _ Ay o FA D+ 0)/2)]"
: k/2

£ L (640(0)€%K)"7? exp (

supE (|u0(z 75)‘k) ;
zeR

kckp(0)52h>
2(1—¢)?

for the same constants c;, and Ay that appeared respectively in (2.20) and in (3.18).
Proof. Forevery k > 2, h >0, and z,£ € R, we may write
E (lu(h,2,€) —uo(z,&)|*) < 2T +T3),
where
T = || 6+ wole) (@) — wo(a,©)|| and Toi= |- || (p @ ule]) ()| -

Evidently,
i </ P (@) lluo(a — 2, €) — uo(z, &), da

< Ai/k/ la]*p (a) da [by (3.18)]

_ 224 P ((14 )/2)
VT
Moreover, we may appeal first to Lemma 2.21 and then to Theorem 3.1 in order to see
that

he/2.

T, < (16p(0)&%kh) Y2 sup sup |[u(s ,z, )|
z€R s<h

< (16p(0)€%k)" 2 exp (Ckp(0)€2h

SO sup luo(e ©)l V.

Combine the estimates, using the fact that h*/2 > v/h whenever h € [0, 1]. O

Finally, in the next lemma, we establish a regularity result in the auxilliary variable &.
We emphasize that the following result holds under exactly the same conditions as does
Theorem 3.1, together with (3.18) which will turn out to be an innocuous condition on
up.

Lemma 3.10. Assume the hypotheses of Theorem 3.1 are met, and that (3.18) holds.
Then, for all real numbers k > 2 and R, L > 0,

|u(taa’§)_u(t7a7§/)k> < Q.

S:= sup sup supE
& —¢&'|F

l€],1€'|<L t€[0,R] a€R
lg—¢'I<1

Remark 3.11. The proof in fact shows that

S < 19252 | Ay + (2p(0)kR)*/? sup E (luo(a,b)[¥) | 20O KR,
ac
[bI<L

see (3.23) below.
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Proof. By (3.3),
||U(t,$,§) —’U,(t,.’L‘,fl)Hk ng —|—T2+T3,

where:

Tim [ =) (e, ) — un(e' ) d's
—lg-¢1-| 0" @ uleh(t, )| ;

k
and

(") @ ule])(t,2) - () @ ulg)(t, )|

We now estimate 77, 15, and 73 in this order.
Clearly,

L

Ty < sup luofa. ) — uola. ), < AL e €T (3.19)
a

Thanks to Theorem 3.1 and Lemma 2.17, N, g(u[¢]) < oo for some . Therefore, we
may first apply Lemma 2.21 and then Theorem 3.1—in this order-in order to see that for
everye € (0,1),

Ty < (16p(0)kt) 2 sup sup |Ju(s,z, )|y - € — ¢/

z€R s€(0,t)
(3.20)
_1 1/2 Ckp(o)ggt
(160000 exp (SO ) sup e )l €1
Finally, the most interesting term T3 we hold ¢, £, and ¢’ fixed and define
D(s, ') :=u(s, 2", &) —u(s,2’,&') forall s e (0,t) and 2’ € R,
in order to see that
k
= |¢'|*E ’/ pguls —2\D(s,2")V(s,z')dsda’ (3.21)
k/2
< (4p(0)R)* 21 |'E ( ds dx / da’" pi")(w —a")pi")( — 2") [D (s, 2)D(s ") ) ,

thanks to a by-now familiar appeal to a suitable form of the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy
inequality. And another familiar calculation now reveals that the latter expectation is
bounded from above by

{ / ds / da’ / da’ p{"")(x ’>p§':13<x—a:">||D<s,a:'>z><s,x">m}
IS 2 k/2
<{/ (/ p£”13<x—x>||7><s,x>|kdx') ds}
0 —00

t k/2
<{ [ swinearias)
0 a€R

We now plug this inequality into (3.21) and combine with (3.19) and (3.20) in order to
conclude that

k/2

2
Do)l < 474 = €17 4+ 6000k 2 exp (FEPED sup ol )l -le ~ €

¢ 1/2
+ {4p(0)|g’|2k/ sup | D(s , a)][; ds} .
0 a€R
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Because the right-hand side is independent of x, and since ¢, < 8k for all £ > 2, we may
optimize the left-hand side and write

E(t) := sup ||D(t,a)||; forallt >0,
acR

in order to see that’

2
B(0) < 347 e — ¢+ 45Okt oxp (5L ) sup ol )17 ¢ - €
z€R

t
T 12p(0)[€2H / E(s) ds,

forallt >0ande € (0,1). Sete := % to be concrete, and appeal to Gronwall’s lemma
and the fact that 0 < < 1 in order to deduce the following:®

2 12
E(t) < [SAi/ 6 = €1 +48 - 4p()kt O sup uo @, I - 16 5’2} o120k
2
< [SAi/ 448 40(0)k1 sup ol E] PO g

uniformly for all ¢t > 0, £,£ € R that satisfy
[€-¢1<1 and [§ VI <L (3.22)

Thus, we can exchange the respective roles of £ and ¢’ in order to arrive at the following
moment bound:

supE (Ju(t, @, )~ u(t,a,€)")

acR

k/2 )
< [3Ai/’“ +48 - 4p(0)kt sup ||uO<x,£>||i} SOOI e ¢tk (3.23)
reR

< 19242 {Ak +(20(0k1)"/? supE (uo<x,s>|’“>] SHROLK e g,
x€

uniformly for all ¢ > 0 and &, £’ € R that satisfy (3.22). This completes the proof. O

4 Proof of Theorem 2.3

We have laid the groundwork for the proof of Theorem 2.3 and begin the task of
proving that result now.
Thanks to Assumption I of the Introduction, there exists ¢ € (0, 1) such that

p(0)

V2>m.

4.1)
Throughout the proof, we choose and fix this e € (0, 1).

Suppose 6y := {0y(z,y)}2,yer is @ 2-parameter, complex-valued random field that
satisfies Assumptions I-IV of Section 2. Then, among other things, the following random
field is well defined and independent of V:

oo

up(z,§) = 50(37,@ ::/ ey (x,y) dy [z,& € R). 4.2)

— 00

7We have also used the elementary inequality, (a + b + ¢)? < 3(a? + b2 + ¢?), valid for all a, b, c € R.
81t might help to recall that ¢;, < 8k for all k& > 2.
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Indeed, the integral is well defined because 6 is continuous (Assumption IV) and because

sup [luo(z, &)l < sup / 160z, )i dy < o0 (4.3)
z,§ER z€RJ —o0

by Assumption II. By Assumption III, for every z,2’,£ € R and k > 2,

oo

160 (2, y) = Oo(2", )|l dy < Cola — 2|,

oz, €) — uo(a’, )|k < /

where Cy = Cy(k). And since

e —e™®| = \/2[1 —cos(a—b)] < 2(Ja—b| A1) <2la—b" foralla,beR,

for every n € (0,1], z,£,¢’ € R, and k > 2,

oo

|uo(z, &) —uo(z,&)|lr < 26 —£&|" Sup/ ly["16o(a, y)|lx dy,
acR

— 00

which goes to zero as £ — £ by Assumption II. These computations, in conjunction, verify
the hypotheses of Theorems 3.1 and 3.5. Let us record these conclusions next.

Lemma 4.1. Suppose ug is defined by (4.2), where 6, is a 2-parameter, complex-valued
random field that satisfies the Assumptions I-IV of Section 2. Then u, satisfies the
assumptions of Theorems 3.1 and 3.5; that is:

1. sup, ¢ep luo(w, &)k < oo forall k > 2;
2. uyg satisfies (3.18) with v = 7.

Thus, it follows from Theorems 3.1 and 3.5 that the SPDE (3.2) has a unique random
field solution u[¢] for every ¢ € R, starting from initial data uy given by (4.2); and that u
is Holder continuous, as guaranteed by Theorem 3.5. Finally, u is subject to the moment
growth bound of Theorem 3.1.

Now let us define a 3-parameter, complex-valued, random field U = {U(t, z, &) }+>0,2,ccr
via (3.1); that is, we recall, U(t,z,£) = exp(—12%t)u(t,r,€) forallt > 0 and z,¢ € R.
Since

Uo(z,&) :i=up(z,&) forallz, £ €R,

Theorem 2.11 and 3.5 ensure that U is a continuous, complex-valued, random field
that satisfies the moment growth conditions of Theorem 2.11 and solves uniquely the
SPDE (2.12) (thanks to (3.4)). Now, motivated by the informal definition (2.11) of U, we
may define a 3-parameter, complex-valued, random field 6 := {0(¢.z,¥y)}i>0,5.ccr Via
0(0,z,y) :=6y(x,y) and

1 e .
0(t,z,y) ::%/ e WEU(t,x,6)dé  foreveryt >0, z,y € R, (4.4)

where U(0,z,¢) := Up(z,€) = up(z, &) = o(z,£); see (4.2).
In due time, we will prove that the random field 6 is the unique mild solution to the
SPDE (1.7) and derive the asserted properties of 6 that were outlined in Theorem 2.3.
First of all, let us remark that ¢ is a well-defined, predictable random field. This is
because U is continuous (see Lemmas 3.10 and 4.1), and since Theorem 2.11 ensures
that, for the same ¢ € (0, 1) that appeared earlier in (4.1), and for every ¢ > 0 and
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z,y € R,
1 * p0) ]
ot )l < 5z sup Wit Ol [~ exp (= fon = 20 ) ae
1 o0 (0) }—1/2 (4.5)
< 5 Bo(a,b)||2db - -
2evai soh ) Nt Dl {W 2(1-2)?
< 00;

see also (4.2). It also follows that the first assertion of the dissipation relation (2.7) holds.
The estimate (4.5) has also the consequence that y — 6(¢,x,y) is locally integrable a.s.
for every t > 0 and z € R. Since 6 is the inverse Fourier transform of U, it then follows
from the Parseval identity that U must then be the Fourier transform of § in the sense of
distributions; that is, for every test function ¢,

1 oo

/ T 0t w)ely) dy = / T U ) w)e) dy Ut 9)3(y) dy,

= % -
where F~! denotes the inverse Fourier transform. The above justifies some of the
assertions surrounding (2.11).

Let us note next that, for every integer n > 1 and all reals ¢t > 0 and = € R,

/Z e [joce @, 0|, a = /O; I e e

1 o 0
< grz o e Ol [ e (= - g | ) ac

—0o0

< oQ.

This shows that

/ O; e

and hence, owing to the inversion theorem of Fourier analysis, y — 0(t,z,y) is a.s. C*®
forall ¢t > 0 and z € R, with

é\(t,x,f)‘dfeLQ(Q) foreveryn > 1,t >0, and z € R,

1 [ o
0y0(t,x,y) = 2—/ (i€)"e~ W h(t,x,£)dé  a.s.foreveryn >1,t>0,and z,y € R.
: ™

—0o0
Also, the second assertion of (2.7) follows from the above reasoning (set n = 1).

It remains to prove that 6 is both a mild and a weak solution to (1.7) and it is unique
in the sense that is stated.

Since u is the mild solution to (3.2), a standard application of a stochastic Fubini
theorem (see Theorem A.1) implies that u is also a weak solution to (3.2); see Walsh [55].
We will use this fact next.

Define

¢(t Yy LY, é‘) = 'l/)o(t)l/Jl (m)qu (y)e—szzt—iyf7
where g € C.(0,00) and 91,12 € #(R). Since u is a weak solution to (3.2),

—/oodt/ dedyd€ u(t,z,£)o0p(t,z,y,§)
0 R3
:ul/mdt dodydé u(t,z,€)02¢(t,z,y, &)
0 R3

+z‘/oodt/ dwdyde €ult,z, E)V(E, D)p(t,,y,6)  as.,
0 R3
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where the final stochastic integral is understood as a Walsh integral with respect to the
Gaussian noise (t,z,y,&) — V(t,x). Therefore, it follows from (4.4), Fubini’s theorem,
and a stochastic Fubini theorem (Theorem A.1) that with probability one,

= [Tt [ dody 06t 0500 (0alo) — asn OB D) ~ vatole)en (0 )
= [T [ dedy a0 e @)V ().
0 R2

This verifies (2.5). Next we prove that 6(¢,x,y) is a mild solution to equation (1.7).
Since u(t,z,§) is a mild solution to the C-valued SPDE (3.2),

oo
u(t,x,§) = / P (= 2 )ug(2, €) da’ + i€ ) (@ — 2 yu(s, 2!, €)V (s, 2) ds da’,
—00 (0,t) xR

almost surely. We first multiply both sides by (27) ! exp(—10£2t — iyé), integrate [d¢],
and then appeal to both Fubini and the stochastic Fubini theorems (see Theorem A.1 for
the latter), in order to find that

9(t,x,y):%/ e WE 2y (4 €)d¢ [see (3.1) and (4.4)]

1 , ot
- 27/ i (@ — & Yup (!, €)e 7€ 19 de da 4.6)
s
o P2 (@ — al)em WS ey (s ! )V (5,27 ds da’dg
(0,t)xR2
= Il + 12 a.s.

Thanks to the stochastic Fubini theorem (Theorem A.1), I; can be interpreted either as a
Walsh integral with respect to the Gaussian noise (s,z’,£) — V(s,z’), or equivalently, as

% (\/( ) pgylg)( x/)efiyffllz(tfs)foszSﬁ?u(S’x/vg)v(s,w/) d8d$/> fdf
—oo 0,t) xR

We skip the routine measure-theoretic details.

By (4.2) and the inversion theorem,
1 > —v —1 v
5 | (@& 2t g = / 2y —y)0o(2',y') Ay

The inversion theorem is applicable, owing to (4.3). Therefore, we may evaluate I; as
follows:

L= / @ — 2 (y =)ol y) da'dy’ (4.7)
R2

In order to evaluate I> we apply the stochastic Fubini theorem (Theorem A.1) to find
that

I = / pguls)( . 1,/) |:7’/ efiyﬁfuz(tfs)€27u2862£u(871,/,5) df] V(s,x') ds da’
(0,t) xR —00

2
= [ e [/ P (y — y>ay/9<s7x',y’>dy'] V(s,a')dsde’,
0,t) xR —00

by Plancherel’s theorem. Therefore, another appeal to the stochastic Fubini theorem
yields

I = / (@ — 2 )pl (y = y)Dy0(s 'y )V (s, 2 ) dsda'dy’.  (4.8)
(0,t)xR2
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We combine (4.7) and (4.8) and apply them in (4.6) to see that 6 is indeed a mild solution
to (1.7).

For the uniqueness of the mild solution #, we have shown that (¢, z) — exp(2&2t)U(t,x, &)
is the unique mild solution to equation (3.2) for every { € R. Another way to state this
is that if  and 6 are mild solutions to the fluid problem (1.7), and they are the inverse
Fourier transforms of U(¢, z, &) and (7(1? ,x, &) respectively, in £, and U, U having common
initial profile Néo, then their inverse Fourier transforms [in the £ variable] are equal and
hence 6 and 0 are modifications of one another, thanks to the uniqueness theorem of
Fourier analysis. This proves uniqueness. Finally, we verify (2.6).

We have already shown that 0 = U in the sense of distributions. Therefore, (3.1)
and the Parseval identity together imply that for every ¢ > 0 and non-random functions

wlﬂﬂz S y(]R);
(0(t) 1 @ Y2) 2 w2y = 2i €7V2§2tu(t,$,f)%(l’)”@z(ﬁ) dz d€.

™ JR2

A similar argument implies that

=

(00) 1 @ o)z = 3= [ oo €0 ()i (€) dode.
Next, we write

[1(6(t) , %1 ® o) 22y — (6(0) 11 ® 1/)2>L2(R2)H2 (4.9)
< [ ettt .0 — uola )], o (@) 7a(9) st
R2 2

s / e ult, &) — uo(w, &)l |1 ()i (&) dar dg
R2

- /]R (1 - e%&) [uo(z, €)l|21 ()92 (€)| da dE.

According to Lemma 4.1, sup,, ,cg ||uo(a, b)||2 is finite. Therefore, we may set k = 2 in

Lemma 3.9, and recall that ¢co = 1 [Lemma 2.17], in order to see that the constant C of
Lemma 3.9 can be bounded above as follows: As long as ¢t € (0, 1],

- 2
C < Ky + Ks|¢|exp (M) ,

where K; and K> do not depend on (¢,£), and € € (0, 1) is the same constant that was
held fixed in (4.1). Because of (4.1), the condition “t € (0,1]” implies that

~ 2 0
Ce ¢t <K,y + Ks¢| exp (— |:V2 - 2({)(—)6)2:| §2t> < Ky + Kqf€l.

Consequently, the dominated convergence theorem implies that

tim | (e 2,©) — ol )l i ()l e dg = 0. (4.10)

Furthermore, Lemma 4.1 ensures that
/2 lluo(z, E)[|2]01 (z) (&) dz dE < [Vl () 1¥2llr (w) S;1PR||U0(a,b)||2 < 00,
R a,be

whence it follows from the dominated convergence theorem that

tim [ (1= 7€) flug(w, ) ol () (€)] dw d€ = 0. (a.11)
tl0 JR2
We obtain (2.6) by combining (4.9), (4.10), and (4.11). This completes the last part of
the proof of Theorem 2.3. O
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5 Proof of Theorem 2.5

In this section we verify the regularity Theorem 2.5. We also use this opportunity to
study various “curvilinear stochastic integrals” along the field V. In fact, we start with
the latter topic.

5.1 Smoothing the noise

One of the objects that arises naturally is the random field (¢,x) — fot V(s,z)ds.
There is a well-known method to construct this and related random fields from the
generalized Gaussian field V; see for example Kunita [45, Section 6.2] for an indirect
construction and Hu and Nualart [37] for a direct construction. We will need to use
aspects of the latter construction. With that aim in mind define a smoothed approximation
to the random distribution V(¢ ,x) as follows: Foralle,d > 0, ¢t > 0, and « € R define

Ves(t,z) = / P (t — t')pgy)(aj — 2" V(') dt’ da’. (5.1)
R2

The defining properties of the isonormal process V' ensure that V; ;5 is a centered two-
parameter Gaussian random field with covariance

Cov [V€75(t , x) , Vaﬁ(t/,x/)] = pgjr)a(t — t/) . ( <(3V+)ﬁ * p)(m — x'), (5.2)

for every ¢,t’ > 0 and z, 2’ € R. See (A.2) in Appendix A.1. The following records these,
and a few other, properties of V, 5.

Proposition 5.1. Forevery e, > 0, V. 5 is a centered, 2-parameter; stationary Gaussian
random field that has (up to a modification) C*° trajectories.

Proof. Choose and fix ¢, > 0 throughout. We need only to verify the smoothness of the

random field (¢,z) — V. 5(t, ).
Let us first demonstrate that V; ;5 is a.s. continuous. Thanks to (5.2),

Var [Ve 5(t,2)] = Var [Vz 5(0,0)] = \/% (05 %) (0),

for every t > 0 and = € R. Therefore, forallt,h > 0 and x,y € R,

B (|Ves(t+hw) = Ves(t, o)) =2 [p5(0) = o2 (0)] (955 ) (0)

and

B (IVeslt.) = Veslt.0)") = <= (o5 +0) O = (44 +0) @ =)

Let us examine the two expressions separately.
Since (9,p$”)(0) = 0 and (92p$”)(0) = —(8ve)~(2evm)~1/2 # 0, a Taylor expansion
yields
1

.1 2\ )

uniformly for all t > 0 and z € R. Also, by (2.3),

o0

(2057 ) © = (008 9) ©) =~ | ki @p(a) do =,
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because pys X p is an even function (see (2.3)), and

(02685 ) (©) = tim [~ ((0207) ) (01 ()
1 o v elel?
“tim o [ €0 uag) <o

thanks to the dominated convergence theorem. Therefore,

yh_r}r; ﬁ E (\Va,é(t,x) - Va,é(t,y)|2) = W (pgg) * P) (0) >0, (5.4)
uniformly for all ¢ > 0 and z € R. The asserted a.s.-continuity of V, s follows from
(5.3) and (5.4), together with a suitable form of the Kolmogorov continuity theorem for
Gaussian processes (see for example [40, Theorem C.6, p. 107]).

In order to prove that V; ;s is a.s. smooth, let us first note that since Vs is a.s.
continuous it has a.s.-measurable trajectories. Therefore, a stochastic Fubini theorem
(see Theorem A.1) yields

/ (s = 0ps (v~ 2)Ves(t o) dde = Vacos(s,y)  as.
.

Because V. s is a.s. continuous, the left-hand side is a classical, Riemann-type convolution
integral, and is easily seen to be a.s. a C* function of (s, y); therefore so is the right-hand
side. Since ¢ and ¢ are positive and otherwise arbitrary, this proves that V5, ss—whence
also V, s—is C*° a.s. This completes the proof. O

5.2 Curvilinear stochastic integrals

We now can construct stochastic integrals of the form A, := fot V(s, f(s)) ds where
f : R — R is continuous and independent of V. One can think of A; as the total amount
of V-noise that is accumulated along the graph of f. As such, A; can be thought of as a
curvilinear stochastic integral. The terminology is borrowed in essence from the work
of Bertini and Cancrini [7]. We change the notation slightly from the above discussion,
however, in order to accomodate our later needs.

Lemma 5.2. Let X = {X,},>0 denote an a.s.-continuous stochastic process that is
independent of the Gaussian noise V. Then, for everyt > 0 and z € R,

t

t
/ V(s,z 4+ Xi—s)ds:= lim Ves(s,x+ X_s)ds
0 €,610 Jo

exists boundedly in L?((2). Moreover,

¢ ¢
E [/ Vis,z 4+ Xi—s) ds} =0 and Var {/ Vis,z+ Xi—s)ds| = tp(0).
0 0

The proof of this, and the next result, rely on the following consequence of the ele-
mentary properties of Wiener integrals: The conditional distribution of the 4-parameter
process (¢,6,t,x) — V. s(t,x) is centered Gaussian, given the process X. In fact, we use
this elementary fact several times in the sequel, frequently without explicitly mentioning
the fact itself.

Proof of Lemma 5.2. Choose and fixt > 0 and x € R. Then,

t
E {/ Ves(s,o+ X 5)ds
0

X} =0 a.s. foralle,§ > 0. (5.5)
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In particular, fot Ves(s,z + X;_,)ds has mean zero. Furthermore, (5.2) implies that

)

t t
= / dS/ dr peta(s — 1) (Ps+p * p) (Xi—s — Xi—r).
0 0

t ¢
E (/ Ves(s,z+Xy_s)ds / Vaplr,z+ X,—,)dr
0 0

Note that s — fot Petal(s — ) (Ps+p * p)(Xi—s — Xy—r) dr is a.s. continuous uniformly on
[0,¢t]. Furthermore,

[ pesals = nws1s # 0K = X1 dr <00) [ pesals = r)dr < p(0),

by (2.3). Since p is uniformly continuous—see (2.3)—it follows from the Feller property
of the heat semigroup that

t t
lim E </ Ves(s,z+ Xis) ds~/ Vap(r,z+ Xi—r)dr
£,a,0,8]0 0 0

X) =1p(0).  (5.6)

We have also seen that, for every ¢,6,a, 5 > 0,

t t
0<E (/ Ves(s, o+ Xi_5)ds / Vap(r,z+ Xi—p)dr
0 0

X) < tp(0) a.s.

Therefore,
t t
lim E {/ Ves(s,x+Xi—s)ds- / Vag(r,z+ Xi—y) dr] = tp(0),
€,0,6,410 0 0 /
by the bounded convergence theorem. This shows, in particular, that
2
lim E ( ) =0.
€,a,6,810
Thus, we see that (¢,9) — fot V.s5(r,z + X¢—,)dr is a Cauchy net in L?(Q2). This, (5.5),
and (5.6) together imply the lemma. O

t t
/ Vg’g(s,x—l—Xt,s)ds—/ Vap(r,z+ Xi—p)dr
0 0

It is not hard to prove that the construction of the just-defined curvilinear stochastic
integral does not depend essentially on the particular smoothing choices that were made
in the construction of V; 5. The following lemma is the first step toward establishing this
fact.

Lemma 5.3. Let X be as in Lemma 5.2, and ¢,¢ : R — R be two non-random C*
functions with compact support such that [~ _t(z)dz = [*_¢(z)dz = 1.  Define
¢e(x) == e o(x/e) and . (x) := e Y(x/e) for every e > 0 and = € R, and let

Ves(t,z) = / Ye(t —t)ps(x — 2" )V (¥, 2") dt'da’, (5.7)
]R+><IR

foralle,§ > 0,t >0, z € R. Then, for every fixed e, > 0, Vg,g is a centered, 2-parameter,
stationary Gaussian random field that has (up to a modification) C'*° trajectories. More-
over, foreveryt > 0 and x € R,

t

t
/ V(s,o+ X s)ds:=lim [ V.s(s,2+ X;_4)ds  exists in L*(Q).
0 €,610 Jo
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Proof. If e > 0 and § > 0 are fixed, then ‘7575 is a well-defined random field, thanks to the
defining properties of the Wiener integral. In order to show that (¢, ) — V. 5(¢, ) is a.s.
smooth let us define, for every integer n > 0 and all reals ¢, > 0,¢t >0, and z € R,

r (. dn
Va(,(s)(t ,x) = - Ye(t — 5)@@5(1 —y)V(s,y)dyds.

Since @5 and 1. have compact support, it is possible to check directly that V(g) is a
well-defined, centered Gaussian random field for every n > 0. Also, by (2.3),

£ )
— [ et - (s —y) - (e’ — )
I8 (& e

dm dr
X (dxn%(x ~y') - W%(fc’ - y’)) p(y — ') dydy/ds

VO, 2) - V()

<Clz —2/|?,

where C is a real number that depends only on (£,d, p,n). The Kolmogorov continuity
theorem implies that, with probability one, VE(Z)( t) is continuous for every ¢ > 0 [up
to a modification, which we always assume]. An application of the stochastic Fubini’s
theorem (Theorem A.1) now yields the following: For every non-random test function
p:R—RonR,

/ Ye(t —qbg(x— y)V(s,y)dydsp(x)dx
[wte= ([ st et dx) V(s,y)dyds

1 [ ue-s) (/ e

— (1 /jo 4 <>dx/ dyds . (t — $)és(a — )V (s 1),

oo azn?

~p(w )d:v) V(s,y)dyds

almost surely. It follows that I_/(")( t) is a.s. the n-th order weak derivative of z +— V. 5(¢, 7)
for every €,§ > 0 and ¢t > 0. Since V( )( t) is continuous, we may conclude that V( )( t) is
a.s. the n-th order classical derlvatlve of V. 5(t) for every t > 0. In particular, it follows
that V_ 5(¢) is C* a.s.

One can prove that VE,(;(- ,x) is C* a.s. for every « € R using the same sort of
argument.

To prove the L?(f2) convergence of fot V.5(s, + X;_s)ds, we first note that a.s.,

|

t
- / ds ds’/ dr/ dydy’ e(s — 1)er (s — 1)bs(x + Xos — )5 (2 + Xow — 1 )p(y — 1)
(0,t)2 0 R2

t t
E [/ ‘_/5,5(3;11+Xt75)d3'/ Ver (s, + Xy g )ds’
0 0

t
— [ dsas [ [ dydy’ vuls = (s = el (e -~ X+ Xi).
(0,)2 0 R2

Since both p and X are continuous [see (2.3)], (y,v',s,8 ) — ply — v — Xy s + Xy ) i
continuous a.s., and hence it follows from the properties of approximations to the identity
that the preceding expression tends to tp(0) as (¢,¢’,5,6") — (0,0,0,0). This implies
that fot V.s(s,o + X;_s)ds is a Cauchy net in L?(12), and thus completes the proof. O
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Now that the curvilinear stochastic integral fot V(s,x+ X;_,)ds is defined, we prove
that it agrees with fot V(s,z + X;—s)ds. In other words, the following result proves that

the construction of fg V(s,z + X;—s)ds does not depend on the particular choice of the
heat kernel as the smoother in the definition of V_ 5.

Proposition 5.4. Choose and fix ¢, as in Lemma 5.3, and define for all ¢,0 > 0, the
random field V. s via (5.7). Then,

¢ ¢
/ Vis,z+ X;_s)ds = / Vs, + Xi_s)ds a.s.,
0 0

foreveryt > 0 and x € R.

Proof. Define, forall ¢,6,t > 0, and z € R,

t t
Y(t,x) :z/ Vs, z+ Xi—s)ds, V(t,x):= / Vi(s,z+ X;_,)ds, (5.8)
0 0

SN

t
Veo(t,z) ::/ Ves(s,o+ Xi—g)ds,  Ves(t,z) ::/ Ves(s, x4+ X;_s)ds.
0 0

By the stochastic Fubini theorem (see Theorem A.1), for all a,b,s,d > 0,

/]R2 Yot —t)p(z — 2") Ve st ,2") At da’ = /]1{2 pe(t —tps(xz — 2" ) Vap(t' ,2')dt'dz’  a.s.
where 1), and ¢, are as defined in Lemma 5.3. Send (a,b) to (0,0) in order to see that
Vst ,x) = /]1{2 pe(t —tps(x — Y ,2')dt'da’  a.s.

Send (¢,0) — (0,0) in order to finish. O

5.3 An infinite-dimensional Brownian motion

Curvilinear stochastic integrals of the form (5.8) arise frequently in the study of
polymer measures, among other places; see for example Bertini and Cancrini [7] and
Carmona and Molchanov [15], together with their voluminous combined references. In
that theory, X is frequently a nice linear diffusion (such as 1-dimensional Brownian
motion), and f(f V(s,z + X;_s) ds represents the cost of letting the corresponding time-
reversed space-time Brownian motion to run through an external space-time environment
V. Perhaps the simplest example of a curvilinear stochastic integral is obtained when
we set X = 0. In that case, it follows from Lemma 5.2 [with X = 0 and (5.1)] that
(t,z)— fot V(s,x)ds is a centered Gaussian process with

Cov

t t’
/ V(s,z)ds, / V(s a') ds'] = min(t,t)p(x — 2'). (5.9)
0 0

In other words, ¢ — fot V(s,-)ds is a cylindrical Brownian motion with homogeneous
spatial correlation function p.

We make two remarks about this Brownian motion next.
Remark 5.5. It follows easily from the preceding that if p is a constant [p(x) = p(0) for
all z € R], then

E(/OtV(s,x)ds—/OtV(s,x’)ds
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Thus, we may think of fot V(s,x)ds = 1/p(0) W,, given the representation (A.4) of the
random generalized function V.

More generally, a small variation on this argument shows that if (X ,Y) is independent
of V and X and Y are continuous random processes, then for all¢ > 0 and = € R,

¢ ¢
/ V(s,z+ X;_s)ds = / V(s,z+Y,_s)ds as.,
0 0

whenever p is a constant. We can set Y = 0 in order to see that when p is a constant,

t
/ Vis,z+ Xi—s)ds = /p(0) W,  a.s.
0

Remark 5.6. Choose and fix some ¢ > 0. It is possible to show, using standard methods
from Gaussian analysis (see for example Adler [1, Theorem 2.2.2, p. 27]) that the
stationary Gaussian process z — W(t,z) = f(f V(s,z)ds has three Holder-continuous
derivatives (say in LQ(Q)) if and only if p € C%*¢ for some £ > 0. In this case, the
Kunita theory of stochastic flows (see [45, Ch. 6]) implies that the infinite-dimensional
Stratonovich SDE (1.5) has a unique solution. We referred to this fact, without detailed
explanation, in the Introduction.

5.4 A probabilistic representation of the solution

We use the curvilinear stochastic integral of the preceding section in order to write
the solution to the generalized Kraichnan model (1.7) probabilistically in terms of an
exogenous Wiener measure. First we introduced two simple o-algebras V and 7.

Definition 5.7. Let V denote the o-algebra generated by all random variables of the
form fR+XR o(t,z)V(t,x)dtdz, where ¢ : (0,00) x R — R is measurable and satisfies

[as [ [T anlets oot il ot - <

Also, let Ty denote the o-algebra generated by all random variables of the form 6y (x ,y),
where z and y are real numbers.

Then we have the following probabilistic representation of the solution to (1.7).

Theorem 5.8. Let B and B be two independent Brownian motions that are totally
independent of V V Ty, and have respective speeds Var(B;) = 2v;, and Var(B;) = 2k,
where

k=15 — 3p(0). (5.10)

Suppose 0, satisfies Assumptions I-1V, and let 6 denote the solution to (1.7), with
parameters v, and v5. Then,

t
H(t,x,y):E{Go <x+Bt,y+Bt—/ V(s,a:+Bt_s)ds> ’ V\/%]
0

Theorem 5.8 follows readily from Proposition 5.9 below and the inversion theorem of
Fourier analysis.

Proposition 5.9. Let u[¢] be the solution to (3.2) for every £ € R, subject to initial data
0o, where 6, satisfies Assumptions I-IV. Then, for allt > 0 and x,¢ € R,

t

u(t,z,€) — ot€0(0)/2 {é\o(o:JrBt,{)exp <z§/ V(S,I+Bt_s)d5> ‘ V\/’To} , (5.11)
0

where B is a Brownian motion independent of V V Ty with Var(B;) = 2v;.
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Proof. We follow the argument of Hu and Nualart [37] closely, making adjustments to
account for the present, slightly different, setting.

In order to simplify the typsetting we will consider only the case that f—hence also
up—is non random. To obtain the general case from this one, one simply replaces all
of the following expectation operators by conditional expectation operators, given 7y,
without altering the course of the proof.

Define v(t,x, &) to be the quantity on the right-hand side of (5.11); that is,

¢
otz €) — o002 0o(z + By, &) exp <z§/ V(s,x+ Bi—s) ds) ‘ V} .
0

We are going to show that v(¢,z, ) solves the SPDE (3.2) in mild form (3.3). This and
the uniqueness of the solution to (3.2) [Theorem 3.1] together will imply that v(¢,z, &)
and u(t,x, ) coincide almost surely for all ¢ > 0 and z,£ € R, and complete the proof.
To this end, recall the space H from (A.1) in the appendix. Since p is positive definite a
priori, it follows that || - - - || is indeed a Hilbert norm, with corresponding inner product

(o1, p2)m =/OOO dt/:dx/_o; dy p1(t, x)pa2(t, y)p(z —y),

for every ¢1,p2 € C°((0,00) x R). And of course H is a Hilbert space, once endowed
with the latter inner product.
Define

St x(0) =E[v(t,z,§)F,) forevery p € H,t > 0,and z € R,

where
F,:=exp{{p,V) - llol3}

and we have written (¢, V) for the stochastic integral,
V)= [ ettt dds,
R4 xR

as shorthand.
Thanks to the construction of fot V(s,z + Bi—s)ds (see Lemma 5.2 and its proof),

E(/OtV(s,x—i—Bts)ds (p,V) ‘ B) :/Ot(ap(s)*p)(Bts—i—oc)ds.

Therefore, we may first condition on B, and then use the fact that V' is Gaussian, in order
to deduce from (4.2) that S; ,(¢) can be written as

, . t
E[etﬁzﬂw?eo(xwt@exp{is [Vt Bgas oV mH
0

:E{éo(a:—l—Bt,f)eXp{;Var <i§/0tV(s,x+Bt_s)ds+<<p,V>> 12 ( ) ;HM%H
~ & [uate + Br. €)oo (i€ | (ols) % 9)) (Br_s 1 2) ).

By the classical Feynman-Kac formula for deterministic PDEs, the function (¢,z) —
St () is the unique solution to the diffusion equation,

¢Stz () = 1102512(0) +1ESe 2 () - (p(t) * p)(),
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with initial profile ug(-,£). In particular, the Duhamel principle yields

$120) = (o) +0) (0.9 i [ s [~ auple - 0800 (006) 0.

Let D denote the Malliavin derivative that corresponds to the infinite-dimensional
Brownian motion ¢ — fot V(s,-)ds (see Nualart [51]). It is well known that DF, = ¢F,
a.s. (see Nualart [51]). Consequently, Fubini’s theorem and the integration by parts
formula of Malliavin calculus (see Nualart [51]) together imply that

Blo(t,2,)- 7,
= (o v u0) 08 | [as [ an s - s OF, (619 £ )
= (s #u) (@.8) +i€B [(p") (@ — ole] . DF, ) |.

Because our noise V is white in time, the adjoint [divergence] of the operator D, acting
on predictable random field X, is simply the Walsh integral of that random field X (see
Nualart [51]). Therefore, it follows that

Blo(t,.€)- Bl = (5 <o) (2. +i€E | [ p") = y)u(s,p. V(s .p) dsdy - F,
(0,t) xR

Because the family {F,} ey is total in L?(Q2,V,P) (see Nualart [51]), it follows from
the elementary properties of conditional expectations that v(¢,x, &) solves (3.2). This is
what we had set out to prove. O

Proof of Theorem 5.8. We now compare (3.1) with Proposition 5.9, and recall (5.10), in
order to see that

U(t,z,€) :=e 5 y(t, z,)
t
_ R R [go(erBhg)eXp (Zg/ V(g,x+Bts)ds) ‘ V\/%} .
0

As a consequence of this formula, and thanks to the definition of x (see (5.10)), we
readily obtain the bound,

U, 2,8l <exp (—t§2 {Vz - p(20)D Hgo(l‘ + By aﬁ)’

)
1

where we recall from the Introduction (see “Conventions”) that ||Z||, denotes the L¥(Q)
norm of a random variable Z. We can deduce from the preceding that the following
random field—defined earlier in (4.4)—is well defined

0t ,y) = i/m CED (2, €) de.

27 J_ o

Moreover, because of Assumption I of the Introduction,

oo

1
0t < —
ote.x i< - [

— 00

exp (t§2 [1/2 - p(;)]) ||§0(:17 + By, &)1 d€ < oo, (5.12)

thanks, additionally, to the fact that because of the independence of 6, and B,

o0

sup [o(x + Br, )|l < sup/ 160(a, b1 db < o,
EER aceR 00
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Now, the inversion formula of Fourier transforms ensures that

1 [ e _
o(t,z,y) = %/ o WE—REE (elfy(t’f”) 90(x+Bt,§)‘ VvTO) d  as.,

where ) was defined in (5.8), with X replaced by the Brownian motion B. The validity of
the absolute integrability condition (5.12) ensures that Fubini’s theorem is applicable (in
(5.12) we can replace ||6o(x + By, €)|1 by [|0o(z + By, €)||2 to check that stochastic Fubini
(Theorem A.1) is applicable) and yields

. ~
AT {% / WY =REL G, (14 By €) de ’ A To}

=E [ (b0 + Bi,) xp()),) v = Y(t.2) | VVT].

This is equivalent to the assertion of Theorem 5.8. O

5.5 Proof of Theorem 2.5

In the previous subsections we introduced some of the ingredients of the proof of
Theorem 2.5. We are now ready to establish Theorem 2.5. Throughout, we assume the
hypotheses of Theorem 2.5.

Define the random fields V; s and ) respectively by (5.1) and (5.8), so that

0(t7x7y):E[eo(x+Bt;y+Bt7y(t7I))|V\/%] a.s.,

forall ¢t > 0 and x,y € R. The following is a first step toward estimating the smoothness
properties of the random field 6.
Recall the random field ) from (5.8).

Lemma 5.10. If (2.9) holds for some C, > 0, then for every k > 2, there exists a real
number C, (k) = C.(k, p(0)) such that

E(ID(t+h,2) = D(t,2")) < Culk)t/ { o — o [F=/2 4 pF=/1],
uniformly for everyt >0,z € R, a2’ € [x — 1,2+ 1], and h € (0,1).

Proof. Thanks to (5.2),

Cov B

t+h t
/ ‘/675(55I+Bt+h 7B5) dS 7/ ‘/6,5(5/51"/+Bt 7BS’)dSI
0 0

t+h t
:/ ds/ ds’ p2s(3*5/) “(p2s * p) ($*$/+Bt+h*3t+3s/ - By),
0 0

almost surely for every ¢,4,t,h > 0 and z,2’ € R. Let € and § both tend to zero and
appeal to Lemma 5.2 to see that

Cov [Y(t+h,x),Y(t,2")| Bl=tp(x —2' + Byn — B;)  a.s.
In particular,
E ( V(t +h,x) - V(t, ) ] B) = 2t[p(0) — p(x — 2’ + By — B)]  as.

Since the conditional law of ) given B is Gaussian, elementary properties of mean-zero
Gaussian processes tell us that forall k > 2, ¢t,h > 0, and z,2’ € R,

E+1
2

) [p(0) = p(z — 2’ + Biyn — Bt)]k/z )

B( Yt +h,o) - Vi, o) ] B) = (43;/2r(
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almost surely. If £k > 2, ¢t > 0, z,2/ € R, and 0 < h < 1, then by (2.9) and Brownian
scaling,

(930 < B (E52) (o ™),

It follows easily from this that
E <|y(t + h,ﬂ?) _ y(t,$/)|k> < aktk/Q . {|$ _ x/|kw/2 + hkw/4E <|Bl|kW/2) } 7

a.s., where

N 2

The result follows. O

kw/2 | k/2
o ::2 (4C,) F<k+1>.

We are ready for the following.

Proof of Theorem 2.5. By the probabilistic representation of the solution (see Theorem
5.8) to see that forallt > 0, z,2',y € R, and k > 2,

||9(t,1’,y) - H(t,m’, y)”k

< |90 ($+Bt7y+Bt—y(t7$)) _00 ($/+Bt7y+Bt_y(tax))Hk
+ 160 («' + By ,y + By — Y(t, ) — b (¢' + By, y + Be — V(t, )|,

<A {la—a'|” + |D(t,2) = V(¢ }

thanks to (2.10) and the conditional form of the Jensen’s inequality. Therefore, Lemma
5.10 yields

16(t, 2. y) =6t 2"yl < Aplz = '|* + [Cu (k)] H2 | — ! |2, (5.13)
Similarly, forallt,h >0, z,y € R, and k£ > 2,

[0t +h,z,y) —0(t,z,y)x
< |60 (z + Beyn,y + Bign — Yt +h,x)) — 0o (x+ B,y + Bryn — V(t+ b, 2))][,
+ H90 (m—l—Bt,y—&-BHh —y(t+h7x)) — 69 (x—l—Bt,y—i—Bt —y(tw))Hk
< A {I1Ben = Bulg + 119+ o) = V(t, @) + | Ben - Bullf )
< A||By||2 B2 + [CL (k)] 2R/ 4 Ay || By ||¢hS2. (5.14)

Finally, for every ¢t > 0, z,y,y’ € R, and k > 2,

||9(t,$ ?y) - 9(t y L ay/)Hk
= |60 (¢ + Busn .y + Be = V(t,x)) — by (¢ + Be,y' + By — Y(t,2))]|}
< Aply — 'S (5.15)
The a.s.-smoothness of y — 6(t, z,y) was established in Theorem 2.3. Therefore, (5.13),

(5.14), and (5.15) together imply the result, thanks to a suitable version of the Kol-
mogorov continuity theorem. O
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6 Proofs of Propositions 2.7, 2.8, 2.9, and 2.10

Propositions 2.7, 2.8, and 2.9 are relatively simple measure-theoretic consequences
of Theorem 5.8. We verify those propositions in order.

Proof of Proposition 2.7. According to Theorem 5.8, for every (t,z,y) € (0,00) x R?,

Q(t,x,y):E{(GO(x—i—Bt,-)*pE:)/u)t)(y—y(t,x))‘V\/’]B} as,  (6.1)

where the curvilinear stochastic integral ) was defined in (5.8). Both sides are con-
tinuous [up to a modification], thanks to Theorem 2.5. Therefore, we may appeal to
the continuous modification instead to see that the preceding identity holds for all
(t,z,y) € (0,00) x R? outside a single P-null set. Because z pE:)/V)t(z) is maximized at

z = 0 and the maximum value is (27mt)_1/2,
oo
sup sup |0(t,z,y)] < —— sup / 00 (x + By ,w)| dw.
lz]<m yeR T V21Kt 2eq J_oo

|z|<m

The triangle inequality and Assumption III together imply that

oo

oo

| |[ate sl = oota o) v < [ 6ol ) = o’ )l dy < Colo 7,

— 00 —o00

for all z, 2’ € R and k > 2. Therefore, the Kolmogorov continuity theorem ensures that
oo . . .

a~ [~ |0o(a,w)|dw has a continuous modification, whence

(o)
sup / |00 (z, w)|dw < oo,

|z|<m J —oo
almost surely for all m > 0. The result follows. O

Remark 6.1. We pause to prove an assertion that was made in the Introduction. Namely,
that the dissipation rate in (2.7) is unimproveable. Consider

Oo(x.y) =p\" (y) and p(x)=1 forallz,yeR,

where x was defined in (5.10). Recall that, because p is a constant, we can write
fg V(s,xz + B;_s)ds = W, where W is a standard Brownian motion (see §5.3). Therefore,
Theorem 5.8 and the semigroup properties of p(*) together yield that 6(¢, = ,y) = p(li)t(y -
W;) forall t > 0 and z,y € R. It follows immediately from this that 6(¢) > 0 and
sup0(t,x,y) = ;
yeR k(1 +t)

In particular, Proposition 2.7 guarantees an uppper bound on the dissipation rate of the
passive scalar that is unimproveable.

Proof of Proposition 2.8. Let W denote the law of the process B. We may view W as a
probability measure on the usual space C[0, ) of real-valued, continuous functions on
[0,00). Theorem 5.8 and Fubini’'s theorem together imply that

0(t,z,y)
2
1 0 [w—y—i—fJV(s,m—i—f(t—s))ds
= — W(d dw Og(x + f(t),w)exp | —
ot oy WD [ Qw0 te @) w) e iy
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almost surely. Of course, jg V(s,z+ f(t—s))ds is not defined for every f € C[0,c0). But
it is well defined for W-almost every f € C[0,o0) by Lemma 5.2.

It follows essentially immediately from the preceding display that for every ¢ > 0 and
z,y € R, P{O(t,z,y) > 0} = 1. This is however a weaker statement than the one that
was announced in Proposition 2.8. [N.B. The quantifiers.] In order to prove the full result
we need to pay attention to a few measure-theoretic details.

According to Theorem 2.5, both sides of the preceding display are continuous up to
a modification. Therefore, we may replace each side with its continuous modification
as is usual to see that the preceding identity holds for all £ > 0 and x,y € R outside
a single P-null set. In particular, outside a single null set, if (¢, z,y) = 0 for some
(t,x,y) € (0,00) x R?, then Oy(z + f(t),b) = 0 for almost every (b, f) € R x C[0,00) [for
that same fixed triple (¢, z,y)].

Now, suppose to the contrary that (¢, x,y) = 0 for some (t,z,y) € (0,00) x R2. If
this were so, then the preceding discussion and Fubini’s theorem together show that

W{feC[0,00): Og(x+ f(t),b) =0} =1 fora.e.beR. (6.2)

Fix any such b € R and observe that Z(b) := {a € R: (a,b) = 0} is a Lebesgue-null set,
by Fubini’s theorem. Since the distribution of B; is mutually absolutely continuous with
respect to the Lebesgue measure, it follows that W{f : = + f(¢) € Z(b)} = 0, and hence
WH{f: 0o(x+ f(t),b) = 0} = 0. This contradicts (6.2). O

Proof of Proposition 2.9. Simply integrate both sides of (6.1) with respect to y, using
Fubini’s theorem. O

Proof of Proposition 2.10. Just as (6.1) is valid for all ¢ > 0 and x,y € R off a single
P-null set, so is the following:

0(t,z,y) =E [(50(95 Y B, *pggf/y)t) (y = V(t,z)) ' Y, %} as.,

where 7~5 is defined just as 7y was, but with 50 in place of 0y everywhere (see Definition
5.7). One just writes out the right-hand sides of the above and (6.1) as integrals against
Wiener measure (see the proof of Proposition 2.7) to deduce the result. O

7 The Stratonovich equation

Our efforts, thus far, have produced an It6/Walsh type solution to the generalized
Kraichnan model (1.7) (see Theorem 2.3) which frequently has good local regularity
properties (see Theorem 2.5). As was pointed out in the Introduction, a drawback of this
construction is that it works only when vy > % p(0). Next we study “the Stratonovich solu-
tion” to (1.7). As a by-product of our construction it will follow that the Stratonovich so-
lution to (1.7) exists for all possible choices of 11,5 > 0. We construct our “Stratonovich
solution” directly, using an old idea of Wong and Zakai [58]. See also McShane [50] and
Tkeda, Nakao, and Yamato [38] for some closely-related results.

7.1 On the Wong-Zakai theorem

Before we discuss the Stratonovich solution to the Kraichnan model (1.4), we would
like to say a few things about the classical Wong-Zakai theory for one-dimensional
diffusions [58]. This material is in many ways classical. Still, we feel that the following
viewpoint might be of some interest, and so include it here. It is easy to make rigorous
the material that follows in any case. See Friz and Hairer [33] for the rigorous details
told in a modern setting, and Hairer and Pardoux [35] for a recent rigorous version of
this argument, in a highly non-trivial, infinite-dimensional setting.

EJP 0 (2016), paper O. ejp.ejpecp.org
Page 43/66


http://dx.doi.org/10.1214/EJP.10.1214/YY-TN
http://ejp.ejpecp.org/

Kraichnan Flow

Let {W(t)}+>0 be a standard Brownian motion and ¢ be a smooth and bounded
probability density function. Set ¢.(z) = e '¢(z/e) for all ¢ > 0 and = € R and
W.(0) := 0 for all € > 0 in order to see that

We(t) == (W * 62)( / belt — )W (s)ds [t 0]
defines a smooth Gaussian process for every € > 0. Consider the random ODE,
dX (t) = o(X(t)) dW(t) [t > 0], (7.1)

which, classical theory ensures, has a unique solution for every ¢ > 0 as long as o is

t+h

sufficiently smooth. Because X.(t +h) — X.(t) = [, o(X.(s)) dW.(s), we can Taylor

expand s — o(X.(s)) for s ~ t in order to see that if h ~ 0, then

t+h
Xc(t+h) — X (t) = o(X (1) (VaWe)(t) + U/(Xs(t))/t (Vs Xo)(t) dWe(s),

where (Vi f)(t) := f(t+ h) — f(t). We glean from the above also that (V,_:X.)(t) ~
(X (1) (Vs—+W:)(¢), to leading order, and hence

t+h
Xo(t+ 1) = Xo(t) ~ o(Xo(6) (VAWL) (1) + o (X () o (X (1)) / (VW2 (t) AW (5)

t

= (X () (VaWo)(#) + 30(Xo(1))o" (Xo (1)) (VAW (1)),

after a line, or two, of elementary calculus. If the preceding approximation were of
sufficiently high quality (it is!), then we would be able to write, for n > 1 large but fixed,

Xo(t) = X(0) & > (VimXe)(i/n)

0<j<nt
~ Y oG/ (VW G/ + D (00 )(Xeli/n)) [(VaynWe) (/)]
0<j<nt 0<j<nt

In particular, if X (¢) := lim. o X.(¢) existed (it does!), then simple continuity considera-
tions imply that X would have to satisfy

X=X~ Y o(XG/m)(VipW)G/m)+5 > (00)(X(i/n) [(VimW)(G/m)]?,

Oysnt 0ysnt

provided only that n > 1. Let n — oo and appeal to elementary properties of the
It6 integral in order to conclude that X must then solve the It6 stochastic differential
equation,

dX(t) =o(X(t))dW(t) + (oa )(X (1)) dt.

This is essentially the Wong and Zakai theorem [58]. A somewhat surprising feature of
that theorem is that it implies among other things that the limit X of X. does not satisfy
the Itd6 SDE dX = o(X)dW, as one might guess from a first look at (7.1). Rather, X
solves a Stratonovich SDE: The stochastic integral

t t 1t
/0 o(X(s)) odW(s) .:/0 U(X(S))dw(s)+§/0 (c0")(X(s))ds

is the Stratonovich stochastic integral of ¢(X), and the Wong-Zakai theorem implies
that a “physical approximation” to a stochastic differential equation should typically be
understood as a Stratonovich SDE (and not an It6 SDE). Armed with this philosophy we
next turn to “physical approximations” of the Kraichnan model (1.4).
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7.2 A Wong-Zakai theory for the Kraichnan model
Let V. s denote an (¢, §)-smoothing of the noise model V, as was done in (5.1), and
consider the following smoothed version of (1.4):

8t95,6(t y Ly y) = Z/A9575(t y Ly y) + 8y9£,5<t y Ty y) ‘/&6(t ) l‘), (7-2)

on (0,00) x R?, subject to initial data 6. 5(0,z,y) = 6(z,y). Since V5 is a.s. smooth
(see Proposition 5.1), (7.2) is a random, second-order PDE with smooth coefficients and
hence has a unique classical solution 6. ; a.s. Motivated by the material of the previous
section, we may make the following definition.

Definition 7.1. We say thatf = 6(t,x,y) is the Stratonovich solution to (1.4) if0(t,z ,y) =
lim, 5,0 0:,5(t,,y) (in probability) for everyt > 0 and =,y € R.

There is in fact an integration theory associated to this definition, as was the case in
finite dimensions. But we will not need that theory here, and so will not discuss it.
We introduce analogous notation to the one earlier as follows.
Let R
Ues(t,z, ) =0-5(t,2,")

denote the Fourier transform of y — 0. s(¢,x,y) in the sense of distributions. Clearly,
U, s solves weakly the following random PDE:

OUes(t,x,€) = vOU: 5t x,6) = vEUes(t,2,€) +i€Ves(t, 2)Ues(t, 2, €),
subject to U, 5(0,x,§) = 50(33 ,€). In particular,
e st ,€) =S 5(t,x,€)
solves the random PDE,
Opue s(t, o, 8) = v02uc 5(t, o, &) +i€Ve 5(t, 2)uc5(t,x,€),

subject to u. 5(0,z,&) = go(x ,€). We invoke classical theory once again to see that the
unique solution to the preceding PDE is

¢
ues(t,z,§) =E [90(x+Bt,§) exp (zf/ \/E}g(s,x—i—Bts)ds) ’ V\/ﬁ)} a.s.,
0

where the notation is the same as before. In the case where i¢ is replaced by &, this is
for example found in Freidlin [32]. The present, more complex, case enjoys essentially
exactly the same proof [which we omit, as a result]. In this way, we see that

t
Uss(t,z,§) =E [Ho(x + B, &) exp (—V{Qt + if/ Ves(s,x+ Bi—s) ds) ‘ Vv TO] a.s.,
0
and hence

2 2
1Ues(t, 2,6l = e lues(t, 2, ), <e

< [ oot )l due

— 00

ao(xaf)H

1

It follows from this and Assumption II that U, s(¢,z,-) € L'(R) a.s., whence

1 [~ _
Ousltsz ) = o [ e Us(t,0,) ¢

— 00

1 [e'e] N t
=5 E {Go(x—l—Bt,f)eXp (—igy—yf%—!—if/ 1/575(5,x+Bt_3)ds> ’ Vv%} d¢,
—o00 0
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by the inversion theorem of Fourier transforms. Because of first Fubini’s theorem, and
then another round of Fourier inversion, this yields

1 RPN ) 2, et
05_’5(15 ,x,y) =E |:2 / Oo(x + By, €) efzﬁy*ugthrzf Jo Ves(s,a+Bi—s) dsdf ‘ Vv 76]
T

— 00

t
—E{@O <x+@Wt,y+@Wt’—/ Ves (s,x+\/ﬁwts)ds) ‘ V\/%}
0

where W’ is a standard, linear Brownian motion that is independent of (B, V), and W; :=
(2v)~1/2 B,. 1t is now easy to deduce from Lemma 5.2 and the dominated convergence
theorem that when 6, satisfies assumptions II - IV and 6, is bounded, 0(¢,z,y) :=
lim, 5,0 0:,5(t, x,y) exists in probability, and for every ¢t > 0 and z,y € R,

O(t,z,y)

t (7.3)
E{%<x+wbwgy+¢bmq/v(&x+whw;gd§‘vv%y
0

almost surely. This is exactly the same solution as the one in Theorem 5.8, with v; = v
except in the latter theorem, B’ was replaced by a Brownian motion with speed x =
v2—3p(0); equivalently, we obtain the above from Theorem 5.8 when we set v, = v+1(0).
Thus, we have proved the following.

Theorem 7.2. Choose and fix an arbitrary v > 0. Then, the Stratonovich solution to the
Kraichnan flow (1.4) is the same as the [It6-Walsh] solution to the generalized Kraichnan
flow (1.7) with vy = v and v, = v + £p(0).

We emphasize that, whereas the Itd-Walsh solution to (1.4) exists only if v > 1p(0)
[see Theorem 2.3 and Assumption I with 1; = v, = v], the Stratonovich solution exists
for all v > 0. This is because, tautologically, v» > $p(0) in Theorem 7.2.

The following is a simple consequence of the preceding probabilistic representation
(7.3) of the Stratonovich solution to (1.4).

Corollary 7.3. Suppose 0, satisfies (2.10) and is bounded. Let v > 0 and define ") to
be the Stratonovich solution of (1.4). Then, for every k > 2,t > 0, and x,y € R2,

t
11189(”)(t,x,y) =60 (m,y/ V(s,x)ds) = 9(0)(t,x,y) in L*(Q).
v 0

In other words, the “Stratonovich solution” 6(©) to the inviscid form of (1.4) is solved
by formally applying the method of characteristics, as one would do in the classical PDE
setting when V' is smooth.

The Stratonovich solution to the inviscid form of (1.4) is very easy to understand:

0O (t,z,y) =0 (x,y + W(t,x)),

where {W(t)};>0 is the cylindrical Brownian motion defined by

t
W(tw)::—/ V(s,z)ds forallt>0andzx € R.
0

More precisely, the proof of Lemma 5.2 shows immediately that VV is a centered Gaussian
process whose covariance is described by (5.9).

Proof of Corollary 7.3. We use (7.3) and write

[0 2. =002 y)| <A+t
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where
t
Ji = 6o <x+\/2uwt,y+\/ﬁwg/ V(s,x+\/ﬁwt_s)ds)
0
t
Oo(z,qu\/ZVWt’/V(s,er\/EWt_(g)ds) ,
0
k
t
Jy = |60 (x,y+\/2th’—/ V(s,x+@Wt_s)ds)
0
t
—Qo(x,y—/V(s,x—l—@Wt_s)ds) ,
0
k
t t
Js = 1|6 (:E,y—/ V(S,x+v2ths)ds)—6‘o (:my—/ V(s,x)ds)
0 0
k

In accord with (2.10),
JP < Ap(2v)Fe2E (W) = O (I/ka/2) asv | 0, and

Tk < Ap(20)2E (IW]}) = 0 (u“/?) asv | 0.

Thus, it suffices to prove that Js; converges to zero as v | 0. Since V is conditionally
Gaussian, given the process W, Lemma 5.2 and its proof yield

which goes to 0 as v | 0 by the dominated convergence theorem. Because the L*({2)-
norm of a centered Gaussian random variable is proportional to the (k/2)th power of its
variance, the conditional form of Jensen’s inequality yields,

t t 2 t
/()V(sw—k@Wt,s)ds—/O V(s,z)ds :2/0 E[p(O)—p(\/Tth,s)}ds

2

k

t t
/ V(s,a:—&—quWt,s)ds—/ V(s,z)ds
0 0

k
k

t t
<E (IW4]*) - /0V(s,x—&-\/QiVWt,s)ds—/OV(sw)ds

—0 asv | 0.

2

Because of (2.10), this shows that J:f — 0 as v | 0, and completes the proof. O

8 Measure-valued initial profiles

Temporarily let Gy, denote the Stratonovich solution to (1.4), starting from an ar-
bitrary non-random initial function 6, (as in (1.4)) that satisfies Assumptions II-IV and
is bounded. According to Theorem 7.2 [see also (7.3)], we can write for all £ > 0 and
z,y € R,

t
GGo(thvy):El:HO<T+Bt7y+B£_/ V(S7x+Bt—9)dS) ’V:|7
0

almost surely, where (B, B’) is a 2-dimensional Brownian motion that is independent of
V and satisfies Var(B;) = Var(B}) = 2v.
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Define for all ¢t > 0 and a € R, a process B(ta) ag

Bt .= B, — (;) (B, —a) forallse [0, (8.1)
Then, clearly B(*% is a Brownian bridge conditioned to start from the space-time point
(0,0) and end at the space-time point (¢, a), and run at speed 2v. Furthermore, B(* is
independent of B;. Thus, we can condition on B; and write

G@g(t7$7y)

t
:/ E[@O (:z:+a,y+b/ v<s,z+B§2§j)) ds> ‘ V} ) (a)p!” (b) dadb
R2 0

t
= [ b,y )" (x — 2)E [pﬁ’” <y -y - / Vv (S,JU + Bt(lefgc)) ds) ’ V] da'dy’.
R2 0

It is easy to justify measurability and integrability, as well as the use of Fubini’s theorem
here. Therefore, we refrain from further mentioning those details. Instead, let us observe
that the stochastic process X, := x + B&;ﬂ/_m) [0 < s < t] is a Brownian bridge that is
conditioned to go from the space-time point (0, 2’) to the space-time point (¢, ), run at
speed 2v.

Define, for every t > 0 and 2/, 2',y,3’ € R,

t !
I (x,asy.y') = p (z — 2')E {pgu) <y V- / v (SI + B _x)) ds) ‘ V] - (62
0
in order to see that
Geo(tax7y) = 90('r/7yl)rgu)(x7x/;y7y/) dxldyl7
RQ

a.s. forallt > 0 and z,y € R. We can now deduce from the linearity of the SPDE (1.4)
the following result. But first let us note that if the initial condition 6, is a finite measure
on RR2, then the smoothed version of (1.4)—that is, (7.2)—still has a unique classical
solution 0. s a.s. Thus, the Stratonovich solution to (1.4) with measure initial condition
can be defined in exactly the same way as Definition 7.1. We are ready to state the next
result.

Theorem 8.1. Choose and fix v > 0 and let 1« be a non-random finite Borel measure on
R?. Consider the SPDE
atGL")(t,x7y) = VAGL”)(t,x,y) + 8yGL”) (t,z,y)V(t,z) on(0,00) x R?,

(8.3)
subject to GL”)(O) =u  onR2

Then, the Stratonovich solution to (8.3) is
GW(t,x,y) = /2Fﬁ”)(xyfc’;yyy’)M(dx’dy'),
R

where I'") was defined in (8.2).

One can also study It6-Walsh type solutions to the Kraichnan flow (8.3), or even the
generalized Kraichnan flow (1.7) where 6 is a finite Borel measure. We will avoid such
generalizations here. Instead let us emphasize only that, because of Theorem 8.1,

(t,2,y) — T (2,03y,0) = Gsyes (t,2,y) (8.4)
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is the Stratonovich solution to (8.3), starting from initial Borel measure p = §y ® Jp on
R2.°

A question of general interest to engineers is “what happens when v | 0”? When the
initial data was a nice function, Corollary 7.3 showed that the answer is that the solution
to (1.4) converges to the [formal] method-of-characteristics solution

t
0(0)(t,x7y) =0 (a:,y—/ V(s,x)ds)
0

to the inviscid case of (1.4). Moreover,

Cov [0<0>(t,x,y) ,9<°)(t,w'»y')} :/

Oo(z,y —a)bp(z,y —b)f(a,b)dadb,
]R2

where f denotes the joint probability density function of X := fot V(s,z)ds and X’ :=
f(f V(s,z')ds. Since (X, X’) is a centered Gaussian with

ple — )

Var(X) = Var(X') = tp(0) and Corr(X,X’) = 0

=K(z—1)

(see Lemma 5.2 and its proof), we have

_ 1 exp{— a? + b? — 2abK (v — 2') }
27tp(0)\/1 — | K (z — 2') 2 2tp(0) (1 — |K(z — ")) |’

for all a,b € R.

In the physically-interesting case that 6y = Jy ® Jy, it is clear that the inviscid form
of (1.4) does not have a function-valued solution. Intuitively speaking, this is because
lim, |0 FE”) does not exist as a nice random function. In order to see this, we next study

f(a,b) (8.5)

the small-v behavior of the covariance function of Fﬁ”) (z,0;y,0) for every fixed t > 0.

Theorem 8.2. Suppose that p is non increasing on [0, c0) and
p(w)=p(0) = w=0. (8.6)

Then, forallt > 0 and z,y € R,

limE
v]0

(v)

I/ (z,0;y,0

: (<u) ; )]:pip(ow)(y); (8.7)
pi (2)

and also the following holds for allt > 0 and x,z',y,y € R with 2’ # x and y’ # y:

o | D@ 0:9.0) Fgu)(x/’o;y/’())l 8.8)
10 P () (")
_ 1 v +y” =2y K(z — 2)
= exp | — 5
2tp(0)\/1 — [K (2 — o))’ 2tp(0) (1 - [K (@ — 2)]*)

Remark 8.3. It is always the case that p is maximized at the origin; see (2.3). Eq. (8.6)
says that this maximum is attained uniquely. In particular, (8.6) is equivalent to the
condition that p(w) = p(0) if and only if w = 0.

91n analogy with the previous subsection, we say that I'(") is a Stratonovich solution to (8.3) when we mean
that Fg") (z,y) =lim. s I‘E”’E"S) (x,y)in L2(Q) forall t > 0 and z,y € R, where I'(*><:9) denotes the (standard
PDE) solution to the version of (8.3) wherein V' is replaced by V; 5.
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Remark 8.4. Theorem 8.2 tacitly says that the right-hand side of (8.8) is strictly positive
and finite under the full hypotheses of Theorem 8.2. As we shall see, this fact by itself is
non trivial and has a delicate proof; see Proposition 8.6 below.

Remark 8.5. Under the full hypotheses of Theorem 8.2, we find readily that the collec-
tion {T\")(2,0;y,0)/p{" (2)}ve(0,1) is an L?(Q)-tight sequence of random variables for
every fixed ¢t > 0 and z,y € R. It might help to recall that this means that for every
sequence v > vy > - - -, of positive numbers that descend to zero, there exists a finite
random variable Z;(z,y) = Z(x,y; {r;}52,) such that

i I (z,0;y,0)

: () = D%('r ) y) in LQ(Q)a
oo pi " (z)

and hence also weakly. It is possible that .4, (z,y) does not depend on the sequence
{v;}22,; equivalently, T\ (z,0;y,0)/p\")(z) — Z(x,y) in L*(Q) as v | 0. If this were
true, then the two-point covariance function of .%; can be read off (8.7) and(8.8), and the
existence of a second-order type of invariant measure also would follow, consistent with
a result of van Eijnden [54] for a related, though slightly different, fluid model. For a
different type of limit theorem, see Fannjiang [30].

The proof of Theorem 8.2 requires the following regularity result, which implies that
if p is non increasing on [0, c0), then:

(1) Under Condition (8.6), the right-hand side of (8.8) is strictly positive and finite
provided that z # z’ and y # /;

(2) Under the more restrictive Condition (8.11), the right-hand side of (8.8) is strictly
positive and finite for all =, z’,y,y’ € R.

The more precise details follow.
Proposition 8.6. Define

~ 1 t w ~(t !
K(t;x,x')zm-/o p(m—x'—i—B&s ) _ B ))ds, (8.9)

with B{",") and E&;x/) two independent Brownian bridges, both defined as in (8.1).
Assume that p is non increasing on [0,00). Then for all t > 0 and for every two distinct
real numbers z and z’,

1
——— € LP(Q forallp € [2,00). (8.10)
1-K(t,z,a') ) | )

Furthermore, assume that there exists ¢ > 0 and w € (0, 2] such that
p(0) — p(z) = c(1 +o(1)|z|” asxz 0. (8.11)
(which is complement to (2.9)). Then, (8.10) holds for allt > 0 and z,2’ € R.

Proof. We treat the two cases = # z’ and x = z’ separately.
The case x # x’. Because of (2.3) and the positivity of p,

P02 (1= [K(t,2,2")]2)
= /Ot [p(()) —p (x —a’ + B — Ef(t_:w/)ﬂ ds - /Ot {p(()) +p (x —a' + BT — Bt(t_:x/))} ds

t
> tp(O)/ {p(O) —p (:c -2 + Bt(ig”” - Bt(i;I ))} ds as. (8.12)
0
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On one hand, we may consider (8.1), and observe that

_x t—
e = () e (7))

and that the process within the curly brackets is a Brownian bridge from (0,0) to (¢,0),

run at speed 2v. A similar decomposition is valid for =’ + E&;I/). In particular, we may
write , s
z—a' +BHTY - BE) = (¢ — o) <¥> + B, (8.13)

where B° is a Brownian bridge from (0,0) to (¢,0), run at speed 4v.
For every r € [0,t/2] consider the event,

E(r) = {wEQ: inf ‘(ZC—I'/) <i>+B;’(w)‘>|w;$/|}

s€[t—r,t]
Since E(sup,co 4 [Bs]) < 00,
o |z =2
P(E(r)) > P sup |B2| < — forallr € [0,1],
s€(0,r]

and 7~ 7~ sup,¢[o,,] Var(Bg) is bounded uniformly above on [0, ], an application of the
Borell, Sudakov-Tsirelson inequality (see [8] and [53]) yields

P(E(r) >1—Ke ®/"  forallr € [0,t/2],

where K = K(v,z — 2/, t) is a strictly-positive real number that does not depend on r.
On the other hand, forall r € [0,¢/2],

z—a

p(0) —p ((a:f:z:’) (;) +B2> > p(0) —p ( > forall s € [t —r,t],

almost surely on E(r). This is because p is assumed to be non increasing on [0, c0), and
hence also non decreasing on (—oo, 0] by symmetry; see (2.3). Keeping in mind (8.13),
the above inequality and (8.12) together imply that, for all » € [0,¢/2],

xz—a

p(0)242 (1 _[K(t,, f)]?) > rtp(0) {p(O) —p ( . )] = Lr  as.onE(®r).

Clearly, L = L(p(0),t,z — z’) does not depend on the numerical value of r € [0,¢/2]. It
follows that

P {p(0)2t2 (1 - [f((t,x,x’)}?) < Lr} <Ke X" forallre[0,t/2]. (8.14)
The inequality (8.14) shows that the non-negative random variable 1 — [K(t,z,a'])2—
whence also 1 — K (¢, ,2’)—has finite negative moments of all orders when x # z'.

The case that x = x’. Since z = 2/, we need only to estimate the quantity fot [p(0) —
p(bs)]ds, where b denotes a Brownian bridge from 0 to 0 during the time span [0, ¢].

Now let us suppose p is non increasing on (0, o) and satisfies (8.11). Choose and fix
a real number o > 0 that satisfies o < (2 + @) ~!. Since w < 2, any o < 1 will do the job.

Now,
"

t t
/ [p(0) — p(bs)] ds > const - E‘W/ 1fp,|>c0yds  as.
0 0
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Therefore, we need to study the behavior of P(A.), as ¢ | 0, where

t
A, = {w cN: / 1{|b5(w)\>€"‘} ds < gl—aw} forall e > 0. (8.15)
0

Consider the stopping times,
T.:=inf{s > 0: |bs| =2c“}.

By the continuity of the trajectories of b, it follows easily that
t ~
AEQ{WGQ T5>2}UA5,

where
A, = {w eN: sup  |brys(w) — b, (w)] > Ea} .

0<s<gl—aw

A standard small-ball estimate for the Brownian bridge shows that there exist strictly-
positive real numbers ¢; = ¢;(¢,v) and ¢2 = co(t, v) such that

P{T. > t/2} < c1 exp (—%) uniformly for all £ € (0, 1).
£ o

Therefore, for all &k > 2,

P(A) <crom () + 2B swpforae) - bn @)

0<s<gl—aw
C2 (1—aw—2a)k/2
< ¢ exp (7527) + cs(k)e 5
after a standard modulus-of-continuity estimate and the [inhomogeneous] strong Markov

property of Brownian bridge. In any case, since a > 0 and k > 2 are arbitrary,

log P(A.)

oo log(l/e)

when £k is fixed, the lim is a constant. This proves, in particular, that P(A.) = o(c*) as
¢ | 0 for every k > 1. Therefore, we can deduce from (8.15) that fot [p(0) — p(bs)] ds has
finite negative moments of all orders. This completes the proof. O

We are now ready to prove Theorem 8.2.

Proof of Theorem 8.2. To prove (8.7), we begin with the expression (8.2) in order to see
that

¢
E FE”)(x,O;y,O)} :pgu)(x)oE {pg'/) (y/ v (s,x+Bt(f;x)) ds)] ) (8.16)
0

Given B, the conditional law of fot Vs, + Bt@;z)) ds is centered Gaussian with [con-
ditional] variance tp(0). It follows from the tower property of conditional expectations
that

t oo
E {pi”) (y - / 1% (s ,a+ Bt(fs_m)) dS)] = / Py — 2)p O (2) dz = pl O (),
0 —00

whence
E [ng)(w,o;y,O)} = p @) PO () by (8.16).
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This readily implies (8.7). N
In order to prove (8.8), we may first condition on B and B in order to see that

fot Vis,z+ Bt(E;x)) ds and fot (s, 2’ + B(t )) ds are two centered Gaussian random
variables with conditional covariance,

t ~ !
/ ) (m — o'+ Bt Bl )) ds.
0

Thus, we appeal to (8.5), by first conditioning on B and B, and find that

E{pg”) (y—/otv(s z+BY )ds) <y —/OtV(sx + B I))ds) ’ B,é]

W), W), _ 2 2 (4. /
_ Pt (y a’)pt (y b) exp _ a” + b QGbK(t L, T ) da db

R 27Ttp(0)\/ 1- [f{(t;x,x’)r 2tp(0) (1 - [f( (t;x,z’)m

Manifestly, the right-hand side is strictly positive, and it is finite owing to Proposition
8.6.

Because v — p( ") is an approximate identity, (1.3) and the dominated convergence
theorem together ensure that the above integral converges to

1 y?+ () — 29y K (x — 2')
exp | —

271t p(0)4/1 — [K (2 — 2/)]? 2tp(0) (1 - [K(z - :c’)]2)

)

as v — 0. Thus, (8.8) follows from the definition (8.2) of the random field '™ and an
application of dominated convergence theorem together with Proposition 8.6. O

Remark 8.7. From the proof of Theorem 8.2 together with Proposition 8.6 we see that
without lim, |y, we have

E

(" (z,03y,0) Fi”(a:’,o;y’,m]
p” (@) P @)

1 y2+y? —2yy K(t;,a')

- o 2t4(0) (1 - [f((t;x,xf)r)

— 2
27rtp(0)\/1 — [K(t ; x,x’)}
for distinct numbers z and z’ provided that p is non increasing on [0, c0). Furthermore,
under the assumption (8.11), the equation above is valid for all ¢ > 0 and z,z’,y,7’ € R.

b

9 Analysis in a special case

The literature on turbulence predicts a highly complex, “multifractal,” behavior for
the solution to the Kraichnan model (1.4) at every fixed viscosity level v > 0, ideally
v = 0; see for example Warhaft [56]. In the case that f; is a nice function, Theorem 7.2
ensures that this sort of assertion ought not be valid for the [t6/Walsh solution, as well
as the Stratonovich solution to (1.4). And the same continues to hold when 0, is a nice
measure, owing to Theorem 8.1.

In this section we state and prove a prefatory version of the preceding prediction
in the special case that p is a constant p(0) > 0. In order to conform with what we
think might be the physically-interesting representation we consider the Stratonovich
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solution only. In that case, we can re-write (1.4) as the following infinite-dimensional
Stratonovich stochastic differential equation:

do(t,x,y) = vAO(t,z,y)dt +1/p(0)9,0(t,x,y) odW;  for (t,x,y) € (0,00) x R?,
subject to 0(0,z,y) = do(z)do(y),
9.1)
where W = {W, };>¢ is standard Brownian motion. See §5 for more details.
We saw in Theorem 8.1 that the Stratonovich solution to (9.1) is 8 = '), which was
defined in (8.2). In the current setting where the spatial correlation p is a constant, the
probabilistic expression for I') reduces to the analysis of the following:

I (z,05y,0) = pi” (z)p” (y —/(0) Wt) : (9.2)

which can be verified directly from It6/Stratonovich calculus as well (in the present,
simple setting). It follows in particular that the random function Fi”) tends to zero as
1/t, as t grows without bound. For example,

sup I‘g”) (z,0;y,0) = (4nvt)~'  a.s. foreveryt > 0. (9.3)
z,yeR

The following theorem shows that the set of times where I'™)(0,0) behaves largely
different from 1/t¢, however, has a macroscopic multifractal structure. In order to
describe that multifractal behavior we need a few notions from geometric measure
theory of macroscopic structures (see Barlow and Taylor [2, 3], for example).

Let us define, for every set A C R,

Cn(A):=#{jem]: [j,j+1]NnA#a},

where [m] :={0,...,m}. Define
Dim,, (A) := h;njllop W Dim (A):= l}r?iiglof w.

Then, for all sets A C Ry,
0 < Dim (A) < Dim,, (A) <1,

In principle, all three inequalities can be strict. But when Dim,,(A) = Dim  (A) we
write Dim,, (A) for their common value. The quantity Dim,, (A) is then referred to as the
macroscopic Minkowski (or fractal) dimension of A.

In order to simplify the exposition somewhat we study only the large-time behavior
of t — FE”)(x ,y) at z = y = 0, since the point (0,0) is slightly more distinguished than
other points in light of the fact that the initial data is g ® Jp. It is not hard to extend our
analysis to study the behavior of t — FE”) (z,y) for other values of x and y though.

First, we observe that the typical behavior of t — Fg”) (0,0) is const/t; see also (9.3).
The following is a fractal-analysis version of such an assertion.

Theorem 9.1. With probability one,

K

N 1 if0< K < (47v)~1,
DimM{t>0:F§>(o,o;o,0)>t}:{ ! (47v)

0 ifK > (4mv)~L.

Furthermore, for any x € R,

y —z?/(4vt 1
Dim,, {t>0: 10,050, 0) = SPIZT/UrD)} ”)}}

== a.s.
4rvt 2

EJP 0 (2016), paper O. ejp.ejpecp.org
Page 54/66


http://dx.doi.org/10.1214/EJP.10.1214/YY-TN
http://ejp.ejpecp.org/

Kraichnan Flow

Among other things, Theorem 9.1 says that, asymptotically as ¢t — oo, t — FE”) (0,0;0,0)
typically behaves as K/t for all possible values of K € (0, (47v)~!). Moreover, the set
of times were FE”) (0,0;0,0) > K/t for such a K is a “monofractal” of full macroscopic
Minkowski dimension. The following result shows that there are more subtle, logarith-
mic, corrections on whose scale a suitable log-scaling of the set of decay times of order

t~'(logt)~° is a bona fide macroscopic multifractal.

Theorem 9.2. Choose and fix a real number § > 0. Then, with probability one,

| . L <o)
Dim,, (logdt>e: I'(0,0:0,0) < —— b ) = (1- 2% a.s.

where log A = {logz : x € A} forall A C (0, 00).

Of course Theorem 9.2 has non-trivial content if and only if

p(0)

= R.
2v

0 <
Interesting enough, R is the ratio of turbulent diffusivity to thermal diffusivity and, as
such, plays a similar role to %Pr—half of the Prantdl number—in the non stochastic
setting. Larger values of R translate to more turbulent transport of the underlying
passive scalar; see Grossmann and Lohse [34] and its extensive bibliography for earlier
physical (in some cases, experimental) observations that the the multifractal behavior
of '™ is determined essentially solely by the value of the Prandtl (or Schmidt) number,
here R. See §10 for some more explanation of some of the physical terminology that is
used here.

In light of the preceding remarks, Theorem 9.2 implies that, as R gets larger, higher
dissipation rates can be observed on non-trivial unbounded sets of greater macroscopic
dimension. Stated yet in another way, the larger the value of R the more multifractal is
the rates of dissipation of the passive scalar.

We begin the proofs with a technical lemma about standard Brownian motion.

Lemma 9.3. Let {W;},>o denote a standard, linear Brownian motion, and z € R and
a > 0 be fixed numbers. Then, with probability one,

Dim,, {t>0: Wy =z} =1 and DimM{t>0: |Wt—z|<a\/i}:1.
Proof. The first part of the lemma is well known; see, for example Khoshnevisan [41] in
the case that W is replaced by a random walk. We make small adjustments to that proof

in order to verify the first part of our lemma.
Consider the following random subset of Z :

N
L:={t>0: W,=2z}, andletJy:=» 1z +1j-o},

Jj=1

for all N € IN. It is well known, and easy to verify directly from the Markov property of
W, that for every B > 0 there exist real numbers C, Co—depending only on (B, z)—such

that
A = ’ ' = A - ' '

For example, it is well known (as well as elementary) that

P{3te[A,A+B]: W; =0} = %amCOS”A—FiB’
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which clearly implies (9.4) when z = 0. The case z # 0 follows from potential-theoretic
considerations; see [39] for example.
In any case, it follows that there exist real numbers Cs5, Cy > 0—depending only on
z € R—such that
C3VN < E(Jy) < CyVN  forall N € IN. (9.5)
In particular, Chebyshev’s inequality implies that > > | P{Jon > 2(1+e)n/2Y < 6 for all
¢ > 0. Since € > 0 is arbitrary, the Borel-Cantelli lemma ensures that (log 2")~! log Jo» <

% +o(1) a.s. as n — co. Because m — J,, is nondecreasing, a monotonicity argument
then shows that lim,, ,+(logn)~1log J,, < % a.s. This in turn implies that

Dim, (L) < 3 as. (9.6)

Next we show that the above is in fact an a.s. identity, and hence prove the first assertion
of the lemma.

If k and j are integers that satisfy £ > j + 2 > j > 1, then we may apply the strong
Markov property to the first time in [j, j + 1] that W reaches z in order to see that

P{LN[j,j+1]#2,LN[k,k+1] #2}
<P{LN[j,j+1]#2}-P{3sck—j—1,k—j+1]: W, =0}

<%'P{Lﬂ[‘j»]‘+l]7&®}v

for a real number C' that depends only on z; confer with (9.4). Therefore,

EWJR) <2 > P{Ln[j,j+1#@,Lnk k+1]+#o}

1<j<kSN
<2 Y P{LN[j,j+1]#@}+2C {L0l.j+1#o}
. > L
1<jSN 1<gSN
J<k<j+2 Prerhnlt

-0 (|E(JN)|2) as N — oo, by (9.5).

This, (9.5), and the Paley-Zygmund inequality (see Lemma 7.3 in [40] for example)
together imply that

: 1 -
]bn?flP {JN > Qng/N} =q >0,

whence Dim,, (L) = limsupy_,..(log N)"'log Jy > 3 with probability at least ¢ > 0. By
the Kolmogorov 0-1 law, the latter event must in fact have full probability, whence
Dim,, (L) > 3 a.s. This and (9.6) together establish the first half of the lemma.

The second part of the lemma follows from another second-moment computation. In
order to simplify the notation let

Z::{t}(}: |Wt—z|<0z\/£}.

to be the random set whose dimension is supposed to be 1. Elementary properties of the
macroscopic Minkowski dimension ensure that it suffices to prove that Dim,, (L) > 1 a.s.
For every integer N > 1 define

N
DD
Jj=1
As j — oo,
P{INf.j+1]# e} >P{IW; -2 <aVj} - PIWi| <a},
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which is strictly positive. Therefore, for all N sufficiently large,

- N
E(JN) > EP“WH < Oé}. 9.7)

Because J, ~ < N, whence also E(jf\,) < N2, the Paley-Zygmund inequality implies that

_ IP{W] <}’

3 for all sufficiently-large N.

P {fN > %E(fN)}

This, (9.7), and Kolmogorov’s 0-1 law together imply that lim Slﬂlva‘}OO(jN/N) >0a.s.,
which suffices to imply that Dim,,(L) > 1 a.s., and hence Dim,, (L) =1 a.s. O

Armed with Lemma 9.3, we can now derive Theorem 9.1 fairly easily.

Proof of Theorem 9.1. In accord with (9.2),

1 2
r(0,0;0,0) = exp{—p(O)Wt } [t > 0].

4mvt 4ut

Therefore, if 0 < K < (47v)~!, then

v K
E(K):= {t>0: Fg )(0,0;0,0) > t} = {t>0: [Wi <04\/Z},

Lemma 9.3 then implies that if 0 < K < (47v)~!, then Dim, (E(K)) = 1 a.s. If, on
the other hand, K > (47v)~!, then E(K) is empty and hence has zero macroscopic
Minkowski dimension. This completes the proof of the first assertion of the theorem; the
second assertion is a ready consequence of the first part of Lemma 9.3. O

with

As it turns out, Theorem 9.2 is a consequence of the probabilistic representation of the
solution to (1.4) together with a large-scale fractal property of the Ornstein—-Uhlenbeck
process.

Proof of Theorem 9.2. Let us fix some § > 0 and consider the random set

) 1
F = {t>e: 1(0,0:0,0) < t}.

(logt)®
Then,
logF = {t >1: |Us] > %log <4t7i/>}’
where
U, = emp(t) t> 0]
exp(t)

Choose and fix an arbitrary € € (0,1), and fix N > 1 such that

4vé(1 —¢) 4v < to > 4vé(1 +¢)
—————logt </ —=log| — | < {/———=—"1logt forallt> N.
\/ p0) ¢ p(0) % \ 4w o0 ®
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Elementary properties of the macroscopic dimension imply that

: . 4V tts
Dim,, (log F') = Dim,, {t > N: Uy > 20 log (47”/>}
(9.8)
4vH(1 —¢)
< Dim,, {t>N: |U UL =) gt
IHIM{ > | t|> p(O) og }
and similarly,
4vd(1
Dim,, (log F') > Dim,, {t >N U > ”;(())*5) 1Ogt} . (9.9)

The stochastic process {U, }+>¢ is a stationary Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process with covari-
ance function Cov[U,, U;] = exp{—|t — s|} for s,¢ > 0. Therefore, Theorem 6.1 of Weber
[57] implies that

Dim,, {t >N: U > \/alogt} - (1 - %) a.s. for all o > 0.
+

This, (9.8), and (9.9) together imply Theorem 9.2. O

10 A connection to fluid mechanics

Forallt > 0 and z,y € R define

U1 (t y Ly y):|
Vt,z,y) =
( y) |:U2 (t y Ly y)
to be a model for a 2-dimensional velocity field. It is a generally-accepted fact that
the transport equation of a passive scalar in the field V' is governed by the following
convection-diffusion equation:
A9(t,x,y) O0v)(t,z,y) O(0ve)(t,x,y)
————= =vAl(t — — 10.1
at v ( I X 9 y) ax ay 9 ( )
valid for all ¢ > 0 and z,y € R, subject to nice initial data 6(0) := 6. The constant v
is strictly positive and referred to as thermal diffusivity for example when 6 denotes
temperature; Kraichnan [43] refers to a closely-related quantity as eddy diffusitivity.
Other, similar names, are used when # denotes concentration, temperature, etc.
In fluid mechanics, v is inversely proportional to the Reynolds number of the underly-
ing fluid: Smaller values of v imply more turbulence in the fluid.
We follow Majda [47] and specialize to velocity fields that come from so-called shear
flows of the type,

0
Vit = |~ . 10.2
( 7$7y) |:V(t7$):| ( )
Among other things, such fluids are incompressible or divergence free; thatis, V-V = 0.
In this way, the PDE (10.1) is simplified to the convection-diffusion equation,

80 = vAO —V 0,0. (10.3)

The partial differential equation (10.3) has the same form as (1.7), but there is a small
difference: In general, the velocity field V' is decomposed into its “mean component”
p € R and its “fluctuating component” V = V (¢, x) as follows:*°

Vt,z)=p+V(t,z), (10.4)

101n order to simplify the technical aspects of this discussion we are assuming that € R is constant, though
more general mean velocity fields can be considered as well.
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and u is not in general zero. This is the so-called Reynolds decomposition of V, and the
quoted terms are substitutes for the respective statements that ;. is deterministic and V'
is random. When V is a centered, generalized Gaussian random field with covariance
(1.1), the partial differential equation (10.3) is called the Kraichnan model for the 2-D
flow described by V; see Kraichnan [42]. In this case, % p(0) is the so-called turbulent
diffusivity.

Let 0 denote the solution to the Kraichnan model (10.3) for the velocity model given
by (10.2) and (10.4). It is easy to make small adjustments to the arguments of this paper
in order to prove that, under Assumptions I through IV, the SPDE (10.3) has a unique
solution in the same sense as Definition 2.1 and 7.1. Moreover, we have the following
variation of Theorem 5.8 that is valid in the present setting:

t
G(t,x,y):E[Go <x+Bt,y+Bt+ut+/ V(&x—i—Bts)ds) ‘ V\/’YB}.
0

That is, the introduction of the additional mean velocity field p merely changes the mean
function of the Brownian motion B from its standard value zero to the mean velocity .
We leave the analysis of this slightly more general model to the interested reader since
the methods of this paper cover this more general case as well.

11 A multi-dimensional extension

In this section we briefly study the following higher-dimensional analogue of the
SPDE (1.7):

8t9(t,x,y) = Vlagg(tvxvy) + 12 Zagja(taxvy) + Zay79(t,x,y)‘/}(t,x), (11.1)
j=1 j=1
where 6 is a predictable random field, indexed by R, x R x R", and the noise

Vl (t ’ .’E)
Va(t, z)

V(t,z) = :

Va(t, x)

is centered Gaussian whose covariance function X is described by

Cov[Vi(t,z),V;(s,a")] = do(s — t)pij(x —a’)  forall s,t >0 and z,2’ € R,

where p = (p; j)1<ij<n : R" — R1}*™ is the spatial correlation function of V.!! Instead
of writing out detailed proofs, we merely point out how one solves (11.1) using analogies
with the earlier case n = 2 where the details were provided.

In complete analogy with the preceding sections, wherein n was equal to 2, we may
take Fourier transforms with respect to the variable y in order to find that

Ut,2,€) = / VOt y) dy

ought to solve the SPDE

QU(t,x,8) =ndU(t,x,8) — wl|&|PU(t, x,&) +iU(t,x,€) Y &Vj(t, ),

j=1

Hnterestingly enough, the matrix n~! p(0)—sometimes known as turbulent diffusitivity has a role in the
ensuing analysis as (2/n) times the closely-related matrix %p(O), which does have a physical meaning.
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where & = (&1,...,&,) € R™ and [|€]]? := & + --- + £2. Once again, we follow the
procedure of the previous sections and define a random field u via

U(t y Ly £) = exp <_V2H£||2t) U(t y Ly 6)7
and arrive at the corresponding parabolic Anderson problems,
opu(t,x, &) = 110%u(t,x,€) +iu(t,z,£)€-V(t,x), (11.2)

solved pointwise for every £ € R™. Thus we see that the difference between (3.2) and
(11.2) is that, instead of the multiplicative noise iV (¢, x) in (3.2), we have in (11.2) the
noise ¢ Z;’:l &V;(t,z). We now proceed in almost exactly the same way as we did when
n was 2, and obtain the following n-dimensional extension of Theorem 3.1.
Throughout, we write F[z] for the function (¢,z) — F(t,z, z) whenever applicable,
notation being clear from context.
Theorem 11.1. Suppose ug : ! x R x R™ — C is a measurable random field that is
independent of V' and satisfies sup,cg E(Jug(z,€)|¥) < oo for every k > 2 and € € R".
Choose and fix some v; > 0. Then, for every £ € R", (3.2) has a unique mild solution u[£]
that satisfies the following for every k > 2, € (0,1),t >0, x € R and £ € R™:

1),
sup E (|u(t,x,§)\k) <e Fexp (kck& p(0)2 t) sup E (\uo(x,£)|k) ,

zeR 2(1 6) zeR
where ¢, was defined earlier in Lemma 2.17.

If we assume that (3.18) holds, where now ¢ is replaced by the vector £ € R"”, then
we can proceed in exactly the same way as we did in the proof of Lemma 3.10, in
order to show that, in the n-dimensional case, € — u(t,z,£) has a continuous, and thus
Borel-measurable, version. We can also obtain the probabilistic representation of u as
follows.

Proposition 11.2. Assume that (3.18) holds. Then for everyt > 0, x € R, and £ € R",
u(t,x,é’):e%tgl”(o)gE §O(I+Bt, &) exp ZEJ/ (s,x+ Bi_s)ds YVTl,

where B is a Brownian motion independent of V V Ty with Var(B;) = 2v;.

In order to obtain a probabilistic representation of /—and also to prove the existence
and uniqueness of the solution to (11.1)—we plan to compute the inverse Fourier trans-
form of R" 5 & — exp{—12|€|*t}u(t,x,£). In analogy with the preceding sections, our
methods show that this inverse Fourier transform exists provided only that v — % p(0)
is strictly positive definite. Here, I denotes the n x n identity matrix. These assertions
can be summarized as follows.

Theorem 11.3. Assume that (3.18) holds and that voI — %p(O) is strictly positive definite.
Let B denote a standard linear Brownian motion, and B a standard Brownian motion on
R", and assume that:

1. B, B, and V V T, are totally independent;
2. B has speed Var(B;) = 2vy; and
3. The covariance matrix for B is 2voI — p(0).

Then, forallt >0, x € R, andy € R",

t
Q(t,x,y)E{Qg (x+Bt,y+Bt/ V(s,erBt_s)ds) ‘ V\/’ﬁ)],
Jo
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almost surely, where V denotes the o-algebra generated by V', Ty is as before, and the
random variable fg V(s,z + B:—s)ds is defined as in Lemma 5.2 in every coordinate.

Finally, we may consider instead the Stratonovich solution to equation (11.1) by
first replacing V by a smooth random noise and taking limits afterward. The required
extension to the present n-dimensional setting does not require new ideas, and leads to
the following:

R ()

t
:E[GO (m+\/2V1Wt,y+\/2u2Wt’—/ V(s,x+\/2u1Wt_s)ds> ’ Vv%},
0

where W and W are respectively linear and n-dimensional Brownian motions, both
independent of each other as well as the g-algebra V V 7. In particular, we see that
(11.1) has a Stratonovich solution for every vy, > 0, with 6y satisfying II-IV and
bounded. In particular, if (3.18) holds, then for every v > 0, the Stratonovich solution of

ate(taxay) :VAH(t,m,y)JrVyH(t,x,y)V(t,x),

subject to initial data 6y that follows Assumptions I-IV and bounded is the following: For
allt >0, z€ R, andy € R",

t
9(V)(t,x,y)_E[90 (z+@Wt,y+@Wt’/ V(s,x+@Wt_s) ds) ‘ V\/%]
0

almost surely. We leave the other extensions (inviscid equations, measure-valued initial
data, etc.) to the interested reader.

A Appendix: Stochastic integrals

In this appendix we briefly review aspects of the Walsh theory of stochastic integra-
tion, as it pertains to the present setting. We use this opportunity to set forth some
notation, and present a stochastic Fubini theorem that plays an important role in the
paper.

A.1 The Wiener integral

Let C°((0,00) x R) denote the usual vector space of all infinitely-differentiable,
compactly-supported, real-valued functions on (0,c0) x R, and define H to be the
completion of C.((0,00) x R) in the norm || - - - ||, where

el [ ae [~ ao [~ dyott.onptt mote —u). A1)

Throughout, we let (2,.%,P) be a probability space that is rich enough to support
a centered Gaussian process V := {V(¢)},eco((0,00)xr) With formal covariance form
given in (1.1). More precisely put, V is a centered Gaussian process whose covariance
function is described by

Cov[V (), V()] = /OOO dt /_Oo dx /_Oo Az’ o(t, D)0t (e — ), (A2)

for every ¢,9 € C((0,00) x R). The stochastic process V is sometimes called an
isonormal, or iso-Gaussian process. According to the classical Wiener theory, we may
identify V' with a linear isometry from C2°((0,00) x R) into the space of all random
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variables in LQ(P). Thus, we may also think of V' as a Wiener integral. For this reason,
we also write

Vie) = / o(t,z)V(t,x)dtdz  for every ¢ € H.
]R+ xR
As is usual, we may write

/ o(t,z)V(t,x)dtde == V(plaxp),
AxB

and continuously extend the domain of definition of V to a random field — still written
as V — defined on the full parameter space 7. It follows that V' is now a linear isometry
from the full Hilbert space H into L?(P).

Consider the special case that p is a constant; that is, p(z) = p(0) for all z € R.
Let W := {W;}+>0 denote a standard Brownian motion and define a stochastic process

{V(#)}pec (R, xr) by setting

=/p / </ (t,x) th> dz  forevery p € C°(R4 x R), (A.3)

where fooo o(t, ) dW; is a standard Wiener integral—with respect to Brownian motion

W—for every x € R. It is easy to see that {v(@)}wecgo(m/wml) is a centered Gaussian
random field with covariance function

Cov [f/(@),f/(uj)} / (/ Wit ) ) (/_Zgo(t,a:)dx) at
= Cov[V( (¥)] forall g, € C(R4 x R).

Thus, it follows that there exists a unique, continuous extension of V to a stochastic
process {‘7(90)}996% whose law is the same as the law of V. In other words, whenever
p is a constant, we may—and will—assume that V" has the form given by (A.3). In this
sense, we see that if p is a constant, then we can write V as

V(t,z)dtde = \/p(0) dW; dz, (A.4)

using informal infinitesimal notation.

A.2 The Walsh integral

The Walsh integral is an extension of the Wiener integral
V(®) ::/ V(t,z)®(t,z)dtdx

R+ xR
to the case that ® is a predictable random field that satisfies

/ dt/ dx/ do’ E(|®(t,z)®(t,2")]) p(x — 2") < oo; (A.5)
0 —o0 —00

see Walsh [55] and especially Dalang [23] for details. Thanks to (2.3) and Tonelli’s
theorem, (A.5) is implied by the following integrability condition:

/Ooodt(/oc 19, 2)]l, dm)Q:/Omdt</_o;\/Ede)2<oo;

— 00

this fact is used several times in the paper.
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As a noteworthy consequence of the construction of the Walsh integral, we can see
that for all such random functions &,

Var [V [/ dt/ da:/ dz' &(t, ) (tx)(ac—x)]

This is the so-called Walsh isometry for Walsh stochastic integrals.
It is easy to see that if p is a constant, then we may use the representation (A.3) in

order to find that - -
—00 0

as long as, additionally, the following hold: (1) ¢t — ®(¢,x) is a predictable process for
every z € R; and (2) the It6 integral map = — fooo ®(t,xz) dWW; is Lebesgue measurable.
Indeed, by a standard approximation procedure, it suffices to verify this assertion for pro-
cesses of the form ®(¢,x) = X1, (t) f(x) where X € L?(P) is measurable with respect
to the o-algebra generated by all random variables of the form [, (0,0)XR o(t,x)V(t,x)dx,
as ¢ roams over H, and f € C¢°(R) is a nonrandom, smooth, and compactly-supported
function. In that case, V(®) = XV (1(,,,) ® f) and the assertion follows by direct inspec-
tion, thanks to (A.3) and the defining properties of the Walsh stochastic integral.

A.3 A stochastic Fubini theorem

The stochastic Fubini’s theorem is used a number of times in this paper. We cite,
without proof, a suitable version of it here. It might help to recall from (A.1) the space
H, and also the fact that ®[y| refers to the function (¢,z) — ®(t,x,y) for every y € R.
The stochastic integral in [25] is defined in the setting of the cylindrical Wiener process
which turns out to be the same as our setting in Walsh integral. Thus, we have the
following:

Theorem A.1 ([25, Theorem 4.33, p. 110]). Let {®(t,z,y); t > 0,2,y € R} be a three-
parameter; predictable random field that satisfies [*_ | ®[y]||r2(oxo,7);2)dy < oo for
every positive real number T'. Then,

/ (/ @(5,x,y)V(s,x)dxds> dyz/ (/ @(S,x,y)dy> Vs, x)dxds,
—00 (0,T)xR (0,T)xR —00

almost surely [P].

A.4 FElements of Malliavin calculus

In this subsection we will outline the setup of Malliavin calculus. For a detailed
treatment of this material, see Nualart [51]. Let F' be a smooth and cylindrical random
variable of the form

= f(V(¢1),-- -, Vien)),

with ¢; € H, where 7 is defined in Subsection A.1, V/(¢;) := [~ [ ¢i(s,2)V (s, x)dsdx
and f € C;°(R"™) (namely f and its partial derivatives have polynom1al growth) then the
Malliavin derivative DF' is the H-valued random variable defined by

DF = Z il V(60)6;

The operator D is closable from L?(f2) into L?(Q; H) and we define the Sobolev space
D'2? as the closure of the space of smooth and cylindrical random variables under the
norm

|DF|ls2 = /E[F?] + E|| DF]3
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We denote by ¢ the adjoint of the derivative operator given by the duality formula
E[6(u)F] = E[(DF,u)%],

for any F' € D*? and any element u € L?*(Q; H) in the domain of §.

Let us remark that in our context, that is, V' (¢, z) is a Gaussian noise which is white
in time and has certain covariance p in the space, if Ry x R 5 (t,z) — wu(t,z) is an
adapted stochastic process such that E [° [* [7 u(t,y)u(t,2)p(y — z)dydzdt < oo,
then u belongs to the domain of § and §(u) coincides with the Walsh integral:

5(u):/R (Vo) deds
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