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Abstract

We introduce a class of multi-scale systems with discrete time, motivated by the prob-
lem of inviscid limit in fluid dynamics in the presence of small-scale noise. These systems
are infinite-dimensional and defined on a scale-invariant space-time lattice. We propose
a qualitative theory describing the vanishing regularization (inviscid) limit as an attrac-
tor of the renormalization group operator acting in the space of flow maps or respective
probability kernels. If the attractor is a nontrivial probability kernel, we say that the
inviscid limit is spontaneously stochastic: it defines a stochastic (Markov) process solving
deterministic equations with deterministic initial and boundary conditions. The results
are illustrated with solvable models: symbolic systems leading to digital turbulence and

systems of expanding interacting phases.

1 Introduction

Space-time scale invariance is a fundamental property of many physical models. In ideal fluid

dynamics, it refers to transformations of the velocity field u(r,t) as [20]
t,r,u— A7 A, N, (1)

where A > 0 is a scaling factor and h € R is a space-time scaling exponent. A textbook example
is the inviscid Burgers equation as a prototype for compressible ideal fluid, while our main
motivation comes from the developed turbulence, where symmetries refer to Euler equations
for incompressible ideal fluid. A common feature of ideal scale-invariant models is that their

solutions may be non-unique or not globally defined [12, 5]. A globally well-posed system is
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obtained by adding regularizing (e.g., viscous) terms, and then a physically relevant solution for
the ideal system is selected in the inviscid limit. The important aspect, to which we put special
attention in this paper, is the effect of small-scale fluctuations. Earlier studies [25] [34], 24 [15]
3, 18, 2] suggest that turbulent dynamics is intrinsically stochastic even when the noise is tiny
and limited to small scales, and that the stochastic behavior persists when this noise is removed
in the limit of vanishing regularization [28] [36]; see also [11], 16}, 31] for solvable mathematical
examples. Such limiting solutions are called spontaneously stochastic: they represent probability
distributions on a set of non-unique solutions of deterministic equations with deterministic
initial conditions.

Our present work aims at developing a qualitative theory of the inviscid limit in a class
discrete-time scale-invariant models. This theory explains why the inviscid limit can be deter-
ministic or spontaneous stochastic and why it can be universal, i.e., not sensitive to the choice
of regularizing terms. According to the symmetry , we consider a geometric sequence of
spatial scales £, = A\™" and corresponding temporal scales (turn-over times) 7, = (17" At
each scale /,,, the system is characterized by a variable u, (). For example, such kind of scales
and variables in fluid dynamics result from the Littlewood—Paley decomposition of the velocity
field. For our study we select a specific symmetry with A = 2 and h = 0. This symmetry

facilitates the discrete-time formulation with the spatial and temporal scales
b,=1,=2"", n=0,1,2,.... (2)

Regularization is introduced by modifying the dynamics below a small “viscous scale” £y. This
regularization is removed in the inviscid limit {5y — 0 as N — oo.

Our main result is that the inviscid limit is governed by the dynamical system
P = R[], (3)
where 1) is a turn-over time evolution map for the system regularized at scale ¢, and

Ryl =0 otpotoo, +¢ (4)

is the renormalization-group (RG) operator. Here, the last term & depends on the ideal model,
while the first term o_ oo oo, with scaling maps o is similar to the Feigenbaum—Cvitanovi¢
functional relation [19] (introduced independently by Coullet-Tresser [7]). The initial map 1)
depends on the choice of regularization. In the presence of noise, which is modelled by random
fluctuations at regularized scales, we introduce a stochastic version of the RG operator acting
in a space of probability (Markov) kernels.

Our theory relates the inviscid limit N — oo with attractors of the RG operator. A fixed

point attractor, Rév [pyM] — >, yields a unique and universal deterministic dynamics of the
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ideal system. Analogous limit for the Burgers equation is known as shock solutions; see e.g. [§].
When the attractor is a nontrivial probability kernel, the limiting dynamics is spontaneously
stochastic: it represents a stochastic (Markov) process solving deterministic equations of ideal
system with deterministic initial and boundary conditions.

We present several examples of relatively simple systems, for which our results are verified
analytically and numerically: symbolic models and systems with interacting phases. In symbolic
systems, the variables u,(t) € Z* = {0, 1} take two values interpreted as laminar and turbulent
states. We argue that, like in the theory of dynamical systems [22, §1.9], “in many respects
symbolic systems serve as models for smooth ones; it is often easier to see many properties in
the symbolic case first and then carry them over to the smooth case”. Indeed, these models
demonstrate such properties as a finite-time blowup and, depending on the form of interactions,
a deterministic or spontaneously stochastic behavior in the inviscid limit. We refer to their
irregular multi-scale dynamics as digital turbulence. The second example belongs to a class
of solvable spontaneously stochastic models with linear expanding phase interactions. Such
models, where the interactions are given by hyperbolic toral automorphisms, e.g. Arnold’s cat
map, were studied in [31].

The paper is organized as follows. In Section [2] we introduce a general model on a scale-
invariant lattice. Afterwards, regularized solutions and the corresponding RG operator are
defined in Section Bl In Section ] we associate solutions obtained in the inviscid limit with the
fixed-point attractor of the RG operator. The class of symbolic models is studied in Section
demonstrating different types of convergence for the RG operator. Motivated by the lack of
convergence in the previous example, we extend our results in Section [f] to the stochastic form
of regularization. Section [7] associates spontaneously stochastic solutions with an attractor
of the stochastic RG operator. We then present in Section (8| two examples of spontaneously
stochastic systems: models with expanding interacting phases and symbolic models. Finally,
Section [@ summarizes the obtained results and discusses directions for further research. In
the Appendix, we collect some rigorous results for symbolic models and technical derivations

concerning non-integer times.

2 Model

We start with an informal description, which motivates a class of discrete-time systems studied
in the paper. Let a system be represented by a geometric sequence of scales and described
at every scale and time by a variable u,(t) belonging to some phase space X. We consider

scaling symmetries with A = 2™ and h = 0 written for variables u,(t) as

toun — 2"t U, ™ E Z, (5)
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Figure 1: Structure of the multi-scale space-time lattice £. Dynamic variables w,(t) at scales ¢,
and times t > 0 correspond to empty circles. Full squares correspond to boundary conditions
b; at the scale ¢y and full circles to initial conditions a, at ¢ = 0. Arrows indicate inter-scale
interactions: interaction with a smaller scale (dotted arrow) is governed by the function f, and
interaction with a larger scale (solid arrow) is governed by the function g. The bold blue and

red lines illustrate the governing relation (9) at (n,t) = (1,1).

where the change of indices reflects the change of scales ¢,, = 2™¢,.,,. Then, a general scale-

invariant equation of motion with local inter-scale interactions can be formulated as

dun F(un_i,...,un,...,unH)

= (6)

dt T ’

where the function F' describes interactions with ¢ nearby scales. Scale invariant equations with
a discrete time follow, e.g., by using a finite-difference approximation of equation @ with a
time step proportional to 7,. The simplest version is given by the Euler method with At = 7,
as

Up(t) = up, + F(p_gy oo Uy U ), (7)

where the primes denote the variables evaluated at time t — 7,,.
We now use equation as a motivation and introduce a convenient class of ideal scale-

invariant models. With different time steps 7, at different scales, the discrete space-time be-



comes the multi-scale lattice
L ={(n,t):t=mr,, n,me N} (8)

shown in Fig. [ At each point of the lattice (n,t) € £ we consider a variable u,(t) € X, where
X is a complete separable metric space with an additive group operation. We restrict inter-
scale interactions to nearest neightbors with the purpose of facilitating the further analysis.
Specifically, we consider interactions described by continuous functions f : X? + X and
g : X? — X within each cell as shown in Fig. . Thus, the governing equations of our system
are formulated as

(9)

wnlt) = { f(u;,u;lﬂ), t/7, is odd,;

flul,ul ) +g(ul_y,ull), t/7, is even;
where a single primes denotes the value at time t — 7,, and a double prime at ¢t — 27,,. These
equations have the scaling symmetry and express any variable u,(t) in terms of variables

at earlier times and adjacent scales.

As shown in Fig. [1} we introduce the initial conditions at time ¢ = 0 as
un,(0) =a,, neN={1,23,...} (10)

and the large-scale boundary (forcing) conditions associated with o = 1 as
up(t) =b, teNy=1{0,1,2,...}. (11)

Our goal is to study the initial value problem given by equations @D at all points of the
lattice £ with initial conditions and boundary conditions . We refer to this problem
as the ideal system, unlike a regularized system introduced later. By analogy with partial
differential equations, we refer to solutions of the ideal system as weak solutions, since no
additional condition on their regularity (limitations on variables at small scales) is imposed.
Existence and uniqueness of weak solutions is a nontrivial problem, as shown in the example
below.

We remark that the specific form of equation @D is chosen for convenience, facilitating
the formulation of renormalization group theory. Our formulation is flexible in terms of a
configuration space X, including both simple symbolic models considered below and physically
relevant models obtained with a scale-by-scale separation of degrees of freedom [20]; see also

the discussion in Section [l

2.1 Symbolic models

Let us consider symbolic models with X = Z, = {0,1}. We introduce two specific models,

which are used later for demonstrating deterministic and spontaneously stochastic behaviors.
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Figure 2: Solutions of symbolic multi-scale models with a finite-time blowup. (a) Model A
with initial conditions (ay,as,...) = (1,0,0,...) and boundary conditions (by,b;) = (1,0). (b)
Model B with initial conditions (0,1,0,0,...) and boundary condition by = 1. Black circles
correspond to u,(t) = 1 and empty circles to u,(t) = 0. The arrows indicate the development

of blowup for the strong solution in figure (a).

One can interpret the values w,(f) = 0 and 1, respectively, as a “laminar” and “turbulent”

state at scale /,, and time ¢. The first model is defined by the functions

A f(0,0) = f(0,1) = f(1,1) = g(0,0) = 0, f(1,0) = g(0,1) = g(1,0) = g(1,1) = 1. (12)

Figure [J[(a) shows a solution at times ¢ < 1 for specific initial and boundary conditions. Non-
zero components of this solution are restricted to large scales at ¢ = 0, but propagate to

infinitely small scales ¢,, — 0 (large n) as t — 1. The second model corresponds to

B: f(0,0) = £(0,1) = f(1,0) = 9(0,0) = g(1,1) = 0, f(1,1) = g(0,1) = ¢(1,0) = 1. (13)

Figure[2(b) shows a solution for specific initial and boundary conditions with a similar behavior:
non-zero components reach infinitely small scales as t — 0.5.

The presented solutions have an interesting interpretation in the context of strong and weak
solutions of partial differential equations, in particular, the Euler equations in fluid dynamics
[5]. We elaborate this interpretation in more detail in Appendix and summarize in the
rest of this section. Solutions u,(t) of the ideal system (9)—(1I) may be regarded as weak
solutions, since we pose no limitation on nonzero components u,(t) = 1 at small scales £,, — 0.
This is essential because small scales evolve with turnover times 7,, = ¢,, — 0, i.e., very fast.
As a consequence, weak solutions exist globally in time but they are generally nonunique; see

Proposition [6] in the Appendix. We can define strong solutions by an extra condition that the
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variables u, () vanish for sufficiently small scales. Given initial and boundary conditions, the
strong solution exists and is unique locally in time; see Definition |8| and Proposition
However, for strong solutions, nonzero components can propagate to arbitrarily small scales
in finite time, as t — T'. We call this situation a finite-time singularity or blowup. This is shown
in Fig. [2| for both models, where the blowup time is (a) 7= 1 and (b) 7" = 0.5. The blowup
demonstrated in these very simple models follows a self-similar scenario, which is also typical
for partial differential equations and turbulence models; see e.g. [9, 12, 26]. Anticipating the
phenomenon of spontaneous stochasticity, we prove another interesting statement in Proposi-
tion [/} weak solutions in the model B are unique until the blowup time, but non-unique at

larger times t > T

3 Regularized solutions

Since solutions of the ideal system @f are generally nonunique, we now introduce a phys-
ically motivated selection procedure based on regularization. We start with the simplest form
of the regularization: we choose a scale number N € N and assume that there is no evolution

at scales smaller than /.

Definition 1. Given a regularization scale number N, we introduce the regularized solution
uM (t) denoted by the superscript (V). It is defined by setting

uM(t)=0, n>N, t>0, (14)

and determining the remaining components uM (t), n < N, by equations @) with initial
conditions forn=1,..., N and boundary conditions .

Let us introduce the space of sequences
XN =fu = (up,ug,...) tu, € X,n €N}, (15)

considered as the infinite product space with the product topology. It is a complete separable

metric space; see e.g. [33]. We denote
a=(a,az,..) XY, ™M)= @WM),uNV@),.. ) e XN, t/m €Ny, (16)

for integer and half-integer times t.

It is easy to see that the regularized solutions are unique for any N: each variable u,(lN)(t)
is determined by equations @ as a function of initial and boundary conditions after a finite
number of iterations. Observe that any subsequence N; — oo, such that the variables uglNi)(t)

converge at all points of the lattice (n,t) € L, defines a solution of the ideal system. However,
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this limit may not be unique. Notice the regularization scale ¢ is analogous to the Kolmogorov
dissipative scale in fluid dynamics, where the flow is suppressed by viscosity at scales smaller
than ¢y [20]. By this analogy, we call N — oo the inviscid limit.

We denote by C'(XM) a space of continuous maps from X" to itself. The regularized solution
at time ¢t = 1 depends on initial conditions a and the boundary condition by; see Fig. (1} Let us

introduce the unit-time flow map in C(XY) as
(bl()év) ca— uM(1). (17)

Since our system is invariant with respect to the unit-time translation, one finds solutions at
any integer time as
qbl()i\i)lo...ogﬁl()év):a,_)u(N)(t)’ t € N. (18)

Let us denote by ) € C(X") the flow map at half-time 7, = 1/2:
Y s u ™ (7). (19)

This map does not depend on boundary conditions as one can see from Fig. [1 If one neglects
the interaction between scales ¢, and ¢y, the unit-time flow map would be the composition
PN 0 (M) as shown in Fig. One can see using equation @ that the omitted interaction

affects only the variable ugN)( 1) by an additive term g(bo, a;). Hence, we express

o) = v oy ™ 4 g, (20)
with the map
Br = @ (g(bo,a1),0,0,...). (21)
We derive below the iteration relations for ) formulated using the shift (scaling) maps
oy :a (ag,az,...), o_:a—(0,a1,as,...), (22)

which increase or decrease all scales of a given state, and the coupling map

E:ra— (f(ar,az), glay,as), 0,0,...). (23)

Proposition 1. For any N € N, we have

PN =5 o pM™M o ypWM o5, + €. (24)
Proof. Consider a regularized solution uq(@NH)(t). Following scaling symmetry 1) with m = 1,

we introduce new variables by changing both time and scale with the factor of 2 as

aM () = it (/2). (25)

n
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Figure 3: Structure of the regularized dynamics determining the unit-time map (blgf)v) Ca
u™) (1) in terms of the half-time map ™) : a s u™) (7).

Notice that we also changed the regularization scale. One can verify that variables satisfy

the initial conditions and the first boundary condition in the form
i) =a=o0.(a), al"(0)=0by=a, (26)

as well as regularization relations and equations of ideal system @ Thus, relation ([25])
describes the scaling symmetry

)y o NV (27)

for the regularized system. Relations and for solution yield

t,u

b cam (1), o) = v o 4 g (28)

In terms of original variables, these expressions take the form

o (azag,.) = (w80 m) Wl m), ) o) =™ 0™ g, (20)
Expressing ) o ) from in the right-hand side of relation (24)), we write

U—Ow(N)Ow(N)OUJr*'f:OZO(ngN)—ﬁal)OUJr‘i"f- (30)

1

Using the explicit form of maps ([21)-(23), and the first relation in one can see that the
map (30 acts as
a s (Flar,a), ud™ (), (), ) (31)



Since ugNH)(ﬁ) = f(a1,a9) is given by equations (@) and , and recalling definition , we
find that relation (31)) represents the map ™+, O

4 Inviscid limit as RG dynamics

Now let us describe the inviscid limit in terms of the renormalization group (RG) operator.

Definition 2. The RG operator is the map from C(XV) to itself defined as

Ry —o_opooo,+& eC(XM). (32)
Proposition [1] yields the RG equation
PN =Ry [p™M] | (33)

which defines iteratively all regularized maps ) given the initial map for N = 1. The latter
is found explicitly as
YW 2 (ay,a9,...) = (f(ay,0),0,0,...). (34)
We conclude that the inviscid limit N — oo is governed by the dynamical system defined
by the RG operator , in which the regularization scale number N plays the role of “time”.
The RG operator depends only on the ideal system via the coupling map £&. One can recognise
analogy of our RG operator (32)) with the Feigenbaum-Cvitanovi¢ functional equation in the
theory of dynamical systems [19]: the term o_ 01) ot oo, represents the iterated map rescaled
with the factor 1/2, similar to the composition ag o g(z/«) with a ~ 2.5029.
In order to understand the dynamics of the RG operator, we use the following definition of

convergence for maps in C'(XN).
Definition 3. We say that ™) — ¢ is a limiting map for a sequence ™) € C(XV) if
¥>=(a) = lim ™ (ay) (35)
N—o0
for any converging sequence ay — a in X",

The type of convergence in Definition |3|is weaker than the strong convergence with respect
to the supremum metric, but it is stronger than the pointwise convergence. One can verify
that convergence implies > € C(XY). The importance of condition is that it
is compatible with the composition in the RG operator (32): the limit ) — > yields
B 0 M) — g 0 e,

Let us assume that the limit ¢y (") — 1) exists. Taking inviscid limit in both sides of ,

one can see that the map ¥> is a fixed point of the RG operator:

% =Ry[9™]. (36)

This fixed point characterizes the inviscid limit of regularized solutions as follows.

10



Theorem 1 (Inviscid limit). Let > € C(XYN) be a fired-point of the RG operator providing
the limit ™) — 4. Then, for any initial conditions a = (a1, ay, ...) and boundary conditions

(bo, b1, . ..), the regularized solutions converge for any (n,t) € L to

u(t) = lim u™M(¢), (37)

n
N—oo

which 1s a solution of the ideal system (@7. At integer times, this solution has the form

u™(t) =gy, 0 ody odpla), ¢ =9 o™+, tEN (38)
At non-integer times, the solution is given by Proposition[§ in the Appendiz.

Proof. Expressions and yield
u™ (1) = 0 N (a) + By (a). (39)
Taking the limit N — oo with ¥™) — > one derives

u™(1) = lim u(N)(l) =™ o™ (a) + By, (a), (40)

N—oo

which coincides with and for t = 1. For any ¢t € N, the analogous derivation follows
from . Fractional times are analysed in Proposition |8 in the Appendix.

By Definition , each particular equation of the ideal system in @I}f is satisfied by
the regularized solution uy (t) for sufficiently large N. Recall that the functions f and g in

equation @ are continuous. It follows that all equations of the ideal system are satisfied in the

inviscid limit (37). O

One of central questions for the inviscid limit is its dependence on the chosen regularization.
Let us generalize the concept of regularization by replacing the simple cut-off rule ((14) in
Definition (1| with an arbitrary uniquely defined dynamics at regularized scales n > N. We
will see that Theorem (1| can be used for proving the universality of inviscid limit, i.e., its
independence of regularization. Considering the regularized variables at scales n > N, we

define their evolution over one turn-over time ¢ — ¢ + 7y as

N N N N
e+ (a0 (0, (0), ) = (it + 7w) wl(t + 7)) (41)

where 1, € C(X") is a given regularization map. Relations corresponding to n > N

together with equations @) for n < N define the unique regularized solution ul () at times

t/Tn € N. In particular, the map for N =1 from (34) is replaced by
YW (ay,ag,...) = (f(a1,a2),0,0,...) + 0 0t 0 0y (a). (42)

11



One can verify that the RG relations and , as well as the RG operator remain
the same. Hence, the RG theory of Theorem (1] extends to the new regularized solutions. We
conclude that different regularizations affect only the initial map of the RG dynamics, while
the RG operator itself is determined by couplings of the ideal system.

Theorem [1| suggests that properties of the regularized solutions in the inviscid limit N — oo
are governed by the asymptotic dynamics (attractors) of the RG operator. In particular, let
us assume that > is a fixed-point attractor of the RG operator with the basin of attraction
B(¢>) € C(XM). Then we have the following universality property following from Theorem [1}

the inviscid-limit solutions are independent of regularization for any ¢¥!) € B(y>).

5 Deterministic inviscid limit for a symbolic model

Let us show that symbolic models A and B introduced in Section [2.1| exhibit different behaviors
in the inviscid limit. As the next proposition shows, the model A with functions has a

universal inviscid-limit solution given by a global attractor of the RG operator: the convergence
) — 4)> holds for any initial map ™ € C(XM).

Proposition 2. The RG operator of the symbolic model A has the global fixed-point attractor

=+ G cn:m{o’ wE A= (43)

o e,, otherwise;

where 0 = (0,0,...) and e, € XY is the sequence with the unit nth component.

We postpone the proof to the end of this section. Proposition [2| combined with Theorem
assert that the inviscid limit of regularization procedure defines a global-in-time solution of the
ideal system for arbitrary initial and boundary conditions. This solution is universal: it does
not depend on a choice of regularization. Figure |4] presents an example, which corresponds to
the pre-blowup solution of Fig. (a) extended to post-blowup times ¢ > T. We remark that
our symbolic system can be seen as a discrete analogue of the Burgers equation, for which a
unique (shock wave) solution is obtained in the limit of vanishing viscosity [§].

A graphical picture of convergence is obtained by representing states a = (a1, as,...) € XN
with elements x € C from the middle-third Cantor set [22, §1.9]. The relation follows from the

ternary (base 3) representation as

xr=0.cic9¢3..., ¢, = (44)
07 ap = O;

where nonzero elements a, correspond to digits 2 and no digits 1 are present. Then, the

discrete product topology in XM corresponds to the topology induced by the usual distance
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Figure 4: Solution u°(t) of the symbolic model A, which has a finite time blowup at 7" = 1
shown by the arrows. We consider the initial conditions ¢ = (1,0,0,0,...) and boundary

conditions (bo, by, b2) = (1,0,0). Black circles correspond to uS°(t) = 1 and empty circles to

o0

°(t) = 0. This solution is obtained in the inviscid limit of regularization procedure.

u
|z — 2’| between points in C C R. In the Cantor set representation, the maps ) : XN — XN
are uniquely associated with the maps ™) : C — C. Figure [5| shows the graphs of (V) ()
for N = 1,2,3,4 and 10, where the first map corresponds to . This figure conveniently
visualizes the convergence of the RG dynamics to the fixed-point attractor as N — oo.

For the model B with functions (13)), the convergence is observed numerically in the case
of regularization ([14)); see Fig. @(a). However, this is not true for other regularizations. For

example, let us replace the regularization condition by
W0 =1, uM)=0, n>N+1, t>0, (45)
which assigns unit values at the scale {y.;. In this case,

YW a = (f(ar,1),1,0,0,...). (46)

Numerical results shown in Fig. @(b) suggest that the maps ) converge pointwize to a
different limit. The limit ) — 4> in the sense of Definition [3| does not exist, because
the limiting map is discontinuous. We will show in Section that the model A has the
same inviscid limit solution in the presence of infinitesimal noise, while the model B becomes

spontaneously stochastic.

Proof of Proposition [ In this technical proof, we analyze sequentially RG iterations for
an arbitrary initial map ¢ € C(XN). For the first iteration, expression yields

w(?) — 5 + 8(2), 8(2) = 0g_o0 w(l) ¢} 2/)(1) 004. (47>

13
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Figure 5: The maps ™) (z) in the Cantor set representation given by N — 1 iterations of the

RG operator for the model A. Thin lines connect Cantor set points for better visualization.
With the increase of NV, the functions converge to a fixed-point attractor.

e N=1

23} 2/3}

1/3 1 13}
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X €T

Figure 6: The maps V) () in the Cantor set representation for the model B with two different
regularizations: (a) ¥"(x) = 0 and (b) ¥ (z) = 2/3. The maps for ¥(!%) and »?) are very
close (visually undistinguishable) pointing to the inviscid limit. However, the limits in the cases

(a) and (b) are different. Also, one can see from the jump at « = 1/3 that the limiting function
is discontinuous in the case (b).
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If follows from the second relation in that £?(a) has the vanishing first component. Sim-

ilarly, we obtain
WO Z g0, e =g o4 e®) o (¢4 0. (a9

Let u = ¢¥®(a) and v/ = £®)(a) for arbitrary a € XV. Using relations and considering
all possible values of ¢ from and (12)), one can check that either (uj,u,) = (0,0), or
(u},uy) = (0,1) with (ag,as3) = (1,0). In both cases, (uy,u2) # (1,0). Let us write the next
iteration as

P =g+ e@® W =05_o (f + 5(3)) o) oo, (49)

Using relations , , and the properties of 13 and ¢®), one can verify that the first
two components of e (a) vanish identically.

It remains to show that all further iterations take the form
N—2
Y =4y Gte™, N 24, (50)
n=3

where the first N — 2 components of the map ™) (a) vanish identically. One can see that this
expression implies the convergence to the fixed-point attractor .
We already proved relation for N = 4. Assuming that it holds for some N > 4, we

express

PN+ = ’RgW(N)] =¢(4 o oMoy og,
N-2

(51)
:£+07050¢(N)00'+—|— <Zgo§now(N)OU+> +0'705(N)Ow(N)OO'+,
n=3

where we substituted for the first (™). Using explicit forms of the maps ¢ and ¢, and
expression , it is straightforward to verify that

N-2
o—oﬁow‘mom:oO£O<£+ch+a(m>oa+=<3, (52)
n=3
N-2
o_0¢op™Moa, =0 0,0 (5 Y Gt s<N>> 004 = (ot (53)
n=3

for any n = 3,..., N — 2. Expressions — yield the representation for N 4+ 1 with
e+ — 5 0eM o) o, . Due to the map o_ from (22), the first N — 1 components of the
map €N+ vanish. This concludes the proof by induction. We remark that, according to ,
the first N — 2 components of the maps 1> and ) coincide. O]
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6 Stochastically regularized solutions

Now let us consider the case when the sequence of regularized flow maps 1Y) does not converge
to a fixed point > of the RG operator. For example, the RG dynamics can be chaotic and,
therefore, require a probabilistic formulation for the inviscid limit N — co. Such formulation
follows naturally in fluid dynamics, where viscous forces at small scales coexist with microscopic
(e.g., thermal) fluctuations [34], 23], [I]. This motivates a definition of the stochastically regular-
ized system below: we modify the previous Definition (1| by adding random perturbations (noise)
at the regularized scale /1. This perturbation uses a sequence xg, x1, ... of independent and
identically distributed (i.i.d.) random variables with values in X and probability measure .
Definition 4. Given a regularization scale ¢y with N € N, we introduce the stochastically
reqularized solution as a collection of random variables u"’ (t) on the lattice (n,t) € L. For
n > N, we define

ugN)(t): { Ti)7,, n=N+1,1>0; (54)

0, n>N+1,t>0.

The remaining variables uv (t), n < N, are given by equations @ with initial conditions
forn=1,..., N and boundary conditions .

Random variables uglN)(t) in Definition 4| are expressed iteratively as functions of initial and
boundary conditions and random variables x,,. These functions determine probability distri-
butions of variables u,(qN)(t) in terms of the distributions of z,,. In this section, we focus on
solutions u™)(¢) = (u{™ (1), ulM (t),...) at half-integer and integer times t. Random variables
uM(#) are valued in the measurable space (XY, A), where A is the Borel o-algebra of measur-
able sets in the space X with the product topology. Kolmogorov’s extension theorem defined
the unique probability measure for each random variable u¥)(¢), which we denote as P (Ala)
indicating the dependence on initial condition a. It defines the probability of u™(t) € A for
any A € A.

One can see that Pt(N)(A\a) is a probability (Markov) kernel in (X~ A). We now introduce
operations with probability kernels (see, e.g., [35]), which replace respective operation with
maps from the deterministic description. We recall that a probability kernel U(A|a) is a function
from A x XY to the interval [0, 1], such that ¥(-|a) is a probability measure for any a € XV
and W(Ala) is a measurable function of a for any A € A. For an arbitrary measure p on XV

and probability kernel ¥, one defines the measure Wy as
Uu(A) :/ U(Ala)p(da), A€ A (55)
XN
For two kernels ¥ and W', their composition ¥’ o ¥ is a kernel with

(V' o W)(Ala) = (V'p)(A), p=V(l|a), (56)
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where we use the previous definition . Measures describe a probability distribution for
a composition ¢’ o ¥(a), where 1(a) and ¢'(a) are statistically independent random variables
with the distributions described by the kernels W and ¥’. Let us introduce the deterministic
probability kernel = representing the coupling map {(a) as the Dirac meaure Z(-|a) = d¢(q). We

define the convolution kernel ¥ % = as
(U xZ)(Ala) = U(Agayla), Aoy ={ue X" :u+¢a) e A}, Ac A (57)

This expression follows from the conventional definition for the convolution of measures ¥, and
=, which describes the probability distribution of the sum ¥ (a) + £(a) with a random variable
¥ (a). Similarly, we introduce the deterministic probability kernels with the Dirac measures
Y1 (-la) = 0o, (a), X-(:|a) = 0s_(a) and By(-|a) = d3,(a), which represent the shifts from and
the map from .

We now describe the kernels Pt(N) following the same line of derivations as for the determin-
istic solutions u™(t) in Section 3| At time ¢ = 1, the kernel Pl(N) depends on the boundary
condition by; see Fig. . We introduce a specific notation for this kernel as Q)éN) defined for any
b € X such that

PN = o (58)

Since the system is translation invariant with respect to unit-time steps, and recalling that
random variables z,, are statistically independent, transition from ¢ = 1 to ¢t = 2 is given by

the kernel @l(flv), etc. Hence, at any integer time we find
PN =M o0 e (59)
Consider now the half-time kernel and denote it by

g — pv). (60)

T1

For N = 1, using relations in @ and , we find u™ (1) = (f(ay,20), 22, 0,0,...), where
xo and x, are independent random variables with the probability measure p,. The probability
distribution of f(as, o) is given by the push-forward measure f(aj, -)spt.. This yields U1 as a
family of measures

T (|a) = flar, gpte X phe X 6o X 6o X -+ - . (61)

In the deterministic case, we derived relation for the maps ¢l(7év) and ). This deriva-
tion has a straightforward extension to the stochastically regularized solutions, where the maps
gbl()év), ™) and 3, are substituted by the respective kernels (Déév), U and By, and the addition

by the convolution. This yields
o) = (VW o UM x By . (62)
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We now express VWV in terms of W) by introducing a stochastic RG operator acting on

probability kernels.

Definition 5. The stochastic RG operator maps probability kernels to probability kernels as
Ry: Vi (X_oPoVol,)*E. (63)

Proposition 3. For any N € N, the following iterative relation holds:
gD — ) [¢™V), (64)

Proof. The proof follows exactly the same line of derivation as the proof of Proposition [}
observing that the same relations are satisfied by random variables u%N) (t) of the stochastically
regularized solution. For example, the scaling relation is satisfied for the random variables
Tl (t) = un]ffl (t/2) with the initial and boundary conditions . The functions ) and
gbéév) mapping initial conditions to solutions u")(7;) and u™)(1) become the probability kernels
T) and (IJI%V) providing probability measures for random variables u¥)(7;) and u")(1). Recall
that compositions and sums of maps correspond to compositions and convolutions for kernels.
For example, the next step in is written using as @ZE)ON) = (VWM ow™) % B; . Rewriting
the other steps in a similar way, one arrives at the relations U+ = (X_oW oW o X, ) % =

which is the probabilistic form of map equation ([24)). ]

7 Spontaneously stochastic solutions

Let us study the inviscid limit N — oo. Following [21], we introduce the following definition

for the convergence of kernels W) which is a stochastic version of Definition [3|

Definition 6. We say that U(") — U is a limiting kernel for a sequence W) if

/gp(u)‘lf‘x’(du| = llm / w) UM (dujay) (65)
holds for any converging sequence ay — a in X" and any bounded and uniformly continuous
function p € C(XN).

Considering the limit N — oo in both sides of relation , the convergence ¥V) — y°

implies that the limiting kernel
T = %R, [T] (66)

is a fixed point of the stochastic RG operator. This fixed-point probability kernel yields a

complete description of the inviscid limit for stochastically regularized solutions as follows.
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Consider the full stochastically regularized solution {u%N) (t)}(npyec s a stochastic process.
It represents a collection of random variables taking values in the product space X* with
the product topology and the corresponding Borel o-algebra of measurable sets. Given the
boundary and initial conditions, Kolmogorov’s extension theorem defines the unique probability
measure P™Y) on X* for the stochastic process {uSLN) ()} ntyec- Notice that PX) depends on

initial and boundary conditions, but we do not specify this explicitly in the notation.

Theorem 2 (Spontaneous stochasticity). Let U be a fized-point kernel of the stochastic RG
operator providing the limit UN) — W Then, for any initial conditions a = (ay,aq,...) and
boundary conditions (by, by, . ..), probability measures P™N) of stochastically reqularized solutions

converge weakly to a measure

P> = lim PW), (67)

N—o0

The measure P> is supported on a set of (weak) solutions of the ideal system (@f. At
integer times, statistics (@) define a Markov chain with the kernels

PP =d 0. 0dy, OF =(UFoU™)xB, tcN. (68)

bi—1
Probability distributions at non-integer times are described by Proposition |9 in the Appendiz.

Proof. Theorem 4 from [21] states that the convergence V) — WU in Definition |§| implies the
weak convergence of probability measures for respective Markov chains. We showed that the
stochastically regularized solution u™(t) at integer times is a Markov chain with probability
kernels given by and . Hence, the convergence with relations hold for proba-
bility measures P™) considered (projected) at integer times. The full stochastically regularized
solution includes non-integer times, which is the intrinsic property of our lattice £. As we show
in Proposition [0 in the Appendix, solutions at non-integer times ¢ = m7, can be written in
terms of compositions of kernels W=D W(N) - Ag a consequence, one can verify that the
proof in [21] has a straightforward extension to the full probability measures P,

It remains to prove that the measure PW) is supported on a set of weak solutions of the
ideal system for the respective initial and boundary conditions. Let Ey C X* be a subset
containing the fields {u,(t)}m.nee € X* satisfying equations @f of the ideal system at all
scales n < N. This yields a nested sequence of subsets with £y D Ey D Ej3---. By Definition [4]
the measure PXY) is supported on Ey. Hence, the weak limit P> of these measures is supported

on the intersection (), .y £, which is a set of all weak solutions of the ideal system. O

Theorem [ states that the uncertainty can persist despite the stochastic regularization is
completely removed in the inviscid limit. It is manifested in a stochastic process determined
by the limiting measures P*°. Each realization of this process (with probability 1) is a solution
of the deterministic ideal system with deterministic initial and boundary conditions. We now

give the formal definition and criterion for the spontaneous stochasticity.
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Definition 7. Ideal system @— is called spontaneously stochastic if for some initial and
boundary conditions the weak inviscid limit exists with a nontrivial (not deterministic)
distribution P>.

Corollary 1. Ideal system @f is spontaneously stochastic if the limit UN) — U™ egists

and, for some a € XN, the probability measure V>(-|a) is nontrivial.

Let B(¥™) be a set of probability kernels ¥ such that R[] — >, which can be regarded
as a basin of attraction. The immediate consequence is the universality of spontaneously
stochastic solutions with respect to regularization: Theorem [2| is valid and yields the same
limiting solution for any stochastic regularization given by W) € B(¥>).

We see that the phenomenon of spontaneous stochasticity is related to the theory of dy-
namical systems, which studies convergence to invariant measures at large times [22]. One may
expect the convergence W) — U when the deterministic RG dynamics is chaotic. An-
other scenario corresponds to multi-stability, when the deterministic RG operator has several
attractors. In this case, the limit ¥>° may depend on how the initial kernel ¥ is distributed

among the basins of those attractors.

8 Examples of spontaneously stochastic models

8.1 Multi-scale interacting phases with expanding couplings

Let us consider a system from to a class of models introduced in our previous work [31], for
which the inviscid limit can be studied analytically. We take the space X = S! = R/Z as the

circle group with operations modulo 1 and the functions
flu,v') =2u+2u" (mod 1), g(u,u’)=0, (69)
reducing equations (9)) to the form
Un(t) = 2up(t — 1) + 2up11(t — 7,) (mod 1). (70)

Thus, the ideal dynamics represents the doubling of phases at each scale and adding the same
contribution from next smaller scales; see Fig. [I. We note that relation does not involve
the scale number n—1 and, therefore, the boundary conditions can be neglected. We study
the inviscid limit N — oo for given initial conditions and the stochastic regularization (H4)
with random phases ,, taking values in S!.

We will show that, because of the expanding coupling, the probability distributions of

random phases z,, are pushed-forward by the dynamics to uniform measures on S! for most
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variables u"’ (t) in the inviscid limit. The exceptions converge to Dirac measures and corre-

spond to the variables u%N) (7,) at one turn-over time, because these variables do not depend on
Zp,. Thus, the inviscid limit yields the universal (independent of regularization) spontaneously

stochastic solution.

Proposition 4. Ifi.i.d. random variables x,, are absolutely continuous, then the stochastically

reqularized solutions have a weak inviscid limit at any time on the lattice as

5%% XX X o+, t=1Ty;
lim PV (fa) = P(|a) = { e THEH (71)
N—c0 X X X e otherwise;

where 1 is a uniform probability measure on S*.

Proof. This proof largely relies to the results of our previous work [31], and we present it
here in a short form. Since relations |D are linear, each variable u"’ (t) of the stochastically
regularized solution is a linear combination of a finite number of initial phases a, € S' and
random variables x,,. For t = 71, we have

uV(n) = flar,a), vV (n) =pNMag+ fM(a,z) (mod 1), n=2,...,N,  (72)

n

where we separated the contribution of the first random variable ¢ from contribution of initial

conditions a and other random variables = (21, Zs,...). One can show the following

Lemma 1. Coefficients p,(@N) are positive integers with the properties
(N) p(]i)l
]\}gnoom = 00, ]\}gnoo ) =00, n=2,...,N—1. (73)

The proof of Lemma is given in [31, Lemma 2|, where we considered a similar problem with
X being a torus (two phases).

The measure P )(-|a) defines a probability distribution of u™(7;) for a given initial con-
dition a. In our previous work [31, Lemma 1], we used the Fourier expansion technique under

a more general setting. This result can be directly applied for proving the limit . O

By Proposition , the model is spontaneously stochastic and universal: the solution
of deterministic ideal system obtained in the inviscid limit is stochastic and independent of
distributions of random variables x,,. We refer an interested reader to our previous work [31]
for numerical tests of convergence to the spontaneously stochastic limit. In particular, we
argued that this convergence is double exponential in N for most of the variables, which means
that the spontaneous stochasticity can be observed at moderately large N even when random

phases x,, are extremely small.
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Figure 7: Each panel shows two random samples (red and black) of the stochastically regularized
map ™) (x) in the Cantor set representation for the symbolic model A: (a) N =2, (b) N =4

and (¢) N = 6. Comparing with Fig. [5 one observes the convergence to a deterministic limit.

One may recognize a similarity between this example and the spontaneous stochasticity
in the context of Kelvin—Helmholtz instability studied numerically in [36]. The latter system
was considered with infinitesimal small-scale perturbations of initial vorticity. In this analogy,
one can interpret our variable u,(t) as representing a deviation of the flow from the stationary
solution.

We would also like to mention that dynamical systems on lattices (Z or Z?) with expanding
couplings, the so-called coupled-map lattices (CML), have been studied previously; see e.g.
[4, 6]. But our lattice has a different space-time structure: it cannot be seen as a classical

dynamical system and, thus, requires new techniques for the analysis.

8.2 Spontaneous stochasticity and digital turbulence

First, let us consider the symbolic model A with functions studied in Sections and ,
but now imposing the stochastic regularization . We consider i.i.d. random variables z,,
given by the Bernoulli distribution with p = 1/2. Considering two different samples of random
variables, we computed the corresponding maps ™) (a) and their Cantor set representations
M) (x), which are presented in Fig. [7| for N = 2, 4 and 6. Comparing with Fig. |5 verifies
numerically that the stochastic regularization yields the same deterministic solution in the
inviscid limit: the limiting probability kernel ¥* consists of Dirac measures W (:|a) = dyo(q)
with ¢*° from (43]).

Let us now study the same stochastic regularization for the symbolic model B with func-
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tions . We will see that this model is spontaneous stochastic and demonstrates the “digital
turbulence”: irregular and unpredictable multi-scale dynamics of alternating laminar and tur-
bulent (0 and 1) states. Two random samples of maps ¢")(z) are shown in Figs. [§(a,b) for
N = 7 and 10. Unlike Fig. [7] these samples do not converge for large N. Therefore, we do
not expect a deterministic inviscid limit. The same functions but now for 100 random samples
are shown in Figs. (c,d). These plots characterize the support of the probability measures
UM)(.]a), and their close similarity for N = 7 and N = 10 is our first numerical evidence of
statistical convergence.

We have no rigorous proof that Theorem [2|applies in this model. Nevertheless, we performed
several numerical tests that verify the convergence of Theorem 2] for specific initial and boundary
conditions and specific variables u,(t). Figure @(a) shows a sample of spontaneously regularized
solution in the time interval 0 < t < 1.5, where we took N = 20 with the initial conditions
a=(0,1,0,0,...) and the boundary conditions (by, b;) = (1,0). The second panel of the same
plot shows the statistics of such solutions computed by averaging over 10° random samples.
Here the color denotes the expectation of the respective variable, which is a probability of having
ulM (t) = 1. The colors other than white or black demonstrate the persistence of the stochastic
behavior at large N. Existence of the spontaneously stochastic inviscid limit implies that the
expectations of u" (t) converge to some values within the interval [0,1] as N — oco. Next,
we verify the rate of convergence with increasing N. This is done in Fig. [10] for a selected set
of variables, which presents a clear numerical evidence for the convergence to a spontaneously
stochastic solution.

As one can infer from Fig. [9](b), the limiting solution is deterministic at pre-blowup times ¢ <
T = 0.5 and becomes spontaneously stochastic at post-blowup times ¢ > T". This example can
be seen as an analogue of spontaneous stochasticity observed in the shell model of turbulence [28],
27], where an intrinsically probabilistic solution appears after a finite-time blowup. Numerical
tests (not presented here) indicate that the spontaneous stochasticity in our symbolic model is
not universal, and the limiting distributions depend on regularization, e.g., on the parameter p

of Bernoulli distribution for z,,.

9 Discussion

Motivated by the problem of inviscid limit in fluid dynamics, we considered a class of multi-
scale systems with discrete time. These systems model a situation when solutions of the ideal
scale-invariant system are non-unique or not globally defined, and the viscous regularization is
used for making the system well-posed. We developed the renormalization group (RG) theory
for the inviscid limit answering the qualitative questions: why the inviscid limit exists or not,

and why it can be universal, i.e., independent of regularization. We associated the inviscid
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Figure 8: Functions ¥™(z) in the Cantor set representation for the stochastic regularization
of the symbolic model B. Observe that random samples for (a) N = 7 and (b) N = 10 are
different, while one hundred random samples for (¢) N = 7 and (d) N = 10 demonstrate the

statistical convergence.
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Figure 9: Stochastically regularized solutions of the model B with N = 20, initial condition

a = (0,1,0,0,0,...) and boundary conditions (by,b1) = (1,0). (a) A random sample, where

black circles correspond to ul") (t) = 1 and white circles to 0. (b) Mean values of random

variables u'") (t). Mean values different from zero or one (white or black) signify the spontaneous

stochasticity, i.e., a stochastic form of the corresponding variable.

SO (mt) = (1,1)
A (2,1)
e (311/8)
08110 (9/9)
O (5,21/32)

Figure 10: Expectations E[ugN) (t)] as functions of the scale number N of the stochastic regu-
larization. The values (n,t) of five selected variables are given in the legend. The results are
obtained by averaging with respect to 10° random samples. The blue lines show the exponential

convergence to constant values with the same exponent —0.22.
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limit with a fixed-point attractor of the RG dynamics, which selects a solution of the ideal
system. Universality of this solution follows naturally, because the RG operator (transforming
flow maps of regularized systems) depends only on properties of the ideal system, while the
form of regularization affects only the initial condition of the RG dynamics.

Our main focus, however, was the situation when the RG attractor is not a fixed point,
for example, when the RG dynamics is chaotic. Motivated by microscopic fluctuations, whose
importance in turbulence was revealed by Ruelle [34], we introduced a small-scale random noise
in the viscous range. This yields a stochastic RG operator, which acts on probability (Markov)
kernels of stochastically regularized systems. A fixed-point attractor of this RG operator is a
probability kernel, which selects a spontaneously stochastic solution of the ideal system in the
inviscid limit. This solution is a Markov process solving deterministic equations of the ideal
system with deterministic initial and boundary conditions.

Our class of models includes simple symbolic and interacting-phase systems, which we used
as solvable examples, but it also refers to realistic systems obtained with a scale-by-scale sep-
aration of degrees of freedom [20]. We list below the questions, which we consider important
for extending our approach to physical models, e.g., to the Eulerian spontaneous stochasticity
of velocity fields observed in the theory of turbulence [28] 29| 2] 36].

Continuous time: how to reformulate the RG theory in terms of infinite-dimensional

differential equations with continuous time?

Scale invariance: we assumed a single space-time scaling symmetry , while the Euler
equations of ideal fluid have scaling symmetries with arbitrary exponent h, and the in-
termittent hidden scaling symmetry |30} 32]. What is the importance of these symmetries

for the inviscid limit?

Conservation laws: conserved quantities play important role in the theory of turbulence,
e.g., for the dissipative anomaly [17]. How these quantities can be analysed in the RG
theory?

Dynamics of the RG operator: we considered here only two types of explicit models. In
the case of coupled expanding maps, our results only hold for linear couplings, and we
do not have a general theory in the case of symbolic models. What can be said about
dynamics of the RG operator for these and other scale-invariant models? Other types
of dynamical systems questions may involve studying quantities coming from thermo-
dynamic formalism, like entropy and phase transitions. We considered only fixed-point
attractors of the RG operator. Are there systems with other types of RG attractors? In
particular, we observed periodic attractors in symbolic models, and they can be relevant

for the inviscid limit in other systems [27, [10].
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To conclude, it is insightful to identify similarities and differences of our approach with
existing RG theories. The existence of a functional RG theory for the inviscid limit of the
Navier—Stokes turbulence was anticipated in [14], and our work suggests a prototype for such
a theory. On one hand, our RG approach resembles the functional RG theory in dynamical
systems. In particular, our RG operator contains a rescaled composition of two evolution
maps, just as in the Feigenbaum-Cvitanovi¢ functional relation [19], and the phenomenon of
spontaneous stochasticity is related to a fixed-point attractor of RG dynamics. However, the
scaling of our RG operator is in the opposite direction: it zooms out instead of zooming in.
This property makes our approach similar to the RG theory for critical phenomena [37], which
studies averaged quantities at increasing observation scales. However, our approach acts in the
opposite direction here too: instead of eliminating small degrees of freedom, our RG operator

redefines the large-scales evolution while keeping small-scale dynamics intact.

10 Appendix

10.1 Strong and weak solutions in symbolic models

In this section we study the initial value problem for a symbolic model with X =7Z = {0,1}. It
is given by relation @ on the lattice (n,t) € £ with initial conditions (10| and boundary con-
ditions (11). In partial differential equations, the concept of strong solution refers to functions
with sufficient regularity. In particular, it implies a decay of dynamical variables at small scales,
e.g., a proper decay of Fourier coefficients for differentiable functions. We extend this concept
to our symbolic dynamics by requiring that the variables u,(t) vanish for sufficiently large n.
Specifically, for any given time ¢ on the lattice, we introduce the leading (possibly infinite) scale
number Npay(t) as follows: np..(t) = 0 if all variables w,,(t) with (n,t) € £ vanish at this time;

otherwise,
Nmax(t) = max{n : u,(t) =1, (n,t) € L}. (74)

Definition 8. We call u,(t) a strong solution in a (finite or infinite) interval ¢ € [0, T) if
(¢) un(t) satisfies equations equations (9)—(11]) of the ideal system;
(1) Sup;e; Mmax(t) < oo for any closed interval I C [0,T).

Let us denote by ¢y, the largest (possibly infinite) time such that b, = 0 for ¢ < .. This is

the time, at which the boundary condition becomes active. Then, we have the following result:
Proposition 5 (Strong solutions). For any initial and boundary conditions with nya,(0) < co:

(a) If g(1,0) = O then there exists a unique global-in-time strong solution.
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(b) If g(1,0) = 1 then there ezists a unique strong solution for 0 <t < T with

the + 27 Nmax 0) = 07
T — b ( ) (75>
27'2', 1= nmax(()) Z 1.

When T' < oo, the variables with n > nyax(0) and t < T are equal to

0, t<T —21,;
up(t) = ¢ 1, t="1T —21,; (76)
f(1,0), t=T —,.

Since Nyax(t) =n — o0 ast =T — 21, /T, the strong solution blows up at time T

Proof. First, one can see that the existence of a strong solution implies its uniqueness. Indeed,
the property (ii) in Definition |8 ensures that any variable w,(t) with ¢ < T is determined by
equations @D— in a finite number of iterations. For the global existence in the item (a)
it is sufficient to note that relations (9) with the condition g(1,0) = 0 imply that u,(t) = 0
for m > npmax(0) at all times. For proving the finite-time existence in the item (b) one can
verify that relations (9] are satisfied for the solution (7€) with n > nma.(0) and ¢ < T. As a
consequence, relations @) define iteratively the remaining variables of the strong solution with
N < Nmax(0) and ¢t < T O

Solutions with blowup from the Proposition [5| cannot be extended beyond the time 7' in
a strong sense. For such an extension, we now introduce the notion of weak solutions, which
retain only the first condition (i) in Definition , thus, allowing for nonzero components at

arbitrarily small scales.
Definition 9. We call u,(t) a weak solution if it satisfies equations (9)—(L1) of the ideal system.

The immediate consequence of Proposition (b) is that the strong solution extends as
a weak solution to the blowup time ¢ = T" by relations @D In fact, we can prove the global-
in-time existence of weak solutions. However, we will see later that these solutions may be

nonunique.

Proposition 6 (Weak solutions). For any initial and boundary conditions, there exists a global-

n-time weak solution.

Proof. Given arbitrary N € N, let us introduce a regularized solution u,(lN)(t), which satisfies
relation @ with the initial and boundary conditions for n < N, while all components ugN)(t) =
0 for n > N. One can see that such solution is uniquely determined for all times ¢ > 0.

Let us consider a discrete product topology in the space of solutions {u.(t)}, yer € X £
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The sequential compactness property (see [13, Theorem 3.10.35]) implies that there exists
a subsequence N7 < Ny < N3 < --- such that the regularized solutions converge. Here,
the convergence implies the (pointwize) convergence for every variable uly) (t). The limiting

solution satisfies relation @D with initial and boundary conditions at all scales and times. [

In the next example we demonstrate the non-uniqueness of weak solutions, which is triggered

by a finite-time blowup.

Proposition 7. Consider the model B with functions . For arbitrary boundary and initial
conditions from Proposition @(b) with the blowup time T < 0o, the weak solution is unique at
times 0 <t < T and non-unique at t > T.

Proof. By inspecting relations @D with functions one can see that: if w,(t) = 1, then
u,, = 1 for odd t/7, and at least one of variables u),, u! or u!/_, is nonzero for even t/7,. Using
this property iteratively, one can infer that all elements u,(t) of the weak solution vanish for
n > Nmax(0) and ¢ < T — 27, otherwise, it would contradict to the vanishing initial values
un(0) = 0 for n > nNpax(0) or the vanishing boundary values b, = 0 for ¢ < t,.. Then, the
remaining variables for n > n.x(0) and T'— 27, <t < T are defined uniquely by relations @D;
see the proof of Proposition [f[(b). The remaining variables with n < ny..(0) are defined by
@D. Hence, we proved the uniqueness of the weak solution at pre-blowup times ¢ < T', which
coincides with the strong solution at ¢ < T

Our proof of nonuniqueness at ¢ > 7 is similar to the proof of existence in Proposition [0} we
consider solutions ugLN)(t) with two different regularizations and show that they yield different
weak solutions in a subsequence limit. First, we choose N > n..(0) and set all variables
uly) (t) = 0 for n > N. One can verify using @) and that relations are valid for
Nmax(0) < n < N and we have

uM(T) =uM(T +7,) =1, (T +27,)=0 for npu(0)+1<n<N. (77)

As in the proof of Theorem [0 one can choose a convergent subsequence Ny < N < ---
providing a weak solution with the property for all n > npax(0) + 1. Now we choose a

different regularization by setting all variables uy) (t) = 0 for n > N except for ug\zvazl(T ) =

ug\],\izl(T+TN) = 1. One can verify using @ and that relations are valid for 1., (0) <
n < N and we have

uM(T) = uMN(T + 7)) = (T 4+ 27,) =1 for npa(0) +1 < n < N. (78)

n n

Taking a convergent subsequence, we find a weak solution with the property for all n >
Nmax(0) + 1. Since the values in and are different, the two limits yield different weak
solutions. O]
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10.2 Solutions at fractional times

Let us describe regularized solutions and their inviscid limit at non-integer times on the
lattice. Separating the integer and fractional parts, we represent any time on the lattice £
uniquely as

t=1+Ty + -+ oo, (79)
where i € Ny and 1 < n; < ... < n, are increasing scale numbers. One can see from Fig. [T that
the variables u, (t) are given by the scale numbers starting with n = n.. Hence, it is convenient

to define the corresponding state at time ¢ as the sequence

omitting non-existing components. For example, for ¢ = 2.625 = 2 + 7 + 73, one has u(t) =
(U3(t>, U4(t>, U5<t), .. )

Proposition 8. At non-integer time (@, the regularized solution satisfies the following iter-

ative relation

PpN=mt1) o gt (4 (N) (7)) | c=1;

u() = S (81)
w(N—nc-i-l) o O_:L»Cfnc—l (u(N)(t _ Tnc)) . c>2.

For the inviscid-limit solution from Theorem [l analogous relation reads

»>™ oo™ (u> (7)), c=1;
() = i (u> (i) (52)
Yoo (Ut —T)), ¢ > 2.
Proof. At time 71, expression yields
u™(ry) = ™ (a). (83)

At time 79, we find the regularized solution using the scaling representation with t = 7,
a=o,(a) and N — 1 as

N N _(N—1 N-1
WM () = (3" (r2) g (m2), ) = (@ (m)uy M(m), ) )
= ANI(m) = @) = ¥V o 0 (o)
Similarly, for a general turn-over time 7,, one derives
uM(7,) = " 0 04 (a). (85)

One can see that the same relation can be used at every step 7, in the expansion ([79))
after compensating the missing initial components in with an extra shift map. This yields
relation . Relations follow from by taking the inviscid limit N — oo. O
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Relations and combined with and determine the regularized and inviscid-
limit solutions iteratively at arbitrary time on the lattice. For example, for t =2+ 7 + 13 =
2.625, we find

uM(t) = pM Do 0% o Y™ o (béiv) o (blgév)(a). (86)

u™(t) = > 0 0 0™ 0 §j7 0 ¢i(a). (87)
For the stochastically regularized solution u™) (), maps are replaced by respective probabil-

ity kernels. Then, compositions and sums of maps become with compositions and convolutions

of kernels. Hence, as a consequence of Proposition |8 we have

Proposition 9. For the stochastically reqularized solutions at non-integer times (@, the fol-

lowing iterative relations hold

W ogmlo pV =1,
B = . (88)
PWN—ne+l) o Zic*nc_1 o Pt(iVT)n . c>2.
For the inviscid-limit solution from Theorem[3, analogous relation reads
\Ijooogzl—lopioo’ c = 1;
P = (89)
> o Ei{:_nc—l o Pto—omca c> 2.

Proposition |§| with expressions and determine the statistically regularized and
inviscid-limit solutions iteratively at all times. For example, at t = 2 + 7 + 73 = 2.625, one
finds

PN =32 652 0 ¥ 0ol o o) (90)

P :\IfoooZio\Iloooqu’foq)gj. (91)
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