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Diffusion approximation for self-similarity of
stochastic advection in Burgers’ equation
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Abstract

Self-similarity of Burgers’ equation with stochastic advection is
studied. In self-similar variables a stationary solution is constructed
which establishes the existence of a stochastically self-similar solution
for the stochastic Burgers’ equation. The analysis assumes that the
stochastic coefficient of advection is transformed to a white noise in
the self-similar variables. Furthermore, by a diffusion approximation,
the long time convergence to the self-similar solution is proved in the
sense of distribution.

Keywords Self similarity; stochastic Burgers equation; diffusion approxi-
mation

1 Introduction
The deterministic Burgers’ partial differential equation for a field w(t, z) is
Wy = VWgy — WWy (1)

and was proposed by Burgers [6] to help understand the statistical theory
of turbulent fluid motion. Here w(t, ) is analogous to the velocity field and
v represents the dissipative viscosity. To better model the randomness in-
herent in the presumed chaos of turbulence, the following stochastic Burgers’
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equation has been suggested [7, 8, 19, 211 23, 37, 38] and studied recently by
many people [3, 14, [1T], 12} 20, 34, 35], 32]:

Wy = VWyy — WW, + h(t, z, w, w,) (2)

where h(t, z,w,w,) represents stochastic effects defined on a complete prob-
ability space (2, F,P). On bounded domains the existence and unique-
ness of global solution was studied by Da Prato et al. [34] when the noise
term h(t,z,w,w,) is white in time, and by Holden et al. [20] using a white
noise calculus. On an unbounded domain the existence of a solution was stud-
ied through a Cole-Hopf transformation by Bertini et al. [3] with A(¢, z, w, w,,)
an additive space-time white noise.

We consider a family of solutions with special spatial-temporal form,
namely the family of self-similar solutions, of the stochastic Burgers’ equa-
tion (2)) on the unbounded real line with the particular stochastic advection
h(t,z,w,w,) = (w(), for some special space-time noise ((t,x) to be defined
later. Here for the stochastic system, the self-similarity is in the sense of
distribution which is defined later. The existence of self-similar solutions
and the asymptotic emergence of self-similar solutions comprises the self-
similarity of the stochastic Burgers’ equation. Importantly for applications,
the form of the stochastic advection, (w(),, is appropriate for globally con-
served quantities w. Such stochastic advection is potentially of great interest
in applications as it potentially illuminates some of the stochastic nature of
chaotic turbulence in fluid flows. A thorough understanding of turbulence
remains an outstanding challenge and researchers are increasingly invoking
stochastic terms to model its effects in important environmental applica-
tions [22] 16, 43, e.g.]. We need to know how stochastic advection affects
long term dynamics.

Self-similarity is an important property of systems of physical interest, of
which Burgers’ equation is a special case. Many researchers have studied the
existence of self-similar solutions of deterministic systems [5, [15], 28, 36}, [44]
e.g.], and described the asymptotic behavior of self-similar solutions [2}, [15]
30, 44, e.g.]. But very little is known about self-similarity in stochastic
spatio-temporal systems. We prove the existence and emergence of self-
similar solutions, in the sense of distribution, for the stochastic Burgers’
equation (2)). The stochastic advection h = (w(), for the stochastic Burgers’
equation (2) transforms to a multiplicative white noise in the following self-
similar variables. As in earlier research 2] [36] 41, e.g.| we introduce log-time
and stretched space,
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and then define the stochastic field
u(r,€,w) = Viw(t,z,w), we.

Straightforward algebra derives that the SPDE (2]) transforms in the similarity
variables to

1 1
du = |vuge + §§u§ + QU — g dr + (wdW)e . (3)

We call a solution w(t, z,w) to the stochastic Burgers’ equation (2]) a stochas-
tically self-similar solution if the distribution of v/#w(t, x,w) just depends on
the self-similar variable ¢ = x/v/t. By this definition, any stationary solu-
tion (&, w) to equation () is a stochastically self-similar solution of stochas-
tic Burgers’ equation (Z)). In order to construct a self-similar solution of the
stochastic Burgers’ equation (2)) we assume that W(r, &, w) is an L*(R) val-
ued Wiener process defined on (€, F,P) with covariance operator ) which
is detailed later.

To construct a stationary solution of the transformed sSPDE (3]), we con-
sider the system in a weighted space L?(K) which is defined in the next
section 2l First, by using energy estimates and the compact embedding re-
sults of the weighted space, we show the tightness of solutions with initial
value in the space L*(K). Then the classical Bogolyubov—Krylov method [I]
implies the existence of a stationary solution of the SPDE (). Due to the
multiplicative noise, the method showing the attraction of the stationary so-
lution in the case of additive noise [41] fails here due to the appearance of
the unbounded term . Instead we apply a diffusion approximation to this
stationary solution. For this we introduce the following random equation

ut = Lu — g — (ufqlee + 3(u' ) + L (ui)e (4)
which is a Burgers’ type equation with a singular random perturbation. Here
¢ is a stationary process solving (I4]), and ¢ and ¢’ are introduced in Assump-
tion 2l Then attraction of the stationary solutions is derived by the method
used for the case of additive noise, and by the approximation of () to (3],
the attraction is passed to the stationary solution of (B]). Here the most
difficult part is to show the effectiveness of the approximation. We follow a
martingale method to show the tightness of the family of stationary solutions
of the approximating model. Then passing to the limit derives the attraction
of stationary solutions of the stochastic advection Burgers’ equation ().

However, for simplicity and intuition of the discussion in our approach
we consider the following Burgers’ type equation

€ € €, € 1 €€
uy = Luf — uug + —=(un)e . (5)
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The limit of the above equation is shown to be the following SPDE
ur = Lu — uug + 3(uq)ee — 5(uq)e + (ulW); (6)

for some new Wiener process W distributed as W. By the assumptions on g,
all results for equation () hold for equation () by exactly same discussion.
Then we have approximation of () to (3]).

To show the approximation of the stationary solutions, in our approach
we consider the statistical solution of the equations (B]) and (4)).

2 Preliminary

We consider the stochastic PDE (] in the self-similarity variables. For brevity
we introduce the linear operator

Lu = vuge + %Sug + %u

Denoting the weight function by K (£) = exp{&?/4v}, introduce the following
weighted functional space for exponent p > 0

D) = {u e D) s lully = [ IOPK(E) de < 00}

and for positive integer exponent k

HY(K) = {u € LK) : lullfuy = D IDullzag, < OO} :

0<a<lk

For p = 2, denote by (-, -) the inner product in space L?(K). Then the linear
operator L is self-adjoint and generates an analytic semigroup S(7) on the
space L*(K) with the domain D(L) = H?(K) [24]. Further, the eigenvalues

of the operator L are

k
)\k:—i, ]{?2071,27...,

with the corresponding eigenfunctions

eo(§) =

\/41% exp{—&%/4v}, er(é) = ckﬁgeo(g), k=1,2,...,

which forms a standard orthonormal basis of L?(K) when we choose ¢ as
the constants such that ||eg| p2x) = 1.
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In the following we denote by E. = span{e;(£)} and

Es:Ej:{ueLQ(K):/Ru(g)dg:o}.

We also denote by II, the linear projection from L?(K) to E.

The following are some important basic properties on these weighted
spaces [24].
Lemma 1. 1. The embedding H'(K) C L*(K) is compact.

2. There exists C > 0 such that for any u € H'(K)
[w@rern i< [ 1vu@pne) de.
R R
3. For anyu € H'(K),
1
5 | lWOPKE© de < [ [Tu(Pr()de

4. For anyu € Ey,
1
(Lu,u) < —§HUH?{1(K)-

5 Ifu € HY(K), then K'*u € L>(R).

6. For any ¢ > 2 and € > 0 there exists constants C.y, > 0 and R > 0,
such that for any w € H'(K) N L1 (R)

HUH%Q(K) < 6”“5”%2(1() + Ce,q”u”%q(B(o,R))-

Remark 1. By item B in the above lemma, in the space H'(K') we define the
norm || Vul|z2(xy which is equivalent to [|ul| m1 (k).

Further, by the spectral properties of the linear operator £, we define
(=L + 1/2)Y for any v € R [42]. Then define the Sobolev space H?(K),
for any v € R, as D((—L + 1/2)7/?), the domain of (—£ + 1/2)"/2. By the
embedding theorem [42], H"(K) is compactly embedding into H"?(K) for
1> 2

We make the following assumptions on the stochastic force.
Assumption 2. 1. The stochastic force t\/tn = t\/t(w(), is written, in

the self-similar variables, as (uW )¢. Here W is an L*(K)-valued Wiener
process with covariance operator () such that

Qul6) = / (€ OROK(Q)dC for any € TA(K),
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with q(§, C) = q(¢, &) positive, and

[ [ e om@ma acac < oo

The covariance () shares the same eigenbasis as that of the operator L.

2. We(r,€) is an L*(K)-valued Wiener process with covariance operator Q'
such that

Qwazéd@owoa

with ¢'(&,¢) = ¢'(¢, §) positive, and

/R /R ¢(6,OK(E)K(C) ddC < oo

Furthermore,
TrQ <oo and TrQ < o, (7)
and g(6) = 4(6,€) € H(K),
lallLemxr)  and ||¢'||zomxr) are small. (8)

From the above assumptions, ¢'(§,() = 0:0-q(§, () and the Wiener pro-
cess W has the series representation [33]

W(r,€) =Y Vaxer(€)Be(r), (9)

where {f} are independent standard Brownian motions.
Remark 2. An example of such stochastic force is

z\ d
Cloti) = Vo (2] Gtte)
where 4 3(t,w) is some random process such that -~ 3(e”,w) is white in log-
time 7. The special assumptions on ((z,t,w) does not exclude the existence
of self-similar solutions for other cases.

Recall that a random process {u(7)},>¢ is said to be stationary if its joint
probability distribution does not change when shifted in time 7 [I]. For the
sPDE (3], to construct a stationary solution it is convenient to consider the
transition semigroup associated to equation (3]). We define {P;},;>¢ on the
space consisting of bounded continuous functions ¢ : L*(K) N L*°(R) — R
by [33]

(P) () = Bib(u(r: u0)), (10)
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where u(7;u?) is the solution of equation () with initial value u° € L*(K) N
L>*(R). Denote by M the space consisting all probability measures on the
space L*(K)N L>*(R) and endow M with the topology of weak convergence.
Define the dual semigroup {P}},>¢ acting on M as

/ ()P = | (Pt () ()
L2(K)NL>=(R) L2(K)NL>=(R)

for any 1 € M and bounded continuous function ¢ : L?*(K) N L*®(R) —
R. If £(u®), the distribution of initial values u°, equals y, then P*u is the
distribution of the solution u(7;ug) [33, Proposition 11.1]. Sometimes M is
too large, so we need the smaller space

My = {,u eM: ||u||%2(K),u(du) < oo} .

L2(K)NL>®(R)
A probability space p € M is said to be a stationary measure for the
stochastic Burgers’ equation (3) if

Pu=p, forall t>0.

The following property of stationary measure is useful [33], Proposition 11.5].
Lemma 3. If u € M is a stationary measure for (3) and the initial value u°
is Fo measurable with L(u®) = p, then the solution process u(t;u’) is a
stationary solution to the stochastic Burgers’ equation (3).

3 Existence of self-similar solutions

By definition, a stationary solution to the SPDE (B]) is a stochastically self-
similar solution to the stochastic Burgers’ equation (2). Next we construct
a stationary solution to the SPDE (B]) from any initial value uy € L*(K) N
L>*(R).

For any 7 > 0, in the mild sense, the transformed stochastic Burgers’
SPDE (3] is written as

u(r) = S(1)up+ /OT S(1 — s)u(s)ue(s) ds + /OT S(1—s)(u(s)dW(s))e. (11)

Then by the standard method for the existence of mild solutions to SPDEs [33]
we obtain the following theorem whose proof is given in Appendix [Al
Theorem 4. Assume Assumption[d holds. For any T > 0 and initial value
ug € L*(K) N L*(R), there is a unique mild solution u(t, ) to SPDE (@) in
L*(Q,C(0,T; LA (K))NL*(0,T; HY(K))). Moreover this mild solution is also
the unique weak solution.



We construct a stationary solution by the Bogolyubov-Krylov method.
For this we need some estimates in the spaces L>°(R) and L*(K).

3.1 L>(R) estimates

We follow the approach for a scalar convection-diffusion equation [44] which
was also applied to characterise solutions to a stochastic Burgers’ equation
with additive noise [41].

We introduce

1, w>0,
0, ©u<0;

1, u<O0,
0, u>0.

sen(u)t = { and sgn(u)” = {

Then for u € L*(R) with ug(t) € L*(R), the integral

AQ&MMdﬁz—Ap@mw%s0<zm

for any nondecreasing (nonincreasing) ¢ € C*(R). By a density discussion

the integral [, ugesgn(u)™ d¢ < 0 (> 0). Moreover, the integrals [, uuesgn(u)® d§ =
0 and [, (§ue + u)sgn(u)*dé = 0. Denote by u* = sgn(u)*u. Let m =
||o]| Lo (ry- Then multiplying sgn(u — m)* and sgn(u® — m)* on both sides

of (@) and integrating on R x [0, 7] with 7 > 0, the integral

/R(u(T,f) —m)TdE<0.

Therefore, u(7,£) < m for any 7 > 0. Similarly u(7,&) > —m for 7 > 0.
Then ||u(7)||peem) < m forall 7> 0.

3.2 Estimates in the space H'(K)

We first give a uniform estimate in the space L*(K).
Let u(T,§&) = ue(7,§) + us(7,€) with u, € E. and us € Ey. Then

du. = 0,
dus = [Lus — Is(uug)] dr + s (udW)e .

So
%mazwma:wwmmo:/m@%mo

R
which is totally determined by the mass of tha initial value, namely M :=

Jruo(8) d€.



Notice that || - || 2(k) is continuous on space L*(K). Now applying It6’s
formula [9] to ||u8(7')||%2(K), we obtain

%dTHuS(T)H%Q(K) < _%HUSH%H(K) — {uug, w)

4 [luelZg + g ] + ((@W)e,w)

Here || - || g and ||l .or are the norms defined on the Hilbert-Schmidt spaces
2

Lo(QV2L(K), L*(K)) and Ly(Q?L*(K), L*(K)) respectively [33].
Noticing that, by Assumption 2] ||¢||r~@xr) and ||¢'|| e @xr) are small
enough (8], there exists some positive constant ¢ such that

d .
s lus(iege < —elluslli e + elluel i) — (uue, w) + (WW)e, w)

Integrating by parts yields
(uug, u) = —3% / u? K dE .
R

By property [l in Lemma [l for any €,&’ > 0 and ¢ > 2, there exist positive
constants C;, C. , and R such that

[wrnea <3| e prea
R R

: [ Jwrer d&} " { [ d&} "

<

< Clluell vz llull 2 lull Lo @)

< 3eCluelZar + 3C- [&'luelZaquey + CongllullEagaomy | el
< 3 [50 + 510&”””%00(]1@)} ”%H%?(K) + 30505/,%1«2”“”%00(@)

with some positive constant Cy/ , . Then
((uug, u)| < [eC + £'Cel|ull o] uel o) + C-Corgrllulfom - (12)

Then for any € and ¢’ > 0, there are positive constants that we still denote



by C. and C. 4 g for some positive ¢ and R such that

d
1 2
() e

< —cllusllin) + ellwellma + [6C + & Cellullfo @] uellZ2e
+ CeCe’,q,RHuH%OO(R) + (uW)e, u)
< e+ eC + & Ccllul| ey ] sl 7 )
+ e+ eC + &'Cclull Loy Nuell Bk
+ CgCef,q,RHUHAioo(R) + (W), u) . (13)
Now choose ¢ and ¢ > 0 small enough, and since u. = Mey(§) and

||l () £ CM for some C' > 0, then by the Gronwall lemma
EHU(T)H%Q(K)QLOO(R) <Ry, forall7>0,

with some positive random variable R;.

To show the existence of an invariant measure we further need the esti-
mates of u in space H'(K). From (I3]) we have for some constant C , Cy > 0
such that

E/ la(s) | ey ds < Cir + Cs.
0
By the Chebyshev inequality

1

T
?/ P(||w(7)|| g (rey > K) dr
0

I )
< g7 [ Bl dr

Then by the Krylov—Bogoliubov method [I] P, has at least one stationary
measure denoted by p. Let @(7, £) be the solution with initial value distribut-
ing as p, then u(r,§) is a stationary solution to the transformed SPDE (3]
with distribution g (Lemma (), and by the construction of the stationary
solution, we have u € H'(K). Moreover,

/udfz/uodg and ||| pem) <M.
R R

Theorem 5. Assume Assumption [3 holds. For any initial ug € L*(K)
L>=(R), there is a stationary solution, denoted by u, such that u € H'(K).
Further, there is a sequence T, with 1, — o0 as n — oo, such that

u(7,) converges in distribution to u in L*(K)

10



as n — oo . Here u(7) is the solution to the SPDE (3) with initial value .

Next we show that the above convergence holds for any sequence 7,, with
T, — 00 as n — 00; that is, u(7) converges in distribution to u as 7 —
oo . It is impractical to follow the approach used for the stochastic Burgers’
equation with additive noise [41]. As Section [l states, we consider in the next
section a Burgers’ equation with random fast fluctuating advection which is
an approximation to the SPDE (3)).

4 Burgers’ equation with random fast fluctu-
ations: self-similar solution and stability

We consider the following randomly fluctuating advection in a Burgers’ type
equation (B). The random force 7°(7, &) = 7(7/€,£) in which 7(7,&) is the
stationary Ornstein—Uhlenbeck process solving

dn = —ndr + dW (1, ¢). (14)
Then
B (r (6.0 = dal€ O exp (<), (15
and for 0 <7 <s
Bl (r6) | 7 = (. e (- ) (16)

Moreover, 7°(7) € H'(K) for any 7 > 0. By the assumption on We(r,¢),
the process 7g(7,£) = 1¢(7/€, §) which solves

dne = —nge dt + dWe (7€) (17)

and also 7¢(7) € H'(K) for any 7 > 0 with

. . T—s
BAE(r 7505, ) = (6. Oexp (-7, (18)
For initial value we assume u§ € L*(Q, L*(K) N L>=(R)) and
[ usde =21, fugllme = m (19)
R

for some deterministic positive constants m and M .
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We study the dynamics of the random differential equation (RDE) (Bl) for
fixed € > 0. First, for any 7 > 0, in the mild sense the RDE ([f]) is written as

u(1) = S(T)ug+ /OT S(r— s)ue(s)uZ(s) ds+ % /OT S(1—s)(u(s)n°(s))e ds .
(20)

Then by same discussion for equation (3]) this theorem follows.
Theorem 6. Assume Assumption[2 holds. For any T > 0 and initial uf €
L*(Q, L*(K)NL*>®(R)) satisfying (I3), the RDE (A) has a unique mild solution

u e L* (Q, L% (0, T; H(K)) N C (0,T; L*(K))) .

We next construct a stationary solution for the RDE ([), which is attrac-
tive for any € > 0. We follow the discussion in section [3l
First, by the same discussion as in section [3.1],

|u(T)||Loem) < m  forall T >0,

with m = ||u§|| L ®) . Next we give a uniform estimate in 7 in the space H*(K)
from the estimate in space L?(K) for u¢ with any fixed € > 0. We follow the
same discussion as in section [3.2]

Let uf(7,&) = uS(7,&) + us(7, &) with u. € E. and ugs € Es. Then

du, = 0, (21)

C

dul = [Luf —T,(u‘ug)] dr + %(ugf)e)g . (22)

S

So
w7, €) = uE(0.€) = (b caleol) = [ 0b(€) déealt)

R

which is totally determined by the mass of the initial value M := [, u§(&) d€ .
Now by multiplying u¢ in the space L?(K) on both sides of the RDE (F]),

d € € €, € € €€ €
sl < =gl e — (wfug w) + 2 {(un)e, w) -

Integrating by parts,
(ufug,u) = —3 /R(uE)B’Kg dg .

Then by the same discussion as for (I2]) we have that for any ¢, > 0 and
q > 2, there exist positive constants C;, R and C./ 4 r such that

[(uug, uY| < [eC + &' Cellu (o] gl 2y + CeCorgrllul Lo ey -
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Moreover, for any € > 0 there is some positive constant C. such that

[{(wT)e, u)| = [T, ugh| < Cellf e gao I e @) + el ) -

Then for any € and & > 0, there are positive constants that we still denote
by C. and C. 4 g for some positive ¢ and R such that

S s (1) gy

< —llutlinge + [2C + Cellullioe @] lillzoe)
+ Ceoe’,q,RHuEH%“(R)
e [l e o e + <l )

<

3+ 0+ Cullullpmmy + 2] Il

+ [+ & Cullu e + 22 Il

+ Cece’,q,RHUEHAioo(R) + ﬁCerfH%%K)||Ue||%oo(R) :

Now choose ¢ and ¢’ > 0 small enough and since u = Mey(€), ||[uf]|pe < m

and ||ug|| g1 (k) < CM for some C' > 0, then by the Gronwall lemma and the
properties of 7€,

Ellu (7, w) || L2(x)nre@ < Ry forall 7>0,

with some positive constant IS.
Similarly to the discussion in subsection B.2]

E/ ()l ey s < RS 7 + RS
0

for some constants RS and 5. Then we show the existence of a station-
ary measure. Notice that u is not a Markov process, we consider the pro-
cess (uf, 7°) which is a Markov process on the space (L*(K)NL®(R))x H'(K).
For this we introduce the space ) consisting all probability measures on the
space (L?(K)NL>®(R)) x H'(K) and endow the space 9 with the topology
of weak convergence. Denote by {P:},>¢ the continuous Markov semigroup
associating with (u¢, ) on 9% and the dual semigroup as

Piy(A) = P{(u(7,-),71°(7)) € A},

for any Borel set A C (L*(K) N L*(R)) x H'(K) and y € M with form
y = p* v. Here, u®(7,-) is the solution to equations (&) with initial value
distributing as u, and v is the distribution of 7°.
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Now by the compact embedding H!'(K) C L*(K) and the classical Bo-
golyubov—Krylov method [I], a stationary measure exists, denoted by §° =
I I7S

Next we show the emergence of the stationary measure §¢ by showing
it is attractive. We follow the discussion for deterministic systems [44], 25]
which was also applied to the case of additive noise in a stochastic Burgers’

equation [41]. The following lemma is a key step.
Lemma 7. For any uy,uso € L*(K) N L®(R) with

[ wol©rde = [ waleyc.

Let ui(7,&) and us(7,&) be the solutions to RDE (J) with initial value uy
and ug respectively. Then the function

¢(r) = / (7, €) — us (, €)] dé

18 strictly decreasing almost surely.

Proof. Let U¢(7,§) = u$(7,§) — us(7, ), then it satisfies the following linear
equation
Us = Ut — 3(u5 +uy — € — 27U (23)
Notice that for any solution u® of the SPDE ({), let v° = ug, then
ve = Lo+ 30° — (v)? — uvf + ﬁ(ueﬁe)& .

By the same discussion as in section 3.1l and the construction of 7€,

(5 (7, €) + us(7,€) — € — L7 (1, €))e

is bounded by a random constant for any 7 > 0. Then for almost all fixed
w € Q, the equation ([23) is a linear equation with bounded coefficient,
then the result follows by the discussion for the corresponding deterministic
system [44] 25]. O

Now we study the attracting property of any stationary measure. Further,
we introduce the following subspace of 91; define

o, — {0 cm: (Nl + Il e o(dassm)) < oo} |

(L2 (K)NL> (R)) x H (K)

We next show that for any y € 9, with form ) = px v, there is a stationary
measure ) = n° * v € My such that Py converges weakly to § as 7 — 0o.
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Associated with the solution to the RDE (B]) we choose p € My which has
the form

,u:dM*,Us, (24>

where dj; is some Dirac measure on E,. and pu, is supported on E,. Then
consider the limit of P**y as 7 — oo with y = p* v. First by the approach
of the Bogolyubov—Krylov method, we have a probability measure i€, and
subsequence 7, with 7, = oo, n — oo, such that

Py =9 :=a"*v, n—o0. (25)
Suppose fi’“ is another probability measure such that for some 7/, — oo,
n— oo,

fexv, n—oo. (26)

Prin =0
Denote by uf(7,£) and w'*(7,&) the two solutions of RDE (Bl with initial
value @!(€) and w?(€), distributed as i€ and ji’ respectively. Then

[a©de= [

By Lemma [, the function

/R a(r, ) — w(r, €)| de

is almost surely strictly decreasing in 7 which contradicts the stationarity of
u® and u'*. Hence we deduce the following theorem.

Theorem 8. Assume Assumption[dholds. For any initial u§ € L*(Q2, L*(K)N
L>(R)) satisfying (19), the solution u(T,§) to the RDE (), converges in dis-
tribution, as T — oo, to uc in the space L*(K) which is the unique solution

to RDE (4) with
[t = [ uiede
R R

Remark 3. By the construction of u€,
|2 (7)|| oo (r) <m0, E|]ﬁ€(r)|ﬁ{1(m <C forallT>0, (27)

for some constant C' > 0.

We want to pass the above convergence property to the stochastic Burg-
ers’ equation (3]); that is, we want to pass to the limit € — 0 in u® in the
space C([0,00), L*(K)). We give some estimates uniform in € in the next
section.
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5 Some a priori estimates on finite time in-
tervals

This section shows the tightness of {u}o.<; in the space C(0,T;L*(K))
for any T > 0. We assume uf € L*(Q, L*(K) N L>°(R)) and converges in
distribution to ug € L*(Q, L*(K) N L>(R)) .

From equation (22]), by the chain rule,

Lol € 3 g + (e, u @) (@8)

(L (PuE(r) + () (7), ue(7) )

S

Define the two integrals

Li(r) = u(s)) ds ,

I5(r) = % / (e (3)775(s), u(s)) ds.

Now by the factorization method, for some 0 < oo < 1,

| . _ sinma TT—sO‘_l () ds
72 | @y as = = [ - vy d

=
M
O\
= =
—~
<
o
—~
V)

where
ye(s) = % / (s — ) g ()7 (), () dr
- 2f/ = ) (e ()2 1) dr
- (s ) / (e ()2 () KCe dE

wz :
(s — ) / (u ()P () K dé dr

1
2Ve o
= Yi(s) + Y5 ().

Then for any 7' > 0, there is some positive constant Cr such that

T T
sup [I(r)[? < Cr / V()P ds + Cy / Y5 (s ds

0<r<T

16



We first consider Yy. By the L>®(R) estimates on ¢, and the construction
of 71,

E\Yﬁ

// {5"“ (s=p)" “/R< (1, €))%7°(r, ) K d

x/( (0, )V (o, chc} Mp'

// s—1)"%s—p //En (r, )7 (p, OV Ke K¢ dé dC dr dp

S CiTa

IA

and similarly

E|Y€

B / (st [ o oK ds

< [ WO OK dc} dr dp'

S CHJW
for some positive constant Cy . Then

E sup |I{(7)] < CrCir.

0<r<T

By the same discussion for I§, a similar expectation holds:

E sup |I5(1)] < CrCor,

0<r<T

for some positive constant Cyr. Then by the same discussion for (I2]) and
the Gronwall lemma,

T
E sup HuE(T)”%Q(K)+E/O () 172 xe) ds < Cr (29)

0<r<T

for some positive constant Cr. Notice that in the mild sense
u(r) = S(r)ug —i—/ S(1 — o)u(o)ug(o) do
0
1 /T
+—= [ S(r—o)(u (o) (o)) do.
\/E 0 ¢

17



Then for any T'> 7> 6§ >0,
|u(7) — u(d)][ 2 (K)
< 1S = SOl + | [ 87— (oo do

1
+ N
Ve L2(K)

5
/0 [S(T —0) = S(0 — 0)u(0)ug (o) do

L*(K)

/5 " S(r — o) (u (o) (0))e do

+

L*(K)

L
Ve

By the L>*(R) estimate of u¢, and by estimate (29]), the expectation

/ S(t—o)u (0)do
L2(K)

< E/5 ||S(7'—o)ug(a)ug(a)HLz(K)da

< E /5 (0 )ug (o) 2y do

< mE/ |ug (o) 22y do < mCpvT — 9.
5

)
/0 S(r — ) — 5(6 — 0)](u(0)7(0))¢ do

L*(K)

Expanding by {ex}r and by (I3,

T 2

! [ Str =) (@) (@))cdo

—E

L*(K)

EZ// ) [0, (o e de

x e k(=) / ‘O, O (N, ) (en K¢ dg] do d\

—Z//[ MWA//Eno—g () 0)

X (ex K )e(er ) d€ dC} do d\
CT<7' - 5),

IN

IN

IN
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for some positive constant C. By the strong continuity of the semigroup S(7)
and a similar discussion, from (B0) the expectation

Ellu (1) — u(0)|| L2y < CrvVT =9 (31)

Now we need the following lemma [29]. Suppose X; and A, are two
Banach spaces. Let T > 0, 1 < p < oo, and B be a compact operator
from &) to Xy; that is, B maps bounded sets of & to relatively compact
subsets of X5.

Lemma 9 ([29]). Let H be a bounded subset of L'(0,T;X;) such that G =
BH is a subset of LP(0,T; X) bounded in L"(0,T; Xy) with r > 1. If

hi% |u(- + o) = u(-)||zr0120) = 0 uniformly for u € G,

then G is relatively compact in LP(0,T; X3) (and in C(0,T; Xy) if p = +00).
Let Xy = HY(K), X, = L*(K) and B be the embedding from X; to X,

by Lemma [ from estimates (29) and (BI)) we obtain the following main

theorem of this section.

Theorem 10. Assume Assumption [2 holds. For any T > 0, and u €

L*(Q, L*(K) N L (R)) satisfying (19), the distribution of {u}oce< is tight

in the space C(0,T; L*(K)).

6 Diffusion approximation

This section determines the limit of u¢, the solutions of the RDE (Hl), as
e — 0. We first show the tightness of u¢ in the space C([0,00), L?(K)) by
Theorem [0l Then we determine the limit of u¢ in the space C([0, o), L*(K))
by a martingale approach.

6.1 Tightness in space C([0, ), L*(K))

We need the following result on the tightness of a family processes [13, The-
orem 3.9.1].
Lemma 11. Let X be a Polish space and let {X }o<e<1 be a family of pro-
cesses with sample paths in the space C([0,00),X). Suppose that for any
0 >0 and T > 0 there exists a compact set U'sp C X such that for all
0<e<l1

P{X(t) € Ts7p for0<t<T}>1-96. (32)

Then {X¢} is tight in the space C([0,00), X) if and only if {F(X)}oce<1 is
tight in the space C([0,00),R) for any F' € Cy(X), where Cy(X) is the space
consisting of all continuous and bounded functions on X .
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Remark 4. We do not need to verify the tightness of {F(X¢)}o<c<1 for all
F € Cy(X). One just needs to verify the tightness for all F' in a dense
subset of Cp,(X) in the topology of uniform convergence on compact sets [13]
Theorem 3.9.1].

By Theorem [I0 the pre-condition (B2) in Lemma [Tl holds. Next we show
the tightness of { F(u¢)}g<c<1 in the space C([0,00)) for any F € Cy(L*(K)).
We follow a martingale approach. Continue to let X be a Polish space and
{X}o<e<1 be a family of processes valued in the space C([0, 00), X') adapted
to the filtration F¢. Let £° be the Banach space of real valued F¢-progressive
processes with norm [|Y[|¢e = sup,5, E|[Y (7). Let

M€ = {(Y, Z)e L£°x L£:Y(7) —/ Z(s)ds is ]:j—martingale} . (33)
0

Then the following lemma applies [I3, Theorem 3.9.4].
Lemma 12. For any bounded continuous function F on X with bounded
support, and for any 6 >0 and T > 0, there is (Y, Z¢) € M€ such that

limsupE | sup |Y(7)— F(X(7))|| <o (34)
e—0 T€[0,T]
and
sup E [[| Z°|| Loo.1)] < 00 for some p € (1, 00]. (35)

Then {F(X)}o<e<t s tight in C(]0,00), R).
By Remark [] we just need to show the tightness of the following family
of real valued processes [26]:

{f ({u,0)) Focesa

for any ¢ € D(R) and twice differentiable compactly supported functions f.
From the RDE ([{))

Fu(7), ) = f((ug, #) (36)
= /0 F({u(s), ©))(u(s), L) ds —/0 F'({u(s), o)) (u(s)ug(s), o) ds
1 /T , _
+ — fr{u(s), o)) ((u(s)n(s))e, ) ds .
N ((u(s), @) ((u(s)7°(s5))e: )
One can see that the singular term in the above equation is difficult to treat.
To treat this term we follow a perturbation approach developed by Kush-

ner [260]. Let F¢ be the o-algebra generated by {7°(s) : 0 < s < 7}. Then
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introduce the process

Fi(n = B | [T P @ ds| 7] e

For the process F{(7) the following lemma holds.
Lemma 13. Assume Assumption[Q holds. Then

Fi(1) = Ve ({u (1), o) {(u(T)n"(7))e, ) - (38)
Furthermore,
E|Ff(r)] < CVe
for some positive constant C', and for any T > 0

E sup |[F{(7)] =0 ase—0.

0<7<T
Proof. The equality (38)) is implied by (I6]) and the property of conditional
expectation. Then by the L* bound on u¢ and the estimates on 7¢,
EIFf(r)] < Vel lu (D)l BI7 () 2200 |6 + 360|120
< Cye

for some positive constant C. Further, by the maximal estimate on stochastic
integral [33, Lemma 7.2], for any 7' > 0

E sup ||77€(7_)||%2(K) <Cr

0<r<T
for some positive constant Cr. Then by (38))

E sup |Fi(7)|—0 ase—0.
0<7<T

The proof is complete. O

To apply Lemma [I2 we first construct (Y€, Z¢) € £°. For this we intro-
duce the operator A€ defined by

Af(r) =P = lim 3 [Bf (7 +0) = £(7) | F] (39)

—1li

6—
for any F¢ measurable function f with sup, E|f(7)| < co. Then Ethier and
Kurtz’s proposition [I3, Proposition 2.7.6] yields that

fr) = [ acss)ds
0
is a martingale with respect to F¢. Now define (Y, Z¢) as
Ye(r) = f({u’(7), ) + Fi(7), Z°(7) = AY“(7),

Then we establish the following lemma.
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Lemma 14.

Z(r) = [ (u(r), ) {u(7), Lo) — F'((u (), o)) (5w (7))E, )

Proof. By (34),
Af((us(r), ) = F({u(7), @) (u(7), L)
— [ ({u(7), ) (u(T)ug(7), )
L (), o) ()i
Now consider A°Ff. By (B8] and the construction of 7°,

E[F (T+5) | ¢
= —VeE{[f'((u"(r + ), ) — f'((u(7), ¢))]
X (u(r +5) (T +0), ¢ + 360) | Fr}
= Vel ((u(7), @)E[((u (7 + 0) — u(1))n"(7 + 8), e + 58) | F]
— Ve ({u(7), o)) {u(r)ii"(T)e ™"/, pe + 5€0)

A3
=

Then
AF() = [ ), )T (), ve + )
VP (), o) (), £) — (B (7)) D@ (7)es )
- P N T ()6 )
— J (G DT (e (6 + 30T (7))
— VP (), ) [(0°(0), £((ve + 3R ()
— (B, (e + 20T (7)]

This completes the proof. O
Now by the above construction of (Y€, Z¢),
V(7)) = f({u(7),¢)) = —F7 (7).

Then by Lemma [13],
ImE sup |Ff(7)=0.

=0 o<r<T
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Furthermore, by the L>(R) estimates on u¢(7),
sup E|| Z°(7)|| z2(0,m) < 00 (40)

By Lemma [12] we thus deduce the following theorem.

Theorem 15. Assume Assumption[d holds, and u§ € L*(Q2, L*(K)NL>(R))
satisfies (19), the family of distributions of processes {u}o<e<i s tight in the
space C ([0, ), L*(K)).

Remark 5. By (21), all discussions in this section and section [ hold for uf.
So the above tightness result also holds for {a}o<c<; .

6.2 Pass to the limit ¢ — 0

We show the convergence of u as ¢ — 0 and determine the limit. For this
we introduce a limit martingale problem and show any accumulation point
of {u‘} is a solution to this martingale problem. By the convergence result
of Walsh [40l Theorem 6.15], we just need to consider finite dimensional
distributions of {(u, p1),...,(us, @,)} for any ¢1,...,¢, € D(R); that is,
we just pass to the limit € — 0 in the following equality

E{ |7 - v = [ 20| B e w0 | =0

(41)
for any bounded continuous function A and 0 < r < -+ < r, < T
with any T > 0. Denote by w one limit point in the sense of distribu-
tion of u¢ as ¢ — 0 in the space C([0,00), L*(K)). Notice that we can
not have the limit lim. o f((u(7),)) = f({u(7),¥)) just with the con-
vergence of u¢ to u in distribution. However, by the Skorohod theorem we
construct new probability space and new variables without changing distribu-
tions in C([0,00), L?(K)) (for simplicity we do not introduce new notation)
such that u¢ almost surely converges to u in the space C([0,00); L*(K)).
Then by the estimates in Lemma [I3] and the construction of Y, the limit of
Ye(r) = Y¥(s) is F((u(r), @) — f({uls), 2)).

Now we treat the integral term. First denote by Zg(-), k = 1,2,3,4, the
first four terms of Z¢(-) and by Zg(-) the last two terms in Z¢(-). Then, in
distribution as € — 0,

/ " Zi(r) dr — / " (), o)) {u(r), Lg) dr,

and by the estimates on u¢ in section [f] and estimates on 7¢ in section 2]
E/ \Z5(r)\dr — 0.
S
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Notice that (u€)? is bounded in L?*(0,T; L*(K)) for any T > 0 and by the
tightness of u¢ in the space C(0,T; L*(K)), u¢ converges almost everywhere
to w on [0,7] x R, then by the L>*(R) bound on u¢ and u, we have in
distribution for any 7" > 0

(u)?, ) = (U, @) ase—0. (42)
So in distribution as € — 0

[ zsar > [ £t o)t )i

Next we treat terms Z§ and Z§. For any u € L?*(K) define the bilinear
operator X (u) such that

(Su)p, ) = / / u(€u(Q)alE, O (O K(©)elp(OK(C))cdedC (43)

for any ¢ € D(R), and define the linear operator

(A(w),p) = 1 / w(€)alE,€) (€ K (€))ec de (44)
+1 [ wOdE O RE)ede.

For this operator ¥ the following lemma holds.
Lemma 16. For any u € HY(K), let B(1,&) = (uw(&)W(7,§))e, then B is
an L*(K) valued Wiener process with the covariation operator %(u).

Proof. The proof is direct. By (@),

We = kf; Ve () Bi(T)-
Then by the representation of ¢(¢, (),
EB(7,§)B(r, ()
= E (U(f) zk:\/q_kek(f)ﬁk(TO (U(C) ;@&(C)@(ﬂ)
3

= ug(§)u(Q)ac(&; €) + ue(§uc(C)a(€, €) + u(€)uc(C)ge (€, €)
+ u(§)u(C)ge.c(, C)-

By the definition of 3(u) this proves the lemma. O

3
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To pass to the limit € — 0 in Z§ and Z§ we apply again the perturbation
method [26]. Let

Fy(r) = f”(<u6(7),<p>)/OOE[wE(T)ﬁe(S),%+%é‘@?
— (Z(u(7))p, ¢)

| ds
and
Fitr) = £ [ Bl o) (ve + beohn(s)
— (A (7)), ) | F ds
By the construction of 7 and 7 ,
E [7°(s, €)7(5: €) | 2] = e /5 (7, €71 (7, Q) + Ba(€, (1 — e777),

(45)

E [7°(s, O)n(s, ) | Fe] = e 27 n (7, )ng(7,€) + 3¢/(§, ) (1 — e 72~ T’(/e)>
46
Then

Fy(7) = 5" ({u(), 0)) [(u()71°(7), ¢ + 560)° — 3(S(u(7)) @, )] (47)
and
Fi(r) = 5 ((u (), ) [((u (1) (1)), (¢ + 360)7°(7)) — 5(A(uc(7)), <P(>j8-)
Then by the estimates on u(7), 7°(7) and 7§(7), direct computation yields

this lemma.
Lemma 17. Ase — 0,

supEF5 (1) = O(e), and supEF;(r) = O(e).

720 720

Now following the same discussion as in Lemma [I4] and (45)—(4d]), we
have the following lemma.
Lemma 18.

AF5(r) = f((u(7), ) (33w (7)), @)
— (u(r)n°(7), pe + 5€0)] + B5(7)

and

AFN(T) = f((u(7), ) [(Au(7), )
— ()1 (7))e: (pe + 560)0°(7)] + Ri(7)
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with
supE|R5(7)| = O(e) and supE|R(T)] = O(e)
>0 7>0

as € — 0.

Proof. This is similar to the discussion in the proof of Lemma [[4 First we
have for any 6 > 0

E[F(r +9) | 7]
= SE[(/"(@(r +6),0) — (7). 9))
X ((u(m+ 00 (1 +0), ¢ + 3€0)
— (S (7 +0)p, 9)) | F]
58" (S (7), D [{(w (7 + 8) = w(r)i" (7 +8), e + 36)°
~ (S (7 +8)) = S (7)), ) | F]
58" (), DE [ (D (7 +8), e + 360)% = (D (7)), 0) |

and

¥)))
(T +6))e, (905+2£<p)77 (7 +9))
|

5 (G (), DB {[(u(r + 8) = u (7)) (7 + )],
(¢ + ST (7 + 6)) = (Au(r +8)) = A(u“(7)), ¢) | F]
CONE () (7 + 0))e, (e + 3E0)i (7 + )
017

Then by the definition of A¢ and (45)—(6), direct computation yields the
result. The proof is complete. O
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Now we have the following F¢ martingale

M (r) ZfWNﬂwD—ﬂw&@%Jﬂﬂ—F%ﬂ—ﬁﬁ)
—Afﬂﬂmw)<ﬂﬁw+< 20+ 1)

HMWMWWT
3 [ P e o+ B ()

where
Wﬂ5£%@+&®+&wﬁ

with E|R(7)] = O(¢) as ¢ — 0. Now passing to the limit ¢ — 0, the
distribution of the limit u solves the martingale problem

M(r) = F({u(r),¢) — f((uo, /f (49)
xB<>w+% .+ 360) + (4 <»wwﬁ

-éAfWW%M@WMM@W

which, by Lemma [I0 is equivalent [31] to the martingale solution to the
SPDE () for some new Wiener process W with the same distribution as that
of W. By the general theory of sPDEs [33], the martingale solution to the
SPDE (@) is unique in the space L*(0,T; H(K)) N C(0,T; L*(K)) for any
T > 0. Then we deduce the following theorem.
Theorem 19. Assume Assumption [2 holds and that the initial data uf €
L*(Q, L*(K) N L*=(R)) satisfies (I3). Moreover, u§ converges in distribu-
tion to ug. The solution of RDE (), u¢, converges in distribution in the
space C([0,00), L*(K)) to u which solves the SPDE (@) with initial data ug.
Notice that the sPDE ([]) is different from the stochastic Burgers’ equa-
tion ([B)). Now we consider random Burgers’ type equation (). By the as-
sumption that ¢(§) € H*(K) and (B), the extra terms 3(uq)ee and 3(uq’);
do not change the estimates in sections BH6l Then we derive this theorem.
Theorem 20. Assume Assumption[2 holds and u§ € L*(Q, L*(K) N L>(R))
converges in distribution to ug € L*(Q, L*(K) N L*(R)) as ¢ — 0. More-
over, assume (I9) holds. The solution of RDE (4)) converges, as e — 0, in
distribution in the space C([0,00), L*(K)) to the solution of SPDE (3) with
matial data ug.
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By the above theorem and Remark [5l we have the following result on the
convergence of stationary statistical solutions. Denote by ¢ = D(uf, 7°), a
stationary statistical solution to the system (@) coupled with 7¢. Let P¢ =
D(4€) . Then we have the following corollary.

Corollary 21. For e — 0, there is a sequence €, — 0 as n — oo, such that

Pr P  weakly asn — 0o,

where P is a probability space on C([0,00); LA(K)), which is a stationary
statistical solution to stochastic Burgers equation (3)

We have shown that for any n = p*x v € 9y, there is a stationary
measure H° = [ * v such that Py weakly converges to n° as 7 — oo.
Denote by ¢ the solution to () with initial data distributes as €. Then
the probability measure B¢ = D(uf,7°) is a stationary statistical solution
to the system (H)) coupled with (I4]). We are concerned with the marginal
distribution P = D(u°).

For any statistical solution B¢ to (@) coupled with (I4]), denote by P*
the marginal distribution, then P¢ converges weakly to P€ as 7 — oo. Let
B = D(ac,n°) with (a,n°) solving (@) coupled with (I4)) with new Wiener
process W distributing the same as W. Then P¢ = D(a(- + 7)). By the
continuous dependence on initial data of the solution, as

D(u(7)) = D(u(0)) weakly as 7 — oo,

we have
D(u(-+ 7)) — D(u) weakly as 7 — 0.

That is P¢ — P¢ weakly as 7 — oo. Furthermore by the convergence result
Corollary 1], there is ¢, — 0 as n — oo, P converges weakly to some
probability measure P which is a stationary statistical solution of SPDE (3
in the space C([0,00), L*(K)).

Now consider any solution u € C([0,00); L?(K)) to the SPDE ([@). Then
P = D(u) is a statistical solution to the SPDE (B) and, by Theorem 20], there
is a statistical solution B¢ to the system () coupled with n¢, such that the
marginal distribution P° converges to P weakly as ¢ — 0. Moreover P¢
converges weakly to P, as € = 0. One can choose uf = ug in Theorem 20

Then for any § > 0, there is 7 > 0 such that for 7 > T and for sufficiently
large n

dp(P,,P) < dp(P,, P + dp (P, P + dp(P™,P) < 5.

That is dp(P,,P) — 0 as 7 — co. Assume P = D(i) and P = D(u), then
@ is a stationary process and

D(u(r)) — D(u(0)) weakly as 7 — 0.
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Then we conclude with the following main theorem.

Theorem 22. Assume Assumptionl[d holds. For any solution of the stochas-
tic Burgers’ equation (3) with w(1,x) € L*(K) N L*(R), there is a unique
self-similar solution w(t,x) such that

Viw(t,z) — Viw(t,z) = 0 ast — oo in distribution in L*(R).

A Existence result for stochastic Burgers’ type
equation

We prove Theorem [, Noticing that the nonlinearity is non-Lipschitz, for any
R > 0 we introduce the following smooth cut-off function yz : [0,00) — R

defined by
1, 0<z<R,
Xr() = {o, r>92R.
Consider the following system
du® = [Lul — XR(||uR||H1(K))uRu?] dr + (uRdW)g, u?(0) = ug.  (50)

Denote by Br(u®) := Br(u®”, u) := xr(|[u"]| g1 (1)) u"uf , then Bp : H'(K) —
L?*(K) is Lipschtiz in the following sense

I1Br(u) = Br(v)|l2(0) < Lellu = vl )
for u,v € H(K). Now for each ug € L*(K) define the nonlinear operator

Tw%@»:Swmm+47ﬂf—QBﬂuW@ww+Afﬂf—QWW@mvw»¢

Then T maps L*(Q, C(0,T; L*(K))NL?(0,T; HY(K))) to itself. For any uf* €
L*(,C(0,T; L*(K))N L*(0,T; HY(K))), by the properties of the semigroup
S(7),

(T ) () 2y

S HuOHLQ(K) -+ / HURU/?”LQ(K) dS + / S(T — 8)(uRdW)£

0 0 L2(K)
< luoll 2k +/ ||UR||L°°(R)||U?||L2(K) ds

0

T 2
+2’/ S(1 — s)(udW)e + 2
0 L2(K)
T T 2

< Bwlleao + [ e ds+2| [“st-siramy 2

0 0 L2(K)
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For the third term, by Assumption 2] and the properties of the stochastic

integral [33, Lemma 7.2], for some constant C' > 0

2

E max / S(r — s)(udWw
s | [ st —srang
T 2 T
< 2E max / S(r — s)uldW + 2E max / S(r — s)ultdWe
0<r<T || /o L2(K) 0<r<T || /o

T T
< c / 1(5) 2 g, ds + C / 1(5) 23 s, ds

Then for some constant C > 0

T
BT oy < Nl + € [ 1e(6) g ds.
On the other hand

T ™) () 2

< IS(r)uollm ) +

/ S(r — S)XR(HURHHI(K))URU? ds
0

HY(K)

‘

/0 " S(r — s)(utdw)e

HY(K)

By the properties of the semigroup S(7), for T'> 0

T
1
| 18l dr < Sl

and for some constant Cr > 0

i

T
< CR/O 1" ()7 ey A

2

dr
H(K)

/ S(r — s)XR(||uR||H1(K))uRu? ds
0

For the stochastic term, first we have

/0 " S(r — 8)(udW)e

HY(K)

< +

HY(K)

/ S(1 — s)ugdW
0

/0 " S(r — s)yu(dW)e

HY(K)
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By the properties of S(7), and direct calculation by the expanding u? and W
in terms of the orthonormal basis, for some constant C' > 0

T
/
0

Similarly

T
/
0

Then for some constants C' > 0 and Cz > 0, such that

2

T
dr < c/ 12 oy b
0

/OT S(1 — s)ufdw (s)

HY(K)

2

T
dr S C/ ”U/RH?;[l(K) dr .
0

/0 " S(r — syuFdw(s)

HY(K)

T T
E / N(TuR) () 20 ey dr < CluolZaqge) + Cin / ()12 oy

That is, 7 maps L*(Q2,C(0,T; L*(K)) N L*(0,T; H'(K))) to itself. Then by
the classical method for the wellposedness of SPDEs [33] a unique solution u
exists for the cut-off system (B0) in L*(Q2, C(0,T; L*(K))NL*(0,T; H'(K))).

Now define an increasing sequence of stopping times {7, }:
7R = 1inf{r > 0: |[u"(7)||mx) > R}

when it exits, and 7 = oo otherwise. Let 7., = limgr_ T, a.s., and set
u™(7) = uf'(t A 78). Then u™® is a local solution of equation (3] for 0 <
7 < 7. To show the limit R — oo of u™ we need an estimate on ||u| g1 (k).
Notice the functional || - H%{l(K) is continuous and differentiable on H!(K).

Applying 1t6’s formula [9] to ||u8(7')||%{1(K) yields

1d :
§EHUSHH1(K)

. 1
= (Lug—Lu,) = (ung, Lu) + (il )e, Lu) + 5 |[1£72ugl[2g + (12202 |
By the Cauchy inequality, for some small € > 0, there is C. > 0 such that
(wug, Lu) < ellullfr) + Cellulln g -

Then, by the assumption (§) on ¢ and ¢/,

1d 9
§EEHU8HH1(K)

_CEEHuSH?ﬁ(K) _'_CEEHuCH?JQ(K) +C£E"u8"?{1(K) +C£E"u0"?{1(K)

IA
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for some constants ¢. > 0 and C. > 0. Then by Gronwall lemma,
ElJu(7)|[7n ) < K(7)

for some function K : (0,00) — [0, +00).
Now we show u(7) := limpg_,o u® is the global solution to (B). By the
above estimates, for 7 € [0,T A 75|

Effu™ (T)| 1) < K(7) -

Also
Elu™(T) iy = Ellw™(T Ae)E @
> E{l{mgT}”UR(T/\TR)”%H(K)}
> P{rp < T}R?.
Then

P{TRST}S%

which, by the Borel-Cantelli Lemma, implies
P{re>T}=1.

Then we have the global well-posedness of the equation (B]). By the property
of S(7), this mild solution is also a weak solution [33],

B Statistical solution

We introduce the statistical solution of the random Burgers equation ()
coupled with n°. The statistical solution was introduced to study universal
properties of turbulent flows [17, 18, 39, e.g.],

The system of random equations (4]) coupled with (I4]) is said to have
a statistical solution in the space C([0,0); L*(K)) if there is a probability
measure 3¢ supported on C([0, 00); L*(K) x H'(K)), and processes (4, 7)) €
C([0,00); L*(K)), W defined on a new probability space, such that

1. D(as, i) =B
2. W is Wiener processes distributed the same as W;

3. D(a(0)) = D(us) , D(7°) = D(1) and 4(0) are independent from WW;
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4. the process 4° is a weak solution of () with 7 replaced by #°. Here 7
is a stationary process solving (I4]) with W replaced by W.

A stationary statistical solution is a statistical solution, a Borel measure
B¢, which is invariant under the following translation on C([0, 00); L?(K) x
HY(K))

(u(-),n() = (u(-+7),0(+7), 720
for (u,n) € C([0,00); L*(K) x H'(K)). For a statistical solution of the
system of the random equation (H]) coupled with (I4]), we denote by < =
D(u(- + 7),7°(- + 7)), which is also a statistical solution of the random
equation (#) coupled with (I4). For a stationary statistical solution 3¢,

P =P, 7>0.

The following result establishes a relation between the stationary measure
and stationary statistical solution.
Lemma 23. If the random equation ({]) coupled with (I4) has a stationary
measure supported on L*(K) x HY(K), then there is a stationary statistical
solution in C(]0,00); L*(K) x HY(K)) .

Proof. The proof is direct by the following observation [10]: Let ¢ =
D(4,7°) be a stationary statistical solution to the random equation (@) cou-
pled with (I4]), then
§° = D(u(0),7°(0))

is a stationary measure for the Markov process defined by the random equa-
tion (@) coupled with (I4]); Conversely, assume §¢ is a stationary measure
of the random equation (4l) coupled with (I4)), let (uf, ) be a solution of
the random equation (@) coupled with (I4]) with D(u(0),7°(0)) = 9, then
B¢ = D(u, 1) is a stationary statistical solution of the random equation ()

coupled with (I4)). O

For the stochastic Burgers type equation (3]), a statistical solution in the
space C'([0, 00; L?(K)) is a probability measure IP supported on C'([0, oo; L*(K))
and there are processes (i) € C([0, o0; L2(K)) and W defined on a new prob-
ability space such that

i D(u) =P;
ii W is Wiener processes distribute same as W;

iii D((0)) = D(ug) and (0) are independent from W

33



iv the process u is a weak solution of stochastic Burgers type equation (3])

with W replaced by w.

Notice that the above definition of statistical solution is a solution to a mar-
tingale problem [31, Chapter V].
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