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Abstract

This paper introduces a full discretization procedure to solve wave beam propagation in random
media modeled by a paraxial wave equation or an It6-Schrédinger stochastic partial differential equation.
This method bears similarities with the phase screen method used routinely to solve such problems. The
main axis of propagation is discretized by a centered splitting scheme with step Az while the transverse
variables are treated by a spectral method after appropriate spatial truncation. The originality of our
approach is its theoretical validity even when the typical wavelength 0 of the propagating signal satisfies
0 < Az. More precisely, we obtain a convergence of order Az in mean-square sense while the errors on
statistical moments are of order (Az)? as expected for standard centered splitting schemes. This is a
surprising result as splitting schemes typically do not converge when Az is not the smallest scale of the
problem. The analysis is based on equations satisfied by statistical moments in the [t6-Schrédinger case
and on integral (Duhamel) expansions for the paraxial model. Several numerical simulations illustrate
and confirm the theoretical findings.
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1 Introduction

This paper concerns the numerical simulation of wave beams propagating in an oscillatory random envi-
ronment and described by either a paraxial or an It6-Schrédinger equation. The paraxial equation is given
by

Dl =ik (2)Aul + Z.KQ(Z)%V(g,JJ)UG, z >0,z € RY u?(0, x) = ug(z). (1)

Here, ug(x) is the incident beam profile and i 2(z) are smooth positive functions of z with bounded
inverse. We assume that v is a real valued mean zero stationary Gaussian random process with covariance
function E[v(z,z)v(2/,2")] = C(z — 2/, x — 2').

The parameter 0 represents the ratio of the typical wavelength of the propagating signal with respect to
the correlation length in the medium. It satisfies § < 1 in laser light propagation in turbulent atmospheres,
which is our primary application. For justification and analyses of the paraxial model, see, e.g., [3 4] 5] [I8], 23]
and the Supplementary Materials section.

Solving numerically is challenging when 6 < 1. The simulation is, however, significantly simplified
when ko = 0, since Ayu? is local in the Fourier domain, or when 1 = 0 since the equation is then local in
x. It is therefore natural to use a splitting algorithm, which treats the transport and interaction terms in
turn over small intervals Az, and has been used to partially discretize deterministic and random Schrédinger
equations in various contexts [2], @) 10, [T, 12} [T4], 22} 27, 28, [30]. Standard convergence results are obtained
when the interval Az is sufficiently smaller than the smallest scale in the problem, which here is 0 < 1.
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Choosing Az larger than the smallest scale in the system typically leads to inaccurate simulations [9] [10].
Yet, splitting techniques called phase screen methods are routinely used in the numerical simulations of
paraxial wave propagation in random media [16, 21} 29, B2, B3] B4, B5]. The reason for this fact, whose
justification is one of the main objectives of this paper, is that 6~ 21/( x)dz is well-approximated by its
white noise limit dB(z, ).

The Ito-Schrodinger equation is the white noise approximation of given by

du =ik (2)Azudz — #3(2)R(0)

udz + ke (2)udB, u(0,z) = ug(x). (2)
Here, B(z,z) is a mean-zero Gaussian process characterized by the covariance function E[B(z,z)B(z,2')] =
min(z, 2 )R(z — x') with R(z) = [, C(s,x)ds. See, e.g., [15] for details of the derivation of (2)) from (1)),
which shows that u? solution of . converges to u solution of in distribution.

The splitting approximations u’® and u® to u’ and u, respectively, are introduced in Section below
with A = Az the splitting step. We also aim to analyze a full discretization of the transverse variables
x € RY with d = 2 in practical applications. This is done in three steps detailed in Section We
first discretize the random medium v(z,x) by a finite dimensional approximation we denote by v.(z,z). A
similar procedure approximates B(s,x) by B.(s, ). The splitting approximations in these modified random
environments are then denoted by u?2 and u%. A second step shows that the solutions of and decay

rapidly in the x variable when the incident beam profile ug(x) also decays rapidly. We denote by ugA and

uy 2 the periodizations of u?® and u2, respectively, on the torus T¢ - [—%, L]d In a final step, the torus is
discretized by a uniform grld of spacing § = Ax. The solution is represented by a trigonometric polynomial
on which applications of functions of the Laplacian may be carried out explicitly. Fully discretized solutions
of and are then denoted by ugA and u?, respectively.

This paper provides error estimates for the aforementioned approximations summarized in Section
In particular, we show that the splitting algorithm displays a second-order accuracy in Az (when § < Az)
for statistical moments whereas it is only first order in a path-wise mean square sense. The convergence
in 6 = Ax is always super-algebraic under smoothness conditions on the incident beam. We also show in
the Supplementary Material that all discretizations converge in distribution to the It6-Schrédinger solution
u borrowing tools from [6] [§]. Several numerical simulations of wave propagation for both paraxial and
1t6-Schrodinger models confirm the theoretically predicted rates of convergence.

The rest of the paper is structured as follows. The rest of this introduction section collects assumptions
and notation used throughout the paper. Section [2] describes the splitting algorithm, the periodization step,
and the fully discrete splitting algorithm, and then states our main results of convergence and error estimates.
The proof of the results of convergence for the It6-Schrédinger equation are given in Section [3| while the
corresponding proofs for the paraxial equation are given in Section[d Finally, several numerical simulations
are presented in Section [5] to illustrate the theoretical findings. Additional information on convergence in
distribution and further numerical simulations are provided in the Supplementary Material.

Assumptions on incident beam and random medium. We assume that the incident source ug satisfies

sup / (€)*N0%0(€)[*d€ = Car,v[uo) < oo, (3)
[B|I<M JR4
The values of (M, N) are different in different estimates. Here, () = /1 + |z|? for a vector z.

The random environment is modeled by v(z, ), a mean-zero real-valued stationary Gaussian field char-
acterized by the covariance function

A , déd A
Ev(t,x)v(s,y) =C(t —s,x,y) = /R2d Ot — s,&,¢)ele®=¢y) (Zfr)gd’ Eo(t,£)0"(s,¢) = C(t — 5,,C)

with C(s, &, ¢)déd¢ a bounded measure and D(z,€) the Fourier transform of v(z,z) wrt z. In the Tto-
Schrodinger model, the random medium is characterized by the power spectrum R(, k) := fR s, &, k)ds.
We assume total variation properties of the form

/R L REOOMQM dgdl = € < o0, /R o [CEEQIO™ QM ()M dtddC = Cunl] < o0. (4)



Since v(z, z) is stationary, we have C(s,€,¢) = (2m)?C (s,£)8(€ — ¢) and R(€,¢) = (2m)?R(€)5(€ — ¢) (using
the same symbols in both contexts to simplify notation). In some estimates, we require (s,§) — C(s,§) to
be sufficiently smooth. In particular 0:C(s,§, () also satisfies integrability properties of the form .

Discretized random medium. We now construct a random medium strongly correlated to v(z,z) and
characterized by a finite number of independent Gaussian random variables. We start from (z, k) for the
above stationary process with covariance function given by C (s, k). We introduce a high-frequency cut-off
Kj > 1 and a discretization step Ak < 1. We define a smooth cut-off function y.(k) € C°(R?) with
Xe(k) =1 on [-3 Ky, $K;]% and xc(k) = 0 on R\ [~ K}, Ki]¢. We also define the lattice Z4 = (AkZ)%.
For g € Z4, let O, be the (Cartesian) cube centered at q of volume (Ak)?. We define

Py(z) = /D oz k)dk,  By(z) = /D B(z, k)dk. (5)

q

These are independent mean-zero Gaussian processes with Eo,(z1)05(22) = 1= fDq C(z — 2, k)dk and
EBq(zl)B; (22) = 1,—;min (21, 22) fDq R(k)dk. We then construct

De(2,6) = xe(€) Y 7(2)0(€— ), Be(2,6) = xo(&) Y By(2)d(€ — ). (6)

q€Z4 q€Z%

Note that v.(z,z) and B.(z,x) obtained by inverse Fourier transform are real-valued since, for instance,
De(z, =€) = D7 (2,€). For (a.e.) € € R, denote g¢ € Z4 the unique element such that £ € 0,. Then we find

Eir(z1, )7 (22, C) = (2m)Xe(Q)8(¢ — ¢¢)C(22 — 21, €),

Ede(21,€)07 (22, ¢) = (20) D 2(€)0(E — qe)0(C — ge) /D 2y — 20, k), @

and corresponding expressions for the white noise limits. We thus obtain highly correlated continuous and
discrete random media on the domain where y. = 1. Assuming that M = M (r) is sufficiently large in ,
we verify that for any r > 0, then [, (1—xc(k))|C(s, k)|dkds < CK,". This shows how K} may be chosen
to capture most of the correlation in the medium. The number of Gaussian variables needed to describe the
discrete random medium in (@) is therefore of order (&)<,

Remark 1.1. Alternatively, we could define 0y(z) = 0_,(z) mean zero Gaussian processes with correlation
Eiy(21)0,(22) = 1,—,(27AK)AC(21 — 22,p) with D, defined from these Gaussian random variables as above.
This medium has almost the same statistics as the previous discrete one, but is uncorrelated to it. We use

this medium for numerical simulations as the random variables are more easily described.

General notation. We summarize here the main notation used throughout the paper. We recall that
z > 0 is the coordinate along the main axis of propagation while 2 € R¢ denotes transverse spatial variables.
We denote by X = (z1,...2,) a collection of p > 0 points in R? and Y = (y1,...y,) a collection of ¢ > 0
points in R?. We denote by Z a target distance of propagation. We aim to solve the wave beam problem
for (z,z) € [0,Z] x R%. The interval [0, Z] is discretized into N, + 1 points z; = kAz for 0 < k < N, and
N, Az =Z.

We denote by u the solution to the It6-Schrodinger equation and u® its time splitting solution with
step size Az. When the random potential v(z,z) is periodized and discretized by v.(z,z), we denote the
corresponding solutions by u. and u2 respectively. The period of the random medium is L = 27/(Ak)
corresponding to O(K}/(Ak)) Fourier modes along each dimension. We denote by uy the periodization of
Ue ON ']T‘Ll = [—%, g]d. For the time splitting case we denote by uﬂA the periodic approximation of ucA. We
set the solution periodization box length L = 27 /Ak although this can be any integer multiple of 27/Ak.
Finally we denote by us the spatial discretization of us. In the time splitting case, the spatially discrete
version of u® is denoted by u(;A. The spatial discretization of the solution is Az = L/N, for N, grid points

along each dimension of x.



For the paraxial model, we denote by u? the solution to the paraxial equation 7 u?? its time splitting
solution and w2 the time splitting solution when the potential is replaced by v.. We denote by ugA the

periodic extension of u?2 and by u® the spatial discretization of ugA.

12, 2) and the corresponding

We denote the potential in the rescaled coordinates by v?(z,z) = =2 1(0~
correlations by C?(z,x,y) = 071C(07 1z, 2,v).
For u(z, x) a continuous random field, and (X,Y") a collection of points p+ ¢ points, we define the p+ gth

statistical moment of u in the physical and complex symmetrized Fourier variables as

p q
ipalt)z, X, V) = E[JTulz2) [T (zw)] (8)
j=1 =1
fip.qlul(z,0) = / fip.qlul (X, Y)efi(Zf:ﬂj-Ej*Z?zl ylfl)dxl~~dxpdy1~~dyq, (9)
R(p+a)d

where v = (&,---&p, (1, -+, () denotes the vector of (symmetrized) variables dual to (X,Y"). The standard
Fourier transform is defined by Ff(§) = [ps e~ f(z)dx with inverse Flf(x) = Jga e“'ff(g)(jTﬁ)d.

We use || - || to denote the total variation (TV) norm of a Borel measure on R™. When the measure pd§
has a density p(§), we also denote by ||p|| = ||pd¢]| the L'(R™) norm. The L?(X) norm is denoted || - ||2(x)

or || - |l2. The uniform norm is denoted as || - [[oc or || - || (x) while the k-Lipschitz norm is denoted as
| lx,00. We also define a || - ||| rms-norm in below.

2 Splitting algorithms and convergence results

2.1 Splitting scheme for paraxial and It6-Schrodinger models

We start with a discretization of the wave solutions in the axial variable z. We consider a final distance
Z = N,Az and a grid z, = nAz for 0 < n < N,. Integrals on each interval [nAz, (n41)Az] are approximated
by a one-point collocation method. Let v € [0, 1] parametrize the collocation points. Splitting schemes are
then defined by a choice of

7y (2) == AzZé(z — (n+7v)Az). (10)

n>0

The end-point choices v = 0 or v = 1 correspond to the Lie splitting while the midpoint choice v = %
corresponds to the centered Strang splitting. We next define the integrals for 0 < 23 < 25 < Z:

lz2/Az]

Xor (22) = /ngﬁ(s)ds, o (z) = /Z%(s)ml(s)ds: S m(GtnA)se (1)

Z1 21 j=lz1/Az]+1

Here, |-] is defined with |2/Az| =n when z, < z < zp41. It is well-known [24] that the centered splitting
may offer second-order accuracy compared to the first-order accuracy of Lie splitting. In the splitting
of stochastic equations, the concentration phenomenon EdB(s)dB(t) = 6(t — s) renders the advantage of
centered trapezoidal integration ineffective and only first-order convergence is expected for any value of ~
(see [28] and subsequent calculations). However for moment calculations, we do obtain second-order accuracy
for the centered splitting scheme v = %

The splitting scheme for the paraxial model is defined as follows. Recalling the notation vf(z,z) =
19’%1/(19’127 r), an approximation u’2 to the solution of is defined as the solution to:

D,u® =it (2)k1(2) Agu?® +irg(2)10 (2, 2)u’, u??(0, ) = up(z). (12)

The splitting scheme may be split into a succession of simple steps. Define the operators:

Vi) wla) o (Vi) = exp ( / ) ira ()0 (s, )dls ) () (13)

21

06 ) Gu) = [ Gla-d ), Gles)im e )

R (4miz)



The solution to is then given explicitly for z € (z,, 2,+1] by the more standard form:

Vgn (Z)’U,GA(Z,“.%), Zn <z< zp+ ')/Azy
u?(z,x) = (15)
Vg,ﬂL'yAz(z) © g(XZn (Z’ﬂ+1)> © Vgn (z’ﬂ + 7A2>’U’GA(ZTL7 .'17), Zn + fYAZ <z g Zn+1-

The splitting algorithm applied to the interval [0, Z] is therefore a composition of operators that are straight-
forward to apply, with V a multiplicative operator in the physical domain and G(t) = F —le=itlEl’ F 4
multiplicative operator in the Fourier domain.

For the It6-Schrodinger model, the splitting approximation u® to is given by

du® =i, (2)k1(2) Aputdz — w

uBdz +ikg(2)udB,  u®(0,z) = up(x). (16)
As can be verified by a standard application of the It6 formula, the solution of this stochastic partial differ-
ential equation is also given by the explicit procedure (15, where V? is replaced by the (local) multiplicative

operator V,, (z2) : ¥(z) — (V¢)(x) = el=t im(s)dB(s’z)z/J(x).

2.2 Spatial periodization and discretization

924 and u® requires the

A full discretization in the transverse variable z of the above approximations u
following three steps.

The first step approximates the stationary random medium v(z,x) by v.(z,z) described in (6)), which
involves an order of (K}/Ak)? Gaussian random variables and is periodic on the torus T¢ = [~%, £]4
LAk = 2m. The corresponding solutions for the paraxial and Itd-Schrodinger models on (z,2) € Ry x RY,
before and after splitting in z, are denoted by u?, u., and u?> as well as u2, respectively.

The second step defines periodized solutions on ']TdL. Periodization is defined by:

f: u(z) = w(z) = Z u(x + h) (17)

he(LzZ)?

for u(x) an integrable function on R%. We will show that for incident conditions ug(z) with sufficiently fast
decay, then u(z,z) also has sufficiently fast decay in = so that it is well approximated by its periodization

on TdL. Starting from u?® and u2, the corresponding periodizations are called ugA and uuA, respectively.

The final step is a full spatial discretization based on approximating periodic functions on T¢ by trigono-
metric polynomials of degree N, in each of the d transverse spatial dimensions. We denote by II = II, the
L?(T¢)—orthogonal projection onto such modes. For f(z) € L?(T$), we have:

f({,E) _ Z eiAklwfl7 Hf(l‘) _ Z eiAkl‘xf‘l, fl _ L—d/ e—iAklwf(x)dx. (18)
T

d
lezd 1| <Nz L

The polynomials ITf are equivalently characterized by their evaluation on a discrete uniform grid with mesh
size Ax = L/N,, = 27 /(N,Ak) with a discrete (fast) Fourier transform.
We define vg = va and vs = Ilv;s as the spatially discretized solutions to

D.VE = ip(2) AVE + ika () TI(VIVY), dvs = ip(2)Ayvsdz + H( - n%%RC(O)ngz + i/{gv(;dBc) (19)

Here, ¢(z) is either k1(2) or (7,%1)(2). We impose the incident conditions v¢(0,z) = vs(0,2) = Tug(x).
This defines vg =: ug as solution of a finite system of stochastic differential equations and vg =: ugA as
a fully discretized system since (9, — iIIv?) is solved explicitly on the discrete spatial grid points while
(0. —ir1(2)A,) is solved explicitly for each of the finitely many Fourier coefficients. This similarly defines

vs =: ug for ¢ = k1 and vg := u(sA for ¢ = 7yK1.



2.3 Main convergence results

We now compare the exact solutions u and u? to their semi-discrete approximations v and u?* and fully
discrete approximations uéA and ugA. Our convergence rates are essentially uniform in § < 1. In particular,
we show that splitting algorithms provide accurate solutions independent of 0 < 6 even when the splitting
step Az > 0.

We consider two types of convergence. The first type is a pathwise estimate of the form E|ju—u?||

2LQ (R) at
grid points z = z,, with a rate of convergence at most first-order in Az even for the centered splitting scheme
v = 1. The second type is for spatial moments and uniform estimates of the form ||z q[u] — pp.q[tu®]||so-
We will see that such estimates are first-order for any splitting algorithm and second-order in Az when

v = % The various constants that appear in the estimates are of the form CCM,N[uo]ec<z>2(p+q)2¢3@[”} and
CChr1[C(z, ~)]ec<z>2(p+q)2€”’@[”] with universal constants C' and constants of regularity (M, N, P,Q) in
and that depend on the estimate of interest. We do not keep track of these constants explicitly.

In the Supplementary Material, we obtain a third type of convergence showing that for a fixed value

of z, all processes u®, u’?, u$, and ugA converge in law as continuous processes to the law generated by

the It6-Schrodinger model @ +— u(z, z). This proximity of u? to u in law heuristically justifies why we may
obtain convergence even when 6 < Az.
For u(s, z) sufficiently smooth, we define the root-mean-square norm

1

el -= (Ellu(s, 172 x) 2 (20)

sup
0<s<Z
where X is either R? or TdL. Then we have the following path-wise estimates.
Theorem 2.1 (Path-wise estimates). We have the following.
1. Let X =R? and v € {u,u’}. Then ||v—v2||x < CAz.
2. Let X =R% and v € {u,u®, u®, u?}. Then for N > 1, ||v — v [|x < On[(AK)? + K V).
3. Let X =T¢ and v € {u,u” u ub2}. Then for N > 1, ||lve — vgl|x < CnL™V.
4. Let X=T¢ and v € {u,u®,u®,u?*}. Then for N > 1, [|vs — vs||x < Cn(Az)N.

The above estimates are uniform in 6 € (0,1]. In the last three estimates, the reqularity assumptions on ug
and C depend on N.

The errors u — u? and uf — ugA on ']I‘dL are therefore given by the sum of the above four contributions.
For (essentially) first-order approximation results for non-linear I1t6-Schrédinger models, see [27] [28§].

We now consider estimates for spatial moments. We assume that 0 < s < Z and (X,Y) € XP x X7 for
X =R?%or X = T¢. We define the ||-||o norm as the supremum over [0, Z] x X? x X4. For the It6-Schrédinger
model, we define 5 = () equal to 1 when % # ~ € [0,1] and S equal to 2 when v = % For the paraxial
model, 8 = (7, 0) is defined a bit differently. We still define 8 =1 when 1/2 # v € [0,1]. When v = % and

0 < Az, define 8 = 2. However, when 7 = 1 and Az < 6, we define 8 such that (Az)” = min(§Az, %).
We observe that 2 < 8 <2 and that 8 = 2 when Az = 6%
Then we have the following result for the [t6-Schrodinger and paraxial models.

Theorem 2.2 (Moment estimates). Let D = [0, Z] x XP x X?. Then we have the following.
1. Let v € {u,u’} and X =R%. Then ||pp.qlv] — pip,q[V2] e (p) < C(A2)P.
2. Letv € {u,u® u’,u’*} and X =Re. Then for N > 1, ||ptp q[V] — pip.q[Velll L (py < On[(AK)? + K, V).
3. Let X=T¢ and v € {u,u® v’ u?}. Then for N > 1, ||ppq[ve] — pp.qlvilllpe(py < CyL™N.

4. Let X=T% and v € {u,u®,u?,u’*}. Then for N > 1, ||ppq[vi] — pp.q[vs]ll L (py < Cn(Az)N.



Remark 2.3. As in [8, Theorem 4.53], we may show that the statistical moments of the parazial equation
are well approzimated by those of Ito-Schridinger with ||y o[u®](z, X, Y) = pip o [u) (2, X, V)| o Rato+a) < CO
uniformly in z € [0, Z]. Along with Theoremm this shows that the statistical moments of the fully discrete
solution of the paraxial model ugA are well approrimated by those of u. Since ugA lives on a torus, we
define its extension to R? as uf®(z,x) = ul®(z,2)x1(x), where x1 is a smooth window function which
equals 1 for x € [—L/4,L/4]% and O for x € R\ [—=L/2,L/2]%. This leads to the following corollary for

= [0, Z] x RP+D4 (see also the Supplementary Material):
Corollary 2.4. We have |1, q[uf®] — pipq[ulll L= (py < CN[0 + (A2)P + (Ak)? + KN + (Az)N].

Remark 2. 5 For v € {u,u’}, we have used the triangle inequality several times in order to show the
convergence v5 to vﬁ to v& to v tov. Forv € {u, e, ug, u?, ul uﬂ} a similar analysis as in the proof for

s Yeo

the first part of Theorems and- can be extended to show a convergence of v& — v.

Even though our convegence results are similar for the paraxial and It6-Schrodinger models, the latter
is simpler to analyze technically as statistical moments of its solution satisfy closed form equations. Such
equations are not available for the paraxial model, which is analyzed using a full Duhamel expansion charac-
terizing all orders of interaction of the propagating field with the underlying random medium. The proofs of
Theorems 2.1 and [2.2) are presented in Section [3]for the Ito-Schrodinger model and Section [ for the paraxial
model. Slnce k2(2) plays no essential role in what follows, with bounds in (#) multiplied by ||x2]|%,, we set
ko(z) =1 for the rest of the paper.

Before presenting these proofs, we conclude this section by a useful lemma at the core of our analysis of
the splitting algorithms. Splitting schemes of the form e!(A*5) ~ e!4etB (for time independent A and B)
are often analyzed by estimating the commutator of the generators [A4, B] [24]. Since Az is not the smallest
scale in the problem, such commutator techniques cannot be directly applied to our problem. Our approach
is based on the estimation of phase differences that appear between the exact and approximate schemes.

Let 0 < A. For 0 < k < N, — 1, we recall standard collocation and midpoint-rule estimates

(k+1)A

(k-‘,—l)A 1
\/k )(1=Ad(t = (k+7) ))dt{ < CA*[9]l1,005 kAw(w(l—Aé(t—<k+§)A))dt\ < CA[[Yl2,00- (21)

In particular for the integrals defined in 7 we thus have:
sup [xo0(s) = xo'(5)| < C(2) Az]|k1 1,00, Sup [xo(kA2) = X0 (kA2)] < C(A2)% |1 ]l2,00-  (22)

0<s<z

The form of the splitting approximation (L5 shows that the evolution associated to the Laplace operator
is carried out at discrete times rather than continuously for the paraxial model. It is therefore natural to
compare the two phases associated to such evolutions. This is the role of the following lemma, which we will
use a number of times.

Lemma 2.6. Let ¢(s) € W'>[0,Z] and ¢ € R. Then, for v = 3, we have uniformly in 0 < z < Z:

1(2)] < C(2)(A2)? [P lloo | + [0l lloo + []]1,00], / P(s) (X0 — XTI ds. - (23)

Proof. We write z = kAz + 6z with 0 < §z < Az. The integral over [kAz, z] is bounded by Az times
Ixo0(s) — x5 (s)||2| and hence of order O((Az)?) using . The rest of the integral defining I(z) is a sum
over an order of (Az)~! terms of the following form. Deﬁne w( ) = 1p(s)eX0)? Since |’ — 1 —ia| < Cal?,
the integral over s € [kAz, (k4 1)Az] satisfies:

(k+1)A (k+1)Az
‘/k 1 _ (X8 (9)=x0(s)9 ds' < ’/k P(s) (Xo(s) - X()A(s))qbds’ + C|¢|2||¢||W(Az)3.

The first term is f(kH)AZ ds 15(3)( s Jir. )dtm( )1 = 71(t)). The first contribution for ¢ € [0, kAz]

is of order ||K1]|2.00 %]l (A2)? by (22)) while the second contribution for ¥ an antiderivative of ) is given
explicitly by f(kH)Az dt(i’((k—i—l)Az)—\il(t))fil(t)(l—Azé (t—(k+3)Az). We use again to conclude. O

Note that the estimate may easily be replaced by an estimate of order O(Az) for all v € [0, 1].



3 Convergence results for the Ito-Schrodinger model

We first recall that ensemble averages of products of wavefields solving the It6-Schrédinger equation satisfy
closed-form partial differential equations. This also holds for the semi-discrete splitting solution u®. More
precisely, the p 4+ ¢th moments of the solution to the It6-Schrédinger equation py, ¢ = ppou] and its time
splitting approximation uﬁq = ppq[u?] satisfy the (deterministic) partial differential equations [I7, 19} [31]:

Op = zd)(Z)(ZAz] ZAyz pAUp (X, Y ), p(0,X,Y) = Huo(xj)HUB(yl) (24)
j=1 =1 j=1 =1

where Uy, 4(X,Y) = ?:1 i Ry —w) — Yicjey<p Bla; — aj ) D<icr<g By —yv) — EFLR(0),
6(2) = K1 (2) fO1 1 = fipg 1= fpqlt] While 6(2) = 7(2)ri1 (2) for = i, = pip g u].

All estimates are carried out in the Fourier domain for the transverse spatial variables. Denote by
fip,q := fip,q[u] and A2, = fip o[u?] the partial complex symmetrized Fourier transform (9) of u and u®. As
in [6], it is convenient to construct phase compensated moments of the form

Uy o(200) = fip.g (2 0)e0 @ (ZIaleP=Silal?) WA (2,0) = ﬂﬁq(z’U)ez’x@(a(Z§=1|&j\2—z:?:1|cz|2) . (25)
These phase compensated moments satisfy the evolution equations

0:¥pq = Lpq[x0(2)|¥p,q(2,0), 82\I’A, = ﬁpyq[XéA(z)]‘I’ﬁ,q(v) ) (26)

with initial condition ¥, 4(0,v) = \I’ﬁq((),v) = H 1 to(&) TTL, 45(&). Here, the operator £, 4 is given by

Lpq@(z,0) = /Rd R(/C)(Lp,q[‘l)]w)(z v k, k)(dk)d’

P
Lp.o[®)(2,v;k1, kg) = ZZw(Z@ — k1, G — Ky )ei®@NEs k) =9(C k)]

(27)

j=11=1
_ Z W(z,& — k1, & + ky)ei® (a8 k) +9(&;0,—kz)]
1<5<j’'<p
—1 z 1y +
= Y (G kG ke AR oGkl B2y ),
1<i<l'<q

where we defined g(¢, k) := [£]? — |€ — k|?>. We start with the following regularity result.

Lemma 3.1. Let r € N and holding with N = r and holding with M = r. Let ¥ € {\I/p,q,\I/ﬁq}.
Then for [a| <, || p+q<%> SUPp<s<z (s, )| + | SUPp<s<z oV (s,v)|| < C.

Proof. From the equation for ¥ and noting that (v,,), (v + k) < 2(v, ) (k),

p+q p+q p+q
T w0l <1 [T ¥ 001+ @+ ) [ [ 1 L) ol s
j=1

From Gronwall’s inequality, it follows that supy<,< H [T FT1v;)*W(s,v)| < C. The bound for ¥ now follows

as for 0 < z < Z, |¥(z, v)| < |®(0,0)+>°,, fo Jza R(K)[9, 4(s,v — A k)|dkds where m sums over all the
terms in the definition (27]) of £, , for some linear operator A,,. Derivatives are bounded in a similar manner
using standard regularity estimates. O

3.1 Pathwise estimates for the splitting scheme

We now prove the first estimate in Theorem.for v € {u,u”} solutions of (2} . ) and (L6} , respectively. Define
G(t) = Fle €’ F as in so that

v(z,7) = G(xo(2))uo(x) + /Oz G(xs(2))(SV)(s), Sv(s) :=—

Ré()) vds + ivdB(s)



with a similar expression for u® where x;(z) is replaced by x2(z). Thus, with E = u — u®:

= /O G(xa (2)SE(s) +6G(0, 2)uo + /O 0G(s,2)Su(s),  0G(s,z) = Gxs(2) — G(x5(2)),

which implies for some universal constant C"

é|E(Z)|2 < ‘/Ozg(xf(z))Eds 2+‘/Ozg(xf(z))EdB‘Qﬂdg(O,z)u0|2+‘ /Ozég(s,z)uds 2+‘/()Zég(s,z)udB ’

We integrate in x over R? and take ensemble average of the above expression to obtain E|E(z)||3 <
C ( IS EE(s)|I3ds + (A )2) The proof then follows from the Grénwall inequality. The above inequal-
ity is proved as follows. First, from (22)), we have |xo(2) — x§'(2)| < (2)||k1 1,06 A% so that by 6G(s,z) =
FHem e @EF — =i @I F, then EJ|6G(0, 2)uoll3 < ((2)]|m1ll1,00)2(A2)2 1€ 2(€) | < C(A2)2
Combining the Parseval relation, the Cauchy Schwarz inequality, and the above regularity result yields

IEII/O 3G (s, z)u(s, v)ds|3 < (<Z>2Hmlll,oo)2(AZ)2OitslgzH|€|4/l1,1(57£,€)|| < C(Az)*.

In the second inequality, we have used the regularity of the second moment from Lemma below with
2r = 4. From the unitarity of G and the Parseval relation, we have

- A 2 _ ., s sl? dg z ’ s,r)||3ds
Bl [ 0@ Bt =E [ | [ Esoal gt <: [ BEeoBs ey

From the martingale property of the stochastic integral and the Itd formula, we also have [31]

E| / (2 () [E(s)dB(s)]2 = / | BB - k)Ff(’;)dkdsd ~ R(0) /OZE”E(s)@dS. (20)

Finally, the bound for the last term E|| [;[6G(s, 2)u(s, z)dB(s, z)]||3 is (with dq = Wdfdkdk'dsds’)
i GIER i GIEP gixe (P _ xS IEP s € — B)iF (s £ — KA 3 (s
E/ //[e e "Xs Ile e'Xs la(s, & — k)a*(s',& — k")dB(s, k)dB*(s', k")dq
R3d
= (IER _ xS ()Ie1 2 12 2y 5dRdE
-] ‘ PBli(s.¢ = PRI Goyar

< [ [ e - BRI Bl - WP R(sdkd < CHRRIIA)? s 1€ (6 €.

This concludes the proof of the first part in Theorem [2.1] for v = u.

We note that due to the concentration property of correlations of the measure dB as in , we do not
expect to obtain convergence rates better than O(Az) even for a centered splitting scheme. However as is
shown next, the statistical moments of such approximations are still sufficiently regular which makes higher
order discretization schemes possible.

3.2 Convergence of moments for the splitting scheme
This section is devoted to the proof of the first estimate in Theorem for v = u. We define \Ilﬁ,q(z, v) =
U, 4(2,v) + E2(2,v) to obtain that

0. B> = £p7q[X€(Z)]EA(ZaU) + (Lp,qlxo(2)] = Ly, q[XOA(Z)D‘I' q(2,v), E2(0,v) =0,

which in integral form is E2(z,v) = [ Lpq[x8 ()| E2(s,v)ds + [; (Lp.q[x0(s)] = Lpq[XE (5)])¥p.q(s,v)ds.

We observe that [£, ,[x5 (2)]]| is uniformly bounded by a constant times R(0)(p + ¢)?. As an appli-
cation of the Grénwall inequality, we thus obtain that sup.cjo z |EA(2)] < C'sup.cpo,7] | Jo (Lp.glxo(s)] —
L[5 (5)])¥p.q(s,v)ds||. We next observe that

/OZ ds(Lp.qlx0(s)] — Epyq[XOA(s)])\Ilp,q(s,v) = ; /]Rd dkR(k) /OZ ds(eiXO(s)Gm _ eixOA(s)Gm)\I/p q(s,v— Ank),



for some matrices A,, (with two non-vanishing coefficients) and real-valued phases G,, that are at most
quadratic in (v, k), and where m runs over all (p, q) terms in the definition (27).

For general v € [0, 1], the above term is bounded by O(Az). Assume now that v = % and apply Lemma

with ¢(s) = ¥, 4(s,v — Ak) and ¢ = G,,, to obtain a bound in total variation for each m given by

<Z>/ dv/ kR (k) Sup (|Gl |05 p | + [Gon |2 Wy 4l) (5,0 — Apk).
R(p+a)d Rd s

We verify that |G,,| < C((v)? + (k)?) < C({(v — Apk)? + (k)?) and |G,n|? < C((v — A k) + (k)*). Since
0.V, 4 = Ly qlx0(2)]¥p.4(2,v), we obtain similar bounds for both terms so that

sup [[E2(2)]| < C(AZ)Q/ (k)* R(k)dk (v)"5up [y 4/(s,v)dv < C(Az)?
z€[0,7] R4 R(p+a)d s

by Lemma This concludes the proof of the first part of Theorem for v =u.

3.3 Error estimates for discrete, periodic random media

In this section, we prove the second part in Theorems and for v € {u,u®}. The wavefield in the

discretized medium solves dv, = i¢pA v .dz — %RC(O)vcdz +iv.dB. where ¢ = k1 for v=u and ¢ = 7,k for
A .

v = u® with

EdB.(s,£)dBe(t,¢) = 8(t — s)Ro(£,C),  Re(€,€) = x2(€)3(& — O)d(€ — q¢) / R(¢)dc.

O,

So the difference E = v — v satisfies with ®,(z) = [ ¢(t)

E(z,x) = /OZ G(Ps(2))[E(s)dB(s) + ive(s)(dB — dB.)(s) — %R(O)E(s)]ds

We neglected the term R.(0) — R(0) = O(K, ™) of comparable order to the third estimate in Theorem
to simplify the presentation. As in the preceding section this shows that E||E||3 is bounded by the following
terms. Let Fy be the filtration generated by B(s), which is finer than that generated by B.(s) so that
both v and v, are adapted for this filtration. As a consequence, we have for instance as in the following

inequality that || [ G(®,(z))E(s)dB(s H2 < Cz [} E|E(s)||3ds. The term involving R(0) is treated similarly.
The norm of the second term is by the Parseval relation

where we evaluated v and v* and the complex exponentials at the same location s anticipating the 6(¢t — s)
contribution in

E[d(B — B.)(s,k)d(B — B.)(t,q)] = (2m)"3(t — s) (R(k)5(k —q)
X2 (k)O(k — ax)d(q — ax / )¢ = xe(k)d(ag — k) R(q) = xe(a)8(ar — q)l?(k))-
Here g denotes the center of the cube containing k. Then

I = / / B) (a1 Vel (5,€ — ko€ — k) — fiuavel (5,6 — ks € — a1 ve(qn))dkdeds
RQd

b [ RO nabvl(5,€ = € = a0) = nabel(s. € = a1, — R a0) xelan )b,
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The first integral can be bounded by O((Ak))? + K, V) provided that E[V.(s, & — k)V*(s, € — k)] is integrable
in & with values in C? in the variable k. This is a consequence of in Lemma below for r sufficiently
large and by noting that for ¢ (&, k) € C2(R24), R(qy)- (k — qi) and 0¢ (€ — gk, € — qr) - (k — qi) integrate to 0
on the cube O, due to the mid point rule and expanding R(k) (¢¥(€ — k, & — k) — (& —k, &€ —aqr)) = (R(k) —
R(qr)) (V(E—k, E—k) = (E—Fk, E—aqr)) +R(ar) (V(E—k, E—k) 0 (E—ar, E—ar) +(E—ar, E—ar) —V(E—k, E—ar))-
The second integral is dealt with in a similar manner.

Combined with the above estimates and a Gronwall inequality, we obtain the second part of the path-wise
estimates in Theorem [2.1] . 1| for v € {u,u®}.

It remains to extend this result to the moment problem. Our analysis includes the case R, (&¢) =
2m)IN2(€)6(€ — ¢)6(€ — qf)|Dq£|R(q§), as implemented numerically as they have the same approximation
properties (see Remark . Define ., , as we did ¥, , with R(k) replaced by R.(k). Let ¥ = ¥, ,
and U, = U, . as well as £L = L, ,[xo] while L. is defined as £ with R(k) replaced by R.(k). Then
0, (0 —T,)=(L—- L)V + L(¥ — T.) so that we need to bound in the TV sense the source term

. . dk
(£~ Ly = [ (R~ Rel)) Ly alxo 2] (e, v b, K)o
R4 (2m)
It thus remains to show that L, ,[x0(2)]¥(z,v;k, k) is integrable in v when taking values in C? functions

in k. From the form of L, , and the quadratic nature of g(&, k), this term is bounded by Lemma [3.1] with
r = 4. This shows the second estimate in Theorem [2.2) . for v € {u,u”}.

3.4 Spatial concentration and periodization estimates

We now aim to prove the concentration and periodization estimate in the third parts of Theorem [2.1] and
. 2.2/ for w € {u,u™}. We have the following estimate on the spatial concentration of the second moments.

Lemma 3.2. Let pu(z,2,y) = p11[V](2,2,y) for v € {u,u®, u.,u2} and ji(z,€,¢) be its Fourier transform.
Then for r > 0 and and valid for M sufficiently large, we have

sup_(2)” |p(z e, )|+ sup 1) Alz. &N+ sup || Y (198074l + (€)1 NO AN | < Cr(2)- (30)

0<z<Z 0<2<Z 0<:<7 ) S5 <or

Proof. From Parseval’s theorem, the first and third estimates are equivalent. In all instances of v € {u, u®},

we have 0,u(z, z,y) = 10(2)(Az — Ay)p + (R(z — y) R(O)),u where ¢ = k; for v=u and ¢ = 7yk; for

v = 42 so that in the Fourier domaln and for ®(z fo s)ds we have

dk
(2m)*
Using that (€) < (¢ — k) (k) and that (k)N R(k) is integrable for N sufficiently large, we find that I(z) < C(H—

Jo I(s )ds) I(s) = || X2 )a4181<2r (|8a86u| + (&)lel(¢ >|B‘|ﬂ|))|| The third term is bounded by Gronwall’s

mequahty Evaluating at ¢ = £ gives the second estimate in (30) by the same mechanism. The proof for
v = {uc, u2} is similar, with R(k)dk replaced by the discrete measure S gezd R(k)S(k — qi)x2 (k). O

(216,6) = SXOp0,€. 0 [ [ RIS i, € ¢ = 1) = (5, 6,0)

We know from in Lemmathat the corresponding moment |1 1[v](z, z,z)| < C(x) =" uniformly
in z € [0, Z]. This implies that (z)?VE|v|? < ¢ uniformly in (z,2) € [0, Z] x R

We recall the periodization of v on T¢ given by vy(z,7) = Yoneza V(z,® — nlL), vi(z,7) — v(z,z) =
> 0sneza V(2,7 —nL). The above decay implies that

Elvy — v|*(2, ) Z Z iy <CL2N. (31)

m#0 n;ﬁO

Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and provided that N > d, after integration over X = ']I‘% we obtain the
third estimate in Theorem for v € {u,u”}.

Before presenting the proof of the moment estimates in the third part of Theorem we verify the
following lemma.
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Lemma 3.3. Letv € {u,u”}. Letr € N and holding with N = r and holding with M = r. For
la| <7, the spatial moments satisfy supg<s<z |0%pp qlvi)(2z, X, Y)| < C.

Proof. Let ¢ = k1 for v =u and ¢ = k17, when v = u® with antiderivative ®,(z) = [” ¢(t)dt. Expanding
vy in terms of its discrete Fourier coefficients as vg(z,2) = 3,74 %i(2)e’>*"*, we find that ¥; satisfies the
equation

R.(0) . . 5
d\A/l = —z¢(z)\Akl|2\71dz — #vldz +1 Z VlfkdBc,ky

kezd
for the discrete Fourier coefficients dB.;(z) = dBe(z,Akl). For | = (1, - ,lpiq), l; € Z? we define
u(z) =EITY _ ¥, (2) fli%Jrl U} (2). Also, let ¢, = 1when 1 <m < pand €, = —1 when p+1 < m < p+q.

Asin (25), we define the phase compensated coefficients ¥(z) = fu(z)e i®0(2) 0.5 eml Akl |” | Then U, satisfies

p+q ptgq ptg
0,0, = Z Z €mén Z R U)o ile, z@o(z)IAk\ lemg(lm emi)teng(ln,—€end)] _ TRC(O)\I}|,

m=1m#n=1 jezd

with initial condition ¥; = /1;(0). We observe that the right hand side is absolutely summable with weight
(AENIel which gives SUPp<s<z Z,EZ(p+q)d<Akl>|“‘|\I!||(s) < C. The bound for 0%py, 4[vy] now follows after
summing the discrete Fourier coefficients. O

Again, for v € {u,u®} consider the moments s, 4[v](z, X,Y) and g, 4[v4](2, X, Y). From Lemma the
latter moment satisfies an equation over TdL with bounded TV norm in the Fourier domain implying that
|tbp,q[vi](z, X, Y)| < C uniformly in (X,Y") and z € [0, Z]. Now

p+q j—1 p+q
pal] = 1palvell (2, X, ¥) < 37 B [T wan)(w = wi)(@;) [T wilan) (2)
j=1 k=1 k=j+1

where we denote by zj, all variables in (X,Y) and with w = v or v* depending on the considered variable.

C j— 1 1 1
This implies [1p,q[V] = pp,q[Vvell (2, X, Y) < 3, (B Ty v(@n) )3 (BITIRE ve () [) 3 EV = vel () <
C(p+ q)L~". This proves the third part of Theorem for v = {u,u?}.

3.5 Spatial discretization of solution

This section obtains the fourth estimates in Theorems 2.1] and 2.2 for v = u and v = u®. Consider
vy € {uy, uﬂA} The fully discretized solution vs is defined in (19). We find

dllvy = i¢Allvydz + II(vy 0 dB,) = i¢pAllvgdz + II(Ilvy o dB.) + II((I — II)v4 0 dB.)
using vo dB, = —%RC(O)vdz + vdB.. Defining év = Ilvy — vs, we thus have
dov = ipAdvdz + I1(6v 0 dB.) + II((I — IT)vy 0 dBc).

As in earlier sections, we obtain a mean square estimate of the form for I5(z) = E de |6v(z, ) |2da:

<C/ Is(s ds-i—E/
Td

Here Gy [®4(z)] is the solution operator of (9, —i¢A,) on [s, 2] x T¢. By unitarity of G and contraction of II,
as well as adaptivity of vy for the filtration generated by B.(z), we deduce as in Section [3.1] E that the above
source term is bounded by a constant times E||(I — IT)v¢||3. We compute

d

IE/ (=T Pde < 3 Efuf? < (ARN,) "2V ST R(AKYY [ < C(Az)?Y
Td I

[l|>Ng

since E|[0” VﬂHLz(Td < C for |a] < N from Lemma This proves the final estimate in Theorem [2.1| for uy

and uﬁ and their fully discrete approximations. The extension to errors for moments in the fourth part of
Theorem W related to uy and uﬁA then follows the same steps as for and .
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4 Convergence results for the paraxial equation

In this section, we prove the estimates presented in Theorems and for the paraxial model v = u?.
Unlike the It6-Schrodinger model, statistical moments of the paraxial solution u’ do not satisfy closed form
equations as in . However, such equations are almost satisfied when 6 < 1 [8], which intuitively explains
why we should expect similar results. Since no closed form equation is available, we construct and analyze
Duhamel expansions for such moments. As in the [t6-Schrédinger model, they form the main technical
representation we use to derive our convergence results. Unlike the It6-Schrédinger model, these Duhamel
expansions need to be defined directly for products of random fields rather than their ensemble averages.

Duhamel expansion. We recall that u’(z,z) is the solution of the paraxial model . Introduce the
notation §= (s1,...,8,), k = (k1,...,kn) and

3} . dk; . ! R T
ds ::Hdsj7 dk ::H(%)d’ ki€ k) =6=) "k, V'(5k) H (55, k;
J J =1 Jj=1 (33)
- 7 nm . - % 1 2,5,6,k) 7
Gn(zvsvga k) = 7 + XO(sj)(‘kj71|2 - |kj|2)7 In(Z,S,f,k) =€ Gn(=, 7£’k)u0(kn(£,k))a
§=0

with 80 = 2, ko(&, E) Eand k_q (&, E) = 0. We also define the simplex [0, 2| given by 0 < 5, <--- <51 < 2.
Let 4%(z, &) be the (partial) Fourier transform of u’(z,z). We thus obtain the Duhamel expansion

=Y ah(z,8), (2,€) : / /de 2,56 E)V0(3k) for n>1, (34)
n>0 [0 Z]" Rnd

and @9 (z, &) = e~ X0 Go(¢). The Duhamel expansion for @92 is defined in the same manner, with
replaced by XOA. We extend the above Duhamel expansion to (p, q) field products. Define the compensation

phases ¢(z,v) = ¢X0@ (i 1G-S 1aP) a0, ) = 2 E(Sin 16 -2 16P) | We construct the
phase compensated fields and their ensemble averages:

q P q
g’q(z v) (z,v) (Hu (2,&) H %" (2,¢ ) g%(z v) = @A(z,v)(HaeA(z,ﬁj)HdeA*(z,Q))
j=1 =1 j=1 =1

U)o (2,0) = By 4 (2,0) = 9(2,0)fip g [u’](2,0),  O4(2,0) = Eyply(z,0) = wA(Z,v)ﬂp,q[uM](Z’v)
The compensated moments solve the evolution equations 0,99, = Lf [xo(z),vf]v§ , and 0.
Equ[XOA(z), VY] g%, with the same initial condition 1/)3,(1(0, v) = 22(0, v) = fip ¢(0,v) and with the deﬁmtlon

V(z) =1%z2) = %V(%, ). The operator L9 | parametrized by the phase ¢ and the random medium v
is defined by

- dk
Ehalo v (e =i [ POI[3 (e — R - Sowaamesnai A
j=1 =1

where we recall g(&, k) = [£]? — |€ — k|?. As in [8, Lemma 4.1], we have the following Duhamel expansion:

(rt+a)™
= 0(z2,v), O (z,0) = dk — Ank) V(5 k), (36
S el o) a5 [ S0 e D0, APV, 60)

with ¥ (2,v) = fip4(0,v). A, are (p+q)d x nd block matrices of d x d blocks with exactly one non zero entry
(either 1 or —1) per column block. G, are real valued phases which we briefly recall here for completeness.
Let ¥ = (r1---,ry) withr; € {1,--- ,p+q}, e, =1if 1 <j<pande¢ =-1if p+1<j<p+gq. Let
By, =€, x0(51)9(vr, , €, k1) and define recursively
Brl,--- T (51; 85,0, kla T 7kj) = E'I"jxo(sj)g(v’r’jﬂ€7‘jkj)
+ BT],M ,7"]-,1(517 5y 85—1,U01, 0 0 aU'f'j - eTjklj7 5 Uptgs kla e akj—l) .
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Finally for the mth combination determined by the entries of 7, set Gy, (5, v, k) to be Bx(5, v, k)e' 2i=1 .
Similarly set A,, to be the (p 4+ ¢)d x nd block matrix with the jth entry of the column block being —er

The semi-discretized splitting field 9 (z v) is defined in the same way with xo(z) replaced by x§ ( ).
We denote by G4 the corresponding phases appearing in the Duhamel expansion. Since v is a mean-zero
Gaussian field, then Ei? = szA = 0 whenever n is odd. We start with the following lemmas.

Lemma 4.1. For each 0 <1 <n, we have

k| < 2)¢ — Zk|2+2| Z ki|? < 20k, |? + 2( Z|k| < 2ntl(k

Jj=l+1

~
[\v]
.
Il 3
—_
o~
F
~
—~
w
3
~

For1<r<n+4+m, let 196(7,) be either v or U.. We have for anyn+m =2N and M > 0,

- N(2n)!! 1\ 2M
/0 o /0 Zdt/ /RdCﬂEjl:[ g) (85, k; H en+l) (ta) < 'm' /H C(s, k)||ds>

=1

(38)
Moreover for constants 0 < a2 < o,
i 2 A2M A s s
m,n>0 [0 Z]< [o, Z]< R™ j= 1 l:l
(39)

Proof. The first relation is immediate. We note that after integrating in k and @, the expectation in is
invariant under permutations of the elements of s and ¢ which allows us to symmetrize the simplexes. Let
§=(5,) and k = (k, 7). Using the moment formula for Gaussian variables [25], is

dg|E HANCING Uetnan (t @)l
J,as [ ar faF [ H ZRIONNY ) (IR

=1
= m,/ - /ngn DI TGO = sinkis kil €Y =Bl (s, k)08 (i, ks) -
(0,227 /R P2 (3,)

Here, P2V denotes all possible ways 7 to construct N pairs of elements out of 2N elements while (4,j) above
denote the corresponding pairings in 7 resulting from Gaussian statistics [25]. The total number of pairings

is given by |P?N| = (2n)!! = 53,1;[1)\, Since in all pairings CA'JQJ has the same upper bound in total variation,

we can bound the term above by
ZN‘

N
|P2N|/ / 2M | A0 / / 2M 6
FIT . RNdjl;[l<kg> |C%(s5 — tj, k;)|dk;ds;dt; < n, e S 1C%(s —t k:)\dkdsdt)

We arrive at . after a change of variables s—t — fs. We obtain the bound in (39)) for the sum by observing
that the expectation of terms with m+n odd is zero so that for m+n = 2N and )\ =o? [ |I(k (k)2M (s, k)||ds,

Z Z nlml Z Z Nln!(2 _n)vgN/\ = Z Nl

N>0n=0 N>0n=0 N>0

We also have the following stability result for the statistical moments.

Lemma 4.2. Let ¢9 (z,v) and 9% (z,v) be defined as above. Let N > 0. Then for Cp g[uo] in and
Cpglv] in [@) bounded for (M, R, P,Q) sufficiently large, we have SUPg<,<z || Hp+q< j>NEwg§(z,v)|| <C
and supy< <z || Hp+q< Y NEYS (z,0)]] < C.
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Proof. We recall that || - || denotes the total variation norm of measures. As (v;) < 2(v; — [A,k];)([ArE];)
< 2y — [AGK]) Ty (k) [E Hp+q< )N (z,0)| is upper bounded by

(p+a)™ n

pt+q
S0, s [ T~ ARl = B (LTt )iv*(5. ).

n>0

Using (3]) for N large enough and with oy = 0 gives the result after integration in the v variables. 195
is bounded in the same way.

4.1 Path-wise stability estimates for the splitting scheme

This section proves the first part in Theorem - 2.1] for v = uY. Using the Parseval equality, this is equivalent
to proving a bound for E||a’(z,£) — 072 (2, €)%, (ra)- The Duhamel expansion for 092 (2, €) is the same as

that for 4%(z,¢) in with the exception that xo(s) is replaced by x5'(s). As a consequence, we find that

( Z § Z Z/ dlzeiél(z’g’g’];) [eixo(sl)(\qu\z*\klp) _ eixg(sl)(lkl—l|27|kl‘2)]{110(1{’”)]}0(5’7 E)
[0,2]2

n>11=0 2 JRnd

for real-valued phases G; = o+ Zéj) xo(s;)(kj—1]? = |k;|?) + D i1 x5 (s5)(|kj—1]* — |k;|?) so that:

A NP 7 eiGip (2.5 16.k.D)
D 3D S /d/[ dakdq o0 (€, )i (o (6, )

m,n>11=0 p=0 R(ntm)d

[eixo(sn) (ke =) _ i (o) (ki 2 =t )] i (1) By 1 1P =T %) _ i () (hepa P = Iia )]0, Y D% (7, ),

where we use to simpliny kp2: kp(_f,ﬁcj’) and éép(z, fﬂf:@ k, Q) = Gi(z,5,¢, E) — Gyp(z,1,€,q). We deduce from
that |eiX0(5l)(‘kl—1‘ —[ki®) _ gixg (s)(Iki—a]" = ki )| < CAZ(|kl_1‘2 + |kl‘2)- This shows that

E|a@? — a%2)2(z,€) < C(Az)? ZZZ/Z] / di

m,n>1 1=0 p=0" 0

/dkdq ([ (& R)1* + i (&, )] )(|kp(§,q)|2+|kp,1(§,q)|2)\a0(kn(§,/Z))|\ﬁ0(km(g7cf))| EV* (5, )V (£,)|.

R(n+m)d

Using and the change of variables ¢ — —¢ (knowing that o*(q) = o(—q)),

/dt
0,z]7”

B, T2 i 06T (6, =)o i @|\EH k) T 11097 1) |

R(n+m)d

E|af — a%2 (2, €) < (Az)? Z C™t™(n 4+ 1)(m+ 1) /

m,n>1 [0,2]2

This implies, using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality that E [5, 4% — 092 |?(2, €)d¢ is upper bounded by

o [t 3 e [ [ ] eliwon Bl

m,n>1 =1

The series is summable from and using the Parseval equality concludes the proof of the first part in
Theorem 2.1] for v = u?.

4.2 Convergence of moments for the splitting scheme

This section proves the first estimate in Theorem for v.= u?. We focus on the centered splitting

scheme ~y = % as the first-order estimates are significantly simpler to obtain. As in the proof for the It6-
Schrodinger model, Lemma [2.0] is the central estimate used to obtain the convergence results. Unlike the
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It6-Schrodinger model, such estimates need to be applied to the Duhamel expansion of the moments, which

is combinatorially signiﬁcantly more involved. Let (p,q) be fixed. We observe that ||E(¢p,q g%)(z7 I <
Zn>1 ||E(1/12n n )( )” with
2n  2n (;D-i-q)zn -
Wzn (2,v) Z Z Z /dkupq 0,v—A k) mile(z,v k) 00 = /dglz>1 5 (s1)Quedsy
=1 l#6=1 m=1 f0,2= Yo

where we have defined

5¢l( ) _ eixo(el)qﬁl — X0 (91)@, Qu = dSlTl ng_l/ ¢ eiwzé9(sl _ S@,k‘l,kg)dS(/ 4wl£7)l€d§€<~
(0,514 0 [0,5¢)2"
Here we use the notation ds;~ = Hé;ll ds;,ds< = H?ZZH ds;, P = EH#M 79(s;,k;). The phases ¢, ¢¢
do not depend on 5 and 1y is independent of s;, s¢. If I > £, 1y = xo(s¢)d¢ and if I < £, 1y = x5 (50) e
For some linear operators A, and By, the phases |¢;| < Zp+q 2v; — [Aimk];|? + 2|v; — [Bimkl;|? <
C™(Jv — Amk|? + S kP < C™(v—A mk)?2 [T—,(k;)* We find that for any r > 0

2n  2n (p-‘rq)zn

IS, =52 (2 < g (0,071 D > SUp (v = Am) " 1.6(2, 0, ) (41)

I=1 I#£6=1 m=1

We aim to bound |II,;, ;| uniformly in (ulg). We assume [ < ¢ with the proof of [ > /¢ following the
same strategy writing integrals over the simplex as foz dson, f * dsop—1.... We use Lemma repeatedly to

obtain O(Az)? contributions to |II,;, ;| so that (41]) still makes sense and thus need to bound l1]]1,00 and
|¢| appearing there. We write e!¥¢ = 5¢)g(8e) + o050t where eiXo(30)%¢ will be differentiable in sp. This

comes with an error term of the form eiXo (s0)de — eXo(se)®e which is bounded by CAz|¢,|. This involves a
contribution of the form, choosing r = 4:

sup |01 (2,0, k)| < C(A2)* ) ds IT k)2 (k)2COss — 51Ky, k),
v p2n [O»Z]<" (j,i)ep2n

which is bounded in the TV sense following Lemma [4.1] and (40). In what follows, we thus assume that e*/*
involves xo(s¢) whenever it needs to be differentiated in the variable s,. When ¢ > [+ 2, we have

0,Qu= [ C’ (s1 — 50)eX0 VP T (541 = 51)dS 1< + [ 05,CO(s1 — sp)eX0I Py d5

[0 sl]2<‘n, —1 [Ovsl]anl
Let q be the pairing associated with [ 4+ 1 (see proof of Lemma [4.1] B |0s, Q1| is bounded uniformly in s; by
Z rS14+3 [S2n—1 S1 0
|C(0, ki1, kq sup/|C S| — Sy |d8g// /|P{€|H ds; +sup [[0s,C%(s1 — s¢)|dse |73217§| H ds;.
a#i21+3 s 0 (0212 5 1
Here, P/, = EH?;L#jzl 7%(s;,kj). Lemma provides a contribution O(6071(Az2)?) to |, | after inte-

grating in all the other variables.
The case £ =1+ 1 is treated separately. There, 0s,Q; 41 is given by

A~ . sl A~ .
09(0)61X0(51)¢z+1 / e, Py dS s 4 65109(& _5l+1)elXo(Sz+1)¢z+1 / e, P dF s s -
0 [0,5141]%

[Os]2n -1 2n -1

This is uniformly bounded in s; by

A Sl A
1C9(0) Prisalddirs + (sup [ 100G (st — s141)|dsin) / Pl
[072]2<n7l—1 sy 0 [072]2<n7l71
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which gives a contribution of O(071(Az)?) to |II,,, ;.| as before.
With r = 4 and summing in /, £, we have that >, ,sup, [[(v — Ap+) "Il 10| is bounded by

2 (Az)? n? 4 4 A 4 4y A
C <k1> <k2> |C(0,k1,k2)|dl€1dk2 + <k1> <k2> |C (S, kl,k2)|d8dk1dk2
9 (TL — 2)' R2d R2d+1

~ n—1
x(/ <k1>4<k2>4\C(s,kl,k2)|dsdk1dk2> .
R2d+1

Since for £ > [ + 2, the pairings in IL,, ;, go against the time ordering in the simplex and should also
be upper bounded by O(6Az) as follows. For [ > ¢+ 2, let q be the pairing associated with I + 1. As
50 < 5141 < 81 < 2z, I, 1 ¢ can be upper bounded by

z z S1 Si+1 N "
(/ o d§’|73’\)(/ / / / 1001(s0)I1C% (s = s0) 107 (5141 = s)|dsedsi1dsidsq )
[0,2)%" o Jo Jo Jo

Here, the first integral excludes the ¢,1 4 1,1, g components of § and k and is bounded independent of 6 in
total variation. The second integral is bounded by

z z z Si4+1 .
C\gbl\Az/ / / / 1C%(s; — 50)||C? (5141 — 8q)|dsedsidsyy1dsq < COAz.
0 0 Si41 0

Indeed we verify using u =t —s and v = HTS on the domain 0 < s < z < t < oo implying H'TS €lz—%,2+%]
that [ [~ |C%(s — t)|dsdt = [;7|C%(u)udu = 0 [;° u|C(u)|du is bounded uniformly in 2, and use the fact
that [ooui1 (k1) (k2)"|s|C (s, k1, ko) |dsdkydks is bounded for r sufficiently large.

For the case ¢ = [+ 1, we distinguish the case where g, the pairing of [ + 2, is equal to [ + 3. If q #£ [ + 3,
this goes against the time ordering as before and contributes O(#Az). So we only need to treat separately

the case £ =1+ 1,9 =1+ 3, i.e, the pairing (I,1 4+ 1), (I + 2,1 + 3). Define the antiderivative
0 A
E%(s) = / CO(t)dt.
S
We note that |E?(s)| < C uniformly in (s,6) as a bounded measure. Integration by parts gives

Quis1 = EG(Sl)]l(l =9 — 1)eiwl'l+17)l,l+1 _ EG(O)eiXO(Sl)¢l+1 / eiwl’l+lpl,l+1d§l+l<

[07Sl]2<n7171

s
0 ) ) .
*/ E% (s — Sl+1)(9sl+1(GZXO(SM)@“)(/ ewl’l+1771,z+1d81+1<)d81+1
0 [O,Sl+1]2<n_l_1
Si+1 0 . .
_/ E%(s; — 8l+1)€2X0(5l+1)¢z+1 (/ eiwl,l+1fpl71+1]l(sl+2 _ 5l+1)d3l+2<)d3l+1 )
0 [0,s142]20 7172

The first boundary term after differentiating in s; gives 6’9(51), so has to be treated separately. We note
that this term is active only when [ = 2n — 1, in which case its contribution to IL,, ; ;41 is upper bounded by

Son—2 oo .
/ |P2n—1,2n|d§2n—1>‘/ / 5¢2n—1(Szn—l)Ca(t)dtdSzn—l’ .
[0a2]2<n_1 0 Son—1

Again, we use the boundedness of fR2d+1(k1)T<k2>T|S|C(s,kl, k2)|dsdk dks for r = 2 to conclude that this
boundary term contributes O(0Az). The derivative of the other three terms w.r.t. s; is

- 2E0(0)3s1(6m(5")¢"“)/ Ei;b”‘jlpz,z+1de§l+1< — 2E7(0)ex0(s)dr / Bij’”jlfl,z+1]1(sz+2 = s141)d8)12<
[0751}<n_ -t [0’Sl]<n_ -

Sy . .
+/ CO(Sl _ 5l+1)881+1 (61Xo(81+1)¢l+1)(/ ezwl'l+lpl,l+1dt§'l+1<)d31+1
0 [0,5141]

2n—1—1
<

2n—1-2
0,5141]2"

s1
+/ CO(s1 — sp41)eXolte)di / eV Py 1 (si4e = Sl+1)d§l+2<)d81+1 .
0 [
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Let Py i1 = Ells 10000043 7%(s;,k;). Then the above terms are bounded as

]2nfl‘—73)l/’l+1 |d§l+3<
2l

S[A
C(|Ee(0)||¢z+1|/[ ]\fl,g+g|d5+z< + |E9(0)|(SUP |C?(s1 — Sl+3akl+27kz+3)d81+3)/[
0,z <n7 - sy 0

0

s1
+|¢z+1|<sup/ 1C? (s, *Sz+1)\d51+1>/ |Prit1]dsi41<
si Jo (0,227

S Si41 .
(s [ [0 = s 1C s = sealldsiadsin) [ Pildsiac.
o Jo [0,2)20 1=

s

Choosing = 4 and summing in [,

n3

(n —2)!

3 sup (v — Apr) el < O Az(@—i—Az)(/ (R o) () C s, R ) dsclbady )
e R2d+t

Using Lemmaand combined with and n® < 02" shows that |E(¢§, — v92) (2, )| < S Az(0+
Az) for some constant C' that depends on (3]) and . This is summable in n and concludes the proof of
the estimate when 6 < Az.

When 6 > Az, the best above estimate is §71(Az)? instead. Taking the minimum of these estimates
provides (Az)? for a choice of 3 as indicated in the theorem. This confirms the interference effect between
and Az that is maximized when Az = 2. Note that in practice, the natural interesting regime is § < Az.

This concludes the derivation of the first part of Theorem for v =u’.

4.3 Path-wise stability estimates under medium discretization

We now aim to prove the second part in Theorem for v =u? and v = u?2. We assume that v(z,z) is a
stationary random medium with continuously differentiable power spectrum and v.(z, x) is its discretization
described in @ This implies that the two random media are appropriately highly correlated for Kj, large
and Ak small.

We first prove the following result.

Lemma 4.3. Let ¢(k,&) be sufficiently smooth (deterministic) with second derivative bounded by
C{kYM ()M . Then for D, either U or D.., we have

/[O o dsdt\ » dEdkE(D (s, k) — 02(s, k))pf(t,g)qb(k,f)( < c((Ak)an sup [9%¢|[loc + K,;N||¢||Oo) _

lor<2
Here the weight is w = (k) =M (¢)=M,

Proof. We deduce from (7)) that
E(5" (s, k) — 72 (s, k)7 (1,€) = C°(t = 5, k) 3k + ) = X (k)3(€ + an)).
(5" (5. k) — #2(s )PL(8,6) = xe(a)3(€ + @) (CU(t = 5.) = xelaw)d(k — ) [ €t = 5.0)dc).

9k

Suppose ¢ = 7%, The case ¢ = ¢ follows a similar proof. This amounts to finding a bound for

/R Xelge )OOt — 5,€)(B(€.—€) — dge, —€))de (42)

d

as from (4), the term f[O)Z}Q dsdt] [oa(1 = xe(ge))C?(s,€) (&, —€)dé| < CK; V| ¢llo. Here g € (AKZ)?
denotes the center of the cube containing . To bound (42)), we write (suppressing (s, ) dependence):

CPE) (D&, —&) — dlae, —€)) = (CU (&) — C%(qe)) (D&, —€) — D(ge, —€))
+C%(qe) (D&, —€) — D(ge, —qe) + D(ge, —qe) — Dlge, —€)).-
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For ¢ € C2(RY), C%(qe)(¥(€) — v(ge)) = C?(ge) (€ — ge) - Veb(ge) + [(€ — ge) - VI*¢h(Ge) for some Ge € Oy,
Since Ce(qE)(f — qe) - Vip(ge) integrates to 0 on that cube, this shows that

/D C%(s = £,€)(9(&, =€) — dlae, —€)dE| < C(ARP(E)M (ae) ™ IC% (s = t, ) or o,y (D IIwd*dlloc) -

lor]<2

m

It remains to sum over cubes using the rapid decay of C? (&) as |¢] — oo given by . O

We are ready to prove the pathwise estimates in the second part of Theorem for v € {u?, uf?}.
Consider two solutions uf 5 propagating in two different media z/f 5. Then we have

5(2);:/RdE|a§f €)de = / ngZ/Zk/M /Rnd /quz (2,8,6,K)I5 (2, 1.6, )

n>1m>1

-

E(V{(5,k) — V(5. k) (VI (£.9) — VS (£.9)"

with notation V¢(3, k) = | 79(s;,kj), € = 1,2. The sums over n and m start at 1 since both solutions

have the same ballistic component. We find

ZZ/ /Odt25.7nm5zsf)

n>1m>1 < e=1

[ de [[dF [ T, e56 BT e g ~DBOG ) - RV G|
Rd

Rnd Rmd

6\7”7”6(27 572?) =

Assume v; = v a stationary Gaussian process with smooth correlation function C(t,&) and vy = v, the
discretization considered earlier. For € = 1,2, we next write the decomposition

n -1 n m
V& RVEED) =Y T o4 (srs ko) (01 (51, k) = 95 (su, k) [T 28 (sos ) [T 22 (0 0).-
1=1r=1 r=Ii+1 r=1

Let §= (5,%) and k= (la(f) In particular, s; = s; for 1 <j <mnands; =t;_, forn+1<j<m+n. Fora
fixed value of [, the expectation of the above term is

n+m

Z 60[0[(51 7Se’kl7k€)lpm’ Pue 7E H Vﬁ(]) SJ’ ] Z H]E Ve Sjv j e(])(SJvk')]v

1#0=1 JH#LL PmAn=2 (j i)

where (7,j) is a Gaussian pairing with j,j # [, ¢ and 1769(].) can be either 7Y or 7§ depending on the pairing.
The correlation difference 6CY, is defined as 6CY%(s; — se, ki, ke) = E[(4 (s1, ki) — D8 (s1, ki) 1/6(5) (se,ke)]. We

then observe that the contribution of this term to 6 7,m. from Lemma requires us to bound

sup sup | dﬁak( w (25,6 F) T (2,0.6,0)]

J o lal<2

For v =’ from (B3), |0k, Zn(2,5,&, k)| < 2" supg<,<. [xo(5)[(€) [[j—y (k)20 (kn (€, K))| + [Diio (kn (€, F))]. Tn
general,
10 Ta(2, 58, &, k)| < ¢l ()l H el i I|8“lao<kn(§,1¥>>|. (43)
=1 a1 | S |@
94 is similar replacing xo(s) by x4 (s) with same upper bound. This gives

sup sup | [ d&Og (Tu(2, 5,6, k)T, (2, £, €, @)

i laj<2 JRrd

The case v=u

ccmem s [ H 1211% 000 (€, B[]0 (€, ~ D) (44
L Tla (s, [ (e070(e))
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Now applying Lemma (with M = 4), this term gives an O((Ak)? + K,;N) error after integrating in
the (s;,se, ki, k¢) variables. Integration in the other variables is handled in the same way and provides an
estimate of the form (for C' independent of (n,m, §,t) and including the 7o terms):

n n+m

)< (AR DN C”+’”/ dslg/ Pul T (ki)™ dk; < C(AK)?.

n>1m>1 =1 I£f=1 (nbm=2)d jy,

Here, S, denote the simplices after removing (s, ki, s¢, k¢) and we have applied in Lemma [4.1] using the
symmetry of the elements of Pjy. This proves the second part of Theorem for v € {u?,u?}.

4.4 Moment estimates for medium discretization

We now prove the third estimate in Theorem for u? and u??. For (p,q) fixed, we write the Duhamel

expansion as

(p+a)™

Z Z d)mn Z, 'U ¢mn(za7}) :/ das dlg j77z(§UaE)A0(§7 E)a

n>0 m=1 [0,2]2 /R

-,

where Z,,,(8,v, k) = fip.4(0,v — AmE)eiG"L(g’”’E). We wish to estimate 6y = 3, - Ziﬁ:{)n 0y where

5%”7/ /de BYV! = V) (5. k), VIGE k) =]]00(ss.k), e=1.2
0,z

j=1

As in Section we have

anmnfz Z / ds/R AL, (3,0, KYE[(0 (51, ki) — 9 (s1, k1)) 020, (50, k) Pe

=1 1#=1 nd

where Py = E[[[, 4, ﬁf(jﬁj k;)]. We can now show that sup] sup|a‘<2 | Jpa dEOY " ( I (5, €, k)| is bounded as

in (44), and use Lemma |4.3| to obtain ||Ei; — Etss|| < C[(Ak)? N]. Phase recompensating and inverse
Fourier transforming proves the second part of Theorem

4.5 Path-wise and moment estimates of spatial concentration

We now prove the third parts in Theorem and for v € {u?,uf?}. This is based on the following
concentration result.

Lemma 4.4. Let v € {u? u?® u?, u%>} and r € N and assume that (3)) holds for all N + M < 2r and (@)

? 07 C

hold for M = 2r. Then we have the decay estimate supy< <z Sup,cga E[(x)v(z,2)|?] < C(Z,r).
Proof. We write the proof of v = uf. The other terms are treated similarly. Consider the function
|z|?"u’(z,x) for 7 € N, whose (partial) Fourier transform is (—A¢)"a%(z,&) = ano(—Ag)me(z,g) =

ano f[o,z]g dé?fwd dk(fAE)TIn(z,E',{,k)f/e(E', k). Thus |z|*"E|u?(z,2)|? = mezo Jmn (2, ), where

joud d d g . I o g} —
Tmon(2,2) :/ (6= <> 5 ¢ / / /dkdq "L (2, 5,6, k) (=) T (2,8, ¢, —DEV? (5, )V (£, §).
R2d (0,212 /[0, 2] 2/ R(nFm)d
Using the bound from with a = 2r, we obtain as before that |jnm| is upper bounded by
et ( s [ (@roviolac) [ a5 [ / akag ] k> T e BV (5 BV (E )]
|| <27 [0,2]% J0,2] R(n+m)d =1 =1

From Lemma u thebe terms are summable for n + m even which finishes the proof for v = u’. The proof

for v = {u2 u¥, u¥2} can be obtained in a similar fashion. O
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For v € {u‘g,ueA u?, u%?}, we thus have that (\x|>4NE|v(z 7)|?> < C for N sufficiently large. Note that

(v — V) = > 40 V(z — hL) so that ( . yields Elvy — v|*(z) < L72N. After integration over X = T¢,
obtain the third part in Theorem [2 for v e {u, u‘m} Following the proof of Section (3.4 we deduce
that |pp q[uf] — upq[uu]\(z X, Y)+ |upq[ Al - /‘pq[“u JI(z,X,Y) < CxL~N. This proves the third part of

Theorem [2.2) . 2| for v € {u? uf2}.

4.6 Path-wise and moment estimates for spatial discretization

We recall the discrete Fourier transform and orthogonal projection IT = Iy, defined in (18). For f € L*(T¢),
the polynomial Iy, f is uniquely characterized by its values at the grid points (AzZ)¢ N T4.
The periodized functions ug and ugA are both solutions of the equation

0.vy = 1p(2) Agvy + iuf(z,nc)vﬁ7 z2>0, z € T%

with v4(0,2) = uo(z) and ¢(z) = ki(z) for vy = ug while ¢(z) = 7(2)k1(z) for vy = ugA. The spatial
discretization vs then satisfies in both cases the defining equation

D.vs = ip(2) Agvs + iI(V0 (2, z)vs),

with vs(0,2) = Ix, uo(z). Indeed, Iy, (v (2, 2)vs) can be implemented on each grid point of the mesh by
point-wise multiplication, A, can be 1mp1emented locally in the Fourier variables and hence written as a
finite-rank operator (matrix) acting on vs(jAz).

This shows that IIy, v4 and v satisfy the same evolution equation with the same initial condition, but
with operators acting on different spaces (finite dimensional for vs, not for vy4). The comparison between the
two solutions may then be obtained as usual by analyzing Duhamel expansions.

Suppose v = u’. The Duhamel expansion in the periodic case starts in the Fourier domain from:

z
vi(z) = \A/l(O)e_iXO(z)lAkll2 —l—i/o dse~"xs ()| AR Z P (s)i_1(s).
kezd

Here, 29 (s) = 0?(s,nAk) is the Fourier coefficient of the discrete periodic random medium. This shows that

vi(2) = Z ds Z e!Gn (28, Ak, Ak)Ve( E) AR V(5 k) = Hf/zj(sj)
j=1

n>0 [0,2]2 & keznd

for the real valued phase Gy(z, 3, Akl, Ak) = o+ >0 L x0(s5)|AK|2 ()l — ijl ke? — |1 — i, Vke?) —
xo(2)| Akl and linear operator Ak = — > k: The Fourier coefficients of the source 4 = @,(0). Let

w = vs = Il w be the spatially discrete approxunatlon solution of the above finite dimensional system of
ordinary differential equations in z when v = ug or its splitting approximation when v = ugA. The Duhamel
expansion is then obtained by replacing multiplication by v%(z, ) by the composition Iy, ® v?(z,z). In
the Fourier domain, this is simply multiplication by 1; |<x, following (discrete) convolution with ;. Here
1)<, is the indicatrix function of indices such that [I.| < N, for each e = 1,--- ,d. In other words,

~ ~ —1 z 2 . : —ixs(z 2 ~ -
wi(z) = dy(0)e X IAK +Z/ dse” - GIAMITY Ly Z Dy (s)i—k(s),
0 kezd

n—1

_ zsAklAkk 960 (= 1\ +0
= Z/ ds ), ¢ )H Lo wipasn, Y G RE, o

n>0" 10212 ¢ pna

where we defined k; (I, k)=1- fn:l Ky while ko(l, k) = I. This implies that (8, — ;) (AkI)2M is given by

n

n
zsAklAkk 2Mqc 30 (= 1\~0
ZZ/ s Z e’ D) L k. 1<, H Ly @iye<n, Y (S’k)”z—AnE’

n>0r=1 0,2]2 & keznd Jj=r+1
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-,

k)N (with |k;| Euclidean norm). Using @7,

k)
2k))Y and (Akk;)N while using (38) as in the
2N The same calculation shows that vy = uﬁ

k(1

using 14, = 1—1p. Now, ]ll(k R <N, = < (AkN,)"N|Ak

J
we bound (Akl)?M and the latter by products of (A ( —A
Ax)

derivation of Lemma H we have Eljvy — v(;HiIQM a) < C(
2

and vy = ug)A are also smooth functions of x since E\vl( )2(AKD*M s given by

Z /0 /0 dt Z Z z[G 2,8, Akl ARE) =G (2,5, Akl AKG))] <Ak‘l>4MEV0( 7];_’))}9*(5 (j\)a?_AnEa?jAmé'

n,m>0 ]< kEZ"d qumd

whose analysis using and again provides a bound on E||(—=A)Mvy(z,2)||> < C.

For vy € {u?,u?A} consider the moments py q[vi|(X,Y) = EJ[; vg(z;) [ vi (yx). Assume ¢ = 0 to
simplify notation with an obvious extension to the general case. Using the Holder inequality and Sobolev
embedding, we have:

» _
|tep vl (X) — pplvs)( Z H Y(vi(xk) — vs(zk)) H vs(z5)]
k=1 =1 j=k+1
P k—1 P
< Z (E| H vi(z;)] H
J =k+

k=1 j=1

1

NH
vl

)* (Blvg () — vs(z))]?)

1 1 1
< pliagh—1) Ve (Xage—1))| ‘/-1/4(p7k) Vo (Xap—i)|* (Efvg — Vé\\ZgH) ’.

Spatial moments are all bounded as an application of the Duhamel formula as in the proof of Lemma
both on R? and T¢ uniformly in (z, X). Thus, |, [v¢](X)—pup[vs](X)| < C(Az)N. The extension to arbitrary
(p, q) is mainly notational. This concludes the proof of the final estimate in Theorem. for vy € {ut17 uf? Y.

5 Numerical examples

This section illustrates our theoretical results with numerical simulations. We consider a numerical setting
with final distance Z =1 and s = 1.

As a first example, we consider a two-dimensional experimental setting with lateral dimension d = 1. We
assume a Gaussian incident source profile ug(z) = e~ 27", We first consider a first order splitting scheme
with v = 1. For the spatial discretization, we set L = 26 and Az = 274 with N, = 2'9 grid points along the
x direction. We vary Az between 27° and 2710 with Az = 2710 serving as the reference solution.

In the paraxial model, we fix § = 27°2. The splitting solution evaluated at the grid points {z,}

translates to ul® (z,,z) = €W~ OG(Az)ul? (2,1, z), where WA (z) = S ve(s,x)ds. The action of the
the discrete Laplacian G(Az)u$® (2,1, ) is implemented through a FFT/IFFT routine. Since the splitting
scheme requires only integrals of the potential W/, the sampling procedure is significantly simplified when

V. is Gaussian as is described below.

Construction of the random medium and sampling procedure We assume that the random
medium is given as in Remarkby Ve(2,%) =3 ez, Xe(@)P, D4(2) %=, where Ak = 2% Z is the grid AKZ
and x.(q) the indicator function with cutoff K; = 27x2%, i.e, x.(¢) = 1 when —% <gq § ng and 0 otherwise.

{P4(2)}qezn are mean zero Gaussian random variables with covariance Eo,(s)0y (1) = 1,y (27 AK)C(s—t,p),

A A 51?4 k|
where the lateral covariance C is assumed to be C(s, k) = ge” 4«2 and the noise level o is varied. Due

to the Gaussian assumption on v, the integrals W2 can be written in terms of a finite number of Gaus-

sian random variables as W92 (x) = \/az:quA Xe(q )Wffqe;r . Here, We = fzfn,l Uq(s)ds are mean zero
o
Gaussian random variables with covariance EW?, \W¢* = 1,_,(4rAk) fo " (82 —5)C(In— m|Az +s,p)ds.

This allows us to generate samples of the random variable W4 easily by drawing samples from a Gaussian
distribution with covariance function given above.
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Figure 1: Error plots from first order scheme for the paraxial and It6-Schrédinger models
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Figure 2: Rate of convergence with the second order splitting scheme under the It6-Schrodinger model

We denote by ufef the fine grid solution. Let X be the torus [f%L, %L] For each Az, we approximate the
pathwise error norm || - [|x with the discrete version sup; <, <. (Z;V:’l E|(ud® (20, ;) — U ¢ (20, ;) [?) Az) 2
In the first panel of Figure |1} we plot the pathwise error from the numerical scheme on a log-log scale. In the
second and third panels, we plot the numerical errors in the second and fourth moments respectively around
the concentration of the beam given by sup,<,,<y, SUpy, ja<j<sn, /4 |E[ud? (2n, ;)P — E|ul (20, 2;)|P|, p =
2,4. All expectations are computed using an average of 10* Monte Carlo samples. The empirical slope of all
three graphs are close to 1, indicating an error rate of O(Az) for both pathwise and moment estimates as
predicted from theory.

To simulate the It6-Schrodinger model, we replace the coefficients WT‘? ¢ above by the mean zero Gaus-
sian random variable Bn,q with covariance EBem’pBe:; = 1popnly= q(27rAchz)R f]R s, k)ds =

oe” 4x2, The experimental setup in the paraxial settmg is then repeated for the Ito- Schrodmger case in

Figure l We observe the rate of convergence of u(S to the reference solution u.. as Az varies. The slopes
in all the three panels are again close to 1, indicating a convergence rate of O(Az).

As a second example, we simulate the Ité—Schrédinger equation with v = % The sampling procedure for
the medium is identical as in the first order scheme. As we anticipate the need for significant Monte Carlo
averaging in order to observe an error of order (Az)?, we use fewer grid points in  to reduce the computational
effort. For this, we set L = 2% and Az = 272 so that there N, = 25 grid points in z. The noise level ¢ is set
to 0.125 and the reference solution is computed using Az = 2719, In the first panel of Figure ' we plot the
pathwise error in the numerical scheme. This is still O(Az) as expected. In the second and third panels, we

plot the errors in a few Fourier modes given by sup; <, < n. ZJ L Eug (2, 25) [P —E|uret (20, 75) [P )l i |Az,

p=2,4 for m =1,3,5. All statistical averages are computed using 107 realizations of the random medium.
The plots indicate a convergence rate of O(Az)? as expected from theory.
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6 Conclusions

This paper developed an approximation theory for the (time) splitting and full spatial discretization of
paraxial and It6-Schrodinger equations of wave propagation in random media modeled by short-range Gaus-
sian processes. For the paraxial model, we confirmed surprising observations that the splitting algorithm
converged even when the splitting step Az was not the smallest scale of the process; namely § < Az in
practice. We obtained two different convergence results: a first-order one path-wise in the mean square sense,
and a second-order one for centered splitting for statistical moments in the uniform sense, leveraging total
variation estimates in the Fourier variables as in [6]. In both cases, we used the availability of closed-form
equations satisfied by moments of the It6-Schrédinger equation and had to analyze a full Duhamel expansion
for the paraxial model. It is quite possible that higher-order splitting algorithms [24] can be developed to
analyze moments of the It6-Schrédinger equation. For the paraxial model, we already observed interesting
interactions at second-order between Az and 6 as both parameters tend to zero. While our results ap-
ply to long distance propagation, longer distances yet may be considered in the scintillation and diffusive
regimes considered in [0} [7, [8], where speckle forms and scintillation builds up as briefly illustrated in the
Supplementary Material.
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7 Supplementary Material

In Section of this Supplementary Material, we provide a result on the convergence of the solution to the
fully discrete numerical scheme ugA of the paraxial approximation given by

1
D.u? =iy (2) Azl + iﬁg(z)ﬁy(g,x)ue, 2> 0,z € RY u®(0,2) = uo(x), (45)

to that of the It6-Schrédinger model u given by
2(2)R(0
du = ik1(2)Azudz — %udz +ika(z)udB, u(0,z) = up(z). (46)

As in [0, [§] the proof is based on identifying the limiting distribution through its statistical moments followed
by a tightness result.

We next provide a formal derivation of the paraxial model from the Helmholtz equation in Section [7.2]
Finally in Section [7-3] we conclude by providing additional numerical examples which validate the numerical
schemes for both paraxial and It6-Schréodinger models using the analytical expressions available to the first
two statistical moments in the Ito-Schrodinger case. We also provide illustrations of speckle phenomena
consistent with physical observations when optical beams propagate through strong turbulence and with
theoretical predictions in [6, [§].

7.1 Convergence of finite dimensional distributions and tightness

We have the following notions of convergence in distribution as all parameters tend to 0. We write these

results for u§®(z,z) = u®(z,x)xr(x) for concreteness. The exact same results apply to u?, uf2, u®, and

u(SA after extending them to appropriate domains. We first have a result for finite dimensional distribu-
tions. For a collection of n points (z1,---,7,) € R™, we define the random vector M[u](z1,--- ,z,) =

(’U,(J?l), to ,U(l‘n))
Proposition 7.1 (Convergence of finite dimensional distributions). For fired 0 < z < Z, the random vector
as (0, Az, Ak, Kk_l, Az) — (0,0,0,0,0) where u(z,z;) follows the Itd-Schrédinger equation .

Proof. From [13],
[u(z, 2)[| L2 @ey = [[u(0, 2)[| L2 (ray 5.

As in the proof of Proposition it can be shown that the process * — u(z,z) is continuous a.s., which
means for a fixed 2, |u(z,z)| < c a.s. for some c. This gives us that p, (2, X,Y) < ¢??, and from a Carleman
criterion, the probability distribution of u can be identified using its statistical moments. This along with
Corollary 2.4 proves Proposition [7.1] O

For fixed z, we have a result on the stochastic continuity and relative compactness of the process r —
0A
u§=(z, ).

Proposition 7.2 (Tightness). The tightness criterion E|u§®(z,z + h) — u§®(z,2)|** < c(z,n)|h|?" holds,
where ¢ is a constant independent of 0, Az, Ak, K and Ax.

Proof. We write the difference

Uit (2,2 + h) —ug® (z,2) = [ug® (2,2 + h) — u§ (2, 2)]xe (@) +ug™ (2,2 + h)[xp (@ + h) — xo(2)]

so that

us2 (2,2 + h) = u§® (2, 2) " < C()(jug® (2,2 + h) — ug™ (z,2) " [xz ()"

+[u§® (2 + 1) P xp (@ + h) = xp(@)]*) .
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From the smoothness of yz and the boundedness of u??, the last term after taking expectation is bounded
by ¢(n)||xrll1,00|h*". From Section the difference

ugA(z7 x—+h)— uf;m(z7 x) = Z ]1|l“|§NIf)l(z)(emkl'(”h) — eiAklTy
lezd

For p=1,---,d, let a; ,, B, denote the uth component of «;, 5;. For n > 0 this gives
Eu§® (2,2 +h) —u§>(z,2)|*"

n
_ Z E H ,aaj (2)7}27 (Z)]l\aj,MISNz]llﬂj,MlﬁNm (eiAkaj-(achh) _ eiAkaj.m)(efiAkBj-(w+h) _ efiAlcﬂjur)
a,Beznd  j=1

<[RS BT B, (2995, () TT Ly i< L 1<, | ke | AR, | < Clf2”
j=1

a,BEZmd j=1

due to the boundedness of the Fourier coefficients in the TV sense. O

The combination of these two results (convergence of finite dimensional moments and tightness) directly
leads to the following convergence in distribution result [26].

Theorem 7.3 (Convergence of processes). For 0 < z < Z fired and o € (0,1), the process x — u®(z, )
converges in law to the solution of the It6-Schrédinger equation on C%*(RY) as (0, Az, Ak, K, ', Az) —
(0,0,0,0,0).

7.2 Formal derivation of paraxial model from Helmholtz model

We start with the scalar Helmholtz equation
02p + Aup + kin® (z,2)p = 8y (2)uo (@),

where ug(z) denotes the incident beam at z = 0 and the equation is posed on the domain z > 0 and = € RY.
We are interested in the high frequency, long propagation regime, and so assume kg large while we rescale the
z coordinate to consider a more convenient scaling ky — %, 2z — 5. The parameter ¢ may be interpreted
as the ratio of the typical wavelength with the typical correlation length of the turbulent medium, with a
typical value in applications of order 107¢/1073 = 1073 < 1. It is therefore natural to consider the § < 1
as well as the 8 — 0 regimes.

We also assume weak turbulence fluctuations about a slowly varying mean so that n*(z,z) = nd(6z)(1+
03/2u(z, x)) While weak locally, the influence of the turbulence is of order O(1) after long-distance propa-
gation.

We now consider the more slowly varying envelope u given by p(z,z) = u(6z, x)e*. Substituting this
in the original Helmholtz equation gives

2i0,¢(2)0su(0z,z) — 0%(8Z¢(z))2u(92, x)+ gag¢(z)u(9,z7x)
+Azu(bz, ) + Zéné(@z)[l + 63 20(z, 2)u(fz,z) =0, 2> 0; u(0,2) = wup(z),

where we have formally ignored the backscattering term 620?u. Comparing terms at O(672), we set
(82925(2))2 = kZn(02) so that 02¢(z) = +0kodsng(0z) = +0kod.mo(2’'). In particular, when ny = 1,
we get back the classical paraxial ansatz with ¢(z) = +koz. This gives (keeping the plus sign for instance
and dropping the primes on z)

2

2ikong(2)0,u’ + Agu® + ikod.no(2)u’ + %n%(z)u(%,x)ue =0, z>0; u’(0,2) = wup(x).
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Figure 3: Statistical averages from the first-order simulations for the paraxial approximation and It6-
Schrodinger models. The left and right panels display the real part of wavefield mean value and its intensity,
respectively.

For the transformation v%(z,z) = u(z,2)e”*), where 9(z) = % [ Z:‘;Egds = s log (ZEES;), we have

4 { 9 Zko z 0 0
L0 = ——— A, . 7 7)) = .
Owv 2kono(2) vt 291/2n0(2)y(9 x)v v7(0,2) = ug(x)

For simplicity we set kg = 1/2 and rescale v — 4v. This justifies the general class of equations of the form
analyzed in this paper.

7.3 Additional numerical examples

For Gaussian initial conditions of the form wug(xz) = e=2%" the first and second moment solutions in the
It6-Schrodinger regime are given analytically as [20 6]

1,0z, ) = e‘ﬁZ/QAO(z,x)
w(z,x,x) = 71 e_‘5‘2(22+%)ei5'16(0ﬁfoz(efhzm%Z

—l)ds)d
= ) £,

_ _l=z|?
where Ay(z,z) = ﬁe 202, (z) = (1 + 2i2)/? denotes the solution to the paraxial approximation in a

homogeneous medium. In Figure [3| we display the statistical averages from the simulation of the paraxial
and It6-Schrodinger models and compare them with the analytical solutions. In the first panel, we compare
the real part of the mean field at z = Z computed using the reference numerical solution wu,.s with the
corresponding values from the analytical expression. The numerical approximation agrees well with the
analytical solution. Similarly in the second panel, we plot the second moment at z = Z computed using tye.
This agrees well with the analytical solution as well.

Speckle phenomena. The first and third panels of Figure [4] plot the beam profile (absolute value) as a
function of z and z for increasing values of o. The corresponding receiver readings at z = Z are also plotted
on the second and fourth panels. The cross section of the beam appears more jagged as o increases. This
is consistent with speckle formation in highly turbulent regimes where the beam is expected to rapidly lose
coherence [I]. The rest of the panels plot the difference in solutions |u5* —uyef| for varying Az. The last panel

A4
plots the normalized variance of intensity (scintillation) S = % — 1 computed from It6-Schrédinger
é

simulations at the center of the receiver. Scintillation is a commonly used metric for comparing the quality
of optical signals and is a useful physical object [I]. In appropriate strong turbulence scalings, scintillation
is expected to saturate to unity [20] [6]. This is consistent with the trend in the simulations observed here.

We conclude with the numerical simulation of a beam in three dimensions corresponding to d = 2. The
z2 2
source profile is taken as ug(z,y) = e~ S We plot the cross section of the beam profile (absolute value)
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Figure 4: Plots showing evolution of the beam profile and cross-section of the reference solution at z = 1
(absolute value) for different o. The first panel corresponds to the beam evolution for o = 0.125 while the
second panel plots the absolute value of the signal at z = Z. The third and fourth panels correspond to the
same plots for 0 = 1. The last panel plots the scintillation index at the beam’s center.
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Figure 5: Receiver reading at z = 1 for increasing o.

at the final receiver location in Figure [5| for varying 0. Here, Az = 2710 and the final distance Z = 1.
Az = Ay =273 and L = 2° so that there are 2° x 2% grid points in the lateral dimensions. As expected in
high turbulence regimes, the beam profile develops fine scale variations consistent with speckle formation.
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