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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 Itô-Schrödinger 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 ∆z 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 θ of the propagating signal satisfies
θ ≪ ∆z. More precisely, we obtain a convergence of order ∆z in mean-square sense while the errors on
statistical moments are of order (∆z)2 as expected for standard centered splitting schemes. This is a
surprising result as splitting schemes typically do not converge when ∆z is not the smallest scale of the
problem. The analysis is based on equations satisfied by statistical moments in the Itô-Schrödinger case
and on integral (Duhamel) expansions for the paraxial model. Several numerical simulations illustrate
and confirm the theoretical findings.

Keywords: Wave propagation in random media; paraxial regime; Itô-Schrödinger regime; splitting methods

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 Itô-Schrödinger equation. The paraxial equation is given
by

∂zu
θ = iκ1(z)∆xu

θ + iκ2(z)
1√
θ
ν
(z
θ
, x

)
uθ, z > 0, x ∈ Rd; uθ(0, x) = u0(x). (1)

Here, u0(x) is the incident beam profile and κ1,2(z) are smooth positive functions of z with bounded
inverse. We assume that ν is a real valued mean zero stationary Gaussian random process with covariance
function E[ν(z, x)ν(z′, x′)] = C(z − z′, x− x′).

The parameter θ represents the ratio of the typical wavelength of the propagating signal with respect to
the correlation length in the medium. It satisfies θ ≪ 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, 18, 23]
and the Supplementary Materials section.

Solving (1) numerically is challenging when θ ≪ 1. The simulation is, however, significantly simplified
when κ2 = 0, since ∆xu

θ is local in the Fourier domain, or when κ1 = 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 ∆z, and has been used to partially discretize deterministic and random Schrödinger
equations in various contexts [2, 9, 10, 11, 12, 14, 22, 27, 28, 30]. Standard convergence results are obtained
when the interval ∆z is sufficiently smaller than the smallest scale in the problem, which here is θ ≪ 1.
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Choosing ∆z 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, 32, 33, 34, 35]. The reason for this fact, whose

justification is one of the main objectives of this paper, is that θ−
1
2 ν( zθ , x)dz is well-approximated by its

white noise limit dB(z, x).
The Itô-Schrödinger equation is the white noise approximation of (1) given by

du = iκ1(z)∆xudz −
κ22(z)R(0)

2
udz + iκ2(z)udB, u(0, x) = u0(x) . (2)

Here, B(z, x) is a mean-zero Gaussian process characterized by the covariance function E[B(z, x)B(z′, x′)] =
min(z, z′)R(x − x′) with R(x) =

∫
R C(s, x)ds. See, e.g., [15] for details of the derivation of (2) from (1),

which shows that uθ solution of (1) converges to u solution of (2) in distribution.
The splitting approximations uθ∆ and u∆ to uθ and u, respectively, are introduced in Section 2.1 below

with ∆ ≡ ∆z the splitting step. We also aim to analyze a full discretization of the transverse variables
x ∈ Rd, with d = 2 in practical applications. This is done in three steps detailed in Section 2.2. We
first discretize the random medium ν(z, x) by a finite dimensional approximation we denote by νc(z, x). A
similar procedure approximates B(s, x) by Bc(s, x). The splitting approximations in these modified random
environments are then denoted by uθ∆c and u∆c . A second step shows that the solutions of (1) and (2) decay
rapidly in the x variable when the incident beam profile u0(x) also decays rapidly. We denote by uθ∆♯ and

u∆♯ the periodizations of uθ∆c and u∆c , respectively, on the torus TdL : [−L
2 ,

L
2 ]
d. In a final step, the torus is

discretized by a uniform grid of spacing δ ≡ ∆x. 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 (1) and (2) are then denoted by uθ∆δ and u∆δ , respectively.

This paper provides error estimates for the aforementioned approximations summarized in Section 2.3.
In particular, we show that the splitting algorithm displays a second-order accuracy in ∆z (when θ ≤ ∆z)
for statistical moments whereas it is only first order in a path-wise mean square sense. The convergence
in δ = ∆x 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 Itô-Schrödinger solution
u borrowing tools from [6, 8]. Several numerical simulations of wave propagation for both paraxial and
Itô-Schrödinger 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 Itô-Schrödinger equation are given in Section 3 while the
corresponding proofs for the paraxial equation are given in Section 4. 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 u0 satisfies

sup
|β|≤M

∫
Rd

⟨ξ⟩2N |∂β û0(ξ)|2dξ = CM,N [u0] <∞. (3)

The values of (M,N) are different in different estimates. Here, ⟨x⟩ =
√
1 + |x|2 for a vector x.

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

Eν(t, x)ν(s, y) = C(t− s, x, y) =

∫
R2d

Ĉ(t− s, ξ, ζ)ei(ξ·x−ζ·y)
dξdζ

(2π)2d
, Eν̂(t, ξ)ν̂∗(s, ζ) = Ĉ(t− s, ξ, ζ)

with Ĉ(s, ξ, ζ)dξdζ a bounded measure and ν̂(z, ξ) the Fourier transform of ν(z, x) w.r.t x. In the Itô-
Schrödinger model, the random medium is characterized by the power spectrum R̂(ξ, k) :=

∫
R Ĉ(s, ξ, k)ds.

We assume total variation properties of the form∫
R2d

R̂(ξ, ζ)⟨ξ⟩M ⟨ζ⟩Mdξdζ = CM <∞,

∫
R2d+1

|Ĉ(t, ξ, ζ)|⟨t⟩N ⟨ξ⟩M ⟨ζ⟩Mdtdξdζ = CM,N [ν] <∞. (4)
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Since ν(z, x) is stationary, we have Ĉ(s, ξ, ζ) = (2π)dĈ(s, ξ)δ(ξ − ζ) and R̂(ξ, ζ) = (2π)dR̂(ξ)δ(ξ − ζ) (using
the same symbols in both contexts to simplify notation). In some estimates, we require (s, ξ) 7→ Ĉ(s, ξ) to
be sufficiently smooth. In particular ∂ξĈ(s, ξ, ζ) also satisfies integrability properties of the form (4).

Discretized random medium. We now construct a random medium strongly correlated to ν(z, x) and
characterized by a finite number of independent Gaussian random variables. We start from ν̂(z, k) for the
above stationary process with covariance function given by Ĉ(s, k). We introduce a high-frequency cut-off
Kk ≫ 1 and a discretization step ∆k ≪ 1. We define a smooth cut-off function χc(k) ∈ C∞

c (Rd) with
χc(k) = 1 on [− 1

2Kk,
1
2Kk]

d and χc(k) = 0 on Rd \ [−Kk,Kk]
d. We also define the lattice Zd∆ := (∆kZ)d.

For q ∈ Zd∆, let □q be the (Cartesian) cube centered at q of volume (∆k)d. We define

ν̂q(z) =

∫
□q

ν̂(z, k)dk, B̂q(z) =

∫
□q

B̂(z, k)dk. (5)

These are independent mean-zero Gaussian processes with Eν̂q(z1)ν̂∗p(z2) = 1p=q
∫
□q
Ĉ(z1 − z2, k)dk and

EB̂q(z1)B̂∗
p(z2) = 1p=qmin (z1, z2)

∫
□q
R̂(k)dk. We then construct

ν̂c(z, ξ) = χc(ξ)
∑
q∈Zd

∆

ν̂q(z)δ(ξ − q), B̂c(z, ξ) = χc(ξ)
∑
q∈Zd

∆

B̂q(z)δ(ξ − q). (6)

Note that νc(z, x) and Bc(z, x) obtained by inverse Fourier transform are real-valued since, for instance,
ν̂c(z,−ξ) = ν̂∗c (z, ξ). For (a.e.) ξ ∈ Rd, denote qξ ∈ Zd∆ the unique element such that ξ ∈ □q. Then we find

Eν̂(z1, ξ)ν̂∗c (z2, ζ) = (2π)dχc(ζ)δ(ζ − qξ)Ĉ(z2 − z1, ξ),

Eν̂c(z1, ξ)ν̂∗c (z2, ζ) = (2π)dχ2
c(ξ)δ(ξ − qξ)δ(ζ − qξ)

∫
□qξ

Ĉ(z2 − z1, k)dk,
(7)

and corresponding expressions for the white noise limits. We thus obtain highly correlated continuous and
discrete random media on the domain where χc = 1. Assuming that M = M(r) is sufficiently large in (4),
we verify that for any r > 0, then

∫
Rd+1(1−χc(k))|Ĉ(s, k)|dkds ≤ CK−r

k . This shows how Kk 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 (6) is therefore of order (Kk

∆k )
d.

Remark 1.1. Alternatively, we could define ν̂q(z) = ν̂−q(z) mean zero Gaussian processes with correlation

Eν̂q(z1)ν̂∗p(z2) = 1p=q(2π∆k)
dĈ(z1 − z2, p) with ν̂c 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 x ∈ Rd denotes transverse spatial variables.
We denote by X = (x1, . . . xp) a collection of p ≥ 0 points in Rd and Y = (y1, . . . yq) a collection of q ≥ 0
points in Rd. We denote by Z a target distance of propagation. We aim to solve the wave beam problem
for (z, x) ∈ [0, Z] × Rd. The interval [0, Z] is discretized into Nz + 1 points zk = k∆z for 0 ≤ k ≤ Nz and
Nz∆z = Z.

We denote by u the solution to the Itô-Schrödinger equation (2) and u∆ its time splitting solution with
step size ∆z. When the random potential ν(z, x) is periodized and discretized by νc(z, x), we denote the
corresponding solutions by uc and u∆c respectively. The period of the random medium is L = 2π/(∆k)
corresponding to O(Kk/(∆k)) Fourier modes along each dimension. We denote by u♯ the periodization of
uc on TdL ≡ [−L

2 ,
L
2 ]
d. For the time splitting case we denote by u∆♯ the periodic approximation of u∆c . We

set the solution periodization box length L = 2π/∆k although this can be any integer multiple of 2π/∆k.
Finally we denote by uδ the spatial discretization of u♯. In the time splitting case, the spatially discrete
version of u∆♯ is denoted by u∆δ . The spatial discretization of the solution is ∆x = L/Nx for Nx grid points
along each dimension of x.
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For the paraxial model, we denote by uθ the solution to the paraxial equation (1), uθ∆ its time splitting
solution and uθ∆c the time splitting solution when the potential is replaced by νc. We denote by uθ∆♯ the

periodic extension of uθ∆c and by uθ∆δ the spatial discretization of uθ∆♯ .

We denote the potential in the rescaled coordinates by νθ(z, x) = θ−
1
2 ν(θ−1z, x) and the corresponding

correlations by Cθ(z, x, y) = θ−1C(θ−1z, x, y).
For u(z, x) a continuous random field, and (X,Y ) a collection of points p+q points, we define the p+qth

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

µp,q[u](z,X, Y ) = E
[ p∏
j=1

u(z, xj)

q∏
l=1

u∗(z, yl)
]
, (8)

µ̂p,q[u](z, v) =

∫
R(p+q)d

µp,q[u](X,Y )e−i(
∑p

j=1 xj ·ξj−
∑q

l=1 yl·ζl)dx1 · · · dxpdy1 · · · dyq, (9)

where v = (ξ1, · · · ξp, ζ1, · · · , ζq) denotes the vector of (symmetrized) variables dual to (X,Y ). The standard

Fourier transform is defined by Ff(ξ) =
∫
Rd e

−ix·ξf(x)dx with inverse F−1f̂(x) =
∫
Rd e

ix·ξ f̂(ξ) dξ
(2π)d

.

We use ∥ · ∥ to denote the total variation (TV) norm of a Borel measure on Rn. When the measure ρdξ
has a density ρ(ξ), we also denote by ∥ρ∥ = ∥ρdξ∥ the L1(Rn) norm. The L2(X) norm is denoted ∥ · ∥L2(X)

or ∥ · ∥2. The uniform norm is denoted as ∥ · ∥∞ or ∥ · ∥L∞(X) while the k-Lipschitz norm is denoted as
∥ · ∥k,∞. We also define a ||| · ||| rms-norm in (20) below.

2 Splitting algorithms and convergence results

2.1 Splitting scheme for paraxial and Itô-Schrödinger models

We start with a discretization of the wave solutions in the axial variable z. We consider a final distance
Z = Nz∆z and a grid zn = n∆z for 0 ≤ n ≤ Nz. Integrals on each interval [n∆z, (n+1)∆z] are approximated
by a one-point collocation method. Let γ ∈ [0, 1] parametrize the collocation points. Splitting schemes are
then defined by a choice of

τγ(z) := ∆z
∑
n≥0

δ(z − (n+ γ)∆z). (10)

The end-point choices γ = 0 or γ = 1 correspond to the Lie splitting while the midpoint choice γ = 1
2

corresponds to the centered Strang splitting. We next define the integrals for 0 ≤ z1 ≤ z2 ≤ Z:

χz1(z2) =

∫ z2

z1

κ1(s)ds, χ∆
z1(z2) =

∫ z2

z1

τγ(s)κ1(s)ds =

⌊z2/∆z⌋∑
j=⌊z1/∆z⌋+1

κ1((j + γ)∆z)∆z. (11)

Here, ⌊·⌋ is defined with ⌊z/∆z⌋ = n when zn ≤ z < zn+1. 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) = δ(t − s) renders the advantage of
centered trapezoidal integration ineffective and only first-order convergence is expected for any value of γ
(see [28] and subsequent calculations). However for moment calculations, we do obtain second-order accuracy
for the centered splitting scheme γ = 1

2 .
The splitting scheme for the paraxial model is defined as follows. Recalling the notation νθ(z, x) =

θ−
1
2 ν(θ−1z, x), an approximation uθ∆ to the solution of (1) is defined as the solution to:

∂zu
θ∆ = iτγ(z)κ1(z)∆xu

θ∆ + iκ2(z)ν
θ(z, x)uθ∆, uθ∆(0, x) = u0(x). (12)

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

Vθz1(z2) : ψ(x) 7→ (Vθψ)(x) = exp
(∫ z2

z1

iκ2(s)ν
θ(s, x)ds

)
ψ(x) (13)

G(z) : ψ(x) 7→ Gψ(x) =
∫
Rd

G(x− x′, z)ψ(x′)dx′, G(x, z) :=
1

(4πiz)
d
2

e
i|x|2
4z . (14)
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The solution to (12) is then given explicitly for z ∈ (zn, zn+1] by the more standard form:

uθ∆(z, x) =

{
Vθzn(z)u

θ∆(zn, x), zn < z ≤ zn + γ∆z,

Vθzn+γ∆z(z) ◦ G(χzn(zn+1)) ◦Vθzn(zn + γ∆z)uθ∆(zn, x), zn + γ∆z < z ≤ zn+1.
(15)

The splitting algorithm applied to the interval [0, Z] is therefore a composition of operators that are straight-

forward to apply, with Vθ a multiplicative operator in the physical domain and G(t) = F−1e−it|ξ|
2F a

multiplicative operator in the Fourier domain.
For the Itô-Schrödinger model, the splitting approximation u∆ to (2) is given by

du∆ = iτγ(z)κ1(z)∆xu
∆dz − κ22(z)R(0)

2
u∆dz + iκ2(z)u

∆dB, u∆(0, x) = u0(x) . (16)

As can be verified by a standard application of the Itô formula, the solution of this stochastic partial differ-
ential equation is also given by the explicit procedure (15), where Vθ is replaced by the (local) multiplicative

operator Vz1(z2) : ψ(x) 7→ (Vψ)(x) = e
∫ z2
z1

iκ2(s)dB(s,x)
ψ(x).

2.2 Spatial periodization and discretization

A full discretization in the transverse variable x of the above approximations uθ∆ and u∆ requires the
following three steps.

The first step approximates the stationary random medium ν(z, x) by νc(z, x) described in (6), which
involves an order of (Kk/∆k)

d Gaussian random variables and is periodic on the torus TdL = [−L
2 ,

L
2 ]
d for

L∆k = 2π. The corresponding solutions for the paraxial and Itô-Schrödinger models on (z, x) ∈ R+ × Rd,
before and after splitting in z, are denoted by uθc , uc, and u

θ∆
c as well as u∆c , respectively.

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

♯ : u(x) 7→ u♯(x) :=
∑

h∈(LZ)d
u(x+ h) (17)

for u(x) an integrable function on Rd. We will show that for incident conditions u0(x) with sufficiently fast
decay, then u(z, x) also has sufficiently fast decay in x so that it is well approximated by its periodization
on TdL. Starting from uθ∆c and u∆c , the corresponding periodizations are called uθ∆♯ and u∆♯ , respectively.

The final step is a full spatial discretization based on approximating periodic functions on TdL by trigono-
metric polynomials of degree Nx in each of the d transverse spatial dimensions. We denote by Π = ΠNx

the
L2(TdL)−orthogonal projection onto such modes. For f(x) ∈ L2(TdL), we have:

f(x) =
∑
l∈Zd

ei∆kl·xf̂l, Πf(x) =
∑

|lj |≤Nx

ei∆kl·xf̂l, f̂l = L−d
∫
Td
L

e−i∆kl·xf(x)dx. (18)

The polynomials Πf are equivalently characterized by their evaluation on a discrete uniform grid with mesh
size ∆x = L/Nx = 2π/(Nx∆k) with a discrete (fast) Fourier transform.

We define vθδ = Πvθδ and vδ = Πvδ as the spatially discretized solutions to

∂zv
θ
δ = iϕ(z)∆xv

θ
δ + iκ2(z)Π(νθc v

θ
δ), dvδ = iϕ(z)∆xvδdz +Π

(
− κ22

1

2
Rc(0)vδdz + iκ2vδdBc

)
. (19)

Here, ϕ(z) is either κ1(z) or (τγκ1)(z). We impose the incident conditions vθδ(0, x) = vδ(0, x) = Πu0(x).
This defines vθδ =: uθδ as solution of a finite system of stochastic differential equations and vθδ =: uθ∆δ as
a fully discretized system since (∂z − iΠνθc ) is solved explicitly on the discrete spatial grid points while
(∂z − iκ1(z)∆x) is solved explicitly for each of the finitely many Fourier coefficients. This similarly defines
vδ =: uδ for ϕ = κ1 and vδ := u∆δ for ϕ = τγκ1.
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2.3 Main convergence results

We now compare the exact solutions u and uθ to their semi-discrete approximations u∆ and uθ∆ and fully
discrete approximations u∆δ and uθ∆δ . Our convergence rates are essentially uniform in θ ≤ 1. In particular,
we show that splitting algorithms provide accurate solutions independent of 0 < θ even when the splitting
step ∆z ≫ θ.

We consider two types of convergence. The first type is a pathwise estimate of the form E∥u−u∆∥2L2(Rd) at

grid points z = zn, with a rate of convergence at most first-order in ∆z even for the centered splitting scheme
γ = 1

2 . The second type is for spatial moments and uniform estimates of the form ∥µp,q[u] − µp,q[u
∆]∥∞.

We will see that such estimates are first-order for any splitting algorithm and second-order in ∆z when
γ = 1

2 . The various constants that appear in the estimates are of the form CCM,N [u0]e
C⟨z⟩2(p+q)2CP,Q[ν] and

CCM,1[Ĉ(z, ·)]eC⟨z⟩2(p+q)2CP,Q[ν] with universal constants C and constants of regularity (M,N,P,Q) in (3)
and (4) 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∆, uθ∆, u∆δ , and u

θ∆
δ converge in law as continuous processes to the law generated by

the Itô-Schrödinger model x 7→ u(z, x). This proximity of uθ to u in law heuristically justifies why we may
obtain convergence even when θ ≪ ∆z.

For u(s, x) sufficiently smooth, we define the root-mean-square norm

|||u|||X := sup
0≤s≤Z

(E∥u(s, ·)∥2L2(X))
1
2 (20)

where X is either Rd or TdL. Then we have the following path-wise estimates.

Theorem 2.1 (Path-wise estimates). We have the following.

1. Let X = Rd and v ∈ {u, uθ}. Then |||v − v∆|||X ≤ C∆z.

2. Let X = Rd and v ∈ {u, u∆, uθ, uθ∆}. Then for N ≥ 1, |||v − vc|||X ≤ CN [(∆k)2 +K−N
k ].

3. Let X = TdL and v ∈ {u, u∆, uθ, uθ∆}. Then for N ≥ 1, |||vc − v♯|||X ≤ CNL
−N .

4. Let X = TdL and v ∈ {u, u∆, uθ, uθ∆}. Then for N ≥ 1, |||v♯ − vδ|||X ≤ CN (∆x)N .

The above estimates are uniform in θ ∈ (0, 1]. In the last three estimates, the regularity assumptions on u0
and Ĉ depend on N .

The errors u − u∆δ and uθ − uθ∆δ on TdL are therefore given by the sum of the above four contributions.
For (essentially) first-order approximation results for non-linear Itô-Schrödinger models, see [27, 28].

We now consider estimates for spatial moments. We assume that 0 ≤ s ≤ Z and (X,Y ) ∈ Xp × Xq for
X = Rd or X = TdL. We define the ∥·∥∞ norm as the supremum over [0, Z]×Xp×Xq. For the Itô-Schrödinger
model, we define β = β(γ) equal to 1 when 1

2 ̸= γ ∈ [0, 1] and β equal to 2 when γ = 1
2 . For the paraxial

model, β = β(γ, θ) is defined a bit differently. We still define β = 1 when 1/2 ̸= γ ∈ [0, 1]. When γ = 1
2 and

θ ≤ ∆z, define β = 2. However, when γ = 1
2 and ∆z ≤ θ, we define β such that (∆z)β = min(θ∆z, (∆z)

2

θ ).
We observe that 3

2 ≤ β ≤ 2 and that β = 3
2 when ∆z = θ2.

Then we have the following result for the Itô-Schrödinger and paraxial models.

Theorem 2.2 (Moment estimates). Let D = [0, Z]× Xp × Xq. Then we have the following.

1. Let v ∈ {u, uθ} and X = Rd. Then ∥µp,q[v]− µp,q[v
∆]∥L∞(D) ≤ C(∆z)β.

2. Let v ∈ {u, u∆, uθ, uθ∆} and X = Rd. Then for N ≥ 1, ∥µp,q[v]− µp,q[vc]∥L∞(D) ≤ CN [(∆k)2 +K−N
k ].

3. Let X = TdL and v ∈ {u, u∆, uθ, uθ∆}. Then for N ≥ 1, ∥µp,q[vc]− µp,q[v♯]∥L∞(D) ≤ CNL
−N .

4. Let X = TdL and v ∈ {u, u∆, uθ, uθ∆}. Then for N ≥ 1, ∥µp,q[v♯]− µp,q[vδ]∥L∞(D) ≤ CN (∆x)N .
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Remark 2.3. As in [8, Theorem 4.3], we may show that the statistical moments of the paraxial equation
are well approximated by those of Itô-Schrödinger with ∥µp,q[uθ](z,X, Y )−µp,q[u](z,X, Y )∥L∞(Rd(p+q)) ≤ Cθ
uniformly in z ∈ [0, Z]. Along with Theorem 2.2, this shows that the statistical moments of the fully discrete
solution of the paraxial model uθ∆δ are well approximated by those of u. Since uθ∆δ lives on a torus, we
define its extension to Rd as uθ∆δ (z, x) = uθ∆δ (z, x)χL(x), where χL is a smooth window function which
equals 1 for x ∈ [−L/4, L/4]d and 0 for x ∈ Rd \ [−L/2, L/2]d. This leads to the following corollary for
D = [0, Z]× R(p+q)d (see also the Supplementary Material):

Corollary 2.4. We have ∥µp,q[uθ∆δ ]− µp,q[u]∥L∞(D) ≤ CN [θ + (∆z)β + (∆k)2 +K−N
k + (∆x)N ].

Remark 2.5. For v ∈ {u, uθ}, we have used the triangle inequality several times in order to show the
convergence v∆δ to v∆♯ to v∆c to v∆ to v. For v ∈ {u, uc, u♯, uθ, uθc , uθ♯}, a similar analysis as in the proof for

the first part of Theorems 2.1 and 2.2 can be extended to show a convergence of v∆ → v.

Even though our convegence results are similar for the paraxial and Itô-Schrödinger 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 Itô-Schrödinger model and Section 4 for the paraxial
model. Since κ2(z) plays no essential role in what follows, with bounds in (4) multiplied by ∥κ2∥2∞, we set
κ2(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 et(A+B) ≈ etAetB (for time independent A and B)
are often analyzed by estimating the commutator of the generators [A,B] [24]. Since ∆z 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 < ∆. For 0 ≤ k ≤ Nz − 1, we recall standard collocation and midpoint-rule estimates∣∣∣∫ (k+1)∆

k∆

ψ(t)
(
1−∆δ

(
t− (k+γ)∆

))
dt
∣∣∣ ≤ C∆2∥ψ∥1,∞,

∣∣∣∫ (k+1)∆

k∆

ψ(t)
(
1−∆δ

(
t− (k+

1

2
)∆

))
dt
∣∣∣ ≤ C∆3∥ψ∥2,∞. (21)

In particular for the integrals defined in (11), we thus have:

sup
0≤s≤z

|χ0(s)− χ∆
0 (s)| ≤ C⟨z⟩∆z∥κ1∥1,∞, sup

k
|χ0(k∆z)− χ∆

0 (k∆z)| ≤ C(∆z)2∥κ1∥2,∞. (22)

The form of the splitting approximation (15) 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 ψ(s) ∈W 1,∞[0, Z] and ϕ ∈ R. Then, for γ = 1
2 , we have uniformly in 0 < z < Z:

|I(z)| ≤ C⟨z⟩(∆z)2[∥ψ∥∞|ϕ|2 + |ϕ|∥ψ∥∞ + ∥ψ∥1,∞], I(z) :=

∫ z

0

ψ(s)
(
eiχ0(s)ϕ − eiχ

∆
0 (s)ϕ

)
ds. (23)

Proof. We write z = k∆z + δz with 0 ≤ δz < ∆z. The integral over [k∆z, z] is bounded by ∆z times
|χ0(s) − χ∆

0 (s)||ψ| and hence of order O((∆z)2) using (22). The rest of the integral defining I(z) is a sum
over an order of (∆z)−1 terms of the following form. Define ψ̃(s) = ψ(s)eiχ0(s)ϕ. Since |eia−1− ia| ≤ C|a|2,
the integral over s ∈ [k∆z, (k + 1)∆z] satisfies:∣∣∣ ∫ (k+1)∆z

k∆z

ψ̃(s)
(
1− ei(χ

∆
0 (s)−χ0(s))ϕ

)
ds
∣∣∣ ≤ ∣∣∣ ∫ (k+1)∆z

k∆z

ψ̃(s)
(
χ0(s)− χ∆

0 (s)
)
ϕds

∣∣∣+ C|ϕ|2∥ψ∥∞(∆z)3.

The first term is
∫ (k+1)∆z

k∆z
dsψ̃(s)

( ∫ k∆z
0

+
∫ s
k∆z

)
dtκ1(t)(1 − τ 1

2
(t)). The first contribution for t ∈ [0, k∆z]

is of order ∥κ1∥2,∞∥ψ∥∞(∆z)3 by (22) while the second contribution for Ψ̃ an antiderivative of ψ̃ is given

explicitly by
∫ (k+1)∆z

k∆z
dt(Ψ̃((k+1)∆z)−Ψ̃(t))κ1(t)(1−∆zδ

(
t−(k+ 1

2 )∆z
)
. We use (21) again to conclude.

Note that the estimate (23) may easily be replaced by an estimate of order O(∆z) for all γ ∈ [0, 1].
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3 Convergence results for the Itô-Schrödinger model

We first recall that ensemble averages of products of wavefields solving the Itô-Schrödinger equation satisfy
closed-form partial differential equations. This also holds for the semi-discrete splitting solution u∆. More
precisely, the p + qth moments of the solution to the Itô-Schrödinger equation µp,q = µp,q[u] and its time
splitting approximation µ∆

p,q = µp,q[u
∆] satisfy the (deterministic) partial differential equations [17, 19, 31]:

∂zµ = iϕ(z)
( p∑
j=1

∆xj −
q∑
l=1

∆yl

)
µ+ Up,q(X,Y )µ, µ(0, X, Y ) =

p∏
j=1

u0(xj)

q∏
l=1

u∗0(yl) (24)

where Up,q(X,Y ) =
∑p
j=1

∑q
l=1R(xj − yl) −

∑
1≤j<j′≤pR(xj − xj′) −

∑
1≤l<l′≤q R(yl − yl′) − p+q

2 R(0),

ϕ(z) = κ1(z) for µ = µp,q := µp,q[u] while ϕ(z) = τ(z)κ1(z) for µ = µ∆
p,q := µp,q[u

∆].
All estimates are carried out in the Fourier domain for the transverse spatial variables. Denote by

µ̂p,q := µ̂p,q[u] and µ̂
∆
p,q = µ̂p,q[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

Ψp,q(z, v) = µ̂p,q(z, v)e
iχ0(z)

(∑p
j=1|ξj |

2−
∑q

l=1|ζl|
2
)
, Ψ∆

p,q(z, v) = µ̂∆
p,q(z, v)e

iχ∆
0 (z)

(∑p
j=1|ξj |

2−
∑q

l=1|ζl|
2
)
. (25)

These phase compensated moments satisfy the evolution equations

∂zΨp,q = Lp,q[χ0(z)]Ψp,q(z, v), ∂zΨ
∆
p,q = Lp,q[χ∆

0 (z)]Ψ
∆
p,q(v) , (26)

with initial condition Ψp,q(0, v) = Ψ∆
p,q(0, v) =

∏p
j=1 û0(ξj)

∏q
l=1 û

∗
0(ζl). Here, the operator Lp,q is given by

Lp,q[Φ]ψ(z, v) =

∫
Rd

R̂(k)
(
Lp,q[Φ]ψ

)
(z, v; k, k)

dk

(2π)d
, (27)

Lp,q[Φ]ψ(z, v; k1, k2) =

p∑
j=1

q∑
l=1

ψ(z, ξj − k1, ζl − k1)e
iΦ(z)[g(ξj ,k2)−g(ζl,k2)]

−
∑

1≤j<j′≤p

ψ(z, ξj − k1, ξj′ + k1)e
iΦ(z)[g(ξj ,k2)+g(ξj′ ,−k2)]

−
∑

1≤l<l′≤q

ψ(z, ζl − k1, ζl′ + k1)e
−iΦ(z)[g(ζl,k2)+g(ζl′ ,−k2)] − p+ q

2
ψ(z, v),

where we defined g(ξ, k) := |ξ|2 − |ξ − k|2. We start with the following regularity result.

Lemma 3.1. Let r ∈ N and (3) holding with N = r and (4) holding with M = r. Let Ψ ∈ {Ψp,q,Ψ∆
p,q}.

Then for |α| ≤ r, ∥
∏p+q
j=1⟨vj⟩α sup0≤s≤Z Ψ(s, v)∥+ ∥ sup0≤s≤Z ∂αΨ(s, v)∥ ≤ C.

Proof. From the equation for Ψ and noting that ⟨vm⟩, ⟨vm + k⟩ ≤ 2⟨vm⟩⟨k⟩,

∥
p+q∏
j=1

⟨vj⟩αΨ(z, v)∥ ≤ ∥
p+q∏
j=1

⟨vj⟩αΨ(0, v)∥+ (p+ q)2
∫ z

0

∫
Rd

R̂(k)⟨k⟩2α∥
p+q∏
j=1

⟨vj⟩αΨ(s, v)∥dkds .

From Grönwall’s inequality, it follows that sup0≤s≤Z ∥
∏p+q
j=1⟨vj⟩αΨ(s, v)∥ ≤ C. The bound for Ψ now follows

as for 0 ≤ z ≤ Z, |Ψ(z, v)| ≤ |Ψ(0, v)| +
∑
m

∫ Z
0

∫
Rd R̂(k)|Ψp,q(s, v − Amk)|dkds where m sums over all the

terms in the definition (27) of Lp,q for some linear operator Am. Derivatives are bounded in a similar manner
using standard regularity estimates.

3.1 Pathwise estimates for the splitting scheme

We now prove the first estimate in Theorem 2.1 for v ∈ {u, u∆} solutions of (2) and (16), respectively. Define

G(t) = F−1e−it|ξ|
2F as in (14) so that

v(z, x) = G(χ0(z))u0(x) +

∫ z

0

G(χs(z))(Sv)(s), Sv(s) := −R(0)
2

vds+ ivdB(s)
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with a similar expression for u∆ where χs(z) is replaced by χ∆
s (z). Thus, with E = u− u∆:

E(z) =

∫ z

0

G(χ∆
s (z))SE(s) + δG(0, z)u0 +

∫ z

0

δG(s, z)Su(s), δG(s, z) := G(χs(z))− G(χ∆
s (z)),

which implies for some universal constant C:

1

C
|E(z)|2 ≤

∣∣∣ ∫ z

0

G(χ∆
s (z))Eds

∣∣∣2+∣∣∣ ∫ z

0

G(χ∆
s (z))EdB

∣∣∣2+|δG(0, z)u0|2+
∣∣∣ ∫ z

0

δG(s, z)uds
∣∣∣2+∣∣∣ ∫ z

0

δG(s, z)udB
∣∣∣2.

We integrate in x over Rd and take ensemble average of the above expression to obtain E∥E(z)∥22 ≤
C
( ∫ z

0
E∥E(s)∥22ds + (∆z)2

)
. The proof then follows from the Grönwall inequality. The above inequal-

ity is proved as follows. First, from (22), we have |χ0(z) − χ∆
0 (z)| ≤ ⟨z⟩∥κ1∥1,∞∆z so that by δG(s, z) =

F−1(e−iχs(z)|ξ|2 − e−iχ
∆
s (z)|ξ|2)F , then E∥δG(0, z)u0∥22 ≤ (⟨z⟩∥κ1∥1,∞)2(∆z)2∥|ξ|4|û0|2(ξ)∥ ≤ C(∆z)2.

Combining the Parseval relation, the Cauchy Schwarz inequality, and the above regularity result yields

E∥
∫ z

0

δG(s, z)u(s, x)ds∥22 ≤ (⟨z⟩2∥κ1∥1,∞)2(∆z)2 sup
0≤s≤z

∥|ξ|4µ̂1,1(s, ξ, ξ)∥ ≤ C(∆z)2.

In the second inequality, we have used the regularity of the second moment from Lemma 3.2 below with
2r = 4. From the unitarity of G and the Parseval relation, we have

E∥
∫ z

0

G
(
χ∆
s (z)

)
[E(s, x)]ds∥22 = E

∫
Rd

∣∣ ∫ z

0

Ê(s, ξ)ds
∣∣2 dξ

(2π)d
≤ z

∫ z

0

E∥E(s, x)∥22ds. (28)

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

E∥
∫ z

0

G
(
χ∆
s (z)

)
[E(s)dB(s)]∥22 =

∫ z

0

∫
R2d

E|Ê(s, ξ − k)|2 R̂(k)
(2π)d

dkdξds = R(0)

∫ z

0

E∥E(s)∥22ds. (29)

Finally, the bound for the last term E∥
∫ z
0
[δG(s, z)u(s, x)dB(s, x)]∥22 is (with dq = 1

(2π)3d
dξdkdk′dsds′)

E
∫
R3d

∫ z

0

∫ z

0

[e−iχs(z)|ξ|2 − e−iχ
∆
s (z)|ξ|2 ][eiχs′ (z)|ξ|

2

− eiχ
∆
s′ (z)|ξ|

2

]û(s, ξ − k)û∗(s′, ξ − k′)dB̂(s, k)dB̂∗(s′, k′)dq

=

∫
R2d

∫ z

0

|e−iχs(z)|ξ|2 − e−iχ
∆
s (z)|ξ|2 |2E|û(s, ξ − k)|2R̂(k)dsdkdξ

(2π)2d

≤
∫
R2d

∫ z

0

|χs(z)− χ∆
s (z)|2|ξ|4E|û(s, ξ − k)|2R̂(k)dsdkdξ ≤ C∥⟨k⟩4R̂(k)∥(∆z)2 sup

0≤s≤z
∥⟨ξ⟩4µ̂1,1(s, ξ, ξ)∥ .

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 (29), we do not

expect to obtain convergence rates better than O(∆z) 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 2.2 for v = u. We define Ψ∆
p,q(z, v) =

Ψp,q(z, v) + E∆(z, v) to obtain that

∂zE
∆ = Lp,q[χ∆

0 (z)]E
∆(z, v) + (Lp,q[χ0(z)]− Lp,q[χ∆

0 (z)])Ψp,q(z, v), E∆(0, v) = 0,

which in integral form is E∆(z, v) =
∫ z
0
Lp,q[χ∆

0 (s)]E
∆(s, v)ds+

∫ z
0
(Lp,q[χ0(s)]− Lp,q[χ∆

0 (s)])Ψp,q(s, v)ds.
We observe that ∥Lp,q[χ∆

0 (z)]∥ is uniformly bounded by a constant times R(0)(p + q)2. As an appli-
cation of the Grönwall inequality, we thus obtain that supz∈[0,Z] ∥E∆(z)∥ ≤ C supz∈[0,Z]

∥∥ ∫ z
0
(Lp,q[χ0(s)] −

Lp,q[χ∆
0 (s)])Ψp,q(s, v)ds

∥∥. We next observe that∫ z

0

ds(Lp,q[χ0(s)]− Lp,q[χ∆
0 (s)])Ψp,q(s, v) =

∑
m

∫
Rd

dkR̂(k)

∫ z

0

ds(eiχ0(s)Gm − eiχ
∆
0 (s)Gm)Ψp,q(s, v −Amk),
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for some matrices Am (with two non-vanishing coefficients) and real-valued phases Gm that are at most
quadratic in (v, k), and where m runs over all (p, q) terms in the definition (27).

For general γ ∈ [0, 1], the above term is bounded by O(∆z). Assume now that γ = 1
2 and apply Lemma

2.6 with ψ(s) = Ψp,q(s, v −Amk) and ϕ = Gm to obtain a bound in total variation for each m given by

⟨Z⟩
∫
R(p+q)d

dv

∫
Rd

dkR̂(k) sup
s

(
|Gm||∂sΨp,q|+ |Gm|2|Ψp,q|

)
(s, v −Amk).

We verify that |Gm| ≤ C(⟨v⟩2 + ⟨k⟩2) ≤ C(⟨v −Amk⟩2 + ⟨k⟩2) and |Gm|2 ≤ C(⟨v −Amk⟩4 + ⟨k⟩4). Since
∂zΨp,q = Lp,q[χ0(z)]Ψp,q(z, v), we obtain similar bounds for both terms so that

sup
z∈[0,Z]

∥E∆(z)∥ ≤ C(∆z)2
∫
Rd

⟨k⟩4R̂(k)dk
∫
R(p+q)d

⟨v⟩4 sup
s

|Ψp,q|(s, v)dv ≤ C(∆z)2

by Lemma 3.1. This concludes the proof of the first part of Theorem 2.2 for v = u.

3.3 Error estimates for discrete, periodic random media

In this section, we prove the second part in Theorems 2.1 and 2.2 for v ∈ {u, u∆}. The wavefield in the
discretized medium solves dvc = iϕ∆xvcdz − 1

2Rc(0)vcdz + ivcdBc where ϕ = κ1 for v = u and ϕ = τγκ1 for
v = u∆ with

EdB̂c(s, ξ)dB̂c(t, ζ) = δ(t− s)R̂c(ξ, ζ), R̂c(ξ, ζ) := χ2
c(ξ)δ(ξ − ζ)δ(ξ − qξ)

∫
□qξ

R̂(ζ)dζ.

So the difference E = v − vc satisfies with Φs(z) =
∫ z
s
ϕ(t)dt:

E(z, x) =

∫ z

0

G(Φs(z))[E(s)dB(s) + ivc(s)(dB − dBc)(s)−
1

2
R(0)E(s)]ds.

We neglected the term Rc(0)− R(0) = O(K−N
k ) of comparable order to the third estimate in Theorem 2.2

to simplify the presentation. As in the preceding section this shows that E∥E∥22 is bounded by the following
terms. Let Fs be the filtration generated by B(s), which is finer than that generated by Bc(s) so that
both v and vc are adapted for this filtration. As a consequence, we have for instance as in (28) the following

inequality that
∥∥ ∫ z

0
G(Φs(z))E(s)dB(s)

∥∥2
2
≤ Cz

∫ z
0
E∥E(s)∥22ds. The term involving R(0) is treated similarly.

The norm of the second term is by the Parseval relation

E
∫ z

0

∫ z

0

∫
R3d

ei(Φs(z)−Φt(z))|ξ|2 v̂c(s, ξ − k)v̂∗c(t, ξ − q)d(B̂ − B̂c)(s, k)d(B̂ − B̂c)(t, q)dkdξdq

=

∫ z

0

∫ z

0

∫
R3d

E[v̂c(s, ξ − k)v̂∗c(s, ξ − q)]E[d(B̂ − B̂c)(s, k)d(B̂ − B̂c)(t, q)]dkdξdq =: Ic

where we evaluated v and v∗ and the complex exponentials at the same location s anticipating the δ(t− s)
contribution in

E[d(B̂ − B̂c)(s, k)d(B̂ − B̂c)(t, q)] = (2π)dδ(t− s)
(
R̂(k)δ(k − q)

+χ2
c(k)δ(k − qk)δ(q − qk)

∫
□qk

R̂(ζ)dζ − χc(k)δ(qq − k)R̂(q)− χc(q)δ(qk − q)R̂(k)
)
.

Here qk denotes the center of the cube containing k. Then

Ic =

∫ z

0

∫
R2d

R̂(k)
(
µ̂1,1[vc](s, ξ − k, ξ − k)− µ̂1,1[vc](s, ξ − k, ξ − qk)χc(qk)

)
dkdξds

+

∫ z

0

∫
R2d

R̂(k)
(
µ̂1,1[vc](s, ξ − qk, ξ − qk)− µ̂1,1[vc](s, ξ − qk, ξ − k)χc(qk)

)
χc(qk)dkdξds .
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The first integral can be bounded by O
(
(∆k))2+K−N

k

)
provided that E[v̂c(s, ξ−k)v̂∗c(s, ξ−k)] is integrable

in ξ with values in C2 in the variable k. This is a consequence of (30) in Lemma 3.2 below for r sufficiently
large and by noting that for ψ(ξ, k) ∈ C2(R2d), R̂(qk) · (k− qk) and ∂ψ(ξ− qk, ξ− qk) · (k− qk) integrate to 0
on the cube □qk due to the mid point rule and expanding R̂(k)

(
ψ(ξ− k, ξ− k)−ψ(ξ− k, ξ− qk)

)
=

(
R̂(k)−

R̂(qk)
)(
ψ(ξ−k, ξ−k)−ψ(ξ−k, ξ−qk)

)
+R̂(qk)

(
ψ(ξ−k, ξ−k)−ψ(ξ−qk, ξ−qk)+ψ(ξ−qk, ξ−qk)−ψ(ξ−k, ξ−qk)

)
.

The second integral is dealt with in a similar manner.
Combined with the above estimates and a Grönwall inequality, we obtain the second part of the path-wise

estimates in Theorem 2.1 for v ∈ {u, u∆}.
It remains to extend this result to the moment problem. Our analysis includes the case R̂c(ξ, ζ) :=

(2π)dχ2
c(ξ)δ(ξ − ζ)δ(ξ − qξ)|□qξ |R̂(qξ), as implemented numerically as they have the same approximation

properties (see Remark 1.1). Define Ψc,p,q as we did Ψp,q with R̂(k) replaced by R̂c(k). Let Ψ = Ψp,q
and Ψc = Ψc,p,q as well as L = Lp,q[χ0] while Lc is defined as L with R̂(k) replaced by R̂c(k). Then
∂z(Ψ−Ψc) = (L − Lc)Ψ + Lc(Ψ−Ψc) so that we need to bound in the TV sense the source term

(L − Lc)ψ =

∫
Rd

(R̂(k)− R̂c(k))(Lp,q[χ0(z)]Ψ(z, v; k, k))
dk

(2π)d
.

It thus remains to show that Lp,q[χ0(z)]Ψ(z, v; k, k) is integrable in v when taking values in C2 functions
in k. From the form of Lp,q and the quadratic nature of g(ξ, 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 µ(z, x, y) = µ1,1[v](z, x, y) for v ∈ {u, u∆, uc, u∆c } and µ̂(z, ξ, ζ) be its Fourier transform.
Then for r > 0 and (3) and (4) valid for M sufficiently large, we have

sup
0≤z≤Z

⟨x⟩2r|µ(z, x, x)|+ sup
0≤z≤Z

∥⟨ξ⟩2rµ̂(z, ξ, ξ)∥+ sup
0≤z≤Z

∥
∑

|α|+|β|≤2r

(
|∂αξ ∂

β
ζ µ̂|+ ⟨ξ⟩|α|⟨ζ⟩|β||µ̂|)

)
∥ ≤ Cr(Z). (30)

Proof. From Parseval’s theorem, the first and third estimates are equivalent. In all instances of v ∈ {u, u∆},
we have ∂zµ(z, x, y) = iϕ(z)(∆x − ∆y)µ + (R(x − y) − R(0))µ where ϕ = κ1 for v = u and ϕ = τγκ1 for
v = u∆ so that in the Fourier domain and for Φ(z) =

∫ z
0
ϕ(s)ds we have

µ̂(z, ξ, ζ) = eiΦ(z)(|ξ|2−|ζ|2)µ̂(0, ξ, ζ) +

∫ z

0

∫
Rd

R̂(k)eiΦ(z−s)(|ξ|2−|ζ|2)(µ̂(s, ξ − k, ζ − k)− µ̂(s, ξ, ζ))
dk

(2π)d
.

Using that ⟨ξ⟩ ≤ ⟨ξ − k⟩⟨k⟩ and that ⟨k⟩N R̂(k) is integrable forN sufficiently large, we find that I(z) ≤ C
(
1+∫ z

0
I(s)ds

)
, I(s) := ∥

∑
|α|+|β|≤2r

(
|∂αξ ∂

β
ζ µ̂| + ⟨ξ⟩|α|⟨ζ⟩|β||µ̂|)

)
∥. The third term is bounded by Grönwall’s

inequality. Evaluating at ζ = ξ gives the second estimate in (30) by the same mechanism. The proof for
v = {uc, u∆c } is similar, with R̂(k)dk replaced by the discrete measure

∑
q∈Zd

∆
R̂(k)δ(k − qk)χ

2
c(k).

We know from (30) in Lemma 3.2 that the corresponding moment |µ1,1[v](z, x, x)| ≤ C⟨x⟩−2N uniformly
in z ∈ [0, Z]. This implies that ⟨x⟩2NE|v|2 ≤ c uniformly in (z, x) ∈ [0, Z]× Rd.

We recall the periodization of v on TdL given by v♯(z, x) =
∑
n∈Zd v(z, x − nL), v♯(z, x) − v(z, x) =∑

0̸=n∈Zd v(z, x− nL). The above decay implies that

E|v♯ − v|2(z, x) ≤
∑
m̸=0

∑
n ̸=0

C

⟨x−mL⟩N ⟨x− nL⟩N
≤ CL−2N . (31)

Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and provided that N > d, after integration over X = TdL we obtain the
third estimate in Theorem 2.1 for v ∈ {u, u∆}.

Before presenting the proof of the moment estimates in the third part of Theorem 2.2, we verify the
following lemma.
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Lemma 3.3. Let v ∈ {u, u∆}. Let r ∈ N and (3) holding with N = r and (4) holding with M = r. For
|α| ≤ r, the spatial moments satisfy sup0≤s≤Z |∂αµp,q[v♯](z,X, Y )| ≤ C.

Proof. Let ϕ = κ1 for v = u and ϕ = κ1τγ when v = u∆ with antiderivative Φs(z) =
∫ z
s
ϕ(t)dt. Expanding

v♯ in terms of its discrete Fourier coefficients as v♯(z, x) =
∑
l∈Zd v̂l(z)e

i∆kl·x, we find that v̂l satisfies the
equation

dv̂l = −iϕ(z)|∆kl|2v̂ldz −
Rc(0)

2
v̂ldz + i

∑
k∈Zd

v̂l−kdB̂c,k ,

for the discrete Fourier coefficients dB̂c,l(z) = dB̂c(z,∆kl). For l = (l1, · · · , lp+q), lj ∈ Zd we define

µ̂l(z) = E
∏p
m=1 v̂lm(z)

∏p+q
n=p+1 v̂

∗
ln
(z). Also, let ϵm = 1 when 1 ≤ m ≤ p and ϵm = −1 when p+1 ≤ m ≤ p+q.

As in (25), we define the phase compensated coefficients Ψl(z) = µ̂l(z)e
iΦ0(z)

∑p+q
m=1 ϵm|∆klm|2 . Then Ψl satisfies

∂zΨl = −
p+q∑
m=1

p+q∑
m̸=n=1

ϵmϵn
∑
j∈Zd

R̂jΨlm−ϵmj,ln+ϵnje
iΦ0(z)|∆k|2[ϵmg(lm,ϵmj)+ϵng(ln,−ϵnj)] − p+ q

2
Rc(0)Ψl ,

with initial condition Ψl = µ̂l(0). We observe that the right hand side is absolutely summable with weight
⟨∆kl⟩|α|, which gives sup0≤s≤Z

∑
l∈Z(p+q)d⟨∆kl⟩|α||Ψl|(s) ≤ C. The bound for ∂αµp,q[v♯] now follows after

summing the discrete Fourier coefficients.

Again, for v ∈ {u, u∆} consider the moments µp,q[v](z,X, Y ) and µp,q[v♯](z,X, Y ). From Lemma 3.3, the
latter moment satisfies an equation over TdL with bounded TV norm in the Fourier domain implying that
|µp,q[v♯](z,X, Y )| ≤ C uniformly in (X,Y ) and z ∈ [0, Z]. Now

|µp,q[v]− µp,q[v♯]|(z,X, Y ) ≤
p+q∑
j=1

∣∣∣E j−1∏
k=1

w(xk)(w − w♯)(xj)

p+q∏
k=j+1

w♯(xk)
∣∣∣ (32)

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

This implies |µp,q[v] − µp,q[v♯]|(z,X, Y ) ≤
∑
j(E|

∏j−1
k=1 v(xk)|4)

1
4 (E|

∏p+q
k=j+1 v♯(xk)|4)

1
4 (E|v − v♯|2(xj))

1
2 ≤

C(p+ q)L−N . This proves the third part of Theorem 2.2 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
v♯ ∈ {u♯, u∆♯ }. The fully discretized solution vδ is defined in (19). We find

dΠv♯ = iϕ∆Πv♯dz +Π(v♯ ◦ dBc) = iϕ∆Πv♯dz +Π(Πv♯ ◦ dBc) + Π((I −Π)v♯ ◦ dBc)

using v ◦ dBc ≡ − 1
2Rc(0)vdz + vdBc. Defining δv = Πv♯ − vδ, we thus have

dδv = iϕ∆δvdz +Π(δv ◦ dBc) + Π((I −Π)v♯ ◦ dBc).

As in earlier sections, we obtain a mean square estimate of the form for Iδ(z) = E
∫
Td
L
|δv(z, x)|2dx:

Iδ(z) ≤ C

∫ z

0

Iδ(s)ds+ E
∫
Td
L

∣∣∣ ∫ z

0

G♯[Φs(z)]Π((I −Π)v♯ ◦ dBc)
∣∣∣2dx.

Here G♯[Φs(z)] is the solution operator of (∂z − iϕ∆x) on [s, z]×TdL. By unitarity of G and contraction of Π,
as well as adaptivity of v♯ for the filtration generated by Bc(z), we deduce as in Section 3.1 that the above
source term is bounded by a constant times E∥(I −Π)v♯∥22. We compute

E
∫
Td
L

|(I −Π)v♯|2dx ≤
∑

|l|>Nx

E|v̂l|2 ≤ (∆kNx)
−2N

∑
l

E⟨∆kl⟩2N |v̂l|2 ≤ C(∆x)2N ,

since E∥∂αv♯∥2L2(Td
L)

≤ C for |α| ≤ N from Lemma 3.3. This proves the final estimate in Theorem 2.1 for u♯

and u∆♯ and their fully discrete approximations. The extension to errors for moments in the fourth part of

Theorem 2.2 related to u♯ and u
∆
♯ then follows the same steps as for (31) and (32).
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4 Convergence results for the paraxial equation

In this section, we prove the estimates presented in Theorems 2.1 and 2.2 for the paraxial model v = uθ.
Unlike the Itô-Schrödinger model, statistical moments of the paraxial solution uθ do not satisfy closed form
equations as in (24). However, such equations are almost satisfied when θ ≪ 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 Itô-Schrödinger model, they form the main technical
representation we use to derive our convergence results. Unlike the Itô-Schrödinger model, these Duhamel
expansions need to be defined directly for products of random fields rather than their ensemble averages.

Duhamel expansion. We recall that uθ(z, x) is the solution of the paraxial model (1). Introduce the

notation s⃗ = (s1, . . . , sn), k⃗ = (k1, . . . , kn) and

ds⃗ :=
∏
j

dsj , dk⃗ :=
∏
j

dkj
(2π)d

, kj(ξ, k⃗) := ξ −
j∑
l=1

kl, V̂θ(s⃗, k⃗) :=
n∏
j=1

ν̂θ(sj , kj)

Gn(z, s⃗, ξ, k⃗) :=
nπ

2
+

n∑
j=0

χ0(sj)(|kj−1|2 − |kj |2), In(z, s⃗, ξ, k⃗) := eiGn(z,s⃗,ξ,⃗k)û0(kn(ξ, k⃗)) ,

(33)

with s0 = z, k0(ξ, k⃗) = ξ and k−1(ξ, k⃗) = 0. We also define the simplex [0, z]n< given by 0 ≤ sn ≤ · · · ≤ s1 ≤ z.
Let ûθ(z, ξ) be the (partial) Fourier transform of uθ(z, x). We thus obtain the Duhamel expansion

ûθ(z, ξ) =
∑
n≥0

ûθn(z, ξ), ûθn(z, ξ) :=

∫
[0,z]n<

ds⃗

∫
Rnd

dk⃗ In(z, s⃗, ξ, k⃗)V̂θ(s⃗, k⃗) for n ≥ 1, (34)

and ûθ0(z, ξ) = e−iχ0(z)|ξ|2 û0(ξ). The Duhamel expansion for ûθ∆ is defined in the same manner, with χ0

replaced by χ∆
0 . We extend the above Duhamel expansion to (p, q) field products. Define the compensation

phases φ(z, v) = eiχ0(z)
(∑p

j=1 |ξj |2−
∑q

l=1 |ζl|2
)
, φ∆(z, v) = eiχ

∆
0 (z)

(∑p
j=1 |ξj |2−

∑q
l=1 |ζl|2

)
. We construct the

phase compensated fields and their ensemble averages:

ψθp,q(z, v) = φ(z, v)
( p∏
j=1

ûθ(z, ξj)

q∏
l=1

ûθ∗(z, ζl)
)
, ψθ∆p,q (z, v) = φ∆(z, v)

( p∏
j=1

ûθ∆(z, ξj)

q∏
l=1

ûθ∆∗(z, ζl)
)

Ψθp,q(z, v) := Eψθp,q(z, v) = φ(z, v)µ̂p,q[u
θ](z, v), Ψθ∆p,q(z, v) := Eψθ∆p,q (z, v) = φ∆(z, v)µ̂p,q[u

θ∆](z, v).

The compensated moments solve the evolution equations ∂zψ
θ
p,q = Lθp,q[χ0(z), ν

θ
z ]ψ

θ
p,q and ∂zψ

θ∆
p,q =

Lθp,q[χ∆
0 (z), ν

θ
z ]ψ

θ∆
p,q , with the same initial condition ψθp,q(0, v) = ψθ∆p,q (0, v) = µ̂p,q(0, v) and with the definition

νθz (x) := νθ(z, x) = 1√
θ
ν
(
z
θ , x

)
. The operator Lθp,q, parametrized by the phase ϕ and the random medium ν

is defined by

Lθp,q[ϕ, ν]ψ (z, v) = i

∫
Rd

ν̂(k)
[ p∑
j=1

ψ(ξj − k)eiϕg(ξj ,k) −
q∑
l=1

ψ(ζl + k)e−iϕg(ζl,−k)
] dk

(2π)d
(35)

where we recall g(ξ, k) = |ξ|2 − |ξ − k|2. As in [8, Lemma 4.1], we have the following Duhamel expansion:

ψθp,q(z, v) =
∑
n≥0

ψθn(z, v), ψθn(z, v) :=

∫
[0,z]n<

ds⃗

∫
Rnd

dk⃗

(p+q)n∑
m=1

eiGm(s⃗,v,⃗k)µ̂p,q(0, v −Amk⃗) V̂θ(s⃗, k⃗), (36)

with ψθ0(z, v) = µ̂p,q(0, v). Am are (p+q)d×nd block matrices of d×d blocks with exactly one non zero entry
(either 1 or −1) per column block. Gm are real valued phases which we briefly recall here for completeness.

Let r⃗ = (r1 · · · , rn) with rj ∈ {1, · · · , p + q}, ϵj = 1 if 1 ≤ j ≤ p and ϵj = −1 if p + 1 ≤ j ≤ p + q. Let
Br1 = ϵr1χ0(s1)g(vr1 , ϵr1k1) and define recursively

Br1,··· ,rj (s1, · · · , sj , v, k1, · · · , kj) = ϵrjχ0(sj)g(vrj , ϵrjkj)

+Br1,··· ,rj−1
(s1, · · · , sj−1, v1, · · · , vrj − ϵrjkj , · · · , vp+q, k1, · · · , kj−1) .
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Finally for the mth combination determined by the entries of r⃗, set Gm(s⃗, v, k⃗) to be Br⃗(s⃗, v, k⃗)e
iπ2

∑n
j=1 ϵrj .

Similarly set Am to be the (p+ q)d× nd block matrix with the jth entry of the column block being −ϵrj .
The semi-discretized splitting field ψθ∆p,q (z, v) is defined in the same way with χ0(z) replaced by χ∆

0 (z).

We denote by G∆
m the corresponding phases appearing in the Duhamel expansion. Since ν is a mean-zero

Gaussian field, then Eψθn = Eψθ∆n = 0 whenever n is odd. We start with the following lemmas.

Lemma 4.1. For each 0 ≤ l ≤ n, we have

|kl|2 ≤ 2|ξ −
n∑
j=1

kj |2 + 2|
n∑

j=l+1

kj |2 ≤ 2|kn|2 + 2(

n∑
j=1

|kj |)2 ≤ 2n+1⟨kn⟩2
n∏
j=1

⟨kj⟩2. (37)

For 1 ≤ r ≤ n+m, let ν̂ϵ(r) be either ν̂ or ν̂c. We have for any n+m = 2N and M ≥ 0,∫
[0,z]n<

ds⃗

∫
[0,z]m<

dt⃗

∫
Rnd

dk⃗

∫
Rmd

dq⃗|E
n∏
j=1

⟨kj⟩M ν̂θϵ(j)(sj , kj)
m∏
l=1

⟨ql⟩M ν̂θϵ(n+l)(tl, ql)| ≤
zN (2n)!!

n!m!

(∫
R
∥⟨k⟩2M Ĉ(s, k)∥ds

)N
.

(38)
Moreover for constants 0 ≤ α1,2 ≤ α,

∑
m,n≥0

αn1α
m
2

∫
[0,z]n<

ds⃗

∫
[0,z]m<

dt⃗

∫
Rnd

dk⃗

∫
Rmd

dq⃗|E
n∏
j=1

⟨kj⟩M ν̂θϵ(j)(sj , kj)
m∏
l=1

⟨ql⟩M ν̂θϵ(n+l)(tl, ql)| ≤ e2zα
2
∫
R∥⟨k⟩

2M Ĉ(s,k)∥ds.

(39)

Proof. The first relation is immediate. We note that after integrating in k⃗ and q⃗, the expectation in (38) is
invariant under permutations of the elements of s⃗ and t⃗ which allows us to symmetrize the simplexes. Let
s⃗ = (s⃗, t⃗) and k⃗ = (k⃗, q⃗). Using the moment formula for Gaussian variables [25], (38) is∫

[0,z]n<

ds⃗

∫
[0,z]m<

dt⃗

∫
Rnd

dk⃗

∫
Rmd

dq⃗|E
n∏
j=1

⟨kj⟩M ν̂θϵ(j)(sj , kj)
m∏
l=1

⟨ql⟩M ν̂θϵ(n+l)(tl, ql)|

=
1

n!

1

m!

∫
[0,z]2N

d⃗s

∫
R2Nd

dk⃗
2N∏
j=1

⟨kj⟩M |
∑
P 2N

∏
(j,j)

Ĉθj,j(sj − sj, kj , kj)|, Ĉθj,j = Eν̂θϵ(j)(sj , kj)ν̂
θ
ϵ(j)(sj, kj) .

(40)

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

is given by |P 2N | = (2n)!! = (2N)!
N !2N

. Since in all pairings Ĉθj,j has the same upper bound in total variation,
we can bound the term above by

|P 2N |
n!m!

∫
[0,z]2N

∫
RNd

N∏
j=1

⟨kj⟩2M |Ĉθ(sj − tj , kj)|dkjdsjdtj ≤
|P 2N |
n!m!

(∫
[0,z]2

∫
Rd

⟨kj⟩2M |Ĉθ(s− t, k)|dkdsdt
)N

.

We arrive at (38) after a change of variables s−t→ θs. 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 λ = α2

∫
R ∥⟨k⟩2M Ĉ(s, k)∥ds,

∑
N≥0

2N∑
n=0

|P 2N |
n!m!

λN =
∑
N≥0

2N∑
n=0

(2N)!

N !n!(2N − n)!2N
λN =

∑
N≥0

2NλN

N !
.

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

Lemma 4.2. Let ψθp,q(z, v) and ψθ∆p,q (z, v) be defined as above. Let N ≥ 0. Then for CM,R[u0] in (3) and

CP,Q[ν] in (4) bounded for (M,R,P,Q) sufficiently large, we have sup0≤z≤Z ∥
∏p+q
j=1⟨vj⟩NEψθ∆p,q (z, v)∥ ≤ C

and sup0≤z≤Z ∥
∏p+q
j=1⟨vj⟩NEψθp,q(z, v)∥ ≤ C.
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Proof. We recall that ∥ · ∥ denotes the total variation norm of measures. As ⟨vj⟩ ≤ 2⟨vj − [Ark⃗]j⟩⟨[Ark⃗]j⟩
≤ 2n+1⟨vj − [Ark⃗]j⟩

∏n
l=1⟨kl⟩, |E

∏p+q
j=1⟨vj⟩Nψθp,q(z, v)| is upper bounded by

∑
n≥0

Cn
(p+q)n∑
r=1

∫
[0,z]n<

ds⃗

∫
Rnd

dk⃗

p+q∏
j=1

⟨vj − [Ark⃗]j⟩N |µ̂p,q(0, v −Ark⃗)|
( n∏
j=1

⟨kj⟩(p+q)N
)
|EV̂θ(s⃗, k⃗)|.

Using (3) for N large enough and (38) with α2 = 0 gives the result after integration in the v variables. ψθ∆p,q
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 = uθ. Using the Parseval equality, this is equivalent
to proving a bound for E∥ûθ(z, ξ) − ûθ∆(z, ξ)∥2L2(Rd). The Duhamel expansion for ûθ∆(z, ξ) is the same as

that for ûθ(z, ξ) in (34) with the exception that χ0(s) is replaced by χ∆
0 (s). As a consequence, we find that

(ûθ − ûθ∆)(z, ξ) =
∑
n≥1

n∑
l=0

∫
[0,z]n<

ds⃗

∫
Rnd

dk⃗eiG̃l(z,s⃗,ξ,⃗k)[eiχ0(sl)(|kl−1|2−|kl|2) − eiχ
∆
0 (sl)(|kl−1|2−|kl|2)]û0(kn)V̂θ(s⃗, k⃗)

for real-valued phases G̃l =
nπ
2 +

∑l−1
j=0 χ0(sj)(|kj−1|2 − |kj |2) +

∑n
j=l+1 χ

∆
0 (sj)(|kj−1|2 − |kj |2) so that:

|ûθ − ûθ∆|2(z, ξ) =
∑
m,n≥1

n∑
l=0

m∑
p=0

∫
[0,z]n<

ds⃗

∫
[0,z]m<

dt⃗

∫
R(n+m)d

dk⃗dq⃗ eiG̃lp(z,s⃗,⃗t,ξ,⃗k,q⃗)û0(kn(ξ, k⃗))û
∗
0(km(ξ, q⃗))

[eiχ0(sl)(|kl−1|2−|kl|2) − eiχ
∆
0 (sl)(|kl−1|2−|kl|2)][e−iχ0(tp)(|kp−1|2−|kp|2) − e−iχ

∆
0 (tp)(|kp−1|2−|kp|2)]V̂θ(s⃗, k⃗)V̂θ∗(⃗t, q⃗),

where we use to simplify kp = kp(ξ, q⃗) and G̃lp(z, s⃗, t⃗, ξ, k⃗, q⃗) = G̃l(z, s⃗, ξ, k⃗)− G̃p(z, t⃗, ξ, q⃗). We deduce from

(22) that |eiχ0(sl)(|kl−1|2−|kl|2) − eiχ
∆
0 (sl)(|kl−1|2−|kl|2)| ≤ C∆z(|kl−1|2 + |kl|2). This shows that

E|ûθ − ûθ∆|2(z, ξ) ≤ C(∆z)2
∑
m,n≥1

n∑
l=0

m∑
p=0

∫
[0,z]n<

ds⃗

∫
[0,z]m<

dt⃗∫
R(n+m)d

dk⃗dq⃗ (|kl(ξ, k⃗)|2 + |kl−1(ξ, k⃗)|2)(|kp(ξ, q⃗)|2 + |kp−1(ξ, q⃗)|2)|û0(kn(ξ, k⃗))||û0(km(ξ, q⃗))|
∣∣∣EV̂θ(s⃗, k⃗)V̂θ∗(⃗t, q⃗)∣∣∣.

Using (37) and the change of variables q → −q (knowing that ν̂∗(q) = ν̂(−q)),

E|ûθ − ûθ∆|2(z, ξ) ≤ (∆z)2
∑
m,n≥1

Cn+m(n+ 1)(m+ 1)

∫
[0,z]n<

ds⃗

∫
[0,z]m<

dt⃗

×
∫
R(n+m)d

⟨kn(ξ, k⃗)⟩2|û0(kn(ξ, k⃗))|⟨km(ξ,−q⃗)⟩2|û0(km(ξ,−q⃗))|
∣∣∣E n∏

j=1

⟨kj⟩2ν̂θ(sj , kj)
dkj
(2π)d

m∏
i=1

⟨qj⟩2ν̂θ(tj , qj)
dqj
(2π)d

∣∣∣.
This implies, using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality that E

∫
Rd |ûθ − ûθ∆|2(z, ξ)dξ is upper bounded by

(∆z)2
∫
Rd

⟨ξ⟩4|û0(ξ)|2dξ
∑
m,n≥1

Cn+m
∫
[0,z]n<

ds⃗

∫
[0,z]m<

dt⃗

∫
R(n+m)d

|E
n∏
j=1

⟨kj⟩2ν̂θ(sj , kj)
m∏
i=1

⟨qj⟩2ν̂θ(tj , qj)
∣∣∣.

The series is summable from (39) and using the Parseval equality concludes the proof of the first part in
Theorem 2.1 for v = uθ.

4.2 Convergence of moments for the splitting scheme

This section proves the first estimate in Theorem 2.2 for v = uθ. We focus on the centered splitting
scheme γ = 1

2 as the first-order estimates are significantly simpler to obtain. As in the proof for the Itô-
Schrödinger model, Lemma 2.6 is the central estimate used to obtain the convergence results. Unlike the
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Itô-Schrödinger 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(ψθp,q − ψθ∆p,q )(z, ·)∥ ≤∑
n≥1 ∥E(ψθ2n − ψθ∆2n )(z, ·)∥, with

E(ψθ2n−ψθ∆2n )(z, v) =
2n∑
l=1

2n∑
l ̸=ℓ=1

(p+q)2n∑
m=1

∫
R2nd

dk⃗µ̂p,q(0, v−Amk⃗)Πm,l,ℓ(z, v, k⃗), Πm,l,ℓ =

∫
[0,z]l−1

<

ds⃗l>

∫ sl−1

0

δϕl(sl)Qlℓdsl ,

where we have defined

δϕl(s) = eiχ0(sl)ϕl − eiχ
∆
0 (sl)ϕl , Qlℓ =

∫
[0,sl]

ℓ−l−1
<

dsl+1 · · · dsℓ−1

∫ sℓ−1

0

eiψℓĈθ(sl − sℓ, kl, kℓ)dsℓ

∫
[0,sℓ]

2n−ℓ
<

eiψlℓPlℓds⃗ℓ<.

Here we use the notation ds⃗l> =
∏l−1
j=1 dsj ,ds⃗ℓ< =

∏2n
j=ℓ+1 dsj ,Plℓ = E

∏
j ̸=l,ℓ ν̂

θ(sj , kj). The phases ϕl, ϕℓ
do not depend on s⃗ and ψlℓ is independent of sl, sℓ. If l > ℓ, ψℓ = χ0(sℓ)ϕℓ and if l < ℓ, ψℓ = χ∆

0 (sℓ)ϕℓ.

For some linear operators Alm and Blm, the phases |ϕl| ≤
∑p+q
j=1 2|vj − [Almk⃗]j |2 + 2|vj − [Blmk⃗]j |2 ≤

Cn(|v −Amk⃗|2 +
∑n
j=1 ||kj |2 ≤ Cn⟨v −Amk⃗⟩2

∏n
j=1⟨kj⟩2. We find that for any r ≥ 0

∥E(ψθ2n − ψθ∆2n )(z, ·)∥ ≤ ∥µ̂p,q(0, ·)⟨·⟩r∥
2n∑
l=1

2n∑
l ̸=ℓ=1

(p+q)2n∑
m=1

sup
v

∥⟨v −Am·⟩−rΠm,l,ℓ(z, v, ·)∥. (41)

We aim to bound |Πm,l,ℓ| uniformly in (v, k⃗). We assume l < ℓ with the proof of l > ℓ following the
same strategy writing integrals over the simplex as

∫ z
0
ds2n

∫ z
s2n

ds2n−1 . . .. We use Lemma 2.6 repeatedly to

obtain O(∆z)2 contributions to |Πm,l,ℓ| so that (41) still makes sense and thus need to bound ∥ψ∥1,∞ and
|ϕ| appearing there. We write eiψℓ = δϕℓ(sℓ) + eiχ0(sℓ)ϕℓ , where eiχ0(sℓ)ϕℓ will be differentiable in sℓ. This

comes with an error term of the form eiχ
∆
0 (sℓ)ϕℓ − eiχ0(sℓ)ϕℓ , which is bounded by C∆z|ϕℓ|. This involves a

contribution of the form, choosing r = 4:

sup
v

|δΠlm(z, v, k⃗)| ≤ C(∆z)2
∑
P 2n

∫
[0,z]2n<

ds⃗
∏

(j,j)∈P 2n

⟨kj⟩2⟨kj⟩2Ĉθ(sj − sj, kj , kj),

which is bounded in the TV sense following Lemma 4.1 and (40). In what follows, we thus assume that eiψℓ

involves χ0(sℓ) whenever it needs to be differentiated in the variable sℓ. When ℓ ≥ l + 2, we have

∂slQlℓ =

∫
[0,sl]

2n−l−1
<

Ĉθ(sl − sℓ)e
iχ0(sℓ)ϕℓeiψlℓPlℓ1(sl+1 = sl)ds⃗l+1< +

∫
[0,sl]2n−l

∂slĈ
θ(sl − sℓ)e

iχ0(sℓ)ϕℓeiψlℓPlℓds⃗l< .

Let q be the pairing associated with l + 1 (see proof of Lemma 4.1). |∂slQlℓ| is bounded uniformly in sl by

|Ĉθ(0, kl+1, kq)| sup
sl

∫ sl

0

|Ĉθ(sl − sℓ)|dsℓ
∫ z

0

∫ sl+3

0

· · ·
∫ s2n−1

0

|P ′
lℓ|
∏

q̸=j≥l+3

dsj + sup
sl

∫ sl

0

|∂slĈθ(sl − sℓ)|dsℓ
∫
[0,z]2n−l−1

<

|Plℓ|
∏

ℓ ̸=j≥l+1

dsj .

Here, P ′
lℓ = E

∏2n
l ̸=ℓ ̸=j=1 ν̂

θ(sj , kj). Lemma 2.6 provides a contribution O(θ−1(∆z)2) to |Πm,l,ℓ| after inte-
grating in all the other variables.

The case ℓ = l + 1 is treated separately. There, ∂slQl,l+1 is given by

Ĉθ(0)eiχ0(sl)ϕl+1

∫
[0,sl]

2n−l−1
<

eiψl,l+1Pl,l+1ds⃗l+1>+

∫ sl

0

∂slĈ
θ(sl−sl+1)e

iχ0(sl+1)ϕl+1

∫
[0,sl+1]

2n−l−1
<

eiψl,l+1Pl,l+1ds⃗l+1>dsl+1 .

This is uniformly bounded in sl by

|Ĉθ(0)|
∫
[0,z]2n−l−1

<

|Pl,l+1|ds⃗l+1> + (sup
sl

∫ sl

0

|∂slĈθ(sl − sl+1)|dsl+1)

∫
[0,z]2n−l−1

<

|Pl,l+1|ds⃗l+1>
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which gives a contribution of O(θ−1(∆z)2) to |Πm,l,ℓ| as before.
With r = 4 and summing in l, ℓ, we have that

∑
l,ℓ supv ∥⟨v −Am·⟩−rΠm,l,ℓ∥ is bounded by

cn
(∆z)2

θ

n3

(n− 2)!

(∫
R2d

⟨k1⟩4⟨k2⟩4|Ĉ(0, k1, k2)|dk1dk2 +
∫
R2d+1

⟨k1⟩4⟨k2⟩4|Ĉ ′(s, k1, k2)|dsdk1dk2
)

×
(∫

R2d+1

⟨k1⟩4⟨k2⟩4|Ĉ(s, k1, k2)|dsdk1dk2
)n−1

.

Since for ℓ ≥ l + 2, the pairings in Πm,l,ℓ go against the time ordering in the simplex and should also
be upper bounded by O(θ∆z) as follows. For l ≥ ℓ + 2, let q be the pairing associated with l + 1. As
sℓ < sl+1 < sl < z, Πm,l,ℓ can be upper bounded by(∫

[0,z]2n−4
<

ds⃗|P ′|
)(∫ z

0

∫ z

0

∫ sl

0

∫ sl+1

0

|δϕl(sl)||Ĉθ(sl − sℓ)||Ĉθ(sl+1 − sq)|dsℓdsl+1dsldsq

)
.

Here, the first integral excludes the ℓ, l + 1, l, q components of s⃗ and k⃗ and is bounded independent of θ in
total variation. The second integral is bounded by

C|ϕl|∆z
∫ z

0

∫ z

0

∫ z

sl+1

∫ sl+1

0

|Ĉθ(sl − sℓ)||Ĉθ(sl+1 − sq)|dsℓdsldsl+1dsq ≤ Cθ∆z.

Indeed we verify using u = t−s and v = t+s
2 on the domain 0 < s < z < t <∞ implying t+s

2 ∈ [z− u
2 , z+

u
2 ]

that
∫∞
z

∫ z
0
|Ĉθ(s− t)|dsdt =

∫∞
0

|Ĉθ(u)|udu = θ
∫∞
0
u|Ĉ(u)|du is bounded uniformly in z, and use the fact

that
∫
R2d+1⟨k1⟩r⟨k2⟩r|s|Ĉ(s, k1, k2)|dsdk1dk2 is bounded for r sufficiently large.

For the case ℓ = l+1, we distinguish the case where q, the pairing of l+2, is equal to l+3. If q ̸= l+3,
this goes against the time ordering as before and contributes O(θ∆z). So we only need to treat separately
the case ℓ = l + 1, q = l + 3, i.e, the pairing (l, l + 1), (l + 2, l + 3). Define the antiderivative

Eθ(s) =

∫ ∞

s

Ĉθ(t)dt .

We note that |Eθ(s)| < C uniformly in (s, θ) as a bounded measure. Integration by parts gives

Ql,l+1 = Eθ(sl)1(l = 2n− 1)eiψl,l+1Pl,l+1 − Eθ(0)eiχ0(sl)ϕl+1

∫
[0,sl]

2n−l−1
<

eiψl,l+1Pl,l+1ds⃗l+1<

−
∫ sl

0

Eθ(sl − sl+1)∂sl+1
(eiχ0(sl+1)ϕl+1)

(∫
[0,sl+1]

2n−l−1
<

eiψl,l+1Pl,l+1ds⃗l+1<

)
dsl+1

−
∫ sl+1

0

Eθ(sl − sl+1)e
iχ0(sl+1)ϕl+1

(∫
[0,sl+1]

2n−l−2
<

eiψl,l+1Pl,l+11(sl+2 = sl+1)ds⃗l+2<

)
dsl+1 .

The first boundary term after differentiating in sl gives Ĉ
θ(sl), so has to be treated separately. We note

that this term is active only when l = 2n− 1, in which case its contribution to Πm,l,l+1 is upper bounded by∫
[0,z]2n−1

<

|P2n−1,2n|ds⃗2n−1>

∣∣∣ ∫ s2n−2

0

∫ ∞

s2n−1

δϕ2n−1(s2n−1)Ĉ
θ(t)dtds2n−1

∣∣∣ .
Again, we use the boundedness of

∫
R2d+1⟨k1⟩r⟨k2⟩r|s|Ĉ(s, k1, k2)|dsdk1dk2 for r = 2 to conclude that this

boundary term contributes O(θ∆z). The derivative of the other three terms w.r.t. sl is

− 2Eθ(0)∂sl(e
iχ0(sl)ϕl+1)

∫
[0,sl]

2n−l−1
<

eiψl,l+1Pl,l+1ds⃗l+1< − 2Eθ(0)eiχ0(sl)ϕl+1

∫
[0,sl]

2n−l−2
<

eiψl,l+1Pl,l+11(sl+2 = sl+1)ds⃗l+2<

+

∫ sl

0

Ĉθ(sl − sl+1)∂sl+1
(eiχ0(sl+1)ϕl+1)

(∫
[0,sl+1]

2n−l−1
<

eiψl,l+1Pl,l+1ds⃗l+1<

)
dsl+1

+

∫ sl

0

Ĉθ(sl − sl+1)e
iχ0(sl+1)ϕl+1

(∫
[0,sl+1]

2n−l−2
<

eiψl,l+1Pl,l+11(sl+2 = sl+1)ds⃗l+2<

)
dsl+1 .
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Let P ′
l,l+1 = E

∏
l ̸=l+1̸=l+2̸=l+3 ν̂

θ(sj , kj). Then the above terms are bounded as

C(|Eθ(0)||ϕl+1|
∫
[0,z]2n−l−1

<

|Pl,l+1|ds⃗l+2< + |Eθ(0)|
(
sup
sl

∫ sl

0

|Ĉθ(sl − sl+3, kl+2, kl+3)|dsl+3

)∫
[0,z]2n−l−3

<

|P ′
l,l+1|ds⃗l+3<

+ |ϕl+1|
(
sup
sl

∫ sl

0

|Ĉθ(sl − sl+1)|dsl+1

)∫
[0,z]2n−l−1

<

|Pl,l+1|ds⃗l+1<

+
(
sup
sl

∫ sl

0

∫ sl+1

0

|Ĉθ(sl − sl+1)||Ĉθ(sl+1 − sl+3)|dsl+3dsl+1

)∫
[0,z]2n−l−3

<

|P ′
l,l+1|ds⃗l+3<.

Choosing r = 4 and summing in l,∑
l,ℓ

sup
v

∥⟨v −Am·⟩−rΠm,l,ℓ∥ ≤ Cn
n3

(n− 2)!
∆z(θ +∆z)

(∫
R2d+1

⟨k1⟩4⟨k2⟩4⟨s⟩|Ĉ(s, k1, k2)|dsdk1dk2
)n

.

Using Lemma 4.1 and (40) combined with (41) and n3 ≤ C2n shows that ∥E(ψθ2n−ψθ∆2n )(z, ·)∥ ≤ Cn

n! ∆z(θ+
∆z) for some constant C that depends on (3) and (4). This is summable in n and concludes the proof of
the estimate when θ ≤ ∆z.

When θ ≥ ∆z, the best above estimate is θ−1(∆z)2 instead. Taking the minimum of these estimates
provides (∆z)β for a choice of β as indicated in the theorem. This confirms the interference effect between θ
and ∆z that is maximized when ∆z = θ2. Note that in practice, the natural interesting regime is θ ≪ ∆z.

This concludes the derivation of the first part of Theorem 2.2 for v = uθ.

4.3 Path-wise stability estimates under medium discretization

We now aim to prove the second part in Theorem 2.1 for v = uθ and v = uθ∆. We assume that ν(z, x) is a
stationary random medium with continuously differentiable power spectrum and νc(z, x) is its discretization
described in (6). This implies that the two random media are appropriately highly correlated for Kk large
and ∆k small.

We first prove the following result.

Lemma 4.3. Let ϕ(k, ξ) be sufficiently smooth (deterministic) with second derivative bounded by
C⟨k⟩M ⟨ξ⟩M . Then for ν̂ϵ either ν̂ or ν̂c, we have∫
[0,Z]2

dsdt
∣∣∣ ∫

R2d

dξdkE(ν̂θ(s, k)− ν̂θc (s, k))ν̂
θ
ϵ (t, ξ)ϕ(k, ξ)

∣∣∣ ≤ C
(
(∆k)2∥w sup

|α|≤2

|∂αϕ|∥∞ +K−N
k ∥ϕ∥∞

)
.

Here the weight is w = ⟨k⟩−M ⟨ξ⟩−M .

Proof. We deduce from (7) that

E(ν̂θ(s, k)− ν̂θc (s, k))ν̂
θ(t, ξ) = Ĉθ(t− s, k)

(
δ(k + ξ)− χc(k)δ(ξ + qk)

)
,

E(ν̂θ(s, k)− ν̂θc (s, k))ν̂
θ
c (t, ξ) = χc(qk)δ(ξ + qk)

(
Ĉθ(t− s, k)− χc(qk)δ(k − qk)

∫
□qk

Ĉθ(t− s, ζ)dζ
)
.

Suppose ν̂θϵ = ν̂θ. The case ν̂θϵ = ν̂θc follows a similar proof. This amounts to finding a bound for∫
Rd

χc(qξ)Ĉ
θ(t− s, ξ)(ϕ(ξ,−ξ)− ϕ(qξ,−ξ))dξ (42)

as from (4), the term
∫
[0,Z]2

dsdt
∣∣ ∫

Rd(1 − χc(qξ))Ĉ
θ(s, ξ)ϕ(ξ,−ξ)dξ

∣∣ ≤ CK−N
k ∥ϕ∥∞. Here qξ ∈ (∆kZ)d

denotes the center of the cube containing ξ. To bound (42), we write (suppressing (s, t) dependence):

Ĉθ(ξ)(ϕ(ξ,−ξ)− ϕ(qξ,−ξ)) = (Ĉθ(ξ)− Ĉθ(qξ))(ϕ(ξ,−ξ)− ϕ(qξ,−ξ))
+Ĉθ(qξ)(ϕ(ξ,−ξ)− ϕ(qξ,−qξ) + ϕ(qξ,−qξ)− ϕ(qξ,−ξ)).
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For ψ ∈ C2(Rd), Ĉθ(qξ)(ψ(ξ) − ψ(qξ)) = Ĉθ(qξ)(ξ − qξ) · ∇ψ(qξ) + [(ξ − qξ) · ∇]2ψ(q̃ξ) for some q̃ξ ∈ □qξ .

Since Ĉθ(qξ)(ξ − qξ) · ∇ψ(qξ) integrates to 0 on that cube, this shows that∣∣∣ 1

|□qξ |

∫
□qξ

Ĉθ(s− t, ξ)(ϕ(ξ,−ξ)− ϕ(qξ,−ξ))dξ
∣∣∣ ≤ C(∆k)2⟨ξ⟩M ⟨qξ⟩M∥Ĉθ(s− t, ·)∥C1(□qξ

)

( ∑
|α|≤2

∥w∂αϕ∥∞
)
.

It remains to sum over cubes using the rapid decay of Ĉθ(ξ) as |ξ| → ∞ given by (4).

We are ready to prove the pathwise estimates in the second part of Theorem 2.1 for v ∈ {uθ, uθ∆}.
Consider two solutions uθ1,2 propagating in two different media νθ1,2. Then we have

E(z) :=
∫
Rd

E|ûθ1 − ûθ2|2(z, ξ)dξ =
∫
Rd

dξ
∑
n≥1

∑
m≥1

∫
[0,z]n<

ds⃗

∫
[0,z]m<

dt⃗

∫
Rnd

dk⃗

∫
Rmd

dq⃗ In(z, s⃗, ξ, k⃗)I∗
m(z, t⃗, ξ, q⃗)

E(V̂θ1 (s⃗, k⃗)− V̂θ2 (s⃗, k⃗))(V̂θ1 (⃗t, q⃗)− V̂θ2 (⃗t, q⃗))∗ ,

with notation V̂θϵ (s⃗, k⃗) =
∏n
j=1 ν̂

θ
ϵ (sj , kj), ϵ = 1, 2. The sums over n and m start at 1 since both solutions

have the same ballistic component. We find

E(z) ≤
∑
n≥1

∑
m≥1

∫
[0,z]n<

ds⃗

∫
[0,z]m<

dt⃗

2∑
ϵ=1

δJnmϵ(z, s⃗, t⃗)

δJnmϵ(z, s⃗, t⃗) =
∣∣∣ ∫

Rd

dξ

∫
Rnd

dk⃗

∫
Rmd

dq⃗ In(z, s⃗, ξ, k⃗)I∗
m(z, t⃗, ξ,−q⃗)E(V̂θ1 (s⃗, k⃗)− V̂θ2 (s⃗, k⃗))V̂θϵ (⃗t, q⃗)

∣∣∣.
Assume ν1 = ν a stationary Gaussian process with smooth correlation function Ĉ(t, ξ) and ν2 = νc the
discretization considered earlier. For ϵ = 1, 2, we next write the decomposition

δV̂θ(s⃗, k⃗)V̂θϵ (⃗t, q⃗) =
n∑
l=1

l−1∏
r=1

ν̂θ1 (sr, kr)(ν̂
θ
1 (sl, kl)− ν̂θ2 (sl, kl))

n∏
r=l+1

ν̂θ2 (sr, kr)

m∏
r=1

ν̂θϵ (tr, qr).

Let s⃗ = (s⃗, t⃗) and k⃗ = (k⃗, q⃗). In particular, sj = sj for 1 ≤ j ≤ n and sj = tj−n for n+ 1 ≤ j ≤ m+ n. For a
fixed value of l, the expectation of the above term is

n+m∑
l ̸=ℓ=1

δĈθlℓ(sl − sℓ, kl, kℓ)Plℓ, Plℓ := E[
∏
j ̸=l,ℓ

ν̂θϵ(j)(sj , kj)] =
∑

Pm+n−2

∏
(j,j)

E[ν̂θϵ(j)(sj , kj)ν̂
θ
ϵ(j)(sj, kj)] ,

where (j, j) is a Gaussian pairing with j, j ̸= l, ℓ and ν̂θϵ(j) can be either ν̂θ1 or ν̂θ2 depending on the pairing.

The correlation difference δĈθlℓ is defined as δĈθlℓ(sl − sℓ, kl, kℓ) = E[(ν̂θ1 (sl, kl) − ν̂θ2 (sl, kl)) ν̂
θ
ϵ(ℓ)(sℓ, kℓ)]. We

then observe that the contribution of this term to δJnmϵ from Lemma 4.3 requires us to bound

sup
j

sup
|α|≤2

|
∫
Rd

dξ∂αkj (In(z, s⃗, ξ, k⃗)I
∗
m(z, t⃗, ξ, q⃗))| .

For v = uθ from (33), |∂kjIn(z, s⃗, ξ, k⃗)| ≤ 2n sup0≤s≤z |χ0(s)|⟨ξ⟩
∏n
j=1⟨kj⟩|û0(kn(ξ, k⃗))|+ |∂û0(kn(ξ, k⃗))|. In

general,

|∂αkjIn(z, s⃗, ξ, k⃗)| ≤ cn|α|⟨ξ⟩|α|
n∏
j=1

⟨kj⟩|α| sup
|α1|≤|α|

|∂α1 û0(kn(ξ, k⃗))| . (43)

The case v = uθ∆ is similar replacing χ0(s) by χ
∆
0 (s) with same upper bound. This gives

sup
j

sup
|α|≤2

|
∫
Rd

dξ∂αkj (In(z, s⃗, ξ, k⃗)I
∗
m(z, t⃗, ξ, q⃗))|

≤ Cn+m sup
|α+β|≤2

∫
Rd

dξ⟨ξ⟩2
n∏
j=1

⟨kj⟩2
m∏
j=1

⟨qj⟩2|∂αû0(kn(ξ, k⃗))||∂β |û0(km(ξ,−q⃗))|

≤ Cn+m
n∏
j=1

⟨kj⟩4
m∏
j=1

⟨qj⟩4
(

sup
|α|≤2

∫
Rd

⟨ξ⟩2|∂αû0(ξ)|2
)
.

(44)
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Now applying Lemma 4.3 (with M = 4), this term gives an O((∆k)2 +K−N
k ) error after integrating in

the (sl, sℓ, kl, kℓ) 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, s⃗, t⃗) and including the û0 terms):

E(z) ≤ (∆k)2
∑
n≥1

∑
m≥1

n∑
l=1

n+m∑
l ̸=ℓ=1

Cn+m
∫
Slℓ

d⃗slℓ

∫
R(n+m−2)d

|Plℓ|
∏
j ̸=l,ℓ

⟨kj⟩Mdkj ≤ C(∆k)2 .

Here, Slℓ denote the simplices after removing (sl, kl, sℓ, kℓ) and we have applied (39) in Lemma 4.1 using the
symmetry of the elements of Plℓ. This proves the second part of Theorem 2.1 for v ∈ {uθ, uθ∆}.

4.4 Moment estimates for medium discretization

We now prove the third estimate in Theorem 2.2 for uθ and uθ∆. For (p, q) fixed, we write the Duhamel
expansion (36) as

ψ(z, v) =
∑
n≥0

(p+q)n∑
m=1

ψmn(z, v), ψmn(z, v) =

∫
[0,z]n<

ds⃗

∫
Rnd

dk⃗ Ĩm(s⃗, v, k⃗)V̂θ(s⃗, k⃗),

where Ĩm(s⃗, v, k⃗) = µ̂p,q(0, v −Amk⃗)e
iGm(s⃗,v,⃗k). We wish to estimate δψ =

∑
n≥0

∑(p+q)n

m=1 δψmn where

δψmn =

∫
[0,z]n<

ds⃗

∫
Rnd

dk⃗ Ĩm(s⃗, v, k⃗)(V̂θ1 − V̂θ2 )(s⃗, k⃗), Vθϵ (s⃗, k⃗) =
n∏
j=1

ν̂θϵ (sj , kj), ϵ = 1, 2.

As in Section 4.3, we have

Eδψmn =

n∑
l=1

n∑
l ̸=ℓ=1

∫
[0,z]n<

ds⃗

∫
Rnd

dk⃗Ĩm(s⃗, v, k⃗)E[(ν̂θ1 (sl, kl)− ν̂θ2 (sl, kl))ν̂
θ
ϵ(ℓ)(sℓ, kℓ)]Plℓ

where Plℓ = E[
∏
j ̸=l,ℓ ν̂

θ
ϵ(j)(sj , kj)]. We can now show that supj sup|α|≤2 |

∫
Rd dξ∂

α
kj
(Ĩm(s⃗, ξ, k⃗)| is bounded as

in (44), and use Lemma 4.3 to obtain ∥Eψ1 − Eψ2∥ ≤ C[(∆k)2 +K−N
k ]. Phase recompensating and inverse

Fourier transforming proves the second part of Theorem 2.2.

4.5 Path-wise and moment estimates of spatial concentration

We now prove the third parts in Theorem 2.1 and 2.2 for v ∈ {uθ, uθ∆}. This is based on the following
concentration result.

Lemma 4.4. Let v ∈ {uθ, uθ∆, uθc , uθ∆c } and r ∈ N and assume that (3) holds for all N +M ≤ 2r and (4)
hold for M = 2r. Then we have the decay estimate sup0≤z≤Z supx∈Rd E

[
⟨x⟩4r|v(z, x)|2

]
≤ C(Z, r).

Proof. We write the proof of v = uθ. The other terms are treated similarly. Consider the function
|x|2ruθ(z, x) for r ∈ N, whose (partial) Fourier transform is (−∆ξ)

rûθ(z, ξ) =
∑
n≥0(−∆ξ)

rûθn(z, ξ) =∑
n≥0

∫
[0,z]n<

ds⃗
∫
Rnd dk⃗(−∆ξ)

rIn(z, s⃗, ξ, k⃗)V̂θ(s⃗, k⃗). Thus |x|4rE|uθ(z, x)|2 =
∑
n,m≥0 J̃mn(z, x), where

J̃m,n(z, x) =
∫
R2d

eix·(ξ−ζ)
dξdζ

(2π)2d

∫
[0,z]n<

ds⃗

∫
[0,z]m<

dt⃗

∫
R(n+m)d

dk⃗dq⃗ (−∆ξ)
rIn(z, s⃗, ξ, k⃗)(−∆ζ)

rI∗
m(z, t⃗, ζ,−q⃗)EV̂θ(s⃗, k⃗)V̂θ (⃗t, q⃗).

Using the bound from (43) with α = 2r, we obtain as before that |J̃nm| is upper bounded by

C(n+m)r
(

sup
|α|≤2r

∫
Rd

⟨ξ⟩2r|∂αû0|dξ
)2

∫
[0,z]n<

ds⃗

∫
[0,z]m<

dt⃗

∫
R(n+m)d

dk⃗dq⃗

n∏
j=1

⟨kj⟩2r
m∏
l=1

⟨ql⟩2r|EV̂θ(s⃗, k⃗)V̂θ (⃗t, q⃗)| .

From Lemma 4.1, these terms are summable for n+m even which finishes the proof for v = uθ. The proof
for v = {uθ∆, uθc , uθ∆c } can be obtained in a similar fashion.
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For v ∈ {uθ, uθ∆, uθc , uθ∆c }, we thus have that ⟨|x|⟩4NE|v(z, x)|2 ≤ C for N sufficiently large. Note that
(v♯ − v) =

∑
h̸=0 v(x − hL) so that (31) yields E|v♯ − v|2(x) ≤ L−2N . After integration over X = TdL, we

obtain the third part in Theorem 2.1 for v ∈ {uθ, uθ∆}. Following the proof of Section 3.4, we deduce
that |µp,q[uθc ]− µp,q[u

θ
♯ ]|(z,X, Y ) + |µp,q[uθ∆c ]− µp,q[u

θ∆
♯ ]|(z,X, Y ) ≤ CNL

−N . This proves the third part of

Theorem 2.2 for v ∈ {uθ, uθ∆}.

4.6 Path-wise and moment estimates for spatial discretization

We recall the discrete Fourier transform and orthogonal projection Π = ΠNx
defined in (18). For f ∈ L2(TdL),

the polynomial ΠNx
f is uniquely characterized by its values at the grid points (∆xZ)d ∩ TdL.

The periodized functions uθ♯ and uθ∆♯ are both solutions of the equation

∂zv♯ = iϕ(z)∆xv♯ + iνθc (z, x)v♯, z > 0, x ∈ TdL

with v♯(0, x) = u0(x) and ϕ(z) = κ1(z) for v♯ = uθ♯ while ϕ(z) = τ(z)κ1(z) for v♯ = uθ∆♯ . The spatial
discretization vδ then satisfies in both cases the defining equation (19)

∂zvδ = iϕ(z)∆xvδ + iΠ(νθc (z, x)vδ),

with vδ(0, x) = ΠNx
u0(x). Indeed, ΠNx

(νθc (z, x)vδ) can be implemented on each grid point of the mesh by
point-wise multiplication, ∆x can be implemented locally in the Fourier variables and hence written as a
finite-rank operator (matrix) acting on vδ(j∆x).

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

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

v̂l(z) = v̂l(0)e
−iχ0(z)|∆kl|2 + i

∫ z

0

dse−iχs(z)|∆kl|2
∑
k∈Zd

ν̂θk(s)v̂l−k(s).

Here, ν̂θn(s) = ν̂θc (s, n∆k) is the Fourier coefficient of the discrete periodic random medium. This shows that

v̂l(z) =
∑
n≥0

∫
[0,z]n<

ds⃗
∑
k⃗∈Znd

eiGn(z,s⃗,∆kl,∆k⃗)V̂θ(s⃗, k⃗)û0
l−Ank⃗

, V̂θ(s⃗, k⃗) :=
n∏
j=1

ν̂θkj (sj)

for the real valued phase Gn(z, s⃗,∆kl,∆k⃗) = nπ
2 +

∑n
j=1 χ0(sj)|∆k|2(|l −

∑j−1
r=1 kr|2 − |l −

∑j
r=1 kr|2) −

χ0(z)|∆kl|2 and linear operator Ank⃗ = −
∑n
j=1 kj . The Fourier coefficients of the source û0l = ûl(0). Let

w = vδ = ΠNx
w be the spatially discrete approximation solution of the above finite dimensional system of

ordinary differential equations in z when v = uθ♯ or its splitting approximation when v = uθ∆♯ . The Duhamel

expansion is then obtained by replacing multiplication by νθ(z, x) by the composition ΠNx
⊗ νθ(z, x). In

the Fourier domain, this is simply multiplication by 1|lϵ|<Nx
following (discrete) convolution with ŵl. Here

1|lϵ|≤Nx
is the indicatrix function of indices such that |lϵ| ≤ Nx for each ϵ = 1, · · · , d. In other words,

ŵl(z) = ŵl(0)e
−iχ0(z)|∆kl|2 + i

∫ z

0

dse−iχs(z)|∆kl|21|lϵ|≤Nx

∑
k∈Zd

ν̂θk(s)ŵl−k(s),

=
∑
n≥0

∫
[0,z]n<

ds⃗
∑
k⃗∈Znd

eiGn(z,s⃗,∆kl,∆kk⃗)
n−1∏
j=0

1|(kj(l,⃗k))ϵ|≤Nx
V̂θ(s⃗, k⃗)û0

l−Ank⃗
,

where we defined kj(l, k⃗) = l −
∑j
m=1 km while k0(l, k⃗) = l. This implies that (v̂l − ŵl)⟨∆kl⟩2M is given by

∑
n≥0

n∑
r=1

∫
[0,z]n<

ds⃗
∑
k⃗∈Znd

eiGn(z,s⃗,∆kl,∆kk⃗)⟨l⟩2M1c|(kr(l,⃗k))ϵ|≤Nx

n∏
j=r+1

1|(kj(l,⃗k))ϵ|≤Nx
V̂θ(s⃗, k⃗)û0

l−Ank⃗
,
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using 1cD = 1−1D. Now, 1c
|(kj(l,⃗k))ϵ|≤Nx

≤ (∆kNx)
−N |∆kkj(l, k⃗)|N (with |kj | Euclidean norm). Using (37),

we bound ⟨∆kl⟩2M and the latter by products of ⟨∆k(l −Ank⃗)⟩N and ⟨∆kkj⟩N while using (38) as in the
derivation of Lemma 4.2, we have E∥v♯ − vδ∥2H2M (Td

L)
≤ C(∆x)2N . The same calculation shows that v♯ = uθ♯

and v♯ = uθ∆♯ are also smooth functions of x since E|v̂l(z)|2⟨∆kl⟩4M is given by

∑
n,m≥0

∫
[0,z]n<

ds⃗

∫
[0,z]m<

dt⃗
∑
k⃗∈Znd

∑
q⃗∈Zmd

ei[Gn(z,s⃗,∆kl,∆kk⃗)−Gm(z,⃗t,∆kl,∆kq⃗)]⟨∆kl⟩4MEV̂θ(s⃗, k⃗)V̂θ∗(⃗t, q⃗)û0
l−Ank⃗

û0∗l−Amq⃗

whose analysis using (37) and (38) again provides a bound on E∥(−∆)Mv♯(z, x)∥2 ≤ C.
For v♯ ∈ {uθ♯ , uθ∆♯ } consider the moments µp,q[v♯](X,Y ) = E

∏
j v♯(xj)

∏
k v

∗
♯ (yk). Assume q = 0 to

simplify notation with an obvious extension to the general case. Using the Hölder inequality and Sobolev
embedding, we have:

|µp[v♯](X)− µp[vδ](X)| = |
p∑
k=1

E
k−1∏
j=1

v♯(xj)(v♯(xk)− vδ(xk))

p∏
j=k+1

vδ(xj)|

≤
p∑
k=1

(
E|

k−1∏
j=1

v♯(xj)|4
) 1

4
(
E

p∏
j=k+1

vδ(xj)|4
) 1

4
(
E|v♯(xj)− vδ(xj)|2

) 1
2

≤ p|µ4(k−1)[v♯](X4(k−1))|
1
4 |µ4(p−k)[vδ](X4(p−k))|

1
4

(
E∥v♯ − vδ∥2

H
d
2
+1

) 1
2 .

Spatial moments are all bounded as an application of the Duhamel formula as in the proof of Lemma 4.2,
both on Rd and TdL uniformly in (z,X). Thus, |µp[v♯](X)−µp[vδ](X)| ≤ C(∆x)N . The extension to arbitrary
(p, q) is mainly notational. This concludes the proof of the final estimate in Theorem 2.2 for v♯ ∈ {uθ♯ , uθ∆♯ }.

5 Numerical examples

This section illustrates our theoretical results with numerical simulations. We consider a numerical setting
with final distance Z = 1 and κ1 = 1.

As a first example, we consider a two-dimensional experimental setting with lateral dimension d = 1. We
assume a Gaussian incident source profile u0(x) = e−

1
2x

2

. We first consider a first order splitting scheme
with γ = 1. For the spatial discretization, we set L = 26 and ∆x = 2−4 with Nx = 210 grid points along the
x direction. We vary ∆z between 2−5 and 2−10 with ∆z = 2−10 serving as the reference solution.

In the paraxial model, we fix θ = 2−9. The splitting solution (15) evaluated at the grid points {zn}
translates to uθ∆δ (zn, x) = eiW

θ∆
n (x)G(∆z)uθ∆δ (zn−1, x), where W

θ∆
n (x) =

∫ zn
zn−1

νθc (s, x)ds. The action of the

the discrete Laplacian G(∆z)uθ∆δ (zn−1, x) is implemented through a FFT/IFFT routine. Since the splitting
scheme requires only integrals of the potential W θ∆

n , the sampling procedure is significantly simplified when
νc is Gaussian as is described below.

Construction of the random medium and sampling procedure. We assume that the random

medium is given as in Remark 1.1 by νc(z, x) =
∑
q∈Z∆

χc(q)ν̂q(z)
eiqx

2π , where ∆k = 2π
L , Z∆ is the grid ∆kZ

and χc(q) the indicator function with cutoffKk = 2π×24, i.e, χc(q) = 1 when−Kk

2 ≤ q ≤ Kk

2 and 0 otherwise.

{ν̂q(z)}q∈Z∆
are mean zero Gaussian random variables with covariance Eν̂p(s)ν̂∗q (t) = 1p=q(2π∆k)Ĉ(s−t, p),

where the lateral covariance Ĉ is assumed to be Ĉ(s, k) = σe−
|s|2+|k|2

4π2 and the noise level σ is varied. Due
to the Gaussian assumption on νc, the integrals W θ∆

n can be written in terms of a finite number of Gaus-

sian random variables as W θ∆
n (x) =

√
θ
∑
q∈Z∆

χc(q)Ŵ
θ
n,q

eiqx

2π . Here, Ŵ θ
n,q =

∫ zn
θ

zn−1
θ

ν̂q(s)ds are mean zero

Gaussian random variables with covariance EŴ θ
m,pŴ

θ∗
n,q = 1p=q(4π∆k)

∫ ∆z
θ

0

(
∆z
θ − s

)
Ĉ
(
|n−m|∆z+ s, p

)
ds.

This allows us to generate samples of the random variable W θ∆
n 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 Itô-Schrödinger models

Figure 2: Rate of convergence with the second order splitting scheme under the Itô-Schrödinger model

We denote by uθref the fine grid solution. Let X be the torus [− 1
2L,

1
2L]. For each ∆z, we approximate the

pathwise error norm ||| · |||X with the discrete version sup1≤n≤Nz
(
∑Nx

j=1 E|(uθ∆δ (zn, xj)− uθref(zn, xj)|2)∆x)
1
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 sup1≤n≤Nz

supNx/4≤j≤3Nx/4 |E|u
θ∆
δ (zn, xj)|p − E|uθref(zn, xj)|p|, p =

2, 4. All expectations are computed using an average of 104 Monte Carlo samples. The empirical slope of all
three graphs are close to 1, indicating an error rate of O(∆z) for both pathwise and moment estimates as
predicted from theory.

To simulate the Itô-Schrödinger model, we replace the coefficients Ŵ θ
n,q above by the mean zero Gaus-

sian random variable B̂n,q with covariance EB̂m,pB̂∗
n,q = 1m=n1p=q(2π∆k∆z)R̂(q), R̂(k) =

∫
R Ĉ(s, k)ds =

σe−
|k|2

4π2 . The experimental setup in the paraxial setting is then repeated for the Itô-Schrödinger case in
Figure 1. We observe the rate of convergence of u∆δ to the reference solution uref as ∆z varies. The slopes
in all the three panels are again close to 1, indicating a convergence rate of O(∆z).

As a second example, we simulate the Itô-Schrödinger equation with γ = 1
2 . 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 (∆z)2, we use fewer grid points in x to reduce the computational
effort. For this, we set L = 24 and ∆x = 2−2 so that there Nx = 26 grid points in x. The noise level σ is set
to 0.125 and the reference solution is computed using ∆z = 2−10. In the first panel of Figure 2, we plot the
pathwise error in the numerical scheme. This is still O(∆z) as expected. In the second and third panels, we

plot the errors in a few Fourier modes given by sup1≤n≤Nz

∑Nx

j=1 |(E|u∆δ (zn, xj)|p−E|uref(zn, xj)|p)ei
mπxj

L |∆x,
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(∆z)2 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 Itô-Schrödinger 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 ∆z was not the smallest scale of the process; namely θ ≪ ∆z 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 Itô-Schrödinger 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 Itô-Schrödinger equation. For the paraxial model, we already observed interesting
interactions at second-order between ∆z and θ 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 [6, 7, 8], where speckle forms and scintillation builds up as briefly illustrated in the
Supplementary Material.

24



7 Supplementary Material

In Section 7.1 of this Supplementary Material, we provide a result on the convergence of the solution to the
fully discrete numerical scheme uθ∆δ of the paraxial approximation given by

∂zu
θ = iκ1(z)∆xu

θ + iκ2(z)
1√
θ
ν
(z
θ
, x

)
uθ, z > 0, x ∈ Rd; uθ(0, x) = u0(x), (45)

to that of the Itô-Schrödinger model u given by

du = iκ1(z)∆xudz −
κ22(z)R(0)

2
udz + iκ2(z)udB, u(0, x) = u0(x) . (46)

As in [6, 8] 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 Itô-Schrödinger models using the analytical expressions available to the first
two statistical moments in the Itô-Schrödinger 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, 8].

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 uθ∆δ (z, x) = uθ∆δ (z, x)χL(x) for concreteness. The exact same results apply to uθ, uθ∆, u∆, and
u∆δ after extending them to appropriate domains. We first have a result for finite dimensional distribu-
tions. For a collection of n points (x1, · · · , xn) ∈ Rnd, we define the random vector M[u](x1, · · · , xn) =(
u(x1), · · · , u(xn)

)
.

Proposition 7.1 (Convergence of finite dimensional distributions). For fixed 0 ≤ z ≤ Z, the random vector

M[uθ∆δ (z, ·)](X) ⇒ M[u(z, ·)](X)

as (θ,∆z,∆k,K−1
k ,∆x) → (0, 0, 0, 0, 0) where u(z, xj) follows the Itô-Schrödinger equation (46).

Proof. From [13],
∥u(z, x)∥L2(Rd) = ∥u(0, x)∥L2(Rd) a.s.

As in the proof of Proposition 7.2, it can be shown that the process x → u(z, x) is continuous a.s., which
means for a fixed z, |u(z, x)| ≤ c a.s. for some c. This gives us that µp,p(z,X, Y ) ≤ c2p, 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.

For fixed z, we have a result on the stochastic continuity and relative compactness of the process x →
uθ∆δ (z, x).

Proposition 7.2 (Tightness). The tightness criterion E|uθ∆δ (z, x + h) − uθ∆δ (z, x)|2n ≤ c(z, n)|h|2n holds,
where c is a constant independent of θ, ∆z, ∆k, Kk and ∆x.

Proof. We write the difference

uθ∆δ (z, x+ h)− uθ∆δ (z, x) = [uθ∆δ (z, x+ h)− uθ∆δ (z, x)]χL(x) + uθ∆δ (z, x+ h)[χL(x+ h)− χL(x)]

so that

|uθ∆δ (z, x+ h)− uθ∆δ (z, x)|2n ≤ C(n)(|uθ∆δ (z, x+ h)− uθ∆δ (z, x)|2n|χL(x)|2n

+ |uθ∆δ (z, x+ h)|2n|χL(x+ h)− χL(x)|2n) .
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From the smoothness of χL and the boundedness of uθ∆δ , the last term after taking expectation is bounded
by c(n)∥χL∥1,∞|h|2n. From Section 4.6, the difference

uθ∆δ (z, x+ h)− uθ∆δ (z, x) =
∑
l∈Zd

1|lµ|≤Nx
v̂l(z)(e

i∆kl·(x+h) − ei∆kl·x) .

For µ = 1, · · · , d, let αj,µ, βj,µ denote the µth component of αj , βj . For n ≥ 0 this gives

E|uθ∆δ (z, x+ h)− uθ∆δ (z, x)|2n

=
∑

α,β∈Znd

E
n∏
j=1

v̂αj (z)v̂
∗
βj
(z)1|αj,µ|≤Nx

1|βj,µ|≤Nx
(ei∆kαj ·(x+h) − ei∆kαj ·x)(e−i∆kβj ·(x+h) − e−i∆kβj ·x)

≤ |h|2n
∑

α,β∈Znd

|E[
n∏
j=1

v̂αj
(z)v̂∗βj

(z)]|
n∏
j=1

1|αj,µ|≤Nx
1|βj,µ|≤Nx

|∆kαj ||∆kβj | ≤ Cn|h|2n

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

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 fixed and α ∈ (0, 1), the process x 7→ uθ∆δ (z, x)
converges in law to the solution of the Itô-Schrödinger equation (46) on C0,α(Rd) as (θ,∆z,∆k,K−1

k ,∆x) →
(0, 0, 0, 0, 0).

7.2 Formal derivation of paraxial model from Helmholtz model

We start with the scalar Helmholtz equation

∂2zp+∆xp+ k20n
2(z, x)p = δ′0(z)u0(x),

where u0(x) denotes the incident beam at z = 0 and the equation is posed on the domain z > 0 and x ∈ Rd.
We are interested in the high frequency, long propagation regime, and so assume k0 large while we rescale the
z coordinate to consider a more convenient scaling k0 → k0

θ , z → z
θ . The parameter θ 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 10−6/10−3 = 10−3 ≪ 1. It is therefore natural to consider the θ ≪ 1
as well as the θ → 0 regimes.

We also assume weak turbulence fluctuations about a slowly varying mean so that n2(z, x) = n20(θz)
(
1+

θ3/2ν(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, x) = u(θz, x)e
iϕ(z)

θ . Substituting this
in the original Helmholtz equation gives

2i∂zϕ(z)∂su(θz, x)−
1

θ2
(
∂zϕ(z)

)2
u(θz, x) +

i

θ
∂2zϕ(z)u(θz, x)

+∆xu(θz, x) +
k20
θ2
n20(θz)[1 + θ3/2ν(z, x)]u(θz, x) = 0, z > 0; u(0, x) = u0(x),

where we have formally ignored the backscattering term θ2∂2zu. Comparing terms at O(θ−2), we set(
∂zϕ(z)

)2
= k20n

2
0(θz) so that ∂2zϕ(z) = ±θk0∂sn0(θz) = ±θk0∂z′n0(z′). In particular, when n0 = 1,

we get back the classical paraxial ansatz with ϕ(z) = ±k0z. This gives (keeping the plus sign for instance
and dropping the primes on z)

2ik0n0(z)∂zu
θ +∆xu

θ + ik0∂zn0(z)u
θ +

k20
θ1/2

n20(z)ν
(z
θ
, x

)
uθ = 0, z > 0; uθ(0, x) = u0(x).
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Figure 3: Statistical averages from the first-order simulations for the paraxial approximation and Itô-
Schrödinger models. The left and right panels display the real part of wavefield mean value and its intensity,
respectively.

For the transformation vθ(z, x) = uθ(z, x)eϑ(z), where ϑ(z) = 1
2

∫ z
0
n′
0(s)
n0(s)

ds = 1
2 log

(
n0(z)
n0(0)

)
, we have

∂zv
θ =

i

2k0n0(z)
∆xv

θ +
ik0
2θ1/2

n0(z)ν
(z
θ
, x

)
vθ, vθ(0, x) = u0(x) .

For simplicity we set k0 = 1/2 and rescale ν → 4ν. This justifies the general class of equations of the form
(45) analyzed in this paper.

7.3 Additional numerical examples

For Gaussian initial conditions of the form u0(x) = e−
1
2x

2

, the first and second moment solutions in the
Itô-Schrödinger regime are given analytically as [20, 6]

µ1,0(z, x) = e−
√
πz/2A0(z, x)

µ1,1(z, x, x) =
1√
4π

∫
R
e−|ξ|2(z2+ 1

4 )eiξ·xe(σ
√
π
∫ z
0
(e−4π2|ξ|2s2−1)ds)dξ ,

where A0(z, x) =
1

ϑ(z)e
− |x|2

2ϑ2(z) , ϑ(z) = (1 + 2iz)1/2 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 Itô-Schrödinger 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 uref 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 uref .
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 x and z for increasing values of σ. 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 σ increases. This
is consistent with speckle formation in highly turbulent regimes where the beam is expected to rapidly lose
coherence [1]. The rest of the panels plot the difference in solutions |u∆δ −uref | for varying ∆z. The last panel

plots the normalized variance of intensity (scintillation) S =
E|u∆

δ |4

(E|u∆
δ |2)2 − 1 computed from Itô-Schrödinger

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 [1]. 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

source profile is taken as u0(x, y) = e−
(x2+y2)

2 . 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 σ. The first panel corresponds to the beam evolution for σ = 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 σ = 1. The last panel plots the scintillation index at the beam’s center.

Figure 5: Receiver reading at z = 1 for increasing σ.

at the final receiver location in Figure 5 for varying σ. Here, ∆z = 2−10 and the final distance Z = 1.
∆x = ∆y = 2−3 and L = 26 so that there are 29 × 29 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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