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Abstract

A statistical theory is developed for the stochastic Burgers equation in the inviscid limit. Master equations
for the probability density functions of velocity, velocity difference and velocity gradient are derived. No
closure assumptions are made. Instead closure is achieved through a dimension reduction process, namely
the unclosed terms are expressed in terms of statistical quantities for the singular structures of the velocity
field, here the shocks. Master equations for the environment of the shocks are further expressed in terms of
the statistics of singular structures on the shocks, namely the points of shock generation and collisions. The
scaling laws of the structure functions are derived through the analysis of the master equations. Rigorous
bounds on the decay of the tail probabilities for the velocity gradient are obtained using realizability
constraints. We also establish that the probability density function Q(§) of the velocity gradient decays
as |€]77/? as € = —oo.
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1 Introduction

Consider the randomly forced Burgers equation:
(1.1) ut + Uty = Vg + f,

where f(x,t) is a zero-mean, Gaussian, statistically homogeneous, and white-in-time ran-
dom process with covariance

(f(z,)f(y,8)) =2B(z —y)o(t — s),

and B(x) is a smooth function. In the language of stochastic differential equation (1.1)
must be interpreted as

du = (—uug + Vugy)dt + dW (z,t),
where W (x,t) is a Wiener process with covariance
(W (2, )W (y, 5)) = 2B(x — y) min(t, s).

We will be interested in the statistical behavior of the stationary states (invariant mea-
sures) of (1.1) if they exist, or the transient states with possibly random initial data.
There are two main reasons for considering this problem. The first is that (1.1) and its
multi-dimensional version are among the simplest nonlinear models in non-equilibrium sta-
tistical mechanics. As such they serve as qualitative models for a wide variety of problems
including charge density waves [19], vortex lines in high temperature super-conductors [5],
dislocations in disordered solids and kinetic roughening of interfaces in epitaxial growth
[29], formation of large-scale structures in the universe [36, 40], etc. The connection be-
tween these problems and (1.1) can be understood as follows. Consider an elastic string in
a random potential V(x,s). The string is assumed to be directed in the sense that there is
a time-like direction, assumed to be s, such that the configuration of the string is a graph
over the s-axis. Let Z(z,t) be the partition function for the configurations of the string
in the interval 0 < s < ¢, pinned at position = at time t:

Z(x,t) = <e_6 Jy ds V(wis))

w(t) = x> )

where (-|w(t) = x) denotes the expectation over all Brownian paths w(-) such that w(t) =
x, B = 1/kT, k is the Boltzmann constant, T is the temperature. The free energy,
o(z,t) =In Z(x,t) then satisfies

or+ LVl =vAp +V,

where v = kT. This is the well-known Kardar-Parisi-Zhang equation [27]. In one dimen-
sion if we let w = ¢,, f = V,, we obtain (1.1).
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The second reason for studying (1.1) is in some sense a technical one. For a long
time, (1.1) has served as the benchmark for field-theoretic techniques such as the direct
interaction approximation or the renormalization group methods, developed for solving
the problem of hydrodynamic turbulence. This role of (1.1) is made more evident by the
recent flourish of activities introducing fairly sophisticated techniques in field theory to
hydrodynamics [33, 8, 25]. In this context (1.1) is often referred to as Burgers turbulence.
Since the phenomenology of the so-called Burgers turbulence is far simpler than that of
real turbulence, one hopes that exact results can be obtained which can then be used
to benchmark the methods. However so far our experience has proved otherwise: The
problem of Burgers turbulence is complicated enough that a wide variety of predictions
have been made as a consequence of the wide variety of techniques used [1, 2, 3, 4, 6, 7,
9,10, 11, 12, 13, 15, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 28, 33, 35, 37, 38, 40).

The main purpose of the present paper is to clarify this situation and to obtain exact
results that are expected for Burgers turbulence. Along the way we will also develop some
technical aspects that we believe will be useful for other problems. The main issues that
interest us are the scaling of the structure functions and the asymptotic behavior of the
probability density functions (PDF) in the inviscid limit. The former is well-understood
heuristically but we will derive the results from self-consistent asymptotics on the master
equation. The latter is at the moment very controversial, and we hope to settle the
controversy by deriving exact results on the asymptotic behavior for the PDFs.

From a technical point of view we insist on working with the master equation and
making no closure assumptions. The unclosed term is expressed in terms of the statistics
of singular dissipative structures of the field, here the shocks. We then derive a master
equation for the statistics of the environment of the shocks by relating them to the singular
structures on the shocks, namely the points of shock creation and collisions. These are
then amenable to local analysis. In this way we achieve closure through dimension reduc-
tion. We then extract information on the asymptotic behavior of PDFs using realizability
constraints and self-consistent asymptotics. We certainly hope that this philosophy will
be useful for other problems.

One main issue that will be addressed in this paper is the behavior of the PDF of the
velocity gradient. Assuming statistical homogeneity, let Q¥ (&,t) be the PDF of & = u,.
Q" satisfies

QF = €Q" + (£2Q")¢ + B1Q¥ — v((&ex)Q")e

where By = —By,(0), (£,2]€) is the average of &, conditional on £. This equation is
unclosed since the explicit form of the last term, representing the effect of the dissipation,
is unknown. We are interested in Q¥ at the inviscid limit:

Q(E,1) = lim Q“(&,1)

In order to derive an equation for (), one needs to evaluate

F(&,t) = _lgl%)y(<§xx‘§>@y)§
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This is where the difficulty arises.

Remembering that u,(x,t) = lima,_o(u(z + Az, t) — u(z,t))/ Az, the procedure out-
lined above pertains to the process of first taking the limit as Az — 0, then the limit as
v — 0. It is natural to consider also the other situation when the limit v — 0 is taken
first. In this case the limiting form of (1.1), (notice that we now write the nonlinear term
in a conservative form),

(1.2) u + 2(u?), = f,

has to be interpreted in a weak sense by requiring

(1.3) //dxdt {wpt + %uzgox + fgo} =0,

for all compactly supported smooth functions ¢. The solutions u satisfying (1.3) are called
weak solutions. In order to ensure a well-defined dynamics for (1.2), i.e. existence and
uniqueness of solutions with given initial data, an additional entropy condition has to be
imposed on weak solutions. This amounts to requiring

(1.4) u(z+,t) < u(z—,t),

for all (x,t). The entropy condition (1.4) is the effect of the viscous term in the inviscid
limit. There is a huge mathematical literature on (1.2) for the deterministic case. Standard
references are [30, 31, 39]. The random case was studied recently in the paper by E,
Khanin, Mazel and Sinai [14].

The first step in the present paper is to derive master equations for single and multi-
point statistics of u satisfying (1.2). In particular, we derive an equation for the PDF of
n(z,y,t) = (u(z +y) — u(z,t))/y, Q°(n,z,t). We are interested in

Q&) = lim Q° (&, ,1).

One natural question is whether

(1.5) Q=Q.

We will present very strong argument that (1.5) holds for generic initial data and for the
type of forces described after (1.1). Some of our results also apply to @ for the more
general case when it is possibly different from Q.

The issue now reduces to the evaluation or approximation of F'({,t). Several different
proposals have been made, each leads at statistical steady state (Q; = 0) to an asymptotic
expression of the form

C_‘é.’_a as é. — —00,
O, £8e—€/6B) as € — +oo,
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but with a variety of values for the exponents o and /3 (here the C.’s are constants). By
invoking the operator product expansion, Polyakov [33] suggested that F' = aQ + bQ,
with ¢ = 0 and b = —1/2. This leads to a« = 5/2 and 8 = 1/2. Boldyrev [6, 7] considered
the same closure with —1 < b < 0, which gives 2 < o < 3 and 8 = 1+b. Based on heuristic
arguments, Bouchaud and Mézard [9] introduced a Langevin equation for the local slope
of the velocity, which gives 2 < o < 3, § = 0. The instanton analysis [4, 18, 25] predicts
the right tail of @@ without giving a precise value for £, and it does not give any specific
prediction for the left tail. E et al. [13] made a geometrical evaluation of the effect of F,
based on the observation that large negative gradients are generated near shock creation.
Their analysis gives a rigorous upper-bound for a: a < 7/2. In [13], it was claimed that
this bound is actually reached, i.e., &« = 7/2. Finally Gotoh and Kraichnan [24] argued
that the viscous term is negligible to leading order for large [£], i.e. F' =~ 0 for || > 311/3,
giving rise to « = 3 and § = 1.
In this paper, we will first give a more detailed proof of the bound

a > 3,
announced in [15]. We will then show that
a="7/2,

by studying the master equation for the environment of the shocks.

An important reason behind the success of this program is that local behavior near
the most singular structures (here the points of shock creation) is understood. Points of
shock creation were isolated in [14] as a mechanism for obtaining large negative values of
u, and resulted in the prediction that o = 7/2. From this point of view, the present paper
provides the missing step establishing the fact that points of shock creation provide the
leading order contribution to the left tail of Q.

For the most part, our working assumption will be that solutions of (1.2) are piecewise
smooth. Shock path are smooth except at the points of collision. In particular, shocks are
created at zero amplitude and the shock strength adds up at collision. For transient states
these statements follow from standard results for the deterministic case under appropriate
conditions for the initial data [32]. For stationary states, these results are of the type
established in [14] under a non-degeneracy condition for the forcing.

Before ending this introduction, we make some remarks about notations and nomen-
clature. In analogy with fluid mechanics u will be referred to as the velocity field. We will
denote the multi-point PDFs of u(-,t) as Z¥(u1,Z1, ..., U, Tp,t), i.€.

Prob(ay < u(z1,t) <by,... ¢, < u(xn,t) < by)
by by
= duy -+ [ dup Z%(u1,21, ..., Uy, Ty, t).
al an

The superscript v refers to the viscous case, v > 0. In the inviscid limit we will denote the
multi-point PDF's of u(-,t) by Z(uy,x1 ..., upn,xn,t). Statistical stationary values will be
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denoted by the subscript oo, e.g. Z% or Z,. We reserve the special notations R” (u, z,t) =
ZY(u,z,t) and R(u,z,t) = Z(u,x,t) for the one-point PDF of u(z,t). Q¥(&,t) denotes
the PDF of &(x,t), and its inviscid limit is Q(&,t). Statistical symmetries, or equality in
law, will be denoted by 2. Two of such symmetries will be repeatedly used. The first is
statistical homogeneity,

(1.6) u(z,t) = w(z +y,t) for all y.
(1.6) holds if for all measurable, real-valued functional ®(u(-,t)) we have

(@) = (D(u(-+y.8)) for all y.

Note that from (1.1) and the assumptions on f, it follows that (1.6) holds for all times if
uo(x) "= up(z + y), where ugp(-) = u(-,0) is the initial velocity field. Also, if a statistical
steady state exists and is unique, then it satisfies (1.6). The second symmetry will be
referred to as statistical parity invariance, and is related to the invariance of (1.1) under
the transformation x — —x, v — —u. This implies that

(1.7) u(z,t) = —u(—z,t),

or

(1.7) holds for all times if ug(z) = —ug(—x). (1.7) is also satisfied at statistical steady
state.

Even though some of our results are formulated in terms of lemmas and theorems, the
emphasize here is on the ability to calculate things rather than rigor. We will assume that
the initial distribution Zy(uy,z1,...,Un, zn) = Z(u1,21, ..., Uy, Tpn,0) is concentrated on
D(I), the space of functions defined on I C R admitting only jumps discontinuities:

D(I) = {u(z,t), u(x+,t) exists for allz, with u(z+,t) < u(z—,t)}.

Note that the existence of stationary states is only established when [ is a finite interval
on R [14]. We will also assume that the initial velocity field ug(-) = u(-,0) is independent
of v and statistically independent of f(-).

Finally, unspecified integration ranges are meant to be (—oo, +00).

2 Velocity and velocity differences

Let u”(z,t, f,ug) be the solution of (1.1) with forcing f, initial data ug. It follows from
standard results (for the deterministic case, see [30, 31]) that for fixed ¢

u’ (-t fyug) = u(-,t, fiug) as v — 0,
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P x Py-almost surely, in L?(I), where I is the interval on which (1.1) is studied. Hence
VA A

weakly. For the statistically stationary states, it was established in [14] that, weakly, we
have

2% = Zoo.
Therefore to study the inviscid limit of statistical quantities of u, such as the PDFs of u
and du(z,y,t) = u(z + y,t) — u(y,t), it is enough to consider (1.2).

It is useful, however, to write this equation in a modified form more convenient for
calculations. To this end, let

ug(x,t) = u(xL,t).

For any function g(u) = g(u(z,t)), we define two average functions

lg(w)], = 3(g(us) +g(u-))

2.1
. ol = [ 48 ol + By — )

It is shown in [41] that (1.2) is equivalent to

(2.2) ut + [u] yup = f,

or, in the language of stochastic differential equations,
(2.3) du = —[u] , uydt + dW (z, t).

(2.1) assigns an unambiguous meaning to the quantity [u],u, when the solutions of (2.2)
develop shocks. Moreover the following chain and product rules hold

(2'4) g:c(u) = [gu(u)]Buxy

(2.5) (g(u)h(w)z = [g(w)] Jha(u) + [A(w)] g2 (u).

Similar rules apply for derivatives in . As an example of these rules, we have that the
integral of the term [u], u, across a shock located at = y is given by (using [u], = [u],)

y+ y+
/ dz [u] ,uy :/ dz L(u®), = $(ul —u?).
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It is also convenient to define

u(x,t) %(u+($,t) +u_(z,t)),
s(z,t) = uy(x,t) —u_(z,t).

In terms of (u, s), the two averages in (2.1) are

lg(w)], = 3(9(@ +5/2) + g(a — 5/2))
1/2

lg(u)]; = dﬁ g9(u+ fs).

We will denote by {y;} the set of shock positions at time ¢. Hence the set

{(yj,u(yj, 1), s(ys, 1))},

quantifies the shocks at time t.

2.1 Master equation for the inviscid Burgers equation

We now turn to R(u,x,t), the one-point PDF of the solution of (2.2). We have

THEOREM 2.1 R satisfies
(2.6) Ry = —uR, — /du’ K(u—u)Ry(u',z,t) + BoRyy + G,

where By = B(0), K(u) = (H(u)—H(—u))/2, H(-) is the Heaviside function and G(u,x,t)
s given by

u— s/2
(2.7) G(u,x,t) </ ds/ u (u— ﬂ)g(ﬂ,s,x,t))
u+s/2 “

Here o(u, s, x,t) is defined such that o(u, s, z,t)dudsdz gives the average number of shocks
in [z, 4+ dx) with u(y,t) € [u,u + du) and s(y,t) € [s,s + ds), where y € [x,z + dx) is
the shock location.

Remark 1. G can be referred to as a dissipative anomaly. It can be written more
explicitly as

1 0
Glaw,t) = 5 [ ds s(olu—s/2.5.2.8) + olut 5/2.5.2,1)
(2.8) P

1/2 0
- / ag ds so(u+ Bs, s, z,t).
12 J-
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Remark 2. o(u,s,x,t) can be equivalently defined as

d)\d LAUT IS
9(5,37517775):/(27‘_)}; CR oA, p1, 1),

where

o0 ,8) = (D e 05y ),

J

(2.6), (2.7) do not require statistical homogeneity. For homogeneous situations, these
equations simplify. Since R, = 0 (2.6) reduces to
(2.9) Ry = BoRyu + G,

where G(u,z,t) = G(u,t). Since the shock characteristics are independent of its location,
we have

Q(’L_L7 87 ':U7 t) = pS(ﬂ7 87 t)
where p = p(t) is the number density of shocks, S(u,s,t) is the PDF of (@(yo,t), s(yo,t)),

conditional on the property that yg is a shock position (because of the statistical homo-
geneity, yo is a dummy variable). Thus, (2.7) reduces to

u 5/2
(2.10) G(u,t) =p (/ ds /u+s/2 )S(ﬂ,s,t))

At statistical stationary state, Ry = 0 in (2.9), and one readily verifies from this
equation that

u—s/
(2.11) Roo(u) 2Bo/ /u+s/22 _ ( (u—a)2> Soo(@, ),

Clearly, Ry, > 0 since S (@, s) > 0. In addition, by direct computation we obtain

/du Foo(u) = 12Bo< s*).

Thus, from the requirement that R., be normalized to unity, we get

u

(2.12) By = —%<33>.
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PROOF OF THEOREM 2.1: Let (), z,t) = e~ (f) is the characteristic function
of u(z,t) and R is given by

R(u,x,t) = d)\e

= | 5 AQ(N, z,t)).

Using Ito calculus,

dW (z,t)dW (y,t) = 2B(x — y)dt,

it follows from (2.3), (2.4), (2.5) that
d6 = (—iX[u] ,uz[0], — N2Bof)dt — iNGdW (z, 1).

Thus

(0)r = iM([u] yuz[0],) — A*Bo(0).
Note that the terms involving the force contain #, not [¢],. This is because 6 = [f], except
when there is a shock, and this is a set of zero probability. Of course this argument does

not apply for the convection term since u, is infinite at shocks. To average the convective
term A\ [u], ug[0], we use

0, = —iug[0],

to get
iM[ulyuzlf]p) = =([u],02) = —(uf), + (ua[f],)-

For convenience we write this equation as
iIM[u] yua0]5) = —i(0)ox +iATHO)a + (ua([8], — [0]5))-

Combining these expressions gives:

(2.13) (0); = —i(B) g +iXNTHO)2 — A2Bo(0) + G,
where G(\, z,t) is given by

G(Av$vt) = <um([9]A - [9]3»

To proceed with the evaluation of G, note that the only contributions to this term are
from the shocks, since [0], = [0], except at shocks. Let {y;} denote the positions of the
shocks at time ¢. Since uy(yj,t) = s(y;,t)0(x — y;) at the shocks, G can be understood as

G\, z,t)
(2.14) _ < " soa yj)([e(A,yj,t)]A - [H(A,yj,t)]3)>,
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where s; = s(y;,t). Using (2.1),

G\ z,t)
e . 1/2 ,
= <Z 8j5(l‘ _ yj)e—z)\w (ez)\Sj/Q + e—z)\Sj/2 -9 dj e—z)\BSj> >’
j ~1/2
where 4; = u(y;,t). Using o(4, s, x,t) this average is

)\ x,t)

1/2 .
B /du/ 43 _Mu< Do | dp e_lws) o(t, s, z,t),

~1/2

Going back to the variable u, we get (2.8), hence (2.6).
|

Remark. Under the assumption of ergodicity with respect to spatial translations, an
alternative derivation of (2.10) is to go back to (2.14) and use the equivalence between
ensemble average and spatial average. Then

G(\ 1)
= jim [ LLda; Zs]—a@—yj)([e(wj,t)h— O u3:1):))
N 1 N
= LII_I){.lO _LNZ ( /\ ij [H(A’ijt)]B)a

where N is the number of shocks in the interval [—L, L]. Using the ergodicity again it
follows that the sum is equal to

G\ 1)
0 N . 1/2 ,
= p/dﬁ/ ds%e_”‘“ <el>‘s/2 +e N8/2 9 dp e_l)‘ﬁs> S(a, s,t),

~1/2

where we used limy_,o, N/(2L) = p. Going back to the variable u, we get (2.10).

2.2 An alternative derivation

The derivation of (2.6) (or (2.9) for statistically homogeneous situations) given above is
rigorous, but rather unintuitive. In fact, the effect of the viscous term is buried in the
definition of the two averages in (2.1), and it is not clear at all at this stage whether (2.6)
arises in the limit of the equation for R” as v — 0. Assuming statistical homogeneity,
recall that R satisfies (see (A.4) in the Appendix)

R} = ByR;,, — v((ugz|u)R"),,.
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Here we give another, less rigorous but more intuitive, derivation of (2.9) and (2.10) by
working with the equation for RY, and calculating directly the limit of the viscous term
as v — 0. In particular, we will compute explicitly that the dissipative anomaly (2.10) is
given by

(2.15) G(u,t) = = lim v((uze[u) R),-

This will give strong support to the claim that R = lim,_,o R” satisfies (2.9).
Assuming spatial ergodicity, the average of the dissipative term can be expressed as

V(Ugz|u) RY = v(ugg(x,t)0(u — u(z,t)))

L
= v lim L/ dz Ugy(x,t)0(u — u(z,t)).
2L ),

L—oo

(2.16)

Clearly, in the limit as ¥ — 0 only small intervals around the shocks will contribute to
the integral. In these intervals, boundary layer analysis can be used to obtain an accurate
approximation of u(z,t).

The basic idea is to split v into the sum of an inner solution near the shock and
an outer solution away from the shock, and using systematic matched asymptotics to
construct uniform approximation of u (for details see, e.g., [21]). For the outer solution,
we look for an approximation in the form of a series in v:

u = u = ug + vu; + O(V?).

Then ug satisfies
Uot + UoUOz = f7
i.e. Burgers equation without the dissipation term. In order to deal with the inner solution

around the shock, let y = y(t) be the position of a shock, and define the stretched variable
z=(x—y)/v and let

u™(z,t) = v (L + 6, t) ,
v
where § is a perturbation of the shock position to be determined later. Then, v satisfies
(2.17) v+ (v —u+vy)v, = v, +Vf,
where @ = dy/dt, v = dd/dt and, to O(v?), vf can be evaluated at = y (and can thus
be considered as a function of ¢ only).

We study (2.17) by regular perturbation analysis. We look for a solution in the form

v = vy + vur + O(V?).
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To leading order, from (2.17) we get for vy the equation

(UO - Z_L)'U(]z = V0zz-

The boundary condition for this equation arises from the matching condition with u°** =
ug + vuy + O( )

s
lim vg=limuy=u=+ -
z—Fo0 Ty 2

where s = s(t) is the shock strength. It is understood that for small v matching takes
place for small values of |x — y| and large values of |z| = |z — y|/v. This gives

s sz
v = U — §tanh (Z) .

These results show that, to O(v), (2.16) can be estimated as

V(Ugy|u) RY —VLIgI;OENZ/da:u d(u — u™(z,t)),

where ; is a layer centered at y; with width > O(v). Going to the stretched variable
z = (x —y)/v, and taking the limit as L — oo, we get

+0o0
V(Ugg|u)RY = p/du/ ds S(u, s;t) dz V022(2,8)0(u — vo(2,t)),

where S(u, s;t) is the PDF of (@(yo,t), s(yo,t)) conditional on yy being a shock location.
The z-integral can be evaluated exactly using

Vo _
dzvg,, = dvg——= = dvo(vy — ),

Vo,

where we used the equation (v — @)vg, = vg,,. This leads to

u—s/2
V{Uge|u) R = —p/du/ ds S(u,s;t) / dvg (vg — )0 (u — vg).
u+s/2
Hence,
u— s/2
1 VR = — / d / S(i, 5:1).
Lim v (ugeu) R p s u+s/2 —u)S(u, s;t)

Using this expression in (2.15), we get (2.7).
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2.3 Computing the anomalies

Here we derive equations for the moments of R. For simplicity, consider a statistically
law

homogeneous case, and assume that u(z,t) = —u(—=x,t). Then S(a,s,t) = S(—u,s,t),
G(u,t) = G(—u,t), R(u,t) = R(—u,t). This means that all moments of odd orders of
R are zero. For the moments of even orders, we get from (2.9) the following equations
(n S No):

%<u2n> = 2n(2n — 1) By(u*"2) + hay,

where hsg,, is the anomaly term
ho, = / du u*"G

- P (((za — )2 (1w + ns)) — ((2a + s)2" (@ — ns)>).

(han+1 = 0 by parity). An alternative definition of hg, is

_ : 2n—1 _ _ : 2n—2, 2
hon = 2n 31_% v{u ™ Tug,) = —2n(2n — 1) 31_% v{u " ul).

This gives for instance

At statistical steady state, it gives

() = S22 ({2 = s @ + (0 + 1)s) — (2049 2@~ (n-+ 1)9)),

where C,, = n!/2""2(n + 3)!. These expressions can also be obtained from (2.11). In
particular, for n = 2, we obtain again (2.12).

2.4 Multi-point PDF
We now turn to Z(uy, 1, .., Uy, Tp,t), the multi-point PDF of u. We have

THEOREM 2.2 Z satisfies

Zp = — Z UpZy, + Z B(xp — x4) Zy,u,
p=1 p,q=1

n
(2.18) - Z/du' K(up —u') Zy, (ur, 1, ... 0, Ty, .o Uy, T 1)
p=1

n
+ Z G(up7$p7u27$2 sy Up—1,Tp—1, Up+15 Lp41, - - - 7un7$n7t)7
p=1
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where K(u) = (H(u) — H(—uw))/2, H(-) is the Heaviside function and G is given by

G(U1, X1y s Uy, Tpyt)
ul— 8/2
ds/ (ug — u
(219) (/ u1+s/2 )
XQ(U, S$,T1,U2, X2, .. 7un7$n7t)>
u1
Here o(1, 8, 21,u2,Ta . .., Uy, Tn,t) is defined such that
o(t, s,x1,u2, T2, ..., Uy, Tpt)dudsdus - - - duydz,

gives the average number of shocks in [x1,x1 + dx) with u(y,t) € [u,u + dua), s(y,t) €
[s,s+ds) where y € [x1,21+dx) is a shock location, and with u(za,t) € [ug, ug +dug),. ..,
w(zp, t) € [un, up + duy,).

We will omit the proof of Theorem 2.2 since it is a straightforward generalization of
the one given for Theorem 2.1.

For the two-point PDF, Z(uy,x1,us, x2,t), (2.18) becomes

Zy = —u1Zyy — /du' K(uy —u')Zy, (U, 1, u9, 22, 1)

(220) _U2ZI2 - /du/ K(Ug - u/)ZSCz (U1, Z1, ulv T2, t)
+B0Zu1u1 + BOZUQUQ + 2B(IE1 - $2)Zu1u2
+G(’LL1, X1, U2, T2, t) + G(u27 x2,U1,21, t)

Assuming statistical homogeneity, (2.20) can be simplified. First,

Z(u1,y,u2, ¢ +y,t) = Z(u,0,u2, 2, t) = Z(u1, ug, x,t).
Secondly,
Q(a7s7y7u7x + y7t) = pT(fL?Saua‘T?t)u

where p is the number density of shocks, and T'(u, s, u, z,t) is the PDF of

(@(yo,1), s(yo,t), u(yo + z,1)),
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conditional on gy being a shock position. Thus for statistically homogeneous situations,
(2.20) reduces to the following equation for Z(u,usg,x,t)

Zt: u2—u1)Z
/duK g — u' ) Zy(ur, v, x,t)

(221) —|—/du K(’Lbl —U)Zx(u/7u27$7t)

+BoZyyuy + BoZuguy + 2B(x) Zyyus
+G(U1, U2, , t) + G(u27 Uy, —, t)a

where

G(ui,u2,z,t)

(2.22) (/ ds S/uul 8/2 (u1 —u)T(u,s,uQ,x,t)>

1+S/2 ul

2.5 Velocity difference and structure functions

Assume statistical homogeneity, and let Z°(u, z,t) be the PDF of the velocity difference
su(z,y,t) = u(z +y,t) — u(y,t). Z°%w,x,t) is related to Z(uy,us,z,t) by

Z‘s(w,a;,t) = /du 4 (u— %,u—i— %,x,t) .
It then follows immediately from (2.21) and (2.22) that

COROLLARY 2.3 Z° satisfies

70 = — Z5—2/d’H ") Zo(w' x,t
(2.23) b w2y w' H(w' —w)Zy(w',z,1)

+2(By — B(2)) 25, + G°(w,z,1),

where K(w) = (H(w) — H(—w))/2, H(-) is the Heaviside function and

Go(w, x,t) = /du G<u— %,u—l—%,x,t)

w w
+/duG(u+5,u—5,—x,t).

Remark. G° can be put into a form which is more convenient for the calculations. Let

(2.24)

5u+(x7y07t) = U(yo + ‘Z”,t) - U+(y(),t),
6“—(‘Tay07t) = u—(y07t) - u(yo - "T‘7t)7
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and let Uy (s,0u,x,t) be the PDFs of (s(yo,t),0ux(z,yo,t)) conditional on y being a
shock position. Then, G® can be expressed as

Gé(’w,ﬂj‘,t) = Gi(w,x,t) + Gé—(w7$7t)7
where

0
G (w,z,t) = g/ ds s(Ux(s,sgn(z)w — s,z,t) + Uy (s, sgn(z)w, z,t))

— p/_ooods 8/01 dp Uy (s,sgn(x)w — Bs,x,t).

We now consider some consequences of (2.23). We have the following two theorems:

THEOREM 2.4 In the limit as x — 0,
Z(w,,t) = 6(w) — |z|(pd(w) + (£)8" (w) — pS(w, 1)) + o(x),

2.25 w
22 Zo(w.at) = (1= plal)3@ (.t) +[alpS(w,t) + (o),

where §*(w) = d§(w)/dw, o(x) must be interpreted in the sense of weak convergence. Here
Q(&,t) is the PDF of {(x,t), the reqular part of the velocity gradient, i.e.

ul‘(x7t) = §(a;,t) + Z S(yj7t)5(y - yj)?

and S(s,t) is the PDF of s(yo,t) conditional on yo being a shock location.

THEOREM 2.5 (Structure function scaling) Let
(2.26) (|6u]®) = /dw ] Z0 (w, 2, ).

In the limit as x — 0,

|[*([€]*) + o(2®) if 0<a<l,
(2.27) (l0ul) = ¢ [=[({[]) + plls])) +o(x) if a=1,
|z[p(]s]*) + o(x) if 1<a.

In terms of the moments, (2.27) is (n € Ny)

(du) = |z|p(s*") + o(x),

(2.28) <6u2n+1> _ xp<s2"+1> + o(x).
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The first moment satisfies (Ju) = 0 for all (x,¢). This is a consequence of statistical
homogeneity and it is readily verified since multiplying (2.23) by w and integrating gives
in (du); = 0.

An equation for Q(¢,t) will be derived in Sec. 3. To interpret (2.25) note that Z% can
be decomposed into

Z5(w7x7t) = Pns(w,t)Z5(w,x,t\no ShOCk)
+ (1 —pns(l’,t))Zé(’w,x,t\shock),

where pys(z,t) is the probability that there is no shock in [y,y + z), Z%(w,z,t|no shock)
is the PDF of du(x,y,t) conditional on the property that there is no shock in [y,y + ),
Z%(w, z, t|shock) is the PDF of du(x, y,t) conditional on the property that there is at least
one shock in [y,y + x). Since, by definition of p we have

Pns = 1- ,0‘.’1" + O(.Z'),

(2.25) states that

1
Z°(w, z, tjno shock) = (1 — p|:13|)5Q (%,t) + o(x),
Z%(w, z, t|shock) = S(w,t) + o(1).

This is consistent with the picture that du(z,y,t) = x£(y,t) + o(x) if there is no shock in
ly,y + ), and w(z,y,t) = s(yo,t) + o(1) if yo € [y, + y) is a shock position.

PRrROOF OF THEOREM 2.4: We will consider the case x > 0. The case x < 0 can be
treated similarly. Note first that, in the limit as z — 0, we have

32°(w8,3,1) = Q(&,1),
weakly. We postpone the proof of this fact until Sec. 3. It implies that
Z%(w,z,t) = 8(w) + o(1),
weakly. Define

A(w, t) = lim 27 Y(Z°(w, z, t) — 6(w)) = lim Z2(w, x, ).

z—0

Taking the limit as  — 0 in the equation for Z9, it follows that A satisfies
(2.29) 0=—-wA— 2/dw' H(w—w)A(' z,t) + B(w,t),

where we used lim,_,o(By — B(x)) = 0 and we defined

B(w,t) = lim G°(w, z, t).

z—0
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To evaluate B note that as x — 0
duy (z,y0,t) — 0,
almost surely. This implies that, as x — 0,
Us(s,w,z,t) — S(s,t)0(w),

where S(s,t) is the PDF of s(yg,t) conditional on yy being a shock location. Hence, from
the expression for G9,

B(w, 1) = pwS(w, 1) + p(s)5(w) + 2p /_ idw’S(w’t) —2pH(w),

where H(-) is the Heaviside function and we used S(s,t) = 0 for s > 0 since s(yo,t) < 0.
Inserting this expression in (2.29), the solution of this equation is

A(w, t) = —8(w) + p(s)d* (w) + pS(w, ).

Here 6'(w) = dd(w)/dw and we used the identity wé'(w) = —d(w). Using (3.4), p(s) =
— (&), this can be restated as

Alw, t) = =6(w) — (€)6* (w) + pS(w, ).
Hence, combining the above results, we have
Z3(w, 1) = 8(w) — 2(8(w) + ()6 (w) — pS(w, 1)) + ofa),

weakly. This establishes the first equation in (2.25) for > 0. Reorganizing this expression
as

(2.30) Z%(w, x,t) = (1 — px)(6(w) — 2()0" (w)) + 2pS(w, t) + o(z),

weakly, and using the identity

S(w) ~ 2(6)5 ) = 1@ (%.t) + of@)

X

establishes the second equation in (2.25) for x > 0.
|

PRrROOF OF THEOREM 2.5: We will prove (2.27) directly for moments of integer order
higher than one. For other values of a (2.27) follows from (2.25) and the fact that the tails
are controlled by higher order moments. Note first that for a > 0

lim (|§u|?) = 0,
z—0
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since du(x,y,t) — 0 almost surely as z — 0. Now, multiply (2.23) by w" (n € N, n > 2),
integrate and take the limit as x — 0£. The result is

0= _a;lzz-i-l + n——i—laii_l + by,
where
an = :cli}%)l:l: T (ou") = xl—i>%1i<6un>x’
bff = xl—i>%1:|: dw w"G‘S(w,a:,t).
Note that

/dw WG (w, z,t) = g<8(5u+ +sgn(zx)s)") + g<85ui>
~ o [[48 (stous + o))

+ §<8(5“— +sgn(z)s)") + g<85u’i>
1
o, /0 dB (s(5u_ + Bsgn(x)s)™).

Since duy (x,yo,t) — 0 almost surely as x — 0, we have

b = s (12 = ).

Inserting this expression in the equation for a; gives

GEa = lim o () = (£1)p(s ),

Thus

(Gu) = |z[p(s®") +olz),  (5u*"T) = wp(s® ) + o(z).

This proves (2.28).
We now prove (2.27) for 0 < a < 1. The proof for other values of a is similar. Let

Plw.,t) = (1= pla) 1@ (S1t) + lalpS(wt),

9’ (w,z,t) = 6(w) — |a|(pd(w) + (€)0" (w) — pS(w, ),
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and write for M > 0
[ dw wirz* - 1)

= dw [w]"(Z° = f°) + dw [w]*(Z° — f°).
|lw| <M |lw|>M

The first term at the right hand-side is o(z) because of (2.25). To estimate the second
term, note that for M large enough

/ dw |w|?Z° < / dw w?Z?
|w|>M |w|>M

< ‘ dw w*(Z° — ¢°) +/ dw w?g®
|w

|>M

=o(z) + |x|p/ dw w?S(w, )
|w|>M

= o(z) + O(m)/ dw w?S(w,t).

|w|>M

o 0l 0 = el = falo) [ el Qen)

|[>M E>M/x
—Hx!p/ dw |w|*S(w,t)
w>M
= o(z") + O(m)/ dw |w|*S(w,t).
w>M

Since M can be made arbitrarily large, we get
/ dw [w|*(Z° = f5) < o(z") + 6 O(x),
where 0y — 0 as M — 4o0. Noting that
il - { 21|} if 0<a<l,
|z[({[€]) + p{ls]) if a=1,

we obtain (2.27) for 0 <a < 1.

3 Velocity gradient

We now turn to the study of the PDF of the velocity gradient for the solution of (2.2).
Since the solutions typically contain discontinuities, it is already an issue whether the
PDF for the velocity gradient is well-defined. Heuristically, this is so since u only fails to
be differentiable at no more than countably many points. We will therefore be concerned
with the PDF of the regular part of the gradient.
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3.1 Master equation for the PDF of the velocity gradient

We focus on the statistically homogeneous case and derive an equation for Q(&,t), the
PDF of {(z,t), defined as the regular part of the velocity gradient, i.e.

uw($vt) = f(l‘,t) + Zs(y])é(:lt - yj),

where £(-,t) € LY(I). We will prove that
THEOREM 3.1 Q@ satisfies
(3.1) Qu = £Q + (2Q)¢ + BiQec + F(,1),

where By = —B,,(0) and
0
(3.2) Flety=p [ dssVs0).

Here V(s,&,t) = (Vie(s,&,t) + V_(s,€,1)) /2, Vi(s,&x,t) are the PDFs of
(5(y0,1), €+ (Y0, t) = ua(yo+, 1)),

conditional on the property that yo is a shock position.

The consequences of (3.1) will be studied in Sec. 3.3. Note that if u(x,t) = —u(—=z,1),
then

(f+(l‘,t),8(l‘,t)) = (5_(—x,t),s(—:17,t)),
and V, (s,&,t) = V_(s,&,t) = V(s,&,1).

PROOF OF THEOREM 3.1: Let Q%(n,x,t) be the PDF of n(z,y,t) = (u(z + y,t) —
u(y,t))/z. Q° is related to Z and Z° by

Q°(n,x,t) = x Z%(xn, . t) ::E/du Z<u—m—2n,u—|—?,x,t>.

From (2.23) it follows that Q° satisfies

Q) =nQ° + (©°Q°), + B1 ()@}, — tnQ)

(3.3) —2:n/dn’ H(n—n)Q%(n 2, t) + F*(n, ,t),

where B (x) = 2(By — B(x))/z? and

Fo(n,x,t) = F{(n,2,t) + F3 (n,x,t) + F{ (n, z,t),
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with
0
Fnat)=p [ ds sV (s.m.a.0),
—0o0
0 s
Fg(m%t):/)/ dSSV&(Sm——a%t)a
—00 |z|
s 0 1 s Bs
Fy(n,z,t) = —2p/ ds s/ dg Vv (s,n— —,x,t).
—00 0 "T‘
Here VJ(Sanaxat) = (V—E(Sanaxat) + Vé(37777x7t))/27 Vi(sﬂh%t) are the PDF's of

(5(yo.t), n+ (yo, z, 1)),

with 4 (yo, z,t) = £(u(yo * |z|,t) — ux(yo,t))/|z|, conditional on the property that yq is
a shock position.
Define

Q&) = lim Q°(&,,1).

It is easy to see that

[ dn Fi.a.0) = pts).
0
[an Braty=p [dn [ ds sv2(sm..0) = pts),
0
[ F.ot) =20 [ dn [ ds sV7(s.m.,8) = ~20(s),

consistent with the fact that
[ an Pzt =0,
and, hence,
d
E/dn Q’(n,z,t) =0, /dn nQ° (n,z,t) = 0.

In the limit as * — 0, 4 and n_ converge respectively to the gradient of the velocity at
the left and right sides of the shock, and, pointwise in n, we have

. 5 o 5 .
il_>1110F2(7I7x7t) —:}:IE})FS(U’»TJ) _07

. 5 .
i%Fl (T],%,t) - F(U7t)7
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with F given by (3.2). Therefore, a standard argument with test functions applied to (3.3)
shows that in the limit as 2 — 0, Q% converges weakly to Q, solution of (3.1).
|

Remark. F$ and FJ are examples of what we will call “ghost terms”, i.e. terms that
have finite total moments, but in the limit converge pointwise to zero. Due to the ghost
terms, is not clear at the moment that @ satisfies [ d§ Q(&,t) = 1. This will be established
as a consequence of Lemma 3.2.

3.2 Alternative limiting processes

Using BV-calculus, one works at ¥ = 0 and access the statistics of the velocity gradient
by taking x — 0 in (u(z + y,t) — u(y,t))/x. This procedure gives an equation for

Q(Svt) = ili% Q(S(vavt)a

where Q°(¢,z,t) is the PDF of (u(z+y,t) —u(y,t))/x. In this section, we revert the order
of the limits: we take x — 0 first, working at finite v, and then let v — 0. As in Sec. 2.2,
this is done using boundary layer analysis and matched asymptotics. In this way, we will
obtain an equation for

Q(E.1) = lim Q" (¢, 1),

which will turn out to be identical to the one for Q). To the extend that boundary layer
analysis can be justified, this strongly suggests that the limits z — 0, v — 0 commute.

For statistically homogeneous situations, recall that Q" (¢, t) satisfies (see (A.5) in the
Appendix)

QF = Q" + (£2Q")¢ + B1Q¥ — V(& )Q")e-

The average of the dissipative term can be expressed as

1 L
Vel Q" = fim o [ do 6aala 03(6 — £(a,)).

As in Sec. 2.2, we will evaluate this integral using the approximation for £, provided by
the boundary layer analysis. However, this analysis has to be developed further in order
to evaluate the dissipative term for the velocity gradient. Recall that £ = ul* = vy, /v +
v1, + O(v). Inside the shock, the O(1) contribution of vy, is clearly negligible compared
to the O(v~!) contribution of vy, /v. However, the contribution of vy, is important at the
border of the shock because vy, decays exponentially fast there.

To evaluate vy, at the shock boundaries z — +00, consider the equation for vy that we
get from (2.17):

Vo¢ + (UO - '11)1)12 + UOZ(UI + 7) = V1, + f
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The general solution of this equation can be expressed as

vy = C'1efozd2, (vo(')—2)
4 /d2,<02+(?]0(2/) —ﬁ)’y+/ dZ”Uot(Z”) _fZ/)ef:,dz//(uo(z//)_u)7
0 0

where C7, Cy are constants. They, as well as v, have to be determined by matching with
u = ug +u1 +O(v?) [21]. We will not dwell on this problem since Cy, Ca, v do not enter
the expression for v, as z — £oo. Indeed, using the expression for vy, direct computation
shows that v; reduces asymptotically to

vy = (2@ _ds 2f)z

dt dt
2 ds du sy
I, St AL AR ) —sz/2 _
(C’gs—l—dt 7 5 + f)—I—O(e ) as z — —00,
and
du ds
= — (25 + 7 2
v < dt f)
ds du 82’7
S<C2S+dt+ dt—l— 2 f>+0(e ) as z — 400
Thus
o e T sdt  sdt s T

where the last equality is simply a definition of £1. Note that these can be reorganized to
give

ds du S

pri (f++f ) E——Z(@r—ﬁ—)—i'f-

In the limit as v — 0 these are the equations of motion along the shock.
Using these results, to O(v), (2.16) can be estimated as

W€l OQ = vp / dsdiude ,de_ S(ii, s, €€ 1)
/ dz €2 (2,)5(€ — £ (x,1),

where 2 is a layer centered at y with width > O(v), S(u,s,&+,&—,t) is the PDF of

(u(yo,t), s(yo,t), &+ (Yo, t),€—(yo, 1)), conditional on yy being a shock location ({4 and &_
have to be included for reasons to be made clear later).

We now go to the stretched coordinate z = (z — y)/v, and use the result of Sec. 2.2,
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namely,
¢ = v Yoy, +v1, + O(v).

To O(v), both terms must be included. However the contribution of vy, is important only
at the border of the shock where v, falls exponentially fast, and can be neglected inside
the shock. Thus, £" ~ ¢ = v~ lvg, + &4, and we have

V{6alO0Q” = p [ dsddedé- S(s,64.6.1)

+oo _ _
X dz gzz(% t)é(g - é(z, t))

—00

To perform the z integral, we change the integration variable to g =¢6—¢_for 2 <0and
tod =&—¢& for 2> 0. For 2 <0

((UO - ﬂ)(f_— g—))z = gzzy
(-1 = (32 +2(€-)) " =2 +0w),

and we have

Eoo_ gl = _ /(5/2(5_51)),2:_ 15
B M )

Similarly, for z > 0

((UO - ﬂ)(g - 5-1—)),2 = gzzy
(-1 = (3 + 26~ 1)) " = 2+ 0w),

and we have

= / gzz / (3/2(§_§i))2 1S
dz&,, = df —"— =& =" = d&'—.
= 5(6—&% . (6 —¢&+). 2
This leads to
V<§xx‘§>QV
0
- p/dsdﬁd§+d§_ S(u,s, &, 6 1) /_32/(8V)d§’ 35(6—6’ —&)

0

+p [ dsdudgidg St 6.6 [

—S

d' 5 6(6 — & = &).
?/(8v)
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Letting v — 0 and integrating gives
0 00
lim v(£22[§)Q" = p/ ds s/ de’ V(s,€t),
v—0 —0 13
where we used the consistency constraint
/d’L_Ld£$ S(’L_Lv S, £+7 5—775) = V:I:(s7 g:l:) t)

Thus

~ lim (€)@ g—p/ ds sV (s,6,t) = F(€,1).

3.3 Consequences of the master equation
First we observe

LEMMA 3.2

(34) € +pls) =0, or [ dE QD) = —pls).

28

PROOF: Denote by u” the solution of (1.1) for finite v. Then (u%) = 0. Let ¢(x) be

x
a compactly supported smooth function. We have

0:/d:17<,0( /d:zupu /d:z:gpmu

In the limit as v — 0, u” — wu, the solution of (2.2). Thus

- —</dm cpxu>

Denote by y; the location of the shocks. We can write

Yj+1
/da:gpxu— Z/ dx pug — ZCP?JJ s(yj,t)
Y5

Averaging this result, we get

[ do o)+ ots)) =0,

for all compactly supported smooth functions . Hence (3.4).
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Notice that for finite v or x, [dé£QV(€,t) = [dE€Q(€,2,t) = 0. In the language
of Kraichnan [28], (3.4) represents a flow of probability of ¢ from the smooth part of
the velocity field to the shocks. It reflects the fact that no matter how small v is, the
dissipation range has a finite effect on inertial range statistics.

As a consequence of (3.1) and (3.4), we have

d
& [ds @ —o,

i.e. the normalization of ) is preserved. For the initial data we are interested in, this
implies

[aaen =1

LEMMA 3.3

@ ots)) = L (s + (s€2)).

(3.5) - -

In particular [d§EF(&,t) = p((s€+) + (s€=))/2 exists and is finite.

PROOF: Since p(s) and its derivative are obviously finite, the existence of the integral
JAEEF(E,t) = p((s&+) + (s€—))/2 follows from the argument below and a standard cut-off
argument on large values of £4.

Using

Uty +usls = f,

where &4 (z,t) = ug(z+,t), and dy;/dt = u(y;,t), we have

d dy;
Equ(yj, t) = %54-(:%'7 t) + u+t(yj’ t)

= ﬂ(yj, t)f.;_(yj, t) — Uy (ij 75)54. (ij t) + f(yj7 t)
555 D8 35 1) + £, ).
Similarly

d
Eu—(ijt) = %S(ijt)g—(ijt) + f(ijt)’

These equations can be reorganized into

d

Sl t) = ~ 53 D (1) — € (3o1)) + Fly1).
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and

4 5(01) = — 53005, O (3,1 + - (35,).

Consider now

(3.6) pls) = <Z s(x,t)8(x — yj)> = <Z s(y;,t)d(x — yj)>-

J
Using the equation for s(y;,t) and dy;/dt = u(y;,t), we have

d p

73 (Pls)) = =5 ((s€4) + (s€-))

—<Z s(y;, t)u(y;, t)o(w — yj)>
J
+contribution from shock creation and collision.

T

The second term at the right hand-side is zero by homogeneity. Thus to obtain (3.5) it
remains to prove that the contribution of shock creation and collision vanish. To under-
stand how this term arises and why it vanishes, assume a shock is created at position y;
at time ¢;. Then the sum under the average in (3.6) involves a term like

T1 = S(yl,t)5(l‘ — yl)H(t — tl).

where H(-) is the Heaviside function. Time differentiation gives

% = %s(?ﬂ,t)é(az —y ) H(t —t1) — s(y1, ) a(y1, )0 (x — y1)
+ s(y1,t)d(2 — y1)d(t - ta).

The last term accounts for shock creation. Since the shock amplitude is zero at creation,

s(y1,0)0(z — y1)d(t — t1) = s(y1,t1)0(x — y1)d(t —t1) = 0.

This means that shock creation makes no contribution to the time derivative of (3.6).
Consider now the collision events. Assume at time ¢; the shocks located at yo and ys
merge into one shock located at y;. Obviously y1(t1) = ya2(t1) = y3(t1). Such an event
contributes to the sum under the average in (3.6) by a term like

T2 = s(yl, t)5($ — yl)H(t — tl)
+ (s(y2,1)6(z — y2) + s(ys, t)0(z — y3)) H (t1 — ¢).
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Time differentiation gives

dgf = %S(yly )0(x —y1)H(t — t1)
b5 )5 — )ty — 1) + (s, )5 — ) (1 — 1
— s(y1, )y, 1)0e(x — y1) H(t — t1)

(
— (s(y2, )u(y2, 1)6z(z — y2) + s(ys, t)u(ys, t) 0z (2 — y3)) H(t1 — 1)
+ (s(y1,t)0(x — y1) — s(y2,t)d(x — y2) — s(y3, t)d(x — y3))d(t — t1).

The term involving 0(¢t —¢1) arises from shock collision. Since y1(t1) = ya2(t1) = y3(t1) and
shock amplitudes add up at collision,

lim s(yl(tl + t),tl + t)(S(l‘ — yl(tl + t))
= hm L (s(y2(t1 — 1), 01 = £)0(z — y2(t1 — 1))

+s(y3(t1 —t),t1 —t)d(z —ys(t1 — 1)),

the term in the equation for 75 involving 6(¢ — ¢;) vanishes. This means shock collision
makes no contribution to the time derivative of (3.6). Hence (3.5). 1

COROLLARY 3.4 We have

(3.7) |§1|1m €PQ(E 1) =

i.e. Q decays faster than |£|72 as € — —oc.

PROOF: Taking the first moment of (3.1) leads to

S0 = [0+ [deer = [€Q] 7+ £ (s + (56 )

Using (3.4) this equation can be written as

Gt == [€Q]7T St + (5.

Using (3.5) we obtain that the boundary term must be zero. Since £3Q has different sign
for large negative and positive values of £, one must have separately limg_, o [€ PQ =0
and limg_, 4o |€[Q = 0. Hence (3.7). |

Remark. Lemma 3.3 uses the fact that shocks are created at zero amplitude and shock
strengths add up at collision, which holds in the case of large-scale smooth forcing [14]. Tt
is possible to construct pathological situations, such as the unforced case with piecewise
linear initial data [34], in which case shocks are created at finite amplitude. In this case
Lemma 3.3 is changed to
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LEMMA 3.5
(3.8) < (pls) = ~2({5€4) + {560) ~ Dy,
where

DC = —O'1<81> — 02<82> > 0.

Here o1 and oo are respectively the space-time number density of shock creation and col-
lision points, (s1) < 0 is the average shock amplitude at creation, and (s2) < 0 is the
average gain of amplitude at shock collision. In this case

(3.9) Q& t) ~ D¢ as & — —c.
Lemma 3.5 follows from a direct adaptation of the proof of Lemma 3.3.

3.4 Realizability and asymptotics for the statistical steady state
We now turn to the study of (3.1) at steady state

(3.10) 0=£Q+ (£2Q)c + B1Qgc + F(9),
where F(&) = limy_, o F'(&,t). We shall prove that

THEOREM 3.6  The realizability constraint Q € L*(R), Q > 0 implies

(3.11) lim ¢7%MF(6) =0,

{—+o0

where A = —&3/3By. Assuming (3.11), the only positive solution of (3.10) can be expressed
as

13 A e ,
(3.12) Q) =3 [ dg ¢r€) -2 [ dg Ve,
where
. 5 ¢ Y /
GO =F©) +5 | e ¢FE).
Furthermore
o0 [ agere)  weo o
(3.13) Qoo(§) ~ oo ’
Cpge ™™ as £ = +00,
where

_ 1 A
C, = —E/dg AG(6),
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Under the conditions of Theorem 3.6 we also have

LEMMA 3.7 Qo can be expressed as

—A g ;e
(314) Q) === [ a2 [ agr erren),
for £ <0, and
_ —A_ge_A too 1 oer—2 A Foo "oen "
(3.15) Qul€) = Cute™ — 5 [ ag €7 [ i €,
for & > 0.

Remark 1. £F (&) is integrable as a consequence of Lemma 3.3. In particular (3.5) at
steady state gives

[ de r =

NI

((s64) + (s€-)) = 0.

Remark 2. O, is finite if (3.11) holds. To see this, note that because of the factor e?,
problem may arise at £ = +o0 only. (3.11) implies that we can write

F(§) =e"f(9),

with f(€) = 0(£?) as &€ — +o0. Using [d¢ EF = 0, we write G(€) as

+o00
GO = PO -5 [ ¢F()
400 ,
= e -5 [ aE €A,
Using e = —315’—2(e—A’)5,, after integration by parts we have

!

Ge) = ¢ [ e € HEee ™,

Since £(€) = (&) as € - +oo, (€ /(€))e = o(1) and
+oo , +o0 Y o
G = . dg o(l)e_A:o<5 dﬁeA):o(é 26 A),

where at the last step we used e™* = O((¢72e7%),). Thus



STATISTICAL THEORY FOR BURGERS EQUATION 34

which implies that C is finite. Similarly, we can show that the last integral in (3.15) is
finite ff (3.11) holds. Indeed, using F(£) = o(¢2e™) as &€ — +o0o we have

+o00 +o00 "
/ﬁ/ df” f”F(f”) _ df” 0(5"36_A )

g/
+oo
_ de ¢ —A"
off, " &me)
= o(g'e™),
where we used &3¢~ = O((¢e™")¢). Thus
(3.16) g2 /;—OOdg" E"F(E") = o(&7h) as & — o0,

which is the necessary and sufficient condition for the last integral in (3.15) to be finite.

PrROOF OF LEMMA 3.7: To show (3.14), we start from the explicit expression for the
integral involving G in (3.12)

A g )
_geBl ‘/_Oodfl eA G(g/)
£

A g , —A g , 3
€ / dSI eA F(g/) o ge - / dSI eA 5// dfl/ g//F(SI/)7
Bl —00 Bl —00 —00
and integrate by parts the second integral using e = B¢’ _2(e_A/)§/. The result is

ge A
By

— 1 ¢ 1ol / Se_A ¢ 1oe1—2 A ¢ " g "
=g | e ¢re) -5 [ ag ¢ [ ageme.

[ ae )

Inserting this expression in (3.12) gives (3.14).
To show (3.15), we use [d¢SF =0 and write (3.12) as

_ —A_i +Oo// / g +OO/A’ /
Qul€) = Oyt~ — o [ ae €P(E) + 5 [a V).

Using [ d§EF = 0 we write explicitly the integral involving G in this expression as

fe_A O A /
e e

_Se_A teo A / _fe_A teo o, A o1 e 1"
=S5 e MR G [a e | at Ee)
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and integrate by parts the second integral using e = B;¢’ _Q(e_A/)g:

¢’ N G(¢)

§
fe o A [T
/ df fF 5/ 5/ 2eA / df” f”F(f”).
3 g
Inserting this expression in the last expression for Q. gives (3.15)
|

PROOF OF THEOREM 3.6: The general solution of (3.10) is @ = Qs + C1Q1 + C2Q2,
where C; and Cs are constants, ()1 and Q5 are two linearly independent solutions of the
homogeneous equation associated with (3.10). Two such solutions are

(3.17) Qi) = &t

—A t )
(318) Qu(e) =1~ [ ag e,

For ¢ < 0, using e = By ¢/72(eM )gr after integration by parts Q)2 can be written as

3 /
(3.19) Qa(€) = ~¢e [ ag' g2V,

We now show that realizability requires C; = Cy = 0. First, one readily checks that
limg oo Qoo = lime,_ o, Q2 = 0, while 1 grows unbounded as { — —oo. Hence in order
that @ be integrable we must set C; = 0 and the general solution of (3.10) is

Q&) = C2Q2(§) + Qoo (&)

We evaluate this solution asymptotically as £ — *xoo. Consider Q9 for large negative &
first. Using eV = B1¢/72(e)e, after integration by parts we write (3.19) as

5 !
Q2(8) = Bl’f‘_g — 4Blge_A /_ de’ fl_seA .

Since £%et = O((£7TeM)¢) as € — —oo, the integral in this expression is of the order

_ALS dgl £I—5eA/ :ge—Aﬁg dg/O((g—'?eA)g)

(e [ aeeTee)



STATISTICAL THEORY FOR BURGERS EQUATION 36

Thus
Q) =Bil¢| P+ 0% as £ —o0,

Consider now Q. for large negative £. Using e = Blf’_z(eA/)g, after integration by
parts we write (3.14) as

l©) =16 [*_ag erie)
+ fe_A /_iodgl(gl—4 /_io df” 5// F(f”))f/eA/.

As & — —x
£e_A /_iodg/(é./_él /_io df// 5// F(f//))g,eA, _ £e_A /_iodf/ 0(5/—5)eA’

=0 e—A ¢ de’ /—SeA’
(et [ ag'¢e)
=0(¢79),

where we used the estimate above. Thus

3
Quel€) = I¢ 7" [ d€ P +0(€)  as €= —ox.

Combining these expressions, we have

3
Q) = CaBile P+ Jel 7 [ de ¢F(E)
+ O(Co¢™5) + o(67°) as £ — —oo.

(3.20)

Consider now @, for large positive £&. Write (3.18) as

—A Ex ’ —A 3 ’
Qul) =1~ 5= [ gev - S [ e

where &, > 0 is arbitrary but fixed. Using e = B¢’ _2(eA/)5/, after integration by parts
of the second integral we get

_ ee—1 —A+A*_g & 1ot N e —A ¢ 1oe1—2 A
Qule) = €& e B e €~ [agt ¢

= —ge A ;dg’ &2 £ O(ce™).
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Integrating by parts again gives

3 /
Q) = —Bi63 — 4B e / de' €756 1 O(ge™).
Ex
Since £ et = O((§_7eA)5) as £ = +o00, the remaining integral can be estimated as above,
yielding

Q2(6) = —BiE 3+ 0(¢7°).

Considering @, for large positive £, we must distinguish two cases. If (3.11) does not
hold, then in (3.12) we decompose

ge—A ¢ V. n o ée_A & 1A / ge—A ¢ 7 A /
5 | e evate) = 25 [Tag Vo) + o [ag Nare)
fe_A ¢ r A / —A
=5 A&’ e G(E)+0(&e™ ).
1 Ex
and write

ge™t
B

§ § ’
Qi) = - [ e/ €P(&) - G [ae V(e + Ofee™).

The second integral in this expression is explicitly

geh 1€, AN et
G e et
__ge—A ¢ A /_ge—A ¢ 1A e ¢ "oen "
= 5 [ PE) — p [ e [ aer e peen).

The integration by parts of the second integral using N = B¢ _2(e_A/)5/ gives

ge_A € A /
S [ )

1 5 / / !
=—§1/_mduF(£>

Lo
By

€ , €
6dé-/ 6/—26/\ /_ dfl/ f//F(fﬁ) —l—O(fe_A).

Thus

et

QOO(S) - = B,

3 , 1€
A dfl 6/—2eA /_ dfl/ §//F(§//) —l—O(fe_A).
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Integrating by parts again using e = B¢’ _z(eA/)g gives

@l®) = ¢ [ ag' ¢r(e)
+ fe_A /:d{l(g_‘l /_iodg// 5// F(g//))geA’ +O(§G_A).

The last integral can be estimate as for the large negative £. Using [ d{ F = 0, this leads
to

+o0o
Quel€) =€ [ d' €F(E) + 0™,
3
and, hence,

—+o0
Q) = ~CyBye~? + €73 /5 de' €' F (')

+0(C267%) 4 0(£7°) as & — +oo.

(3.21)

In contrast, if (3.11) holds, then we can use (3.15). From (3.16) it follows that the integral
term in this expression is o(ée™?) as ¢ — 400. Thus,

Q&) = Cyée™ +o(ge™),
and

(3.22) Qoo(§) = —CaBi& ™ + Cyge™
+0(Co¢7%) + o(¢e™) as & — +00.

In (3.20), (3.21), (3.22), if the Cy term at the right-hand side is non-zero, then it will
dominate the second term. However, since the Cs term has opposite sign when ¢ — +o0,
it must be zero, i.e., we must set Co = 0. This proves that () = Q. Furthermore, since
the F' term at the right-hand side of (3.21) is negative (recall that F' < 0), this solution
must be rejected in order that ) be non-negative. Thus (3.11) must hold, and we get
(3.13).

|

Remark. 1If the assumptions of Lemma 3.3 do not apply, i.e. if shocks are not created
at zero amplitude or shock strength does not add up at collision, then from (3.8) at steady
state we have

[ d¢ €F(©) = ~D..
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This implies that (3.21) has to be changed to

+00
moz—@Bf*+D£*+f*L de' €'F(¢')
+0(C267%) 4 0(£7°) as & — +oo.

This solution cannot be dismissed as being unrealizable since the second term at the right
hand-side can balance the first one. In particular, for Cy = D./B; we obtain from (3.20)
Q&) = D.|¢|72 4+ 0(€73) as € — —o0, consistent with (3.9).

3.5 Statistics for the environment of the shocks

We now turn to the statistics for the environment of the shocks. For simplicity we will
law

focus on statistically homogeneous situations such that u(z,t) = —u(—=z,t). Define

s(x,y0,t) = u(yo + x/2,t) — u(yg — z/2,t),

and let W(s,&4,&_,x,t) be the PDF of

(S(ﬂj‘, Yo, t)v é(y(] + l‘/2, t)7 f(yo - l‘/2, t))a

law

conditional on yy being a shock location. Since u(z,t) u(—x,t), it follows that

W(Suf-i-?f—awat) - W(37§—7€+7x7t)’

V(s,&,t) and W(s, &4, &, x,t) are related by (recall that V = Vi = V_ if u(z,t) =

(3.23) Wwﬁzgﬁfﬁw%fémﬁ
Thus,

(3.24) F&t) = p Jim [ dsdg Wis,€' € 0.0)
We have

THEOREM 3.8 W satisfies

(pW) = —psWy + 2p(Bo — B(z))Wis
LW + p(EW)e, + W + (W)
+pBi(We e, + We ¢ )+ 2pBi(z)We, ¢
—pBa(x)(We, +Wee )+ <1 — 2+ J,

(3.25)
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with Bi(x) = —Bgy(x), Ba(x) = By(x). <1(8,&+,&—,x,t) is defined such that
G1(8,&4+, &, x, t)dsdé_dE 4 dzdt,
gives the average number of shock creation points in [z, z + dz) x [t,t + dt) with

s(,y1,t1) € [s,5+ds),
£(y1 + 33‘/2,t1) € [£+7£+ + d£+)7
£(y1 - 33‘/2,t1) € [5—75— + dé.—)v

conditional on (y1,t1) € ([z,2+dz) x [t,t+dt)) being a point of shock creation (because of
the statistical homogeneity, z is a dummy variable). (s,&4,&_,x,t) is defined such that

o, &4, 6w, t)dsdé_dé dzdt,
gives the average number of shock collision points in [z,z + dz) X [t,t + dt) with

s(x,yo,ta) € [s,s + ds),
é-(yQ + x/27t2) € [€+7§+ + d€+)7
E(y2 — x/2,t) € [€-, & +dE-),

conditional on (y2,t2) € ([z,2 + dz) x [t,t + dt)) being a point of shock collision. Fi-
nally, J(s,&4,&—,x,t) accounts for the possibility of having another shock in between
lyj —x/2,y; + /2] and satisfies

J(S,£+,£_,$,t) = O($)

At statistical steady state, the definitions for ¢i, ¢ simplify. Indeed, in the limit as
t — +o0o, we have

§1(S,£+,£_,3§‘,t) — 0151(87£+7£—7$)7

where o7 is the space-time number density of shock creation points, Sy(s,£+,&_,z) is the
PDF of

(s(x,y1, 1), E(y1 + 2/2,11),&(y1 — 2/2, 1),
conditional on a shock being created at (yp,t1), and
$5(5, 64,62, 3,1) = 028 (s,64,6, ),

where 09 is the space-time number density of shock collision points, Sa(s,&4+,&_,z) is the
PDF of

(S(xv Y2, t2)7 é‘(y2 + 1’/2, t2)7 é‘(y2 - 1’/2, t2))7



STATISTICAL THEORY FOR BURGERS EQUATION 41

conditional on a two shocks colliding at (yo, t2).

Remark on the strategy for the proof of Theorem 3.8. Ideally to prove Theorem 3.8
we should follow the strategy in Sec. 3 for the derivation of the equation for (). Let
X(uy,xq,...,ug,x6,t) be the PDF of

(U(Z/O + $17t)7 cee ,U(yo + $67t)7

conditional on yg being a shock location. Knowing the equation for X, one can easily
derive an equation for the conditional PDF of

(u(yo +2/2,t),uyo + x/2,t),n(yo + x/2,y,t),n(yo — 2/2,y,1)

where n(z,z,t) = (u(x + z,t) — u(z,t))/z. Letting z — 0, one derives an equation for
W. Clearly, this derivation is rather tedious and, as we now show, unnecessary for our
purpose.

Recall that

pX(Ul,xl, <o, U, Ty t) = / }27{-)6 667)\1U1+m+7)\6u{5

J

The average under the integral is the characteristic function associated with X, and an
equation for this quantity can be derived using the equation for u(z + z,,t)

du = —[u] ug,dt +dW (z + xp,t), p=1,...,6.

Instead of reproducing these straightforward calculations, we note simply that for homo-
geneous situations the resulting equation for X will contain terms proportional to

palap,t) = (32 8(xp + 2 — i)z — yy)).

gk

These terms account for the probability of having another shock, say 31, between yy and
Yo + xp: they are the origin of J in (3.25). Note also that technically, the pa(zp,t)’s arise
because of the average [u], in the equation for u(z + x,,t). Now, the key point is to note
that

p(xp,t) = O(xp)'

As a direct result,

J(37€+7§—7m7t) = O(‘T)
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We are eventually interested in the limit as x — 0 of W. As argued in Sec. 3.6, in
this limit the O(x) terms in (3.25) are negligible. Thus, we will not dwell on obtaining an

explicit expression for J. Instead, we will derive (3.25) using (W (z,t) = W, (z,t))

du = —uug, dt + dW (z + z4,1),

(3.26) df = —(ubyy + E2dt + dW (2 + x4, 1),

as if no shock are present between z and z + x. The error we are making are accounted
for by the term J.

PROOF OF THEOREM 3.8: Define

9()‘+7 )‘—7N+7 H—y Xy, T—, 2, t)
— e—i)\+u(z+x+,t)—i)\7u(z+x,,t)—iu+§(z+x+,t)—iufﬁ(z—i-x,,t).

Then

dpsdi- e iy e
PW(3,§+,§_,m,t) = /We A pt o —ip—&—

><<Z O, =\, g, poyx/2,—x/2, 2, 1)0(2 — y])>

J

We now derive equations for (©) = (3°;00(2 — y;)), W. We use the following rules
from Ito calculus

dW (z,t)dW (y,t) = 2B(x — y)dt,

t
dW (x,t)dW (y,t) = 2By (z — y)dt
dW (z,t)dW (y,t) = —2B(x — y)dt,

where Bi(x) = —Bga(x), Ba(x) = By(z). Thus, from (3.26), we obtain

df = i(Ayupuq,, +Au_u_, )6dt
— (M2By+ A2 By + 2\ \_B(xy —z_))fdt
+ippurly,, +pall +pou b, +p £2)0dt
— (3B + > By + 24 pu-By (4 — x_))0dt
= (A—pg = Aypp)Bo(zq — 2 )0dt
— A 0dW (2 + x4y, t) —iN_0dW (z + z_, 1)
— iy 0dW (z + x4, t) —ip_0dW (z +z_,t),

where uy = u(z+ x4,t), {4 = &(2 + x4, t). Similarly, using dy;/dt = u(y;,t), we get

dY 8(z—yj) = =Y uly;, )3 (= — yj)dt
3

J
+ (2 —yR)d(t — te)dt — > 6(z — y)d(t — ty)dt,
k l
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where §'(2) = dd(z)/dz, the (yi,11)’s are the points of shock creation, the (y;,;)’s are the
points of shock collisions. Using

001 (2 —y;) = (05(2 — y;))= — 02, 8(2 — yj) — 0:_0(2 — ),
and noting that (-), = 0 by statistical homogeneity, it follows that
(©)r = A (usuy,, ©) +id (u_u_, ©)

— (A\ABo + A2 By + 20 A_B(zy — 2_))(O)

gy (U4, +63)0) +ip-((u-t-, +€2)0)

— (W3 By + p2 By + 2By (zy —x))(O)

= (Apg = Aypp—)Ba(24 — 2-)(O)
+ <Zu(yj,t)(9x+ + 95(;7)5(2 - yj)> + X — 2,

J

where Y and Y5 account respectively for shock creation and collision events. These are
given by
EI(A+,>\—,M+7M—7$+,$—J)

= <Z e-l')\+u+—i/\7uf—iu+€+—iu7€f5(z — yp)d(t — tk)>,

k

22()\+7)‘—7N+7N—7x+7x—7t)
= <Z e AU —IA_ U —ip £y —ip € 6(z —y)o(t — tl)>~

l
To average the convective terms we use:
A (urue,, O) + ips((ués,, +£2)0)
= —(utOy,) — iﬂi<@>uiui

= —(u+0)p + (€+0) —ip1(O) uypy
= —i(O)ziry THO) s — 1+(O) ypus -

For the term involving 4(y;,t) = (u4(y;,t) +u—(y;,t))/2 we note that
1
up (Y, 0)0z, = uw(y; + 4, )0z, — Ty /0 dp &(y; + By, t)0a,
(u(yj + 24, t)0)$+ - g(y] + 24, t)e

1
—xy /0 dB €(y; + B, )0y,

1
= i9x+)\+ - i9u+ — T4 /0 dp g(yj + ﬁl‘+,t)0x+-
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A similar expression holds for u_(y;,t)f,_. Also

1
wi (g, s = (ulyy +21,0)0;)0. — 4 /0 dB €(y; + By, t)0s
1
= iex,)ur — Ty / dﬁ g(yj + ﬁ$+7t)9$77
0

and a similar expression holds for u_(y;, )6, . Thus

(57 (05, )(0r, + 0210 — 1))
= i<®>x+)\+ + Z'<@>SL‘7)\+ + Z'<®>x+)\7 + Z.<®>I7)\f - Z<@>,u+ - Z<®>u7 - R

where

R()‘-H )\—nu—l—nu—v$+7x—)
= o (3 [[48 €y + Bre (6, +0.05G 1))
= Jo

1
+ x—<Z/O dg f(yj + Bx—at)(esw + 9967)5(2 - y])>
J
Combining the above expressions leads to the following equation for (©):

(©) = ~2((Oen, + (e s — Oair — (O r,)

~(MLBy + A2 By + 20 A_B(zy — 2_))(©)
5Oy + (O)u) = (O — i1 {O)u_ e
(WA By + p2 By + 2pyp-Bi(zy — 1-))(O)
—(A-pg = App)Bo(zy —2-)(O) + X1 — X — R.

To obtain an equation for W, we note the following remarkable property of R:

LEMMA 3.9
R()‘-I-v Ay [y s $/27 _$/2) =0.

ProoF: To see this, write

R()\+, )‘—7 Mt s o l‘/2, _$/2)
1
ti (57 [[a8 (605 + Ba/2.0) — €y — 5/2.0)08(: 1))

—0 0%

L
2

44
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where 0 = 0;( A, A\, g, p—, T +2/2,% — /2, 2,t). We claim that

1
A= <Z/O dB (&(y; + B /2,t) — E(y; — Bx/2,1))00(z — yj)> —0.

Indeed the symmetry u(z,t) = —u(—=,t) requires that A be invariant under the trans-
formation

2= =z, T—=T, T— -, Yj— —Yj, I Ay, U+ — lF.

On the other hand one checks explicitly that A — —A under the same transformation.
Hence A =0, R=0. |

We now continue with the proof of Lemma 3.8. Combining the above expressions, on
the subset Ay = A\, A\_ = =\, x4y = 2/2, z_ = —x/2, (O) satisfies

(©): = —i(©)ar — 20%(By — B(x))(0)

5 (O + (O)u) = it Oy — i1 (O

—(2 By + p% By + 2u1 By (x))(O)
+(Apt + Ap—)B2(2)(0) + 21 — Xy,

where the Xy, Yy are evaluated at Ay =\, A\_ = =\, x4 = x/2,2_ = —x/2. Going to the
variables (s,&4+,&_) we obtain (3.25).
|

3.6 The exponent 7/2

In this section we will derive the following result:

For large negative £, F' behaves as

(3.27) F(&) ~ClE[™?  as & — —oo.

A direct consequence of (3.27) is

C_lg|7™? as £ — —oo,
C e as £ — 400,

(3.28) Qoo(§) ~ {

The argument for (3.27) is based on the following result
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Consider

$_151('§$1/37 54_33_2/3, g—x_2/37 $)7

the PDF of the rescaled variables

(S(yb z, tl)x_l/gv £+ (yl + $/27 t1)$2/37 g— (yl - $/27 t1)33‘2/3),
conditional on a shock being created at (yy,t1). In the limit as © — 0,

$_151(§$1/37 54_33_2/3, E_l‘_2/3, $)

(3.29) L e
— P(5)0 (&4 —5/3) 0(&4 — €-),

where P(-) is a PDF supported on (—o0,0].

(3.29) shows that, in the original variables, S; is asymptotically

51(37€+,§_,$)
(3.30) ~ a7 BP(s2'3)5(E4 — sz /3)8(E4 — EL).

We first derive (3.27), then (3.29).

Derivation of (3.27). Recall that

F(§) = p lim_ [ dsdg' Wae(s.¢'.6,2).

where W, is the statistical steady state value of W. Thus, evaluating F amounts to
evaluating W which we will do by analyzing (3.25). We note first that this equation
describe the process of shock creation, motion, then collision. Since collision only occurs
if shocks are present, it is natural to represent the effect of collision as proportional to the
density of shocks in the systems, i.e. we write

2 = PQ(&&%&—J)VV,

for some function g(s,£_, &4, x) which is assumed to be smooth in s, 4, . This amounts
to assuming that the characteristics of the shocks around the collision points are not very
different from the characteristics of the shocks away from the collision points. For instance,
if they were identical, we would have ¢o = o9W and, hence, g = o2/p. Next, since we are
interested in W evaluated at z = 0, we neglect the terms

By(z) = O(z), 2(By — B(x)) = O(z?) J =0(z),

in (3.25). Finally, since we are interested in the limit as &1 — —o0, we neglect the forcing
terms in ., proportional to By or By(x).
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Under these approximations, (3.25) reduces to

(PW)y = —psWi + g(& HEW + p(EW)e, + p(E2W)e — pgW + 1.

Assuming no shocks are present at the initial time, the equation must be solved with the
initial condition pW (s,&4+,&—,x,0) = 0. The solution is

W (s, 6s,t) = [ dr (1671 - €))7

X exp (— /OTdT/ g <s, T _£2+7_/, 1 _62_7_/@ — ’7'/8>)

&+ - >
— t— .
X¢q (s,l_§+7_,1_§_7_,:1: TS, T

The statistical steady state solution is obtained in the limit as ¢ — oo of this expression.
Using

tll)rglo §1(S,£+,£_,$,t) = 0151(3754-76—733)7

we obtain

W, 64.6_,7) = 0 /0 T (1 €)1 - £.7) 52

X exp <— /OTdT/ g <s, T —£Z+7'/’ 1 _gg_T/,x — ’7'/8)>

x S1 (s, 1—§J:§:+7'7 1_62_7_,:5—7'3).

At z =0, using (3.30) for 51, we get

pWoo(Sv 5—1—7 6—7 0)
—oy [T dr (=g - e

- (_ /OTdT/ . (s, 1 _SLT” - _gg_Tﬂ —T's>)

cap (8 & L S—
(|8|7—) P( Tl/3>5<1—§+7+37')5<1—§+7' 1_5—7')‘

X

X

Since

& &\ _
(- o) - (- -6,
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we have Woo(s,&4,€-,0) ox 6(&4 — &—). Using the relation (3.23) between W and V', this
implies that W (s,&+,6-,0) = Voo (s,£4+)0(§4 — &—), and leads to

PV (8,6) = 01 /OOO dr (1— fT)_3(|3|7')_1/3P<_i;z>5 <1 _557- * %)

X exp (— /(;TdT/ g <s, 7 _557_/, 7 _557_/, —’7'/8>) .

To perform the integration over 7 we use
)@ ()
0 — | === — .
<1—§T HETY TR G T:
Since we are considering £ < —1, the exponential factor evaluated at 7 = —1/2¢ is

-1/ ! f 5 / _ -1
exp (—/0 dr g(s, & 1_57_/,—7' s)) =14+0().

This means that shock collision events make no contribution to leading order, leaving us
with

PVoo(s,€) = Canals| 21|73 P (— (25%g)) %) ,

where C' = 2%/3 /3. Hence,
_ 0
(3.31) F§) = ~Cor [ ds P8P (—(2s2ig)' ) = ~Cle =%,

where C = 27124, [°__db |b]>/2P(b).

Derivation of (3.29). We use local analysis around the shock creation points [20].
Consider a shock created at y; at time ¢; with velocity u; = u(y1,t1). Assuming x is an
analytical function of u, we have locally

(3.32) z=a(u(y +z/2,t1) —u1)® + O(u(y + 2/2,t1) —uy)*),

where a < 0 is a random quantity. Setting a = (2/b)> gives
b 13 2/3
u(yr +x/2,t1) ZU1+§x + O(x77).

Hence

s(yr, , t1) = u(yr +/2,t1) —u(yr — x/2,t1)

3.33
( ) — bx1/3+0(x2/3),
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and

(3.34) Eyr +x/2,t) = gx‘z/‘”’ +O(a"13).

Note that these formulae are only valid if there is no other shock in [y; — x/2,y1 + /2.
Since the probability of having another shock in [y; — /2,31 + /2] is at most O(z), the
errors we incur by using (3.33)-(3.34) are of higher order.

Recall that

dAdprydp— iy i
Sl(saf-i-vg—?x) :/WGA Hirbet uigiQ()‘nu'-i-nuf—ax)v

where

UIQ()‘7 By H—,s $)

k

Q) is the characteristic function associated with Sp. Similarly
Q™3 2?3 2 ),
is the characteristic function associated with the rescaled PDF
xSl(Eml/g,§+x_2/3,§_x_2/3,x).

We evaluate Q(Az =3, iy 2?3, i_2?/3 z) in the limit as z — 0 using (3.33) and (3.34) for
s(y1,z,t1), &(y1 + x/2,t1). This gives

019(5\33_1/3,,a+x2/3,ﬂ_x2/3,m)
= <Ze_i5‘b_i(ﬁ++ﬁ)b/35(z — yn)o(t — tk)> +0(a'®).
k
In the limit as © — 0, b, (yk,tx) are the only random quantities to be averaged over.

Furthermore b is statistically independent of (y,tx) because of statistical homogeneity
and stationarity. Let P(b) be the PDF of b. Then

3

o1 lim Q(\a™V?, i a®, i_a® )

0 o

- <Z 6(z — yr)o(t — tk)> / db P(b)e~Ab—ilis+i-)b/3
k —0o0

=01 /0 db P(b)e—ij‘b—i(ﬁ++ﬁ7)b/3.

Direct evaluation of this expression gives (3.29) in the variables (5,,,£_).
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3.7 Connection with the geometric picture

Here we compute directly the contribution to F' in the neighborhood of shock creation.
This is a reformulation of the argument presented in [13] in terms of quantities defined in
the present paper. Assume a shock is created at time ¢ = 0, position x = y1, and with
velocity u = uj. Then locally (compare (3.32))

z =y + (u—w)t+alu—u)’ + O((u —u)’t),

where a < 0 is a random quantity. For the purpose of comparison with (3.31), it is useful
to set a = (2/b)3. Since for t < 1 to leading order the shock is located at z = y, to
leading order u_(y1,t), uy (y1,t) are solution of 0 = (u — u1)t — (2(u — u1)/b)?. Thus

b3ty 1/2
ui(yl,t) =Uu; F (%) + O(t),

bl

)" o)

(3:35) sty t) = —(

Similarly, to leading order &_(y1,t), &4 (y1,t) are solution of 1 = &t — 3(2/b)3 (ux — up)3€.
Thus

1

(3.36) Ex(yr,t) = 5 T O(1).

Recall that from (3.24) (using &4 (z,t) = £_(—z,t))
TR iy (20 (5 _ .
F(©) = [ GE(Sstertie 050 )
= (S s(e1)6 — €400 1)),
J

Under the assumption of ergodicity with respect to time-translation, F'(£) can be evaluated
from

) 1 T L
F© = Jim oo [ [ s 3 (a0 = E4(en e = )

1 T N(t)
— leﬂooﬁ/o dtzs(ymt)g_g-i-(y]?t)?
) ]:1

where N(t) is number of shocks in [—L, L] at time ¢. The contribution to F' near shock
creation points, say Fj, can be evaluated for large negative £ using (3.35), (3.36) for
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s(y1,t), &+ (y1,t). This gives in the limit as { — —oo

Fi(§) ~ —o1 /_Ooodbp(b) /0+°°d (@)”25 (g + %) O,

where C' = 27120, [ db|b|3/>P(b). Comparing with (3.31), we conclude that F(€) =
F (&) to leading order.

4 Conclusions

To recapitulate the highlights of this paper, by writing down and working with the master
equations in the inviscid limit, we have shown that the scaling of the structure functions is
related to the shocks which are the singular structure in the limiting flow. The scaling of
the PDF's, on the other hand, is related to the shock creation and collision points, which
are singularities on the singular structures.

The present paper provides a framework within which various statistical quantities
of the stochastic Burgers equation can be calculated using self-consistent asymptotics
without making closure assumptions. The main examples used here are the asymptotic
behavior of structure functions and the PDF of the velocity gradient. It seems likely that
other statistical quantities, such as the tails of the velocity PDF and the PDF for velocity
difference, can also be analyzed in the present framework by exploiting further the source
terms in (2.6), (2.23).

Appendix: Master equations for the viscous case

In this Appendix we list results for the PDFs in the viscous case. The master equations
below were previously derived, e.g., in [23, 24, 33].
Let PY(u,§,x,t) be the PDF of (u(x,t),&(x,t)) for solutions of (1.1). First we have

LEMMA A.1 PY satisfies

P/ = —uPy + &P+ (§€°PY) + BoPy, + B1 Py

(A1) ~v (g, ) P),, = (el )P,

where By = B(0), By = —B.(0), (:|u,&) denotes the conditional average on u and &.

(A.1) is unclosed since the form of (uy.|u,&) and (;.|u, &) entering the viscous terms
is unknown. Most work has resorted to various closure assumptions. Our main goal has
been to find ways to extract information from the master equations such as (A.1), without
making any closure assumption. Note that from the identity

Pry = —((taa|u, ) P")u — ({Sax|u, §) P¥)e
(U, €) P + 2((woalu, €) P ug + ((E3]u, €) P e,
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the viscous term in (A.1) can also be written as (using (u2|u,&) = €2, (uy&lu,&) =

(&alu, &)
—v((tga|u, ) P¥), — v({Eealu, ) PY),
= vPy, — vE* Py, — v((E]u, ) PY) g — 20(E(Ealu, ) P) -

Thus, viscous effects give rise to anti-diffusion terms since £2 > 0 and (£2|u, &) > 0: this
is natural since viscosity tends to shrink the distribution P¥ towards the origin.

Since £ = uy, we have (a(u)), = (ay(u)€) for all smooth and compactly supported
functions a(-). This is expressed as

LEMMA A.2 The consistency relation
(A.2) / de P” + / de €PY =0,

holds for all time for the solution of (A.1) if it holds initially.

Lemma A.2 can be proven upon noting that A = [d§ PY + [dEPY satisfies Ay =
—uA; + BoAyuu, an equation that can obtained by integration of (A.1). Since A = 0
initially, it is zero for all time. In the statistically homogeneous case, (A.2) reduces to
Jd§EPY = 0 (or equivalently (a(u)); = (ay(w)§) = 0). (A.2) also ensures that this
equation preserves the normalization of P”. In fact we have

COROLLARY A.3  The solution of (A.1) satisfies
(A.3) i/dudg P =0
. pn =0.

ie. [dudé PV = [ dudé Py.

(A.3) follows immediately from integrating (A.1):

% /dud£ P” = —(ug) + (§) + boundary terms = 0.

The first two terms at the right hand-side cancel because of (A.3); the boundary terms
vanish because for finite v, PV decays faster than algebraically in £ as [£| — +oc.
Consider the reduced distributions

Q" (& x,t) = /du P"(u,§, x,t),

R(u,,t) = [ g P/(u.6,.0)
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(A.2), written after integration over u as

/ du’ RY(u',x,t) +/d§ EPY =0,
can be used to derive from (A.1) an equation for R":

" RY = —uRY — /_ il R, )

+BoRy, — v({uzz|u) RY),

For statistically homogeneous situation, PY = 0 in (A.1). Then, using [d¢&PY = 0 and
(A.1) leads to the following equations for R” and Q":

(A.5) R} = BoRy,,, — v((ugz|u)R"),,.

(A.6) Qf = Q" + (62Q")¢ + B1Q¥ — v({£[6) Q)¢
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