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STOCHASTIC CAUCHY INITIAL-VALUE FORMULATION OF THE HEAT

EQUATION FOR RANDOM FIELD INITIAL DATA: SMOOTHING,
HARNACK-TYPE BOUNDS AND P-MOMENTS

STEVEN D. MILLER

ABSTRACT. The following stochastic Cauchy initial-value problem is studied for the parabolic heat
equation on a domain Q C R™ with random field initial data.

Ou(z,8) = (& ~ As) ulz,0) =0, 2€ Q,t >0

u(x,0) = ¢(z) + 7 (z), =€ Q,t=0
where ¢(z) € C*°(Q) and _# (x) is a classical Gaussian random scalar field with expectation E[ £ (z)] =
0 and with a regulated covariance E[_# (z) ® 7 (y)] = ¢(J(x,y;¢). The correlation length is ¢ and

E[ 7 (z) ® 7 (x)] = ¢ < co. The randomly perturbed solution u(zx,t) can be represented as stochastic
convolution integral. This leads to stochastic extensions and versions of some classical results for the
heat equation; in particular, a Li-Yau differential Harnack inequality

Eﬂw§§§2ﬂ_EH%giwu<1nl
juta, D2 ww) |2

and a parabolic Harnack inequality E [[\u@,?g)\z]] >E [[\u@t\l)ﬁ]] ‘z—l‘ exp(— 4“?2 ylll‘) Decay es-

timates and bounds for the volatility E[|u(x,t)|?] and p-moments ]E[[|u/(m—,\t)\p]] are derived. Since

lim4 oo Ef|u(z, t)[P] = 0, the Cauchy evolution of the randomly perturbed solution is stable since the
heat equation smooths out or dissipates volatility induced by initial data randomness as t — oco.
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1. INTRODUCTION

There have been long-standing and efficacious interactions between probability theory, stochastic anal-
ysis, geometry and PDE, perhaps best exemplified by random motion or Brownian motion and stochastic
analysis on manifolds [1 — 7]. The well-known Feynman-Kac formula [1 — 3, 7] connects the heat equation
with Brownian motion, and the heat equation and heat kernel in turn play crucial roles in geometric anal-
ysis and the Ricci flow [8 — 11]. Other examples are the probabilistic proofs of the Gauss-Bonnet-Chern
Theorem and the Atiyah-Singer Index Theorem [1,12] and Driver-type integration by parts formulas
[13]. Within the theory of stochastic PDE, the parabolic heat equation has been studied quite exten-
sively from the perspective of a stochastic or noisy heat source term [14 — 18]. However, this paper is
concerned with random Gaussian perturbations of the initial Cauchy data for the classical parabolic heat
equation defined on an Euclidean domain. The initial data is then essentially a classical Gaussian random
(scalar) field and there is a stochastic convolution integral solution. This leads to stochastic extensions
and versions of some well known and classical results for the heat equation, including Harnack-type es-
timates and bounds. Moments and volatility can also be estimated and the heat equation is expected to
smooth out the initial data randomness at ¢t = 0, as t increases.

Classical random fields correspond naturally to structures, and properties of systems, that are varying
randomly in time and/or space. They have found many useful applications in mathematics and applied
science: in the statistical theory or turbulence, in geoscience, medical science, engineering, imaging, com-
puter graphics, statistical mechanics and statistics, biology and cosmology [19 — 36]. Coupling random
fields or noise to ODEs or PDEs is also a useful methodology in studying turbulence, chaos, random
systems, pattern formation etc. [19 — 35,37, 38,39] The study of stochastic partial differential equa-
tions (SPDEs),arising from the coupling of random fields/noises to PDEs is also a rapidly growing area
[15,37,38,39]. Such SPDES can model the propagation of heat, diffusions or waves in random medias
or randomly fluctuating medias. Many dynamical systems are affected or influenced by colored noise
which is regulated.[39 — 43].

An important class of random fields are the Gaussian random scalar fields (GRSF) which are character-
ized only by the first and second moments. The GRSF can also be isotropic, homogenous and stationary.
The details are made more precise in Appendix A, but the advantages of GRSF are:

(1) GRSF have convenient mathematical properties which generally simplify calculations;indeed,
many results can only be evaluated using Gaussian fields.

(2) A GRSF can be classified purely by its first and second moments, and all high-order moments
and cumulants can be ignored. If ¢ (z) is a time-independent GRSF existing for all z € R"™ or
z€ QCR" then E[_#(z)] =0 and

E[ 7 (z) @ 7 ()] =¢J(z,y;0) (1.1)
with a correlation length ¢. It is regulated if E] # (z) ® #(z)] = { < oo For a white-in-space
Gaussian noise or random field E[_# (z) ® # (y)] = (6" (« — y) and is unregulated. This paper
utilises only regulated GRSFs.

(3) Gaussian fields accurately describe many natural stochastic processes including Brownian motion.
(4) A large superposition of non-Gaussian fields can approach a Gaussian field.

The following generic stochastic scenarios can arise for linear, quasi-linear and nonlinear PDEs subject
to randomness or noise.

Proposition 1.1. Let Q C R"™ be a domain or (compact) set with boundary 0Q and let £ be a linear
differential operator (usually elliptic)acting on a function or field u(xz,t) defined on Q x [0,T] or Q x RT.
The generic (deterministic)Cauchy initial value problem (CIVP) and boundary value problem (BVP) is
then

Lu(z,t) = f(z,t), (z,t) € Qx[0,T] (1.2)
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u(z,0) = ¢(z), x € Q,t =0 (1.3)
Bu(z,t) = Z(z), © € 0Q (1.4)
where B is a ‘boundary operator’, f(x,t) is a source term, Z(x) is some function and ¢(x) is the initial
Cauchy data with ¢ € C=(Q) and at least C*(Q). Similarly, one can have a quasi-linear operator 2 and

a nonlinear operator A . Introducing randomness, fluctuations or noise leads to the following possibilities
for generic random problems:

(1) The random or stochastic CIVP with initial data ¢(x) having additive randomness, random per-
turbations or fluctuations such that

¢(x) = ¢(x) + 7 ()
where ¢ (x) is a (Gaussian) random scalar field (GRSF).(Appendiz A.) For multiplicative ran-
dom perturbations

¢(z) = ¢(x) © 7 (z)

(2) The random boundary value problem with =(x) having randomness, random perturbations or
fluctuations such that E/(—;) =E(z) + #(2).

(3) The random source problem such that the source term f(x,t) is subject to randomness, random
perturbations or noise such that m = f(z,t) + Z(x,t), where JZ(x,t) is a random field or
noise in space and time; for example, a white noise or Wiener process. This is the usual approach
to studying stochastic PDEs.

(4) The random operator problem: &L or B is random.

(5) The random or stochastic geometry problem:the domain Q is random.

(6) Some combination of these conditions.

The stochastic heat equation is usually studied as a stochastic problem of the type (3), with either
additive or multiplicative Gaussian noise [15], usually with white noise as a random source term. This is
the prototype for a basic SPDE [14 — 18].

<%—A>u(/x,\t)_W(x,t), (z € R",t > 0) (1.5)
u(z,0) = (z), (x € R",t =0) (1.6)

where ¢ € C*(R™ and # (z) is a space-time white noise on R™ x [0,00). This is characterised as a
(distribution-valued) centred Gaussian process with E[# (z,t)] and covariance

E[# (x,t) @ # (y,s)] = 6" (x — y)d(t — s) (1.7)

The SPDE has the ’mild solution’, which is a stochastic convolution integral of the form

o) = | t [ e sh ey (—%) W (3, )dsdyin(y)

+ [ e (—M) 6)din(y)

4|t — 5|

Q
t
= [ [ e =t =997 dsdn) + [ o =060 (0 (1.8)
where h(x — y,t) = (4nt) "2 exp (—'ml—zﬁ) is the heat kernel. If ¢(z) = 0 then

ulz,t) = /Ot /Q (4t — s[)7"/% exp (— ljt__yg) ®@ W (y, s)dsdpin(y)

— / / hz —y,t —s) @ # (y, s)dsdpn(y) (1.9)
0 Ja

This is also a centred Gaussian process, but its covariance function is somewhat more complicated.
The space-time regularity properties of (1.8) are discussed in [15]. Solutions to ordinary stochastic
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differential equations are in general -H older continuous (in time) for every v < 1/2 but not for v =1/2,

in dimension n = 1, u as given by (1.8) is only ‘almost’ 1/4-Holder continuous in time and ‘almost’
1/2-Holder continuous in space. The covariance can be estimated as

Elule) @ D] = [ [ ha =yt = 9he’ =y, = )dsdu, o) (1.10)

so that IE[“u/(x-\t 2]] = limg g/ tv E[[ﬂ(x t) @ u(z’,t’ ]] The variance or volatility is then

E[ju(z.?) 2]]—// (z — y, 1)Pdsdpin (y /H (2 — o, 1)]| Laro)2ds
:/ 87r|t—s|_"/2/ exp( [ — yl* )27T|t |72 dp,, (y)ds
0 n 2|t — 5|

t
:/ x|t — s|7"/2ds (1.11)
0

since [, h(x — ¥y, t)dun(y) = 1. The integral (1.11) converges only if n = 1 and diverges logarithmically
for n = 2. For n = 1 we have the estimate

P P t
E[Ju(s,0) - alt, 0)] ~ / [t — s [t — 5|12 (112)
0

which can be compared to Standard Brownian motion for which E[|%(s) — 2(t)|?] = |t — s|. So the

process u(z, t), for any fixed x, is almost certainly y-Holder continuous for v < 1/4 but not for v = 1/4.

Remark 1.2. If u(x,t) fRn — y,t)dpn(y) is a solution of the homogenous deterministic heat
equation S1p = Ay then limypoo (x,t) = 0 and limsoo [u(z, t)|*> = 0. However, the solution for the
stochastic heat equation grows without bound for all m > 1 since

o ¢
lim Ef|u(z,t)]*] = lim/ 8|t — 5|7 %ds = 00 (1.13)
tToo ttoo Jo

for any fixed x. This is because the stochastic forcing term pumps energy into the system faster than the
deterministic evolution can dissipate it [15].

Instead of a random source or forcing term, one can consider a deterministic linear PDE like the heat
equation and consider initial Cauchy data which is random or randomly perturbed; that is, the stochastic
problem (1) of Proposition 1.1. Kamp de Feriet [35] first studied the random heat equation for random
Cauchy data. He considered the heat equation on an infinite rod (—oo, co) with a random field or function
at z at t = 0. The initial-value problem is

0 —
(E - A) u(z,t), (x € (—o00,00),t>0) (1.14)
u(:z:, 0) = Z(x), (z € (—00,00),t=0) (1.15)
where .Z(x) is a generic 'random function’. The solution is the stochastic convolution integral
—_ [ 1 |z — ylz)
u(x,t) = exp | — ® Z(y)d 1.16
(1) /0 T p( m (y)dy (1.16)

In this paper, the following similar stochastic Cauchy initial-value problem (SCIVP) is considered in
much greater detail.

Proposition 1.3. Let Q C R" be a bounded domain with boundary 0Q. Let #(x) be a Gaussian
random scalar field (GRSF) defined with respect to a probability space (2, F,IP) and which exists for all
x € R".(See Appendiz A). The expectation is E[e] = [, edIP such that E[ ¢ (z)] = 0. The covariance is
regulated in that E 7 (z) ® 7 (y)] = (J(z,y;{), where { is a correlation length and E[ 7 (x) ® 7 (y)] =
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u < o0o. The SCIVP is an initial-value problem for the linear parabolic heat equation with random initial
Cauchy data-that is, the initial data itself is a Gaussian random scalar field such that

Ou(z,t) = (% - A> u(z,t), (x € Q,t>0) (1.17)
u(z,0) = ¢(x) + 7 (1), (x € Q,t=0) (1.18)

and possibly m =0 on 0Q. Here ¢ € C*(Q). Then the following can be studied:
(1) The general solution 1@, which can be expressed as a stochastic convolution integral over the

heat kernel. And its average or expectation Eu(x,t)].
(2) Stochastic extensions of basic and well-known estimates and results for the heat equation.

— —

(3) Estimates for the decay or growth of the p-moments E|u(x,t)|P] and volatility E[|u(z,t)|?] for
(4) tT;; (:’Oo.lution is stable and decays if the initial volatility is smoothed out so that
lim Efju(z, 0|7] = 0, im Efju(z, 1)’] = 0 (1.19)
or
lim Efju(z. ] < A, lim Effux. D> < A (1.20)
for some A > 0. This is equivalent to
lim P{fu(e, ) = 0] = 1, Tim Pllu(z, )" > 0] = 0 (121)
and
lim P{lu(e, O < A = 1, lim PPllu(e, )" > X] =0 (1.22)
(5) The solution is unstable and grows without bound if
lim Efu(z D]? = oc, lim Efju(z, ) = o (1.23)
or
lim Plu(e, )" = oc] = 1, lim Pluz. ] < o] = 0 (1.21)

(6) The solution blows up if for some finite tg € [0, 00)

. Wi p_ . 2 _
lim Bfjuz, 0" = oo, lim E[Ju(z, 1) = o0 (1.25)
or
lim IP[Ju(z, £)|? = oc] = 1, lim IP[|u(z, £)|P < oc] = 0 (1.26)
tttp tttp

(7) The inhomogenous problem with a source function can also be studied such that

DJZB_<%_A>JZB_f@o,@eQ¢>m (1.27)
w(z,0) = () + 7 (@), (x € Q,t=0) (1.28)

where f € C?(Q x [0,00)), and only the initial Cauchy data is randomly perturbed or is a GRSF.
(8) Finally, the problem for multiplicative random perturbations of initial Cauchy data can be studied

such that
Do) = (g_A>m, (xeQt>0) (1.29)
u(z,0) = $(x) + 7 (2), (v € Q,t=0) (1.30)

These various estimates are also evaluated explicitly when Q = L C QV, a segment on the real line;
Q = Bg(0) C R3, and Euclidean ball of radius R and centre at the origin; and Q = S* a circle or ring.
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Example 1.4. (Initial temperature profile induced by a ’noisy’ ultrafast laser pulse) For a more prac-
tical potential application one could consider the heat equation in a finite one-dimensional medium
Q = [0, L] or semi-infinite slab geometry Q = [0,00) along z, when the initial data is due to an ul-
trashort laser “impulse from t = 0 to t = t, with |t«| < 0. For an ultrashort flat or step function pulse
te > 0 but t. ~ 0. If the medium has an absorption coefficient a then a beam with radiant flux or intensity
I decays exponentially within the medium as Beer’s Law so that 1(z) = I(0,t)exp(—az) = I exp(—az).
Absorbed laser energy is then (instantaneously) converted to heat from t = 0 to t = t,. during this impulse,
but the heat equation then has no source term for t > t.. The initial temperature profile through the slab
then has the same Beer Law exponential decay so that u(z,0) ~ I(z) or u(z,0) = Sexp(—az). The
Cauchy initial value problem (CIVP) is then the homogeneous problem

(%—;—;) u(z,t) =0,z € Q,t > t, (1.31)
u(z,0) = 6(0) = Bexp(—az), =€ Q. € [0,t.] (1.32)

This is an wultrashort but flat or ’step function’ profile so that I = I(0,t) = const. for t < t. and
I=1(0,t) =0 fort > t,.

If the beam flux or intensity is subject to some intrinsic classical noise or (short-scale) spatial random
fluctuations along the beam axis then in vacuum

I(2) =1, + b7 (2)

where #(z) is a GRSF and b is a constant. The average intensity is then E[I(x)] = I, and the correla-
tions in intensity between any pair of points (z,Z) on the beam axis is

E[7 (2)® 7 ()] = [L|* +b*¢J (2,7 0) (1.33)
and £ is a very short correlation length. Within the matter the intensity fluctuations are described by

I(z) = (I, + b 7 (2)) exp(—az)
Fluctautions in beam intensity will induced fluctuations in the initial temperature profile. This scenario

could then be described by a stochastic CIVP for a perturbed temperature u(z,t)

<%—§—;>@—O,ZEQ,t>t* (1.34)
or w(0) = 3(0) = (B + b7 (2) exp(—az), 2 € QL € [0,.] (1.35)

where E[_Z(2)] = 0 and E[_# (2) ® Z(2')] = ¢J(z,7';£). The random field #(z) could be a colored

noise, which occurs in laser physics and dynamical systems [39 — 43].

2. HEAT KERNAL AND THE CAUCHY INITIAL VALUE PROBLEM—CLASSICAL RESULTS AND ESTIMATES
Some basic definitions and theorems are first given for the heat kernel [9, 44]..

Definition 2.1. The heat kernel can exist on any manifold M and plays a central role in geometric
analysis [9]. On Euclidean space M = R"™ and the metric is
ds* = Z(dxj)2 = |dz|? (2.1)
i=1
The fundamental solution or heat kernel is then [9,44].

)2 e [T I n
h(z,t) = (4mt) exp py , (xeR™,t>0) (2.2)
with h(z,t) = 0 for t < 0. Then Du(x,t) = (% — A) h(z,t) = 0. At the origin h(0,0) is singular and

normalized as fRS h(z,t)d3x = 1. Ast — 0, h(x,t) approzimates the delta function on R™. Physically,
the heat kernel describes temperature distribution in space and time arising from a point source at the
origin. h(x,t) is also infinitely differentiable or smooth and has uniformly bounded derivatives of all
orders. Specifically, the heat kernel has the following well-known properties:



(1) h(z,t) is singular at (0,0).
(2) For all X\ > 0, a™h(z,t)(ax, a®t) = h(z,t).
(3) h(e,t) € LP(R™) for allp € [1,00), and for all t > 0 and x € R™.

I =0l = [ b= g t)dien(s) = 1 (23)

1/p
e = o.0ll, = ([ e = plaint)) =~ (2.4

pr/2p(4rt) 20 3)

(4) The norm decays as limyoo [|2(®, )]z, = 0.

(5) Du(z,t) = %h(x,t) — Ah(z,t) =0.

(6) Smoothness. h(z,t) € C®(R"\(0,0)) and all derivatives to all orders are uniformly bounded.
(7) Satisfies the Cauchy IVP

0

Oh(x,t) = (E - A) h(z,t) =0 (2.5)
with h(z,0) = 0™ (x).

(8) Obeys Varadhan’s large deviation formula such that as t — 0

lim —4¢log h(z — y, ) = |d(z,y)|" (2.6)
on a Riemannian manifold with distance function d(x,y) which is d(z,y) = ||z — y|| on R™.

In Euclidean space R"™, the heat kernel satisfies a fundamental double-sided Gaussian bound [45].

Theorem 2.2. If h(zx — y;t) is the heat kernel for all (z,y) € R™,t > 0 then there exists constants
A1, A > 0 such that h(z — y;t) satisfies the double-sided Gaussian bound.

x —y|? T —yl?
At™ % exp <—%) < h(z—y;t) < Agt™™2exp (—%) (2.7)
It follows that for p=2 and p > 2
-n 2|$—y|2 -n |I_y|2
Pr—pn/2 2p|$ — y|2 p py—pn/2 |'r - y|2
A2 exp (—ZPEZIDY < he i < AR exp (—2p (2.9)
Alt A2t

The double-sided Gaussian bound will also hold for all (x,y) within any bounded domain Q C R™.
Corollary 2.3. The gradient of the heat kernel satisfies the 2-sided (Faber-Krahn) bound [46,47)].

- 2|z —y| |z —yl?
n/2 [ _ 2 J1 _J
At ( o ) exp ( Aot

2|z — y| |z — y|?
< n/2 ( _ 2% JI =  J1 .
’Alt ( " ) exp ( " (2.10)

On general manifolds, the heat kernel is relevant to many scenarios within differential geometry and
geometric analysis and has been studied extensively [8,9 and references therein]. The key question on
general complete non-compact manifolds M is: what geometric properties are sufficient to describe the
long-time behaviour or decay of the heat kernel? Much is known about upper bounds. The works of
Nash, Aronson, Varopoulos , Carlen, Kusuoka, Stroock and Davies, have elucidated an understanding that
uniform upper bounds of the heat kernel are closely related to isoperimetric-type inequalities, including
the Sobolev, Nash and the logarithmic Sobolev inequalities [45 — 51].

The heat kernel will satisfy the following estimate

h(z —t,t) < ¥(t) (2.11)
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where ¢ : Rt — R* is a smooth monotonically decreasing function. If ¢(t) = Ct~="/2 then h(z — y;t) <
Ct~™/2. Carlen and Strook prove [50] prove that the bound (2.11) is equivalent to the Nash inequality

(AwWPy+%SC/HW%F<LﬁWOMH (2.12)

Varapoulos [49] established that the inequality is also equivalent to a Sobolov inequality but only for

n > 2 so that
(n—2)/2
/R Ty > ( /R |w|2"/<"—2>) (2.13)

This inequality is somewhat close to the classical isoperimetric inequality for the area and volume of a
bounded domain Q C R” such that

area(Q) > Clo(Q)| "~/ (2.14)
Lemma 2.4. The heat kernel has the following derivatives, which will prove useful

27"=2(2nt — |y — x|?) exp (—M)

0 It
—h(x —y,t) = — 2.15
at (I y? ) ﬂ_n/2tn;4 ( )
Voh(z —y,t) = Vah(z — y, 1) = _lE =Yl ey (2.16)
(4mt)n/2 2t
27" 2(2nt — |y — z)?) exp (__|x;ty|2)
V2 = Agh(z —y,t) = — — (2.17)

/2t 2
Then it can be seen that Oh(x — y,t) = %h(m —y,t) — Vih(z —y,t) =0 as required.

Proposition 2.5. Given the double-sided Gaussian bounds on the heat kernal and its derivatives, the
double-sided integral bounds over all space follow as

n 2z — yl?
ap [ exp(—'A—j')dun(y) < [ =0t Pdpaly)

2, |$L' - y|2
< Ast "/ exp —2T dun(y) (2.18)
n 2
2, 2w —y|\* _2iu 2
Alt " —_—— € Art d,ufn(y) < |h(I _yat)| d:u”l(y)
Q Aqt n
- 20z —y|\ 2 |z —y?

< A4m - -2 ditn 2.1
S A /Q < Aot ) exp Aot fn (y) (2.19)

Proof. These can be shown to hold for n = 1 at z = 0 and integrating over R™ = [0, 00). The double-sided
bound (2.18) becomes

R 2|yl L[~ ly[? o [T 2Jy|?
A2t1/ — d<—/ LA d<A2t1/ — d 2.20
e\ myp J s g | ey Jdy s AT exp { =5 ) dy (2.20)

Performing the integrals

1/2 1 1/2
S AT < et < TN (2.21)
™
Redefining the constants
- 1 _ -
At < o5/2n1/2 0 V2 < At (2.22)

so the double-sided integral bound is satisfied. Similarly, for (2.18) we find that

At 12 <

—1/2 A 4+—1/2
< ot 12 < AotV (2.23)



Definition 2.6. (Global Initial Value Cauchy Problem(GIV CP))
The GIVCP of the homogeneous heat equation [44] consists in finding a solution u € C?(R™x(0,00)) N C(R3x
(0,00)) such that

Ou(z,t) = (% - A> u(z,t) =0, (x € R",t € (0,00)) (2.24)
u(z,0) = ¢(z), (x € Q" t=0) (2.25)

where ¢ € C2(R") is the initial data at t = 0.

Definition 2.7. (Initial Value Dirichlet — Cauchy Problem(IV DCP))
Let Q C R™ be an open bounded domain. The IVDCP of the homogeneous heat equation consists in
finding a solution v € C*(Q x (0,00)) N C(Q x (0,00)) such that

Ou(z, t) = (% - A> u(z,t) =0, (x € Q,t € (0,00)) (2.26)
u(z,t) = b(z,t), (xr €0Q,t>0) (2.27)
u(z,0) = ¢(z), (x € Q,t=0) (2.28)

where ¢ € C(R") is the initial data at ¢ = 0 and v = h € C(9Q x (0,00)) is the boundary condition.
The GCIVP has a unique solution.

Theorem 2.8. Given the initial value Cauchy problem for the homogenous heat equation

Ou(z,t) = (% - A) u(z,t) =0, (x € R",t € (0,00)) (2.29)
u(z,0) = ¢(z), (x € R",t=0) (2.30)

and the fundamental solution h(xz,t) which solves the heat equation away from the singularity (0,0), then
h(z —y,t) also solves the heat equation. Here, ¢ € C*(R™) is a suitable smooth continuous function. The
general (and unique) solution is the representation formula or convolution integral

u(et) = [ hie = .000)din ()
= (4mt) ="/ / Cexp (_%) 6(y)dpn(y), (x€R™,t>0) (2.31)

where [ dun(x) = [ dun(x) The solution has the following properties [39]:
(1) Timgpos [lu(e, t) — u(e,0)[[z, =0 or

lim (u(z,t) — u(x,0))dun(z) =0 (2.32)
t1Too R”
(2) ’'Mass conservation’
[ e 0ldin(e) = [ otwldun (@) (2.33)
" RTL
(3) Dissipation property
gm u(e, )|z, =0 (2.34)

for all p € (1,00).
Proof. Since h(z — y,t) solves the heat equation then

Oh(z —y,t) = (% - AI> h(x —y,t) =0 (2.35)
Equation (2.31) then solves (2.29) if Du(x,t) = %u(m, t) — Agu(z,t) = 0 so that

Cu(ent) = (35— 8 Y utwt) = [ (580} b = 000 (5) =0 (2.36)
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The derivative can be taken under the integral since h(x — y,t) is smooth. The proof of (1) is standard
and can be found in Evans [44]. for example. The proof of (2) follows immediately from the convolution
property and the Fubini-Tonelli Theorem so that

[ wtetidun@) = [ utet) [ b=y din) = [ (e 0dno(o) (2.37)

Finally, (3) follows from Young’s convolution inequality. For functions (f,g) € L(R™) with convolution
(f*g) and % +1i=1+ % Young’s inequality is || f * g||z, < || flz. ¢z, Hence

i | [ e 0000 < i bl G — .0,

tToo
lim [| ()] ! 0 (2.38)
= 111m [ ] = .
t1oo Lr qn/Qq(4ﬂ.t)%(1—%)

O

Lemma 2.9. (Holder decomposition of u(x,t))) Given the convolution integral solution u(z,t) for the
CIVP for the heat equation on Q C R™ then for l + l =1 there is a Holder decomposition

M%Q—meﬂmw Jdjin </Mm—%|w% ) </w Pwn) !
(/hu—y»wlml ) (/|¢ mmu>fm
< ([ 1nte = wtyPanty ) (/. 1ot wmm<ﬂwp

= (Ih(z = &, )l,@)" 1)z, @) (2.39)
since ¢ =p/(p—1) <p and h(zx —y,t) > 0 and th(a:—y,t) >0 forallt > 0.

Proof. Define the L,(Q) norms
/p
e ]

1/p
16(9) 2@ = (]g|¢(yﬂpdun(y)> (2.40)

Let u(x — y,t) and v(y) be two generic functions defined for all (z,y) € Q and ¢ > 0. From Young’s
inequality

lu(z —y, t)v(y)| < |u(:v,qy,t)|q + |¢(Zy))|p (2.41)
Define
R C et L)) oly) — W)
e = =il " Belne (242)
then
ulr — v _ h(I—y,t) (b(y)
e =t dnt) = | b S )
he — g, 0" Sy)lP
Sﬁdm%uw@mﬂ%@+ﬁmwmm@ﬂ“”
_ [h(z — o,t)||%p(Q) ||¢(')H]ZP(Q) 11
T -0l o PN d P (2.43)

and so (2.39) follows. U



11

Corollary 2.10. The moments can be Holder decomposed as

u(z,t) /Ihx—y, y)[Pdpn(y (/ |h(z —y,t)|dpn(y > (/ |P(y)[Pdpn(y >
z(/ Ih(x—y,t)lp_pld"y>p ! (/ |¢(y)|pdun(y)> ”
(/ e =P din()) (/ () )

= (In(x — .01, @)" H¢(')”LP(Q) (2.44)

Lemma 2.11. Given the Cauchy IVP (2.29) and the solution (2.31) with u € C*°(R" x [0,00), then 3
a dimensional constant ¢ = c(n) such that for all x € R™ and t > 0.

c(n)

[Vu(z,t)] < ¢l (2.45)
\/_
Proof.
_ x — xz—y|?
Ve, ] = (arty 22 [ 18 <—%) Sy
[1/1lo0 / / IIw—yII = —yl?
(4mt)3/2 Jgn Jre — 4t dpin(y)
Ul Iyl exp (~I1yl?) dpn () (2.46)
= /2 Jme PP (I diny .
O
Theorem 2.12. Given the initial value Cauchy problem for the inhomogenous heat equation
0
<§ - A) u(z,t) = f(z,t), (x € R",t € (0,00)) (2.47)
u(z,0) = ¢(z), (x € R",t=0) (2.48)

Here, f € C*(R™) is a suitable smooth continuous function. The general(and unique) solution u €

C2(R™ x (0,00)) VC(R™ x (0,00)) is [39).

yl\z)
u(z ) [ ) 1y
(47 "/2 n [t — s|? ’
+ 7/ exp M o(y)dpn(y), (x € Rt >0) (2.49)
(4mt)3/2 [Jgs 4t
Proof. The proof is standard and readily follows from Duhamel’s Principle [44]. O

Theorem 2.13. (Maximum principle for the CIV P)
Ifu e C3(R" x (0,00) C(R™ x (0,00) solves the homogenous CIVP with f = 0 and satisfies the growth

condition

u(z,t) < Ae®lel” (2 € R™t € (0,00)) (2.50)
then
SUp [u|gn x (0,00) = SUP |)|R" (2.51)
The solution (2.49) is unique.

Lemma 2.14. Let u € C*(Q x (0,T]) N C?(Q x (0,T)) solve the inhomogeneous Cauchy problem. Then
there is at most one unique solution u(z,t) satisfying the growth condition |u(z,t)] < Ael=l” for ¢t > 0.

Proof. If u and v are both solutions then set w = +(u — v) and apply the maximum principle so that one
must have u = v. 0
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Definition 2.15. Given a general solution for the heat equation CIVP, the following Dirichlet energy
integrals can be defined [44]:

1 1
i) =5 [ fulo ) Pden(o) = 5lu(e. 0, (252)
1 1
Birlt) = 5 [ [Vule,)dun(o) = 5 uls. 0, (2.53)
On a bounded domain Q C R™
1
E; qlt / ju(e, ) Pdpa () = 3o, Dl (2.54)
1
Biralt) = 3 | (Vw0 i) = Slute. 0 (2:55)
The time derivative is then non decreasing in that
G0 =55 [ e OPdun(z) = 5 Sl 0l <0 (2.50)
a7t g, T = g g 1R Pl '

The energy integral for the CIVP with a heat source term, satisfies the following estimate.

Theorem 2.16. Let Q C R" be a bounded domain with the CIVP

Ou(x,t) = (% - A) u(z,t) = f(z,t), € Q,t€0,T] (2.57)
u(z,0) =¢(z), € Q,t=0 (2.58)
u(z,t) =0, z € 0Q (2.59)

where f(x,t) is a heat source term and the temperature is zero on the boundary. Then the following

estimate holds
_sup/|uxt|dun //|Vuxt|dun()

<T / / |, ) () / 16(2) 2 dpin () (2.60)

or

1
—SupIEI / IE, (¢

<7 / / 1, t) P () / () Pdpn(a) = 2 / IF(o 03 de+ lo(e)[2,  (261)

For the mhomogeneous problem with f(x,t) =0

5 sup TB / E; (1)t < +2 / 10(2) 2dun () = +16(e) 12, (2.62)
2 [0,7)

2.1. Eigenfunction expansion representation of the heat kernel. The heat kernel has a formal

eigenfunction-eigenvalue representation via the spectral properties of the Laplacian [9].

Theorem 2.17. Let Q C R™ be a compact set or domain with boundary 0Q and let xr(x) be a set of
functions existing for all x € Q such that xx : Q — R. Elliptic spectral theory for the Laplacian A,
establishes that A, xi(x) = —Okxk(x), where {9} are a set of eigenvalues. The eigenfunctions form an
orthonormal set so that [g., Xi(2)xk(x)dpn(x) = ;5. The set {xx(z)} form an orthonormal basis with
respect to the Ly norms. The heat kernel then has the eigenvalue-eigenvector representation [9)

h(z —y,t) = exp(—xt)xk () xk () (2.63)
k=0
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which is unique and well defined on Q x Q x (0,00). Given any function ¢o(x) = u(x,0) € L2(Q) the
function

u(z,t) = /Q ZeXP —O5t)xk (@) Xk (¥) P (y)dpin (y) = / hx =y, t)d(y)dpn (y) (2.64)

k=0 Q

solves the heat equation Ou(x,t) = (& — Ay)u((x,t) = 0 for x € Q,t > 0 and u(x,0) = ug(x) for
x € Q,t =0 and the BC u(x,t) =0 on 0Q x (0,00). Also limyo u(x,t) = ug(x). Moreover h(zx —y,t) is
positive on Q\0Q x Q\9Q x (0,00) and [o h(z —y,1) <1

Proof. A detailed proof and discussion is given in Li [9]. Basically, any function o(x) = ¢(z) can be
expanded as a weighted sum

u(z,0) = uo(z ZAka (2.65)

with A = fQ uo () xk (z)dpn (). Any u(x,t) with the expansion

t) = iexp(—ﬁkt)/lkx;g(x) (2.66)

k=1

then satisfies the heat equation Du(z,t) = (% — Ag)u(x,t) = 0 with prescribed boundary and initial
conditions. To show that the sum (2.66) is a solution of the heat equation, take the derivatives so that

5@ 1) kz:lﬁk exp(—9xt) Apxi(z) (2.67)

Veu(z, t) = Zexp(—ﬁkt)AkVIXk(:v) (2.68)
k=1

Agu Zexp —0pt) Ap Ay Xk (2 Zexp —9it) A (=9 xk(2)) (2.69)
k=1 k=1

since the Laplacian has the spectral property Axx(z) = —0kxr(x). Then clearly Du(z,t) = (% = V) u(z,t) =
0 as required. O

Example 2.18. The solution of the heat equation on the ring or circle S* has a Fourier series represen-
tation. The CIVP for the heat equation on the circle is

o 02
Oou(8,t) = (815 892) u(@,t)=0, z€8,t>0 (2.70)
u(0,0) = f(0),x € S, t=0 (2.71)

Since u(0,t) = u(f + 27, t), the solution is periodic on the ring so there is a Fourier series solution
=A, + Z exp(—m=t) (Ap, cos(mb) + B, sin(mb)) (2.72)

with Fourier coefficients A; = + f f(0) cos(m8)dd and B; = - f f(6) sin(m#)do

Remark 2.19. Any heat kernel hinyy(z,y,t) on a Riemannian manifold (M, g) approaches the heat
kernel in Euclidean space as t — 0 and d(x,y) — 0 since all Riemannian manifolds are locally Fuclidean

[9]. Then for all (z,y) € M\OM
n d*(z,y
hewny (& — 1) ~ Jt| /2 exp (—%) (2.73)
ast — 0 and d(z,y) — 0. Also, for all fized (x,y) € M\OM one has hapi(x — y,t) — 0 as t — oco. Also,
for t >0, the asymptotic behavior is dominated by the first eigenvalue and eigenvectors so that

by (@ =y, t ~ exp(=d1t)x1(z)x1(y) (2.74)
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As an example, the heat kernel is known for hyperbolic 3-space Hz which has negative curvature [52] so

that
_ d(z,y) d(z,y)
h — oy t) = x| 0P [« ’ 2.
(Hy) (T — y,t) = |47t] Snh d(z. ) eXp( (( =0 (2.75)

Since sinhd(x,y) = d(z,y) + gld(z,y)|* + 5gld(z, y)|> + ... then sinhd(z,y) ~ d(x,y). For smallt and
d(x,y) ~ |z —y| the kernel hm,) then approaches the Euclidean heat kernel so that

d(z,y) d(x y) - |z y|2
h = |4mt| 22 ox t4+ —= ~ Amt| 2 exp | ——2 2.

The eigenvalue-eigenvector representation can also be used to prove that heat kernel obeys the semi-
group property [9].

Lemma 2.20. The heat kernel obeys the semi-group property [9]
hz —y,t+s) = / h(x — z,t)h(y — 2, s)dpn(2) (2.77)
and in particular
h(z —x,2t) = / h(z —y,t)h(x — y, t)dun(y) (2.78)

Proof.

[ o= zonty-=0= [ nzexp 93t)e 5 (@)X (2) () (2)dgin(2)

n

= ey (@) (y) /R Xi(2)XG (2)dpn(2) = > e " Dyi(@)xi(y) = h(z -y, t+5)  (2.79)
and (2.77) follows. This property holds over a closed domain Q. O
The following lemma (Jensen’s inequality) is required for Theorem (2.22)

Lemma 2.21. Let ® be a concave function and f: Q — R. Then

/. B @) (a) < @ A @) (2)) (2.80)
I o(f) = f7 for p>2 then
[ < ([ roan@) (281)
Then if f(z) = p(x)p(x)
[ tewet@ran o) < [ eloretarin o)) 252)

A bound on the L, moments of the heat kernel were discussed in Theorem 2.8. A comparable estimate
can be derived from the eigenfunction expansion.

Theorem 2.22. The L, moments of the heat kernel have the estimate

(.o 1)1z, = /Q ha — g, 0)Pdun(y) < [h(z — 2, OP2A() = % (2.83)

where \(t) = exp(—£t) /(1 — exp(—£t)) and & is a constant.
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Proof. The proof utilises the Cauchy Schwartz and Jensen inequalities

(||h(a:—o,t)||Lp)p_/Qh(a:—y,t)|pdun(y)—/Q ;exp(—ﬁmx:c(x)x:c(y) dpn(y)
Zexp 19;€t Xk (z )exp(——ﬁkf)Xk(y) dpn(y)

. p/2 s p p/2
<= /Q (Z\exp<—%wm<x>ﬁ) (Z\exp<—%w>m<y>f) djin(y)

k=1 k=1

n /2 / p p/2
:/Q<ZGXP(—19H)X1€($)X1€($)> <ZQXP(_19kt)Xk(y)Xk(y)> dpn(y)

i=1 k=1

00 p/2
= Ih(x—x,t)lp“/ (ZGXP(—ﬁkt)Xk(y)Xk(y)> dpn(y)

Q \r=1
n P/2
<|h(z —z,t) I”/Q/ (;exp —Oyt) /Qx:c(y)x;c(y)dun(y)>
'] P/2
< |h(z -z, )P/ <Z eXp(—ﬂkt)> (2.84)
k=1

The sum (>",-, exp(—é‘kt))p/2 is essentially a geometric series and converges. Since U1 < ¥ < ¥s..., it
can be bounded by a convergent series of the form

o p/2 s p/2 oo p/2
<Z exp(_ﬁkt)> < <Z exp(—kat)) = <Z | exp(—at)|k> (2.85)
k=1 k=1 k=1

where « is a constant. Since exp(—at) <1 for all ¢ > 0, the series converges so that

0o p/2 oo p/2 1
At) = <Z e’mt> = <Z|e°‘t|k> = (2.86)
k=1

k=1
and S — 1 as t — co. Hence, we have the estimate

(e = 90, = [ b = 5. OPdune) < Il = 2,0/ —
= |h(z — 2, )P2A(t) ~ |h(z, 2, 1)] (2.87)
O
Corollary 2.23. The estimate can be compared to the standard estimate given in (2.38). For p =2
(10—, 0)ll.)? < [yt~ 20D[" = A=/ (2.89)
whereas (2.87) gives
(i~ )12 = g ~ 1 (2.89)

and so the estimates are comparable.
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2.2. Mean value properties on a heat ball.

Definition 2.24. Let U C R"™ be an open and bounded domain and fix a time interval (0,T]. Then:
(1) The parabolic cylinder is defined as Up = U x (0,T].
(2) The parabolic boundary is T'r = Up — Up

Uy is defined as the parabolic interior of Up x (0,T] and includes the top Uy x {t = T}. The boundary
includes the vertical sides and bottom but not the top [44].

The mean-value property and maximum principle for the elliptic Laplace equation can be defined with
respect to a ball Bg(0) C R™. An analogous mean-value property and maximum principle for the heat
equation can be defined with respect to a "heat ball” IB(z,t; R) C Urp.

Definition 2.25. For fized z € R™",t € R™ and R > 0 define a heat ball as the region
1
IB(:C,t;R):{( s) e R"Ms <, h(ac—y,t—s)>R—}CUT (2.90)

where h(z —y,t—s) = m exp (— ||z — y||?/4|t — s|) is the heat kernel or fundamental solution. The
point (x,t) is the centre of the top of the heat ball [44].

Theorem 2.26. (Mean — value property of heat equation) Let u € C*(Ur) solve the heat equation
then for all B(z,t; R) C Urp

- Y
u(z,t) 4R" fj ||2 d>yds (2.91)
B(z,t;R)

Values of u(x,t) depend on past times s < t.
The proof is given in Evans [39].

3. GRADIENT ESTIMATES: LI-YAU AND HARNACK INEQUALITIES

The solution of the heat equation and its gradient on a generic Riemannian manifold satisfies some
Harnack-Like inequalities which are important within differential geometry and geometric analysis [53].
Firstly, there are also some basic formulas arising from the positivity of solutions.

Lemma 3.1. Let M = R" and u = u(x,t) is a solution of the heat equation on R™ or Q C R™. Then
the following equalities hold

0 Vul|?
O(logu) = (E - Am) (logu) = % (3.1)
2
O(ulogu) = (% - Am) (ulogu) = — |v|5|| (3.2)
or equivalently
P10z ) = uf? (57~ A.) ) Gogu) = Vol (3.3
— |u|O(ulogu) = —|ul <% - A > (ulogu) = |Vul? (3.4)

In terms of the convolution integral solution
2
[ Vh(z =, 06(0)dun ()

‘fQ Wz —y, t)¢(y)dun(y)‘2

O(logu) = <% - Az) (logu) = (3.5)

[ Vh(z—y, t)¢(y)dun(y)‘2
’fq hx =y, t)¢(y)dpn (y)’

O(ulogu) = <% - Az) (ulogu) = — (3.6)
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or equivalently
2

0
o O00g ) = uf (5 = A ) o) = | [ 9ha =06 1) (3.7
P 2
—hl0rtog) = —Jul (37 = A ) wlogw) = | [ Thte = 00061 1) (3.5
Proof. The proof follows easily by direct calculation so that
9
O(logu) = (g — Au))(logu) = ot V(Vlogu)
ot u
Au v Vu\  Au  (VVu)u - VuVu
u u ) wu |u|?
Au [Vu|*  |[Vul?
- 2 = Ju? (3.9
and similary for (3.2). O

Theorem 3.2. (Li— Yau inequality) Let M be an n-dimensional manifold with Ric(M) > k?. The
solution u(x,t) of the heat equation

Ou(z,t) = (% — A> u(z,t) =0, z € M,t >0
u(z,0) =u(z), € M,t =0 (3.10)

then satisfies the estimate
[Vu(@, )] gulzt)

1 5(1 N k2 (3.11)
@ —no{ -+ —-— )
l[u(z, )] u(z,t) ~ 2 t ' 2(a—1)
On Euclidean space with M = R™ then g;; = 0;; and k = 0. Letting a« — 1
[Vu@. O Su.s) _1 1

@Ol ulwt) —2"% (3.12)

IN

or equivalently

|V logu(z,t)]* — | logu(x )] < (3.13)

l\.’>|3

Proof. Define Y =logu and W = t(|Vul|? — —u) For any function 1/) € C*°(M) the Bochner formula is
5A|vw|2 |v2w| +(V(AY), V) = Ric(Vy, Vo)

V29[ + (V( V) = |V Vﬂ/’| + (V(Ay), V) (3.14)
where (A, B) = Y"1 | A;B" is the inner product. Application to Y gives

AIVY]? > 2|V, V; V| + 2<V(AJJ), vy> (3.15)

Since )V = log u and since w is a solution of the heat equation Ou(z,t) = (% — A) u = 0, then taking the
Laplacian AY = Alogu = %vivm — —V uV,;u gives

1
= — — 2 = ——
AY = 8ty VY| tW (3.16)
The B-W formula the gives

AIVY2 > ViV 4+ 2 <v <—%w) ,vy> (3.17)
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or

AltVY|? > 2t|V,V,;) — 2<vw, vy> (3.18)
Now since |V;V;V|*> > 1|AY|? and using (3.17)
25 o 1W?
ViV V)" > IA))I = (3.19)
so that
AWVYP) > %m}u? —2(YW, V) (3.20)
Since
0
51 HVIP?) = [VYP + i (lvyl ) (3.21)
it follows that
0
-0y = <A — a_) t|VY|?) > |W|2 - 2<vw vy> — VY2~ to (|vy| ) (3.22)
However, using (3.18)
B ) Y. 02 0
~y = (8= V) =AY -ty - 2
0 02 0 8
=t (AY) —topY -5V = t—(l Y[?) - prd (3.23)
From this and W = ¢(|VY|? — 9)) we have
B 0 2 9 5 0
—-Ow = <A - &> W= =W - 2<VW,VU> = VP + 5 (3.24)
_Z e _w
=~ W 2<vw, vy> . (3.25)

The Maximum Principle implies that Z < n/2 so that t([VY|? — £)) < n/2 and the inequality follows.

Theorem 3.3. (Li-Yau inequality for convolution integral) Let u(zx,t) fQ t)o(y)dun(y) be a

solution of the heat equation Ou(z,t) = 0 for x € Q,t > 0 for zmtml data u(z, 0) = ¢(x). Then the
Li-Yau inequality (3.12) implies the following bounds

\/ 9.(e = 3.0 P 4)| < (/ & e~ ) Pdpa(y) ) </ Wz — y, ) Pdpin(y >>

< nt”! /Q Ih(z — 4, 6) Pdpn(y) (3.26)

and also
A2t7n/ 2|$ B y| 2 ( 2|$ B y|2)d ( )
At ) SPUTTA L el

< ([ 1ghte = w0Pas ) (/ b — 3. 8) Fdun(y )) -

< Az /Q exp(— 222, 1) (3.27)

/2

Aot
utilising the double-sided integral bound (2.7).
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Proof. Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality
Vet = | [ Vbt =06 )

e = | | Sohle =60

</|Vh:z:—y, ) Pdjin(y) ></|¢ ) Pdgua(y) )
(3.28)

2s(/ |2 h(e .0 dpnly )1/2(/ 16(y) Pdun(y )1/2
° (3.29)

/2

IN

ot
ute) = | [ e =) )| < ([ ita = 0Pt )’ ([ 1t )" @)
The Li-Yau inequality then becomes
(] 19ehte =0t )(/ 60 P )
(/I (@ =y, )Pdpn(y > </ 7z =y, 1) dpn (y > (/ |6(y)1* dpn () ) -
(3.31)

| /\

ot (/ b =y )Py )(/ 60 din))

)|2d™y terms then gives (3.26). Applying the double-sided bound then gives (3.27)
O

Cancelling the fQ |6 (y)
Lemma 3.4. Consider the CIVP for the heat equation on R™ with constant initial data
(3.32)

0
Ou(z,t) = (E - A) u(z,t) =0,z € R",t >0
(,0)=X, z€eR"t=0 (3.33)
with solution
A (z— y)
w(z, ) = W/ e A (y ):)\/nh(:c—y,t)dun( ) (3.34)
Then the Li-Yau inequality (3.12)becomes
2
rn Vahlz =y dun @) |fpo gih(z =y )] _ n (3.35)
URn h(z — y,t)dun(y)’2 |fRn T —y,t)dpn(y )} T2t
or equivalently
? 9
\ [ 9. tostu(e (o) — [ S tog(u, 1)) (3.36)
For n =1 this gives the bound
—z2 22
exp(” %) 1 rexp(—47) 1 1 (3.37)
T lerf (575=) + 12 27T1/2t1/2 lerf (5%=) +1] — 2 '
Then:
(1) Atz =0 for any finite t (3.37) becomes * < &.
(2) At any finite x in the limit as t — 0o (3.37) becomes + < 1.
0

which is clearly satisfied.

A consequence or corollary of the Li-Yau estimate is the parabolic Harnack inequality (PHI) for the

heat equation.
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Theorem 3.5. (parabolic Harnack inequality) Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold with nonvanishing

Ricci curvarture. Let u(z,t) be a solution of the heat equation Du(x,t) = (% — A)u(z,t) = 0, for all
x € M and t > 0. The PHI is then either of the following

n/2
oxp (—|d(x,y)|*/4]t2 — t1])
n/2
exp (|d(w, y)*/4]t2 — t1]) (3-38)

ty
u(y,ta) > u(z,t1) o

t
U((E,tl) > ’U/(y7t2) t_2

for all (z,y) € M and 0 < t1 < t2, and where d(z,y) is the distance between x and y. On Euclidean
space M = R™ with zero curvature d(z,y) = |x —y| and

n/2
exp(—|lz — yl|* /4]ta — t1])
n/2
exp([|z — y|?/4]t2 — ta])) (3.39)

t
u(y,t2) > e, t) | o~
2

t
u(a,t) > u(y.t2) |2
1

Proof. The estimate can be established using a curve or geodesic (¢) joining v(¢1) = z to y(t2) = y with
|dvy(t)/dt] = d(x,y) or |dy(t)/dt| = |z — y|. Therefore v : (t1,t2) — R".Now the Li-Yau inequality in
logarithmic form is

|V10gu(:1:,t)|2 - |% (x,t)] + % >0 (3.40)
which also implies that |% (x,t)] > — so that ¢ does not decrease too quickly. Recall Young s inequality
such that |ab|] < 1—:5|a|p + q|b|‘1 with 1 5 —|— E For p = q = 2 |ab] < %[a> + [b|? or |ab] > —1]al® + 3b|.
Then

%logu— gtlogu—i— <V10gu dzl(t)> ({ilogu—i-Vlogudzl(tt)
= %logu—i— (\/§V10gu) (\}_dZZSf )>
gtlogu— (% ‘\/§V10gu‘2+ L \}_le(t) )
;)t logu — <|V10gu|2 )’dZZES) 2)
= (|V10gu|2—%)— <|V10gu|2 —’J ) :_%_l‘dz_(tt)z (3.41)
Integrating from ~y(t1) = 21 to y(t2) = 2
/wydlogu(ﬂy(t),t) > _g/tt % - %/j dzl—it) Ca (3.42)
so that
)z o 2| - / Hof (3.43)

The inequality can be optimized by choosing the straight line from z to y and the result then follows. [

Corollary 3.6. Let u(x,t) and u(y,t) satisfy the heat equations

Ou(z, t) = (% - Aw> u(z,t) =0,z € R",t >0 (3.44)

Ou(y,t) = (gt Ay) u(y,t) =0,z € R",t >0 (3.45)
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with initial Cauchy data u(z,0) = X and u(y,)) = A and Laplacians A, = (% o and A, = 611 8y The
(unique) solutions are
A |z — 2|?
)= +—+ — dz=X| h t)d" 3.46
o) = g | w0 (<) e =a [ ez s (3.46)
u(y, t) = #/ exp (=2 d"z:)\/ h(y, 2, t)d" = (3.47)
y7 - (47Tt)"/2 Q p 4t - Q y7 ’ .
Then
" dn t n/2 _ 2
Jron “ o | e (T (3.48)
Jrn P y727t2 )"z T |ta Alta — 1]
On R with n =1 this becomes
t)d"z |t |V —yf?
Jo 1w,z t) > [2| exp (—LC _y| ) (3.49)
fo h(y,Z,tg)d t2 4|t2 t1|
which is
2\/f5) + 1 Yz —y?
(erf(z/2t2) +1) ~ |t2 Aty — t1]
or equivalently
b 2 =P
(erf /2 + 1) 2 || e (<32 enf(a/2vR) + 1) (351

Letting y — oo gives 2 > 0.

4. THE COLE-HOPF TRANSFORM TO THE HEAT EQUATION

Solutions of the CIVP for the linear heat equation also enable solutions to be generated for certain
classes of quasilinear parabolic PDEs including the Burger’s equation. This is done via the Cole-Hopf
transform [44].

Theorem 4.1. Let A > 0 and B € R and consider the Cauchy problem for the following quasi-linear
parabolic PDE

(% - aA) Y(x,t) +b|V(x,1))* =0, s € R",t >0 (4.1)
Y(z,0) =1I(z),z € R",t =0 (4.2)

Using the Cole-Hopf transform

(@, 1) = exp (— (2) w(:v,t)) u(@,0) = exp (— (2) z/1(x,0)> = exp (— (2) I@)) (4.3)

the function u(x,t) immediately satisfies the global Cauchy initial value problem for the linear heat equa-
tion (with ’conductance’ A) such that

(%—aA) u(z,t), x e R",t>0 (4.4)
u(z,0) = exp <—§I(x)) =¢(x), zeR"t=0 (4.5)

This has the solution

et o (Yo (2)0)

_ 1 [z —yl? n
= G /Rn exp < py o(x), ze R"t >0 (4.6)
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It follows from (4.3) that the solution to the CIVP for the quasilinear parabolic system (4.1) is then

Y(z,t) = — (%) log (W]L)W /Rn exp (—%) exp (— (2) I(y)> dun(y)) (4.7)

Proof. Details are given in Evans [44] O

As a corollary, the solution to the nonlinear Burgers equation can be found which has been studied
extensively in relation to turbulence and other problems [54]. The PPDE contains a nonlinear advection
term associated with conservation laws and also the diffusion term associated with the heat equation.
These two effects tend to be in conflict: the nonlinearity steepens fronts into discontinuous shocks while
diffusion tends to smooth them out. Again, a solution can be found via the Cole-Hopf transform the
CIVP for the heat equation.

Corollary 4.2. Let n =1 and A > 0. The CIVP for the Burgers equation is
0 0
(E - a828:v2> W(z,t) + |z/1(x,t)8—z/1(x,t)| =0, zeR,t>0 (4.8)
x

¥(x,0) =1I(z), x e R,t=0 (4.9)
Setting

0
9
=(z,0) / P(x,0)d E/ I(y)dy (4.11)
then gives the quasilinear parabolic PDE

ﬁ__f_:(w+lﬁj(w
ot Y922 ) =Y T 5T\

which is (4.1) withn =1 and b= 1. The solution is given by (4.7) as

E(z,t) = —2alog(u(x,t))
= —2alog ((47mt)1/2> /Rexp (—%) exp (—%)dy) (4.13)

where u(x,t) solves the CIVP for the heat equation on R such that

=0 (4.12)

<(%—aaa2>u(:1:,t)—0, reR,t>0 (4.14)
u(z,0) = exp (—%) =¢(z), zeR,t=0 (4.15)

Now since u(z,t) = ZE(x,1t)

u(z,t)

J _ B 0
%u(x,t) = _2A8_x log(u(z,t))

_ _9al 172 / _le—yP _J@)
= —2a 7 log ((47rAt) - exp pm exp 5 dy

xr— xTr— 2 xT
S 7 exp (1 ) exp (—2H2) ay
z—y|2 T
S (— 252 ))exp (—42) dy
o0 xTr— xTr— 2 J(T
S et exp (L) exp (- 42 ) ay
_ (4.16)

0o x—yl|? x
Jooexp (<72 ) exp (~ 42 ) dy

It may then be possible to extend this formalism to incorporate random or stochastic initial data.
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4.1. Greens functions and equilibrium. Given a heat flow problem on a bounded domain Q C R",
one would expect a convergence to equilibrium as ¢ 1 oo so that %u(m,t) =0, u(z,t) = u(z) and
Ayu(z) = 0. For a heat source £ f(z) one would expect convergence to a Poisson equation Au(z) = f(x).
This turns out to be true only when n > 3. This can be established via the Greens function for the heat
kernel.

Definition 4.3. Given a heat kernel h(xz — y,t) on M = R", for all (x,y) € R",t € (0,00) with x # y
then the Greens function g(x — y) is defined as

gz —y) = / h(x —y,t)dt < oo (4.17)
0
and the integral must converge.

Lemma 4.4. When n > 3 then g(x — y) = fooo h(z — y,t)dt is equivalent to the fundamental solution of
the Laplace equation ast — oo so that Ag(x —y) = —8%(x —y). Then

o > exp (—|[lz — yl*/4t) r-1)
—y) = h(zx —y,t)dt = dt = 4.18
R L e ey
Ifn=3then T'(3) = 7'/2 and
1
—Y) = —-" 4.19
When n < 2, the integral fooo h(z — y,t)dt does not converge.
Proof. First, let n > 3 and let ¢ = ¢! then
llz—yl? Yz—yl®
ooxp () e (<2l
—y) = — — Zdt = S N A it 4.20
se=n = | = | — - (420)
oo exp (_19||14—y||2) .
Setting k = (J||x — y||?)/4 then gives
1 > 4k \*T? 4
e =)= gz [ el () a
(4m)n/2 o lz —yl? [l — yl?
1 4¢ >%1/°° oy 1 n 4k \* !
= exp(—kK)K?2 dfziF(——l) —
rd (= M A a2 Y o=y
__rE-1
= P (4.22)
which gives (1.71) when n = 3. However, for n < 2 the integral diverges logarithmically. O

We have now established the following theorem.

Theorem 4.5. Let Q C R™ be a compact bounded domain and let f € C?(Q) and u € C?*(Q) be
differentiable functions. Let u(x,t) solve the Cauchy IVP for the heat equation on Q such that Ou(x,t) =
(% — Au(z,t) = f(z), x € Q,t > 0 and u(z,0) = u(z), = € Q,t = 0 with the boundary condition
u(z,t) = u(z),r € 0Q. If n > 3 then in the limit t — oo, the system converges to (thermal) equilibrium
so that %u(x,t) = 0. The equilibrium scenario is then described by the Poisson equation with Dirichlet
boundary conditions so that

Au(z) = f(z), € Q,t >0 (4.23)
u(z) = ¢(z), € 0Q,t=0 (4.24)
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If Q = Bg(0), an Euclidean ball of radius R, center zero, then the solution of (4.23) is the Poisson
integral formula so that

2 T 2 n—1
u(z) = /B (O)g(x—y)f(y)d"eru /@ o)™y (4.25)

area(0B1(0))R Jopn(o) Iz —yll"
= [ [ we—yoswaay
Br(0) JO
R? — |z / Sy)d" "ty
— B R €€ Bg(0),y € 9Bg(0 4.26
area(0B1(0))R Jog ) 7 —yl" (0) (0) (4.26)
If f(x) = 0 then u(x) satisfies the Laplace equation Au(z) =0 and
R? — ||z|? Py)d" "ty

) = ealoB ()R /aBR@) lo— gl (4.27)

In Section (7), this equilibrium problem is considered in relation to random boundary conditions.

5. RANDOMLY PERTURBED SOLUTIONS-THE CAUCHY PROBLEM WITH RANDOM FIELD INITIAL DATA

In this section, the following stochastic Cauchy initial-value problem is studied for the parabolic heat
equation on a domain Q C R™ with randomised initial data.

D@:<%—Ax)@_o, z€Q,t>0

u(z,0) =¢(z) + Z(x), € Q,t=0
where ¢(x) € C*°(Q) is the initial data/function and ¢ (z) is a classical Gaussian random scaler field
such that E[_# (z)] = 0 with a regulated covariance E[_# (z) ® ¢ (y)] = ¢J(z,y;¥) for all (z,y) € Q.
The correlation length is £ and E[_# () ® #(x)] = ¢ < oo. The general perturbed solution wu(z,t)
can be represented as stochastic convolution integral. This leads to stochastic extensions and versions
of classical results for the heat equation, so far discussed; in particular, a stochastically averaged Li-Yau
differential Harnack inequality as well as moments an estimates.

5.1. Preliminary theorems and lemmas. First, the following preliminary definitions, theorems and
lemmas are given for random Gaussian fields which will be utilised throughout. Gaussian random fields
(GRFS) and random perturbations are defined. (More details are given in Appendix A.)

Definition 5.1. Let (Q,F,P) be a probability triplet with w € Q and x € D C R™. A GRSF can be
defined by a map M such that M : (w,xz) — 7 (z,w), with expected values E[o] = [, [e]dP. Then:

(1) For a Gaussian random field, with Gaussian-distributed values, the expectation vanishes and only
the 2-point correlation is relevant so that for all (z,y) € Q

E[7(x)] =0 (5.1)

E[.7 () ® 7 ()] = ¢J(x,y,0) (5.2)
where { > 0 and ¢ is a correlation length with J(x,y,¢) — 0 for |x —y| > € and J(x,y,¢) = 1 as
x —y. The GRSF is requlated so that E[ 7 (z) @ #(z)] =¢ < 0.

(2) The first and second derivatives exist such that the random vector field ¥; = V; ¢ (x) and the
random tensor field %j(x) = V;V; _# (x) are also Gaussian and have the statistical properties

E[7i(z)] =0 (53)
E[7i(z) @ ¥;(y)] = 00;;S(z,y,£) (5.4)

and
E[#%;(x)] =0 (5.5)

E[%(x) ® %a(y)] = x(0ij0r1 + dindji + dadjn)J (x,y,£)
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(3) The cross-correlations vanish so that E[ ¢ (2)®V; 7 (z)] = 0 and E[V; 7 (2)®V; Vi 7 (z)] =0,
and so on.

(4) The integrals fQ | 7 (z)|Pdpn(z) and faQ | 7 (z)[Pd" 'z exist for all p > 1.(See below).

(5) If ¥(x) is a smooth and contmuous deterministic scalar field or function then additive and mul-
tiplicative random perturbations of 1 (xz) are defined as

b(x) = (@) + a7 (x) (5.7)
b(z), = v(@)® 7 (z) (5.8)

for some a > 1, so that 1/)/(;) and 1/)/(;) are also GRSFs.

*

Lemma 5.2. (stochastic Jensen inequality) Let ¢ (x) be a GRSF or random function existing for all
z € R" and let ®(_7 (z)) be a function of #. Then

E[9(7 ()] 2 (ELS (@)]), ® convea (59)
E[®( 7 (z))] < ®(E[ 7 (2)]), ® concave (5.10)

Theorem 5.3. (Fubini Thm) If #(x) is a GRSF then the expectation of an integral of a function
U( 7 (x)) can be taken under the integral so that

B[ o @] = [ B @@l = [ @0 @), @ omer (511

B[ # @@ = [ ERCF @)@l < [ 8BS @b, @ one (512

If xe € Q¢ and Q = Uévil Q¢ is a partition of Q then the Fubini Theorem for sums is

HZ (7 (x¢))dpin (x u ZE[[(I) (5.13)

Lemma 5.4. (Holder inequality for sums) Let (955)5:1 be a set of discrete points in Q C R™ such that
ze € Q forall § = 1. M. Let : Q — R be a deterministic field or function which is smooth and
continuous let 7 (x) be a GRSF 7 x Q :— R". The fields have values (x¢) and # (x¢) at x¢. If

% + % =1 then the stochastic Holder inequality for sums is then

1/q Y 1/p
NZ)/} re)® J Ifm (le xslq) (ZE[H/(%)IPH) (5.14)

£=1 e=1

Proof. Define the norms

M 1/p
l(ee)llz(q) = (Z [Y(z )
=1

1/p
.7 (®)llzz(q) = ( E[l7 (xe |p]]) (5.15)

=1

If Y(z¢) and 2 (z¢) are generic deterministic and random scalar fields or functions respectively then

BllY (o) 2wl < 2 HIZEL

(5.16)

Set

. E) IR 4G
Y = el ™ = T ol (517)
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Then
- N ECR ) J (we)
¢ u;lmfff ("”“)N -F ﬁ; el 17 o5
M M
[t (xe) | S (o)l
=k z; ||Q¢(°£)HLE + Z |p|‘j(.5)”LZ(Q)
M
_ ()| 7 (@)l
N 2 lav(ee)l @ qu/ (cllza)
(o)l 2 (@) . (.7 (o)l Lz ()" ] 1+ 1, (5.18)
Ca(Weolza) (I edlze) ¢ P
and so (5.14) follows. O

The following preliminary lemma will be required, which is a Holders integral inequality or estimate.

Lemma 5.5. Let Q C R" and let ¢ : Q — R be a smooth, continuous and deterministic functwn Let
J(x) be a regulated GRF with E[_# (x)] =0 and E[_# (z) ® # (x)] = &. The integrals fQ x)dpn (x)
and fQ | 7 (2)|Pdun(z) exist and well defined as Riemann sums over a partition of Q. If 5+ E =1 then
the Holder inequality is

|[/w ) @) < (/ 146() i ) q(/QE|/<x>|pdun<w>)l/p

(p=1)/p
= 5107+ 7@ ([ 1 ) (5.19)
where V(Q) = fQ dpin, ().
Proof. Define the L, and .}, norms

(@), = (/ [v(2) P dpin (2 )p (5.20)

1/p
|2 @)le, = ( /Q E[[If(w)Ipﬂdun(:v)> (5.21)
then one must establish that
1/p
(o) llz, = ( / (@) P djin ) (5.22)
1/p
|2 @)le, = ( /Q E[[If(w)Ipﬂdun(:v)> (5.23)
B |[ IREE /(@dun(x)ﬂ < @)z, o 17 @), (5.24)
Q

Next, Young’s inequality states that for two functions Y (z), Z(z) and 1—1) + % = 1 one has Y(x)Z(z) <
|Y( 1 ‘Z(I)lp . If Z(z) is replaced by a GRF % (z) then

Y(z)|9 |Z(x)P
Y@l | 12

Y(x)Z(x) < . ’

(5.25)

and the expectation is

V() | E[lZ ()]
q p

E[Y (2)Z(z)] < (5.26)



Now let

e N
Y@= e 29 7 olna

Equation (5.24) then becomes
g o @) S >|p
Y2 S et o T A eI,

with expectation

iy < P@ B[ @]
@2 et o T O o

Integrating and using the Fubini Theorem

/Q LY (2)2 0)]den(a) = | /Q V()2 (a)dn )|

p@P [ Bl >|p]] )
S/Qqnw-ﬂzq@“"( ”/Qpn/( Wiy )

alloGe ||q / Wz)din (e W | B @2

et )H‘iq< IO 11
SO o IO 1 P

Now using (5.26)
¥(a) /(@) )
£ M e 17 Oz )ﬂ =1

and so the Holder inequality (5.19) is established. The stochastic integral or norm is

L@, = ([ B @) = (3 v [ )

1 1/p
= (5107 + C1re2u@)
and ¢ = p/(p — 1) so (5.19) is established.
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(5.27)

(5.28)

(5.29)

(5.30)

(5.31)

(5.32)

O

——
Theorem 5.6. The moments E[|Ju(x,t) |] are estimated (with u(xz,t) = 0 as and are smoothed out or

dissipated since

. _ . /\p _
lim M (z,t) = lim Effu(z, t) [] =0

(5.33)

The moments estimate can also be deduced via the Riemann-Stieltjes sum representation and the

Holder inequality for sums the p-moments are

Proof. Let Q = Ué\il Q¢ be a partition of Q C R™ with w € Q, and % +

h(z —y,t). As a Riemann-Stieltjes sum

Ef[a(z. D] <E ﬂ /Q ha—.8)® 7 (0)dun(y)

]

M p

= lim lim h(z — ye, t) ® Jw)v dIP (w
dm i ; ve,t) © 7 (ye:w)o(Qe) | dIP(w)

p

M 1,1

. . 1,1
= lim lim h(z — ye, ® ;w)lv(Qe)|P e dIP(w
v(Qg)T0 Moo ; ye,t) ©  (ye; w)|v(Qe)l (w)

% = 1. The heat kernel is
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p

M 1 1
= lim lim h(z — ye,t) ® sw)lv Py q|| dIP
,dm b ; vert) © 7 (e ) [0(Qe) P o(Qe)| 7|

(w) <

P

M 1/q v 1/p
:U(glg)lmgi& A (Zlhx—ys, IIU(Qg)I) ®<§I/(ys;w)lplv(Qs)l) dIP (w)

e=1

via Holder ineq. for sums

. p/q
|h(z — ye, )| |U(Q£)|) (Zlf Yes w)[Plo( Qs)l) P (w)

=

= lim lim

v(Qe)T0 MToo 1

o
Il

= lim lim

p/q
MQQTOM%O( (e~ v, D7 o(Q¢) ) (Z [ 1A ewpape )Iv(Qs)I)
M

lim lim <Z|hx—y5, )9 v(Qe) ) ®( E[| 7 (ye; w)[P] [v(Qe) )
=1

v(Qe)T0 MToo P

1

=

) .1 B / v v
U&iljhm%}o 2[Cp/2+( 1)P¢P/2] (;W ye, )] (Q£)|)

v(Qe)10 Moo

p/q
lim lim %[gm + (—=1)P¢P/?]u( (Z'h (x = ye, )| |U(Q£)|)

£=1
1 /2 /2 r/q
= lim lim —=[¢? bep / h(z —y,t)|Pdun ) 5.34
i 31072 4 (10 2u(@) ([ 1he - g0 i) (5.31)
which agrees exactly with (5.32) O

The final preliminary lemma is

Lemma 5.7. Let A : Q — R and and let p > 2. If%—l—% =1 then

/QIA(a:)Iﬁdun(:z:) < (/QA(x)dun(I)>ﬁ(v(Q))ﬁ) (5.35)
</Q IA(:z:)Iﬁdun(a:))p1 < </QA(x)dun(I)>p(v(Q))%> (5.36)

Proof. Let W(z) = |A(2)|7°T and let o5 = ~ then using the Holder inequality

[ 8@ di (o) = [ (¥)2)din ()
Q Q

S</|\I/(x)|p71)ﬁ</Qldun )_ </|\p 5 i (x >_1(U(Q)ﬁ

J4

(/ F(@)dun (o ) (v(Q) 7T (5.37)

where v(Q) = [q dun(x) < O
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5.2. stochastic perturbations and estimates. The main theorem for the general global stochastic
Cauchy problem with random initial data is then as follows.

Theorem 5.8. The global Cauchy initial value problem for the homogenous heat equation, with Gaussian
randomized initial data is

Du(z,t) = (aﬁ - A) u(z,t) =0, (z€R"te (0,00)) (5.38)
w(z,0) = 6(x) + 7 (x), (x € R",t=0) (5.39)

where ¢ (x) is a Gaussian random scalar field (GRSF)existing for all x € R". The GRSF has the
statistical properties:

(1) The stochastic expectation vanishes so that E[[_# (x)] = 0. The covariance is

K( 7 (x)© 7(y) ©@y) =E[ 7 (x)® 7 ()] = (J(z,y:0) (5.40)
The GRF is requlated so that K[ 7 (z) ® 7 (z)] =E[ 7 (2) ® 7 (z)] = ¢ < oc.

(2) The stochastic integrals and convolution integrals exist, namely

[ @@ | [ b0 7 W) (5.41)

where k(xz —y) is any kernel dependent on the separation || — yl|, which includes the heat kernel
such that k(x —y) = h(x — y,t). Integrals over GRFs are also GRFs. Their expectations vanish
by Fubini’s theorem and the Gaussian property.

)

B[ @] = [ ELA@] e =0 (5.42)
B| [ swne-ndnw) = [ LI - i) ~o (5.43)
(3) The initial Cauchy random data is now correlated as
Efu(z,0) ® u(=/,0)] = $(x)é(y) + E[7 (+) ® 7 (v)]
= 3(x)o(y) + I (. y;0) (5.44)

The solution of the Cauchy problem is then
5 _ (a2 =l
u(z, t) = (4nt) exp m P(y)dpn (y)

= (dmt)~"/? / _exp <—%) O(y)dpn (y)
—ull2
+am [ e (<) st
= [ hle =0 00)dun () + [ b= .0 F@daly) = e ) + 2 (@t)  (5.49)

Rn
Proof. The heat kernel h(z — y,t) solves the heat equation so that Oh(z —y,t) = %h(x —y,t) — Ah(z —
y,t) = 0. The heat kernel h(x — y,t) is also smooth and infinitely differentiable so that integrals and
derivative can be interchanged. Then from (5.44)

G0 = [ Sh =y 060w+ [ She 1) © # @) (5.46)
Apule) = | Aeh(e =y 06@)dn(y) + | Achla—9.0)@ F W)dunly)  (5.47)

so that
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= [ [ohte = uot) + Aotz = 1, ]60)dn ()

+ [ [5ha = 0.0+ Aahle — y.0)] & F ()dia(y)
R T

= [ Phe =)ot + [ Db =) S @) =0 (648)
since Ou(z,t) = 0. Hence (5.45) solves (5.38) O

Lemma 5.9. The stochastic average of (5.45) is E[[m]] = u(z,t) since E[ 7 (x)] = 0.
From (5.44)
Proof.

Efu(z,1)] = W /Rn exp (—%) ¢(y)dpin (y)

+ WEﬂ/n exp (—%) f(y)dun(y)ﬂ
= (47Tt)‘"/2/n exp((—%) ¢(y)dpn (y)

* (4;)3/2 / neXP((_w) E[7 (y)]dpn(y)
= ety / P (_%> $(y)dun(y) (5.49)

In terms of a stochastic Riemann-Stieljes sum

mﬂ?ﬂmiéhu—%wwwwaw

4+ lim lim Z/Q (4mt) ”/2exp( |2 ;y| >®/(yg, w)v(Qe)dIP (w)

v(Qe)T0 MToo

:/h@_%wwmwmw
Q
M

lim lim (4mt)~"/2 exp (—%)L/(yg;w)dﬂ?(w)v(Qg)—O (5.50)

v(Qe)10 Moo £

since [, Z (y¢; w)dIP(w) = 0 O

Remark 5.10. It is well established that a GRF ¢ (x) can be ’Gaussian smoothed’ on a scale ¢ with
respect to a Gaussian kernel k(x — y, () such that

2
r—y
(@0 = /Qk(w —4:0) © J(y)dunly) = /Qexp (—%) S (W)dpn(y) (5.51)
and this stochastic convolution integral is well defined as a Riemann sum.(Appendiz A.) As an example, in
cosmology, Gaussian random fields can be used to represent density fluctuations in the early (expanding)
universe [30,31]. A GRF _#(r) can be Gaussian smoothed on a (comoving) scale R such that
/||2

7(r,R) = (2nR?)~3/ / exp (-%) I (5.52)

For the solution (5.44), the heat kernel h(x — y,t) is also a Gaussian and so increasingly Gaussian
smooths the GRF ¢ as t increases. The stochastic convolution integral gives a time-dependent random
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field 4 (x,t)

90) = [ o =00 5 i) = g [ e (<) 0 s 150 5

which solves the SCIVP 09 (z,t) = aat%(x t) — A9 (x,t) = 0 with initial random data 9 (z,0) = 9 (x).
The heat kernel smooths the initial-value random field to zero so that

. L 1 |z —yl?
et (o) = i e [ e (<) o i) =0 (5.51)

Lemma 5.11. Since the heat equation is a linear PDE, the expectation of the randomly perturbed equation
gives the deterministic heat equation.

g o
=5 -2) )
Proof. Since E[[u/(:v-,\t)]] = u(z,t) then

[(3-2)%0] - (-2

<%—A) u(z,t) =0 (5.55)

0
=(=-A = .
<6t ) u(z,t) =0 (5.56)
One can also take the derivatives since E[[%mﬂ = Zu(z,t) and E[[Amzzc,\t)ﬂ = Azu(x,t) O

Lemma 5.12. Using (2.63), the randomly perturbed solution the SCIVP can be expressed in terms of
the eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of the Laplacian such that

u(z, 1) ZeXp —Oxt)xk (€) Xk (y) P (y) dpin (y /Qzexp —Ort)xn(@)xn(y) ® F (y)dpun(y) (5.57)

Q=0 k=0

Proof. The derivatives are

1) = / Zexp(—ﬂm(—ﬂkxk(x))xk<y>¢<y>dun<y>

/Q S exp(—dut) (~ 0k (@)X (y) © 7 ()djin(y) (5.58)
k=0
Asulad) = V2 /Q ,;)exp —00t) (B xe(2)) 0k ()99 i ()

/ Zexp ~01t) (A (2) Xk () © 7 (9)dpin ()

/QZ%P (=Ikt) (=T xn (@) xk (v) P (y) dpin (y)

k=0
3 oDk Dnsl) © S ) (559)

k=0
since Agxk(z) = —dpxk(z). Hence (& — Ag)u(z,t) = 0 as required. O

The L, norm of the stochastic convolution integral dissipates as t — oco.

Lemma 5.13. Let Q C R". Given the stochastic convolution integral solution of the SCIVP on Q then

. - = . - = p
tim a1, @) = lim ([lu(e.Dllz,@) =0 (5.60)
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— —_— p
lim Efu(.0) |2, @] = lim Bl (Ju(z,Oll,@) T =0 (5.61)

where || 7 (z)|1,q < o

Proof. Young’s inequality states that for a convolution f * g of two functions with 1 + 1—17 = % + % then

1f*gllz, <Iflz.llgllz, (5.62)

so that
| [ 1o =0t < bt =0l ol (5.69)
Then "
P 1/p
t e = i ([ | [ e =000 )
P 1/p
+( / ' / Wz =y, ® 7 (1)din(y) dun@))
=t | [ h(e =00 0) o i [ o= S @it -
< lim (e 1)1, @6y >||Lq<Q>+gg;Hh<-—y, Hllz. 17 Wl
= tim 5o — 4Ol (160 1, @ + 7 Wl (@)
. 1
- l#?o <qn/2q(47.rt)%(1—t%)> (e, + 1.2 WL, @) =0 (5.64)
Taking the expectation is superfluous, however the result is equivalent. Since
1/p
E[| 7 ()I1: m&ﬂ( / |7 (@) Pdun(a ) ﬂ ( / E[ 7 |P]]dun<x>)
1 1/10
- (3u@ie2 + (-arerr) (5.65)

one has

11m||u(:vt||L ) = lim (/ '/ (= =y, ) (y)dpn ()
+Eﬂ(/ }/ hz =y, 1) © 7 (y)dun(y)

N .

tToo

p dun@) 1/p

p dun@) Upﬂ

+hmEﬂH/ (o =y, ) ® F(y)dpun(y)

tToo

Lp(Q)H

L,(Q)
< lim [|a(e =y, Dl @lI6Wr (@ + lim Ih(e =y, ). O ELLZ (1) 2,@)]

= hm 1h(e =)z, (Ié(®)lz,@ +ENLZ (Ol @z, @)

|3

=1 +E =0
&2%( e 1_%)) [o(®)l,q) +EllLZ (0L, @])

3

1/p
) [¢(o)ll L, @) + 1 (Q)[Cp/2+(—1)pép/2]) )=0

(5.66)
O

= lim T05D
tToo n/2q 47'rt 2 P
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Lemma 5.14. Let u € C®(R" x (0,00)) satisfy Lemma (2.11) so that |Vu(z,t)| < (¢(n)/vVt)||¢||oo. For
the Cauchy problem with randomized initial data u(z,0) = ¢(z) + _# (x) then
c(n)
Eluz, D] < =2 [6lloe (5.67)
A
Proof. The solution is given by (5.44) so that

v@-vw,m#/nvzexp( vz )@/( Jdpin(y)

@ty /2
= vute.t) - () [ LMo (LY 6 syt (5.68)
Hence, taking the expectation
ElVae 0l = Vule,) + by [ oo (L) Bl s (a0
= Vu(z, 1) < L)) (5.69)

i
O

Lemma 5.15. If Thm 2.1} holds such that sup |u|r» x (0,00) = sup |¢|r~ and u(z,t) < Aexp(alz|?)
then for the Cauchy problem one has

sup E[u(z, £)]rn x (0,00) = sup E[|[[n» (5.70)

Proof. Writing m =u(x,t) + % (x,t) then E[[mﬂ = u(z,t) < Aexp(alz|?) since E[Z (z,t)] = 0.
sup Efu(z, t) + % (2, 1)[r~x(0,00) = SUp E[|¢ + 7 (2)[[rn = sup [u]grnx(0,00) = 5UP [¢|R7 (5.71)
]

The following preliminary lemma appears in Davies [55].

Lemma 5.16. Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold and let Q, Q' be two compact sets or domains in
M. If v(Q),v(Q’) are the volumes of Q and Q'. If d*(Q,Q’) is the distance between the centres of
(Q, Q') then the following estimate holds

[ e = O a)dn) < T@@ T e (-
Q.Q’

On Euclidean space M = R"™ the distance d*(Q,Q’) is just the usual Euclidean distance between the
centres of the domains. If Q = Q' and the centres coincide then

[ h@ =y, O)dpn(@)dpn (v) < Vo(Q(Q) = v(Q) (5.73)
Q,Q

L(Q’ Ql)) (5.72)

4t

The following lemma is then the stochastic version of Lemma 5.16 for Ls estimates of the solution of
the heat equation.

Theorem 5.17. Let u(x,t) solve the Cauchy IVP for the heat equation such that Ou(z,t) = (% -

Au(z,t) =0,z € Q,t > 0 with initial data u(z,0) = ¢(z),x € Q,t = 0. The L2(Q) normi_sa\tisfy the

estimate ||u(e,t)|| r,q) < |0(®)|lL.(q) or equivalently (||u(e,t)1,q)* < ([[¢()|lL,(q))?- If u(z,t) solves

the mndomly perturbed heat equation Du/(x—,\t) = 0 with random initial data (;5/(—17) = ¢(z) + Z(x) then
fQ )@ Z(y)dun(y) the following stochastically averaged estimate

E[(| (u(o,8)l| @] < EL6(0) | £(@)’] (5.74)

B | [ 160 P <E| [ @0 P (5.75)

or equivalently
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u</ ‘/ o= 1,t) @ Bdin(y)] din(z ) N ﬂ(/ 6@ 2djun )WH (5.76)

holds provided that
[ e =y, dpn(@)dpn(y) < Vo(QUQ) = v(Q) (5.77)
QvQ
which is Lemma (5.16)

or

Proof. First, apply the Cauchy Schwarz inequality to fQ h(z — y,t)dp, (y) to derive the estimate

/ Wz — 4, t)dpin(y) = / Wz — 1) % L]djun (y)
Q Q

) </ " _yjt)m"(x)) : ( / |]1|2)dﬂn(x)) v
1/2 U
x 2 71 n
(/ \h(z — y, t)[2dpn (z )1/2< o ) 1/2
</ e ) Vs (/ (@ =y, O dyan (x >) (v(Q))
(/ [h(x — y, )P dpin () )

Then if (5.74) holds

/E[[(II(( Dllia@)? = |[/| (o 0) Paun ﬂ /|¢> P dun /QE[n/(x)Pﬂdun(x) (5.79)

or

(o, Dl acay)? + /Q Eﬂ

Applying Cauchy Schwartz to the stochastic integral on the rhs

2
E IH/ hz =y, 1) © 7 (y)dun(y) H dpin (2)

/(/m 0P (0)) (& ﬂ/|/ )] ) i
=/ (/ e — 3, OPdnty )(/ ELS i) i)

The estimate now becomes

¢ / ( / (e — 9, 0) Pdun(y ) o(Q)din(2) < (16(0)]|ac@)’ + Co(Q) (5.82)

so it is required that

(5.78)

/Q h(z —y,t) @ 7 (y)dpn(y)

ﬂ dpin(x) < ([6(9) | La@)” + Co(Q)  (5.80)

/Q (/Q |h(z —y, t)|2dun(y)> 0(Q)dpn () < +0(Q) (5.83)
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Now the estimate can be expressed as

[[ 1 = ot < [ (1= 0P )) o@n (o) < 0@ 80

which is (5.73). O

The general global solution for the stochastic initial Cauchy problem for the inhomogenous equation
is as follows.

Theorem 5.18. Let f € C*(Q x (0,00)),¢ € C*(Q) and consider the stochastic initial-value problem
for the inhomogeneous equation

Quln,1) = ool §) — Apile 1) + [, ), (2 R, 0> 0) (5.85)
W(@,0) = ¢(x) + 7 (@), (x € R",t=0) (5.86)

where ¥ (z) is the GRSF with the same properties as before. If u(x,t) solves the PDE Ou(x,t) =
(% —Ay)u(z,t) = f(x,t), then the solution to this problem is given by the stochastic convolution integral

Zle—y)? vll?

ule,) = r 3/2/ /Rn €|t‘t_s‘|2 Iy, 8)dpun (y)ds
* Gt o (‘%) (o) + s [ (L) & st
//n (@ =yt = )dsdun(y / O)dpn(y /nh(w—yaf)ébf(y)dun(y)

=u(e.t)+ [ B0 )i () (5.87)
Proof.
D) = g )+ [ Shle =30 # W) () (5.58)
Avule,0) = Apu(e, )+ | Auh(e —y.0)@ 7 (1)dun(y) (5.89)
so that

Dm = (% — AI> m = %u(x,t} — Ayu(x,t)

+ /Rn[%h(a: —y,t) — Agh(z —y, )] @ 7 (y)dpn(y)
= (‘Tat)
0
4 [ [ghle = .t) = Auh(z = 1.0)F dias) = 2. (5.90)

since Oh(xz — y,t) = %h(z —y,t) — Agh(z —y,t) = 0 for the heat kernel or fundamental solution. O

5.3. Stochastically averaged mean value theorem in a heat ball.

Proposition 5.19. For fited x € R",;t € R and R > 0 define a 'noisy’ or stochastic heat ball as the
region

—

Bt = {(1.6) € R x D < 1oyt = 9) > o A A W)} (591

where ¢ (x) is a time-independent GRSF existing at all points in the heat ball and all points in R".
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Proposition 5.20. Let u(x,t) € C?(Uz) solve the initial Cauchy value problem for the heat equation

and let (x/,?) = u(x,t)+ % (z,t) solve the Cauchy problem with random initial data and where % (x,t) is a
stochastic convolution. Then if u(x,t) satisfies the MVP, the stochastically averaged mean-value property
18

E[[u (z,1)] 4R” ff E[[u (y,5)] |||t yH dpn (y)ds (5.92)
B(z,t;R)

Proof.
E[[u/(x,\t)]]z (:vt +E[% (z,t)] = u(z,t)

[l yH
4Rn H E[uly. ]]|t 7 dyds

(z,t;R)
_ 1 Iz —yll” B3 yH 3
= I ff u(y,s)wdun( )ds +— jj E[%(y,s)] —=5 = ——d’yds
B(x,t;R) H(z,t;R)
1 |l — ylI?
=7 I (g 3) - dion () s (5.93)
B(x,t;R)
since E[% (y,s)] = 0. O

Theorem 5.21. Given the SCIVP on Q C R™ with random initial data m) =u(x)+ Z(x) then the
perturbed heat equation is Ou(x,t) = 0. Then the stochastic version of (2.56) is

1d_ =~
§EE[[IEI 2dt |[/ |u z, 1) 2dpin ( )ﬂ (5.94)

and is also non decreasing.

Proof. The randomly perturbed solution is the convolution integral

W@ ) = ulz, t) + / (@ —1.t) ® 7 (4)dpin (v) (5.95)
Q
Then

1d_ 1d
CORE ()] = = SE
s Bl =55 H/
1d

2th[[/ e, )P dpn ()] + 5 ﬂ /Q u(z,t) /Q h(z—y,w@/(y)d”yﬂ djin ()

2

ule, ) + /Q W —y.8)® 7 (Q)dn(y)

dpin (x)ﬂ

5 H}/ "o Sy )2]] ol
_ %%Ef(t%j% IH Wz —y.t) © 7 (y)dpn(y )Qﬂ dpin ()
< %%]E,( +§E/ (/ \h(z =y, t)Pdpn(y ))(/QE[H/(y)F]]dun(y)) dpin ()

via CS ineq.

0+ 500Q) [ ([ o =00 5)) de 0

)+ 500@ [ ([ o=y 0Py ) d (o
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2
llz—yl|

—t—(+2) (9t (1 — V2 )e = —
%%IEI(t)—i-%Cv(Q)/(Q(/Q( e tQ(EST)n ) )dun(y)>dun(w)<0 (5.96)
O

6. STOCHASTIC LI-YAU ESTIMATE AND PARABOLIC HARNACK INEQUALITIES

The Li-Yau estimate and parabolic Harnack inequalities for solutions of the heat equation were pre-
sented in Section 3. Here, stochastic versions are presented for a randomly perturbed heat equation where
the initial data is a Gaussian random field.

Lemma 6.1. Let u = u(z,t) be a solution of Ou = (& — A)u = 0 for all x € Q C R™. with initial
data u(x,0) = ¢(x). From Lemma (3.1), the following equalities hold such that O(logu) = Vul® ond

[ul?

O(ulogu) = _|v|_ Suppose now that the initial data is randomised as u(/x\O) (b( ) = d(x) + 7 (z).

Then the randomly perturbed solution is u(:v, t) =u(z,t) + fQ r—y,t)® _Z(y)d'y = u(x,t)+ U (x,t).
Then @ =u+ % = u(z,t) + % (x,t) satisfies the inequalities:

. 0 . Val?
O(logu) = (E — A)(logu) = % (6.1)
PO 0 . Va|?
Oilog) = (5; ~ A)(@log ) = _ |§|| (6.2)
or equivalently
N a2, 0 N ~
|a]*O(log @) = [af® (5; = A)logu) = Vial? (6.3)
— [a|0(@log ) = —|u|(g — A)(@logn) = |Val? (6.4)
which s
lu+ 2 *O(log(u+ %) = |u+ % |? (ﬁ — A)(log(u+ %) = |Vu+ VU|? (6.5)
—|u+Z|0(og(u+%) = —|u+ %KE — A)(log(u+ %) = |Vu + VU|? (6.6)
If () =0 then u = % and so
Do) = [ (5 - A) tox(#) = (V2P (6.7
0
- far ttog() = (2|5, - &) tox(2) = [V P (6:5)

Proof. As in Lemma (3.1), the proof follows easily by direct calculation. The derivates %52/ and V%
exist so that

@/\
O(log @) = (%a — AB)(logu) = 22— (Vlog )
u
_ A (V@) _A@_ (VVuu - Vava
~ % )" % BB
AT AT VA |VaP
_Au_ Au _ 6.9
T E R TP (6.9)
and similarly for (6.2). O

Corollary 6.2.
[u|?O(log @) = —|u|D(ulog ) (6.10)
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Corollary 6.3.

and for ¢(x) =

Corollary 6.4.

STEVEN D. MILLER
The expectations of (6.1) and (6.2) are
N R 2,0 . .
[l 0o 2)] = B | [R5, - A)(logd)| = E[VaP]

- E[@l0(@1o7) = ~E | @l(7; - A)(alo )] = B[ Val]

E[[% O(log(# )] = ﬂm Q- A)(log(%)ﬂ _E[VZP

- BIJ 0@ log(%)] = - | 1#|(; - )@ og()| = EIV 2P

Ef|% *D(log(%)] = —E[|%|0(% log(% )]

-E ﬂ‘/Q Wz —y,t) ® 7 (y)dun(y) 2"

<( / e~ 0P ) ( /. 1L )i () )
— @) ( A i) )

ll—yll2

= Co(Q)AZE /Q e dun(y)

where the Cauchy Schwarz inequality and the bound (2.18) have been used.

The main theorem for the stochastic extension of the Li-Yau inequality is as follows.

(6.11)

(6.12)

(6.13)

(6.14)

(6.15)

Theorem 6.5. Let Q C R™ be a compact set or domain with boundary 0Q. Let u(z,t) be a solution of

the deterministic heat equation Ou(x,t) =0 for x € Q andt > 0, with initial Cauchy data u(z,0)

= ¢(x),

for some function ¢(x). The solution for t;0 is the convolution integral u(x,t) fQ =y, t)o(y)dpn(y).
The Li-Yau estimate is then

or

|qu(x,t)|2 |%u(:v,t)|

ju(z, t)[? |u(z, 1)

nt~!

IN

1
2

0 1
|Vggu(:1c,t)|2 — |§u(x,t)u(ac,t)| < Ent 1|u(:1c,t)|2

which from Thm 8.4 this is equivalent to

‘/ |Voh(x —y,t)2d™y

_2nt‘/| (x — v, t)Pdpn(y)

and also

A%t—"/ (—
Q

_ 2lz —y|?
< A2t "/ex (—7 i,
<A o p o i (y)

1/2 1/2
(/|— © — g, ) Pdin(y ) (/ (e — .t |d”>

(6.16)

(6.17)

(6.18)

N2 _ 1/2 1/2
2 d"y<(/ phla =Py (/ e = .00 1)
Aqt

(6.19)



39

If the initial data is now a GRF such that m) =¢(x) + Z(x) withE[ Z(z) @ £ (z )ﬂ = ( then the

randomly perturbed solution m satisfies Dm =0, forx € Q andt > 0. Then u(:z: t) satisfies a
stochastic Li-Yau inequality of the form

E ﬂLﬁ&mQﬂ ~E HL&MH <Ly (6.20)
fu(z, 0)|? ju(z, )] |~ 2
or the equivalent forms
E[|Vou(z, )] —E[n—m u(z, D] < gnt*mu@?ﬂ (6.21)
E[V log(u(z,1))]] - E[ log(z@\t))l]] (6.22)

only if (6.18) or (6.19) are also satisfied.

Proof. The simplest proof utilises the stochastic Jensen inequality for concave functions. If ¥U(z) is a
concave function and X a random variable with expectation E[X] then E[[¥(X)] < ®(E[X]). Hence

E[V; logu(:v t)] — IE[[ logu(x,t)ﬂ < |V10g(E[[u(x,t)ﬂ|2 0 logIE[[u(x,t)m (6.23)

But E[[u(:z:, t)] = u(zx,t) since E[[u(x,t)ﬂ = u(z,t) + fQ hiz —y,t) ® E[[/(y)]]dlun(y) = u(x,t). Hence

— 0 — 0 1
E[V;logu(x,t)] — E[[E logu(z,t)] < |Vlogu(z,t)> — En logu(x,t) < Ent_l (6.24)
A second proof follows from a direct ’brute force’ computation of the derivatives. First
I 2
B[V, u(z, DIP] = [Vau(z, )2 +E \ [ Vehta =500 £ @)duny) ﬂ (6.25)
|/Q

0 —=.9, 0 ) o 2
Efl 5y u(z, OF] = |5 u(z,1)]" + E ﬂ /Q 5@ =1, © F (y)dun(y) H (6.26)
Using Cauchy Schwartz
.

BV = e O £ | [ e =0 7 @)

< Jue, ) + </|hx—y, ) Pdjin(y) ></|JE[[/ 1)

~fu )+ ) i) ) (@) (6.27)
Similarly
E[|V.u(z, £)2] < Vu(z, t)? + ( / Voh(z - y,t>|2dun<y>) w(Q (6.28)
B 155 0] < gt + ([ It = 0P ) ) (@ (6.29)
The estimate (6.21) can be expressed as
N2 0 —— |
E[[|Vu(x,t)| ]] —Eﬂau(x 1) ® ula, t)ﬂ St Efju(z, D)]7] (6.30)

o —

The term E H%u(z, 1) ® MH can be decomposed as

EH%@ ®u(a:,t)ﬂ <(§t (z, t)) u(z, t)

>

~—
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E (/Q %h(m — ) ® /(y)dun(y)) (/Q h(z —y,t) ® /(y)dun(y))

Apply Cauchy Schwartz Apply Cauchy Schwartz

(. 13yt = P )/</ e 2du<>>12]
[(/wm .0 duay )1/2</|/ |du<>>mH]

([ 1570~ yt)lzdu())m]
[(/'“—yt'”yfm |[(/'f o)

(- sorn)

[(/ Te— <y>)1/2 (f 20 0Pty )H]

- sorn)

[(/ 1 — ) P (y)>1/2</édu )H]

= (Dl )ula )

Iath(x =y, t)[*dpn(y) v h(z =y, 1) *dpn(y) - v(Q)
Q Q

Hence, the estimate becomes

V(a0 + (192 =3 0Pdien) ) (@) = (Gt )t

(/ 12—, 1) P )/</ W - y,t>|2dun<y>>l/2<v<Q>

<t 4 Tn /|hw . 0)Pdpn (4)C0(Q)

Since u(z,t) satisfies the estimate (6.18), it is required that

(/ Vb — 1) Pdpa(y >) co(@Q

|- (@ =y, ) Pdpn( " (2 =y, 1) Pdun(y) " v(Q)
(/ ) (/ )

/Ih:r Y, 1) 2 dpn (y)Cv(Q)

((‘gt (z,t))u(z, t)+E|[

< (D e 1) +

+

+

l\DI»—A

(6.31)

(6.32)

(6.33)
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which is (cancelling the v(Q) terms)

(/ |Vah(z — y7t)|2dun(y)>
- (. 1gphte = vt )/(/ W — ) P ))1/2

< g™ [ w00 o) (634

which also agrees exactly with (6.18). O
Theorem 6.6. The randomly perturbed solution u/(x-\t) also satisfies the following Li-Yau inequality

E[[|Vu/(/x\,\t)l2ﬂ E[| 2 u(z,1) u@ il 1, (6.35)
Ef|u(z,t)?] Effu(z,0)]] ~

[\ I

provided that
Vu@ )P [Zule] 1

< —nt! .
e OF e 2" (0:39)
Proof. The perturbed solution m has the derivatives
00— 0 0
57D = gyt + [ b —u.0© £ W) (6.57)
Vi(e.t) = Vu(w,0) + [ Vh(e - pt)© £ @)dnay) (6.39)
Q

Clearly, E[[Bt (3: t)] = at u(z,t) and E[[Vu(:z: t)] = Vu(z,t). Using the Cauchy Schwarz inequality (or
the Holder inequality with p = ¢ = 2) gives
2“

< Va0 + ( /Q Vhie = .0 Pdin) ) /Q L7 ()Pl ()
= Vute. 0 + IS w i) ) (@ (6.39)

Ellu(z, )] = [Vu(,t)* + E IH/Q Wz —y,t) @ 7 (y)dun(y) H

< a0 + ( /Q b= o)) ) /Q 1L ()Pl ()

= ute 0+ ([ ba=0.0Pdi)) co(@ (6.40)
If the Li-Yau-Harnack (6.36) inequality holds then
[Vu(e, ) + Cu(Q) Jq VA& =y, )Pdpn(y)  Zu(a,t)
(@, )] + Cv(Q) [q Al — y, 1) *dpn (y) u(z,t)
Since (v(Q fQ (z,y —t)d™y >0 for all (z,y) € Q and t > 0
[Vu(z, )] +CV(Q) Jq Vi(x =y, O)Pdpnly) — Fu(z,t)
u(@, )2 + ¢u(Q) [ M@ =y, t)]Pdun(y) u(z, t)

E[[%@F]} = |Vu(z,t)]? + E I”/Q Vh(z —y,t) @ 7 (y)dun(y)

and

1
< 5mt—l (6.41)

|u
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_ [vute, ) +Cv(Q) fq VA(z =y, O)Pdpnly)  Zu(x,t)

- (e, O e
Va2 Q) Jq VM —y O)Pdun(y)  Zu(a,t) 1
L a(z, O iy S (6.42)
postitive term
Hence
Vu(z, )2 2ulzt) 1, Q) [q V@ =y t)Pdu(y) 1
lu(z, ) u(z,t) =g - lu(z, t)2 s gnt ! (6.43)

éig < ALCB = % + % if A,B,C,D > 0. Note also that

1 n/2 a2\ |2
/ V) = 1 Vexp<—M)
Q at
1 ”/2/ —Hw—yl\e o _la=l?
4t

Theorem 6.7. (Stochastic parabolic Harnackinequality) Let u(x, t) and u(y,t) be solutions of the heat
equations Ou(x,t) = 0 = % — Agu(z,t) = 0 and Du(y,t) = 0 = & — Ayu(y,t) = 0 with initial data
u(z,0) = u(y,0) = ¢(x). If 0 < t; < to then the parabolic ch"nack estimate is given by Thm 3.5

where we have used the simple inequality

dpin(y)

dﬂn(y) >0 (6.44)

O

so that u(y,t2)|? > |u(z,t1)|? ’i—; nexp(—%). If the initial Cauchy data is randomly perturbed as
(;5/(—17) = ¢(z) + # (z) then the perturbed solution u/(x-,\t) solves (% - A;) m = 0 and similarly u/(y-,\t)
solves (% — Ay) u/(y-,\t) = 0. Then the stochastic parabolic Harnack inequality is
— — t n s—vl?
E[huly. )] > Effue. )] || exp (~2525) (6.45)
provided that exp (—7‘12—;7"2) < 1 which is always true since exp(—X) € [0,1] for X € [0, o0].
Proof. The expectations of the squares (volatility) of the stochastic convolution integrals are
.
E[|u(z,t)]*] = |u(z,t)* + E I“/ z,2,t) @ F(z)d"z (6.46)
—_— 2-
Eflu(y, )"] = lu(y,t)]* + E ’/Q h(y, z,t) © 7 (z)d"z (6.47)

Using Cauchy Schwartz

Bl D] = fu(e, 0 + B }/ (@208 F ("

(fpesote ol (fprote)
[ iz )( Bl ()1
)¢
)

< u(z,t))?

)+ /|h(x,zt|d" ( )

= )2+ / |h(z, 2, t)|*d"2 ) Cv(Q

|||
_[\3
+
7~ N 77 N 77N 7N
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w(Q)

< Ju(z, t)* + Ch(w, 2, 26)0(Q) = Ju(z, )] + (6.48)
|87rt|™/2
using the semi-group property from Lemma 2.21. Similarly,
= (Q
EfJu(y, D < Ju(y, ) + 2% (6.49)
|8rt|n/

The estimate (1.37) is then

Q) ta]" 2, Gu(Q) |z —y|
Nk > |1 t -7 6.50
(om0 + 2B 2 |21 (futea 0 + 02 exp (22 (6.50)
Since |u(y, t2)|* > |u(z,t1)|? ’;—; exp(— ‘153‘2), this is equivalent to
8rta |2 [t |” [z —y|
—_— — Y EE— 6.51
|87ta|n/2 T | to exp 2|ta — 1] ( )
or
n/2 n n/2
131 31 lz —yl 21 lz —yl
i1 1 LI A 6.52
tal = |t eXp( ts — 1] tal P\ o, — ] (6:52)
which is simply exp (—%) < 1 which is always true for all |z —y| > 0 and |t2 — t1] > 0. Hence, the
estimate (6.45) is valid. O

7. ESTIMATES AND DECAY PROPERTIES FOR P-MOMENTS AND VOLATILITY ON Q, Rt Bg(0)

In this section, the p-moments IE[[|u/(:1:-,\t)|p]] and volatility E[[|u/(x—,\t)|2ﬂ are estimated from the general

solution 1@ to the stochastic Cauchy initial-value problem on a finite domain Q C R"™. The estimates
for a general domain Q is first derived, then the specific cases are calculated explicitly for a segment
on the real line Q = L ¢ R" with L = [0, L], a ball Bg(0) C R™ of radius R. The Cauchy evolution
or development from the random initial data, is then stable or unstable and will either decay or grow
without bound, or blow up with time.

Proposition 7.1. (Reprising Proposition 1.1). Given the SCIVP on Q C R" with Gaussian random
initial data u(z,0) = ¢(z) = ¢(x) + _# (z) and solution u(x,t) then:
(1) The solution is stable and is smoothed out and decays if

lim Ef u(z. )| = 0, lim E[ju(z, ) =0 (7.1)
or
lim Efu(z, )" < K, lim E[Ju(z, ) < K (7.2)

for some K >0
(2) The solution is unstable and grows without bound if

tim Effu(e, )" = oo, lim Efju(z, ) = oo (7.3)
(3) The solution blows up if for some finite tg € [0, 00)

N /\pi N /\27
lim E[Ju(z, )" = oo, lim E[lu(z,0)* = o0 (7.4)

One expects scenario (1) as the heat equation should smooth out the initial randomness so that the
moments and volatility decay to zero.
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Theorem 7.2. Let u(x,t) satisfy the stochastic Cauchy initial-value problem on a finite domain Q C R™
with random initial Cauchy data, for the heat equation

gm Aufa 1), (v € Q.t € [0,50)

(x, 0)=¢(x)+ F(z, (x€Q,t=0) (7.5)

with Gaussian random scalar field #(x) and E[| 7 (z)|P] = %K% + (=1)PC%]. Then the moments are
finite and bounded with the estimate
P
n(y)>

Bl 0P] <27 ([ epary) + 510 + C1rerp ([ )

- Py l p/ pop/ — '
(L wewras) + 517 re @ ( [ ne = o) (7.6)
If p(x) = C then
(1P p— p l p/ _1)\pcp/ 1 _|a:—y|2 '
Bae 0] < 2 10Pu(@) + ¢ + (17 ¢ @ ([ s ene (< ) daty
=2 Cu@) + 0 + (-1 ([ o =yt &
Q
Proof. Using the basic estimate |a + b|P < 2P~ 1|a|P + 2P~1|b|P and the results of Lemma (5.5)
]

My (o, 1) = Ellulm D] = ﬂ\/ (& — . )6w)dun(y) + /Qh@—y,t)@/(x)dun(y)

] R pﬂ
1

1
+z—p

/ W —9,1) © 7 (2)dpin(y)

<5l h(x—y,t>¢<y>dun<y>p+—1am [ e =we st |
apply Holder inequality apply stoc. Holder inequality

<5 ([ |h<w—y,t>|q)p/q/ 6P )
+2i( |h(z —y,t) ) E[[If )Pldpn (y)
=5 = ) ( [ etwrdnw+ | Ll )1 )
— 5 ([ e >,,/q ([, 1o+ 5107+ 1071 [ )
_ 2 h—gee) [ 1ol ) + 516 + (17 @)

g ([ e —veo)
= (0 — oDl 1@)” (||¢<->|L,,<Q>+ 72 4+ (17 @) (75)

where 1—17 + % = 1. Since limsoo [|(z — ,1)[|1,(@ = 0 it follows that the p-moments are smoothed and
decay as t — 0o so that lim4 Ef|u(x, t)P] = 0. O

Corollary 7.3. If ¢(x) = C then

llu(eP] <2 ICPVQ)+ 107 + (17 (@ ([ e e (<2 ) i)
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A second estimate can be derived via the binomial theorem.

Theorem 7.4. Let u/(x-,\t) satisfy the stochastic Cauchy initial-value problem on a finite domain Q C R™
with random initial Cauchy data, for the heat equation

O ued) = M), (e Quie0,00)

u(2,0) = 6(x) + f (@) = O+ J(2), (2 Q1 =0) (7.10)
with Gaussian random scalar field ¢ (z) and E[| # (z)[P] = 3[¢% + (—1)PC2]. Then the moments are
finite and bounded with the estimate

— = P P P =p
Efu(e. O] < %Z () low 2t + apcwi@r | [ am) )

2p—p
(7.11)

%Z( Jiop#ict + arch@p

and it is known that fQ —y,t)|d"y < oo for any finite domain Q.

/ h(x —y,t)|dpn(y)
Q

Proof. Using the binomial theorem

P
(X+Y)P =) ( )XP—BYP

B=1
: 1 1 _
with 5+E =1.

P pﬂ
|
‘“ﬂ

|”/ (0= 9.0)® 7 (5)dpn(y)

Ella(. D] = E m /Q Ch(a — y,t)dpn(y) + /Q Ch(z —y.1) © £ (9)dpin(y)

50 \/
) ’/ Ch(z — y, t)dpn(y
)Cp 5 ’/

>Opﬁ }/Q h(z — y, t))dpn (y)
([ = Pt [ (|pte =m0t
zp: (Z) o ’/Q h(z =y, t)dun(y) "

/ s )I”]]dun(y)) /Q (’h(x - yvf)lﬁdun(y))p_l

i (%) IR "

e o)’ / ([t =017t

I
=

| } / B —9,1) @ 7 (3)dpin(y)

I
NE

ﬂ]/ (0 -5, ® 7 (1)dun(y)

1

(
i
(

1

]

I
NE

IR TR

1

p—p

[
NE

ki
I

X

q)p/q

MIH N

-1

X
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2 ()|
== cP h(z —y,t)dp,(y)
2 ()|,
p—1
(5% + (178 @p fute - y,t>|p/p-1dun<y>)
=33 (o |fre-vorrs|
=< —y,t)
13 ()|
b b P
<[+ Cre@p( [ ae- y,t>dun<y>)
Q
=1 (Moot + covetio@ie( [ e o)
20 \8 Q
1 P P D D =p
=33 (B)eriet + CoreHu@P ([ e = wot)dat)) (7.12)
B=1 Q
O
Corollary 7.5. The Uolatility follows for p =2 so that
-1 2 1 |z —yl? =
Bllafe O] < | 22; (5) e+ cxhm@p | | e (<5 ) dnaty
12 , 4-8
=33 (5) 0P 4 QP [ e~ 0t
B= Q
2 4-8
=>. < )|C|2 ¢lu(Q o h(z —y,t)|dpn(y) (7.13)
B=0
Corollary 7.6. Since ,
it follows that the moments decay to zero as t — oo so the convolution integral solution is stable
lim Effu(z, 1)}7]
Ly j —yf? o
SQZ()WW @ s | [ e (< )
1< p p
=33 () lerct + crehi@p [ e =t -0 (7.15)
Simalarly, for the volatility (p=2)
lim Effu(z, D)]’]
Ly~ (2 opcd 205 0(Q)[? [z —yf o’
Si%(ﬁ)'o' (4 () |gm\/ e () )
1o (2 2 2 4 7
=3 ( )|C|2ﬁ(C5+(— (2) hm’/ (x —y,t)|dun(y
B=0
2
= Z( )|C|2 Q) / h(x =y, t)|dpn(y ) =0 (7.16)
8=0
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The moments and volatility can be computed on an interval of the real line since the integral is simply
Gaussian.

Corollary 7.7. If Q =L = [0, L]

¢ )|C|p B(CE + (—1pch)lLp

2p—B

M*@

Efju(z, )] <

L 2
/ (47rt)_1/2 exp (—L 1 Yl ) dy
O t

» L 2p—p
p— /3 _1\p/5 P _
(ﬂ)m ehiee| [ h -0l

PN o (eI~ erf(5h)
H(ﬂ)m (cE+ (eIl ( RV (r.17)

where er f(x) is the error function with erf(0) =0 and erf(co) = 1. And so

A (el IS i CA e s oo (e fGE) —erf (R
%%?OE”'“W”?H—%#23)5;_;)(5)'0? A+ (-1 >|L|p< o —0  (7.18)

2 T\ x—L
tim B, 1] = lim (;)W-Bdu?(”f (i) — 1/ (2“?)) 0 (7.19)
8=0

1
2
0

™
I

Il
DO =
[~

Il
=]

B

\
DO =
(7=

ttoo 4127t

Theorem 7.8. (Double-sided bound on volatility and p-moments) Let u(z,t) be a solution of the (deter-
ministic) heat equation Ou(z,t) = 0 for x € Q,t > 0, with initial Cauchy data ¥ (x,0) = ¢(x). Then
fQ t)p(y)dpn(y). Now consider the randomly perturbed solution u(x,t) which satis-

—

ﬁes Du(x t) =0 for random initial Cauchy data ¢/(;) = fJ(x). The perturbed solution is u(z,t) =
fQ t) @ 7 (y)dun(y). If the following double-sided integral bounds from Lemma (2.5) hold

—n 2|z — 2 n —-n T — 2
At / oo (-2 Y i) < [ e —gobary < a3 [ e (<22 ) i)
R 1 n R 2
(7.20)

2
—on plr —
Ajt?P /Q/ReXp <—|Tty|> dpn(y) < / |h(z — y; t)[Pdpn(y)

2,—pn/2 |.’II — y|2
< Agt exp ( —p dpn (y) (7.21)
R Aot
then the volatility and p-moments satisfy the double-sided bounds
a2 2 2
EHAlt—w/exp( = y')@f() ﬂ S]EH/ b =yt © 7 ()" ﬂ
R Aqt R"
z —yl? :
| a2 [ o (<20 ) 6 i) (7.22)
R Aot
o~y ! ’
B[l [ (<) 0 st | < E[| [ e —woie sw]
T—y p
S E ﬂ Agtin/z/ e*p‘ A2t‘ X f(y)dﬂn(y) ﬂ (723)
R

Proof. Apply the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to each term to get

(f atrmesn (<228 ) i) ([ 1lr @)
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< (L e =wopey) ([ 20 @F )

a2
< ([ azre (<222 o) ([ Bl @ Pl ) (7.24)
Q Ast Q
Cancelling the integrals [, E[| # ()[*]d"y then gives (6.20). The bound (6.21) is established in the same
manner. O

7.1. Multiplicative random perturbations or noise. The previous estimates considered additive
random perturbations or noise on the initial data such that w(z,0) = u(z,0) + _# (). Here, the case of
the stochastic CIVP is considered for multiplicative noise such that u(z,t) = u(z,0) 7 ().

Theorem 7.9. Let u(x,t) satisfy the stochastic Cauchy initial-value problem on a finite domain Q C R"™
with random initial Cauchy data, for the heat equation

D e t) = Aulw D), (€ Qb € [0,00)

ot
w(z,0) = é(x) © F(x), (x € Q,t = o> (7.25)
with Gaussian random scalar field ¢ (x) and E[| 7 (2)|P] = & —1)P¢3]. Then:

(1) The solution is the stochastic convolutwn integral

a(e, D) = (dmt) /Q exp (—ﬂ) 6(4) 7 () dpin(y) = / Wz —9.06() 7 (9)din(y)  (7.26)

(2) The p-moments are finite and bounded with the estimate

E[ju(z, "] < 5 CW + (=1)P¢PPu(Q)

( /Q (4mt) /% exp (—%) dun(y))p < /Q |¢(y)|d,un(y))p < o0 (7.27)

(3) The volatility is given for p = 2 so that

eflan] <@ ( [ anmon (<L ) ([ wiame) <o @29

Proof. To prove (1)

G0 = [ b =100 @ F Wdinty)
Acula) / Ak = .00) ©  (1)djun (1) (7.20)
so that
<% - Az) ula.1) = /Q <% - Aw) h(z =y, 1)o(y) ® 7 (y)d"y =0 (7.30)

since the fundamental solution or heat kernel h(z — y,t) satisfies the heat equation To prove (2),use the
holder inequality for three functions with % + % + % =1land ¢ =gq.

B[l xt]]—|” (tmt) //Q(—%> ¢<y>®/<y>d"ypﬂ

o[ o o] (o (55)
[ orsn] (om0

y>)p/q (/. |¢<y>|fdun<y>)p/€
din(y) )p/q ( | et ))p/q
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p/(p—1) p—1
dpin (y)

—E|[/ 7 W) Pdpaly H(/‘m n/zexp( [« 4yl2>
(. 1oty )
[ Ete s pray ([ fam e (<25 a) ([ swnm)

sl @) ([ amerzen (<258 ) ([ o) @
O

Corollary 7.10. If ¢(x) = C then

Bl < glePle + (-reru@p ([ fam e (<25 anw)” @

Corollary 7.11. The moments and volatility decay to zero ast — oo so that

hmE[“u z,t) |p]] < Z CP/Q T (- 1)pcp/2]U(Q)

tToo

o ([ amerzesn (<22 i) ([ ol m) o

lim Bz, 02] < (@) lim ( /Q <4wt>”/2exp( [z ;ty'2>dun ) ( / 16(9)|dia(y ) 0

(7.33)

2
which is guaranteed since limoo (fQ (47t)~™/? exp ( le—y” y‘ ) dpn(y )) =0 for all (x,y) € Q.

7.2. Moments estimates in a ball Bg(0) C R?. The moments and volatility estimates can be evalu-
ated specifically for an Euclidean ballQ = Bg(0) C R? of radius R.

Theorem 7.12. Let Br(0) C R3 be an Euclidean ball of radius R. Then for the following stochastic
Cauchy initial value problem

<%—A>m_0, (z € BR(0),t > 0) (7.34)
U(@,0) = ¢(x) + F(2) = C+ 7 (2), (x € Br(0),t =0) (7.35)
(z, R) =0, (x € Br(0),t>0) (7.36)

where 7 (x) is the usual GRSF. If x = (0,0, a) with ||z|| = a and a < R then the p-moment are estimated

“S Elue 0] < 2 nRH (O + e+ (- pCp/Q{%(erf <R+“)+ f(i}a»
—\/gé(exp <a7t> —1)exp < |R+a )} (7.37)

E[¢(a. t)"] < = 332 ( >|c|p BleP/? 4 (—1)PcP/?] {1( <R+a) ferf (R;;))
B %é(exp (%) — 1) exp (—%) }2P_B (7.38)

and limpoo E[[|m|p]] =0

[\
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Proof. The estimate (6.37) is

E[[9(,OP] <27 [CPu(BR(0) + 3¢ + (- 1P Ju(BR(0)

2 o (2= 9P ’
(/B ) p( - )dun@)) (7.39)

and the estimate(6.38)is
E[lu(z,t)|

i( )Op l¢E + (~1)7¢Elo(BR(O)

2p—B

1
=3
z—ul?
< (47t)~"/2 exp (—%) d,un(y)> (7.40)

Choosing a point = (0,0,a) on the z-axis then ||z|| = @ < L and |z — y| = \/(a® — 2arcosf + r2).

The volume integral is fBR(O) dun(y) = 27 foR ffﬂ r2drsin 0dfd¢. Tt is only necessary to evaluate the
Gaussian integral of the heat kernel or fundamental solution, over the ball

2
[ amyzes (22 du)
Br(0) 4t

2
/ (47rt)_3/2 exp (—L —yl ) d>y
Br(0) At

R ,m 2 2
—2 0
= 27 (4mt) %/ / / exp <—((a areostrr >)sind9r2dr
0 —T

Then

4t

= 2 (4nt)3/? /OR ‘/11 exp (—((a* — 2ar¢ +r?)/4t))

R
= 2 (4nt)3/? /0
o (522) oo (572) ) e

Where ¢ = cos6 and the error function has the properties er f(—oco) = —1,erf(0) = 0,erf(co) = 1. Note
that the integral over all space is unity as required, so that

2 0o p
(/ (47Tt)_3/26_‘ 4ry\ d3y> _ 27T(47Tt)_3/2/ / e_((a2_2ar cos 0+r2)/4t) sin d9T2dT
R -
0o 1
— 27T(47Tt)_3/2/ ’/ e—((a2—2arc+r2)/4t)
-1

2t 2t
_efr2/4t+(ar/2t)f(a2/4t) _ _67(T2/4t)7(ar/2t)7(a2/4t) 2dr
ar ar

0
Riot _ . > 2t 2
= 2(4mt) =/ / 22 emr? /At (ar/2) = (a?/at) _ 27 o —(r?/4t)=(ar/2t)=(a’/48) | 12 gy
o |ar ar’
R+a a t1, a [Rtal?
= lim —(er +e ——(et —1)em 7@ =0 7.42
b (532) e (852)) - e o
Since v(Q) = fBR(O) d*y = 2m [T fOR r?drsindfd¢ = 3wR3, the estimates (6.37 )and(6.38) readily
follow and the volatility is for p = 2. The moments then decay rapidly to zero as t — oco. O

7.3. Moments estimates for the inhomogeneous problem. The estimates for the p-moments and
volatility can be readily extended to the inhomogeneous problem.
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Theorem 7.13. Let f € C%(Q x [0,00) and g € C*(Q) and consider the stochastic IVP for the inho-
mogenous heat equation

O i) = Do) + (2.1), (2 € Qut>0) (7.43)
(1) If M) = ¢(z) + _Z(x) is the initial random Cauchy data then the moments are estimated as

p
_Jz— y\

E[|u(z, t)P] < 37 / / T T val W 8)dun(y)ds

vt ([ owray gt ren@) ([ gmme i) @)

and the volatility is
2

_lz—yl?

E[[’U, LL’,t 2]] <3 // 47T|t - n/2 (yu )d:un( )d

w3 ([ loRay+ @) ( | e ) (7.45)

(2) If m) = ¢(x) 7 (x) is the initial random Cauchy data then the moments are estimated as
P

==

y\
E[“u:z: t)|P] <3Pt / / R EEIRE f(y, s)dun(y)ds

et ([ owre) 0+ re@ ([ g Fanw) @

and the volatility is

p

==

y\
[[|ux 2] < 30! / / eI f(y, 8)dun(y)ds

wa( [ owra) @ ([ e = ) (7.47)
(frwre )o@ (], 7 )

Proof. The solution is the stochastic convolution integral so that for (1)

Eﬂ@,\mpﬂ

_ == y\

_EH 47r|t_5| n/zf(ya8>dun(y)ds+/(gm S () (v)
_le—yl? P
+ /QW # (| |
LS y\ p

=5 / / = sz W 8)din(y)ds
1 e P -1 1 7%
‘/Qi(zlqrt)nm It (b( )dﬂn(y) + 3 E |H/Q W@ f(y)dﬂn(y)

The underbraced term is then estimated as before and the volatility estimate follows for p = 2. For (2)

E[ju(z, "]

Lgpt pﬂ (7.48)




52 STEVEN D. MILLER

p

_ e y\

/ / (4|t — s)) nﬂf(y’s)d“"(y)d‘s*/QWem4—fyz¢(y)f(y)dun(y)

P
_ == y\
1 le—y P
<2P1 dn d 2p—1E /7_ dn
/ / (4r|t — s|) n/zf(y’s) pn(y)ds| + w q (ntynz® P(y) @ F(y)dpn(y)
(7.49)
and the underbraced term is estimated as before. The volatility estimates follows for p = 2. O
Corollary 7.14. If
_lz—y? y\2
li dpn(y)ds| =0 7.50
t‘ITIo% / / (4|t — s|) 'n,/2f( s)dpin(y)ds ( )

it follows that limyeo IE[[ x,t) |p]] =0 for the estimates.

Theorem 7.15. (Moments estimate for a ring) Let S C R! be a circle or ring and consider the
CIVP for the randomly perturbed heat equation with GRF initial data and periodic boundary conditions

006, 1) = Dgtb(0,1) — oot (6,1) =0, 6 € S, >0
9(0.0) = q(0) + 7 (0), 0 €St =0
¥(0,t) = (0 + 2m,t)
where E[_7 (0)] = 0 and E[_# (|0)|P] = $[n?/? + (—1)PnP/?]. The solution is the (random) Fourier series

0,t) = A, + Z e Ak cos(kd) + By sin(k6)] (7.51)

where the stochastic Fourier coefficients are
A=Ay +dy=n" ?( q(0) cos(kB)do + =~ ]( 7 () cos(k6)db (7.52)
Br=Bi+ B =n"" ]{Q(ﬁ) sin(k6)do + 7" ]{ 7 (0)sin(k8)do (7.53)

and where § = ["_. Their expectations are then

E[[Zl;]] = A, +E[e] =7t jéq(@) cos(k6)dd + n~* fIE[[/(Q)]} cos(k6)df = Ay, (7.54)

E[Bi] = By, + E[%] = 7! j{q(e) sin(k@)df + m~* %E[[/(@)]] sin(k0)df = By, (7.55)
The moments estimate is then
0o p Jove) P
— = 1 .2 12 .
E[|v(6,0)|7] < o) kZe Mt Ay cos(k0)| + 75 kZe ¥t By sin(k0)
-0 0

T 5% <§’ - " cos( kG)‘ ) ki ( j{ | cos(k0) |qd9> & (w[nl’ﬂ + (_1)177717/2])

1 inf . o o/a
* o <Z e sin(ko)| ) Z( |s1n(k:9)|qd9) (w2 + (1))
o _ (7.56)

and decay smoothly to zero such that

lim E[|4(6,6)["] =0 (7.57)
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Hence, the heat equation smooths out the initial randomness in the initial data on the ring.

Proof. Using the basic estimate |a + S|P < 55|a’ 4+ 5|A]P and the Holder inequality for sums, the

p-moments can be estimated as

= [w@nr] - x|
k

Z e_k%(zfl; cos(kd) + By sin(k6)]

|

] - P
1 1 — —~
<E ﬁ|A0|p + > e*kzt(Ak cos(kf) + By, sin(k0)] H
k=0
o] p
=E Z ~K*t (A, cos(kO) + By, sin (k)] ﬂ
k=0
=E Ze M, cos(kd) + 2— Z ~K*t By, sin (k)] H
k=0
<IE-1 e k@p L IS™ By sin (kg -
o Ze 1. cos(k) +2T Ze esin(k0)]| || =
I k=0 k=0
1 1 —k%t ’ S -t ’
< 2—p 22p Ze Ay, cos(k@)| || + 2TPIE kzoe By sin(k6)]| || =
1 —k%t A o, ! 1 — —k%t : '
= % Z K+ ) cos(kb)| | + o3 E e F 1By + By,) sin(k0)]
k= k=0
o] p
1
= o Z e Ft A, cos(kf) + Z Kt o cos(k0) ﬂ
LI k=0 k=1
1 o0
+2TPIE Z ktBksmkH +Z kt%ksmkt? H
Llk=0 k=1
1|1 e, S [ - 8
<5 | Z e " Ay cos(k0)| + 2—pIE Z e " gt cos(kb)
k=0 k=0
| apply Holder inequality
1 1 > .y ' 1 = — k2t : ’
+ 5% | 2 Z e "V 'Bysin(k0)| + ﬁE Z e " ' By sin(k)
k=0 k=0
L apply Holder inequality
IS —k%t ’ —k%t ’
< 55 Ze Ay, cos(k6) —|— — By, sin(k6)
k=0
1 inf p/q 1 inf r/q 00
2 q 124 . q
+ 55 ok tcos(k@)‘ ) ZE[HJ%MP]] + — ) <Z ek tSln(k@)’ ) ZE[H%HPH
k=0 = k=0
< L ie_kztA cos(k6) ! Ze‘k ! By, sin(k0) !
= | & k 23p k
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p

-1 F(0)cos(k6)do
St

apply Holder ineq for integrals

inf

+ 2% <Z ’e_k2t sin(k0)
k=0

p

7 (0)sin(k8)do

St

lapply Holder ineq. for integrals]

0o p p
2_3;1) Ze_k2tAk cos(kt) T 55 ~K*t B, sin(k6)
k=0
1 (& 2 q P o p/a
+ g | 2 fe conthn) Z (w‘l § 1eostioean) (w17 @P10)
k=0 ! &1
1 inf , q /q
+ 55 e """ sin(k6) ( 7{ | sin(k0) |‘1d9> (7{ IE[[|/(9)|P]]d9>
k=0 s1
1 e} p
~ 2% Ze_k2t‘4k cos(kt) T 55 —Kip, Sln(k6‘)
k=0
1 inf 2 q p/a i r/a 1
+ = e " cos(k6) Z <7r_1?{ |cos(k0)|qd9) <_j{ (P2 + (—1)p77p/2]d9)
2 k=0 k=0 St 2 /s
1 inf , q /q 1
+ == e ¥t sin (ko) ( 7{ | sin(k6) |‘1d9> (-yf [nP/% + (—1)Pnp/2]d9)
2 k=0 2 Sl
1 o] p
=35 Ze K, cos(k6) —|— — —Kip, sm(k6‘)
k=0
inf p/q /
1 _ k2t q p/4q 9 9
+ >3 e cos(k@)‘ ?{ | cos(k6)|?df (77[77]0/ + (_1)p77p/ ])
k=0 k 0

2, q /1 o B . . p/q 2 s
+ 2% (kz_o‘ek sm(k@)‘ ) kzzo <7T ]il | sin(k0)| d9> (7[77 /2 4 (—1)PpP! ]) (7.58)

This is smoothed out and decays as t — co. The sums

© p/q
> <7r1 |cos(k9)|qd9> (7.59)
k=0 st
00 p/q
3 (wl 7( |sin(k9)|qd9> (7.60)
k=0 st

are convergent and finite for all (p, ¢) such that 1—:5 + % =1. O

7.4. Alternative estimate for the p-moments and volatility. An alternative estimate can be made
as follows
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Theorem 7.16. Let Q C R andu/(x—,\t) satisfies the SCIVP. Ifo |p(x)|Pdpn(x) < X and E[|_Z (x)P] =

1[¢P/% 4 (=1)P(P/?] then the a p-moments estimate is

Bl 0] <2 |3+ @I + (1707 (s [ e o)) (r61)
Then:
(1) For Q= £[0,/] cRT
Bl DL <277 [+ 50l + (-1 ((m )
—9p—2 [)\P + %E[CP/Q + (_1)1’@/2]] ((eTf Qtlf(lt)ligf e )> (7.62)

(2) For D =Bpx(0) c R®

E[fu(z, £)["] < 2°~2 [A”+%f[4p/2+(—1)”cp/2]] ((4;)3 / o leui? d3>

p
— 1/243/2 1/2
= op-2 [A”Jr §WR3[C”/2 + (—1)’”4"7/2]} (e (2t orf (i) =2 tR) (7.63)

21/2¢
(3) The moments decay as t — oo so that
: (1P
lim Eju(z, )] (7.64)
The volatility is given for p = 2.

Proof. The p-moments are

Bl 0] - e = votidnat + [ 1o =100 S0t |

p]] (7.65)

< 9p—1

[ e =000y
Q

Since |h(z — y,t)d(y)| <
|h(z —y,t)o(y)|”

S
= Lh(z -y, )] +

’ + 207 1E |”/Qh(:c —y, 1) ® F(y)dun(y)

h(z —y,t)]> + %|¢(y)|2 then
| (I =y, 0 + 3loW)*)? < 227 (|51 — v, )7 + 227 (|5le(y)[*)?

and

/ Ih(z — . )6(y) dyin (y / h(x -y, O)Pd"y + ) / I6(y) 2"y (7.67)

‘u/ﬂlh/ =y, t)p(y)|dpn (y

: / v, 0|

+1 / 16 Pdn(y)

The p-moments are then estimated as

Elju(z,)"] = E ﬂ /Q h(x —y,t)p(y)dpn(y) + /Q h(z —y,t) @ Z (y)dpn(y)

so that

g DPdry + 1 / 16(y) Pdpn(y

: / owlde| =3 | [~ 0P )|

<2r! + 2771

(7.68)

]
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/ d(y)dpn(y) ’
Q

/ |h<x—y,t)|zd%(y)"’+2pl%

P
<ort ﬂ
]

pﬂ (7.69)
0

+ 2P 1R |”/Q h(z—y,t) ® Z(y)dun(y)

/ 16) P (y)

g 2>~ IiE ﬂ’/ Ig(y)l2dun(y)y

[ 16 Pdnty

+ 2P W/ |7 () dpn(y)

P
_9p—11
=2 5

+2714] [ b = 5. DPduay)

f2p2

/|ha:—y, OPdpnly ‘ or2

+2P72

/ |h(z —y, t)|2dun(y)

Lemma 7.17. Given the general solution u(x,t) of the stochastic initial value problem then the stochas-
tically averaged Dirichlet energy integral over a domain Q is

B[] - | /. e 0P ()] = B[] dta

~ B+ @ [ { | amy e iy e (7.70)

with the derivative and asymptotic pmperty

—E[[IEI[ <o (7.71)

hm E[[IEI[ Il hm E;[t]=0 (7.72)
ForQ=[0,/] CcR"

E[IE, [1] = IE;[{] +<é/0 {/0 (4rt) L~ }dw

o (23/27T1/2(1 _ 662/21?)) 2nler f (W) €

25/23/2 +1/2

2
2t

=IE,[t] + ¢t (7.73)

Proof. From Thm 7.2, the volatility follows for p = 2 giving
Eu(z,t)|] < |u(z, 1) +Cv(Q)/Q(47Tt)_"6_ ()

= |u(z,t)]* + (|h(z — 0,1 £,@)) """ (7.74)
(7.70) then follows from the definition of the energy integral. The estimate then follows from performing
the incomplete Gaussian integrals.
} dx

- ¢ ¢
E[IE,[t]] :]EI[t]+C€/ {/O (4mt) e~

er f () — erf (gsiba)
t]+ ¢l / { SEEIETNE dx (7.75)
Performing the second integration then gives (7.70). The extra term then vanishes as t — oc. O

Definition 7.18. Given a stochastic process X (t) for the stochastic time evolution of a physical system,
subject say to noise or random perturbations, then the p-moment ’Lyupunov characteristic exponent’ is
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defined as

IL,[X(t)] = lim — log E[|.X ()[7] (7.76)
Forp=2,

Lo [X (1)) = lim — log E[| X (t)[*] (7.77)
Then

(1) The stochastic system is stable or ‘weakly intermittent’ if Wo[X ()] < 0 as t — oo and the
volatility decays with time.

(2) The stochastic system is unstable if ]Lg[m] > 0 and the volatility grows with time. ast — oo.

—

(3) The stochastic system is ‘superstable’ if W[ X (t)] = —o0.
From the smoothing properties of the heat equation, it is expected that I[Jg[u/(x-,\t)] <0.

Proposition 7.19. Let u(x,t) solve the heat equation on a domain Q with random initial Cauchy data

-

u(z,0) = u(z,0) + #(x), and u(z,t) solves the heat equation with initial data u(/x,\O) = u(z,0) with
limytoo [u(,t)|? = 0. Then the LCE estimate is

|87rt|™/2
Hence, the perturbed solution of the heat equation is stable and decays to zero. The smoothing properties
of the heat equation dissipate the effects of the initial data randomness.
2“

ILafu(ar 0] = lim Efu(e 0] < lim 7 log (|u<x,t>|2 L Q) ) ~0 (7.78)

Proof. From previous results, the volatility /variance is estimated as

Ellu(z, )] = |u(z, )] + E [H/Q h(z —y,t) ® 7 (y)dun(y)

a0 + co(@ JACS woe)

e, D + Co( @z — 3, 28) = [ua, 1) + 2D (7.79)
St /7]
where the semi-group property has been used. The result (6.78) the follows. O

7.5. Cole-Hopf transform for random initial data. The Cole-Hopf transform was discussed in Sec-
tion 4, and can potentially be extended to consider solutions of quasi-linear parabolic PDEs with random
Gaussian field initial data.

Proposition 7.20. Leta > 0 and b € R* and consider the Cauchy problem for the following quasi-linear
parabolic PDE

(% —aA) D@, t) + BV (z, )2 =0, z € R",¢ > 0 (7.80)
W(@,0) = ¢(z) + 7 (x) = (a), « €R",t =0 (7.81)

where ¢ (x) is the usual GRSF. Using the Cole-Hopf transform
— b —
u(z,t) = exp (— <5)> Y(z,t) (7.82)

w0 = (- (2) ) iw0) = e (- (£) ) o0 (7.83)
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then u(x,t) immediately satisfies the global stochastic Cauchy initial value problem for the linear heat
equation (with ’conductance’ A) such that

(%-M)Ji,\w_o, zeR"t>0 (7.84)
— b — .
u(0,¢) = exp (— (—)) o(z), zeR",t=0 (7.85)
a
This has the stochastic convolution integral solution
— 1 |z — y|? b\ —
t) = —— - —| - A 7.86
Wit = ooz o o0 (e (< (2) 6@ ) i) (7.56)

- [ e (—%) exo (= (2) o) ew (= (2) 0 s @) duntn) (787

It follows from (7.82) that the solution to the CIVP for the quasi-linear parabolic system (7.80) is then

Qm) = - (%) log ((47mt)_"/2 / Cexp (%)
exp < - (S)fb(a?)) exp < - (S) ® /(x)) dun(y)> (7.88)
E[(z, 0] = —<%>E|[log ((4m)n/2 / exp (%)

e (= (D)ot exw (- (2) & @) )t )| (7.59)
and the p—moments are

E[l(z, 8)"] = (— <g>)pEﬂ log <(47rat)"/2

Jeo (B e (= (2ot o (= (2) @) it )] (7.90)

It should also be possible to find solutions and moments for the Burgers equation with random initial
data; for example, in modelling turbulence.

The expectation is

8. THERMAL EQUILIBRIUM WITH RANDOM BOUNDARY CONDITIONS

The final scenario considered is the steady state or equilibrium heat problem on a ball B(0) C R™,
discussed in Section 4.1. However, now the boundary conditions are random or randomly perturbed so

—_— —_—

that Au(z) = 0 for x € Bg(0), with u(z) = u(z) + #(x), where #(z) is the usual GRSF. One can

then estimate the volatility or variance E[|u(x)|?] within the ball or hypersphere, from the solution u(x)
within the ball.

Theorem 8.1. Let C R" with boundary 0Br(0). Let u € C*(Bgr(0)) and let ¢ (z) be a Gaussian
random scalar field (GRSF) with E[_# (z)] = 0 and E[_# (z) ® #(x)] = ¢. The stochastic Dirichlet
boundary value problem

Au(z) =0, = € Bg(0) (8.1)
u(@) = ¢(x) + 7 (2), x € IBR(0) (8.2)

then has the solution

() = R? — ||=|” / dy)d" 'y
area(0B1(0))R Josn) Iz —yl"
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2 2 n—1
R? — ||z / WY BL0),y € 9BA(0) (8:3)
9BR(0)

area(0B1(0))R |z =yl
In terms of the Poisson kernel P(z,y)
W@ = [ Payewd [ P e s)dy (5.4
OBR(0) OBR(0)
where
R? — ||z||? 1 1 R? — ||z||? 1
P(a.y) = — - el Ply)  (85)

area(0B1(0))R |z — y[|* ~ area(dB1(0))R |z —y[|" ~ area(dB1(0))R
and where the stochastic convolution surface integral faBR(o) P(z,y)® 7 (y)d" 'y can be shown to exist
and can be defined in terms of a Riemann sum (Appendiz A.)

—

Proof. If u(z) solves the randomly perturbed Laplace equation (7.1) then

Bile) = [ APy [ AP@ye feE =0 (50)
0BR(0) dBR(0)
so it is sufficient to prove that the (smooth) Poisson kernel is harmonic within the ball so that
1 R? — ||z|? 1
AP(z,y) = Ay = AP(z,y) =0 8.7
@9) = @B O R ( o=yl ) = area@Bron R @Y (8:7)
Set
R? — ||z|)?
P(z,y) = V()W (z,y) = ﬁ (8.8)

where V = R? — ||z]|> = ||y||* - [|=]|* and W = [z —y||~". It is then sufficient to show that A, (VW) = 0.
This requires the basic result from vector calculus that

A(VW) = VAW + WAV +2VV.VU (8.9)

The following basic results are also required

AV = V.YV = divVV (8.10)
V(f(V))=f(V)VV (8.11)
V.(VF)=VV.F+VV.F (8.12)
VV = —2|z|, AV = —2n (8.13)
Using (2.11)
VW = —allo — gl e =yl = eyl EE S e -yl e 1)
The Laplacian is then A, W so that
AW = —ndiv(lr =y =) = —n(-n =2~y L 2y
=2n|z —y|| "2 (8.15)
Combining these using (7.9) then gives
A(VIV) = vAW + WAV +2VV.VU
=2n(|lyl* = =I*)llx =yl 7"~ = 2nlle — y|I" + 4nz|||z — y| " *(z — y) (8.16)

Multiplying out by ||z — y||* 2
lz = ylI" AV W) = 2n(|lyl* - [|2]1*) — 2nllz — y|* + dnllz]| (= — y)
= 2nlyll* — 2nll=(|* — 2n (2] — 2|yl + [ylI*) + 4n]z]* — 4n]zy|

= 2nlyl* — 2nllz(|* — 2n)|z ] + 4nllzyl — 2nlly]* + dnllz|® — dnlleyll = 0 (8.17)

gives
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and so P(z,y) is harmonic and u/(—;) is the solution to the deterministic problem. O

Corollary 8.2. The inhomogenous stochastic Dirichlet boundary value problem

Au(z) = f(z), © € BR(0) (8.18)
u(z) = u(z) + £ (z), x € OBR(0) (8.19)

then has the solution

—

_ . R? — ||z||? Y(y)dpn—1(y)
u(z) —/BR(O)Q( y)f(y)dun(y)+—Mea(aBl(o))R /BBR( o=yl

2 _ T 2 -
% OBR(0) %mi(y)= z € Br(0),y € 9Bg(0) (8.20)

In terms of the Poisson kernel P(z,y)

U/@:/B (O)Q(I—y)f(y)dun(yH/

OB R (0)

Pz, 4)p(y)dpin1 (y) + /6 oy D) © W11
i (8.21)
so that

Agu(z) = / 9(z,y) f(y)dpn(y) + / APz, y)Y(y)dpn—1(y)
Br(0)

OBR(0)

+ / ALP(z,y) ® 7 (y)dpn—1(y)
9BRr(0)

_ 1 - . .
- /BRm) B (|x_y|) fW)dpn () /BR(O)6 (= y)f(y)dun(y) = f(z) (8.22)

since AgP(z,y) = 0.

Theorem 8.3. Let Br(0) € R® be an Euclidean ball of radius R and centre x = (0,0,0 with surface
OBR(0). The steady state of equilibrium heat problem on Br(0) with randomly perturbed Dirichlet bound-
ary conditions is the perturbed Laplace equation is Au(x) = 0, z € Bg(0) and ¢ (z) = ¢(z) + 7 (z) =

v+ J(x), where J(x) is the requlated GRSF with E[ ¢ (z) ® # (x)] = (. If ¢(z) solves this problem
then the volatility at x = (0,0, ) for a € [0, R] is estimated as

E[Hu( <3 (C TYIRAE — o) {4aR(—2aR1+ R2+a?) 4aR(20R i— R? 4+ a?) } (8.23)
_ ((+¥*)R(R? — a?)? 1 1
- 8a { (—2aR+ R+ a2)  (2aR+ R? + a?) } (8.24)
(8.25)
For a unit ball B1(0) with R=1
EIT@P < 5+ - pm - e e
_(C+1/)2)(1—04) 1 1
- S8a {(—204—1-14—02) B (2a+1+a2)} (8.27)
(8.28)

This is a minimum at o = 0, the center of the ball, and increases as a — R or « — 1. Hence, the
volatility decays as we move away from the random boundary conditions as o — 0.
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Proof. From the solution (7.20), the volatility is estimated as

L VR = o)) 2y (R? = [|2]?) 7 )2y’
EW”'”‘</BR<O> iR ||x—y|3> e </aBR<0> iR ||x—y||3>

apply Cauchy—Schwarz

apply Cauchy—Schwarz

: < 47 R|? /8BR(0) B4 —y||6> </8BR(0)1/} I y)
: ( T o |x—y||6> </aBR<0>E”/ @)@ fl)ld y)

2 R2 — ||2|2)? &%
= (¢ 4 ¢)Area(0BRr(0)) <% LMmﬁ)

2 212 2
vt o (D Ty
W G ( |47 R)? /BR(o) lz = ylI°

r(0) lz —yl®
Now choosing = = (0,0, ) gives
— +2)(R? — |af?)? (2" [T R2sin 0dOd
u(e)l"] < 47 o J_x (R?—=2aRcosf+ a?)3
1
dg

NP2 P2 [ 4[2)2
(C+Y° )RR ) /_1 (R? — 2aR¢ + o?)3
8.23). O

(8.30)

—~ N

Performing the integral then gives
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APPENDIX A. PROPERTIES OF GAUSSIAN RANDOM SCALAR FIELDS ON R"

This appendix provides basic definitions of existence, properties, correlations, statistics, derivatives
and integrals of time-independent Gaussian random scalar fields (GRSFs) on R". Classical random fields
correspond naturally to structures, and properties of systems. It will be sufficient to briefly establish the
following;:

(1) The existence of random fields on R".

(2) Statistics, moments, covariances and correlations.

(3) Unique properties of Gaussian random fields. (GRVFs.)

(4) Sample path continuity, differentiability and the existence of the derivatives of a GRSF.
(5) Stochastic integration.

Definition 1.1. Let (0, F,IP) be a probability space. Within the probability triplet, (0, F) is ameasurable
space, where F is the o-algebra (or Borel field) that should be interpreted as being comprised of all
reasonable subsets of the state space Q). Then TP is a function such that TP : F — [0,1], so that for all
A € F, there is an associated probability IP(A). The measure is a probability measure when IP(Q) = 1.
The probability space obeys the Kolmogorov azioms such that IP(2) =1 and 0 < IP(A;) < 1 for all sets
A; e F. And if AiNAj =, then IP(U;e Ai) = > oo IP(A;). Let 2' € Q C R"™ be Euclidean coordinates
and let (Q, F,IP) be a probability space. Let ;ﬂ\(x;w) be a random scalar function that depends on the
coordinates © C Q C R" and also w € Q. Given any pair (x,w) there exists maps M : R" x Q - R
such that M : (w,z) — _#(z);w), so that #(z,w) is a random variable or field on Q C R™ with
respect to the probability space (0, F,IP). A random field is then essentially a family of random variables
{7 (x;w)} defined with respect to the space (Q, F,IP) and R".

The fields can also include a time variable ¢ € R so that given any triplet (z,¢,w) there is a mapping
f:RxR"xQ — R such that f : (z,t,w) — _#(z,t;w). However, it will be sufficient to consider
fields that vary randomly in space only. The expected value of the random field with respect to the space
(Q,F,1P) is defined as follows

Definition 1.2. Given the random scalar field ¢ (x;3w), then if [, 7 (x;w)dIP(w) < oo, the stochastic
expectation of ﬁx;w) is

B[/ @] = [ (w)aP() (A1)

Definition 1.3. Let (0, F,IP) be a probability space, then an L,(Q, F,IP) space or an L,-space forp > 1
is a linear normed space of random scalar fields that satisfies the conditions

B|ls @] = [ 1r@opape < (A.2)

and the corresponding norm can be defined as ||j(:1:)|| = (E[Hj(:c;wﬂpﬂ)l/p with the usual Euclidean
norm for p = 2.

Definition 1.4. Let (x,y) € Q C R™ and (w,n) € Q. The covariance of the field at these points is then
formally

Bl s wwro 09 - [ £re s omemPe (A3)

The second-order correlations, moments and covariances are now

Definition 1.5. Let 2ty € Q C R? and let w,& € Q. The expectations of mean values of the fields

Fi(z,w) and 7 (y,&) are
Mi(@) =E[ 7 (@)] = /Q (i, 0)dTP () (A.4)

Mi(y) =EL7 (4)] = /Q 7y, )dP(€) (A5)
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The 2nd-order moment or expectation is

Mi(@)[7 () =[] 7 (@w) @ 7 (y,)dP(w)dP () (A.6)
Q
The covariance is then

K7 (2)® #(y)] = Eﬂ(/@) W) e (S - /<y>>ﬂ
- (F) - 70.0)e () = F0.6))aP)aP () (A7)

so that

K7 (@) ® # ()] = Eﬂ% ® ?@ﬂ _E[@)]ELL W]
—ES ﬂ?@) ® ?@ﬂ — My@)M (y) (A8)

—

Definition 1.6. Given a set of fields /11 (1) ey i, (z) at points (1...,) € Q then the n'-order

moments and cumulants are . .
]E[[/fl\1 (1) ®...® /ii\" ()] (A.9)
K7 (21) ® ... ® 7, (an)] (A.10)

where at second order

K[7 (@)@ 7yl =E[7(z) @ 7 (y)] - Mu(z)Mi(y) (A.11)

A very important class of random fields are the Gaussian random vector fields (GRVFS) which are
characterized only by the first and second moments. The GRVFS can also be isotropic, homogenous and
stationary. The details will be made more precise but the advantages of GRVFs are briefly enumerated.

(1) GRVFS have convenient mathematical properties which generally simplify calculations;indeed,
many results can only be evaluated using Gaussian fields.

(2) A GRVF can be classified purely by its first and second moments and high-order moments and
cumulants can be ignored.

(3) Gaussian fields accurately describe many natural stochastic processes including Brownian motion.

(4) A large superposition of non-Gaussian fields can approach a Gaussian field (Feller 1966.)

For this paper, the following definitions are sufficient for isotropic GRVFS. (More details can be found in
[24])

Definition 1.7. Any GRVF has normal probability density functions. The following always hold:
(1) The first moment vanishes so that

Mi(z) =E[ 7 (z;w)] = / I (z;w)dIP(w) =0 (A.12)
Q
(2) The covariance then reduces to the ’Q—point’function

K[7(z)® 7(y)] =E [[/ ]] E[7 @)]E[.7 )]
:E[[/(I)® W] = @y 0) (A.13)

where £ is a correlation length such that J(x,y;€) — 0 for ||x — y|| > £.
(3) The GRSF is regulated at all points x if J(x,x;¢) < ool. Here, J(z,xz;¢) = 1. For a white-in-
space random field or noise
E[7(z)® 7 (y)] =" (x ) (A.14)
which blows up at x = y. An example of a regulated 2-point correlation for a GRSF would be a
colored-in-space noise of the form

B[00 ® 7] = ceit) = conp (-2 (A.15)
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Definition 1.8. The GRVF is isotropic if J(x,y;£) = J(y,x;£) depends only on the separation ||z — y||
and is stationary if J(x + dx,y + 0y) = J(x,y;£). Hence, the 2-point function or Greens function is
translationally and rotationally invariant R™.

Having established the basic properties of GRSFS on R", and as a prerequisite to differentiation
and integration of random vector fields, the geometric properties are briefly considered in relation to
continuity of the sample paths.

Definition 1.9. Let {z, C Q C R™ be a sequence of points in a domain Q such that xo, — x as @ — 00
orlimg o0 [|Za — || = 0. Let _# (zao) and _Z (x) be random vector fields at these points. (Not necessarily
Gaussian.) Then:

(1) The random field # (x) has continuous sample paths with unit probability in Q if for every
sequence {xq} € Q with limg 00 |20 — || =0 and IPP[limy 00 | 7 (za) — F(2)] = 0;2 € Q] =1
Continuous sample paths with unit probability, means that with a probability of one, there are no
discontinuities within the entire domain Q. This condition is also called sample path continuity.

(2) The random wvector field Z (x) has almost surely continuous sample paths if for every sequence
{za} € Q with limg—o0 [|[2a — 2| = 0 so that IPPlimg—0e | Z (2a) — Z (z)| = 0] = 1. However,
there may be x € Q for which the condition does not hold giving discontinuities within Q.

(3) The random vector field ¢ (x) is mean-square continuous in Q if for every sequence [z.] € Q

with liMa—00 || 2o — || = 0 so that Eflima—eo | £ (za) — 7 (z)|*] =0
More details can be found in [24].

Definition 1.10. A GRSF _7 (z) is almost surely continuous at v € Q € R" if F(x+ ) — 7 (z) as
B8 —0

When this holds for all z € Q then this is known as ’sample function continuity’ The following result
gives the sufficient condition for continuous sample paths within a domain Q

Lemma 1.11. Let #(z) be a RVF on Q C R"™. Then if for some C' >0 and X > 0 with n > A

_Cl¢]2n
E[| 7 (z+5) — 7(@)|] < g (A.16)
If 7 (x) is a Gaussian random field then given some C > 0 and some € > 0
C
2
— < — .
B[S o+ 8) = £ @) < g (A17)

A1, Differentiability and existence of derivatives. Let # (x) be a GRSF, existing for all z € Q C
R", with covariance

E( 7 (x)® 7(y) =E[7(z) @ 7 (y)] - Mu(z)Ma(y) (A.18)
where M (z) = E[_# (z)] = 0.

Definition 1.12. Let V_¢ () denote the gradient of a GRF. Let j1; be a unit vector along the ith direction
such that pup = (1,0,0,0...), u2 = (0,1,0,0,...) etc. with ||| =1. A GRF is differentiable in the mean

T (& T + i x 9

- S (x4 |Rlpi) — F(z) 2
%%]Eﬂ IR] —VS@

The Laplacian or second-order partial derivative at x is defined as
1
; N ) — ; A21
Vi Vo) S (0) = Jim | o+ Rl + 1) = 7 o+ [Rlp) = 7o 1Sli) + 70| (421

An alternative definition, which is probably more useful, is given as follows

VI (x) =

which implies that

ﬂ =0 (A.20)
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Lemma 1.13. A GRF is differentiable in the mean-square sense(MSS)with respect to p; if

|” S @+ [Rlu) = F(@)  fla+|Slw) = f(@)|”
R| S|

lim
R,S510

Then a GRF is differentiable if
(1) My(z) is differentiable.(For GRFs Mi(x) = 0 and this condition can be relazed.)

(2) The following covariance exists and is finite for all points © = y.

K[V 2 (2) @ Vi) 2 W) = Vi) Vi KI(Z (2) @ 7 (y))]
= Jm |7315| [Ku/@ + R ® 7 (y+ Sl — FKIZ () @ 7 (y+ Spui))]
—E[(f (z+Rw) ® 7 (1) + K[ 7 () © F)]
= Jim 2B S R © 7+ S0~ B0 0+ S0
~E[Z (¢ +Rpus) ® @) +EIF (2)® £ )] < oo (A.23)

Remark 1.14. Mean square differentiability at oll x € Q implies mean square continuity at all x € Q
and this is also consistent with Holder and Kolmogorov continuity conditions.

| 7o+ ag) - 7@ || =R iy 2B | Ao+ R - £ (0

Note that this (and all definitions of the derivative) also requires a regqulated random field or noise. Again,
if the GRF is white-in-space noise then E[_# (2)® _#Z (y)] = " (x—y) and the derivative cannot be defined.

ﬂ =0 (A.22)

ﬂ =0 (A.24)

Lemma 1.15. The condition for the existence of the derivative V; ¢ (x) is also tantamount to the
differentiability of the covariance function so that

E[[V) 2 (2) @ Vy 7 ()] = V) Vi K[ 7 (2) @ 7 (y)] (A.25)

exist for all x = y. Again, the GRF is differentiable only if it is not a white noise. Note that for x =y

K[V S (@) @ Ve J(@)] = Vi) Vi KL (2) © 7 (@)]
= V(I)V(y)CJ(I,y;é) =0 (A.26)

Lemma 1.16. The expectation is E[V_# (z)] = VE[_# (z)] = 0 since
oy 2R = 7]

R10 R
- lm |[/ (@ R“i)ﬂ B |[/ (w)ﬂ = VE |[f () = Oﬂ (A.27)

A.2. Stochastic Integration of GRSFs. The integral of a GRSF is defined as the limit of a Riemann
sum of the field over the partition of a domain.

Proposition 1.17. Let Q C R™ be a (closed) domain with boundary 0Q and x = (1, ...,x,) C Q. Let
Q= Ué\i1 Qi be a partition of Q with Q,Q, = @ if p # q. Let (9 € Q, for all ¢ = 1...M. Note
z@ = (3:5‘1), ...x%)). Then ) € Qp,2? € Qq,...,2™ € Q. Let ¢(Qq) be the volume of the partition
Qg so that ((Q) = E;V[ ¢(Q). Similarly, if 0Q is the surface or boundary of OQ then let

M
a- U, (A28

q=1
be a partition ofdQ with 0Qu(0Qq = @ if p # q. Let PACHNS 0Qq for all ¢ = 1...M. Note (@ =
(xgq), ...xslq)). Then M) € 0Qq,2?) € 0Qa,...,2™M) € 0Q. Let ||Q || = u(0Q,) be the surface area of
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the partition 0Qq so that u(0Q) = ﬂé\il A(0Qq. The total volume and area of Q is

M
v(Q) =) (Qy) :Zv (A.29)
qg=1

q=1

M
area(0Q) = Z area(0Qq) Z area(0Qyq) (A.30)
g=1 g=1
Given the probability triplet (0, F,IP) then a Gaussian random field on Q for allz € Qis 7 :wxQ = R
and 7 (z9,w) € Qq exists for all PACUNS Qg and w € ). The stochastic volume integral and the stochastic
surface integral are

/ F(zyw)dpn(z) = lim Z/ @ W)u(Q,) (A.31)

all v(Qq) TO
sw)d gy, — | A.32
[ S = QTG%Qq)TOZ/ warea(0Q,) (A.32)

When a Gaussian random field is integrated, it is the limit of a linear combination of Gaussian random
variables/fields so it is again Gaussian.

Next, the stochastic expectations or averages are defined.
Proposition 1.18. Since
Efe] = / (e)dIP (w) (A.33)
the expectation of the volume integral is as follows.Q

E| /Q Sl = gi(gmolaﬂi/(x@wv(Qq)ﬂ (A.34)

q=1
or

|[/ I (x;w)dpn (z ﬂ / J(zyw)dpn (z)dIP (w) (A.35)
= lim im 2D o W) = .
B I\}ITOO all i(Qq)m/Qq_Zl f( ;w) (Qq)dIP( ) 0 (A 36)

which vanishes for GRSFs since E ﬂj(x(Q))ﬂ = 0. Similarly, for the stochastic surface integrals

zw)d"w| = (29 w) '
B |[/Qj( w)d"™ ﬂ all area(Qq)TO Hzf qu)H (A.37)

or

E F(xyw)dpn—1( I (zyw)d" zdIP (w) (A.38)
oQ QJoQ

lim /QZ/ w)area(0Qq)dIP(w) =0 (A.39)

all 1(0Qq)10

Given an integral (or summation) over a random field or stochastic process, the Fubini theorem states
that the expectation of the integral or sum over a random field is equivalent to the integral or sum of the
expectation of the field.
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Theorem 1.19. Let 7 (z) be a random field not necessarily Gaussian, existing for all x € Q with
expectation E[_# (x)], not necessarily zero. Then

5| [ @) = [ L@l (A40)
For o set of N random fields #4(z)
N N
5| S s - X sLaw] (A1)
qg=1 q=1

It is also possible to define a 'mollifier’ or convolution integral.

Proposition 1.20. Let (z,y) € Q and let k(xz —y) be a smooth function of (x,y) that will depend on the
separation ||x — y||. Given the GRSF 7 (y) define the volume and surface integral convolutions

F@) =k —y)* F ()= /Q Ko=) ® £ W)dm(y), (@.9) € Q (A.42)
S @)=z —y)x Fy) = /Q ko —9)© 7 Q) (y). (@,y) € 0Q (A.43)

For example, if k(x—y) is a Gaussian function then the random field # (x) can be ’Gaussian smoothed’
on a scale £.

o2
/(x)—k(x—y)*/(y>=c/exp( B2 & G, @ e @ (A1)

s k= s =0 [ en (L) 0 s@nam o a

For the heat kernel h(x — y,t) the convolution give a time-dependent GRSF that solves the randomly
perturbed heat equation O _¢ (z,t) = 0.

_ _ 1 = — yl?
st =he=ns 0= [ mmen (EE ) o S0, wpeq ()
The result is extended to include GRSFs _# ().
Proposition 1.21. Let #(x) be a regulated GRSF defined for all v € D such that E[_# ()] =0 and

e[l = jicm + -y v

so that IE[H/ ’ ]] =0 for all odd p. Then
/ du(x)
Q

| [ s iute)
o!/2 4 (~1fa'2| Q! (A1)

where || Q|| is the volume of Q.
Proof. Follows immediately from Fubini Thm. O

14

T = Lo+ e

5l
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