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A bstract

Them asstransportby a Burgersvelocity �eld isinvestigated in thefram ework

ofthe theory ofstochastic processes. M uch attention is devoted to the lim it of

vanishing viscosity (inviscid lim it) describing the \adhesion m odel" for the early

stage ofthe evolution ofthe Universe.In particularthe m athem aticalfoundations

forthe ansatz currently used in the literature to com pute the m assdistribution in

theinviscid lim itare provided.
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1 Introduction

Itwasproposed by Zeldovich [1],thata possible m odelforthedescription oflargescale

dynam ics ofthe m ass distribution, in the early stage ofevolution ofthe Universe, is

provided by:

@tv + v � r v = 0; v(x;t= 0)= r V (x)

@t�+ div(v�)= 0; �(x;t= 0)= � 0(x)
(1)

Here,them assdensity isdriven by a rotation freevelocity �eld,solution oftheRiem ann

equation.

Asitiswellknown,theRiem ann equation with agradientinitialcondition hasm ulti-

stream solutions[2],[3].Thisphenom enon iseasily understood in theLagrangian picture

oftheow:thepoint-m assparticlesevolving along thecharacteristics,collideafter�nite

tim e. The study ofthe m ulti-stream solutions requires a very subtle analysis ofthe

causticsform ed aftera �nite tim e by theLagrangian solutionsofthe Riem ann equation

[4].

One way to avoid m ultistream ing is to introduce the \adhesion m odel" (see [3],[5],

[6],[7]with referencestherein).

@tv + v � r v = ��v ; v(x;t= 0)= r V (x)

@t�+ div(v�)= 0; �(x;t= 0)= � 0(x)
(2)

wherethevelocity �eld isnow governed by theBurgersequation [8].

Theintroduction ofa sm alldi�usion term isexpected to havea sm oothing e�ectonly

in the regions where shocks are about to occur: the lim it ofvanishing viscosity ofthe

Burgersequation,theinviscid lim it,selectsonesolution fortheRiem ann equation.

The m ain disadvantage ofthe adhesion m odel(2)isthe lossofa unique Lagrangian

picture forboth the velocity �eld and the m assdensity. The consequences are notonly

conceptualbut also practical,since for (2) the solution ofthe Burgers equation does

notprovide im m ediately a de�nite algorithm which solvesthe continuity equation. The

problem isthereforem oved to them assdensity evolution.

In the one dim ensionalcase,because ofthe strong topologicalconstraint,there is

generalagreem enton the idea thatfortim eslong enough thatshocksappear,an initial

uniform density �eld evolves into a singular distribution which describes the form ation

ofpoint-m asses on a background ofa sm ooth,diluted,density �eld. The point-m asses

are situated atthe shock positionsofthe solution to the Burgersequation and m ay be

referred to asm acro-particles. The m ass ofa m acro-particle is equalto the integralof

the initialm assdensity extended overthe intervalofinitialpositionswhich fallinto the

given shock atsom etim epriorto thatunderconsideration.

In thetwo dim ensionalcasethesituation seem sto bem oresubtle.Herewehave the

appearanceofruled surfaces,ribbons,wheretangentplanestouch thegraph oftheconvex

hullat a segm ent instead ofa point and oftriangles,corresponding to tangent planes

with triple contact. In the Eulerian plane to these regions are respectively associated

shock-linesand shock nodes.
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A further source ofcom plication isthat a physically reasonable [9]initialcondition

fortheZeldovich m odel(1)isto assum ethevelocity potential,attim et= 0,given by a

generalized Brownian m otion in thespacevariables.

Accordingtotheadhesion m odel(2),in ordertocom putethem assdensitydistribution

atany t,�rst,we should integrate the rotation free Burgersequation and then use the

resulting velocity v = r 
 �eld to solvetheordinary di�erentialequation (ODE)

_xt= r 
(x t;t;�); x0 = a (3)

as a function oftim e and ofthe initialcondition. Then the lim it ofvanishing viscos-

ity should be taken to de�ne the inviscid (weak) lim it ofevery m ass averaged sm ooth

observable.

Itisclearthatsuch a program in therealisticthreedim ensionalcaseisvery resource

dem anding for its num ericalim plem entation. Therefore the question naturally arises

whether a regularized Lagrangian picture exists which sim ultaneously solves both the

velocity �eld and them assdensity equation.

In [3],Vergassola etal. proposed a num ericalalgorithm (the VDFN algorithm from

now) based on the generalized Legendre transform ofthe potential�eld 
(x;t;� = 0).

Theunderlying ansatzisthatthevaluesofx,perform ingthetransform ,de�nea solution

of(3).

In recent works [6],[7]it has been proposed that a consistent regularization of(1)

with a sim ple num ericalim plem entation,can be found by introducing a sm allviscosity

term also in therighthand sideofthecontinuity equation.

In the presentpaperitisshown thata Lagrangian picture isuniquely associated to

theBurgersequation.ThecharacteristicsoftheBurgersequation aretherealizationsof

thesolution ofa stochasticdi�erentialequation (SDE)describing a backward di�usion.

In such acontext,them asstransportalongthecharacteristicsoftheBurgersequation

isdescribed by abackward Fokker-Planck equation,whosesolution isrelated toadi�cult

inverseproblem when thegiven boundary conditionsaretheinitialvelocity potentialand

theinitialm assdensity distribution.(section 2).

On the other hand the Lagrangian approach shows that the choice ofthe Burgers

equation in order to regularize the Riem ann equation,is not the naturalone and it is

\exact" only in absence ofshocks. In section 3 the naturalregularization isintroduced.

It is shown that it provides a sim ple algorithm in the inviscid lim it for the solution of

both the velocity �eld and the m assdensity. The lim itation ofsuch a procedure isthat

itim poses,in orderto beexact,som erestrictionson theinitialconditionsofthevelocity

�eld.

Insection 4theapproachespreviouslyintroducedintheliterature([6],[7])arereviewed

in lightofthe resultsprovided by stochastic calculus. In particularitisshown thatthe

VDFN algorithm correspondsto an \e�ective" m asstransportalong the trajectories of

thebackward di�usion underlying theBurgersequation.

Furtherm orethepairofPDEsspeci�ed by theBurgersequation togetherwith the\ef-

fective" m asstransportequation,hastheZeldovich m odelastheweak lim itforvanishing

viscosity forany initialdata.Thepriceto pay isin thearti�cialnatureoftheprocedure.
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The results ofthe present analysis suggest that both from the physicaland the al-

gorithm ic pointofview,the m ore naturalway to introduce adhesion m odelsisthatone

based on conservation laws[10].

2 Lagrangian picture for the B urgers equation

Letusconsiderthebackward stochasticdi�erentialequation [11],[12],[13],[14]:

ds!s = �v(!s;t� s)ds+
p
2�dw s s � t

!0 = x (4)

TheIto di�erentialofthedrift�eld along theow is:

dsv(!s;t� s)=

= [�@t�s v(!s;t� s)� v(!s;t� s)� r v(!s;t� s)+ ��v(! s;t� s)]ds+

+
p
2�dw s � r v(!s;t� s) (5)

wheredw t de�nes,asusual,thestochasticdi�erentialofBrownian m otion.

Ifv(x;t)satis�estheBurgersequation,theequality holds:

v(x;t)=< v(!
x ;0

t ;0)> (6)

whereaverage< :::> istaken overtherealizationsofthedi�usion de�ned by (4).

The physicalm eaning isclear:the Burgersequation de�nesa velocity �eld constant

on theaverageovertherandom trajectoriesof(4).Theconservation law allowsastraight-

forward integration oftherotation freeBurgersequation.

Thebasicobjectto beconsidered [15]isthetransition probability de�ned by:

p(�)(y;sjx;t)=< �(!0 � x)�(!t�s � y)> s � t (7)

The transition probability (7)satis�es [15]in the variables(y;s)the backward Fokker-

Planck equation:

@sp(�) + div(vp(�))+ ��p (�) = 0 (8)

with the�nalcondition:

lim
s"t

p(�)(y;sjx;t)= �(y � x) (9)

Letusintroducetheauxiliary stochasticprocessdescribed by theSDE:

dzs =
p
2�dw s

z0 = x (10)

Thetransition probability density forthisprocessattim esiseasily found tobeGaussian

with expectation valuex and variance2�s.
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W ecan transform (7)into an averageovertherealizationsofzt:

p(�)(y;sjx;t)=< �(z0 � x)�(zt�s � y)
dP!t� s

dPzt� s

(zt�s)> (11)

TheJacobian ofthistransform ation issupplied by thefam ousGirsanov form ula (seefor

exam ple[15]or[16]):

dP!t� s

dPzt� s

(zt�s)= exp[�

Z t�s

0

r 
(zu;t� u)
p
2�

� dwu �

Z t�s

0

k r 
(zu;t� u)k2

4�
du] (12)

wheretherelation v = r 
 hasbeen used.Furtherm orealong thetrajectorieszs theIto

di�erentialofthevelocity potentialbecom es:

ds
(zs;t� s)= [�@t�s 
(zs;t� s)+ ��
(z s;t� s)]ds+
p
2�dw s � r 
(zs;t� s) (13)

Ifweuse(13)toelim inatethestochasticintegralin (12)and weim posethenorm alization

condition Z
1

�1

d
D
yp(�)(y;sjx;t)= 1 (14)

we�nd thevelocity potentialto be


(x;t)= �2�lnf(
1

4��t
)
D

2

Z
1

�1

d
D
y exp[�

(x � y)2

4�t
�
V (y)

2�
]g (15)

and

p(�)(y;sjx;t)=
exp[�

(y�x)2

4�(t�s)
�


(y;s)

2�
]

R
1

�1
dD z exp[�

(z�x)2

4�(t�s)
�


(z;s)

2�
]

(16)

Itiseasy to verify that(16)isa wellde�ned M arkovian transition probability forany

s � t.

In the physicalliterature is m ore com m on to dealwith stochastic calculus in the

Stratonovich representation which has the advantage to preserve the ordinary rules of

di�erentialcalculus[17].

IfweexpressthestochasticItointegral,appearingin (12),in term softhecorrespond-

ing Stratonovich’s [18],then what we have done is nothing else than proving that the

transition probability (7)isgiven by a Feynm an path integralwith Lagrangian:

L(x;_x;s)=
k_x + r 
(x;t� s)k 2

4�
�
1

2
�
(x;t� s) (17)

From (17)thederivation of(16)isthen trivial.

Thesolution oftheBurgersequation atarbitrary tim etakestheform :

v(x;t)=

Z
1

�1

d
D
yr V (y)p(�)(y;0jx;t) (18)
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The knowledge of(7) solves also the problem ofthe forward evolution ofa passive

scalardriven by theBurgersequation.M oreexplicitly ifweconsider:

@tC + v � r C = ��C + E

C(x;0) = C0(x) (19)

whereE = E (x;t)isan externalforcing,then wehave

C(x;t)=

Z
1

�1

d
D
yC0(y)p(�)(y;0jx;t)+

Z t

0

Z
1

�1

d
D
yduE (y;u)p(�)(y;ujx;t) (20)

Asafunction of(y;s)thetransition probability(7)describesthem asstransportalong

thecharacteristics(4)oftheBurgersequation.

Theequation with �nalcondition

@s�+ div(v�)+ ���= 0; �(x;t= T)= � T(x) (21)

isreadily solved forany t � T by:

�(x;t)=

Z
1

�1

d
D
zp(�)(x;tjz;T)�T(z) (22)

On theotherhand theboundary conditionsfortheZeldovich m odelprovidetheinitial

m assdistribution. In orderto solve the m assdensity evolution in the interval[0;T],we

have,�rst,to solvetheinverse problem :

�0(x)exp[
V (x)

2�
]=

Z
1

�1

dD z

(4��T)
D

2

exp[�
(x � z)2

4�T
+

(z;T)

2�
]�(z;T) (23)

In principle,once we have solved equation (23),it would be possible to specify the

m assdensity evolution in the interval[0;T]. The factthatthe intervalis�nite,isnot,

from this point ofview,a lim itation since �(x;T) could be consistently used as a new

initialcondition attim e t= T to iterate the procedure,asfarasthe integralin (23)is

convergent.

Itisworth to note [13],[14],thatthe problem (23)can be reform ulated by looking

fortheconditionsthatinsuretheexistenceoftheforward stochasticprocessspeci�ed for

any t2 [0;T]by theprobability density,solution of(21)with �(x;T),theunknown �nal

condition to bedeterm ined.

The crucialpointis that,in general,the transition probability density (7)doesnot

havean inverse:becauseofthenon-reversiblenatureofthedi�usion dynam ics,itsatis�es

only a sem i-group property [15].

On theotherhand,itisinteresting to understand thephysicalm eaning fortheoccur-

renceoftheinverseproblem (23),when ourstartingpointisto�nd acoherentLagrangian

regularization fortheZeldovich m odel.
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3 T he forw ard di�usion

Asitisclearfrom theabovediscussion,Burgersequation isequivalentto theSDE:

ds!s = �v(!s;t� s)ds+
p
2�dw s; !0 = x

dsv(!s;t� s)=
p
2�dw s � r v(!s;t� s); v(x;0)= v0(x)

(24)

Thelim itofvanishing viscosity of(24)is

ds!s = �v(!s;t� s)ds; !0 = x

dsv(!s;t� s)= 0; v(x;0)= v0(x)
(25)

On theotherhand,thecharacteristic equation oftheZeldovich m odel(1)is

dt�t= v(�t;t)dt; �0 = y

dtv(�t;t)= 0 v(a;0)= v0(y)
(26)

If�
y;0

t isa solution of(26)in [0;t]then ! x;0
s = �

x;t

t�s isa wellde�ned solution of(25)only

provided thatthesolution for(26)existsand isuniquein [0;t].

Ifthelattercondition issatis�ed,(25),allowsto solvetheinverseproblem im plicitin

theRiem ann equation orin theequationsforany passivescalarconserved alongtheow:

dtv(�
y;0

t ;t)= 0! v(�
y;0

t ;t)= v(y;0) (27)

Nam ely,ifv iswellde�ned foralls2 [0;t]theRiem ann equation isequivalentto

@sv(x;t� s)� v(x;t� s)� r v(x;t� s)= 0; v(x;0)= v0(x) (28)

The straightforward consequence isthe wellknown fact[2]thatforany tsuch thatno

collision occursbetween theLagrangian particles,wehave:

v(x;t) = v0(!
�
y;0

t
;0

t )

!
�
y;0

t
;0

t = x � v0(y)t (29)

Itisworth to notethat(29)and thestepsleading to itareexactly thedeterm inistic

counterpartof(6)and oftheprocedureproviding theintegration oftheBurgersequation

in theparticularcaseofrotation freeinitialconditions.

Besidethevelocity �eld,theZeldovich m odelrequiresthem assdensity�eld.Itisclear

already from the determ inistic case thatthe knowledge of!
x;0

t ,alone,doesnotprovide

thesolution ofthecontinuity equation:

@t�+ div(v�)= 0; �(x;t= 0)= � 0(x) (30)

Theonly expression consistentwith (30)wecan construct,is

�(y;t� s)=

Z
1

�1

d
D
x�(y � !

x;0

t�s)�(x;t) (31)
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where�(x;t)isa given solution ofthecontinuity equation fort� s.Again thedeterm in-

isticcaseisam irrorofthesituation wefaced studying them asstransportby theBurgers

equation,i.e.equation (23).

The choice to regularize the Riem ann equation by resorting to the Burgersequation

is equivalent to select a solution for the Riem ann’s,when shocks occur,by extending

thetim ereversalconjugation between theexactequation forthecharacteristics(26)and

the determ inistic lim itof(24). This procedure isofclearadvantage when dealing with

the velocity �eld alone,butthe price to pay consistsin the di�cultieswhich arise when

turning to theproblem ofthem assevolution.

The alternative approach isto try to regularize the Riem ann equation by looking to

thestochasticgeneralization ofitsLagrangian picture.

TheSDE to beconsidered isthen:

dt�t= v(�t;t)dt+
p
2�dw t; �0 = y

dtv(�t;t)=
p
2�dw t� r v(�t;t); v(x;0)= v0(x)

(32)

Hence,thesystem ofPDEsim plied by (32)is

@tv + v � r v + ��v = 0; v(x;t= 0)= r V (x)

@t�+ div(v�)= ���; �(x;t= 0)= � 0(x)

Fora rotation freeinitialvelocity �eld,theintegration ofthepairofequations(33)is

achieved in term softhetransition probability density de�ned by (32),following thesam e

stepsleading to (16).

Theresultis,forany s � t:

p(+ )(x;tjy;s)=
exp[�

(x�y)2

4�(t�s)
+

�(x;t)

2�
]

R
1

�1
dD z exp[�

(z�y)2

4�(t�s)
+

�(z;t)

2�
]

(33)

wherethevelocity potentialis�xed by thenorm alization condition and isequalto

�(x;t)= 2�logf[
1

4��(T � t)
]
D

2

Z
1

�1

d
D
z exp[�

(x � z)2

4�(T � t)
+
�(z;T)

2�
]g (34)

Therefore,in ordertoachievethesolution in theinterval[0;T]weneed tosolvetheinverse

problem :

exp[
V (x)

2�
]=

Z
1

�1

dD z

(4��T)
D

2

exp[�
(x � z)2

4�T
+
�(z;T)

2�
] (35)

Equation (35)isthe naturalstochastic generalization ofthe inverse problem (27).Once

�(x;T)isknown,itcan also beassum ed asthenew initialcondition attim eT to iterate

theprocedure.

In thelim itofvanishing viscosity,equation (35)takestheform :

V (x)= sup
z

[�(z;T)�
(z� x)2

2T
] (36)
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Thelatterexpression isbasically a (generalized)Legendretransform [3]:

T V (x)�
(x)2

2
= sup

z

[T �(z;T)�
z2

2
+ x � z] (37)

Itistem pting to solve(36)as:

� 0(x;T)= inf
z

[V (z)+
(z� x)2

2T
] (38)

Thissolution isnotexactfora generalinitialcondition:dueto theconvexity properties

ofthe Legendre transform ,when we substitute �(x;T)back in (36)whatwe �nd isnot

V (x)butitsconvex hull.Only forthislatterthetransform (36)isinvolutive.Therefore,

by assum ing �(x;T)= � 0(x;T)weim plicitly adopttheconsistentinitialcondition.

Ifwe accept,despite ofthe above restrictions,the pair (33) as a regularization for

theZeldovich m odelthen weareprovided a sim plealgorithm forthecom putation in the

inviscid lim itofboth the velocity �eld,by m eansof(34),and the m assdistribution,by

m eansof:

�(x;t)=

Z
1

�1

d
D
yp(+ )(x;tjy;0)�0(y) (39)

4 N on Lagrangian approaches

In [7]ithasbeen proposed to regularizetheZeldovich m odelwith thepairofPDEs:

@tv + v � r v = ��v ; v(x;t= 0)= r V (x)

@t�+ div(v�)= ���; �(x;t= 0)= � 0(x)
(40)

Them eaning of(40)istoassum ethevelocity �eld solution oftheBurgersequation as

an external�eld in theLangevin equation describing them otion ofa pointm assparticle:

dtxt = v(xt;t)dt+
q

2�dw t; x0 = y (41)

Hence,theacceleration feltby thepoint-m assparticleis

dtv(xt;t)= (�+ �)�v(x t;t)dt+
q

2�dw t� r v(xt;t) (42)

Itisworth to note that(42)predictsforthe case �= � a a m assdynam icsdi�erent

from (32) even in the lim it ofvanishing viscosity: only in absence ofshocks the two

dynam icsbecom eequivalent.

In the generalcase the solution ofm ass distribution resulting from (40)is di�cult.

Thepath integralapproach clearly showsthatitisequivalenttoan Euclidean Schr�odinger

equation in a potentialgiven by the Laplacian ofthe velocity potentialofthe Burgers

equation.Nam ely,thetransition probability forthem assdensity in (40)is

p(x;tjy;0)= e

 (x;t)

2 � K (x;t;y;0)e
�


 (y;0)

2 � (43)
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whereK isgiven by

K (x;t;y;0)=

Z
xt= x

x0= y

D xu exp[�

Z t

0

(
_x2
u

4�
+
�+ �

2�
�
(x u;u))du] (44)

and itsatis�es

@tK +
�+ �

2�
K �
= ��K (45)

lim
t! 0

K (x;t;y;0)= �(x � y) (46)

Therearetwo evidentcaseswhen thepath integral(44)isofpracticaluse.W hen the

Laplacian ofthevelocity potentialdoesnotdepend on thetrajectory,alltheintegrations

turn outto beGaussian.Thiscondition issatis�ed for:

1.V (x)= v0 � x.Then thetransition probability is:

p(x;tjy;0)=
exp[�

(x�y�v 0 t)
2

4�t
]

(4��t)D =2
(47)

which,forevery sm ooth enough initialm assdistribution,givesfor�# 0:

�(x;t)= �0(x � v0t) (48)

in accordanceto Galilean covariance.

2.V (x)=
kxk2

�
.By m eansof(44)wegetinto

p(x;tjy;0)= [
�

2t+ �
]D =2

exp[� 1

4�t

�

�+ 2t
(x � �+ 2t

�
y)2]

(4��t)D =2
(49)

In theinviscid lim itforsm ooth enough distribution weobtain:

�(x;t)= (
�

2t+ �
)D �0(

�x

2t+ �
) (50)

Thepeculiarity ofthesetwo exam plesappearsalso in thefactthattheresultsdo not

depend on theviscosity � ofthedriving velocity �eld.Actually theinitialconditionsfor

the velocity potentialgiven above,are such thatno shock appearsatany tim e and the

Laplacian ofthevelocity �eld iszero.

M ore results can be derived forthe case � = �. The crucialobservation isthatthe

fundam entalsolution ofthem assdensity problem can berewritten as

@tp+ v � r p = ��p� pr � v

lim
t#s

p(x;tjy;s) = �(x � y) (51)

This m eans that the transition probability p can be com puted as an average over the

random trajectories,solutionsof(24)

p(x;tjy;s)=< J(t;s;f!g)�(!
x;0

t�s � y)> s � t (52)
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where

J(t;s;f!g)= exp[�

Z
t�s

0

dur � v(!x;0u ;t� u)] (53)

istheJacobian ofthechangeofvariablesin thefunctionalintegration between thesolu-

tionsofthebackward di�usion (24)and thoseof(41).

In onedim ension thisobservation leadsto a straightforward integration of(51):

< J(t;s;f!g)�(!
x;0

t�s � y)>�< �(!
x;0

t�s � y)@x!
x;0

t�s >= �@x < �(y� !
x;0

t�s)> (54)

where�isthestep function.Itfollows:

p(x;tjy;s)= �@x

Z y

�1

dzp(�)(z;sjx;t) (55)

Onecan easily check that(55)veri�es(51)and itisa M arkovian transition probability.

Unfortunately,theidentity in (54)doesnothold in m orethan onedim ension.

Forthe generalcase,in [7]ithasbeen introduced a \m ean �eld approxim ation" for

(51).Herea di�erentinterpretation oftheresultisproposed.

Them ean �eld theory of[7]isequivalentto substituteto (51)theequation

@tp� + v � r p� = ��p � � p� < r � v >

lim
t#s

p�(x;tjy;s) = �(x � y) (56)

wheretheaveragem eans

< r � v >=

Z
1

�1

d
D
xr � v(x;t)p�(x;tjy;s) (57)

Furtherm oreweneed to im pose,forevery t� s,theconstraint:

Z
1

�1

d
D
xp�(x;tjy;t)= 1 (58)

The integration of(56)is im m ediate. Since (57)does notdepends on x,the corre-

sponding term can be extracted from the path integral,which isreduced to an average

overtherealizationsof(24):

p�(x;tjy;s)= e
�

R
t

s
du < r �v>

p(�)(y;sjx;t) (59)

Thenorm alization condition then �xesthevalueoftheprefactor.Finally wegetinto:

p�(x;tjy;s)=
exp[�

(x�y)2

4�(t�s)
+


(x;t)

2�
]

R
1

�1
dD z exp[�

(z�y)2

4�(t�s)
+


(z;t)

2�
]

(60)

Here the velocity potentialofthe Burgers equation 
(x;t) explicitly appears. The

e�ectoftheaverage(57)istode�nean \e�ective"m asstransportalongthecharacteristics

ofthe backward di�usion (24). The \e�ective" theory becom esan exactsolution ofthe
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continuity equation in the(weak)inviscid lim it:forany sm ooth observabledescribed by

a scalarfunction f(x),itisreadily veri�ed that

lim
�#0

< f(t;�)>� lim
�#0

Z
1

�1

d
D
xd

D
yf(x)p�(x;tjy;s;�)�0(y) (61)

satis�esin theweak sensethecontinuity equation and wehave,

lim
�#0

< f(t;�)> = lim
�#0

Z
1

�1

d
D
yf[x(y;t)]�0(y)

x(y;t) = argsup
z

[
(z;t;�= 0)�
(z� y)2

2t
] (62)

where
(x;t;�= 0)istheinviscid lim itofvelocity potentialoftheBurgersequation.

Thelatterresult(62)isexactly theansatzoftheVDFN algorithm used in [3],in order

to com pute the evolution ofthe m assdensity �eld driven by the Burgersequation. Itis

also worth to note,thatin thecaseofa convex di�erentiablevelocity potential,equation

(62)im pliesfreem otion forthepoint-m assparticles.

5 C onclusion

The \natural" regularization (33)ofthe Zeldovich m odelby m eansofthe introduction

ofa sm allviscosity coe�cientleadsto the inverse problem (35)which isthe directgen-

eralization ofthe one occurring in the determ inistic case. The inviscid lim itdrastically

sim pli�es the situation,although it im poses som e restrictions on the initialconditions.

Nevertheless,ifwe neglect such di�culty,the forward di�usion approach (33)provides

usa sim ple algorithm to com pute,in the inviscid lim it,the velocity �eld and the m ass

distribution atanytim e(equations(34),(38)and (39)).Thisprocedureisexactforconvex

initialconditions.

To select the solution ofRiem ann equation by extending at larger tim es the corre-

spondence with the backward characteristics ofthe Burgersisofrealadvantage only if

weareinterested in thevelocity �eld alone.

The occurrence ofinverse problem s can be avoided ifwe associate to the Burgers

equation the\e�ective" equation (56)forthem asstransportalong thetrajectoriesofthe

backward di�usion (24). The solutions (15)and (62)ofthe pair ofequations speci�ed

by theBurgerstogetherwith its\e�ective" m asstransporttend in thelim itofvanishing

viscosity to a weak solution oftheZeldovich m odel.

Forthem assdensity �eld,such solution (equation (62))wasproposed asan ansatzin

[3].Thealgorithm de�ned by (62)hastheadvantageofan easy num ericalim plem entation

on a com puterlike thatone provided by the \natural" regularization (33).Furtherm ore

in com parison with thelatteritdoesnotim poseany restriction on theinitialconditions.

Them ain disadvantageof(62)isitsintrinsicnon-locality which m akesitsusearti�cial

from them icroscopicpointofview.

Theinterpretation ofthetransition probability (60),de�ned by the\e�ective" theory

(56),asan approxim ate solution oftheexactm asstransport(51)by a forward di�usion

12



with externaldrift�eld given by theBurgersequation,iscertainly correctonlybeforethe

occurrenceofshocks.Forlargertim esthecharacteristic equation (41)with �= � seem s

to indicate a di�erent behavior over shock dom ains. Only in one dim ension,heuristic

argum ents can be provided,[7],to show the equivalence,in the weak inviscid lim it,of

(60)with them asstransportdescribed by theexacttransition probability (55).

Finally itm ustbe rem arked thatstarting from the basic kinetic equations,the Zel-

dovich equations (1)are notthe unique starting pointforthe construction ofadhesion

m odels.Letusconsider

@tf + p � rxf = 0 (63)

wheref = f(x;p;t).Theansatz

f(x;p;t)= �(x;t)�[p � v(x;t)] (64)

leadsto theequations

�@tv + �(v � r )v = 0

@t� + r � (�v)= 0 (65)

By m eansofthecontinuity equation,thesystem can berecasted in theform :

@t(�vi) + r j(vj�vi)= 0

@t� + r j(�vj)= 0 (66)

In [10],itisproven thatthelatterpairofPDEsisequivalentto theZeldovich m odel

only in absenceofshocksorforan uniform initialm assdistribution.

Thesim plem eaninginterm sofconservationlawsofequations(66)allowstoachievean

exactalgorithm forthesolution which turnsouttobeofsim plenum ericalim plem entation

[10].
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