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A bstract

W e analyze circum stancesunderwhich the m icroscopic dynam icsofpar-

ticles which are driven by a forced,gradient-type ow can be consistently

interpreted asa M arkovian di�usion process.Specialattention ispaid to dis-

crim inatingbetween forcesthatarepresum ed toactselectively upon di�using

particles,whileleavingtherandom m edium statistically atrest(Sm oluchowski

di�usion processes),and thoseperturbingtherandom m edium itselfand thus

creating thenontrivialows.W efocuson thedeterm inistic"stirring" scenar-

ios.

To analyze random perturbationsthatare eithersuperim posed upon orare in-

trinsictoa driving determ inisticm otion,quitetypically acon�guration spaceequa-

tion
_~x = ~v(~x;t) (1)

isinvoked,which isnextreplaced by a form alin�nitesim alrepresentation ofan It̂o

di�usion process

d~X (t)= ~b(~X (t);t)dt+
p
2D d~W (t) : (2)

Here, ~W (t)standsforthenorm alised W ienernoise,and D fora di�usion constant.

�Presented by P.G arbaczewskiattheX Sym posium on StatisticalPhysics,Zakopane,Septem -

ber1-10,1997
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The dynam icalm eaning of~b(~x;t),and thus reasons for m aking a substantial

di�erencebetween theforward driftoftheprocessand thedriving velocity �eld (1),

relies on a speci�c di�usion input and its possible phase-space (e.g. Langevin or

thatcom ing from determ inistic dynam icalsystem s) im plem entation,thatentaila

detailed functionalrelationship of~v(~x;t)and ~b(~x;t),and justify such notionslike:

di�usion in an externalforce �eld,di�usion undervariousstrains,di�usion along,

against or across the driving determ inistic ow,[1]. W e shallnottouch upon an

im portant issue ofdi�usion under shear,[2],when nontrivialvortices m ay arise,

by assum ing from the very beginning that only the gradient velocity �elds and

determ inistic forcesareofinterestforusin thepresentpaper.

The pertinentm athem aticalform alism corroboratesboth the Brownian m otion

ofa singleparticlein owsofvariousorigin and thedi�usivetransportofneutrally

buoyantcom ponentsin owsofthehydrodynam ic type.However,ourm ajorissue

is a probabilistic interpretation ofvarious linear and nonlinear partialdi�erential

equations ofphysicalrelevance,hence with a slightly abstractavour putagainst

thegenerally favoured practicalreasoning.Expressing thatin m orephysicalterm s,

we address an old-fashioned problem of"how m uch nonlinear","how m uch tim e-

dependent",and generally{"how m uch arbitrary" can be the driving velocity �eld

to yield a consistentstochastic di�usion process(orthe Langevin-type dynam ics).

Anotherissueistogethintsabouta possiblenon-determ inisticorigin ofsuch �elds,

[3].

Clearly,in random m edia thatarestatistically atrest,di�usion ofsingletracers

ordispersion ofpollutantsarewelldescribed bytheFickian outcom eofthem olecular

agitation,alsoin thepresenceofexternalforce�elds(then,in term sofSm oluchowski

di�usions).On theotherhand,itisoffundam entalim portanceto understand how

owsin a random m edium (uid,asexam ple)a�ectdispersion.Such velocity �elds

arenorm allypostulatedasapriorigivenagentsintheform alism andtheir(m olecular

orelse) origin is disregarded. M oreover,usually the force exerted upon tracers is

viewed independently from theforcing ("stirring")thatm ightpossibly perturb the

random m edium itselfand createnontrivial(driving)ows.

Exceptforsuitablecontinuityandgrowth restrictions,necessarytoguaranteethe

existence ofthe process ~X (t) governed by the It̂o stochastic di�erentialequation,

thechoiceofthedriving velocity �eld ~v(~x;t)and henceoftherelated drift~b(~x;t)is

norm ally (in typicalphysicalproblem s)regarded to be arbitrary (exceptforbeing

"nottoo nonlinear",see howeveratvan Kam pen’sdiscussion ofthatissue in Ref.

[1]).

Thesituation looksdeceivingly sim ple,[2],ifweare(forexam ple)interested in a

di�usion processinterpretation ofpassivetracersdynam icsin thea priorigiven ow

whosevelocity �eld isa solution ofthenonlinearpartialdi�erentialequation,beit
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Euler,Navier-Stokes,Burgers or the like. An im plicit assum ption,that passively

buoyant tracers in a uid have a negligible e�ect on the ow, looks acceptable

(basically,in casewhen theconcentration ofapassivecom ponentin aow issm all).

Then,one istem pted to view directly the uid velocity �eld ~v(~x;t)asthe forward

drift~b(~x;t)ofthe process,with the contam inantbeing di�usively dispersed along

thestream lines.

Here,apparentproblem sarise: irrespectively ofa speci�c physicalcontextand

the phenom enology (like e.g. the Boltzm ann equation with its,as yet,not well

understood Brownian m otion approxim ation)standing behind the involved partial

di�erentialequations,som estringentm athem aticalcriterionsm ustbem ettojustify

thedi�usion processscenario,beitm erely a crudeapproxim ation ofreality.

Nam ely, in general,the assum ed nonlinear evolution rule for ~v(~x;t) m ust be

checked againstthe dynam icsthatisallowed to govern the space-tim e dependence

ofthe forward drift �eld ~b(~x;t) ofthe pertinent process,[4],which is not at all

arbitrary.Thelatterisruled by standard consistency conditionsthatarerespected

by any M arkovian di�usion process,and additionally by the rules ofthe forward

and backward It̂o calculus,[1,4],them athem aticalinputthatisfrequently ignored

in thephysicalliterature.

Norm ally,the pragm atically oriented authorsdo notpay any attention to such

problem sand feelfreeto useany (determ inistically ornot)m otivated velocity �elds

asforward drifts.In thatcase,serioustroublesfollow.

Indeed,the closely related issue we have analyzed before,[5],where as a by-

productofthediscussion,theforced Burgersdynam ics

@t~vB + (~vB �~r )~vB = D 4 ~vB + ~r 
 (3)

and thedi�usion-convection equation

@tc+ (~vB �~r )c= D 4 c (4)

(originally,fortheconcentration c(~x;t)ofa passivecom ponentin a ow),in caseof

gradientvelocity �elds,were found to be generic to a M arkovian di�usion process

inputand asgenerically incom patiblewith thestandard continuity equation in the

com pressible regim e. In thatcase,the dynam ics ofconcentration (in generalthis

notion does notcoincide with the probability density !) results from the stochas-

tic process whose density �(~x;t) evolves according to the standard Fokker-Planck

equation

@t� = D 4 �� ~r � (~b�) ; (5)

theforward driftsolvesan evolution equation:

@t
~b+ (~b�~r )~b= �D 4 ~b+ ~r 
 ; (6)
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and thereholds
~b
:
= ~vB + 2D ~r ln� : (7)

By com bining intuitions which underly the self-di�usion description,[6],with

thoseappropriateforprobabilisticsolutionsoftheso-called Schr�odingerboundary-

data and next-interpolation problem ,[5,7,8],theabove argum entcan begeneral-

ized to arbitrary conservatively forced di�usion processes,quite irrespectively ofa

physicalcontextin which theirusagecan bejusti�ed.

Nam ely,letusconsidera density �(~x;t);t� 0 ofa stochastic di�usion process,

solving the Fokker-Planck equation (5). For drifts that are gradient �elds, the

potential
 in Eqs. (3)and (6)(whatever itsfunctionalform is),m ustallow fora

representation form ula,rem iniscent ofthe probabilistic Cam eron-M artin-Girsanov

transform ation:


(~x;t)= 2D [@ t�+
1

2
(
~b2

2D
+ ~r �~b)]; (8)

where~b(~x;t) = 2D ~r �(~x;t). The form ula (8) is a trivialidentity,ifwe take for

granted thatalldriftsareknown from thebeginning,like in case oftypicalSm olu-

chowskidi�usions. Nonetheless,we alwaysend up with a concrete space-tim e de-

pendentfunction 
(~x;t)which entersthepartialdi�erentialequation (6).Ifwetake

Eq.(6)asa starting pointwith 
 a priorigiven,itssolutionsm ay be then sought

forin turn (toyield thepreviousapriorigiven drifts,iftheprocedureisconsistent).

Also,thefunctionalpropertiesof
(~x;t)arenotan innocentfeatureofthefor-

m alism ,sincefortheexistence oftheM arkovian di�usion processwith theforward

drift~b(~x;t),we m ustresortto potentials
(~x;t)thatare notcom pletely arbitrary

functions.Technically,[7],them inim alrequirem entisthattheadm issiblepotential

isa bounded from below continuous function. Thisrestriction willhave profound

consequencesforourfurtherdiscussion ofdi�usion in a ow,although nothing seri-

oushappensif
 isbounded and,forexam ple,istheperiodicspace-tim efunction.

R em ark 1: Ifwe set� = �1 + �2,and dem and that�1 6= � solvesthe Fokker-

Planck equation with the very sam e drift~b(~x;t) as � does, then as a necessary

consequenceofthegeneralform alism ,[5,7],theconcentration c(~x;t)=
�1(~x;t)

�(~x;t)
solves

an associated di�usion-convection equation @tc+ (~vB �~r )c= D 4 c.Here,the ow

velocity ~vB (~x;t)coincides with the backward driftofthe generic di�usion process

with thedensity �(~x;t).

W eshould clearly discrim inatebetween forceswhosee�ectisa "stirring" ofthe

random m edium and thoseacting selectively on di�using particles,with anegligible

e�ect on the m edium itself. For exam ple,the traditionalSm oluchowskidi�usion

processesin conservative force �eldsare considered in random m edia thatare sta-
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tistically atrest.Following thestandard (phase-space,Langevin)m ethodology,let

usset~b(~x)= 1

�
~K (~x),where � isa (large)friction coe�cientand ~K represents an

externalNewtonian forceperunitofm ass(e.g.an acceleration)thatisofgradient

from , ~K = � ~r U.Then,thee�ective potential
 reads:


=
~K 2

2�2
+
D

�
~r �~K (9)

and the only distinction between the attractive orrepulsive casescan be read out

from theterm ~r �~K .Forexam ple,theharm onicattraction/repulsion ~K = ��~x;� >

0 would give rise to a harm onic repulsion,ifinterpreted in term s of ~r 
,in view

of
 = �2

2�2
~x2 � 3D �

�
. The situation would notchange underthe incom pressibility

condition (cf. also the probabilistic approaches to the Euler,Navier-Stokes and

Boltzm ann equations,[9]).

Notice thatby form ally changing a sign of
 we would arrive atthe attractive

variant ofthe problem ,which is however incom patible with the di�usion process

scenario in view oftheunboundednessof�
 from below.

W e have thusarrived atthe m ajorpointofourdiscussion:a priori,there isno

way toincorporatetheattractiveforceswhich a�ect(drive)theow and nonetheless

generatea consistentdi�usion-in-a-ow transport.

Clerly,there is no reason to exclude the attractive variants ofthe potential


from considerations,sincethedeterm inisticm otion isconsistentwith them .

Concluding,ifthedi�usion isto beinvolved weneed to savethesituation som e-

how,and thiscan bem adeonly by incorporating thehitherto notconsidered "pres-

sure" term e�ects.Thatissuggested by the generalform ofthe com pressible Euler

(~F = � ~r V standsforexternalvolum e forcesand � fortheuid density thatitself

undergoesa stochasticdi�usion process):

@t~vE + (~vE �~r )~vE = ~F �
1

�
~r P (10)

ortheincom pressible,[9],Navier-Stokesequation:

@t~vN S + (~vN S �~r )~vN S =
�

�
4 ~vN S + ~F �

1

�
~r P ; (11)

both to becom pared with theequations(1)and (4),thatsetdynam icalconstraints

forrespectively backward and forward driftsofa M arkovian di�usion process?

Let us stress again that the acceleration term ~F in equations (10) and (11)

norm ally isregarded asarbitrary,whilethecorresponding term ~r 
 in (3),(6)and

(8)involvesa bounded from below function.
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Since,in caseofgradientvelocity �elds,thedissipation term in theincom press-

ibleNavier-Stokesequation (11)identically vanishes,we should concentrate on an-

alyzing thepossible"forward driftoftheM arkovian process" m eaning oftheEuler

ow with thevelocity �eld ~vE ,(10).

Atthispointitisuseful,atleaston the form algrouds,to invoke the standard

phase-spaceargum entthatisvalid foraM arkovian di�usion processtaking placein

agiven ow ~v(~x;t)with asyetunspeci�ed dynam icsnorphysicalorigin.W eaccount

foran explicitforce exerted upon di�using particles,while notnecessarily directly

a�ectingthedrivingow itself.Nam ely,[2,4],letussetforin�nitesim alincrem ents

ofphasespacerandom variables:

d~X (t)= ~V (t)dt

d~V (t)= �[~v(~x;t)� ~V (t)]dt+ ~K (~x)dt+ �
p
2D d~W (t) : (12)

Following theleading idea oftheSm oluchowskiapproxim ation,we assum ethat

� islarge,and considertheprocessfortim essigni�cantly exceeding ��1 .Then,an

appropriatechoiceofthevelocity �eld ~v(~x;t)(boundednessand growth restrictions

are involved) m ay in principle guarantee,[4],the convergence ofthe spatialpart
~X (t)ofthe process (12)to the It̂o di�usion process with in�nitesim alincrem ents

(where the force ~K e�ectscan be safely ignored ifwe are interested m ostly in the

driving m otion):

d~X (t)= ~v(~x;t)dt+
p
2D d~W (t) : (13)

However,one cannotblindly insertin the place ofthe forward drift~v(~x;t)any

ofthe previously considered bulk velocity �elds,withoutgoing into apparentcon-

tradictions.Speci�cally,theequation (4)with ~v(~x;t)$ ~b(~x;t)m ustbevalid.

By resorting tovelocity �elds~v(~x;t)which obey 4 ~v(~x;t)= 0,wem ay passfrom

(6) to an equation ofthe Euler form ,(10),provided (8) holds true and then the

right-hand-sideof(6)involvesa bounded from below e�ective potential
.

An additionalrequirem entisthat

~F �
1

�
~r P

:
= ~r 
 : (14)

Clearly,in caseofa constantpressureweareleftwith thedynam icalconstraint

(~b$ ~vE ):

@t
~b+ (~b�~r )~b= ~F = ~r 
 (15)

com bining sim ultaneously the Eulerian uid and the M arkov di�usion process in-

puts,ifand only if ~F is repulsive,e.g. �V (~x;t) is bounded from below. Quite

6



analogously,by setting ~F = ~0,wewould geta constrainton theadm issiblepressure

term ,in view of:

@t
~b+ (~b�~r )~b= �

1

�
~r P = ~r 
 : (16)

Both,in cases (15),(16) the e�ective potential
 m ust respect the functional

dependence (on a forward driftand itspotential)prescription (8).In addition,the

Fokker-Planck equation (5)with the forward drift~vE (~x;t)
:
= ~b(~x;t)m ustbe valid

forthedensity �(~x;t).

To our knowledge, in the literature there is only one known speci�c class of

M arkovian di�usion processes that would render the right-hand-side ofEq. (10)

repulsivebutneverthelessaccountforthetroublesom eNewtonian accelerations,e.g.

thoseofthefrom � ~r V ,with +V bounded from below.Such processeshaveforward

driftsthatforeach suitable,bounded from below function V (~x)solvethenonlinear

partialdi�erentialequation:

@t
~b+ (~b�~r )~b= �D 4 ~b+ ~r (2Q � V ) (17)

with thecom pensating pressureterm :

Q
:
= 2D 2

4 �1=2

�1=2
:
=
1

2
~u
2 + D ~r � ~u (18)

~u(~x;t)= D ~r ln�(~x;t)

Theirdiscussion can befound in Refs.[4,5,7,8].

Clearly,wehave:

~F = � ~r V ;~r 2Q = �
1

�
~r P (19)

where:

P(~x;t)= �2D 2
�(~x;t)4 ln�(~x;t) (20)

E�ectively,P isherede�ned up to a tim e-dependentconstant.Anotheradm issible

form ofthepressure term reads(sum m ation convention isim plicit):

1

�
~r k[�(2D

2
@j@k)ln�]= ~r j(2Q) (21)

.

Ifwe considera subclassofprocessesforwhich the dissipation term identically

vanishes(a num berofexam plescan befound in Refs.[7]):

4 ~b(~x;t)= 0 (22)
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theequation (17)takesa conspicuousEulerform (10),~vE $ ~b.

Let usnotice that(20),(21)provide fora generalisation ofthe m ore fam iliar,

therm odynam ically m otivated and suited foridealgasesand uids,equation ofstate

P � �.In caseofdensity �eldsforwhich �4 ln� � const,thestandard relationship

between thepressureand thedensity isreproduced.In caseofdensity �eldsobeying

�4 ln� = 0,weareleftwith atm ostpurely tim edependentora constantpressure.

Pressurepro�lesm ay behighly com plex forarbitrarily chosen initialdensity and/or

theow velocity �elds.

Toconcludethepresentdiscussion letusinvokeRefs.[9,6,7].Theproblem ofa

di�usion processinterpretation ofvariouspartialdi�erentialequationsisknown to

extend beyond theoriginalparabolicequationssetting,togeneralnonlinearvelocity

�eld equations.On theotherhand,thenonlinearM arkov jum p processesassociated

with the Boltzm ann equation,in the hydrodynam ic lim it,are believed to im ply

eitheran ordinary determ inistic dynam icswith the velocity �eld solving the Euler

equation,oradi�usion processwhosedriftisasolution oftheincom pressibleNavier-

Stokesequation (in general,withoutourcurl~v = 0 restriction),[6,9]. The case of

arbitrary externalforcing hasneverbeen satisfactorily solved.

Ourreasoning went otherwise. W e asked forthe adm issible space-tim e depen-

denceofgeneralvelocity�eldsthataretoplayther̂oleofforwarddriftsofM arkovian

di�usion processes,and at the sam e tim e can be m et in physically signicant con-

texts. Therefore variousform softhe Fokker-Planck equation fortracersdriven by

fam iliarcom pressible velocity �eldswerediscussed.

Our�nding isthatsolutionsofthecom pressible Eulerequation areappropriate

forthe description ofthe generalnon-determ inistic (e.g. random and M arkovian)

dynam icsrunningundertheinuenceofboth attractiveand repulsivestirringforces,

and refer to a class ofM arkovian di�usion processes orginally introduced by E.

Nelson,[4,7,3]. Thatinvolvesonly the gradientvelocity �elds(a couple ofissues

concerning thecurl~b6= 0velocity �eldsand theirnonconservativeforcinghavebeen

raised in Refs.[5]).

R em ark 2:Letusstressthatastandard justi�cation ofthehydrodynam iclim it

fora tracerparticleinvokesa Brownian particlein an equilibrium uid.An issueof

how m uch the tracerparticle disturbsthe uid (random m edium )locally and how

far away from the tracer particle the therm alequlibrium conditions regain their

validity,[6],norm ally isdisregarded. M oreover,in the standard derivation oflocal

conservation lawsfrom theBoltzm ann equation,theforcingterm on theright-hand-

side ofthe Euler or Navier-Stokes equation up to scalings does coincide with the

forceacting on each singleparticlecom prising thesystem .Thus,in thisfram ework,

thereisno room forany discrim ination between forcesacting upon tagged particles

and thoseperturbing thespatialows(onceon theleveloflocalaverages).
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Quiteon thecontrary,theforceterm in theKram ersequation and thisappear-

ing in the related localconservation law for the forward drift or for the current

velocity ofthedi�usion processareknown notto coincidein general.Typically,the

action ofan externalforceiscon�ned to di�using (tagged)particleswith no global

orlocale�ecton the surrounding random m edium ,cf. standard derivationsofthe

Sm oluchowskiequation.Thisfeatureunderliesproblem swith thedi�usion process

interpretation ofgeneralpartialdi�erentialequationsgoverning physically relevant

velocity �elds.Speci�cally,any externalintervention (forcing)upon astochastically

evolving(in thedi�usion processapproxim ation)system givesrisetoaperturbation

oflocalows,which seldom can be analyzed asforcing ofany de�nite type on the

m olecular level. The Sm oluchowskitheory is here a notable exception,but there

onehasno room forgenuineowsand velocity �eld pro�leswhich aregenerated in

therandom m edium .

R em ark 3:Itseem sworthwhiletom ention acloseconnection oftheconsidered

fram ework with the generalissue ofexecuting sm allrandom perturbationson the

leveloftheclassicalHam ilton-Jacobidynam ics,[8],with therelated issueofan opti-

m alcontrolofstochasticprocessesandwiththatoftheso-called"viscositysolutions"

oftheHam ilton-Jacobiequation,[10].In fact,our(Feynm an-Kac,see[7])potentials

(8),(9) were introduced on the basis ofprobabilistic argum ents via the Girsanov

orCam eron-M artin theorem s abouttransform ationsofdriftsofthe di�usion pro-

cess. However,an im plicitassum ption thatdriftsarede�ned in term sofgradients

ofsuitable logarithm ic functions:~b= 2D ~r log� and ~vB � ~b� = �2D ~r log�� (here,

we em ploy the notation ofour previous publications,[7],where �� is a bounded

solution ofthe forward generalized di�usion equation,while � thatofitstim e ad-

joint)im pliesthatthecom patibility condition (8)can berewritten in twoequivalent

form s,both involving the m odi�ed Ham ilton-Jacobiequations. Nam ely,letusset

2D log� = � and �2D log�� = ��. Then,we have: 
 = @ t� +
1

2
j~r �j2 + D 4 �

and at the sam e tim e 
 = @ t�� +
1

2
j~r ��j

2 � D 4 ��. The latter one is identi�ed

as the so-called Ham ilton-Jacobi-Bellm ann program m ing equation in the optim al

controlofstochastic di�usion processes,[10,8],and via the Hopf-Cole logarithm ic

transform ation (takethegradient)islinked totheBurgersequation (3).An issueof

viscosity solutionsofthe standard Ham ilton-Jacobiequation hasbeen extensively

studied in the literature asthe D # 0 lim itofsolutionsofthe m odi�ed (e,.g. Bell-

m ann)equation. Itisthus clear,on the basis ofourprevious discussion,thatan

apparentobstacle ishidden in the assum ption thata di�usion processisinvolved.

Then,suitable restrictions upon 
 m ust be respected, and the attractive versus

repulsive potentialproblem appears.
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