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A bstract

W e analyze circum stances under w hich the m icroscopic dynam ics of par-
ticles which are driven by a forced, gradienttype ow can be consistently
Interpreted as a M arkovian di usion process. Special attention ispaid to dis—
crin lnating betw een forces that are presum ed to act selectively upon di using
partickes, w hile leaving the random m edium statistically at rest (Sm oluchow ski
di usion processes), and those perturbing the random m edium iself and thus
creating the nontrivial ows. W e focus on the determ inistic "stirring" scenar-
Jos.

To analyze random perturbations that are either superin posed upon or are in—
trinsic to a driving determ Inistic m otion, quite typically a con guration space equa—
tion

= vt 1)
is invoked, which is next replaced by a form al In nitesin al representation ofan tH
di usion process p__
dX ) = DX @©);dc+ 2D dW (©) : 2)

Here, W (t) stands for the nom alissd W jener noise, and D for a di usion constant.
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The dynam ical m eaning of Bé¢;t), and thus reasons for m aking a substantial
di erence between the forward drift of the process and the driving velocity eld (1),
relies on a soeci ¢ di usion Input and its possble phass—space (eg. Langevin or
that com ing from detemm inistic dynam ical system s) in plem entation, that entail a
detailed functional relationship of v (¢;t) and B¢;t), and Justify such notions like:
diusion In an extemal force eld, di usion under various strains, di usion along,
against or across the driving detem inistic ow, [L]. W e shall not touch upon an
In portant issue of di usion under shear, EZ:], when nontrivial vortices m ay ariss,
by assum ing from the very beginning that only the gradient velocity elds and
determm inistic forces are of Interest for us in the present paper.

T he pertinent m athem atical form alisn corroborates both the B rownian m otion
ofa single particle In ow s of various origin and the di usive transport of neutrally
buoyant com ponents In  ow s of the hydrodynam ic type. H owever, our m a pr issue
is a probabilistic interpretation of various linear and nonlinear partial di erential
equations of physical relevance, hence w ith a slightly abstract avour put against
the generally favoured practical reasoning. E xpressing that in m ore physical temm s,
we address an old-fashioned problm of "how mudh nonlinear", "how much tin e-
dependent”, and generally{"how much arbitrary" can be the driving velocity eld
to yield a oconsistent stochastic di usion process (or the Langevin-type dynam ics).
A nother issue is to get hints about a possible non-determm inistic origin of such elds,
Bl.

C karly, In random m edia that are statistically at rest, di usion of shglk tracers
ordigpersion ofpollitants arewelldescribed by the F ickian outcom e ofthem olecular
agitation, also in the presence ofextemal force elds (then, n term sofSm oluchow ski
di usions). O n the other hand, i is of fundam ental im portance to understand how

owsIn a random medim ( uid, asexampl) a ect dispersion. Such velocity elds
arenom ally postulated asa priorigiven agents In the form alisn and their m olecular
or else) origin is disregarded. M oreover, usually the foroe exerted upon tracers is
viewed Independently from the forcing ("stirring") that m ight possbly perturb the
random medium itself and create nontrivial (driving) ows.

E xoept for suitable continuity and grow th restrictions, necessary to guarantee the
existence of the process X (t) govemed by the Itd stochastic di erential equation,
the choice of the driving velocity eld v (¢;t) and hence of the related drift Bx¢;t) is
nom ally (In typical physical problem s) regarded to be arbitrary (exospt for being
"not too nonlinear", see however at van K am pen’s discussion of that issue in Ref.
£ _

T he situation looks deceivingly sin ple, B], ifwe are (forexam ple) interested in a
di usion process interpretation ofpassive tracers dynam ics In the a priorigiven ow
whose velocity eld is a solution of the nonlinear partial di erential equation, be it



Euler, N avierStokes, Burgers or the like. An im plicit assum ption, that passively
buoyant tracers n a uid have a negligbl e ect on the ow, looks acceptable
(basically, In case when the concentration ofa passive component na ow issnall).
Then, one is tam pted to view directly the uid velocity eld v 6¢;t) as the forward
drift Be¢;t) of the process, w ith the contam nant being di usively disgpersed along
the stream lines.

Here, apparent problem s arise: irrespectively of a speci ¢ physical context and
the phenom enology (lke eg. the Boltzm ann equation with its, as yet, not well
understood B row nian m otion approxin ation) standing behind the nvolved partial
di erentialequations, som e stringent m athem atical criterionsm ust bem et to Jjustify
the di usion process scenario, be it m erely a crude approxin ation of realiy.

Nam ely, In general, the assum ed nonlinear evolution rule for v (¢;t) must be
checked against the dynam ics that is allowed to govem the space-tin e dependence
of the forward drift eld B(x;t) of the pertinent process, E!], which is not at all
arbirary. The Jatter is ruled by standard consistency conditions that are respected
by any M arkovian di usion process, and additionally by the rules of the forward
and backward Tt6 caloulus, [I,4], the m athem atical input that is frequently ignored
In the physical literature.

N om ally, the pragm atically oriented authors do not pay any attention to such
problem s and feel free to use any (determm Inistically or not) m otivated velocity elds
as forward drifts. In that case, serious troubles ollow .

Indeed, the closely related issue we have analyzed before, ], where as a by-
product of the discussion, the foroed Burgers dynam ics

@tVB + (VB f )VB =D 4 VB + f (3)
and the di usion-convection equation
Qct+ & F)c=D4 c 4)

(originally, for the concentration c(¢;t) ofa passive com ponent n a ow), n case of
gradient velocity elds, were found to be generic to a M arkovian di usion process
Input and as generically incom patible w ith the standard continuity equation in the
com pressble regin e. In that case, the dynam ics of concentration (in general this
notion does not coincide w ith the probability density !) results from the stochas—
tic process whose density (%;t) evolves according to the standard FokkerP lanck
equation

@ =D4 FOoR) ©)
the forward drift solves an evolution equation:

b+ ® ¥)b= D4b+ & ; (6)



and there holds
B=x +2DFIn 7)

By combining intuitions which underly the selfdi usion description, 6], with
those approprate for probabilistic solutions of the socalled Schrodinger boundary—
data and next-interpolation probkm , B, 7, 8], the above argum ent can be general-
ized to arbitrary conservatively forced di usion processes, quite irrespectively of a
physical context In which their usage can be jasti ed.

N am ely, ket us consider a density &;t);t 0 ofa stochastic di usion process,
solving the FokkerP lanck equation (5). For drifts that are gradient elds, the
potential in Egs. (3) and (6) whatever its functional form is), must allow for a
representation form ula, rem niscent of the probabilistic Cam eron-M artin-G irsanov
transfom ation:

15

G;0) = 2D @ + 5(5+r Dl ®)
where Dx;t) = 2D £ &;t). The omula 8) is a trivial dentity, if we take for
granted that all drifts are known from the beginning, lke in case of typical Sm olu—
chow ski di usions. Nonetheless, we always end up with a concrete space-tin e de—
pendent function (¢;t) which enters the partialdi erentialequation (6). Ifwe take
Eg. (6) as a starting point wih a prorigiven, its solutionsm ay be then sought
forn tum (to yield the previous a priorigiven drifts, ifthe procedure is consistent).

A lso, the functional properties of (¢;t) are not an innocent feature of the for-
m alism , since for the existence of the M arkovian di usion process w ith the forward
drift B¢;t), we must resort to potentials (¢;t) that are not com pletely arbitrary
finctions. Technically, f1], them inin al requirem ent is that the adm issble potential
is a bounded from below continuous fiinction. This restriction w ill have profound
consequences for our further discussion ofdi usion in a ow, although nothing seri-
ous happens if isbounded and, for exam ple, is the periodic space-tim e finction.

Remark 1: Ifwesst = 1+ ,,anddemand that | & solves the Fokker-
P lndk equation with the very same drift Be¢;t) as does, then as a necessary
consequence ofthe general form alisn , [, 7], the concentration c(x;t) = -2 golves

(¢ 7t)
an associated di usion-convection equation @.c+ @&z £ )c= D 4 c. Here, the ow
velocity vy (¢;t) coincides w ith the backward drift of the generic di usion process
w ith the density (¢;t).

W e should clearly discrin nate between forces whose e ect is a "stirring" of the
random m ediuim and those acting selectively on di using particles, w ith a negliglble
e ect on the medium itself. For exam ple, the traditional Sm oluchow ski di usion
processes n conservative force elds are considered In random m edia that are sta-



tistically at rest. Follow ing the standard (phase-space, Langevin) m ethodology, ket
us =t b) = 1R &), where isa (large) frdction coe cient and K represents an
extermalN ew tonian force perunit ofm ass (eg. an acceleration) that is of gradient

from , K = £ U.Then, the e ective potential reads:

_ K? D

= 52 + —F K )
and the only distinction between the attractive or repulsive cases can be read out
from theterm ¥ K . Forexam ple, theham onic attraction/repulsion K = ®; >
0 would give rise to a ham onic repulsion, if interpreted In tem s of £ , In view
of = 2—22x2 3D —. The situation would not change under the Incom pressibility

condition (cf. also the probabilistic approaches to the Eulr, NavierStokes and
Bolzm ann equations, {1 .

N otice that by fom ally changing a sign of we would arrive at the attractive
variant of the problm , which is however incom patibke w ith the di usion process
scenario In view of the unboundedness of from below .

W e have thus arrived at the m a pr point of our discussion: a prior, there is no
way to Inocorporate the attractive forceswhich a ect ([drive) the ow and nonetheless
generate a consistent di usion-in-a— ow transoort.

C lkrly, there is no reason to exclude the attractive variants of the potential
from considerations, since the detemm inistic m otion is consistent w ith them .

Concluding, ifthe di usion is to be involved we need to save the situation som e-
how , and this can bem ade only by ncorporating the hitherto not considered "pres—
sure" tem e ects.T hat is suggested by the general form of the com pressible Euler
F = £V stands Por extemalvolum e forces and for the uid density that itself
undergoes a stochastic di usion process):

1
or the incom pressble, [g], N avier-Stokes equation :
@wys + s F)ws = —4dws+F —EP ; 11)

both to be com pared w ith the equations (1) and (4), that set dynam ical constraints
for respectively backward and forward drifts of a M arkovian di usion process ?

Let us stress again that the acceleration term F° In equations (10) and (11)
nom ally is regarded as arbitrary, whilke the comesponding temm £ 1 (3), (6) and
(8) mvolves a bounded from below finction.



Sihoe, In case of gradient velocity elds, the dissppation term in the incom press-
ble N avierStokes equation (11) identically vanishes, we should concentrate on an—
alyzing the possbl "forward drift of the M arkovian process" m eaning of the Euler

ow with the velocity eld vy, (10).

At this point it is usefu], at least on the fom al grouds, to invoke the standard
phase—space argum ent that isvalid for a M arkovian di usion process taking place in
agiven ow v @¢;t) wih asyet unsoeci ed dynam ics norphysical origin. W e account
for an explicit force exerted upon di using particles, w hile not necessarily directly
a ecting thedriving ow itself. Nam ely, B, 4], ket us set for in nitesin al increm ents
of phase space random variables:

dX () = V (bdt

p_—
dav = Wwe;H V Odt+ K ®)dt+ 2D dW (&) : 12)

Follow Ing the leading idea of the Sm oluchow ski approxin ation, we assum e that

is Jarge, and consider the process for tin es signi cantly exceeding ! . Then, an
approprate choice ofthe velocity eld v (¢;t) (ooundedness and grow th restrictions
are involved) may In principl guarantee, f4], the convergence of the spatial part
X (t) of the process (12) to the k6 di usion process with In nitesin al increm ents
(Where the force K e ects can be safely ignored if we are interested m ostly In the
driving m otion) : o
dX () = ve;0dt+ 2D dW (©) @3)

However, one cannot blindly Insert in the place of the forward drift v (¢;t) any
of the previously considered bulk velocity elds, w thout going into apparent con—
tradictions. Speci cally, the equation (4) with v x;t) $ DBeg;t) must be valid.

By resorting to velocity eldswv (x;t) which obey 4 v (x;t) = 0, wem ay pass from
(6) to an equation of the Euler form , (10), provided (8) holds true and then the
right-hand-side of (6) nvolves a bounded from below e ective potential

An additional requirem ent is that

1
[

FP =¥ (14)
C karly, In case of a constant pressure we are keft w ith the dynam ical constraint

®s Vg )t
@b+ ® ¥ )b=F = ¢ 15)

com bining sin ultaneously the Eulerian uid and the M arkov di usion process In-—
puts, if and only if I is repulsive, eg. V (x;t) is bounded from below . Quite



analogously, by sstting F' = 0, we would get a constraint on the adm issble pressure
termm , In view of:
Qb+ ® b= :—LfP =7 (16)

Both, In cases (15), (16) the e ective potential must respect the functional
dependence (on a forward drft and its potential) prescrption (8). In addition, the
FokkerP lanck equation (5) with the rward drift vy &;t) = B&;t) must be vald
for the density  ;t).

To our know ledge, In the literature there is only one known speci ¢ class of
M arkovian di usion processes that would render the right-hand-side of Eg. (10)
repulsive but nevertheless acoount for the troublesom e N ew tonian acoelerations, eg.
thoss ofthe from £V ,wih +V bounded from below . Such processes have forward
drifts that for each suitable, bounded from below function V ) solre the nonlnear
partialdi erential equation:

b+ ® ¥)b= D4b+ T (20 V) @7)

w ith the com pensating pressure tem :

0 =2 S w2+ DF w (18)

ue;t)=DEFIn (0

T heir discussion can be found in Refs. 4, 3,7,81.
C learly, we have:
F= ¢Vv;¥20= -¢P @9)

w here:
Pe;t)= 2D2 (x;0)4 In (g;b) 0)

E ectively, P ishere de ned up to a tin edependent constant. A nother adm issble
form ofthe pressure tem reads (sum m ation convention is In plicit):

1
—Fy[ @D%Qs6)In 1= £5(Q) @1)

Ifwe consider a subclass of processes for which the dissjpation tem identically
vanishes (a number of exam ples can be found in Refs. ﬂ]):

4DbE;8)=0 (22)



the equation (17) takes a conspicuous Euler form (10), v $ b.

Let us notice that (20), (R1l) provide for a generalisation of the m ore fam iliar,
them odynam ically m otivated and suited for idealgasesand uids, equation of state
P . In case ofdensity edsforwhich 4 In const, the standard relationship
between the pressure and the density is reproduced. In case ofdensity elds obeying

4 In = 0,weare keft wih atm ost purely tin e dependent or a constant pressure.
P ressure pro lsm ay be highly com plex for arbitrarily chosen initialdensity and/or
the ow velociy elds.

To conclude the present discussion ket us invoke Refs. [,'4,7]. The problem ofa
di usion process interpretation of various partial di erential equations is known to
extend beyond the originalparabolic equations sstting, to generalnonlinear velociy

eld equations. O n the other hand, the nonlinearM arkov jim p processes associated
w ith the Boltzm ann equation, In the hydrodynam ic lin i, are believed to Inply
either an ordhary determ inistic dynam ics w ith the velocity eld soking the Euler
equation, ora di usion processw hose drift isa solution ofthe Incom pressble N avier-
Stokes equation (in general, w ithout our curly = 0 restriction), f6, :'9.]. The case of
arbirary extemal orcing has never been satisfactorily solved.

O ur reasoning went otherw ise. W e asked for the adm issble spacetin e depen—
dence ofgeneralvelocity eldsthat are to play the rl of forw ard drifts ofM arkovian
di usion processes, and at the sam e tin e can be m et In physically signicant con-—
texts. T herefore various fom s of the FokkerP lanck equation for tracers driven by
fam iliar com pressble velocity elds were discussed.

Our nding is that solutions of the com pressible Euler equation are appropriate
for the description of the general non-detem inistic (eg. random and M arkovian)
dynam ics running under the In uence ofboth attractive and repulsive stirring forces,
and refer to a class of M arkovian di usion processes orginally Introduced by E.
Nelson, 4,71, 3]. That involves only the gradient velocity elds (a couple of issues
conceming the curl® 6 0 velocity elds and their nonconservative forcing have been
raised In Refs. §)).

R em ark 2: Letusstressthat a standard justi cation ofthe hydrodynam ic 1im it
for a tracer particle invokes a B row nian particlke in an equilbriim uid. An issue of
how much the tracer particke disturbs the uid (random medium ) locally and how
far away from the tracer particlke the them al equlbriim conditions regain their
validity, [6], nom ally is disregarded. M oreover, In the standard derivation of local
conservation Jaw s from the B olzm ann equation, the forcing term on the right-hand-
side of the Euler or N avierStokes equation up to scalings does coincide w ith the
force acting on each single particle com prising the system . Thus, in this fram ew ork,
there isno room for any discrin ination between forces acting upon tagged particles
and those perturbing the spatial ow s (once on the level of local averages) .




Q uite on the contrary, the force term 1n the K ram ers equation and this appear—
Ing in the related local conservation law for the forward drift or for the current
velocity ofthe di usion process are known not to coincide in general. T ypically, the
action of an extemal force is con ned to di using (tagged) particles w ith no global
or Iocale ect on the surrounding random m edium , cf. standard derivations of the
Sm oluchow skiequation. This feature underlies problem s w ith the di usion process
Interpretation of general partial di erential equations goveming physically relevant
velocity elds. Speci cally, any extemal intervention (forcing) upon a stochastically
evolving (in the di usion process approxin ation) systam gives rise to a perturoation
of ocal ows, which seldom can be analyzed as forcing of any de nite type on the
m olcular kevel. The Sm oluchow ski theory is here a notabl exception, but there
one hasno room forgenuine owsand velocity eld pro lswhich are generated in
the random m edium .

Rem ark 3: It seem sworthw hile tom ention a close connection of the considered
fram ework w ith the general issue of executing an all random perturbations on the
level of the classicalH am iton-Jacobidynam ics, ], w ith the related issue ofan opti-
m aloontrolofstochastic processes and w ith that ofthe so—called "viscosity solutions”
ofthe H am ilton-Jacobiequation, f1J]. In fact, our Feynm an-K ac, see []]) potentials

8), 9) were introduced on the basis of probabilistic argum ents via the G irsanov
or Cam eron-M artin theoram s about transfom ations of drifts of the di usion pro-
cess. However, an In plicit assum ption that drifts are de ned in tem s of gradients
of suitabl logarithm ic functions: D= 2D ¥ log and D = 20Fflog f(ers
we enploy the notation of our previous publications, {1}, where is a bounded
solution of the forward generalized di usion equation, while that of its tine ad—
pint) In plies that the com patibility condition (8) can be rew ritten in two equivalent
fom s, both involving the m odi ed H am ilton-Jacobi equations. Nam ely, ket us sst
2D log = and 2D log = . Then, wehave: = @, + ¥ F+ D4
and at the same tine = @. + 2% § D4 . The ltter one is denti ed
as the socalled Ham iton-JacobiBelim ann program m ing equation in the optin al
control of stochastic di usion processes, [L0, 8], and via the H opf€ ole logarithm ic
transform ation (take the gradient) is linked to the Burgersequation (3).An issue of
viscosity solutions of the standard H am ilton-Jacobi equation has been extensively
studied In the literature asthe D # 0 lin it of solutions ofthemodi ed (g,g. Bell-
m ann) equation. It is thus clkar, on the basis of our previous discussion, that an
apparent obstack is hidden in the assum ption that a di usion process is involved.
Then, suitable restrictions upon must be respected, and the attractive versus
repulsive potential problem appears.
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