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A bstract

W epresenta com parativestudy oftwo m ethodsforthereduction ofthedim ension-

ality ofa system ofordinary di�erentialequationsthatexhibitstim e-scale separa-

tion.Both m ethodslead toareduced system ofstochasticdi�erentialequations.The

novelfeatureofthesem ethodsisthatthey allow theuse,in thereduced system ,of

higherorderterm sin theresolved variables.The�rstm ethod,proposed by M ajda,

Tim ofeyev and Vanden-Eijnden,is based on an asym ptotic strategy developed by

K urtz.The second m ethod isa short-m em ory approxim ation ofthe M ori-Zwanzig

projection form alism ofirreversible statisticalm echanics,as proposed by Chorin,

Hald and K upferm an.W e presentconditionsunderwhich thereduced m odelsaris-

ing from the two m ethodsshould have sim ilarpredictive ability.W e apply the two

m ethodsto testcasesthatsatisfy theseconditions.Theform ofthereduced m odels

and the num ericalsim ulations show thatthe two m ethodshave sim ilar predictive

ability asexpected.

Key words: M ori-Zwanzig form alism ,Stochastic m odereduction,scale separation,

stochastic equations.

1 Introduction

In recentyearshaveappeared di�erentm ethodsforreducing thedim ensional-

ity ofasystem ofordinary orstochasticdi�erentialequations.Therealization

thatdespite therapid increase ofcom putationalpowertherearem any prob-

lem sthataretoo expensiveto tackledirectly,orthatin severalproblem sthe

objects ofinterest are m acroscopic,coarse-grained quantities,has led m any
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researchersto constructm ethodsforextracting m odelsofreduced dim ension-

ality.Sincethem otivationtodevelop such m ethodscom esusuallyfrom speci�c

physicalproblem s,m ost m ethods exploit the m athem aticalstructure ofthe

problem athand,and thusarenotsuited forallproblem swheredim ensional

reduction isneeded.

Since there existsa whole range ofdim ension reduction m ethods,itisinter-

esting to com parethebehaviourofthereduced m odelspredicted by di�erent

m ethodsin exam plesthatare inspired by problem sofphysicalinterest.The

purpose ofthe present work is to report som e results ofthe application of

the asym ptotic m ode reduction strategy (AM RS) and ofthe short-m em ory

M ori-Zwanzig approxim ation (short-m em ory M Z) to a collection ofm odels

that share com m on features with m ore com plicated system s that appear in

the study ofclim ate dynam ics.These non-trivialtest cases appeared in [1]

wherean analysisoftheirbehaviourand oftheperform anceofAM RS can be

found.Theanalysisheresuggeststhattheasym ptoticm odereduction strategy

and short-m em ory M Z approxim ation have,underconditionsthatwediscuss

in Section 4,sim ilarpredictive ability.Thetestcasessatisfy these conditions

and thus,weexpectthereduced m odelsarisingfrom thetwo m ethodstohave

sim ilarpredictive ability.The form ofthe reduced m odelsand the num erical

sim ulationssupportourexpectations.

The m ajority ofthe m ethodsfordim ensionalreduction rely on a separation

oftim e-scales between the variablesofinterest and the rest ofthe variables

in the system under investigation.This separation ofscales can be used in

di�erentwaysdepending on the form ofthe solutionsforthe fastdynam ics.

Thus,in the case ofinertialm anifold m ethods[2],the fastvariablesare,af-

ter a short transient,slaved to the slow ones.In the case ofm ethods that

are known as"averaging m ethods" [3],the fastvariablesare allowed to have

m ore com plex behaviourand a�ectthe slow variablesthrough the em pirical

m easure on the fastdynam ics.The resulting equationsforthe slow variables

are determ inistic.In the case ofthe asym ptotic m ode reduction strategy [4],

the fast variables reach a statisticalequilibrium m uch faster than the slow

variablesand thisisused to obtain (in a certain lim it)the reduction ofthe

system ’sdim ension.Theresultingsystem ofequationsfortheslow variablesis

stochastic.In thecaseof[5]theresolved variablesarecoupled to a heatbath

that is then approxim ated using the trigonom etric representation for Gaus-

sian processes.Chorin,Hald and Kupferm an [6,7],have proposed the use of

the M ori-Zwanzig projection form alism ofirreversible statisticalm echanics,

for the reduction ofthe dim ensionality ofa system ofordinary di�erential

equations.In contrastto thepreviousm ethods,the M ori-Zwanzig projection

form alism resultsin areform ulation oftheequationsfortheresolved variables.

Thisdoesnotm aketheproblem ofdim ensionalreduction easier.However,the

reform ulation servesasa starting pointforapproxim ationsofvariousdegrees

ofsophistication depending on thepropertiesoftheproblem athand.Finally,
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we should note the work ofPapanicolaou [8{11]which usesa projection for-

m alism (sim ilarto M ori-Zwanzig,albeitwith a di�erentprojection operator)

on the levelofthe Fokker-Planck and backward Fokker-Planck (Chapm an-

Kolm ogorov)equations.

Every m odereduction m ethod hastwoparts:a)identify thevariablesthatwill

constitutethereduced description andb)�ndtheequationsforthesevariables.

The techniques m entioned above avoid the �rst part by assum ing that the

variables to be picked are known in advance.However,knowledge ofwhat

are the "right" variablesto pick in an arbitrary system is a very im portant

and di�cult problem ,since di�erent com binations ofvariables can lead to

very di�erent reduced equations.This isan im portantissue forthe e�cient

num ericalim plem entation ofany m ode reduction m ethod.Techinques based

on properorthogonaldecom position [12],coarse-grained integration [13]and

the transferoperator[14]attem ptnotonly to perform dim ension reduction,

butalso to identify theappropriatevariablesthatwillconstitutethereduced

system .A concise exposition ofallthe m ethodsm entioned above along with

applicationsto m odelscan befound in [15].

The paperisorganized asfollows.In Section 2 we presenta sum m ary ofthe

asym ptotic m ode reduction strategy asitisapplied to a system ofordinary

di�erentialequations.In Section 3 we present the M ori-Zwanzig projection

form alism and the short-m em ory approxim ation arising from itwhich isap-

propriatefortheexam plesthatwewillbestudying.Thisapproxim ation serves

to illustratesom eanalogiesand di�erencesbetween thetwo m ethodsand we

present them in Section 4.W e also present conditions under which the two

m ethodsareexpected to have sim ilarbehaviour.In Section 5 we presentthe

equationsforthetestcasesthatwewillbeexam ining.Section 6collectsthere-

sultsoftheapplication ofthetwom ethodstothetestcases.A shortdiscussion

followsin Section 7.

2 A sym ptotic m ode reduction strategy

Supposewearegiven a system ofordinary di�erentialequations

d�

dt
= R(�) (1)

with initialcondition �(0)= x:Theasym ptoticm odereduction strategy[4,16]

isa two step procedure based on the assum ption thatthe setofvariablesof

thesystem havebeen splitinto two subsets,theresolved and unresolved.The

objectiveistoconstructequationsfortheevolution oftheresolved variablesby

elim inating theunresolved variables.Thesplitting ofthevariablesin resolved

and unresolved isnotarbitrary butrelieson the assum ption thatthere exist
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two sets ofvariables in the system thatevolve on di�erent tim e-scales.The

slow variablesareidenti�ed asresolved oneswhile thefastvariablesasunre-

solved.In the�rststep,theequationsfortheunresolved variablesarem odi�ed

by replacing thenonlinearself-interaction term sbetween theunresolved vari-

ablesby stochastic term s.The m otivation forthisisthatthe self-interaction

term sgovern theperturbationson shorttim e-scales,and ifwe are interested

in coarse-grained m odelling on longertim e-scales,theseterm scan bereplaced

accurately by stochastic term s.Itisim portantto notethatthisreplacem ent

isan assum ption thathasto be checked case by case.The second step uses

projection techniques for stochastic di�erentialequations [17{19,8]to elim i-

nate the fast variables.The elim ination procedure can be m ade rigorous in

thelim itofin�niteseparation oftim e-scalesbetween resolved and unresolved

variables(seee.g.[17]).

W epresentasum m ary ofthetwostepsofthem ethod forasystem ofordinary

di�erentialequations.W ewillfocuson equationswhoseform can describeall

the exam ples thatwe willstudy.M ore generalform s can be found in [4,15]

and referencesthere.

Forthe�rststep weassum ethatwehaveobtained in som eway thesplitting

ofthe variables in resolved and unresolved such that these two sets evolve

on di�erenttim e-scales.Supposethatthevector� ofsystem variablescan be

written as� = (�̂;~�);where �̂ aretheresolved variablesand ~� theunresolved

ones.Sim ilarly,the initialconditionscan be written asx = (̂x;~x):The �rst

step istorepresentthenonlinearself-interactionsbetween unresolved variables

in the equations forthe unresolved variableswith suitable stochastic term s.

In general,it is not easy to justify such a replacem ent (see e.g.[20]).For

the exam plesthatwe study,the justi�cation hasbeen num erical[1].W e will

return tothispointwhen wepresentthetestcases.W erewritethesystem (1)

as

d�̂

dt
= R̂(�)

d~�

dt
= ~R(�)= H (�)+ S(~�);

(2)

wheretheterm S(~�)containsthenonlinearself-interaction term sbetween the

unresolved variablesand H (�)containsthe restofthe term son the RHS of

the equations forthe unresolved variables.The �rst step ofAM RS replaces

theterm S by thefollowing stochasticexpression

S(~�)� �
�

�
~� +

�
p
�

d~W

dt
; (3)

where �;� are positive de�nite (diagonalin ourcase) m atrices and ~W (t)is

a vector-valued W iener process.Asm entioned in [4],the choice ofthispar-
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ticular expression in not essentialto the theory but it is convenient forthe

calculationsbecause ofthe availability ofexplicitexpressions forthe inverse

oftheassociated backward Fokker-Planck operator.Theparam eter� roughly

m easuresthe ratio ofthe correlation tim esofthe unresolved variablesto the

resolved onesand itsprecise de�nition willbegiven laterwhen westudy the

test cases.The stochastic approxim ation introduces the m atrices �;� that

have to be determ ined before we proceed with the second step ofAM RS.

The entries of� and � are chosen so asto m inim ize the di�erence between

the statisticalm om entsofthe originalsystem and those ofthe approxim ate

stochasticsystem (wereferto thisasstatisticalagreem ent).Forourchoiceof

stochasticapproxim ation which introducestwoparam eters,theprocedurewill

involvetheone-tim eand two-tim estatisticalpropertiesof(1).W ecan usethe

uctuation-dissipation theorem (one-tim e statistics)to reduce the num berof

param etersto bedeterm ined to only theentriesofthem atrix �:Them atrix

� isdeterm ined through thetwo-tim estatisticsof(1).M oredetailson how to

determ ine�;� willbegiven when wepresentthetestcases.

W ith thestochasticapproxim ation (3)thesystem (2)isreplaced by

d�̂

dt
= R̂(�)

d~�

dt
= H (�)�

�

�
~� +

�
p
�

d~W (t)

dt
:

(4)

To facilitate the presentation,we can think ofthe following splitting ofthe

RHS fortheresolved variables,

R̂(�)= R̂
0(�)+ �R̂

1(�̂);

where R̂ 0(�)isthefastpartoftheRHS thatincludesthecontributionsfrom

the unresolved variables,while �R̂ 1(�̂)isthe slow partthatcom esonly from

interactionsbetween the resolved variables.The asym ptotic m ode reduction

strategy can bem aderigorousin thelim itof� ! 0:To preparetheequations

forthe�nalelim ination oftheunresolved variables,wecoarse-grain thetim e

t! �tand wehave

d�̂

dt
=
1

�
R̂
0(�)+ R̂

1(�̂)

d~�

dt
=
1

�
H (�)�

�

�2
~� +

�

�

d~W (t)

dt
:

(5)

Ascan beseen from (5),thedynam icsfor ~� arean orderofm agnitudefaster

than theonesfor �̂:

Before we proceed with the second step ofAM RS that elim inates the un-

resolved variables,we note again that the approxim ation (3) is a working
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assum ption thathasto be checked case by case.However,ifwe assum e that

theapproxim ation (3)isvalid,then,dueto a theorem by Kurtz[17],thepro-

cessofelim ination oftheunresolved variablesbecom esrigorousin thelim itof

ini�nitescaleseparation.Thetheorem operateson theleveloftheChapm an-

Kolm ogorov (orbackward Fokker-Planck)equation associated with (5).

W hen presented with a system ofstochasticdi�erentialequationsoftheform

(5)wecan constructtwo linearpartialdi�erentialequations,onefortheevo-

lution ofthe probability density function (Fokker-Planck equation) and one

fortheevolution ofexpectation valuesoffunctionsofthesolution (Chapm an-

Kolm ogorov equation).TheChapm an-Kolm ogorov equation istheadjointof

the Fokker-Planck equation with respect to the scalar product de�ned on

X = R
n;wheren isthedim ensionality ofthesystem (1)(seebelow).W eshall

focusourattention on theChapm an-Kolm ogorov equation,sinceweareonly

interested in giving a briefaccountofAM RS (see [15]form ore details).For

any scalar-valued function g(̂x),wede�nethequantity

u
�(x;t)= Eg(�̂):

Then u� satis�estheChapm an-Kolm ogorov partialdi�erentialequation

@u�

@t
=

1

�2
L1u

�+
1

�
L2u

�+ L3u
�
; (6)

with u�(x;0)= g(̂x):Note thatwhile u�(x;0)isonly a function ofx̂,u�(x;t)

isa function ofallthevariables.TheoperatorsL1;L2 and L3 arede�ned by

L1 =
X

j2I~x

 

� jxj
@

@xj
+
�j

2

2

@2

@x2j

!

L2 =
X

j2Ix̂

R̂
0

j(x)
@

@xj
+

X

j2I~x

H j(x)
@

@xj

L3 =
X

j2Ix̂

R̂
1

j(̂x)
@

@xj

(7)

where Îx;I~x are index sets forthe resolved and unresolved variables respec-

tively.Also,j;�j arethe(diagonal)entriesofthem atrices�;�:

The second step ofAM RS elim inates the unresolved variables.From (6)we

see that the lim it � ! 0 is singular.Also,that (6) is a partialdi�erential

equation involving both resolved and unresolved variables.Thus,ouraim is

to derive (ifpossible),in the lim it� ! 0,a Chapm an-Kolm ogorov equation

fortheresolved variablesonly and from thisequation read o� theform ofthe

corresponding stochastic system forthe resolved variables.W e willuse only

form alm anipulationsthatcan bem aderigorousin thelim itof� ! 0 through

Kurtz’stheorem .W e proceed by expanding the solution u�(x;t)in powersof
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�

u
�(x;t)= u0 + �u1 + �

2
u2 + :::: (8)

W e insert (8)into (6)and collect term s ofequalpower in �:W e obtain the

following hierarchy ofequations

L1u0 = 0 (9)

L1u1 = � L2u0 (10)

L1u2 =
@u0

@t
� L2u1 � L3u0 (11)

...

De�nea scalarproducton X by

ha;bi=

Z

X

a(x)b(x)dx; (12)

forany two scalar-valued functionsa;b:The solvability ofthe equations(9)-

(11) requires that the RHS ofthe equations belong to the range ofL1,or

equivalently thatthey areorthogonal(underthescalarproductjustde�ned)

to the kernelofL�
1;the adjoint ofL1:By construction,we have chosen the

dynam icsofL1 in such away thatthekernelofL
�
1
containsonly oneelem ent.

Thisistheinvariantdensity fs(~x)underthedynam icsgoverned by thelinear

stochasticoperatorin (3).Thus,thesolvability condition foralltheequations

im pliesthattheRHSsaverageto zero with respectto fs(~x):Consequently,if

wedenoteby P theprojection on thesubspace X̂ ofresolved variables,where

P� �

Z

~X

� fs(~x)d~x;

wehaveP(RH S)= 0:Also,thesolvability oftheequation (9)im pliesPu0 =

u0;i.e.u0 isindependentof~x (see[15]).From equation (7)and thede�nition

oftheprojection P wehavethatPL1 = L1P = 0(form oredetailssee[4,15]).

W ecollecttheserem arksand �nd thatthefunction u0 satis�estheequation

@u0

@t
= PL3Pu0 � PL2L

� 1
1
L2Pu0

u0(̂x;0)= g(̂x)

(13)

whereL� 1
1 istheinverseoftheoperatorL1 (seeAppendixA in [4]).In thelim it

of� ! 0;Kurtz’stheorem m akesthesem anipulationsrigorousby statingthat

underthecondition PL2P = 0;i.ethesolvability condition for(10),thesolu-

tion u�(x;t)tendsto u0(̂x;t),whereu0 satis�es(13).M oreover,equation (13)

isa Chapm an-Kolm ogorov equation involving only theresolved variablesand

sinceL� 1
1 iscom putableforthestochasticapproxim ation (3),wecan use(13)

tocom putethecorrespondingstochasticdi�erentialequationsfortheresolved
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variables.Thisconcludesthesecond step ofAM RS.Note,thatin general,the

e�ective com puationaluse ofthe Chapm an-Kolm ogorov equation forthe re-

solved variablesrelieson theoperatorL1 having a closed form expression for

itsinverse.

3 M ori-Zw anzig projection form alism and the short-m em ory ap-

proxim ation

W epresenttheM ori-Zwanzigform alism and derivefrom ittheapproxim ation

thatwewillbeusing later,nam ely theshort-m em ory approxim ation.

3.1 Conditionalexpectationsand the M ori-Zwanzig form alism

Suppose thatwe are given the system ofequations(1)with initialcondition

�(0) = x:Furtherm ore,assum e that we know only a fraction ofthe initial

data,say x̂,where x = (̂x;~x) and correspondingly � = (�̂;~�) and that the

unresolved data aredrawn from a m easurewith density f(x):Unlikethecase

ofAM RS,herewedonotassum eanythingabouttheform ofthedensity f(x):

Suppose u;v are functions ofx,and introduce the scalar product (u;v) =

E [uv] =
R

u(x)v(x)f(x)dx.W e willdenote the space of functions u with

E [u2] < 1 by L2(f) or sim ply L2.W e are looking for approxim ations of

functionsofx by functionsofx̂,where x̂ are the variablesthatform ourre-

duced system (the resolved degrees offreedom ).The functions of x̂ form a

closed linear subspace ofL2,which we denote by L̂2.Given a function u in

L2,itsconditionalexpectation with respectto x̂ is

E [uĵx]=

R

ufd~x
R

fd~x
:

Theconditionalexpectation E [uĵx]isthebestapproxim ation ofu by a func-

tion ofx̂:

E [ju� E [uĵx]j2]� E [ju� h(̂x)j2]

forallfunctionsh.

W epick abasisin L̂2,forexam pleh1(̂x);h2(̂x);:::.Forsim plicity assum ethat

thebasisfunctionshi(̂x)areorthonorm al,i.e.,E [hihj]= �ij.Theconditional

expectation can be written as E [uĵx] =
P
ajhj(̂x),where aj = E [uhj] =

E [u(̂x;~x)hj(̂x)].Ifwe have a �nite num ber ofterm s only,we are projecting

on a sm allersubspace and theprojection iscalled a �nite-rank projection.In

thespecialcasewherewepick athe�nitesetoffunctionsh1(̂x)= x1;h2(̂x)=

x2;:::;hm (̂x)= xm ,then thecorresponding �nite-rank projection iscalled in

8



physicsthe"linear"projection (notethatallprojectionsarelinear,so"linear"

is used to denote that the projection is on linear functions ofthe resolved

variables).W eshould noteherethatitisnotalwaystruethatE [xixj]= 0 for

i6= j.

The system ofordinary di�erentialequations we are asked to solve can be

transform ed into thelinearpartialdi�erentialequation [21]

ut= Lu; u(x;0)= g(x) (14)

whereL =
P

iR i(x)
@

@xi
and thesolution of(14)isgiven by u(x;t)= g(�(x;t)).

Considerthefollowing initialcondition forthePDE

g(x)= xj ) u(x;t)= �j(x;t)

Using sem igroup notation wecan rewrite(14)as

@

@t
e
tL
xj = Le

tL
xj

LetQ = I� P:Equation (14)can berewritten as[21]

@

@t
e
tL
xj = e

tL
PLxj + e

tQ L
QLxj +

Z
t

0

e
(t� s)L

PLe
sQ L

QLxjds; (15)

wherewehaveused Dyson’sform ula

e
tL = e

tQ L +

Z t

0

e
(t� s)L

PLe
sQ L

ds: (16)

Equation (15)istheM ori-Zwanzig identity [22{24].Notethatthisrelation is

exactand isan alternativeway ofwriting theoriginalPDE.Itisthestarting

pointofourapproxim ations.Ofcourse,wehaveonesuch equation foreach of

theresolved variables�j;j= 1;:::;m .The�rstterm in (15)isusually called

M arkovian since itdependsonly on thevaluesofthevariablesatthecurrent

instant,thesecond iscalled "noise" and thethird "m em ory".Them eaning of

thedi�erentterm sappearingin (15)and aconnection (and generalization)to

the uctuation-dissipation theorem s ofirreversible statisticalm echanics can

befound in [6,25].

Ifwewrite

e
tQ L

QLxj = wj;

wj(x;t)satis�estheequation

8

<

:

@

@t
wj(x;t)= QLwj(x;t)

wj(x;0)= QLxj = R j(x)� PRj(̂x):
(17)

9



Ifweproject(17)using any oftheprojectionsdiscussed weget

P
@

@t
wj(x;t)= PQLwj(x;t)= 0;

sincePQ = 0.Also fortheinitialcondition

Pwj(x;0)= PQLxj = 0

by thesam eargum ent.Thus,thesolution of(17)isatalltim esorthogonalto

therangeofP:W ecall(17)theorthogonaldynam icsequation.Sincethesolu-

tionsoftheorthogonaldynam icsequation rem ain orthogonalto thesubspace

L̂2,wecan projecttheM ori-Zwanzig equation (15)on L̂2 and �nd

@

@t
Pe

tL
xj = Pe

tL
PLxj + P

Z t

0

e
(t� s)L

PLe
sQ L

QLxjds; (18)

3.2 The short-tim e and short-m em ory approxim ations

Theapproxim ation wewillexam ineisashort-tim eapproxim ation and consists

ofdropping theintegralterm in Dyson’sform ula (16)

e
tQ L

� e
tL
: (19)

In otherwordswe replace the ow in the orthogonalcom plem entof L̂2 with

theow induced by thefullsystem operatorL.Som ealgebra showsthat

Q(esQ L � e
sL)= O (s2); (20)

and

Z
t

0

e
(t� s)L

PLe
sQ L

QLxjds=

Z
t

0

e
(t� s)L

PLQe
sL
QLxjds+ O (t3): (21)

Asexpected theapproxim ation (19)isgood onlyforshorttim es.However,un-

dercertainconditionsthisapproxim ationcanbecom evalidforlongertim es.To

seethatconsiderthecasewhereP isthe�nite-rankprojectionsoPLQesQ LQLxj =
P

l
k= 1(LQe

sQ LQLxj;hk)hk(̂x)andPLQe
sLQLxj =

P
l
k= 1(LQe

sLQLxj;hk)hk(̂x):

Thequantities(LQesLQLxj;hk)can becalculated from thefullsystem with-

out recourse to the orthogonaldynam ics.Recall(20) which states that the

errorin approxim ating esQ L by esL issm allforsm alls.Thism eansthatfor

shorttim eswe can inferthe behaviourofthe quantity (LQesQ LQLxj;hk)by

exam ining thebehaviourofthequantity (LQesLQLxj;hk).
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If the quantities (LQesLQLxj;hk) decay fast we can infer that the quan-

tities (LQesQ LQLxj;hk) decay fast for short tim es. W e cannot infer any-

thing about the behaviour of(LQesQ LQLxj;hk) for larger tim es.However,

if(LQesQ LQLxj;hk) not only decay fast initially,but,also,stay sm allfor

largertim es,then we expectourapproxim ation to be valid forlargertim es.

Toseethisconsideragain theintegralterm in theM ori-Zwanzigequation.The

integrand becom esnegligible fort� t0,where t0 isthe tim e ofdecay ofthe

quantities(LQesQ LQLxj;hk).Thism eansthatourapproxim ation becom es

Z t

0

e
(t� s)L

PLe
sQ L

QLxjds�

Z t0

0

e
(t� s)L

PLQe
sL
QLxjds+ O (t3

0
):

From this we conclude that the short-tim e approxim ation is valid for large

tim es ift0 is sm alland is called the short-m em ory approxim ation.On the

other hand,ift0 is large,then the error,which is O (t3
0
),becom es large and

the approxim ation is only valid for short tim es.Note that the validity of

the short-m em ory approxim ation can only be checked after constructing it,

since itisbased on an assum ption aboutthelargetim ebehaviouroftheun-

known quantities (LQesQ LQLxj;hk).Note,that determ ination ofthe quan-

tities(LQesQ LQLxj;hk)requiresthe (usually very expensive)solution ofthe

orthogonaldynam icsequation.Theshort-m em oryapproxim ation,when valid,

allowsusto avoid thesolution oftheorthogonaldynam icsequation.

Ifthequantities(LQesLQLxj;hk)do notdecay fast,then wecan infer,again

only forshorttim es,thatthequantities(LQesQ LQLxj;hk)oftheexactM ori-

Zwanzig equation do not decay fast.Yet,it is possible that the quantities

(LQesQ LQLxj;hk)startdecaying very fastaftershorttim esand rem ain sm all

for longer tim es,so that the short-m em ory approxim ation could stillhold.

Ofcourse,this can only be checked a posteriori,afterthe sim ulation ofthe

short-m em ory approxim ation equations.

Inthestatisticalphysicsliterature,theassum ption thatthecorrelationsvanish

fors 6= 0 isoften m ade which isa specialcase ofthe short-m em ory approx-

im ation with the correlationsreplaced by a delta-function m ultiplied by the

integrals.An application oftheshort-m em ory approxim ation can befound in

[26].

4 A form alcom parison ofthe tw o m ethods

W e use the conditionsunderwhich the asym ptotic m ode reduction strategy

holdsto derive conditionsunderwhich we can constructa short-m em ory re-

duced m odelin the contextofthe M Z form alism .Thisallowsusto obtain a

form ofthe reduced system in the M Z form alism that is m ore am enable to

com parison to the reduced m odelobtained by AM RS.W e should note here

11



thatitispossible to startfrom the Chapm an-Kolm ogorov equation (6)and

applyaprojection form alism sim ilartoM ori-ZwanzigusingtheoperatorP not

P (seee.g.[9]and referencestherein).Undersuitableassum ptions(thesam e

conditionsastheoneswewillpostulateforthederivation oftheshort-m em ory

M Z m odelin thissection)onecan arriveatthereduced Chapm an-Kolm ogorov

equation (13).Ourintention in thissection isdi�erent.W e wantto com pare

the reduced short-m em ory m odelthatariseswhen M Z isapplied to the de-

term inistic system (1) to the reduced short-m em ory m odelthat arises from

AM RS,wherethesystem (1)is�rstreplaced by thestochasticsystem (2).

W rite S = 1

�
S0:This is along the lines ofintroducing explicitly the scaling

ofthe stochastic operator in (3) (note that in the following we continue to

referto thedynam icsoftheterm asS dynam icsand notS0 dynam ics).If,in

addition,wecoarse-grain tim et! �t;thesystem (1)becom es

d�̂

dt
=
1

�
R̂
0(�)+ R̂

1(�̂)

d~�

dt
=
1

�
H (�)+

1

�2
S0(~�):

(22)

TheoperatorL associated with (22)is

L =
1

�2
L1 +

1

�
L2 + L3 (23)

where

L1 =
X

j2I~x

S0j(x)
@

@xj
; L2 = L2 and L3 = L3:

From (18)we�nd fortheresolved variablexj;j= 1;:::;m

@

@t
Pe

tL
xj = Pe

tL
PLxj + P

Z t

0

e
(t� s)L

PLQe
sQ L

QLxjds; (24)

where L isgiven by (23).W ewantto usetheconditionsunderwhich AM RS

holdstosim plifytheequation(24).NotethatAM RSworkswiththeprojection

operator P while the M Z form alism works with the projection operator P

(we willsay m ore aboutthe relation between the two operatorsbelow).The

asym ptotic m ode reduction strategy has two steps.In the �rst step,under

suitable assum ptions,the dynam ics described by S are replaced by a linear

stochastic operator.In the second step,under suitable assum ptions which

guarantee the applicability ofKurtz’s theorem ,the unresolved variables are

elim inated and a reduced m odelfor the resolved variables is obtained.Our

goalhereisto translatealltheseassum ptions(conditions)in thelanguageof

theM Z form alism ,and,thus,obtain theconditionsunderwhich,fora system

with L given by (23),itispossibletoconstructashort-m em ory m odelforthe

slow variables.

12



Theconditionsunderwhich Kurtz’stheorem holdsare,asalready m entioned

in Section 2,

PL2P = 0; PL1 = L1P = 0: (25)

For the operator P used in the M Z form alism we have ,by construction,

L1P = 0:In the sam e way thatAM RS can be applied ifthe conditions(25)

hold,we suggestthatsim ilarconditionsshould hold forthe operatorP,ifa

short-m em ory m odelisto be found forthe specialcase where L isgiven by

(23).Thus,webegin by postulating theconditions

PL2P = 0; PL1 = L1P = 0: (26)

Thecondition PL2P = 0im pliesthatPetLPL2Pxj = 0:W enoteherethatthe

conditions(26)hold forthe testcases.Underthese conditions,the equation

fortheresolved variablexj becom es

@

@t
Pe

tL
xj = Pe

tL
PL3Pxj +

1

�2
P

Z t

0

e
(t� s)L

PL2e
sQ L

L2Pxjds; (27)

where we have also used thefactthatPxj = xj:The �rstterm istheanalog

ofthe �rst term in (13) and is the contribution ofthe interactions am ong

the resolved variablesto the reduced m odel.The second term in (27)com es

from the interaction am ong the resolved and unresolved variablesand isthe

analog ofthe second term in (13).The analogy becom es m ore clear when

we exam ine the m eaning ofthe integrand PL2e
sQ LL2Pxj:The existence (or

not)ofa reduced m odelin the lim it� ! 0 dependson the behaviourofthe

integrandPL2e
sQ LL2Pxj and,inparticular,onthebehaviourofL2e

sQ LL2Pxj.

Toseethisbetterwecan considerthecasewhen P isthe�nite-rankprojection

on a setoforthonorm alfunctionsh1(̂x);:::;hl(̂x):The integralterm in (27)

becom es

1

�2
P

Z t

0

lX

k= 1

(L2e
sQ (

1

�2
L1+

1

�
L2+ L3)L2xj;hk)hk(�̂(t� s))ds

Thekernels(L2e
sQ (

1

�2
L1+

1

�
L2+ L3)L2xj;hk)arecorrelationsoftheresolved-unresolved

interaction term sundertheorthogonaldynam ics.Given thespeci�cstructure

oftheoperatorL andtheconditions(26),thekernels(L2e
sQ (

1

�2
L1+

1

�
L2+ L3)L2xj;hk)

can beapproxim ated,in thelim it� ! 0,by(L2e
s
1

�2
L1L2xj;hk):So,in thelim it

of� ! 0;the orthogonaldynam icsare dom inated by the S dynam icsofthe

unresolved variables.Thisisalsothem eaningoftheoperatorL2L
� 1
1 L2 in (13).

M oreover,ifthe correlations(L2e
s
1

�2
L1L2xj;hk)decay on a tim e-scale O (�2),

then theintegralterm contributesto theRHS of(27)atthesam eorderwith

the�rstterm .Equation (27)becom es

@

@t
Pe

tL
xj = Pe

tL
PL3Pxj +

1

�2
P

Z t

0

e
(t� s)L

PL2e
s
1

�2
L1L2Pxjds; (28)
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Equation (28) is,for the speci�c L given by (23),the form that the short-

m em ory M Z approxim ation equation for the conditionalexpectation ofthe

resolved variablexj acquires.

In sum m ary,forL given by (23),wehavethat:i)theconditionsgiven by (26),

ii) the approxim ation (L2e
sQ (

1

�2
L1+

1

�
L2+ L3)L2xj;hk) � (L2e

s
1

�2
L1L2xj;hk) and

iii)theassum ption thatthequantities(L2e
s
1

�2
L1L2xj;hk)decayfast,guarantee

the existence ofa short-m em ory M Z m odelin the lim it� ! 0:The reduced

m odel(28)bearsgreatform alsim ilarity to the reduced m odel(13)obtained

by AM RS (seealso Appendix A in [4]fortheintegralrepresentation ofL� 1).

However,therearetwo m ain pointsofdi�erence thatwenow discuss.

The�rstpointisthedi�erencebetween theoperatorsL 1 and L1:Thisdi�er-

ence arisesfrom the stochastic approxim ation (3)in the �rststep ofAM RS.

Aswehave already m entioned,itisnoteasy to justify thisapproxim ation in

thegeneralcase[20].Forthetestcasesthejusti�cation wasnum erical[1].

Thesecond pointisthedi�erencebetween theprojection operatorsP and P:

TheoperatorP isde�ned by

P� �

Z

~X

� fcd~x;

wherefc(̂x;~x)=
fR

~X
fd~x

istheconditionaldensity conditioned on theresolved

variables x̂:On theotherhand,theoperatorP isde�ned by

P� �

Z

~X

� fsd~x;

where fs(~x) is the invariant density ofthe dynam ics governed by the linear

stochasticoperatorappearingin(3).Thus,thequestion ifandhow P relatesto

P isreduced tothequestion ofifand how fc isrelated tofs:Itisnotobvious,

ifand how fc and fs are related in general.However,forthe case when the

originalsystem (1)adm itsan invariantdensity f;the question isultim ately

connected to the�rstpointm entioned above,i.e.whetherthereplacem entof

theS dynam icsby a stochasticoperatorisjusti�ed.To seethatwewillneed

aresultfortheconditionaldensity fc in thelim it� ! 0;which wenow derive.

Theresultstatesthat,ifthedensity f isinvariantforthesystem (1),then,in

thelim it� ! 0;theconditionaldensity fc isinvariantundertheS dynam ics.

Indeed,ifthedensity f isinvariantfortheoriginalsystem (1),then theequa-

tion fortheevolution off is

L
�
f = [

1

�2
L
�
1
+
1

�
L
�
2
+ L

�
3
]f = 0; (29)

whereL� istheadjointofL with respectto thescalarproducth;ide�ned in
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(12).Notethat,by construction

L
�
2
= L

�
2

and L
�
3
= L

�
3

but,in general,

L
�
1 6= L

�
1:

In thelim it� ! 0and,ifweassum ethatthem easurerem ainssm ooth enough

to adm ita density,theterm 1

�2
L�
1f should dom inateand (29)becom es

L
�
1
f = 0 (30)

By thede�nition offc wehavef = fc
R

~X
fd~x and (30)gives

L
�
1
[fc

Z

~X

fd~x]= [

Z

~X

fd~x]L�
1
fc = 0; (31)

since L�
1
containsderivativesonly with respectto the unresolved variables ~x

while
R

~X
fd~x isa function oftheresolved variables x̂:From (31)we�nd

L
�
1fc = 0: (32)

Equation (32) is the result we need.It states that,in the lim it � ! 0,the

conditionaldensity fc is an invariant density for the S dynam ics.On the

otherhand,wehave,by de�nition,

L
�
1
fs = 0: (33)

Ifweassum ethattheequations(32-33)adm iteach a uniquesolution (forthe

sam eboundary conditions),then therelation between thedensitiesfc and fs
isgoverned by therelation between theoperatorsL�

1
and L�

1
:Buttherelation

between L�
1
and L�

1
isdeterm ined bytherelation between theoperatorsL1 and

L1;i.e.by whetherornotweareallowed to replacethefastdynam icsS by a

stochastic operator.So,the relation between the two projection operatorsP

and P,which arede�ned by fc and fs respectively,isdeterm ined,in thecase

thatf isinvariantfor(1),by whetherornotweareallowed toreplacethefast

dynam icsS by a stochastic operator.Forthe testcaseswe have fs = fc and

thus,weexpectthereduced m odelsconstructed from thetwom ethodstohave

sim ilarpredictiveability.Thenum ericalsim ulationssupportourexpectations.

5 T he m odels

Them odelsthatweuseto com parethetwo stochasticm odereduction m eth-

ods m entioned above �rst appeared in [1], where the perform ance of the

asym ptotic m ode reduction strategy was evaluated.W e chose these exam -

plessince,thereexistalready published resultsaboutthem fortheasym ptotic
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m odereduction strategyand alltheparam etersinvolved arewell-docum ented.

Allthem odelsthatweshallexam inehavea com m on structure.They consist

ofa system ofdeterm inistic di�erentialequationswhere a few (two atm ost)

slowly evolving variablesare coupled to a fastevolving heatbath.The heat

bath com esfrom a Fourier-Galerkin truncation oftheBurgers-Hopfsystem

ut+
1

2
(u2)x = 0;

wherex 2 [0;2�]:Ifweexpand thesolution u(x;t)in Fourierseries

u(x;t)=

�X

k= 1

uk(t)e
ikx
;

we�nd forthem odeuk

duk

dt
= �

ik

2

X

jk0j� �

uk0uk� k0; 1� k � �;

where � controlsthe size ofthe truncation.Also,u � k = u�k and we setin all

calculationsu0 = 0:

Asdem onstrated num erically by M ajdaand Tim ofeyev in [27],thistruncation

(foralargeenough num berofm odes)isadeterm inisticbutchaoticand m ixing

system ,thatisergodicon suitably de�ned equi-energy surfaces,and thetim e-

correlationsofthem odesobey a sim plescaling law.These propertiesqualify

thissystem asa good candidatefora stochasticheatbath.Them odesofthe

Galerkin truncation willbetheunresolved variablesthatwewish toelim inate,

thusobtaining a stochastic system forthe slowly evolving resolved variables.

The coupling ofthe variables on the RHS ofthe equations willbe oftriad

type,i.e.no variableappearson theRHS ofitsown equation.

The�rstm odeliscalled theadditivecaseand isgiven by

dx1

dt
= �

X

k

b
1jyz

k ykzk;
dyk

dt
= � Re

ik

2

X

jk0j� �

uk0uk� k0+ �b
yj1z

k x1zk;

dzk

dt
= � Im

ik

2

X

jk0j� �

uk0uk� k0+ �b
zj1y

k x1yk;

(34)

whereuk = yk + izk:Theinteraction coe�cientsareoforder1 and satisfy

b
1jyz

k + b
yj1z

k + b
zj1y

k = 0: (35)

The param eter � is a m easure ofthe strength ofthe coupling between the

variable x1 and the Burgers bath.The characterization additive is given in

anticipation ofthe form ofthe reduced m odelforx1 which willhave a noise

term ofadditivetype.
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Thesecond m odeliscalled them ultiplicative caseand isgiven by

dx1

dt
= �

X

k

(b
1j2y

k x2yk + b
1j2z

k x2zk);
dx2

dt
= �

X

k

(b
2j1y

k x1yk + b
2j1z

k x1zk);

dyk

dt
= � Re

ik

2

X

jk0j� �

uk0uk� k0+ �b
yj12

k x1x2;

dzk

dt
= � Im

ik

2

X

jk0j� �

uk0uk� k0 + �b
zj12

k x1x2;

(36)

wheretheinteraction coe�cientsareoforder1 and satisfy

b
1j2y

k + b
2j1y

k + b
yj12

k = 0; b
1j2z

k + b
2j1z

k + b
zj12

k = 0: (37)

Thecharacterization m ultiplicative isgiven in anticipation oftheform ofthe

reduced m odelforx1;x2 which willhavenoiseterm sofm ultiplicative type.

The third m odelisa com bination ofthe additive and them ultiplicative case

and iscalled thecom bined case

dx1

dt
= �a

X

k

b
1jyz

k ykzk + �m
X

k

(b
1j2y

k x2yk + b
1j2z

k x2zk);

dx2

dt
= �a

X

k

b
2jyz

k ykzk + �m
X

k

(b
2j1y

k x1yk + b
2j1z

k x1zk);

dyk

dt
= � Re

ik

2

X

jk0j� �

uk0uk� k0+ �ab
yj1z

k x1zk + �ab
yj2z

k x2zk + �m b
yj12

k x1x2;

dzk

dt
= � Im

ik

2

X

jk0j� �

uk0uk� k0+ �ab
zj1y

k x1yk + �ab
zj2y

k x2yk + �m b
zj12

k x1x2;

(38)

wheretheinteraction coe�cientsareoforder1 and satisfy

b
1jyz

k + b
yj1z

k + b
zj1y

k = 0; b
2jyz

k + b
yj2z

k + b
zj2y

k = 0;

b
1j2y

k + b
2j1y

k + b
yj12

k = 0; b
1j2z

k + b
2j1z

k + b
zj12

k = 0:
(39)

The values ofthe interaction coe�cients used in the num ericalexperim ents

can befound in [1].Dueto theconstraintson theinteraction coe�cientsand

the incom pressibility ofthe Burgersbath (when u0 = 0),the additive m odel

(34)adm itstheinvariantdensity

f(x)= Z
� 1exp(� �(x2

1
+ y

2

1
+ z

2

1
+ :::+ y

2

�
+ z

2

�
)); (40)

whereZ isthenorm alization constantand � isa param eterto bedeterm ined

through the equivalence ofthe canonicaland m icrocanonicalensem bles for

largeenough �:Forthem ultiplicative and com bined casesthedensity

f(x)= Z
� 1exp(� �(x21 + x

2

2 + y
2

1 + z
2

1 + :::+ y
2

� + z
2

�)); (41)
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isinvariantand Z and � arede�ned asin theadditivecase.To conform with

the notation ofthe previous sections we set x̂ = x1 in the additive case or

x̂ = (x1;x2)in them ultiplicativeand com bined cases,whileforallthreecases

~x = (y1;z1;:::;y�;z�):Theform ofthedensityim pliesequipartition ofenergy

am ongallthevariablespresentin am odel(weavoid di�erentiatingam ongthe

m odelswhen thereisno risk ofconfusion)and thus

V ar(x1)= V ar(x2)= V ar(y1)= :::= V ar(z�)=
1

2�
:

Forallthenum ericalsim ulations� = 50and �= 50:Thesevaluesareconsis-

tentwith an initialcondition with energy E 0 = x1(0)
2 +

P
�

k= 1y1(0)
2 + z1(0)

2

since
1

2�
=

E 0

1+ 2�

fortheadditivem odel.Forthem ultiplicative and com bined caseswehave

1

2�
=

E 0

2+ 2�
;

where E 0 = x1(0)
2 + x2(0)

2 +
P

�

k= 1y1(0)
2 + z1(0)

2:In the num ericalsim ula-

tions the initialconditions were sam pled from the invariant density (40) or

(41)(depending on the m odelathand)by the Box-M uellerm ethod [28]and

invoking theequivalenceofthecanonicaland m icrocanonicalensem bles.This

equivalence wasshown forthe Burgersbath only in [27]for� = 50,butthe

form oftheinvariantdensity suggestsitshould hold also forthecoupled sys-

tem s (see also discussion in [4]).This is supported by the fact that,in the

num ericalsim ulations,thequantitiesofinterestwerecom puted by averaging

overinitialconditionsand areidenticalto the resultsin [1],where they were

obtained by tim e-averaging overa singletrajectory.

6 C onstruction and application ofthe reduced m odels

W e proceed to construct the reduced m odels for the test cases m entioned

above.

6.1 Asym ptotic m ode reduction strategy m odels

For AM RS the reduced m odels were constructed in [1],so we only have to

constructhere the reduced m odelsforthe short-m em ory M Z approxim ation.

However,asprom ised in Section 2,we m ention briey the m ethodsinvolved

in the �rststep ofAM RS (the stochastic approxim ation step)forthe deter-

m ination ofthe param etersintroduced by the stochastic approxim ation (3).
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The param etersintroduced are the entriesofthe m atrices�;�:Forourtest

cases,� = diag(1;:::;�)and � = diag(�1;:::;��).In the num ericalsim -

ulations,theresolved variableswillbecoupled only to the�rst�vem odesof

theBurgersbath.However,thisdoesnotchangeanything aboutthem ethod

used to determ ine the param etersofthe stochastic approxim ation.Since we

havetwo param eters,thestatisticalagreem entbetween

d�

dt
= R(�)

and

d�̂

dt
= R̂(�)

d~�

dt
= ~R(�)= H (�)�

�

�
~� +

�
p
�

d~W (t)

dt
;

(42)

willhave to involve the one-tim e and two-tim e statistics ofthe system (see

[1]fordetails).First,we use the one-tim e statisticsto reduce the num berof

param eters.The unresolved variables evolve on a faster tim e-scale than the

resolved onesand,thus,areconsidered to relax quickly to a stationary state.

Forthe stochastic approxim ation (3),the unresolved variablesyk;zk reach a

stationary statedescribed by aGaussian density with zero m ean and variance
�2
k

2k
;k = 1;:::;�:On the otherhand,we know from (40)or(41)thatevery

unresolved variableisGaussianly distributed with zero m ean and variance 1

2�
:

Thus,the identi�cation
�2
k

2k
= 1

2�
yields a relation between �k and k and

reduces the param eters to be determ ined to only k.To do this,we exploit

the two-tim e statistics ofthe system .For the stochastic approxim ation (3),

the correlationsexhibit exponentialdecay and the characteristic decay tim e

is� 1k :Ofcourse,thecoupling with theresolved variableswillalterthedecay

rates so that the correlations do not decay exactly as exponentials.So,the

�rststep isto approxim atetheactualcorrelation functionsby exponentials

exp(� dnsk jtj)

2�
;

wherednsk istheinverseareabelow thecorrelationsE[yk(t)yk(0)];E[zk(t)zk(0)]

norm alized by 2�:


dns
k = (2� � area undertheactualcorrelation ofm odek)� 1:

Thesuperscriptdenotesthatthecorrelationsarecom puted from sim ulations

ofthefullsystem and E denotesexpectation with respecttothedensityforthe

fullsystem .Thesecond step istopick thevaluesofk in (42)soastooptim ize

consistency with exp(� dnsk jtj)=2�:In [1],therearethreedi�erentprocedures

suggested toachievethis.The�rstprocedure(P1)usesthescalinglaw forthe

19



correlation tim esfortheBurgersbath [27]to identify thecoe�cients k

k =
C1k
p
�
;

whereC1 isa constantsto bedeterm ined by sim ulationsoftheBurgersbath.

The second procedure (P2)setsk = dnsk .The third procedure (P3)adjusts

the k in such a way that the correlations for (42) reproduce the functions

exp(� dnsk jtj)=2� asclose aspossible (m oredetailsaboutthe procedurescan

befound in [1]).FortheadditivecasetheprocedureP3 issuperior,whilefor

them ultiplicativeand com bined casestheproceduresP2 and P3 aresuperior

and givesim ilarresults.Thenum ericalvaluesthatweused forthek can be

found in [1].

After we determ ine the param eters ofthe stochastic approxim ation we can

apply the elim ination procedure outlined in Section 2 to obtain the reduced

system forthe resolved variables.The elim ination procedure requiresthe in-

troduction ofa sm allparam eter� thatcontrolsthem agnitudeofthedi�erent

term sthatappearin theequations.Fortheadditiveand m ultiplicativecases,

� =
�

k= 1
p
2�

;

whileforthecom bined case

� =
m ax(�a;�m )

k= 1
p
2�

:

The nextstep isto coarse-grain thetim e (t! �t)and apply thesecond step

oftheelim ination procedurepresented in Section 2.

Fortheadditivecasethereduced equationsread

dx1

dt
= � x1 + � _W (t)

 =
�2

4�

�X

k= 1

(b
1jyz

k )2

k
; � =

s



�
:

(43)

Thus,AM RS predictsthatthevariablex1 isan Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process.

Forthe m ultiplicative case,the reduced equations forthe resolved variables

read

dx1

dt
= � �

2�x1 � �
2
N 1x

2

2x1 + ���11x2 _W 1(t)+ ���12x2 _W 2(t)

dx2

dt
= � �

2�x2 � �
2
N 2x

2

1
x2 + ���21x1 _W 1(t)+ ���22x1 _W 2(t)

(44)
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Thus,AM RS predicts that the reduced equations for the resolved variables

require the introduction ofnonlinear term s and m ultiplicative noises.Here

W 1(t);W 2(t) are independent W iener processes and the various param eters

arede�ned asfollows.Let

A = �
� 1

�X

k= 1


� 1
k ((b

1j2y

k )2 + (b
1j2z

k )2); B = �
� 1

�X

k= 1


� 1
k ((b

2j1y

k )2 + (b
2j1z

k )2)

C = �
� 1

�X

k= 1


� 1

k (b
1j2y

k b
2j1y

k + b
1j2z

k b
2j1z

k ):

(45)

Then

� = �
1

2
C; N 1 = �(A + C); N 2 = �(B + C); (46)

and them atrix �� isde�ned as

�� =

0

B
@

��11 ��12

��21 ��22

1

C
A ; (47)

and hastheproperty

����T =

0

B
@

A C

C B

1

C
A : (48)

The m atrix in (48)ispositive de�nite and itssquare root �� exists,although

itisnotunique.Forthesim ulations,�� waschosen to besym m etric.

Finally,forthecom bined case,thereduced equationsread

dx1

dt
= � �

2

m �x1 � �
2

m N 1x
2

2x1 + �m ��11x2 _W 1(t)+ �m ��12x2 _W 2(t)

� 11x1 � 12x2 + �11 _W 3(t)+ �12 _W 4(t);

dx2

dt
= � �

2

m �x2 � �
2

m N 2x
2

1x2 + �m ��21x1 _W 1(t)+ �m ��22x1 _W 2(t)

� 12x1 � 22x2 + �12 _W 3(t)+ �22 _W 4(t):

(49)

The param eters �;N1;N 2;�� are given by (46-48)and the param etersforthe

contributionsoftheadditiveterm saregiven by

11 =
�2a

4�

�X

k= 1

(b
1jyz

k )2

k
; 22 =

�2a

4�

�X

k= 1

(b
2jyz

k )2

k
; 12 =

�2a

4�

�X

k= 1

b
1jyz

k b
2jyz

k

k
: (50)
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Them atrix � isde�ned as

� =

0

B
@

�11 �12

�21 �22

1

C
A ; (51)

and hastheproperty

��
T = �

� 1

0

B
@

11 12

12 22

1

C
A ; (52)

and like �� it was chosen to be sym m etric for the sim ulations.Finally,the

processesW 1(t);W 2(t);W 3(t);W 4(t)areindependentW ienerprocesses.

6.2 Short-m em ory M Z approxim ation m odels

W e construct the short-m em ory M Z equations forthe three test cases.The

invariant probability density used to com pute allthe necessary projections

is given by (40) or (41) depending on the test case.The equations for the

short-m em ory approxim ation are

@

@t
e
tL
xj = e

tL
PLxj + e

tL
QLxj +

Z
t

0

e
(t� s)L

PLQe
sL
QLxjds; (53)

for j = 1 or j = 1;2 depending on the case.For the system s we exam ine

the M arkovian term PLxj isidentically zero,so QLxj = Lxj:In thisspecial

case,etQ LQLxj = etLLxj:The conditionalexpectation in the m em ory term

isapproxim ated by a �nite-rank projection on an orthonorm albasisconsist-

ing ofm odi�ed Herm itepolynom ials.ThechoiceofHerm itepolynom ialswas

m otivated by theGaussian form ofthedensity.Thebasisisgiven by

h
�(̂x)=

mY

j= 1

~H �j; (54)

where

~H �j = H �j((2�(1+ 2��j))
1

2xj)(1+ 2��j)
1

4e
� ��j�x

2

j: (55)

Fortheadditive casem = 1,whileforthem ultiplicative and com bined cases

m = 2 and the m ulti-index � = (�1;:::;�m ):The functionsH �j areHerm ite

polynom ials(with weightexp(� 1

2
x2j))satisfying

H 0(xj)= 1; H 1(xj)= xj; H �j(xj)=
1

p
�j
xjH �j� 1(xj)�

s

�j � 1

�j
H �j� 2(xj)

(56)
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The derivatives ofthe functions ~H �j(x) can be com puted by the recursive

relation

d

dx
~H �j(xj)=

p
�j(2�(1+ 2��j))

1

2 ~H �j� 1
(xj)� 2��j�xj

~H �j(xj): (57)

In general,we allow the di�erent resolved variablesto have di�erentscaling

factors��j,butin allthe num ericalsim ulations the scaling factorswere set

to zero.

W e also em ploy the proposition in [25]that,ifthe probability density isin-

variantthen theoperatorL isskew-sym m etric.Forthecaseofthe�nite-rank

projection we�nd

@

@t
e
tL
xj = �

Z t

0

X

�2I

(esLLxj;Lh
�)h�(�̂(t� s))ds+ e

tL
Lxj; (58)

for j = 1 or j = 1;2 depending on the case and I denotes the m -tuples of

indicesused in the �nite rank projection.Thus,theprojection coe�cientsof

them em oryarecorrelationsofdi�erentorderofthenoiseterm .Theprojection

coe�cientsinthem em oryterm in(58)arecom puted bysam plingtheinvariant

density,evolving the fullsystem and averaging.The noise term iscom puted

usingthem ovingaveragem ethod forsam plingstationary stochasticprocesses

with given m ean and autocorrelation [29].

An im portantissueishow doesonedecidehow m any term sand ofwhatform

are needed in the expansion ofthe m em ory term .For cases,where a scale

separation between resolved and unresolved variablesexistsand the resolved

variables include allthe slow variables,one way to choose the term s in the

expansion is to retain only term s whose coe�cients decay fast.The larger

is the ratio ofscale separation in the system under investigation,the m ore

accurateshould thisapproxim ation be.Onewould think thatm aybe whatis

needed fora betterm odelisthe inclusion ofslowly decaying m em ory term s.

However,thisisnotnecessarily so unlessoneiswillingtosolvetheorthogonal

dynam icsequation.Thereason isthatslowly decaying m em ory term sneed to

be com puted through the solution ofthe orthogonaldynam icsequation (see

also Section 3.2).Otherwise,theirinclusion can ham perthe accuracy ofthe

m odel(evidenceofthatfortheKuram oto-Sivashinsky equation waspresented

in [25]).In other words,when faced with a system that exhibits tim e scale

separation and alltheslow variablesareresolved,then theappropriatechoice

forthem em ory term s(asfarasexpense/accuracy isconcerned)isto pick the

fastdecaying ones.In the lim itofin�nite scale separation the choice offast

decaying term sbecom esexactand thisistheidea behind theconstruction of

AM RS and short-m em ory M Z.

Theproblem with thesuggestion ofpickingonlythefastdecayingterm sisthat

itquickly becom esim practical.Todeterm inehow fastthedi�erentcoe�cients
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decay we need to com pute them and determ ine which ones decay fast by

visualinspection.Fora system with even a few resolved variablesthenum ber

ofpossible com binationsofbasisfunctionsgrowsvery fastwith the orderof

thepolynom ialsused.Additionally,we do notexpectallofthefastdecaying

coe�cients to be equally im portant for the accuracy ofthe reduced m odel.

Thus,ifwe include them all,we m ay reduce the e�ciency ofthe the m odel

unnecessarily.

W eproposehereapartial�xoftheproblem ofpickingthecoe�cientsthatare

m ostrelevantforsystem swhich exhibittim e-scaleseparation.Iftheresolved

variablesinclude allthe slow variableswe expect,asalready m entioned,the

dom inantcoe�cientsin theexpansion ofthem em oryterm tobefastdecaying.

However,am ong thesefastdecaying coe�cientsthem ostim portantonesare

thosewith thelargestvaluesats= 0(see(58)).In otherwords,ifwecom pute

theprojection coe�cients(Lx j;Lh
�);wesuggesttokeep in theexpansion only

the term swhose coe�cientm agnitude issubstantially larger(e.g.atleasta

couple ofordersofm agnitude)than the m agnitude ofthe coe�cientsofthe

restoftheterm s.Theadvantageofthisapproach isthatwecan decidewhich

term s’coe�cientswewantto com puteby a relatively cheap calculation since

we do not need to evolve the fullsystem .W e applied this criterion to the

testcasesand concluded thatthem ostim portantterm sin theexpansion are

sim ilar to the ones predicted by AM RS.The calculation ofthe evolution of

thecoe�cientsfortheseterm s(by integrating repeatedly thefullsystem and

averaging)showed thattheyareindeed fastdecaying.However,notethatthere

isthepossibilitythataprojection coe�cient(Lx j;Lh
�)m ayhavealargevalue

ats = 0,butthe m agnitude ofthe corresponding term h� in the expansion

can besm all,thusm aking theaboveprocedurenotcom pletely failproof.

W eshould add here,thatthetestcasesweexam inedo notexhibitextrem ely

largescaleseparation ratiosand thisresultsin errorsin thepredictions.This

isto be expected and driveshom e the pointthatforan im proved prediction

weshould,also,includein theexpansion slowly-decaying coe�cientsofhigher

order,com puted through the orthogonaldynam ics equation.In M Z,in ad-

dition to picking up only the fastdecaying term sin the expansion,we have

at our disposalthe orthogonaldynam ics equation whose solution,although

expensive,can provide us with slowly decaying projection coe�cients even

forthe case where there isno scale separation between the resolved and un-

resolved variables.Ofcourse,this ability stem s from the fact that M Z is a

reform ulation oftheproblem ,henceitallows,in principle,theconstruction of

m odelsofarbitrary accuracy.In AM RS,itisnotpossible,exceptforspecial

cases(seeSection 4.5 in [4]),to accountforslowly decaying term s.

ItistruethattheM Z form alism allowsre�nem entsbycom putingtheevolution

ofslowlydecayingm em oryterm s.Thiscanbedonethroughtheorthogonaldy-

nam icsequation.However,therearetwo sourcesofadditionalcom putational
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expensein thiscase.Oneistosolvetheorthogonaldynam icsequation and the

otheristosolvetherandom integrodi�erentialequation forthereduced m odel,

which willnow have m oreintegralterm s.The solution ofthe orthogonaldy-

nam ics equation isnotparticularly expensive because the quantities needed

to setitup can becom puted in thesam eprocessofcom puting thequantities

needed fortheshort-m em ory m odel.Ofcourse,thereisan additionalexpense

to actually solve the orthogonaldynam icsequation butthisisnotassevere.

The reason isthatthe solution ofthe orthogonaldynam icsequation can be

reduced to a solution ofa system oflinearVolterra integralequationswhich

can bedonee�ciently (seealso [6]).Them ain expenseappearsafteronehas

constructed thereduced m odel.First,therearem oreintegralterm snow than

before,and m oreover,these term shave slowly decaying integrands.Asa re-

sult,therepeated solution ofsuch a reduced m odelcan becom eprohibitively

expensive becausetheevaluation oftheintegralterm scan bevery costly.

6.3 Num ericalsim ulations

W e present the results ofthe num ericalsim ulation ofthe reduced m odels

produced by AM RS and M Z forthe testcasesofSection 5.W e should note

here thatthe am ountofwork needed to constructand integrate the reduced

m odelsiscom parableforthetwo m ethods.ForAM RS,oneneedstosolvethe

fullsystem repeatedly to com putetheentriesofthedissipation m atrix �.For

short-m em ory M Z,one needsto solve the fullsystem repeatedly to com pute

the m em ory kernels (esLLxj;Lh
�):After the reduced m odels are com puted,

one needs to integrate them .In the case ofAM RS,we need to integrate a

system ofstochastic di�erentialequations.In the case ofM Z,a system of

random integrodi�erentialequations.ThefactthattheM Z reduced equations

are random (colored noise) allows the faster convergence of the averaging

procedure (e.g.to com pute correlations).However,the gain in e�ciency is

o�setby thefactthatwe dealwith integrodi�erentialequations.Asa result,

theoverallcom putationale�ortneeded isthesam eforthetwom ethods.M ore

detailsabouttheim plem entation ofthereduced m odelsareo�eredbelow when

theexam plesareanalyzed.

FortheadditivecasetheAM RS reduced equation fortheresolved variablex1
isgiven by (43)and theM Z reduced equation isgiven by

d�1

dt
= �

Z t0

0

(esLLx1;L ~H 1(x1))~H 1(�1(t� s))ds+ F1(t)

�1(0)= x1(0);

(59)
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Fig.1.Additive case.Evolution of(etLLx1;L
~H 1(x1)):

where

L = R x1

@

@x1
+

�X

k= 1

(R yk

@

@yk
+ R zk

@

@zk
); Lx1 = R x1 = �

X

k

b
1jyz

k ykzk;

andF1(t)isastationarystochasticprocesswith m eanzeroandautocorrelation

(etLLx1;Lx1);where the inner product is weighted by the invariant density

(40).Thecoupling constant� = 4;thetruncation sizeis�= 50 and � = 50:

Notethatduetotheshort-m em ory approxim ation,theintervaloftheintegral

in (59)isrestricted to [0;t0]:Thisisdonefortwo reasons.First,because the

kernelofthe integral(esLLx1;L ~H 1(x1))decaysfastand second,because the

estim ate ofthe kernelcan notbe accurate forlarge s by the errorestim ates

fortheshort-m em ory approxim ation.Thetem poralevolution ofthekernelis

shown in Fig.(1).Itwascom puted by sam pling thedensity (40),evolving the

fullsystem (34)with thefourth-orderRunge-Kutta algorithm and averaging.

Theresultsshown in Fig.(1)correspond to averaging over10000 sam ples.For

the num ericalsim ulations of(59) we set t0 = 1:The fact that the kernel

decays fast m otivates its replacem ent by a delta-function m ultiplied by the

integralofthekernel.Thisapproxim ation willbereferred to asthedelta M Z

approxim ation.To check the relevance ofthe short-m em ory approxim ation,

wealso solved theorthogonaldynam icsequation forx1 keeping up to second

order term s in the expansion ofthe m em ory and the tem poralevolution of

(etQ LLx1;L ~H 1(x1))isidenticalto (e
tLLx1;L ~H 1(x1)):Theparam eter� = 0:63

forthiscase,which isnotsm all,butasseen from theresultsbelow itissm all

enough to guarantee the validity ofthe short-m em ory approxim ation and of

AM RS.

In [1],the autocorrelation ofx1 wasused to evaluate the perform ance ofthe

reduction strategy.Fig.(2) shows the predictions for the autocorrelation of

x1 from AM RS,short-m em ory M Z and the delta M Z approxim ation.The
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Fig.2.Additivecase.a)Autocorrelation oftheresolved m odex1:b)Relative error

ofthepredictionsofthe autocorrelation ofx1:

truth referstotheautocorrelation com puted from thefullsystem (in thiscase

(34)).As m entioned before,only the �rst �ve interactions coe�cients were

nonzero.Thetruth wascom puted by sam pling thedensity (40),evolving (34)

withthefourth-orderRunge-Kuttaalgorithm andaveraging.Theestim atewas

com puted using10000sam ples.TheAM RS reduced equation (43)wasevolved

with theEulerschem eforinitialvaluesofx1 drawn from theprojected on x1
form ofthedensity (40)and di�erentrealizationsofthewhitenoiseterm .The

AM RS estim ateoftheautocorrelation wascom puted by averaging over20000

sam ples and noise realizations.Finally,the M Z estim ates were produced by

sam pling again theprojected on x1 density and thenoiseterm F1(t),evolving

with the fourth-orderRunge-Kutta algorithm and averaging.Note that,the

M Z equations have a colored noise term and thus do not require the use

ofa stochastic solver.The short-m em ory M Z estim ates were com puted by

averaging over1000 sam plesand noiserealizations.Theuseofa colored noise

allows for the faster convergence ofthe averaging procedure.However,the

gain in com putationaltim e by the need to evolve fewersam ples isbalanced

by the factthatwe have to solve integrodi�erentialequationsforthe short-

m em ory approxim ation.The delta M Z approxim ation,where we no longer

have integralm em ory term s,perform s surprisingly well,since it has alm ost

thesam eaccuracy astheshort-m em ory M Z approxim ation whilebeing m uch

m oree�cientnum erically (about10tim es).ThedeltaM Z approxim ation was

com puted by averaging over 1000 sam ples and noise realizations.Allthree

estim ateshavecom parableaccuracy forshorttim es,whileforlatertim esthe

relative error ofthe AM RS estim ate appears to increase reaching a plateau

ofabout 20% :The M Z estim ates’relative error rem ains around 3% for the

intervalofintegration.

Forthem ultiplicativecase(see(36)),theAM RS reduced equationsforx1;x2
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aregiven by (44)whiletheM Z equationsare

d�1

dt
= �

Z t0

0

(esLLx1;~H 1(x1))~H 1(�1(t� s))ds

�

Z t0

0

(esLLx1;L(~H 2(x2)~H 1(x1)))~H 2(�2(t� s))~H 1(�1(t� s))ds+ F1(t);

d�2

dt
= �

Z t0

0

(esLLx2;L ~H 1(x2))~H 1(�2(t� s))ds

�

Z
t0

0

(esLLx2;L(~H 2(x1)~H 1(x2)))~H 2(�1(t� s))~H 1(�2(t� s))ds+ F2(t);

�1(0)=x1(0); �2(0)= x2(0);

(60)

where

L = R x1

@

@x1
+ R x2

@

@x2
+

�X

k= 1

(R yk

@

@yk
+ R zk

@

@zk
);

Lx1 = R x1 = �
X

k

(b
1j2y

k x2yk + b
1j2z

k x2zk);

Lx2 = R x2 = �
X

k

(b
2j1y

k x1yk + b
2j1z

k x1zk);

and F1(t);F2(t) are stationary stochastic processes with m ean zero and au-

tocorrelation (etLLx1;Lx1);(e
tLLx2;Lx2) respectively.The inner product is

weighted by the invariant density (41).The coupling constant � = 3:The

intervalofintegration isagain restricted to [0;t0]and forthe num ericalsim -

ulationst0 = 2:Fig.(3)showsthe tem poralevolution ofthe m em ory kernels

(etLLx1;L ~H 1(x1))and (etLLx1;L(~H 2(x2)~H 1(x1))):The kernels forthe equa-

tion forx2 have sim ilarbehaviour.The kernelsdecay fastand,asin thepre-

viouscase,we also tried to replace thekernelsby a delta function m ultiplied

by theintegralofthekerneland thisapproxim ation isagain called delta M Z.

However,thefactthatwehavetointegratethekernelsup tot0 = 2showsthat

they decay m oreslowly than in theadditivecase.Thisisto beexpected ifwe

look atthe form of,say,Lx1:Due to the m ultiplicative coupling,thisquan-

tity now dependsnotonly on theunresolved variables,but,also,on theslow

resolved variablex2 and thustheautocorrelation ofLx1 dependson theauto-

correlation ofx2.Thisresultsin a slowerdecay of(e
tLLx1;L ~H 1(x1)),and we

expecttheerroroftheshort-m em ory approxim ation to belargerthan in the

additivecase.On theotherhand,AM RS resultsin equationsfortheresolved

variables that have a m ultiplicative noise (see (44)),i.e.the dependence on

theslow variablesistaken outofthenoiseprocess.Thisisin accordancewith

theway theAM RS equationsarederived,which isin thelim itofin�nite-scale

separation.

The param eter� = 0:41:Allalgorithm icconsiderationsand num bersofsam -

ples are the sam e as in the additive case,except for the algorithm used to
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Fig. 3. M ultiplicative case. a) Evolution of (etLLx1;L
~H 1(x1)): b) Evolution of

(etLLx1;L(~H 2(x2)~H 1(x1))):

integrate the AM RS reduced equations(44).W e followed [1]and used tim e-

splitting,usingasecond-orderRunge-Kuttaalgorithm forthenonlinearterm s

and thestrong M ilstein schem e oforder1 forthestochasticterm s.

To check again thevalidity oftheshort-m em ory approxim ation wesolved the

orthogonaldynam icsequationsforx1;x2 keeping up to second orderpolyno-

m ials in each variable and the results forthe kernels were very close to the

ones predicted by the short-m em ory approxim ation.This suggests that we

expecttheshort-m em ory and AM RS estim atesto be,atleastforshorttim es,

accurate.Fig.(4)showstheestim atesfortheautocorrelation ofx1 aspredicted

by AM RS,short-m em ory M Z and delta M Z com pared to the truth (sim ilar

resultshold forx2).The M Z estim atesare superiorto the onesproduced by

AM RS forup to tim e t� 5;afterwhich the AM RS estim ate becom esm ore

accurate.Notethat,up totim et� 5theerrorforallm ethodsisaround 10% ;

thusjustifying ourexpectation ofthe validity ofthe short-m em ory approxi-

m ation forshorttim es.Attheinstantt= 10when westopped theintegration

therelativeerroroftheAM RS estim ateisabout25% whiletheoneproduced

by thetwo M Z variantsisabout45% .Thelargererrorcom pared to theaddi-

tivecasecon�rm sourexpectationsstated above.Thefactthatdelta M Z and

short-m em ory M Z give very sim ilar results and thatto within second order

polynom ials the orthogonaldynam ics kernels are close to the short-m em ory

ones,indicates thatthe short-m em ory kernels are ratheraccurate.So,what

seem sto beneeded foran im provem entoftheresultsisto com pute,through

theorthogonaldynam ics,projection coe�cientsofhigherorderand,possibly,

for these coe�cients extend the intervaloftim e integration in the m em ory

term .W e did not attem pt this here,because our purpose was to com pare

AM RS and M Z in situationswhere theirnum ericale�ciency isofthe sam e

order.

29



0.0 2.0 4.0 6.0 8.0 10.0

Time

0.00

0.20

0.40

0.60

0.80

1.00

E
[x

1
(t

)x
1
(0

)]

Truth

Short−memory OP

Delta OP

AMRS

(a)

0.0 2.0 4.0 6.0 8.0 10.0

Time

0.00

0.10

0.20

0.30

0.40

0.50

re
l_

e
rr

(E
[x

1
(t

)x
1
(0

)]
)

Short−memory OP

Delta OP

AMRS

(b)

Fig.4.M ultiplicative case.a)Autocorrelation oftheresolved m odex1:b)Relative

errorofthepredictionsofthe autocorrelation ofx1:

The last test case we exam ined is the com bined one (see (38)),where the

coupling ofthe resolved variables to the unresolved is ofboth additive and

m ultiplicative type.Forthiscase,theAM RS reduced equationsaregiven by

(49),whilethereduced M Z equationsare

d�1

dt
= �

Z t0

0

(esLLx1;~H 1(x1))~H 1(�1(t� s))ds

�

Z t0

0

(esLLx1;L(~H 2(x2)~H 1(x1)))~H 2(�2(t� s))~H 1(�1(t� s))ds+ F1(t);

d�2

dt
= �

Z t0

0

(esLLx2;L ~H 1(x2))~H 1(�2(t� s))ds

�

Z t0

0

(esLLx2;L(~H 2(x1)~H 1(x2)))~H 2(�1(t� s))~H 1(�2(t� s))ds+ F2(t);

�1(0)=x1(0); �2(0)= x2(0);

(61)

where

L = R x1

@

@x1
+ R x2

@

@x2
+

�X

k= 1

(R yk

@

@yk
+ R zk

@

@zk
);

Lx1 = R x1 = �a
X

k

b
1jyz

k ykzk + �m
X

k

(b
1j2y

k x2yk + b
1j2z

k x2zk);

Lx2 = R x2 = �a
X

k

b
2jyz

k ykzk + �m
X

k

(b
2j1y

k x1yk + b
2j1z

k x1zk);

and F1(t);F2(t) are stationary stochastic processes with m ean zero and au-

tocorrelation (etLLx1;Lx1);(e
tLLx2;Lx2) respectively.The inner product is

weighted by the invariant density (41).The coupling constants are �a =

4;�m = 3:The intervalofintegration is again restricted to [0;t0]and for

the num ericalsim ulationst0 = 1:Note,thatwhile the reduced AM RS equa-
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Fig. 5. Com bined case. a) Evolution of (etLLx1;L
~H 1(x1)): b) Evolution of

(etLLx1;L(~H 2(x2)~H 1(x1))):
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Fig.6.Com bined case.a)Autocorrelation oftheresolved m odex1:b)Relativeerror

ofthepredictionsofthe autocorrelation ofx1:

tions(49)involveterm sthatcom eeitherfrom them ultiplicativecouplingpart

ortheadditivecoupling part,theM Z equations(61)involvealso cross-term s,

i.e.products ofterm s where one factor com es from the m ultiplicative part

and theotherfrom theadditivepart.Fig.(5)showsthetem poralevolution of

thekernels(etLLx1;L ~H 1(x1));(e
tLLx1;L(~H 2(x2)~H 1(x1))):Thekernelsforthe

equation forx2 have sim ilarbehaviour.The kernelsdecay fastand,asin the

previouscase,we also tried to replace the kernelsby a delta function m ulti-

plied by theintegralofthekerneland thisapproxim ation isagain called delta

M Z.The param eter� = 0:49:Allalgorithm ic considerationsand num bersof

sam plesarethesam easin them ultiplicative case.

Fig.(6) shows the estim ates for the autocorrelation of x1 as predicted by
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AM RS,short-m em ory M Z and delta M Z com pared to the truth (sim ilarre-

sults hold for x2).The M Z estim ates are superior to the ones produced by

AM RS forup to tim et� 5:Afterthatand untiltim et� 9;theAM RS esti-

m ate’saccuracy ishigher.Forthetim eintervalshown here,therelativeerror

forallthree m ethodshasa m axim um value around 25% :Ifwe com pare the

accuracy oftheresultsforM Z and AM RS takingintoaccounttheirbehaviour

in thepureadditive and m ultiplicative cases,we see thattheperform ancein

the com bined case isto be expected,since itisa m ixture ofthe advantages

and drawbacks ofeach individualm ethod asm anifested in the additive and

m ultiplicative cases.The fact,thatM Z exhibitshigheraccuracy fora larger

intervaloftim e,should be attributed to the factthatthe additive coupling

constant is larger,thus bringing the com bined case som ewhat closer to the

additivecase(seealso discussion ofresultsforthecom bined casein [1]).

7 C onclusions

W e have presented num ericalresults com paring two stochastic m ode reduc-

tion strategies.The�rstm ethod (AM RS),proposed byM ajda,Tim ofeyev and

Vanden-Eijnden,isbased on an asym ptoticstrategy developed by Kurtz.The

second m ethod is a short-m em ory approxim ation ofthe M ori-Zwanzig pro-

jection form alism ofirreversiblestatisticalm echanics,asproposed by Chorin,

Hald and Kupferm an.The novelfeature ofthese m ethodsisthatthey allow

the use,in the reduced system ,ofhigher order term s in the resolved vari-

ables.Thetwo m ethodswereapplied to a collection oftestcasesthatexhibit

separation oftim e-scalesbetween the resolved and unresolved variablesand,

also,sharesom efeatureswith m orecom plicated m odelsused in thestudy of

clim atedynam ics.

Dependingonthetestcase,oneofthetwom ethodscanhavesuperioraccuracy,

buttheoverallbehavioursuggeststhatforcaseswith separationoftim e-scales,

the two m ethods result in reduced system s ofequations that have sim ilar

predictive ability.For the test cases we exam ined,the replacem ent ofthe

kernelsin them em ory term sby delta-functions(thedeltaM Z approxim ation)

does not appear to be very harm fulto the accuracy ofthe approxim ation,

while at the sam e tim e it m akes the integration ofthe reduced equations

around 10 tim esfaster.Thetestcaseshighlightthelim itationsofAM RS and

ofshort-m em ory M Z when the separation oftim e-scalesbecom eslesssharp.

In this case,M Z allows for a system atic,although expensive,calculation of

reduced equations that incorporate long-tim e m em ory e�ects.On the other

hand,AM RS,by construction,cannotbereadily extended to thesecases.For

specialcases,like the m ultiplicative case above (see also Section 4.5 in [4]),

the reduction perform ed by AM RS can be e�ected by working directly on

the stochastic di�erentialequations (4),without recourse to the associated
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Chapm an-Kolm ogorov equation.Thisallowsfora system atic developm entof

reduced equationsthataccountforlong-tim em em ory e�ects.

It would be interesting to com pare the two m ethods when applied to m ore

realistic m odels e.g.equations for clim ate dynam ics,where a separation of

tim e-scalesisknown to existbetween the quantitiesofinterestand the huge

num beroffastervariablesthatconstitutetheclim atesystem [30].
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