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In this paper, we apply sensitivity methods to nonlinear BIle Burgers and KPZ equations. These equa-
tions are known to have analytical solutions which makeezdbe analysis of the sensitivity of their solutions
to initial conditions. The main result stands in the fact th@ most the solution is sensitive to the initial condi-
tion, the most it is decorrelated in space, the values of the initial condition participate to the smintat all
distances of the wave front. This finally reveals a particakpect of the Burgers turbulence.

I. INTRODUCTION 1. THE HEAT EQUATION

Burgers and related equations have been introduced in Before we treat the case of nonlinear equation, we shall
many fields of sciences such as non-equilibrium statisticagxamine in this section the case of the heat equation:
physics. For instance, we can cite, in cosmology, the model 0T = vd. 7 3)

. . . t xrT
known as the adhesion modzl [1], there is also the modeling
of traffic jam [2], the description of directed polymers imga  With the initial condition: Z(x,0) = (), and wherev is
dom mediall3] /4] or the dynamics of growing interfatk [5]. some diffusion parameter. We have the well known solution
Note also that the Burgers equation may be a draft modelinp the heat equation as the convolution integral:
to fluid dynamics. 400 (z —y)?

When modeling a system by means of the Burgers or the Z(z,t) = \/—/ Y(y) exp {—T
KPZ equation knowledge of the initial condition is required A Y
However a great insight of the problem is necessary in orNow we can calculate the sensitivity coefficierg, the func-
der to fit experimental data as soon as high quality results artional derivative of the solutio& (z, t) with respect to the ini-
available. It is then interesting to know the interdepergen tial conditionzp(:c) directly from this solution. It reads:
of the solution of the modeling equation to initial conditf

} dy. (4)

+oo _ 2
This is the goal of sensitivity analysis to provide the sgste- 0Z(z,t) / (W ex [—u} dy.
sponse to variations of inpui [€, 7]. This mathematical mdth oY (x ) Vi vt 5
has been applied in numerous domains of sciences, see for in- S(y) , o . ( )_
stancel([8[19]. As we have: (o) = o(z’ — y), the sensitivity coefficient is
For an initial value problem, such as the following evolatio then given by:
equation: 6Z(x,t) 1 (z —2')?
L= -, 6
0 A o (a’) Tt ¥ [ vt } ©)
vz, t) = Au(z,1) We first remark that the density is well correlated along the
u(z,0) = ¢(z), = €R, (1) linez = 2/ in the (z,z’) plane and it does not involve the

initial condition () itself. In fact, since the heat equation
where A is some nonlinear operator, the variatiép(xz) of s linear, this density is also a solution to the heat equatio
the initial condition should imply variationgu(z,¢) in the  with the initial conditions(x — z’) (i.e. the fundamental so-
solutionu(x,t) of the equation. These variations obey thelution). Moreover, ag goes to infinity the sensitivity coeffi-

functional relation: cient spreads and goes to zero. Consequently, the solation t
the heat equation is asymptotically insensitive to initiah-
oo Su(w,t) ditions. This proves, as well, the known issue concernieg th
du(z,t) = /_OO 50 (y) () dy (2) very high difficulty to find the initial condition from the mea

surement ot (z, t) at any time.

Then the functional derivativéu(z,t)/d¢(y) (sometimes
called the density) gives a quantitative measure of the re-
sponse of the actual solutian(z, t) to any variation of the
input.

As said extensively in the literature, nonlinear and clwaoti
systems are mainly characterized by sensitivity to in@@-
ditions. The purpose of the present paper is to quantify this
sensitivity in the cases of Burgers and related equations. Ot + u0yu = VO, u, (7

1. THE UNFORCED BURGERS EQUATION

Let us recall, the chain of transformations leading to the so
lution of the unforced Burgers equation. The Burgers equati
is given by:
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with the initial conditionu(z,0) = ¢(z). Wherev stands
usually for the viscosity coefficient. The change of funatio
defined byu(z,t) = —0,h(z,t) leads to the KPZ equation
[E]:
1 2

Oth = B (0zh)” + vOyah, (8)
with the corresponding initial conditioi(z, 0) = n(z). Then
the Hopf-Cole transformatiorti = 2 In 7, yields to the heat
equation (Eq.[03))5, 10, L11].

From the general solution of the heat equation (El. (4)), we

find the solution to Eq{8) as:

h(z,t) =2vin {ﬁ

x/:o exp [2% <77(y) - %)] dy}- 9)

Taking the functional derivative of this equation, we obtai
the sensitivity coefficient ok(z, t) to the initial condition:

SEE)
[T exp [2% (n(y) - %)} dy

Sh(z,t)

on(z')

(10)

On the contrary to the heat equation, the unforced KPZ

equation solution is very sensitive to the initial conditio
moreover this is also the case in the long time limit:

Sh(z,t)

_exp [gy(a)]
1m
t=oo dn(a’)

[T exp [Ln(y)] dy

: (11)

where we assume the convergence of the integral. Surpris-

ingly it does not depend on. This means that, in the long
time limit, the initial conditionn(z’) at the distance’ influ-
encesh(z, t) for all the values ofr with the same weight. It
is interesting also to look at the inviscid limit of this rédtsu
Assuming there is only one stationary pointthe sensitivity
coefficient may written as:

(Sh(l',t) t—o0, v—0 |h”((l)| 1 ’
e N exp |5 0te') - n(a))](lz)

Note these two limits do not act always uniformly. Agor-
responds to the maximum gfz), we see that the sensitivity
coefficient is peaked on this value.
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FIG. 1: Plots of the solution to Eq[J(9): (a) and of the solotio the
Burgers equation (b) for the time= 8 in arbitrary units. The doted
lines correspond to initial conditions. The sensitivitefficients are
plotted as function of on (c) and as function of’ on (d).

case for the sensitivity coefficient as a functionz6fwhere
x is also fixed to 4. However in this case, a higher maxi-
mum is found near the edge of the wave front on FIg. (1 —

A simple example of illustration of these results may bed). This suggests that the whole wave front is involved in the

given with the choice of the initial condition for the veloci
in the Burgers equation agz,0) = sech® z, so that the ini-
tial condition forh is h(xz,0) = —tanh 2. On Fig. 1 —a
and b), we present the values ifz,t) and of the solution
to the Burgers equation(z, t) for the timet = 8 (given in
arbitrary units) as functions af. The dotted lines correspond
to initial values of these functions. The viscosity is fixed t
the rather small valuez = 0.05. The sensitivity coefficient
dh(z,t)/dn(z") as a function ofr is given on Fig. [{IL — c) for

evolution. In fact, a better representation of the phenanign
found in the(x, «') plane of the sensitivity coefficient. On Fig.
@), we present the contour plot of the sensitivity coeffitie
The doted lines given on Fig.[](2) correspond to the initial
value of the density where the solution is perfectly cotesla

to the initial condition fordh(xz,0)/on(z") = §(x — ). For

a given value oft’ and coming from large values ofat time

t = 2 (Fig. (@-a)), the sensitivity is still well correlated unti
one reaches a breaking off near the bottom of the wave front

a fixed value oft’ = 4. We observe a maximum value of the showing perturbations appear. After an interval, largethas
sensitivity at the bottom of the wave front. This is also thetime elapsest(= 12, Fig. 3-b)), we observe a decorrelation



3

10 for we havedn(y)/dp(z') = 0(y — '), wheref stands for the
step function and on the other hand:
5 ou(z,t) /+oo du(x,t) 0h(z,t) d 5 [5h(a¢, t)]
= z = — ' .
on(y) —oo OR(z,t) dn(y) on(y)
(14)
These results allow us to calculate explicitly the senisjtiof

x' 0 the solution to the Burgers equation in term of Hgl (10). This
is a rather cumbersome relation although simple to caled)at
it is left to the reader. Moreover, the main conclusions abou
the sensitivity to initial conditions can be derived in tltaare

-5 manner as the one we have obtained abové fort).
-10 IV. CONCLUSION
-10 -5 0 5 10
10 . . . g
The question arises now of the possibility to extend the re-
(b) sults issued from the preceding section to a larger class of
t=12 equations.
5 Let us consider first the forced Burgers equation by a pure
time dependent term:

X o 7 ‘ Oru 4 udpu = vOyzu + f(t). (15)
Orlowski and Sobczyk [12] have found that an appropriate
transformation onto the variable and functionu maps Eq.

-5 (@I3) to the unforced Burgers equation:
y:ZC—(p(t), U(y,t) :u('rvt) —7/’(15)7 (16)
-10
-10 5 0 5 10 where
t t
FIG. 2: Contour plot of the sensitivity coefficiedt(z,t)/dn(x") o(t) = / f(r)dr and ¥(t) = / () dr. a7)
in the (z,z’) plane, for two values of timet(= 2 andt = 12). 0 0

For a smaller value of time (a), the solution is rather weltrelated
to the initial condition except in a small region near the é&ont.  Thus the sensitivity coefficient of thefunction in this trans-

When the time increases (b), the density spreads and onésernve  formation just undergoes a translation into Hgl (10):
a decorrelation through along the wave front.

Hx_/o F(r)dr (18)

through along the wave front. In the mean time, the sensitiv-
ity coefficient takes its larger values on this region. Belhe
wave front, the density will be correlated again, although w and does not affect the density otherwise. Then we are
constat a spreading when the time increases. For very larggought to the same conclusions as in the case of the unforced
value of the time, the density is completely decorrelatest@s Burgers equation.
said above with Eq[{11). In order to sum up these results, one o\ e can give few additional remarks. The calculation
can say that the most the solution is sensitive to the iribat ¢ 1 sensitivity coefficient of Burgers and related ecquragi
dition, the most itis decorrelated in space, all the values of 5y he quite naturally extended to the three dimensional cas
the initial condition participate to the solution at anytdice  po 5 se the Hopf-Cole transformation still applies in¢aise,
along the wave front. This finally reveals a characteristic 0 5 which the densities may be easily deduced. There is also
the Burgers turbylence. o ) the case of initial/boundary problem for the Burgers equmti
Now we can find the sensitivity of the solution to the un- Acqally, an analytic solution to this problem where solved
forced Burg_ers equation by the same method. In order to d@q,erai years agh [1B.114] 15], and recently applied togelat
the calculation, we have on one hand: problems concerning the Burgers equatloh [15[ 117, 18].iSens
ou(z,t) 0 Su(z,t) on(y) 0 Su(x,t) tivity to initial conditions of such problems seems to befulie
Sp(a) = /700 an(y) op(z') = /I sn(y) (19:;) to perform and will be the aim of a forthcoming paper.
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