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Abstract

We study the BPE (Brownian particle equation) model of the Burgers equa-
tion presented in the preceeding article [6]. More precisely, we are interested in
establishing the existence and uniqueness properties of solutions using proba-
bilistic techniques.
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1 BPE Model for the Burgers equation

In this article, we are concerned with the stochastic representation for the Burgers
equation. For this purpose we presented in the preceeding article [6] the two BPE
models, one of which is as follows;

Opu(t, z) + eWo,u(t,z) = Lf(at, =))W, f(x) = a?
u(0,z) = ug(x).

Here t € [0,T], z € R, T(t,z) = FE(u(t,z)) and W denotes the white noise process.
We already know by [6] (see Theorem 2.1) that for f regular (smooth with bounded
derivatives) this problem has one and only one solution. This requirement is needed
so that one can use classical results in the theory of PDEs.

Here, we would like to establish the result for f(z) = z? via a probabilistic method
so as to make the discussion self- contained and this is the principal objective of the
present note. More precisely, we are to show that the solution can be constructed
through a system of stochastic integral equations that can be obtained by applying
the method of stochastic characteristics to the Cauchy problem (1). We will in
general present a heuristic solution for the following equation

duu(t,z) + (a+ oW)u(t, z) = vi(at, =))W, flz)= x>

u(0, ) = up(x). (1)

For two smooth coefficients a and o. In particular the above example will follow from
using a =0, 0 =¢c and v = 1/e.

A different stochastic representation has already been obtained by Bossy and
Talay [1], [2].

2 Preliminaries — Noncausal Stochastic Calculus

Since the stochastic integral of noncausal type, introduced by S.Ogawa in 1979 [11],
plays an essential role in the BPE theory, we will briefly introduce it following [7] so
that the discussion is self-contained. For more details of the noncausal calculus we
refer the reader to [7], [9].

2.1 Causal functions and B-differentiability

In Itd’s theory, the stochastic integral, say with respect to the Brownian motion
{Wi(w); t €10, T]}, denoted by /f(t,w)d+Wt, is defined only for integrands f(¢,w)

that are causal (or non anticipative) with respect to the history of the Brownian
motion. Namely, f(t,w) is supposed to be adapted (sometimes also called “causal” )
to the filtration {F;, t > 0} where the F; = o{W;;0 < s < t}. In many situations one
meets problems of noncausal character, therefore there is a need for another theory



of stochastic calculus which is free from the restriction of causality. The noncausal
calculus is one of such theories.

In what follows, we will fix the probability space (€2, F, P) on which is defined
the IR- valued Brownian motion. We denote by H the totality of all random func-
tions f(t,w), measurable in (¢,w) with respect to the field B(IR,) ® F, such that

T

P{/ |f(t,w)]’dt < oo} =1, and by M) is the subset of H containing all LP-
0
causal random functions, that is, the set of functions f(t,w) such that they are;

(M.1) measurable in (¢,w) with respect to the field B(IR,) ® F, and especially
(M.2) adapted to the family of o-fields {F;}, where F;, = o{W,;0 < s < t},

T
(M.3) and has finite moments of order p, E(/ |f(t,w)|Pdt) < oco.
0

An H-class random function g¢(¢,w) is said to be differentiable in LP(2) with re-
spect to the Brownian motion W; (or B - differentiable) provided that sup, £|g(t)[? <
oo and there exists an M;—class random function say ¢(¢,w) such that, for any small
enough h > 0,

t
sup  Elg(t,w) — gls,w) — / §(r, )W, P = o(h?/?)

t,s,|t—s|<h

where the integral / -d*W stands for It6’s stochastic integral. The function g(r,w)

is called the B; - derivative! of g and denoted by 83;51 7 It is not difficult to see that if
the function g(t,w) is B, -differentiable then its B, -derivative is uniquely determined
as soon as its derivative is in L*([0, 7] x ©)(see [12]) and that it satisfies a chain rule
when ¢ is adapted. That is, let f € C? with bounded second derivative and ¢ be B]j

differentiable for p > 4, then the B;r/2—derivative of f(g) exists and we have

07 fl9) _ 0%y
ow(r) =gy

The proof of this assertion is not difficult to obtain if one uses Ito’s formula
appropiately. The B;r -differentiability of the random function with respect to the
multi-dimensional Brownian motion is defined in a similar way. Also one can define
similarly the processes adapted to the filtration of the backward Wiener process,
which we will denote by M. The backward stochastic integral will be denoted by

[ -d=W,. Then one defines the B, -derivative with respect to backward integration
o
W(r)

and in such a case one denotes it by
+ 9

oW, oW,

But the definitions given in those papers do not coincide with the ones given here.

Note: The notations were first introduced by S. Ogawa in ([6],[7]).

I'The notion of the Bl‘f -derivative is different from the ”stochastic derivative” which was intro-
duced by A.Skorokhod



2.2 Noncausal stochastic integral

Given a random function f(¢,w) € H and an arbitrary complete orthonormal system
{¢n} in L?([0,T]), we consider the formal random series

i/OT ft,w)pn(t)dt x /OT b (t)dW.

The stochastic integral of noncausal type was introduced by S. Ogawa in 1979
([11]), in the following form:

Definition 1 A random function f(t,w) € H is said to be integrable with respect to
the basis {¢,} (or ¢-integrable) when the random series above converges in probability
T

and the sum, denoted by / f(t,w)dyWs, is called the stochastic integral of noncausal
0
type with respect to the basis {¢n}.

Obviously when f € M; for some p > 0, then the above integral and the stochastic
Ito integral coincide.

2.3 Relation between symmetric and noncausal integrals

We call a random function, f(¢,w), a semimartingale, when it admits the decompo-
¢
sition  f(t,w) = a(t,w) —|—/ f(s)d*W, where f € LP([0,T] x Q) for some p > 2 and

0
a(-) is such that almost every sample path is of bounded variation in ¢ over [0, 7.

Notice that if sup Ela(t)]’ < co and sup Ela(t) — a(s)]? = o(h?/?) then f is
t€[0,7) t,s|lt—s|<h
B;r -differentiable. Note that a does not need to be adapted to the filtration in order

to have that f is B, -differentiable and % = f(1).
Next we give some basic results about the relation between the symmetric integrals

and the noncausal integral. Let H denote the Haar basis.

Theorem 2 ([10]) Every causal B, - differentiable function (for some p > 0) is
integrable in noncausal sense with respect to the system of Haar functions and the
integral coincides with that of the symmetric integral of the same function. That is,

g e 1 (T oty
/0 F(s)dgW, = /0 raw.r g [ as

A similar relationship is satisfied if f is adapted with respect to the backward
filtration except that the stochastic integral becomes the backward stochastic integral
which we denote by [d~W and the Lebesgue integral term has a negative sign in
front. The advantage of the above representation is that the integral on the left side of
the above equation is always well defined and that we can use it in various situations
without having to explain which integral we are using. One can generalize the above




integrals to a broader class of basis. We say that a c.o.n.s. {¢,} is regular provided
that it satisfies the next condition:

T
sup/ [un(s)Pds < 0o, un(t Z(bk / or(s
" 0 k<n

Theorem 3 ([10]) FEvery semimartingale (causal or not) is ¢-integrable, iff the basis
{on} is regular. In this case, the noncausal integral coincides with the symmetric
integral.

From now on we denote the above integral by [ -d,W and we will always assume
that the basis {¢,} is regular. Furthermore, we also have the following two equalities

f W, = f W, + L ~—ds, if f *f
= = i M
/0 (s)deWs /0 (s)d™ W, /0 W(s) s, it f € M tor some p > 0,

T T T oo f
deWs = d Wy — ———ds, if M, fi 0.
/Of(s) o /0 f(s) L O (s) s, if f e or some p >

3 Description of the stochastic representation

In this section we give the main theorem where the method of stochastic characteris-
tics is applied to the case of linear BPEs. This idea could eventually be used to solve
a Cauchy-type stochastic partial differential equation. From now on we denote the
essential supremum norm by | - | .

Another important ingredient in the description of the stochastic representation
is the solution of the stochastic equation

t t

X0 = g — / a(u, X5 du — / o(u, X Nd,W, (0<s<t<T, z€R).

The solution X exists for Lipschitz coefficients. If the coefficients are smooth with
bounded derivatives then its density function p exists, is smooth and has an upper
bound of Gaussian type due to the uniform ellipticity of o. That is, for s < ¢t < T
and any «, € N, there exists a positive constant M = M («, 3) such that we have
(see [3], page 261 for details)

§tby, | M exp ( o M y|s)>
[ bk <
(9960‘83//3 (s,y) - \/Qﬂ(t — 3)(a+ﬁ+1)/2’

__la?
0By ia(s,y) M exp ( M(t_s))
< : (2)
Ox*oyP V2r(t — s)et/?

We assume without loss of generality that the constant M is increasing in o and .
Furthermore p satisfies the parabolic PDE

8pt,$ . 0'2(t,l') 82pt,m 8pt$
Pt (s,) = TR (s ) + b(E 1) T (s, ), 3)

where b(t, z) = a(t,z) — o0’ (t, ).



Theorem 4 Suppose that the initial data ug(x) satisfies the condition,
ug € C* and that  |ug|eo + |Up|eo + |uf|se < C(0).

Furthermore suppose that a(t,-), o(t,-) € C°(IR) uniformly in t € [0,T] and that
there exists positive constants co and ¢ such that for all (t,x) € [0, T]| xR, |o(t,z)| >
co >0 and |o(t, )| + 0" (t, )|oo < c. Then if cvC(0)M3/%(2,2) is small enough then
the integral equations

t
ult, z) = ug(X™) + v / (s, X9 )2d, W, )
0

have only one global solution w. The average of u, u(t,z) = FEu(t,x) solves the
following Cauchy problem for the Burgers equation:

% + vo(t, SE)%Z (t,z) = @gﬂ( z) +0(t, x)gz(t’ ?) )
(0, ) = up(x).

M is a constant that will depend on the smoothness of the coefficients a and o
as well as in the constant ¢y. The restriction on the size of cvC/(0)M3/%(2,2) can be
explicitly characterized but as it depends on other constants that appear later in the
proofs we will state it explicitly in the proof of Lemma 6.

Note that in the above theorems the integral [ -dsWj is the stochastic integral of
noncausal type which, applied to the causal (or non anticipating) integrand, coincides
with the integrals of symmetric type (i.e. the so called Stratonovich’s integral or the
T/, integral introduced by S.Ogawa ([13])). Suppose that f(@)(t,z) = f(E(u(t,z)))
is twice differentiable in x with bounded second derivative, then we have the next
relation, as X" ¢ M., for any p > 0

/f (s, XE)d, W, /f s, XN d= W, —5/06 f(ﬁl)/l(/() ))ds.

We easily see from the equations above that the B, -derivative of the integrand is
given by the following (using the chain rule)

O S@( X ) Oy X
5’WS - f <U) ax <S7Xs ) aWs

Therefore

t t 1 t a—
| t@ s xenaw. = [ @ xeNaw. -3 [ r @5t xis



4 Proof of the Main Theorem

From now we use the following notation for the constants which will be fixed troughout
the proof. In particular, we fix |0]oc + |00 < €, |Uo|oo + |[Up|oo + |G| < C(0). We
carry out this proof in several steps:

4.1 Successive approximation

For the construction of the solution we apply the Picard’s method to our integral
equations. Let {uy} be a sequence of random functions defined inductively by

t
wes (£, ) = (XD (0)) + v / 2(s, X0 (s))d, W, (k> 0),
0

where ug(t, ) = up(z).

(6)

The following lemma states some simple differentiability properties of @ (t,x) =
E(u(t,z)) in order to be able to apply the chain rule. Later in Lemma 7 and 8
these properties will be refined.

Lemma 5 If uy € C*(IR) with |ug|eo+|uf|ee+|uf|eo < C(0), then u, € CH2([0,T] %
R), |Gk|oo + [Wloo + |Uh]oo < C(k) Yk for some positive constants C(k) .

Proof. The proof is done by induction. Suppose that the result is true for k. Then
one has by the chain rule that for fixed (¢, x)

0~ (-, X" ())
oW

an(tvx) ()

= 2w (s, X)(s)) o,

= 20,1, (5, X 4% (s))

where W (s,y) = ‘pﬁ‘ (s,y). Therefore we have the following representation for the

stochastic integral term in (6),

t t t
/Oﬂ%(s,X(t’x)(s))dqus:/Oﬂi(s,X(t’z)(s))d_Ws—/o ot T (s, X9 (s5))ds.

Taking this into account, we get from equation (6) the following equation for the
average Uy(t,r) = Eug(t, x);

¢
Upy1(t, ) = Eug(X®(0)) — I/E/ ot (s, X 49 (s5))ds
= Bug(X"“"(0 / / Oy}, (S, Y)Pra (s, y)dyds (7)

= Bug(X®)(0 / / (5,y)* pm) (s,y)dyds.

The last equality follows because lim (s, y)p:.(s,y) = 0, for each fixed k, s < t
y—00

and z. Therefore one has that
[Gitloo < (C(0) + vMY2C (k) 2e(t + VD)),

8



Now we differentiate with respect to x the second equality in (7) to obtain that

Uy q(t,z) = %Eu — V/ / oty (s y (s y)dyds

Therefore one obtains bounds for [ |« similarly. In preparation for the estimates
of w;,, note that

Opt (s, u+ ) _ Opt
Ox Oz

apt,a:

(s,u+z)+ dy

(s,u+x).

For this ”diagonal” derivative we will apply the estimate (2). Using a change of
variables (y = u + x), the above equality and an integration by parts we have

t t — =
/ / Uy (s, u + ) O (s,u+ z)duds = / / M(s, u+ ) (s, u+ x)duds
0 JR o Jr Oy

Ox
¢
+/ / Uﬂkﬂ;(s,u—l-x)wduds.
0 JIR ox

Differentiating this again we find that

(o, )

0
(87 y) %pt,m (57 y)dyds

(ouay,) Opto(s,u+ )
1//0 /R oy (s,u+ a:)—ax duds

t 62 -
1// /aﬂkﬂz(s,u—i-x) B, (S’;L+x)duds :
0 JR 8:13

On the other hand, using properties of the derivatives of the flow X®®)(0) and
the hypotheses on wug, one obtains that there is a positive constant C such that
2 Bug(X®(0))| < C. Finally using inequality (2) we have

oz2
eXP ( Jl/[(_y|2 )
[y (tz)| < C+V/ /SCC’ dyds
V27(t — s)
exp ( ‘(tts))
+V/ / 4cC(k duds.
V2 (t — 5)1/2
Therefore
T 1 |oo < (C + v MP2C(K)2c(4t + 6V/1)).

O

4.2 Lemmas

We will show the convergence of the sequence {u}. The key is to show the next two
lemmas.



Lemma 6 For any two positive constants C(0) and c such that cvM>/>C(0) is small
enough and any 0 < ty < 1 the following Volterra equation has a unique bounded
solution y(t) up to t <ty

y(t) = C(0) + %M?’/? /Ot y?(s) (1 + tl_ S) ds. (8)

Proof. Put y(t) = Zaktk/2 and substitute this into the equation (8), then we

k=0
will have the equality as follows,

o0 o0 1
S att =)+ 30 (s (1 i
k=0 k=0

t—s
= ki + k 1
— C(0) + %M?’ﬂ Z aw,ap, Bl 1-2F 2 17§)tk1+§2+1
k1,k2=0
ek Xy Oy Jatka 4y
ra MY Y
k1,ka=0

Comparing the coefficients on both sides of the equation above, we can find the
coefficients ay, as ag = C(0),

k+1 1 cvM?3/?
ak:—M3/2B(—,§) Z g, Oy + k; Z gy Oy - 9)

k1+ko+1=k k1+ko42=k

On the other hand, we can see (using Stirling’s approximation for the Gamma func-
tion, see the appendix) that

11
lim\/k+1-B(kjL 5) =27

k—o0 2 ’

and that

1 1
lim

1 ) 1 1 dx
Z = hm E Z _— _ =
o ek Vi +1Vky +1 koo kithat+1=k 4/ %\/ % o Va(l—z)

Hence we see that there exists positive constants <, 7o such that for any k, we
have the estimates,

.

k+1 1 1 1 1

B—7_ S’y—a S’}/T(

(5—3) "VEE1 k1+g+:1_k\/k1+1\/k2+1 ?
C(0)

Given these, we claim that oy < for any £ > 0. In fact, for k=0and k=1

VEk+1
the result is trivial if v/2cvM3/2C(0) < 1 (ay = cvM3/2C(0)?).

10



Now suppose the result is valid up to k—1 and that cv M*2C(0)yom (2L + \/g) <1

then we get from (9) the following inequality that proves the assertion;

E+1 1 1
ap < EM3PC(0)2 B(——, ) +
2 2 2k1+k22+1k\/k1+ 1) (ko +1)
N cvM32C(0)? Z 1

k fer+kat 2=k V (k1 +1) (k2 +1)
3/2 2 3/2 2
< <CVM C'(0)%y, N cvM?*C(0) > < C(0)

2Vk +1 k T VE+1
Note that the restriction on the constant cvM3/2C(0) is explicit and fixed by the

constants y; and ;.
The series

tk/Z

Za 2 < C(0 1+Z\/W

k>1

converges absolutely over the interval [0, o] with ¢y < 1 and this completes the proof of
existence. For uniqueness one follows the usual proof of taking the difference between
the two solutions and using the boundedness together with Gronwall’s inequality. O

Lemma 7 For small enough t (< to) it holds that — sup |ug(t,z)] < Cy where

te[0,to],z,k
k/2
Cy = C(0)(1 4 Ag(to)) where Ag(ty) = Zk>1 VT
Proof. From the equation (7) we get,
[ (t, z)| < C(0 / / Ur(s,y)| Uptx)(s y)|dyds.

Since

/ d |Jf—y|
| (:CT ]%,x + Créallzjta{> GE;F_%_i:_;;_ ) exXp (: ]v{(t _ S):) 9

then one has that

0
[ gstomatsldy < v (14
R Y

=

This, in turn, implies the following inequality,

[ttt (1+ 2= ) as.

The next step consists of proving that for any k£ € N, we have that

cvM3/?

sup|uy+1(t, )| < C(0) +

sup [k (t, )] < y(t) (Vt <tp).

11



By applying induction we have first that sup,|to(¢, )] < C(0) < y(t). Now suppose
the inequality is satisfied for k. Then using the above inequality and the previous
Lemma 6 we have that the inequality is satisfied for £+ 1. O

Following a similar discussion to that given in the proof of the Lemma 6, we can
establish the following result;

Lemma 8 For small enough t(< tg), there exists a positive constant Cy such that

sup |w(t,z)| < Cy .
tG[O,to],l‘,k

Proof. First, one differentiates (7) to obtain

_ - aX(t T

) = B0 D) 0 [ o 5,00 ) o, )

As before the proof follows by induction. First we have that sup, e/ (¢, )|
< C(0). Then we have using the previous Lemma that there exists a positive constant
A(C(0),to) such that

t 1
.. (t,z)] < AC(0),t +CM3/2/ T, (s, (1+ )d.
Slip |uk+1( l’)} = ( ( ) 0) crv o Slip‘?%(s ‘7:)' \/m S

Using the Gronwall lemma in the Appendix, one finally obtains that
sup |, (¢, 2)| < A(C(0),to) exp((t + 2V/t)cCLy M>/?).
O

Similarly, one obtains the same conclusion for the second derivative. That is,

sup [w,(t,z)| is bounded. Without loss of generality we assume that Cy > C}.
te[O,tO],x,k

4.3 Convergence of the sequence {u;}

Proposition 9 The sequence {uy(t,z)} converges to u(t,xz) uniformly in (t,z) €
[0,to A1} XTR as k — oco. Here(t, ) is the unique solution to the integral equation

) = Buo(X / / (5.0) - apmxs ydyds. (1)

Proof. From the equation (7) and Lemma 7, we get for ¢t <ty A 1 the following,

(1, 0) —ma(60)] =4 / [ @y = (@) Y] (v
_ 0
Ik A [{ ~ a5 (o) | (s
0
< [ [ s = sl )l (o)) s,
0 JR Y

12



Put By (t) = sup|ug(t,x) — ux_1(t, )|, then from the inequality above we obtain,

T

t
0
By (1) SClV/ Bkl(s)/ ‘_(9 (opia) (s, y)|dyds
0 . R OY

Hence by induction we get the inequality as follows for some positive constant Cj,

< C’ch/M?’/Q/ kal(S) (1 +
0

Byt < O[] BECEE Dyt (12)

In fact, for £ = 1, one has that

IN

B0 < (Bl - wio)| + [ supfauts, o (14 2= ) as

< Oyt

for some positive constant Cy. Now we can rewrite inequality (11) as

t Bk,1 (S)
Vi—s

Here we take Cy V (2C1cvM?/?) < Cy. Supposing that (12) is satisfied up to k — 1,
we have

By(t) < 2C cvM>/? ds.

tokl le 1 82
Bi(t) < 2C1CI/M3/2/ L (52} ds
0 x/tT
N T e
< CHTT B(LE=, Syves ds.
< aHIlBC ) | =

Since
CHIT5 23(37 5))
j+1

lim lim ———
k—o00 Ck+1{Hk+1 B( %)} kl—>rgo CsB (_2 %)

E‘H

= 0Q,

we see that the series ), Bi(t) converges uniformly for ¢ < ¢y A 1. This finishes the
proof. O

Following the similar discussion and taking the Lemma 8 into account, we also
establish the next result.

Proposition 10 The sequence {u)(t,x)} converges uniformly on any finite slab
[0,t0] x IR to W as k tends to oc.

13



Proof. As before,

t
/ _ L 0
i)~ ) = [ [ [o—{uk_luz1—uk_2u;2}—x<pt,m> (5,y)dyds
< Coow [ [ s = Taol 0] ) s
— — a
#0rer [ s Tl )] 1)),
0 JR z

Define By (t) = sup,|[w,(t,z) — @,_,(¢,z)|. Then we have

' By 1(s) LB (s)
B.(t) < 2C. M3/2( LA / k1 d).
k()_ 2CV ; m S+ ; \/t——s S

As before one also proves in this case that ), B (¢) converges uniformly for ¢ < ¢yA1.
Denote the limit of @), by ©. Then it satisfies the equation

aX(tz
o [ [ 5 Lt s

The convergence being unlform also gives that u is dlfferentlable in z. The above
equation has a unique solution which is also satisfied by @’ if one differentiates (10).
This finishes the proof. O

Based on these Propositions, we let k£ tend to infinity on both sides of the first
equation in (7) to find that the lim, w, = @ is the solution of the following,

At x) = Bug(X —V/ /u (5, 1)0pra(s, y)dyds. (13)

Proposition 11 The solution, bounded in x, of the equation (13) is unique.

T(t, ) = Fug(X ) (0)———~

Proof Let u, ¥ be the solutions that are bounded in x. Then we have,

[a(t, 2) — 9lt,2)]| < //m 519) = P (sl (07ra) 5, dyds.

Hence,

t
sup |u(t, z) —o(t,x)| < Clcyl\/[3/2/ sup |a(s,y) — v(s,y)| ds.
x 0

1
y \/t—s

By applying the Gronwall’s lemma (see the Appendix) to this inequality we get the
conclusion. O

Similarly as in the previous arguments one can also prove the convergence and
existence of the second derivative of @(¢, ). In fact, one has that

|a’,; tyx) —up_,(t,x)] <

0 0
/ /83/ (W1, y — Uk—2Ty_y)) (S, 9) (&y + . )p(m (s,9)dyds
M exp (——' z—yl?

M(t—s
+1// /\U Up— 1Uk 1~ Uk— 2“k 2) (s, y)} \/Q_(ts)tm)d ds.

The conclusion follows by Gronwall’s lemma.

14



4.4 Convergence of the sequence {u;}

We have that
t t t
/0 (s, X (8))dyW, = /0 i (s, X9 (s))d" W, — /0 ot (s, X 49 (s))ds.

Therefore Propositions 9 and 10 applied to w1 in (6) imply that as k tends to oo,
t

the sequence /Ez(s,X(t7r)(s))d¢Ws converges (in the L?(Q) x L2 (IR) - sense) to
0

loc
t
the limit / w2 (s, X% (5))dgW,, uniformly in t € [0,%o). Consequently we have

0
klim ug(t,z) = Ju(t,z) (uniformly in ¢), where v is given by the

v(t, ) = ug(X9(0)) + 1//0 w2 (s, X9 (5))dy W,

Since Ew(t,x) = u(t,z) by virtue of the Proposition 11, we see that the limit v(¢, x)
is the unique solution of the integral equation (4).

In fact suppose that we are given two solutions to (4), say v; and vs, then by
Proposition 11 one has that E(vi(t,x)) = E(va(t,z)) = u(t,x). Therefore if one
replaces this into the equation (4) one has that vy (¢, z) = vy(t, z) = u(t, z).

Thus we have shown the existence and uniqueness of the local solution u(t, z), 0 <
t <ty <T. The proof of the Theorem 4 is completed when we show that the discus-
sion can be extended to the case t € [ty,T]. But this is an immediate consequence
of the flow property below;

¢
u(t, ) = u(te, XE (t)) + V/ (s, X ())dg Wy, t > t. O

to

In order to carry this step one has to note that u(tg, z) is independent of o{W —
Wiy, s > to} and that tg < 1 is independent of all constants as stated in Lemma 6.
Also the constants found in Lemmas 7 and 8 do not explode in a finite number of
iterations therefore the extension of the previous arguments follow.

4.5 Verification of Equation (5)

It is trivial that the initial condition is satisfied as u(0,z) = Euo(XéO’x)) = wup(x).
Repeating the same arguments as we have done previously, one proves that u(t, z) is
two times differentiable in space. That is, one proves that the sequence @, converges
uniformly and that its limit is @’(¢,z). From (13) and (3) we have that w(t,z) is
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differentiable in time and

%(t,x} ~ %a(t,x)2AU0(y)aaptx<0 y)dy + b(t, “7>/]R“°(y)%<0’y)dy
_M/tdg/ o ﬂ’(s,y)aap';x(&y)dy
—z/btx/db‘/ ou U (s,y) pm<8 y)dy
—vo(t,z)u @

_ (’2 z)’ 222( x) 4 0(t, w)g;(t ) - 0(t>$>%—f(t>””>'

O

5 Concluding Remarks

Here we have obtained a new stochastic representation formula for the solution of the
Burgers equation. This is called a particle equation because its possible approximation
process will require the use of a particle method to approximate the expectation in
the equation. We hope that this representation will allow numerical simulation of
the process u and the study of other properties related with this process for small
values of v. We have assumed here that the coefficients a and b are bounded but
one could derive the above results with linear growth conditions doing appropiate
changes in the arguments given for the proofs. In comparison with the stochastic
representation obtained in [1] and [2] we do not require any integrability properties
of up. In particular, one may have that [ |ug(z)|dz = oo and still the stochastic
representation in Theorem 4 is valid.
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Appendix

Here we prove the following assertion

k+1 1
Jim VAT B(%, 5) = Vo

First, using the definition of the beta function we have that

k+1 1
B(—— )= _2/2%+2 /
(=3 r+1)
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One studies the above quantities in the cases k even and odd. We will do one case
leaving the other for the reader. For kK = 2n, n € N, we have by properties of the
gamma function that I'(% + 1) = £1 and that

k+1 k—1_ k-1
A S
(2o = T
(k=1 1
- 9k/2 F<§)
k! 1
= o TG)
(O
Therefore we have that
P35
k+11 2/ 2k(E)

I N (T
Using Stirling’s approximation for the factorial we have
k11 - k12
9 9 Noron ( g)k—f—l
V21

~ —

Vi

In the other case k = 2n + 1 one proceeds similarly finding the same limit. O

B(

The Gronwall inequality we used here is of some particular type due to the fact
that the kernel function is degenerate. For this reason we give a brief account of this
inequality

Lemma 12 Ley y(t) be a real, non-negative function such that it satisfies

y(t) < Ay + Ay /Ot \/y%ds, te 0,7,

for two positive constants Ay and As. Then
y(t) < Ayexp(242V1).

The idea of the proof is to apply 6. Theorem 1 in Mitrinovi¢ et. al., page 358 for

the kernel ]

Vt—s+e
obtain the Gronwall inequality that will depend on € and then take limits as e goes
to 0.0

k(t,s) =
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