arXiv:2206.05198v2 [physics.flu-dyn] 8 Oct 2022

Stochastic formulation of incompressible fluid flows in wall-bounded regions

By Zhongmin Qian^*

Abstract

In this paper we establish a mathematical framework which may be used to design Monte-Carlo simulations for a class of time irreversible dynamic systems, such as incompressible fluid flows, including turbulent flows in wall-bounded regions, and some other (non-linear) dynamic systems. Path integral representations for solutions of forward parabolic equations are obtained, and, in combining with the vorticity transport equations, probabilistic formulations for solutions of the Navier-Stokes equations are therefore derived in terms of (forward) McKean-Vlasov stochastic differential equations (SDEs), which provides us with the mathematical framework for Monte-Carlo simulations of wall-bounded turbulent flows.

Keywords: Diffusion process, Feynman-Kac formulas, McKean-Vlasov SDEs, Monte Carlo method, Navier-Stokes equation, parabolic equations, pinned diffusion measures, turbulent flows, velocity field, vorticity, vorticity transport equation, wall-bounded fluid flows

MSC classifications: 60H30, 35Q30, 35Q35, 76D03, 76D05, 76D17

1 Introduction

It was pointed out that, in a report [32] by von Neumann about 70 years ago, turbulence may be understood with the assistance of powerful electronic computer simulations. With the increasing computational power it is now possible to obtain information about turbulent flows via direct numerical simulations (DNS), large-eddy simulation (LES) and other simulation technologies (cf. [13, 33, 21, 39] for example). One of the common difficulties for implementing turbulent simulations (such as the finite element method, the finite difference method and the finite volume method) lies in the non-linear and non-local nature of the governing fluid dynamic equations, the Navier-Stokes equations. According to Kolmogorov’s small scale theory of isotropic turbulence, in order to obtain meaningful simulations of turbulent flows, the space separation has to be smaller than Re^{−3/4}L, where Re is the Reynolds number and L the typical length. This requirement for a small mesh in numerical schemes leads to huge computation hours for simulating turbulence, see [12, Chapter 7] for a very useful analysis about this aspect. It is thus desirable to develop Monte-Carlo schemes for simulations of turbulent flows which may avoid the use of small grids in order to numerically solve non-linear fluid dynamic equations.

Monte-Carlo simulations are based on the law of large numbers, which says the expectation of a random variable can be approximated by the average of independent samplings. Although convergence rates of Monte-Carlo methods are in general slow, but the advantage of Monte-Carlo schemes in most cases lies in their capability of dealing with multivariate dynamic variables. To implement Monte-Carlo schemes for numerically calculating solutions of some linear and non-linear partial differential equations, explicit representations of solutions in terms of some distributions, or in terms of stochastic differential equations, have to be established. An archetypal example is the numerical scheme for computing solutions of Schrödinger type partial differential equations, where the Feynman-Kac formula provides us with a useful representation to the solutions of the Schrd̈inger equations.

*Mathematical Institute, University of Oxford, Oxford OX2 6GG, UK, and Oxford Suzhou Centre for Advanced Research, Suzhou, P. R. China. Email: zhongmin.qian@maths.ox.ac.uk

In this paper we establish a mathematical framework for designing Monte-Carlo schemes for numerically computing solutions of incompressible fluid flows in wall-bounded regions. The basic idea in our approach is to derive an equivalent formulation of the fluid dynamic equations in terms of McKean- Vlasov type (ordinary) stochastic differential equations which can be solved numerically. Let us describe the basic idea and the main technical issues which will be solved in the present paper.

The basic dynamic variable for a fluid flow in a region D is its velocity u(x,t) for x ∈ D and t ≥ 0, a time dependent vector field. The main scientific question in turbulence is to give a good description of u(x,t). Mathematically determining the velocity u(x,t) is equivalent to describing its integral curve X(ξ ,t) which are solutions to the following differential equation d dt X(ξ ,t) = u(X(ξ ,t),t), X(ξ ,0) = ξ . (1.1)

For a viscous fluid flow with viscosity constant ν > 0, according to Taylor [42], one may consider the Brownian trajectories X(ξ ,t) instead which are solutions to the random dynamic system

dX(ξ ,t) = u(X(ξ ,t),t)dt + √ 2νdB(t), X(ξ ,0) = ξ , (1.2)

where B(t) is a Brownian motion on some probability space. The main idea is to rewrite the velocity u(x,t) in terms of the distribution of the Brownian particles X(ξ ,t), substituting it into (1.2), so that (1.2) becomes a stochastic differential equation involving the distribution of its solution. We may call this technique as solving the closure problem of Taylor’s diffusion. The closure problem for incompressible fluid flows freely moving in the whole space (without boundary) has been solved in a recent paper [37] (see also for a similar probabilistic representation in [9]) by using an idea from the vortex methods [4, 5, 11, 29]. The most important case of fluid flows in wall-bounded regions will be solved in the present paper. Let us recall some basic ideas in the study of the vortex dynamics and the vorticityvelocity formulation, for details one may refer to [6, 7, 11, 28, 29].

Consider an incompressible fluid flow with viscosity constant ν > 0, whose velocity u = (u^1,u^2,u^3) and pressure P solve the Navier-Stokes equations ∂ ∂t u^i + (u · ∇)u^i − νΔu^i + ∂ ∂ x^i

P = 0 (1.3)

and_3

∑_{j=1}^∂_{∂ x j}^{u j = 0 (1.4)}

where i = 1,2,3. The sum in (1.4) is the divergence of u, ∇ · u at any instance, so the second equation means that the velocity u(x,t) is divergence free (which can be formulated in the distribution sense on R^3 ). u_0(x) = u(x,0) is called the initial data. The boundary condition at infinity has to be supplied such as the velocity is bounded at infinity, but let us ignore this kind of technical issues. It is known that the vorticity ω = ∇ ∧ u, whose components ω^i = ε^{i jk ∂}_{∂ x j} u^k, plays a dominate rôle in the description of turbulent flows. The vorticity ω evolves according to the vorticity transport equations ∂ ∂t ω^i + (u · ∇)ω^i − νΔω^i − 3 ∑_{j=1}^{Si}j^{ω j = 0 (1.5)}

for i = 1,2,3, which are obtained by differentiating the Navier-Stokes equations. Here

S^j_i = 1 2 ( ∂ u^j ∂ x^i + ∂ u^i ∂ x^j ) (1.6)

is the symmetric tensor of rate-of-strain. Note that the dynamic variables u, ω and S depend on (x,t) and are time irreversible. Our goal is to express the velocity u(x,t) in terms of the distribution of Taylor’s diffusion X(ξ ,t) defined by (1.2). To achieve this goal, we observe that X(ξ ,t) is a diffusion process with its infinitesimal generator L_u = νΔ + u · ∇, whose transition probability density p_u(τ,ξ ,t,x) is the fundamental solution to L_u +^∂_{∂t} , cf. [41], [23] for example, According to a general fact from the parabolic theory (cf. [18]), p_u(τ,ξ ,t,x) coincides with the fundamental solution to the forward heat operator L^⋆_u −^∂_{∂t} . Since u is divergence-free, so that L^⋆_u = L_{−u}, hence the vorticity transport equations (1.5) may be written as Schrödinger type equations ( L_{−u} − ∂ ∂t ) ω^i + 3 ∑_{j=1}^{Si}j^{ω j = 0, (1.7)}

and therefore it is possible to express ω^i in terms of the distribution of the Taylor diffusion, the data S^i_j and the initial vorticity ω_0. For fluid flows for which the “potential” term ∑^3_{j=1} S^i_jω^j vanish identically (for i = 1,2,3); in fact it is the case for 2D fluid flows; the vorticity transport equations become ( L_{−u} −^∂_{∂t} ) ω^i = 0, thus ω^i can be written as an integral of the initial vorticity ω_0 = ∇ ∧ u_0 against the fundamental solution p_u(τ,ξ ,t,x). Therefore the closure problem for this case can be solved by using the Biot-Savart law, cf. [28, 29]. For turbulent flows, it is typical that the non-linear vorticity stretching term ∑^3_{j=1} S^i_jω^j do not vanish. For this case one may apply the Feynman-Kac formula to (1.7) in terms of the time reversed diffusion with generator L_{−u} (but not L_u). To resolve the closure problem to (1.2), we need to rewrite the Feynman-Kac formula in terms of the law of the Taylor diffusion (1.2), which will be achieved by using the duality between the conditional law of the time reversed L_{−u}-diffusion and the conditional law of L_u-diffusion, cf. [37] for details.

In this paper we aim to solve the closure problem for incompressible fluid flows constrained in a domain D with a boundary ∂ D, so that schemes may be devised for numerically calculating the solutions, including the flows within their boundary layers. For a wall-bounded flow, the velocity u(x,t) satisfies the Navier-Stokes equations (1.3, 1.4) only for x ∈ D and t > 0, and has to satisfy the no-slip condition, i.e. u(x,t) vanishes for x ∈ ∂ D. We extend the definition of u(x,t) to all x ∈ R^3 such that ∇ · u = 0 on R^3 in the distribution sense. This latter requirement is needed in order to ensure again the duality for the conditional laws of some diffusions involved. Hence we can define the Taylor diffusion again by (1.2) on the whole space R^3 .

To solve the closure problem for the boundary problem of the fluid dynamic equations, we develop several technical tools, mainly the duality of conditional laws, and the forward type Feynman-Kac formula for a general class of diffusion processes. We believe that these results have independent interest by their own and may be useful for the study of other problems associated with diffusion-reaction equations (cf. [16, 17]). More precisely we will establish these results for the laws of diffusion processes with infinitesimal generator being an elliptic operator of second order L = d ∑_{i, j=1}^∂_{∂ x j}^{ai j (x,t) ∂}_{∂ xi}^{+ d}∑_{i=1}^{bi(x,t) ∂}_{∂ xi}^,

although some results are established for more general elliptic operators, i.e. for elliptic operators not in divergence form.

This paper is organised as the following. In Section 2, we introduce a class of time dependent elliptic operators of second order which set up the basic data used throughout the paper. We recall in this section a few analytic and probabilistic structures, and recall several well known relations among forward, backward fundamental solutions and transition probability density functions, scattered in literature, stated as Lemma 2.2, Lemma 2.3 and Lemma 2.5. In Section 3, by using the classical Feynman-Kac formula, we establish a general duality relation between the fundamental solution and the transition probability density function (Lemma 3.2 and Lemma 3.3), and under the divergence free condition on the drift vector field b(x,t) establish the duality (Lemma 3.4). In Section 4, we prove the main technical tool, a time reverse theorem (Theorem 4.1) for the conditional laws of the L -diffusion when the vector field b(x,t) is divergence free. Thus far we have established the basic tools for proving our main results. In Section 5, we prove a forward Feynman-Kac formula for solutions of Schrödinger type parabolic systems on the whole space, which generalises the results in [37]. Section 6 and Section 7 contain the main contributions of this paper. In Section 6, we establish a forward Feynman-Kac formula for solutions of the (non homogeneous) boundary value problems, Theorem 5.3, and in Section 7 we apply the theory to solve the closure problem for solutions of the Navier-Stokes equations satisfying the no-slip boundary condition.

Numerical experiments are not included in the present paper for the reason that numerical simulations based on the formulation of the Navier-Stokes equations in Section 7 must be done case by case, and some of numerical experiments will be published in separate papers.

In the past decades, many excellent works addressing some probabilistic aspects of fluid dynamic equations have been published by various authors, although not from a view-point of numerically calculating solutions, cf. [2], [3], [7, 8], [9], [44, 45] for example and the literature therein. There are still many papers the author may be not aware of, to the best knowledge of the present author however, only the Navier-Stokes equations on R^d or T^d (d = 2,3) were considered in a view of stochastic analysis in particular via the stochastic flow method, and the boundary value problems are not treated yet in the existing literature. Also in this paper we adopt an approach of weak solutions both for PDEs and SDEs, and therefore stochastic flows do not play a rôle in our study. This makes distinct difference between our approach and the existing methods.

2 Assumptions and notations

In this section, we introduce several notions and notations which will be used throughout the paper.

Let D ⊂ R^d be an open subset of the Euclidean space of d dimensions, with a smooth boundary ∂ D, where d ≥ 2. ∂ D is an embedded sub-manifold of dimension d − 1, though not necessary connected. D denotes the closure of D.

Let ν > 0 be a positive constant representing “the viscosity constant”.

Let a(x,t) = (a^{i j} (x,t))_{i, j≤d} be a Borel measurable, d × d symmetric matrix-valued function defined for x ∈ R^d and t ∈ R. It is assumed that a(x,t) is uniformly elliptic in the sense that there is a constant λ ≥ 1 such that

λ^{−1}|ξ |^2 ≤ d ∑_{i, j=1}^{ξ iξ jai j(x,t) ≤ λ |ξ |2 (2.1)}

for every ξ = (ξ^1,··· ,ξ^d) ∈ R^d and (x,t) ∈ R^d × R. It is also assumed that there is a symmetric matrixvalued function σ(x,t) = (σ^i_j(x,t)) such that σ^i_j(x,t) = σ^j_i (x,t) and

a^{i j}(x,t) = d ∑_{l=1}^{σ i}l^{(x,t)σ j}l^{(x,t) (2.2)}

for all i, j ≤ d.

Let b(x,t) = (b^1(x,t),... ,b^d (x,t)) be a Borel measurable, time-dependent vector field on R^d , and c(x,t) be a Borel measurable scalar function on R^d × R. a(x,t), b(x,t) and c(x,t) may be defined originally only for (x,t) ∈ D × J (where J ⊂ R is an interval), but without further specification, these functions are automatically extended to all (x,t) ∈ R^d × R according to the following rules: b(x,t) = 0, c(x,t) = 0 and a^{i j}(x,t) = δ^{i j} for (x,t) /∈ D × J unless otherwise specified.

Define a time-dependent differential operator of second order

L_{a;b,c} = ν d ∑_{i, j=1}^{ai j ∂ 2}_{∂ x j∂ xi}^{+ d}∑_{i=1}^{bi ∂}_{∂ xi}^{+ c. (2.3)}

The first term involving a^{i j}(x,t) on the right-hand side is called the diffusion part, b(x,t) is called the drift vector field, and the scalar multiplication part c(x,t) is called the zero-th order term. If c = 0, then L_{a;b,0} is a diffusion operator, which will be denoted by L_{a;b} for simplicity. If a^{i j}(x,t) = δ^{i j} for all (x,t) ∈ R^d × R, then L_{a;b,c} is denoted by L_{b,c}, and similarly, if a^{i j}(x,t) = δ^{i j} and c(x,t) = 0 for all (x,t) ∈ R^d × R, then L_{a;b,c} is denoted by L_b.

L_{a;b,c} may be written in a form whose diffusion part is written in divergence form

L_{a;b,c} = ν d ∑_{i, j=1}^∂_{∂ x j}^{ai j ∂}_{∂ xi}^{+ d}∑_{i=1} ( b^i − ν d ∑_{j=1}^{∂ ai j}_{∂ x j} ) ∂ ∂ x^i

+ c, (2.4)

as long as^{∂ ai j}_{∂ x j} exist. According to integration by parts, the formal adjoint L^⋆_{a;b,c} of L_{a;b,c} is again a second order differentiable operator and L^⋆_{a;b,c} = L_{a;b⋆,c⋆} , where

b^i_⋆(x,t) = −b^i(x,t) + 2ν d ∑_{j=1}^{∂ ai j(x,t)}_{∂ x j}^{(2.5)} and c_⋆(x,t) = c(x,t) − ∇ · b(x,t) + ν d ∑_{i, j=1}^{∂ 2ai j(x,t)}

∂ x^j∂ x^i

(2.6)

respectively. The formal adjoint of the (forward) heat operator L_{a;b,c} −^∂_{∂t} is the (backward) heat operator L_{a;b⋆,c⋆} +^∂_{∂t} .

Example 2.1. If a^{i j} = δ_{i j}, then L_{b,c} = νΔ + b · ∇ + c and L^⋆_{b,c} = L_{−b,c−∇·b}, which is a very important relation in the study of random vortex methods, cf. [4, 11, 29] for details.

Similarly

L_{a;b,c} = ν d ∑_{i, j=1}^∂_{∂ x j}^{ai j ∂}_{∂ xi}^{+ d}∑_{i=1}^{bi ∂}_{∂ xi}^{+ c (2.7)}

is an elliptic operator of second order, and L_{a;b,c} = L_{a;b̂,c}, where

b̂^i = b^i + ν^d∑ j=1 ∂ a^{i j} ∂ x^j

(2.8)

as long as^{∂ ai j}_{∂ x j} exist. Note that b̂ is independent of c.

In general Einstein’s convention that repeated indices are summed up in their ranges is applied, unless said otherwise. The following convention will also be applied to quantities which rely on a, b and c. If a quantity depends on a,b and c then it may be labelled with a lower subscript a;b,c. If a^{i j}(x,t) = δ_{i j} for all x and t, then the part a; will be omitted, so that

L_{b,c} = νΔ + d ∑_{i=1}^{bi ∂}_{∂ xi}^{+ c. (2.9)}

If c = 0, then the part ,c will be omitted, hence

L_{a;b} = ν d ∑_{i, j=1}^{ai j ∂ 2}_{∂ xi∂ x j}^{+ d}∑_{i=1}^{bi ∂}_{∂ xi}^{(2.10)}

and therefore L_b = νΔ + d ∑_{i=1}^{bi ∂}_{∂ xi}^{. (2.11)}

This convention will be applied to other quantities such as the fundamental solutions, transition probability density functions, and so on. In particular L_{a;b} = L_{a;b̂}.

We finally make some comments on further regularity assumptions on the data a,b,c and q (to be introduced later on) in additional to the assumptions we have already made. For simplicity, we assume that all data a,b,c and q are smooth and bounded, although these regularity conditions may be too demanding for applications. In fact, in additional to the assumptions made, the following assumptions are sufficient for our arguments to be true.

1) The results and arguments about L_{a;b} are valid if a^{i j}(x,t) are uniformly continuous in (x,t), b^i(x,t), c(x,t) and q(x,t) are bounded, Borel measurable and continuous in t, although the boundedness conditions may be weaken.

2) The results and arguments about L_{a;b} are valid if a^{i j}(x,t) are Borel measurable and continuous in t, b^i(x,t), c(x,t) and q(x,t) are bounded, Borel measurable and continuous in t, although the boundedness conditions may be weaken.

2.1 Analytic structures In this section we recall several analytic structures associated with the basic data a(x,t), b(x,t) and c(x,t).

The fundamental solutions are the basic analytic quantities associated with the elliptic operators of second order, and the reader may refer to [1] and [18, 25] for the most fundamental results in this aspect.

Γ_{a;b,c}(x,t;ξ ,τ), defined for x,ξ ∈ R^d and τ < t, is the fundamental solution of the forward parabolic equation ( L_{a;b,c} − ∂ ∂t ) f (x,t) = 0 (2.12)

in the sense that for every fixed τ ≥ 0 and ξ ∈ R^d , f (x,t) = Γ_{a;b,c}(x,t;ξ ,τ) solves (2.12), and for every bounded continuous function φ on R^d

lim_{t↓τ} ∫ R^d

Γ_{a;b,c}(x,t;ξ ,τ)φ(ξ )dξ = φ(x) (2.13)

for every x ∈ R^d .

Similarly Γ^⋆_{a;b,c}(x,t;ξ ,τ) defined for x,ξ ∈ R^d and for t < τ is a fundamental solution of the backward heat operator L_{a;b,c} +^∂_{∂t} , if for any ξ ∈ R^d and τ, f (x,t) = Γ^⋆_{a;b,c}(x,t;ξ ,τ) satisfies the backward parabolic equation ( L_{a;b,c} + ∂ ∂t ) f (x,t) = 0 (2.14) and lim_{t↑τ} ∫ R^d

Γ^⋆_{a;b,c}(x,t;ξ ,τ)φ(ξ )dξ = φ(x)

for every continuous function φ on R^d and for every x ∈ R^d .

Lemma 2.2. The following relation holds:

Γ_{a;b,c}(x,t;ξ ,τ) = Γ^⋆_{a;b⋆,c⋆} (ξ ,τ;x,t) (2.15)

for any τ < t and x,ξ ∈ R^d .

For a proof of this basic fact, see [18, Theorem 15, page 28].

2.2 Probabilistic structures In this section we recall several probabilistic structures associated with the elliptic operator of second order L_{a;b}. If a^{i j}(x,t) are uniformly continuous and b^i(x,t) are bounded and Borel measurable, then according to [40] there is a unique family of probability measures P^{ξ ,τ}_{a;b} (where τ ≥ 0 and ξ ∈ R^d ) on the path space Ω = C([0,∞),R^d ) of all continuous paths in R^d , equipped with its Borel σ-algebra, such that 1) the diffusion starts from ξ at time τ in the following sense that

P^{ξ ,τ}_{a;b} [ψ ∈ Ω : ψ(t) = ξ for all 0 ≤ t ≤ τ] = 1. (2.16)

2) (local martingale property) for every f ∈ C^{2,1}(R^d × [τ,∞)),

M^{[ f ]}_t = f (ψ(t),t) − f (ψ(τ),τ) −

∫_t τ ( L_{a;b} + ∂ ∂ s ) f (ψ(s),s)ds

for t ≥ τ ≥ 0 and M^{[ f ]}_t = 0 for 0 ≤ t ≤ τ, is a local martingale under the probability measure P^{ξ ,τ}_{a;b} .

The family P^{ξ ,τ}_{a;b} (where ξ ∈ R^d ,τ ≥ 0) of probability measures is simply called the L_{a;b}-diffusion. If a^{i j}(x,t) = σ^i_k(x,t)σ^k_j (x,t) and σ^i_j(x,t) and b^i(x,t) are Lipschitz continuous, then the L_{a;b}-diffusion may be constructed by solving Itô’s stochastic differential equations:

dX^i = b^i(X,t)dt + √ 2ν d ∑_{k=1}^{σ i}k^{(X,t)dBk, X}s^{= ξ for s ≤ τ (2.17)}

for i = 1,... ,d, where B = (B^1,··· ,B^d ) is the standard Brownian motion in R^d . The distribution of the strong solution X is the probability measure P^{ξ ,τ}_{a;b} .

Let P_{a;b}(τ,ξ ,t,dx) = P^{ξ ,τ}_{a;b} [ψ ∈ Ω : ψ(t) ∈ dx] (where t > τ ≥ 0), called the transition probability function of the L_{a;b}-diffusion. Since a(x,t) is uniformly elliptic, P_{a;b}(τ,ξ ,t,dx) has a probability density function p_{a;b}(τ,ξ ,t,x) with respect to the Lebesgue measure, so that

P_{a;b}(τ,ξ ,t,dx) = p_{a;b}(τ,ξ ,t,x)dx for t > τ ≥ 0 and ξ ∈ R^d .

The transition density function p_{a;b}(τ,ξ ,t,x) (for t > τ ≥ 0) associated with the L_{a;b}-diffusion is positive and Hölder continuous (cf. [1]).

Lemma 2.3. Let p_{a;b}(τ,ξ ,t,x) be the transition probability density function of the L_{a;b}-diffusion. Then

p_{a;b}(τ,ξ ,t,x) = Γ^⋆_{a;b}(ξ ,τ;x,t) = Γ_{a;b̃,c̃}(x,t;ξ ,τ)

for all 0 ≤ τ < t and x,ξ ∈ R^d , where

b̃^i(x,t) = −b^i(x,t) + 2ν^d∑ j=1 ∂ a^{i j}(x,t) ∂ x^j

(2.18) and c̃(x,t) = −∇ · b(x,t) + ν d ∑_{i, j=1}^{∂ 2ai j(x,t)}

∂ x^j∂ x^i

. (2.19)

This follows immediately from Lemma 2.2 and the well known fact that p_{a;b}(τ,ξ ,t,x) = Γ^⋆_{a;b}(ξ ,τ;x,t) for all 0 ≤ τ < t and x,ξ ∈ R^d (cf. [41]).

Remark 2.4. If a^{i j}(x,t) = δ^{i j} and b(x,t) is divergence free for every t, that is, ∇·b = 0 in the distribution sense, then p_b(τ,ξ ,t,x) = Γ^⋆_b(ξ ,τ;x,t) = Γ_{−b}(x,t;ξ ,τ) (2.20) for all 0 ≤ t < τ. In particular, if ∇ · b = 0, then

Γ_b(x,t;ξ ,τ) = p_{−b}(τ,ξ ,t,x) (2.21)

for all t ≥ τ ≥ 0. The relationship (2.21) plays the crucial rôle in the random vortex method (cf. [28, 29]).

On the other hand, it is known that a forward parabolic equation can be solved by running back the time from a future time, which gives rise to another set of relations between fundamental solutions and the transition probability density functions. If T > 0 and f (x,t) is a function, then define f_T (x,t) = f (x,(T − t)^+).

Lemma 2.5. Let T > 0. Then

p_{aT ;bT} (T − t,x,T − τ,ξ ) = Γ_{a;b}(x,t;ξ ,τ) = Γ^⋆_{a;b̃,c̃}(ξ ,τ;x,t) (2.22)

for all 0 ≤ τ < t ≤ T and x,ξ ∈ R^n , where b̃ and c̃ are given by (2.18) and (2.19) respectively.

Proof. Let Θ(x,t;ξ ,τ) = p_{aT ;bT} (T − t,x,T − τ,ξ ) for 0 ≤ τ < t ≤ T and ξ ,x ∈ R^d . As a function of (x,t), p_{aT ;bT} (t,x;τ,ξ ) (for t < τ) solves the backward parabolic equation, so that Θ solves the forward parabolic equation ( L_{aT ;bT} − ∂ ∂t ) Θ(x,t;ξ ,τ) = 0 (2.23)

for 0 ≤ τ < t ≤ T . Since b_T (x,T − t) = b(x,t) and a_T (x,T − t) = a(x,t) for 0 ≤ t ≤ T , the previous equality is equivalent to the forward parabolic equation: ( L_{a;b} − ∂ ∂t ) Θ(x,t;ξ ,τ) = 0

on R^d × [τ,T] for every τ ∈ (0,T ]. Suppose φ(ξ ) is continuous and bounded on R^d , then ∫ R^d

Θ(x,t;ξ ,τ)φ(ξ )dξ = ∫ R^d

p_{aT ;bT} (T − t,x,T − τ,ξ )φ(ξ )dξ

→ φ(x)

as T − t ↑ T − τ, i.e. as t ↓ τ. By the uniqueness of the fundamental solution Θ(x,t;ξ ,τ) coincides with Γ_{a;b}(x,t;ξ ,τ), and therefore the conclusion follows immediately.

Remark 2.6. For the case where a^{i j}(x,t) = δ^{i j} and b(x,t) is divergence-free, then b̃ = −b and c̃ = 0, so that p_bT (T − t,x,T − τ,ξ ) = Γ_b(x,t;ξ ,τ) = Γ^⋆_{−b}(ξ ,τ;x,t) = p_{−b}(τ,ξ ,t,x) (2.24) for all 0 ≤ τ < t ≤ T and x,ξ ∈ R^n . Therefore for this case the fundamental solution Γ^⋆_{−b}(ξ ,τ;x,t) is a probability density in x and ξ respectively.

In general by definition Γ^⋆_{a;b̃,c̃}(ξ ,τ;x,t) is a probability density in the variable ξ , while in general it is not a probability density function with respect to the variable x, thus can not be a transition probability density function of an diffusion. A sufficient condition to ensure that Γ^⋆_{a;b̃,c̃}(ξ ,τ;x,t) is a transition probability function (with respect to x) of some diffusion is given in the next section.

3 The Feynman-Kac formula

The Feynman-Kac formula is a functional integration representation to the solutions f^i(x,t) of a backward parabolic equation: ( L_{a;b} + ∂ ∂t ) f^i(x,t) + n ∑_{j=1}^{qi}j^{(x,t) f j (x,t) = 0 in Rd × [0,∞), (3.1)}

where i = 1,... ,n, and n is some positive integer.

For each ψ ∈ C([0,∞),R^d ), let Q(τ,ψ,t) = (Q^i_j(τ,ψ,t))_{i, j≤n} be the solution to the ordinary differential equations: d dt Q^i_j(t) = Q^i_k(t)q^k_j (ψ(t),t), Q^i_j(τ) = δ^i_j (3.2)

for t ≥ τ, if the solution exists and is unique.

Lemma 3.1. (The Feynman-Kac formula) Suppose a^{i j}(x,t) are uniformly continuous, b^i(x,t) are bounded and Borel measurable, and q^i_j(x,t) are bounded and continuous. Suppose f^i(x,t) are C^{2,1} solutions to (3.1) with bounded first derivatives. Then f^i(η,τ) = ∫ Ω Q^i_j(τ,ψ;t) f^j(ψ(t),t)P^{η,τ}_{a;b} (dψ) (3.3) for t ≥ τ and η ∈ R^d .

As a consequence we have the following Lemma 3.2. Under the same regularity assumptions on a(x,t) and b(x,t) as in Lemma 3.1, and suppose c(x,t) is bounded and continuous. Then Γ^⋆_{a;b,c}(ξ ,τ;x,t) = p_{a;b}(τ,ξ ,t,x) ∫ Ω C(τ,ψ;t)P^{ξ ,τ→x,t}_{a;b} (dψ) (3.4) for x,ξ ∈ R^d and t > τ ≥ 0, where C(τ,ψ;r) for each ψ ∈ C([0,∞);R^d ) is the unique solution to the ordinary differential equation: C(τ,ψ;t) = 1 +

∫_{τ∧t} τ C(τ,ψ;s)c(ψ(s),s)ds (3.5) for t ≥ 0.

Proof. Let T > 0 and f be a C^{2,1} solution to the backward parabolic equation: ( L_{a;b,c} + ∂ ∂t ) f = 0 such that f (x,t) → f_0(x) as t ↑ T . The previous equation may be rewritten as the following: ( L_{a;b} + ∂ ∂t ) f (x,t) + c(x,t) f (x,t) = 0 so that, according to Lemma 3.1 f (ξ ,τ) = ∫ Ω C(τ,ψ;T ) f (ψ(T ),T )P^{ξ ,τ}_{a;b} (dψ) for 0 ≤ τ < T , and therefore f (ξ ,τ) = ∫ R^d ( p_{a;b}(τ,ξ ,T,x) ∫ Ω C(τ,ψ;T )P^{ξ ,τ}_{a;b} [dψ|ψ(T ) = x] ) f (x,T )dx which yields that Γ^⋆_{a;b,c}(ξ ,τ;x,T ) = p_{a;b}(τ,ξ ,T,x) ∫ Ω C(τ,ψ;T )P^{ξ ,τ}_{a;b} [dψ|ψ(T ) = x] .

The proof is complete. Lemma 3.3. Let T > 0. Then p_{aT ,bT} (T − t,x,T − τ,ξ ) = p_{a;}~_b(τ,ξ ,t,x) ∫ Ω C̃(τ,ψ;t)P^{ξ ,τ→x,t}_{a;b̃} (dψ) for any 0 ≤ τ < t ≤ T and x,ξ ∈ R^d , where b̃ and c̃ are given by (2.18) and (2.19) respectively, and C̃(τ,ψ;t) = 1 +

∫_{τ∧t} τ C̃(τ,ψ;s)c̃(ψ(s),s)ds for t ≥ 0 and ψ ∈ C([0,∞);R^d ).

Proof. We have p_{aT ,bT} (T − t,x,T − τ,ξ ) = Γ^⋆_{a;b̃,c̃}(ξ ,τ;x,t) for t > τ ≥ 0, so the corollary follows immediately from Lemma 3.2.

We may apply Lemma 3.3 to the L_{a;b}-diffusion, whose transition probability density function is denoted by h_{a;b}(t,x,τ,ξ ) for 0 ≤ t < τ. The formal adjoint operator of L_{a;b} is given by

L^⋆_{a;b} = ν d ∑_{i, j=1}^∂_{∂ x j}^{ai j ∂}_{∂ xi}^{− d}∑_{i=1}^{bi ∂}_{∂ xi}^{− ∇ · b}

and therefore c̃ = ∇ · b. Therefore we have the following consequence.

Lemma 3.4. Suppose ∇ · b(·,t) = 0 in the distribution sense for every t ≥ 0. Then for every T > 0 h_{aT ;bT} (T − t,x,T − τ,ξ ) = h_{a;−b}(τ,ξ ,t,x) (3.6) for 0 ≤ τ < t ≤ T and ξ ,x ∈ R^d .

Proof. Apply Lemma 3.3 to the differential operator L_{a;b} = L_{a;b̂}. Since ∇ · b = 0 identically for every t, c̃ = 0, and therefore the gauge process C̃ ≡ 1, the equality follows immediately.

4 Diffusion bridges

In this section we establish a duality among the conditional laws of the L_{a;b}-diffusions. Let Q^{η,τ}_{a;b} be the distribution of the L_{a;b}-diffusion started from η at τ ≥ 0. If T > 0 then Q^{η,0→ζ ,T}_{a;b} denotes the conditional law of the L_{a;b}-diffusion started from η at instance 0 and arrived at ζ at time T . Theorem 4.1. Suppose b(x,t) is divergence free and bounded, then for every T > 0 Q^{η,0→ζ ,T} a;−b ∘ τT = Q ζ ,0→η,T a_T ;b_T (4.1)

where τ_T is the time reverse which sends ψ to τ_T ψ, for ψ ∈ C([0,T ];R^d ), that is, τ_T ψ(t) = ψ(T −t) for t ∈ [0,T ].

Proof. It is known that the conditional law of Q^{η,0}_{a;b} given ψ(T ) = ζ , where η and ζ are the initial and final points, according to (14.1) in [14], denoted by Q^{η,0→ζ ,T}_{a;b} , is also Markovian (time non-homogeneous) whose transition density function is given by q(τ,ξ ,t,x) = h_{a;b}(τ,ξ ,t,x)h_{a;b}(t,x,T,ζ ) h_{a;b}(τ,ξ ,T,ζ )

(4.2) that is q(τ,ξ ,t,x) = Q^{η,0→ζ ,T}_{a;b} [ψ ∈ Ω : ψ(t) ∈ dx|ψ(τ) = ξ ] for 0 < τ < t ≤ T . Let 0 = t_0 < t_1 < ··· < t_n < t_{n+1} = T . Then Q^{η,0→ζ ,T} a;b [ w_{t0} ∈ dx_0,w_{t1} ∈ dx_1,··· ,w_{tn} ∈ dx_n,w_{tn+1} ∈ dx_{n+1} ] equals the measure q(0,η,t_1,x_1)··· q(t_{i−1},x_{i−1},t_i,x_i)··· q(t_n,x_n,T,ζ )dx_1 ··· dx_n.

By using (4.2), this measure has a pdf h_{a;b}(0,η,t_1,x_1)··· h_{a;b}(t_{i−1},x_{i−1},t_i,x_i)··· h_{a;b}(t_n,x_n,T,ζ ) h_{a;b}(0,η,T,ζ ) with respect to the measure δ_η (dx_0)dx_1 ··· dx_nδ_ζ (dx_{n+1}). According to Lemma 3.4, the previous pdf equals

h_{aT ;−bT} (0,ζ ,T − t_n,x_n)··· h_{aT ;−bT} (T − t_i,x_i,T − t_{i−1},x_{i−1})··· p_{aT ;−bT} (T − t_1,x_1,T,η) p_{aT ;−bT} (0,ζ ,T,η)

and we therefore conclude that Q^{η,0→ζ ,T} a;b [ w_{t0} ∈ dx_0,w_{t1} ∈ dx_1,··· ,w_{tn} ∈ dx_n,w_{tn+1} ∈ dx_{n+1} ] coincides with Q^{ζ ,0→η,T} a_T ;−b_T [wT −tn ∈ dxn,··· ,wT −t1 ∈ dx1,wT ∈ dx0,w0 ∈ dxn+1].

5 Feynman-Kac formula for forward parabolic equation

Let us begin with the following general construction of the gauge functional.

Given q(x,t) = (q^{i j}(x,t))_{i, j≤n}, an n × n square-matrix valued function defined for x ∈ R^d for t ≥ 0. For each T > 0 and each continuous path ψ ∈ C([0,T ];R^d ), consider the following ordinary differential equation d dt Q^i_j(t) = n ∑_{k=1}^{Qi}k^{(t)qk}j^{(ψ(t),(T − t)+), Qi}j^{(0) = δ}i j^{(5.1)}

which is linear in Q. The solution depends on T and on ψ as well, so it is denoted by Q(ψ,T ;t). By definition Q^i_j(ψ,T ;t) = δ_{i j} +

∫_t 0 n ∑_{k=1}^{Qi}k^{(ψ,T ;s)qk}j^{(ψ(s),(T − s)+)ds (5.2)}

for t ∈ [0,T ], where i, j = 1,··· ,n.

The time reversal operator τ_T , we recall, on C([0,T ];R^d ) maps ψ to τ_T ψ(t) = ψ(T −t). Therefore, if we substitute ψ by τ_T ψ and t by T − t we obtain

Q^i_j(τ_T ψ,T ;T − t) = δ_{i j} +

∫_{T −t} 0 n ∑_{k=1}^{Qi}k^{(τ}T^{ψ,T ;s)qk}j^{(ψ(T − s),(T − s)+)ds}

= δ_{i j} +

∫_T t n ∑_{k=1}^{Qi}k^{(τ}T^{ψ,T ;T − s)qk}j^{(ψ(s),s)ds.}

Hence we have the following elementary fact.

Lemma 5.1. For each ψ ∈ C([0,T ];R^d ), Q(ψ,T ;t) denotes the solution to ODE (5.1) and G(ψ,T ;t) = Q(τ_T ψ,T ;T − t) for t ∈ [0,T ]. Then G is the solution to the ordinary differential equation d dt G^i_j(t) = − n ∑_{k=1}^{Gi}k^{(t)qk}j^{(ψ(t),t), Gi}j^{(T ) = I. (5.3)}

Moreover Q(ψ,T ;t) = G(τ_T ψ,T ;T − t) for t ∈ [0,T ].

Now we are in a position to study the initial value problem of the forward parabolic equation: ( L − ∂ ∂t ) w^i(x,t) + n ∑_{j=1}^{qi}j^{(x,t)w j(x,t) + f i(x,t) = 0 (5.4)}

subject to the initial value w^i(x,0) = w^i_0(x), where i = 1,... ,n, where L = L_{a;b} (for this case we assume that a^{i j}(x,t) are uniformly continuous) or L = L_{a;b}, for both cases, b^i(x,t) are bounded and Borel measurable.

Lemma 5.2. Let P^η denote the distribution of the L_{aT ;bT} -diffusion or the L_{aT ;bT} -diffusion, depending on whether L = L_{a;b} or L = L_{a;b}, started from η ∈ R^d at time 0. Then

w^i(x,T ) = P^x

[_n

∑_{j=1}^{Qi}j^{(ψ,T ;T )w j}0^{(ψ(T )) +}

∫_T 0 Q^i_j(ψ,T ;t) f^j (ψ(t),T − t)dt ] . (5.5)

Proof. This is the classical Feynman-Kac formula applying to w(x,T − t).

Theorem 5.3. Suppose b is divergence free on R^d , i.e. ∇ · b = 0 in the distribution sense. Suppose w(x,t) = (w^i(x,t))_{i≤n} is a solution to the parabolic system ( L_{a;b} − ∂ ∂t ) w^i(x,t) + n ∑_{j=1}^{qi}j^{(x,t)w j (x,t) + f i(x,t) = 0 (5.6)}

subject to the initial value w(x,0) = w_0(x), where i = 1,... ,n. Then

w^i(x,T ) = n ∑_{j=1} ∫ R^d (∫ Ω G^i_j(ψ,T ;0)Q^{ξ ,0→x,T}_{a;−b} (dψ) ) w^j_0(ξ )h_{a;−b}(0,ξ ,T,x)dξ + n ∑_{j=1} ∫ R^d (∫ Ω ∫_T 0 G^i_j(ψ,T ;t) f^j(ψ(t),t)dtQ^{ξ ,0→x,T}_{a;−b} (dψ) ) h_{a;−b}(0,ξ ,T,x)dξ . (5.7)

where G(ψ,T ;t) = G(t) (for every T > 0 and every continuous path ψ) is the unique solution to the ordinary differential equation: d dt G^i_j(t) = −G^i_k(t)q^k_j (ψ(t),t), G^i_j(T ) = δ_{i j}. (5.8)

Proof. According to the previous Lemma 5.2

w^i(x,T ) = n ∑_{j=1}^{Q x,0 [Qi}j^{(ψ,T ;T )w j}0^{(ψ(T ))] +}

∫_T 0 Q^{x,0} [ Q^i_j(ψ,T ;t) f^j(ψ(t),T − t) ] dt = n ∑_{j=1} ∫ R^d

Q^{x,0} [ Q^i_j(ψ,T ;T )w^j_0(ψ(T )) | | ψ(T ) = ξ ] Q^{x,0} [ψ(T ) ∈ dξ ] + ∫_T 0 Q^{x,0} [ Q^i_j(ψ,T ;t) f^j(ψ(t),T − t) | |ψ(T ) = ξ ]Q^{x,0} [ψ(T ) ∈ dξ ]dt = n ∑_{j=1} ∫ R^d Q^{x,0→ξ ,T} a_T ;b_T [ Q^i_j(ψ,T ;T ) ] w^j_0(ξ )h_{aT ;bT} (0,x,T,ξ )dξ + n ∑_{j=1}

∫_T 0 Q^{x,0→ξ ,T} a_T ;b_T [ Q^i_j(ψ,T ;t) f^j(ψ(t),T − t) ] h_{aT ;bT} (0,x,T,ξ )dξ dt.

Since b(x,t) is divergence-free, so that L^⋆_{a;b} = L_{a;−b}. By Theorem 4.1 Q^{ξ ,0→η,T} a_T ;b_T ∘ τT = Q η,0→ξ ,T a;−b , together with the relation that Q(ψ,T ;t) = G(τ_T ψ,T ;T − t), we obtain

w^i(x,T ) = n ∑_{j=1} ∫ R^d Q^{x,0→ξ ,T} a_T ;b_T [ G^i_j(τ_T ψ,T ;0) ] w^j_0(ξ )h_{aT ;bT} (0,x,T,ξ )dξ + ∫_T 0 Q^{x,0→ξ ,T} a_T ;b_T [ G^i_j(τ_T ψ,T ;T − t) f^j(τ_T ψ(T − t),T − t) ] h_{aT ;bT} (0,x,T,ξ )dξ dt = n ∑_{j=1} ∫ R^d Q^{ξ ,0→x,T} a;−b [ G^i_j(ψ,T ;0) ] w^j_0(ξ )h_{aT ;bT} (0,x,T,ξ )dξ

+ n ∑_{j=1}^{Q ξ ,0→x,T}a;−b [∫_T 0 G^i_j(ψ,T ;T − t) f^j(ψ(T − t),T − t)dt ] h_{aT ;bT} (0,x,T,ξ )dξ .

Finally according to Lemma 3.4 h_{aT ;bT} (T − t,x,T − τ,ξ ) = h_{a;−b}(τ,ξ ,t,x), which yields that h_{aT ;bT} (0,x,T,ξ ) = h_{a;−b}(0,ξ ,T,x) for 0 ≤ τ < t ≤ T . Substituting this equation into the representation for w^i we obtain (5.7).

6 Boundary value problems

We first recall the Feynman-Kac formula for solutions of the initial and boundary value problem: ( L_{a;b} + ∂ ∂t ) f^j(x,t) + q^j_k(x,t) f^k (x,t) = g^j(x,t) in D × [0,∞) (6.1)

subject to the Dirichlet boundary condition that f^j(x,t) = β^j(x) for x ∈ ∂ D and t > 0, (6.2) where j = 1,··· ,n.

Lemma 6.1. Assume that a is uniformly continuous and b is bounded and Borel measurable. For each ψ ∈ C([0,∞);R^d ) denote Q(ψ,t) the solution to the (linear) ordinary differential equation d dt Q^i_j(t) = Q^i_k(t)1_D(ψ(t))q^k_j (ψ(t),t), Q^i_j(0) = δ^i_j (6.3) and ζ_D(ψ) = inf{t ≥ 0 : ψ(t) /∈ D}. (6.4) Then the following integration representation holds:

f^i(η,0) = ∫ Ω Q^i_j(ψ,t) f^j (ψ(t),t)1_{{ζD(ψ)>t}}P^η (dψ) + ∫ Ω Q^i_j(ψ,ζ_D(ψ))β^j(ψ(ζ_D(ψ)))1_{{ζD(ψ)≤t}}P^η (dψ) (6.5) − ∫ Ω [∫_{t∧ζD(ψ)} 0 Q^i_j(ψ,s)g^j (ψ(s),s)ds ] P^η (dψ) (6.6)

for all t ≥ 0 and η ∈ R^d , where i = 1,··· ,n and P^η = P^{η,0}_{a;b} for simplicity.

Proof. For a slightly different version of Feynman-Kac formula and its proof, see for example [16, Theorem 2.3. page133]. For completeness we include a proof here. We may assume that q^i_j(x,t) = 0 for x /∈ D otherwise we may use 1_D(x)q^i_j (x,t) instead. Let X be the weak solution of the stochastic differential equation dX^k(t) = b^k(X(t),t)dt + √ 2νσ^k_l (X(t),t)dB^l (t).

for k = 1,... ,d, with initial X(0) = η. Consider the linear ordinary differential equation: d dt Q^i_j(t) = Q^i_k(t)q^k_j (X(t),t), Q^i_j(0) = δ^i_j. (6.7)

Suppose ρ is smooth such that ρ(x) = 1 for x ∈ D, and f̃^i(x,t) = ρ(x) f^i(x,t). Then f̃^i(x,t) (i = 1,... ,n) are C^{2,1}-functions on R^d × [0,∞) and ∂ ∂t f̃^j + L_{a;b} f̃^j + q^j_k f̃^k = F^j in R^d × [0,∞). (6.8)

Consider M^i_t = Q^i_j(t) f^j(X(t),t) for t ≥ 0. Then, according to Itô’s formula

M^i_t = M^i_0 +

∫_t 0 Q^i_j(s) √ 2νσ^k_l (X(s),s)

∂ f̃^j ∂ x^k

(X(s),s)dB^l_s + ∫_t 0 Q^i_j(s) ( ∂ ∂ s f̃^j + L_{a;b} f̃^j + q^j_k f̃^k ) (X(s),s)ds. (6.9) Let ζ_D = inf{t ≥ 0 : X(t) /∈ D}

be the first time the diffusion leaves the region D. Then E [ M^i_{t∧ζD} ] = E [ M^i_0 ] + E ∫_{t∧ζD} 0 Q^i_j(s) ( ∂ ∂ s f^j + L_{a;b} f^j + q^j_k f^k ) (X(s),s)ds. (6.10)

Since f^j solve the differential equations (6.8), so that E [ M^i_{t∧ζD} ] = E [ M^i_0 ] + E [∫_{t∧ζD} 0 Q^i_j(s)F^j(X(s),s)ds ] . (6.11)

Since M^i_0 = f^i(η,0) and E [ M^i_{t∧ζD} ] = E [ M^i_{ζD} : t ≥ ζ_D ] + E [ M^i_t : t < ζ_D ] = E [ Q^i_j(ζ_D) f^j(X(ζ_D),ζ_D) : t ≥ ζ_D ] + E [ Q^i_j(t) f^j(X(t),t) : t < ζ_D ] = E [ Q^i_j(t) f^j(X(t),t) : t < ζ_D ] + E [ Q^i_j(ζ_D)β^j(X(ζ_D)) : t ≥ ζ_D ] where the last equality follows from the Dirichlet boundary condition: X(ζ_D) ∈ ∂ D on ζ_D < ∞, and f^j(x,t) = β^j(x) for x ∈ ∂ D. Substituting this equality into (6.11), E [ Q^i_j(t) f^j(X(t),t) : t < ζ_D ] = f^i(η,0) + E [∫_{t∧ζD} 0 Q^i_j(s)F^j(X(s),s)ds ]

− E [ Q^i_j(ζ_D)β^j(X(ζ_D)) : t ≥ ζ_D ] The functional integration representation follows by an approximating procedure.

We next establish a forward Feynman-Kac formula.

For every ψ ∈ C([0,∞);R^d ) and T > 0, Q̃(ψ,T ;t) denotes the solution to the following linear ordinary differential equations d dt Q̃^i_j(ψ,T ;t) = −Q̃^i_k(ψ,T ;t)1_D(ψ(t))q^k_j (ψ(t),t), Q̃^i_j(ψ,T ;T ) = δ^i_j (6.12)

for i, j = 1,··· ,n.

Theorem 6.2. Suppose b(x,t) is bounded, Borel measurable and ∇ · b = 0 in the distribution sense on R^d . Let w(x,t) be the solution to Cauchy’s initial and boundary problem of the following parabolic system: (

L_{a;b} − ∂ ∂t ) w^j(x,t) + n ∑_{k=1}^{q j}k^{(x,t)wk(x,t) = g j(x,t) in D (6.13)}

subject to the initial and boundary conditions that

w^j(x,0) = w^j_0(x) for x ∈ D, and w^j(x,t) = β^j(x) for x ∈ ∂ D, t > 0 (6.14) for j = 1,··· ,n. Then

w^i(η,T ) = ∫ D (∫ Ω Q̃^i_j(ψ,T ;0)1_{{ζD(ψ)>T}}Q^{ξ ,0→η,T}_{a;−b} (dψ) ) w^j_0(ξ )h(0,ξ ,T,η)dξ + ∫ R^d (∫ Ω Q̃^i_j(ψ,λ_{T,∂ D}(ψ))β^j(ψ(λ_{T,∂ D}(ψ)))1_{{ζD(ψ)≤T}}Q^{ξ ,0→η,T}_{a;−b} (dψ) ) h(0,ξ ,T,η)dξ (6.15) − ∫_T 0 [∫ R^d (∫ Ω Q̃^i_j(ψ,T ;s)g^j (ψ(s),s)1_{{ζD(θsψ)>T−s}}Q^{ξ ,0→η,T}_{a;−b} (dψ) ) h(0,ξ ,T,η)dξ ] ds (6.16) for every η ∈ D and T > 0, where h(τ,ξ ,t,η) denotes h_{a;−b}(τ,ξ ,t,η) for simplicity, λ_{T,∂ D}(ψ) = sup {t ∈ [0,T ] : ψ(t) ∈ ∂ D} and θ_s : Ω → Ω, θ_sψ(t) = ψ(t + s) for s;t ≥ 0.

Proof. Let T > 0 and f^i(x,t) = w^i(x,T − t), so that u^i satisfy the following parabolic equations ( L_{aT ;bT} + ∂ ∂t ) f^j(x,t) + n ∑_{k=1}^{q j}k,T^{(x,t) f k (x,t) = g j}T^{(x,t) in D.}

Then according to (6.6) w^i(η,T ) = ∫ Ω ( Q^i_j(ψ,T )w^j_0(ψ(T ))1_{{ζD(ψ)>T}} ) Q^η_{aT ;bT} (dψ) + ∫ Ω Q^i_j(ψ,ζ_D(ψ))β^j(ψ(ζ_D(ψ)))1_{{ζD(ψ)≤T}}Q^η_{aT ;bT} (dψ) (6.17) − ∫_T 0 [∫ Ω ( Q^i_j(ψ,s)g^j (ψ(s),T − s)1_{{s<T∧ζD(ψ)}} ) Q^η_{aT ;bT} (dψ) ] ds (6.18) where Q^η_{aT ;bT} is the law of the L_{aT ;bT} -diffusion started from η at instance 0, and Q^i_j(ψ,t) = δ^i_j +

∫_t 0 Q^i_k(ψ,s)1_D(ψ(s))q^k_j (ψ(s),T − s)ds.

Replace t by T − t and ψ by τ_T ψ one obtains that Q^i_j(τ_T ψ,T − t) = δ^i_j +

∫_{T −t} 0 Q^i_k(τ_T ψ,s)1_D(ψ(T − s))q^k_j(ψ(T − s),T − s)ds = δ^i_j −

∫_t T Q^i_k(τ_T ψ,T − s)1_D(ψ(s))q^k_j (ψ(s),s)ds.

Hence, by setting Q̃(ψ,T ;t) = Q^i_j(τ_T ψ,T − t), one deduce that Q̃^i_j(ψ,T ;t) = δ^i_j −

∫_t T Q̃^i_k(ψ,T ;s)1_D(ψ(s))q^k_j (ψ(s),s)ds. (6.19) Moreover Q^i_j(τ_T ψ,t) = Q̃(ψ,T ;T − t) for every t ∈ [0,T ].

We rewrite (6.18) by conditioning on the values of the diffusion at T , to obtain that w^i(η,T ) = R^i_I (η,T ) + R^i_B(η,T ) − R^i_N (η,T ) (6.20) where the first term

R^i_I(η,T ) = ∫ D (∫ Ω Q^i_j(ψ,T )1_{{ζD(ψ)>T}}Q^{η,0→ξ ,T}_{aT ;bT} (dψ) ) w^j_0(ξ )h_{aT ;bT} (0,η,T,ξ )dξ , the boundary term R^i_B(η,T ) = ∫ Ω Q^i_j(ψ,ζ_D(ψ))β^j(ψ(ζ_D(ψ)))1_{{ζD(ψ)≤T}}Q^η_{aT ;bT} (dψ) and finally the inhomogeneous term R^i_N (η,T ) =

∫_T 0 [∫ R^d (∫ Ω Q^i_j(ψ,s)g^j (ψ(s),T − s)1_{{s<ζD(ψ)}}Q^{η,0→ξ ,T}_{aT ;bT} (dψ) ) h_{aT ;bT} (0,η,T,ξ )dξ ] ds. Since L^⋆_{a;b} = L_{a;−b} under our assumptions, Q^{ξ ,0→η,T}_{a;−b} ∘ τ_T = Q^{η,0→ξ ,T}_{aT ;bT} and (cf. Lemma 3.4) h_{aT ;bT} (0,η,T,ξ ) = h(0,ξ ,T,η). (6.21) Thanks to these dualities, we are able to rewrite the three terms on the right-hand side of the representation (6.20) for w^i. Indeed the first term

R^i_I (η,T ) = ∫ D (∫ Ω Q^i_j(ψ,T )1_{{ζD(ψ)>T}}Q^{η,0→ξ ,T}_{aT ;bT} (dψ) ) w^j_0(ξ )h_{aT ;bT} (0,η,T,ξ )dξ = ∫ D (∫ Ω Q̃^i_j(ψ,T ;0)1_{{ζD(τT ψ)>T}}Q^{ξ ,0→η,T}_{a;−b} (dψ) ) w^j_0(ξ )h(0,ξ ,T,η)dξ .

We notice that, if ξ ,η ∈ D, then under the conditional law Q^{ξ ,0} [ dψ|ψ(T ) = η], ζ_D(τ_T ψ) > T is equivalent to that ψ(T − t) ∈ D for all t ∈ [0,T ], which in turn is equivalent to that ψ(t) ∈ D. While the last is equivalent to that ζ_D(ψ) > T . Therefore

R^i_I (η,T ) = ∫ D (∫ Ω Q̃^i_j(ψ,T ;0)1_{{ζD(ψ)>T}}Q^{ξ ,0→η,T}_{a;−b} (dψ) ) w^j_0(ξ )h(0,ξ ,T,η)dξ . (6.22) To handle the second term which arises from the inhomogeneous boundary data β (x). By using the conditional law we may rewrite R^i_B(η,T ) = ∫ R^d ∫ Ω Q^i_j(ψ,ζ_D(ψ))β^j(ψ(ζ_D(ψ)))1_{{ζD(ψ)≤T}}Q^{η,0→ξ ,T}_{aT ;bT} (dψ)h(0,ξ ,T,η)dξ = ∫ R^d ∫ Ω Q^i_j(τ_T ψ,ζ_D(τ_T ψ))β^j(τ_T ψ(ζ_D(τ_T ψ)))1_{{ζD(τT ψ)≤T}}Q^{ξ ,0→η,T}_{a;−b} (dψ)h(0,ξ ,T,η)dξ , where the complication arises due to the integral against the variable ξ takes place over the whole space R^d . Observe that ζ_D(τ_T ψ) ≤ T if and only if there is t_0 ∈ [0,T ] such that ψ(t_0) ∈ ∂ D, which is therefore equivalent to that ζ_D(ψ) ≤ T , and ζ_D(τ_T ψ) = inf {t ≥ 0 : ψ(T − t) ∈ ∂ D}

= inf {T − s ≥ 0 : ψ(s) ∈ ∂ D} = T − sup {s : 0 ≤ s ≤ T s.t. ψ(s) ∈ ∂ D}.

Therefore Q^i_j(τ_T ψ,ζ_D(τ_T ψ)) = Q̃^i_j(ψ,λ_{T,∂ D}(ψ)) on {ζ_D(ψ) ≤ T } and β^j(τ_T ψ(ζ_D(τ_T ψ)))1_{{ζD(τT ψ)≤T}} = β^j(ψ(λ_{T,∂ D}(ψ)))1_{{ζD(ψ)≤T}}.

By using these relations we can rewrite the boundary term

R^i_B(η,T ) = ∫ R^d (∫ Ω Q̃^i_j(ψ,λ_{T,∂ D}(ψ))β^j(ψ(λ_{T,∂ D}(ψ)))1_{{ζD(ψ)≤T}}Q^{ξ ,0→η,T}_{a;−b} (dψ) ) h(0,ξ ,T,η)dξ .

(6.23)

Finally let us consider the third term arising from the inhomogeneous term in the parabolic system. In fact, by using duality we may rewrite

R^i_N (η,T ) =

∫_T 0 ∫ R^d ∫ Ω Q^i_j(ψ,s)g^j (ψ(s),T − s)1_{{s<ζD(ψ)}}Q^{η,0→ξ ,T}_{aT ;bT} (dψ)h_{aT ;bT} (0,η,T,ξ )dξ ds = ∫_T 0 ∫ R^d ∫ Ω Q^i_j(τ_T ψ,s)g^j(τ_T ψ(s),T − s)1_{{s<ζD(τT ψ)}}Q^{ξ ,0→η,T}_{a;−b} (dψ)h(0,ξ ,T,η)dξ ds = ∫_T 0 ∫ R^d ∫ Ω Q̃^i_j(ψ,s)g^j (ψ(s),s)1_{{ζD(θsψ)>T−s}}Q^{ξ ,0→η,T}_{a;−b} (dψ)h(0,ξ ,T,η)dξ ds.

Putting these equations together we deduce the functional integration representation.

In particular we have the following forward Feynman-Kac formula.

Theorem 6.3. Suppose ∇ · b = 0 on R^d in the distribution sense. Let w^i(x,t) be the solution to Cauchy’s initial problem of the parabolic system: ( L_{a;b} − ∂ ∂t ) w^j(x,t) + n ∑_{k=1}^{q j}k^{(x,t)wk(x,t) = 0 in D × [0,T ] (6.24)}

subject to the initial and Dirichlet boundary conditions:

w^j(x,0) = w^j_0(x) for x ∈ D, and w^j(x,t) = 0 for x ∈ ∂ D, t > 0 (6.25)

where j = 1,··· ,n. Then

w^i(η,T ) = ∫ D (∫ Ω Q̃^i_j(ψ,T ;0)1_{{ζD(ψ)>T}}Q^{ξ ,0→η,T}_{a;−b} (dψ) ) w^j_0(ξ )h_{a;−b}(0,ξ ,T,η)dξ

for every η ∈ D.

Remark 6.4. We would like to emphasize the assumptions on a^{i j}(x,t) and b^i(x,t), both are defined for all x ∈ R^d and t ≥ 0. In order to ensure the previous functional integration representation to be valid, we assume that b^i(x,t) is bounded (this condition can be weaken) and Borel measurable, but the most crucial assumption is that b(x,t) is divergence free on R^d (not only on D !) in the distribution sense. The probability measure used in the representation is the distribution associated with the differential operator

L_{a;−b} = ν d ∑_{i, j=1}^∂_{∂ x j}^{ai j(x,t) ∂}_{∂ xi}^{− d}∑_{i=1}^{bi(x,t) ∂}_{∂ xi}

which is the formal adjoint operator of L_{a;b}.

7 Navier-Stokes equations

In this section we apply the forward Feynman-Kac formula to derive a stochastic representation for solutions of the Navier-Stokes equations in domains via their vortex dynamics, cf. [11, 29]. We begin with the following elementary fact.

Lemma 7.1. Suppose b(x) is a C^1-vector field in D , and ∇ · b(x) = 0 for all x ∈ D. Suppose b(x) = 0 for x ∈ ∂ D. Extend b(x) to all x ∈ R^d by setting b(x) = 0 for x /∈ D. Then b(x) is divergence-free in distribution sense on R^d .

Proof. According to assumptions, ∂ D is a smooth manifold of d − 1 dimensions, so has zero Lebesgue measure. Therefore ∇ · b = 0 a.e. on R^d . Suppose φ is a smooth function on R^d with a compact support. Then ∇ · (φb) = ∇φ · b + φ∇ · b = ∇φ · b a.e.

Hence ∫ R^d

∇φ · b = ∫ R^d

∇ · (φb) = ∫ ∂ D φb · ν + ∫ ∂ D^c

φb · ν = 0 where the last equality follows from the assumption that b(x) = 0 for x ∈ ∂ D. Therefore ∇ · b = 0 on R^d in the distribution sense.

Recall that the velocity u(x,t) and the pressure P(x,t) of an incompressible fluid flow constrained in D are solutions of the Navier-Stokes equations ∂ ∂t u + (u · ∇)u − νΔu − ∇P = 0 in D × [0,∞) (7.1) and ∇ · u = 0 in D × [0,∞), (7.2) subject to the no-slip condition

u(x,t) = 0 for x ∈ ∂ D and t ≥ 0. (7.3)

Suppose the initial data u_0 ∈ C^∞(D). Then, in dimension two, u(x,t) remains smooth in (x,t) up to the boundary, while in dimension three, the regularity of u(x,t) remains open. Let ω = ∇ ∧ u be the vorticity and ω_0 = ∇ ∧ u_0. It can be verified by a simple calculation that the boundary vorticity can be related to the shearing stress τ_{i j} = ν

(_{∂ ui}

∂ x^j +

∂ u^j ∂ x^i ) applied immediately to the boundary surface. In fact it can be demonstrated that the normal part ω^⊥ of the boundary vorticity ω|_{∂ D}, vanishes identically along the boundary surface, while its tangential vorticity ω^‖ along the boundary coincides with the normal shearing stress τ^⊥ up to a numerical factor ν^{−1}. The calculation of the boundary vorticity is an important problem which will not be discussed in this paper in detail. However let us point out that the normal stress applied immediately to the wall is a fluid dynamical quantity to be measured or to be controlled, and can be calculated approximately by using boundary layer equation, cf. [38, Chapter 6].

7.1 Two dimensional flows Let us first establish a representation for 2D flows. In dimension two, the vorticity ω can be identified with the scalar function^∂_{∂ x1} u^2 −^∂_{∂ x2} u^1 and ω is a solution to the vorticity transport equation ∂ ∂t ω + (u · ∇)ω − νΔω = 0 in D × [0,∞), (7.4)

where the boundary value of ω along the wall ∂ D may be identified with the stress of the fluid flow immediately injected to the wall, cf. [38, 27, 43]. Let us denote the stress along the wall by σ, whose explicit expression need to be calculated in terms of the geometry of ∂ D as well, so they are must be treated case by case.

Since ∇ · u = 0, the velocity field may be recovered in terms of ω by solving the Poisson equations

Δu^1 = − ∂ ω ∂ x^2

, Δu^2 = ∂ ω ∂ x^1

(7.5)

subject to the Dirichlet boundary condition u^1(x,t) = u^2(x,t) = 0 for x ∈ ∂ D. Hence according to Green formula u^i(x,t) = ∫ D K^i(x,η)ω(η,t)dη = ∫ R^2

K^i_D(x,η)ω(η,t)dη (7.6)

where K^i_D(x,η) = 1_D(η)K^i(x,η) (7.7) and the integral kernel K^i depend on the region D only.

Theorem 7.2. Let u be extended to be a vector field on R^2 × [0,∞) such that u(·,t) is divergence free in the distribution sense on the whole plane R^2 . Let X(ξ ,t) (for ξ ∈ R^2 and t ≥ 0) be the solution to the stochastic differential equation:

dX(t) = u(X(t),t)dt + √ 2νdB(t), X(0) = ξ . (7.8)

Then

u(x,t) = ∫ D ω_0(ξ )E [K_D(x,X(ξ ,t))J_1(ξ ,X(ξ ,t),t)]dξ + ∫ R^2 E [ K^i_D(x,X(ξ ,t))J_2(ξ ,X(ξ ,t),t) ] dξ (7.9)

for every x ∈ D and t > 0, where

J_1(ξ ,η,t) = P[ ζ_D(X(ξ ,·)) > t| X(ξ ,t) = η] (7.10) and J_2(ξ ,η,t) = E [ σ ( X(ξ ,λ_{t,∂ D}(X(ξ ,·)) ) 1_{{ζD(X(ξ ,·))≤t}} | |X(ξ ,t) = η] (7.11)

for any ξ ,η ∈ R^2 and t > 0.

Proof. The vorticity transport equation may be formulated in terms of L_{−u}, that is, ( ∂ ∂t − L_{−u} ) ω = 0 in D × [0,∞). (7.12)

Since u(·,t) is divergence free in the distribution sense for every t on R^2 , therefore we may apply Theorem 6.3 to ω, to obtain

ω(η,t) = ∫ D ω_0(ξ )P^{ξ ,0→η,t} [ζ_D(ψ) > t]h(0,ξ ,t,η)dξ + ∫ R^2 (∫ Ω σ(ψ(λ_{t,∂ D}(ψ)))1_{{ζD(ψ)≤t}}P^{ξ ,0→η,t} (dψ) ) h(0,ξ ,t,η)dξ (7.13)

for η ∈ D and t > 0, where P^{ξ ,0→η,T} denotes the conditional distribution of the L_u-diffusion started from ξ at time zero given ψ(t) = η, and h(τ,ξ ,t,η) is the transition probability density function of the L_u-diffusion. Since the distribution of X(ξ ,t) is exactly P^{ξ ,0}, the conclusion therefore follows immediately.

7.2 Three dimensional flows Next we consider an incompressible fluid flow with its velocity u = (u^1,u^2,u^3), constrained in a region D ⊂ R^3 . Therefore u(x,t) is a solution to the 3D Navier-Stokes equations (7.1, 7.2, 7.3). The vorticity ω^i = ε^{i jk ∂}_{∂ x j} u^k are solutions to the 3D vorticity transport equations ∂ ∂t ω^i + (u · ∇)ω^i − νΔω^i −

∂ u^i ∂ x^j ω^j = 0 in D × [0,∞), (7.14)

where ν > 0 is the viscosity constant as usual, which can be written as ( L_{−u} − ∂ ∂t ) ω^i + S^i_jω^j = 0, (7.15)

where S^i_j = 1 2 ( ∂ u^i ∂ x^j + ∂ u^j ∂ x^i ) is the symmetric stress tensor. The boundary value of ω along the wall ∂ D can be again identified with the stress tensor, denoted by β . Since ∇ · u = 0 in D so that Δu = −∇ × ω in D and u satisfies the Dirichlet boundary condition along ∂ D. Therefore

u(x,t) = − ∫ D H(x,η)∇ × ω(η,t)dη, (7.16)

where H(x,y) is the Green function of D. By integration by parts we obtain

u(x,t) = ∫ D K(x,η) × ω(η,t)dη = ∫ R^3

K_D(x,η) × ω(η,t)dη (7.17)

where K_D(x,η) = 1_D(η)K(x,η). That is

u^i(x,t) = ∫ D ε^{ilk}K^l(x,η)ω^k(η,t)dη. (7.18)

It follows that S^i_j(x,t) = ∫ D K^{i,k}_j (x,η)ω^k(η,t)dη = ∫ D K^{i,k}_{D; j}(x,η)ω^k(η,t)dη, (7.19)

where K^{i,k}_j (x,η) = ε^{ilk} ∂ ∂ x^j

K^l (x,η) + ε^{jlk} ∂ ∂ x^i

K^l (x,η) (7.20) and K^{i,k}_{D; j}(x,η) = 1_D(η) ( ε^{ilk} ∂ ∂ x^j

K^l (x,η) + ε^{jlk} ∂ ∂ x^i

K^l (x,η) ) . (7.21)

We notice that the Green function G, the integral kernels K and K_D are determined solely by the domain D ⊂ R^3 .

Let u(x,t) be extended to be a divergence free (in the distribution sense) vector field on R^3 , and X(ξ ;t) and Q̃^i_j(x,t) are the solutions to the stochastic differential equations

dX(ξ ;t) = u(X(ξ ;t),t)dt + √ 2νdB(t), X(ξ ;0) = ξ (7.22) and d ds Q̃^i_j(ξ ,t;s) = −Q̃^i_k(ξ ,t;s)1_D(X(ξ ;s))S^k_j (X(ξ ;s),s), Q̃^i_j(ξ ,t;t) = δ^i_j (7.23)

for t > 0 and s ≥ 0.

Theorem 7.3. Suppose u(x,t) is smooth and bounded on D × [0,T ], then

u^k(x,t) = ∫ D ω^l_0(ξ )E [ ε^{i jk}K^j_D(x,X(ξ ,t))J^i_l (ξ ,X(ξ ,t),t) ] dξ + ∫ R^3 E [ ε^{i jk}K^j_D(x,X(ξ ,t))B^i(ξ ,X(ξ ,t),t) ] dξ (7.24) and S^i_j(x,t) = ∫ D ω^l_0(ξ )E [ K^{i,k}_{D; j}(x,η)J^k_l (ξ ,X(ξ ,t),t) ] dξ + ∫ R^3 E [ K^{i,k}_{D; j}(x,η)B^k(ξ ,X(ξ ,t),t) ] dξ (7.25)

for all x ∈ D and t ∈ (0,T ], where k = 1,2,3, J^i_j(ξ ,η,t) = E [~ Q^i_j(ξ ,t;0)1_{{ζD(X(ξ ,·))>t}} | | X(ξ ,t) = η] (7.26) and B^i(ξ ,η,t) = E [~ Q^i_j(ξ ,t;λ_{T,∂ D}(X(ξ ,·)))1_{{ζD(X(ξ ,·))≤t}}β^j(X(ξ ,λ_{T,∂ D}(X(ξ ,·))) | | X(ξ ,t) = η]. (7.27)

Proof. The proof is similar to that of two dimensional case. According to Theorem 5.3 ω^i(η,T ) = ∫ D J^i_l (ξ ,η,t)ω^l_0(ξ )h_u(0,ξ ,T,η)dξ + ∫ R^d

B^i(ξ ,η,t)h_u(0,ξ ,T,η)dξ and the representation formula follows from (7.16) and the Fubini theorem immediately.

Bibliography

[1] Aronson, A. D., Non-negative solutions of linear parabolic equations, Annali della Scuola Normale Superiore di Pisa, Classe di Scienze 3e série, tome 22, no 4 (1968), p. 607-694.

[2] Busnello B., A probabilistic approach to the two-dimensional Navier-Stokes equations. Ann.

Probab. 27 (1999), no. 4, 1750–1780.

[3] Busnello B., Flandoli F. and Romito M., A probabilistic representation for the vorticity of a threedimensional viscous fluid and for general systems of parabolic equations. Proc. Edinb. Math. Soc. (2) 48 (2005), no. 2, 295–336.

[4] Chorin, A. J., Numerical study of slightly viscous flow, J. Fluid Mech. 57, 785-796 (1973). [5] Chorin A., Vortex models and boundary layer instability. SIAM J. Sci. Statist. Comput. 1 (1980), no. 1, 1–21.

[6] Chorin A. and Marsden J., A mathematical introduction to fluid mechanics. Springer (2000). [7] Constantin P., An Eulerian-Lagrangian approach for incompressible fluids: local theory. J. Amer.

Math. Soc. 14 (2001) no. 2, 263–278 (electronic).

[8] Constantin, P., An Eulerian-Lagrangian approach to the Navier-Stokes equations. Comm. Math.

Phys. 216 (2001) no. 3, 663–686.

[9] Constantin, P. and Iyer, G., A Stochastic Lagrangian representation of the three-dimensional incompressible Navier-Stokes equations. Comm. on Pure and Appl. Math., Vol. LXI, 0330–0345 (2008).

[10] Cottet, G., A new approach for the analysis of vortex methods in 2 and 3 dimensions, Ann. Inst. H.

Poincaré Anal. Non Linéare 5 (3), 227-285 (1988).

[11] Cottet, G.-H. and Koumoutsakos, P. D., Vortex methods - theory and practice. Cambridge University Press (2000).

[12] Davidson, P. A., Turbulence – an introduction for scientists and engineers. Second edition. Oxford University Press (2015).

[13] Deardorff, J. W., A numerical study of three-dimensional turbulent channel flow at large Reynolds numbers. J. Fluid Mech., 41:453–80 (1970).

[14] Dellacherie, C. and Meyer, P. A., Probabilitiés et potentiel, Chapitres XII à XVI. Hermann (1987). [15] Feynman, R. P., Space-time approach to non-relativistic quantum mechanics. Rev. Mod. Phys. 20, 367-387 (1948).

[16] Freidlin, M., Functional integration and partial differential equations. Princeton University Press (1985).

[17] Freidlin, M., Semi-linear PDE’s and limit theorems for large deviations, in Ecole d’Été de Probabilités de Saint-Flour XX - 1990, Lecture Notes in Math. 1527, pp. 1-109. Springer-Verlag (1992).

[18] Friedman, A., Partial differential equations of parabolic type. Prentice-Hall, Inc. (1964). [19] Gatski, T. B., Review of incompressible fluid flow computations using the vorticity-velocity formulation. Appl. Numerical Math., 7, 227-239 (1991).

[20] Gatski, T. B., Grosch, C. E. and Rose, M. E., A numerical study of the two-dimensional Navier- Stokes equations in vorticity-velocity variables. J. Comput. Phys., 48, 1-22 (1982).

[21] Geurts, B. J., Elements of direct and large-eddy simulations. Edwards (2003). [22] Guj, G. and Stella, F., A vorticity-velocity method for the numerical solution of 3D incompressible flows. J. Comput. Phys. 106, 286-298 (1993).

[23] Ikeda, N. and Watanabe, S., Stochastic differential equations and diffusion processes. Second Edition. North-Holland Pub. Company (1989) [24] Kac, M., On distributions of certain Wiener funcionals, Transactions of AMS., vol. 65, pp.1-13 (1949).

[25] Ladyženskaja, Olga A., Solonnikov, V. A. and N. N. Ural’ceva, N. N., Linear and quasi-linear equations of parabolic type. AMS (1968).

[26] LeJan, Y. and Sznitman, A. S., Stochastic cascades and 3-dimensional Navier-Stokes equations.

Probab. Theory Related Fields 109 (1997), no. 3, 343–366.

[27] Liu, J. G and Weinan E, Simple finite element method in vorticity formulation for incompressible flow. Math. Comp. 69 (2001) 1385-1407.

[28] Long, D.-G., Convergence of the random vortex method in two dimensions. J. Am. Math. Soc. 1, 779-804 (1988).

[29] Majda, A. J. and Bertozzi, A. L., Vorticity and incompressible flow. Cambridge Texts in Applied Math., Cambridge University Press (2002).

[30] Meitz, H. L. and Fasel, H. F., A compact-difference scheme for the Navier-Stokes equations in vorticity-velocity formulation. J. Comput. Phys., 157, 371-403 (2000).

[31] Napolitano, M. & Pascazio, G., A numerical method for the vorticity-velocity Navier-Stokes equations in two and three dimensions. Computer & Fluids, 19, 489-495 (1991).

[32] Neumann, J. von 1949, Recent theories of turbulence, in Collected works (1949-1963) 6, 437-472, ed. A. H. Taub. Pergamon Press, New York (1963).

[33] Orszag, S. A. and Patterson, G. S., Numerical simulation of three-dimensional homogeneous isotropic turbulence. Phys. Rev. Lett. 28, 76-9 (1972).

[34] Peskin C., A random-walk interpretation of the incompressble Navier-Stokes equations. Comm.

Pure Appl. Math. 38 (1985), no. 6, 845–852.

[35] Pope S., Stochastic Lagrangian models of velocity in homogeneous turbulent shear flow. Physics of Fluids 14 (2002), no. 5, 1696–1702.

[36] Prandtl, L., Über Flüssigkeitsbewegung bei sehr kleiner Reibung. Proc. Third Intern. Math. Congress, Heidelberg, pp. 848-491 (1904).

[37] Qian, Z., Süli, E. and Zhang, Y., Random vortex dynamics via functional stochastic differential equations. Proc. R. Soc. A. DOI: 10.1098/rspa.2022.0030 (2022). https://doi.org/10.1098/rspa.2022.0030

[38] Schlichting, H. and Gersten, K., Boundary-layer theory (Ninth Edition). Springer (2017).

[39] Sengupta, T. K. and Bhaumik, S., DNS of wall-bounded turbulent flows – a first principle approach.

Springer (2019).

[40] Stroock, D. W. and Varadhan, S. R. S., Diffusion processes with continuous coefficients, I and II.

Comm. Pure Appl. Math. XXII (1969), 345-400, 479-530.

[41] Stroock, D. W. and Varadhan, S. R. S., Multidimensional diffusion processes. Springer-Verlag (1979).

[42] Taylor, G. I., Diffusion by continuous movements. Proc. Lond. Math. Soc. 20 (1921), 196.

[43] Weinan E and Liu, J.-G., Finite difference methods for 3D viscous incompressible flows in the vorticity-vector potential formulation on non-staggered grids. J. Comput. Phys. 138 (1997), 57-- 82. [44] Zhang, X., A stochastic representation for backward incompressible Navier-Stokes equations.

Probab. Theory and Related Fields, 148(1):305–332, 2010.

[45] Zhang, X., Stochastic differential equations with Sobolev diffusion and singular drift and applications. The Annals of Appl. Probab. 26(5):2697–2732, 2016.