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Abstract

Two-frequency Wigner distribution is introduced to capture the asymptotic
behaviour of the space—frequency correlation of paraxial waves in the radiative
transfer limits. The scaling limits give rises to deterministic transport-like
equations. Depending on the ratio of the wavelength to the correlation
length the limiting equation is either a Boltzmann-like integral equation or
a Fokker—Planck-like differential equation in the phase space. The solutions
to these equations have a probabilistic representation which can be simulated
by Monte Carlo method. When the medium fluctuates more rapidly in the
longitudinal direction, the corresponding Fokker—Planck-like equation can be
solved exactly.

PACS numbers: 05.10.Ln, 42.25.Dd

1. Introduction

A central quantity of wave propagation in random media is the correlation of wave field
at two spacetime points. Through spectral decomposition of the time-dependent signal the
spacetime correlation is equivalent to the space—frequency correlation of the wave field [16].
The main focus of the present work is on deriving rigorously closed form equations governing
the space—frequency correlation of paraxial waves in the radiative transfer regime.

For optical wave propagating through the turbulent atmosphere, the complex-valued
wave amplitude is governed by the stochastic Schrodinger (paraxial) equation with a white-
noise potential [17]. The conventional approach uses the two-frequency mutual coherence
function and various ad hoc approximations [13]. Recently, we have introduced the two-
frequency Wigner distribution in terms of which we derived rigorously a complete set of
two-frequency all-order moment equations and solved exactly the mutual coherence function
in the geometrical optics regime [7].

In this paper, we consider the different regime of radiative transfer and prove the
self-averaging convergence of the two-frequency Wigner distribution for the paraxial wave
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equation. In other words, in radiative transfer, the whole hierarchy of two-frequency moment
equations is reduced to a single radiative-transfer-like equation.

Let L, and L, be, respectively, the characteristic macroscopic length scales of the wave
beam in the longitudinal and transverse directions. We assume the phase speed in the vacuum
is unity. The Fresnel number commonly defined as

_ L

oL
with the central wavelength 1y = 2/ ko measures the significance of Fresnel diffraction. In
all the scalings considered here the corresponding Fresnel number is large, indicating strong
Fresnel diffraction effect.

We use Ag, L,, L, to non-dimensionalize the paraxial wave equation [13]. Let ki, k» be
two (relative) wavenumbers nondimensionalized by the central wavenumber ky. Then the
wave field ¥; of wavenumber k; satisfies

iaizw,(z,x)+%jv§w,(z,x)+“7’”v@-ii%) Wi, =0,  j=12 (1)
where y is the reciprocal of Fresnel number, V represents the refractive index fluctuation with
the correlation lengths ¢, and ¢, in the longitudinal and transverse directions, respectively,
and p is the magnitude of the fluctuation. We denote the ratios £, /L and ¢, /L, respectively,
by p. and p, which then are the correlation lengths of the medium fluctuations in the unit of
characteristic length scales of the wave beam.

Let us now describe a family of scaling limits which would yield a non-trivial self-
averaging limit for the space—frequency correlation of the wave beam. The main characteristic
of the scaling limits is that the transverse correlation length ¢, is much smaller than the beam
width L, but is comparable or much larger than the central wavelength ). Roughly speaking,
the wave beam experiences the spatial diversity as it propagates through the medium but it
does not do so over a single wavelength in order to avoid the effective medium regime. This
condition is best described by dimensionless quantities as

O=y/px=0() 2
which includes the possibility that 6§ <« 1. This is the radiative transfer regime for
monochromatic waves [8].

To reduce the complexity of technique, however, we restrict ourselves mainly to the
longitudinal case where p./p, = O(1), including the possible scenario p./p, < 1. In this
case, the medium fluctuation of the following order of magnitude

v __ P
0P -
would lead to a non-trivial multiple scattering effect (see [6, 8] and references therein).

For wave fields of two different frequencies to interfere coherently, the unscaled frequency
shift needs to be limited to O (1) regardless the central frequency. In other words, we look
for O (1) coherence bandwidth which is a characteristic of the random medium. Again, this is
best expressed in the dimensionless quantities as

elxilnokl = elXigqokg =k, leiino Yy Uk — k) = B. 4)

W= 3)

We assume 8 > 0 below. We call this the two-frequency radiative transfer scaling limits.
Let us now review the basic framework of two-frequency Wigner distribution in the
paraxial regime. The two-frequency Wigner distribution is defined as [7]

1 —ip- X vy X vy
w 1p-y LA * -
(Z’ * p) (27[)(1 /e lel <Z’ \/k_l i 2\//(_]) \Ijz (Z7 \/k—z 2\/](_2>dy (5)




Self-averaging scaling limits of two-frequency Wigner distribution for random paraxial waves 5027

where the scaling factor \/Ig is introduced so that W satisfies a closed-form equation (see
below). Note here the scaling factor for the parabolic wave is different from that for the
spherical wave introduced in [10].

The following property can be derived easily from the definition

/2
NI
2ym

Since W; are governed by the Schrodinger-like equation the L?-norm does not change with

Z, ie. [W(z, -, )2 = [IW(, -, )|l». The Wigner distribution has the following obvious
properties:

Wz, )2 = < W1z, )l2[1W2(z, )2

fw<zxp>e'”dp v, <z, x ) ( = ”) ©6)
ﬁ 2«/_ vk 2k

d
2 k1k2> @ < pvk1 Vqu)
— 113 4y +

Wz, x, p) e ™9 dx = (

R? 14 2
~ k k
< B (Z’ pvka J_zq> e
4y 2
and so contains essentially all the information in the two-point two-frequency function.
The Wigner distribution W, satisfies the Wigner—Moyal equation exactly [7]
W o W+ ——L.W =0 (®)
9z P Vx NG W=

where the operator £, is formally given as

) . 0q
LW =i/[ 07" expliq-5/VkD)kW |z, x,p+
z 1/ [ xp(iq - X/+/k1)ki (z p 2Jk_1>

0 ~
— exp(iq - %/ vk ks W (z, Xp— 2\/‘1_) }v (pi dq)
2 4

with X = x/p, being the ‘fast’ transverse variable. As p, — 0, p, 1/ 2£Z displays the classical
central limit scaling in the z-variable and thus this is referred to as the longitudinal case. The
complex conjugate W:*(x, p) satisfies a similar equation

ow*
9z

1
+p V\W + — L W* =0 )
) N/
where

0
LIW* = i/@‘1 [exp(iq-f(/\/kj)kzw* (z, X, p+ 7‘%)
— exp(iq - X/v/ki )k W* <Z»X,P— T)}A( dQ>

We use the following definition of the Fourier transform and inversion:

Frp) = / e £ (x) dx

(2m)d
Flgm) = / ¢Prg(p) dp.

When making a partial (inverse) Fourier transform on a phase-space function we will write
Fi (resp. F| " and 5 (resp. F, Y to denote the (resp. inverse) transform w.r.t. X and p
respectively.
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2. Formulation and theorems

To describe the scaling limits more efficiently we introduce two controlling parameters &, o« > 0
and set

p; = &%, px = &*. (10)

By (2)-(4) all the other parameters can be expressed in terms of &, @ and 6. The radiative
transfer scalings in the longitudinal case then correspond to

e — 0, a € (0, 1], 1in})9<oo (11)
£—

along with (2)-(4).

To get the self-averaging result, it is essential to consider the weak formulation of
the Wigner-Moyal equation: to find W¢ in the space C([0, 00); L% (R*?) of z-continuous,
L2(R*¥)-valued processes such that [|[WS |2 < ||Woll2, Vz > 0, and

z 1 Z
(W2, 0)— (Wp, ©) = / (W p- Vx@®)ds + " / (we, £ro)ds, (12)
0 0
where W, € LZ(RZ"]) is the initial data and we consider all the smooth test functions of
compact supports ® € C (R*"). Here and below L? (R*?) is the space of complex-valued
square integrable functions on the phase space R* endowed with the weak topology and the
inner product

(Wi, Wa) = / Wi (x, p)Wa(x, p) dxdp.

We define for every realization of V the operator £ to act on a phase-space test function
O as

L0, p) =—i0"'FH[8.ViIx ) 'Ok, y)] (13)
with the difference operator 8, given by

X

. e[ X Oy
5 Vix,y) =k V, («/_1 2\/_> IQVZ(«/k_2 2\/}{_2) (14)
We define £, in the similar way.

The existence of solutions in the space C ([0, 00); Li)(RM)) can be established by the
same weak compactness argument as in [7]. We will not, however, address the uniqueness of
solution for the Wigner—Moyal equation (12) but we will show that as ¢ — 0 any sequence
of weak solutions to equation (12) converges in a suitable sense to the unique solution of a
deterministic equation (see theorems 1 and 2).

We assume that V,(x) = V(z, x) is a real-valued, centred, z-stationary, x-homogeneous
ergodic random field admitting the spectral representation

V.(x) = / exp(ip - ) V. (dp)

with the z-stationary spectral measure V. (-) satisfying
E[V:(dp)V-(dg)] = 6(p + q)@o(p) dp dq.
The transverse power spectrum density is related to the full power spectrum density

dD(w,p) as ®y(p) = f @ (w, p)dw. The power spectral density dJ(k) satisfies <I>(k) =

d(— k) vk = (w,p) € R4*! because the electric susceptibility field is assumed to be real-
valued. Hence ®(w,p) = ®(—w, p) = ®(w, —p) = ®(—w, —p) which is related to the
detailed balance of the limiting scattering operators described below.
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The first main assumption is the Gaussian property of the random potential.

Assumption 1. V (z, x) is a Gaussian process with a spﬁectral density ® (R), k= (w,p) € R!
which is smooth, uniformly bounded and decays at |K| = oo with sufficiently high power of
k|~

We note that the assumption of Gaussianity is not essential and is made here to simplify the
presentation. Its main use is in deriving the estimates (40), (41) below.

Let F, and .7-"+ be the sigma-algebras generated by {V; : Vs < z} and {V; : Vs > z},
respectively and let L2(F,) and Lz(]-'z+ ) denote the square-integrable functions measurable
w.r.t. them respectively. The maximal correlation coefficient p () is given by

p(t) = sup sup Elhg]. (15)
heL*(F,) gEL*(FL))
E[h]=0,E[h*]=1 E[g]=0,E[g*]=1

For Gaussian processes the correlation coefficient p(¢) equals the linear correlation
coefficient given by

sup / R(t — 71 — 10, K) g1 (11, K)g2(12, k) dk d7; d1p (16)

81,82

where R(7, k) = [ e"* @ (&, k) d£ and the supremum is taken over all g, g2 € L>(R**") which
are supported on (—oo, 0] x R? and satisfy the constraint

fR(t — 1, K)g1(r, k) g} (¢', k) dr dr’ dk :/R(t — 1, K)g (1, K) g5 (¢', k) dr dt’ dk = 1.

There are various criteria for the decay rate of the linear correlation coefficients, see [12].
Next we make assumption on the mixing property of the random potential.

Assumption 2. The maximal correlation coefficient p(t) is integrable: fooo p(s)ds < oo.
We have two main theorems depending on whether lim,_,( 6 is positive or not.

Theorem 1. Let 6 > 0 be fixed. Then under the two-frequency radiative transfer scaling
(2)—(4), (10) the weak solutions, denoted by W?, of the Wigner-Moyal equation (8) converge
in probability in C ([0, 00), L% (RY)), the space of L*-valued z-continuous processes, to that
of the following deterministic equation

oW+ vw—znkZ/K( )
S Wetp VW == P.q

0
X [CXP(—iﬁG(l'X/(Z\/z))Wz (X, p+ \/—%) - Wa(x, P)} dq a7
where the kernel K is given by
K(p,q) = ®(0,q), for € (0, 1),

and

K(P,Q)=¢((p+%>~q,q), for a=1.

Theorem 2. Assume lim,_.o0 = 0. Then under the two-frequency radiative transfer scaling
(2)—(4), (10) the weak solutions of the Wigner—Moyal equation (8) converge in probability in
the space C([0, 00), Lﬁj(Rd)) to that of the following deterministic equation

W VW =k (Y~ 1) D (V3 p3) . (18)
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where the (momentum) diffusion coefficient D is given by
D=gn / ®(0, q)q ® qdq, for «a€(0,1), (19)

D(p) =7t/<l>(p-q, q)q ® qdq, for a=1. (20)

Remark 1. In the transverse case of p, < p, (or ¢ > 1), then with the choice of u = . /px
(or &%) the limiting kernel and diffusion coefficient become, respectively

0q /
= — - d d
K(p,q <<p+2ﬁ) q> (w, q) dw,

1)
D(p) =n|p|—1f /cb(w,pudwpl@mdpl.
b

p.=0
The proof of such result requires additional assumptions which would complicate our
presentation, so we will not pursue it here, cf [8, 6].

Remark 2. The form of (17) and (18) suggests the new quantity

SZnz’(xv p) = exp (_gx * p) WZ(X’ p)

in terms of which the equations can be written respectively as

el i 27k? 0
o0 +p-van.+ L plan. = 2 /K(p,q)[m (x,p+—“)—m<x,p>]dq, 22)
<

2 62 NG
3 8,
o We+p - Ve + - pPW. = kY, D V,20.. (23)

The advantage of this is that the solution then is amenable to probabilistic representation as the
scattering terms on the right-hand side of equations are non-positive definite. Let (x(z), p(z))
be the stochastic process with x(0) = x, p(0) = p generated by the operator —p - Vx +.4 where
A is the operator on the right-hand side of either (22) or (23). Then by Dynkin’s formula we
have

W (x,p) = Exp [exp (-%/ﬂ Ip(t)lzdt) exp <—§X(Z) -p(z)) Wo(x(2), p(z))] (24)

where Wy are the initial data for the two-frequency Wigner distribution and Ey , is the
expectation with respect to the probability measure associated with (x(z), p(z)). The
probabilistic solution (24) can be simulated by Monte Carlo method.

When k; = k, or = 0, equations (17) and (18) reduce to the standard radiative transfer
equations derived in [6, 8]. In view of definition (5) the two-frequency Wigner distribution
captures the space—frequency correlation on the nondimensionalized scale of y (in space as
well as in frequency). The self-averaging property simply reflects the fact that on the wave
field essentially decorrelates on the macroscopic scale >> y and the rapidly fluctuating limit
is then statistically stabilized by coupling with a smooth deterministic test function.

A notable fact is that equation (18) with (19) is the same governing equation, except for a
constant damping term, for the ensemble-averaged two-frequency Wigner distribution for the
z-white-noise potential in the geometrical optics regime [7]. Fortunately, equations (18) and
(19) are exactly solvable and the solution yields asymptotically precise information about the
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cross-frequency correlation, important for analysing the information transfer and time reversal
with broadband signals in the channel described by the stochastic Schrodinger equation with
a z-white-noise potential [9] (see also [2—4]). Moreover, equations (18) and (19) arise as the
boundary layer equations for the two-frequency radiative transfer of spherical wave [10].

The proof of theorem 2 is analogous to that of theorem 1 and for the sake of space we
will not repeat the argument. We refer the reader to [6] for the needed minor modification.
More directly equation (18) can be obtained from equation (17) in the limit & — 0 by
Taylor expanding the terms involving 6 on the right-hand side of (17) up to second order in
0. The first-order-in-6 terms are also first-order-in-q and thus vanish due to the symmetry
K(p,q) = K(p, —q). The remaining terms, after dividing by 6 and passing to the limit,
become the right-hand side of (18).

For the proof of theorem 1, we set & = 1 for the ease of notation.

3. Martingale formulation

For tightness as well as identification of the limit, the following infinitesimal operator .A°
will play an important role. Let V? = V(z/€%,-). Let F? be the o-algebras generated
by {Vf,s < z} and [E! the corresponding conditional expectation w.rt. F7. Let M?*
be the space of measurable function adapted to {F:,Vt} such that sup, ., E|f(2)| < oc.
We say f(-) € D(A®), the domain of A°, and A°f = g if f,g € M* and for
2(z) =87 '[EL f(z+68) — f(z)] we have

supEf° @) <00 ImEIf'() —g@I =0, V.
z, g

Considering a special class of admissible functions f(z) = ¢(<W§, @)), @ =
¢’((W; , @)), V¢ € C*°(R) we have the following expression from (12) and the chain rule

&

! 1 *
A f(z) = f(2) [(Wf, p-VO)+ - (W’, £Z®)} . (25)
In the case of the test function ® that is also a functional of the media we have

1
Af@) =12 [(W;, p-VO)+ - (WS, L10)+ (W, A%))} (26)
and when ® depends explicitly on the fast spatial variable

% =x/%
the gradient V is a sum of two terms:

V = Vy+e Vg
where Vy is the gradient w.r.t. the slow variable x and Vi the gradient w.r.t. the fast variable X.

A main property of A° is that
Z
f@— / A® f(s)ds is a ! -martingale, Y f € D(A®). 27)
0

Also,

Ef f(z) — f(s) = /Z]EjA’“’f(r)dr Vs <z as. (28)

(see [14]). We denote by .4 the infinitesimal operator corresponding to the unscaled process
V() =V(z, ).
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4. Proof of tightness

In the following we will adopt the following notation:

f@ =o((W:, 0)), @) =¢'(W:, ),
@ =¢"((W:,0)), V¢ e CT(R).
Namely, the prime stands for the differentiation w.r.t. the original argument (not ¢) of f, f’ etc.
A family of processes {Wf 0<e< 1} in the Skorohod space D([0, 00); Li(de)) is
tight if and only if the family of processes {(W?,®),0 < & < 1} C D([0, 00); L% (R*))
is tight for all ® € C2° [11]. We use the tightness criterion of [15] (chapter 3, theorem 4),
namely, we will prove: firstly,
lim limsup P{ sup |(W?, ©)| > N} =0, Yz < oo (29)
00 e0 7<20
Secondly, for each ¢ € C>(R) there is a sequence f°(z) € D(A®) such that for each
70 < 00{A®f%(z),0 < & < 1,0 < z < z¢} is uniformly integrable and

gmp{ﬁgug(z)—(p((w,@))\ >8} =0, V8> 0. (30)

Then it follows that the laws of {(W?, ©),0 < & < 1} are tight in the space of D([0, c0); R).

To prove the tightness in the space C([0, 00); sz (de) let us recall that W! €
C ([0, 00); sz (R*?) and that the Skorohod metric and the uniform metric induce the same
topology on C ([0, 00); L2 (R*?)).

Let us note first that condition (29) is satisfied because the L?-norm is uniformly bounded.
The rest of the argument for tightness will be concerned with establishing the second part of
the criterion.

Consider now the expression

LrOx, %, p)=—is > / / [exp(iq-i/\/kl)h@(x, p— %) — exp(iq - X/v/ k2)k,©
z 1
q e . 2a\TrEY7E
X (x, p+ 2\/]{_2) :| exp(i(s — z)p-q/e™)EIV{ (dq) ds (31)

or equivalently
[e°]
Fy ' LEO(x, %, y) = &7 / exp(—ie (s —2)Vy - Vi) [Ef [6. VE] 7 '] (x. %, y) ds (32)
Z

where 6, V¢ is defined by (14). It is straightforward to check that (31) solves the corrector
equation
[e7p- Vs + A°1L1O = e 2L} 0. (33)

Recall that Vg and Vy are the gradients w.r.t. the fast variable X and the slow variable x,
respectively.
We have the following estimate.

Lemma 1.

fo'e] 2
E[£*OF(x. p) < [ / ,o(s)ds:| f
0

—exp(iq - X/v/k2) ko © <X7 p-

exp(iq - %/v/k )k © (x p+ ij_]>

2
k! ) ‘ o (. q) dt dq.

2k
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Proof. Consider the following trial functions in the definition of the maximal correlation
coefficient

h = hy(x,p) = i/ :exp(iq.i/\/l?l)kl(a <x, p+ 2;/71)

—exp(iq - £//k2)k2© <x, p— 2%/172) exp(ik™' (s — 2)p - q/e*)ELV/ (dq)
§=g(x.p) =i f :expaq-xi/w?lml@ (x, p+ 2;%)

—exp(iq - X/v/k2)k2© <X, p- 2:/1](—2) : exp(ik~' (t — 2)p - q/e**) V/ (dq)

It is easy to see that i, € L*(P, Q, Fe2,)8: €€ LZ(P, Q, ]::,zt) and their second moments
are uniformly bounded in x, p, € since

E[r}]x, p) < E[g]](x, p)

E[g7](x. p)=/ eXp(iq-i/\/kl)k1®<x,p+
2
k! )‘ O (&, q) d dq

—exp(iq X/ k)k®O [ X, p —
xp(iq - X/vka)ky < N
which is uniformly bounded for any integrable spectral density .

From definition (15) we have
ELh (%, Dy, @1l = [Elhsg]l < p(e 2t = 2)E'2 [h3(x, ] EV? [g7(y, @] -
Hence by setting s = ¢, X =y, p = q first and the Cauchy—Schwartz inequality we have
E[1}(x, p)] < p*(e7*(s — 2)E[g; (x, p)]
B2y (%, )2 (v, @11 < pe 72 = D)ple (s — )E?[g7(x, P |E*[¢7 (v, @],

Vs, t>2z,YX,y.

7e)

Hence
2

oo [o.¢] [e.¢]
e [ [ Ethax pg o pdsar < B[ )ox [ [ oo ds]
z z 0
which together with (34) yields the lemma. ]
Corollary 1.

00 2
Elp- ViL*OR(x, p) < [ / p(s) ds] /
0

. q
exp(iq X/ k)kip- Vi® | X, p +
xp(iq - X/v/k1)kip - Vy ( p ZJE)

2
® (&, q) dé dq. (34)

— exp(iq - X/v/k2)kap - Vx® (x pP—

)

Inequality (34) can be obtained from the expression

o0
p- VL' O(X K, p) = is~ f / ei‘*"”‘[expﬁq %/y/)ap - V2O (x, p+
Z

—exp(iq - X/vkDkip - Vx© (x p- ij_) ]
1

x exp(i(s — 2)p - q/e*)ELV (dg) ds

)

as in lemma 1.
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We will need to estimate the iteration of £, and Ej:
< 1 [ A N .
cromsy =~ [ d [ V@B @] expiics - p-a/e®)

{[exp@q %/v/kn) expiq - %/ V/kn K @(xp+ a )

2~/_ 2kt
—exp(iq - x/\/>)exp(1q x/\/k:)klk2® <x p— \/_ \(/lk_>}
1

x exp(i(s — 2)q’ - q/(2&**))

- [exp@qg/m) exp(iq’ - X/y/k1)kik,© (x pr_L__ _d )

2Vki  2Vks
— exp(ig%/v/k2) exp(iq - %/v/) K20 (x p— 23,72 = 235)}

x exp(—i(s — 2)q’ - q/(282a))}
o~ 1 o oo N N
LiLiO(x, X, p) = - / / ds dt / E:VE (dQ)EE[V/ (dq) ] exp(i(s — 2)p - q/&**)

x exp(i(t — 2)p - q/&*) { [exp(iq -%/+/ky) exp(iq’ - X/v/k1)

/

q q . . -
x kO (x,p+ + —— ) —exp(iq - X/Vky) exp(iq - X/ k2)k1k, ©
1(;,2% Nk_l) p(ig-&/v/k1) exp(iq’ - X/v/ko)kika

x (X p— 23— + 23-) } exp(i(s — 2)q" - q/(26™))

[exp(1qx/\/k>2) exp(iq’ - x/\/>)k ko ® (x p+ \/_ 2:}1(_2)
. o P 2 q _4q
exp(iq%/+/k2) exp(iq X/\//g)kze)( e JE 5 m)}

x exp(—i(s — z)q - q/(282"))}

which can be more easily estimated by using (32) as follows. First we have the expressions
after the inverse Fourier transform

SHLILIONX, X, y) = &2 /oo 8¢ VE exp(—ie (s — 2)Vy - Vx)
x [E.[8. v;]f;‘ O] (x, %, y) ds (35)
SHLILONx, R, y) = —¢ / Ooexp(—ie_z"(t —2)Vy - VO{E.[8. V]
X exp(—ie 2% (s i 2)Vy - VO[E.[8. VE]F 0]} (x, %, y) ds dr. (36)

Lemma 2.

00 2
E|ciL @Hz (/0 p(s)ds) E[VZ]2/

—exp(iq - X/v/k2) ko © <X7 p-

exp(iq - %/v/k)k1© <x, p+ 2\%)

2
) ‘ @ (&, q) d§ dxdqdp

q
2k
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00 4
E|Z:Lre|) < c(/ p(s)ds) E[VZ]Z/
0

—exp(iq - X/vk2)kr© <X» p—

exp(iq - X/v/k )k © (x, p+ %m)

2
) ‘ @ (&, q) d§ dxdqdp

q
2V ks
for some constant C independent of .

Proof. Let us consider [ij’;@ here. The calculation for E;‘EN;‘@ is similar.
By the Parseval theorem and the unitarity of exp (it Vy - Vi), 7 € R,

[o¢]
E|Zi2i0|; = E| 7' L2z, < Coe™ / / [E{E. [5.V, ] exp(—ie (s — 2)Vy - V)
z

x [B.[5. V] 7' 0]} x, %, y)| ds dz/oo |E{E.[8:V/]

Z

x exp(ie 2 (s' — 2)Vy - VR)[E.[8. V] 7, ' O]} (x, %, y)| ds’ dt’ dx dy
oo

+Coe™® // |E[E.[6 Vi ]E.[8 Vi ]]||E{ exp(—ie (s — 2)Vy - Vi)

x [E.[8: Vi]F; ' ©](x, y) exp(ie (s — 2) Vy - Vi)

x [E.[6: VE1F; '©](x, %, y)}| ds dr ds’ dt’ dx dy.

The last inequality follows from the Gaussian property. Note that in the x integrals above the
fast variable X is integrated and is not treated as independent of x.
Let

g(t) =8 VS
and
h(s) = exp(—ie (s — 2)Vy - V5) [8, V F, ' O].
The same argument as that for lemma 1 yields
[E[E.[¢()]E[h()]]] < EV?[E[¢()PIE?[E.[h(s)]*]
P2t —)p(e (s — NEVPPOIEPIR ()], 1,5 >z

E'2[E.[g(t)*IEV2[E, [g(t)]*]

<
IE[E.[g()]E.[g(t)]]] <
<pE 2t —))pE 2t — DEVPEP O[], 1.t >z
<
<

|E[E, [1()IE [A (s < EV2[E [h(s)FIEY?[E, [A(s")]*]

p(e72(s = )p(e (" — E2[R($)IE P ()]. s.5" > 2.
Combining the above estimates we get

o0 4
]E||E;ff:;:®||§<cl </ ,o(s)ds) /E[(ngj]zE
0

x [exp(—ie (s — 2)Vy - Vx) [8: V75 '©]] dxdy

(o) 4
s </0 P(S)ds) E[Vf]Z/ exp(iq - X//k1)ki Vx© (x, p+ T;E)
2
iq- & q
— exp(iq - X/v/k2)k> Vx© <x, p— 2\//{_2) ® (&, q) d& dx dqdp -
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Now let us consider the second moment of p - V,ﬁjﬁj@ and E;[ljﬁj@:

o]

F p - VRLiLi0) (x, %, y) = ie ?Vy - Vy / exp(—ie 2 (t — 2)Vy - Vi)

Z

x {E.[8. V] exp(—ie (s — 2)Vy - Vi) [E[8. V] 7, ' O]} (x,y) ds dt
=ig? / exp(—ie 2 (t — 2)Vy - VO{E.[8. V] exp(—ie >*(s — 2) Vy - Vi)
Z
x [E.[Vy8: VE] - 7 'Vi@®]}(x, y) ds dr +ie > f exp(—ie (1 — 2)Vy - V)

Z

x {E;[Vy8: V] - exp(—ie (s — 2)Vy - VO[E.[8. V] F, 'Vx®]}(x, y) ds dt
[e.¢]
Fy Lo} (x, %, y) = ie 5. ViR, y) f exp(—ie *(t — z)Vy - Vg)
Z

x {E,[8. V] exp(—ie (s — 2)Vy - Vy) [E.[8. V] F, ' O]} (x,y) ds dr.

The same calculation as in lemma 2 yields the following estimates:

Corollary 2.
o0 4
E|p-ViLiLi0|; < C (/ p(s)ds)
0
x{]E[vij]Z/
—exp(iq -+ X/v/k2)ky Vi ® (x p—
ol
—exp(iq - £/V/k2)kop - Vx© (x, p-
o0 4
sleccol<c( [ owa) B
0

—exp(iq - %/vk2)k2© (x, pP—

L q
/DO (X, p+ ——
exp(iq - X/v/k1)k (x p 2\/5)

2
® (&, q) d& dxdqdp

c)
2Vky
exp(iq - X/vkDkip - V<© (x, p+

)

2
(&, q)dé dxdqdp};

o)
2Vky
exp(iq - %//k)k, © (x, p+

)

2
q
@
2%) ‘ (¢, q)dé dxdqdp

for some constant C independent of €.
Let
fi@) = ef' @ (W, £26) (37)
be the first perturbation of f(z).
Proposition 1.

lirr(l) sup E| f1(z)| =0, lim sup | fi(z)| =0 in probability.

<20 e=VUz<z

Proof. We have
E[l A1) < el f'lloo Woll2EN £2O| (38)
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and
sup | £7 ()] < &ll f'llool Woll2 sup £ . (39)

<20 <20
Since E*@ is a Gaussian process and L*ﬁ*@ is a x2-process, by an application of Borell’s
mequallty [1] we have

]E[ sup ||[lj(~)|| ] Clog< >E||L*®||2, (40)
<20
. 1 <~
E[ sup | £:£; 03] < Clog® (—)Eu.c;%:@n%, @41
7<20 &

i.e. the supremum over z < z( inside the expectation can be over-estimated by a log (1/¢)
factor for excursion on the scale of any power of 1/¢. Hence the right-hand side of (38) is
O (¢) while the right-hand side of (39) is o(1) in probability by Chebyshev’s inequality. [

Set f°(z) = f(z) + f1(z). Then (30) follows immediately from proposition 1.
Let us now prove the uniform integrability of A® f*. A straightforward calculation yields

A fi=ef (@) (W, p- VaLi®)+ef"(2) (WE, p - Vi®)(WE, £O)
+ /() (WE, LELEO) + f(2) (WE, L1O)(WE, Lre )——f( ) (W, £re)
and, hence
A @) = f@ (W p-Vi®)+ f'(2) (WE, LELEO )+f”(z)(W8 L£re)(w:, L:e)
+e[f/ @ (WE p- VeLiO)+ £/ (2) (WE, p - Vi®)(WE, £10)]
= Ao(2) + A1(2) + A2(2) + R1(2) (42)
where A|(z) and A,(z) are the O(1) statistical coupling terms.

Proposition 2.
lim sup E|R; (z)|> =0

e=>Uz<zo

Proof. First we note that
[Ri| <& [ILf" loIWoli3lp - Vs®I2ILEON2 + 1 f Nloc W ll2llp - Vi(£3O)12] -
Clearly we have

lim sup E|R; (z)|* = 0.

e=>Uz<zo

by lemma 1 and corollary 1. ]
For the tightness criterion stated in the beginnings of the section, it remains to show
Proposition 3. {A° f°} are uniformly integrable.

Proof. Let us show first that {A;},i = 0, 1, 2, 3 are uniformly integrable.
For this we have the following estimates:
[Ao@| < I1f lloIWoll2llp - Vx®ll2
1AL < L Moo IWoll2 | £33 Ol
|42 < I o IWollZ I L5012 £ O o
The second moments of the right-hand side of the above expressions are uniformly bounded
as ¢ — 0 by lemmas 1 and 2 and hence Ay (z), A;(z), A2(z) are uniformly integrable.

By proposition 2, R; is uniformly integrable. Therefore .A° f° is uniformly integrable
by (42). O
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5. Identification of the limit

The tightness just established permits passing to the weak limit. Our strategy for identifying
the limit is to show directly that in passing to the weak limit the limiting process solves the
martingale problem with nul/l quadratic variation. This would imply the limiting equation is
deterministic. The uniqueness of solution to the limiting deterministic equation for given data
then identifies the limit.

For this purpose, we introduce the next perturbations f,, f3. Let

AV () = / ¥ (x, p)Qi(O ® O)(X, p,y, Q¥ (y, q) dxdpdy dq (43)
AV (y) = f QOx Y pdxdp, Yy € LAR¥) (44)
where
Q1O O)(x,p.y, q =E[LIOX, p)LIO(y, q)]
and
Q/0(x, p) = E[LL:O(x, p)].
Clearly,
ALV () = ELy, LIO) (Y, £7O)].
Let
(0 ® O)(x,p,y, q) = E[£FO(x, p)LIO(y, @]
and
Q,0(x, p) = E[Z*L:O(x, p)].
Let
AP () = / ¥ (x, p)Q2(0 ® O)(x, p.y. Q¥ (y, q) dxdpdy dgq
AD(y) = f Q,0(x, PV (x, p) dxdp.
Define
2
frz) = %f”(z)[(Wﬁ LR — AP (we)] (45)
2
1@ = 57O £:2:0) - AP (W) “6)

Proposition 4.
lim sup E| f>(z)| = 0, lirr%) sup E| f3(z)| = 0.

&>V z<z0 z7<2p

Proof. We have the bounds
sup E| f2(2)| < sup 2]l £l [ WolBEI £2013 + E[AP (W?)]]

<20 <20

sup B| ££(2)| < sup &1l £ oo [IWo BN £F L0l + E[ AP (WF)]]-

<20 <20
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A straightforward calculation shows that E[A(zz) (Wf )] and E[Agz) (W; )] stay uniformly
bounded w.r.t. ¢. The right-hand side of the above expressions then tends to zero as ¢ — 0 by
lemmas 1 and 2. ]
We have
A f2) = [l (W cze)\we, £:6) + AS) (WE)] + Ra(2)
A f(2) = f@[WE L1L10) + AP (W] + Rs(2)
with

) f/// (Z)

Ry(z) =¢ )

1 <
(w20 90)+ 2 w2, 26 (w7, 226 - a2(w5)]

2 pn & [k £ Ak 1 & * Ak
+&” [ (2) (W, L1 O) (Wz,p-VX(£Z®))+E<WZ,£Z£Z®)

—etya) | W p - V(G W)+ Hwe 6w @
where Gg) denotes the operator

GYy = / D (O ® ©)(x,p,y, V¥ (y, q) dydq.
Similarly
Ry = £ 1'(2) [(W; VL0 + £ (W, ﬁiffl?ii@]

2 1 o
w51 - vl 1 ws, 2z [, £22z0) - AP ()]

2 pr & / 1 e *
=& f' @) | (WE p- Vx(Q50)) + " (we, £x050)]. (48)
Proposition 5.
lim sup E|R,(z)| =0, lim sup E|R;3(z)| = 0.
e=>Vz<zo £>07<7,

Proof. Part of the argument is analogous to that given for proposition 4. The additional
estimates that we need to consider are the following.
In R;: first we have

sup £’E|(WE, p - V(GG W?))|

<20
— ¢ / E[W (x. p)WE(y. @] Elp - VxL2O(x. p)L2O(y. )] dxdy dp dq
<é? / E[W:x p)WE(y, @] E[p- ViLrOT (x, pE*[LFOT(y, q) dxdydpdq

which is O (e?) by using lemma 1, corollary 1 and the fact E [WZS (x, p) Wiy, q)] e LX(R*)
in conjunction with the same argument as in proof of lemma 1. Secondly, we have

sup eE|(W?, L:GS WE)| = sup el Wol LEILIE[L:0© ® LEOIWE |
<20 <20

= sup e|WolE| 7, 'LIE [ ' L:0 @ Fy ' L1O] 7y ' W

<20

-
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Define
hs = exp(—ie (s — 2)Vy - Vo) [8: VS F; ' O]
We then have

el ciE [ Bo 0 75 ' 2r0) 75 wi, = |

. / / " 8.V (x, Y)ELE.[hy (x, )]

2
x B [h(dX/, dy)]1F; 'WE (X, y') dx'dy’ ds dt

< ]EI/Z{ /
x ( / E[h, (dx, dy)]* dx’ dy’)( / (We, p))| dx’ dp/> ds dr

Recall that |WE ||, < [|Wol2 and

1/2
dxdy}

et / 8. VEx, )| p(e (s — 2)p(e2(t — 2)E*[hs(x, )]

2

dxdy}.

f E[h, (dx', dy")]*dx'dy’ = / [Ox, p+q/2) — O, p—q/2)*P(E, q) dé dgdxdp < oo
so that
E| 7 CE[F L0 © Fy  Li0] Fy WL,

< I Woll B2y 3 (sup E[8, VE] )6~ / p(e (s — 2)p(e 2t — 2))
X,y

Z

X p(e2(s" = 2)p(e 7> (t" — 2)E 2| A |3E || Ay |13 ds dr ds'd’

00 2
12
<||Wo||zE3/2||hs||%(supE[«sgvz])‘ / p(s)ds| < oo.
x,y O

Recall from (34) that

Ellh, |} = /[@(x, p+a/2) — O(x, p — @/ PP, q) d& dqdxdp < co.

Hence
sup eE|(WE, L:GS'WE)| = O(e).
<20
In R:
sup eE [(WE, LELEL:O)| < el Wollo sup EIILELELEO),
<20 <20

which is O (¢g) by corollary 2.
The other two terms in R3 have the respective expressions
EE|(WE, p - V(2,0))] < & WollE"[Ip - VAELL: L2013
< & Woll2|E[p - VxLILIO]2
which is O (&%) by corollary 2 and
eE (W2, £20,0)[ < el Woll2EIILZELLLE O]l
8||WQ||2(sxu;)]E1/2 8. Ve[ )EV2 2L 013

NN

which is O (¢g) by lemma 2. |
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Consider the test function f¢(z) = f(2) + f1(2) + f2(2) + f3(z). We have

A @) = F1@ (WE - Vi®)+ f (A (WE) + FAV (WE) + Ri(2) + Ra(2) + Ra(2).
49)

Set
R°(2) = Ri(2) + Rao(2) + R3(2). (50
It follows from propositions 3 and 5 that

hm sup E|R®(z)| = 0.

<20

Proposition 6.

lim sup sup A‘l)(w) =0.

£=0 <z Iy [2=1

Proof. We have

AV () = / ¥(x,p)Q1(O ® O)(X, p,y, Q¥ (y, q) dxdpdydq

1 ~
= E/w(x, pP)Qi1(x,p,y. Q¥ (y, q) dxdpdydq

where él is defined by
Si1(x.p.y.q) = [Q1(O®O)(y.q.x.p) + 21(© ® O)(X. p.y. Q)]

The symmetrized kernel has the following expressions,

o0
01X, p,y, Q) = / ds / dp' & (s, p') exp(p’ - (x — y)/e*®) exp(—isp - p'e* )
—00

[exp(lp x/\/>)k1V ® (x P+ 2«/_>

—exp(ip’ - %/v/k2)ka Vx® (x p- ij—) }
2

o P
X | exp(ip’ - X/ k1)k1 V4O | X, q +
[XP(P /VkDk ( q 2\//71)

—exp(ip - &/v/k2)ka V5 © (x, q- 23/7) }
2

=21 f exp(ip’ - (x - y>/82“>[exp<ip’ -%/VkDk Vx© <x, p+ L)

2kt
—exp(ip’ - %/v/k2)k2 V® (x p— 231?) ]

X |:exp(1p X/\/>)k1V ® (x q+

)
>i| (p p/ 2— 2a’p/) dp/

/

p
2k

—exp(ip’ - X/vk2)ko V4 © (x q-
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which, as the inverse Fourier transform tends to zero uniformly outside any neighbourhood
of x =y, because of assumption 1, and stays uniformly bounded everywhere. Therefore the
L?-norm of Q; tends to zero and the proposition follows. ]

Similar calculation leads to the following expression: for any real-valued, L2-weakly
convergent sequence ¥* — 1, we have

}?in})A(ll)(wS) = girr(l)/ ds[dw dqdxdp ¢ (x, p)® (w, q) ** exp(—isp - qe>~>%)
— — 0

x { exp (—i slal? 82_2"‘> |:k1k2 exp (iq -xe ™ (L — L))
2Vk Vi Ve
11 ,

<o (v (G 7)) Howw)]
|2

+exp <is|q 822"‘) kiky exp <—iq-x82°‘ (L — L))
2Vk - NGRS

1/ 1 1
xXO([x,p— = <—+—>q) —k2®(x,p)i|}
( 2\VE vk 2
o0
= k* lim / ds f dw dqdxdp v* (x, p)®(w, q) ¥ exp(—isp - qe> %)
0

e—>0
2
« { exp (_1‘92'?)]:82—20: |:eiq-xﬂ/(2k”2)® (X, p+ %) — O, p)]
+exp <iﬂ822"‘> |:exp(—iq~x,8/(2k1/2))® <x, p— i) — o, p)“
2k Vk

where we have used (4). Note that the integrand is invariant under the change of variables:
s — —s,q — —q. Thus we can write

o0
lim A () = & lim / ds / dw dqdxdp v* (x, p)® (w, q) €*” exp(—isp - q&*>*)

2
X exp <—iS2|j|E 822"‘) [exp(iq -xB/(2k'?))® (x, p+ %) — O(x, p)i|

— 1 - q
= 27k? hm/d dxdp v* (x, p)® <82 2"‘( +—>- ) )

x [exp(iq -xB/(2k'?))® (x, p+ %) — O(x, p)i|

from which we obtain
A = lim AP (%)
e—>

27 k? / dqdxdp ¥ (x, p)®(0, q) |:exp(iq -xB/(2kV*)6 (x, p+ %) — O(x, p):| ae(0,1)

anzqudxde(x, P <<p+ %) -q, q) |:exp(iq-xﬂ/(2kl/2))(~) (X,p+ i) 0k p)i|, a=1

Vi
Recall that

M:(©) =f(Z)+f1(Z)+fz(Z)+f3(Z)—/0 '@ (W:,p-VO©)ds

—/Z [£7() A (WE) + £/() A (WE)] ds — / R (s) ds (51)
0 0
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is a martingale. The martingale property implies that for any finite sequence 0 < z; < 7, <
73 < -+ <z, < z, C%-function f and bounded continuous function 4 with compact support,
we have
E [ (W, ©). (W 6).....(W2. 0) [M,(©) - M ©)]) =0, 62
Vs >0, << <Lz
Let
Af @) = ff@QUW.,p- ViO) + Aj(W,)].

Here and below, by slight abuse of notation, f(z) and f'(z) stand for ¢ ((W,, ®)) and
@' ((W,, ©)), respectively. In view of the results of propositions 1,2, 3, 4, 5, 6 we see
that

ImE {h (W, ©). (W5, ©),.... (W, ©) [/°@) — ¢ (W, ©))]} = 0.
©). (W2, ©) ... (W, O)) [A°f*(2) — A9 (W7, ©))]} = 0.

21

: 3
lim E {4 (W,

With this and the tightness of W? we can pass to the limit ¢ — 0 in (52) cf. [5], theorem 8.2.
Consequently the limiting process satisfies the martingale property that

E{n((W,,®),(W,.0),....(W,,0)) [M.s(®) — M (©)]} =0, Vs >0
where
z
M.(®) = f(z) - /0 Af(s)ds.
Then it follows that
E[Mz+x(®)_Mz(®)|Wu,ugZ]:O, VZ,S >0

which proves that M (®) is a martingale.
Choosing ¢ (r) = r and r? we see that

M;I)(®) =(W.,0) — /Z[(Ww p- VxO) + A (W)lds
0

is a martingale with the null quadratic variation
(M (©), MV (©)]: = 0.
Thus

f(z) —f {f'OUW,, p- Vx®) + A1 (Wo)]} ds = £(0), Vz>0.
0

Since (W£, ©) is uniformly bounded
(W2, 0)| < IWoll211®11,
we have the convergence of the second moment
: £ 2 2
lim E{(W?, 6]} = (W-..0)

and hence the convergence in probability.
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