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8 Conclusion.
Introduction.

A stationary motion on the real line with independent increments is described by a Levy
process, or equivalently by a convolution semigroup of probability measures. This naturally
extends to “rigid” motions represented by Levy processes on Lie groups. If one assumes
the continuity of the paths, a convolution semigroup on a Lie group G is determined by an
element of the Lie algebra g (the drift) and a scalar product on g (the diffusion matrix) (see
for example [31]). We call them the local characteristics of the convolution semigroup.

We will be interested in stationary “fluid” random evolutions which have independent
increments. Strong solutions of stochastic differential equations (SDEs) driven by smooth
vector fields define such evolutions. Those are of a regular type, namely

a e probabili at two points thrown in the fluid at the same time and at distance &
The probability that two points th in the fluid at th ti d at di
separate at distance one in one unit of time tends to 0 as € tends to 0.

(b) Such points will never hit each other.

Their laws can be viewed as convolution semigroups of probability measures on the group of
diffeomorphisms.



On a compact manifold, let Vy, V4, ..., V, be vector fields and B, ..., B" be independent
Brownian motions. Consider the SDE

dX; =Y Vi(Xy) 0 dBf + Vo(Xy) dt, (1)

k=1

which equivalently can be written
- 1
df (Xi) = D Vil (X)dBf + SAf(Xo)dt (2)
k=1

for all smooth function f and Af = > 7, Vi(Vif) + Vof. Note that Af* — 2fAf =
S or_1(Vkf)?. Then, strong solutions (when they exist), as defined for example in [39], of
this SDE produce a flow of maps ¢y, such that for all x, ¢;(x) is a strong solution of the
SDE with ¢g(x) = x, which means that ¢, is a function of the Brownian paths B',... B"
up to time t. When the vector fields are smooth, strong solutions are known to exist, and
to be unique. The framework can be extended to include flows of maps driven by vec-
tor fields valued Brownian motions, which means essentially that n = oo (see for example
3, 17, 20, 21, 27]).

In a previous work [23], this was extended again to include flows of Markovian operators
S; solutions of the SPDE

A5, = 3" SUVeP)AB + S S.(Aft, g

k=1

assuming the covariance function C' = 220:1 Vi ® V. of the Brownian vector field 2120:1 V. B¥
is compatible with A, namely that

AfP=2fAF <Y (Vif) (4)
k=1

Existence and uniqueness of a flow of Markovian operators S;, which is a strong solution
of the previous SPDE in the sense that S; is a function of the Brownian paths (B%);>; up
to time ¢ holds under rather weak assumptions. However it is assumed in [23] that A is
self-adjoint with respect to a measure m and the Markovian operators act on L?(m) only.

The local characteristics of these flows are given by A and the covariance function C, and
they determine the SDE or the SPDE. But it was shown in [23] that covariance functions
which are not smooth on the diagonal (e.g. covariance associated with Sobolev norms of
order between d/2 and (d + 2)/2, d being the dimension of the space) can produce strong
solutions, which define random evolutions of different type :

- turbulent evolutions where (a) is not satisfied, which means that two points thrown
initially at the same place separate, though there is no pure diffusion, i.e. that Af? —

2fAf =30 (Vif)?

- coalescing evolutions where (b) does not hold.
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In this paper, we adopt a different approach based on consistent systems of n point
Markovian Feller semigroups which can be viewed as determining the law of the motion of
n unsecable points thrown into the fluid. Regular and coalescing evolutions are represented
by flows of maps. Turbulent evolutions by flows of probability kernels K ;(x, dy) describing
how a point mass (made of a continuum of unsecable points) in x at time s is spread at time
t. (Note that in that case, the motion of an unsecable point is not fully determined by the
flow).

Among turbulent evolutions, we can distinguish the intermediate ones where two points
thrown in the fluid at the same place separate but can meet after, i.e. where (a) and (b)
are both not satisfied.

In the intermediate phase, it has been shown in [9] (for gradient fields) and (at a physical
level) in [I0 1T} [14] that a coalescing solution of the SDE can be defined in law, i.e. in
the sense of the martingale problems for the n-point motions. We present a construction
of a coalescing flow in the intermediate phase. This flow obviously differs from the strong
solution (S, s < t) and corresponds to an absorbing boundary condition on the diagonal
for the two-point motion.

This flow generates a vector field valued white noise W and we can identify the strong
solution to the coalescing flow (¢s, s < t) filtered by the velocity field o(W). The noise,
in Tsirelson sense (see [41]), associated to the coalescing flow, is not linearizable, i.e. cannot
be generated by a white noise though it contains W.

A classification of the solutions of the SDE (or of the SPDE) can be given : They are
obtained by filtering a coalescing motion defined on an extended probability space with
respect to a sub-noise containing the Gaussian part of its noise.

Let us explain in more details the contents of the paper. We give in section (1| and
construction results, which generalize a theorem by De Finetti on exchangeable variables
(see for example [18§]). A stochastic flow of kernels K is associated with a general compatible
family (Pi”’, n > 1) of Feller semigroups. The flow K is induced by a flow of measurable
mappings when

PEZ)JC®2($7 ZC) = Ptf2<x)7

for all f € C(M), x € M and t > 0. The Markov process associated with PE") represents
the motion of n unsecable points thrown in the fluid. The two notions are shown to be
equivalent: the law of a stochastic flow of kernels is uniquely determined by the compatible
system of n-point motions. This construction is related to a recent result of Ma and Xiang
[28] where an associated measure valued process was constructed in a special case (the flow
can actually be viewed as giving the genealogy of this process, i.e. as its “historical process”)
and to a result of Darling [9]. Note however that Darling did not get flows of measurable
maps except in very special cases. See also Tsirelson [44] for an alternative approach to this
construction.

In section [3| we define the noise associated with K and introduce the notion of “filtering
with respect to a sub-noise”.

In section {4} coalescing flows are constructed and briefly studied. They can be obtained
from any flow whose two-point motion hits the diagonal. Then the original flow is shown to
be recovered by filtering the coalescing flow with respect to a sub-noise.



In section [5| we restrict our attention to diffusion generators. We define the vector field
valued white noise W associated with the stochastic flow of kernels K and prove that the
flow solves the SDE driven by the white noise W'.

In section [0, under some off diagonal uniqueness assumption for the law of the n-point
motion, we show there is only one strong solution of the SDE. In the intermediate phase
described above, the classification of other solutions by filtering of the coalescing solution is
established. Then we identify the linear part of the noise generated by these solutions to the
noise generated by W.

The examples related to our previous work (see [23]) are presented in section [7} with an
emphasis on the verification of the Feller property for the semigroups Pﬁn), the classification
of the solutions and the appearance of non-classical noise, i.e. predictable noises which
cannot be generated by white noises.

1 Stochastic flow of measurable mappings.

1.1 Compatible family of Feller semigroups.
Let M be a separable compact metric space and d a distance on M.

Definition 1.1.1. Let (Pg"), n > 1) be a family of Feller semigroups, respectively defined on
M™ and acting on C(M™). We say that this family is compatible as soon as for all k < n,

k n
PO fxr, . an) =Py, ) (1.1)
where f and g are any continuous functions such that
g(ybayn):f(ylla?yzk) (12)

with {i1, ..., ik} C{1,...,n} and (z1,...,2k) = Yir,- - Yip)-

.....

from (z1,...,2,). This Markov process will be called the n-point motion of this family of
semigroups. It is defined on the set of cadlag paths on M™.

Remark 1.1.2. P\") is a Feller semigroup on M™ if and only if P\™ is positive (i.e. P >0
for all f >0), P§”)1 = 1 and for all continuous function f, lim;_ Pg")f(w) = f(x) which
implies the uniform convergence of Pgn)f towards f (see theorem 9.4 in chapter I of [7]).

1.2 Convolution semigroups on the space of measurable mappings.

We equip M with its Borel o-field B(M). Let (F,F) be the space of measurable mappings
on M equipped with the o-field generated by the mappings ¢ — ¢(z) for all z € M.

Definition 1.2.1. A probability measure Q on (F,F) is called reqular if there exists a mea-
surable mapping J : (F,F) — (F,F) such that

(M x F,B(M) ® F)
(z, )

(M, B(M))
T () (x)

_>
|_>



s measurable and for all x € M,

Qldp) —as.,  J(p)(z) = e(z), (1.3)

i.e. J is a measurable modification of the identity mapping on (F,F,Q). We call it a
measurable presentation of Q.

Remark 1.2.2. If 7 and J' are two measurable presentations of a regular probability
measure Q and if p € P(M), then (using Fubini’s theorem),

p(de) @ Q(dyp) —a.s.,  J(p)(x) =T (9)(2).
This remark will be used to prove below.

Proposition 1.2.3. Let Q; and Qa be two probability measures on (F,F). Assume Qi is
reqular. Let J be a measurable presentation of Q. Then the mapping

(F?2, F®%) — (F,F)
(p1,02) = T(p1) 0w

is measurable. Moreover, if J' is another measurable presentation of Q, then for all x € M

Qi(dp1) ® Qa(dws) —a.s.,  T(e1)owa(x) =T (¢1) 0 wa(). (1.4)

Remark 1.2.4. (i) (p1,¢2) — J(p1) o p2 is measurable but (¢1,92) — ¢1 © g is not
measurable.

(ii) The law of J(¢1) o o does not depend of the chosen presentation 7.

Proof of proposition [1.2.3 Let J be a measurable presentation of Q;. For all z € M, the
mapping (@1, ¢2) — J(p1)ops(x) is measurable since it is the composition of the measurable
mappings (¢1, ¢2) — (o1, p2(2)) and (¢1,y) — J(¢1)(y). By definition of F, the mapping
(01,92) = T (p1) © o is measurable.

For x € M, we have

Qi(dpr) —as.,  T(e1)(x) = @i(2).
Thus, for all z € M and all @, € F,
Qu(der) —as.,  T(p1) o pa(x) = 10 pa(x) = T (1) 0 pa2(2).
Therefore, using Fubini’s theorem,
Qi(dep1) ® Qa(dipa) — as., I (1) o pa(x) = T'(p1) 0 pa(x). D

Definition 1.2.5. We denote Qi * Qo, and we call the convolution product of Q; and Qo,

the law of the random wvariable (¢1,¢2) — J(p1) © @2 defined on the probability space
(F?, 7%, Q1 ® Qo).

Definition 1.2.6. A convolution semigroup on (F,F) is a family (Q¢)i>0 of regqular proba-
bility measures on (F,F) such that for all nonnegative s and t, Qsyy = Qs * Qq-
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Definition 1.2.7. A convolution semigroup (Qt)i>o on (F,F) is called Feller if
(i) Vf € C(M), lim o sup,ens [ (f © () — f(2))*Qi(dip) = 0.

(i) Vf € C(M), Vt > 0, limg(e,y)—0 [ (f 0 0(x) — f o 0(y))*Qi(dp) = 0.

Proposition 1.2.8. Let (Q;):i>0 be a Feller convolution semigroup on (F,F). For alln > 1,
feC(M") and x € M™, set

/f 0 "(x) Qi(dy). (1.5)

Then (Pin), n > 1) is a compatible family of Feller semigroups on M satisfying

P o2, 1) = Py f2(2), (1.6)
forall f e C(M), x € M and t > 0.

Proof. It is easy to see that this family is compatible and that for all n > 1 and all t > 0,
P(™ is Markovian. Let s and ¢ in R*, f € C(M™) and z € M", then

P f(z) = / £ 00" (2) Quieldy)
_ / £ o T(p1)™" 0 g5 (x) Quldipr) ® Qu(dips)

B / P f o pf™(x) Qu(dys)
= PUP ()

where J is a measurable presentation of Q;. This proves that PE”) is a semigroup.

Let us now prove the Feller property. Let h € C(M") be in the form f; ® -+ ® f,,
x=(x1,...,2,) and y = (y1,...,yn). We have for M large enough

POR(y) \<MZ(/ fio o) - fkow(l‘k))ZQt(dw)y (1.7)

which converges towards 0 as d(z,y) goes to 0 since (ii) in definition is satisfied. We
also have

2

PU() - |<MZ(/ fuo o) — fular) FQuld) (1)

which converges towards 0 as t goes to 0 since (i) in definition is satisfied. These
properties extend to all function & in C'(M™) by an approximation argument. This proves
the Feller property of the Markovian semigroups PE")

It remains to prove (1.6]). This follows from

P 92y 1) = / 1% 0 0% (v,2) Qu(dy)



Remark 1.2.9. Let (Q;):>0 be a Feller convolution semigroup on (F, F).
e The semigroup (Q;):>o is uniquely determined by (Pg"), n>1).

e Let X and ¢ be independent random variables respectively in M™ and in F'. Denote by
1 the law of X and suppose that the law of ¢ is Q;. Then Fubini’s theorem implies that
for all measurable presentation J of Q;, the random variable 7 (¢)®"(X) is distributed

as uP™, where P{™ is defined by (1.5).

e For all x € M, Qy(dp)-almost surely, p(z) = x.

1.3 Stochastic flows of mappings.

Definition 1.3.1. Let (2, A,P) be a probability space and let ¢ = (s, s < t) be a family
of (F,F)-valued random variables such that for all x € M and allt € R, P-a.s. ¢ 4(x) = .
Fort >0, denote by Q; the law of po,. The family ¢ is called a stochastic flow of mappings
if for all t > 0, Q; 1s reqular and if the following properties are satisfied by ¢

(a) Foralls <u<t, allx € M and all measurable presentation J;—., of Qi—u,
P-almost surely, ps1(2) = Ji—u(@ut) © @su(x). (cocycle property)

(b) For all s <t, the law of ps¢ is Qi_s. (Stationarity)

(c) The flow has independent increments, i.e. for all t; < ty < --- < t,, the family
{Ptitins 1 <0< n— 1} is independent.

(d) Forall f € C(M) and all s < t, limyp)—(s,t) SUPzens E[(f 0 wse(z) — fo un(z))?] = 0.
(e) Forall f € C(M) and all s < t, limg(g -0 E[(f 0 si(z) — fopsi(y))?] = 0.

Remark 1.3.2. e [tem (a) holds for all set of measurable presentations as soon as (a)
holds for one of them.

o [f is equal in law to a stochastic flow of mappings ¢, then 1 is also a stochastic flow
of mappings. Indeed, it is straightforward to check that v satisfies (b), (c), (d) and (e),
and after having remarked that for all x € M, (p1, g2, p3) — (p3(z), Ti—u(p2) 0 p1(2))
is measurable, we prove that v satisfies (a).

Proposition 1.3.3. Let ¢ be a stochastic flow of mappings, and for t > 0, let J; be a
measurable presentation of the law of por. Then @' = (Ji—s(pst), s < t) is a stochastic flow

of mappings satisfying
(i) For all s <t and all v € M, a.s. ¢ ,(7) = 0s:().

(i4) For all s <u <t and all x € M, P-almost surely, . ,(z) = ¢, , 0 ¢, ().



Proof. Item (i) is a consequence of the fact that J;_, is a measurable presentation of the
law of ¢,;. Then ¢ and ¢’ share the same law and ¢’ is a stochastic flow of mappings. Let
us now prove (ii). For s <u <t and x € M, it holds that P-almost surely,

W;,t(x) = jt—u(%‘);,t) © ngu(m)
= L7tfu o g7t—u<%0u,t) ° Sols,u (.CE)

Since J;_, © J;—,, is also a measurable presentation of Q;_,, using remark [1.2.2] P-almost
surely,

Jiwu © TieuPup) © 030 (#) = Timu(put) © 9 u(2) = @y 0 040 (2).
This proves (ii). [

Definition 1.3.4. e The stochastic flow of mappings ¢’ defined in proposition[1.3.3 will
be called a measurable modification of .

e A stochastic flow of mappings which is a measurable modification of a stochastic flow
of mappings is called a measurable stochastic flow of mappings.

Remark 1.3.5. In the proof of theorem below, the measurable presentations we con-
struct satisfy J; o J, = J,; for all ¢ > 0, and the measurable stochastic flow ¢ we construct
satisfies J;—s(pst) = s for all s < ¢. But, we will see that this property doesn’t hold for
stochastic flows of kernels studied in section 2.

Proposition 1.3.6. Let ¢ = (ps1, s < t) be a stochastic flow of mappings. For alln > 1,
feCc(M"™) and x € M", set

Pi" f(z) = E[f o ¢ (x)]. (1.9)

Then (PE"), n > 1) is a compatible family of Feller semigroups on M satisfying .

Proof. For ¢ > 0, denote by Q; the law of ¢y;. Then Q, is regular and there is J; a
measurable presentation of Q.. With (a), (b) and (c¢), we show that for all (s,t) € R2,
Qs * Qt = Qsit, 1.6, (Qr)i>0 is a convolution semigroup. Finally (d) and (e) imply that it is
Feller. To conclude, we apply proposition [1.2.8 [

1.4 Construction and characterization.

In this section, we present a theorem stating that to any compatible family ( PE”’, n > 1) of
Feller semigroups, one can associate a Feller convolution semigroup on (F, F) and a stochastic
flow of mappings.

Let (Q2°,A%) denote the measurable space ([[,, F,®s<;F). For s < t, let ), denote
the random variable w +— w(s,t). Let ¢ be the random variable (¢9,, s < t). Then
©%(w) = w. Let (T})ner be the one-parametric group of transformations of Q2° defined by
Th(w)(s,t) =w(s+h,t+h), forall s < ¢, h € R and w € Q°.

Definition 1.4.1. A probability space (2, A, P) is said separable if the Hilbert space L*(9), A, P)
is separable. (Note that this implies that for all 1 < p < oo, LP(Q2, A, P) is separable.)
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Theorem 1.4.2. (i) Let (Pﬁn), n > 1) be a compatible family of Feller semigroups on M
satisfying

PP 192(2, 2) = P, f2(2), (1.10)
forall f € C(M), x € M andt > 0. Then there exists a unique Feller convolution semigroup
(Qt)t>0 on (F,F) such that for alln >1,¢t>0, f € C(M") and v € M",

/f 0 "(x) Qi(dy). (1.11)

(ii) For all Feller convolution semigroup Q = (Q¢)i>0 on (F,F), there exists a unique
(Th)ner-invariant probability measure Pq on (Q°,A%) such that (2°, A% Pq) is separable,
the family of random wvariables ©° = (gpg,t, s < t) is a stochastic flow of mappings and
for all s < t, the law of gp&t is Qi_s. Fwvery measurable modification @' of ¢° satisfies
Covnirn = s 0Ty for all s <t and all h € R.

The flow ¢° is called the canonical stochastic flow of mappings associated with Q (or
equivalently with (P, n > 1)).

Remark 1.4.3. Theorem|[I.4.3is also satisfied when M is a locally compact separable metric
space. In this case, (Pi"), n > 1) is a compatible family of Markovian semigroups acting
continuously on Co(M™), the set of continuous functions on M™ converging towards 0 at oo
(we call them Feller semigroups). In the previous definitions (1.2.7 and|1.3.1) and in the
statement of the theorem the function f has to be taken in Co(M) or in Co(M™). Moreover
(ii) of deﬁm’tion must be modified by: for allx € M, f € Co(M) and t > 0,

and  limy o [(fop(y))? Qudp) = 0. '
In definition[1.3.1, () must be modified by: for all z € M and s < t,
limy ., E[(f 0 s2(y) = f o @s(2)))?] = 0
N AR Ll (119)

Proof In order to prove this remark, note that the one-point compactification of M,
M= MU {o0}, is a separable compact metric space. On M we define the compatible

family of Feller semigroups, (Pg ) n > 1), by the following relations:
for all n > 2 and all family of continuous functions on M, {f;, ¢ > 1},

|5§”)f1®...®fn — Pgn)gl(g)...@gn (1.14)

+ Zfz P(n 1)f QR - Qfic1®gr1®--Qgn

and

P £ = fi(oco) + PWgy, (1.15)
where g; = f; — fi(00) € Co(M) and with the convention P§”)91 ® - @ gn(zy,. .., x,) =0if
there exists 7 such that x; = co. We apply thgoremto M and to the family (|5§ n) ,n>1)
to construct a Feller convolution semigroup Q and a stochastic flow of mappings (¢s, s < t)
on M. This stochastic flow of mappings satisfies

11



(i) Pst(c0) =00 for all s <t and
(i) @si(x) # oo for all x € M and s <.

Proof of (i). For all f € C(M),

E[(f 0 @si(00) — f(00))2] = P, f%2(00,00) — 2f(00)P{Y, f(00) + f(00)?
=0

since P, f%2(00, 00) = f(00)? and P\, f(c0) = f(c0). This implies (i). O
Proof of (ii). Let g, be a sequence in Cy(M) such that g, € [0,1] and simply converging
towards 1. Then f, =1 — g, € C(M) is such that f,(co) =1 and for all z € M

E[(fn 0 @s4(2))?] = P2g%2 (2, ) + 1 — 2P g, ().

This implies that lim, ,« E[(f, o ¢s:(x))?] = 0. Assertion (ii) follows since 1{p,_ ()=} =
hmn—)oo fn o @s,t(x)- D

For all + € M, let us denote ¢si(x) by @s4(z). Assertions (i) and (ii) implies that
st € ' and that (¢ss, s <t) is a stochastic flow of mappings on M. In a similar way, one
can show that Q induces a Feller convolution semigroup on (F,F). [

Let us explain briefly the method we use to prove theorem [1.4.2] We first suppose we are
given a compatible family of Feller semigroups satisfying (1.6]). Then we define a convolution
semigroup (Q;, t > 0) on measurable mappings on M. For all ¢, to define Q;, we define P§°°),
the law of (¢(z), [ € N), where the law of ¢ is Q;, for some dense family (z;, | € N) in M
and get Q; by an approximation. Hence Q; is defined as the law of a random variable, which
takes its values in the “bad” space F, but is defined on a “nice” space M™Y.

The approximation used to construct this convolution semigroup allows us to define a
stochastic flow of mappings on M in such a way that these mappings are measurable, defining
it first on the dyadic numbers. We get a measurable flow defined on a “nice” space. Note that
a difficulty to get this measurability comes from the fact that the composition of mappings
from M onto M is not measurable with respect to the natural o-field.

1.5 Proof of the first part of theorem [1.4.2]

In the following we assume we are given (Pin), n > 1), a compatible family of Feller semi-
groups satisfying (]E . And we intend to construct a Feller convolution semigroup (Q;):>o
on (F,F) satisfying :1.11). The uniqueness of such a convolution semigroup is immediate

since ([1.11]) characterizes Q;.

1.5.1 A measurable choice of limit points in M.

It is known that, as a separable compact metric space, M is homeomorphic to a closed subset
of [0,1]N (see corollaire 1 6.1 of chapter 9 in [§]). A point y can be represented by a sequence
(Y™ )nen € [0, 1]N. Let y = (y:)ien be a sequence of elements of M.
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Let y' = limsup,_, y;. Let i = inf{i, |y' —y}| < 1/k}. By induction, for all integer j,
we construct ¢/ and {i], k € N} by the relations
y = lirnsupyij,1 and @) =inf{i € {il"', ke N}, |/ —¢!| < 1/k}.

k—00 k

We denote (y")nen by I(y). Note that I(y)! = lim, yf2 Hence [(y) belongs to M. It is
easy to see that [ satisfies the following lemma.

Lemma 1.5.1. [ : MY — M is a measurable mapping, M being equipped with the Borel
o-field B(M) and MY with the product o-field B(M)®N. Moreover 1((y;)ien) = Yoo when y;
converges towards Yo

1.5.2 Notation and definitions.

Let {z, | € N} be a dense family in M, which will be fixed in the following. We wish to
define a measurable mapping i : MY — F such that i((y;);en)(21) = y for all integer [.

Let (e )ken be a positive sequence decreasing towards 0 (this sequence will be fixed later).
Let i : MY — F be the injective mapping defined by

i(y)(z) = 1((Yng )ren) (1.16)
where
ny = inf{n, d(z,,z) < e}, (1.17)
for (y,xz) € MY x M. Note that i(y) defined this way is a measurable mapping since [ is
measurable and x — (Y2 )ren is measurable. Note also that the relation i(y)(z) = y; is
satisfied for all integer .
Lemma 1.5.2. For n > 1, the mappings ®, : (M™)* — F and V,, : M x (M™)" — M,
defined by
O,y ..y = iy oi(y" ) o--oi(yl)
U, (z,yt, ..oy = @y, ..y (2)
are measurable. ((M™N™ and M x (M™)™ are equipped with the product o-field.) In particular,
1 1s measurable.

Proof. Note that ¥, is the composition of the mappings [ and (z,y) = (Yng )ren. Since these
mappings are measurable, W, is measurable. By induction, we prove that ¥, is measurable
since, for n > 2,

an(x7 y17 AR 7yn) — \Pl(‘yn—l(‘r7 y17 A 7yn_1)7yn>‘
For all A € B(M) and x € M,
o, '({p e F, olx)e A}) ={ye (MM, (z,y) € ¥, (A)}.

This event belongs to (B(M)®")€" since W, is measurable. This shows the measurability of
®,. 0

We need to introduce ®,, because the composition application F™ — F, (¢1,...,¢on) —
©n © -+ 0 is not F®"-measurable in general.

Let j : F — M" be the mapping defined by
() = (e(21) )ien- (1.18)
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Lemma 1.5.3. The mapping j is measurable and satisfies joi(y) =y for all y € MY.
Proof. We have for all A € B(M)®",

j_l({y € MN? (yla s 7yn) € A}) = {90 S Fa (90(21)7 . 7(70(Zn)) € A}

This set belongs to F. [J
Note that for all l € N and ¢ € F, ioj(p)(z) = ¢(z).

Remark 1.5.4. Set J = ioj. Lemmas|l.5.2{and [L.5.3|imply that the mappings (¢1, ..., ¥n) —
JI(pn) o0 T (1) and (2, @1, ., ¢n) = T(pn) 0 -0 T (p1)(2) are measurable.

1.5.3 Constructions of probabilities on /" and on F.

By Kolmogorov’s theorem, we construct on MY a probability measure PEOO) such that
P(A x MY) = P™1,4(21, ..., 2,) for any A € B(M)®". We now prove useful lemmas
satisfied by P!> :

Lemma 1.5.5. For all positive T, there exists a positive function ep(r) converging towards
0 as r goes to 0 such that

sup E(7)) [(d(X,, Y3))) < er(d(z, y)). (1.19)
te[0,7)

Proof. For all continuous function f, we have

EXI(F(X) = FR)? = Puf?(@) + Puf2(y) — 2P f2%(a, y).
= PP (a,x) + PP 22y, y) — 2P 152 (2, y),

since ((1.6)) is satisfied. Let (fn)n>1 be a dense sequence in {f € C(M), |fllco < 1}. Then
d(z,y) = (anl 27" (fa(z) — fn(y))?)? is a distance equivalent to d and we have

ED [(d(Xe, Y)Y = PPh(a, 2) + PP h(y,y) — 2PPh(x,y),

where h is the continuous function 2@1 27" £, ® fn. We conclude the lemma after remarking
that this function is uniformly continuous in (¢, z,y) on [0,7] x M?. [

From now on we fix 7" and define the sequence (£ )ren (which defines the sequence (nf)ren
for all z € M by equation ((1.17)) such that 0 < r < 2g; implies e7(r) < 273, The sequence
(ek)ken is well defined since lim,_,oe7(r) = 0. Since ¢ depends on T', we now denote i by ir,
®, by ®T and W, by U7,

Remark 1.5.6. One can construct #; such that ¢; = ¢; for all ¢t < 1.

Lemma 1.5.7. For all t € [0,T] and for any independent random wvariables X and Y

respectively in M and MY, such that the law of Y is Pi“), then YnkX converges almost surely
towards I((Y,x )ren) = ir(Y)(X) as k goes to oo.
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Proof. Note that (Y,x)ren is a random variable (the mapping (z,y) — (yng)ken is measur-
able). For all integer k, d(2ug, zny,,) < 2e4 and

PlA(Yx, Yox ) > 27°] < 22°Eler(d(z,x, 20x )] < 27°. (1.20)

’fL ? n

Using Borel-Cantelli’s lemma, we prove that almost surely, (Ynf)keN is a Cauchy sequence
and therefore converges. Its limit can only be I((Y,x)ken). [

Lemma 1.5.8. Let (X,,)nen be a sequence of random variables in M converging in probability
towards a random variable X. Let Y a random variable in M of law P§°°) independent of
(Xn)nen. Then ip(Y)(X,) = l((Ynfn)keN) converges in probability towards ir(Y)(X) =

U{(Yox )ken) as n tends to oo.

Proof. Let Z, = l((Yngn)keN) and Z = [((Y,x )ren). For all integer k, we have

Pld(Z0, Z) > €] < Pld(Zy,Y,x0) > /3] + Pld(Y, 0, Yx) > ¢/3]

+ Pld(Y.x,2) > /3.
Lemmal(l.5.7/implies that the first and last terms of the right hand side of the preceding equa-
tion converge towards 0 as k goes to oo. The second term is lower than E%E[sT(d(znfn s Znx))]-
Since for all positive a, there exists a positive 7 such that |r| < implies Z|ep(r)| < o, we
get
P[d(YnkXMYnf) > 6/3] o+ CP[d(znz(n, an() > T}]

a+ CPlA(X,, X) > n — 2],
where C' = 9D?/&? where D is the diameter of M (one can choose e such that er(r) < D?
for all r). Therefore, we get P[d(Z,,Z) > ¢] < a+ CP[d(X,, X) > n] and for all positive «,

limsup,,_,., P[d(Z,,Z) > €] < a. Thus we prove that Z,, converges in probability towards Z.
U

<
<

For all t € [0,T7, set Q; = z‘:}(P,E“’)). It is a probability measure on (F, F) and it satisfies
the following proposition.

Proposition 1.5.9. Q; is the unique probability measure on (F,F) such that for any con-
tinuous function f on M"™ and any x € M",

/ f o0 (x) Quld) = P f(x). (1.21)

Moreover, 7*(Q;) = PEOO) and (ir 0 j)*(Qi) = i;fr(Pgoo)) = Q:.

Proof. The unicity is obvious since l} characterizes Q;. Let us check that Q; = z'*T(PEOO))

satisfies (1.21). Let Y be a random variable of law P> then for all f € C(M™) and all
r e M,

/ oo™ (@)Qude) = Elf(ir(Y) (@), ..,ir(Y)(xn))]
= lim E[f(Vr. o, Vo)
= kh_)m P,g")f(znzl,...,znin) = PE”)f(a:),
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using first dominated convergence theorem and lemma , then the definition of Pl(too) and
the fact that P\" is Feller. O

Remark 1.5.10. Since T can be taken arbitrarily large, we can define Q; for all positive t
and the definition of Q; is independent of the chosen T, since Q; satisfies proposition [1.5.9.

1.5.4 A convolution semigroup on (F,F).

Lemma 1.5.11. For all t > 0, Q; is reqular. And for all T > t, ir o j is a measurable
presentation of Q.

Proof. Let 0 <t <T. Forallz € M and p € F, iroj(p)(z) = ¥T(z,j(p)). Since ¥T and
j are measurable, the mapping (z, @) — ir o j(p)(z) is measurable.
Let x € M. Since Q; = i*T(P§°°)), if Y is a random variable of law P§°°),

Qild(e(znz), p(2)) > 277 = Pld(Yy,ir(Y)(2)) > 27
= lim P[d(Ye, Yye) > 277 < 27F
l—00 k !
since for all [ > k, d(znz, 2,2) < 2¢5 (see equation ((1.20))). Using Borel-Cantelli’s lemma, we
prove that go(zn%) converges almost surely towards ¢(x). Therefore,

Qi(dp) —a.s.,  irojlp)(x) = p(@).
This proves the lemma. []

In the published version of this paper [26], we have made the following incorrect remark
(Fubini’s theorem cannot be applied here since (z, ¢) — @(z) is not measurable):

Remark 1.5.12. Let ¢ and X be independent random variables respectively F'-valued and
M -valued. Then, if the law of ¢ is Q; and if M x Q3 (x,w) — p(z,w) € M is measurable,
Fubini’s theorem implies that for all T > t,

P—a.s., ir o j(p)(X) = p(X). (1.22)

Counterexample to remark (labelled 1.7 in [26]) This counterexample was
communicated to us by G. Riabov (see [38]). Let ¢ be a random variable in F' of law Q
such that M x Q 3 (z,w) — ¢(x,w) € M is measurable. Suppose that Q is regular and
let J be a regular presentation of Q. Let X be a random variable in M independent of
. Out of ¢ and X, define ¢» € F by ¢(x) = ¢(x) is x # X and ¢(z) = X is v = X.
Then M x Q 5 (z,w) — ¥(zr,w) € M is measurable. Suppose also that the law of X has
no atoms, then (reminding the definition of F) ¢ and X are independent and the law of
¥ is Q. Note that ¥(X) = X and (except for very special cases) we won'’t have that a.s.

T () (X) = (X)) = X.

Remark 1.5.13. Let ¢ and X be independent random variables respectively F-valued and
M-valued. If Q, the law of ¢, is regular and if J and J' are two measurable presentations
of Q. Then P-a.s., J(¢)(X) = J'(¢)(X). Lemma also shows that if Q = Q; (t < 1T,
¢(z,x) converges a.s. towards J(¢)(X).
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Lemma 1.5.14. For all ty,... t, in [0,T],
@I (P @ ® PEY) = Quyaeriry (1.23)

Proof. Let us prove that (@Z)*(Pifo) ®-® PE:O)) satisfies ((1.21)) for all f € C(MF), all
r € MF andt = t; + --- +t,. To simplify we prove this for k = 1. Let f € C(M) and
x € M, then applying Fubini’s theorem,

/F (@) @) (P @ @ PE)(dp)

= /f(iT(y”) oir(y" ) o oir(y)(z)) PEI(dy') @ - - @ P (dy")
(1

=[RS o0 inly ) P ) - 0 P )

1
= = P1§12|—-~~+tn ().
The proof is similar for f € C(M)* and z € M*. We conclude using proposition U
Proposition 1.5.15. (Q¢)i>0 is a Feller convolution semigroup on (F,F).

Proof. For all nonnegative s and ¢, ®1 o j®? is measurable. Proposition and lemma

1:5.14' implies that (®1 ° 79)*(Qs @ Q1) = Quys. Since (P2 0 j9?2) (1, o) = (i 0 j)(p1) 0
T ) s = s+t .
(i1 0 7)(¢2), we have easily that Qs x Q; = Qs4¢. The Feller property for Q is easy to prove

0
This proves the first part of theorem (1.4.2} [J

1.6 Proof of the second part of theorem [1.4.2]

We now assume we are given a Feller convolution semigroup Q = (Q¢)i>0. With Q, we
associate a compatible family of Feller semigroups (Pg"), n > 1) and construct P§°°’ like in

section [[LH.3]

1.6.1 Construction of a probability space.

For all n € N, let D,, = {j2™™, j € Z} and D = U,enD,, the set of the dyadic numbers. We
take T'= 1 and set ¢ = i; and ®,, = D).

For all integer n > 1, let (.S, Sy, P,,) denote the probability space
(MY, B(M)®N, Pgio,?)@Z. Let mp_15 0 Sp — Sno1, W™ w1 where

n—1 n

Wi /gn-1y = J © Do (w3 j9n, Winir1yjan) = J(H(Wiai41)/2n) © (W /an))- (1.24)

From lemma, T 1.0(Pn) = Py

Let Q = {(w")nen € [[Sn, Tno1n(w™) = w™ 1} and A be the o-field on Q generated by
the mappings m, : Q — S, with 7,((W*)ren) = w". Let P be the unique probability on
(2, A) such that 7% (P) = P, (see theorem 3.2 in [34]).

For all dyadic numbers s < t, let F; be the o-field generated by the mappings (w*)rey —
w for all (n,u) such that (s,t) € D? and u € D,, N [s, .
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1.6.2 A measurable stochastic flow of mappings on M.

For t > 0, set J; = i; 0o j. Then, J; is a measurable presentation of Q, for all s <. Recall
that 4; can be chosen such that 7, =i for t <1, so that J; = J :=i0j if t < 1. Note also
that Jy 0 Js =i 0jois0j = J; since joigs(y) =y.

Definition 1.6.1. On (Q, A, P), we define the following random variables
1. Forall s <t € Dy, let ¢, (W )ren) = Pr—syon (WE, - ., Wi yon),
2. Foralls <te D, let sy = Jrs(¢2,) where n = inf{k, (s,t) € Di}.
3. Forallt € D, let oy € F be defined by ¢ (x) = x for all z € M.

Let us remark that for all s <t € D, the law of ¢7, is Q;—, (this is a consequence of
lemma|l.5.14), and therefore the law of ¢, is also Q;—s. Note also that forall s <u <t € D,,
we have Spg,t = SOZ,t © Spg,u'

Remark 1.6.2. o If t € D, since ¢y, is continuous, Jo(¢r:) = ¢re. And if s <t € D,
s%—s(%ps,t) = Pst-
o If u € Dy, then @, yi0-n = ¢}, . Indeed, using that joi(y) =y for all y € MY

e If s <te D,, then by definition,

SOZ,t = 90?—2—71,15 ©-++0 90:,5+2—"
=T (prg-ny) 0 0 T(Pysp0-n)
= J(pr-a-ny) 00T (Psssa-n)
and @7, is a measurable function of (¢! ., .)uep,. Hence, for all s <t € D, @5, is a
measurable function of (7 u+27n)(n,u)eukeN{k}ka-
o [fuebD,,

Puut+2-n = ‘PZ7u+2—n =i(wy,) =i Oj(i(wﬁ__;—(nH)) © i(wz—’—l))

. n+1 n+1
- j(gou,u+2*("+1) © (‘Ou+2*(”+1>,u+2_")
- j(gpu,u-i—Q*("*l) © gpu+2*("+1>,u+2—”)'

Proposition 1.6.3. For all s <t € D,, and all M-valued random variable X independent
Of fs,t;
90?,t<X) = ps(X) P-almost surely.

Proof. To prove this proposition we will apply the following lemma:

Lemma 1.6.4. Let X be an M -valued random variable and let @1 and @y be two F-valued
random variables. Suppose that X, ¢ and py are independent and that the laws of p1 and
©o are respectively Q, and Q;, with (s,t) € R%. Set ¢ = Jop (jt(gpg) o .Ys(gol)). Then the
law of ¢ is Qgyy and a.s.,

O(X) = Ti(p2) 0 Ts(e01)(X).
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Proof. First (z, f,g) = Ji(g) o Ju(f)(2) and (z, f.g) = Ture(Ti(g) © Tu(f)) () are mea-
surable. It holds that the law of J;(p2) o Js(¢1) is Qs * Q; = Q14 and that for all z € M,
a.s. o(x) = Ji(p2) o Ts(¢1)(x). We conclude using Fubini’s theorem. [

Proof of Proposition [1.6.3. Fubini’s theorem implies that for all s < t € D, a.s.
8 (X)) = Ti—s(9)(X) (using the fact that ¢f, = O_gon (W], ..., Wi ,-.) and that o7 (7,w)
We—gyon(z,w, ..., w5 ). Choosing n = inf{k : (s,t) € Dy}, we have that ¢7,(X) =
wst(X) as.

Therefore, it is enough to prove that for all n > 1 such that (s,t) € D2, @7 (X) =

@211 (X) almost surely. This holds since

@Z,t(X) = \7(90?—2—"715) ©---0 «7(90?7s+2—n)(X)

_ n+1 n+1 n+1 n+1
= \7<901;—2—(n+1),t © ¢t—2*",t—2—(”+1)) R *7((705,5+2—<n+1> © S03+2_(”+1),8+2*") (X).

Since for u € D41, SOZJ;IH*(HU = j((p’;ﬁm,(nﬂ)), using the independence of the family of
random variables {npzzlﬁ,(n w1y 0w € DypyyN[s,t[}, that X is independent of this family

and the lemma (¢ — $)2" times, we prove that the last term is a.s. equal to .7(90?_*21%”“) t) o

\7((10::’_21—77.7,5_27(n+1)) ©::-0 j(gpg7:_i2*(n+1)) ° ‘7(90?:2]-7(”"’1)75_"_2_”)(X) = 80?,2_1 (X) D

Remark 1.6.5. The preceding proposition implies that for all s < u < t € D and all
M-valued random variable X independent of F,

0s.(X) = Vur 0 Psu(X) P — almost surely. (1.25)

Proof. There is n such that (s,t,u) € D3, then a.s. ¢ (X) = ¢}, (X) = ¢, 0 92 (X) =
Out © Psu(X). L.

We now intend to define by approximation for all s < ¢ in R a (F, F)-valued random
variable ¢, of law Q;_s. In order to do this, we prove the following lemma.

Lemma 1.6.6. For all continuous function f on M?, the mapping

(s,t,u,0,2,y) = E[f(0s4(2), Pun(y))] (1.26)

is continuous on {(s,t) € D?, s < t}*> x M?. (And therefore uniformly continuous on every
compact.)

Proof. For all s <u <t <wvin D, using the cocycle property, we have (In order to apply
Fubini’s theorem, we use that for all s <, vs; = Ji—s(¢ss))

E[f (0s,6(7), uw ()] = E[f(@ur © @sul), @100 0ue(y))]
= (P @ D)PP, (I PY,)f(zy).

For all s <wu <wv <tin D, using the cocycle property, we have

E[f(0s¢(2), Lun ()] = E[f(@ut 0 Pup © Psu(), Pun(¥))]
= (P @ DPRL (P, ® D f (2,y).
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Forall s<t<wu<win D,

E[f(05.(2), pun())] = (P, @ PV F (2, ).

All these functions are continuous and they join. This implies the lemma. [

For all real ¢ and all integer n, let t,, = sup{u € D,,, u < t}. For all s <t € R, we define
the increasing sequences (s, )neny and (t,)nen. Using lemma for f(z,y) = d(z,y) and
the Markov inequality, for all positive €, we have

lim sup sup Pld(@,, (1), po1, (1)) = €] = 0. (1.27)

n=00 k>n xeM

Set J" = J,,_s. and define the following measurable mappings ® : FY — F and ¥ :

M x FN — M by ¥(z, (¢n)nen) = L((T™(n)(@))nen) and ((on)nen)(-) = ¥ (-, (©n)nen)-
We then set for all s <, 95, = P((@s, £, Jnen) and psp = Jr—s(¢s1). Note that

o forall z € M, as. ¥s4(x) =1((ps,1,(z))) and when s = ¢, a.s. Py, (z) = .
e ,, is a measurable function of (SOZ,qugfn)(n,u)eukeN{k}ka~

Lemma 1.6.7. For all positive € and all s < t,

lim sup Pld(py, 1, (x), s () = €] = 0. (1.28)

n—oo zeM

Proof. Equation ([1.27)) implies that o5, ¢, (x) converges in probability towards v, (). Thus,
for all positive ¢,

Pld(@s,0 (), ¥5,0(2)) 2 ] = lim Pld(ps, 1, (%), s, (7)) 2 €]

k—o0

Therefore,

sup Pld(s, 1, (2), Vs (x)) > €] < sup sup Pld(ps, 1, (), sy (7)) > €],
xeM k>n xeM

which implies the lemma. [
Proposition 1.6.8. For all s <t € R, the law of ps; is Qi—s.

Proof. Forall k > 1, f € C(M*) and z € M*, lemma and dominated convergence
theorem implies that

E[f ovdi(x))] = lim E[f ol (2)]

n—o0

= lim PY . fl@) = P f(a)

since ng) is Feller. This implies that the law of 95, is Q;—s, and therefore that the law of
Pst = u%—s(z/}s,t) is Qt—s- g

Let us now prove the cocycle property.
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Proposition 1.6.9. For all s <u <t and all x € M, P-almost surely,

0s.t(T) = Pup © Psu(T). (1.29)

Proof. By construction, for all s <t, J;_s(ss) = @ss (since Jp o Jp = TJp).

Almost surely, we have ¢, ¢, () = Qu, 1, © Ps,u, () since s, < u, < t, belong to D.
Proposition 1.7 implies that ¢s(x) = 1s(x) a.s. and Lemma 1.10 implies that ¢, 4 ()
converges in probability towards ¢ ().

Let us now show that ¢, +, © @s, u, () converges in probability toward ¢, ;o ¢, (z). For
n > 1, set X,, = @5, u, () and X = ¢, (z). Then X,, converges in probability towards X
and forn > 1 and € > 0,

PlA(Pun 0 © Psnun () Put © Psu(T)) > €]
[ (\Zﬁn—un(spun,tn)(Xn \Zﬁ—u(gpu,t)(X) Z 5]
[A( Tt (Puin 0 ) (X)), Trmu () (X)) = €/2]

+ Pld(Ji-u(@ut)(Xn), Te-u(@ur) (X)) = €/2].

P );
< P );

Since X, is independent of F,,, +, the first term is equal to

/ PIA(T (Pt ) (1), Tral) () = £/2) P (dy)

< sup Pld(@up .t (V); Put(y)) > /2]

which converges to 0 as n — oo (using Lemma 1.10). We show that the second term
converges to 0 using Lemma 1.6 (since the sequence (X,,) is independent of ¢, ;). U

Thus we have constructed a measurable stochastic flow of measurable mappings on M
associated with the compatible family of Feller semigroups (ng), k > 1) and with the Feller
convolution semigroup (Qq, ¢ > 0).

Let ¢ be the (20, A%)-valued random variable defined by ¢ = (¢ss, s < t). Let Pq =
©*(P) be the law of ¢. Then by a monotone class argument we show that 7}/ (Pq) = Pq for
all h € R.

On (Q° A% Pq), let ' be a measurable modification of the canonical stochastic flow ¢".
Then for all ¢ > 0, there is a measurable presentation J/ of Q; such that for all s < ¢,
@y = J_o(¢2,). This modification is (Tj)per-invariant, since for all s < ¢ and all h € R,
90/s+h,t+h = u7t—s(902+h,t+h> = jt—s(@g,t oT}) = 90;,t o Th.

The fact that (20, A% Pq) is separable is a consequence of the construction of ¢. The
proof of Theorem is finished. [

1.7 The example of Lipschitz SDEs.

We first show a sufficient condition for a compatible family of Markovian kernels semigroups
to be constituted of Feller semigroups.

Lemma 1.7.1. A compatible family (Pg"), n > 1) of semigroups of Markovian kernels is
constituted of Feller semigroups when the following condition is satisfied
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(F) Forall f € C(M) and x € M, lim;_, P%l)f(:p) = f(x) and for all x € M, € > 0 and
t >0, lim, . P () = 0, where fo(2,y) = Lugsy)--

Proof. Let h € C(M™) be in the form f; ® -+ ® f, and x = (x1,...,x,) in M"™. We have
for M large enough

Ph(e) — b)) < MY P2+ 52 — 24P f (o) (1.30)

k=1

which converges towards 0 as ¢ goes to 0 since for all f € C'(M) and all z € M, lim,_, Pgl) flz) =
f(z). We also have for y = (y1,...,¥y,) in M",

IP™Mh(y) — PMn(z)] < MZ PP (1@ fu — fo ® 1)) (yk, 2) (1.31)
k=1

which converges towards 0 as y tends to x since for all f € C(M) and z € M, lim,_,, P§2) (e
f—f®1])(y,z) =0. Indeed, Vo > 0, Je > 0 such that d(x,y) < € implies |f(y) — f(z)| < a.
This implies

P(1® f — f@1)(y,2) < a+ 2 f|xPi oz, y). (1.32)

This implies lim sup, _,, PP(1® f—fo1))(y,z) <aforal a>0. 0

Remark 1.7.2. e The previous result extends to the locally compact case (using the fact that
Co(M) is constituted of uniformly continuous functions).

o When (F) is satisfied, for all positive t, f € Co(M) and x € M, P(2)f®2(3:,x) =
Pgl)f2(a:). This implies that (F) is not a necessary condition. Theorem shows that a
stochastic flow of mappings is associated with this family of semigroups.

Definition 1.7.3. A two-parametric family (Ws:, s <t) of real random variables is called
a real white noise if

(1) forall s <t, Wy is a centered Gaussian variable with variance t — s,

ii) for all ((s;,t;), 1 <1 <n) with s; <t; < s;11, the random variables (W, ;., 1 <i<n
+ irti
are independent and

(iii) for alls <t <wu, Wy, = Wy + Wiy.

Let V,Vi,..., Vi be bounded Lipschitz vector fields on a smooth locally compact manifold
M. We also assume that Vi,...,V} are C'. Let W' ..., W* be k independent real white
noises. We consider the SDE on M

k
dX, =) Vi(X;)odW; +V(X,) dt,  tER. (1.33)

i=1
From the usual theory of strong solutions of SDEs (see for example [20]), it is possible to

construct a stochastic flow of diffeomorphisms (¢, s < t) such that for all z € M, p,(z)
is a strong solution of the SDE (1.33) with ¢, (x) = .
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Using this stochastic flow, it is possible to construct a compatible family of Markovian
semigroups (P, n > 1) with

PRz, .. ) = E[h(pos(z1), - ., eos(za))] (1.34)

for h € C(M™) and zy,...,z, in M. Using lemma m, it is easy to check that these
semigroups are Feller (these properties were previously observed by P. Baxendale in [3]).

It can easily be shown that the canonical stochastic flow of maps associated with this
family of semigroups is equal in law to (¢ss, s < t).

2 Stochastic flow of kernels.

2.1 Notation and definitions.

In order to simplify,we suppose in this section that M is a compact metric space. But,
as it is explained in section [1.4] all the results of this section extend to locally compact
separable metric spaces. We denote by P(M) the space of probability measures on M,
equipped with the weak convergence topology. Let (f,,),en be a sequence of functions dense in
{f e C(M), |flle <1}. We will equip P(M) with the distance p(p,v) = (3, 27"([ fo du—
[ fn dv)®)V% for all g and v in P(M). Thus P(M) is a separable compact metric space.

Let us recall that a kernel K on M is a measurable mapping from M into P(M), M
and P(M) being equipped with their Borel o-fields. For all f € C(M) and = € M, K f(z)
denotes [ f(y) K(z,dy). For all 4 € P(M), uK denotes the probability measure defined by
[ fly) uK(dy) = [ Kf(z) p(dz). We denote by E the space of all kernels on M and we
equip F with the o-field generated by the mappings K +— pK, for all p € P(M) (P(M) is
equipped with its Borel o-field B(P(M))). We denote this o-field by £.

Let I' denote the space of measurable mappings on P(M). We equip I" with the o-field
generated by the mappings ® — ®(u) for all y € P(M). Note that (T',G) = (F,F) once we
have replaced M by P(M).

2.2 Convolution semigroups on the space of kernels.

Let Z denote the measurable mapping from (£, £) on (I', G) defined by Z(K) () = K. Note
that Z(E) is not measurable in I but Z is measurable.

Definition 2.2.1. (i) A probability measure v on (E,E) is called regular if T*(v) is a reqular
probability measure on (I',G).

(ii) A convolution semigroup on (E, &) is a family (v;)i>0 of reqular probability measures on
(E,E) such that (Z*(11))e0 s a convolution semigroup on (I',G).

Let 6 : I' — E be the mapping defined by §(®)(z) = ®(J,). Note that § is not
measurable in general.

Proposition 2.2.2. Let Q be a regular probability measure on (I';G) and J a measurable
presentation of Q. Then § o J is measurable and the probability measure v = (6 o J)*(Q) is
a regular probability measure on (E, &) if T*(v) = Q.
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Proof. Let Q be a regular probability measure on (I'; G) and J a measurable presentation
of Q. The mapping P(M) xI' 5 (1, ®) — J(®)(p) € P(M) and M > x +— §, € P(M) are
measurable. Thus M xT' > (z,®) — §o J(®)(z) = T(P)(d,) € P(M) is measurable, which
implies that § o J is measurable. [

Remark 2.2.3. The probability measure v defined in proposition depends only of
Q. Indeed, if J’ is another measurable presentation of Q, for all x € M, Q(d®)-a.s., 0 o
J(®)(z) = 00T'(P)(x), which implies by Fubini theorem that for all u € P(M), Q(dP)-a.s.,
(0o J(P)) = u(doJ(P)) and then that (60 J)*(Q) = (60 T )*(Q).

Definition 2.2.4. A measurable presentation of a reqular probability measure v is a mea-
surable mapping p = (E,E€) — (E,&) such that (x, K) — p(K)(z) is measurable and such
that for all v € M, v(dK)-a.s. p(K)(z) = K(x).

Remark 2.2.5. e If p is a measurable presentation of a regular probability measure v,
then (p, K) — u(p(K)) is measurable and for all u € P(M), v(dK)-a.s. u(p(K)) =
HK.

e If v is a regular probability measure on (F, &) and if J is a measurable presentation
of Q :=Z*(v), then for all z € M, if v(dK)-a.s. 0 o J o Z(K)(z) = K(x). Therefore,
the mapping p = § o J o Z is a measurable presentation of v.

e Let ()0 be a convolution semigroup on (F,E&). If K; and K, are random kernels
with laws v, and v, and if p; is a measurable presentation of vy, then K;(p;(K3)) is a
random kernel with law g, (note that (K7, Ky) — Ki(pi(K>)) is measurable).

Definition 2.2.6. A convolution semigroup (v;)i>0 on (E, &) is called Feller if
(i) for all f € C(M), limyosup,ep [(Kf(z) — f(2)*ni(dK) = 0,
(ii) for all f € C(M) and all t > 0, limg( )0 [(Kf(z) — K f(y))*n(dK) = 0.

Proposition 2.2.7. Let (v4)1>0 be a Feller convolution semigroup on (E,&). For alln > 1,
feC(M) and x € M™, set

P f(x) = / Ko f(2) m(dK). 2.1)

Then (Pi”), n > 1) is a compatible family of Feller semigroups on M.
Proof. This is the same proof as the one of proposition [1.2.8 [

Proposition 2.2.8. Let (Q;):>0 be a convolution semigroup on (I',G). Let J; be a measurable
presentation of Q; and vy = (0 0 Jp)*(Qt). If Q: = Z*(r), (4)1>0 s a convolution semigroup
on (E,E). Then, (Qt)i>0 is Feller if and only if (v¢)i>o is Feller.

Proof. The fact that (14);>¢ is a convolution semigroup follows from the definition [2.2.1]
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Note that (Q;):>o is Feller if and only if for all f € C(M),

lim sup /(@(u)f—uf)th(c@) = 0 (2.2)
0 pep(a1)
o (®(u)f — @) f))*Qi(d®) = 0. (2.3)

We first prove (2.2) and (i) in definition are equivalent. Equation (2.2) implies (i)
since [(K f(x) — f(2))*n(dK) = [(®(6;)f — 0.f)*Q:(d®). And (i) implies (2.2) since

J@ws —nprauae) = [@s - upiu)
< [ ( Jusse - f(x))2vt(dK)) ().

We now prove (2.3) and (ii) in definition are equivalent. Equation ([2.3]) implies (ii)

since [ (K f(x) — K f(y))*n(dK) = [(2(d,) f — @(0,)f)*Qe(d®) and limyzg)—0 (s, ) = 0.
Assume (ii) holds. For p and v in P(M), we have

J@s = o0)r7aae) = [t - v i)
= (=) [ K u(dE),
We conclude since [ K®?f®? 1,(dK) is a continuous function (see proposition . U

2.3 Stochastic flows of kernels.

Definition 2.3.1. Let (2, A, P) be a probability space and let K = (K, s <t) be a family
of (E,&)-valued random variables such that for allx € M and allt € R, P-a.s. K;i(x) = 9,.
Fort >0, denote by v, the law of Koy. The family K is called a stochastic flow of kernels
if for all t >0, vy is reqular and if the following properties are satisfied by K

(a) Foralls <u<t, forallz € M, for all f € C(M) and for all measurable presentation
Pi—w Of Vi_y, P-almost surely, Ks1f(x) = Kqu(pr—u(Kut) f)(z). (cocycle property)

(b) For all s <t, the law of Ky is v,_s. (Stationarity)

(c) The flow has independent increments, i.e. for all t; < to < --- < t,, the family
{Kitis 1 <@ <n— 1} is independent.

(d) Forall f € C(M) and all s < t, imyp)—(s,t) SUPgepr E[(Ks i f(2) — Kuof(z))?] = 0.
(e) Forall f € C(M) and all s <t, limgyy )0 E[(Ksif (x) — Kyt f(y))?] = 0.

Remark 2.3.2. e Item (a) holds for all set of measurable presentations as soon as (a)
holds for one of them.
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e If K’ is equal in law to a stochastic flow of kernels K, then K’ is also a stochastic flow
of kernels.

Proposition 2.3.3. Let K be a stochastic flow of kernels, and for t > 0, let p; be a mea-
surable presentation of the law of Koy. Then K' = (p1—s(Ksy), s < t) is a stochastic flow of
kernels satisfying

(i) For all s <t and p € P(M), a.s. uK_ ,(v) = pK(x).

(i4) For all s <u <t and for all p € P(M), P-almost surely, nK;, = pnK; K, ,.
Proof. Follow the proof of proposition at page 10 in section 2. [J

Definition 2.3.4. e The stochastic flow of kernels K' defined in the proposition
will be called a measurable modification of K.

o A stochastic flow of kernels which is a measurable modification of a stochastic flow of
kernels is called a measurable stochastic flow of kernels.

Proposition 2.3.5. Let (K, s < t) be a stochastic flow of kernels. For all n > 1,
feC(M") and x € M", set

P f(x) = E[K®" f(2)). (2.4)
Then (Pﬁ”), n > 1) is a compatible family of Feller semigroups on M.
Proof. This is the same proof as the one to prove proposition [1.2.8 [

2.4 Construction and characterization.

Let (Q2°, A°%) denote the measurable space ([],o, F, ®.</€). For s <t, let K, denote the
random variable w +— w(s,t). Let also K° be the random variable (K?,, s < t). Then
K°w) = w. Let (T))ner be the one-parametric group of transformations of Q° defined by

Th(w)(s,t) = w(s+ h,t +h), for all s <t, h € R and w € Q°.

Theorem 2.4.1. 1- For all compatible family (Pﬁ”), n > 1) of Feller semigroups on M,
there ezists a unique Feller convolution semigroup (v¢)i>o on (E,E) such that for alln > 1,
t>0, feC(M™) and z € M™,

P f(x) = / Ko f(x) 1 (dEK). (2.5)

2- For all Feller convolution semigroup v = (14)>0 on (E,E), there exists a unique
(Th)ner-invariant probability measure P, on (Q°, A°) such that (Q°, A° P,) is separable, the
family of random variables (Kg,t, s < t) is a stochastic flow of kernels and for all s <t, the
law of th is vy_s. Bvery measurable modification K' of K° satisfies Kipn = K0Ty for
all s <t and all h € R.

The flow K° is called the canonical stochastic flow of kernels associated with v (or equiv-

alently with (P", n > 1)).
Remark 2.4.2. In the case 1} is satisfied, (P,S"), n > 1) is associated to a stochastic flow
of mappings ¢ by Theorem 1.1. Set 0, = (J,,,, s < t). Then, for all s <, §,,, is a random

kernel of law v, (since E[65", f(2)] = E[f o ¢} (2)] = P f(x)) and one can check that 4,
is a stochastic flow of kernels of law P,,.
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2.5 Proof of theorem 2.4.1l.

Let (Pﬁ”), n > 1) be a compatible family of Feller semigroups on M. Starting with this
family of semigroups, we intend to construct a Feller convolution semigroup v = (1);>0 on
(E,&). The idea is to construct a compatible family of Feller semigroups on P(M), then to
apply theorem to construct a Feller convolution semigroup Q = (Q;):>o on (I', G) and
to construct v using the mappings ¢ o J;, where 7; is a measurable presentation of law Q.

2.5.1 Construction of a compatible family of Feller semigroups on P(M).
For all integer k, we define a Feller semigroup Hgk) acting on the continuous functions on
P(M)* (see [28] for a similar construction when k = 1).

Let A denote the algebra of functions g : P(M)* — R such that

g(:ula"'nuk):<f7u?n1®"'®u§nk> (26)
for f € C(M™) and nyq,...,n; integers such that n = ny + -+ + ny (A is the union of an

M g(u) = (P f ™ @ - - @ ™). (2.7)

with = (p1, ..., ) € P(M)E. Since the family of semigroups (P,g"), n > 1) is compatible,
(2.7)) is independent of the expression of g in ([2.6)).

Let us notice that Hgk) acts on A, and that, by the theorem of Stone-Weierstrass, the
algebra Ay, is dense in C(P(M)F).

Lemma 2.5.1. Hgk) is a Markovian operator acting on Ay.
Proof. The only thing to be proved is the positivity property (it is obvious that H,Ek)l =1).

For all integer N, let (X7 1 <i <k, 1<j < N) bea Markov process associated with

the Markovian semigroup PENk) such that the random variables (Xg’i, 1<i<k,1<j<N)

are independent and the law of XJ* is p;, where (p1, ..., ) € P(M)*. Let us introduce the
following Markov process on P(M)*, uN = (u', ..., u*) where

N
o1
ITARES ~ D Oye,  for 1<i <k, (2.8)
j=1

Ror gljun, k) = (1™ -+ @ ), we have
Elg()] = E[(f, (u")E™ @ -+ @ (p*)®m)]

N
i1 it it 5.2 Jnkn
ZE[f(Xt]l 7Xl‘571 7'”7th1 7Xt]2 a"'vth k)]

= (PP @ @ i) + Ry.

'Here and in the following, for all measure p and f € L*(u), we denote [ f du by (f, p), (u, f) or puf.
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The remainder term Ry comes from terms in which j¢ = j° for some a # b and some i and
is therefore dominated by 2||f|lse(1 — [T, (N(N —1)--- (n — n; +1)/N"™)). Thus

lim Blg(u))] = (P{fuim @ @) (2.9)

This shows that H,Sk) is positive. [

Using this lemma, it is easy to define Hgk) g for all continuous function g and to show that
1% is a Markovian semigroup acting on C(M™).

Lemma 2.5.2. (H,Ek), k > 1) is a compatible family of Feller semigroups on P(M) satisfying

Proof. Since the semigroups P§"> are Feller, the semigroups Hg are also Feller : for all g
in Ay, then Hgk) g is continuous and lim;_,q Hgk) g = g and these properties extend to every
continuous functions.

It is clear that the family of semigroups (Hgk), k > 1) is compatible (in the sense given in
section [1.1). Thus (Hgk), k > 1) is a compatible family of Feller semigroups on P(M). We
denote H(iyy) the law of the Markov process associated with H§2) starting from (u, ) and we

denote this process by (u, v4).
For g € A; in the form (2.6)), t > 0 and p € P(M), we have

6% () = (P 9%, ) = 106 ().

Thus (1.6) is satisfied for g € A; and this extends to C(P(M)). O

k)

2.5.2 Proof of the first part of theorem [2.4.1]

Using theorem we construct (Qq)¢>o a Feller convolution semigroup on (I',G). Let J,
be a measurable presentation of Q;. Set v, = (§ o J;)*Q;.

Lemma 2.5.3. For all p € P(M) and all t > 0,

Q;(d®) — a.s., O(p) = pu(d o J(P)). (2.11)
And for allt > 0, T*(1y) = Q;.
Proof. For all f € C(M), set g(u) = pf, then

(/ﬁ@wﬁmum—g@w»)]
= / 12 g%2(8,., 6,) p(de) p(dy) + T g®2 (11, 1)

- 2/H§2)g®2<5mﬂ>ﬂ<d‘r)'

E[(1u(6 0 (@) f — () f)*] = E
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Since for all p and v in P(M),

1 672 (4, 1) = / PR 22z y) u(de)(dy),

we get E[(u(d o Jy(®))f — ®(n) f)?] = 0. This proves the lemma. [

Lemma implies that v = (14)>0 is a Feller convolution semigroup on (E,E) (we
apply proposition 2.2.8)) and (2.5 holds. This proves the first part of theorem [2.4.1] [

2.5.3 Proof of the second part of theorem [2.4.1]

Suppose now we are given v = (14);>0 a Feller convolution semigroup on (£, ). Fort > 0, set
Q: = Z*(11). Then Q = (Q¢)i>0 is a Feller convolution semigroup on (I', G). Using theorem
, we construct Pq the law of a stochastic flow of mappings on P(M) associated with Q.
Let (@4, s <t) be a stochastic flow of mappings of law Pq. For ¢ > 0, there is a measurable
presentation J; of Q; and set p, = d o J; 0Z. Then p, is a measurable presentation of v,. For
s <t,set K3 =00 T—s(Psy).

We now show that K = (K, s <) is a stochastic flow of kernels. Note that the law
of K, is v,—5. Thus it is easy to check that K satisfies (b), (c), (d) and (e). In order to
show (a), we use

Lemma 2.5.4. For all p € P(M) and all s <1,
P—a.s., piy = g4 (10). (2.12)
Proof. For all f € M, set g(u) = uf, then like in the proof of lemma [2.5.3]

E[(uKsif — Ps,(1)f)?] = E (/g(<1>s,t(5x))u(dx) —g(<1>s,t(u))) ]

= / 12, g%%(8,, 6,) p(d) p(dy) + 12, g% (, o),

2 [ 12,670l

This proves the lemma. [J
Remark 2.5.5. If A is a P(M)-valued random variable independent of ®g;, then (using
that (p, K) — p(pi—s(Ksy)) and (g, @) = Ji—s(Ps ) (1) are measurable)
P—a.s., A(pr—s(Ks1)) = Ties(Ps ) (A).
Let s <u <tand u € P(M). Lemma and the cocycle property for ® imply that

a.s.,

NKs,t - cbs,t(,u/) - \Zﬁ—u(q)u,t) o q)s,u(ﬂ>
Lemma implies that a.s., Ji—u(Pus) 0 Pso(pt) = JTrmu(Puyt)(WKs,,). Fubini’s theorem,
lemma and the fact that uK;, and @, are independent imply that a.s.,

~.7t7u<q)u,t)(,UKs,u) = ,UKs,u(ptfu(Ku,t»-

This proves (a), i.e., a.s. uKsr = puKu(pr—u(Kut)). We let P, be the law of K. Then
Ty (P,) = P,. The rest of the proof is similar to the end of the proof of theorem |1.4.2 [J
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2.6 Sampling the flow.

Let (K5t s <t) be a measurable stochastic flow of kernels defined on a probability space
(Q, A,P) and (T}, )ner @ one-parametric group of transformations of €2 preserving P and such
that K0T}, = Ksipsn. In this section, we construct on an extension of (£2,.4, P) a random
path X, starting at x such that for all positive ¢,

Kof (2) = E[f (X))l (2.13)

For x € M and w € €2, by Kolmogorov’s theorem, we define on M R a4 probability P%w
such that

Er = Koy (il o fo( - (fo-1 Koy ) (), (2.14)

ITrx)
i=1

for all fl,...,fn 1IlC’(]\4)7 O<ti <tya<--- <ty
With P and P} ,, we construct a probability P9 (dw, dw') = P(dw)®PY ,(dw') on Q x MET.

Then, on the probability space (2x M®", A@B(M)®®" PY), the random process (X2, t > 0),
defined by X%(w,w’) = w'(t), is a Markov process starting at = with semigroup P{" since

E; [H ﬁ»(Xg)] = PYA(PLLL (- (aaPLLe, L f)(@), (2.15)

forall fi,....,fo,in C(M),0 <ty <ty<---<t,.
Therefore, there is a cadlag (or continuous when Pﬁ” is the semigroup of a continuous
Markov process) modification X = (X;, t > 0) of (X}, ¢ > 0). Let now P, be the law of X

knowing A. It is a law on D(R™, M), the space of cadlag functions (or C(R*, M) when p(V
is the semigroup of a continuous Markov process). Equipped with the Skorohod topology
(see [29] or [B]), D(R™, M) becomes a Polish space (respectively C(R™, M) is equipped with
the topology of uniform convergence on every compact on RT).

On the probability space (2 x D(RT, M), A® B(D(R*, M)),P,) (respectively on (£ x
C(RT, M), A® B(C(R*,M)),P,)), where P,(dw,dw') = P(dw) ® P, (dw'), let X be the
random process X (w,w’) = w’. Then X is a cadlag (respectively continuous) process and

E. [Hﬁ(xti) A] = Euu [Hﬁ(xti)] (2.16)
= Ko (f1(Kpy e fo(- o (fo1 Kty 10 ) (),

where E, denotes the expectation with respect to P,.

Let (K, s <t) be the stochastic flow of kernels defined on (€2, A, P) by
K;,tf(x7 CU) = K(l),t—sf(xv TS(U) (217)
where
Ko of (x) = B [f(Xy)|A] = /f(Xt(w,w’))Px,w(dw’) (2.18)

for f € C(M), v € M. Then (K.

o 8 < t)is a cadlag in ¢ (respectively continuous in t)
modification of (K, s <t).
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Remark 2.6.1. The concept of sampling will be used in section [5.4)

Replacing Ky, by Kgf’f and Pgl) by PE") in the above, we obtain a random process X (™
in M" which represents an n-sampling of the flow. The coordinates of X are independent
given the flow K.

Let (x;);>1 be a sequence in M. For w € Q, let Py, .. 0 = @ Psw, Paimrw =
QP Py Payo (dw, dw, ..o dw!) = P(dw)®Py, 2, w(dw, ... dw!) and P(xl.)m(dw:dw’) =
P(dw) ® P (4;),-, w(dw'). Then the process X ™ (w,w’) = (wf,...,w!,) defines an n-sampling of
the flow (under P, ., or Pe,..,). Let X*(w,w’) = w/). Then, under P, ,, the sequence
(X");>1 are independent conditionaly to A. Moreover, if for all ¢ > 1, z; = x, this sequence
is identically distributed and the law of large numbers implies that for all f € Cy(M),
LS~ F(X]) converges a.s. towards E,[f(X})|A] = Ko f (2).

Since, under P, X™ is equal in law to the n-point motion of K starting from

n

i>10
(z1,...,1,), if for all n > 1, we let X(™ denote the n-point motion starting from (z, ..., z),
we have that £ > | f(X7) converges in law towards Ko, f(z) for all f € C°(M™). This gives
an intuitive way to recover Ky (x) out of the n-point motions.

3 Noise and stochastic flows.

3.1 The noise generated by a stochastic flow of kernels.

The definition of a noise we give here is very close to the one given by Tsirelson in [41].

Definition 3.1.1. A noise consists of a separable probability space (2, A, P), a one-parametric
group (Ty)ner of P-preserving L?-continuous transformations of Q and a family {F,;, —oo <
s <t < oo} of sub-o-fields of A such that

(a) T sends Fst onto Fipprn for allh € R and all s <,
(b) Fs: and Fi, are independent for all s <t < u,
(c) FstV Firn =Fsy foralls <t <u.

Moreover, we will assume that, for all s <'t, F,, contains all P-negligible sets of F_so oo,
denoted F.

In the following, (Q° A% P,) denotes the canonical probability space of a stochastic
flow of kernels on M, a locally compact separable metric space, associated with a Feller
convolution semigroup v. And K° = (K7,, s < t) denotes this canonical flow. When this
stochastic flow is induced by a flow of maps, one can take for (Q°, 4% P,), the canonical
probability space associated to this stochastic flow of mappings.

For all —oco < s <t < o0, let }";’7 ;. be the sub-o-field of A generated by the random
variables KS,U for all s < u < v < t completed by all P,-negligible sets of A°. Then the
cocycle property of K implies that N, := (Q°, A%, (F¥,)s<t, Pu, (Th)ner) is a noise (T}, is L*
continuous because of the Feller property). We call it the noise generated by the canonical
flow K°.
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Definition 3.1.2. Let v be a Feller convolution semigroup, N = (2, A, (Fst)s<t, P, (Th)ner)
be a noise and K be a measurable stochastic flow of kernels of law P, defined on (9, A, P)
such that for all s <t, Ks; is Fsi-measurable and for all h € R,

Ks+h,t+h = K&t o) Th, a.s. (31)
We will call (N, K) an extension of the noise N,,.
Let (Ny, K1) and (Na, K3) be two extensions of the noise N,. Let Q = Qy x Qy, A =
A; ® Ay and P be the probability measure on (€2, .4) defined by
€21 = [ 211K = KBl K = K] P (dK), 32

for any bounded random variable Z(wi,ws) = Zj(wi)Za(w2). Let (Th)ner be the one-
parametric group of P-preserving transformations of Q defined by Ty, (w1, we) = (T} (wy), TF (w2)).
For all s < t,let Fo; = Fi, ® FZ,. Then N := (Q, A, (Fst)s<t, P, (Th)ner) is a noise. And
if K denotes the random variable K(wy,ws) = Kj(w1)(= Kz(wy) P-a.s.), then (N, K) is an
extension of N,. We will call (N, K) the product of the extensions (Ny, K1) and (N, Ks).
Note that N; and N, are isomorphic to sub-noises of N.

3.2 Filtering kernels

Let K be a random kernel defined on a probability space (€2, A, P) and let A be a sub o-field.
Denote by v the law of K and set Q = Z*(v). Then Q is a law on (I', G).

Lemma 3.2.1. Suppose that

lim E[p(u K, paK)*| = 0. (3:3)

p(p1,p2)—0

Then v is reqular and there is K an A-measurable random kernel, with law denoted by v,
such that

(i) For all y € P(M), uK = E[uK|Al;
(ii) v is reqular;

(iii) Let p and p be measurable presentations respectively of v and of v. Let A be a P(M):
valued random variable and A" be another sub o-field of A. Suppose that o(A) Vv A’
and o(K)V A are independent. Then, if A = E[A]A'],

Ap(K) = E[Ap(K)| A"V A)]. (3-4)

Proof. In the proof of this lemma, we will use regular probability measures: Let Y be
a random variable taking its values in a Borel space S equipped with its Borel o-field S.
Applying theorems 6.3 and 6.4 in [I8], there is a regular probability measure v : QxS — [0, 1]
such that
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(i) v(w,-) is a probability measure on S;
(ii) v(-, A) is A-measurable for all A € S;

and such that for all bounded measurable function ¢, and A an A-measurable random vari-

able,
Elg(A,Y)|A] = / 9(Aw), 9w, dy).

In other words, v is the conditional law of Y given G. (Regular conditional distributions
were actually implicitly used in section 2.6).

In general, if Y is a P(M)-valued random variable of law Py, f an element of C.(M),
©(f) = E[Y f] is a positive linear form on C.(M). By the Riesz-Markov-Kakutani representa-
tion theorem there is u € P(M) such that E[Y f] = pf. Then u can be denotedfp yPy(dy).

Using regular probability measures as above, one can define E[Y|A] = fp , with
v the conditional law of Y given A.

We now prove the lemma. Let us first show that v is regular, i.e. that Q is regular.
Let (g, k € N) be a dense sequence in P(M) and let j : T — P(M)®N be the measurable
function defined by j(®) = (®(ux), k € N). Following section 1, allows to construct
i: P(M)®N — T' a measurable function such that J =i o j is a measurable presentation of
Q. This shows that Q and therefore v are regular. With this construction, as is shown in
section 2, §o J is measurable, (50 J)*(Q) = v and p = 00 J oZ is a measurable presentation
of v.

Set P(*) = j*(Q). Then *(P(*)) = Q and (5oi)*(P(°°)) =v (indeed 6oi = (00 J)oiis
measurable and (6 04)*(P(>)) = (§ o J 04)*(P™)) = (§ o j) (Q) =v).

Set Y = joZ(K). Then Y is a random variable of law P(>). Since M" is a Polish space,
one can define P(*)(w, dy) the conditional law of Y given A. In particular for all bounded
measurable function g and A an A-measurable random variable,

Elo VI = [ oM@ 0P e )

Therefore, if K’ = p(K) = ¢ oi(Y'), we have for all bounded measurable function g and
A an A-measurable random variable,

Elg (A PUDIAL= [ g0, (00 D) P o, )

For all w € Q, define v(w,-) = (8 0 i)* (P (w,-)). Then v(w,dk) is a regular probability
measure and we have for all bounded measurable function g and A an A-measurable random
variable,

For x € M, set
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Then K is a random kernel is A-measurable and a.s. K(z) = [, k(z)7(w,dk). Denote by
v the law of K and set ) = Z*(v). Let us now show (i), (ii) and (iii) are satisfied. For
we€ P(M), as. up(K) = pK and therefore, a.s.

E[uf|A] = E[up(5)| 4] = /E ik 7(w, dk) = u

where in the last equality we have used Fubini’s theorem. This proves (i).
To prove (ii), observe that for f € C(M) and (u1, u2) € P(M)?,

E[(oK f — K f)*] = E [E[po K f — 1 K f|.A?]
<E[(mKf—mKf)].

This implies that v satisfies and as a consequence, by construction, that J and p are
also measurable presentations respectively of Q and of 7.

Let us finally prove (iii). Note first that item (i) implies that holds if A is not
random (indeed, for all 4 € P(M), a.s. uK = up(K) and uK = pup(K)). Let now Z’' and Z
be bounded random variables, respectively A’-measurable and A-measurable. Then (using
that o(A) V A’ and o(K) V A are independent and using the notation Py for the law of a
random variable Z),

E[Ap(K) Z'Z) = / Elup(K) Z) 2 Poy ) (dp, d2)

[ EWRR) 2)7 Pz (s d2)
P(M)xR

— E[Ap(K) Z'Z]

This implies (iii). [

3.3 Filtering by a sub-noise.

Let N be a sub-noise of an extension (N, K) of N, i.e. Nisanoise (Q, A, (Fst)s<t, P, (Th)ner))
such that Fs;, C F,, for all s <.

Remark 3.3.1. A sub-noise is characterized by F_ o 0, denoted F. This o-field has to be
stable under Ty, to contain all P-negligible sets of F, and be such that F = (F N F_x0) V
(FN Fowe)-

For all n > 1, let ISE") be the operator acting on C'(M™) defined by

|5§n)<f1 R @ fo)lx1,...,x,) =E

[T El%o. fi(x:) \fo,t]] : (3.5)

=1

for all z1,..., 2, in M and all fi,..., f, in C(M).
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Lemma 3.3.2. The famuily (|5£n), n > 1) is a compatible family of Feller semigroups.

Proof. The semigroup property of ISER) follows directly from the independence of the incre-
ments of the flow. The Markovian property and in particular the positivity property holds
since for all h € C(M™),

P (21, .. @) = E[(h, @, E[Ko(2:)| Foul)]. (3.6)
From this, it is clear that (IS,En), n > 1) is a compatible family of Markovian semigroups
respectively acting on C'(M").

It remains to prove the Feller property. For all continuous functions fi,..., f,, h =
[i® @ fu, x=(21,...,2,) and y = (y1,...,yn) in M", for M large enough,

P h(z) — PMh(y)| < MZE E[Koufi(:) — Koufi(yi)| Foul)?)?

N

S MZ KO tfz 33'1 KO,tfi(yi))z] (37)

which converges towards 0 as y tends to z since (e) in definition is satisfied.
We also have, for all h = fi ® --- ® f,, and @ = (21, ...,x,) in M™, for M large enough,

P h(z) — h(z)| < MZ E[(Koufi(z:) — fi(x:)| Fou))?)?

< MZ E[(Kosfi(z:) — fil:))?]2 (3.8)

which converges towards 0 as ¢ tends to 0 since (d) in definition is satisfied. Hence,
for all function h € C(M™) such that h is a linear combinaison of functions of the type

f1®--® fn, we have Isﬁn)h is continuous and lim;_, ﬁﬁ"’h(az) = h(zx) for all z € M™. This
extends to all functions h € C'(M™). [

Let us denote by v = ()0 the Feller convolution semigroup on (£, £) associated with
(|5§n), n > 1). Note that the one-point motion of v and 7 are the same, i.e. |5£1) = Pgl).

Lemma 3.3.3. Let (N, K) be an extension of N, and N be a sub-noise of N. Then there
evists K = (K¢, s < t) a stochastic flow of kernels of law Py such that (N, K) is an
extension of Ny and

Koif (v) = E[K, f(2)|Foi] = E[Ko f(2)|F] P —as. (3.9)
Jorall s <t,z € M and f € Co(M). We say K is obtained by filtering K with respect to
N.
Proof. For s <t, K, satisfies (3.3) and there is K, +, the random kernel obtained by filtering
K, with respect to ]—"st (Remark one can first define KOt for t > 0 and set Kst = Kot soTy

in order to ensure that K, 0T} = Ks+h,t+h) For all s < t, the law of Kst is 7;_, and K is
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a stochastic flow of kernels. Indeed, except for (a), all the conditions given in definition 2.3
are easy to check. To prove the cocycle property (a), let u € P(M) and s < u < t. Then

,UKs,t - E[,UKs,t|ﬁs,t]
= E[MKs,uptfu(Ku,t)’fs,u V Fu,t]-

Since o (uKy) V Fou(C Feu) and o(uk, ) V Fou:(C F,:) are independent, one can apply
(iii) of lemma and easily obtain (a). [J

Definition 3.3.4. Given two Feller convolution semigroups on (E,E), v' and v?, we say that
U domi - - 2 1 2 - 1ew 2
vt dominates (respectively weakly dominates) v*, denoted v' = v* (respectively v' =" v?),
if there exists a sub-noise of N, (respectively of an extension (N1, K') of N,1) such that
P2 is the law of the flow obtained by filtering the canonical flow of law P, (respectively by

filtering K ) with respect to this sub-noise.

Notice that in lemma v weakly dominates 7 and v dominates 7 if NV is a sub-noise
of N,. Note that the domination relation is in fact an extension of the notion of barycenter.

Lemma 3.3.5. Let v and v be two Feller convolution semigroups such that v dominates
v. Let (N,K) be an extension of N,. Let N, be the sub-noise (isomorphic to N,) of N
generated by K. Then there exists a sub-noise N of N, such that Py is the law of the flow

obtained by filtering K with respect to N.

Proof. Let N, := (Q°, A° (FZ,)s<t: Pu, (Th)ner) be the noise generated by the canonical
flow associated with v. Notice that v = 7 means the existence of N° a sub-noise of N, such
that P, is the law of K°, the flow obtained by filtering the canonical flow of law P, with
respect to NY.

Note that the mapping K : (Q,.A4) — (Q°, A% is measurable. Let F be the completion
of K7Y(F°) by all P-negligible sets of A and, for all s < ¢, set F,;, = F N Fy;. Then
N = (A, (Fat)s<t; P, (Tn)ner) is a sub-noise of N. Lemma allows us to define K
the flow obtained by filtering K with respect to N. One can check that K = K°(K). This
implies that the law of K is P,. Thus the proposition is proved. [

Proposition 3.3.6. The domination relation and the weak domination relation are partial
orders on the class of Feller convolution semigroups.

Proof. 1) The transitivity of the domination relation follows from lemma by the chain
rule for conditional expectations.

Let us observe that if ' < v? and v? < v! then v! = 12, Indeed, if ' > 2, Jensen’s
inequality shows that for all fi,..., f, in C(M), x1,...,2, in M and t > 0,

E,. [exp (Z K07tfi(xi))] > E,» [exp (Z K07tfi($i)>] ) (3.10)

Therefore, if moreover v* < 12, the preceding inequality becomes an equality. This proves

I/1 = V2.
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2) For the weak domination relation, the proof is similar. We prove the transitivity using
the product of extensions. Indeed, if 7 < v, given any extension (N!, K') of N,, there exist
a larger extension (N, K) and a subnoise N of N such that K has law P, let N? be a
sub-noise of an extension (N?, K2) of N, such that K? has law P, then (IV, K) is taken as
the product of the extensions (N*', K') and (N2, K?), and N is induced by N2. [

Remark 3.3.7. The concept of filtering will be used in sections[4.3, and an example
1s given in the following section.

3.4 An example of filtering.

Let M = {0,1}. Then F, the set of maps from {0,1} on {0, 1} is constituted of the maps
o, I, fo and fi, with I the identity, o(0) = 1, o(1) = 0, fo = 0 and f; = 1. Let (V;) be
a Poisson process on R and (¢,)nez be a sequence, independent of the Poisson process, of
independent random variables taking their values in F' with law

1
Z(éfo + 5f1 + 67+ 60’)-

We then define a stochastic flow of mappings on {0, 1} by

@3775:_[ lf Nt—NSZO
Pst = PN,—1 00y, if N, —Ng>0

for all s < t. Note that ¢ is a coalescing flow since for all s, there is a.s. a finite time T
such that for all t > T', ¢,,(0) = ¢s(1). The one-point motion of this flow is given by the
symmetric random walk with generator AM) given by

oo ()

Note also that, since the {0, 1} has only two points, the n-point motions associated with this
stochastic flow of mappings are determined by the two-point motion. The generator A of
the two-point motion is (the state space is {(0,0), (1,1),(0,1),(1,0)})

1/2 1/2 0 0
1/2 1/2 0 0
1/4 1/4 1/4 1/4
1/4 1/4 1/4 1/4

AR —

With the stochastic flow ¢ and an independent sequence of random variables (Y},)nez
with P[Y,, = 1] = p =1 — P[Y,, = 0], we define a stochastic flow of kernels K, by

Ks,t(l.):(si lf Nt—NSZO
Ks,t:KNS"'KNt,1 lf Nt—Ns>O

where K, = Y,6,, + (1 — Yn)%((SO +d1).
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Denote by N¢ the noise of o, by N the noise of K and by N the noise of (p,Y). Then
N¢ is the noise of (IVy, oy, ), N is the noise of (N¢, on,, Yn,) and N is the noise of (Ny, Ky,).
The noises N¢ and N are subnoises of N. And N cannot be isomorphic to a subnoise of N¢.
Indeed for € small, ]—"&f; has one atom of probability e™¢ and four atoms of probability ise*‘f,
and .7-"5\72 has one atom of probability e~ as well but one atom of probability (1 —p)ee ¢ and
four atoms of probability Zee™*

The flow K coincides with the flow obtained by filtering ¢ with respect to N. Thus the

law of K is weakly dominated by the law of ¢ but is not dominated.

3.5 Continuous martingales.

Let (K5t s <t) be a stochastic flow of kernels. For all s <t set Fsy = 0(Kyyp, s <u <
v <t). Let F be the filtration (Fo;)i>0. Let M(F) be the space of locally square integrable
F-martingales.

Proposition 3.5.1. Suppose that Pil) 15 the semigroup of a Markov process with continuous
paths, then all martingales of M(F) are continuous.

Proof. Let M € M(F) be a martingale in the form E[F|Fy,] where F' =[], K, 1 fi(z:),
with f1,..., f, in C(M), x1,...,2, in M and 0 < s; < t; (we take here the continuous
modification in ¢ of the stochastic flow of kernels). By definition of the filtration, functions
in this form are dense in L?(Fg ). This implies that martingales of this form are dense in
M(F). Since the space of continuous martingales is closed in M(F), it is enough to prove
the continuity of these martingales.

For all ¢, let K, be the kernel defined on R* x M by

~ { 05—t ® Oy for s>t,

Kis, ) = do @ Kg4(x) for s <t. (3.11)

Then we can rewrite F' in the form [];", Ky, fi(si, x;), where fi(s,x) = f;(x).

Note that (K, (s, z;), 1 <i < n)is a Markov process on (B(R*)®@P(M))". This Markov
process is continuous and Feller (the Feller property follows from the Feller property of the
semigroups (H,Ek), k> 1)). It is well known that the martingales relative to the filtration
denoted here (ft{si’xi} =i=n " ¢ > () generated by such a process are continuous (see [39] tome
I1).

This proves that E[F |.7:t{8i’xi}1§i§"] is a continuous martingale. We conclude after remark-
ing that M, = E[F|F"""}<<"] which holds since the o-field F*"""'<=" is a sub-o-field of
F; and M, is easily seen to be E{Si’mi}lgig"—measurable. 0

4 Stochastic coalescing flows.

In this section we study stochastic coalescing flows, we denote by (ps¢, s < t). In section
4.2 it is shown that for all s < ¢, 7 (A) is atomic (where A denotes any positive Radon
measure on M). We study this point measure valued process which provides a description
of the coalescing flow.
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In section starting from a compatible family of Feller semigroups, under the hy-
pothesis that starting close to the diagonal the two-point motion hits the diagonal with a
probability close to 1, we construct another compatible family of Feller semigroups to which
is associated a stochastic coalescing flow. We then show that the stochastic flow of ker-
nels associated with the first family of semigroups can be defined by filtering the stochastic
coalescing flow with respect to a sub-noise of an extension of its canonical noise.

Finally, we give three examples. The first one, due to Arratia [2], describes the flow of
independent Brownian motions sticking together when they meet. The second one is due to
Propp and Wilson [35] in the context of perfect simulation of the invariant distribution of
a finite state irreducible Markov chain, their stochastic flows being indexed by the integers.
The third one is the construction of a stochastic coalescing flow solution of Tanaka’s SDE

dX; = sgn(X;)dW;, (4.1)

where W is a real white noise. This coalescing flow was constructed by Watanabe in [40]
and Warren in [45]. In [23], a stochastic flow of kernels solution of this SDE was constructed
as the only strong solution of this SDE.

4.1 Definition.

Let M be a locally compact separable metric space.

Definition 4.1.1. A stochastic flow of mappings on M, (¢ss, s <t), is called a stochastic
coalescing flow if for some (x,y) € M?, T, = inf{t > 0, po.(x) = wo.(y)} is finite with a
positive probability and for all t > T, ,, pot(x) = po+(y). In other words, a pair of points
stick together after a finite time with a positive probability.

Remark 4.1.2. This definition depends only on the two-point motion.

2)
z,y)
the law of the Markov process associated with P,E2) starting from (x,y) and we denote this

process (X;,Y;) or Xt(Q). Let Tao = inf{t >0, X; =Y;}.

Let (Pgn), n > 1) be a compatible family of Feller semigroups. We denote by PE

Remark 4.1.3. A compatible family (P§”), n > 1) of Feller semigroups defines a stochastic
coalescing flow if and only if for all (x,y) € M?, for allt > Ta, X; =Y}, Pgi?y)-almost surely,

and for some (z,y) € M?, p?

(@) [TA < OO] > 0.

4.2 A point measure valued process associated with a stochastic
coalescing flow.

In this subsection, we suppose we are given a compatible family of Feller semigroups (PE"), n >
1) such that

Vo€ M, W >0, lim, PP X # Y] =0, (1.2)
V(w,y) e M2, PZ [Ta <o) >0.
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Remark 4.2.1. The assumption implies that the associated stochastic flow is a stochas-
tic coalescing flow and is verified in all the examples of coalescing flows we will study except
for the example presented in section |4.4.5, where Pgi)y) [X; # Y] does not converge towards
0 as y tends to x when x # 0. 7

Let ¢ = (pst, s < t) be a measurable stochastic coalescing flow associated with (Pg"), n >

1). For all s <t € R, let ps; = ¢;,(A), where A is any positive Radon measure on M.
Proposition 4.2.2. (a) For all s <t € R, almost surely, us; is atomic.
(b) For all s <u <t eR, almost surely, us, is absolutely continuous with respect to fu,..

Proof. Fix s <t € R. For all positive € and all x € M, let m? = fB(z o Lowr@=pe ) A(dy)
(m?® is well defined since (x,w) +— @, (x,w) is measurable). For all a €]0,1[ and = € M, let

Az = {2, < (1 - a)A(B(x,<2)}, (43)
where €7 is a positive sequence such that d(z,y) < 7 implies

Pl [Xims # Vi <27

Lemma 4.2.3. For all positive o, x € M and n € N, P(A%") <

— a2n .

Proof. For all integer n, we have

n

Elms,] = P [Xie = Yiod] A(dy)
B(z,e%)

-/ P # Vi) M)
B(x,ex

> (1—27)A(B(x,25).

rTn

And we conclude since

Efmz,] < P(AZH)(1 = )A(B(z,€3)) + (1 = P(AT)A(B(z, 7))

(we use the fact that mZ < A(B(z,¢7))). U
Lemma 4.2.4. For all x € M, almost surely, mZ. ~ AN(B(z,&3)) as n — oo.

Proof. Using Borel-Cantelli’s lemma, for all a €]0, 1]
1 -« < liminf L S I S
TSR B ) T R N B)

CE

almost surely. This implies lim,, NG n(l =1las. U

TEL))
Since for all (z,w) € M x Q,

/j’s,t({sos,t(x)}) = ({y7 Spst( ) stt(x)})
> My € B(x,en), st(y) = paa(2)}),
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lemma implies that for all x € M,

psp({pse(2)}) >0 (4.4)

almost surely. Since (z,w) — ps¢({@s+(z)}) is measurable,

Ada) @ Pldw)-ae,  poil{pa@)}) > 0. (4.5)

This equation implies (since p,; = %, (A))

Ms,t(dy)_a'e'v ,us,t({y}) >0 (46)

almost surely. This last equation is one characterization of the atomic nature of y,; and (a)
is proved.

To prove (b), note first that A(dz) @P(dw)-a.e., ¢} ;(6z) = dy, ,(2) is absolutely continuous
with respect to ¢ ,(A) = fuu, since (4.4) holds. Note also that A(dr) ® P(dw)-a.e., ¢ () =
Yut © Psu(x). This implies

Mst = SOZ,t(NS,U) a.s. (4.7)
Since ps,, is atomic, independent of ¢, ; and E[us,] = A, it follows that us, is absolutely
continuous with respect to ji, . This proves (b). O

Remark 4.2.5. o (us;, s <t)is Markovian in ¢.

e Since i is atomic for ¢ > s, there exists a point process &, = {&!,} and weights
{a?t} € RY such that ps; = Y, af;’tég;t. The point process & and the marked point
process (&s+, as¢) are Markovian in t since for all s < u < t, &1 = @u1(&.) and Oéi,t =
Z - i J Oéj .

{.77 gs,t*SOu,t(fs,u)} SU

o Let A, = Pt ( ¢,) and II; be the collection of the sets A%,. Note that U;A%, = M

S

A-a.e, the union being disjoint. Note also that &, and II,; determines ¢, A-a.e. Note finally

that II,, is Markovian in s when s decreases, since for all s < u < t, II,; = {p; (A% )}
This Markov process has also a coalescence property : one can have for i # 7, go;llt(AZ’t) =

gp;lt(A{Lt) When s decreases, the partition Il ; becomes coarser.

4.3 Construction of a family of coalescent semigroups.

Let (Pin), n > 1) be a compatible family of Feller semigroups on a separable locally compact
metric space M and v = (14)er the associated Feller convolution semigroup on (E, ). Let

A, ={zeM" 3i+j z=a;} and Ta, = inf{t > 0, X" € A,}, where X" denotes
the n-point motion, i.e. the Markov process on M" associated with the semigroup Pi"). We
will denote Ay by A.

Theorem 4.3.1. There exists a unique compatible family (Pﬁn)’c, n > 1) of Markovian
semigroups on M such that if X™< is the associated n-point motion and TR = inf{t >

0, X" e A}, then

° (Xt(")’c7 t <TX,) is equal in law to (Xt(n), t <Ta,)
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o fort>T5 , XV e A,
Moreover, this family is constituted of Feller semigroups if condition (C) below is satisfied,

(C) Forallt>0,e>0andx € M,

lim P [{Ta > t} N {d(X,,Y;) > e}] =0

y—x (z,
where (X, Y;) = XP. And for some x and y in M, ch)y) [Ta < 00| > 0.

In this case, (Pﬁ”)’c, n > 1) satisfies @ and 1s associated with a coalescing flow.

Proof. For all n > 1, let P, be the set of all partitions of {1,...,n}. The number of
elements of © € P, is denoted |r|. For all m € P,,, we define the equivalent relation i ~, j if
i and j belong to the same element of 7. We define a partial order on P,, by #’ < wif i ~ j
implies ¢ ~, j (7 is finer that 7).

For all m € P, we let E, be the set of elements x € M™ such that x; = x; if i ~; j and
OF, = Uy E., the set of elements x € E, such that there exists ¢ and 7 with ¢ %, 7 and
x; = x;j. Let j be an isometry between M and E,.

By induction on k = |r|, we define a Markov process X™ on E,. For k = 1, we let
X™ = j.(XM). Assume now we have defined a Markov process on E, for all 7 such that
7| < k. Let m € P, with || = k + 1, we define X™ concatenating the process j(X*+1)
stopped at the entrance time 7" in OF, with the process X™ starting from the corresponding
point and where 7’ is the finest partition such that X?’ € E.. This way, we construct a
Markov process on M", X< = X for = = {{1},...,{n}}.

For all integer n, let P be the Markovian semigroup associated with the Markov

process X ™. From the above construction, it is clear that the family (PE")’C, n > 1) of
Markovian semigroups is compatible.

It remains to prove that when (C) is satisfied, this family of Markovian semigroups is

constituted of Feller semigroups. This holds since (C) implies (F) in lemma . for all
positive ¢, Pgi)yc) [d( X, Y:) >¢] < Pgi)y)[{TA >t} N{d(X;,Y;) > e}] which converges towards
0 as y — z. Note that when (C) holds, it is easy to see that the canonical flow is a coalescing

flow. [

We now suppose that (P§">’C, n > 1) is constituted of Feller semigroups (which is true
when (C) holds). We denote by v° the associated Feller convolution semigroup.

Theorem 4.3.2. The convolution semigroup v¢ weakly dominates v.

Proof. The idea of the proof is to define a coupling between the flows of kernels K and K*
respectively of law P, and P,.. (Since we did not assume (C) holds, it is not clear that K¢
is a flow of mappings.)

In a way similar to the construction of the Markov process X ¢ in the proof of theorem
, for all integer n > 1, we construct a Markov process X ™ on (M x M)™ identified with
M™ x M™ such that:
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. (Xl("), e ,)A(q(f”)) is the n-point motion of v,

. (X’fﬁgl, . Xg(n)) is the n-point motion of v,
e between the coalescing times, X is described by the (k+n)-point motion of v (when

(X" XY belongs to By, with |7| = k).

Let P ) be the Markovian semigroup associated with X® . One easily checks that this
semigroup is Feller using the fact that PE”) and Pt") are Feller. Then (IS,S”), n>1)is a
compatible family of Feller semigroups, associated with a Feller convolution semigroup 7.

Let K be the canonical stochastic flow associated with this family of semigroups. Straight-
forward computations show that for all s < ¢, (f,g) € C(M)? and (z,y) € M?,

E(K(f@g)(zy)] = PP ogeg@y.y),
E[(Keo(f ® DRI 9)(@y)] = PES ©g@g(r,y.y).
E[(K.o(f © ) Koi(f @ DR, (1@ 9))(2,y)] = P20 g®g(,y,y).
This implies that
E[(Koe(f ® 9) — Kot(f © DK 1(1® 9))* (2, y)] = 0. (4.8)

Thus we have K, (z,y) = K¢, (z) ® K, 4(y) and it is easy to check that the laws of K¢ and

of K are respectively P, and P,. Thus (N;, K€) is an extension of N,.. Let N, be the
sub-noise of N; generated by K.

Let us notice now that for all g, f1,..., f, in Co(M), all y,z1,..., 2, in M and all s < t,
we have (setting y; = x,41 =y and for i <n, h; = f;® 1 and h,,1 = 1 ® g)

n n+1
E [Ksc,tg(y) H Ksiﬁ'@z’)] = E [H Ks,thi(fcu Yi)
i=1

=1
= (n+1 fl ®fn®g(x17 7xn7y)'
More generally one can prove in a similar way that for all g, fi,..., f, in Co(M), all

Y, x1,. .., 2, in M, all s < tand all (s;,t;)1<i<n With s; < t; that
E [K;tg(y) HKsl,tzfz(xl)] = E [ stg HKslt fz X ] . (49)
i=1
This implies that K ;g(y) = E[KS,g(y)|o(K)] and therefore that v =* v. [

Remark 4.3.3. Let (X, n > 1) be a family of strong Markov processes respectively
taking their values in M"™. We suppose that the associated family of Markovian semigroups
(P%n), n > 1) is compatible and that for all z € M,

lim P [{Tx >t} N{d(X,,Y)) > £}] =0 (4.10)

Yy—T
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for all e > 0 and ¢ > 0. Then (Pﬁ"’, n > 1) (and (P,En)’c, n > 1)) are Feller semigroups.

One can prove this with a coupling similar to the coupling given in the proof of the pre-
vious theorem : the idea is to construct on the same probablh (y space two Markov processes
X®™ and Y™ associated to P{™ and such that X ) if ¢ > inf{s, X(" (s) =

Y (s)}.

7

Remark 4.3.4. The exa Ple given in section gives an illustration of the two theorems
of this section, first with P, = P{" then with Pt") the semigroup of the n-point motion of
K. This example shows in particular that one can have v <" v¢ and v £ v°.

4.4 Examples.
4.4.1 Arratia’s coalescing flow of independent Brownian motions.

The first example of coalescing flows was given by Arratia [2]. On R, let P; be the semigroup
of a Brownian motion. With this semigroup we define the compatible family (P{", n > 1)
of Feller semigroups. Note that the n-point motion of this family of semigroups is given by
n independent Brownian motions. Let us also remark that the canonical stochastic flow of
kernels associated with this family of semigroups is not random and is given by (P;_s, s < t).

Let (Pﬁ”), n > 1) be the compatible family of Markovian coalescent semigroups associated
with (PP, n > 1) (see section[4.3). Note that the n-point motion of this family of semigroups
is given by n independent Brownian motions who stick together when they meet.

Proposition 4.4.1. The family (Pg"), n > 1) is constituted of Feller semigroups and is
associated with a coalescing flow.

Proof. It is obvious after remarking that two real independent Brownian motions meet each
other almost surely (condition (C) is verified). [

4.4.2 Propp-Wilson algorithm.

Similarly to Arratia’s coalescing flow, let P, be the semigroup of an irreducible aperiodic
Markov process on a finite set M, with invariant probability measure m. Let (Pﬁ”), n>1)
be the compatible family of Markovian coalescent semigroups associated with (P™, n > 1).
The coalescing flow in section is of this type.

Proposition 4.4.2. The family (P,En), n > 1) is constituted of Feller semigroups and is
associated with a coalescing flow.

Proof. It is obvious since the two-point motion defined by P$? hits the diagonal almost
surely. [J

Let ¢ = (pst, s < t) denote this coalescing flow. Then almost surely, for all =,y in M,
Toy = Inf{t >0, @o:(x) = ¢o.(y)} is finite. Therefore, after a finite time Card{yo(x), = €
M} =1.

In Propp-Wilson [35], an algorithm to exactly simulate a random variable distributed
according to the invariant probability measure of a Markov chain with finite state space is
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given. The method consists in constructing a stochastic coalescing flow. We explain this in
our context.
Let 7 =inf{t > 0, v_s0(x) = p_r0(y) for all (z,y) € M?}.

Proposition 4.4.3. 7 is almost surely finite and the law of X, the random variable p_. o(z)
(independent of x € M), is m.

Proof. Let us remark that for ¢ > 7 and all x € M, the cocycle property implies that

w_to(x) = X,
Since for all positive t,

Plr > 1] PEz,y, v_t0(z) # ¢—to(y)] (4.11)

Z(:ﬂ,y)eM2 P[Tw,y Z t]
which converges towards 0 as t goes to oco. Thus 7 < 0o a.s.

For all function f on M and all x € M, lim; oo Py f(z) = >_, 5 f(y)m(y) and

Pef(z) = E[f(¢-r0(2))] = E[f (p-r0(2))le<r] + E[f(X7)1rci]. (4.12)

Since 7 is almost surely finite, as ¢ goes to oo, the first term of the right hand side of the
preceding equation converges towards 0 and the second term converges towards E[f(X)].
Therefore we prove that E[f(X;)] = > .\ f(y)m(y). O

VAN

4.4.3 Tanaka’s SDE.

In [23], starting from a real Brownian motion B, we constructed a family of random operators
(Sy, t > 0), strong solution of the SDE

dXt = Sgn(Xt)dBt, t 2 0. (4.13)

For f continuous,

Suf () = F(Rer, + 5 (F(R) + f(-R)ior., (1.14)

where RY is the Brownian motion = + B, reflected at 0 and 7, the first time it hits 0. For
all continuous functions fi,..., f,, let

Pgn)(fl ® - ® fo)(xy,...,x,) =E [H Stfl(xl)] ) (4.15)

Then it is easy to see that (P,E”), n > 1) is a compatible family of Feller semigroups. Let
(P,En)’c, n > 1) be the family of semigroups constructed by theorem .

Let us describe the n-point motion associated with (P{™, n > 1). Let (X;, t > 0) be

a Brownian motion starting at 0. Let B, = fot sgn(X;) dXs, (B, t > 0) is also a Brownian

motion starting at 0. For all x € R, let 7, = inf{t > 0, |z| + B; = 0}. Note that X, = 0.
For all x € R, let

. | x+sgn(x)B, i t<T,,

X = { X, if >, (4.16)

45



Then B, = [ sgn(X7) dX{ and X? is a solution of the SDE
dX} =sgn(X/)dB;,, t>0, X§=ux (4.17)

Thus, for all zy,...,z, in M, (X;*,..., X{™), t > 0) is the n-point motion of the family of
semigroups (P, n > 1).

Proposition 4.4.4. The family (Pi”), n > 1) is constituted of Feller semigroups and is
associated with a coalescing flow.

Proof. It is easy to see that (Pﬁ”)’c, n > 1) is constituted of Feller semigroups since for all
t and xp, v — X[ is a.s. continuous at zo (it implies that (F) in lemma is satisfied).
This also implies that is satisfied. Thus, the associated stochastic flow is a flow of
mappings. And it is a coalescing flow since almost surely, every pair of point meets after a
finite time. Note that condition (C) is verified.

5 Stochastic flows of kernels and SDEs.

5.1 Hypotheses.

In this section, M is a smooth locally compact manifold and we suppose we are given
(PE"), n > 1), a compatible family of Feller semigroups, or equivalently a Feller convolution

semigroup v = (14)i>0 on (E,E). For all positive integer n, we will denote by XM the
n-point motion, i.e. the Markov process associated with the semigroup Pg"). We denote by
A™ the infinitesimal generator of P§”) and by D(AM) its domain . We assume that

(i) The space C% (M) @ C% (M) | of functions of the form f(z)g(y), with f, g in C% (M) and
x,y in M, is included in D(A®).

(ii) The one-point motion X" has continuous paths.

In that case, we say that v is a diffusion convolution semigroup on (E,E) and that the Pﬁ”)

are diffusion semigroups.

5.2 Local characteristics of a diffusion convolution semigroup.

Let us denote by A the restriction of AV to C%(M). Note that it follows easily from (i)
and (ii) that for all f € C%4(M),

M = 5O g0~ [ Arxe) as (5.1)
0

2 f is in the domain of the infinitesimal generator A of a Feller semigroup P, if and only if P‘t;f converges
uniformly as ¢ goes towards 0. Its limit is denoted Af.

3Ck (M) (respectively C%(M)) denotes the set of continuous (respectively C?) functions with compact
support.
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is a martingale. Since f? also belongs to C% (M), using the martingale M/ * it is easy to see
that

(= [ T as 52
where
D(f) = Af? — 2 Af. (5.3)
In the following I'(f, g) will denote A(fg) — fAg — gAf, for f and g in C%(M).

Lemma 5.2.1. On a smooth local chart on an open set U C M, there exist continuous
functions on U, a* and b" such that for all f € C%-(M),

1, O Of

Af = —a" ——— b -

/ 2" widxi * ozt

Proof. For all z € U, let ¢'(z) = 2' denote the coordinate functions of the local chart. We
can extend ¢ into an element of C%(M). For f € C%(M), using [t6’s formula, for ¢ < Ty,

the exit time of U,
tr1 o f o OF
Oy x® _/ Laid (xOV_2 L y pix 2L x4
Feet) = ) = [ (Gaee ey e L)) as
is a martingale, where b'(x) = Ap'(z) and o™ (x) = T'(¢", ¢’)(x). And we get (5.4)) since for
(1)
all z € U, Af(x) = lim;_,o /0210

(5.4)

Note that the two-point motion Xt(Q) has also continuous trajectories and these results
also apply to functions in C% (M) ® C%(M). For all f, g in C% (M), let
C(f.9)=AP(foyg) —foAg-Afoy (5.5)
It is clear that on a local chart on U x V.C M x M,

i, of dg
Cf,9)(z,y) = M (z,y) 5= (x)a—yj(y), (5.6)
where ¢/ € C(U x V). Then we can shortly write A® = A® I +1® A+ C. On a local
chart on U x V, for all h € C%(M) @ C%-(M),

1 .. 2
g
2% @) i
1, o
g
2
oz 0yl
We will call T(f, g)(2) — C(f, 9)(z,2) = AP (1@ f —g@ 1)*(z,2) - (1® f —g@1)(1®
Af — Ag® 1)(x, x) the pure diffusion form. It can easily be seen that it is nonnegative and
it vanishes if the associated canonical flow is a flow of maps. Indeed

DU ) = T (P ) — PR (e, )

t—0 t

_ Pi%% (PP ® [~ fo1)7(,)).

)
o h(z,y)

0
oy h(z,y) (5.7)

ADh(z,y) = h(z,y) +b'(x)

+ h(z,y) +b'(y)

+ CY(z,y)

h(x,y).
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The converse is not true (see examples in section [7)). Diffusive flows for which the pure
diffusion form vanishes may be called turbulent.

The two-point motion Xt(z) = (X}, Y}) solves the following martingale problem associated
with A® .

M = F(X)al¥) — F(Xa)a(e) = [ AD(f 0 g)(X..Y2) ds 5:5)
is a martingale for all f and g in C%(M).

Note that for all functions h; and hy in C%(M) ® C% (M), the martingale bracket
(h1(X®@), hy(X @), is equal to

t
/YA®mm@—huwmy—MA®mxX9>w (5.9)
0

and for all functions f and ¢ in C%(M),

0.9 = [ C(f.9)(X,,Ya) ds. (5.10)

Definition 5.2.2. (a) A covariance function on the space of vector fields is a symmetric
map C from T*M? in R such that its restriction to T} M x Ty M is bilinear and for

any n-uples (&1,...,&,) of T*M?, Y i<ijen C&, &) = 0, (see [23]). For f and g in
C (M), we denote C(df (x),dg(y)) by C(f,9)(z,y).

(b) We say the covariance function is continuous if C(f,g) is continuous for all f and g in

Proposition 5.2.3. (a) C is a continuous covariance function on the space of vector fields.

(b) Forall fi,...,fnin C4(M), theng = fi®---®f, € D(A™) and forx = (x1,...,2,) €
M™,

Ag(a) =Y T filw)Afila) + > Cfi i) @i ay) T Fln). (5.11)
i jAi i<j k#i,j

Proof. For all f and g in C%(M), C(f,g)(x,y) is a function of df(z) and of dg(y) we
denote C(df (z),dg(y)). Hence C is a symmetric map from 7*M? in R and its restriction to
T M x Ty M is bilinear. To prove (a), it remains to prove 3, ; C(&;,§;) > 0 for all &, ..., &,
in T*M?. This holds since, for all fi,..., f, in C*(M) and all z1,..., 7, in M,

> Ol )i y) = (AVg? =294 g) (a1, ) (5.12)
i,J
where g(z1,...,1,) = > r, fi(x;) € D(A™). This expression is nonnegative since A™g? —

2gAM g = lim,_ 1 (P{V g% — (P{"g)2 + (P g — 9)?).
The proof of (b) is an application of It6’s formula. [
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Definition 5.2.4. The diffusion generator A and the covariance function C' are called the
y . (n) P . .
local characteristics of the family (P,”, n > 1) or of the diffusion convolution semigroup.

When there is no pure diffusion, to give the local characteristics (A, C) in a system of
local charts is equivalent to give a drift b and C' (this corresponds to the usual definition of
a local characteristics of a stochastic flow) since in this case a™’(x) = " (z, z).

Remark 5.2.5. When (P, n > 1) satisfies (C), (i) and (ii), then (P, n > 1) also sat-
isfies (1) if and only if for all x in M and all f, g in C%(M), C(f,g)(z,x) = F(f g)(x) (this
holds since we have C(f, g)(x,x)—T(f, g)(z) = lim;_,g %(Pg)’c(f@g)(a:, x)— )(f )(2))), i.e.
when there is no pure diffusion. So that the results of this section also apply to (PE n)e ,n>1).
Then in this case (PY”, n > 1) and (P, n > 1) have the same local characteristics.

Let K = (K4, s < t) be a measurable stochastic flow of kernels associated with
(Pﬁ"), n > 1) defined on a probability space (£2, A, P).

Definition 5.2.6. Let C' be a covariance function on the space of vector fields. A two
parametric family W = (Ws,, s <t) of random variables taking their values in the space of
vector fields on M 1is called a vector field valued white noise of covariance C' if

(i) for all s; <t; < si1, the random variables (W, ., 1 <i <n) are independent,
(i) foralls <u<t, Wiy = Wi+ Wyt a.s. and

(iii) for all s <t, {(Wy;, &), € € T*M}[is a centered Gaussian process of covariance given
by
E[<Ws,t7 §><W8,t7 §,>] = (t - S)O(gv 5/)7 (513)

for & and & in T*M.

In this section, we intend to define on (€2, .4, P) a vector field valued white noise W of
covariance C' such that K solves a SDE driven by W.

In section [6 under an additional assumption, we will prove that the linear (or Gaussian)
part of the noise generated by K (in the case it is the canonical flow) is the noise generated
by the vector field valued white noise W.

5.3 The velocity field V.
For all s <t all f € C%(M) and all x € M, let

Ms,tf<x> = stf / Ksu Af (514)

dwhen & = (z,u), (Wsy, &) = (Ws (), u).
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Lemma 5.3.1. For all s € R, f € C4(M) and x € M, M5* = (M,,f(z), t > s) is a
martingale with respect to the filtration F* = (Fsy, t > s) and

d
dt<

for all f, g in C%(M) and all z, y in M.

MP* M8y, = KEEO(f, 9)(@,y), (5.15)

Proof. Since K is a measurable stochastic flow of kernels and that for all positive h and all
fin C%(M), a.s.
Mgpnf(x) — Mg f(2) = Ko t(Mygnf) (), (5.16)

M/* is a martingale. Note that equation ([5.16)) also implies that for all positive h, all f, g
in C%-(M) and all z, y in M,

El[(Mstinf(w) = Mgr f(2)) (M t109(y) — M 19(y))|Fs.t]
KStQ(E[Mt,tJrhf ® Myying))(z,y).

The stationarity implies that E[M s f(2) My 1409(y)] = E[Monf(x) Mo ng(y )] Computation

using the fact that Pgl)f —f= fot PUWAF ds and PEQ)(f ®g)—f®g= fo A(f®g)ds
gives

h
EMoaf (@) Masg()] = [ P 9))a.0) ds. (517
0
Since sz) is Feller and C(f,g) is continuous with compact support,

E[Monf(x)Mong(y)] = h C(f,9)(z,y) + o(h), (5.18)

uniformly in (z,y) € M2
Therefore E[( M nf(x) — Mo+ f(2))(Ms4+n9(y) — Ms19(y))| Fss] is equivalent as h tends
to 0 to h KEZC(f, g)(z,y). This proves the lemma. [J

Remark 5.3.2. In the case of Arratia’s coalescing flow (s, s <t), C =0 but L(MI* M¥), =
Lges(e)=pos(w)}- In this case, C(M) ® C%(M) is not included in D(A®). This property
also fails for the coalescing flow associated with Tanaka’s SDE.

Foralls<t,n>1and 0 <k <2"—1,let t} = s+ k27"(t — s) and

2"—1

Wi f=> My f (5.19)

k=0

where f € C%(M). Note that (Mg tr Jo<k<an—1 are independent equidistributed random
variables.
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5.3.1 Convergence in law.

Lemma 5.3.3. For all s < t and all ((z;, f;), 1 < i < m) € (M x C4(M))™, then
> W2 fi(xi) converges in law towards ;" Wi fi(x;) as n tends to oo, where W is a
vector field valued white noise of covariance C'.

Proof. Using lemma [5.3.1} we have for all f, g in C% (M) and all z, y in M,

27" (t—s)
E(Myg . f(@) Mg ()] = / PAC(f,g)(x,y) du
= 2= ) g) () + o2 (5.20)

and this developement is uniform in z and y in M.

We will only prove the proposition when m = 1 (the proof being the same for m > 1).
The proposition is just an application of the central limit theorem for arrays (see [0]), which
we can apply since (5.20)) is satisfied provided the Lyapounov condition

2"—1

Tim S E[[My g, f@)P) =0 (5.21)

for some positive 9, is satisfied.
Using Burkholder-Davies-Gundy’s inequality and lemma [5.3.1]

246
2

27" (t—s)
EllMy g, f(2)*™] < CE (/0 Keu(C(f, ), 2) du)

_ (249)n
2 Y

< C2

where C'is a constant (changing every line) depending only on f, (¢t — s) and . This implies

2" —1
N ElMy ., f@)PP) <022 <02 D (5.22)
k=0

Remark 5.3.4. For Arratia’s coalescing flow, one can show the convergence in law as n
goes to oo of (Wly(x1),..., Wl (xx)) towards (B.,,...,BE,), where (B',...,B*) is a k-
dimensional white noise.

5.3.2 Convergence in L?*(P).

In the preceding section, we proved the convergence in law of W™ towards a vector field
valued white noise of covariance C. In this section, we prove that this convergence holds in

L*(P).
Lemma 5.3.5. For all s <t and all (x, f) € M x C% (M), W2, f(z) converges in L*(P).
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Proof. For all f € C%4(M), all z € M and all s < t,

E[(W2f(2) = Wit f ()] = E[(W2f(2))’] + E[(Wf (2))7]
— 2E[WI f ()W f ()] (5.23)

Elementary computations using equation ([5.18)) implies

E(W2f(@)] = (t—s) C(f. f)(x,2) +o(1) (5.24)
E[(Wi (@) = (t—s) C(f. )(@,z) +o(1) (5.25)

as n goes to oo and this uniformly in £ € N. Using the independence of the increments, the

last term ([5.23) rewrites

1)2k

EWS f (@ )W:;ka = Z E[M;y R x)Mt;H'kt?Ilkf(x)] (5.26)

Note that for s < u < v < ¢, using first the martingale property, then equation (5.18) and
the uniform continuity of C(f, f), we have

E[Mof (2)Muuf(2)] = E[Msof(x)Myof(x)]

= E[(Keu® I)(Myyf @ My, f)(2,2)]

= E[(Kyu® I)(E[Myuf ® My, f])(z, 2)]

= (v—u) C(f, )z, x) + o(v —u), (5.27)

uniformly in # € M. This implies

EW. f(@)Wi* f(2)] = (t = s) C(f, )z, ) + o(1) (5.28)
as n tends to oo and uniformly in £ € N. We therefore have

lim sup E[(W], f(z) — W f(2))?] =0, (5.29)

n—oo keN

ie. (W2 f(xz), n € N)is a Cauchy sequence in L*(P). This proves the lemma. [J

Remark 5.3.6. For Arratia’s coalescing flow, this lemma is not satisfied since (W7, f(x), n €
N) fails to be a Cauchy sequence in L*(P).

Thus, for all s < ¢, we have defined the vector field valued random variable W, such
that W, f(x) is the L*(P)-limit of W/, f(x) for all z € M and all f € C(M). Then, using
lemma , it is easy to see that W = (Ws,, s <) is a vector field valued white noise of
covariance C'.
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5.4 The stochastic flow of kernels solves a SDE.

In [23], it is shown that a vector field valued white noise W of covariance C' can be constructed
with a sequence of independent real white noises (W), by the formula W = >V, W<,
where (V), is an orthonormal basis of H¢, the self-reproducing space associated with C.
For all predictable (with respect to the filtration (F_ooy, t € R)) process (H;)ier taking
its values in the dual of H¢, we define the stochastic integral of H with respect to W by the

formula
/ H, (W (du)) :Z/ (H,,V.) W(du), (5.30)

for s < t. Note that the above definition is independent of the choice of the orthonormal
basis (V%),.

In particular this applies to H,(V) = K, (V f)(2)ls<uct for f € Cx(M) and z € M.
Then the stochastic integral fst K, (VEfYW*(du) is denoted

/ K (W f(du)) (). (5.31)

Remark 5.4.1. The stochastic integral (5.31)) is equal to the limit in L*(P) of

2" —1

Z K t”(Wt”tk+1f) (x)

k=0

as n tends to oo, where tf = s+ k27"(t — s). Indeed,

(/ Ko (W f(du)) ZKSt (Wi, )(1:)) =

- [ e W
_ Z/ PE (1 + PP, — 200 PY,)C(f, f)(w,7) du
k=0 Y1k

which tends to 0 as n tends to oco.

Proposition 5.4.2. W is the unique vector field valued white noise such that for all s <'t,
x €M and f € C%(M), P-almost surely,

Koo f(z) = / Ko u(W f(du)) / Ko u(Af)(z (5.32)

Note that giving the local characteristics of the flow is equivalent to giving this SDE. This
SDE will be called the (A, C')-SDE.

Proof. For all s < ¢, from remark [5.4.1],

[ Rl a)@) = fin S KW, (o) (539
$ k=0
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in L*(P), where t7 = s+ k27"(t — s).

For all integers 4,l,k and n such that [ > n and k2I"" < 4 < (k + 1)2"" — 1, the

development ([5.27)) implies
E[My g f(@)My g, f2)] =27t = $)C(f. )z, 2) +0(27),
uniformly in x € M. This implies that for [ > n,

2
(k+1)2l—m—1

E Z My 4l f(x) — Mtg,tg+1f(x) =0(27"),

7141
i=k2l—n
uniformly in x € M. Taking the limit as [ goes to oo, we get
E[(Wipp,, f(2) = My, f(2))°] = 0(27"),

uniformly in x € M. We use this estimate to prove that

t 2" —1
| KealW () = lim 3 Koy (M, £
5 k=0
in L?(P). This holds since

2’71_1 2"L_1 2
(Z Ko Wepap ) = Y Ko (Mygap,, f >> (@) =
k=0 k=0

2" —1

— Z E[( Ko (Wi, Z+1f - Mtg7tg+lf))2(x)]

2" —1

< S PR (ElWip, f — My )7]) (2)
k=0

< 2" 0(27") =o0(1)

Note now that

[\

2" —1 -1

k=0

= Ko /KsuAf

(5.34)

(5.35)

(5.36)

(5.37)

Z Kst" My tz+1f)(x) = K tn ( kﬂf - / Kin (Af) du) (x)

This proves that K solves the (A, C)-SDE driven by W. Finally, note that if K solves the

(A, C)-SDE driven by a vector field valued white noise W’ then we must have W’ =

w. U

Let X = (X;, t > 0) be the Markov process defined in section[2.6/on (2 x C(R*, M), A®

B(C(R*, M)),P(dw) @ P, ,(dw')) by X(w,w') =w'.
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Proposition 5.4.3. Assume there is no pure diffusion (i.e. for all f € C%(M) and all z €
M, T(f)(z) = C(f, f)(x,z)). Then, forallt >0,z € M and f € C%(M), P(dw)®P,,(dw')-

almost surely,

F(x / W (du)f / AF(X,) du (5.38)
i.e. X is a weak solution of this SDE (in the sense given in [39]).
Proof. Like in the proof of (5.37) in proposition [5.4.2, we show that

2n—1

/ W (du) f = lim Z Mg g f(Xip) (5.39)
in L*(P,), with P, = P(dw) ® P, (dw')). Let M = f(X;) — — [J Af(X,) du, then

(M, t > 0) is a martingale relative to the filtration (FX, ¢ > O) generated by the Markov
process X. We now prove that E,[(M/ — [} W(du)f(X,))?] = 0, where E, denotes the
expectation with respect to P,. It is easy to see that, since there is no pure diffusion,

t t
E.[(M)*] = Ez[(/o W (du) f(X.))*] = Ex[/o C(f, ) (Xu, Xu) du]. (5.40)
Equation (5.39)) and the martingale property of Mtf implies that
t 2" —1
MWAWWW&HZ}Q;EW%XMWJ%M (5.41)
an—1

k

= Jim D Bel(My,, = M) x Mg, J (X))

Since for all 0 < s < t, E,[M] — MI| AV FX] = M, ,f(X,), we get

2" —1

mwlmmmngngmwﬂMm

- / W (du) F(X.)2. (5.42)

Therefore E fo X)) =0.0

5.5 The (A,C)-SDE.

In this section and in the following, let A be a second order differential operator mapping
C%(M) in Cxg(M) and C a continuous covariance on vector fields.

Definition 5.5.1. Let K be a stochastic flow of kernels and W a vector field valued white
noise, defined on a probability space (€2, A, P).
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(1) (K, W) is a solution of the (A, C)-SDE if the covariance of W is C' and (K, W) satisfies
(5.59) for all s <t, x € M and f € C%(M).

(i) (K,W) is called a strong solution of the (A, C)-SDE if moreover for all s < t, Ky, is
f;‘{—measumble, where .7-"!}; is the completion by all P-negligible sets of A of the o-field
oWy, s <u<wv<t).

(iii) When a solution (K, W) of the (A, C)-SDE is not a strong solution, we say it is a weak
solution.

Remark 5.5.2. Let (K, W) be a solution of the (A,C)-SDE and v the Feller convolution
semigroup associated with K. Then v is a diffusion convolution semigroup with local char-
acteristics (A, C).

The proof of this remark is left to the reader.

Remark 5.5.3. The fact that (K, W) is a strong (respectively a weak) solution of the
(A, C)-SDE only depends on the law of K. So that we can say shortly that K is a strong
(respectively a weak) solution of the (A, C)-SDE.

Definition 5.5.4. We will say that (Pﬁ”), n > 1), a compatible family of Feller semigroups,
orv = (1), a Feller convolution semigroups, defines a strong (respectively a weak) solution of
the (A, C)-SDE if P, is the law of a stochastic flow of kernels, which is a strong (respectively
a weak) solution of the (A,C)-SDE.

Under some additional assumptions, we will give in section [6] a representation of all
solutions of the (A, C')-SDE.

Definition 5.5.5. We say that (strong) uniqueness holds for the (A, C)-SDE when there is
only one diffusion convolution semigroup with local characteristics (A, C) defining a (strong)
solution.

5.6 Strong solution and filtering.

Let us now consider the canonical flow associated with v, a diffusion convolution semigroup,
with local characteristics (A,C). Let N)V = (Q° A° (F}Y)s<t, Pu, (Th)ner) be the noise
generated by the vector field valued white noise 1. Note that N is a linear or Gaussian
sub-noise of N,, the noise generated by the canonical flow.

Let K = (K,;, s <t) be the stochastic flow of kernels obtained by filtering the canonical
flow with respect to the sub-noise N (see section . It is easy to see that K also solves
the (A, C)-SDE (see the proof of lemma 3.9 in [23]) and has the same local characteristics as
the canonical flow. Since, for all s < t, K, is ]:s‘f[;—measurable, (K, W) is a strong solution
of the (A, C')-SDE. Let v* denote the associated diffusion convolution semigroup.

5The noise (Gs.t)s<t is Gaussian if and only if there exists a countable family of independent real white
noises {W<} such that, up to negligible sets, G ; is generated by the random variables We, forall s <u <
v <t and all a.

o6



For any f € Cy(M) and x € M, K,,f(z) can be expanded into a sum of Wiener chaos
elements, i.e. iterated Wiener integrals of the form

Z /Ccn ..... an (Sla o >Sn) dW;n . del' (543)

Since W was constructed from the flow, it is clear that the functions C'“*~* are determined
by the law of the flow (we will give, under some additional assumptions, an explicit form of
them in the following section).

5.7 The Krylov-Veretennikov expansion.

We still assume we are given v = (14)>0 a diffusion convolution semigroup, in the sense of
section associated with a set of local characteristics (A, C).

We suppose in this section the existence of a Radon measure m on M such that A is
symmetric with respect to m.

Moreover, we assume that Im(7 — A) is dense in Cy(M) (it implies that P is symmetric
with respect to m and is the unique Feller semigroup whose generator extends A).

Following [23], starting from the vector field valued white noise W, one can define
(Sst, s < t) a stochastic flow of Markovian operators (acting on L?(m)) such that for
all s <t, Sy4 is o(WW)-measurable and for f € L?(m) and s < u < t,

Ss,tf = Ss,usu,tfa
t
S = PUS+ / S W (du)P, f,

where both equalities hold in L*(m ® P). These operators are given by the Wiener chaos
expansion (called Krylov-Veretennikov expansion)

Seef =PV P+, (5.44)
n>1
with
T f = PO W (dsy )P, P Wi(ds,)PY, f. (5.45)

5<81 < <sn <t
They can be characterized (theorem 3-2 in [23]) as the unique flow of random operators on
L*(m), o(W)-measurable, such that E[(Ssf)?] < P f2 and

Sorf — f = / S W du)f + % / S Af du i [2m o P) (5.46)

for all f in the domain of the L?-generator A, denoted D(A). It implies the following

Proposition 5.7.1. (a) If v defines a strong solution (K, W) of the (A, C)-SDE, then for
all s <t, m @ P-a.e., for all f € Cx (M),

K&tf - Ssﬂgf (547)
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(b) Strong uniqueness holds.

Proof. (a) It is clear that K induces a flow of Markovian operators on L?*(m) which verifies
(5.46) for f € C%(m). Then ([5.46|) extends to functions in the domain of the Feller generator

and finally to D(A).
(b) From (a), it is clear that m® -a.e., P{") = E[S5y]. Since it is a Feller semigroup, it
is uniquely determined. [J

6 Noise and classification.

6.1 Assumptions.

In this section, as before M denotes a smooth locally compact manifold. We fix a pair of local
characteristics (4,C) on M. A is a second order differential operator mapping C% (M) in
Ck(M) and C' a continuous covariance on vector fields. The associated differential operators
A™ on C%(M)®" are defined by equation (5.11)).

Let M(n,z) be the following martingale problem associated with A™ and » € M™ :
There exists (pgobability space on which is constructed a M™-valued stochastic process

a
XM = (X,", t>0) such that

¢
FOX) = fa) = [ AW ) ds (6.1
0
is a martingale for all test function f in C4(M) ® --- @ C%(M).

We suppose that the local characteristics (A, C) verify the following assumption

(U) For all n > 1, the martingale problem M (n,z) has a unique solution in law on the set
of continuous trajectories stopped at A,,.

Remark 6.1.1. Condition (U) is satisfied when the coefficients of the local characteristics
are C? outside of A, (see theorem 12.12 and section V.19 in [39]) or when A™ is elliptic
outside of A,, (see section V.24 in [39)]).

Our purpose is to classify Feller convolution semigroups associated with these local char-
acteristics. We will treat two cases

(A) The non coalescing case where the solution of the martingale problem M (2, z) does
not hit the diagonal when x = (x, z5) with z1 # 5.

(B) The coalescing case where

there is no pure diffusion (i.e. (2Af? — fAf)(z) = C(f, f)(z,z) for all f € CE(M)
and z € M)

and where assumption
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(C) Forallt >0,e>0and x € M, lim,_,, p)

@) (z,y)

{Ta > tyN{d(X:, Y;) > e}] =0 and
for some (z,y) € M?,

holds for X? = (X,,Y,) a solution of M(2, z).

When the local characteristics are non coalescing (case (A)), these local characacteristics
are associated with at most a unique convolution semigroup and a unique canonical flow
(which is not always a flow of maps). From section [5.5| we know the latter has to be a strong
solution of the SDE (otherwise uniqueness would be violated). Assumption (F) (see section
is a sufficient (but not necessary) condition for existence. The family of semigroups
given in the example of Lipschitz SDE’s (see section satisfies these assumptions.

In sections [6.2] and we assume (B) is satisfied.

6.2 The coalescing case : classification.

Following Harris [15], M(n,x) has a unique solution in law on the set of coalescing trajec-
tories, i.e. X™(w) € C™ where O™ is the set of continuous functions f : R* — M™ such
that if f;(s) = fj(s) for 1 < 4,5 < n and s > 0 then for all ¢t > s, fi(t) = f;(¢) (In [15],
this martingale problem is solved when M = R, but the proof can obviously be adapted to
our framework). Since (C) holds, remark implies that the associated semigroups are
Feller.

Hence all coalescing flows with these local characteristics have the same law P,.. They
induce the same family of semigroups (PE")’C, n > 1) and the same diffusion convolution
semigroup v°.

Let N,c be the noise generated by the canonical coalescing flow asociated with the local
characteristics (A4, C).

Let W be the vector field valued white noise defined on (22°, A% P,c) in section [5| and
NY the sub-noise of N, generated by W. Then N}¥ is a Gaussian sub-noise of N and it is
possible to represent it by a countable family of independent real white noises {W<} such
that W =" V,W% where {V,} is a countable family of vector fields on M.

We denote by v*® the diffusion convolution semigroup associated with the flow obtained
by filtering the canonical coalescing flow of law P, with respect to NV,

The following theorem gives a representation of all flows with the same local character-
istics. They lie “between” the strong solution and the coalescing solution of the SDE which
are distinct when the coalescing solution is not a strong solution of the SDE.

Theorem 6.2.1. Suppose we are given a set of local characteristics (A, C') and that assump-
tion (B) is verified.

(a) v° is the unique diffusion convolution semigroup associated with (A,C) and defining a
flow of maps (which is coalescing).

(b) v* is the unique diffusion convolution semigroup associated with (A,C) and defining a
strong solution of the (A, C)-SDE.
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(c) The diffusion convolution semigroups associated with (A, C') are all the Feller convolution
semigroups weakly dominated by v° and dominating v°.

Note that v“ and v® are not necessarily distinct.

Proof. We have already proved (a) at the begining of this section. Theorem im-
plies that every diffusion convolution semigroup # with local characteristics (A, C') is weakly
dominated by ¢ so that a stochastic flow K of law P can be obtained by filtering on an
extension (N, ¢) of N,. the coalescing flow ¢ with respect to a sub-noise N of N.

Let W be the velocity field associated with K. Proposition shows that (K, W)
solves the (A, C)-SDE. Notice that W can be obtained by ﬁlterlng W with respect to NNV.
Indeed, section shows that W, (defined from K) converges (in L?) towards W, and
we have that for all s < t, f € Cix(M) and x € M, W', f(x) = E[WZ, f(x)|Fs4] as. and
therefore that W, f(z) = E[W,.f(z)|Fs] a.s. Since W and W have the same law, we must
have Wy, = Wst a.s. This proves that 7 dominates /*

Let us now suppose that (K, W) is a strong solution of the (A,C)-SDE. Then, since

W = W, we must have N}¥ = N (since K,; is F)}-measurable) and thus v* = . This
proves the strong uniqueness for the (A, C')-SDE.

Finally let 7 be a Feller convolution semigroup weakly dominated by v¢ and dominating
v*. The fact that 7 <* v° implies that a stochastic flow K of law P; can be obtained by
filtering on an extension (N, ) of N,. the coalescing flow ¢ with respect to a sub-noise
N of N. Then section shows that W7, (defined from K) converges (in L?) towards

Wit = E[W, | Fss]. Now, since 7 = v*, there exists (see lemma a sub-noise N of N
such that the flow obtained by ﬁltermg K or equivalently, the Coalescmg flow, with respect
to IV has law P,.. The associated white noise W verifies for all s < ¢, 7 € M and f € C%(M)

V_Vs,tf(x) = E[Ws,tf(w)’j—f,u] = E[Wf,u{(§)|]:—f,u]- (6.2)

Since W has covariance C it has to coincide with 1 and W=Ww.
Thus, (K, W) solves the (A, C')-SDE so that v is a diffusion convolution semigroup whose
local characteristics are (A,C). O

6.3 The coalescing case : martingale representation.
On the probability space (Q2°, A% P,), let F** be the filtration (F§)i>0 and M(F*") be the

space of locally square integrable F*‘-martingales.

Proposition 6.3.1. For all F**-martingale M = (M;),cr+, there exist predictable processes

QY = (PY)s>0 such that
t
M=) / O W(ds). (6.3)
o 0

Remark 6.3.2. Of course, this does not imply that F** is generated by W.

Proof. We follow an argument by Dellacherie (see Rogers-Williams (V-25) [39]). Suppose
there exists F' € L*(F§,) orthogonal in L*(Fy,) to all stochastic integrals of (WW®), of the
form (6.3), then M, = E[F|Fy,] is orthogonal to W for all a, i.e. (M, W§ ), = 0.
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Let 7 = inf{t, | M| = 1/2} and P,e = (14 M,) - P,e. Since M is a uniformly integrable
martingale and 7 a stopping time (with 1 + M, > 1/2), P,c is a probability measure on
(Q°,.4%). Since (M, W§'); = 0, we get that under Poe, (W§)a is a family of independent
Brownian motions.

We are now going to prove that since (U) is satisfied, we must have P,. = IS,,C, which
implies M; = 0 and a contradiction.

Let F =1, fi(pou, (z:)), for fi,..., foin C%(M), t1,...,t, n RT and z4,..., 2, in M.
We know that under P, for all 1 <1i <mn, (¢o+(z;), t > 0) is a solution of the SDE

dgi(po+(z;)) ZVagz (pot(x;))W(dt) + Af(po+(x;))dt, (6.4)

for all g1, ..., gy, in C%(M). Note that under P,., these SDEs are also satisfied. Since under
Pe, (W) is a family of independent Brownian motions, ((@g.(z;), t > 0), 1 < i < n) is
a coalescing solution of the martingale problem associated with A™ and (U) implies that
the law of ((pos(z;), t > 0), 1 < i < n) is the same under P,c and under P,.. Therefore
E[F | = E[F], where E denotes the expectation with respect to Pe.

To conclude that P,. = P, we need to prove E[F] = E[F] with F = [/, fi(@ss (2:))
for all fi,..., fnin C%(M), 0 < si < t;in R* and z4, .. a:n in M. This can be proved the
same way but using the kernel K, introduced in section In this case K, = ., where

: Rt x M — R* x M is measurable. Then F =[], fz(gotl(sz, x;)) and (@¢(si, ), t > 0)
is a solution of an SDE on R* x M. [

6.4 The coalescing case : the linear noise.

Let us remark that if v is a diffusion convolution semigroup, then N, is a predictable noise (see
proposition, i.e. M(F") is formed of continuous martingales (in particular, a Gaussian
noise is predictable). Following Tsirelson [41], a linear representation of a predictable noise

= (A, (Fst)s<t;s P, (Th)ner) is a family of real random variables X = (X,;, s <) such
that

(a) Xsto0Ty = Xgppaen for all s <t and all h € R,
(b) X is Fs-measurable for all s <t,
(¢) Xps+ Xsr = X,pas., forallr <s <t

The space of linear representations is a vector space. Equipped with the norm || X| =
(E[|X071|2])%, it is a Hilbert space we denote by Hy;,,. Let Hyi be the orthogonal in Hj, of
the one-dimensional vector space constituted of the representation X, = v(t —s) for v € R,
then Hloin is constituted with the centered linear representations. Note that if X € Hloln
with ||.X|| = 1, then (Xo4)i>0 is a standard Brownian motion. The Hilbert space Hloin is a
Gaussian system and every X € Hloin is a real white noise.

Note that if X and Y are orthogonal linear representations then X and Y are independent.
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For all —oo < s <t < o0, let F. Shtn be the o-field generated by the random variables X, ,
for all X € Hﬁn and s <wu < wv <t, and completed by all P-negligible sets of F_. ;. Then

Ny = (2, A, (]-"Etn)sgt, P, (Th)ner) is a noise. It is called the linearizable part of the noise
N. The noise Ny, is a maximal Gaussian sub-noise of IV, hence N is Gaussian if and only
if Njj, = N. When Ny, is trivial (i.e. constituted of trivial o-fields), one says that N is a
black noise (when N is not trivial).

Theorem 6.4.1. N = Nlin,

Proof. Let H" be the space of centered linear representations of the noise N'Y. Then
H" is an Hilbert space (an orthonormal basis of H" is given by {(W2,)s<:}) and we have

HY C Hp . This implies that N}¥ is a Gaussian sub-noise of Nlin

If NW # Ngicn then there exists a linear representation X # 0 € Hﬁn orthogonal to HY
and therefore independent of {IW*}. Since (Xo4)i>0 € M(F), proposition implies that
the martingale bracket of Xy equals 0. This is a contradiction. [

In section [7] we give an example of a stochastic coalescing flow whose noise is predictable
but not Gaussian. It is an example of non-uniqueness of the diffusion convolution semigroup
associated with a set of local characteristics.

Remark 6.4.2. In example [£.4.3] although the covariance function C' is not continuous, it
is still possible to construct a white noise W from the coalescing flow (¢s;, s < t). For all
s < t, we set Wy, = f; sgn(ps.4(0)) dps.(0). Then we have Wy, = fst sen (s () dpsu(z)
for all x € R. Therefore one can check that W = (W, s <t) is a real white noise.

The coalescing flow (¢, s <t) solves the SDE

t
() = / sgn(psu(x)) dW,, for s <t and x € R. (6.5)

The results of this subsection apply since proposition [6.3.1]is also satisfied if we only assume
the uniqueness in law of the coalescing solutions H of the SDE satisfied by the n-point motion
(i.e. the SDE (6.4)), which here is almost obvious. Therefore, the linear part of the noise
generated by the coalescing flow is given by the noise generated by W. But since the strong
solution of the SDE ([6.5)) is not a flow of mappings, the coalescing flow is not a strong
solution. Therefore, we recover the result of Warren [45] and Watanabe [46] that the noise
of this stochastic coalescing flow is predictable but not Gaussian.

The strong solution given in section can be recovered by filtering the coalescing
solution with respect to the noise generated by W.

7 Isotropic Brownian flows.

In this section, we give examples of compatible families of Feller semigroups. They are
constructed on M, a two-point symmetric space, with C' an isotropic covariance function on
the space of vector fields and the semigroup of a Brownian motion on M.

6i.e. such that if (X,..., X™) solves the SDE then if for i # j and s > 0, X! = X7 then X/ = X7 for all
t > s.
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7.1 Isotropic covariance functions.

Let M = G/K be a two-point symmetric space. This class of spaces includes euclidean
spaces, hyperbolic spaces and spheres, see [16], chapter III. G is the group of isometries on
M. A covariance function C'is said isotropic if

for all g € G and (£,¢') € (T*M)? and where g - & = Tg(€) (or g - (x,u) = (gz,Tg,u) for
(x,u) € T*M).

Examples of isotropic covariances are given by Monin and Yaglom in [32] on R? and by
Raimond [36], 37] on the sphere and on the hyperbolic plane. In these examples, the group G
of isometries on R? (making R? homogeneous) is generated by O(d) and by the translations.
For the sphere S¢, this group is O(d + 1) and for the hyperbolic space, it is O(d, 1).

7.2 A compatible family of Markovian semigroups.

Let C be an isotropic covariance on X(M), the space of vector fields on the two-point
symmetric space M = G/K. To this isotropic covariance function is associated a Brownian
vector field on M (i.e. a X(M)-valued Brownian motion W such that E[(W,, &) (W, )] =
tAs C(&E)). Let P be the associated Wiener measure, constructed on the canonical space
Q={w:R" — X (M)}, equipped with the o-field A generated by the coordinate functions.

We denote by W the random variable W(w) = w. W is a Brownian vector field of
covariance C' which is isotropic in the sense that for all ¢ € G, (T'g;'W;(gz), t € RT, x € M)
is a Brownian vector field of covariance C'.

Let P; be the heat semigroup on M, m the volume element and A the Laplacian.

Let (S¢, t > 0) be the family of random operators defined in [23], associated with W
and to the heat semigroup P;. Following [23], we define the associated semigroups of the
n-point motion, P§") = E[S?"] (with P,El) = P;). Then, it is obvious that (Pi”), n>1)isa
compatible family of Markovian semigroups of operators acting on L*(m®"). We now prove
that these semigroups are induced by Feller semigroups (the question was raised in [28]).

One can extend (W;);>¢ into a vector field valued white noise (Ws;, s < t) of covariance
C such that W, = Wy, for ¢ > 0 and associate to it a stationary cocycle of random operators
(Sst, s <'t) such that So, = S; for t > 0.

7.3 Verification of the Feller property.

For all g € G, let L, : Q — Q defined by Lyw(-) = Tg  (wi(g-)), for all t € R and = € M.
Then L, is linear and for all g; and ¢, in G, Ly, 4, = Ly, Ly, (i.e. g+— L, is a representation
of G). It is easy to check that for all ¢ € G, (L,)*P = P. Note that this last condition is
also a characterization that C' is isotropic.

For all g € G, L, induces a linear transformation on L*(2, A, P) we will also denote by
L,. Then for all f € L*(Q, A, P), we have L, f(w) = f(Lyw). This transformation is unitary
since

1Ly f1* = /f2(ng) P(dw) = /f2(w) ((Lg)"P)(dw) = [ £1I%,
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(where || - || denotes the L?(P)-norm).
Proposition 7.3.1. For all v € L*(Q, A, P), the mapping g — Lyv is continuous.

Proof. Note that, since L is a representation, it is enough to prove the continuity at e, the
identity element in G.

Remark 7.3.2. Let (v,, n € N) be a sequence in L*(2, A, P) converging towards v €
L*(Q, A,P) as n — oo such that lim, . Lyv, = v, for all integer n, then lim, . Lyv = v.
Indeed, since for all g € G, L, is unitary, ||L,v — v| < 2|jv, — v|| + ||Lyvn — va]|. Hence
limsup, . || Lyv — v|| < 2|v, — vl for all integer n.

We first prove that lim, .. Lyv = v for every v of the form ) . Wy, (&) (with Wy(z,u) =
(Wi(z),u), where (-, -) denotes the Riemannian metric) :

I124(3 S Wi6)) = S Wa@)IF =23t A (C(6 &) — Cly 6. 65)

which converges towards 0 as g tends to e.

Let H denote the closure (in L*(€2, A, P)) of the class of all v of the form Y, W, (&).
Remark implies that lim,,. L,v = v holds for all v € H.

It is well known that L?(Q, A, P) is the orthogonal sum of the Wick powers H" of H (See
[40]), also called the n-th Wiener chaos (see [33]), H° is constituted by the constants. The
space H™ is isometric to the symmetric tensor product Hilbert space H®™™. We now prove
that lim,,. L,o = v holds for all v € H™. For all v = v; ®° --- ®°v,, € H" (or : v1vg--- 0y, :
in wick notation), with vy, ..., v, in H,

ILgv = ol < Y Lgo1 @ -+ ®° Lyvj 1 ®° (Lyvj — v) @° 041 @° -+ ®° |
J

< V) lLgo; —osll x [T llwil
j i#]
which converges towards 0 as g tends to e. Since the class of linear combinaisons of elements

of the form v; ®° - - ®° v, is dense in H", we have lim,,, Lyv = v for all v in H". And we
conclude since L*(Q, A, P) = &,50H™. U

For all x € M, s <t and f € Cy(M), since P g absolutely continuous with respect to
m, we have

POSeaf (@) = EPY Sepers ()| Fuger ), (7.2)

for 0 < ¢ < e. Thus, for all s < ¢, Pgl)Sere,tf(x) is a martingale as ¢ decreases. This
martingale converges and we denote its limit by K, f(z). Then Ss;f = K, f in L*(m ® P)
and P = P m®_ae., where P\ denotes E[K &7

Lemma 7.3.3. The mapping x — K,f(x) is continuous for all Lipschitz function f and
all s <'t.
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Proof. Note that for all ¢ € G and all z € M,

LyKoof (x) = Koof ™ (97) (7.3)
where f9 ' (z) = f(g~'x). We then have

1

1K f(g7) = Ko f (@)l < K f(92) — Koo f7 (g)||
+  ([LgKsif(x) — Ksnf (2)]-
Hence lim, Ks,tf(gm) K. f(x) since lim, . LK, f(x) = Kqf (z) and || K, f(g97) —

Koo fo  (92)| < 1f—f9 || which converges towards 0 (since | f(z)—f9" ' (z)| < Cd(z, g~ '),
which converges towards 0 as g — ¢). This implies the lemma. [

Proposition 7.3.4. (a) (F~>§"), n > 1) is a compatible family of Feller semigroups.

(b) The associated convolution semigroup v° = (V)10 s a diffusion convolution semigroup
with local characteristics (%A, ).

Proof. For all bounded Lipschitz functions fi, ..., f,, lemma|7.3.3|implies that (z1,...,x,) —
PUVA @@ falar,... ,an) = E[TT;, Ks+fi(z;)] is continuous. This suffices to prove (a)
(the proof that lim; .o Pgn)h(m) = h(x) for all h € C'(M™) is the same as in lemma .

To prove (b), notice that Itd’s formula for (Ss;, s <t) (see theorem 3.2 in [23]) implies
that for all f € C%(M) and s < t,

Koo f(2) = / Kou(W  (du)) / INGIC (7.4)

i.e. (K, W) solves the (:A,C)-SDE. [

7.4 Classification.

Let v*® be the diffusion convolution semigroup constructed above. It defines a strong solution
of the (1A, C)-SDE. Note that there is no pure diffusion.

Let (dt)i>0 denote the distance process induced by the 2-point motion Xt(2) = (X, Y3)
(then d; = d(Xy,Y:)). The isotropy condition and the fact that in two point homogeneous
spaces, pairs of equidistant points, can be exchanged by an isometry imply that d; is a real

diffusion. We denote in the following the law of this diffusion starting from » > 0 by P,.. Let
H, =inf{t >0, d; =r}.

Proposition 7.4.1. (1) v*® defines a non-coalescing flow of maps (i.e. such that the 2-point
motion starting outside of the diagonal never hits the diagonal) if and only if 0 is a
natural boundary point, i.e. if

Vr >0, P.[Hy < 0o] =0 and Py[H, < oo] = 0. (7.5)

(2) v* defines a coalescing flow of maps if and only if 0 is a closed exit boundary point, i.e.
of

Ir >0, P.[Hy < 00] >0 and Vr > 0, Po[H, < o] = 0. (7.6)
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(3) v* defines a turbulent flow [| without hitting (i.e. such that the 2-point motion starting
outside of the diagonal never hits the diagonal) if and only if 0 is an open entrance
boundary point, i.e. if

Vr >0, P.[Hy < ool =0 and Ir > 0, Py[H, < 00| > 0. (7.7)

(4) v* defines a turbulent flow with hitting (i.e. such that the 2-point motion starting outside
of the diagonal hits the diagonal with a positive probability) if and only if 0 is a reflecting
reqular boundary point, i.e. if

Ir >0, P.[Hy < 00| >0 and Ir > 0, Py[H, < oc] > 0. (7.8)

In all cases except (4), v° is the unique diffusion convolution semigroup with local char-
acteristics (3, C).

In case (4), called the intermediate phase, v° # v® and theorems |6.2.1 and |0.4.1| apply.
Thus N, is a predictable non-Gaussian noise.

Proof. The proof of (1), (2), (3) and (4) is straightforward. Notice that the local char-
acteristics satisfy (U). In all cases, v* defines a strong solution of the (3A, C)-SDE. This
with theorem implies that in the coalescing case (2), since v* = v°, v*® is the unique
diffusion convolution semigroup whose local characteristics are (%A, C).

In the non-coalescing case (1) and in the turbulent case without hitting (3), the fact
that v® is the unique diffusion convolution semigroup whose local characteristics are (%A, )
follows directly from (U).

In the intermediate phase (4), we must have v # v® since v° defines a turbulent flow and
v¢ a flow of maps. Moreover, condition (B) holds so that we can conclude using theorems

6.2.1l and 16.4.11 0

Remark 7.4.2. The (%A, C)-SDE has a solution, unique in law except in the intermediate
phase, in which case all solutions are obtained by filtering, on an extension (N, p) of the
noise of the coalescing solution, this coalescing solution @ with respect to a sub-noise of N
containing W.

Remark 7.4.3. The conditions involving the distance process can be verified using the speed

and scale measures of this process which are explicitly determined by the spectral measures
of the isotropic fields (cf [23] for RY and for S¢).

7.5 Sobolev flows.

In [23], Sobolev flows (S,;, s < t) on R? and on S? are studied. The Sobolev covariances
are described with two parameters o > 0 and n € [0,1]. The associated self-reproducing
spaces are Sobolev spaces of vector fields of order (d+«)/2. The incompressible and gradient
subspaces are orthogonal and respectively weighted by factors n and 1 — 7.

Let us apply the results obtained in [23]. We will call the stochastic flow associated with
(Sst, s < t) (see section 5.7 and Sobolev flow as well. When a > 2, we are in case (1)

and Sobolev flows are flows of diffeomorphisms. More interestingly, when 0 < a < 2 then

"We recall that a turbulent flow was defined as a stochastic flow of kernels which is not a flow of maps
and without pure diffusion.
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If d € {2,3} and n < 1 — %, we are in case (2) and the Sobolev flow is a coalescing flow.

Ifd>4orifde {23} andn > 5 — (d2_a2), we are in case (3) and the Sobolev flow is
turbulent without hitting.

ifde {2,3}and1 - % <np<i- (@=2) " we are in case (4) (i.e. the intermediate phase)

2c0 ?

and the Sobolev flow is turbulent with hitting.

In dimension 1, the parameter n vanishes. The critical case was studied in [I} 12} [30]. There
is a strong coalescing solution for « € [1,2[ and an intermediate phase for a €]0, 1].

By construction, in all these cases, the noise generated by the Sobolev flows are Gaussian
noises. For the intermediate phase, in which there exist two different solutions to the (3A, C')-
SDE (namely the coalescing one and the turbulent one), the noise of the associated coalescing
flow is predictable but not Gaussian.

These different cases are represented by the phase diagram below, for the homogeneous
space S3. Recall that a flow of diffeomorphisms is called stable (respectively unstable) when
the first Lyapounov exponent is negative (respectively positive). These exponents actually
converge actually towards —oo or to 400 as a approches the critical value 2.

3.5

3r stable flow

251

unstable flow

coalescin
f?ow 9

turbulent with

1.5 hitting: non wrfiqueness 7
1 . N i
turbulent without hitting
0.5 n
0 | | | | | | | | |
0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1
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8 Conclusion.

Looking at the phase diagram above, it looks as this case has been fully analysed.

The three different types of motion which can be defined by a consistent system of Feller
semigroups appear in this picture: Flows of non coalescing maps occur when, for the two
point motion, the diagonal and the complement of the diagonal are absorbing.

When the first condition fails, i.e. when the diagonal is not absorbing, we get a diffusive
flow, i.e. a flow of non trivial Markov kernels. We see in this exemple that this can happen
without pure diffusion, i.e. when the evolution equation has no dissipative term. In that
case we say that the flow is turbulent. It can be viewed as an effect of extreme unstability
due to the importance of very high frequency divergence free components in the velocity
field near the diagonal.

When the second condition fails, i.e. when the complement of the diagonal is not absorb-
ing, we get flows of coalescing maps. We see, in the intermediate phase, that a turbulent and
a coalescing flow can have the same local characteristics. This happens when both conditions
fail for the two point motion associated with the turbulent flow.

Moreover, it is likely that at least in the other isotropic situations, a very similar picture
will occur, the parameters being the singularity of the covariance on the diagonal and the
balance between gradient and incompressible velocity fields.

Yet there is still some important work to do about the intermediate phase. We know
there exists two remarkable distinct solutions in that case for the SDE: the coalescing flow,
the noise of which is not linear but for which the linear part has been identified as the
velocity white noise W, and the unique strong solution which is a flow of non trivial kernels
obtained by averaging the coalescing flow with respect to W. Other solutions do exist
and we have shown that their associated convolution semigroups are weakly dominated by
the “coalescing” convolution semigroup and dominate the “strong” or “linear” one. But this
classification should be made analytically precise and one can conjecture it involves a “gluing”
parameter on the diagonal (see section [3.4] arXiv math.PR/0203221 and math.PR/0212269
for first steps in this direction.) Moreover, the non linear part of the relevant noises remains
to be fully analysed. Finally, one can expect that more complex phenomena occur for SDEs
in which a multiplicity of weak solutions with different one-point motions do exist. Hence
this paper can only be a step in the understanding of the multiplicity of flows with given
velocity field, or given local characteristics.
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