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Burgers dynamics for Poisson point process initial conditions of the Weibull class
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We derive the statistical properties of one-dimensional Burgers dynamics with stochastic initial
conditions for the velocity potential defined by a Poisson point process whose intensity follows a
power law with exponent o > —1. Working in the inviscid limit and exploiting the geometrical con-
struction of solutions in terms of first-contact parabolas, we derive explicit analytical expressions for
a broad set of statistical quantities. These include the one- and two-point probability distributions
of the velocity, the multiplicity functions of voids and shocks, and the velocity and density correla-
tion functions together with their associated power spectra. We also show that the full hierarchy of
n-point distributions factorizes into a sequence of two-point conditional probabilities. This class of
initial conditions leads to self-similar evolution and produces probability distributions characterized
by stretched-exponential tails, with tail exponents spanning the full range from unity to infinity.
The associated characteristic length scale grows as a power law of time, with an exponent lying
between zero and one half.

I. INTRODUCTION

Nonlinear transport phenomena driven by advection and dissipation play a fundamental role in statistical physics. A
classic model in this context is the Burgers equation [1-3], which provides a minimal framework where nonlinear steep-
ening and dissipative effects both appear. In the inviscid regime—where the viscosity v tends toward zero—velocity
gradients grow increasingly sharp until shock discontinuities develop [1, 4, 5|, separated by linear velocity ramps. The
resulting fields display strong intermittency and highly nonuniform density patterns. Consequently, Burgers turbu-
lence serves as an important theoretical setting for studying nonlinear stochastic processes in far-from-equilibrium
environments [6, 7], with applications ranging from turbulence phenomenology [8, 9] to irreversible aggregation models
[10, 11].

In this work, we investigate the deterministic Burgers equation without any external noise, so that randomness arises
solely from stochastic initial conditions. This deterministic inviscid Burgers equation also appears in cosmology, as
the so-called "adhesion model" [12-15] to model the formation of large-scale structures. The infinitesimal viscosity
halts shell crossings and avoids the unphysical particle escape from potential wells entailed by the simpler Zeldovich
approximation [16, 17].

A significant portion of prior work considers Gaussian initial conditions with power-law spectra [4, 18, 19]. These
lead to self-similar evolutions with an expanding integral scale. Although the Hopf-Cole transformation [2, 3] gives
an explicit expression for the solution at arbitrary time in terms of the initial state, closed-form statistical results
are only available in special cases—for instance, for Brownian initial velocity fields [20, 21] or for white-noise initial
velocities [22, 23].

Another class of initial conditions that yields explicit results is based on Poisson point processes. When the Poisson
intensity follows a power law, the dynamics again become self-similar. Building on [24, 25], we recently studied the
case of negative exponents o < —3/2 [26], which leads to Fréchet-type probability distributions with heavy power-
law tails. In this paper, following [27, 28|, we instead focus on exponents a > —1, which produce Weibull-type
distributions characterized by stretched-exponential tails. We extend previous analyses by computing one- and two-
point statistics of both the velocity and density fields for arbitrary Poisson exponent «, and by providing numerical
results for representative examples.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section II, we review the equations of motion, the geometric interpretation
of the system, and the class of initial conditions considered, and we show two numerical realizations illustrating the
dependence on the exponent a. Section IIT derives the one-point Eulerian velocity distribution Py(v). In Section IV,
we present the two-point Eulerian distributions of the velocity and density fields, along with the void distribution
and the energy power spectrum. Higher-order distributions are briefly discussed in Section V. In Section VI, we turn
to the Lagrangian statistics of particle displacements and derive the shock multiplicity function. We conclude in
Section VII.
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II. EQUATIONS OF MOTION AND INITIAL CONDITIONS
A. Equations of motion

We consider in this article the one-dimensional Burgers equation [1] for the velocity field v(z,¢) in the limit of
vanishing viscosity,
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together with the associated density field p(x, t), which satisfies the continuity equation for an initially uniform density
po [29]. As is well known [2, 3, 13|, introducing the velocity potential ¢(x,t) defined by v = 9v¢/dz, and applying the

transformation ¥ (x,t) = —2v1Inf(x,t), reduces the Burgers equation to the linear heat equation for 6. This yields
the explicit solution

v(z,t) = % with  ¢(z,t) = —2uln/
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where 1o(q) = 1(q,t = 0) is the initial potential. In the limit v — 0, the steepest-descent method gives |7, 13]

x—q)? x—q(z
Y(z,t) = mqin Yo(q) + (2;1)} and  v(zx,t) = #, (3)

where the Lagrangian coordinate ¢(z,t) denotes the point at which the minimum is achieved. Eulerian positions x for
which the minimization problem admits two solutions, ¢ < ¢4, correspond to shock locations, and all mass initially
between ¢_ and ¢4 collapses to the point . The mapping g — x(q,t) is known as the Lagrangian map, whereas its
inverse x — ¢(z,t) is the inverse Lagrangian map. They are discontinuous at the locations of voids and shocks [7, 14].

B. Geometrical interpretation and Legendre transform

As is well known [1, 13], the minimization problem in Eq.(3) has a simple geometrical interpretation. Consider the
downward-opening parabola P, .(¢q) centered at z and of maximum value ¢, defined by
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Starting from a very negative value of ¢, so that the parabola lies entirely below 1 (q), we increase ¢ until the parabola
first touches the initial potential. The abscissa of this point of first contact gives the Lagrangian coordinate ¢(z,t)
and the corresponding potential is ¥(z,t) = c.

The expression (3) for the velocity potential can also be written using a Legendre-Fenchel transform [14, 15, 18].
Define the linear Lagrangian potential ¢r,(q,t) and the associated Lagrangian map x,(q,t) by

2 0
pu(a0) =G +1o(a), w1lat) = FE = q-+tvo(a), (5)

which describe the evolution in the absence of shocks. Introducing

H(z,t) = % — t(x, t), (6)

the minimization in Eq.(3) becomes

H(z,t) = max [2q — pr(q,t)] = Lalpr(g, )], (7)

where £, denotes the Legendre transform evaluated at xz. In this way, ¢(z,t) is obtained from y(g) through a
Legendre transform, which simultaneously yields the inverse Lagrangian map ¢(z,t) and the velocity field v(z, t).



C. Initial condition

In this paper, following [27], we consider stochastic initial conditions for 1o (q) generated by a Poisson point process
with intensity A(o) in the upper half-plane (g, > 0). Thus, the initial state consists of a set of points {(g,%0):},
and the probability of finding n points within any domain B is given by the Poisson law

P(vg =) = S, ity A®) = [ dadin Awo). ®

n!
As in [27], we focus on the case where the intensity A(¢g) follows a power-law,
Yo >0: Ato) =arpy, a>0, a>-1, andfor 1o <0: A(¢p)=0. 9)

The condition o > —1 ensures that A(B,,.) is finite when B, . denotes the region below the parabola P, .(¢q) defined
in Eq.(4), with ¢ > 0. In what follows, we study the velocity and density fields obtained from Eq.(3) for the power-law
intensity (9). Because A(tg) is independent of ¢, the system remains statistically homogeneous at all times.

This Poisson point process gives a discrete set of points {(g,1o):}. Although this does not define a continuous
initial velocity potential 1o(g), one may formally construct such a function by drawing, from each point {(g, o)},
two nearly vertical line segments with slopes v extending upward to infinity, and then connecting the resulting
narrow triangular regions. For a finite number of points within a bounded interval [g;, ¢2], and upon restricting
to points with ¥; < ¥max, this procedure yields a continuous function y(¢). Then, in the limits v — oo and
Ymax — 00, these auxiliary vertical segments become irrelevant, as the first-contact parabolas defined in Eq.(4)
intersect only the original lower summits {(g,g);}. However, thanks to the geometrical construction in Egs.(3)-(4),
this intermediate regularization is unnecessary. The minimization in Eq.(3) can be taken directly over the discrete set
of points {(g,%0);}, which fully determines the evolved potential 1(z, ) for all times ¢ > 0. One could as well define
the initial condition by this potential computed at a time ¢; > 0.

D. Self-similar dynamics

We introduce the rescaled coordinates

T = a—l/(2a+3)t(a+1)/(2&+3)X, v = a—1/(201—&-3)t—(o¢—i—2)/(20¢+3)Vv7 = a—2/(2a+3)t—1/(2a+3)q/. (10)

The initial potential 1 is rescaled in the same way to ¥, for any given time ¢. This yields, at all times,

wm@mmhw+uﬁfm and  V(X,t) = X — Qi (11)

where i, denotes the Poisson point for which the minimum is attained. The intensity measure of the Poisson process
becomes

A(B) = / de\IIQ )\(‘1’0) with )\(\IIQ) = \118 for \IIO > 07 /\(\IIQ) =0 for \IIO S 0. (12)
B

Because this rescaling removes all explicit dependence on time, the dynamics are statistically self-similar for all ¢ > 0.
In particular, the integral length scale L(t)—defined, for instance, as the scale separating the large- and small-scale
asymptotic regimes—grows with time as

a+1 1
arl S 13
2a+3 T2 (13)

L(t) <tV with v =
Thus, L(t) always grows more slowly than /¢, the limit attained as a — oco. The normalization constant a is
also absorbed by the rescaling (10), so the dynamics depend only on the exponent «. In the following, we focus
on equal-time statistics and therefore work exclusively with the rescaled variables (10), using lowercase letters for
simplicity.
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Figure 1. A realization of the system for the cases « = —1/2 (top row) and o = 2 (bottom row) at time ¢t = 1. Left column: the

initial velocity potential 1o(z) (red dashed curve) and the evolved velocity potential ¥ (z,t) (blue solid curve). Middle column:
velocity field v(z,t). Right column: mass and location of the shocks.

E. Numerical realizations

Figure 1 shows numerical realizations of the system for two representative cases, a = —0.5 (top row) and a = 2
(bottom row). We use the rescaled coordinates (10), which also correspond to the choice ¢ = 1 and a = 1. The initial
potential ¥ (q) is generated directly from a random number routine, using the fact that the Poisson point process (9)
becomes homogeneous in the (¢,y) plane under the change of variable y = 9 /(o + 1). The potential v (z,t) and
velocity v(x,t) at time ¢ are then obtained through the Legendre transform (7).

The initial velocity potential v is highly singular, being defined by a Poisson point process. We show in the figure
the upward vertical lines originating from the points {(g, o)}, following the construction described in Section ITC.
The evolved potential ¢ (x,t) consists of a family of upward parabolic arcs, as predicted by Eq.(3), with their minima
located at the deepest minima of vy. For the larger value of « the potential 1) becomes more narrowly concentrated
around ¢ ~ 1.

The velocity field v(x,t) displays the characteristic linear ramps x/t of Burgers dynamics, separated by shocks
corresponding to downward jumps. The visual appearance of the velocity field, as well as the shock positions x5 and
their masses ms; = Aq (marked by the crosses in the right panels), is similar for both values of a. This is because the
key statistical properties of the system—such as the void distribution and the shock multiplicity function—exhibit
comparable behaviors and differ mainly in the exponent of their stretched-exponential tails. These rare-event tails
are difficult to discern by eye, and the most apparent feature in Fig. 1, common to all «, is the steep decay of the
probability distributions, which confines most fluctuations to a finite range. This stands in contrast with the Fréchet-
type initial conditions studied in [26], which produce heavy power-law tails that are easily visible and distinguishable
in such plots.

In the following Sections, we derive analytical expressions for the probability distributions of displacement, velocity,
and density fields, as well as the statistics of voids and shocks associated with these dynamics.
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Figure 2. One-point probability distribution Py(q) = Po(v) of the Lagrangian coordinate g, or of the velocity v, from Eq.(16).
We display our results on a linear scale (left panel) and a logarithmic scale (right panel), for the cases & = —0.5,0, and 2. The
dotted lines in the right panel are the asymptotic results (18).

F. Limit o -+

In the limit o — oo, the Poisson intensity (12) implies that very few points lie below ¥ = 1, while many lie above.
Consequently, the first-contact parabolas have ¢ ~ 1, a trend already visible in the realizations for « = —0.5 and 2
shown in Fig. 1. On the other hand, from Eq.(38) below, the number of voids per unit length grows as \/a, indicating
that the typical length scale decreases as 1/+/a. Therefore, in this limit, it is natural to rescale lengths, velocities and
potentials as

¢=q/Va, z=&/Va, v=0/Va, ¥v=1+17/a. (14)

One can explicitly check that by substituting these rescaled variables into the results derived in the following Sections,
one indeed obtains finite probability distributions. Moreover, these expressions coincide with the o — oo limit obtained
in [26] for Fréchet-class initial conditions (corresponding to o — —oc in the notation of Eq.(9)). In addition, they
also match the late-time results obtained for Gaussian initial conditions with vanishing large-scale power [4, 9, 13],
Ey(k) o< k™ with n > 1 [19], or in the hyperbolic asymptotic scaling [30]. By considering the Poisson point process
(9) for the initial potential itself, we generalize this regime to the full class « > —1, producing stretched-exponential
tails that vary with «. Furthermore, it is no longer necessary to focus on a late-time asymptotic regime, since the
dynamics are now fully self-similar. However, whereas the stretched-exponential tails such as (18) have an exponent
that diverges for & — oo, the rescaling (14) yields Gaussian tails in the limit o« — oco. The explicit expressions
obtained in this limit can be found in [26], so we do not consider it further in this article.

III. ONE-POINT EULERIAN DISTRIBUTIONS

In this Section, we consider the one-point probability distribution P, (q) of the Lagrangian coordinate ¢ correspond-
ing to a given Eulerian position . This also provides the distribution of the velocity, P, (v), with v = z — ¢. Owing
to the statistical translational invariance, it is sufficient to focus on & = 0, since P, (q) depends only on |¢ — x|, so that
P.(q) = Py(|]¢ — x|). Then, the probability Py(q,c)dgdc that the first-contact point occurs at Lagrangian coordinate
q with parabola height ¢ reads

ast: 2l (a+ 1)
P = Ac—¢?/2) e Pec e ith Ay, = ————. 15
)(0.) = Ae — a?/2) e with A, = R (15)
This gives for the probability distribution Py(q)
Py(q) = / de(c —q*/2)* e Rac™ 2, (16)
a?/2



This distribution is even in ¢, it has a finite value at the origin,

dar + 5
P, =0) = A (2a+2)/(2a+3)1—\ 17
O(q ) a—+1 20+ 3 ’ ( )
and a stretched-exponential tail at large distance

—a-1 _Ag2-a3/242a+3

g>1: Py(q) =T(a+1) ((Qa + 3)Aa2*a*3/2q2a+1) (18)

Since for x = 0 we have v = —g, the velocity probability distribution Py(v) = Py(q = —wv) is given by the same

expression. In the cases @« = —1/2 and 0 the integral (16) reads
a=-1/2: L) oct/4, Py(q) =2 Ve ™0 /V2, (19)
a=0: L(t)xt3 Py(q) =2"2/33" 1/3F<§ 2§ > (20)
Figure 2 shows the curves Py(q) for the cases a = —0.5,0, and 2. These same values of « will also be used in the

subsequent figures throughout this article. We verify that our numerical evaluation of Eq.(16) is consistent with the
asymptotic stretched-exponential tail given in (18). As already observed in the sample realizations shown in Fig. 1,
the velocity distribution is qualitatively similar for different values of «. It is mainly characterized by a bell-shaped
peak at v = 0, followed by a monotonic decrease for |v| > 0 and a sharp cutoff of order unity. The dependence on
« is most visible in the exponent of the stretched-exponential tail, which affects only the extreme, rare-event part
of the distribution and has little impact on the bulk statistics. The same pattern will be encountered for the other
statistical quantities studied in the following Sections. This behavior contrasts with that of Poisson initial conditions
in the Fréchet class studied in [26], corresponding to o < —3/2 in Eq.(9), which lead to heavy power-law tails and
therefore produce a much stronger dependence of the dynamics on the exponent «.

IV. TWO-POINT EULERIAN DISTRIBUTIONS
A. Two first-contact parabolas

In this Section we consider two-point Eulerian probability distributions, such as Py, 4,(q1, ¢2), the probability that
the Eulerian positions x1 and xo map to the Lagrangian coordinates ¢; and ¢2. As in Section III, we first examine
the probability Py, ,(q1,c¢1; 42, c2) that the first-contact points lie at ¢; and g2, with parabola helghts c1 and co. For
the Poisson point process (12), this is

1 <xo: Py a(qi,c15¢2,00) = Splqr — q.)0p (g2 — q,) + 0(q1 < ¢.)0(q2 > g )\(cr + (g1 — 21)?/2)

A(%y)
To — I
ax e1—(g—21)?/2 o co—(g—22)?/2
KAea + (a2 = 0/2) e L0 WA e, (2)
where dp and 6 denote the Dirac delta distribution and Heaviside function, and (gy, %, ) is the intersection of the two

parabolas:

1 + To 017027 %[}*:Cliwzqi(%*m)?:c1+027(:c2*x1)27 (62761)2' (22)
2 To — X1 2 2 2 8 2(3}2 —.’IJ1>2

dx =

For ¢ < g, the parabola P, ., lies above P, .,, while for ¢ > g, the opposite holds, since we take x; < x2. The
first term in the bracket corresponds to the case where both parabolas share a common first-contact point with the
initial potential 1o(g), which is also their intersection (g4, 1s). The second term corresponds to the case where the
two first-contact points ¢; and g2 are distinct, with ¢1 < g, < g2. We now introduce the change of variables

xr1 + X9

T=—g— r=m - >0, G =T+q, @=I+qgp, (23)

integrate over (c1,c2), and transform the integration variables from (¢, cq) to (¢}, 1,). This yields

e (415 43) / dq*/ dd}*[ (¥.)0p(al — d.)0p (g5 — a}) + 20(qy < ¢.)0(qh > g )v—(a))* ¥4 (gh)* e, (24)

rmn



with
N Loy @2 1, a2 N Loy, a2 1/, a2
¢(Q)—max[07¢*+2(q*+2) §(q +§) , ¥i(q') = max 07¢*+§(q* 5) 5((1 5) )
1 q; e
(s, q,) = — dq'y—(q')* +/ df/m(q’)ﬁl] ; (25)
at+l |/ o a,
and
! &€ ! / x / 1 ! z 2
>~ - = —: - =—— -— .
€= 55 Yuin(@) =0 16l < 5 ¢ Ymin(al) = =3 (Il = 5) (26)

The minimum %,;, enforces the conditions that the parabola heights ¢; and ¢, remain positive and that the upper
portions of the parabolas P; and P are not entirely below one another, ensuring that each has a non-vanishing
interval of admissible first-contact points. For the first term in Eq.(24), the factor A(1,) actually implies 1, > 0, since
this configuration requires a Poisson point at the intersection (g, ). This expression shows explicitly that P, (g, ¢5)
depends only on the separation z = xo — x1, owing to translational invariance and the centered coordinates in (23).
By parity symmetry, we also have Z(v,, —q}) = Z(¢«, ¢,). For = 0, the two parabolas coincide, and the quantity Z
reduces to the expression found in Eq.(16) for the one-point distribution:

a+3/2
=0: T(te,q.) = Ao (s +2/2)" 2 (27)
For later use we define the quantities A, (z, ¢}) and R, (z),
ve L w20 Aed) = [ deule ™0, Ryw) = [ da A, (28)
0 —o0
which for = 0 give
R (0) = 2v2rl(v +1) 2v+3 A (2v8)/(2043) (29)
(2a+3)I'(v+3/2) 200+ 3
V2rT(a + v +3)0 (M)
R/ (0) _ ( ) 2043 7(2a+2u+5)/(2a+3), (30)
v (a+1D)(a+3/2)(v+1)I(a+v+5/2) “
and for large separations,
r>1: R,,(I) ~ 1‘7(1/+3/2)(2a+1) efAQQ*SaJ/zmzaH' (31)
B. Void probabilities
1. Probability of an empty interval
The overdensity within the Eulerian interval [z1, 2] is defined by
92 — q1
Paries = (32)

where the density has been rescaled by the mean density pg, though we retain the simpler notation p in the following.
If the two parabolas share the same contact point, g1 = g2 = ¢4, then the density vanishes, p = 0, and the interval
[1, 23] contains no matter. From Eq.(24), the probability that the interval is empty is therefore

Pooia(z) = Ra(z), (33)
where the function R, (x) was introduced in Eq.(28). Using the results (29) and (31), we obtain
Peia(0) =1 andfor 2> 1: Pya(z) ~ 2 (@F3/2)(2a+1) j—Aa27 30T T/3g20H3 (34)

Thus, the void probability approaches unity as + — 0 and decreases as a stretched exponential for large intervals. The
result Pyoiq(0) = 1 reflects the fact that voids fill the entire Eulerian space, with matter concentrated in Dirac-like
density peaks of zero width. The void probability Pyuiq(z) is shown in Fig. 3. it displays a monotonic decrease from
unity for > 0 with stretched-exponential tails that agree with Eq.(34).
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Figure 3. Void probability Pioida(x) from Eq.(33), for the cases @ = —1/2,0, and 2, as in Fig. 2. The dotted lines in the right
panel are the asymptotic stretched exponentials (34).
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Figure 4. Left panel: cumulative void multiplicity function nyoid (> ) from Eq.(35). Middle panel: void multiplicity function
Nvoid (z) from Eq.(35). Right panel: number density of voids Nyeia as a function of « (solid blue line). In the left and middle
panels, the dotted lines are the stretched exponentials associated with Eq.(36). In the right panel the dotted and dashed lines
are the asymptotic regimes (38).

2. Multiplicity function of voids and distance between shocks

Let nyoia (z)dz denote the number of voids per unit length with sizes in the interval [z, z + dx]. It is related to the
void probability Pyeiq(x) by

> 1 ! I deoid / d2onid "
Pyoia(x) = dz'nyoia(2') (2" — ), whence nyoia(> ) = — e —R.,(x), nyoia(x) = iz R ().
' (35)
Using the asymptotic expression (31) and Pyiq(0) = 1, we obtain
x>1: nyia(z) ~ g =207 +5/2 e_A“273077/2””20+3, and / dx nyoia(z) x =1, (36)
0

which again reflects the fact that voids occupy the entire Eulerian space. From Eq.(30) the number of voids Nyeiq per
unit length is

27T (20 + 3)T (4243
V27T ( N E == A—(da+5)/(2a+3) (37)

Nyoid = Nvoid (> 0) = —R/a(o) = (a+1)2(a+3/2)l(2a+5/2) @
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Figure 5. Velocity correlation B, (z) for the cases & = —0.5,0, and 2. In the right panel the dotted lines are the asymptotic
stretched exponentials (44).

Its limiting behaviors are

a——1: Nyja~——, andfor a—00: Nyq~ Va/m, (38)
o

+1’
so that the number of voids per unit length diverges in both limits @« — —1 and @ — oco. The mean void size is given
by
fooo drnyoia(z)r 1
Jo~ dx nyoia(z) Nyoid’

<x>void = (39)

and therefore vanishes as & — —1 and a — oco. Since the system consists of a series of shocks separated by voids,
the void multiplicity function nyeq(z) also provides the probability distribution P(xs) of the distance x5 between
adjacent shocks,

- nvoid($s) o Rg(xs)
P<x8) - Nyoid - R/Oé(o) : (40)

The void multiplicity functions nyeid (> ) and nyeia () are shown in the left and central panels of Fig. 4, and the mean
number of voids per unit length is displayed in the right panel. The void multiplicity function nyeiq(z) is somewhat
more sensitive to o than Pyiq(2) as the sign of its slope at the origin can change sign with the value of a.

C. Two-point velocity correlation and energy power spectrum

Using vy =1 —q1 = —¢} — /2, va = T2 — g2 = —qb + x/2, and the expression (24) for the joint distribution of ¢}
and ¢4, we obtain the velocity correlation between two points separated by = = x5 — 21 > 0,

Buo) = (oo = [ [ [u (42 - ) - e et (a)
v - 102/ — o Q* 0 * * q* 4 (a+1)2 * )

where we have already integrated over ¢; and ¢). Configurations with ¢, < 0 do not contribute, as in this case the
parabolic arcs P; and Ps in the upper half-plane are disjoints. Then, the integral over either symmetric arc yields
a vanishing mean velocity: the contributions from the two sides of z; along P; have identical weights but opposite
velocities v1 = x1 — q1. As for the Fréchet-type case studied in [26], an integration by parts with respect to 1, shows
that (41) can also be written as

1 o 0 0
B,(z) = P / dqi (zax - qiaq,> Aoy, (42)

— 00
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Figure 6. Velocity power spectrum F(k) on linear and logarithmic scales.

where A, is defined in Eq.(28). Performing the integration by parts over ¢, yields

T Ran (@), (13)

x>0: By(z)=

with R, defined in Eq.(28). By parity, B,(—x) = B,(z) = B, (]z|). This gives the small- and large-scale asymptotic
behaviors

Ra+1(0) | 2R¢141(0) —20%—4a+1/2 ,—Ag27 37T/ 2g2043

| < 1: By(x) = | 4..., |z|>1: By(z)~—g 2 “dotl/2-Aa2 r . 44
ol < 13 Byl = oy et (@) (14
The non-analytic |z| term, which carries a negative prefactor, reflects the contribution of shocks. Its linear dependence
on |z| corresponds to the probability of encountering at least one shock within an interval of size |z|, which decreases
linearly following the slope of the complementary void probability 1 — Pyia(|z]). A shock at position z, induces a

discontinuous decrease in the velocity, v(z]) — v(z;) < 0, producing the characteristic sawtooth pattern of Burgers

dynamics, illustrated in Fig. 1. This explains the negative coefficient of the |z| term in (44).
The resulting velocity correlation function is shown in Fig. 5. It is positive at small separations, |z| < 1, and it
becomes negative at large separations, |z| > 1, in agreement with the asymptotics (44) and Eq.(29).

The energy spectrum FE(k) is the Fourier transform of B,,

o g , o d k °
E(k) = /_OO %Bv(x)em = /0 ;Bv(m) cos(kx) = m/o dx tR41(x) sin(kx), (45)
where we used B,(—z) = B,(x) and Eq.(43), followed by an integration by parts. This implies the low-wavenumber
behavior
k? > 2 2
kEl<l: Blk)~ —— dzx 2° R, k*, 46
Hsts By = o [ drrtRon(@) (46)

so that the energy spectrum universally exhibits a quadratic decay at small k. At large wavenumbers, the non-analytic
|z| term in B, (x) produces the universal k=2 tail

5 8[(20+ 2)T (dedr
|]€| > 1: E(k}) ~ \/;( (2 +3> A;(4a+7)/(2a+3)k72. (47)

a+1)(a+2)T(2a+7/2)

The resulting energy spectrum is shown in Fig. 6. It remains positive for all wavenumbers and matches the asymptotic
behaviors (46)-(47).
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Figure 7. Left and middle panels: density correlation function 5? (z) on linear and logarithmic scales for > 0. Right panel:

density power spectrum Ps(k).

D. Density correlation and power spectrum

The conservation of matter, encoded in the continuity equation, implies that the density field p(z) (normalized by
the mean density of the system) and the density contrast 6 = p — 1 are given by

o) =90 5y =" and (5 =1, () =0, (48)

in terms of the Eulerian map ¢(x) and the velocity field v(x), where we used v(z) = z — q(z). Defining the two-point
density correlation function &s(x) = (§(x1)d(x1 + x)) and the associated power spectrum Ps(k), we obtain

55(1') = 73;/(1')3 Pé(k) = sz(k)a (49)

where B, (z) and E(k) denote the velocity correlation function and the energy spectrum introduced in Section IV C.
Using the results in Eqgs.(43) and (44), we find

. 1 &8
&(x) =& op(x) + f?(m), with for =z > 0: 5?(1}) = o 1ds [TRa+1()], (50)
16v27T (200 4+ 2)T ( d2£7?
é_o _ _ 4 R/ ) _ ™ ( o+ ) <2a+3) A_(4a+7)/(2a+3) <0 (51)
a41 ot (a+1)(a+2)T2a+7/2)" ¢ ’

where the Dirac contribution &y dp(z) arises from the absolute-value term in Eq.(44) and accounts for the presence
of shocks, while 5?(1”) is a finite and even function. These relations provide closed-form expressions and asymptotic
behaviors of £(x) and Ps(k). In particular,

2] > 11 €5(x) ~ 3207 F0/2 o= ha2 30T/ 2a20E (52)

8T(2a + 2)T (4a+7)
2 2a+3
k| <: Ps(k)ock®, |k|>1: Ps(k :\f ~(40+7)/(20+3) 53
k| < Ps(k) ock?,  [k| > sk = e DT or a7/ (53)

Figure 7 shows the density correlation function and the associated power spectrum. The density correlation is
negative at small separations, x < 1, reflecting the depletion of mass in the Eulerian region surrounding shocks.
It also becomes negative at large separation. Thus, although the initial conditions generated by the Poisson point
process are completely uncorrelated, the nonlinear Burgers dynamics generate nontrivial correlations on large scales,
which nevertheless decay as a stretched exponential. Similar to the velocity power spectrum, the density spectrum
exhibits only a weak dependence on a, as it follows the universal large-scale k* behavior and approaches a constant

at high wavenumbers, consistent with Eq.(53).
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Figure 8. Left panel: probability distribution Pf(q) for the case a = 0, for the three scales x = 0.2, 1, and 3. The black dotted
lines are the small-g linear asymptote (58) and the black dashed line for = 3 is the large-separation asymptote (59). Right
panel: probability distribution pP7 (p) for the same cases.

E. Lagrangian increment

We now consider the distribution of the Lagrangian increment ¢ = g — ¢1 = ¢4 — ¢} associated with the Eulerian
interval [zy, 23]. It is defined by

r=x0-31 >0, g=¢2—q1 >0: Px(Q):/ dgydqy Pe(q),45)0p (g5 — ¢ — q)- (54)

From Eq.(24), this distribution contains a Dirac contribution—corresponding to the case ¢; = g2 = ¢,—and a regular
part,

Po(q) = Puoia(2) 6p(q) + PZ(9). (55)
with
o0 o0 L pdita2
PA(q) =« / dq. / dip, ¢~ Td) / dd' v (q' — a/2)° b (d + 0/2)° (56)
—o0 min (q}) q,—q/2

Throughout the paper, we adopt the convention fooo dqgép(q) = 1, i.e., the Dirac distribution contributes unit mass
when integrated over ¢ > 0. The Dirac component is fully determined by the void probability studied in Section IV B;
therefore, in this section we focus on the regular part P7(g). The total weight of this regular contribution decreases
linearly with x at small separations, since Pyoq — 1, and satisfies

x—0: / dqP7(q) =1 — Puia(z) = Nyoia® + ..., & —00: / dq P7 (q) — 1. (57)
0 0

Using ¢4 — ¢} = + %dq’,’ — %Iz,* and integration by parts, one can verify that the first moment obeys (¢), = z.
1 2

From (56), we obtain the small-¢q linear behavior at fixed z,
q—0: P7(q) = Raalz)zq. (58)
For large x and ¢ at fixed |g — x|, we obtain
& 00, ¢ o0, lg—a|~1: P7(q)=fL(lq—z|) with fL(q)= / dq'Po(q' +a/2)Pod — ¢/2),  (59)

where Py is the one-point distribution (16). This is the large-separation limit « > 1, where the statistics at z; and
x5 become independent, as Eq.(59) also reads P7 (q) ~ ffooo dq1dg20p (g2 — 1 — q)Po(q1 — 1) Py(g2 — x2). For small
separations x at fixed ¢, we obtain

xr—0: Pf(q) =~ xnshock(Q) (60)
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with

— = —Aqc /2 ~/V2e I (] 2 1910, () 2 /91
nshock(q) =q dce dq [C (q q/2) /2] [C (q +q/2) /2] . (61)
a*/8 a/2—V2c

We will show in Section VIC that mghock(q) is precisely the shock mass function. Thus, in the limit z — 0, the
distribution P,(q) is governed by the probability of finding either zero shock (captured by Pyoia()dp(q)) or one
shock (captured by nshoek(q)). This reflects the fact that all the matter is contained within discrete shocks. The
small-z factorization (60) is consistent with the normalization (¢), = z, using Eq.(76) below, which states that all
matter is contained within shocks.

The left panel in Fig. 8 shows the regular part P7 (g) for the case o = 0. At large separations x > 1, the regular
component carries almost the full probability mass and the distribution becomes sharply peaked around its mean
(q) = x, the approximation (59) becoming increasingly accurate near the peak and over an expanding range. Since
the typical displacement of fluid elements is set by the scale L(¢) of Eq.(13), on scales much larger than L(t) the
system remains nearly static, implying z/q — 1.

On small scale z < 1, the total weight of P7 (g) decreases linearly with = as in (57), while the peak remains at
g ~ 1. This reflects the normalization of the full distribution to unity and (g) = x. The peak position is therefore
independent of x and instead set by the characteristic displacement scale L(t), corresponding to |z — ¢g| ~ 1 in the
rescaled units (10). Thus, as shown in Eq.(60), for 2 < 1 the regular part converges toward the fixed shape nghock(q),
with an amplitude proportional to z.

Finally, the mean density p within the Eulerian interval [z, x2] of length x is

p=L—I L and P(p) = Puoia(®)3n(p) + PZ(p) with PZ(p) = xPZ(q), (62)

T2 — X1

where ¢ = g2 — ¢1 is the Lagrangian increment as in Section IV E. The right panel of Fig. 8 shows the regular
component P7 (p) for the case o = 0. We again clearly see the linear decrease with z of the total weight of the
regular component P7 (p), but the peak now shifts toward high density contrasts, p ~ 1/x. This trend reflects the
increasing inhomogeneity of the system on small Eulerian scales, arising from the alternating sequence of shocks and
voids. At large separation, by contrast, the system appears progressively more homogeneous, and the distribution
becomes increasingly concentrated around the mean density.

V. HIGHER-ORDER DISTRIBUTIONS

We now turn to higher-order distributions, for which explicit expressions can also be derived, see, for example [30]
for the Gaussian case and [26] for Fréchet-type Poisson cases. As for the two-point distribution (21), the analysis
simplifies when we consider together the two variables (g;, ¢;) associated with an Eulerian point z;. Owing to the
uncorrelated nature of the underlying initial Poisson point process and to the ordering ¢y < ¢ < --- < ¢, for
r1 < Ty < -+ < xy, the n-point distribution can be written as

n

1 <2< <Tpt Py (@ i, ) = Poy (@1, 1) HPxi,xi,l(%Cz‘|qz'—17€i—1)7 (63)
i=2

where Py, (q1,¢1) = Po(g1 — @1, ¢1) is the one-point distribution obtained in Section III, and Py, 5, , (¢, ¢i|gi—1,¢i—1)
is the conditional probability

Pyyai(q2,c20q1,¢1) = [6p(g2 — q1)0p(c2 — c12) + 0(q2 > q12)0(c2 < c12)A(c2 — (g2 — 22)?/2)]

e ca—(a—z2)2/2
e f<112 dqf01*(<1*11)2/2 d’l/)/\(w).

X (64)

One may verify that this expression reduces to Eq.(21) for the two-point distribution. Here ¢;2 denotes the height

of the parabola P, ., that intersects the previous parabola P,, ., at the position ¢;. For arbitrary height co, we
changed notation from g, to gi2 for the intersection of both parabolas,

)2 — — )2
c12 =c1 + (@ 2) 5 (4 ) , qiz(e2) =

1+ o c1 — C2
. 65
2 +$2—.231 ( )

The normalization is easily checked, [ dcadgoPy, 2, (g2,c2|q1,¢1) = 1.
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The factorization (63) holds because, for example in the three-point case, one can verify that ¢13 > g12. Thus, the
intersection of P; and Pjs is irrelevant: it always occurs in a region where P, already dominates Pq, i.e., Py > P;.
Consequently, the parabolic arcs follow the same ordering (Py,- - ,P,) as the Eulerian points (z1, 22, ,x,) over
the domains —oo < ¢12 < g23 < -+ < gp_1,, < 00. Therefore, when adding a new point z,, in the n-point distribution
(63), it is sufficient to consider only the preceding parabola P, , .. , and its contact point g,_1. As in the two-point
case (21), one must distinguish whether the new contact point ¢, coincide with ¢,_;—the first term in Eq.(64), which
prevents assigning a double Poisson weight to the same contact point—or whether it lies to the right, corresponding
to the second term. Finally, the exponential factor accounts for the requirement that the region in the (g,%) plane
above the preceding parabola P,,_; and below the new parabola P,, contains no Poisson points.

VI. LAGRANGIAN DISTRIBUTIONS OR PARTICLE DISPLACEMENTS

In this Section, we turn to Lagrangian statistics, focusing on the distribution of Eulerian positions x for particles
with prescribed Lagrangian coordinates q. Equivalently, this corresponds to the statistics of the displacements z — ¢,
where each particle is labeled by its initial positions q.

A. One-point Lagrangian distribution

Because particles do not cross, the Lagrangian probability P,(> x) that the particle labeled by g lies to the right of
position x is equal to the Eulerian probability P, (< ¢) that the Lagrangian coordinate ¢(x) of the particle located at
x is less than or equal to ¢. Differentiating this relation with respect to x, and using the identity P,(q) = Po(q — z)
derived in Section III, yields

Py(zz) = P:(<q) and Py(z) = Po(z —q) = Pa(q)- (66)

Thus, the one-point Lagrangian and Eulerian distributions are identical, and all properties of P,(x) follow directly
from the results obtained in Section III.

B. Two-point Lagrangian distribution

As in the case of one-point statistics, the two-point Lagrangian and Eulerian probabilities are related by

82 q1 oS]
Pih,qz(z z1,< $2) = P$17$2(§ q1, > q2)7 Pq1,Q2 (xlvx2) = _a P / dqlll dqé/ Pm@z (qilv qg)' (67)
21022 J—o0 q2

Using statistical homogeneity, which implies Py, 4, (¢1,¢92) = Pz(¢1 — Z,¢2 — &) as in Eq.(24), and changing variables
from (x1,x2) to (x,Z), we obtain

82 1 82 0 o)
! ! ! — / _
Plh,qz(xlaxQ): (axg—4aj2>/ dCh/q dQQPz(CI1+CI1—$,CI2+Q1—$)a (68)

—00

where ¢ = g2 — q1. As in Section IV E, we focus on the probability distribution of the Eulerian increment z,
Py(z) = /dxldxg Py, o (x1,22) 6p (22 — 21 — ). (69)

Changing variables again from (z1,23) to (z,Z) and making use of (54), we obtain the relation between the distribu-
tions of Lagrangian and Eulerian increments,

2 o0
¢>0: Py(x) = Panoc(q) Ip(2) + P (2) with P;ﬁ(x):% / dg' P7(¢')(a' = ), (70)

where the Dirac term in Eq.(55) does not contribute for ¢ > 0, and we have explicitly added the term Pyhock(q)0p (),
which corresponds to the probability that the entire interval [g1, 2] lies within a single shock. The latter contribution
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Figure 9.  Left panel: probability distribution Pf (z) of the Eulerian increment z, for the case @ = 0 and the three scales
g =0.2,1, and 3, as in Fig. 8. Middle and right panels: shock multiplicity function from Eq.(61) for the cases o = —0.5,0, and
2.

o0

is not included in the regular term P7(z). Writing the integral ¢ as fqoo =/ foq and using Eqgs.(55) together with

(@), = x, we can rewrite

92 [
PF@) = amia(@) + 55 [ dd PE@)a—d). whence (x), = . ()

where the equality for the mean follows from integrations by parts and the result Pyoiq(0) = 1 from Eq.(34). This
confirms that the system exhibits no net expansion or contraction: particle displacements occur on the scale L(t)
introduced in Eq.(13), and therefore /¢ — 1 for ¢ — co. Consequently, (z), = ¢ for any Lagrangian interval.

For small Lagrangian separations at fixed = we find

qg—0: Pf(gc) ~ G Nyoid (). (72)

This factorized form is analogous to Eq.(60) for the Eulerian distribution P7 (¢) at small 2. It shows that, for small
Lagrangian mass intervals ¢ — 0, the Eulerian distance distribution is determined, to order ¢, by the probability of
being fully contained within a shock (contributing the term Pynock(q) dp(x)) or by containing a single void (described
by the void multiplicity function nyeq(x)). This reflects the discreteness of voids in Lagrangian space and the fact
that they occupy all of the Eulerian volume. The normalization (), = g, together with Eq.(36), is fully consistent
with the small-g behavior in Eq.(72).

At large scales, the Eulerian distribution takes the form P7(q) ~ fZ(|¢ — z|), as given by Eq.(59). Substituting
this into Eq.(70) yields

q—00, ¥ =00, lx—q|~1: Pf(x)~ fL(lz—q|)~P7(q). (73)

As expected, the distribution is sharply peaked at the mean (), = ¢, with a width set by the characteristic displace-
ment scale of the particles.

The left panel of Fig. 9 shows the distribution Pf (z). As in the Eulerian case displayed in Fig. 8, the weight of
this regular component decreases linearly with ¢ on small scales, in agreement with Eq.(72), while its characteristic
width—visible through the sharp cutoff—remains of order unity and is set by the typical void size. The main difference
relative to the Eulerian distribution is that Pf(x) does not decrease linearly with x at small separations; instead it
approaches a finite constant as z — 0. At large separations, the distribution becomes again increasingly sharply
peaked around its mean (z), = ¢, and Eulerian and Lagrangian statistics converge, with Pf(m) ~ P7(q).

C. DMultiplicity function of shocks

The probability Pshock(g) that a Lagrangian interval of size ¢ is entirely contained within a single shock follows
from the normalization of the full distribution P,(z) in Eq.(70):

o0 o q
Pasada) =1~ [ doPf@) = 1= Nuaa+ 5| [ dd' PE@a- o) (74)
0

=0 0
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where we have used Eq.(71). The quantity Panock(q) is also related to the shock multiplicity function ngheck(q)dg,
defined as the number of shocks per unit length with Lagrangian mass in the interval [g, ¢ + dg], through

o d2 Pshock 7]

Panook(q) = / dq'nshock(¢') (4" — @),  whence ngnock(q) = d?  ox Pf (q)- (75)
q q T lz=0

This immediately yields
| @) a = Paa©) = 1. (76)
0

which expresses the fact that all matter is bound within shocks. Using the small-z behavior of P7 (q) from Eq.(60),
one recovers the expression for nghock(q) given in Eq.(61). This provides, in particular, the small- and large-mass
asymptotic falloffs

q— 0: nshock(q) =~ RQa(O) q, and for q— o0 nshock(q) ~ q_Q(aH)(MH) e_Aa273a79/2q2u+3. (77)

The middle and right panels in Fig. 9 show the shock multiplicity functions. We recover the asymptotic regimes (77).

VII. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have presented a detailed analytical characterization of the statistical properties of one-dimensional
Burgers dynamics for a class of initial conditions generated by a Poisson point process with a power-law intensity of
exponent o > —1. This family leads to Weibull-type statistics, featuring stretched-exponential tails. It is therefore
complementary to the case of Fréchet-type statistics with power-law tails, investigated in the companion paper [26],
which arises when the Poisson intensity follows a power-law with exponent o < —3/2. The two cases together provide
a unified framework covering the full range of admissible exponents and reveal how the sign of the intensity exponent
leads to qualitatively distinct statistical regimes in Burgers turbulence.

Exploiting the geometrical interpretation of the solution in terms of parabolic first-contact points, we obtained exact
expressions for a wide class of Eulerian and Lagrangian observables, including one-point and multi-point distributions,
shock and void multiplicity functions, and the full probability density of Lagrangian and Eulerian increments. The
formalism applies to arbitrary exponent o« > —1 and it includes, as a limiting case with a proper rescaling, the
traditional case of Gaussian initial conditions without large-scale power [9].

We established closed-form expressions for the shock mass function and void-size distribution, together with their
large-mass and large-size asymptotic behaviors. The derived relations explicitly show how these quantities control
the small-scale structure of Eulerian and Lagrangian increments, leading to simple factorized forms in the limits of
small intervals. On large scales, we demonstrated that both Eulerian and Lagrangian increment statistics converge
to peaked distributions governed by the one-point distribution Py(g), with widths determined by the characteristic
displacement scale L(t).

In addition, the paper presents an exact factorization of the full n-point distributions into a sequence of two-point
conditional probabilities. This property follows from the ordered structure of the parabolic envelopes and substantially
simplifies the statistical description of the process. The resulting framework provides a unified and fully tractable
description of Burgers turbulence for this broad class of initial conditions.
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