arxXiv:1203.3668v1 [math.NA] 16 Mar 2012

A TRIGONOMETRIC METHOD FOR THE LINEAR STOCHASTIC WAVE
EQUATION

DAVID COHEN*, STIG LARSSON, AND MAGDALENA SIGG*

Abstract. A fully discrete approximation of the linear stochastic wasquation driven by additive noise is
presented. A standard finite element method is used for thgabpliscretisation and a stochastic trigonometric
scheme for the temporal approximation. This explicit timeegrator allows for error bounds independent of the
space discretisation and thus do not have a step size tiestias in the often used Stormer-Verlet-leap-frog scheme
Moreover it enjoys a trace formula as does the exact solufoour problem. These favourable properties are
demonstrated with numerical experiments.
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1. Introduction. We consider the numerical discretisation of the linearlsastic wave
equation with additive noise

du— Audt = dw in 2 x (0,00),
u=0 iN07 x (0,), (1.1)
u(-,0) = ug, U(-,0) =vo in 2,

whereu = u(x,t), 2 c RY, d = 1,2, 3, is a bounded convex domain with polygonal boundary
02, and the dot * stands for the time derivative. The stochastic proc@¥§t)}i~o is an
Lo(2)-valued Q-Wiener process with respect to a normal filtratipé#: }1~o on a filtered
probability spacéQ,.% P, {% }1>0). The initial dataup andvg are.%p,-measurable random
variables. We will numerically solve this problem with a fmelement method in spade [17]
and a stochastic trigonometric method in tifke [1] drd [3g(Sectioh B).

There are many reasons to study stochastic wave equatiehsisimention the motion
of a suspended cable under wind loadihy [6]; the motion ofranst of DNA in a liquid
[5]; or the motion of shock waves on the surface of the slin fdl] these stochastic partial
differential equations are of course nonlinear and higldwgtrivial. But in order to derive
efficient numerical schemes, we first look at model probleékes(.1).

The numerical analysis of the stochastic wave equationlisionts beginning in com-
parison with the numerical analysis of parabolic problemMé& refer to the introduction of
[17] for the relevant literature on the space discretisatibour stochastic partial differential
equation. We now comment on works dealing with the time éissation of [1.11). Strong
convergence estimates for implicit one-step methods cdow in [16], despite the main
theme of the paper which is weak convergence. Both for dpatich temporal approxima-
tion the order of convergence is found to be somewhat lowaar the order of regularity, see
RemarKZ.P below. I [26] the leap-frog scheme is appliedhéortonlinear stochastic wave
equation with space-time white noise on the whole line. Arsgrconvergence rat@(h'/?) is
proved, wherd is the step size in both time and space, which is in agreemiémtive order
of regularity in this case. The reason for this is that theeBi®functions of the continuous
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and the discrete problems coincide at mesh points. A sitnitris also used i [19] and [20]
to derive an “exact” solver. Let us finally mention the wdrl8[1where error bounds in the
p-th mean for general semilinear stochastic evolution égnatare presented. The authors
consider a Fourier Galerkin discretisation in space an@xipenential Euler scheme in time.
This exponential time integrator (see alsol[11],1[1R].] [48H references therein) is, in the
linear case, precisely the one that we Use [3].

The paper is organised as follows. Some preliminaries aadrhin results from [17]
on strong convergence estimates for the finite element appation of our problem are pre-
sented in Sectiohl 2. The stochastic trigonometric schermrisduced in Sectiohl3 and a
convergence analysis is carried out in Secfibn 4. A tracedda for the numerical integra-
tor is obtained in Sectidnl 5 and finally in Sect[dn 6 numerealeriments demonstrate the
efficiency of our discretisation.

2. A finite element approximation of the stochastic wave equen. Before we can
state the main result on the finite element approximatiod@f,[we must define the spaces,
norms and notations we will need. LetandH be separable Hilbert spaces with norms
[Illu, resp.||-|1. -Z(U,H) denotes the space of bounded linear operators BaimH and
Z(U,H) the space of Hilbert-Schmidt operators with norm

Il 2500 1) (zHTeKHH) ,

where{e}_; is an orthonormal basis &f. If H=U, then.Z(U) = .£(U,U) and HS=
Z(U,U). Furthermore, if Q,.%,P,{.% }i>0) is a filtered probability space, thén(Q,H)
is the space ofi-valued square integrable random variables with norm

IVlILyamy = E[IVIEIY2.
LetQe £ (U) be a self-adjoint, positive semidefinite operator. Theidgstochastic process
W(t) in (IJ) is aU-valuedQ-Wiener process with respect to the filtratip#: }~o and has
the orthogonal expansion 22, Section 2.1]

0= 3 V2B e (2.1)
=1

where{(y;,&j)}7, are eigenpairs o with orthonormal eigenvectors arg;(t)}{", are
real-valued mutually independent standard Brownian mgtidt is then possible to define
the stochastic integreﬂ% ®(s)dW(s) together with Itd’s isometry[ [22]:

H/ (s /II‘D (921 %0 m) (2.2)

whered : [0,00) — £ (U,H) is such that the right side is finite.
For the stochastic wave equati¢n {1.1), we define Lo(2) andA = —A with D(A) =
H2(2)NHL(2). We assume that the covariance oper@af W satisfies

||/\(Bfl>/2Q1/2||HS < o (2.3)

for somef > 0 and with the Hilbert-Schmidt norm defined aboveQlfs of trace class, i. e.,
Tr(Q) = [|QY?||3g < , thenB = 1. If Q= A5, s> 0, thenf < 1+s—d/2. This follows
from the asymptotic behaviour of the eigenvalue8\ph; ~ j?/9. In particular, ifQ =1, then
B< % andd = 1. Note that we do not assume tifandQ have a common eigenbasis.
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We will use the spacedd? = D(A%/2) for a € R. The corresponding norm is given by

o 1/2
Vo = 1A 2l = (3 A7 (4 00)
i=

where{(Aj, ¢;) ‘J?°:1 are the eigenpairs af with orthonormal eigenvectors. We also write
HY =HYxH% landH =HO=HOxH L.

We use a standard piecewise linear finite element methodhtrspatial discretisa-
tion. Let {4} be a quasi-uniform family of triangulations & with hx = diam(K), h=
maxcc g, hk, and denote by, the space of piecewise linear continuous functions with re-
spect to.Z, which vanish ord 2. Hence\, € H3 (2) = HL.

We introduce a discrete variant of the nojiffjq:

[Vhl[ha = H/\ﬁ/ZVhHLz(@), Vi € Vh,
where/, : Vi, — V, is the discrete Laplace operator defined by
(AhVh, Wh)Ly(7) = (OVR, OWh) (), YWh € Vi
Denoting the velocity of the solution hy := Uy := U, one can rewritd (111) as
dX(t) = AX(t)dt+Bdw(t), t >0, (2.2)
X(0) = Xo,

N\ 0’ | ) Vo
H! = H! x HO is the generator of a strongly continuous semigroup of bedridear opera-
torsE(t) = €4 onH® = H% x H~, in fact, a unitary group.
Let 2, : H® — W, and %, : H! — Vj, denote the orthogonal projectors onto the finite
element spac¥}, C H&(@) = HZ, where we recall that}, is the space of piecewise linear
continuous functions. The finite element approximatioflofl can then be written as

whereA := { 0 I} B:= [O] X = {ul} andXg := {uo]. The operatoA with D(A) =

dl]h’l(t) +Ahuh,1(t)dt = P d\N(t), t>0, 2.5)
Un,1(0) = Un o, Un2(0) = Vho. '

or in the abstract form

dXn(t) = AnXn(t) ot + Z,BAW(), t >0,

Xa(0) = Yo, (2.6)

whereA;, = [_(/)\h (I)] X 1= {E:j andXno = {\lj:ﬂ Again, A, is the generator of a

Co-semigroufEn(t) = €4 onW,.
It is known, see, e.g. [4, Example 5.8] and|[17], that undsuanption[(213) the linear
stochastic wave equatidn (P.4) has a unique weak soluti@mdiy

t
X(t) = E(t)Xo+/ E(t— s)BAW(s), 2.7)
0
with mean-square regularity of ordgr

Xl ne) < C(HXOHLZ(Q,HB) +t1/2||/\([371)/2Q1/2”HS), t>0. (2.8)
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Similarly, the unique solution of the finite element probl@hd) is given by

Xn(t) = Eh(t)xh,o-f—'/o.t En(t — ) Z,BdW(s). (2.9)

We quote the following theorem on the convergence of thaaEgiproximation.
THEOREM 2.1 (Theorem 5.1 irf[17])Assume that Q satisfig&.3) for someB € [0,4].
Let X = [Uo,Vo]T € HP = HP x HB~1 X = [ug,up]™ and %, = [un1,un 2] be given byZ7)
and (2:9), respectively. Then the following estimates hold forQ, where Gt) is an increas-
ing function of the time t.
e If Uho = Pnlo, Vho = PnVo andp € [0,3], then

2 lipn_ 1
[Un2(t) = Ua(t) [l 0y < C(t)hgﬁ{”XOHLZ(Q,HB) +[A2P- Q2 s}

o If Uno = ZnUo, Vho = PhVo andf € [1,4], then

23 lipn_ 1
[[un2(t) = U2(t) [, (0,10 <C(t)h3P 1){HX0||L2(Q,HI3)+”/\2(B UQ2 s}

REMARK 2.2. Note that the order of convergence in the positiéﬁ, is lower than the
order of regularity,3, in (Z.8). This is a known feature of the finite element method for the
wave equation, se€ [17]. The upper limits fdare only dictated by the fact that the maximal
order for piecewise linear approximation & higher regularity will not yield higher rate of
convergence unless higher order finite elements are usadhwhn be done of course, see
[L7]. Similarly, it is shown in[[16, Theorem 4.1] that the @dof convergence of implicit
one-step temporal approximations@ﬁi(km'”(ﬁprl"l)), where k is the steplength and p is the
order of the method. Thus,-p 1 and p= 2 for the backward Euler-Maruyama and Crank-
Nicolson-Maruyama methods, respectively.

We will also use the following relation betweép and/A, see the proof of Theorem 4.4

in [15],
HAg‘@h/\iaV”EZ(@) < HV”EZ(@)a ac [_%71]3 \AS HO = LZ(-@)a (210)

where 27, is the orthogonal projecto#;, : H® — V.

Finally, we remark that the assumption thiatis convex and polygonal guarantees that
the triangulations can be exactly fittedi& and that we have the elliptic regularjty(|,;2( ;) <
C|[AV||,(2) for ve D(A). This simplifies the error analysis of the finite element roethThe
assumption of quasi-uniformity guarantees that we havexarse inequality and is only used
in the proof of the case € [0, %] of (2.10). In particular, it is not needed for the proof of
Theoreni 2.1 and not for the caBe- 1 (trace class noise) in the error analysis in Thedrein 4.1
below.

3. A stochastic trigonometric method for the discretisatim in time. In order to dis-
cretise efficiently the finite element problem(2.5), [or §2i6 time one is often interested
in using explicit methods with large step sizes. A standgor@ach for the deterministic
case is the leap-frog scheme, but unfortunately one hagesite restriction due to stabil-
ity issues. In the present paper, we will consider a stoahastension of the trigonometric
methods. The trigonometric methods are particularly wetesl for the numerical discretisa-
tion of second-order differential equations with highlciiatory solutions, se€ [9, Chapter
XlII] for more details. As stated above, the exact solutiéfZo8) is found by the variation-
of-constants formula and given By (P.9). We can wg¢t) as

Cht) AP 3.1

B
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with Cy(t) = cos(t/\ﬁ/z) and S(t) = sin(t/\ﬁ/z). Discretising the stochastic integral in the
sense of 1td, that is, evaluating the integrand at thedatt-point of the interval, leads us
to the stochastic trigonometric method. We Kkebe the time step size and? = uno and
U2 = Vi, and obtain the numerical schetd&"! = Eq(k)U" + Ex(k) Z,BAW", that is,

[ﬂgii]: Ch(K) /\hl/zsn(k)] {U{‘] +[/\h1/28h(k)} PN (32)

“ANPs(k) Gk | VU2 Ch(k)
whereAW" =W(t,,1) —W(t,) denotes the Wiener increments. Here we thus get an approx-
imationU{ & un j (ta) of the exact solution of our finite element problem at the iteetimes
tn - nk.
REMARK 3.1. The stochastic trigonometric methof@&2) are easily adapted to the
numerical time discretisation of (N-dimensional) systefsonlinear stochastic differential
equations of the form

X(t) + w?X(t) = G(X(t) +W(t),

wherew € RN*N is a symmetric positive definite matrix andxG< RN is a smooth nonlin-
earity. In this case, one obtains the following explicit rawimal scheme[3]

X[ [ cogkw)  w tsin(kw)] [X]
e -| |5

Xyt —wsinkw)  cogkw) | |XI -
N Eye(oxD) @ tsin(ke)] yum '
K (WoG(DX]) + W1G(PX[H ) cogkw) ’

where k denotes the step size al¥" = W(tn,1) —W(t,) the Wiener increments. Here
Y = Y(kw) and® = g(kw), where the filter functiong, ¢ are even, real-valued functions
with ¢(0) = ¢(0) = 1. Moreover, we haviy = (ip(kw), W1 = ¢ (kw) with even functions
Wo, Y1 satisfyingyp(0) = g1(0) = 1. The purpose of these filter functions is to attenuate
numerical resonances. Moreover, the choice of the filtections may also have a substantial
influence on the long-time properties of the method,[Seej@p&r XlII] for the deterministic
case. We will not deal with these issues in the present paper.

Numerical experiments for the nonlinear stochastic waweaégn

du— Audt = G(u) dt + dw

with a smooth nonlinearity G will be provided in Sectidn 6 mder to demonstrate the effi-
ciency of this approach. We leave a theoretical investayadf the nonlinear case for future
works.

For a more detailed derivation of the trigonometric methudigs use for nonlinear wave
equations we refer td [9, Chapter XIlI] and [2] for the detéristic case and td [1] and][3]
for the stochastic case.

In the next section we will see that this explicit numericathod permits the use of large
time step sizek and that the error bounds are independent of the spatial sissh; some
of these properties are not shared by, for example, the tackiauler-Maruyama scheme,
the Stormer-Verlet scheme or the Crank-Nicolson-Marugacheme, as we will see in the
numerical experiments in Sectibh 6.

4. Mean-square convergence analysisin this section, we will derive mean-square
error bounds for the stochastic trigonometric mettiod (33)r main result is a global error
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estimate for the time discretisation in Theorfen 4.1. ltopiebased on bounds for the locall

errors in Lemm&4l2. Finally, we formulate an error estinfatehe full discretisation.
THEOREM4.1. Consider the numerical discretisation @.3) by the stochastic trigono-

metric schemd3.2) with temporal step size k. The global strong errors of the exical

scheme satisfy the following estimates:

o If [AB-D/2QL/2| 45 < o for someB > 0, then

IUF = Un1(tn) |y q o) < CKMMAL I AB-2/2QY2) .
o If [AB-D/2Q1/2|| s < o for someB > 1, then
U2 = tn 2(t) ||y ri0) < CKMME-2H | AB-1/2Q12 ) g,

The constant G= C(T) is independent of h, k, and n with£ nk<T.
For the proof of the above theorem, we will need the followiggma:
LEMMA 4.2. Let the local defects't= [d,d5]T be defined by

i1 -~
A 1= [ A S (tns1— ) PraW(S) — Ay S (k) ZHAW,
the1

d3 = Ch(th+1— ) ZndW(s) — Cn(K) ZhAW".

tn

We have the following estimates:
o If [AB-D/2Q1/2||4s < oo for someB > 0, then

E[||d7[12, )] + EllIA, 7232, )] < CRMNEBHL3AB=1/2QY2 2
o If [AB-D/2Q1/2||4s < oo for someB > 1, then
12 28 B
E(|A7 (12 ()] + ElIdBIIE, ) < CKMME-L3HAB-1/2QH2| B

The constant G= C(T) is independent of h, k, and n with+ nk<T.
Proof. We begin by showing

(S0(®) = Sa(DAL )| 40y < Clt =5, Befo.1] (4.1)
For 3 = 0 andvy, € \}, we use the triangle inequality and the boundedne $5(0f:
[ (Sh(t) = Sh(9)VhllLy(2) < 2lIVhllLy(2) = 2lIVhlIno-
For B = 1 andv, € V}, we use the fact that
t t 12
(Sh(t) — Sh(S))Vh = /S Dy Sh(F )V dr — /S Ca(r)AY 2y
and hence

1/2
1(Sh(t) = SuOMhllLyo) < It = SIIAT WhllLy() = It = Sll[Vallna.

A well-known interpolation argument then yields

1(Sa(t) — Sa(S))VhllLy(2) < Clt—SIP [Vhllhg,  Vn € Vi, B €1[0,1],
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which is [4.1).
We now consided] with 8 € [0,1]. By I1td’s isometry [2.2) and (411) we have

n tn+1 7/ 2
Elld)12, )] = E | / A St =9~ SK) W) | ]

= [0 (S(9)  $1K) Qs
-B/2 1)/2
< [~ sn<k>>Ah‘” I 0y OS2 Q42 B
< CREHIAS V2 7,QY s
Using also[[2.10) witlw = (B — 1)/2 € [—3,0] we obtain
IR 2 QY s = A2 20 PN B 2QY s

-1)/2 _(B— _
< INPIR N B0 o |APD2QH2) g
< CAB-D/2QY2||ys.

This proves

E[||d][IZ, )] < CRFHHIAPD/2QY2| B,

which is the desired bound wh@ne [0, 1). Whenf > 1, we simply observe thgf\~F=1/2|| 10, <

C, so that by the already proven case
E[[| 1?2 < CRIQY?|lEs < CKIAP-D/2QY2| B A~ /2%, 1o,
< CIRAPV/2Q 2| fs.

This is the desired result f@ > 1.
Similarly we find for the second componedftwith 8 € [1,2]:

B{I81Z, 0] < [ (G~ Calk)A B /2% o s AP V2,02
where, similar to[{4]1),
1Ca(t) = Ca(sDA, P2 oy <Clt =P, Be (1,2,
Hence, using als¢(2.110) now with= (8 — 1)/2 € [0, 3], we obtain
E[|d3|I2, 5] < CREHABD/2QY2|2

for B € [1,2]. For > 2 the defect is of the ordée?.
The bounds foE[H/\l/zd”HLz(@ ] andIE[H/\;l/zdgHEZ(@)] are proved in the same way.
We now turn to the proof of our main result on the strong cogeace of the numerical

method [(3.R).
Proof. [Proof of Theoreni4]1] We definE/" := U]' — unj(tn), j = 1,2, andF" =

[FP,FMT. First of all we remark that

”Uln - Uh,l(tn)”Ez(Qﬁo) = ||Fln||EZ(Q7|-'|0) = E[HF{]HEZ(@)].
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Substituting the exact solutiok, = [Un 1,Un ] of (2Z.8) into the numerical schenfe(B.2), we
obtain

Xn(tnr1) = En(K)Xn(tn) + En(k) 22,BAW" +d"
with the defectl” := [d],d}]" defined in Lemm&Z]2 anBl,(t) defined in [311). We thus
obtain the following formula for the errde"*:

FM = En(K)F" +d" = En(th1)F° + Z)Eh(tn,,-)dl = Z)Eh(tn,j)dl,
= I=

sinceF® = 0. Taking expectations gives us for the first component
n—-1 2 :|

3 (Colto-1 )+ Ay St 1))

J:

—E [ (?z:ch(tnlj)d{a Ticﬁ(t““)dil)

n-1 -1 _
+( wm«w,A”%mlm)
,Zo j)dq i; h b

E[IFI1Z,)] :E[ Lo(2)

n—1 . n-1
+(A”%m1w,cmlm)
JZO h j)d; i; 1

n—1 . n-1
+(A”%m1w,A”%muwﬂ
JZO h j)d; i; h >

Here we use the independencedgg andd{‘2 withi,j =0,...,n—1fori # j to get

n—1 . )
E[IFI2,)] =E| 3 Cltn-1-)e,Onlo-1-)l)
=
n—1 . )
+3 (Cnltn-1- DAL AL Y2 S (ta-1-)d))
=

n—1 . .
- zomg”zsmtn,P ))d3,Ch(th-1j)dd)
=
A1 Nl A2 g
+ 3 S 1 ) A S 1))
J:
= Nl L A—1/2 (12
_zOIE[HCh(tn,l,J)dl—i-/\h Sh(tn—l—J)dzﬂLz(%}
=

n-1
_ 1o
<23 (ElldliE o) + BN i)
=
Now we can apply Lemnia4.2 for the estimates of the detd{czmddé and get
n .
E[||Fl“||fz(@)} <C zokmln{ZBJrl,Ba}H/\(Bfl)/ZQl/ZHaS
J:

< C(T K22 AB-2/2QH2 2
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Therefore we obtain
U = Una(tn) [l y000) = E[HF{]HEZ(@)} < CKMMBLH AB-D/2Q12)| g

forB > 0.
For the second componentef we obtain

n—1 . L2
E[IFfIZ,0) =E[| j;(—Aﬁ/Z&anflfodi+Ch<tnf1fi>di> luyio)

n—-1
1/2 j j
= ZOE[”_Ah/ Shitn-1-1)di +Ch(tn-1-))d317, ()]

i
A2 2 2
SCJZO(H/\h A5, (9 T 110215, (9))-
Thus we get with Lemmia4.2, B > 1:
n .
E[HF;HEZ(@)} <C zokmln{Zﬁfl,S}H/\(Bfl)/ZQl/ZHaS
J:
< CcKmin{26-2.2) ”/\(Bfl)/le/zlms

and

1U5 =t ) (110, = /ELIFSIIE, ] < CRTMELL | AB-D/2QY2

d

We can now collect the convergence results for the spacestisation and for the time
discretisation. This gives us the following theorem.

THEOREM4.3. Consider the numerical solution dL.7) by the finite element method in
space with a maximal mesh size h and the numerical scif@@ewith a time step size k on
the time interval0, T]. Let us denote the discrete time Ryt nk. Let % = [ug, Vo] and let
X = [u1,Up]" and %, = [un 1,Un2]" be given byZ.7)and (Z.9), respectively. IfiXoll,q ne) <
w, the following estimates hold fort 0, where Gt) is an increasing function of the time t.
o IfUno = Phlo, Vho = PhVo and if || AB~1/2QY2|| s < o for someB € [0,3], then

1UP — ta(tn) o) < C(T) (1282 kALY ) | AB1/2Q42)
o If Uno = Znlo, Vno = PnVo and if | AF~1/2QL/2| 45 < oo for someB € [1,4], then
U Uatn) o) < O(T) (2P ~2/24 k(B8 ) | A(B-0/2Q12)

Proof. This follows from Theoren{s 2.1 ahd #.1 by the triangle iradiy 0

5. Atrace formula for the numerical solution. In this section, we look at a geometric
property of the exact solution of the wave equation. It is\skndhat, in the deterministic
setting, the linear wave equation is a Hamiltonian partitiecential equation, wherein the
total energy (or Hamiltonian) of the problem is conserveddt times. However, in the
stochastic case considered here, the expected value aféhgyegrows linearly with the time
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t. This is stated in the next theorem for the semidiscretisatif our linear stochastic wave
equation[(T1). For a nonlinear version of this so-calladdrformula we refer ta [24].

THEOREM 5.1. Consider the numerical solution ¢ff. 1) by the finite element method
in space with a maximal mesh size h. Letﬁ([uh,l,uh,z]T be given by2.9). The expected
value of the energy of the exact solution of the semidisgretelem(2.3) with initial values
Xn(0) = [Uno,Vho]T € L2(Q,Vh) satisfies:

1 1/2 1 1/2
E[ 5 (1A 2una 011, 0 + lun2®)1,5)) | = E[ 5 (1A 2nollZy ) + ¥hollZ, )]

1
+ EtTI’(QZthh)

for all times t> 0.
Proof. We recall that the solution o (2.5%n(t) = [un1(t),un2(t)]", with initial values
Xn(0) = [Uno,Vho]T can be written as

Xa(t) = EnD(0) + [ Ent—9) 2BAN(S)

Therefore we get for the first summand of the energy, i. e.ptitential energy,

t 2
E[IAY a0 0] = B[N GOm0+ Si0mo+ [ st -9 |

=E [H/\ﬁ/zch(t)uh,oﬂfz(@) +[Sa(t)VhollF,)
t 2 1/2
| [ St =) ZhaW(s) 4 2(A*Calt)tho, (1) o)
t
+2(A O tno [ Sit-97naw(s))
t
+2(SiOvho, [ St—9naw(s)]
=E[IA} *Ca(t)tnoll?, ) + | Si(tVhol 2,

+ H ./: Sh(t— s)%d\N(s)Hiz(% + Z(Aﬁ/zch(t)uh,oaSh(t)vh,o)}

using the fact that the above It6 integrals are normallfrithisted with mean 0.
For the second summand we obtain

1/2
E[llun2®)12,5)] = E[IAY*S:0unollZ, ) + IOnOvRolZ, )

+ H ./: Ch(t— s)%d\N(s)H — Z(Aﬁ/ZCh(t)uhp, Sh(t)vh,o)] ,

2
L2(2)

Now, we use Itd’s isometry to compute, for example,

E[H ,/(: St = S)“@“dW(S)Hiz(@)} - ./;HS‘“ —9)7Q"?|fisds.

Then, combining these expressions and using a trigonameémntity leads to the statement
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of the theorem:
E 5 (1A 21 (01,0 + un2®)12 )] = E[5 (IAY nol, ) + nol2y )]
+ QY R
= 2 (1A ol o) + 1umoll )

1
+ SATH(QP).

The last equality follows from the definitions of the HS-nomifi the operato and of the
projector&:

| 20QY2||3s = Tr((ZnQY2)(2hQY2)*) = Tr(ZnQPn).

This concludes the proadil
REMARK 5.2. We would like to point out, that an alternative proof of theoab result
can be obtained usingdts formula, see for examplgl[4, Theorem 4.17], to the florcti

1, .12
F(Un) = 5 (1A UnallE, o) + [Unall?, 2)-

We are now able to show that the numerical solution given bystachastic trigonometric
scheme preserves this geometric property of the exacicolot the finite element problem
(239).

THEOREM5.3. Under the assumptions of Theorem] 5.1, the numerical solatiq2.5)
by the stochastic trigonometric meth@I2) with a step size k preserves the linear drift of the
expected value of the energy, i. e.,

1 1
E |5 (AT 20012, 0) + 1U512,90) | = B[ 5 (1A ol 9 + Vol ) |

1
+ étnTr(«@hQ«@h)

for all times t, = nk > 0.
Proof. The stochastic part of the method can be written as an té@ial and we obtain
due to the Itd isometry

E ||Sn(k)32hAW“*1||E2(%} :E[H t:"1sn(k)gzholvv(s)

2
Lz(@)}
th
= [ IS0 2Q 7 s
n—-1

Similarly to the proof of Theoren 3.1 we thus get

1 2 1 _ _
E[ 5 (A 2080 +1U312,0) | = E 5 (1A 207112, 0 + U510
k
+ ETr(WhQQh).

A recursion now concludes the pro@fTo conclude this section, we would like to remark that
already for stochastic ordinary differential equatiohg, growth rate of the expected energy
along the numerical solutions given by the forward (or baatdy Euler-Maruyama scheme
and the midpoint rule, se&l[1] and references therein, isowect. Indeed, for the forward
Euler-Maruyama scheme, one has an exponential drift inxpeated value of the energy.
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6. Numerical examples.Let us consider the example given|in[17]:

du— Audt = dw, (x,t) € (0,1) % (0,1),
u(0,t) =u(1,t) =0, te (0,1), (6.1)
u(x,0) = cogm(x—1/2)), u(x,0) =0, xe€ (0,1).

The solution of this stochastic partial differential eqoatwill now be numerically approx-
imated with a finite element method in space and the stochizigionometric method (3.2)
in time. For the below numerical experiments, we will coesitivo kinds of noise: a space-
time white noise with covariance opera@r=| and a correlated one. For correlated noise
we choose) = A3 with s € R and recall the relatiof$ < 1+s—d/2, whered =1 is the
dimension of the problem, see the discussion dftef (2.3).

Before we start with our numerical experiments, let us briefiplain how we approxi-
mate the noise present in the above stochastic partiateliffeal equation. From the Fourier
expansion(Z]1), we have for gfl € V;:

(PhBW", X)Ly(7) = Zlyl'l/ZABjn(eJaX)Lz@)’
j=

where{y;, e; }‘J?°:l are the eigenpairs of the covariance oper@arith orthonormal eigenvec-
tors{ej}{_,, and{B;}{_, are mutually independent standard real-valued Browniatiome
with Gaussian incrgmenﬁﬁ}‘ = [_BJ- (tn) — [_5,- (th-1) ~ VkA(0,1). As explaingd in[[17], un-
der some assumptions on the triangulation and the op&patore can approximate the above
expansion with

J

2

(PobW™, X)) ~ Zv,l/ DB (&), X)Ly(2):
J:

with an integed > Ny, whereN, = dim(V4,), while retaining the convergence rate, to obtain
the semidiscrete solution, sée (2.9),

J
X0 =En®%o+ Y V2 [ Enit—9.7480 di(5).
=

Figure[6.1 confirms the results on the spatial discretisatibour linear stochastic wave
equation stated in Theordm R.1. The spatial errors in thedasponent of our problem
are displayed for various values of the paramste®n the one hand we consider a space-
time white noise withQ =1, and henc¢8 < 1/2, and on the other hand, different correlated
noises withQ=A"5,i.e., 3 < 1/2+s. The corresponding convergence rates are observed.
Here, we simulate the exact solution with the numerical osiagia very small step size,

i. €., Kexact= hexact= 2~ 8. The expected values are approximated by computing avemge

M = 100 samples.

We are now interested in the time-discretisation of the algiochastic wave equation
for various spatial meshes. Figurel6.2 displays the stromay at timet = 1 in the first
component of the solution for space-time white noise withO and for correlated noise with
s=1/2, respectively. One observes the order of convergenadsitafTheoreri4]1 and the
fact that these errors are independent of the spatial disatien. Again, the exact solution is
approximated by the stochastic trigonometric method withrg small step SizReyact= 28
We usehexact= 22,2719, resp., 211 for the spatial discretisations. Agalih= 100 samples
are used for the approximation of the expected values.
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) k=278, M=100 samples

T
—e—B<1/2
— Order 1/3
—*—p<1
— Order 2/3 [
——B<32

Order 2

FIGURE 6.1. Spatial errors: The k-error in the first component decreases with ordéfh

Next, we compare our time integrator with the following sliagl numerical schemes for
stochastic differential equations. When applied to theeneyuation in the forni.(2.4), these
schemes are:

1. The backward Euler-Maruyama schekig! = X" + kAX™1 + BAW", see for ex-
ample [14] or[21]. The strong rate of convergence for thistrad is & (k™n(B/2.1),
see([16, Theorem 4.12].

2. A stochastic version of the Stormer-Verlet scheme,ingiX = [Xg,Xo]T,

k
XS+1/2 _ in—i- iAXf +W(tn+1/2) —W(tn),
X[ = XD kg

k
XPHL = xDH2 4 QAXfHJFW(th) —W(thi1/2)-

For an application of this scheme to the Langevin equatianrefer to [28]. We
were not able to find any references on the strong rate of cgexiee of this numer-
ical method.

3. The Crank-Nicolson-Maruyama schernel[10]

k
xn+1 — Xn + EA()(f'H»l + Xn) + BAWn

The strong rate of convergencedgk™n(28/31) see[[16, Theorem 4.12)].
We apply these schemes to the finite element approximaticheofinear problem[{611)
with truncated noise. Note that both the backward EulerdMama scheme and the Crank-
Nicolson-Maruyama scheme are implicit. Figlirel 6.3 presth various strong convergence
rates of the above numerical integrators, once with whitsenand once with correlated
noise withQ = A~1/2, One observes that the numerical solution given by thengtoiVerlet
method explodes for larger values of the step-$iz¢his computation was stopped when
the deterministic non-stable regime of the scheme wasatai For all the experiments we
usehexact= 210 for the spatial discretisation. The reference solutioroimputed using the
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& s=0, M=100 samples

10 1 ~

—O—h2t
—Hk—p=2710
——h=2"°
Order 1/2

.
10" 10°
k

s=1/2, M=100 samples

10 |

10°F

—O— ph=2 1t
—F— =210
—— h=2"

— Order1

10° 10" 10°

FIGURE 6.2. Temporal errors: The j-error in the first component decreases with ord@rand is independent
of the mesh-grid h.

stochastic trigonometric method with the step $izgq= 2 6. AgainM = 100 samples are
used.

In the following numerical experiment, we are concernedhwlie trace formula of Sec-
tion[H. Figurd 6.1 illustrates the trace formula of the nun®rsolution. Here, we choose
s=1/2 and henc@ < 1 and display the expected value of the energy along the ricahso-
lution of the above stochastic linear wave equation withimgggish = 0.1 andk = 0.1 on the
long time interval0,500. We tookM = 15000 samples to approximate the expected energy
of our problem. A comparison with other time integratorsiisgented in Figure8.5. One
notes that all these numerical schemes do not reproducieéa growth of the expected en-
ergy correctly. This fact is already known for the backwatdele-Maruyama scheme applied
to a finite-dimensional linear stochastic oscillator[25].

Finally we consider a nonlinear stochastic wave equatibe,Sine-Gordon equation



A trigonometric method for the stochastic wave equation 15

s=0, h=2"%, M=100 samples

10°F —©— Error BEM [
—%— Error SV
—— Error CNM
—H&— Error STM
S Order 1/4
0 Order 1/3
Order 1/2
T

10°

—S— Error BEM [§
—— Error SV
—— Error CNM
—&— Error STM
Order 1/2
Order 2/3
I Orqer 1

FIGURE 6.3. Ly-error in the first component of the numerical solutions gil®y the Stormer-Verlet method
(SV), the backward Euler-Maruyama scheme (BEM), the Chiokison-Maruyama scheme (CNM) and the
stochastic trigopnometric method (STM).

driven by additive noise:

du— Audt = —sin(u) dt + dw, (x,t) € (0,1) x (0,1),

u(0,t) = u(1,t) =0, te (0,1),

U(Xa O) = 07 U(Xa O) = 1[%%]()()7 X€ (Oa 1)a
where 1(x) denotes the indicator function for the intervallhe corresponding deterministic
problem is studied for example ial[7]. We solve this problegaia with a finite element

method in space and in time we use the stochastic trigon@metthod[(3.B) withG(X(t)) =
—sin(X(t)) and the filter functions proposed [n [8]:

Y(&) =sinc(&), @(&)=sindg), yo(&)=cog&)sinc (&), Yi(§)=sinc (&),
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h=0.1, k=0.1, M=15000 samples
3000 . : . .

T
Exact
—*— Stochastic Trigonometric method

2500

2000

Energy 15001

1000

500 -

I I I I I I I I
0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450 500

FIGURE 6.4. Trace-formula: The stochastic trigonometric method presg exactly the linear growth of the
expected value of the energy.

h=0.1, M=1000 samples
500 : : :

T T

—S— BEM with k=0.001

asol| X SVwith k=0.05 |
—<— CNM with k=0.1

Exact

400
350
300
Energy 250
200
150

100

FIGURE 6.5. Although using a small time step size, the backward Eulerdyma scheme (BEM) does
not reproduce the linear growth of the expected energy. Tomer@r-Verlet method (SV) and the Crank-Nicolson-
Maruyama scheme (CNM) yield better results even with a taigee step size.

where sin¢é) = sin(&)/&. In the upper plot of Figure 8.6, we show the expected enefrgy o
the numerical solution of the Sine-Gordon equation whegetvariance operator is given by
Q=1. Evenfor alarge step-sixe= 0.1, one can observe the good behaviour of the numerical
scheme. In the lower figure, we display the convergence oatté first component with a
covariance operat@ = A1, Again, we approximate the exact solution with a finite elatme
solution and the stochastic trigonometric scheme ukipg:= 2® andheyact=2"°.
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s=0,h=0.1, k=0.1, M=1000 samples

3000 T

Exact %

—*— Stochastic trigonometric method

2500

2000

1500

Energy
1000 i
500 B
o i
-500 L L L L L L L L L
0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450 500
t
, s=1, M=100 samples, h=2"°
10 T
107 B
107 B
—<— Error STM
Order 1
10° L
10° 10" 10°

FIGURE 6.6. In the nonlinear case, the stochastic trigonometric methmserves almost exactly the linear
growth of the expected value of the energy (above figure). Lpkeror in the first component of the numerical
solution given by the stochastic trigonometric method eases with ordet.
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