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CONVERGENCE OF TAMED EULER SCHEMES FOR A CLASS
OF STOCHASTIC EVOLUTION EQUATIONS

ISTVAN GYONGY, SOTIRIOS SABANIS, DAVID SISKA

ABSTRACT. We prove stability and convergence of a full discretization for a
class of stochastic evolution equations with super-linearly growing operators
appearing in the drift term. This is done by using the recently developed
tamed Euler method, which employs a fully explicit time stepping, coupled
with a Galerkin scheme for the spatial discretization.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we investigate the convergence of full discretizations, explicit in time,
of stochastic evolution equations

du(t) = Au(t)dt + Bu(t)dW (t), t € [0,T] (1.1)

with the drift term governed by a super-linearly growing operator. When the op-
erator appearing in the drift term grows at most linearly then the classical explicit
Euler scheme applied to stochastic evolution equations is convergent (when coupled
appropriately with the spatial discretization), see, for example, Gyongy and Mil-
let [6]. If the operator appearing in the drift term grows faster than linearly then
one would, in general, not expect the explicit Euler scheme to be convergent (this
is the case even in the setting of fully deterministic evolution equations). Instead,
one would typically consider the implicit Euler scheme which is convergent in this
situation (see, for example, Gyongy and Millet [6]). The price one pays is the
increased computational effort required at each time step of the numerical scheme.

Hutzenthaler, Jentzen and Kloeden [9] have observed that the absolute moments
of explicit Euler approximations for stochastic differential equations with super-
linearly growing coefficients may diverge to infinity at finite time. This led to
development of “tamed” Euler schemes for stochastic differential equations. This
was pioneered in Hutzenthaler, Jentzen and Kloeden [10] and, using different tech-
niques, in Sabanis [16]. A taming-like technique in the form of truncation has been
proposed by Roberts and Tweedie [14] in the context of Markov chain Monte Carlo
methods. Further work on explicit numerical approximations of stochastic differen-
tial equations with super-linearly growing coefficients can be found in Tretyakov and
Zhang [19], Hutzenthaler and Jentzen [12], Sabanis [17] as well Dareiotis, Kumar
and Sabanis [I§].

Moreover Hutzenthaler, Jentzen and Kloeden [IT] have demonstrated that to apply
multilevel Monte Carlo methods (see Heinrich [7], [8] and Giles [3]) to stochastic
differential equations with super-linearly growing coefficients one must “tame” the
explicit Euler scheme. In this paper we use the idea of “taming” to devise a new
type of a convergent explicit scheme for a class of stochastic evolution equations
with super-linearly growing operators in the drift term.

Date: 20th September 2018.


http://arxiv.org/abs/1407.7107v2

2 ISTVAN GYONGY, SOTIRIOS SABANIS, DAVID SISKA

The article is organised as follows. In Section[2l we introduce the numerical scheme,
give the precise assumptions and state the main result in Theorem 2.3 Essential
a priori estimates are proved in Section Bl In Section [] we first use the a priori
estimates and a compactness argument to extract weakly convergent subsequences
and limits of the approximation. The remaining step is to identify the weak limit of
the approximation of the nonlinear term with the nonlinear term in the equation.
This is done using a monotonicity argument in Section [ where Theorem 2.3 is
finally proved. In Section Bl we provide examples of stochastic partial differential
equations where the numerical scheme can be applied.

2. MAIN RESULTS

Let T' > 0. Let (Q2,F,P) be a probability space and let (F;).c[0,r) be a filtration
such that Fy contains all the P-null sets of F.

Let K > 0 and p € [2,00) be given constants. Let p* := p/(p — 1). For a reflexive,
separable Banach space (X, | - ||x) let X* and || - ||x+ denote its dual space and
the norm on the dual space respectively. For f € X* and v € X we use (f,v) to
denote the duality pairing. By LP(0,T; X) we denote the Lebesgue—Bochner space
of equivalence classes of measurable functions with values in X that satisfy

T 1/p
Izl Lo o,7;x) = (/O ||$(t)|§(dt)> < 00

By LP(£2; X) we denote the Lebesgue—Bochner space of random variables with val-
ues in X and such that the norm

1
2/l o0 x) = E(|z][5))"

is finite. Finally by £P(X) we denote the Lebesgue-Bochner space of dt x P-
equivalence classes of (Ft):e[o,r1-adapted and X-valued stochastic process that sat-
isfy

1/p

T
2l ce(x) == (E/O |x(t)||§(dt> < 0.

We say that an operator C' : X x{ — X* is measurable with respect to some G C F
if for any v, w € X the real-valued random variable (Cv, w) is G-measurable.

We assume that, with respect to (F¢)iejo,77, (Wt)iepo,r] is @ cylindrical Q-Wiener
process with @@ = I on a separable Hilbert space (U, (-, )u, |- |v). We assume that
there are (V1,] - [lvy) and (Va, | - ||v,), separable and reflexive Banach spaces that
are densely and continuously embedded in H, where (H, (-,-),|-|) is a Hilbert space
identified with its dual. We thus have two Gelfand triples

Vis H—= V>, ie{l,2}.

Let A; with i € {1,2} be operators defined on V; x Q with values in V;*. Let B; with
i € {1,2} be operators defined on V; x £ with values in Ly(U, H), where Lo(U, H)
is the space of Hilbert—Schmidt operators from U to H.

Let V := V3 NV, and let the norm in V be given by || - || :== || - v, + || - lva-
Assume that V' is separable and dense in both V; and V5. Using Gajewski, Groger
and Zacharias [4], Kapitel I, Satz 5.13] one observes that the dual V* of V' can be
identified with

Vir+ Vo ={f=f+fo: freV], foeVy}
and that for all f € V*
[ fllve = inf{max(|[ f1[lv;,

\fallvy) s f=fitfo, eV, fae Vo)



TAMED EULER SCHEMES FOR STOCHASTIC EVOLUTION EQUATIONS 3

We consider stochastic evolution equations of the form
du(t) = [Ayu(t) + Agu(t)]dt + [Byu(t) + Bau(t)|dW (), t € [0,T], (2.1)

where 4(0) = ug with up a given H-valued and Fp-measurable random variable.
Let A:= A; + A5 and B := By + By. The operator A is defined on V' x Q with
values in V* and the operator B is defined on V' x Q with values in Lo(U, H). Then

we can write ([2.I)) as (I.1J).

We impose the following assumptions on the operators.

Assumption 1. Let 4; : V; x Q — V;* be Fy-measurable operators for i € {1, 2}.
Let B; : V; x Q — Lo(U, H) be such that for any v € V;, u € U and h € H the
real-valued random variable ((B;v)u, h) is Fo-measurable for i € {1,2}. Moreover
assume that the following conditions hold.

Monotonicity:

2(Av — Aw,v —w) + | Bv — Bw||2L2(U7H) < Klv—w[* forall v,weV.

Coercivity: there is u > 0 such that
2(Ajv,v) + ||B11)H%2(U,H) < —plvll3, + K1+ [v]?) forall ve V.

and
2(Aqv,v) + HBQU||%2(U7H) < K(1+[v]?) forall veVs.
Growth:
||A10||%/1* <K+ Hv||%/l) for all veV
and
||A2v|\p2* < K@+ |v|},) forall veVa.
as well as

HB”H%Z(U,H) < K1+ [v]?) forall veH.
Hemicontinuity: for any v,w and z in V'

(A(v + ew), z) = (Av,z) as € — 0.

We now define what is meant by solution of (L.I]).

Definition 2.1 (Solution). Let ug be an Fy-measurable H-valued random variable.
We say that a continuous, H-valued and (F;)¢cjo,7-adapted process u is a solution
to (L)) if u is dt x P almost everywhere V-valued, if u € £2(V;) N LP(V,) and if for
every t € [0,7] and every v € V, almost surely,

(u(t),v) = (ug,v) +/O (Au(s),v)ds +/O (v, Bu(s)dW(s)).

To the best knowledge of the authors, existence and uniqueness has not been proved
for this class of stochastic evolution equations. Pardoux [I3] considers the situation
where the stochastic evolution equation is governed by a sum of monotone, coercive
and hemicontinuous operators satisfying certain growth condition. However the
operator A, in our case only satisfies a type of “degenerate” coercivity condition.
Hence the existence theorem from Pardoux [I3] does not apply. We prove that
a solution to (LI} must be unique in Theorem and we prove existence of the
solution in Theorem 2.3

Theorem 2.2 (Uniqueness). The solution of (1)), specified by Definition [21], is
unique, provided that the Growth and Monotonicity conditions in Assumption [ are
satisfied.
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We prove Theorem 2.2lin Section [l Let us now describe the discretization scheme
for the stochastic evolution equation (2.1I). For the space discretization let (V;,)men
be a Galerkin scheme for V. To be precise we assume that V,, C V are finite
dimensional spaces with the dimension of V;, equal to m. We further assume that
Vin € Vg1 for all m € N and that

lim inf{flv—¢| : ¢ €V} =0 Yo e V.
m—o0
(this is referred to as the limited completeness of the Galerkin scheme). We will
need the following projection operators.
Assumption 2. For any m € N let II,,, : V* — V,, satisfy the following:

(1) For any v € Vy,,, 0 = w.

(2) If f € V* and v € V then (f,I,,v) = (v, 1L, f).

(3) If g, h € H then (Il,,g9,h) = (I, h, g) and |, k| < |A].

(4) There is a constant, depending on m and denoted by ¢(m), such that

[T, f|? < c(m)]||f||3~ forall feV*.

In applications this assumption is easily satisfied. In particular if {¢; € V' : j =
1,2,...} is an orthonormal basis in H then taking V,, := span{y1,...,pm} is a
Galerkin scheme for V. Taking II,,f := Z;n:l(f, @;)p; satisfies the first three
conditions in Assumption 2l Moreover, the following holds

Z fvcpj
j=1

where ¢(m) = 377, llojll3-. Thus the fourth condition in Assumption B is also
satisfied. Let {x;}ien be an orthonormal basis of U. Fix k € N and define

m

L, f|* =

{f: 1) <|\f|\v*ZII%IIV—C( WA
j=1

j=1

Mw

XJ UXj-
j:l

For the time discretization take n € N, let 7, :== T'/n and define the grid points on
an equidistant grid as ¢} := 7,4, ¢ = 0,1,...,n. Further consider some sequence
((ng, mg, ke))een such that ng,my and ke all go to infinity as £ — oo.

Let ¢ denote a generic positive constant that may depend on 7', on the constants
arising in the continuous embeddings V; — H — V;*, 4 = 1,2 and on the constants
arising in Assumptions [[land [3 but that is always independent of the discretization
parameters m, k and n. Define sy, (t) =t} if t € [t{"*, ;") fori =0,...,n,—1 and
kn,(T) =T. Fix some £ € N (and hence my, ny and ky). Let ug(0) be a V,,,, valued
Fo-measurable approximation of ug. For example we can take uy(0) := II,,,ug but

other approximations are possible. For ¢t > 0 we define a process uy by

up(t) = ue(0) + /0 I, [A1ue(Kin, (5)) + A2 pue(kn,(s))] ds

. (2.2)
b [ T B ()W, 9)
0
where we use the “tamed” operator As ¢ defined by
1
Ao v = (2.3)

A
1+ ng—1/2[ILy, Ago] 2"
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for any v € Vo. We will use the following notation: u.(t) := u¢(kn,(t)) and ae(v) :=
II,,,[A1v + Az pv]. Then (Z2)) is equivalent to

we(t) = ue(0) + /Ot ap(te(s))ds + /Ot I, Biig(s)dWy, (s). (2.4)

In particular at the time-grid points we have, for i =0,1,...,n, — 1

ue(tify) = we(ti) + ae(we(ti))mn, + m, Bue(t;*) AWy, (tit1),
where AWy, (74 ) == Wi, (ti1) — Wi, (t*). This in turn is equivalent to
wp () — wp(ti* AW, (1™
é( 'L+1)T é( i ) :ag(w(t?‘)) +Hm[B’lL,e(t7[) ke( z+1).

Tre

12

We list below the properies which are satisfied by the tamed operator As ,. These
are consequences of its structure and the assumed properties of As. For brevity let,
for any v € Vs,

1
Ty(v) :== . (2.5)
1+ n;1/2|Hm[A2’U|
Then for any v € V5,
T, Az 0| = To(v) T, Agv| < 0y (2.6)
and also, using the Growth assumption on As,
[A2,00][72 = Te(v)" [|[Agvly; < K(1+ [[o][7,)- (2.7)

Furthermore, using the Coercivity assumption on As, we note that for all v € V,,,,
we have

2( Az v, v) = 2Ty(v)(Agv,v) < K(1+ |v]?). (2.8)
Thus the weaker coercivity assumption that has been made about A is retained.
Consider, for a moment, that Ay satisfies the “usual” coercivity condition

2(A20,0) + | Bovll% ) < —allolly, + K(L+ o) for all ve V.

We see that in this case the best coercivity we can get from this for As , is again
only (Z8). Hence to obtain the necessary a priori estimates we will need an inter-
polation inequality between V5 and V; with H.

Assumption 3. There are constants A € [0,2/p) and A > 0 such that for any
veV
[vllve < Alloll3, [~

Note that in order to overcome the difficulty with coercivity it would suffice to
have Assumption [ satisfied with A € [0,2/p]. However monotonicity of As is not
preserved by taming. To overcome this we will need to show that As sitp— Aty — 0
in LP*(V5"). To achieve this we use the fact that A € [0,2/p) in Lemma [£.3] and the
following observation: Assumption 3] implies that there is n > 0 such that

< cllvll5; 017,

1+
(ool a2

where p := (1 — A\)p(1 +n). From this it follows that if v € L*(Q; L?(0,7T;V3)) and
v € L*(Q; L>(0,T; H)) then

T T 2
e [ ||v<s>||’;<;+">dsSclEsupw(s)FuE( / |v<s>|2‘vlds> .
0 0

s<t

Thus we see that Assumption [ allows us to control the approximate solution in
the LPU4M((0,T) x Q;V3) norm, provided that we can control the approximate
solution in the norms of L2?(2; L?(0,T; V1)) and L*(Q; L>°(0,T; H)).
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Let us take g := max(4,2p). Now we can state the main result of this paper.

Theorem 2.3. Let Assumptions[d, [4 and[3 be satisfied. Let ug € L1 (Q; H) and let
ug(0) = wo in LP(Q; H). Assume that C(HL;) — 0 as £ — co. Then there exists a
unique solution u to (L)) and @y — u in L2(V1) and in LP(Va) and ue(T) — u(T)
in L*(Q; H) as £ — oc.

In Section [l we provide examples of stochastic partial differential equations where
Theorem 23] can be applied. We also compute ¢(m) in case of the spectral Galer-
kin method to make the implications of the space-time coupling constraint more
explicit. The crucial point is that the requirement is no more onerous than in the
case of equations with operators growing at most linearly.

3. A PRIORI ESTIMATES

We start with an important observation that allows us to use standard results on
bounds of stochastic integrals driven by finite dimensional Wiener processes.

Remark 3.1. Recall that (x;)jen is an orthonormal basis in U. Moreover recall
that @(t) := ue(kn,(t)) and that ae(v) := Iy, [A1v + A2v]. For each j € N a
Wiener processes W; is obtained by taking W;(t) := (W(t), x;)v. If i # j then W,
and W; are independent. Furthermore ([2:4) is equivalent to

t ke t
up(t) = ue(0) +/0 ag(tp(s))ds + Z/O I1,,,, Biig(s)x;dW;(s).

Fix ¢ € N (and thus k¢, m; and ny are alse fixed). Then using the Growth as-
sumptions on A; and B, Assumption 2l as well as (Z6]) one observes that |as(v)|? <
2¢(m)K (1 + |v[*) + 2n, and |IL,,,, Bux;|? < K(1 + |[v]?). Hence one knows that, for
q=1,

E sup |ue(t)|? < oo,
0<t<T

provided that E|ug(0)|? < oo. Clearly, at this point, one cannot claim that this
bound is independent of £.

One applies Itd’s formula to (24) to obtain

t ke
) = fur(0)? + [ [2<ae<w<s>>,ue<s>> s |HWBue<s>xj|2} s

=1
t
+ [ 2Bu). )i, ).
0
which can be rewritten as

0 = fus(0) + [ [2<ae<w<s>>,w<s>> 'y |HWBw<s>xj|2]ds

Jj=1

+ 2/O<ag(ﬁg(s)),zw(s) — (s))ds (3.1)

t
T / 2(Ba(s), ue(s)dWi, (s)) .
0
in order to apply the coercivity assumption so as to obtain the a priori estimates
for the discretized equation.

First we concentrate on the term that arises from the “correction” that one has to
make to use the coercivity assumption due to the use of an explicit scheme.
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Lemma 3.2. Let the Growth condition in Assumption [ be satisfied. Let Assump-
tion[2 hold. Let ¢ > 1 be given. Then

B [ uels) - m<s>|2ds)q

<crg <1 + (t(m)TnﬁqE(/Ot Iﬂe(S)I\Q/IdS)q + E/Ot Iﬁe(8)|2qd8>

5 [ e (s)) es) — a(s)ds)’

<eng (1 + clomym e ([ o as) e [ |W(S)|2qd5>-

Proof. From ([2.2) it is clear that

et) = 5( 2 [ uats) — as)as )

Tne

t

1

]E</ 1

0 Tne
1 t S

gm(— / / as(Te(r))dr
Tne Jo Finy (8)

Applying Hoélder’s inequality yields

(3.2)

and

(3.3)

2 q
ds)

2 q
ds) .

/ ag(tg(r))dr + / 1L, Bue(r)dWr, (r)
Kng (8) Ky (8)

2

+ / 1,0, Biig (r)dWe, ()

ny (s)

ha(t) < m(i / [<s ) [ lanta()Par

Tn[ np (5)
2 q

/ T, Bitg (r)dWi, (1)
Kn, (s)

+ ‘/ I, B (r)dWy, ()
Kng(s)
1t
chE(—/ T,%E|ag(w(s))|2ds)
0

Tn[
1 t
+ch<—/
Tne Jo

Using Assumption [2] and (2.6]) one obtains

q

2 q
ds) .

a
%,1* + 2ng]ds)

Lalt) < E( | lzetmlArate)
. (3.4)
/ T, Bitg (r)dWi, (1)

t
1
+ch</ —
0 Tng g (8)

The Growth assumption on A; implies that

Falt) < ey (1+ (el (| ), d))

Using Holder’s inequality leads to

2 q
ds) =T 0 (t) + I3 4(2).

tq s 2q
I3 4(t) < cTﬁqE/ — / L., Bte(r)dWy, (r)| ds.
0 "nel Jkn,(s)
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Due to Remark B.1] and the Growth assumption on B one observes that

q
ds

t s
1
Ise(t) < CT,q/ — E‘/ |1 Bae(r)||7, 0, mydr
0 Tne K (8)

t
1 _ 2
< onB [ (s = w61 B(5) 2 gy

ng

¢
<ecrg (1 + IE/ |ﬂg($)|2qd8>.
0

This implies (32). Moreover Assumption [2 and (26]) imply that

i) = | Jae(aa(s)uels) ~ w(s)lds)q
< 28 [ @) + ) (o) s )

ne
q

t
< E( [ i aradolk; + Tnme]dS)

+ ch<TiW /Ot lug(s) — ﬂg(s)|2ds)q.

Applying the Growth assumption on A; yields
t q
1) < ey (1+ (lmyn B ( [ lun(o)las) )
0

+ ch<7—; /Ot lug(s) — ﬂg(s)|2ds)q.

Using (32) in B3) concludes the proof. O

(3.5)

Theorem 3.3 (A priori estimate). Let the Coercivity and Growth conditions in
Assumption [l hold. Let Assumption[d be satisfied. Let ¢ > 1 be given and assume
that E|ue(0)[?? < ¢ and that ue(0) is Fo-measurable. There is € € (0,00) such that
for all £ € {{' € N: ¢(mp)Tp, <€} we have, for any t € [0,T],

t q
E sup |ue(s)l2q+qu(/ I|w(s)|l2vlds) < ¢ (14 Efue(0)[*?) .
s€[0,t] 0

Proof. Applying the Coercivity assumption in (B3], raising to power ¢ > 1, taking
the supremum over s < t and taking the expectation yields

t q
Esup|ue<s>|2q+m( / |w<s>||2‘vlds) <erg [HEIW(O)W
0

s<t

v [ ras) e [ la@oie o) 6o

1

+ E sup
s<t

/0 (uels), Big(s)dWi, (s)
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Using Lemma [3.2 in (3.6)) results in

1 t q
Esup [ug(s)[*? + - E [ae(s)II3, ds
2 0

s<t

<ery [1 + Eu(0)[2 +E(/Ot |w(s)|2ds)q (3.7)
+E /0 * ae(s)2ds + Esup < /O (welr), Biig (r) AW, (r))ﬂ.

s<t

Using Burkholder—Davis—Gundy inequality one obtains

/0 (uelr), Bag(r)dW, (r))

q/2

q
Iy := cr¢Esup
s<t

t
ScT,qE\ [ e PIBaa(o)

t ) a/2
suplun(o)" ([ 1By mas) |

Young’s inequality and the Growth assumption on B imply that

1 t q
I, < §Esup|ue(5)|2q + CIE</ ||Bﬁ4(s)||%2(UﬁH)ds>
0

s<t

< crqE

A

IN

1 t
§E sup |ue(s)[*7 + c(l + / E sup |u4(r)|2qu) .
0

s<t r<s
Applying this in [B1) leads to

1 q t q
s lu(e) + B ( [ laolRds) < e[t + Bluo)
0

s<t
t
+/ Esup|w(r)|2qd5}
0 r<s
Application of Gronwall’s lemma yields

t q
B sup fur()+ B [ me)lds) <e(+Bu@P). 38
s€0,t] 0

Now we use Theorem B3] and Assumption Bl to obtain the remaining required es-
timates.

Corollary 3.4 (Remaining a priori estimates). Let the Growth and Coercivity
conditions in Assumption 1l be satisfied. Let Assumptions[d and[3 hold. Let u,(0)
be bounded in L% (Q; H), uniformly with respect to £. There is € € (0,00) such that
forall £ € {{' € N: ¢(m),, < e} we have

T
]E/ || A1)
0

E/O lue(s) — Te(s)|2ds < o, (3.10)

T
Veds <, EA|BM&mm®§a (3.9)

Furthermore

Finally, for some n > 0,
T
E/Hm@”%gc (3.11)
0
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and
T

T
E / 14|} ds < ¢, E / 14z e[}, ds < c. (3.12)
0 0

Proof. Inequality ([39]) follows directly from the Growth assumptions on A; and B
and from Theorem with ¢ = 1. Using B2), together with Theorem with
g =1, yields (BI0). Since u(0) is assumed to be bounded in L% (; H), uniformly
in £, one can conclude, using Theorem B3] that

t 2
E sup |ue(s)[* < c and E(/ |W(s)|‘2/lds) <ec.
s€0,t] 0

This, together with Assumption 3 yields (3I1). Finally, (3I1)), the assumption on
the growth of Ay and ([Z7) lead to ([BI12). O

4. CONVERGENCE

Having obtained the required a priori estimates we can use compactness arguments
to extract weakly convergent subsequences of the approximation.

Lemma 4.1. Let the Growth and Coercivity conditions in Assumption[d hold. Let
Assumptions[@ and[3 be satisfied. Let ug(0) — ug in L (Q; H). Let E(nlf) — 0 as
¢ — oco. Then there is a subsequence of the sequence £, which we denote ¢, and
u € L2(V1) N LP(Vs) such that, as €' — oo,

ap —u in L2(V1) and in LP(V3).

Furthermore there are a3® € L2(V}), a3® € LP" (V) and b € L2(Lx(U, H)) such
that, as ¢! — oo,

Ay — a$® in L2(VY), Agpiip — aS° in L7 (Vy)
and
By — b™ in L*(Ly(U, H)).
Finally, there is & € L% (Q; H) such that Gy (T) = ue (T) — & in L2 (Q; H).

Proof. The sequence (i) is bounded in £2(V;) due to Theorem 3.3 and in £P(V2)
due to Corollary B4l The sequences (Ai1ig), (As i) and (Bug) are bounded in
L2(Vy), £P" (V) and in £2(Ly(U, H)) respectively, due to Corollary B4l Finally
the sequence (ug(T")) is bounded in L% (£2; H) due to Theorem B3]

Since it is assumed that Vi, Va are reflexive, it follows that £2(V;) and LP(Vz)
are reflexive. A bounded sequence in a reflexive Banach space must have a weakly
convergent subsequence (see e.g. Brézis [2 Theorem 3.18]). Applying this to the
sequences in question concludes the proof of the lemma. O

Let a™ := a$® + a®. Then a™ € LP (V*). Due to Lemma BT ap(@;) — a*> in
LP"(V*) as £/ — oo, provided that % — 0. The following lemma provides the
equation satisfied by the weak limits of the approximations.

Lemma 4.2. Let the Growth and Coercivity conditions in Assumption [ hold. Let
Assumptions [@ and [3 be satisfied. Let ue(0) — ug in LP(Q; H). Let % -0
as £ — oo. Then there is an H-valued adapted continuous process 4 on [0,T] such
that u = @ dt x P-almost everywhere on (0,T) x Q. Furthermore, for almost every

(t,w) € (0,T) x €,

a(t):u0+/0 a"o(s)ds—i—/o b (s)dW (s) (4.1)
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and almost surely
T T
a(T) = ug +/ aoo(s)der/ b (s)dW (s). (4.2)
0 0
In the rest of this paper we will write u instead of @ for notational simplicity.
Proof. Fix M € N. Let ¢ be a Vj-valued adapted stochastic process such that

lo(t)| < M for all t € [0,T] and w € Q. For g € U let I, g := > (g, 9)ux; and
note that for any v € V one has Boll,, € Lo(U, H). From (Z2)) one observes that

(upr(6), 9() = (upr (0)0(0)) + < / ap (p (5))ds, sﬁ(t)>

t ) (4.3)
+ ( / Bugl(s)HmydW(s),@(t)).
0
Let G : L£P"(V*) — LP'(V*) be given by ( = fo ds Moreover, let
H : L%(L2(U, H)) — L?(H) be given by (Hv)( fo ). Integrating (3)

from 0 to T and taking the expectation ylelds

B[ (et = [ (ur(0). o)

—HE/O ((Gaw (@) (1), ()>dt+E/O ((H BT, ) (1), (1)) dt.

The operator G is linear and bounded and as such it is weakly-weakly continuous.
This operator H is clearly linear. Furthermore, due to It6’s isometry,

T
| o2y = B / ((Ho)(s)2ds

T t 2 T rt
E‘ / v(s)dW(s)| dt = IE/ / |v(s)|?dsdt < T||UH%2(L2(U,H)).
0 o Jo

Thus the operator H is also bounded. It follows that H is also weakly-weakly
continuous. Therefore, taking the limit as ¢ — oo and using Lemma 1] one
obtains

T T
E/O (u(t),cp(t))dt:IE/O (w0, (1))t
+]E/ <(Ga°°)(t),g0(t)>dt+E/ ((Hb>)(t), ¢(t))dt.
0 0

This holds for any ¢ as specified at the beginning of the proof. By letting M — oo
and using the limited completeness of the Galerkin scheme it follows that this also
holds for any ¢ € £P(V'). Thus

u(t) = uo +/O aoo(s)der/O b (s)dW (s) (4.4)

holds for almost all (t,w) € (0,7) x Q.

Let ¢ be a Vjs-valued and Fr-measurable random variable such that El|p||3 < oo.
Setting ¢t = T in (£3) and taking the expectation yields

E(“@’ (T)a 90) :E(Ug/(()), 90)
E{(Gae (1))(T), ) + E((H BugILy ) (T), ¢).
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Let ¢/ — co. The weak-weak continuity of the operators G and H, together with
Lemma [£.T] implies that

E(¢, ¢) = E(uo, ) + E((Ga™)(T), ) + E((HVY*)(T), ¢). (4.5)

Letting M — oo and again using the limited completeness of the Galerkin scheme
shows that the above equality holds for any Fr-measurable ¢ € L?(Q; V). If one
now applies It6’s formula to (£4) then one obtains an adapted process & with paths
in C([0, T]; H) that is equal to u almost surely. Furthermore, for any ¢ € L?(Q; V)
and due to continuity of ,

E(§ —a(T), ¢) = lim E(§ —a(t), »)

~ lim E</tT 0% (s)ds + /tT b°°(s)dW(s),<p> 0.

t—T

Thus & = @(T). This together with ([@H]) implies (£2). O

All that remains to be done to prove Theorem [2.3is to identify a® with Au and b>
with Bu and to show strong convergence of ug(T) to u(T'). To that end we would
like to use monotonicity of A. In order to overcome the difficulty arising from the
fact that the tamed operator Ay, does not preserve the monotonicity property of
Ay we need the following lemma.

Lemma 4.3. Let the Growth and Coercivity conditions in Assumption [ hold. Let
Assumptions[@ and[3 be satisfied. Let ug(0) — ug in L (Q; H). Let E(nlf) — 0 as
{ — oo. Then '

T
IE/ [|A2Ts(s) — Az etie(s)] "),z*ds —0 as £ — oc.
0

Proof. Consider some M > 0. Recall that T} is given by (Z5]). Then

T
fe:= ]E/ (| Az, ot (s) — Aatie(s)]
0

I‘),}ds
T o .
= E/O (1= Te(ae(s)))" | A2tie(s) |V Ly ava (s))lvy <1y s

T . .
+ E/ (1 — Té(’aé(s)))p ||A2ﬁl(5)||}{0/2*11{||A2ﬂg(s)||‘,2* >M}d5
0
= Dem+ 1o
It is observed that

T —-1/2 _
g M, Az (s))| ) .
WA, SIE/ 4 ¢ | Aoe(8) |2 L g ayas (o .o <rry DS

0 1+ng I, Agtig(s)| Vg {1 Az (5)llvy <M}

T 1/2p-1/2 1/2

ny 1 M * x

< ]E/ R c(m) MP"ds < (c(m)r, )2 207"
0 1+mn, "Ly, Azt(s)|

Recall that due to Corollary [3.4] one knows that
T
B [ (o) ds < c
0

with ¢ independent of £. Thus the sequence (||A2ﬂe||]\o/;) sen is uniformly integrable
on (0,T) x Q with respect to dt x P. Hence for any € > 0 there exists M such that

I 001 < €/2 for all £. Finally, since fme) 50 as € — 00, one can choose ¢ large

such that I ¢ < €/2. O
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We now prove Theorem This is needed to later show that the whole sequence
of approximations converges rather than just a subsequence.

Proof of Theorem [ZZ4. Assume that u; and ug are two distinct solutions to ()
such that u;(0) = u2(0) = up. One would now like to apply It&’s formula for the
square of the norm from Pardoux [I3, Chapitre 2, Theoreme 5.2]. To that end one
immediately observes that u; —ug € £2(V1) N LP(Va) and that u1(0) —u2(0) =0 €
L?(Q; H). Moreover

[Aur — Aus|| c2v ey oo vy = [[A1ur — Arualc2vy) + | A2ur — Asusl| o vy,

Using the Growth assumption on A; one observes that

T T
B [ () - ) ds <E [ 2[Aua(s)}; + |4, ]ds
0 0

T
<KE [ 20+ iR, + 0+ )l ))ds
< (U4 JunlZ2 vy + lluallZ2vy)) < 00
Also, using the Growth assumption on As one obtains
T
E / | Aztis(s) — Asua ()5 ds < (1 + [ualByyy + izl yy) < o0

Thus Auy — Auy € L2(Vy) U LP (V). Finally, using the Growth assumption on
B one deduces that Buy — Buy € L£L*(Lo(U, H)). Hence the afromentioned Itd’s
formula for the square of the norm can be applied, yielding

e Kt ui(t) — us(t))? = — t€7K5U1S—U2328
s (£) — s ()| K/o s (5) — us(s)

+/O e " [2(Auq (s) — Aua(s), u1(s) — ua(s))

+ |[Bus(s) — Bus(8)|2, 0| ds + M(2),
where .
M(t) := / e 55 (u1(s) — ua(s), (Bui(s) — Bua(s))dW(s)).
One then observes, dlcl)e to the monotonicity of A :V x Q — V* that
e uy () — ua(t)|* < M(t)

and hence M is non-negative. It is also a real-valued continuous local martingale,
and thus a supermartingale. Furthermore it starts from 0 and thus, almost surely,
M(t) =0 for all ¢ € [0,T]. One thus concludes that u;(t) = ua(t) for all ¢ € [0,T]
almost surely. ([

Finally we can prove Theorem 2.3

Proof of Theorem[Z.3 Recall that as(v) := IL,,,[A1v + Ag ev]. Applying Ité’s for-
mula to the scheme (Z2) and taking expectations yields

T
e~ KTEjug (T)[2 = Elue (0)[2 — K]E/ K3 g (5)|2ds
0
T
FE [ (2o 0(9), 50 (9) + [T, B ()0 )

+ IE/O 2 K5 (ap (g (), up (8) — e (8))ds.



14 ISTVAN GYONGY, SOTIRIOS SABANIS, DAVID SISKA

Let .
Lo —E /O (a0 (T (5)), wer (5) — o (s))ds.

Using Holder’s inequality results in

hes(sf ' ou(ae () s - (& () - (o) ds)

Using Assumption 2] and Corollary B.4] yields

1/2

ILgr < C(C(mg/)Tn[, )1/2.

Thus,

T
e~ KB |up (T) < Elug (0) — K]E/ K3 ug (5)Pds
0

T
+ E/O e—KS (2((14/ (’l_l,,g/ (S)), ’l_l,,e/ (S)> —+ ||B’(TL@/(S)||%2(U1H))dS =+ C(C(mg/)Tn[/ )1/2
and one may proceed with a monotonicity argument. Let w € £P(V). Then

T
e~ KTRjug (T2 < Elug (0)2 — KE / K3 g (5)Pds
0

T
B [ 2an (0(s) - av(w().ae(s) - u(s)
0
+ 2(ap (w(s)), te (s)) — w(s)) + 2ap (ae (s)), w(s))
+2(Bw(s), Biier (5)) o, myx Lo (U, t1) — | Bw (9|7, 0mn)
+ || B (s)) — Bw(s)||2L2(U7H)} ds + c(c(me )Ty, )1/2.
Using the Monotonicity assumption on A one obtains

e " TElug (T)]* < Elug (0)?

T
+ KE/O e (Jae (s)I” = Jue (s)” = 2(ae (s), w(s)) + [w(s)|*)ds
+ IE/ e K5 (A gt () — Agtip (), Uer (s) — w(s))ds
0
T
+ IE/ e K5 (Agw(s) — Az pw(s), g (s) — w(s))ds (4.6)
0

—|—IE/O K [2(ap (w(s)), e () — w(s)
+ 2(ap (e (s)), w(s))
+2(Bw(s), Bitg(5)) Lo, i) x Lau, i) — | Bw(s)|1 0. m)] ds

+ C(C(m,g/)’rn[, )1/2.

(
(

Taking limit inferior as ¢/ — oo, using the weak lower-semi-continuity of the norm,
Lemma [£7] Lemma .3 and Corollary B.4] one observes that

T
eiKTIE|u(T)|2 < I[E|u0|2 + KE/O e Ks [ —2(u(s),w(s)) + |w(s)|2]ds

B [ e (). u(e) — w(s) + 20%(5) 0(s) o

+2(Bw(s), b (8)) Loy(,m) x Lo,y — | Bw(s)1 7, w1 ds-
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Applying Itd’s formula to ([dI]) and taking expectations yields

T
e~ KTRu(T) P =E[u(0)]? — KE/ e~ K3Ju(s)[2ds
0

) (4.8)
B [ 209, u(6) + )0 )
Subtracting this from ([@7)) one arrives at
T )
0< IE/O e[ Ku(s) — w(s)* + 2{Aw(s), u(s) — w(s)) (4.9)

+2(a%(s), w(s) — u(s)) — | Bu(s) = 0 (s)II7, v, | ds.

Note that so far w was arbitrary. It will now be used to identify the nonlinear
terms. First, one takes w = u and observes that,

T
0< —E/ e 59| Bu(s) — b°°(s)||2Lz(U,H)ds <0
0

which implies 5> = Bu. Next, one sets w = u + ez with € > 0 and z € LP(V)
in (@9). Dividing by € > 0 leads to

0< IE/O e o[ Kelz” + 2(A(u(s) + e2(s)), —2(s)) + 2(a(s), 2(s))] ds.

Using hemicontinuity of A while letting € — 0 results in

T T
IE/ (Au(s),z(s))ds < IE/ (a™(s), z(s))ds.
0 0
This holds for an arbitrary z € £P(V') and hence, in particular, for —z. Thus one
obtains that a®> = Au.

Due to Theorem 22 the solution u to (L)) is unique. Thus the whole sequences
of approximations converges rather than just the subsequence denoted by ¢'.

Finally, in order to show that ue(T) — u(T) in L*(Q; H), one uses (&8) and (1)
with w = u together with a®*° = Au and b*° = Bu. Consequently, the weak-lower-
semi-continuity of the norm and Lemma [£1] lead to

T
e ETE[u(T)? gliéminf e ETE|ug(T)|? < Eluol? — KE/ e K5 u(s)[ds
— 00 0

+E / K [2(Au(s), u(s)) + | Bu(s)|3 ) ds.

Thus, due to (£3),
0< heIniIle|’u,g(T)|2 —Eju(T)|* < 0.
— 00

From Lemma E1] and Lemma [£2] one already knows that we(T) — w(7T) in
L?(Q; H). This is a uniformly convex space (as it is a Hilbert space). Thus one
concludes that u,(T) — u(T) in L?(Q; H). For this see, e.g., Brézis [2, Proposition
3.32]. O

5. EXAMPLES

In this section we give examples of three equations which fit into our framework. In
all three examples the interpolation inequality is a consequence of the Gagliardo—
Nirenberg inequality (see, for example, [15, Theorem 1.24]). The first example is
the equation:

du = [Va(Vu) — |ulP"u] dt + udW on 2 x (0,T)
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with u = 0 on the boundary of the domain 2 and u(-,0) = ug given. Here a : R —
R? can be nonlinear but it is assumed to be continuous, monotone and growing
at most linearly. If we take a;(z) = z; then Va(Vu) = Au and this equation is
the stochastic Ginzburg—Landau equation. An example of a nonlinear function is
a;(z) = ﬁ%&:zz;. Moreover Z is a bounded Lipschitz domain in R%, d = 1,2, 3
and p € [2,6)if d =1, p € [2,4)ifd =2and p € [2,10/3) if d = 3. In our
framework H = L*(2), Vi = H}(2) and Vo = LP(9) (using the standard notation
for Lebesgue and Sobolev spaces).

The second is the stochastic Swift-Hohenberg equation:
du=[(v*=(1+A)*) u—|[ufuldt+dW on 2 x (0,T)

with appropriate boundary and initial conditions. The domain 2 is assumed to be
a bounded Lipschitz domain in R%2. With Dirichlet boundary conditions we would
take Vi = HZ(2) and Vo = LP(2) with p € [2,6).

The third example is the spatially extended stochastic FitzHugh—Nagumo system
for signal propagation in nerve cells (originally stated by FitzHugh [3] as a sys-
tem of ordinary differential equations, see Bonaccorsi and Mastrogiacomo [I] for
mathematical analysis of the spatially extended stochastic version):

du = (Au+u—ud —v)dt + dW
dv = c1(u— cov + ¢3)dt

n (0,1) x (0,7),

together with appropriate initial data for u and v as well as homogeneous Neumann
boundary conditions for w only. In this situation V; = H*((0,1)) x L?((0,1)) while
Vo = L4((0,1)) x L2((0,1)).

We now provide estimates on the constant ¢(m) in the particular case when 2 =
(0,7)? C R? and we use a spectral Galerkin method to construct the spaces V;,.
To that end define

2 . .
Oning (X1, T2) 1= - sin(ny 21 ) sin(ngxsa).

Let V,, = span{@pn,n, :n1 =1,...,m,nay =1,...,m}. Then
m

Iy, f = Z (fs Prang)Pnins

77,1:1,’!12:1

satisfies Assumption 2l Moreover we can calculate

m

2
¢(m) = Z (”‘PmnzHQL?(@) + HV‘PmnzH%Z(@;RZ) + ”‘PmnzHL/pZZQ))

ni=1,no=1
=m?(1+2+¢,),

where ¢, depends only on p. Hence, in order to apply Theorem 23] we need a

sequence (myg,ng, k¢) such that 7::—? — 0 as ¢ — oo. This means that we need to

choose ng = [m2*°] for some § > 0.

We also note that if 2 = (0, )¢ then an analogous construction of V;, would lead
to the conclusion that we need n, = me“"sj for some § > 0. Crucially we see
that the space-time coupling requirement is no more onerous than in the case of
equations with operators growing at most linearly.
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