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Weak convergence and invariant measure of a full
discretization for non-globally Lipschitz parabolic
SPDE

Jianbo Cui - Jialin Hong - Liying Sun

Abstract In this article, we consider a parabolic stochastic partial differen-
tial equation (SPDE) with non-globally Lipschitz coefficient and its full dis-
cretization based on the spatial spectral Galerkin method and the temporal
implicit Euler method. By studying both the a priori estimates and regularity
estimates of the numerical solution via a variational approach and Malliavin
calculus, we give the sharp weak convergence rate of the proposed numerical
approximation. To the best of our knowledge, this is the first sharp weak con-
vergence rate result of full discrete numerical approximation for non-globally
Lipschitz parabolic SPDE. Moreover, we prove that the invariant measure of
non-globally Lipschitz parabolic SPDE can be approximated by the numer-
ical method with the sharp weak convergence rate, if the considered SPDE
admits a unique V-uniformly ergodic invariant measure. We study this ap-
proximate error by using both time-independent weak convergence analysis
and regularity estimates of the corresponding Kolmogorov equation. These
time-independent regularity estimates are obtained via a decay estimate, the
Bismut—Elworthy—Li formula and the V-uniform ergodicity. Finally, numerical
experiments confirm the theoretical findings.
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1 Introduction

The numerical approximation for stochastic partial differential equations (SPDEs)
with local Lipschitz continuous coefficients, as an active area of research, has
been widely concerned in the recent years. For the strongly convergent numer-
ical method, we refer to [2134L06L8I5LT6L2TL2526L27I2829] and references
therein. However, it is still far from well-understood about the weak approx-
imation of such model, although much progress has been made. We are only
aware that there are several results on weak convergent semi-discretizations,
such as some temporal splitting methods in [§] and the spatial finite element
methods in [I4] for parabolic SPDEs with non-globally Lipschitz nonlinearity,
and a temporal splitting method in [13] for the stochastic Schrodinger equation
with cubic terms. To the best of our knowledge, there have been no essentially
sharp weak convergence rate of full discretization for parabolic SPDEs with
non-globally Lipschitz coefficient.

One motivation of this present work is to make a contribution in this di-
rection and study numerical approximations for the following parabolic SPDE

dX (t) = (AX(t) + F(X(t)))dt + dW (L), t > 0,

X(0) = Xo, W)

where A is the Laplacian operator on a regular domain O with homogenous
Dirichlet boundary condition, F' is the Nemytskii operator of a real-valued
non-globally Lipschitz function f and {W(t)}+>0 is a generalized Q-Wiener
process on a filtered probability space (£2,F,P,{F;}i>0). After discretizing
Eq. (@) by the spectral Galerkin method in space, we temporally propose an
implicit Euler method (). By denoting X% the proposed full discretization
approximating the exact solution X (T'), N the space dimension and ¢ the time
stepsize, the essentially sharp weak convergence rate of (@) is the following.

Theorem 1 Let Assumptions 3 hold with 5 € (0,1], v € (0, 5), Xo € H%+e
with an arbitrary small positive constant e, T > 0 and dty € (0, 1/\%).
Then for any ¢ € CE(H), there exists a positive constant C(Xo, Q,T) such that

for any 6t € (0,0t], K6t =T, K € NT and N € N*,
’E{qs(X(T)) . qb(X;(V)} ‘ < O(X0,Q,T) ((w n )\j\ﬂ).

Up to now, there already exist different approaches to studying the weak
convergence rate of numerical methods (see e.g. [TL[7LOIT2T4LT8|24130]). For
the full discretization of Eq. (), it is still unclear how to analyze its sharp weak
convergence rate. The key points to gain the error estimate in Theorem [ are
applications of the regularity estimates of the regularized Kolmogorov equation
by splitting approach, the Malliavin derivative of [{@]) and the a priori estimate
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of numerical solutions in E := C(O,R). We would like to mention that proving
this result confronts at two main difficulties, one being the full implicitly of the
proposed method and another being to get the a priori estimates independent
of both N and ot for [{@]). These a priori estimates are not trivial due to the
loss of the maximum principle for the analytic semigroup. To overcome these
difficulties, we make use of some Sobolev-Gagliard-Nirenberg inequalities and
the equivalence between a random PDE and Eq. ([Il). Meanwhile, the approach
to the weak convergence analysis is also available for other numerical methods
in any finite time.

Based on the weak error analysis, we also study whether the proposed
method (@) can be applied to approximating the invariant measure of the
considered model. In many physical applications, the approximation of the
longtime behaviors like the invariant measure is of fundamental importance
when the invariant measure of the original system is unknown (see e.g. [2023]).
For the results about approximating the invariant measures of some SPDEs by
using numerical approximations, we refer to [5l[I0L23] and references therein.
For instance, the authors in [23] consider the invariant measure of a full dis-
cretization and study the error of between the invariant measure of the semi-
discretization and that of the full discretization for the stochastic nonlinear
Schrodinger equation. The authors in [B] investigate the error between the
invariant measure for the temporal semi-implicit method and the original in-
variant measure for parabolic SPDE with Lipschitz and regular coefficients.
However, it is still not well known how to numerically approximate the in-
variant measure of non-global Lipschitz parabolic SPDEs and to estimate the
error of these invariant measures.

To answer these questions, we deduce the time-independent weak conver-
gence analysis of the proposed full discretization (), which is more involved to
get the time-independent weak error estimate than the finite time case. The
main difficulties lie on rigorous a priori estimations of numerical solutions,
the regularity estimates of Kolmogorov equation with respect to the spectral
Galerkin approximation and getting rid of singular terms. Under the strong
dissipative condition Ay > Ap, the time-independent regularity estimates of
Kolmogorov equation are obtained by using a decay estimate directly. Under
the non-degenerate condition, we first study the V-uniform ergodicity of the
invariant measure of the spectral Galerkin approximation. Then inspired by
[B], we prove the time-independent regularity estimates of the corresponding
Kolmogorov equation by using the Bismut-Elworthy—Li formula. Finally, we
prove the following result.

Theorem 2 Let AssumptionsTH3 hold with B € (0,1], v € (0, 8), Xo € HEte
with an arbitrary small positive constant € and §ty € (0,1 A m) In
addition, under Assumption[]] or[d, for any ¢ € CZ(H), there exists a constant

C(Xo, Q) such that for 5t € (0,0ty], K > 2 and N € NT,

[E[¢(X (Kdt, Xo)) — p(Xg (X5 )| < C(Xo, Q)1+ (Kt) ™)t + Ay7).
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Then, as a result of Theorem 2] we obtain the error of approximating
the invariant measure through the weak convergence approach by using the
proposed full discretization [@]) and the exponential ergodicity of Eq. ().

Corollary 1 Under the same conditions of Theorem [d, for any ¢ € CZ(H),
there exist constants ¢ > 0, C(Xo,Q) > 0 such that for any large K, 6t €
(0, 6to] and N € NT,

‘E[WX;(V(X(%V)) — /Hqﬁdu” < O(Xo,Q)(8 + Ay + ety

where  is the unique invariant measure of Eq. {@). Furthermore, if uN:%t is

an ergodic invariant measure of the numerical solution {Xliv}keNﬂ we have
B[ [ o~ [ odu]| < 0o, Q60+ A7)
PN (H) H

To the best of our knowledge, this is the first result on the time-independent
weak error analysis and the error between the numerical invariant measure
and the original invariant measure for non-globally Lipschitz parabolic SPDEs,
especially for Eq. ().

The outline of this paper is as follows. Section [2] is devoted to listing
some notations and assumptions, and giving both the regularity and a pri-
ori estimates of numerical solutions, as well as the a priori estimates of semi-
discretized stochastic convolution. In Section Bl we use the splitting based reg-
ularizing procedure and give an approach to studying the weak convergence
rate of full discretization by Malliavin calculus. In Section M we show the
regularity estimates of Kolmogorov equation by the spectral Galerkin approx-
imation, deduce the time-independent weak error analysis and approximate
the invariant measure of Eq. (1) through the weak convergence approach by
the proposed method. Finally, numerical tests are shown to verify our theo-
retical results.

2 Preliminaries and full discretization

In this section, we give some basic assumptions and preliminaries, and intro-
duce the spatial spectral Galerkin method and the implicit Euler type full
discretization. Furthermore, we show both the strong convergence and some a
priori estimates for the proposed method.

2.1 Preliminaries and assumptions

Let (H,|-|3) and (H,||- || 77) be separable Hilbert spaces. We denote Cf (H,R),
k € N, the space of k times continuous differentiable functionals from H to R
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with bounded derivatives up to order k, and By(#,R) the space of measurable
and bounded functionals. Define

[¢llo := sup [¢(x), |¢]1 := sup |Dp(x)|3, |¢]2 := sup |D*¢(w)|£ ()
reH TEH rEH

with D¥¢, k = 1,2, being the k-th derivative of ¢, and £(#) being the space of
linear operators from H into itself. Denote by Lo(H, H ) the space of Hilbert—
Schmidt operators from H into H , equipped with the usual norm given by
I ”LQ(H,E{) = (Zken+ 'ka%)%, where fg, k € N*, is an any orthonormal
basis of H. Given a Banach space (&, ||-||¢), we denote by v(H, E) the space of
y-radonifying operators endowed with the norm || - ||, 3,6y = (E| D okent Tk
frll2)%, where (vg)pen+ is a sequence of independent A(0, 1)-random variables
on a probability space ((NZ, f?i IE’)

Moreover, we define H := L?(O) with the norm || - || and the inner product
(-,-), and denote £ := Lo(H, Up) with Uy := Q2 (H), where Q € L(H) is self-
adjoint and positive. We also use the notation Cff(H) := CF(H,R), k € NT.
Meanwhile, let £ := L(H), E := C(O;R) L? := L1(O;R),q > 1 with the norm
|l - llza, and H* and H},k € N* as the usual Sobolev spaces equipped with
usual norms.

Let Z: L?([0,T); Up) — L?(£2) be an isonormal process, i.e, Z(¢)) is the cen-
tered Gaussian random variable, for any ¢ € L2([0, T]; Uy), and E[Z(11)Z(¢p2)] =
(1, %2) L2([0,1);00)» for any 1,99 € L2([0,T); Up). We denote the family of
smooth real-valued cylindrical random variables by

S ={x = g@@w). - T(wn) : g € G (R, 05 € LA(0,T]: Vo), j = 1, ],

where C;°(R"™) is the space of all real-valued C* functions on R™ with polyno-
mial growth, and the family of smooth cylindrical H-valued random variables
by

M
S(H):{G:Z)Qéahi:XieS,hieH,le}.

i=1
M

For G =5 gi(Z(Y1), - ,Z(n)) & h;, define its Malliavin derivative
i=1

n

DG =YY 9;9i(Z(th), , Z(vn)) @ (hs @ P5(s)).

i=1 j=1

Let DY2(H) be the closure of S(H) with respect to Malliavin derivative equipped
with the norm

1
2

T
IGllovaqey = (ENGIFI+EL | ID.GIPas])
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Then the Malliavin integration by parts formula holds (see, e.g., [I8, Section
2]). Namely, for any random variable G € D'2(H) and any predictable process
O € L2([0,T7; £Y), we have

EK /OT @(t)dW(t),GH E{/OT <@(t>,DtG>£gdt] (2)

This property is the key to analyzing the weak convergent rates in Section
and @l Additionally, the Malliavin derivative satisfies the chain rule, that is,
for o(G) € DV2(H),

D! (0(G)) = Do(G) - D/G, yeUy, GeD"*H),
Di(0(@)) = Do(G)D:G, G € DV?(H),

where o € C}(H, H).

Furthermore, we use ¢, C' to denote generic constants, independent of N
and dt, which differ from one place to another. Unless otherwise specified, we
always assume that Xg is a deterministic function in H%“, where € > 0 is a
very small positive number. In addition, for the coefficients in (), we give the
following assumptions.

Assumption 1 Let O :=[0,L]% d <3,L > 0. Let A: D(A) C H — H be the
Laplacian operator on O with the homogenous Dirichlet boundary condition,

i.e., Au= Au,u € D(A).

This assumption implies that the operator A generates an analytic and
contraction Cp-semigroup S(t),t > 0 in H and L%, ¢ > 1 and that the exis-
tence of the eigensystem {\g, ex}ren+ of H, such that A\ > 0, —Aex = e,
lim Ay = oo and sup |lex||r < C. Let H" be the Banach space equipped with

keN+

k—o0

the norm | - |- := ||[(—A)% - || for the fractional power (—A)2,r > 0. We also
remark that Assumption [Il can be extended to the case that A is a second
order elliptic operator on a regular domain and a part of A in I generates an
analytic semigroup in E. This case is more complicate and will be investigated
further.

Assumption 2 Let W(t) be a Wiener process with covariance operator Q,
where @Q is a bounded, linear, self-adjoint and positive definite operator on H
and satisfies HA%H@ < 0o with 0 < B < 2. Assume in addition that 3 > &
or A commutes with Q).

In the case of investigating the strong error estimate, the additional con-
dition that 5 > %l or A commutes with ) can be weaken. The additional
assumption are needed to ensure a priori estimates of exact and numerical
solutions when studying the weak convergence rate of numerical methods. In
order to get the time-independent error estimate and to approximate the in-
variant measure, some dissipative condition and non-degenerate condition are

proposed in Section Ml
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Assumption 3 Let f be a cubic polynomial with f(£) = —az€3 +ax&%+a1&+
ag, a; €R,1=0,1,2,3, a3 > 0 and let F : LS — H be the Nemytskii operator
defined by F(X)(§) = f(X(€)).

Denote Ap = sup f’(€). The above assumption ensures that F' satisfies
§eR

(F(u) = F(v),u —v) < Apflu— ||,
17 (w) = F(o)]| < Cr(1+ ullf + [ Z)llu — v,

for C'y > 0. In this case, Eq. () corresponds to the stochastic Allen—Cahn
equation or stochastic Ginzburg-Landau equation. Moreover, based on As-
sumption Bl the solvability of the proposed method () is obtained if the time
stepsize 0t is small. Indeed, if §tg < 1 A m, then the proposed method
has a unique solution as 6t € (0, dto].

2.2 Full discretization

Now we are in the position to give both the semi-discretization and the full
discretization for (). In the sequel, we let 5t € (0, §tg], dtp € (0, 1A
tr=kdt, k € N* and N € NT for convenience.

Denote the spectral Galerkin projection by PY. Using spectral Galerkin
method in space, we get the following semi-discretization

1
(kp—kl)vo)’

dXN(t) = AXN(t)dt + PN (F(XN(t))dt + PNdW (t). (3)

For the weak convergence analysis for a finite interval [0, 7], we choose §t €
(0, 6to] such that Kot = T, K € NT. For the time-independent weak conver-
gence analysis, we fixed the stepsize dt and let K € NT. Based on the implicit
Euler method, we obtain the full discretization

Xy = XY+ 8tAXY + otPN(F(XN)) + PN oWy,

where X = PN X, and PNoW), = PN (W ((k+1)6t) — W (kdt)). Here, for the
sake of simplicity, we omit the dependence on X and denote X ,iv =X ,iv (XM,
k € N*. Denoting S5y := (I — Adt)~!, then the full discretization can be
rewritten as

XN = Su XY + 6tSs: PN (F(XPL0)) + Sse PN oWy, (4)

which is equivalent to XY, =V, + Z[, with

YV, =YY +6tAY, + atPY (P, + Z00)), (5)
k
ZNy =85 PNswy.
j=o

The notation [t]s: := max{0, §t, - -, kdt,--- } N ]0,¢] is used frequently.
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Let Assumptions hold with g > % and Xy € HP, or with A commutes
with Q and X € H” N E. It can be shown that for any 7" > 0,

B sup IX(s)IE] +

sup E|[X(s)[%, | < C(X0,Q.p)
s€[0,T 5€(0,7)

se

and )
E[IX(1) - X(5)II”] < C(Xo,Qup)(t —5) ¥,

where p > 1, 0 < s <t <T. We have the following strong error estimation,

its proof is similar to the proofs of |28, Theorem 4.1} and [I4] Theorem 3.1].

Lemma 1 Let Xg € H?, T = Két, K € NT and N € NT. Under the As-
sumptions U3, the full discretization is strongly convergent and satisfies

_B

XNth’
oub H k (t) L ($25H)

k<K

Remark 1 Similar to Lemmald, for any T = Kot >0, k < K, k € N and
N € N, we have

< C(Ta XO) Q)étga

sup HX,?[ — XN(tk)} -

k<K

and

_8
< C(T, X0, Q) N>

XNt—Xt‘
sup [ x*(t) O] I——

te[0,T]

Lemma [ also yields a result on the weak convergence rate. Combining with
weak convergence result in Theorem [Il we immediately have the weak conver-

(B )V E
gence rate is O (515(5_61)V§ + )\N((B v )) , for any small positive number e;.

Thus in Sections 2H4l we mainly focus on weak convergence rates of numerical
methods in the case 3 € (0, 1].

2.3 A priori estimate of the full discretization

In this subsection, our purpose is to give the a time-independent priori estimate
of the proposed numerical method. Indeed, it suffices to show a priori estimates
of YkN and Z,]CV, k e Nt.

Lemma 2 Under the Assumptions[IH3, for v € (0, 8], there exist some posi-
tive constants C(Xo, Q,p) and C(vy, Xo,Q,p) such that

iggE[HXN(t,Xo)Hﬁw < O(Xo,Q,p) and E|sup X7 (t, Xo)|5| < C(Xo,Q,p).

Lemma [Plis about the a priori estimate of the solution X for the spectral
Galerkin method, which is very useful in Section dl Its proof is similar to that
of the numerical solution, see Lemmas [Bl and [
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Lemma 3 Let Assumptions [H hold and p > 1. There exists a constant
C(Q,p) such that the discretized stochastic convolution Z,JCV, k € N satisfies

sup HZliV||LP(Q;E) <C(@Q,p).
kEN+

Proof Under the condition that A commutes with @, we apply the Burkholder

inequality and get

1Z8 il v (i) = HZSZ;:l TPNsw. ‘

Lr(;E)

k4+1—[se
< ||S§t+ 5| 2,22 (0,60 (BB

2(k+1—74)
<
s¢ ZZ<1+A16t> ot

leNt j=0

1 1
< (1 (— kD)
<0y 2. A (2 + Ndt) (1 SEwwl )qz

leNt

1
<C )\ﬁ q sup ———— Q,p
lezw lzeN+ )\B(2+)\6t) c(@.p)

If g > %, it follows from the Sobolev embedding theorem and the Burkholder—
Davis—Gundy inequality that for small e,

<C

= LP(QH2+€)

k
a €
_+_
Z HA“ 2S5
Jj=0

$tet1-8 2
gkt ||A— 126t

ot

34

7=0
Yool ! .
S (k41— )ot) s Ter1=8 (1 4 My ot) (RFI=D(+6-5-0)

o0 1
<C t—5+B—e—l dt < C .
- \//0 ’ (1 + A ot)(HB=F=altdse = (@.p)

O

Apart from the a priori estimate of Z}Y, we also need the uniform bound
of Y}V to control X}¥, k € NT which is introduced in the following lemma.
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Lemma 4 Under the Assumptions[IH3, there exists a positive constant C(Q, Xo,p)
such that the solution YN of the random PDE (B)) satisfies

sup ||YkNHLP(.Q;E) < C(QaX()vp)
keNt

Proof First, by multiplying ;¥ 4r1 on both sides of Eq. (B) and integrating over
O, we have

1 1
SV ? < SIVTIP = 6tIVYEL I = (a5 — )dtl| Vil + Cot(1 + [ Z5411%)

1
< SIVEIZ = MotV + Cle)dt(l + (1235 1)

The Gronwall inequality, together with the a priori estimate of Z ,iv in Lemma
Bl leads to

k
N 12
E[IV417] < 0@ X0) Y. gyt < €@ Xo)
]:0

Next, we turn to estimate the a priori estimate in £ by the mild form of
k .
Vi = SEPYN + S IPN P, + 2ot
§=0

The Sobolev embedding theorem and the smooth effect of Ss; yield that

1Y le

dieaktl—j
< Y&k +cz [(—A) TS5 PN (YN, + Z], )6t

<Y le +CZ
7=0
1

<Y 5t
¥ollgg . + Z /<:+1—3 )3t) 5+ (1 4 A ot) 1= 0=5-0)

(Yl + HZk+1|| Yl + 1255 15e)-

1 1 N N
((k+1- j)ét)%+€ (1 + A\ ot) (1= (-F=0) OE s + Zi)l

The above estimate can be improved in d = 1 by using Gagliard—Nirenberg
inequality [[u]| e < C||Vul|3||u]|? and the estimation of 35 | VYju]f? (see
the proof [14, Proposition 3.1]). For higher dimension d = 2,3 case, we need to
give the a priori estimate of | VY], ||. Multiplying the term —AY;Y, on both
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sides of Eq. (@) and integrating over O, we obtain

VY17 < VY12 = 26t AV 12 + 206V F (VY + Z2050), VYL
< VYR = (2 = edt]| AV |12
+ (Ot 1P + 128511 + 1285111 56)
—2a30t(Y, L VYL YL VYL ) + Cot(YN L (Z0)% AYY)
+ O6t (V1) 2k, AL + otV + Z0%0)°, AV
<NV + C(eat(L+ 1V 1P + 12050 % + 1L 121205 5)
— (2= 26)0t| AV, |12+ Cot|| Z0 111Vt 174

The Gagliardo—Nirenberg—Sobolev inequality yields that

1YL < VYN + Ot + IV I + 1285 + 1Y 12128 )
d _4d
— (1= 20t AV, | + Ot 22 B AV |1 )8

<IVYY I+ 81+ IV + 12815 + IV 2128 1)

6—2d

_8 1
— (2= 30)8t|| AV |12+ C(I| Zi 1 || 5 1Yo =

Combining the estimations of Yk]il and VY,C]YH with the equivalence of the
norm in H? and the norm in H} N H?, we obtain

IV e < VNI = c(1 = 36t Vi [l + C(e)dt( + 1V 12 + 12254 1%

16—2d
—d

)
_8
H YL IPIZ5 ) + Cotl Zid Iz 1Ykl
<Y — et = 3ot ViYa llfn + COatUIYL I + 128517 + 1254115
)

_8 16—2d
+ VLRI 285 + OOt Zia i 1Y =

By using Gronwall’s inequality and then taking p-th moment on both sides,
combining with the a priori estimate of ||Z| g in Lemma Bl and ||Y;Y||, we
complete the proof. O

By more refined estimates, one can strength the results of Lemmas [3] and
[ and obtain the following result.

Corollary 2 Under Assumptions[M3, for p > 1, there exist constants C(Q, p)
and C(Q, Xo,p) such that

<C(Q,p),
Lr(£2;R)

S C(Qa XOap)a
Lr(£2;R)

sup |2 | & sup [Vl &
keNt keN+t

Moreover, it holds that for some constant C'(Q, Xo,p),

S Cl(Qa XOap)'
Lr(£2;R)

sup (| X[
keNt
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Beyond the a priori estimate of X}¥, we also need the Malliavin regularity
of the numerical method to control the stochastic integral error term in the
weak convergence analysis in Sections [3] and [4]

Proposition 1 Let Assumptions[H3 hold with 5 € (0,1]. Then there exists a
constant C(Q, Xo,p) such that for s < tp41, k €N, z € Uy,

192 X0 s(,5) < C(Q Xop)(1 4+ Ao+
11,7, 1
( + k+1—[s]s¢ (1 + )\l(st)(kJrl*[S]ét)%

=)z,

and
B-1 lslss B-1
[(—A) = DX v em < C(Q, Xo,p) (1 + Apdt)F 1o || (—A) 7= 2.

Proof For s > (k+ 1)dt, z € Uy, we have DjX,i\fH =0.For0<s<kot<T,
z € Uy, we obtain

DX, = SuDIX) + 6tSs: PN (DF(X[Y.) - DZX0q)
=D:X}Y + 0tADIX),, + otPN(DF(XP) - DZXDL).
For kdt < s < (k+ 1)dt, z € Uy, we have
DX, = PV S5z + 6tSs PN (DF (X)) - DEXN).
From the above calculations, it follows that for k > [s]s, [s]s:dt < s < ([s]st +

1)6t,

k
DiXN = PS5t ST Sy PN (DR(XN,) - DIXN).

j:[s]ét

Then we show the regularity estimate of the Malliavin derivative DX ,ﬁl by

using similar arguments in [I4] Proposition 4.2]. Since in each step, DjX,ﬁ_l

can be viewed as
DX, = DXL + StAD XY + 6tPY(DF (X0, - DX ),
it follows that

IDZXT P < DX = ot VDX |12 + 6t(DF (X)) - DX, DIX )
S IDEXNP + 6t (= + Ar) DX,

which implies that

1+ Mgt
DX, |7 < —2E%

DFXN2.
< 1+)\16t” il

S
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Next we aim to estimate the regularity of DjX,ﬁ_l. By defining VN (k+1,s) :=
DX, — PNSg;rl*[s}‘”z, it follows that

VY (k+1,s) = VN(k,s) = LAV (k + 1,5) + 5tPY (DF (X)) - VN (k + 1, 5))
+6tPN(DF(X)Y.,) - PN SEH sl

By similar arguments in [I4] Proposition 4.1], we obtain

k
1+ Apbt oo _
VNG + L) <ot 3 (ASE I DR(XY,) - 5 Y
_ 1+ Aot
J=1S]st
k
1+ Apbt Lo , B
< 0ot > (LI XN 3G+ 1 [s]6)6t)
_ 1+ Aot
J:[S]Jt
1 Ao
X T mona—aG—w 1Al
k
< O5t(1 + Apot)t-lda Z L+ IX N IE)((G + 1 = [s]se)dt) ™
j:[S]St
1 Ao
X A oG 1A 72

Taking expectation, combined with the smoothy effect of Ss; leads that
z k+1—[s]s:
||D5Xli\-[i-1|| < H‘/ZN(k + 1, S)HLD((LH) + HPNS&5 [ ]JtZH
<C(Q,p)(1 + sup ||X]H2E)(1 4 )\F(gt)kJrlf[s]ét
JENT

o 1 .
8 (1 1t Ty Mt)(kﬂ—[s]st)(l—a))”(_A) 2l

Based on the above estimate, taking expectation and taking o = #, we

finish the proof of the first desired estimate. Similar arguments in the proof of
[14, Proposition 4.2] lead the second desired estimate. O

Remark 2 If in addition \1 > Ap, we have the following time-independent
estimate
B;l 1

k4+1—[s]se (1 + Al(gt)(k-i-l—[s]&)%

B—1
1D Xl (2.c9) < C(Q, Xo,p)(1+ A" gy,

and
51 N Bs-1
A Dy X llLr(,.co) < C(Q, Xo,p) A2 || g
for some constant C(Q, Xo,p)-

Based on the strong convergence, the a priori estimate and the Malliavin
regularity of (), we are able to deal with the weak convergence of the proposed
method in the next section.
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3 Weak convergence analysis of the full discretization

In this section, we aim to give the weak error analysis for the considered nu-
merical method approximating Eq. (). By the idea of [91[14], we also introduce
the auxiliary regularized stochastic PDE and its corresponding Kolmogorov
equation.

We introduce the auxiliary problem proposed in [9114]

AXT = —AX7dt + sy (X7)dt + dW(t), X7(0) = X, (6)

P (§)—€
t )

where 7 is regularizing parameter of this splitting approach, ¥;(§) :=
t >0 and ¥y(&) = F(§), P, is the phase flow of the differential equation

dz(t) = f(z(t)dt, z(0)=¢eR.

Next, we give the regularity estimate of Kolmogorov equation with respect

to Eq. (@) shown in [14],
WTT(;’@ = (Az + Usy(2), DU (8, 2)) + %”[Q%D2U7(t,:c)62%]. (7)

Lemma 5 For every «, 0,y € [0,1), 0+~ < 1,0 < 7 < 70(f), there exist
C(T,0,c) and C(T,79,0,v) such that for T € [0,70], z € E,y,z € H and
te (0,7,

C(T7 70, Oé)(l + |z|2E)

DU (t,2).4] < ) Jaey, ®)
- C(T, 19,0,v)(1 + |z|? _ _
D207 (1,0). (5, 2) < CTT O DLy goy gz ()

Proof of Theorem [IlBased on the above estimates, now we give the weak
error estimate of (). The main idea of deducing the sharp weak convergence

rate lies on the decomposition of E{(b(X(T)) — (b(X%)} into E{(b(X(T)) —
qb(XT(T))} and E [qﬁ(XT(T)) — (XN )} . The first term is estimated by Lemma

and possesses the strong convergence order 1 with respect to the parameter
7. The second term is controlled by Theorem [B] Combining these estimations
together, we complete the proof of Theorem [ O

Lemma 6 Let Assumptions hold. Then the solution X7 of Eq. (0l is
strongly convergent to the solution X of Eq. ([{l) and satisfies

B[ sup [ X7()]15] < C(T.Q.p)(1+ | Xolh),
t€[0,7

sup |IX7(1) = XQ)ll| < C(T,Q Xo,p)r.
te[0,T) Lr(£2)

for any p > 2.
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Thus, we mainly focus on the estimate of IE[(b(XT(T)) - gb(Xﬁ)} For

convenience, we introduce the continuous interpolation of the implicit full dis-
cretization. Similar to [8], we define for k € N*, ¢ € [tg, tg41], XV (&) = X,

AXN = (AS5: X + S5: PN F(XN))dt + S5: PN AW (t).

Theorem 3 Let Assumptions TH3 hold, 5 € (0,1], v € (0,5) and T = Kot.
Then for any ¢ € C#(H), there exist T and C(Xo, T, Q) such that

E[s(x7() - o(x)]| < X0, 7.Q) (57 +27).
Proof We decompose the error E[qa(XT(T)) — p(xN )} into
E[UT(T, XO)} —E[UT(O,XQ)}
:(E [UT(T, XO)} - E{UT(T, XON)D n (E [UT(T, Xév)} - E[UT(O,X}E)D.
The first term is controlled, by the regularity of U7 in Lemma B as
‘E [UT (T, XO)} —E [UT (T, XY )} ‘
< /01 ’E[DUT(T, 0Xo+(1—0)XY)- (I — PN)XO} ‘d@

e a _8
<O+ ([ XollT + 1X0" 7)) min(T~*(An) ~*[| Xoll, (Aw) ™2 || Xol|zs)-

By using the It6 formula for Skorohod integrals, the Kolmogorov equation ()
and Malliavin integration by parts, the second term is split into

E[UT(T, Xév)} - IE[UT(O,X%)}

= KZlE[UT(T — tg, X}iv)} - ]E{UT(T — k41, XIZH):|
k=0

—EluT(T, Xév)} - E[UT(T 6t X{V)}

_I;:E[

—

bt S N 1 1
/ 3 D07 - 1. XV (W) - (DN ()@Qber, S @len)| i

1 e jent
K-—1 thtt R R
+ (/ E [(DUT(T — £, XN (@), AXN(t) — AS&XM dt
k=1 Ytk
tr41 . N
4 / E[(DUT(T — 1, XN (0), 0, (XY (1)) — S5 PV F (X)) e
123

tet1 R
+/ 3 IE[DQUT(Tft,XN(t)) (QFe;,Qbe;) — (S,;tPNQ%ej,S(;tPNQ%ej))}dt)
te jent
K-—1
= E{UT(T, XON)} - E[UT(T - 5t,X{V)} TR N Ny
k=1
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The Markov property of X ,iv , the regularity estimate (8) of U™ in Lemma
and the a priori estimates of X* in Lemma@Pand X;' in Corollary 2lead that
for0<ax<1

[E|Um(r, x| ~ E[u (1 - ot x1)] |
- }E[UT(T —6t, XN (5t)) —UT(T — 6t,XfV)} ‘

C(1+E[IX™(@)1E] +ENXTEDA + (T - 6t)7)dt*

<
< C(Q, Xo)(1 + (T — 6t)~*)6t°.

For the term IF, the regularity of U™ and the a priori estimate of XN yield
that

tk+1 B

| Z f|<c Z / T— ) B[(1+ | XN O IR)I D XY (0)] gl Sorll 1 (— 4) 5 1 g |t
tk+1 B_1
C(T,Q, Xo)dt Z / T (trgr — [tse) Tt

where we use the fact that for ¢, <t < s <tpyq,
~ - N t
D XN () = S5:Ds XN () + (¢t — ti) PN S5 DF(X™N (t41))Ds X0y 1 + Ds / SsidW (s)
ty
= (t — ty) PN S5: DF (XN (t1))Ds X7 1.

Then we estimate I5, I} and I}, k > 1 separately. The definition of X leads
to

Ik = /tm IE[(DUT(T —t, XN(), AXY - S&tXliV»] dt

ty

| / E[(DUT(T — £, XV (1), (£~ ) (~A4)*Sa X]) | dt

thet1 - R
+ / E <DUT(T7t,XN(t)),(tftk)AS,;tPNF(X,i\fH»}dt
tk -

+ /ttk“ E :<DUT(T —t, XN)), A/t StgtdW(s)>} dt

tr
=I5, + 15, + I3 + 15,

It follows from the property I — Ss; = —Adt(I — Adt)~!, the mild form
of X}V, the a priori estimate of X, and the regularity of U™ and Ss; that for
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k > 1, any small ¢; > 0,
tht1 N
15| < ‘/ E[(DU™(T — 1, XN (1)), (~A)?stsk X) |l
e S < kt1—
+ }/ ZIE DUT — 1, XN(1)), (— A2 55T PV (X)) }dt‘
tr j=0
thi1 R k—1 ‘
+ \ / E[<DUT(T —t, XN (1)), (A%t sgjl-JPN5Wj>]dt‘
tr =0

tht1 N
<ot [T = B[+ 1R @) (- ) S A) Y]

tk

trt1 k-1 .
vt [T 7 SB[+ IRV O~ SEII ) S PO
k

§=0
tet1 SN 2 = k+1—7 pN

+‘/t E{<DUT(T—t,X (1), (—A)*6t Y S5 P 5Wj>}dt‘
, 1=0

trt1
< (T, XO,Q)(&)“JI/ (T — )= (t) "+t

ty
fest SN 2 = k1 N
+‘/ E[(DUT(T — 1, XN (1)), (~A4)%5t Y S5 7P 5Wj>}dt‘.
tr =0

By using Malliavin calculus integration by parts and Malliavin differentiability
of X~ we have

1 k_l
[ R 2, ey sk o |al
t 7=0

tpyr B—1 tit1 1
:‘”/ Z/ > E \DQUT — £ XN(0) - (DT XN (1), (~ 4S5 T PN Qe
t

leNt

} dsdt

tk+1 tit1 1 ~ 1
< C&t/ / Z SEaDT(T -, XN (1)(-A) T
t

leNt

(_A)TDQZClXN(t)’ (—A)2 ﬁ+1+e1Sk+1 JPNQ261)>HCZSdt

tk-+1 . J+1 SN 9 B—1 SN
< Cét Z 1+HX O I(=A) 7 D X (1)l 2y
tk

—€1 - — €1 B-1
AT g AT P2 S | (— A) 7 | g | dsat

t

thi1 K
< (T, Xo, Q) (5)7 2 / (T — 1)1+ / (b — [s]s0) 1 dsdt.

tr 0
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The above analysis leads to

tht1

|151] < C(T, X0, Q)(61)° / (T — )" () T2 dt

tr

tht1 ik
+C(T,X0,Q)(6t)ﬂ‘2“/ (T—t)l—ﬁl/ (tr — [s]se) ' T dsdt,

tk 0

for k > 1. Since the estimation for I4, for k > 1 is similar, we omit the
procedures. For 153, by the regularity of DU”, we have

tht1 N
iyl < 0ot [ @ - B[ IR @R I-A) Sull [FOE)]

tr

trt1
cr.Q.xe = [ -na

tr

Again using Malliavin calculus integration by parts yields that

tht1 N
/ E[DUT —t,XN(t)),A/ PN S5dW (s }dt’
tr

tr

k+ t ~ ~
_ / / E[(D2U7 (T — 1, XV ()DL RN (1), PN AS5) g | s
tr t

& =

k A~ — — o~ —
g/ /E A p2yT(T t,XN(t))A¥A%DsXN(t),Afles&A¥>Lg}dsdt’

ty ty

teta
< C(T,Q, Xo)(3t)*~ / (T — ),

tr

Thus we have

ty

<o e ([ peas

tr 0

(ty — [s]gt)*lmds)dt).
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Now, we are in the position to control I¥. It follows from the continuity of
¥, in [14, Lemma 4.2] and the regularity of DU that

m<| [ U E[DU (7 - 6, XY (), 9, (R (1) - PRV ()]
+ /tm :(DUT(Tft,)A(N(t)),(IfPN)F(XN }dt’

+ / E[(DU™(T — 1, XN (1)), (I = S50) PV F(X 1) |t

N /tk+1 —<DUT(T —t, XN(), PN (F(XN(t)) — F(Xli\fu»} dt’

< CT/tk+lE{1+ XN @)% dt+C((AN)“+(5t)“)/tk+l(Tt)a

E[(1+ XY OI) 0+ IXN O + 1K1 130)] de

+ ‘ /tkﬂ E[<DUT(T —t, XN (@), PN(F(XN (1) — F(Xéil»]dt"

Thus it suffices to estimate the last term in the above inequality. It follows from

the Taylor expansion of F', the regularity of DU™ and the a priori estimate of
XN that

trt1

/tm (DU(T —t, X" (1)), PY(F(XN (1) — F(XP)) | dt

< (t — te1)E [(DUT(T £, XN@), PN (DF(XN (1)) - (Agétxévm] i@t
+/tt’€“(ttk+1)E[<DUT(Tt,)A(N(t)),PN(DF()?N(t)) : (SMPNF(X%)»M
E[<DUT( — 1, XN (), PY(DF(XN (1)) - ( / " N vy

DUT —t, XN (1)), PN(/l(l —)D?FOXN (1) + (1 - X))
0

XN () = X0 X () = X0)d0) | db = Iy + Ty + Iy + Ty,
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The mild form of X 1?—11 and Malliavin calculus integration by parts yield that

I3, | = /tk“(t - tk+1)(E[<DUT(T —t, XN @), PN (DF(XN (1)) - (Asgjlxév)»}dt

ty

k—1
+5tE[<DUT(T-t,)?N( ), PN(DF(XN (1) ZAS,’;jl JPNF(X;L)»}

+E[<DUT(T4,)?N( ), PN(DF(XN (t Z/ Png“jl*de(s)»])dt\

< Cot* sup B|(L+ XN @5 (~)'eSE 14 Sl |1 Xol |
€

1

1 k—
+05t2/ ZE[1+|\XN<>HE>H< AT (A Sl P (XN ] e

trt1 k=1 rtjq ~
+\/ t—tpy Z/ Y E [D2UT( —t, XN(t)) - PN((DF(X (1))
tr j=0"1 leN+
-(PNAS(é“t“*jQ%el)),D?”l(XN(t))}dsdt\
tht1 tj+1 ~ ~
+}/ (t —tit1) / DUT( —t, XN(t), PY(D*F(XN (1)
b t lent

: (PNAS(’;#*J'Q%Q,D?% (XN (1))))] st

By the a priori estimate of XV and Sobolev embedding theorem E —
H%+¢, we have

k
15| < O(T,Q. Xo)ot' = (1, 1ot + 6ty t,1+)
j=0

tk+1 tit1 1 1
* C&/ / S B[+ IXOIIASE™ Qe D9 X (0] dsat
tr t

leN+
+1 j+1 >
+C§t/ / Z H AYIDUT(T — t, X (¢ HH )D2F(X (1)

(PNAS(??l 1Qbe, D21 (X (t))|] dset
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for n > % + 5. And by using the smoothy properties of Ss¢, the Malliavin

regularity and the a priori estimate of X (t), we have

k—1
5| < C(T,Q, Xo)ot'~ (116t + 6t Y1+ )

7=0
trpr k=1t 3-8 . B—1 o
o.@xot [ 5 [ B[l S ) g DR O
tr §j=0
tk+1 tj+1 3-8 _soB-1 ~
+Cit / / = [+ IR OIBIA)T S5 AT | oy DR (1) ey s

tht1 tr |
C(T,Q,Xo)atlfﬂt,;lﬁlawC(T,Q,XO)(at)ﬁ*ﬂ/ / (tr — [s],st)*%“ldsdt
0

trt1 th
rem Qe [ @i [T~ (s e,

tr 0
Similarly, we get

il < oot [ B[00+ IR @I+ IR @l < ooy

ty
and
tet1 tht1 5 SN N SN N 1 %el SN
2y < | / | S E[DUr@— V) (PYOFEY @) (PVSuQbe). DR XY (1) Jas
leNt
tht1 tk+1 N N 1 .
+‘/ / DUT( t,XN(t)),PN(D2F(XN(t))-(DS“LXN(t),PNS(;tQael»}dsdt‘
tr lEN+

< C(T,Q, Xo)(6t)P .
Combining with the continuity of X, it leads that for ¢ € [t), tpi1],
XN () Xk-i-l”Lp om) < (tryr —t)|AT 255t||£||X(tk)||LP amsy + 1 X () — X Lo (ome)
+ CIIF(X )| o (g (trgr — £) + |l /ttk“ SsedW (8)|| Lo (210

B8
2

S C(T7 XO) Q)(tk+l - t)
We deduce that for n > % + €1
tet1 - 1 ~
<] [T E[our@ - e XV PV D FeRY @)+ (- 0xE)
tr 0

XN ()~ R0 XV - X)L - 0)d0))]at

(X
< C/ k+1(T — t)*”E[(l FIXOPIXN () - Xlﬁl”ﬂdt

(T, Q, Xo) (61)° / " o,

ty
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It is concluded that
tr41

|mschxmmWwLH;M&+/

ty

For I}, by applying the regularity of D?UT, we obtain

| [ S e 2N 0) (1 PRk 1+ ke 4]

i
N ‘/ > E[D2UT(T —, XV (1) - (PY( - S5)Qbes, PN (I + S5)Qbey ) | at]
b jent

<C tHlet*”‘lE L+ [ XNOILA% |20 |A= 22 (1 — PNYAR" ||| dt
< ( ) A+ X7 NE)I Izl ( ) I

ty

tht1 1 SN 9 B=1 9 148 s
+ C/ (T —t)~ +61E[(1 + XN NA T ||£8||A7T+51(I —Sst)A 2 H]dt
173
tht1
< C(T, Qv XO)(((St)ﬁ761 + ()‘N)iﬁJrEl)/ (T — t)71+61 dt.

tr

Combining all the estimations of I¥-I} and summing up over k, taking 7 =
O(5t%) or G(N\y"), we finish the proof. O

4 Time-independent weak convergence analysis and approximation
of invariant measures

In this section, we consider whether the proposed method can approximate the
invariant measure of Eq. (). Different from analyzing weak error in Section 2
we need to give the time-independent regularity estimates of the Kolmogorov
equation, which are more complicated.

4.1 V-uniform ergodicity for the semi-discretization

To study the ergodic invariant measure numerically, we give more assumptions
as following, that is, the dissipative condition in Assumption dl and the non-
degenerate condition in Assumption

Assumption 4 Let \p < A1 and ||(7A)%H£g < oo, B<1.

Assumption 5 Let the covariance operator @ be invertible and commute with
—1
A, IQ73(~A)73]| < 00 and [|(=A)F |3 < o0, B< 1.

The above Assumption [l immeadiately implies the following result on ex-
ponential convergence to equilibrium.
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Proposition 2 Under Assumptions [QH]], there exist ¢ > 0,C > 0 such that
for any ¢ € Cl}(H), t>0 and x1, 1o € H,

E[p(X (t,21)) — ¢(X (¢, 22)]| < Clolre™ (1 + a1 ]|* + 22]*)

Remark 3 Based on the proof of Lemmalll and Corollary[2, together with the
strict dissipative condition A\p < A1 in Assumption[§), the full discretization is
strongly convergent and satisfies

_B
sup < C(X0,Q)(0% + A7)

keNt

XN = X (1)

L (2;H)

Under Assumption Bl the existence of the unique invariant measure pu for
Eq. @), as well as the invariant measure p”V for the spatial Galerkin method,
will be obtained according to Doob theorem for general A\p € R. Besides the
ergodicity of the invariant measure, we also need the following exponential
convergence result in Proposition [3l Its proof lies heavily on the strong Feller
property and V-uniform ergodicity of the Markov semi-group P; generated by
the solution of Eq. ([Il) and Eq. @) (see e.g. [T9L22]). In fact, we first follow the
proof of [22] to show the a priori estimate of a Lyapunov function of V" and to
obtain the existence of the invariant measure. Then we prove that the Markov
semigroup of the solution is strong Feller and irreducible, which implies the
existence of the unique and ergodic invariant measure. By using again a priori
estimate of a Lyapunov functional V', one can obtain the V-uniform ergodicity.
In particular, we choose ¢ € By(H) to get the exponential ergodicity of the
invariant measure, which immediately implies Proposition

Proposition 3 Under AssumptionsH3 and Assumptions[d, there exist ¢ > 0,
C > 0 such that for any ¢ € By(H) and for t > 0, any x1,22 € H and
y,yd € PN(H), we have

E[p(X (t, 21)] — E[p(X (t,22))]] < Cllglloe™" (1 + [|lz1]1* + [|22[1*), (10)

E[p(X™ (8 517)] — Elp(XY (,y2))]] < Clldlloe™ (1 + Nl 7 + l2'1I*) )

Proof For the exponential convergence to equilibrium of the original equa-
tion, we refer to [22]. Thus we focus on the semi-discretization. First, we can
define

PN o(x) =Ep(X"(t,x)), ¢ € By(PY(H)), t=>0.

For the sake of simplicity, we omit the index N of P}¥ for convenience. The
Markov property and Feller property of P; can be obtained by the similar
arguments in [I7, Chapter 4]. The left proof will be divided into three steps.
Step 1: P, is strong Feller. To get the strong Feller property, P;(By (PN (H)) C
Cyp(PN(H)) for t > 0, it suffices to show that for any ¢ € C,(PY (H)) and

T >t > 0, there exists Cp > 0 such that sup |[[DPo(z)|| < Crl|éllo. In
ze PN (H)

deed, the strong Feller property follows from |P;¢(x) Pt¢(y)| Crllollollz—

yll,x,y € PN(H) and the density of C,(PYN (H)) in By (PN (H)).
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Now, we are in the position to deduce the regularity estimate of Py, || DP:¢|lo <
Cr||®lo- Recall that n"(t,x) = DE[XN (t,2)] - h satisfies

1 t 1 t
St )| + / 199" () |Pds < ]Ih]1> + / Arlln (s, 2)|%ds.

This, combined with the equivalence of Sobolev spaces H! and HNH{, implies
that

T
/O I(=A)2n" (1, 2)|*ds < C(T)||h]|*.

The Bismut-Elworthy-Li formula

(DPo(o).1) = {E(X (1) [ (@4 (s.0). PYaW ()]

together with the Holder inequality, leads to

1 T .
IDPro(z)|§ < ﬁllaﬁH%E[/o PN (Q™ 2" (s,2)) || ds

< C(D)lIglgllQ™= (~A) 72|,
for T' > 0, which implies the strong Feller property of P;.

Step 2: P, is irreducible. A basic tool for proving the irreducibility is using
the approximate controllability of the following system

dXN(t) = AXN(t)dt + PN (XN (1))dt + PN (Qzu(t))dt, t >0 (12)
XN =g,

where z € PN(H) and u € L2([0,T); PN (H)). Denoting by XN (¢, z,u) the
mild solution of the above system, it follows that

t t
XN(t) = e+ / et=APN(F(XN(s)))ds + / e=)APN(Q3u(s))ds.
0 0

Thus it needs to show that for any fixed time 7" > 0, for any € > 0, xo, 21 €
PN (H), there exists u € L2([0,T]; P (H)) such that || XN(T,z0,u) — 21| <
e. Now, we denote a4, (t) = Ltwg + Loy and Baga, (1) = Lag, e, (t) —
Aazo@l(t) - PNF(aImIl (t))vt € [Oa T]

Since zg, 71 € PY(H) C D(A), Q is invertible, we choose u € C([0, T]; PV (H))
such that |8, ., (£) — Q= u(t)|| < Ce, t € [0,T]. Denote z(t) = XN (t, z0,u) —
Q.04 (£), t € [0, T]. By using the monotonicity of F' and dissipativity of A, we
have

IO < [ =190+ [ (PO (500:20) = Flary o (9). () ds

+ / (Qu(s) — Bag.o (5), 2(s))ds

! 2 T o
< (5 + Ar — M) J|z(9)|%ds + EC €.
0
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Then the Gronwall inequality implies that [|z(T)|| < Cv/Tez(z+Ar=2)T¢,
Choosing a proper C' completes the proof of approximate controllability. By
applying the approximate controllability of the skeleton equation ([I2), we de-
duce that for zg,z; € PN(H) and T > 0, P(|X(T,x0) — x1]| < €) > 0.
Indeed, the approximate controllability leads to the existence of a control
u € L*([0,T); PN(H)) such that | X™(T,zo,u) — z1| < §. Then we have

B(|X™(T,0) =] = €) < P (|X™(T,20) = XV (T, )] = 5.

Similar arguments in the proof of the priori estimate of X% lead to

IXN (¢, 20) = XN (8,20, w)l| < YN (t,20) = YN (8,20, w)l| + 12N (t) = ZV (¢, )]

where XV = YN 4 ZN YN and ZV satisfy
d
dt
d
dt
By the monotonicity of F' and dissipativity of A, we have

ZN = AZN + Qzu(t), ZN(0) =0,

PN 2 ATV 4 pNRFN 4 ), TN g

SVt 20) = 7 1,0, 0)
< [ I (s0) ~ T o0,

0

+ /Ot<F(YN + 2Ny = FYN +ZN), YN — Y N)ds
< /Ot(—A1 FARIYN (5, 20) — VN (s, 20, u)|2ds

+ /Ot<F(?N +2ZN) = PN +ZV),vN —yN)ds
g/otcuyN(s,xo)—?N(s,xo,u)|2ds

t
+/ CA+ YN+ 12V 5+ 12N (1p)12Y — ZV|*ds.
0
Then the Gronwall inequality leads to
Y N(T, 20) = YN (T, 0, u)|| < Ce“TVTNZN = ZN||co,73:pv gy (1 + ||}~/NH%‘([O,T];E)
+1ZM & o) + 1212 0.11:8)-

The Sobolev embedding theorem H? < E, the inverse inequality ||z|m <

M|z, # € PN(H), and the uniform boundedness of Y=, Z¥ and Z¥ imply
that

YN (T, 20) = Y N(T, o, u) || < COW)eTVTNZN = ZN|oo,130 1))

(1 + HYNH%([O,T];PN(H)) +ZY - ZN||2C’([O,T];PN(H)) + HZNH%([O,T];PN(H))) :
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It is concluded that
P (XY (T, 20) = XN (T,20,0)]| = 5)
<P (IY™(T,a0) = YV (T 0,u)]| + |12N(7) = Z¥ (T 0)]| 2 3)
S]P’(C(/\N)GCT\/THZN — Z" | oto,ry;p iy (1 + ||37N|\20([0,T];PN(H))
+1ZN - ZNH%‘([O,T];PN(H)) + ||ZN||20([0,T];PN(H))) 2 %)

Since ZV is full in C([0,T]; PV (H)) and C(Ay) is polynomially dependent on
AN, we have that there exists R = R(An,€,T) such that

P (XY (T, 20) = XN (T 20, 0)]| = 5)
<P (||ZN — ZN oo, )y > R(AN,G,T)) <1,

which completes the proof of the irreducibility.

Step 3: Existence of the invariant measure and V-uniformly ergodicity.
Similar arguments in the proof of Lemma [l imply the uniform estimate of
XN in HP. The existence of the invariant measure ™ of Eq. (@) is ensured
by the uniform estimate of X~ in H” and the Sobolev compact embedding
theorem. To show the exponential ergodicity of the invariant measure, by
[22, Theorem 12.1], it suffices to show that the p-th moment of XV (¢, ) is
ultimately bounded, i.e., E[[| XN (¢, 2)||?] < klz|[Pe=* 4+ ¢, t > 0, x € PV (H),
for some positive constants k,w, ¢, and p.

For convenience, we only prove the case p = 2. Due to the fact that X~ (t) =
YN (t)+ZN(t), we estimate the H-norm of Z¥ and YV, respectively. The mild
form of Z¥ yields that

E[|ZY 17 <E[ZY0)]E] < Q).

It follows from the variational approach, Poincare inequality, Young and Holder
inequalities that

BN (1)]2] = B[y (0))?] - 2 / VY™ (s)lds + 2 / (FYN(s) + ZN(s)), YN (s))ds
N 27 ! N (V12ds p ! N4 s
<E[IYN 0] m/o 1YY (s)2d +c<>/0<1+||z 14d
+ [ (20— IV ¥ L+ YN s) s
0

<E[YY(0))*] - 2/\1/0 Y™ (s)]1%ds + C(e)/0 (1 + 12%(s)lI%)ds.

Then the Gronwall inequality implies that

t
E[[YN Ol < e +/ e PImIC(Q)ds < e ||” + C(Q, M),
0
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From [22, Theorem 12.1], it follows that { PN };>¢, is V-uniformly ergodic with
V =1+ |=z|? ie.,

sup ‘Ptqb(ac) —/ qﬁd,uN‘ < CV(z)e™™, x € PN (H),
llollv<1 PN (H)

where C, a depend on Ay and Q, and ¢ € B) (PN (H)), i.e, ¢ is Borel-

measurable and |||y = sup,c pv ) H{’i((z))ﬂ < 00. Now taking any ¢ € B, (PN (H)),

we have ||¢]|v < [|¢]lo. Combining with V-uniformly ergodicity of P, it is de-
duced that

[Ro@) [ o] < CUlV @e™, € PN,

By the fact that B,(H) C By(PY(H)), we obtain the exponential ergodicity
of the unique invariant measure. Taking two different initial data yi¥, y&,
combining with the exponential ergodicity of ', we complete the proof. O

Remark 4 Under the same conditions of Proposition[3, one can obtain more
stronger ergodicity result, that is, the uniformly exponentially ergodicity (V =

1) of PN, t>0 (see e.g. [22)),
o) - [ | < e,
P (H)

which can be used to improve the bound of regularity estimates in Lemma [8.
The condition | Q™2 (—A)~2|| < oo in Assumption[d is necessary for the strong
Feller property of P;. However, from the proof of the strong Feller pr operty
of PN, the estimate (D) holds even for the case ||Q~2(—A)"2| = .

4.2 Time-independent regularity estimate of Kolmogorov equation

In order to obtain the time-independent optimal weak error estimate, we need
more stronger regularity estimates of the Kolmogorov equation. However, the
regularizing approach by the splitting strategy is not a proper way to get such
time-independent regularity estimates. To overcome this difficulty, we inves-
tigate time-independent regularity estimates of the Kolmogorov equation by
means of a finite dimensional approximation. Recall the Kolmogorov equation
of the Galerkin approximation

QUM (t, z)

S — (At PYEG), DUV (4 2) + St PV QEDUM (1,0) PV QR

(13)
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Lemma 7 Let Assumptions [I{7] hold. For n > %, a,0,v€10,1), 0+~ <1,
there exist ¢ > 0, C(Q,a) and C(Q,0,v) such that for x,h,k € PM(H),

M eNT andt >0,

[DUM(t,) - h| < C(Q,)(1 + il[lopt]E[llXM(s,w)II%])(l +t7M)e " [(=A) "Rl

(14)
|D2UM (¢, 2) - (h, k)| < C(Q,0,7)(1 + Zl[lopt]E[IIXM(&%)IIE])O +tTT 7T
e (=A) Rl (—A) k] (15)

Proof Similar to the proof of [14, Proposition 4.1], we have

DUM(t,x) - h = E[D$(XM (t,2)) - 0" (t, )],
DUM(t,z) - (h,k) = E[Dg(X M (t,)) - (" (t, )]
+E[D*o(XM (t,2)) - (" (8, 2), 0" (8, 2))],

for h,k, 2z € PM(H), t > 0, where " and ¢"F satisfy

% = Ay (t,z) + PM(DF (XM (t,2))n" (t,2)), 0"(0,2) = h,
% = ACME(t @) + PY(DE(XM (8, )¢ (¢ @)

+ P]M(D2F(XM(t7x))nh(tvx)nk(tvx))v gh’k(oaz) =0.

For convenience, the parameter M is omitted in the notations of " and ¢"*.
Consider the following auxiliary equation

oV (t,s)h

o = (A+ PMDE(XM(t,2))V(t,s)h, V(s,s)h = h.

The straightforward argument leads to ||V (¢, s)h|? < e=2M=Ar)(E=3)||p|2.
Denote 0" (t,z) := 7" (t,z) + e!*h = n(t,x) — e!*h + e*4h. It follows from
the smooth effect of e!4 and the estimate of V (¢, s), 0 < s < t, that for some
A1 >c >0,
E[Do(XM (t,2)) - e4h]| < [¢1Cat™*e™||(—=A)*hll,

and

17" (¢, 2)]| = | /O V(t,s)(PY(DF (XY (t,))e*" h)ds|

t
</ e ADE=9) | DF(XM (s, 2)) | 5]l e* | ds
0

t
<Cloh | (U X (s,) e Or A5 (- ).
0
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Taking ¢ > A\ — Ap, we obtain
[E[Do(X M (¢, ) - 7" (t, 2)]|

t
< Cloh [ (14 BIXY (s a) e 020050 (- a) |
0

t
< O [ B o)) A s (- )|

< O(1+ sup E[J|X"(s,a)[|F])e” M (=4) A
s€[0,t]
The above two estimates imply that
[E[DS(XM (t,2)) -1 (t, 2)]]
< Ca(l+ sup E[I XM (s,2)[3)(1 + e !|(=A)"h].

s€[0,t]

Similarly, we have

E[D?¢(XM (t,2)) - (0" (¢,2),n" (t,2))]
< Cpalol2(1+ sup E[ XM (s, 2)[E) (L + ¢~ CF)e=||(=4) Rl (—=A) 4]

s€[0,t]

Now similar arguments, combined with the decomposition V (¢, s)h = V (¢, s)h+
e~ (t=)Ap imply that fort > s >0,0<a < 1,

t
|V (L, s)h| < CemPimAr)(t=s) ((t —8) "+ / (r — s)"@elTeFMmAR)(r=s)
(16)
|DE(XY (r,2) | pdr )| AR

Based on the representation of ("* and (I8]), we obtain

ettt a) = | [V P (DG s,

t t

< Cn/ e c(t=s) (t— 3)7"(1 —|—/ 6751(’”75)(7“ — 3)7"||DF(XM(T, :I:))HEdr)

0 s
[(—A) =" PM (D*F(XM (s, 2))n" (s, 2)n" (s, x))) | ds,

for n > %. Thus we have

E[Do(XM (t,2)) - (" (¢, )]
< Cpe™(1+ sup E[II(XM(T,SC))IIE])/ e (t—s5)7"
re(0,t] 0
(1+ s~ (= A) " RlI(-A)~k||ds
< Cpem (1471 + sup E[(XM (r,2)[EDI(=A) " RIII(=A) k],

rel0,t]

which completes the proof. O
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Lemma 8 Let Assumptions I3 and Assumption[d hold. For n > %, a,0,v €

[0,1), 0+~ < 1, there exist ¢ > 0, C(Q,«) and C(Q,0,v) such that for
x,y,z € PM(H) and t € (0,7,
IDUM (t,2) - y| < C(Q, ) (1 + Sl[lop]]E[||XM(8,$)||%]) (17)
se|0,t
(L4t %)e A yll,

[D2UM(t,2) - (y,2)] < C(Q,0,7)|(1 + Sl[lopt]E[l\XM(s,w)ll?]) (18)
se|0,
(L+ 77+ 707 )| Ay || A7 7]].

Proof By the similar arguments in Lemmal[fl we can obtain the regularity
estimate for 0 < ¢t < T. For convenience, we take T'=1 and get for 0 < ¢ <1

I (t, )| < Ca(L+ sup, XM (s, 2)|[3) (1 + =) [ (= A) A, (19)
se|0,

IC"* (¢, 2)]| < Con(1 + sup, XM (s, 2)[|3) (L + 77+ 707 [[(=A) Al (—A) 7 hll.
se|0,

To get the exponential decay of the regularity estimate, we need another a
priori estimate of X independent of . According to the fact XM = Y M 4 ZM
and the evolution of ||[Y |2, we have

0
&HYMO?)II2 = =2 vYM @) 2 + 2FYM () + Z2M (1), YN (1))
< =YY@+ C+ 12 ()] 74),
for 0 < ¢ < 2, C > 0. By applying [I1, Lemma 1.2.6], we have

sup  [YM@)P < Clp,t)(EA1)E, (20)
€ PM (H)

for p > 1, where C(p, t) has finite moments of any order. Combining with the
equivalence of norms in finite dimension, we have

I" (8, 2)ll < C(M. ¢, [¢l1)|ll,
Ic™*(t, @)l < C(M, ¢, |gl2) [ Rl1IK],

for ¢t > 0. Indeed, by the chain rule, we have

I ¢ ) + / IV (s, 2)|%ds < 1] + / (DFXN () (s, 2), 1 (s, 2)) .
0 0

Therefore, the Gronwall inequality leads that for ¢ > 0

t
I (¢, 2) ]2 + / IV (s, 2) | 2ds < [
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The same arguments, together with the Sobolev embedding theorem and in-
verse inequality, yield that

t
I )l < | / V(t = s)D*F(XN ()" (s, )" (5, 2)ds|
t
< e [ @)l uell 5.0 s I (5. 2)] s
t
< [ )l 5 e 5 )

t
3
SeCt/\?v/O XN ()l 1n" (s, 2) 17" (s, @)l ds

3

< e“AZ VDK
Thus, we get

|DUM(t, ) - h| < e, (21)

DM (t,2) - (., R)] < O e AV R[],
which implies that for any ¢ € CZ(H), UM (t) = P,¢ € CZ(H), t > 0.
The Bismut-Elworthy-Li formula states that if & : PM(H) — R belongs

to C2(PM(H)) and |®(z)| < M(®)(1 + |x|?),q > 1, then we can calculate the

first and second order derivatives of UM (¢, x) := E[®(X (¢, x))] with respect
to x. Indeed, we have

1 b1 ~
DU (t,2) b= 7E[ [ (@ ¥/ (s,0), W () 20X (1,2)].
0
for any x € PM(H), h € PM(H). The Markov property of P; implies that

2 (% —~ t t
DUY (t2) - h = B[ [ (@ H0" 5,0, dW ()UR (5, X" (G,
0
where W is the cylindrical Wiener process. By applying again the Bismut—
Elworthy-Li formula, we get a formula of the second derivative

DU () (1) = 7B [ [ (@ HCMH (), dW () U (5, XV (5.0)]

2 : = t t

+ _E|:/ <Q_%77h(t’x)’ dW(S)>DU£4(_a X]M(_a'r)) ’ nk(_ax):| ;
£l 2 2 2
for x € PM(H), h,k € PM(H). By using a priori estimates of n and ¢"*, we
obtain

1

;\/EH@(XM(t,w))IQ]\/E[ JRCREECRIRS

%C(t)M(@’)(l + EIIXM(E, )[4 IR,

IN

IN
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and

D20, - (b)) < 2 JEnU L ) |2]\/E[ JRCREEORIRS

+ %\/E[ / 1@~ s, ) s [BIDUR (5, X (L ) (L

<

~+ | =

copm@) +\fBlIx v o)) ¢ B[ 1Q-3¢m s,

C(t, Q)M (2)(1 + \/[IXM( )P,

for 0 < t < 1. To estimate E[f(f |Q~2¢"* (s, 2)||2ds], we consider the M-
independent estimation of ¢"* and have

Il <1 [ Vi D PO (o)

t
< [ @ XY @) (5. )l 5, o

<O+ sp X)) / (=AY Enf(s, )| (— A) 2 (s, )| ds
se

< e (14 sup | XM ()| m)lIRIIK],
s€[0,t]

which implies that

/ QM (s, a)l2ds < COICH ()P + / D2 R () (5, ) (5,2), (5, 2)) s
0 0
< ClOW)1+ sup [XM(S)DIIIKP +C sup (¢ (s, )]

s€[0,t] s€0,t]
(1+ sup [XM(s)]e) / [(=A)20" (s, 2) I (=A) 20" (s, )||ds
s€[0,t]
< PO (1 + sup [ XM (s)IIE)IAlII]>.

s€[0,t

It is concluded that

D20 0) - (b)) < (5 Tycm@) s R )
(Ut s B o) D IR

For any t > 1, we have UM (t, z) = E[UM (t—1, XM (1, 2))]. The exponential
convergence estimate (1) yields that

UML)~ [ | < Ce D o)
PM (H)
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Inspired by [5], we choose @(2) = UM (t — 1,2) — [pu &) dduM | we have that
D® and D?® are uniformly bounded by [ZI)). The above estimate () in
0 <t <1 and the fact that UM (t,z2) = E[@(XM(1,2))] + fPM(H) ddu lead
to

|DUM(t,2) - B < Cem V(1 4+ [E[| XM (1, )] 4)||R]

|D*UM (t,2) - (h, k)| < Ce™ "D (1+ \/E[IIXM(%, lI))

(L+ sup (E[|XM(s)|ZDIRIIF],
s€[0,1]

for t > 1. Thus we conclude that

[DUM(t,2)[| < Ce (1 + sup (/E[|XM(s,2)[1]),
s€[0,1]

D2 UM (#, )|y < Ce™ (1 + sup E[IXM (s, z)[|*]) (1 + sup E[| XM (s, 2)[%])-
s€(0, s€|0,

Combining with the Markov property of X, we have

IDUM@w%hJSC&““”(L+¢S%%EWXNGJWﬂ) E[|[n" (1, 2)||?]
se|0,

< Cem N (L4 sup B{IXM (s,0) 1) s
se|0,

|D2UM (t,2) - (h, k)| = [E[D* (U™ (t = 1, XM(1,2))) - (h, k)]
< [E[D2UM(t - 1,XM(1,2)) - (" (1,2),0" (1, 2))]|
+[E[DUM (¢ — 1, XM (1, 2)) - (1, 2)]|

< Cem V(14 Sl[llo]E[llXM(S S ED o 1*lla--
se[0,t

The above estimate, together with (I9) completes the proof. O

4.3 Time-independent weak error estimate and approximation of the
invariant measure

To get weak convergence analysis, we introduce the another solution X,
M > N, of spectral Galerkin method. The regularity estimates in Lemmas
@ and B of UM are crucial. The proof is similar to that of Theorem ] and
needs a preciser procedure. Before that, we first give a useful estimate to deal
with the conditional expectation appeared in the regularity estimate of U™ in
Lemmas [l and 8l For convenience, we use the notation E, as the conditional
expectation at x € F.



34 Jianbo Cui et al.

Lemma 9 Under the Assumptions [H3, for any T > t > 0, there ewists a
constant C'(Xo, Q,p) such that for any p > 2,

B[ s Egug [IX6, XY 0)I7]] < C(Q Xoup).
s€[0,T—t]

Proof Without loss of generality, we assume that ¢ € [tg, tr11], &k < K — 1.
By the procedure in proving Corollary @ we let, for 0 < s < T — ¢,

XM(s, XN()) = YM (s, YN (1)) + 2M (s, ZN (1)).
Here YM and ZM satisfy
dYM = AYMds + PMF(YM 4 ZM)ds,
dZM = AZMds + PMdW (s),
with TW(s) = W (t+5) — W (t) and initial data ¥ (0) = YN (t), and Z(0) =
ZN(t), where
YN =V + AS5; VN (t — 6t) + S PNF(YY, + Z2, )t — dt)
ZN(t) = Z) + ASs ZN (t — 6t) + Ss: PN (W () — W (tr)).

Now we show that ||YN(¢)|m and || ZV(t)||z have any finite g-th moment,
q > 2. Indeed, we have

PN @)l < CIY e + O+ [V [+ 12854 11%)
1Z¥ )l < CIZ e + 1S5 PN (W (1) = W ()|,

which, together with the estimations in Lemmas [3l and [l implies the bound-
edness of any ¢-th moment of ||[Y™(¢)||g: and ||ZN(¢)||z. Similar arguments
in Lemmas [3 and @ yield that for s € [0,7T — ]

. N t+s
1Z¥ (s, Z¥ )|z < 12V (O] e + II/t S(s = r)dW(r)|ls,

Y™ (s, YN O)le < IVNOlls + Ca(IYN (1)1, @, s 12" (s, ZN (0)] ),
se|l'—

where Cy(|YN () ||lmr, Q, sup  [|ZM (s, ZN(t))|| ) is a random variable and
s€[0,T—t]

polynomially depends on ||V ()||z: and ||ZN (t)||z. Similar to the proof of

Lemmal in d = 1, we do not need the a priori estimate of ||Y*||zz1. Combining

with the a priori estimate of stochastic convolution of ZM, we have that Cy

has finite ¢-th moments, ¢ > 2, which leads to the desired result. O
Proof of Theorem [2] Let Kt =T > 0. We transform the error estimate

from H into PM (H),

[E[6(X (Kdt, Xo)) — o(X{)]| < |E[D(X (Kdt, Xo)) — (XM (Kdt, Xg"))]]
+ [E[p(X M (K6t, X5")) — o(XE)]I-
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From the strong convergence analysis in Lemma [I] and Remark [ it follows
that for M € NT,

[E[p(X (Kdt, Xo)) — p(X M (Kdt, Xg")I| < C(K6t, Xo)Ay/*

Then, after taking M — oo, it suffices to estimate |E[¢p(XM (Kdt, X)) —
H(XE)]|. We decompose E[p(XM (K ot, X)) — ¢(XN)] as

E[UM(K&,X(J)” )} - IE{UM(O,X%)} - (IE [UM(KcSt,Xé” )} - E[UM(K&,X({V )D
+ (IE [UM(KcSt,XéV )} fE[UM(O,Xﬁ)D.
The first term is controlled, by the regularity of UM in Lemma [T as
’IE (UM (x5, X3N] — B[UM (Kt X7 ‘
< /01 ‘IE [DUM (K6, 0X0" + (1= 0)X) - (1 = PY)X)] ‘d@
< O+ | X313 + X I%) min((1+ (K6t)~)e™ 0 ()= Xo |, (Aw) ™% | Xo as0)-

Using the Ito formula for Skorohod integrals, the Kolmogorov equation ([I3])
and Malliavin integration by parts, the second term is split into

E{UM(K&,X(])V)} 7E[UM(0,X%)}
KzlE[ (18t — kot X0 | = B[UM (Kot = (b + D)ot X2
k=0
e ]l
1

trt1 = = 1 1
/ Z E DQUM —t, XN(1)) - (DtXN(t)PNQiel,S,;tPNQEel)} dt

=0 7tr leNT+
K—1 thi1 N R
+3 (/ [ (DUM(T — t, XN (t)), AXN (t) — As,;tx,m]dt)
k=0 th
k+1 . .
+ (/ DUM —t, XN(#), PM (XN (1)) — SétPNF(X,ﬁl)ﬂdt)
tr
tk+1 = 1 1 1 1
+ (/ Y E DQUM( £ XN@) - ((PMQael,PMQael) - (S&PNQael,sgtPNQael))}dt)
tk leN+
K-—1
- E{UM(K&,X(%V )} - E[UM(K&& — 5t XN )} + ST IIF 4 Ik ok 4ok,
k=1

The estimation for the first term can be easily obtained by the similar argu-
ments in the proof of Theorem [B] and thus we focus on the estimations on
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IIF-1IF, k > 1. By the regularity of UM in Lemmas [0 and 8 and the a priori
estimate of X%, we have

K—1 K=1 tyys R R
| Hf|§‘ / ZE[D?UM(T_t,XN(t))-(DtXN(t)PNQ%el,S&PNQ%el)}dt‘
k=1 k=0 7tk leNt
= [t B—1 T M N 4
<C / (14 (T — )5 e —t)E[(lJr sup B (10 (s, XV (0) 1)
1tk s€[0,T—1]

1-8 B—1
1D&N (1)~ A4) 7 Sl (~ 4) 7 [ g
K—-1 thtt 51 P
< C(Q. Xo)ot ™t / (4 (T )T Tty — [f)s) T dt

k=1 "tk

where we use the a priori estimate in Proposition [ and the fact that for
ey <t <s<1pta,

t
D XN(t) = S5:Ds XN (t) + (t — ti) PN S5e DE (XN (t341)) Ds X1 + DS/ S5 PN dW (s)
ty

= (t — ty) PN S5: DF (XN (t41))Ds X1V 1.

Then we estimate I15,I1¥ and II}, k > 1 separately. The definition of X
leads to

tr41 N
Ik = E[ DUM(T — t, XV (1)), A(XY — S(;tX,iV»}dt

tr

+ / E[(DUM(T — 1, X (1)), (t - tx) A2S5 X[) |t

v [ B[t W) - m)ASatPNF(Xéil)ﬂ .

ty

tr41
+/ E[(DUM( —t, XN /S(;tdW

ty

=115 + 115, + 115, + 115,

From I —Ss; = —A&t(I—Adt)~!, the mild form of X}¥ (@), the a priori estimate
of X in Lemma [ and the regularity of UM in Lemmas [ and 8, and Lemma
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[ it follows that for k > 1 and any small €; > 0

tht1 ~
11} < ot / (1 (T = 1)=)eT-IE[ (1 + o B [1X 6 SN @I
k s L=

AT Sh AT S5 XY e

tht1 k—1 R
voo [T @0 e T B[4 sy Bew 1 XV @)1
ti =0 s€[0,7—t]

—e1 ok—J —ater
At S5 At et 56t||||F(Xf\i1)||}dt

tht1 R k—1 )
+ ‘/ E[(DUM(T_ t,XN(t)),A%tngjl—JPNaWjﬁdt\
tr =0
tht1
< C(Xo,Q)(&)O‘_“/ (L4 (T =)™ )e T (L + (te) e ) dt + 113y,
tr
To deal with the last term, we use the idea in [5] that the lack of regularity
and bad time behavior do not happen at the same time. In deed, we split the
last term as

thi1 N max(ty—1,0) el
12 < | / E[(DUM (T~ 1, R (1)), A%t /O PN S )t
123

ty

fes M TN 2 N ghk+1—[s]s¢
+‘ : E[(DUM(T — t, XN (1)), A%t PN sk dW(s)>}dt‘.
k

max(t;—1,0)

For the first part, it follows from the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, the regularity
estimate of UM, a priori estimate of X and the smoothy effect of Ss; and
Lemma [0 that

tht1 =R max(t—1,0) i1
| / E[(DUM (1~ 1, R (1)), A%t / PN L )t
tr 0

Lt max(t—1,0) 1 —Ts ~
< C(St/ E[n/ A2pNght —[‘SMW(S)H?] \/E“DUM(Tt,XN(tNP]dt
tr 0

trt1 max(t,—1,0) .
< C(QaXO)(St/ E|:H/ A2PNS6t+ _[S]JtdW(S)HQ} e_c(T_t)dt
123 0

trt1 max(tx—1,0) 94 1=8 k4+1—[s]se |12 212 —(T-1)
SC(Q,Xo)ét/tk E[/O (= Ay PV ST 2 (= A) 5 g [ om0

tht1 max(t,—1,0) 1 5 (T—t)
< C(Q, Xp)ot ———(t), — 0t)=5+tPdse™ "~V dt
< 0(Q, Xo) /tk /0 i Alét)k*[s]ét( Kk — [s]5:01) se

t

C (;) Xo)o . 71 dse ( t)d C (;) Xo)o o & ( t)d
< t ¢ t < t ¢ t.
=~ ( ) O) /tk / (1 )\1 t)[s]ét 1 ~ ( 9 0) /tk
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Applying Malliavin calculus integration by parts, Malliavin differentiability of
X% and the regularity estimate of UM and Lemma [ we have

tht1 N tr bl
]/ DUM ft,XN(t)),AQ(St/ PN gE= s gy (s }dt’

max(t;—1,0)

tr41 R L 1
— 6t/ / HD2U]\/I(T — t,XN(t)) . (D?QelXN(t)’AQS;;Fl*[S]MPNQael)Hdsdt
dx(tk 10) leEN+F

tit1 148, 27+ M SN 1-s
< cot > E[[((-a)F D20t -, RV @) (-4)
max(t,—1,0) leEN+
(7 ) DQzelXN( ) (*A)Q B+1+518k+1 StPNQ%GZ»Hdet

tht1
< C5t/ e—c(T—t)(l + (T . t)—l-’rﬁl)/

th max(t,—1,0)

tk

E[(1+ sup Eguq X0, XV@)IH])
rel0,T—t]
B—1 o —e1 ok—1[s]s¢ — € 81

(=) "7 D XN (0)] gl (= A) = Sy 1= A) 42 S ]~ A) 7 | g sl

tet1 th
< Cx0, Q)2 [ e TN (gt (1 — [sl) "+ emetin=llar)

tr max(ty—1,0)

E ~
1(=A4) = DX (1) 12 (02,9 dselt

tht1
< C(Xo,Q)(6t)° > / e T (14 (T — )"+ )dt.

tr

The above analysis leads to

trt1
113,| < C(Xo,Q)(6t)* ™ / 1+ (T —t)=)e T Nat
tr
trt1

+ C(Xo, Q)31 / (14 (T — )+ )=y

tr
for £ > 1. Since the estimation for I 55 and 1153 for k > 1 is similar, we omit
the procedures. Again using Malliavin integration by parts yields that
tr41 .
I1k,| = / E[(DUM (T —t, XN (1)), A S(;tdW }dt‘
tr tr

tht1 t . R
- / /E{(DQUM(T—t,XN(t))DSXN(t),ASgt)ﬁg}dsdt‘

ty ty

—

IN

thyr pt ~ _
/E{(AM*EIDQUM(T—@XN())A A DXN(),AflsgtA¥>Lg}dsdt\

trt1
= C(QaXo)(&)ﬁJl/ (L+ (T =) " Fr)e Tt

ty
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It follows that

trt1
II5] < O(Xo, Q)(6t)*~2 / e

ty

D14 (T — )71 )dt

ty

tr41
+ C(Xo, Q)(51)— / (14 (T — )=2)e==T=0(1 4 (t)~ 1+ e=e1tn)dt.

Now, we are in the position to estimate I7¥. By the regularity of DUM and a
priori estimate of XV, we have

|Ilg|<‘/tk+l (DUM(T —t, XN(1)), PM (I = PV)F(X™ (1) }dt‘
&y " B[ - 0 X 0). (1 — S PV PR |
+ ‘ /tkﬂ ]ERDUM(T— £, XN (8), PN (F(XN (1)) - F(Xéil»]dt’

< C((AN)™" +(61)%) / %(1 + (T — 1)~ )eeT=D

ty

E[(1+ s B [IXM 0 XXO)EDQ + IX(0)30)|de
rel0,T—t)

+}/ttk+lE (DUM(T—t,)?N(t)),pN(F()’(tN(t)) _F(X;ﬁl)ﬂdt‘.

Thus it sufficient to estimate the last term in the above mequality It follows

from Taylor expansion of F', the regularity of X XN and DUM , and the a priori
estimate of X that

J, [ 1 XY ). PY (RN 1) - P )

< /tkﬂ(t — te JE[(DUM (T — £, XN (1)), PN (DF (XN (1)) - (4S5 X1Y))) e

+ / kﬂ(tftkH)E[(DUM(Tft,)A(N(t)),PN(DF()A(N(t))~(SgtPNF(X,i\fH))>}dt

" /t B[(DU™ (7~ . %), PYDFEY(0) - PY([ T SsedW ()] a

n /tk DUM (T t,)A(N(t)),PN(/O D2FOXN (1) + (1 - 0XN1))

(XN( )= X, XV () = XX 1)1 - 0)d0))|de =TTy + T2y + 115, + 1,

The estimation of I74 is similar to the estimation of I7§, and we need to
use a proper decomposition of the stochastic integral. The mild form of X 1o
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Malliavin integration by parts and Lemma [d yield that

= | e B[00 (1 1, RV (0), PY(DPRY() - (A5 X

tein R ~ k—1
+/ (t—tk+1)6tE[<DUM(T—t,XN(t)),PN(DF(XN(t))-(ZA

Sg;rl_jPNF(Xﬁ-l)»}dt+II§11‘
thet1 ~
< Cst / e TOR[(14+ sup B [IXM(r, SN @)IED + 1XY(1)E)
tr re(0,T—t]
|\A1-ﬂs§t||||Aﬂsat||||XN||}dt
t + A~
+C(5t2/t eme(T- “ZE[ (14 swp t]EXN(t)[IIXM(T XNEIEDA + 1XN@)1E)
k j=0 r

—e1 ak—J €1
AT S5 A S [1XY | e + 12|

best k-1
C(Q,XO)/ e—c(T=t) grs¢l—e1 (t;1+61e—01tk + 5tztl;71;r616_01(tk_tj)) + |[I§11|_
tr 7=0

The estimation of I7%,; is similar to the estimation of IT},; and we have

thi1 N max(ty—1,0) 1

111k, | < ]/ (tkHft)E[<DUM(T7t,XN(t)),A/ PN gl gy (5 }dt‘
tr 0

23

+| /tk“(tk+1 ~ HE[(DUM (T - t,)?N(t)),A/

max(t;—1,0)

PV S aw (s)) | at .
Similar arguments in estimating 775, lead to

Ly N max(t,—1,0) el
‘/ (ths1 — )E [(DUM(T—t,XN(t)),A/ PN gl gy () }dt’
0

tht1 — max(ty—1,0) ol
< C(St/ VE[IDUM (T — £, XN (1)) H/ APN §EFlst gy () 2]t
ty

tr41

< C(XO,Q)(St/ e~ Tt gy,

ty
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It follows from the smooth property of Ss;, the Malliavin regularity, the a
priori estimate of X (¢) and Sobolev embedding theorem F < HE2+¢ that

trt1 R 123
‘/ (thsr — E {( UM (T t,XN(t)),A/ PN gEFIls gy () }dt‘

max(tr—1,0)

dsdt
L2($2)

k1 ty 1 1=
<o@xon [ e [ S [1AskT Qe [ID2 S )|

tr max(tx—1,0) l N+

tet1 ty ~
C(Q, Xo)dt / e=e(T=) / HA"DUM( t,X(t))‘

ty ax(tr—1,0) leN+

HA*”DQF()?(t)
L2(2;H)

dsdt

. PNA k+1—[s]s¢ % DQQel )/(\' ‘
T N L <0)]

tht1
c@.xo [

tr

(T b 3-8 L k+1—[s s-1 o
e | AT 851 A5 g DK (0 20 sl
max(t,—1,0)

tk _ _
T (T -0 | 4% 55t A%

max(t,—1,0)

tht1

+C(Q,X0)5t/

tr

Z HDQ“LX (D1 2s (st
leN+

< C(Q, Xo)(3)P— /

ty

trt1

ty
e eT=(1 4 (T - t)fn)/ (tr, — s) 1 Ferem 1t g,
0
for n > %l + 5. Similarly, we have
tht1 R
) < 08 [ e TOR[A swp B XV R0+ IRV O]
th s€[0,T—t]

and

1) < ‘/tk“ /tk“ > E[prM(r t,)?N(t)).(pN(DF()?N(t)).(pNsMQ%el),pg?%”)?N(t))}dsdt]

leNt
trt1 tk+1 ~ ~ FEPN 1
] / / DUM(T — £, XV(1), PN(D2F(XN () - (D XN (1), PNS,;tQael»}dsdt]
tk lEN+
tht1
C(Q, Xo)ot / (14 (T — £)=")e=eT=D gy,
t

where we utilize the fact that for ¢y <t <s < tp41,

t
D XN(t) = S5:Ds XV () + (¢ — ti) PN S5 F (XN (t41))Ds Xy + DS/ PN SsidW (s)

ty

= (t — ti) PN S5 F (XN (t41)) D XY,
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Combining with the continuity of )?N, for t € [tg, trt1],

N ~ B
XN () — X llne(om) < (ter — OIA 2 Ssell | X ()| 2o (2mey + CIX (k) — XY | 1o om

tr41
+ CIF(X ) | o sty (B — £) + ] / PN S5:dW (8)|| Lo (2m)
t

B
2

< C(Xo,Q)(tk+1 — 1) 2,

we deduce that
trt1 R 1 ~
g <c| [ E[outE - 2V 0), PV ([ DPEORN O + (- 0x)
tr 0

RN () = X, XV (1) - R0)d0)|at
tr41

< 0(Q. Xo) / e T=0(T — )1 I (1) = XN, 2 oyt

ty

tr41
< C(Q, Xo)(5t)" / e=eT=0(] _ )=ng.

ty

It follows that

tro1 k—1
115] < C(Q,XO)/ eI Datst! e (1 et 4 5ty e teTh))
tr 7=0
tr41 123
+C(Q, Xo)(5t)P— / e~ (T=0(1 4 (T — 1)) / (b — 5)~1+er e (=) gy
tr 0

For II}, by applying the regularity of D?U | we obtain

tr41 .
1114 < ‘ / 3 E[DQUM(T — £, XN) - (PM(I — PMYQbe,;, (PM + PNS,;t)Q%ej)]dt‘
tr .
JENt
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ko jeENt

fes —c(T—t) —1+e1 b=l —E8 46 Ny 152
< C(Q, Xo) € I+ (T =) )[A = [[lA™ = (I = PT)A = [di

ty

trt1 B-1 148 1-8
+C(Q, Xo)/ e T+ (T = )7 )| AT [l A= T (T = Ssi) A= | dt
ty
thta

< C1Q, Xo) ((5)° + () ~B+2) / (14 (T — )=+,

tr

Combining all the estimation of I1F-I11} together and summing up over k, we
finish the proof.

a
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The above time-independent error estimate, together with the V-uniformly
ergodicity of Eq.() in Proposition Bl immediately yields the result of Corol-
lary [l We remark that one can first take 6t — 0, and get the weak error
between p and p. However, it is still unknown that if taking N — oo firstly,
the invariant measure of the implicit method is unique or not. This will be
studied further. This weak convergence approach to approximating the invari-
ant measure is available for other type numerical methods since we give the
time-independent regularity estimates of Kolmogorov equation in Lemmas [7]
and 8 The key requirement lies on the time-independent a priori estimates
of numerical solutions in E. In particular, if d = 1, according to the a priori
estimate in [I4] and the arguments in Lemma [ we can get the sharp weak
convergence rate of the full discretization {X ,};} keN+,he(0,1] glven by the tem-
poral implicit Euler method and the spatial linear finite element method. For
convenience, denoting V}, the finite element space and using the notations of
the finite element method in [T4], we have the following result.

Corollary 3 Let Assumptions I3 hold with d =1 and 8 € (0,1], v € (0, 58),
Xo€E, T>0, 0ty < (0,1, m] Then for any ¢ € C#(H), there exists
a positive constant C(Xo,Q,T) such that for any dt € (0,0tg], Kot = T,

K € NT and h € (0,1],
[B[o(xX (1) - 6(Xk)] | < (X0, T, Q) (617 + 5™).

In addition, under Assumption[q) or[3, for any ¢ € CZ(H), there exist constants
¢ >0, C(Xo,Q) > 0 such that for any large K, 6t € (0,dto] and h € (0,1],

[E[o(xk (X)) - /H G| | < C(Xo,Q)OF + 2 + 7oK01),

Furthermore, if

{ X} pen+, we have

s an ergodic invariant measure of the numerical solution

’E[ : dduot — /H qﬁdu” < O(Xo, Q) (8t + V).

Remark 5 The weak convergence analysis can be extended to the functional
space Cg (H), i.e., for¢ € Cg (H), the first and second derivatives of ¢ grow poly-
nomially. For instance, under Assumption[d, one can first use the arguments
in the proof of Lemmal[7 to get the regqularity estimate of Kolmogorov equation
mn a finite time T'. Then similar arguments in Lemma[8 yield the exponential
decay estimate for t > T by using the x-independent uniform boundedness of
XN (see the estimate B0)) and the Bismut-Elworthy-Li formula. Combining
with the proof of Theorem[2, we can obtain the similar convergence rate of the
proposed method for CIQJ (H).
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Fig. 1 Rate of weak convergence in temproal direction (u(0,z) = sin(rx), and M = 26)

5 Numerical experiments

In this section, we present several numerical tests to verify the weak convergent
rates of (@) in temporal direction and ergodicity. Apply @) to Eq. (Il) where
F) = =€+ Ap&, Ap € Rand W(t,€) = 332, o V2sin(jné)B;(t) with
C charactizing the regularity of noise. In our numerical tests, we truncate the
series by the first M terms, M € N*.

We first investigate the weak convergence order in temporal direction of
the proposed method (@) in this experiment. In order to show the rate of weak
convergence, we fix N = 2¢ and take the method (@) with small time stepsize
stref = 2711 a5 the reference solution. Moreover, we choose four different kinds
of functions (a) ¢(u) = cos(||u[|?), (b) ¢(u) = exp (~[lu]|?), (c) ¢(u) = sin(]ul|)
and (d) ¢(u) = |lul|* as the test functions for weak convergence. Fig [l plots
the value In [E¢(XN(T)) —Ep(XE)|, against In(6t) for five different step sizes
5t =[275,276,277278 279 at T = 1, where X" (T) and X% represent the
exact and numerical solutions at time T, respectively. Here, the expectation
E is approximated by taking average over 2000 realizations. It can be seen
that ) is of weak order 0.5 for cylindrical Wiener process, i.e. C' = 0, and
of weak order 1 for Q-Wiener process with C' = 0.5, 2, which are indicated by
the reference lines. These coincide with the theoretical analysis.

Then we consider the longtime behaviors of (). Based on the definition of
ergodicity, if numerical solution (@) is strong mixing, the average E[p(X /)],
k > 0, started from different initial values will converge to the spatial aver-
age for almost every path. To verify this property and to make clear how the
average value changes when time ¢ goes, Fig. 2l shows the average of the fully
discrete method started from five different initial values with the terminal time
being 5 and C' = 0. It can be seen that E[¢(X}Y (Xj))] started from different
initial values converge to the same value in a short time for three different
kinds of continuous and bounded functions ¢. Although the terminal time
chosen here is not very large, in fact, this phenomenon still holds when time
t goes into infinity. Moreover, aiming at verifying that the mixed ergodicity
does not need the condition A\p < A1, we also show the case A\p = 12 which
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implies Ap > A;. From Fig. Bl it can be seen that for different test functions,
the averages will converge to the same value. Numerical tests confirm theoret-
ical findings. In fact, the averages started from different initial values will also
converge for the Q-Wiener process case. For simplicity, we do not show those
figures here.
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