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Abstract. In this paper, we propose a new approach for the time-discretization of the incom-
pressible stochastic Stokes equations with multiplicative noise. Our new strategy is based on the
classical Milstein method from stochastic differential equations. We use the energy method for its
error analysis and show a strong convergence order of at most 1 for both velocity and pressure approx-
imations. The proof is based on a new Hölder continuity estimate of the velocity solution. While the
errors of the velocity approximation are estimated in the standard L2- and H1-norms, the pressure
errors are carefully analyzed in a special norm because of the low regularity of the pressure solution.
In addition, a new interpretation of the pressure solution, which is very useful in computation, is
also introduced. Numerical experiments are also provided to validate the error estimates and their
sharpness.
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1. Introduction. In this paper, we consider the following incompressible time-
dependent stochastic Stokes equations with multiplicative noise:

du =
[
ν∆u−∇p+ f

]
dt+ G(u) dW (t) a.s. inDT := (0, T )×D,(1.1a)

div u = 0 a.s. inDT ,(1.1b)

u(0) = u0 a.s. inD,(1.1c)

where D = (0, L)d ⊂ Rd (d = 2, 3) represents a period of the periodic domain in Rd,
u and p stand for respectively the velocity field and the pressure of the fluid, G is an
operator-valued random field, {W (t); t ≥ 0} denotes an R-valued Wiener process and
f is a body force function (see Section 2 for their precise definitions). Here we seek
periodic-in-space solutions (u, p) with period L, that is, u(t,x + Lei) = u(t,x) and
p(t,x + Lei) = p(t,x) almost surely and for any (t,x) ∈ (0, T ) × Rd and 1 ≤ i ≤ d,
where {ei}di=1 denotes the canonical basis of Rd.

The stochastic Stokes system is one of the most well-known equations in fluid
mechanics due to its broad applications in modeling micro fluids, where microscopic
fluctuations are pertinent contributions to the flow of fluid dynamics and inertial is-
sues are generally careless [4, 18, 8]. Unlike the deterministic counterpart, the system
(1.1) is a nonlinear SPDE due to the nonlinearity of the diffusion coefficient G. On
the PDE side of (1.1), we refer the reader to intensive works in establishing the exis-
tence and uniqueness of the solutions in [15, 1, 13, 16]. The numerical analysis of the
stochastic Stoke equations in (1.1) has been gradually developed in the last decade.
We can list a few works in the literature until now. In [4], the authors considered
splitting strategies for the time discretization of (1.1) in the case of divergence-free
noise. Later, the authors in [11] extended the splitting strategies for the same equa-
tions but they considered non-divergence-free noise. In [10, 9], the authors studied
an implicit Euler-Maruyama method for the time-discretization and mixed finite ele-
ment methods for the spatial discretization of (1.1). On the stochastic Navier-Stokes
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equations, the convective nonlinear term of the Navier-Stokes makes the error analysis
completely different from its deterministic counterpart and of course the stochastic
Stokes equations. In [4], the authors employed the standard Euler-Maruyama method
for time-discretization of the stochastic Navier-Stokes equations with multiplicative
noise. They addressed the difficulty, which was caused by the nonlinear term, in ob-
taining a strong convergence for the semi-discrete solutions. In addition, due to their
low order Hölder continuity estimate, they just obtained a convergence order of 1

4
for the semi-discrete velocity approximation. Later, the authors in [2] improved the
Hölder continuity estimate for the velocity solution and they established a convergence
order of 1

2 for the semi-discrete velocity approximation.

To the best of our knowledge, all the time discretization methods for the stochastic
Stokes and Navier-Stokes equations in the literature until now are just providing a
convergence order of at most 1

2 . Therefore, the first goal of this paper is to propose
a new approach that is based on the classical Milstein method [17] in the stochastic
differential equations (SDEs) for the time discretization of (1.1). Our new approach
(see Algorithm 1) can produce a convergence order of at most 1 for both velocity
and pressure approximations. In addition, we employ the energy method for the
error analysis of the semi-discrete velocity solution. The proof is based on a new
(higher-order) Hölder continuity estimate of the velocity solution (see Lemma 2.3).

Unlike the velocity, the pressure solution is a distribution only [15], and therefore
it is unclear how to obtain an error estimate for the pressure solution p of (1.1).
Recently, the papers [10, 9, 11] have come with a new interpretation of p as the
distributional time derivative of some time-averaged pressure P (see Theorem 2.4).
The authors proved that the semi-discrete pressure approximation converged to the
time-averaged pressure P with an order of 1

2 . We notice that the convergence of the
pressure approximation is weak. Therefore, another goal of this paper is to introduce
a new interpretation of the pressure solution and then a stronger error estimate of the
pressure approximation.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce
the mathematical notations that will be used in this paper. We also state assumptions
of the diffusion functional G. In Subsection 2.1, we recall the variational solution of
(1.1) and prove the higher order Hölder continuity estimate for the velocity solution
in Lemma 2.3. In Subsection 2.2, we present a new approach to the pressure solution
p by defining a new “simulate” pressure solution. In Section 3, we state the pro-
posed method in Algorithm 1 and prove the important technical Lemma 3.1. Next,
in Subsection 3.2, we establish the convergence order O(k1−ε) for the velocity and
pressure approximations. In Section 4, we present the standard mixed finite element
approximation of Algorithm 1 and establish the global error estimates for velocity
and pressure approximations. Finally, in Section 5, we present a few numerical tests
to verify our theoretical results.

2. Preliminaries. Standard function and space notation will be adopted in this
paper. Let H1

0(D) denote the subspace of H1(D) whose Rd-valued functions have zero
trace on ∂D, and (·, ·) := (·, ·)D denote the standard L2-inner product, with induced
norm ‖ · ‖. We also denote Lpper(D) and Hk

per(D) as the Lebesgue and Sobolev
spaces of the functions that are periodic and have vanishing mean, respectively. Let
(Ω,F , {Ft},P) be a filtered probability space with the probability measure P, the
σ-algebra F and the continuous filtration {Ft} ⊂ F . For a random variable v defined
on (Ω,F , {Ft},P), E[v] denotes the expected value of v. For a vector space X with
norm ‖ · ‖X , and 1 ≤ p < ∞, we define the Bochner space

(
Lp(Ω, X); ‖v‖Lp(Ω,X)

)
,
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where ‖v‖Lp(Ω,X) :=
(
E[‖v‖pX ]

) 1
p . We also define

H :=
{
v ∈ L2

per(D); div v = 0 weakly in D
}
,

V :=
{
v ∈ H1

per(D); div v = 0 weakly in D
}
.

We recall from [14] that the (orthogonal) Helmholtz projection PH : L2
per(D)→ H

is defined by PHv = ηηη for every v ∈ L2
per(D), where (ηηη, ξ) ∈ H×H1

per(D)/R We define
the Stokes operator A := −PH∆ : V ∩H2

per(D)→ H.

Let HHH, KKK be two Hilbert spaces. Then, L(HHH,KKK) is the space of linear maps from
HHH to KKK. For m ∈ N, inductively define

Lm(HHH,KKK) := L(HHH,Lm−1(HHH,KKK)),(2.1)

as the space of all multi-linear maps from HHH× · · · ×HHH (m times) to KKK for m ≥ 2.

For some function G : HHH → KKK, we define the Gateaux derivative of G w.r.t.
u ∈ HHH, DG(u) ∈ L(HHH,KKK), whose action is seen as

v 7→ DG(u)(v) ∀v ∈ HHH.

In general, we denote DkG(u) ∈ Lm(HHH,KKK), as the k-Gateaux derivative of G
w.r.t. u ∈ HHH.

Throughout this paper, we consider the pairs
(
HHH,KKK

)
=
(
L2
per(D),L2

per(D)
)
,(

H1
per(D),H1

per(D)
)

and
(
H2
per(D),H2

per(D)
)
. Below, we state the assumptions on

the functional G :HHH →KKK.

(A1) G is globally Lipschitz continuous and has linear growth. Namely, there exists
a constant C > 0 such that for all v,w ∈ HHH

‖G(v)−G(w)‖KKK ≤ C‖v −w‖HHH ,(2.2a)

‖G(v)‖KKK ≤ C
(
‖v‖HHH + 1

)
.(2.2b)

(A2) There exists a constant C > 0 such that

‖DG‖L∞(HHH;L(HHH,KKK)) + ‖D2G‖L∞(HHH;L2(HHH,KKK)) ≤ C.(2.3)

(A3) There exists a constant C > 0 such that for all u,v ∈ L2
per(D)

‖(DG(u)−DG(v))G(v)‖L2 ≤ C‖u− v‖L2 .(2.4)

(A4) Assume that G : H1
per(D)→ V, i.e. G(u) is a divergence-free (div G(u) = 0)

for each u ∈ H1
per(D).

The assumption (A1) is standard for stochastic PDEs. However, the assumptions
(A2), (A3), (A4) are crucial in proving Lemma 3.1 that is used in obtaining the main
theorem of this paper, Theorem 3.3.

In this paper, we shall use C to denote a generic positive constant which may
depend on ν, T , the datum functions u0, f , and the domain D but is independent of
the mesh parameter h and k. In addition, unless it is stated otherwise, for the sake
of notation brevity, in the rest of this paper, we set f = 0 and ν = 1.
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2.1. Variational formulation of problem (1.1). We now recall the variational
solution concept for (1.1) and refer the reader to [6, 7] for proof of its existence and
uniqueness.

Definition 2.1. Given (Ω,F , {Ft},P), let W be an R-valued Wiener process
on it. Suppose u0 ∈ L2(Ω,V) and f ∈ L2(Ω;L2((0, T );L2

per(D))). An {Ft}-adapted
stochastic process {u(t); 0 ≤ t ≤ T} is called a variational solution of (1.1) if u ∈
L2
(
Ω;C([0, T ];V)) ∩ L2

(
Ω; 0, T ; H2

per(D)
)
, and satisfies P-a.s. for all t ∈ (0, T ]

(
u(t),v

)
+ ν

∫ t

0

(
∇u(s),∇v

)
ds = (u0,v) +

∫ t

0

(
f(s),v

)
ds(2.5)

+

(∫ t

0

G(u(s)) dW (s),v

)
∀v ∈ V .

The following stability estimate for the velocity u was proved in [2, 5].
Lemma 2.2. Let u be solution defined in (2.5). Assume that u0 ∈ L2

(
Ω;V

)
.

Then there exists a constant C = C(u0, f , DT ) such that

(i) E
[

sup
0≤t≤T

‖∇u(t)‖2L2 +

∫ T

0

ν‖∇2u(t)‖2L2 dt

]
≤ C.

(ii) Additionally suppose that u0 ∈ L2(Ω;V ∩H2(D)),

E
[

sup
0≤t≤T

‖Au(t)‖2L2 +

∫ T

0

ν‖∇3u(t)‖2L2 dt

]
≤ C.

Next, we introduce the Hölder continuity estimates for the variational solution u.
Lemma 2.3. Suppose u0 ∈ L2

(
Ω;V ∩H2(D)

)
. For ε > 0, denote θ1 = 1

2 − ε,
θ2 = 1 − ε. There exists a constant C ≡ C(DT ,u0) > 0, such that the variational
solution to problem (1.1) satisfies for s, t ∈ [0, T ]

(i) E
[
‖u(t)− u(s)‖2V

]
≤ C|t− s|2θ1 ,

(ii) E
[∥∥∥∥u(t)− u(s)−

∫ t

s

PHG(u(ξ)) dW (ξ)

∥∥∥∥2

V

]
≤ C|t− s|2θ2 .

Proof. We just need to give the proof of (ii), and the proof of (i) can be found in
[19, 5, 2].

Following [19, 5, 2], we have that the mild solution of (1.1) can be represented as
follow.

u(t) = e−tAu0 +

∫ t

0

e−(t−s)APHG(u(s)) dW (s).(2.6)

For any t, s ∈ [0, T ] with s < t, we have

u(t)− u(s)−
∫ t

s

PHG(u(ξ)) dW (ξ)(2.7)

=
(
e−tA − e−sA

)
u0 +

∫ s

0

(
e−(t−ξ)A − e−(s−ξ)A)PHG(u(ξ)) dW (ξ)

+

∫ t

s

(
e−(t−ξ)A − I

)
PHG(u(ξ)) dW (ξ)

:= I + II + III.
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In order to estimate I, II, III, we use ‖·‖V = ‖A1/2 ·‖L2 and the following inequalities
from [7]:

‖Aae−tA‖ ≤ Ct−a, ‖A−b(I− e−tA)‖ ≤ Ctb.

First, we have

‖I‖V = ‖e−sAAθ2A−θ2
(
e−(t−s)A − I

)
A1/2u0‖L2(2.8)

≤ Cs−θ2(t− s)θ2‖A1/2u0‖L2 .

So,

E
[
‖I‖2V

]
≤ C(t− s)2θ2E

[
‖u0‖2V

]
.(2.9)

By using the Itô isometry and assumptions on G, we obtain

E
[
‖II‖2V

]
= E

[ ∫ s

0

‖A 1
2

(
e−(t−ξ)A − e−(s−ξ)A)PHG(u(ξ))‖2L2 dξ

]
(2.10)

= E
[ ∫ s

0

‖A 1
2 e−(s−ξ)AAθ2A−θ2

(
e−(t−s)A − I

)
PHG(u(ξ))‖2L2 dξ

]
= E

[ ∫ s

0

‖e−(s−ξ)AA
1
2−εA−θ2

(
e−(t−s)A − I

)
APHG(u(ξ))‖2L2 dξ

]
≤ C(t− s)2θ2E

[
sup

ξ∈[0,T ]

‖u(ξ)‖2H2

] ∫ s

0

dξ

(s− ξ)1−2ε

≤ C(t− s)2θ2E
[

sup
ξ∈[0,T ]

‖u(ξ)‖2H2

]
.

In order to estimate III, we also use the Itô isometry and assumtions on G, we
have

E
[
‖III‖2V

]
=

∫ t

s

E
[
‖A 1

2

(
e−(t−ξ)A − I

)
PHG(u(ξ))‖2L2

]
dξ(2.11)

=

∫ t

s

E
[
‖A− 1

2

(
e−(t−ξ)A − I

)
APHG(u(ξ))‖2L2

]
dξ

≤ C
∫ t

s

(t− ξ)E
[
‖u(ξ)‖2H2

]
dξ

≤ C(t− s)2E
[

sup
ξ∈[0,T ]

‖u(ξ)‖2H2

]
.

The desired estimate is obtained by combining all the estimates of I, II, III.
The proof is complete.

Remark 2.1. Lemma 2.3 (ii) provides a new Hölder continuity estimate for the
velocity solution of (1.1). This estimate plays a very important role in the proof of
Theorem 3.3 which is the main result of this paper.

2.2. Interpretation of the pressure solution. Definition 2.1 only defines the
velocity u for (1.1), its associated pressure p, in contrast, is very low regularity. In fact,
according to [15, Theorem 2.2], the pressure solution p ∈ L1(Ω;W−1.∞(0, T ;L2(D))
is a distribution that is still very challenging for obtaining an error estimate of any
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numerical scheme. In that regard, we quote the following theorem from [9, 11] that
comes with a new interpretation for the pressure solution.

Theorem 2.4. Let {u(t); 0 ≤ t ≤ T} be the variational solution of (1.1). There
exists a unique adapted process P ∈ L2

(
Ω;L2(0, T ;H1

per(D)/R)
)

such that (u, P )
satisfies P-a.s. for all t ∈ (0, T ]

(
u(t),φφφ

)
+ ν

∫ t

0

(
∇u(s),∇φφφ

)
ds−

(
divφφφ, P (t)

)
(2.12a)

= (u0,φφφ) +

∫ t

0

(
f(s),φφφ

)
ds+

(∫ t

0

G(u(s)) dW (s),φφφ

)
∀φφφ ∈ H1

per(D) ,(
div u, q

)
= 0 ∀ q ∈ L2

per(D)/R.(2.12b)

Then, the pressure solution p is defined as the time distributional derivative of
the “time-averaged” pressure P . To the best of our knowledge, all the pressure error
estimates in the literature [9, 11, 10] until now are obtained for P only. However, these
error estimates just provide a weak convergence. Moreover, it is also not very easy
to simulate the pressure solution P in numerical tests since P must be approximated
by a high-order quadrature approximation. Therefore, the second goal of this paper
is to introduce a “simulate” pressure solution p̃ that is defined as follows:

For δ > 0 such that t− δ ≥ 0 for all t ∈ (0, T ], define

p̃(t) :=
P (t)− P (t− δ)

δ
∀t ∈ (0, T ].(2.13)

With this “simulate” pressure solution, we can rewite (2.12) as follows

(
u(t)− u(t− δ),φφφ

)
+ ν

∫ t

t−δ

(
∇u(s),∇φφφ

)
ds− δ

(
divφφφ, p̃(t)

)
(2.14a)

=

∫ t

t−δ

(
f(s),φφφ

)
ds+

(∫ t

t−δ
G(u(s)) dW (s),φφφ

)
∀φφφ ∈ H1

per(D) ,(
div u, q

)
= 0 ∀ q ∈ L2

per(D)/R.(2.14b)

3. Semi-discretization in time. In this section, we follow the strategy of the
Milstein scheme in SDEs to propose a new time discretization method of (2.5).

3.1. Formulation of the proposed method. Let Ik := {tn}Mn=1 be a uniform
mesh of the interval [0, T ] with the time step-size k = T

M . Note that t0 = 0 and
tM = T .

Algorithm 1
Let u0 = u0 be a given V-valued random variable. Find the pair {un+1, pn+1} ∈

V× L2
per(D)/R recursively such that P-a.s.(

un+1 − un,φφφ
)

+ νk
(
∇un+1,∇φφφ

)
− k
(
pn+1,divφφφ

)
(3.1a)

=
(
G(un)∆Wn +

1

2
DG(un) G(un)

[
(∆Wn)2 − k

]
,φφφ
)
,(

div un+1, ψ
)

= 0,(3.1b)

for all φφφ ∈ H1
per(D) and ψ ∈ L2

per(D) and ∆Wn = W (tn+1)−W (tn) ∼ N (0, k).
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Next, we define GGG : R+ ×H1
per(D)→ L2

per(D) by

GGG(s; u) := G(u) +DG(u)G(u)

∫ s

tn

dW (r), tn ≤ s ≤ tn+1(3.2)

Then we have∫ tn+1

tn

GGG(s; un) dW (s) = G(un)∆Wn +DG(un)G(un)

∫ tn+1

tn

∫ s

tn

dW (r) dW (s)

= G(un)∆Wn +
1

2
DG(un)G(un)

[
(∆Wn)2 − k

]
.

Therefore, we rewrite (3.1a) as follow:(
un+1 − un,φφφ

)
+ νk

(
∇un+1,∇φφφ

)
− k
(
pn+1,divφφφ

)
(3.3)

=

(∫ tn+1

tn

GGG(s; un) dW (s),φφφ

)
,

Next, we state the following technical lemma that is used to prove the error
estimate of the velocity approximation in Theorem 3.3.

Lemma 3.1. Suppose that G satisfies the assumptions (A1), (A2), (A3), (A4).
Let u0 ∈ L2(Ω;V ∩H2(D)), there exist constants C > 0 such that the functional GGG
defined in (3.2) satisfies

(i) ‖GGG(s; u)−GGG(s; v)‖L2 ≤ C‖u− v‖L2 , ∀s > 0,u,v ∈ L2
per(D),

(ii) E
[∥∥G(u(s))−GGG(s; u(tn))

∥∥2

L2

]
≤ C|s− tn|2(1−ε), for tn ≤ s < tn+1 and ε > 0.

Proof. The Lipschitz continuity of GGG in (i) is directly obtained from (2.2a) and
assumptions of G. Below, we give the proof of (ii). First, let’s denote

R1 : = u(s)− u(tn)−
∫ s

tn

G(u(ξ)) dW (ξ).(3.4)

Then by using Lemma 2.3 (ii), we obtain

E
[
‖R1‖2L2

]
≤ C|tn − s|2(1−ε).(3.5)

By using the Taylor expansion for G, we have

G(u(s)) = G(u(tn)) +DG(u(tn))(u(s)− u(tn)) + R2,(3.6)

where

R2 :=

∫ 1

0

(1− η)
(
D2G(u(tn) + η(u(s)− u(tn)))(u(s)− u(tn))

)
(u(s)− u(tn)) dη.

Substituting (3.4) into (3.6), we have

G(u(s)) = G(u(tn)) +DG(u(tn))
(
R1 +

∫ s

tn

G(u(ξ)) dW (ξ)
)

+ R2(3.7)

= G(u(tn)) +DG(u(tn))

∫ s

tn

G(u(ξ)) dW (ξ) +DG(u(tn))R1 + R2.
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Next, by (3.2), we have

GGG(s; u(tn)) = G(u(tn)) +DG(u(tn))G(u(tn))
(
W (s)−W (tn)

)
.(3.8)

From (3.7) and (3.8) we obtain

G(u(s))−GGG(s; u(tn)) = DG(u(tn))

∫ s

tn

[
G(u(ξ))−G(u(tn))

]
dW (ξ)(3.9)

+DG(u(tn))R1 + R2.

Therefore, by using the assumption (A2), and the Itô isometry we have

E
[
‖G(u(s))−GGG(s; u(tn))‖2L2

]
≤ C

∫ s

tn

E
[
‖G(u(ξ))−G(u(tn))‖2L2

]
dξ(3.10)

+ CE
[
‖R1‖2L2

]
+ E

[
‖R2‖2L2

]
.

The last term on the right side of (3.10) is controlled by (3.5). In addition, by (A1)
and Lemma 2.3 (i), we have

C

∫ s

tn

E
[
‖G(u(ξ))−G(u(tn))‖2L2

]
dξ ≤ C

∫ s

tn

E
[
‖u(ξ)− u(tn)‖2L2

]
dξ(3.11)

≤ C|tn − s|2(1−ε).

Finally, by using again (A2) and Lemma 2.3 (i) we obtain

E[‖R2‖2L2 ] ≤ CE
[
‖u(s)− u(tn)‖4L4

]
≤ C|tn − s|2(1−ε).

The proof is complete.

Next, we state the following stability estimates for the velocity approximation
{un} of Algorithm 1.

Lemma 3.2. Let u0 ∈ L2(Ω;V) and G satisfies (A1), (A2), (A4). Then there
exists a constant C = C(u0, DT ) such that the following estimations hold:

(i) E
[

max
1≤n≤M

‖un‖2V + νk

M∑
n=1

‖Aun‖2L2

]
≤ C.

(ii) E
[
k

M∑
n=1

‖∇pn‖2L2

]
≤ C.

Proof. The proof of Lemma 3.2 is similar to the proof of [9, 5, Lemma 3.1]. We
omit the detailed proof to save space.

3.2. Error estimates for Algorithm 1. In this part, we state the main re-
sult of this paper which establishes an O(k1−ε) convergence order for the velocity
approximation of the Milstein method.

Theorem 3.3. Let u be the variational solution to (2.5) and {un}Mn=1 be gen-
erated by Algorithm 1. Assume that G satisifies (A1), (A2), (A3), (A4) and u0 ∈
L2(Ω;V ∩H2(D)). For ε > 0, there exists C = C(u0, DT ) > 0 such that

(
E
[

max
1≤n≤M

‖u(tn)− un‖2L2

]) 1
2

+

(
E
[
k

M∑
n=1

‖∇(u(tn)− un)‖2L2

]) 1
2

≤ C k1−ε(3.12)
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Proof. Denote en := u(tn)− un, then by subtracting (2.5) from (3.3), we obtain

(
en+1 − en,φφφ

)
+ k
(
∇en+1,∇φφφ

)
=

∫ tn+1

tn

(
∇(u(tn+1)− u(s)),∇φφφ

)
ds(3.13)

+

(∫ tn+1

tn

(G(u(s))−GGG(s; un)) dW (s),φφφ

)
.

Choose φφφ = en+1 ∈ V in (3.13) and use the identity 2a(a− b) = a2− b2 + (a− b)2, we
obtain

1

2

[
‖en+1‖2L2 − ‖en‖2L2

]
+

1

2
‖en+1 − en‖2L2 + k‖∇en+1‖2L2(3.14)

=

∫ tn+1

tn

(
∇(u(tn+1)− u(s)),∇en+1

)
ds

+

(∫ tn+1

tn

(G(u(s))−GGG(s; un)) dW (s), en+1

)
:= I + II.

Next, we estimate the right-hand side of (3.14) as follows.

I =

∫ tn+1

tn

(
∇
(

u(tn+1)− u(s)−
∫ tn+1

s

G(u(ξ)) dW (ξ)

)
,∇en+1

)
ds(3.15)

+

∫ tn+1

tn

(∫ tn+1

s

∇G(u(ξ)) dW (ξ),∇en+1

)
ds

=

∫ tn+1

tn

(
∇
(

u(tn+1)− u(s)−
∫ tn+1

s

G(u(ξ)) dW (ξ)

)
,∇en+1

)
ds

+

∫ tn+1

tn

(∫ tn+1

s

∇G(u(ξ)) dW (ξ),∇(en+1 − en)

)
ds

+

∫ tn+1

tn

(∫ tn+1

s

∇G(u(ξ)) dW (ξ),∇en
)
ds

:= I1 + I2 + I3.

Now, we bound the right-hand side of (3.15) as follows:
By using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and then Lemma 2.3(ii),we obtain

E[I1] ≤ E
[ ∫ tn+1

tn

∥∥∥∥u(tn+1)− u(s)−
∫ tn+1

s

G(u(ξ)) dW (ξ)

∥∥∥∥2

V
ds

]
(3.16)

+
k

4
E
[
‖∇en+1‖2L2

]
≤ Ck1+2(1−ε) +

k

4
E
[
‖∇en+1‖2L2

]
.

By doing integration by parts and applying Hölder inequality, we obtain

I2 = −
∫ tn+1

tn

(∫ tn+1

s

∆G(u(ξ)) dW (ξ), en+1 − en
)
ds(3.17)
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≤ 2

∥∥∥∥∫ tn+1

tn

∫ tn+1

s

∆G(u(ξ)) dW (ξ) ds

∥∥∥∥2

L2

+
1

8
‖en+1 − en‖2L2

= 2

∫
D

∣∣∣∣ ∫ tn+1

tn

∫ tn+1

s

∆G(u(ξ)) dW (ξ) ds

∣∣∣∣2 dx +
1

8
‖en+1 − en‖2L2

≤ 2

∫
D

(∫ tn+1

tn

∣∣∣∣ ∫ tn+1

s

∆G(u(ξ)) dW (ξ)

∣∣∣∣ ds)2

dx +
1

8
‖en+1 − en‖2L2

≤ 2k

∫
D

∫ tn+1

tn

∣∣∣∣ ∫ tn+1

s

∆G(u(ξ)) dW (ξ)

∣∣∣∣2 ds dx +
1

8
‖en+1 − en‖2L2

= 2k

∫ tn+1

tn

∥∥∥∥∫ tn+1

s

∆G(u(ξ)) dW (ξ)

∥∥∥∥2

L2

ds+
1

8
‖en+1 − en‖2L2 .

So, by using the Itô isometry, we have

E[I2] ≤ 2kE
[ ∫ tn+1

tn

∫ tn+1

s

‖∆G(u(ξ))‖2L2 dξ ds

]
+

1

8
E
[
‖en+1 − en‖2L2

]
(3.18)

≤ Ck3E
[

sup
ξ∈[0,T ]

‖u(ξ)‖2H2

]
+

1

8
E
[
‖en+1 − en‖2L2

]
.

By using the martingale property of the Itô integral, we conclude that E[I3] = 0.
Finally, from the estimates of I1, I2, I3, we obtain an estimate for the term I as below

E[I] ≤ Ck1+2(1−ε) +
k

4
E
[
‖∇en+1‖2L2

]
+ Ck3E

[
sup

ξ∈[0,T ]

‖u(ξ)‖2H2

]
(3.19)

+
1

8
E
[
‖en+1 − en‖2L2

]
.

Next, we estimate II as follows.

II =

(∫ tn+1

tn

(G(u(s))−GGG(s; un)) dW (s), en+1 − en
)

(3.20)

+

(∫ tn+1

tn

(G(u(s))−GGG(s; un)) dW (s), en
)

:= II1 + II2.

First, we observe that E[II2] = 0 due to the martingale property of the Itô
integral. So, we just need to estimate II1. Bu using again the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality we obtain

II1 ≤ 2

∥∥∥∥∫ tn+1

tn

(
G(u(s))−GGG(s; un)

)
dW (s)

∥∥∥∥2

L2

+
1

8
‖en+1 − en‖2L2 .(3.21)

Taking the expectation and applying the Itô isometry, we obtain

E[II1] ≤ 2E
[ ∫ tn+1

tn

‖G(u(s))−GGG(s; un)‖2L2 ds

]
+

1

8
E
[
‖en+1 − en‖2L2

]
(3.22)

≤ 2E
[ ∫ tn+1

tn

‖G(u(s))−GGG(s; u(tn))‖2L2 ds

]
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+ 2E
[ ∫ tn+1

tn

‖G(u(tn))−GGG(s; un)‖2L2 ds

]
+

1

8
E
[
‖en+1 − en‖2L2

]
≤ Ck1+2(1−ε) + CkE

[
‖en‖2L2

]
+

1

8
E
[
‖en+1 − en‖2L2

]
,

where the last inequality of (3.22) was obtained by using Lemma 3.1 (i), (ii).
Substituting the estimates of I, II into (3.14) in the expectation we obtain

1

2
E
[
‖en+1‖2L2 − ‖en‖2L2

]
+

1

4
E
[
‖en+1 − en‖2L2

]
+

3k

4
E
[
‖∇en+1‖2L2

]
(3.23)

≤ Ck1+2(1−ε) + Ck3E
[

sup
ξ∈[0,T ]

‖u(ξ)‖2H2

]
+ CkE

[
‖en‖2L2

]
.

Next, taking the summation
∑m
n=0, for any 0 ≤ m < M , we obtain

1

2
E
[
‖em+1‖2L2

]
+

1

4

m∑
n=0

E
[
‖en+1 − en‖2L2

]
+

3

4
k

m∑
n=0

E
[
‖∇en+1‖2L2

]
(3.24)

≤ Ck2(1−ε) + Ck2E
[

sup
ξ∈[0,T ]

‖u(ξ)‖2H2

]
+ Ck

m∑
n=0

E
[
‖en‖2L2

]
.

By applying the discrete Grownwall inequality to (3.24), we obtain

1

2
E
[
‖em+1‖2L2

]
+

1

4

m∑
n=0

E
[
‖en+1 − en‖2L2

]
+

3

4
k

m∑
n=0

E
[
‖∇en+1‖2L2

]
(3.25)

≤ Ck2(1−ε)(1 + k2εE
[

sup
ξ∈[0,T ]

‖u(ξ)‖2H2

])
exp(Ctm).

Next, taking max0≤n≤M−1 on (3.25) we obtain

max
1≤m≤M

E
[
‖em‖2L2

]
+ E

[
k

M∑
n=1

‖∇em‖2L2

]
≤ Ck2(1−ε).(3.26)

Next, we will use (3.26) to establish the desired estimate (3.12). To do that, we start
with applying the summation

∑m
n=1, for some 1 ≤ m ≤ M , to (3.14) and then take

the maximum overall m′s as well as the expectation. These processes yield to

1

2
E
[

max
1≤m≤M

‖em‖2L2

]
+

1

2
E
[ M∑
n=1

‖en − en−1‖2L2

]
+ E

[
k

M∑
n=1

‖∇en‖2L2

]
(3.27)

≤ E
[

max
1≤m≤M

∣∣∣ m∑
n=1

∫ tn

tn−1

(
∇(u(tn)− u(s)),∇en

)
ds
∣∣∣]

+ E
[

max
1≤m≤M

∣∣∣∣ m∑
n=1

(∫ tn

tn−1

(G(u(s))−GGG(s; un−1)) dW (s), en
)∣∣∣∣]

:= A+B

Now, we estimate the right-hand side of (3.27) as follows. To estimate A, we
follow the same strategy shown in estimating I in (3.15). Namely, by using (3.26) we
obtain

A ≤ E
[ M∑
n=1

∫ tn

tn−1

∥∥∥∥∇(u(tn)− u(s)−
∫ tn

s

G(u(ξ)) dW (ξ)
)∥∥∥∥

L2

‖∇en‖L2 ds

]
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+ E
[

max
1≤m≤M

∣∣∣∣ m∑
n=1

∫ tn

tn−1

(∫ tn

s

∆G(u(ξ)) dW (ξ), en − en−1

)
ds

∣∣∣∣]

+ E
[

max
1≤n≤M

∣∣∣∣ m∑
n=1

∫ tn

tn−1

(∫ tn

s

∆G(u(ξ)) dW (ξ), en−1

)
ds

∣∣∣∣].
Next, by using Fubini’s theorem and the Burholder-Davis-Gundy inequality [6,

Lemma 4.3] as well as the estimate (3.26) and Lemma 2.3 (ii) we obtain

A ≤ E
[ M∑
n=1

∫ tn

tn−1

∥∥∥u(tn)− u(s)−
∫ tn

s

G(u(ξ)) dW (ξ)
∥∥∥2

V
+

1

4
k

M∑
n=1

‖∇en‖2L2

]
(3.28)

+ E
[ M∑
n=1

(∥∥∥∫ tn

tn−1

∫ tn

s

∆G(u(ξ)) dW (ξ) ds
∥∥∥2

L2
+

1

4
‖en − en−1‖2L2

)]

+ E
[

max
1≤n≤M

∣∣∣∣ m∑
n=1

(∫ tn

tn−1

∫ ξ

tn−1

∆G(u(ξ)) ds dW (ξ), en−1

)∣∣∣∣]
:= a + b + c.

By using Lemma 2.3 (ii) and the estimate (3.26) we obtain

a + b ≤ Ck2(1−ε) + Ck2(1−ε) sup
ξ∈[0,T ]

E
[
‖u(ξ)‖2H2

]
≤ Ck2(1−ε).

Next, by using the Burholder-Davis-Gundy inequality [6, Lemm 4.3] and (3.26) we
have

c ≤ E
[( M∑

n=1

∫ tn

tn−1

∥∥∥∫ ξ

tn−1

∆G(u(ξ)) ds
∥∥∥2

L2
‖en−1‖2L2 dξ

)1/2
]

(3.29)

≤ E
[

1

8
max

1≤n≤M
‖en‖2L2 + 2

M∑
n=1

∫ tn

tn−1

∥∥∥∫ ξ

tn−1

∆G(u(ξ)) ds
∥∥∥2

L2
dξ

]
≤ 1

8
E
[

max
1≤n≤M

‖en‖2L2

]
+ Ck2(1−ε)E

[
sup

ξ∈[0,T ]

‖u(ξ)‖2H2

]
.

By using the Burholder-Davis-Gundy inequality and Lemma 3.1, we obtain

B ≤ E
[( M∑

n=1

∫ tn

tn−1

‖G(u(s))−GGG(s; u(tn−1))‖2L2‖en−1‖2L2 ds
)1/2

]

+ E
[( M∑

n=1

∫ tn

tn−1

‖GGG(s; u(tn−1))−GGG(s; un−1)‖2L2‖en−1‖2L2 ds
)1/2

]
≤ 1

8
E
[

max
1≤m≤M

‖en‖2L2

]
+ Ck2(1−ε).

Substituting the estimates from A and B into (3.27) we obtain

1

2
E
[

max
1≤m≤M

‖em‖2L2

]
+

1

2
E
[ M∑
n=1

‖en − en−1‖2L2

]
+ E

[
k

M∑
n=1

‖∇en‖2L2

]
(3.30)
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≤ Ck2(1−ε) +
1

4
E
[

max
1≤n≤M

‖en‖2L2

]
,

which implies the desired estimate (3.12). The proof is complete.

In the next theorem, we will establish an O(k1−ε) convergence order for the pres-
sure approximation {pn} of the time discretization. As stated, the pressure solution
p is only a distribution, we will derive the error estimate for between {pn} and the
“simulate” pressure solution p̃. Moreover, let δ = k in (2.13), then for 1 ≤ n ≤M

p̃(tn) =
P (tn)− P (tn−1)

k
.

Theorem 3.4. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3.3. For ε > 0, there exists a
constant C = C(u0, DT ) > 0, such that

E
[
k
M∑
n=1

∥∥p̃(tn)− pn
∥∥
L2

]
≤ Ck1−ε.(3.31)

Proof. The proof is based on the well-known inf-sup (LBB) condition which is
quoted below. There exists a constant β > 0 such that

β‖ξ‖L2 ≤ sup
φφφ∈H1

per(D)

(
ξ,divφφφ

)
‖∇φφφ‖L2

∀ξ ∈ L2
per(D).(3.32)

Subtracting (2.12a) to (3.1a) and using the notation en := u(tn)−un, we obtain

k
(
divφφφ, p̃(tn)− pn

)
=
(
en − en−1,φφφ

)
+ k
(
∇en,∇φφφ

)
+

∫ tn

tn−1

(
∇
(
u(s)− u(tn)

)
,∇φφφ

)
ds

−
(∫ tn

tn−1

(
G(u(s))−GGG(s; un−1)

)
dW (s),φφφ

)
.

By using (3.32), for all 0 6= φφφ ∈ H1
per(D), we have

kβ
∥∥p̃(tn)− pn

∥∥
L2 ≤ sup

φφφ∈H1
per(D)

k
(

divφφφ, p̃(tn)− pn
)

‖∇φφφ‖L2

≤ 1

‖∇φφφ‖L2

{(
en − en−1,φφφ

)
+ k
(
∇en,∇φφφ

)
+

∫ tn

tn−1

(
∇
(
u(s)− u(tn)

)
,∇φφφ

)
ds(3.33)

−
(∫ tn

tn−1

(
G(u(s))−GGG(s; un−1)

)
dW (s),φφφ

)}
Next, applying the summation

∑M
n=1 to (3.33) yields to

k

M∑
n=1

∥∥p̃(tn)− pn
∥∥
L2 ≤

1

β‖∇φφφ‖L2

{(
eM ,φφφ

)
+
(
k

M∑
n=1

∇en,∇φφφ
)

(3.34)
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+

M∑
n=1

∫ tn

tn−1

(
∇
(
u(s)− u(tn)

)
,∇φφφ

)
ds

−
( M∑
n=1

∫ tn

tn−1

(
G(u(s))−GGG(s; un)

)
dW (s),φφφ

)}
:= I + II + III + IV.

Now, we can estimate I, · · · , IV as follows.

By using Schwarz inequality, Poincaré inequality and Theorem 3.3 we obtain

E
[
I + II

]
≤ CE

[
‖∇eM‖L2 + k

M∑
n=1

‖∇en‖L2

]
≤ C k1−ε.(3.35)

Next, by using Lemma 3.1(ii) and martingale property of the Itô integral we
obtain

E
[
III
]

= −E
[ 1

‖∇φφφ‖L2

M∑
n=1

∫ tn

tn−1

(
∇
(
u(tn)− u(s)−

∫ tn

s

G(u(ξ)) dW (ξ)
)
,∇φφφ

)
ds
]

− E
[ 1

‖∇φφφ‖L2

M∑
n=1

∫ tn

tn−1

(∫ tn

s

∇G(u(ξ)) dW (ξ),∇φφφ
)
ds
]

≤ E
[ M∑
n=1

∫ tn

tn−1

∥∥∥u(tn)− u(s)−
∫ tn

s

G(u(ξ)) dW (ξ)
∥∥∥
H1

ds
]

≤ C k1−ε.

In addition, due to the martingale property of the Itô integral, E
[
IV
]

= 0.

Finally, substituting the estimates from I, · · · , IV into (3.34) we obtain the desired
estimate. The proof is complete.

Remark 3.1. Theorem 3.4 provides an error estimate for the approximate
pressure solution {pn} in the discrete L1(Ω; `1(0, T ; L2(D)))-norm. The error esti-
mate in this norm is stronger than in the time-averaged norm that has been used in
[9, 10, 11, 12, 19, 20] to analyze the error estimates of the pressure approximation of
the Euler-Maruyama method for the same equation. Indeed, we have

E
[∥∥∥P (tm)− k

m∑
n=1

pn
∥∥∥
L2

]
= E

[∥∥∥k m∑
n=1

(P (tn)− P (tn−1)

k
− pn

)∥∥∥
L2

]
(3.36)

≤ E
[
k

m∑
n=1

∥∥p̃(tn)− pn
∥∥
L2

]
≤ C k1−ε.

In addition, the new interpretation p̃ gives more advantage in computation that will
be addressed in Section 5.

4. Fully discrete mixed finite element discretization. In this section, we
formulate and analyze the spatial approximations of Algorithm 1 by using the mixed
finite element method.
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4.1. Standard mixed finite element method. Let Th be a quasi-uniform
mesh of the domain D ⊂ R2 with mesh size h > 0. We consider the following mini
finite element pair:

Hh =
{
vh ∈ C(D) ∩H1

per(D); vh ∈ [P1b(K)]2 ∀K ∈ Th
}
,

Lh =
{
ψh ∈ C(D)∩ ∈ L2

per(D)/R; ψh ∈ P1(K) ∀K ∈ Th
}
,

where P1 is the space of linear piece-wise polynomials on K. Moreover, P1b denotes
the space of buble linear polynomials on K. It is well-known that the mini finite
element space pair Hh and Lh satisfies the Ladyzhenskaja-Babuska-Brezzi (LBB) (or
inf-sup condition) which is now quoted: there exists β1 > 0 such that

sup
φφφh∈Hh

(
divφφφh, ψh

)
‖∇φφφh‖L2

≥ β1‖ψh‖L2 ∀ψh ∈ Lh,(4.1)

where the constant β1 is independent of h (and k).

Algorithm 2
Let u0

h be a given Hh-valued random variable. Find
(
un+1
h , pn+1

h

)
∈ Hh×Lh such

that P-a.s.(
un+1
h − unh,φφφh

)
+ νk

(
∇un+1

h ,∇φφφh
)
− k
(
pn+1
h ,divφφφh

)
(4.2)

=
(
G(unh)∆Wn +

1

2
DG(unh)G(unh)[(∆Wn)2 − k],φφφh

)
,(

div unh, ψh
)

= 0,(4.3)

for all φφφh ∈ Hh and ψh ∈ Lh and ∆Wn = W (tn+1)−W (tn) ∼ N (0, k).

Upon using the functional G defined in (3.2) we can rewrite (4.2) as follow(
un+1
h − unh,φφφh

)
+ νk

(
∇un+1

h ,∇φφφh
)
− k
(
pn+1
h ,divφφφh

)
(4.4)

=
(∫ tn+1

tn

GGG(s; unh) dW (s),φφφh

)
.

Next, we define the following space

Vh =
{
φφφh ∈ Hh;

(
divφφφh, qh

)
= 0 ∀qh ∈ Lh

}
.

We observe that Vh ⊂ Hh and in general, Vh is not a subspace of V.
Denote Qh : L2

per → Vh as the L2-orthogonal projection, which satisfies(
v −Qhv,φφφh

)
= 0 ∀φφφh ∈ Vh.(4.5)

In addition, we recall the following well-known interpolation estimates:

‖v −Qhv‖L2 + h‖∇(v −Qhv)‖L2 ≤ Ch2‖Av‖L2 ∀v ∈ V ∩H2(D),(4.6)

‖v −Qhv‖L2 ≤ Ch‖∇v‖L2 ∀v ∈ V ∩H1(D).(4.7)

We also let Ph : L2
per → Lh denote the L2-orthogonal projection defined by(

ψ − Phψ, qh
)

= 0 ∀qh ∈ Lh.(4.8)
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It is well-known that there holds

‖ψ − Phψ‖L2 ≤ Ch‖∇ψ‖L2 ∀ψ ∈ L2
per(D) ∩H1(D).(4.9)

We state the following stability estimate for {unh}. Its proof is similar to the proof
of [3, Lemma 3.1], so we omit the proof to save space.

Lemma 4.1. Let u0
h ∈ L2(Ω;Hh) satisfying E

[
‖u0

h‖2L2

]
≤ C. Then, there exists a

pair
{
unh, p

n
h

}M
n=1
⊂ L2(Ω;Hh × Lh) that solves Algorithm 2 and satisfies

E
[

max
1≤n≤M

‖unh‖2L2 + νk

M∑
n=1

‖∇unh‖2L2

]
≤ C.(4.10)

where C = C(DT ,u
0
h) > 0.

4.2. Error estimates for Algorithm 2. In this part, we state error estimates
for the finite element approximation velocity unh and the semi-discretization un in
Theorem 4.2 below. The proof of this theorem is similar to the proof of [9, Theorem
4.2] with a few modifications. However, for the sake of completeness, we also present
that proof below.

Theorem 4.2. Let u0
h = Qhu0. Assume that G satisfies (A1), (A2), (A3) and

u0 ∈ L2(Ω;V). Let {(un, pn)} and {unh, pnh} be the velocity and pressure approxima-
tions generated by Algorithm 1 and Algorithm 2, respectively. Then there holds

(
E
[

max
1≤n≤M

|un − unh‖2L2

]) 1
2 +

(
E
[
k

M∑
n=1

‖∇(un − unh)‖2L2

]) 1
2 ≤ C h,(4.11)

where C = C(u0, DT ) > 0 is independent of k and h.
Proof. First, define enu := un − unh and enp := pn − pnh. By subtracting (3.3) to

(4.4) we obtain the following error equations(
en+1
u − enu,φφφh

)
+ k
(
∇en+1

u ,∇φφφh
)
− k
(
enp ,divφφφh

)
(4.12)

=
(∫ tn+1

tn

(
GGG(s; un)−GGG(s; unh)

)
dW (s),φφφh

)
,(

div en+1
u , qh

)
= 0.(4.13)

Choosing φφφh = Qhe
n+1
u ∈ Vh in (4.12) and using the orthogonality of Qh, we obtain(

Qhe
n+1
u −Qhe

n
u,Qhe

n+1
u

)
+ k‖∇Qhe

n+1
u ‖2L2(4.14)

= −k
(
∇(en+1

u −Qhe
n+1
u ),∇Qhe

n+1
u

)
+ k
(
enp ,div Qhe

n+1
u

)
+
(∫ tn+1

tn

(
GGG(s; un)−GGG(s; unh)

)
dW (s),Qhe

n+1
u −Qhe

n
u

)
+
(∫ tn+1

tn

GGG(s; un)−GGG(s; unh)
)
dW (s),Qhe

n
u

)
:= I + II + III + IV.

We now can estimate the right-hand of (4.14) as follows.
First, by using (4.5) and then (4.6) we have

I = −k
(
∇(un+1 −Qhu

n+1),∇Qhe
n+1
u

)
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≤ Ck‖∇(un+1 −Qhu
n+1)‖2L2 +

k

4
‖∇Qhe

n+1
u ‖2L2

≤ Ckh2‖un+1‖2H2 +
k

4
‖∇Qhe

n+1
u ‖2L2 .

Next, by using the fact that
(
qh,div Qhe

n+1
u

)
= 0 for all qh ∈ Lh we have

II = k
(
pn+1,div Qhe

n+1
u

)
= k

(
pn+1 − Phpn+1,div Qhe

n+1
u

)
≤ k‖pn+1 − Phpn+1‖2L2 +

k

4
‖∇Qhe

n+1
u ‖2L2

≤ Ckh2‖∇pn+1‖2L2 +
k

4
‖∇Qhe

n+1
u ‖2L2 .

Now, we observe that E[IV] = 0 due to the martingale property of the Itô integral.
It is left to estimate III as below. By using the Itô isometry and Lemma 3.1(i) we
obtain

E
[
III
]
≤ E

[∥∥∥∫ tn+1

tn

(
GGG(s; un)−GGG(s; unh)

)
dW (s)

∥∥∥2

L2

]
+

1

4
E
[
‖Qh(en+1

u − enu)‖2L2

]
= E

[∫ tn+1

tn

∥∥GGG(s; un)−GGG(s; unh)
∥∥2

L2 ds
]

+
1

4
E
[
‖Qh(en+1

u − enu)‖2L2

]
≤ CkE

[
‖Qhe

n
u‖2L2

]
+ Ckh4E

[
‖un‖2H2

]
+

1

4
E
[
‖Qh(en+1

u − enu)‖2L2

]
.

The left-hand side of (4.14) can be analyzed by using the identity 2a(a − b) =
a2 − b2 + (a− b)2 as follows.(
Qhe

n+1
u −Qhe

n
u,Qhe

n+1
u

)
=

1

2

[
‖Qhe

n+1
u ‖2L2 − ‖Qhe

n
u‖2L2

]
+

1

2
‖Qhe

n+1
u −Qhe

n
u‖2L2 .

Therefore, substituting the estimates from I, · · · , IV into (4.14) and then absorbing
the like-terms from the right side to the left side we obtain

1

2
E
[
‖Qhe

n+1
u ‖2L2 − ‖Qhe

n
u‖2L2 +

1

4
‖Qh(en+1

u − enu)‖2L2

]
+
k

2
E
[
‖∇Qhe

n+1
u ‖2L2

](4.15)

≤ Ckh2E
[
‖un+1‖2H2

]
+ Ckh2E

[
‖∇pn+1‖2L2

]
+ CkE

[
‖Qhe

n
u‖2L2

]
.

Next, applying the summation
∑m
n=0 to (4.15) for any 0 ≤ m ≤M − 1 we obtain

1

2
E
[
‖Qhe

m+1
u ‖2L2

]
+

1

4

m∑
n=0

E
[
‖Qh(en+1

u − enu)‖2L2

]
+
k

2

m∑
n=0

E
[
‖∇Qhe

n+1
u ‖2L2

](4.16)

≤ Ch2k

m∑
n=0

E
[
‖un+1‖2H2

]
+ Ch2k

M∑
n=0

E
[
‖∇pn+1‖2L2

]
+ Ck

m∑
n=0

E
[
‖Qhe

n
u‖2L2

]
.

By using the discrete Gronwall inequality to (4.16) and then using the stability esti-
mates in Lemma 3.2, we obtain

1

2
E
[
‖Qhe

m+1
u ‖2L2

]
+

1

4

m∑
n=0

E
[
‖Qh(en+1

u − enu)‖2L2

]
+
k

2

m∑
n=0

E
[
‖∇Qhe

n+1
u ‖2L2

]
(4.17)
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≤ Ch2 exp(CT ).

By applying max0≤m≤M−1 to (4.17), we obtain

max
1≤m≤M

E
[
‖Qhe

m
u ‖2L2

]
+ E

[
k

M∑
n=1

‖∇Qhe
n
u‖2L2

]
≤ Ch2.(4.18)

Next, we use the estimate (4.18) to prove the desired estimate (4.11). To do that, we
follow the techniques that have been used in the proof of Theorem 3.3 as follows.

First, applying
∑m
n=1 (for 1 ≤ m ≤ M), max1≤m≤M , E[·] to (4.14), respectively,

we obtain

1

2
E
[

max
1≤m≤M

‖Qhe
m
u ‖2L2 +

M∑
n=1

‖Qhe
n
u −Qhe

n−1
u ‖2L2 + 2k

M∑
n=1

‖∇Qhe
n
u‖2L2

]
(4.19)

≤ Ch2E
[
k

M∑
n=1

‖un‖2H2 + k

M∑
n=1

‖∇pn‖2L2

]
+

1

4
E
[
k

M∑
n=1

‖∇Qhe
n
u‖2L2

]
≤ E

[ M∑
n=1

∥∥∥∫ tn

tn−1

(
GGG(s; un−1)−GGG(s; un−1

h )
)
dW (ξ)

∥∥∥2

L2

]
+ E

[1

4

M∑
n=1

‖Qhe
n
u −Qhe

n−1
u ‖2L2

]
+ E

[( M∑
n=1

∫ tn

tn−1

‖GGG(s; un−1)−GGG(s; un−1
h )‖2L2‖Qhe

n−1
u ‖2L2 ds

)1/2]
≤ Ch2 +

1

4
E
[

max
1≤m≤M

‖Qhe
m
u ‖2L2

]
,

which implies that

E
[

max
1≤n≤M

‖Qhe
n
u‖2L2

]
+ E

[
k

M∑
n=1

‖∇Qhe
n
u‖2L2

]
≤ Ch2.(4.20)

Finally, the proof is completed by a simple triangular inequality process.

Next, we also present the error estimate of the pressure approximations {pnh} and
{pn} from Algorithms 1 and 2, respectively. The proof of this theorem is similar to
the one of Theorem 3.4 so we leave it as an exercise for the reader to try.

Theorem 4.3. Under the same assumptions of Theorem 4.2. There exists a
constant C = C(β1,u0, DT ) > 0 such that

E
[
k

M∑
n=1

‖pn − pnh‖L2

]
≤ C h.

Finally, we are ready to state the global error estimates of the fully discrete
velocity and pressure approximations.

Theorem 4.4. Let ε > 0. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3.3 and Theorem
4.2, there exist a constant C = C(DT ,u0, β, β1) > 0 such that

(
E
[

max
1≤n≤M

|u(tn)− unh‖2L2

]) 1
2 +

(
E
[
νk

M∑
n=1

‖∇(u(tn)− unh)‖2L2

]) 1
2 ≤ C

(
k1−ε + h

)
,
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E
[
k

M∑
n=1

∥∥p̃(tn)− pnh
∥∥
L2

]
≤ C

(
k1−ε + h

)
.

5. Computational experiments. In this section, we present numerical tests
to verify our convergence order O(k1−ε + h) in Theorem 4.4. In all our experiments
we set D = (0, 1)2 ⊂ R2, T = 1, ν = 1, the body force is f = (f1, f2) with

f1(x, y) = π cos(t) sin(2πy) sin(πx) sin(πx)− 2π3 sin(t) sin(2πy)(2 cos(2πx)− 1)

− π sin(t) sin(πx) sin(πy),

f2(x, y) = −π cos(t) sin(2πx) sin(πy) sin(πy)− 2π3 sin(t) sin(2πx)(1− 2 cos(2πy))

+ π sin(t) cos(πx) cos(πy).

We choose W (t) in (1.1) to be a R-valued Wiener process that is simulated by the
minimal time step size k0 = 1/2048 and the number of samples J = 300. We use
the standard Monte Carlo method to compute the expectation. We take G(u) = αu
for all u ∈ V and α > 0, which gives DG(u)(v) = αv ∀v ∈ V. In addition, we use
the Mini finite element method for the spatial discretization and the homogeneous
Dirichlet boundary condition is imposed on u.

We implement Algorithm 2 and compute the errors of the velocity and pressure
approximations in the specified norms below. Since the exact solutions are unknown,
the errors are computed between the computed solution (unh(ωj), p

n
h(ωj)) and a refer-

ence solution (unref (ωj), p
n
ref (ωj)) (specified later) at the ωj-th sample.

Furthermore, to evaluate errors in strong norms, we use the following numerical
integration formulas:

L2
ωL
∞
t L

2
x(u) :=

(
E
[

max
1≤n≤M

‖u(tn)− unh‖2L2

])1/2
≈
( 1

J

J∑
j=1

(
max

1≤n≤M
‖unref (ωj)− unh(ωj)‖2L2

))1/2

,

L2
ωL

2
tH

1
x(u) :=

(
E
[
k

M∑
n=1

‖u(tn)− unh‖2H1

])1/2

≈
( 1

J

J∑
j=1

(
k

M∑
n=1

‖unref (ωj)− unh(ωj)‖2H1

))1/2

,

L1
ωL

1
tL

2
x(p) := E

[
k

M∑
n=1

‖p̃(tn)− pnh‖L2

]
≈ 1

J

J∑
j=1

(
k

M∑
n=1

‖pnref (ωj)− pnh(ωj)‖L2

)
.

Test 1. In the first test, we want to verify the convergence order of the time
discretization in Algorithm 1. To do that, we run Algorithm 2 to compute {(unh, pnh)}
with a fixed mesh size h = 1/40 and vary the time step size by choosing k = 2`k0

for ` ∈ N and the reference solutions {(unref , pnref )} with kref = k/2 (i.e. we ap-
proximate the errors by comparing the numerical solutions in two consecutive time
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k L2
ωL

2
tH

1
x(u) order L2

ωL
∞
t L

2
x(u) order L1

ωL
1
tL

2
x(p) order

1/64 1.035310 0.0316739 2.00612
1/128 0.611458 0.7597 0.0207695 0.6088 1.13635 0.8200
1/256 0.341012 0.8430 0.0122318 0.7640 0.61963 0.8749
1/512 0.177547 0.9416 0.00663272 0.8830 0.321795 0.9445
1/1024 0.0928572 0.9352 0.00359361 0.8842 0.172365 0.9007

Table 5.1
The time discretization errors and convergence order of the computed velocity {un

h} and pressure

{pnh} with α = 1
2

.

Fig. 5.1. Plots of the spatial discretization errors and convergence order of the computed
velocity {un

h} with α = 1
2

.

discretizations). The result errors are shown in Table 5.1. The numerical results ver-
ify convergence order of almost 1 for both velocity and pressure approximations as
predicted by our error estimate results in Theorem 3.3.

Test 2. In this test, we verify the spatial discretization convergence order of the
mixed finite element method in Algorithm 2. To do that, we implement Algorithm
2 with a fixed time step size k = 1/256 and choose different mesh sizes h. The
reference solutions {(unref , pnref )} are computed by choosing href = h/2. The result
errors are displayed in Figures 5.1 and 5.2. The numerical results in Figure 5.1 (left)
verify the first-order convergence of the velocity approximation in the L2

ωL
2
tH

1
x-norm

as predicted in Theorem 4.2. In addition, we also observe a second-order convergence
(see Figure 5.1 (right))for the computed velocity in the L2

ωL
2
tL

2
x-norm which is better

than our prediction in Theorem 4.2. Furthermore, Figure 5.2 also gives a convergence
order of 1.5 for the computed pressure that is slightly better than our predicted theory
in Theorem 4.3.

6. Conclusion and discussion. We have established a convergence order of at
most 1 for the time-discretization of the stochastic Stokes equations. The paper pro-
poses a new approach with analysis for the time-discretization based on the classical
Milstein method, which is very popular in stochastic differential equations. However,
the paper just considered the stochastic Stokes equations with a divergence-free mul-
tiplicative noise. This narrow assumption on the noise is due to the technical Lemma
3.1 which is unclear how to prove in the case of a non-divergence-free noise. In future
work, we will extend the results of this paper to a more general multiplicative noise.



THE STOCHASTIC STOKES EQUATIONS 21

Fig. 5.2. Plots of the spatial discretization errors and convergence order of the computed
pressure {pnh} with α = 1

2
.
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