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Convergence rates for a finite volume
scheme of the stochastic heat equation

Niklas Sapountzoglou * Aleksandra Zimmermann '

In this contribution, we provide convergence rates for a finite volume scheme
of the stochastic heat equation with multiplicative Lipschitz noise and homo-
geneous Neumann boundary conditions (SHE). More precisely, we give an
error estimate for the L?-norm of the space-time discretization of SHE by a
semi-implicit Euler scheme with respect to time and a TPFA scheme with
respect to space and the variational solution of SHE. The only regularity as-
sumptions additionally needed is spatial regularity of the initial datum and
smoothness of the diffusive term.
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1 Introduction

Let A be a bounded, open, connected, and polygonal set of R? with d = 2,3. Moreover
let (2, A, P) be a probability space endowed with a right-continuous, complete filtration
(Ft)e=0 and let (W (t))s>0 be a standard, one-dimensional Brownian motion with respect
to (Fi)e>0 on (2, A, P).

For T' > 0, we consider the stochastic heat equation forced by a multiplicative stochastic
noise:

du — Audt = g(u) dW(t), inQx (0,T) x A;
u(0, ) = up, in Q x A; (SHE)
Vu-n =0, on Q2 x (0,7) x 9A;
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where n denotes the unit normal vector to A outward to A, ug € L?(Q;L3(A)) is
Fo-measurable, A denotes the Laplace operator on H'(A) associated with the weak
formulation of the homogeneous Neumann boundary condition, and ¢ : R — R is a
Lipschitz function with linear growth.

1.1 State of the art

In the literature, the existence and uniqueness of variational solutions to Problem (SHE)
(see Definition 2.1) is well known and is covered by the classical framework about stochas-
tic parabolic equations, see, e.g., [24, 23, 28, 14]. We are interested in studying numerical
schemes for parabolic stochastic partial differential equations (SPDEs) of type (SHE).
In the last decades, numerical schemes for SPDEs have been studied extensively in the
literature. For an overview of the state of the art, see, e.g., [1, 15, 27]. Finite volume
schemes have been studied for stochastic scalar conservation laws in, e.g., [4, 5, 3]. The
convergence of a full space-time discretization by a finite volume scheme towards the
unique variational solution of the stochastic heat equation in two spatial dimensions has
been studied in [6] in the case of a linear multiplicative noise and in [7] in the more gen-
eral case of a multiplicative Lipschitz noise. In these contributions, a semi-implicit Euler
scheme has been used for the time discretization and a two point flux approximation
scheme (TPFA) has been used with respect to space. In [6], the convergence could be
proved by classical arguments, since the linear multiplicative noise is compatible with
the weak convergences given by the a-priori estimates. In [7], the convergence of the
nonlinear multiplicative noise term has been addressed using the stochastic compactness
method based on the theorems of Prokhorov and Skorokhod. This finite volume scheme
has been extended to a stochastic convection-diffusion equation with nonlinearities of ze-
roth and first order in two or three spatial dimensions in [8] and [9]. Here, the convection
term is approximated by an upwind scheme and the use of the stochastic compactness
method could be avoided, which makes the approach more accessible without deeper
knowledge of stochastic analysis.

For all these finite volume schemes, convergence has been proved without giving any
rate. To the best of our knowledge, there are no results about convergence rates of fi-
nite volume schemes for parabolic SPDEs in the variational setting. However, there are
many results concerning convergence rates for different numerical schemes of SPDEs; see,
e.g., [25, 12, 22] and, in particular, see |20, 21, 11, 16] for space-time discretizations and
convergence rates for nonlinear monotone stochastic evolution equations. In our study,
we want to provide error estimates for the finite volume scheme proposed in |7] in space
dimensions d = 2 and d = 3 under rather mild and natural regularity assumptions on
the initial condition ug and on the diffusive term ¢ in the stochastic integral.

1.2 Aim of the study

Our aim is to extend the existence and uniqueness result for variational solutions of
Problem (SHE) by providing a result about convergence rates of a finite volume scheme
for parabolic SPDEs with homogeneous Neumann boundary conditions. According to the



existing convergence results, we consider the case of two and three spatial dimensions. We
remark that the finite volume scheme proposed in [7] does not coincide with the finite
element methods and other numerical schemes for which convergence rates for (SHE)
have been considered.

Our study provides error estimates for the L?-norm of the space-time discretization of
(SHE) proposed in [7] and the variational solution of (SHE) of order O(7'/2 +h+h7r=1/2),
where 7 represents the time step and h the spatial parameter. In the deterministic
case, see e.g. |26], one may get rid of the unsatisfying term hr—1/2 by assuming the
exact solution to be two times differentiable in time. Since we cannot assume more that
continuity in time in the stochastic case, the stochastic nature of Problem (SHE) creates
worse convergence rates compared to the deterministic case. Convergence rates of order
O(ht=12) do also appear for mixed finite element schemes for the stochastic Navier-
Stokes equation (see [18]).

The main idea of the work is to compare the exact solution of Problem (SHE) with the
solution of the semi-implicit Euler scheme first. In order to do this, we need to assume
H?-regularity in space for the initial value ug and smoothness for the function ¢ in the
stochastic It6 integral. This error turns out to be of order 0(71/2). Then, we compare the
solution of the semi-implicit Euler scheme with its parabolic projection (see Definition
6.3), whose error is of order O(h). Finally, comparing the parabolic projection of the
solution of the semi-implicit Euler scheme with the solution of the finite volume scheme
provides an error of order O(h + hr~1/?).

1.3 Qutline

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we introduce the considered problem as
well as the finite volume framework. Moreover, we provide some analytic tools which are
used frequently throughout the paper.

In Section 3 we state the main result and the regularity assumptions.

In Section 4 we introduce the semi-implicit Euler scheme for the stochastic heat equation
with Neumann boundary conditions and we provide estimates for its solution.

Section 5 contains stability estimates for the exact solution of the stochastic heat equation
and a regularity result.

In Section 6 we prove error estimates, more precisely we estimate the L?-error between the
exact solution and the solution of the semi-implicit Euler scheme, the L?-error between
the solution of the semi-implicit Euler scheme and its parabolic projection and finally the
L?-error between the parabolic projection and the solution of the finite volume scheme.
Finally, in Section 7, we collect the previous results and prove our main theorem.

2 A Finite Volume scheme for the stochastic heat equation

2.1 The stochastic heat equation with multiplicative noise

For the well-posedness of a variational solution to the stochastic heat equation, we assume
the following regularity on the data:



i.) ug € L*(Q; L?(A)) is Fo-measurable.

i1.) g : R = R is a Lipschitz continuous function and there exists a constant Cy > 0
such that |g(r)[> < Cy(1 +r?) for all r € R.

For ug and ¢ that satisfy the above assumptions, we will be interested in the following
concept of variational solution for (SHE):

Definition 2.1. A predictable stochastic process w in L* (Q x (0,T); L*(A)) is a varia-
tional solution to Problem (SHE) if it belongs to

L2(;C([0, T]; L (N))) N L (s L*(0, T5 H' (A)))

and satisfies, for all t € [0,T],

u(t)—uo—/o Au(s)ds:/o g(u(s))dW(s) (1)

in L2(A) and P-a.s. in Q, where A denotes the Laplace operator on H'(A) associated
with the weak formulation of the homogeneous Neumann boundary condition.

Remark 2.2. Ezistence, uniqueness and reqularity of a variational solution to (SHE) in
the sense of Definition 2.1 is well-known in the literature, see, e.qg., [28, 23, 24].

2.2 Admissible meshes and notations

Let us introduce the temporal and spatial discretizations. For the time-discretization,
let N € N be given. We define the equidistant time step 7 = % and divide the interval
[0, 7] in0=ty <ty <..<ty=T witht, =nrforallne{0,..,N —1}. For the space
discretization, we consider admissible meshes in the sense of [17], Definition 9.1. For the

sake of self-containedness, we add the definition:

Definition 2.3 (see [17], Definition 9.1). For a bounded domain A C RY, d =2 ord = 3,
an admissible finite-volume mesh T is given by a family of open, polygonal, and convex
subsets K, called control volumes and a family of subsets of A, contained in hyperplanes
of R% with strictly positive (d — 1)-dimensional Lebesque measure, denoted by £. The
elements of € are called edges (for d = 2) or sides (for d = 3) of the control volumes.
Finally we associate a family P = (xg)xer of points in A to the family of control
volumes, called centers. We assume K € T, £ and P to satisfy the following properties:

e T=Uper K.

o For any K € T, there exists a subset Ex of € such that 0K = K\ K = U,eg, @
and € = g7 Ex - Ek 15 called the set of edges of K for d =2 and sides for d = 3,
respectively.

o I[f K,L € T with K # L then either the (d — 1)-dimensional Lebesque measure of
KNLis0or KNL=73 for some o € &£, which will then be denoted by K|L.



o P = (zx)ker is such that xx € K for all K € T and, if K,L € T are two
neighbouring control volumes, xx # x5 and the straight line between the centers
xg and xp, is orthogonal to the edge o = K|L.

o For any o € £ such that o C OA, let K be the control volume such that o € Ex.
If i ¢ o, the straight line going through xx and orthogonal to o has a nonempty
intersection with o

Examples of admissible meshes are triangular meshes for d = 2, where the condition
that angles of the triangles are less than 5 ensures ¢ € K. For d = 3, Vorononoi meshes
are admissible. See [17]|, Example 9.1 and 9.2 for more details. In the following, we will
use the following notation:

e h =size(T) = sup{diam(K) : K € T} the mesh size.
o S :={0€&:0 LI}, Eex :={o€E:0 CIA}, EKX — & NEx for KT

int

e For K € T,0 € £ and d =2 or d = 3, let mg be the d-dimensional Lebesgue
measure of K and let m, be the (d — 1) dimensional Lebesgue measure of o.

For K € T, ng denotes the unit normal vector to K outward to K and for
o € &k, we denote the unit vector on the edge o pointing out of K by ng ..

Let K,L € T be two neighbouring control volumes. For o = K|L € &y, let dg g,
denote the Euclidean distance between zx and x,.

Using these notations, we introduce a positive number
diam (K
reg(7) = max | N, max diam(K)

KT d(xg,o)

(2)

(where NV is the maximum of edges incident to any vertex) that measures the regularity of
a given mesh and is useful to perform the convergence analysis of finite-volume schemes.
This number should be uniformly bounded by a constant x > 0 not depending on the
mesh size h for the convergence results to hold, i.e.,

reg(7T) < x. (3)

We have in particular VK, L € T,

L < reg(T).
dx|rL



2.3 The finite volume scheme

Let 7, be an admissible finite volume mesh with mesh size h > 0. For a Fy-measurable
random element ug € L?(Q2; L?(A)) we define P-a.s. in Q its piecewise constant spatial
discretization uf) = > KeT, ul 1, where

1
ufe = —/ uo(x)dx, VK € Tp.
K

mgk
The finite-volume scheme we propose reads, for the initially given Fp-measurable random
vector (u%)ker;, induced by u), as follows: For any n € {1,---, N}, given the F, .-
measurable random vector (uanl) KeT, We search for a F, -measurable random vector

(U )ker, such that, for almost every w € , (u})ker;, is solution to the following
random equations

mic(ufe —uf )+ Y

gegint

meg

(ufe —ul}) = mrg(uy AW, VK €T, (4)

K|L

where 0 =tp <t < ... <ty=T and 7 =t, —t,—1 =T/N forall n € {1,..., N}.

Remark 2.4. The second term on the left-hand side of (4) is the classical two-point flux
approximation of the Laplace operator, (see [17, Section 10] for more details on the two-
point fluz approximation of the Laplace operator with Neumann boundary conditions).

With any finite sequence of unknowns (wg)keT,, We may associate the piecewise
constant function

The discrete L2-norm for wy, is then given by

lwalls = > milwg|”
KeT,

and we may define its discrete H'-seminorm by

m
a3y =Y pi ~ (wg —wr)?.
0€Eint K|L

Consequently, if (u},)ke7, is the solution to (4), we will consider
uy = Z upli
KeT

for any n € {1,..., N} a.s. in Q.



2.4 Tools from discrete analysis

In the sequel, the following discrete Gronwall inequality will be freugently used:

Lemma 2.5 ([30], Lemma 1). Let N € N and an,bp,a > 0 for all n € {1,...,N}.
Assume that for every n € {1,...,N}

n—1

ap < a+ Z aibg.
k=0

Then, for any n € {1,..., N} we have

n—1
an < aexp (Zbk>

k=0
Moreover, we use the following version of discrete Poincaré inequality:

Lemma 2.6 (|10], Theorem 3.6, see also [26], Lemma 1). There exists a constant Cp, > 0,
only depending on A, such that for all admissible meshes Ty, and for all piecewise constant
functions w, = (Wi ) ke, we have

2
lwonll2 < Cyluonl s +2|A|1( [ o dw) . (P1)

3 Regularity assumptions on the data and main result

In order to prove our result, we need the following additional regularity assumptions on
the data:

(R1) g € C*(R) such that ¢’ and g” are bounded on R,
(R2) ug € L*(Q; H%(A)) is Fo-measurable.

Theorem 3.1. Let (R1) and (R2) be satisfied and let u be the variational solution of the
stochastic heat equation (SHE) in the sense of Definition 2.1. For N € N and h > 0, let
Tr be an admissible mesh and (u})n=1,.. N the solution of the finite volume scheme (4).
Then, there exists a constant T > 0 depending on the mesh reqularity reg(Ty) but not
depending on n, N and h explicitly such that

h2
sup Bllu(t) — uf x (0] < Y7 + 42+ 20),
t€[0,T T
N
where uf () = 3 ufly, (), ujy N(T) = up . If (3) is satisfied, T may depend on
) 1 ’

x and the depende:nce of T on reg(Ty) can be omitted.



Remark 3.2. The error estimate of Theorem 3.1 also applies to

N
wh N (8) = D up e (0, wn N (T) =y,
n=1

It is only necessary to check that for any t € [0,t1) we have

h2
El|u(t) — upl[3 < Y(r+h® + —)-

Eventually, we obtain by applying Lemma 5.2 and Lemma 2.6:

Efu(t) - upll3
< 2E[u(t) — uoll3 + 2El|uo — up 3

1
< 2K41m 4+ 2E Z / |u0(:v) — m—K/ uo(y) dy|2 dx
K K

KeT
1
=2K47+2E /—/uox—uoy ddex
3 fm o) = o)
1
<2Kym+2E ) —/ C(2, A)P?[|uo| B2 g dx
KeTmK K
<2K47 +20(2, ME Y h?|luo)| 2
KeT

= 2K47 + 2C(2, ME|Jug 7725 h”.

4 Semi-implicit Euler scheme for the stochastic heat
equation

Now, for a Fy-measurable random variable v° € L?(Q; L?(A)) we consider the semi-
implicit Euler scheme

{v" — "L — 7 A = g(v" ) ALW in Q x A, (ES)

Vo -n=0 on ) x JA,

where 0 =tp <t; < ..<ty=Tand 7 =t, —t,—1 =T/N foralln e {1,..,N}.

From the Theorem of Stampaccia (see, e.g, [13], Thm. 5.6) or arguing as in [29] it follows
that there exists a unique (F, )-measurable solution v™ in L?(Q; H(A)) to (ES) in the
weak sense.

Moreover, from Theorem 3.2.1.3 in [19] we obtain v € L?(Q; H%(A)), hence (ES) holds
a.e. in Q x A and the homogeneous Neumann boundary condition holds in the weak
sense, i.e., for any w € H'(A) we have

/ wVo™ -ndS =0,
oA



where the integrands Vo™ and w have to be understood in the sense of trace operators.
Furthermore, in the case d = 2, Lemma 4.3.1.2, Lemma 4.3.1.3 and Theorem 4.3.1.4
in [19] yield the existence of a constant C' > 0 only depending on A such that for any
random variable u :  — H?(A) satisfying the weak homogeneous Neumann boundary
conditions we have

lullFr2gay < CUIAUE + Jul3)  P-as. in Q. (5)

Actually, inequality (5) still holds true for any d € N and it can be choosen C' = 12, see
Appendix, Lemma 8.1.

Lemma 4.1. There exists a constant K1 > 0 such that for any N € N we have

N
sup  E[v"[3+ ) Elv" —o" 3 < K.

Proof. Using v™ as a test function in the first equation of (ES) yields

I+11=1III, (6)
where
1
F= 5 (10" = 1o B + 10" = ") = " = ",
11 =7,

I11T = (g(v"™ A, W, 0™)s.

Taking the expectation in 111 and applying Young’s inequality yields
1
[E(IID)| = [E(g(v" ™ AnW, 0" — 0" o] < 7Ellg(v" )3 + E[lv" — "3
1
< 7C, 1A+ EIo" 1) + ZEI0" - "

Now, taking the expectation in (6) and taking the sum over n = 1,...,m for any m €
{1,..., N} we obtain

1 1 - m
§E\|vm||§+ZZEHU"—U" "3 +7 E[Ver|3 (7)
n=1 n=1
1 m
< SEII + TCIA| +7Cy S B 3,

n=1
Then, Lemma 2.5 yields the existence of K; > 0 such that

sup  E[o"|2 < K.

Now, using (7) with m = N yields the assertion. O



Lemma 4.2. For vy € L2(Q; HY(A)) Fo-measurable and r € Ny, there exists a constant
Ky = Ks(r) > 0 such that for any N € N we have
27"-9—1

sup E [[[o"|3]
ne{l,...,N}

N r
+2_E [H [0 + o3 x (o = 0" 20 +THAv"H%)] < k.
n=1 =1
(8)

Especially, there exists a constant Ko > 0 such that

N
sup  E[[[o"]3] +  sup  E[|V"|3] +7 ) E[|Av"|3Ve" 3] < Ka.

ne{lva} ne{lva} n=1

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Lemma 4.1 in [25], however, for the sake of
completeness, we want to give the whole proof by induction.

We firstly claim the following: For any r € Ny and any n = 1,..., N there exists
K(r) > 0 and a (F;, ,)-measurable real-valued random variable f7_; with |[f7_,|> <

C(r)(1+ ||v"_1||g1+2) for some constant C(r) only depending on r such that

s
41 4 or+l ! 1 1ol 1 _
[ e o [l [ [0 + 500" 0 | > (G = o +T\|Av"||%)}

=1
7’+1 l 1
n— r+ r
<O AP A+ o™ E) + froiAnW 9)
=1

P-a.s. in Q. We prove (9) for any » € Ny any n = 1,..., N by induction over r. For
r = 0 we have to prove

1

o™l = 10"l + S llo™ = 0"l + il Ae™3

< CO)AW P+ [0 Fn) + fa 1AW
0

P-a.s. in 0, where we use the convention [[ = 1. Applying v — Av™ to (ES) yields
=1

o2 = 1o 20 + fo™ = 0" 3]+ (190 1 + a0
= (9(v" AW, ")z + (Vg0 1) AW, V™)

= (g™ H AW, 0" — 0" D)y + (Vg™ HA, W, Vo' — Vo 1),
+ (g™ H AW, 0" g + (Vg™ DAL W, Vo 1),

N |

10



n— 1 n n— n— 1 n n—
< llg@" DIEIAW P + Ll = 0" 3 + [ Vg™ DIE AW + [ Vo™ — Vo3
+ ( I D o (L VAT b dm) AW
Lo
2

_ 1 _ 1
CONAWP A+ [0 F) + " = 0" Ml + S o1 AaW

for some constant C(0) > 0 only depending on Cy, [|¢'[|oo, A and f0_; :=2( [, g(v™ o™ 14
g' (V"1 Vo2 dz). Subtracting £ [/v™ —v" 1|4, multiplying by 2 and discarding non-
negative terms on the left-hand side yields (9) for r = 0.

Now, we assume (9) holds true for some r € Ny and we show that (9) holds true for r+1.
Multiplying (9) with ([[o"[| % + 3[[v" Y% ) yields

3ozt = otz 2 (o = oz
4 4

r—+1
1,2 1 _
+ [H [0 s + g 1013 ] x (G l0™ o 3 +T\\Av"|ré)}

=1

r+1
n— r+1 n r+1 n— r+1
s( )T IAWR (1 >><uv 2+ 25

=1
r n r—+1 n— r+1
(a8 )1 4 )
! 1 +1 1 +1 +1 2
<2007 (1) e b i+ 2 (e - e )
=1

3 s l
r+1 r+1
#5300 (1AW )0 o o

=1

1 r+1 r+1 r+1
+ 2l PlAW] + (H "l = Il > + fr 1 AnW [0 7

r—+1

T 1 ' T 2
< 40P + 1P (1A ) 1+ o )+ g (1o o)
=1
T‘+1 l 2 ~ 2 1
+3C(r)<ZIAnWl2>(1+Hv” HZH) 4 260 (1 + o™ 20 AW + 2 Shnllon T A
=1
r—42 . ,
< (4(r +1)2C(r)2 +3C(r) +2C(r) (Zm W\2>(1+H [
=1
+1 +1 2
A+ g (1 = )
2
P-a.s. in Q, where f711:=2f7  |jo"" 1H2T+ Hence, subtlraucting%(HU"HQT+1 ||lo™~ 1||2T+1>

11



yields

3 ) 42
HG A B

r+1
l 1 149l 1 _
+ [H [l 5+ 10" 0] x (0" = 0" B+ rllA0" )

=1

»Jkloo

r—+2
C(r+1) (Z]A W\2> (14 o™ Y%7 + f7"+1A 1474

P-a.s. in Q, where C(r + 1) := 5(4(r + 1)C(r)* + 3C(r) + 2C(r)). Multiplying with 3
and discarding nonnegative terms on the left-hand side yields (9) for r 4 1.

r+1 r+1 ~ ~
Now, we have E( > ]AnW\Ql> =Y 7(1—-1)" < C(T,r)7 for some constant C(T',r) >
=1

0, where

Pl — k-(k—2)-..-2, k&N even,
k- (k—2)-...-1, keNodd

and E(f)_ A W) = (Ef)_1)(EA,W) = 0. Therefore, applying the expectation in (9)
and setting C(T,r) := C(r)C(T,r) yields

r+1 r+1
Ello"(I7: —Ello" 7

T

1
| TT (10" B+ o] x (" = o~ + 7107

=1
< O(T,r)r + C(T,r)rE|o" |21

for all r € Ny. Now, applying Lemma 2.5 yields (8). O

Remark 4.3. Let us remark that Av™ = (1/7)(v" — v — g(v" V) A W) is (F,)-
measurable with values in H(A).

Lemma 4.4. Let v° € L?(; H?(A)) be Fo-measurable. Then there exists a constant
K3 > 0 such that for any N € N we have
N N
sup  E[Av" 3+ Y E[A@" " 5+ 7Y E|VAS3 < K.
ne{l,...,N} n=1 n=1

Proof. Applying V to (ES) and testing with —VAv™ yields

1
3 (18071 = 180115 + " = Aun~11g) + 7V v 3

= (Ag(" ) AW, Av™)s.

12



Taking the expectation and using the F; -measurability of Av™ yields
1
(180718 — 8018 + 40" — A" 1B ) + EIV A3
=E(Agv" DA W, A™ — " 1)), (10)
1
< A" = Av" 5+ 7E [ Ag (" |3

Gagliardo-Nirenberg’s inequality, Lemma 8.1 and the boudedness of ¢’ and ¢” yield the
existence of constants Cy, Cy, C3, Cy > 0 such that

1Ag(v™ )3
_ [ Gl + Coll Avm Y3 Vor 3 + Co | oIS + Callon Y4, d =2, (1)
~GillAV 3 + Col| VAT VoY 4 s Vo I3, d=3.

Summing over n = 1,...,m for any m € {1,..., N} in (10) and using (11) in the case
d = 2 yields

1 1 m m
§E||Avm\|§ +4 S E[Av — Av"TH3 47> E|[VAU3 (12)

n=1 n=1

m

<E|A)2 +TZE<01HM”1H3 T ol A B3 + Gy e c4uv"1u;*).
n=1

In the case d = 3 we obtain

1 1 m m
§E\|Avm\|3 +7 > E[Av — A3+ 7> E|[VAU3

n=1 n=1

n— n—15/2 n—113/2 n—
SEIIAUOII§+TZE<01\IA1) 12 4 o VA 2V Y2 + O Vo 1H%>

n=1

m
_ 1 _ ~ _ _
<E[A)2 +TZE<01HAU” B+ IV AV I3 + Gl e 1 4 1\\3).
n=1
Hence we have

1 1 & 7 &
§E\|Avm\|§ +7 ZEHAU” — A3+ 3 ZEIIVM"H% (13)

n=1 n=1

m
T _ ~ _ _
SE||Avo||§+5EHVAuoH§+TZE(01||Av" Y3+ Cof VoI + G5V 1Hg>.

n=1

Applying Lemma 4.2 and Lemma 2.5 in both cases d = 2,3, we may conclude the
existence of a constant K3 > 0 such that

sup  E[Av"|3 < K.

Now, using this estimate in (12) or (13) respectively with m = N yields the assertion. [
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5 Stability estimates for the stochastic heat equation

5.1 A regularity result

Proposition 5.1. Let (R1) and (R2) be satisfied. Then, the unique variational solution
u to (SHE) has the additional reqularity uw € L?(;C([0,T]; H*(A))) and satisfies the
weak homogeneous Neumann boundary condition.

Proof. For N € N we define the piecewise constant process

N
un(t) = Zunfl]l[tn_l,tn)(t)’ un(T) = un
n=1

where, forn =1,..., N, u, is the unique F;, -measurable solution to (ES) starting at the
Fo-measurable initial datum uy € L?(Q; H2(A)). Consequently, uy(t) € H2(A) P-a.s.
in Q for all t € [0,T]. Proceeding, e.g., as in the proofs of Theorem 2.1 and Proposition
2.5 in [2] with minor modifications, it is not very hard to see that the semi-implicit Euler

approximations (uy)nyen converge for n — 0o towards the unique variational solution u
to (SHE) in L?(Q; L?(0,T; L*(A))). Thanks to (5),

E [lun (7] < C (B [Aun@)][35] +E [lun (©)]3])

for all ¢ € [0,7]. By Lemma 4.1 and Lemma 4.4 it follows that the quantities in expec-
tation on the right-hand side of the above equation are uniformly bounded by positive
constants K7 and K3, respectively, which do not depend on t € [0,7] and on N € N.
Consequently, the sequence (ux)yen is in particular bounded in L?(; L2(0,T; H?(A))).
Hence, up to a not relabeled subsequence, (ux)yen converges weakly to u in L2(Q x
(0,7); H?(A))). In this way we also get the additional information that u is progres-
sively measurable with values in H2(A). Now, according to [24], Theorem 4.2.5 with
V = H = H?(A), we get u € L?(9;C([0,7]; H*(A))). Now, equality (1) yields that
P-a.s., for all ¢ € [0,7] we have fg Au(s)ds € L?(A). This yields

</Ot Au(s) ds,v>2 = /Ot(Au(s),v)g ds = — /Ot /A Vu(s)Vudx ds
:/Ot (/A(AKu(s))vdx—/aA vVu(s)-ndS)ds (14)
= </Ot(AKu(s)),v>2 — /Ot /E)A vVu(s) -ndSds

d
for all v € H'(A), where Agw = > 9w € L?(A) denotes the classical Laplace for
i=1

w € H?(A). For v € CX(A), the bour:dary term in (14) vanishes and we have

(/Ot Au(s) ds,v>2 _ </Ot(AKu(s))7v>2, 15)
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Since C2°(A) is dense in L2(A), equality (15) holds true for all v € L2(A), especially for
all v € H(A). Togehter with (14) we obtain P-a.s., for all ¢t € [0,7] and all v € H(A)

/ / vVu(s) -ndSds=0.
OA

Since Vu is continuous with values in H'(A), we get P-a.s., for all ¢+ € [0,7] and all

ve HYA)

/ vVu(t) -ndS = 0.
oA

5.2 Stability estimates

For the following results, the regularity u € L*(Q;C([0,T]; H*(A))) of the variational
solution to the heat equation is crucial. It is provided by Proposition 5.1.

Lemma 5.2. Let (R1) and (R2) be satisfied. Then, there exists a constant
Ky = Ky(T, A, |lull 2 0icqo,1;12(0))), 9) > 0
such that for all s,t € [0,T):
Ellu(t) — u(s)l72a) < Kalt = s|.
Proof. We fix s € [0,T]. Then, for any t € [0,T], we have

v(t) == u(t) —u(s) = / Au(s)ds = / g(u(s)) dW. (16)

Applying Ito’s formula with 3| - |3 to v we get

1

Iv0l3 = [ @urotadr+ [ @ gueyan + 3 [ laue)iBar

We apply the expectation on both sides of the equality. Then, we use Young’s inequality
and the growth condition of g to obtain:

SEI(O)1B /Hmiuﬂw%E/uvHﬂw%CE/WM+mumw
< SI8uls ezt~ + 38 [ IWIBdr+ 30l - s
+ §CgHUH%2(Q,C([O,T};B(A)))\’5 — 5|
— Kalt—s|+ %E/: ()2 dr,
where Ky = Ky(T, A, [[ul| L2 (ic(jo,m;m2(A)))» 9) > 0. Now, Lemma 2.5 yields the assertion.

O
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Lemma 5.3. Let (R1) and (R2) be satisfied. Then, there exists a constant
K5 = K5(T, A, |[ull 2 .c(0,71:m2(4))) 119 [|o0) > 0
such that for all s,t € [0,T):
B[V (u(t) = u(s)Z2(n) < Kslt — sl.

Proof. We fix s € [0,T]. Then, for any ¢t € [0,7], we set v(t) := u(t) — u(s). Now,
applying 1t6’s formula with 1|V - ||3 to (16) we obtain
1

SIVOIE = = [ (dutr). A2 ar = [ (o(r).autr) aW)e = 5 [ (atulr). Ag(utr): av.

Taking the expectation on both sides of the equality, applying Gauss’ theorem and
Young’s inequality yields

t t
SEIVOOIE =~ [ (Aur). Sutr) = Sus)adr + 5B [ [Vg(utr)lFar
t t 1 t
<& [ (@), Aue)odr B [ |Au)Bar+ 5o 1LE [ [Vutlar
< —3E [ 18utBar + 3 1aul: s
- 2/, 2 L2(;,C([0,T];L2(A)))

1 9 2
+ 319 1% IVl @ oz it = o
S K5’t - 8’7
where K5 = K5(T, A, HU||L2(Q;C([07T};H2(A)))’ 19lloc) > 0. -

6 Convergence rates

Now, let us assume that (R1) and (R2) are satisfied and u is a solution to (SHE).
Then, by Proposition 5.1, u is in L2(£2;C([0,T]; H?(A))) and satisfies the homogeneous
Neumann boundary condition in the weak sense.

Lemma 6.1. Forn =1,...,N let v™ be a solution to (ES) for v° = ug. Then there exists
a constant Kg > 0 not depending on n and N such that

N
sup  Eflu(tn) —o"[3 +7 Y E[V(ults) —v")|3 < Ko

ne{l,...,N} n—1

Proof. We set €" := u(t,) — v™. Then, we have

tn tn
e —en = Au(s) —v")ds + / g(u(s)) — g(v™ 1) dW
o toe
1tn 1 .
= / Au(s) —u(ty))ds + Ae™ ds
tn—1 tn—1

+ / " g(u(s)) - glulta_r))dW + / " G(ult ) — g™y W,

tn—1

16



Multiplying with €™ and integrating over A yields

1 - —
3 (71 = e I3 + e — HQ_@nw—wlb

:/t:nl/A(u(s)— £2)e" ds+/tn I/Ae
/:l/ (u(tn_1)))e dW+/t:nl/ — g™ Y))em dw

Taking expectation we obtain the equality
1
51@(\\@”\\3 — [l 3 + lle™ - e”—1|y§> = I+ 11+ 1IT+1V, (17)

where

:E/t:nl/A(u(s)—u(tn))e"ds,
II:E/t /Ae

Hfzgg"ﬁgwwn—wmnnmw—wlmw

V=B [ [ (autn) - g - e aw

Young’s inequality, Lemma 5.2, Lemma 5.3 and [t6 isometry yield

III<‘ /tt/v (t))Ven ds

K
<—i2+ SEIVel,

<%E/n IV (u(s) = u(tn))lI3 ds + E/ Ve |3 ds

tnh—1 tn—1

1= _TEHve"HQ,

tn 1 n n—
ufszE/ lo(u(s)) — g(ultn 1)) 3 ds + SEle" — "3

tn—1

tn 1 a
< 2|!9'H§OE/ lu(s) = u(tn-1)|3 ds + gElle” —¢" "3

tn—1
1 _
<2l|g' |12 Kar? + gEHen — "3,
tn n—1y|12 Loin 12
IV <2E lg(u(tn-1)) —g(v" ")llzds + gEHe —e" 3
tn—1

1
<2|lg/ |l Elle™ I3 + SElle” — e .

17



Summing over n = 1,....,m, m € {1,..., N}, equality (17) and the previous estimates
yield

1

1 m 3 T m
BN + 3 Bl = e + 5 DBV

n=1

K " _
< <2H9'H30K4T + 75> 742 127 ) Ele 5

n=1
Lemma 2.5 yields that there exists Kg > 0 such that

sup E||e"||% < I~(67'

n=1,....IN
and therefore the assertion holds. O

Proposition 6.2. Let w € H%*(A) and T an admissible mesh. Then, there exists a
unique solution (Wi)ger to the following discrete problem:
Find (W) ger such that

Z MEWEK :/wdac

KeT A
and
Mo, _
Z (wK—wL):—/Awdx, VK eT.
7 KL K
o€EY
Proof.  See e.g. [26], Definition 6 and Remark 2. O

Definition 6.3. Let T be an admissible mesh and w € H?(A). The elliptic projection of
w on T is given by

W = Z ?I}K]IK,

where (Wg ) geT are given by Proposition 6.2. The centered projection of w on T is given
by

W= Z w(ri)lk.

KeT

Lemma 6.4. Let Tj be an admissible mesh with size(T) = h and w a random variable
with values in H?(A).

Moreover, let wy, be the elliptic projection of w a.s. in Q. Then there exists a constant
K7 > 0 only depending on A and reg(Ty) such that

lw — by ||3 < K7h2||w||fq2(A) P-a.s. in Q.

18



Furthermore, let wy, be the centered projection of w a.s. in 2. Then there exists a constant
Kg > 0 only depending on A and reg(Ty) such that

iy, — wnl|3 < Ksh?|w]3es) P-as. in Q.

If (3) is satisfied, K7 and Kg may depend on x and the dependence of K7 and Kg on
reg(Ty) can be omitted.

Proof. First, from Lemma 8.2 we observe that there exists a constant X > 0 only
depending on A such that

lw — @yl < K2 [w]3egy P-as. in Q.

Moreover, by Definition of the elliptic projection we have

ﬁ)h—d/hdx:/ﬁ}hdx— U?K:/ﬁ}h—wdx.
/A A Z A

KeTy

Therefore, Holder inequality and Lemma 8.2 yield the existence of a constant K >0 only
depending on A such that

2
(/ F— dx) < yAy/ [, — wf? de < K2 w|2y, Peas. in Q.
A A

Now, from (PI) we have

2
i — @l < Cylin — @2 + 2|A|—1( [ n - das)
< Cplibp, — wal3 5 + 2|A|71Kh2||w||§12(/\)

Hence, it is left to show that there exists a constant K > 0 only depending on A such
that

oy, — wn|7 ), < K reg(Tn)>h? w32 -
You may obtain this result by proceeding similarly as in [17], Section 3.2.3. O

Corollary 6.5. For any N € N let v", n € {1,..., N} be the solution to (ES) and v} the
elliptic projection of v™, a.s. in 2. Then there exists a constant K9 > 0 such that

sup  E[l" — 043 < Koh?®.
ne{l,...,N}

Especially, we have

N
TZEHU" — T3 < KoTh?.
n=1
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Proof. From Lemma 6.4 and (5) it follows that for all n =1,..., N we have
Elv" = 03[13 < Keh*E[[o"|[F2a) < KrCRPE(| A3 + [[v"]]3)-
Thus, from Lemma 4.1 and Lemma 4.4 we get
Ev" — oj5 < K7C (K3 + K1)h?.
Mutiplying this inequality with 7 and summing over n = 1,..., N yields the result. U

Lemma 6.6. For any N € N let v, n € {1,..., N} be the solution to (ES). Let v}’ be the
elliptic projection of v™. Then there exists a constant K19 > 0 not depending on N,n,h
such that

- h?
sup B[ — up]3 < Kio(h® + —).
ne{l,...,N} T
Proof. We divide (4) by mg and subtract this equality from (ES) and get

1 o
(v” — - (" - u?ﬁ)) - (A Ll Dl el U/ u%))

. K|L
oegint I

_ <g(v"—1) - g(u§1)> AW on K.

Adding and subtracting 0% — 17?(_1 in the first large brackets, then multiplying with
U — u% and integrating over K yields

I + 11 + 111 = Vg,

where using the definition of the elliptic projection, we obtain

= [ (o= ok = @ ) ) do o - )
K

1 ~Nn n ~n— n— ~n n ~— n—
Ik = 5(”7)[( — UKH%2(K) - ”UK 1_ Upe 1”%2(K) + HUK —uf — (UK 1_ u 1)”%2(K)>
mey _
IIIK:—T</ Av" dx + Z (u}‘(—uz)>(v}‘(—u’}()
K 065%“5 dK‘L
r; ~n n ~n n -n n
=47 Y Wk — e — (3 ) ) (W — )
int K‘L
oc&y
IVk = /K(g(vnl) - 9(5?(_1))(77?( —up ) AW dx + /K(g(f)?(_l) — g(u’;(_l))(q}?( — ) AW da.

Summing over K € T and using the abbreviations €} := 0} —uj and €} := v" — v} yield

I+IT+1I1=1V, (18)

20



where, rewriting 111 by using the discrete integration by parts rule, we have
I= [ @ -a e = @ g,

1/..
1= 5 (115 ~ e 18 + et - e5"13)

2
mr=r 30 (o - - 0F - b)) = 7lak ~ ks = 7l
0'65 nt K‘L

A

1v = [ (o) ol DA o+ [ G gl VB

Taking the expectation in IV and applying Young’s inequality yields

1o, e
E(IV) < 27E[lg(v" ") — g(5; )ll3 + gElleh — &7 |2

_ 1. n—
+27Elg(5 ") — (" DIE + gElleh — é5 13-
Hence, taking expectation in (18) and using the boundedness of ¢’ yields

_ . R e [—
E(er, =2, ' én)e + SEAIERIZ — 1637 15) + Sl — e, I + TEléR [
< 2|l 1% Eller 13 + 20l 1% rEller 13-

We sum over n = 1,...,m for m € {1,..., N} and obtain

m 1 1 m m
> B(E, " e+ IR 13 + 3 3 BIeR — e+ D Bleh
n=1 n=1

1 _ e
§Ellehllz+2Hg 1% TZEH P 209 12 Y Eller 3.
n=1

n=1

Being (up);, the centered projection of ug = v°, Lemma 6.4 and Lemma 8.2 yield
1€nl3 =[5 — upll3 < 20|5h — (d@o)nll3 + 2/l (do)n — upll3

1
< 2Kgh®||ug| B2y + 2 Z/ |uo( $K)—m—K/KU0( ) dy|? da

KeT

= 2Kgh® ||U0HH2(A +2 Z —|/ uo(x) — uo(y) dyl?
KeT

< QKShQHuoH%#(A) +2 Z C(Q’A)hQH“O”%W(K)
KeT

= 2(Kg + 2C(2, A))P?[|uo| F12 )
a.s. in ). Hence
E[l&]3 < E<2K8h2uuou%m> + 2!Aruwo|!%oo<mh2>

= K1 h?

21
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for K1 = 2(Ks + 2C(2,A))E||uo\|%{2(/\). We note that [, e}l dz = [, v} — 0 dz = 0 for
n=0,...,N, hence fA(EZ—Ezfl)-cdx =0foralln=1,...,N and ¢ € R by the definition
of vy, Then, setting ¢ = \Tll [\ €} dz, using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and (PI) we get

[E(ey —ep ' én)al = |E(en — ey ', én — c)o] < CuEller — e lalén | n-

Now, using Young’s inequality, Lemma 6.4, Lemma 8.1 and the fact that o} — 17,7;_1 is

the elliptic projection of v — v™~! we obtain

B -7 epal
2
_ —n— T o -
< S2Elle; — & I3 + SEIGE
2
- — ~r— T o -
= 2B - 5 — (0" = 5B+ ZEIRE

T

c2 . (21)
= SPE|( ") — (&F — I+ SRR

27 2

K.h*C? B T
S5 LE[o™ — 0" 1”%{2(/\) + §E’€m%,h

6K7h*C?
< R (o - o+ o - A0 B) + ZEIR

Summing over n = 1,...,m for m € N and using Lemma 4.1, Lemma 4.4 and inequality
(21) yields

m
D IEGER -t éel
n=1

I N
< 63@(](1%-J(g)c%-;-4—55253Hﬂ62|3h‘

n=1

Now we combine (19), (20), (22) and Corollary 6.5 and get

Lo L men ane T
SEITIE+ 1 BN - B+ 2 S Bl
n=1 n=1
Ky, LN

S 2l KT )1+ 21 e Y BN

n=1

1
< <6K7(K1 + Kg)cj; +

Applying Lemma 2.5 finalizes the proof of this lemma. O

Remark 6.7. The constants Kg and Kig respectively depend on K7 and this constant
may depend on reg(Ty). Assuming (3), we may overcome this dependence.
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7 Proof of Theorem 3.1

Let t € [0,T] and N € N. Then there exists n € {1, ..., N — 1} such that ¢ € [t,,_1,,) or
t € [ty_1,tn]. Forn € {1,..., N} we have

Ellu(t) — uj, v ()3 = Elu(t) — up3

< Ellu(t) = ultn) +ults) = v" + 0" = 0 + 0 — up3

<16 <EIIU(75) —u(tn)|3 + Ellu(ts) — v" 3 + Ellv" - 5|13 + E[l}; — UZH%),

where v" is the solution to (ES) with initial value ug and o is the elliptic projection of
v"™. Now, Lemma 5.2, Lemma 6.1, Corrolary 6.5 and Lemma 6.6 yield

Ellu(t) — uh v (D)3
2

h
< 16(Ky7 + Ko7 + Koh? + K19(h%2 + —))
-
2

h
ST(T—l-hQ-F?)

for some constant T > 0 depending on the mesh regularity reg(7;) but not depending
on n, N and h explicitly. Therefore, taking the supremum over ¢ € [0, 7] on the left hand
side and the right hand side of the inequality, we obtain

2

- h
sup Ellu(t) —uj n()]I5 < T(r+h* + —).
t€[0,T] T

8 Appendix

Lemma 8.1. Let d € {2,3}. Then, for any u € H?(A) satisfying the weak homogeneous
boundary condition we have

el < 1201 A0} + ul3),

where A denotes the Laplace operator on H'(A) associated with the weak formulation of
the homogeneous Neumann boundary condition.
Especially, for any random variable u : Q — H?(A) we obtain

lulZegny < 1201803 + [ul}) P-a.s. in Q.

Proof. Let u € H*(A). We set f := —Au+u € L*(A). Then, according to Theorem
3.2.1.3 in [19] w is the unique solution of —Au+u = f satisfying the weak homogeneous
Neumann boundary conditions. Now, we follow the ideas of the proof of Theorem 3.2.1.3
in [19]. There exists a sequence (A, )., such that A,, C R? is bounded, open, convex,
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A C Ay, dist(OA, OA,,) — 0 as m — oo and A, has a C>-boundary for any m € N. We

set
~ f, in A,
e T
0, inR*\A.

Then, since f € L?(A,,) for any m € N, there exists a unique u,, € H2(A,,) satisfy-
ing the weak Neumann boundary conditions w.r.t. A,, such that —Au,, + u;, = f in
Ay According to the proof of Theorem 3.2.1.3 in [19] there exists C' > 0 such that
[tm| r2(a,) < C for any m € N and (up)jp — u in H?(A) for a subsequence. Now,
Theorem 3.1.2.3 in [19] yields

[l 2 (A ) < V6| = Aty + i || £2(50)-
Hence, we obtain
[l 2ay < lim inf llwm |l zr2 ()
< timinf 20,
< liminf \/6” = Aty + Ul 22(A,0)
m—o0
= lim inf V6|| f||2(a,.)
m—o0
= V6| £l z2a)
= V6| — Au+ullp2(n
< V6(|Aullz2(ay + llullz2(a))
and therefore we may conclude
ullFr2a) < 6(1AullL2(ay + lull2a)® < 1201 Aw[Z2(5) + lull72(a))
O

Lemma 8.2. Let u € H*(A), T an admissible mesh, K € T andy € K. Then, for any
1 < q <2, there exists a constant C = C(q,A) > 0 such that

[ (@) = )" de < CH s

FEspecially, for any function v of the form v(z) := > u(yx)lg(x), where yx € K and
KeT
x € A, we have

lu =0l F2gay < C2 MR |[ul 32 -

Proof. Let x,y € K. Then we have

1
u(z) — u(y) = Vu(z) - (z — y) + /0 (1= )(DX(w)(1 - s)y + s2)(z — 9)) - (x — y) ds.
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Jensen inequality yields:

—u(y)|? dx a-1 u(x)(x — y)|?dx
/K\um ()| de < 2 /K\vm( Wl7d

+2q—1/K/0 ’(1_3)@2(“)((1_S)y+3x)(x—y))-(x—y)\qudm.

Now, a change of variables z := (1 — s)y + sz yields

/K lu(z) —u(y)|? de < 2qilthVUH%q(K) + zqithqHDz(U)H%q(K)

< Ch||ully2ak)

for C = C(q,A) = 297 (1 + diam(A)9). O
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