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NESTED FINITE ELEMENT APPROXIMATION OF PARABOLIC SPDES WITH

WHITTLE-MATÉRN NOISE

ØYVIND STORMARK AUESTAD

Abstract. We propose a new type of fully discrete finite element approximation of a class of semilinear sto-

chastic parabolic equations with additive noise. Our discretization differs from the ones typically considered, in
that we employ a nested finite element approximation of the noise. This is well suited for dealing with covariance

operators defined in terms of (negative powers of) elliptic operators, like that of Whittle-Matérn random fields.

We derive strong and pathwise convergence rates for our proposed discretization, and our results are supported
by numerical experiments.

1. introduction

We study finite element approximations to semilinear stochastic evolution equations of the form,

du = −A1u dt+ F (u) dt+A−γ
2 dW, u(0) = ξ,(1)

where W is a cylindrical Wiener process on L2(D), D ⊆ Rd is a bounded domain with polygonal boundary, F is
a Lipschitz nonlinear term, γ is some real valued parameter, and ξ a random variable. Aj , j = 1, 2 are second
order elliptic operators of the form,

Aj = αj −∇ · Aj∇+ wj · ∇, j = 1, 2,(2)

where the coefficients Aj(x) ∈ Rd×d, wj(x) ∈ Rd, αj(x) ∈ R are allowed to vary spatially - for precise assump-
tions, see Assumption 2.2.

Strong and pathwise convergence of numerical approximations to mild solutions of semilinear parabolic
stochastic partial differential equations (SPDEs) has been studied thoroughly [1, 4, 5, 10, 13, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21,
22, 23, 27, 26, 14]. Common to most of the finite element approximations considered is the that the treatment

of the model noise, the term A−γ
2 dW in (1), either involves: the L2-orthogonal projection onto the finite

element space, or a truncated Karhunen-Loève expansion. However, neither of these discretizations usually
result in schemes which are easy to simulate from. The first approach would require knowledge of the law of
the projected noise, while the latter requires knowledge of the eigenvectors and eigenvalues of the covariance
operator of the noise - both of which are often computationally inaccessible. For this reason, we propose a new
type of discretization of the noise, based on a ”nested” finite element approximation.

The name ”nested” is motivated by the fact that our discretization computes finite element approximations
iteratively. First, a finite element approximation of the noise, A−γ

2 W in (1), is computed, before we proceed

to compute another finite element approximation of u in (1), now with A−γ
2 W replaced by its finite element

approximation. This type of approximation is restricted to SPDEs where the noise has covariance operator
given by a negative fractional power of a differentiation operator. Covariance operators of this form are often
referred to as Matérn (or Whittle-Matérn) covariance operators, and has been a popular subject of research for
both mathematicians and statisticians (see e.g. [6, 7, 15, 11, 16, 8] and [31, 25, 24]). In the context of statistical
modelling, the parameter γ is referred to as the smoothness parameter of the Matérn random field, as it controls
the spatial regularity of the process. In (1), this parameter provides a way to control the spatial regularity of
the added noise.

The first contribution of this paper is a new way of discretizing (1), and our second contribution is Theorem
3.5 and Corollary 3.5.1, which describes rates of strong and pathwise convergence for our proposed discretization.
The structure of the paper is as follows: in the preliminaries section we state our assumptions on (1) and its
numerical approximation, in addition to a space and time regularity result for the mild solution of (1). In the
next section we outline our nested finite element approximation, and state our strong and pathwise convergence
results. The last two sections contains the proof of Theorem 3.5 and Corollary 3.5.1, and numerical experiments
verifying these convergence rates.
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2 Ø. S. AUESTAD

2. Preliminaries

Throughout the paper, we will denote by C a generic constant, which may change from line to line. Parameter
dependence of C will be denoted by subscripts, but is omitted unless relevant.

We fix a filtered probability space (Ω,F , {Ft}t∈[0,T ], P ), and let PT be the corresponding predictable σ-
algebra (the smallest σ-algebra containing all sets of the form (s, t] × F for F ∈ Fs and 0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ T ).
Further, we abbreviate ΩT := [0, T ]×Ω, and denote the product measure on ΩT by PT . For a separable Hilbert
space H, we denote by Lp(Ω;H) (p ≥ 1) the Banach space of equivalence classes of measurable functions
(Ω,F) → (H,B(H)), with the norm,

∥f∥pLp(Ω;H) := E[∥f∥pH ].

For another separable Hilbert space U , we denote by L(U,H) the Banach space of bounded linear operators
from U to H with the usual norm, and with the convention L(H) := L(H,H). Further, we denote by L2(U,H)
we the Hilbert space of Hilbert-Schmidt operators from U to H, with inner product,

(A,B)L2(H) :=

∞∑
j=1

(Aej , Bej)H ,

for any orthonormal basis {ej}∞j=1 of U , and with convention L2(H) := L2(H,H). Finally, we let W be a
cylindrical Wiener process on H (covariance operator I) adapted to the filtration {Ft}t∈[0,T ]. Whenever we
consider Itô integrals in the following, it will involve this cylindrical Wiener process.

Variational semigroups. Let V,H be Hilbert spaces with V ⊆ H densely and continuously, and let a :
V × V → R be a continuous bilinear form on V , with the property that the shifted bilinear form,

a(·, ·) + λ(·, ·)H ,
is coercive for λ ≥ 0 large enough. The operator, A : D(A) → H, D(A) ⊆ V defined by (Au, v)H = a(u, v) for
any v ∈ V is called the generator of a variational semigroup on H, and is a subclass of generators of analytic
semigroups. This semigroup is defined by the Bochner integral,

S(t) :=
1

2πi

∫
γ

e−zt(z −A)−1 dz,(3)

where γ := {−λ+ sei±δ, s ≥ 0} for some δ ∈ (0, π/2) large enough (see e.g. Theorem 2.1 and 3.1 in [2]). From
the definition (3), it follows that the semigroup generated by −z −A, is e−z ·S(·), for any z ∈ C. With λ,A as
above, we can define fractional powers of λ+A by,

(λ+A)−α :=
1

Γ(α)

∫ ∞

0

t−1+αe−λtS(t) dt, (λ+A)α :=
sin(απ)

π

∫ ∞

0

t−1+α(t+ λ+A)−1(λ+A) dt,(4)

for α ∈ (0, 1). See e.g. Equation 6.9 and Theorem 6.9 in [28] (the expression for (λ + A)−α also holds for any
α ≥ 1). The following properties of generators of analytic semigroups are useful.

Lemma 2.1. Let λ,A be as above. Then, for t > 0 and x ∈ H,

S(t)x ∈ D((λ+A)α), α ≥ 0,

with,

∥(λ+A)αe−λtS(t)x∥H ≤ Ce−ctt−α∥x∥X , α ≥ 0(5)

for some c > 0. Further, for x ∈ D((λ+A)α),

(λ+A)αS(t)x = S(t)(λ+A)αx, α ∈ R,
and,

∥(S(t)− I)x∥X ≤ Ctα∥(λ+A)αx∥X , α ∈ [0, 1].(6)

Proof. The first three inequalities are listed in Theorem 6.13 in [28]. The last one follows by similar arguments
as in the case of λ = 0 (see e.g. [3]). □

Model and mild solution. We make the following assumptions on (1):

Assumption 2.2.

(M1): D ⊆ Rd, d ≤ 3 is a bounded and polygonal domain.

(M2): H = L2(D) and V is a closed subspace of H1(D).

(M3): Aj : D(Aj) → H in (1) are generators of variational semigroups, related to the bilinear forms
aj : V × V → R, where,

aj(u, v) :=

∫
D
Aj∇u · ∇v + (wj · ∇u)v + αjuv dx, j = 1, 2.
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(M4): The coefficients Aj(x) ∈ Rd×d, wj(x) ∈ Rd and αj(x) ∈ R are chosen so that:

There is λ ≥ 0 such that the shifted bilinear form, a1(·, ·) + λ(·, ·)H , is coercive and continuous on
V .

a2(·, ·) is coercive and continuous on V .

(M5): For any α < −d/4, there is Cα > 0, such that,

∥Aα
2 ∥L2(H) ≤ Cα.

(M6): For any α ∈ R, there is Cα > 0, such that,

∥(λ+A1)
αA−α

2 ∥L(H) ≤ Cα.

(M7): γ > d/4− 1/2.

(M8): ξ is F0-measurable and in Lp(Ω;H) for some p ≥ 2.

(M9): F : H → H is Lipschitz continuous with linear growth:

∥F (x)∥H ≤ C(1 + ∥x∥H), ∥F (x)− F (y)∥H ≤ C∥x− y∥H .

In condition (M2) H1(D) is defined as the completion of C∞(D) using the norm given by the inner product,

(u, v)H1(D) :=

∫
D
uv dx+

∫
D
∇u · ∇v dx,

where we identify members and their weak derivatives almost everywhere.

Remark 1. A sufficient condition for the bilinear forms aj(·, ·), j = 1, 2 to satisfy condition (M4) of Assumption
2.2, is the following:

(i) ess supx∈D∥Aj(x)∥L(Rd) <∞, ess supx∈D|wj(x)| <∞, while αj ∈ L∞(D), j = 1, 2.

(ii) There is c > 0 such that for any y ∈ Rd, and y0 ∈ R,
α1(x)y

2
0 + yTA1(x)y + w1(x) · yy0 ≥ c|y|2, for a.e. x ∈ D,(7)

α2(x)y
2
0 + yTA2(x)y + w2(x) · yy0 ≥ c(|y|2 + y20), for a.e. x ∈ D.(8)

If V is the subspace of H1(D) with zero Dirichlet boundary conditions, (8) can be replaced by the weaker
condition (7). In either case, we find that the following inequalities holds,

aj(u, v) ≤ C∥u∥H1(D)∥v∥H1(D), a1(u, u) + λ(u, u)H ≥ min(c, λ)∥u∥2H1(D), a2(u, u) ≥ c∥u∥2H1(D),

for some λ ≥ 0, for any u, v ∈ V with C ≤ ess supx∈D∥Aj(x)∥L(Rd) +ess supx∈D|wj(x)|+ ∥α∥L∞(D) and c from
(8). The continuity constant can be found by using Cauchy-Schwarz, while for the coercivity constant we use
(8) with y = ∇u and y0 = u.

Remark 2. Condition (M5) of Assumption 2.2 holds for example in the case of D = (0, 1)d, and when A2 = −∆
with zero Dirichlet boundary conditions, or A2 = I − ∆ with Neumann boundary conditions. In these cases,
the eigenvectors of −∆ and I −∆ are given by

e(n1,...,nd)(x) =

d∏
k=1

√
2 sin(nkπxk), e′(n1,...,nd)

(x) =

d∏
k=1

√
2 cos((nk − 1)πxk), (n1, . . . , nd) ∈ Nd,

respectively, and they constitute an orthonormal basis for L2(D). Enumerating and ordering the eigenvectors
by increasing eigenvalues λj > 0, we find in both cases,

cj2/d ≤ λj ≤ Cj2/d, j = 1, . . . ,

for some c, C > 0, which in turn gives for any ϵ > 0 small,

∥(−∆)−d/4−ϵ∥2L2(H) ≤ C

∞∑
j=1

j
4
d (−

d
4−ϵ) <∞.

Remark 3. Condition (M6) of Assumption 2.2 is for example satisfied for arbitrary A1 provided A2 = λ+A1.

We are interested in the mild solution of (1), which we define as a solution of the integral equation,

u(t) = S1(t)ξ +

∫ t

0

S1(t− s)F (u) ds+

∫ t

0

S1(t− s)A−γ
2 dW, P -a.s. for any t ∈ [0, T ],(9)

where S1(t) is the semigroup generated by −A1. We look for solutions among measurable mappings u :
(ΩT ,PT ) → (H,B(H)), such that u ∈ L2(0, T ;H) P -a.s., where we identify members P -a.s. for every t, and
denote this space by H0. For p ≥ 2, we define Hp as the subspace of H0 where the norm,

∥ · ∥Hp
:= sup

t∈[0,T ]

∥ · ∥Lp(Ω;H),
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is finite. Equipped with this norm, Hp becomes a Banach space.
We can now show existence and uniqueness of a mild solution to (9) using a fixed point argument. This is a

special case of the setting of Theorem 7.2 in [12].

Lemma 2.3. Under Assumption 2.2, (1) has a unique mild solution in Hp for p ≥ 2. Further, there is C > 0
such that,

∥u∥Hp
≤ C(1 + ∥ξ∥Lp(Ω;H)).(10)

Proof. See Appendix A. □

The next lemma describes the spatial regularity of the mild solution u of (1).

Lemma 2.4. Suppose Assumption 2.2 holds, and let u be the mild solution to (1). For p ≥ 2, t ∈ [0, T ],
α ∈ [0, γ + 1/2− d/4) ∩ [0, 1) and ρ ∈ [0, α], the following estimate holds,

∥(λ+A1)
αu(t)∥Lp(Ω;H) ≤ Cα,p(1 + t−α+ρ∥(λ+A1)

ρξ∥Lp(Ω;H)),

for some Cα,p > 0. As a consequence u(t) ∈ D((λ+A1)
α), t > 0 P -a.s. for any α in this interval.

Proof. See Appendix A. □

The next lemma describes the time regularity of the mild solution, and is needed to prove our convergence
results (Theorem 3.5 and Corollary 3.5.1).

Lemma 2.5. Suppose Assumption 2.2 holds, and let u be the mild solution to (1). For p ≥ 2, 0 ≤ t1 ≤ t2 ≤ T ,
α ∈ [0, γ + 1/2− d/4) ∩ [0, 1/2], and ρ ∈ [0, α] the following estimate holds,

∥u(t2)− u(t1)∥Lp(Ω;H) ≤ Cα,p(t2 − t1)
α(1 + t−α+ρ

1 ∥(λ+A1)
ρξ∥Lp(Ω;H)),

for some Cα,p > 0.

Proof. See Appendix A. □

3. Numerical method and convergence results

Finite element approximation. In order to approximate Aj from (2), we introduce finite dimensional sub-
spaces Vh ⊆ V , consisting of piecwise affine linear polynomials defined on a collection of disjoint simplices with
maximum diameter h. We make the following assumption on Vh and the finite element approximation of Aj :

Assumption 3.1.

(N1): Vh ⊆ V consists of piecewise affine linear polynomials, defined on ∪kTh,k, where {Th,k}Mh

k=1 is a
collection of quasi-uniform simplices (see Equation 3.5.19 in [29]).

(N2): The finite dimensional operators Aj,h : Vh → Vh are defined by requiring that,

(Aj,hu, v)H = aj(u, v), for any u, v ∈ Vh.

(N3): For some λ ≥ 0, and with πh the H-orthogonal projection onto Vh,

∥((λ+A1)
−1 − (λ+A1,h)

−1πh)(λ+A1)
αf∥H ≤ Ch2−2α∥f∥H ,

and,

∥Aα
2 (A

−1
2 −A−1

2,hπh)f∥H ≤ Ch2−2α∥f∥H ,

for α ∈ {0, 1/2}, and some C > 0.

(N4): For any f ∈ H, we have ∥(λ+A1,h)
−1/2πh(λ+A1)

1/2f∥H ≤ C∥f∥H for some C > 0.

(N5): Nh := dim(Vh) ≤ Ch−d.

Remark 4. We interpret (N3) as a condition on the rate of convergence of the error u− uh, where,

(λ+A1)u = f, with numerical approximation solving (λ+A1,h)uh = πhf.(11)

In the first inequality of (N3) different α corresponds to different regularity of f , while in the second it cor-
responds to different norms used on the difference u − uh. It is also common, like in Chapter 7.3 in [2], to
formulate condition (N3) in terms of the Ritz projection - in the first inequality of (N3) this would be defined
by,

Rh := (λ+A1,h)
−1πh(λ+A1).

As described in [2] Chapter 7.3, sufficient conditions for condition (N3) to hold is for example:

(1) D ⊆ R2, is bounded, polygonal and convex.
(2) V is the closed subspace of H1(D) with Neumann boundaries.
(3) wj = 0, (Aj)12 = (Aj)21.

(4) The entries of Aj are in C1(D), and αj are in L∞(D).
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(5) yTA1(x)y+λ|y|2 ≥ c|y|2, yTA2(x)y ≥ c|y|2 for any x ∈ D, y ∈ R2, and some c > 0, while αj(x) ≥ c′ > 0
for a.e. x ∈ D, for some c′ > 0.

(See subsection 7.3.4, in particular Equation 7.58).

Remark 5. Condition (N4) holds in the case of A1 selfadjoint (or equivalently a1 symmetric). To see this,
assume first without loss of generality that we can set λ = 0. Note that for any u ∈ Vh, the following identity
holds,

∥A1/2
1,hu∥

2
H = (A

1/2
1,hu,A

1/2
1,hu)H = (A1,hu, u)H = a1(u, u) = ∥A1/2

1 u∥2H .(12)

Therefore, by Cauchy-Schwarz and (12), we have for any f ∈ H,

∥A−1/2
1,h πhA

1/2f∥H = sup
∥φ∥H=1,φ∈Vh

(A
−1/2
1,h πhA

1/2
1 f, φ)H

= sup
∥φ∥H=1,φ∈Vh

(f,A
1/2
1 A

−1/2
1,h φ)H

≤ sup
∥φ∥H=1,φ∈Vh

∥f∥H∥A1/2
1 A

−1/2
1,h φ∥H ≤ ∥f∥H .

Remark 6. A consequence of (N1) is the estimate,

∥u∥H1(D) ≤ Ch−1∥u∥H , u ∈ Vh,

for some C > 0 independent of h (see e.g. Proposition 7.1 in [2]). This in turn gives for any u ∈ Vh, using (N2)
and the continuity of the bilinear forms aj ,

∥Aj,hu∥H = sup
∥φ∥H=1,φ∈Vh

(Aj,hu, φ)H = sup
∥φ∥H=1,φ∈Vh

aj(u, φ) ≤ C∥u∥H1(D)∥φ∥H1(D) ≤ Ch−2∥u∥H .

Quadrature approximation of fractional operator. In order to approximate the fractional power operator
we use the quadrature studied in [9]. In this context, the following two lemmas will be needed.

Lemma 3.2 (Theorem 3.2 in [9]). Let A2 be as in Assumption 2.2, and let γ ∈ (0, 1). Then, for some C, c > 0
independent of k, the following estimate holds,

∥(A−γ
2 −Q−γ

k (A2))u∥H ≤ Ce−c/k∥u∥H ,
where,

Q−γ
k (A2) =

k sin(πγ)

π

N∑
j=−M

e(1−γ)yj (eyjI +A2)
−1.(13)

Here, k > 0 is the quadrature resolution, yj = jk, j = −M, . . . , N , and

N =

⌈
π2

2γk2

⌉
, M =

⌈
π2

2(1− γ)k2

⌉
.(14)

Lemma 3.3. Let A2,h be as in (N2), and let Q−γ
k be as in Lemma 3.2 with γ ∈ (0, 1). Then, for some C, c > 0

independent of k and h, the following estimate holds,

∥(A−γ
2,h −Q−γ

k (A2,h))u∥H ≤ Ce−c/k∥u∥H , for any u ∈ Vh.(15)

Proof. As stated in Theorem 3.2 in [9], the constant C depends only on γ and the continuity and coercivity
constant of (Ah·, ·)H on Vh, which is the same as that of a(·, ·). c is given explicitly in Theorem 3.2 in [9], and
does not depend on h. □

Numerical scheme. In this section we first present the common way of discretizing (1) in space, which
does not use a nested finite element approximation for the model noise. Afterwards, we present our proposed
discretization in space, which uses a nested finite element approximation for the model noise. We then combine
our semidiscrete approximation with a backward Euler approximation in time, to arrive at a fully discrete
approximation.

Discretization in space without a nested finite element approximation. The typical semidiscrete
approximation of the mild solution of (1) is based on the SPDE with values in Vh,

duh = −A1,huh dt+ πhF (uh) dt+ πhA
−γ
2 dW, uh(0) = πhξ.(16)

Here, the actual operator A−γ
2 is used in the noise term. In order to simulate from the approximation (16), one

rewrites (16) as a system of linear SDEs for the basis coefficients of uh in the nodal basis of Vh. To set up this

system, we would need to know the law of (πhA
−γ
2 W (t), φj)H , where φj , j = 1, . . . , Nh is the nodal basis. This

is not straight forward to compute. We instead propose a scheme which we can simulate from. To that end,
the following lemma will be key:
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Lemma 3.4. Let W be a cylindrical Wiener process on H. Then πhW is a cylindrical Wiener process on Vh,
in the sense that,

πhW (t) =

Nh∑
j=1

βj(t)eh,j , P -a.s.

where βj are independent scalar Brownian motions, and {ej,h}Nh
j=1 is an H-orthonormal basis of Vh.

Proof. See Appendix B. □

Discretization in space with a nested finite element approximation. Our semidiscrete approximation
of the mild solution is based on the SPDE with values in Vh,

duh = −A1,huh dt+ πhF (uh) dt+A−γ
2,hπh dW, uh(0) = πhξ.(17)

In contrast to the scheme in the previous subsection, we use the discrete operator A−γ
2,h in the noise term. The key

difference here is that the law of (A−1
2,hπhW (t), φj)H , j = 1, . . . , Nh is known (see (21), (22)). When γ ∈ (0, 1)

we need to approximate the fractional power operator. To do so, we can employ the quadrature approximation
(13) in (17), as in [6], [8] and [15]. We now get the following equation for our semidiscrete approximation,

duh = −A1,huh dt+ πhF (uh) dt+Q−γ
k (A2,h)πh dW,(18)

with the convention that Q−1
k (A2,h) = A−1

2,h and Q0
k(A2,h) = I. Discretizing (18) in time with backward Euler,

we get a fully discrete approximation,

(I +∆tA1,h)uh,∆t(tn+1) = uh,∆t(tn) + πhF (uh,∆t(tn))∆t+Q−γ
k (A2,h)πh(W (tn+1)−W (tn)),(19)

with tn = n∆t, n = 0, . . . , N , and N∆t = T . If we set F = 0, we can simulate from (19) in a straight forward
way. Let φj , j = 1, . . . , Nh be the nodal basis of Vh, and set,

(Mh)ij =

∫
D
φjφi dx, (Th)ij = a1,h(φj , φi), (Kh)ij = a2,h(φj , φi).(20)

Since uh,∆t(tn) ∈ Vh, we may express uh,∆t(tn) =
∑Nh

j=1 α
n
j φj , for some coefficients αn

j , and, using Lemma 3.4

(see Appendix B for a detailed derivation), we note that we may express (19),

(Mh +∆tTh)α
n+1 =Mhα

n +Mh

√
∆t

k sin(πγ)

π

N∑
j=−M

e(1−γ)yj (eyjMh +Kh)
−1

√
Mhϱ

n,(21)

for γ ∈ (0, 1), and,

(Mh +∆tTh)α
n+1 =Mhα

n +Mh

√
∆tK−1

h

√
Mhϱ

n,(22)

for γ = 1. Here, ϱn ∼ N (0, I) are Nh-dimensional multivariate Gaussian and independent for each n, and
√
Mh

is some square root of Mh.
The following theorem describes rates of strong convergence of our approximation (19).

Theorem 3.5. Suppose:

(1) Assumption 2.2 and 3.1 holds.

(2) γ ∈ (d/4− 1/2, 1] ∩ [0, 1].

(3) The quadrature resolution satisfies k ≤ −c(2γ + 1)−1 log(h)−1 where c is as in Lemma 3.2.

and let uh,∆t be given as in (19), while u is the mild solution in Hp, p ≥ 2, of (9). Then for any T > 0 and
θ ∈ [0, 2γ + 1− d/2) ∩ [0, 2), the following error estimate holds,

∥u(T )− uh,∆t(T )∥Lp(Ω;H) ≤ Cθ,T,p(h
θ +∆tmin(θ/2,1/2))(1 + ∥(λ+A1)

min(θ/2,1/2)ξ∥Lp(Ω;H)).(23)

Further, if F = 0, we have,

∥u(T )− uh,∆t(T )∥Lp(Ω;H) ≤ Cθ,T,p(h
θ +∆tθ/2)(1 + ∥ξ∥Lp(Ω;H)).

for any θ ∈ [0, 2γ + 1− d/2) ∩ [0, 2].

The following corollary describes the pathwise convergence of the approximation (19).

Corollary 3.5.1. Suppose the conditions of Theorem 3.5 holds. Then, for any θ ∈ [0, 2γ + 1 − d/2) ∩ [0, 2),
ϵ > 0 small, and any sequences hn,∆tn such that,

∞∑
n=1

(hθn +∆tmin(θ/2,1/2)
n )pϵ <∞,
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there is a random variable Mϵ > 0, such that,

∥u(T )− uhn,∆tn(T )∥H ≤Mϵ(h
θ
n +∆tmin(θ/2,1/2)

n )1−ϵ, P -a.s.(24)

provided (λ + A1)
min(θ/2,1/2)ξ ∈ Lp(Ω;H). Further, if F = 0, then for any θ ∈ [0, 2γ + 1 − d/2) ∩ [0, 2], ϵ > 0

small, and sequences hn,∆tn such that,

∞∑
n=1

(hθn +∆tθ/2n )pϵ <∞,

there is a random variable Mϵ > 0 such that,

∥u(T )− uh,∆t(T )∥H ≤Mϵ(h
θ
n +∆tθ/2n )1−ϵ, P -a.s.

Proof. This follows by Theorem 3.5 combined with Lemma 4.5. □

Remark 7. With stronger conditions on F , like in [30], one can circumvent the bottleneck ∆t1/2-rate in Theorem
3.5 and Corollary 3.5.1.

4. Proof of Theorem 3.5

Before we are able to prove Theorem 3.5, we need a couple of lemmas. To that end, let

Sh,∆t(t) :=

{
I, t = 0,∑N−1

n=0 r(∆tA1,h)
n+1χ(tn,tn+1](t), t > 0,

(25)

where as in the previous section tn = n∆t, n = 0, . . . , N , while r(z) := (1 + z)−1, I is the identity, and χD(·)
is the characteristic function on D. The following lemma is a fully discrete error estimate for the homogeneous
linear Cauchy problem u̇ = −A1u, u(0) = x ∈ H, and is taken from [3].

Lemma 4.1. Let Sh,∆t(t) be given as in (25). Under Assumption 2.2 and 3.1, the following estimate holds,

∥(S1(t)− Sh,∆t(t)πh)x∥H ≤ Ct−θ/2+ρ/2(hθ +∆tθ/2)∥(λ+A1)
ρ/2x∥H ,

for θ ∈ [0, 2], and ρ ∈ [−1 + θ/2, θ].

Proof. This follows by combining Lemma 2.3 and Lemma 2.23 in [3]. These lemmas hold in this case, since:

(1) A1, A1,h satisfies the conditions of Assumption 2.1 in [3]. In particular, Lemma 3.1 implies condition
(A4), as well as condition (A5), noting that the continuity and coercivity constant of (A1,h·, ·)H :
Vh × Vh → R (where Vh has the H1(D)-norm) are independent of h.

(2) Condition (A6), (A10) holds by condition (N3).
(3) Condition (A9) hold by condition (N4).
(4) Condition (A7) holds by condition (N1) (see Remark 6).

□

Lemma 4.2. Under Assumption 2.2 and 3.1 the following error estimate holds,

∥Aα
2 (S2(t)− S2,h(t)πh)x∥H ≤ Ce−ctt−θ/2hθ−2α∥x∥H

for some c, C > 0, α ∈ [−1/2, 1/2], θ ∈ [max(0, 2α),min(2, 2− 2α)].

Proof. Arguing as in the proof of Lemma 4.1, this follows essentially by Lemma 2.14 and Lemma 2.17, as well
as Remark 2 in [3]. Here condition (A8) in [3] holds by condition (N3). □

Lemma 4.3. Under the conditions of Theorem 3.5, we have

∥Aα
2 (A

−1
2 −A−1

2,hπh)∥L(H) ≤ Ch2−2α,

for α ∈ [0, 1/2]. For γ ∈ (0, 1), we have,

∥Aα
2 (A

−γ
2 −A−γ

2,hπh)∥L(H) ≤ Cϵh
2γ−2α−ϵ,

where α ∈ [−1/2, 1/2] ∩ [γ − 1, γ), ϵ ∈ (0, 2γ − 2α]. Further, for γ ∈ (0, 1],

∥
∫ T

0

(S1(T − s)− Sh,∆t(T − s)πh)A
−γ
2,hπh dW∥pLp(Ω;H) ≤ Cθ,p(h

θ +∆tθ)p, θ ∈ [0, 2γ + 1− d/2) ∩ [0, 2].
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Proof. The first inequality follows by condition (N3) of Assumption 3.1, combined with Lemma 2.5 in [3].
For the second inequality we use the expression (4), that Aα

2 is closed, and Lemma 4.2 with θ = 2γ − ϵ for
some ϵ > 0 small, to see that,

∥Aα
2 (A

−γ
2 −A−γ

2,hπh)x∥H = C∥
∫ ∞

0

t−1+γAα
2 (S2(t)− S2,h(t)πh)x dt∥H

≤ C

∫ ∞

0

t−1+γ−θ/2e−cthθ−2α∥x∥H dt

≤ Cϵh
2γ−2α−ϵ∥x∥H .

For the final inequality, we recall that (by Lemma 3.4) πhW is a cylindrical Wiener process on Vh. Therefore,
by Theorem 4.36 in [12], we have,

∥
∫ T

0

(S1(T − s)− Sh,∆t(T − s)πh)A
−γ
2,hπh dW∥pLp(Ω;H)

≤ Cp

(∫ T

0

∥(S1(T − s)− Sh,∆t(T − s)πh)A
−γ
2,hπh∥

2
L2(Vh,H) ds

)p/2

= Cp

(∫ T

0

∥(S1(T − s)− Sh,∆t(T − s)πh)(A
−γ
2,h ±A−γ

2 )πh∥2L2(Vh,H) ds

)p/2

≤ Cp

(∫ T

0

∥(S1(T − s)− Sh,∆t(T − s)πh)A
−γ
2 πh∥2L2(Vh,H) ds

)p/2

(=: (I))

+ Cp

(∫ T

0

∥(S1(T − s)− Sh,∆t(T − s)πh)(A
−γ
2,h −A−γ

2 )πh∥2L2(Vh,H) ds

)p/2

(=: (II)).

Here we understand by L2(Vh, H) the space of Hilbert-Schmidt operators from Vh to H, where Vh is given the
H-norm, and so for any B ∈ L2(Vh, H) we have:

∥B∥2L2(Vh,H) :=

Nh∑
j=1

∥Beh,j∥2H , where {eh,j}Nh
j=1 is an H-orthnormal basis of Vh.

For (I), we have by Lemma 4.1, and condition (M6) of Assumption 2.2,∫ T

0

∥(S1(T − s)− Sh,∆t(T − s)πh)A
−γ
2 πh∥2L2(Vh,H) ds

≤
∫ T

0

∥(S1(T − s)− Sh,∆t(T − s)πh)(λ+A1)
−ρ/2(λ+A1)

ρ/2A
−ρ/2
2 A

ρ/2
2 A−γ

2 πh∥2L2(Vh,H) ds

≤
∫ T

0

∥(S1(T − s)− Sh,∆t(T − s)πh)(λ+A1)
−ρ/2∥2L(H)∥(λ+A1)

ρ/2A
−ρ/2
2 ∥2L(H)∥A

ρ/2−γ
2 πh∥2L2(Vh,H) ds

≤ C

∫ T

0

(h2θ +∆tθ)s−θ+ρ∥Aρ/2−γ
2 ∥2L2(Vh,H) ds.

By condition (M5) of Assumption 2.2 we have,

∥Aρ/2−γ
2 ∥2L2(Vh,H) ≤ ∥Aρ/2−γ

2 ∥2L2(H) <∞,

provided ρ < 2γ − d/2, where the inequality follows by completing the orthonormal basis {ej,h}Nh
j=1 by Gram-

Schmidt (and noting that the Hilbert-Schmidt norm does not depend on the choice orthonormal basis). At the
same time, we need s−θ+ρ to be integrable from 0 to T , and therefore ρ > θ − 1. It follows that we must have
(θ − 1, 2γ − d/2) non empty, preferably for θ ∈ [0, 2] as large as possible. Therefore, if 2γ − d/2 > 1, we may
choose θ = 2. Otherwise, we must choose any θ smaller than 2γ + 1− d/2. It follows that (I) may be bounded
by,

Cθ,p(h
θ +∆tθ/2)p, θ ∈ [0, 2γ + 1− d/2) ∩ [0, 2].

For (II) arguing as above, we also have by Lemma 4.1 and condition (M6) of Assumption 2.2,∫ T

0

∥(S1(T − s)− Sh,∆t(T − s)πh)(A
−γ
2,h −A−γ

2 )πh∥2L2(Vh,H) ds

≤
∫ T

0

∥(S1(T − s)− Sh,∆t(T − s)πh)(λ+A1)
−ρ/2(λ+A1)

ρ/2A
−ρ/2
2 A

ρ/2
2 (A−γ

2,h −A−γ
2 )πh∥2L2(Vh,H) ds

≤ C

∫ T

0

(h2θ +∆tθ)s−θ+ρ∥Aρ/2
2 (A−γ

2 −A−γ
2,hπh)∥

2
L2(Vh,H) ds.
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From the first and second inequality of this Lemma combined with Nh ≤ Ch−d, we see that for any

ρ ∈

{
[−1 + θ/2, θ] ∩ [0, 1], γ = 1,

[−1 + θ/2, θ] ∩ [−1, 1] ∩ [2γ − 2, 2γ), γ ∈ (0, 1),

(which is the requirement on ρ from Lemma 4.1 and the first and second inequality of this Lemma),

∥Aρ/2
2 (A−γ

2 −A−γ
2,hπh)∥

2
L2(Vh,H) =

Nh∑
j=1

∥Aρ/2
2 (A−γ

2 −A−γ
2,hπh)ψj,h∥2H

≤ CϵNhh
4γ−2ρ−2ϵ

≤ Cϵh
4γ−2ρ−d−2ϵ,

(26)

where {ψj,h}Nh
j=1 is an H-orthonormal basis for Vh. For the (II)-term as a whole, we must also have that s−θ+ρ

is integrable from 0 to T , and so ρ > θ−1. If we set ρ = θ−1+ϵ, where θ ∈ [0, 2γ+1−d/2), we get immediately
that,

∥Aρ/2
2 (A−γ

2 −A−γ
2,hπh)∥

2
L2(Vh,H) ≤ Cϵ.

By combining the two factors, it follows that (II) can be bounded by,

Cθ,p(h
θ +∆tθ/2)p, θ ∈ [0, 2γ + 1− d/2) ∩ [0, 2].

□

Lemma 4.4. Under the conditions of Theorem 3.5, we have for γ ∈ (0, 1],

∥
∫ T

0

S1(T − s)(A−γ
2 −A−γ

2,hπh) dW∥pLp(Ω;H) ≤ Cθ,p(h
θ +∆tθ/2)p, θ ∈ [0, 2γ + 1− d/2) ∩ [0, 2].

Proof. Using Theorem 4.36 in [12], we get,

∥
∫ T

0

S1(T − s)(A−γ
2 −A−γ

2,hπh) dW∥pLp(Ω;H) ≤ Cp

(∫ T

0

∥S1(T − s)(A−γ
2 −A−γ

2,hπh)∥
2
L2(H) ds

)p/2

.

Since ∥S1(t)A
α
2 ∥L(H) ≤ Ct−α for α ∈ [0, 1] by condition (M6) combined with Lemma 2.1, we have for any ϵ > 0

small, ∫ T

0

∥S1(T − s)(A−γ
2 −A−γ

2,hπh)∥
2
L2(H) ds

=

∫ T

0

∥S1(T − s)A
1/2−ϵ
2 A

−1/2+ϵ
2 (A−γ

2 −A−γ
2,hπh)∥

2
L2(H) ds

≤
∫ T

0

∥S1(T − s)A
1/2−ϵ
2 ∥2L(H)∥A

−1/2+ϵ
2 (A−γ

2 −A−γ
2,hπh)∥

2
L2(H) ds

≤ Cϵ∥A−1/2+ϵ
2 (A−γ

2 −A−γ
2,hπh)∥

2
L2(H).

Since for A,B ∈ L(H), with AB ∈ L2(H), we have ∥AB∥L2(H) = ∥B∗A∗∥L2(H) where A∗, B∗ are the Hilbert
space adjoints of A and B, and ∥A∗∥L(H) = ∥A∥L(H), we may rewrite,

∥A−1/2+ϵ
2 (A−γ

2 −A−γ
2,hπh)∥

2
L2(H)

= ∥A−d/4−ϵ
2 A

−1/2+d/4+2ϵ
2 (A−γ

2 −A−γ
2,hπh)∥

2
L2(H)

= ∥(A−1/2+d/4+2ϵ
2 (A−γ

2 −A−γ
2,hπh))

∗(A
−d/4−ϵ
2 )∗∥2L2(H)

≤ ∥(A−1/2+d/4+2ϵ
2 (A−γ

2 −A−γ
2,hπh))

∗∥2L(H)∥(A
−d/4−ϵ
2 )∗∥2L2(H)

= ∥A−1/2+d/4+2ϵ
2 (A−γ

2 −A−γ
2,hπh)∥

2
L(H)∥A

−d/4−ϵ
2 ∥2L2(H).

Note that since −1/2 + d/4 ≤ min(1/2, γ) for d ≤ 3 we have that A
−1/2+d/2+2ϵ
2 (A−γ

2 − A−γ
2,hπh) ∈ L(H) by the

first two inequalities of Lemma 4.3. By the same lemma, the first factor of the expression above is bounded by,

Cθ(h
θ +∆tθ/2)2, θ ∈ [0, 2γ + 1− d/2) ∩ [0, 2].

For the second factor we have,

∥A−d/4−ϵ
2 ∥2L2(H) <∞,

by condition (M5) of Assumption 2.2. Combining the factors, we see that the whole expression may be bounded
by

Cθ,p(h
θ +∆tθ/2)p, θ ∈ [0, 2γ + 1− d/2) ∩ [0, 2].
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□

We are now ready to show Theorem 3.5.

Proof of Theorem 3.5. Our approximate mild solution at time tN = T may be expressed,

uh,∆t(T ) := Sh,∆t(T )πhξ +

N−1∑
j=0

∫ tj+1

tj

Sh,∆t(T − s)πhF (uh,∆t(tj)) ds

+

∫ T

0

Sh,∆t(T − s)πhQ
γ
k(A2,h)πh dW.

(27)

This expression coincides with the scheme outlined in (19).
We have that,

u(T )− uh,∆t(T ) = (S(T )− Sh,∆t(T )πh)ξ, (=: (I))

+

∫ T

0

S1(T − s)F (u) ds−
N−1∑
j=0

∫ tj+1

tj

Sh,∆t(T − s)πhF (uh,∆t(tj)) ds (=: (II))

+

∫ T

0

S1(T − s)A−γ
2 dW −

∫ T

0

Sh,∆t(T − s)A−γ
2,hπh dW (=: (III))

+

∫ T

0

Sh,∆t(T − s)A−γ
2,hπh dW −

∫ T

0

Sh,∆t(T − s)Q−γ
k (A2,h)πh dW. (=: (IV ))

For (I), we have,

∥(I)∥Lp(Ω;H) ≤ CT (h
θ +∆tθ/2)∥ξ∥Lp(Ω;H),

for any θ ∈ [0, 2], by direct application of Lemma 4.1.
For (II), we get,

∫ T

0

S(T − s)F (u(s)) ds−
N−1∑
j=0

∫ tj+1

tj

Sh,∆t(T − s)πhF (uh,∆t(tj)) ds

=

(∫ T

0

S(T − s)F (u(s)) ds−
∫ T

0

Sh,∆t(T − s)πhF (u(s)) ds

)
(=: (i))

+

(∫ T

0

Sh,∆t(T − s)πhF (u(s)) ds−
N−1∑
j=0

∫ tj+1

tj

Sh,∆t(T − s)πhF (u(tj)) ds

)
(=: (ii))

+

(N−1∑
j=0

∫ tj+1

tj

Sh,∆t(T − s)πhF (u(tj)) ds−
N−1∑
j=0

∫ tj+1

tj

Sh,∆t(T − s)πhF (uh,∆t(tj)) ds

)
(=: (iii)).

For (i), we get using Lemma 4.1, the linear growth of F (condition (M9)) and finally Lemma 2.3,

∥
∫ T

0

S(T − s)F (u(s)) ds−
∫ T

0

Sh,∆t(T − s)πhF (u(s)) ds∥Lp(Ω;H)

≤
∫ T

0

∥(S(T − s)− Sh,∆t(T − s)πh)F (u(s))∥Lp(Ω;H) ds

≤ C(hθ +∆tθ/2)

∫ T

0

s−θ/2∥F (u(s))∥Lp(Ω;H) ds

≤ C(hθ +∆tθ/2)

∫ T

0

s−θ/2∥u(s)∥Lp(Ω;H) ds

≤ Cθ(h
θ +∆tθ/2)(1 + ∥ξ∥Lp(Ω;H)),
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for any θ ∈ [0, 2). For (ii), we get using the boundedness of the fully discrete semigroup (which follows by
Lemma 4.1), the Lipschitz continuity of F (condition (M9)), and Lemma 2.5 with ρ = α,

∥
∫ T

0

Sh,∆t(T − s)πhF (u(s)) ds−
N−1∑
j=0

∫ tj+1

tj

Sh,∆t(T − s)πhF (u(tj)) ds∥Lp(Ω;H)

= ∥
N−1∑
j=0

∫ tj+1

tj

Sh,∆t(T − s)πh(F (u(s))− F (u(tj))) ds∥Lp(Ω;H)

≤
N−1∑
j=0

∫ tj+1

tj

C∥F (u(s))− F (u(tj))∥Lp(Ω;H)

≤
N−1∑
j=0

∫ tj+1

tj

C∥u(s)− u(tj)∥Lp(Ω;H)

≤
N−1∑
j=0

∫ tj+1

tj

Cθ(s− tj)
min(θ/2,1/2)(1 + ∥(λ+A1)

min(θ/2,1/2)ξ∥Lp(Ω;H))

≤
N−1∑
j=0

∫ tj+1

tj

Cθ∆t
min(θ/2,1/2)(1 + ∥(λ+A1)

min(θ/2,1/2)ξ∥Lp(Ω;H))

≤ Cθ∆t
min(θ/2,1/2)(1 + ∥(λ+A1)

min(θ/2,1/2)ξ∥Lp(Ω;H)),

for any θ ∈ [0, 2γ + 1 − d/2). For (iii), we get using the boundedness of the fully discrete semigroup, and the
Lipschitz continuity of F (condition (M9)),

∥
N−1∑
j=0

∫ tj+1

tj

Sh,∆t(T − s)πhF (u(tj)) ds−
N−1∑
j=0

∫ tj+1

tj

Sh,∆t(T − s)πhF (uh,∆t(tj)) ds∥Lp(Ω;H)

≤
N−1∑
j=0

∫ tj+1

tj

∥Sh,∆t(T − s)πh(F (u(tj))− F (uh,∆t(tj))))∥Lp(Ω;H) ds

≤
N−1∑
j=0

∫ tj+1

tj

C∥F (u(tj))− F (uh,∆t(tj))∥Lp(Ω;H) ds

≤ C

N

N−1∑
j=0

∥F (u(tj))− F (uh,∆t(tj))∥Lp(Ω;H)

≤ C

N

N−1∑
j=0

∥u(tj)− uh,∆t(tj)∥Lp(Ω;H).

For (III), we have,

∫ T

0

S1(T − s)A−γ
2 dW −

∫ T

0

Sh,∆t(T − s)πhA
−γ
2,hπh dW

=

∫ T

0

S1(T − s)(A−γ
2 −A−γ

2,hπh) dW +

∫ T

0

(S1(T − s)− Sh,∆t(T − s)πh)A
−γ
2,hπh dW.

For the first term above we can use Lemma 4.4, while for the second term, we can use the third inequality in
Lemma 4.3.



12 Ø. S. AUESTAD

Finally for (IV ), we have using Theorem 4.36 in [12] and that πhW is a cylindrical Wiener process on Vh,

∥
∫ T

0

Sh,∆t(T − s)(A−γ
2,h −Q−γ

k (A2,h))πh dW∥pLp(Ω;H)

≤ Cp

(∫ T

0

∥Sh,∆t(T − s)(A−γ
2,h −Q−γ

k (A2,h))∥2L2(Vh,H) ds

)p/2

≤ Cp

(∫ T

0

∥(A−γ
2,h −Q−γ

k (A2,h))∥2L2(Vh,H) ds

)p/2

≤ Cp

(∫ T

0

Nh∑
j=1

∥(A−γ
2,h −Q−γ

k (A2,h))eh,j∥2H ds

)p/2

≤ Cp(N
1/2
h e−c/k)p,

where {eh,j}j is an H-orthonormal basis of Vh. Using the bound on k in terms of h, this term is bounded by

C(h2γ+1−d/2)p. If γ = 1, this term vanishes.
In total, we have,

∥u(T )− uh,∆t(T )∥Lp(Ω;H) ≤ ∥(I)∥Lp(Ω;H) + ∥(II)∥Lp(Ω;H) + ∥(III)∥Lp(Ω;H)

≤ Cθ,T,p(h
θ +∆tmin(θ/2,1/2))(1 + ∥(λ+A1)

min(θ/2,1/2)ξ∥Lp(Ω;H))

+
C

N

N−1∑
j=0

∥u(tj)− uh,∆t(tj)∥Lp(Ω;H),

for any θ ∈ [0, 2γ + 1 − d/2) ∩ [0, 2). The expression above implies the Lp(Ω;H)-error estimate. If we require
F = 0, and therefore (II) = 0, we get,

∥u(T )− uh,∆t(T )∥Lp(Ω;H) ≤ Cθ,T,p(h
θ +∆tθ/2)(1 + ∥ξ∥Lp(Ω;H)),

for any θ ∈ [0, 2γ + 1− d/2) ∩ [0, 2]. □

The final lemma is used to show that the strong convergence rate in Theorem 3.5 gives the rate of pathwise
convergence described in Corollary 3.5.1.

Lemma 4.5. Let yϕ : Ω → [0,∞) 0 < ϕ < 1 be a collection of random variables, and suppose that for some

p > 0 there is a constant C > 0 such that E[ypϕ]
1/p ≤ Cϕ. Then for any ϵ > 0 small, and decreasing sequence

ϕn ∈ (0, 1) satisfying,

∞∑
n=1

ϕpϵn <∞,

there is Mϵ : Ω → [0,∞), ensuring that,

yϕn ≤Mϵϕ
1−ϵ
n , P -a.s.

Proof. We will construct Mϵ explicitly. For any ϵ > 0, define fϵ,n := yϕn
/ϕ1−ϵ

n . Since,

P (fϵ,n > 1) ≤ E[fpϵ,n] ≤ Cϕpϵn , and therefore

∞∑
n=1

P (fϵ,n > 1) <∞,

we have that P (lim supn→∞ fϵ,n ≤ 1) = 1 by Borel-Cantelli. Therefore, supn fϵ,n <∞ P -a.s., and defining,

Mϵ(ω) :=

{
supn∈N fn,ϵ(ω), supn∈N fn,ϵ(ω) <∞,

0, otherwise,

we find,

yϕn = fϵ,nϕ
1−ϵ ≤Mϵϕ

1−ϵ, P -a.s.

□

5. Numerical example and verification of convergence rate

As a numerical example we consider D = (0, 1)2, A1 = −∆, A2 = I −∆ with Neumann boundary conditions.
Then,

du = ∆u dt+ (I −∆)−γ dW, u(0) = 0,
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has mild solution,

u(t) =

∫ t

0

S(t− s)(I −∆)−γdW.

In order to verify the convergence rate in Theorem 3.5 numerically, we compute a fine resolution solution,
denoted ũ, and compare this to solutions obtained on a coarser mesh. This is done as follows: we simulate a
Wiener process of the form, (πhW (t), φ̃1)H

...
(πhW (t), φ̃n)H

 =

√
M̃hβ(t),

where φ̃k is the nodal basis on the fine resolution finite element space (where ũ is defined), M̃h is the mass
matrix for this finite element space, and β(t) = (β1(t), . . . , βÑh

(t)) is a vector of independent scalar Brownian
motions. In order to simulate uh on a coarser mesh but using the same cylindrical Wiener process, we use that
the nodal basis on the coarser mesh can be expressed as a linear combination of the nodal basis on the finer
mesh. We have,

φi =

Ñh∑
j=1

φi(xj)φ̃j ,

where {xj}Ñh
j=1 are the vertices of the finer mesh. This allows us to compute,(πhW (t), φ1)H

...
(πhW (t), φn)H

 = A

√
M̃hβ(t),

where Aij = φi(xj) (and W is the same cylindrical Wiener process).

This way, we may compute a sample of fine resolution solutions, denoted ũ(n), n = 1, . . . , Nsim, and compare

it to solutions obtained using a coarser mesh, u
(n)
h . Setting u

(n)
h =

∑Nh

j=1 α
(n)
j φj , and ũ

(n) =
∑N

j=1 α̃
(n)
j φ̃k, the

L2(Ω;H) error is approximated as follows,

∥uh − ũ∥2L2(Ω;H) ≈
Nsim∑
n=1

1

Nsim
(α̃(n) −ATα(n))T M̃(α̃(n) −ATα(n)),

where the matrix A is as above. For our pathwise error estimate, we have set Nsim = 1. The relative pathwise
errors, eh, are defined by,

e2h :=
(α̃(1) −ATα(1))T M̃(α̃(1) −ATα(n))

(α̃(1))T M̃α̃(1)
,

and in Figure 2 we have plotted log(eh) against log(h).
For both examples in Figure 2 we have used T = 1 fixed ∆t = 2−14, k = 0.1, and a reference resolution with

h = 2−7+1/2. For γ = 1 the behaviour agrees with what we would expect asymptotically, while for γ = 0.5
it is not as apparent. By computational restrictions, we were not able to run the γ = 0.5 example with finer
parameter values. The implementation is available at https://github.com/oyvinda/nested-sfem.
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Appendix A. Proofs of mild solution existence, and space and time regularity

Proof of Lemma 2.3. This follows by the proof of Theorem 7.2 in [12], provided γ is large enough for,

E[

∫ T

0

∥S1(T − t)A−γ
2 ∥2L2(H) dt] <∞.(28)

To show that (28) holds for any γ > d/4− 1/2, we first note that owing to condition (M6) of Assumption 2.2,

∥(λ+A1)
αAβ

2∥L2(H) = ∥(λ+A1)
αA−α

2 Aα
2A

β
2∥L2(H)

≤ ∥(λ+A1)
αA−α

2 ∥L(H)∥Aα+β
2 ∥L2(H)

≤ C∥Aα+β
2 ∥L2(H).

By combining Lemma 2.1 with condition (M6) and a similar computation, we also see that,

∥S1(t)A
α
2 ∥L(X) = ∥S1(t)(λ+A1)

α(λ+A1)
−αAα

2 ∥L(X) ≤ Cαe
λtt−α, α ≥ 0.
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This in turn gives, ∫ T

0

∥S1(t)A
−γ
2 ∥2L2(H) dt =

∫ T

0

∥S1(t)A
1/2−ϵ
2 A

−1/2+ϵ−γ
2 ∥2L2(H)

≤
∫ T

0

∥S1(t)A
1/2−ϵ
2 ∥2L(H)∥A

−1/2+ϵ−γ
2 ∥2L2(H)

≤ CeλT
∫ T

0

t−1+2ϵ∥A−1/2+ϵ−γ
2 ∥2L2(H)

≤ CϵT
2ϵeλT ∥A−1/2+ϵ−γ

2 ∥2L2(H) <∞,

since γ > d/4− 1/2 and ϵ can be chosen arbitrarily small. □

Proof of Lemma 2.4. The mild solution satisfies,

u(t) = S1(t)ξ +

∫ t

0

S1(t− s)F (u(s)) ds+

∫ t

0

S1(t− s)A−γ
2 dW,

and using that (λ+A1)
α is closed (see e.g. Theorem 6.8 in [28]), we find that,

(λ+A1)
αu(t) = (λ+A1)

αS1(t)ξ +

∫ t

0

(λ+A1)
αS1(t− s)F (u(s)) ds+

∫ t

0

(λ+A1)
αS1(t− s)A−γ

2 dW.

For the first term above, we have by Lemma 2.1,

∥(λ+A1)
αS(t)ξ∥pLp(Ω;H) = E[∥(λ+A1)

α−ρS(t)(λ+A1)
ρξ∥pH ]

= E[Ct−pα+pρ∥(λ+A1)
ρξ∥pH ]

= Ct−pα+pρ∥(λ+A1)
ρξ∥pLp(Ω;H).

For the next term, we have using Lemma 2.1, condition (M9) of Assumption 2.2 and finally Lemma 2.3,

∥
∫ t

0

(λ+A1)
αS(t− s)F (u(s)) ds∥Lp(Ω;H) ≤

∫ t

0

∥(λ+A1)
αS1(t− s)F (u(s))∥Lp(Ω;H) ds

=

∫ t

0

E[∥(λ+A1)
αS1(t− s)F (u(s))∥pH ]1/p ds

≤
∫ t

0

E[∥(λ+A1)
αS1(t− s)∥pL(H)∥F (u(s))∥

p
H ]1/p ds]

≤
∫ t

0

C(t− s)−αE[∥u(s)∥pH ]1/p ds

≤ Cα(1 + ∥ξ∥pLp(Ω;H)),

provided α ∈ [0, 1). For the final term, we have using Theorem 4.36 in [12],

∥
∫ t

0

(λ+A1)
αS1(t− s)A−γ

2 dW∥pLp(Ω;H) ≤ Cp

(∫ t

0

∥(λ+A1)
αS1(t− s)A−γ

2 ∥2L2(H) ds

)p/2

.

By using condition (M5), (M6) and (M7) of Assumption 2.2, we see that for some ϵ ∈ (0, γ − d/4 + 1/2), the
integrand satisfies,

∥(λ+A1)
αS1(t− s)A−γ

2 ∥2L2(H) = ∥S1(t− s)(λ+A1)
α−γ+d/4+ϵ(λ+A1)

γ−d/4−ϵA
−γ+d/4+ϵ
2 A

−d/4−ϵ
2 ∥2L2(H)

≤ Ct−2α+2γ−d/2−2ϵ∥A−d/4−ϵ
2 ∥2L2(H).

Therefore, the integrand is integrable for any α < γ + 1/2− d/4 (since we can choose ϵ arbitrarily small).
Combining all of these inequalities, in addition to the fact that for α ∈ [0, 1],

∥ξ∥H ≤ C∥(λ+A1)
αξ∥H , ξ ∈ D((λ+A1)

α),

(see e.g. Corollary 6.11 in [28]) finishes the proof. Note that the constant Cα,p may depend on T as well, but
we omit this dependence in the notation since it is not important. □

Proof of Lemma 2.5. We decompose the difference as follows,

u(t2)− u(t1) = (S1(t2)− S1(t1))ξ +

(∫ t2

0

S1(t2 − s)F (u(s)) ds−
∫ t1

0

S1(t1 − s)F (u(s)) ds

)
+

(∫ t2

0

S1(t2 − s)A−γ
2 dW −

∫ t1

0

S1(t1 − s)A−γ
2 dW

)
= (I) + (II) + (III).
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For (I) we use Lemma 2.1 (6):

∥(S1(t2)− S1(t1))ξ∥Lp(Ω;H) = E[∥(S1(t2)− S1(t1))ξ∥pH ]1/p

= E[∥(S1(t2 − t1)− I)(λ+A1)
−α(λ+A1)

α−ρS1(t1)(λ+A1)
ρξ∥pH ]1/p

≤ E[∥(S1(t2 − t1)− I)(λ+A1)
−α∥pL(H)∥(λ+A1)

α−ρS1(t1)∥pL(H)∥(λ+A1)
ρξ∥pH ]1/p

≤ C(t2 − t1)
αt−α+ρE[∥(λ+A1)

ρξ∥pH ]1/p,

for some α ∈ [0, 1] and ρ ∈ [0, α].
For (II) we have, ∫ t2

0

S1(t2 − s)F (u(s)) ds−
∫ t1

0

S1(t1 − s)F (u(s)) ds

=

∫ t1

0

(S1(t2 − s)− S1(t1 − s))F (u(s)) ds+

∫ t2

t1

S1(t2 − s)F (u(s)) ds

= (i) + (ii).

For (i) we have for some ϵ > 0 small, using Lemma 2.1, condition (M9) of Assumption 2.2, and finally Lemma
2.3,

∥
∫ t1

0

(S1(t2 − s)− S1(t1 − s))F (u(s)) ds∥Lp(Ω;H)

≤
∫ t1

0

∥(S1(t2 − s)− S1(t1 − s))F (u(s))∥Lp(Ω;H) ds

=

∫ t1

0

E[∥(S1(t2 − s)− S1(t1 − s))F (u(s))∥pH ]1/p ds

=

∫ t1

0

E[∥(S1(t2 − t1)− I)S1(t1 − s)F (u(s))∥pH ]1/p ds

=

∫ t1

0

E[∥(S1(t2 − t1)− I)(λ+A1)
−1+ϵ(λ+A1)

1−ϵS1(t1 − s)F (u(s))∥pH ]1/p ds

≤
∫ t1

0

E[∥(S1(t2 − t1)− I)(λ+A1)
−1+ϵ∥pL(H)∥(λ+A1)

1−ϵS1(t1 − s)∥pL(H)∥F (u(s))∥
p
H ]1/p ds

≤
∫ t1

0

C(t2 − t1)
1−ϵ(t1 − s)−1+ϵE[∥F (u(s))∥pH ]1/p ds

≤
∫ t1

0

C(t2 − t1)
1−ϵ(t1 − s)−1+ϵE[∥u(s)∥pH ]1/p ds

≤ Cϵ(t2 − t1)
1−ϵ(1 + ∥ξ∥Lp(Ω;H)).

For (ii), we have by the boundedness of S1(t), condition (M9) of Assumption 2.2 and finally Lemma 2.3,

∥
∫ t2

t1

S1(t2 − s)F (u(s)) ds∥Lp(Ω;H) ≤
∫ t2

t1

∥S1(t2 − s)F (u(s))∥Lp(Ω;H) ds

=

∫ t2

t1

E[∥S1(t2 − s)F (u(s))∥pH ]1/p

≤
∫ t2

t1

E[∥S1(t2 − s)∥pL(H)∥F (u(s))∥
p
H ]1/p

≤ C

∫ t2

t1

E[∥F (u(s))∥pH ]1/p ds

≤ C(t2 − t1)(1 + ∥ξ∥Lp(Ω;H)).

For (III), we have,∫ t2

0

S1(t2 − s)A−γ
2 dW −

∫ t1

0

S1(t1 − s)A−γ
2 dW =

∫ t1

0

(S1(t2 − s)− S1(t1 − s))A−γ
2 dW

+

∫ t2

t1

S1(t2 − s)A−γ
2 dW

= (i) + (ii).
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For (i) we have using Theorem 4.36 in [12],

∥
∫ t1

0

(S1(t2 − s)− S1(t1 − s))A−γ
2 dW∥pLp(Ω;H) ≤ Cp

(∫ t1

0

∥(S1(t2 − s)− S1(t1 − s))A−γ
2 ∥2L2(H) ds

)p/2

.

For the integrand, we have by condition (M5) and (M6) of Assumption 2.2 and some ϵ > 0 small,

∥(S1(t2 − s)− S1(t1 − s))A−γ
2 ∥2L2(H) = ∥(S1(t2 − t1)− I)S(t1 − s)A

−γ+d/4+ϵ
2 A

−d/4−ϵ
2 ∥2L2(H)

≤ ∥(S1(t2 − t1)− I)S1(t1 − s)(λ+A1)
−γ+d/4+ϵ∥2L(H)

× ∥(λ+A1)
γ−d/4−ϵA

−γ+d/4+ϵ
2 ∥2L(H)

× ∥A−d/4−ϵ
2 ∥2L2(H)

≤ Cϵ∥(S1(t2 − t1)− I)S1(t1 − s)(λ+A1)
−γ+d/4+ϵ∥2L(H).

By using Lemma 2.1, (6), we get,

∥(S1(t2 − t1)− I)S1(t1 − s)(λ+A1)
−γ+d/4+ϵ∥2L(H)

= ∥(S1(t2 − t1)− I)(λ+A1)
−γ+d/4+2ϵ−1/2A1/2−ϵS1(t1 − s)∥2L(H)

≤ (t2 − t1)
2γ+1−d/2−4ϵ(t1 − s)−1+2ϵ,

and we must therefore have,

∥(i)∥Lp(Ω;H) ≤ Cϵ(t2 − t1)
γ+1/2−d/4−ϵ.

For (ii) we have by Theorem 4.36 in [12],

∥
∫ t2

t1

S1(t2 − s)A−γ
2 dW∥pLp(Ω;H) ≤ Cp

(∫ t2

t1

∥S1(t2 − s)A−γ
2 ∥2L2(H) ds

)p/2

.

For the integrand, we have by condition (M5) of Assumption 2.2, and for some ϵ > 0 small,

∥S1(t2 − s)A
−γ+d/4+ϵ
2 A

−d/4−ϵ
2 ∥2L2(H) ≤ ∥S1(t2 − s)A

−γ+d/4+ϵ
2 ∥2L(H)∥A

−d/4−ϵ
2 ∥2L2(H)

≤ Cϵ

{
(t2 − s)2γ−d/2−2ϵ, γ − d/4− ϵ < 0,

1, otherwise.

By evaluating the integral, we therefore, have,

∥(ii)∥Lp(Ω;H) ≤ Cϵ

{
(t2 − t1)

γ+1/2−d/4−ϵ, γ − d/4− ϵ < 0,

(t2 − t1)
1/2, otherwise.

Combining all of these inequalities, in addition to the fact that for α ∈ [0, 1],

∥ξ∥H ≤ C∥(λ+A1)
αξ∥H , ξ ∈ D((λ+A1)

α),

(see e.g. Corollary 6.11 in [28]) finishes the proof (also here the constant may depend on T ). □

Appendix B. Derivation of (21) and (22)

Before we move on to the derivation of (21), (22) we state the proof of Lemma 3.4.

Proof of Lemma 3.4. First we assert that πh ∈ L2(H). Let {ej}∞j=1 be an H-orthonormal basis of H, {eh,j}∞j=1

the H-orthonormal basis of Vh, and note that,

∥πh∥2L2(H) =

∞∑
j=1

∥πhej∥2H =

∞∑
j=1

(πhej , πhej)H =

∞∑
j=1

(

Nh∑
k=1

(ej , eh,k)Hek,h,

Nh∑
l=1

(ej , eh,l)Hel,h)H

=

Nh∑
k=1

Nh∑
l=1

∞∑
j=1

(ej , eh,k)H(ej , eh,l)H(eh,l, eh,k)H ,

and using the orthonormality of {eh,j}, we get that the expansion above reduces to,

Nh∑
k=1

∞∑
j=1

(ej , eh,k)H(ej , eh,k)H =

Nh∑
k=1

(eh,k, eh,k)H = Nh.

It follows that ∥πh∥L2(H) = N
1/2
h . By definition of W , we have,

W (t) :=

∞∑
j=1

β′
j(t)ej , P -a.s.
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for some independent Brownian motions {β′
j}j , where the equality holds P -a.s., with equality in any larger

Hilbert space where the inclusion is Hilbert-Schmidt (see e.g. Proposition 4.7 in [12]). Defining,

πhW (t) :=

∞∑
j=1

β′
j(t)πhej ,

we have that πhW is a Wiener process with covariance operator πh(πh)
∗ = πh. Since πh is compact and

selfadjoint, it admits an H-orthonormal basis of H of eigenvectors. Since π2
h = πh and πh has rank Nh, we must

have that the eigenvalues λj (after reordering) are 1 for j = 1, . . . , Nh, while λj = 0 for j > Nh. We may take
the corresponding eigenvectors to by eh,j above, and by expressing this πh-Wiener process as an expansion in
terms of the eigenvectors {eh,j}j of πh (see e.g. Proposition 4.3 in [12]), we have that,

πhW (t) =

∞∑
j=1

√
λjβj(t)eh,j =

Nh∑
j=1

βj(t)eh,j ,

P -a.s. for some independent scalar Brownian motions {βj}Nh
j=1. □

In order to derive (21), (22) we first note that solving (19) (with F = 0) is the same as solving the system
on equations,

((I +∆tA1,h)uh,∆t(tn+1), φj)H = (uh,∆t(tn) +Q−γ
k (A2,h)πh(W (tn+1)−W (tn)), φj)H , j = 1, . . . , Nh,(29)

where {φj}Nh
j=1 is the nodal basis of Vh. To set up this system, the following lemma will be useful.

Lemma B.1. For γ = 1, we have,

A−1
2,hπh(W (tn+1)−W (tn)) =

Nh∑
j=1

θjφj ,

P -a.s, where,

θ =
√
∆tK−1

h

√
Mhϱ

n.

Here (·)j denotes the j’th entry of a vector, ϱn ∼ N (0, I) are Nh-dimensional multivariate Gaussian, and
√
Mh

is some square root of Mh. If γ ∈ (0, 1), we have,

Q−γ
k (A2,h)πh(W (tn+1)−W (tn)) =

Nh∑
j=1

θ′jφj ,

P -a.s., where,

θ′ =
√
∆t

k sin(πγ)

π

N∑
l=−M

e(1−γ)yl(eylMh +Kh)
−1

√
Mhϱ

n.

Proof. Set for ease of notation,

f := πh(W (tn+1)−W (tn)).

By lemma 3.4, one has that f is an H-valued Gaussian random variable, with covariance operator ∆tπh.
For the first idenity of the lemma, note that A−1

2,hf is the solution g ∈ Vh of

A2,hg = f.

Since f ∈ Vh P -a.s. by Lemma 3.4, solving the equation above is the same as solving the system of equations, (A2,hg, φ1)H
...

(A2,hg, φNh
)H

 =

 (f, φ1)H
...

(f, φNh
)H

 .(30)

By Lemma 3.4 we have,

E[(f, φi)H(f, φj)H ] = ∆t(φi, φj)H ,

and so the covariance matrix of ((f, φ1)H , . . . , (f, φNh
))T is the (scaled) mass matrix, ∆tMh (as defined in (20)).

It follows that we can construct some multivariate Gaussian ϱn ∼ N (0, I) such that,

((f, φ1)H , . . . , (f, φNh
))T =

√
∆t

√
Mhϱ

n,
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P -a.s. For the left hand side of (30) we insert g =
∑Nh

j=1 θjφj , and find, using that (A2,hφj , φi)H = a2(φj , φi), (A2,hg, φ1)H
...

(A2,hg, φNh
)H

 = Kh

 θ1
...

θNh

 ,

where Kh is as in (20). Combining these observations, we see that (30) has solution (g1, . . . , gNh
) given by,

(g1, . . . , gNh
)T =

√
∆tK−1

h

√
Mhϱ

n.

For the second identity of the lemma we argue similarly: note that,

Q−γ
k (A2,h)f =

k sin(πγ)

π

N∑
j=−M

e(1−γ)yjg(j),

where g(j) ∈ Vh, is the solution of the equation,

(eyjI +A2,h)g
(j) = f, j = −M, . . . , N.

As for the previous term, to solve this equation we insert g(j) =
∑Nh

l=1 θ
(j)
l φl into the equation and integrate

against the nodal basis, to find,

(eyjMh +Kh)


θ
(j)
1
...

θ
(j)
Nh

 =
√
∆t

√
Mhϱ

n.

Summing up the vectors (θ
(j)
1 , . . . , θ

(j)
Nh

), j = −M, . . . , N we find the coeffcients of Q−γ
k f in the nodal basis, θ′.

This gives the second identity of the lemma. □

Now we can insert the identities of Lemma B.1 into the system of equations (29) to arrive at (21) and (22):

note that for any g =
∑Nh

j=1 θjφj , we have,  (g, φ1)H
...

(g, φNh
)H

 =Mhθ,

and so,  ((I +∆tA1,h)uh,∆t(tn+1), φ1)H
...

((I +∆tA1,h)uh,∆t(tn+1), φNh
)H

 = (Mh +∆tTh)α
n+1,

while,  (Q−γ
k (A2,h)πh(W (tn+1)−W (tn)), φ1)H

...

(Q−γ
k (A2,h)πh(W (tn+1)−W (tn)), φNh

)H


=

{
Mh

√
∆tk sin(πγ)

π

∑N
j=−M e(1−γ)yj (eyjMh +Kh)

−1
√
Mhϱ

n, γ ∈ (0, 1),

Mh

√
∆tK−1

h

√
Mhϱ

n, γ = 1.

Department of Mathematical Sciences Norwegian University of Science and Technology,

7034 Trondheim, Norway.
Email address: oyvinau@ntnu.no


	1. introduction
	2. Preliminaries
	Variational semigroups
	Model and mild solution

	3. Numerical method and convergence results
	Finite element approximation
	Quadrature approximation of fractional operator
	Numerical scheme
	Discretization in space without a nested finite element approximation
	Discretization in space with a nested finite element approximation

	4. Proof of Theorem 3.5
	5. Numerical example and verification of convergence rate
	References
	Appendix A. Proofs of mild solution existence, and space and time regularity
	Appendix B. Derivation of (21) and (22)

