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NESTED FINITE ELEMENT APPROXIMATION OF PARABOLIC SPDES WITH
WHITTLE-MATERN NOISE

OYVIND 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,
(1) du = —Ajudt + F(u)dt + Ay dW, u(0) =&,

where W is a cylindrical Wiener process on L%(D), D C R? is a bounded domain with polygonal boundary, F is
a Lipschitz nonlinear term, « is some real valued parameter, and ¢ a random variable. A;, j = 1,2 are second
order elliptic operators of the form,

(2) Aj:aj—V-AjVerj-V, 7=12

where the coefficients A;(z) € R4, w;(z) € R, aj(z) € 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
. Common to most of the finite element approximations considered is the that the treatment
of the model noise, the term A,” dW in , either involves: the LZ?-orthogonal projection onto the finite
element space, or a truncated Karhunen-Loéve 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, A5 "W in , is computed, before we proceed
to compute another finite element approximation of u in , now with A, "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. [@, and ) In the context of statistical
modelling, the parameter +y is referred to as the smoothness parameter of the Matérn random field, as it controls
the spatial regularity of the process. In , 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 , and our second contribution is Theorem
B-5land 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 . 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 [3.5and Corollary and numerical experiments
verifying these convergence rates.

Date: June 2024.

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 65C30, 65C20, 35K10, 35K51, 60H15.

Key words and phrases. finite element methods, Matérn random fields, stochastic partial differential equations.
Acknowledgement. The research was supported by Grant No. 325114 of the Norwegian Research Council.

1



2 @.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 (2, F,{F:}iepo,1, P), and let Pr be the corresponding predictable o-
algebra (the smallest o-algebra containing all sets of the form (s,t] x F for FF € F, and 0 < s <t < T).
Further, we abbreviate Qr := [0, T] x 2, and denote the product measure on Q1 by Pr. For a separable Hilbert
space H, we denote by LP(Q2; H) (p > 1) the Banach space of equivalence classes of measurable functions
(Q,F) — (H,B(H)), with the norm,

”fHI[),P(Q;H) = E[|| 1]

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 Lo(U, H)
we the Hilbert space of Hilbert-Schmidt operators from U to H, with inner product,

(A,B)LQ(H) = Z(Aej, Bej)H,
j=1
for any orthonormal basis {e;}52; of U, and with convention Ls(H) := Lo(H, H). Finally, we let W be a

cylindrical Wiener process on H (covariance operator I) adapted to the filtration {F;}icjo,77. Whenever we
consider It6 integrals in the following, it will involve this cylindrical Wiener process.

Variational semigroups. Let V, H be Hilbert spaces with V' C H densely and continuously, and let a :
V x V — R be a continuous bilinear form on V', with the property that the shifted bilinear form,

a(., ) + )\(’ ')H7
is coercive for A > 0 large enough. The operator, A : D(A) — H, D(A) CV defined by (Au,v)y = 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,

1
3 S(t) == — 2y —A)hd
Q ()= 5 [ G- M)
where 7 := {=\ 4 se*° s >0} for some 6 € (0,7/2) large enough (see e.g. Theorem 2.1 and 3.1 in [2]). From
the definition , it follows that the semigroup generated by —z — A, is e #'S(+), for any z € C. With A\, A as
above, we can define fractional powers of A + A by,

1 o0

@) (A4 A) = —/ IS () dE, (A A) =
I'(a) Jo

for o € (0,1). See e.g. Equation 6.9 and Theorem 6.9 in 28| (the expression for (A + A)~* also holds for any

a > 1). The following properties of generators of analytic semigroups are useful.

M/ I A+ A)T A+ A) dt,
0

™

Lemma 2.1. Let A, A be as above. Then, fort >0 and x € H,
S(t)x e D(A+A)*), a>0,
with,
(5) A+ A MS(t)z||g < Ce 't ||z]|x, a>0
for some ¢ > 0. Further, for x € D((A+ A)%),
A+ A)*SH)x=SEt) A+ A%, a€eR,

and,
(6) 1(S(t) — Dzl x < Ct*|(A+ A)%]|x, a€]0,1].
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 A =0 (see e.g. [3]). O
Model and mild solution. We make the following assumptions on :
Assumption 2.2.

(M1): D CR? d<3isa bounded and polygonal domain.

(M2): H = L*(D) and V is a closed subspace of H'(D).

(M3): A; : D(A;) — H in are generators of variational semigroups, related to the bilinear forms

aj: V xV =R, where,

a;(u,v) = /DAjVu -Vu+ (wj - Vu)v + cjuvde, j=1,2.



(M4): The coefficients A;(x) € R¥™*4, w;(x) € R? and a;(x) € R are chosen so that:

There is X > 0 such that the shifted bilinear form, ay(-,-) + X(-, ) g, is coercive and continuous on
V.

as(-,-) is coercive and continuous on V.
(M5): For any a < —d/4, there is C,, > 0, such that,
1 AS | Lo (i) < Cla-
(M6): For any o € R, there is C,, > 0, such that,
[\ -+ 40 45|y < Con
(M7): v>d/4—-1/2.
(MB8): ¢ is Fo-measurable and in LP(Q; H) for some p > 2.
(M9): F: H— H is Lipschitz continuous with linear growth:
[F@) e < CA+zlu), F() - Fylla <Cle—yla.
In condition H'(D) is defined as the completion of C*°(D) using the norm given by the inner product,

(u, v) g1 (D) = / uv dx +/ Vu - Voudz,
D D
where we identify members and their weak derivatives almost everywhere.

Remark 1. A sufficient condition for the bilinear forms a;(-,-), j = 1,2 to satisfy condition of Assumption
is the following:

(i) ess sup,epllAj(z)|lLray < 00, ess sup,cp|w;(z)| < oo, while a; € L>(D), j = 1,2.
(ii) There is ¢ > 0 such that for any y € R, and yo € R,

(7) ar(@)yg +y" Ai(z)y + wi (@) - yyo > cly|?, for a.e. z €D,
(8) as(2)yg +y" As(2)y + wa(x) - yyo > c(lyl* + v3), for a.e. = € D.

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

a;(u,v) < Cllull oy vl oy, a1 (uyu) + Aw, w) i = mine, N|[ullf ), az(u,u) > cllullf p),

for some A > 0, for any u,v € V with C < ess sup,¢pl|A;(z)|| ey + ess sup,eplw;(z)] + ||l L~ (p) and ¢ from
(8). The continuity constant can be found by using Cauchy-Schwarz, while for the coercivity constant we use
(8) with y = Vu and yo = u.

Remark 2. Condition of Assumption [2.2 holds for example in the case of D = (0,1)?, and when Ay = —A
with zero Dirichlet boundary conditions, or As = I — A with Neumann boundary conditions. In these cases,
the eigenvectors of —A and I — A are given by

d d
€(nr,.ona) () = H V2sin(ngpmay), e’(mwlnd)(a:) = H V2cos((ng, — 1)mxy), (n1,...,nq) € N9,
k=1 k=1

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

<N <CP j=1,.,

for some ¢, C' > 0, which in turn gives for any € > 0 small,
—d/A—ec A_d_
[(—a)~ 4/ ||%2(H)§CZJ‘1( 179 < oo,

Remark 3. Condition [(M6)| of Assumption is for example satisfied for arbitrary A; provided As = A + A;.

We are interested in the mild solution of , which we define as a solution of the integral equation,
t t
9) u(t) = S1(t) + / Si(t — s)F(u)ds + / S1(t—s)Ay7dW, P-as. for any t € [0,7T],
0 0

where S;(t) is the semigroup generated by —A;. We look for solutions among measurable mappings u :
(Qr,Pr) — (H,B(H)), such that u € L?(0,T; H) P-a.s., where we identify members P-a.s. for every ¢, and
denote this space by Hg. For p > 2, we define H,, as the subspace of Hy where the norm,

I Ml#, = sup | [lLoc;m),
t€[0,T]
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is finite. Equipped with this norm, H, becomes a Banach space.
We can now show existence and uniqueness of a mild solution to @[) using a fixed point argument. This is a
special case of the setting of Theorem 7.2 in [12].

Lemma 2.3. Under Assumptzonm . ) has a unique mild solution in H, for p > 2. Further, there is C' > 0
such that,

(10) [ullag, < CO €]l im))-
Proof. See Appendix [A] O
The next lemma describes the spatial regularity of the mild solution u of .

Lemma 2.4. Suppose Assumption holds, and let u be the mild solution to . Forp > 2,t € [0,7T],
€[0,v+1/2—-d/4)N[0,1) and p € [0, ], the following estimate holds,

[X+ AD)*u®) e @) < Cap(1+ 7PN+ A€ Lo um)),
for some Cqp, > 0. As a consequence u(t) € D(A+ A1)%), t > 0 P-a.s. for any « in this interval.
Proof. See Appendix [A] O

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

Lemma 2.5. Suppose Assumption holds, and let u be the mild solution to . Forp>2 0<t <ty <T,
a€l0,y+1/2—-d/4)N[0,1/2], and p € [0, ] the following estimate holds,
[u(ts) = u(t)|o(im) < Caplt = t0)* (1 4+ TP+ ADPE| o))
for some Cqpp > 0.
Proof. See Appendix [A] O

3. NUMERICAL METHOD AND CONVERGENCE RESULTS

Finite element approximation. In order to approximate A; from , we introduce finite dimensional sub-
spaces Vi, C V, consisting of piecwise affine linear polynomials defined on a collection of disjoint simplices with
maximum diameter 7. We make the following assumption on V}, and the finite element approximation of A;:

Assumption 3.1.
(N1): V), C V consists of piecewise affine linear polynomials, defined on UgT}, , where {Th,k}kM:h1 s a
collection of quasi-uniform simplices (see Equation 3.5.19 in [29]).

N2): The finite dimensional operators A;p : Vi, — Vi, are defined by requiring that,
3
(A pu,v) g = a;(u,v), for any u,v € V.
(N3): For some A > 0, and with 7, the H-orthogonal projection onto Vy,
I+ AT = A+ App) T m) A+ A fllr < CR2 72| £,
and,
1AS (A7 " = Az ) flla < OB 72| fla,
for a € {0,1/2}, and some C > 0.
(N4): For any f € H, we have |\ + Ay p) 27N+ ADY2flg < C|flla for some C > 0.
(N5): Ny, :=dim(V;,) < Ch~.
Remark 4. We interpret |(N3)| as a condition on the rate of convergence of the error u — uy, where,
(11) (A Aj)u= f, with numerical approximation solving (A + Ay p)up = 7 f.

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

Ry = ()\ + Al,h)ilﬂ'h()\ + Al).
As described in [2] Chapter 7.3, sufficient conditions for condition to hold is for example:
(1) D C R?, is bounded, polygonal and convex.
(2) Vis the closed subspace of H!(D) with Neumann boundaries.
(3) w; =0, (Aj)iz = (Aj)a1-
(4) The entrles of A; are in C'(D), and «; are in L>(D).
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(5) yT A (z)y+Nyl> > cly|?, yT Az (x)y > cly|? for any = € D, y € R?, and some ¢ > 0, while aj(x) > ¢/ >0
for a.e. z € D, for some ¢’ > 0.
(See subsection 7.3.4, in particular Equation 7.58).
Remark 5. Condition [(N4)| holds in the case of A; selfadjoint (or equivalently a; symmetric). To see this,

assume first without loss of generality that we can set A = 0. Note that for any u € V},, the following identity
holds,

1/2 172 41/2 1/2
(12) Al = (A5, AV = (Avwu,w) = an(u,u) = A7l
Therefore, by Cauchy-Schwarz and , we have for any f € H,
1AL e AY2 fllg = sup (AL maAY L 0)m
lellz=1,0€Vs
1/2 ,—1/2
= sup (f,Al/ Al’h/ )
lellE=1,0€Vn
1/2 ,—1/2
< swp I lalAYPAT el < 1
|‘W|‘H:17§9€W1

Remark 6. A consequence of is the estimate,
[l oy < Ch™Hull,  w € Vi,
for some C' > 0 independent of h (see e.g. Proposition 7.1 in [2]). This in turn gives for any u € V}, using |(N2)|
and the continuity of the bilinear forms a;,
[Ajpule = sup (Ajpu,p)m = sup  a;i(u,9) < Cllullm ) lella ) < Ch*|lull.
llella=10€Vs llell z=1,0€Vy
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 Ay be as in Assumption[2.3, and let v € (0,1). Then, for some C,c >0
independent of k, the following estimate holds,
14y = Q" (A2))ulla < Ce™/*ulla,

where,

. N
(13) Q; 7 (Ae) = T S e 4 ),
T Py

Here, k > 0 is the quadrature resolution, y; = jk, j=—-M,...,N, and

(14) V= HH M= {2(13/«2}'

Lemma 3.3. Let Ay, be as in|(N2), and let Q,." be as in Lemma with v € (0,1). Then, for some C,c > 0
independent of k and h, the following estimate holds,

(15) (A2 = Q" (Az)ulle < Ce™Fllullu,  for any u € Vi,

Proof. As stated in Theorem 3.2 in [9], the constant C' depends only on v and the continuity and coercivity
constant of (Ap-, )y on Vj, which is the same as that of a(-,-). ¢ is given explicitly in Theorem 3.2 in [9], and
does not depend on h. O

Numerical scheme. In this section we first present the common way of discretizing 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 is based on the SPDE with values in V},,

(16) duyp = —Al’huh dt+7th(uh) dt-l—’iThA;’y dw, uh(O) = €.

Here, the actual operator A, " is used in the noise term. In order to simulate from the approximation , one
rewrites as a system of linear SDEs for the basis coefficients of u;, in the nodal basis of V},. To set up this
system, we would need to know the law of (7, A5 "W (t), ;) m, where ¢;, j =1,..., N}, 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 mpW is a cylindrical Wiener process on Vp,
in the sense that,

Np
W (t) = Zﬁj(t)ehﬁ P-a.s.
j=1

where B; are independent scalar Brownian motions, and {ej7h};}/:;z1 is an H-orthonormal basis of Vj,.
Proof. See Appendix O

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

(17) dup, = 7A1,huh dt+7th(uh) dt+A£Z7rh dW, uh(()) = €.

In contrast to the scheme in the previous subsection, we use the discrete operator AQ_, } in the noise term. The key
difference here is that the law of (A;,}LﬂhW(t), @i i, §=1,...,Ny is known (see (1), (22)). When ~ € (0,1)

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

(18) dup, = —Al’huh dt + ﬂhF(uh) dt + Q,:’Y(Azh)ﬂ'h dw,

with the convention that Q;'(As) = A, and Q9(As,) = I. Discretizing in time with backward Euler,
we get a fully discrete approximation,

(19) (I 4+ AtA; p)un,at(tng1) = unae(tn) + ThF (un,ac(tn)) At + Q7 (A2 n)Th (W (thy1) — W(tn)),

with t, =nAt,n=0,...,N, and NAt =T. If we set F' = 0, we can simulate from in a straight forward
way. Let ¢;, 7 =1,..., N; be the nodal basis of V},, and set,

(20) (Mp)i; = /D%'%‘ dr, (Th)ij = arn(@j, i),  (Kn)ij = azn(@j, i)

Since up at(tn) € Vi, we may express up a¢(tn) = Zj:hl o, for some coefficients o, and, using Lemma

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

. N
k o
(21) (My + AtTR)a™ ! = My + Myv/ALERT) > e (e My, + Kp) T/ Mo,
™
j=—M

for v € (0,1), and,
(22) (My, + AtTy)a™ ™ = Mya™ + M VALK, '/ My 0",

for v = 1. Here, o™ ~ N(0,I) are Nj-dimensional multivariate Gaussian and independent for each n, and /My,
is some square root of Mj,.
The following theorem describes rates of strong convergence of our approximation .

Theorem 3.5. Suppose:
(1) Assumption[2.9 and[3.1] holds.
(2) v € (d/4—1/2,11n[0,1].
(3) The quadrature resolution satisfies k < —c(2y + 1)~ log(h)~! where ¢ is as in Lemma .

and let up ¢ be given as in , while u is the mild solution in HP, p > 2, of @D Then for any T > 0 and
0€10,2y+1-4d/2)N[0,2), the following error estimate holds,

(23) 1u(T) = wn,ae(T)| ooy < Corp(h + AL E22N (1 4 ||(A 4 A O2YDe | 0.y ).
Further, if F =0, we have,
[u(T) = wn, a0 (T) || Loy < Comp(h® + A7) 1+ |€]l Lo(oimn))-
for any 6 € 0,2y +1—d/2)N[0,2].
The following corollary describes the pathwise convergence of the approximation .

Corollary 3.5.1. Suppose the conditions of Theorem holds. Then, for any 6 € [0,2y+1—d/2)N[0,2),
€ > 0 small, and any sequences h,,, At, such that,

Z(hZ+At7nLlin(9/2,1/2))pe < oo,

n=1



there is a random variable M, > 0, such that,
(24) [a(T) = tny e, (Tl < Me(h5, + Aty @222 pgs,

provided (A + Ap)™n0/21/2)¢ ¢ [p(Q; H). Further, if F =0, then for any 6 € [0,2y +1—d/2)N[0,2], ¢ > 0
small, and sequences h,, At, such that,

ST+ AP < o,

n=1
there is a random variable M¢ > 0 such that,
|u(T) = up ac(T) ||z < M (RS + AtY/2)1=¢ Pog.s.

Proof. This follows by Theorem [3.5] combined with Lemma O

Remark 7. With stronger conditions on F, like in [30], one can circumvent the bottleneck At'/?-rate in Theorem

and Corollary

4. PROOF OF THEOREM

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

I, t=0,
SN (ALAL ) X (1), >0,

(25) Sh,At(t> = {

where as in the previous section t,, = nAt, n = 0,..., N, while r(z) := (14 2)~1, I is the identity, and xp(-)
is the characteristic function on D. The following lemma is a fully discrete error estimate for the homogeneous
linear Cauchy problem @ = —Aju, u(0) =« € H, and is taken from [3].

Lemma 4.1. Let Sy a:(t) be given as in . Under Assumption and the following estimate holds,
1(S1(8) = Sn,ac(®)mn)zlla < CE=/24072(h 4+ A2)[|(A+ A1) 2|,
for 0 €[0,2], and p € [-1+46/2,0].

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

(1) Ay, Ay, 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, )m :
Vi, x Vi, = R (where V}, has the H!(D)-norm) are independent of h.

(2) Condition (A6), (A10) holds by condition

(3) Condition (A9) hold by condition
(4) Condition (A7) holds by condition [(N1)| (see Remark [6).

Lemma 4.2. Under Assumption[2.3 and[3.1] the following error estimate holds,
145 (Sa(t) = San(t)mn)x]|m < Ce™ 't 02h 2|z ||
for some ¢,C >0, a € [-1/2,1/2], 0 € [max(0,2a), min(2, 2 — 2a)].

Proof. Arguing as in the proof of Lemma [£.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)] O

Lemma 4.3. Under the conditions of Theorem[3.5, we have
145 (A3 = A jmn) o) < CR72,
for a €10,1/2]. For~ € (0,1), we have,
A3 (A" — Ay fmn)lln ey < Ceh® 7207,

where a € [-1/2,1/2] N[y —1,7), € € (0,27 — 2a]. Further, for v € (0,1],

T
I / (SUT = ) = Spac(T = 8)mn) A 37w AW |y i) < Cop(h” + A)P, € 10,2y +1—d/2)N[0,2].
0
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Proof. The first inequality follows by condition [(N3)| of Assumption combined with Lemma 2.5 in [3].
For the second inequality we use the expression (4)), that AS is closed, and Lemma with § = 2y — € for
some € > 0 small, to see that,

145 (A = Ay pmn)lla = O /O tTITAS(So(t) — San(t)a)w dt| g

o0
< C/ t—1+'y—9/2€—cth9—2a‘|x”Hdt
0

S Ceh2'y—2a—eHwHH-

For the final inequality, we recall that (by Lemma wp W is a cylindrical Wiener process on V. Therefore,
by Theorem 4.36 in [12], we have,

T
I /0 (S1(T = 8) — Sp.ae(T — s)wh)A;th dW||1£p(Q;H)

T p/2
< Cp(/ ||(51(T - S) - Sh,At(T - s)ﬂ—h)A;,;i’/ThH%Q(Vh,H) ds)
0

T p/2
c, ( [T =) = ST = )45 = 437 v ds)
0

T p/2
< cp( [ I =) = ST = )m) A3 Tl v, ds) (= (1))
0
p/2

T
G [T =9 = ShadT = )43 = 43l ds) (= (D)

Here we understand by Lo(Vy, H) the space of Hilbert-Schmidt operators from Vj, to H, where V}, is given the
H-norm, and so for any B € Lo(V},, H) we have:

Ny,
IBIIZ, vy = Y I Ben il where {en;}* is an H-orthnormal basis of Vj,.
j=1

For (I), we have by Lemma and condition of Assumption
/OT 1(S1(T = 8) = Sn,ae(T = $)m) Ay |2, v, ) ds
= /OT 1(S1(T = 5) = S ae(T = 8)mn) A+ A) "2 (A + Ay)P/2 A2 AL2 AL 7013 vy s
= /oT 1(S1(T = 5) = Sh,aelT = $)mn) A+ A1) 213 o |+ A2 A2 ) 1482 w3 v iy s
< C/OT(’”LQQ + AN ALy ds

By condition [(M5)| of Assumption |2.2| we have,
2— 2
||A§/ W||2L2(V,1,H) < ||A§/ 7||2L2(H) < 0o,
provided p < 2v — d/2, where the inequality follows by completing the orthonormal basis {ej,h};\/:hl 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~?*” to be integrable from 0 to T, and therefore p > 6 — 1. It follows that we must have
(6 — 1,2y — d/2) non empty, preferably for 6 € [0, 2] as large as possible. Therefore, if 2y — d/2 > 1, we may

choose 6 = 2. Otherwise, we must choose any 6 smaller than 2y + 1 — d/2. It follows that (I) may be bounded
by,

Cop(h? + At2P 9 e 0,2y +1—d/2)N[0,2.
For (IT) arguing as above, we also have by Lemma and condition |(M6)| of Assumption
T
IS =) = SnaeT = s)m) (A7 = 437 vy
T
< [ ISHT =) = Suar(T = )m) -+ A) 20+ 40P AG AT — A7)l a0
0

T
< c/ (h% + Ate)s*””HAg’/Q(A;” - A;th)||2L2(wl7H) ds.
0



From the first and second inequality of this Lemma combined with N, < Ch~%, we see that for any
[—1+6/2,0]n[0,1], v =1,
pe {[_1 10/2,0)0[-L1N[2y 2,2y, ~e(01),
(which is the requirement on p from Lemma and the first and second inequality of this Lemma),

2 — 2
1452 (A3 = A m) 2, Z 1452 (A5 — A mn )l

(26)
S CENhh4'y 2p—2e¢

< Ceh4'y—2p—d—2e’

where {wj’h};v:hl is an H-orthonormal basis for Vj,. For the (II)-term as a whole, we must also have that s=¢+7
is integrable from 0 to T', and so p > 6 —1. If we set p = 0 —1+¢, where 6 € [0,2y+1—d/2), we get immediately
that,

2, _
||A§/ (A7 — Az,zﬂh)“%z(vh,H) < Ce.
By combining the two factors, it follows that (I7) can be bounded by,
Cop(h? + At92P 00,2y +1—d/2)N10,2.

Lemma 4.4. Under the conditions of Theorem we have for v € (0,1],
T
|| / ST — $)(A3” = Agymn) AW 2, gy < Cop(h” + AP, 0€(0,2y+1-d/2)n[0,2]
0
Proof. Using Theorem 4.36 in [12], we get,

T T
I 81T = 5457 = Az3m) AWl < € ( | IS = 90457 = A73m ds)

Since [|S1(t)AS| Ly < Ct~ for a € [0, 1] by condition [(M6 )| combined with Lemma we have for any € > 0
small,

p/2

T
/0 180T = 5)(A5™ = Ay )2, oy ds
T
- / 1S4 (T — 5)AY> A7 V24 (A57 — AZTmn) I, () ds

T
< / 1S1(T — 8) A3 >~ 1y 1A /2 (ALY — A ) |2, o) ds

—1/24€ — —
< Cell4, / (A7 — Az,zﬂh”&z(H)-
Since for A, B € L(H), with AB € Lo(H), we have ||AB||2(g) = ||B*A*|| 12y where A*, B* are the Hilbert
space adjoints of A and B, and ||A*||1z) = || AllL(m), we may rewrite,
—1/24€, 45— -
455457 = A m) 2

—d/4—e ,—1/24+d/4+2¢ — —
= (| Ay VA A B AT — A )2 )

— d € — * —d — €\ x
= [(AyPHRATY — A ) (AT R

< H( 1/2+d/4+26<A ¥ d/4 6

Az_,zﬂh )* ||L(H)||( HLZ(H)
— —d/4—e
- Az,zﬂ'h)HL(H)HA2 ||%2(H)~

Note that since —1/2 4+ d/4 < min(1/2,~) for d < 3 we have that A;1/2+d/2+26(142_7 — Ay jmn) € 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,

Co(h? + At2)2, 9 e0,2y+1—d/2)N]0,2].

_ ‘|A51/2+d/4+26(A;y

For the second factor we have,
—d/4—e€
| Ag ||L2 y < 00,

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

Cop(h? + At2P 00,2y +1—d/2)N10,2].
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We are now ready to show Theorem

Proof of Theorem[3.5, Our approximate mild solution at time ¢y = T may be expressed,

up,at(T) == Sp,ae(T)mné + Z/ﬁl Shat(T = s)mpF(up,at(t;)) ds
(27)

+ / Sh,At(T — S)ﬂ'hQZ(Ag’h)ﬂ’h dw.
0

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

wW(T) = upae(T) = (S(T) = Sn,ae(T)mn)E, (= (1))
T N-L ety

+/0 S1(T — s)F(u)ds — j;o /tj Shoat(T — $)mnF(un a(tj))ds  (=: (I1))
T T

—|—/ Sl(T—S)AQ_WdW—/ Shat(T — 8)Ay ymp dW  (=: (IIT))
0 0
T T

—+ / Sh,At(T — S)A;Z’frh dW — / Stht(T — S)Q,:’Y(Agvh)ﬂ'h dW (:I (IV))
0 0

For (I), we have,

1Dl zrsmy < Cr(h? + ANl Lo (0 ),

for any 6 € [0, 2], by direct application of Lemma
For (IT), we get,

T j+1
/ S(T ) ds — Z / Snae(T — $)TaF (up.ac(ty)) ds
0
= (/ S(T — s)F(u(s))ds — / Sh.at(T — s)mpF(u(s)) ds) (=:(4))
0
(/ Spat(T — s)mpF(u(s)) ds — Z/tHl Shat(T — s)mpF(u(t ))ds) (=: (41))
<§:/M&Mt@mF @E:/M&Mtsmlwwﬁ»d>(;mm.
For (7), we get using Lemma the linear growth of F' (condition and finally Lemma
T
I / S(T — s)F(u(s))ds — /0 Shoat(T — s)mnF(u(s)) ds| Ly . m)
< /0 [(S(T = ) = Shae(T = s)mn) F(u(s)) || Lo 0 m) ds

T
< C(h + A7/?) / s~ F(u(9) || 1o (osmr) ds
0

T
<o + Atw)/ 5702 |Ju(s)|| oy ds
0

< Co(h? + A2+ [|€l| Lo (s )
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for any 6 € [0,2). For (ii), we get using the boundedness of the fully discrete semigroup (which follows by
Lemma [£.1)), the Lipschitz continuity of ' (condition [[M9)), and Lemma with p = «,

|| / 180T = 5)m,F ds—z / " S8 = s)mF () dsll o
—1 ot
> / Sh.at(T = s)mn(F(u(s)) — F(u(t;))) dsll Lro;m)
:
tj+1
<> [ el - Pt oo
X t
<> [ )~ utts) e
<3 [ Cols = OB (3 O )

i+ . i
< / CgAtmm(e/2’1/2)(l+ ||()\+Al)mmw/2’1/2)§||LP(Q;H))
j=0 Yt

< CeAtmin(O/Q,l/Q)(l + ||(>\+Al)min(e/zl/z)f”LP(Q;H))7

for any 6 € [0,2y+ 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 tja ti+1
| / Snae(T = ) F(u(t;)) ds — > / Sn,at(T = s)mnF (un,at(ty)) ds||Le o m
j=0 Yt j=0 Yt
N-1 o etjpn
< / [Sh,at(T" = s)mn (F(u(t;)) — Fun,at(ti)lloe;m) ds
j=0 “ti
Nl i
<3 [P — Plun sttt oo ds
7=0 J
o Nl
N [ F(u(t;)) — F(un,at(t;) e m)
7=0
o N1
< 2o luts) —unae(ti)leem).

<
Il
o

For (III), we have,

/ Sl — S)A v dW — / Sh At — S)7ThA2 hTh dwW

T
/ Sl 78 A;,th)dWJr/ (Sl(Tfs)7Sh7At(T78)’/Th)A2i7L7Tde
0

For the first term above we can use Lemma while for the second term, we can use the third inequality in
Lemma [£3]
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Finally for (IV'), we have using Theorem 4.36 in [12] and that 7, is a cylindrical Wiener process on V},
T
I Sha(T = 5437 = Q0 (A dW s
T

p/2
<o [ 18n00(T = 9437~ Q" e )

0

T /2
< cp( [ 16437 = @ e ds)

T Np, p/2
< cp( |21z - G e ds)
j=1

< Cp(Ny e ebp,

where {ej, ;}; is an H-orthonormal basis of V},. Using the bound on & in terms of h, this term is bounded by
C(h?7+1=4/2)p Tf 4 = 1, this term vanishes.
In total, we have,

|u(T) — wun,at(T) || Lo smy < 1Dl oe;ry + 1D || Leosmy + |(TID)| Le 0, m)
< Cop(h® + AREZN (1 |(A 4+ Ay OV Lo,

o N-l
N Z lu(ts) — wn,ae(ts)| e,
7=0
for any 6 € [0,2y + 1 —d/2) N [0,2). The expression above implies the L?(€); H)-error estimate. If we require
F =0, and therefore (I1) =0, we get,

1u(T) = un.ae(T)ll oy < Comp(h” + A2) (1 + €] Lo,
for any 6 € [0,2v+ 1 —d/2) N0, 2]. O

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

Lemma 4.5. Let y, : Q — [0,00) 0 < ¢ < 1 be a collection of random variables, and suppose that for some
p > 0 there is a constant C' > 0 such that E[yi}l/p < C¢. Then for any € > 0 small, and decreasing sequence

on € (0,1) satisfying,

o0
D ohe <o,
n=1
there is M, : Q — [0,00), ensuring that,
Yo, < M.gl=¢,  P-a.s.

Proof. We will construct M, explicitly. For any € > 0, define f ., := ys, /¢L 7. Since,
oo
P(fen > 1) < E[fF,] < C¢hf,  and therefore Z P(fen > 1) < o0,
n=1

we have that P(limsup,,_,o, fe,n < 1) =1 by Borel-Cantelli. Therefore, sup,, fe,n < 0o P-a.s., and defining,

Mo (w) = {supneN fre(w), SUP,en fr.e(w) < 00,

0, otherwise,
we find,
Yo = fen® C < Mp' ™€,  P-as.
O
5. NUMERICAL EXAMPLE AND VERIFICATION OF CONVERGENCE RATE
As a numerical example we consider D = (0,1)%, 4; = —A, Ay = I — A with Neumann boundary conditions.
Then,

du = Audt+ (I — A)™7dW, u(0)=0,
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has mild solution,
t
u(t) :/ S(t— 8)(I — AW,
0

In order to verify the convergence rate in Theorem numerically, we compute a fine resolution solution,
denoted u, and compare this to solutions obtained on a coarser mesh. This is done as follows: we simulate a
Wiener process of the form,

(mnW(t), 1)1
: = Mhﬂ(t)7

(TrhW(t)7 an)H
where @y, is the nodal basis on the fine resolution finite element space (where @ is defined), M), is the mass
matrix for this finite element space, and 3(t) = (B1(t), ..., By, (t)) is a vector of independent scalar Brownian
motions. In order to simulate u;, 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,

Ny
oi =) wi(z;)@;,
j=1

where {z; };V:hl are the vertices of the finer mesh. This allows us to compute,
(mn W (1), 1) 1
(TW(t), on)u

where A;; = ¢;(x;) (and W is the same cylindrical Wiener process).

This way, we may compute a sample of fine resolution solutions, denoted @™, n =1,..., Ngm, and compare
. . . . . N ~ N ~(n) ~
it to solutions obtained using a coarser mesh, u;b”). Setting ugln) = Zj:hi a§")g0j, and a(") = Zj:l a§")¢k, the

L?(Q; H) error is approximated as follows,

Nai
~ — 1 ~(n n T ~(n n
lun — ll32 .0y & ; N (@™ — AToM)TRT (& — AT ™),

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

2 (@D — ATa)T A (G — AT o)
b (aM)T 16 ’
and in Figure [2| we have plotted log(ey) against log(h).
For both examples in Figure [2| we have used T' = 1 fixed At = 274, k = 0.1, and a reference resolution with
h = 2771/2 For v = 1 the behaviour agrees with what we would expect asymptotically, while for v = 0.5

it is not as apparent. By computational restrictions, we were not able to run the v = 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 7 is large enough for,

(28)

T
Bl / 1S4 (T = 1) A5, gy dt] < 0.

To show that holds for any v > d/4 — 1/2, we first note that owing to condition |(M6)| of Assumption

[N+ A1) AS | Loy = |+ AN AF* A A 1, ()
< O+ AD* A Ny A5 2y
< Ol A |l Ly

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

1S1()AS | x) = I1S1(E)(A + AD)* (A + A1) " AF || (x) < Cae™t™®, a>0.
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This in turn gives,

T T
A 150 (8) A5 712, ()t = / 1S1(t) AL AF P2
T
< / 191 (DAY 2 ) 1145 V22, oy

T
< Oe/\T/ t—1+2eHA2—1/2+e—v”2Lz(H)
0

< O ATy < oo,
since v > d/4 — 1/2 and € can be chosen arbitrarily small. O
Proof of Lemma[2.7} The mild solution satisfies,

ult) = Sy (1)E + / Si(t - 5)F(u(s)) ds + / Si(t — 5)A7” dW,

and using that (A + A;)® is closed (see e.g. Theorem 6.8 in [28]), we find that,

(A4 A)%u(t) = (A4 A1)*S1 ()€ + /t()\ + A1)*S1(t — s)F(u(s)) ds + /t(/\ + A1)*S1(t — s)A; T dW.
For the first term above, we have by Lemfna 2] i
1A+ A SN 0.1y = BN+ A1) PS(0)(A + A1) €3]
= E[Ct7P*TPP (A + A1)°€|l ]
— O AR
For the next term, we have using Lemma condition |(M9)| of Assumption and finally Lemma [2.3]

II/ (A4 A1)*S(t = s)F(u(s)) dsl| Lo ;) S/ (A + A1) S1(t — ) F(u(s))l| o0 m) ds
0 0

- / B\ + 4081 (t — s)F(u(s)) [5]/7 ds

B+ 4816 = 9 | Cs)) 517 ]

< / C(t— 5) " Elul)l]7 ds

< Call+ 181 i)
provided « € [0,1). For the final term, we have using Theorem 4.36 in [12],

t p/2
|| / A+ A1) S1(t = ) AT AW I, <cp( / ||<A+A1>asl<t—s>A;”||%2<H>ds) .

By using condition [(M5)], [[M6)| and [[M7)] of Assumption we see that for some € € (0,7 — d/4 + 1/2), the
integrand satisfies,

A+ A1)*S,(t — s)A VHLQ ) = = ||S1(t — s)(A+ Ap)*~ ’Y+d/4+e()\+A1)’Y d/d—e g~ ’Y+d/4+6A7d/476||%2(H)
< Ot72a+277d/2726||A2_d/4 €

7. car)-

Therefore, the integrand is integrable for any o < v+ 1/2 — d/4 (since we can choose € arbitrarily small).
Combining all of these inequalities, in addition to the fact that for « € [0, 1],

1€lla < CIlA+ A€, § € DA+ A1),
(see e.g. Corollary 6.11 in [28]) finishes the proof. Note that the constant C, , may depend on T as well, but

we omit this dependence in the notation since it is not important. O

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

u(ta) — u(ty) = (S1(ts) — Su(t1))E + (/O " Sy (ts — s)F(u(s)) ds — /0 " Si(t1 — 8)F(uls)) ds)

t2 tl
+ ( Sl(tg —S)AQ_’Y dW — Sl(tl —S)AQ_’Y dW)
0 0

=)+ I)+ (IID).
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For (I) we use Lemma (©):

1(S1(t2) — S1(t1))€ll Lo (o) = Bl (Sa(t2) — S1(tr))€l[5] P

|(S1(
|(S1(tz —t1) —
|

i

= | YA+ A0) (A + A1) 85 (1) (A + A)P€ 5]/

< B[I(Si(t2 — t1) = DO+ A) % 4y IO+ A0S ()12 I3+ Av)PE] P
< Clta — )PP E[|(A+ Ayl 77,

for some « € [0,1] and p € [0, a].

For (II) we have,
/ " Su(ts — s)F(u(s)) ds — / " Si(tr — 8)F(uls)) ds
0 0

tl t2
= / (S1(t2 —s) — S1(t1 — 8))F(u(s))ds + / Si(ta — s)F(u(s))ds
0 t1
For (i) we have for some € > 0 small, using Lemma condition |[(M9)| of Assumption and finally Lemma

23

I (Sitta =) = Ss(01 = ) P(u(s)) dslLonnn
< / 1(Sa(ts — ) — Su(ts — ) F(u(s)) | oo ds
0
= [ Bl 12 =) = Si(ts = ) P17 s
- /0 1 E[|(S1(t2 — t1) — 1)S1(tr — s)F (u(s))|5]"/? ds

N / CE[I(S1(t2 — 1) = DO+ AT+ A1 Sa (b — $)F (u(s)][5]7 ds

IN

IN
\\\

E[|(S1(t2 = t1) = DA+ A) 7T o 1O+ A Sa(t1 = 8)II], ) |1 F () [15,]7 ds

ty —t1)' " (b1 — )" B[ F (u(s)) 3] ds

IN

(t2 = t1)' = (ts — &) T Eu(s)|[]"/ ds

C (t2 = 1) (L + [[€ll oo m))-
For (ii), we have by the boundedness of S;(t), condition |(M9)|of Assumption and finally Lemma

to ta
|| / S (t2 — 5)F(u(s)) dsl o < / 151 (t2 — 8)F (u(3)) | 2o sty ds
t1 t1

= [ ElISit2 = 9P (e )
< [ BlISi(t2 — 9 g I F(uls) 517

t1

<c / " B{IF(u(s)) ]V ds

t1

< Clta = t1) (A + €l e sm))-
For (III), we have,

ta tq t1
/ Sy(ts — 5)A37 AW —/ Sy(tr — $)A37 dW = / (Su(ts — 8) — S1(ts — 5)) 437 AW
0 0 0

+ /t2 Sl(tg - S)A;’Y dW
= (4) + (#1).
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For (i) we have using Theorem 4.36 in [12],

2
A%&w—@—&m—@mrﬂw&Qmsq(ﬁhmaw—@—&m—@mrﬁwﬂwf/
For the integrand, we have by condition and of Assumption and some € > 0 small,

1(Si(t2 — 5) = Si(ts — ) A3 713,y = 1(S1(t2 — t1) — D)S(tr — ) Ay TV a; 42 )
< [[(Sa(ta —t1) = D)Si(ts — s)(A + Ay) 742
X (A + A= Hame AR

—d/4—e
x || Ay / ||2L2(H)

< Ce||(S1(te —t1) —I)S1(t1 — s) (A + Al)_7+d/4+€”%(H)
By using Lemma (6), we get,
1(S1(ta — t1) = 1)S1(ty — s)(A+ Ay) 7+ /4+<)2 )
= [(S1(ta — ta) = I)(A+ Ay) 7 FYAR2IZ A28, (8 — )17 oy
< (t2 o t1)2w+17d/274e(t1 _ S),1+267

and we must therefore have,
()| o () < Celta — ta)7HH/27 4,
For (i) we have by Theorem 4.36 in [12],

ta _ ta g p/2
|%’&w—$%wwm@msq([|&@—@%wmmM).
1 1
For the integrand, we have by condition [(M5)| of Assumption and for some € > 0 small,
—~v+d/4+€ ,—d/4—e —v+d/4+€ —d/4—e¢
51 (02 = ) A5V AT gy < 1Stz = ) AT 145N
<C (t2 - S)Z’Yid/27267 v d/4 —e< Oa
-, otherwise.
By evaluating the integral, we therefore, have,

(tQ - tl)v+1/27d/4765 v d/4 —€e< Oa
to — 11 1/2, otherwise.
( )

||(”)||LP(Q,H) <. {

Combining all of these inequalities, in addition to the fact that for « € [0, 1],
1€l < ClIA+ A)%Ela, &€ DA+ A1)%),

(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)), we state the proof of Lemma

Proof of Lemma[3.4 First we assert that mj, € Lo(H). Let {e;}32; be an H-orthonormal basis of H, {ep ;}52,

the H-orthonormal basis of V},, and note that,

oo Ny Ny,
72, ey = Z I7ne;llzr = Z(Whejvﬂhej)H = O (ejrenn)mern y_(es,eni)mern)m
Jj=1 Jj=1 k=1 =1
N;L Np oo
=3 ejoenn)ules,ent)ulens eni)n
k=11=1 j=1

and using the orthonormality of {ej ;}, we get that the expansion above reduces to,

Np oo Np,
DD (epenmduleseni)n =Y (enk eni)u = Na
k=1j=1 k=1

It follows that |74, ) = N,i/z. By definition of W, we have,

Wi(t) := Zﬂ;(t)ej, P-as.
j=1
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for some independent Brownian motions {6; }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,

W (t) := Z,B;(t)whej,
j=1

we have that 7, W is a Wiener process with covariance operator mj(m,)* = 7. Since m, is compact and
selfadjoint, it admits an H-orthonormal basis of H of eigenvectors. Since 71',21 = 7, and 7, has rank Ny, we must
have that the eigenvalues A; (after reordering) are 1 for j = 1,..., Nj, while A\; = 0 for j > N;. We may take
the corresponding eigenvectors to by ej ; above, and by expressing this mj,-Wiener process as an expansion in
terms of the eigenvectors {ey, ;},; of 7, (see e.g. Proposition 4.3 in [12]), we have that,

Np,

W (t) = Z VAiBi(t)en; = Zﬂj (t)ens,

P-a.s. for some independent scalar Brownian motions {5, ;y:hl. O

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

(29) ((I+ AtAyp)unar(tni), ©i)a = (unai(tn) + Qp 7 (Ax )T (W(tnia) = W(tn)),0j)m,  j=1,..., Ny,
where {g; };V:hl is the nodal basis of V},. To set up this system, the following lemma will be useful.

Lemma B.1. For vy =1, we have,
Np
A;,}zﬂh(W(thrl) - W(t,)) = Zaj%@jy
j=1

P-a.s, where,
0 = VALK, '\/ Myo"

Here (-); denotes the j’th entry of a vector, o™ ~ N(0,I) are Ny-dimensional multivariate Gaussian, and /M,
is some square root of My. If v € (0,1), we have,

Q" (App)mn(W(tngn) = W(tn)) = Y _ 005,
P-a.s., where,

. N
9 = ‘/AtkSLW Z e(l_"/)yl(eyth +Kh)—1 /My, 0"

™
=M
Proof. Set for ease of notation,
J = T (W (ty1) = W (L),

By lemma one has that f is an H-valued Gaussian random variable, with covariance operator Atry,.
For the first idenity of the lemma, note that A2_7 }L f is the solution g € V}, of

Az,hg =f.

Since f € V}, P-a.s. by Lemma [3.4] solving the equation above is the same as solving the system of equations,

(A2,ng,01)H (f,1)m
(30) : = :
(AQ,hga@Nh)H (fv <PN}L)H
By Lemma [3.4] we have,
E((f,0i)u(f,0;)a] = At(ws, v))H,

and so the covariance matrix of ((f,1)n,- .-, (f,¢n,))" is the (scaled) mass matrix, AtM), (as defined in (20))).
It follows that we can construct some multivariate Gaussian ¢ ~ N(0, I) such that,

((fv Qol)Ha sy (fa SONh))T = \/E\/ﬁhgnv
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P-a.s. For the left hand side of we insert g = Zjvzhl 0;¢;, and find, using that (As rej, i) a = a2(e;, ¢i),
(A2,h9,01)H 61
: =Kn| ],
(A2.n9, 0N, ) H On,
where K}, is as in . Combining these observations, we see that has solution (g1, ...,gn,) given by,
(915--sgn,) " = \/EKﬁl\/]\ThQn-

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

k sin(7y) ol
- =" (1=")y; 40)
Qk (AZ,h)f T Z € g 9
j=—M

where g\) € V,, is the solution of the equation,

(¥4 Asp)g?) = f, j=-M,...,N.
As for the previous term, to solve this equation we insert ¢{¥) = ZlN:hl 91(j )
against the nodal basis, to find,

¢ into the equation and integrate

953')

(e¥" My, + Kp,) = VAt Mpo".
9(3')
Np,

Summing up the vectors (99), cee 0%2), j=-—M,...,N we find the coeffcients of @, " f in the nodal basis, 6'.
This gives the second identity of the lemma. O

Now we can insert the identities of Lemma into the system of equations to arrive at (21]) and :
note that for any g = Z;\f:hl 0;p;, we have,

(97@1)H
: = Mhe,
(ga‘pNh)H
and so,
((I =+ AtAl’h)uh’At(tn+1)7 SDI)H
((I + AtAl’h)UhyAt(thrl)v ¢Nh)H
while,

(Qr " (Ag ) Th(W (tng1) — W(tn)), 01)m

(@ (Ax )T (W (tasr) — W () om, )t

_ Mh\/At%(M) Z;'\;_M e(1=1)y; (€% My, + Kp,) ™'/ My 0", v €(0,1),
| MpVALK Mot v =1.
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