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WEAK ERROR ESTIMATES OF GALERKIN APPROXIMATIONS FOR THE
STOCHASTIC BURGERS EQUATION DRIVEN BY ADDITIVE TRACE-CLASS
NOISE

CHARLES-EDOUARD BREHIER, SONJA COX, AND ANNIE MILLET

ABSTRACT. We establish weak convergence rates for spectral Galerkin approximations of the sto-
chastic viscous Burgers equation driven by additive trace-class noise. Our results complement the
known results regarding strong convergence; we obtain essential weak convergence rate 2. As ex-
pected, this is twice the known strong rate. The main ingredients of the proof are novel regularity
results on the solutions of the associated Kolmogorov equations.

1. INTRODUCTION

Stochastic partial differential equations (SPDEs) have become a popular tool in modelling many
complex phenomena. The design and analysis of numerical methods for SPDEs has thus become an
important field of research. This is a challenging task which has been performed by many authors
in the last decades. A general theory has been developed for abstract and general semilinear
SPDEs of parabolic type, when the nonlinearities are assumed to be globally Lipschitz continuous.
However, for more complicated models depending on nonlinearities with polynomial growth, such
as the stochastic Burgers and Navier—Stokes equations, and the stochastic Allen—Cahn or Cahn—
Hilliard equations, more care is needed in the construction and in the analysis of the schemes.
Many questions regarding the rates of convergence of temporal and spatial discretization schemes
for these types of problems remain open. The objective of this work is to fill a gap in the literature:
we establish weak convergence rates for a spatial discretization of the stochastic Burgers equation
driven by additive trace-class noise, performed using the spectral Galerkin method.

We consider the one-dimensional stochastic viscous Burgers equation with homogeneous Dirichlet
boundary conditions and additive trace class noise, i.e., the equation formally given by:

XX (t,z) = AX(t,2) + V(X(t,2)2) + W9(t,2), t>0,2z¢€(0,1),
(1.1) X(t,0)=X(t,1) =0, ¢>0,
X(0,2) = Xo(2), 2z€(0,1),

where V and A denote the first and second order derivatives with respect to z, and where the
random initial value Xy is assumed to be given. The evolution is driven by Gaussian noise which is
white in time and colored in space; more precisely, we let (WQ (t)) be a L?(0,1)-valued Wiener

t>0
process given by
(1.2) wet) => vaW® (t)er, ViteR?,
keN
where (ek)keN is a complete orthonormal system of the Hilbert space L?(0,1), (W(k)('))keN is a

sequence of independent standard real-valued Wiener processes independent of X, and (qk)
a sequence of nonnegative real numbers such that ), . qr < 0.

keN 18
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For rigorous statements and analysis, it is convenient to interpret the stochastic partial differential
equation (L) as a stochastic evolution equation in the framework developed in [I4], i.e., we now
consider
13 dX(t) = AX(t)dt + B(X(t))dt + dW?(t), Vt>0,

' X(0) = X,
where the unknown (X (t)) >0

operator and B(X) = V(X?), for details see Section 23l Well-posedness, moment and exponential
moment bounds on the solutions are standard results; they are recalled in Sections 2] and B] for the
readers’ convenience.

In this work, we consider the spectral Galerkin approximation

dXn(t) = AXpp(t) dt + Py B(Xag(t)) dt + Py dW@(t), Yt >0,
X (0) = P Xo,

is a L%(0, 1)-valued stochastic process. Here A is the Dirichlet Laplace

(1.4)

where Py (M € {1,2,...}) denotes the orthogonal projection operator in L?(0,1) onto the span
of the first M eigenfunctions of A. The strong convergence rate of Xj; against X was established
in [22]; it follows from [22, Section 3.2.3] that if X = 29 € W12, then for all p € [1,00) and all
a € [0,1) one has

Al

(1.5) sup  MOE[||X(t) — Xnm(t)][7-]
MEeN, te[0,T

< oQ.

The above means that the spectral Galerkin approximation of the stochastic Burgers equation driven
by additive trace-class noise converges with essential strong rate 1.

The objective of this work is to establish weak error estimates, which are concerned with the rate
of convergence of

[Elo(X(T))] — Elp(Xa (T))]

where ¢ : L?(0,1) — R is an arbitrary sufficiently smooth function, i.e., twice continuously differen-
tiable with bounded first and second order derivatives. Since such functions are globally Lipschitz
continuous, the rate of convergence of the weak error is at least equal to the strong order. However,
in many situations, as will be reviewed below, the weak rate of convergence is twice the strong rate.

The primary goal of this work is to prove that the weak convergence rate for the spectral Galerkin
approximation (L)) applied to the stochastic Burgers equation (I.3]) is indeed twice the strong rate,
which, to the best of our knowledge, is a new result. More specifically, we prove that if there exist
Y € (0,00) and p € (32,00) such that E[exp(yo[|Xo[32)] < oo and E[|[VX|7,] < oo (clearly
this holds if Xo = 29 € W2 is non-random), and if ¢ € C?(H,R) has bounded first and second
derivatives, then for all a € [0,1) one has

(L6) sup M2* [E[p(X(T))] — Elp(Xar(T))]] < oc.
MeN

See Theorem [B.1] for a precise and slightly more general statement. Consequently, the spectral
Galerkin approximation of the stochastic Burgers equation driven by additive trace-class noise
converges with essential weak rate 2, which is twice the strong rate. There are strong indications
that the strong rate 1 and weak rate 2 are optimal, for details see Remark 3.4l

Aside from aforementioned work [22], strong convergence rates for approximations of the Burgers’
equation ([LI)) can also be found in [23], where space-time discretizations are considered. Strong
convergence rates (with rate 1/2 in time and rate 1 in space, for an error measured in LP(£), L?))
of a fully discrete scheme for the stochastic Burgers equation driven by multiplicative noise can be
found in the recent work [24]. We refer for instance to [4, 21 for further results on approximations
for the stochastic Burgers equation. Let us also mention that convergence results for the stochastic
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Burgers equation driven by space-time white noise (which is not covered in this work) have been
obtained, for instance in [II [3, 27, 33].

In order to obtain weak convergence rates, we need to establish appropriate regularity properties
for solutions to the Kolmogorov equations associated with the stochastic evolution equation (L3)).
We refer to Theorem [Tl for a precise statement of this result, which is one of the main contribu-
tions of this work and may be useful in other contexts. Instead of considering infinite-dimensional
problems, it is convenient to consider the Galerkin approximation (L)) with arbitrary M, however,
notice that the upper bounds below are independent of dimension M. Set up(t, ) = E[p(X7F,(t)],
where X7, denotes the solution of (I4]) with initial value X,(0) = Pya. The mapping uys is then
a solution to the Kolmogorov equation, see (.2)). Theorem [£.1] provides upper bounds for the first
and second order derivatives of ups(t,.), which can be described as follows. For all a € [0, 1), one
has upper bounds of the following type for the first order derivative:

ellz||? 1 —a
|Duns(t,2).h| < Cos (T, Q, 0)t~ M2 (14 ||(=A) 102 8,) [|(—A) =R L.

Moreover, for all o, 8 € [0,1) such that o+ § < 1, one has upper bounds of the following type for
the second order derivative:

ellz||? 1 —a _
|D%ups (8, 2).(g, )| < Capse (T, Qy )t~ D e (14 (= A) 302 19) || (= A) =gl 2| (— A) | 2.

In the above, d,e € (0,00) denote arbitrarily small auxiliary parameters, and Cy5(T,Q, ) and
Caps.e(T,Q,p) are positive real numbers, which are independent of ¢t € (0,7] and of z,g,h. To
the best of our knowledge, the regularity properties above on solutions to Kolmogorov equations
associated with the stochastic Burgers equation driven by additive trace-class noise are new.

Regularity results for Kolmogorov equations associated with SPDEs have been considered first in
the context of numerical analysis for SPDEs in [I7], for parabolic semilinear SPDEs with globally
Lipschitz nonlinearities. Similar results have been obtained in |2 Theorem 1.1]. Both [I7] and [2]
deal with multiplicative (space-time) white noise, which requires stronger conditions on « and f:
one needs a < 1/2 and oo+ 8 < 1/2, respectively. Using a novel expression for the derivatives of the
solution to a Kolmogorov equation and Malliavin calculus techniques, these conditions on « and 3
were weakened in [6]. Note that [6] deals with SPDEs where the term ‘+V(X(¢,2)?)” in (L)) is
replaced by ‘+V (b(X (¢, z))’ for a smooth and globally Lipschitz mapping b (and the additive trace-
class noise in ([ILT)) is replaced by multiplicative space-time white noise). Despite the fact that [6]
does not allow quadratic growth in b (as is the case in our setting), it turns out to be possible to
adapt the strategy from [0] to deal with the quadratic growth of the nonlinearity of the Burgers
equation, the details are given in Section F] (with no need of Malliavin calculus techniques).

The strategy introduced in [6] has also been employed in [7] to prove similar regularity properties
for the solutions to Kolmogorov equations associated to the stochastic Allen—Cahn equation, and
in [I2] for a more general class of equations with monotone nonlinearities. Recently, this strategy
has also been applied in [5] for the solutions to Kolmogorov equations associated to the stochastic
Cahn—Hilliard equations. Compared with the works cited above, note that we have some exponential
dependence with respect to [|z||3, (with arbitrarily small € € (0,00)), which is a specific feature
of the stochastic Burgers equation, and which explains the need to deal with exponential moment
bounds for the solutions of (3] and its Galerkin approximation (L4]).

Other types of regularity properties for solutions to Kolmogorov equations associated with the
stochastic Burgers equation have been obtained in the literature. In [I3] Section 4| it is shown that
when Q = A=? with g € (%, 1), for M e N, t € [0,T], z,h € Hy; and a smooth function ¢, there
exists Ce 1, € (0,00) such that

18
DUM(t, $)(h) S Ce,T,ap t 22
3
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Note that in our setting the operators A and Q need not commute. Moreover, the condition Q = A~#
with § € (%, 1) provides a non-degeneracy condition on the noise, that is not considered in this work.
Moreover, [38, Theorem 2.2 (iv)| relates certain weighted norms of u(t,-) to such norms of ¢.

We are aware that a weak error analysis for a full discretization of the Burgers equation is desirable
(i.e., one should consider both temporal and spatial discretizations, as well as finite-dimensional
approximations of the noise). However, obtaining an error analysis for a temporal discretization
still requires a substantial amount of work. It would also be interesting to establish weak error
estimates for approximations of the stochastic Burgers equation driven by space-time white noise.
However, this would require more advanced techniques. We therefore leave those open questions for
future investigations.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section [2] we describe the model, recall some basic prop-
erties of the operators A, of the bilinear term B, and some classical inequalities. Section Bl de-
scribes LPmoments of the Galerkin approximation Xj; in various functional spaces, among which
L>=([0,T] x [0,1]) and C7([0,T]; W*?) in terms of moments of the initial condition, as well as ex-
ponential moments of the L?-norm uniformly in time. The corresponding proofs are given in the
Appendix [Al In section @] we prove the regularity properties of the Kolmogorov equation, which a
crucial tool to obtain the weak convergence rate proven in Section

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Notation. Let N = {1,2,...} denote the set of (strictly) positive integers and Ny = {0} UN.
For any = € [0,00) we denote by |x] = sup{n € No: n < x} the integer part of z. For any z,y € R
we set Ay = min(z,y) and x V y = max(z,y).

Given two Banach spaces (X, || x) and (Y, ||[[y) we let (£(X,Y),[|[|z(x,y)) denote the Banach
space of bounded linear operators from X to Y; we set £(X) = £(X, X). The dual of a Banach
space X is denoted by X*, and the adjoint of an operator C € £(X,Y") is denoted by C*. Given
a Banach space X, a measure space (S,%, 1), and p € [1,00) we let LP(S, X) denote the Bochner
space of strongly measurable, p-integrable functions from S to X; if X is separable the strong and
weak measurability are equivalent by Pettis’ theorem.

Given a Hilbert space (H, (-, -)), we let £1(H) denote the space of trace-class operators on H and
we let Lo(H) denote the space of Hilbert—Schmidt operators on H.

We let C*¥(H,R) denote the Banach space of k-times continuously (Fréchet) differentiable func-
tions. We denote the (real) Lebesgue spaces on (0,1) by (LP,|| - ||z»), p € [1,00]; the inner product
on L? is denoted by (-, )12

We denote the Sobolev spaces with smoothness parameter £ € N and integrability parameter
p € [1,00] by W*P, for a definition see e.g. [41, Section 1.11.2]. We denote the fractional (real)
Slobodeckij—Sobolev spaces on (0, 1) with smoothness parameter o € (0,00) and integrability pa-
rameter p € [1,00) by (WP, || - |lyas) (see e.g. [I8, Section 2]), i.e., for f € WLP we set

i) - fEp
s =i+ ([ [ LRI O g2y

and we set WP = {f € WlP: || f|lyyar < 00}, For p € [1,00) and a > % we set WP = {f €
WP: f(0) = f(1) = 0} (this makes sense owing to the Sobolev inequality (2.3 below).

Given a function ¢ : H — R which is twice (Fréchet) differentiable, for all z € H we let
Dé(z): H > h + Dé(x).h and D?¢(z): H x H > (g,h) — D?@(x).(g,h) denote the first and

second order derivatives of ¢ at ©z € H.
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2.2. Some inequalities. We recall some useful inequalities. Firstly, on the domain (0,1) the
Poincaré inequality:

1,2
(2.1) lzllze < 5l Vallzz, Ve Wy,

which is an immediate consequence of the fundamental theorem of calculus and Holder’s inequality.
We shall also frequently use the Sobolev inequalities, namely, for all p € [1,00) and ¢ € (p, ),

11
one has W~ ¢’ C L7 and there exists C}, , € (0, 00) such that

1_1
(2.2) 2llze < Cpgllzll , Vo e Wrmal,

see, e.g., [I8 Theorem 6.5]. Moreover, for all a € (0,1) and all p € ((1 — a)~!,00), one has
1
W eP C 0 and there exists Cyp, € (0,00) such that

1
Vo e WoTeP,

1
L p)
a+p,P

(2:3) zllce < Capliall,

see, e.g., [I8 Theorem 8.2|. Since W2 C O for all a € (0, %), we easily deduce that W12 is an
algebra: there exists C' € (0, 00) such that

(2.4) lz1zallyie < Cllztllwz||ze|lwiz, Vi, xe € w2,
Finally, we recall a special case of the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequalities (see, e.g., [4Il Theorem

1.37]): for all p € (2,00), there exists C), € (0,00) such that

1,1 1.1
(25) lellze < CpllelZa P |zl 2 v € W2,

2.3. Setting. Throughout this paper we fix a terminal time 7" € (0, c0).
We let A: VVOI’2 NW?22 C L? — L? denote the Dirichlet Laplace operator on L2, i.e.,

(2.6) Az == (zk)*(x, hy)p2hy, Yo e W20 Wy?,
keN
where hy = v/2sin(km-) for all k € N. The eigenvectors (hk) ey define a complete orthornormal

system of L?. Note that A generates an analytic Cy-semigroup (etA)tZO on L?.
We let B: W12 x W2 — L denote the bilinear operator defined by

(2.7) B[:El,l‘Q] =x1Vre + xoVr1, Vri,29 € W1’2,

and we set B(z) = B[z, ] for z € W12, Note that an integration by parts yields the identity
(B(z),z)2 =0 for all z € Wh2,
We fix a positive trace class self-adjoint linear operator @ € £1(L?) and we let (ej)reny be a

complete orthonormal system of eigenvectors of ) corresponding to the eigenvalues (gx)ren. The
bounded linear operators Q € £1(L?) and v/Q € L2(L?) are given by

Q=Y qrlzex)reer, VQr = (e, ex)pzer, VL’
keN keN
We fix a filtered probability space (€2, F,P, (F¢)e[o,7]), Which is assumed to be large enough
to allow for the existence of a (F;);c(o,r)-Brownian motion W®:[0,T] x Q — L? with covariance
operator (): this means that there exists a sequence of independent standard (.}})te[o,T]—Brownian

motions (W*)),cy such that

(2.8) Wet)=>" JaaW® (t)er, Vte[0,T].
keN
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For every p € [4,00) and every Fo-measurable Xy € LP(£2, L?) there exists an unique continuous
(up to versions) (F¢)se(o,r)-adapted process X: [0,T] x Q — H such that P(X; € W01’2) =1 for all
te[0,7],

T
B[ sup XI5 + [ IVX@Isdt] < o
t€[0,7) 0
and

(2.9) X(t) = Xo + / t [AX(s) + B(X(s))] ds + WO(t), Vte[0,T).
0

The above follows from [3I, Theorem 1.1 and Remark 3.1] (in the notation of [3I] we take
V=W H = L% p(x) = |ofs, 0 = =20=1f; =2V Q) K =2 by @) there
exists a C' € (0,00) such that p(z) < Cllz||3: ||z, for all z € Wol’2). We refer to the process X
as the solution to the Burgers equation (with initial value X ).

For M € N, set
Hyr = span(hy, ..., hy) C W2 0 W22
and let Py € L£(L?) denote the orthogonal projection onto Hjp;. We define the linear operator
Ay € L(L?, Hyy) and the bilinear operator Bys: L? x L? — Hyy by Ay = Py APy (= APy) and
(2.10) BM[xl,a:Q] = PMB[PMxl, PM.Z'Q], Vai,x9 € L2.

We set By (x) = By[z, ] for all x € L?. It again follows from [31, Remark 3.1 and Theorem 1.1]
(see also (Bl below, or see [36, Theorem 3.1.1]) that for every p € [4,00) and every Fp-measurable
Xo € LP(§, L?) there exists unique (up to versions) stochastic process Xys: [0,T] x Q — Hj; such
that

(2.11) XM(t) = Py Xy+ /Ot [AMXM(S) + BM(XM(S))] ds + PMWQ(t), Vit € [O,T],

(in the notation of [31], we take V = (Hay, || - [lw12), H = (Har, || - [|12), p(z) = ||@]|}4, . = B =2,
0 =1, fi =2V |Qlr,#), K = 2; note that [31, Hypothesis 4] can be verified uniformly in M
using (2.24)) below). Moreover, the solution X can be written using the following mild formulation:

t t
(212)  Xpn(t) = e Py Xo + / e AR (X (s)) ds + / e=)Ap, dW @ (s), Vit e [0,T).
0 0

We refer to the processes X, M € N, as the Galerkin approximations of X.

2.4. Properties of the operators A, B, and P);. For any o € [0, 00) we can define the fractional
powers (—A)*: D((—A)®) C L? — L? of —A, by

D((—A)®) = {g; € L2 3 (wk)* (2, hy) 2 < oo}
keN
and
(2.13) (—A) %z = (k) (x, hg)2he,  Va € D((—A)").
keN
Furthermore, we define (—A)~* € L(((—A)%)*, L?) to be the adjoint of A%. Parseval’s identity
implies that
(2.14) I(=A)*2l| 2 < [[(—=4) ]| 2

for all o, 8 € (—00,00) satisfying o < B and all 2 € D((—A)V0).
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Proposition 2.1. The fractional domains of —A satisfy

W22, e (0,1)
2.15 D((—A)) = ' ran
( ) (( ) ) {Wo2a,2; = (%’1)
with equivalence in norms.
Proof. Tt follows from [41l, Theorem 16.12| that

20 1
(2.16) D((—Ag)a) _ 2a, o€ ((1)7 4)7

Hp,D; aE (Z,l).

with equivalence in norms, where H22°‘ is the Lebesgue-Sobolev space defined in [41] Sections 1.11.3-
4], and HQQ% = {f € H2*: f(0) = f(1) = 0}, see 41, p. 560]. Next, note that the definition of
the spaces Hy (s € [0,00), p € [1,00)) in 41, Section 1.11.3-4] coincides with the definition of
these spaces in [39], see [39] Theorem 2.3.3(a) and Definition 4.2.1|. Finally, [39, Theorem 4.6.1]
ensures H3 = B3, for s € (0,00) \ N, and from [39, 4.4.1/Remark 2| we obtain that B, , = WP

for s € (0,00) \ N (note also that HY = W*?2 for k € N, see [41], p.41]). O

In view of Proposition 2] above, owing to the Sobolev inequalities (2.3)), and to the inequal-
ity (214), for all 6 € (0,00), one has D((—A)%"'é) C L™ and there exists Cs € (0,00) such that
(2.17) lellz= < Coll(=A) T a] 2, V@ € D(=A)*).

By a duality argument, one obtains the inequality
(2.18) I(=A) Gyl e < Collyllp, vy € L.

The following result summarizes some well-known properties of the fractional powers of A, and
of the semigroup (etA) >0 See e.g. [35) Chapter 2.6]. In our setting the proof is elementary.
Lemma 2.2. For all a € (0,00), B € [0,1], t € (0,00), and x € L? one has

(1) [[(=A)*e || p < e*UBE@O"D ||| 15,

(2) [(=A) P (e = Dzl < 7] 2.

Proof. Those inequalities are immediate consequences of the fact that A is diagonizable with o(A4) C
(—00,0) ( one has Ahy = —(wk)%hy, for all k € N, see ([Z6])), and of the elementary inequalities

sup A% M < eellogl@)=Di—a and  sup A P(1 —e M) <t O
Ae(0,00) A€(0,00)

Let us now provide a useful product inequality.

Lemma 2.3. For all v € (0,3), there exists C € (0,00) such that for all z1 € D((—A)%HV) and
all xo € D((—A)*) one has

I(=A) (z122)ll22 < Cy (=AY Ta]| 2 || (= A) Dz | 2.

Note that below Lemma is used for arbitrarily small ~.

Proof. Let p,q € (1,00) be such that 1/p+1/¢ = 1. Let 21 € D((—A)%HV) and all 5 € D((—A)Y).
Owing to [0, Inequality (12)], one obtains

I(=4)" (z122) |2 < Cypgll(=A) 21| 20 | (= A)* 22| 20
7



for some C, , , € (0,00) which does not depend on x1,z5. Let us choose ¢ = ﬁ € (1,00) and

observe that i - 4—1q = 2v. Therefore applying the inequality (2.I7), the Sobolev inequality (2.2])
and the equivalence of norms property (2.I0) one obtains the upper bounds

1
I(=A)* 1] 20 < [[(=A)P a1z < O ll(=A) T | 2,
1_1
(= A)" 2] 20 < Coll(=A) 1730 g |2 = Cyl|(—A) 72| 2.
Gathering the upper bounds concludes the proof. ]

Next let us state some properties related to the behavior of the gradient operator V and of the
fractional powers of —A, obtained by interpolation.

Lemma 2.4. For all a € [0, 3] and all x € W2 one has

o SN
(2.19) I(=A4)~*V(=A) 72| 2 < |||z

Proof. For all © € D((—A)%), one has [|[Vz||2 = H(—A)%xHLz. Therefore one has the property
Ve E(D((—A)%), L?). In addition, by duality one has V € £(L?, (D((—A)%)*)) The result then
follows from complex interpolation theory and the fact that A has bounded imaginary powers (see,
e.g., [32 Theorems 2.6 and 4.17|; it is also used that [L2,(D((—A)%)*]a = ([L2,D((—A)%)]a)*,
see [{]). O

We will also need a similar result for the realization of the operator A in LP: let A,: D(A,) C
LP — LP denote the realization of A in LP; by |41 Theorem 2.19] this is again the generator of an
analytic Cp-semigroup. In particular, following [41l Section 2.7.7| we can define fractional powers
(—A,)%: D((—A,)*) — LP for all a € (0,00) (see also [35, Chapter 2|). We shall need the following:

Lemma 2.5. Let p € (1,00). There exists Cp, € (0,00) such that
(2.20) I(=Ay) " 2Va|pr < Cpllzf|Le, Vo€ WP,

Proof. Note that A, has a bounded H*-calculus by e.g. [30, Theorem 1.1] (take v = 0) or [29]
Section 8.2 and Theorem 10.15]. It thus follows from [4I, Theorem 16.15 and Section 1.11.2] that

D((—Ap)%) = Wol’p, ie., (—Ap)_% € L(LQ,Wol’p). Let ¢ € (1,00) be such that %—l—% =1 By
definition, one has V € ﬁ(Wol’q,Lq), ie., V¥ e L(LP, (Wol’q)*). As V*z = —Vz this completes the
proof. O

As for the operator B, recall that for x1,z9 € VVO1 2 one has

(w, Blay, 2]) 2 = /0 11(0)V (2122)(0) dB = [235]4=5 /0 (V1) (0)(2122)(0) dB

(2.21) = —3(x2, B(x1)) 2.

Note that for By as defined in (2I0)), using ([2Z21]) one has

(2.22) (21, Brlzy, o)) 2 = (21, Py B[Py, Puaa)) 2 = —3(xa, By (21)) 2.
Thus, we deduce that

(2.23) (x,Bp(x))p2 =0, YaeHy.

Finally, on several occasions we shall need the following observation:

(2.24) PyVz=VQuz, xzecW"? MeN,

(2.25) VPyz=QuVz, xcWy? MeN,

where @y € £(L?) is the orthogonal projection onto span{cos(kx-): k € {1,2,..., M}}.
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3. (EXPONENTIAL) MOMENT BOUNDS AND REGULARITY PROPERTIES

Moment bounds for (a Galerkin approximation of) the stochastic Burgers equation have been
established in e.g. [I3] Proposition 2.1] and [31, Lemma 2.2]. Moreover, exponential moment bounds
for (the Galerkin approximation of ) the stochastic Burgers equation have been established in e.g. [11]
Equation (5.5)], [13, Proposition 2.2|. However, to the best of our knowledge the precise bounds
that we needed to obtain the necessary regularity results of the associated Kolmogorov equation are
not yet available in the literature (for example, [31, Lemma 2.2] deals with a different projection of
the noise, [II] and [I3] take deterministic initial values, etc.). We thus provide the required bounds
in Lemmas B.1] and B.3] below.

As the proofs of Lemmas [3.1] and [3.3] are technical but follow from classical arguments, they
are postponed to Appendix [Al

Lemma 3.1. (i) Forallp € [4,00) there exists Cp(T, Q) € (0,00) such that if the initial condition
satisfies E[|| Xo||7.] < oo, then

T
B0 sup B[ swp w0l + | IOV Xar Ol dt] < Cy(T. QUENI Kol
S )

(i1) Assume that there exists a o € (0,00) such that the initial value Xy satisfies the exponential
2 70
moment bound Elexp(vol| Xol|72)] < oo. For all B € (0, 1+270||Q||£(L2)) one has

, T ,
£ X 2 + VX L d
(3.2) o [GXP<50?£T X @7 5/0 VX (s)llg 5)}

< 2e#T Q) (B [exp (10| Xo122)]) 0

Note that if the initial value X is deterministic, i.e., if there exists zg € L? such that P(Xq =

xg) = 1, then for all g € (0, W) one has

T
(33)  sw Elexp(B sup [Xur (0l +5 [ 19Xus(s)[B2 ds)] < 27T exp(Bifanl3z).
MeN 0<t<T 0

We next provide some moment bounds for the L® norm of X}, this is an intermediate step to
obtain Lemma

Lemma 3.2. For all o € (3,1) and p € [3,00), there exists Cpo(T,Q) € (0,00), such that if the

initial value satisfies the conditions Xo € D((—A)®) a.s. and E[||(—A)*Xol[}.] ‘|‘EU|X0H?£;] < 00,
then

(34) s E[ swp  |Xu()(:)P] < Cpa(T, Q)(1+E[I(=A)"Xo|2,] +E[IIXo][73])-
MeN  te€[0,T],2€[0,1]

Finally, the following lemma provides moment bounds for the space-time regularity of Xj,.
Lemma 3.3. Let a € (1,3) and p € [5,00). For all A,y € (0,3) satisfying the condition A +
v < a, there exists Coqyxp(T,Q) € (0,00) such that if the initial value satisfies the conditions
Xo € D((—A)?) a.s. and E[H(—A)O‘X()Hm;] +E[HX0H%] < 00, then one has

(35 s EI(=APXar o1 1)) < Corrn(@. Q) (14 E[I (=) Xol 5] + E[IXol3]).

Remark 3.4. The integrability conditions imposed on the initial value Xq in Lemmas[32 and T3
may not be optimal, e.g., in order to obtain moments of order p for Xyr, assuming that HXOH% €
L3(Q,L?) or | Xo||2 € L(Q, L?) for BA) and B3) respectively is sufficient in the proofs given
in Appendiz [A] but may not be necessary.
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4. REGULARITY PROPERTIES FOR SOLUTIONS OF THE ASSOCIATED KOLMOGOROV EQUATIONS

In order to obtain estimates for the weak error, we need to analyse the regularity properties
of solutions to the Kolmogorov equation associated with the Galerkin approximation Xj,; of the
stochastic Burgers equation, and to obtain bounds which are uniform with respect to M € N.

For any M € N and any x € H)y, the solution of ([2I1)) with initial value X,(0) = z is denoted
by (Xf/[(t))tm. Given a T € (0,00) and a function ¢ € C?(L? R) with bounded first and second

order derivatives, we define the function ups: [0, 7] x Hyr — R by
(4.1) up(t,z) = Elp(X5(8)], YVtel0,T], x € Hy.

By classical results on the Kolmogorov backward equation (see, e.g., [28, Theorem 4.8.6] or [I5]
Theorem 7.5.1] combined with a localization argument (to deal with the fact that both Bjs and
DBy are not bounded) one has uy; € CY2([0,T] x Hy, R). Moreover, the mapping uys is solution
to the partial differential equation
(4.2)

63? (t,x) = % Z quzuM(t,x).(PMej, PMej) + DuM(t,a:)(Ax + BM(a;)), t e [O,T], x € Hyy;

JEN
U(O,.Z') :(,D(.Z'), xEHMy

which is referred to as the Kolmogorov equation associated with the finite dimensional stochastic
evolution equation ([ZII)). Above the first and second derivatives Duys(t,x) and D?up;(t, ) are
considered with respect to the variable x € H);, see the notation introduced in Section 211

The main result of this section is the following result on the first and second order derivatives
Duyy(t,z) and D?upy(t, ).

Theorem 4.1. Let T € (0,00) and assume that p € C*(L* R) has bounded first and second order
derwatives.

(1) Let o € [0,1), and let d,¢ € (0,00) be arbitrarily small auziliary parameters. There exists
Cos.e(T,Q,p) € (0,00) such that for all M € N, all z,h € Hyr, and all t € (0,T] one has

43)  [Dunt(t,2)-(B)] < Cage(T,Q, 0) = eoli2 (1 4 |(=A) 3+ S,) [|(—A)~*hl| 2.

(ii) Let a, 8 € [0,1) be such that « + B < 1, and let 6,e € (0,00) be arbitrarily small auziliary
parameters. There exists Co g5.(T,Q, ) € (0,00) such that for all M € N, all x,g9,h € Hyr, and
all't € (0,T] one has

|D2uns(t,x).(g, h)]
(4.4) < Copse(T, Q) =D Il (1 | (—A)TH02)1S) [[(—A) gl 2] (—A) PR 2.

Let us describe the strategy for the proof of Theorem A1l It is based on several intermediate
results that we shall present below. The first order derivative Duys(t,x).(h) can be expressed as
follows: for all M € N, z,h € Hyy, and t > 0, one has

(4.5) Dun(t, x).(h) = E[Dp(X3;(t)). (0 (1))

where the process t € [0,00) + 0%, (t) € Hyy is the solution to the linear evolution equation
d h h h
— t)=A t 2By | X5y (t t t>

(4.6) dtﬂM( ) M () + 2B [X37(8), ()], €20,
m(0) = h.

This is proven in e.g. [I5, Theorem 7.3.6] for the case that the drift and diffusion coefficients are

bounded and have bounded derivatives; we can reduce to this setting by localization. To simplify

notation, the dependence of 775\‘4(15) with respect to x is not mentioned, and the same applies to the
10



other auxiliary processes introduced below. More generally, for any s > 0, we introduce the process
t € [s,00) >, (t|s) defined on [s,00) by
d z
T (ts) = Anfy (t]s) + 2Ba [XF (8), 0y (1s)], ¢ > s,

iy (sls) = h.
Finally, we define the random linear operators Iy, (¢, s) € L(H)y) for all ¢ > s given by

T (t, s)h =0l (tls), Y t>s>0, Vo, h € Hy.

Observe that one has the identity 7, (¢) = Il (¢, 0)h. The solution to (ZT7) has the mild formulation

(4.7)

t

(48) Wltls) = 2 [ DBy [XE () rls)] dr, V2
S

In view of this mild formulation and the smoothing property of e/t (see Lemma 2.2)), the term

t=||(—=A)~“h||2 on the right-hand side of (L3 is to be expected. However, the mild formulation

above is not sufficient to prove (A3]) and obtain the required properties for the linear operators

IIps(t, s). We thus define

(4.9) i (tls) = nir(tls) — e =4n, ¢ >
Properties of the linear operators I1/(¢, s) are then obtained by writing
(4.10) s (t, s)h = iy (t]s) = e h 4 i (2] ),

and it is thus necessary to understand how 7%, (t|s) depends on h. It is straightforward to check
that ¢ € [s,00) — 7%, (t|s) € Hyy is solution to the evolution equation

d_
(4.11) dt'”
i (s]s) = 0.

The variation of constants formula implies the following expression for 7k, (t|s):

hi(t]s) = Al (t]s) + 2Bar [X5(0), iy (t)s)] + 2Bar [ X5, (1), e =94R], ¢ > s,

t
(4.12) i (t)s) = 2 / Moy (t,7)Bar [ X5, (r), e 4R] dr, Vit > s.

Let us now explain the strategy for the analysis of the second order derivative D?uy(t,x).(g, h),
which can be expressed as follows: for all M € N, x,g9,h € Hys, and t > 0, one has

(4.13) D?upy(t,x).(g,h) = E[D*0(X7,(£)).(n%; (1), nis (£))] + E[Dep(X7, (£)-(C55" ()]
where the processes (77?\/[(15))00 and (nﬁ\‘/[(t))po are solutions of (A0 with initial values g and h
respectively, and the process t > 0 — C]*({/’[h(t) € Hj; is solution to the evolution equation

(4.14) % 5 (1) = AGH (1) + 2B [X3(1), 67" ()] + 2Bas [0 (8). ms ()] £ = 0,

h
1 (0)=0.

The linear operators I1y/(t,s) play also a fundamental role for the analysis of the second order
derivative. Indeed, applying again the variation of constants formula yields the following expression

of CJ“\]/’[h(t):

(4.15) ah(t) = 2/0 o (t, s)Bar [nf,(s). nlg(s)] ds, ¥ ¢>s.

In view of the expressions ([{.I2) and (4.I5) for the first and second order derivatives, we conclude
that it is necessary to derive bounds on the operators Il (¢,s) for 0 < s < ¢t < T. Indeed,
11



we state and prove three auxiliary results below; these upper bounds reveal the importance of the
(exponential) moment bounds and regularity properties for the solution X7,(¢) obtained in Section Bl

First, Lemma gives an upper bound for ||IIxs(¢, s)h| 2 depending on [[(—A)"%h|z2 in the
range a € [0, %) The techniques of the proof are based on classical energy inequalities. To go
further and obtain estimates in the range o € [%, 1), see Lemma [£3] it is necessary to use the
expression (I2)) for 7%,(t|s). Finally, Lemma [l gives upper bounds for ||(—A) Il (2, s)h ;> with
v € [0, 1) depending on [|(—A)~®h| ;2 with o € [0,1), using the mild formulation of 1%, (t|s). Note
that all the upper bounds are given in the almost sure sense. The three auxiliary results are then
combined with the (exponential) moment bounds and regularity results from Section 3] to obtain
Corollary below, and finally this corollary is used to prove Theorem 11

Lemma 4.2. Let a € [0,3) and € € (0,00). There exists Co (T € (0,00) such that for all M € N,
allx € Hyr, all h € Hpp \ {0} and all 0 < s <t < T, one has

(2, s)h Coe(T) . x

[T ( a_i) 22 < Ca, ( 3 S IVXE (3 dr( sup || X%, (r)|| e + 1)'

[(=A)=*hll2 — (t—s) réls.)

Proof. Owing to the identity (4I0) and to the smoothing property stated in Lemma 232] it is
sufficient to deal with 7%, (¢|s) defined by E3).

Note that ﬁﬁ/[(t\s) € Hjs. Using standard energy equality techniques applied to the evolution
equation (4I]]) and integrating in time, one obtains

173 (¢]) 1122 +2/ (=) (rls), iy (r]s)) dr

(4.16)

=4 [ ({019 BIXE () Ty 1) 2+ G (1), BIXE (), 4R 12)

By integration by parts, one has ((—A)ih, (r[s), 7k (r|s)) = | Viih,(r[s)||2,. Note also that owing
to (Z2I) one has (z1, Blzo, 1)) 2 = —3(22, B(z1)) 12 = §(Vxe,a?) 12 for 1,20 € Hyy C Wol’z.

On the one hand, applying the identity above, the Holder inequality, and the Gagliardo-Nirenberg
inequality (Z5) (with p = 4) and the Poincaré¢ inequality (1)) (which is applicable as 7%, (r|s)
takes values in Hyy C Wol’z), one obtains the following upper bounds: there exists C' € (0, 00)
(independent of x, h, T', r, s, and M) such that

|y (rls), BIX3y (), s (rls)]) 2| < 5[V XE(r), ik (r]5)%) 2] < SV XE () 22 s () 124
< CIVXR () 21V ()| 7 s ()17

Given an auxiliary parameter € € (0,00), applying twice the Young inequality, one then obtains the
upper bound

| (i (rls), BIXE, (), g (rls)) 22| < §IV iR (rls)]72 + %(C\|VXf4(T)||L2||77}1\L4(7“|8)||%2)%

- . 4\ | ~
< IV 1) + (SIVX5 e + % )l (r]s)]3-.

On the other hand, integrating by parts and applying the Cauchy-Schwarz and Young inequalities
yields

| (ke (rls), BIXE, (r), "= 4R]) 2| =|(Villy (r]s), X5y (r)e" A R) 12
<3V (rl8) 172 + 1X5, ()17 e 4RI [Z .

Therefore, one has for all £ > s

t
~ T 4 ~ T r—s
I ts)12 < [ (VX5 B2 + 1) e r15) B + X () e h )

12



Recall that 7%,(s|s) = 0. Appyling Gronwall’s lemma and the smoothing property Lemma 22(1),
for all a € [0, 3), there exists Cj, € (0,00) such that for all s <t < T one has

t t
I 15) e < 4 [ exp (e [ IV 02) e dra 4 45— r) ) 1X ) e el
T1

S

t T
< Coexp ( / IVXF () dr + 4G (6~ 5)) sup [ X5()][3 / (r — )72 dr|(—A) |3

re(s,t]

(4.17)

t
—2« 4 x T —«
< CuT' 2 exp(4G Ty exp [ | VXF (] dr) sup X5 ()]~ [(-4) B,

rels,t]

Recalling from (@I0) that (¢, s)h = 0k, (t[s) = 7, (t]s) + e?=94h for all t > s, and applying
Lemma 22)(1) then yields the inequality (Z.I6]), which concludes the proof of Lemma O

Next, one needs to extend the range of admissible values from o € [0,3) to o € [0,1). The
limitation to « € [0, %) in Lemma is due to using energy inequalities techniques. It is overcome
below using the mild formulation (£I12) instead. An additional auxiliary positive parameter denoted
d € (0,00) is required; this parameter may be chosen arbitrarily small, however, the implied constant

Ca.5.¢(T) may blow up as 0 tends to 0.

Lemma 4.3. Let o € [0,1), and d,e € (0,00). There exists Co5.(T) € (0,00) such that for all
M eN, x € Hy, allh € Hy \ {0} and 0 < s <t <T one has

Tar (& )Pllez o Capie(T) eftivxs, oz, dr (

(4.18) A Al = (s

1 x
sup (= A) X5 ()2 +1).
re(s,t]

Proof. In view of Lemma (and of the Sobolev inequality (2.17)), we only need to consider the
case o € [%, 1). Without loss of generality in this proof assume that 6 € (0,1 — «). Let also M € N,
T € (0,00) and x,h € Hp be fixed.

Using the expression ([@I2) of 7%, (t|s) and applying Lemma (with o = 3 — g), there exists
Cs5.(T) € (0,00) such that for all ¢ € [s,T] one has

t
173 (t]8)l] 2 < 2/ ITTas (¢, 7) Bar (X7 (r), =94 R) | 2 dr

t x
< Gy (D) IO sup, 130 = + 1)
re|s,t

t
(4.19) y / (t— 1) 33 (= A) 3+ BIXT, (), =9 AR)| 2 d

Since @ > % and § < 1 — «, one has § < %; therefore Lemmas 4] (with o = 1 — g) and (with
v = g) imply that there exists Cs € (0,00) such that for all » € [s, ] one has
|(=A)72 4 BIXR (). e h]l| e = [[(—=4) 7271V (X ()T h) |
g €T r—s
< (=A)5 (X5 (r)e ) || 2
< Col[(—A) TN (1) 2 [|(— A) €T 2.

Plugging this upper bound into ({I9), and applying the smoothing property from Lemma [2.2/(1)
and the Sobolev inequality (2I7), one deduces that there exists Cy 5.(T) € (0,00) such that for all
13



t € [s,T] one has

~ € ¢ 2 T - xT
177 (t15)]] 2 < Cons,e(T)e IV XRON L dr( mp (= A) T X, (7)) 22 + 1)
rels,

t
y / (t— 1) 345 — $) = [|(—A) ][ .

Owing to the condition d + o < 1 imposed at the beginning of the proof on the parameter 9, the
change of variable r = s + (t — s)@ in the integral above implies that there exists Cy 5(T") € (0, 00)
such that

t
/(t—r) 144 (p _ ) 0=a g = (1 — 5)b- %o /9 @40) (1 — g)=3+5dh < O 5(T)(t — 5)°°,

where the last upper bound uses the inequality (¢ — s)%_% < T3~ which is deduced from the
condition § <1 —a < %

Recalling that from @I0) one has Ty (t,s)h = 7, (t|s) + e®==)4h for all t > s, and applying
Lemma 22](1), this yields the inequality (£I8]), which concludes the proof of Lemma O

It remains to state and prove the last auxiliary result on the linear operators Ilys(t, s).

Lemma 4.4. Let a € [0,1), v € [0,3), and é,¢ € (0,00). There exists Cyr5(T) € (0,00) such
that for all M € N, x € Hyy, hEHM\{O}, and 0 < s <t <T, one has

—A)II t,S hl|7z2 Ca’ 0,6 T et z 2 dr 1 T
a20) Ml < Conbe QIO (s AV X s +1),

Proof. Let M € N, T € (0,00) and x,h € Hjs be fixed.

Recall that IIy (¢, s)h = 1%, (t|s), and that the mild formulation for the solution 0%, (t|s) to (&)
is given by (ZL.8).

Therefore, applying Lemma 22)(1) (with o = % + ) and Lemma [24] then Lemma [£3] and the
Sobolev inequality (2.I7)), one deduces that there exists Coqry, Cy5e(1), Cans.e(T) € (0,00) such
that for all ¢t > s one has

t
Ly ! .
(=AY 0 (t]s) ] r2 < [[(—A) e 4n]| 2 + C’y,é,e(T)/ (t = 7)Y X, ()| oo (7]9) | 2

< Copy(t = 8) 7O (—A) 7R 2
¢
+ Conyo.e(T) / (t — T)_(%Jr“’) (r—s)"%dr

o SIVXE 2, dr(sup H(_A)i+5Xf4(r)H§2+1)|1(—A)—ah|yL2.

re(s,t]

Owing to the conditions % +v < 1 and a < 1, performing the change of variable r = s+ (¢ — s)6 in
the integral above, one has

t 1
/ (t— r)_(%JW)(r —s) %dr < T%(t - 3)—0—7/ (1— 9)—(%+v)9—0¢ do.
s 0
One thus obtains the inequality (£20), which concludes the proof of Lemma (141 O

We are now in a position to state and prove moment bounds for n%;(t) and ¢ ngi,h(t) in Corollary
below , using the properties of the linear operators II/(¢, s) obtained above. Corollary is the
final ingredient needed for the proof of Theorem [4.1]
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Corollary 4.5. (1) Let a € [0,1), v € [0,1), d,¢ € (0,00); then there exists Cp o 5T, Q) €
(0,00) such that for all M € N, x,h € Hys, and t € [0,T], one has

l €llx = —
(4.21) (E[[(=A) "l @)F2])F < Cpanse(T, Q@D (141 /(—4) 349215, (= A) Rl 2,

where we recall that t — 0l (t) is the solution to ({AG).
(2) Let o, € [0,1) be such that a+ 3 < 1, and let 6, € € (0,00). There exists Cp o g.s5.eu(T, Q) €
(0,00) such that for all M € N, z g,h € Hy, t €10,T], one has

h 1
B[l ®I7:])
< Cpasae T Qe iz (14 (=) T2 12) | (~4) gl 21 (~A) | e,
where we recall that t — CM (t) is the solution to (EI4).

Proof. Proof of Ml Let us first prove the inequality [2I). Recall that 0% (t) = Tl (¢, 0)h.
Therefore, the inequality ([£20) from Lemma 4] (applied with € replaced by €/2) and the Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality imply, given e € (0,00), the existence of Cy ~5(T) € (0,00) such that for all
M eN, z,h € Hy, t €[0,T].

(EI=A)"n5(D)72])

(4.22)

b Bl

t . 1
< Co g (DO ||(=A) R 2 (B [P oIV XE Oz 07 ) 2

C(B[L+ sup -4 (0)1%] )

s€[0,T

NI,

)

The exponential moment bounds (B3) from Lemma B0 (applied with A = 1 + & and v =

imply that for all € € (0, WM) there exists Ce (T, Q) € (0,00) such that

1
sup <E[62pfouvx Fr()l72 dr])% < C. (T, Q)e I
MeN ’

The regularity result given by inequality (3.5 from Lemma B3limplies that there exists Cs,, (T, Q) €
(0, 00) such that

1
1,9 b 1
sup (B[ sup [[(=A)T+EX5,(5)1%]) 7 < Cop(T, Q)1 + (= A) F*2] S + Jl2]15).
MeN s€[0,T]

€ 2
Since ||x||i82 < C’Ee§”x”L2, combining the upper bounds above then yields the inequality (Z.21]).
Proof of 2l Let us now prove the inequality ([22)). Recall the expression of CJ‘\’/’[h(t) given

by (E.I5).

Let X € (0 Viia+ B — %), %) denote an auxiliary parameter. Applying the inequality (£LI8) in
Lemma I3 (with o = 2 4+ X) implies that there exists C 5(T") € (0,00) such that, for all M € N,
x,h € Hyr, and t € [0, 7], one has

et 2 dr 1.6
I8 ()l = CaseTye TN (sup [~ A) 23 ()2 +1)

rel0,t]

t
(4.23) [ = o) ) By ),y ()52 .
0
Applying the inequality (2I8]), one obtains the upper bound
(3
1(=A) " Bys [ (), mlyy (N2 < (= A)~FN B (), 1l ()] .2

< CAll(—A) 2 B, ()0 ()]l 1
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Set g = H% and observe that by definition of A we have ¢ > 1. Applying the inequality (2.20)
from Lemma and Hoélder’s inequality implies that there exists C; € (0,00) such that one has
the upper bounds

1(=A) "2 Bl () ny (2 < I1(=A) 72 Bl (), s ()] o
< Cyllnf ()it (5)ll 2
< Cyllnfy ()l 2allnhs ()]l 20

From the Sobolev inequality ([22)) and Proposition 2] one then obtains the upper bound

(= A) 2 Bl (), iy (N2 < Coll(—A) T30, ()| 2l (= A) T~ 3y ()] -

Applying the inequality (£20) from Lemma 4] with v = % - ﬁ = % - %, one deduces that there

exists Co g r56(T) € (0,00) such that for all M € N, all z,g,h € Hy, and all s € [0,7]
1(=4)" 2B, (). 1 ()l 11 < Capnge(T)s™ TN 2l VKR Ol 2 dr

149 _ _
x (sup (= AVFEXE ()G + 1) (A Al (~A) g2
rel0,s]
Plugging the above inequality in (£23]) and recalling that A is an auxiliary parameter chosen such
that o + 8+ 1 — X < 1, one thus obtains that there exists a Cy g45(T) € (0,00) such that

t z (r r 1,90 o 2
IG5 ()22 < o (D) TITXUONEE (sup /(—A) T3 X5 ()2 +1)
rel0,t]

t
X/(t—s)_(z“)s_(“w*i_” ds||(=A) k| p2ll(~=A) gl 2
0

< Gl ) BV ON (up )(— )38 X5, ()15 +1)
re(s,t]

< I(=A) "Rl L2l (~4) P gl 2.

In order to obtain the inequality ([{22l), it thus remains to proceed as in the proof of the inequal-
ity (A210), using Holder’s inequality, the exponential moment bounds (B3] from Lemma Bl and the
regularity properties from Lemma The details are omitted. This concludes the proof of the
inequality (2I).

The proof of Corollary is thus completed. O

Proof of Theorem[4.1] Recall that the mapping ¢ : L? — R is assumed to be twice continu-
ously differentiable with bounded first and second order derivatives. Moreover, the expressions

of Dup(t,z).(h) and D?up(t,).(g, h) are given by (X)) and ([@I3) respectively.
To prove the inequality ([43]), it suffices to note that owing to (LX) one has

|[Dunr(t, 2).(B)| < C(0)ElInj ()]l 2]

and to apply the inequality ([@21]) from Corollary
To prove the inequality ([@4]), observe that owing to (LI3]) one has

[D2urr(t,2). 9, )] < Co) (Bl 013:1) * (ELIr (1)]3:1)* + B 0121

Applying the inequalities ([{.2I]) and (£.22]) from Corollary then yields the inequality (4.
The proof of Theorem [4.1]is thus completed. O
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Remark 4.6. The degrees 1, 2 and 3 of polynomial dependence with respect to X3y, in the in-

equalities ([@LI8) from Lemma @I8) from Lemma[{-3 and @20) from Lemma[7.3) may not be
optimal. Similarly, the degrees 6 and 16 for the dependence with respect to H(—A)%”SxHLz appearing

in Corollary [{-0] and finally in Theorem [{_1] may also not be optimal. See also Remark[33)}

5. WEAK ERROR ESTIMATES FOR THE SPECTRAL GALERKIN APPROXIMATION

This section is devoted to the rigorous statement of the main result of this article: we provide
weak error estimates for the spectral Galerkin approximation.

Theorem 5.1. Assume that there exists v9 € (0,00) such that E[exp(%HXOH%Q)] < o0, and that
there exist p € (32,00) and d € (0,00) such that E[||(—A)i+50X0||I£2] < 00.

Let X be the solution to the Burgers equation ([29)), and let Xy, N € N, be the associated
Galerkin approzimations (ZII)). Let p € C?(L? R) have bounded first and second derivatives. For
all a € (0,1 A (3 +89)) there exists Co g 50,p(T, Q. ) € (0,00) such that for all N € N one has

[Elp(X(T))] ~ Elp(Xx(T)]
< Carnpin(T> @ 9)N 22 (1+ Efexp (r0l| Xol2:)])* (1+ B[l - )+ X 17,])

Remark 5.2. Before providing the proof of Theorem [51, let us compare the weak error estimates
with strong error bounds obtained previously in the literature. We recall from [22], Equation (107)]
that for all p € [8,00), all r,q € (0,00) such that % +% = % and all o € (%,oo), there exists
Caropg(T,Q) € (0,00) such that

(5.1)

3=

sup (M" sup (E[||X(t) — Xu(8)]72])

1
) < Capopa(T, Q) (Elexp(rol| Xol[72)]) *
MeN te[0,T]

X <1/\liminf sup (E[H(—A)‘%XM(t)|y§2])”>.

M=o te(0,1)
In view of Lemmal3.3 this implies that under the assumptions of Theorem [21l one has for all r,q €
(0,00) satisfying %—l—% =L and all o € (0,1 (3 +280)) that there exists a Cq g 50.p,q(T Q) € (0,00)

T

such that for all N € N one has

1 —a
(5.2) Sap (EIX () = Xn(@)I72]) " < Canosopa(T>Q, Xo)N ™,

where

Ca770,507p7q(T, Q, Xo)
. 1
< CaostoalT: @) (Elexp(rol Xol22)]) 7 (1+E[Il(=4) T X017, +E[IIXo][$3]) < oc.

Note that Elexp(yo|| Xo||22)] < oo implies IE[||X0||:ZI;] < 00.
Observe that when 69 > %, one may take arbitrary o € (0,1), meaning that the weak order 2« is

BN

twice the strong order a.. For &y € [0, %) the weak rate we obtain is more than twice the strong rate
obtained in [22]. However, we have no indication that the (weak or strong) rates obtained in the
regime where oy € (0, %) are optimal. In particular, [9, Corollary 7.5| proves that a weak rate 2 is
optimal for Galerkin approzimations of certain linear parabolic equations. Moverover, results in [34]
imply that a strong rate 1 is optimal for Galerkin approximations of certain semilinear parabolic
equations. We do not know of any lower bounds for approximations of the Burgers’ equation (weak
or strong), let alone that it is known whether they depend on the reqularity of the initial value.
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In order to prove Theorem 5.1l two additional auxiliary lemmas are required. First, Lemma [(.3]
gives a property on the solutions up; of the Kolmogorov equation, in order to extend the defini-
tion (LI)) of upr(t, z) for deterministic x € Hjps to random initial values z = X/(0). The result is
classical but requires some care to deal with the nonlinearity in a rigorous way. A proof is provided

in Appendix
Lemma 5.3. Assume that there exists p € [4,00) such that E[|| Xol|}.] < oo. Let M € N and let
w: L? = R be twice continuously differentiable with bounded first and second derivatives, and let

ups be defined by ([@J)). Then one has
(53) une(t, Xas(0)) = Elp(Xar (1) X0 (0)] .5
for allt € [0,T], M € N.
Second, given parameters 0, € € (0,00) and g € [1,00), set
(5.4) Useq(@) = exp(elalfz) (1+ (-4 Tallf.), Vo e D(-4)T™).
Lemma 5.4. Assume that there exists vo € (0,00) such that E[exp (10| Xol|72)] < oo, and that there
exist p € (32,00) and §y € (0,00) such that E[H(—A)%MOXOH%] < 0.
Then for allq € [1, g), 5 €[0,00) ande € (0, (1 2q)¢), there exists C.y, 5.50,e,p,4(T> Q) €

( ) _? 1+270||Q||£(L2)
0,00) such that

f/[u% E| sup \I’(S,E,q(XM(t))]
(5.5) € t€[0,T

2q

2 1 3
< CpinenaT>Q) (1+ Elexp (0l Xol2)])* (1+ B[l - )Xo 1,])
Proof. Recall that [|(—A)%z| 2 < [|[(=A)5z| 2 for all z € D((—A)?) and all a < 3 (see (ZI4)).

Thus, without loss of generality, we can assume J§y < %. Applying Holder’s inequality, one has for

all M € N

1-24

P

E[ sup \P57E,q(XM(t))] < (E[ sup exp(%\\XM(t)HQLQ)})
te[0,T] te[0,T]

x (E[ sup (1+ ||(—A)%+5XM(t)\|§2)%]> "
te[0,7

Applying the exponential moment bounds ([3.2) from Lemma Bl (with § = pf 5 q) and the inequal-

ity @.0) from Lemma 3.3 (with A = i +9,7€(0,00—96), a = % + dp) one obtains that there exists
Cep.as 06,604; € (0,00) such that

pE
ELS[%I;} eXp(pf—quHXM(t)H;)} < Cepy(T,Q) (E[QXP('VOHXOH%z)]) (P=29)70
€0,

E| sup (1+ I(= AV Xar(8)]9:) %] < Cogon(T, Q) (1+ E[I(=A) 1 Xo[12.] +E[I1Xo]173] ).
te|0,

Note that € < g, therefore one has
(Efexp(10]1X0]72)]) %0 < 1+ Efexp(10llXo[2)]-
Moreover, there exists C, , € (0,00) such that
L+ E[I[(=4) 7 Xo|l7.] + E[|Xol 7] < (1 +E[I(~4) 50 Xo]17.]) (1 +E[I1Xo]172])

< Coop(1+E[[[(-A) T Xo|[7.]) (1 + Efexp (101 Xol32)])-
18



Combining the upper bounds then yields the inequality (B3] and concludes the proof of Lemma [5.4]
]

Finally, in the proof of Theorem [B.1] below, the following inequality is employed to obtain con-
vergence rates of error terms with respect to N: for all N, M € N, if M > N, one has
(5.6) I(=A)"(Py = Pu)a| 2 < (xN) "> |z]| 2, V@€ L?
for all N, M € N satisfying M > N, see (2.13]).

We are now in a position to prove Theorem 5.1l In the sequel, the objective is to obtain a rate
of convergence with respect to N € N, and an auxiliary integer M € N is introduced for technical
reasons. The condition M > N is imposed below.

Proof of Theorem [51l Without loss of generality we can assume that a > % and &g < %. Since

a<lA (% + dp), we can choose an auxiliary parameter § € (0, dp) satisfying a < % +0d€(0,1). Set
B =1 — 6 and observe that 8 € [0,1 — ).
Note that for all ¢ € [1,00) and € > 0 there exists C, 4 € (0,00) such that

(5.7) E[[| Xol|7>] < CeqBlexp(e]| Xol72)]-
For all N € N, define

en = E[p(Xn(T))] - Elp(X(T))],
and for all M > N set

enm = Elp(Xn(T))] — E[p(Xn (T))].

It follows from the strong convergence result (2] that for all N € N one has
(6.8 ex = Elp(Xn(T))] - Elp(X(T))] = lim (Elp(Xx(T))] - Elp(Xn(D)]) = lim eny.

It thus suffices to prove upper bounds for |ex ps| which are independent of the auxiliary parameter
M under the condition M > N, to obtain upper bounds for |ex|.
Recall that the mapping wups is defined by Equation Il Applying the identity (B3] from
Lemma and the tower property of conditional expectation, one obtains
(5.9) en,m = Efuns (0, Xn(T))] = Eluns (T, X0 (0))] = eyar + e
where for all M > N the auxiliary error terms are defined by
en v = Elunr (0, Xn (T))] = Efuns (T, Xx(0))),
e = Elun (T, Xn(0))] = Eluas (T, Xar(0))] = Eluns (T, Py Xo)] — E[uas (T, Par Xo)].
We deal with the error terms ejl\, o and e?v A separately.

Treatment of E}V’M. The mapping uys defined by (1)) is of class C12([0, T x Hys, R). Therefore,
applying the It6 formula to the stochastic process [0,7] 3 t +— ups (T —t, Xn(t)), using the evolution
equation (ZII) for Xy and the definition (23] of the Wiener process W&, one obtains, for all
M > N:

e = Elun (0, Xn(T))] — up (T, Xn(0))]

_ /TE[agtM (T —t, Xn(t))] dt
0

+ /OTE[DUM(T — 1, Xn(1)-(AXn (1) + By (Xn(2)))] dt

T
+%/ > GE[Dun (T — t, X (1)).(Prej, Pre;)) dt,
0 jeN
19



Next, recall that the mapping u,s is solution to the Kolmogorov equation (£.2). Therefore, e}v’ M
is decomposed as

1,1 1,2
(5.10) N = Enar T EN

where for all M > N the error terms € J\} o and € J\} o are defined by

e}le OTE[DUM(T —t, Xn(t).(Bn(Xn (1) — Bu(Xn(1)))] dt,

2y = / S GE[D*un(T — 1, X (0)-((Py — Par)es. (Py + Par)e;)] dt.
JeN

e Treatment of e}\}lM.

Recall that it is assumed that M > N, thus Xy(t) € Hy C H)y, and thus for all ¢ € [0,7] one
has

BN(Xn(t) — Bu(Xn(t) = (Pn — Pu) B(Xn (1))

Recall that = 7 — 0 € [0,1 — «). Applying the inequality (5.6) and the inequality (Z.3))
from Theorem [H.1] regardlng the first order derivative Dup(t,-), for all €, € (0,00), there exists
Cos5:(T,Q,¢) € (0,00) such that for all M > N and for all ¢t € (0,7") one has

|E[Dupr(T = t, Xn(t).(Bn(Xn(t) — Bur(Xn(1)))]]
< Cape(T,Q,0)(T — )" AR5 6 (Xn ()| (—A) " (Py — Par) B(Xn (1)l 2]
< 2C05(T, Q, ) N 2T — 1)~ AR,  6(Xn (1) | B(Xn (1))l 2]
where Ws . 6(Xn(t)) is defined by ([&4).

Recall from (Z4]) that the Sobolev space W12 is an algebra. This observation combined with the
Poincaré inequality (2.1)) and with Lemma 2.4] yields

(5:11)  [BXN®) 22 < XN 2lwre < IXn (@)1 < 3IVEN@IF2 = 31(=A)2 Xn @3,

where the standard definition ||-[|3,1.2 = [|[|72+[|V+ |72 is considered. Notice that in Section Blthere
are no moment bounds for ||(—A) 2 X ~N(t)||r2, whereas the inequality (B3] from Lemma B3] provides

moment bounds for H(—A)%_%XN(t)HLz, for positive ¢, uniformly with respect to ¢t € [0,7]. Those
moment bounds can be exploited by applying the inverse inequality on Hy: for all g € (0, %) and
N € N one has

(5.12) I(=A)2all> < (*N)?|I(=A)=Pallz, Vo€ Hy.
Combining the upper bounds above, recalling that % - p = % + 6, one thus obtains the upper
bounds

3(mN)?8
2

wN)28

%E [Us.es(Xn(t))].

Therefore for all M > N there exists a Co 5¢(T, Q, ) € (0,00) such that for all M > N one has

B[s.c6(Xn () IIBXN(1)l2] < E[Wsc6(Xn(0)II(=4)2 P Xn()[32]

IN

T
(5.13) lentul < Ca,a,e(TaQ,CP)N_za/ (T =)~ dt sup E[Wss(Xn(t))].
0 te[0,T
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Let e =L gjq o ||75||£(L2> with ¢ = 8. Applying the inequality (5.5 from Lemma [5:4] one obtains
the following inequality: for all M > N there exists a Cq ~,,5,6,,p(1: @, ¢) € (0,00) such that
(5.14)

16

5l < Compaos (T2 QAN 2 (14 Efexp(r0]Xol22)])? (1 + (E[I(-A)F P X0[1.])) 7.

e Treatment of ejl\}?M.

Owing to the inequality (4] from Theorem Bl regarding the second order derivative D?u (¢, -)
(applied with 8 = 0), for all €,6 € (0,00) there exists a Cy5.(T,Q,¢) € (0,00) such that for all
t € (0,7) and all M > N one has

|E[D?up (T —t, Xn(8).((Py — Par)ej, (Py + Par)e;)]|
< Cas (T, Q, ) (T = 1) “E[Wsc16(Xn(O)II(=A) " (Px — Par)ejllr2||(Px + Par)e;l 2
< 2Ca,5,e(T7 Q7 (:0) (T - t)_aE[\Ijé,e,lﬁ(XN(t))]N_2a7
using the inequality (5.6) in the last step, and where U 16(Xn(t)) is defined by (G.4]).

Recall that .. ¢q; = Tr(Q) < oo. There thus exists Co (T, Q,¢) € (0,00) such that for all
M > N one has

T
(515) ‘6}\}?]\/[‘ < Ca,5,€(T7 Q7 QD)N_2OC / (T - t)_(OH_B) dt sup E [\IJJ,E,IG(XN(t))] :
0 t€[0,7)
Let e = £ 55 15 e IVC%HL(Lz) with ¢ = 16. Applying the inequality (5.5) from Lemma [5.4] one obtains

that there exists a Cq ,,6.50.p(1T> @, ¢) € (0,00) such that for all M > N one has
(5.16)
32

lenatl < Canorddon(T> @ @)N T (14 E [exp(70]| Xol22)])* (1 + (E[”(_A)%MOXOH%D) .

Treatment of e?\ﬂ M
For all M > N, one has

|k al = [E[urr (T, Py Xo) — uni (T, ParXo))|
1
= ‘E[/ Duns(T, (P Xo + 7(Px = Par) Xo)).(Py Xo = Par Xo) dr|.
0
Since Py and Py are the orthogonal projections on the eigenspaces Hy and Hjys of A, one has

(5.17) I(=A) 1400 (Pyy Xo + r(Px — Par)Xo) |2 < (= A) 150 X2, ¥ €[0,1].

Owing to this and to the inequality (£3)) from Theorem F1] (with € = ~/3) regarding the first order
derivative Dups(t,-), there exists Co ~.5, (T, Q, ) € (0,00) such that for all M > N one has

1 —a
|11l < Conro o (T, @, 0)E [ exp (B Xo172) (1 + [[(=A) 7% Xo|[§2) [|(—A) = (Py — Par) Xo|| 2]
% 1
< Caro0(T, Q) N2 Elexp (%[ Xo172) (1 + [1(—A) % Xo[52) | Xol| 2]

Therefore applying (5.7) and Holder’s inequality, one obtains that there exists a Cq 50,5, (T, @, ¢) €
(0,1) such that for all M > N one has

_2q 2 1 1
(5-18) [} a1l < Canor0 (T, Q, )N 2% (Elexp (70l Xol[72)]) * (1 + (E[I(—A) 1T X 13)?).
Conclusion.

Combining (B.8), (59), (£10), (E14), (EI6) and (EI8) completes the proof of Thoerem 51l [
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APPENDIX A. PROOF OF THE MOMENT BOUNDS
A.1. Proof of Lemma 3.1l

Proof of Lemma[3d. ({) Using the property ([223)), applying It6’s formula for ||.||7, and performing
an integration by parts, we deduce the following energy equality, for any stopping time 7: Q — [0, T:

(A1) [ Xar(r)l[72 +2 ; IVXa1 ()72 ds = [|ParXol72 + 2/0 (Xar(s), dW?(s)) 2 + 7T (Q).
For any R € (0,00) define the stopping time 7 := inf{t € [0,7] : || Xa(¢)||z2 > R}. Owing to
global well-posedness of (2.I1), note that limg oo 7p = T.

Let p € [4,00). Applying the It6 formula to (A for the C2?-function & fg, one has for any
te[0,7]

tAT
Xarte Arls + [ 19 Xar(6) | Xar (957 ds
-
— 1P Xl +p [ X0 (9 (X (5 AW s)) 1
T/\TRO TATR
(a2 @[ Xl -2 [ I VX ) ds.

The linear operator 1/@Q is bounded with H\/@H%(LQ 1@l z(z2y < Tr(Q); thus taking expectations

(note that || Xar(t A7Tr)|lz2 < R+ || Xo||r2 a.s. for all ¢t € [0, ] therefore the stochastic integral
above is a martingale) we deduce that for any ¢ € [0, 7]

BIXart A )] + 2B [ [ IV Xar (o)l X (937
< B[P Xolls] + 5 To(Q) E[ | (1Xur(a 7)1+ 1) ]

Recalling that [Py Xollz2 < || Xol|lz2, neglecting the second term in the above left hand side and
applying the Gronwall lemma, we deduce that there exists Cp (T, Q) € (0, 00) such that

(A.3) sup sup  sup E[HXM(t /\TR)HJZZ] < Cp(T, Q)E[HXOHIZZ].
MeN Re(0,00) t€[0,T]

Furthermore, the Burkholder-Davis—-Gundy inequality (see, e.g., [I4, Theorem 3.14 and Theorem
4.12]) yields
tATR
sup | [ 10 (5127 X (9 aW 2 5)
te [0,T]

sm{(/owuXM 2 QX (]2 ds)

p TATR 9 %
<IT(QE sup [Xas Al ([ IXu I ds) ]
sel0,
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Therefore, owing to (A.2)) we deduce that for every t € [0, 7]

tATR
B sup (IXarleAm)lfs +p [ IV X0(6) e | Xar )] ds)|
te[0,7 0

p TATR 1
<EIXoll:) + 3@ B[ sup [Xarto Armlfa( [ Xl )]
se|0,

2 T
+ % Tr(Q) E[/O (||XM(s A TR)HiZ + 1) ds}

< E[[|Xoll7.] + 3E[ s 1 Xar(s ATR)| 2]
se|0,

T
2 E[/O (IXar(s A )| + 1) ds].

Note that sup || Xu(t A7r)[[72 < RP + || Xoll7,, thus E[ sup || Xn(s A7g)[[72] < 0o. As a
te[0,1] s€[0,T7]
result, applying the upper bound (A.3) shows that there exists C,(T, Q) € (0,00) such that

tATR
sup sup B[ sup (IXu(tAra)lls +p [ 19 Xar(6) el X (9% )
MeN Re(0,00) t€[0,7T 0

< Gp(T, Q)E[[| Xol17]-

Letting R — oo and applying the monotone convergence theorem implies that the upper bound (B.1)
holds for every p € [4, 00).
(@) Multiplying the identity (Ad]) (with 7 =1t) by 8 € (0,00), we deduce

t
BIXnr(8)2248 /0 IV Xar(8)|13 ds = ]| ParXoll3 + Bt Tr(Q)

(A1) 2 [ (Xu(@) W) =5 [ [VXus)Feds. e =0

For all 8 € (0,00) and all t € [0,7] set

t
N0 =28 [ (Xar(). W) 12
0
and define the random variable

B) = ex su t s @(s))p2 — t 5)|[72 ds
N VO = exp(3 @ [ X)W = [ IV Xur(s) 2 a)

t

—exp((sup (NO() - ﬁ/ IV X1 ()32 ds))-
te[0,T] 0

The stochastic process (N (%) (t))o<t<T is a square integrable martingale, and its quadratic variation

((N(B)>t)t>0 is given by

(NO)), = 45? / IVQXar(s) e ds, V1> 0.

Owing to the Poincaré¢ inequality (ZI]) and observing that H\/@H%(LZ) = QI £(z2);

t
(N®Y, < 2ﬂ2HQH£(Lz>/O IV X (s)l[72 ds, ¥t > 0.
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To ease notations, set ¢(5) =

one obtains for all ¢ € [0, 7]

1 . ) .
B:] o] e Combining equation (A.H) with the above upper bound

t
_5/0 IV Xar(s)]|22 ds < —c(B)(NO)Y,,
and thus the upper bound

Y <exp(sup (NO)() = c(B)(ND)) ).
te[0,7
For all ¢t € [0,T], set

NB @) =2¢(B)ND (1), MB(t) = eXp(N(ﬁ) (t) — %UV(B)M.

For all K € (0,00), owing to the Markov inequality we deduce

P(Y¥®) > Ky = P((y(ﬂ))QC(ﬁ) > 2eA)K)

<P <exp <26(,8) sup (NP (t) - c(ﬂ)<N(5)>t)) > e2c(B)K)

t€[0,T

IN
=

~ 1
<exp< sup (N(B)(t) _ §(N(5)>t)> > e2c(B)K>
t€[0,T

< IP’( sup M) (t) > e2C(B)K).
te[0,7
Note that (see e.g. [37, Proposition 3.4, p. 140]) the process M?) is a (continuous) local martin-
gale, and hence (see e.g. [37, Exercise 1.46 p. 129]) that M ) is a supermartingale. Finally, since
M®P)(0) = 1, 37, Exercise 1.15, p. 55| implies the following maximal inequality

p( sup MP) (1) > e2c(ﬁ>K) < e 2(BK
te[0;T

Assume from now on that 5 € (0 ; this implies that ¢(8) > 1 and that

;)
’ 2||Q||£(L2)
P(Y®) > ef) < 2K VK > 0.
Therefore one obtains

E(YW) = / P(Y® > y)dy <1 +/ P(Y® > y)dy <1 +/ P(Y® > X)) el di
0 1

0
%0 1
§1+/ e KdK =2, Ve [0,——— .
0 2(1Qll £(z2)

Using the identity (A4) and the definition (A3) of the random variable Y¥) we deduce
T
Blexp (5 sup X (03 + 5 / IV Xar(3)132 ds )| < E[Y ) exp (811 Xo|22)] exp(BTTH(Q)).
telo,

Recall that the condition § < is assumed to be satisfied. Applying Hélder’s inequality

Y0
14+270 Q1 £ 1.2y
with the conjugate exponents p = %0 and ¢ = -2

~o—p We deduce

E[Y® exp (8] Xol|2:)] < (E[(Y(ﬁ))%])%ﬁ(E[eXp(70||X0||%2)])%-
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8
Note that E[(Y(ﬁ))vow%ﬁ] = E[(Y(WO%%)]' the condition on S above yields the inequality Vﬁ ﬁfﬁ <

Mo Q”L 5 , thus applying the inequality above one has E[(Y(qﬁ))] < 2. The proof of the exponential

moment bounds ([3:2) is thus completed.
This concludes the proof of Lemma 311
U

A.2. Some auxiliary tools. Before proceeding with the proofs of Lemmas and B3] let us
introduce some notation and state auxiliary results.

We first establish regularity results of the stochastic convolution using the factorization method
of Da Prato, Kwapien, and Zabczyk [16]. Such results are classical, see also [40l Theorem 10.5|, so
we provide the argument here only for the readers’ convenience.

Lemma A.1. Given M € N, let Ip;: [0,T] x Q — L? be defined by
t

(A.6) Iu(t) = / et =)APy, dW 9 (s), Vit e [0,T).
0

For all A\, i € (0,1) satisfying A+ p < & and all p € [1,00) there exists Cy ,,(T) € (0,00) such that
In(t) € D((—A)N) a.s. for all t € [0,T) and

(A7) sup E[-A Tarl o122 < CreaD(THQ)P

Proof. By Holder’s inequality it suffices to prove that (A7) holds for p sufficiently large, which
can be obtained from the Da Prato—Kwapien—Zabczyk factorization method [16]. More specifically,

.- . A
T%H-M) and apply [40l Proposition 4.2] with a € (;,M

to be the midpoint of this interval), A = u, n =\, § =0, E = H = L? p > %, and
® = Py+/Q. Note that in reference [40] the stochastic integral is defined in terms of an H-
cylindrical Brownian motion, that Ey = E = L?, that E,, = D((—A)"), that since E; is a Hilbert
space (and hence a UMD space, see e.g. [25) Proposition 4.2.14|), the set v(L?(0,t; H), Ey) of
radonifying operators from L?(0,t; H) to Eqy coincides with L?(0,¢; £2(L?)) by [26, pages 258-259],
and finally that |||z, 2y < (Tr(Q))V/2. O

assume that p > ) (e.g., take «

Let us also introduce the Green function G : (0,00) x [0,1]> — R associated with the operator
0, — A, which is given by

G(t;y, 2z Z e ™t gin (nmy)sin(nwz), Vte (0,00), Vy,ze€]l0,1].
neN

Recall the following heat kernel estimates from e.g. [20] p. 93], [I9, Theorem VI.23, p.221] and the
references therein: for any integer k € {0, 1,2}, there exist Cy, by € (0,00) such that one has

2
(A.8) ‘6—G(t Y,z )‘ <o exp(—bk‘y tz‘ ) vt € (0,00), Yy, z € [0,1].

The Green function is employed to obtain from the mild formulation ([ZI2]) the following expres-
sion: for all ¢ > 0 and all z € [0,1]

(A9)  Xus(t2) =" Py Xo(2) / / Gt szy(PMV(XM( ) () dyds + Tn(8)(2).



A.3. Proof of Lemma

Proof. For all t > 0 and all z € [0,1] let
t 1

(A.10) T)(2) = [ [ 6= sz (PuV R ) ) dy ds
o Jo

Owing to the mild formulation ([A.9) and to the definition ([A.6]) of the stochastic convolution Iy,
we obtain

sup [ Xy (t)(2)] < sup e ParXollzoe + sup [[Za(t)]| 2o
(t,2)€[0,T]x[0,1] t€[0,T] t€[0,7]
(A.11) + sup |J(Xar)(t, 2)|.

(t,2)€[0,T]%[0,1]

Applying the Sobolev inequality (ZI7) and using the condition o > 1/4, there exists C, € (0, 0)
such that

(A.12) sup HetAPMXOHLoo < C, sup H(—A)O‘etAPMXoHLz < Col|(—A)* Xo|| 72
te[0,T] t€[0,T]

Moreover, owing again to the the Sobolev inequality (ZI7), if A € (%,oo) and p € (0,00), then
there exists C) ;, € (0,00) such that one has

(A.13) sup [ Iar(t)]| e < O pull(=A) M asll oo 7y, 22) -
te[0,7

Thus, in view of Lemma [AJ] all that remains is to prove upper bounds for J(X)(¢, 2) defined
by (AT0). First, since Py is a self-adjoint operator, one obtains

J(Xu)(t, 2) :/0 (Gt — 5 2,-), P VX2 (s)) 12 ds:—/o (VPuGt— 5:2,-), Xar (5,-)2) 12 ds.

Let p = % € [2,00) and ¢ = 1%1 be conjugate exponents, where p € [%, o0) is given in the statement

of Lemma Since L™ C L4, one has

1 3
137 (55 Mz < 1Xae (s, ) 2o 1K1 (5, )l 245
and applying Holder’s inequality we deduce
t
I < [ VPG = 512X 5 e ds
[t 3
(A1) < s Xl [ IVPNGE sz X (s ds.
(s,y)€[0,¢]x[0,1] 0
On the one hand, the Gagliardo—Nirenberg inequality (23] yields
IV PuG(t = 552, |s < CIVPUG(E = 832, )| 57 V2 PGt = 52,1577
+ C||VPyG(t — s;2,)| 12

Observe that G(t, z,-) € I/Vol’2 N W22 for all t € (0,00) and all 2z € [0,1], and note that V2P =
PyV? on VVOI’2 N W22 owing to (224) and (Z25). Using the identity ([Z25), the fact that Py and

Q1 are L?-orthogonal projections, and the heat kernel estimates (A8) with & = 1,2, as a result
26



there exists C' € (0, 00) such that for all ¢ > s > 0 and z € [0, 1]

sup [|PArVG(t = s5:2,) s
MeN
< C(IVG(t = 82, )15 T7 IV2G(E = 52, )P + IVG(E = 52,12

oo (~ LY o (=L

<C(t—s)m i

ceti-or o (~nE2T)

L2
1 1
(A.15) <CO((t—9)% T4 (t—5)"8) <CO+TT %)t —s)% L.
On the other hand, applying again the Gagliardo—Nirenberg inequality (2.5) and the Poincaré
inequality (noting that X, takes values in Hy; C VVO1 ’2) and using the condition % + % =1, we
deduce the existence of C' € (0, 00) such that

1 1/p
(A16) X (s ) les = X5 MFaaony < ClXnrls gz IV X (s I Vs >0

Define for all t > 0
t .
T(Xan)(t) = / (= 57073 Xy () |27 9P) | X () 2199
0

Plugging the upper bounds (AT5) and (AJ6) in the inequality (A14), and applying Young’s in-
equality, there exists C'(T') € (0,00) such that

[J(Xa)(t,2) <C(T)  sup [ Xae(s) ()] T(Xar)(2)
(5,1)€[0,]x[0,1]

(A.17) <i s Xu(e)@) + CPETXan) @)
(s:)€[0,81x[0,1]

Applying Hélder’s inequality with conjugate exponents 8§—f3 and % then yields

t _ 3/(8p 3/(8p)
geon® < ([ =709 ) ™ 196 )

(A.18) o)
P
< (85— 3 ¥ / X022 X () ds)

The process X s solves a finite-dimensional stochastic differential equation with values in Hy; C

D(A); therefore, sup | X (¢, 2)] < oo almost surely. Thus, combining (A1), (A.I2),
(t,2)€[0,T]%[0,1]
(A17), and (AI8), we deduce that there exists C3(7T") € (0,00) such that

sup | X (t,2)| < Call(=A)* Xollz2 +2 sup |[La(t)]| =
(t,z)E[O,T]X[O,l} tE[O ]

+ & ([ a6 a5)

Raising both sides of the above equation to the power p = % and taking expectation, one obtains

the moment bounds ([B4) by employing Lemma B Lemma [A] and the inequality (AI3). The

proof of Lemma is thus completed. O
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A 4. Proof of Lemma

Proof. Fix \,~ € (0, %), M € N and observe that as A + v < « is a strict inequality we can assume
(with a slightly larger A if needed) that A\ # %; this allows us to apply Proposition 2.1l Recall

the mild representations (ZI2) and (A9), and note that Xy, € D(A) C W, as. by construction.
Thus, we only need to prove that (3.5) holds. By Proposition 2Tl Lemma 22] the estimate (2.14]),
and the inequalities HetAHL:(LZ) <1 and [|Pyllz(z2) = 1 one has

I(=A) (e Par Xo — e ParXo)| 12 = (=AM (™94 = 1)e* Pay Xo| 2
<=7 (I = De A P (=AM Xo| 2 < (8 = 5)7 (= A)* Xol 2

forall 0 < s <t < ooand all M € N. This proves

(A.20) sup B[t = (~ A Py Xoll o711 < BII-4)" Kol

(A.19)

The required regularity of the stochastic convolution has been obtained in Lemma [A.T] Hence it
only remains to prove that the deterministic convolution in ([Z.12]) satisfies the desired regularity
result. To this end, first of all note that by Lemma[2.2] Lemma24] and the identity (—A)_l/ 2Py =
Par(—A)~Y/2, there exists Cs € (0,00) such that

_1
(=AY APy Vo 2 < (= A2 2oy (= A) "2V | g2 o]l 2
< C5,At_(6+)\+1/2)HUHL2

for all § > 0, t € (0,00) and v € L2. It then follows from [I0, Proposition 3.6] with Y; = Y5 = L?
U(t) = (—A) e PyV, 0 =1 —~, and g(t) = Ct~A7+1/2) that there exists C., (T € (0,00) such
that for any ® € L°°([0, 7], L?) one has

t

sup [t (—A) / AP VD (s) ds < Oy (D)@ e 0.21.20-

MeN 0 CV([O7T},L2)
This implies
(A.21)

t P
sup B[ (- [P w3 o) s ]gcﬂy,xT)sup E (X0t 12 0,110

MeN 0 C([0,T],L2) MeN

Using (Z12) and the identity PyyV X3, = By (Xas), we deduce that the proof reduces to check that
2 ay (2 6
sup B[ Xurl .1y 0] < € (1 B4 X0l ] + E[IXol 3] )

Since ||+ ||z+ < ||+ ||zee, this is a straightforward consequence of Lemma[3:2] The proof of Lemma 3.3]
is thus completed.
g

APPENDIX B. PROOF OF LEMMA

Proof of Lemma[i3. For n € N let ¥, € C%(R,R) be a monotone increasing function with bounded
first and second derivative satisfying

—2n, x € (—o0,—2n;
Yn(x) =< x, x € [-n,nl;
2n,  x € [2n,00),
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and define ¢,, = ¥, 0. The monotone convergence theorem for the conditional expectation implies
that it suffices to verify (&3] for ¢, i.e., we can from now on assume without loss of generality that
 is bounded.

Recall that X%, denotes the solution to ([2.II]) with initial value € L% If Xj is a simple
Fo-measurable L?-valued random variable, say, X, = Sopoqgwpla, with 21,...,2, € L? and
Ay, ..., A, € Foy, then it follows from the uniqueness of the solution (see Section 2.3]) that X/ (t) =
> opeq X (t) 1y, forall M € Nand all ¢t € [0,7]. The identity (5.3]) then follows from the definition
of ups (see (@I)) and the fact that X} is independent of Fy for all k € {1,...,n}.

Next, recall that (hj)jen is an orthonormal basis for L? and define

n k:22n
(B.1) Xon =) Y k27hilgxon),eeke ez} nEN
Jj=1k=—2-2n

Note that (Xo,)nen is a sequence of simple o(Xg)-measurable L2-valued random variables such that
limy, 00 || X0.n — Xol[z2 = 0 a.s. Moreover, 0(Xo,,) € 0(Xon+1) and o(Xo) = c({Xon: n € N}).
Let X, denote the solution to (2.I1) with initial value Py Xo, (M,n € N). Thanks to Doob’s
martingale convergence theorem one has, for all p € (1,00) and all £ € LP(Q2), that

(B.2) li_)m E[¢| Xo,n] = E[¢{|Xo] a.s. and in LP.

Note that for all n, M € N and all t > 0 one has
X (t) — X (t)

= Py (Xo — Xon) + /Ot [A(Xar(t) — X (1)) + Bu (X () — Bu(Xara(t))] dt.

It follows from [3I, Remark 3.1] that there exists a constant C' € (0,00) such that one has, for all
M € N and all z,y € Hyy,
(Az —y) + Bu(z) = Bu(y), = y)r2 = (A(x —y) + B(z) = B(y),z — y) 2
< =3IV =l + Cllallzalle — yliZ.-

This, the Poincaré inequality (2.1]), and the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality (2.3]) (recalling that X,
takes values in Hy;s C VVO1 ’2) imply that there exists C' € (0,00) (possibly changing values from line
to line) such that one has

1 X2 (t) = Xagn ()72 = 1P (Xo — Xom)72

+ 2/0t<XM(S) — XMJL(S), A(XM(t) — XMm(t)) + BM(XM(t)) — BM(XM,n(t))>L2 dS
< [1Xo — Xoul22 + C / X0 ()[4 X 01 (5) — Xnrn(s) 22 ds

t
< || Xo — Xonl72 + C/O I Xar ()72 IV Xar ()72 X 01 (8) = Xngn(s)172 ds

for all n, M € N and all t € [0,7]. Gronwall’s lemma hence implies

t
101 () = Xt ()12 < X0 — XonlZ2 exp <C/O X1 () 12211V Xt ()12 d8>

for all t € [0,T], M € N. This, the fact that lim, . || Xo — Xo||z2 = 0 a.s., and inequality [B])
from Lemma BIlimply that lim,, e || Xas(t) — Xarn(t)]|2 = 0 as. for all t € [0,7] and all M € N.
As the mapping ¢ is assumed to be bounded, the dominated convergence theorem implies that

(B3)  lim E[E[p(Xara(t)) — o(Xar(t)|Xou]l) < lim Ello(Xar(1) — o(Xasn(®)]) = 0
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for all ¢ € [0,7] and all M € N. Thus we can extract a subsequence (ny)ren such that

(B4) Jim E[o(Xarn, (8) = o(Xar (8)[ Xon] =0 as.

This combined with (B.2)) implies that one has

(B.5) kli_{loloE[(p(XM,nk(t))‘XO,nk] = E[p(Xn (1)) Xo] as.

for all ¢t € [0,T], M € N. This, the fact that we verified (5.3)) for simple random variables, and the

fact that ups(¢,-) is continuous completes the proof of (B.3]). O
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