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MAGNUS-TYPE INTEGRATOR FOR THE FINITE ELEMENT
DISCRETIZATION OF SEMILINEAR PARABOLIC
NON-AUTONOMOUS SPDES DRIVEN BY MULTIPLICATIVE
NOISE

ANTOINE TAMBUE #7I AND JEAN DANIEL MUKAM J*

Abstract. This paper aims to investigate numerical approximation of a general second order
non-autonomous semilinear parabolic stochastic partial differential equation (SPDE) driven by mul-
tiplicative noise. Numerical approximations of autonomous SPDEs are thoroughly investigated in the
literature, while the non-autonomous case is not yet understood. We discretize the non-autonomous
SPDE driven by multiplicative noise by the finite element method in space and the Magnus-type in-
tegrator in time. We provide a strong convergence proof of the fully discrete scheme toward the mild
solution in the root-mean-square L2 norm. The result reveals how the convergence orders in both
space and time depend on the regularity of the noise and the initial data. In particular, for mul-
tiplicative trace class noise we achieve convergence order O (h2 (1 + max(0, In (tm/hz)) + Atl/z).
Numerical simulations to illustrate our theoretical finding are provided.

Key words. Magnus-type integrator, Stochastic partial differential equations, Multiplicative
noise, Strong convergence, Non-autonomous equations, Finite element method.

1. Introduction. We consider the numerical approximations of the following
semilinear parabolic non-autonomous SPDE driven by mutiplicative noise

{ dX = [A(t)X + F(t, X)|dt + B(t, X)dW(t), in A x (0,71, (1.1)
X(0) = Xo, in A, '

in the Hilbert space L?(A), where A is a bounded domain of R? d = 1,2,3 and
T € (0,00). The family of unbounded linear operators A(t) are not necessarily self-
adjoint. Each A(t) is assumed to generate an analytic semigroup Sy(s) := eA(®)*. The
nonlinear functions F' and B are respectively the drift and the diffusion parts. Precise
assumptions on A(t), F and B to ensure the existence of the unique mild solution of
(T are given in the next section. The random initial data is denoted by X,. We
denote by (2, F,IP) a probability space with a filtration (F;).cpo,r) C F that fulfills
the usual conditions (see [30, Definition 2.1.11]). The noise term W (¢) is assumed to
be a Q-Wiener process defined on a filtered probability space (Q, F, P, {F:}1ej0,1))
where the covariance operator () : H — H is assumed to be linear, self adjoint and
positive definite. It is well known [30] that the noise can be represented as

W(t,z) = \aex)Bi(t), (1.2)
=0

where (¢;,€;)ien are the eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of the covariance operator
Q, and (5;);en are independent and identically distributed standard Brownian mo-
tions. The deterministic counterpart of (II]) finds applications in many fields such as
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quantum fields theory, electromagnetism, nuclear physics (see e.g. [4] and references
therein). It is worth to mention that models based on SPDEs can offer a more realis-
tic representation of the system than models based only on PDEs, due to uncertainty
in the input data. In many situations it is very hard to exhibit explicit solutions
of SPDEs. For instance the following non-autonomous linear Stratonovich stochastic
ordinary differential equation

d
dy = Go(t)ydt + > G;(t)ydW;(t), y(0)=yo € R™ (1.3)

j=1

does not have explicit solution (see e.g. [2| [I]]), unless G; and G; commute for all
1,7 > 0. Numerical algorithms are therefore excellent tools to provide good approxi-
mations. Numerical approximations of (L)) based on implicit, explicit Euler methods
and exponential integrators with A(t) = A, where A is self-adjoint are thoroughly in-
vestigated in the literature, see e.g. [16, 19, 20] 37, [38] 23] [36] and the references
therein. If we turn our attention to the case of time independent operator A(t) = A,
with A not necessary self-adjoint, the list of references become remarkably short, see
e.g., [221 26]. To the best of our knowledge numerical approximations of () with
time dependent linear operator A(t) are not yet investigated in the scientific literature,
due to the complexity of the linear operator A(t) and its semigroup S;(s) := eA®)s.
Our aim in this paper is to fill that gap and propose an explicit numerical scheme to
approximate (LI). We use the finite element method for spatial discretization and
Magnus-type integrator for temporal discretization. Magnus-type integrator is based
on a truncation of Magnus expansion, which was first proposed in [25] to represent
the solution of non-autonomous homogeneous differential equation in the exponential
form. Magnus expansion was further studied in [2], B} 4]. The first numerical method
based on magnus expansion was proposed in [14] for deterministic time-dependent ho-
mogeneous Schrondinger equation. The study in [T4] was extended in [I0] for partial
differential equation of the following form

u'(t) = A()u(t) +b(t), 0<t<T, u(0)=up. (1.4)

We follow [I0] and apply the Magnus-type integrator method to the semi-discrete
problem (237) and obtain the fully discrete scheme (241]), called stochastic Magnus-
type integrators (SMTI). We investigate the strong convergence of the new fully dis-
crete scheme toward the exact solution. Due to the complexity of the linear operator
and the corresponding semi discrete linear operator after space discretisation, novel
technical estimates are provided to achieve convergence orders comparable of that of
autonomous SPDEs [22] [T9] 26]. The result indicates how the convergence orders in
both space and time depend on the regularity of the initial data and the noise. In
particular for multiplicative trace class noise, we achieve optimal convergence orders
of O (h'@ + Agmin(8.1)/ 2), where 3 is the regularity’s parameter, defined in Assump-
tion 211

The rest of this paper is organised as follows. Section 2] provides the general setting,
the fully discrete scheme and the main result. In Section [3] we provide some prepara-
tory results and we present the proof of the main result. Section [ provides some
numerical experiments to confirm our theoretical result.

2. Mathematical setting, numerical scheme and main result.
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2.1. Notations and main assumptions . Let (H, (.,.)q,||.||) be a separable
Hilbert space. For a Banach space U, we denote by L?(Q,U) the Banach space of all
equivalence classes of square-integrable U-valued random variables. Let L(U, H) be
the space of bounded linear mappings from U to H endowed with the usual operator
norm |||z, m). By L2(U, H) := HS(U, H), we denote the space of Hilbert-Schmidt
operators from U to H equipped with the norm

HZH%Q(U,H) = Z ”lwi”27 le ‘CQ(Uv H)v (2'1)
i=1

where (1;)$2, is an orthonormal basis of U. Note that this definition is independent
of the orthonormal basis of U. For simplicity, we use the notations L(U,U) =: L(U).
and Lo(U,U) =: Lo(U). For alll € L(U,H) and 13 € Lo(U) we have ll; € L2(U, H)
and

1l o,y < WU L, 2o @)- (22)
The space of Hilbert-Schmidt operators from Q'/?(H) to H is denoted by LY :=
Lo(QY?(H), H) = HS(QY?(H), H). As usual, LY is equipped with the norm

oo 1/2
1 g = 1Q 2| rrs = (Z ||ZQ1/261'||2> . Le Ly, (2:3)
i=1

where (e;)2; is an orthonormal basis of H. This definition is independent of the
orthonormal basis of H. For an L3- predictable stochastic process ¢ : [0, T] x A — L3
such that

t
/EM@W%%<W te0,7), (2.4)
0

the following relation called It0’s isometry property holds

t 2 t t
| [ oaws)| = [ Bloltgas = [ BloQ 2 isas e @3)

see e.g. [29] Step 2 in Section 2.3.2] or [30, Proposition 2.3.5].
In the rest of this paper, we consider H = L?(A). To guarantee the existence of a
unique mild solution of (I.I]) and for the purpose of the convergence analysis, we make
the following assumptions.
ASSUMPTION 2.1. The initial data Xy : Q — H is assumed to be measurable and
satisfies Xo € L? (Q,D ((—A(O))ﬁﬂ)), 0<pg<2.
ASSUMPTION 2.2.
(i) As in [10, 111, [13], we assume that D (A(t)) = D, 0 <t < T and the family of
linear operators A(t) : D C H — H to be uniformly sectorial on 0 <t < T,
i.e. there exist constants ¢ >0 and 0 € (%w,w) such that

c

< —, XESy, 2.6
L(2(a) ~ | ’ 2.6)

H(AI —A(t))*H

where Sp :={A € C: A =pe'®, p>0,0<|¢| <0}. Asin [13], by a standard
scaling argument, we assume —A(t) to be invertible with bounded inverse.
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(i) Similarly to [11), (13, [10, [29], we require the following Lipschitz conditions:
there exists a positive constant Ky such that

[(A(t) = A(s)) (=AO) | ) S Ealt = s, s,te[0,T],  (2.7)
||(—A(O))‘1 (A(t) — A(S))HL(D,H) < Kit—s|, s,tel0,T]. (2.8)

(iii) Since we are dealing with non smooth data, we follow [32] and assume that
D((-A@)") =D ((-A0)"), 0<t<T, 0<a<l (2.9)

and there exists a positive constant Ko such that for all u € D((—A(0))*) the
following estimate holds uniformly for t € [0,T]

Ky M I(=A0)" ull < [(-A®) ull < K2 ||(=A0) . (2.10)

REMARK 2.3. As a consequence of Assumption (i) and (i), for all @ > 0
and § € [0,1], there exists a constant C1 > 0 such that the following estimates hold
uniformly for all t € [0,T]

“(—A(t))“eSA(t"‘L(H) <Cis™ s> 0, (2.11)
|(=a@)~ (1= )

see e.g. [13, (2.1)].
PROPOSITION 2.4. [28, Theorem 6.1, Chapter 5] Let A(T) := {(t,s) : 0 < s <t < T}.

Under Assumption there exists a unique evolution system [28, Definition 5.3,
Chapter 5] U : A(T) — L(H) such that
(i) There exists a positive constant K such that

< (C15°, 5>0, (2.12)

HL(H)

NU(t s)|oy < Ko, 0<s<t<T. (2.13)
(ii) U(.,s) € CY(]s,T|; L(H)), 0 < s <T,
oU
E(L‘, s)=—-A)U(t,s), 0<s<t<T, (2.14)
K
IADU (2, 8) |y < _OS, 0<s<t<T. (2.15)

(iii) U(t,.)x € C*([0,t[; H), 0 <t < T, x € D(A(0)) and

oU
g(t, s)=-=U(t,$)A(s)z, 0<s<t<T, (2.16)
AU (t, $)A(s) My < Ko, 0<s<t<T. (2.17)

We equip Va(t) := D ((—A(t))a/2), a € R with the norm |[ul|a. := |[(—A(£))*/2ul.
Due to (Z9)-(ZI0) and for the seek of ease notations, we simply write V,, and ||.||q-
We follow [32] and assume the nonlinear operator F' to satisfy the following Lipschitz
condition.

ASSUMPTION 2.5. The nonlinear operator F' : [0,T] x H — H is assumed to be
B/2-Hélder continuous with respect to the first variable and Lipschitz continuous with
respect to the second variable, i.e. there exists a positive constant Ks such that

|F(s,0) < Ks,  |[F(tu) = F(s,0)l| < K (Jt =52+ Ju—v] ), (218)
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for all s,t € [0,T] and u,v € H.

ASSUMPTION 2.6. We assume the diffusion function B : [0,T] x H — L3 to be
B/2-Hélder continuous with respect to the first variable and Lipschitz continuous with
respect to the second variable, i.e. there exists a positive constant K4 such that

1B(s,0)llzg < Kar IB(tw) = Bls,v)lleg < Ka (It = s/ + Ju— o]}, (219)

for all s,t € [0,T) and u,v € H.

The following theorem ensures the existence of a unique mild solution of (LIJ).
THEOREM 2.7. [32, Theorem 1.8] Let Assumptions 21, [22 (i)-(ii), and [2.6] be
fulfilled. Then the non-autonomous SPDE (L)) has a unique mild solution X (t) €
L?(Q,D ((—A(O))ﬁ/Q)), which takes the following form

X(t)=U(t,0)Xg —l—/o U(t,s)F (s, X(s))ds —l—/o U(t, s)B(s, X (s))dW (s),(2.20)

where Ul(t,s) is the evolution system of Proposition [2.) Moreover, there exists a
positive constant K5 such that

oS0 X z2(0,p(-a@yrr2)) < Ko (11Xl o,y - (221)

To achieve optimal convergence order in space for multiplicative noise when 3 € [1, 2],

we require the following further assumption, also used in [19] [I7] 36] 22| 26].
ASSUMPTION 2.8. We assume that there exists a positive constant ¢; > 0, such that

B (5, D(-A0)*)) € HS (Q'2(H). D ((-A(0) "))
H(—A(O))%B(sw)HL8 <a(l+|vllg-1) ,veD ((—A(O))?) ., s€[0,7],(2.22)
where B comes from Assumption 21l

2.2. Fully discrete scheme and main result. For the seek of simplicity, we
assume the family of linear operators A t’ to be of second order and has the following
form

d

Atyu =Y 8‘; (qw (2,1) ) qu 2, t) 35— (2.23)

i,7=1

We require the coefficients ¢; ; and g; to be smooth functions of the variable x € A
and Hoélder-continuous with respect to ¢ € [0, T]. We further assume that there exists
a positive constant ¢ such that the following ellipticity condition holds

d
> gij(@ )6 > g, (1) €A x [0,T). (2.24)
ij=1

In the abstract form (LII), the nonlinear functions FF : H — H and B : H —
HS(Q'?(H), H) are defined by

(F(0))(x) = f(z,0(x)), (Bv)u)(z) = b(z,v(x)).u(z), (2.25)

! Indeed the operators A(t) are identified to their L? realizations given in [Z23) (see [9]).
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forall z € A, v € H and u € Q/?(H), where f : AxR — Randb: A xR — R
are continuously differentiable functions with globally bounded derivatives.

Under the above assumptions on ¢;; and g¢;, it is well known that the family of linear
operators defined by ([223)) fulfills Assumption (i)-(ii) with D = H%(A) N H}(A),
see [28, Section 7.6] or [35 Section 5.2]. The above assumptions on ¢;; and ¢; also
imply that Assumption [Z2 (iii) is fulfilled, see e.g. [32) Example 6.1] or [I} 31].

As in [9, 22], we introduce two spaces H and V, such that H C V, depending on
the boundary conditions for the domain of the operator —A(t) and the corresponding
bilinear form. For Dirichlet boundary conditions we take

V=H=HjA)={ve H'(A):v=0 on OA}. (2.26)

For Robin boundary condition and Neumann boundary condition, which is a special
case of Robin boundary condition (g = 0), we take V = H'(A) and

H={ve H*A):0v/0vs+apv=0, on OA}, «apcR. (2.27)

Using Green’s formula and the boundary conditions, we obtain the corresponding
bilinear form associated to —A(t)

d

Oou Ov Ju
a(t)(u / Uzl qij(r, 1) 5— 8 833 + qz(w t)a . de, wu,veV,
for Dirichlet boundary conditions and
d d
a(t)(u,v) = /A Z Qij(fb,t)g—si(,f—;; + . qi(x, 1) gzv dx + /BA aouvde.
7,j=1 i=1

for Robin and Neumann boundary conditions. Using Garding’s inequality, it holds
that there exist two constants A\g and ¢y such that

a(t)(v,v) > /\0||UH% —colv||?, YweV, tel0,T)]. (2.28)

By adding and subtracting cou on the right hand side of (1), we obtain a new family
of linear operators that we still denote by A(t). Therefore the new corresponding
bilinear form associated to —A(t) still denoted by a(t) satisfies the following coercivity

property

at)(v,v) > Xollv||f, Vo€V, tel0,T]. (2.29)

Note that the expression of the nonlinear term F' has changed as we have included
the term —cou in a new nonlinear term that we still denote by F'.

The coercivity property ([229) implies that A(t) is sectorial on L?(A), see e.g. [21].
Therefore A(t) generates an analytic semigroup Sy(s) = e*4®) on L?(A) such that

2]

1
Sy(s) = esA) = — / eSM — A(t)) " td), 5> 0, (2.30)
C

211

where C denotes a path that surrounds the spectrum of A(t). The coercivity property
[229)) also implies that —A(t) is a positive operator and its fractional powers are well
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defined and for any a > 0 we have

(-AQ@) > = ﬁ/@ s*let AW ds, (2.31)
(=A@ = (A®) ),

where I'(a) is the Gamma function (see [12]). The domain of (—A(t))*/? are charac-
terized in [9, [7, 2] for 1 < a < 2 with equivalence of norms as follows.

D((—A(t)*?) = HE(A) N H*(A) (for Dirichlet boundary condition)
D(—A(t)) =H, D((—A(t)"?)=H'(A) (for Robin boundary condition)
oll ey = 1((=AE) 0] = flolla, Vo € D((—A()*?).

The characterization of D((—A(t))*/2?) for 0 < a < 1 can be found in [27, Theorem
2.1 & Theorem 2.2].

Let us now turn our attention to the space discretization of the problem (I). We
start by splitting the domain A in finite triangles. Let 7; be the triangulation with
maximal length h satisfying the usual regularity assumptions, and V;, C V be the
space of continuous functions that are piecewise linear over the triangulation 7,. We
consider the projection Py, from H = L?(A) to V}, defined for every u € H by

<Phu7 X>H = <’U,, X>H7 (ba X € Vh' (232)
For all ¢ € [0,T], the discrete operator Ap(t) : V3, — V}, is defined by

The coercivity property (2:29) implies that there exist constants Co > 0 and 6 €

(3, 7) such that (see e.g. 21} (2.9)] or [9, 12])
IO = An(#) oy < % e S, (2.34)

holds uniformly for h > 0 and ¢ € [0,T]. The coercivity condition (Z29) implies that
for any t € [0, T], An(t) generates an analytic semigroup SP(s) := e*4»() s € [0, T7.
The coercivity property (229) also implies that the smooth properties ([2.I1) and
[@I2) hold for Ay uniformly for o > 0 and ¢ € [0,7T], i.e. for all « > 0 and ¢ € [0, 1],
there exists a positive constant C'5 such that the following estimates hold uniformly
for h >0 and ¢ € [0,77], see e.g. [9 12]

H(—Ah(t))o‘eSAh'(t) < O35, s3>0, (2.35)

(= An@) =7 (1= ex2)

L(H)

< O30 > 0. 2.36
HL(H)_ 35, S= ( )

The semi-discrete version of () consists of finding X"(t) € V3, t € [0,T] such that
X"(0) := P, X and

dX"(t) = [An(t) X" (t) + P F(t, X"(t))]dt + P,B(t, X"(t))dW (t),  (2.37)

for t € (0, T]. Let us consider the following linear system of non-autonomous ordinary
differential equations (ODEs)

y'(t) = A)y(t), y(0) given. (2.38)



8 A. Tambue and J. D. Mukam

It was shown by Magnus [25] that the solution of (Z38) can be represented in the
following exponential form

y(t) = e®Dy(0), >0, (2.39)

where ©(t) called Magnus expansion is given by the following series [25] (3.28)]
t 1 t T
o) = / A(r)dr + —/ [A(T),/ A(o)da} dr
0 2 Jo 0

. i/ot UOT UOU A(u)du,A(o)} do,A(T)} dr
+ 5—2 Ot UOT A(o)do, [/OT A(u)du,A(T)H dr+---. (2.40)

Here the Lie-product [u,v] of w and v is given by [u,v] = uv — vu. For determin-
istic problems, numerical methods based on this expansion received some attentions
since one decade, see e.g. [4 [10, 14l [15, 24]. For the time-dependent Schrodinger
equation [I0], the Magnus expansion (Z40) was truncated after the first term and
the integral was approximated by the mid-point rule. This mid-point rule approxi-
mation of ©(t) was also used in [I4] to obtain a second-order Magnus type integrator
for non-autonomous deterministic parabolic partial differential equation (PDE). Note
that the convergence analysis in [10, [14] was only done in time.

Throughout this paper, we take t,, = mAt € [0,T], where T'= M At for m, M € N,
m < M. Motivated by [10, [I4], we introduce the following fully discrete scheme for
(@I, called stochastic Magnus-type integrators (SMTT)

Xh

Al = eAtA’”’”‘AX:;LI + At(pl (AtAhym)PhF (tm, X:TIL)

+ €AtAh’mPhB (tmu XZ;LL) AWmv m = 07 e 7M7 (24‘1)

XP = P, Xo, where the linear operator ¢ (AtAy, ) is given by

1
01(AtAp ) = A7

and for any M € N, At =T/M, t,, = mAt, m=0,1,--- ;M and

At
/ BN A s Ay = Ap (tn) (2.42)
0

AWm = W(m-‘rl)At - WmAt- (243)

Note that the numerical scheme (ZZI]) can be written in the following integral form,
useful for the error analysis

h
X,

t7n+1
| = eAtAnm xh +/ eltmer=94nm D P (t,,, X)) ds
t

m

tmi1
+ / A4 Py B (L, X1 ) dW (s). (2.44)
t

m

We also note that an equivalent formulation of the numerical scheme ([2.41]), easy for
simulation is given by

X' =X+ PB (tm,X:;) AW,

+ AteL (At A ) [Anan { X0+ PaB (tm, X1 ) AW b+ PuF (tm, X1 )| (245)
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With the numerical method in hand, we can now state its strong convergence result
toward the exact solution, which is in fact our main result. In the rest of this paper
C' is a generic constant independent of h, m, M and At that may change from one
place to another.
THEOREM 2.9. [Main result] Let Assumptions[21], 2.2, and [Z.4 be fulfilled.

(i) If 0 < B < 1, then the following error estimate holds

(E)X (tn) — X112 < © (hB + A#W) . (2.46)

(i) If 1 < B < 2 and moreover if Assumption 2.8 is satisfied, then the following
error estimate holds

(E)X (tn) — X112 < © (hﬂ + Atl/z) . (2.47)
(ii) If B = 2 and if Assumption[Z8 is fulfilled, then the following error estimate
holds

1/2

(B X (t) — X2 |2)? < © [hQ (1 + max(0, In(t /h2)) + Atl/ﬂ (2.48)

3. Proof of the main result. The proof of the main result needs some prepara-
tory results.

3.1. Preparatory results. The following lemma will be useful in our conver-
gence proof.

LEMMA 3.1. [33] Let Assumption[2.9 be fulfilled. Then for any~ € [0, 1], the following
estimates hold uniformly in h >0 and t € [0, T

E7HI(=(An(0)) 7 0l < (= An(®)) 0]l < K[[((—=4n(0)) 70l v € Vi, (3.1)
E7HI(=(An(0)) 0]l < [((=An() 0]l < K[[((Ar(0) 0ll, v € Vi, (3.2)

where K is a positive constant independent of t and h.
LEMMA 3.2. [33] Under Assumption[Z2, the following estimates hold

I(An(8) = An()(=An(r) | < Clt = sl r,s,t € [0,T], u" € Vi, (3.3)
I(=An(r) ™ (An(s) = An(©)u"[| < Cls — ", rs,t € [0,T], u" € Vi (3.4)

REMARK 3.3. From Lemma 32 and the fact that D(Ax(t)) = D(Ax(0)), it follows
from [28, Theorem 6.1, Chapter 5] that there exists a unique evolution system Uy, :
A(T) — L(H), satisfying [28, (6.3), Page 149]

Un(t,s) = St(t —s) + /t Sh(t — )R (1, s)dr, (3.5)

S

where SM(t) := et RM(t s) := S RI (t,s), with R (t, s) satisfying the following
m=1
recurrence relation [28, (6.22), Page 155]

t
Rl :/ RI(t,s)R (1,8)dr, m>1 (3.6)
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and R (t,s) = (An(s) — An(t))St(t — s). Note also that from [28, (6.6), Chpater 5,
Page 150], the following identity holds

RMt,s) = R\t s) + /t R (t, T)R" (7, s)dr. (3.7)

S

The mild solution of 231 is therefore given by

Xh(t) = Up(t, O)Ph_XO + /Ot Uh(t, S)PhF (57Xh(s)) ds

- /t Un(t, s)PuB (s, X" (s)) dW (s). (3.8)
0

LEMMA 3.4. Under Assumption[Z2 the evolution system Uy : A(T) — H satisfies
the following
(i) Un(.,8) € CY(s,T); L(H)), 0< s <T and

%%@g:-AMmh@g,ogsgtgm (3.9)
1AL (&)U (¢, S)HL(H) < s’ 0<s<t<T. (3.10)

(i) Un(t, )u € C*([0,¢t[; H), 0 <t < T, u € D(An(0)) and

oU
a—;(t, syu=—Upn(t, ) Ap(s)u, 0<s<t<T, (3.11)

| An (&) Un(t, ) An(s) oy <C, 0<s<t<T. (3.12)

Proof. The proof is similar to that of [28, Theorem 6.1, Chapter 5] using (2.36)),
@38), Lemmas B2 and Bl O
LEMMA 3.5. [33] Let Assumption[22 be fulfilled.

(i) The following estimates hold

C .
IRY(t s)l oy <O, ||RE(E 8)| nomy < W(t -5 m>1,(3.13)
IR"(t, )|y < C, ||Un(t,8)||on <C, 0<s<t<T. (3.14)

(ii) For any0 < a<1,0<~y<1and0<s <t <T, the following estimates
holds

[[(=Ap(r)*Up(t, S)||L(H) <C(t—-s)"% rel0,T], (3.15)
1UA(t5)(=An ()™ |y < C(t = 5)~%, 7 €[0,T], (3.16)
(= An(r)2Un(t, $)(=An(5)) 7 gy < C(t — )72, 7 € [0,T].(3.17)

(iii) For any 0 < s <t <T the following useful estimates hold

[ (Un(t;s) =D (—An(s)) "o <CE—s)", 0<y <1, (3.18)
|| (—Ah(’l“))_’y(Uh(t, 8) — I) ||L(H) < C(t — 8)7, 0<~ <1, (3.19)
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The following space and time regularity of the semi-discrete problem ([237)) will be
useful in our convergence analysis.

LEMMA 3.6. Let Assumptions[21), [Z2 (i)-(i1), and 20 be fulfilled with the corre-
sponding 0 < B < 1. Then for all v € [0, 3] the following estimates hold

(= An(r) 2 X" ()| L2, < C, 0<rt<T, (3.20)
[ X" (ta) — X"(t1) || L2go,my < Clta —t1)P%, 0<ty <ta <T. (3.21)

Moreover if Assumption[Z8 is fulfilled, then B20) and B2ZI) hold for § = 1.

Proof. We first show that sup ||Xh(t)||%2(Q my < C. Taking the norm in both side
te[0,T] '

of (38) and using the inequality (a + b+ ¢)? < 3a? + 3b* + 3¢?, a, b, c € Ry yields

2

ds

t
X" (6320 < 3IUA(E0)PrXoll 320, + 3 H/ Un(t, ) PuF (5, X"(s)) ds
0 L2(Q,H)

t 2
+3 / Un(t, s)PuB (s,Xh(s)) dW (s) =Io+ 1L+ (322
0 L2(Q,H)
Using Lemma B.H (i) and the uniformly boundedness of Py, it holds that
Iy <3| Xoll220,m) < C- (3.23)

Using again Lemma [33] (i), Assumption and the uniformly boundedness of Py, it
holds that
2

n<s ([ onr (5. X0 6) lean ) <0 ([ (41X @hamm)as)

Using Holder inequality yields
t
L<C+ c/ 1P () 12010, (3.24)
0

Applying the ité-isometry’s property, using Lemma (i) and Assumption [Z6] it
holds that

t t
I = 3/ U (t, s) Py B (S,Xh(s)) 3gds < C + c/ IX" ()22 myds.  (3.25)
0 0
Substituting 25), (24) and B23) in B22) yields

t
X" Oz < C+C [ 1K 6) a0 mds. (3.26)

Applying the continuous Gronwall’s lemma to ([B.26]) yields
||Xh(t)||%2(Q,H) < Ca te [OuT] (327)

Let us now prove (320). Pre-multiplying B8) by (—Ap(r))7/2, taking the norm in
both sides and using triangle inequality yields

|(=Anr) X" )

—An(r)Un(t, O)PhXo‘

< |«
L2(Q,H)

+ / t
/t(—Ah(r))“’/zUh(t, $)PuB (s,Xh(s)) AW (s)
0 L2(Q,H)

=1Ig+ 111+ 11>. (3.28)

L2(Q,H)

(—An(r))"Un(t, s)Pu F (57 Xh(s)) HL(Q,H) ds

|
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Inserting (—Ay,(0))™7/2(=A;(0))7/2, using Lemma B3 (ii) and Lemma B1 it holds
that

o < [[(=An(r))2Un(t,0)(=An(0)) 2| e | (= An(0))/* Xo|| < C. (3.29)

Using Lemmas B1] (ii), Assumption and (BZ7) yields

t
In < C/ H(—Ah(s))7/2Uh(t, S)H sup || F (S,Xh(s))Hds
0 L(H) telo,T)
t
<C sup (1+ ||Xh(8)||L2(Q’H))/ (t—s)""/%ds < C. (3.30)
s€1[0,T 0

Applying the Ité-isometry property, using Lemmas [3.1] (ii), Assumption and

B27) yields

112 = /Ot H(—Ah(O))WUh(t, )P, B (s, X"(s)) Hio ds

t
<C sup (1 + ||Xh(s)||%g(91H)) / (t—s)"ds < C. (3.31)
s€[0,7] 0

Substituting B31), B30) and (329) in B28) completes the proof of [B20). The
proof of (BZI) follows from [BH). In fact from (BF) we have

X" (t2) = X" (t) | L2.m) < |(Un(t2,0) = Un(t1,0)) PaXoll 12 (o m)

t1
- /0 H(Uh(t%s) - Uh(tlas)) PyF (Sth(S))HH(Q,H) ds

t2
+/ HUh(tQaS)PhF(S’Xh(s))HL2(Q,H)dS
t1

t1
+ ‘ / Up(ta, s) — Un(t1,s)) Py B (s, X"(s)) dW (s)
0 L2(Q,H)
to
+ ‘ / Un(ta, s)PyB (s, X"(s)) dW (s)
t L2(Q,H)
=111+ 111 + 111 + 1113+ 1114. (3.32)

Inserting an appropriate power of — Ay, (t1), using Lemmas B (ii)-(iii) and [26] Lemma
1] yields

I11o = ||(Un(t2,t1) — )Un(t1,0) PuXoll L2, a)

< H(Uh(tz7 t1) — I)(_Ah(tl))iﬁﬂHL(H)

x H(—Ah(tl))WUh(tl,o)(-Ah(tl))*WH (—Ah(tl))5/2PhXo‘

L(H) H L2(Q,H)

< Oty — 1)/, (3.33)
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Using Assumption 26 20), Lemma 33 (ii) and (iii) yields

ds

ty
111 < ta,t1) — D)Up(t1, HPF X" ‘
1 _/O |(Un(tz,t1) = DUn(ts, $)ll 1y || Pn (3 (s)) L2(0,H)

ty1
SC/
0

Unlta. 1) = D(=An(0)) 2| (= An(@) U)o

L(H) L(H)
t
< c/ (s — 1) (41 — 5) " %ds

0

< Ofta —t1)7/2. (3.34)

Using Lemma [3.3] (i) and Assumption 2] it holds that
to
11, <C sup HF (S,Xh(s))HLQ(Q’H) ds < C(tg —t1). (3.35)

t1 s€[0,T]

Using the Ito-isometry property, Assumption 2.8 B.20), Lemma (ii)-(iii) and
following the same lines as the estimate of I11; yields

IIT2 < C(ta — )", (3.36)
Using the Ito-isometry property and following the same lines as that of 1115 yields
IIT < C(ty —ty). (3.37)

Substituting 337), 3.34), B35), B34) and B33) in (332) completes the proof of
B21). 0

Let us consider the following deterministic problem: find u € V such that
u =AM, u(r)=v, te(r,T). (3.38)
The corresponding semi-discrete problem in space is: find uy, € V}, such that
up(t) = Ap(t)un, up(t) = Py, te(r,T], 7>0. (3.39)
Let us define the operator
Th(t,7) :=U(t,7) — Up(t, 7)Pn, (3.40)

so that u(t) —up(t) = Th(t, 7)v. The following lemma will be useful in our convergence

analysis.
LEMMA 3.7. [33] Let r € [0,2] and 0 < v < r. Let Assumption[2F be fulfilled. Then
the following error estimate holds for the semi-discrete approximation (3:39)

Jlu(®) = wn (@Il = [ T(t, 7)ol < CH™(E =)~ lolly, v e D ((~A®0)7"?) . (3.41)

PROPOSITION 3.8. [Space error] Let Assumptions[21], [22, and 28 be fulfilled.
Let X(t) and X"(t) be the mild solution of (L) and Z37) respectively.
(i) If 0 < B < 1, then the following error estimate holds

X (t) — X" || p2.m) < ChP, 0<t<T. (3.42)

(i) If 1 < B < 2 and moreover if Assumption[Z8 is fulfilled, then the following
error estimate holds

1X(t) — X"®) || p2.m) < CHP, 0<t<T, (3.43)
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(iii) If 8 =2 and moreover if Assumption[Z8is fulfilled, then the following error
estimate holds

X () — X" ()| p2(0,m) < Ch? (1 + max (0,In(t/h?))), 0 <t < T(3.44)

Proof. Subtracting [3.8) form ([Z20), taking the L? norm and using triangle inequality
yields

I1X(8) = X" @)l 200,y < IU(t0)Xo = Un(t,0) P Xoll 12(q, i)

t
+ / [U(t, $)F (s, X(s)) — Un(t, s)Pp F (s, Xh(s))] ds
0 L2(Q,H)
t
+ / [U(t, $)B (s, X(s)) — Un(t, s)Pn B (s, Xh(s))] AW (s)
0 L2(Q,H)
= IVo + IV + IVa. (3.45)
Using Lemma 317 with » = v = 3 yields
IV < Chﬁ||X0||L2(Q7’D((_A(O))5/2)) < ChP. (3.46)

Using Lemma B with » = 3, v = 0, Assumption 2.5l Lemmas and yields
IV, < /Ot |U(t, s)F (s,X(s)) = U(t,s)F (S,Xh(s))HLQ(Q)H) ds
+ /Ot |U(t,)F (s, X"(s)) — Un(t,s)PuF (s, X"(s)) [PRE
< C/Ot 1 (s) = X"(8)]] 2. 45 + ChP /Ot(t —5)7P2ds
< ChP + C/Ot 1 (s) = X™(9)|| 2y, 11 d5- (3.47)

Using the Ité-isometry property, Lemma B.6] Lemma B7 with » = 5 and v = %

yields
t
IV2 :/ |U(t,5)B (s, X(5)) — Un(t, 5)Pu B (5, X"(5)) || o ds
Ot )
< / |U(t,s)B (s, X(s))—U(t,s)B (s, X"(s)) HLO ds
0 2
t
+ / |U(t,5)B (s, X"(s)) — Un(t, s)PuB (s, X"(5))]| 0 ds
0 2
t t
= C/ HX(S) - Xh(S)Hiz(Q H) ds + Chw/ (t— 5)_1+Bd3
0 ’ 0
t
<Ch¥ +C /0 1X(5) = X" ()| Lo D5 (3.48)
Substituting (48), B47) and B46) in (B4T) yields

t
1X(0) = X021, < O +C /0 1X(8) = X(6)|2agp ds- (3:49)
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Applying the continuous Gronwall’s lemma to (349) yields

| X () — X"t

" 12 < CH. (3.50)

d
For non commutative operators H; on a Banach space, we introduce the following
notation for the composition

k

HyHy - H if k>1,
HHJ { it k<l (8:51)

The following lemma will be useful in our convergence proof.
LEMMA 3.9. [33] Let Assumption[Z2 be fulfilled. Then the following estimate holds

HeAtAh’j (_Ah’l)'y
=l
H —Ap, k (H eAtAn, ]> Ah,l)772

0<v <1,0< v <1, where C is a positive constant independent of m, I, h and
At.
LemMmA 3.10.

(i) For all a > 0, the following estimate holds

<Ct)Y,, 0<l<m, 0<~<1,(3.52)

L(H)

<ot 0<l<m, (3.53)

L(H)

| R"(t, )(—An(s) Ny SClE=5)7% ts€0,T]. (3.54)

(i1) For all o € [0,1], the following estimate holds

< CAt'T™. (3.55)

H (Un(ty, tj—1) — A1) (=Ap ;1) " L(H)

(i1i) For all o € [0,1), the following estimate holds

| (Un(ty,tj—1) — eXAmi=1) (—Ap 1) < CAt'™®.  (3.56)

e
w) For all o € |0, 1|, the following estimate holds
(iv) F Il [0,1], the following ; hold

[(=An 1) (Un(ts, tj—1) — eBHAm-1)| Ly S CAL™. (3.57)

Proof. From the integral equation (B1), we have

R (t,8)(—An(s)™ = D=9 (_ 4, ()™ + / ' RI(t, 7)R" (7, 5)(—An(s))*dr. (3.58)

S

Taking the norm in both sides of ([B58), using ([2:306) and Lemma 3] yields

| 8. 5) (= An(s)"

< HeAh(s)(tfs)(—Ah(s))a

L(H) —
+ [ ik

<Ct—s)"

L(H)

5)(—An(s))”

L(H)

Rh(ﬂ s)(—=An(s))"

dr. (3.59
oy &7 (3:59)
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Applying the continuous Gronwall’s lemma to (3.59) yields

| R™(t, s)(—An(s NN iy < ClE—s)7" (3.60)

From &3 and B), we have

t
Un(ty, tj—1) — eXtAmi—t :/ et ARy (7, 45_1)dr
t

This completes the proof of (i).

\_/

<!

= / €(tj_T)Ah(T)R?(T, tj_l)dT
tJ

tj
n / (=) An(r)
ti_1

15T (A4 () = An(ty-0)) et O

/ R?(T,S)Rh(s,tj_l)d8‘| dr
tj71

() A()

tj71

/T R (r, S)Rh(s,tj_l)d8‘| dr. (3.61)

Therefore, from [B.61)), for all « € [0, 1], using ([230) and Lemma [35] it holds that

H(Uh(fjafj—l) — B (= Ay o) L

tj
S /
tj—1

'eAh,j,l(T—tj,Q (_Ah,jfl)lia
tj
‘)
iy
tj
<)
iy

(H)
et~ TAT) (A (7) = An(tj1)) (—Anj1) "

L(H)

(ty=m) A7) RN s) R (5.1 ds| d
‘ waélnlhﬁ (50t5-1) s |

ot An(r)

(4@ = Antty) (507

L(H) L(H)
Apjoa(T—tj-1) —A, l1-a d
~ He ' (=4nj-1) L(H) ’
+ C/ / dsdr
< C/ (1 —tj_1)%d7 + CAt* < CAH T, (3.62)
ti—1

This completes the proof of (ii). The proof of (iii) and (iv) are similar to that of (ii)
using (i). O

The following lemma can be found in [21]

LEMMA 3.11. For all ay,a0 > 0 and « € [0,1), there exist two positive constants
Coy,ap and Cy o, such that

3 < et 36)

1,02 m

At Z tjaat; % < Coagti™ . (3.64)
=
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Proof. The proof of (B:63) follows from the comparison with the integral
¢
/ (t — ) tHargltazgg (3.65)
0

The proof of [B:64) is a consequence of ([B.63). O

The following lemma is fundamental in our convergence analysis.

LEMMA 3.12. Let Assumption 22 be fulfilled. Then for all1 <i <m < M.
(i) The following estimate holds

m m—1
H Un(tj,tj-1) | — H Bt < CAE™C, (3.66)
j=i j=i—1 L(H)

where € > 0 is a positive number small enough.
(i) The following estimate also holds

H <ﬁ Uh(tj7tj1)> — <7h1 eAtAh,J'>

j=i—1
Proof. First of all note that

<ﬁ Uh(tﬁtjl)) - <"1L_[1 eAtAh'vf> = <ﬁ Uh(tﬁtjl)) - <ﬁ e““‘hwfl) .(3.68)

=i

(—Api1)~" < CAL.

—

3.67)

L(H)

Using the telescopic sum, ([B.68) can be rewritten as follows

m m
HUh(tjatjfl) - l_IeAtAh"j*1
jei j=i

m—i+1

m
= > | II Unltstimn) | (Un Givnrstivnos) — eB0mivioz)
k=1 \j=itk

i+k—2
I |- (3.69)
Jj=1

Writing down explicitly the first term of [3.69) gives
m m
HUh(tjatjfl) - l_IeAtAh’jf1
j=i j=i

= H Uh(tj, tjfl) (Uh(ti, tifl) — eAtAh’ifl)

j=it1
m—it1 [ m
+ Z H Un(tjsti—1) | (Un (tigh—1,tipn—o) — e>tAmith=2)
k=2 \j=itk
i+k—2

IT e2m |- (3.70)
j=i
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Taking the norm in both sides of B70), using Lemma B3 Lemma (ii) and
Lemma yields

‘ <H Uh(tj7tj1)> - <H eAtA’W'1>
j=i j=i

< HUh(tmfiJrhti)HL(H) HUh(tzyti,l) _ eAtAh,,i—l

L(H)

L(H)
m—i+1
+ Z HUh(tM:tiJrkfl)HL(H) H (Uh(ti+k717ti+k,2) _ eAtAh,z#»ku) (—Ah,i+k72)71+5 .
k=2
i+k—2
% (_Ah,i+k72)176 < H eAtAh,j1>
J=t L(H)
m—i+1
SCAL+C Y AT
k=2
< OAt' (3.71)

This completes the proof of (i). The proof of (ii) is similar to that of (i) using (Z.53)
and Lemma .11l O

With the above preparatory results in hand, we can now prove our main result.

3.2. Proof of Theorem Using triangle inequality, we split the fully dis-
crete error in two parts as follows.

A

1X (tm) — X220, < 1 X (tm) = X" (tm) 200,y + 1 X (tm) = X0 | 22(0 1)
— V4 VI (3.72)

The space error V is estimated in Lemma 3.7 It remains to estimate the time error
VI. Note that the mild solution of (237) can be written as follows.

Xh(tm):Uh(tm,tm_l)Xh(tm_l)—i—/m Un(tm, s)PuF (s,X"(s)) ds

tm—1

+ /tm Un(tm, $) Py B (5, X" (5)) dW (s). (3.73)

tm—1

Tterating the mild solution B73) yields

X" (t)
m t'VrL
= HUh(tj7tj—1) PhX0+/ Uh(tvms)PhF <S7Xh(8)) ds
j=1 tm—1

- /ttm Un(tm, s)Pn B (&X”(S)) AW (s)

m—

m—1

+ Z /tm*k ( ﬁ Uh(tj7tj1)> Un(tm—r, ) Pn " (S’Xh(s)) ds

k=1 7tm—-k-1 \ j=m—k+1

* b /;tm*k ( ﬁ Uh(tj7tj1)> Un(tm—,5)PnB (87Xh(s)) dW (s). (3.74)

j=m—k+1
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Iterating the numerical scheme ([ZZ4]) by substituting X;-l, j=m-—1,--- 1 only in
the first term of ([2.44]) by their expressions yields

m—1 tm
X:,L.L = <H eAtAh’j> X(éL +/ e(tmis)Ah’mflphF (tmthg’Lfl) dS

j=0 tm—1

t’Vn
+/ AtAnm-1p, B (tm,l,X,’;,l) AW (s)

tm—1
m—1 bt
>
k=1 tin—k—1 —
—1

m—1 Lol
+> / ( 11 eAtA*W') eftAnm—k-1p B (tm,k,hXZ;,k,l) dW (s)(3.75)
k=1 tm—k—1

—1

H eAtAfm') e(tm—k*S)Ah,m—k—l P.F (tm7k717 Xgﬂﬁk71) ds
k

m
Jj=m
m

j=m—~k

Substracting (B75) from B.74) yields
X"(tm) = X7,

m m—1
= <H Uh(tj7tj1)> PrXo — <H eAtAh"j> Py Xo
j=1

Jj=0

tm tm
+ / U (tm, s)PnF (s,Xh(s)) ds—/ etm=)Anm—1p, (tmﬂ,X,];,l) ds

tm—1 tm—1

tm tm
+ / Un (tm, $)Pn B (&Xh(s)) AW (s) — / eAtAnm—1p, B (tmfh X,’;,l) AW (s)
t t

m—1 m—1

m—1 bl m
n / [T Unttstim) Uh(tm,k,s)PhF(s,Xh(s)) ds
k=1"tm—k-1 \j=m—kt1
m—1 t— ke m—1
—Z/ H eAtAng | ltm—rk=DAnm—r-1p, p (t'mfkfle'rf:Lfkfl) ds
k=1 Ytm—k-1 \ j=m—k
m—1 bt m
+ / [T Unttstjimr) | Unltm—r, ) PB (s,Xh(s)) AW (s)
k=1"tm—k-1 \j=m—k41
m—1 ton— m—1
-3 [] &4ni | ertAnm-r-ip,B (tm,k,l,x,’;,k,l) AW (s)

=1 Ytm-k—-1 \ j=m—k

= VL + VI +VIs+ VI + VIs.

(3.76)
Taking the norm in both sides of [B76) yields
5
X" (tm) = X 17200,y < 25 Z VL2, (3.77)
i=1
In what follows, we estimate separately ||V I;| p2(,my, i = 1,--+ , 5.

3.2.1. Estimate of VI, VI, and V3. Using Lemma [312 it holds that

m—1

IVIe2em < ||| [T Untistion) | - GALAL 1 XollL2(0,m)
o =0 L)

< CAtTe, (3.78)
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Using triangle inequality, ([233]), Lemma B35 Assumption and Theorem 2.7 it
holds that

ds
L2(Q,H)

tm
+/ He(tmis)Ah’mfl [PhF (tmfl,X,lzfl) — P F (tm,hXh(tm,l))”
t

t’VVL
IVElom < [ [Untn )i (s.X"(9)
tm—1

m—1 L2(Q,H)
o [ e (X )
L2(Q,H)
<c/ ds+0/ X" () — ,’;,1||L2(Q,H)ds+c/tm ds
tm—1
< COAt+ cmuxh(tm,l) — XP iz .- (3.79)

Applying the Ité-isometry property, using Assumption [26] ([2.35]), Theorem 2.7 and
Lemma yields

IV Is| 2200 < 9/ ]EHUh b, $)PaBB (5, X" )H ds

tm 2
+ 9/ E He“*“’umfl [PhB (tm,hXﬁl,l) — P,B (tm,hxh(tm,l))” Jds
tm—1 L3
tm 2
+ 9/ E HemA’“’"*lPhF (tm,l,Xh(tm,l)) H ds
t L3
1
o tm tm
< c/ ds + c/ 1X" (1) = X By s + c/ ds
tmfl tmfl tmfl
< CAL+ CAY| X" (tm-1) — Xp1l|72(0.m)- (3.80)

3.2.2. Estimate of V1. To estimate VI, we split it in five terms as follows.

/:m% ﬁ Un(tjsti-1) | Un(tm—r,5) [PhF (S“Xh(S)) —PuF (tm*k*l’Xh(tmfkfl))] ds

—k=1 \j=m—k+1

Un(tj,tj—1) | [Un(tm—rk,8) — Un(tm—k,tm—1—1)] P F' (tmfkthh(tmfkfl)) ds

_|_
™
r\
3 3“
Tl

=

—k=1 \j=m—k+1
m—1 bl m m—1
AtAy, h
+ Z/ H Uh tj,t] 1 - H et An. PLF (tm,kfl,X (tm,kfl)) ds
k=1 Ytm—k—1 j=m—k j=m—k—1
m—1 ton— ke m—1
+ / H Dt AR, (eAtAh,mfkfl _ e(tmfk*S)Ah,mfkfl) P, F (tm7k717Xh(tm7k71)) ds
k=1"7tm—k—1 \ j=m—k
m—1 m—1

tm—k
+ Z/ H At | etm—k =) Anm—k—1 [PhF (tmfkflth(tmfkfl)) — P, F (tmfkflngLfkfl)] ds

k=1"7tm—k-1 \ j=m—k

= VIp + Vi + Vi + Vi + Vigs.

(3.81)



MANGUS-TYPE INTEGRATOR FOR NON-AUTONOMOUS SPDEs 21

Using Lemma 3.5, Assumption and Lemma yields

IV Iaill L2, m)
ds

<y / e (%" ) = P (s X ) |

tim—k
< C’Z/ (5= tm_1_1)"? ds+C’Z/ X" (s) = X" (tm—r—1)|| L2 (. 1r) ds
= t m k—1

< CApminBD/2, (3.82)

Using Lemma B85 Assumption and Theorem 2.7] gives

IV L2l 20, 1y

< OZ/ U (s ton—e) Un (i )X = Un (55 tan—see) L a1
tym—k—1
x HPhF (tm*k*l’X (tmfkfl))’ L2(Q,H) ds
<C Z / HUh(tm’tm*k)(_Ah»mfk)keHL(H) [|(=Anm—r) " Un(tmr, $)(—Anm—i)' "

tm—k—1
X (= Anm—) T @ = Un(s, tmi—1))|| gy, ds

m—1

tm—k
<C> / (b — tm—k) (s — tm_k_1)' " “ds
t

k=1 m—k—1

< OAt™ Z / ty ' Teds

m—1

< CAE'E N T At
k=1

< CALTE.

HL(H)

(3.83)
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Using Lemma 39 Assumption 225 Theorem 27 ([2:33) and ([Z30) yields

IV 13| 2o, m)

m—1 Lo m—1
< Z/ . H eAtAN; (e(S*tmfkfl)Ah,mka _ I) eltm—k=8)An,m—k—1
el Ytm—k—1 j=m—k L(H)
X || PuF (tm—k—1, X" (tm—r—1)) 220y 5
m—1 tm—k m—1
<C Z/ A ) (= Apm-r-1)' ¢
k=1 Ytm—k—1 j=m—k L(H)
» H(—Ah m—k—l)_H—E e(s—tm,k,l)Ath,kfl o I) H He(tyn—k*S)Ah,,wn—k—l ds
: L(H) L(H)
m—1 et g
<OZ/ t 1+E(S_t 7k71)1 €ds
k=1 tin—k—1
m—1 tm—k
ccare 3 [ gt
k=1 tin—k—1
< care. (3.84)
Using Lemma 39 ([2.38), [2.36), Assumption and Lemma [3.5] yields
IV Luall L2 (0,1
m—1 Lo m—1
< Z / eAtAN; (I _ e(s—tm—k—l)Ah,m—k—l) e(tmf’c_s)Ah’m*’ﬁl
1 Y tm—k—1 j=m—k L(H)
X HPhF (tmfkfh Xh(tmfkfl)) HLz(Q,H) ds
m—1 tn—ke m—1
<Cy / IT ) (Anmi) "
k=1 Ytm—k—1 j=m—k L(H)
« H(_Ah m_k)—lJre (I . e(S—tmfk—l)Ah,m—kfl) H He(tM*k_S)Ah’m*k’l
; L(H) L(H)
m—1 tm—k
<C> / t (s — tm—k—1)""ds
k=1 tm—k—1
m—1 .y
<oA=y / b ds
kel Ytm—k—1
< CAt—e. (3.85)
Using Lemma and Assumption yields
m—1 .ty
VL2 < C / X" (tmi1) = X1l 20, m)
k=1 tm—k—1
m—1
< AL [IXM (1) — X 12 (3.86)
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Substituting (336), (385), B3), B53) and @52 in @I yields

m—1
HVI4HL2(Q,H) < CAp™n(51)/2 + CAt Z ||Xh(tk) — _X]}CLHL2(KLH). (3.87)
k=0

3.2.3. Estimate of VI;. To estimate V' I5, we split it in four terms as follows

ﬁ Uh(tj,tjl)) Un (tm—t, 8) [PhB <3,Xh(s)) — P,B (tm,k,l,xh(tm,k,l))] AW (s)

1Y tmk—1 \ j=m—k+1
m=1 m m—1
+ Z H Uh(tj7tj1)> — ( H eAtAh'~j>] P,B (tm,k,hXh(tmfkfl)) dW(S)
k=1 Ytm—k—1 j=m—k j=m—k—1
m=1 m—1

+

(. ﬁ Uh(tj,tj1)> [Un (s ) = Un(bmrs bne—2)] P8 (b1, X" (b1 ) W (5)
( eAtAhd> [PhB (tm,k,h Xh(tm,k,l)) — P.B (tm,k,h Xf;,k,l)} AW (s)
_|_

=:Vlis1 + Vs Is3 + Vs (3.88)

Using the Ito-isometry property, Lemma B.5] Assumption and Lemma [3.6] yields

IV Is1 12200, )

m—1 tm—k
- Z/ E||Un(tm,s) [PuB (s, X"(s)) — P, B (tm,k,l,xh(tm,k,l))wig ds
k=1

bt —k—1

m—1 g L m—1 ety
<O [ Gt C3 [ ) = X o) gy
k=1 ¥ tm—k-1 =1 7/t '

m—k—1

m—1 ton— ks )
< C AP +C Z / (S _ tm,k,l)mln(ﬁ’l)ds
k=1 Y tm—k-1

< CAmnGY), (3.89)
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Applying the Ité-isometry property, using Lemmal[3.5] Assumption2.6and Lemma 3.0l
yields

HVI52||L2(Q H)
m—1

e 2
= / E HUh(tmytmfk)Uh(tmfkv s) (I = Un(s,tm—r-1)) PnB (tm—kfleh(tm—k—l))‘
tm—k—1

ds

0
L2

2 —1

+e 1—e
[(=Am—1)"Z Un(tm—r>8)(~Anm—x) = |2cm)

1—e

m—1 to— ke
<C / HUh(tmytmfk) (—Anm—k) 2
t _

L(H)

2

—1+e
) (= Apm i) T (= Un (5, b H
H( hym—Fk) ( n(s k—1)) LOH)
m—k
< C’Z/ ty 1te s—tm,k,l)lfeds
tm—k—1
m—1

tom—
< CAL'e / ’ ty ' Teds
—17tm—k—1

(3.90)

Applying the Ito-isometry property, using Lemmal[3.12] Assumption2.6land Lemma 3.}
yields

m—k m m—1
||VI53||L2 Q.H) = Z / H Un(tj, ti—1) | — H eAtAn
m k—1 ]:m—k? ]:m—k:—l
2
. PhB (tmfkfl,Xh(tm,kfl)) HLS ds

m—1 Lk
<cY / Af'<ds

k=1 bt —k—1
< CAt'™, (3.91)

Applying the Ito-isometry property, Lemma and Assumption yields

m—

m—k
||VI54||L2 Q,H) — Z / H AtAh’j
m k—1 —m—
. [PhB (tm—k—la ( m—k— 1)) - PhB (tm_k_hX’r]‘:l—k—l)] Hig ds
m—1 B
< C HXh(tm—k—l) — X:Tll_k_lHLQ(QJ{) ds

<C ||Xh tk Xl?”%%n,H)- (3-92)
k=0
Substituting (392), 391), (3-90) and B3.89) in [B8]) yields
m—1

IVIs20m < CA™POD £ CALY | XP(t) — XP | 2y (3.93)
k=0
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Substituting (3:93), (387), @=0), @79 and @78) in @76) vields
m—1

IX"(tm) = X |20,y < CAE™EN) 4 OAL Y {IX" (1) = XE | Z2(0,1/3-94)
k=0

Applying the discrete Gronwall’s lemma to ([B.94)) yields
1 X" (tm) = X 20,0y < CApmin(B1=e)/2, (3.95)

Note that to achieve optimal convergence 1/2 when § > 1, we only need to re-estimate
|V Is2||p2(0,m) and ||V Iss| 2 (o,m) by using Assumptlonand Lemma 312 (ii). This
is stralghtforward The proof of Theorem [2.9]is therefore completed.

4. Numerical experiments. We consider the following stochastic reactive dom-Jj
inated advection diffusion reaction with constant diagonal difussion tensor

—t
dX = |(1+ e (AX — V- (qX)) — |§<|ﬁ dt + XdW, X(0)=0, (4.1)
with mixed Neumann-Dirichlet boundary conditions on A = [0, L1] x [0, La]. The
Dirichlet boundary condition is X = 1 at I' = {(z,y) : = = 0} and we use the
homogeneous Neumann boundary conditions elsewhere. The eigenfunctions {e; ;} =
{egl) ®e§2)}i, ;>0 of the covariance operator () are the same as for the Laplace operator

—A with homogeneous boundary condition, given by

1 [2 ]
eél)(x) = o ez(l)(x) = 7 cos <%x) ,1 €N,

where [ € {1,2}, x € A. We assume that the noise can be represented as

Z Ve ()i (t) (4.2)

(4,5)€EN?
where f3; j(t) are independent and identically distributed standard Brownian motions,
Xij, (i,7) € N? are the eigenvalues of @, with

)

Mg = (245277 s>, (4.3)

in the representation (£2) for some small § > 0. To obtain trace class noise, it is
enough to have 5+ ¢ > 1. In our simulations, we take 8 € {1.5,2} and 6 = 0.001. In
(223)), we take b(x,u) = 4u, x € A and u € R. Therefore, from [I7), Section 4] it follows
that the operators B defined by (m fulﬁlls Assumption 2.6 and Assumption

The function F is given by F'(t,v) = t €10,T], v € H and obviously satisfies

1+ | |’
Assumption The nonlinear operator A(t) is given by

A) = (1+e ) (AQ) = V.v(), telo,T], (4.4)

where v is the Darcy velocity. We obtain the Darcy velocity field v = (¢;) by solving
the following system

V-v=0, v =—-kVp, (4.5)
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with Dirichlet boundary conditions on 'ty = {0, L1} x [0, Lo] and Neumann boundary
conditions on 'k, = (0, L;) x {0, L2} such that

[ 1 in {0} x [0, Ly
p—{ 0 in {Li} x [0, Ls]

and —k Vp(x,t) -n = 0 in T'}y. Here, we use a constant permeabily tensor k and
have obtained almost a linear presure p. Clearly D(A(t)) = D(A(0)), t € [0,T] and
D((—A(t)*) = D((—A(0)), t € [0,T], 0 < a < 1. The function g;;(x,t) defined
in 223) is given by gi(z,t) = 1+ e %, and ¢;;(z,t) = 0,4 # j. Since g;(x,t) is
bounded below by 1+ e~7 it follows that the ellipticity condition ([Z24) holds and
therefore as a consequence of Section [Z2] it follows that A(t) is sectorial. Obviously
Assumption is fulfilled.

x10™
12F T T T T
11F =® Magnus 3=1.5 b
100 == Magnus (=2 /,
9t 7
8F
o7 7
()
6L ~
g s
£ St z,
~
-
5 4 e
o 7
o
3L~
L ]
1 2 3 4 5
log(A 1) %1073

Fia. 4.1. Convergence of the implicit scheme for = 1, and 8 = 2 in @3). The order of
convergence in time is 0.57 for f =1, 0.54 for B = 2. The total number of samples used is 100.

In Figure {1l we can observe the convergence of the the stochastic Magnus scheme
for two noise’s parameters. Indeed the order of convergence in time is 0.57 for 5 =1
and 0.54 for 8 = 2. These orders are close to the theoretical orders 0.5 obtained in
Theorem 29 for 8 =1 and 8 = 2.
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