arXiv:2502.02473v1 [math.NA] 4 Feb 2025

Parareal Algorithms for Stochastic Maxwell Equations Driven by
Multiplicative Noise

Liying Zhang?®, Qi Zhang®*, Lihai Jib*

@School of Mathematical Science, China University of Mining and Technology, Beijing 100083, China
b Institute of Applied Physics and Computational Mathematics, Beijing 100094, China
¢Shanghai Zhangjiang Institute of Mathematics, Shanghai 201203, China

Abstract

This paper investigates the parareal algorithms for solving the stochastic Maxwell equations
driven by multiplicative noise, focusing on their convergence, computational efficiency and
numerical performance. The algorithms use the stochastic exponential integrator as the coarse
propagator, while both the exact integrator and the stochastic exponential integrator are used
as fine propagators. Theoretical analysis shows that the mean square convergence rates of
the two algorithms selected above are proportional to k/2, depending on the iteration number
of the algorithms. Numerical experiments validate these theoretical findings, demonstrating
that larger iteration numbers k improve convergence rates, while larger damping coefficients
o accelerate the convergence of the algorithms. Furthermore, the algorithms maintain high
accuracy and computational efficiency, highlighting their significant advantages over traditional
exponential methods in long-term simulations.

Keywords: Stochastic Maxwell equations, Parareal algorithm, Strong convergence, Stochastic
exponential integrator

1. Introduction

In the evolution of complex dynamic systems, the flux of electric and magnetic fields is
influenced by noise, resulting in uncertainty and random effects that significantly impact the
system’s behavior. To accurately model thermal fluctuations and radiation in electromagnetic
fields, stochastic Maxwell equations were introduced by @] Several theoretical studies on
stochastic Maxwell equations, such as the well-posedness, homogenization, and controllability
of the solutions have been studied (cf. HE, [17, @])

In recent years, significant research has focused on numerical methods for discretizing
stochastic Maxwell equations to effectively explore the physical properties of the solutions.
Several studies have concentrated on developing structure eserv1 numerical methods, such
as stochastic multi-symplectic numerical methods (cf. discontinuous Galerkin
methods (cf. B, @,Eﬁ local and global radial ba81s functlons cf ﬁ% ), symplectic Runge-
Kutta methods (cf. ﬂa]) ergodic numerical method (cf. B]) and operator splitting method (cf.
ﬂa]) Additionally, other discretization methods include implicit Euler scheme (cf. M]), the
explicit exponential scheme (cf. @]) the finite element method (cf. _ CN-FDTD and
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Yee-FDTD methods (cf. ﬂﬁ]), Wiener chaos expansion (cf. @]), among others. Given that
the convergence rates of numerical methods for both temporal and spatial discretization can
be influenced by the regularity of the noise, it is challenging to establish effective numerical
methods. For instance, the semi-implicit Euler method achieves the mean-square convergence
order of 1/2 for multiplicative noise in M], while the stochastic Runge-Kutta method attains the
mean-square convergence order of 1 for additive noise in [3]. High-order DG methods exhibit
the mean-square convergence order of k+1 for both multiplicative and additive noise in @, ﬂ]
and the explicit exponential integrator achieves the mean-square convergence order of 1/2 and
1 for multiplicative and additive noise, respectively in HE]

The aim of this paper is to design an efficient numerical method to perform long-time and
high-precision numerical simulations of stochastic Maxwell equations driven by multiplicative
noise. In recent years, parareal algorithms have been applied to the numerical computation
of stochastic differential equations. For example, Zhang et al. in [25] proposed the parareal
algorithm based on the explicit Milstein scheme as the coarse propagator and the exact solution
as the fine propagator, achieving the mean-square convergence order of k. Hong et al. in ﬂﬂ]
employed an exponential #-scheme to solve stochastic Schrodinger equations driven by additive
noise, achieving the mean-square convergence order of k for 6 € [0 1]\% and a higher order of
2k when 6 = % owing to algorithmic symmetry. Bréhier et al. in E] investigated the parareal
algorithm for semilinear parabolic stochastic partial differential equations, proving that when
the linear implicit Euler scheme is chosen as the coarse integrator, the mean-square convergence
order is min(q, k+1), saturating at «v as k increases, whereas using the exponential Euler scheme
as the coarse integrator yields the mean-square convergence order (k + 1)a. Consequently,
the stochastic exponential scheme typically outperforms the implicit Euler method in terms
of convergence rates. In @], we studied parareal algorithms for stochastic Maxwell equations
driven by additive noise, selecting the stochastic exponential integrator as the coarse propagator
and both the exact solution integrator and the stochastic exponential integrator as the fine
propagators and derived that the uniform mean-square convergence order is k.

In this paper, we aim to investigate the parareal algorithms for stochastic Maxwell equa-
tions driven by multiplicative noise. When analyzing the convergence of parareal algorithms for
stochastic Maxwell equations driven by multiplicative noise, compared to additive noise in @],
there are several challenges. Since additive noise affects the system independently of its state
and does not depend on state variables, semigroup contraction properties and Lipschitz con-
tinuity can be more directly leveraged in the convergence analysis. In contrast, multiplicative
noise dynamically interacts with the solution, meaning that the noise term varies with the state
variables. Consequently, the infinite-dimensional It6 integral and properties of the ()-Wiener
process need to be employed, introducing more intricate integral terms and estimation proce-
dures. Moreover, establishing the error recursion requires the diffusion coefficient to satisfy the
global Lipschitz condition for multiplicative noise, resulting in more complex recursive inequal-
ities and iterative techniques, which are essential to guarantee the final convergence estimates.
In numerical implementation, multiplicative noise may cause instability in numerical methods,
requiring the selection of appropriate step sizes and parameters to ensure numerical stability.
Additionally, the comparison of the computational cost and efficiency of the parareal algorithm
and exponential methods reveals that traditional exponential methods often require smaller
time steps to ensure accuracy, which in turn leads to higher computational costs. In contrast,
the parareal algorithm uses a coarse propagator with a larger time step and a fine propagator
with a smaller time step, allowing it to achieve comparable accuracy in fewer iterations, thus
reducing overall computational effort. Finally, numerical experiments are presented to validate



the convergence and efficiency of the parareal algorithm for the stochastic Maxwell equations
driven by multiplicative noise.

The structure of this paper is as follows. Section[2introduces the fundamentals of stochastic
Maxwell equations, including Hilbert spaces, (-Wiener processes and the Maxwell operator,
and establishes the well-posedness of mild solutions. Section [ presents the parareal algorithms,
which use the stochastic exponential integrator as the coarse G-propagator and offer two options
for the fine F-propagator: the exact solution and the stochastic exponential integrator. Section
[ analyzes the computational cost and efficiency, comparing the algorithm with traditional
exponential methods and highlighting its ability to significantly reduce costs. Sections [l and
present convergence analyses for two choices of the fine propagator, proving that the uniform
mean-square convergence rate of the parareal algorithm is proportional to k/2, where k is the
iteration number. Section [ validates the theoretical results through numerical experiments,
demonstrating the stability, accuracy and efficiency of the algorithms in long-term simulations.

To lighten notations, throughout this paper, C stands for a constant which might be de-
pendent of T" but is independent of AT and may vary from line to line.

2. Stochastic Maxwell equations driven by multiplicative noise

In this paper, we consider the stochastic Maxwell equations with damping terms driven by
multiplicative noise:

cO,E(t,x) =V x H(t,x) — cE(t,x) — J.(t,x, E,H) — J'(t,x, E,H) - W,

woH (t,x) = -V x E(t,x) —cH (t,x) — J(t,x, E,H) — J, (t,z, E.H) - W,

where t € [0,T], £ € D C R3 and E and H represent the electric and magnetic fields,
respectively. Here, € is the electric permittivity, p is the magnetic permeability, J. and .J,, are

the electric and magnetic current densities, and J! and J], are functions depending on E and
H.
The basic Hilbert space is defined as H := L?(D)3 x L?(D)? with the inner product:

< (gll) ’ (I%) >H = /D(fEl . By + pH, - Hy)dz,

for all Ey, H,, E5, Hy € L*(D)3, and the norm:

\(2)

In addition, we assume that € and p are bounded and uniformly positive definite functions:
g, € L®(D), with e, 4 > 0 for all x € D.

The @Q-Wiener process W is defined on a given probability space (€2, .7, P, {%}ico,m)) and
can be expanded in a Fourier series as:

2
_ / (B + | H|?)dz, VE,H e L*(D)"
H D

W(t) = f: A28 (He,, te0,T],
n=1



where {£,(t)}5°, is a sequence of independent standard real-valued Wiener processes, and
{e,}5°, is a complete orthonormal system of H, consisting of eigenfunctions of a symmetric,
nonnegative, and finite-trace operator @, i.e., Tr(Q)) < oo and Qe, = A, e, with corresponding
eigenvalues \,, > 0.

The Maxwell operator is defined by:

E 0 e 'Vx\ (E
()= (e 707 () 0
with domain:

DM@z{(ﬁ)GH:M(ﬁ)z(f;X;;%)EELanaD:d}

Based on the closedness of the operator Vx, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 1. ﬁ/ The Mazwell operator defined in (1) with domain D(M) is closed and skew-
adjoint, and generates a Cy-semigroup S(t) = ™ on H fort € [0,T]. Moreover, the frequently
used property for the Mazwell operator M is: (Mu,u)y = 0.

We consider the abstract form in the infinite-dimensional space H := L?(D)? x L*(D)3:
{ du(t) = [Mu(t) — ou(t)]dt + F(t,u(t))dt + B(t,u(t))dW, te (0,T], 2)
u(0) = o,

where the solution u = (ET, HT)T is a stochastic process with values in H.
Let S(t) := " ™=719) he the semigroup generated by operator M — oId. The following

lemma states that the semigroup S (t) = e!M=ld) j5 a contraction semigroup, implying its
properties of contraction, stability, and extensive applicability.

Lemma 2. For the semigroup {S(t) = ¢!™=71 t > 0} on H, we obtain
<1, t>0

To ensure the well-posedness of the mild solution of the stochastic Maxwell equations (2)), we
need the following assumptions.

Assumption 1. (Initial value). The initial value uy satisfies:
HUOH%Q(Q,H) < 0.
Assumption 2. (Drift nonlinearity). The drift operator F' satisfies:

1wl < O+ Jlulle),
1F(t,u) = F(s,0) |l < C(t = s+ [lu = vlls),

forallt,s € [0, T], u,v € H. Moreover, the nonlinear operator F' has bounded derivatives:
|IDF(uw).hlla < C|lAllm,

for h € H, where the linear operator DF(u) stands for the Fréchet derivative of F' at u and
DF(u).h stands for the derivative of F' at u in the direction h.
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Assumption 3. (Diffusion nonlinearity). The diffusion operator B satisfies:

IB(t, w) | mswom < CIQ2ms(1+ ullf)"?,
1B(t,u) = B(s,0) | aswor < CIQ s (1t = sl + llu = v]lw),

for all t,s € [0,T], u,v € H,Uy := QY?H. Moreover, the nonlinear operator B has bounded
derivatives:

|DB(u).hl gswym < ClQY | msl|hlle,

for h € H, where the linear operator DB(u) stands for the Fréchet derivative of B at u and
DB(u).h stands for the derivative of B at u in the direction h.

Assumption 4. @/(Covariance operator). To guarantee the existence of a mild solution,
we further assume the covariance operator @ of W (t) satisfies:

||M(B_1)/2Q1/2||E2(H) < 00, ﬁ S [0’ 1]’

where || - || c,qmy denotes the Hilbert-Schmidt norm for operators from H to H, and MP=Y/2 js
the (B — 1)/2-th fractional power of M, with 3 being a parameter characterizing the reqularity
of the noise. In this article, we are mostly interested in 3 = 1 for the trace-class operator Q).

Lemma 3. ﬁ/ Let Assumptions[d, 2, [3, and[4) hold. Then there ezists a unique mild solution
to (2), which satisfies:

t t
u(t) = S(t)ug + / S(t— s)F(s,u(s))ds +/ S(t — s)B(s,u(s))dW(s), P-a.s.,
0 0
for each t € [0,T), where §(t) = !M=21) js o Cy-semigroup generated by M — o1.

3. Temporal semidiscretization by parareal algorithm

3.1. Framework of parareal algorithm

To perform the parareal algorithm, the considered interval [0, 77 is first divided into N time
intervals [t,_1,t,] with a uniform coarse step-size AT =t, —t,_; forany n=1,--- | N. Each
subinterval is further divided into J smaller time intervals [t,_; ;_1,t,—1,;] with a uniform fine
step-size At =t,_1; —tp_1,;-1, wheren =1,...,N and j = 1,...,J. The parareal algorithm
can be described as follows.

e Initialization. Use the coarse propagator G with the coarse step-size AT to compute
initial value u’ by

uno) = Q(tn_l,tn,uglozl), n=1,...,N.

u(()o) = Ug-

Let K € N denote the number of parareal iterations: foralln =0,..., N, k=0,..., K—1.



e Time-parallel computation. Use the fine propagator F and time step-size At to compute
U, on each subinterval [t,_1,t,] independently

an—l,j == f(tn—l,j—la tn—l,ju an—l,j—l)u .] = 17 R Jv (3)
(k)

Up—1,0 = Up_q-

e Prediction and correction. Note that we obtain two numerical solutions uS?’ and 1,1y at
time t,, through initialization and parallelization, the sequential prediction and correction
is defined as

Uglk—i—l) = g(tn—la tna uizk—’_ll)) + an - g(tn—lv tnv ug?l)’ (4)
ORI,
0o — Yo

Noting that equation (3]) is of the following form u, = F (tn_l,tn,uik_)l), then parareal
algorithm can be written as

Ung-i_l) = g(tn 1, tna ugf-i_ll ) + -F(tn—lv tnv ugzk—)l) - g(tn—17 tn’ uglk—)l) (5)

3.2. Stochastic exponential scheme
Consider the mild solution of the stochastic Maxwell equations (2)) on the time interval
[tn—la tn]

u(ty) = S(AT)u(t, 1) / S(t, — 5)F ds+/ St — 5)B(u(s))dW(s),  (6)

where Cy-semigroup S(AT) = ¢AT(M—old),

By approximating the integrals of the mild solution (@) at the left endpoints, we can obtain
the stochastic exponential scheme

Up = S(AT)u(ty_1) + S(AT)F(u(ty_1))AT + S(AT)B(u(ty_1)) AW,, (7)
where AW,, = W(t,) — W (t,—1).

3.3. Coarse and fine propagators
e Coarse propagator. The stochastic exponential scheme is chosen as the coarse propagator
with time step-size AT by ()

G(tnr,tn, 1) = S(AT)u + S(AT)F(u)AT + S(AT)B(u) AW, (8)

e Fine propagator. The exact solution as the fine propagator with time step-size At by ([@])

R At _ At
Ftn—1j-1,tn-1j,u) = S(At)u+/ S(At — S)F(u(s))d8+/0 S(At — s)B(u(s))dW(s). (9)

0

Besides, the other choice is the stochastic exponential scheme is chosen as the fine prop-
agator with time step-size At by ([

Fltno1jo1stao1j, ) = S(At)u + S(A)F () At + S(AL)B(u) AW, _1 (10)
where AWn—l,j = W(tn—l,j) — W(tn—l,j—1)~
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4. Computational cost and efficiency analysis

In this section, we provide a detailed analysis of the computational cost associated with the
parareal algorithm and the exponential solution. Additionally, we derive the efficiency of the
parareal algorithm compared to the exponential solution.

4.1. Computational cost of the parareal algorithm

The advantage of the parareal algorithm lies in the ability to compute uF ™ in parallel (for

k > 0), reducing the computational cost. We define the following variables:
® Npoc denotes the number of available processors;
e T denotes the total time, such that NAT =T
e 7 denotes the computational time for a single evaluation of G(u,t,,t,.1);
® T aux denotes the computational time of the auxiliary fine integrator Fyu(u, njs tn,jﬂ);

e 7 denotes the computational time for a single evaluation of F(-,t,,%,.1), such that
_ _ AT
TP = JTF,aux = %7 TF,aux-

It is assumed that 7o and 77 do not depend on AT, §t, n, or u.
The computational cost of the parareal algorithm consists of two main components: the
initialization step and the iterative process.

1. Initialization Cost: In the initialization step, the coarse propagator G is applied sequen-
tially over N sub-intervals, resulting in the following computational cost:

Costinit = N7 (only for k£ = 0).

2. Iteration Cost: In each iteration, the coarse propagator G is sequentially evaluated, and
the fine propagator F is evaluated in parallel across Ny processors. The computational

cost of one iteration is:
TF
Costiey = N | 70 + )
iter ( G Npmc)

The total cost for K iterations is:

TF
K x N .
. (TG - NprOC)

3. Total Cost: For K iterations of the parareal algorithm, the total computational cost is:

T T AT 7p
C tparareal — (K +1)— KT haux
o I Sy o T

where
e The first term (K + 1) 76

— Represents the computational cost of the coarse integrator during initialization and
all K iterations.

— % is the total number of coarse time steps.
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T AT TF,aux — Kz TF, aux

e The second term K ;=% Noroo 5% Noroc

— Represents the computational cost of the fine propagator F over all iterations;

— % is the total number of fine time steps.

Remark 1. In the k-th iteration, G(u®,t,,t,.1) has already been computed in the previous
iteration. Therefore, only the coarse propagator G(u**V) ¢, t,.1) needs to be reevaluated. The
computation of F(u® t, t,o1) can be performed in parallel, as the calculations for different
time steps n are independent. However, the total cost is influenced by the number of iterations
K, the number of processors Ny, and the choice of time step sizes AT and dt.

4.2. Computational cost of the exponential solution
Let 7P denote the computational time for the exponential solution wu;*® with time step
AT'. The computational cost is:

Cost™P = TP

AT{ Y

where 7P represents the computational cost of the exponential solution per sub-interval in the
exponential solution.

4.8. Computational efficiency

The computational efficiency £ is defined as the ratio of the cost of the exponential solution
to the cost of the parareal algorithm:

Cost™® TP AT

" CostP™™el — (K + 1)7¢/AT + K1 /Nyt

Remark 2. The parareal algorithm demonstrates outstanding performance in reducing compu-
tational costs and enhancing efficiency. However, a balance must be struck between efficiency
and the number of iterations K. Selecting an appropriate K and time step size is essential for
achieving optimal performance. For the maximum efficiency, it is recommended to set K = 1.

4.4. Efficiency analysis

The efficiency is influenced by the following factors.

1. Time Step Ratios: The ratios AT/ét and AT /AT" are critical for £.

e AT/6t: The ratio AT /ot significantly influences the efficiency of the parareal algo-
rithm. A smaller coarse time step AT improves the accuracy of the coarse propaga-
tor G, potentially reducing the number of iterations K and accelerating convergence.
However, this can increase initialization costs due to the need for more coarse eval-
uations. Conversely, a smaller fine time step 0t enhances the precision of the fine
propagator JF, but also raises the computational costs for each evaluation. If the
ratio of coarse to fine time steps is too large, it can lead to disproportionately high
costs for the fine propagator, negatively affecting overall efficiency.



e AT/AT': This ratio reflects the comparison between the parareal algorithm and
traditional exponential methods. To achieve the same level of accuracy, the time
step AT’ required by exponential methods is typically much smaller than the coarse
time step AT used in the parareal algorithm. This is because traditional exponential
methods often necessitate smaller time steps AT” to more accurately approximate
the solution, which consequently leads to a significant increase in computational
costs. In contrast, the parareal algorithm decomposes the computational task into
two levels: it allows for an initial estimate using a larger coarse time step AT,
followed by refinement through the use of a finer time step dt.

2. Number of Processors (Npoc): Increasing Ny directly reduces the computational time
of the fine propagator F by distributing the workload, thereby enhancing &£.

3. Number of Iterations (K): The number of iterations K affects both computational cost
and solution accuracy. FEach additional iteration linearly increases the computational
cost. Fewer iterations can reduce costs but may compromise accuracy. An optimal K
should strike a balance between efficiency and solution precision.

In the following two sections, two convergence analysis results will be given, i.e., we investi-
gate the parareal algorithms obtained by choosing the stochastic exponential integrator as the
coarse integrator and both the exact integrator and the stochastic exponential integrator as the
fine integrator.

5. Error estimate of exact integrator as the fine integrator

Theorem 1. Let Assumption(d, [2, [3 and[]] hold, we apply the stochastic exponential integrator
for coarse propagator G and the exact solution integrator for fine propagator F. Then we have
the following convergence estimate for the fized iteration number k

LN () = D] 1) < Crn AT s Jattn) = w1, (11)

with a positive constant C' independent on AT, where the parareal solution u s defined in
(@) and the exact solution u(t,) is defined in (@).

To simplify the exposition, let us introduce the following notation.
Definition 1. The residual operator
Rtn_1,tn,w) := F(tn_1,tn,u) — G(tn_1,tn, 1), (12)
forallne€0,---,N.
Before the error analysis, the following two important lemmas are introduced.

Lemma 4. Let M := M(B)nxn be a strict lower triangular Toeplitz matriz and its elements
are defined as



The infinity norm of the kth power of M is bounded as follows

1= BN N -1 }
i) () e

N -1

|a(s)
e (V). 812 1.

|

Lemma 5. Let v,n > 0, a double indexed sequence {6k} satisties 6% > 0, 68 > 0 and
&y < y0n_y +nop1,

forn=0,1,--- N and k=0,1,---, K, then vector ¢¥ = (6¥,0%,--- , 5% )T satisfies

¢t <nM(y)¢t

Proof 1. Since the exact solution u(t,) is chosen as the fine propagator F, it can be written
as

u(ty) = F(tn—1,tn, u(tn—1))
= g(tn_l, tn, u(tn_1)> + -F(tn—la tn, U(tn_l)) - g(tn_l, tn, u(tn_1)> (13)

Subtracting (@) from (I3) and using the notation of the residual operator (I3), we obtain

Ellu(t,) - ufl; < C{B|G(u(ta-1)) - G(ul))
= O{[l + IQ}

;1 +E HR(u(tn_l)) - R(up ") H;}

Firstly, we estimate I,. Applying the stochastic exponential integrator (7) for the coarse prop-
agator G, it holds that

Gu(tn_1)) = S(AT)u(t,_1) + S(AT)F(u(tn_1))AT + S(AT)B(u(tn_1))AW,,  (14)
G(u)) = S(AT)™, + S(AT)F (™ )AT + S(AT)B(u ) AW, (15)

Subtracting the above two formulas leads to

2

I < OB [T wltn) — )| + B |SATYF () - Fl )T

H
+E H§(AT)(B(u(tn_1)) — B(u))))
2 2 ~ 2 2
R Y o e
el Jo sl £l -2
< C(L+ AT + AT)E |fu(ty1) —ul, 2
< C(L+AT)E [[ulta-s) - uf} H (16)

which by the contraction property of semigroup and the global Lipschitz property of F' and B.

10



Now it remains to estimate Is. Applying exact solution integrator [@) for fine progagator F
leads to

AT
Ftn-tstn,ultn-1)) = S(ATYulty-1) + | S(AT — $)F(U(tn-1, ta-1 + 5, u(tn-1)))ds
ar
n (AT = 8)B(U(tn-1,tn—1 + s,u(tn-1)))dW(s), (17)
N ’ AT
Fltnrstnsun ) = SAT) 5 4+ [ S(AT = 8)P(V(t1, toos + 5,1, ") )ds

+/AT§(AT—3)B(V(tn 1t 1+s,un 1 ))dW( ), (18)

where U(ty,_1,tn—1 + s,u) and V(t,_1,t,—1 + $,u) denote the exact solution of system (2) at
time t,—1 + s with the initial value u and the initial time t,_;.
Substituting the above equations and equations (14) and (I3) into the residual operator (13),
we obtain
2
Iy = B|| Rttty ulta 1)) = Rlta-1, b ulf5D)

n—1

H
2

AT
< C{E / S(AT — $)[F(U(tn1, tpr + s, u(tn_1))) — F(V(tn_1,tn1 + s, u*7))]ds
0

H

AT 2

+E S(AT — 8)[B(U(tu1, tnoy + 8, u(tn_1))) = B(V (tn1, tu_r + s, u"0))]dW (s)

+ B[ SAD)Fu(t, 1) - F@ESIAT| + B[ SAD) B, 1) - Bl )
= C{]g + ]4 + [5 + [6}

H

To get the estimation of I3 and 14, by Lipschitz continuity property for F' and B , we derive
AT 9

Iy < ATE/ HS(AT—s)H HF(U(tn_l,tn_l+s,u(tn_1)))—F(V(tn Lt + s, u ) H
0 H

AT
< CATE/ HU(tn_l, tnt + 5, u(tn_1)) = V(tnot, toot + s, ul™ 11))
0

ds
H

< CAT2E Hu(tn_l) - u;’“_‘l”H; (19)

1112
<l E
HS

AT, 9 2
/0 HS(AT - S)HHHB(U(tn_l, tor 4 8wty 1)) =BV (boors by + 5, u;’“:l”))H ds

2

SCHQ% ds
H

2 N2 AT (k1)
L@ B [ ottt + st = Vit s+ sl

2
< C Qs ATE Julta1) — ufls” |

n—1

(20)

As for Iy and Ig, using the contraction property of semigroup and Lipschitz continuity property
for F' and B yield

2 (21)

n—1

I, < CAT?E Hu(tn_l) —

- .
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2
EH tot) u,(f‘l”H. (22)

Is < C’ATHQz .

From (19) (20) (21) and (22), we know that

1112
AT + AT? + HQ?
HS

2

I, < C(AT? + HQ% ZS

ATE Hu(tn_l) — ugf__ll)

H
< CATE (k-]
< ultn-1) = un_y”|| - (23)
2
Foralln=0,--- N and k=0,---, K, denote the error P =F H —ulP ‘ . Combining
H

@A) and @3]) enables us to derive

e® < (14 AT)eW 4 cATR Y.

n—1
Let ¢F = (b, eh, .- k)T . It follows from LemmaA that
P < CATM(1+ CAT)CF < CFATFM*(1 + CAT)CC.
Taking infinity norm and using Lemma [] imply

sup e < (14 CAT)N 1o ATRCE | sup €O

1<n<N 1<n<N

< — AT sup 0.

1<n§N

||z»

< Cr NAT’“/2 sup Hu

sup Hu
1<n<N

uy || :
1<n<N Lo (€, H)

| 0 m) <

This completes the proof.

6. Error estimate of stochastic exponential integrator as the fine integrator

In this section, the error we considered is the solution by the proposed algorithm and the
reference solution generated by the fine propagator F. To begin with, we define the reference
solution as follows.

Definition 2. For alln =0,..., N, the reference solution is defined by the fine propagator on
each subinterval [t, 1, t,]

ref - f(tn—la tna u;6f1) (24)
ugef = g
Precisely,
u;e_ij - f(tn—l,j—la tn—l,ju u;e_fld'_l)v .] - 17 T J7 (25>
ref __ _ref

Up_1,0 = Up_1-
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Theorem 2. Let Assumptions[l], [2, [3 and[f hold, we apply the stochastic exponential integrator
for coarse propagator G and the stochastic exponential integrator for fine propagator F. Then
we have the following convergence estimate for the fized iteration number k

(26)

sup Hu — u’"efHL2 ) < CT,NATk/2 Hug)) — UZEfHLZ(Q,H) ;

1<n<N

with a positive constant C' independent on AT, where the parareal solution u¥ is defined in

([B) and the reference solution u™®/ is defined in (2.
Proof 2. Observe that the reference solution (24]) can be rewritten
u:lef - -F(tn—h tn7 u;efl) + g(tn—h tn7 u;efl) g(tn—h tTH uzefl) (27)

Combining the parareal algorithm form (3) and the reference solution (27) and using the nota-
tion of the residual operator (I2), the error can be written as

Bllu® = w5 = B |gul) = g + R(ul") = Ruye! >HH

Up "y

< O1B||g) - 60|+ B [RD) - Rea)| )

= [1 + ]2.

Now we estimate 1. Applying the stochastic exponential integrator (8) for the coarse propagator
G, we obtain

Gt tn, u')) = S(ATYW, + S(AT)F(u'*")AT + S(AT)B(uW'“ )AW,.  (28)
Subtracting the above formula (28) from (14), we have

1= B|S(AT) (), — i S (AT)F ()~ F(u JATHS(AT) [B(ull)) - Bl

Armed with contraction property of semigroup and Lipschitz continuity property of F' and B
yield

I < C{E |S(ar) HE(H) [, = wre? H +CAT?E ||S(aT) H . [y — ety
+CATH@2 LB sar) H,;(H))“ o)
o] )
< C(1+AT? e H
< O (29)

As for I, regarding the estimation of the residual operator, we need to resort to the boundedness
of its derivatives. Due to formula (I2), the derivatives in the direction h can be expressed as

DR(tn1,tp, w).h = DF (t,_1,tn, u).h — DG(tp_1,tn, u).h. (30)

13



One the one hand, since the stochastic exponential scheme is chosen as the fine propagator (10)
with time step-size At, we obtain

{ Up ji1 = eAt(M_dd)un,j + AteAt(M_dd)F(unJ) + eAt(M_dd)B(un,j)AWnJ,
Up,o = U.

Denote D(uy;).h = 772,;’ for j € 0,---,J. Then taking the direction derivatives for above
equation yields

{ ng,j+1 — eAt(M_UId)nZ,j 4 AteAt(M_UId)DF(un’j).ﬂZJ 4 €At(M_JId)DB(un’j).T]ZJAWnJ,
nn,(] = h.

We have the following recursion formula

J-1 J-1
772’] :6JAt(M—oId)nZL’O_I_Atze(J—j)At(M—oId)DF(unJ_)‘nij_‘_Ze(J—j)At(M—old)DB(unJ_).ng’jAWn’j
=0 =0
J—-1 J—1
_ eAT(M—o‘Id) ht Atze(J_j)At(M_old)DF(un,j)-nZJ—i_Ze(J_j)At(M_old)DB(un,j)-nZJAWn,j-
=0 =0

Utilizing the bounded derivatives condition of F' and B, we get

o

s
HS

J—1 . 9 J—1
Bl < CLE G+ IACE Y [lah |1 + 7a¢ @} e B sl
j=0 Jj=0

1 2 1 2 .
<Ol +c@ear+ Q| @ AnEY |Inklk
=0
J—1 ) '
< ClhlE+CATEY  |Ink ;-
j=0

Applying the discrete Gronwall lemma yields the following inequality

2 2
sup B[l |2 < Clnl (31)
1<n<N
Moreover, the derivative of F(t,_1,t,,u) can be writen by DF (t,_1,t,,u).h = D(uy j).h = 772(,,
where JAt = AT, that is, one gets
J-1
DF (tn-1,tn,u).h = AT 4 Apy = I DMMAD Dy, ) gt
=0
J—1

+ Y NN ID DB, ) gt AW, ;. (32)

J=0

On the other hand, since the stochastic exponential scheme is chosen as the coarse propagator
G, taking the direction deriwvative for u of formula (8) leads to

DG (tn_1,tp,u).h = ATM=oIDp L ATATM=0Id) b p(y) b 4 ATM=0I) DB (4) hAW,,.  (33)

14



Substituting formula (33) and (33) into formula (30), we obtain
E||DR(ty_1,tn, u).h|5 = E|DF(tn_1,tn, w).h — DG(tn_1,tn,u).h|%

J—1 2
< C{E| ALY e8I Dy, Yo N B[ ATATM=o1 DR (w). ]|,
j=0 H
J—1 2 ,
E|() e IMM=AD DB, ;). AW, 4| [+E [[e2T M=) DB (u) RAW, || }-
=0 H

Utilizing the bounded derivatives condition of F' and B, we get

J—1
B IDR(ta,tr ) ML SCLIMEEY [0 b |2 A2 000022
=0
and] Q@ B ez e
HS HS = E(H n,J || H
1])2 1) AT(M—cld)||2 2
+ATHQ2 HSHQz HSEHe T(M-ol HE(H) | R}

Using the contraction property of semigroup, we have

J—1
E|[DR(ty1, o, u). bl < CLIARY " sup Bl |5+ ATE |||
- 1<n<N
j=0 "="=

At E arllot” ot Eqnp?
S 0 S Y e e
Substituting the Gronwall inequality [B11) into the above inequality leads to
sup B DR (trossta, )b} < CLART? AR + AT ]
o 1 2 1 2 2 1 2 1 2 2
waar|e| ||l i +ar|e| |lef| nik
HS HS HS HS
< C(AT? + AT? + AT + AT) ||h|2,
< CAT |||
In conclusion, it holds that
sup E ||R(tn_1, tn, UQ> - R(tn_l,tn,ul)H?HI S CATFE ||U2 - u1H[2HI’ Vul, U € H. (34)

1<n<N

o k—1
Substituting ugl_l)

restdual operator

and u:f_fl into above formula derives lipschitz continuity property of the

ref

n—1

2
Iy = B |[R(ta-,ta ulf5") = Ritar, i) | <

); (35)

Foralln =0,--- N and k = 0,---, K, let the error be defined by 555) =F Hu’; — u;efH;I.
Combining (29) and (33), we have

e® < (14 CAT)EW, + cAaTFD.

_)_u

15



According to Lemmal[) and Lemmald, it yields to

sup e® < (1+CcATN 1o ATRCE | sup eV
1<n<N 1<n<N

1<n<N

C : .
< AT IV =5) sup £,
j=1

which leads to the final result

12351\[ Huszk) - UZEfHLQ(Q,H) < CT,NATW2 Hug)) — uZEfHLZ(Q,H) )

The proof is thus completed.

7. Numerical experiments

In this section, we present some numerical experiments to illustrate the theoretical results
about the parareal algorithm, mainly focusing on the convergence rates and computational
efficiency. Without loss of generality, we consider two-dimensioanl stochastic Maxwell equations
@) with TM polarization on the domain [0, 1] x [0, 1], i.e., the electric field and the magnetic
field are E = (0,0, E,) and H = (H,, H,,0).

The preset initial conditions are as follows:

E.(z,y,0) = 0.lexp(—=50((x — 0.5)* + (y — 0.5)%)),
H,(x,y,0) = rand,,
Hy(x,y,0) = rand,,

where rand, and rand, represent random initial values in one direction, while the other direction
is kept constant.

~ 10°F
_
Ec
=
il
=
=

2 of
=
o
=2
(7]

Figure 1: Convergence with interation number k for different values of o = 0,2',23,25
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Figure 2: Convergence for different time 7' = 1, 10, 20

Firstly, we focus on analyzing the convergence behavior of the parareal algorithm for differ-
ent values of the iteration number k and the damping coefficient o. The algorithm is applied to
solve the numerical solution with the fine step-size At = 278, the coarse step-size AT = 276 and
the spatial step-size Az = Ay = 27*. Figures [ and B present the evolution of the mean-square
error with respect to the iteration number k. As illustrated in Figure [I we observe that the
proposed algorithm converges and the damping term accelerates the convergence of the numer-
ical solutions. To assess the stability of the proposed algorithm for long-term computations, we
investigate scenarios with 7" = 1, 10, 20. Figure [2] demonstrates that the errors in the parareal
algorithm remain consistently below 107'2 after k = 14 iterations, underscoring the stability of
the proposed algorithm even during long-term computations.

k=3 - k=3
10°F 3 10°F
MS-Erro_l; MS-Error .,
107°F 3 10°F

10-5 L

=—order 1.5 =—order 1.5

6 =% F(u)=u+cos(u),G(u)=sin(u 10° . . . - F(u)=cos(u),G(u)=u
10° . . i
2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
At . At 4
x10 x10

Figure 3: Mean-square order for k& = 3 in the temporal direction in the cases of (left)F(u) = u +
cos(u), G(u) = sin(u) and (right)F(u) = cos(u), G(u) = u

Further, we evaluate the convergence order by computing numerical solutions with the
fine step-size At = 27! and a series of coarse step-sizes AT = 2710 271 2712 9=13  The
convergence order, as presented in Figures 3 [ [l is consistent with the iteration number k/2.

The computational efficiency, evaluated by CPU time, varies significantly between the two
methods. The parareal algorithm shows a marked advantage in CPU time for small time
intervals T, as evident from Table [l However, as time T increases, the computational cost of
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10
MS-Error

10°

10°®

=—order 2
=% F(u)=u+cos(u),G(u)=sin(u

3At4 5 6 7 89_4
x10

102

107%f
MS-Error

——order 2
F(u)=cos(u),G(u)=u

108

3 4 5 6 7 89
At

x104

Figure 4: Mean-square order for k = 4 in the temporal direction in the cases of (left)F(u) = u +

cos(u), G(u) = sin(u) and (right)F(u) = cos(u), G(u) = u

102

10

MS-Error

10°

10°®

1070

/ =—order 2.5
-8-F(u)=u+cos(u),G(u)=sin(u

3 At 4 5 6 7 8 94
x10”

=——order 2.5

Figure 5: Mean-square order for k = 5 in the temporal direction in the cases of (left)F(u) = u +

cos(u), G(u) = sin(u) and (right)F(u) = cos(u), G(u) = u
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the exponential method becomes more pronounced due to the smaller time steps AT = 1072
or 1074, Figures [fl and [T illustrate the CPU time required by the parareal algorithm (k = 2, 3)
and the exponential method for solving stochastic Maxwell equations at different simulation
times 7. In Figure [ the exponential method is used with a time step of AT = 10~2 over
a longer simulation time, while in Figure [l the exponential method is applied with a smaller
time step of AT = 10~* over a shorter simulation time.

k=2

-6-Exponential Method
—A-Parareal Algorithm

~
o

a o
o o

CPU time (sec.)
W B
o o

= N
o o

o

T I T T T T T
-e—-Exponential Method p
1200 [|l-+-parareal Algorithm

1000

800
600

400

CPU time (sec

200
X1 X 45

Y 0.204534 Y 0.902853
0 4 A A A A 5
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

1 1.5 2 25 3 3.5 4 4.5 5

Figure 7: The CPU times of different methods at different time 7" for k = 3

The mean-square error ||e||y between the solutions obtained by the parareal algorithm and
the exponential method are detailed in Tables [l and 2l For both methods, ||el|o decreases as
the time step-size AT becomes smaller. However, the parareal algorithm demonstrates a sig-
nificantly lower error at comparable time intervals 7" due to its iterative correction mechanism,
especially with increased iterations.
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Method AT | T lle|l2 CPU time (sec.)
1 07216 B2 0.0996
10 | 0.5716 E-1 0.8133
_ -1
Parareal (k=2) | 107 | o0 | (o0 o ) 5.5467
100 | 1.1831 E-1 | 1.2866E+1
1 | 5.100 E-1 0.2732
. 10 | 5.230 E-1 2.4981
—2
Exponential | 10721 S0 oo B 1 | 4.1426E41
100 | 5.1325 E-1 | 1.0311E+2

Table 1: Efficiency of parareal algorithm and exponential method for the stochastic Maxwell equations
at different time 7' = 1, 10, 50, 100

Method AT | T lle]l2 CPU time (sec.)
0.5 | 0.0203 E-2 0.3286
1 | 0.2897 E-2 0.5028
_ —2
Parareal (k=3) | 10 5 | 1.3183 E-3 4.8440
10 | 7.7695 E-4 | 1.0103E+1
0505542 B2 | 3.3512B+1
. 1 | 05518 E-2|  9.7711E+1
—4
Exponential | 10751 o g Seasp o | 1 6306E43
10 | 05531 E-2 | 5.5174E+3

Table 2: Efficiency of parareal algorithm and exponential method for the stochastic Maxwell equations
at different time T'= 0.5,1,5, 10

8. Conclusion

In this paper, we propose the parareal algorithm for solving the stochastic Maxwell equations
driven by multiplicative noise, where the stochastic exponential integrator is used as the coarse
propagator, and both the exact integrator and the stochastic exponential integrator are used as
the fine propagators. The algorithm significantly improves the convergence rate, achieving the
mean-square convergence order of k/2. Compared to traditional methods that require smaller
time steps to maintain accuracy, the parareal algorithm can achieve the same or higher precision
with larger coarse time steps, thereby significantly reducing computational costs. Numerical
experiments have verified the algorithm’s efficiency and stability, particularly demonstrating
superior performance in long-time simulations.
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