WEAK CONVERGENCE OF FINITE ELEMENT
APPROXIMATIONS OF LINEAR STOCHASTIC EVOLUTION
EQUATIONS WITH ADDITIVE NOISE

MIHALY KOVACS, STIG LARSSON':2] AND FREDRIK LINDGREN!

ABSTRACT. A unified approach is given for the analysis of the weak error of
spatially semidiscrete finite element methods for linear stochastic partial dif-
ferential equations driven by additive noise. An error representation formula is
found in an abstract setting based on the semigroup formulation of stochastic
evolution equations. This is then applied to the stochastic heat, linearized
Cahn-Hilliard, and wave equations. In all cases it is found that the rate of
weak convergence is twice the rate of strong convergence, sometimes up to a
logarithmic factor, under the same or, essentially the same, regularity require-
ments.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let U, H be real separable Hilbert spaces and consider the following abstract
stochastic Cauchy problem

(1.1) dX (t) + AX(t)dt = BAW(t), t > 0; X(0) = X,

where —A is the generator of a strongly continuous semigroup {E(t)}:>0 on H,
B € B(U, H), where B(U, H) denotes the space of bounded linear operators from
U to H, {W(t)}+>0 is a U-valued Wiener process with covariance operator @) with
respect to a filtration {F;}¢>0 on a probability space (2, F, P), and X is an Fo-
measurable H-valued random variable. The covariance operator @ € B(U,U) with
Q@ > 0 (selfadjoint, positive semidefinite). Under appropriate conditions, see (3.5)
below, the unique weak solution is given by

(1.2) X(t) = BE(t)Xo + /Ot E(t — 5)BdW (s).

Let V}, C H be a family finite dimensional subspaces and let By, € B(U, H) be
a family of operators with By, : U — Vj, 0 < h < 1. We consider approximating
stochastic Cauchy problems of the form

(13) dXh(t) + AhXh(t) dt = By, C”/V(t)7 t>0; Xh(()) = Xho,
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where — A, is the generator of a strongly continuous semigroup {E}(t)}+>0 on Vj,.
We take X0 to be an Fy-measurable random variable. As above the unique weak
solution is given by

(1.4) Xh(t) = Eh(t)XhO +/0 E,(t —s)Bp, dW(S).

This framework is designed to accomodate standard spatial finite element discretiza-
tions of various linear stochastic evolution problems including the heat equation,
the linearized Cahn-Hilliard equation, and the wave equation. For further details on
stochastic integration and the semigroup approach to stochastic partial differential
equations we refer to [1J.

Let G : H — R be a function with globally bounded, continuous Fréchet deriva-
tives of order 1 and 2, that is, G € CZ(H,R). We consider the weak error e, (1) at
T > 0 defined as

(1.5) en(T) = B(G(X,(T))) — B(G(X(T))).

While the literature on strong convergence of numerical approximations of sto-
chastic partial differential equations is abundant, especially for parabolic problems
(see [B] for an exhaustive list of references), there is very little on weak convergence.
In particular, there are no results on the weak error of the finite element method
for the linear stochastic Cahn-Hilliard and wave equations. The papers [4, Bl 9]
consider the stochastic heat equation and so does [7], which proves similar results
but under a stronger restriction on the test function G. The results in [3] are con-
cerned with the Schrédinger equation and [8] proves weak convergence of the leap
frog scheme for the stochastic wave equation. In all cases it is observed that the
rate of weak convergence is twice that of strong convergence.

We now present a brief outline of this paper. Precise definitions and statements
are given in the following sections. In Section [2] we recall basic facts about trace
class and Hilbert-Schmidt operators. In Section [3| we work in the abstract setting
, and derive a formula for the weak error in Theorem This is then
applied to semidiscretizations of parabolic equations in Section [ and a hyperbolic
equation in Section [5} An important difference is that the semigroup E(t) = e*4
is analytic in Section 4] but only strongly continuous in Section

Let D C R? be a spatial domain and consider the Laplace operator A = —A as an
unbounded operator on Ly(D) with domain of definition D(A) = H*(D) N Hg (D).
In Subsection we study the stochastic heat equation,

(1.6) AX + AX dt =dW, t >0; X(0) = X,.

This is of the form with H=U = Ly(D), A=A, B=1.

Let S;, C H(D) be a family of standard finite element spaces consisting of
continuous piecewise polynomials of degree < r — 1 parametrized by meshsize h.
Thus » > 2 is the formal convergence order of the finite element method. The
spatially discrete approximation of is

(17) dX, + A X, dt = P, dW, t > 0; Xh(()) = P, Xg.

Here A, denotes the discrete Laplacian and Pj, : Lo(D) — S}, is the orthogonal
projection. This is clearly of the form (1.3) with V), = S, Ap = Ap, By = P,
Xno = PrXp.
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In [I4] it was assumed that

(1.8) A% Q% ||us < 0o, for some 3 > 0,

where || - |jgs denotes the Hilbert-Schmidt norm of bounded linear operators, see
(2.1). Under appropriate smoothness of the initial value it was then shown that the
solution has regularity of order  in the mean square,

s S\ 1/2
(1.9) (BUATX®IP) " <,
and that the finite element approximation has strong convergence of order 3,
1/2
(1.10) (B(IXu() - X))~ =ow?), 0<p<r

Here || - || denotes the norm in H = Ly (D).

In the present work we first show in Theorem that under the condition (1.8])
we have weak convergence of essentially order 203,
(1.11) en(T) = O(h*|log(h)]), 0<B<1.
For larger 3 we assume in Theorem [£.2] that
(1.12) [AP1Q e < o0,
where the trace norm (2.3 is used, and we show weak order O(h?%|log(h)|) for
1<B<5

In order to compare (1.12)) and (1.8]), we show in Theorem [2.1| that

Bs-1 1 — -1+« -

(113) A= Q2 lus < A7 QI < AP Q s A~ |y, 520, a>0.
It is clear that (1.12]) implies ((1.8) and that they coincide in two important cases:
(i) if A and @ commute, in particular, if @ = I; and (ii) if 8 = 1, that is, if
Tr(Q) < oco. Thus, the rate of weak convergence is essentially twice the rate of
strong convergence under essentially the same regularity assumption.

A result similar to (1.11)) was first proved in [5]. More precisely, there it was
assumed that

(1.14) ||A5Q||B(H) < oo, AT < o0, forsomea>0,a—-1<4d<a.

In view of (|1.13) is is clear that (1.14)) implies (1.8) with 8 =1 — a + 6. Under

this assumption was shown in [5] that we have weak convergence of order O(h?7)

for 0 < v < 3 < 1, which is almost (T.11)). Weak convergence of the form (T.11))

was also proved in [9] under assumption (|1.8) but with stronger restrictions on the
test function G and on r.

Hence, for the stochastic heat equation, we slightly sharpen and simplify the
results of [5] and [9] and we extend them to higher order.

In Subsection study the linearized stochastic Cahn-Hilliard equation (lin-
earized Cahn-Hilliard-Cook equation),

(1.15) dX + A’X dt =dW, t>0; X(0) = X,
with finite element approximation

(1.16) dXp, + A2 Xy, dt = P,dW, t > 0;  X,(0) = P, X,.

Under the assumption ||A¥Q% llus < oo, it was shown in [11] that we have reg-
ularity of order 3 for 3 > 0 and strong convergence of order O(h”|log(h)|) for
1 < B < r. Here, in Theorem if we assume, for example, that S, is based on
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a quasi-uniform mesh family and that for some a > 0 we have 0 < # < min(2, §),
0<pB—-24a<1and

IAP=24Q| sy < 00, [IA™|lmr < 00,

then the weak convergence is of order O(h??|log(h)|).
Our most novel result concerns the stochastic wave equation in Section
dX17X2dt:()7 t>0; Xl(O):XOJ,

1.1
( 7) dXo + AXdt =dW, t > 0; XQ(O) = X()’Q,

with its straight-forward finite element approximation based on S and Aj. This
is of the form (1.1)) with H = Ly(D) x (H}(D))*, U = Lo(D), and

|0 =TI |0 Xy | Xon
St Y O i A Bl
Under assumption (1.8]) it was shown in [I0] for the first component X; (the dis-

placement) that we have regularity of order § for 5 > 0 and strong convergence of
order O(hﬁﬁ) for 0 < 8 <r+ 1. Here, in Theorem we assume

(1.18) IAP~3 QA7 ||y < 00

and show weak convergence of order O(hr%lm) for 0 < g8 < Tgl. Again, we show

in Theorem that the new condition (1.18)) implies (|1.8) and that they coincide
if A and Q commute.

2. PRELIMINARIES

Let H be a separable real Hilbert space with scalar product (-,-) and norm
| - || and let B(H) denote the space of bounded linear operators on H with the
usual norm || - ||gz). An operator T' € B(H) is called Hilbert-Schmidt, if for some
orthonormal basis {ej}72 ; the sum

(oo}
(2.1) ITllEs = 3 ITexll?

k=1
is finite. In this case the sum is independent of the choice of the orthonormal
basis and the quantity ||T||ngs is called the Hilbert-Schmidt norm of T'. The set of
Hilbert-Schmidt operators is denoted by Lo(H). If S € B(H) and T € L5(H), then
T*, TS, and ST belong to Lo(H) and

2:2) T [las = [ITllus, TSlus < [ TlaslSlsc, 15Tas < [T /luslSlsc)-
Let £1(H) denote the set of nuclear operators from H to H, that is, T € £1(H)

if T' € B(H) and there are sequences {a;}, {b;} C H with 3772 [la;][[[b;]| < co and
such that

o0
Tr = Z(z,bj>aj, x e H.
j=1
Sometimes these operators are referred to as trace class operators. It is well known
that £4(H) becomes a Banach space under the norm
o0

(2.3) Il = it {37 a5 : T = Do, by)a .
j=1

Jj=1
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If T € £1(H), then for any orthonormal basis {ex}32, C H the trace of T', defined
as

(2.4) Te(T) = i<T6k’ er),

k=1

is finite and the sum is independent of the choice of the orthonormal basis. If T' > 0
(selfadjoint, positive semidefinite) and the sum in converges for one particular
orthonormal basis, then T' € £1(H). We recall the following well known properties
of the trace and trace norm which we frequently use, see [T, App. C], [12, Chapt. 30]
and [I5, Chapt. 7]. If S € B(H) and T' € L,(H), then both T'S and ST belong to
L1(H) and

(2.5) TH(TS) = Tx(ST),
(2.6) | Te(T'S)| = | Te(ST)| < T || S| Bca)
(2.7) NTS|| e < | T(|1el|SNBcEry, 19T ||Te < T[T IS B(E)-

Furthermore, if T € £1(H), then its adjoint T* € £;(H) and
(2.8) Te(T) = Te(T), N Tlwe = (177l
If both T, S € Lo(H), then T'S € L1(H) and

(2.9) ITS[lre < 1 T[lns [1S]lns-

The following theorem compares the conditions (1.8]), (1.12), (1.14)), and (1.18)

on the covariance operator Q. Since |T||?g = Tr(T*T) = | T*T||1y, we note that
(1.8) is expressed as the trace of a symmetric, positive semidefinite operator:

AT Q3 s = Tr(A™T Q" AT QF) = [||A™F Q"A™T Q¥ |m,
while (1.12) and (1.18) involve the trace norm of a nonsymmetric operator.

Theorem 2.1. Assume that Q € B(H) is selfadjoint, positive semidefinite and that
A is a densely defined, unbounded, selfadjoint, positive definite, linear operator on
H with an orthonormal basis of eigenvectors. Then the following inequalities hold,
forseR, a>0,

(2.10) 1A5Q% 13s < [4°Q) 1 < 1A°FQlsan I A~ 11,
(2.11) |A2Q% ||Ag < |AF2QA™ % ||my,

provided that the respective norms are finite. Furthermore, if A and Q have a
common basis of eigenvectors, in particular, if Q = I, then

(2.12) A% Q% |2s = | A°Q|| e = || A*T2QA™ % ||y

Proof. It {( Ak, 1)}, denotes a set of eigenpairs of A with orthonormal eigenvec-
tors, then we define

Aox =" Nila, dn)
k=1
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Although [A2Q2]* is not equal to Q2 A% in general, we do have [A3Qz]*¢, =

Q% A3 ¢y,, and we compute using (22), 1), @4), 2:6), and [27),
1A2Q% |1fs = 142 Q2] [Ifis = D A2 Q2] 0> = Y Q2 AZ gy
k=1

k=1

8

Z MIQ2 6k = N (Qék, dk) = ZQm,ASm
k=1

k=1 k=1

Z (A°Qk, ¢r) = Tr(A°Q) < [ A°Qllmr < [ A°T*Qls(an) | A I

This is (2.10)). Similarly, (2 is proved by

142 Q% |3s = S Ai(Qors dr) = S (QA 2w, Ay 2 )
k=1 k=1
=D (ATIQAT Iy, pr) = Te(AF2QAT2) < [|[AF2QAT2 |y
k=1

To show (2.12) we assume that @ has the same eigenvectors ¢, with eigenvalues
vk Then

A*Qz = N, d)dr

k=1
and hence
s s 1
1A°Qlme <Y N = Z 142 Q2 1> = | A2Q* |,
k=1 k=1
which shows the first equality in (2.12)) in view of (2.10). The second equality in
(2.12) can be shown in a similar fashion. (I

Finally, we define C2(H, R) to be the set of all real-valued, twice Fréchet differen-
tiable functions G, whose first and second derivatives are continuous and bounded.
By the Riesz representation theorem, we may identify the first derivative DG(x) at
x € H with an element G’'(z) € H such that

DG(z)y = (G'(x),y), y€H,

and the second derivative D?G(z) with a selfadjoint linear operator G”(z) € B(H)
such that

D*G(2)(y,2) = (G"(2)y,2), y,2 € H.

We say that G € C%(H,R) if G, G', and G” are continuous, that is, G € C(H,R),
G' € C(H,H), and G" € C’(H B(H)). Thus, we define

Ci(H) := {G € C*(H,R): ||G||cg(H) < OO},
with the seminorm

IGllc2(m) = sup |G (z)llm + sup [|G" (@) |5
zeH zeH

Note that we do not assume that the function G itself is bounded.
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3. ERROR REPRESENTATION

In this section we derive a representation of the weak error in the general frame-
work. In the following sections we use this to obtain the weak convergence order
for finite element approximations of various equations.

If condition below holds, then there is a unique weak solution of

AV (t) = B(T — )BAW(t), t € (0,T); Y (0) = E(T)Xo,

which is given by
t
Y(t) = E(T)Xo +/ E(T —s)BdW (s), t€[0,T].
0
Notice that X (T') = Y(T), where X is given by (1.2). Similarly, we define
t
Vilt) = Bu(D) X0 + [ Bu(T = 5)BdW (), te[0.7)
0

and note that X, (T) = Y,(T'), where X}, is given by (1.4). We also consider the
auxiliary problem

dZ(t) = E(T —t)BdW (t), t € (r,T); Z(r) =&,

where £ is an F,-measurable random variable. Its unique weak solution is given by

(3.1) Z(t,1,8) =€+ /t E(T —s)BdW(s), telrT].

T

For G € C¢(H,R), we define a function u : H x [0,7] — R by
u(z,t) =E(G(Z(T,t,x))).
It follows from (3.1)) that its partial derivatives are given by

uy(z,t) = E(G'(Z(T,t,x))),
Uy (2, t) = E(G"(Z(T,t,x))).

It is known (see, for example, [2 Chapters 3 and 6]) that v is a solution to Kol-
mogorov’s equation

(3.4)
ug(x,t) + %Tr (tga(z, t)E(T —t)BQB*E(T —1)*) =0, (x,t) € H x [0,T),
w(z,T) = G(z), z¢€ H.
We are now ready to prove a representation formula for the weak error.

Theorem 3.1. If

(3.5) Tr (/T E(t)BQB*E(t)* dt) <
0



8 M. KOVACS, S. LARSSON, AND F. LINDGREN

and G € CE(H,R), then the weak error ep(T) in (L.5) has the representation
en(T) = E(u(Y3(0),0) — u(Y(0),0))

1 T
(3.6) T5F /O Tr (“m(Yh(t)vt)

x [En(T = t)By + E(T — t)B]Q[En(T — t)B, — E(T — t)B] ) dt
= E(u(Y(0),0) — u(Y (0),0))

1

T
(3.7) e /O Tr (um(Yh(t),t)
x [En(T — t)By, — E(T — t)B]Q[En(T — t)By, + E(T — t)B] ) @

Proof. Condition (3.5) guarantees that the stochastic convolution in (1.2)) exists.
Since Fj(t)By, acts in a finite-dimensional space, a condition analogous to (3.5))
holds and hence (1.4) exists. As in [I, Theorem 9.8], if £ is Fz-measurable, then

(3.8) u(€,t) = E(G(Z(T, £,€)) ]—'t>.
Therefore, by the law of double expectation,
E(u(g, t)) - E(E(G(Z(T,t,g))‘]—})) - E(G(Z(T,t,g))).
Thus, with £ =Y (0) = E(T) Xy, and since Y (T) = X (T),
E(u(Y(O), 0)) - E(G(Z(T, 0, Y(O))) - E(G(Y(T))) - E(G(X(T)))
and, with £ = Y, (T),

Hence,

o en(T) = B(G(Xa(T)) = G(X(T)) = E(u(Yi(T), T) — u(Y (0),0))
' = E(u(Yi(0),0) = u(Y(0),0)) + E(u(Ya(T), T) — u(¥3(0),0) ).
Using It6’s formula for u(Y}(t),t) and Kolmogorov’s equation we get

B(u(Yi(1).T) ~ u(¥i(0).0))
T
=2 [ {uti0.0
43 T (s (Y30, OBW(T — ) BAQIEW(T — 1)By]*) } e

510 - %E /O Tr (um(Yh(t),t)

% {[En(T = ) BAJQIEN(T — ) B)* — E(T ~ ) BQB*E(T ~ 1)*} ) dt.
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(Note that By, € B(U, H) with By, : U — Vy, Ep(s) : Vi, — V3, and that we consider
E1,(s)By, as an operator in B(U, H). Since Ej,(s) acts only on Vj, the corresponding
adjoint [Ej(s)By]* is not equal to By Ep(s)*.) Now consider the identity

Uaw (& 7){[En(5)Br]QEn(s)Br]" — E(s) BQB"E(s)" }
= Uqa(§,7)[En(s)Bn — E(s)BIQ[En(s) Bu]"
+ Uy (§,7)E(s)BQ[EL(s) By, — E(s)B]* =: S1 + Sa.

The first term has finite trace since, for example, Ej(s)Bp, has finite trace and so
has the second term, since E(s)BQB*E(s)* has finite trace for almost every s by
(3.5). Therefore, using ([2.8)), (2.5, and that @, u..(£,r) are selfadjoint, we get

Tr(S1 +52) = Tr(S1) + Tr(S2) = Tr(Sh) + Tr(S3)

= Tr(S1) + Tr([En(s)Bn — E(s) B|QB"E(s)" tax (€, 7))
= Tr(S1) + Tr(uza (&, ) [En(s)Br — E(s) BIQB E(s)")
r)

(3.11) = T (e (&, 7)[En(5) By — E(5) BIQIEw() By, + E(5)B]")
= Tv ([En(s) By + B(3) BIQIE(5) By — E(5)B] "tz (€7) )
(3.12) _ (um(g, ) [En(s)Bn + E(s)B|Q|En(s) By, — E(s)B]*).

The proof is completed by inserting (3.11]) or (3.12)) into (3.10) and using (3.9). O

4. APPLICATION TO PARABOLIC EQUATIONS

In this section we apply the error representation in Section [3| to finite element
approximations of the linear stochastic heat and Cahn-Hilliard equations.

4.1. The stochastic heat equation. Let D C R? be a bounded domain, let
= —A, where A = Y¢_, 8%/8¢2 is the Laplace operator, and set D(A) =
2(D) N H(D). Let U = H := Lyo(D) with norm || - || and inner product (-,-),
=TI and A := A. Then takes the form of the stochastic heat equation
(L.6). In order to quantify spatial regularity we introduce the following spaces and
norms. Let

W

. > 1/2
e .— D(Aa/2), |U|o¢ = ||Al)é/2’l)H = <Z>\?<U7¢j>2) 3 RS R7
Jj=1

where {(\;,#;)}32, are the eigenpairs of A with orthonormal eigenvectors. Then
H® c HP for @ > B. Tt is known that H° = Ly(D), H' = H}(D), H? =
H?(D) N H}(D) with equivalent norms and that H—? can be identified with the
dual space (H?)* for 3 > 0, see [13, Chapt. 3].

Let {Sk}r>o0 be a family of function spaces consisting of continuous piecewise
polynomials of degree < r — 1 with respect to a family of triangulations of D
and such that S, C H}(D). The parameter h is the maximal mesh size of the
triangulation and r may be referred to as the order of the finite element method.
Let P, : H — S, denote the orthogonal projection and let Ay : S, — Sp be the
”discrete Laplacian” defined by

<Ah’l/)a X> = <v¢a VX>, V'l/%X € Sh-
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Our basic assumption on the finite element method is that the Ritz projection
Ry, : H' — S, defined as

(4.1) (VRuv,VX) = (Vu,Vx), YoeH', x €S,
satisfies the error bound
(4.2) |Rhv —v|| < ChPlulg, ve HP 1<B<r

This holds, for example, with r = 2 if D is a convex polygonal domain and .Sy,
consists of piecewise linear functions. See [I3] for further details.

If we set V), := Sy, By := Py, Ay := Ay, and X0 := P, Xp, then takes the
form of the semidiscrete finite element approximation . We have the following
result for the weak error.

Theorem 4.1. Let X and X}, be the solutions of (1.6) and , respectively.
Let g € CZ(H,R) and assume that ||A6%Q%||HS = ||AQ%||HS < oo for some
B € (0,1]. Then there are C > 0, hg > 0, depending on g, Xo, Q, 3, and T but not
on h, such that for h < hg,
|E(9(Xn(T)) — g(X(T)))| < Ch*"|log(h)].

If, in addition X € Ly (Q,HQB), then C' is independent of T as well.

Proof. It ||A%Q%||Hs < oo for some § € (0,1], then (3.5 holds, see [14]. This
guarantees that X (¢) and X (¢) are defined. Let Fj(t) := En(t)P, — E(t) be

the deterministic error operator with h < hg small enough. We recall the error
estimates, see [I3] Chapt. 3],

(4.3) IF (o]l < Chot= T ol 0<y<s<r.

We use Theorem to estimate the weak error with G := g. First, by the chain
rule, and Yh(O) - Y(O) = Eh(T)PhXO - E(T)XO = Fh(T)Xo,

E (u(Y3(0),0) — u(Y(0),0))
1
-E / (2 (Y (0) + 5(3,(0) — Y(0)), 0), Y3, (0) — Y'(0)) ds

—E /0 (ug(E(T)Xo + sF(T) Xo,0), Fy(T) Xo) ds.

Thus, using (3.2)) and (4.3]), we obtain

[E (u(Y2(0),0) = u(¥(0),0))] < sup [ (2, O) | E (|| F (T) Xo )

28—~

< CROT= 7 B(|X,),) sup |¢/(@), 0=~ < 25.
r€H

If v = 20 there is no dependence on T. Next, we estimate the second term (3.6))
in the error representation in Theorem Since E(t), En(t)Pr, and hence also
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F(t), are selfadjoint, we obtain by means of (2.6), (2.7), (2.8), and (2.9),
‘E/OT Tr (um(Yh(t),t)
% [En(T — 1)By, + E(T — t)B|Q[EA(T — t)By — E(T — t)B]*) dt‘
_ ‘E /OT Tr (um(Yh(t), )[EW(T — t)Py + E(T — t)]*
x A AT QEQE AT A R(T - t)) dt‘
=B [ T (1 060,04 (BT~ )P+ BT~ 1)
x A QIQIAT AT FL(T - t)) dt‘
< E/OT s (Yi(£), O)(A™Z [Ew(T — )Py + E(T — 0)])* AT Q¥ |lus
x |QF AT A Fy (T — t)|us dt

B=1 1
(4.4) < sup (@ )sunllATT QF |4
(z,t)EH x[0,T]

T
1-5 1-8
(45) < [ 1A E 0P+ BOsnllA'E Fu®)l .
0
Since ||Azvy|| = |V = ||A%vh|| for vy, € Sp,, we conclude ||A%vy|| < ||A2vy,| for

v, € Sp, 6 € [0, %], and using also the analyticity of the semigroups we have

(4.6) |A°(En(t) P+ E(t))|l sy < Ce™'t°, 6 €0,3].

To estimate HA¥ F,(t)|lB(ry we use interpolation. By analyticity, as above,

(4.7 ||A5Fh(t)||B(H) <Ct™°, §elo, 1.

Interpolation between with § = % and with s =2 and v = 0 yields
1A= B () ey < 1R ()| g |42 Fu (Dl 5y < CH2P 3, pe0,1].

Therefore, for 5 € (0,1] one may estimate the integral in (4.5 as follows

T
1-8 1-8
/0 A (B ()P + B0 | A2 Fa ()10

h? T
2 18
</ +/h >||A = (B(t) Py + E®)llsan | A= Fu(t)||sr dt
0 2

h? T
< C/ R A+ O [ et e R de < Ch2P|log(h)).
0 h2
Finally, using (3.3)), we obtain
(4.8) sup  [uga(z, 1) l5ce) < sup [lg" (@)l sy,
(z,t)EH x[0,T] zeH

and the proof is complete in view of (4.4]). O
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By inspection of the above proof we see that the error estimate is

28—y

[E(g(Xu(T)) —g(X(T))] < CH*T™ " B(|Xol,) sup [lg'(«)]

_ B=-1 1
+Ch*|log(h)|3 1S}Elg||g"(30)||||14 = Q2 Es.
T

Similar remarks can be made about the theorems to follow.

Theorem does not allow § > 1. This is satisfactory if »r = 2, but for higher
order elements, that is, r > 2, it is insufficient. Under a slightly stronger condition
on A and @Q we now extend the result to the case 3 > 1.

Theorem 4.2. Let X and X}, be the solutions of and , respectively. Let
g € C2(H,R) and assume that | A°1Q|ln = [AP~1Q[lmy < 00 for some 3 € [1,5].
Then there are C' > 0, hg > 0, depending on g, Xo, Q, B, and T but not on h, such
that for h < hy,

[E(9(Xn(T)) — g(X(T)))| < Ch?*|1og(h)|.
If, in addition X € Ly (Q,HQB), then C' is independent of T as well.

Proof. If || AP~1Q||1y < oo for some 3 € [1, £], then (3.5)) holds by Theoremand
[14], so that X (t) and X} (t) are defined. From (4.3) with v =28 -2 <s=20it
follows that

(4.9) |EW (AP sy < CRP47, 1< B< 2,
and, by (4.7) and since 8 > 1,
(4.10) IER()A P |y < 1 Fu@®llsan 1A Pl < C-

The first term in the error representation in Theorem [3.1]can be estimated the same
way as in Theorem To bound the second term (3.7)) we use (4.6)) with § =0

and to obtain
T
E [ Tr(u(Ya(t),t
B[ T (w0
X [En(T = 1)By — E(T ~ ) BIQIEW(T ~ ) B + E(T ~ )B]") di|
T
=|E T vz (Y] ’
| /O v (t (Vi (8), 1)
X Fy(t) A PAPLQIEL (T — )Py, + E(T — t)]*) dt’
T
<C sup ”ufwﬂ(xat)||B(H)||Aﬁ71Q||Tr[) HFh(t)Aﬁilng(H)ei‘”t dt.

(x,t)€H x[0,T]

Using (4.9) and (4.10) we now have

T h28 T
/ |1 F () AP eyt dt = (/ +/ )||Fh(t)Alfﬁ||B(H)€7°Jt dt
0 0 h28

h?P
sc/
0

and the proof is complete in view of (4.8]). O

T
dt + Ch?? / t~te=wtdt < Ch*P|log(h)],
h268
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In [14] the strong rate of convergence is found to be O(h?) under the condition
||A%Q% |lus < oo. Theorem shows that [|[A°~1Q||my < oo provides a sufficient
condition for this and the conditions coincide if 3 =1 or if A and ) commute.

In the special case @ = I a simple calculation using the asymptotics A; ~ §2/.
j — o0, of the eigenvalues of A shows that the spatial dimension d has to be 1 and
8 < %, which gives a weak order of almost h. If Tr(Q) < oo, then we may take
[ =1 and hence the rate of weak convergence is at least O(h?|log(h)|).

4.2. The linear Cahn-Hilliard-Cook equation. Let D be a bounded domain in
RY for d < 3. Let H = U be the subspace of Ly(D), which is orthogonal to constants
with norm || - || and inner product (-,-), i.e., H=U = {v € Ly : (v,1) = 0}, and let
B =1. Let H® = H*(D) be the usual Sobolev space. We define the linear operator
A := —A with domain of definition

D(A):{yeHZmH:@z()onaD}.
on
Then A is a selfadjoint, positive definite, densely defined operator on H. If we
set A := A2, then —A generates an analytic semigroup on H. We also define
H* = D(A%) with norms |v|, = ||[A3| for real s. It is well known that, for integer
s >0, H* is a subspace of H*NH characterized by certain boundary conditions and
that the norm |- |, is equivalent to the standard norm || - || zzs on H®. In particular,
we have H' = H' N H and the norm |v]; = ||[A2v| = ||Vv]|| is equivalent to ||v]| g
on H'. With these definitions takes the form of the linear Cahn-Hilliard-Cook
equation (1.15)).

With S, C H! being a family of finite dimensional subspaces we set Vj, := {x €
Sh:{x,1) =0} and define Ay, : V}, = V}, by

(Awx,m) =(Vx,Vn), X, 1€ Vh.

Finally, we set Ay, := A?, Bj, := P, : H — V}, the orthogonal projection, and set
Xpo := PpXo. Then (1.3) takes the form ((1.16).

As for the heat equation, we assume that the Ritz projection R, : H' — Vj,
defined as in satisfies an error estimate of the form . This holds, for
example, with » = 2 if D is a convex polygonal domain and with S, being the
standard family of finite element spaces consisting of continuous piecewise linear
functions on a regular family of triangulations of D with maximum mesh size h.

Theorem 4.3. Let X and Xy, be the solutions of (1.15)) and (1.16]), respectively.
Let g € CE(H,R), assume that 0 < 8 < min(2, 5), and, for some K,

B=2 _
(4.11) 1477 Q| = |A°2Q|v < K,

) _
(4.12) 14,7 PoQllre = 1A} °PiQx < K, 0<h <1

Then there are C' > 0, hg > 0, depending on g, Xo, K, B, and T but not on h,
such that for h < hy,

[E(g(Xa(T)) - g(X(T)))| < Ch*"|log(h)].

If, in addition Xy € Ll(Q,Hw), then C' is independent of T as well.
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Proof. If ||A¥QHT& < oo for some § > 0, then (3.5)) holds, see [11], and X and
X, exist. Let Fy(t) := Ep(t)P, — E(t) be the deterministic error operator with
h < hy small enough. We recall from [6] the error estimate

(4.13) |Fn(t)o] < Ch%t™ T |ul,, 0<y<s<r

We use Theorem to estimate the weak error. As in the proof of Theorem
we get, for 0 <y <28 <,
28

|E(u(Y3,(0),0) — u(Y(0),0))| < Ch*T~ "7 E(|Xo|,) sup lg'(@)]-

To estimate the second term (3.6 in the error representation we proceed as in (4.4]),

_ =2
(4.5). By inserting both AT = A+(B-2) apd Af 2 = Af(ﬁ_Q), we obtain this
time

’E/OTTr (um(Yh(t),t)

X [En(T = ) By + E(T ~ ) BIQIEW(T ~ 1)By — E(T — )B]") dt|

2—-8
2

T B—2
_ ’E / T (0 (Vi (1), D[4, B(T — )4, Py
0
+ AT B(T — ) AT )QEFW(T — t)*) dt)

B=2 B8—2
< s s Ollaen (1447 Pu@llns + 1477 Q)
(z,t)€H x[0,T]

T 2-68 2-8
<[ (1427 B Pl + 14 EOllsan ) 1B O .

In view of (4.8)) and (4.11)), (4.12) it remains to bound the integral. By analyticity

of the semigroups we have

(4.14) A% (En(t) Pullscn) + |1 A°E®) sy < Ce @70, 6> 0.

Therefore, by using (4.14) with § = % € [0,1), that is, 5 € (0,2], and (4.13]) with
s=0and s=28<r,v=0,

T 2- 2-5
| (1457 B Pullan + 145 B0 s ) 1O s

ht T .
- (/ +/ VAT (B () P + B (o) |1 (8) oy
0 h4

h* T
< C/ =5 dt+ 0 | et = 2P At < Ch2|log(h)).
0 h4

This completes the proof. ([l

In [I1] the strong rate of convergence is found to be O(h”|log(h)|) under the
condition ||A¥ Q7 |lus < oo. Theorem shows that provides a sufficient
condition for this and that the conditions coincide if A and @ commute or if 3 = 2,
that is, Tr(Q) < co.

It remains to identify conditions under which we have together with .
This is addressed in the next theorem.
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Theorem 4.4. Let X and X, be the solutions of (L.15) and (1.16)), respectively.

Let g € C2(H,R) and make one of the following assumptions.
(i) Assume that Q =1, 0 < < min(2,%), and |A°7%||1, < c0.
(ii) Assume that Tr(Q) < oo, r =4, and 8 = 2.
i

)
(iii) Assume that T >3, 3 <3 <min(2,%), and |A°72Q]|1, < oc.
)

(iv) Assume that Sy, is based on a quasi-uniform mesh family and that, for some
a >0, we have 0 < f <min(2,3), 0< -2+ a <1 and

(4.15) ||A’872+OCQ||B(H) <00, [ATY|m < oo

Then there are C > 0, hg > 0, depending on g, Xo, @, B, and T but not on h,
such that for h < hyg,

[E(9(X(T)) — g(X(T)))| < Ch?*|1og(h)|.
If, in addition X € Ly (Q,Hw), then C' is independent of T as well.

Proof. We must show that (4.11) and (4.12)) hold in each of the four cases.
(i) The eigenvalues of Ay, and A satisfy A\p ; > A;j and || Py |y < 1, so that

Nh, oo
(416) A Pallme < A =D AT <D A=A, >0,
1 j=1

With a =2 — (> 0 and Q = I we obtain
1AL 2 PaQll e < 1AL 2l < AP 72|y = [A2Q|Imy, O<h <L

In case (ii) we have

1AL 2 PuQllze = | PaQllne < 1@l = IA°2Qllz, 0<h <L,

For case (iii) we use the fact that

1
A PN’ <C, 0<6< 5
1
For § = 1 this follows by using ||AZ wy|| = |Azwy,| for wy € S, in the calculation
1 1
-1 A'_§P ) 71X'_§ 9
||Ah2thH = sup |< h nf Uh>| = sup |<f h vh>| — su ‘<flwh>‘
VL ESH [[on] veesn ol wn€Sh || AZ wy
fa Wh f7A_%’U 1
o Wl A
wneSn |[AZwn| T pero 0l

The case 6 = 0 is obvious and the general case follows by interpolation. Hence,
with § =2 — 3 € [0, %]7 that is, % < B <2, we have

1AL PaQllze = (| Ay PrA® PAP 2 Q)
< 8527 PuA e | AT Qe < CIATEQ
Finally, for case (iv) we first note that Theorem shows that (4.15]) implies

(4.11). For quasi-uniform mesh families we have the inverse inequality ||Vup| <
Ch=Hlunl, vn € Sk, so that
[Von|?

A — A = < Ch™2.
Wallscn =, 225, Ans = 3085 e =
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Hence, using also R, = A, ' P,A and (4.2), we get
IARPLAT | = [AnPaA™ f = ApAj PAAATf + Pf |

< ARPu(I = A PR M)A f| + (1P|

< Ch™2||(I = Ra)A Fl + | £l

< Ch2CR*| f + I £II < CIIfI-
We conclude

A PhA™ |y <C, 0< 6 <1

Withd =5 —-2+«a €[0,1] and we obtain

1AL 2 Pa@Qlme < 1AL el Ay 2 Py A= B2 | g gy [|AP=2F2 Q) 5
< CIA A2 Ql -

Finally, we comment on two of the cases of the previous theorem.
(i) A simple calculation using the asymptotics \; ~ j2/4. j — oo, shows that
[AP=2 ||y < 00 if B< 2 — g.
(iv) As mentioned in (i) above, we have [|[A~%||l1, < oo if & > % and hence it
is possible to choose 8 € (0,3 — g) In particular, we may have g = 1 for

d = 1,2,3 and thus for » = 2 the (almost) optimal order can be achieved
in this case.

5. APPLICATION TO A HYPERBOLIC EQUATION

In this section we apply the general theory to the stochastic wave equation. As
for the heat equation in Subsection [4.1| we use the space Lo(D) with norm ||-|| and
inner product (-, -) and the Laplace operator A = —A with D(A) = H?(D)NHg (D).
We introduce, using the notation from Subsection [£.1]

H* = H*x H*U [Jolll2 = uila + [e2lasy, @ €R,

and set H := H° = H° x H~! with corresponding norm |||-|||= ||||||o and inner
product (-,-). We define U := H° = Ly(D) and

T R T o B R e

with

D(A)={w e H: Aa = [ 2 } € H=HOx i) = oY = it x HY.
—ATq

Here A is regarded as an operator H* — H~!. The operator —A is the generator

of a strongly continuous semigroup E(t) = e~*4 on H and

C(t) Al/QS(t)]

s == | "o
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where C(t) = cos(tA'/?) and S(t) = sin(tA'/?) are the so-called cosine and sine
operators. For example, using {();, ¢;)}32;, orthonormal eigenpairs of A, we have

A28t = A2 sin(tAY )0 = 37 AT sin(tN) %) (v, 65) ;-

j=1
With the above definition, the stochastic wave equation (1.17) can be written in

the form of (1.1)).
Let S, € HY, A, P, be as in Subsection with the error estimate (4.2)). The
semidiscrete approximation of (1.17)) is

dXhJ — Xh’g dt = 0, t>0; Xh,l(o) = PhXO,la
dXh,g + AhXhJ dt = P,dW, t > 0; Xh’2<0) = PhXo,g,
We put this is the form (1.3)) by defining V}, := S}, x Sj, and

(5.1)

0 —I 0
Ah = |:Ah 0 :| s Bh = |:Ph:| y XhO = PhXo.

It can be shown that —Aj generates a Cy-semigroup Fj(t) given by

Cu(t)y A QSh(t)]

EL(t) = et =
W) ~APSu(t) ()

with Cy(t) = cos(tA,ll/2)7 Sp(t) = sin(tA,ll/Z)7 which can be expressed in terms of
the eigenpairs {(An;, ¢h7j)};y;h1 of Ay,.
Our weak convergence result follows.

Theorem 5.1. Let X and X}, be the solutions of (1.17)) and (5.1)), respectively. Let
g € C3(H°,R) and assume that |AP~2QA~2 |1y < 0o and that Xo € Ly (2, H?P)
for some 3 € [0,“FL]. Then, there are C > 0, hg > 0, depending on g, Xo, Q, and

2
T but not on h, such that for h < hg,

|E(9(X51(T)) — g(X2(T)))| < Ch7#1?.

Proof. 1f ||A5_%QA_% I < oo for some G € (0, T'gl], then (3.5)) holds by Theorem
and [I0]. Let P, denote the canonical projection H — H°. Define the function
G : H — R by G(z) := g(Pix) = g(z1), for x = [x1,72]" € H. Then, by (3.8), for
Y,z € H,

(52) (uz(Y(t)’t)vy) = E(<g/(Plz(Y(t)vt7T))vP1y>|-7:t)
and
(5.3) (uge (Y (£), 1)y, 2) = E((g"(PlZ(Y(t),t7T))P1y7 Pﬂ}‘}}).

Let us introduce the error operators
Kn(t) == A, 2 Sp(t) P, — A™2S(t),
Gh(t) = Ch(t)Ph — C(t)

From [I0] we quote an error estimate for the finite element approximation of the
deterministic wave equation

i+ Au=0, t>0; u(0)=uw, @0)=ws,
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with solution u(t) = C(t)wy + A~2S(t)ws. With w = [wy,ws]T we have
(54)  |Ga(t)ywr + Kn(t)ws| < C(T)hT1%|||wl]|s, ¢ €[0,T],s € [0,r +1].
In particular, with wy; = 0,

[Kn(t)ws|| < C(T)RTT |wals—1, wo € H*,

or

|Kn (AT 0] < CORTT o], veH.
The operator Kh(t)A% is bounded on H° for s > 1. For 0 < s < 1 the latter
estimate shows that K h(t)A% extends uniquely to a bounded linear operator on

HO and we use the same notation for the extended operator. Hence, we may write
with the operator norm and s = 273,

T

(55)  EaOAI g0 < CDRTT?, £ [0,T], 028 <r+1.

We use Theorem[3.1] with G(-) = g(P1-). Since Xp,1(0) = P,X1(0) and X, 2(0) =
P, X5(0), we have from (5.2) and (5.4) with s =28 <r+1

[E (u(Y2(0),0) = u(Y(0),0)) |

~Ie(/ (Y(0) + 5(44(0) ~ ¥ (0),0).Yi(0) ~ Y(0))ds )

= | [ B (P20 + 505.0) = Y(0). P14 (0) = Y (0)|70) |

< sup. g’ (@) (]| P (Y4(0) — Y (0))])
= sup 19" (@) | E(Gh(T)X1(0) + Kn(T)X2(0)])
< sup [lg'(@)|C(T)R*E(|[| Xolll2s)-

zeHO

To bound the second term (3.6]) in the error representation in Theorem [3.1| we can
simplify the integrand due to the special choice of G. With y = [y1,92] ' and the
abbreviation s = T — ¢t we calculate, using (5.3)),

[En(s)By, — E(s)B]|Q[Ewr(s)Bpn + E(8)B] g (Y (t), t)*y
= E([En(s)Bn — E(s)B]Q[Ew(s)By + E(s)B* Py g" (P Z(Y (),t,T)) Pry|Fy).
We have, using selfadjointness, that
[En(s)Br, + E(s)B]" Pl g" (P Z(Y (t),t,T))" Py
= (P1[En(s)Br + E(s)B])"g" (PLZ(Y (t),t,T))y
= (A4 S0(s) P + A2 S(s)]g" (PLZ(Y (1), 1, 7).
Therefore it follows that
[En(s)Br — E(s)B|Q[En(s)Br + E(s) B "tz (Ya(t), 1)y
_ [Ea()QIA, 2 Su(s) Py + A2 S()lg" (PLZ(Y (0.1, T))ys
Gr($)Q[A, *S(s) Py + A=2S(s)]g" (PLZ(Y (1),1,T))w

Note that the above operator acts only on y;. Therefore, when we compute its trace
as in (2.4) by using an orthonormal basis for H of the form {(eg,0), (0, fl)}i‘flzl,
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where {e;} is an orthonormal basis of H® and {f;} is an orthonormal basis of H~!,
only terms involving e; remain. Hence,

‘E(Tr (ttaw (Vi (£), ) [En(5) By + E(5) BIQIEw(s) B, — E(s)B]*)) ‘

= [B( T (1En(5) By — E()BIQUE(5)Bu + () Bl wa (Yi(£),6)") )|

- E(;—:1 E((Kn(5)QIA, * Su()Ph + A~2S()lg" (PZ(Y (8), 8, T)er )| ) )|

= [B( T (Ku(5) QU Su(9) P + A2 S()lg" (PLZ(Y (8),£,T))) )|
1K n ()02 | o [IA° "2 QA7 |y

IN

_1
X [|A2 A, 2Sh(5) Py + A 2S(5)] |0y sup 9" (@)l g0
reHO

Noting that [|[Azuvp| = ||Von| = ||A,%vh|| for v, € Sy, and using (5.5)), we conclude
‘E( T (ttg (Vi (1), 1) [En(5) By, + E(5) BIQ[E(s) By — E(S)B]*)) ‘

< OO A2 QA3 |l sup [lg” ()] o)
r€eHO

Now, we may estimate the second term (3.6]),

\E(/OTTr (1 (Vi(8), 1)

x [En(T = t)By, + E(T — t)BIQ[En(T — t)By, — E(T — t)B]") dt) ]

< C(T)h12 | AP~ QA3 Iy sup [lg” (@)l o).
reHO

O

In [10] the strong rate of convergence is found to be O(h717) for 8 € [0, 7 + 1]

under the condition HA% Q7 ||lus < co. Theoremshows that |AP~2 QA" ||, <
oo provides a sufficient condition for this and the conditions coincide if A and @
commute, in particular, if QQ = 1.

As a special case, if Q@ = I, then d = 1 and we may take § < % Hence the order
of weak convergence is almost O(h71).
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