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FULL DISCRETISATION OF SEMI-LINEAR STOCHASTIC WAVE EQUATI  ONS
DRIVEN BY MULTIPLICATIVE NOISE

RIKARD ANTON*, DAVID COHEN', STIG LARSSON, AND XIAOJIE WANGS

Abstract. A fully discrete approximation of the semi-linear stoclh@astave equation driven by multiplicative
noise is presented. A standard linear finite element appration is used in space and a stochastic trigonometric
method for the temporal approximation. This explicit timéegrator allows for mean-square error bounds indepen-
dent of the space discretisation and thus do not suffer fretasize restriction as in the often used Stérmer-Verlet-
leap-frog scheme. Furthermore, it satisfies an almost farceula (i. €., a linear drift of the expected value of the
energy of the problem). Numerical experiments are predearte confirm the theoretical results.

Key words. Semi-linear stochastic wave equation, Multiplicative segiStrong convergence, Trace formula,
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1. Introduction. We consider the numerical discretisation of semi-lineaclsastic
wave equations of the form

du— Audt = f(u)dt + g(u) dw in 2 x (0,),
u=0 in 02 x (0,00), (1.1)
u(-,0) = ug, U(-,0) =vo in 2,

whereu=u(x,t) andZ c RY, d = 1,2, 3, is a bounded convex domain with polygonal bound-
ary 0. The “" denotes the time derivativ%. Assumptions on the smoothness of the
nonlinearitiesf andg will be given below. The stochastic proce@¥/(t)}i>o is anLy(2)-
valued (possibly cylindricalp-Wiener process with respect to a normal filtrat{e# }+~o on

a filtered probability spaceg, .7, P, {.% }i>0). The initial dataup andvg are.#,-measurable
random variables. We will numerically solve this problenthwa linear finite element method
in space and a stochastic trigonometric method in time.

We refer to the introductions of [16] and] [5] for the releviditerature on the spatial,
respectively temporal, discretisation of stochasticegir) wave equations. Further, the recent
publication [22] presents a full discretisation of the wanguiation with additive noise: a
spectral Galerkin approximation is used in space and antediabochastic trigonometric
method, using linear functionals of the noise a<in [12],npyed in time. Furthermore,
the time discretisation of nonlinear stochastic wave @qoatby stochastic trigonometric
methods is analysed in [R1]. Finally, let us mention the népeblication[6] which analyses
convergence ilbP(Q) of the stochastic trigonometric method applied to the oingedsional
nonlinear stochastic wave equation.

In the present publication, we prove mean-square conveegen the full discretisation
to the exact solution to the nonlinear problém{1.1). Furti@e, using this result, we derive
a geometric property of our numerical integrator, namelaad formula. The trace formula
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(the linear drift of the expected value of the energy) forefact solution of (111) as well as
for the finite element solution and the completely discretat®on are presented.

Strong approximations of stochastic wave equations aevaat in many real applica-
tions. For example, let us consider the motion of a strand A Dloating in a liquid as
presented in[9] and references therein. The motion of thé& Dilecule may be modeled
by a wave equation and the impact of the fluid’s molecules neagnbdeled by a stochastic
force acting on the string. When two normally distant paftthe DNA get close enough,
biological events, such as release of enzymes, occur. Hus af interest to consider strong
approximation of stochastic wave equations in such a gitnat

The paper is organised as follows. We introduce some notéind mention some useful
results in the next section. Sectibh 3 presents a meanegoarergence analysis for our
numerical discretisation. A trace formula for the exact andherical solutions is given in
Sectio#. Finally, numerical experiments illustrating tlates of convergence and the trace
formula of the numerical solution are given in the final serti

2. Notations and useful results.LetU andH be separable Hilbert spaces with norms
I-llu and||-||n respectively. We denote the space of bounded linear opsifabmU to H by
Z(U,H), and we let#(U,H) be the set of Hilbert-Schmidt operators with norm

. 1/2
1Tl 2um) = <ZIT@|ﬁ> ,
=1

where{e}y_; is an arbitrary orthonormal basis bf. If H = U, then we write.Z(U) =
Z(U,U) and HS= % (U,U). LetQ € .Z(U) be a self-adjoint, positive semidefinite opera-
tor. We denote the space of Hilbert-Schmidt operators f@f(U) to H = U by .,2”20 with
norm

Il 40 = ITQY2 s

For the stochastic wave equation{1.1), we define- L,(2) and denote thez(Z)-norm by
[l := [|[ly(2)- Further, we sef = —A with D(A) = H%(2) NHg(Z).

Let (Q,.7,P,{%}i>0) be a filtered probability space ang(Q,H) the space oH-
valued square integrable random variables with norm

IVILy@m) = ElIVIE]Y2

Next, we define the spa¢t® = D(A%/2), for a € R, with norm

. 1/2
IVlla = A2Vl ) = (Z A <vv¢j>fz<@>> ’
=1

where{(A;, ¢j)}7_, are the eigenpairs @ with orthonormal eigenvectors. We also introduce
the space

HO = KO oL

with norm [||V][|2 := |Iva|Z + |Iv2]|3_4, for a € R andv = [v1,v2]T. Note thatH® = U :
L2(2) andH := H® = H® x H. In the following we denote the scalar product (by) =

(-)L,(2) and recall the notation for the norin| = ||-[|,(2)-
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Denoting the velocity of the solution to our stochastic ihmdifferential equation by
Up := Uy := U, one can rewritd (111) as
dX(t) = AX(t)dt + F(X(t))dt + G(X(t))dw(t), t >0, 2.1)
X(0) = Xo, '

whereX := [Ej,A:: [_OA (I)],F(X) = [f(gl)}G(X) = {9(81)} andXo := [\‘ﬂ The

operatorA with D(A) = H! = H! x HO is the generator of a strongly continuous semigroup
of bounded linear operatoEt) = €* onH = H® = H% x H~1, in fact, a unitary group.

Let { %1} be a quasi-uniform family of triangulations of the convelygmnal domain?
with hx = diam(K) andh = maxcc z hc. LetVi, € H3(2) = H1 be the space of piecewise
linear continuous functions with respect ., which are zero on the boundary 6f, and
let 2, : HO — V, denote theH%-orthogonal projector andy, : H! — 4, the H!-orthogonal
projector (Ritz projector). Thus,

(2, Wh) = (V,Wh),  (O0%nu, Owp) = (Ou,Owy), Wwe H% ue HY wy e V.
The discrete Laplace operatty: V,, — V, is then defined by
(ApVh,Wh) = (Ovp, Owg) - YWh € V.
We note thatZ, = A, > ZpA. We also define discrete variants|pf, andH? by

2
Villha = AL 2|, Vi € Viy

and Hﬁ =V, equipped with the nornfj-|[ 4. Finally, the finite element approximation of
(I.1) can then be written as

dun 1 (t) +Anun g (t) dt = Ph f(Un(t)) dt + Fhg(un(t)) dW(t), t >0,

Un,1(0) = Uno, Un2(0) = Vho, (2:2)
or in the abstract form
dXn(t) = AnXn(t) dt + PhF (Xn (1)) dt + ZhG(Xa(t)) dW(t), t >0, 2.3)

Xn(0) = Xno,

where A, = [_(/)\h (I)] Xp 1= Bﬁj F and G are as before, ando := [\lj:g] with

Uno = Znhlo, Vho = PhVo € Vh. Note the abuse of notation for the projectigfyF (X,) =
(0, Z4f(un1))" and similarly for2,G(X,). This will be used throughout the paper. Again,
Ay is the generator of Gg-semigroufEn(t) = €4 onHp 1= H? x H, %,

We study the equations(2.1) and {2.3) in their mild form

X(t) = E(t)XoJr/OtE(t—s)F(X(s))der /OtE(t—s)G(X(s))dVV(s), (2.4)

Xo1) = En(0%o + [ Enlt— 97 0(s)) dst [ Enlt—91G0R(S) W(S), (25)

where the semigroups can be expressed as

C(t AN129t
cw=[ Sy ")
Ch(t) Ay 1/an<t>] | 27

S EUEL S
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with C(t) = cotAY/2), S(t) = sin(tAY/2), Cy(t) = cogtAr?) andS,(t) = sin(tAl?).

In order to ensure existence and uniqueness of proliletye Bhall assume that €
L2(Q,HY) andvp € Lo(Q,HY-1), with y = max(3,1) for some regularity parametgr > 0,
and that the function$: Lo(2) — L(2) andg: Lo(2) — £2 satisfy

[1(u) = FW) + llg(u) —9(V) | »o < Cllu— V]|, if >0,
I W+ AP~ 2g(u)]] o < C(L+|ul), fo<B<1l (2.8)
INE=D2¢ ()| + |AP~D2g(u) | yo < CA+ IAP=D2)), if B>1,

for all u,v € Lo(2) in the first two inequalities and for alle H~1 in the last one. Through
the text,C (or C1,Cy, Ky, K> etc.) denotes a generic positive constant that may vary firgm
to line. We assume that the order of initial regulanityy 1 so that the discrete initial value
Un,0 = %nUo is well defined. _ _

LEMMA 2.1. Assume thatgic Lo(Q,HY), vp € Lp(Q,HY"1) with y = max(3,1) and
the functions f and g satisf2.8) for someB > 0. Then there exists a unique solution to the
stochastic wave equatid@. 1) and the finite element equatid®.3) given by the solution of
their respective mild equation, i. e., equatid@sd) and (Z.5).

The proof of this lemma follows from [8, Theorem 7.4], se@dle proof of Theorem 2.1
in [21].

We now collect some results that we will use later on. Sketafehe proofs of these
results are collected in the appendix at the end of this paper
e The error estimates for the cosine and sine operators (@oydl.2 in [16]): DenoteXy =
[Up,Vo]" and let

Gn(t)Xo = (Cn(t)%n — C(t)) o + (A 7 *Sh(t) P — A 28(1))vo,

Gn(t)Xo = — (Y *Sh(t)%n — AY2S(1)) Uo + (Cn(t) P — C())vo.
Then we have

H%(UXOHSC'(1+t)'h‘:1|||Xol||y, t>0, ye[13] 29
[%h(O)Xo]| <C-(1+1)- D3V V[[Xollly,  t>0, ye[14].

These will be used to estimate the error contributions freeninitial values. In order to deal
with the convolution terms if (2.5) we single out the follogierror estimates. Let

Ha(OVo = (A, 72S(1) P — AV25(0))vo,
Jh(t)Vo = (Ch(t) Zh—C(t))Vo.

Then we have

| Aol < C- (1+1)-hEP|voll 1. tz0. pe3 0
| AaOvol <C-(1+1)-hE P Vlvolsy,  t>0, Be(L4]
e The temporal Holder continuity of the sine and cosine ofpesaseg4.1) in [5]:
-B/2 B
t) — Si(s))A <C-t—9g", € 10,1],
[(S(t) = Sh(s)A, ™ "Il zu) <C-Jt—s| B<€l0,1] (2.11)

1(Ch(t) = Ca(s)A, P Y2 gy <C-t—sP7, Be[12,
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together with its continuous version:

1(S(t) = S(NAP/?| 2y <C- [t P, Bel01],

2.12
ICt) —CEN F D2 4y <C-lt-s1,  BelL2 @1

e The equivalence of\, and/A, see the proof of Theorem 4.4 in[15]: This uses an inverse
inequality, hence our assumption about the quasi-unifigrafithe mesh family.
AT PN OV2 < V]2 ael-3,1], ve HO=Ly(2). (2.13)
e The equivalence of the discrete and continuous norm(z&8) in [1]:
cllAVA]| < [AWh] < ClIAIWK|| for vneVh and ye [-3,3]. (2.14)

Using the above estimates, one can deduce the followindaetyuresults for the exact
solution to our stochastic wave equatibn{1.1) and for treeesolution of the finite element
approximation[(212).

PROPOSITION2.2. Let [u1, Up]" be the solution tdI.1), where the initial values satisfy
Up € La(Q,HY), vo € Lo(Q,HY~1) with y = max(3, 1), and the functions f and g satis@.8)
for someB > 0. Then it holds that

sup Eflus(t)[3 + uz(t) |5 4] <C
o<t<T
and, for0<s<t<T,

Efllus(t) - uy(9)I?] < Clt — 5™ (B[ uol3 + IIvoll3

+ sup E[1+ us(r)3])-
re[0,T]

The proof of this proposition is very similar to the proof abPositio{ 2.8 given below
and is therefore omitted (see also the proofs of Proposiibmand Lemma 3.3 i [21]).

The next result will be useful in Secti@h 4 when we will deathwihe trace formula of
the numerical solution.

PROPOSITION2.3. Let [uh,l,uh,z]T be the solution to the finite element probl¢),
where the initial values satisfygue Lo(Q,HY), v € Lo(Q,HY1) with y = max,1), and
the functions f and g satis{2.8) for some < [0, 2]. Then it holds that

sup E[un1()|I7 g + lun2(®) 751 < C
o<t<T
andfor0<s<t<T

Eluna(t) — una(9)]1%] < Clt — 5™V (E[unol

2 2
hg t IVhollh g1

+ sup E[1+Huh,1(r)|\ﬁ,p])v
ref0,T]

where we recall that pip and v, o are the initial position and velocity to the finite element
problem.
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Proof. Let us start with the first estimate of the norm/kﬁ/ 2uh,1(t) and consider the
expression

AYPun 1 (t) = A ZCh(t)uno + AP Y25tV
t
+/O APD2g (¢ 1) 4 (upa (1)) dr

+ /ot /\ff’*”/za(t — 1) Zng(Un,1(r))dW(r).

Using the fact that\, andCy(t) commute, the boundedness of the cosine operator, together
with our assumptions on the initial values for the finite edatproblem, we get

E[|IAE/%Ch(t)unol?] <C for B 0.2
Similarly, one obtains
E[IAP %5 (t)vnoll ) < C.

To estimate the third term, we u$e (2.13), the assumptiorfsgiven in [2.8), and the equiv-
alence of the norms stated [N (2.14). First foe [0,1], we get

]| [ AF st 0ot o]
<Ci+Co [ Elluna(r) Pler
<Co+C [ BfJuna(r) )
becaus&,(t) and/\gufﬂ)/2 are bounded. F@8 € [1,2], we have by[(2.73)
E [H | /0 ‘Sit— NAPD2 59, A~ (B-1/27\B-1)/2¢ (y, (1)) drHZ]
gc/:E[H [AB=D/ 2y, 1 (r)||?] dr gCl+C2/:E[||uh,1(r)||ﬁﬁfl] dr
<Co+C [ BlJuna(r) gl
Finally, Ito’s isometry, equationf(2.14) aid (2.13), anel assumption§ (2.8) angive us
]l /O‘sna_r)gzh/v<ﬁf1>/2A<ﬁ*1>/Zg<uh,1<r>>a\N(r)Hz} <Ca+Cy [ B una ()12 g
All together, forf3 € [0,2], one thus obtains

t
Elllna(0)]2) < K+ Kz || Elluna(r) gl

and an application of Gronwall's lemma give the desired hlb‘omIE[|\uh71(t)||ﬁB].
The proof for the other bound is done in the same way excep &ight difference in

the initial values and thatt,(fgfl)/z&(t —r) in the integrals is replaced Whﬁfl)/zch(t —r).
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We now prove a Holder regularity property of the finite eletsolution. We write, for
0<s<t<T,

Un,1(t) — Un(S) = (Ch(t) — Cn(8))tno +Ap 7 4(Sn(t) — Sh(9))Vho
+ [ A28 1) — S5 1) P (Uha(r) dr
+/t/\;1/zsh(t_r)gzhf(uh,l(r))dr
+ [ AAS 1)~ S5 1) Zhgluna(r) W)
12
+ [ A= D) Zhgluna(r) W (o)
To estimate the first term we uge (2.11) to get

E[[|(Ca(t) — Cn(8))Unol[?] = E[[|(Ca(t) — Ca()A, P *AE 2uno||?]
< Clt — S2PE[|Af 2unol|?),

for B € [0,1]. Forp < (1,2] we note thar/\gﬁ/2 = /\;1/2/\,:([371)/2 and that/\,:(ﬂfl)/2 is
bounded in the operator norm. Using a similar argument fersficond term, we get the
following estimate for the first two terms

E[]| (Ch(t) — Cn(8))Uno + Ay 2(Sh(t) — Su(9))Vholl
< Clt — 2™ PR upof|2 5 + [[vholl2 54,

for B € [0,2]. In order to estimate the third term, we use(2.11), the aptioms onf, and
the equivalence of the norms given[in (2.14). Firstfog [0, 1], we obtain

S\ -1/2 2
B[ [ A st —n) - sis- ) o]
< Clt—s sup E[L+|una(t)]|)
te[0,T]
<Clt—9?2 sup E[1+ Huh,l(t)llﬁ,;].
te[0,T] '

For 3 € [1,2] we have, usind(2.11)_(2.113), (2]114) and the fact tk}?\(t&l)/z is bounded in
the operator norm

E [H /Osl\ﬁl/z(sh(t —1) = Si(5— 1) P f (Una(r)) dr Hz]
< /OSE[II(Sn(t —1) = Sa(s— )N, V2N, BUABN2 g p—(B-1)/2
x NP2 (1 (1) |2

<Clt—sf* sup E[1+ [lun1(t)]5 4]
te[0,T] '

<Clt—s? sup E[1+ [luna(t)]|2 g].
te[0,T] :
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Similarly we get for the fourth term

E[H/'tAgl/zg(t—r)yhf(uhlr der]

< Clt—g[2mnA-1) S[UP]E[lJr luna(t)[ff g
te[0

To estimate terms five and six we use Ito’s isomefry, (2. PI13), [2.1%) and the assumptions
ongto get, forB € [0,1],

= H’ ,/(;SAﬁl/z(Srn(t —1) = SK(S—1)) Zng(Una(r))dW(r) HZ]
< [BIS (1) - Sis- AP A 22,

X Q(Uh,l(r))||?g§] dr

<Clt -2 sup E[|AF ™ 2g(un1(t))]I,0]
te[0,T] 2

<Clt— |ZBtS[Up]E[1+HUh1()Hﬁ,ﬁ]
|0

and
E[| / A28t =) Zrg(una () W ()]

< [ Blisit— AP AL g )] gl
<Clt—s? sup E[HA.F Y2g(un (1)) 11%,0)
te[0,T] 2
<Clt—s? sup E[1 t))2
< P E[1+ [[un1(t)[[f -
te[0,T]

For B € [1,2] we again use tha('s‘,:(ﬂfl)/2 is bounded in the operator norm.
Collecting the above estimates give us the statement aheutegularity of the finite
element solution]

3. Mean-square convergence analysisRecall that the exact solutions fa (2.1) alnd{(2.3)
solve the following equations

X(t) = E(t))(o—l-/ot E(t—s)F(X(s))ds+ /Ot E(t—9)G(X(s))dW(s),
Xa(t) = En(€Xho + [ En(t—9)PhF (a(5)ds+ [ Enlt—921G0%(5) W)

whereXg = {\lﬂ , Xn0 {g"l\ﬂ and

)

[ ey AR e AYPs)
E(t)_[—/\l/zs(t) C(t) ] E“(t)_[—/\ﬁyzsn(t) hCh(t)

with C(t) = cotAY/2), S(t) = sin(tAY/2), Cy(t) = cogtAr?) andS,(t) = sin(tAl?).
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The explicit time discretisation of the finite element swlnt(Z.3) of the stochastic wave
equation using a stochastic trigpnometric method withsirefk reads

U™ = Ep(KU™ + En(K) Z0F (UMK + En(K) ZhG(UM AW,

that s,
upt Gk APS0 | U | A YPs(K) n
{u“*l} APk Ch(K) [Ué’}r[ hCh(k) }’%f(ul)k
~1/
N {/\h;z(%@} Prg(UPAW, (3.)

whereAW" =W(t,1) — W(t,) denotes the Wiener increments. Here we thus get an approx-
imationU &~ un j (ta) of the exact solution of our finite element problem at the iteetimes
th = nk. Further, a recursion gives

n-1 . n-1 . .
un= Eh(tn)UO—i- ZOEh(tn —tj)gth(U ]) K+ zth(tn —tj)gth(U J)AWJ.
We now look at the error between the numerical and the exdetimosU" — X(t,). We
follow the same approach as [n]23] for parabolic probleres,asol[17], and obtain
E[|U"—X(tn) 1] < 3(E[|[Errol?] + E[||Errg||?] + E[|[Errs|| 7)),
where we define

Errg = (Eh(tn)f@h - E(tn))x07

Errg _Z;/ th— 1)) Z4F (U)) — Elta — 9F(X(3)) ) ds

and

tj+1

Eh (th— ;) PhG(U ) — E(tn — s)G(X(s))) dW(s).

Errs_%/

We next estimate the above three terms.
Estimate for the initial error Err o. By (Z.9), the first component reads

E[[|(Cn(tn)%n — C(tn)Uo + (A *Sh(tn) 2 — A /2S(tn) Vo |2
< C(1+ )PP (E[||uolly + Vol y-1]) %,
for y € [1,3]. Similarly for the second component
E[[|— (AY *Sh(t0) % — AY?S(th))Uo + (Ch(tn) Zn — C(tn) Vo]
< C(1+1tn)2n30 D (E[|luolly + [volly-1])?,

forye [1,4].
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Estimate for the deterministic part, Err 4. We write the deterministic error as

n—1 :
Errd_JzO/tj (Enlta—t)) ZhF (U1) — Eta— 9F (X(9)) ) ds

n—1 ;g :
_ / En(ta —t;) Z(F(UD) — F(X(t;))) ds
2.

tJ1

+Zo/ n(tn—1j) Zn(F (X (1)) — F(X(s))) ds

+Zo/ (En(tn—t)) 2 — E(ta—1)))F(X(9)) ds

tJ+1

+Zo/ E(ta—t)) — E(ta— ) F(X(5))ds

=i+ la+13+ 14,

and estimate the second moment of each term in the abova@yuzgdr the first component
of the first term we get the following estimate by usihg (2.42) [2.8)

(Bl 1/2<;/ (B2t — ) 20(10]) — Fnity)I)

<czok( ol - ut)2) ™.

so that

Ellls.y)? (Ck (E(V] ~u)3)” 2>2<Ck“E[|uj ()12
—u < — U(Tj .
" > 3 Ell] -ut

The second component is estimated in the same way

(Ella2)?) 1/2<zo/ B[ Calta —t) 20(1(U1) ~ f(nt)))) "

<c J;k(Emu{ —u)))”*

For the second term, using Proposition 2.2, we get

(Ellip)) "
<5 7 (s —t,-mh(f(ul(tj))—f<u1<s>>>||21)”2ds
<c%/ E[lus(t) - va()]) " ds

j+1 . 1/2
<C / it; — §™"B-D ds(E[||uo||3 + [[Voll3_1] + sup E[1-+ [juy(t)]|3]
J;) oo ( P P o #)

< CKmMin(B.1),
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for B € [0,3]. Thus

E[H'{gl] HZ] < CKemin(B.1).

The second componehyj , has the same expressionlas, except thatl\gl/zsn(tn —tj)is
replaced byCy(tn —tj). The same estimate holds since the cosine operator is bdunde

The third term reads, using(t) in (Z20) andB € [1,3],
(Bl 0l2) " < ;)/ B[ (A, /28t~ t5) 7 — A28l 1) F(ua(9) 7)) s

_Z)/

< Ch3# Z)/ H/\(B /2 Uy ( ))Hz)l/z ds

t1+1

E[| #h(tn 1) f (un())2]) 2

1/2
<Chsh ( sup E[1+ |Iul(t)|f;1]>
te[0,T]
< Ch3F.
For B € [0,1] we simply note that

E[APD72f (uy(s)]1%] < CE[|| f(ua(9))IP) < C

The estimate for the second component is done in a similarusig now.7;(t) in (Z10)
with B € [1,4],

I['3[|||[3,2]||2] < Ch%(871)7

For the fourth term wittB € [0, 3], using [2.1R) and the assumption on the functidn
2.8), we get

(Bll1ay1? 1/2<;)/ B[ (St~ 1))~ Stn— 9)A 21 (w(9) 7)) s

<czo/ 1(Slta 1) — St~ A2 Bl F(un(s))  ds

12 g

<Czo/ (Is—t12E[1+ [|uy(s)]|?)

< Ck.
Thus we obtain

E[[|l4,1]1%] < CK.
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For the second component we get

(Elllaz ”<;/

1 o
J=0""7

J+1

—tj) — Clta—9)) f (ur(9))14) ¥ ds

< E[IAC D21 (u(9))2) " os

5 [ 1/2
_s2B-1 )
SC;/I_ (Is £ )E[1+||u1(s)||’371]) ds
]=0"%
< CKmin(B-1.1)

for > 1.
Altogether we thus obtain

. 1
E[|[Errg]?) < C- (h 4 k2meY +kZOJE[HU1’ —uw()|?)  for B[0.3],

4B-1)
E[|[Errg2]?) < C- (h"T 4 K2mne- “+|<ZJE [1Uf —w)|?))  for Be(1,4].

Estimate for the stochastic part, Errs. We rewrite the stochastic part as we did for the
deterministic part of the error:

Errs — Z)/

-1 .
_ /tt En(th —tj) Zn(G(UD) — G(X(t;))) dW(9)

=04

+Zo/ h(tn — 1)) Zh(G(X(t))) — G(X(s))) dW(s)

tj+1

Eh (th— ;) ZnG(U ) — E(tn—s)G(X(s)))d\N(s)

+Zo/ (En(th —tj) Zh — E(ta — 1)) ) G(X(s)) dW(s)

n—1 ,tjg
+3 [ (Et—t) ~Eta-9)G(X(9) MW(s)
=0t
=h+d+I+ .

The estimate for the first term follows by using the Ito isomehe boundedness a#;, $,
and/\,:l/z, and the Lipschitz condition on the functigrin (2.8)

n—1 ,tjg B
sl = 3 [ EIA S 06 A -t gl

n—-1 .
<Cky E[Ju] —us(t))||?]
,Zo 1t
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for B € [0,3]. The same estimate holds for the second compahegtwith 3 € [1,4]. For
the first component of the second term, using Propodifigrve2btain

n-1 i1 B
Ell32al = 3 [l S 0= 001 ~ o0s(5) gl

N1 oty
<cy [ Bl - e

c Z)/ - 2mmB 1) S(E[HUOHE + ||Vo||§71]
+ sup E[1+||U1(t)||ﬁ])
te[0,T]
< CIemin(B.1)

for B € [0,3]. Similarly, the estimate for the second componenkatads

B[22 zo/ E[Ca(tn— 1) Zn(@un(t))) — g(us(s)) gl 05
sc»@(E[||uo||B+||vo||§,11+t€s[gg]m+Hul(t)né]).

For the second component we hg¥e [1,4], so that mii3,1) = 1. For the first component
of the third term we usé (2.1.0) wii € (1,3] to get

n-1 i 7
B3l = 3 [ B 0t A Sttt oun(9)

Ll 2
<ch zo/t' E[||AB-/2g(u(s))]|2] ds
= ]

<ch¥ sup E[1+ |uy(t)3] <ch¥
te[0,T]

by Propositiod 22. The estimate fre [0,1] is obtained in the same way. For the second
component, we also obtain

(B-1) B-1)
E[|9a1% <Ch™5 sup E[1+|uy(t)[3] <Ch™s
te[0,T]

for B € [1,4]. Finally, for the first component of the fourth term, we get
E[| 3.1 ZJ/ E[[|(S(tr —t;) = S(ta— 5)) A P/ZAP D/ Zg(uy (9)) | ] ds

j+1
<c Z) [ 15— ds sup BL+ (o)
j= tj te[0,T]

<CIKP sup E[1+ ||ui(t)[3],
te[0,T]
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for B €[0,1]. ForB > 1, we note that\—#/2 = A~1/2A~(B-1)/2 and that\~(#-1/2is bounded
so that we get

E[HJMJ] ||2] < Ckzmi”(ﬁ,l).
Similarly for the second component, using the regularitthefcosine operator, we obtain
E[||[Ja,2|I] < ciemin(B-11)

for B > 1. Altogether the estimate for the stochastic error reads

4 _ n-1 _
B|Errs|? < C- (¥ +12MAL) 1 3 Elu] - w(t)?)  for Be[0.3],
j=

2 4B-D  omin(B-1,1) o i 2
B|Errs2|? <C- (h™5 " +k k3 BlV] - )| ) forpelid.
J:

Collecting the estimates of the three parts of the error, lwes obtain the following
estimate for the error in the position and velocity of thechtstic wave equation

B . n—-1 .
BV~ )7 < C- (n + M Lk S BlIU]-w)|). B el0.3)
J:

. n-1 .
U3 — et < C- (S + M iy BIJUL - )]Y). B e (1.4
J:

Using the above error bounds and an application of the dese¢Beonwall lemma proves
the following result for the mean-square errors of the fudliccetisation of the semi-linear
stochastic wave equation with a multiplicative noise. Wesuase thaty is large enough so
that the stochastic error dominates over the initial error.

THEOREM3.1. Consider the numerical discretisation of the semi-lindachastic wave
equation with a multiplicative noisg.1) on a compact time intervdd, T], T > 0, by a linear
finite element method in space and the stochastic trigomameethod(@.1)in time. Assume
that u € La(Q,HY), v € Lo(Q,HY"1) with y > 1+ 2B/3 and that the functions f and g
satisfy(2.8) for someB > 0 for the error in the position (and for son& > 1 for the error in
the velocity). Then, fopte [0, T], the mean-square errors read

Ata)l[Ly.p0) <C- K™D for B e0,2],
Myqp0) < C-KMMELD - for B e1,2],
a0 <C- (h% +KMED)  for Be(0,3],
)

ILy(a.p0) <C- ( ot —l—km'nﬁfl’l)) for B e[1,4].

Observe that the error estimates between the finite elemértians and the solutions
given by the stochastic trigopnometric method are provendimalar way as above, using in
addition Propositioh 213.

4. A trace formula. In this section, we will only consider the problem{1.1) wit-
ditive noise = 1 in (.3)) and the nonlinearity(u) = —V’(u) for a smooth potentiaV.
We will further consider a trace-clagsWiener proces®V, i. e., T(Q) = ||QY/?||3g < . In
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this situation, the exact solution of our nonlinear stotibagave equation satisfies a trace
formula (see for examplel[2] 5] for linear stochastic wavaagipns), where, in analogy to
deterministic problems, the “Hamiltonian” function is deftl onH! = H! x H? as

HOO = 5 [ (w10 e [ Vi dx
1 1 '

= Sluel2+ 1A 202+ [ i)
9

In this section, we restrict our attention to additive nejs&nce, in this case, we obtain an
elegant and tractable expression for the drift term in thediformulas (see below). This is
not the case for the case of multiplicative noise as exptkime remark after the proof of the
next proposition.

The trace formula for the exact solution to our stochastizenequation is given in the
following proposition.

PropPosITION4.1. Consider the nonlinear stochastic wave equaffpd) with additive
noise, that is with g= 1. Further, let f(u) = —V’(u) for a smooth potential V, 1efW(t) }+>0
be a trace-class Q-Wiener process, and let the Hamiltoniabettefined as above. Then
the exact solution, ¥) in equation(Z.4), of the nonlinear stochastic wave equati@nl),
satisfies the trace formula

1

E[H(X(t))] =E[H(X(0))] +t§Tr(Q), t>0. (4.1)

Proof. Indeed, using Ito’s formula (one can apply Theorem 4.1B]rsinceX(t) is an
Ito process and the potentMlis smooth enough) for the above Hamiltonian, we obtain

H(X(t)) = +/ ), GAW(s +/ X(8)), AX + F(X))ds

3 / THH' (X(9))(GQ?) (6Q2)") s
2Jo

for all timet. Here we haves = (I) , since we are concerned with additive noise. The
expected value of the second term in the above formula istedenzero. Using the definition
of A and of the nonlinearity, the integrand present in the third term reads

(/\ul, U2) + (V/(Ul), UZ) (UZ, Aup —V/(Ul)) =0.

Finally, using the above definition & and the fact that the operatQris self-adjoint, the last
term in the above formula is seen to be equal to

11t 1
5 [ THQYAQY) s =5 Tr(Q).
0
This shows the trace formula{#.1) for the exact solutionwfroblem

REMARK 4.2. Similarly to the above computations, for the case of mudtipive noise,
one would obtain

HOX(©) =HOX(O) + [ (H/(X(9), GX(9)aW(S) + [ (H(X(3)),AX+F(x)ds
43 [T X(9) (G0X(9)QM) (G0X(9)QH?) s
0)+ | (H(X(9).GX(8)AW(S) + 3 [ Triglun(s)Q"?(glun(s)Q")")
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Taking expectation thus leads to

BIH(X(1))) = EIH(X(0)] + 5 [ EITr(g(us(5)Qlo(us(5)")) s

which, for general multiplicative noise, do not give a t&alie expression of the drift in the
trace formula.

REMARK 4.3. The trace formula is also related to the energy equation,c tieat can
be used to analyse the existence, or nonexistence, of@mub stochastic nonlinear wave
equations, seé [3] for further details on this topic.

We next observe that, for the finite element solufi@none has

1
H(Xn) = §||Uh,2|

1,12 '
2+ §|V\h/ Uh,1|\2+/@V(Uh,1)dX,

becausé Ovy|| = ||AY2v|| = H/\ﬁ/zvh” for finite element functions;,. This results from the
definitions of AY/2 and/\ﬁ/z, see Sectioh]2. Using similar arguments as in the proof of the
above result, one can now show that the finite element saldj¢t), defined in[(2Zb), also
possesses a trace formula.

PROPOSITION4.4. Let f, g and W be as in Propositign #.1. The solution of thedinit

element approximation of problef.1), X,(t) in equationZ.8), satisfies the trace formula

EIH ((1))] = EH O (0)] +5THAQA), 20, @2)

We will now prove that the full discretisation of the stocti@svave equation, that is the
numerical solution given by (3.1), satisfies an almost tfacaula. Indeed, as seen in the
theorem below, we get a small defect of sizé&k™n(2(6-1).1))  However, due to the use of
Gronwall’'s inequality, the defect term is not uniform in g#m

THEOREM4.5.Let f, gand W be as in Proposition #.1 dndl4.4. Let further theuanp-
tions in Theorem 311 be fulfilled witB € [1,2]. Then the stochastic trigonometric method
(3.1) satisfies an almost trace formula

E[HU™] =EHUO)] +tn%Tr(9hQ9h) + O (KMnEE-LL) (4.3)

for0<t, <T andf €[1,2].

Proof. The proof uses similar techniques as the ones used to fgrevad¢an-square error
estimates for the numerical solution in Secfidn 3.

To prove the almost trace formula(¥.3), we first add and sgbthe expectation of the
Hamiltonian for the finite element solutiof(t)

E[HU")] =E[H(U") —H(Xq(tn))] + E[H (Xn(t))]
= EIH(U") ~ H(¥(tn))] + EIH (%(0))] +tay TH(#4Q%)
using Proposition 4]4. We will next show that

E[H(U") — H(Xp(tn))] = 0/(k™"E-1.1) (4.4)
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for B € [1,2]. Indeed, we have that

EHU") —HX(th))] =E E /é(|U2n|2_ |Uh,2(tn)|2)dx
+3 N0 = A )P

+ [ (VUD) =V (tnat) x| (4.5)
9

Thus we get three terms to estimate. Using Cauchy-Schwaquiality, the first term in the
above equation can be estimated by (neglecting the f.’%dlmr ease of presentation)

E[JUS2 = |una(tn) 2] = |ELUS + tn a(ta), US — tn o(ta)]|
[1U5 + tn 2(tn) 12 5_1)) /2 (E[1US — tn2(ta) 1 1_g])

( 1/2
C(E[IATP2(UR - una(t))13) 2,

IN

where we have used the discrete norm, the fact that the fildtaest solutionup»(t) is
bounded in the mean-square sense (see Propdsifion 2.3hefatt that the numerical solu-
tion given by the stochastic trigopnometric method is alsorutzd, i. e.

E[Uflig+USlGg ] <C < for n=0,1,...,N-1.

The proof of these estimates is similar to the one for theefisilement solution given in
Propositio 2B except that we now have a sum of integralemdthk. This causes no
problem since we can simply use the triangle inequalitytierdeterministic integrals and for
the stochastic integrals we use the property that they dependent with expected value 0.

Using the definition of the time integrator and similar teicfugs as in the proof of the
mean-square convergence, one next estimates

ot
A P2(Gy t— 1)) — Ci(t — 9) P AW(S)

ALPEUR — thafte) = ;) /
2
2
2

=h+I+I3+ds.

tj+1

/\ (1-B) /2Ch (th—tj)) Zn(f(U )— f(una(tj)))ds

tj+1

API2C (th— ) Zn(F(Una(t) — F(Una(s)))ds

tj+1

A P2yt —t)) — Cnl(th— ) Zn f (Una(9)) ds

Using the temporal regularity of the cosine operator, 8e&llj2 equation[(2.13), and the
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assumptiong(218) (recall thgt= 1 here), one gets
B[94/ zo / AP Calta—t) — Colta — )AL 242 g s

+1 B )
Sczo/tl 1A (ot — 1) — Caltn — )AL D/ 2,A - (B-1)/2
]
X/\(Bfl)/ZQl/ZHE'SdS
SCkZmin(Z(B—l),l) for 36[1,2].

Next, using the convergence results from Thedrem 3.1 anldipisehitz assumption ofi, we
observe that

(E[% ) 1/2<;)/ (EIAS 20t — 1) 2(F(U]) — F(una(t))) ) s
<c|<zO U] —una(t)|2) 2 <ckmBD for Be[1,2).

Similarly, using the assumptions dngiven in [2.8), and the regularity property of the finite
element solution stated in Propositfonl2.3, one gets

(E[1%]7 1/2<ZJ / (LAY P 2Cnta— t) Zn( f (Una () — F(una(9)))[2)) 2 ds
<CKMBD for Bel1,2].

For the last termJs, we obtain the estimate f@ € [1,2] as follows

(E[1%) 1/2<zb/ (BIIAS (Colta —t)) — Cr(ta—9)
N E 2 (una(9)]17) P ds
< CKMN2(B-D.D)

where we have used equatign(2.11), the equivalence betiveaorms[(Z.14), the assump-
tions on the nonlinearity, and the fact that the finite element solutigyy is bounded in the
norm|[-[lng-1.

Collecting all the above estimates and observing thit21) < 8 for € [1,2], we
finally get

|E[|[UZ]1% — |un2(ta)[[?]| < CKM™MZE-D-D for B e1,2].
The second term i (4.5) can be estimated in a similar way ageale have
/\1/2U 2 /\1/2 1121 < (BHun 12 NY2(RMIUD — )12 1/2
E[| T11% = 1A “un 1 () [[7]] < (E[JUT + tna(tn) I g]) ™ “(E[[UT — tn1(tn) lf 2 p])

CE[IN P (U] - upp(ta))[|2) Y2
<Ckmln BV for Bel,2.
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When estimatin@:[||/\,(1273)/2(u{‘ — Uy h(tn))|?] we get the same terms dsthroughl, above,
except that cosine is replaced by sine everywhere. Henceatine estimate holds. For the
third and final term in[{4]5), using the mean value theorem etdigst

E[|IV(UT) =V (una(ta))llLy )] < CE[[IV(UT) =V (Una(tn)l[Ly()]
< CIV(E)UT = tna(tn)) Ly h0)-

Recalling thatf (u) = —V’(u), using Holder’s inequality, using the fact the numeriazls
tions are bounded in the mean-square sense, and the errmidsiated in Theorem 3.1, we
next estimate the following expression

E[|IV(UT) =V (una(t))llLy )] < CIV/(E)(UT = tnata)) |y ro)

1/2 .
<C (E[HUln - Uh,l(tn)”Ez(g))]) < CKmin(B.1).

Putting all these estimates together we obtain equdiidh &hd the theorem is prove.

5. Numerical experiments. This section illustrates numerically the main results &f th
paper. We first present the time integrators we will consitieen test their mean-square
orders of convergence on various problems and finally dhisttheir behaviours with respect
to the trace formula from the previous section.

5.1. Setting. The solution of our stochastic wave equation}(1.1) will n@wlimerically
approximated using the method of lines, i. e., with a linedtdielement method in space and
then with various time integrators (see below). Furthenwiieconsider two kinds of noise: a
space-time white noise with covariance oper&et | and a correlated one witQ = A= for
somes > 0. We refer for example to [5] for a discussion on the appration of the noise.

We shall compare the stochastic trigonometric method (@ith) the following classical
numerical schemes for stochastic differential equatidvisen applied to the wave equation
in the form [2.1), these numerical integrators are:

1. The forward Euler-Maruyama scheme, see for exarple [1f8]

XML = XN KAXY + KF(X") + G(XM)AW".
2. The semi-implicit Euler-Maruyama scheme, see for exarfid] or [20],
XM = XM KAXTL 4 KF(X™) + G(X™MAW".
3. The backward Euler-Maruyama scheme, see for examgle[J48],
XML = XN KAXT L L kF (XM + G(XM)AW™.

4. The semi-implicit Crank-Nicolson-Maruyama scherne] [dr120],
XM= x4 ;A(x“+1+x“) +KF(X™) 4+ G(XMAaw™".

Note that the backward Euler-Maruyama scheme, the senligitrfpuler-Maruyama scheme,
and the semi-implicit Crank-Nicolson-Maruyama schemearamdicit numerical integrators.

All the numerical experiments were performed in Matlab gspecially designed soft-
ware and the random numbers were generated with the comraadd.
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FIGURE 5.1. The Anderson model: Spatial rates of convergence for thar@nce operators G= A5 with
s=0,1/2,1/3,1/4. The dotted lines are reference lines of slopg¢3,2/3,10/18,1/2. Ms = 2500samples.

5.2. Multiplicative noise. Let us first consider the one-dimensional hyperbolic Ander-

son model[[7],10]:

du(x,t) — uxx(X,t) dt = u(x,t) dW(x,t) for (xt) e (0,1)x(0,1),
u(0,t) =u(1,t) =0, te (0,1),
u(x,0) = sin(2mx), u(x,0) = sin(3mx), xe (0,1).

This stochastic partial differential equation with muligative noise is now discretised in
space by a linear finite element method with mesh hkizé'his leads to a system of stiff
stochastic differential equations. The latter problemhisnt discretised in time by various
integrators with time stek.

Figure[5.1 illustrates the results on the spatial disa#tia of the finite element method
as stated in Theorelm 3.1. The spatial mean-square erramsead,q= 1,

\/E[Huh(x, Tend) — U(X, Tend)”z} ’

are displayed for various values of the paramater2~¢, ¢ = 2,...,9. The covariance op-
erator is chosen 8@ = A Sfor s=0,1/2,1/3,1/4. In the present situatiorf,(u) = 0 and
g(u) = u satisfy the assumptions (2.8) wifh< s+ % This can be seen using the computa-
tions done in Subsection 4.1 from [13] (with= 2sanda = 57’1). A clear dependence of
the spatial convergence rates with respect to the covariaperator can be observed in this
figure, in agreement with TheordmB.1. Here, we simulate xaetesolutionu(x,t) with the
numerical one using the stochastic trigonometric methdd(SB.1)) with a small time step
Kexact= 22 (in order to neglect the error from the discretisation ing)randhexact= 279
for the mesh of the FEM. The expected values are approxintgtedmputing averages over
Ms = 2500 samples. We computed the estimate for the largestesthadors, of all schemes,
to be 00026. This shows that the error due to a Monte-Carlo appratian is negligible.

We are now interested in the time discretisation of the alstoehastic partial differ-
ential equation with space-time white noig@ € | and thusf3 < 1/2). We compute the
temporal errors at tim&nq= 0.5. In Figurd 5.2, one can observe the rates of mean-square
convergence of various time integrators. The expectedafatenvergence’ (k'/?) of the
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FIGURE 5.2. The Anderson model (space-time white noise): Temporas @teonvergence of the stochastic
trigonometric method (STM), the semi-implicit Euler-Mpama scheme (SEM) and the Crank-Nicolson-Maruyama
scheme (CNM). The reference lines have sldpdsl/3 and1/2. Ms = 2500samples.

stochastic trigonometric method as stated in Thedreim 31 beaonfirmed. Again, the exact
solution is approximated by the stochastic trigonometrmthad with a very small time step
Kexact= 2~ ' and usediexact= 22 for the spatial discretisatiomds = 2500 samples are used
for the approximation of the expected values. We computeegtimate for the largest stan-
dard errors, of all schemes, to b®0. The numerical results for the forward and backward
Euler-Maruyama schemes are not displayed since these matrsahemes would have to use
very small time steps for such &axact(see also Subsectibn b.5 below).

5.3. Semi-linear problem with additive space-time white nise. We next consider the
sine-Gordon equation driven by additive space-time whiisenQ = | and thus3 < 1/2)

du(x,t) — uxx(X,t) dt = —sin(u(x,t)) dt + dw(xt), (x,t) € (0,1) x (0,0.5),
u(0,t) =u(1,t) =0, t € (0,0.5),
U(Xa O) = 07 U(Xa O) = 1[%%] (X)v Xe (07 1)7
where 1(x) denotes the indicator function for the interval

Figurd5.38 displays the rates of mean-square convergeiggat 0.5 of various time in-
tegrators. The expected temporal rate of convergétik&'?) of the stochastic trigonometric
method as stated in Theordm]3.1 can be confirmed. Again, thet erlution is approxi-
mated by the stochastic trigonometric method with a verylisstep sizekeyact= 2 1! and
useshexact= 22 for the spatial discretisatiorMs = 2500 samples are used for the approx-
imation of the expected values. We computed the estimatéhéofargest standard errors
for all schemes to be.0027, showing that the error due to a Monte-Carlo approxonas
negligible.

5.4. Semi-linear equation with multiplicative noise. In this subsection, we consider
the sine-Gordon equation driven by a multiplicative sptce white noise Q = | and thus
B<1/2)

du(x,t) — uxx(X,t) dt = —sin(u(x,t)) dt + u(x,t) dW(x,t), (x,t) € (0,1) x (0,0.5),
u(0,t) =u(1,t) =0, t € (0,0.5),
u(x,0) = sin(2rx), u(x,0) = sin(3mx), x € (0,1).



22 R. Anton, D. Cohen, S. Larsson, and X. Wang

10t 1
Error

10721 B
= & - Slope 1/2
—HB— Error STM
= 4 = Slope 1/4
== Error SEM
- © - Slope 1/3
—O— Error CNM

103 . . .

10 107 102 10"t 10°

FIGURE 5.3. The sine-Gordon equation (space-time white noise): Teaipates of convergence of the
stochastic trigonometric method (STM), the semi-impkgiter-Maruyama scheme (SEM) and the Crank-Nicolson-
Maruyama scheme (CNM). The dotted lines have slaépésl/3 and1/2. Ms = 2500samples.
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FIGURE 5.4. The sine-Gordon equation with multiplicative space-tintétevnoise: Temporal rates of con-
vergence of the stochastic trigopnometric method (STM)sémei-implicit Euler-Maruyama scheme (SEM) and the
Crank-Nicolson-Maruyama scheme (CNM). The dotted line® Istopesl/4,1/3 and1/2. Ms = 2500samples.

Figure[5.4 displays the rates of mean-square convergenecarinfus time integrators
when applied to this semi-linear problem with multiplie&tinoise. The expected temporal
rate of convergencé (k'/?) of the stochastic trigonometric method as stated in The&dm
can be confirmed. One also observes a slower convergenderdte other integrators. As
before, a reference solution is computed by the stochagjmiometric method with a very
small step Siz&exact= 21 and usedexact= 22 for the spatial discretisatiorMs = 2500
samples are used for the approximation of the expectedsaNe computed the estimate
for the largest standard errors, of all schemes, to.8@& This shows that the error due to a
Monte-Carlo approximation is negligible.

5.5. Trace formula. We will now illustrate the trace formula from Sectigh 4. Tottis,
we again consider the above sine-Gordon equation withigddibise and solve this problem
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with a linear finite element method in space and in time we hisestochastic trigonometric
method [311) withf (u) = —sin(u), g(u) = 1. Figurd5.b (top) displays the expected value of
the Hamiltonian along the numerical solutions of the abdweelgstic sine-Gordon equation
where the covariance operator is given®y= A~2. In the present situation, the Lipschitz
function f (u) = —sin(u) and the functioy(u) = 1 satisfy the assumptior{s (2.8) wih= 2.
This is seen using the fact that the eigenvalues of the Lamperator with Dirichlet bound-
ary condition satisfy\; ~ j2 and the eigenvectors are given by'2sin(j nx) }j. The meshes
areh = 0.1 andk = 0.01, the time interval i$0, 5], andMs = 2500 samples are used for the
approximation of the expected values. For this experimtiet,largest standard errors for
all the numerical schemes (except for the Euler-Maruyarharse) is of the size of.002
confirming that the Monte-Carlo errors are negligible. lis figure, one can observe the un-
satisfactory behaviour of classical Euler-Maruyama-tyy@hods. This is not a big surprise,
since, already for stochastic ordinary differential egurag, the growth rate of the expected
energy along solutions given by these numerical solutisrisdorrect[[19, 4]. The Crank-
Nicolson-Maruyama scheme however seems to reproduce \@yhe linear drift in the ex-
pected value of the Hamiltonian. Let us see what happens afenses bigger time step and
longer time interval. Figure 3.5 (bottom) displays the ectpd energies on the longer time
interval[0, 250 for the Crank-Nicolson-Maruyama and the stochastic trigoetric methods
with a larger time stejg = 0.1. The other parameters are the same as in the above numerical
experiment, in particular, the Monte-Carlo error for thecsiastic trigonometric method is
negligible (error of size @1). On this long-time interval, excellent behaviour of ghechas-
tic trigonometric method (311) is still observed althouptstdoes not follow from the result
presented in Theoreim 4.5.

6. Appendix. In order to improve the readability of the paper, we give saeils for
the proofs of the results given in Sectiah 2. The proofd d)(and [2.ID) can be found in
Corollary 4.2 in[16]. They are obtained by interpolatiomieen the results for the endpoints
of the parameter values. These in turn are well-known egtisifar the finite element approx-
imation of the homogeneous wave equatiap:tApu, = 0, t > 0; Uy(0) = Znup, Un(0) =
Q%W)

For example, foy = 1 we have, by a standard stability estimate,

[[h(t)Xoll < C (|%2nuoll + | ZnVol| - 1.0+ lluoll + [|Vol|-1)
< C([lugllz + [[Vol|-1) < CHP[||Xoll]1,

sinceZ, is not bounded with respect to th&-norm. Fory = 3, we have
1% (t)Xol| < C(L+t)h*([|uollz+ [[Voll2) < C(1+1t)h?[[[Xo][]3,

cf. the estimation oF, in the proof of Corollary 4.2 in [16]. Interpolation betwethese two
cases completes the proof of the first boundinl(2.9). Notethgarequired initial regularity
is one order higher than the order of convergence. This isaypf the finite element method
for the wave equation. Another choice of projectay(0) = Zhuo, would give a slightly
better result for low initial regularity here, but a worseuk for %,.
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