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Abstract

We consider a time discretization of incompressible Navier-Stokes equations with
spatial periodic boundary conditions in the vorticity-velocity formulation. The ap-
proximation is based on freezing the velocity on time subintervals resulting in linear
parabolic equations for vorticity. Probabilistic representations for solutions of these
linear equations are given. At each time step, the velocity is expressed via vor-
ticity using a formula corresponding to the Biot—Savart-type law. We show that
the approximation is divergent free and of first order. The results are extended
to two-dimensional stochastic Navier-Stokes equations with additive noise, where,
in particular, we prove the first mean-square convergence order of the vorticity
approximation.
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tial differential equations, mean-square convergence.
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1 Introduction

Navier-Stokes equations (NSE), both deterministic and stochastic, are important for a
number of applications and, consequently, development and analysis of numerical meth-
ods for simulation of NSE are of significant interest. The theory and applications of
deterministic NSE can be found, e.g. in [0, 8, [15] 10 28] 29] and for stochastic NSE — e.g.
in [9) 16, 18]. The literature on numerics for deterministic NSE is extensive [I1], 27, [30]
(see also references therein) while the literature on numerics for stochastic NSE is still
rather sparse, let us mention [5l 3, 2] [7, 26].

In this paper we consider incompressible NSE in the vorticity-velocity formulation
with periodic boundary conditions (see, e.g. [I5] for the deterministic case and [12] for
the stochastic one). In the deterministic case we deal with both two-dimensional and
three-dimensional NSE, in the stochastic case we are interested in two-dimensional NSE
with additive noise. We study their time discretization which is based on freezing the
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velocity at every time step. Consequently, at every step we just need to solve a system
of linear parabolic PDEs. To compute the velocity, we express it via the vorticity field,
i.e. we derive a periodic version of Biot-Savart’s law (see e.g. [15, p. 50 and p. 71]). The
constructed approximations of both vorticity and velocity are divergent free. We prove
convergence theorems for the suggested approximation. The second part of the paper
deals with NSE with additive noise.

The paper is organised as follows. We introduce function spaces required, recall the
Helmholtz-Hodge decomposition, and derive the periodic version of Biot-Savart’s law
in Section 2l In the deterministic case we suggest to use probabilistic representations
together with ideas of weak-sense numerical integration of SDEs for solving the system of
linear parabolic PDEs at every step of the time discretization. In Section [3] we present
probabilistic representations appropriate for this task which are based on [19] (see also
[22,23]). The numerical method is proposed and analysed in Section [, where in particular
its first order convergence in L?-norm is proved. Then the ideas of Section H are transferred
over to the case of NSE with additive noise in Section [, including a proof of first-order
mean-square convergence of the time-discretization of the stochastic NSE in the vorticity-
velocity formulation. Ideas used in the proof are of potential interest for convergence
analysis of numerical methods for a wider class of semilinear SPDEs.

2 Preliminaries

In the first part of this paper (Sections Bl and M), we consider the two- and three-
dimensional deterministic incompressible NSE for velocity v and pressure ¢ with space
periodic conditions:

o 2
a—z+(v,V)v+Vq—%Av:F, (2.1)
dive = 0. (2.2)
In @I)-22) we have 0 < s <T, 2z € R", v € R", F € R", n = 2,3, ¢ is a scalar. The
velocity vector v = (v!,...,v™)T satisfies initial conditions
v(0,2) = ¢() (2.3)

and spatial periodic conditions
v(s,z+ Le;)) =v(s,x), i=1,...,n, 0<s<T. (2.4)

Here div ¢ = 0, {e;} is the canonical basis in R™, and L > 0 is the period. For simplicity in
writing, the periods in all the directions are taken to be equal. The function F' = F(s, x)
and pressure ¢ = ¢(s,x) are assumed to be spatial periodic as well.

In what follows we will consider the deterministic NSE with negative direction of
time which is convenient for probabilistic representations considered in Section [3l By an
appropriate change of the time variable and functions, the NSE (2.1)-(2.2) with positive
direction of time can be rewritten in the form:

9 2
YT Au— (u, V)u—Vp+ f =0, (2.5)

at 2
divu =0, (2.6)



where 0 <t < T,z € R", u e R", f e R" n= 2,3, the pressure p is a scalar. The

velocity vector u = (ul,...,u")" satisfies the terminal condition

u(T,z) = ¢(x) (2.7)
and spatial periodic conditions
u(t,z+ Le;) = u(t,z), i=1,...,n, 0 <t <T. (2.8)

Throughout the paper we will assume that this problem has a unique, sufficiently smooth
classical solution. In the two-dimensional case (n = 2) the corresponding theory is avail-
able, e.g. in [I0, I5]. In the remaining part of this preliminary section we recall the
required function spaces [8 28, 29] and write the NSE in vorticity formulation.

2.1 Function spaces and the Helmholtz-Hodge decomposition

Let {e;} be the canonical basis in R™. We shall consider spatial periodic n-vector functions
u(z) = (ut(z),...,u™(x))" in R" : u(z + Le;) = u(x), i = 1,...,n, where L > 0 is the
period in ith direction. Denote by @ = (0, L]" the cube of the period. We denote by
L2(Q) the Hilbert space of functions on @ with the scalar product and the norm

(u,v):/QZui(x)vi(x)dx, ul = (u, u)"2.

We keep the notation | - | for the absolute value of numbers and for the length of
n-dimensional vectors, for example,

u(@)] = [ (@) + - -+ (" (@) ]2

We denote by H'(Q), m = 0,1,..., the Sobolev space of functions which are in
L2(Q), together with all their derivatives of order less than or equal to m, and which are
periodic functions with the period Q. The space H}'(Q) is a Hilbert space with the scalar
product and the norm

n

(u, v)m = /QZ Y DY) DY (z)da, [ullm = [(u,u)m] 2,

where o' = (ad,...,a!), ot €{0,...,m}, [o']=a} +- -+, and

Note that H)(Q) = L*(Q).
Introduce the Hilbert subspaces of H}'(Q) :

V) ={v: ve H}(Q), dive =0}, m >0,
V¢ = the closure of V™, m > 0 in L?(Q).
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Denote by P the orthogonal projection in H}'(Q) onto V' (we omit m in the notation
P here). The operator P is often called the Leray projection. Due to the Helmholtz-Hodge
decomposition, any function u € H?(Q) can be represented as

u = Pu—+ Vg, div Pu=0,

where g = g(z) is a scalar Q-periodic function such that Vg € H*(Q). It is natural to
introduce the notation Ptu := Vg and hence write

uw= Pu+ Ptu
with
Prue (V) ={v: ve H}(Q), v=Vg}.
Let
Z Up ez(27r/L n,r) Z gne i(2m/L)(n,x) . go=0, (29)
nezZn" neznr
Pu(z) = Y (Pu)pe @M@ Ply(z) = Vg(z) = Y (Plu)pe /D0
nezn nczn

be the Fourier expansions of u, g, Pu, and Ptu = Vg. Here uy, (Pu)y, and (Ptu), =
(Vg)n are n-dimensional vectors and g, are scalars. We note that go can be any real
number but for definiteness we set go = 0 without loss of generality [10]. The coefficients
(Pu)n, (Ptu)y, and g, can be easily expressed in terms of uy, :

T

U .o ul
(Pu)n = un — ya5m, (Pu)y = i gan =727 0, (2.10)
T
9n = zgi‘nzan%o go = 0.

We have
Vei(27r/L)(n,x) _ nei(27r/L)(n,m) . Z2I
L 7
hence une’®/H®@) ¢ V™ if and only if (un,m) = 0. We obtain from here that the
orthogonal basis of the subspace (Vm)L consists of ne!@™/L)m ””), n € 7Z" n+#0; and

an orthogonal basis of V' consists of jupe’ W@r/L) ) =1 — 1 n e Z", where
under n # 0 the vectors ju, are orthogonal to n : (kun, n) =0, k= — 1, and
they are orthogonal among themselves: (,un, mun) = 0, k,m =1,...,n 1, m # k,
and finally, for n = 0, the vectors pug, kK = 1,...,n, are orthogonal. In particular, in the

two-dimensional case (n = 2), these bases are, correspondingly (for n # 0):

|i n :| ei(QW/L)(n,IE) and |i —No :| ei(27r/L)(n,:E)7 n= (nl,HQ)T. (211)
2 1

We shall consider the case of zero space average (see e.g. [10]), i.e. when
/ u(z) = 0. (2.12)
Q
In this case the Fourier series expansion for u(x) does not contain the constant term and

> nezn i [239) can be replaced by > yn g, Which in what follows we will write as
simply > .



We recall Parseval’s identity
Jull? = [ Ju@)Pdz =2 3 ', =23 (2.13)
Q

We also note the following two relationships. Since the vector field u = u(x) is real valued,
we have
U_p = Unp, neznu II7£O,

where 4, denotes the complex conjugate of u,. The divergence-free condition reads

n
T ko k
unn:(un,n)zg un” =0, n=23.
k=1

We will need the following estimate for the tri-linear form (see [6l p. 50, eq. (6.10)]
or [29, p. 12, eq. (2.29)]):

(v, V)u, g)| < K[0llm [[ellms 4111 9]lms (2.14)

where K > 0 is a constant, my, ms and mg are such that m; + my + m3 > n/2 and
(my,mg, m3) # (0,0,n/2), (0,n/2,0), (n/2,0,0), and u, v, g are arbitrary functions from
the corresponding spaces. Further, we recall the standard interpolation inequality for
Sobolev spaces (see e.g. [29, p. 11]):

lullm < Nlullys, ull; (2.15)

mo)

where m = (1 — I)my + Ima, my, mg > 0,1 € (0,1), and u € HY™™™)(Q). For any
¢ >0, we get from (2.15) and Young’s inequality:

— _1
lullZ < ullm lully, < (0= Dellully, + T llull7,,- (2.16)

mi

Let us take m; = 1, my = 0 and mg = 1/2 in ([2.14)), then, using ([2.10]), we get (see also
[12, p. 1028, eq. (A6)]) for any ¢; > 0 and ¢y > 0:

K2
(v, V)u, )| < Klvlliflullillgll2 < 4—Clllg||?/2+clllv||?HUH? (2.17)

K2
< 4—Clllg||?/2+clllv||?||UII?
4

ool + ex ol
1

< clglli +

where we used (ZI6) with m = 1/2, m; = 1, my = 0 and [ = 1/2 (fractional H}'(Q)
spaces are defined in the usual way via the Fourier series expansions, see e.g. [29, pp.
7-8]).
We also recall (see e.g. [I0, p. 20 eq. (4.14) |) Poincare’s inequality for functions
u € H)(Q) satisfying (2.12):
[lul] < of [Vu] (2.18)

for some constant o > 0 which depends only on the shape of () and on the period L. We
note that here and in what follows: when u(x) is a vector, Vu(z) means the matrix with
elements du'/0x? and ||Vu|| means L?*norm of the Frobenius norm of the matrix Vu(z).
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2.2 Equation for vorticity

Introduce the vorticity w :

1 1 : oud  Ou?

“ “2 . 15 o oo

o R _ _ - u _ u
w= w3 := curlu = curl u3 = | o B 33 = | g @ |- (2.19)

w U U U Ouz _ Ou-

Oxl Ox2

We note that (Z.19) implies divw = 0.
Taking the curl of equation (2.H) gives the evolution equation for the vorticity w =
curlu :

Ow o?
5 — (v, V)w+ (w, V)u + Aw +9=0, (2.20)
where g = curl f. From (2.7)-(2.8]), we get
w(T,x) = curlp(x) = ¢(x) (2.21)

and spatial periodic conditions
w(t,z+ Le;) =w(t,x), i=1,...,n, 0 <t <T. (2.22)

Analogously to (2.9), we write the Fourier expansion for w :

Zw Z(27r/L nw) (223)

where
1 .
wn(t) — ﬁ (w(t7 .)7 61(27F/L)(n7'))
1 .
= In w(t,z)e /DO gy e Z" n # 0.

Substituting the Fourier expansions for w and v in (2I9), we obtain

S wp(eCT e 1 TS i (0n — (o) eler/ e
w= | Swketrnen | == S (ul(nd — ub(nt) e | (2,00
Z wi’;(t)ei(%r/L)(n,x) Z (ui(t)nl _ Ulll(t>H2) ei(27r/L)(n,:c)

The equality ([Z24)) gives for any n # 0 the equations with respect to u*, k =1,2,3:

203 3.2 _
DUy — MUy = oWy (2.25)
1L
ndul —nlyd = —22
2T
iL
wd - nt =
T

Thanks to divu = 0 and divw = 0, we also have for any n :

n'ul +n®u? + nud =

niw +n%w2 +n*wd = 0. (2.27)

o
—~
no
[N
=)



Due to the property (2.27), the system ([2.25)-(226) with respect to uF is compatible.
It is not difficult to prove directly that the solution of this system is unique. This also
follows from the two observations that the vector field u,e’?™/ L)1) ig golenoidal because
it is divergence-free and that in the case of w* = 0, k = 1,2, 3, the field is irrotational,
i.e. potential. But if a vector field is simultaneously solenoidal and potential, it is trivial,
i.e. u, = 0. Thus, the homogeneous system corresponding to (2.25])-(2.26) has the trivial
solution only, and hence the solution to the system (225)-(2.26]) exists and it is unique.

Our nearest goal consists in solving this system, i.e., in expressing u via w. We observe
that

curlu = w, (2.28)
divu = 0. (2.29)

Proposition 2.1 For a sufficiently smooth 1, let divi) = 0. Then
curl[— curl¢] = Aq. (2.30)
Proof. The first component of the vector curl[— curl ] is equal to

a2w2 82¢1 82w1 82¢3
91 0x? * (0x2)? - (82%)2 92103

9 (_a¢2 B o 92! ) 92!
oxl" 0z2 O3 (0x2)2  (0x)%

)+

Because of the condition divey = 0, this component is equal to Ay!. Analogously, the
second and third components are equal to A? and Av?, correspondingly. The proposition
is proved.

Let us look for « in the form
u = —curl, (2.31)

where div = 0. Due to (2.28)-(2Z30), we now have to solve
A =w, w=) weHm), (2.32)

Equation (2.32)) is solvable (uniquely, if we assume 19 = 0):

2
b = Z bt CTDmD) wnlL
’ 472|n|?’
ie.,
wi L?
=— =1,2,3.
" 472|n|?’ T
Hence, using (2.31]), we have
Iy Z #61(2W/L)(n,x) (win2 _ wﬁng)
u:—mm¢:i;§}#w%WmW@ﬁ—w@U = Uw, (2.33)
Z #61(2W/L)(n,x) (winl _ w[11n2)



where U is a linear operator. It is not difficult to verify that the equality divu = 0
(see (229)) holds for u from (Z33) under arbitrary w. However, the equality (228§]) is
not fulfilled by u from ([233)) for arbitrary w. But the considered w is not arbitrary, it is
divergent free and we show below that for a divergent-free w the equality (2.28) is satisfied

by w from (2.33)).
For u from (2.33)), we get

5 e DL (0 4 (n) + (e 4 )]
curlu = — | > #61(2”/”(“”‘”)[—wﬁ((nl)2 + (n%)?) + n?(n'w} + n3w?)]
3 b)) + (02)?) + (') + )]

Recall that (227) holds for a divergent-free w. Then, using (2.21), we have

n'(n’w2 +n’wl) = —(n')’w}
n’(n'w; +n’wl) = —(n?)%w?
n’(n'w) +n’w?) = —(n*)%W?

and therefore 1 ion/L 112
5 s /e ol |
curlu = | >, #62(2W/L)(n,x)wi|n|2 ,
Z #ei(%r/L)(n,x)w?JnP

i.e., curlu = w. Thus, the following theorem is proved.

Theorem 2.1 The velocity field u (with ug = 0) is determined explicitly through vorticity
field w = curlv by formula 233). The closed-form equation for w is given by

Ow o2
Fr (Uw,V)w%—(w,V)Uw%—?ijLg:O, (2.34)

where U is from (2.33).

This theorem is related to analogous results for periodic 2D flows (see [15, p. 50]) and
for flows in the whole space (see [15, p. 71]).
Let us mention the corresponding formulas in the 2D case, for which we have

ul(xt, 2?) ul
u(:c) _ u2(x1, I2) _ Z Ui ei(27r/L)(n1:v1+n2m2)’
0 0

i.e., u'(z) and u?(z) are independent of z3 and u® = 0. Hence

wl 0

w=| w? | = 0
3 Ou? Oul
w 02T T 0a2

We shall denote the scalar w3(z) as w(z) = g—g? (x)— g—;; () and the two dimensional vector

(ul(xl,ﬁ),gz(xl,:ﬁ))T as u(x). This does not lead to confusion. We have divu(z) =

g—gi(x) + %(m) =0, i.e., uin' +u:n? = 0 for any n = (n',n?), and

M(ZL’) _ 2:Wnei(%r/L)(Illml—l—n2gv2)7

8



where
2

L
Due to (Z33), u is expressed through w :

wn = i—(uin' —uln?).

Z P 27T/L (n:c)w n2
) 0

u(z) = — Z 1 (i2n/D)n = Uw. (2.35)

Clearly, (w, V)u = 0 in the 2D case. Hence (2.20)) takes the form

Ow Ow .2 Ow o?
5 U (t,:v)ax1 (t,z) —u(t, )8 2(t x) + Aw(t z) +g(t,x', 2%) = 0. (2.36)
Example 2.1 Consider the Stokes equation with negative direction of time:
2
%+0Au—vp+f:0 (2.37)

with the conditions (2.0)-(2.8]). In this case the vorticity w(t,x) satisfies the equation

2
%—jJra Aw+ g =0, (2.38)

where g(t, x) = 3 gne'@/L®2) - Substituting the Fourier expansions for w and g in (2Z38),
we get

Zw 27r/L (n,z) 4+ — an <__) |n|2 i(2m/L)(n,z) + Zg ez(27r/L)(n x) _ 0,

whence )
dw 27r o?

dt L?
where ¢y are the Fourier coefficients for ¢ := curl ¢. Hence

2 2 2 T 9 2 2
(0 = dhexp (e -1 )+ [ e (TP - ) akelas.
t

nffwg +gn =0, wa(T) =y,

In future we will need the following estimates. One can obtain from (233) that for
m>1

[ullm = (U] < K|w][m-1 (2.39)
for some K > 0. Further, we note that
wl} = l|w[]* + [Vl (2.40)
and then by (2.I8)
lwlff < K||Vw|[? (2.41)

for some K > 0. Using (Z17), (2:39), [2.40) and (Z41)), we get for w, v, g from appropriate

spaces and arbitrary ¢; > 0 and ¢; > 0 :

4

K
64cicy

(Uw, V)v,9)l < eallglli+ lgll* + ex[UwF oI} (2.42)

9



K4
64cy 64c2cy
= o|[Vg|’ + K|g|* + 03||wH2||W||2,

< |Vl + (e + )Hg|l2+1?<(31||WI\2!\VUH2

where in the third line c3 > 0 is an arbitrary constant and K > 0 is some constant
dependent on ¢y and c3 (it differs from K > 0 in the first and second line but this should
not cause any confusion).

3 Probabilistic representations of solutions to linear
systems of parabolic equations with application to
vorticity equations

In this section we derive probabilistic representations for systems of parabolic equations

based on the approach developed in [19]. They can be used for constructing probabilis-

tic methods for NSE in vorticity-velocity formulation (220) (see probabilistic numerical

methods for semilinear PDEs in e.g. [21], 23] and for NSE in velocity formulation in e.g.

[25]). For this purpose, it is useful to have a wide class of such probabilistic representa-

tions, and, in addition to [19], we also exploit ideas from [22 23]. Note that we obtain
more general probabilistic representations than in [4].

3.1 The basic probabilistic representation

We consider the following Cauchy problem for system of parabolic equations

au 12[2‘” ]i.&rl&x] ZZ(Z 9,] )gj 3.1)

i,j=1 Lr=1 i=1 j=1 r=1

—~

“ou”
+Zaw+[BTu]k+fk:0, k=1,...,m,
i=1

w(T, z) = p(z). (3.2)
Introduce the system of SDEs
l
dX = a(s,X)ds+ Y _o.(s, X)dw,(s), X(t) =z, (3.3)
r=1
l
dY = B(s,X)Yds+ Y 0,(s,X)Yduw,(s), Y(t) =y. (3.4)
r=1

In BI)-B4), 0 <t <s<T; xand X are column-vectors of dimension n; y and Y
are column-vectors of dimension m; w,, r = 1,...,[, are independent standard Wiener
processes; a(s,z) and o,(s,x) are column-vectors of dimension n; B(s,z) and 9,(s,x)
are m X m - matrices; u(s,z), f(s,x), and p(x) are column-vector of dimension m with
components u*, ¥ ©F k=1,...,m. We assume that there exist a sufficiently smooth

solution of the problem (B.I)-([B.2) and a unique solution of the problem (B.3)-(3.4)).

10



Introduce the process

Eray(s) = /t P Xea(8) Yoy (8)ds" + u' (5, Xya(5)) Vi (5)- (3.5)

Using Ito’s formula, we get

dé = i fFY*ds +d(u'Y), (3.6)
k=1
duTY) = id uFY'M = Z—ka +ZZ o st+ZadwT NY*(3.7)
k=1 k=1 i=1
I s Pub . .
+§;”:1 i Za olds-Y +;u BY|"ds
m l m n
+ Z u® [Z 9. Ydw,.(s)| + Z Z g—ujdX’dYk
k=1 r=1 =1 i=1 "
Further,
> wk[BY]Rds = [BTu]fY*, (3.8)
k=1 k=1
m n 0uk ' m n 0uk l . l m o
DD g dXtAYr =) D =y opdwn(s) Y Y Y dw(s) (3.9)
k=1 i=1 k=1 i=1 r=1 r’'=1 j=1

n m l

m n I m
=YY GRS v = 35S S ot oy

k=1 =1 r=1 j=1 k=1 i=1 j=1 r=1

In (3.6)-(B.9) all the coefficients and functions have s, X; ,(s) as their arguments.
Substituting (3.7)-(3.9) in ([B.6) and taking into account that w is a solution of (B.1)),

we get
m

dE =" (uf(®,Y) +Z—0kawr() (3.10)

r=1 k=1
It is known that if

Py

r=1

2

[Z (9,Y) +Zax alY*)| ds < oo (3.11)

3

then

m

E/t S5 (W w,Y) +Z YV, (5) = Elérny(T) — Gray(®)] = 0. (3.12)

r=1 k=1

11



At the same time (see (3.5)

Etay(T) = Eray(t) / P, Xea(8) Vi (8)ds" + 0T (X (1)) Vi (T) — u' (t,2)y.

(3.13)
Hence

uT<t,x>y:E[ / TS, X)) Yiaa () + T (X T)Yiuy(D)| . (3.14)

So, we have obtained that under certain conditions ensuring existence of a sufficiently

smooth solution of (BI))-(B.2)), existence and uniqueness of solution of (3.3)-(3.4), and
boundedness (B.11), the probabilistic representation of the solution to the problem (3.1I)-

([32)) is given by formula (3.14).

3.2 A family of probabilistic representations

Now we restrict ourselves to the case ¥, =0, r=1,...,[, i.e. (see (BI)-(B.4)):

8u 1 Y k k_ _
z] 1[;UT ] axlaxﬂ +Z 89:’ ] =0 k=1...,m (3.15)
w(T, x) = p(z), (3.16)
and
l
dX = a(s,X)ds+ Y _o.(s, X)dw,(s), X(t) =z, (3.17)
r=1
dY = B(s,X)Yds, Y(t)=y. (3.18)

Introduce the system

l l
dX = a(s, X)ds — Y (s, X)o,(s, X)ds + > _ o,(s, X)dw,(s), X(t) ==z,  (3.19)

dY = B(s, X)Yds, Y(t) =y, (3.20)
l
dQ = p1(s, X)Qdw,(s), Q) = 1, (3.21)
r=1
l
dZ = Q" (s,X)Yds+ Q> F/(s, X)Ydw,(s), Z(t) = 0. (3.22)
r=1

In BI19)-B22) ., Q, and Z are scalars; F,, r =1,...,1, are column-vectors of dimension
m; . and F). are arbitrary functions, however, with good analytical properties.
Introduce the process

77t7:v7y(3) = thy,l(s)u—r(& Xt@(s))Yt,x,y(s) + Ztvxvy,LO(s)- (3.23)
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Using Ito’s formula and taking into account that w is a solution of (3.1%]), we get that
under arbitrary u, and F

dy = ;Q( ‘Z“ ol + o + FT)Y duw,(s). (3.24)
If lr_ ;
E/tT; [Q i u' + FENY| ds < oo (3.25)
then
E / ' Z u" + EDY dwy(s) = E(lay(T) = ey (1)) = 0. (3.26)
We have o
Ny (T) = Neay(t) = Q(T>T¢T(Xt,z(T))Y(ﬂ —u(t, z)y (3.27)

+ [ Qraga(s)f (8" Xeal(8) Yiay(s)ds’

Under the natural assumption

T l
E / Qtvxvy,l(S’)ZFTT(S’,Xt,x(8'))Y27x7y(8’)dwr(8')] =0,
t r=1

using ([3.20) and (B.27)), we obtain the family of probabilistic representations for the solu-

tion of (B15)-(B3.16):

uT(t,x)y =F [Qt,m,y,l(T)¢T(Xt,m( Y;fxy / Qtwyl (S thv( /)>Y;/7m7y(8/)ds/:|

(3.28)
where the expressions under sign E depend on a choice of u, and F,.. We see that the
expectation of 7, ,(7T) in the right hand side of (B.28) is equal to u(t,z)y and it is
independent of a choice of y, and F,. At the same time, the variance Varn, ,,(7")] does
depend on p, and F;.

3.3 Probabilistic representations for the vorticity

System (2.20) has the form of (3.15) with m =3, n =3,

o 0 0
o = 0|,0oo=|0]|,03=1]01,
0 0 o
ul(t, x) ou'/ozt Ou'/ox? Ou'/Oxd
a(t,r) = — | w*(t,x) |, B" = | ou?/oxt Ou?/0x® Ou?/0x® |,
u(t, x) oud ozt ou/0x® Oud/ox?



with w instead of u and ¢ instead of f, ¢ is a positive constant, i.e., the more detailed
writing of (Z.20) has the form:

ok 1, ’ ; Ow”
o +§a Aw —Zu(t,x)a

i=1

k
‘92. (t ) + g5 (t,7) = 0, (3.29)

:uk(T, z) = ¢"(x), k=1,2,3. (3.30)

Let us put p,(s,x) = —a"(s,x), F"(s,x) = 0 in the family of representations (B.19)-
(3.22), [3:28) for the problem m (B:30). We get

Xt = adwl() X'(t)=2' i=1,23, (3.31)
Ay’ = g:f (s, X)Yids, Yi(t) =y, i = 1,2,3, (3.32)
dQ = —QZuj(s,X)dwj(s), Qt) =1, (3.33)
=1
3
dZ = QY ¢(s,X)Yds, Z(t) =0, (3.34)
W' (t2)y = E[Quuy1(T)0" (XealT)Yoay(T) + Ziayao(T)] - (3.35)

The components w', w? w? of w are obtained from (3.35) under y equal subsequently to

(1,0,0), (0,1,0)7, (0,0,1)T.

Example 3.1 (The Monte Carlo calculation of the Fourier coefficients) Due to (2.23),

we have
1

Wwi(t) = 3 (w](t x), ’(2“/”(““)) (3.36)
1 ) ,
= I3 W (t,x)e @ HmD dy  neZd n#£0, j=1,2,3.

Let & be a random variable uniformly distributed on Q. Then (3.36) can be written as
WA(t) = B [ (1, € Cr/Im]

where the expectation can be appro:mmated using the Monte Carlo technique and hence
Zw; (t, M) =i 2m/ L™

with €™ being independent realizations of €. In turn, every w(t, &™) can be computed
by applying the Monte Carlo technique and weak-sense approximation of SDFEs to the

representation (3.28), (3.31)-([3.33).

4 Approximation method based on vorticity

Let us introduce a uniform partition of the time interval [0,7]: 0 =ty <t; < --- <ty =T
and the time step h = T//N (we restrict ourselves to the uniform time discretization for
simplicity only). In this section we derive an approximation for the vorticity (Section A1)
and study its properties (divergence free property in Section 4.2 one-step error in Sec-
tion 3], and global convergence in Section [4.4]).
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4.1 Construction of the method

Let w(tgs1,x), kK =0,..., N — 1, be known exactly. Then u(tx,1,x) can be calculated
exactly due to (233): u(tps1,2) = Uw(tpi1, 7). The formula (B3.35),

w' (tr, )y = E [Qu oy (b)) (terr, Xep o (thi)) Yoo (ter1) + Zogwoyao(ters)],  (4.1)

gives the value of the solution of ([2.20)) at ¢, assuming that u(t,z), &t < t < tg4q, is
known exactly. We note that knowing this u(¢, x) is necessary for equations (3.32))-(3.33)).
Let us replace the unknown w(t, ) in (3.29) by the function

w(t,x) = u(tpsr, ) == w(x), tp <t <tpyq. (4.2)

As an approximation of w(t,z) on t <t < tx.1, we take O(t, x) satisfying the system

0w B, oa,
] : o7 t = 0, <t<t
(:)i(tk_,_l,l’) = wi(tkﬂ, flf), (:)i(tk+1,l’ + Lej) = (:Ji(tk_H, flf), j
i = 1,2,3.

We observe that (4.3])-(44]) can be also obtained from (3.29)) by freezing the velocity wu(t, x)
on every time step according to (4.2]).

Now we propose the method for solving the problem (2.5)-(2.8)) with negative direction
of time. On the first step of the method we set

O(tn,z) = curlu(ty, z) = ¢(z) = curl p(x)

and
w(z) =u(t,z) = u(ty,z) = p(z), ty_1 <t <tn.
Then we solve the system (A3))-(.4]) on [tx_1,tn] to obtain @(t, z) and to construct

ﬁ(tN_l, ZL’) = U(;J(tN_l, ZL’)

On the second step we solve (A3))-(4) on [ty_2,tn—1) having @w(ty_1,2) and setting
u(t,z) = u(xr) = a(ty-y1,z) for ty_o < t < ty_1. As a result, we obtain &(t,z) on
[tn_o,ty—1) and U(ty_2,2) = Ud(tny_2, ), and so on. Proceeding in this way, we obtain
on the N-th step the approximation @(t,x) on [tg,t;) for w(t,z) having @(t1,x) and
u(x) = u(ty,z) = UL(ty, z) and setting u(t,z) = u(x) = u(ty, z) for ty <t < t;. Finally,
'&(to,l’) = U(.:J(to,l’)

It is also useful to introduce

ﬁ(t,l’) = U(;J(t,!lf), to <t <ty (45)

In contrast to u, the function @ is continuous in ¢. These functions coincide at t = #,
k=0,...,N.
At each step of this method one has to solve the system (E3)-(Z4). In contrast to the

system (2.0))-(2.8]), the system (4.3))- (4.4 does not have the divergence-free condition and it
is linear. Then the solution of (4.3)-(4.4) can be found using probabilistic representations.
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We pay attention to the fact that in the vorticity formulation of the NSE the pressure
term disappears.

In order to realise the approximation process described above, it is sufficient that on
every time interval [ty,tx1], K = N — 1, N —2,...,1,0, there exists a solution of the
linear parabolic system (4.3])-(4.4) (we denote such a solution wg(t, x)) which satisfies the
condition

- B curl p(z), k=N — 1,
Wk(tk+1’x) N { djk-ﬁ-l(tk-ﬁ-hx)v k:N_27"'707 (46)
and has the time-independent @(z) within each interval [ty, tx,1) defined as
ﬁ(l’) = '&k(l’) = U‘«Dk(tk-i-la ZL’), t, <t< tht1- (47)

Clearly, u(x) used in (4.3) are different on the time intervals [t, tx1).

4.2 The divergence-free property of the method
The evolution equation (2:20) for vorticity has the form
Ow

o curl|. . ..
Due to this fact, any solution of (2.20) with divw(tx,z) = 0 is divergence free for ¢ < ¢y :
divw(t,z) = 0, t < t;. Indeed, this property can be seen after applying the operator div
to (2.20) and taking into account the equality divcurl|...] = 0.
A very important property of the proposed method is that the constructed approxi-
mation wy(t, z) is also divergent free.

Theorem 4.1 The solution &(t,x), t, <t < tpy1, of (@3)-(@4) is divergent free.

Proof. Let us take div of the equation (43)). In (43) we have that u(t,z) = u(z) =
w(tpyr, ), ty <t < tpy1, and a(x) is divergent free: diva = 0. Besides, divg = 0. We
have

~19wt | ~200! | ~300t
o 0 o0 0 | lamt st s
(Ve = (i g T e = T | Wi g
21003 | ~2003 | ~300°3
u Ozl +u Oz2 +u O3
out oot o ot 0ud ot
div[—(a, V)&] = —
iv[=(@, V)a] (8361 ox! * Ox! Ox? + ozl Ox3
out 0?2 N 00? 0? N 003 0? N out 03 N ou? 03 N 003 0&)3)
0x?2 0xt  Ox2 0x2 022 0x3 Ox3 0x!  0x30x?2  Ox3 03
—(a! @leW—FU @dlvw +u ﬁdlvw).
Analogously,
oot ot on?out 03 out
div[(& ] =
(@, V)il ozl Oxt + ozl 0x? * ox! Ox3
ot 962 N 0&? 0u? N 03 00> N ot 043 N 0% 043 N o3 0u?
ox?2 Ox!  Ox2 022 022 0x3 Ox30x'  0Ox3 0x?2  Ox3 03
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0 0 0
+(&! %dlvu—i-w deu#—w mdlvu)

Since diva = 0, we get
div[—(a, V)] + div[(@, V)]

= —(a'=—=diva + a? idwu)+u P diva).

Ox? Ox? ox?
Hence, taking div of (4.3)) gives the following equation for div® :
o~ o2
a(i;:w (a* ;dlijLu %dww—i—u %dlvw)—l— —Adivw =0, (4.8)
tr <t <tpyt, div w(tkH, ) = 0. (49)

From here, due to uniqueness of solution to the problem (Z£8)-(43), we obtain
divo(t,z) =0, t, <t <tpy1, v € R

Theorem [4.1] is proved.

4.3 The one-step error of the method

For estimating the local error (the one-step error) in the 2D case, together with the
solution w(t, z), tx < t < tgy1, of (Z230]), we consider the approximation @(¢,x), which
satisfies the equation

%‘: al(z )g;(t ) — @2(z )g;;(t )+ 2Aw(t )+ g(t, 2t 2%) =0 (4.10)

and the Cauchy condition
O(tky1, ) = w(tprr, ). (4.11)

The difference
5w(t> ZL’) = (.U(t, ZL’) - (‘D(t> ZL’),

which is the one step error, is a solution to the problem

95, S TR - e
TR M il R ) Sl Ul Rl (4.12)
5w(tk+1, ) — 0 (413)

Theorem 4.2 The one-step error of w(t,x), t;, <t < tgyq1, which solves ([A3)-(EA) is of
second order with respect to h :

16,(t, 2)| < KR, t, <t <tpy1, v € R (4.14)

Proof. Let us write the probabilistic representation of the form (B.31])-(3.33) for the

solution to problem (&I12)-(ZI3):
dX'" = odw;(s), X'(t)=2', i=1,2, (4.15)

dQ = —Q(u'dw, + v’dwy), Q(t) =1, (4.16)
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0w 0w

dZ = —Q((u' — al)% + (u? - 02)@)@, Z(t) =0, (4.17)
du(t,z) = —FE ttkH Q((u* — ﬂl)% + (u? — Az)%)d& (4.18)

Using boundedness of 0w /dx", i = 1,2, and the inequalities
' (5, X0 (5)) — 0 (Xea(8))| = [u'(5, Xia(5)) — ' (thy1, Xoa(s))| < Oh,
for t, < s < tpi1, we get
trt1
|0 (t, z)| < / E|Q|ds - Kh.
t

But @ > 0 and
E|Q| = EQ =1,
whence ([£I4) follows. Theorem 2] is proved.
Introduce the one-step error for @(t, z) from (A5):
Ou(t,x) == u(t,x) — Ud(t,x) = Udy(t, x), (4.19)
where &(t, x), ty <t <tgy1, is the solution of (L3)- (4.
Corollary 4.1 The one-step error of u(t, x) from (4.3) is of second order with respect to
h in L*-norm.:

104 (t, 2)||2 < KR?, t, <t < tps. (4.20)

Proof. Let the Fourier coefficients for o, (¢, ) be (8,(t,))n, i.e.
bl ) = (6t ) /P,
Hence (cf. (239))

ZL 1 (27 n,r n
dultia) = 52 30 e )| |

i.e., the Fourier coefficients for §,(t, z) are

(Bult, P = ! <5w<t,->>n[ ]

~ 2m|nf

Then, by Parseval’s identity (Z.13]), we have

160t )|z = /Q 8u(t, 2)Pdz = L2 3 |(6ult, ))al (4.21)

2

o (1) + ()
= Yl el

nf*

- ML LS
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L2

2 L?
4—7T2/Q\5w(t,x)\ d <
which together with (£14]) implies (E20). Corollary [£1]is proved.

2 nax |0, (t, )],
solution to the problem

The result of Theorem is carried over to the 3D case without any substantial
95, o 2,00, = du &

—Ab, — —
a2 i:1“8x2+2

2 o - Z(ui

changes in the proof. In the 3D case the difference 0, (t,x) = w(t,x)

w(t,x) is a
0D o~ Ou B
_u)axi +Z(

— ort O
5w(tk+1, 1’) = 0.
second order with respect to h :

=1

o' =0,

E23):

(4.22)

(4.23)
Theorem 4.3 The one-step error of w(t, ), tp <t < tpi1, which solves ([A3)-[A4), is of
Proof

0,(t,2)] < Kh?, t, <t <tpyq, v € R

dX' = odw;(s), X'(t) ==z

. We apply the probabilistic representation (B.31])-(3.33]) to the solution of (4.22)-

(4.24)
ia 1= ]-72a 37
o . .
QY = Yids, Vi(t) =y, i =
' Ox’
7=1
3
dQ =

(4.25)
1,2,3,
_QZ“j
3 .
az =@ [

(4.26)

(4.27)

Y7
oxt

ds, Z(t) =0, (4.28)
50 (t, 1)y = EZ; py10(tesr) (4.29)
o’ iy i

O (5, Xea(9)) — O (X)) (5, Ko ()Y (9
’ . . o

=)0 (s, Xials)) — W(Xea(5))) 55 (5, Xea(s))

=1 i=1 v

Using boundedness of &%, 0’ /dz", Y(s), i, = 1,2, 3, the inequalities
|8uj

05, Xea(s) = 8 (Xua5))] = (5, X1 (5)) = wtss, Xeal)] < O,
(5, X1a(s)) — 5

(s)
oxt

ds.

ou? ou?
(X)) = 157 (5 Xeals)) = 5=
is proved.

- %(tlﬁ-la Xt,x(S))| < Ch,
for t;, < s < tgy1, and the properties @ > 0, E|Q| = EQ = 1, we get ([L24]). Theorem 1.3
in the three-dimensional case.
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4.4 Convergence theorems

In this section we first consider the global error for the approximation a(t, z) from (45,
i.e., we are interested in estimating the difference

Dﬁ = U(to, LE‘) — ﬂ(to, .Z’),

where u(tg, ) is the solution of the NSE (2.0)-(2.8).

Let us introduce the auxiliary functions pu(t,x) on the time intervals [to, k], k =
1,...,N:

ku(t, LL’) = u(t,x; tk,ﬂ(tk, )), to <t < tk, (430)

where u(t, z; tg, U(ty, ) denotes the solution of the NSE (2.H)-(2.8) with the terminal
condition ¢(-) = u(ty,-) prescribed at T" = t,. To prove the convergence theorem, we
assume that all the functions ju(t,z) are bounded together with their derivatives up to
some order.

Since u(ty,r) = u(ty,z), we have yu(t,r) = u(t,x), to < t < ty. Also, note that
u(tg, ) = ou(to, ). Then we can re-write the global error as

Dﬁ = ( k+1’u(t0, ZL’) — ku(to, ZL’)) . (431)

We have

w1t(to, ) = ulto, T tpgr, W(tpgr,-)) = u(to, 5 te, w(th, -5 thgr, W(thgr, ), (4.32)
kU(tQ,ZIf) = u(t07I7tkaﬂ(tk7))

Note that the difference

k0w (th, ) = u(te, T3 tpsr, W(tgsq, ) — u(ty, )

is a one-step error (see (fL19)), which L2-estimate is of order h? according to Corollary F11
We remark that 4 qu(ty, ) — ru(to, x) is the propagation error which is due to the error
in the terminal condition propagated along the trajectory of the NSE solution.

To estimate the propagation error, we are making use of the basic energy estimate
from [I5, p. 89|, where it is proved in the whole space, but it can be derived for the
periodic case as well. In our case this energy estimate takes the form

sup || kaulto, ) = wulto, )z < Ol paulte, -) = wulti, )]z, (4.33)

to<t<tg

where the constant C' > 0 depends on the function u(t, z).
Due to (4.20) and (4.33]), we obtain

| kiaulto,) = wulto, )2 < Kh?, (4.34)

where K > 0 combines the constant K from (£20) and C from (4.33). From (4.34) and

(@3T)), we get
||Dallz: < Kh.

Thus, we have proved the following theorem.
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Theorem 4.4 The approzimation u(t,x) from (LB for the solution of the NSE (2.1)-
(28) is of first order in h.

We note that the proof of Theorem . 4] tacitly used an assumption of existence, unique-
ness and regularity of solutions of the NSE problems involved in the error estimates. Such
an assumption is natural to make in the work aimed at deriving approximations and we
do not consider here how one can prove such properties of yu(t, ) from (A.30).

Now we analyse the global error of w(t, x).

Theorem 4.5 The approzimation @ (t,x) (see [AH), [@0) for the solution of the NSE
ZH)-2Z8) converges with order 1 in L*-norm.

Proof. Let Dg(t,x; k) be the global error for @ on the interval [ty tj41], i.e.
Dg(t,x; k) == w(t,x) — wp(t, z),
and Dy(t, z; k) be the global error for 4y on the interval [t ti11), i.e.
Dy(t,z; k) :=u(t,z) — up(z).

We have analogously to (L.12)-(EI3):

~ * 2
COD2R) _ TN D (¢ ) — (ult ), V) Dt 5 )

ot 2
—(Dﬁ(t,l’; ]{7), V)@k(t, LL’), e <t <tpy, k=N-—-1,...,0, (435)
D@(tk+1,l’; k) :D@(tk+1,x7]€+1>, k:N—2,,O (437)
Then
1d D@ t, '; k 2 0’2 ~
WO T 9 D4 — (0, 9)Da, D) — (Dult, k), V), D), (439
by <t <tlpta.

Since u is divergence free, we get

((u,V)Dg, Dgz) = 0. (4.39)

Note that (see ([1)):

Dy(t,z k) = u(t,x) —tr(z) = Uw(t,z) — Udg(trs1, )
= UD@(t,fL’; ]{3) + U(:Jk(t,flf) - U(:Jk(tk_,_l,l’).

Then, using [242) with c¢; = /2, we obtain for some K > 0:
[((Dalt, -5 k), V)wg, Do)l = (U (Da + @i, ) = @r(tesr, -), V)wk, Da)| - (4.40)
2
o
< ?HVD@W + K[| Dg|f?

+K| |V [*1Ds + @ (t, ) — @xtes, )l
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2
o -
< FlIVDell® + KD + K[|Vl Del
I ||V || (t, ) — On s, )1
Using boundedness of ||£@y(t,-)||?, we get
||(’Dk(t> ) - (‘Dk(tk-i-la )||2 < Kh'2>

which together with boundedness of ||V@y||?> implies
2
[(Dalt, k), V)i, Do)| € IV Dsl [ + K| Dl + K b (4.41)

It follows from (4.38)), (A39) and (£41)) that

d DLD t’ ° k 2 + h2
a ‘(‘||D~(§, . ]{;)T||2| 4+ h2 ) < 2Kdt, t <t < tpqa.

Then
|| Dg(tg, /’{;)||2 + h? < e2Bh (||D@(tk+1, - /{:)H2 + h2) )

From here and due to (£37), we get
||D@(tk, °S k’ — 1)||2 S 62Kh||D@(tk+1, *y k’)||2 + (62Kh — 1) h2, k‘ = N — 1, ceey 1.
Denoting Ry, := ||Dg(txs1, 5 k)||% k=N —1,...,0, we obtain (see (£30])):

Ry < 'Ry (XM —1) 1% k=N -1,...,1,

RN—l = Oa

and using the discrete Gronwall lemma (see e.g. [23 p. 7]), we arrive at Ry = || D (1, 0)]* <
Kh?. Theorem E.5] is proved.

5 Stochastic Navier-Stokes equations

In this section we carry over the results of Section Ml for the deterministic NSE to two-
dimensional NSE with additive noise. After introducing the stochastic NSE in velocity-
vorticity formulation, we prove two auxiliary lemmas (Section [5.1]) about its solution;
we consider a one-step approximation of vorticity and its properties (Section [£.2)); we
introduce the numerical method for vorticity and prove boundedness of its moments in
Section (.3} and, finally, we prove first-order mean-square convergence of the method
in Section 5.4l The global convergence proof contains ideas, which can potentially be
exploited in analysis of numerical methods for a wider class of semilinear SPDEs.

Let (Q, F, P) be a probability space and (w(t), F*) = ((wi(t),...,w,(t))",F:) be a
g-dimensional standard Wiener process, where F;, 0 < ¢t < T is an increasing family
of o-subalgebras of F induced by w(t). We consider the system of stochastic Navier-
Stokes equations (SNSE) with additive noise for velocity v and pressure p in a viscous
incompressible flow:

do(t) = O;AU — (v, V)v—Vp+ f(t, x)} dt + Z%(t, x)dw,(t), (5.1)

r=1
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0 < t<T, zeR?
dive = 0, (5.2)

with spatial periodic conditions

o(t,x + Le;) = w(t,x), p(t,x+ Le;) = p(t, x), (5.3)
0 t<T, i=1,2,

IA

and the initial condition
v(0,z) = p(z). (5.4)

In (B1)-E3), v, f, and v, are two-dimensional functions; p is a scalar; {e;} is the canonical
basis in R? and L > 0 is the period. The functions f = f(¢,z) and ~,(t, ) are assumed
to be spatial periodic as well. Further, we require that ~,(¢,z) are divergence free:

divy,.(t,z) =0, r=1,...,q. (5.5)

For simplicity of proofs, we assume that the number of noises ¢ is finite but it can be shown
that the theoretical results of this section are also valid when ¢ is infinite if ||v,(¢, 2) ||
for some m > 0 decay exponentially fast with increase of r.

Assumption 5.1. We assume that the coefficients f(t,z) and ~.(s,z), r = 1,...,q,
belong to H(Q) and the initial condition p(x) belongs to H)'*(Q) for some m > 0.

Under this assumption the problem (5.1)-(5.4) has a unique solution v(t, z), p(t,x),
(t,z) € [0,T] x R?, so that for some m > 0 and [ > 2 [16, [17]:

Elo(t, )llns2 < K, (5.6)

where K > 0 may depend on [, m, T, f(t,x), v.(t, z), and ¢(x). The solution v(¢, z), p(t, z),
(t,z) € [0,T] x R?, to (5.I)-(B.4) is Fe-adaptive, v(t,-) € V)™ and Vp(t,-) € (VI'H2)+
for every t € [0,7] and w € 2. We note that if we were interested in variational solutions
of (B.I)-(54) then it is more natural to put m > —1 in Assumption 5.1; but here our
focus is on the vorticity formulation and then it is natural to require more, m > 0.

The vorticity formulation of the problem (5.1)-(5.4) has the form

dw = %QAW — (v, V)w + g(t, x)} dt+ > po(t,x)dw, (t), (5.7)

r=1

where g = curl f and p,. = curly,. The vorticity satisfies the initial and periodic boundary
conditions

w(0,x) = curl p(z) = ¢(x) (5.8)

and spatial periodic conditions
w(t,z+ Le;)) =w(t,x), i=1,2, 0 <t <T. (5.9)

We note that w(t, z) is a one-dimensional function here. Using the linear operator U from

(238), we can re-write (B.7) as

dw = ?Aw — (Uw, V)w + g(t, x)} dt + Z/”L"(t’ x)dw,(t). (5.10)

r=1

23



Similarly to the solution v(¢,x) of (B.)-(5.4]), the solution w(¢,z) to the vorticity
problem (5.7)-(5.9) under Assumption 5.1 is so that for some m > 0 and p > 2:

Ella(, )l < (5.11)

where K > 0 depends on p, m, g, u., and ¢. Note that under Assumption 5.1 the
coefficients g(t,x) and p,(s,z), r = 1,...,¢q, belong to H*(Q) and the initial condition
¢(x) belongs to H'(Q). As it is clear from the context, we are dealing here with solutions
understood in the strong sense probabilistically and PDE-wise in the variational sense.

5.1 Two technical lemmas

For proving convergence of the numerical method in Section 5.4, we need two further
properties of the solution w(t, z) which are formulated in the next two lemmas.

It is convenient to introduce the notation for the solution w(t, x) of the problem (5.7)-
(59) which reflects its dependence on the initial condition ¢(z) prescribed at time s < :

w(t,x) = w(t, z;s,9).
Let us prove a technical lemma which is related to Lemmas 4.10(1) and A.1 from [12].

Lemma 5.1 Let Assumption 5.1 hold with m = 0. There exist constants By > 0 and
a > 0 such that for any 5 € (0,5p] and 0 <t <t+h<T:

0.2 t+h
Besp (ff e+ st )P = 101F] + 5% [ (19,5 >||2ds) (5.12)

Sexp<6/tt+h<—||g ||2+Z||ur ||2)ds).

Proof. By the Ito formula, integration by parts and using divv(¢,z) = 0, we obtain
1 2 o 2 2
Sdllo(s, P = | =T Vel I+ (g, ), Z o (s ) (513

+ 3 (s, ) (s, ))dwn(s), <5 <t+h,

[lw(t, )II* = TelI*

Using the elementary inequality, we get for any a > 0 :

1

Lo, P (5.14)
< = s, I+~ g, I+ Laleols, N2 + leu el d
- 2 ’ ao? 4 "

+ Z(Mr(sv ')7 w(sv '))dwr(s)‘
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By Poincaire’s inequality (2.I8]), for some o > 0, we have
IV (t, )* = allw(t, ). (5.15)

By (5.15]), we obtain

2

d|w(s, )|I> < {—"—||w<s,->||2—"—a||w<s,->||2+%Hg(s,-m? (5.16)

4
‘l'ZHIUT ||2 dS—I—QZ (8, -), w(s, ) dw,(s),

then for any ¢ > 0

2 t+h
cllote+ )P = cllol P +eZ [ 119(s, ] s (5.17)
t

—c < 719(s, ||2+leur ||2>d8

2

+h 4 o t+h
< a2 / > (v (s D) = a%pe [ fluls. )| s
r=1 t
Let

M(t, ') —QC/ZIUT’ Jw(s,-))dw:(s)

which is a continuous L2-martingale with quadratic variation

t/
<M > (t,t") —4C/Z,ur ), w(s,-))3ds.
There exists a constant fy > 0 (independent of h and ¢) so that for all 5 € (0, fy] :

o /t||< Wizds = 2 < a1,
a4ct w(s, 82 o ).

Hence
0.2 t+h
c\\w<t+h,~>||2—c||¢||2+cz / [Veo(s, )| ds (5.18)
t
t+h
‘C/t 2 llots, ||2+Zum M) ds
B

< M(t,t+h)—%<M>(t,t+h).

For ¢ = 3, the right-hand side of (5.18)) is logarithm of a local exponential martingale and
therefore

0_2 t+hATh
Bexp [Allo(t+ hnn P - gllol + % [ 9GP
t
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t+hATh 9 , q 2
[ (et F 3l s <1

where 7, = inf{s >t :< M > (t,s) > n} for a natural number n. Tending n to infinity,
we arrive at (0.12). Lemma [5.1]is proved.

Note that it follows from (5.12) that

t+h
Fexp (5"£/+ V(s i1, qb)H2ds) (5.19)

< ex 5||¢||2+5/Hh 2 g5, NP+ S (s, 1) ds
S p ) 002 gls, £ HrS, .

We also pay attention that the prove of Lemma [5.1]is not relying on smallness of the time
step h and, after replacing ¢t with 0 and ¢t + h with T, the result remains valid:

T
Eexp (BJ;/O HVw(s,-;O,qb)Hst) (5.20)

T 2 q
< exp <B||¢I|2+B / <@||g<s, DY ||ur<s,~>||2> ds) .
r=1

We now prove the next lemma which gives us dependence of the solution w(s, z;t, ¢)
on the initial data.

Lemma 5.2 Let Assumption 5.1 hold with m = 2 and ¢;(t,x), i = 1,2, be F;-measurable
processes satisfying [L11) with m = 2. There exists a constant co > 0 such that for every
c € (0,¢o) there is a sufficiently small h > 0 so that we have fort < s <t+h:

(5,31, 61(t ) — (s, 75, 6a(t, ) = r(t,2) — dalt, ) +n(s.7)  (5.21)
for which
(s, 5t 01) — w(s, 1, da) || (5.22)
< gt ) — bolt, )P exp (K<s—t> wef HVw(sc-;t,<z>1<t,->>u2ds') |

where K > 0 is a constant.
The process n(s) satisfies the following estimate

[In(s, )P < (s = )llgn(t, ) = dalt, )I]* + C(s,w)(s — 1)°, (5.23)

where C(s,w) > 0 is an Fs-adapted process with bounded moments of a sufficiently high
order.

Proof. Let
9(87 ,’L’) = w(‘S? xZ; t7 ¢1) - w(‘S? xZ; t7 ¢2)
We have
2
db(s,z) = %Ae — (U0, V)w (s, i, 01) — (Uw(s, i t,60),V)0| ds, t < s <t+h,
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Q(t,x) = ¢1(tax)_¢2(t>$)'
Then
S0, P = | =T 19805, I = (U8G5, ), Vs, 58,60, 05, )| ds, t < s <+
(5.24)
10, )II? = [l (t,-) — at, )]

Using the inequality ([Z42) with co = 02/4, we have that there exists K > 0 such that for
any ¢ > 0

2/((U6(s, ), V)w(s, it ¢1),0(s,-))| < ?\\ve(s,.m?+K||9(s,.)||2 (5.25)
+|[Ve(s, 5t d0) |Pll6Cs, )l
and hence
a0, )P < [K + ellVeo(s, 51, 60)[P] 1005, )| Pds, £ < s <t 4,

which implies

10(s, )I* < [éu(t, ) = a(t, )||* exp <K(8 —1)+ C/ts IVw(s', 11, du(t, '))||2d5') - (5.26)

Thus we have proved the inequality (5.22)).
Let us now prove (5.23). We have

s [ 2
n(s,x) = / [%A@ — (U0, V)w(s',t, 1) — (Uw(s', 5 t, ¢a), V)G] ds', t <s<t-+h,
t

which together with (5.6) and (5.I1]) implies that
[In(s, 2)|| < C(s,w)(s = 1), (5.27)

where C'(s,w) > 0 is an Fy-adapted process with bounded moments of a sufficiently high
order. It is not difficult to see that the inequality (5.27) is also valid for ||Vn(s,z)|| and

1An(s, )] :
IVn(s,2)[| < C(s,w)(s — 1), |[An(s,z)|| < C(s,w)(s —t). (5.28)
We have
d||77($/> I)||2 = [(02A9> 77) - 2((U9> V)w(sla 22 ¢1)> 77) - 2((UW(S,> it ¢2)’ v)9> 77)} ds'.

Using integration by parts, (5.22), and (5.28) (we also recall that s’ —¢ < h which is
sufficiently small), we get

(A0, m)| = o?[(0, An)| < ®[|0][]|An]] < C(s',w)(s" = O (t, -) — da(t,-)Il.
By [214) with m; =1, my = 0, and m3 = 1, [2.39), (511, (5.22), (5.27) and (B.28), we

obtain

2((U0, V)w(s, - t,¢1),m)| < K||UO[L[[wllxllnlly < K|0[[[lwl1]lnllx
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< C(s,w)(s" = D)llon(t, ) — a(t, ).
And by (2.I4) with m; = 1, me = 1, and mg = 0, (2.39), (6.11)), (5:22), (5.27) and (5.29),

we arrive at
2((Uw(s', 1t ¢2), V)0, m)| = 2|((Uw(s', 1, ¢2), V), 0)] < K]|w|l||n]|2]|0]]
< O w)(s" =t ) — ga(t, )]]-

Then we have

dlln(s’, 2)|* < C(s',w)(s" = t)l|du(t, ") — a(t, -)[|ds’

2( !
< ot ) = eult NP+ T _pyrag

from which (5.23)) follows. Lemma [5.2]is proved.

5.2 One-step approximation

Similarly to derivation of the approximation for the deterministic NSE in Section M we
can approximate the stochastic NSE (5.7)-(5.9) by freezing the velocity as in (4.2]):

v(t,z) = o(t,x) == v(ty, ) := 0(x), tp <t <tpy, (5.29)
and obtain an approximation w(t,z) of w(t,z) on t; <t < tx,q, as follows

2 q
do = %AJJ — (v, V) + g(t, x)} dt + Zur(t, x)dw,(t), tp <t < tpiq, (5.30)

r=1

O(tg, ) = w(ty,x), O(tg,z+ Lej) =0(tg,z), j=1,2. (5.31)

It is not difficult to see that the local error 0, (¢, x) = ©(t, x) —w(t, x), tp < t < tyyq, for
the approximation @(¢, z) of the solution w(t, x) of the stochastic NSE (5.7)-(5.9]) satisfies
the problem of the same form as (£I12)-(£.I3]) but with positive direction of time:

2
s, = %Aéw — (v, V)b, — ((v —10), V)| dt, (5.32)
8oty ) = 0. (5.33)

We note that the main difference of (5.32)-(5.33)) with (£12)-(A13]) is that the functions
in (.32) are random and non-smooth in time, they have the same regularity in time as
Wiener processes.

Moments of ||@||3 (and hence of ||d,]|3) up to a sufficiently high order are bounded
under Assumption 5.1 with m = 2: for t, <t <tz andp>1:

Ela(t )y < K, (5.34)

where K > 0 is a constant, which can be proved by arguments similar to boundedness of
the global approximation (see Theorems and [0.3]) but not considered here.
To obtain bounds for the one-step error d,,, we first prove the following lemma.
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Lemma 5.3 Let Assumption 5.1 hold with m = 1. Forv(t,z) from (51))-(5.4), v(x) from

B29), and &(t,x) from B30)-E3T), we have for tp < t < ty11 and sufficiently small
h>0:

1E[((v = 0), V)OIF < Cltw,w)h, (5.35)
(Ello—o|[®)""* < Kn'2 p>1, (5.36)

where C(ty,w) > 0 is an Fy, -measurable random variable with moments of a sufficiently
high order bounded by a constant independent of h and K > 0 is a constant independent
of h.

Proof. From (B.1)) and (5.29), we have for t; <t <tpqq:
t 0_2 t 9q
v(t,x) —o(x) = / [?Av — (v, V)v—Vp+ f(s,x)} ds +/ Z”yr(s,x)dwr(s). (5.37)
bk k=1

Then it is not difficult to obtain the estimate (5.306]) using (5.6]) and the assumptions on
f and ~,.

From (5.37) and (5.30), we have
(=), V)@ = (/tt {(’;Av ~ (0, VYo — Vp + f(s, :c)] ds, v) ot )

+ ( /t | nyr(s,x)dwr(s),V)

r=1

{aj(tk,x) + /t: {O;Ad; — (0, V)@ + g(s, :c)} ds + tiur(s,x)dwr(s)}

tk =1

from which it is not difficult to see that the inequality (5.33]) holds. Lemma [5.3]is proved.

Now we proceed to proving estimates for the one-step error of w(t, ).

Theorem 5.1 Let Assumption 5.1 hold with m = 2. The one-step error of &(t, x), t <
t < tgy1, which solves (B30)-(E3T)), has the following bounds for t, < t < txy1 and
sufficiently small h > 0 :

Bt ) F Il < Clty,w)h?, (5.38)
(Bll6.(t )3 < K2, (5.39)

where C(ty,w) > 0 is an Fy, -measurable random variable with moments of a sufficiently
high order bounded by a constant independent of h and K > 0 is a constant independent
of h.

Proof. Taking scalar product of (5.32) and 0,(t, =), using integration by parts and the
property divo(t, x) = 0, we get

%dll%(tw)ll2 = %(Mw(tw)ﬁw(tw))dt—([(v(tw),V)%(t,-)],5w(tw))dt (5.40)
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~([((wlt, ) = 20, YAt )] dult, )i
= —%HV%(L DI[Pdt = ([((v(t,-) = 0(-)), V)@, )], du(t, -))dt.
Then
%dEH(L(t, I = —%EHV(L(@ Pdt — E([((v(t, ) —0(-), V)@(t, )], 0u(t, -))dt. (5.41)

For the last term in (5.41]), we get

IE([((u(t, ) — 9()), V)(t, )], 0u(t, )] (5.42)
< KE|lo(t,") — 0Ol 15, )]s - 10u(t, )]

< K (Bllu(t,) — 0011 [le(t,)12)" (Bllo(t, )][2)"

< K (Bllu(t, ) — o0 (Bllo )15 (Bl )|12)

< KV (Bllout, %),

where for the first line we used the inequality (2.14)) with m; = 0, my = 2, mg = 0; we
applied the Cauchy-Bunyakovski inequality twice to arrive at the pre-last line; and we
used the error estimate (5.30) with p = 2 and boundedness of the moment E||w(t,-)||3
(see (534)) to obtain the last line.

Thus

1 12 4
SAEN8.(t, )P < KR (Bl )I)

and since 0, (t, z) = 0, we arrive at

"1 dENdu(s, )P _ P
/2(E||5w(8,')||2)1/2 (||w( )||) <

confirming (5.39]).
Now we are to prove (5.38). Using (5.32)), we write the equation for dE[d,(t, x)|Fy,]

and, after taking scalar product of the components of this equation and E[é, (¢, z)|F:,]
and doing integration by parts, we arrive

SAEL( I F P (5.3
= VB, IF P~ (B(0(t, ), V)ult, WEL, Bt ]
(B [((wlt,) ~ 00), V)(t, WE,], B0, Fuit
By (535]), we get for the third term in (5.43):

(E[((u(t,) = 0(), V)@(t, )| F, ], Bl (¢, )| Fi])] (5.44)
HE[((u(t,-) = 0(), V)w(t, ) F] ] - [[E[0w(, )| F, ]l
C(tr, W) E0w(t, )| F1 ]I,

where C(t;,w) > 0 is an F;, -measurable random variable which has moments up to a
sufficiently high order and does not depend on h.
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By simple maniplations and using 2I4) m; = 2, my = 0, m3 = 0 as well as (2.41]),
the Cauchy-Bunyakovski inequality, (5.11]), a conditional version of (5.39), and (5.34), we
obtain for the second term in (5.43):

(B [(v(t, ), V)ou(t, ) Fr ], El0u(E, )| F])] (5.45)
= |E((v(t;-), V)ou(t,-), Elou(t, )| Fi )| Fe] |
< Ef[((v(,-), V)ou(t, ), Elu(t, ) F )] 1]
= Ef((v(t,-), V)E[0u(t, )| Fy], 00t )] | F]
< KE[[[o(t, )|z - [[E[0(t, ) Fu ]Iy - 1[0, )] [ Fr,]
= KB, )| F [ E (o 2 - 110wt I |F]
K[V E[ (8, ) F N E [l @ ) - 100 I F]

K(|IVE[B(t, )| FJIE [[lwt, ) FIF DY (B[00t IPIFL])
Cte, w) B[V B0, )| F I,

(VARRRVANRVAN

where C(t;,w) > 0 is an F; -measurable random variable which has moments up to a
sufficiently high order and does not depend on h.

Combining (5.43)-(5.45), we arrive at

1 o?
§dIIE[5w(t,-)IEk]|I2 < —7||VE[5W(75,-)Iftk]IIthﬂL
+C(te, w)h*P| |V E[0,(t, )| Fy]|ldt + Cty, w)h|| E[0,(t, )| F,,] |t

1 2 2
= 5 (evmi - S i) s Sl

+C(tr, w)h||E[0u(¢, )| Fo, ]| dt
02(tk, w)
202

Then, for some F; -measurable independent of h random variable C'(tg,w) > 0, we have

< W2dt + O(ty, w) || E[0,(t, )| Fs,]||dt.

1
dI|Bu(t, )IFJII* < Clte, w)h’dt + + || 08, )| F ][ [Pdt,

from which (5.38) follows taking into account that ||E[d,(tk, -)|Ft.]|| = 0. Theorem (.11 is
proved.

As in the deterministic case, we define
o(t,z) = Uo(t,x), tp <t <tpi1, (5.46)

where the operator U is from (2.35).
Using the idea of the proof of Corollary [4.1] it is not difficult to prove the following
corollary to Theorem [B.11

Corollary 5.1 The one-step error 0,(t,x) == v(t,z) — 0(t,z) = Ud,(t,z) of v(t,x), tp <
t <tpi1, has the following bounds for t;, <t <tp.q:

|ES,(t, )] < Kh?, (5.47)
(Bllo.(t, )" < Kn2, (5.48)

where K > 0 is independent of h.
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5.3 The method

Analogously, how it was done in the deterministic case (see Section AT, we can con-
struct the global approximation for the stochastic NSE (5.7)-(5.9]) based on the one-step
approximation (5.30)-(5.31)). On the first step of the method we set

W(to, x) = curlv(ty, x) = ¢(x) = curl p(z)

and
0(z) =0(t,x) = ulty,z) = p(x), 0=ty <t <t.

Then we solve the linear SPDE (5.30)-(5.31)) on [to, t1] to obtain &(¢, z) and to construct
@(tl, LE‘) = U(:)(tl, LE‘)

On the second step we solve (5.30)-(5.31]) on [¢,t2] having & (¢, x) and setting (¢, z) =
0(x) = 0(ty,z) for t; < t < t5. As a result, we obtain @(t,x) on [t1,ts] and 0(te,z) =
Ua(ts, ), and so on. Proceeding in this way, we obtain on the N-th step the approxima-
tion @(t, z) on [ty_1,ty] for w(t, z) having O(ty—1, ) and 0(z) = v(ty-1,2) = UD(tn-1, )
and setting v(t,x) = 0(x) = 0(ty_1,x) for ty_1 <t < ty. Finally, o(T,z) = UO(T, z).

In order to realise the approximation process described above, it is sufficient that on
every time interval [tg,tx41], K =0,..., N — 1, there exists a solution of the linear SPDE
(530)-(5310), we denote such a solution @(t, z) which satisfies the condition

- B curl p(z), k=0,

Wk(tk’x) N { (’Dk—1<tk7'x>7 k= 17"'7N7 (549)
and has the time-independent @(z) within each interval (¢, tx,1] defined as

f)(ZL") = f)k(llf) = U(;Jk(tk, ZL"), tr<t< tht1- (550)

Clearly, 0(x) used in (5.30)) are different on the time intervals (¢, tx41]-
Before considering global errors of the approximation in Section (.4, we now prove
boundedness of the approximation’s moments.

Theorem 5.2 Let Assumption 5.1 hold with m = 0. The moments of the global approx-
imation Wi (tg, x) and vx(x) are uniformly bounded in h and k :

Bllo(tess, )I* < Nlo() I2P+K/ (Hg |2p+ZHu ‘21,) ds, (5.51)
Bllog()I < KE||@w(tr, I, (5.52)
where K > 0 is independent of h and ty but depends on p.
Proof. For every sufficiently large integer n, define the stopping time
=inf{0 <t <T:|Qt,)||* > n}.

Using the Ito formula, doing integration by parts and taking into account that o (x)
is divergence free, we obtain

dl|@x(t, )|[** = 2pll@x(t, |0V (5.53)
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——HVwk( M+ (g(t, ), @nlt, -

q

+2plla(t, )PP (et ), Gty ) dwi(t), te Ay St < tgr AT,
r=1

105 (b, )P = Bl @1 (e, )7

)P dt

We have
dE||on(t, )|

= 2p |~ B (e, NP V(e 1) + Ellan(e POt il )

2p — 1
1 ZHM ol

EHwk(tk, -)H2 = E||@-1(te, )II*

dt, tgy N7 <t <tpp1 ATy,

By Poincare’s inequality (2.18) and doing simple re-arrangements, we arrive at

dEHWk( I
02 2p 2p 1 2
< 2p | —a— Elfla(t, )|l +a—E\\wk( DI+ ——5llg(t )l

ra Bl )|+ L= [ZHMT \\2”6#-

(oo

We note that the constant o > 0 in the above expression is due to Poincare’s inequality
(ZI8) and it is, of course, independent of h and k. Hence

Z e, ||2] ] dt,

where the constant K > 0 depends on p but independent of h and k. The previous
inequality implies

dE||@x(t, )||2P<K[||g I+

Bllak(tens Ao, P < Bl (b, )17

tet1A\Tn p
+KE [ (IIg P+ 3 ot ||2]>ds
tL\Tn
tk+1/A\Tn
< BloCIP+E [ (Kug S A ||2>ds

and letting n — oo we arrive at (B.5]). The estimate (5.52)) is evident (see e.g. (2.3H)).
Theorem is proved.

Remark 5.1 [t is note difficult to see that repeating the proof of Lemma [51 word by
word, we immediately get that the exponential moment for ||Og(tyr1,)||* is bounded, more

precisely the estimate of the form (5.13) holds for ||Og(tkr1,)||* under Assumption 5.1
with m = 0.
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Now we consider uniform bounds for moments of higher Sobolev norms of @y.
Theorem 5.3 Let Assumption 5.1 hold with m > 0. Then
Bllak(tess ) < oG + Ky, (5.54)
where K > 0 is independent of h and ty.

Proof. The proof is by induction. To this end, we assume that moments E||@(t, -)||*_
are bounded (uniformly in k£ and h) and for sufficiently large p > 1 (note that Theorem
guarantees their boundedness for m = 0).

We will be adapting recipes from [29, Section 4.1]. Let the operator A be such that
A? = —A. We have for an integer m > 1 (cf. [29, p. 29] and also [16, Section 3.4]):

dll@n(t, )17 = 2pll@n(t, )P~ ”{ —||wk( Nhrsr + @), 9(E))m (5.55)

I

_((ﬁk()> V)"‘Njk(ta ')7 A2m@k(

+2pl[@n(, DD (ot ), @t ) el (1),

tk/\TnStStk—l—l/\Tn’

10 (8, ) = 11 (e, )5

Here 7, is as in Theorem
Let us analyze terms in the right-hand side of (5.55). We have (e.g. see [29, Eq.

(4.4)]):

A

@kt ), 9 Dl < Hg(E ) [m—al |0k ()2

4
< gt I 1+—Hwk( Mlinia

and

K1t ot M < 2 (s ) ot s+ ot

where as before the constant a > 0 is due to Poincare’s inequality (2I8]). Also, for some
K > 0 dependent on p:

p 2
g7 .
p(2p — 1)|[@x(t, )|~ ZHMr NIz <K<ZHW ||m> +04§||wk(ta')\\2mp-

Hence, we can write for some K > 0 :

dl|@x(t, )||2”§[——p{Hwk o Dt ) er + ol l@w(t, )27

+E |g(¢, -y — 20 {1n(t, IR (00 (), V)@t ), A"t )}
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K (an ||2>p] at

q
+2plla(t, )EP S " (ualt, <), @xlt, ) mdw, (t)
r=1
e AT St < b ATy D1, 122 = [|@n—1 (s )| 22

Let us now estimate the trilinear-form:

(01 (), V)an(t, ), A" (t, )] < KZ O [elon () m—rea 2l |k, )l

< K@ty ) 1||wk< Ml 2@, s
< K@t |22 w0

m+1
K® (56 o?
<5 () ottt + SR

where for the first line we used the recipe from [29, pp. 29-30] and the inequality (2.14);
for the second line we used ([239) and that ||u(-)||m, < [|u(:)||m, for me > my; the third
line is obtained using (2I5); and the fourth line follows from Young’s inequality. Note
that the constants K > 0 in the first and second lines are different.

Further,
K@ (t, )| m- ||wk(t ol i
K? 8p 10 o2 )
< — | — t P i P
< (2 ) It + oGl

Thus, for some K > 0

dE||@x(t, )l <

p
lgte, 2+ Bt i + (Z [0 \\2> ] "

e AT <t < byt AT, B[k (e, )||Z = El|@k-1(te, )|

+K

By the Cauchy-Bunyakovskii inequality and the induction assumption at the start of the
proof, we get
Ellon(th, Ity < K

with a constant K > 0 independent of A and k. Hence

dE||ox(t, )17 < Kdt,
te AT <t < tipa ATy Bl (te, )78 = Ellak-1(tr, )77

I

and
E||@p(tpar A 7oy )2 < E|p-1 (e, -)|[22 + Kh,

from which (5.54]) follows by the standard arguments. Theorem [5.3 is proved.
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5.4 Mean-square convergence theorem

To prove the global convergence of @y (y, -), we use the idea of the proof of the fundamental
theorem of mean-square convergence for SDEs [20] (see also [23, Section 1.1]).

Theorem 5.4 Let Assumption 5.1 hold with m = 2. The global approzimation W (txs1, T)
for the problem (5.7)-(59) has the first mean-square order accuracy.

Proof. We note that in the proof we shall again use letters K and C(-,w) to denote
various deterministic constants and random variables, respectively, which are independent
of h and k, and K is also independent of A and k; their values may change from line to

line.
We have

R(tk-l-l?x) = w(tk+17x;07¢> - (’Dk(tk+17x;07¢> (556>
= W(trs1, Ty th, Wty +)) — Ok (trs1, 5t Ok (tr, )
= (W(thg1, 25 te, w(te, ) — w(tetr, T ty, Or(ts, -)))

+(w(tps1, T te, Wk (te, -)) — Ok (terr, 25 te, Or(tr, +)))

where - reflects function dependence of solutions on the initial conditions. The first
difference in the right-hand side of (B.56]) is the error of the solution arising due to the
error in the initial data at time ¢, accumulated at the k-th step. The second difference
is the one-step error at the (k + 1)-step:

Ouw(tig1, @) = W(tptr, 25 b, Ok(tr, -)) — Or(thsr, 25 e, Ox(ts, -)) (5.57)

for which estimates are given in Theorem [B.]] taking into account that Theorems
and guarantees boundedness of moments of ||@g (¢, -)||3 under the conditions of this
theorem. Taking the L?:-norm of both sides of (5.50]), we obtain

||R(tk+17 )||2 = ||w(tk+17 ) tkv w(tkv )) - w(tk—l-lu ) tka ajk(tku ))”2 (558>
160t 1y P+ 2(WErrts 5ty Wty ) — Wtk 5ty Ok (s ), 0w (tir, ),

where the first - in each w or &y, reflects that we took L2-norm.
Using (5.39) from Theorem 5.1l together with Theorems [5.2] and [5.3] we obtain for the
second term in (5.58):
100 (tisr, II* < Cltrgr, w)h?, (5.59)

where C(tp41,w) > 0 is an Fy,,  -measurable with bounded second moment.
By (22)) from Lemma together with Theorems and [£.3] we get for the first

term in (B.58):

oo, 5 s (s ) — w(tisn, @ b (s )] (5.60)
trt1
< [IRt )2 exp (fmc / ||w<sc-;tk,w@k,-))n?ds’) .
tr

The difference w(tyy1, z; t, w(te, -)) — w(ter1, T; by, Ok (tr, -)) in the last summand in (5.58))
can be treated using (0.2I) from Lemma

w(tk+1,x; tk,w(tk, )) — w(tk+1,x; tk>a)k(tka )) = R(tk, ZL") + n(tk, ZL") .
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Using a conditional version of (5.39) from Theorem 5.1l and (5.23) from Lemma to-
gether with Theorems 5.2 and (53] we get

(e, ), 0 (trrr, DI < 0y )0 (Err, )] < ||?7(1tk,-)||2+%II(SW(%H,-)II2 (5.61)
< ARtk I + Ctsr, w)h?,

where C(tp41,w) > 0 is an Fy,,  -measurable with bounded second moment.
Combining the above, we arrive at

trt1
1Bt )P < |Rltn )] Pexp (Kh+c / Ww(sc-;tk,wuk,-)m?ds’) (5.62)

tg

|| R(t, )|[* + (R(t, ), u(tisr, ) + C s, w)h.

Since ||R(0,-)|| = 0, summing (5.62) from k& = 0 to n, we get

1R (s, )2
- . 2 tk+1 / . . 2 / —
< D IRt {exp ( Kh+c Vw(s', 5 te, w(t, )| ds’ ) =14 h
k=1 tk
+h3ZC’(tk+1, +Z (ts )5 Ou(trtr, )
k=0
n thet1
< YlirIF [0 (Kh+c [ 9t sttt ) Pas ) - 1]
k=1 Uk

+h* Y Ot w +Z (tk, )s 0w (tis1, -))-

k=0

From which, by a version of Gronwall’s lemma (see, e.g. [1I,[13]), we obtain

|R(tnsr, I[P < Fut Y Fi (5.63)
k=1
trt1
: {exp (Kh - c/ | Vw(s', 5 tr, w(t, -))H2ds’) — 1}
g
tjt1
: H exp | Kh+ c/ |Vw(s', -t w(te, )||%ds |,
j=k+1 tj
where
k k
Fy = h,ng(tj_H, +Z ’ J+17 ))
7=0 7=1
We have
||R(tn+17 )”2 <k, (564)

n tt1
+ Z Fi_q - {exp (Kh + c/ |Vw(s', 5 tr, w(t, -))||2ds') — 1}
k=1 tk
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th+1

tn+1
- €xp (K(tn+1 — tk1) + C/ [IVw(8s 5 thpr, W(tha, '))||2d3/>
n tn+1
= Fh+§:ﬂ%y[ap(Kam4—u»+c/‘ HVw@uﬁmwamom%w)
k=1 b

tn+1
—exp (K(tn—i-l — tp1) + C/ [IVw(ss 5 thrn, W(tha, '))||2d3/>]

tht1

n tn+1
= Y (Fi—Fea)exp (K(th — tge1) + C/ IV (s’ 5 thr, w(the, '))||2d3/>

k?:]. tk+1

(2}
+h*C(ty, w) exp (K(tn—i-l — 1)+ C/ VW (s, 5, w(ts, '))||2d3,) :

t1

For the last term in the right-hand side of (5.64]), we obtain using the Cauchy-
Bunyakovsky inequality and Lemma [5.T}

E {h3C(t1,w) exp (K(tn+1 ) e / o IVw(s', -0, ¢(-))||2ds’> } < KR (5.65)

Consider now the first term in the right-hand side of (5.64]). We have

tn+1
(Fk — Fk—l) exp <K(tn+1 - tk+1) + C/ ||VW(S/, S tk+1, w(tkH, ))H2d8/> (566)

tht+1

tn+1
= exp <K(tn+1 —tk1) + C/ VW (s, 5 thyr, w(tega, '))“2d$/>

tht+1

X [h?’C(tkH, CU) + (R(tk, '), 5w(tk+1> ))} .

Expectation of the first term from the right-hand side of (5.66]) is estimated by Kh?® as in
(5.65). Let us now consider the second term.
By the martingale representation theorem and Lemma 5.1 we can obtain

] .
E |exp (K(tn+1 — b)) + C/ [IVw(s, 5 tyr, W(tha, '))||2d3/> ftk+1] (5.67)

tht1

- o .
= E |exp (K(tn+1 — b)) + C/ [IVw(ss 5 tyr, W(tha, '))||2d3/>
L tk+1 m
q

+2£WN®mwx

r=

where \,.(s) are Fs-adapted square-integrable stochastic processes.
Using (5.38) and a conditional version of (5:39) from Theorem [G.] together with The-
orems and [0.3] and also using Lemma [5.1] and (5.67]), we arrive at

tn+1
E {GXP <K<tn+1 — tk1) + C/ [IVw(ss 5 thpn, W(tha, '))||2d3/>

th+1
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(R(t; -), u(trss-))

7]

< (1Rt )|
5w(tk+1> ) ftk}) H
= [|R(tx, )]

tn+1
exp (K(tn-i-l —tpy1) + C/ [IVw(s', -5 trpr, w(tar, '))||2d5,>]
trt1
q (79
+ Z/ )\T’(S)dwT> 5w(tk+1> ) thk}
0

r=1
tn+1 ) i
exp | K(tnt1 — thyr) + C/ [Vw(s', 5t w(te, )] °ds’
tet1

E {5w(tk+1, )y /0 M ()

r=1

< [|R(t, )IIE

A 0wt ) Fo |+ R, ) S

< IRt IC (tr, w)h® + [ R(t, )

DY RPEETI A TSIER

IR I E (I ol I F])

(S somd]A))

h3
< 1R, O, w)h* < RIIR(E, | + 7 C (b, w).

2
Fi,

Therefore,

(2}
E {(Fk — Fk—l) exXp <K(tn+1 — tk+1) + C/ ||VW(S,, *S tk+1, W(tk+1, ))||2d8,> } (568)
tet1
< hE||R(ty,")||* + Kk
From (5.64)), (5.65)), and (5.68), we obtain

E||R(tns, )| < By B[Rty )| + KR,

k=1
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from which it follows by a version of Gronwall’s lemma that

E||R(tns, )| < Kh?

as required. Theorem [5.4]is proved.

Remark 5.2 Various approaches can be used to turn the method, introduced at the start
of Section [5.3 for the problem (57)-(5.9), into a numerical algorithm. To obtain a con-
structive numerical algorithm, we need to approximate the linear SPDE (5.30)-(5.31)) at
every step. To this end, for instance, we can discretize this SPDE in space using the
spectral method based on the Fourier expansion and use a finite difference for time dis-
cretization (see such an algorithm in the deterministic setting in e.g. [27]). Alternatively,
we can apply the method based on averaging characteristics to (5.30)-(.31)) [24). We leave
construction, analysis and testing of such algorithms for a future work.
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