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STRONG CONVERGENCE OF ADAPTIVE TIME-STEPPING SCHEMES
FOR THE STOCHASTIC ALLEN-CAHN EQUATION

CHUCHU CHEN, TONGHE DANG, JIALIN HONG

ABSTRACT. It is known in [I] that the standard explicit Euler-type scheme (such as the
exponential Euler and the linear-implicit Euler schemes) with a uniform timestep, though
computationally efficient, may diverge for the stochastic Allen—-Cahn equation. To overcome
the divergence, this paper proposes and analyzes adaptive time-stepping schemes, which
adapt the timestep at each iteration to control numerical solutions from instability. The
a priori estimates in C(O)-norm and H?(O)-norm of numerical solutions are established
provided the adaptive timestep function is suitably bounded, which plays a key role in the

convergence analysis. We show that the adaptive time-stepping schemes converge strongly

with order g in time and % in space with d (d = 1,2,3) being the dimension and 8 €

(0,2]. Numerical experiments show that the adaptive time-stepping schemes are simple to
implement and at a lower computational cost than a scheme with the uniform timestep.

1. INTRODUCTION

Numerical approximations for stochastic partial differential equations (SPDEs) with glob-
ally Lipschitz coefficients have been studied in recent decades (see e.g., the monograph [25]).
In contrast, numerical analysis of SPDEs with non-globally Lipschitz coefficients, for example
the stochastic Allen-Cahn equation, has been considered (see e.g., [10, 1T}, 23] and references
therein) and is still not fully understood. It is pointed out in [I] that the explicit Euler,
the exponential Euler and the linear-implicit Euler schemes with the uniform timestep fail to
converge in the strong sense for SPDEs with superlinearly growing coefficients; see also [15].
Implicit schemes like fully drift-implicit scheme (see e.g. [18], 29, 23, 24| 26] and references
therein) can be strongly convergent in this setting. It is known that the implementation of
the implicit scheme requires solving an algebraic equation at each iteration step, which needs
additional computational effort. These reasons have led to the research on the construction of
explicit schemes that can ensure convergence under the non-globally Lipschitz condition. For
instance, [4] proposes the splitting scheme and studies the convergence in strong, weak, and
probability senses. It is shown that the mean-square convergence order is almost 1/4, localized
on an event of arbitrarily large probability, and that the convergence order in probability is
almost 1/4 for the space-time white noise case; Authors in [3] study the strong convergence
order of the explicit temporal splitting numerical scheme for the case of different noises with
varying degrees of smoothness; [5] proves that the weak convergence order of the tamed ex-
ponential Euler scheme is almost g for the generalized Q)-Wiener process case, and [30] shows
that the strong convergence order of the nonlinearity-tamed accelerated exponential Euler
scheme is almost 1/2 for the space-time white noise case; [2] studies the strong convergence
order of the nonlinearity-truncated Euler-type schemes, which is almost 1/4 for the cylindrical
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Wiener process case. The present work makes further contributions on the numerical study
of the explicit, adaptive time-stepping schemes for the stochastic Allen—Cahn equation.

Adaptive time-stepping schemes, which adapt the timestep at each iteration to control the
numerical solution from divergence, have been deeply studied for stochastic ordinary differ-
ential equations (SODEs) with non-globally Lipschitz drift. As for the selection of adaptive
timesteps, we refer to e.g. [12] [16] [I7] for the admissible strategy, [20, 2I] for the strategy
based on the local error control, and [27] for the strategy based on the a posteriori weak error
estimate. Numerically this adaptive scheme is simple to implement and the complexity is
similar as that of an Euler scheme, which is a big advantage for high dimensional problems
(see [20]). It is also pointed out in [I2} [I4] that such an adaptive scheme can lead to bet-
ter computational performance for multi-level Monte—Carlo simulations. To our knowledge,
there are few works on the study of the adaptive time-stepping scheme for SPDEs. The first
attempt to apply the adaptive time-stepping scheme to the simulation of SPDEs is [6], where
the strong convergence rate is obtained under the assumption that the Fréchet derivative of
F is bounded polynomially in L?(ID)-norm (see [6, Assumption 2.4]), where D C R¢.

Consider another important class of nonlinear SPDEs; including the stochastic Allen—Cahn
equation driven by additive noise

{dX(t) +AX ()t = F(X(¢))dt + dW (t), t € (0,7, Q

X(0) = Xo,

where —A := A : Dom(A) C H — H is the Laplacian operator with homogeneous Dirich-
let boundary condition with H := L?(0),0 := [0,1]%,d = 1,2,3 endowed with the usual
inner product (-,-) and the norm || - ||, and the stochastic process {W(t)}co,r) is a gen-
eralized Q-Wiener process on a filtered probability space (0, F,{F:}q<;<7,P), subject to

||A%Q%|| Lo(H) < 00, 8 € (0,2]. The nonlinear drift F' is a Nemytskii operator defined
by F(X)(z) = f(X(z)) for X € H and z € O, where f is a polynomial and satisfies
f(§ = Z?:o a;f', a3 < 0,6 € R. In this case, the Fréchet derivative of F is bounded
polynomially in E-norm (E := C(O)). The main contribution of this work is to present the
a priori estimates and rigorous strong convergence analysis of the adaptive time-stepping
schemes for .

To be specific, the adaptive time-stepping scheme for (|1}, whose spatial discretization is
using the spectral Galerkin method, and temporal direction is based on the adaptive expo-
nential integrator, is an explicit numerical scheme with adaptive timesteps. The prerequisite
of the convergence analysis is the a priori estimates in E-norm and H”-norm of the numer-
ical solution, which are derived by a bootstrap argument. We refer to [30] for the use of
this argument for the nonlinearity-tamed scheme with the uniform timestep. Based on the
above a priori estimates, and combining the smoothing effect of the analytic semigroup and
regularity properties of the generalized ()-Wiener process, the strong convergence order of
this fully discrete scheme for is finally carefully analyzed, which is the same as usual, i.e.,
order g in time and g in space. Moreover, we give the numerical analysis of the adaptive
time-stepping scheme for the multiplicative noise case, and show that the convergence order
is 1/2 in time and 1 in space when d = 1.

For the feasibility of an adaptive time-stepping scheme, some bounds for the adaptive
timestep function are proposed. We would like to mention that in practice, instead of ver-
ifying whether an adaptive timestep function satisfies the given lower bound, one generally
introduces a backstop scheme with a uniform timestep and couple it with the adaptive time-
stepping scheme to ensure that a simulation over the interval [0,7] can be completed in a
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finite number of timesteps (see [16] for the case of SODEs). More precisely, when the lower
bound is invalid for the adaptive timestep function, for example, we perform a single step
with the tamed exponential integrator with a uniform timestep instead. It can be shown that
the corresponding coupled scheme is strongly convergent with the order being the same as
the adaptive time-stepping scheme. Further it can be observed from numerical experiments
in Section [7] that the coupled schemes are at a lower computational cost, measured in terms
of the CPU time.

The outline of this paper is as follows. In the next section, some preliminaries are listed. In
Section [3| we propose the adaptive time-stepping schemes, and present the main convergence
theorem of this paper. Section [4| presents the a priori estimates in F-norm and HP-norm of
numerical solutions. In Section [5] we give the proof of the main convergence theorem of the
schemes. In Section [6] we give the discussion of the numerical analysis for the multiplicative
noise case. Section [7] is devoted to the numerical experiments, which verify our theoretical
results.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we give assumptions on A, F, W (t), and the initial datum, as well as the
well-posedness of , see e.g. [7,[I1] for details. Throughout this paper, C'is a constant which
may change from one line to another, and sometimes we write C'(a, b, ¢, ...) to emphasize the
dependence on the parameters a, b, c, ...

Let H® := H?*(O) be the usual Sobolev space. Then the domain of the operator A is

Dom(A) := H?nN H&, and there is a sequence of real numbers \; ~ 2%,2‘ € N4 (see [9, Section

1]), and an orthonormal basis {e;(x) };en, such that Ae; = Aje;. It is known that A is positive,

self-adjoint, and densely defined operator on H, and that — A generates an analytic semigroup

{S(t) := et t > 0} on H. Define the Hilbert space HY = Dom(A%), ~v € R, equipped with
1

the inner product (-, ) 1= (A.,A%.) and the norm |-l := (-,)2. Furthermore, £(H,U) and
Lo(H,U) denote spaces of the usual bounded linear operators and Hilbert—Schmidt operators
from a Hilbert space H to another Hilbert space U, respectively. When H = U, we use
notations £(H) and Lo(H) for simplicity.

It is well-known (see e.g., [19, Lemma B.9]) that there is a positive constant C' such that

A4S Ollen < 7, £ 0,720, &)
|ATY(Id = S ey < C, >0, €[0,1], (3)
t
[ 14350l ar <cl— ) ul?, wem 0ss<t e, @
and
t
HAV/ S(t —ryudr]| < Ot — ) lull, we H 0<s<t ye1] (5)

Assumption 1. Let F : L5(O) — H be the Nemytskii operator defined by
F(X)(z) = f(X(2)) = a3 X3(z) + o X?(x) + a1 X () + ag, a3 < 0, z € O, a.e.
It can be verified that there exist positive constants Ly and Lq such that for X,Y € FE,
(X —Y,F(X) ~ F(Y)) < Lo||X - Y|, (6)
IF(X) = FY)|| < Lo (1 + | X5 + IV E) X = Y. (7)
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And for X,TZ)JM,?[)Q S L6(O),
(DF(X)(¥))(z) = (BazX?(z) + 2a2X (z) + a1)¥(z), =z € O, (8)
(D*F(X) (1, ¢2)) (2) = (6a3 X (x) + 2a2)¢1 (2)2(z), € O. (9)

Moreover, there is a positive constant C' such that for X € H 2

IF(X)|} = 1142 F(X)|? = /OI(3G3X2($) +2a2X (2) + a1) VX (2)]de < C(|X | + DI XI3,
(10)

2
|1F(X)]3 = /O ((6a3X(x) +2a2) VX (z)* + (3a3X?(z) + 202X () + a1)AX (x)| dw

< C(IXI% + DIXII2 + 1), (11)

where we have used the Gagliardo—Nirenberg inequality ||ul[ 40y < C||Vul|?|ju||*~? foru € H!
with 6 = 4 € (0,1], see e.g. [22, Eq. (5.71)].

We make the following assumption on the stochastic process {W (t, ) }vefo0,77-
Assumption 2. Let {W(t,)}icpo,1] be a generalized Q- Wiener process on a filtered probability

space (Q, F, {Ft}o<i<r , ), which can be represented as W (t,z) := > 27 Q%en(x)ﬁn(t), where
{Bn(t)}nen, is a sequence of independent real valued standard Brownian motions. Assume
that for some § € (0,2],

51 1
A2 Q2| gy (my < oo (12)

In the case B < g, we in addition assume that Q commutes with A.

There are two important cases included in : the trace-class noise case (i.e. tr(Q) < o0)
for § € [1,2], and the space-time white noise case (i.e. @ =1Id) for d =1 and 8 < % We
remark that the condition that () commutes with A for g < g is used to ensure

t:[%%]E[H /OtS(t — s)dW(s)Hg < 00 (13)

f(?r p> 52—/‘\111, while for the case of 8 > %, can be proved directly by the Sobolev embedding
HP < E; see also [I1, Lemma 2].

Assumption 3. The initial datum satisfies B[ exp{|| Xollgsrg}t] < oo, where B is given in
Assumption[d In addition, X is Fo/B(H N E)-measurable.

With the above assumptions, we can get the existence, uniqueness, and regularity estimates
of the mild solution of . The proofs can be found in e.g. [7, Proposition 6.2.2], [5, Theorem
2.1], and [30, Theorem 2.6].

Theorem 2.1. Under Assumptz'ons the stochastic Allen—Cahn equation has a unique
mild solution given by

X(t) = 5(t)Xo +/0 S(t—s)F(X(s))ds +/0 S(t—s)dW(s) a.s.

For p > 2, we have

sup [ X(O)llrmy+ sup X Ol oo < Ci. (14)
te[0,T] te[0,T)
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BAL

[ X (@) = X(s)lLem) < Co(t—s) 2, 0<s<t<T, (15)
where constants C1,Co > 0 depend on Xg,p, T, HA%Q% | 2o (F1)-

3. ADAPTIVE SCHEMES

In this section, we first introduce the adaptive time-stepping scheme, and assumptions
to ensure that the final time T can be attained in finite many steps. Then we present the
coupled scheme for the practical use. Finally, we show the strong convergence orders of these
numerical schemes.

3.1. Schemes. Introduce the adaptive timestep function 7 : H — R,. We consider the
following adaptive time-stepping scheme, whose spatial discretization is based on the spectral
Galerkin method, and temporal direction is the adaptive exponential integrator:

XN =N () X 4 SN () PN (XY )7 + SN (1) PN AW, X = PV X0, (AE)

where 7, 1= T(X]V), to = 0, tims1 = tm + T, SV () = PVS(t) = e A" with PV : H —
Hy (:= span{ey,...,en}) being the spectral projection operator and AN := PNA FN .=
PNF, and the increment AW,, := W(tyy1) — W(ty). If the existing time span is longer
than T after adding the last timestep, then we take a smaller timestep such that the existing
time span just attains T after adding it. Namely, letting M7 be the number of timesteps
for a given timestep function 7, if tpr,—1 + Tar,—1 > T, then we enforce the last timestep
TMp—1 =T — tar—1. In the sequel, we will give some assumptions on the timestep function
so that the numerical solution can attain T with finite many timesteps.
The continuous version of is given by

t t
XtN:SN(t)PNXoJr/ SN(t—th)FN(ng)ds+/ SNt =ty )PN AW (s),  (16)
0 0

where mg := max{m : t,, < s}.
In order to bound the number of timesteps, we give the following assumption on the adaptive
timestep function with the uniform lower bound.

Assumption 4. The adaptive timestep function 7 : H — R4 is continuous and satisfies that
for X(w) € H,

d
T(X (@) F(X (W) < L2, a.s., (17)
T(X(W)) > Tmin,  a.s. (18)

with positive constants Lo and Ty, independent of w.

Under the assumption , we have Mp <

< o0, a.s. That is to say, T is a.s.

attainable in finite many timesteps. The power 1 — £ in is for technical reason to get
the a priori estimate in E-norm of the solution of (AE|). Examples for adaptive timestep
functions that satisty Assumption [4] are given in Section [7}

Tmin

Remark 3.1. If the expected supremum of the pth moment of the numerical solution is finite,

can be weaken to the adaptive ones:

i.e., E[SUPogth IXN|P| < oo for some large p > 2, then the bounds of adaptive timestep
function in Assumption

(X (@) F(X @) < Law),  as., (19)
T(X (W) > (X @)I* + &)~ as. (20)
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with positive constants (1,Ca, and qo independent of w, and qo < p, ||L2(-)|lp2e(q) < o0. In
this setting, T is still a.s. attainable, i.e.,

E[My] < TIE[ sup - } <TE[ sup (Q[IXN %+ ¢)] < oo
0<tm<T T(Xi)) 0<tm<T

Notice that for the trace-class noise case (i.e. tr(Q) < oo with 5 € [1,2] in Assumption @,
under the assumption

(X(w), F(X(w))) + %T(X(W))HF(X(w))H2 < Lo| X(w)[* + Ls,  a.s. (21)

with positive constants Ly and Ls independent of w, following the approach of [12, Theorem
1] and combining with the contractivity of the semigroup {S(t),t > 0} in H, we can get the
finiteness of the expected supremum of the pth moment of the numerical solution. However,
for B € (0,1), we have not gotten the finiteness of the expected supremum of the pth moment
of the numerical solution. Hence, the main result in this paper is still hold under assumptions

[19)-(21) when B € [1,2].

In practice, instead of verifying whether a timestep function satisfies the lower bound in
or , people usually introduce a backstop scheme with a uniform timestep and couple
it with to ensure that a simulation over the interval [0,7] can be completed in a finite
number of timesteps (see [16] for the case of SODEs). More precisely, if 7., < Tynin at time
tm, then we apply a single step of some convergent scheme W : Hy x Ry x H — Hp, which
is called the backstop scheme over a timestep of length 7,,,;, instead, i.e.,

XN’C = (I)(th\:n,C7 Tm, AWm)X{TmZTmm} + ‘I’(Xth;Ca Tmin, AWm)X{Tm<Tmm}’ (22)

bt
where the map ® : Hy x Ry x H — Hy, (x,h,y) — SV (h)(xz + FN(z)h + y) denotes the
scheme (AE]).

The backstop scheme is usually chosen to be an explicit and convergent scheme, for instance,
the tamed exponential integrator (see [30]), the nonlinearity-truncated exponential integrator
and the linear-implicit nonlinearity-truncated scheme (see [2]). In the following, we take the
backstop scheme ¥ as the tamed exponential integrator:

FN(z)h

U(z,h,y) =SV (h S S L 9
(o) = SV (2 + 7w (i Y): (23)
and give estimates of the corresponding coupled scheme

+ SN (Tynin) [XtNm’(” + (N Lo ()1)"”"
L+ [LEN(X, ) Tmin
Moreover, the adaptive timestep function that satisfies can be chosen as, e.g. 7, =
Ny L A . : .
(X)) = (m) 1=d with some ¢ > 0. We can write the continuous versions of (CAU 1)
into the compact integral form by defining a new timestep function denoted by Tye, With

+ AWWL] X{Tm<7'mm} .

- L Tm, for 7, > Tinin,
new Tomin for 7 < Tinin-

Then t,,+1 = tm + Tnew, and the continuous versions of (CAU 1)) is

t
X0 = sV PN X + /0 SV (= ) (PN X)X 210
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FNxY) t
+ u X{rm. <rmin} ) S + / SN(t — ty ) PNAW (s). (24)
L4 EN N D) i oo |

3.2. Main result. In this subsection, we give strong convergence orders for the scheme (AE)
as well as the coupled scheme , whose proofs are postponed to Sectionand Appendix
Bl respectively.

Since the timestep function 7 is determined by the numerical solution, we need to make a
modification when considering the convergence of adaptive time-stepping schemes (see [12]).
Namely, for a given timestep function 7 which satisfies Assumption [4], we introduce the refined
timestep function 7° controlled by a scalar parameter § € (0,1) and consider the convergence
when § — 0 as well as the order with respect to d.

Assumption 5. The refined timestep function 70 satisfies that for X (w) € H,
Smin{T, 7(X (w))} < 7%(X (w)) < min{T¥, 7(X (w))}, a.s.

Examples of 7 and 70 are given in Section [7l We also remark that in this setting, the lower
bound in (I8)) is defined as 7° . := 7ynin. With this assumption in hand, in the following, we

min
present strong convergence orders of schemes (AE) and (CAU 1)) with the timestep function
79, Before that, we put an additional assumption on the initial datum, which is used to get

the a priori estimates of numerical solutions in E-norm, see Section [4 for details.

Assumption 6. The initial datum of satisfies that supyen., E [ exp{|| PN Xo||5}] < occ.

Based on the Sobolev embedding theorem, Assumption@is fulfilled if supy ey, E[exp{[|Xoll s} <
f d
oo for B> 3.

Theorem 3.2. Under Assumptions forp>2,

B B
2 2

sup [ X (t) = X || posmy < C(AN~
0<t<T

where XY is the numerical solution X}¥ (or XtN’(l)) of the scheme (AE) (or (CAU 1)), and
C > 0 depends on p, T, Tyin, Lo, L1, L2, Xo, and ”A%Q%HEQ(H)-

+42),

Noting that Ay ~ N _%, the convergence result in Theorem can be rewritten as
8 8 .
supg<i<r | X (t) — XéVHLp(Q;H) < C(N7d + 42). Then we say that the spatial convergence
order is g with respect to V.

Remark 3.3. As stated in Remark[3.1], for the trace-class noise case (i.e., 8 € [1,2]), the
bounds of the adaptive timestep function in Assumption || can be weaken to and .
Similarly to the definition of , when the critical parameter for the adaptive timestep size

is (QHX]ZT’CH% + CQ)_I, the coupled scheme can also be defined as

F (X T, AW X

XN = o(XNC 1, AW X

s (K 5) ) {rnelallxi " e) ™)
25

If we still choose ¥ to be , and denote the solution of the continuous version of the

corresponding coupled scheme by XtN’(l), then the similar proof as that of TheOTem yields
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that: under Assumptions Assumptions @-@ and Eq. —, forp>2,

_B B _B _
sup [1X(0) = X Ve < CO? +62) £ OO + ElMrs))

N[@

),

where My s is the number of timesteps for the given timestep function 70, and C' > 0 depends
. = B=1 1

on p, T, Clv CQ,LZ‘(Z = O, ey 3), LQ, Xo, and ||A 2 Q2 ||£2(H)

Remark 3.4. We remark that it is interesting to investigate if one can obtain the strong
convergence order for the coupled scheme directly from some error estimates of schemes ®
and V. For this problem, a fundamental convergence theorem that characterizes the relation
between the local error and the global error might be helpful. For the study of such a theorem,
we refer to 28] for the case of SODEs with either the globally or locally Lipschitz drift, and

to [8] for the case of SPDEs with the globally Lipschitz drift. However, for SPDEs with the
non-Lipschitz drift, there has been no work on such theorem. We leave this as the future work.

4. ESTIMATES OF NUMERICAL SOLUTIONS

In this section, we analyze the a priori estimates of numerical solutions (AE|) and (CAU 1|

in E-norm and HP-norm, respectively. Proofs of all the results in this section are given in
Appendix [A] for readers’ convenience.

We give the following lemma on the properties of the semigroup {S(¢),t > 0}, which is
important in the a priori estimates of numerical solutions.

Lemma 4.1. We have .
(i) supnen, IAPPYS(tullp < Clo, d)(t + =7~ %)ul, for p=0, ¢ >0, ue H;

.. 2p—d .
(17) SUPNeN, |PNS(tu||p < C(p,d)t™ 3 llullp, for p €0, g), t>0, ue HP.
Let vV, 2V : [0,T] — Hy satisfy the perturbed differential equation

{dv,{V = (—ANN £ NN 4 2N)dt, te (0,7,

26
véV:O. (26)

In what follows, we aim to show that the E-norm of the solution v} of can be controlled
by the L"([0,t]; E)-norm of the perturbation 2V with some 7 > 0, which plays a crucial role

in deriving the moment bounds in E-norm for the scheme (AE)).

Lemma 4.2. The solution of satisfies

t
d
[l < C1+ /0 (=) F1=NU3 + 12212 )ds|, te 0,7]
with C > 0.

With these preparations, we can establish the a priori estimates of the numerical solution
of (AE) in E-norm by the standard bootstrap argument; see [30] for the description of this
approach for the nonlinearity-tamed scheme with the uniform timestep.

Proposition 4.3. Under conditions in Theorem|3.4, we have for p > 2,

sup sup [|X}V | our) < C, (27)
NeNy 0<t<T

where X} is the numerical solution of (AE]) with timestep function 70 for some § € (0,1),
and C > 0 depends on p,T, Ly, Lo, Tmin, Xo, and ||A%Q%”LQ(H)-
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With the a priori estimate of the numerical solution of (AE]) in E-norm in hand, we can
get the following a priori estimate in HP-norm directly by means of the mild form of the

solution. A standard argument gives the Holder continuity of the numerical solution; see also
[2, Lemma 4.3].

Proposition 4.4. Under conditions in Pmposition forp>2,5€(0,2], and vy € (0, 3],

we have
sup sup (XN oigurzm < 0. (28)
NeN, 0<t<T
N N (B=7)A1
sup ||Xt - Xs ||LP(Q;H'Y) < CQ(t - 5) 2 ’ 0<s<t< Tv (29)

NeNL
B_
where constants C1,Co > 0 depend on p, T, L1, Lo, Trin, Xo, and HATIQ%H[;Q(H).

With the above two propositions, combining regularity estimates of the tamed exponential
integrator, which can be proved similarly as Propositions and [30], we get the following
the a priori estimates in H? and the Holder continuity for the numerical solution of (CAU 1)).

Corollary 4.5. Under conditions in Pmposition forp>2,5€(0,2], and v € (0, 3], we
have

N,(1
sup  sup [1X iy < O,
NeN, 0<t<T

N,(1 (B=AL
sup I, O XN gy SCalt—s)" 2, 0<s<t<T,
€Ny

B_
where constants C1,Co > 0 depend on p, T, L1, Ly, Tymin, Xo, and HATIQ%HEQ(H).

5. PROOF OF THE MAIN RESULT

In this section, based on the a priori estimates of numerical solutions presented in Section
we show the proof of the convergence order of the scheme (AE|) in Theorem and leave

that of the coupled scheme (CAU 1f) to Appendix
Proof of Theorem[3.2 By introducing an auxiliary process,

t t
YN = sV PV X, +/ SN (t — s)FN(X(s))ds+/ SN (t =ty ) PN AW (s),
0 0
the error can be divided into the following terms,
1X(#) = XN o < 11X @®) = PYX Ol zoum + 1PYX ) = Y oo + 1YY = X 2o m)-
The term || X (¢) — PN X (t)| 1o(.p) can be estimated as

_B 8 _B
X (t) — PNX(t)HLP(Q;H) =[A72(Id - PN)AQX(t)HLP(Q;H) < CANNIX O o8y (30)
For the term ||PVX(¢) — Y}V r(Q;H), using the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality (see
e.g. [19, Proposition 2.12]), —, the Hélder inequality, and Assumption [5| gives that
P

t
N _ v NP _ N _gN(s _
IPYXO) =Y B = | /0 (= )d =S¥ st )W )]

P
2

< COE[( [ 15¥( - 91 5%s ~ 1)@, )
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ya
2

t -1 1
= COIE[( [ 14750d = 8%~ 1)) 485V(0 - 5475 QA )

]

-1 1 Bp =1 1
< O T AT Q3 6% < O, T AT Q¥ g5 % (31)

For the estimate of the term ||V, — X}V|| Lr(Q;H), combining the differential form

)

y
2

< cE|( /0 t i@ )2 ATSN (= $)AF QFe2ds)
-

QXN =¥ = = AN (X = V) (SV(E = b ) V(XN ) = FY(X () )at,
and applying the Taylor formula yield

I P =2 [ v AN s
+ 2/: <X;V ~ YN, V(s — b ) PV (XN ) - FN(X(S))>ds
= [ - A -y as
#2 [ V8N ) FN ) - PN )
re [ VY0 - PN s 2 [ - YY) - Y )as

t t
<(2Lo+1) / X = YV |Pds + / IEN (YY) = FM(X(s))IPds + 2711(8) + 2J1(8),
0 0
(32)
where we have used the condition @ and the Young inequality, and
t t
Tat)i= [ XNV (SN (5t )TN OEY s, Dialt) = [NV VOGN )PV X)) ds.
0 0 s

Estimate of Ji 1. For the case 8 =1 or § = 2, it follows from , — and the Young
inequality that

J171(t)

IN

I 1t s 8
3 [ IXY = Pas 5 [ AN ) —1)AT P ) Ps

IN

1 t t
3 | IR =Y+ 0 [ (5= 1) 0+ X IR,

t’ms ms

15+ 1).
This, combining Assumption [5} Propositions [.3] and [£.4] leads to
1 t
Ol < 5 |15 =¥ s + €3 te 0.1

For the case 8 € (0,1)U(1,2), we need to further split the term J ; into three parts, which
are denoted by Ji ;,7 =1,2,3, based on

XéV—YSN:/S (SN(S—tmT)—SN(S—T'))FN(XtJXLT)dT—i—/SSN(S—T)(FN(Xt]YnT)—FN(XiV))dT
0 0

+ /0 §N (s =) (PN (XN) = FN(X (1)) dr. (33)
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([
OES /0 t< SN (s = PV ) = PR dr, <SN<sftm5>f1d>FN<X£YnS>>ds,
<

t s
Jiq(t) == / SN (s =) (FN(XY) = FN(X(r))dr, (SN (s = tm,) — Id)FN(X£5)>ds.
0 0
For the term J1,1» by the Young inequality, we obtain that for g € (0, 1),
t s
Ta0) = [ [ 478¥(s = A E (Y = b)) TPV, ATHSY (s ) - PN (X, ) )ds
0 0

sof [e-n [“-tmr)ﬂl!F(XiL)\P+<s—tm5>ﬁr\F<X£$>|r2 drds.
0 JO

When 3 € (1,2), applying (2] and . the term J1 ; can be estimated as

t S
Jii(t) = i </0 Aﬁ’lSN(s—r)A’g(SN(r—tmr)—Id)A%FN(Xwa)dr,

_B8
2

:B\_'

(SN (s — tm,) — Id)A%FN(Xt]ZLS)>ds

<0 [ [ =2 [t 0 I DI, -+ 5 = )1+ 1 1Y, ] .
Hence, we derive from Propositions and [4.4] - 4l that for g € (0,1) U (1,2),
1L 1)l oy < €%, ¢ € [0,T].
For the term J12,1» when g € (0,1),

Pty = [ [ AR s 0O ) = FY O, AN s = )~ TRV ) s

t s
_B
<c| /O (s =) "B [+ X I + IXNIIXN = X0 124 (5 = tm, ) PIF (X, )2 drds,

which gives ||J71(t)ll ey < C6” based on Proposition And when 8 € (1,2), since the
order of the Holder continuity of XV is 4 in H-norm, hence the term Jﬁ1 need to be further
split, based on the Taylor formula to F' and the fact that

XN = XN = (SN (r —ty,) 1) XY +/ SN(r — tmT)FN(Xwa)du—F/ SN (r — tp, )dW (u).
tm
Namely, we arrive at
OE / / AT SN (s — 1) DF( XY SN (r = tm,) — 1) XY dr,

A3(SN (s = i) — ) AT PN (XY )>ds
t s _ T

—/ </ A%SN(S—T)DF(XQ;T) SN(r = tyn, ) FN(X] )dudr,
0 0 t’mr

TSN (s — tm,) — Id)A%FN(X,fiS)>ds

A~
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_/Ot </OSA‘*;15N(3_T)DF(X5M)/;T ¥ (1 — by, )AW (u)dr,

A58V (s — t,) — Id)A%FN(ngns)>ds

- / | </ V(s = Re(XY, XD ), (SV(s— th,) - PN (XY, ))ds
0

= IIl(t) + IIQ(t) + IIg(t) + II4(t)

with the remainder

Rp(X{ ,XN) = /01 D*F(XY +(1=0)(XY =X N((XN =X, (XN =X ))(1-6)ds.
Then we treat the four terms I1;,¢ = 1,2, 3,4 one by one. It follows from — and that
10 <0 [ [ =) 0 1B ) HIXE, ladrts i) FC, s,
1150 <€ [ [ = r) 5 0 It IECE, (s = ) FIFCRE s,
which combining Propositionsandgives [ LI () || o) H I I2() || o) < Cs8, t € [0,T].

For the term II3, applying the stochastic Fubini theorem (see e.g. [19] Theorem 4.18]) and
the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality (see e.g. [19, Proposition 2.12]), and combining

Propositions [£.3] and [£.4] yield
[1L13(8) | Lo ()

t,, Ms i+1 i B—1
< XZ.T’LLXZ.STATSNS*T’DFXNSNT*tidWUdT X
/OHZO/ | e 00X (475 5V (s = ) DFO)S - gawar],
B
[CEEWEI T A1 Y T
P t,, Ms tigr1 tit1 B—1
2 _ _ A7 SN(s =) DFE(XM)SN(r — t;
g 1> L s v A8 s = DFCR) SN0 = gdraw |,
5 t s by + Ty, N
<ot [ (L] [ X 00,014 ¥ (s = D, )
tm
SN(r —tm )Ql r‘ du)ids
“ L2 (;L5(H))
11 [t (s=Té)v0 |, T, 81 L
§C52/ / / A2 SN(s —r)DF(XYN SN (r — t,,)Q2¢;]2dr du
) HZI L (s = IDEOX], )SN (r =t Qs | dlu)
1
A SNS—TDFX SN(r—t, Je;||2dr du)®|ds
(/ TM\Z/S _— (s = )PP )SY = tm Qe P )]

(s=Td)VvO0
SC(ST/ [5%(/ (s—u—T06)" BHdu / / (s—r) ’BHdrdu) ]dsx
0 0 ~T6)V0 J(s—2T6)Vv

sup |DF(XN)A~F anoneqa )||A CQ3 ||y (34)
s€[0,T]

[NIES
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It can be calculated that

teo (s—T5)VO0 é 1
/ [55 ( / (s —u— TcS)_BHdu / / ﬁ“drdu) ]d
0 0 (s=T8WV0 J(s—2T8)v
to s=T % Té
§/ 52(/ (s—u—T6)" 5+1du / / / 5+1dsdu) ds
Té
2Ts 1
/ / / s—r) Bﬂdrdu ds—i—/ / / (s—r) 5+1drdu>2d
Té T6 T Js—2T6

1

<C(02+6°2 +45°27) < 63,

which leads to |[I13(t)|rr) < C’6H'§, t € [0,T]. The term Il is treated separately for

cases d = 1,2 and d = 3. When d = 1,2, by the Sobolev embedding L'(O) — HJH% with
€ = % (B € (1,2)), we deduce from (2)-(3) and (9) that

L0 oo / / [T+ 5V (s — ) o |A™ 2 Re(XY X)) on(prydr

1
I|A™2 SN(s—t .) —Id)A2FN(Xt]XTS)HL2p(Q;H)ds

el _E_d-&-e
< o5 /0 [ 6= T RO, X ot p AP OXE, gy

8 t s _ B—1  d+e N N N
go&a/ / (s =) T (14 sup [1XN]| pawonmy) | XN — X
0<r<T

tm,

2
L8r(Q;H)

drx
B
HF( th)HLQP QHl)dS < 051+§7

where in the last step we use the regularity and the Hélder continuity of X}V (see Proposi-
tions and |4.4] - And when d = 3, applying ((2)), @D the Gagliardo—Nirenberg inequality
Hu||L4(@ < C’HVUH Hu||4 u € H', Propositions [4.3 and [4.4| yields

L4t Lr (2

_H/ /A2SNs—r)RF(XN XN)dr, AT SN (5 — 1) ) ATV () )]

Lr(Q)
,; 2
<C/ / S_T 2 1+ Sup HX’I” HL4P(Q E))HXN Xtmr L8P (Q;L4(0)) drH tms)HF(Xt]:;S> 1
<ca// (s=1H 1+ s XN o) ey - jxy - x, |, drds
0<r<
1 3
SC(S//(S—T)2 N H N _xN® . drds
mr || LAp (Q; H) T AlL2e (O HY)

<C§// s—r*%r—tmr)i .

where in the last step we have used the fact that % + w > [ —1for g€ (1,2).
Hence, we get that for 5 € (0,1) U (1,2),

1971 ()l o) < €%, ¢ € [0,T].
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For the term J} |, when 3 € (0,2),
Bat) = [ ([ AESN 6= X) — PV X)), A s ) IRV, ) s
<0 [ [ = B [1X0) = XN+ 5= )0 1K + IXVERIF O, 1] dras
<o [ -vipas«e [ X - xepas

t s 8
—I—C/O/O(s—r) 2(s—tms)5(1—|—|\X(r)Hj%3+||X£V||Z$E),|F(Xg:fns||2)drds’

where in the last step we transform the integral domain and use the Minkowski inequality.
This, together with —, implies that for 5 € (0,2),

t
172y < C [ 1XY =Y s + O + €.
Altogether, we obtain that for 8 € (0, 2],
t
1110l o) < C /0 IXN = YN |3opuyds + CAY’ + €%, tef0,T).  (35)
Estimate of J12. When 8 € (0,1], the Holder continuity of XN and Assumption [5| give

1 t t
2@l < 5 [ I =Ygyt € [ 1Y = X2 B+ s 1K s )

IN

1 N N2
3 | XY = s + 0.
When 8 € (1,2], by (33), we split J1» further as Jio = Ji 5 + Jfy + Ji 5 with
t
Jio(t) / / SY(s =) (SN (r = ty,) — 1) FN (XY dr, FN(X] ) - FN(X;V)>ds,
Tat) = [ (876 =N - FY O an FYO, )~ FNOE) s,

T35(t) ::/0 /0SN(s—r)(FN(Xf,V)—FN(X(r)))dr, PN )~ BN (D) )ds.

The estimate of the term J11,2 is similar as that of J1 1, whose proof is based on the Taylor
formula to F. And one can get ||J{ 5(t)[|rr () < C6”. Now we show the estimate of the term

Jiy = PO Ji’;, where
t s
T (1) = / / SN (s = r)Andr, Ag)ds,

JE2(t) = / / 5¥(s = r)Avdr, DRCXE,) | ) S b, AW () s

/ / SV (s —r)DF(XY ) / SN (1 — by, )W (u)dr, As>ds

Jra(t) = /0 /0 SN(s = r)DF (X} ) /t SN(r — ty, )AW (ug)dr,
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S
DF(XN ) / S (s — 1, JAW () )l
tmg

with A, := DF(X}Y ) ((SN (r=tm, ) I XY + [ SN (r—tm, ) FN (X} )du) +Rp(XP L XN).
For the term Ji’Ql7 noting that for d = 1,

t S
H/O </0 SN(S_T)RF(XtJ,Y%,Xy)dr,RF(XfL,X;V)>d5‘

go/ot/os(s—r)

and for d = 2, 3,

| [ ¥ nmext, xan rex, X2 as

Lr(Q)

(XY XN aren | RE(XE, X2 aeq drds < C§%,
r 2 s 2 Lr(Q)

LP ()
t s
50/ / (s —71)~ xy ,Xﬂ)\\iﬂ%umﬂ( NoxN) ”H drds
0 JO
t s
< _ = N . N . N
< [ [ n SR, X 0 I i 12 X s s

bors _dteg _d
<08 [ [ o A < X I = X051 g s < 5,
we get

t s
T3 Ol < | [ [ 8% = nRR(X, X2 )ar Re(05 LX) )as

LP(Q)

2
+C[0° sup [IDPCEY Meem IX2Y, 18]l
rel0,T]

+ 02 gl HIIDF XN M e F R 0

+52// s—7)

(12, lls + 1E G DI H o drds] < €8,

(X2 XN s | DPCE, e

For the term J1222 , applying the stochastic Fubini theorem yields
2,2
115 e ()

< ](i/t+ Xitess) (W)Xt (5 / §™(s = ) Andr, DE(XN)SY (s~ 1) dsd W ()]

LP(Q)

ds.
Lr(Q)

/ H / i+1 / i+l X(ti.r) (W)Xt (7 )<.AS, SN(s — T)DF(Xt]:[)SN(r — ti)drdW(u)>‘

And by a similar proof as that of (34), one can show that HJ1222( ey < 05§+1 For
the term J1 "5, by using the stochastic Fubini theorem twice and letting G(s fo SN (s
r)DF(X{Y ft SN (1 — t, )AW (ug)dr, we derive

155 ()| ooy
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- H i/:ﬂ /t_ti+1 <G(S)v DF (X)Xt (1) Xt (8)S™ (s — ti)dde(u1)>

Lp(Q)

tmay T, ; N N 2 i
<c / | /M S (5~ b DXty (10Xl (VPP )G 5)s]| )
u1+719 1
<ost([ / T s [[@FSY (5~ )Xo, 0 00X, 0y ODFOR G dsdun)’
u1—T38)V0 s€[0,T] w ot ms Lr(;H)
j+1 tit1
<C§ S}é% / Q25N (s — tm,) DF(XY ISN(s =) DF(X )X, (u2)x,.6) ()
sE

SV (- tj)drdW(uQ)H

< Cé sup </
s€[0,T 0
1

SN(r —tm,. )Q2dr ’ du
2 LP (Lo (H))

Lp(Q:H)

tmu2 —i—‘rmu 1
/ P QSN (s — ) DF(XY )S™ (s — DX, Wionn, 1 (42) X1, (1)
tm

)%<052

For the term JfQ, we split it as Jf’Q = J1321 + Jfg with

730 = [ [ 876 = O - NG A

Jya(t) = / / SN (s —r)(FN(XN) = FN(X(r)))dr, DF(X} ) /t SN(s - tms)dW(u)>ds.
Combining (30} . the term J1 "y can be estimated as S

8 @l <€ [ [l =17 5 [ = X Oy + (1 XN Wy + 1K )

(o2 DX logany (1KY, 15 + NG|

j/lp((l))] drds

t
<c / IXY = Y2y iryds + € + OAY
0

L4 (Q)

+ IR, XD _aseo

By the stochastic Fubini theorem and the Young inequality, the term Jf’g can be estimated

[EAAGIE —HZ/M/M /SN P (FN(XN) = FN(X (r)))dr,

DF(XY)S™ (5 = 1)1, (W)X, 1) (5)dsdWV (1))

LP(Q)
7_5
< v 1) X[ty 1) (W) X[ty 1) ($) DF (X, )

/0 SV (s — ) (FN (XN — FN(X(r)))drdsH;(Q;H)dzo :
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t tmu+7—'§nu 1
= C(/O H /t 1Q2 5™ (t — tn ) Xt 1) (WX [t 1) (5) DE (XL, | oy

1

2

t 2
[ I+ X @R - X(lards]) du)
0 Lr(Q)

t t tmy +T00,, .
= C(/O [/0 H/t 1Q% SN (t = i) Xty 5) (W X[t ) () DF (XD, ) )

1

2 =
(4 I + X @IES]|,, o 1KY = X ) |zavgumdr] )

t N ) t t w700,
< C/ | X5 —X(T')‘L%(Q;H)dr"‘c(/ [/ H/ X[tmu,s)(U)X[tmu,t)(s)
0 0 0 b

1 2 2 1
Q28N (¢ = tm ) DF (XN, e (1 + XN [+ IXIB)s] ,, o ar] )

t
<c / 1XY = VN 2y gy dr + € + CAF
0

where in the third step we exchange the order of the integral and use the Holder inequality,

and in the last step we use —.
Hence, we derive that for 8 € (0, 2],

t
[J12() o) < C /0 XN = YN |3 apqupydr + C3° + O t €0, 7). (36)
Therefore, combining estimates of terms J; 1 and Jj 2 (i.e., and ), we get
t
2 2 _
HXtN - YtNHL%(Q;H) < C</o HXéV - YSNHLQP(Q;H) ds + )‘Nﬁ + 55)7

where p > 1, and the constant C > 0 depends on p, T', Tynin, Lo, L1, Lo, Xo, and HA%Q% | 2o (Y-
Applying the Gronwall inequality, we obtain

_B B
sup ||XtN - tN||L2p(Q;H) < C()‘N2 +52)7 p > 17
0<t<T
which together with — finishes the proof of the scheme (AE|). O

6. DISCUSSIONS ON THE MULTIPLICATIVE NOISE CASE

For the stochastic Allen—Cahn equation driven by a multiplicative noise, there have been
some works on the numerical study, see e.g. [I5], 24, 26, [13] and references therein. To be
specific, for the stochastic Allen-Cahn equation driven by the Brownian motion, authors in [13]
propose the fully discrete finite element method and prove the strong convergence with nearly
optimal rates; authors in [20] give variational error analysis for the structure preserving finite
element based space-time discretization of the strong variational solution. For the stochastic
Allen—Cahn equation driven by the Q-Wiener process, [15] derives the strong convergence rate
for the nonlinearity-truncated exponential Euler approximation scheme; [24] proves strong
convergence rates for both the drift-implicit Euler-Galerkin finite element scheme and the
Milstein—Galerkin finite element scheme.

In this section, we present the numerical analysis of the adaptive time-stepping scheme for
the multiplicative noise case, i.e., the stochastic Allen—Cahn equation with the multiplicative
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noise

X(0) = Xo, (37)

where A and F are defined as in (). In this section, {W(t) }ejo,m is a generalized Q-Wiener
process valued on another separable Hilbert space U. Here, G : H — L9 := Lo(Uy, H) is
Lipschitz continuous with Uy := Q%(U), ie.,

1G(X) =GY)lg <CIX =Y, X,YeH

{dX(t) +AX (8)dt = F(X(£))dt + G(X (¢))dW (t), e (0,7,

for some constant C' > 0. The corresponding adaptive time-stepping scheme for is

XN =N () (XY + FN(XN )7 + PYG(XY ) AW, Xo' =PNXo,  (AE-M)
where 7, is defined similarly as in . The differential form of the continuous version of
(AE-M) is given by

AX{Y = —ANXN A+ SN (t =t ) PN (X )t + SN (t = ) PYG(X )AW (). (38)

We remark that in this section we still use notations X (), thyn , and X}V in the multiplicative
noise case for the simplicity of symbols. And we will emphasize on them when these symbols
are referred to solutions in the additive noise case.

The following lemma shows the boundedness of the expected supremum of the pth moment
for the solution of (AE-M)].

Lemma 6.1. Under Assumptions and (20)-(21)), we have E[supgc,<r | X{V|P] < C for
p > 2 with some constant C := C(p, T, Xy) > 0.

Proof. We only consider the case of p > 4 since the case of 2 < p < 4 can be obtained
by the use of the Holder inequality. The proof is based on the truncation technique. For
K > ||[PN Xy||, define the truncated function Oy € C§° : H — [0, 1] satisfying O (z) = 1 for
|z|| < K and Ok (xz) = 0 for ||z|| > 2K. Introduce the truncated stochastic process of the
numerical solution {X}\ },,>0 as

XK = SN () (X0 + 0k (X PN (X + PG AW,

The corresponding continuous version is defined as

tm

t t
XK _ gN (1PN X, + / SN(t — b )Os (XHF) N (XN g5+ / SNt — £ )PV GXNE )W (s).
0 s 0 ms

Then the proof is separated into two steps.
Step 1: Ezxpected supremum of the pth moment of the truncated numerical solution.
By the contraction property of PV and S(t) in H, i.e., ||[PNul| < ||ul], ||S(t)u| < |Ju||, and

using , we have

H2<HXNK+@K( NK)FN(Xth;K)Tm-f-PNG(X AW ||2

VEOIEY (X))
+2<X + O (XN PN (x Ny PNG(X NK)AW +HPNG( NK)AW I2

|| m+1

5y
HXNKH2+2Tm®K(XNK)<<XNK FN (X)) + Tm@K(

<XV + 27 (Lol XX |2 + L) 4+ 2( X0 4 @ (XN ) PN (XN ) 7, GO ) AW )
(e A INATR
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Similarly, for ¢ € (tm, tm+1),
X512 < X0+ 0 (XY N (XN (1= t) + PYGN ) (W (1) = W (1)) |2
XN + 20t — o) (Lol X005 |1 + Ls)
+2( XN+ 0 (XN FN (XNt = ), GOV VW (1) = W)
G W (k) = W (tm)) 12

By induction, we have

t
XN < [PV Xl + 20 [ IXN s + 2Lat
0

t
b2 (X0 4 O Y N (b + o) At~ ),
0

me—1

G} + 3 NG YAWIE GV () = W tm I

me

Taking the £th moment with p > 4 and applying the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality
yield

t
E[IX 517 < C(p, T, L) (B[ Xo 7] + T% + /0 E[| Xy, [7]ds

E[(/OtHXZXf + O (X PV OEN (o, +7m) At = )| TGRS 2gas) ]
+E[(WZ_1||G(X£[’K)AW¢”2+”G(Xth;tK)(W(t) W(tm))I?)* D
=0

Notice that

m

HXNKII2 + 2((tms + Tim,) A= b, )OR (X)) x

(O P 4 2 (b, 7m) At 1 )OR (X X 2)

tm tmg

< (X0 NP 4 2((tn, + Ton,) At = b ) (L2l X0 |2 + L3)

and
my—1 my—1 G XN,K AWZ 2 p
[(Z |G aw?)* } E[(Zﬂ” (X4, TA) H )]
i=0 i
my—1 me—1 N,K '
[ et gam
1=0 i=0 Ti2
mi—1 NK
gTé’—lE[Z NGX)AWET | e tG(Xyy p)AWmsdeS]
=0 7'2-5 0 7_7%5

‘ t
75 /0 E[E[m? |G(X; >AWmS||p\fth]d8:Tg_l/o E 1 B[ GOXN ) AW, 7| 7, ]| ds
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t
< c/ B[+ XV 5|7)ds
0

where we have used the inequality (Zl Tiui)p < (Zl Ti)p ! >, Tiuf, the property of the con-
ditional expectation, the Burkholder—Davis—Gundy inequality, and the Lipschitz continuity
of G. Therefore, combining the Holder inequality, we get for p > 4,

t
E(IX;"" (7] < C(p. T, 1Qll o), L2) (1 + E[]| Xoll”] +/0 [HX,:]XLKHp]dS)

t
< C, TRl a(mys L) <1 + E[[| Xoll”] +/0 sup E[HXLJLV’KH”]dS)

0<u<s
which implies
t
sup EJIXNN7] < Clo, T |Qll caganys L) (HEHIXoHp] + [ s [HXiV’KH”]ds)-
0<r<t 0 0<u<s

Applying the Gronwall inequality leads to that for p > 4,

sup E[J| X (1P] < C(p, T, Q2o (1) L2) (1 + E[[| Xo][?). (39)

To obtain the expected supremum of the pth moment of XtN ’K, we need to apply the following
Burkholder-Davis—Gundy inequality

sup \ / K rexx NK)F(vam"f()Tms,G(XtNm’f()dW(s»‘p}
0<t<T

<cx( / XN 4 O (X FN (X 7, [ GO 2 ds)

tm

[NIS]

|

<C’/ sup E ||XNKHp]ds<C
s€[0,T]

where we use (39). And the remaining proof of E[sup0<t<T HXN’KHP] < C(1+EJ[|| Xo|?]) can
be given similarly. Moreover, the assumption (20) gives that E[M7] < TE { supg<i< T(X; N, K) 1} <

T]E[sup0<t<T(C1HX;V’K||q0 + (2)] < C with C independent of K, which implies that T is a.s.
attainable.

Step 2: Expected supremum of the pth moment of X}V.

Define the stopping time by 7x = inf{t € [0,7] : || XV%| > K}. Then for ¢ € [0, 7k, A
TK,), we have O, (X NKl) = @KQ(X 52) = 1 and thus X, MR XtN’K2 a.s. due to the
existence and uniqueness of the solution. Hence, 7Tg is nondecreasing with respect to K.
Denote limg oo 7T = T a.s. The Chebyshev inequality gives

P{7 =T} =P{ sup |xV) < K}
0<t<T
> 1—K_4]E[ sup_ ||XNK|| } 51 as K — oo,

which implies 7 = T.. Define X}¥ on [0,T] by X}V = XtN’K on [0,7x). Then X}V is the
solution of with im0 SUPse( 7) IXVE| = SUD¢e(0,7] | X a.s. Hence, applying the
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Fatou lemma and Step I leads to

E[ sup | XNP] < tim E| sup |XM)P] < €1+ B[ X)),
0<t<T K—oo  Lo<t<T

The proof is finished. O

Below, we give the a priori estimate in E-norm of the solution of (AE-M]) for the case of
d = 1 based on the Sobolev embedding it < E.

Proposition 6.2. Letd = 1. Under Assumptions @ @-@ and —, we have for p > 2,

sup  sup || X[ o (s < C
NeN4 0<t<T

for some C := C(p, T, Xo) > 0, where X}N is the solution of (AE-M]) with timestep function
70 for § € (0,1).
Proof. We split the numerical solution as Xj¥ = Yf\é + YQ{\Q + 7, where YIJX , Y;X, and ZY are
solutions of

AY{} = —ANYidt + SV (t — b ) PN (X)) Ydt — FY(XV)dE, Yo = PN X, (40)

Ay = FY(X{M)dt, Y =0,
and
Az = —ANZYdt + SN(t — b, ) PV G(X] AW, Zg =0, (41)

respectively.
Applying Lemma to ng\g yields that

t
_d
V3ile < 01+ [ (0= s v+ 20 + 1) + 2B as).

Recall the definition Z}¥ (see (50)) in the proof of Proposition It can be observed that
YIJX +Z¥ has a similar expression to that of Z{", in which the counterpart of W4 is Z in this

setting. Thus it suffices to prove that supg<,<7 E[||Z{¥]|%] < oo for ¢ > 2 in the multiplicative

noise case. In fact, the Sobolev embedding H 3t oy B owith e > 0, the Burkholder—Davis—
Gundy inequality and the Lipschitz continuity of G give that

- t
sup E[|Z¥]4] <€ sup E H/ SNt~ ) PYGOXN Y (s)] ]
0<t<T o<t<T tlJo 3 te
- t q
<€ sup B[( [ 1455Vt~ 1) PYGOXY, ) 2ys)
o<t<T - 0 s 2

- t q
< sup B[( [ (= 1) FIPYGOK, I2gds)
- 0

0<t<T

q
2

ot
< C sup E</0 (t—s)*¥(l+HXﬁlSH2)ds> }

0<t<T

t aq
< C sup (/ (t—s)" 2 (1+ sup HXt]X“H%Q(Q;H))dS>2 <C.
o<t<T \Jo o<s<r ™

The remaining proof is similar to that of Proposition under conditions — and hence
is omitted. U
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With the above regularity estimates, one can derive the a prior: estimate in H'-norm of
the solution of (AE-M) by a similar approach to Proposition Then similar to the proof
of Theorem one can obtain the following convergence order of the adaptive time-stepping

scheme (AE-M]).
Proposition 6.3. Let d = 1. Under conditions in Proposition[6.3, for p > 4,

_1 1
sup || X (1) = XV || oy < C(AN® +67),
te[0,7]

where X}V is the solution of (AE-M) and C := C(p, T, Xo) > 0.
Proof. Similar to the proof of Theorem we introduce the auxiliary process Y,

YN = sV () PN X, +/t SN(t — s)FN(X(s))ds + /t SN(t —t,, ) PN G(YN)dW (s).
0 0

It can be shown that ||Y£V||LP(Q;H) < C and | Y} — YéVHLp(Q;H) < C(t— s)% The error can

be divided into

1X(#) = XN oy < 11X @®) — PYX O poum) + 1PYXE) = Y oy + 1YY — XV | 2o um)-
With the regularity of the solution X, we have || X (t)—PN X (t)|| 1o (o;) < CAy : IX O Lo, 61)-

For the term || PN X (¢) _YI{VHLP(Q;H)’ it follows from the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequal-
ity that for p > 2,

IPYX(t) = YN ooy

sH/ﬁywt—@«%X@»—wxvfnﬂvwm

Lp(H)

" /SNt—s)(Id S (s~ i, ))G(YY )W (5)

Lp(Q;H)

1 t 1
< N 2 2 N _ NA\12 2
_W/m )= GPXEDIgas])g o+ [ I6PYX ) - G,

P
2

o)

1
+ ]/ 5% (¢ = 5)(1d = SN (s — tm, )G (YY) | zgds|
0

" t 1
<o+ ([ 1PV = ¥ mds)

p
2

t 1
+ ]/0 142Nt — $) A7 (1d = SN (s — 10, ))G(YY)|[2gdls .

(@)
1

" ]/ 43S (0 - 5451 = 5% (s — 0,)(G(¥) - GO Byas] 7y ]

)

which together with (| . . the Holder continuity of Y and the Grénwall inequality yields

that [PV X (t) — Y{¥|| s QH)<C( 24 §7).
For the term ||[YN — X}N|| Lr(Q;H), applying the It6 formula gives

t
nxﬁ—vﬂﬁ=2/Kxf—Y£—ANu§—wﬁ»w
0

+ z/t <X;V — YN, V(s — b ) PN (XN ) — FN(X(S))>ds
0
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t
2 [ (XY Y, 8Y(s — ) PYGXY,) - GE)AW )
0

+ [ 186 ) PG ) - GO 2gas. (12)
0

Then compared with the additive noise case (see ), the main difference of the estimation of
| XN - Y| Lr(:1) lies in the estimation of the last two terms in (42)), which can be estimated
as for p > 4,

[N4S]

B[] [ (X 2,856~ ) PYGOKE,) — GO aw ()
0

|

]

t
< B[ [ 1 - ¥NPIaee, ) - G )

t
< c/ E[| XY — YN|P)ds + Co%,
0

and
P
2

t
| [ 15¥ 0 ) PV, ) — GOr)) gas

|

t
< c/ E[| XY — YN|P)ds + C6%,
0

respectively, where the Hélder continuity of X}V, the Holder inequality, the Young inequality
and the Lipschitz condition of G are used. Hence, similar to the proof of , one can obtain

_1
that | XY = YN | oy < CAy? + 67, This finishes the proof. O

Note that the proof of Proposition [6.2] is not applicable for the case of d > 1 due to that
the Sobolev embedding H it E requires a higher space regularity. Hence other skills are
needed to obtain the regularity estimate of in E-norm. We leave this as the future
work and attempt to study it in the future.

7. NUMERICAL EXPERIMENTS

In this section, we present numerical experiments for the trace-class noise case and the
space-time white noise case to verify the previous theoretical results, respectively. Meanwhile,
some alternative choices of the adaptive timestep function are given.

Consider the following stochastic Allen—Cahn equation with the generalized Q-Wiener pro-
cess:

Bu — Py 4y — P+ Wi(t,z), te(0,1], ze(0,1),
u(0,2) = v/2sin(rz), 2z € (0,1), (43)
u(t,0) = u(t,1) =0, te(0,1].

For the trace-class noise case, we choose ) such that Qe; = Z.%ei, 1 > 1, which implies that
tr(Q) < oo and Assumption [2] holds for some 3 € [1,2]. For the space-time white noise case,
ie., Q=1d, Assumptionholds for B € (0, 3).

We are going to compare the performance of adaptive schemes with the scheme with a
uniform timestep. The scheme with a uniform timestep is chosen as the tamed exponential
integrator (TE), see e.g. [30]. In the following, error bounds are measured in root-mean-
square (RMS) sense at the end point 7' = 1, caused by spatio-temporal discretization. And
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the expectations are approximated by computing averages over 1000 samples. The infinite-
dimensional Hilbert space L?(0,1) is approximated through the finite-dimensional subspace
spanned by the first 2! eigenfunctions of the Laplacian, i.e., in the spectral Galerkin method,
we take N = 210, Since the exact solution cannot be given explicitly, we take the solution
generated by the same method with a timestep which is three times smaller as the reference
solution. Numerical experiments are tested by Matlab R2017a in MacBook Pro (13-inch,
2019, Two Thunderbolt 3 ports).
Besides , there are other choices for the backstop scheme ¥, for example, the nonlinearity-
truncated exponential integrator (see [2, Eq. (6)])
_ N N
U(z,h,y)=5"(h) (55 + hF (KU)X{||x|\<z18(O)§h71} + ?/>7 (44)
and the linear-implicit nonlinearity-truncated scheme (see [2, Eq. (7)])
_ Nipy—1 N

\I’(l’, h, y) = (Id —A h) <IL‘ + hF (:U)X{||I|\(zlg<o)§h_l} + y) (45)
Hence, for the coupled scheme , when the backstop scheme ¥ is chosen to be or ,
we get two coupled schemes denoted by (CAU 2) and (CAU 3), respectively. Similarly, for
the coupled scheme , when the backstop scheme ¥ is chosen to be , or , we
get three coupled schemes denoted by (CAU a), (CAU b) and (CAU c), respectively.

7.1. Trace-class noise. We show the experiment results for the trace-class noise case in this
subsection. For the trace-class noise case, the seven methods tested are: the scheme TE
which is with the uniform timestep, schemes (CAU 1)), (CAU 2), (CAU 3), (CAU a), (CAU
b) and (CAU c) which are with the adaptive timestep. Recall that 7° is the refined timestep
function controlled by the scalar parameter § € (0,1) and satisfies Assumption [5| We choose
the following two types of adaptive timestep functions:

type 1: X[ 405 s
(X)) = 6711(X) with 711 (X) = <2HF(X)H+18> )
4
2| X714 +0.01 |X]+0.2 \3
5 . . L
X) = 6m12(X) with 719(X) = : ,
i) = om0 with ma( ) mm{ 1116 + 0.01 (\F(X)H+0.8)
type 2:
2(X) = 67m1(X) with 791 (X) = SEET—]
TR W IF)+32)
4
5 . ) IIX]2+0.01 ( 1.1 )3
X) = 67p9(X) with 799(X) = : ;
5 (X) = 5722(X) with () mm{ux||%6+o.04 TFCO] £ 32

where 6 =274 1 =2,...,7. Here, 111, 701 are adaptive timestep functions for , (CAU
2) and (CAU 3), and 712, 722 are adaptive timestep functions for (CAU a), (CAU b) and (CAU
c). In type 1, we let La(w) = || X (w)|| + ¢ with X being the reference solution or numerical
solution, ¢ = 0.5 in 7'{5,1 and ¢ = 0.2 in TﬂQ, and Ly = 3. In type 2, we let Ly = 1.1 and
Lo = 2 independent of w. One can verify that the type I and type 2 timestep functions satisfy
Assumption

The comparisons of the seven schemes with type 1 and type 2 timestep functions are
presented in Figure [T] and Figure [2] respectively, where the left ones are about the RMS error
against the average number of timesteps, and the right ones are about the RMS error against
the CPU time. Recall and , and set T = 0.26, (1 = 3,90 = 1 and (o = 4 for type 1
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and type 2. The length of a timestep for TE is set by Tynin. From Figures [I] and 2, we observe
that the convergence orders in the temporal direction of these seven schemes are slightly bigger
than % As for the type 1 timestep function, for a given RMS error, we see from Figure (a)
that the adaptive schemes cost slightly fewer numbers of timesteps than TE which has the
uniform timestep. And we observe from Figure|l| (b) that the adaptive schemes cost less CPU
time than TE for a given RMS error. A similar phenomenon is observed from Figure 2 for
the type 2 timestep function. These mean that for the type 1 and type 2 timestep functions,
the adaptive schemes perform slightly better than TE which uses the uniform timestep.

4 Type 1
10 :
s g
5} S,
(%) 0 10
= =
[ [ CAU 1
—£—CAU 2
—%—CAU3
-©-CAUa
~<—CAUDb
CAUc
--TE
— — Order line of 1/2
10—3 i HERE) : fifi bl i
102 107 10° 10"
Number of timesteps CPU time
(A) timestep type 1 (B) timestep type 1

F1GURE 1. RMS error for numerical schemes with trace-class noise for type 1

Type 2

RMS error
5
%
RMS error
5
%

CAU 1 CAU 1
~5—CAU 2 ~P—CAU 2
—¥—CAU 3 —¥—CAU 3
—©—CAUa —©—CAUa
-4—-CAUb -<4—CAUb

CAU ¢ CAUc
=gTE =-TE
— — Order line of 1/2 — — Order line of 1/2

107

1073

10" 10? 10° 102 107 10° 10'
Number of timesteps CPU time
(A) timestep type 2 (B) timestep type 2

FIGURE 2. RMS error for numerical schemes with trace-class noise for type 2

CAU1 CAU2 CAU3 CAUa CAUDb CAUc TE
Typel 81.78 82.80 8283 77.66 77.00 86.08 93.52
Type2 76.84 82.74 7954 8729 88.75  86.55 93.52

TABLE 1. Time in seconds (§ = 27°)
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We list the CPU time costed by these schemes with the type i (i = 1,2, 3) timestep functions
in Table [1l Here, the uniform timestep is Tynin = 0.20 with 6 = 276, The critical parameter
for (CAU 1)-(CAU 3) i Tynin, and that for (CAU a)-(CAU c) is (|| X || + &) 7! with ¢ =
3,(o = 4,90 = 1. And 1000 realizations are calculated. It can be observed that the coupled
schemes are in a lower computational cost in terms of the CPU time compared with TE that
uses the uniform timestep. This can be explained by Figure [3| since coupled schemes like
(CAU 1) and (CAU c¢) use many large timesteps compared with the uniform timestep, which
may reduce the computational cost of the schemes.

7.2. Space-time white noise. We show the experiment results for the space-time white
noise case in this subsection. For the space-time white noise case, the four schemes tested are:
the scheme TE which is with the uniform timestep, schemes (CAU 1), (CAU 2) and (CAU
3) which are with the adaptive timestep. We choose the following adaptive timestep function
for the considered three adaptive schemes:

type 3:

1.1 3

72(X) = 0731 (X) with 731(X) = <HF(X)H+3) ,
where 9§ is the same as before. In this case, the type & timestep function can also be verified
to satisfy Assumption

For space-time white noise case, Figure [ shows the comparison of RMS error against the
number of timesteps and CPU time. It can be gained from Figure [ that the convergence
orders in the temporal direction of the four schemes are %. For a given RMS error, we see
from Figure {4] (a) that the adaptive schemes cost slightly fewer numbers of timesteps than
TE which uses the uniform timestep. And we observe from Figure [4] (b) that the adaptive
schemes cost less CPU time than TE for a given RMS error. The total time for these schemes
with type 8 timestep function is listed in Table [2] from which we can see that the coupled
schemes are in a lower computational cost in terms of the CPU time. These mean that for the
type 3 timestep function, the adaptive schemes still perform slightly better than TE which
uses the uniform timestep.

At the end of this section, we present the experiment result of the multiplicative noise
case in one dimensional case with the diffusion coefficient G(X)(z) = X(z) + 1,2 € O and
the trace-class operator @Q satisfying Qe; = Z.%ei,i > 1. Here, we only take type 1 timestep
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Type 3 Type 3
0.09 < 0.085 \
N 0.08 2 5
0.08 N 0.075
0.07 0.07
’ 0.065
5 0.06 5 0.06
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%) 1%}
= S 005
2005 . P
i 0.045
CAU1 » CAU1
0.041| 0.04 - \
~B>-CAU2 ~B-CAU 2 ?
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(A) timestep type 3 (B) timestep type 3

F1GURE 4. RMS error for numerical schemes with space-time white noise

CAU1 CAU2 CAU3 TE
Type 3 82.80 81.98 77.85 102.62

TABLE 2. Time in seconds (6 = 279)

functions as an example, which are taken as

4
5 _ |X[|+06 \3 5 e
TH(X)_5<||F(X)||—|—1.4 ,  Ti9(X) = dmin

Figure 5| shows the comparison of RMS error against the number of timesteps and CPU time,
which implies the convergence orders in the temporal direction of schemes are % For a given
RMS error, it can be observed that in Figure [5| (a), the adaptive schemes cost slightly fewer
number of timesteps than TE with the uniform timestep, and that in Figure (b), the adaptive
schemes cost less CPU time than TE. The total CPU time is listed in Table [3] from which we
can see that the coupled schemes are in a lower computational cost in terms of the CPU time.
These show the better performance of adaptive schemes for the multiplicative noise case.

2| X4, +0.01 ( IX] +0.3 >§
X% 4+ 0.01 "\ [[F(X)]| + 0.8

Type 1 Type 1

RMS error

CAU 1
> ~B>—CAU 2
~ —¥—CAU 3
002 -6-CAUa
-<&4—CAU b
CAUc
==-TE
— — Order line of 1/2

— — Order line of 1/2

107 10°
Number of timesteps CPU time

(A) timestep type 1 (B) timestep type 1

FiGURE 5. RMS error for numerical schemes of multiplicative noise case
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CAU1 CAU2 CAU3 CAUa CAUDb CAUc TE
Typel 48.88 49.68 55.21  54.61  55.55  54.75 97.26

TABLE 3. Time in seconds (6 = 279)

APPENDIX A. APPENDIX
Proof of Lemmal[{.1 (i) Let u =2, (u,¢e;)e;. Then the Holder inequality gives that

N
|AP PN S(t)u|| g = sup‘Ze MO (u, ei)ei(x )’ < C’Ze_’\it)\ﬂ(u,em
ze0 i—1

N 1 N 1
2p ,—2\it 3 2 2/d\2p —cti2/?\ 2 '
gc(E \e ) (§:|uez ) (E :1(1 )20¢ ) |

i=1 i=

By the monotonicity of the function y*/de—ct¥ 79wt y € (0,00), which takes the maximum
Vahille at the point y = (22)%2, and letting io := [(2)%?] with |-| being the floor function,
we have

0 2/d i0—1 y e’} y
. _oti2/d Apld —oti . _oti2/d . _oti2/d
Z Z4p/de cti _ ZOP/ e Cto + Z Z4p/d6 cti + Z Z4p/d€ cti
i=1 i=1 i=i0+1
2p\2p _ o o2/
( p) 0 _—2p + y4p/d6 cty dy
ct 0

<Clod)( o+ g [ 257 *Czd)<C’( (5 + )
> P, 120 t2p+% o z e 2 B P, 20 t2p+% )

where in the last step we have used the fact that [ 2 2p+5-leg—czdy = c_Qp_%I‘(Qp + 4) with

" being the Gamma function. Applying the inequality (a+ b)5 < az + b2 leads to the desired
result.
(74) By the Holder inequality, we obtain

N
| PN S(t )uHE—sup)Ze (u, e;)e;( )’ SC’Z@”‘”KU,@Z‘)I
i=1

< C(Z‘Te—zAit)\i—ﬂ>z(;/\f\(u, e )5 < c(/o 2p/de—cy2/dtdy>§Hqu

0 1
<Clp.ay(rs /0 PR 4z) < Clp, d)tE S ful,

where in the last step we have used the fact that [;° Pt lemerdy = cp_%l"(—p + %) for
p € [0,4). The proof is finished. O

Proof of Lemmal[{.9 By Lemma (ii) with p = 0 and the Sobolev embedding H' — L%(0),
we get

_d
Iz < C / (t—5) (L4 [TV P + 2N 0y)ds. (46)
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The Taylor formula, the Young inequality, the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality |u||zm o) <

C(Au]*[lull*=* + [ull 72 (o)) for u € H? with o = (7714772) € (0,1], m > 2, 2 > 0 imply that

t
IV = [ (= 20408 P + 20908, TEN @ + 2 )ds
0

t
—@—o [ 140 )Pas
0
t
00 [ (1410 Mo 1 + 1) + T IP I + 121 + 10217 s
t t P ¥
—(2—6)/0 HAviVHQdSJrC(G)/O <1+ (A2 o 1172 + o 1D U= 1E + 1) + o112 )15
12 + o)1) s
! Ny 2D Ny T N6 N6
<00 | (1+ Il UIET 1)+ 1ol1 + %) ds, (47)
where in the second step we use the fact that (Vo 3az(vY)?2Veu) <0, and in the third step

we take 1 = 4,19 = 2. Using the Taylor formula again, and combining @ and the Young
inequality give that

012 < =2 [ 190 Pas + 2t [ 1N Pas +2 [ 0, PN G
<oty [ o Pas+C [ (@ P+ 12 15)ds,

which yields that |[v]¥||> < Ce(2Lo+O)T f 1+2M%)ds due to the Gronwall inequality. This,
together with ( . leads to

) t t
sup (Ve[ < O sup o) [T 4 s+ [ [N s+ s o]
0<s< 0 0 0<s<t

0<s<t
<ol ([ariripas) =)

Plugging the above inequality into the right-hand side of , one has

t
¥l <€ [ (=5t I Ras + € sup Vo
_s_

Njw

] t 8=d g
<c [t ta s+ oo ([ i)
<cur [ (6= o) I + 1N IE)as)

where we have used the fact that %(% +1) <9 for d < 3. The proof is finished. O
Proof of Proposition[.3. First, define a sequence of non-increasing events as follows:

O = {weQ: sup (Tf)anxgj(w)nEg}, 0<t<T
je{ovlv"'vmt(w)}

with a > 0 being determined later. It is clear that xqo, € F;. Note that one can always choose
0 > 0 sufficiently small so that IP’({(TO) IXM e > 1}) < (T6)*E[|X{||g] < 1, and hence
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P(Qg) > 0, which implies Qg # (). Intuitively, Q; is the event that the F-norm of the numerical
solution can be bounded by timestep sizes with a certain order before time ¢ (including ¢).
We claim that

E XN Pl<cC T,Lq,L Aﬁng% X : PNX 48
[Xﬂt” t HE] = p, 4, L1, Lo, H HLQ(H), || 0|| La1(Q;HB)> H OHL‘H (OE) ( )
and

E [xogl| X{MIE] < C(p,T Tonins L1, L2, | A"T Q3 ||y ) 1 X0l oz 0 5 HPNX0||Lq2(Q;E))
(49)

with g1,q2 > 0 sufficiently large, whose proofs are given in Step 1 and Step 2, respectively.
Once we prove and , the proof of is finished due to the Minkowski inequality.

Step 1: Proof of .
Let

t t
zN = SN(t)PNX0+/ SN(t—th)FN(Xf:’ns)ds—/ SNt — s)FN(XN)ds + W (1),
0 0

where WY (t) := PNW4(t) with Wa(t) = [ S(t — tm,)dW(s). Then XY = [ SN(t -
S)FN(XM)yds 4+ ZN. Let XN := XN — ZtN It satlsﬁes

dXN = (-ANXN + FN(XN + zN))dt, t€ (0,77,
Xy =o.

Then applying Lemma yields that | X}V||g < Cfgt (1 +(t— s)*%\\Z£V||% + HZéVH?EZ)dS

This implies

125

N
. o+ |z HE) . m))ds‘

(51)

t
x| X el oy < € [ (1 (=)0 i

It follows from the definition of Zév that for 0 < s <'t,

x| 2 |z < 157 (s)PY Xol g + xe

/s SN(s —r)(FN(XY )= FN(XN))dr
0

E

+ X

/S(SN(S —tm,) — SN (s — r))FN(Xt]Z%)dr
0

=: ||S™ (s)PY Xo|| g + Lo(s) + Lu(s) + WA (5) | - (52)

Estimate of Iy. Since

WA ()
E

T

=SN(r— tmr)ngm + SN (r — tmu)FN(Xt]:’nu)du + W) = SN =t )WY (t,),
tm,.
(53)

and by the contractivity of the semigroup in E, i.e., [|S(t)ullg < ||lullg, (17), Assumption
and Lemma (13) with p = 0, we obtain

x| X e < xa, (1%, 1 +C / — ) HEN G ldu+ WY (0]l + WA (b, 1)

<o (IX2 I + CEp ) N+ WY )l + 1WA (b, ) 1)
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< xou (IX2 1 + CLa + WY ()l + 1WA (. )15 - (54)
We derive from — and — that for 5 € (0,2], 0 <r <t,

X IX;Y = Xi7 I < (S(r) = S(tm, ) PY Xoll + xa

/ S — tm ) FY (X )du
0

tom

= [ S, — ) EN O | + 1PN (Wa(r) — Wt )|

B
< (72)2[|PY Xolls + xa

tomr

S(tm, = i, )(S( = tm,) = T FN (XN )

bxa) [ 80—t )PV Jaul| + 1PV VA) = Waen, )]
tin,

tm
B r
< (=5 )5PY Xolls + Cxa, /O (. — tma) (78 ) F(XY ) du

+ Oxa, T, IF (X)) 4 [Walr) = Waltm,)]

MG Wa(r) — Waltm,
< (L) (e, ) (1 X + LA Wl )y (55)
()2
where 0 < € < 1, and in the last e < W <T(T7'+7.7) due

to and Assumption [f] We deduce from Lemma 1] (ii) with p =0, (7)), and (54)) that
$ d
1(s) < xa [ (s =P = PO, ) ar
* _d
< C(Ll)XQt/O (s =) 7T (1 + [ XVNE + X, IB)IXY — X3, lldr

8 _d
< Ok Lopva, [ (=)~ (1 10 U+ I () + IV e ) XY = X,

which together with leads to

Io(s) < C(L1, La)xo, /0 (s =) 78 (L4 XD % + WA () + 1WA (tn, ) %

[Wa(r) — Wa(t mr)H)
(r8,) "

my

5 _d
< CLa.Lo) [ (s =0+ IR OIE + W (1) 1B (14100 +

5 pAIng
()= (1+ 1 Xolls +

(m8,)%

uze

[Walr) - WA(mr)H) "

ﬁ/\l/\

where we have used the definition of €; and taken a € (0, 2). Taking LP(Q)-norm (p > 2)
on both sides of the above equation, and applying the MIDkOWSkI inequality and the Holder
inequality, we derive

(6o < (L. L) [ (s =) Y% + W2 ()1
LUAGEL AT

(73,)"%

X
L?(Q)

~dr.
L2P ()

1+ 1Xolls +
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BAL

Note that supycpor |42 Wa(t) |l p26(0;m) < C and imply the Holder continuity of W4
8A1
IWaGr) = Walt )l zas(eny < A% (S = tm) = 10) ey W (o)l iy

+ H /tm S(r — tmr)dW(u)‘

BA1L

~ B-1 1 § \BAL
L2 (9.H) SC(I),HA 2 QZHEQ(H))(TmT) z,

which combining properties of the conditional expectation gives

E[( IWa(r) - %(tmr)ll)%} _ E[E(IIWA(Z;)&— Walt, )7 7))

(o) 2 )2

_BAL o5 5 ~ B-1 1
= E[(5,) " TR (|Wa(r) = Waltm)|?| 7, )] < O3, 1A Q2 llyan).
Similar as the proof of , we have

sup E[|WA (1) ] < oc. (56)

0<t<T

Therefore, we arrive at

~ =1 1
S [ o(s)lzre) < C (B, T, L, Lo, [|A™2 Q2 o)) (1 + 1 Xoll sy ey )-

Estimate of I,. Applying Lemma (1) with p =1 — % — € =: pp and yields that for
0<s<t,

11(5) = XQ

/ AP SN (5 — 1) AP (SN (1 — tyy,) — IA)FN (X)) Ydr
0

E

< C(L)xa, /0 syt (s =)t (@, )+ X [

<L) /0 (s =y (s =m0 ar

where we have used the definition of {; and taken a € (0, &]. Therefore, we get supg< <, [[11(s)[| 15 () <
C(ﬁv Ta Ll)
BAING

Combining estimates of Iy and I;, and taking parameter o in ; as a = ag := (—=2 A

4—d
12

) — €, we derive that

sup | [xalZX 1| an ey + IPxe 122 18] ron ey |
s€[0,T

-1 1
< C(p7T7L17L2ﬂ HA 7 Q2 H[Zz(H)? HPNXOHL721’(Q;E)7 HXOHL144P(Q;HB))'
Then can be estimated as
S -1 1
el Ze],, g < O L Lo |4 Q2 |yt 1PN Kollramimy: 1 Xl pasoqo )

(57)

which leads to

el xis] g, < ol %05

ez

Lp(Q LP(Q)

B=1 1
< C(p7T7L17 Ly, HA 7 Q2 ”Ez(H)7 HPNXUHL72P(Q;E)7 HXOHL144P(Q;H5))'
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Step 2: Proof of . Recall that in Step 1 we take o = ap. Note that for 0 <t < T,
0 = 05, U (9, 0 {we: (@)X @l >1}).
Hence, by iteration,

XQg (w) = Xag,, (w) + XQtm, (w) - X{(T;;t)aonxgjnt ||E>1}(°J)

Z X0, (@) Xgrhyeo x ) >13 (@),

where xq, | :=1. Then for 0 g t < T, combining the Holder inequality yields

my
N
[XQCHXt Hp} = Z X ||%‘Xﬂtj,1 ‘X{(Tf)ao||X{;f||E>1}}

_my
=53 (xoy ., Xigrorgien) 150 1E)
>

1

- t
<E| sup (5)/0 XS Xt o o1y sl XY

Lo<t;<T T

< (B[ su ({5)3});’(153[/0}9%5—1 Nt i, o) (BN’

0<t; <T Tj

It can be shown that

(<[ e, (3)']) = 0 s~ o)
stisT

Notice that

E[Xﬂth,l X{(r8, )0 | XN, ||E>1}} =P ({w €y (T )NX) e > 1})
=P({weQixa, @IV s >1}).
Combining the Chebyshev inequality, the Holder inequality and Assumption [5] gives
P({weQixa, , - (7h)°IXY s >1}) (59)
3(p+1)
< E[(m @)X ls)

S
1 6(p+1)
2

et 1001 (o, 5]
C(p,T Tonin, L1, HA 3 Q2 HLQ(H) ||PNX0HLq %E)> |]Xo||L2q QHﬁ))(g?ﬁ(pH)

where we have utilized the fact that
6(p+1) N
E[xau,,,_ X0 1% | < (0.7 minins LA Q3 laqany 1PV Xollaeuy 1Ko pauqenn))
(60)

IN

with ¢ = 72 x 6(%;1). The proof of is a combination of and

Xths_l HXt]XLS ”E = XQt HSN(Tms_l)(Xgns_l + FN(Xt]:/vns_l)Tms_l + PNAWms_l) HE

mg—1
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1—4
e+ T, A IEXEY DI+ 1PN AW, 1)
e+ Lo + [|PNY AW, 1 || B).

< CXth (”Xt
< CXth _ (”Xt

mg—1
mg—1

It remains to estimate (E[HXgVH?] ) 5. For 0 <tm+1 < T and the fixed w € €, it follows from
Lemma [4.1] (#4) with p = 0 and the contractivity of the semigroup {S(¢),¢ > 0} in E that

le < IS(rm)Xe e + 1S () FY (X )l 2 + 18 (7,) PN AW |2
<X 5+ CER S NEC) + IWE (b 5+ 1WA ()l

H tm+1

< IPYXollp + €Y () HIFGEN + IWR (i)l + W5 (8)15).
=0

Similarly,
1XM1e < IXE Nle+ C(t = twm) =T FN ) + WY Bl + [WE (b | -
Hence, by Assumption [ we obtain

IXF e < IPYXolle + 03 (GO PG + IWX Olle + W 66
=0

This, together with implies that for 0 <t < T,
X ey < 1P Kooy + € | ) aamgey Lo+ I () aamgeny -+ WA ()l o).
It can be deduced from (7°)71 < 67 (7 + T)~F and (56) that

E[IXN%] < c(p,T Tnins Loy AT Q3 ey an) (IPY Xy +07). (61)

It follows from , and (61] . ) that
E[XQgHXtN 5] < OO0 (14 PV Xo By iy +077) < C
. . -1 1
with C' > 0 depending on p, T, L1, La, Tmin, [|A 2 Q2| £, ||PNX0||Lq(Q;E), ||X0||L2q(Q;H5).
Therefore, combining Step 1 and Step 2, we get

EXNP<C<TLL A% Xoll 0. )
Oiltlp [1X N2 p, T, L1, L2, Tmin, || Q2 | (e |l 0”L2q(Q;Hﬁ),||PNX0||‘£q(Q;E)

for some large q := q(p, B,d) > 0, which finishes the proof. O

Proof of Proposition[{.4 For the proof of the regularity (28), when 8 € (0,2), applying
and yields that
N Nus -1 1
sup || X | o018y < CA+ [ Xoll poquiey + sup XS [ 7an 0y + 1472 Q2| 2y m))-
0<t<T 0<s<T
And when g = 2, it follows from (2| . ., and the Holder inequality that

X2 | sy < 1 Xoll oz + C/ (6= ) 21X M (@ + XD 1B ooy ds + CIA2 Q7 | ey
<C@+ HXOHLP(Q;H2) + sup XY ||L2p(Q;H1) + sup XY ”L4P(Q;E))'
0<s<T 0<s<T

These, combining Proposition finish the proof of .
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For the proof of the Holder continuity (29), when v € (0, 8] with 8 € (0,2), or v € (0, 3)
with 8 = 2, we can deduce from —7 Proposition and that

18 8 by
I = X gy < 147 <SN<t—s>—Id>AzxéV||mH>+H ARV = )PV () as|

o[

t
B—x -2
<Ot =57 1 XN oy +C/ (b= tm,) "2 (14 [ X5, [Gon () )ds

)A%dW(s)‘

LrP(%;H)

(B=n1 (B=mA1L

+ O A" Q3 |y (75—5) <C(t-s) >

And when v = 8 = 2, it follows from (28) that | X}V — XéVHL,,(Q,HQ) < C. The proof is
finished. O

APPENDIX B. APPENDIX

Proof of the convergence of (CAU 1]). Based on the auxiliary process Y}V, the error can be
divided into the following terms,

1X) = X7V < 1X ) = PXX Oz + 1PVX () = V¥ @ + 1V = XV,
where terms || X (t) — PN X (t)|| 1o, and [|[PYX(t) — Y| 1o (o;1) have been estimated; see
B9- D).
For the estimate of the term || Y,V — X; N | L (; ), combining the differential form
A(XNM Zy Ny = AN (x N YN)dtJrSN(t—tmt)(FN(XN( DX, 50
FN XNv(l)
+ ( t’"f ) 5 }>dt — FN(X(t))dt
L [PV )72, e
with Tmm = 0Tmin, and applying the Taylor formula give
t
X0 =2 [ -y, AV v ))ds
0
t
+ 2/0 <XéV,(1) — YN, V(s - tms)FN(Xthlfl)) — FN(X (s ))>X{T‘5327mm}d8
f FN )
2 [ (0 yY SVt i~ P X)) <
0 < 1+ ||FN(X, ( )| > s <Tmin

mzn
t
= 2/ (XN _y N _ANXND Yy N)ds 4+ 2K () + 2Ko(t).
0
For the estimate of the term K7, by @ and the Young inequality, we have

t
Ki(t) = /0 (XN YN (SN (s — tm,) = T FN (X D))x s s yds

t
[0 -y PN OED) - PN s, s
0 S

t
[0 -y PN - PN, e,
0

ms="'min

Lr(Q;

H)

ds
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1 [ I
< (ot g) [ IXE0 =¥ Pas+ 5 [PV = PV s+ K0+ Kaa),
where

t
Kua(0) = [0 =¥ (%= ) TP G g s, 15

t
K a(t) = / O YN FNXE) = PN M)y s yds.
0 ms 2 Timin

We first show the estimate of the term K ;. For the case 8 = 1 or 8 = 2, similar to
the estimate of Ji 1, the term Kj; can be estimated as ||K1,1(t)||rr) < Cfg HXfV’(l) -
Y,,NH%QI,(Q;H)dr + C6P, t € [0,T). The proof is omitted.

For the case § € (0,1)U(1,2), we need to further split the term K ; into two parts, which
are denoted by K1 1,7 = 1,2, based on

X;W)—Y;V:/ (SN(s—tm VEN (x00) — V(s — 1) PN (X (r )))xw >p8 ydr

O mpr = "min
s FN(x)
+/ SN(s —tm,) — — SN (s =) FN(X(r) ) Xps s dr.
0 ( 1+ ||FN( N(l )H Trmin ) { 'é"T'< min}
Namely,
t s
Kl,l,l(t) ;:/O </O (SN(S —t )FN(XN (1)) SN( T)FN(X( )))X{Térszm}dr’
(SN(s—th)—Id)FN(XZVW:(l))>X{Ta o5 yds,
t s FN(X (1 ))
K t::/ / SNs—tmT by —SN(s—rVFN(X(r 25 g0 dr,
Y A o T AL S

(SN (s = tm,) — Id)FN<Xf,V,£§1))>X{T& >rd ;148

For the term Kj 11, it can be further split as

Kl,l,l(t)z/ /SNs—r)(SN(r—tmr)—Id)FN( X (s 5oy,

mpr="'min

(SN (s — tm,) — 1) FN (X ii“))>x{fs o5 ds

w80 - YO g
(SV(s = tm,) — TP ( 5?,;§1>>>x{75 278,108
/ 8% = (FY D)~ PO X, 20,0
(SN (s = tm,) = IO PN (X )xps s s = KL (0) + K214 (0) + K1, (0).

Similar to estimates of J| ; and J} |, terms K1 ; ; and K7 | | can be estimated as || K] ; 1 (£)|| Lr()+
IS 1 Olloey < C Jy 1150 = VN2, 60 dr + OXY + €8P for 8 € (0,1) U(1,2) and
t € [0,T]. The proof is omitted.
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For the term K7 | |, when 3 € (0,1), the estimate is still similar as J7 | and | KT | | (¢)| 2o (o)
C6%. And when § € (1,2), by the Taylor formula, and the fact that

IN

XN = X  = (N —tn,) — T X [ St ) (PG g ey
tm,

FN(XNv(l))

t"Lu

+ X du + / SN(r — tp, )dW (u),
Pt {780 <T7nzn "
1+ [FN (X WD)||78 -

we further split K %1 1 as

Klll

= [ A Y6 PN )~ TOXE g e

A5 (SN (s~ tm,) - Id)A%FN<XZV’<”>>x{Ts o5, s

t s _
_/ </ AT V(s — r)DF (XY / SN(r =t )(FN( PR PSSP
0 0 m’l‘ u="min
FN(XN7(1))
<thu)

timy

+ )
YNa X{r8, <70
1+ |[FN (X W))|78

mzn

dux s >q0 }dr,

mp ="'min

A’Q(SN(S—t )= I1)ATFN (XN e S yds

/ ([ 45876 = D) [ 8V =t )JAW @y 2oy
t T— miwn

mor

“3(SN (s — t,) — Id)A? N(XN())>X{75 oo yds

ms="min

/ / S™ (s = 1) Rr (X, ( ) XN(I))X{ws >79 }dr, (SN (s = tm,) — 1) FV(X, e ))>X{T‘5 >ro yds

mpr ='min mgs="min

=: Ill( )+IIQ( )+Ilg( )+II4(t).

Proofs of terms 111, 113, 114 are similar to those of 111, IT5, I14, and ||ﬁ1(t) HLp(Q)"‘”ﬁg(t) l r o)+

||ﬁ4(t>“Lp(Q) < C6P for 8 € (1,2). For the term 115, it follows from 2-@), (8., and Corollary
[4.5] that

BAOIE <cal+ﬁ// s— )

|F(X; )IIsz (uinydrds < C6°.

Hence, we get that for B € (0, 1)U (1,2), K71 1)l ey < Cs8, t € [0,T].
Similarly, the term K7 12 can be split as
tom

Ky12(t / /SN SN(T—trm)—Id)
1+ PN (X W)||78

(SN (s = tm,) — TOPN (XY )xps s 4ds

mg="min

t s
[ 8% =N D) = PN X)), rt 1
0 0 T man

r

X
L2r(Q)

(1+||X DIIEC )IIX{Ts >r

mz’n}

FN (XNv(]-))

X{r8, ,<7s }dT’,

min
mzn
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(SV(s — tn,) ~ I)FN (X N(l))>xw Sro yds

N
/ | s¥e N Lol <m£”>x "
T3 Tmin ?
L PN D (<)

N
(SN (s = tmn,) =T FN (XN )X g oo gds =5 Ky (0) + KT 15(0) + K3 15(0).

Terms K11,1,2, K12,1,2 can be estimated similarly to terms Kll 1, 1 and K12,1,1 —1—Ki171, respectively,
and we can get | K1, ()] o) + 1K2 1 5(8) | oy < C fy 1 X0 = YN|2,, 0. ds + CAY +

C6P for B € (0,1) U (1,2). Then we show the estlmate of the term Kil,?' By (2)-(3) and the
Young inequality, we arrive at for 8 € (0, 2),

¢ s HFN( N(l))H FN(X (1 ))
K3 ot ———/ / AgSN s—T Tmin e X{rs <-6 dr,

A3 (SN (s — b)) — 1) FN(X] ())>X{75 oo yds

mgs="'min

t S
_8 N,
< [ [ = 1P i P, vt
+ (5 =t )P IF GG )X g, sy |drds,

which gives || K} | o ()| o) < COP, t € [0,T).

Hence, we derive || K11(t)||Lrq) < Cfg HX,{V’(U - K,NH%QP(Q;H)dr + C’)\J_\/B +C8P, t€0,T]
for g € (0,2].

The estimate of K o is similar to that of J; 2, and we can obtain || K1 2(t)| r() < C fo ||X
Y200 0uryds + CAY + €8 for B € (0,2] and t € [0, T]. The proof is omltted.

Based on Corollary similarly to the estimate of the term K7 ;2 and [30, Theorem 4.12],
the term /3 can be estimated as | Ka(t)[| o) < C fy [ X" = VN2, 0,y ds + CAY’ +CO°
for € (0,2] and ¢ € [0,T]. The proof is omitted.

Therefore, combining estimates of terms K; and K5 yields

]

HXtN’(l) _YtNHi%(Q;H) < C / | - YNHsz s+ AY +56)

where p > 1 and the constant C' > 0 depends on p, T', Tynin, Lo, L1, L2, Xo, and HA%Q% | 2o (Y-
Recalling that Ay ~ NV _5, and applying the Gronwall inequality, we obtain

B 8
sup | XY — YN ooy < C(N™T 467), p > 1,

0<t<T
which combining — finishes the proof of (CAU 1J). U
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