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A NUMERICAL METHOD FOR A NONLOCAL DIFFUSION
EQUATION WITH ADDITIVE NOISE

GEORGI MEDVEDEV AND GIDEON SIMPSON

ABSTRACT. We consider a nonlocal evolution equation representing the
continuum limit of a large ensemble of interacting particles on graphs
forced by noise. The two principle ingredients of the continuum model
are a nonlocal term and Q-Wiener process describing the interactions
among the particles in the network and stochastic forcing respectively.
The network connectivity is given by a square integrable function called
a graphon.

We prove that the initial value problem for the continuum model is
well-posed. Further, we construct a semidiscrete (discrete in space and
continuous in time) and a fully discrete schemes for the nonlocal model.
The former is obtained by a discontinuous Galerkin method and the
latter is based on further discretizing time using the Euler-Maruyama
method. We prove convergence and estimate the rate of convergence in
each case. For the semidiscrete scheme, the rate of convergence estimate
is expressed in terms of the regularity of the graphon, Q-Wiener process,
and the initial data. We work in generalized Lipschitz spaces, which al-
lows to treat models with data of lower regularity. This is important for
applications as many interesting types of connectivity including small-
world and power-law are expressed by graphons that are not smooth.
The error analysis of the fully discrete scheme, on the other hand, re-
veals that for some models common in applied science, one has a higher
speed of convergence than that predicted by the standard estimates for
the Euler-Maruyama method. The rate of convergence analysis is sup-
plemented with detailed numerical experiments, which are consistent
with our analytical results.

As a by-product, this work presents a rigorous justification for taking
continuum limit for a large class of interacting dynamical systems on
graphs subject to noise.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. The model. In this work, we study an initial value problem (IVP) for
the following stochastically forced nonlocal evolution equation

(1.1a) du(t,z) = {f(t,u) + JK(w, y)S(u(t, ), u(t,y))dy} dt + dW(t, ),
(1.1b)  u(0,z) = g(x),

where u(t,z) is a real-valued process defined on [0,7] x I? with T > 0
being an arbitrary but fixed time horizon and I := [0, 1] throughout this
paper. The Gaussian process W(t,z) will be defined below. The domain
of integration on the right-hand side of is implicitly assumed to be
I?. The same convention will be used every time the spatial domain of
integration is not specified.

Equation is a phenomenological model of a continuous population
of interacting particles subject to stochastic forcing. Function f (¢, u(t,z))
defines the intrinsic dynamics of a given particle at point = € I¢ and time
t > 0, while the integral term on the right hand side of describes
the interaction with other particles in the population. Here, the function
S(u(t,x),u(t,y)) models pairwise interactions between particles located at
z € I? and y € I? and a measurable bounded K(z,y) describes spatial
connectivity between particles.

One way to arrive at a model of the form is from the continuum
limit of a dynamical system for a discrete population of interacting particles
[22,23]. The continuous Kuramoto model of coupled phase oscillators [16,21]
and neural fields 7] are two prominent examples of models of this type.
Another class of models leading to are nonlocal diffusion equations
[1] including nonlinear and fractional diffusion models [9,/10,[28]. Other
examples include models in population dynamics [4,5], swarming [24], and
peridynamics [11], to name a few.

We complete the formulation of by specifying assumptions on f, K,
and S. We assume that f : [0,7] x R — R satisfies a linear growth bound
and a Lipschitz condition:

(1.2a) |f(t, )
(1.2b) [f () = £t )]

with positive constants Ay, By, and Ly. S : R? — R also satisfies linear
growth and Lipschitz conditions

(1.3a) |S(u, v)
(1.3b) |S(u,v) — S(u',v')

N
n
4
W
2N
=
+
=
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Again, Ag, Bg, and Lg are positive constants. For the interaction kernel, it
will be necessary to assume both

(1.4a) K, = esssupJ|K(x,y)|2dy < 0,
xeld

(1.4b) Ky = esssupJ|K($,y)|2daz < 0.
yeld

Finally, we define W (t,z). Let Q be a positive self-adjoint trace class
operator on H := L?(I%). Let M\, k € N, denote the eigenvalues of Q ar-
ranged in the decreasing order, counting multiplicity, and let e € H be the
corresponding orthonormal eigenfunctions. Then W, a )-Wiener Gaussian
process is given via its Karhunen-Loéve expansion as

(L5) W(t,2) = 3 v Aver(@) Bilt

k=1
where the By (t),k € N, are independent Brownian motions.

1.2. The Galerkin approximation. We next introduce a continuous in
time Galerkin discretization of (I.1)). First, the domain V' = I is partitioned
as

VI = (21, Ty | X (Tip—1, Tip] X - X (@4,-1, Tiy ],

(16) i = (i1, i2,...,iq) € [n]%

where

(1.7) x; =ih, h=n"1 i€ {0,1,...,n}.
Next, the Galerkin basis is defined as

(1.8) H = (@), Te )Y, \2(@) = Ly (a),

where 14 is the indicator function of set A. Substituting
(1.9) W) = Y u ()X (@),
i€[n]?
into (1.1I)), and projecting with respect to L? onto H", we arrive that the
following semidiscrete IVP

(1.10a) du? = { tul) + B Z u?)}dt +dW
(1.10D) u?(0) = g%, i€ [n]?

where

(1.11a) K3 =172 [| Ky @ ) dody

(1.11b) W2 (t) = h (W (L, ), X,

(1.11c) gi = hd <g,X?>.
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Here, (-, ) stands for the inner product of H = L?*(I%). The double integral
in (T.11a)) is over I? x I%; again, unless otherwise indicated, such double
integrals will be over this set.

1.3. Organization and main results. We begin our study by establishing
well-posedness of the IVP (1.1). This is the content of Theorem and
subsequent results in Section [2| A fundamental challenge in studying
is that the nonlocal term does not introduce smoothing into the flow. This
is in contrast to, say, a stochastic semilinear heat equation, where the heat
kernel would provide such smoothing. Indeed, the lack of smoothing is what
precludes us from studying space-time white noise forcing in our framework.

After that we turn to the semidiscrete model , using it as a basis for
constructing a numerical schemes for the original IVP (1.1]). Theorem
establishes that for , as n — o0, we recover (1.1). To obtain rates of
convergence, it is necessary to make additional assumptions on the regularity
of the kernel K (z,y) and the process W. Following [14], we use generalized
Lipschitz spaces to measure the regularity of K and use the spectral prop-
erties of Q to classify the regularity of W to arrive at a rate of convergence,
with respect to n, in Theorem which appears in Section [

Section [5| contains our last analytical results. They concern the conver-
gence of the fully discretized problem, in both space and time, where Euler-
Maruyama time stepping is used. The key results appear in Theorem 5.1
and an improved estimate is given in Theorem for a key case of ,
with a trigonometric function for S. Both results establish strong, mean
square, convergence. The fully discrete problem is addressed by splitting
the error into a contribution from the spatial discretization of the associ-
ated time discretized problem and the contribution to the error due to the
time step in the spatially continuous problem. The analysis of the spatial
error in the time discretized problem is a natural extension of Theorem [£.2]
A classical analysis of Euler-Maruyama applies, but more effort is needed
to obtain the higher order convergence; again, there is a novel analytical
challenge due to the lack of smoothing in the model.

We verify the sharpness of our convergence results with numerical experi-
ments in Section [6] There, we run ensembles of independent trials for differ-
ent values of particle number n and time step At and confirm the predicted
scalings in n at fixed At and vice versa. These experiments also highlight
the transition between when the error is dominated by the deterministic
terms and when it is dominated by the stochastic term.

We conclude with a discussion in Section [7] reviewing our results and
highlighting open challenges. Additional computations are given in Appen-

dix [Al

1.4. Related work. This work is related to two lines of research. On the
one hand, there has been a recent effort in developing numerical methods
for nonlocal diffusion equations [2,3,12,25,26]. Our contribution to this re-
search is that first, we consider a stochastically forced problem; second, we
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work with kernels that may not have much more regularity beyond integra-
bility; and finally, our model has nonlinear diffusivity and, in this respect,
is a somewhat more general than a typical nonlocal diffusion equation. On
the other hand, the systems of SODEs like , may be viewed
as interacting diffusions on graphs [20]. A common framework for model-
ing interacting diffusions is based on the nonlinear process introduced by
Sznitman [27]. The evolution of each particle is described by an implicit
nonlinear diffusion equation, which in addition to the unknown state vari-
able involves its probability law (see, e.g., [20]). In practice, integrating such
systems also requires integrating a McKean-Vlasov PDE in addition to the
system of SODEs for individual particles. Our semidiscrete model ,
provides an alternative continuum model of interacting diffusions on
graphs. A central question in the theory of interacting diffusions is ana-
lytical description of the continuum (thermodynamic) limit for the system
as the number of particles tends to infinity. Theorems and justify
the nonlocal model , as a continuum limit for , in
the same way as [21, Theorem 3.1] justifies the continuum limit for models
without diffusion.

2. THE INITIAL VALUE PROBLEM

In this section, we formulate the IVP for the nonlocal diffusion model and
study its well-posedness.

2.1. Preliminaries. Let {F; < F,t > 0} be a normal filtration associated
with W(t) [17]. Further, let T > 0 be arbitrary, but fixed. For p > 2, we
define J#}, the space of H-valued predictable processesﬂ u(t), t € [0,T], such
that

(2.1) lll, = ess sup [[u(t)

l
te|0,T -

where [|ul[, := E[||u(t)||’]*/? and ||-| is the norm of H. For (L.1)), it is just
L2(19). (27, lI[l[, ) is a Banach space (cf. [17]).
2.2. Existence of solutions. We first prove existence for a more general

model and then specialize this result to (1.1)). While the proof is standard
(cf. [8,17]), we include it for completeness. Consider the equation

(2.2) du = N[t,uldt + dW, u(0) =¢,

where N[¢,e] : H — H for every t € [0,T] and & is Fp-measurable random

variable. This problem is posed on an an abstract separable Hilbert space,
H; for (T.1) H = L*(I?). Further, we assume

(2.3) IN[#, ul| < Ax + By |u]
(2.4) IN[t,u] — N[s,v]

1For the definition of a predictable process and other terminology used in the theory
of stochastic integration in Hilbert spaces, we refer to |17].
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for any u,v € H and t,s € [0,T].
A predictable process u(t),t € [0,T], is called a mild solution of ([2.2)) if

(2.5) u(t) =¢€ + Jo Nls,u(s)]ds + W (t)

holds for all ¢ € [0,T] a.s. and

(2.6) P (LT lu(t)]%dt < oo) ~1.

Theorem 2.1. Let £ € LP(Q, Fo,P;H) for some even p € N. Then there
exists a unique mild solution to (2.2) such that

(2.7) lellyr < G+ €l
where the constant C' depends on T', but not [|£]|,.

Proof of Theorem[2.1]. Let 7 = (Lx +1)71 and € € LP(Q, Fo, P; H), u € 7
and define

(2.8) Ju](t) =€+ JO N(s,u(s))ds + W(t), te|0,7].

We want to show that J is a contraction on 7. Since u(t) is a predictable

process then so is Sé N(s,u(s))ds and, consequently, J[u](¢) is predictable
too. By the triangle inequality and (2.3)), for ¢ € [0, 7], we have

L] O, < N, + L INCs, (), ds + W (@),

t
(2.9) < [I€lll, + L(AN + By |u(s)]l,)ds + tSl(l)p] W @ll,
e[0,
< l¢ll, + 7(An + Bn [[ull,.-) + ts%p] W @ll,-
€0,

Since W (t) is a Gaussian process with covariance operator tQ, we further
have (cf. [8])

(2.10) sup [|[W (), < /7 Tr Q.

te[0,7]
for some ¢, > 0. The combination of (2.9)) and (2.10)) yields
(2.11) Il - < €, + 7(An + Bw (lull, ;) + cpv/7Tr Q < 0.

Next, we demonstrate that J is a contraction:

9] (@) = Il @), < LT IN(s, u(s)) = N(s, v(s))l,

< jo Ly [lus) — o(s)|l, ds

< 7Ly [Ju =l - -
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On account of our choice of 7, by the Banach contraction mapping principle,
J has a unique fixed point in #”. This yields a unique mild solution of the
initial value problem on [0,7]. Using u(7) as the initial condition,
the local solution can be further extended to [0,27] and by repeating this
argument again and again, it is extended eventually to [0,7"]. Thus, we have
constructed a unique mild solution in #7. Finally, follows from
and Gronwall’s inequality. O

In addition, we immediately have continuous dependence upon the data
and continuity in time:

Corollary 2.2. Under the same assumptions as Theorem [2.1] the solution
depends continuously on initial data

(2.12) llu(t) =o' ) lpr < 1€ =€l
for any &,& € L2(Q, Fo,P; H).
Proof. To show (2.12)) note

lu(t) =o' @)l < 1€ = &llp + fo IN[s, u(s)] = N[s,u'(s)] llds

t
<l =€+ L | ute) = /(o) s
The Gronwall inequality yields (2.12]). O

Corollary 2.3. Under the same assumptions as Theorem [2.1] the solution
s continuous in time for any p = 2:

(2.13) lu(®) = u(s)ll, < /1t = sl.

Proof.

t
lu(t) = u(s)ll, < f INCr, w(r)l,, dr + [[W(E) = W(s)ll,

t
< f (Aw + By [lu(n)ll,)dr + cpr/Tr QI — 3]

S

< (An + By lull, 7)It = 5] + cp/Tr Qt — 5|
< ((Aw + By lull, )VT + 6/ TrQ) /6 =

for any 0 < s <t < T. Consequently, E[|u(t) — u(s)|"] < |t — s|P/2.
O

2.3. Well-Posedness of the nonlocal evolution equation. We now
prove well-posedness of our model, (1.1)).

Theorem 2.4. The IVP for (1.1)) subject to (L.2a)), (1.2b]), (1.3al), (L.3b)),
(1.4) and given initial condition in LP(Q, Fo,P;H) for even p = 2 has a
unique mild solution. It depends continuously upon the data and is contin-
uous in time, as in Corollaries[2.9 and [2.5
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Note that for the existence of the solution to ([1.1)), we do not require the
Lipschitz continuity with respect to ¢ in (1.2b)). We will require this later
for convergence of the time discretized problem.

Proof. Tt is sufficient to verify the conditions of Theorem [2.1] for

(2.14) N[t,u] = f(t,u) + K[u],
where K : H — H is defined by
(2.15) K{ul(@) = [ K(e.9)S(u(e). u(v))dy,

We then proceed in the following steps:
1. First, note that (1.2a]), (1.2b)), and (1.3a)), (1.3b)) imply

(2.16a) [ £t )l acray < Ag + Byllull agra

(2.16b) |f(tu) = f(t )| oy < Lfllu = | pagray

(2.16¢) IS, v)| pagraxay < As + Bs(|ullpo(zay + [0l Laray)
(2.16d) [S(u,v) = S, 0" pa(rax sy < Ls(|u — v pagray + v =0 agay)

for any u,v € LI(I%),q € [1,0]. In addition, if By = 0, then for p €
[1,00), f(t,-) + LI(I?) — LO(IY), with | f(t, )] e < Ay, Likewise,
if Bs = 0, for ¢ € [1,0), S(-,-) : LI(I%) x LI(I%) — L*(I? x I?), with
IS (u,v) |z < As.

2. Next, we show

(2.17) IK[w]lL2(re)

(2.18) IK[u] = K[v]]z2(a)
for some nonnegative Ag, Bx and Ck and all u,v € L>(I%). If we can

obtain these results, we are done.
3. To this end, note

KL, < [ { [ 156G |s<u<x>,u<y>>|dy}2dx

< AK +BKHUHL2(1‘1)>
< Lic|Ju = vl 274y

2
< [{[ i@l s + Bstuta)l + Bsfuthay | as
2 2 2 2 2
<3 [[ 1K (@) P43 + Bu(@)? + Bsluly))dody
2 2 2 2 2
< B K s 10,10, + 385 esssup [ [K () Pyl

+ 3B?g ess sup J | K (, y)|2d$H“H2L2(Id)
Yy

Since
I By < esssup [ K () Py < o
X

(2.17) holds.
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4. For (2.18),
|Kwy—me;U%<L%f{fmmawumm>—mw«+mw>—wwu@f¢r
<22 [ [ 1K (w,)(ule) — o) + Juty) ~ o(0) Py
< 203 esssup [ 1K (o) Py -+ esssup [ 1) Pl = ol
O

3. CONVERGENCE OF THE GALERKIN SCHEME

In this section, we study convergence of the Galerkin scheme in L?(Q, F,P; L?(1%))
with the associated mean square norm, [|e||,. We will also make use of the
space time norm in the case p = 2. Additionally, we will assume that
our interaction function, .S, is bounded, which is to say Bg = 0 in .
Let P,, denote an L% projector from H onto H", where H" is defined by
. Our main result of this section is:

Theorem 3.1. Let u(t,x) stand for the solution of the IVP for subject
to the initial condition u(0,-) = g € H and let u™(t,z) stand for the solution
of the finite—dimensional problem subject to u™(0,-) = Ppg. Also
assume that the interaction term S has Bg = 0 in . Then

(3.1) Jim lu =y 7 = 0.

For simplicity, we have taken the initial condition to be deterministic.
The proof of the theorem relies on the following two lemmas.

Lemma 3.2. There is a positive constant C = C(Ag, Ly, Lg, K1,T) such
that

llu = tnllyzr < C (1T = Pr)gl + (X = POVE | 2(gaegoy + 1T = Pu) Wl )

where Pg) and P%Q) stand for L?-projectors of L*(I*?) onto H" @ H and
HRH" respectively, i.e.,

<<I - P%”) K(y),x§) =0 yellae., i€ [n],
<<I - Pff)) K(z,)),xi)=0 =ze Iae., ie[n]h

Lemma 3.3.
Tim [T~ P) W,z = 0.

Proof of Theorem [3.1. For any g € L*(I%), we have lim,,_,o |(I—Py,)g| =0
(cf. |6, Proposition 2.6]). Thus, Theorem follows from Lemmas and
3. (|
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Proof of Lemma[3-4 Mild solutions of the IVP for and satisfy
(3.2) u(t,z) = g(x f {F(s,u(s, ) + K[u(s, )] (x)}ds + W (t, z)

(3.3) u"(t,x) = g" J{f s,u”(s, ) + K"[u" (s, )](z)}ds + W"(t,2),
where

(3.4) K"[v(-)](x) = JK"(w,y)S (v(z),v(y)) dy,

and K" = P, K is the L?>(I? x I?) projection of K with coefficients as in
(1.11a)). Our proof then proceeds with the following steps.

1. Subtracting (3.3]) from (3.2]) and using the triangle inequality,

(3.5)
A" () = [Ju(t, ) —u"(t,)ll,

<lg—g"l+ JO (£ (s, uls,-)) = fs,u(s,-))2

+ 1K us, )] = K[u"(s, )l + [[K[u" (s, )] = K*[u"(s,)]ll) ds
+HW(E, ) =W, )l -

2. By (L.2b),

(3.6) £ (s, )) = £(5,07(5, Dl < LrA™(s).
Using (|1.3b)), (1.4) and Jensen inequality, we have

(3.7)

K u(s, )] — K[u"(s, )]|I2

2
_E U ( | #0) 15(uts.2),uts.0)) = S (5,207 5.0) dy) dw]
< I [ | K o)E (lu(s.0) — o . 0)] + Ju(s.9) — (s, dady
< 2LB(K + o) [Ju(s, ) — u(s, )[|2.
The constants, K;, were defined in . Thus,

(3.8) K [u(s, )] = K[u"(s,)]ll; < v2(Ky + K2)LsA™(s

3. We next need the following observation. If ¢ € H™ then

S(6(x),¢(-) e H* Vel
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and

K[6()](x) = j (Po)(2,9)S (8(x), 6(1)) dy
_ j PPV ) (x,9)S (9(x). d(y)) dy

- [POR) .S (@), 6(w) .
In particular,
(3.9) K"[u"(t,)](z) = J(PS)K)(%Z/)S (u"(t, ), u"(t,y)) dy.

4. Using (3.9) and |S| < Ag, we have
(3.10) I [ (s, )] = K" [u"(s,)]lly < As| (I =PI K| 2(gay ay.
5. Plugging (3.6)), (3.8)), and (3.10) into (3.5) and using Gronwall’s inequality,

we obtain

sup A™(T) < V2ESKHLDT (|(1 - P,,)g|
te[0,T]

FT AT = POVK] pogascray + 1T = Po)Wlar) -

Proof of Lemma[3.3. We begin by calculating
(X =P)W (D)5 = E[IW(t,)[*] = 2E[CW (¢, -), PuW (£, -))] + E[[P.W (2, )]
= E[|W(t,)|*] - E[|P, W (t,-)|*]
=(TrQ - 3, 7@ X))
ig[n]d
Denote the error term

A" =TrQ — Z h¢ <Qx?,x?>

ie[n]d

1. Expanding the x; functions in terms of the eigenfunctions of Q,

0
3 QxE ) = Y Qerrery Y. O eny’
ie[n]d k=1 ie[n]d
SO
0 9 0
(3.11) A" = Y (1= D T OderyT) = D) Ml Prexl”.
k=1 ie[n]d k=1

As the projection operator is orthogonal and the e are orthonormal,
[Prer| < 1.
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2. Next, let € > 0 be arbitrary but fixed. Since Q is trace class, there is
m = m(e) € N such that

6]
€
(3.12) 0< > A< 5
k=m+1
Therefore,
(3.13) A" < S 4 Tr Q max |[Pley|%
2 ke[m]

3. As n — o0, we are assured that |[Pley| — 0 (cf. [6, Proposition 2.6]).
Choosing n; = nji(e,m) € N large enough, we have, that for all &k < m
and n > n

€

™Q
The combination of (3.13]) and (3.14)) proves that A™ — 0.

(3.14) IPrex] <

4. THE RATE OF CONVERGENCE

To quantify the rate of convergence in Theorem we need to impose
additional regularity assumptions on the initial data, the kernel K, and the
covariance operator Q. The regularity is well described by Lipschitz spaces,
which we define following |14].

Definition 4.1. For ¢ € LP(I%), p > 1,

wp(@,0) = sup [p(e +h) — p(e)| Lo(sa ra), 0 >0,
|h|<8
(4.1)
If={zeR: 24+ hell,

is called the LP-modulus of continuity of ¢. For a € (0,1], the Lipschitz
space Lip (a,LP(Id)) is defined as follows
Lip (a,Lp(Id)> - {qs e LP(IY) : 3C > 01 wy(e,d) < 05“},

(4.2) _ Y
|#]p,0 = hr;l Sélp5 wp(9,9).

We are now ready to state the main result of this section.

Theorem 4.2. In addition to the assumptions of Theorem[3.1], let A\g, k € N
be the eigenvalues of Q arranged in the decreasing order counting multiplicity
and ey, € L*(I?) be the corresponding normalized eigenfunctions. Let g €
Lip (o, L*(I%)) and K € Lip (8, L*(I? x I?)) for some «, B € (0,1]. Then

(4.3) [luw—u"[llr < Cmax {n_a, n=b, \I'(n)} ,
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where

(4.4) ‘lf(n)‘l'(n;Q)J glng{f] Aewa(er,n D)2 + ) Ak}
k=1

k=m+1

where the eigenvalues A\, and eigenfunctions ey are those of Q and C > 0
is independent of n.

The proof of Theorem [£.2] relies on the following lemma.
Lemma 4.3 (cf. [14]). Let ¢ € LP(I%), p = 1, and let ¢,, = Pp¢. Then
lé— ¢nHLP(Id) < Cuwp(, \/an—l)’

where C depends on d but not on ¢ or n.
In particular, if ¢ € Lip (a, L2(Id)), a€ (0,1],

(4.5) |9 = bnlLogay < Cn~°.

Remark 4.4. Equation[].5 with o = 1 yields the convergence rate for Lip-
schitz continuous functions.

Proof of Lemma[].3 We include a short proof adapted from [13, Theo-
rem 5|. Using Jensen’s inequality and Fubini’s theorem, we have

6= 6ultpun = X |
ie[n]d V5

<nt [2] | @ = o dsae

= J J [¢(x) — d(2 + y)I" 11a(z + y)dyda
ie%:]d B g, -1 ={ly|<Vdn=1}

p
dx

d — z z
n j (6(z) — p(2))d

K3

— nd f f 16(z) — bz + 9)P Lya(z + y)dady
B g, -1 JI

< wh(, Vdn™")[B g, 1|n"
d)d/2
= CwP(¢p,Vdn™), C=0C(d):=|B ; _ nd:L.
where B, /1| stands for the volume of the hypersphere B .. O

Example 4.5. Let Q = (—A)™! and d = 1. Then Ay = (7k)™? and e} =
ﬁsin(ﬂkx). By a direct application of the mean value theorem,

1
L (sin (wk(z + h)) — sin (rkz))? dz

— Jl (cos(z(z))mkh)? dx < (mkh)?
0
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Thus, we(eg,h) < wkh. Consequently, by optimizing over m, ¥(n) =
O(n=1/2).

Proof of Theorem[{.2 By Lemma
g < Cmae (L= Pagl, T~ POV ey, 1T~ Pa)W )

First, by Lemma [(I-Pn)g| < n . Next, since we can write P,, =
P@PW) | where the projectors are over L?(I¢ x I?%) and P,, is the projector
in both z and y,

IPnK | 12(gax ey < HPS)KHLQ(Ided)'
Next, note that

I =PV G gy = 1K 2o ray = PO K paracray

<K 72 paxgay = IPoE T gax ray = 11 = Pu) K [72(7ax 1ay.

Consequently, we can apply Lemma again, now over L2(I dx T d) =
L?(1?%) | to conclude ||(I — Pg))KHLz(IdX[d) <sn P

It remains to estimate [[(I —P,)W||,. From the proof of Theorem [3.1
it follows that

oo
I =POW[3, <T Y AlPLeg? = . (ct. @IT)).
k=1

As in the proof of Theorem [3.1, we decompose the sum above into two
contributions:

m o0
(4.6) D= ) MlPrerl®+ D0 N[ Prre]?
k=1 k=m+1

Ezm EZm

where m € N is to be determined. Again, since the e, are orthonormal and
P# is an orthogonal projector,

[00]
(4.7) Y < Z e < TrQ < oo.
k=m+1

On the other hand, using Lemma 4.3

(4.8) S < mmax Mg |Piex|* < Cm max wo(ey, Vdn™1)2.
’ ke[m] ke[m]

The combination of (4.6]), (4.7) and (4.8]) completes the proof. O
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5. FULLY DISCRETE ANALYSIS

Convergence of the semidiscrete problem is interesting in its own right,
as we may be interested in the relationship between a discrete system of
particles and its continuum limit (cf. [21]). For numerical integration of
in practice, we must introduce a temporal discretization. In this section, we
analyze that contribution to the error.

The full discretization of with Euler-Maruyama time stepping is

(5.1a) u L = R (g, u )AL+ KR AL+ AR
where u™F is our approximation of the solution in the Galerkin space H™ at

time t. K" is defined as in (3.4), and
(5.2) AW™FL = PYW (ty1) — W (ty)) = WHFHL b

is the increment in the Gaussian process within the subspace. Iterating,

k—1 k-1 k-1
uk =m0 4 Z Atf(t,u"’j) + Z AtK”[u”’j] + Z AW™I,
j=0

=0 j=0

(5.3)
k—1 k—1
= ™0 4 Z Atf(t,u™) + Z AtK"[u™] + W™F,
7=0 J=0
Our goal is to obtain a convergence rate, with respect to both n, the
spatial mesh, and At, the time step, for the error

(5.4) A" = lu(ty) — u™" |2
along with the max error,
(5.5) max A™F
k<M
We will assume that the time steps are chosen such that
(5.6) M= % eN.

Throughout, n will be used to denote spatial discretization, while j and
k, will indicate the associated time, t; = jAt. As we noted after stating
Theorem we will now make use of the Lipschitz continuity with respect
to t in assumption .

To better analyze time and spatial discretization error, we break the prob-
lem of estimating into two intermediate problems, one addressing only
spatial error and another addressing only time error:

k k k k
(5.7) A< lulty) = u®llg + Jlu” — a™]s

Y R
— Ak n,k
=Ak N

The term A,’f accounts for only time discretization and Aﬁ’k accounts for
space discretization. The time step At is still present in Ag’k, but the error
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with respect to m is uniform over At € (0,Aty) for any fixed Aty > 0.
Decomposition (5.7)) introduces a new quantity, «*, which corresponds to
the discretization of (1.1)) only in time,

Pt = P 4 f(tg, uF) At + K[uF] AL + AR
(5.8) 0
u =g
For analysis, it is helpful to represent the exact solution as
tj+1 J+1

k—1 k—1 ¢
(5.9)  wu(ty) =g+ Z f f(s,u(s)ds + Z f Klu(s)]ds + W (tg),
j=07t j=0"t

J

along with its time discretization, (5.8]),
k—1 k=l '
(5.10) ub =0 + EAtf(t,uj)—l— Z AtK[u!] + WF.
j=0 j=0
The main results of this section is:

Theorem 5.1. Under the same assumptions as those of Theorem[].2

max llu(te) — u™Fle < max{n=,n"? U(n)} + VAL

where U is defined in (4.4]).

Proof. Using (5.7)) along with Corollary and Corollary we have our
result. (]

An improvement to this, with O(At) error, for the particular case of (1.1)),
where S is a trigonometric function, is presented in Section

5.1. Spatial error of the discrete in time problem. As a corollary to
Theorems [4.2], we have

Corollary 5.2. Under the assumptions of Theorems [[.3, fixing Aty > 0,
for all At € (0, Aty),

o < max{n~%n"", U(n)}.

max [k — um*

The implicit constant in the above error bound depends upon Aty but
not At, so the result is uniform for all At sufficiently small.

Proof. The proof is established by reformulating Lemma [3.2] for discrete
sums in place of time integrals. We begin with the computation

k—1
l2 < 1@ =Pro)gll + At Y (1 f(t5.0) = f(tg, ™)z

J=0

AL = [k — un

k—1
+ At Y K] = K [u™ [z + [T = Po) W (t)]2
§=0
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For the self interaction summand, by our assumptions on f,
£ty w?) = f(tj,u™)l2 < Lyllw? —u™ |2 = LyAR.
For the nonlocal summand, in the case that K € Llp(ﬁ, L2(1%9)),
IK[w'] = K" [u"][l2 < LiARY + As| (I~ Py) K|
S AM 4P,
Finally, as in the proof of Theorem
(X =P")W (tp)ll2 < ¥(n).

Next, since

A = Jlu — "

= [T=Pn)g| < n™*,
and
k—1 k—1
AR <7 4 AL YA + AL Y 0P + T (n)
J=0 Jj=0
k—1
< max{n~% n7% U(n)} + At Z AT
j=0
we can apply apply a discrete Gronwall equality to obtain
AR < max{n=% n78 W(n)}e

This completes the result.
O

5.2. Time stepping error. To unify our analysis of the time stepping
error, we return to the generic form (2.2)), and compare

+1
(5.11) u(ty) —g—i—ZJJ N[s, u(s)]ds + W (ty)
k—1 )
(5.12) uf = u® + Y N[ty Wl ]At + WF
§=0

This amounts to the Euler-Maruyama discretization, which is known to have
a strong order of convergence of 1/2. We will establish a convergence result

for (5.12)), and then verify f, K, and S in ((1.1)) satisfy the assumptions, as
in the proof of Theorem In place of (2.4)), we will need the stronger

assumption
(5.13) IN[t, u] = N[s,v]| < Ly ([t = s[ + [lu—v]).
Theorem 5.3. Under the assumptions of Theoremm and (5.13)), for At >

0, the time discretization error satisfies

max [Ju(ty) — u*[|2 < VAL

An immediate consequence of this is the result for ([1.1)),
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Corollary 5.4. Under the assumptions of Theorem for At > 0, the
time discretization error satisfies

ma Ju(ty) — w2 < VAT
We include a proof of Theorem which is standard, for completeness.

Proof of Theorem [5.3. Letting AF = ||u(ty) — u¥||2, our first estimate is
tj+1 .
Zf IN[s, u(s)] — Nt ds
By our assumptions and Theorem
IINEs, u(s)] = N[t w2 < [s = t5] + [Ju(s) — w2
< [s = t5] + lluts) = ulty) |2 + A7

g‘s—tj‘+q/|8—tj|+Ai.
Jj+1
Zf s —t5] + |s —t;] + A

< ZAt3/2+At2+AtN < VA +AtZN
j=0 7=0

Since u® = u(0), AY = 0, by discrete Gronwall,
AF < VAt

This completes the result. O

Consequently,

5.3. Improved convergence estimates. Higher order convergence in time
can be achieved in certain special, but important cases. This is a conse-
quence of our problem having only additive noise and the interaction term
in the classical Kuramoto being a trigonometric function. For additive noise,
Euler-Maruyama is exactly Milstein’s method which has strong first order
convergence, provided the drift term is sufficiently smooth, [15,(19]. We are
able to prove:

Theorem 5.5. Under the same assumptions as in Theorem [{.3, if, in ad-
dition, f =0 and S(u,v) = sin(2w(u — v)), then

e Ju(ti) — u"¥l; < max{n~®, 08, W(n)} + At

where U is defined in (4.4]).

Proof. This follows from ([5.7), the previously stated Corollary and
Corollary which is presented below. O
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This result is rather specialized to the sin function, though it can be gen-
eralized to other such trigonometric functions and their linear combinations.
However, it reveals a fundamental challenge to studying owing to the
lack of smoothing.

For equations with additive noise, to obtain the higher order in time
result, one typically assumes at most linear bounds with respect to v on the
first and second variations of N[t,e] : H — H, as in [18,[19,29]. That is to
say, it is assumed

IDN[E, u] |32 < [ul-
The higher order convergence result is then obtained by performing a Taylor
expansion in the nonlinearity, using such assumed bounds on the variational

derivatives. Here, there is an obstacle in even defining the variational deriva-
tives. Consider the case of

N[t, u](x) = j K () sin(u(z) — u(y))dy

By Taylor’s theorem with remainder,
1
sin(u + du) = sin(u) + cos(u)ou — J (1 — \)sin(u + Aou)du>d.
0

Consequently,
N[t,u + du] = N[t,u] + fK(x, y) cos(u(x) — u(y))(du(z) — du(y))dy

1
- f K(z.y) fo (1 - \)sin(u(z) — uly) + A(Bu(z) — 6u(y))) (Fu(z) — su(y))*dA

To justify that the first variational derivative is
DN[uldu = [ K (z.y) cos(u(e) ~ u(y)) (6u(a)  duly))dy

we would need to show that the quadratic term is o([|éul|?,). But the second
order term in the expansion includes expressions like

1
{jK(az, Y) L (1 = A)sin(u(z) — u(y) + AM(du(z) — 5u(y)))dyd)\} (du(z))?.

This necessitates du € L*(I¢), but our solutions, in the spatial variable, are
only in # = L?(I%). Thus, the standard approach, via variational derivatives
will not work here.

A sufficient condition on the nonlinearity to obtain the Milstein rate of
convergence is the following:

Proposition 5.6. Under the same assumptions of Theorem and (5.13)),
assume, also, that for any partition 0 = tg < t1 < ...ty = T, there exists
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a constant C', uniform over the partition, and H valued functions a; and 3;

such that for s € [t;,tj41]
N[tj, u(s)] = N[tj, u(ty)] = a;(
llaj(s)lly < Cs =)
Cm’ E[ﬂj(s) ’ Ft ]

s) + Bj(s),

185(s)lly <
Then for all At > 0,

max Ju(t) — ul> < At

This avoids the need to directly manage the problematic variational deriva-

tives of the drift term.

Corollary 5.7. For (1.1, in the case that f =0 and S(u,v) = sin(27(u —
v)) the assumptions of Theorems and [5.6) are satisfied with N[t, u(t)] =
K{[u(t)]. For this model, we have O(At) convergence under an Euler-Maruyama

discretization.

Proof of Corollary[5.7. This follows from Proposition once the condi-
tions are verified on the nonlinearity. This is a somewhat technical proof
which we omit from the main text. See Proposition in the appendix for

the full details.

O

Proof of Proposition[5.6. 1. As in the case of proof of Theorem[5.3] we begin

with
k=1 rtiy
AF = N[s,u(s)] — N[t;,u']ds
j=0"t; 9
k=1 rtj k=1 otjiq
< N[s,u(s)] — N[¢t;,u(s)]ds|| + Nt;j, u(s)] — N[t;,u(t;)]ds
j=0"" g =0 5
1 1
k=1 ot .
+ \ N[tj,u(tj)] —N[tj,uj]ds

Jj=0 2

111
Each of the three terms will be treated separately.

2. First, by (5.13)),
[

INTs, u(s)] =

sZAﬂsAt

N[5, u(s)]lll, ds <

tj+1
Z J (s —tj)ds
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3. Next,

ey J NIttt )]~ Nlt )] ds
7=0

k—1 k—1
<Y J Ly [Julty) — ], ds < AL Y A
P P

4. Finally,

lil ft.jJrl ﬁj(s)ds

7=0 tj

Zf las ()l ds +

By our assumptions,

2

ti+1

k—1 tj+1 k—1
S [ s <o X [T - s <
j=0"% j=0"%

For the other term,

k=1 ctjpq 2 k-1 ti1 2
Z j Bj(s)ds|| = Z Bj(s)ds
j=0"ti 5 j=0 N

J
tz+1 t]‘+1
+ QZE [< Bi(s)ds Bj(s)ds>]
1<j % t;
Conditioning on F,

; [<Jt+ B"(S)d"’“ tvm Bj(S)ds>]
-k [ [<J it+1 Buls ]+1 5J(S)d8> | ]—“tj”
=F [< tvl+1 Bi(s)ds ’Lm E[B;(s) | ]—“tj]ds>] —0

For the remaining terms, applying Jensen and our assumption,

tj+1
| s L 18,5) 13 ds

J J

t]-{—l
j s — tj

< Y AL < AP

k—1

J=0

ol M
|
— O

> .
|l
=

<.
Il
o
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5. Combining all of our estimates on I, I1, and I11,
k=1
AF S AL+ ALY A
j=0

As AY = 0, by the discrete Gronwall inequality,

completing the proof

6. NUMERICAL EXAMPLES

In this section we present numerical experiments to demonstrate our con-
vergence results. While our time stepping error, from Theorem [5.7], appears
to be sharp, there appears to be opportunity to refine the spatial error given

in Theorems and
As a test problem, we consider the problem in d = 1

(6.1) du = f K (x, y) sin(27 (u(z) — u(y)))dydt + dW

and

(6.2a) A, = {(a;,y) € [0, 1]2 | min{|z —y|,1 — |z —y|} < 7’}
(62b) K([B, y) = 1A7» (.T}, y)

As an initial condition, we take
(6.3) up(x) = z(1 —z).

The stochastic process W has Q = (—d?/dz?)~*/? with periodic boundary
conditions. The parameter s > 1 ensures that Q is trace class on H.

For such a process, since the initial condition is continuous, we can take
a =1 (where « is given in Theorem . For a piecewise constant interac-
tion kernel function, S = 1/2 (see [14]). Lastly, for Q, since the eigenfunc-
tions e are trigonometric functions, as in the case of Example we will
have that wa(er,n™!) < k/n, and the eigenvalues scale as A\, ~ k=% with
s > 1. Then, as in Example allows us to conclude that

U(n) < inf{gik23+ i ks}
\m "=

k=m+1

S\i%f{ng i k2—s +m1_5}

k=1
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For s > 1and s # 3, U(n) < n==V/2 For s = 3, ¥(n) < n 'logn.
Therefore, looking at the mean square error, Theorem predicts

n—(=1 s>1,s#3

(6.5) MSE<n>+n '+ AP +4
n“logn s=3

At first glance, it would appear that for s > 2, the contribution to the
spatial error is dominated by the contribution from the nonlocal term, n~!,
while for s < 2, the spatial error is dominated by the noise term, n~ (=1,
In fact, our numerical experiments will reveal that the contribution to the
MSE from the nonlocal term is actually O(n~?2), and, instead, the noise term

dominates for s < 3.

6.1. Results and details of computation. As we do not have access to
an analytic solution, we make use a high resolution solution with n = n,
large, as a surrogate to see convergence in n. Indeed, at a fixed At by

Corollary since

e Ju¥ — ¥l < max [lu* — u

o + max flurF = um

< max Ju* — ]
provided we take n, large enough. Analogously, at a fixed n, by taking At,
small enough, we compare against At

fla™ = (T2 < Jlum™ =M flo + flu™ —u™(T)[2

<l =,

where M, = T /At,.

In each case, we perform 102 independent trials. To see the convergence in
n, we fix At = 0.001 and vary n, along with s. To see the convergence in At,
we fix n = 1024 and vary At, along with s. The random process is sampled
by FFT methods. When assessing the convergence in At, it is sampled on
n = 1024 points. For convergence in n at fixed At, we sample the process
on 2% mesh points, and project it onto the lower resolution in n spaces by
Riemann sum approximation. As this is higher resolution than the values of
n at which we compare, the Riemann approximation error is higher order.
The discretized interaction kernel, P, K, is computed using Gauss-Kronrod
quadrature, and, in assessing the L?(I d) error, Gauss-Kronrod is also used
to compare the piecewise constant approximations at across resolutions.

The spatial results appear in Figure [l For s < 3, the squared stochastic
error, ocn~ =1 dominates. For s > 3, it is dominated by an error, ocn 2.
It was predicted that the squared nonlocal discretization error, ocn ™! would
dominate for s > 2. We explain this discrepancy below, but, briefly, it is
due to the square of the nonlocal integral error actually being ocn™2 for this
K(z,y).

At fixed n = 1024, we obtain the results shown in Figure [2] Here, we see
the predicted ocAt error across all cases.
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F1GURrRE 1. Convergence of the mean square error as a func-
tion of n at fixed time step At = 0.001. The reference path
is generated with 2'® sample points. Error bars are one stan-
dard deviation from 10? trials.

6.2. Understanding the spatial error discrepancy. Consider the slight
simplification of (6.2)),

(6.6a) B, = {(x,y) e[0,1)? ||z —y| < r},
(66b) K(l),y) = 1Br(x7y)7

for some r € (0,1). This is in function is in Lip(1/2, L?(1?)) and, using
the preceding estimates, contributes an error term ocn ™2, In our proof of
Theorem we treated the error of ||K[u"]—K"[u"]||2 with the L?(I¢x I?)

error of PS)K ; this appears in (3.10). We could have, instead, bounded it

. 1 .
in L, L3, to obtain

1K [w"] = K" [u"lly < K (2. ) = (PHE) @, )1 1

n

This can give us higher order convergence. Indeed, consider, x € (r,1 — 1),
and assume that n is sufficiently large that

r<zii<zr<z,<l-—r
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tion of At at fixed spatial resolution n = 1024. The reference
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Then, by a geometric argument,

Ti—T

[ 1K@ = PR @y = [ (K@) - @OR) @)y

Ti_1—T

Ti+r
S K - POy

Ti—1+T

= J ’1|x—y\<r - Ax_l(y - (xi—l - r))\dy

i—1—T

T;+r 1
+J ‘1|x—y|<r_Ax_ (.%'i+7“—y>)|dy

Ti—1+T
< Ax.

Similar arguments hold for when « < r and when z > 1 — r. Consequently,
IK[u"] — K" [u"]]|, < n

—-1/2

instead of the n rate we would get from an L2(I% x I%) analysis.
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7. DISCUSSION

In this paper, we examined the well-posedness and analyzed a numerical
method for a nonlocal evolution equation describing dynamics of interacting
particles on graph forced by noise in the limit as the number of particles goes
to infinity. We found good agreement between our numerical experiments
and the predictions, and we were able to explain the discrepancy between
the more general result, Theorem and the experiments.

Several extensions are possible. First, it is straightforward to extend this
algorithm and the error analysis to cover models with random initial data.
Second, one can combine the Galerkin method with the Monte Carlo approx-
imation of the nonlocal term to reduce the amount of computation necessary
to achieve a given degree accuracy (cf. |[14]). This approach is especially ef-
fective for models with nonsmooth kernels and for higher dimensional spatial
domains.

Another extension would be to further develop the convergence analysis
with respect to the interaction kernel, as discussed in Section [6.2] There,
we remarked that if the error were measured in the L;; ® L¥ norm, we could
obtain higher order convergence than in the L2 ® L; norm. It would be
desirable to determine an “optimal” function space in which to study the
projection error of the kernel. Likewise, we found that for trigonometric
nonlinearities, we could improve our time stepping error to match that of
Milstein’s method; this was the content of Theorem It would also be
desirable to identify the full class of nonlinear interactions, S, for which this
higher order convergence holds. A final extension of this work would be to
allow for multiplicative, instead of additive, noise.

As a by-product, this work also presents a rigorous continuum limit for
a large class of interacting dynamical systems on graphs subject to noise.
Existing continuum models for interacting diffusions on graphs rely on Sznit-
man’s nonlinear process framework [27], which requires additional integra-
tion of McKean-Vlasov partial differential equation [20]. Thus, our model
presents a simpler, and more direct, description of the continuum limit of
interacting diffusions on graphs in the spirit of [21]. At the technical level,
we prove convergence of discrete models in stronger topology than that of
weakly continuous measure valued process that is normally used in this con-
text. In addition to providing continuum description for many common in
applications such as the Kuramoto model of coupled phase oscillators and
discrete models of neural tissue, our method can be used for numerical in-
tegration of nonlocal diffusion equations, including nonlinear and fractional
diffusion models. Other applications include population dynamics, swarm-
ing, and peridynamics.
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APPENDIX A. SUPPLEMENTARY CALCULATIONS

Lemma A.l. Let Y be an H = L*(I?) valued Gaussian random variable
with mean zero and trace class covariance operator Q, with eigenvalues A
and eigenfunctions ex. Then E[sin(Y)] = 0

Proof. 1. We first write Y using the a Karhunen-Loeve representation,

[0 0]
Y = Z \/Ykgkelw
k=1

and truncate it to the first N modes,

N
Y = > vV Akéren
k=1
Yy — Y in L2(P;H), as

o0
E[)Y - Yal?l= > A
k=N+1

As Tr Q < oo, this clearly vanishes. Suppose we can show that, for all V,
E[sin(Yy)] = 0. Then, for any N,

|E[sin(Y)]|* = |E[sin(Y)] — E[sin(Yx)]|
< E[] sin(Y) — sin(Y)[*] < E[JY — Y]

Since this vanishes as N — oo, E[sin(Y’)] = 0 with equality in the sense
of L2,
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2. Next, we verify that for any N, E[sin(Yy)] = 0. Let

N
Yne= Z V ALk Pk e
=1

where ¢y, . are mollified eigenfunctions so as to allow for pointwise eval-
uation. Since N is finite, we can be assured that ¢ . — e in L? as
€ — 0, uniformly in k = 1,..., N. We will verify that for any  and any
€, E[sin(Yy (z))] = 0. Consequently,

|E[sin(Yn)]|? = |E[sin(Yy) — sin(Yy,o)[?
< E[| sin(Yn) — sin(Ya,e) ]
<E[|Yn — Ynl’]

N
< Z Meller — e
pr]

N

P <A ) ek — ¢
k=1

2.

This obviously vanishes as € — 0.
3. Finally, for any = and any €, Yy () is a scalar mean zero Gaussian with
variance

N
Z Meiphe()? < 0.
k=1

For such a random variable is a straightforward calculation to verify that
Efsin(Yn(x))] = 0.
O

The following proposition shows that the bounds in Proposition hold
for a particular case of (|1.1]), allowing us to obtain higher order convergence
in time when Euler-Maruyama time stepping is used; see Theorem

Proposition A.2. Let u solve (1.1 with f =0 and

K[u(0)] = [ £ (s.y)sin(2n(u(a, ) — u(y. 0))dy.
Then for any partition 0 =ty <t; < ... <ty =T, s€ [tj,tj+1]
Klu(s)] = Klu(t;)] = a;(s) + Bj(s),
with aj and B; that satisfy the conditions:
laj()llly < (s —15),
18i(s)lly < /s —t;,  E[Bj(s) | Ft,] =0,
where the implicit constants are independent of the t;.

The precise form of a; and 3; is not essential, but it can be found below

in and .
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Proof. We begin by writing
Klu(s)] — Klu(t;)]
. - [ Ko, sinCr(ate ) - u,9))dy
~ | K.y sinn(ute.t) — ety
It will be sufficient to analyze one of the integral terms.

Define the following terms to simplify the expressions

(A.2) Aju(z,s) = u(z, s) —u(x, tj)
(A.3) dzyu(s) = u(z, s) —u(y, s)
(A.4) Ajoeyu(s) = (u(z,s) — uly, s)) = (u(z, ;) = uly,t;))

We will occasionally suppress the x or y dependence when there is no
ambiguity. Then one of the integrand terms in (A.1)) is

Sin(27mdyu(s)) — sin(2mozyu(t;)) = sin(2mozyu(t;))[cos(2rAjozyu(s)) — 1]
+ cos(2mdgyu(t;)) sin(27rAj5q;yu(s))2

~—

=T

2. Next, since

Aguls) = [ KEur)dr +(W (5) — W (1)

t
S — =AW (s)

with analogous expressions for A;d,, F(s) and A;d,,W(s), we write
I = sin(2m A6,y F'(5)) cos(2mA j6zy W (5)) + cos(2mA 6,y F(5)) sin(2mA 6, W (s))
= sin(27A 02y F(s)) cos(2m A0,y W (s)) + [cos(2m A6,y F'(s)) — 1] sin(27A 0, W (55))
+ sin(27A 6., W (s))

=II

3. Finally, we expand the last term, to obtain

IT = sin(2rA;W (z, 5)) cos(2nA; W (y, s))
— cos(2mA;W (x, s5)) sin(2mA; W (y, s))
= sin(2rA; W (z, s))
+ sin(27A;W (z, s5))[cos(2nA; W (y, s)) — 1]
—sin(27A; W (y, s))
— [cos(2mA;W (x,s)) — 1] sin(2nA;W (y, s))
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4. The original nonlinear interaction term in (A.1]) can now be expressed as
sin(27méyu(s)) — sin(2mozyu(t;))
= 69, y)[cos(2mAj0syuls)) — 1] + 05 (2, y, 5) sin(2mA 0, F (5))
+ 6 (2, y, 5)[cos(2m (A6, F(s)) — 1]
(4) A
+0;7(z,y, s)[cos2mA; W (y, 5)) — 1]
9§5 (z,y, 5)[cos(2m AW (z, 5)) — 1]
03, ) (ST ASV (2, 5)) — sin(2r A1V (3, )

where
9](.1) = sin(2mdyu(t;))
01 = cos(2md,yu(t;)) cos(2mA 84, W (s))
01 = cos(2mduyu(t;)) sin(2mA 6., W (s))
0\ = cos(2mdzyu(ty)) sin(2rA; W (2, 5))
9§5) = cos(2mdyu(t;)) sin(2m AW (y, 5))
nj = cos(2mozyu(t;))

5. The terms that we need to analyze to reach our result, a; and /3;, are now
given explicitly.

0i(5) = [ K1) {8 leos(2080y0(5)) 1]

+ 9](-2)(-, Y, s)sin(2mA ;0. F(s))

(A.6) + 9](-3)(-, Y, 5)[cos(2mA gy F(s)) — 1]
+ 6?](4)(-, Yy, s)[cos(2mA;W (-, s)) — 1]
—0§5)(-,y, s)[cos(2mA; W (y, 5)) — 1]} dy

while

(A7) B;( jK y)n;i (-, y){sin(2r AW (z, s)) — sin(2rA;W (y, s)) }dy

6. We show that a; has the desired property. First,

° (k)
llaj ()l < 3 A5
k=1
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A (s) = f K ()05 () eos(2mAj8uyu(s)) — 1dy

2

AP (s) = || [ K C)0 o) 20,6, (5))dy

2

AP (s) = f K ()05 (.9, 5)[cos(2m0,, F (s)) — 1]dy

2

AN (5) = f K( )08 y.s >[cos<2wAjW<-,s>>1]dyH

A9 (s) = JK(-,y)%(-@(vy, s)[cos(2mA;W (y, 5)) — 1]dy

2

7. We now show for each k, H‘A;k)<3)m2 < (s —t;), with a constant that is
independent of the ¢;. This relies on the elementary inequalities:

First,

(AP (5)? = E ﬂ | 8 ) eos(2n i) - 11dy

2
dm]

<E JJ | K (z, y)\ﬂej(,l)(x,y)‘Q[cos(QwAjdxyu(s)) _ 1]2dydx]

<E jj |K (z,9)2(|1Aju(z, s)[* + |Aju(y,8)|2)2dxdy]

< (N (2, )2l + 11K Cy) 270 ) EL Auy(s)]]

Consequently, by Corollary
1
A < fluls) = ult)f S 5 -1

Similarly,

(AP())? =E [ f UK (,9)8\ (,y, 5) sin(2mA 05, F (s))dy
|

2
dx]
f|K z,y) %] sin(27 A ;6,, F(s))] dyda:]

<E
E (11K (2, ) zzl7e + 11K )22 70) 1A F (@, 5)[*dx]
E

S
S E[|A;F(s )H ]
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Since the trigonometric interaction term is bounded
2

< (s —t5)?

T K[u(n)]r

tj

E[|A;F(s)]*] =

L2

and we conclude A;g)(s) < s —tj. The term A§3) is established in the
2)

same way as A;”, but using the estimate | cos(z) — 1| < |z[. For A§-4),

2
dx]

(A)?

JUK 2,9)0" (@, . 5)[cos(2m ;W (y, ) — 11dy

<E [ [[1Gopiawe. s>|4dydx]
< E[|W(s) - W(t)]"]

Using the properties of W,
4
A < W (s) = WtIE s 5~ t;

A§5) is proved in the same way, and we have that [[a;(s)[l2 < s —t;.
Conditioning, we examine the §; term:

E[B; [ Fi;] = fK(vy)E[nj(-,y){Sin(%AjW(w8))—Sin(27TAjW(y78))} | Fi;1dy

Recall, 7; = cos(2mdzu(t;)), so it is F; measurable, and:
E[n;(z, y){sin(2rA;W (z, 5)) — sin(2n ;W (y, s))} | Ft, ]
= n;(z,y)E[sin(2rA;W (z, 5)) | Fi,]
—nj(, y)E[sin(2mA;W (y, 5)) | Fi,]
=0-0, as.

by Lemma [A7T]
Finally,

lIB;()1I3 < E U \K(%y)l2!m(w,y)\2!Sin(%AiW(~,8)\2dwdy] ds

S E[IA;W(s)|Plds < 5 — t;

where we have used the properties of W (t) and that 7; is bounded by one.
U
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