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Abstract

Stochastic Hamiltonian partial differential equations, which possess the multi-symplectic conservation
law, are an important and fairly large class of systems. The multi-symplectic methods inheriting the ge-
ometric features of stochastic Hamiltonian partial differential equations provide numerical approximations
with better numerical stability, and are of vital significance for obtaining correct numerical results. In this
paper, we propose three novel multi-symplectic methods for stochastic Hamiltonian partial differential equa-
tions based on the local radial basis function collocation method, the splitting technique, and the partitioned
Runge–Kutta method. Concrete numerical methods are presented for nonlinear stochastic wave equations,
stochastic nonlinear Schrödinger equations, stochastic Korteweg-de Vries equations and stochastic Maxwell
equations. We take stochastic wave equations as examples to perform numerical experiments, which indicate
the validity of the proposed methods.

Keywords: stochastic Hamiltonian partial differential equations, multi-symplecticity, local radial basis
function collocation method, splitting technique, partitioned Runge–Kutta method

1. Introduction

A common way to describe the physical and engineering phenomena in the area of fluid dynamics,
nonlinear optics, and quantum field theory (see e.g., [2, 11, 16, 18] and references therein) is by means of
stochastic Hamiltonian partial differential equations (PDEs). Stochastic Hamiltonian PDEs, which include
stochastic wave equations, stochastic Schrödinger equations, stochastic Korteweg-de Vries (KdV) equations,
stochastic Maxwell equations, etc., are proposed in [3, 7, 11], and they have a prominent characteristic, that
is, multi-symplectic conservation law. The multi-symplecticity is the concatenation of differential 2-forms
in both space and time, decomposes neatly the different facets of the governing equation, and characterizes
the geometric invariants of the solution manifold. Theoretical results concerning such multi-symplecticity
reformulation can be found in [7, 8, 11] and references therein.

When designing a numerical method, a basic principle is that it should inherit the intrinsic proper-
ties of the original system as much as possible. Numerical methods that are incorporated more physical
and geometric properties, especially multi-symplectic methods admitting the discrete multi-symplectic con-
servation law, have remarkable numerical superiority to conventional numerical methods. Recently, multi-
symplectic methods possessing good performance in preserving local conservation laws of the original system
have been developed in the field of stochastic geometric integration of stochastic Hamiltonian PDEs (see
e.g., [3, 5, 7, 8, 10] and references therein). For instance, [5, 10] present multi-symplectic methods for
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stochastic nonlinear Schrödinger equations by making use of the central finite difference method in spa-
tial direction combined with the midpoint method in temporal direction. [8] proposes a multi-symplectic
energy-conserving method, based on the wavelet collocation method in space and the symplectic method
in time, for a three-dimensional stochastic Maxwell equation with multiplicative noise. [3, 7] investigate
multi-symplectic methods for the stochastic Maxwell equation with additive noise via the implicit midpoint
method and the leapfrog method. To the best of our knowledge, there is few work on the study of construc-
tions of multi-symplectic methods for the general stochastic Hamiltonian PDEs. The first attempt to show
the multi-symplectic method for the general 1-dimensional stochastic Hamiltonian PDEs is given in [21],
which takes advantage of symplectic Runge–Kutta methods with two Butcher tableaux. Our results in this
paper not only present multi-symplectic partitioned Runge–Kutta methods with more Butcher tableaux,
which increase diversity and flexibility of numerical methods, but also propose another two multi-symplectic
methods via the local radial basis function (LRBF) collocation method and the splitting technique for the
general stochastic Hamiltonian PDEs.

Inspired by the fact that the LRBF collocation method has been successfully utilized to numerically solve
deterministic Hamiltonian PDEs, we apply the LRBF collocation method in space and midpoint method in
time to derive the first kind of multi-symplectic method, that is, the messless LRBF collocation midpoint
method shown in Section 3. The method is made on the overlapping sub-domains, which significantly
reduces the size of the collocation matrix at the cost of solving lots of small matrices, and thus leads to
cost efficiency. Moreover, it performs stably, can deal with complicated irregular domains and moving
boundary, and possesses a long-time tracking capability. The second strategy of constructing the multi-
symplectic method is utilizing the splitting technique allowing one to deal with sequentially a deterministic
Hamiltonian PDE and a stochastic system, which are simpler than the original equation. For the numerical
study of deterministic Hamiltonian PDEs, a lot of reliable and efficient numerical methods preserving the
multi-symplecticity have been given (see [4, 9, 15]). In Section 4, we first adopt the multi-symplectic Runge–
Kutta method, that is, a derivative-free numerical method, to approximate deterministic Hamiltonian PDEs.
Then combining the symplectic Euler method applied to the stochastic system, we arrive at the second kind
of multi-symplectic method, that is, the splitting multi-symplectic Runge–Kutta method. We would like to
mention that the splitting method does not need to handle the interaction between the nonlinear potential
and the driving stochastic process. In Section 5, we propose the third kind of multi-symplectic method for
four stochastic Hamiltonian PDEs, i.e., stochastic wave equation, stochastic nonlinear Schrödinger equation,
stochastic KdV equation, and stochastic Maxwell equation, by employing the partitioned Runge–Kutta
method in both temporal and spatial directions. The resulting method maybe explicit for some stochastic
Hamiltonian PDEs. For instance, the method based on the symplectic Euler method in both space and time
is explicit for the stochastic wave equation.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce the multi-symplectic conservation law and
the definition of multi-symplectic method for stochastic Hamiltonian PDEs. Section 3 presents the first
kind of multi-symplectic method, which is constructed by the meshless LRBF collocation method and the
midpoint method. Section 4 is devoted to the second kind of multi-symplectic Runge–Kutta method based on
the splitting technique and symplectic Runge–Kutta method. In Section 5, we apply the partitioned Runge–
Kutta method to deriving the third kind of multi-symplectic method. We take stochastic wave equations as
examples to perform numerical experiments, which indicate the validity of the proposed methods. Finally,
we give a conclusion in Section 6.

2. Stochastic Hamiltonian PDEs

Stochastic Hamiltonian PDEs, as natural extensions of stochastic Hamiltonian ordinary differential equa-
tions, play important roles in the fields of fluid dynamics, nonlinear optics, plasma physics, communications
and medical science and so forth. They are due to [11] and given by

Mdz +Kzxdt = ∇S1(z)dt+∇S2(z) ◦ dW (t), (2.1)

where x ∈ O, M and K are skew-symmetric matrices, S1 and S2 are smooth functions of the variable z,
and ‘◦’ stands for the Stratonovich product. Moreover, {W (t)}t≥0 is an L

2(O,R)-valued Q-Wiener process
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with respect to a normal filtration {Ft}t≥0 on a filtered probability space (Ω,F , {Ft}t≥0,P) and has the
expansion form

W (t) =

∞
∑

k=1

√
qkekβk(t),

where {(qk, ek)}∞k=1 is a sequence of eigenpairs of symmetric, positive definite and finite trace operator Q
with orthonormal eigenvectors and {βk(t)}∞k=1 is a sequence of real-valued mutually independent standard
Brownian motions. Stochastic PDEs that can be rewritten as (2.1), include and are not limited to nonlinear
stochastic wave equation, stochastic nonlinear Schrödinger equation, stochastic KdV equation, etc. More
precisely,

1. by introducing v = ut and w = ux, we reformulate the nonlinear stochastic wave equation with
homogenous Dirichlet boundary condition

dut − uxxdt+ f(u)dt = g(u) ◦ dW (t)

into










du = vdt,

ux = w,

dv − wxdt = −f(u)dt+ g(u) ◦ dW (t),

(2.2)

where f : L2(O,R) → L
2(O,R) and g : L2(O,R) → L2(L

2(O,R), Q
1
2 (L2(O,R))) satisfy the global

Lipschitz continuous condition with O = [xL, xR] , xL, xR ∈ R, and L2(L
2(O,R), Q

1
2 (L2(O,R))) being

the separable Hilbert space of Hilbert–Schmidt operators. Denoting z = (u, p, v, w)⊤, then (2.2) can
be transformed into the multi-symplectic formulation

Mdz +Kzxdt = ∇S1(z)dt+∇S2(z) ◦ dW (t)

with

M =









0 0 1 0
0 0 0 0
−1 0 0 0
0 0 0 0









, K =









0 0 0 −1
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
1 0 0 0









,

S1(z) =
1

2

(

w2 − v2
)

− f̃(u), S2(z) = g̃(u),

where f = f̃u and g = g̃u (see e.g., [18]).

2. consider the stochastic nonlinear Schrödinger equation under the homogenous Dirichlet boundary
condition

idu+ uxxdt+ |u|2udt = u ◦ dW (t)

with O = [0, 1] and i2 = −1. Setting u = p+ iq and letting v = px and w = qx, we rewrite the above
equation as



















dq − vxdt =
(

p2 + q2
)

pdt− p ◦ dW (t),

dp+ wxdt = −
(

p2 + q2
)

qdt+ q ◦ dW (t),

px = v,

qx = w.

(2.3)

Defining a state variable z = (p, q, v, w)⊤, [11] presents the associated multi-symplectic form of (2.3)
as follows

Mdz +Kzxdt = ∇S1(z)dt+∇S2(z) ◦ dW (t)
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with

M =









0 −1 0 0
1 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0









, K =









0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1
−1 0 0 0
0 −1 0 0









,

S1(z) = −1

4

(

p2 + q2
)2 − 1

2

(

v2 + w2
)

, S2(z) =
1

2

(

p2 + q2
)

.

3. the stochastic Korteweg-de Vries equation with the homogenous Dirichlet boundary condition takes
the form

du+ uuxdt+ βuxxxdt = λdW (t),

where β, λ > 0 and O = [0, 1]. Given new variables v, ρ, w satisfying































− 1

2
dρ− βwxdt =

1

2
u2dt− vdt,

ρx = u,

1

2
du+ vxdt = λdW (t),

ux = w,

(2.4)

we have the compact form (see [1])

Mdz +Kzxdt = ∇S1(z)dt+∇S2(z) ◦ dW (t)

with z = (u, v, ρ, w)⊤,

M =









0 0 − 1
2 0

0 0 0 0
1
2 0 0 0
0 0 0 0









, K =









0 0 0 −β
0 0 −1 0
0 1 0 0
β 0 0 0









, S1(z) =
1

6
u3 − uv +

1

2
βw2, S2(z) = λρ.

4. take the stochastic Maxwell equation with multiplicative noise

{

dE(t, x, y, z) = ∇×H(t, x, y, z)− λH(t, x, y, z) ◦ dW (t),

dH(t, x, y, z) = −∇×E(t, x, y, z) + λE(t, x, y, z) ◦ dW (t)
(2.5)

into account, where λ ∈ R, O ⊂ R
3 is a bounded and simply connected domain with smooth bound-

ary ∂O. We employ the perfectly electric conducting (PEC) boundary condition E × n = 0 on
(0, T ] × ∂O with n being the unit outward normal of ∂O (see [8]). Denote u = (H⊤,E⊤)⊤ =

(H1, H2, H3, E1, E2, E3)
⊤

and S(u) = λ
2

(

|E1|2 + |E2|2 + |E3|2 + |H1|2 + |H2|2 + |H3|2
)

. Then (2.5)

can be rewritten as
Mdu+K1uxdt+K2uydt+K3uzdt = ∇S(u) ◦ dW, (2.6)

where

M =

(

0 −I3×3

I3×3 0

)

, Ki =

(

Di 0
0 Di

)

, i = 1, 2, 3

with I3×3 being a 3× 3 identity matrix,

D1 =





0 0 0
0 0 −1
0 1 0



 , D2 =





0 0 1
0 0 0
−1 0 0



 , D3 =





0 −1 0
1 0 0
0 0 0



 .
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Analogues to the symplecticity-preserving property of stochastic Hamiltonian ordinary differential equa-
tions, [11] shows that stochastic Hamiltonian PDEs possess the multi-symplectic conservation law. In detail,
denote two differential 2-forms by ω = dz∧Mdz and κ = dz∧Kdz, where ‘∧’ represents the wedge product.
Then the multi-symplecticity, as a local invariant, is given by

dω(t, x) + ∂xκ(t, x)dt = 0, a.s., (2.7)

i.e.,
∫ x1

x0

ω (t1, x) dx−
∫ x1

x0

ω (t0, x) dx+

∫ t1

t0

κ (t, x1) dt−
∫ t1

t0

κ (t, x0) dt = 0, a.s.,

where (x0, x1)×(t0, t1) is the local definition domain of z. From the multi-symplectic conservation law (2.7) it
can be found that symplecticity changes locally and synchronously both in temporal and spatial directions.
We would like to remark that the word ‘local’ means that such conservative property does not depend
on the specific domain or on boundary conditions of stochastic PDEs. In addition, the multi-symplectic
conservation law (2.7) for stochastic Hamiltonian PDEs holds almost surely. To simplify the notation,
below we shall suppress the notation ‘a.s.’ unless it is necessary to avoid confusion. The multi-symplectic
conservation law

• for nonlinear stochastic wave equation (2.2) is

d[du ∧ dv] + ∂x[dw ∧ du]dt = 0.

• for stochastic nonlinear Schrödinger equation (2.3) is

d[dq ∧ dp] + ∂x[dp ∧ dv + dq ∧ dw]dt = 0.

• for stochastic KdV equation (2.4) is

d[dρ ∧ du] + ∂x[2dρ ∧ dv + 2βdw ∧ du]dt = 0.

• for stochastic Maxwell equation (2.5) is

d[dE ∧ dH] + ∂x[dH3 ∧ dH2 + dE3 ∧ dE2]dt

+ ∂y[dH1 ∧ dH3 + dE1 ∧ dE3]dt+ ∂z[dH2 ∧ dH1 + dE2 ∧ dE1]dt = 0.

In order to keep more intrinsic properties of the original system into numerical simulations, there has
been growing interest in the geometric integration of stochastic Hamiltonian PDEs, namely in the multi-
symplectic method, which can more fully capture behaviors of interesting phenomena. For the purpose of
numerical approximation, we let ∆x, ∆y and ∆z be the mesh sizes along x, y and z directions, respectively,
and ∆t be the time step length. The temporal-spatial domain we are interested in the following sections
is [0, T ] × O := [0, T ] × [xL, xR] × [yL, yR] × [zL, zR] . It is partitioned by parallel lines, where tn = n∆t,
xi = xL + i∆x, yj = yL + j∆y and zk = zL + k∆z for n = 0, 1, . . . , N, i = 0, 1, . . . , I, j = 0, 1, . . . , J and
k = 0, 1, . . . ,K. Now we take O = [xL, xR] for example and denote the approximation of the z(x, t) at the
mesh point (xj , tk) by zj,k, i.e., zj,k ≈ z(xj , tk). The numerical method for (2.1) and (2.7), can be written,
respectively, as

∆tMδj,kt zj,k +∆tKδj,kx zj,k = ∆t(∇zS1(z))j,k +∆W k
j (∇zS2(z))j,k, (2.8)

δj,kt ωj,k + δj,kx κj,k = 0, (2.9)

where
ωj,k = dzj,k ∧Mdzj,k, κj,k = dzj,k ∧Kdzj,k,
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∆W k
j = W (xj , tk+1) − W (xj , tk), and δj,kt , δj,kx are corresponding discretizations of two partial derivatives

∂t and ∂x, respectively. The numerical method (2.8) is called a multi-symplectic method for stochastic
Hamiltonian PDEs if it satisfies a discrete version of the multi-symplectic conservation law (2.9). In recent
years, many researchers have studied various multi-symplectic methods for stochastic Maxwell equations
(see e.g., [7, 8, 21]), stochastic nonlinear Schrödinger equations (see e.g., [5, 10]), etc.

In what follows, we propose three multi-symplectic methods of stochastic Hamiltonian PDEs. Soon
afterwards, applications to nonlinear stochastic wave equation, stochastic nonlinear Schrödinger equation,
stochastic KdV equation and stochastic Maxwell equation are given.

3. Meshless LRBF collocation midpoint method

In this section, we present a kind of multi-symplectic methods for stochastic Hamiltonian PDEs by
exploiting the meshless LRBF collocation method in space and the midpoint method in time, respectively.

The global radial basis function collocation method, such as the Kansa’s method in [12, 13], becomes a
powerful tool for numerically solving deterministic PDEs, especially deterministic Hamiltonian PDEs (see
e.g., [6, 19] and references therein), since it does not need to evaluate any integral and has both high-order
accuracy and geometric flexibility. A key ingredient of the global radial basis function collocation method is
the radial basis function ϕ, such as the Gaussian radial basis function ϕ(x) = e−c2x2

, the multiquadric radial
basis function ϕ(x) =

√
x2 + c2, and the inverse multiquadric radial basis function ϕ(x) = 1/

√
x2 + c2, where

the shape parameter c is a constant. However, when applying the global radial basis function collocation
method to solve PDEs, large scaled linear systems are needed to solve, the corresponding coefficient matrices
are ill-conditioned and the results are sensitive to the shape parameter c. To overcome the above problems
arised by using the global radial basis function collocation method, the LRBF collocation method was
formulated by [14, 17], from which the main idea is the collocation on influence domain, and can drastically
reduce the collocation matrix size at the expense of solving many small matrices with the dimension of the
number of nodes included in the domain of influence for each node. Since the LRBF collocation method,
as a type of meshless methods, can be employed to cope with complex geometries, complicated irregular
domains including moving boundary and high-dimensional problem, it has been applied for solving many
problems in engineering and applied mathematics widely (see [20]). To be specific, let {xi, f(xi)} be the
scattered data with i = 0, 1, . . . , L, L + 1, and L ∈ N. Fix i ∈ {0, 1, . . . , L, L + 1}. Given xi, there exist
ni neighboring nodes which are nearest from xi in the influence domain iΩ = {ixk}ni

k=1. For ix ∈ iΩ, the
function f can be approximated by

f∗(ix) =

ni
∑

k=1

iαkϕ (‖ix− ixk‖) ,

where the coefficient {iαk}ni

k=1 in the above equation satisfies the interpolation condition f∗(ix) = f(ix).
Taking ix = ixk for k = 1, . . . , ni, we obtain

if =











ϕ (‖ix1 − ix1‖) ϕ (‖ix1 − ix2‖) · · · ϕ (‖ix1 − ixni
‖)

ϕ (‖ix2 − ix1‖) ϕ (‖ix2 − ix2‖) · · · ϕ (‖ix2 − ixni
‖)

...
...

...
...

ϕ (‖ixni
− ix1‖) ϕ (‖ixni

− ix2‖) · · · ϕ (‖ixni
− ixni

‖)





















iα1

iα2

...

iαni











=: (iΦ) (iα)

(3.1)

with if = [f(ix1), . . . , f(ixni
)]⊤. From (3.1) it follows that iα = (iΦ)−1

if and

f∗(ix) = [ϕ (‖ix− ix1‖) , . . . , ϕ (‖ix− ixni
‖)] (iΦ)−1

if ,

whose l-order differential approximation reads

f∗(l)(ix) =
[

ϕ(l) (‖ix− ix1‖) , . . . , ϕ(l) (‖ix− ixni
‖)
]

(iΦ)−1
if . (3.2)
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Let ni = 5 without loss of generality, that is, for each inner node xi, the local influence domain is

iΩ = {ix1, ix2, ix3, ix4, ix5}

with xi = ix3 being the center. Based on (3.2), we have the approximation of f (l) (xi) with l ∈ N+ as
follows

f∗(l) (xi) = f∗(l) (ix3)

= [ϕ(l)(‖ix3 − ix1‖), ϕ(l)(‖ix3 − ix2‖), ϕ(l)(‖ix3 − ix3‖), ϕ(l)(‖ix3 − ix4‖), ϕ(l)(‖ix3 − ix5‖)](iΦ)−1
if

=:
[

id
(l)
−2, id

(l)
−1, id

(l)
0 , id

(l)
1 , id

(l)
2

]

if , (3.3)

which yields

f∗(l) =
[

f∗(l) (x0) . . . f
∗(l) (xi) . . . f

∗(l) (xL+1)
]⊤

=

















· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·
...

...
...

...
...

...
...

...
...

...
...

...
...

0 · · · id
(l)
−2 0 id

(l)
−1 0 id

(l)
0 0 id

(l)
1 0 id

(l)
2 · · · 0

...
...

...
...

...
...

...
...

...
...

...
...

...
· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·

































f(x0)
...

f(xi)
...

f(xL+1)

















=: D(l)f .

(3.4)

It can be found that D(l), l ∈ N+, is a sparse matrix and there is not any zero between id
(l)
k and id

(l)
k+1

for k ∈ {−2,−1, 0, 1}, if ixk and ixk+1 are located next to each other in the full sequence {ixk}ni

k=1.
Especially, under the homogeneous Dirichlet boundary condition, it should be noted that if the node ixk is
out of boundary, the corresponding coefficient iαk is equal to zero. Hence, in this case, the form of l-order
differential matrix D(l) for l ∈ N+ becomes

D(l) =





































1d
(l)
0 1d

(l)
1 1d

(l)
2

2d
(l)
−1 2d

(l)
0 2d

(l)
1 2d

(l)
2

3d
(l)
−2 3d

(l)
−1 3d

(l)
0 3d

(l)
1 3d

(l)
2

4d
(l)
−2 4d

(l)
−1 4d

(l)
0 4d

(l)
1 4d

(l)
2

. . .
. . .

. . .
. . .

. . .

L−3d
(l)
−2 L−3d

(l)
−1 L−3d

(l)
0 L−3d

(l)
1 L−3d

(l)
2

L−2d
(l)
−2 L−2d

(l)
−1 L−2d

(l)
0 L−2d

(l)
1 L−2d

(l)
2

L−1d
(l)
−2 L−1d

(l)
−1 L−1d

(l)
0 L−1d

(l)
1

Ld
(l)
−2 Ld

(l)
−1 Ld

(l)
0





































.

Approximating the spatial derivative in (2.1) by D(1) of the LRBF collocation method leads to a semi-
discrete method

MdZi +K

ni
∑

k=1

id
(1)
k iZkdt = ∇S1(Zi)dt+∇S2(Zi) ◦ dW (xi, t), (3.5)

where i = 1, . . . , I − 1, k = 1, . . . , ni, Zi ≈ z(xi), iZk ≈ z(ixk) and id
(1)
k is the element of D(1). After making

use of the midpoint method in time, we obtain the meshless LRBF collocation midpoint method of (2.1) as
follows

M(Zn+1
i − Zn

i ) + ∆tK

ni
∑

k=1

id
(1)
k iZ

n+ 1
2

k = ∆t∇S1(Z
n+ 1

2

i ) + ∆Wn
i ∇S2(Z

n+ 1
2

i ), (3.6)
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where Zn
i ≈ z(xi, tn), Z

n+ 1
2

i ≈ (z(xi, tn) + z(xi, tn+1)) /2, iZ
n+ 1

2

k ≈ (z(ixk, tn) + z(ixk, , tn+1)) /2 and ∆Wn
i =

W (xi, tn+1)−W (xi, tn).
Applying (3.6) to the nonlinear stochastic wave equation with multiplicative noise (2.2), we derive



























Un+1 −Un

∆t
= Vn+ 1

2 ,

D(1)Un+ 1
2 = W

n+ 1
2 ,

Vn+1 −Vn

∆t
= D(1)

W
n+ 1

2 − F(Un+ 1
2 ) +G(Un+ 1

2 )
∆Wn

∆t
,

(3.7)

where
Un+ 1

2 = (Un+1 +Un)/2, Vn+ 1
2 = (Vn+1 +Vn)/2, W

n+ 1
2 = (Wn+1 +W

n)/2,

Un = [Un
1 , . . . , U

n
I−1]

⊤, Vn = [V n
1 , . . . , V n

I−1]
⊤, W

n = [Wn
1 , . . . ,Wn

I−1]
⊤,

F(Un+ 1
2 ) = [f((Un+1

1 + Un
1 )/2), . . . , f((U

n+1
I−1 + Un

I−1)/2)]
⊤,

G(Un+ 1
2 ) = [g((Un+1

1 + Un
1 )/2), . . . , g((U

n+1
I−1 + Un

I−1)/2)]
⊤,

∆Wn = [W (x1, tn+1)−W (x1, tn), . . . ,W (xI−1, tn+1)−W (xI−1, tn)]
⊤.

Theorem 3.1. The fully-discrete method (3.7) applied to the stochastic wave equation (2.1) with S1(z) =
1
2

(

w2 − v2
)

− f̃(u) and S2(z) = g̃(u) admits the discrete multi-symplectic conservation law, i.e.,

ωn+1
i − ωn

i

∆t
+

ni
∑

k=1

id
(1)
k iκ

n+ 1
2

k = 0, (3.8)

where

ωn
i =

1

2
dZn

i ∧MdZn
i , iκ

n+ 1
2

k = dZ
n+ 1

2

i ∧KdiZ
n+ 1

2

k , Zn
i = (Un

i , V
n
i ,Wn

i )
⊤,

iZ
n+ 1

2

k =
(

(iU
n
k +i U

n+1
k )/2, (iV

n
k +i V

n+1
k )/2, (iWn

k +i Wn+1
k )/2

)⊤
, i = 1, . . . , I − 1, k = 1, . . . , ni

with

M =









0 0 1 0
0 0 0 0
−1 0 0 0
0 0 0 0









, K =









0 0 0 −1
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
1 0 0 0









.

Proof. The system (3.7) can be rewritten in the form of (3.6), and its discrete variational equation is given
by

M
dZn+1

i − dZn
i

∆t
+

ni
∑

k=1

id
(1)
k KdiZ

n+ 1
2

k = ∇2S1(Z
n+ 1

2

i )dZ
n+ 1

2

i +∇2S2(Z
n+ 1

2

i )
∆Wn

i

∆t
dZ

n+ 1
2

i . (3.9)

Taking wedge product of the both sides of (3.9) with dZ
n+ 1

2

i yields

dZn+1
i + dZn

i

2
∧M

dZn+1
i − dZn

i

∆t
+ dZ

n+ 1
2

i ∧
ni
∑

k=1

id
(1)
k KdiZ

n+ 1
2

k

=dZ
n+ 1

2

i ∧∇2S1(Z
n+ 1

2

i )dZ
n+ 1

2

i +
1

∆t
dZ

n+ 1
2

i ∧ ∇2S2(Z
n+ 1

2

i )∆Wn
i dZ

n+ 1
2

i .

By the symmetry of both ∇2S1(Z
n+ 1

2

i ) and ∇2S2(Z
n+ 1

2

i ), we obtain

1

∆t

(

1

2
dZn+1

j ∧MdZn+1
j − 1

2
dZn

j ∧MdZn
j

)

+

ni
∑

k=1

id
(1)
k dZ

n+ 1
2

i ∧KdiZ
n+ 1

2

k = 0,
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which is (3.8) by notations ωn
i and iκ

n+ 1
2

k . This completes the proof.
From Theorem 3.1 it is known that the numerical method on the basis of (3.6) for the nonlinear stochastic

wave equation possesses the discrete multi-symplectic conservation law. Now we perform numerical experi-
ments to illustrate the validity of the proposed method (3.7) for the 1-dimensional stochastic wave equation
in different cases: (1)f(u) = sin(u), g(u) = sin(u); (2)f(u) = sin(u), g(u) = u; (3)f(u) = u3, g(u) = sin(u).
In all the numerical experiments, the expectation is approximated by taking the average over 1000 realiza-
tions. Moreover, we choose the orthonormal basis {ek}k∈N+ and the corresponding eigenvalue {qk}k∈N+ of

Q as ek =
√
2
4 sin(kπx) and qk = 1

k6 , respectively. And set x ∈ (−8, 8), u(0) = 0, ut(0) = sech(x), and

ux(0) = 0. The radial basis function is chosen as the inverse multiquadric function ϕ(x) = 1/
√

1 + ‖x‖2,
i.e., c = 1. The size of influence domain is taken as ni = 5. Table 1 displays strong convergence errors
against ∆t = 2−s, s = 1, 2, 3, 4, on log-log scale at time T = 1, which indicates that the meshless LRBF
collocation midpoint method offers a good simulation and obtains high precision. We regard the numerical
approximation obtained by a fine mesh with ∆t = 2−10,∆x = 2−5 as the exact solution. Moreover, com-
pared with the reference line in Fig. 1, it also can be observed that the mean-square convergence order of
the proposed method applied to three cases is 1 in temporal direction.

Table 1: Mean-square errors of LRBF collocation midpoint method in time.

f(u) = sin(u), g(u) = sin(u) f(u) = sin(u), g(u) = u f(u) = u3, g(u) = sin(u)
∆t L2 error L2 error L2 error
2−1 2.4213e-02 2.4938e-02 2.1630e-02
2−2 1.0905e-02 1.1091e-02 1.0581e-02
2−3 5.0449e-03 5.1698e-03 5.1289e-03
2−4 2.3927e-03 2.4720e-03 2.5391e-03

10-1

t

10-3

10-2

10-1

E
rr

o
r

f(u)=sin(u),g(u)=sin(u)
Order 1

10-1

t

10-3

10-2

10-1

E
rr

o
r

f(u)=sin(u),g(u)=u
Order 1

10-1

t

10-3

10-2

10-1

E
rr

o
r

f(u)=u3,g(u)=sin(u)
Order 1

Figure 1: Mean-square convergence order of LRBF collocation midpoint method in temporal direction in the cases of (1)
f(u) = sin(u), g(u) = sin(u) (2) f(u) = sin(u), g(u) = u and (3) f(u) = u3, g(u) = sin(u).

Remark 3.2. By using (3.6), we obtain a multi-symplectic method for the stochastic nonlinear Schrödinger

equation with multiplicative noise (2.3) as follows







































Pn+1 −Pn

∆t
= −D(1)

W
n+ 1

2 −
(

(Pn+ 1
2 )2 + (Qn+ 1

2 )2
)

Qn+ 1
2 +Qn+ 1

2
∆Wn

∆t
,

Qn+1 −Qn

∆t
= D(1)Vn+ 1

2 +
(

(Pn+ 1
2 )2 + (Qn+ 1

2 )2
)

Pn+ 1
2 −Pn+ 1

2
∆Wn

∆t
,

D(1)Pn+ 1
2 = Vn+ 1

2 ,

D(1)Qn+ 1
2 = W

n+ 1
2 ,

(3.10)
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where P
n+ 1

2

i =
Pn

i
+P

n+1

i

2 , Q
n+ 1

2

i =
Qn

i
+Q

n+1

i

2 , i = 1, . . . , I − 1, and

(

(Pn+ 1
2 )2 + (Qn+ 1

2 )2
)

Qn+ 1
2 =

[(

(P
n+ 1

2

1 )2 + (Q
n+ 1

2

1 )2
)

Q
n+ 1

2

1 , . . . ,
(

(P
n+ 1

2

I−1 )2 + (Q
n+ 1

2

I−1 )
2
)

Q
n+ 1

2

I−1

]⊤
,

(

(Pn+ 1
2 )2 + (Qn+ 1

2 )2
)

Pn+ 1
2 =

[(

(P
n+ 1

2

1 )2 + (Q
n+ 1

2

1 )2
)

P
n+ 1

2

1 , . . . ,
(

(P
n+ 1

2

I−1 )2 + (Q
n+ 1

2

I−1 )
2
)

P
n+ 1

2

I−1

]⊤
,

Qn+ 1
2∆Wn = [Q

n+ 1
2

1 (W (x1, tn+1)−W (x1, tn)), . . . , Q
n+ 1

2

I−1 (W (xI−1, tn+1)−W (xI−1, tn))]
⊤,

Pn+ 1
2∆Wn = [P

n+ 1
2

1 (W (x1, tn+1)−W (x1, tn)), . . . , P
n+ 1

2

I−1 (W (xI−1, tn+1)−W (xI−1, tn))]
⊤.

Similar to Theorem 3.1, it can be verified that the fully-discrete method (3.10) possesses the discrete multi-

symplectic conservation law

ωn+1
i − ωn

i

∆t
+

ni
∑

k=1

id
(1)
k iκ

n+ 1
2

k = 0, (3.11)

where

ωn
i =

1

2
dZn

i ∧MdZn
i , iκ

n+ 1
2

k = dZ
n+ 1

2

i ∧KdiZ
n+ 1

2

k , Zn
i = (Pn

i , Q
n
i , V

n
i ,Wn

i )
⊤,

iZ
n+ 1

2

k =
(

(iP
n
k +i P

n+1
k )/2, (iQ

n
k +i Q

n+1
k )/2, (iV

n
k +i V

n+1
k )/2, (iWn

k +i Wn+1
k )/2

)⊤

with i = 1, . . . , I − 1, k = 1, . . . , ni, and

M =









0 −1 0 0
1 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0









, K =









0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1
−1 0 0 0
0 −1 0 0









.

Remark 3.3. For the stochastic KdV equation (2.4), making use of (3.6) yields






































1

2

Un+1 −Un

∆t
+D(1)Vn+ 1

2 = λ
∆Wn

∆t
,

1

2

P
n+1 −P

n

∆t
+ βD(1)

W
n+ 1

2 = Vn+ 1
2 − 1

2
(Un+ 1

2 )2,

βD(1)Un+ 1
2 = βWn+ 1

2 ,

−D(1)
P

n+ 1
2 = −Un+ 1

2 ,

(3.12)

where U
n+ 1

2

i =
Un

i
+U

n+1

i

2 , V
n+ 1

2

i =
V n

i
+V

n+1

i

2 , Pn+ 1
2

i =
Pn

i
+Pn+1

i

2 , Wn+ 1
2

i =
Wn

i
+Wn+1

i

2 , i = 1, . . . , I − 1,

(Un+ 1
2 )2 = [(U

n+ 1
2

1 )2, . . . , (U
n+ 1

2

I−1 )2]⊤,∆Wn = [W (x1, tn+1)−W (x1, tn), . . . ,W (xI−1, tn+1)−W (xI−1, tn)]
⊤.

In fact, the fully-discrete method (3.12) has the discrete multi-symplectic conservation law

ωn+1
i − ωn

i

∆t
+

ni
∑

k=1

id
(1)
k iκ

n+ 1
2

k = 0, i = 1, . . . , I − 1 (3.13)

with

ωn
i =

1

2
dZn

i ∧MdZn
i , iκ

n+ 1
2

k = dZ
n+ 1

2

i ∧KdiZ
n+ 1

2

k , Zn
i = (Un

i , V
n
i ,Pn

i ,Wn
i )

⊤,

iZ
n+ 1

2

k =
(

(iU
n
k +i U

n+1
k )/2, (iV

n
k +i V

n+1
k )/2, (iPn

k +i Pn+1
k )/2, (iWn

k +i Wn+1
k )/2

)⊤
,

and

M =









0 0 − 1
2 0

0 0 0 0
1
2 0 0 0
0 0 0 0









, K =









0 0 0 −β
0 0 −1 0
0 1 0 0
β 0 0 0









.
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Remark 3.4. For the stochastic Maxwell equation (2.5), by means of (3.6), we obtain



















































































(E1)
n+1 − (E1)

n

∆t
= −D(1)

z (H2)
n+ 1

2 +D(1)
y (H3)

n+ 1
2 − λ(H1)

n+ 1
2
∆Wn

∆t
,

(E2)
n+1 − (E2)

n

∆t
= D(1)

z (H1)
n+ 1

2 −D(1)
x (H3)

n+ 1
2 − λ(H2)

n+ 1
2
∆Wn

∆t
,

(E3)
n+1 − (E3)

n

∆t
= −D(1)

y (H1)
n+ 1

2 +D(1)
x (H2)

n+ 1
2 − λ(H3)

n+ 1
2
∆Wn

∆t
,

(H1)
n+1 − (H1)

n

∆t
= D(1)

z (E2)
n+ 1

2 −D(1)
y (E3)

n+ 1
2 + λ(E1)

n+ 1
2
∆Wn

∆t
,

(H2)
n+1 − (H2)

n

∆t
= −D(1)

z (E1)
n+ 1

2 +D(1)
x (E3)

n+ 1
2 + λ(E2)

n+ 1
2
∆Wn

∆t
,

(H3)
n+1 − (H3)

n

∆t
= D(1)

y (E1)
n+ 1

2 −D(1)
x (E2)

n+ 1
2 + λ(E3)

n+ 1
2
∆Wn

∆t
,

(3.14)

where
(Ej)

n+ 1
2 = ((Ej)

n+1 + (Ej)
n)/2, (Hj)

n+ 1
2 = ((Hj)

n+1 + (Hj)
n)/2,

(Ej)
n = [(Ej)

n
1 , . . . , (Ej)

n
I−1]

⊤, (Hj)
n = [(Hj)

n
1 , . . . , (Hj)

n
I−1]

⊤, j = 1, 2, 3,

∆Wn = [W (x1, tn+1)−W (x1, tn), . . . ,W (xI−1, tn+1)−W (xI−1, tn)]
⊤.

In the three-dimensional case, D
(1)
x , D

(1)
y and D

(1)
z are 1-order differential approximations of partial deriva-

tives ∂x, ∂y and ∂z of LRBF collocation method in (3.4), respectively, and the corresponding elements

in above three matrices are denoted by id
(1)
x,k, id

(1)
y,k, id

(1)
z,k for i ∈ {1, . . . , I − 1} and k ∈ {1, . . . , ni}. The

fully-discrete method (3.14) satisfies

ωn+1
i − ωn

i

∆t
+

ni
∑

k=1

id
(1)
x,kiκ

n+ 1
2

1,k +

ni
∑

k=1

id
(1)
y,kiκ

n+ 1
2

2,k +

ni
∑

k=1

id
(1)
z,kiκ

n+ 1
2

3,k = 0, i = 1, . . . , I − 1, (3.15)

where

ωn
i =

1

2
dZn

i ∧MdZn
i , iκ

n+ 1
2

j,k = dZ
n+ 1

2

i ∧KjdiZ
n+ 1

2

k , Zn
i = ((H1)

n
i , (H2)

n
i , (H3)

n
i , (E1)

n
i , (E2)

n
i , (E3)

n
i )

⊤,

iZ
n+ 1

2

k =
(

(i(H1)
n
k +i (H1)

n+1
k )/2, (i(H2)

n
k +i (H2)

n+1
k )/2, (i(H3)

n
k +i (H3)

n+1
k )/2, (i(E1)

n
k +i (E1)

n+1
k )/2,

(i(E2)
n
k +i (E2)

n+1
k )/2, (i(E3)

n
k +i (E3)

n+1
k )/2

)⊤
,

and

M =

(

0 −I3×3

I3×3 0

)

, Kj =

(

Dj 0
0 Dj

)

, j = 1, 2, 3

with I3×3 being a 3× 3 identity matrix,

D1 =





0 0 0
0 0 −1
0 1 0



 , D2 =





0 0 1
0 0 0
−1 0 0



 , D3 =





0 −1 0
1 0 0
0 0 0



 .

4. Splitting multi-symplectic Runge–Kutta method

In this section, we propose the second kind of multi-symplectic methods for (2.1) via the splitting
technique, which avoids the interaction between the nonlinear drift coefficient and the driving process. This
splitting technique allows us to handle a deterministic Hamiltonian PDE directly, and thus some existing
deterministic multi-symplectic method can be exploited. Motivated by the fact that multi-symplectic Runge–
Kutta methods are a class of efficient derivative-free numerical methods, we concentrate on the splitting
multi-symplectic Runge–Kutta method for stochastic Hamiltonian PDEs.
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Now we begin our study with the multi-symplectic Runge–Kutta method for deterministic Hamiltonian
PDEs

Mdz +Kzxdt = ∇S1(z)dt. (4.1)

Applying s-stage and r-stage symplectic Runge–Kutta methods, i.e., (c, A, b) and (c̃, Ã, b̃) as follows

c1 a11 . . . a1s
...

...
...

cs as1 . . . ass
b1 . . . bs

,

c̃1 ã11 . . . ã1r
...

...
...

c̃r ãr1 . . . ãrr
b̃1 . . . b̃r

, (4.2)

where s, r ≥ 1, to (4.1) in space and time, respectively, the resulting fully-discrete method is as follows:

Zk
m = zki +∆x

s
∑

n=1

amnδ
n,k
x Zk

n, ∀ i = 0, 1, . . . , s,

zki+1 = zki +∆x

s
∑

m=1

bmδm,k
x Zk

m, ∀ i = 0, 1, . . . , s,

Zk
m = zpm +∆t

r
∑

j=1

ãkjδ
m,j
t Zj

m, ∀ p = 0, 1, . . . , r,

zp+1
m = zpm +∆t

r
∑

k=1

b̃kδ
m,k
t Zk

m, ∀ p = 0, 1, . . . , r,

Mδm,k
t Zk

m +Kδm,k
x Zk

m = ∇zS1

(

Zk
m

)

,

(4.3)

where δm,k
t and δm,k

x are discretizations of two partial derivatives ∂t and ∂x, respectively, and

bmbn − bmamn − bnanm = 0 and b̃kb̃j − b̃kãkj − b̃jãjk = 0 (4.4)

for all m,n = 1, . . . , s and k, j = 1, . . . , r. It can be verified that the above stochastic numerical method
admits the discrete multi-symplectic conservation law

ωp+1 − ωp

∆t
+

κi+1 − κi

h
= 0,

where ωp = 1
2

s
∑

m=1
bmdzpm ∧Mdzpm, and κi =

1
2

r
∑

k=1

b̃kdz
k
i ∧Kdzki for p = 0, 1, . . . , r and i = 0, 1, . . . , s. Ap-

plying the splitting technique to (2.1) in temporal direction, and then we obtain a deterministic Hamiltonian
PDE with random input and a stochastic system on t ∈ [tm, tm+1] as follows

{

Mdz̄ +Kz̄xdt = ∇S1(z̄)dt,

z̄(tm) = z(tm),
and











Kzx = 0,

Mdz = ∇S2(z) ◦ dW (t),

z(tm) = z(tm+1).

(4.5)

By choosing symplectic methods for the stochastic system and combining (4.3), we obtain the splitting
multi-symplectic Runge–Kutta method satisfying the discrete multi-symplectic conservation law. Now we
construct the splitting multi-symplectic Runge–Kutta method for the nonlinear stochastic wave equation,
stochastic nonlinear Schrödinger equation, stochastic KdV equation and stochastic Maxwell equation, one
after the other.

We first focus on the nonlinear stochastic wave equation (2.2) and propose the associated splitting multi-
symplectic Runge–Kutta method. In detail, we decompose (2.2) on [t0, t1] into a deterministic Hamiltonian
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PDE with random input


















ut = v,

ux = w,

vt − wx = −f(u),

u(t0) = u(t0), v(t0) = v(t0),

(4.6)

and a stochastic system


















ux = 0, wx = 0,

ut = 0,

dv = g(u) ◦ dW (t),

u(t0) = u(t1), v(t0) = v(t1).

(4.7)

By making use of s-stage and r-stage symplectic Runge–Kutta methods (4.2) with s, r ≥ 1 to approximate
(4.6), together with the application of the symplectic Euler method to the stochastic system (4.7), we obtain
the following fully-discrete method

Um
i = um

0 +∆x

s
∑

j=1

aijWm
j , Wm

i = wm
0 +∆x

s
∑

j=1

aijδxWm
j , (4.8a)

um
1 = um

0 +∆x

s
∑

i=1

biWm
i , wm

1 = wm
0 +∆x

s
∑

i=1

biδxWm
i , (4.8b)

Um
i = u0

i +∆t

r
∑

n=1

ãnmV n
i , Vm

i = v0i +∆t

r
∑

n=1

ãnm (δxWn
i − f(Un

i )) , (4.8c)

u1
i = u0

i +∆t

r
∑

m=1

b̃mV m
i , v1i = v0i +∆t

r
∑

m=1

b̃m (δxWm
i − f(Um

i )) , (4.8d)

um
1 = um

1 , wm
1 = wm

1 , (4.8e)

u1
i = u1

i , v1i = v1i + g(u1
i )∆W 1

i , (4.8f)

where i = 1, . . . , s,m = 1, . . . , r, δx is the discretization of the partial derivative ∂x, and Um
i ≈ u(ci∆x, c̃m∆t),

u0
i ≈ u(ci∆x, 0),u1

i ≈ u(ci∆x,∆t), u1
i ≈ u(ci∆x,∆t), um

0 ≈ u(0, c̃m∆t), um
1 ≈ u(∆x, c̃m∆t), um

1 ≈
u(∆x, c̃m∆t), etc., with ci =

∑s

j=1 aij , c̃m =
∑r

n=1 ãmn.

Theorem 4.1. Assume that the symplectic condition (4.4) or equivalently,

BA+A⊤B − bb⊤ = 0, B̃Ã+ Ã⊤B̃ − b̃b̃⊤ = 0,

where B = diag(b) and B̃ = diag(b̃), holds. Then the fully-discrete method (4.8a)-(4.8f) admits the discrete

multi-symplectic conservation law

s
∑

i=1

bi
∆t

(

du1
i ∧ dv1i − du0

i ∧ dv0i
)

−
r

∑

m=1

b̃m
∆x

(dum
1 ∧ dwm

1 − dum
0 ∧ dwm

0 ) = 0,

where s, r ∈ N+.

Proof. By utilizing (4.8e)-(4.8f), we obtain

s
∑

i=1

bi
∆t

(

du1
i ∧ dv1i − du0

i ∧ dv0i
)

−
r

∑

m=1

b̃m
∆x

(dum
1 ∧ dwm

1 − dum
0 ∧ dwm

0 )

=
1

∆t

s
∑

i=1

bi
(

du1
i ∧ dv1i − du0

i ∧ dv0i
)

− 1

∆x

r
∑

m=1

b̃m (dum
1 ∧ dwm

1 − dum
0 ∧ dwm

0 ) .

13



For fixed i ∈ {1, . . . , s} and m ∈ {1, . . . , r}, taking advantage of (4.8d) leads to

du1
i ∧ dv1i =du0

i ∧ dv0i +∆t

r
∑

m=1

b̃mdu0
i ∧ d (δxWm

i − f(Um
i ))

+ ∆t
r

∑

m=1

b̃mdV m
i ∧ dv0i +∆t2

r
∑

m,l=1

b̃mb̃ldV
m
i ∧ d

(

δxW l
i − f(U l

i )
)

.

(4.9)

Applying dUm
i = du0

i +∆t
r
∑

n=1
ãnmdV n

i and dV m
i = dv0i +∆t

r
∑

n=1
ãnmd (δxW

n
i − f(Un

i )) to (4.9), we get

du1
i ∧ dv1i

=du0
i ∧ dv0i +∆t

r
∑

l=1

b̃ldU
l
i ∧ d

(

δxW l
i − f(U l

i )
)

−∆t2
r

∑

m,l=1

b̃lãmldV
m
i ∧ d

(

δxW l
i − f(U l

i )
)

−∆t2
r

∑

m,l=1

b̃mãlmdV m
i ∧ d

(

δxW l
i − f(U l

i )
)

+∆t2
s

∑

m,l=1

b̃mb̃ldV
m
i ∧ d

(

δxW l
i − f(U l

i )
)

.

(4.10)

Based on (4.4), we obtain

du1
i ∧ dv1i = du0

i ∧ dv0i +∆t

r
∑

l=1

b̃ldU
l
i ∧ d

(

δxW l
i

)

. (4.11)

Similarly, from (4.8b) it follows that

dum
1 ∧ dwm

1 =dum
0 ∧ dwm

0 +∆x
s

∑

i=1

bidu
m
0 ∧ d (δxWm

i )

+ ∆x

s
∑

i=1

bidWm
i ∧ dwm

0 +∆x2
s

∑

i,k=1

bibkdWm
i ∧ d (δxWm

k ) .

By means of (4.8a), we derive

dUm
i = dum

0 +∆x

s
∑

j=1

aijdWm
j , dWm

i = dwm
0 +∆x

s
∑

j=1

aijd(δxWm
j ),

which yields

dum
1 ∧ dwm

1 =dum
0 ∧ dwm

0 +∆x
s

∑

i=1

bidU
m
i ∧ d (δxWm

i )−∆x2
s

∑

i,k=1

bkakidWm
i ∧ d (δxWm

k )

−∆x2
s

∑

i,k=1

biaikdWm
i ∧ d(δxWm

k ) + ∆x2
s

∑

i,k=1

bibkdWm
i ∧ d (δxWm

k )

=dum
0 ∧ dwm

0 +∆x

s
∑

i=1

bidU
m
i ∧ d (δxWm

i ) . (4.12)

Combining (4.11) and (4.12), we deduce

1

∆t

s
∑

i=1

bi
(

du1
i ∧ dv1i − du0

i ∧ dv0i
)

− 1

∆x

r
∑

m=1

b̃m (dum
1 ∧ dwm

1 − dum
0 ∧ dwm

0 )

=

s
∑

i=1

r
∑

l=1

bib̃ldU
l
i ∧ d

(

δxW l
i

)

−
r

∑

m=1

s
∑

i=1

b̃mbidU
m
i ∧ d (δxWm

i ) = 0,

which completes the proof.
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Example 4.2. If s = r = 1, based on symplectic Runge–Kutta methods

1
2

1
2

1
,

1
2

1
2

1
,

we get a numerical method for the nonlinear stochastic wave equation as follows

U1
1 = u1

0 +∆x
1

2
W1

1 , W1
1 = w1

0 +∆x
1

2
δxW1

1 ,

u1
1 = u1

0 +∆xW1
1 , w1

1 = w1
0 +∆xδxW1

1 ,

U1
1 = u0

1 +∆t
1

2
V 1
1 , V 1

1 = v01 +∆t
1

2

(

δxW1
1 − f(U1

1 )
)

, (4.13)

u1
1 = u0

1 +∆tV 1
1 , v11 = v01 +∆t

(

δxW1
1 − f(U1

1 )
)

,

u1
1 = u1

1, w1
1 = w1

1, v11 = v11 + g(u1
1)∆W 1

1 .

Similar to the numerical experiments in Section 3, we apply the above multi-symplectic method to ap-

proximating the 1-dimensional stochastic wave equation in three cases: (1)f(u) = sin(u), g(u) = sin(u);
(2)f(u) = sin(u), g(u) = u; (3)f(u) = u3, g(u) = sin(u). Here, we take x ∈ (−π, π), set u(0) = 0, ut(0, x) =
sin(x), ux(0) = 0, and let the orthonormal basis {ek}k∈N+ and the corresponding eigenvalue {qk}k∈N+ of Q

be ek = 1√
π
sin(kx) and qk = 1

k6 , respectively. Table 2 shows the mean-square error against ∆t = 2−s, s =

2, 3, 4, 5 on log-log scale at time T = 1. We regard the numerical approximation obtained by a fine mesh with

∆t = 2−8,∆x = 2−7π as the exact solution. It can be found from Fig. 2 that the proposed numerical method

has accuracy of mean-square order 1 in temporal direction.

Table 2: Mean-square errors of (4.13) in time.

f(u) = sin(u), g(u) = sin(u) f(u) = sin(u), g(u) = u f(u) = u3, g(u) = sin(u)
∆t L2 error L2 error L2 error
2−2 5.4462e-02 5.7036e-02 5.8488e-02
2−3 2.8150e-02 2.8546e-02 2.9977e-02
2−4 1.3469e-02 1.4167e-02 1.4489e-02
2−5 6.4268e-03 6.7747e-03 6.8146e-03
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t
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10-1

E
rr

o
r

f(u)=sin(u),g(u)=sin(u)
Order 1

10-1

t
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10-1

E
rr

o
r

f(u)=sin(u),g(u)=u
Order 1

10-1

t

10-3
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10-1

E
rr

o
r

f(u)=u3,g(u)=sin(u)
Order 1

Figure 2: Mean-square convergence order of (4.13) in temporal direction in the cases of (1) f(u) = sin(u), g(u) = sin(u) (2)
f(u) = sin(u), g(u) = u and (3) f(u) = u3, g(u) = sin(u).

If f̃(u) is at most quadratic, then the fully-discrete method (4.8a)-(4.8f) under the symplectic condition
(4.4) preserves the discrete averaged energy evolution law. This property is illustrated by Fig. 3, from which
plots the quantity ∆x

2 E[
∑s

i=1(v
n
i )

2+(wn
i )

2+2f̃(un
i )], n = 1, . . . , N, for (4.13) in two cases: (1) f(u) = 0 and

(2) f(u) = u, respectively. The reference line (black line) in Fig. 3 stands for the averaged energy evolution
law of the exact solution. It can be observed that (4.13) preserves perfectly the averaged energy evolution
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Figure 3: Averaged energy evolution of (4.13) (left: f(u) = 0, right: f(u) = u) with ∆t = 1/20, h = π/20.

law. In detail, when g(u) = 1, (4.13) reproduces the linear growth of the averaged energy, which coincides
with the theoretical results.

Now we turn to the stochastic nonlinear Schrödinger equation (2.3). Repeating the similar procedures
as in the case of the stochastic wave equation, we first split the stochastic nonlinear Schrödinger equation
into on [t0, t1] a deterministic system with random input



















qt − vx =
(

p2 + q2
)

p,

pt + wx = −
(

p2 + q2
)

q,

px = v, qx = w,

p(t0) = p(t0), q(t0) = q(t0),

(4.14)

and a stochastic system






























px = 0, qx = 0,

vx = 0, wx = 0,

dq = −p ◦ dW (t),

dp = q ◦ dW (t),

p(t0) = p(t1), q(t0) = q(t1),

(4.15)

Using s-stage and r-stage Runge–Kutta methods (4.2) with s, r ≥ 1 to discretize (4.14), together with the
symplectic Euler method applied to (4.15), yields the fully-discrete method

Pm
i = pm0 +∆x

s
∑

j=1

aijV
m
j , Qm

i = qm0 +∆x

s
∑

j=1

aijWm
j ,

Wm
i = wm

0 +∆x

s
∑

j=1

aijδxWm
j , V m

i = vm0 +∆x

s
∑

j=1

aijδxV
m
j ,

pm1 = pm0 +∆x
s

∑

i=1

biV
m
i , qm1 = qm0 +∆x

s
∑

i=1

biWm
i ,

wm
1 = wm

0 +∆x

s
∑

i=1

biδxWm
i , vm1 = vm0 +∆x

s
∑

i=1

biδxV
m
i ,

Qm
i = q0i +∆t

r
∑

n=1

ãnm
(

δxV
n
i + ((Pn

i )
2 + (Qn

i )
2)Pn

i

)

, (4.16)

Pm
i = p0i +∆t

r
∑

n=1

ãnm
(

−δxWn
i − ((Pn

i )
2 + (Qn

i )
2)Qn

i

)

,
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q1i = q0i +∆t

r
∑

m=1

b̃m
(

δxV
m
i + ((Pm

i )2 + (Qm
i )2)Pm

i

)

,

p1i = p0i +∆t

r
∑

m=1

b̃m
(

−δxWm
i − ((Pm

i )2 + (Qm
i )2)Qm

i

)

,

pm1 = pm1 , qm1 = qm1 , vm1 = vm1 , wm
1 = wm

1 ,

q1i = q1i − p1i∆W 1
i , p1i = p1i + q1i∆W 1

i ,

where Pm
i ≈ p(ci∆x, c̃m∆t), p0i ≈ p(ci∆x, 0), p1i ≈ p(ci∆x,∆t), p1i ≈ p(ci∆x,∆t), pm0 ≈ p(0, c̃m∆t),

pm1 ≈ p(∆x, c̃m∆t), pm1 ≈ p(∆x, c̃m∆t), etc., with ci =
∑s

j=1 aij , c̃m =
∑r

n=1 ãmn, i = 1, . . . , s, m =
1, . . . , r. Similar to Theorem 4.1, we obtain that the fully-discrete method (4.16) preserves the discrete
multi-symplectic conservation law.

Theorem 4.3. Under the symplectic condition (4.4), the fully-discrete method (4.16) preserves the discrete

multi-symplectic conservation law

s
∑

i=1

bi
∆t

(

dq1i ∧ dp1i − dq0i ∧ dp0i
)

+

r
∑

m=1

b̃m
∆x

(dpm1 ∧ dvm1 − dpm0 ∧ dvm0 + dqm1 ∧ dwm
1 − dqm0 ∧ dwm

0 ) = 0.

Analogously, in the case of the stochastic KdV equation with additive noise (2.4), we first decompose it
on t ∈ [t0, t1] into a deterministic system with random input































ut + 2vx = 0,

ρt + 2βwx = 2v − u2,

ux = w,

ρx = u,

u(t0) = u(t0), ρ(t0) = ρ(t0),

(4.17)

and a stochastic system






























vx = 0, wx = 0,

ux = 0, ρx = 0,

du = 2λ ◦ dW (t),

ρt = 0,

u(t0) = u(t1), ρ(t0) = ρ(t1).

(4.18)

Next, we take advantage of s, r-stage symplectic Runge–Kutta methods, where s, r ≥ 1, to numerically
solve the deterministic Hamiltonian PDE (4.17) and use symplectic Euler method to approximate (4.18),
respectively. The resulting numerical method on t ∈ [t0, t1] is as follows

V m
i = vm0 +∆x

s
∑

j=1

aijδxV
m
j , Wm

i = wm
0 +∆x

s
∑

j=1

aijδxWm
j ,

Um
i = um

0 +∆x

s
∑

j=1

aijWm
j , Pm

i = ρm0 +∆x

s
∑

j=1

aijU
m
j ,

vm1 = vm0 +∆x

s
∑

i=1

biδxV
m
i , wm

1 = wm
0 +∆x

s
∑

i=1

biδxWm
i ,

um
1 = um

0 +∆x

s
∑

i=1

biWm
i , ρm1 = ρm0 +∆x

s
∑

i=1

biU
m
i , (4.19)
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Um
i = u0

i +∆t

r
∑

n=1

ãnm (−2δxV
n
i ) , Pm

i = ρ0i +∆t

r
∑

n=1

ãnm
(

−2βδxWn
i + 2V n

i − (Un
i )

2
)

,

u1
i = u0

i +∆t

r
∑

m=1

b̃m (−2δxV
m
i ) , ρ1i = ρ0i +∆t

r
∑

m=1

b̃m
(

−2βδxWm
i + 2V m

i − (Um
i )2

)

,

vm1 = vm1 , wm
1 = wm

1 , um
1 = um

1 , ρm1 = ρm1 , ρ1i = ρ1i , u1
i = u1

i + 2λ∆W 1
i ,

where i = 1, . . . , s, m = 1, . . . , r, and Pm
i ≈ ρ(ci∆x, c̃m∆t), ρ0i ≈ ρ(ci∆x, 0), ρ1i ≈ ρ(ci∆x,∆t), ρ1i ≈

ρ(ci∆x,∆t), ρm0 ≈ ρ(0, c̃m∆t), ρm1 ≈ ρ(∆x, c̃m∆t), ρm1 ≈ ρ(∆x, c̃m∆t), etc., with ci =
∑s

j=1 aij , c̃m =
∑r

n=1 ãmn. Similar to the proof of Theorem 4.1, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 4.4. Assume that the symplectic condition (4.4) holds. Then the fully-discrete method (4.19)
preserves the discrete multi-symplectic conservation law

s
∑

i=1

bi
∆t

(

dρ1i ∧ du1
i − dρ0i ∧ du0

i

)

+

r
∑

m=1

2b̃m
∆x

(dρm1 ∧ dvm1 − dρm0 ∧ dvm0 + βdwm
1 ∧ dum

1 − βdwm
0 ∧ dum

0 ) = 0.

Similarly, for the stochastic Maxwell equation with multiplicative noise (2.5), we decompose it on t ∈
[t0, t1] into a deterministic PDE with random initial value























(E1)t + (H2)z − (H3)y = 0, (E2)t + (H3)x − (H1)z = 0,

(E3)t + (H1)y − (H2)x = 0, (H1)t + (E3)y − (E2)z = 0,

(H2)t + (E1)z − (E3)x = 0, (H3)t + (E2)x − (E1)y = 0,

Ei(t0) = Ei(t0), Hi(t0) = Hi(t0), i = 1, 2, 3,

(4.20)

and a stochastic system


















D1Hx = 0, D2Hy = 0,D3Hz = 0,

D1Ex = 0, D2Ey = 0,D3Ez = 0,

Ht = λE ◦ dW (t),Et = −λH ◦ dW (t),

H(t0) = H(t1), E(t0) = E(t1).

(4.21)

By exploiting s-stage and r-stage symplectic Runge–Kutta methods to discretize (4.20) and symplectic Euler
method to discretize (4.22), we obtain the numerical method on t ∈ [t0, t1] as follows

D1(H)mkln = D1(H)m0ln +∆x

s
∑

j=1

a
(1)
kj D1(δxH)mjln, D1(E)mkln = D1(E)m0ln +∆x

s
∑

j=1

a
(1)
kj D1(δxE)mjln,

D2(H)mkln = D2(H)mk0n +∆y
s

∑

j=1

a
(2)
lj D2(δyH)mkjn, D2(E)mkln = D2(E)mk0n +∆y

s
∑

j=1

a
(2)
lj D2(δyE)mkjn,

D3(H)mkln = D3(H)mkl0 +∆z
s

∑

j=1

a
(3)
nj D3(δzH)mklj , D3(E)mkln = D3(E)mkl0 +∆z

s
∑

j=1

a
(3)
nj D3(δzE)mklj ,

(H)mkln = (H)0kln +∆t

r
∑

i=1

ãmi

(

−D1(δxE)ikln − D2(δyE)ikln − D3(δzE)ikln
)

,

(E)mkln = (E)0kln +∆t

r
∑

i=1

ãmi

(

D1(δxH)ikln + D2(δyH)ikln + D3(δzH)ikln
)

,

D1(H)m1ln = D1(H)m0ln +∆x
s

∑

k=1

b
(1)
k D1(δxH)mkln, D1(E)m1ln = D1(E)m0ln +∆x

s
∑

k=1

b
(1)
k D1(δxE)mkln,
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D2(H)mk1n = D2(H)mk0n +∆y

s
∑

l=1

b
(2)
l D2(δyH)mkln, D2(E)mk1n = D2(E)mk0n +∆y

s
∑

l=1

b
(2)
l D2(δyE)mkln, (4.22)

D3(H)mkl1 = D3(H)mkl0 +∆z
s

∑

n=1

b(3)n D3(δzH)mkln, D3(E)mkl1 = D3(E)mkl0 +∆z
s

∑

n=1

b(3)n D3(δzE)mkln,

(H)1kln = (H)0kln +∆t

r
∑

m=1

b̃m (−D1(δxE)mkln − D2(δyE)mkln − D3(δzE)mkln) ,

(E)1kln = (E)0kln +∆t

r
∑

m=1

b̃m (D1(δxH)mkln + D2(δyH)mkln + D3(δzH)mkln) ,

D1(H)m1ln = D1(H)m1ln, D1(E)m1ln = D1(E)m1ln, D2(H)mk1n = D2(H)mk1n, D2(E)mk1n = D2(E)mk1n,

D3(H)mkl1 = D3(H)mkl1, D3(E)mkl1 = D3(E)mkl1,

(E)1kln = (E)1kln − λ(H)1kln∆W 1
kln, (H)1kln = (H)1kln + λ(E)1kln∆W 1

kln,

where δx, δy, δz are discretizations of partial derivatives ∂x, ∂y, ∂z, E0
kln ≈ E(c

(1)
k ∆x, c

(2)
l ∆y, c

(3)
n ∆z, 0),

Em
kln ≈ E(c

(1)
k ∆x, c

(2)
l ∆y, c

(3)
n ∆z, c̃m∆t), E1

kln ≈ E(c
(1)
k ∆x, c

(2)
l ∆y, c

(3)
n ∆z,∆t), E

1

kln ≈ E(c
(1)
k ∆x, c

(2)
l ∆y,

c
(3)
n ∆z,∆t), Em

0ln ≈ E(0, c
(2)
l ∆y, c

(3)
n ∆z, c̃m∆t), Em

1ln ≈ E(∆x, c
(2)
l ∆y, c

(3)
n ∆z, c̃m∆t), E

m

1ln ≈ E(∆x, c
(2)
l ∆y,

c
(3)
n ∆z, c̃m∆t), Em

k0n ≈ E(c
(1)
k ∆x, 0, c

(3)
n ∆z, c̃m∆t), Em

k1n ≈ E(c
(1)
k ∆x,∆y, c

(3)
n ∆z, c̃m∆t), E

m

k1n ≈ E(c
(1)
k ∆x,

∆y, c
(3)
n ∆z, c̃m∆t), Em

kl0 ≈ E(c
(1)
k ∆x, c

(2)
l ∆y, 0, c̃m∆t), Em

kl1 ≈ E(c
(1)
k ∆x, c

(2)
l ∆y,∆z, c̃m∆t), E

m

kl1 ≈ E(c
(1)
k ∆x,

c
(2)
l ∆y,∆z, c̃m∆t), etc., with c

(1)
k =

∑s

j=1 a
(1)
kj , c

(2)
l =

∑s

j=1 a
(2)
lj , c

(3)
n =

∑s

j=1 a
(3)
nj , c̃m =

∑r

n=1 ãmn,

1 ≤ j, k, l, n ≤ s, 1 ≤ i,m ≤ r. Moreover, the noise increment ∆W 1
kln := W (t1, xk, yl, zn)−W (t0, xk, yl, zn).

Similar to the proof of Theorem 4.1, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 4.5. Suppose that the symplectic condition (4.4) holds. Then the fully-discrete method (4.22)
preserves the discrete multi-symplectic conservation law

1

∆t

s
∑

k=1

s
∑

l=1

s
∑

n=1

b
(1)
k b

(2)
l b(3)n

(

d(E)1kln ∧ d(H)1kln − d(E)0kln ∧ d(H)0kln
)

+
1

2∆x

r
∑

m=1

s
∑

l=1

s
∑

n=1

b̃mb
(2)
l b(3)n (d(U)m1ln ∧K1d(U)m1ln − d(U)m0ln ∧K1d(U)m0ln)

+
1

2∆y

r
∑

m=1

s
∑

k=1

s
∑

n=1

b̃mb
(1)
k b(3)n (d(U)mk1n ∧K2d(U)mk1n − d(U)mk0n ∧K2d(U)mk0n)

+
1

2∆z

r
∑

m=1

s
∑

k=1

s
∑

l=1

b̃mb
(1)
k b

(2)
l (d(U)mkl1 ∧K3d(U)mkl1 − d(U)mkl0 ∧K3d(U)mkl0) = 0

with (U)m0ln = (((H)m0ln)
⊤, ((E)m0ln)

⊤)⊤, (U)m1ln = (((H)m1ln)
⊤, ((E)m1ln)

⊤)⊤, (U)mk0n = (((H)mk0n)
⊤, ((E)mk0n)

⊤)⊤,
(U)mk1n = (((H)mk1n)

⊤, ((E)mk1n)
⊤)⊤, (U)mkl0 = (((H)mkl0)

⊤, ((E)mkl0)
⊤)⊤, (U)mkl1 = (((H)mkl1)

⊤, ((E)mkl1)
⊤)⊤.

Remark 4.6. We would like to mention that, in the framework of splitting multi-symplectic Runge–Kutta

method, other multi-symplectic methods can be used to discretize the deterministic Hamiltonian PDE. By

combining with the symplectic Euler method applied to the stochastic subsystem, one can obtain a class of

multi-symplectic methods.

5. Multi-symplectic partitioned Runge–Kutta method

As we know, symplectic partitioned Runge–Kutta methods, which are the generations of symplectic
Runge–Kutta methods, are powerful tools for the construction of symplectic methods for solving stochastic
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Hamiltonian ordinary differential equations numerically. For separate stochastic Hamiltonian ordinary dif-
ferential equations, some symplectic partitioned Runge–Kutta method is explicit, which reduces the compu-
tational cost. In this section, we construct the third kind of multi-symplectic methods, i.e., multi-symplectic
partitioned Runge–Kutta methods, for nonlinear stochastic wave equation, stochastic nonlinear Schrödinger
equation, stochastic KdV equation and stochastic Maxwell equation by means of the symplectic partitioned
Runge–Kutta method in both spatial and temporal directions. Further, we present the multi-symplectic
conditions.

For the nonlinear stochastic wave equation (2.2), we proceed to take advantage of s-stage partitioned
Runge–Kutta method (c(1), A(1), b(1)) and (c(2), A(2), b(2)), i.e.,

c
(1)
1 a
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...
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s a
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ss
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s
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1s
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c
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s a

(2)
s1 . . . a

(2)
ss

b
(2)
1 . . . b

(2)
s

, (5.1)

in the spatial direction, and r-stage partitioned Runge–Kutta method (c̃(1), Ã(1), b̃(1)), (c̃(2), Ã(2), b̃(2)), i.e.,

c̃
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,
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...
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r ã

(2)
r1 . . . ã

(2)
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(2)
1 . . . b̃

(2)
r

, (5.2)

together with an r-stage Runge–Kutta method (c̄, Ā, b̄) in the temporal direction, respectively, where s, r ∈
N+. The resulting fully-discrete method is as follows

Um
i = u0

i +∆t

r
∑

n=1

ã(1)nmV n
i , V m

i = v0i +∆t

r
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ã(2)nm (δxWn
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i )) + ∆W 1
i

r
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i ), (5.3a)

u1
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i +∆t
r
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i , v1i = v0i +∆t

r
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i − f(Um

i )) + ∆W 1
i
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ij Wm
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0 +∆x
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j , (5.3c)
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1 = um
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s
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i=1

b
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i Wm

i , wm
1 = wm

0 +∆x

s
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i δxWm

i , (5.3d)

where Um
i ≈ u(c

(1)
i ∆x, c̃

(1)
m ∆t), u0

i ≈ u(c
(1)
i ∆x, 0), u1

i ≈ u(c
(1)
i ∆x,∆t), um

0 ≈ u(0, c̃
(1)
m ∆t), um

1 ≈ u(∆x, c̃
(1)
m ∆t),

etc., with c
(1)
i =

∑s

j=1 a
(1)
ij , c̃

(1)
m =

∑r

n=1 ã
(1)
mn for i = 1, . . . , s,m = 1, . . . , r.

Theorem 5.1. Suppose that

ānmb̃(1)m + ã(1)m,nb̄n − b̃(1)m b̄n = 0, (5.4a)

ã(2)nmb̃(1)m + ã(1)m,nb̃
(2)
n − b̃(1)m b̃(2)n = 0, (5.4b)

a
(2)
ij b

(1)
i + a

(1)
j,i b

(2)
j − b

(1)
i b

(2)
j = 0, (5.4c)

for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ s, 1 ≤ m,n ≤ r. Then the fully-discrete method (5.3a)-(5.3d) admits the discrete multi-

symplectic conservation law

s
∑

i=1

b
(2)
i

1

∆t

(

du1
i ∧ dv1i − du0

i ∧ dv0i
)

−
r
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m=1

b̃(2)m

1

∆x
(dum

1 ∧ dwm
1 − dum

0 ∧ dwm
0 ) = 0. (5.5)
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Proof. From (5.3b) it follows that
(

du1
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i ∧ dv0i
)
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Based on (5.3a) we derive
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Making use of (5.4a) and (5.4b) leads to
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Similarly, by means of (5.3c), we derive
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By utilizing (5.4c), we obtain
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i dUm
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Combining (5.6) and (5.7), we have
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which completes the proof.

Example 5.2. Let s = r = 1 and the Butcher tableaux in both (5.1) and (5.2) be
1
2

1
2

1
, we obtain an

explicit numerical method for the nonlinear stochastic wave equation (2.2) as follows
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V 1
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1 − f(U1
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1
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1 g(U
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2
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1 ,

u1
1 = u1

0 +∆xW1
1 , w1

1 = w1
0 +∆xδxW1

1 .

(5.8)
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Now we perform experiments by applying (5.8) to the 1-dimensional nonlinear stochastic wave equation, and

consider the same problem as in Example 4.2. Table 3 shows the mean-square convergence error against

∆t = 2−s, s = 2, 3, 4, 5 on log-log scale at time T = 1. The exact solution is regarded as the numerical

approximation obtained by a fine mesh with ∆t = 2−8,∆x = 2−7π. Fig. 4 shows that the mean-square

convergence order of the proposed numerical method is 1 in time.

Table 3: Mean-square errors of (5.8) in time.

f(u) = sin(u), g(u) = sin(u) f(u) = sin(u), g(u) = u f(u) = u3, g(u) = sin(u)
∆t L2 error L2 error L2 error
2−2 2.7559e-02 2.9672e-02 2.7987e-02
2−3 1.4317e-02 1.4617e-02 1.4566e-02
2−4 7.1487e-03 7.4123e-03 7.3600e-03
2−5 3.6446e-03 3.5495e-03 3.7130e-03
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Figure 4: Mean-square convergence order of (5.8) in temporal direction in the cases of (1) f(u) = sin(u), g(u) = sin(u) (2)
f(u) = sin(u), g(u) = u and (3) f(u) = u3, g(u) = sin(u).

Analogous to the nonlinear stochastic wave equation, for the stochastic nonlinear Schrödinger equation
(2.3), based on s-stage partitioned Runge–Kutta methods
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(5.9)
and r-stage partitioned Runge–Kutta methods
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(5.10)
where s, r ∈ N+, we deduce the following fully-discrete method
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obtain the following result.

Theorem 5.3. If the following conditions
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for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ s, 1 ≤ m,n ≤ r, hold, the fully-discrete method (5.11) possesses the discrete multi-symplectic

conservation law
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(5.12)

In the case of the stochastic KdV equation (2.4), exploiting similar procedures that applying s-stage
partitioned Runge–Kutta methods (5.9), and r-stage Runge–Kutta methods (5.10) with s, r ∈ N+ yields the
following multi-symplectic method
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arguments as in the proof of Theorem 5.1, the associated discrete multi-symplectic conservation law reads
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(5.14)

For the stochastic Maxwell equation (2.5), adopting s-stage partitioned Runge–Kutta methods with
Butcher tableaux (c(1), A(1), b(1)), (c(2), A(2), b(2)) in x direction, (c(3), A(3), b(3)) and (c(4), A(4), b(4)) in y
direction, which are presented in (5.9), (c(5), A(5), b(5)) and (c(6), A(6), b(6)) in z direction as follows
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s

, (5.15)

and r-stage partitioned Runge–Kutta methods (5.10) in the temporal direction, respectively, where s, r ∈ N+.
The resulting numerical method is as follows

D1(H)mkln = D1(H)m0ln +∆x

s
∑

j=1

a
(1)
kj D1(δxH)mjln, D2(H)mkln = D2(H)mk0n +∆y

s
∑

j=1

a
(2)
lj D2(δyH)mkjn,
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D3(H)mkln = D3(H)mkl0 +∆z

s
∑

j=1

a
(3)
nj D3(δzH)mklj , D1(E)mkln = D1(E)m0ln +∆x

s
∑

j=1

a
(4)
kj D1(δxE)mjln,

D2(E)mkln = D2(E)mk0n +∆y

s
∑

j=1

a
(5)
lj D2(δyE)mkjn, D3(E)mkln = D3(E)mkl0 +∆z

s
∑

j=1

a
(6)
nj D3(δzE)mklj ,

(H)mkln = (H)0kln +∆t

r
∑

i=1

ã
(1)
mi

(

−D1(δxE)ikln − D2(δyE)ikln − D3(δzE)ikln
)

+ λ∆W 1
kln

r
∑

i=1

ā
(1)
mi(E)ikln,

(E)mkln = (E)0kln +∆t
r

∑

i=1

ã
(2)
mi

(

D1(δxH)ikln + D2(δyH)ikln + D3(δzH)ikln
)

− λ∆W 1
kln

r
∑

i=1

ā
(2)
mi(H)ikln, (5.16)

D1(H)m1ln = D1(H)m0ln +∆x

s
∑

k=1

b
(1)
k D1(δxH)mkln, D2(H)mk1n = D2(H)mk0n +∆y

s
∑

l=1

b
(2)
l D2(δyH)mkln,

D3(H)mkl1 = D3(H)mkl0 +∆z
s

∑

n=1

b(3)n D3(δzH)mkln, D1(E)m1ln = D1(E)m0ln +∆x
s

∑

k=1

b
(4)
k D1(δxE)mkln,

D2(E)mk1n = D2(E)mk0n +∆y

s
∑

l=1

b
(5)
l D2(δyE)mkln, D3(E)mkl1 = D3(E)mkl0 +∆z

s
∑

n=1

b(6)n D3(δzE)mkln,

(H)1kln = (H)0kln +∆t

r
∑

m=1

b̃(1)m (−D1(δxE)mkln − D2(δyE)mkln − D3(δzE)mkln) + λ∆W 1
kln

r
∑

m=1

b̄(1)m (E)mkln,

(E)1kln = (E)0kln +∆t

r
∑

m=1

b̃(2)m (D1(δxH)mkln + D2(δyH)mkln + D3(δzH)mkln)− λ∆W 1
kln

r
∑

m=1

b̄(2)m (H)mkln,

where

ã
(2)
mi b̃

(1)
m + b̃

(2)
i ã

(1)
im − b̃

(2)
i b̃(1)m = 0, ā

(2)
mi b̃

(1)
m + b̄

(2)
i ã

(1)
im − b̄

(2)
i b̃(1)m = 0,

ã
(2)
mi b̄

(1)
m + b̃

(2)
i ā

(1)
im − b̃

(2)
i b̄(1)m = 0, ā

(2)
mi b̄

(1)
m + b̄

(2)
i ā

(1)
im − b̄

(2)
i b̄(1)m = 0,

a
(1)
kj b

(1)
k + b

(1)
j a

(1)
jk − b

(1)
j b

(1)
k = 0, a

(2)
lj b

(2)
l + b

(2)
j a

(2)
jl − b

(2)
j b

(2)
l = 0,

a
(3)
nj b

(3)
n + b

(3)
j a

(3)
jn − b

(3)
j b(3)n = 0, a

(4)
kj b

(4)
k + b

(4)
j a

(4)
jk − b

(4)
j b

(4)
k = 0,

a
(5)
lj b

(5)
l + b

(5)
j a

(5)
jl − b

(5)
j b

(5)
l = 0, a

(6)
nj b

(6)
n + b

(6)
j a

(6)
jn − b

(6)
j b(6)n = 0,

b
(1)
k = b

(4)
k , b

(2)
l = b

(5)
l , b(3)n = b(6)n , b̃(1)m = b̃(2)m ,

H0
kln ≈ H(c

(1)
k ∆x, c

(2)
l ∆y, c

(3)
n ∆z, 0),Hm

kln ≈ H(c
(1)
k ∆x, c

(2)
l ∆y, c

(3)
n ∆z, c̃

(1)
m ∆t), H1

kln ≈ H(c
(1)
k ∆x, c

(2)
l ∆y, c

(3)
n ∆z,∆t),

Hm
0ln ≈ H(0, c

(2)
l ∆y, c

(3)
n ∆z, c̃

(1)
m ∆t), Hm

1ln ≈ H(∆x, c
(2)
l ∆y, c

(3)
n ∆z, c̃

(1)
m ∆t), Hm

k0n ≈ H(c
(1)
k ∆x, 0, c

(3)
n ∆z, c̃

(1)
m ∆t),

Hm
k1n ≈ H(c

(1)
k ∆x,∆y, c

(3)
n ∆z, c̃

(1)
m ∆t), Hm

kl0 ≈ H(c
(1)
k ∆x, c

(2)
l ∆y, 0, c̃

(1)
m ∆t), Hm

kl1 ≈ H(c
(1)
k ∆x, c

(2)
l ∆y,∆z, c̃

(1)
m ∆t),

etc., with c
(1)
k =

∑s

j=1 a
(1)
kj , c

(2)
l =

∑s

j=1 a
(2)
lj , c

(3)
n =

∑s

j=1 a
(3)
nj , c̃

(1)
m =

∑r

n=1 ã
(1)
mn, and 1 ≤ j, k, l, n ≤ s, 1 ≤

i,m ≤ r. Similar to the proof of Theorem 5.1, this fully-discrete method (5.16) satisfies the following discrete
multi-symplectic conservation law

1

∆t

s
∑

k=1

s
∑

l=1

s
∑

n=1

b
(1)
k b

(2)
l b(3)n

(

d(E)1kln ∧ d(H)1kln − d(E)0kln ∧ d(H)0kln
)

+
1

2∆x

r
∑

m=1

s
∑

l=1

s
∑

n=1

b̃(1)m b
(2)
l b(3)n (d(U)m1ln ∧K1d(U)m1ln − d(U)m0ln ∧K1d(U)m0ln)

+
1

2∆y

r
∑

m=1

s
∑

k=1

s
∑

n=1

b̃(1)m b
(1)
k b(3)n (d(U)mk1n ∧K2d(U)mk1n − d(U)mk0n ∧K2d(U)mk0n)
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+
1

2∆z

r
∑

m=1

s
∑

k=1

s
∑

l=1

b̃(1)m b
(1)
k b

(2)
l (d(U)mkl1 ∧K3d(U)mkl1 − d(U)mkl0 ∧K3d(U)mkl0) = 0.

6. Conclusions

In this paper, three novel multi-symplectic methods are proposed to numerically solve stochastic Hamil-
tonian PDEs. We prove that the meshless LRBF collocation midpoint method, the splitting multi-symplectic
Runge–Kutta method and the multi-symplectic partitioned Runge–Kutta method preserve the discrete
multi-symplectic conservation law almost surely. In general, these proposed multi-symplectic methods are
always implicit, and have better numerical stability in the numerical implementation. Unlike the split-
ting multi-symplectic Runge–Kutta method and the multi-symplectic partitioned Runge–Kutta method,
the meshless LRBF collocation midpoint method has high-order accuracy and does not require connection
between nodes of the simulation domain, which leads to the liberty in selecting space nodes. Due to the geo-
metric structure preserved property of the numerical method for subsystems, the splitting multi-symplectic
Runge–Kutta method also has the superiority in preserving the averaged energy evolution law of some
stochastic wave equations, as shown in Section 4. The multi-symplectic partitioned Runge–Kutta method
based on symplectic Euler method for some separate stochastic Hamiltonian PDEs, such as stochastic wave
equations, is always explicit, which reduces computational cost. We take the stochastic wave equation as
an example to perform numerical experiments, which indicates the validity of the proposed methods. In
fact, there are still many problems of interest which remain to be solved, such as 1) to systematically con-
struct explicit multi-symplectic methods for nonlinear stochastic Hamiltonian PDEs; 2) to propose numerical
methods preserving both the multi-symplecticity and physical properties of stochastic Hamiltonian PDEs;
3) to prove theoretically the strong convergence order of accuracy for the proposed three numerical methods
applied to stochastic Hamiltonian PDEs. We attempt to study these problems in our future work.
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