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DENSITY CONVERGENCE OF A FULLY DISCRETE FINITE

DIFFERENCE METHOD FOR STOCHASTIC CAHN–HILLIARD

EQUATION

JIALIN HONG, DIANCONG JIN, AND DERUI SHENG

Abstract. This paper focuses on investigating the density convergence of a fully discrete
finite difference method when applied to numerically solve the stochastic Cahn–Hilliard equa-
tion driven by multiplicative space-time white noises. The main difficulty lies in the control
of the drift coefficient that is neither globally Lipschitz nor one-sided Lipschitz. To handle
this difficulty, we propose a novel localization argument and derive the strong convergence
rate of the numerical solution to estimate the total variation distance between the exact and
numerical solutions. This along with the existence of the density of the numerical solution
finally yields the convergence of density in L

1(R) of the numerical solution. Our results par-
tially answer positively to the open problem emerged in [J. Cui and J. Hong, J. Differential
Equations (2020)] on computing the density of the exact solution numerically.

1. Introduction

The density of the exact solution of a stochastic system characterizes all relevant proba-
bilistic information and has wide applications in the probability potential theory. When a
numerical method is applied to the original system, a natural question is whether the numeri-
cal solution provides an effective approximation of the density of the exact solution, which has
received much attention recently. For instance, for stochastic differential equations (SDEs)
whose coefficients are smooth vector fields with bounded derivatives, [3, 25, 28] obtained the
convergence of density of the numerical solution based on Itô–Taylor type dicretizations un-
der Hörmander’s condition. For stochastic Langevin equations with non-globally monotone
coefficients, [17] used the splitting method to derive an approximation for the density of the
exact solution. Relatively, the research of approximations for densities of exact solutions of
stochastic partial differential equations (SPDEs) is still at its infancy. And we are only aware
of [12], where the authors investigated the existence and convergence of densities of numer-
ical dicretizations for stochastic heat equations with additive noise. Following this line of
investigation, the present work makes further contributions on numerical approximations of
densities of exact solutions of SPDEs with polynomial nonlinearity and multiplicative noises.

This paper is concerned with the following stochastic Cahn–Hilliard equation

∂tu+∆2u = ∆f(u) + σ(u)Ẇ , in [0, T ]×O (1.1)

with the initial value u(0, ·) = u0 and Dirichlet boundary conditions (DBCs) u = ∆u = 0

on ∂O. Here, O := (0, π), T > 0, and Ẇ is the formal derivative of a Brownian sheet W =

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 65C30, 60H35, 60H15, 60H07.
Key words and phrases. convergence of density, strong convergence rate, finite difference method, stochastic

Cahn–Hilliard equation .
This work is supported by the National key R&D Program of China under Grant No. 2020YFA0713701,

National Natural Science Foundation of China (Nos. 11971470, 11871068, 12031020, 12022118, 12026428,
11926417), and the Fundamental Research Funds for the Central Universities 3004011142.

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2203.00571v2


2 JIALIN HONG, DIANCONG JIN, AND DERUI SHENG

{W (t, x), (t, x) ∈ [0, T ]×O} defined on some complete probability space (Ω,F , {Ft}t∈[0,T ],P).
The stochastic Cahn–Hilliard equation is a model arising in non-equilibrium dynamics of
metastable states [4, 5, 7, 13, 30]. For example, (1.1) can describe the complicated phase
separation and coarsening phenomena in a melted alloy that is quenched to a temperature at
which only two different concentration phases can exist stably [6, 19]. The unknown quantity
u in (1.1) represents the concentration, and f(u) = u3 − u is the derivative of the double
well potential. For the existence of a unique solution to (1.1) under suitable assumptions, we
refer to [1, 8, 14] and references therein. Concerning the density of the exact solution, [8] and
[9, 15] respectively proved the existence and strict positivity of the density {pt,x}(t,x)∈(0,T ]×O of
{u(t, x)}(t,x)∈(0,T ]×O , under the non-degeneracy condition |σ(·)| > 0. From the practical point
of view, numerically approximating the density pt,x is of prime importance in understanding
intrinsic properties, beyond the existence, of the density, and we will resort to numerical
methods to handle this problem.

Numerical methods have been successfully applied to solve the stochastic Cahn–Hilliard
equation; see [11, 31] for that of the linearized Cahn–Hilliard equation, [18, 19, 22, 29, 36] for
the additive noise case, and [14, 15, 38, 21] for the multiplicative noise case. Among them,
the stochastic Cahn–Hilliard equation is interpreted as an SDEs in Hilbert spaces, which is
discretized by the finite element method or the spectral Galerkin method in space. In order to
numerically approximating the density of the exact solution, we understand the exact solution
u : [0, T ]×O → L2(Ω) as a random field and apply the spatial finite difference method (FDM)
to discretize (1.1). By introducing a uniform spatial stepsize h = π/n, n ≥ 2, the spatial FDM
of (1.1) can be formulated into an (n− 1)-dimensional SDE

dU(t) +A2
nU(t)dt = AnFn(U(t))dt+

√

n/πΣn(U(t))dβt. (1.2)

Here An is the matrix form of the discrete Dirichlet Laplacian, Fn and Σn are respectively
determined by f and σ (see (2.9)), and {βt}t∈[0,T ] is some (n − 1)-dimensional Brownian
motion related to W (see subsection 2.2 for more details). Further, by denoting τ := T/m
(m ∈ N+) the uniform time stepsize, we discretize (1.2) by the backward Euler scheme in
time and obtain a fully discrete FDM method

U i+1 − U i + τA2
nU

i+1 = τAnFn(U
i+1) +

√

n/πΣn(U
i)(βti+1

− βti), (1.3)

where ti := iτ for i ∈ {0, 1, . . . ,m}. The kth component Uk(ti) (resp. U
i
k) of U(ti) (resp. U

i)
approximates formally to u(ti, kh) for every k ∈ Zn−1 := {1, . . . , n − 1}. Taking advantage
of the local weak monotonicity of AnFn, we prove the well-posedness of (1.2) and (1.3),
and that for every k ∈ Zn−1, both {Uk(t)}t∈(0,T ] and {U i

k}i=1,...,m admit densities under the
non-degeneracy condition.

Our first main result is the strong convergence rates of the spatial FDM and fully discrete
FDM for (1.1), which will be used to derive the convergence of densities of numerical methods,
and is of independent interest. Inspired by regularity estimates of original systems in [1, 8], we
first use the interpolation approach to establish in Proposition 3.3 a uniform moment bound

for the numerical solution U(t) in the discrete Sobolev norm ‖(−An)
1

2 · ‖l2n . To overcome the
difficulty that the drift coefficient is neither globally Lipschitz nor one-sided Lipschitz, we
introduce an auxiliary process Ũ(t) (see (4.1)), and focus mainly on estimating the error

E(t) := Ũ(t) − U(t). With the aid of the one-sided Lipschitz property of AnFn in the

discrete negative Sobolev norm ‖(−An)
− 1

2 · ‖l2n , we are able to estimate (−An)
− 1

2E(t) in

Proposition 4.4, and meanwhile the linear part −A2
nE(t) leads to a upper bound for the

L4(Ω;L2(0, T ; ‖(−An)
1

2 ·‖l2n))-norm of E(t). Further, building on the local Lipschitz continuity
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of Fn in the norm ‖(−An)
1

2 · ‖l2n , we attain the strong convergence order 1 of the spatial FDM.
By essentially exploiting the discrete analogue of previous arguments, we also show that the
fully discrete FDM converges strongly to the spatial FDM with order nearly 3

8 in time. The
above convergence orders are optimal in the sense that they coincide with the spatial and
temporal Hölder continuity exponents of the exact solution, respectively.

Our second main result is the convergence of density in L1(R) of the numerical solutions
for (1.1), which is realized by a localization argument to deal with the non-globally monotone
coefficient ∆f . Let us illustrate our idea by taking the spatial semi-discrete numerical solution
for example. First, we establish a criterion for reducing the total variation distance of random
variables to that of their localizations in Proposition 6.1. Based on this criterion, the estimate
of the total variation distance between u and un boils down to estimating that between uR
and unR. Here, uR is the localization of u and solves the localized stochastic Cahn–Hilliard
equation

∂tuR +∆2uR = ∆fR(uR) + σ(uR)Ẇ , R ≥ 1,

where fR = fKR with KR being a smooth cut-off function supported on [−R− 1, R + 1]. In
addition, for any fixed R ≥ 1, define the localization unR of un as the spatial FDM numerical
solution of uR. Second, in order to control the total variation distance between unR and uR,
we apply a criterion for the convergence in total variation distance provided by [33], whose
prerequisites contain the negative moment estimate of the Malliavin derivative DuR(t, x) and
the convergence of unR(t, x) in the Malliavin–Sobolev space D

1,2. These are accomplished by
making full use of the globally Lipschitz condition of fR and the strong regularizing effect of
the linear part. Finally, together with the existence of density of the spatial FDM, we obtain
that the density of the spatial FDM converges in L1(R) to that of the exact solution. In a
similar manner, we also show that the density of the fully discrete FDM converges in L1(R)
to that of the exact solution.

We summarize main contributions of this work as follows.

• We give the optimal strong convergence rate of a fully discrete FDM for stochastic
Cahn–Hilliard equations with polynomial nonlinearity and multiplicative noise.

• We are the first to give the convergence of density for numerical approximations of
SPDEs with polynomial nonlinearity. The results on the existence and convergence
of density of the numerical solutions for stochastic Cahn–Hilliard equations partially
respond positively to an open problem on computing the density of the exact solution
numerically proposed in [15, Section 5].

• We propose a criterion for reducing the total variation distance of random variables to
that of their localizations. And it is successfully applied to derive the density conver-
gence of a fully discrete numerical method for (1.1). We believe that this localization
argument is also available for other SPDEs with non-globally Lipschitz coefficients
such as stochastic Allen–Cahn equations.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section 2 is devoted to introducing the mild
solution, the spatial and fully discrete FDMs for (1.1). In subsection 2.2, we also prove the
existence of densities of the numerical solutions. The regularity estimates of the numerical
solutions are presented in Section 3. The strong convergence rate of the spatial FDM and the
fully discrete FDM are proved in Sections 4 and 5, respectively. Finally, Section 6 is reserved
for the convergence of densities in L1(R) of the numerical solutions.
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2. Preliminaries

Let Cα(O) be the space of α-Hölder continuous functions on O for α ∈ (0, 1), and the space
of α times continuously differentiable functions on O for α ∈ N. For d ∈ N+, we denote by ‖·‖
and 〈·, ·〉 the Euclidean norm and inner product of Rd, respectively. Given a measurable space
(M,M,m) and a Banach space (H, ‖·‖H ), let Lp(M;H) be the space of measurable functions

g : M → H endowed with the usual norm ‖g‖Lp(M;H) :=
(∫

M
‖g‖pHdm

)
1

p . Especially, we write

Lp(M) := Lp(M;R) for short. For N ∈ N+, denote ZN := {1, . . . , N} and Z
0
N := {0, 1, . . . , N}.

We use C to denote a generic positive constant that may change from one place to another
and depend on several parameters but never on the stepsize h.

Given a random field v = {v(t, x), (t, x) ∈ [0, T ]×O} and a kernel S : (0, T ]×O×O → R,
we denote S ∗ f(v) and S ⋄ σ(v) the deterministic and stochastic convolutions, respectively,
namely for any (t, x) ∈ [0, T ] ×O,

S ∗ f(v)(t, x) :=
∫ t

0

∫

O
St−s(x, y)f(v(s, y))dyds, (2.1)

S ⋄ σ(v)(t, x) :=
∫ t

0

∫

O
St−s(x, y)σ(v(s, y))W (ds,dy). (2.2)

If for any p ≥ 1, there exists some constant Cp such that ‖v(t, x)‖Lp(Ω) ≤ Cp for all (t, x) ∈
[0, T ]×O, then it can be verified that for any 0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ T and x, y ∈ O,

‖S ∗ f(v)(t, x)− S ∗ f(v)(s, y)‖Lp(Ω) ≤ C

∫ s

0

∫

O
|St−r(x, z) − Ss−r(x, z)|dzdr

+ C

∫ t

s

∫

O
|St−r(x, z)|dzdr + C

∫ s

0

∫

O
|Ss−r(x, z)− Ss−r(y, z)|dzdr, (2.3)

and

‖S ⋄ σ(v)(t, x)− S ⋄ σ(v)(t, y)‖2Lp(Ω) ≤ C

∫ s

0

∫

O
|Ss−r(x, z) − Ss−r(y, z)|2dzdr

+ C

∫ s

0

∫

O
|St−r(x, z)− Ss−r(x, z)|2dzdr + C

∫ t

s

∫

O
|St−r(x, z)|2dzdr. (2.4)

2.1. Mild solution. The physical importance of the Dirichlet problem lies in that it gov-
erns the propagation of a solidification front into an ambient medium which is at rest rela-
tive to the front [19]; see for instance [15, 10, 20] for the study of Cahn–Hilliard equations
with DBCs. In this case, the Green function associated to ∂t + ∆2 is given by Gt(x, y) =
∑∞

j=1 e
−λ2

j tφj(x)φj(y), t ∈ [0, T ], x, y ∈ O, where λj = −j2, φj(x) =
√

2/π sin(jx), j ≥ 1. It

is known that {φj}j≥1 forms an orthonormal basis of L2(O). As pointed out in [10, p.19],
there exist C, c > 0 such that

|Gt(x, y)| ≤
C

t1/4
exp

(

− c
|x− y|4/3
|t|1/3

)

, (2.5)

|∆Gt(x, y)| ≤
C

t3/4
exp

(

− c
|x− y|4/3
|t|1/3

)

, (2.6)

which corresponds to [10, formula (1.2)] with a = b = 0 and a = 2, b = 0, respectively.
Without further explanations, we always assume in the text that u0 : O → R is nonran-

dom and continuous, f(x) = x3 − x, and σ : R → R is bounded and satisfies the glob-
ally Lipschitz condition. These assumptions ensure that (1.1) admits a unique mild solution
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u = {u(t, x), (t, x) ∈ [0, T ]×O} given by (cf. [8, 15, 16])

u(t, x) = Gtu0(x) +

∫ t

0

∫

O
∆Gt−s(x, y)f(u(s, y))dyds

+

∫ t

0

∫

O
Gt−s(x, y)σ(u(s, y))W (ds,dy), (t, x) ∈ [0, T ]×O.

Hereafter, Gtv(x) :=
∫

O Gt(x, y)v(y)dy for v ∈ C(O). Moreover, as shown in [16, Proposition
5.2], the exact solution to (1.1) satisfies

sup
t∈[0,T ]

E

[

sup
x∈O

|u(t, x)|p
]

≤ C(u0, T, p). (2.7)

Similar to [8, Lemma 1.8], we have the following regularity estimate of G.

Lemma 2.1. For α ∈ (0, 1), there exists C = Cα such that for x, y ∈ O and t > s,
∫ t

0

∫

O
|Gt−r(x, z) −Gt−r(y, z)|2dzdr ≤ C|x− y|2,

∫ s

0

∫

O
|Gt−r(x, z) −Gs−r(x, z)|2dzdr +

∫ t

s

∫

O
|Gt−r(x, z)|2dzdr ≤ C|t− s| 34α,

∫ t

0

∫

O
|∆Gt−r(x, z)−∆Gt−r(y, z)|dzdr ≤ C|x− y|,

∫ s

0

∫

O
|∆Gt−r(x, z) −∆Gs−r(x, z)|dzdr +

∫ t

s

∫

O
|∆Gt−r(x, z)|dzdr ≤ C|t− s| 3α8 .

Then we are able to investigate the Hölder continuity of u.

Lemma 2.2. Let u0 ∈ C2(O) and α ∈ (0, 1). Then for p ≥ 1, there exists some constant
C = C(α, p, T ) such that

‖u(t, x) − u(s, y)‖Lp(Ω) ≤ C(|t− s| 3α8 + |x− y|) ∀ (t, x), (s, y) ∈ [0, T ] ×O.

Proof. Without loss of generality, let p ≥ 2 and t > s. Using [8, Lemma 2.3] and the
assumption u0 ∈ C2(O), we get

|Gtu0(x)−Gtu0(y)|+ |Gtu0(x)−Gsu0(x)| ≤ C(|t− s| 12 + |x− y|).
Then by (2.3) with S = ∆G and (2.4) with S = G, as well as Lemma 2.1, we finish the
proof. �

2.2. Spatial FDM. In this part, we introduce the spatial FDM for (1.1) and present the
regularity estimates of the spatial discrete Green function. Given a function w defined on the
mesh {0, h, 2h, . . . , π} with h = π

n , define the difference operator

δhwi : =
wi−1 − 2wi + wi+1

h2
, i ∈ Zn−1,

where wi := w(ih). Notice that

δ2hwi =
wi−2 − 4wi−1 + 6wi − 4wi+1 + wi+2

h4
, i ∈ Zn−1.

The compatibility conditions u0(0) = u0(π) = 0 and u′′0(0) = u′′0(π) = 0 are direct results
of DBCs and the initial condition. One can approximate u(t, kh) via {un(t, kh)}n≥2, where
un(0, kh) = u0(kh) and

dun(t, kh) + δ2hu
n(t, kh)dt (2.8)
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= δhf(u
n(t, kh))dt+ h−1σ(un(t, kh))d(W (t, (k + 1)h)−W (t, kh))

for t ∈ [0, T ] and k ∈ Zn−1, under the boundary conditions

un(t, 0) = un(t, π) = 0,

un(t,−h) + un(t, h) = un(t, (n − 1)h) + un(t, (n + 1)h) = 0

for t ∈ (0, T ]. Define Πn as an interpolation operator which gives the polygonal interpolation
of a function defined on the spatial grid points, i.e.,

Πn(ϕ)(x) = ϕ(κn(x)) + nπ−1(x− κn(x))(ϕ(κn(x) + h)− ϕ(κn(x))), x ∈ O,

where κn(y) = h⌊y/h⌋ with ⌊·⌋ being the floor function. Then we define un(t, x) := Πn(u
n(t, ·))(x).

To solve (2.8), introduce

U(t) = (U1(t), . . . , Un−1(t))
⊤, βt = (β1

t , . . . , β
n−1
t )⊤

with Uk(t) := un(t, kh) and βk
t :=

√

n/π(W (t, (k + 1)h) −W (t, kh)) for k ∈ Zn−1, where the

explicit dependence of U(t) and βt on n is omitted. Let An ∈ R
(n−1)×(n−1) be the matrix

form of the discrete Dirichlet Laplacian, i.e.,

An :=
n2

π2























−2 1 0 · · · · · · 0

1 −2 1
. . .

. . .
...

0 1 −2
. . .

. . .
...

... 0
. . .

. . .
. . . 0

...
. . .

. . . 1 −2 1
0 · · · · · · 0 1 −2























.

Then (2.8) can be rewritten into the (n − 1)-dimensional SDE (1.2) with the initial value
U(0) = (u0(h), . . . , u0((n − 1)h))⊤ and the coefficients

Fn(U(t)) = (f(U1(t)), . . . , f(Un−1(t)))
⊤,

Σn(U(t)) = diag(σ(U1(t)), . . . , σ(Un−1(t))).
(2.9)

Lemma 2.3. Eq. (1.2) has a unique strong solution U = {U(t), t ∈ [0, T ]}.
Proof. Since f(a) = a3 − a, there is some c0 > 0 such that for a, b ∈ R,

(f(b)− f(a))(a− b) = −(a2 + b2 + ab)(a− b)2 + (a− b)2 ≤ (a− b)2, (2.10)

|f(b)− f(a)| ≤ c0(1 + a2 + b2)|b− a|. (2.11)

Based on (2.10) and (2.11), it can be verified that there exist Kn(R),Kn > 0 such that for all
R ∈ (0,∞), x, y ∈ R

n−1 with ‖x‖, ‖y‖ ≤ R,

〈x− y,AnFn(x)−AnFn(y)〉 ≤ Kn(R)‖x− y‖2 (local weak monotonicity), (2.12)

〈x,AnFn(x)〉 ≤ Kn(1 + ‖x‖2) (weak coercivity). (2.13)

By virtue of [35, Theorem 3.1.1], (2.12), (2.13) and the Lipschitz continuity of σ, we obtain
that (1.2) admits a unique solution {U(t), t ∈ [0, T ]}, which is a.s. continuous and {Ft}-
adapted. �

By virtue of [8, Theorem 5] and [10, Remark 5.3(ii)], we know that if σ(x) 6= 0 for any
x ∈ R, then for any (t, x) ∈ (0, T ] × O, the exact solution u(t, x) to (1.1) admits a density.
As a numerical counterpart, Theorem 2.4 implies the existence of density of un(t, kh) = Uk(t)
for every k ∈ Zn−1 and t ∈ (0, T ].
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Theorem 2.4. Let σ be continuously differentiable and σ(x) 6= 0 for any x ∈ R. Then for
any t ∈ (0, T ], the law of U(t) is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure
on R

n−1.

Proof. Introduce Z(t) := (−An)
− 1

2U(t) for t ∈ [0, T ]. By (1.2),

dZ(t) +A2
nZ(t)dt =−(−An)

1

2Fn((−An)
1

2Z(t))dt+

√

n

π
(−An)

− 1

2Σn((−An)
1

2Z(t))dβt.

For t ∈ (0, T ], to prove the absolute continuity of the law of U(t), it suffices to show that the
law of Z(t) is absolutely continuous. Next, we apply [26, Theorem 5.2] to show the absolute
continuity of the law of Z(t), where the following conditions (i) and (ii) are required.

(i) Assumption 3.1 of [26], which mainly contains properties (1)-(3) below.

(1) R
n−1 ∋ x 7→ b̃(x) := −(−An)

1

2Fn((−An)
1

2x) satisfies the one-sided Lipschitz
condition;

(2) R
n−1 ∋ x 7→ σ̃(x) :=

√

n/π(−An)
− 1

2Σn((−An)
1

2x) satisfies the global Lipschitz
condition;

(3) both b̃ and σ̃ are continuously differentiable.
(ii) For any R

n−1 ∋ z 6= 0 and s ≤ t,

z⊤Σn(U(s))Σn(U(s))⊤z > λ(s, t)|z|2 ≥ 0, a.s.,

for some function λ : R2
+ → R with

∫ t
0 λ(s, t)ds > 0.

We first prove property (1). In view of (2.10), we have that for any x, y ∈ R
n−1,

−〈x− y, Fn(x)− Fn(y)〉 =
n−1
∑

k=1

(xk − yk)(f(yk)− f(xk)) ≤ ‖x− y‖2.

Hence, it follows from the symmetry of (−An)
1

2 that

〈x− y,−(−An)
1

2Fn((−An)
1

2x) + (−An)
1

2Fn((−An)
1

2 y)〉
= −〈(−An)

1

2x− (−An)
1

2 y, Fn((−An)
1

2x)− Fn((−An)
1

2 y)〉
≤ ‖(−An)

1

2 (x− y)‖2 ≤ (n− 1)2‖x− y‖2,
which yields the desired property (1). Similarly, using the Lipschitz continuity of σ and
the continuous differentiability of f and σ, one could see that properties (2) and (3) are
fulfilled. Besides, since σ(·) 6= 0, the square matrix Σn(U(s))Σn(U(s))⊤ has positive minimum
eigenvalue, which is denoted by λmin(s, ω). Then the property (ii) follows immediately by
choosing λ(s, t) = 1

2λmin(s, ω) > 0 for s ≤ t. �

Making use of the variation of constants formula, we obtain from (1.2) that

U(t) = exp(−A2
nt)U(0) +

∫ t

0
An exp(−A2

n(t− s))Fn(U(s))ds (2.14)

+

√

n

π

∫ t

0
exp(−A2

n(t− s))Σn(U(s))dβs, t ∈ [0, T ].

For j ∈ Zn−1, ej = (ej(1), . . . , ej(n− 1))⊤ given by

ej(k) =
√

π/nφj(kh) =
√

2/n sin(jkh), k ∈ Zn−1, (2.15)
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is an eigenvector ofAn associated with the eigenvalue λj,n = −j2cj,n, where cj,n := sin2( j
2nπ)/(

j
2nπ)

2

satisfies 4
π2 ≤ cj,n ≤ 1. The vectors {ei}n−1

i=1 form an orthonormal basis of Rn−1 (see e.g., [24]).
In particular,

〈ei, ej〉 =
π

n

n−1
∑

k=1

φi(kh)φj(kh) =

∫

O
φi(κn(y))φj(κn(y))dy = δij .

It is verified that 1− sin a
a ≤ 1

6a
2 for all a ∈ [0, π2 ), which indicates that for j ∈ Zn−1,

0 ≤ 1− cj,n =
(

1 + sin(
j

2n
π)/(

j

2n
π)
)(

1− sin(
j

2n
π)/(

j

2n
π)
)

≤ π2j2

12n2
. (2.16)

Introduce the discrete kernel

Gn
t (x, y) =

n−1
∑

j=1

exp(−λ2
j,nt)φj,n(x)φj(κn(y)),

where φj,n := Πn(φj). Define the discrete Dirichlet Laplacian ∆n by ∆nw(y) = 0 for y ∈ [0, h),
and

∆nw(y) =
n2

π2

(

w
(

κn(y) +
π

n

)

− 2w
(

κn(y)
)

+ w
(

κn(y)−
π

n

)

)

, (2.17)

for y ∈ [h, π), where w : O → R with w(0) = w(π) = 0. Since ∆nφj(κn(y)) = λj,nφj(κn(y)),
it follows that

∆nG
n
t (x, y) =

n−1
∑

j=1

λj,n exp(−λ2
j,nt)φj,n(x)φj(κn(y)).

Similar to [24, Section 2], based on (2.14), the diagonalization of the matrix An, (2.15) and

un(t, kh) =
∑n−1

j=1 〈U(t), ej〉ej(k), one has

un(t, x) =

∫

O
Gn

t (x, y)u0(κn(y))dy +

∫ t

0

∫

O
∆nG

n
t−s(x, y)f(u

n(s, κn(y)))dyds

+

∫ t

0

∫

O
Gn

t−s(x, y)σ(u
n(s, κn(y)))W (ds,dy), (t, x) ∈ [0, T ]×O. (2.18)

We have the following regularity estimate of Gn, whose proof is analogous to that of Lemma
2.1 and thus is omitted.

Lemma 2.5. Let α ∈ (0, 1). Then for any x, y ∈ O and 0 ≤ s < t ≤ T ,
∫ s

0

∫

O
|Gn

t−r(x, z) −Gn
s−r(y, z)|2dzdr ≤ Cα(|x− y|2 + |t− s| 34α),

∫ t

s

∫

O
|Gn

t−r(x, z)|2dzdr ≤ C|t− s| 34 ,
∫ s

0

∫

O
|∆nG

n
t−r(x, z)−∆nG

n
s−r(y, z)|dzdr ≤ Cα(|x− y|+ |t− s| 3α8 ),

∫ t

s

∫

O
|∆nG

n
t−r(x, z)|dzdr ≤ Cα|t− s| 3α8 .
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2.3. Fully discrete FDM. We utilize the implicit Euler method with the time stepsize
τ = T/m to further discretize (1.2) and then obtain the fully discrete numerical method
(1.3) with U0 = U(0). In order to illustrate that (1.3) is uniquely solvable, by introducing

Zi := (−An)
− 1

2U i, one can see that (1.3) is equivalent to

Zi+1 − Zi = τA2
nZ

i+1 + τ b̃(Zi+1) + σ̃(Zi)(βti+1
− βti), (2.19)

where b̃ is one-sided Lipschitz continuous and σ̃ is globally Lipschitz continuous (see the proof

of Theorem 2.4 for the expressions of b̃ and σ̃). By means of [32, Lemma 3.1], we obtain the
unique solvability of (2.19), which implies that (1.3) is uniquely solvable. In virtue of (1.3),
we have

U i = (I + τA2
n)

−iU0 + τ

i−1
∑

l=0

(I + τA2
n)

−(i−l)AnFn(U
l+1)

+
i−1
∑

l=0

√

n/π(I + τA2
n)

−(i−l)Σn(U
l)(βtl+1

− βtl), i ∈ Z
0
m,

where
∑−1

l=0 is viewed as 0 by convention. Denote ητ (t) := τ⌊ t
τ ⌋, i.e., ητ (t) = ti for t ∈ [ti, ti+1).

Notice that for any i ∈ Z
0
m, U i = (U i

1, . . . , U
i
n−1)

⊤ is the temporal numerical approximation of

the spatial semi-discrete numerical solution U(ti) = (un(ti, h), . . . , u
n(ti, (n − 1)h))⊤. Hence

we denote un,τ (ti, kh) := U i
k for k ∈ Zn−1 and un,τ (ti, kh) := 0 for k ∈ {0, n}, in view of the

DBCs. In addition, we define un,τ (ti, x) := Πn(u
n,τ (ti, ·))(x) as the fully discrete numerical

solution of u(ti, x) for every i ∈ Z
0
m and x ∈ O. Introduce the fully discrete Green function

Gn,τ
t (x, y) :=

n−1
∑

j=1

(1 + τλ2
j,n)

−⌊ t
τ
⌋φj,n(x)φj(κn(y)),

and then by (2.17),

∆nG
n,τ
t (x, y) =

n−1
∑

j=1

λj,n(1 + τλ2
j,n)

−⌊ t
τ
⌋φj,n(x)φj(κn(y)).

Analogously to (2.18), one has that for i ∈ Z
0
m and x ∈ O,

un,τ (ti, x) =

∫

O
Gn,τ

ti
(x, y)u0(κn(y))dy (2.20)

+

∫ ti

0

∫

O
∆nG

n,τ
ti−s+τ (x, y)f(u

n,τ (ητ (s) + τ, κn(y)))dyds

+

∫ ti

0

∫

O
Gn,τ

ti−s+τ (x, y)σ(u
n,τ (ητ (s), κn(y)))W (ds,dy).

By the polygonal interpolation in time, we define {un,τ (t, x)}(t,x)∈[0,T ]×O by

un,τ (t, x) := un,τ (ti, x) +
t− ti
τ

(un,τ (ti+1, x)− un,τ (ti, x)) , t ∈ [ti, ti+1], i ∈ Z
0
m−1.

For R ≥ 1, let KR : R → R be an even smooth cut-off function satisfying

KR(x) = 1, if |x| < R; KR(x) = 0, if |x| ≥ R+ 1, (2.21)

and |KR| ≤ 1, |K ′
R| ≤ 2. We are now ready to present the existence of the density of the fully

discrete numerical solution.
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Theorem 2.6. Let σ be continuously differentiable and σ(x) 6= 0 for any x ∈ R. Then
for sufficiently small τ > 0, the law of {U i}i∈Zm is absolutely continuous with respect to the
Lebesgue measure on R

n−1.

Proof. As in the proof of Theorem 2.4, we only need to show that for any i ∈ Zm, the law of

Zi = (−An)
− 1

2U i is absolutely continuous. For every R ≥ 1, define {Zi
R}i∈Zm recursively by

Zi
R − Zi−1

R = τA2
nZ

i
R + τ b̃R(Z

i
R) + σ̃(Zi−1

R )(βti − βti−1
), i ∈ Zm,

and Z0
R = Z0. Here b̃R(x) = b̃(x)KR(‖x‖) is globally Lipschitz continuous.

Fix i ∈ Zm. Then Zi
R = Zi on the set {ω ∈ Ω : supi∈Z0

m
‖Zi‖ ≤ R} whose probability

converges to 1 as R → ∞. By means of the globally Lipschitz continuity of b̃R and σ̃, one can
prove that each component of Zi

R belongs to D
1,2. Together with [34, Theorem 2.1.2], once

we prove that the Malliavin covariance matrix γi :=
∫ T
0 DrZ

i(DrZ
i)⊤dr of Zi is invertible

a.s., it will follow that the law of Zi is absolutely continuous (see Appendix A for the more
details about the Malliavin derivative D and the Malliavin–Sobolev space D

1,2). Taking the
Malliavin derivative on both sides of (2.19), it holds that for a.s. r ∈ [ti−1, ti),

DrZ
i = τ(A2

n +∇b̃(Zi))DrZ
i + σ̃(Zi−1).

By the one-sided Lipschitz continuity of b̃ : Rn−1 → R
n−1, there exists some constant Kn

depending on n such that y⊤(A2
n +∇b̃(Zi))y ≤ Kn‖y‖2. Hence for any τ ∈ (0, 1/Kn),

‖y‖2 − τy⊤(A2
n +∇b̃(Zi))y ≥ (1− τKn)‖y‖2 ∀ y ∈ R

n−1.

This implies that the matrix I − τ(A2
n + ∇b̃(Zi)) is invertible for sufficiently small τ > 0.

Hence it follows from the invertible of σ̃ that for any y ∈ R
n−1 with ‖y‖ 6= 0,

y⊤γiy ≥
∫ ti

ti−1

y⊤DrZ
i(DrZ

i)⊤ydr > 0,

which means that the Malliavin covariance matrix γi of Z
i is invertible a.s. �

3. Discrete H1-regularity

We introduce the discrete L2-inner product and the discrete Lp-norm (1 ≤ p ≤ ∞), respec-
tively, as

〈a, b〉l2n =
π

n

n−1
∑

i=1

aibi, ‖a‖lpn =











(

π
n

n−1
∑

i=1
|ai|p

)
1

p
, 1 ≤ p < ∞,

sup
1≤j≤n−1

|ai|, p = ∞,

for vectors a = (a1, . . . , an−1)
⊤ and b = (b1, . . . , bn−1)

⊤.
This section presents the discrete H1-regularity of the numerical solutions, which is crucial

for the strong convergence analysis of the numerical solutions in Sections 4–5. We begin with
the discrete versions of embedding and interpolation theorems.

Lemma 3.1. Let 2 ≤ p ≤ ∞, n ≥ 2, and t > 0. Then for any a ∈ l∞n ,

‖a‖l∞n ≤
√
π‖(−An)

1

2a‖l2n , (3.1)

‖a‖l6n ≤ C‖Ana‖
1

6

l2n
‖a‖

5

6

l2n
, (3.2)

‖e−A2
nta‖lpn ≤ Ct

− 1

4
( 1
2
− 1

p
)‖a‖l2n , (3.3)
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where C > 0 is a constant independent of a, n and t > 0.

Proof. Let a = (a1, . . . , an−1)
⊤ and a0 = an = 0.

(i) It follows from the definition of An that

‖(−An)
1

2 a‖2l2n = 〈−Ana, a〉l2n =
n

π

n
∑

j=1

|aj − aj−1|2. (3.4)

Hence, by the triangle and Cauchy–Schwarz inequalities, for k ∈ Zn−1,

|ak| ≤
k

∑

j=1

|aj − aj−1| ≤
(

k
∑

j=1

|aj − aj−1|2
n

π

)
1

2
(

k
∑

j=1

π

n

)
1

2 ≤
√
π‖(−An)

1

2a‖l2n .

(ii) By the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality and (3.4),

|a2k| ≤
k

∑

j=1

|a2j − a2j−1| ≤
(n

π

k
∑

j=1

|aj − aj−1|2
)

1

2
(π

n

k
∑

j=1

|aj + aj−1|2
)

1

2

≤ ‖(−An)
1

2 a‖l2n
(4π

n

n−1
∑

j=1

|aj |2
)

1

2

= 2‖(−An)
1

2a‖l2n‖a‖l2n ∀ k ∈ Zn−1,

from which we deduce ‖a‖l∞n ≤ C‖(−An)
1

2 a‖
1

2

l2n
‖a‖

1

2

l2n
. This gives

‖a‖6l6n ≤ π

n

n−1
∑

j=1

|aj|2‖a‖4l∞n ≤ C‖(−An)
1

2a‖2l2n‖a‖
4
l2n
,

which together with ‖(−An)
1

2a‖2l2n = 〈−Ana, a〉l2n ≤ ‖Ana‖l2n‖a‖l2n yields (3.2).

(iii) Since λj,n ≤ − 4
π2 j

2,
∑n−1

j=1 e
−2λ2

j,nt ≤ t−
1

4

∫∞
0 e−

32

π4 z
4

dz =: C2
0 t

− 1

4 , where C2
0 :=

∫∞
0 exp(− 32

π4 z
4)dz < ∞. By the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality and (2.15),

‖e−A2
nta‖l∞n = sup

1≤k≤n−1

∣

∣

∣

n−1
∑

j=1

e−λ2
j,nt〈a, ej〉ej(k)

∣

∣

∣

≤
(π

n

n−1
∑

j=1

|〈a, ej〉|2
)

1

2
(n

π

n−1
∑

j=1

e−2λ2
j,nt

2

n

)
1

2 ≤ ‖a‖l2nC0t
− 1

8 ,

where in the last step, we have used the fact that {ej}n−1
j=1 forms an orthonormal basis of

R
n−1. This proves (3.3) for p = ∞. Besides, the Parseval identity leads to

‖e−A2
nta‖2l2n =

π

n
‖e−A2

nta‖2 = π

n

n−1
∑

j=1

e−2λ2
j,nt|〈a, ej〉|2 ≤

π

n

n−1
∑

j=1

|〈a, ej〉|2 = ‖a‖2l2n ,

which implies (3.3) for p = 2. By the Riesz–Thorin interpolation theorem (see e.g., [23,
Theorem 1.3.4]), we obtain (3.3) for p ∈ (2,∞). �
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3.1. Spatial FDM. Introduce O(t) :=
√

n
π

∫ t
0 exp(−A2

n(t − s))Σn(U(s))dβs and V (t) :=
U(t)−O(t) for t ∈ [0, T ]. Then V solves

V̇ (t) = −A2
nV (t) +AnFn(U(t)), V (0) = U(0), (3.5)

where · denotes the derivative with respect to time. In this part, we give the H1-regularity
estimate of the spatial semi-discrete numerical solution U(t) by dealing with O(t) and V (t)
separately.

By the elementary identity
∫ t

s
(t− r)α−1(r − s)−αdr =

π

sin(πα)
∀ 0 ≤ s ≤ r ≤ t, with α ∈ (0, 1), (3.6)

we shall use the factorization method to write

(−An)
1

2O(t) =
sin(πα)

π

∫ t

0
exp(−A2

n(t− r))(t− r)α−1Y (r)dr,

where Y (r) :=
√

n/π
∫ r
0 exp(−A2

n(r−s))(−An)
1

2 (r−s)−αΣn(U(s))dβs. Then by ‖ exp(−A2
n(t−

r))‖2 ≤ 1 and the Hölder inequality, for any p > 1
α ,

‖(−An)
1

2O(t)‖p ≤ C(α, T, p)

∫ t

0
‖Y (r)‖pdr ∀ t ∈ [0, T ].

Hereafter, ‖·‖2 and ‖·‖F denote the Euclidean and Frobenius norms of matrices, respectively.

Notice that ‖Σn(U(s))el‖2 =
∑n−1

k=1 |σ(Uk(s))el(k)|2 ≤ C, thanks to the boundedness of σ

and |el(k)| ≤
√

2/n for all l, k ∈ Zn−1. For any α1 > 0,

e−x ≤ Cα1
x−α1 ∀ x > 0. (3.7)

Hence, by the symmetry of Σn(U(s)) and (3.7) with α1 =
3
4 + ǫ, 0 < ǫ ≪ 1,

‖(−An)
1

2 exp(−A2
n(r − s))Σn(U(s))‖2F (3.8)

=
n−1
∑

k,l=1

〈(−An)
1

2 exp(−A2
n(r − s))Σn(U(s))ek, el〉2

=
n−1
∑

l=1

(−λl,n) exp(−2λ2
l,n(r − s))‖Σn(U(s))el‖2

≤ Cǫ

n−1
∑

l=1

(−λl,n)
− 1

2
−2ǫ(r − s)−

3

4
−ǫ ≤ Cǫ(r − s)−

3

4
−ǫ

for any 0 ≤ s < r ≤ T since −λl,n ≥ 4
π2 l

2. As a consequence, by the Burkholder inequality

and choosing α ∈ (0, 18 − ǫ
2), we derive that for any p > 1

α ,

E

[

‖Y (r)‖p
l2n

]

= E

[

∥

∥

∥

∫ r

0
(−An)

1

2 exp(−A2
n(r − s))(r − s)−αΣn(U(s))dβs

∥

∥

∥

p
]

≤ C(p)E

[

∣

∣

∣

∫ r

0
(r − s)−2α‖(−An)

1

2 exp(−A2
n(r − s))Σn(U(s))‖2Fds

∣

∣

∣

p
2

]

≤ C(p, T ).
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Therefore, we have that for any p ≥ 1,

E

[

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖(−An)
1

2O(t)‖p
l2n

]

≤ Cp,T

∫ T

0
E

[

‖Y (r)‖p
l2n

]

dr ≤ C(T, p). (3.9)

Taking (3.1) into account, it further yields that for any p ≥ 1,

E

[

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖O(t)‖pl∞n

]

≤ C(p, T ). (3.10)

Taking advantage of the special form of Fn and (3.10), we are able to show that V is bounded
in L∞(0, T ;Lp(Ω; l2n)) for p ≥ 2.

Lemma 3.2. Let u0 ∈ C1(O) and q ≥ 1. Then for any t ∈ [0, T ],

E

[

‖V (t)‖2q
l2n

]

+ E

[

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
‖AnV (s)‖2l2nds

∣

∣

∣

q
]

≤ C(q, T ).

Proof. Due to (3.4) and u0 ∈ C1(O),

‖(−An)
1

2U(0)‖2l2n =
n

π

n
∑

j=1

|u0(jh) − u0((j − 1)h)|2 ≤ n

n
∑

j=1

C

n2
≤ C,

which together with the symmetry of An and 4
π2 ≤ λmin(−An) ≤ λmax(−An) ≤ (n − 1)2

implies

‖(−An)
− 1

2V (0)‖l2n ≤ C‖V (0)‖l2n ≤ C‖(−An)
1

2V (0)‖l2n ≤ C. (3.11)

Here, λmin(−An) and λmax(−An) denote the minimal and maximal eigenvalues of −An, re-
spectively. Notice that for i ∈ {1, 2, 3} and δ ∈ (0, 1), a4−ibi ≤ δa4 + Cδb

4 for any a, b ∈ R,
from which it follows that for any ǫ ∈ (0, 1),

〈AnFn(U(t)), (−An)
−1V (t)〉l2n = −〈Fn(U(t)), V (t)〉l2n (3.12)

= −π

n

n−1
∑

j=1

[

(Vj(t) +Oj(t))
3 − (Vj(t) +Oj(t))

]

Vj(t)

≤ −(1− ǫ)‖V (t)‖4l4n + C(ǫ)(‖O(t)‖4l4n + 1).

Taking the inner product 〈·, (−An)
−1V (t)〉l2n on both sides of (3.5) gives

1

2

d

dt
〈V (t), (−An)

−1V (t)〉l2n = 〈AnV (t), V (t)〉l2n + 〈AnFn(U(t)), (−An)
−1V (t)〉l2n

≤ −‖(−An)
1

2V (t)‖2l2n − (1− ǫ)‖V (t)‖4l4n + C(ǫ)(‖O(t)‖4l4n + 1).

Then integrating with respect to time and using (3.11), we get that for t ∈ (0, T ],

‖(−An)
− 1

2V (t)‖2l2n +

∫ t

0
2‖(−An)

1

2V (s)‖2l2nds+
∫ t

0
(2− 2ǫ)‖V (s)‖4l4nds (3.13)

≤ ‖(−An)
− 1

2V (0)‖2l2n + Cǫ

∫ t

0
1 + ‖O(s)‖4l4nds ≤ Cǫ + Cǫ

∫ t

0
‖O(s)‖4l4nds.

By (3.13) with ǫ = 1
2 , (3.10) and the Hölder inequality, we arrive at

E

[

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
‖(−An)

1

2V (s)‖2l2nds
∣

∣

∣

p
]

+ E

[

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
‖V (s)‖4l4nds

∣

∣

∣

p
]

(3.14)
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≤ C(p) + C(p, T )E

∫ t

0
‖O(s)‖4p

l4n
ds ≤ C(p, T ) ∀ t ∈ (0, T ].

Based on (3.14), we proceed to estimate ‖V (t)‖2l2n . Taking the inner product 〈·, V (t)〉l2n on

both sides of (3.5), it follows that

1

2

d

dt
‖V (t)‖2l2n + ‖AnV (t)‖2l2n = 〈Fn(U(t))− Fn(V (t)), AnV (t)〉l2n + 〈AnFn(V (t)), V (t)〉l2n .

The inequality ab ≤ ǫ
4a

2 + 1
ǫ b

2 for a, b ∈ R, and (2.11) give that for any ǫ ∈ (0, 1),

〈Fn(U(t))− Fn(V (t)),AnV (t)〉l2n ≤ ǫ

4
‖AnV (t)‖2l2n +

1

ǫ
‖Fn(U(t))− Fn(V (t))‖2l2n

≤ ǫ

4
‖AnV (t)‖2l2n + C(ǫ)

(

1 + ‖V (t)‖4l4n + ‖O(t)‖4l∞n
)

‖O(t)‖2l∞n . (3.15)

By a3b ≤ 3
4a

4 + 1
4b

4 for a, b ∈ R, one can verify 〈x,An(x
3
1, . . . , x

3
n−1)

⊤〉 ≤ 0. Hence,

〈x,AnFn(x)〉 = 〈x,An(x
3
1, . . . , x

3
n−1)

⊤〉 − 〈x,Anx〉 ≤ −〈x,Anx〉,
from which we deduce that for ǫ ∈ (0, 1),

〈AnFn(V (t)), V (t)〉l2n ≤ 〈−AnV (t), V (t)〉l2n ≤ ǫ

4
‖AnV (t)‖2l2n +C(ǫ)‖V (t)‖2l2n

≤ ǫ

4
‖AnV (t)‖2l2n + C(ǫ)(‖V (t)‖4l4n + 1). (3.16)

Combining the above estimates with (3.11) produces

‖V (t)‖2l2n + (2− ǫ)

∫ t

0
‖AnV (s)‖2l2nds

≤ ‖V (0)‖2l2n + C(ǫ)

∫ t

0

(

1 + ‖V (s)‖4l4n + ‖O(s)‖4l∞n
)(

‖O(s)‖2l∞n + 1
)

ds

≤ C + C(ǫ)
(

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖O(t)‖2l∞n + 1
)

∫ t

0
1 + ‖V (s)‖4l4n + ‖O(s)‖4l∞n ds.

Taking ǫ = 1
2 in the above inequality, we obtain from the Young inequality, (3.10) with p = 8q,

and (3.14) with p = 2q that

E

[

‖V (t)‖2q
l2n

]

+ E

[

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
‖AnV (s)‖2l2nds

∣

∣

∣

q
]

≤ C +CE

[

(

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖O(t)‖2ql∞n + 1
)
∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
1 + ‖V (s)‖4l4n + ‖O(s)‖4l∞n ds

∣

∣

∣

q
]

≤ C +CE

[

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖O(t)‖4ql∞n + 1

]

+ CE

[

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
1 + ‖V (s)‖4l4n + ‖O(s)‖4l∞n ds

∣

∣

∣

2q
]

≤ C,

which completes the proof. �

Now we proceed to derive the discrete H1-regularity estimate of the spatial semi-discrete
numerical solution U(t), which guarantees U ∈ L∞(0, T ;Lp(Ω; l∞n )).

Proposition 3.3. Let u0 ∈ C1(O) and p ≥ 1. Then for any t ∈ [0, T ],

E

[

‖(−An)
1

2U(t)‖p
l2n

]

≤ C(T, p). (3.17)
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Proof. It follows from (3.1), (3.3) with p = 2 and (3.11) that

‖e−A2
ntV (0)‖l6n ≤ C‖e−A2

ntV (0)‖l∞n ≤ C‖(−An)
1

2 e−A2
ntV (0)‖l2n ≤ C.

From the spectrum mapping theorem and the symmetry of An, we get

‖e− 1

2
A2

n(t−s)(−An)
γ‖2 = max

1≤j≤n−1
e−

1

2
λ2
j,n(t−s)(−λj,n)

γ ≤ C(t− s)−
γ
2 (3.18)

for any γ > 0, since x 7→ xγe−
1

2
x2

is uniformly bounded on [0,∞). Applying the variation of
constants formula to (3.5), we infer from (3.3) with p = 6 and (3.18) with γ = 1 that

‖V (t)‖l6n ≤ ‖e−A2
ntV (0)‖l6n +

∫ t

0
‖e− 1

2
A2

n(t−s)e−
1

2
A2

n(t−s)AnFn(U(s))‖l6nds (3.19)

≤ C + C

∫ t

0
(t− s)−

7

12 ‖Fn(U(s))‖l2nds.

We claim that for any θ ∈ [0, 34) and sufficiently large p ≥ 1,

E

[

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
(t− s)−θ‖Fn(U(s))‖l2nds

∣

∣

∣

p
]

≤ C(p, θ, T ). (3.20)

Indeed, by the definition of Fn, (3.2), and the Hölder inequality,
∫ t

0
(t− s)−θ‖Fn(U(s))‖l2nds ≤ C

∫ t

0
(t− s)−θ

(

1 + ‖V (s)‖3l6n + ‖O(s)‖3l6n
)

ds

≤ C

∫ t

0
(t− s)−θ

(

1 + ‖V (s)‖
5

2

l2n
‖AnV (s)‖

1

2

l2n
+ ‖O(s)‖3l∞n

)

ds

≤ C
(

1 + sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖O(t)‖3l∞n
)

+
(

∫ t

0
(t− s)−

4

3
θ‖V (s)‖

10

3

l2n
ds

)
3

4
(

∫ T

0
‖AnV (s)‖2l2nds

)
1

4

≤ C
(

1 + sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖O(t)‖3l∞n
)

+ C
(

∫ T

0
‖V (s)‖

10p2
3

l2n
ds

)
3

4p2

(

∫ T

0
‖AnV (s)‖2l2nds

)
1

4

,

where p2 =
p1

p1−1 with p1 =
1
2 +

3
8θ . Taking pth moment on both sides of the above inequality,

then using the Hölder inequality, (3.10) and Lemma 3.2, we obtain (3.20). Furthermore, (3.20)
(with θ = 7

12 ) and (3.19) give that for any p ≥ 1,

E

[

‖V (t)‖p
l6n

]

≤ C(p, T ) ∀ t ∈ [0, T ]. (3.21)

Due to (3.5), (3.11), and (3.18) with γ = 3
2 , for any t ∈ [0, T ],

‖(−An)
1

2V (t)‖l2n = ‖(−An)
1

2 e−A2
ntV (0)‖l2n +

∫ t

0
‖(−An)

1

2 e−A2
n(t−s)AnFn(U(s))‖l2nds

≤ C + C

∫ t

0
(t− s)−

3

4‖Fn(U(s))‖l2nds

≤ C + C

∫ t

0
(t− s)−

3

4

(

1 + ‖V (s)‖3l6n + ‖O(s)‖3l6n
)

ds. (3.22)

Taking pth moment on both sides of (3.22), and using (3.10), (3.21), we have

E

[

‖(−An)
1

2V (t)‖p
l2n

]

≤ C(p, T ) ∀ t ∈ [0, T ]. (3.23)

Due to U = V +O, (3.17) follows from (3.23) and (3.9). �
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Since un(t, x) = Πn(u
n(t, ·))(x) and un(t, 0) = un(t, π) = 0, it holds that

sup
x∈O

|un(t, x)| = sup
1≤j≤n−1

|Uj(t)| = ‖U(t)‖l∞n ≤
√
π‖(−An)

1

2U(t)‖l2n ,

thanks to (3.1). As a consequence, Proposition 3.3 implies the moment boundedness of the
spatial semi-discrete numerical solution un(t, x), i.e., for any p ≥ 1,

sup
t∈[0,T ]

E

[

sup
x∈O

|un(t, x)|p
]

≤ C sup
t∈[0,T ]

E

[

‖(−An)
1

2U(t)‖p
l2n

]

≤ C(T, p). (3.24)

3.2. Fully discrete FDM. Introduce Oi :=
√

n
π

∫ ti
0 (I+τA2

n)
−(i−⌊ s

τ
⌋)Σn(U

⌊ s
τ
⌋)dβs and V i :=

U i −Oi for i ∈ Z
0
m. Then for i ∈ Z

0
m−1,

V i+1 − V i + τA2
nV

i+1 = τAnFn(U
i+1), (3.25)

with the initial value V 0 = U0 = U(0). Similarly to the spatial semi-discrete case, this part
gives the H1-regularity estimate of the fully discrete numerical solution U i by estimating Oi

and V i separately.
We first use the factorization method to estimate Oi. By (3.6) with t = ti,

(−An)
1

2Oi =
sin(πα)

π

∫ ti

0
(I + τA2

n)
−(i−⌊ r

τ
⌋−1)(ti − r)α−1Y τ (r)dr,

where Y τ (r) :=
√

n/π
∫ r
0 (I + τA2

n)
−(⌊ r

τ
⌋−⌊ s

τ
⌋+1)(−An)

1

2 (r − s)−αΣn(U
⌊ s
τ
⌋)dβs. We have the

smooth effect of (I + τA2
n)

−ι, namely for any γ ∈ [0, 2] and ι ≥ 1,

‖(−An)
γ(I + τA2

n)
−ι‖2 = max

1≤k≤n−1
(−λk,n)

γ(1 + τλ2
k,n)

−ι (3.26)

≤ max
1≤k≤n−1

(−λk,n)
γ(1 + τιλ2

k,n)
−1 ≤ C × (ιτ)−

γ
2 .

Here we used Bernoulli’s inequality (1 + z)−α ≤ (1 + αz)−1 for z > −1 and α ≥ 1. Then
proceeding as in (3.8), it holds that for any 0 < ǫ ≪ 1 and j ∈ Z

0
m,

‖(−An)
1

2 (I + τA2
n)

−ιΣn(U
j)‖2F ≤ Cǫ(ιτ)

− 3

4
−ǫ ∀ ι ≥ 1.

Furthermore, the Burkholder inequality gives that for any α ∈ (0, 18 − ǫ
2) and p ≥ 1,

E

[

‖Y τ (r)‖p
l2n

]

≤ C(p)
∣

∣

∣

∫ r

0
(r − s)−2α(ητ (r)− ητ (s) + τ)−

3

4
−ǫds

∣

∣

∣

p
2 ≤ C(p, T ),

since τ + ητ (r)− ητ (s) ≥ r − s. Hence similarly to (3.9), for any p > 1
α ,

E

[

sup
i∈Zm

‖(−An)
1

2Oi‖p
l2n

]

≤ Cp,T

∫ T

0
E

[

‖Y τ (r)‖p
l2n

]

dr ≤ C, (3.27)

which together with (3.1) and the Hölder inequality further ensures

E

[

sup
i∈Zm

‖Oi‖pl∞n
]

≤ C(p, T ) ∀ p ≥ 1. (3.28)

Lemma 3.4. Let u0 ∈ C1(O) and q ≥ 1. Then for any i ∈ Z
0
m,

E

[

‖V i‖2q
l2n

]

+ E

[

∣

∣

∣

i−1
∑

j=0

τ‖AnV
j+1‖2l2n

∣

∣

∣

q
]

≤ C(q, T ).
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Proof. In view of the relation V 0 = V (0) = U(0) and (3.11),

‖(−An)
− 1

2V 0‖l2n ≤ C‖V 0‖l2n ≤ C‖(−An)
1

2V 0‖l2n ≤ C. (3.29)

Let us recall a fundamental identity

〈x− y, x〉 = 1

2
(‖x‖2 − ‖y‖2 + ‖x− y‖2) ∀ x, y ∈ R

d, d ≥ 1. (3.30)

Applying 〈·, (−An)
−1V i+1〉l2n on both sides of (3.25), it follows from (3.30) and a similar

estimate of (3.12) that

1

2
‖(−An)

− 1

2V i+1‖2l2n − 1

2
‖(−An)

− 1

2V i‖2l2n +
1

2
‖(−An)

− 1

2 (V i+1 − V i)‖2l2n
= −τ‖(−An)

1

2V i+1‖2l2n + τ〈AnFn(U
i+1), (−An)

−1V i+1〉l2n
≤ −τ‖(−An)

1

2V i+1‖2l2n − 1

2
τ‖V i+1‖4l4n +Cτ(‖Oi+1‖4l4n + 1).

Hence by (3.29),

‖(−An)
− 1

2V i‖2l2n + 2
i−1
∑

j=0

τ‖(−An)
1

2V j+1‖2l2n +
i−1
∑

j=0

τ‖V j+1‖4l4n ≤ C + Cτ
i−1
∑

j=0

‖Oj+1‖4l4n .

Furthermore, according to (3.28) and the Hölder inequality, we deduce that

E

[

∣

∣

∣

i−1
∑

j=0

τ‖V j+1‖4l4n
∣

∣

∣

p
]

≤ C ∀ p ≥ 1. (3.31)

By (3.30), taking the inner product 〈·, V i+1〉l2n on both sides of (3.25) gives

1

2
‖V i+1‖2l2n − 1

2
‖V i‖2l2n +

1

2
‖V i+1 − V i‖2l2n = −τ‖AnV

i+1‖2l2n + τ〈Fn(U
i+1), AnV

i+1〉l2n .

Similarly to (3.15) and (3.16) with ǫ = 1
2 ,

〈Fn(U
i+1), AnV

i+1〉l2n = 〈Fn(U
i+1)− Fn(V

i+1), AnV
i+1〉l2n + 〈Fn(V

i+1), AnV
i+1〉l2n

≤ 1

4
‖AnV

i+1‖2l2n +C
(

1 + ‖V i+1‖4l4n + ‖Oi+1‖4l∞n
)(

‖Oi+1‖2l∞n + 1
)

.

Collecting the above estimates yields

‖V i‖2l2n + τ
i−1
∑

j=0

‖AnV
j+1‖2l2n

≤ ‖V 0‖2l2n + C
(

sup
i∈Zm

‖Oi‖2l∞n + 1
)

i−1
∑

j=0

τ(1 + ‖V j+1‖4l4n + ‖Oj+1‖4l∞n ).

Taking qth moments on both sides of the above inequality and using (3.29), (3.28) and (3.31)
finally yield the desired result. �

Proposition 3.5. Let u0 ∈ C1(O) and p ≥ 1. Then for any i ∈ Z
0
m,

E

[

∥

∥(−An)
1

2U i
∥

∥

p

l2n

]

≤ C(T, p).
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Proof. According to (3.25), for any i ∈ Z
0
m,

V i = (I + τA2
n)

−iV 0 + τ

i−1
∑

j=0

(I + τA2
n)

−(i−j)AnFn(U
j+1).

By virtue of the fact that
∑n−1

j=1 (1 + τλ2
j,n)

−2ι ≤ ∑n−1
j=1 (1 + 2τιλ2

j,n)
−1 ≤ C(ιτ)−

1

4 , similarly

to (3.3), it can be verified that for any 2 ≤ p ≤ ∞,

‖(I + τA2
n)

−ιa‖lpn ≤ C(p)(τι)−
1

4
( 1
2
− 1

p
)‖a‖l2n ∀ a ∈ l∞n . (3.32)

Applying (3.26), (3.32) and ‖(I + τA2
n)

−iV 0‖l6n ≤ ‖V 0‖l6n ≤ C, we arrive at

‖V i‖l6n ≤ C + τ
i−1
∑

j=0

‖(I + τA2
n)

− 1

2
(i−j)An(I + τA2

n)
− 1

2
(i−j)Fn(U

j+1)‖l6n

≤ C + Cτ
i−1
∑

j=0

t
− 1

12

i−j ‖An(I + τA2
n)

− 1

2
(i−j)‖2‖Fn(U

j+1)‖l2n

≤ C + Cτ
i−1
∑

j=0

t
− 7

12

i−j ‖Fn(U
j+1)‖l2n .

Proceeding as in (3.20), one can show that for θ ∈ [0, 34) and sufficiently large p ≥ 1,

E

[

∣

∣

∣
τ

i−1
∑

j=0

t−θ
i−j‖Fn(U

j+1)‖l2n
∣

∣

∣

p
]

≤ C(p, θ, T ),

based on Lemma 3.4. In particular, the case θ = 7
12 yields that for any p ≥ 1,

E

[

‖V i‖p
l6n

]

≤ C(p, T ) ∀ t ∈ [0, T ]. (3.33)

Then analogously to (3.22), by (3.29) and (3.26),

‖(−An)
1

2V i‖l2n ≤ ‖(−An)
1

2 (I + τA2
n)

−iV 0‖l2n (3.34)

+ τ

i−1
∑

j=0

‖(−An)
1

2 (I + τA2
n)

−(i−j)AnFn(U
j+1)‖l2n

≤ C + Cτ

i−1
∑

j=0

(ti − tj)
− 3

4 (1 + ‖V j+1‖3l6n + ‖Oj+1‖3l6n).

Then one can use (3.33) and (3.28) to obtain that

E[‖(−An)
1

2V i‖p
l2n
] ≤ C(T, p) ∀ i ∈ Z

0
m,

which along with (3.27) and U i = V i +Oi completes the proof. �

In a similar manner to (3.24), Proposition 3.35 guarantees that for any p ≥ 1,

sup
i∈Z0

m

E

[

sup
x∈O

|un,τ (ti, x)|p
]

≤ C(T, p). (3.35)
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4. Strong convergence analysis (I)

In this section, we study the strong convergence rate of the numerical solution of the spatial
FDM. For n ≥ 2, denote by U(t) := (u(t, h), . . . , u(t, (n−1)h))⊤ the exact solution to (1.1) on
grid points, where the explicit dependence of U(t) on n is omitted. We introduce the following

auxiliary process {Ũ(t), t ∈ [0, T ]} by

dŨ(t) +A2
nŨ(t)dt = AnFn(U(t))dt+

√

n/πΣn(U(t))dβt, t ∈ (0, T ] (4.1)

with initial value Ũ(0) = U(0). Let ũn = {ũn(t, x), (t, x) ∈ [0, T ] ×O} satisfy

ũn(t, x) =

∫

O
Gn

t (x, y)u0(κn(y))dy +

∫ t

0

∫

O
∆nG

n
t−s(x, y)f(u(s, κn(y)))dyds

+

∫ t

0

∫

O
Gn

t−s(x, y)σ(u(s, κn(y)))W (ds,dy).

Then Ũk(t) = ũn(t, kh) for k ∈ Zn−1 and t ∈ [0, T ].

4.1. Error estimate between ũn and u. This part deals with the error between the exact
solution u and the auxiliary process ũ, which will rely on the following estimates of the discrete
Green function.

Lemma 4.1. There exists C = C(T ) such that for any (t, x) ∈ (0, T ]×O,
∫ t

0

∫

O
|∆nG

n
s (x, y)−∆Gs(x, y)|dyds ≤ Cn−1, (4.2)

∫ t

0

∫

O
|Gn

s (x, y)−Gs(x, y)|2dyds ≤ Cn−2. (4.3)

Proof. Due to the Hölder inequality, it suffices to prove that for µ ∈ {0, 1},
∫ T

0

(
∫

O
|(−∆n)

µGn
s (x, y)− (−∆)µGs(x, y)|2dy

)1−µ
2

ds ≤ Cn−(2−µ).

In the remainder of the proof, we always assume µ ∈ {0, 1} and 0 < ǫ ≪ 1. Denote

M s,x,y
1,µ :=

n−1
∑

j=1

(−λj,n)
µe−λ2

j,nsφj,n(x) (φj(κn(y))− φj(y)) ,

M s,x,y
2,µ :=

n−1
∑

j=1

(

(−λj,n)
µe−λ2

j,nsφj,n(x)− (−λj)
µe−λ2

jsφj(x)
)

φj(y),

M s,x,y
3,µ :=

∞
∑

j=n

(−λj)
µe−λ2

jsφj(x)φj(y), s ∈ [0, T ], x, y ∈ O.

Since {φj}j≥1 is an orthonormal basis of L2(O), it holds that

∫

O
|(−∆n)

µGn
s (x, y)− (−∆)µGs(x, y)|2dy ≤ 3

3
∑

i=1

∫

O
|M s,x,y

i,µ |2dy. (4.4)

By virtue of |φj(x)| ≤ 1 and (3.7) with α1 =
2

2−µ(1− ǫ) > µ+ 1
4 ,

∫ T

0

(

∫

O
|M s,x,y

3,µ |2dy
)1−µ

2

ds ≤
∫ T

0

(

∞
∑

j=n

j4µe−2j4s
)1−µ

2

ds



20 JIALIN HONG, DIANCONG JIN, AND DERUI SHENG

≤ C

∫ T

0

(

∞
∑

j=n

j4µ−4α1s−α1

)1−µ
2

ds ≤ Cǫn
−4[1−(µ+ 1

4
)(1−µ

2
)−ǫ] ≤ Cn−(2−µ),

thanks to 4[1− (µ+ 1
4)(1 −

µ
2 )] > 2− µ for all µ ∈ [0, 1].

We recall the following inequality in the proof of [24, Lemma 3.2]:
∫

O
|w(y) − w(κn(y))|2dy ≤ Cn−2

∫

O

∣

∣

∣

d

dy
w(y)

∣

∣

∣

2
dy, for w ∈ C1(O). (4.5)

By (4.5) and (3.7), for any ρ > 0,

∫

O
|M s,x,y

1,µ |2dy ≤ Cn−2

∫

O
|
n−1
∑

j=1

(−λj,n)
µe−λ2

j,nsφj,n(x)j cos(jy)|2dy

≤ Cn−2
n−1
∑

j=1

j4µ+2e−2λ2
j,ns|φj,n(x)|2 ≤ Cn−2

n−1
∑

j=1

j4µ+2−4ρs−ρ.

Observe that for any α ∈ (0, 1],

1− e−x ≤ Cαx
α, x ≥ 0. (4.6)

In view of (2.16), |λj −λj,n| ≤ Cj4/n2. Thus, |(−λj)
µ− (−λj,n)

µ| ≤ µ(−λj,n)
µ−1|λj −λj,n| ≤

Cj2µ+2/n2 and λ2
j − λ2

j,n = |λj − λj,n||λj + λj,n| ≤ Cj6/n2, which along with (4.6) yields that
for ρ1 > 0,

|e−λ2
j,ns − e−λ2

js| ≤ e−λ2
j,nsj6n−2s ≤ Cn−2j6−2ρ1s1−

ρ1
2 .

Besides, it can be verified that |φj,n(x)− φj(x)| ≤ Cj/n. Therefore, for ρ, ρ1 > 0,

∫

O
|M s,x,y

2,µ |2dy =
n−1
∑

j=1

∣

∣

∣
(−λj,n)

µe−λ2
j,nsφj,n(x)− (−λj)

µe−λ2
jsφj(x)

∣

∣

∣

2

≤ 3

n−1
∑

j=1

|(−λj,n)
µ − (−λj)

µ|2e−2λ2
j,ns + 3

n−1
∑

j=1

λ2µ
j |e−λ2

j,ns − e−λ2
js|2

+ 3

n−1
∑

j=1

λ2µ
j e−2λ2

j s|φj,n(x)− φj(x)|2

≤ Cn−4
n−1
∑

j=1

j4µ+4−4ρs−ρ +Cn−4
n−1
∑

j=1

j12+4µ−4ρ1s2−ρ1 + Cn−2
n−1
∑

j=1

j4µ+2−4ρs−ρ

≤ Cn−2
n−1
∑

j=1

j4µ+2−4ρs−ρ,

where in the last step we set ρ1 = ρ+ 2. By choosing ρ ∈ (µ + 3
4 ,

2
2−µ), we have

∫ T

0

(

∫

O
|M s,x,y

i,µ |2dy
)1−µ

2

ds ≤ C

∫ T

0
(n−2s−ρ)1−

µ
2 ds ≤ Cn−(2−µ), i = 1, 2.

Finally inserting the estimates on {M s,x,y
i,µ }i=1,2,3 into (4.4) finishes the proof. �

By virtue of Lemmas 2.2 and 4.1, we now estimate the error between u and ũ.
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Proposition 4.2. Let u0 ∈ C3(O). Then for any p ≥ 1, there exists some constant C =
C(p, T ) such that for any (t, x) ∈ [0, T ] ×O,

‖ũn(t, x)− u(t, x)‖Lp(Ω) ≤ Cn−1.

Proof. For fixed (t, x) ∈ [0, T ] ×O, un(t, x)− u(t, x) =
∑5

j=1 Ij, where

I1 :=
∫

O
Gn

t (x, y)u0(κn(y))dy −Gtu0(x),

I2 :=
∫ t

0

∫

O
[Gn

t−s(x, y) −Gt−s(x, y)]σ(u(s, κn(y)))W (ds,dy),

I3 :=
∫ t

0

∫

O
Gt−s(x, y)[σ(u(s, κn(y)))− σ(u(s, y))]W (ds,dy),

I4 :=
∫ t

0

∫

O
[∆nG

n
t−s(x, y)−∆Gt−s(x, y)]f(u(s, κn(y)))dyds,

I5 :=
∫ t

0

∫

O
∆Gt−s(x, y) [f(u(s, κn(y)))− f(u(s, y))] dyds.

Following the proof of [8, Lemma 2.3], we use the PDE satisfied by G to write Gtu0(x) =

u0(x)−
∫ t
0

∫

O ∆Gr(x, z)u
′′
0(z)dzdr. As a numerical counterpart,

∫

O
Gn

t (x, y)u0(κn(y))dy − ũn(0, x) =

∫

O

∫ t

0

∂

∂r
Gn

r (x, z)u0(κn(z))dzdr

= −
∫ t

0

∫

O
∆2

nG
n
r (x, z)u0(κn(z))dzdr = −

∫ t

0

∫

O
∆nG

n
r (x, z)∆nu0(z)dzdr, (4.7)

where ũn(0, x) = Πn(u0)(x) and in the last step we have used the fact that
∫

O
∆nv(z)w(κn(z))dz =

∫

O
v(κn(z))∆nw(z)dz,

for v,w : O → R with v = w = 0 on ∂O. In particular, when u0 ∈ C1(O),

|ũn(0, x)− ũn(0, y)| ≤ C|x− y|, x, y ∈ O. (4.8)

By u0 ∈ C3(O), (2.17) and the Taylor expansion, there exist θ1, θ2 ∈ (0, 1) such that for
z ∈ [h, π),

|u′′0(z) −∆nu0(z)| = |u′′0(z)−
1

2
u′′0(κn(z) + θ1

π

n
)− 1

2
u′′0(κn(z)− θ2

π

n
)| ≤ Cn−1,

and for z ∈ [0, h), |u′′0(z) − ∆nu0(z)| = |u′′0(z)| = |u′′0(z) − u′′0(0)| ≤ Cn−1. Therefore, using
(2.6) and (4.2), a direct calculation gives

|I1| ≤ Cn−1 +

∫ t

0

∫

O
|∆nG

n
r (x, z) −∆Gr(x, z)||u′′0(z)|dzdr

+

∫ t

0

∫

O
|∆Gr(x, z)||u′′0(z)−∆nu0(z)|dzdr ≤ Cn−1.

Then we apply the Burkholder inequality, the boundedness and Lipschitz continuity of σ,
(4.3), (2.5), and Lemma 2.2 to obtain

‖I2 + I3‖2Lp(Ω) ≤ C

∫ t

0

∫

O
|Gn

t−s(x, y) −Gt−s(x, y)|2dyds
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+C

∫ t

0

∫

O
G2

t−s(x, y)‖u(s, κn(y))− u(s, y)‖2Lp(Ω)dyds ≤ Cn−2.

It follows from |f(x)| ≤ C(1 + |x|3) and (2.7) that ‖f(u(t, x))‖Lp(Ω) is uniformly bounded
for all (t, x) ∈ [0, T ]×O. This together with (4.2) indicates

‖I4‖Lp(Ω) ≤ C

∫ t

0

∫

O
|∆nG

n
t−s(x, y)−∆Gt−s(x, y)|‖f(u(s, κn(y)))‖Lp(Ω)dyds ≤ Cn−1.

In addition, making use of (2.11), the Hölder inequality, Lemma 2.2 and (2.7) yields

‖f(u(s, κn(y))) − f(u(s, y))‖Lp(Ω)

≤ C‖u(s, κn(y))− u(s, y)‖L3p(Ω)

(

1 + ‖u(s, κn(y))‖2L3p(Ω) + ‖u(s, y)‖2L3p(Ω)

)

≤ Cn−1

for all (s, y) ∈ [0, T ] × O. Hence taking advantage of (2.6), we have ‖I5‖Lp(Ω) ≤ Cn−1.
Gathering the above estimates finally completes the proof.

�

The next result reveals that un has the same Hölder continuity exponent as u.

Lemma 4.3. Let u0 ∈ C2(O). Then for any α ∈ (0, 1) and p ≥ 1, there exists some constant
C = C(p, T, α) such that for any 0 ≤ s < t ≤ T , x, y ∈ O and n ≥ 2,

‖un(t, x)− un(s, y)‖Lp(Ω) ≤ C(|t− s| 3α8 + |x− y|).

Proof. Since u0 ∈ C2(O), |∆nu0(z)| ≤ C for z ∈ O. Hence it follows from (4.7), (4.8) and
Lemma 2.5 that

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

O
Gn

t (x, z)u0(κn(z))dz −
∫

O
Gn

s (y, z)u0(κn(z))dz

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C|x− y|+
∫ s

0

∫

O
|∆nG

n
r (x, z) −∆nG

n
r (y, z)||∆nu0(z)|dzdr

+

∫ t

s

∫

O
|∆nG

n
r (x, z)||∆nu0(z)|dzdr ≤ C(|x− y|+ |t− s| 3α8 ).

In virtue of Lemma 2.5, by further applying (2.3) with S = ∆nG
n and (2.4) with S = Gn, we

obtain the desired result. �

4.2. Error estimate between ũn and un. This part carries out the error estimate between
the auxiliary process ũn and the numerical solution un. This will be accomplished by studying
the moment estimates of E(t) := Ũ(t)− U(t), since supx∈O |ũn(t, x)− un(t, x)| = ‖E(t)‖l∞n .

Proposition 4.4. Let u0 ∈ C3(O). Then there exists some constant C = C(T ) such that for
any t ∈ [0, T ],

E

[

‖(−An)
− 1

2E(t)‖4l2n
]

+ E

[

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
‖(−An)

1

2E(s)‖2l2nds
∣

∣

∣

2
]

≤ Cn−4. (4.9)

Proof. The proof is divided into two steps.
Step 1: We show that for any p ≥ 2, there exists C = C(p, T ) such that

∫ t

0
E

[

‖(−An)
− 1

2E(s)‖p−2
l2n

‖(−An)
1

2E(s)‖2l2n
]

ds ≤ Cn−p ∀ t ∈ [0, T ]. (4.10)

Subtracting (1.2) from (4.1) leads to

dE(t) +A2
nE(t)dt (4.11)
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= An {Fn(U(t))− Fn(U(t))} dt+
√

n/π {Σn(U(t))− Σn(U(t))} dβt.

Applying Itô’s formula to ‖(−An)
− 1

2E(t)‖p (p ≥ 2) reveals

d‖(−An)
−

1

2E(t)‖p = −p‖(−An)
−

1

2E(t)‖p−2‖(−An)
1

2E(t)‖2dt (4.12)

+ p‖(−An)
−

1

2E(t)‖p−2〈E(t), Fn(U(t)) − Fn(U(t))〉dt

+
n

2π
p‖(−An)

−
1

2E(t)‖p−2‖(−An)
−

1

2 {Σn(U(t))− Σn(U(t))}‖2Fdt

+
n

2π
p(p− 2)‖(−An)

−
1

2E(t)‖p−4‖E(t)⊤(−An)
−1{Σn(U(t)) − Σn(U(t))}‖2

+
p√
π
‖(−An)

−
1

2E(t)‖p−2
〈

(−An)
−1E(t),

√
n{Σn(U(t)) − Σn(U(t))}dβt

〉

.

For t ∈ [0, T ], we introduce

J1(t) := 〈E(t), Fn(U(t)) − Fn(U(t))〉,
J2(t) := n‖(−An)

− 1

2{Σn(U(t))− Σn(U(t))}‖2F,
J3(t) := n‖E(t)⊤(−An)

−1{Σn(U(t))− Σn(U(t))}‖2.

Since ‖z⊤B1‖ ≤ ‖B1‖F‖z‖ for any z ∈ R
n−1 and B1 ∈ R

(n−1)×(n−1), we have

J3(t) ≤ J2(t)‖(−An)
− 1

2E(t)‖2. (4.13)

Due to (4.12), (4.13), and E(0) = 0, it holds that for any p ≥ 2,

E

[

‖(−An)
− 1

2E(t)‖p
]

+ p

∫ t

0
E

[

‖(−An)
− 1

2E(s)‖p−2‖(−An)
1

2E(s)‖2
]

ds (4.14)

≤ 1

2
p2

∫ t

0
E

[

‖(−An)
− 1

2E(s)‖p−2 (J1(s) + J2(s))
]

ds.

The Lipschitz continuity of σ and el(k) ≤
√

2/n for l, k ∈ Zn−1 imply

‖{Σn(U(t))− Σn(U(t))}el‖2 =
n−1
∑

k=1

|(σ(Uk(t))− σ(Uk(t))) el(k)|2 (4.15)

≤ C

n

n−1
∑

k=1

|Uk(t)− Uk(t)|2 =
C

n
‖U(t)− U(t)‖2 ∀ l ∈ Zn−1.

Analogous to (3.8), by (4.15) and the symmetry of An and Σn(U(t)) − Σn(U(t)),

J2(t) = n

n−1
∑

l=1

(−λl,n)
−1‖{Σn(U(t))− Σn(U(t))}el‖2 (4.16)

≤ C ‖U(t)− U(t)‖2 ≤ C‖U(t)− Ũ(t)‖2 + C‖E(t)‖2,

due to
∑n−1

l=1 (−λl,n)
−1 ≤ C. By (2.11) and the Hölder inequality, for 1 ≤ q < ∞,

‖Fn(U(t))− Fn(Ũ(t))‖2 ≤ C

n−1
∑

k=1

(

1 + Uk(t)
2 + Ũk(t)

2
)2|Uk(t)− Ũk(t)|2 (4.17)

≤ Cn
(

1 + ‖U(t)‖4
l4q

′

n

+ ‖Ũ (t)‖4
l4q

′

n

)

‖U(t)− Ũ(t)‖2
l2qn

,
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where q′ = q/(q − 1). Denote K(t) :=
(

1 + ‖U(t)‖4l8n + ‖Ũ(t)‖4l8n
)

‖U(t)− Ũ(t)‖2l4n for t ∈ [0, T ].

Utilizing (2.10) and the Young inequality, we get

J1(t) = 〈E(t), Fn(U(t))− Fn(Ũ (t))〉+ 〈E(t), Fn(Ũ(t)) − Fn(U(t))〉

≤ 3

2
‖E(t)‖2 + 1

2
‖Fn(U(t)) − Fn(Ũ(t))‖2,

which, along with (4.17) (with q = 2), (4.16) and ‖ · ‖l2n ≤ C‖ · ‖l4n , indicates

J1(t) + J2(t) ≤ C‖E(t)‖2 +CnK(t) (4.18)

≤ ǫ1‖(−An)
1

2E(t)‖2 + C(ǫ1)‖(−An)
− 1

2E(t)‖2 + CnK(t)

for ǫ1 > 0. By Proposition 4.2 and the Hölder inequality, for any q ≥ θ ≥ 1,

E

[

‖U(s)− Ũ(s)‖q
lθn

]

= E

[

(π

n

n−1
∑

l=1

|u(s, lh) − ũn(s, lh)|θ
)

q
θ

]

≤ Cn−q (4.19)

for any s ∈ [0, T ]. Thanks to (2.7), we have that for any q ≥ θ ≥ 1 and t ∈ [0, T ],

E

[

‖U(t)‖q
lθn

]

≤ CE

[

‖U(t)‖ql∞n
]

≤ CE

[

sup
x∈O

|u(t, x)|q
]

≤ C(q, T ). (4.20)

A combination of (4.19) and (4.20) yields that for any q ≥ θ ≥ 1,

E
[

‖Ũ (s)‖q
lθn

]

≤ C(θ, q, T ) ∀ s ∈ [0, T ].

The previous three estimates and the Hölder inequality ensure that for any p ≥ 1,

‖K(s)‖Lp(Ω) ≤ C
(

1 + ‖U(s)‖4L8p(Ω;l8n)
+ ‖Ũ(s)‖4L8p(Ω;l8n)

)

‖U(s)− Ũ(s)‖2L4p(Ω;l4n)

≤ Cn−2 ∀ s ∈ [0, T ]. (4.21)

Since
√
π‖ · ‖ =

√
n‖ · ‖l2n , it follows from (4.14) and (4.18) with ǫ1 = 1/p2 that

E

[

‖(−An)
− 1

2E(t)‖p
l2n

]

+
(

p− 1

2

)

∫ t

0
E

[

‖(−An)
− 1

2E(s)‖p−2
l2n

‖(−An)
1

2E(s)‖2l2n
]

ds

≤ C

∫ t

0
E

[

‖(−An)
− 1

2E(s)‖p
l2n

]

ds+ C

∫ t

0
E

[

‖(−An)
− 1

2E(s)‖p−2
l2n

K(s)
]

ds

≤ C

∫ t

0
E

[

‖(−An)
− 1

2E(s)‖p
l2n

]

ds+ C

∫ t

0
E

[

|K(s)|
p
2

]

ds.

This together with the Gronwall lemma and (4.21) leads to

E
[

‖(−An)
− 1

2E(t)‖p
l2n

]

≤ Cn−p

for any t ∈ [0, T ], and consequently, we obtain (4.10).
Step 2: We prove (4.9). Taking p = 2 in (4.12) and using (4.18), we deduce

‖(−An)
− 1

2E(t)‖2 + 2

∫ t

0
‖(−An)

1

2E(s)‖2ds ≤
∫ t

0
2J1(s) + J2(s)ds+ nM(t) (4.22)

≤ 2ǫ1

∫ t

0
‖(−An)

1

2E(s)‖2ds+
∫ t

0
Cǫ1‖(−An)

− 1

2E(s)‖2 + CnK(s)ds+ nM(t)
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for ǫ1 ∈ (0, 1). HereM(t) := 2√
nπ

∫ t
0 〈(−An)

−1E(s), {Σn(U(s))−Σn(U(s))}dβs〉 is a martingale

since (4.10) and the boundedness of σ imply E[|M(t)|2] < ∞. Moreover, by the Itô isometry,
(4.13), (4.16), and the Young inequality,

E[|M(t)|2] = 4

πn

∫ t

0
E[‖{Σn(U(s))− Σn(U(s))}(−An)

−1E(s)‖2]ds

≤ Cn−2

∫ t

0
E[J3(s)]ds ≤ Cn−2

∫ t

0
E[‖(−An)

− 1

2E(s)‖2J2(s)]ds

≤ Cn−2

∫ t

0
E[‖U(s)− Ũ(s)‖4]ds+ Cn−2

∫ t

0
E[‖(−An)

− 1

2E(s)‖4]ds

+ Cn−2

∫ t

0
E[‖(−An)

− 1

2E(s)‖2‖(−An)
1

2E(s)‖2]ds.

Then (4.22) with ǫ1 =
1
2 and the Young inequality give

E

[

‖(−An)
− 1

2E(t)‖4l2n
]

+ E

[

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
‖(−An)

1

2E(s)‖2l2nds
∣

∣

∣

2
]

≤ CE

[

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
‖(−An)

− 1

2E(s)‖2l2nds
∣

∣

∣

2
]

+ E[|M(t)|2] + CE

[

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
K(s)ds

∣

∣

∣

2
]

≤ C

∫ t

0
E[‖(−An)

− 1

2E(s)‖4l2n ]ds+ C

∫ t

0
E[‖U(s)− Ũ(s)‖4l2n ]ds

+ C

∫ t

0
E[‖(−An)

− 1

2E(s)‖2l2n‖(−An)
1

2E(s)‖2l2n ]ds+ C

∫ t

0
E[K(s)2]ds

≤ C

∫ t

0
E[‖(−An)

− 1

2E(s)‖4l2n ]ds+ Cn−4,

where we have used (4.10) with p = 4, (4.19), and (4.21) in the last step. Thus, (4.9) follows
immediately from the Gronwall lemma. �

Similar to Proposition 3.3, we have the following regularity estimate of Ũ(t).

Lemma 4.5. Let u0 ∈ C1(O) and p ≥ 1. Then

E
[

‖(−An)
1

2 Ũ(t)‖p
l2n

]

≤ C(T, p) ∀ t ∈ [0, T ].

Proof. For t ∈ [0, T ], denote Õ(t) :=
√

n/π
∫ t
0 exp(−A2

n(t − s))Σn(U(s))dβs and Ṽ (t) :=

Ũ(t)− Õ(t). Then Ṽ satisfies

d

dt
Ṽ (t) = −A2

nṼ (t) +AnFn(U(t)), t ∈ (0, T ],

and Ṽ (0) = U(0). Analogously to (3.22), we have that for t ∈ [0, T ],

‖(−An)
1

2 Ṽ (t)‖l2n ≤ C + C

∫ t

0
(t− s)−

3

4‖Fn(U(s))‖l2nds

≤ C + C

∫ t

0
(t− s)−

3

4

(

1 + ‖U(s)‖3l6n
)

ds,

which along with the Minkowski inequality and (4.20) yields that for p ≥ 2,

E
[

‖(−An)
1

2 Ṽ (t)‖p
l2n

]

≤ C ∀ t ∈ [0, T ].
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Since σ is bounded, a similar argument of (3.9) yields E[‖(−An)
1

2 Õ(t)‖p
l2n
] ≤ C(T, p) for all

t ∈ [0, T ]. Combining the above estimates finally finishes the proof. �

Further, we present the local Lipschitz continuity of Fn under the ‖(−An)
1

2 · ‖l2n-norm,
which is crucial for the strong convergence analysis in Theorem 4.7.

Lemma 4.6. For any a, b ∈ R
n−1,

‖(−An)
1

2 (Fn(a)− Fn(b))‖l2n
≤ C

(

1 + ‖(−An)
1

2a‖2l2n + ‖(−An)
1

2 b‖2l2n
)

‖(−An)
1

2 (a− b)‖l2n .

Proof. Let a = (a1, . . . , an−1), b = (b1, . . . , bn−1), and a0 = b0 = an = bn = 0. Then by (3.4)
and f(x) = x3 − x,

‖(−An)
1

2 (Fn(a)− Fn(b))‖2l2n =
n

π

n
∑

j=1

|f(aj)− f(bj)− f(aj−1) + f(bj−1)|2

≤ 2n

π

n
∑

j=1

|a3j − b3j − a3j−1 + b3j−1|2 + 2‖(−An)
1

2 (a− b)‖2l2n .

By noticing that

|a2j + b2j + ajbj − a2j−1 − b2j−1 − aj−1bj−1|2

≤ 3(|a2j − a2j−1|2 + |b2j − b2j−1|2 + |ajbj − aj−1bj−1|2)
≤ 12(|aj − aj−1|2‖a‖2l∞n + |bj − bj−1|2‖b‖2l∞n ) + 6(‖b‖2l∞n |aj − aj−1|2 + ‖a‖2l∞n |bj − bj−1|2)
≤ C

(

|aj − aj−1|2 + |bj − bj−1|2
)

(‖a‖2l∞n + ‖b‖2l∞n ),

we obtain from (3.4) that

n

π

n
∑

j=1

|a3j − b3j − a3j−1 + b3j−1|2 (4.23)

≤ 2n

π

n
∑

j=1

|a2j + b2j + ajbj − a2j−1 − b2j−1 − aj−1bj−1|2(aj − bj)
2

+
2n

π

n
∑

j=1

|a2j−1 + b2j−1 + aj−1bj−1|2(aj − bj − aj−1 + bj−1)
2

≤ C‖a− b‖2l∞n
n

π

n
∑

j=1

(

|aj − aj−1|2 + |bj − bj−1|2
)

(‖a‖2l∞n + ‖b‖2l∞n )

+ C max
1≤j≤n

(a4j−1 + b4j−1)‖(−An)
1

2 (a− b)‖2l2n

≤ C
(

‖(−An)
1

2a‖2l2n + ‖(−An)
1

2 b‖2l2n
)

(‖a‖2l∞n + ‖b‖2l∞n )‖a− b‖2l∞n
+ C(‖a‖4l∞n + ‖b‖4l∞n )‖(−An)

1

2 (a− b)‖2l2n .
Finally, a combination of (3.1) and (4.23) completes the proof. �

Now we are ready to present the main result of this section on the strong convergence rate
of the numerical solution associated with the spatial FDM.
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Theorem 4.7. Let u0 ∈ C3(O) and ζ ∈ [1, 2). Then there exists some constant C = C(ζ, T )
such that for any (t, x) ∈ [0, T ]×O,

E

[

|u(t, x) − un(t, x)|ζ
]

≤ Cn−ζ.

Proof. Due to Proposition 4.2, it remains to show that for any (t, x) ∈ [0, T ]×O,

E

[

|ũn(t, x)− un(t, x)|ζ
]

≤ Cn−ζ . (4.24)

Notice that supx∈O ‖ũn(t, x) − un(t, x)‖Lζ (Ω) ≤ ‖Ũ (t) − U(t)‖Lζ(Ω,l∞n ) = ‖E(t)‖Lζ (Ω,l∞n ). In

view of (3.1), a sufficient condition for (4.24) is

‖(−An)
1

2E(t)‖Lζ (Ω,l2n)
≤ Cn−1 ∀ t ∈ [0, T ]. (4.25)

Fix t ∈ (0, T ]. For µ ∈ [0, 12 ] and s ∈ [0, t], we denote

Kµ(s) := e−A2
n(t−s)(−An)

1+µ {Fn(U(s))− Fn(U(s))} ,
Lµ(s) :=

√
n(−An)

µe−A2
n(t−s) {Σn(U(s))− Σn(U(s))} .

Then the variation of constants formula applied to (4.11) and E(0) = 0 produce

(−An)
µE(t) = −

∫ t

0
Kµ(s)ds+

1√
π

∫ t

0
Lµ(s)dβs.

By the Burkholder inequality, it holds that for any p ≥ 1/2,

E
[

‖(−An)
µE(t)‖2p

]

(4.26)

≤ CE

[

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
‖Kµ(s)‖ds

∣

∣

∣

2p
]

+ CE

[

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
‖Lµ(s)‖2Fds

∣

∣

∣

p
]

.

Similarly to (3.8), we have

‖Lµ(s)‖2F = n
n−1
∑

l=1

(−λl,n)
2µe−2λ2

l,n(t−s)‖{Σn(U(s))− Σn(U(s))}el‖2.

Further, taking (4.15) and (3.7) with α1 =
1
4 + µ+ ǫ into account, we arrive at

‖Lµ(s)‖2F ≤ C

n−1
∑

l=1

(−λl,n)
2µe−λ2

l,n(t−s)‖U(s)− U(s)‖2 (4.27)

≤ Cǫ(t− s)−
1

4
−µ−ǫ‖U(s)− U(s)‖2

≤ Cǫ(t− s)−
1

4
−µ−ǫ‖U(s)− Ũ(s)‖2 + Cǫ(t− s)−

1

4
−µ−ǫ‖E(s)‖2,

where 0 < ǫ ≪ 1. The remainder of the proof of (4.25) is separated into two steps.
Step 1: In this step, we take µ = 0 and estimate ‖E(t)‖l2n .
By (3.18), (4.17) with q = 1, and Lemma 4.6,

‖K0(s)‖l2n ≤ ‖e−A2
n(t−s)(−An){Fn(Ũ(s))− Fn(U(s))}‖l2n

+ ‖e−A2
n(t−s)(−An){Fn(U(s))− Fn(Ũ (s))}‖l2n

≤ C(t− s)−
1

4

(

1 + ‖(−An)
1

2 Ũ(s)‖2l2n + ‖(−An)
1

2U(s)‖2l2n
)

‖(−An)
1

2E(s)‖l2n
+C(t− s)−

1

2

(

1 + ‖U(t)‖2l∞n + ‖Ũ (t)‖2l∞n
)

‖U(t)− Ũ(t)‖l2n .
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Plugging this inequality and (4.27) (with µ = 0) into (4.26) (with p = 1), we obtain

E

[

‖E(t)‖2l2n
]

≤ CE

[

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
‖K0(s)‖l2nds

∣

∣

∣

2
]

+
C

n

∫ t

0
E
[

‖L0(s)‖2F
]

ds

≤ CE

[

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
(t− s)−

1

4

(

1 + ‖(−An)
1

2 Ũ(s)‖2l2n + ‖(−An)
1

2U(s)‖2l2n
)

‖(−An)
1

2E(s)‖l2nds
∣

∣

∣

2
]

+ CE

[

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
(t− s)−

1

2

(

1 + ‖U(s)‖2l∞n + ‖Ũ (s)‖2l∞n
)

‖U(s)− Ũ(s)‖l2nds
∣

∣

∣

2
]

+ Cǫ

∫ t

0
(t− s)−

1

4
−ǫ
E
[

‖U(s)− Ũ(s)‖2l2n
]

ds+ Cǫ

∫ t

0
(t− s)−

1

4
−ǫ
E
[

‖E(s)‖2l2n
]

ds

=: CErr1 + CErr2 + CǫErr3 + Cǫ

∫ t

0
(t− s)−

1

4
−ǫ
E
[

‖E(s)‖2l2n
]

ds.

We proceed to estimate Err1, Err2 and Err3. By the Hölder inequality, Proposition 4.4,
Proposition 3.3, and Lemma 4.5, we obtain

Err1 ≤ Cn−2

∫ t

0
(t− s)−

1

2 (1 + ‖(−An)
1

2 Ũ(s)‖4L8(Ω;l2n)
+ ‖(−An)

1

2U(s)‖4L8(Ω;l2n)
)ds

≤ Cn−2.

Besides, the Minkowski inequality and (3.1) imply that
√
Err2 is bounded by

C

∫ t

0
(t− s)−

1

2

(

1 + ‖U(s)‖2L8(Ω;l∞n ) + ‖(−An)
1

2 Ũ(s)‖2L8(Ω;l2n)

)

‖U(s)− Ũ(s)‖L4(Ω;l2n)
ds,

which together with (4.20), Lemma 4.5 and (4.19) leads to

√

Err2 ≤ C

∫ t

0
(t− s)−

1

2n−1ds ≤ Cn−1.

Similarly, (4.19) also gives
√
Err3 ≤ Cn−1. Gathering the above estimates yields

E

[

‖E(t)‖2l2n
]

≤ Cn−2 + Cǫ

∫ t

0
(t− s)−

1

4
−ǫ
E

[

‖E(s)‖2l2n
]

ds.

Then the Gronwall lemma with weak singularities (see e.g., [24, Lemma 3.4]) implies E[‖E(t)‖2l2n ] ≤
Cn−2, which along with (4.19) with θ = q = 2 gives

E

[

‖U(t)− U(t)‖2l2n
]

≤ Cn−2. (4.28)

Step 2: In this step, we take µ = 1
2 and estimate ‖(−An)

1

2E(t)‖l2n .
By (3.18) and a similar argument of (4.17) with q = 1,

‖K 1

2

(s)‖l2n ≤ C(t− s)−
3

4 ‖Fn(U(s))− Fn(U(s))‖l2n
≤ C(t− s)−

3

4

(

1 + ‖U(s)‖2l∞n + ‖U(s)‖2l∞n
)

‖U(s)− U(s)‖l2n .

Hence, the Minkowski and Hölder inequalities, (2.7), (4.28), (3.1) and Proposition 3.3 give

that for q ∈ [1, 2) and r = 2q
2−q ,

∥

∥

∥

∫ t

0
‖K 1

2

(s)‖l2nds
∥

∥

∥

Lq(Ω)
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≤ C

∫ t

0
(t− s)−

3

4

∥

∥

∥
1 + ‖U(s)‖2l∞n + ‖(−An)

1

2U(s)‖2l2n
∥

∥

∥

Lr(Ω)
‖U(s)− U(s)‖L2(Ω;l2n)

ds

≤ Cn−1.

By the second inequality of (4.27) and (4.28), we have that for p ∈ [12 , 1),

∥

∥

∥

∫ t

0
‖L 1

2

(s)‖2Fds
∥

∥

∥

Lp(Ω)
≤ Cn

∫ t

0
(t− s)−

3

4
−ǫ‖U(s)− U(s)‖2L2(Ω;l2n)

ds ≤ Cn−1.

Combining the above two inequalities and (4.26) with p ∈ [12 , 1) yields

E
[

‖(−An)
1

2E(t)‖2p
l2n

]

≤ CE

[

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
‖K 1

2

(s)‖l2nds
∣

∣

∣

2p
]

+
C

np
E

[

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0
‖L 1

2

(s)‖2Fds
∣

∣

∣

p
]

≤ C

n2p
,

which proves (4.25). The proof is completed. �

5. Strong convergence analysis (II)

As in the semi-discrete case, we introduce the auxiliary sequence {Ũ i}i∈Z0
m

by

Ũ i+1 − Ũ i + τA2
nŨ

i+1 = τAnFn(U(ti+1)) +
√

n/πΣn(Ũ
i)(βti+1

− βti) (5.1)

for i ∈ Z
0
m−1, where Ũ0 = U0. As in (2.20), let

ũn,τ (ti, x) =

∫

O
Gn,τ

ti
(x, y)u0(κn(y))dy (5.2)

+

∫ ti

0

∫

O
∆nG

n,τ
ti−s+τ (x, y)f(u

n(ητ (s) + τ, κn(y)))dyds

+

∫ ti

0

∫

O
Gn,τ

ti−s+τ (x, y)σ(ũ
n,τ (ητ (s), κn(y)))W (ds,dy)

so that ũn,τ (ti, kh) = Ũ i
k is the kth component of Ũ i and ũn,τ (ti, x) = Πn(ũ

n,τ (ti, ·))(x).

Lemma 5.1. Let u0 ∈ C1(O) and p ≥ 1. Then for any i ∈ Z
0
m,

E

[

∥

∥(−An)
1

2 Ũ i
∥

∥

p

l2n

]

≤ C(T, p).

Proof. By denoting Õi :=
√

n
π

∫ ti
0 (I + τA2

n)
−(i−⌊ s

τ
⌋)Σn(Ũ

⌊ s
τ
⌋)dβs, we have that Ṽ i := Ũ i − Õi

satisfies Ṽ i+1 − Ṽ i + τA2
nṼ

i+1 = τAnFn(U(ti+1)) for i ∈ Z
0
m−1 and Ṽ 0 = U(0). Then by

repeating the derivation of (3.27), one can prove E[supi∈Zm
‖(−An)

1

2 Õi‖p
l2n
] ≤ C. Moreover,

similar to (3.34), we also have

‖(−An)
1

2 Ṽ i‖l2n ≤ C + Cτ
i−1
∑

j=0

(ti − tj)
− 3

4 (1 + ‖U(tj+1)‖3l6n),

which along with Proposition 3.3 yields E[‖(−An)
1

2 Ṽ i‖p
l2n
] ≤ C for all i ∈ Zm. �
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5.1. Error estimate between ũn,τ and un. This part estimates the error between the
auxiliary process ũn,τ and the spatial semi-discrete numerical solution un. We begin with
the following error analysis between the fully discrete Green function Gn,τ

s+τ (x, y) and the
semi-discrete Green function Gn

s (x, y).

Lemma 5.2. For any 0 < ǫ ≪ 1, there exists C = C(T, ǫ) such that for any x ∈ O,
∫ ti

0

∫

O
|Gn,τ

s+τ (x, y)−Gn
s (x, y)|2dyds ≤ Cτ

3

4
−ǫ, i ∈ Zm,

∫ ti

0

∫

O
|∆nG

n,τ
s+τ (x, y)−∆nG

n
s (x, y)|dyds ≤ Cτ

3

8
−ǫ, i ∈ Zm.

Proof. By the Hölder inequality, it suffices to show that for µ ∈ {0, 1},
∫ T

0

(
∫

O
|(−∆n)

µGn,τ
s+τ (x, y)− (−∆n)

µGn
s (x, y)|2dy

)1−µ
2

ds ≤ Cτ1−(µ+ 1

4
)(1−µ

2
)−ǫ.

Using the orthogonality of {φj ◦ κn}n−1
j=1 and |φj,n(x)| ≤ 1,

∫

O
|(−∆n)

µGn,τ
s+τ (x, y)− (−∆n)

µGn
s (x, y)|2dy

≤
n−1
∑

j=1

(−λj,n)
2µ
∣

∣(1 + τλ2
j,n)

−⌊ s+τ
τ

⌋ − e−λ2
j,ns

∣

∣

2 ≤ Jµ
1 (s) + 2Jµ

2 (s) + 2Jµ
3 (s),

where

Jµ
1 (s) :=

⌊τ−
1
4 ⌋−1

∑

j=1

(−λj,n)
2µ
∣

∣(1 + τλ2
j,n)

−⌊ s+τ
τ

⌋ − e−λ2
j,ns

∣

∣

2

Jµ
2 (s) :=

n−1
∑

j=⌊τ−
1
4 ⌋

(−λj,n)
2µe−2λ2

j,ns, Jµ
3 (s) :=

n−1
∑

j=⌊τ−
1
4 ⌋

(−λj,n)
2µ(1 + τλ2

j,n)
−2⌊ s+τ

τ
⌋.

Since 4
π2 j

2 ≤ λj,n ≤ j2 and j ≥ j+1
2 for all j ≥ 1,

Jµ
2 (s) ≤

n−1
∑

j=⌊τ−
1
4 ⌋

j4µe−
32

π4 j
4s ≤

n−1
∑

j=⌊τ−
1
4 ⌋

∫ j+1

j
z4µe−

32

π4 (
z
2
)4sdz

≤
∫ ∞

⌊τ−
1
4 ⌋

z4µe−
2

π4 z
4sdz ≤

∫ ∞

1

2
τ−

1
4

z4µe−
2

π4 z
4sdz,

by supposing without loss of generality that 1
2τ

− 1

4 ≤ τ−
1

4 − 1 ≤ ⌊τ− 1

4 ⌋. Likewise,

Jµ
3 (s) ≤

∫ ∞

1

2
τ−

1
4

z4µ
(

1 +
τ

π4
z4
)−2⌊ s+τ

τ
⌋
dz. (5.3)

By taking the change of variables z̃ = zτ
1

4 and s̃ = s/τ in turn, we obtain
∫ T

0
|Jµ

2 (s)|
1−µ

2 ds ≤ C

∫ T/π4

0

∣

∣

∣

∫ ∞

1

2
τ−

1
4

z4µe−2z4sdz
∣

∣

∣

1−µ
2

ds

≤ Cτ1−( 1
4
+µ)(1−µ

2
)

∫ ∞

0

∣

∣

∣

∫ ∞

1

2

z̃4µe−2z̃4s̃dz̃
∣

∣

∣

1−µ
2

ds̃ ≤ Cτ1−( 1
4
+µ)(1−µ

2
).
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Here the last integral is finite since by (3.7), for any α1 ∈ (µ + 1
4 ,

2
2−µ) and α2 >

2
2−µ ,

∫ ∞

0

∣

∣

∣

∫ ∞

1

2

z̃4µe−2z̃4tdz̃
∣

∣

∣

1−µ
2

dt

≤ C

∫ 1

0

∣

∣

∣

∫ ∞

1

2

z̃4µ−4α1t−α1dz̃
∣

∣

∣

1−µ
2

dt+ C

∫ ∞

1

∣

∣

∣

∫ ∞

1

2

z̃4µ−4α2 t−α2dz̃
∣

∣

∣

1−µ
2

dt < ∞.

In a similar manner, applying the change of variables z̃ = zτ
1

4 to (5.3) leads to

Jµ
3 (s) ≤ Cτ−(µ+ 1

4
)

∫ ∞

1

2

(1 + π−4z̃4)−2⌊ s
τ
⌋−2z̃4µdz̃ ≤ Cτ−(µ+ 1

4
)(1 +

1

16π4
)−2⌊ s

τ
⌋,

which implies that
∫ T

0
|Jµ

3 (s)|
1−µ

2 ds ≤ Cτ−(µ+ 1

4
)(1−µ

2
)

∞
∑

k=0

∫ tk+1

tk

(1 +
1

16π4
)−k(2−µ)ds ≤ Cτ1−(µ+ 1

4
)(1−µ

2
).

In order to estimate Jµ
1 (s), we notice that for any 1 ≤ j ≤ ⌊τ− 1

4 ⌋ − 1,
∣

∣(1 + τλ2
j,n)

−⌊ s+τ
τ

⌋ − e−λ2
j,ns

∣

∣

≤ e−⌊ s+τ
τ

⌋ ln(1+τλ2
j,n)

∣

∣1− e−⌊ s+τ
τ

⌋(τλ2
j,n−ln(1+τλ2

j,n))
∣

∣+ e−λ2
j,ns

∣

∣e−(⌊ s+τ
τ

⌋τ−s)λ2
j,n − 1

∣

∣

≤ e−sc0λ2
j,n

∣

∣1− e−⌊ s+τ
τ

⌋c1τ2λ4
j,n

∣

∣+ Ce−λ2
j,nsτλ2

j,n

≤ Ce−sc0λ2
j,n(s + τ)τλ4

j,n + Ce−λ2
j,nsτλ2

j,n ≤ Ce−sc0λ2
j,n(sλ2

j,n + 1)τλ2
j,n,

where we used (4.6) and the fact that there exist some constants c0 ∈ (0, 1) and c1 > 0 such
that ln(1 + z) ≥ c0z and 0 ≤ z − ln(1 + z) ≤ c1z

2 for all z ∈ [0, 1]. Hence by virtue of (3.7),
for α3 :=

2
2−µ(1− ǫ) with 0 < ǫ ≪ 1,

(−λj,n)
2µe−2sc0λ2

j,n(s2λ4
j,n + 1)τ2λ4

j,n

≤ C(−λj,n)
2µ(sλ2

j,n)
−2−α3(s2λ4

j,n)τ
2λ4

j,n + C(−λj,n)
2µ(sλ2

j,n)
−α3τ2λ4

j,n

≤ Cj4µ+8−4α3s−α3τ2,

which indicates that for any 0 < ǫ ≪ 1,

∫ T

0
|Jµ

1 (s)|
1−µ

2 ds ≤ C
∣

∣

∣

∫ τ−
1
4

0
j4µ+8−4α3τ2dj

∣

∣

∣

1−µ
2 ≤ Cτ1−(µ+ 1

4
)(1−µ

2
)−ǫ.

Finally, collecting the above estimates finishes the proof. �

Proposition 5.3. Let u0 ∈ C2(O) and 0 < ǫ ≪ 1. Then for any p ≥ 1, there exists some
constant C = C(p, T, ǫ) such that for any i ∈ Zm and x ∈ O,

‖un(ti, x)− ũn,τ (ti, x)‖Lp(Ω) ≤ Cτ
3

8
−ǫ.

Proof. By (2.18) and (5.2), un(ti, x)− ũn,τ (ti, x) =
∑6

j=1 Y
τ
j , where

Y τ
1 :=

∫

O
Gn

ti(x, y)u0(κn(y))dy −
∫

O
Gn,τ

ti
(x, y)u0(κn(y))dy,

Y τ
2 :=

∫ ti

0

∫

O
∆nG

n
ti−s(x, y)[f(u

n(s, κn(y)))− f(un(ητ (s) + τ, κn(y)))]dyds,
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Y τ
3 :=

∫ ti

0

∫

O
[∆nG

n
ti−s(x, y)−∆nG

n,τ
ti−s+τ (x, y)]f(u

n(ητ (s) + τ, κn(y)))dyds,

Y τ
4 :=

∫ ti

0

∫

O
Gn

ti−s(x, y)[σ(u
n(s, κn(y)))− σ(un(ητ (s), κn(y)))]W (ds,dy),

Y τ
5 :=

∫ ti

0

∫

O
[Gn

ti−s(x, y)−Gn,τ
ti−s+τ (x, y)]σ(u

n(ητ (s), κn(y)))W (ds,dy),

Y τ
6 :=

∫ ti

0

∫

O
Gn,τ

ti−s+τ (x, y)[σ(u
n(ητ (s), κn(y)))− σ(ũn,τ (ητ (s), κn(y)))]W (ds,dy).

Taking advantage of the following identity

(I + τA2
n)

−iU0 − U0 = −τ
i

∑

k=1

An(I + τA2
n)

−kAnU
0 ∀ i ∈ N

and the fact ũn,τ (0, x) = ũn(0, x), it can be verified that for i ∈ Zm,
∫

O
Gn,τ

ti
(x, y)u0(κn(y))dy − ũn(0, x) (5.4)

= −
∫ ti

0

∫

O
∆nG

n,τ
r+τ (x, z)∆nu0(κn(z))dzdr.

This together with (4.7) and ∆nu0(κn(y)) = ∆nu0(y) yields

Y τ
1 =

∫ ti

0

∫

O
[∆nG

n,τ
r+τ (x, z) −∆nG

n
r (x, z)]∆nu0(κn(z))dzdr.

According to the assumption u0 ∈ C2(O), Lemma 5.2, and (3.24),

‖Y τ
1 ‖Lp(Ω) + ‖Y τ

3 ‖Lp(Ω) + ‖Y τ
5 ‖Lp(Ω) ≤ Cτ

3

8
−ǫ.

By the expression of Gn
t (resp. Gn,τ

t ) and (3.7) (resp. (3.26)), for any 0 < ǫ ≪ 1,

|Gn
t (x, y)| ≤ Cǫt

− 1

4
−ǫ, |∆nG

n
t (x, y)| ≤ Cǫt

− 3

4
−ǫ ∀ t ∈ (0, T ], x, y ∈ O, (5.5)

|Gn,τ
ti

(x, y)| ≤ Cǫti
− 1

4
−ǫ, |∆nG

n,τ
ti

(x, y)| ≤ Cǫt
− 3

4
−ǫ

i ∀ i ∈ Zm, x, y ∈ O. (5.6)

Hence using Lemma 4.3 and (3.24) produces ‖Y τ
2 ‖2Lp(Ω) + ‖Y τ

4 ‖Lp(Ω) ≤ Cτ
3

8
−ǫ and

‖Y τ
6 ‖Lp(Ω) ≤

∫ ti

0
(ti − s+ τ)−

1

2
−2ǫ‖un(ητ (s), κn(y))− ũn,τ (ητ (s), κn(y))‖2Lp(Ω)ds.

Gathering the above estimates on {Y τ
i }6i=1 and using the singular Gronwall inequality (see

e.g., [24, Lemma 3.4]) finally complete the proof. �

We close this part by giving the Hölder regularity of the fully discrete FDM.

Lemma 5.4. Let u0 ∈ C2(O). Then for any α ∈ (0, 1), there exists some constant C =
C(α, T, p) such that for any 0 ≤ s < t ≤ T and x, y ∈ O,

‖un,τ (t, x)− un,τ (s, y)‖Lp(Ω) ≤ C(|t− s|α4 + |x− y|α). (5.7)

Proof. We set µ ∈ {0, 1}, α ∈ (0, 1 − 2ǫ) and 0 < ǫ ≪ 1 throughout this proof. Since

|φk,n(x)− φk,n(y)| ≤ Cmin{k|x− y|, 1} ≤ C(−λk,n)
α
2 |x− y|α, we have

|(−∆n)
µGn

ti−r+τ (x, z) − (−∆n)
µGn

ti−r+τ (y, z)|
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≤ C
n−1
∑

k=1

(−λk,n)
µ(1 + τλ2

k,n)
−⌊ ti−r+τ

τ
⌋(−λk,n)

α
2 |x− y|α

≤ C
(

⌊ti − r + τ

τ
⌋τ
)− 1

2
(µ+α

2
+ 1

2
+ǫ)|x− y|α ≤ C(ti − r)−

1

2
(µ+α

2
+ 1

2
+ǫ)|x− y|α,

thanks to (3.26) with γ = µ+ α
2 + 1

2 + ǫ. Hence
∫ ti

0

∫

O
|(−∆n)

µGn
ti−r+τ (x, z) − (−∆n)

µGn
ti−r+τ (y, z)|2−µdzdr ≤ C|x− y|α(2−µ).

By (4.6) and ln(1 + x) ≤ x for x > 0, one obtains that for any α1 ∈ (0, 1],

1− (1 + τλ2
k,n)

−(j−i) = 1− e−(j−i) ln(1+τλ2
k,n) ≤ (tj − ti)

α1λ2α1

k,n ,

which together with (3.26) indicates that for any α ∈ (0, 1 − 2ǫ) and 0 < ǫ ≪ 1,

|(−∆n)
µGn

tj−r+τ (x, z) − (−∆n)
µGn

ti−r+τ (x, z)|

≤ C

n−1
∑

k=1

(−λk,n)
µ(1 + τλ2

k,n)
−⌊ ti−r+τ

τ
⌋(tj − ti)

α
4 λ

α
2

k,n

≤ C(ti − r)−
1

2
(µ+ 1

2
+ǫ+α

2
)(tj − ti)

α
4

for 0 ≤ i < j ≤ m. On this basis, we arrive at
∫ ti

0

∫

O
|(−∆n)

µGn
tj−r+τ (x, z) − (−∆n)

µGn
ti−r+τ (x, z)|2−µdzdr ≤ C|tj − ti|

α
4
(2−µ).

Again by using (3.26) with γ = µ+ 1
2 + ǫ,

|(−∆n)
µGn

tj−r+τ (x, z)| ≤ C

n−1
∑

k=1

(−λk,n)
µ(1 + τλ2

k,n)
−⌊ tj−r+τ

τ
⌋ ≤ C(tj − r)−

1

2
(µ+ 1

2
+ǫ).

Consequently, it holds that for any 0 ≤ i < j ≤ m,
∫ tj

ti

∫

O
|(−∆n)

µGn
tj−r+τ (x, z)|2−µdzdr ≤ C|tj − ti|

α
4
(2−µ),

since 1− 1
2(µ+ 1

2 + ǫ)(2− µ) ≥ α
4 (2 − µ) for α ∈ (0, 1− 2ǫ) and µ ∈ {0, 1}.

By means of (5.4) and u0 ∈ C2(O), for any 0 ≤ i < j ≤ m,
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

O
Gn,τ

ti
(x, z)u0(κn(z))dz −

∫

O
Gn,τ

tj
(y, z)u0(κn(z))dz

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ |ũn(0, x)− ũn(0, y)| +
∫ ti

0

∫

O
|∆nG

n,τ
r+τ (x, z) −∆nG

n,τ
r+τ (y, z)||∆nu0(κn(z))|dzdr

+

∫ tj

ti

∫

O
|∆nG

n,τ
r+τ (x, z)||∆nu0(κn(z))|dzdr ≤ C(|tj − ti|

α
4 + |x− y|α).

In addition, by virtue of (2.3) and (2.4), it follows from (2.20) and (3.35) that (5.7) holds for
all s = ti and t = tj with 0 ≤ i < j ≤ m. Thanks to the triangle inequality, it suffices to
prove (5.7) for the following two cases.

Case 1: t = s and x 6= y. By the definition of un,τ (t, x),

‖un,τ (t, x)− un,τ (t, y)‖Lp(Ω) ≤
ητ (t) + τ − t

τ
‖un,τ (ητ (t), x) − un,τ (ητ (t), y)‖Lp(Ω)
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+
t− ητ (t)

τ
‖un,τ (ητ (t) + τ, x)− un,τ (ητ (t) + τ, y)‖Lp(Ω) ≤ C|x− y|α.

Case 2: x = y and t ≥ s. If ητ (t) = ητ (s), then

‖un,τ (t, x)− un,τ (s, x)‖Lp(Ω)

≤ Cτ−1(t− s)‖un,τ (ητ (t) + τ, x)− un,τ (ητ (t), x)‖Lp(Ω) ≤ C(t− s)
α
4 . (5.8)

If ητ (t) ≥ ητ (s) + τ , then based on (5.8),

‖un,τ (t, x)− un,τ (s, x)‖Lp(Ω)

≤ ‖un,τ (t, x)− un,τ (ητ (t), x)‖Lp(Ω) + ‖un,τ (ητ (t), x) − un,τ (ητ (s) + τ, x)‖Lp(Ω)

+ ‖un,τ (ητ (s) + τ, x)− un,τ (s, x)‖Lp(Ω)

≤ C(t− ητ (t))
α
4 + C(ητ (t)− ητ (s)− τ)

α
4 + C(ητ (s) + τ − s)

α
4 ≤ C(t− s)

α
4 .

The proof is completed. �

Remark 5.5. Based on the standard Picard argument, it can be verified that when the co-
efficients f and σ satisfy the global Lipschitz condition, the stochastic Cahn–Hilliard equation
(1.1) admits a unique mild solution u = {u(t, x), (t, x) ∈ [0, T ]×O} satisfying sup(t,x)∈[0,T ]×O E[|u(t, x)|p] ≤
C(p, T ). Since the discussions in subsections 4.1 and 5.1 are mainly based on the properties of
the Green function G and the discrete Green functions Gn and Gn,τ , we remark that Lemmas
2.2 and 4.3 as well as Propositions 4.2 and 5.3 are valid as well when the coefficients f and σ
satisfy the global Lipschitz condition.

5.2. Error estimate between ũn,τ and un,τ . This part presents the error estimate between
the fully discrete numerical solution un,τ and the auxiliary process ũn,τ . As in subsection 4.2,
this will be accomplished by estimating Ei := Ũ i − U i.

Proposition 5.6. Let u0 ∈ C3(O) and 0 < ǫ ≪ 1. Then there exists some constant C =
C(T, ǫ) such that for any i ∈ Zm,

E

[

‖(−An)
− 1

2Ei‖4l2n
]

+ E

[

∣

∣

∣
τ

i−1
∑

j=0

‖(−An)
1

2Ej+1‖2l2n
∣

∣

∣

2
]

≤ Cτ
3

2
−4ǫ.

Proof. By subtracting (1.3) from (5.1),

Ei+1 − Ei + τA2
nE

i+1 (5.9)

= τAn{Fn(U(ti+1))− Fn(U
i+1)}+

√

n/π{Σn(Ũ
i)− Σn(U

i)}(βti+1
− βti).

Then applying 〈·, (−An)
−1Ei+1〉 on both sides of (5.9), one has

〈Ei+1 − Ei, (−An)
−1Ei+1〉+ τ‖(−An)

1

2Ei+1‖2

= τ〈Fn(U
i+1)− Fn(Ũ

i+1), Ei+1〉+ τ〈Fn(Ũ
i+1)− Fn(U(ti+1)), E

i+1〉
+

√

n/π〈{Σn(Ũ
i)− Σn(U

i)}(βti+1
− βti), (−An)

−1(Ei+1 − Ei)〉
+

√

n/π〈{Σn(Ũ
i)− Σn(U

i)}(βti+1
− βti), (−An)

−1Ei〉, i ∈ Z
0
m−1.

Utilizing the identity (3.30), the Young inequality and (2.10), it holds that

1

2
‖(−An)

− 1

2Ei+1‖2 − 1

2
‖(−An)

− 1

2Ei‖2 + τ‖(−An)
1

2Ei+1‖2 (5.10)

≤ 3

2
τ‖Ei+1‖2 + 1

2
τ‖Fn(Ũ

i+1)− Fn(U(ti+1))‖2
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+ n/π‖(−An)
− 1

2 {Σn(Ũ
i)− Σn(U

i)}(βti+1
− βti)‖2

+
√

n/π〈(−An)
− 1

2 {Σn(Ũ
i)− Σn(U

i)}(βti+1
− βti), (−An)

− 1

2Ei〉.

Step 1: Multiplying (5.10) by ‖(−An)
1

2Ei+1‖2 and using the identity (3.30) with x =

‖(−An)
− 1

2Ei+1‖2 and y = ‖(−An)
− 1

2Ei‖2, we obtain

1

4
‖(−An)

− 1

2Ei+1‖4 − 1

4
‖(−An)

− 1

2Ei‖4 + 1

4

(

‖(−An)
− 1

2Ei+1‖2 − ‖(−An)
− 1

2Ei‖2
)2

+ τ‖(−An)
1

2Ei+1‖2‖(−An)
− 1

2Ei+1‖2

≤ 3

2
τ‖Ei+1‖2‖(−An)

− 1

2Ei+1‖2 + 1

2
τ‖Fn(Ũ

i+1)− Fn(U(ti+1))‖2‖(−An)
− 1

2Ei+1‖2

+ n/π‖(−An)
− 1

2 {Σn(Ũ
i)− Σn(U

i)}(βti+1
− βti)‖2‖(−An)

− 1

2Ei+1‖2

+
√

n/π〈(−An)
− 1

2 {Σn(Ũ
i)− Σn(U

i)}(βti+1
− βti), (−An)

− 1

2Ei〉‖(−An)
− 1

2Ei+1‖2

≤ 1

4
τ‖(−An)

1

2Ei+1‖2‖(−An)
− 1

2Ei+1‖2 + Cτ‖(−An)
− 1

2Ei+1‖4

+ Cτ‖Fn(Ũ
i+1)− Fn(U(ti+1))‖4

+ n/π‖(−An)
− 1

2 {Σn(Ũ
i)− Σn(U

i)}(βti+1
− βti)‖2‖(−An)

− 1

2Ei+1‖2

+
√

n/π〈(−An)
− 1

2 {Σn(Ũ
i)− Σn(U

i)}(βti+1
− βti), (−An)

− 1

2Ei〉‖(−An)
− 1

2Ei‖2

+ Cn
∣

∣〈(−An)
− 1

2 {Σn(Ũ
i)− Σn(U

i)}(βti+1
− βti), (−An)

− 1

2Ei〉
∣

∣

2

+
1

8

(

‖(−An)
− 1

2Ei+1‖2 − ‖(−An)
− 1

2Ei‖2
)2

,

where in the last step we applied the following inequality (with β = 1
6)

‖Ei+1‖2 ≤ β‖(−An)
1

2Ei+1‖2 + 1

4β
‖(−An)

− 1

2Ei+1‖2 ∀ β > 0. (5.11)

Consequently, one has

1

4
‖(−An)

− 1

2Ei+1‖4 − 1

4
‖(−An)

− 1

2Ei‖4 + 3

4
τ‖(−An)

1

2Ei+1‖2‖(−An)
− 1

2Ei+1‖2

≤ C(ε)τ‖(−An)
− 1

2Ei+1‖4 + C(ε)τ‖(−An)
− 1

2Ei‖4 + Cτ‖Fn(Ũ
i+1)− Fn(U(ti+1))‖4

+
√

n/π〈(−An)
− 1

2{Σn(Ũ
i)−Σn(U

i)}(βti+1
− βti), (−An)

− 1

2Ei〉‖(−An)
− 1

2Ei‖2

+ εn2τ−1‖(−An)
− 1

2{Σn(Ũ
i)− Σn(U

i)}(βti+1
− βti)‖4,

where 0 < ε ≪ 1 is to be determined. Since E0 = 0, for any i ∈ Zm,

1

4
E

[

‖(−An)
− 1

2Ei‖4l2n
]

+
3

4
τ

i−1
∑

j=0

E

[

‖(−An)
1

2Ej+1‖2l2n‖(−An)
− 1

2Ej+1‖2l2n
]

≤ Cετ
i−1
∑

j=0

E

[

‖(−An)
− 1

2Ej+1‖4l2n
]

+ Cτ
i−1
∑

j=0

E

[

‖Fn(Ũ
j+1)− Fn(U(tj+1))‖4l2n

]

+ ετ−1
i−1
∑

j=0

E

[

‖(−An)
− 1

2{Σn(Ũ
j)− Σn(U

j)}(βtj+1
− βtj )‖4

]

.
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Using the similar arguments for proving (3.8) and (4.15), it can be verified that

‖(−An)
− 1

2 {Σn(Ũ
j)− Σn(U

j)}‖2F ≤ C(σ)n−1‖Ej‖2 ≤ C1(σ)‖Ej‖2l2n . (5.12)

Further, thanks to the Burkholder–Davis–Gundy inequality and Hölder inequality,

E

[

‖(−An)
− 1

2 {Σn(Ũ
j)− Σn(U

j)}(βtj+1
− βtj )‖4

]

(5.13)

≤ Cτ2E
[

‖(−An)
− 1

2 {Σn(Ũ
j)− Σn(U

j)}‖4F
]

≤ C2(σ)τ
2
E

[

‖Ej‖4l2n
]

.

Similarly to (4.17) and (4.21), it follows from Proposition 5.3 that for any p ≥ 1,

‖Fn(Ũ
j+1)− Fn(U(tj+1))‖2L2p(Ω,l2n)

(5.14)

≤ C
(

1 + ‖Ũ j+1‖4L8p(Ω;l8n)
+ ‖U(tj+1)‖4L8p(Ω;l8n)

)

‖Ũ j+1 − U(tj+1)‖2L4p(Ω;l4n)

≤ Cτ
3

4
−2ǫ.

As a consequence, we derive that

1

4
E

[

‖(−An)
− 1

2Ei‖4l2n
]

+
3

4
τ

i−1
∑

j=0

E

[

‖(−An)
1

2Ej+1‖2l2n‖(−An)
− 1

2Ej+1‖2l2n
]

≤ Cετ
i−1
∑

j=0

E

[

‖(−An)
− 1

2Ej+1‖4l2n
]

+ εC2(σ)τ
i−1
∑

j=0

E

[

‖Ej‖4l2n
]

+ Cτ
3

2
−4ǫ

≤ Cετ
i−1
∑

j=0

E

[

‖(−An)
− 1

2Ej+1‖4l2n
]

+ εC2(σ)τ
i−1
∑

j=0

E

[

‖(−An)
1

2Ej+1‖2l2n‖(−An)
− 1

2Ej+1‖2l2n
]

+ Cτ
3

2
−4ǫ.

Hence by choosing ε small enough so that C2(σ)ε ≤ 1
2 , one could use the discrete Gronwall

inequality to obtain

E

[

‖(−An)
−

1

2Ei‖4l2
n

]

+ τ

i−1
∑

j=0

E

[

‖(−An)
1

2Ej+1‖2l2
n

‖(−An)
−

1

2Ej+1‖2l2
n

]

≤ Cτ
3

2
−4ǫ. (5.15)

Step 2: Based on (5.10), we utilize E0 = 0 and (5.11) with β = 1
3 to deduce

1

2
‖(−An)

− 1

2Ei‖2l2n +
1

2
τ

i−1
∑

j=0

‖(−An)
1

2Ej+1‖2l2n (5.16)

≤ Cτ
i−1
∑

j=0

‖(−An)
− 1

2Ej+1‖2l2n + τ
i−1
∑

j=0

‖Fn(Ũ
j+1)− Fn(U(tj+1))‖2l2n

+
n

π

i−1
∑

j=0

‖(−An)
− 1

2{Σn(Ũ
j)− Σn(U

j)}(βtj+1
− βtj )‖2l2n

+

√

π

n

i−1
∑

j=0

〈{Σn(Ũ
j)− Σn(U

j)}(βtj+1
− βtj ), (−An)

−1Ej〉.
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In order to estimate the last term, let us introduce

M i :=

√

π

n

∫ ti

0
〈(−An)

−1E⌊ s
τ
⌋, {Σn(Ũ

⌊ s
τ
⌋)− Σn(U

⌊ s
τ
⌋)}dβs〉, i ∈ Z

0
m.

Note that {M i}i∈Z0
m

is a discrete martingale and satisfies

E
[

|M i|2
]

≤ Cn−1

∫ ti

0
E

[

‖(E⌊ s
τ
⌋)⊤(−An)

−1{Σn(Ũ
⌊ s
τ
⌋)− Σn(U

⌊ s
τ
⌋)}‖2

]

ds

≤ Cn−2

∫ ti

0
E

[

‖(−An)
− 1

2E⌊ s
τ
⌋‖2‖E⌊ s

τ
⌋‖2

]

ds

≤ 3

4
τ

i−1
∑

j=0

E

[

‖(−An)
1

2Ej‖2l2n‖(−An)
− 1

2Ej‖2l2n
]

+ Cτ
i−1
∑

j=0

E

[

‖(−An)
− 1

2Ej‖4l2n
]

,

due to (5.12) and (5.11). Besides, taking (5.13) into account,

E

[

∣

∣

∣

i−1
∑

j=0

n

π
‖(−An)

− 1

2{Σn(Ũ
j)− Σn(U

j)}(βtj+1
− βtj )‖2l2n

∣

∣

∣

2
]

≤ Cτ

i−1
∑

j=0

E

[

‖Ej‖4l2n
]

≤ Cτ

i−1
∑

j=0

E

[

‖(−An)
1

2Ej‖2l2n‖(−An)
− 1

2Ej‖2l2n
]

.

Taking second order moments on both sides of (5.16), then (5.14)–(5.15) yield

1

4
E

[

‖(−An)
− 1

2Ei‖4l2n
]

+
1

4
E

[

∣

∣

∣
τ

i−1
∑

j=0

‖(−An)
1

2Ej+1‖2l2n
∣

∣

∣

2
]

≤ Cτ
i−1
∑

j=0

E

[

‖(−An)
− 1

2Ej+1‖4l2n
]

+ Cτ
3

2
−4ǫ.

Finally, applying the discrete Gronwall inequality leads to the desired result. �

Theorem 5.7. Let u0 ∈ C3(O), 0 < ǫ ≪ 1, and ζ ∈ [1, 2). Then there exists some constant
C = C(ζ, T, ǫ) such that for any i ∈ Zm and x ∈ O,

E

[

|un,τ (ti, x)− un(ti, x)|ζ
]

≤ Cτ (
3

8
−ǫ)ζ .

Proof. For i ∈ Zm and j = 0, 1, . . . , i− 1, we denote

Ki,j
µ := (−An)

1+µ(I + τA2
n)

−(i−j){Fn(U(tj+1))− Fn(U
j+1)},

Li,j
µ :=

√

n/π(−An)
µ(I + τA2

n)
−(i−j){Σn(Ũ

j)− Σn(U
j)}.

It then follows from (5.9) and E0 = 0 that for any µ ∈ [0, 1],

(−An)
µEi = −

i−1
∑

j=0

τKi,j
µ +

i−1
∑

j=0

Li,j
µ (βtj+1

− βtj ).

Repeating the proof of (4.27), it can be shown that for any µ ∈ [0, 12 ] and 0 < ε ≪ 1,

‖Li,j
µ ‖2F ≤ n

n−1
∑

l=1

(−λl,n)
2µ(1 + τλ2

l,n)
−2(i−j)‖{Σn(Ũ

j)− Σn(U
j)}el‖2
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≤ Ct
− 1

4
−µ−ǫ

i−j ‖Ũ j − U j‖2 = Ct
− 1

4
−µ−ε

i−j ‖Ej‖2,

where we used (3.26) with γ = 1
2 + 2µ + 2ε. Using the Burkholder inequality and gathering

the above estimates give that for any p ≥ 1/2,

E[‖(−An)
µEi‖2p

l2n
] ≤ CE[|

i−1
∑

j=0

τ‖Ki,j
µ ‖l2n |

2p] + CE[|
i−1
∑

j=0

τt
− 1

4
−µ−ε

i−j ‖Ej‖2l2n |
p]. (5.17)

Step 1: In this step, we take µ = 0 and estimate ‖Ei‖l2n .
By Lemma 4.6 and (3.26), for any j = 0, 1, . . . , i− 1,

‖Ki,j
0 ‖l2n ≤ ‖(−An)

1

2 (I + τA2
n)

−(i−j)(−An)
1

2 {Fn(Ũ
j+1)− Fn(U

j+1)}‖l2n
+ ‖(−An)(I + τA2

n)
−(i−j){Fn(U(tj+1))− Fn(Ũ

j+1)}‖l2n
≤ Ct

− 1

4

i−j

(

1 + ‖(−An)
1

2 Ũ j+1‖2l2n + ‖(−An)
1

2U j+1‖2l2n
)

‖(−An)
1

2Ej+1‖l2n
+ Ct

− 1

2

i−j

(

1 + ‖U(tj+1)‖2l∞n + ‖Ũ j+1‖2l∞n
)

‖U(tj+1)− Ũ j+1‖l2n ,

where the second term on the right hand side is handled in the same way as in (4.17) with
q = 1. Then one can apply Proposition 5.6 to derive that

E

[

∣

∣

∣

i−1
∑

j=0

τ‖Ki,j
0 ‖l2n

∣

∣

∣

2
]

≤ Cτ
3

4
−2ǫ

i−1
∑

j=0

τt
− 1

2

i−j

(

1 + ‖(−An)
1

2 Ũ j+1‖4L8(Ω;l2n)
+ ‖(−An)

1

2U j+1‖4L8(Ω;l2n)

)

+ C
∣

∣

∣

i−1
∑

j=0

τt
− 1

2

i−j

(

1 + ‖U(tj+1)‖2L8(Ω;l∞n ) + ‖Ũ j+1‖2L8(Ω;l∞n )

)

‖U(tj+1)− Ũ j+1‖L4(Ω;l2n)

∣

∣

∣

2
,

which can be further bounded by Cτ
3

4
−2ǫ, due to Proposition 5.3, (3.24), (3.35) and Lemma

5.1. Plugging this estimate into (5.17) with µ = 0 and p = 1 yields

E[‖Ei‖2l2n ] ≤ Cτ
3

4
−2ǫ + C

i−1
∑

j=0

τt
− 1

4
−ε

i−j E[‖Ej‖2l2n ],

which along with the discrete Gronwall inequality gives E[‖Ei‖2l2n ] ≤ Cτ
3

4
−2ǫ. Hence taking

Proposition 5.3 into account yields

E[‖U(ti)− U i‖2l2n ] ≤ Cτ
3

4
−2ǫ ∀ i ∈ Z

0
m. (5.18)

Step 2: In this step, we take µ = 1
2 and estimate ‖(−An)

1

2Ei‖l2n .
In view of (3.26) and a similar argument of (4.17) (with q = 1),

‖Ki,j
1

2

‖l2n ≤ Ct
− 3

4

i−j(1 + ‖U(tj+1)‖2l∞n + ‖U j+1‖2l∞n )‖U(tj+1)− U j+1‖l2n .

By the Hölder inequality, (3.24) and (3.35), for any q ∈ [1, 2),

‖Ki,j
1

2

‖Lq(Ω;l2n)
≤ C‖U(tj+1)− U j+1‖L2(Ω;l2n)

≤ Cτ
3

8
−ǫ,



CONVERGENCE OF DENSITY APPROXIMATIONS 39

in view of (5.18). This in combination with (5.17) indicates that for any p ∈ [12 , 1),

E

[

‖(−An)
1

2Ei‖2p
l2n

]

≤ C
∣

∣

∣

i−1
∑

j=0

τ‖Ki,j
1

2

‖L2p(Ω;l2n)

∣

∣

∣

2p
+ E

[

∣

∣

∣

i−1
∑

j=0

τt
− 3

4
−ε

i−j ‖Ej‖2l2n
∣

∣

∣

p
]

≤ Cτ (
3

4
−2ǫ)p +

( i−1
∑

j=0

τt
− 3

4
−ε

i−j E

[

‖Ej‖2l2n
]

)p

≤ Cτ (
3

4
−2ǫ)p.

In this way, we obtain the required result, thanks to (3.1) and Proposition 5.3. �

6. Convergence of density

Given d ∈ N+, for two R
d-valued random variables X,Y , we write dTV(X,Y ) to indicate

the total variation distance between X and Y , i.e.,

dTV(X,Y ) = 2 sup
A∈B(Rd)

{|P(X ∈ A)− P(Y ∈ A)|} = sup
φ∈Φ

|E[φ(X)] − E[φ(Y )]|,

where Φ is the set of continuous functions φ : Rd → R which are bounded by 1, and B(Rd)
is the Borel σ-algebra of Rd. Furthermore, if {Xn}n≥1 and X∞ have the densities {pXn}n≥1

and pX∞
respectively, then

dTV(Xn,X∞) = ‖pXn − pX∞
‖L1(Rd). (6.1)

We now present a criterion for reducing the total variation distance of random variables to
that of their localizations, which will be applied to prove the density convergence in L1(R)
for the numerical discretizations.

Proposition 6.1. Let T := Πd1
i=1[ai, bi] (ai < bi) be an interval or a rectangle in R

d1 and

X = {X(t), t ∈ T} an R
d-valued random field defined on (Ω,F ,P) with continuous trajectories

a.s. For every R ≥ 1, denote ΩR :=
{

ω ∈ Ω : supt∈T ‖X(t, ω)‖ ≤ R
}

. Assume that the
following conditions (C1)–(C4) hold.

(C1) Assume that {(ΩR,XR)}R≥1 is a localization of X, i.e., XR = X on ΩR ⊂ Ω for
every R ≥ 1 and limR→∞ P(ΩR) = 1.

(C2) Given a discretization parameter N ∈ N+, denote by XN (resp. XN
R ) the a numerical

approximation of X (resp. XR). Assume that for sufficiently large N and R, XN
R =

XN on ΩR,N :=
{

ω ∈ Ω : supt∈T ‖XN (t, ω)‖ ≤ R
}

.
(C3) There exists υ1 > 0 and q > 0 such that

E
[

‖XN (t)−X(t)‖q
]

≤ CN−qυ1 ∀ t ∈ T.

(C4) There exists υ2 > 0 such that for any p ≥ 1, there exists C = C(p) independent of N
such that for any t1, t2 ∈ T,

E
[

‖XN (t1)−XN (t2)‖p
]

+ E [‖X(t1)−X(t2)‖p] ≤ C‖t1 − t2‖pυ2 .
Then it holds that

lim sup
N→∞

dTV(X
N (t),X(t)) ≤ lim sup

R→∞
lim sup
N→∞

dTV(X
N
R (t),XR(t)). (6.2)

Proof. Step 1. By virtue of (C1) and (C2), for any φ ∈ Φ and R ≥ 1,
∣

∣E[φ(XN (t))] − E[φ(X(t))]
∣

∣

≤
∣

∣E[φ(XN (t))1Ωc
R,N

]− E[φ(X(t))1Ωc
R
]
∣

∣+
∣

∣E[φ(XN
R (t))] − E[φ(XR(t))]

∣

∣

+
∣

∣E[φ(XN
R (t))1Ωc

R,n
]− E[φ(XR(t))1Ωc

R
]
∣

∣
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≤ 2P(Ωc
R) +

∣

∣E[φ(XN
R (t))] − E[φ(XR(t))]

∣

∣ + 2P(Ωc
R,N ),

where 1A denotes the indicator function on the setA. Since supt∈T ‖XN (t)‖ ≤ supt∈T ‖XN (t)−
X(t)‖+ supt∈T ‖X(t)‖, we have

P(Ωc
R,N ) ≤ P(Ωc

R−1) + P(sup
t∈T

‖XN (t)−X(t)‖ ≥ 1).

Taking supremum over φ ∈ Φ, we obtain

dTV(X
N (t),X(t)) ≤ 4P(Ωc

R−1) + 2P(sup
t∈T

‖XN (t)−X(t)‖ ≥ 1) (6.3)

+ dTV(X
N
R (t),XR(t)).

Step 2. Let δ ∈ (0, qυ1/d1) be arbitrarily fixed. For k ∈ N and i ∈ {1, . . . , d1}, denote
ski := ai + k(bi − ai)N

−δ. Then for any t = (t1, . . . , td1) ∈ T and i ∈ {1, . . . , d1}, there is a

unique integer 0 ≤ ki(t) ≤ ⌊N δ⌋ such that ti ∈ [s
ki(t)
i , s

ki(t)+1
i ∧ bi). Hence

‖XN (t) −X(t)‖q ≤ 3q‖XN (t)−XN (s
k1(t)
1 , . . . , s

kd1(t)

d1
)‖q

+ 3q‖XN (s
k1(t)
1 , . . . , s

kd1 (t)

d1
)−X(s

k1(t)
1 , . . . , s

kd1 (t)

d1
)‖q

+ 3q‖X(t)−X(s
k1(t)
1 , . . . , s

kd1 (t)

d1
)‖q

for q > 0. As a result,

P

(

sup
t∈T

‖XN (t)−X(t)‖ ≥ 1

)

≤
3

∑

i=1

P

(

RN
i ≥ 3−(q+1)

)

, (6.4)

where RN
1 :=

∑

s∈Tδ
‖XN (s)−X(s)‖q, and

RN
2 := sup

s∈Tδ

sup
{t:‖s−t‖≤c(T)N−δ}

‖X(s)−X(t)‖q,

RN
3 := sup

s∈Tδ

sup
{t:‖s−t‖≤c(T)N−δ}

‖XN (s)−XN (t)‖q

with c(T) := (
∑d1

i=1 |ai − bi|2)
1

2 and

Tδ := {t ∈ T | for any i = 1, . . . , d1, ti = skii for some 0 ≤ ki ≤ ⌊N δ⌋}.
The Markov inequality, (C3) and qυ1 > d1δ reveal

P
(

RN
1 ≥ 3−(q+1)

)

≤ 3q+1
∑

s∈Tδ

E
[

‖XN (s)−X(s)‖q
]

≤ CN−qυ1+d1δ → 0, as N → ∞.

By (C4) and [27, Theorem C.6], one has that for sufficiently large p ≥ 1,

E

[

∣

∣

∣

∣

sup
t1,t2∈T,t1 6=t2

‖X(t1)−X(t2)‖
‖t1 − t2‖υ2(1−

2d
pυ2

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

p
]

≤ C1.

Thus the Markov inequality gives that for sufficiently large p ≥ max{q, 2d/v2},

P
(

RN
2 ≥ 3−(q+1)

)

≤ 3
p
q
(q+1)

E

[

sup
s∈Tδ

sup
{t:‖s−t‖≤c(T)N−δ}

‖X(s)−X(t)‖p
]

≤ CN
−δυ2(1− 2d

pυ2
)p → 0, as N → ∞.
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Analogously, the Hölder regularity assumption of XN also yields

P(RN
3 ≥ 3−(q+1)) → 0, as N → ∞.

Plugging the above estimates on {RN
j }j=1,2,3 into (6.4), we obtain

lim
N→∞

P
(

sup
t∈T

‖XN (t)−X(t)‖ ≥ 1
)

= 0. (6.5)

Step 3. Letting N → ∞ on both sides of (6.3), it follows from (6.5) that

lim sup
N→∞

dTV(X
N (t),X(t)) ≤ 4P(Ωc

R−1) + lim sup
N→∞

dTV(X
N
R (t),XR(t)),

which together with limR→∞ P(ΩR) = 1 in (C1) leads to (6.2). �

In order to apply Proposition 6.1 with X = u and T = [0, T ] × O, we first construct the
localization of u. Denote ΩR :=

{

ω ∈ Ω : sup(t,x)∈[0,T ]×O |u(t, x, ω)| ≤ R
}

. Set fR(x) =

KR(x)f(x) for x ∈ R, where the cut-off function KR is defined in (2.21). Then we consider
the following localized Cahn–Hilliard equation

∂tuR +∆2uR = ∆fR(uR) + σ(uR)Ẇ , R ≥ 1 (6.6)

with uR(0, ·) = u0 and DBCs. By the fact that u has a.s. continuous trajectories and the local
property of stochastic integrals, one has

u = uR on ΩR a.s., and lim
R→∞

P(ΩR) = 1. (6.7)

For n ≥ 2, consider the spatial FDM numerical solution unR and the fully discrete FDM
numerical solution un,τR of (6.6), i.e., unR and un,τR respectively solve (2.18) and (2.20) with f

replaced by fR. Similarly to (6.7), by setting ΩR,n :=
{

ω ∈ Ω : sup(t,x)∈[0,T ]×O |un(t, x, ω)| ≤
R
}

and ΩR,n,m :=
{

ω ∈ Ω : sup(t,x)∈[0,T ]×O |un,τ (t, x, ω)| ≤ R
}

, we have

un = unR on ΩR,n a.s., and lim
R→∞

P(ΩR,n) = 1, (6.8)

un,τ = un,τR on ΩR,n,m a.s., and lim
R→∞

P(ΩR,n,m) = 1. (6.9)

The following uniform non-degeneracy condition is instrumental for the convergence of
density of the numerical solution.

Assumption 1. There exists some σ0 > 0 such that |σ(x)| > σ0 for any x ∈ R.

Since for a fixed R ≥ 1, fR in (6.6) is infinitely differentiable with bounded derivatives of
any order, Proposition 6.2 is a direct consequence of Proposition A.6.

Proposition 6.2. Let u0 ∈ C3(O) and σ be twice differentiable with bounded first and second
order derivatives. Then for any x ∈ O,

lim
n→∞

dTV(uR(T, x), u
n
R(T, x)) = 0, for any fixed R ≥ 1,

lim
τ→∞

dTV(u
n
R(T, x), u

n,τ
R (T, x)) = 0, for any fixed R ≥ 1 and n ≥ 2.

Proposition 6.3. Let u0 ∈ C3(O), σ be twice differentiable with bounded first and second
order derivatives, and Assumption 1 hold. Then

lim
n→∞

dTV(u
n(T, x), u(T, x)) = 0, x ∈ O, (6.10)

lim
n→∞

lim
τ→0

dTV(u
n,τ (T, x), u(T, x)) = 0, x ∈ O. (6.11)



42 JIALIN HONG, DIANCONG JIN, AND DERUI SHENG

Proof. (i) Let X = u, T = [0, T ] ×O, N = n, XR = uR, X
N = un, X

N
R = unR in Proposition

6.1. Note that (C1) and (C2) follow from (6.7) and (6.8) respectively. In addition, (C3) can
be ensured by Theorem 4.7, and (C4) is a consequence of Lemmas 2.2 and 4.3. Hence an
application of Proposition 6.1, together with Proposition 6.2, proves the first assertion (6.10).

(ii) For fixed n, let X = un, T = [0, T ] × O, N = m = T/τ , XR = unR, X
N = un,τ ,

XN
R = un,τR in Proposition 6.1. Then (C1) and (C2) come from (6.8) and (6.9) respectively.

Theorem 5.7 implies (C3), and (C4) is a consequence of Lemmas 4.3 and 5.4. Therefore, using
Propositions 6.1–6.2 yields that for fixed n,

lim
τ→0

dTV(u
n,τ (T, x), un(T, x)) = 0, x ∈ O.

This together with the triangle inequality and (6.10) yields (6.11). �

Recall that for any t ∈ (0, T ] and x ∈ O, pt,x is the density of the exact solution u(t, x)
to (1.1). In Theorems 2.4 and 2.6, we have also shown that for k ∈ Zn−1, both the spa-
tial FDM numerical solution {un(t, kh)}t∈(0,T ] and the fully discrete FDM numerical solution

{un,τ (ti, kh)}i∈Zm admit densities, which are denoted by {pnt,kh}t∈(0,T ] and {pn,τti,kh
}i∈Zm , re-

spectively. In view of (6.1) and Proposition 6.3, we have the following convergence of density
in L1(R) of the numerical solutions.

Theorem 6.4. Under the assumptions of Proposition 6.3, for any k ∈ Zn−1,

lim
n→∞

∫

R

|pnT,kh(ξ)− pT,kh(ξ)|dξ = 0,

lim
n→∞

lim
τ→0

∫

R

|pn,τT,kh(ξ)− pT,kh(ξ)|dξ = 0.

Appendix A. Convergence of density: Lipschitz case

This section is devoted to studying the density convergence of the spatial and fully discrete
FDMs for the stochastic Cahn–Hilliard equation with Lipschitz nonlinearities. This is moti-
vated by proving Proposition 6.2. We adopt a slight abuse of notation in the appendix. The
coefficient f in (1.1) is no longer f(x) = x3 − x, but a general Lipschitz continuous function.
More precisely, we will work under the following assumption.

Assumption 2. f and σ are twice differentiable with bounded derivatives of first and second
order.

The main approach is based on the Malliavin calculus. Let us introduce some notations
in the context of the Malliavin calculus with respect to the space-time white noise (see e.g.,
[34]). The isonormal Gaussian family {W (h), h ∈ H} corresponding to H := L2([0, T ] × O)

is given by the Wiener integral W (h) =
∫ T
0

∫

O h(s, y)W (ds,dy). Denote by S the class of
smooth real-valued random variables of the form

X = ϕ(W (h1), . . . ,W (hn)), (A.1)

where ϕ ∈ C∞
p (Rn), hi ∈ H, i = 1, . . . , n, n ≥ 1. Here C∞

p (Rn) is the space of all R-valued
smooth functions on R

n whose partial derivatives have at most polynomial growth. The Malli-
avin derivative of X ∈ S of the form (A.1) is an H-valued random variable given by DX =
∑n

i=1 ∂iϕ(W (h1), . . . ,W (hn))hi, which is also a random field DX = {Dθ,ξX, (θ, ξ) ∈ [0, T ] ×
O} with Dθ,ξX =

∑n
i=1 ∂iϕ(W (h1), . . . ,W (hn))hi(θ, ξ) for almost everywhere (θ, ξ, ω) ∈
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[0, T ] × O × Ω. For any p ≥ 1, we denote the domain of D in Lp(Ω;R) by D
1,p, meaning

that D1,p is the closure of S with respect to the norm

‖X‖1,p =
(

E
[

|X|p + ‖DX‖p
H

])
1

p .

We define the iteration of the operator D in such a way that for X ∈ S, the iterated
derivative DkX is an H

⊗k-valued random variable. More precisely, for k ∈ N+, DkX =
{Dr1,θ1 · · ·Drk ,θkX, (ri, θi) ∈ [0, T ]×O} is a measurable function on the product space ([0, T ]×
O)k×Ω. Then for p ≥ 1, k ∈ N, denote by D

k,p the completion of S with respect to the norm

‖X‖k,p =
(

E
[

|X|p +
k

∑

j=1

‖DjX‖p
H⊗j

])
1

p .

Define D
k,∞ :=

⋂

p≥1D
k,p and D

∞ :=
⋂

k≥1D
k,∞ to be topological projective limits. The

following proposition allows one to obtain the convergence of density of a sequence of random
variables from the convergence in D

1,2.

Proposition A.1. [33, Theorem 4.2] Let {XN}N≥1 be a sequence in D
1,2 such that each XN

admits a density. Let X∞ ∈ D
2,4 and let 0 < α ≤ 2 be such that E[‖DX∞‖−α

H
] < ∞. If

XN → X∞ in D
1,2, then there exists a constant c > 0 depending only on X∞ such that for

any N ≥ 1,

dTV(XN ,X∞) ≤ c‖XN −X∞‖
α

α+2

1,2 .

From [15, Proposition 3.1] or [8, Lemma 3.2], one can see that if f and σ in (1.1) is
continuously differentiable with bounded derivatives, then for any (t, x) ∈ [0, T ]×O, u(t, x) ∈
D
1,2 and satisfies

Dr,zu(t, x) = Gt−r(x, z)σ(u(r, z)) +

∫ t

r

∫

O
∆Gt−s(x, y)f

′(u(s, y))Dr,zu(s, y)dyds

+

∫ t

r

∫

O
Gt−s(x, y)σ

′(u(s, y))Dr,zu(s, y)W (ds,dy),

if r ≤ t, and Dr,zu(t, x) = 0, if r > t. Further, we study the regularity of the exact solution

u(t, x) to (1.1) in the Malliavin–Sobolev space D
k,p.

Lemma A.2. Given k ∈ N+, let f and σ be kth differentiable with bounded derivatives up
to order k. Then u(t, x) ∈ D

k,∞ for any (t, x) ∈ [0, T ] × O. Moreover, for any p ≥ 1, there
exists C = C(k, p, T ) such that for any (t, x) ∈ [0, T ]×O,

‖u(t, x)‖k,p ≤ C.

Proof. Define the Picard approximation by w0(t, x) = u0(x), and for i ∈ N,

wi+1(t, x) = Gtu0(x) + (∆G) ∗ f(wi)(t, x) +G ⋄ σ(wi)(t, x), (t, x) ∈ [0, T ]×O;

see (2.1) and (2.2) for more details. Fix (t, x) ∈ [0, T ]×O. In view of [34, Lemma 1.5.3], the
proof of u(t, x) ∈ D

k,∞ boils down to proving that

(i) {wi(t, x)}i≥1 converges to u(t, x) in Lp(Ω) for every p ≥ 1;
(ii) for any p ≥ 1, supi≥0 ‖wi(t, x)‖k,p < ∞.

Property (i) and property (ii) with k = 1 and p = 2 can be obtained in the same way as in
[8, Lemma 3.2] (the sequence {wi(t, x)}i≥1 corresponds to {un,k(t, x)}k≥1 in [8]). The proof of
property (ii) with general k, p ≥ 1 is omitted since it is standard and similar to those for other
kinds of SPDEs with Lipschitz continuous coefficients; see [2, Proposition 4.3] for the case of
stochastic heat equations and [37, Theorem 1] for the case of stochastic wave equations. �
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Similar to properties (i) and (ii), the standard Picard approximation also shows that under
Assumption 2, un(t, x) ∈ D

1,2 for any (t, x) ∈ [0, T ]×O and un,τ (ti, x) ∈ D
1,2 for any i ∈ Z

0
m

and x ∈ O.

Lemma A.3. Let u0 ∈ C3(O) and Assumption 2 hold. Then for every p ≥ 1 and 0 < ǫ ≪ 1,
there exist some constants C1 = C(p, T ) and C2 = C(p, T, ǫ) such that for any (t, x) ∈
[0, T ]×O and i ∈ Zm,

‖un(t, x)− u(t, x)‖Lp(Ω) ≤ C1n
−1,

‖un,τ (ti, x)− un(ti, x)‖Lp(Ω) ≤ C2τ
3

8
−ǫ.

Proof. Notice that un − u = (un − ũn) + (ũn − u) and un,τ − un = (un,τ − ũn,τ ) + (ũn,τ − un).
The errors ‖ũn(t, x) − u(t, x)‖Lp(Ω) and ‖ũn,τ (ti, x) − un(ti, x)‖Lp(Ω) have been tackled in
Propositions 4.2 and 5.3 (see Remark 5.5), respectively. Since f and σ are globally Lipschitz,
the estimates of ‖un(t, x) − ũn(t, x)‖Lp(Ω) and ‖un,τ (ti, x)− ũn,τ (ti, x)‖Lp(Ω) are standard by
using (5.5), (5.6) and the singular Gronwall inequality. �

Proposition A.4. Let u0 ∈ C3(O) and Assumption 2 hold. Then there exists some constant
C such that for any (t, x) ∈ [0, T ]×O,

‖un(t, x) − u(t, x)‖1,2 ≤ Cn−1.

The proof of Proposition A.4 is standard and thus is omitted. In order to apply Proposition
A.1 with X∞ = u(T, x), we further investigate the inverse moment estimate of ‖Du(t, x)‖H.
Lemma A.5. Under Assumptions 1–2, for any x ∈ O, there is ρ ∈ (0, 1] such that

E
[

‖Du(T, x)‖−2ρ
H

]

≤ C(ρ, T ).

Proof. We need to use [15, Proposition 3.2], which is summarized as follows: under Assump-
tion 1, if xi ∈ O, i = 1, . . . , d, are distinct points, then for some p0 > 0, there exists ε0 = ε0(p0)
such that for all ε ∈ (0, ε0),

sup
ξ∈Rd,‖ξ‖=1

P

(

ξ⊤C(t)ξ ≤ ε
)

≤ εp0 , (A.2)

where C(t) := (〈Du(t, xi),Du(t, xj)〉H)1≤i,j≤d denotes the Malliavin covariance matrix of the
random vector (u(t, x1), . . . , u(t, xd)) (the notation u corresponds to XR in [15]). As a conse-
quence of (A.2) with d = 1 and t = T , we have that for all 0 < ε ≤ ε0, P(‖Du(T, x)‖2

H
≤ ε) ≤

εp0 , which implies that for any ρ < p0,

∞
∑

n=1

nρ−1
P
(

‖Du(T, x)‖−2
H

≥ n
)

≤
⌊ε−1

0
⌋

∑

n=1

nρ−1 +
∞
∑

n=⌊ε−1

0
⌋+1

nρ−1n−p0 ≤ C(ρ, ε0).

Then we have that for 0 < ρ < min{p0, 1} and Z := ‖Du(T, x)‖−2
H

,

E [Zρ] ≤ 1 +

∞
∑

n=1

(n+ 1)ρP(n ≤ Z < n+ 1) ≤ 2 +

∞
∑

n=1

((n+ 1)ρ − nρ)P(Z ≥ n)

≤ 2 + ρ

∞
∑

n=1

nρ−1
P(Z ≥ n) ≤ C(ρ, ε0).

The proof is completed. �
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In view of the Bouleau and Hirsch’s criterion (see e.g., [34, Theorem 2.1.2]), Lemmas A.2
and A.5 imply that under Assumptions 1 and 2, for any (t, x) ∈ [0, T ]×O, the exact solution
u(t, x) to (1.1) admits a density. We are ready to give the main result of the appendix.

Proposition A.6. Under Assumptions 1–2, if u0 ∈ C3(O), then for any x ∈ O,

lim
n→∞

dTV(u(T, x), u
n(T, x)) = 0, (A.3)

and for any fixed n ≥ 2,

lim
τ→0

dTV(u
n(T, x), un,τ (T, x)) = 0. (A.4)

Proof. (i) Lemma A.2, Proposition A.4, and Lemma A.5 indicate that the conditions of Propo-
sition A.1 are fulfilled with α = 2ρ, Xn = un(T, x) and X∞ = u(T, x). Thus (A.3) can be
obtained from Proposition A.1.

(ii) In a similar manner, (A.4) can be proved applying Proposition A.1 with X∞ = un(T, x)
and Xm = un,τ (T, x), and we omit the details. �

In Sections 4–6, we give the strong convergence orders and density convergence of the spatial
and fully discrete FDMs applied to (1.1) for Case 1: f(x) = x3 − x. In the appendix, we
also present that the above results also hold for Case 2: f is twice differentiable with bounded
derivatives of first and second order. Although the results are the same in both cases, the
main techniques are essentially different. We take the spatial FDM as instance to point out
some differences between these two cases below.

(1) In both Case 1 and Case 2, the strong convergence analysis of the spatial FDM
relies on the introduction of the auxiliary process ũ and the error estimate between u
and ũ in Proposition 4.2 (see Theorem 4.7 and Lemma A.3 for Case 1 and Case 2,
respectively). However, we emphasis that the introduction of the auxiliary process ũ
is mainly used to deal with Case 1, and is not necessary for Case 2. Alternatively,
Lemma A.3 can be proved based on the following decomposition

un(t, x)− u(t, x) =

∫ t

0

∫

O

[∆nG
n
t−s(x, y)−∆Gt−s(x, y)]f(u

n(s, κn(y)))dyds

+

∫ t

0

∫

O

∆Gt−s(x, y)[f(u
n(s, κn(y)))− f(un(s, y))]dyds

+

∫ t

0

∫

O

∆Gt−s(x, y)[f(u
n(s, y))− f(u(s, y))]dyds

+

∫ t

0

∫

O

[Gn
t−s(x, y)−Gt−s(x, y)]σ(u

n(s, κn(y)))W (ds, dy)

+

∫ t

0

∫

O

Gt−s(x, y)[σ(u
n(s, κn(y)))− σ(un(s, y))]W (ds, dy)

+

∫ t

0

∫

O

Gt−s(x, y)[σ(u
n(s, y))− σ(u(s, y))]W (ds, dy).

However, the above way of decomposition does not work for the proof of Theorem 4.7,
due to the absence of the Lipschitz property of f in Case 1.

(2) In Case 2, the key to deriving the density convergence of the numerical solution is
the application of Proposition A.1, whose prerequisite involves the Malliavin differen-
tiability of the exact solution. However, in Case 1, we are only aware that the exact
solution u(t, x) is locally Malliavin differentiable, and it is still unclear to us whether
u(t, x) belongs to D

1,2 or not. This brings difficulty in applying Proposition A.1 to
prove the density convergence for Case 1. Instead, we propose a novel localization
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argument, which enables us to convert the proof of the density convergence in Case
1 into the strong convergence analysis of the numerical method in Case 1 and the
density convergence of the numerical solution in Case 2.
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