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OPTIMAL ANALYSIS OF FINITE ELEMENT METHODS
FOR THE STOCHASTIC STOKES EQUATIONS

BUYANG LI, SHU MA, AND WEIWEI SUN

ABSTRACT. Numerical analysis for the stochastic Stokes equations is still challenging even
though it has been well done for the corresponding deterministic equations. In particular, the
pre-existing error estimates of finite element methods for the stochastic Stokes equations in
the L*°(0,T; L*(%; L?)) norm all suffer from the order reduction with respect to the spatial
discretizations. The best convergence result obtained for these fully discrete schemes is only
half-order in time and first-order in space, which is not optimal in space in the traditional
sense. The objective of this article is to establish strong convergence of 0(7-1/2 + h?) in the
L°°(0,T; L?(€; L?)) norm for approximating the velocity, and strong convergence of 0(7-1/2 +
h) in the L*°(0, T; L*(Q; L?)) norm for approximating the time integral of pressure, where 7
and h denote the temporal step size and spatial mesh size, respectively. The error estimates are
of optimal order for the spatial discretization considered in this article (with MINT element),
and consistent with the numerical experiments. The analysis is based on the fully discrete
Stokes semigroup technique and the corresponding new estimates.

1. Introduction

We consider the time-dependent stochastic Stokes equations in a domain D C R?, d € {2,3},
under the stress boundary condition, i.e.,

du = [V - T(u,p) + f]dt + B(u)dW(t) in D x (0,71,

Vou=0 in D x (0,7,
T(u,p)n =0 on 9D x (0,71, (1.1)
u = u’ at D x {0},

where u and p denote the velocity and the pressure of the fluid, respectively, f is a given
source field and n denotes the outward unit normal vector on the boundary 0D. Moreover,
the stress tensor T(u,p) is defined by

T(u,p) = 2D(u) — pl and D(u) = %(Vu + (Vu)?), (1.2)

where T denotes the identity tensor. The stochastic noise is determined by an L?(D)%-valued
Q-Wiener process {WW(t);t > 0} on a filtered probability space (€2, F,P, {F; }+>0) with respect
to the normal filtration {F;};>0, and a linear operator B(u) : L?(D)¢ — L%(D) which depends
on the solution nonlinearly.

The numerical approximations of deterministic Navier—Stokes (NS) equations have been
well-understood nowadays; see [2412531,34L[36H38]. For the stochastic NS equations driven
by multiplicative non-solenoidal noises, Brzezniak, Carelli & Prohl [9] proposed practical time-
stepping schemes based on the finite element methods (FEMs) and established the convergence
for velocity approximation (as a function sequence) to weak martingale solutions in 3D and
to strong solutions in 2D, using the compactness argument. To obtain convergence rates for
space-time discretizations of the stochastic NS equations, a main tool is the localization of the
nonlinear term over a probability space of large probability, leading to a convergence rate in
probability, as discussed in [3L[7,812].

e For the 2D stochastic NS equations with non-solenoidal noises under the periodic boundary

condition, Carelli & Prohl [12] investigated implicit and semi-implicit time discretizations
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with FEMs, demonstrating a convergence in probability in the L>°(0,T; L?) norm with
rate (almost) 1/4 in time and linear convergence in space for the velocity.

e For the 2D stochastic NS equations with non-solenoidal noises under the periodic boundary
condition, Bessaih, Brzezniak & Millet [3] studied the convergence of a time-splitting
method based on the Lie-Trotter formula. They proved that the speed of the convergence
in probability is almost 1/2 for the velocity approximations, which is shown by means of
an L?(2,P) convergence localized on a set of arbitrarily large probability.

e For the 2D stochastic NS equations with non-solenoidal noises under the periodic boundary
condition, Breit & Dodgson [7] recently established convergence in probability for the fully
discrete implicit FEMs based on a stochastic pressure decomposition technique. They
obtained a convergence in probability with rate (almost) 1/2 in time and linear convergence
in space, measured in the norm of L>(0,T; L?) N L?(0,T; H'). This improves the earlier
results in [I2], where the convergence rate in time was only (almost) 1/4.

e For the 2D stochastic NS equations with solenoidal noises under the Dirichlet boundary
condition, Breit & Prohl [8] established convergence rates for the fully discrete semi-
implicit FEMs using an approach based on discrete stopping times. They showed the
convergence of velocity approximations in the L*(0,T; L?) N L%(0,T; H') norm with re-
spect to convergence in probability, achieving the rate (almost) 1/2 in time and linear
convergence in space.

In addition to previously discussed convergence in probability, the strong rates of convergence
(i.e., rates in L2(9)) for the stochastic NS equations have also been explored, see [4H6].

e The first study on the strong convergence for the 2D stochastic NS equations was con-
ducted by Bessaih & Millet [4] under periodic boundary conditions. They focused on the
splitting scheme from Bessaih et al. [3] and the implicit Euler schemes used in Carelli &
Prohl [12].

e Further exploration of strong convergence for the fully discrete schemes of the 2D stochas-
tic NS equations was carried out in [5]. They focused on the implicit Euler scheme coupled
with FEMs for non-solenoidal noises under periodic boundary conditions. This research
refines previous results in the stochastic NS equations, which had only established the
convergence in probability of these fully discrete numerical approximations.

The stochastic Stokes system (1) is a simplified version of the stochastic NS equations
with non-solenoidal noises. Most of the numerical analyses discussed above can be applied to
the 2D stochastic Stokes equation. However, the convergence of pressure was not provided for
the stochastic NS equations. Studies on the convergence of velocity approximations in 3D and
pressure approximations for the stochastic Stokes equations have emerged only recently.

e For the 2D and 3D stochastic Stokes equations with non-solenoidal noises under the peri-
odic boundary condition, Feng & Qiu [I8] developed the fully discrete semi-implicit mixed
FEMs and established strong convergence with rates for both velocity approximation in
the norm of L>°(0,T;L?(2; L?)) and pressure approximation in a time-averaged norm.
The error estimates provided in [I8] were derived based on a T-dependent stability of the
pressure approximations, as discussed in [I8, Lemma 2|, leading to a sub-optimal error es-

timate of order O(T% + hTfé). This 7-dependent stability of pressure approximations can
be avoided in the case of solenoidal noises (i.e., B(u) maps L?(D)? into its divergence-free
subspace, as considered in [I1]) or pointwise divergence-free FEMs, as discussed in [12].

The convergence order was improved to O(T% +h+ h27'7%) in Feng & Vo [19] based on the
Chorin-type projection methods. However, all spatial error constants presented in [I8][19]

include a bad growth factor 3.

e Recently, for 2D and 3D non-solenoidal noises under the periodic boundary condition,
Feng, Prohl & Vo [I7] proposed new fully discrete mixed FEMs for the stochastic Stokes
equations by utilizing the Helmholtz decomposition to the noises. By removing a gradient
part from the non-solenoidal noise, the modified noise becomes divergence-free. This
modification results in an improved stability estimate of the new pressure approximations,
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which is not dependent on the temporal stepsize 7. Consequently, the inf-sup stable mixed
FEMs for the stochastic Stokes equation proposed in [17] achieve strong convergence with
rate O(T% +h) for velocity in the L°°(0, T'; L?(Q2; L?)) norm and pressure in a time-averaged
norm. This improvement addresses the sub-optimal estimates in [18].
The numerical analysis in [I7H19] is based on the certain conditions of noise, which can be
viewed as the following Lipschitz continuity and growth conditions in the case that B is an
L9-valued function:

IB(v) = B(w)llggee,L2y < Cllv —wllzz and  [|B0)ll g,y < C(1+ lvllg2)  (1.3)

for v,w € L*(D)?, where £3(IL2,1L?) is the space of Hilbert-Schmidt operators on L2 =
L%(D)4. In the presence of non-solenoidal noises, the half-order temporal convergence shown
in the above-mentioned analyses is optimal and consistent with the numerical experiments.
However, the first-order spatial convergence in the L>°(0,T; L?(Q; L?)) norm is not optimal
and inconsistent with the numerical experiments.

As far as we know, the numerical analysis of the stochastic heat equation has been studied
extensively [10,3543]/44] and the second-order convergence in space has been proved. However,
for the stochastic Stokes equations, the existing approach applies only to a simple case with
a solenoidal noise and a pointwise divergence-free finite element space, for which the error
analysis actually reduces to the analysis for an abstract parabolic equation. The second-order
convergence in space in the norm of L°°(0, T'; L?(£2; L?)) for (IIJ), under the common setting
involving general non-solenoidal noises and frequently used inf-sup stable mixed FEMs, has
not been proved. The objective of this article is to address this question under the following
noise condition for some g > %:

1B(v) = B(w)l| 912, m-1/2) < Cllv — wl| 2,

1B(v) = B(w)ll 9wz, m1y < Cllv — wllgs and [|B(v)||zgw2 ) < C(1+[v]lge),

which also covers many noises that were considered in the literature (e.g., [I7,[19]); see the
examples in Remark and the numerical experiments in Section [6l The error analyses for
the stochastic Stokes equations in the previous articles, based on energy approach, do not yield
second-order convergence in space in the L°°(0, T'; L?(2; L?)) norm under noise condition (I4)),
for the same difficulty caused by the low regularity of pressure; see the discussions in [I7HI9].
Therefore, a new approach of error analysis needs to be developed to address this difficulty.

In this article, we establish optimal convergence of fully discrete mixed methods with
standard inf-sup stable finite element pairs for the stochastic Stokes equations driven by a
non-solenoidal multiplicative noise under condition (I4]) and the regularity of the mild so-
lution (see Proposition B)). In particular, the strong convergence of O(Tl/ 2 + h?) in the
L>(0,T; L?(Q; L?)) norm is proved for approximating the velocity, and the strong conver-
gence of O(1Y/2 + h) in the L>(0,T; L?(Q; L?)) norm is proved for approximating the time
integral of pressure (see Theorem [2.4]), where 7 and h denote the temporal stepsize and spa-
tial mesh size, respectively. The error estimates are of optimal order for MINI element in the
traditional sense and consistent with the numerical experiments.

The analysis presented in this article is based on the fully discrete Stokes semigroup tech-
nique and the corresponding new estimates (refer to Lemma [£I] and Remark E.T]) for general
non-solenoidal functions. The regularity of the pressure solution to the stochastic Stokes prob-
lem is generally low due to the influence of the non-solenoidal noise. This low regularity of
the pressure is a main obstacle in proving second-order convergence in space, as discussed
in [I7,18]. We overcome this difficulty by using the fully discrete Stokes semigroup technique
to avoid using the 7-dependent estimates of the pressure approximations. Specifically, we
have developed technical estimates in Lemma 41, which do not require v to be divergence-free
(where v represents the noise term in the error estimates, as indicated by T3 in the error equa-
tion (5.I0)). This was achieved by proving and utilizing the H'-stability of the orthogonal
projection onto the discrete divergence-free finite element subspace (see Subsection [.J]) and
based on the error estimates of the fully-discrete FEMs for the deterministic Stokes problem.
In the previous papers, the semigroup estimates provided in Lemma [£.1] were only shown and
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utilized for the abstract parabolic equation, which requires v to be divergence-free and requires
the finite element space to be pointwise divergence-free when the results are applied to the
Stokes equations. This distinction is crucial for our error analysis of the stochastic Stokes
equations, and makes it possible to prove a better convergence rate for non-solenoidal noises
using non-divergence-free finite elements.

The rest of this article is organized as follows. In Section 2l we collect the assumptions
and describe a fully discrete method with a standard inf-sup stable FE pair for the stochastic
Stokes and then, present our main theorem. In Section [B, we present the abstract formula-
tion of the stochastic Stokes equations under the stress boundary condition and define the
mild solution based on the abstract formulation. In Section Ml we present some technical
estimates for the discrete semigroup associated to the Stokes operator. The results are used
in the error analysis of the fully discrete FEMs for the stochastic problem in Section Bl In
Section [6, we present numerical experiments to support our theoretical analysis by illustrating
the convergence orders of the velocity and pressure approximations.

2. Main results

In this section, we present some notations and assumptions to be used in this article, as
well as the numerical scheme for the stochastic Stokes equations. Then we present the main
theoretical result on the convergence of the numerical scheme.

2.1. Basic notations

We assume that the domain D exhibits elliptic H? regularity when considering the deter-
ministic Stokes equations with the stress boundary condition. This assumption implies that
solutions (v, q) of the linear Stokes equations

v=V -T(v,q) =g in D,
V-v=0 in D, (2.1)
T(v,q)n =0 on 0D,
satisfy the following estimates:
[vllz2 + lallz < Cllgliz2- (2.2)

This H? elliptic regularity estimate holds for Stokes equations in two-dimensional convex
polygons under both Dirichlet boundary condition [27] and Neumann/Stress boundary condi-
tion [321[33], and three-dimensional convex polyhedron under the Dirichlet boundary condition
(see [14, Eq. (1.8)]). If the domain is smooth then the H? elliptic regularity estimate holds for
both Dirichlet [14, Eq. (1.5)] and Neumann/Stress boundary conditions [39, Theorem 1.1]. In
this paper, we focus on domains on which the H? elliptic regularity estimate in (2.2)) holds.

Let H*(D), s > 0, denote the conventional Sobolev space of functions defined on D,
with L2(D) = H°(D), spaces with blackboard letters (e.g., H*(D) = H?*(D)?) represent
the spaces of vector valued functions. The dual space of H*(D) is denoted by H*(D). Let
(Q, F,P,{F;}+>0) denote a filtered probability space with the probability measure P, the o-
algebra F and the continuous filtration {F;};>0. The expectation of a random variable v
defined on (Q, F,P, {F; }+>0) is denoted by Ev.

For a Hilbert space I, let W (t) be a K-valued Q-Wiener process on (2, F, P, {F; }+>0), with
expression

W(t) =Y VidWe(t)  Vtelo,T], (2:3)
l

where {Wy(t)};>1 is a family of independent real-valued Wiener processes and the trace oper-
ator @ : L — K is bounded, self-adjoint, positive semi-definite, with eigenvalues {1}¢>1 and
eigenfunctions {¢¢}e>1.
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Let £o(KC,H) and LY(K,H) be the spaces of Hilbert-Schmidt operators from K to H and
from QY 2(K) to H, respectively, satisfying

2 1
1@ ey ey = (Zmu«mu) = [9Q% l, .10

For a progressively measurable process ® : [0,T] — £L9(KC, H) with fOT |®(s)|? ds < o0

HﬁS(K,H)
P-a.s., the stochastic integral fo s)dW (s ) is well defined and It0’s isometry holds, i.e.,

[eran] =& [ 1o 2.0

For the simplicity of notations, we denote by £3 = £(L2, L?) and denote by z < y (or
y 2 x) the statement “x < Cy (or z > Cy) for some positive constant C' which is independent
of the stepsize 7 and the mesh size h in the numerical approximation”.

E

2.2. Assumptions on the noise and nonlinearity

For the existence and uniqueness of mild solutions to problem (I.I]), as well as the numerical
approximation to the mild solutions, we work with the following assumptions on the noise and
nonlinearity.

Assumption 2.1. (Stochastic noise) We assume that the Q)-Wiener process W (t) has the
following property:

I=A)2]lzz S 1, (2.5)
where A : H3(D) — L%*(D) denotes the Neumann Laplacian operator with the domain

H%(D) = {v e H*(D) : d,v =0 on 0D},
and (—A)% : H'(D) — L?(D) denotes the fractional power of —A.

Remark 2.1. In the case that @ and —A have the same eigenfunctions, the condition (2.1

is equivalent to
> e St
¢

where )\, is an eigenvalue of —A.

Assumption 2.2. (Nonlinearity and source term) We assume that B(v) : L2(D)4 — L%(D)% is
a bounded nonlinear operator for any v € L?(D)?, satisfying the following Lipschitz continuity
and growth conditions for some g € (%, 2):

1B(v) = B(w)ll g2, m-1/2) S llv = wl|z2, (2.6)

1B(v) = B(w)l| gz, m) S v —wllge and [|B)ll gz my S 1+ vllgs. (2.7)
Moreover, we assume that the function f : [0, 7] x L?(D)% — L?(D)? satisfies

[FAQIIERS VO<t<T, (2.8)

1£(00) = Flt2) 2 S (01— t2)? VOSHh <t <T (2.9)

Remark 2.2. The conditions in (Z8)-(27) are satisfied if B(v) satisfies the following esti-
mates:

[1B(w)dellgr S (1 + [[vlle)lldell v ve H (D), (2.10)
[(B(v1) = B(v2))ell -3 < llvr — vall 2l el ¥ o, 02 € LX(D)Y, (2.11)
[(B(v1) = B(v2))dell g1 S [lor — vl sl dell ¥ o1, 02 € H (D)™ (2.12)
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for some 3 € (%, 2). The proofs in this paper exclusively rely on the use of (Z0)—(27). A 2D
example of a suitable operator B(u) and noise W (t), satisfying (2.10)-(212]), is given by

1+1 1+1
B(u) = Vel Vuit for w= (ui,u2),
\/ug—i—l Vud +1

Z Z V ety < gbgl@( ) )wh&(t) Vite [O,T],

l1=142=1 ()

(2.13)

with
Heyes =

0 fOI“ (61,52) = (0,0),
(02 +02)=C+)  for (£1,45) € Z2/{(0,0)}, € =0.1,

Go,0,(X) = sin(lymxy) sin(bomas), 41,00 =0,1,2,...,

which forms an orthonormal basis of L?(D). The noise term B(u)dW determined by (Z.13)
and series W (t) can be written as

1€2 ¢12( )w12(t)’

which is non-solenoidal and was used in [17, 19] to measure the effectiveness of numerical meth-
ods for the stochastic Stokes/NS equation. This example of noise satisfies both Assumption

2.1 and conditions (2.6)—(2.7) in Assumption

Remark 2.3. In the case that (B(v)¢y)(z) = be(v(x))pe(z) for some functions by : R — R,
¢=1,2,..., conditions (2I0)—(ZI2) are satisfied if the functions b, are uniformly Lipschitz
continuous with respect to ¢, i.e.,

be(0)] S1+1o|  VoeR,
‘bg(dl) — bg(o‘z)‘ g ’0'1 — 0'2‘ VO’l,O'Q e R.

Assumption 2.3. (Initial value) We assume that the initial value ug : Q@ — L2(D)? is an
Fo/B(L?(D)%)-measurable function with ug € L*(Q, D(A)).

2.3. The numerical method and its convergence

Let Vi x Q, € HY(D)? x L?(D) be a pair of finite element spaces subject to a quasi-
uniform triangulation of D with the mesh size h > 0, satisfying the following properties
(see [21, Chapter II}):

(1) There exists a projection operator IIj, : H'(D)? — V},, called the Fortin projection,

satisfying
(V- (v —T,v),q4) =0 Vve HYD)? and ¢, € Q, (2.14)
v — po||gm < R0 Vve HYD)? and m = 0,1, (2.15)
[pollgr < vl Vve HY(D), (2.16)
(2) The following approximation properties hold:
inf ||l¢g—aqnllzz < A™gllgm Yq€ H™(D) and m = 1,2, (2.17)
an€Qn
inf lg — aqnllze < h™lgllgm Yq€ H™(D)NHY(D) and m = 1,2. (2.18)
g EQRNHY (D)
Therefore, the L? projection Py, : L*(D) — Q, satisfies the following estimates:
lg— Poy iz < W™ glin Vg€ H™(D) and m =12, (2.19)
— P, — P, — P,
lg— Po,gly—t = sup a—Po.qm) _ o (4= Po,am— Po,n)
neH (D) 7l 1 n€H1(D) 7l 1

n#0
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< P llall - (2.20)
(3) The following inverse inequality holds
lonller S P Hlonllze  Yon € Vi (2.21)
(4) The inf-sup condition holds:

V.
lanlle < sup mY_vn)

vREVY th”H1
vp#0

Van € Qn (2.22)

Several finite element spaces V}, X @y, are known to satisfy the properties above, such as the
standard inf-sup finite element spaces including the mini element space in [2] and the Taylor—
Hood finite element space in [41I]. We assume that the triangulation may contain curved
triangles/tetrahedra which fits the boundary exactly in order to avoid making the problem
more complicated with additional errors in approximating the boundary.

The natural function spaces associated to incompressible flow is the divergence-free sub-
spaces of L2(D)% and H'(D)?, defined by

X={wel?*D)¥:V-v=0} and V=XnHD) (2.23)

Let X, := {vh eVy: (V- un,qn) =0, Vq, € Qh} be a discrete divergence—free subspace of
Vi, and denote by Py, : L*(D)* — X}, the L?-orthogonal projection onto Xj;. On a uniform
partition t, = nT, n = 0,1,..., N, of the time interval [0,7] with the stepsize 7 = T/N, we
consider the following fully discrete semi-implicit Euler method for problem (LI)): For the
given initial value ug = PXhuo, find a pair of processes (u},py) € Vi x Qp, n=1,..., N, such
that the weak formulation
(uiry vn) + 27 (D(up), D(vp)) = (up ™ on) + (07, V - o) + 7(f(tn), 0n) Von € Vi,
+ (B(up = ) AWy, vn), (2.24)
(V- up,qn) =0 Van € Qn
holds P-a.s. for all test functions (vp,qn) € Vi X Qp, where AW,, := W(t,) — W(t,—1) is a
random variable with N (0,7Q) distribution.
By choosing vy, € X}, in (224), the fully discrete method in (224 can be equivalently

written as finding a Xj-valued process uy, n =1,..., N, such that P-a.s.
(ufy, on) + 27 (D(up), D(vn)) = (up ™" 0n) + 7(f (tn), o) + (B(uy ™ )AW,,0p) Vg € X,
UO —p 0
h = Xhu .

(2.25)
If we denote by Ay : X;, — X}, the discrete Stokes operator defined by
(Apvn, wy) = 2(D(vp),D(wp)) ¥ op, wy € Xp. (2.26)

Then the fully discrete method in ([2.23]) is equivalent to finding a Xj-valued process uj,

n=1,..., N such that P-a.s.
up = Ep up " + TEh - Px, f(tn) + En-Px, [B(up ) AW,], (2.27)
u% = PXhuO, '

where Eh,r denotes the discrete semigroup in the full discretization defined by
Ehjvh =+ TAh)flvh. (2.28)

The main result of this article is the following theorem, which provides the convergence of
the numerical solution to the mild solution of the stochastic Stokes equations.

Theorem 2.4. Let {W(t);t > 0} be a Q-Wiener process on the filtered probability space
(Q, F,P,{Fi}+>0). Let Assumptions [ZIHZ.3 be fulfilled and assume that the finite element
space Vi, X Qp, has Properties (1)-(4). Then the numerical solution (uy,py), n =1,...,N,



8

determined by ([2.24) has the following error bounds:

N[

_ 2 < 3 2
max (Elluta) —uf[2)* £ 75+ 02, (2.29)
max <EH tmp(s)ds—T gm r ’ )% <72 4h. (2.30)
1<m<N 0 ot 12 ~

Remark 2.4. Since the numerical scheme in (2.24) is linearly implicit, the existence and
uniqueness of numerical solutions are standard. The convergence rates presented in the The-
orem [2.4] is optimal in space for the inf-sup stable MINI element space in [2]. The half-order
convergence in time is the same as the previous results and consistent with the numerical
experiments.

Remark 2.5. The numerical scheme and analysis presented in this article can be extended to
noises of the type B(s,u), provided that certain Holder continuity conditions of B(s,u) with
respect to s are assumed, as stated in Assumption

The proof of Theorem 2.4l will be presented in the next three sections based on the techniques
of continuous and discrete analytic semigroups.

3. The abstract formulation under the stress boundary condition

In this section, we present the abstract formulation and functional setting of the stochastic
Stokes equations under the stress boundary condition, and define the mild solution of the
stochastic Stokes equations to be approximated by the numerical solutions.

The natural function spaces associated to incompressible flow is the divergence-free sub-
spaces of L?(D)% and H'(D)?, defined by

X={vel?)D)?:V-v=0} and V=XnHYD)%. (3.1)
The divergence-free subspace X of L2(D)? is endowed with the L2(D)? norm. It is known
that the following orthogonal decomposition holds:
L*(D)'=XoU with U={Vq:qec H}(D)}.

In particular, any v € L?(D)?

can be decomposed as v = Pxv 4+ V7, where
Pxv=v—-Vn

denotes the L2-orthogonal projection from L?(D)? onto X, with 7 being the solution of the
equation
An=V-v in D,
(3.2)
n=20 on 0D.
Since the solution 7 of the Poisson equation satisfies
17l =1 < Cllvflgs - for s €0,2],
it follows that the L? projection Pxv = v — V1 has the following properties:
|1 Pxv|lgs < lvllgs for s €10,2]. (3.3)
Since the L? projection operator Py : L?(D)? — X is self-adjoint, it follows that (by a duality
argument)

I1Pxv|g-s < ||vl|g-s  for s €[0,2]. (3.4)



Let E(t) : X — X be the semigroup of bounded linear operators defined by E(t)v° := v(t)
as the solution of the linear Stokes equations

@—V-T(v,q):o in D xRy

ot
V-v=0 in DxRy
T(v,g)n =0 on 0D x R4
v(0) =" in D.
Let —A be the generator of the semigroup E(t) with domain
D(A) = {UO €X: limw

t—0

which is a dense subspace of X. Then v° € D(A) if and only if ;v € C([0,T]; X), which is
equivalent to

exists in X},

V:T(v,q) € C([0,T]; X) and V-v =0.
The above condition holds if and only if
—Av+Vqe C([0,T;X) and V-v =0,
2D(v)n —gn =0 on 9D,
q is a harmonic function with boundary condition ¢ = 2D(v)n - n, (3.5)
which is equivalent to
ve C([0,T]; H*(D)?), V-v=0 and D(v)n xn =0 on dD, (3.6)

where the last equivalence relation follows from the H? regularity of the stationary Stokes
equations. Since v € D(A) if and only if Av € C([0,T]; X), it follows from (3.6]) that

D(A) = H*(D)¢ .= {ve H*(D)?:V-v =0 and D(v)n x n =0 on §D}.
Moreover, from (B.5]) we see that the operator A : D(A) — X can be written as

Av=—-V - -T(v,q,) = —Av + Vg, (3.7
where ¢, is determined by v through the following equation:
Ag, =0 in D,
(3.8)
¢ =2D(v)n-n on 9D.

For v € D(A), testing (B.7) with w and using integration by parts, we obtain by utilizing
the boundary condition ¢, = 2D(v)n-n and D(v)n X n = 0 (which imply 2D(v)n — g,n = 0 on
oD)

(Av,w) = (2D(v),D(w)) Ywe V. (3.9)

Therefore, the Stokes operator A : D(A) — X has an extension A : V — V' defined by (3.9).
The boundary condition T(u,p)n = 0 in (L)) implies that D(u)nxn = 0 and p = 2D(u)n-n,
and therefore

—PxT(u,p) = —Au+ PxVp=—-Au+V(p—n),

where 7 is the solution of

An=Ap in D
{ n=0 on 9D. (3.10)
This implies that
—PxT(u,p) = —Au+ Vg, = Au, (3.11)

where ¢, = p — 1 is the harmonic function satisfying ¢, = 2D(u)n - n on 9D.
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As a result, applying Py to (L)) yields the following abstract formulation of the stochastic
Stokes problem in (LI)):
du = [-Au+ Px f]dt + Px[B(u)dW] in D x (0,71,
{u:uo at D x {0}.
A predictable process u € C([0,7T]; L?(£2; X)) is called a mild solution of problem [@3.12) if

(3.12)

t ¢
u(t) = E(t)u’ + / E(t —s)Px f(s)ds + / E(t —s)PxB(u(s))dW(s) P-a.s. (3.13)
0 0
The proof of the following proposition is presented in Appendix A.

Proposition 3.1. (Well-posedness and regularity) Under Assumptions[ZIHZ.3, problem (3.12])
has a unique mild solution in the sense of [BI3)). Moreover, the mild solution satisfies the
following regularity estimates:

sup Ellu(®)||3: < (1+E[u’|F2), (3.14)
te[0,7
Ellu(t) — u(s)l5n S (1 + E[u’]F2) (t — ) VO<s<t<T (3.15)

Ellu(t) — u(s)[%s S (1L +E[B:)(t— )2 Y0<s<t<T, ¥VBe (2. (3.16)

The error estimates for the numerical approximations will be proved based on the regularity
results in Proposition (3.1l

Since the mild solution has the regularity v € C([0,T]; L?(Q, H*(D)%)), the inf-sup condi-
tion [20, Theorem 4.1] implies that there exits fgp(s)ds € C([0,T); L*(Q, L?(D))) satistying
following relation:

(/Otp(s) ds,V-v) = (u(t) — u’,v) +2/0t (D(u(s)),D(v)) ds

_/0 (f(s),0)ds — (/0 B(u(s))dW(s),v) Vo e HY(D)Y. (3.17)

4. Estimates for the discrete semigroups

In this section, we establish some technical estimates of the discrete analytic semigroup asso-
ciated to the Stokes operator. The results will be used to prove the optimal-order convergence
of the numerical solution in Section [l

The main results of this section are the following three types of error estimates about ap-
proximating the semigroup E(t)Px by the discrete semigroup E}?,TPXM n=1,...,N, defined
in (2:28). These results are the key to the error analysis for the stochastic Stokes problem.

Lemma 4.1. For any v € HY(D)?, there holds

oot .
> [ IB@Px - Bl P vlfa ds < O+ b ol (1)

j=1"ti-1
In addition, for all v € L?(D)?, there holds

n tj . 2
|3 [ Bepy - B P Jods], < o+ 1ol (12)
j=1"%-1
and
n ts . 2
H 3 / " VIE(s)Px — B]_Px,]vds L, SO+ o). (4.3)
j=17ti-1

Remark 4.1. Note that the error estimates of E(t)Py — E;LL,TPXh in [42] holds for an abstract
parabolic equation, including the Stokes equations, but requires the condition v € X. Since



11

we only require B(u) : L*(D)¢ — L?(D)? rather than B(u) : L?>(D)? — X, we cannot apply
the results in Lemma (] to the stochastic Stokes equations under the condition v € X. By
dropping this condition in Lemma 1] we manage to prove second-order convergence in space
for the numerical solution of the stochastic Stokes equations.

In order to prove Lemma E.I], we need to extend the H!-stability of the L? projection Pk,
from v € X N HY(D)? to v € H'(D)?. This is obtained by characeterizing the orthogonal
complement of X}, in V},, as discussed in subsection 1l The proof of Lemma [£1]is presented
at the end of this section after introducing the orthogonal decomposition and some properties
of the discrete semigroup.

4.1. Orthogonal complement of X} in V},
Let X}f be the orthogonal complement of X}, in V},, i.e., V), = XhEBX}f, namely, any vy, € V},
has an orthogonal decomposition
v, = wp + 2z, with wp € X, and zp, € X,f satisfying (wp, z,) = 0. (4.4)

This decomposition (see [7] for a slightly different presentation) is stable in the H! norm, as
shown in the following lemma.

Lemma 4.2. The orthogonal decomposition in ([&4) is stable in the H* norm, i.e.,
lwnllz + lzallm S llonll ¥V on € Vi (4.5)

Proof. Let Py, : L?(D) — Qy, be the L2-orthogonal projection onto Qy,. For any given vy, € V4,
the inf-sup condition ([2.22]) implies that there exists a unique solution (wp,qp) € Vi X Qp of
the following equations:

(Whyan) = (qn, V - an) = (vp, an) Vay € Vi,

(V- wp,mp) =0 Vnn € Qh-
Then wy, € X}, and
(wp,ar) = (vp,an) YV ap € Xp,.
Let zp = vy, — wp, then wy, and z;, are the functions in the orthogonal decomposition (4.4)).
Before estimating (wy,q) directly, we first introduce (w,q) € H'(D)? x H'(D) to be the
solution of the continuous problem
(w,a) = (¢,V - a) = (vp,a) Vae H'(D),
(V-w,n) =0 Vn € L*(D).

Via integration by parts in the equation of w, one can obtain that w = v, — V¢, with ¢ € H'(D)
being the weak solution of

Ag=V v in D,
(4.6)
qg=0 on 0D.
The equation above has the standard H? elliptic regularity, i.e.,
lallz SNV - vnllez S llonllm, (4.7)
which implies that
[wll g = llvn = Vallgr < llonll (4.8)

Denote 8, = wy, — IIw and ¢, = ¢, — Pg, ¢, and consider the difference between the
equations of wy and w, i.e.,

(On,an) — (on, V- ap) = (w — pw, ap) + (Pg,q — ¢,V - ap) Vap € Vy,
(V-0p,mp) =0 Vi € Q.

Substituting ap, = 0, and 7, = ¢p, into the equations above and using the inverse inequality

(221)) we obtain
168122 = (w — Tpw, 01) + (P, q — ¢,V - 0r)
<|lw — Opw|| 21|00l 2 + | Pona — all 21|V - Onl| L2
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S hllwl g 10allz2 + P2 (lal 2 160 a1
Sh(llwlims + llallzz) 108l 2,
which together with (A7) and (48] implies
10nllr S A0kl S Hlwllar + gl < llowlla
Therefore, the H'-stability (2.I6]) of the Fortin projection operator gives
lwn |z = 110 + TMpwl g S llvnllae,
which yields

lzn il = llvn — wall g S llowll

This proves the desired H!-stability result in (3. (]
Remark 4.2. The H' stability in Lemma implies the following properties:
1P, olls < Clloll for ve HY(D)!,  (49)
|lv — Px,vllgr S inf |lv —wpllgr < Chljv|| g2 for v € D(A), (4.10)
v €EXp
v — Px,vllp2 < inf |lv —vpllp2 < CR?|v] g2 for v € D(A). (4.11)
v EXp

For any v € D(A), we denote by g, the solution of (B.8]), and denote by Ry, : V — X, the
Stokes—Ritz projection defined by

(v - Rth,wh) + (Ah(v — Rxhv),wh) —(qu, V-wp) =0 Ywy € Xy, (4.12)

which is equivalent to finding (Rx, v, ¢y 4) € Vi, x Q) satisfying
(v — Rth,wh) + 2(]D)(v — Rth),]D)(wh)) —(qv — qup, V-wp) =0 Ywy € Vi,
(V (v — Rxhv),qh) =0 Yan € Qp.

The Stokes—Ritz projection has the following error bound (cf. [16, Lemma 2.44 and Lemma
2.45] and [16], Proposition 4.18]):

lv = Rx,vllz2 + hllo = Rx, ol S B2 (lollmz + laollm) < Ch2[lvllgz ¥ v e D(A). (4.14)

(4.13)

4.2. Fractional powers of [ + A

Since the Stokes operator A defined in ([B.1) is self-adjoint and positive semi-definite, it
follows that the operator z + A is invertible on X for z € C\(—o0,0], and —A generates a
bounded analytic semigroup E(t) = e %4 on X; see [I, Example 3.7.5]. The fractional powers
of the positive definite operator I + A (with compact inverse) can be defined by means of the
spectral decomposition (see [29, Appendix B.2]), and the following norm equivalence holds.

Lemma 4.3. The following equivalence relations hold for s € [0, 2]:
lollzs ST+ A) 7o) g2 < o] Vv e D(A
ol S I+ A) " 20] 2 S o]l Vv e DA
where D(A2) = (X, D(A))(s/9 for s € [0,2].

N

), (4.15)
Y, (4.16)

N|&

Remark 4.3. (X, D(A))[g}, with 6 € [0, 1], denotes the complex interpolation spaces between
X and D(A). Since D(A%) = X N H'(D)? via complex interpolation it can be shown that
D(A2) = X N H*(D)? for s € [0,1].

The proof of Lemma [£3] is presented in Appendix B.
The analyticity of the semigroup E(t) = e~*4 implies the following results.
Lemma 4.4. For any v € X, the following results hold for t € (0,T]:
(I +A)E(t)oll2 St |v]l 2 Vv 20, (4.17)
(I +A)"(I = E)vllr2 < t*]|vll2 Ve [0,1]. (4.18)
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The following results hold for 0 <t; <to <T:

to
[ I+ B - 9l ds S (- 0) el Yoe D) (4.19)
t1
to

H(I + AP [ E(ts — s dsHL2 < (ts — 1) ||v]| 2 Vpe 0,1 (4.20)

t1

The proof of Lemma [£4]is also presented in Appendix B.

4.3. The discrete semigroup from spatial discretization

Let 0 = A1 < Ap2 <o < Ay, be the eigenvalues of the discrete Stokes operator Ay :
X, — X, with corresponding orthonormal eigenvectors {y, ; }]M:h1 C Xp, and dim(Xy) = My,
The operator —Aj, generates a bounded analytic semigroup on X} defined by

Ey(t) = e 0, (4.21)

which can be expressed as Ej(t)v, = Zj]\ihl e tAni (Vn, ©n,j)¢n,; for all v, € Xp. Hence, the

following two properties can be derived based on the proof of [42, Lemma 3.9] and [30), Lemma
3.2 (iii)], respectively:

(I + Ap)2 Ep(tvnll e St 2 lonllze for vy € Xp, v €[0,1], (4.22)
t
J I+ AR Es)nleds S onlBas for un € X (1.23)
0
Let
q)h(t) = E(t)PX - Eh(t)PXh for te [O,T], (424)

which is the error in approximating the continuous semigroup. The main results of this
subsection are the estimates of ®,(t) presented in the following lemma.

Lemma 4.5. For v € H' (D)%, the following estimates hold:

@4 ()0]| ;2 < CEZR2|[v] 1, (4.25)
and
t 1
([ lenel;sas)” < onloln, (1.26)
0
For v € L*(D)%, the following estimates hold:
|@n ()] 2 < CE'R? (0] 2, (4.27)
and

H /Ot By (s)v ds

Ifve D(A%) then
@4 ()0 2 + B[ VBA(E)0|| 2 < CE B2 0]l ggren  for p € [0,1], (4.29)

L+ /;Wh@vds(\p < O] 2. (4.28)

Remark 4.4. Lemma [4]]is proved later based on an orthogonal decomposition of v = Pxv +
Vq for v € L?(D)? at the end of this subsection, and it does not require V-v = 0 in the cases
v € L*(D)? and v € H'(D)?. This is important for the error analysis of the stochastic Stokes
equations.
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The proof of Lemma is based on error estimates for the semi-discrete FEM for the
deterministic linear Stokes problem

Ou—V -T(u,p) =0 in D x [0,T],
Vou=0 in D x [0,7],
(4.30)
T(u,p)n =0 on 9D x [0,T7,
u(0) = u® in D.
Applying Px to the first equation of (4.30]) yields the following abstract formulation:
ou+ Au=0 with u(0) = u’ € X, (4.31)

of which the solution can be represented u(t) = E(t)Pxu® in terms of the semigroup gen-
erated by the Stokes operator. The FEM for (&30) reads: for given u,(0) = Px,u, find
(un(t), pn(t)) € Vi, x Qp, such that

(Gtuh(t),vh) + Q(D(uh(t)),]D(vh)) — (ph(t), AV Uh) =0 Vvh € Vh, (4 32)
(V-uh(t),qh) =0 Yaqp € Qh. '
This can be written into the following abstract form by choosing vy, € Xj:
d
—up(t) + Apup(t) =0 with  wuy(0) = thuo, (4.33)

dt
of which the solution can be represented as uy(t) = Ej,(t) Py, u°.
We shall estimate the error between the solutions of (£30) and (£32) by estimating the
difference between the continuous and discrete resolvent operators, i.e., (z + A)~! and (z +
Ap)~L. This is presented in the following lemma. Its proof is presented in Appendix B.

Lemma 4.6. For any f € L?>(D)?, let w and wy, be the solution and finite element solution
of the Stokes equations

2w —V - T(w,p) = f in D,
Vow=0 in D, (4.34)
T(w,p)n =0 on 0D,

and

{(zwh,vh) +2(D(wn), D(vp)) = (pn, V - vn) = (f,von) Vop € Vi, (4.35)

(V-wp,qn) =0 Van € Qn,

where z € Xy = {1+ 2" € C: |arg(?')| < ¢} for some ¢ € (0,m). Then the following results
hold:

lw = wp| g2 + AV (w = wp)| 2 < CR(|w]| gz + llp]l 1), (4.36)

lwllgz + llpll g < ClIf 2, (4.37)
where the constant C is independent of z € ¥4 (but may depend on ¢).
Remark 4.5. The first equation in (£34]) can be written as

Vp=f—(z—A)w.
By applying Px to the first equation in (£34]) and using relation —PxT(w,p) = —Aw + Vg,
as shown in (B.I1]), we obtain
Vaw =Pxf— (2 — A)w.
Combining the two equations above yields
Vp=f—Pxf+ V.
In the case f € X, we obtain p = q,, and therefore (£30]) reduces to
|w — wp||z2 + b Vw — Vw2 < Ch2||lw|| g2, (4.38)

where we have used the inequality ||qw| g1 S ||w||g2.

Before proving Lemma for the general case v € H'(D)?

g € XN HY(D)? in the following lemma.

, we consider the simpler case
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Lemma 4.7. It holds that
t
| Iens)glids < Ctgl g€ X n D) (4.39)
0

Proof. Let (u,p) and (up,pp) be the solution of ([@30) and [@32) with v® = g € X N H'(D),
respectively. Then the definition of ®,(s) = E(s)Px — Ep(s)Px, in (£24]) implies that
Dp(s)g = uls) — un(s). (4.40)
Subtracting (A.32]) from (430) yields
(Bt(u — uh),vh) + Q(D(u — uh),D(vh)) —(p—pn,V-up)=0 Yo € Vp,
(V- (u—wup),mn) =0 Vin € Qn,
and therefore, choosing vj, € X}, and using the Ritz projection Rx, defined in (4.12]), we have
((%(u — uh), Uh) + ((I + Ah)(RXhu — uh), Uh)
= (u—up,vp) + (¢ — P, ¢,V - v3) — (qu — P, qu: V - vp). (4.41)
where ¢, is defined in [B.8) (with v replaced by u there). By denoting e;, = Px,u — uj, € X},
and choosing v, = (I + Ap) "€, € X}, in (@41, we obtain
1d _1 ~
S+ A5 + [ (1.42)
1 - - -
=||(I + An)"2enl72 + (Px,u — Rx,u, ) + Rq(€n) + Ry, (€h)

1~ 1, ~ -
<7+ Ap)"'ehIZ2 + Cll R, u — Px,ulzz + Z\Ieh\lé + [Rq(€n)] + [ Ry, (€n)]

1~ 1 ~ -~
<|I(I+ Ap)~'enlla + ChY|ullFe + leeh\\%z + |[Rq(en)| + | Rq, (€n)],
where
Ry(en) = (¢ = P, ¢,V - (I + Ap)'&]) and Ry, (&) = —(qu — P, du, V- [(I + An)~'en)).

The remainders R,(¢) and R, (€,) can be estimated by considering w = (I + A)~!Pxé,
and wy, = (I + Ap) "' Px, én, which are the solutions of ([#34)) and (£35]), respectively, with
z=1and f =¢€p,. Then applying Lemma yields

I[(1+A) " Px — (I+ Ap) "' Px,]enl| ;0 S hllenllze,
which implies that
|Ry(en)| =|(q— Pg,a. V- [(I + A)~'Pxey])|
+ (¢ = Po,q. V- [(I+A)"Px — (I + A) "' Px,|e)|
Slla = Po,alg-1lIV - [(I + A) " Pxép] |
+lla = Po,allc2 || [(1 + A) " Px — (I + Ap) ™' Px, e[ 1
S allen I+ A~ Pxenl g + hllal g hlen ] 2
Sh2llal  [1enll 2
< Ch gl + g3, (1.3
where we have used the inequality |l¢ — P, qllg-1 < h?|lql|g and Young’s inequality; see
Property (2) of Section 23 Similarly, since [|qul/%: < |lullg2, it follows that
Reu (@] < OWlauli + 5 @2 < C*ulls + Sl 3o (1.44)
Substituting ([4.43)-(@.44) into ([A42]), and using Gronwall’s inequality with €,(0) = 0, we

obtain

1 t _ t
I(Z + Ap)~2en(t)lI72 +/O [en ()72 ds < h4/0 (lullfre + gl ) ds < R |17
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=htlgll7pn,  (4.45)

where the last inequality is the basic energy inequality for the Stokes equations, which can be
obtained by testing (31I]) with Au, respectively. Since u(s) — up(s) = u(s) — Px, u(s) + €n,
by using the inequality above and the triangle inequality we obtain

t
/O lu(s) — un(s)|2 ds < hYlg]%.

This proves the result of Lemma [4.7] in view of (4.40). O
Now we prove Lemma by utilizing the result of Lemma [£.7]

Proof of Lemma For v € L?(D)? we denote
w=(2+A)"'Pxv and w, = (z+ A) ' Px,,
which are the solutions of (4.34]) and (£33 with f = v.

Since —A generates a bounded analytic semigroup on X, there exists an angle ¢ € (3, )
such that the operator (z + A)~! is analytic with respect to z in the sector ¥, = {z € C\{0} :
larg(2)| < ¢}. Moreover, the semigroup E(t) = e~ can be expressed in terms of the resolvent
operator (z+ A)~! through a contour integral on the complex plane, i.e.,

1
E(t)Pxv = 5 /(z + A)'Pyvetdz, with T'= {1+ z: |arg(z)| = ¢} C 4. (4.46)
™ Jr
Similarly,
1
En(t)Px,v = — [ (2 + Ap) ' Px, ve* dz. (4.47)
211 T
Therefore,
[@n(t)vllr2 = [ E(t) Pxv — En(t)Px, vl 2

< / o — wp | 2" |dz
T

27

1
— /F [(z+ A7 Pyv— (2 + Ah)flPth] e*tdz

L2

< / h2||v|| 2R3 |dz| (This follows from Lemma B8 with f = v)
r

St |2 for t e (0,T). (4.48)
This proves (£.27]).
Ifve D(A#) then we use inequality (£38]), which implies that
lw —wl| 2 + hIIV (w —wp)l| 2 S B2 [|w]| g2
= 12[|(z + A) 0] g2
SR+ A)(z + A) ol 2
— B2|[(T+ A) 2" (2 + A) 1T + 4) 20|

SR (T + A) 5 ]|, YV pe o], (4.49)
where we have used the interpolation inequality to get
(I + A (2 + A) " o2 < Colz| T vl 2 VO e€0,1], veX. (4.50)

Substituting (A49]) into (£48]) and using ([@I5]) gives
J@n(O)elze + IV @AE)olle S B2 L+ A)Foolly [ Jof M ).
r

14p

<t Rl Ype[0,1], veDAZ).  (4.51)
This proves (4.29).
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In order to prove ([4.25)—([£26]), we consider the orthogonal decomposition v = Pxv + Vg
for a function v € H'(D)?, where ¢ € H'(D) is the weak solution of

Ag=V-v in D
{ q=0 on 0D,
which has the classical H(D) N H2(D) elliptic regularity, i.e.,
lallmz S IV - vl S ol (4.52)

Since ®,(t)Vq = E(t)PxVq—E}(t)Px,Vq = —Ep(t)Px, Vq € X}, by using the self-adjointness
of Ep(t) we have

(@n(t)Vq,an) = —(Px, Vaq, Ep(t)an)

=(q,V - [Ep(t)ap]) (since Ep(t)ap € Xp and ¢ =0 on 9D)
=(q—qn, V- [Er(t)ay]) (for any g, € H (D) N Qp)
= —(En(t)Px, V(a2 — qn), an)
= —((I + Ap) 2 E(t)(I + Ap) 2 Px, V(g — n). an).

which implies that

Py (t)Vg = — (I + Ap) 2 Ey(t)(I + Ap) 2 Px, V(g —an) ¥an € QuN HY(D). (4.53)
On the one hand, (£53) can be combined with ([@22]) to yield

. _1 _1 . _1
[P () Vallr2 S inf 721+ Ap) 2 Px, V(g —an)llr2 S inf  t72(|q — qnll2
qn€EQRNHE (D) G €EQRNHE (D)

_1
St72h% gl e,

where (2ZI8) is used. On the other hand, inequality (4.53]) can be combined with (£23) to
yield

1

T 5 L
(/ H‘1>h(7f)vél||%2dt> S inf (1 +Ap)"2Px, V(g —aqn)ll2 < inf g — qull 2
0 an€QRNHE (D) an€QrNHL (D)

< W2l e

Substituting ([4.52) into the two inequalities above, we obtain

1 t %
9%l S 2ol and ([ oneValads) SRl (@0
0

By using inequality (£5I) with p = 0 (with v replaced by Pxv therein) and Lemma [L7]
with ¢ = Pxv, we have

¢ 3
|94 (t) Pxvl| 2 S t72R||o] g and (/ 1@ (s) Pxvl 72 dS) S B2 (ol (4.55)
0
Then, combining ([@54]) and (£55) in the decomposition v = Pxv + Vg, we obtain
t }
|®n(t)llze St 2h2|vlln  and (/ 1@ (s)vll72 d8> < W2l (4.56)
0
This proves (£.25]) and ([4.20]).

It remains to prove (£28]). To this end, we use the expressions in (£46]) and ([4£.47), which
imply that

t t 1
/ Oy (s)vds = / — /[(z + A) 7 Pyv — (2 4+ Ap) " Px, v]e®® dzds
0 0 2711 T

1
=—— [ 27 (z+ A)'Pxv — (2 + Ap) ' Px,v]e** dz
211 T
1
= — [ 27w — wple® dz.
2w Jr
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By applying Lemma [£.6] with f = v, we have

t t
H/o @h(s)vdsHL2+hHV/o <1>h(s)vdsHL2

sLV|Wm—wmg+MWw—w%ma&WMw|

< P2l /F |2 71 2] S B2l e (4.57)

This proves (4.28]). O

4.4. The discrete semigroup in the full discretization

Let A7 > 0 and ¢7, j = 1,2,..., be the eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of the operator
A : D(A) — X. Similarly, let )\;;’j > 0 and qﬁ;i,j, j = 1,..., My, be the eigenvalues and
eigenfunctions of the operator Ay : X — Xj.

We denote by R(TAp) : Xp — X, the linear operator defined by

My,
R(TAp)vn, = jzl R(TAL ;) (Wns @p, ) 0p 5 with R(z) = 152 for ze R, z# —1.  (4.58)

The discrete semigroup Ej, , defined in ([2:28) can be written as
En.vn = R(TAp)vp, for v, € Xp,.
As a time discrete version of (£.22]) and ([4.23]), the following estimates hold for any v, € Xj,

_ _z
(I + Ah)%Eﬁ,thHLQ Stn 2 lonll 2 for1<n <N and v € 0,1], (4.59)

n
TSI+ AR)ZE] onl|22 S Cllonl2 for 1 <mn < N. (4.60)
7=1

Remark 4.6. Inequality (£59) is equivalent to
_a
(14X, ) 2 R(TAL)" St ? for X, ;>0 and t, = nt € [0, 7). (4.61)

The proof of this inequality can be found in [42], Lemma 7.3]). Since the function wi = E}jl Uh,s
n=1,2,..., are solutions of the equation

wl —wi ! ;
h + Ahwi = 0.
Testing the equation with wi and summing up the results for j = 1,...,n, yield the basic
energy inequality
1, S 1 1
7112 712 02 _ 2
gjagxﬂllwhlly + TZ; 1A wy 72 < Sllwpllze = §th||L2,
j:
which implies (4.60). O

The error of E;L‘TPXh in approximating Ej,(t,)Px, is discussed in the following lemma.

Lemma 4.8. Let @Z’TU = Ey(tn)Px,v — EZJ_PX}LU for v € L2(D)Y. Then the following
estimates hold:

@5 o] 2 S 72 lolln Vv e H'(D), (4.62)

182 0] 2 < tn 273 o] 12 Vo e L2(D), (4.63)

(r>o 119 oll7 ) + HTZW;WU ‘p < 73 |o]| Vo e LA(D)4 (4.64)
P =1
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Proof. 1t is known that the function F,,(z) = e™™* — R(2)" has the following upper bound:
| Fo(TAnj)| S (T)\;,j)% for the eigenvalues A ; > 0. (4.65)

A proof of this result can be found in [42, Theorem 7.1] (with ¢ = % therein). Inequality
immediately implies the following error estimate:

_ 1
H(Eh(tn) — Elrfﬂ_)?}hHLQ = HFn(TAh)UhHLQ S T2 thHHl V?}h S Xh. (4.66)
In view of the H!-stability of Py, in (IZZ{I) we have
_ 1
1(En(tn) = Bpt )P, vl 2 S 72 1P, 0]l S T2l Vo € HY(D)™. (4.67)

This proves (£.62]).

Similarly, the following inequality can be shown (see [42] inequality (7.22)] with ¢ = %)

1
| Fr(TAn )| S 73,7 for the eigenvalues A ; > 0,
which immediately implies that
_ 1 1
|(En(tn) — B} ) Px, || 12 = 1P (TAR) Px, vl 12 S 72t * || Px,v|| . Vv € L* (D)% (4.68)

This proves (4.63).
The first and second terms in (£64]) were estimated in [28] inequality (4.21) with p = 0]

_1
and [28, inequality (4.19) with p = 1, replacing A, * P,x by Pz therein], respectively. O
Proof of Lemma [4.Jl By using the expressions
q)h(t) = E(t)PX - Eh(t)PXh and E)Zﬂ_v = Eh(tn)PXhU - E}ZLﬂ—PXhU;
and the triangle inequality, we have

Z / $)Py — EhTPXth||L2ds<Z 1[En(s) — Bn(t;)] Px,vl22 ds

ti—1
b [ Il s+ Y 18] ol (169)
0 :
7j=1

The first term on the right-hand side of ([£.69) is bounded by using (£.23)), i.e

n

> [ B - Bue )]PXhUHmdS—Z / e e py vl ds

j=1"ti-1
no1
<7 / |AZe=54 Py, v]2,ds
0

<Tlvl|2, Ve LA(D)% (4.70)

The last two terms on the right-hand side of (£.69]) have been estimated in (£26]) and (£.64])
respectively, which imply (@.1]).

Similarly, (£2)) can be proved by using ([A28]), (£64]) and (@70). This requires using the
following Cauchy—Schwarz inequality:

HZ/ sas|, s Z/ o)l ds)’ s(]z:[fé(/” lo(s) 122 ds)£])’

ti—1

<Z / l9(s)]122 ds.

Then (.2]) can be proved by using the triangle inequahty with ®,(t) = E(t)Px — E(t)Px,
and &7 = Ej(t,)Px, — B Px,, ie.,

H Zn:/tj [E(s)Px — E{L,TPX;L] vdsH;

j=1"ti-1
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"ot 2 tn 2 no_ 2
. j
< H ]Zl tj_l[Eh(S) — Ei(t))|Px,v ds L + H /0 O (s)vds L + HT;@}MU L
n tj 9 tn 2 n . 9
N Z/t I[En(s) — En(t;)]Px,vll72 ds + H/O Pp(s)v dSHL2 Yy 19 0l
]:1 j—1 _]:1

where first term on the right-hand side of the above inequality can be estimated by using (4.70),
while the second and third terms can be estimated by using (£.28)) and (£.64)), respectively.
Similarly, we have

ot . 2 oot 2
| Z/t VIE(s)Px — Bf Px,Jvds| 5| Z/t VIEN(s) = En(t)Px, vas| |
j=1 j=1"7ti-

j—1

tn 2
—}—H/O Vo, (s)vds L2

n
; + HT Z V‘ifwv
j=1

S (7 + h2)|[vl| 72 (4.71)
The first term on the right-hand side of (£7I)) was estimated in [28, p. 236, with p = 1 and
Pz replaced by A,%Phx], ie.,

H i/tj [En(s) — Eh(tj)](l + Ah)%thvds
=17t

<Pyl S 7l
ti—1

2
L

The second and third terms on the right-hand side of (£TI)) have been estimated in (Z.28])
and (4.64)), respectively. This proves (4.3)). O

5. Error analysis for the stochastic problem

In this section, we present error estimates for the fully discrete method ([2.24]) for the
stochastic Stokes equations. Some estimates of the noise term in the Hilbert—Schmidt norm
are presented in Subsection [5.I] and the error estimates are presented in Section

5.1. Estimates in the Hilbert—Schmidt norm
Lemma 5.1. Under Assumptions [ZIHZ3, the operator B(v) : L*(D)% — L?(D)? satisfies

|E@)Px[B(w) - B)]|2g S 72 u—v|3. Yu,ve LA(D), (5.1)

and
B2y S1+ul}s  YueHYD), Be(42), (5:2)
I+ A2 PxB)2g 1+ [ul}s  ¥Yue HA(D)Y, Be(3,2). (5.3)

Proof. By using (&I6) with s = 3, ([@I7) with v = 1, (34) and (Z.6), we have
1E(#)Px (B(u) = B())lzg

=" wel| E(t)Px[(B(u) — B(v))]|22
?
< ST well(I + A)TE()(I + A) "1 Px[(B(u) — B(v))éd|2
¢
S e l[(Bu) = B)el?,
¢

_1
2

_1
t73|(B(u) — B0))ll gz, 172
77 flu — ]|, (5.4)
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and by using (2.7)), we have

1BW)lzg < 1Bl Zgqz,my S 1+ llullfs, (5.5)
2 2( ’ )
which imply (5I)-(52). Similarly,
1 1
I(7 + A)2 Px B(u) |7z = > (T + A)2 Px B(u)gy|7» (5.6)
12

<IB)lZzgwe,my S 1+ llullzs,
This proves (5.3)). O

Remark 5.1. As a result of the estimates in Lemma (.1l the regularity results in Proposi-
tion Bl imply that

sup E|B(u(t))|% + sup E[[(I + A)7 PxB(u(t))|% S 1. (5.7)
te[0,T] 2 telo,T) 2

The following stability estimates for the numerical solution can be proved by using Lemma
B and will be used in the error analysis. The proof is omitted here, and the details can be
found in Appendix C.

Lemma 5.2. Under Assumptions [ZHZ.3, the numerical solution determined by the fully
discrete method (Z21)) satisfies the following energy inequality:

N N

-1

g BRI + SOl = e+ Bl S 1 (5.8)
n=

n=1

5.2. Error estimates for the velocity

By iterating (2.27) with respect to n, the full discrete method can be rewritten as

n—1
upp = By Px,uo+7 Y _ Ep'Px, f(tit1) + ZE" 'Px, [B(uh) AWiyq]. (5.9)
i=0
Then, after subtracting (5.9) from (3.13)), we obtain the followmg error equation:
u(tn) —up = (E(tn)Px — E}ZLJ'PX}L)UO

n—1 i1
! Z; /t [E(tn = 5)Px f(s) = En ZPth( i+1)]ds

n-l i+1 _ . .
+ 3 [T B - 9P Blu(s) - By Py, Blp)JAW ()
i=0 Y ti
=:T) + T+ T5, (510)
which implies that

3
Ellu(ta) = upli= S D EIT;]7e. (5.11)
j=1
The three terms are estimated below separately below.
Since Ty = @, (t,)u’ + @7 _u, by applying [@29) and (£62) with p =1 and v = uy € D(A),

we obtain
E|T1|7> S E[®n(tn)u’]7> +E[®) w7, S (7 + RHE[u’|Fe. (5.12)

~

By using the triangle inequality, T3 can be further decomposed into the following two parts:

E|| T2 <IEHZ/ZHE (b — ) Px[f(s) — F(tin)]ds||” (5.13)

L2



22
2

n=1 4
+E| S / [Bltn — 5)Px ~ B P (tia)ds |

2

=:To1 + 1.
By using the Holder continuity of f(¢) in (2.9]), we have

z+1
Tn s Z/ E[|f(s) = f(tir1)|72ds S Z/ tiv1 —s)ds S 7. (5.14)

Through a change of variables 0 = t,, — s and j = n — ¢, we obtain by using the triangle

inequality
2
Thy = EH Z

tj

0)Px — E, PXh]f(tn—jH)dU‘

L2

tjl
2

< EH Zn: / v [E(0) — E(t;)|Px[f (tn—j11) — f(tn)]da\ L
j=1"ti-1
+] > / " B Px — B P tagir) — 1 (tldof],
j=1"t-1
+EHZ/tj [B(0)Px — B}, Px, ] f(ta)do | |
j=1 ti—1
(5.15)

=: T3y + T3, + T5,.
The term T, can be estimated by using (@I7) with v = %, (ZI8) with g = 1, and the Holder

continuity of f in (2.9), i.e.,
15 < Z / (T + A B(o) (T + A)HT = Bty — o)) Px [ (tag1) —

ti—1

<Z/ Yt — o) f(bngir) —

ti—1

J n tj
~1 -1
ST E / o (ty —th—jy1)do ST E / o odo ST
j=17ti-1 j=17ti-1

th—j+1 = tj—1 < o are satisfied for o € [t;_1,t;],

Ft)]z2do

ftn)l[72do (5.16)

where the conditions ¢t; — o < 7 and ¢,
ensuring the integrability in the last line.
The term Ty, can be estimated by using (£.27), (4.63]) and the Assumption 2.9 shows
oot _. 2
5 SE(D / [[®@(ts) + @ L (tajir) = [ (ta)] o) (5.17)
'7 j—1

<E( Z U 4 D tas) — )] 2de)’

ti—1

2
T+h4 Z/ t_l tn — tn_ ]+1)2da)
T+h4 Z/ 02da §T+h4.

The term 7%, can be estimated by applying (4.2]) directly, i.e.,
T5 < (1 + W (ta)ll72 S 7+ B (5.18)
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Substituting (B.14)-(GI8]) into (G13)) yields
E|T2|3: ST+ A% (5.19)

It remains to estimate the term 73 in (5.I0). By using (2.4) and a change of variables
oc=1t,—sand j =n — i, we can decompose T3 into three parts as follows:

n—1 tiv1 B ‘ ‘
BTl ~EY [ 1B 9)PxBlu(s) — By P, Bl yds
=0 v "

=E) . / j [[E(o)Px B(u(t, — o)) — Ei,TPXhB(UZ_j)Hf;gdU
ot
SEY. [ IE@Px(Blults - 0)) - Blu(ta;))[Egdo
=1 ti—1
+EY / " E@) Py — B}, Px,1B(u(tn-;))|zgdo
j=1 ti—1

n
+TEY |IE] P, [Blulta—j)) — Bluy )lZg
j=1

=:151 + 139 + Tj3. (520)

The three terms 131, T32 and 733 are estimated separately below.
The term T3; can be estimated by using (5.I]) and Hélder continuity (B.I5]), which imply
that

n t )
Ty < Z/ o 3Eulty — o) — ultn_;)|2ado (5.21)
=17t

ti—1

NI

n b
<o +E|]u0|ﬁ{2)EZ/tj o3 (t; — o)do
j=1 7t

<Cr(1+E[[u°3).

The term T3, can be estimated by decomposing it into three parts, i.e.,

T SEY [ (B() ~ B(t)PxlBlulta-s)) = Blu(ta1)))[Zgdo (5.22)
j=1"ti-1
+EY. [ IEW)Py ~ B P )Blu(ta)) - Blu(ta1))][Zgdo
j=1"ti-1
+EY. [ IE@)Px - B P Blults)3ydo
j=1"ti-1

=: Tgh + T3, + Tsp.
By using (Z86), (I7) with v = 2, (£I8) with g = 3 and Holder continuity BIH]), we have
the following bound for T,

155> [ BIEG - B - o) PxlBlutta-) ~ Blultn-)]|gdo
j=17ti-1

S Z: / ES" (I +A)IE@)I + A) 1[I — E(t; — 0)|Px[B(u(ta—;)) — B(u(ta-1))]é¢|22do

ti—1 ¢

S Zl / o IR (I + A)ET — E(t; — o)1 + A) "1 Px[B(ultn—;)) — B(u(tn-1))lé¢]|2do
p=

ti—1 ¢
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Jj—1

S Z:/t o3 (1 —J)E%:W||B(u(tnj)) — Blu(ta1)éell? _,do

n t] 3
<y / o3 (t; — 0)Elfu(t_;) — ultn_1)||%2do
j=17ti-1

n t s
ST+ B Y [ o H o — ta)do
=17t

n ts
ST(l—FEHUOH%{z)Z/J o 20do
=171

ti—1
ST+ Efu’]|Fe). (5.23)

where (2.6]) is used in the derivation of the fourth to last inequality, inequalities t; —o < 7 and
(BI5) are used in deriving the third to last inequality, and estimate t,—1 —t,—; =t;_1 < o
for o € [tj_1,t;] is used in deriving the second to last inequality.

By noting E(t;)Px — Ej,  Px, = ®u(t;) + ®], , T} is bounded by

Th=>" [ Elf@ats) + 8 J(Bultay)) - Blulta)]|gdo (5.24)
j=17%-1

< Z/j £ R R (1 + A)2 Px[B(u(tn—)) — Bu(ta1))]|2gdo
j=174

ti—1

n t]'
+3° [7 G BB () - Blulta)gdo
j=17%ti-1
n tj
§(T+h4)2/t £ Bt ) — u(t—1)|%sdo
j=1/ti-1

n tj
<(r+ h4)(1 + E||u0\|§{2) Z/ t]fl(tn,l —tn_)?Pdo
j=1"%

ti—1
tn
§(T+h4)(1+E||u0H§{2)/ o1 Pdo
0

S(r+ Y1 +E)3e).

where ([4.28)) and (£.63)) are used in the derivation of the fifth to last inequality, (2Z.7]) is used
in the fourth to last inequality, (BI6]) is used in the third to last inequality, and t,,—1 —t,,—; =

tji—1 <o for o € [tj_1,t;] is used in the second to last inequality. Directly applying (41l and
(1) shows that

T S (r+h*) sup E|[(I + A)2 PxB(u(t))|29 S 7+ h*. (5.25)
t€[0,T]

Moreover, by (£59) with v = 1 and (26), we further have

n
1z _1 —j
E|Tssll7e S7) Bl + Ap)TE] (I + Ap)~ 7Py, [Blulta—;)) — Bluy )l
j=1

<Y RS [Py [(Blultay)) — Blul)é]
j=1 ¢

[
H™2

n 1 »
STt 2Bl B(u(te—;)) — B(uj, gz iz
j=1
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|
STth “Ellu(tn-;) —uh ]HL?

STY (e — ) 2B u(ts) — uj 3. (5.26)
In view of (m)f(m;, we have
-1
BITy20 < 7 b4 73 — ) Efulte) — o s (5.27)
Substituting (5.12]), (5.19) and (527)) into Z(EOI[I) yields
Ellu(t,) — uf|2 <7+ h* + Tni(tn — ) 2B ||u(t;) — || . (5.28)
i=0

By using the discrete version of generalized Gronwall’s inequality in [29, Lemma A.4], we
obtain the desired error estimate in (2.29]) for the velocity.

5.3. Error estimates for the pressure.

From the numerical scheme in (2.24]) we can derive that

T Z(p27 V- Uh) = (u;Ln7 Uh) - (u27 Uh) + 27 Z (D(U’Z)a ]D)(Uh))
n=1 n=1
-7 Z ),vp) — T Z “HAW,, vp) v, € Vi (5.29)
Subtracting (5.29) from (B:I:ZI) ylelds

([ 0t =73 5.9 -0n) = (utt) = o) = 1 = ufl.vn)
n=1

m tn

e

— tnl

i / (1))t vn

—up) dt,]D(vh)>

|M3

- ( BG(t) - Bl aw (@), )

( n) + Jz(vh) + J3(vp) + Ja(vn) Vop € W,
where

RACHIPS (IIU( m) = up'llzz + [[u® = Px,u®p2) fonllzz =: I3 onll 2,

tn
’JQ Uh — U,Z) dtH HVUhHLQ =: J;”V?}h”LQ
tn—1 L2
a(on) <Z / 190 = £t deonlzz = J3 o
tn 1
a(on)| 5 | Z Blap O] aw @) - onlln = Ji lonln,

tnl
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which imply that (by using the inf-sup condition (Z.22) of the finite element space)

tm m 2
E ) pt)dt —7> pp 2 S E|JFP? +ElJ3 12 + E|J3)? + E|lJ; 12 (5.30)
n=1 L
By using (2.29)) and (4.I1]), we have
E|JI[* S (r+h?). (5.31)
and
m tn m tn
I <> / D(u(t) —u(ty)) dt|| +| > / D (u(ts) — u}) dt (5.32)
n=1"tn-1 L2 1t 12
m tn
<> / D (u(t) — ulty)) dt (using (BI3) with ¢ = ¢, and (5.9))
n=1 tn—1 L2
m tn B
+1> / D([E(ta)Px — B}l Px,Ju®) dt
n=1 tn—1 L2
m tn n—1 tiv1 B '
+1> / > / D(E(ty — s)Px f(s) — Ep ' Px, f(ti1)) ds dt
n=1"7tn—1 ;—g 7t L2
m t, n—1 tiv1 B ' ‘
[ o / Bty — )P B(u(s)) ~ By Py, B(uj) dW(s) ) dt
n=1"tn-1 =0 ti L2
=1 J31 + Jao + a3 + oy,
where

/" Elfu(t) — u(tn)|%n dt

tn—1

m
LAY
n=1

m tn
< Z/ (1+E|[u’|%2)(t — t,)dt  (here BFIH) is used)
n=1

tn—1

ST

m tn _ 2 m tn 2
E|J%,|? gEH Z/ V[E(t)Px — B}, Px, Ju° dtHL2 + IEH Z/t VIE(t,) — E(t)]Pxu® dtHL2
n=1 n=1"tn~-1

tn—1

<7 +h? (here (A3)) is used)

tn—1

+ Ei /tn (I + A)2[B(t, — 1) = IE@)I + A)u° |32 dt
n=1

tm
<7 +h? +E/ T|E(t)(I + A)u’||72 dt  (here (IR is used)
0

tm
<rn? +E/ rlu®)22 dt
0

ST+ R,
) m t, n—1 tit1 )
BlESE| Y [0 3 [ Bk - Pl — Sl dsa]| (5.39
n=1"t-1 =0 "
m tn, n—1 tir1 B ‘ 9
+ EH S VIE(tn — 5)Px — B[ P, ) f(tis1) ds dt‘ §
n=1 tn—1 i=0 t;

=: E|J35|* + E| 535>
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The two terms E|J33;|? and E|J33,|? can be estimated as follows:
t, n—1

> Z/ T+ A Bt — )PX[F() — F(t)]lpz dsdr) (5,34
n=17tn-1 ;=0 7/t

(3

E|J35* S
t, n—1

m it1 1 2
S 1t B ) — 6l st

tm tn 2
/ / (tn —S)iéT%det>
0 0

and, by using a change of variables 0 =t,, — s and j =n — i,

N

174N
\] — — —

A

~

m—1 m

tit1 _ 2
Bl =Br 3 Y [ VIBw - 9Px - B Pyt ds|
i=0 n=i+1""

m—1m—1

(5.35)

t; .
:EHT Z; 2 /t 1 V[E(o)Px — E}, _Px,]f(ti+1) do" ;
=0 j= j—
m—1 m—i t; B
STy EH > /t V[E(o)Px — E} _Px,]f(ti1) do" ;

i=0 j=1"%ti-1

ST Z (7 + hQ)IEHf(tHl)H%Q (here (3] is used)

i=0
<7+ hZ

It remains to estimate the term J3, in (£.32]). Since the integrand in the expression of J3, is
independent of ¢ for ¢ € (t,,—1,t,], it follows that the integration with respect to t is actually
a summation times 7. By interchanging the order of integration in the expression of J35, and
using It0’s isometry in (2.4]), we obtain

m tn MLt . ) 2
E|J;4|2:EHD<Z t 12 ) E(tn—s)PXB(u(s))—E,’Z;ZPXhB(u}l)dW(s)dQ B
n=1"v'"—-14=0""
m—1 tiv1 ™ tn ~ ' A 2
:EH[D)(Z / 3 / [E(tn—s)PXB(u(s))—EZ;ZPX}LB(u}l)]dtdW(s))
i=0 Yt p=it1Vin-1 12

m—1 tir1 m tn ~ A '
<Y / > / V(B (t, — 8)Px Blu(s) — By P, Blui)] di
i=0 Yt n=i+1"tn—1
By using a change of variables 0 =t — t; and j = n — i, we split E|.J};|? into three parts as
follows, by using the triangle inequality,

2
ds.
£9

m—1 tit1 m—1i t N | )
E‘Jﬁl‘z =K Z /t Z s V[E(tH-j — S)PxB(u(s)) — EiL,TPXhB(u%,)] dO" . ds

i=0 "7 j=1“ti-1 g

m—1 ., m—i t; ,

SE Z / Z V[E(ti+; —s) — E(0)]Px B(u(s)) dg‘ ds
i=0 Tt =1t 8
m—1 ., m—i t | ,
+E Z / ‘ Z VE(o)Px|[B(u(s)) — B(uj,)] do" 0 ds
ti

i=0 j=1"7ti-1 2

m—=1 m—i L . )
+7EY H 3 /t__l V[E(0)Px — EJ  Px,]B(uj) da‘

i=0  j=1

L3
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=: E|J3g1| + E|J340] + E|J3y3].

In order to estimate the term E|.J54; |, we first note that for ;,0 € (t;_1,t;) we have |{;—0| < T
and therefore, by using the triangle inequality,

Z [ 1) - PG de
:/O I[E&) = E(o)]o( Hﬁoda+2/ )~ E(o )] - [E(0) — Bl —7)]]o(s) |2 do
Slu(s ||£O+Z/t I(I+ A~ YE (§j+7—a)_]](IJFA)E(U_T)@Hing

+Z/ I+ A E() — 1)+ A)E(o - )u(s) |2 do

ti—1

S7llo(s)l%g + 7 /:m I(I+ A)E(o = 7)v(s) |2y do  (here [@LI8) with s = 1 is used)
THU( )Hﬁo + T2HU( )HLO /:m(a —7)72do  (here @IT) with v =1 is used)
S7llo(s) 3.

Then, the term E|.J5,; | can be estimated by applying the above estimate with £ = ¢;;; — s and
v(s) = (I+A)2PXB( (s)), ie,

E|lJoq| ST Z / E|(I+ A) 2PXB( (s ))Hig ds ST (here (B.7)) is used)

The term IE|J242| can be estimated by using a variable transform t,,_; — o =t, i.e.,
|| SE Z v

m—1 141 tm—i 3 2 1 3 9
> [ / (s =) e ) B+ ) PalB0(3) = Bl ds
(here (E20) with p = 3 is used)

/t TR+ A)E Py[Blu(s)) — Blui)llizg s

)i /Ot"” E(tm_i —t)(I + A)"1Px[B(u(s)) — B(u

m—1 tiv1 '
< Z / EZM” B(UZ)](MHZ,% ds (here (B4) with s =  is used)
tiy1 .
< Z / Ellu(s) — uj||22 ds  (here (28] used)
1=0

tir1 .
3 /t (Ellu(s) — u(ts)]|2s + Ellu(t;) — w2, ) ds

<74+ max Ellu(t,) —ul||3.  (here (I5) is used)
1<n<N

N
O

<7+ h2 (here (2.29) is used, which is already proved) (5.36)
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The term E|J5,5| can be estimated by directly using (4.3)), we obtain
m—1

E|J3us] ST ) (0 + h)E|B(uj)| 7 (5.37)
1=0

[y

m—

<(1+1h?) Z T(1+ E”“Z”Z%) (here (5.0 is used)

1=0
<7+ h2% (here (B.8]) is used)
The estimates for J5;, J3,, J55 , J5, above imply that

E|J51* < 74 A2 (5.38)
The term J3 can be estimated directly by using the Holder continuity of f in time, i.e.,
m tn m tn
BEESY. [ B0 - fas Y [ ras (5.39
n=1 tn—l n=1 tn—l

The term Jy can be estimated by

m tn
* n— 2
B SEY. [ B®) = Bl Mg oot
n=1 -1
m tn
< Z/ Ellu(t) — u V|22 ( here @B) is used)
n=1"1tn-1

m tn
< Z/ (Bflw(t) — w(tn—1)]%2 + Elju(tn_1) —ul""|22)
n=1

tn—1
<7+ h? (here (.15 and (229) are used). (5.40)
By substituting (5.31]) and (B.38)—(E.40) into (5:30]), we obtain
tm m 2
EH/ p(t)dt—TZpZ <7+ R
0 n=1 L
This proves desired error estimate in (2.30]) for the pressure. O

6. Numerical experiments

In this section, we present numerical tests to support the theoretical analysis in Theorem
24 by illustrating the convergence of the fully discrete finite element solutions. For a stable
discretization in space, we use the prototypical MINI element; cf. [2,22] for details. All the
computations are performed using the software package NGSolve (https://ngsolve.org/).

We solve the stochastic Stokes equations (L)) in the two-dimensional square D = [0, 1] x
[0, 1] under the stress boundary condition by the proposed scheme (224 up to time 7', with
initial value ug = (0,0) and source term f = (1,1)T. The noise term B(u)dW is determined

by
B(u)—l<\/u%+1 \/u%%—l)’

2\ Zrl it

W(t,X) = Z Z \//7152< :Zjl?(X) ) wh&(t) Vite [OvTL (6'2)

l1=142=1 (X)

for x = (z1,22) € D, where

(6.1)

{nggQ(t) : 51762 = 0,1,2,. . }


https://ngsolve.org/
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is a set of independent R-valued Wiener processes,

{be,0,(x) = cos(l1mxy) cos(bomay) : 1,00 =0,1,2,...} (6.3)
is an orthonormal basis of L?(D), and
0 for (¢1,¢2) = (0,0),
S {w% ST o (1,6) € Z2H0.0) o

with e = 0.1 and r € (0, 2] determining the regularity of the noise.
The noise term B(u)dW determined by (6.1I)-(6.2)) can be written as

B(u)dW (t) = Z Z V ey £y ( / % ) Peyy (X) Wey 5 (8), (6.5)

(1=110=1 uy +1
which is non-solenoidal and was used to measure the effectiveness of numerical methods for the
stochastic Stokes/NS equation (with ¢y, (x) = 2sin(¢17mz) sin(femzy) therein); see [17,[19].
Based on the coefficients p,¢, given in (6.4)), the regularity of the series W (t) presented in

(62]) can be characterized as follows:
oo [e.e]

r—1 r—1 1 —

H(_A) ? HLg = H(_A) 2 Q2 HL2(L2,L2) = Z Z )‘Zlgi/‘hb S 1 for re (0,2], (6'6)
¢1=0/¢2=0

where Ay, s, = T2(¢3 + (3) represents eigenvalues of —A. In the case 7 = 2, the series given
in ([6.2]) constitutes a Q-Wiener process which satisfies Assumption 2], and the noise in (6.5)
fulfills the conditions (Z.6)—(2.7) in Assumption In particular, the Wiener processes in
62) is in L*(Q, HY(D)) but not in L*(Q, H*¢(D)).

We consider three cases in the numerical experiments:

Case I:r = 2. In this case, the Assumption 1] is satisfied.

Case II : r = 1. The noise is trace-class, but Assumption 2.1l is not satisfied.

Case III : » = 0.5. The noise is not trace-class.

The errors of the numerical solutions in Case I are presented in Figures[Iland2l The expec-
tations of the errors are computed as averages over M samples, where M = 1024, 2048, 4096,
respectively. The numerical results in Figures [I] and [ indicate that the numerical solutions
have half-order convergence in time for both velocity and pressure, second-order convergence
in space for the velocity, and first-order convergence in space for the pressure. Therefore, the
convergence orders observed in the numerical experiments are consistent with the theoretical
results proved in Theorem [2.4]

The spatial discretization errors for noises in Cases I, II, and III are presented in Figure
Bl where the expectations are approximated by computing averages over M = 1024 samples.
Notably, Figures [l and [ demonstrate that the number of samples, M = 1024, is already
sufficiently large to capture the influence of the noise on the convergence rate. The numerical
results in Figure Blindicate that order reduction may occur if Assumption [2.1]is not satisfied.

7. Conclusion

We have proved higher-order strong convergence of fully discrete mixed FEMs for the sto-
chastic Stokes equations under the stress boundary condition driven by a stochastic noise

satisfying condition (L4]). The error estimates of O(T% +h?) and O(T% + h) are proved for the
velocity and pressure approximations, respectively, for a semi-implicit mixed finite element
method. The analysis is based on new estimates of the semi-discrete and fully discrete semi-
groups associated to the Stokes operator, and the H'-stability of the orthogonal projection
onto the discrete divergence-free finite element subspace, as shown in Section 4l The improved
convergence orders are consistent with the numerical experiments.

For the simplicity of illustration, we have focused on the stochastic Stokes equations in
this article. However, the methodology introduced in this article may also be extended to the
stochastic NS equations to obtain higher-oder convergence in space.
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FIGURE 1. Time discretization errors at T' = 1 for Case I with h = 276,
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FIGURE 2. Spatial discretization errors at T = 1 for Case I with 7 = 278,
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FIGURE 3. Spatial discretization errors at 7' = 1 for Cases I, II and III.

Appendix A: Well-posedness and regularity of the mild solution

In this Appendix we prove Proposition B, including existence and uniqueness of a mild
solution to the stochastic Stokes equations Assumptions 2.IH2.3l and the regularity of the mild
solution.

Ezistence and uniqueness: Let Y = C([0,T]; L*(; X)) N L2(Q, {Ft }1>0; L*(0, T; X)), i.e.,
the predictable subspace of C([0,T]; L?(Q; X)), where X = {v € L?(D)?: V -v = 0}. For any
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v € Y we denote by Mv the function defined by

Mu(t) = BE(t)u® + /t E(t—s)Px f(s)ds + /t E(t — s)PxB(v(s))dW (s) for t € [0,T],
" " (A1)
Under Assumptions (ZI)—(23]), the following results hold, which are simple modifications of
GID):
IE@®)PxB)|2 S 72 (1 +E[Jo]32) t>0, (A-2)

1E(t)Px[B(u) — B(v)]]1 St Elu— |3 t>0. (A.3)
Then Mw is predictable and

t t
E[|Mu(6)|72 < Ellu’|Z: +E/O 1 (s)IIZ2ds + E/O 1E(t — 5)Px B(v(s))| 24 ds

t

< (1+E[[u?)2,) +/ (t — 5)"2Ejv(s)[22 ds
0

S1+ly,

which implies that Mv € L*(0,T; L*(€; X)). By considering E||Muv(t2) — Mv(t1)||3> one can
also prove the continuity of Mv in time. As a result, Mv € C([0,T]; L?(€; X)) and therefore
the map M : Y — Y is well defined.

Clearly, a mild solution of (3.12)) is equivalent to a fixed point of M.

To prove the existence and uniqueness of a fixed point of M, we define Y), to be Y equipped
with an equivalent norm

1
2

lwlly, == max e_M(EHwH%g) for w € Y. (A.4)

€10,T]
If v1,v9 € Y then

Moy (t) — Mus(t) = /O E(t — )Py [B(vi(s)) — Blus(s))]dW(s)  for ¢ € [0,T].

By applying (A3]) we obtain

~

t
1
e M E|Mui(t) — Mua(t)||7: < / et — 5) 2Elvi(s) — v2(s) [ 72 ds
0

t
_ / e~ 2ME=9) (¢ 3)—%6_2)‘51{‘1\\1}1(8) — va(s)|72 ds
0

t
,S/ At doljvr — v2y,,
0

1
S A2 lur — vy,

which implies that
1
S AT v — vy, (A.5)

~

[ Mvy — Muvaly,

As a result, by choosing a sufficiently large A, the map M : Y, — Y, is a contraction. By the
Banach fixed point theorem, M has a unique fixed point in Y) (which consists of the same
elements as Y). This proves the existence of a unique mild solution satisfying (B3.13]).

Regularity: We first consider the case H? with parameter 8 € (%l, 2). Ito’s isometry (2.4)

together with (.15]) and (4I7) yields
2 8 02 t 8 2
Eu(Olfye SEIBQ( + A5+ B( [ I+ A2E( - 9Pxf(9)]1205)

n EH /Ot(I + AR B — )Py Bu(s)dw (s)|

L2
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t
SEI +E( [ =9 F 1@ as)
t 1 1
+E/O (I + A)BTE(t —s)(I + A)EPXB(u(s))H%gds
S A+ Ellu’|Fs) + /t(t — 5)"CDE|(I + A)F Py B(u(s))|2gds
0

t
SA+E[u’ %) +/O (t = )" PVE u(s)[7sds, (A.6)

where (5.3]) is used in the last inequality. By using the generalized Gronwall’s inequality
in [I5, Lemma 6.3] (or [29, Lemma A.2]), we arrive at

d
sup Ellu(t)||%s S 1+E|u’|%s for all 5 < B < 2. (A7)
t€[0,T]

For the regularity in time, it follows from (5.2)), (53] and (A7) that

1
sup E|B(u(t))l% + sup E[[(I + A)2 PxB(u(t))||2q S 14 Elju’|[,
te[0,T] 2 telo,T) 2

which together with ([AI7)-(I8]) shows
Eflu(t) — u(s)|%n SE|(I 4+ A)73(E(t — s) — D)(I + A)u| 2 (A.8)

+E(/ I+ A3 B(t — )Py f(0)|2do )
+IE/ (I + A)2 E(t — 0)Px B(u(0)) | 2gdo

< (t—5)(1 4+ E[[u’]%2) +/ E||(I + A)2 PxB(u(0))|2gdo

S+ E[[u®|[F2)(t = 9).
and
Ellu(t) — u(s)ll3s SEI +A) 2 (E(t —s) — I)(I + Ap°|2, (A.9)

+E( [ I+ D2E( - 0)Pxf(©)12do)
+E /t I+ A)°F Bt — 0)(I + A)} Py B(u(0)) o

S =)0+ Bl ) + [ (0= 0PI+ A)) P Bluto) I gdo

S
d
SA+E[uC)2:)(t — )P for all 5 <B<2

This proves (3.15) and (B.I6]).

With the help of the above estimates, the H? stability follows from

t
Blu(t) e SB[ 7+ A8 = 5)Pxf(s)as (A10)

2
L2

2

+E| /Ot(I £ AVRE( — )(I + A)s Py B(u(s)) AW (s)|

=:E|[u’||%2 + E|S1[* + E|S2[?,

where we use the triangle inequality to get

Bl SE( [ 10+ B~ 9Pyl - FOllnds) +E7+4) [ Be—sPcras

L2

2
L2
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< t —g)! _ 2 2
NE(A@ $)7UF(9) = f(B)ll2ds) +EIF@IF  (here @IT) and @20) are used)
<1, (here (2.8)—(29) are used)

M&P<E/HI+Aﬁ (t = 8)(I + A)2 Px[B(u(s)) — B(u(t))]||%g ds
+IE/ (I + A)ZE(t = 5)(I + A)2 Px B(u(t)) |2 ds

< / (t —s)"'E||(I + A)%PX[B(u(t)) - B(u(s))]”%g ds (here (ZI7) is used)

0
+ E||(I + A)%PXB(u(t))H%g (here (£19) with p =1 is used)

t
< / (t — s) 'Elju(t) — u(s)||3sds + 1+ E[Ju’||32  (here (58] is used)
0

¢
S1+E|ul32 +/ (t —s)'"Pds  (here (BI6) for B € (4,2) is used)
0

S1+Elfu’ 7.
This proves (3.14). The proof of Proposition [3.1]is completed. O

Remark 7.1. We have shown the regularity of the mild solution more formally (like a priori
estimates for PDEs) than rigorously. Rigorously speaking, we need to firstly ensure that
u € L>(0,T;L*(Q; H?(D)?)) before using the last inequality in (A.6). Here we briefly
discuss how the proof of Proposition Bl can be made rigorous by considering the follow-
ing regularized problem (in the semigroup formulation): Find u. € C([0,T]; L*(9; X)) N
L3(Q, {F}+>0; L*(0,T; X)) such that

ue(t) = E(t)u’ + /Ot E(t —s)Px f(s)ds+ /Ot E(t — s)Px B(¢e * Aucs(s))dW(s) for t € [0,T],
(A.11)

where A : LY(Q)? — L'(R%)4 is Stein’s extension operator (see [40, p. 181, Theorem 5]) which
is bounded from H*(Q)% to H*(R%)? for all s > 0, and ¢. is a standard mollifier which has
the following estimates:

”gﬁa * Aug”Hs(Rd) < C|]u€|]Hs(Q) and ”¢5 * Aug”Hs(Rd) < C&?*SHuaHLz(Q) Vs > 0.

For the problem in ([A.IT]), one can prove the existence and uniqueness of a weak solution u.
by using the same fixed-point argument in Appendix A, and then prove the higher regularity
of the solution by using (ALG]) and the generalized Gronwall’s inequality in [I5, Lemma 6.3].
However, for the mollified problem in (A7), inequality (A.6) is rigorous because we already
know that ¢. * Au. € L>®(0,T; L2(S; H5 (D)%) for u. € L>®(0,T; L2(; L2(D)%)). The latter
has been proved by using the fixed-point argument. Therefore, (A.6) can be slightly changed
to

t
Elluc(t) s S (1 +Ellu’ll7s) + /0 (t = )" VE||ge # Auc(s)|75ds

t
SA+Ellu’llFs) + 5—25/0 (t =) VE|uc(s)|72ds S 1+

which implies u. € C([0, ] L?(Q; H?(D)?)) qualitatively. Then, once we already know that
us € C([0,T); L*(Q; H?(D)%)), we can apply (A6) again with the following quantitative esti-
mate:

t
Elluc() e S (1 +Ellu’ll7s) +/0 (t = 5)"O"VE| e * Auc(s)|7sds
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t
SO+ B0 + [ 5 O VB

This leads to (A7) by applying the deterministic generalized Gronwall’s inequality in [I5)],
Lemma 6.3], and the constant in the inequality would be independent of €. In this way, all
the estimates in Proposition Bl can be proved with constants independent of ¢, i.e.,
sup Efluc(t)|[32 S (1 +E[u’|%e),
t€[0,T)
Elluc(t) — ue(s)llip S (L +E[u’|}2)(t—5)  VO<s<t<T (A.12)

Blluc(t) — ue(s)|7s S (1 +E[u’[[F2)(t —5)* 7 VO<s<t<T, Ve (42).
Finally, by comparing (313) with (A.IT), the following error estimate can be shown easily:

t t
Blut) - ue(t): 5 [ Bluls) - (o)l ds+ [ Elu(s) - 6o x u(e) oo (413)
0 0
Since lin% |u(s)—¢e*Au(s)||3, = 0 for almost all (w,t) € Qx(0,T), and [|u(s) —p=xAu(s)|[2, S
E—

u(s)||2, with [lu(s)||2, integrable on € x (0,T), by the Lebesgue dominated convergence
theorem we have

t
lim [ Elu(s) — ¢e * Au(s)||22 ds = 0.
e—0 0

This, together with (A.13]) and the standard deterministic Gronwall’s inequality, implies that
ue converges to u in C([0,T]; L?(2; X)) as ¢ — 0. Since u. satisfies the estimates in (AI2)
with right-hand sides independent of e, by passing to the limit € — 0, the limit function «
also satisfies these estimates. This proves Proposition 3.1l rigorously.

Appendix B: Proof of several technical lemmas

Proof of Lemma [4.3. By Korn’s inequality [26] Theorem 2.4], the following equivalence
relation holds:

lol72 + D@72 ~ Joll7: Yo e H(D)'NX. (B.1)
This implies the coercitivity of the operator I + A and the existence of an inverse operator
(I+A)7': X = XnHY(D)? (see the Lax-Milgram Lemma in [I3, Theorem 6.2-1]). Since
X N HY(D)? is compactly embedded into X, it follows that (I + A)~! is compact. For such a
symmetric positive operator I + A with compact inverse, its fractional powers can be defined
by means of the spectral decomposition [29, Appendix B.2].

The H? elliptic regularity of the Stokes equations implies that (I+4)~! : X — XNH?(D),
which implies |[ul| gz < ||(I+A)ul| 2 for u € D(A). Since ||[(I+A)u| 2 < ||ul| g2 for uw € D(A),
it follows that the statement in (£I5]) holds for s = 2. The intermediate case for s € (0,2)
follows by the real interpolation between the two endpoint cases s = 0 and s = 2.

(B) implies H(I—i—A)%vHLg ~ ||v|| g1 for v € D(A), i.e., the two norms || - HD(A%) and || ||z
are equivalent on D(A). Since D(A) is dense in H'(D)? N X, it follows that
D(A%) = closure of D(A) under the norm || - HD(A%) ~ | lg = HY(D)Y N X.

Therefore, for s € (0,1) we have

D(A2) = closure of D(A%) under the norm | - HD(A%)
= closure of H'(D)% N X under the norm | - ||+ = H*(D)¢N X.

The statement in (4.16]) follows from the duality argument. O
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Proof of Lemma B4l Let E(t) := e 'U+4 be the semigroup generated by I 4+ A, which
has a compact inverse operator. Then [29, Lemma B.9] is applicable and gives the estimates

in (@I7)-@20) with E(t) replaced by E(t) therein. Since E(t) = ¢'E(t) and t € (0,77, it
follows that (4I7)—(@.20) also hold for E(t). O

Proof of Lemma Subtracting ([@.35]) from (4.34) yields
{(Z(w —wp),vp) + 2(D(w — wy),D(vp)) = (p—pn, V-vp) =0 Vo, €V,

(V- (w—wn),qn) =0 Yan € Qn.

Let e, = Px,w — wy, € Xj. Choosing (vp, qn) = (en, Po,p — pn) € Xpn X Qp in (B.2), where
Py, denotes the L?-orthogonal projection onto Qp,, we have

(B.2)

zllenlZ> + 2[D(en) |72 = —2(D(w — Px,w), D(ex)) + (p — P,p, V - en). (B.3)

By considering the imaginary and the real parts of the above equality, separately, we obtain
{ T (2)[[lenll72 S e lw — Px,wll3n + elD(en)l72 + lp — Po,pllL2,
Re(2)[len 7> + 2ID(en)l72 S e lw — Px, w3 + elD(en)l72 + [lp — P, pllz2,

where € > 0 can be arbitrarily small. For z € ¥, := {1+ 2’ € C : |arg(?’)| < ¢}, with some

¢ € (0,m), we have |z| 2 1 and |Re(z)| < [Im(z)|. By using (2.13]), (219), (£10) and Korn’s
. . 2 < 2 2 . . . .
inequality [[ul|7,: < |lullf2 + [[D(u)]|72, choosing a sufficiently small € in the above estimates,
we can derive the following result:

1
212 || Px,,w — wl| g2 + [V (Px,w — wp)|| 22 S [lw — Px,wllm + |lp — Po,pllre

S hllwl g2 + [l (B.4)
which, together with triangle inequality and (4.10), implies that
IV(w —wp )|z S hllwl[g2 + [Pl ) (B.5)

In order to obtain an estimate for ||w —wp]| 12, we consider the following duality argument.
Let ¢ € D(A) and ¢y, € X}, be the solution of the linear Stokes equations

Z¢_VT(¢7n):w_wh il’lD,
V=0 in D, (B.6)
T(¢,m)n=0 on 0D,

and its finite element weak formulation
(z¢n,vn) + 2(D(dn), D(vh)) = (h, V - vp) = (w — wp,v) Yoy € Vi,
{ (V- én,qn) =0 Van € Q.
Testing (B.6) by ¢ € X and considering the imaginary and real parts of the results, we can
obtain the following result similarly as (B.4):

_ 1
281122 + 2VlLz < Clal ™ lw — wallZ2 + 5 l1]172,

(B.7)

which implies
12[[[#ll 2 S llw — wal 22
Through the above estimate and the H? estimate of the Stokes equations in (Z2]), we obtain
62 + Inllgr S llw —wnllz + A+ 2Dl 2 S llw — whll L2, (B.8)
where the last inequality uses property |z| 2 1 for z € ¥4 and the estimate of |z|||¢| ;2 above.
Similar to (B.4)-(B.E), we have
212 |1Px, 6 — nllze + V(6 — én)llze S (6]l az + Inllen) < Bllw — w2, (B.9)

where the last inequality follows from (B.S]).
Since (V - vy, Pg,n) = 0 for v, € X, it follows that

_(U,V‘Uh) :—(U—PQhU,V'Uh) \V/’Uh 6)(h-
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Since ¢, € X, we can derive the following equation from (B.2):

(2¢n, w — wp) + 2(D(¢p), D(w — wy)) — (V- ¢p,p — Pg,p) = 0.
Then, testing the first relation of (B.6) by w — wy and using the two equations above, by

utlizing (2.19]) and (4.10)—(#I1) we obtain
lw —wpl[F2 = 2(¢ = dn, w — wh) + 2(D(¢ — ¢p), D(w — wp))
= (V- (¢—=9¢n)p— Pq,p) —(n— Pg,n, V- (w—wp))
S 121% 6 = dnll |z lw — wall 2 + V(6 — 6n) 2]V (w0 — wp)]| 12
+ W2\l g2llpll e + Rllnll e IV (w — wp) | 2
S (022 + hl2|3)|w — w32 + Bllw — w2V (w — w)| 2
+ W2 (|wll gz + lpll ) |lw — w2 (here (B.8) and (B.9) are used)
S (W + 13J2)3) |w — w2 (Jwll gz + [Ipllg).  (here (BA) are used)
When |z| < h™2, the inequality above reduces to
lw = whllz2 S B*(lwllg + 1Pl ) (B.10)

When |z| > h=2, (B4) immediately implies (B.10).
Combining the estimates (B.4)) and (B.10), we obtain (£36]). The proof of ([A37) is similar
as that for (B.g). O

Appendix C: Proof of Lemma

Proof. By iterating with respect to the time levels, the full discrete method in (227 can be
rewritten as

n—1
UZ = E}ZLJPX;LUO + TZE” ZPXh Z+1 + ZE” ZPXh uh)AW,_H] (Cl)
=0
The stability of E}' , 1 <n < N together with (2.4 and #59) yields
_ 1
Ellup|? , SEIER (I + An)1Px, |7,

n—1

FE(r I+ AR B Py, ()l )

=0

+EH Z (I + AW TE; Py, [B (UZ)AWz‘H]‘ )

L2

02 ~1| Fn—i 2
SE)? +E(thn4HE;‘,:thf(tHoup)

=0
n—1 L
+7> R + Ap)i By PXhB(ug)H%g
1=0

g(l—l—EHuOHQ —i—TZt EHBuh ”%)

1 ; :
S(1+ EHuOH2 )+ TZ (tn, —ti) 2(1+ EHu}LHi{%) (here (2. is used) (C.2)
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By using the discrete version of generalized Gronwall’s inequality in [29] Lemma A.4] (and
mathematical induction on n), we obtain

max Elufl? , $1+Ellul|? ;. (C.3)
1<n<N H2 H2

This proves the desired estimate for the first term in (G.8]).
Setting vy, = u} € X, in (Z24) and applying the identity 2(a — b)a = |a|? — [b]* + |a — b|?
for a,b € R yield
1 1 _
SR 3+ Slhuf = w3 + 20D (C.4)
1 _ 1 1 —
<Slun e + 57l F )z + 5rlun e + (Bl ™) AW, up),
where the last term can be estimated by applying the property of a martingale
E(B(u} AW, u} 1) =0
and using (5.2)) and (C3) as follows:
E(B(u} ™ )AW, uf) = E(B(u ™ )AW,, uf, — ) (€5)

< CE|| Bl AW, + 7Elluf - I
< OrE|| Bluf ™) + JEluf — i3
<Or(1+ B2 ) + 7Bl — w3
<Cr(L+Ef) + JEN - up IR

By using Korn’s inequality (cf. [26, Theorem 2.4]) [lul|2, + [D(w)||22 > 6(||lull?2 + ||Vul22),
where 6 > 0 is some constant, we obtain

N N N
Elup |72 + Y Elup —up 72 + 7Y EIVapli S1+E[udllzn +7 ) Elluf|iz (C.6)
n=1 n=1 n=1
Then applying the discrete Gronwall’s inequality yields the desired estimate for the last two
terms in (5.8]). This proves Lemma [5.2] O
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