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Abstract

Stochastic wave equations appear in several models for evolutionary processes subject
to random forces, such as the motion of a strand of DNA in a liquid or heat flow around
aring. Semilinear stochastic wave equations can typically not be solved explicitly, but
the literature contains a number of results which show that numerical approximation
processes converge with suitable rates of convergence to solutions of such equations.
In the case of approximation results for strong convergence rates, semilinear stochas-
tic wave equations with both additive or multiplicative noise have been considered
in the literature. In contrast, the existing approximation results for weak convergence
rates assume that the diffusion coefficient of the considered semilinear stochastic wave
equation is constant, that is, it is assumed that the considered wave equation is driven
by additive noise, and no approximation results for multiplicative noise are known.
The purpose of this work is to close this gap and to establish essentially sharp weak
convergence rates for spatial spectral Galerkin approximations of semilinear stochastic
wave equations with multiplicative noise. In particular, our weak convergence result
establishes as a special case essentially sharp weak convergence rates for the contin-
uous version of the hyperbolic Anderson model. Our method of proof makes use of
the Kolmogorov equation and the Holder-inequality for Schatten norms.
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1 Introduction

In the field of numerical approximation of stochastic evolution equations (SEEs) one
distinguishes between two conceptually fundamentally different error criteria, that
is, strong convergence and weak convergence. In the case of the finite-dimensional
stochastic ordinary differential equations, both strong and weak convergence are quite
well understood nowadays; cf., e.g., the standard monographs Kloeden & Platen
[26] and Milstein [36]. However, the situation is different in the case of the infinite-
dimensional stochastic partial differential equations (cf., e.g., Walsh [43], Da Prato &
Zabczyk [13], Liu & Rockner [35]). In the case of stochastic partial differential equa-
tions with regular nonlinearities, strong convergence rates are essentially well under-
stood, whereas a proper understanding of weak convergence rates has still not been
reached (cf., e.g., [1,2,4-6,9,11,16-22,25,27-29,31,32,34,41,45-47] for several weak
convergence results in the literature). In this work we derive weak convergence rates for
stochastic wave equations. Stochastic wave equations can be used for modelling sev-
eral evolutionary processes subject to random forces. Examples include the motion of
a DNA molecule floating in a fluid and the dilatation of shock waves throughout the sun
(cf., e.g., Section 1 in Dalang [14]), as well as heat conduction around a ring (cf., e.g.,
Thomas [42]). Unfortunately, such problems usually involve complicated nonlineari-
ties and are inaccessible for current numerical analysis approaches. Nonetheless, rigor-
ous examination of simpler model problems such as the ones considered in the present
work is akey first step. Even though a number of strong convergence rates for stochastic
wave equations are available (cf., e.g., [3,7,8,30,39,44,45,48]), apart from the findings
of the works Harms & Miiller [20] and Cox et al. [11], which have appeared after the
preprint [23] of the present article, the existing weak convergence results for stochastic
wave equations in the literature (cf., e.g.,[22,28,29,31,45,46]) assume that the diffusion
coefficient is constant or, in other words, that the equation is driven by additive noise.

The main contribution of this work is the derivation of essentially sharp weak con-
vergence rates for a class of stochastic wave equations large enough to also include
the case of multiplicative noise. Roughly speaking, the main result of this article (cf.
Theorem 3.6 in Sect. 3.2 below) establishes upper bounds for weak errors associated to
spatial spectral Galerkin approximations of semilinear stochastic wave equations under
suitable Lipschitz and smoothness assumptions on the drift nonlinearity and on the
diffusion coefficient as well as under suitable integrability and regularity assumptions
on the initial value. In order to employ a mild solution framework, the second-order
stochastic wave equations are formulated as first-order two-component systems of
SEEs on an extended state space. The first component process of the solution pro-
cess of such a first-order system corresponds to the solution process of the original
second-order equation, while the second component process corresponds to the time
derivative of the first component process. As is often the case in the context of spatial
spectral Galerkin approximations, convergence is obtained in terms of the in absolute
value increasing sequence of eigenvalues of a symmetric linear operator.
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To illustrate the main result of this article in more detail, we consider the following
setting as a special case of our general framework (cf. Sect. 3.1 below). Consider
the notation in Sect. 1.1, let (H, (-, -}#, ||-|lg) and (U, (-, )u, ||-llyy) be separable
R-Hilbert spaces, let T € (0, 00), let (2, F, P) be a probability space with a normal fil-
tration (IF;);¢q0,77], let (Wy)se[o,71 be anidy-cylindrical (2, F, P, (F;)¢(0,71)-Wiener
process, let (e;)neN={1,2,3,...; & H be an orthonormal basis of H, let (Ay)yen
(0, 00) be an increasing sequence, let A: D(A) € H — H be the linear operator
which satisfies D(A) = {v € H: Y02 [Ay(en, v)g|* < co}and Vv € D(A): Av =
220:1 —An{en, v)en, let (Hy, (-, ) g, lI-Ilg.), ¥ € R, be a family of interpolation
spaces associated to — A (cf., e.g., [40, Section 3.7]), let (H;, (-, -)u,, lI-llg, ), € R, be
the family of R-Hilbert spaces which satisfies for all » € R that (H,, (-, -)u,., I-Ilg,) =
(Hopy % Hipyrpo, ()t oo ey 4,)- 10t Py € L(Ho), N € N'U {oc},
be the linear operators which satisfy forall N € NU {oo}, v, w € H that Py (v, w) =
(Zflvzl (en, VYHeER, Zfl\’:l (en, w)Hen), let A: D(A) € Hy — Hj be the linear oper-
ator which satisfies D(A) = H; and V (v, w) € H;: A(v, w) = (w, Av),and let y €
(0,00), B € (v/2,v1, p €10, 2(y = B)1, 0, Cr, C € [0, 00), § € L*(Piy; Hagy—p)),
F e Lip(Hg, Hp), and B € Lip°(Ho, L»(U, Hp)) satisfy (—A)™# e Li(H),
F(Hp) c Hz(),,ﬁ), (Hp 2V = F(v) S Hz(y,/g)) S LipO(Hp,Hz(yﬂg)), Yv €
Hy,u e U:B(v)u € H,,Vv € H,: (U 3 u — B(wu € Hy) € L(U, Hp),
Hy, sv—=> (U>suw Bwu e Hy) € Lr(U,Hy)) € LipO(Hp,Lg(U,Hp)),
VveH,: Usur BwueH,)) e LW, H,), Hy,5v— (U>sur Bue
H,) € L(U,H,)) € Lip°(H,, L(U,H))), Flu, € C*(H,, Hp), Bln, € C*(H,,
Lo(U. Ho)). CF = SUPL 0y v, caHy maxlur gy 02 gy )<t 1E GO (1 02) g, < 00,

j— U
and CB = supx»vl,UZEQrERHr,maX{HUI”HO:HUZHHO}SI ”B (.X)(Uly U2)||L2(U,H0) < OQ.
Theorem 1.1 Assume the above setting. Then

(i) it holds that there exist up to modifications unique (IF;);c[o0 11-predictable
stochastic processes XN =XV, ANy [0, T x Q — PyM,), N € NU {oc},

such that for all N € NU{oo}, 1 € [0, T] it holds that supsc(o 7 E[||X£V||f{p] <
oo and P-a.s. that

t t
XV = e’APN5+/ e<’—S>APNF(X§V)ds+/ e=VAPyBXM)dw, (1.1)
0 0

and
(ii) it holds that

sup sup
NeN peCZ(Hy,R)\(0}

< [E[1€ Iy, ]+ T 1Fl, o,
+ 2T 0=y 1Bl I s 1 )
-max {1, [7((Cp)? +2(Cw)?)] "} (12)

1 2
cexp(T[5 +3 FIip0 1, 1) + 4 |B|Lip°(Ho,L2(U,H0))])

((xmy"“’ [Ele(X7)] - E[w(X¥)]I>

”wHC%(HOyR)

Ha—p)
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. max{l, E[”f”%—lp]}
2
.exp(T[2||F|Hﬂ||Lip°(Hp,Hp> + “Bal”LipO(H,,,Lz(U,Hp)):I) < oo.

Theorem 1.1 is a consequence of the more general results in Remark 3.1 and Theo-
rem 3.6 below (cf. Corollary 3.8). Let us now add a few remarks regarding Theorem 1.1.

First, we briefly outline our proof of Theorem 1.1. As usual in the case of weak con-
vergence analysis, the Kolmogorov equation (cf. (3.25) below) is used. Another key
ingredient is the Holder inequality for Schatten norms (cf. (3.28) below). In addition,
the proof of Theorem 1.1 employs the mild It6 formula (cf. Corollary 1 in Da Prato et
al. [12]) to obtain suitable a priori estimates for solutions of (1.1) (cf. Lemma 3.2 in
Sect. 3.2 below for details). The detailed proof of Theorems 1.1 and 3.6, respectively,
can be found in Sect. 3.2.

Second, we would like to emphasize that in the general setting of Theorem 1.1,
the weak convergence rate established in Theorem 1.1 can essentially not be
improved. More precisely, Theorem 1.1 in [24] proves that for every n € (0, 00)
and every infinite-dimensional separable R-Hilbert space (H, (-, ‘)q, |I-||5) there
exist (U, (-,")u, Illy), A: D(A) € H — H, y,c € (0,00), (Co)ee0,00) S
[0,00), p € [0,7/2], & € L*(Plg,; Hy), ¢ € CZ(Ho,R), F € CZ(Ho, Hy), and
B € C%(Ho, L>(U,Hp)) such that F(H,) € H,, H, > v — F(v) € H)) €
LipO(Hp,Hy),Vv €eHy,u c U:Bwu e H,,Vv e Hy,: (U 5 u = BQWu €
H,) € Lo(U,Hy), H, > v~ (U 3 ur— Bwu € Hy) € L,(U,Hy)) €
LipO(Hp, Ly(U,Hp)), Vv € Hy: (U > u — B(wu € Hy) € L(U,H,), and
H,>v—> (U>sur- BwueH,) € LWU,H)) € LipO(Hp,L(U,H,,)) and
such that for all ¢ € (0, o0), N € N it holds that

)" < [E[p(XF)] - E[(X7)]| = Cc - Op)* . (1.3)

Further results on lower bounds for strong and weak errors for stochastic parabolic
equations can be found, e.g., in Davie & Gaines [15], Miiller-Gronbach et al. [38],
Miiller-Gronbach & Ritter [37], Conus et al. [9], and Jentzen & Kurniawan [25].

Third, we illustrate Theorem 1.1 by a simple example (cf. Corollary 3.12). For this
let Py € L(H), N € N U {00}, be the linear operators which satisfy for all N € NU
{oo}, v € H that Py (v) = ny:l(en, v)gey,. In the case where (H, (-, Yg, ||I-llg) =
WU, ¢ ) = (Lo, B, (- VL2 (uo.1:R) ||'||L2(M(0,1);R)), & = (50,81 €
Hé ((0,1); R) x H, and F = 0, where A: D(A) € H — H is the Laplacian with
Dirichlet boundary conditions on H, and where B: H x H 1, — Lo(H, H x H 1)
is the function which satisfies for all (v, w) € H x H_1,,u € C([0, 1], R) and p(o,1)-
ae. x € (0,1) that (B(v, w)u)(x) = (0, v(x)u(x)), the first component processes
XN:[0,T1xQ — Py(H), N € NU{oo}, are mild solutions of the stochastic partial
differential equations

Xi(0) = Z5X000 + Py X, (O W, (x) (14)

with Xo(x) = (Py&0)(x), Xo(x) = (Py&(x), and X;(0) = X,(1) = 0 for
x € (0,1),r € [0,T], N € NU {o0}. In the case N = o0, (1.4) is known as the
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continuous version of the hyperbolic Anderson model in the literature (cf., e.g., Conus
et al. [10]). Theorem 1.1 applied to (1.4) ensures for all ¢ € C%(H, R), ¢ € (0, 00)
that there exists a real number C € [0, o0) such that for all N € N it holds that

[E[¢(x7)] - E[e(x7)]| < C- N*~! (1.5)

(cf. Corollary 3.12). We thus prove that the spatial spectral Galerkin approximations
converge with weak rate 1- to the solution of the continuous version of the hyperbolic
Anderson model. The weak rate 1- is exactly twice the well-known strong convergence
rate for the continuous version of the hyperbolic Anderson model. To the best of our
knowledge, Theorem 1.1 is the first result in the literature that establishes an essentially
sharp weak convergence rate for the continuous version of the hyperbolic Anderson
model. Theorem 1.1 also establishes essentially sharp weak convergence rates for more
general semilinear stochastic wave equations (cf. Corollaries 3.10 and 3.12 below).

The remainder of this article is organized as follows. In Sect. 1.1 some of the notation
that is often used in this article is presented. Section 2.1 states mostly well-known
existence, uniqueness, and regularity results, while Sect. 2.3 collects basic properties
about interpolation spaces and semigroups associated to deterministic wave equations.
The main result of this article, Theorem 3.6 below, is stated and proven in Sect. 3.2. It
establishes upper bounds for weak errors for wave-type SEEs. Finally, Sect. 3.3 shows
how this abstract result can be applied to stochastic wave equations and, in particular,
to the continuous version of the hyperbolic Anderson model (cf. Corollaries 3.10 and
3.12 below).

1.1 Notation

In this section we introduce some notation which we employ throughout this article.
For a set A we denote by P(A) the power set of A and by Py(A) the set of all
finite subsets of A. For a metric space (E, dg), a dense subset A C E, a complete
metric space (F, dr), a uniformly continuous function f: A — F, and the unique
function f € C(E, F) which satisfies f|4 = f we often write, for simplicity of
presentation, f instead of f For two R-Banach spaces (V, [|-||y) and (W, ||-|l) with
V # {0}, a natural number k € N, and a function f € CK(V, W) we denote by
|f|C{;(V’W), ||f||C§(V,W) € [0, oo] the extended real numbers given by

¢ If® @)@, ..., ve) lw
| fletwwy = sup [ FO @) L« =sup  sup . (1.6)
GW.W) Ty H ”L( Ty viruev\oy lvilly oo luedly

k
”f”c’g(v‘w) = ||f(0)||W +Z‘f|C§(V,W) (17)
=1

and we denote by Cﬁ(V, W) thesetgivenbyClg(V, W)= {geCk(V, W): ”g”c,f(v,W)
< oo}. For two R-Banach spaces (V, ||-||y) and (W, ||-|ly) with V # {0}, a

number k € Ng = {0,1,2,...}, and a function f € Ck(V, W) we denote by
LfILipt v, wy» 1f ILipe v, wy € [0, oc] the extended real numbers given by
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ILf )= f ) o
Supx;;v. (W) k= 0,
| fILipt (v, wy = 1F® @ —fFO (1.8)
s L&) (v, w) .
Supx,yev,( ”xfyHV ) . k S Na
XFEYy
k
L gt vy = LEO lw + D1 ipt v (1.9)
=0

and we denote by Lip*(V, W) the set given by Lip"(V, W) = {g e kv, wy:
”g”Lipk(V,W) < oo} For two R-inner product spaces (V, (-, -)v, |I-|ly) and
(W, -, hw, I1-lw) we denote by (V- x W, (-, )vxw, [l-lyxw) the R-inner prod-
uct space which satisfies for all x; = (v, w1),x2 = (v2,wz) € V x W that
(x1, x2)vxw = (v, v2)y + (wy, w2)w. For R-Hilbert spaces (H;, (-, ) g;» I ,)»
i € {1,2}, a real number p € [1,00), and linear operators A € L(H;, Hz) and
B € L(Hp) we denote by ||A]| L,(Hy.Hy) € [0, oo] the extended real number given
by AllL, w1y = [trace 7, ((A*A)"*)]"7, we denote by IBllL,) € [0,00]
the extended real number given by | Bl Ly(H) = 1B L,(Hy.Hy)> We denote by
L,(Hi, Hy) the set given by L, (Hi, Hy) = {C € L(H1, H2): ICll (1, 1,) < 0}
and we denote by L,(H;) the set given by L,(Hi) = L,(H;, Hy). For an R-
Hilbert space (H, (-, -)u, ||-llg), an orthonormal basis B € H of H, a function
A:B — R, a linear operator A: D(A) € H — H which satisfies D(A) =
{veH: Y, glhbvgl* < oo} and Vv € D(A): Av = Y, 5 A (b, v) b,
and a function ¢: R — R we denote by ¢(A): D(¢(A)) € H — H the lin-
ear operator which satisfies D(¢p(A)) = {v € H: Y, glop) (b, v)ul* < oo}
and Vv € D(¢(A): ¢(A)v = Y, 5 ¢(Ap)(b, v)gb. For a Borel measurable set
A € B(R) we denote by ua: B(A) — [0, co] the Lebesgue—Borel measure on A.

2 Preliminaries

For the proof of our key results in Sect. 3 below we require a number of basic proper-
ties of solutions of Kolmogorov equations and of semigroups associated to wave-type
evolution equations, which we collect in this section. More precisely, in Sect. 2.1
we state a well-known existence and uniqueness result for solutions of SEEs with
Lipschitz continuous drift and diffusion coefficients (cf. Proposition 2.1 below) as
well as an elementary result providing bounds for solutions of Kolmogorov equa-
tions associated to finite-dimensional SEEs (cf. Lemma 2.2 below). Furthermore, in
Sect. 2.3 we recall several elementary and well-known facts about linear operators,
semigroups, and interpolation spaces associated to deterministic linear wave-type evo-
lution equations (cf. the setting in Sect. 2.2).

2.1 Existence, Uniqueness, and Regularity Results for SEEs

Proposition 2.1 below is a direct consequence of Theorem 7.4 in Da Prato & Zabczyk
[13].
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Proposition 2.1 Consider the notation in Sect. 1.1, let T € (0,00), p € [2,00),
let (H, (-, )u,|I-lg) and (U, -, v, |-lly) be separable R-Hilbert spaces with
H # {0}, let (2, F,P) be a probability space with a normal filtration (Ft):c[0,1),
let (Wp)ico,r) be an idy-cylindrical (2, F, P, (F;)ici0,1))-Wiener process, let
S:[0,00) — L(H) be a strongly continuous semigroup, and let F € LipO(H, H),
B e LipO(H, Lo(U, H)), § € LP(P|g,; H). Then there exists an up to modifications
unique (IF;);c[0,11-predictable stochastic process X : [0, T] x Q — H such that for
all't € [0, T] it holds that supc(o 7 IE[||XS||Z] < oo and P-a.s. that

t t
X, = SiE + / Si_yF(X,)ds + / Si_y B(X,) dWj. @.1)
0 0

In the next elementary and well-known result, Lemma 2.2 below, we present
bounds for spatial derivatives of solutions of Kolmogorov equations associated to
finite-dimensional SEEs (cf., e.g., Lemma 2.3 in [23]).

Lemma 2.2 Consider the notation in Sect. 1.1, let (H, (-, -)u, ||-|ly) be a finite-
dimensional R-vector space with H # {0}, let (U, (-, -)u, |l-|ly) be a separable
R-Hilbert space, let U C U be an orthonormal basis of U, let T € (0, c0),
A€ L(H), F € C}(H,H), B e C}(H,L,(U, H)), ¢ € C2(H,R), let (2, F,P)
be a probability space with a normal filtration (F;):c(0,11, let (Wi)iel0,7] be anidy -
cylindrical (2, F, P, (F;)c(0.11)-Wiener process, let X*: [0,T] x Q — H, x € H,
be (Ft)ie[0,71-predictable stochastic processes such that forall x € H, t € [0, T] it
holds that sup(o 1y E[l X2 ||%_1] < oo and P-a.s. that

X7 :e’Ax+/

: t
e(t—s)A F(X;r) ds + / e(t—s)AB(X;C) dw;,, 2.2)
0 0

andletu: [0, T] x H — R be the function which satisfies forallt € [0, T], x € H
that u(t, x) = E[o(X})]. Then

(i) it holds that u € CY2([0, T] x H,R),
(ii) it holds for all (¢, x) € [0, T] x H that

(Zu)(t,x) = (Lu)t, )[Ax + F()] + % Z(%u)(t, x)(B(x)b, B(x)b), (2.3)
belU

(iii) it holds that

sup |u(r, ')lctl’([-[,]R) = |¢|Cg(H,R)|: sup ”eSA”L(H)i|
tel0,T] s€(0,T] (2 4)

1p2 sA) 2
. GXP(T[|F|C1§(H,H) + b |B|Cé(H,L2(U,H))] SES[l(l)pT] lle ”L(H)) < 00,

and
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(iv) it holds that

sup fu(z, ')|C§(H,1R)
t€[0,T]

3
= ”§0”C§(H,]R) I:ses[l(;pT] ”eSA”L(H)i|
1 2 2|B2 2 @
'max{ ’[T(|F|C§<H,H)+ |B|c§<H,Lz<U,H>))] }

1 2 sA 4
eXP<T[z +31Flcl . +4|B|cg<H,L2(U,H))]S:£PT] le ”L(”)) =

2.2 Setting

Consider the notation in Sect. 1.1, let (H, (-, -)g, ||-||y) be a separable R-Hilbert
space, let H € H be a nonempty orthonormal basis of H, let A: H — R be a
function which satisfies sup, g Ar < 0, let A: D(A) € H — H be the linear
operator which satisfies D(A) = {v € H: Y, ylin(h, v)u|* < oo} and Vv €
D(A): Av = ZheH Aplh,v)ygh, let (Hy, (-, ) g, I-lg), r € R, be a family of
interpolation spaces associated to —A, let (Hy, (-, -)u,, |I-llg, ), ¥ € R, be the family
of R-Hilbert spaces which satisfies for all » € R that (H,, (-, )u,, [I-llg,) = (H,-/2 X
Hypyovpa, (3 ) Hoppx Hypy iy ||'||Hr/2><H,/2_1/2)a and let A: D(A) € Hyo — Hp be the
linear operator which satisfies D(A) = H; and V (v, w) € H;: A(v, w) = (w, Av).

2.3 Basic Properties of Deterministic Linear Wave Equations

The following elementary result, Lemma 2.3 below, provides a characterization for the
family of R-Hilbert spaces (Hy, (-, -)u,, lI-llg,), © € R, from the setting in Sect. 2.2
(cf., e.g., Lemma 2.4 in [23]).

Lemma 2.3 Assume the setting in Sect. 2.2 and let A: D(A) € Hy — Hy be the
linear operator which satisfies for all (v, w) € H; that D(A) = H; and

A peumanl Pk, v) gk
A(”’w)_(ZheHlth%h,wmh : 26)

Then the R-Hilbert spaces (H, (-, -)u,, |I-llg,), r € R, are a family of interpolation
spaces associated to A.

The next elementary and well-known result, Lemma 2.4 below, can be found, e.g.,
in a slightly different form in Section 5.3 in Lindgren [33].

Lemma 2.4 Assume the setting in Sect. 2.2 and let S : [0, 00) — L(Hy) be the function
which satisfies for all t € [0, 00), (v, w) € Hy that

(V) (05 A )0+ A sin(o ) 7
Nw) = \=(=)"sin(t(=4)2)v + cos(t(—4) 2w ) @7
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Then S: [0,00) — L(Hy) is a strongly continuous semigroup of bounded linear
operators on Hy and A: D(A) € Hy — Hy is the generator of S.

The following two elementary and well-known assertions state that the semigroup
in Lemma 2.4 above is a semigroup of isometries and that both this semigroup and its
generator commute with Galerkin projections (cf., e.g., Lemmas 2.6 and 2.7 in [23]).

Lemma 2.5 Assume the setting in Sect. 2.2. Then

(i) it holds for all t € [0, 00), x € H that ||e"Ax||z, = ||x|Ig, and
(ii) it holds that sup, (o o) €| Loy = 1.

Lemma 2.6 Assume the setting in Sect. 2.2 and let P; € L(Hy), I € P(H), be
the linear operators which satisfy for all I € P(H), v,w € H that P;(v,w) =

(X herth,v)ah, Y ey (h, w)gh). Then

(i) it holds for all I € P(H), x € H; that AP;(x) = P;Ax and
(ii) it holds for all I € P(H), t € [0, 00), x € Hy that e'AP;(x) = Pye'Ax.

3 Upper Bounds for Weak Errors

In this section we establish upper bounds for weak errors associated to spatial spectral
Galerkin approximations of semilinear stochastic wave equations; cf. Theorem 3.6
and Corollaries 3.7, 3.8, 3.10, and 3.12 below.

For many results in this section we consider an abstract setting of wave-type SEEs
with appropriate Lipschitz and smoothness assumptions on the corresponding drift
nonlinearity and diffusion coefficients; cf. the setting in Sect. 3.1 below. In Sect. 3.2
below we first present a suitable a priori estimate and a suitable perturbation estimate
for solutions of certain wave-type SEEs; cf. Lemmas 3.2 and 3.3, respectively. There-
after, we show an estimate for first and second order spatial derivatives of solutions
to Kolmogorov equations associated to certain finite-dimensional wave-type SEEs;
cf. Lemma 3.4 below. Following an elementary auxiliary lemma (cf. Lemma 3.5), we
demonstrate the main theorem of this work, Theorem 3.6 below, which provides upper
bounds for weak errors involving, among other terms, quantities depending on solu-
tions of certain finite-dimensional wave-type SEEs as well as quantities depending on
solutions of Kolmogorov equations associated to these SEEs (cf. also Corollary 3.7
below). Using the a priori estimate in Lemma 3.2 and the estimate for solutions of
Kolmogorov equations in Lemma 3.4, the upper bounds in Theorem 3.6 are subse-
quently specialized in order to obtain upper bounds depending in an explicit way on
the drift nonlinearity, the diffusion coefficient, and the initial value; cf. Corollary 3.8.

Finally, in Sect. 3.3 we apply Corollary 3.7 to prove essentially sharp weak con-
vergence rates for spatial spectral Galerkin approximations of semilinear stochastic
wave equations. In Corollary 3.10 we consider a setting with specialized drift nonlin-
earity but still quite general diffusion coefficient, while in Corollary 3.12 we consider
a class of semilinear stochastic wave equations driven by multiplicative noise, that
includes, in particular, the continuous version of the hyperbolic Anderson model. For
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the proofs of these results we recall two well-known facts about families of interpo-
lation spaces associated to symmetric diagonal linear operators (cf., e.g., Sell & You
[40, Section 3.2]); cf. Lemmas 3.9 and 3.11 below.

3.1 Setting

Consider the notation in Sect. 1.1, let (H, (-, )g, ||-llg) and (U, (-, -)u, |I-lly) be
separable RR-Hilbert spaces, let HH C H be a nonempty orthonormal basis of H, let
A: H — R be a function which satisfies sup,cgAp < 0,let A: D(A) € H — H
be the linear operator which satisfies D(A) = {v € H: ) jeplinh, wWul? < oo}
andVv € D(A): Av =), g rnh,v)uh,let (Hy, (-, ") H,. I-Ilz,), r € R, be a fam-
ily of interpolation spaces associated to —A, let (H,, (-, -)u,., [-Ilg, ), © € R, be the
family of R-Hilbert spaces which satisfies for all » € R that (H,, (-, )m,. -llg,) =
(Hrjo x Hyppopo, (-, VHrpxHypy 150 ||'”Hr/2><H,/271/2), let P; € L(Hp), I € P(H), be
the linear operators which satisfy for all / € P(H), v,w € H that P;(v, w) =
(X perth,v)uh, Y pe th, w)gh), let A: D(A) € Hy — Hy be the linear oper-
ator which satisfies D(A) = H; and V(v,w) € Hi: A(v,w) = (w, Av), let
A: D(A) € Hyp — Hjp be the linear operator which satisfies D(A) = H;j
and Y(v,w) € Hi: A, w) = (X,culrnl(h, v)uh, Y pcmlinl (b, wyph),
let T € (0,00), let (2, F,P) be a probability space with a normal filtration
(Fi)rero,11, let (Wi)ieo, 71 be an idy-cylindrical (2, F, P, (IF;);¢[0,71)-Wiener pro-
cess, and let y € (0,00), B € (¥/2,y], p € [0,2(y — B)], 0, Cr, Cp € [0, 00),
£ € L>(P|g,; Hay—p)), F € Lip®(Hy, Hp), B € Lip®(Hy, L2(U, Hp)) satisfy A~# €
L>(Hy), F(H,) € Hy—p), (H, 3 v > F(v) € Hy,_p)) € Lip®(H,, Ha(y—p)),
VveH,uceU:BwucH, YVveH,: (U>3ur BwuecH),) e L(U,Hp),
Hy, 3v=> (U>sur Bwu € Hy) € Lr(U,Hy)) € Lipo(Hp,Lz(U,Hp)),
VveH,: Usur BwueH,)) e LWO,H,), H,5v— (U>3ur Bue
H,) € L(U,H,)) € Lip’(H,, L(U,H))), Flu, € C*(H,, Hp), Blu, € C*(H,,
La(U, Hp)), CF = SUPyu; vyen, el max( v g Iy <1 IE (D@15 v2) g, < 00,

j— /!
and CB = SUP vy, caH,max(llvn g 2y <1 1B (D@1 0225, 10) < 00

3.2 Weak Convergence Rates for Galerkin Approximations

Remark 3.1 Assume the setting in Sect. 3.1. Note that the assumption that (H, >
vi=> F@) € Hyy_p) € LipO(Hp,Hz(y,ﬁ)) ensures that (H, > v — F(v) €
H,) € LipO(Hp, H,). The assumption that (H, 3 v+ (U 3 u — B(v)u € H,) €
L,(U,Hy)) € LipO(Hp, L,(U, H,)) and Proposition 2.1 hence show that there exist
up to modifications unique (IF;);¢[0,7]-predictable stochastic processes X .10, T] x
Q — P;(H,), I € P(H), such that for all I € P(H), r € [0, T] it holds that

SUPse[0,7] E[IIXS] IIin] < 0o and PP-a.s. that

x! = e'Apjeg +/

t t
e(t—s)AP[F(Xz)ds+f e=9Ap, B(X))dW,. (3.1)
0

0
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The next elementary result, Lemma 3.2, provides global a priori L2-bounds for the
stochastic processes X' [0, T1xQ — P; (H,), I € P(H), from Remark 3.1 (cf,,
e.g., Lemma 3.2 in [23]).

Lemma 3.2 Assume the setting in Sect. 3.1 and let X' [0, T] x Q — Py Hy), I €
PM), be (IF;);e[0,11-predictable stochastic processes such that for all I € P(H),

t € [0, T it holds that sup¢(o 1) IE[HX{ ”%{p] < 00 and P-a.s. that

X{ = e"Prg +/

t t
e=9AP, F(X])ds + / e"9AP B(X))dW,. (3.2)
0

0

Then

sup sup max{l, E[|X/ ”f{ 1} = max{l,]E[HéIl%{p]}
[€P(H) 1€[0,T] ! (3.3)

2
exp(T[20F1e, Iy ) + IBI I o 1o ]) < O

In the next result, Lemma 3.3 below, we present an elementary perturbation estimate
(cf., e.g., Lemma 3.3 in [23]).

Lemma 3.3 Assume the setting in Sect.3.1 and let X! [0, T]x Q2 — P;(Hy), I €
PM), be (F;)ieqo,71-predictable stochastic processes such that for all 1 € P(H),

t € [0, T] it holds that supg¢(o, 7 E[HXSI ||f{0] < oo and P-a.s. that

t t
X! = e"APg + / e=9AP F(X)ds + / e"IAPB(X))dW,. (3.4)
0 0
Then it holds for all 1, J € P(H) that

sup E[|x! = X/ [3) 2| sup EJPrsx! + P/ G,
te[0,7T] t€[0,T]

2
-exp([v2T 1Bl Loty 1) T V2 T IPIAIBILi0 a1 1w Hoy) ) < OO

(3.5)

Lemma 3.4 Assume the setting in Sect. 3.1, let X7¥: [0, T] x Q@ — P;(Hp), x €
P;(Hy), J € Po(H), be (F;);c(0,1)-predictable stochastic processes such that for all

J € Po(H), x € P;(Hyp), t € [0, T] it holds that supSE[O’T]E[HXSJ’XH%IO] < 00 and
P-a.s. that

t t
X/ =y 4 / e=9AP, F(X/ ) ds + f e=AP, B(X/ ) dW,, (3.6)
0 0

letg € CIE(HO’ R), and let u’ : [0, T] x P;(Hy) — R, J € Py(H), be the functions
which satisfyforall J € Po(H), (t, x) € [0, T]1xP, (Ho) thatu’ (1, x) = E[p(X])].
Then
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(i) it holds for all J € Po(H) that u’ € CV2([0, T1 x P;(Hp), R),
(ii) it holds that

J
sup  sup |u”(t, ')|cé (P, (Hp),R)
JePy(H) t€[0,T] (37)

2
= lelci @y r) exp(T [ IFlLip0 1) + 3 |B|Lip°(H0,L2(U,H0))]) < 0,

and
(iii) it holds that

1
sp sup e () aqp, i) = 1902, i max{ 1 [7((Co? + 2(Cw)?)] "
JePy(H) t€[0,T]

“exp(T[L + 31F 100 (o Ho) +4|B|iip°(Ho.Lz(U,Ho))]) < o0. (3.8)
Proof of Lemma 3.4 Observe thatitholds forall J € Po(H) thatP; (Ho) < (), cr Hr)
is a finite-dimensional R-vector space. The assumptions that F|u, € C2(HQ, Hy),
Bln, € C?(H,, Ly(U,Hy)), F € Lip®(Ho, Ho), B € Lip®(Ho, Ly(U, Hy)), and
Cr+ Cp < o0 hence ensure for all J € Pyo(H) that (P;(Hy) 2 v — P;F(v) €
P;(Hy)) € Cg(P](Ho),PJ(HO)) and P;Hyp) v~ (U3 ur P;Blvu €
P;(Hpy) € Lr(U,P;(Hp))) € Cg(PJ(H()), L,(U,P;(Hp))). Therefore, Lem-
mas 2.2 and 2.5 prove for all J € Py(H) that u’ € C1?([0, T] x P;(Hp), R),

J
sup |u’ (¢, ')ng(PJ(HO),R) = |¢|PJ(H0)|C&(PJ(H[}),R)
1€[0,T] 3.9
I 2
'eXP(T[|PJF|PJ(Ho>|C,§(PJ(Ho>,PJ(Ho)) +2 |PJB|PJ(H0>|cg(PJ(HO),L2(U,P,, Hp)))d/)

and

J . <
t;‘g%”” )z, mo.m = [210sa0 [ 2, a1 %)

2
max{l’ [TOPJ Fle, #0200, o). p, o))

1/2
2
+2IP’B|PJ(H°>|C§<PJ(Ho>,Lz<U,PJ<Ho)>>)] } (3.10)
1
~exp(T 5 + 3 1P Fle, ko) ol e, . ko)

+4|P;Blp,wHy >

cga’/(Ho),Lz<U,PJ<Ho>))]) = oo

This implies (i)—(iii) and thus completes the proof of Lemma 3.4. O

Before we present the main result of this article, Theorem 3.6 below, we recall
the following elementary and well-known lemma, which is employed in the proof of
Theorem 3.6.

Lemma3.5 Let p € [0, 00), let J,, n € Ny, be sets which satisfy for all n € N
that J, € Jp+1 and U,onozl TIm = Jo, and let g: Jo — (0, 00) be a function which

satisfies Zhejo (gn)? < oo. Then
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lim sup sup({gx: h € Jo\Jn} U {0}) = 0. 3.11)

n— oo

Proof of Lemma 3.5 Without loss of generality we assume that p € (0, co) (otherwise
(3.11) is clear). Observe that for all n € N it holds that

[sup({gn: h € TN\TIUION]" = D (e? =D (e’ = Y _ (ew)?-
heJo\Tn heJo heJn
(3.12)

Moreover, note that Lebesgue’s theorem of dominated convergence proves that

lim sup[ PEDLEDS (gh>"] =0. (3.13)

= Lic hed,

Combining this with (3.12) completes the proof of Lemma 3.5. O

Theorem 3.6 Assume the setting in Sect. 3.1, let X' [0, T x Q — P;(Hy), I €
P(H), and X'*: [0, T] x @ — P;(Hp), x € P;(Hy), J € Po(H), be (F,);ef0,71-
predictable stochastic processes such that forall I € P(H), J € Po(H), x € P;(Hy),

2
t € [0, T it holds that sup, o 71 E[||X§||§Ip + ||ij’x||H0] < 00 and P-a.s. that

X! =etpe |

t t
e(f—f>AP,F(X§)ds+/ eU=9APB(X)dWw,,  (3.14)
0

0

t t
X" =y + / eU=9AP,F(X! ) ds + / eU=9AP,B(X/ %) dW,,  (3.15)
0 0

let ¢ € C%(Ho, R), and let u’ : [0, T] x P;(Hp) — R, J € Py(H), be the functions
which satisfyforall J € Po(H), (1, x) € [0, T1xP; (Ho) thatu’ (1, x) = E[p(X])].
Then it holds for all I € P(H)\{H} that

[E[o(X7)] - Efe(x7)]]

J
= sup  sup |u’ (¢, )cip, m R}
([JEPO(H)IE[O,T] s (P (Ho),R)

T
'[]E[||$||H2(Vﬁ)]+ sup fo E[HF(X{)HHZM]ds]

J€Pp(H)

B (3.16)
+ AP, [ sup  sup [u? (¢, )| 2, R}

2(Ho) JEPo(H) 1€[0.7] » (P (Hop),R)

T
. |: sup /0 E [”B(X:cl)”%(U,Hy)] ds:|)

JePy(H)
B—vy
. |: inf |Ah|:| < 00.
heH\I
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Proof of Theorem 3.6 Throughout this proof let U € U be an orthonormal basis of
U, let v/, v{: [0, T] x P;(Hp) — R, J € Po(H), and vy ,: [0, T] x P;(Hp) —
LO®P;(Hp),R), £ € {1,2}, J € Po(H), be the functions which satisfy for all J €
Po(H), (k, ) € {(1,0), (0, 1), (0,2)}, (t,x) € [0,T] x P;(Hp) that v/ (¢, x) =

1

K+

E[g(X7%,)] and v (. x) = (;557v7) (. x), and let Ry y5: Q@ — L(P,(Hy)),
I € P(J),J € Po(H), s € [0, T], be the functions which satisfy for all s € [0, T,
JePyM), I € P(J),w € 2, y1, ¥ € Py(Hp) that

72 (s, XL(@) 01, y2) = (1. R1y.5 (@) y2)m,.- (3.17)

Note that for all J € Py(H), (¢, x) € [0, T] x P;(Hp) it holds that v/ (r,x) =
u? (T =1, x). Next observe that for all J € Py(H), x € P;(Hp) it holds that

o(x) = E[px)] = u’ (0, x) = v/ (T, x). (3.18)
Moreover, note that for all J € Py(H) it holds that
Ele(x7)] = E[«’ (T, X{)] = E[v/ (0. X7)]. (3.19)

Combining (3.18) and (3.19) shows for all J € Py(H), I € P(J) that
(3.20)

In a first step we establish an estimate for the second summand on the right hand side
of (3.20). For this observe that for all J € Py(H), I € P(J) it holds that

E[v” (0, X§)] = E[v/ (0. X7)]]
1
~[e[ [ a0 x5+ (8 - xD)(xF - x) 0|
0
< 1! (T, )l ey, a1y, ELIXG — Xl ]
= lu’(T, ')|Cg(PJ(H0),R)E[HPI(X({) - PJ(X({)”HQ]‘

(3.21)
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In addition, it holds for all x € Hp(,,_g), I, J € P(H) with I # J that

IPr(x) —Py(x)llm,

< IA2P7P oo gy IPa DU @y, )

(3.22)

B—v
= inf A P X
[he(l\])u(]\l)' h|:| 1P syun( )IIHZ(VW

B—v
< A X .
[heuwuw)| m} 113,

Putting (3.21) and (3.22) together proves for all J € Po(H), I € P(J)\{H]} that

B[’ 0. %5)] - E[v/ 0. X)) 623

B—v
<| sup sup |uf(, )| } 1€l [ nf th - s
|:K€770(H)te[0 T C} Pk (Ho),R) [ 2y— ﬁ)]

Inequality (3.23) provides an estimate for the second summand on the right hand side
of (3.20). In a second step we establish an estimate for the fist summand on the right
hand side of (3.20). The chain rule and Lemma 2.2 show that for all J € Py(H),
(t,x) € [0, T] x P;(Hp) it holds that

v{go(t, X) = —vo 1 (2, x)[Ax + PJF()C) Z Vg, 2, x)(PyB)u, PyB(x)u).
uel
(3.24)

The standard Itd formula and (3.24) prove for all J € Po(H), I € P(J) that

[ (7. X0)] - B[ 0.x)] = [ B[t oo, X2)) s

T
+/ E[v({’l(s,xi)AXSI]ds—l—/ E[vg, (s. X! )P/ F(X])] ds
0 0

+3) / x!)(PB(x)b. PB(x))b)] ds

beU (3.25)
T

T
=/ E[v({l(s’XA{)PIF(X‘f)]ds—f E[vg (s, X))P,F(X])]ds
0

0

+1 Z/ [vg,(s. X!)(P/B(X])b, PB(X])b)]

belU
—E[v],(s, X!)(P,B(X])b, PJB(X‘f)b)D ds
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This shows for all J € Py(H), I € P(J) that

5[ (. p)] — B[ 0. )= [ [ELug 6. X0 (e — o)) as
0 (3.26)

Z/ [vg )®BxHb + P BxDb, PiB(xHb —PyB(X!)b)]ds
belU

Inequality (3.22) and Lemmas 3.4 and 3.2 thus prove forall J € Po(H), I € P(J)\{J}
that

T
/O IE[vg ) (s, X1) (PrF(X]) — PyF(XD)]| ds

T
- / E[|v 1 (s, X ) (PrE(x]) — P,R(XD))[]ds
0

IA

T
fﬁ[‘épn'“ (. )l @, o). B) / E[IP/F(X]) — P;F(X])||, ] ds (3.27)

T
sp sup ¥ ()l ] wp [ EFGE I, ]ds
|:KeP0(H)tEOT] Cy (Pk (Ho).R) KePo(H) Jo [ s HZ(y—ﬁ)]

B—vy
. [ inf |Ah|] < 00.
heJ\I

This estimates the first summand on the right hand side of (3.26). Next we consider
the second summand on the right hand side of (3.26). Note that the Holder inequality
for Schatten norms implies for all s € [0, T'], J € Py(H), I € P(J) that

IA

IBX))* (P + PRy (P — PHBXDI,, 0,
I\x
< IB(X;)" (P +PJ)”L(zﬂ)/y(H(),U)||R1x~lvs||L(P](H())) (3.28)

I
: H (PI - P‘,)B(Xé ) H L(Zﬁ)/(Zﬁ—y)(U*HO)'
Moreover, observe that for all s € [0, T'], J € Po(H), I € P(J)\{J} it holds that

IBOX)* @1+ P, a0y = B AT AT ®r+P)I L, w0,

< IBX* A Il g1, 0y 1A ™7 Iy, i) 1+ Pl a1

_p 18 (3.29)
= IBX) 0. u,) A Py P+ Pyl 2 g
< 2||B(XS)IIL(U,HV)IIA‘ IILZ(HO) < o0
and
1P =PHBXDL,, 0wy
= 1@ =Pl N, g B, (3.30)
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= 1@ =POA g 1A Pl g B m,)

= [hg}f\lw\]H||A‘ﬂ||if(1§3/f||B<X§ My m,) < 0o
In addition, Lemma 3.4 establishes for all s € [0, T], J € Po(H), I € P(J) that
IR sy < SUP 117 (1 ) c2qp, gy ) < O (3.31)
1€[0,T]
Combining (3.28)—(3.31) shows for all s € [0, T'], J € Po(H), I € P(J)\{J} that
IBX)*®r + PR P —PHOBX)I L, 1)

2
<2|A P [ sup u? (£, )2 ]
Ly (Hp) [E[OPT] C2(P;(Hp).R) (3.32)

INE i /3_)/
: HB(Xs)”L(U,Hy)[hél}f\IMh'] o

This and (3.17) imply for all s € [0, T1, J € Po(H), I € P(J)\{J} that

> E[vg (s XI) (@ +PHBX])b, @ — PHBX])b)]
belU

E[Z«P, +P)BX))b, Ry s s(Pr — P)BX])b)u,
belU -

= ‘E[Z(b,mxs’ )*(®r + PRy (P —P)BX])b)y
belU -

=|E[tracey B(X{)* (P +Py)R;. 1P — PBX))]| (3.33)
< E[|BX)*®; + PRy, =PDBX)|, 1]

B-v
<2|AF2 sup |u’(t, - E[|[BxD|? inf |2 :
= ” ”LZ(HO)L:[EPT]W ( )ng(PJ(Ho),R) [H ( S)HL(U,HV)] heJ\Il hl

Lemmas 3.2 and 3.4 hence prove for all J € Po(H), I € P(J)\{J} that

T
i Z/O E[vg,(s. X)) (PBX)b + P,B(X)b, PB(X))b — P;B(X!)b)]ds
belU

_B,2 K
<IIAPI,, @ [ sup  sup |u” (1, )lc2p, m R]
2(Ho) K ePo(ED) 1€[0.7] § (Pg (Hp),R)

B—y

T
2
| su E[|B(XX) dsi||: inf |A } < 0. (3.34)
[KeP(F(H)/O 1Bz, heJ\II Al
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Combining this with (3.26) and (3.27) ensures for all J € Py(H), I € P(J)\{H]} that
[E[v’(T. X7)] = E[v" (0. X)]|

T

K K

= sup  sup |u” (7, )¢ ] sup / E[||FX5)) ds
([KEPO(H)tE[O,T] Co ®Bx (Ho).R) KePo(H) Jo [ s Hz(y—m]

_g.2 K
+ A ﬂ”L H |: sup sup [u” (¢, ez, Ho) R
2(Hp) KePo(H) 1<[0.T] t (Px (Ho),R)

T Ko 2 B=y
. sup / E[IBXH)I dsi|>|: inf |Ah|] < 00.
[KePo(H) 0 (BN, .0, heH\I

This constitutes an estimate for the first summand on the right hand side of (3.20).
Inequalities (3.35), (3.20), and (3.23) show for all J € Po(H), I € P(J)\{H]} that

} (3.35)

|E[e(X7)] = E[e(x7)]|

= <|: sup  sup |uK(t7')|Cé(PK(HO)’R)}[E[”s”Hz(y_ﬁ)]

KePy(H) t€[0,T]

T
+ sup f IE[||F(X§‘>||H2W>]ds} (3.36)
KePy(H) JO

—B,2 K
+1AP I, m [ sup  sup fu” (1, )2 R]
2(Ho) KePo(H) 1€[0.T] v Pk (Ho),R)

T P B—y
. sup / E||IBX)I dsi|>|: inf |Ah|] < 00.
|:K€770(H) 0 [IBXON w1, heH\I

In a third step Lemmas 3.3, 2.5, and 2.6, the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, and the
Burkholder-Davis—Gundy inequality (see, e.g., Lemma 7.7 in Da Prato & Zabczyk
[13]) imply for all n € N, (Ji)ken, S P(H) with UI?i] Jy =Joand Vk € N: J; C
Ji+1 € Po(H) that

2
sup (B[IX7 = X7 1)
tel0,T]

2
< ﬁ[ sup (E[”PJ()\JnXtJO||H0])l/2:|

1€[0.T]
1 oy 2
: eXP(E[ﬁT 1Py, Flpipo g 1) + V2T |PJnB|Lip0(H0,L2(U,H0))] )
1 oy 2
< V2exp(3[V2T IFILigo 0. 1) + V2T BlLin0 b1y, o 1o ) ) (3.37)

I r 2
. ((E[HPJO\Jnsn%IO]) 2 |:T /0 IE[HPJO\JHF(XSJO)H;O]ds]

T 12
2
+[/O ]E[”PJO\J,,B(XSJO)||L2(U’HO)]dsj| )
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Therefore, Lebesgue’s theorem of dominated convergence proves for all (Ji)ken, <
P (H) with U;:i] Jr = Joand Vk € N: Ji C Jiy1 € Po(H) that

limsup sup (E[|IX7° — X/ ||i,0])'/2 =0. (3.38)

n—o0 tel0,T]

Moreover, observe that (3.36) ensures for all n € N, I € Po(H)\{H}, (Ji)ken <
Po(H) with | Jge, Jk = Hand Vk € N: I C Ji € Jpyg that

[E[e(x7)] - Ele(X7)]|
<[E[o(x7)] — El (x7)]| + [E[e(x7)] - E[o (X7)]

< 10l g o (ELNXE — X721, 1)

+ <|: sup sup |“ (, )|c (Pk (Hp), ]R)i| |:E[||E||H2(ylg)] (3.39)

KePy(H) t€[0,T]

T
+ sup /IE[HF(Xf)HHZ(yﬂ)]ds]

KePy(H) JO

+IAP12 [ sup  sup [uf @, )2 p. m R}
2(Hp) K ePo(H) 1<[0.T] Cb( x (Hp),R)

T K2 B—y
| su E[|B(XX)]| dsD[ inf |xh|} .
[KePf(H) /o [IBXONLw )] heH\I

Note that (3.38) and letting n — oo in (3.39) complete the proof of Theorem 3.6 in
the case that I € Py(H)\{H]}. In a last step we prove the remaining cases. Estimate
(3.39) ensures for all n € N, Iy € PH)\{H}, (Ix)ren < Po(lo) with U,fil I, =1
and Vk € N: I C [;4 that

(XP)] - Ele(x7)]|

< [E[e(x7)] - Ele(x7)]| + [E[e(X?)] ~ Ele(x7)]|
=< <|: sup sup |” (t, )|Cb(PJ(H()) R)]I: ||§”H2(}, 5)]

JePy(H) t€[0,T]

T
+ sup f E[HF(X!)IIHW)]‘“}

JePo(H) /O

[E[

<

2
+ 1AL, m [ sup sup [ul (1, )|z } (3.40)
2(Ho) JEPo(E) 1€10.T] CZ(P,;(Ho).R)

T 12 B—vy
| sup / E[IBX?)]| dsD[ inf |,\h|]
|:J€PO(H) 0 [ ’ L(U’Hy)] heH\I
I I, 2 1/2
+ |‘/’|cg(H0,R)(E[||XTO = X7 g, )"

Equation (3.38) and Lemma 3.5 thus complete the proof of Theorem 3.6. O
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The next corollary is a direct consequence of Theorem 3.6 and Lemma 3.2.

Corollary 3.7 Assume the setting in Sect. 3.1, let X': [0, T] x Q — P;(H,), I €
P(H), and X7-*: [0, T] x Q — P;(Hy), x € P;(Hy), J € Po(H), be (F1)iefo,71-
predictable stochastic processes such that forall I € P(H), J € Po(H), x € P;(Hy),

2
t € [0, T] it holds that supg¢(o, T JE[||X§ ”iL, + ||ijvx||H0] < 0o and P-a.s. that

t t
X! = e'APg + / eU=9AP F(X]) ds + / U=9APB(X)dW,,  (3.41)
0 0

t 13
X/ = ey + / eU=9AP, F(X! ) ds + / eU=VAP B(X/ ) dW,, (3.42)
0 0

letg € C%(Ho, R), and let u’ : [0, T] x P;(Hp) — R, J € Py(H), be the functions
which satisfyforall J € Po(H), (1, x) € [0, T1xP; (Ho) thatu’ (1, x) = E[p(X])].
Then it holds for all I € P(H)\{H} that

[E[e(x7)] - Ele(x7)]|

J J 2
< | max sup sup |u”(t,)|qi ] sup  sup maxil, E[||X]|
[’E{l’z}JEPO(H)tG[OA,T] s WP | a1y efo. 71 {1 E[1X T, ]}

[ o | T (3.43)

_B,2 2
+TIA ﬁ”Lz(Hu)“Bmp “LipO(Hp,L(U,Hy)))

B—y
. [ inf |Ah|] < 00.
heH\I

The last result in this section, Corollary 3.8 below, follows immediately from Corol-
lary 3.7 and Lemmas 3.4 and 3.2.

Corollary 3.8 Assume the setting in Sect. 3.1 and let X': [0,T] x Q@ — Py (Hp),
I € P(H), be (IF;);e[0,1)-predictable stochastic processes such that for all I € P(H),

t € [0, T] it holds that supg¢[o, T E[lX! ||I%Ip] < oo and P-a.s. that

t t
X! = e'Pg + / e=9AP, F(X])ds + / eU=9AP B(X!)dW,. (3.44)
0 0
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Then it holds for all ¢ € Cg (Hp, R), I € P(H)\{H]} that

E[¢(x7)] - E[e(X7)]]
< 19l c2qap,m max {1, E[ 15 15y, ]}

. (E[I|$||H2(y,ﬂ>] + TIFm, o, )

8,2 2
T IA ™ st 1Bl I o 1, )

: maxll, [T((Cp)?* + 2(CB)2)]1/2] (3.45)

1 2
~exp(T[5 +3 IFlLipo g, 1p) T4 |B|Lip0(H0,L2(U,H0))])
2
exp(T[21F1m, i, 1) + B I 0 1o ])

B—y
. |: inf |Ah|] < 00.
heH\I

3.3 Semilinear Stochastic Wave Equations and the Continuous Version of the
Hyperbolic Anderson Model

Roughly speaking, the following elementary and well-known lemma provides a useful
criterion for determining whether a vector belonging to an interpolation space asso-
ciated to a symmetric diagonal linear operator possesses more regularity (cf., e.g.,
Example 37.1 in Sell & You [40]).

Lemma 3.9 Considerthe notationin Sect. 1.1, letK € {R, C}, let (H, (-, )i, ||| ) be
a K-Hilbert space, let H C H be a nonempty orthonormal basis of H, let A: D(A) C
H — H be a symmetric diagonal linear operator with inf(op(A)) > 0, and let
(Hy, (-, Ya,s I g,)s v € R, be a family of interpolation spaces associated to A. Then

(i) forallv € \J;cp Hs, r € R it holds that v € H, if and only if

[(w, v)u|

0, (3.46)
wespany, E\{0) W7,
(ii) foralls e R, v € H_g, r € [—s, 00) it holds that v € H, if and only if

[(w, v)u|

0, (3.47)
weH N0} Wz,

and
(iii) forallr € R, v € H,, s € [—r, 00) it holds that

_ {w, v) gl
lvlly, = sup —_—
wespany, E\{0} W7,
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sup L vhal (3.48)

werN\0) lwllg_,

In the next result, Corollary 3.10, we specialize Corollary 3.7 above to the case of
semilinear stochastic wave equations. Corollary 3.10 is an elementary consequence
of Corollary 3.7.

Corollary 3.10 Considerthe notationin Sect. 1.1,let T, 9 € (0, 00),y € (1/4,1/2), p €
[0, 2y —1/2), 0 € [1/6, 00), let (2, F, P) be a probability space with a normal filtration
Foieo.ry, let (H, ¢V as IHlm) = (L2 eo,1): R, (- V2o 112G i)
let (Wy)ieo,r) be an idy-cylindrical (2, F, P, (F;)ie0,7])-Wiener process, let
(en)neNn € H satisfy for all n € N and p1y-a.e. x € (0,1) that e,(x) =
V2sin(nzx), let A: D(A) € H — H be the Laplacian with Dirichlet boundary
conditions on H multiplied by ¥, let (Hy, (-, ")u,, I-lg,), r € R, be a family of
interpolation spaces associated to —A, let Py € L(H x H i), N € NU {oc}, be
the linear operators which satisfy for all N € NU {oo}, v, w € H that Py (v, w) =
(er:;l(e"’ vYHEn, Z,I:/:] {en, w)Hen), letA: D(A) € HxH_i, — HxH_i), bethe
linear operator which satisfies D(A) = Hy, x H andV (v, w) € Hy, x H: A(v, w) =
(w, Av), let& € L2(Plg,; Hiyx H), ¢ € C2(H x H_1, R), f € Lip*((0, 1) xR, R),
B € Lip’(H, Ly(H, H_1p)) satisfy Vv € Hp,u € H: Bwu € Hy_ip, Yv €
Hy: (H>uwr B(Wu € Hy 1p) € Lo(H,Hy—1p), (Hy, v > (H 3 u
B(Wu € Hy_1p) € Lo(H, Hy—1p)) € LipO(Hp, Lo(H,H,_1p)), Yv e Hy: (H 3
ur— Bwue H,_1p) e LLH, Hy_1p),(Hy2v— (H3u~ B(v)u e H,_1p) €
L(H,H,_1p)) € LipO(Hp,L(H,H},,l/z)), Bln, € Cg(HQ,Lz(H, H_\;)), and
SUD. vy vaeHy, max{llvn .ol <1 1B” V@1 V) |y, ) < 00, and let F: H X
H_y, — Hy x Hand B: H x H_\, — Ly(H,H x H_i;) be the func-
tions which satisfy for all v,u € H, w € H_i, and p,1)-a.e. x € (0,1) that
(F(v, w))(x) = (0, f(x, v(x))) and B(v, w)u = (0, B(v)u). Then
(i) it holds that ¥ € Lip’(H x H_ip, Hip x H), Flu,xn, ,, € Lip*(Hy x
Hy_1p, Hppy x H), B € Lip®(H x H_ip, Ly(H, H x H_1p)), Yv € H, x
H, 1p,u € H: Bwu € H, x H,_1p, Vv € Hy X Hy_1: (H 3> u >
B(wu € H, x Hy_1pp) € Lo(H,Hy x Hy_1p), (Hy X Hy_1p 3 v
(H>uw Bu € Hy x Hy_ip) € Lo(H, Hy, x Hy_15)) € Lip’(H, x
Hy 1y, Lo(H, Hy X Hy_1)), Yv € Hy x Hy_1pp: (H > u = BQu €
H,xH, _\p) e L(H, H,xH,_1p), (HyxHy,_1, 5v+> (H>ur BQu e
Hy,xHy,_i,) € L(H, H,xHy_15,)) € Lip’(H, x Hy_1/», L(H, Hy, x Hy_1)),
Blr,xH, 1, € Cl(Hp x Hy—1pp, Lo(H, H x H_1p,)), and

V§ € (—oo, 1/4):

||F”(X)(U1,U2)||H5XH8_1/2+HB”(X)(U1sUZ)”LZ(H.HxH_l/z)

Sup XEHQXHQ7|/2,

lillgxa |, lv2laxa
—1 —1
v1,v2€H, x H, _1,\(0} ? 2

(3.49)

(ii) it holds that there exist up to modifications unique (F;);e(0,7]-predictable
stochastic processes XN 0, TIxQ — Py(H, x Hy_1p), N € NU{oo}, such
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that forall N € NU{oo}, 1 € [0, T]it holds that sup, (o 7 E[||X§V||§,M 1/2] <
, : .
oo and P-a.s. that

13 13
XN = "APye + /0 e=IAPVF(XN)ds + /0 eU=VAPYB(XN) AW,
(3.50)

and
(iii) it holds for all ¢ € (4(1/2 — y), 00) that there exists a real number C € [0, 00)
such that for all N € N it holds that

[E[e(xF)] - E[e(x7)]| = - N*7". (351)

Proof of Corollary 3.10 Throughout this prooflet f; ¢: (0, 1) xR — R,k, £ € {0, 1, 2}
withk+£ < 2,be the functions which satisfy forall k, ¢ € {0, 1, 2}, (x, y) € (0, ) xR

k+t

with k + € < 2 that fi o(x,y) = (Wf)(x, y)andlet F: H — H be the function

which satisfies for all v € H and p(g,1)-a.e. x € (0, 1) that (F(v))(x) = f(x, v(x)).
Then note that for all u, v € H, w € H_y, it holds that F(v, w) = (0, F(v)) and

1 12
1Fu) — F)llg = </0 Lf (e, u(x) — f(x, v(X))Ide>

= |f|Lip°((o,1)xR,R)”“ —vlg. (3.52)

This proves that F' € LipO(H, H). Hence, we obtain that F € LipO(H x H_1p, Hijy X
H). Next observe that the Sobolev embedding theorem ensures for all § € [1, 6] that

TN L202:2) (3:53)

weH\[0)  wlig,
Moreover, note that it holds for all v, h € H and (o, 1)-a.e. x € (0, 1) that

| f e v(x) + h(x) = £, v(x) = fo1(x, vE)h(x)]
1
= ’/0 [fo.1(x, v(x) + yh(x)) = fo,1(x, v(x)]A(x) dy (3.54)

2
=< |f|Lip1((0,1)XR)R)|h(x)| .

@ Springer



S1210 Applied Mathematics & Optimization (2021) 84 (Suppl 2):S1187-S1217

This, Holder’s inequality, and (3.53) imply for all v € H,, h € H,\{0} that

1 1 12
||h|| </ |f(-x, v(X)+h(X))—f(x,v(x)) _fO,l(X,U(X))h(x)|2dx>
H, \JO
1A,

(k0.1):R)

< |f|Lip1((0,1)><R,]R)W (3.55)
4
||w||L4(u<o 1):R) 2

= 1 fILip! (0, 1) xR, R) <we?3{0}w> 72l g, < oo.

e o

In addition, observe that it holds for all v, & € H, that

1 12
( /0 | fo.1(x, v(x))h(x)|2dx)

lwll gy
=< |f|Cg((0,1)xR,R)”h”H = If'C;((O,l)x]R,]R) (m?ﬁ{@} wil g ||h||Hg
) o

w
sup lwll &
weH\(0) W &,

= |f|Lip0((0,1)xR,R)< )“h”HQ < Q0. (3.56)

Inequalities (3.55)—(3.56) prove that F|y,: H, — H is Fréchet differentiable, that
forall v, h € Hy and po,1y-a.e. x € (0, 1) it holds that

(F'()h)(x) = fo,1(x, v(x)h(x), (3.57)

and that sup,epy, IF' )L,y < |f|Cg((0,1)xR’R) < oo. Furthermore, Holder’s
inequality and (3.53) show for all u, v, h € H, that

I(F" () — F'(w)hll g

1 12
= (/0 |[fo.1 G u(x) = fo,1(x, v(x))]h(x)|2dx)

(3.58)
< Iflipt . nxR®) 1 = Vll 240 1) 11l L4 100,15

Wl 24 0,1y R)

2
= |f|Lip1((0,l)xR,R)< sup ) lu —vllg, Al < oo.

weH N0} 1wy,

This ensures that F| H, € Lip1 (H,, H). Similarly, observe that for all v, &, g € H and
1o,n-a.e. x € (0, 1) it holds that

| fo,1(x, v(x) + g(x)A(x) — fo1(x, v(x)h(x) — fo2(x, v(x)h(x)g(x)]

1
/o [fo2(x, v(x) + yg () — fo2(x, v(x))]h(x)g(x) dy’ (3.59)

< 1 L0,y By A 18 () .
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This, Holder’s inequality, and (3.53) establish for all v, h € H,, g € H,\{0} that

1
I8l

1
(/o | f0,1(x, v(x) + g(x))h(x)

1/2
— fo.1(x, v))R(x) = fo2(x, v())R(x)g(x) [ dx)

|fILip2 0, yxr.R) ([ ’ 4\
< [ (x)]"|g ()" dx (3.60)
||8||HQ 0

2
||h||L6(M,(()‘|);]R) ”g”L6(M(O.l)?R)

= 1 fILip2 0, 1) xR, R)

gl n,
Twll L6 (a0 1:R) |
.1y
= [fILip20, 1) xR, R <w:f‘;1§{0} W) 1Al g, gy, < oo
4 4

Furthermore, Holder’s inequality and (3.53) also prove for all v, i, g € H,, that

1 12
( /0 | fo o (x, v(x))h(x)g(x)|2dx> < 112, xmm 1 a0 18 5 Gugo )

”w||L4(M(0,1);R)

2
= Ifle2 ( sup 7) 72l a, Nl g I 3.61
G (O.DXRR) weH,y\ {0} ”w”HQ ¢ He ( )

lw ”L4(M(0,1):R)

2
= |f|Lip1(((),1)><R,]R)< sup ) ||h||l-lg ”g”HQ < 0.

weH\(0}  [wlia,

Combining (3.60)—(3.61) ensures that F'| i, : H, — H is twice Fréchet differentiable,
that for all v, i, g € H, and (o, 1)-a.e. x € (0, 1) it holds that

(F"()(h, ) (x) = fo2(x, v()h(x)g(x), (3.62)

and that

Wil 24 0.1y )

s,

)2 <0 (3.63)

sup ”FH(U)”L(Z) H o H) = [fle2 ( sup
veH, (Ho. H) Co(O.DxR.E) weH,\ (0}

In addition, Holder’s inequality and (3.53) establish for all u, v, h, g € H, that

1 12
I(F”" ) — F" () (h, )y = ( /0 [[for(x,u(x)) — foalx, v(x»]h(x)g(x)lzdx>

= 1 g0, xr Ry 1 = V16 o120 11 26,1y 181 L6 0.1y :) (3.64)

||w||L6(H(0,|):R)

3
= ‘-flLipz((O,l)x]R.]R)< ) flu — U”HQ ||h||Hg ||g||Hg < ©o0.

sup
weH N0} wlig,

This shows that F|p, € Lipz(HQ, H). This proves that F|ngyg_1/2 € Lipz(HQ X
Hy_1p, Hij, x H). Next, note that the assumptions that B € LipO(H, Ly(H, H_1p)),
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Vv € Hp,u € H: Bwu € H, 1, Vv € Hy: (H 3 u — B@u
H,_\p) € Ly(H,Hy_1pp), (H, > v » (H > u = Bu € H,_1p)
Ly(H, Hy_1)) € Lip%(H,, Lo(H, Hy—1p)), Yv € Hy: (H 3 u > B(vu
H, ) € L(H,H,_\p), (H, 3 v~ (H3>uwr~ Bu € H, 1))
L(H,Hy, 1)) € Lip"(H,, L(H, Hy_ip»)), and Bly, € CZ(Hy, La(H, H_1p))
ensure that B € Lip®(H x H_ij,, Lo(H, H x H_1),)), Yv € Hy x Hy_1p,u €
H:Bwu € H, x H,_1p,Yv € Hy X Hy_1p: (H 3 u = B(u € H, x
H, 1p) € Lo(H,Hy x Hy 1p0), (Hy, x Hy_iyp 2 v = (H 3 u = BQu €
H, x Hy_1p) € Lo(H, Hy x Hy_1)) € Lip®(H, x Hp—1jp, L2(H, Hy x Hp_1)),
Vve Hy x Hy_1: (H > u+— B(wu € H, x H, 1) € L(H,H, x H,_1,),
(Hy x Hy_1p 3 v > (H > uw~ Bwu € H, x H,_p) € L(H,H, x
Hy_15,)) € Lip®(H, x H,_1, L(H, Hy, x Hy_15,)), and Blr,xH, ,, € CL(H, x
Hy 1, Ly(H, H X H_1p)). In addition, Lemma 3.9 proves for all 6 € (—oo0, 1/4),
v, h, g € H, that

M M M M

(w, F"()(h, &)1

IF" )y (h, Ny, ,, = sup
R weH) s\ 0) lwlla,,
T (369
(10,13
= |f|C§((0,1)xR,R)< sup —(O]))”h”H”g”H < Q.
weH, \0)  [Wla,
This and the assumption that
sup IB” (x)(v1, Ly H_y ) < (3.60)

x,v1,v2€H,, max{[vi [l g, llv2llg}<1

show (3.49). The proof of (i) is thus complete. Furthermore, observe that (ii) follows
directly from (i) and Remark 3.1. It thus remains to prove (iii). For this let ¢ €
@d2—-y),1-2p],B8 € (1/2,2y] and 1, € R, n € N, be real numbers which satisfy
for all n € N that 8 = 1/2 4 (e=4(/2=y)/2 and A, = —072n? and let A: D(A) C
H x H_\, — H x H_\, be the linear operator which satisfies forall (v, w) € Hi, x H
that D(A) = Hy, x H and

00 1
A, w) = (Zn=1|)‘n| 2<en9 U)Hen) . (3.67)

300 1Al en, wymen

Then note that for all v € Hj it holds that Av = Y 7, An(en, vV)ge, and
AP ||L2(H><H71/2) < o0o. Furthermore, observe that (i) and the fact that 2y — 8 =
(I=e)/2 < 1/2 imply that (H x H_1, 3 v = F(v) € Hyy g x Hyp g1pp) €
Lip®(H x H_yp, Hyy—p x Hay_p_15,). This, the fact that 2p < 1 — e = 2(2y — ),
and again (i) enable us to apply Corollary 3.7 to obtain that there exists a real number
C € [0, o0) such that for all N € N it holds that
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[E[p(x7)] - E[p(X7)]] < ClanlP < co™2 N1 (3.68)
The proof of Corollary 3.10 is thus complete. O

In the proof of Corollary 3.12 below we employ the following elementary and
well-known result, Lemma 3.11.

Lemma3.11 Let K € {R, C}, let (H, (-, -)u., |I-|| ) be a K-Hilbert space, let Hl C H
be a nonempty orthonormal basis of H, let A: D(A) € H — H be a symmetric
diagonal linear operator with inf(op(A)) > O, let (H;, (-, )u,, |'llg.), r € R, be
a family of interpolation spaces associated to A, and let q,s € R, p € [gq, o0),
r € [s,00). Then

(i) forall B € L(Hy, Hy) it holds that (B(Hq) CHyand(H;3v Bv e H,) €
L(H,, H,)) if and only if

[Bwllg,

(B(spanH(H)) C H, and oo), (3.69)

wespan; (F\(0} 1wl &,

(ii) forall B € L(Hy, Hy) it holds that (B(Hq) CHyand(H;>2v Bv e H,)e€
L(H,, H,)) if and only if

IBwll g,
B(Hp) € H, and sup — < 00|, (3.70)
weH\(0} lwllg,

and
(iii) forall B € L(Hy, H,) it holds that

|Bwll g, |Bwll g,
1Bl Lt .1,y = sup ——T = sup —=. (371
wespany F\(0) 1WlH, — wer,\o) wla,

Corollary 3.12 Consider the notation in Sect. 1.1, let T,9 € (0,0), a,B €
R, let (2, F,IP) be a probability space with a normal filtration (F;);cjo0,1), let
H, )i Hlg) = (LZ(M(O,M R), (-, '>L2(H(0‘1):R)’ ”'”Lz(u(o,l);R))’ let (Wi)rero,1
be an idg-cylindrical (2, F, P, (F;):c(0,71)-Wiener process, let (e,)nen € H satisfy
foralln € Nand o 1y-a.e. x € (0, 1) that e, (x) = \/zsin(nnx), let A: D(A) C
H — H be the Laplacian with Dirichlet boundary conditions on H multiplied by ¥,
let (Hy, (-, Vi, -Ilm,), ¥ € R, be a family of interpolation spaces associated to — A,
letPy € L(H x H_15), N € NU {00}, be the linear operators which satisfy for all
N € NU {0}, v,w € H that Py(v,w) = (Z;V:](e,,, v)Hen, sz:l(en, w)He,,),
let A: D(A) € H x H.i, — H x H_y, be the linear operator which sat-
isfies D(A) = Hip x H and ¥Y(v,w) € Hyy x H: A(w,w) = (w, Av), let
£ € L2(Plg,; Hip x H), ¢ € CE(H x H_1,R), f € Lip*((0, 1) x R, R), and
letF: Hx H_1, > Hiy x HandB: H x H_i, — Ly(H, H x H_1,) be the func-
tions which satisfy for all (v, w) € H x H_15,, u € Hy and j10,1y-a.e. x € (0, 1) that
(F(v, w))(x) = (0, f(x, v(x))) and (B(v, w)u) (x) = (0, (a + ﬁv(x))u(x)). Then
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(i) it holds that there exist up to modifications unique (F;);c[0,1)-predictable
stochastic processes XV [0, T1x Q > (ﬂpe[o’w) Py(H, x prl/z)), N €
N U {00}, such that for all p € [0,1/4), N € NU {oo}, ¢t € [0, T] it holds that
SUPse(0.7] E[||X£V||prHp_l/2] < 00 and P-a.s. that

t t
XN = "APye + f eU=9APNF(XY) ds + / e=IAPyB(XN)dw, (3.72)
0 0

and
(ii) it holds for all ¢ € (0, 00) that there exists a real number C € [0, 00) such that
forall N € N it holds that

Ep(x7)] - Elo(x})] = € N, 67

Proof of Corollary 3.12 Throughout this proof let B: H — Ly(H, H_i5) be the
function which satisfies for all v € H, u € H; and pp-ae. x € (0,1) that
(B(w)u)(x) = (a 4+ Bv(x))u(x). Note that it holds for all p € [0,1/4), v,u € H
that B(v)u € Hy,_1p, (H 3 y = By € Hy_1pp) € Lo(H, H,_1p5), and (H >
x> (H>yw B(x)y € Hy_ipp) € Lo(H, Hy_1pp)) € Lip®(H, Ly(H, Hp—1)).
Remark 3.1 and (i) in Corollary 3.10 thus prove (i). Next observe that the Sobolev
embedding theorem proves for all p € (0, 1/4) that

sup sup

|: ”w”Ll/(zp)(M(o,l);R)} 4 |: ”w||L2/(1’4”>(M(0,1)§R)
weH\{0) lwiiay,_, weH,\ {0} lwll g,

] < 00. (3.74)

This and Holder’s inequality ensure for all p € (0, 1/4), v € H,, u € Hj that

Kw, B(v)u)n|
sup ——— 10
wer\(0)  wlay,_,
||w||Ll/(2ﬂ)( X
mo.n»lR)i|
=| sup —— [l + Bvll 204 o llull2 R 3.75
[wem\m} lwlay, LYI=40) (1 0,1):R) (o) (3.75)
Il e g, lwll ; 21-4p) .
1(0,1);R) L 2 (0,1 R)
< [ sup 7<M sup —()]”‘X*‘ﬂvllyp\lullﬁ < 00.
weHi\0) hwls,,, weH),\{0} lwll g,

Lemma 3.9 hence shows forall p € (0, 1/4), v € H,, u € Hj that B(v)u € H, 1. In
addition, (3.75) and Lemmas 3.9 and 3.11 prove for all p € (0, 1/4),v € Hy,u € H
that B(v)u € Hy_1yyand (H 3 y =~ B(v)y € Hy_1y4) € L(H, H,_1y). Furthermore,
Lemma 3.9 and Holder’s inequality show for all p € (0, 1/4), vi,v2 € Hy, u € Hy
that
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[{w, (B(v) — B(v2))u)H|

(B — B(w2)ully, ,, = sup
, weH\{0} lwlla,,
”w”Ll/(Zﬂ) R ||w||L2/(174p) R 3.76
SI: sup (1,1 )i||: su (1,15 )] (3.76)
wer\0)  Iwlay, weH,\{0} lwll g,

Bl = v2ll g, lully < oo.

This and Lemma 3.11 establish for all ¢ € (0,1], y € (/2 — ¢/4,1/2), p €
[y — /4, min{2y — 1/2,1/4}) that (H, > v =~ (H 3 u — B(Wu € H,_1p) €
L(H,Hy, 1)) € LipO(Hp, L(H, Hy,_1)). Corollary 3.10 thus completes the proof
of Corollary 3.12. O
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