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A MIXED FINITE ELEMENT METHOD FOR THE STOCHASTIC
BOUSSINESQ EQUATIONS WITH MULTIPLICATIVE NOISE

LIET VO*

Abstract. This work investigates a fully discrete mixed finite element method for the stochastic Boussi-
nesq system driven by multiplicative noise. The spatial discretization is performed using a standard mixed finite
element method, while the temporal discretization is based on a semi-implicit Euler-Maruyama scheme. By
combining a localization technique with high-moment stability estimates, we establish error bounds for the ve-
locity, pressure, and temperature approximations. As a direct consequence, we prove convergence in probability
for the fully discrete method in both L? and H!-type norms. Several numerical experiments are presented to
validate the theoretical error estimates and demonstrate the effectiveness of the proposed scheme.

Key words. Stochastic Navier-Stokes equations, multiplicative noise, Wiener process, It6 stochastic inte-
gral, Stochastic Boussinesq system, mixed finite element methods, inf-sup condition, error estimates.

AMS subject classifications. 65N12, 656N15, 65N30,

1. Introduction. We consider the following stochastic Boussinesq system with multiplica-
tive noise

(1.1a) du= [vAu— (u-V)u— Vp+fey|dt + Gi(u)dWy(t) a.s. in D,
(1.1b) df = [pAG —u - VO|dt + G2(0)dWa(t) a.s. in Dr,
(1.1c) divu=20 a.s. in Drp,
(1.1d) u(0) = ug a.s. inD,

where D = (0, L)? C R? represents a period of the periodic domain in R?, u, p, and 6 stand for
respectively the velocity field, the pressure, and the temperature of the fluid. {W;(¢);t > 0}i=12
denotes real-valued Wiener processes. The constant v > 0 denotes the viscosity of the fluid, and
1 > 0 represents the thermal diffusivity. In addition, G; and G5 are the diffusion coefficients
(see section 2.2 for their precise definition). Here we seek periodic-in-space solutions (u, p) with
period L, that is, u(t,x + Le;) = u(t,x) and p(t,x + Le;) = p(t,x) and (¢, x + Le;) = 0(t, x)
almost surely and for any (t,x) € (0,7) x R? and i = 1,2, where {eq, ez} denotes the canonical
basis of R?.

The Boussinesq system is widely used to model buoyancy-driven flows in various physical
and geophysical applications. It forms the foundation of Rayleigh-Bénard convection models in
fluid layers [14, 8] and is also applied to thermal convection in porous media [27]. In geophys-
ical fluid dynamics, the Boussinesq approximation is essential for describing large-scale atmo-
spheric motions, ocean circulation, and stratified flows, where density variations are small but
dynamically significant [23, 16, 29]. Because real-world systems often involve uncertainty, these
equations have been studied not only in deterministic settings but also in stochastic frameworks
[17, 15, 1, 11, 26]. In our setting, the Navier—Stokes equations are coupled with a temperature
transport equation that includes diffusion, and the system is driven by multiplicative noise.
Here, u denotes the fluid velocity, 6 its temperature, and p the pressure.

The well-posedness of system (1.1) has been extensively studied. In the presence of mul-
tiplicative noise, the existence of martingale solutions was established in [11, 17]. A general
abstract framework covering equations of the form (1.1) was developed in [15], where the exis-
tence and uniqueness of strong variational solutions were proved. More recently, the case with
transport-type noise was analyzed in [1, 26], establishing the existence and uniqueness of strong
solutions.
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Numerical methods for stochastic Stokes and Navier-Stokes equations have been extensively
investigated over the past decades. These include finite element methods [10, 20, 13, 9, 6, 4, 21,
31, 18, 25], splitting schemes [2, 19, 12], and other approaches. Among these, the mixed finite
element method is particularly natural, as it approximates velocity and pressure simultaneously.

A major challenge in the numerical analysis of stochastic Navier-Stokes equations, expected
to be similar for stochastic Boussinesq equations, is the interaction between the multiplicative
noise and the nonlinear term that prevents direct application of the classical Gronwall inequality
used in deterministic analysis. To address this, [12] introduced a localization technique based
on subsets of the sample space, allowing estimating error estimates for the mixed finite element
method on these subsets. However, this approach guarantees only convergence in probability.
Full-moment error estimates were later obtained in [3, 4] by analyzing errors on the complements
of these subsets, leading to stronger convergence in certain L?-type norms, though without
polynomial rates in the case of multiplicative noise. Although [6] established strong error
estimates with polynomial rates, their analysis was restricted to constant additive noise. Thus,
strong convergence with polynomial order for multiplicative noise remained open. Recently, [21]
derived full-moment strong error estimates for a time discretization of (1.1) using a stochastic
Gronwall inequality, obtaining polynomial rates of convergence under bounded multiplicative
noise.

Numerical methods for the stochastic Boussinesq equations have been considered for the
first time in [5, 7], although they only considered the fully implicit Euler method for time
discretization of (1.1). Using a localization technique, error estimates for velocity and tempera-
ture in L? and H'! norms were obtained, achieving convergence of order O (k%) for o € (0,1/2).
However, no error estimates for the pressure were considered, and spatial discretization was
not addressed, leaving a gap in the full numerical approximation of the stochastic Boussinesq
equations.

In this paper, we aim to fill this gap by studying a fully discrete mixed finite element scheme
for system (1.1). To the best of our knowledge, this is the first study to combine both temporal
and spatial discretizations within a unified framework. Our approach provides a complete
numerical approximation, capturing both the temporal evolution and spatial structure of the
solutions.

Specifically, the fully discrete scheme in the Main Algorithm (Section 3) employs the semi-
implicit Euler-Maruyama method for time stepping, effectively handling the stochastic terms,
together with the standard mixed finite element method for spatial discretization, which natu-
rally approximates both velocity and pressure simultaneously. Using the localization technique,
we derive rigorous error estimates demonstrating convergence in probability. The convergence
of velocity and temperature is established in L? and H' norms, and error estimates for pressure
are derived in a time-averaged norm. Overall, this work provides a comprehensive theoretical
justification for the proposed scheme and confirms its effectiveness in approximating solutions
of the stochastic Boussinesq equations.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce notations and
preliminaries, including solution definitions and the well-posedness of (1.1). Section 3 presents
the fully discrete mixed finite element time-stepping scheme, derives stability estimates for
velocity, pressure, and temperature, and introduces the standard mixed finite element method
for spatial discretization, with the MINT element as a prototypical example. We also establish
strong L? and H' error estimates in Theorem 3.2 using the localization technique and high-
moment stability estimates. Finally, Section 4 provides numerical experiments to validate the
theoretical error estimates.

2. Preliminaries.

2.1. Notations. Standard function and space notation will be adopted in this paper. We
denote LP(D) and H*(D) as the Lebesgue and Sobolev spaces of the functions that are periodic



Fully discrete FEM for stochastic Boussinesq system 3

with period L and have vanishing mean, while we also denote LP(D) and H*(D) as their vector-
valued spaces. C' denotes a generic constant that is independent of the mesh parameters h and
k.

Let (9, F,{F:},P) be a filtered probability space with the probability measure P, the
o-algebra F and the continuous filtration {F;} C F. For a random variable v defined on
(Q, F,{F:},P), E[v] denotes the expected value of v. For a vector space X with norm || - || x,
and 1 < p < oo, we define the Bochner space (LP(Q; X);||v]lze(o;x)), where [|[v|| 1o, x) =

(E[HUH])’(])% We also define
H:={veL’D);divv=0in D}, V:={veH'(D);divv=0inD}.

We recall from [22] the (orthogonal) Helmholtz projection Py : L2(D) — H and define the
Stokes operator A := —PyA : VN H?(D) — H.

2.2. Solution concepts and Hélder continuity estimates. First, we state clearly the
assumptions on the diffusion functions G; and G3. Suppose that

(B1) Let Gy : H — H be such that
1G1(w)[lez < Cq,(1+ [ufz)  VueH,
|G1(u) — G1(V)||L2 < Cg,|lu— V|12 Vu,v € H.
(B2) Let Gy : V — V be such that
1Gi(w)[m < Cq, (1 + [lufm)  VaeV,
IG1(u) — G1 (V)| < Cq,|lu—v|m Yu,v € V.
(B3) Let Gy : H™(D) — H™(D) for m = 0,1 be such that
1G2(O)]|m < Ca, (1 + |0lm) VO € H™(D),
1G2(0) = Ga(@)[[am < Ca,oll0 = Pllam V0,6 € H™(D).
(B4) Let G : H?(D) — H?(D) be such that
IG1 ()] < Co,(1+ ullsz)  Vue H(D).

Next, we state the result about the existence and uniqueness of a weak pathwise solution
of (1.1) in the following theorem. Its proof can be found in [15, 17, 5].

THEOREM 2.1. Given (Q,F,{F:},P), let W1 and Wy be R-valued Wiener processes on
it. Suppose (ug,0y) € L?1(;H x L?(D)) for ¢ € N. Assume that Gy and Gy satisfy the
conditions (B1)-(B3). There exist a unique weak pathwise pair {(u(¢),0(t));0 < ¢t < T} of
(1.1) such that u € L*(Q;C(0,T;H)) N L*(Q; L*(0,T;V)) and 0 € L*(;C(0,T;L*(D))) N
L?(Q L2(0,T; H'(D)) and satisfies P-a.s. for all t € (0,T]

(2.1) (u(t),v) + 1//0 (Vu(s), Vv) ds —|—/O ([u(s) - Vlu(s),v) ds
= (ug, v) +/0 (0(s)ez,v) ds + (/0 Gl(u(s))dWl(s),v> Vvev,

t

(2.2) (9(t),¢) + M/o (V@(S),V(b) ds —l—/ (u(s) -V(s), ¢) ds

0

= .0)+ ([ Gao)aWa(o)0) Vo e D)



4 LIET VO

We also recall some properties of the convective term. It is easy to check that
(u-Vlv,v)=0 VueV, VvveH'(D).
(u-V¢,¢) =0 VueV, VéeH' (D).

Theorem 2.1 only gives the velocity u and the temperature 0 for (1.1), its associated pressure
p is subtle to define. In [24], the pressure solution is defined as a distribution, which is very
difficult to analyze in error analysis later. So, we come up with a new definition of the pressure
in the following theorem and refer the reader to [18, Theorem 1.3] for a similar proof.

THEOREM 2.2. Let {(u(t),0(t));0 < t < T} be the variational solution of (1.1). There
exists a unique adapted process P € L? (Q;LQ(O,T;Hl(D)/R)) such that (u, 0, P) satisfies P-
a.s. for all t € (0,T]

(2.3a) (u(t),v) + Z//O (Vu(s), Vv) ds Jr/o ([u(s) - Vlu(s),v) ds — (divv, P(t))

= (ug, V) —l—/o (0(s)e2,v) ds —|—/O (G1(u(s)),v) dWi(s) Vv e HY(D),

23b)  (6(t).9) + 1 /0 (V6(s), Vo) ds + / (u(s) - VO(s), &) ds

0
= O0.0)+ ([ Gao(s) aWals).0) Vo e H'(D).
(2.3¢) (divu,g) =0 Vg€ L*(D)/R.

Next, we state higher regularity results for (u,#), which are used to obtain our error esti-
mates later.

LEMMA 2.3. Let (u,0) be the solution from Theorem 2.1. Then we have

(a) Assume that ug € L*1(Q; V) and 6y € L*(Q; L?(D)) for ¢ =1 or q > 2. Additionally,
suppose that G1 and Gy satisfy the conditions (B1)-(B3). Then there exists C =
C(T,q,u9,0) > 0 such that

T
E | sup I\Vu(t)Hi%Jr/O [Au(t)||Z2[1+ [[AZu(e) |39 dt

te[0,T)

<C.

(b) Assume that ug € L*(Q; H*(D)) N LY*(Q; V) and 6y € L*(Q;L3(D)) for ¢ > 1.
Additionally, suppose that Gi and Go satisfy the conditions (B1)-(B4). Then there
exists C = C(T, q,ug,0p) > 0 such that

E [ sup |Au<t>||i%] <c
t€[0,T]
(c) Assume that ug € L%(Q;V) and 0y € L2(Q; HY(D)) for ¢ =1 or q¢ > 2. Additionally,
suppose that Gy and G satisfy the conditions (B1)-(B3). Then there exists C' =
C(T,q,u9,0) > 0 such that

te[0,T

T
E [ sup VO + / 12617 Vo) 75~ dt] <C.

Proof. The proofs of (a) and (c) can be found in [5, Propositions 1, 2]. Additionally, the
proof of (b) follows the same lines with the proof of [9, Lemma 2 (c)] with a little modification
on bounding § in L2 (2; L2([0, T]); H' (D)), which can be easily obtained by using Theorem 2.1.
So, we left this proof as an exercise for the interested reader. 0
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2.3. Holder continuity of the variational solution. We state the following high mo-
ment Holder continuity estimates for (u,8).

LEMMA 2.4. Let (u, P,0) be solution from Theorem 2.2 and let q € [2,00) and o € (0, %)
Assume that G and Go satisfy the conditions (B1)-(B3). Then, we have
(a) If ug € LY V) and 6y € L*(Q; L*(D)). Then, there exists C = C(q,ug,6p) > 0

such that
(2.4) E [nu(t) —u)E] <cle-sit s e,
(2.5) " [llus) = ulta)1Z + f[uls) — ulte 1)) ] < Ok,

(b) If ugy € qu(Q;V) and 0y € L% (Q; HY(D)). Then, there exists C = C(q,ug,0y) > 0
such that

E [||9(t) - a(s)ni%] <COlt—slt Wselo,T).

(c) Ifug € LY79(Q;V) and 0y € L'79(; L?(D)). Then, there exists C = C(q,ug,0y) > 0
such that

(d) Ifug € L? (Q;HQ(D)) N L2(Q;V) and 0y € L*(Q; L3(D)). Additionally, assume that
G satisfies the condition (B4). Then, there exists C = C(q,ug,00) > 0 such that

E [[IV(P(t) = P(s))[7-] < C(t = 5)*.

Proof. The proofs of (a), (b), (c) can be found in [5, Propositions 4, 5 |. Here we present
the proof of (d) only. Using integrating by parts, we obtain the strong form of (2.3a)

q

||9 ()7 + 10(5) = 0(tn—1)ll712]| | < CE9.

(26)  V(P(t) - P(s) = —(u(t) — u(s)) + v / Au(€) dé - / ) de
+/5 s)es d§+/ G (u(€)) dW: (€).

Testing (2.6) by V(P(t) — P(s)) and using the integration by parts together with (2.3c)
and the divergence-free condition of G, we have

(2.7) IV(P(t) = P())lL = (/ [u(¢) - VIu(§) d¢, V(P(t) — P(S)))

+ (/t 0(s)es dé, V(P(1) — P(S))) :

Next, using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality on (2.7), we get

GG

Taking the expectation to (2.8) and then using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, Lemma 2.3
Parts (a), (b) with ¢ = 2, and Theorem 2.1, we obtain

2

(2.8 V(P(t)—P(s))||i2:2’ ol [ ots)es de

L2

(2.9) E[|V(P(t) = P(s))|1-] < Clt - 5\/ E[|[u(€) - VIu(&)lIz-] ¢
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t
L Clt— s / E[6(6)|2.] de
t S
<Clt— | / E[[|Au(s) 2]/ Vu(€)||2.] de

t
L Clt— s / E[6(6)|2.] de
<Cli—sP sup EllAu(s)aVa(©)]2.]
s€[0,T]
L Clt— s sup E[0(E)]2]

s€[0,T]

< C(t—s) 0

3. Mixed finite element method.

3.1. Formulation and stability of the fully discrete mixed finite element method.
Let 75, be a quasi-uniform mesh of the domain D C R? with mesh size h > 0. We consider the
following finite element spaces:

Hy, = {vs € C(D)NH'(D); vj, € [P(K)]* VK € Th},

Ly = {¢n € C(D)N € L*(D)/R; ¢y € Pr(K) VK € Tp},

My, ={¢n € C(D)NH'(D); ¢, € Pj(K) VK €Ty},
where Py, Pp,, and P; are the spaces of piece-wise polynomials on K with degree at most
¢, m,j > 1. To ensure the stability of later schemes, we require that the pair Hj, and L;, satisfy

the Ladyzhenskaya-Babuska-Brezzi (LBB) (or inf-sup condition), which is now quoted: there
exists 51 > 0 such that

(3.1) sup 7(div n djh)

> Bilvon|| L2 Yy, € Ly,
énctn.gnzo  |Pnllm,

where the constant 3 is independent of h (and k).

There are many well-known pairs of finite elements that satisfy the condition (3.1). For
example, the Taylor-Hood elements, the MINI element, etc. For presentation purposes, in this
paper, we only consider the MINT element for the pair (Hj,, L) in the error analysis, while the
piecewise linear polynomial is chosen for Mj,.

Next, we define the space of a weakly divergent-free velocity field as follows:

Vi, = {¢n € Hp; (diven,gn) =0 Vagu € Ly}

In general, V}, is not a subspace of V. Let Qj, : L2 — V;, denote the L2-orthogonal projection,
which is defined by

(3.2) (V — th,d)h) =0 Ve, € Vy,.
It is well-known [22] that Qj, satisfies the following estimates:

(3.3) v —QnvlLe + h|IV(V — Qnv)|l2 < CRA||Av|: Vv € VNH?(D),
|[v — Qnvlle < Ch|VV|L:  ¥YveVNHYD).
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Similarly, let Py, : L?_.(D) — Ly and By, : L2, (D) — My, be the scalar L?-orthogonal projec-

per per
tions, defined by
(35) (¢ - Ph,(/)v qh) 0 VQh S th
3.6 (¥ = Buth,¢n) =0 Yoy, € My,
then there also holds
(3.7) |6 = Puvllys < ChIVOlls Vo € LA(D) N HY(D).
(3.8) [ = B2 + hl[V(v = Bpo)|| 2 < CR*|[o]lg= Yo € H*(D).

Next, we also introduce convenient trilinear forms [28]
1
(3.9) b(u,v,w) = ([u- V]v,w) + 5([div ulv, w) Yu,v,w € H' (D).
~ 1
(3.10) b(u,v,w) = (u . Vv,w) + 5([div ujv, w) Yu € HY(D), Yo,w € H'(D).

which is anti-symmetric in the sense that

(3.11) b(u,v,w) = —b(u,w, v) Yu,v,w € H' (D).

(3.12) b(u,v,w) = —b(u,w,v)  Yue H'(D), Yo,w € H (D).
Therefore,

(3.13) b(u,,¢) =0  Vu,¢ € H(D).

(3.14) b(u,$,9) =0  Yuec H'(D), Vo c HY(D).

Our fully discrete mixed finite element method is defined by the following algorithm.

Main Algorithm. Let (u),609) € Hy x M,. Find (up™', ppth, 074" € L2(Q;Hy, x Ly, x
My,) such that there holds P-a.s.

(3.15a) (wptt —up, ép) + vk(Vup ™ V) + kb(up, uf ™ ép) — k(pp T, divey)
=k(0hez, o) + (GL(up) AW p1,85)  Voi € Hy,

(3.15b) (07 — 05, on) + pk (VO Voop) + kb(up™, 077 op)
= (G2(07)AWa i1, 0n)  Veon € My,

(3.15¢) (divup™,9,) =0 Vi, € Ly,

where AW, 41 = W (tp41) — W(tn) ~ N(0,k) for i = 1,2.
Next, we derive the following stability estimates for (uj,6}).

LEMMA 3.1. Let 1 < ¢ <3 and (u,09) € L*(Q;Hy, x My). Let {(u},0%)} be the approz-
imate solution from the scheme (3.15). Then, there hold

M

(@ B[ max ofIE: + vk 3 G122 I9aiEs] < o
n]\jl

(o) B 1 + 0k D 1651252196 1] < Co,
n=1

where C; = C(T, q,u?) and Cy = C(T,q,69).
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Proof. First, the proof of (a) can be found in [10, Lemma 3.3] with the help of using (b) to
control the terms related to 0j.

We only need to prove (b). Taking ¢p, = 07" in (3.15b) and using the identity 2a(a — b) =
a®? — b? + (a — b)?, and also using the property (3.14) we obtain

65T 172 — 1671172 + 1657 = OR1172] + ull VO 172
= (G2(0;) AWa i1, 07T — 07) + (G2(07) AW 11, 6})

N —

1 n n n n n
< IR = ORl17e +1G2(07) AW nia (172 + (G2(0R) AWa 11, 0),

which implies that

1 n 1 n n
(3.16) 5 (18 e = 16132 + 5105 = 6713 | + skl VO3

< |G2(07) AW a1 |72 + (G2 (07) AWy, 07).

Taking the expectation and using the fact that E [(GQ(GZ)AWnH,G}L‘)] = 0, and then
applying the summation Zi:o for any 0 < ¢ < M — 1 to (3.16), we obtain

L L
1
G17)  SE ]+ g SO (It - 6] + k> E[IVEH:]

n=0 n=0

—_

Y4
1
< SE[000132] + Cank Y _E[|I07113] ,

n=0

where the second term on the right-hand side of (3.17) is obtained by using (B2) and the
independence property of AW, 4.

Next, applying the discrete Gronwall inequality to (3.17) and then taking the maximum,
we obtain

M
(3.18) (max E[[67]7] + Z 6t = O 1132] + k> E[|V6;][32]
n=0

<2E[H9 ||L2]e><p(40c:2 ).

Now, we use (3.18) as a tool [10, 31] to prove (b) in the case ¢ = 1. To do that, first applying
the summation Zﬁ:oto (3.16) and maxj<y<m—1 to (3.16), and then taking the expectation,
we obtain

M
319) | w1011 + SB[ — 0113] + k3 E (IO

n=0 n=0

< 2E[[|0h]7-] +4 Z [1G2(07) AWz 411 7]

4
+4E 1§£r5\3[(71 ZO(GQ(GZ)AWQJLJ’_:[, 02)1
M-—1 '
<OE [|313:] + 4Cc,k Y E[I0713:] +4E | max 3 (Go(6i)AWani1,67) | |
n=0 <i< o
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where the second term on the last inequality in the right-hand side of (3.19) is obtained
by using (B2) and the independent property of AW, ;1. Next, we can use (3.18) to bound the
second term, while using the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, we estimate the last term on
the right-hand side of (3.19) as follows:

1
2

14

M
E K%_lZ(Gngmww,ez)] <E <k2_%||ag<ez>||i2||92||i2>

n=0

1
4]E|: Ina,X ||0h||L2:| +OGQ'Z€ZE ||0 ||L2:| .
n=0

With this and (3.19), and (3.18), we obtain (b) for ¢ = 1.
Next, we prove (b) with ¢ = 2. To do that, we multiply (3.16) with [|6;"7"||2, and also use
the identity 2a(a — b) = a® — b*> + (a — b)? to obtain

65 e = N0R 1] + 3 (ORI = NOR1IZ2)" + 107 = 011721105117

+ k| VO[T 167172
<G (07) AW i [ 721077172 + (G2(07) AWa 1, 07) 16077122
G2 (63) AWo 1 |72 (1107 172 — 167 1172) + |G (67) AWo || 721671172
+ (G207 AWa 1, 07) (107172 = 1071172) + (G2(07) AW i1, 07) 1167117 2
é (16122 — 11671132) 2 + 4 Go(OF) AWa i1 [z + |G (07) AW 1 |22 07|22
+ 4G (07) AWa g |72 167172 + (G2(07) AW, i1, 07) 167117 2,

(3.20)

I N

IN

which implies that

(3.21) 165 W22 — 108 1122] + 5 (N85 1122 — 1ORIIZ2)" + 163" — ORIIZ= 1165172
+ pk| VO 22110717
< A Ga(07) AW s [|12 + 5l G2(07) AW i [ 721167172

+ (G2(07) AW i1, 03) 116717 2

>~ =

Taking the expectation and then applying the summation Zfl:o forany 0 </ < M —1 to
(3.21) we obtain

L L
1 1
(3:22)  JE (165 1%] + 5 DB (167152 — 16712)° ] + b D E (195 132165 1172]
n=0

l
E [69012] +9Cc, > E[65]12] +0

n=0

pM»—‘

Next, applying the discrete Gronwall inequality to (3.22) and then taking the maximum,
we obtain

M— M
n n 2 n n
(323)  max E[J6f]1:] + Z (10513 = 1651032)° ] + ok D E (967132 107132]
— n=0

< 2E [||6} HLz]eXP(72Cc:2 ). 0
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Then, we can obtain the inequality in (b) with ¢ = 2 by using (3.23) as a tool. This step
is similar to the process of obtaining the inequality with ¢ = 1. So, we omit the details to save
space.

Similarly, we can obtain the inequality in (b) with ¢ = 3 by multiplying (3.21) with ||} (|4,
and proceeding similarly to the cases ¢ = 1,2. So, we leave the details as an exercise for the
interested reader.

The proof is complete.

3.2. Error estimates. In this part, we state and prove the error estimates of the fully
discrete mixed finite element approximations. To control the nonlinearity, we introduce the
following sequence of subsets of the sample space

320 0= {w e s (Ol + Ol + 0O+ 0O]) <o}

where (u, 0) is the variational solution from Theorem 2.1 and for some p > 0 specified later.
We observe that Q,0 D> Q,1 D ... D Q.

REMARK 3.1. In the error estimate stated in Theorem 3.2, we choose

In(In(1/k))
3.25 k)= ————==,
(325) plk) 1= =
where
~ 46’3 10246"‘3L
Ci=—+ R
v v

and C, denotes the constant appearing in the Ladyzhenskaya inequality in two dimensions.
With this choice of p(k), an application of the Markov inequality together with Lemma 2.3(a)
and (c) yields

cT
In(In(1/k))

Since the expectation on the right-hand side is finite, we conclude that

OES [ sup, (0 + ) e + 160 s + 160 )

P(QS ) — 0 as k — 0,
and hence

P(Q, m) — 1 as k — 0.

Therefore, the convergence of the numerical solutions implied by Theorem 3.2 is convergence
in probability.

THEOREM 3.2. Let (u,0) be the variational solution to (2.3) and {(u}l,0%)} ., be generated
by (3.15). Letug € L2(; H2(D))NL3*(Q; V) and 0y € L°(Q; HY(D))NL3**(Q; L%(D)). Assume
that Gy and Go satisfy the conditions (B1)-(B4). Let « € (O, %) Then, there holds

(3.26) <1£r71La<XME I:]_prj\l [lu(t,) — uZHiz]) : + (
( 1, M’fz V[IV(u(tn) —up)lz + plV(O(tn) - 9Z)||2L2)D
< Cy/In(1/k) (k“ +h),

where C = C(ug, 00, T) is a positive constant.

1
2
max B (Lo, 0(ta) - eznﬁz])

2
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Proof. First, denote €} := u(t,) — u} and e} := 0(t,) — 0} for any 0 < n < M, and

p(t) = w for any t € [0,T]. Subtracting (3.15a) to (2.3a), we get the following error
equations:
(3.27) (eﬁ“ — eﬁ,q&h) + vk (Veﬁ-H, V¢h)

= V/t ntl (V(u(tpn+1) —u(s)), Von) ds+ k (ﬁ(tn+1) . p2+1,div¢h)

n

tn+1
- [ [ btte)uts), g ds — kofu g )
tn

Tk (e n) + / " (0(s) — 0(t))en. ) ds

20

- / (G (s)). 80) AW (5) — (G (W) AW 51.61)

n

tn+1
v [ (Vi)  0(), T ds + ke (3tnr) i)
tn

T / " b(t), ultsr). 81) — bu(s), u(s), du)] ds

n

— k [b(u(tn), u(tni1), én) — b(up, up ™, én)]

+ k(egea, dn) +/t " ((6(s) — O(tn))ea, @p) ds

T ( / " (@a(u(s)) - G (ulta))) dW1<s>,¢h)
(G (u(tn)) — G (u)) AW 1,0
Similarly, subtracting (2.3b) to (3.15b), we also get
(3.28) (5™ —egron) + 1k (Veg ™', Veon)

—u / T (T Otnsr) - 0()). Vo) ds

n

- { / b(u(s), 0(s), on) ds — kb(u) ! 92*1,%)}

+/t - (G2(0(5)), on) dWa(s) — (G2(0, ) AWa n i1, n)

n

—u / TV O(tin) - 0(5)), Vion) ds

n

+ / [5<u(tn),o(tn+1),<ph> —B<u<s>,9<s>v%>} ds

n

— ke [Buta1), 0t 1), on) ds — (gt 65 )|
+ / " (Ga0()), 1) AWa(s) — (Ca(B]) AW s, on)

+ (G2(0(tn)) — Ga(0y)) AWa i1, ¢n) -

Adding (3.27) to (3.28), and then taking ¢, = Qnel*! € V;, and ¢, = Bheg'*'1 € Mp, and
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using (3.2) and (3.6), and (p; ", div Qnel*!) = 0, we obtain

(3.29)

(Qnel*! — Quel, Qe tt) + vk| Vel |2,

+ (Bregt — Brey, Brey™) + k|| Vey |72

= vk (Veﬁ“, V (u(tns1) — Quu(t n+1)))

T
ny / (V(ultnsr) — u(s)), VORIt ds + k (p(tas), div Qpeli™)
t

n

. /t 1 [b(u(ty), utni1), Qnel™™) — b(u(s), u(s), Quelth)] ds

n

=k [blu(tn), u(tns1), Quel™) — bluj, up ™, Qrel™™)]

tn+1
+k (egeg, Qheﬁ"’l) +/ " ((9(5) —0(ty))ea, Qheﬁﬂ) ds

n

n ( [ @) - Gatutt) ami) Qheﬁ“)
T (Ga(ultn) — Gy(u])) AWy, Qpel™)

Tk (Ve F (B(tnsr) — Bub(tain))) + s / T (VOtns1) — 0(5)), Vo) ds

n

+/tn+l {B(u(tn+1)79(tn+1)7BhegH) — b(u(s),6(s), Bre n+1)} ds

n

— & [B((tn 1), 0t 1), Brey ™) ds — b(ui 077, Bey )|

+ </t mt (G2(0(s)) — G2(0(ty))) dWa(s), Bhen+1>
+ ((G2(0(tn)) — G2(01)) AW i1, Breg ™) .

which can be rearranged as follows

(3.30)

1 1 1 1
(Qhe”Jr — Qnel, Qnent ) (B eg”' — Bheg,BhegH' )

+vk]|[Ver ™[I + k| Vet 12,

— vk (Vel ",V (ultusr) — Quultnin))) + uk (Ve ™,V (0(tns1) — Bu(tnr1))

+ V/t " (V(u(tns1) —u(s), VQrept!) ds

n

tnit
+u / (V(O(tns) — 0(5)), VBreh ™) ds + k 3ty div Qrel )
t

n

tnt1
+k (egeg, Qheﬁ“) + / ((9(5) —0(tn))es, Qheﬁﬂ) ds
t

n

+/t o [b(u(tn), utns1), Quel™) — b(u(s), u(s), Qrent")] ds

n

—k [b(u(ty), utn+1), Qrep™) —b(uy, up ™, Qpel )]

+/t w1 [B(u(tn+1)’9( 1), Brel ) = b(u(s), 0(s), Bhe"ﬂ)} ds

n

— & [B(u(tns1), 0t s1), Buey ™) ds = b, 07, Buey ™)
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+ ( /t (G (u(s)) — Galulta))) AW (s), Qheﬁﬂ)
+ ((G1(u(tn)) — Gy (u})) AWy iy, Queli™)

+ ( /tt“+ (Ga(0(s)) — Ga(0(t,))) dWa(s), BhegH)

n

+ ((G2(6(tn)) — G2(63)) AWa py1, Breg™)
=1L+ ..+ Iis.

First, we notice that the left side of (3.30) can be analyzed as follows:

1 1
(Qnei™ — Qnel, Qnei™t) = 5 [1Qnei  [1E: — [1Qnetllie] + 5l1Qn(eit” — eD)IIL:.
(Bueg ™ = Bueg, Brey ™) = 5 [IBreg Lz — 1 Bueg 7] + 5l1Baleg™ — eg)l7a-

Now, we estimate Iy, ..., I15 as follows. First, using Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality and (3.3), and
(3.8), we have

vk
L+1< 1—6||Veﬁ+l||%2 + CEIV(u(tns1) — Qnultni1)) |z

Pk oo
+ E\W@o“ll%a + CE|[V (0(tn+1) — Buf(tn+1))ll72

vk
<7
— 16

Similarly, we estimate I3 + I, as below.

n U
Vel |3z + T6||V69+1H%z + Ckh?||Au(tni1)|f2 + CER?(|0(tn 1)l 72

vk n k "
I + I < TGlIVel [Fa + T2 Ve 3

tnt1

+C [V (utnrs) —u())Le + IV(O(taga) — 0(s)Z2] ds.

tn,
Next, using the fact that (Phﬁ(tn+1), div Qheﬁ“) = 0, we have
I5 =k (ﬁ(tn_._l), div QheﬁJrl)
=k (ﬁ(tn+1) — Ppp(tny1),div Qheﬁﬂ)

vk ~ -

< EHVeﬁ“Hiz + CE||p(tns1) — Pup(tni1)lliz
vk -

< EHVeﬁ“Hiz + CkR®|Vp(tni1) iz,

where the last inequality was obtained by using (3.7).
Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we also get

1 1 tnt1
I+ Ir < Rl + 1HIQnel s + GRIQuel e + [ 10(tns) = 0003 ds
t

1 tnt1
< 2k Breg|72 + CRR(|0(t,) |32 + §k||Qheﬁ+1Hiz +/ 10(tn41) = 0(s)[|72 ds.
tn

Now, using the tri-linear property of b(-,-,-) and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we also
have

I8 = ~/t " [b(u(tn)v u(thrl)v Qheﬁ+1) - b(u(s)7 11(8), Qhe:l1+1)] ds

n
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tn+1

= [b(u(tn) —uls), ultnr1), Quel™) +b(u(s), utns1) — uls), Quel™)] ds

tn

tni1
= /t (lu(tn) = u(s)lles [altnin) s + [luls)l|es [[ultne) — uls)lles] |V Qney™ L2 ds

vk " tnt1
< T6||veu+1||i2 + C/ [u(ts) —u(s)|Eallults)lfa ds

tnt1
+C [u(tnr1) —uls)llgaluls)|3q ds.

t?L
Next, we analyze and estimate Ig as follows. First, we notice that
Quelrt! = Qpultns) — Wit = el — [u(tni1) — Qnualtnsr)].-
Therfore, with this and (3.13) we obtain
Iy = —k [b(u(t,), u(tni1), Qneptt) — b(uj, upt, Qe ™)
= —kb(u(t,),er™, Qnel ™) — kb(elr, uj !, Qpent?)
= —kb(u(ts), ey ”“ ”+1)+kb(U(tn),eﬁ“, u(tni1) = Quultnia))
+ kb(e”, e Qne™) — kb(e, u(tpy1), Qne )
— —kb(u(t), et en ) + kb(u(ta), et u(ta 1) — Quultusa))

+ kb(ey ,e"“,e”“) kb(eu,eﬁﬂ7 u(tn+1) — Qpu(tngl))
— kb(ey, u(tny1), Qnegt)
= kb(u(t,), e, 17“( nt1) — Quu(tny1)) — kb(ey, 3+17u(tn+1) — Qnu(tny1))

- kb(eu»u( nt1), Qnel ™)
i=1Ig1 +Ig2+ Ig3.

Next, using the Ladyzhenskaya inequality and (3.3), we get

Ig1 = kb(u(t,), e n+1 u(tng1) — Qnu(tng))
=k ([u(t,) - V]ey "“ u(tni1) — Qnu(tni))
t

< kllu( n)||L4||Ve”“HL2||u( nt1) — Qnu(tntr) L
1 1
< Cklu(ty) | [Ver ez utasr) — Quultng) 1221V (u(tnir) — Qnu(tnin)) 2
vk n
< EIIVeuHIIiz + Ckh®|[u(t,) |3 | Au(tn 1) [1F2-

Similarly, using the Ladyzhenskaya inequality and (3.3), we also obtain
k. ..
Igo =~k ([e2- V]er™ u(tys1) — Quu(tns1)) — 5 ([divel]len™, u(tni1) — Qnu(tni1))
< kllegllue Ve ™ Lz [u(tni) — Qnultys)lles
k
+5lIVeglle leg ™ luelutn1) — Quutysr)lles

Vk n n n
< 16 Vi IiE: + [Veullte] + Ckh?leq L [Au(tn )z
+ Ckh? ey ™ [[Lal| Au(tn 1)l

vk " "
<16 [IVer ™Iz + IVeulliz] + CkR® [atasn)lfn + () 7] [Au(tns) |2
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+ CkR? [[lup I + [upl|E] | Au(ta) [,

where the last inequality was obtained by using the inverse inequality ||uy,||ps < Ch™2 7RIS
Next, the term Ig 3 can be analyzed and bounded as follows.

k : n n
Iys = —k ([} - VIu(tns1), Qrel™) — 5 ([dive]u(tntr), Qnept?)
= Ig 34 + 19 3.

Using the Ladyzhenskaya inequality and (3.3), the first term Iy 3, can be estimated as
below:

Ioga =~k (1Qnet - Vultnsr) Quet ™) =k ([(ulta) = Quu(ta) - Tults1), Qnel™)
< KIQne s Qnel e [ Vultns) e + 2o Vel s
+ Chlu(tn) = Quua(ta) [ u(tas) I
< O2H| Quel IV QeI Quet 1 1V e 1 [Vt ) e + 25 Ve ™2
+ Chllu(tn) = Quua(ta) [ u(tas) I

C’fk: 2 n+12 n||2 vk n+1)2 n|2
<= (tnr) T2 [1Qnen™ [IE2 + [ Qnenllfz] + 6 [IVer I3z + [[Veylli:]
vk .
+ EHVeﬁHIIiz + CkR® [[a(tn 1) 170 | Au(t,) 172
02 2 12 2
IVu(t,)|i: [[1Qnen™ |52 + [ Qnenlli:]
2C’2k

IIV( (tns1) = u(tn))|Z2 [IIQneq™ 112 + | Qneyllzs]

n n vk n :
? [IIVeu“Hiz +|Veyllza] + E\\Veu“lliz + CkRP [t ) 5 | Au(tn)[Iz:

Now, using Holder’s inequality and the Ladyzhenskaya inequality to estimate Igs;, we
obtain

k.. . n
Iy sy = —3 ([dlv eqJu(tnir), Qheu+1)

< Itz + 2 () - Qrel 2

< IVl + 2 ) @il

<" ve "||L2+4CQ ()l @l s VR o
SE[Ilveﬁlliﬁllveﬁ*llliz] O b el 2
sZ—’g[||Veﬁ||i2+||Ve:z“||i2]+512Vf? () Qe 22

512C4k

+ (1) = wltn) [ | ey 1L

Next, we estimate I1( similarly as Ig. Using the Ladyzhenskaya inequality, we have

I10 = ~/t - [Z;(u(tn+1)aa(tn+1)theg+1) - 5(11(8)79( ) Bhen+1)} ds

n
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B /t h [E(U(tnﬂ) —u(s),8(tns1), Brey ™) + b(u(s), 0(tns1) — 0(s), Buey )| ds

n

tn41
S/ [llu(tns1) = u(s)lleallOtnrn)lloe + uls)lleal|(tasr) — 6(s) | La] IV Breg ™ 2 ds
t

n

t
Mk. n+41
< TGHVGZHH%Z + C/ la(tnr1) = u(s)lILall0nr)lI7s ds
tn

tnt1
+C 10(tn+1) = 0(s)[1 74 [u(s) [ ds
t7l
tnt1

Pk o on
Tﬁllv%ﬂ\liz +C [a(tns1) — us) I 10(tar1) 7 ds
tn

IN

tnt1
+ 0/ 10(tn+1) — 0(s) 172 lu(s)|In ds.
tn
Now, we are in the position to estimate I1;. Using the property (3.14), we obtain

T = =k [b(u(tus1), 0tas1), Breg ™) = bup ™, 05+, Buey ™)
= —kb(u(tnir), et Bpentl) — kb(en ! L0 Brentl)
= —kb(u(tnt1), e e ™) + kb(u(tnin), g 0(tng1) — Bub(tni1))
+ ket el ”+1 , Breg ™) — kb(e™, 0(tn11), Brey ™)
= —kb(u(ty+1),e ”“ s+ kb(u(tnen) gt 0(tns) — Bub(tnr1))
+ kb(eg™, ”Hv e ) = kb(el ™ g™ 0(tns1) — Bub(tni1))
— kb(ent! ,O(tns1), Brey™ h
= kb(u(tns1), 5™ 0(tng1) — Bub(tnt1)) — kbler ™, e ™, 0(tni1) — Brb(tni1))
— kb(e 0(tny1), Brep ™)
=TI+l + s

1
1

Next, using the Ladyzhenskaya inequality and (3.8), we obtain

Ill,l - kB(u(tn+1)7 €g+1a a(tn-i-l) - B}LH(tn+1))
=k (u( n+1) : V€3+1 0( n+1) - Bhe(tn-&-l))
< klu(tps) e [IVeg ™ |2 10(tnr1) — Buf(tnsr)|| e

< Ck||u( ) [ [ Veg L2 10(tns1) = Brf(tu )1 211V (O(tns1) — Brb(tns1))|l 72

< *IIV 6 7 172 + kR a3 10t )17

To estimate I11 2, we also using the Ladyzhenskaya inequality, (3.8) and the inverse in-
equality |lu, [lLs < Ch™%|lu, L2 as follows:

k
I11 2= —k( n+l V€n+1 Q(tn—i-l) — Bhe(tn+1)) 2 ([dlven+l}€g+1,9(tn+1) — Bhﬁ(tn+1))
< klleg™ L[ Veg ™ L2 10(tn+1) — Br(tns1)| e

+ *||Ven+1||L2||€Z+1||L4||9(tn+1) = Bp0(tnt1)| o

/’t n n n n
< Tglver s + IIV WL + CRR? leg ™ Rall0(tnrn) 3 + CRR?[leg™ 7116 (tns1) 2
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HV a1 + IIVe"“IILa + OkR? (10t 1) 17 + [[a(tne) [ 10(tns1) 1172
+ Ckh? [||9"+1||L2 + g IE2] 10(En 1)1 Ze-

Next, we are in the position to estimate I;; 3, which can be analyzed as follows:

Lis=—k (eﬁJrl . Ve(tn+1)7Bh€g+1) — ]; ([dlv e"+ ]9(tn+1),Bheg+l)
= I11,30 + 111,30-
Using the Ladyzhenskaya inequality and (3.8), we have
I sa = =k (Qnel™ - VO(tni1), Buegtt) — k ((a(tni1) — Quu(tngr)) - VO(tni1), Breg ™)
< K€l s |Buey ™ s 190t )2 + A2 9 3,
+ Ckllu(tni1) = Quultni)[|74[10(tnr1)]174
< czknghe"“Hinvghez“né 1Baes 1329 Buey 12 96(tn 1) s

IIVG"“HLz + Ckllu(tns) = Quu(tnr)lZall0(tns1)lI74
C2k

< (tna) 172 [ Breg T HI7e + 1 QueiliL:] + HV 6 I + IIV w1
IIVG”“HLz + CkR2(|0(tn41) | 7 IIAU(th)IIiQ
202k n n
< IVOE)Z2 [I1Bueg ™17 + 1 Qnelliiz]

202

IV(0(tns1) = 0(ta))lI72 [I1Breg 1172 + | Qnegllz2] + IIV [
+ §IIV63“||2L2 + CkR?||0(tnr1) 70 [ Au(tns) |1 £o-
Now, using the Ladyzhenskaya inequality to estimate I11 3, we obtain
k n+1 n+1
111’31, = —2 ([dlve ]g(tn+1)7Bh€0 )

vk 4k "
< *llVe"Hlliz + —110(tn+1) - Bueg 7.

S IIV wEe + *||9( n1)|[ 7| Breg ™ 124
< v n+1 402 9 2 B n+1 v n+1
< || IZ= + 10Ctn+ )Nz 1 Breg™ N2 Ve ™ |2
. 6404 .
< *IIVeﬁ“IIia + IIV e + 16(tr1) |7 || Bueg 17
n " 512C4k; n
S IIV +1||L2+ IIV g + 16(t) 1372 | Breg 1122

51204 n
+ 10(tnr1) = OCta) I3 || Bueg +1IILz-

Now, we are dealing with the noise terms. First, we have

tnel
Lo+ Ty +Iis+ Iis = (/ (G1(u(s)) — Gi(u(t,))) dWi(s), Qnentt — Qheﬁ)
t"L
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+ / " (Go(0(s)) — G2(0(ty))) dWa(s), Brey™ — Bheg>

n

(
+ (/tt”“ (Gi(u(s)) — Gi(u(ty))) dWi(s), Qheﬁ>
(/m (G2(0(s)) — G2(0(tn))) dW2(s),Bheg>

_l’_

+ ((Gi(u(tn)) = Gi(up)) AWy i1, Qnel™ — Qnell)
+ ((G2(0(tn)) — G2(05)) AWa i1, Breg ™ — Brep)
+ (Gi(u(tn)) — Gi1(up)) AW ny1, Qney)

+ ((G2(0(tn)) — G2(67)) AWa i1, Brey ™)

which, together with the Young inequality, and the assumptions (B3) and (B4), and (3.3), and
(3.8) implies that

1
Lo+ L+ Liz+ 15 < 1 [1Qnel™ — Qpel|f2 + || Brept' — Breyl|7-]
2
+ 2

/t " (Gaus)) — Gi(ultn))) dI(s)

n

L2
2

/t " (Ga(8(5)) — Ga(B(t))) dWa(s)

n L2
+4Ca, || Qnelllf2 | AW ny1? + 4Cq, | Breg || 72| AWa ppa |2

+ Ch* [[|Au(tn) |22 AW | + 10(t0) [ 2 | AW 2,01 ]?]

o [ " (Ga(u(s)) - Galu(ta) dW(s) Qe

+2

( t:H (5)) = G2(6(tn))) dWQ(s),Bheg)

+ (G1(u(tn)) — Gi(up)) AW i1, Qney)
+ ((G2(0(tn)) — G2(0)) AW 541, Breg) -

Now, substituting all the estimates from Iy, ..., 15 into the right-hand side of (3.30), and ab-
sorbing the like terms from the left-hand side to the right-hand side, then multiplying the result

by the indicator function 1, , and also using the fact that 1q, > 1q,, , we arrive at
1 it 1 1 - 1
(331) Sl Quelt IR — s1o,.,10€lE: + 3lonalBacy 3 — 1o, I Buch s
vk uk
+ 0, Vel + B, Ves
1
+ 110, [[1Qnes"" — Qnedliiz + [1Brey ™ — Buejliz:]

< {Ckh2|Au(tn+1)lliz + CkR2[0(tn41) T2 + CER?||VB(tn11)lIE

+ Ckh? [u(ty)|[fn [|Au(tn )£

+ CkE? [[[u(tn)[E + [ult)lEo ] [1Aw(t) 1L

+ CkR? [l Y12 + [upllEe] |Au(tng) |2z + CRR® [u(tus) 50 [0t 17
+ CkR? [[10(tn4) 130 + ()] 10(ta40) 17
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+ CkR? [0 122 + luy ™ 2] 10 (1) 2
tn+1

+C IV (a(tnrs) = u(s))[Ee + [V(O(tars) = 0()]72] ds

tn

b 512C2k
+/t 16(tn+1) = O(s)I1Z2 ds + =5 ultns1) = u(tn) 1 Qnel ™ IIEe

n

o
+ C/ [u(tn) — us)|Ls[u(tnr) [Ls ds
tn

tn+1
+C/t la(tnis) — u(s)|Lalluls)|ILs ds

2(j3k 2 n+12 n|2
[V (ultni1) —ultn)lzz [1Qnea™ IL2 + | QnetllLe]

tnt1

+C la(tni1) = u(s) [ 0 2) 7 ds
t’VL

tni1
+C/ 10(tn+1) — ()17 lu(s)|Izp ds
tn

+

202k
4 20 901, 0) — BN [1Bacs ™ 13 + | Quels]
512C%k
+ 220K ot 1) — Bt B 3
tni1 2
+2] [ @) - i) amis)
tn L2
oy 2
w2 [ (Galo16) - a0t el
tn L2

10, ([ (G1(u(s) ~ Ga(u(t,)) Wi ), Qret

1o, ([ (Ga(015)) = Galb(6,)) dWa(o), e

n

Gi(u(tn)) — Gi(up)) AWi i1, Qney)

+1q,., ((
((G2(0(tn)) — G2(0)) AWa 541, Breg)

+1q,

,n

+ Ch* [[|Au(tn) L2 | AW o + ||9(tn)||%2|AW2,n+1|2]}

1
+ {klﬂp,n|3h63||%2 + iklﬂp,nHQheﬁHHiz

202k

+ Lo, [IVu(ta)li: [IQrei™ 1L + I Qneyllz]

512C2k n 512Ck
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202k
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1o

Py

_|_

L, V072 [I1Bueg ™ 172 + 1 Qrelliiz]

+4Caq,1q, ,|Qnenlt2 | AW i1 | +4Ca,1a, , | Breg |72 |AW2,n+1|2}
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1
= Fpp1 + {klﬂp,n | Breg |7z + 7k, Qnel |17z

202%k n n

+ Lo, [IVu(t)li: [IQnei™ 1L + I Qneyllz]
512C%k 512C%k n
71% u(tn) e 1 Qned ™ IEe + =51, 100t 15[ Breg 172
2031« "

+ b IVOE)NZ: [1Breg ™ 172 + | Quelllzz]

+4Cg, 1, , |Qnelli2 | AW nia|* + 4Ca, 1q, , | Breg |72 | AWz, i1 |? }

Next, taking the expectation and applying the summation Zi:o forany 0 << M —1 to
(3.31), we then obtain

1
19,£+1||Bhe§+1”%2:|

1
(3.32) iE [19 er1llOnei i + B

4
vk k
£ D 10, Vel I+ B0, 965 ]

¢
<Y E[Fun]+ Z k ( +Cp+4Cq, +4CG2) (1o, (IQneq™ T2 + | Qneillza
n=0
+||Bh€"+1||m +1Bregliz2)]
where C' = + 102404
We note that (3. ‘32) gives us the applicable form of the discrete Gronwall inequality. So, it

is left to estimate the first term, ano [Fr+1], on the right-hand side of (3.32). First of all,
we can group it into three groups Z1, Zs, and Z3 as shown below. Each group can be estimated

by using similar techniques.
To the end, first we estimate Z;. Using Lemma 2.3, Lemma 3.1 and Lemma 2.4, we obtain

¢
Zi=) ]E[CkhQIIAU(th)Iiz + CkR?(|0(tn41) |32 + CkR?(|VB(tnt1) 1L
n=0
+ Ckh*u(ty) | |Au(tas1) L2 + Ckh? [ u(tns) I 10t [

+ CkR? [u(tns) [En + ultn) 30 ] [Au(t)lz
+ CkR? [l s + [l lIE] | Au(tn )l
+ CkR? [10(tn4) 1 + ()] 104017

T ORR? [0 2 o [ 2] ||e<tn+1>||zz]

L
< CR? +CRk Y E[|[Vi(tns1)72]

n=0
+Ch3 (IE

sup |u(8)i§1D
s€[0,T]

N|=

2

N

L
E (kz Au(tn+1>||iz>
n=0




Fully discrete FEM for stochastic Boussinesq system 21

N

1

i 3 ¢ 2
+Ch? (]E sup Iu(S)i‘pD (E [(’fzo(tnﬂ)”%?) D
_SE[O’T] n=0

_ % ? 2
2 n|4 2
o (xe _@;%anuhnm]) E <kz_%||Au(tn+1)||L2>

SIS

r 3 ¢ 2]\ *
+Ch? (E sup ([16(s)]|7 + ||u(8)||il11)]> E (kz ||9(tn+1)?qz>
n=0

_sE[O,T]

r % ¢ 2 %
2 n |14 n |4 2
+on (2| ma (10715 + i) ) (E [(kgzoj ||0<tn+1>||Hz> ])

< Ch?,

where the last inequality is obtained by using Lemma 2.4 (d) and the fact that

4
Ch?
Ch2k S B[ 95(tas ) 32] = ZE [9(P(tns) = Plta)I3:] < CH2

n=0

Next, we estimate the second term Zs. Using Lemma 2.4 and Lemma 2.3, and also Lemma
3.1, we have

ZE[ /t+ [IV(a(tnir) —a(s)Fz + [IV(O(tns1) — 0(s))]32] ds

tnai
T / 16(tns1) — 6(s)|22 ds
t

n

4
22O 1 0) — () | Qe
tnt1
0 [ ) = u(e) e () [
e / l(tnir) — u(s)|2au(s)|2. ds
2C2k

IV(u(tns1) = ultn))llz: [1Qnen™ |22 + | QuetlL:]

tnal
+ C/ la(tnss) — u(s) | 10t 1) 70 ds
t

n

tnt1

+C 10(tn41) = 0(s) |32 [[u(s) 34 ds

tn

202k

IV (0(tns1) = 0(tn))lI72 [I1Brey™ 172 + | Qneqllzs]
51204k:
V

10(tnt1) — O(¢ 71)H1||Bhen+1|L2]

Nl=

2

<o 0 (B | max 0t ) (B (anu ) >||H1)
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(E <Z/“ ~ () e ds D
(E (Z/ Ju(tn) = u(s)llfo ds D
(E [(i L 18 = o0 ds) D
0 (& s, (i + 10usiit)] ) ( [(w o ))D
+0 (B[ mas, 1B 1Lal00 wpD' ( {(’flee . n)mﬂ);

< Ck*.
Finally, we estimate Z35. Using the It6 isometry, the martingale property of the It6 integrals,
Lemma 2.4, the assumptions (B3), and (B4), and Lemma 2.3 we obtain

[V

E| sup [u(s)|t )
_SE[O,T]

N

_SG[O,T]

E| sup IIH(S)II?pD

_sE[O,T]

Nl

+C<E sup [|0(s)||g )

14

23=ZE[2

n=0

2

/t (G (u(s) - Gi(u(ta)) AW (s)

n

L2
2

2 \ | @006~ Galote)) awvags

n

L2

[ @) - @auttn)) amis), Qheﬁ)

in

| (@006 - Galot0.)) awa(s), Bhez)

+1q,, (Gi(u(t,)) — G1(uy)) AW o y1, Qney)
((G2(0(tn)) — G2(0)) AWa 541, Breg)

+ Ch* [||Au(tn)[E2 | AW ] + ||9(tn)lliz|AW2,n+12]]

14

->E|: [ ) Gt ds

2 [ (o) - a0l ds}

n

+0+0+0+0+Chr
< Ck** + Ch*.

Now, we substitute all of the estimate from Z7, Z and Z3 into the right-hand side of (3.35)
and then use the discrete Gronwall inequality to obtain

1 1
E |1g,041/|Qnes F2 + =

4
: 310 B
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14
vk k n
o § :IE [mpmweyliz + %19,, Vey “y]

3
< Ck* + Ch® + Z k ( +Cp+4Cg, + 406‘2) (1o, ([IQnes™[I7z + | Qneillie

+HBh€n+1”L2 + ||BhegH%2)]
S C(kQa +h2) eTCp
= Cln(1/k) (k’za + h2) ) -

In(In(k 1))
cT

Finally, we state and prove the following error estimate for the pressure approximation:

THEOREM 3.3. Under the same conditions of Theorem 3.2. There holds

where p = is used to obtain the last equality above.

1
2 2

< O/ (K + ),

n

P(tn) - kzpé

{=1

(3.33) max B [1qg, .

1<n<M

L2

where C' = C(u®,0°,T, B1) is a postive constant.

Proof. The proof is based on the inf-sup condition (3.1) and Theorem 3.2. First, denote
ey := Ppp(tn) —pji. Adding and subtracting the term P,p(t,) in the error equations (3.27) and
then summing up the result from n =0 to £ for 1 < ¢ < M, we obtain

L )4
<I<: S eptt, div¢h> = (et — el 1) +v (k; > vertt, V¢h>
n=0 n=0
14
— kY (B(tn+1) = Pup(tns1), divey)
n=0

_O{/tn+l (u(tni1) —u(s)), Vén) ds

Tk (ehen dn) + / " (00s) — 0(t))e. ) ds

n

Me\

_l_

/ (tsr),bn) — b(u(s), u(s), n)] ds

e [bu(tn), ultss)s ) — b(ut. "+%¢h>]}

—Z{( | @t - Gatate) s )

T (Ga(u(t)) — Gy (u}) Awl,nﬂ,m}.

Next, using the inf-sup condition (3.1), and Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality we obtain

14

kz eg+1

n=0

(an 0 Zﬂ,diV(/)h)
< sup

L2 ¢n €H}, 1 #0 ||¢h||Hh
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< Cllegt" — edllee +v
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" C;::O MLWH}L{/L v(V(u(tns1) —u(s)), Vén) ds

t,

+ ki (¢hes, dn) + / " (0s) — 0(tn))e. ) ds

n

" / " Blt) ultsr). 1) — bu(s), u(s), éu)] ds

n

—k [b(u(tn), u(tni1),én) — (uhauZ“a%)]}

+ Z L " (@) - Giat)) ()01

(G (u(tn)) — Ga(u])) Awl,n+1,¢h>}
=1+ 1T+ 1IT+1IV +V.

Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, Lemma 2.4 and Theorem 3.2, we easily obtain the
following estimates

(3.34) {E [1q, (I + 1% + IV2 + VY2 < 0/In(1/k) (k% + 1) .

Next, using (3.7) and Lemma 2.4 (d), we have

' 1/2
(3.35) (B[} ? < ¢ {k S TE [5(tns1) — Papltnsr)]13:] }

n=0

; 1/2
<Ch {k > TE[IIVﬁ(th)%z]}

= 1/2
=Ch{ 1ZEIIV (tn+1) ())Iliz]} < Ch.

Combining both (3.34) and (3.35), we have

(3.36) (E [1%,5

Finally, the proof is completed by using the triangle inequality with the decomposition

¢
P(tg) — Z py =k Z —Dh) —kz — Pnp(tn +k26p7

n=1

Y, 2

kZeg

(=1

1/2
D < C\/In(1/k) (k* + h).

L

and (3.36), (3.5), and (3.7). d
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4. Numerical experiments. In this section, we present numerical experiments to vali-
date our theoretical results. Throughout all tests, we set D = (0,1)2 C R?, T'=1, v = 1, and
p = 1. The Wiener processes Wi (t) and Wa(t) in (1.1) are taken to be R-valued and are simu-
lated using a minimal time-step size kg = 27!1. We also choose G1(u) = u and G5(f) = 6 in
all the numerical tests. For all computations, we approximate expectations using the standard
Monte Carlo method with J = 400 independent samples. Spatial discretization is performed
using the MINT element for the mixed element pair of (u}, p}), while the linear polynomial is
chosen for the element space of 67}. Finally, homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions are
imposed on both u and 6 in all numerical tests.

We implement the Main Algorithm and compute the errors of the velocity, pressure, and
temperature approximations in the specified norms below. Since the exact solutions are un-
known, the errors are computed between the computed solution (uj(w;),py(w;), 05 (w;)) and a
reference solution (uj, ;(w;), Py, ;(wj), 0 (w;)) (specified later) at the w;-th sample.

Furthermore, to evaluate errors in strong norms, we use the following numerical integration
formulas:

L2LL2(u) == (B[ max [a(t,) —up[Z:])"

1<n<M
J
/
N G (jmas, ) = i) )
j=1
Ly LOOL2 (E[lgl 16(t) — 6);ZHQLQ])Uz
J
/
~ GZQ?}% 167 (ws) = emmia))l g
j:l
1/2
L2L2H1 Elk ” _ n||21
= (3]0 3 e - il
J M
/
GZ( leu?ef(wj)—uz(wj)”gp))l 27
j=1 " n=1
LELYH, (6) = (E[kZIIG . 9;;||§{1D”2

M

(}i(kZH% o))

i=1 n=1
il,.])”

(}Z(sz Preg(wj) — Ph(wy))‘

Jj=1

[

L2213(p) = (B[] Ptar) - ES

2 \\1/2
L2>) '

Test 1. In this experiment, we investigate the temporal convergence rate O(k®) for o €
(0,1/2) predicted by Theorem 3.2. To this end, we apply the Main Algorithm to compute
numerical approximations {(u}, pjt,0})} using a fixed spatial mesh size h = 1.67 x 1072, while
systematically refining the time step according to k = 2k for £ € N.

The reference solutions {(ul,, pl;, 07;)} are obtained using a finer time step kyer = k/2.
The temporal discretization errors are then approximated by comparing numerical solutions
computed at two successive time resolutions. This approach is standard in numerical studies of
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stochastic Navier—-Stokes equations and related systems; see, for example, [31, 20, 30].

The resulting errors are shown in Figures 4.1-4.3. The observed convergence rates for the
velocity, pressure, and temperature are consistent with the theoretical prediction of an order
close to 1/2 stated in Theorem 3.2.

100 05 [ —— 1,0‘5 ]
—— LILELY(w)| | 10? L2L2H'(w)

Fig. 4.1: Plots of the time discretization errors and convergence order of the computed velocity
{up} in L2-norm(left) and H'-norm (right) with k = 274,275,276 277 278,

100 08 — k3
L2L2L20) o LyLiH (0)

Error

Fig. 4.2: Plots of the time discretization errors and convergence order of the computed tem-
perature {67} in L%norm(left) and H'-norm (right) with k = 274,275 276 277 278

05
—— L2L2L}(p)

Error

Fig. 4.3: Plots of the time discretization errors and convergence order of the computed pressure
{ul'} in time-averaged norm with k = 274,27°,276, 277 278,

Test 2. Finally, we present a numerical example to validate the spatial convergence rates
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of the proposed numerical scheme predicted by Theorem 3.2. In this experiment, the time step
is fixed at k = 279, and the spatial mesh size h is successively refined.

The numerical results shown in Figures 4.4 (right) and 4.5 (right) demonstrate a first-
order convergence rate for the velocity approximation in the energy norm, in agreement with
the theoretical result of Theorem 3.2. Furthermore, Figures 4.4 (left) and 4.5 (left) indicate a
second-order convergence rate for the velocity approximation in the L? norm, which exceeds the
theoretical estimate. Finally, Figure 4.6 confirms a first-order convergence rate for the pressure
approximation.

0 N
L2LEL2 ) 10t L2L?H\(u)

107 100 102 100
h h

Fig. 4.4: Plots of the spatial discretization errors and convergence order of the computed
velocity {u'} in L2-norm(left) and H'-norm (right) with h = 272,273,274 275,

20 —plo

L2LPLAO) 10t o LLiH©0)

Fig. 4.5: Plots of the spatial discretization errors and convergence order of the computed
temperature {67} in L%-norm(left) and H'-norm (right) with h = 272,273,274 275,
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Fig. 4.6: Plots of the spatial discretization errors and convergence order of the computed
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