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LINEARLY IMPLICIT METHODS
FOR NONLINEAR PARABOLIC EQUATIONS

GEORGIOS AKRIVIS* AND MICHEL CROUZEIX

ABSTRACT. We construct and analyze combinations of rational implicit and
explicit multistep methods for nonlinear parabolic equations. The resulting
schemes are linearly implicit and include as particular cases implicit—explicit
multistep schemes as well as the combination of implicit Runge-Kutta schemes
and extrapolation. An optimal condition for the stability constant is derived
under which the schemes are locally stable. We establish optimal order error
estimates.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let T > 0,u° € H, and consider the initial value problem of seeking u : [0, 7] —
D(A) satistying

u'(t) + Au(t) = B(t,u(t)), 0<t<T,

(1.1) 0(0) = b

with A a positive definite, selfadjoint, linear operator on a Hilbert space (H, (-, "))
with domain D(A) dense in H, and B(t,) : D(A) — H, t € [0,T], a (possibly)
nonlinear operator. We assume that (IT]) possesses a smooth solution.

The schemes we will consider in this paper are expressed in terms of bounded
rational functions p;,0; : [0,00] - R, i = 0,...,q, with p, = 1 and g, = 0; we
assume that the functions o; vanish at infinity, o;(co) = 0. The implicit scheme
described by the functions p;,7 =0, ..., q, will be used for the discretization of the
linear part and the explicit scheme described by the functions ¢;,7 = 0,...,q — 1,
for the discretization of the nonlinear part of the equation.

Let N € N, k := T/N be the time step, and t" := nk,n = 0,...,N. We
recursively define a sequence of approximations U™ to u™ := u(t™) by

q qg—1
(1.2) > pikAU™ =k ai(kA)BE" T, U),
i=0 i=0
assuming that starting approximations U°,...,U%"! are given.

Let | | denote the norm of H, and introduce in V,V := D(A'/2), the norm || - ||
by ||v| := |A'/?v|. We identify H with its dual, and denote by V' the dual of V,
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and by | - ||« the dual norm on V’. For stability purposes, we assume that B(t,-)
can be extended to an operator from V into V', and an estimate of the form

(1.3) (|1B(t,v) — B(t,w)|x < Allv —w|| + plv — w| Yo,w e T,

holds in a tube Ty, T, := {v € V : min ||u(t) — v|| < 1}, around the solution u,
uniformly in ¢, with the stability constant A < 1 and a constant p.

Stability assumptions. For x € [0, 00] we introduce the polynomials p(z,-) and
0'(.’[,', ) by

q q—1

plx, ) = Z pi(x)¢, o(x,¢) = . oi(z)¢"

i=0 1=0

We order the roots (j(x),j = 1,...,q, of p(z,-) in such a way that the functions
¢; are continuous in [0, 00| and the roots §; := (;(0),5 = 1,...,s, satisfy |¢;| = 1;
these unimodular roots are the principal roots of p(0,-) and the complex numbers

N, = 2p0E))
J T €5 02p(0,85)
are the growth factors of £;. We assume that the method described by the rational

functions po, .. ., pq is strongly A(0)—stable in the sense that for all 0 < < co and
for all j = 1,...,¢, there holds |(;(x)| < 1, and the principal roots of p(0,-) are
simple and their growth factors have positive real parts, ReA; > 0,5 =1,...,s. This
definition is motivated by the definition of the strong A(0)—stability for multistep
schemes. Depending on the particular scheme we will use for discretizing (L))
in time, it will be essential for our analysis that A\ be appropriately small. More
precisely, with

(with 9y denoting differentiation with respect to the first variable)

zo(z, ()
1.4 K, ) :=sup ma 7‘
( ) (P.e) m>I(DJ CES)l( 0(337 C)
we will assume
(15) A< 1/K(p)0);

here S; denotes the unit circle in the complex plane, S; := {z € C : |z| = 1}.
Under our hypotheses, K, ) is finite. We will show local stability of the scheme
([T2) provided the stability constant A satisfies (LH). Let us also note that for any
constant A exceeding the right-hand side of (LH) we will construct examples of
problems of the form (1)) satisfying (IL3]) for which the scheme (2] is unstable,
cf. Remark[2Jl Concerning the tube T}, on the other hand, we emphasize that it is
defined in terms of the norm of V' for concreteness. The analysis may be modified
to yield convergence under conditions analogous to (L3)) for v and w belonging to
tubes defined in terms of other norms, not necessarily the same for both arguments,
see [2].

Consistency assumptions. Let the consistency error E™,n =0,..., N —q, of the
scheme (2)) for the solution w of (III) be given by

q qg—1
(16) k(I + kA)ilEn = Z pi(kA)unJri — kZ O—i(kA)B(thri’unJri)'
1=0 1=0
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Let p > 1, and functions ¢ : [0,00) = R, £=0,...,p, be defined by

q
(1.7) we(x) Z [i¥pi(z) — (6" + 2i%)oi(2)], £=0,...,p—1,
i=0
q
(1.8) pp(r) =Y [iPpi(x) — pi*~'oy()].

i=0
Similar functions are used in the analysis of single step schemes for inhomogeneous
parabolic equations in [3], see also [I1]. Applying our scheme to initial value prob-

lems for linear scalar ordinary differential equations of the form
{u'—i—au:f, 0<t<T,

(1.9) () = .

with a positive constant a and f € CP[0,T], we see that the scheme is of order p,
i.e., the consistency error can be estimated in the form |E™| < CkP with a constant
C depending on the solution u, for any smooth function f, if and only if

(Cp) we(x) = O(:EPH_é) asx — 0+, £=0,...,p;

the only if part is seen by taking u(t) = (¢t — ¢")* and the corresponding f, and the
if via Taylor expansion. In particular, from ¢(0) = 0 we conclude

(1.10) p0(0) + -+ + py(0) = 0.

We say that the polynomial order of the scheme is p < p, or that the scheme is
strictly accurate of order p, if it integrates (IL9) exactly, whenever the exact solution
u is a polynomial of degree at most p— 1. It is easily seen that the polynomial order
of our scheme is p if and only if

(éﬁ) we=0, £=0,...,p—1.

To motivate the definition of these functions and to explain the condition for the
polynomial accuracy, let us introduce the notation E,, (k,a,u) by

q q
En(k,a,u) = pika)u(t™™) — k> oi(ka) (u' (") + au(t"™));
i=0 i=0
then we can see that

wi(z) = Eo(1,z,vg)  with w(t) =t forl=0,....,p—1,

i.e., the polynomial order of the scheme (I2)) is p < p if and only if (C}) is satisfied.
Let us also note for later use that, with vy ,(t) = (t — ¢ + 1)* and ¢ 4(z) =
Eo(1,z,vep), (Cp) is clearly equivalent to

(C%) 0rg=0, (=0,....p—1

To implement ([[2)), for each linear factor in the denominator of the rational
functions p; and o;,7 =0, ..., q, we need to solve one linear problem at every time
level. The linear problems reduce to linear systems when we discretize also in space.
Therefore, from a computational point of view it would be convenient to choose the
rational functions o; such that their denominators are all the same as that of the
functions p;, because for each common linear factor of the denominators we have

to solve one linear problem. One way of achieving this, as well as condition (C)p), is
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to first choose fpo, ..., pq with py = 1 such that Y7 i7p;(z) = O(xPT77) as z —
O+, j=0,....p, ie.,

q
Ze_”ﬁi(:zr) =0(2P™) as z — 0+,
=0

and the corresponding scheme be strongly A(0)—stable, and distinguish two cases:
for ¢ > p we set p; := p;,i = 0,...,q, 05 := 0,9 =p,...,q, and for p > q we set
pi =00 =0,...,p—q—1, pp_gys := pi,? = 0,...,¢q, and then solve the linear
system

p—1 , /! ¢ (—z)i max(p,q)

111) ) ifoi(r) = Names > i > ipilx), £=0,...,p—1,
i=0 j=0 i=0

to determine the rational functions ¢;,7 = 0,...,p — 1. This system is obviously

uniquely solvable and the rational functions o; are linear combinations of the right-
hand sides of (II1). Hence, the only singularities of the o; are those of the p; (which
are the only singularities of the right-hand sides of (I.TTl)), i.e., the denominator of
all o; is the least common multiple of the denominators of the functions pg, ..., pg-
Also, since the functions p; are bounded, the right-hand sides of ([II)) are small
for large x, i.e., the numerator of o; is of lower degree than its denominator; thus
0'1(00) =0.

Assuming that the order and the polynomial order of our scheme is p, and the
solution u of (] sufficiently smooth, we shall estimate the consistency error in
the form

(1.12) max ||E"||. < CkP.
0<n<N—q
In our main result, we shall derive optimal order error estimates in |- |, assuming
(T3, that the order of our scheme is p and its polynomial order p — 1, and that
appropriate starting values U°, ..., U~ ! are given.

Let us note that the implicit—explicit multistep schemes analyzed in [I] and [2]
are particular cases of the schemes considered in this paper. Indeed, if we let («, 3)
be a strongly A(0)—stable g—step scheme and («,y) be an explicit g—step scheme,
characterized by three polynomials «, 8 and -,

q q q—1
a(Q) =Y i, B =D B¢, ) =Dl
1=0 =0 =0

then the corresponding implicit—explicit («, 8, v) scheme for (L)) is

q q—1
(1.13) D (il + kB AU = k> B U,
=0 =0

Letting now p;(z) = (a; + fix)/(eg + Bgz),i = 0,...,q, and o;(x) := v/ (aq +
Bqx),i=0,...,q—1, it is easily seen that the scheme ([.2]) reduces to (I.I3). Also,
the stability and consistency conditions in this paper coincide in this case with
those of [2].

Keeling, [5], has constructed and analyzed combinations of a strongly Ag—stable
implicit Runge-Kutta method (IRKM) and an extrapolation scheme for the dis-
cretization of semilinear parabolic equations. These schemes, even for stronger
nonlinearities, are included in the class considered in this paper, see Section [7
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The analysis in this paper is based on the one in [2] and concerns a much wider
class of methods. We also note that ideas from [3] are used in our analysis in various
places.

Roughly speaking, our methods can be viewed as an extension of the Rosenbrock
methods based on an inexact Jacobian; the motivation is the same as in [I0]. Other
classes of linearly implicit methods are constructed in [§] and [6]; they correspond
to the use of approximate Jacobians. Clearly the methods based on approximate
Jacobians have better stability properties and are easier to analyze. An advantage
of our methods is that they avoid recomputation of these Jacobians.

An outline of the paper is as follows: Sections 2l and B] are devoted to the local
stability and consistency, respectively, of the linearly implicit scheme. Optimal
order error estimates are derived in Section[dl Section[Blis devoted to error estimates
for fully discrete schemes. The computation of appropriate starting approximations
is addressed in Section[6l In Section [7] we shall show that Keeling’s schemes can be
written in the form (L2 and satisfy our hypotheses.

2. LOCAL STABILITY

In this section we show local stability of the scheme (L2Z) under the condition
([CE). We will also see that if A in (I3) exceeds the right-hand side of (IH) then
for an appropriate choice of A and B the scheme (LZ) is unstable.

Let U™, V™ € Ty,,m = 0,..., N, satisfy (L2]) and

q _ q—1 _ _
(2.1) S iRV =k oy (kA)BE, VM,
i=0 i=0
n=0,..., N —gq, respectively. Let 9" := U™ —-V™ p™ .= B(t™,U™)—B({t™, V™),
m =0,...,N. Subtracting (Z1]) from (L.2)) we obtain

q qg—1
(2.2) > kAT =k oy (kADPT, n=0,...,N —q.
=0 1=0

The rational functions e(¢,-) and f(¢,-) defined through the expansions

23)  (p(2,0) =Y eltx) ¢ (p(a,Q) oz, ) =D ) ¢
ez, €z

will play a crucial role in the stability analysis. Since, for all z € (0, oo], the modulus
of all roots of p(z, -) is less than one, expansions (Z3)) are valid for all ¢ in the exterior
of the unit circle, |{| > 1, and we have e(¢,-) =0 for £ < ¢—1 and f(¢,-) =0 for
£ < 0. We also note that the only poles of these rational functions are the poles of
pi,0i,i =0,...,q, and that they vanish at co, e(¢,00) = f(¢,00) = 0. Thus, we can
define e(f, kA) and f(¢,kA). Let 90 =0, 9} = kzzz_ol f(n — €, kA)b. Then, in
view of (Z3)), we have

q qg—1
(2.4) > kAT = kY oi(kAY"T, n=0,...,N—q.
=0 =0

Further, let 9% := 9" — 97. From ([22)) and (Z4]) we immediately obtain

q

(2.5) > pi(kA)ET =0, n=0,....,N—q.
1=0
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q q—1
With g;(n,z) = Z e(n+f—j,x)pe(x), it is easily seen that 95 = Zgj (n, kA)9,.
t=j+1 J=0

An adaptation of the techniques used in [7], see also [9], based on Parseval’s
identity allows us to prove the following result.

Lemma 2.1. There exist positive constants Ko, N1 and Na, depending only on
piy0i, @ = 0,...,q, such that for any n, 0 < n < N, the following estimates are
valid

n n—1
(2.61) B NP < K20 k> [IbY)2,
£=0 £=0
n—1
(2.6i) 072 < Ko kY b2,
£=0
n q—1 . .
(2.71) B 0507 < gy Y (1931 + Kl[93)1%),
l=q Jj=0
-1
(2.7i) 95 < Ny 3]
)

In particular, with k1 (ZE, C) = Ipcz(mm,g)7 Ny = maxo<j<q—1 SUPp>q SUPgs |gj (n, I‘)|7

1 1 2wt .\|2

1 » d; ,

Ky = sup/ |—=ki (z,e 2")|?dt, Ny = max sup/ Mdt,
e>0Jo VI 0<5<q-1 4>0.Jo 142

where 5j (C, I) = - ZZQ PZ(I)CE/P(% C)

Proof. The proof that K, 5), K2, N1, N2 are finite is similar to analogous results
in [2] and is omitted. It suffices to show the estimates for b* = 0 for £ > n, and n
replaced by oo on the right-hand sides. We introduce b, v, and v by

l;(t) — Z bf eQiﬂ'lt, él(t) — ZP&{ eQiTrEiE7 ’l§2(t) _ Z,ﬂg eQiﬂ'lt;
=0 £=0 l=q

from the definition of ¥, and ([23), we deduce
D (t) = k(p(kA,e™2™)) o (kA, e %) (1)

Therefore, we have ||J(¢)]| < K)o 16(t)]|+, and, using Parseval’s identity,
oo 1 1 oo
> lsl :/ [91 ()] dt < K?p,a)/ b()1F dt = KT, 0y > IV,
=0 0 0 =0
i.e. (2.61) holds. For the estimate (2.6ii), we use the relation
1 1
97 = / e A )y (t) dt = / e M A gy (KA, e727) b(t) dt,
0 0

and obtain

1
01 = [ e (bfe), A (kA0 ) )
0
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and thus

1 1
972 < ( / 1B() |2 diy /3 / A Ry (R A, €27 972 )1/,

Introducing the operator A by
1
A= / (kA) ' ki (kA e 2™ ky (KA, &™) dt,
0
we then have

1
/O [ AT R (R A, ™) 97|12 dt = k(ADT, 97) < Kl Al £ |97 .

Since A is selfadjoint we have

1 —2imt\|2

ki(kv,e

lAllzcay < sup / |1(k—)| dt < K,
veSp(A) Jo v

with Sp(A) denoting the spectrum of A, and conclude [97]? < k K> fol 6(t)]|? dt

and (2.6ii) follows. In order to prove (2.7i), we first note that, in view of 23], an

easy calculation shows that

=

q—
192 (t) = Z 5j (e_QiFt, kA)ﬁ%eQi”jt,

J:
cf. [2]. Further, as in the proof of (2.6ii),

k/ 16 (77", kA)I3e®™ || dt < Ny (|95 + k[[93]1%),
0

and, therefore,

1 q—1 ) )
E [ 101 de< e 307 + KR,
0 pr
which immediately yields (2.7i). The estimate (2.7ii) is obvious. O
In Theorem 1] we will estimate 9™ in terms of 99, ..., 99!, Part of ¥, namely
9%, will be estimated in terms of ¥°,... 997! in the following Lemma.
Lemma 2.2. There exists a constant C' such that, forn =0,..., N,
n qg—1
(2.8) W52+ kY 051> < C Y (107 + k[0 |1%).
£=0 =0

J
Proof. Obviously, we have 19% =9 —k Z;;é f(i—£,kAW j=0,...,q— 1. There-
fore

Jj—1 j—1
03] < 1971+ VEY myglblls,  and (93] < 197 + Y mmellbFlss
=0 =0
with my = sup,~q |vZf(4, z)| and ng = sup,~ |zf (¢, z)|. Then (Z8) follows from
(2.7) and (L3). O

The main result in this section, the local stability of the scheme (L2]), is given
in the following theorem:
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Theorem 2.1. Let U™, V™ € T, satisfy (L2) and 1), respectively. Then, with
9" =U™ — V™ we have the local stability estimate

=

(2.9) 0712+ kY942 < Ce ST (109)2 + K[|97)12)
=0 7=0

n=q—1,...,N, with constants C' and c independent of U™, V'™ and k.

£

Proof. In view of (3] and Minkowski’s inequality we have

n—1 1/2 n—1 1/2
(B I02) ™ < (RSO + 9 )?) ™ <A@+ + e
=0 £=0

with

o= (RS WR) " = (50 100R) " ande, = (kS B42)
£=0 £=0

=0
Thus, (2.61) and (2.6ii) yield, for n > 1,

an < K(p,o)()‘ n—1+ dp—1+ en—l) < K(p,a’)()‘ Gn + dp—1 + en—l)u

and
a2 —d?_
"T"l < Ko(X ap + 1 dyq + 1)

therefore, in view of (L), we have AK(, ) < 1 and

d dn 1 /Ldn71—|—6n71 2

K <92 2d2 2
k 2( 1 _ AK(pp—) ) — C(/’L n—1 + en—l)’
with ¢ = Mlgﬁ Hence, we deduce (note that dy = 0)
) n—1 g (-1 2cu t" 1 ) e2cu2t" -1 )
dn S 2Ckze CH ( )EE < 2Ck W_len71 = 726,”’71.
£=0 H
Thus, we have pd, < Wt e, | and
K, n

(2.10i) an < %(1 e e
(2.10i) 97| < Ve (pdn-1 + en_1) < Ve (14 e en_y.
Now, (2.10) and (2.8)) yield

n q—1

2,n . .

(2.11) L1+ kDN < e Y (1072 + Rl )

=0 §=0
From (2.11) and (2.8) we easily obtain (2.9) and the proof is complete. O

Remark 2.1. The condition (L3 is sharp in the sense that, for any constant A ex-
ceeding the right-hand side of ([L3]), we can give examples of operators A and B sat-
isfying (IL3)) for which the scheme (L2) is unstable. Indeed, assume that K, ;) >
1. In view of this hypothesis and the fact that lim¢|o[z0(z, )/ p(, ()] = 0, there
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exists a positive x and a ¢ € C with [(| > 1 satisfying |A\zo(x,()/p(z,{)| = 1;
therefore, there exists a © € R such that

q -1
Z pi(z)¢" = \ze® Z oi ()¢t
=0 i=0

Choosing then B(t,u) := Xe'® Au, it is easily seen that the scheme is unstable, see
Remark 2.3 in [2].

3. CONSISTENCY

In this section we will derive an optimal order estimate for the consistency error
E"™, see (B) below, assuming that the order and the polynomial order of the scheme
is p. We will also derive some preliminary consistency estimates for polynomial order
p — 1 which will be used in Section M to establish optimal order error estimates.

Letting

p
(3.1a) EI: Z
=0
gt

a
(3.1b) E} .= iz (kA) / (" — 5)PuPHD (5)ds
e,

tn+1

(3.1c) ED:= Zaz k:A/ (" — )P (wPTD) + AuP) (s)ds,

w® (t")

.m|w

w

and Taylor expanding the right-hand side of (LG we easily see that
(3.2) k(I +kA)'E"=E}!+ E} + EY.

Assume now that the order and the polynomial order of our scheme is p, see (Cj).
Then, in view of (3.1a), E} = kpgop(kA)u(p) ™) /pl, ie.,

kPt 1
33)  UHRE =5 (b)) + 2y (k) A0 (07)

Using now the fact that ¢, and @p, @p(z) = ¢p(z)/z, are bounded, we easily
conclude

(3.4a) (I + KA)EY || < CRPH[ul ().

Similarly, using the boundedness of p;,o; and &;,6;(x) := xo;(x), we easily obtain

tnta

G EOBL <R [ () + kO ) ) ds
ttn+q*l

@) IU+RABL <R [ (W) [ )]s
t’Vl

From (3.4) and (8:2) we immediately obtain the desired consistency estimate

(3.5) max ||E"||« < CkP.
0<n<N—q



10 GEORGIOS AKRIVIS AND MICHEL CROUZEIX

Remark 3.1. The case of polynomial order less than p can be treated as well,
but to obtain optimal order error estimates some compatibility conditions would
be required; without such conditions order reduction would occur, cf. [3] and [4].
However, if the polynomial order is p — 1, using the fact that the function 7,

(3.6) n(x) = pp-1(x)/[x p(z, 1)],

is bounded in [0, 00|, we will prove in Theorem optimal order error estimates
without any compatibility conditions. First of all, let us note that n is bounded
in a neighborhood of 0 since p(0,1) = 0, d2p(0,1) # 0 and @,_1(z) = O(z?); it is
also bounded in [¢, 00] for any positive ¢, since p(-,1) is there uniformly bounded
away from 0. As a preliminary result for Theorem [£.2] let us note that in this case,
according to (3.1a), there is an additional term to E7 which can be written as

1 .
m%’pﬂ(kfl)u(p V)
P

R 1),77(

kA) p(kA, 1) AuP=D (™)
= k(I +RATE 4+ kpl),mkA) > pi(kA) APV (") — uPD (1)),
=0

with E™ such that

N kP a .
k(I +EA)IE" = 5T n(kA) Y pi(kA) Au®=D (),
P2 i=0
Thus in this case, since 7, 7(z) := (1 4+ x)n(z), is bounded, B3] is replaced by
(3.7) max ||E" — E"||, < CkP.
0<n<N—q

4. ERROR ESTIMATES

In this section we assume ([L5]), that the order of our scheme is p and its polyno-
mial order p — 1, and shall derive optimal order error estimates. In our first result,
Theorem M1l we will assume polynomial order p, and in our main result, Theorem
432l we relax this condition to polynomial order p — 1.

We note that we will use similar notation as in Section [} however several quan-
tities, like ¥ and b™, do not coincide with those in Section

Let 9™ :=u™ — U™, 0™ := B({t"™,u™) — B(t™,U™), m = 0,..., N. Subtracting
(C2) from (L6l we obtain

q qg—1
(4.1) 3" ok A = kS oy (kAW + k(I + kA) T E™,
i=0 j=0
n=20,...,N —q. Let
n—1
=0, 9} =k> f(n—LkADY
=0

n—q
5=k> e(n—{kA)I+kA)E"
£=0
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It is then easily seen that 9% := 9" — J7 — % satisfies

q

(4.2) > pikA)3T =0, n=0,....N —q,

1=0
cf. &5). Now 9% = 0 for j < g — 1; therefore ¥93,...,947", and thus all 9%, depend
only on the initial entries u°,...,u? Y U, ... UL

The quantities 97,94 can be estimated as in Lemma 21 Similarly, for 9% we
have

n n—q

(4.30) kY 04017 < MP RS |IE2,
=0 £=0
n—q

(4.3i1) W52 < My kY |IE2,
£=0

with M1 = Sup,>oMmaxX¢ces, |(1+m)$W| and M2 = SUPg;>0 fol |W|2dt
As in [2] we can see that M; and Ms are finite.

In our main results, Theorems 1] and [£.2] we will need to estimate 9". Part of
it, namely 9% + 9%, can be estimated in terms of ¥°,... 9971 and the consistency
errors B, ... EN~4 This result follows by combining Lemma and (4.3).

Lemma 4.1. There exists a constant C' such that, forn=0,..., N,
n q—1 n—q

(44) o =92k Y (9" = 9512 < L DT + RIIP) + kY B2 -
=0 Jj=0 £=0

In the following theorem we establish optimal order error estimates, assuming
polynomial order p; this condition will be relaxed in Theorem

Theorem 4.1. Let the order and the polynomial order of the scheme be p. Assume

we are given starting approzimations U°, U, ..., U1 € V tou®,...,ud"! such
that
(4.5) max (|uj — U]+ kM2l — Uj||) < CkP.

0<j<q—-1

Let UM € V,n=gq,...,N, be recursively defined by [(L2). Let 9" = u™ —U",n =
0,...,N. Then, there exist constants C and c, independent of k and n, such that,
for k sufficiently small,

n qg—1 n—q
(4.6) 9"+ kY 002 < Ce T (19712 + RIWI2) + kD B2
=0 j=0 £=0
n=q—1,...,N, and
ny _ " < D
(4.7) omax, lu(t™) = U™ < CKP.

Proof. In view of ([@H) and (B3, it is easily seen that ([@7) follows from (£8]). Thus,
it remains to prove ([Gl). According to ([@H]) and ([B3]), there exists a constant C,
such that the right-hand side of (6] can be estimated by C2k?P,

=

q— N—q
(4.8) Cec“2T{ T EESY ||Ef||f} < 2P,
=0 £=0

<
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The estimate (40) is obviously valid for n = ¢ — 1. Assume that it holds for
g—1,...,n—1, ¢ <n < N. Then, according to (48] and the induction hypothesis,
we have, for k small enough,

(4.9) max ||| < C.kPV/2 < 1/2,
0<j<n—1

and thus U7 € T,,j = 0,...,n — 1. It is then easily seen, cf. the derivation of

(110, that

n qg—1
(4.10) WP+ k05 < Ce2er’t” S + k7% .
=0 Jj=0
From (£4) and (AI0) it easily follows that (6] holds for n as well, and the proof
is complete. O

The main result in this section is given in the following theorem:

Theorem 4.2. Let the polynomial order of the scheme be p — 1 and all other
conditions of Theorem 1] be satisfied. Then the estimates of Theorem 1] are
valid.

Proof. We let 97, 9% be as before and split 9% in two parts, 95 and 9%, with

08 =k e(n—0,kA)(I+ kA~ (E' - EY

9=k e(n—0kA)(I+kA)™?

In view of (4.3) and [B7), 7 can be easily estimated. Further, using ([2.3) we have

n—q

Z e(n—4,x) Z piz) 2+ =

£=0 =0

qule‘FliL’ _qulz _'7)i7

and we deduce

n kP “ n—i
Vs :Fn (kA) (Eogq 1—i(q + 1, kA)Aup 1)(t )

q—1

- Z Gg-1-i(n = i, kA) A= (¢1)),

=0

and thus easily, in view also of the fact that 7,7(z) = (1 + z)n(x), is bounded,

(4.11) 932+ kS 92 < Ok

(=0
Combined with the other estimates this shows that the results of Theorem (1] are
valid also for polynomial order p — 1. ([l
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Remark 4.1. The constants in this and previous sections as well as conditions
like “k sufficiently small” do not directly depend on the particular choice of the
operators A and B; they only depend on A, u, the discretization scheme and on
various norms of the solution u. This fact will play a crucial role in the analysis of
fully discrete schemes in the next section.

5. FULLY DISCRETE SCHEMES

In this section we establish optimal order error estimates for fully discrete sche-
mes assuming that the order and the polynomial order of the scheme is p and p—1,
respectively.

For the space discretization we shall use a family V3, 0 < h < 1, of finite di-
mensional subspaces of V. In this section the following discrete operators will play
an essential role: Define P, : V' — V},, A, : V — V},, and the nonlinear operators
Bh(t, ) V=V, by

(Fov, x) = (v X) Vx € Vi
(Ang, x) = (Ap, x) VX € Vi
(Bn(t,¢),x) = (B(t,¢),x) VX € Va.
The semidiscrete problem corresponding to (L) is to seek a function up, up(t) € Vi,
satisfying
up,(t) + Apun(t) = Bp(t,un(t)), 0<t<T,
un(0) = uj,
with u% € Vj, a given approximation to u°.
To construct a fully discrete scheme we discretize (@) in time. Assuming that
starting approximations U°,...,U%! € V}, to u%,...,u9"! are given, we define
recursively a sequence of approximations U™ € V}, to u™ := u(t™) by

q q—1

(5.1) > pikANU =k oi(kAy) By (", U,
i=0 i=0

Let B(t,-) : V. — V' be differentiable, and assume that the linear operator M (),

M(t) == A — B'(t,u(t)) + &I, is uniformly positive definite, for an appropriate

constant x. We introduce the ‘elliptic’ projection Ry (t) : V — Vj,, ¢ € [0,T1], by

P, M(t)Rp,(t)v = Py M (t)v

and refer to [2] for motivation of this definition. We will show consistency of
the semidiscrete equation for Rp(f)u(t); to this end we shall use approximation
properties of the elliptic projection operator Ry (t). We let W(t) := Ry (t)u(t), and
assume that Ry, (t) satisfies the estimates

(5.2) u(t) = W ()| + b |Ju(t) - W(t)| < Ch"
d
S ult) - W) < O
with two integers r and d, 2 < d < r. We further assume that
W

(5.3) IZ2 @I <C j=1,....p+1

dti
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For consistency purposes with respect to the space discretization, we assume for
the nonlinear part the estimate
(5.4) [B(t,u(t)) — B(t,W(t)) — B'(t,u(t))(u(t) = W(¢))|l« < Ch".

Let E},(t) € V3, denote the consistency error of the semidiscrete equation (&) for
W,

(5.5) En(t) :=W'(t) + A)W(t) — Bp(t,W(t)), 0<t<T.
From the definition of W we easily conclude
(5.6) (AW (),x) = (Au(t) — [B'(t, u(t) — wI)(u(t) - W(),x) ¥ € Vi
Therefore, using (L),
Ep(t) = W'(t) = Pot () + w[Pou(t) — W(t)]
+ Po[B(tu(t)) — B(t, W (1)) — B'(t,u(t)) (u(t) — W(1))],

and, in view of (5.2), (@) and (54), we easily obtain the following optimal order
estimate for the consistency error Ep,

. « < "
(57) max [ E(t)]. < Ch

The main result in this paper is given in the following theorem:

Theorem 5.1. Let the order and the polynomial order of the scheme be p and p—1,

respectively. Assume we are given initial approzimations U°, U, ..., U™ €
tou?, ..., ud"! such that
(5.8) max (|Wj — U] + kM2 —Uj||) < O(KP + 7).

0<j<q—-1

Let U™ € Vi, n = q,..., N, be recursively defined by (B1)). Then, there exists a
constant C, independent of k and h, such that, for k and h*" k=1 sufficiently small,

: ")~ U < C(kP +h7).
(5.9) og}ngW(t )=U"| < C(kP +h")
Proof. Let pp, := u™ — W" n =0,...,N, with v := u(t") and W" := W(t"). In
view of (&.2)), we have

. " < "
(5.10) omax, " < Ch
Obviously B(t, v) 1= B(t,v)+Ep(t), cf. (5H), satisfies (L3]) with the same constants
A and p. Now let W7 := WJ,j =0,...,¢ — 1, and define W™, n = ¢,...,N, by
applying the time discretization scheme to the equation (1), i.e. by

—

q
(511) Z pi(kAh)W"Jri —k Ui(kAh)Bh(tn+i, V~Vn+i)7
1=0 i

Q

-
Il
=)

with By, (t,v) = By (t,v) + Ex(t). Then, according to Theorem E2, and in view of
(3.4) and (E3),

(5.12) max_|W" —W"| < CkP.
0<n<N
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In view of (5.I0) and (5.I2)), it remains to estimate ¥ := W™ — U™. Subtracting
EI) from (BIID), we obtain

qg—1
Z i(BAR)O" T =k 0y (kAR) [By (£, W) — By (¢, U™ )]
i=0 i=0
(5.13) 1
+kY 0i(kAR) B ("),
i=0

Using now the boundedness of o; and ({6, we get

n qg—1 n—q
(5.14) [0+ kY 912 < Cer {3 (W7 + R + kD IEA ]2

£=0 j=0 £=0
From this estimate, in view of (B7)) and our condition on the starting approxima-
tions, we easily conclude
(5.15) max |[W" —U"| < C(kP + h").

0<n<N

Let us note that it is in the derivation of (G.I4) and (5I5) where we need the
meshcondition “h?"k~! sufficiently small”; this is due to the fact that the analog
of (@A) now reads

[ max [99]] < O (kP~2 + ATE~Y2) < 1/2,

<<

and for the last estimate to be satisfied we need to assume k and h2"k~! to be
sufficiently small; it is then easily seen that U’ € T,,,5 =0, ...,n — 1. From (E10),
(EI2) and (BIH) the desired estimate (B.9) follows and the proof is complete. [

For several examples of multistep schemes as well as for partial differential equa-
tions satisfying the conditions of this paper we refer the reader to [2] and [1].

Remark 5.1. If the estimate (L3) holds in tubes around u defined in terms of
other norms, the meshcondition “h?"k~! small” of Theorem [5. 1 has to be modified,
see Remark 2.2 in [2].

6. COMPUTATION OF STARTING APPROXIMATIONS

In this section we present two schemes, one nonlinear and one linear, for the
computation of starting approximations satisfying condition (B.8]). We assume that
B(t,-) can be modified to yield an operator B(t,-) : V' — V' coinciding with B(t, -)
in the tube T, B(t,-) = B(t,-) for all v € T, and satisfying the global Lipschitz
condition, cf. (I3),

(6.1) IB(t,v) = B(t,w)||« < AMv —w| + plv —w|] Yv,we V.

Otherwise, for the nonlinear scheme the assumptions of Section [ will be sufficient,
while for the linear scheme some additional natural hypotheses will be needed. In
particular, we assume that k and h2"k~! are sufficiently small.

A nonlinear scheme. Assume that the data of problem (LI)) are smooth enough

such that one can determine the derwatwes u9),j=0,...,p—1, of the solution at
t = 0. Let ¢™ be given by ¢™ := u" — Zp : u (mk)ﬂu( )(0); these functions may
be considered given since u’ (O), o uP 1)(O) may be recursively determined from

the data of (IIJ).
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Let m € {1,...,q — 1}. It is easily seen that

(6.2) w(t™) — mku' (t™) = ™ + Y™,

with ¢™ such that

(6.3) [ < CKP.

Using in ([6.2) the differential equation of (LI and letting u™ := u(t™) we obtain
(6.4) u™ + mk[Au™ — B({t™,u™)] = @™ + ™

which motivates the definition of U™ € V}, by

(6.5) U™+ mk[ApU™ — Bp(t™,U™)] = Pyp™.

Besides this scheme, we consider also the modified scheme

(6.5") V™ 4+ mk[A V™ — BL(t™, V™) = Pyp™

with By (t,) : V. — Vj, such that (By(t, ¢), x) = (B(t, ¢), x) for all x € V},. We shall
show that V™ is well defined by (6.57), then we will estimate W™ — V™, and will
finally conclude that under our meshcondition U™ is a locally unique solution of

63) satisfying (B.]).
Ezistence. To establish existence of V'™ we shall make use of the following version
of the Brouwer fixed—point theorem.

Lemma 6.1. Let (H,(-,-)) be a finite dimensional inner product space and denote

its norm by | - |. Let g : H — H be continuous, and assume that, for some positive
d, (9(x),z) >0 for all x € H such that |x| = 6. Then, there exists an x* € H with
|z*] < & such that g(z*) = 0. O

To apply Lemma to show existence of a solution of ([6.57) let g : Vi, — Vj,
be given by g(v) := v + mk[Apv — Bp(t™,v)] — Poe™. Obviously, g is continuous.
Further,

(g(v),v) = [v]* + mk(Av,v) — mk(B(t™,v),v) — (™, v)
= |v]* + mk|v|]* = mk(B(t™,v) — B(t™,0),v) — (mkB(t™,0) + ¢, v)
> [o]* + mk||v[|* — mk||BE™,v) — B(™, 0|« [|v]| = [mkB(t™,0) + ©™ |v].

Now, using (G.I) and the algebraic-geometric inequality we obtain
(9(0),0) 2 JIol? +mk(1 = X = mbg?)lJo]? — ZmkBE",0) + ¢,

i.e., for k sufficiently small such that 1 — A — mku? > 0,

(6.6) (9(0),0) = Zlol? — LmkB(E™,0) + o™ 7

Letting v € V4, in (68) be such that |v] = %|mk8(tm,0) + ™| + 1 we have
(g(v),v) > 0, and conclude, in view of Lemma[6.1] existence of a solution V™ € V},
of (6.5)), provided k is sufficiently small such that 1 — A — mku? > 0.

Uniqueness. Let V™ €V, be such that

(6.5") V™ 4 mk[ALV™ — B (t™, V™)] = Pye™.
Subtracting ([6.57) from (6.5)), and letting e™ := V™ — V™ we obtain
e+ mkApe™ — mk[Bn(t™, V™) — By (™, V™)] = 0.
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Taking here the inner product with €™ and using (6.1]) we have
€™ ? + mkle™|[* — mk(Xlle™ | + ule™ ) e™ | < 0,
ie.,

mkpu?

1
(6.7) 5|em|2+ml<:(1—>\— Yle™||? < o.

For k sufficiently small such that 1 — A — %"2 > 0 we conclude from (67]) that
em =0, 1e VM =Vm,

Error estimates. To derive an estimate for W™ — V™ we need an equation for
W™, For x € V}, we have

(W™ +mk[AyW™ — B (", W™)] — Pop™, x) =
= (W™ x) + mk(AW™ — B'(t™, u™)W™ + kW™, )
—mk(B{A™,W™) — B'(t", u™)W™ + kW™ — o™, %),
i.e., in view of the definition of Ry (t),
(W™ + mk[A,W™ — B (™, W™)] — Po™, x) =
= (W™, x) + mk(Au™ — B(t™,u™), x) + mkr(u™ — W™, x) — (¢™, X)
+mk(B{t™,u™) — B{t™, W™) — B’ (t", u™)(u™ — W™), x).
Using here ([64) we get
(W™ +mk[AyW™ — Bp(t™, W™)] = Pop™, x) =
— (W=, x) 4 (7, x) + ms(u™ — W, )
+mk(B{™,u™) — B{t™, W™) — B'(t™,u™)(u™ — W™), x),
i.e., in view of (52), (&) and (E3),

(6.8) W™+ mk{ A W™ = Bu(t™, W™)] = Pop™ + " + k3’
with
(6.9) G+ 11651« < C(k? + b7,

Let now 9™ := W™ — V™. Subtracting (6.5]) from (6.8) we obtain
I+ mkARY™ — mk[Br (™, W™) — B (t"™, V™) = " + k¢S
Taking here the inner product with 9", and using the fact that W™ € T,,, we have
[0 2+ mk[[0™ |* — mk(B(E™, W™) = B{™,U™),9™) = (¢, 0™) + k(G3",9™),
i.e., in view of (@1,
™2 + k(1 — A) [0 |2 = pamkl™] 0™ |
G ™+ RIC < ll0™ -

Using now the algebraic-geometric inequality we obtain
1072 4 Km = = 2% = SR < SIS G2,

Letting here k be sufficiently small such that m(1 — A) — (u?>m? + )k > ¢ with a
positive constant ¢, we easily obtain, in view of (6],

(6.10) [0 + K||[9™||> < C(kP + h")2.
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In view of our meshcondition, it easily follows from (GI0) and (52) that V™ € Ty;
thus V™ is also a locally unique solution of (G.3]). Further, obviously, if (G.I0) is
satisfied for m =1,...,¢ — 1 (and U® = W?), then (5.8) is also satisfied.

A linear scheme. In the analysis of the linear scheme we will present in the sequel,
besides (6.1) and the hypotheses of Section [l we shall assume three additional
natural conditions, two for the nonlinearity B, namely that

(6.11) |B(t,v) — B(t,w) — B'(t,w)(v — w)]||x < C|jv —wl|? Yu,w € Ty,
and that the operator A— B’(t,v)+ &I is, for an appropriate constant x and v € Ty,
positive definite, uniformly in ¢ and v, cf. the hypothesis on M (¢) in Section [ and

one analog to (0.2). To formulate the third condition, we let Ry : V' — V}, denote
an ‘elliptic’ projection defined, in terms of the linear operator A only, by

(6.12) P,AR,v = P,Av,

cf. the definition of Rp(¢) in Section Bl The assumption then is that Ry, satisfies
the estimate

(6.13) lu(t) = Ru(t)|| < Ch™~%,
cf. (2.

We shall linearize the scheme (@3] by Newton’s method and will show that, for
appropriate starting approximations Uj", one Newton iteration suffices to obtain
initial approximations U™ satisfying (5.8]).

We begin with the definition of an appropriate starting approximation Ug"*. Let
T2 u(0) be given by

k)yr—t
T2 u(0) := u® + mku'(0) + --- + %u(”_l)(O), m=1,...,q—1.
p—1)!
We then let UJ" := RpTPu(0) € Vj, —notice that Ry, (t")T?u(0) can not be com-
puted since the solution at t™, and consequently M (t™), is not known—, i.e. Ug"
is given by

(6.14) (AnUg" x) = (AT7u(0),x) VX € Vi
To estimate U™ — UJ™* we let W™ = Rpu™, i.e. W™ is given by
(6.15) (AW™, x) = (Au™,x)  Yx € Vi

Subtracting (6.14) from (6I5) we obtain
(A (W™ = Ug"),x) = (A(™ = Thu(0)),x)  Vx € Vi
Letting here x := W™ — Uy we get
W™ = Ug"|| < [|lu™ = Thu(0)]],
and conclude
(6.16) W™ — Ug*|| < CKP.

Let us notice here for later use that, in view of (€I3)) and (6I4), UJ* € T.,.
Further

U™ —Ug" = (U™ = W™) + (W™ —u™) + (u™ = W™) 4+ (W™ = Ug");
since, according to (£.2) and (6.13),
W™ — ™| 4 [Ju™ = W™ < Ch™ 3,
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in view of (GI0) and ([G.I6) we get

U™ —UZ|| < Ck™2 (kP + h") + C(kP + h™" %),
ie.,
(6.17) U U < O d 4 hrkE f g,

Starting with UJ", we let U™ € V}, be an approximation to U™ given by per-
forming one iteration with Newton’s method applied to ([@H), i.e., U™ is given
by

[ +mkAy, —mkBy(¢™, U")|(UT" — Ug")
+ Uén + mkAhUén — kah(tm, Uén) = POSDW
which can be written in the form
[I + mkA, —mkB;,(t™, U U™
=mkB,(t"™, US") + mkB;,(t™, U U" + Pop™.
Using the fact that U§* € T, and the assumption that A— B'(¢, UJ") + &I is positive

definite, we easily see that U™ is well defined for k < —-.
Let now e := U™ — U™. Subtracting (6I8)) from (G.5]) we obtain

el + mkApel* — mkB;, (™, U el =
= mk[Bp(t",U™) — Ba(t", U(;n) - B;z(tmv Uén)(Um - Uén)]a

(6.18)

ie.,
(1 — kmk)e!* + mk[Ap, — By, (t™, U") + xl]el* =

— mk[By (£, U™) — By (7, Ug") — By(#™, U (U™ — U™
Taking here the inner product with e7*, and using the fact that A — B'(t,v) + kI
is positive definite, uniformly in ¢ and v, v € T}, and U™, U§"* € T,,, and ([G.11)), we
get

(6.19)

(1 — wmk)|el"|* + emk|lel"||* < Cklleg||* [le"]],
1
2km’?

(6.20) e + Klle™|* < Chlleg"||*.

From (6.20) and (6I7) we obtain
2 + klle?|? < Ck(k*™~2 4+ k2 4 pir—2d),
1 1

with a positive constant c, i.e., for k <

€52+ ke < O™ + W7k 4 h)
and thus
et [* + Ellet||” < C(k* + 1),
1l.e.,
(6.21) le"* + Kllet"]|* < C(k? + hT)*.
From (G.I0) and (G621 we finally conclude
(6.22) U — W™+ VE|UT - W™ < C(kP + R7).

Remark 6.1. Condition (6.I1]) can easily be relaxed or modified if one is will-
ing to perform more iterations with Newton’s method in order to obtain starting
approximations satisfying the analog of (6:22)).
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7. COMBINATION OF IMPLICIT RUNGE-KUTTA SCHEMES AND EXTRAPOLATION

Keeling [5] constructs and analyzes implicit—explicit schemes for semilinear par-
abolic equations. The linear part of the equation is discretized by implicit Runge—
Kutta methods (IRKM) and the nonlinear part by extrapolation from previous
time levels. One advantage of the resulting implicit—explicit schemes is that their
polynomial order coincides with their order and hence, in contrast to IRKM, they
do not suffer from order reduction; a computational advantage of these schemes is
that to advance in time linear problems with the same operator for all time levels
have to be solved. We will see in the sequel that Keeling’s schemes applied to (I])
are particular cases of the schemes ([2]). Let us note that in this particular case
the results of this paper improve those of [5] in various aspects: we allow stronger
nonlinearities, and in particular have an optimal bound for the stability constant
A, and also get by with milder meshconditions, cf. also [2] and [I] for concrete
parabolic equations.

In this Section we will focus on single step schemes for the discretization of the

linear part of equation ([I). Thus we let p; = 1,pq—1 = —p, and p; = 0,7 =
0,...,qg — 2. It is then easily seen that the strong A(0)—stability condition of a
consistent scheme described by (po, ..., pq) reads in this case

(7.1) p(0)=1, p(0)<0, |p(x)] <1 for z € (0,00].

Given an integer r > 1, an r—stage IRKM is characterized by a set of constants
arranged in tableau form

a|r
bT

with Q = (a;;) € R™", b = (by,...,b,)" and 7 = (74,...,7)T. Let p > 1 be the
order of the IRKM; actually we will only need the relations

1
(7.2) bTa’He:E, (=1,...,p,
with e := (1,...,1)T. For stability purposes, we assume that the IRKM is strongly
Ag—stable, i.e., for the corresponding rational approximation p, p(z) := 1—2b" (I +
2Q) e, to the exponential e~* there holds

(7.3) sup |p(z)| < 1 Vo > 0.
x>z
Let us note that, for p > 1, (3] is equivalent to ([ZIl). Further, we assume
that the eigenvalues of @@ have nonnegative real parts, and @ is invertible, i.e.,
o(Q) c{z € C:Rez >0,z # 0}, with 0(Q) the spectrum of Q.
Following Keeling, we define the extrapolation associated with an r—stage IRKM

of order p in terms of the constants oy;,i=1,...,r,7=0,...,p—1, given by
p—1

(7.4) D ey = (10 efQte, £=0,...,p—li=1,...r
j=0

with é; € R", (éz)g = 5”
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Suppose that approximations U™ to u™, m = 0,...,n, have been computed. We
introduce the extrapolation operator EM:VP 5 (VY n>p—1, by

(7.5) (env™) Zaw B(" 1 "), i=1,...r

with v := (v", ..., 0" PT*H)T Let also A: (D(A))" — H", A:=diag (4, ..., A).
Now, Keeling’s scheme applied to (1)) yields U"*! ~ u"*1 n > p — 1, defined
by

(7.61) U" = U" — kQAU" + kQE"U"
(7.6ii) Urtt = (I1-v'a le)ur +v"a"'un,

with U™ = (U™1,...,U™")T. We will write this scheme in the form (I2) and will
show that its order and polynomial order is p. Then, the results of the previous
sections apply. First, (7.6) can be written in the form

U = (I — KAV (I + kQA)"te)U™ + kb (I + kQA)~1emT"
= p(kAYU™ + kbT (I + kaA)*s"fJ"

= p(kAYU" + kb (I + kQ.A)~ Za Bt U™
with of := (a4, ..., ;)T . Therefore,

p—1
U™P = p(kA)U" P! 4+ kb (I 4+ kQA) ™Y ol Bt em o g,
=0

i.e.,
p—1
(7.7) UtP = p(kA)UP=L 4 kb7 (1 + kQA)! Z AP~ 1= B g,
i=0
With o;(z) := b7 (I + 2Q) taP~ 17 i=0,...,p— 1, (T7) can be written as
p—1
(7.8) U™ — p(kA)U" P~ = kY oy (RA) B, U™,
i=0

which is of the form (2) with ¢ = p

Next, let us show that the polynomial order of the scheme (7.8) is p. First, let us
rewrite (Z4): Let 2 denote the p x r matrix with entries ay;, f, := (0,1%,..., (p—
DYT, and fo := (1,...,1)T. Then, (T4) can be written in the form

(7.4') Afe = (-1)0Q%, ¢=0,1,...,p—1.
Therefore,
—0Afp_y + 22U f, = (—1)0(I +2Q) Q" e,
and, using the notation of Section [,
Pep() = Eo(1,2,v0,p)
=1— (=T (I 4+ 2Q)" (=02 f,_1 + 22Af,)
=1-0p"Q" e



22 GEORGIOS AKRIVIS AND MICHEL CROUZEIX

Using here (7.2]) we see that ¢y, =0for 1 < ¢ <p—1. For { =0, since vy, = 1
and A fy = e, we have

vop(r) = Eo(1,2,v0,) =1 — p(z) — xb" (I + 2Q) e = 0.

Hence, in view of ((5'1’3), the polynomial order of the method is p.

Similarly, we have ¢, ,(0) = 0, and thus ¢, ,(z) = O(x); consequently ¢, (z) =
O(z), and we conclude that the order of the scheme is p.

Let us also note that letting ¢ = p, the p;’s be as in the beginning of this section
and determining the o;’s from ([LII), is an alternative way leading to Keeling’s
schemes.

Remark 7.1. The strong A(0)—stability condition can not be relaxed to A(0)—stabi-
lity, because then K, ;) may be infinite and, consequently, our stability condition
([CH) may deteriorate. We demonstrate this with an example. Let us consider the
one-stage Gauss—Legendre Runge-Kutta method, i.e., the midpoint scheme; the
scheme is described by the tableau

and the corresponding rational approximation p to the exponential is given by
p(z) = (1—=%)/(1+%). The order of the method is two, and according to (Z.4) we
have a9 = 3/2, 11 = —1/2. Therefore

1 1
oo(z) = 211
2

1
1+ 5

o1(r) =

N W

Thus, we choose ¢ = 2, and the implicit scheme is described be the rational functions
(po, p1,p2) with pg = 0,p1 = —p, p2 = 1. In this case we have

¢ x x
= -—(1-= 14— =—(-1+43().
PO = 1 (= (1= 5+ (05 5)0), o(0:0) = g (71430
Hence
zo(z, ) zo(z,=1)
max | 1> | =z,
S 0@,0 2 e 1)
and thus K, ) = oc.
Remark 7.2. Assume that po, ..., pq—1 vanish at infinity; this means in the case
of implicit multistep schemes that 8y = --- = B4—1 = 0, which holds for the

BDF schemes of order up to six, and for IRKM that the corresponding rational
approx1mat10n P vanishes at infinity. Then, the argument showing Ko < co shows
also that Ny, Ni = maxo<j<q_1 SUD, fo x |6;(e=%m x)|2dt, is finite. As a
consequence, (2.71) can be replaced by

n q—1
(2.71) kY I95I1° < gy Y (93]
l=q 7=0
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Assume now that ([3) is satisfied with A = 0. Then, in view of (2.77), our analysis
yields

n q—1 n—q
(5.16') 0m 2+ kS )19)% < Oe‘mzt"{ ST +EY IIEh(t‘Z)IIE}
(=q j=0 £=0

instead of (5.I4); this leads to the error estimate (B.9) under the following relaxed
hypothesis on the starting approximations

(5.10") max |W7 —UJ| < C(k? +h") and U°,...,UT ' €T,
0<j<q-1
Let us also note that conversely N1 < oo implies that p, ..., Pg—1 vanish at infinity.

Consequently, an inequality of the form (2.771) with a finite constant is only valid
for a subclass of the schemes considered in this paper.
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