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Abstract

In this paper we analyse full discretizations of an initial boundary value problem (IBVP) related
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Introduction

Let Q be a bounded domain in R (d = 1,2,3) with smooth boundary 0Q and T > 0.
Consider the following reaction-diffusion system

u' — MAu+ f(u) =S in Qx(0,7),
Bu=¢ondQx[0,T], (1)
u(.,0) = ug in Q,

where u : Qx[0, T] — R’ is the unknown, for a positive integer J, M is an J X J constant matrix,
f:R >R, S,¢: Qx(0,T) — R’ are given smooth functions, and B is an operator denoting
Dirichlet, Neumann or mixed Dirichlet-Neumann boundary conditions. This is a general form
of reaction-diffusion equations (see for instance [[18]) that model various phenomena in physics,
combustion, chemical reactions, population dynamics and biomedical science (cancer modelling
and other physiological processes) (see, e.g., [1,[2,118,[19, 20]).

We suppose that M is positive definite and the function f satisfies the following two mono-
tonicity conditions

(f(X) = £, x =) = alx — Y7 + T()lx — y*, Vx,y € R’ for some @ > 0,¢ > 1, )

and
df(x)y) -y = —poly?, Vx,yeR’, (3)

where y is a nonnegative real, and 7 is an arbitrary continuous real-valued function. In addition,
for inhomogeneous Neumann boundary conditions, we suppose that

ldf (o)l <y (1+1x177%), for each x € R’, and 2 < ¢ < 18, )

where y; is a positive real. Conditions (2)-(3) guarantee the existence of a solution of problem
(@ in L? (0, T; HZ(Q)) (see for instance [27, [21), 22]), and uniqueness and high order regularity
can be deduced. The conditions 2)-(3) are at least satisfied by any polynomial of odd degree
with positive leading coeflicient, and the matrix M is supposed to be constant only for the sake
of simplicity. In fact, all our results remain true replacing the operator MA by an elliptic operator

L:
J

J
Lu=— Z A (Xt + Z bi(xX)uy, + o, 5)
i=1

ij=1

where the coefficients a’/, b’ and ¢, are smooth functions, and a*/ = a’' (see, e.g., [22, p.314]
for a definition of elliptic operator).

The numerical analysis of reaction-diffusion equations takes advantage of many results avail-
able from the numerical analysis of semi-linear parabolic partial differential equations (PDEs).
The method of lines (MOL) is commonly used. By this method the PDE is first discretized in
space by finite element or finite difference methods, leading to a system of ordinary differential
equations (ODEs). The resulting system of ODEs is then discretized by fully implicit or implicit-
explicit (IMEX) time-stepping methods (see for instance [3, 4, 15, 116, 23, 16, [7, [8]). In [3, 4, 5],
linear implicit-explicit multistep methods in time together with finite element methods in space
are analysed for a class of abstract semi-linear parabolic equations that includes a large class of
reaction-diffusion systems. The approaches in [3, 4, |5] are the same. The authors investigate
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approximate solutions expected to be in a tube around the exact solution. They proceeded by
induction and established that if k and k14", r > 2, are small enough then the global error
of the scheme is of order p (p = 1,2,...,5) in time and r in space. IMEX schemes with finite
difference in space and Runge-Kutta of order 1 and 2 in time are also analysed in [9, [1(] for a
class of reaction-diffusion systems. Otherwise, in [16, [11], 23] fully implicit numerical methods
for reaction-diffusion equations with restrictive conditions on the nonlinear term are introduced,
combining finite elements in space and backward Euler, Crank-Nicolson or fractional-step 6
methods in time. The resulting schemes are unconditionally stable (the time step is independent
from the space step) with order 1 or 2 of accuracy in time. The time-stepping method in [[8] is
constructed via a deferred correction strategy applied to the trapezoidal rule and is of arbitrary
high order. However, this method concerns only linear initial value problems (IVP) (resulting
eventually from a MOL) satisfying a monotonicity condition and has an issue for the starting
procedure. Furthermore, the stability analysis proposed in [§] does not guarantee unconditional
stability and/or an optimal a priori error estimate, when a full discretization is considered.

In practice, the space-discretization of time-evolution PDEs leads to a stiff IVP of large di-
mension (we recall that a stiff problem is a problem extremely hard to solve by standard explicit
methods (see, e.g., [12]). To avoid overly small time steps, accurate approximate solutions for
these IVPs require high order time-stepping methods having good stability properties (A-stable
methods satisfying B-convergence property are of great interest). Backward differentiation for-
mulae (BDF) of order 1 and 2 are commonly used according to their A-stability. However, BDF
methods of order 3 and higher lack stability properties (e.g. for systems with complex eigenval-
ues). Moreover, Runge-Kutta methods applied to such IVPs require high computational cost and
are prone to order reduction (see [13] or the section 2.12 of reference [24] that reviews papers
dealing with order reduction about RK methods in the case of time-evolution PDEs). The paper
[14] propose a strategy to avoid order reduction for RK methods applied to linear boundary value
problems, but the resulting schemes loose unconditional stability.

The aim of this paper is to analyse the full discretization of problem () by applying the de-
ferred correction (DC) method introduced in [[13] for the time-discretization and a finite element
discretization in space. The DC method in [15] addresses ODEs and consists in a successive
perturbation (correction) of the implicit midpoint rule, leading to a A-stable and B-convergent
scheme of order 2p + 2 of accuracy at the stage p = 0, 1,2, - - - of the correction. We recall that
the order of accuracy of the DC schemes is guaranteed by a deferred correction condition (DCC).

In our approach, we first transform problem (dJ), having u as exact solution, into the following
boundary value problem with homogeneous boundary condition and that has exact solution & =

u—g:

W —-MAi+ fa+¢) =S inQx(0,7),
Bu=0 on 0Q x [0, T], (6)
u(0) = up — ¢(0) in Q,
where ;
S, =8Sx0-¢(x 1)+ MAp(x, 1), Y(x,1) e Qx[0,T]. @)

This strategy is already adopted in [[13], for Dirichlet boundary conditions related to a linear
hyperbolic problem, and is useful to avoid order reduction from an artificial treatment of inho-
mogeneous boundary conditions. According to the fact that the trace operator is surjective [25,
Thm. B54], ¢ can be replaced by any sufficiently smooth function that agree with the boundary
condition of u. Therefore, to find an approximate solution of u, we are only interested in an
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approximate solution of # and retrieve that of u from u = # + ¢. The main ingredient to deduce
the analysis of convergence of our full discretizations of problem (@) from results in [13] is the
MOL. Unfortunately, the MOL is inefficient to guarantee unconditional stability, due to difficul-
ties/impossibility to prove DCC for the fully discretized schemes independently of the space step.
To overcome these difficulties, we start our analysis from the time semi-discretization of problem
(@) by the DC method. Each time semi-discretized scheme results in an elliptic boundary value
problem which existence and basic regularity properties are proven using the Schaefer fixed point
theorem and elliptic regularity results. We prove that each semi-discrete solution from the stage
p of the correction converges to the exact solution with order 2p + 2 of accuracy. Similarly to the
case of IVP in [15], the proof of convergence in time up to order 2p + 2 is guaranteed by a DCC
satisfied by the semi-discrete solutions, but, as a trick to simplify the proof, we suppose that the
exact solution u of (I)) is stationary in a small time interval [0, (2p + 1)ko], where kg is a maximal
time step for the time semi-discrete solutions and satisfies koup < 2 (uo is the constant intro-
duced in (@)). Various convergence results concerning the time semi-discrete solutions, which
are useful for the analysis of convergence of the full discrete solutions, are proven. We consider
full discretization of problem (6)) as discretization of the time semi-discrete schemes by Galerkin
finite element method. Proof of existence of the fully discrete solutions requires an improvement
of the lemma on zeros of a vector field. We prove that each fully discrete solution converges
unconditionally in space to the corresponding time semi-discrete solution. The order of accuracy
in space is r + 1 when a finite element of degree r is used. The unconditional convergence in
space implies an unconditional convergence both in time and space of the fully discrete solutions
to the exact solution. The order of accuracy in time of the fully discrete solution corresponding
to the stage p of the correction is 2p + 2. Numerical illustration with the schemes of order 2, 4,
6, 8 and 10 in time, using the bistable reaction-diffusion equation and a linear reaction-diffusion
equation addressing order reduction, are given.

The paper is organized as follows. We recall some algebraic properties of finite difference
operators in section[Il In section 2] we introduce the semi-discretized schemes in time and prove
the existence of a solution. The analysis of convergence and order of accuracy of solutions for
the semi-discretized schemes in time is done in section Bl The fully discretized schemes are
presented and analysed in sectiond] and numerical experiments are carried in section

1. Finite difference operators

In this section we recall main results from finite difference (FD) approximations. Details and
proofs for these results can be found in [[17]. For a time step k > 0, we denote ¢, = nk and
thr1/2 = (n+1/2)k, for each integer n. This implies that fp = 0. We consider the time steps k such
that0 =1y < # <--- <ty =T is a partition of [0, T'], for a nonnegative integer N. The centered,
forward and backward difference operators D, D, and D_, respectively, related to k and applied
to a function v from [0, 7] into a Banach space X (with norm || - ||x), are defined as follows:

V(tne1) — V(ta)

Dv(t,11/2) = T
D+V(tn) — V(tn+1)k_ V(tn),
and
D_v(t,) = v(t,) — V(tnfl).

k
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The average operator is denoted by E:

V(tn+1 ) + V(tn)

Ev(tys1/2) = Wtwr1) = 5

The composites of D, and D_ are defined recursively. They commute, that is (D;D_)v(t,) =
(D_-D;)v(t,) = D_D.v(t,), and satisfy the identities

2m o)
(DL D_Y"(1) = k72" 3 (1 )’( Z.")v(tm_i), (8)
i=0

and
2m+1

o 2m+ 1

D(DD-)"v(t) = k7" " (= 1) ( . )vammi), ©)
i=0

for each integer m > 1 such that 0 < #,_,,—; <ty < T. If {¥"'}, is a sequence of approximation

of v at the discrete points #,, the finite difference operators apply to {v"} and we define

DV = pyvt = Dyl =

and

n+1
1% +
Evn+1/2 =f~nv +1 —

We have the following three results:

Result 1. For nonnegative integers my and my, provided v € C™*([0,T],X) and my < n <
N — my, we have
dmtmzy,

HDT‘ DTzv(t,,)” < max

ey <1<y,

| (10
Result 2 (Central finite difference approximations). There exists a sequences {c;};», of real num-
bers such that, for all v € C?**3 ([0, T1, X), where p is a positive integer, and p <n <N —1 - p,
we have

v<rn+1) v(t,) zp:

V(tas1/2) = 241K D(D4 D_) V(tys12) + OGK**?), (11)

i=1

and
V(tne1) + v(t,)

V(tas1/2) = 5

)4
= > c2ik* (D4 D_) Ev(tns172) + OK"*?). (12)

Table[ll gives the ten first coefficients c;.

Table 1: Ten first coefficients of central difference approximations (II) and (I2)

2 €3 C4 Cs Co c7 c3 Coy €10 11
1 1 _ 18  _ 18 450 450  _ 22050  _ 22050 1786050 1786050
8 24 7125 515 6127 7127 8129 9129 101211 12




Result 3 (Interior central finite difference approximations). For each positive integer p there
exists reals ¢4, ch, - ,c§p+] such that, for each v € C**3([a,b),X) and a uniform partition
a=1) <7 <..<Typ = boftheinterval [a,b], witht, = a+nk, k = (b—-a)/2p+ 1) and
Tpr1j2 = (@ + b)/2, we have

, u(b) — u(a 1 < ; ;

u (Tpe1p2) = ( ; — a( ) _ — Z b KT D(DLD_Yu(t a1 ) + OKT), (13)
i=1

and

u(b) +u(a) <

> A K (DyD_Y Eu(t pa12) + OKP). (14)

u(tpr1y2) =
P

TableRl gives the coefficients cf’ forp=1,2,3,4.

Table 2: Coeflicients of the approximations (I3)-(I4) for p = 1,2,3,4

p P p P p P p p
P C2 C3 C4 C5 C6 C7 C8 C()
9 9
I3 8
b 25 125 15 12
3 24 128 128
30049 M3 &7 1377 1029 1029
3 24 128 1920 1024 1024
4 81 243 1917 17253 7173 64557 32733 30733
3 3 128 640 1024 7168 32768 32768

2. Semi-discrete schemes in time: existence of a solution

Hereafter we suppose that (I) has a unique solution u € Cr+4 ([0, T], H’“(Q)), for some

positive integers p and r. We denote by (-, ) the inner product in L*(Q) and by || - || the corre-

sponding norm. The norm in the Sobolev spaces H™(Q2) will be noted || - ||,,, for each nonnegative

integer m, and we note || - |l = || - |lz~(@). We use i and k to denote stepsizes for space and time

discretizations, respectively. The letter C will denote any constant independent from % and k, and

that can be calculated explicitly in term of known quantities. The exact value of C may change.
Asin [13], we can apply deferred correction method to (@) and deduce the following schemes:
For j = 0, we have the implicit midpoint rule

+ @(tur1/2) | = S (tar1/2), in Q,

u2,n+1 _ uz,n ﬁ2,n+1 + ﬁ2,n ﬁ2,n+1 + ﬁ2,n
- _MA +f
k 2 2

Bi*" = 0 on 6Q, (13)

>0 =y — ¢(0) in Q.

For j > 1, we have



ﬁ21+2,n+1 _ u2_1+2,n

k

=2j+2,n+1 + ﬁ2j+2,n

7
2

_ AJDZH2 Z A (EL—th+2,n+l/2 _ rjEﬁzj,nH/z)
+ f( —VE*"+12 4 go(tn+1/2)) = S(tpr12), inQ, forn > j+1, (16)

Bit”**" = 0 on 4Q,

7220 = 4y — (0), in Q

where I" and A are finite differences operators defined for each positive integer j, and n > j, by

J Jo2i .
Nu(ty) = " oD D) ult) = 3 cz,»H(—l)’(zl’)u(rnm), (17
i=1 i=1 1=0
and
. 4 4 . I & 2i
Du(ty) = " cak® (DD Yult) = »" > Czi(—l)l( l )u(tn+,»,>. (18)
i=1 i=1 [=0

N . L _
The scheme (I3) has unknowns {122’”} | corresponding to approximations of i(t,), expected
n=
N
to be of order 2 of accuracy. For (I6)) the unknowns are {ﬁ2-7+2’"} ,,» expected to be of order 2,j+
n=j

N
2, while {ﬁzj’n}n:j is supposed known from the preceding stage. To avoid computing approximate

solution of () for r < 0, the scheme (1) is used only for n > j. For the starting values,
0 <n < j-1, we consider the scheme

Dﬁz_/+2,n+1/z_;/-\lej 2im+1/2 _ paA (Eﬁ 24204112 _ Figs 2j,nj+l/2)
2j+1
+ f(Eﬁ2j+2,n+l/2 _ I:jEﬁzj,n/H/z + ¢(tn+1/2)) — S(t,m/z), (19)
B#*/**" = 0 on 4Q,
0 = uy — (0), in Q,
where we setn; = (2j+ D)n + j,

Jj 2itl .
X a2/ 2) ; i 2i+ 1\_si0; .
=2j(2j+1 12 _ 1-1 =22+ 4
A/ D22 jl]2 - g Z Zcém(_])l( l )u M2 D =l (20)
i=1 =0

2j+1
and
L 2i\= 5241y !
Fj= 2/ Dnt _ _ 1| 21\ = 2.2+ Dn j+ie
i J(J+)+J_Z Céi(_])(l)” 2+ Dt ji=l QD
=1 1=0
-y N
This scheme is built from (I3) and (14), fora = ¢, and b = 4. {ﬁ 2’"}n:1 is computed from (I3)

—n: N
with time the step k/3 instead of k. Similarly, {Etz/’"}n:j, J = 2, is computed from the scheme
(16D with the time step k/(2j + 1) instead of k.

To prove the existence of a solution for the schemes (I3) and (18), we need the following
lemma which is also indispensable for the proof of convergence of the semi-discrete solutions

from (L6)) in the next section.
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Lemma 1. Let k > 0 such that k max {|7(0)|, uo} < 1/4, v € L*(Q) and o € H*(Q). Suppose that
one of the following four conditions is satisfied:

(i) B denotes Dirichlet boundary conditions;
(ii) B denotes Neunann boundary conditions with o = 0;
(iii) B denotes Neumann boundary conditions, and 2 < g < 9 in (d);
(iv) B denotes Neumann boundary conditions, 9 < g < 18 in (@), and o € H3(Q).
Then the elliptic problem
u—kMAu+kfu+o)=v inQ, (22)

Bu=0 ondQ 23)

has a solution u € H*(Q) satisfying the inequality
lllz < € (kv = all + lllly + 1@l + llrll)” (24)

where v > 1 is a real taking the value 1 in cases (i) and (ii), C is a constant depending only on
the positive definite matrix M and Q, o. The Neumann boundary conditions may be replaced by
mixed Dirichlet-Neumann boundary conditions.

Proof. The existence can be deduced from the Schaefer fixed point theorem [22, p. 541]. In
fact, given u € H*(Q), the problem

w—kMAw +kf(u+0)=v inQ, 25)

Bw =0 ondQ, (26)

has a unique solution w € H*(Q) (see [22, p-336] or [25, Thm 3.10]). Consider the nonlinear

mapping
A : H}(Q) — H*(Q),

which maps u € H*(Q) to the unique solution w = A[u] of 23)-(26). It is enough to prove that A
is continuous, compact, and that the set

% = {u € H(Q)|u = A[u], for some A € [0, 1]} (27)

is bounded.

(I) The mapping A is continuous. Indeed, let {u,}, _, in H?*(Q) that converges to u € H*(Q).
Foreachm =1,2,---, letw,, = A[u,] and w = A[u]. Then w—w,, belongs to H?*(Q) and satisfies
the equation

W—=wy) —kMAW —wy) +k(fu+0)— fup, +0)) =0 inQ. (28)

Bw —w,,) =0 on 9Q.

The inner product of (28) with w — w,,, taking into account the boundary condition, yields
8



W = wl* + YKIVOW = wa)IP + k (f(u + 0) = fQ + )y w = wy) < 0. (29)

We can write,
1
Sw(x) + o (x) = flun(x) + o(x)) = fo df (u(x) + o(x) — Eu(x) — up () (W(x) — un(x)) dé.

Since u,, — u in H*(Q) and H*(Q) — Co(ﬁ), there exists a positive integer mg such that
m > mg implies

max |u(x) — u,(x)| < collu — upll < 1, (30)
xeQ

where c; is the constant from the Sobolev embedding. It follows that

1f(u(x) + 0(x)) = fum(x) + 0 ()] < Blu(x) = um(x)], (€19

where
B= max ldf )l

sT+ea(llullz o)

Therefore, by Cauchy-Schwartz inequality we have

k|(f(u+0) = flum + )y w = wi)| < kBllu = unllllw = wall <

(kB)*
2

1
e = el + S 1w =l
The last inequality substituted into (29) yields
lIw = winll® + 2YKlIV (W = waIP < (kB Il = 4] .

It follows that w,, — w in H'(Q) when m — +co. On the other hand, elliptic regularity results
applied to the identity (28] yields, owing to (1)) and the last inequality,

W = willa < € (k71w = wall + £ @t + &) = f(atm + ONI) < 28C |t = wpll = 0 as m — +oo.

Whence {w,,} =, converges to w in H 2(Q), and the continuity of the mapping A follows.

(IT) The mapping A is compact. Indeed, given a bounded sequence {u,},cyy in H*(Q), from the
compact embedding H*(Q) < L*(Q) we can extract a subsequence {um/}jeN that converges to

u strongly in [*(Q) and weakly in H*(Q). The subsequence {umf}jeN is then bounded in H*(Q).
Let
k= suplunll and B = max ldf(y)l.

meN [yI<ea(k+lulla +lorl)

Therefore, proceeding exactly as in part (I), substituting m by m;, the inequality (30) by

max |, (X)| < 2 sup [lum |l = cax,
xeQ meN

and 8 by g’ in (31), we deduce that w,,; = A[u,,,] — w strongly in H?(Q). Hence A is compact.
(IIT) We prove that the set X is bounded, proceeding in two different ways, depending on the

boundary condition.
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a) First we suppose that B denotes Dirichlet boundary conditions (case (i)), or B denotes Neu-
mann boundary conditions with o = 0 (case (ii)).
Let u € H*(Q) such that u = AA[u] for some A € (0, 1]. Then u satisfies

u—kMAu+ Akf(u+o0)=Av inQ, (32)

Bu=0 ondQ. (33)

By elliptic regularity we have
llullz < CIK™' (Av = u) = Af (u + o)l = ClIMAull, (34

The inner product of (32) with u + o yields

||u+0'||2—kfv MA(u+o)-(u+o) dx+/lkf fu+o)u+o) dx= f A+ 0 —kMAO)-(u+0)dx.
Q Q Q

(35)
We can write

' o(u+ o)

; d
MAu+o0) - (u+o) = Z MV - [(”i +o)V(uj+ O-f)] h Z 0x;

ij=1 =1

ou+ o)
[M :

X1

and deduce from the Divergence Theorem that

(Ma(u +0) , Ou+ o)

J d
—k\fg;MA(u+0')-(u+0‘)d)c=—ICZ:\L‘Q Mi_/O'iV(uj+0'j)-vdS+kZ o o

ij=1 I=1
> yklIV(u + o)l* = klIM||pllolh e + ol
1

2 2
— Ml
2 F 1’
2g

1
> yk|V(u + o)|* - 5kzsﬂm +ols -

(36)
where v is the outward pointing normal vector field to 9Q, y is the smallest eigenvalue of the
positive definite matrix M, &; is an arbitrary positive real, and || - || is the Frobenius norm.
Without loss of generality we suppose that £(0) = 0, otherwise we change f by f = f — £(0) and
v by ¥ = v — kf(0). The monotonicity condition (2) combined with the hypothesis of the lemma
yields

lu+al?, (37)

1
/Ucff(uﬂf)-(u +0)dx > (;y/lk||u+0'||‘£q(m+/lk‘z'(0)||u+0'||2 > a/lk||u+0'||‘£q(Q)—Z|
Q

for all 4 € (0, 1]. From Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and the Cauchy inequality with £ = 1, we
have

1
f (W + 0 —kMAG) - (u+ o) dx < ||Av + o — kMAo|* + Z|Iu + ol (38)
Q
Substituting the last three inequalities in (33)), we deduce that

llu + al? + 2ykl[V(u + O < 2/Av + o — kMAG|? + K &lllu + oll3 + e 2 Mol (39)
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On the other hand, the inner product of (32)) with —A(u + o) yields
VAW + o> < k7! f(/lv —u—kMAo) - Alu + o)dx + f/lf(u +0)-Alu+o0)dx. (40)
Q Q

We can write

d

J
fu+o) - Alu+o) = ZV-[f,~(u+0')V(ui+0',~)]—Z[df(u+0')(
i=1

i=1

o(u + o)
6)C,‘ ’

o(u+ o)
axi )

and deduce from (@), Dirichlet boundary conditions and the Divergence Theorem that

J
ff(u+0')-A(u+0') dx=Zf (V@ + a7) - vdS
Q = Joa

d
_Zf[df(u+0')(a(u+o—))
=1 vQ 0x;

d

<@l + ol +p10 ) |

i=1

ou + o)
. d
(9)61‘ .

O+ o) ”2
(9)61‘

1 1
< Esillu + o3 + Ellf(d)llf + ol V(u + oI,

2
where &; is an arbitrary positive real. For Neumann boundary conditions with o = 0, the integral
on AQ vanishes, and the right side of the later inequality may be replaced by uo||V(u + o)|[*>. By
Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and the Cauchy inequality with € = 1/(2y) we have
’k’l f(/lv —u — kMAC) - Au + o)dx| < kY| Av — u — kMAG||||A(u + o)|
Q

1

< m”ﬂv —u — kMAo| + %HA(u + o)l

Substituting the last two inequalities in (0), we obtain

2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
YA + o)ll” < k™7 — u — kMAC||” + Ay&sllu + oll; + (Ay/e)Nf ()] + 2AypollV(u + o)l
Therefore,

IMAG + I <(IMIlF/y) (K Av = u = kMAGIP + y&3lu + oll; + (y/epIlf (o)l
+2ypollV(u + )|

since 0 < A < 1, and we deduce from (34) and the triangle inequality that

llull> < C [k_'llxlv —ull + Vyeallully + Vysy IF @) + V2yuoll V@ + o)l + (1 + 782)I|(f||z].
(41)
Fixing &; = & = 1/(3C + 2+/yC), the last inequality together with (39) and the inequality
kuo < 1/4 yields,
llls < € (k" vl + &7l + L@l + ).
11



and it follows that X is bounded. From (i)-(iii) we deduce by the Schaefer fixed point theorem
that (22)-(23) has a solution u € H*(Q) and 24) follows, taking A = 1 in @I).

b) We suppose that B denotes Neumann boundary conditions and f satisfies satisfies ), cases
(iii)-(iv). Then, for each u € H*(Q) such that u = AA[u], for some 1 € (0, 1], the function u
satisfies (32), and inequality (36) becomes

—kaA(u+0') (u+0‘)dx——k2f M;j(oi +up)Vo; - vdS+kZ

i,j=1 =1
2 YKV + o) = KIMI|elloll2lle + ol

( 6(u +0) Ou+ 0'))

ox; ° 0x

1 1 _
2 SYKRIV G+ I = e+ ol = (k2 + 7 k/2) IMIG .
(42)
Since identity (33) and inequalities (37)-(38) do not depend on boundary conditions, according
to (42), inequality (39) becomes
YRIV( + I + 4Aakllu + o, o) < 4y — u — kMACIP + (462 + 2y7'k) IMIG I3 (43)

We can write

! o(u+ o) ou + o)
f(u+0')-Au=ZV-[fi(u+0')Vui]—Z[df(u+ )( » ) . o
i=1 ) =1 (44)
ou+ o) oo
+Z df(u+ )( . ) e

=1

There exists a real 0 < &3 < 1 such that, for each of conditions (iii)-(iv), we have

d 2
(9(14 + 0 Jdo q;
f Z [df(u + 0')( I )) e ol + Cs (||V0'||2 +IV(u + )P + Collu + a||L‘q(;D),
Q5 i i
(45)
where
llerll5/ =, if2<q<9

C,=
o372, if o € H*(Q) and 9 < ¢ < 18,
&4 is an arbitrary positive real, g3 = g — 2 — €3, and C; is a constant depending only on &4, Q and
possibly on ¢. In fact:

o for2 < g <9, we choose &3 = max{0, ¢/3 —2} such that 1 < 2¢/(2 + &3) < 6, and it
follows from (@), the Sobolev embeddings H*(Q) — C%Q) and H*(Q) — W2/C+e)(Q)
that

[

(9_x,d

&

A +0_)((9(u + 0'))

i

< 1 (VG + MV + 1l + UV 2010-0000) IV + Ol 2zl + 1S )
1
< C(IV + NIVl + llu + ol llorlhlle + ol )

This inequality yields (43) according to the Young inequality.
12



e For9 < ¢ < 18 and o € H3(Q), we have (6/5)g3 < ¢, and it follows from @) and the
Sobolev embeddings H*(Q) — C%(Q), H*(Q) — W'*(Q), and LI(Q) — L5%/3(Q) that

d
[5 bl
Q4 Xi

< ot IV + ONITEt + ll+ A NI+ lsplle + ol

—d
6)6,‘ .

.60' '

1 :
< C(lIV(M + OVl + llu + o3 lorlls]lu + o 2(9))'
This inequality implies (@3)) from the Young inequality.

Integrating @4) on Q, we deduce from the homogeneous Neumann boundary conditions on u,
and inequalities (B) and (@3) that

2(43
2 2 2 2 B
ff(u +0) - Audx < pollu + ol|” + eallu + oll; + Cs (IIV(M +o)ll” + loll; + [l + O'IIL]‘,&D).
Q

Therefore, taking the inner product of (32) with —Au, we deduce that

Y0IAullP < k21 — ull® + 2ypollu + ol* + 2yeqllu + oIl

243
2 2 Toe3
+ 2yCa | IV + )II” + llorlly + llu + auwg)),

for any 0 < A < 1. Since &4 is arbitrary positive, the conclusion follows from elliptic regularities,
proceeding as in part iii-(a). The case where B is mixed Dirichlet-Neumann boundary conditions
is deduced from iii-(a)-(b). O

The following theorem shows the existence of a solution for the schemes (I3) and (I6).

Theorem 1. Suppose that uy — ¢(0) € H 2(Q). Then, for each nonnegative integer n, the scheme
(3 and ([I8) has a solution in H*(Q).

Proof. Proceeding by induction, the proof is immediate from Lemmal [l for a suitable choice of
the functions « and v. For example, multiplying the first equation in (I3) by k/2, we deduce
@2)-@3) for u = (@' + #>")/2, & = @(tys1/2), v = kS (tye1/2)/2 + ", and k substituted by
k/2. O

Hereafter we suppose that %" e H(Q), for 1 < j<p+landeachn =0,1---,N.
Convergence results for these semi-discrete solutions are proven in section 3l

3. Convergence and order of accuracy of the semi-discrete solution

This section deals with the analysis of convergence of the time-semidiscrete solutions of
problem (@) given by formulae (I3) and (I6). We start by introducing a Deferred Correction
Condition (DCC) for the semi-discrete solutions in time, as in the case of IVPs from the refer-
ence [15], and prove in Theorem 2] that the DCC is a sufficient condition for each semi-discrete
solution {ftzj’n}n to be corrected with an increment of order 2 of accuracy. The DCC is proven
for the implicit midpoint scheme (I3) in Lemma 2] which, together with Theorem 2] constitutes
the pivot for the proof of convergence of the semi-discrete solutions {ﬁzj’”}n, Jj = 2. We have the

following definition:
13



Definition 1 (Deferred Correction Condition). Let u be the exact solution of (1), and it = u — ¢.
For a positive integer j, a sequence {ftzj’n}n c HY(Q) of approximations of i on the uniform
partition 0 =ty < t; < --- <ty =T, t, = nk, is said to satisfy the Deferred Correction Condition
(DCC) for the implicit midpoint rule if{ﬁzj’"}n approximates u(t,) with order 2j of accuracy in
time, and forn = 1,2,..., N — 2 we have

D+ DD = aty1 )| + 1D+ D@5 — ity < CKY, (46)
for each time steps k < ki, where ki > 0 is fixed and C is a constant independent from k.

Remark 1. Condition (46) is equivalent to

“rf (a2 - ﬁ(tn))“ < K2, (47)
" A =D (@512 — )| < 22, (48)
forn=j.j+1,--- N = j. This is due to the transforms
K (D, DY (@ ~ (1) = K 2(—1#(2" , 2)D+D (@ - ),
and

i—

1 .

. . . 20—2 .

K (DD D (@ ~ ity ) = K Z(—l)’( )(D+D) D (@12 — fty1112)).
=0 !

The following theorem gives a sufficient condition for the semi-discrete schemes in time to
converge with the expected order of accuracy.

Theorem 2. Let j be a positive integer and {ﬁzf’"} a sequence of approximations of it = u — ¢,
n

on the discrete pointsty = 0 < t; < --- < ty = T, satisfying DCC for the implicit midpoint rule.

Suppose that k < ky, and that u®*>', ..., w**>J are given and satisfy
@ — a(t,)|| < Ck**2, for n=0,1, ..., . (49)
Then the sequence {ﬁ2j+2’n}n>f solution of the scheme (L8) built from {L_tzj’n}n, approximates i
with order 2j + 2 ofaccumc;in time, and we have, forn =0,1,--- N,
1
n —n . 2 .
72" — ae,)|| + {ykz ||V®21+2»'||2] < CK7%, (50)
i=j
where _ _ o
@M = (@2 — (e,)) — TV (@ — a(ty)). (51)

and C is a constant depending only on j, T, M, u € C*/*3 ([O, T], HZ(Q)), a Lipschitz constant
on f and the DCC constant.
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Proof. Combining (I6) and (6), we obtain the identity

f(E@2m1 2 —DIE@ 2 4 g(ty4110)) = £ (Editnsr 2) = TV Eii(tnsr ) + ¢(tnsr 2)

. . . o . (52)
+D®2_]+2,n+]/2 _ MA®21+2,}’1+1 = 0_21+2,n+1/2 + (A] _ I“_])D(uz_],n+]/2 _ ﬁ(tn+1/2)),

BOY* 21 = () on 6Q,
where
L (1,41)2) = Diitns1/2) + A Dit(tys1/2) — MA (b_t(tnn/z) — Eu(ty1/2) + rij_t(tnn/z))

+ f(Utps172) + @(ts12)) = f (Eﬁ(tnn/z) ~ TV Ea(tys1)2) + <P(tn+1/2)) .

The inner product of (52) with ®%/*+2"*!, taking into account the monotonicity condition (Z) and
the fact that B@**2"+1 = () on 0Q, yields

(D@12 @22 4 y V@M < t(Eit(tyerj2) = T Eit(tne1 2) + @t 2O

+ (0_2j+2,n+1/2 + (Aj _ r*j)D(ﬁZJ,n+1/2 _ ﬁ(tn+]/2)), 62j+2,n+1) .
(53)
From the central finite differences formulae (IT)-(I2)) and the mean value theorem we have

||O_2j+2,n+1/2|| S Ck2j+2,

where C is a constant depending only on a Lipschitz condition on f and the norm of u as element
of C%/+3 ([O, 7], HZ(Q)), and there exists 0 < k, < k; such that k < k, implies that

E@u(tys1/2) — T Eii(tys12) + @(tnr1/2)lloo < Nit(tnir2) = Eittyrn2) + TV Ed(tyr1/2)lloo + u(trrn2)lloo
< 1+ lullzsop),

where Qr = Q X (0, T). It follows that, for k < k,

|[r(Eatns1 ) = T Eia(tya1 ) + @(tui ||, € max [t =: p.

[YI<T+Hullzoop)
On the other hand, from the DCC we immediately have
A = THD@H 12—ty )l < CR*2,

Substituting the last inequalities in (33)), taking into account the identity

' .y 1
D®2]+2,n+l/2’ @2]+2,n+1 -
( ) 2k

(”®2j+2,n+1 I? - ||®2j+2,n||2) )
we deduce that

@222 _ 1@+ + 2ky||V@2j+2"’+1||2 < CIYH3|[@2+ 21| & Zkﬂ”’@z/n,ml”g (54)
This inequality yields

|I®2j+2,n+1”2 _ ”®2j+2,n”2 < Ck2j+3||@2j+2,n+1” + 2kﬂ|l62j+2’n+1||2,
15



and, for uk < 2, we deduce from the inequality

||62j+2,n+1 %(||®2,+2n+1” " ”®2J+2n”)

that "
k* Lo HHK 2 +,Uk H 2j+2,n”'

2j+2,n+1
o7 s e R

It follows by induction on n that

24 k" i (24 k" 2j+2,)
2- Mk(Z Mk) e +(2—Mk) o1

From the hypothesis (#9) and the DCC we have

”®2j+2 n” < C

0224 < |32+ — aep)| + || (@ - )| < cx2, (55)

where C is a constant independent from k. Moreover, the sequence {(;i—ﬁ,ﬁ)n}n is bounded above
by exp(2uT /(2 — ¢€)), for 0 < uk < & < 2. Whence

||®2j+2,n|| < Ck2j+2. (56)
Finally, by the triangle inequality, the identity (31)) and the DCC, we have
@272 — a(t,)l| < CK**2 + |T/@ — age,))|| < Ck*+2, (57)

where C is a constant depending only on j, T, u, M, a Lipschitz constant on f and u as element
of C%/*3 ([0, T, H2(Q)). Substituting (36) in (34), we have

||®2j+2,n+1||2 _ ||®2j+2,n||2 + 2ky||va2_/+2,n+l||2 < Ck4j+5,

and it follows by induction, taking (33)) into account, that

|I®2j+2,n+l”2 + Zk)/Z ||V@2j+2,[”2 < Ck4j+4.

=
Inequality (30) follows from (37) and the last inequality. O

The following lemma proves DCC for the implicit midpoint scheme (I3) and, together with
Theorem 2] constitutes the main argument for the proof of the general convergence theorem for
the DC schemes (16).

Lemma 2. The sequence {u } from the scheme ((L3) approximates i, exact solution of (6)), with
order 2 of accuracy. Furthermore, if u(t) = ug for all t € [0, 2p + Dkol, where ky is the initial
time step defined in the introduction (koo < 2), we have

||D7(D+D7)m®2,n+1” +||(D+D7)m @2,n+l|| + ”(D+D7)m@2’n+] )

n o 172 (58)
+ (ykz ||V(D+D)’"D®2””/2||2] < CK,

16



form = 0,1,2,...,p,n = mm+1,--- N —m, and k < ko, where O = > — u(t,), for
n=0,1,2,---,N, ug is from inequality (3), and C is a constant depending only on T, Q, uo, ko,
M, the continuity of the source term S, the derivatives of f up to order 2m+2, and the derivatives
of u with respect to the time variable t up to order 2m + 4. The parameter m is needed to expect
order 2p + 2 of accuracy in p corrections.

Proof. Identity (52) for j = 0 and T°Ea®"!/? = 0 = (I° = A®) D (a®"*'/2 = (t,,1/2)) implies

that the sequence {ﬁz’”}n from the scheme (I3) approximates & with order 2 of accuracy in time,
and

1021 + vk > IVG¥IP < Ck*, forn=0,1,-- N, (59)
i=0

where C is a constant depending only on 7', €, a Lipschitz constant on f and the derivatives of
uecC? ([O, T, HZ(Q)). To prove (38) we proceed by induction on the integer m.

1) The case m = 0.
Combining (@) and (I3), we obtain the identity

D®2,n+1/2 _ MA62,VL+1 + h(tn+]) — W2’n+1/2, (60)

where

1
h(tyr) = f (BB 4+ @(te1/2)) = f (Eltus1/2) + @lts12)) = f df (ki) (@ ydry,
0

with _
K = E(tyr12) + @(tas12) + 110",

and

W2 = (@ (tye1)2) — Dittys1/2)] = MA (@(ts1/2) — El(ths1/2))
— [f @(tns1/2) + @(tns1/2)) = f (Eit(tns1/2) + @(tar1/2))] -

Applying D, to (60), we obtain
DD, > _ MAD,®>" + D, h(t,,,) = Dyw>" /2,
and the inner product of this identity with D, @+ yields
1D, | ~ DI + 2ykIV DL &> |* < 2k (=D-h(tner) + Dow®" 2, D, @) . (61)

We can write

D, h(t,) = f 1 df (Ky*') (D, @"dr, + f | f | d’f (K3)(D.K},©")drydTy,  (62)
0 0 0

where, forn + i < N, we have

i
Kby =K'+ T (K™ KD =Ki+ > > 1wk DLKT. (63)

1
=1 2<iy<--<ij<i+l
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The scheme (I3) can be transformed into equations 22)-23), substituting k by k/2 and choosing
u = Ei*"*, o = @(tye12) and v = (k/2)S (ty11/2) + @*". Tt follows from (24), inequality (59) and
the triangle inequality that

IEZ" 2] < C (IS (1, Il +HID-O|| + 10"y + ID_a(t)ll + |E(tys1 It + lpCtnsr )l

+If (et o)) < C,

n—

where C is a constant depending only on Q, the matrix M and yo. From inequalities (IQ), (39)
and the Sobolev embedding H*(Q) — C°(Q), the last inequality implies the existence of a real
R > 0, depending only on T, €, the regularity of S, the first derivative of f, and the second
derivative of u with respect to ¢, such that

Ko <R, fori=1,2,---,2p+1. (64)
From the condition (3)) we have
(af (K7) (D0, D.8™") = ~uolI DO, (65)
From (64) and (I0) we have, for almost every x € Q,
[ f (K2) (D+K7, @) ()] < max|d? ()| ID. K} ()]0 (x)
< C (10> ()| + 1D, O (0)l|&>"! (w)]).
Therefore,

Hdzf (K;) (DJ(;’, ’@2,n+l)

| < C (18111 + 1D, 82" 110> e
and we deduce from the Sobolev embedding H Q) — [*(Q) that

2 £ (K2) (D27, @)

| < (18111 + 1D, & 1,182 11 ) . (66)
This inequality and (63)) together with the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality yield
—k(Dh(tys1), D+ @) < kyuo|DL O |I* + CKID O | (1€ + 11D, ©>"* || [©7"*")
< kpollD, B P + SyKIVD, B

+ CKID, @[ [I©>"*!]] + 1D &> (187"l + 1©>"*'|1})]
(67)
where we have used the Cauchy inequality with € = y/2:

— —_ — ’)/ — —_ —_
1D, @ IIVD, O IO ||y < ZIVD.O>" | + =D, O P[0 |,

+ ] |
2y
According to (39), we have

||D+@2,n+1”(”@2,n+1”1 + ”@2,n+1”%) S k71 (||62,n+2|| + ”@2,n+1”) (k2 + k3/2 + k4 +k3) S Ck5/2.
(68)
18



From Taylor’s formula with integral remainder we can write
w2 = 261,
where, according to (IQ), we have
IDT'D™g(t )l < C, for my <n<N-m, (69)

for each nonnegative integers m; and my such that m; + m, < 2p + 1. C is a constant depending
only on 7', the derivatives of f up to order m,+m;,+1, and the norm of i in C"™1+"m+3 ([O, T], HZ(Q)).
It follows from Cauchy-Schwartz inequality that

'(kD+W2,n+1/2’D+’®\2,n+l) < Ck3||D+@2’"+'||.

Substituting the last inequality and the inequality (67) in (&), taking (39) and (68) into account,
we deduce that

1D, @ P~ |ID@"|* + Yk VDO P < 2hpuoll D, &> | + CIDLO> ]|, (70)

where C is a constant depending onlyon 7', , S, the second derivative of f and u € C*([0, T], HX(Q)).
This inequality yields

1D, @ || = ID,©*"|| < kuolID4@>"*!|| + CK>.
Since kug < kouo < 2, it follows by induction that

2+kﬂ0 n+ 2+k,uo
2 — ko 2 = kuo

ID,©>"|| < Ckz( ) ID.@>||.

The condition u(t,) = ug, for 0 < t, < 2p + ko, implies ||D,®>'|| = 0. Whence
\D_@*"|| = |D,©®*" || < Ck?, forn=1,2,---,N. (71)
Substituting (71 in the right hand side of (ZQ), we deduce that

ID_@*"|* + ykZ VD, 0| < Ck*. (72)
=0

On the other hand, by the elliptic regularity results applied to (60), we deduce from (64), for
m; = my =0, and (7)) that

107" |l < € (ID-O>"*[| + l(tns Il + [IW>"+1/2]]) < CK.

Inequality (538) for m = 0 holds from (39), (Z2) and the last inequality.

2) Inequality (38) for m + 1, assuming that it holds for arbitrary m < p — 1.
We apply (DiD,)erl to the identity (60) and take the inner product of the resulting identity
with (D, D_)""1@>"*! to obtain, as in (GI),

(D D_y"™ 1 @12 = ||(D+ D_)"™* ' @>"|* + 2yk|| V(D D_)"* ' @>"!|]2

< 2k (~(D1 D" h(tye1) + (DL D)™ WP, (D, Dy @),
19
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As in [[15] we can write

s+1
DSh(t,) = Z Z L fors=1,2,..2p+ 1, andn < N - s, (74)
i=1 |aj|=s

where @; = (a},--- @i, a)) € {1,2,---, s)71%{0,1,---, s — i+ 1}. L™ isalinear combination,

i i,a;

with properly chosen coefficients, of the quantities

) . . i-1 i1 1 1 i~ ; .
s f le(KinJrHl—t) (Di1 Ki’”ﬁ e Di‘ K;Hﬁ‘ , DT @2,n+/3’i)d1_t’
[0,1]

LaiBi i-1

where ; = (8! -~-7/3f’1,,8§)e{1,2,---,s}i’1 x{0,1,---,s—i+ 1} withpl +al < s—1+1, for

i

I=1,---,i,and dt' = dt{ - --dr;. From (64) and the regularity of f we have
|d'f(KD||, <Ci fori=1,2,...2p+1,0<n<N—i+]1, (75)

where C; is a constant depending only on 7', the i-th derivative of f and the second derivative of
u. From the induction hypothesis (38)), the Sobolev embedding H*(Q) — L*(Q), and inequality

({10, we have
ID. KMl < C, for1 <1<2m+2,0<n<N-i-1[+1, (76)

and
ID.®>"|| < CK?, for 1 <I<2m+1,0<n<N—L (77)

- Fori =1 we have |
L = fo df (K™ (D50*") dr,
and, by taking s = 2m + 2, it follows from (3) that

(Ln—m,2m+2’ (D+D7)ln+l’®\2,n+l) > _#0||(D+D7)m+1@2,n+1 ”2 (78)

1,

since
Dim+2®2,n—m — (D+D_ )m+ 1 ®2,n+l )

- Fori=2and|ay| <2m+2,wehave | <a) <2m+2and 0 < a3 <2m+ 1. It follows by the

triangle inequality, the inequalities (IQ) and (Z3)-(77) that

N . 1 1 2
L5, g1 < [l (k)| NDE K 1D @ < €, for s” <2m 2. (79)

- Fori>3and|e;| < 2m+3, wehave 1 < a! <2m+2,forl=1,2,---,i—1,and0 < @/ <2m+1.

It follows by the triangle inequality, the inequalities (IQ) and [Z3)-(77) that, for s* < 2m + 3,

i—1
. ~ il —— L aipl
I 1< Nl FR Dl IDT @ [ IS K e < CH2. (80)
=1

From the identity (Z4), inequalities (Z8)-(80) yield

(_(DJrD,)erlh(thrl), (D+D,)m+1’®\2’n+l) S#0|I(D+D7)m+1’®\2,n+1”2 + Ck2|I(D+D,)m+1’®\2’n+1”.
1)
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From inequality we have
(D, D_y" "W 12| < Ck>. (82)

Substituting (81) and (82) in ([Z3)), we obtain
(D D_)"' @*" | = |(DD_)""' "> + 2yk||V(D, D_)"*'@>"*!||? 3
< 2kol|(D+. D)™ @ | + CRI(D. D)™ '@

Proceeding as in (Z0), we deduce by induction that

2+ k,UO )n—m—l

||(D+D_)m+l®2,n|| S (Ckz + ||(D+D_)m+l®2,m+1”)
2 — kpto

Since u(t,) = ug for 0 < t, < (2p+ 1)ko, we have ||(D,D_)"'@>"*1|| = 0, form < p—1. Whence
(D,D_Y""'®>"|| < Ck*, forn=m+1,m+2,--- ,N—m— 1. (84)

Substituting (84) in the right hand side of ([3)), we deduce by induction that

(D DY @\ +2yk > V(D D_Y"™ '@ < Ck".

i=m+1
It is immediate from Z3)-(Z7) that
2m+1 dm+1 2132, 2
||er,a'|"+ I < df (KT leollD" O < Ck-.

Therefore, applying D_(D,D_)" to (60), we deduce from the elliptic regularity inequality, the
identity (Z4), the last inequality, the inequalities [79)-(80), 84) and (69) that

ID(D.D_Y"®"!|ly < ID-(DD-)" (DO + h(tysr) + w?"") || < C°.

It follows that
n 1/2
DDy @ | + | yk > V(DD @¥|P|  +|ID_(D.DY"&" |, < CKZ. (85)

i=m+1

Otherwise, applying D.(D,D_y""! to (G0), the same reasoning, taking the induction hypothesis
and the inequality (83) into account, yields (38) for m + 1. Finally, we deduce by induction that
Lemmallis true foreachm = 0,1,--- , p. O

The following theorem shows DCC for the schemes (13) and (1)) .

Theorem 3. Suppose that the exact solution u of (1)) satisfies u(t) = ug for eacht € [0, 2p+ ko],
where kg > 0 is a fixed real such that kopg < 2. Then, for k < ko, each sequence {ﬁzj’"}n,
j=12,..,p+1, from the schemes ([3) or (I[6) approximates i with order 2j of accuracy in

time, and we have the estimate

|D-Dy"E (@412 = a1 ), + sz IVD_(D,D_Y"E (@112 = t12112)) I 56

HID-(D, DY (9 =ty I+ (D1 D" (@ = )| < O,
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form=0,1,...,p—jandn=m+ j—1,m+ j,..,N — j—m, where yq is from (3)), and C is a
constant depending only on m, T, po, ko, M, the function S, and the derivatives of f and u = u(t)
up to order 2m + 2j and 2m + 2j + 2, respectively. The parameter m is needed to expect order
2p + 2 of accuracy in p corrections.

Proof. We proceed by inductionon j = 1,2, ..., p + 1, and the case j = 1 results from Lemmal[2]
Suppose that {L_tzj’n}n satisfies (86) up to an arbitrary order j < p. Let us prove that the theorem
is still true for j + 1.

Since { 2 ”}n satisfies (86), it also satisfies DCC, and then Theorem [2] together with the

condition u(f) = ug in [0, (2p + 1)ko] implies that { 2j+2, ”} approximates i with order 2 + 2 of
accuracy in time. Therefore, it is enough to establish (8] "for j + 1. We can rewrite the identity
(32) as follows

D®2j+2,n+1/2 _ MA@Z_/‘+2,I1+] + H(thrl) — W2j+2,n+l/2’ (87)

where

1
H(ty) = f df (Ei(tyr ) = TE(tys12) + @(tnar ) + 110221) (@727 ) dr,
0
and ' '
W2j+2,n+1/2 — 0_2j+2,n+1/2 + (Aj rj)D( 2jn+1/2 _ ﬁ(tn+1/2)) .

Here ®%+2+1 and ¢2*2"*1/2 are as in Theorem 2l From the central finite difference (II)-({2)
and the regularity of u with respect to ¢, we can write

2j+2 n+l1/2 _ k2j+2G(t +1/2)

where
IDT'D™ Gt < C, for my <n<N-my,

for each nonnegative integers m; and my such that m; + my < 2p —2j + 1. C is a constant
depending only on 7', the derivatives of f up to order m; + m + 2j + 1 and the norm of u in
Crm+mt2j+3 ([O, 71, HZ(Q)). On the other hand, from the induction hypothesis and Remark Il we
immediately have

ID_(D,.D_Y"(A/ = TH)(@*" = a(t,)|| < Ck**2, form =0,1,....,p—(j+ 1).
The last two inequalities implies that
(| D™ D™ w22\ < CR2I*2 | for my + my < 2p — 2 — 2,

and my + j <n < N—m — j— 1. Therefore, the reasoning from Lemma 2] substituting the
functions i by H, w>"*1/2 by w2i+2n+1/2 @21+l hy @2/+2n+1 and k2 by k?/*2, yields

||D7(D+D7)m®2j+2,n+l ” + ||(D+D7)m®2j+2,n+1 || + ||(D+D,)m’®\2j+2’n+l

2
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k Z ||VD(D+D_)m@2j+2,i+1/2”2] < cR",
form=0,1,...,p—(j+ 1), and (86) for j + 1 follows by the triangle inequality. Inequality m

then holds for arbitrary integer j < p + 1.
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4. Fully discretized schemes and convergence results

This section is dedicated to the analysis of the full discretization of problem (G). The fully
discrete schemes are constructed as discretizations of the time semi-discrete schemes, given by
formulae (I3) or (I6), via the Galerkin finite element method. Existence of the fully discrete
solutions is proven using an adaptation of the Lemma on zeros of a vector field. We prove
unconditional convergence of the fully discrete solutions to the exact one. The proof strategy
does not use DCC. We simply prove unconditional convergence in space of each fully discrete
solution to the corresponding time semi-discrete solution and deduce the global convergence by
the triangle inequality.

Let I" be the portion of the boundary of Q on which Dirichlet boundary conditions are
imposed to the exact solution u of problem (I). Let S, be a finite dimensional subspace of
V= {v e H'(Q)|v=0o0n F} and {q),}éi“l a basis for S consisting in continuous piecewise poly-
nomials of degree r > 1 (see for instance [23] for an introduction to finite element subspaces
S 1; the integer r is related to the regularity of the exact solution of (I) in space). We suppose
that there exist an interpolation operator I; from H 1(Q) onto S, and a constant ¢ > 0 such that
0 < < rimplies

v = Il + AV (v = ) | < ek Wi 20, Vv € H(Q), (88)

and
v = Iplzsy + AV (v = 1) sy < eh™ i ag, Vv € WHHAQ), (89)

where | - |11 .0 is the following seminorm in W/*1(Q):

V1,00 = Z 10%V] ()

la|=1+1
We say that S, satisfies the inverse inequality if
Iville < B lvalln,  Yvi € Sy, and m =0, 1. (90)

The estimates (88) and (89) hold when S, is obtained from a shape-regular family of meshes
{Thhiso [23, Corollary 1.109 & 1.110 ] while (@0) is due to [26, Theorem 3.2.6] or [25, Lemma
1.142] for a family of quasi-uniform meshes. Let R;, be the orthogonal projection of H'(Q) onto
S » with respect to the inner product (u, v) = (u,v) + (MVu, Vv) . Proceeding as in [23, Theorem
1.1], we deduce from (88)) that

IRy = VIl + AlIV(Ryy = W)l < CH* Vil ), Yv € HFH(Q),0< 1< . (91)

Furthermore, if S, satisfies the inverse inequality (@0), we deduce from (@I) and (88) for [ = 1,
and (89) for [ = 0 together with the continuous embedding H*(Q) — W'*(Q) — L*(Q), that

IRVlloo < IRRY = I¥llco + IV = IVlleo + [Vlleo < ch Vo + ClvIb, Vv € HA(Q). (92)
For j =0,1,2,---, p and each positive integer n < N, we look for a function ﬁiﬁz’” e H(Q)
of the form

Np,

B = N Uy, (93)
=1
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satisfying

(Dﬁi_/+2,n+1/2 _ AjDﬁij,rH]/Z, ¢) + (MV (Eﬁi_/+2,n+1/z _ rjEﬁij,rH]/Z) ’ V¢)

. . . (%94)
+(f (B "2 —DEG" ' 4+ 0(t112)) . 6) = (S (tas112). 8) .V € S and n 2
;" = Ry (up - ¢(0)). 95)

where A-jDﬁi'j'n+]/2 =0 = F-/Eﬁflj’"”/z if j = 0. The scheme (@4)-(3), denoted DC(2j+2),
constitutes a full discretization of the problem (6) with deferred correction in time, at the discrete
points 0 =y < t; <--- <ty =T, t, = nk, and finite element in space. For the starting values in
©4-@3), 0 < n < j— 1, we consider the following scheme which is deduced from (19):

; 1 . _9in. ; _ . _9in
—2j+2,n+1/2 =2jnj+1/2 _2j+2,n+1/2 j=2in+1/2
(Duh - WAJDuh j + f(Euh — ]"/Euh j + tp(ln+1/2)) ,¢) ©6)
+ (MV (Eﬁij+2,n+1/2 _ l_"jEL:t;'/'n"Jr]/z) ’ V¢) _ (S(ln+1/2),¢), Vo e S
i, = Ry, (up — ¢(0)) . 97)

The following theorem proves the existence of a solution for the schemes (94)-(93).

Theorem 4 (Existence of a solution for the fully discretized scheme). We suppose that k||t o
N
@llo < 2. Then, for each j = 1,2,---, there exists a sequence {L_t;j’n}nzo of elements of the form

(@3) satisfying (94)-([93).

To prove this theorem we need the following lemma which is an adaptation of the lemma on
zeros of a vector field [22, p.531].

Lemma 3. Let m be a positive integer and v : R™ — R™ a continuous function satisfying
v(@)-z20 iflll. =R, (98)

for a positive real R, where ||.||. is an arbitrary norm on R™. Then there exists a point z in the
closed ball _
B(O,R)={z€R" : |lzll. < R}

such that v(z) = 0.
Proof of Lemma[3l Suppose that v (z) # 0 for each z € B(0, R). The mapping
¥ : B(O.R) - B(0.R)

defined by
R

v (@)l
is continuous. Since E(O, R) is a compact and convex subset of R, we deduce from Schauder’s

fixed-point theorem that ¢ has a fixed point z € E(O, R). Therefore, ||z« = R, and this leads to the
contradiction

W(z) = — v(z)

0<lzP =y z=- v(z)-z<0.

_R_
v @1l
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Proof of TheoremHdl We proceed by double inductionon j = 1,2,--- andn=0,1,---, N, using
Lemma[3|for the function v : RV — RV defined by

2z — 2ay

Vi(z) = ( -

,¢z) +(MVzy, V) + (f (2 + @(ts172)) = S (tar1/2)s ¢z), 99)

for/ = 1,2---, Ny, where a; € S} is fixed and z, is the unique element of S associated to
z € RV and defined by
Np,
= Z 291
I=1

We take ||z]|. = ||zn||- The function v is continuous. For j = 1, we have ﬁi'o = Ry, (up — ¢(0)) and,
supposing that ﬁi’n exists for an arbitrary integer n < N and taking a;, = ﬂfl’" in (@9), we have

2 _ 2 2.n .
v(z)-z= [%,Zh] + (MVz,, Vzp) + (f (zn + e(tys1/2)) — S(tn+l/2)»Zh)
) (100)
> ”Z—,f” @ + ket (@1 ) znll = 20"l = K (1L (@Cts 1) + 1S tasr 1)
>0,
for
_ 1 wy S —
I8l = i) (1 200" 11 + KIS b1 Il + KILF @t 2)I) = R.

Then, from Lemma 3] there exists a point z in the closed ball E(O,R) of (IRN’*, I - ||*) such that
v(z) = 0. Taking

2,n+1 2,n+1 2,n+1 2,
vt = (Upt - Ut = 20 - UP

U2,n+1 + U2,n
v (—) ey = 0,

we have

2
for each e; in the standard basis of RV, The last identity implies the existence of ui’”” of
N
the form (@3) satisfying (©@4)-(©@3). Moreover, if {ﬁi”"} 0 exists and satisfies (94)-(93)), for an
n=

arbitrary integer j > 1, then we have ﬁi'i+2’0 = Ry, (up — ¢(0)), and the existence of ﬁi'i+2’"+] is
immediate from the existence of ﬁzﬁz’", proceeding as in the case j = 1, taking a, = #>/*>" —
DER """ + 0.5kA' D" in @9). 0

The following theorem shows the convergence and order of accuracy of the fully discretized

schemes (94)-(93)).

Theorem 5 (Order of convergence of the fully discretized schemes). Suppose that the exact
solution u of D)) is C*P+* ([O, T], H”'(Q)) and satisfies u(t) = ug fort € [0, 2p+ Dkol, where p is
a positive integer and ko > 0 is a real such that ko max {ug, 7(0)} < 2, uo and T are defined in (2))-
3. In addition, suppose that S j, satisfies the inverse inequality (Q0). Then, for j=1,2,---,p+1,
the solution {ﬁij’"};v_o of the scheme (94)-(93) approximates it = u — ¢ with order 2j of accuracy
in time and order r + 1 in space, that is

ll@"" = ae,)ll + h ”V (" = )
25

| <cwi v, (101)



for k < ko. Furthermore, we have the estimate

n n
=2j, =27n2 =2ji+1/2 =27,i+1/2\12 ~2ji =27 2r+2
" =Ryt |2 + kz ID@ 1 = Ry )P + Za/kZ " = Ryt |2, < CHP"2,
i=0 i=0

(102)
where C is a constant depending only on j, T, Q, M, ko, uo and the derivatives of S, f and u.

Proof. Inequality (I0T) is immediate from (I02) by quadruple triangle inequality, writing
0" = ty) = (" = RuB>") = [i(ty) = "] = [(ty) = Ryfitn)] + [(t) = 2" = Ry(@cay) = 27 |

and taking (9I) and (86)) into account. Therefore, we just need to establish (I02). We proceed by
inductionon j = 1,2,---, p + 1. For this purpose, we need the following claim which proof is
a straightforward application of the mean value theorem, the triangle inequality, and inequalities

@I)» @D_@

Claim 1. There exist O < k3 < ko and hy > 0 such that k < ks and h < hy imply,

IRW(Ea? 12 — TIEG* V%) 4 oty 1 0)lleo < 1+ lleell L 0.7 122y » (103)

and '
w22 < o, (104)

foreach j=0,1,---,p,andn=0,1,---,N, where we define

2i+2.m+1)2 Y . o .
Wh_/+ n+l1/2 _ +D (u2j+2,n+1/2 _ Aju2j,n+1/2) —R,D (u2j+2,n+1/2 _ Aju2j,n+1/2)+

f(Eﬁ2j+2,n+1/2 _ rjEuzj,n+]/2 + ¢(tn+1/2)) _ f(Rh(Eu2j+2,n+]/2 _ rjEuz_j,n+1/2) + ¢(tn+1/2)) ,

(105)
and we set 1%" = 0.
1. The case j = 1. We proceed in two steps:
(1) First, we are going to prove the inequality
n . . n . .
||ﬂi’" _ Rhﬁz’”||2+2ykz ”VE(EZ,1+1/2 — Ry + ZQkZ ”E(ﬁi,wl/z _ Rhﬁz””/z)lli,,(g)
i=0 i=0
< Ch2r+2.
(106)

The scheme (13) yields

(D12, ¢) + (MVE@"'2, V) + f F(EZ™" + @(ty1 ) pdx = (S (tai1/2), ¢), Y € Si.
Q
Therefore, combining this identity and (94), for j = 0, we deduce that
(De" 12, )+ (MVE;", Vo) + fg |FER™2 + @(thi1/2) = FRREZ" + @(ty4112)) | ddx
— (Wi,n+1/2’ ¢) + (MV (El/—tz,n+1/2 _ RhElT{ZJH—]/z) , V¢) , v¢ c Sh,

(107)
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where
2n _ =2.n -2.n
®h =u," — Ryu™",

and wi’"”/ ? is defined in (I03). Hypothesis (@) and inequality (I03) yield

fg | £ (B + @ts12)) = £ (RRE™2 + @(ty01/2)) | €, dx 2 @@ I, ) 107" I,

(108)
where

= max [r(y)I.
IS THI 2 (0 7.200)

From the properties of orthogonal projection we have the identity
(MV (Eﬁz,n+]/2 _ RhElT{ZJH—]/z) , V¢) — (Eﬁz,n+1/2 _ RhEﬁZ,nH/Z’ ¢) , v¢ c Sh, (109)
which implies that

|(MV (Euz’"”/z —RhEﬁz’"+1/2),V¢)| < ”Eﬁ2,n+1/2 _ RhEﬁz’””/ZH Il < Chr+1”¢”_

Therefore, choosing ¢ = @i’”” in (I07), we deduce from the last inequality, the Cauchy-
Schwartz inequality and the inequalities (I104) and (I08) that

(DGi,nH/Z”@‘i,nH)+y|lv@i,n+l”2 +a”’®‘i,n+1”ciq(g) < Chr+1”’®‘i,n+1” +#”@Z,n+l”2’ (110)
for 0 < k < k3 and O < & < h;. This inequality yields
— — — 2
(D@Z’"”/z, Gi,nﬂ) < Ch! |®Z,n+l b ||®i,n+l ’
and it follows for 0 < ku < ksu < 2 that
k 2+ ku
®2,n+1 <C hr+] + ®2,n ]
” h ” Z—kp 2—k,u” h”
Proceeding by induction as in Theorem[2] the last inequality yields
®2,n < kchr+1 ®2,0 2+ k:u " < Chr+1 111
o) < (mer + o3 ) (32) < am

since nk < T and @i’o = 0. Inequality (I06) follows by substituting (IT1) in (T10).

(ii)) Now we are going to prove the inequality

kD DO + 4 IveR P < chr. (112)
i=0

We choose ¢ = D®Z’"+1/ % in (T07) and obtain

|p@2 12 + fg £ (Eay" 7 + ot ) = f (RWEZ"™'2 + @(tys112))| DO dlx

+ ( MV@Z””' v DQZ,nn /2) _ (WZ,n+1 2, D®i,n+1 /2).
27
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We can write
FEG"™ ' 4 @(t172)) = FRREZ™ ' + @ltn412))

1
_ fo df (RhEﬁz””l/z + @(tpary2) + g@i’””) (@Z’"”) dé.

From the inverse inequality Q) and the inequality (I11)), we have
107"l < ch™2)07")| < CH2, > 1. (114)

This inequality together with (I03) implies that there exists 0 < &, < h; such that, for 0 < h < h;,
we have N
IRWET>"'1 + @(tye12) + §®Z’n+] lloo <2+ llutll o (0,7:1202)) -

The last identity yields

“f (Eﬁi’nﬂ/z + 9O(t’”m)) -f (RhEﬁz’nH/z + ¢(tn+1/2))|| < max ldf “@Z’"”

<2l o 2,

<C ||®,3"”

(115)
Substituting (I13) in (I13), we deduce by Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and (I04) that

KIDO "I+ (MVe™! V™) - (MVe;", VO;") < Ckh**?,

forn=20,1,---,N — 1. It follows the inequality

k> |per I + (MveR™! ver"™!) < Cnkh*™?
i=0

since @Z’O = 0. The last inequality gives exactly (I12), where C is a constant depending only on
T, Q, ki1, hi, i = 1,2, and the derivatives of f and u.
Estimates (106) and (I12) gives (I02) for j = 1.

2. Here we prove inequality (102) for j + 1, assuming that it holds up to order j, 1 < j < p.
From the scheme (T6) we have

(Dﬁ2j+2,n+l/2 _AIDi1?, ¢) + (MV (Eﬁ2j+2,n+1/2 _ rjEu2j,n+1/2) ’ V¢)

+ ff(Eﬁ2j+2'n+]/2 ~TVE@ "% + ‘P(fn+1/2)) ¢dx = (S(ln+1/2),¢), Yo €Sy
Q
(116)
Combining this identity and ([@4), we deduce that
(f (Eﬁijﬂ’nﬂ/z —T/E@, "% + ¢(tn+1/2)) -f (Rh(Eﬁzj+2’"+1/2 —VE&"1%) + ¢(tn+1/2)) , ¢)
N (D®Z,’+z,n+1/z’¢) N (MV@i-7+2’"+],V¢) _ (Wij+2,n+l/2 LA - rj)D(qu,rHl/Z _ Ry, ¢)

_ ((Id _ Rh) (E[le+2,n+l/2 _ rjE[th,n+1/2) , ¢) ,
(117)
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for any ¢ € S, where we define

2jadn _ 2j+2, vy i (-2). vy
@/ " = /" — Ryt — T (uh"" - Rhuzf’") ,

and we use the identity

(MV(Id _ Rh)(Euzj+2,n+]/2 _ F_/‘EEZj,nH/Z)’ V¢) — ((Id _ Rh) (Euzj+2,n+]/2 _ I—*_/Euz_j,n+1/2) , ¢) ,
(118)
for any ¢ € S. Id denotes the identity application. As in (I08) we have

(f(Equ+2,n+l/2 _ Fij_th,ml/z + Oltns112)) _f(Rh(Eu2j+2,n+l/2 _ rjEu2j,n+1/2) + <P(l‘n+1/2)),@ij+2’n+])

~2j+2.n+1 ~2j+2.n+12
> a'”G)hj " ”Z‘f(ﬂ) _/J”@hj g ” .
Therefore, choosing ¢ = ’G\i’ 241 in (IT7), we deduce by the triangle inequality, the last inequal-
ity and (104) that
2j+2n+1/2 32j42.n+1 242412 2041 S2j420+1 2
(DO, 0,7 +/IVOTTE + ll®), " I ) < pIOTTT IR+

. ) . ) . (119)
(Ch*' + AT = THD_(@ " = Ry ) €721

This inequality implies that

||®ij+2’"+]” _ ||@Zj+2'n|| < k#”'@Zﬂz,nH” + k(Ch’” " “( A —THD (ui-"’””/z _ th—tzj,ml/z)”)’

(120)
and we deduce, for ku < 2, that
”®2f+2»”+1|| < L (Ch”'] + H(AJ _ I“./)D (uzf’"+1/2 _ Rhﬁ2j’n+]/2)”) n M H®2j+2,n )
h = 2—ku h 2 —ku ll™h
It follows by induction that,
. 2+ ku\" o
2j+2,n+1 H r+l 2j+2,j
o2 sc(m) (" +10771)
n—-j n (]2])
Tk 2 + ku J Z ||(Aj B Fj)D(uzj,m+1/2 _R ﬁ2j,m+1/2)”
2 _ k h h b
H m=j
forn > j,and for 0 < n < j— 1 we have
5 2+ ku\" 5
2j+2.n+1 M r+l 2j+2,0
1,72 SC(W) (A" +19,772°)
o (122)
k 2 + ku Zj: “(/—\j _THD (bztzj,(zj+1)m+j+1/2 _ RthZj,(2j+1)m+j+l/2)“
2—ku) & h ’

m=0
where we define

22, _2j+2, _2j =i (=2j,2j+Dn+j+1 =2i(2i ;
@h/ n_ ”hj "R, T (uhj( j+Dntj+l RhMZJ,(2.1+l)n+./+l).
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. _2imN =2im)J . . .
Since {ui’"} o and {uhz /”"} , are obtained from the same scheme, but for different time steps k
n= m=

N .
and k; = k/(2j + 1), respectively, as f%ﬁ%n}n:o and {ﬁ 2-/*"1}:1:0, we deduce from the induction

hypothesis and the formulae (20) and that
183y = IF7 (@ = R+ )l < € Y 1@, = R ™™ < O, (123)
m=0

and

j . 2243 )
k Z H(/_\j _ l=~/)D (ljij,ijrl/Z _ th=t 2_],mj+l/2)” < Clk Z ”D(ljij,erl/Z _ Rhl/:tz-/’m+]/2)||2
m=0 m=0

< Ch™,
where m; = (2j + 1)m + j. Substituting the last two inequalities in (122), we deduce that
107" < CH'™*!, for0 < n < j,
and it follows by the triangle inequality and the induction hypothesis that
@, " — Ry 2| < Ch™*!, forO < n < j. (124)
By the triangle inequality and the induction hypothesis, (I24)) in turn yields
&7 < ch™!,
and we have from (I7) and (I8)

n n+j
kZ ||(Aj _ Fj)D(ﬁi]’mH/z _ th—t2j,m+1/2)” <C ‘/r% kz ||D(17tij’m+]/2 — R im+12)|2 < Ch't!.
m=0

m=
The last two inequalities and (124) substituted in (I121)) yields
1@/ < Ch™*!, for j<n < N, (125)
and it follows from (I19) and (124) that

n
”I/_tijJrZ,n _ Rhﬁ2j+2,n”2 + ZQkZ ||Eﬁij+2,l+l/2 _ RhEﬁz_/+2,i+1/2”Z
i=0

vy S CH2, (126)

Otherwise, proceeding as in the step 1-(ii) of this proof, we choose ¢ = D®Zj+2’"”/ % in (IT7) and
deduce from (123) that

2 AP P
< CH2 + (MVE)™ ver/), (127)

n
. 2 :
kz ”D®2/+2,l+1/2” +y Hv(aijJrZ,nJrl
i=j
for j<n<N,and,forO0<n<j-1,

2
< Ch>+? (128)

J
P 2 s
k Z ”D®2/+2,l+1/2H +y ”V®Zj+2,n+l
i=0
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since, from Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and (I23), we have
'(MV@Z”ZO,V@Z”ZO)’ < ||M||F||V®ij+2’0”2 < Ch¥™*2.

By the triangle inequality and the induction hypothesis, inequality (I28) for n = j — 1 yields
'(MV@ZJ'-FZJ, V@Zj+2»j)| < ||M||F||V@ij+2’j||2 < Ch2r+2.

Substituting the last identity in (I27), we deduce from (I28), the induction hypothesis, and the
triangle inequality that

kz ||D(Eﬁflj+2’”1/2 _ RhEﬁz_j+2,i+1/2)”2 +9|IV (Eb—tij+2,n+1/2 _ RhE[le+2,n+l/2) ”2 < Ch2r+2’
i=0
(129)
for0 < n < N -1, where C is a constant depending only on j, T, Q, M, and the derivatives of
f and u. Inequality (I02) for the case j + 1 follows from (126) and (129). Therefore, we can
conclude by induction that the Theorem holds for 1 < j < p + 1. |

Corollary 1. Under the conditions of Theorem[3 if S} does not satisfy the inverse inequality,
provided that, in addition to conditions 2)) and (3)), f satisfies the inequality

1F(x) = FO) < C(1x =y + [x = 317", for each x,y € R?, (130)
then the solution {ﬁij’n}ivzo, 1 < j< p+ 1, of the scheme (94)-(93) satisfies

" — a(t)ll < C™ + k), Vn=0,1,.., N,k < ko. (131)

Furthermore, we have the estimate
n n
_2j, —2jm2 —2ji+1/2 —2ji+1/2412 _2ji —2ji 2
" — I +ykz IVE@" " — a2y + ZQkZ " = I, ) < CHY,
=0 i=0

(132)
where C is a constant depending only on j, T, Q, M, ko, po, and the derivatives of S, f and u.

Proof. We proceed by induction on j = 1,2,---, p, as in Theorem 3] and the case j = 1 is
obvious. The order of accuracy in space is reduced since, instead of identities (I09) and (I18),
we have

'(MV(Id _ IZ)(Eﬁ2j+2,n+l/2 — VER1?), Vqﬁ)'

< ||IMVUd - 12)(Eb—t2j+2,n+l/2 _ l—*jEﬁZj,n+l/2)””V¢” < CH|IV4,
for each ¢ € §,,. If (I31)-(I32) hold up to order j, 1 < j < p, we obtain the inequality (I19)
substituting R, by I, r + 1 by r, and @Zﬁln by

242 =242, Yy i (-2]. ;i
CI)hJ+ "= uh']+ " Lt - (uhjn - Ihuzj’n);

that is

2j+2n+1/2 T2j+2.n+1 =0j+2.n+1 2 =2 n+1 2j+2.n+1,2
(DD, 07 + VO 4 el ) < plI) T

(Cht 4 1A = THD_ @@ = ) [0, ).
31

+



In fact, Claim [Il for R;, substituted by /; is still true from (88) and (89). For each ¢ € S, the
quantity -
((Aj _ rj)D(ﬁij,l+1/2 _ [Zﬁzj,nl/z) ’¢)

is a linear combination of quantities

(Qm+1 ¢) _ (MV [E (ﬁis,m+l/2 _ L_tzS,m+1/2) _ rs—Z)(ﬁis—Z,m+l/2 _ ﬁ2s—2,m+1/2)] V¢)
s > £

+ (f(EﬁZS,n+l/2 _ l—*s—zEL—tiS*2,m+l/2 + ‘p(tm+]/2)) _ f(EL—tZs,m+l/2 _ 1—*S—2EL—tS—2,m+1/2 + (,D(tm+]/2)), ¢) ,

for suitable integer m and s, where the coefficients of the linear combination dependent only on
Jj and the coeflicients of the finite elements formulae (TI)-(I4). It follows from hypothesis (130)
and the induction hypothesis, taking into account the scheme (©6)-({97), that

DM = THD_ @ 12 = i1 P < e,
i=0
which completes the proof. |

5. Numerical illustration

For the numerical illustration we consider two problems. The first is a bistable reaction-
diffusion equation that addresses stiffness. The second problem, taken from [[14], is linear with in-
homogeneous boundary conditions and addresses order reduction due to a possible ill-treatment
of boundary conditions.

5.1. Problem 1: Bistable reaction diffusion equation

Uy — ey + 10*u(u — D(u—0.25) =0in Q x (0,7),
@ =00on9dQ x (0,7), (133)
on

u(0) = ¢ in Q.

We choose Q = (0,1) and T = 0.0295. We are interested in the order of convergence in time.
For this purpose, we simply use P; Lagrange finite elements in space with uniform mesh and the
step & = 1073. We compute a reference solution using DC10 with the time step k = 1.64 x 107>
(N=1800). Table 3 gives the maximal absolute error in time, norm L*(Q) in space, and the order
of convergence for each pair of consecutive time steps.

For this problem, we have

Fu) = 10%u(u — 1)(u — 0.25),

and inequalities @) and (@) hold with 7(0) = —1500 and po = 8125/3. Therefore, according to
Theorem[3] the maximal time step to solve the problem with the DC methods is kg = 6/8125 =~
7.38 x 1074, that is N = 39.9479 ~ 40.

For the computational effort of the DC methods, we recall that to compute an approximate
solution at the discrete points 0 = #p < f; < --- < ty = T, DC2 solves N nonlinear systems
while DC2j, j > 2, solves j X N systems. For the bistable reaction-diffusion equation, it is
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Table 3: Absolute error (order of convergence) in for the bistable reaction-diffusion equation

N DC2 DC4 DC6 DC8 DC10

40 0.115 4.62e-03 9.14e-04 1.97e-04 1.11e-03

90 8.48e-04(3.21) 4.59e-05(5.68) 2.05e-06(7.52)  1.55e-06(5.97)  1.45e-06(8.22)
180  5.91e-05(3.84) 2.17e-06(7.72) 5.53e-09(8.53)  4.09e-09(8.56)  1.90e-09(9.57)
360  3.87e-06(3.93) 8.59e-10(7.98) 2.57e-12(11.07) 4.51e-13(13.15) 8.57e-14(14.44)
450  1.55e-06(3.96) 1.44e-10(8.01) 2.33e-13(10.74) 2.40e-14(13.14) 2.48e-15(15.88)
900  9.97e-08(4.00) 5.63e-13(7.99) 2.67e-16(9.77)  8.62e-19(14.75) 7.36e-21(18.36)
1800 6.25e-09(3.99) 2.18e-15(8.00) 2.13e-19(10.29) 1.74e-22(12.27) -

clear that, for N > 180, higher order DC method have the smallest maximal error by solving
less systems of equations. For example, DC10 achieves absolute error of about 2.48 x 10~!> by
solving approximately 2250 nonlinear systems while DC4 achieves almost the same accuracy by
solving 3600 nonlinear systems. DC10, DC8, DC4 and DC2 solve approximately 1800 nonlinear
systems, but the corresponding errors are, respectively, 8.57 x 10714, 2.4 x 10714, 5.63 x 10713
and 6.25 x 10~°. Since the resolution of nonlinear systems is the main burden for these methods,
using high order DC methods is advantageous.

5.2. Problem 2 (see [|14])

u,—uxxze’(xz—Zx—1.25), 0<x<1,0<t<1,

(134)
u(0) = x> = 2x + 0.75,

0<x<l1,

with exact solution u(x, ) = &' (x2 -2x+ 0.75). We transform this problem in the form (@) by
choosing

o(x, 1) = (1 = x)u(0, f) + xu(l, 1), for Dirichlet boundary condition (DBC);
1 0 1,0
o(x, 1) =[x - —x? —M(O, 1+ —xz—u(l,t), for Neumann boundary condition (NBC);
2 ox 2 Ox

and,

elx,)=(x-1) [?(O, 1) —u(l,t)|+ xu(l,t), for mixed boundary condition (MBC).
x

We use P Lagrange finite elements in space with uniform mesh and the space step 7 = 2.5x 107
for Dirichlet and mixed Dirichlet-Neumann boundary conditions, and /& = 1072 for the Neumann
boundary condition. Table [ gives the maximal absolute error in time, with norm L2(Q)in space,
and the order of convergence for each pair of consecutive time steps. This table shows that the
schemes DC2, DC4 and DC6 achieve their theoretical order on this problem. DC8 and DC10
are more accurate, but their order of accuracy is not observed since errors for these methods are
close/equal to the machine accuracy from the largest time step k£ = 0.2 (N = 95).
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Table 4: Absolute error (order of convergence) in for problem (I34)

N DC2 DC4 DC6 DC8 DC10
DBC h=25%x10"*
5  3.87e-04 1.07e-07 4.60e-10 3.36e-11 3.32e-12
10 2.43e-05(3.99) 9.38¢-10(6.83) 3.11e-12(7.21) 6.73e-13(5.56) 4.51e-13(2.88)
20 1.52e-06(3.99) 6.40e-12(7.19) 3.81e-14(6.35) 8.01e-15(6.39) 3.99¢-15(6.82)
NBC h=1072
5  3.31e-04 2.01e-09 6.59¢-14 0. 0.
10 2.07e-05(3.99) 9.16e-12(7.78) 0. 0. 0.
20 1.29¢-06(3.99) 3.82e-14(7.91) 0. 0. 0.
MBC h=25x10"*
5  4.32e-03 8.39¢-08 1.45e-10 3.09¢e-11 4.07e-12.
10 2.71e-04(3.99) 3.52e-10(7.89) 1.81e-12(6.32) 2.83e-13(6.77) 1.44e-13(4.82)
20 1.69e-05(4.00) 2.93e-12(6.91) 1.72e-14(6.71) 2.98e-15(6.57) 2.83e-15(5.67)
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