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CONTINUOUS AND DISCONTINUOUS GALERKIN TIME
STEPPING METHODS FOR NONLINEAR INITIAL VALUE
PROBLEMS WITH APPLICATION TO FINITE TIME BLOW-UP

BARBEL HOLM AND THOMAS P. WIHLER

ABSTRACT. We consider continuous and discontinuous Galerkin time stepping
methods of arbitrary order as applied to nonlinear initial value problems in
real Hilbert spaces. Our only assumption is that the nonlinearities are con-
tinuous; in particular, we include the case of unbounded nonlinear operators.
Specifically, we develop new techniques to prove general Peano-type existence
results for discrete solutions. In particular, our results show that the existence
of solutions is independent of the local approximation order, and only requires
the local time steps to be sufficiently small (independent of the polynomial
degree). The uniqueness of (local) solutions is addressed as well. In addition,
our theory is applied to finite time blow-up problems with nonlinearities of al-
gebraic growth. For such problems we develop a time step selection algorithm
for the purpose of numerically computing the blow-up time, and provide a
convergence result.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we focus on continuous Galerkin (cG) as well as on discontinuous
Galerkin (dG) time stepping discretizations (of any order) as applied to abstract
initial value problems of the form

u'(t) = F(t,u(t), te(0,T), w(0) = uo. (1.1)

Here, u: (0,T7) — H, for some T > 0, is an unknown solution, with values in a real
Hilbert space H (with inner product denoted by (-, )y and induced norm || - || g).
The initial value ug € H prescribes the solution u at the start, ¢t = 0, and F :
[0,T] x H — H is a possibly nonlinear, continuous operator. We emphasize that we
include, for instance, the case of F being (continuous and nonlinear and) unbounded
in the sense that
[F(t2) o
]|
In the sequel, we will usually omit to explicitly write the dependence on the first
argument ¢.
For H = R and continuous nonlinearities F, the well-known Peano Theorem
(see, e.g., [IT7]) guarantees the existence of C'-solutions u of (LI]) within some

— 00 as ||z]| g — oo, 0<t<T. (1.2)
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limited time range, t € (0,7, for some T, > 0. Generalizations to problems in
Banach spaces are available as well; see, e.g., [9]. Notice that the existence interval
for solutions may be arbitrarily small even for smooth F: For instance, solutions
of (1) may become unbounded in finite time, i.e.,

lu(®)|| g < oo for 0 < ¢ < T, tEI%loo [lu(®)|| g = oo.
This effect is commonly termed (finite-time) blow-up.

Galerkin Time Stepping. Galerkin-type time stepping methods for initial-value
problems are based on weak formulations. For both the ¢G and the dG time
stepping schemes, the test spaces consist of polynomials that are discontinuous at
the time nodes. In this way, the discrete Galerkin formulations decouple into local
problems on each time step, and the discretizations can therefore be understood as
implicit one-step schemes. Galerkin time stepping methods have been analyzed for
ordinary differential equations (ODEs), e.g., in [3LBEH8L10].

A key feature of Galerkin time stepping methods is their great flexibility with
respect to the size of the time steps and the local approximation orders, thereby
naturally leading to an hp-version Galerkin framework. The hp-versions of the cG
and dG time stepping schemes were introduced and analyzed in the works [12][13]
15l19]. In particular, in the articles [12,[19], which focus on ordinary initial value
problems with uniform Lipschitz nonlinearities, the use of the contraction mapping
theorem made it possible to prove existence and uniqueness results for discrete
Galerkin solutions, which are independent of the local approximation orders. We
emphasize that the hp-approach is well-known for its ability to approximate smooth
solutions with possible local singularities at high algebraic or even exponential rates
of convergence; see, e.g., [4[I3|[14[I8] for the numerical approximation of problems
with start-up singularities.

Results. The goal of the current paper is to extend the existence results on hp-type
Galerkin time stepping schemes for initial value problems with Lipschitz-type non-
linearities in [I2/[19] to problems with nonlinearities which are merely continuous.
We emphasize that this generalization is substantial; indeed, it covers, for example,
the case of unbounded nonlinearities as in (L2). We will develop a new technique
which is based on writing the weak Galerkin formulations in strong form along the
lines of [I[15]. Subsequently, suitable fixed-point forms will be derived. In the con-
text of the ¢cG method, this is accomplished within an integral equation framework.
For the dG scheme, matters are more sophisticated, and a careful investigation of
the discrete time derivative operator, which involves a lifting operator from [I5],
is required on the local polynomial approximation space; this operator turns out
to be an isomorphism on the underlying polynomial spaces (with a continuity con-
stant of the inverse operator that is independent of the local polynomial degrees)
and allows to transform the strong dG form into a fixed point equation. For both
the ¢G and the dG schemes the application of Brower’s fixed point theorem yields
the existence of discrete solutions; see Theorem [Il In particular, as in the case of
Lipschitz continuous nonlinearities [IL[15], the existence results do not depend on
the local polynomial degrees, and only require the local time steps to be sufficiently
small. In this sense, our theory constitutes a discrete version of Peano’s Theorem.
Furthermore, employing a contraction argument along the lines of the approach
presented in [2], we show that the local Galerkin formulations are uniquely solvable
(within a certain range); cf. Theorem 21

In addition, we apply our general theory to initial value problems with nonlin-
earities of algebraic growth, i.e., F(t,u) ~ oz||u||i,7 with a > 0, 8 > 1, and for
a given range of ¢; in this case, the initial value problem (L.J]) features a solution
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that blows up in a finite time T,,. We will show that a careful selection of lo-
cally varying time steps in the ¢cG and dG time stepping schemes results in discrete
solutions that blow up as well; in this context, we mention the paper [16] which
illustrates the importance of variable step size selection. More precisely, following
some ideas from [I], we derive an analysis which allows to choose the local time
steps a posteriori as the time marching process is moving forward. We develop
a time step selection algorithm which guarantees the existence and uniqueness of
local solutions, and provides a numerical approximation of the exact blow-up time.
Moreover, we prove a convergence result which shows that the blow-up time can be
approximately arbitrarily well if the time steps are scaled sufficiently small.

The concepts and technical tools developed in our current work constitute an
important stepping stone with regard to the numerical treatment of finite time blow-
up problems in the context of nonlinear parabolic partial differential equations.

Outline. Our article is organized as follows: Section 2] presents the ¢G and dG
time stepping schemes. Furthermore, Section B centres on the development of
existence proofs for discrete solutions. The question of uniqueness is addressed
in Section @l Moreover, the application of our results to algebraically growing
nonlinearities causing finite time blow-ups will be worked out in Section Bl Finally,
the article closes with a few concluding remarks in Section

Notation. Throughout the paper, Bochner spaces will be used: For an interval
I = (a,b) and a real Hilbert space H as before, the space C°(I; H) consists of
all functions u : I — H that are continuous on I with values in H. Moreover,
introducing, for 1 < p < oo, the norm

1/1_7
</WMW%&) L 1<p<oo
HUHLP(I;H) = I

ess supellu(t)|[m,  p = oo,

we write LP(I; H) to signify the space of measurable functions v : I — H so that
the corresponding norm is bounded. We notice that L?(I; H) is a Hilbert space
with inner product and induced norm

1/2
(wmmw:/wmwmmm and |mww></wwﬁw>,
I I
respectively.

2. GALERKIN TIME DISCRETIZATIONS

In this section we present the hp-cG and hp-dG time stepping methods as applied

to (LI).

2.1. hp-cG Time Stepping. On an interval I = [0,7], T > 0, consider time

nodes 0 = tp < t1 < -+ < ty—1 < tpyr = T which introduce a time partition
M = {L,}M_, of I into M open time intervals I, = (tm—1,tm), m = 1,..., M.

The (possibly varying) length k,, = t,, — t,,_1 of a time interval is called the m*"

time step. Furthermore, to each interval we associate a polynomial degree r,, > 0
which takes the role of a local approximation order. Moreover, given a (real) Hilbert
space X C H, an integer r € Ny, and an interval J C R, the set

P(J; X) = {p e CVJ; X): p(t) = ixiti, x; € X}

signifies the space of all polynomials of degree at most r on J with values in X.
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In practical computations, the Hilbert space H, on which (L)) is based, will
typically be replaced by a finite-dimensional subspace H,,, C H, dim(H,,) < oo,
on each interval I,,,, 1 < m < M. The H-orthogonal projection from H to H,, is
defined by

Tm @ H — Hpy, (x — T, y)g =0 Yy € Hy,. (2.1)

With these definitions, the (fully discrete) hp-cG time marching scheme is iter-
atively given as follows: For given initial value Uy,—1 1= limy ~,, , Uly,, ,(t) € H
(with Up := ug, where ug € H is the initial value from (L)), we find U], €
PrmtY(L,; Hy,) through the weak formulation

/Im(U’,V)H dt/lm(}“(U),V)Hdt YV € P (L; Hp), (2.2)

U(tm—l) = 7"-7rll]’r71—la

for any 1 < m < M. Notice that, in order to enforce the initial condition on each
individual time step, the local trial space has one degree of freedom more than
the local test space. Furthermore, if Hy = Hs = ... = Hjys, we remark that the
continuous Galerkin solution U is globally continuous on (0,T).

2.2. hp-dG Time Stepping. In order to define the discontinuous Galerkin scheme,
some additional notation is required: We define the one-sided limits of a piecewise
continuous function U at each time node t,, by

Ut = 1lim U(ty, + ), U,, = lim U(ty, — s).
SN0 sN\,0
Then, the discontinuity jump of U at t,,,, 0 < m < M — 1, is defined by [U], :=
Ut —U,,, where we let U; = ug, with ug being the initial condition from (L.I]).

Then, the (fully discrete) hp-dG time stepping method for (L)) reads: Find U|;,, €
Prm (L; Hpy,) such that

/I(U',V)Hdw([[U]]m,l,v;,l)H:/I (FU),V)gdt WV € P (Ly; Hp),
" " (2.3)

for any 1 < m < M. We emphasize that, in contrast to the continuous Galerkin
formulation, the trial and test spaces are the same for the discontinuous Galerkin
scheme. This is due to the fact that the initial values are weakly imposed (by means
of an upwind flux) on each time interval.

3. EXISTENCE OF DISCRETE SOLUTIONS

In this Section our goal is to show existence of solutions to the discrete local

problems (22)) and (Z3)):

Theorem 1. Let m > 1. Then, if the local time step k,, > 0 is chosen sufficiently
small (independent of the local polynomial degree r, ), then the continuous Galerkin
method [22) and the discontinuous Galerkin method 23) on I,, both possess at
least one solution Ueg € P™ VY (I,,; Hy) and Ugg € P (Ipn; H,y,), respectively.

Our general strategy of proof is to represent the Galerkin formulations in terms
of strong equations, and then to derive suitable fixed-point formulations. Sub-
sequently, the existence of discrete solutions will follow from the application of
Brower’s fixed point theorem.
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3.1. Existence of ¢G Solutions. We begin by rewriting ([2.2) as finding U €
PrmtY(L,,; Hy,) such that

/ (U =1 F(U),V)gdt=0 YV € P (In; Hp),

Im

U(tm—l) = WmUm—l-
Here, 17 : L2?(1,,; H) — P"™ (In; Hy,) denotes the L?-projection onto the space
P (I,; Hpy,), which is uniquely defined by
ws [ / (u—ILmu, Vigdt=0 VYV € P (Iy; Hp). (3.1)
I,

Thence, noticing that U’ — II; F(U) € P™ (I,; Hy ), we obtain the strong form
U~ FU)=0  on Ly,
U(tm,1> = WmUmfl.

Integration results in

t
U(t) = mmUm-1 +/ I F(U)dr, teln. (3.2)
tm—1
We see that the operator
t
TS(U) (1) = U1 + / M7 F(U) dr (3.3)
tm—1

maps P 1(I,,; H,,) into itself, and hence, the integral equation ([3.2)) is a fixed
point formulation,
TS (U) =T, (3.4)
on P 1(I,; Hy,). In particular, any solution of ([B.2) will solve (Z2).
We are now ready to prove Theorem [I] for the continuous Galerkin method (2.2):
For some Ky, 0, > 0 (with t,,—1 + 6,, < T) let us define the set

Qm = [tm—latm—l + Gm] X Bm;

where
By ={y € Hp: [ly — mUn-1lln < fm} - (3.5)
Since F is continuous, its maximum on the compact set Qp,,
K, = max |F(t, , 3.6
i max [ F( ) (35)

exists. We let
0 < kp <min(b,, K, ).

Then, we introduce
MEE .= {Y ¢ P (I,;; Hy) : Y(t) € BVt € 11}, (3.7)

where I, = (tm—1,tm), with t,, = tym—1 + k.
Let U € MES be arbitrary, and t* € I,, such that

[ T5s @) = mmUm—1ll = T () = T U1 | o111y -

Then, using Bochner’s Theorem as well as the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, yields

t*
/ I F(U) dr

m—1

ITS50) = ol <

< / I FU)||y dr

H m

< k;/f ||H;§"]'—(U)||L2(1m;H) .
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Taking into account the boundedness of the L2-projection on I,,, (with constant 1)
leads to

HT:S(U) = T U — 1||Loc(l H) = < kl/z |FU >HL2(Im;H) < km H]:(U)HLDO(I"“H) '

Therefore,
HTCG — T U

1HL°°(Im;H) S Kmkm S Rm.
Thus, we have T<¢(U) € M,‘f, and more generally, it follows T<¢(MSS) C M<S.

Finally, since M<C is convex and compact, and T¢¢ is continuous, Brower’s fixed
point theorem implies that there exists at least one solution of (3.4) in MS¢, and

thus of (2.2)).

3.2. Existence of dG Solutions. The situation for the dG method is more in-
volved. We will commence by looking at a discrete dG time operator appearing in
the dG formulation.

3.2.1. Discrete dG Time Operator. Following [15, Section 4.1] we define the lifting
operator, for 1 < m < M,
B X = P (I X)),
by
/ L (2),V)xdt = (2,V,)_)x YW eP™(In;X), z€X,

on a real Hilbert space X, with inner product (-,-)x, and norm || - || x.
In view of this definition with X = H,,, we have for the dG solution U €
Prm (L Hpy,) from (23):

0= / (U V)i = (FU),V)u} dt + ([Un1, Vi)
- / (U V)i — (W FU), V)i } dt+ (U1, Vi)

:/I {(U’+L:;’Ln(7rm[[U]]mfl)7H:7‘;/7L‘F(U)7V)H} dt,

for any V € P™™(I,,; H,,). Here, m,, is the H-orthogonal projection from (@2.II),
and II7™ is the L?-projection from (B.1)).
Then, since U’, L) (7, [U]m—1), i F(U) all belong to P™ (1,,; Hyy,), we arrive
at the strong formulation
U'+ L (m [Ulm—1) = 15 F(U) (3-8)
of (Z3). The term on the left-hand side of this equation is the hp-dG time discretiza-
tion of the continuous derivative operator u — u’. This motivates the definition of
a discrete operator
X : P (L Hy) = P (I Hyn) (3.9)
given by
U x(U)=U"+L7(U}_y). (3.10)
For the proof of existence of solutions of ([B.8]) it is important to notice that the
linear operator Y is invertible.

Proposition 1. Let X be a real Hilbert space, and 1 < m < M. Then, the op-
erator x from BI)-@BI0) is an isomorphism on P (Iny; X). In addition, there
exists a constant Cy, > 0 independent of the time step k,, and the local approzima-
tion order r., such that, for any p € [1, 0], there holds the bound

U oo (1,,%) < Colip 7 XA Lo 1,53 » (3.11)
for any U € P™ (I,; X).
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In order to establish this estimate, we require two auxiliary results which will be
proved first.
Lemma 1. Let 1 <m < M, and X a real Hilbert space. Then, there holds

¢
zf/ Lim(z)dr

tm—1

sup =|z|lx, (3.12)

tel,

X
for any z € X.

Proof. Let us first consider the lifting operator E" X =P (IA, X) on the unit
interval I = (—1,1), defined by

1
/ (er(z),V)thA:(z,V(fl))X YWV e P (I;X), z € X.

-1
Referring to [I5, Eq. (35) and Lemma 8] there holds the explicit formula

t Tm+1
z— /_li””(z)d?z g <1 —i+ > (-1)i(2i- 1)@(%)) . tel,

=2

i ~ ~ ~
@)= [ Roa@ar- U200 sy

with {IA(i}iZO signifying the family of Legendre polynomials on (—1, 1) (with degrees
deg(K;) = i), scaled such that K;(—1) = (=1)% cf. [I5, Eq. (9) and Lemma 1].
Combining the above identities, we obtain

”_ /_i L7 (2)d7 = g (1 — i+ ril(_l)i (f(i(f) - fg;ﬂf))) ,

Noticing the telescope sum as well as the fact that Ko(f) = 1 and K (f) = £, we
arrive at

i
z— / er(z)d? = g(fl)rmﬂ (Krmﬂ(f) — Krm(f)) .
-1
Then, employing the fact that
KD <1 vie[-1,1],Vi>0, (3.13)
results in

<|zllx Viel.
X

i
zf/ L (2)d7
—1

Now we define the affine mapping

~ ~ 10 .1
F,:1—1,, t— §kzmt + 5(tm_l +tm). (3.14)
A scaling argument implies that
2 ~rm
Erm(z)o Fyy = —L1 7 (2);

see [I5, Lemma 7]. Hence, by a change of variables, 7 = F,,(7), d7 = %"d?, we

conclude that

t Fol@) .,

z—/ Ly (z)dr z—/ L " (2)d7
-1

tm—1

<zllx V€ L.

X X
Noticing that, for t = ¢,,,—1, there holds equality in the above bound, completes the

proof. (Il
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Lemma 2. Let 1 <m < M, and X a real Hilbert space. Then, the bound
10l < IO g rn (3.15)

holds true for any U € P (I,,; X).

Proof. Let U € P (I; X). We define

YT = (—1) U (f( oFgl) € P (I: X),

m—1

where IA(M is the 7p,-th Legendre polynomial on (—1,1), which we scale such
that K, (—1) = (=1)" (cf. the proof of Lemma [, and F,, is the affine ele-
ment mapping from (3I4). Then,

15 e ) < N0l || o 0 P <[5l || %o

|
Lo (Im) Leo(=1,1)
Involving (BI3) shows

HT:’THL“’(%;X) = HUnJ;lHX' (3.16)

Furthermore, Y7 is orthogonal to the space P~ 1(I,,,; X) (where P~ (I,,; X) :=
{0} C X) with respect to the inner product in L?(I,,; X). In particular, since U’ €
Prm=1(I,,; X), we have

/ (U, Yrm) x dt = 0.

Im
So, noticing that Y= (¢ ) = U _,, it follows that
| = [ @i ix
I Im

= U T ) x = || -

Therefore, using Holder’s inequality and recalling (816, we conclude that

10321 < IO 2 20 T3 e (1) S A 1) 101 -

Dividing by HU;_1 Hx shows the desired bound. (I

We are now ready to show Proposition [

Proof of Proposition . Consider U € P™™ (I,,; X). We choose t* € I, such that U], =
U o< (1,,.:x)- Tt holds that
t*

)
wm=/ wwmwﬁamw+mg—/ LIy (U ) dr.

tm—1 tm—1

Applying the triangle inequality as well as Bochner’s Theorem, and recalling (3:12)),
this implies that

t*
Uia= [ pwiodr

tm—1

.
0 < | @)l dr+

m—1

X
< IXO) a0y + U=l x -
Inserting the bound ([B.I3)) results in
||U||L°°(Im;X) <2 ||X(U)||L1(Im;X) ’
and applying Hoélder’s inequality completes the proof with C, = 2. O
Remark 1. The proof of Proposition [l reveals the upper bound C, < 2. We

emphasize, in particular, that the estimate ([B.I]) is uniform with respect to the
local polynomial degree r,, > 0 as r,, — oo.
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Remark 2. Upon setting U = x~1(V) in 3.I0]), we obtain
X V)l (1) < Cocks IV Lo (1) (3.17)
for any V€ P™™ (I,; X).

3.2.2. Fized Point Formulation and Existence of Discrete dG Solutions. As for the
¢G method we prove the existence of solutions of ([23)) by means of a fixed point
argument. For this purpose, we will derive a suitable fixed point formulation, and
return to the case X = H,,. Noticing the fact that =, U} | = Ul | € H,,, we
observe that, on I,,,, there holds

U' + Ly (7 [Uln-1) = (U = 71Uy _y) + L0 (U = 71Uy _y)
=X(U = mnUp,_y),
and recalling (B8], we can write
X(U = mm Uy, ) = 50 F(U),
Applying Proposition [l we infer that
U=mmUp_y + X (I F(U));

this is the ‘dG-version’ of the integral equation ([B.2]) for the ¢G method. Now, for
given U, _, (where as before Uy := ug) we define the operator

T P (Lon; Hin) — P (L Hop)

by
TIW) = mnUin_y + %~ (W F(U)) (3.18)
Then, U € P (I,,; Hy,) solves B.8)) if and only if U satisfies
TWU) =U. (3.19)

We will now prove the existence of solutions to the local hp-dG time stepping
scheme (Z3): Consider K, 0,, > 0 (with t,,—1 + 6, < T), and define the set

Qm = [tmflvtmfl + em] X Bm;

where
Bn={y€Hn: |ly—mmU,_illo <km}. (3.20)
Due to the continuity of F, its maximum on the compact set Q,y,,
K, := max ||F(y)|x, (3.21)
(t,Y)E€EQm
exists. We choose
0 < km < min(0,, Cy 'K ), (3.22)
where C,, is the constant from ([3I1)), and introduce
M3 =Y € P (I,; Hy) : Y(t) € BVt € 1}, (3.23)

with Im = (tmfl,tm), tm = tm,1 + km
Consider any U € M9S. From the definition of T¢C in (FIJ), and from (EI7)
with p = 2, we conclude that

| TSS(U) — 7w, < Ok 1T FU 21y -

-1 ||L°°(Im;H)
The boundedness of the L2-projection on I, (with constant 1) implies that

T @) = TV all e 1,y < Ot IF O 21,00 -

Then, we obtain

HT?T(L;(U) - TrmUnTLleLoc([m;H) S Cka ||‘F(U)||L°°(IW;H) S KmCka S Km,
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since U € MSC. This implies that T9C(Md¢) € MIS. Then, employing Brower’s
fixed point theorem (based on the fact that MJS is convex and compact, and
that T9C is continuous), there exists a solution of (.I9), and therefore of (B.8)

and ([23).
4. UNIQUENESS OF GALERKIN SOLUTIONS

In order to obtain unique Galerkin solutions on each time step we apply a con-
traction argument following the approach presented in [2]. To this end, we make
the assumption that the nonlinearity F is locally Lipschitz continuous. Then, if
the local time step k,, in the Galerkin time discretizations is chosen sufficiently
small (again, independently of the local polynomial degree), we will show that the
operators TS¢ and T4¢ from (B.3) and (BI8), respectively, are contractive. This
will lead to the following uniqueness result.

Theorem 2. Let m > 1, and Km,0m > 0 (with ty,—1 + 60, < T). Further-
more, consider By, from @&H), K, from @8), and M from @) for the cG
method [2.2), and the respective quantities for the dG scheme [23) from B.20),
B21), and B23). Moreover, for each of the two schemes, we suppose that there
exists a constant 0 < Lx(B,,) < oo such that the local Lipschitz continuity condi-
tion,
1F(tw) = Ft,o)llg < Lr(Bm) llu vl Vt€Im, Yu,v € B, (41)
holds. In addition, for a parameter o € (0,1), suppose that
Ky, < min (6, ¢ K o, 067 LE(B) ™) (4.2)
where
1 for cG time stepping, (4.3)
B Cy  for dG time stepping, '
with C, being the constant from BII). Then, the cG and dG methods on I, each
possess unique solutions Ueg and Ugg in MSC and MS3C, respectively.

m 7

Proof. We treat the ¢cG and dG cases separately.

Uniqueness of c¢G solution: From Section B.1] we recall the following fact: For
given Ky, 0y, > 0 (with ¢,—1 + 6, < T), and for K, from B8], choosing the local
time step k,, to be bounded by k,,, < min(0,,, K, k) guarantees the self-mapping
property TSC(MES) C MES, where TC is the ¢G operator from (3.3). Furthermore,
for Uy,Us € Mﬁf we have

/ I (P - F(U) dr

tm—1

(| TSS(UL) — TS (U2

)HLN(I,,L;H) = ‘ ( :
Loo (I H

< / T (F(UL) — F(Us))ll dr

m

< k2 I (F(UL) = FOD e,
< kA2 IIFUD) = FU 21,5009
<k [F(U1) = FO) oo (1,,:) -
Now involving the Lipschitz condition (@Il on By, from (B3), we infer that
ITSW) ~ TS W 1 a1y < L (B Vo |03 = Ul e, ity -

for all Uy, Uy € MSS. This implies that, for k,, < Lz(B,)~!, the operator T<¢ is a
contraction on MSS. Thus, by the Banach fixed point theorem, the equation (3.4)
has a unique solution in McS.
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Uniqueness of dG solution: In the case of the dG scheme we proceed in a similar
way as for the ¢G time stepping method. For K, 0, > 0 (with t,,—1 + 6, < T),
and for K,, from (B2I)), choosing the local time step k;, to be bounded by k,, <
min(0p,, Cy 'K ki) ensures that T3S (MJIS) C MIS, where Cy is the constant

m

from (BI)), and T9C is the operator defined in (B.I8)); cf. Section 322 In addition,
for Uy,Us € M,‘iLG there holds that

[T (0) = T2 U oo 1,1y = IXTH AL F (UL = T FO) | e 1 -
Using (3I7), we deduce that
[T (U1) = g (V)| < Ok | (F(UL) = FU))l 21,00,
< Ok 1F(U) = F(U2)l| 2,
< Ok | F(U1) = FU)| oo (1,,:8) -
By means of 1) we derive the bound
[ T5% (V1) = Tos (U < CxLr(Bim)km |Ur = Usll Lo (1,,:1) »

Lo (I H)

)HL“(Im;H)
for all Uy, Us € MglG, where the ball B,, is defined in (320). Hence, for k,, <
C{'Lr(Bm)™!, the mapping T49¢ : MJIS — MJC is a contraction. This implies

that the equation ([3I9) has a unique solution U € MJS. O

Remark 3. The above Theorem 2] shows that the ¢G and dG operators in ([B.3)
and (BI8]) are contractions in each time step, and thus, have unique fixed points
in MS® and MYC, respectively. In particular, the corresponding fixed point itera-
tions converge. For instance, in the case of the cG time stepping scheme, for m > 1,
starting from an initial guess U®) € M,CnG (which can be chosen, for example, to be
the constant function U (t) = 7,,Up,_1, t € I,,,), the iteration

Uy =15y, >,

will tend to the unique solution U|;,, € MSC of (ZZ). Similarly, for the dG scheme,
for m > 1, and an initial guess U®) € MIS (for example, U0 (t) = 7,,U. |,
t € I,), the iteration

gl = TdS@m@y >,

converges to the unique solution U7, € MZIC of (Z.3).

5. APPLICATION TO FINITE-TIME BLOW-UP PROBLEMS

In this section we will discuss the existence and uniqueness Theorem [l in the
context of nonlinearities F that grow algebraically with respect to u, with a power
larger than 1. We will show that both the exact solution u of (LI]) as well as the
¢G and dG solutions blow up in finite time. In addition, we will provide a time step
selection algorithm, and prove a convergence result. In order to keep the technical
matters within a reasonable scope, we assume that H is finite dimensional, and
that H=H, =Hy, =...= H,, = ... holds for any m > 1.

5.1. Algebraic Growth Nonlinearities. We consider nonlinearities F which
feature the following algebraic growth condition: Suppose that there exist con-
stants o, > 0, 8 > 1, and ¢x > 0 such that

IFtwla <allulz — and  (F(tw)u)m = 6lul 57, (5.1)

for all uw € H which satisfy ||u|| g > cx, and for any ¢ € [0, 00) (or for any ¢ € [0, T,
with sufficiently large T > 0). We note that such problems exhibit a blow-up in
some finite time To, < co. Indeed, let u solve (I.1I), and suppose that |Juo||g > cr
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in (ILI). Then, under the conditions (5.J), it is easy to see that ||u(t)|| g is non-
decreasing with respect to ¢, and thus,

%IIU(UII% = 2(u/(t), u(t)) i = 2(F (t, u(t)), u(t) n > 26 (Ju(®)ll7)

Hence,

(1+6)/2

(5.2)

1 d 1-8)/2
e (O] AN T

Integrating from 0 to some ¢ > 0 shows that
- 1—
ol ? = llu(®)llz = (8 = 1)dt,
and therefore,

lwoll” _ 7
t< ——=— =T
(B—1)d
It follows that T is an upper bound for the blow-up time.

5.2. Discrete Blow-Up. Provided that the properties (B.I]) hold true, the goal of
this section is to show that the ¢cG and dG time stepping methods yield solutions
which blow-up in finite time. To this end, let us assume, in addition to (B1I), that
the local Lipschitz property

IF(tw) = F(t,0)ll gy < ymax((full g [1oll )7 llu— ol (5:3)

holds true whenever |[u||m,||v||gr > cr, cf. &), and for all ¢t € [0,00) (or for
any t € [0,T] with sufficiently large T' > 0), with a uniform constant v > 0.
In the following elaborations, the function

B

(v — 00)” — par” (5.4)
Y —ow

will play an important role; here, «, 3, §, and v are the constants from (G

and (5.3), respectively. We note that ¥ is decreasing, and that ¥(0) = 6v#~1 > 0,

and lim, ., ¥(0) = —oco. Hence, by continuity there exists exactly one zero g of ¥

in the interval [0,7/a).

Proposition 2. Suppose that the conditions B1l) and B3) hold, and that the
initial value ug € H from (1) satisfies ||uollzr > cr. Furthermore, let go be a
fized constant with 0 < g9 < min(1,9), where 0 is the unique zero of ¥ from (5.4
in [0,7/a). For any given o with

-1
0 < ¢ < min (Qo, T 1>, (5.5)
L (1= exfluoll!)

U [0,7a) = R, o T(p) =

choose the time steps to be

Em(0) = c 1y Po(y — ga)5_1||U;1_1||}I_B, m=1,2,3,..., (5.6)
where U, _,, m > 1, signifies the left-sided value of the cG or dG solution U
from Z2) or 23), respectively, at the nodal point t,—1 (with U, _; = Upy—1 for
the ¢G scheme, and U] := ug). Then, there holds:

(i) For any m > 1, the ¢G and dG solutions resulting from ([Z2)) and (23)
exist and are unique in MSS from B7) and MIC from ([B23), respectively,
with km = oa(y — 0a) U, _ 1|l u, for any polynomial degree distribution.

(ii) Both the cG and the dG solutions blow-up at finite times T<S(0) and T9S(p),
respectively.

The constants «, 3,0, and v were introduced in (&I and (B3), respectively, and c
is defined in ([E3]).



GALERKIN TIME STEPPING METHODS FOR NONLINEAR IVP 13

Proof. We focus on the dG method only; the proof for the ¢cG method can be done
verbatim. Let m > 1, and suppose that the dG solution on the first m — 1 time
steps is well-defined, and that

Uil = [Juollz > cr = 0. (5.7)

Then, with kp, = 9 ||U,,_1 ||, where

T = 0oy — 0a) ™1, (5.8)
we see by means of (5.5) that 0 < 1,, < 1 — cx|lug||5;'. Therefore, for any y €
By ={yeH: |ly—U,,_illg < &m}, it follows that

lyla 2 1Uplle = lly = Upalle 2 U il = fm = (L =0 10U, [l
> (1= nm)llwollz > cF.
Consequently, in view of the growth condition (&), there holds

K,,:= max [F(¢,

_ B _
<alylly < a(lUn_ila +km)” = a@+n02)" 1Um_ 1|15
with @, = Iy, X By, where L, = [t—1,tm—1 + 0], and 6, := k,,,(0). Hence,
ki (0) = 2 (L4 0) P Um il 7 < e K oo,

and revisiting the existence proof in Section (in particular, see [B22))), we
infer that there is a dG solution in MJC. Furthermore, we bound the Lipschitz
constant Lz(B,,) appearing in ([@I]) by means of (53): For any u,v € B, we
have ||ull g, ||v||l# > cr as shown before, and max(||ul| s, ||Vl &) < |Up_1lla + Em.-
Thus,

Lr(Bm) < y(km + 1Up—i )7 < v 4m0) Ui I3 (529)
which implies that
ko (0) = o¢ 'y (L4 ) PN UL il 7 < 0T LE(Br) T

Then, with reference to ([#Z), the uniqueness of a dG solution in MZC follows
immediately.

Next, consider the dG solution Ul;,, € P™ (I,,; H). Using (23) with the con-
stant test function V(¢t) =U,,_,, t € I,,, we have that

m—1>

(Ui Ui = (U3 + / (FU). Uz ) dt.

m

Recalling (57), and employing (G1]), we obtain
Ul U1l

> U I+ b (F(U )2 Ui )it + / (F(U) = F(U; 1), Uy dt

m

> | Up il + k0| U _all™ — ||U72_1||H/ IFU) = F(Up—1)ll 1 dt.

Im

Furthermore, dividing by ||U,,_;|lz > 0, it holds that

(Lo PP [PPSO i —/ IFU) = F(Up— 1)l 1 dt.

I,
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Reviewing the proof of Theorem [l in Section B.2.2] we observe that U(t) € B, for
allt € I,,. Therefore, using the local Lipschitz continuity (5.3]) with the bound (E9)),
it follows that

Ul 2 Uil + EmS U157 = ko L (B i
> Uil 4 Fon (8 = 0o (14 1)) 10 15
Inserting (B.8) yields
WUzl = Ul + b (8 = 009® (3 = 00)™P) Uy -
Then, employing (5.6), and recalling that ¥ is monotone decreasing, leads to
Ul = (1+ ¢ty P0W(0) [Un_illir = (1 + Coo) | Uyl (5.10)
with
Co = c 1y P (o). (5.11)

The assumption (5.7) is trivially valid for m = 1. Furthermore, due to (5.10) we
note the fact that |Uy ||z > |luollz, and, thus, we conclude inductively that the
previous derivations are applicable for any m > 2.

Moreover, from (5.10) we infer that

Unzillr > 1+ Coo)™ MUyl ¥m >k >1, (5.12)

which shows that | U, _; ||z — oo as m — oo. In addition, involving (5.6)) it follows,
for any m > i > 1, that

m B—1 ™
1—
tm =tic1+ > kj(0) = ti- i 2 CWB Zn — 57
p
oy — ) i
<t + 2 N S0+ Cog) 4260
j =1
0
<t + 200 || 1IIH"Z (1+ Coo)' =7,
7=0
Therefore,
~ ap)f-1
b < iy + L1700 Vil m>i> 1. (5.13)

cyP 17(1+C’og) -8’

In particular, for ¢ = 1 and m — oo, we see that the discrete blow-up time T;‘OG(Q)
for the dG method is bounded by

. — a0 fuolly?
796(p) < 2y = 0) ol < 0. 5.14
(o) < A T sl < (514)
This concludes the proof. ([

Remark 4. The above proof allows to establish an L bound on the ¢G and dG
solution, again denoted by U, on (0,t,,), for m > 1. Indeed, for any 1 < i < m,
using (B.8]), we have that

Uz (rismy < NUZq [+ 50 < A+ n0)lUZ a0 < <NUZ Mg < <0 o,
with ¢ = v(y — goa)~!. Taking the maximum for all 1 < i < m, we conclude
that U] Lo ((0,t,,):m) < SIUp -l
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Remark 5. We notice that

. oy — ap)P? 1
=1 = >0 5.15
I 0 ey (1 — (1+ Coo)' P)  yCo(B—1) (5:15)

in (5.14). In particular, we see that the discrete blow-up times T<(p) and T9S(p)
for the ¢G and dG methods, respectively, are uniformly bounded for any o satisfy-

ing (B.5).

Remark 6. Using (B.1]), we can show that there exists a constant C; > 0, with C; >
Cy from (BIT]), such that

1Unlla < A+ Cro)llUpy ol m =1,

for both the ¢G and dG solutions. To see this, consider, for instance, the dG
solution Uly,, € P™ (In; H). Applying [23) with the constant test function V() =
U,,,t eI, yields

Ul = U U + [ POV
Then, proceeding as in the proof of Proposition 2 there holds

WUz = Ui i)+ b FUin 1), Uit + / (F(U) — F(U;_), Up)n dt

m

S NUnal &0l + k| F U D ElIU 1 2

+ Uz a / |F(U) = FUz ) .

m

Dividing by ||U,,||x, involving (&), (&3), and (59), and recalling that ||U —

Uni—1llLee 1,5y < Km, we infer

Uz ler < Ul + ke Upa iy + ki L (Bin)om
< (14 Fom (0t A (U 70 [T 1) 1
Inserting (B.0) and (B.8) we arrive at

a(0y” + (v — 0a)”?)
eyP(y — o)

_ 1Y _ _
WUl < (1 n ) WUl < (14 Co)| Uyl (5.16)

with
Cy = ac oo +1)(y — o). (5.17)

Proceeding analogously for the cG method, precisely the same bound can be proved.
Moreover, in analogy to the derivation of (B.13)), the bounds

8-1 m
L o o
tin > tio1 + ngQ)HU“IIL #3 (1 + o)M=

- (5.18)
(a0,

m—1
R )
2t + S UL (1 G,

7=0

for any m >4 > 1, are obtained.
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5.3. Convergence to Blow-Up Time. We will now show that the ¢G and dG
time stepping schemes are able to approximate the exact blow-up time as ¢ \, 0
in (5.0). To this end, we first establish a few auxiliary results.

Lemma 3. Suppose that the assumptions of Proposition[ are fulfilled; in particular
choose g as in (B.H), and let the time steps {km (0)}m>1 be given by (G.0). In addi-
tion to the local Lipschitz property [B3l), suppose that there exists a constant L.,
such that

|F(u,t) — Fo,t)lg < Ley|lu—vl|a vt € [0, 00), (5.19)

whenever ||ul|lg, |[v]|g < cr. Furthermore, let Ty > 0 be fixed with
Ty < min(Two(0), T (0)) < o0,

where Tso(0) and Two(0) are the exact and the discrete blow-up times (i.e., either
the ¢G or the dG blow-up time), respectively. Moreover, define

M (o, Tp) := sup {m D tn(0) =Y kule) < To} < oo,
=1

and
E(ua U,Tp) := max (HUHL“((O,TO);H)’ ||U||L°°((Oyt1\4(g,T0));H)) < 09,

where u is the solution of (L), and U signifies either the c¢G or the dG solution.
Then, there holds the a priori error estimate

1w = Ull L (0,01 (0100501 < €0, E(w, U, To)) v Cri/ 0, (5.20)

where Cy = SUP1 << n(o,1) MaX(3, In(r)), and C(To, E(u,U,Ty)) > 0 only de-
pends on the time Ty, on Le., on Z(u,U,Ty), and on the constants ¢, a, B, cr,

and v from @3), &), and [&3), respectively.

Proof. Let us first suppose that Z(u, U, Ty) > cx. Then, the operator F is Lipschitz
continuous on the annulus Ry, = {v € H : c¢r < ||v|lg < E(u,U,Tp)}, with
Lipschitz constant L(Rz,) = vZ(u, U, Tp)?~1; cf. (5.3). Furthermore, by (5.19) we
know that F is Lipschitz continuous on {v € H : |[v||g < ¢z}, with a Lipschitz
constant L.,. Moreover, if |ul|lg < c¢r and E(u,U,Ty) > ||v]lg > cr, then we
choose w € [0, 1] uniquely such that z, := (1 — w)u + wuv satisfies ||zy|| g = cr. We
deduce that

[F(t,w) = Fto)lla < [F(tw) = F z0)lla + [F(E 20) = F(t,0)lm
< Lplu—=zollm + L(Rry)l|20 = vl
< (WLr + (1= w)L(Br,)) lu = vl|m
<max (Lz,L(R1,)) ||lu—v|&.
In summary, we conclude that F is Lipschitz continuous on {v € H : |v||g <
E(u,U,Ty)}, with Lipschitz constant Ly, := max(Lr, L(Rr,)). Evidently, due

to (B19), this still holds when Z(u, U, Ty) < cr.
Now, we introduce the operator

F(t,x) [l < E(u, U, To),
F (62w U T 5 ) el > 2w U, Ty),

/e

G:[0,Tp) x H— H, :cr—>{

which is globally Lipschitz continuous on [0,Ty] x H with Lipschitz constant Lry;
see Lemma [6l Then, for the ¢cG method, applying [19, Theorem 3.1], we obtain,
for I € {0,1}, that

fo-r0f

JH) max kfn(l_l),
T 1<m< M (e,To)

< Cea(To, L) ull2
L2((0,t ar (o, ) H) = CG( 0 TO)HU’HH ((0,To)
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for a constant C.g > 0. Therefore, choosing a time t* € [0,%a7(,,1,)] such that
lw = Ull Lo ((0,tas (0,101 = (™) = U(t*)| i, and noticing that Up = ug = u(0),
we have
2 t* d 2 t*
/ !
o= Ul = [ gl Ulde=2 [ o= v = 0

< 20w = Ullz2(0,ta 020 D1 = U1 L2((0, 1 (0.0 ):0)

< 2Ce6(To, L) 1wl B (0,7 1) L<mP X To)km

< 2T Cec (To, Ly wlly1. (0,10 ):0) P )km
Sxm> s4o

Moreover, for the dG time stepping scheme we employ [12, Theorem 3.12] to infer

2
llu— UHLOO((Oth(Q’TU));H) < C’dG(TmLTU)CT||U||%/V1,oo((0,To);H) 1<m1<n]\5}1)((g To)km,

where Cyqg > 0 is again a constant. Then, in view of (G.6) and ([BI2]), we observe
that

—1_—1 —1,,—1 —1,-1
b)) < — 2 <2< )2
[Um—1ll [[uoll cr

Thus,
et = U (06010 10510
< oc™ 'y ek P max (2TyCeg (Th, Ly ), Cac (To, Ly)) Co |t fy1.00 (0,10 ): 1)
where U is either the ¢G or dG solution. Upon recalling (B.I]), we conclude that
lullwree o,10):0) < NlwllLoe0,m0);m) + IF (W]l oo (0,70) 1)
< E(u,U, Tp) + aZ(u, U, Tp)?,
and the proof is complete. (I

Remark 7. We note that the error estimate (520) above is not optimal in terms
of ky,, and 7,,. It is, however, sufficient to establish the blow-up time convergence
result in Theorem [3] below.

Lemma 4. Suppose that the assumptions of Proposition[d hold. Moreover, consider
a time Ty > 0 with Teyp := limy\ 0 Too(0) > Ty (note that, by Remark[3, it holds

that Tswp < 00). Furthermore, let {o;}i>1 be a sequence with g 12000 0t that

satisfies the bound (BI), and lim_,o Too(01) = Tsup- Moreover, by Remark [3, we
may suppose that the sequence {o;}; satisfies

aly —ao)’!
ey (1= (1 + Coar)
where p > 0 is the constant from ([BI3). Then, whenever I,m € N are such that

m

tm(01) = Z ki(er) < To, (5.22)

i=1
with kp, from (B8), the dG and cG time stepping solutions are bounded by

/(1-8)
B Towp — 1o

< = .
nwmmﬂ_< o )

Proof. Suppose that ([522]) holds. Then, applying (BI3) (with m — oo) it follows
that

7 < o VI>1, (5.21)

or(y — ag)’!
evB(1 — (14 Coop)1—8)

0< Tsup —Tp < Tsup - tm(gl) < HUn_z(Ql)”}i_ﬂ
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Using (5.21)), we infer that Ty, — Tp < 2u||Un’l(gl)||};ﬂ, which shows the assertion.
(]

Before stating the next lemma, we recall, by Remark [ that Cy < C;. Hence,
for any A € R with A > |lug||zr > 0, there holds

A Ci/cq A Ci/cq
As(—) ||uo||H<2<—> ol

[[uoll & [[uoll e
Lemma 5. Suppose that the assumptions of Proposition [2 are fulfilled. Further-
more, let A > |lug||g. Then, there exists a sequence g 2o, ot (satisfying the

bound ([&.5)) with

lim T (1) = Thut = lim Too(0), (5.23)
l— o0 Q\O

and a time Ty < Tins (depending, in particular, on A and on ||ugllm) such that for
any l there is a time index ma(0;) > 0 with

A C1/cy
oate) ST A 0@, olln <2 (725 ) ol

Here, we denote by U(g;) either the discrete ¢G or dG solution from Proposition [3,

and by Teo(01) the corresponding discrete blow-up time. Furthermore, Cy and C;
are the constants from ([GI1) and (BIT), respectively.

Proof. Due to (512)), for |U,, ||z > A to hold, it is sufficient that

 [(Afuoll)
m > ma(o) = [hl(l—i—icolig)—‘ .

Then, using (BI8)) with M > ma(0) + 1 > 1, we have

M—-—ma(o)—1

oy —agft e
M = lma(o) 2 THUTHA(Q)HH A Z (1+ Clg)(l B)i
j=0
= MH - ||1—B1 — (149t =ma()
B cyB ma(o)'H 1—(1+Cp)t"
Letting M — oo, leads to
_ 1—
oy~ ag)f~t Up,ll”

Too(0) =t s(o) > .
(@) = tmao 2 =51 (14 Cro)'~7

Applying (5I6]) ma(e)-times, we note that

—1
In(Allugll 7"

< (1 G gl < (1+ Cro)' ™ T Jlug|zr.

HUTZA ?)
We observe that

1+1n<AHuoH;,1> Lo
11\1%(1 + ClQ) In(1+Cpe) — (AHU/OH;{ ) 1/00.
o

Furthermore,

n(Allugll )
(1—ﬂ)<1+m>

_ B—1 1-8
~ e} U

Too(0) — tm,
)= tma@ 2 5 1= (15 Cro7)
and since the right-hand side of the above inequality tends to

1—
ol 3 ?

T (B 1)1C

) 1-8)C1/cq

(Afluoll 5" >0,
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as o \, 0, we conclude that we can choose ¢* small enough (and satisfying (&.3])
so that

a(o)

|

_ ~ v
g s 2(Afluoll ) Nuolla,  Tool0) = tmae) = 2’

for any 0 < o < o*. Now consider a sequence g; LN 0T, with 0 < g; < o* for
all I, that satisfies (0.23) as well as

[ Tecler) = Tins
Then, upon defining Ty := Tinr — /4, we see that

~ ~ 14
TO = th(gl) + (TOO(Ql) - th(gl)) - (Too(Ql) - 71inf) - Z > th(gl)a

and thus, the proof is complete. (I

vi.

<

RS

We are now ready to show the following result on the convergence of the Galerkin
time stepping schemes to the exact blow-up time.

Theorem 3. Let the assumptions of Proposition [ and of Lemma[3 be satisfied,
and suppose that sup,,, > rm < 00. Then, there holds

lim Too(0) = Too,
lim (0)

where Too(g) denotes either the discrete ¢cG or dG blow-up time, and To, < 00 is
the blow-up time of (1) under the conditions (B1)) and [B3).

Proof. We establish the proof by contradiction.
Suppose first that Tgup = mg\‘o Too(0) > Too. Thence, 0o > Ay := Tyyp —

Ts > 0. We can find a sequence {g;}; C Rsg satisfying (B3], with o 120, o+,
such that, for all [, there holds

~ 1
Too(01) > Too + §Aoo, (5.24)

as well as (B.21). Since the exact solution w of (LI)) blows up at T, there is a
time Ty, Ty < T, such that

1/(e-1)
4
Tl =2(55)

o0

Furthermore, choosing I’ large enough, there exists a time node index m(g;) with
1
To < (o) < §(To + 1),

and such that ,/g; is sufficiently small. Referring to Lemma [, we have
B Toup — 1/2(T0 + Too) B-1)
10, < . |

uniformly with respect to g;. Hence, by virtue of Remark 4] and Lemma [B] (noting
that C;. < oo in ([B20)), it is possible to establish the estimate

B Ap L/(B-1)
nww@w—mmmhﬁ(z;) '

Since t — ||u(¢)||z is non-decreasing this implies that

Wiyt 2 Ntz = ltltmay)) = Uiyl

T/B-1) 1/(8-1)
4u i
> (= > (= .
> |u(To)| (Aoo) > (Aoo)



20 GALERKIN TIME STEPPING METHODS FOR NONLINEAR IVP

Then, recalling (5.13)), leads to

) Va5 o0y — )1
Too N < tm m(oy) ! L
(o) < tm(oy) + P 1—(1+ Coor )5

1
_ 1-p
<Too + 20U ) I < Too + 580,

which is a contradiction to (5.24]).
Next, let us assume that Tins := lim,,\ , Too(0) < Two, and define Ay 1= Too —
Tine > 0. Furthermore, let

A= max (2008 = 1)Ac) ™ 1+ Juollar ) > Iluoll

Due to Lemma [ we can find a sequence {g;}; C Rsg, with g oo, 0T, and a
time Ty < Tins so that, for all I, there exists ma (o) with ¢,, ,(,) < To, and

A C1/cy
A0yl <2 (5) ool

In particular, |U (Ql)|| m is bounded independently of g;; evidently, since Ty <
Tint < Too, it follows that |[u(ty,,(o,))|lr is bounded as well. Thus, as before,
recalling Remark M and using Lemma Bl we may find a sufficiently large index I’
such that )

[0t rate) ~ Uy 11 < 54
Then,

lw(tmace)a 21U, , ol = tltmace)) = Up o lH
1
> 5A> (005~ 1)AL) 70

Integrating (B.2)) from ¢ ) to Teo, we arrive at

ma(oy

(a0 15
§(B-1)
which constitutes a contradiction.
In summary, we have shown that

lim T (0) < T < lim T (0),
o0 o\0
which concludes the proof. (I

Toogth(gll)"' §T0+Aoo <,I‘inf+Aoo:Too;

5.4. A Time Step Selection Algorithm. The theory in the previous sections
suggests the following algorithm for computing a numerical approximation of the
exact blow-up time of (II)) under the conditions (5.1 and (B.3).

Algorithm 1. Suppose that the assumptions of Proposition[2 are satisfied. Choose
a parameter ¢ as in (B3], and a tolerance T > 0. Then:
1: Set m =0; Too =0y
2: loop
3: m<+—m+1;
Compute kp,(0) using (5.0);
Too ¢ Too + km(0);
if km(0) > 7 then
Compute the ¢G (Z2) or the dG (Z3) solution on I,
(in MSS from @) or MYS from B2Z3), respectively);
else
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10: return TOO ;
11: end if
12: end loop

The result, Tvoo, s an approximation of the exact blow-up time.

Remark 8. A practical (and platform-independent) implementation of the stop-
ping criterion in the if-statement in line 6 of the above Algorithm [ is to run the
time marching process until

is true, where we make use of the equality operator “==". Note that this also
eliminates the need of specifying the tolerance parameter 7.

In order to provide an illustrating example for Algorithm [I] let us consider the
initial value problem of finding a function v = u(¢), t > 0, such that

(o - (] + Dutt)

1+et
It has an exact solution u(t) = 3(e* + 1)(5 — 3e’) "1, and, thus, features a blow-up
at Too = In(5/3). Here, H = R, and ¢z < 3 in (&) in alignment with Proposition[2l
Choosing cr = 2, a few elementary calculations show that o = 3/2, 5 =2, and § =
/2 in (BI). Furthermore, v = 5/2 in (B.3]), and (EI9) holds with Lr = 5. The
unique positive root of ¥ in (54) is given by o ~ 0.243163. We see that the
assumptions of Theorem [ hold, although, in our computations, we select larger
values of ¢ and of k,,(¢) than would be mandated by (&3] and (B4, respectively.
More precisely, we consider

=: F(t,u(t)), u(0) = 3.

km(@) = Q|U'r;71|_1a

for p € {277/2,p = 4,...,10}. We run Algorithm [ based on the stopping criterion
mentioned in Remark [§l The polynomial degree r = r,, is kept fixed for all time
steps. The results are displayed in Figure [ (left) for both the ¢G and the dG
time stepping methods for different values of g, and for various choices of r €
{0,...,3}. The numerical solution on each time step is obtained with the aid of a
fixed point iteration as described in Remark B] (we note that solving the nonlinear
problems by means of an adaptive Newton method is potentially more efficient from
a computational view point, however, we remark that this approach seems more
fragile close to the blow-up due to the large magnitude of the numerical solution).
Even though Theorem [3] does not provide any theoretical evidence on convergence
rates, the results suggest a convergence to blow-up time of order O(o*"*+1) for the
¢G method (based on a local polynomial degree r + 1), and O(¢*" ) for the dG
scheme (based on a local polynomial degree r), for r = 0, 1,2; for r > 3 the errors
are too small to allow for a precise identification of the convergence behaviour.
The number of time steps was found to be independent of the polynomial degrees
(however, strongly dependent on p) and of whether the ¢G or dG method was
employed; see Figure [I] (right).

6. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we have investigated the hp-version continuous and discontinu-
ous Galerkin time stepping methods for the numerical approximation of general
initial value problems with continuous (and possibly unbounded) nonlinearities in
real Hilbert spaces. Our main findings include Peano-type existence results for
the discrete systems, and a blow-up time step selection algorithm, together with a
convergence result, for problems with algebraically growing nonlinearities. We have
shown that discrete solutions exist (and are unique within suitable ranges) provided
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FI1GURE 1. Errors of approximation of blow-up time for the cG
and dG time stepping schemes for different choices of polynomial
degrees (left), and corresponding number of time steps (right).

that the local time steps are chosen sufficiently small (depending on the numerical
solutions themselves, however, independent of the local polynomial degrees). The
key ingredients in the existence and uniqueness proofs include the derivation of
strong forms of the Galerkin discretizations, the transformation into suitable fixed
point equations, and the application of fixed point theory. The application of the
techniques derived in this article to nonlinear parabolic partial differential equa-
tions, and the development of a posteriori error estimates for the blow-up time (in
conjunction with the hp-framework) are subjects of ongoing research.

APPENDIX A. AN AUXILIARY RESULT

Lemma 6. Let F : H — H be a continuous function on a (real) Hilbert space H,
and M > 0 a constant such that the Lipschitz condition

[F (@) = FW)lla < Lz = yllm (A1)

holds for any x,y € H with ||z|m, |yllg < M; here Lyr > 0 is a constant. Then,
the function

F(x) ]l < M,

F(H5) lalla > M

G: H—H, T {
]l e
is (globally) Lipschitz continuous on H with Lipschitz constant L.

Proof. For ||| u, |lyllg < M the claim follows immediately from the definition of G
and from (AJ). If ||z|l &, |yllg > M, we have

ot
lelle lyllally’

16(2) = Gyl < LarM H

where we notice that

2
z y 2
_ _ i e
L 1
< Tt (el + 1wl =2, v)m) < glle = ullh-

Thus, |G(x) — G(Y)|lg < Lul|lz — y|lg. Moreover, if ||z|]|g < M < ||y||a, then it
holds that
Y

€T
_ SLuyM||— — ’
1G(x) = GW)lla < L HM ||y||HHH
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where

Myl

2
| L (lla ,
_ o —yl% -~ (— 1) (lylad — e
o 3 e w7 ¢ i)

1 2 1 9
< — || — < —||lT — .

< Y

Therefore, again ||G(z) —G(y)||m < Lallz—yl|la. The proof for ||z||g > M > |lylla
follows from symmetry. (]
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