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NOTES ON A HIGH ORDER FULLY DISCRETE SCHEME FOR THE
KORTEWEG-DE VRIES EQUATION WITH A TIME-STEPPING
PROCEDURE OF RUNGE-KUTTA-COMPOSITION TYPE

VASSILIOS A. DOUGALIS* AND ANGEL DURAN{

Abstract. We consider the periodic initial-value problem for the Korteweg-de Vries equation
that we discretize in space by a spectral Fourier-Galerkin method and in time by an implicit, high
order, Runge-Kutta scheme of composition type based on the implicit midpoint rule. We prove L2
error estimates for the resulting semidiscrete and the fully discrete approximations.
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1. Introduction. In this paper we consider the periodic initial-value problem
(ivp) for the Korteweg-de Vries (KdV) equation

Ut + Uy + Ugyw =0, z € [—m, 7], 0<t T, (1.1)

u(x,0) = uo(x), =z € [—m, ],

where wug is a smooth, 2w —periodic, real-valued function. The KdV is one of the
simplest nonlinear partial differential equations (pde) modelling one-way propagation
in one space dimension of long waves in which the nonlinear term (here given by wu,,)
and the linear dispersive term (modelled by u,,,) are suitably balanced. It has been
studied extensively and has a rich mathematical theory. In the case of (1.1) it is well
known for example, cf. e. g. [22, 6, 4], that if ug € H" for p > 2, where H* is the
L?-based Sobolev space of order y of periodic functions on [, 7], then for any T' > 0,
(1.1) has a unique solution in C(0,T; H*), that also belongs to C*(0,T; H*~3F) for
k< [“TH} (Here C(0,T; X) is the space of continuous maps u : [0,7] — X, where
X is a Banach space, and C*(0,T; X) is the space of X-valued functions defined on
[0,T] that are k times continuously differentiable.)

We will analyze a high-order fully discrete, conservative numerical method for
(1.1). The scheme consists of a spectral Fourier-Galerkin discretization of the pde
in the spatial variable, coupled with a high-order, diagonally implicit Runge-Kutta
(RK) time-stepping scheme of composition type based on the Implicit Midpoint Rule.
Although the analysis is done in the case of the model problem (1.1), the main ideas
and techniques behind the derivation of the error estimates may be used to establish
analogous results for more complicated, L2-conservative periodic ivp’s for one-way
nonlinear dispersive wave pde’s with more general nonlinearities and linear dispersive
terms and may also prove useful in analyzing temporal discretizations by more general
composition-type RK schemes.

Among the many available L?-conservative spatial discretizations for (1.1) (cf.
e. g. the references of [2] and [3]), we chose, for reasons of simplicity, the spectral
Fourier-Galerkin method. This semidiscretization conserves the first three invariants
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of the KdV and is straightforward to analyze; for rigorous error estimates for the
semidiscrete problem cf. e. g. [18, 10, 14] and their references. In the first two of
these papers one may find proofs of L? error bounds of spectral accuracy, whose rates
of convergence depend on the smoothness of the initial value ug. Specifically, if N is
the order of the trigonometric polynomials used in the Fourier basis, it is shown in
[18] by an energy method that if ug € H*, > 2, then the L? error of the semidiscrete
problem is of O(N1=#). In [10] the estimate is improved to O(N~#) if u > 3, in fact
for the generalized KdV equation. In order to obtain this optimal-order result the
authors of [10] compare the semidiscrete approximation to the third-order projection
of [23], and the proof is accordingly more complicated. In [14] a result of different
kind is proved: Specifically, if ug is analytic in a strip about the real axis, then the
L? error bound is of O(e~7"), where o is a constant depending on T'; the proof relies
on analyticity results in [5].

In this paper, since we will be primarily concerned with establishing error esti-
mates for our fully discrete scheme, we give in Section 3 a simplified proof of the error
of the semidiscretization with an L? error bound of O(N*~#), provided pu > 2; the
method of proof differs from that of [18]. An important property of the semidiscrete
spectral approximation is that its temporal derivatives are bounded, uniformly with
respect to T and NV, in the Sobolev space norms, provided ug is sufficiently smooth;
cf. Proposition 3.2. This property simplifies considerably estimating the errors of the
full discretization.

An efficient time-stepping procedure for a conservative spatially discrete method
for (1.1), such as the one considered here, shoulid be chosen so that the resulting
fully discrete scheme has the following properties:

o It is L?-conservative, preferably symplectic: These properties will give the
scheme the chance to simulate accurately properties of the solution of the
KdV that depend on the balance of dispersive and nonlinear terms, such as
the propagation of solitary waves with constant speed and shape and their
asymptotic stability properties, for example, the resolution of general initial
profiles into sequences of solitary waves plus dispersive tails, their interac-
tions, etc. A dissipative scheme will not reproduce accurately such properties
as time increases.

e It is convergent, at most under a weak mesh condition.

e [t is of high temporal accuracy, in order to take advantage of the high accuracy
in space.

e It may be easily implemented.

The class of implicit Runge-Kutta methods includes schemes that fulfill the above
requirements. An example is the family of Gauss-Legendre collocation schemes. It is
well known, cf. e. g. [13] and its references, that the g-stage Gauss-Legendre scheme
has order of accuracy equal to 2q, is B-stable and symplectic. These schemes have
been used for the temporal discretization of many nonlinear dispersive wave pde’s
that give rise to stiff semidiscrete systems. Their convergence was analyzed in [4] in
the case of the periodic ivp for the generalized KdV equation, discretized in space by
the Galerkin finite element method with smooth periodic splines.

In the paper at hand for the temporal discretization we wil use implicit, symplectic
RK schemes of composition type, whose general step is constructed as the composition
of s steps, of length b;k,1 < i <'s, (where k is the basic time step), of the Implicit
Midpoint Rule, cf. e. g. [24, 9, 20, 13, 21]. For general RK-composition methods
we refer the reader to [13] and its references. The particular scheme corresponding
to s = 3, of fourth-order temporal accuracy, was used by de Frutos and Sanz-Serna,
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[9], to integrate the ivp (1.1) for the KdV, discretized in space by finite element and
spectral methods. It was also used in [11] (see also the arxiv version of the paper)
for long time computations in a study of the evolution and stability of solitary waves
of the generalized Benjamin equation (see Section 6 in the sequel), discretized in
space by a spectral method. It should be pointed out that the schemes in this class
are not A-stable, since some of the b; are not positive and the attendant rational
approximations to e* have poles in the left half of the complex plane. However, for a
conservative problem like (1.1) the scheme, being symplectic, is unconditionally L?-
conservative and convergent under a Courant number stability restriction, as will be
proved in Theorem 5.4 in this paper. Let us also remark that symplectic schemes
have other well-known properties related to their long-time fidelity to solutions of
a problem like (1.1). For example, since the spectral semidiscretization of (1.1),
when implemented in the Fourier collocation form, leads to a Hamiltonian system of
ordinary differential equations (ode’s) for the semidiscrete solution at the collocation
points (the proof for the KdV case follows along similar lines to those in [7] for the
nonlinear wave equation and the nonlinear Schrédinger equation), the property of
symplecticity, [21, 13], ensures the virtual preservation of the Hamiltonian, in the
sense that the error in this quantity decreases exponentially for long times when a
symplectic method is used.

In section 4.1 we review the error estimate for the fully discrete IMR-spectral
scheme, while in 4.2 we present the RK-composition scheme under study in the context
of ode’s. In section 4.3 we consider the general s-stage fully discrete scheme and
establish the existence of its solutions, it L?- conservation property, and state, under
general hypotheses, a result on the uniqueness of solutions. In section 4.4 we study
the local temporal error of the time-stepping scheme with s = 3 stages (of fourth
order of accuracy), applied to the semidiscrete system. Assuming that the solution
of (1.1) is sufficiently smooth and that k = O(N~!) we prove in Proposition 4.4 that
the local temporal error is of O(k®) in L2. The result is achieved by computing the
asymptotic expansions in powers of k, up to O(k®) terms, of the intermediate steps of
the local error about the points 7% = ¢ + (by +- - -+ b;)k in terms of the semidiscrete
solution and its partial derivatives. We compute the coefficients of these asymptotic
expansions, estimate their residuals, and substitute them in the final stage of the
local error equation, whereupon, after cancellation, there emerges the O(k®) local
error. Thus, the overall plan of the proof resembles that adopted in the case of other
implicit, high-order RK schemes for the KdV and its generalized version in [12, 4, 16],
for the nonlinear Schrodinger equation in [15], and for the explicit, (4,4) ‘classical’
Runge-Kutta scheme for the system of Shallow Water equations in [1]. With the
exception of [16], where only the temporal discretization of the pde was considered, in
the other papers cited above the spatial discretization was effected by Galerkin finite
element methods and the stages of the local temporal error were computed in terms
of continuous in time finite element approximations of the solution of the pde, such as
the quasiinterpolant, the elliptic projection, and the L? projection. Here, the use of
the semidiscrete spectral approximation itself for this purpose simplifies the analysis;
however many technical difficulties remain and they are resolved in the course of the
proof of Proposition 4.4.

In section 5 we revert to the general s-stage temporal discretization scheme and,
under the hypotheses that the solution of (1.1) is in H* for ¢ € [0, T)] for u sufficiently
large, and that the local temporal error is of O(k®*1) in L2, we prove that there exists
a constant C' such that if kN < C| the fully discrete scheme has a unique solution
whose maximum L? error over [0, 7] has a bound of O(k® + N17#). Therefore, the
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RK scheme with s = 3 stages, whose local temporal error was analyzed in section
4.4, leads to a fully discrete method with an L? error bound of O(k* + N*~#). In a
remark at the end of section 5 we discuss the convergence of a simple iterative scheme
approximating the nonlinear system of equations that must be solved at each IMR
stage of the RK time-stepping scheme.

In a final section 6 we summarize the results of the paper and indicate how they
may be extended to the case of the generalized Benjamin equation, solved numerically
with the present scheme in [11].

As was already mentioned we will denote by H*, for real 1 > 0, the L?-based
Sobolev space of order p consisting of periodic functions on (—m, 7). For g € H* its
norm is given by

1/2
glln = <Z(1+k2)“|§(k)|2> :

kEZ

where g(k) = - ffﬂ e~ g(z)dx is the kth Fourier coefficient of g. For 1 < p < oo we

2
denote by W}t = W/t(—m,m) the real Sobolev space of periodic functions on (-, )
and denote its norm by || - ||,.,p, while | - |s will stand for the norm of L (—m, 7). Fi-

nally, the inner product in L? = L?*(—m, ) will be defined by (u,v) = [*_u(x)v(z)dz,
and || - || will denote the induced L? norm.

2. Semidiscretization and preliminaries. Let N > 1 be an integer and con-
sider the finite-dimensional space Sy defined by

Sy = spom{e“”, kinteger, —N < k < N}.
Let Py denote the L2—projection operator onto Sy defined for v € L? by

_ ~ _ikx
Pyv = g Ve,
[k|I<N

where v, = v(k) is the k—th Fourier coefficient of v. We note some well-known
properties of Py that will be used throughout the paper. It is obvious that Py
commutes with the differentiation operator d,. Moreover, cf. [19], given integers
0 < j < p, there exists a constant C independent of N such that for any v € H*, u > 1,

lv = Pyoll; < CNTH[[o |, (2.1)
[v — Pnoloo < CNY27R 0],

In addition, the following inverse inequalities hold on Sy. Given 0 < j < pu, there
exists a constant Cj independent of N, such that for all ¥ € Sy

191 < CoN*1ll, [[Wlluco < CoNV2HEI|[ 5. (2:3)

The semidiscrete Fourier-Galerkin approximation to the solution of (1.1) is a real-
valued map u” : [0,T] — Sy such that, for all x € Sy,

() +uNul +ul x)=0, 0<t<T, (2.4)
u (x,0) = Pyug(x).
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It is straightforward to see that while the solution of (2.4) exists, it satisfies

d

o uNdz =0,

—T

%/ (u™)?dx = 0,

—n
%/_: ((uf)2 - %(uN)3> dx = 0.
In particular, while 4V exists, we have
[l @Il = [[u™ (0)]], (2.5)
from which, from standard ode theory, we see that u” (¢) exists uniquely for all ¢ > 0
and, in particular, satisfies (2.5) and the other conservation laws for 0 <t < T.
3. Convergence of the semidiscretization.

THEOREM 3.1. Let uN be the solution of (2.4) and suppose that u, the solution
of (1.1), belongs to H*,pu > 2 fort € [0,T]. Then for some constant C independent
of N it holds that

C
N
ogltagXT”u ull < Np=t

(3.1)

Proof. We write u” — u = 6 + p, where § = v — Pyu € Sy, and p = Pyu — u.
We then have for x € Sy,0 <t < T, in view of (2.4), (1.1),

(Ot x) + (Ozaa, X) = (ui\f + ujmvmma X) — (P (u¢ + Ugzs), X) = (utty — uNuiV, X)-
Since
Uty — uNu]zV = UlUg — (’U, +6+ p)(uw + 0, + pm)
= —uby —upy —uzl — 00, — pr0 —uzp — Pl — pps,
we have for y € Sy
(04, %) + Oz, X) = — ((ubs, X) + (upz, X) + (w2, x) + (002, x)
+ (P20, x) + (uap, X) + (P02, X) + (pPz, X)) -

Putting x = 6 in the above and using integration by parts and periodicity we obtain
for0<t<T

1

%%IIG)IIQ = (5(%,92) + (upg,0) + %(pmﬁz) + (uap,0) + (ppz,f))) - (32)

We estimate now the various inner products in the right-hand side of the above, taking
into account that w € H* u > 2. We first have

(e, 0%)] < Jualoo| 0] < Cl16]]%. (3:3)

(Here and in the sequel C will denote a generic constant independent of the discretiza-
tion parameters.) By (2.1)

|(wpa, 0)] < JulsolpallllO]] < CNT=H|0]]. (3-4)
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Using the inequality vz |oo < C||ve||"?||vee||Y/?, valid in H?, we see, in view of (2.1),
since p > 2

(2, 6%)] < |palocl|6]]2 < CNE=2j6]1% < C|16]|>. (3.5)

Also, by (2.1)
|(uap, 0)] < Jualoollpll16]] < CN=H][6]]. (3.6)

And, as above
(0P 0)] < Iploollpa[116]] < CNZ=21(|9]| < CN~H||6)]]. (3.7)

We conclude by (3.2)-(3.7) that
d
Zlol? < o (N2 4 [jgl2), o<t <,

from which, by Gronwall’s lemma, since 6(0) = 0, we get

max
0<t<T

1] < CN'=H,

and (3.1) follows, in view of (2.1). O

For the purposes of estimating the error of the temporal discretization of (2.4), we
note the following boundedness result for the semidiscrete approximation u”, which
is a consequence of the error estimate (3.1).

PROPOSITION 3.2. Let u™¥ be the solution of (2.4) and suppose that the solution
u of (1.1) belongs to H* for t € [0,T]. Then, given nonnegative integers j and l, and
provided p > max{2,3j+1+ 1}, there exists a constant C independent of N such that

max |[0/uN|]; < C. (3.8)
0<t<T

Proof. Using (2.1), (2.3), and (3.1), provided p > 2, we have

|l < [ = Prally + [Py — |l + [l
< ON'#lull,, + CN' (|| Py — ul| + [lu = «™]]) + [Jull
< ON'Ffull,y + CN™H a4 [full.

Therefore, if p > max{2,1+ 1} it holds that

Joax, l[lu]]; < C. (3.9)
Since
ouN = —ull — Py(uMNul), (3.10)
we have

10vu™ 0 < [[u™ llies + [Py (™ uz )l < Nu™llivs + [Ju™uy[]r-
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From Sobolev’s theorem and the fact that H' is an algebra for | > 1 we conclude from
the above that

10u™ Iy < [[u™ llis + Cllu® 7
Therefore, in view of (3.9) and if yx > [ + 4 we have
l|0sul | < C. (3.11)

Finally, differentiating (3.10) j — 1 times with respect to ¢ and using repeatedly (3.9)
and (3.11), we obtain (3.8). 0

4. Full discretization by a Runge-Kutta method of composition type.
As mentioned in the Introduction, we will discretize in time the initial-value problem
for the system of ordinary differential equations (ode ivp) represented by (2.4), us-
ing an implicit s-stage RK-composition scheme based on the Implicit Midpoint Rule
(IMR). In this section, after reviewing briefly the IMR, we will present the time-
stepping RK method to be analyzed, study the existence of solutions of the resulting
fully discrete scheme, its L?—conservation property, present a preliminary uniqueness
of solutions result and, for s = 3, prove an L? estimate of its local temporal error.

4.1. Fully discrete scheme with Implicit Midpoint Rule time stepping.
A simple time-stepping method that may be used to discretize the ode ivp (2.4) in ¢ is
the Implicit Midpoint Rule (IMR), which, in the case of the autonomous ode system
¥y = ¢(y), is the single-step scheme

y" =yt = ke(y" ),

where k here and the sequel will denote the (uniform) time step, y™ is the approxi-

mation of y(t"),t" = nk, and y" /2 = L(y"*1 + y"). In the case of the ivp (2.4),
assuming that ' = Mk where M is an integer, the scheme is the following: We seek
U™ e Sy forn=0,..., M, satisfying for each x € Sy

(U =0 x) = b (U s = JUT),, ) (4.1)
UO = PNUO,
. n _ n+1 n
where here and in the sequel we put f(v) = v?/2 and U"*1/2 = % For the

Fourier coefficients (/]7‘(3'), —N < j <N, of U™ we may write

DO (poire) - 1@ r2)5)).

U%(j) =uo(j), —N<j<N,

where f(Un+1/2)(5) denotes the j—th Fourier coefficient of f(U"+1/2).

It is easy to see, by writing for each n the equations (4.1) in fixed-point form
and applying a variant of Brouwer’s fixed point theorem, that, given U™ € Sy, there
exists a solution U™ € Sy of the nonlinear system of equations represented by (4.1).
Putting x = U™ + U™"! and using periodicity one may also obtain that the method
is L?—conservative, i. e. that

U™ =11U°], 0<n<M. (4.2)
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By comparing U™ with uV(¢") where u? is the solution of (2.4), using (3.1) and (3.8),
one may derive in a straightforward way the following error estimate for U™.

PROPOSITION 4.1. Suppose that u, the solution of (1.1), belongs to H* for t €
[0,T], where p > 10. Then, there exists a constant « > 0, such that if k < ~, there
exists a unique solution {U™}M_ of (4.1) satisfying

n _ n < 2 1—p .
og%XMHU ut)|| < C(k*+ N7H), (4.3)

where C is a constant independent of N and k.

As the error analysis of the IMR fully discrete scheme (4.1) may be viewed as a special
case of the convergence proof for the general fully discrete scheme to be considered in
the sequel, we will not present the proof of Proposition 4.1 here.

4.2. A Runge-Kutta-composition method. We will consider a RK method
with s stages for the autonomous ode system y = ¢(y), whose Butcher tableau is of
the form

by /2
b1 b2/2
(227 — bl b2 , (4'4)
b; : : .
by by oo oee o by/2
by by - - b,

where the b; are nonzero real numbers. As has been pointed out in [20] all symplectic
(canonical) RK schemes, i. e. those satisfying b;a;; + bja;; — bib; = 0,1 < i,5 < s,
with lower triangular matrix a;; (i. e. all diagonally implicit symplectic schemes) are
of the form (4.4).

It is well known, cf. e g. [24], [9], [21], [13], and their references, that the RK
scheme corresponding to the tableau (4.4) is of composition type, since it may be
constructed as the composition of s steps of the IMR with stepsizes b1k, bok, . .., bsk,
i. e. in the case of y = ¢(y) it is equivalent to the scheme

" " n_|_ n,1l
Y=y o+ biko <%> (4.5)
) n,j—1 n,j
ynJrl — yns

For example, a method mentioned in the above references and used in [9] for the
temporal discretization of the KdV equation corresponds to s = 3 and

1
9 _21/3
by =1—2b; = —1.702, by = by, (4.6)

by = (2423 4 2713) /3= >~ 1.351,

has order of accuracy p = 4 and is symmetric since b3 = b;. This scheme may be
generalized using Yoshida’s approach, [24], that yields recursively symplectic symmet-

ric methods (in our case taking the IMR as base scheme) as follows. Let 1/’1[3] be the
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mapping that effects the step n — n+1 of the IMR with stepsize k. Then the method
with s = 3 may be viewed, in the notation of [13], as the composition

4 2 2 2
Uk = ik © Yk 0 Vi
From 1/’1[:1] one gets the sixth-order accurate symmetric method with s = 32

6] _ 4] [4] (4]
wk - w’mk © w’mk °© w’hk’
where 71 = v3 = 2_2+/5,72 = 1 — 27v;. In general, given the method w,[fﬂ with
s = 37! stages and order of accuracy 2r, one may construct a symmetric scheme
with s = 3" stages of order of accuracy 2r 4+ 2 by the formula

2r+4+2 2r 2r 2r
e =g v o

where 5177« = 5317« = L T ,5277« =1- 25177«.
2_922r+1

Some properties of the resulting family of s—stage methods are summarized below.
(i) The number of stages is s = 3?~1 and the order of accuracy of the method is
2p, cf. [24].
S

S

(i) Y bi=1, > bl =0, withs=3"""andj=3,5,...,2p—1,cf. [24].

i=1 i=1

(iii) The methods are symplectic and symmetric. Thus, when applied to an ode
system with a Hamiltonian structure, they will preserve important properties
of the system and behave well in long-time computations, [9, 21, 13, 7].

(iv) Since some of the b; are negative, cf. e. g. (4.6) and property (ii) above, these
schemes are not A-stable. They are however absolutely stable in a strip of
finite width in Re(z) < 0 including the imaginary axis, and therefore it is
expected that a stepsize restriction will be needed for stability in the case of
dissipative problems.

(v) The implementation of the schemes is straightforward as it requires solving s
nonlinear systems of the size of the ode system, as is evident from e. g. (4.5).

4.3. The fully discrete scheme. L?—conservation, existence and unique-
ness of solutions. The high accuracy, straightforward manner of implementation,
and the good stability properties (in the case of conservative, stiff ode systems) of the
family of RK composition methods given by (4.4) (equivalently by (4.5)), make them
a good choice as time-stepping schemes for the semidiscrete ivp (2.4).

As mentioned already, the fully discrete scheme to be fully analyzed in the sequel
is obtained by applying the s—stage RK compositon method (4.4) or (4.5) to the
semidiscrete problem (2.4) when s = 3 and the coefficients b; are given by (4.6).
However, with the exception of the estimation of the local temporal error in section 4.4,
the rest of the proof of convergence holds for the general s—stage scheme and therefore
we will treat the general case and specialize s = 3 when needed. For simplifying
notation we let F' : Sy — Sy be the nonlinear map defined for v € Sy by the
equation

(F(U)7X) = (_waw _PNf(U)17X)7 VX € SN7
where f(v) = v?/2, or equivalently, by

F(’U) = —Uggx — jt)Nf(’U)z
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Note that, by periodicity,
(F(v),v) =0, Yve Sy, (4.7)
and that the semidiscrete ivp (2.4) may be written as

u)l = Fh), 0<t<T,
UN(O) = PNUQ. (48)
Using the notation introduced for the temporal discretization in section 4.1 we write

the RK scheme (4.4) applied to (4.8) as follows. For 0 < n < M we seeck U™ € Sn,
approximating u® ("), and U™* € Sy,1 < i < s, such that for 0 <n < M — 1

i—1

bik

Ut =U"+ - F(U™) + k;bjF(U"J), 1<i<s,
Uttt = U+ kY b F(U™), (4.9)
1=1
and
UO = PNUQ.

By eliminating recursively the intermediate nonlinear terms and defining p;; = 2(—1)"+1,
1 <j<i<s,itis easy to check that the scheme (4.9) may be equivalently stated
for0<n<M -1 as

i—1

) ) bk , )
n,d _ (_1\i+1lyn v n,1 LTI ;
Ut = (-1t + SSF(U )+Z},LUU i 1<i<s,
j=
Ut — (_1)8Un+22(_1)5*jU”7j7 (4.10)
=1
and
UOZPNUQ.

As already mentioned, the scheme (4.9) is also equivalent to the following IMR-type
formulation (cf. (4.5)) in which, given U" € Sy, 0<n < M —1,Y™ € Sy,i <i < s,
and U"*! € Sy are computed by the formulas

Yn,l u»
Yn’l = Un + kblF (+> 9
. ) Yn’i Yn,i—l
Yyl =yt 4 kb F <+) , 25is<s,
Un+1 —Y™s, (411)
and
UO = PNUO.

Note that the intermediate approximations Y™ of (4.11) are related to the U™* of
(4.9) or (4.10) by the formulas

Yn,i _ 2Un,i _ Yn,i—l, 2 < i < s, Yn,l _ 2Un,1 —_ur.
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Any one of the formulations (4.9)-(4.11) may be used to study the properties and
the convergence of the fully discrete scheme. We will mainly use (4.11) which brings
out the fact that the scheme is a s—stage composition method with IMR as its base
scheme.

As is expected by the symplecticity of the RK method (4.4), (4.5), the fully
discrete schemes (4.9)-(4.11) are L?—conservative. Taking, for example, (4.11) and
supposing that given U™ € Sy it has a solution Y™’ € Sxy,1 < i < s, then, if i > 2

o Y ymitLy ymi g ynict
(Yn’l _ Yn,z—l,Y’ﬂ,Z + Y";l_l) — 2]{:()1 (F ( + > 5 i > ’

2 2
which, in view of (4.7) yields ||[Y™*71|| = [|[Y™¢||. The same argument works for i = 1
if we put Y9 = U™ and yields ||[Y™!|| = ||[U"||. Therefore ||[U"|| = [[Y™|| =

[1U™],1 < i< s, and overall
U™ = 11U, 0 <n< M,

provided U™, 1 < n < M exist. The existence of solutions may be proved by a variant
of Brouwer’s fixed-point theorem. We use again (4.11).

PROPOSITION 4.2. Given U™ € Sy, there are Y™ € Sy, 1 < i< s, and UM in
SN satisfying (4.11).

Proof. Putting Z = w, we write the first equation in (4.11) in the form
Z —U" = B1FP(Z). Hence, if we define G : Sy — Sy for v € Sy as G(v) =
v—U"— %F(v?, fo.r X € Sy we have (G(v),x) = gv— Um,x)— %(F(v),x). Taking
X = v we get, in view of (4.7), (G(v),v) = |[v[|* = (U™, 0) = |[v[[ ([[o]| = [[U™]])-
Therefore, if ||v|| = ||U™|], then (G(v),v) > 0. By the definition of F' and the inverse
inequalities (2.3) it follows that F', and hence G, is continuous on Sy. By a well-

known variant of Brouwer’s fixed-point theorem (see e. g. Lemma 3.1 of [4]), there
exists Z € Sy with [|Z]| = ||[U™|], such that G(Z) =0, 1. e. Z—U" = ¥1F(Z), and

the existence of Y™! follows. (For Y™! we know a priori that |[Y™!|| = [|U"|].) In
an analogous way we may prove recursively the existence of Y™ 2 < i < s, satisfying
(4.11). O

The uniqueness of solutions of the nonlinear systems represented by the nonlinear
equations in (4.11) will be shown in the course of the proof of convergence of the fully
discrete scheme in section 5. The following lemma establishes uniqueness under a
condition that will be verified in section 5.

LEMMA 4.3. Suppose that U™ and Y™ 1 < i < s, are solutions of ({.11) sat-
isfying UM < R,|Y™ o < R,1 < i < s, for some constant R. Then the
Y™i 1< <s, are unique, provided that

k
5 max |bl|CONR <1,

1<i<s

where Cy is the constant in the inverse properties (2.3).

Proof. We prove the uniqueness of Y™!; that of Y™ i > 2, follows by a similar
argument. Suppose Z1, Zs € Sy are two solutions of the first equation in (4.11). (Note
that [|Z1)l = I1Zall = [[U"]]) Then Z — 2o = kby (F (252) - F (2522)).
Taking the inner product of both sides of this equation with Z; — Zs and using
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periodicity, the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and (2.3), we have if Z; # Z5 that

Z1+ U Zy+ U™
s (B57) (57

By the definition of f and the hypothesis of the lemma we see that

Zy+U" Zy+ U™ Z1 — Zo|| 1
L e e

2 2 4

< Z||Z1 = Z2||R.

N =

These two inequalities imply that 1 < %k|b1|CoN R, which contradicts the other hy-
pothesis of the lemma. Therefore Z; = Zs. a

4.4. Local temporal error of the fully discrete scheme for s = 3. In this
section we suppose that s = 3 and that the coeflicients b; are given by (4.6). The local
temporal error of the resulting scheme (4.11) is defined in terms of the semidiscrete
approximation u”. For this purpose we let for 0 < n < M, V" = «™(t"), and
Vi e Sy for0<4i<3,0<n<M-—1,be given by

V’n,,O — V’n,
Vn,i + Vn,ifl

vt =yt ey P ( 5

>,1§i§3. (4.12)

The local temporal error 8™ € Sy, 0 <n < M — 1, is then
o =Vt —ymE = Nt — vms, (4.13)
Obviously, cf. section 4.3, the V™ exist and satisfy the L?-conservation laws
V™= 1V = ™ @) = [lu® 0)]]-

The consistency of the scheme is established in the following

PROPOSITION 4.4. Let V™' and 6™ be defined by (4.12) and (4.13) and suppose
the b; are given by (4.6). Let u, the solution of (1.1), belong to H" for 0 <t < T
and let v be sufficiently large. Suppose there exists a constant Cy1 such that kN < Cf.
Then, for k sufficiently small, there exists a constant C' independent of k and N such
that

max ||6"]] < Ck®.
0<n<M-1

Proof. The plan of the proof is to obtain asymptotic expressions of the V™, i =
1,2, of the form

Vil =N (70 ¢ AjkS 4 Aokt + e, (4.14)
2 = uN(Tn’Q) + B1k3 + B2k4 + €n’2, (415)

where 71 =" + kb, 72 =" + k(by + b2), A;, Bi,e™ € Sy and ||e™?|| < CkP,i =
1,2; then we show that

V3 = N (T e™?, (4.16)
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where ||e™3|| < Ck®, implying that ||"|] < Ck5. These estimates will be uniformly
valid in n. The coefficients A; and B; will be of O(1). Here, and in the sequel, C' will
denote generically constants independent of k and N.

(i) Asymptotic expansion of V1. Determination of the coefficients Ay, As.
From (4.12) it follows for i = 1

n,l N
vl — N = kb, (83 <V%)>

kb
_Tle (V! a4 u),). (4.17)

In (4.17) and in the sequel we put v = u™(t"). Similarly we will suppress the
argument t" from derivatives of vV, i. e. write u) = u (t"),ul; = ul (t"), etc. For
the intermediate times 77 we will write in full u® (™), etc.

We now insert in (4.17) the assumed expression (4.14) for V™1 and obtain in the
left-hand side by Taylor expansion

k2b? k303 kvt
) 1ui\tf + 5 1ui\tft + 2413211/\[

+p1 + ALk 4 Aokt + et (4.18)

Vel = + kbyul +

where p1, the Taylor remainder of the expansion of u®™ (7™1) about ", satisfies

llp1]l; < Ck* max[|97u™ ;. (4.19)

For the linear @3-term in the right hand side of (4.17) we have

vl 4N kb k2b? k363
a3 <7) =02 (uN + —1uiv + —Lu + —Lufy, + p2)

2 2 4 12
+% (K303 A1 + k*02 Ay + 02e™1) (4.20)
where
[lp2]l; < Ck* max |9 w™|];. (4.21)

Finally for the last term in the right hand side of (4.17) we see that

kbl kbl

— v (e uf)e) = =T P (T 4 e D)+t ().
R (W 4+ u (7)) Ay,
+ B (N +uN (7)) Ag), + ECAL A,
+kT(A1As), + kB As Ao, + A(e™)), (4.22)
where

A(en,l) _ ((UN 4 U,N(Tn’l))en’l)m 4 k?’(Ale"’l)m
+EY(Age™t), + emlem (4.23)
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We use now (4.18) in the left-hand side and (4.20) and (4.22) in the right-hand side

of (4.17) and obtain

k2p2 k303 kb

u + kbyul + 2%ﬁ+ 6%&5%25@%N+pr+Am3+Aﬁ4+ﬁJ
kb k203 k303

=ul — kb3 (uN + —1uiv + Tlui\tf + 1—21u,{¥t + p2>

2

kb
—=5 (K0AL + K024 + O™
kb
TP (@Y N )@Y+ N ) 4 B+ ) A,
+ k4((uN + ’U,N(Tn’l))Az)m + ]€6AlAl7m
+ kT(A1As), + kB A2 As , + A(e™1)) . (4.24)
We now equate the terms of equal powers of k in the left- and right-hand side of
(4.24), after expanding the u¥ (71!) terms about t". The O(1) terms are obviously

identical. We also have:
O(k) terms:
kby (03u™ + Py (uMNul)),

kb
%wfz—Mﬁ%N—jfﬂd%NQ@@:—

which is an identity in view of the definition of u®, cf. (3.10).

O(k?) terms:

k2> k22 kb
—Eiug::__5Hﬁu§—~]}PN(ﬂwwNu£+akmu§uf)
k2?2
= —Tl (Bguiv + PN(uNuiV)t) ,

which is an identity. (Differentiate (3.10) with respect to t.)
O(k3) terms:

@?@MN+WAV:—§?0%ﬁ—kMB, (4.25)
where T is the sum of the O(k?) terms of the Taylor expansion of
Pr ((uN +uN(T"’1)) (uN —l—uN(T"’l)) ) |
2 2 -
about t = t™ and is given by
Ty = Py (@u]vuﬁt + @ui\[uﬁ + @uﬁuf) .
From Leibniz’s rule for differentiation of products we have
(V2 )1t = VULt + 204051 + Vit Vg
Therefore
(4.26)

k22
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Substituting (4.26) into (4.25) and using the fact that —93uly = ul}, + Py (uNul))y,
which follows by differentiation from (3.10) we get

b?BN b o, b} N, N b? N, N b? N, N
5 0w + AL = g+ PN (U ug e — Py ((u™ug)ee) + L (ur ugy)
from which it follows that
s(1 n 1 N, N
Al = bl Eum + ZPN (’U,t uzt) . (427)
O(k*) terms:
kbt 4N k4pd E*by k*Dq
— E*Ay = — 2193920 — 2034, — kb1 T3 — —— 4.2
21 8tu + 2 2 8,58111, 5 81 1 143 5 S(), ( 8)
where
uN+uN Tn,l UN+UN 7_n,l
2 2 O(k?)
ulV +ulN ()
So=P A ‘
’ N<( 2 ) 1))96 o)
Hence

k3b3 k3b3 k363 k3b3
= Py (Mgl S+ Bty + it ).

Leibniz’s rule gives

(VUg) 11t = VUzest + 3UVsat + 30Uzt + Vist Vs

Therefore

kbt 3
—kbng = _1—21PN ((uNuiv)ttt — 5 (’U/ivui\it + Ui\t[’ui\i)) . (429)

In addition, in view of (4.27) we get

-5y =——=

2 2

kb, Kt (1
5 (12 4

— Py (uVup),) + LyN (u™ Py (uivuﬁ))m> . (4.30)

Therefore, by (4.27)-(4.30), using Leibniz’s formula for (vv, )+ and replacing the
linear term 97 (—d3u™) by 9fu® + Py0(uNul) in view of (3.10), we obtain, after
some algebra, that

bt bt
Ay = 50N + 2 (=P (i ugy) + 2Py (uf ugyy + upiuy)

—Py (uV Py (uivuﬁ))m) . (4.31)

(ii) Estimation of e™!.
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Having determined A; and Az we now equate the O(k®) (and higher-order) terms
in (4.24) in order to find an equation for e™1. This gives

k5by kbl

p1+6n’1:—kb183p2——83A _ 83 n,l
ulV 4+ ulN (1 ”1) ulV N (rml)
—kb P ’
N <( 2 2 ) O(k4)

kb, ulV 4 uN(rml)
e () |
k50 ulN + N (!
_Tle ((%)Aﬁ)
kb kb
——lPN (KCAL AL, + kT (A1 As), + KB Az As ) — —lP NA(E™),

where p1, pa satisfy (4.19), (4.21), respectively, and A(e™!) is defined in (4.23). The

two terms denoted above as - - - will include Taylor remainders of the

‘0(1&)"“ ’O(k)

indicated order. We write the above equation as
kb kb
emt 4 2183 ml—Ty — TlPNA( ) (4.32)
where
k5 ulV 4 uN () uN N ()
- 3 _ MUYlg3 _
't =—p1 — kb10;p2 5 0y A2 — kb1 Py (( 5 ) 5 )w) ‘0(1@4)
kE*by ulV +uN (1) k%by ulV + N ()
B () | B, ()
kb
——lPN (KSA A1, + KT (A1 As), + k34245 ,) . (4.33)

We shall prove below that for u sufficiently large, there is a constant C, independent
of N and k, such that

T[] < CHP. (4.34)

Assuming for the moment the validity of (4.34), and taking inner products of both
sides of (4.32) with e™! € Sy, we have, using integration by parts, periodicity, and
(4.23) that

o keby
e 2 = (T, em) = (N +

kE*b
__1 Alme 1 en,l _
8

( )) n,17en,1)
kb,
T(Agme 6 1).
Therefore
[le™ 12 < AT fllle™ ] + Chl(u™ +u™ (1) )o|oo ™|
Ok Az |ool[e™H|[* + OK®| Az o] oo™ |2 (4.35)

Using Proposition 3.2, the fact that |Pyv|e < C||v||1, which follows from (2.2) and
Sobolev’s theorem, and (4.27), (4.31), we see that for 0 <t < T,

[(u™ 4+ (7))o < C’m?XHuNHQ < C, for p > 3, (4.36)
|A1 2[00 < C, for p > 12, (4.37)
|A2.2]oo < C, for p > 15. (4.38)
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Therefore, using (4.26)-(4.38) we see for k sufficiently small that
lle™!|] < Ck®, for u > 15. (4.39)
We now prove (4.34). We have

T4 < llpa |l + CEI[0Z 02| + CE| |02 As |
+CR|(u™ +u™ (7)) 2 |oo max [0 u™]]
+CE?[| A1 l1,00 max [|0pu™[|1 + Ck” max |[u™[]1]| Az]|1,00
+OR (141§ oo + 1142117 o) -

Therefore, by (4.19), (4.21), (4.27), (4.31), Proposition 3.2 and estimates like (4.36)-
(4.38) we obtain

|IT1]| < Ok, for pu > 16, (4.40)

We note, for future use, that (4.32) gives, in view of (4.23), (4.36)-(4.40) and (2.3),
for up > 16

klloge™ ] < CI|T1] + CkllA(e™ )] + Clle™ |
< Ck® + Cklle™! |1 + Ckle™ ||z |
< Ck® 4+ CE°(EN) 4+ CE® (K°N3/?).
Therefore, provided k = O(N~1), we have
k||02e™t| < CK°, if u> 16,k = O(N™1). (4.41)

For the estimates (4.39) and (4.41) we tracked, as an example, lower bounds of u so
that the constants involved are bounded. In the sequel we will just assume that p is
‘sufficiently large’. Sufficient lower bounds of p can always be retrieved if needed.

(iii) Asymptotic expansion of V™2, Determination of the coefficients By, Bs.
Using the Ansatz (4.15) we now evaluate the O(1) quantities By and Bz. From
(4.12) for ¢ = 2 it follows that

V2 =yl kb, (63 (L’l ha Vw))
” 2

kb
SEE P (VT VRV 4 Yn),). (442)

We insert the expression (4.15) in (4.42); in the left-hand side, we obtain

k(b1 + b2)? k(b1 + b2)? k*(by + bo)*
V2 =N + k(b +b2)uiv + ( 12 2) uftf + ( 16 2) ui\tft 7( 124 2) BfuN
+p3 + B1k® + Bok® + €™, (4.43)
where the Taylor remainder p3 satisfies
loslly < Ok max[6u] ;. (4.44)

Since in our case by + by = 1 — b; = —0.351, in the first step of the fully discrete
scheme 702 = k(b; + b)) will be negative. In addition, since by > 1, for n = M — 1
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71 will exceed T. Using the reversibility for t < 0 of the KdV it is easy to see
that u™ (¢) is defined for ¢t € [—k,0] and satisfies the semidiscrete equations (2.4) in
[—k,0]. Obviously we may also extend the well-posedness of (1.1) and the validity of
(2.4) up to t = T + k, as we have tacitly assumed in parts (i) and (ii) of the proof
already. Hence the error estimate (3.1) and the boundedness estimate (3.8) are valid
with the maximum taken over [—k,T + k| now. In the sequel we will accordingly not
specify the range of the subscripted max in formulas like (4.44) as such estimates are
obviously valid in the relevant intervals of ¢.

For the linear term in the right-hand side of (4.42) we have, in view of (4.14),
(4.15) and Taylor’s theorem

Vel 4 yn? kb k?
—kbo <3§ (%)) = 233 ( + k(201 + bo)uf + g(b% (b + b2)*)ufy

k3
+—(b? + (b1 + 52)3)Ui¥t + pa + Ak 4 Agk?

6
+B1k* + Bok' + €™ 4 €™?), (4.45)
in which
llpall; < CE* mgxllafuNllj- (4.46)

For the last term in the right-hand side of (4.42) we have

kbg kb2

=B by (Vv = B Ry (@Y 4 N ) ) N (),
+/€3 ((A1 + By) (N (7)) + ™ (72)))
+EY (A2 + Ba) (™ (r™1) +u™ (17%)))
+k% (A1 + By)(A1 + B)o +/€7((A1 + B1)(Az2 + Ba)),
+k%(Az + By)(A2 + Ba)o + B(e™, e™?)) (4.47)
where

B(e™!, e™?) = ((uN(T"’l) +uN () (e™! + 6"’2))m + k3 ((A1 + By)(e™! + e"’2))m
+k* (A2 + Ba)(e™' + e"’z))m + (™! 4 em?) (et 4 e™?),. (4.48)
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From (4.42), (4.43), (4.18), (4.45), (4.47) we have now
kQ(bl + b2)2uN +/€3(bl + b2)3 N k4(b1 + b2)4 Py

u™ + k(b1 + b2)uiv + 5 tt 6 Uy o t
k2b2 k3b3
+p3+Bll€3+ng4+€n2 = U +kb1ut + T tt + 6 i\tzt

kb
18%N+pr+w1+AM?+Aw4

% K2
263 ( + k(2by + bo)uy + ?(b% (b + b2)*)ug}

6
+B1k® + Bok* + ™! + e™?)

k3
+— (03 + (b1 + bo)>)ull, + pa + ALE® + Ank?

—2 Py (W) + a2 N () + u (7)),

+/€3 ((Al + Bl)(uN(Tn’l) + UN(T"’2)))
+/€4 ((Az + Bg)(uN(Tn’l) + UN(T"’2)))
+k%(A1 + B1)(A1 + B1)a
+k" ((A1 + B1)(A2 + Bs)),
+k®(Ag + B2)(As + Ba),
+B(6n’1, en,?)) ,
We now equate, as before, terms of the same power of £ in both sides of the above.
(For this purpose we will need to expand some u” (7™%) terms in the right hand-side
of (4.49) in Taylor series about ¢ = t™.) It is straightforward to see that we get
identities by equating the O(1),O(k), and O(k?) terms in both sides of (4.49). For
the identity of the O(k) terms we have to use (3.10) and for the one of the O(k?) ones
we need to differentiate both sides of (3.10) with respect to t. These identities hold
independently of the values of the b; as expected.
O(k3) terms:
From (4.49) we get

x

x

k3 k3 k3
F(bl + b2)3ui\tft + kBBl b uttt + kSAl - ZbQ(bl (bl + 52)2)5gug

My, (4.50)
where
Ay = Py ((UN(T”’l) +ul () (W () + “N(Tw))m‘o(lﬁ))

= k*Py ((b% (b1 +b2)*) (uNufy, +ullug)) + (201 + b2) Uz]e\:i) ‘
Therefore, from (4.50)

1
By = —(b?’ — (b1 +b2)*)ugy, + Ay — =ba(bT + (by + b2)?)Oduyy

1
4
—Zb2PN ((b (b1 +b2) )(U‘Nuttm + U utt + 2Ut utm)

—buul). (4.51)

(4.49)
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Using Leibniz’s rule for differentiation of products we have from (3.10)
N N N, N N, N _ N, N
upy = —Oqugy — Py (ugug + 2up ugy +uugy,).

Therefore in (4.51), using the facts that by = b, b3+b3+b3 = 0, from which b3 = —2b3,
we see after some algebra and using (4.27) that

By = —A,. (4.52)

O(k*) terms:
From (4.49), equating O(k*) terms, and using appropriate Taylor expansions, and
the fact that A; + B1 = 0, we obtain

1 b b
By = 5 (b1 — (b1 +02))0/u™ + Ag — T2 (07 + (b1 + b2)*)Ou}, — - As, (4.53)

where

1
A3 =Py (g(b? + (b1 + b2)3)(uN“i\tftz + “i\t[tuiv)

1
+§(b? + b3 (by + b2) + by (by + ba)?

+(b1 + 52)3)(UNU£¥I + ugui\;)) . (4.54)

Note that by differentiating (3.10) three times with respect to t and using Leibniz’s

rule for differentiation of the u™¥Nu2 term, we have

—8285’1/\’ = BfuN + Py (uNui\itt + 3u£vui\£t + 3ui¥uﬁ + uﬁtuiv) (4.55)
To simplify somewhat (4.53), using by + b2 + b3 = 1 and by = b3, i. e. 2by + by = 1,

we get

b2 3 3 b2

—(b bi+b ==
From (4.56), and (4.54), and replacing in (4.53) the term —@2ul), by the formula
(4.55) we see, after a number of algebraic computations using the facts that 2b; + by =
1,2b% + b3 = 0 that

b3 + biby + b3). (4.56)

b3 b3
By = Ay — 1—128;*uN + §2PN (uuly, + upyuly) . (4.57)

(iv) Estimation of e™?2.

Having determined the O(1) quantities By, Bs € Sy, we equate now the O(k°)
and higher-order terms in (4.49) in order to find an equation for the residual e™?2.
This yields (if we use the fact that A; + B; = 0)

kb
p3 + €™ =p +eh — 7233 (pa + (A2 + Bo)k* + €™ + €™?)

__PN ((UN(Tn’l) 4 uN(Tn,Q))(uN(Tn,l) + UN(Tn,Q))I o)

+I€4 ((AQ + BQ)(’U,N(Tn’l) + UN(Tn72))’O(k)>m + kS(AQ + BQ)(AQ —+ Bg)m>
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We recall that p1, ps, ps satisfy (4.19), (4.44), (4.46), respectively, and B(e™?!, e™?) is

given by (4.48). The terms denoted as - - - o) will include Taylor remainders of the
indicated order. We simplify the above equation to

kb kb kb
en,2 4 726?677,,2 _ FQ 4 en,l _ 7282671,1 _ TQPN(B(en,ljen,Q)), (458)
where
kb k°b
Fy=p1—p3— 723394 - TQZ)S(A? + Ba)
kbo N/ _n,1 N/ n2 N/ n,1 N(. n,2
gy <(u (T"7) +u (7)) (W (7) +ut (7 ))I}O(k“)
w0 (e + B )|
O(k)/ &

RS (A + Bo)(Az + Ba).) (4.59)

We shall prove below that for u sufficiently large there is a constant C', independent
of N and k, such that

1] < CHS. (4.60)

Assuming for the time being the validity of (4.60) and taking inner products in (4.58)
with e™?, we have, using (4.48), periodicity, and the fact that A; + By = 0, that

kb
e 22 = (P, e2) 4 (en, e2) — Z2(@en, en2)

2
B (@) a2 4 ) e?)

1

__ 7z (((AQ —|—B2)(6n’1 + 6”’2))95,6”’2)

11

= ((en,l 4 6"’2)(6"’1 4 6”’2)17671’2) ) (4.61)

117

For the term I above, for p sufficiently large, using integration by parts, and taking
into account (3.8), (2.3), (4.39), and the fact that kN = O(1), we obtain

1] < CE|[u® (™) + u® (72)|| 1o le™]][€™2]] + CRIJu™ (7™1) + 1™ (772)||1.00|[€™2| |2
FORU™ (7)) e e[
< Cklle™||||e™?|| + Cklle™?||* + Cklle]]|e™?]|
< Cklle™||lle™?[| + CkN |le™|||e™2[| + Ck|le™?||?
< CEP[|e™?]| + Ck||e™?||2. o)

To estimate II, note that by (4.31), (4.38), (4.57), and (3.8), for p sufficiently large,
we obtain ||A2 + Ba||1,c0 < C. Hence, using integration by parts, (4.39), (2.3), and
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taking p sufficiently large, and using the fact that kN = O(1), we have

(11| < Ck*|(Az + Ba)aloo ([le™H[[le™ 2] + [le™2]?)
+Ck|(Az + Ba)|oollep[][]e™?]]
< CK%||e™?|| + CK®||e™?|?. (4.63)

For the term IIT of (4.61), using integration by parts, (4.39), (2.3), and kN = O(1),
we see that

[T11] < Ckle™ oc e[l 2| + Ckle™ oc e
< Ok11N3/2||e"’2|| + Ok6N3/2||en,2||2
< CRP e ||+ CH2Jem . (4.64)

From (4.62)-(4.64) we conclude, for kN = O(1), u sufficiently large, that
|I 4+ 1T+ IT1| < CE||e™?|| + Ck|le™?|]2. (4.65)
Hence, by (4.61) and (4.65) we have, for kN = O(1), p sufficiently large

lle™ 1% < NIT2(llle™ || + [le™* [le™ 2] + Cklloge™ |l|le™]]
+CE||e™?|| + Ck|le™?| 2.

From (4.39), (4.41), (4.60), and the above, we conclude therefore, for kN = O(1), u
sufficiently large and k sufficiently small, that

lle™2|| < CkS. (4.66)

As done for e™1, it turns out that we will need in the sequel an optimal-order estimate
for k||@3e™2|| under no prohibitive stability assumptions. For this purpose, note that
(4.58) yields

kll0ge™ 2|l < C (IIT2| + [le™ ] + [le™ 2] + k[[0Ze™ ] + k[ B(e™!, e™2)[[) .(4.67)
Now, for p sufficiently large, we have from (4.48), using similar estimates as before,

k|[B(e™!, e™?)|| < Cklle™! + e™?||1 + Ck*||e™! + ™|
+Ck|6n’1 +en,2|ool|en,1 +€n’2||1-

Hence using (4.39), (4.66), (2.3), and kN = O(1) we see that
k||B(e™!, e™?)|| < CKP. (4.68)
It follows from (4.67), (4.60), (4.39), (4.66), (4.41), (4.68), that
E||03e™?|| < CkP. (4.69)

We finally establish (4.60). Using Taylor expansions to the required order, we have
for u sufficiently large

T2 < flpall + [lpsll + CEllOZpall + CE[|07(A2 + Bo)|
+CR(CK* max || |]) + Ck (1|42 + Ball100 - Chmax [[u |11
+Ck| Az + Ba|oo||(A2 + Ba)al| < CK,
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where we used (4.19), (4.44), (4.46), (4.31), (4.57) in conjunction with (3.8). Therefore
(4.60) holds.

(v) Final consistency step: Verify that (4.16) holds with ™3 satisfying [|e™3|| < CkS.
In this final step we let e™? € Sy be defined by (4.16), find a suitable equation

for e™3 (as we did for e™! and ¢™?) and prove that ||e™3|| < CkS. For this purpose

we substitute (4.16) in the equation for V™3 in (4.12) and prove that |[e™3|| < Ck®,

using the expansion (4.15) for V™2 and the estimates that we have for B;,e™?
Substituting V™3 from (4.16) in (4.12) and using (4.15) we get

kb
uN(thrl) + en,B — ’U,N(Tn’2) —|—B1]€3 + szél —|—6n’2 383( ( n,2) +uN(tn+1))

kb kb

—5 00" = ZROUBIK’ + Bok® + )

kb
B P (N (7)) N () N ),
+k3 ((UN(TH’Q) + UN(thrl))Bl)m + k4 ((’UJN(TH’Q) + UN(thrl))BQ)m
+k®B1 By, + k"(B1Ba)y + k¥(BaBay) + E(e™?, ™)), (4.70)

where

g(en,Qjen,B) _ ((’U,N(Tn’2) 4 uN(thrl))(en,Q 4 en,B))z 4 k3 (Bl(en,2 4 en,B))z
+k* (Bg(e"’2 + e"’3))m + (™2 + e™3)(e™? + e™3),. (4.71)

Using now Taylor expansions in the linear terms of (4.70) we have

2 3

k I
u™N 4 kul + 71@{ + Fugt + —84uN + ps +e™?

k k3 k4
= ’U,N =+ k(bl + bg)u (b1 + b2) utt F(bl + b2) uttt + — 5 b1 + b2)484u + pe

(
4
k2
+B1k® + Bok* + ™2 — 738§ <2uN + k(by + by + DulN + 7((bl +b9)% + Dul

k3 kbs

2

kb
~((by + by)? +1)ugt+p7) — 2293 — 383(B1k3+32k4+e"2)

_TPN (( ( n,2) + uN(tn+1))(uN(7_n,2) + uN(thrl))m

B (@ (72) + uN (@) By) |+ k(W (7?) + o () Bs)
+k°By By + k" (B1Ba)y + k¥(B2Bay) + E(e™2,e™?)) . (4.72)

Here the residuals ps, pg, pr € Sy satisfy

sl + llpsll < CK® max|[|o7u™]], [lprll; < Ck* max||gfu™|l;.  (4.73)

We equate now equal-power terms in (4.72). It is evident that the O(1) terms give
an identity. It is also straightforward to see that we get identities for the O(k) and
O(k?) terms, using the facts that by +bs+ b3 = 1,b1 = b3, and (3.10) and its temporal
derivative, respectively.

O(k3) terms:
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From (4.72), using (4.52), (4.27), and a Taylor expansion up to O(k?) terms in
the first nonlinear term in the right-hand side of (4.72), we see that we have to check
whether

1 b3 b3 bs
—upy, = _(bl +b2)?uff, — —upy, — =L Py (uful}) — = ((b1 + b)? + 1)3ufy
6 12 4 4
bs
—ZPN ((by +b2)% + 1) (uNully + upyul)) + (b1 + bo + 1)%uuy,) .(4.74)

Differentiating (3.10) twice with respect to ¢ and using Leibniz’s rule we get

—83utt = 83uN + Py (u uztt + 2ut umt + uftf N) .

If we insert this expression for —d3uly in the fourth term in the right-hand side of
(4.74) and use the facts that by = b3, by + b2 + b3 = 1, we may see after some algebra
that (4.74) holds.

O(k*) terms:

From (4.57), (4.31), (4.52), and Taylor expansions in the first and second nonlinear
terms in the right-hand side of (4.72) we see that we must verify whether

ﬂ84 N _ 24(b1+b2)484 N__b384 N %a?uN
b84( PO (up ugy) + 2Py (up ugy, + ufyugy) — Py (u Py (u Nui\{:))m))
2yl +uful) - 2 (b 4 02?4 152,
+b3—2bl< 0 u + 83PN( N ;Vt)>
b3

=2y (G0 + 00 4 DN+ )

1
5 (1 (01 4 ba) o+ (ba +D2)° + (br +b2)%) (u gy, + uiiuii))

b3

P,
+2 N(

bi

N, N ﬁ N N, N
12(“ Uppy)x + ( P (uy umt))z . (4.75)

4

Let L be the sum of the linear terms and N7 the sum of the nonlinear terms in the
right-hand side of (4.75). Then

L =y0uN + y205uy,, (4.76)
where
1 b3 bd b3 b3b3
B S SR R AL by +b 1)+ 228 477
71 24(1-1— 2) 12‘*’12772 12((1+ 2)® +1) + o1 ( )

Differentiating now (3.10) three times with respect to ¢ we obtain
—828,531/\[ = 3;1UN + PN(UN'UJiV)ttt-
Therefore (4.76) becomes

L= (m —72)0u" — 2Py (u™Nul ), (4.78)
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and we see that L has now acquired a nonlinear term as a result of eliminating 93u,.
Taking into account that b; = b3, bs = 1 — 2b; we see after some algebra that

1

e (4.79)

Y1 — Y2 =

Using (4.79) and (4.78) we may check that the d}u” terms in the two sides of (4.75)
match. Hence, in order to show that (4.75) holds, in view of (4.78) we have to check
that

N1 — 2Py (uNul )iy = 0, (4.80)

where we recall that Ny is the sum of the original nonlinear terms in the right-hand
side of (4.75). It holds that

N1 — 2Py (uNud ) = PnG, (4.81)
where
3(uN N bi NN N, N b% N NN
g= 8 > (uy )"‘Z( Upyy + Ugp Ugy) — 3 ( P (uy zt))m
b3 b3bs
+= 3 (“iv i\;t +utt zt) + —83( v ivt)
_ bs
12 —((b1 + b2) )(U’Nuxttt + utttu]zv)
b
—§3 (1 + (by +b2) + (b1 + b2)2 + (b1 + 52)3) (u iv Uy + ui\tf ivt)
b3b b3b
+2—43( uNup,)e + 1T3 (uN Py (uuy)) = yo(u™Nul )ee.

Since by = b3 we see that the strange terms 92 (u¥ up;) and (u™ Py (uful})) = cancel,

and we are left with (after some algebra and the application of Leibniz’s rule)

g=n (uNuzttt + Utttu ) + 74(ut ztt + ui\t[ugjcvt)v (4.82)
where
b b b3
7s = =5 (b +02)° + 1)+ 2
b4 b3 b3 9 3
Yo = Z+§ -3 (14 (b1 +b2) + (b1 +b2)* + (b1 +b2)°) — 372

From (4.77) we see that
v3 = 0. (4.83)

Finally, after some algebra and using the facts by = b3, b1 + b2 + b3 = 1 and that
x = by satisfies the cubic equation #® — 222 + 2 — 1/6 = 0, we see that

Y2 =0. (4.84)

Hence, (4.83) and (4.84) yield that G = 0 in (4.82) and therefore, in view of (4.81),
(4.80) holds. We conclude that (4.75) is valid.
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We now embark upon finding an equation for e™3 from the remaining terms in
(4.72). We recall that we have used Taylor expansions in the first two terms of the
nonlinear —%PN(- -+ ) term in the right-hand side of (4.72) and we have now to put
in the residuals. In this way (4.72) yields

kb kb k5 b
e = —ps 4 pe + e — 3 =93 py 3 —293em3 — 3 ———02B,
kb kb
23 d2em? — 3PN (ps + K (pQBl)m + k! ((UN(Tn’2) +uMN (") By),
+k%B1 By, + k7 (Ble)w + k¥(BaBag) + E(e™?,e™?)) (4.85)

where, using (3.8), we see that

llps|| < CRHu™ (72) + u™ (") oo max |07 || < CK*, (4.86)
for u sufficiently large. Similarly

[lpol| < Ckmax||d;u™||1 < Ck. (4.87)

Therefore, (4.85) gives

kbs kbg kb3

e 4 =S 0ge™? =Ty et = ZE0pem = ZEPyE(en? ™), (4.88)
where
I's = —ps5 + ps — kb333 pr— @5332
—@PN (ps + K> (poB1)x + k* (W™ (77%) + u™ (t"1))By) |
+k6‘BlBlm + k"(B1Ba2)s + k®(B2Bay,)) . (4.89)

We will prove below that for p sufficiently large there is a constant C, independent
of k and IV, such that

ITs]| < CK. (4.90)

Assuming (4.90) for the time being and taking L? inner products with e™?® € Sy in
(4.88) we see, using integration by parts, that, in view of (4.71),

eI = (g, %) + (72, e7) — B2 302, %)
B (@ + N+ ), o)
;
T o L (N EE )
II III
B (2 g ey (en g e, ) (4.91)
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We estimate first the terms I-IV in (4.91). By integration by parts, using (4.66) and
(2.3), taking u sufficiently large, and using our hypothesis that kN = O(1), we obtain

[I| < CES|[e™3|]| + Cklle™3||?. (4.92)

Now, by integrating by parts, using (4.52), (4.37), (4.66), (2.3), and taking u suffi-
ciently large, we see, in view of our hypothesis kN = O(1), that

|11 < CE®|[e™?]| + Ck*||e™3| % (4.93)

By integration by parts, (4.57), (4.58), (4.66), (2.3), and the fact that kN = O(1), we
have for p sufficiently large,

[ITI] < CE||e™3|| + CK||e"?||?. (4.94)
Finally, using integration by parts, (4.66), (2.3), and the fact that kN = O(1), we get
[IV| < CE®||e™3|| + CE*P||e™3| 2. (4.95)
From (4.90)-(4.95) we conclude for p sufficiently large and k = O(N~1!) that
le™?[1* < CR2e™ || + lle™2|llle™ ]| + Cklloge™?[[[[e™?[| + Chlle™?||*.

Therefore, using (4.66) and (4.69), for p sufficiently large, and the fact that k =
O(N~1), and taking k sufficiently small, we finally obtain

[le™?| < Ck?, (4.96)

To conclude the proof we have to check (4.90). This is not hard to verify, in view of
(4.89), (4.73), (4.31), (4.57), (4.86), (4.87), (4.52), (3.8), assuming as usual that y is
sufficiently large. Therefore, by (4.96) and (4.16) the proof of Proposition 4.4 is now
complete. a

5. Error estimate for the fully discrete scheme. In this section we will con-
sider again the fully discrete scheme given by (4.9) or (4.11) and corresponding to the
temporal discretization of (2.4) by the general IMR-based, s—stage RK-composition
method given by (4.4) or (4.5), and prove, under certain conditions on the discretiza-
tion parameters and provided the solution of (1.1) belongs to H* for u sufficiently
large, that it has a unique solution U™ satisfying the L? error estimate

max [|U" —u(t")]| < C (k* + Nl_“) ,
0<n<M
where « is a positive integer, and the local temporal error, defined by an analogous
formula to (4.13), will be assumed to be of O(k“*1) in L2. (In section 4.4 we considered
the special case corresponding to s = 3 and constants b; given by (4.6) and proved that
for that scheme a was equal to 4 provided p was sufficiently large and kN = O(1).)

We first establish notation and present a summary of the main steps of the proof.
For convenience in referencing we rewrite here the scheme (4.11). We seek Y™ 0 <
i1 <s,and U™, 0<n<M,in Sy, such that for 0 <n< M —1

Y’n,,O — []n7
Yn,i Yn,ifl
%) , 1<i<s,

Uttt =yme, (5.1)

Yn,i — Yn,ifl 4 ksz <
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and
UO = PNUO.

(Recall that for v € Sy, F(v) = —vz2s — PN f(v)s, where f(v) =v%/2.) As in section
4.4 we define the local temporal error of the scheme (5.1) in terms of the semidiscrete
approximation uV. For this purpose we write for 0 <n < M V" = «™V(t") and define
Vrig Syfor0<i<s,0<n<M-—1,by

vyl =yr (5.2)
Vn,i + Vn,ifl

Vil = Vel kR < 5

), 1<i<s,

and the local temporal error " € Sy, 0 <n < M — 1, as
0" = Vit — v = N () — Vs, (5.3)

(We use the same notation for V™, V¢ " as in Section 4.4 as no confusion will arise.)
For the local error we will assume that

max ||6"] < Ck~TL (5.4)
0<n<M—1

We let €* = V" — U™ = uN(#") — U™. Our aim will be to prove that max, ||e"|| =
O(k%), which, together with (3.1), will give the desired error estimate

n __ n < a 1—p .
pnax, [[U" —u(™)|| < C (k* + N'7*)

We also let e™? = V™ — y™i 1 < < s, and note, in view of (5.3), (5.1), that
6n+1 — VnJrl _ Un+1 — en 4 Vn,s _ Yn,s — 971 4 en,s

Obviously, cf. section 4.3, the Y™ and V™ exist and satisfy for all n and 1 <i < s
the L? conservation laws

Iy E=lom =11l
Vel =1Vl = [lu® @) = [[u™ (0)]] (5.5)

In order to bound the ¢™% and €" in L2, the L? bounds of V™ in (5.5) are not
enough. So we first establish in Lemma 5.1 a bound for ||V"™?||; o uniformly in n and
i. The proof of Lemma 5.3 follows easily; in it we show that max,, ||¢"|| < Ck® after
establishing estimates of the form

max [[e"]] < (1+ Ck)|le"|.

Finally, in Theorem 5.4, we prove the uniqueness of the fully discrete approximations
U™, Y™" and the final error estimate

max ||U" — u(t™)|| < C (k* + N'7#).

LEMMA 5.1. Let V™' be defined by (5.2). Suppose that u is sufficiently large, k
is sufficiently small, and that k = O(N~'/2). Then

max ||V o < C. (5.6)
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Remark 5.2. Here and in the sequel we let 7% = t"+k(by+bo+---+b;),1 < i < s,
so that 7% = t"*1. Since some of the b; may be negative, and some 7% may exceed
t"+1 as was remarked in the course of the proof of Proposition 4.4, it may be necessary
to extend the well-posedness of (1.1) and the validity of (2.4) in temporal intervals
of the form [—l1k,T + lok] for small nonnegative integers l1,l2. In such temporal
intervals the bounds in (3.1) and (3.8) obviously hold.

Proof. We break the proof in three steps for ease in reading it.

(i) First prove that max,, ||[V™!]|; « < C.
We will show that V™! is close to u¥(7™1), specifically to O(k®) in L2, and then
use (2.3) and (3.8) to prove the desired bound. For this purpose we first need the
following consistency result for one step of length kb; for the IMR scheme, which is
easily established. As before, we denote the values of u” and its derivatives at t"
simply by u?,ul¥, etc.

Define (™! € Sy by the equation

N(-n,1 N
uN (") = N 4 kb F (—“ S 2) ru ) +¢m, (5.7)

Then, as expected, we have, for u sufficiently large,

max [|¢"| < CK3. (5.8)

To see this, in our setting, we write

¢ = Wi — Wy, (5.9)
where
o =) = S ) ),
W = by Py (f(uN(T"’l)); a (CRIER (uN(T"’;) +uN)m> |
By Taylor’s theorem and (3.8) we get for u sufficiently large
[lwi'l] < Ck° max ||0ju™|| < CK. (5.10)
To estimate wy we write
wy = kb (p" — ™), (5.11)
where
w_m«ﬂﬂvm%+ﬂwn» M_H«fcﬂﬂ?+W)>.

For p™ note that by (2.4)
1
P = -3 (’U,iv(Tnl) + u,{v) - =93 (uN(T"’l) + uN) .

Hence, by Taylor’s theorem, putting s™ = 1(t" + 7!) we get

o= —ul (") — BN (") + 7, (5.12)
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where, for u sufficiently large, by (3.8)
17" < Ck?. (5.13)

To estimate o™, let n™! = % (uN(T"’l) + uN) — ulV(s™1) so that, for p sufficiently
large and by (3.8)

™l < CE. (5.14)
Therefore for o™ we have
0" = = Py (FN (") + 1))
= Py (f(u™ (5™ ))a + F(" Yo + (W (5™ 1), 0™ 1))

i.e.
o" =Py (f(uMN(s™"))) + 5", (5.15)

where, by (5.14), Sobolev’s theorem, and (3.8), for p sufficiently large,
o™ < Ck>. (5.16)

Therefore, by (5.11), (5.12), (5.15) and (3.10) we get
wy = kby (—uf (s™1) = 83u™ (s™) = Py (f(u™ (s™1))2) + 7" —3")
= kbi(p" — "),
and by (5.13) and (5.16)
lws |l < CK?,
which yields (5.8), in view of (5.9) and (5.10).

We now proceed to bound V™! in the || - ||1,00 norm. By (5.2) for i = 1 and (5.7),
(since V" = uV), we obtain

n,1 N N (-n,1 N
Vn’l—uN(Tn’l):kbl (F(V 2—|—’U, )_F(U (T 2)+U ))_Cn,l-

Therefore, by integration by parts we see that
. N Vn,l + ’LLN UN 7_n,l 4 UN " "
R e e B e A )
— (Mt vt — N (L)) (5.17)

Now, by integration by parts, and (3.8), for u sufficiently large, we see that

(f (M) _ f (M) ,V"’l _ uN(T”’1)>‘

B ’U,N(Tn’l) +uN Vn,l _uN(TnJ) ’U,N(Tn’l) +uN
| () (),
Vn,l —’U,N(Tn’l))‘

(e (] i)

< Ol () + 0 [ IV = ()2
e[ G [
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We conclude by (5.17), and (5.8), for k sufficiently small, that
[Vl — N (7| < Ck3. (5.18)
Therefore, by the above, (2.3), and (3.8), for p sufficiently large, we get

IV < IV =0 )+ [0 (77

using the mesh condition k = O (N~1/2).

(ii) Prove now that max,, ||V™?||1, < C.
We will follow the same general plan as in (i). We let (™2 be the local temporal error
of the scheme during the substep 7' — 772, i. e. define it by the equation

ul (72) = N (7)) + kb F (”N(Tw) ;r ”N(TM)) +¢mM2 (5.20)

Then, we may prove as in (i), mutatis mutandis that

max [|¢"?]| < Ck3. (5.21)

By (5.2) for i = 2 and (5.20) we have

Vn,2 _ uN(Tn,Q) _ Vn,l _ ’U,N(Tn’l)
+kb P Vn,2 + Vn,l g uN(Tn,2) + uN(Tn,l)
2 2 2
-2 (5.22)

In order to simplify a bit the algebra we define x; € Sy,1 <j <4, as

X1 = Vn,2 _ UN(Tn’2), X2 = Vn,l _ ’U,N(Tn’l),

Vn,Q 4 Vn,l uN(Tn,2) + UN(Tn’l)
WE Ty e ; |

Then, (5.22) is written as

X1 — X2 = kba (F (x3) — F (xa)) — ¢™2

Take L? inner products in the above with XFX2 noting that X3X2 = y3 — x4 and
using integration by parts, and get

(Ihall® = llxal?) = kbs (f (m%) _f(m’%)

— (<n,27 X1 ;’X?) (523>

Now, by integration by parts and (3.8), for p sufficiently large, we see that

() mroon g2 )= (457)), 5))

< Cllxall.oollx1 +x2I1?
< Cllxa + xel%, (5.24)

N~
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and (5.21), (5.23), (5.24) yield

(bl = 1hx2l) < Cr(ball + lxalD* + CR L (hall + lxell)

N =

Iall = Iell < Cr(xall + [Ix2l) + CF,

from which, if we recall the definition of x; and a2, it follows for k sufficiently small,
that

V2 —u ()| < OVt =N ()| + CF.
Therefore, by (5.18)
V2 — N (72| < CK?, (5.25)

from which, as in the derivation of (5.19), we get, for u sufficiently large, since k =
O(N~1/2), that

V™21 < C.

Hence, the proof of (ii) is complete.

(iii) Prove that [|[V™|]1 o < C,3 <14 < s.
The bounds |[V™¢ — uN (7%)|| < Ck? implying that ||[V™[|1 . < C,3 <i < s, are
obtained entirely analogously, as in step (ii) above, and their proof is omitted. We
conclude that (5.6) holds. 0

LEMMA 5.3. Let € = V™ — U™, where V" = u®, and U™ is the fully discrete
approzimation, defined by (5.1). We assume the smoothness of u and the mesh condi-

tion stated in Lemma 5.1 and we suppose that the temporal local error estimate (5.4)
holds. Then

max ||e"|| < Ck“. (5.26)

Proof. We use throughout the notation introduced in the beginning of the section.
We first estimate ¢! = V™! — Y™ in terms of €". Since

Vn,l v Yn’l Un
ot (i (L) p (L))

n,1 n n,1 n n,1 n
el e —kb (F u _F vtV _ € Fe )
2 2 2

€n,1+én
2

we have

Taking L? inner products in this equation with
parts

1 n,l n n,l n n,1l n n,l n
5(||€n,1||2_||6n||2):_kbl <f<V +V _6 + € > —f<V —|—V ) ,6 +e€ )

we obtain, by integration by

2 2 2 2
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Therefore, using integration by parts again, we get
e H1* = 1le" [ < CRIIV™T + V{100 le™! + €%,
from which, taking into account (5.6) and (3.8) , it follows that
€™M = lle™ |l < Ck (lle™ ] + lle™]1) ,
for all n. Hence, for k sufficiently small, for all n it holds that
e < (1 + Ck)lle"]. (5.27)
We get similarly that

max |[™]] < (1 + Ck)||€"]]. (5.28)

This may be seen as follows: Since in view of (5.6), as previously, there holds that
le2]] =™ || < Ck (le™2|| + lle™]]) .

we obtain by (5.27) that |[e™?|| < (1 + Ck)||€"||. The general case (5.28) follows
inductively.

Recall by (5.1) and (5.3) that e"t! = yntl — pgntl — yntl _yns — yns
Y™ 4+ 6" = ™ + 0. Therefore, by (5.28), for all n we have

1" < (1 + Ck)|le"]] + 116",
from which, by the discrete Gronwall inequality, since € = 0, and the hypothesis
(5.4), we conclude that (5.26) holds. O
We now state and prove the main error estimate for our fully discrete method.

THEOREM 5.4. Suppose that p is sufficiently large, that (5.4) holds for some o > 1
and suppose that kN is sufficiently small. Then the fully discrete scheme (5.1) has
for all n a unique solution U™ such that

max ||[U™ — u(t")|| < C(E* + N'7H). (5.29)
Proof. Let U™ be a solution of (5.1). Then
10" —u@)I| < U™ =™ @)+ [ () = u(t™)]] = [l ]] + [Ju® (@) = u@™)]l,

and (5.29) follows from (5.27) and (3.1).

In order to prove the uniqueness of U™ we have to verify the hypotheses of Lemma
4.3. Note that it follows from (5.26), (3.8), (2.3), and our mesh condition that for all
Ny U™ oo < €% 00 + [N oo < CE*NY/2 4+ C < Ry, for some constant R;, independent
of k, N. In addition, for all i and n, by (2.3), (5.6), (5.28), (5.26), and our mesh
condition, we see that

|Yn,i|00 < |€n,i|oo + |Vn,z|00 < CN1/2||en,i|| +C
< ONY2?||e"|| + C < CNY2k® 4+ C < Ry,
for some constant R independent of k and N. If R is taken as max(R;, Rs) by

Lemma 4.3 we have uniqueness of U™ = Y"™° if kN is sufficiently small as we have
assumed. 0
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Remark 5.5. Since the fully discrete scheme (5.1) is written as a sequence of IMR
steps, its implementation is quite straightforward, as the attendant nonlinear systems
are decoupled and may each be solved by an iterative scheme.

Indeed, suppose that, for some n and 5 > 1 Y™ ! is known. Then if Z* =
% (Y"’ifl + Y”’i) it follows that Z* € Sy satisfies

kb;

7% — Yn,i—l
+ 2

F(Z%). (5.30)

Suppose that the hypotheses of Theorem 5.4 hold. Then Z* is unique, and if it is
known, Y™ may be computed as Y™ = 22% — Y™i~1,
In order to approximate Z*, consider the following simple iterative scheme. For
vr=20,1,2,..., seek Z, € Sy, such that
ZO — }/n,ifl7
kb; - kb;
<I T 35’) e

5[ (Z)e v =012, (5.31)

Given Z,, Z,41 satisfies a linear system of equations. The associated homogeneous
system clearly has only the trivial solution; hence Z,;1 is uniquely defined and its
Fourier coefficients may be readily computed.

In order to prove the convergence of this scheme, substract the equation defining
Zy41 in (5.31) from (5.30) and get

<1 n %a) (2"~ Za) = =2 (12"~ (Z)).

Taking the L? inner product of both sides of this equation with Z* — Z, | we see by
periodicity that

||Z _ZV+1||2:_7 (f(Z )z_f(Zu)va _Zl/+1)a

which implies, in view of (2.3) and the definition of f, that
* CO * *
127 = Zuall < FI6ilkN|Z" = Zysa|oo]| 27 = Zo |- (5.32)

Let, for all n and i, Y| < R. (From the last part of the proof of Theorem 5.4 we
infer that such a constant R exists and is independent of k and N.) Then it follows
that |Z*|o < R.

We will prove now that for v =0,1,2,...

|Z0]cc < R+ 1. (5.33)
Obviously, (5.33) holds for v = 0. Let now v* > 0 be the maximal integer for which
|Zy|oo <R+ 1, for 0 <v <v*. (5.34)

Then, letting T' = <2k|b;| N (R+ 1) and assuming that kN is sufficiently small so that
I' < 1, we have from (5.32) for 0 < v < v*

|27 = Zunll <T(Z7 = 2,11,
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and therefore
|| Z* — Z, 1| STV Z* = Zo|], 0<v <vh (5.35)
Now, by (2.3)
|Zusiloe S1Z% = Zysaloe + 1200 < CoNY2||Z* = Zyia]| + R.
Hence, using (5.35) we have
|Zyi1]oe < CoNY2TVHY |25 — Zo|| + R, 0 < v < v, (5.36)

Now, employing the notation introduced in the beginning of the section, we have by
the triangle inequality

12" = Zoll

1 3 L — n,i— 1 n,i n,i—
Hi(yn,z_i_yn,z 1)_Y ,i—1 :§||Y s _Y s 1||

IN

1 _ _ . .
5 (el 4+ =4+ [V — ¥ ()|
2

HIVE =l ()| 4 [u™ (7)) = uN ()
<Ck™ + K + k),

where, in the last inequality, we was made of (5.28), (5.26), (5.18), (5.25), the remark
in (iii) of Lemma 5.1, Taylor’s theorem, and (3.8) for u sufficiently large. Therefore,
for some constant C7, independent of £ and IV, we have

12* - Zo|| < Cik. (5.37)

We conclude by (5.36) and (5.37), in view of our hypothesis on kN, that k may be
chosen sufficiently small so that for 0 < v < v* it holds that |Z,11]e0c < R+ 1/2.
Therefore, v* was not maximal in (5.34), and we may continue the argument for all
v. Hence (5.35) holds for all v and gives that Z, converges to Z* as v — oo; from
(5.35) and (5.37) we have the estimate ||Z, — Z*|| < CT"k,v > 0. Therefore, for
v = O(abs(log k)) we may bound ||Z* — Z,|| by a constant times a sufficiently large
power of k. We will not analyze here the stability of the overall time-marching scheme.

6. Conclusions and extensions. In this paper we analyzed a high-order accu-
rate fully discrete scheme for the periodic ivp for the KdV equation. The problem was
discretized in space by the standard Fourier-Galerkin spectral method. For the tem-
poral discretization we used a diagonally implicit Runge-Kutta scheme of composition
type with s stages, cf. [24, 13], effected by s steps of the IMR method. This type
of schemes are not A-stable but they are symplectic; hence they are unconditionally
L?—conservative for the periodic ivp and semidiscretization at hand. They are also
easy to implement. We proved that the local temporal error of the scheme with s = 3
stages applied to the semidiscrete equations is of O(k®) in L2, where k is the time
step, under the hypothesis that that the solution of the periodic ivp belongs to the
periodic Sobolev space H* for y sufficiently large and that & = O(N~1), where N
is the order of the trigonometric polynomials used in the semidiscretization. We also
proved that if kN is sufficiently small the fully discrete scheme has a unique solution
and satisfies an L? error estimate of O(k“ + N17#), provided the local temporal error
is of O(k“*1) in L? and if p is sufficiently large. So, for the particular scheme with
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s = 3 stages (first used in computations for solving the KdV in [9]), the resulting
error estimate is of O(k* + N17#).

The Runge-Kutta scheme considered in this paper may be used to discretize in the
temporal variable other conservative ivp’s for pde’s that model one-way propagation of
nonlinear dispersive waves. For example, in [11] the three-stage, fourth-order accurate
scheme, coupled with a spectral discretization in space, was used for approximating
the solution of the periodic ivp for the generalized Benjamin equation. This nonlinear
pde, introduced in [8] as a generalization of the KdV, the Benjamin-Ono, and the
Benjamin equation, is of the form

us — Lug + f(u)z =0, (6.1)

where L is the linear, nonlocal, pseudodifferential operator with Fourier symbol

Lu(&) = UET(E) = (BleP™ —~I¢PMa(E), €€ R,

where m > 11is an integer, 0 < r < m,vy > 0,4 > 0, u(£) denotes the Fourier transform
of u at £, and the nonlinear term f is given by

e

f(u): q_'_—lu

with ¢ > 1 integer. The Cauchy problem for (6.1) has been shown to be locally
well-posed in H*(R) for s > 1, see e. g. [17], and globally well-posed if ¢ = 2 or 3.
The equation possesses solitary-wave solutions, cf. [8]; the numerical study in [11]
was focused on describing their generation, interactions, and stability. In the case of
the periodic ivp for (6.1), the standard Fourier-Galerkin semidiscrete approximation
u™ may be shown to possess an L?—error estimate of the form |ju — u™N|| < CN1=#
if ue H* > 5/2, and satisfy (3.8) if u is sufficiently large. If we define now, for
v € Sy, F(v) = Luy, — Py f(v)g, so that (F(v),v) = 0 for v € Sy, it may be seen
that the proof of existence of solutions and of the L?—conservation property of the
fully discrete scheme proceeds as in section 4.3. The study of the local temporal
error of the scheme with s = 3 stages may be done along the lines of Proposition 4.4.
An analog of Theorem 5.4 holds as well. It may be proved that the solution of the
s—stage, fully discrete scheme is unique and satisfies (5.29) mutatis mutandis, under
the assumptions that the solution of the periodic ivp is sufficiently smooth, and that
kN is sufficiently small if ¢ = 1,2 or 3, and EN'T s sufficiently small if ¢ > 4.
The general plan of the proof is that of Theorem 5.4 but, as expected, considerable
technical complications enter the picture due the generalized nonlinear term.
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