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Abstract
We consider the Cauchy problem for a second-order nonlinear evolution equation

in a Hilbert space. This equation represents the abstract generalization of the
Ball integro-differential equation. The general nonlinear case with respect to terms
of the equation which include a square of a norm of a gradient is considered. A
three-layer semi-discrete scheme is proposed in order to find an approximate solution.
In this scheme, the approximation of nonlinear terms that are dependent on the
gradient is carried out by using an integral mean. We show that the solution of the
nonlinear discrete problem and its corresponding difference analogue of a first-order
derivative is uniformly bounded. For the solution of the corresponding linear discrete
problem, it is obtained high-order a priori estimates by using two-variable Chebyshev
polynomials. Based on these estimates we prove the stability of the nonlinear discrete
problem. For smooth solutions, we provide error estimates for the approximate
solution. An iteration method is applied in order to find an approximate solution
for each temporal step. The convergence of the iteration process is proved.

Keywords and phrases: Cauchy problem, Three–layer semi–discrete scheme, Nonlinear integro-
differential equation, Stability and convergence, Abstract analogue of beam equation, Chebyshev
polynomials.
MSC 2010: 46N40, 65J08, 65M06, 65M12, 65M22, 74H15, 74K10.

Introduction
In the present work, we consider the Cauchy problem in the Hilbert space for a nonlinear second-
order abstract differential equation. Coefficients in the main part of the equation are self-adjoint
positively defined, in general, unbounded operators. Our goal is to find an approximate solution
to this problem. To do so, we apply a three-layer symmetrical semi-discrete scheme. In this
scheme, nonlinear terms are approximated by using integral mean.

The considered equation represents an abstract generalization of J. M. Ball beam equation
(see [6]). J. M. Ball has generalized Kirchhoff type nonlinear equation for beam, that was obtained
by S. Woinowsky-Krieger (see [37]), by introducing damping terms, in order to account for the
effect of external and internal damping.

Investigation of the topics related to the classic Kirchhoff equation started with Bernstein’s
well-known paper (see [7]). In this paper existence and uniqueness issues for local as well as
global solutions of initial-boundary value problem for the Kirchhoff string equation is studied.
The issues of solvability of the classical and generalized Kirchhoff equations were later considered
by many authors: A. Arosio, S. Panizzi [1], L. Berselli, R. Manfrin [8], P. D’Ancona, S. Spagnolo
[12], [13], R. Manfrin [22], L. A. Medeiros [24], M. Matos [23], K. Nishihara [25], S. Panizzi
[26]. In the works [1], [12], [13], [22] and [25] issues of well-posedness and global solvability
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are thoroughly studied for a generalized Kirchhoff equation. In [26] the existence of a global
solution with low regularity is studied for Kirchhoff-type equations. An abstract analogue of
the Kirchhoff-type beam equation is considered in the work by L. A. Medeiros [24], where the
existence and uniqueness theorem for the regular solution of the Cauchy problem is proved. The
same abstract nonlinear equation, strengthened by the first derivative with respect to time, is
discussed in the work by P. Biler and E. H. de Brito (see [9], [14]), where most attention is paid
to study of the behaviour of Cauchy problem. We should note that participation of the square of
the main operator in the linear part of this equation essentially helps to obtain the necessary a
priori estimates.

The following works are dedicated to approximate solutions of initial-boundary value problems
for classical and generalized Kirchhoff equations: A. I. Christie, J. Sanz-Serna [11], T. Geveci, I.
Christie [15], I.-S. Liu, M.A. Rincon [21], J. Peradze [27], J. Rogava, M. Tsiklauri [33], [32] and in
[36]. An algorithm of approximate solution for the dynamic beam equation is studied in [15]. This
algorithm represents a combination of the Galerkin method for spatial coordinates and the finite
difference method for the time coordinate. The same combination of the methods is investigated
for the classic Kirchhoff equation in [27]. Design of algorithms for finding numerical solutions
and their investigations for initial-boundary value problems of some classes integro-differential
equations are considered in the book of T. Jangveladze, Z. Kiguradze and B. Neta [16].

As it was mentioned before J. M. Ball - generalized the Kirchhoff beam equation by introducing
damping terms, to account for the effect of external and internal damping. For an approximate
solution of the initial-boundary problem of this equation, S. M. Choo and S. K. Chung proposed
the finite difference method (see [10]). In this work stability and convergence of the approximate
solution is investigated.

As far as we know, issues of approximate solution of abstract analogue of Kirchhoff-type
equation for a beam are less studied. In the present paper, investigations of stability and
convergence of the designed semi-discrete scheme for second-order (complete kind) nonlinear
operator differential equation that represents the abstract analogue of a model of J. M. Ball for
the beam is based on two facts: (a) (uk − uk−1) /τ and B1/2uk are uniformly bounded (uk is
an approximate solution, and τ is time step; linear operator B is included in the main part of
the equation); (b) For the solution of the corresponding linear problem an a priori estimation
is obtained where on the left-hand side power s and on the right-hand side power s− 1 of the
operator B is included. These facts give the possibility to weaken the nonlinear terms in the
given nonlinear equation so much that, to make it possible to apply Grönwall’s lemma. Besides,
it is not required to impose any essential restriction for the temporal step τ .

1 Statement of the problem and semi-discrete scheme
Let us consider the following Cauchy problem in Hilbert space H:

d2u

dt2
+ a1B

du

dt
+ a2Bu+ ψ1

(∥∥A1/2u
∥∥2
)
Au

+ d

dt

(
ψ2

(∥∥A1/2u
∥∥2
))

Au+ ψ3
(
‖u‖2

)
u

+ Cu+N
du

dt
+M (u) = f(t), t ∈]0, t], (1.1)

u (0) = ϕ0, u′ (t) |t=0 = ϕ1 (1.2)

where A and B are self-adjoint, positively defined (generally unbounded) operators with the
domains D (A) and D (B) which are everywhere dense in H, besides, the following conditions
are fulfilled

‖Au‖2 ≤ b20 (Bu, u) , ∀u ∈ D(B) ⊂ D (A) , b0 = const > 0, (1.3)
where by ‖ · ‖ and (·, ·) are defined correspondingly the norm and scalar product in H; ψ1(s),
ψ2(s) and ψ3(s), s ∈ [0,+∞[ are twice continuously differentiable nonnegative functions, besides
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ψ2(s) is increasing function; C is linear operator, which satisfies the following condition

‖Cu‖ ≤ a0 ‖Au‖ , ∀u ∈ D(A) ⊂ D(C), a0 = const > 0; (1.4)

N is linear bounded operator; nonlinear operator M(·) satisfies Lipschitz condition; a1 and a2 are
positive constants ϕ0 and ϕ1 are given vectors from H; u (t) is a twice continuously differentiable,
unknown function with values in H and f (t) is given continuous function with values in H.

As in the linear case (see S. G. Krein [19]) vector function u (t) with values inH, defined on the
interval

[
0, t
]
is called a solution of the problem (1.1)-(1.2) if it satisfies the following conditions:

(a) u (t) is twice continuously differentiable in the interval
[
0, t
]
; (b) u (t) , u′ (t) ∈ D (B) for any

t from
[
0, t
]
and Bu (t) and Bu′ (t) are continuous functions; (c) u (t) satisfies equation (1.1) on

the
[
0, t
]
interval and the initial condition (1.2). Here continuity and differentiability is meant

by metric H.
Equation (1.1) is an abstract analogue of the following equation

∂2u

∂t2
+ a1

∂4

∂x4

(
∂u

∂t

)
+ a2

∂4u

∂x4 −

α+ β

l∫
0

[∂ξu (ξ, t)]2 dξ

 ∂2u

∂x2

− γ ∂
∂t

 l∫
0

[∂ξu (ξ, t)]2 dξ

 ∂2u

∂x2 + δ
∂u

∂t
= f(t), (x, t) ∈]0, l[×]0, t] , (1.5)

where a1, a2, β and γ are positive and α , δ any constants.
At the first time, equation (1.5) was considered by J. M. Ball in [6]. In this paper, J. M. Ball

investigated the existence, uniqueness and asymptotic behaviour of the solution of equation (1.5)
using the topological method.

We look for an approximate solution of the problem (1.1)-(1.2) using the following semi-
discrete scheme

uk+1 − 2uk + uk−1

τ2 + a1B
uk+1 − uk−1

2τ + a2B
uk+1 + uk−1

2
+a1,kA

uk+1 + uk−1

2 + dkA
uk+1 + uk−1

2 + a3,k
uk+1 + uk−1

2

+ Cuk +N
uk+1 − uk−1

2τ +M (uk) = fk, (1.6)

where fk = f (tk), k = 1, . . . , n− 1, tk = kτ , τ = t/n (n > 1),

a1,k = ψ̃1 (γk−1, γk+1) , γk =
∥∥A1/2uk

∥∥2
,

dk = ψ2(γk+1)− ψ2(γk−1)
2τ , a3,k = ψ̃3

(
‖uk−1‖2 , ‖uk+1‖2

)
,

and where function ψ̃1(a, b) (analogously of ψ̃3(a, b)) is defined using the following formula

ψ̃1(a, b) = 1
b− a

b∫
a

ψ1(s)ds. (1.7)

It is clear that if interval b− a is small enough, then (1.7) formula gives good approximation
of ψ1(s) function at s = (a+ b)/2.

In (1.6), nonlinear terms are approximated using integral mean. This approach first was used
in [27] and [32].

As an approximate solution u (t) of problem (1.1)-(1.2) at point tk = kτ we declare uk,
u (tk) ≈ uk.
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Remark 1.1. From (1.3) condition it follows that

‖Au‖ ≤ b0
∥∥B1/2u

∥∥ , ∀u ∈ D(B) ⊂ D (A) . (1.8)

It is known, that D(B) is a core of B1/2 (see [17], p. 354). It means that, for every
u ∈ D(B1/2) there exists sequence un ∈ D(B) such that, un → u and B1/2un → B1/2u. From
here, according to (1.8) it follows that Aun is Cauchy sequence and it is clear that, since H is
complete, this sequence is convergent. u ∈ D(A) and Aun → Au as A is closed operator. From
here and (1.8) it follows that:

‖Au‖ ≤ b0
∥∥B1/2u

∥∥ , ∀u ∈ D(B1/2) ⊂ D (A) . (1.9)

2 Uniform boundedness of solution of discrete prob-
lem and difference analogue of the first-order deriva-
tive

The following theorem takes place (below everywhere c denotes positive constant).

Theorem 2.1. For discrete problem (1.6) the vectors (uk − uk−1)/τ and B1/2uk are uniformly
bounded, i.e. there exist constants c1 and c2 (independent of n) such that∥∥∥∥uk − uk−1

τ

∥∥∥∥ ≤ c1 , ∥∥B1/2uk
∥∥ ≤ c2 , k = 1, . . . , n .

Proof. If we multiply both sides of the equality (1.6) on vector uk+1 − uk−1 = (uk+1 − uk) +
(uk − uk−1), we obtain

αk+1 − αk + 2a1τ
∥∥B1/2δuk

∥∥2
+ 1

2βk+1 −
1
2βk−1 + 1

2a1,k (γk+1 − γk−1)

+ 1
2dk (γk+1 − γk−1) + 1

2a3,k (ϑk+1 − ϑk−1) = (gk, uk+1 − uk−1) , (2.1)

where

αk =
∥∥∥∥uk − uk−1

τ

∥∥∥∥2

, βk =
∥∥B1/2uk

∥∥2
, γk =

∥∥A1/2uk
∥∥2
, ϑk = ‖uk‖2 ,

gk = fk − Cuk −Nδuk −M (uk) , δuk = uk+1 − uk−1

2τ .

According to (1.7) we get:

a1,k (γk+1 − γk−1) = ψ̃1 (γk−1, γk+1) (γk+1 − γk−1)

=

γk+1∫
0

ψ1(s)ds−

γk−1∫
0

ψ1(s)ds ,

a3,k(ϑk+1 − ϑk−1) =

ϑk+1∫
0

ψ3(s)ds−

ϑk−1∫
0

ψ3(s)ds .

Besides according to the monotonicity of function ψ2(s), the following estimation is valid

dk (γk+1 − γk−1) = 1
2τ (ψ2(γk+1)− ψ2(γk−1)) (γk+1 − γk−1) ≥ 0 .
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Then from (2.1) we get

λk+1 ≤ λk + |(gk, uk+1 − uk−1)| , (2.2)

where λk = αk + 1
2 (βk + βk−1 + µk + µk−1 + νk + νk−1),

µk =

γk∫
0

ψ1(s)ds, νk =

ϑk∫
0

ψ3(s)ds.

If we use Schwarz inequality, condition (1.4) and Remark 1.1 we obtain

|(gk, uk+1 − uk−1)|

≤ ‖uk+1 − uk−1‖
(
‖fk‖+ a0b0

√
βk + ‖M (uk)‖+ ‖Nδuk‖

)
.

From here follows

|(gk, uk+1 − uk−1)| ≤ τ (√αk+1 +
√
αk) (‖fk‖ + ‖M (uk)‖

+c1
√
βk + c0 (√αk+1 +

√
αk)
)
, (2.3)

where c0 = 1
2 ‖N‖, c1 = a0b0 .

For nonlinear operator M (·) due to Lipschitz condition we have

‖M (uk)‖ ≤ c (‖uk − uk−1‖+ ‖uk−1 − uk−2‖+ . . .+ ‖u1 − u0‖) + ‖M (u0)‖
= cτ (

√
αk +√αk−1 + . . .+

√
α1) + ‖M (u0)‖ . (2.4)

If we insert inequality (2.4) into (2.3) we get

|(gk, uk+1 − uk−1)| ≤ τ (√αk+1 +
√
αk)σk , (2.5)

where

σk = cτ

k∑
i=1

√
αi + c1

√
βk + c0 (√αk+1 +

√
αk) + ‖fk‖ + ‖M (u0)‖ .

From (2.2) according to (2.5) it follows

λk+1 ≤ λk + εk, (2.6)

where εk = τ
(√

αk+1 +√αk
)
σk.

Obviously from (2.6) we obtain

λk+1 ≤ λ1 + τ

k∑
i=1

(
√
αi +√αi+1)σi,

from here we have

δ2
k+1 ≤ δ2

1 + τ

k∑
i=1

(δi + δi+1)σi, δk =
√
λk .

from here follows the following inequality

δk+1 ≤ δ1 + 2τ
k∑
i=1

σi ≤ cτ
k∑
i=1

δi + 2c0τδk+1 + ηk, (2.7)

where

ηk = δ1 + c ‖M (u0)‖+ 2τ
k∑
i=1

‖fi‖ .
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If we assume that 1− 2τc0 = 1− τ ‖N‖ > 0, then from (2.7) we have

δk+1 ≤ cτ
k∑
i=1

δi + cηk.

From here, according to discrete analogue of Grönwall’s lemma, we have

δk+1 ≤ c exp(ctk−1) (ηk + τδ1) .

From here it follows that αk and βk are uniformly bounded.

Remark 2.1. From uniform boundedness of vectors B1/2uk follows uniform boundedness of
Auk vectors (see inequality (1.9)). From this fact and the following inequality∥∥A1/2u

∥∥ =
∥∥A−1/2(Au)

∥∥ ≤ 1√
mA
‖Au‖ , ∀u ∈ D(A) , (2.8)

where mA > 0 is lower bound of operator A ((Au, u) ≥ mA(u, u)), follows that A1/2uk is
uniformly bounded.

Remark 2.2. According to the triangle inequality, from uniform boundedness of (uk+1 − uk)/τ
vectors follows uniform boundenss of (uk+1 − uk−1)/2τ vectors.

Remark 2.3. From uniform boundenss of ‖Auk‖and ‖(uk+1 − uk)/τ‖ follows uniform boundess
of

|(γk − γk−1)/τ | .

3 Estimations for two-variable Chebyshev polynomi-
als

To obtain a priori estimations for the main linear part of the difference equation (1.6) we require
estimations for a specific class of polynomials that we call two-variable Chebyshev polynomials.
These polynomials are defined using the following recurrence relation (see [31]):

Uk+1(x, y) = xUk(x, y)− yUk−1(x, y), k = 1, 2, . . . , (3.1)
U1(x, y) = x, U0(x, y) ≡ 1.

Uk(x, y) we call two-variable Chebyshev polynomials, as Uk (2x, 1) represents Chebyshev polyno-
mials of the second kind (see, e.g. [35]).

From recurrence relation (3.1) using induction, we get the following formula

Uk(x, y) =
√
ykUk(ξ, 1), ξ = x

√
y
, y > 0. (3.2)

The formula (3.2) is important as it relates Uk(x, y) polynomials with classic Chebyshev polyno-
mials (we assume that in classic Chebyshev polynomials x variable is replaced by x/2). Let us
introduce the following domains:

∆ = {(x, y) : |y| < 1 and |x| < y + 1} .

Ω+ =
{

(x, y) : 4y − x2 > 0
}
, Ω− =

{
(x, y) : 4y − x2 < 0

}
,

∆+ = {(x, y) ∈ ∆ : x ≥ 0} , Ω1 = Ω+ ∩∆+, Ω2 = Ω− ∩∆+.

It is well-known that roots of the classic Chebyshev polynomials are in ]− 1, 1[ (see, e.g.,
[35]). From here, according to formula (3.2), it follows that, for any fixed positive y roots of
the polynomial Uk(x, y) are inside ] − 2√y, 2√y[. Besides if we take into consideration, that
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Uk(±2, 1) = (−1)k(k+ 1) and |Uk(2ξ, 1)| reaches its maximum on boundary (see, e.g., [35]), then
from formula (3.2) follows the following estimation

|Uk(x, y)| ≤ Uk(2√y, y) = (k + 1)
√
yk, (x, y) ∈ Ω+. (3.3)

From above discussion, we conclude that for any positive y, Uk(x, y) is increasing function
regarding x variable, when x ≥ 2√y. Besides from recurrence relation (3.1) it follows that, for
any fixed y ≤ 0, Uk(x, y) is increasing function regarding to x variable, when x ≥ 0. From here
we obtain

|Uk(x, y)| ≤ Uk(1 + y, y) = 1 + y + . . .+ yk, (3.4)
where y ≥ −1and |x| ≤ 1 + y.

From (3.4) follows the following estimation

|Uk(x, y)(1− y)| ≤ 1, (x, y) ∈ ∆. (3.5)

We also need estimation for Uk(x, y)− ymUk−1(x, y), m = 0, 1, polynomials, where (x, y) ∈ ∆+.
The following inequality is simply obtained

|Uk(x, 1)− Uk−1(x, 1)| ≤ 2√
2 + x

, x ∈]− 2, 2]. (3.6)

According to formula (3.2) and inequality (3.6) the following estimation is valid

|Uk(x, y)−√yUk−1(x, y)| =
√
yk |Uk(ξ, 1)− Uk−1(ξ, 1)| ≤

√
2yk , (3.7)

where ξ = x/
√
y , (x, y) ∈ Ω1.

Let us estimate the following difference Uk(x, y)− yUk−1(x, y), when (x, y) ∈ Ω1. According
to inequalities (3.7) and (3.3) we have

|Uk(x, y)− yUk−1(x, y)| ≤
√

2, (x, y) ∈ Ω1. (3.8)

Let us estimate the following difference Uk(x, y)− yUk−1(x, y), when (x, y) ∈ Ω2 and y > 0.
For that we require the following formulas:

Uk(x, y) =
√
yk

k∑
i=0

C2i+1
k+i+1(ξ − 2)i, (3.9)

Uk(x, y)−√yUk−1(x, y) =
√
yk

k∑
i=0

C2i
k+i(ξ − 2)i, (3.10)

where ξ = x/
√
y , Cik are binomial coefficients (C0

k = 1).
Using simple transformation from (3.9) we obtain formula (3.10). The formula (3.9) can be

obtained by using Taylor expansion of Uk(ξ, 1) at ξ = 2. We need to consider that U (i)
k (2, 1) =

i!C2i+1
k+i+1.
From the following equality

Uk(x, y)− yUk−1(x, y) = (Uk(x, y)−√yUk−1(x, y)) + (1−√y)√yUk−1(x, y),

according to formulas (3.9) and (3.10), it follows that, for any fixed y from ]0, 1] interval
Uk(x, y)− yUk−1(x, y) is increasing function regarding x, when x ≥ 2√y. From here follows

Uk (2√y, y)− yUk−1 (2√y, y) ≤ Uk − yUk−1 ≤ Uk(1 + y, y)− yUk−1(1 + y, y) , (3.11)

where y > 0 and (x, y) ∈ Ω2.
If we insert Uk(2√y, y) = (k + 1)

√
yk and (3.4) in the relation (3.11) then we obtain the

following estimation√
yk ((k + 1) (1−√y) +√y) ≤ Uk(x, y)− yUk−1(x, y) ≤ 1, (3.12)
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where y > 0 and (x, y) ∈ Ω2.
We straightforwardly obtain the following inequality

0 ≤ Uk(x, y)− yUk−1(x, y) ≤ 1, (3.13)

where y ≤ 0 and (x, y) ∈ Ω2.
From estimations (3.8), (3.12) and (3.13) we have

|Uk(x, y)− yUk−1(x, y)| ≤
√

2, (x, y) ∈ ∆+. (3.14)

Analogously to (3.14) we obtain

|Uk(x, y)− Uk−1(x, y)| ≤
√

2, (x, y) ∈ ∆+. (3.15)

4 High Order a priori estimations for three-layer semi-
discrete scheme corresponding to the second-order
evolution equation

The three-layer scheme is natural for the second-order evolution equation and the two-layer
scheme is natural for the first-order evolution equation. Investigation of a three-layer scheme
is more difficult than an investigation of a two-layer scheme. This difficulty can be somehow
simplified if we reduce the second-order evolution equation to the first-order evolution equation
by introducing additional unknowns. In this case, a self-adjoint operator is replaced by an
operator matrix that is not self-adjoint anymore. This makes it complicated to investigate the
corresponding discrete problem.

Obtaining such a priori estimations from where follows stability and convergence of the
nonlinear semi-discrete scheme (1.6), is based on high order accuracy a priori estimations for
corresponding linearized semi-discrete scheme. In this section, we obtain a priori estimation for
a three-layer semi-discrete scheme for the second-order evolution equation. In this estimation
on the left-hand side, we have positive s power for the main operator, while on the right-hand
side we have (s− 1). This allows us to make weaken nonlinear part of the equation in such a
way that, using the results obtained in the previous section we are able to use Grönwall’s lemma
and obtain the final estimation. To obtain these estimations we require to construct the exact
representation of three-layer recurrence relations with operator coefficients by using two-variable
Chebyshev polynomials. These kinds of estimates were obtained before by one of the authors of
the presented papers (see [31], [30]).

Important results for constructing and investigating approximate schemes for the Cauchy
problem for second-order evolution equations were obtained by the following authors: G. A.
Baker [2], G. A. Baker, J. H. Bramble [3], G. A. Baker, V. A. Dougalis, S. M. Serbin [4], L.
A. Bales [5], J. Kačur [18], O. Ladyzhenskaya [20], M. Pultar [28], P. E. Sobolevskij, L. M.
Chebotarova [34].

Let us consider in Hilbert space H the following linear difference equation

uk+1 − 2uk + uk−1

τ2 + a1B
uk+1 − uk−1

2τ + a2B
uk+1 + uk−1

2 = fk, (4.1)

where k = 1, . . . , n− 1, u0, u1 and fk are the given vectors from H.
Difference equation (4.1) represents main part of the nonlinear equation (1.6), and obviously

corresponds main part of the equation (1.1).
The following lemma takes place.
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Lemma 4.1. Let B be self-adjoint positively defined operator and 1− τa > 0, a = a2/a1. Then
for scheme (4.1) the following a priori estimation is valid:

‖Bsuk+1‖ ≤
√

2 ‖Bsu0‖+ 1
a1

∥∥∥∥Bs−1 ∆u0

τ

∥∥∥∥+ τ

2 (1 + τa)
∥∥∥∥Bs∆u0

τ

∥∥∥∥
+ τ

a1

k∑
i=1

∥∥Bs−1fi
∥∥ , u0, u1 ∈ D(Bs), fi ∈ D(Bs−1), (4.2)

∥∥∥∥∆uk
τ

∥∥∥∥ ≤ a ‖u0‖+
√

2
∥∥∥∥∆u0

τ

∥∥∥∥+
√

2τ
k∑
i=1

‖fi‖ , (4.3)

where s ≥ 0 , k = 1, . . . , n− 1, ∆uk = uk+1 − uk (B0 = I).

Remark 4.1. In section 2 (see Theorem 2.1 and Remark 2.1, Remark 2.2 and Remark 2.3)
there was shown that ‖(uk+1 − uk)/τ‖,

∥∥A1/2uk
∥∥, ‖Auk‖, ∥∥B1/2uk

∥∥ and |(γk − γk−1)/τ | are
uniformly bounded. These results along with (4.2) and (4.3) allows to obtain such a priori
estimations for semi-discrete scheme (1.6) from where follows stability and convergence of the
presented method.

Remark 4.2. A priori estimations (4.2) and (4.3) have independent meaning, as constants on
the right-hand side are absolute constants (does not depend on interval length). Besides these
constants cannot be improved. To obtain these estimations were possible by constructing exact
representations for the solution of difference equation (4.1).

Proof of Lemma 4.1. Let us rewrite difference equation (4.1) in the following form to prove
inequality (4.2)

B0uk+1 − 2Iuk +B1uk−1 = τ2fk , (4.4)
where

B0 = I + τ

2a1B + τ2

2 a2B , B1 = B0 − τa1B .

From (4.4) we get

uk+1 = Luk − Suk−1 + τ2

2 Lfk, (4.5)

where L = 2B−1
0 , S = B1B

−1
0 .

Let us note that L and S are self-adjoint, bounded linear operators in a Hilbert space H.
Besides it is obvious that L and S are commutative.

Using mathematical induction for (4.5) recurrence relation we get

uk+1 = Uk(L, S)u1 − SUk−1(L, S)u0 + τ2

2

k∑
i=1

Uk−i(L, S)Lfi, (4.6)

where operator polynomial Uk(L, S) satisfies the following recurrence relation:

Uk(L, S) = LUk−1(L, S)− SUk−2(L, S), k = 1, 2, . . . , (4.7)
U0(L, S) = I, U−1(L, S) = 0.

Scalar polynomials Uk(x, y) corresponding to Uk(L, S) satisfy (3.1) recurrence relation.
From (4.6) using simple transformation we have

uk+1 = τUk(L, S)∆u0

τ
+ (Uk(L, S)− SUk−1(L, S))u0 + τ2

2

k∑
i=1

Uk−i(L, S)Lfi. (4.8)
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If we apply operator Bs (s ≥ 0) on both sides of equality (4.8) and move on to the norm we
obtain

‖Bsuk+1‖ ≤ τ
∥∥∥∥BsUk(L, S)∆u0

τ

∥∥∥∥+ ‖Uk(L, S)− SUk−1(L, S)‖ ‖Bsu0‖

+ τ2

2

k∑
i=1

‖BsUk−i(L, S)Lfi‖ . (4.9)

Using simple transformations we get:

S = 1
1 + τa

L− 1− τa
1 + τa

I , (4.10)

I − S = τa1

2 BL . (4.11)

From here we have

τ ‖BsUk(L, S)Lf‖ = τ
∥∥Uk(L, S)BL(Bs−1f)

∥∥
= 2
a1

∥∥Uk(L, S)(I − S)(Bs−1f)
∥∥ ≤ 2

a1
‖Uk(L, S)(I − S)‖

∥∥Bs−1f
∥∥ , (4.12)

where f ∈ D(Bs−1).
As it is known the norm of an operator function, when the argument of the function represents

self-adjoint bounded operator, is equal to C-norm of the corresponded scalar function (see, e.g.,
[29], Chapter VII). Using this and representation (4.10) we have

‖Uk(L, S)(I − S)‖ ≤ max
y∈σ(S)

|Uk(η(y), y)(1− y)| , (4.13)

where η(y) = (1 + τa)y + (1− τa).
Let us estimate the spectrum of operator L. As, according to the condition, B is a self-adjoint

and positively defined operator, therefore, we have σ(L) ⊂ [0, 2]. According to this relation, from
the representation (4.10) we have

σ(S) ⊂ [−1, 1]. (4.14)
If we consider relation (4.14) and estimation (3.5) we get

max
y∈σ(S)

|Uk(η(y), y)(1− y)| ≤ max
y∈[−1,1]

|Uk(η(y), y)(1− y)|

≤ max
(x,y)∈∆+

|Uk(x, y)(1− y)| ≤ 1.

From here and (4.13) it follows
‖Uk(L, S)(I − S)‖ ≤ 1. (4.15)

It is obvious, from (4.12) using (4.15) we have

τ ‖BsUk(L, S)Lf‖ ≤ 2
a1

∥∥Bs−1f
∥∥ , f ∈ D(Bs−1). (4.16)

Also from (4.16) follows the inequality

τ ‖BsUk(L, S)f‖ ≤ 1
a1

∥∥Bs−1B0f
∥∥ ≤ 1

a1

∥∥Bs−1f
∥∥+ τ

2 (1 + τa) ‖Bsf‖ , (4.17)

where f ∈ D(Bs).
Let us estimate operator Uk − SUk−1. Analogously, we have

‖Uk(L, S)− SUk−1(L, S)‖ ≤ max
y∈σ(S)

|Uk(η(y), y)− yUk−1(η(y), y)| .
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If we consider relation (4.14) and estimation (3.14) we get

max
y∈σ(S)

|Uk(η(y), y)− yUk−1(η(y), y)| ≤ max
(x,y)∈∆+

|Uk(x, y)1− yUk−1(x, y)| ≤
√

2.

So, we have
‖Uk(L, S)− SUk−1(L, S)‖ ≤

√
2. (4.18)

If we insert estimations (4.16), (4.17) and (4.18) into inequality (4.9) we obtain estimation (4.2).
Let us prove estimation (4.3). From the formula (4.8) according to the recurrence relation

(4.7) we get ∥∥∥∥∆uk
τ

∥∥∥∥ ≤ τ−1 ‖(L− S − I)Uk−1(L, S)‖ ‖u0‖

+ ‖Uk − Uk−1‖
∥∥∥∥∆u0

τ

∥∥∥∥+ τ

2

k∑
i=1

‖Uk−i − Uk−i−1‖ ‖L‖ ‖fi‖ . (4.19)

According to equality (4.11) we have

L− S − I = I − S − (2I − L) = I − S − (1 + τa)(I − S) = −τa(I − S).

If we consider this representation and estimation (4.15), we get

τ−1 ‖(L− S − I)Uk−1(L, S)‖ = a ‖Uk(L, S)(I − S)‖ ≤ a. (4.20)

Analogously to (4.18), according to estimation (3.15) we obtain

‖Uk(L, S)− Uk−1(L, S)‖ ≤
√

2. (4.21)

From inequality (4.19) using estimations (4.20), (4.21) and ‖L‖ ≤ 2 a priori estimation (4.3)
follows.

Remark 4.3. Analogously to (4.3) the following estimation can be obtained∥∥∥∥Bs∆uk
τ

∥∥∥∥ ≤ a ‖Bsu0‖+
√

2
∥∥∥∥Bs∆u0

τ

∥∥∥∥+
√

2τ
k∑
i=1

‖Bsfi‖ , (4.22)

where u0, u1, fi ∈ D(Bs), s ≥ 0.

5 The a priori estimates for perturbation of the solu-
tion of the discrete problem

The goal of the section is to show the stability of the scheme (1.6). As additivity does not take
place for nonlinear cases, therefore it is natural that we try to obtain the a priori estimates
exactly for the solution perturbation. From here (analogously to a linear problem) automatically
follows the stability and convergence of the nonlinear scheme.

In this section, based on the results of the previous sections, we obtain the a priori estimates
for the solution of the semi-discrete scheme (1.6) and perturbation of the corresponding first-order
difference.

The following theorem takes place (below everywhere c denotes positive constant).
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Theorem 5.1. Let uk and uk be solutions of difference equation (1.6) corresponding to initial
vectors (u0, u1, fk) and (u0, u1, fk), components of which are sufficiently smooth. Then for
zk = uk − uk the following estimates are true∥∥B1/2zk+1

∥∥+
∥∥∥∥∆zk
τ

∥∥∥∥
≤ c

(∥∥B1/2z0
∥∥+

∥∥∥∥∆z0

τ

∥∥∥∥+ τ

∥∥∥∥B1/2 ∆z0

τ

∥∥∥∥+ τ

k∑
i=1

∥∥fi − f i∥∥
)
, (5.1)

where k = 1, . . . , n− 1 , ∆zk = zk+1 − zk.

In this section and the following ones the notation δzk = zk+1 − zk−1

2τ is applied.
Let us prove the corresponding auxiliary lemma.

Lemma 5.1. The following inequality is true∣∣dk − dk∣∣ ≤ c (‖Azk+1‖+ ‖Azk−1‖+ ‖δzk‖), (5.2)

where zk = uk − uk ,

dk = δψ2 (γk) , dk = δψ2 (γk) , γk =
∥∥A1/2uk

∥∥2
, γk =

∥∥A1/2uk
∥∥2

.

Proof. The following representation is valid

dk − dk = (δγk − δγk) I1,k + δγkI2,k , (5.3)

where

I1,k =
1∫

0

ψ′2 (lk (ξ))dξ , I2,k =
1∫

0

[
ψ′2 (lk (ξ))− ψ′2

(
lk (ξ)

)]
dξ ,

and where

lk (ξ) = γk−1 + (γk+1 − γk−1) ξ, lk (ξ) = γk−1 +
(
γk+1 − γk−1

)
ξ.

Using standard transformations we get

δγk − δγk = (Azk+1, δuk + δuk) + (δzk, A(uk−1 + uk−1)) .

From here using the Schwarz inequality follows

|δγk − δγk| ≤ ‖Azk+1‖ (‖δuk‖+ ‖δuk‖) + ‖δzk‖ (‖Auk−1‖+ ‖Auk−1‖) . (5.4)

If we consider that all terms on the right-hand side of the inequality (5.4) are bounded (see
Remark 2.1 and Remark 2.2), then we obtain

|δγk − δγk| ≤ c (‖Azk+1‖+ ‖δzk‖) . (5.5)

Let us estimate integrals I1,k and I2,k. If we use the change of variables for the integral I2,k
we obtain

I2,k =
1∫

0

lk(ξ)∫
lk(ξ)

ψ′′2 (η) dηdξ . (5.6)

From (5.6) we have

|I2,k| ≤ c
1∫

0

|χ(ξ)| dξ, (5.7)
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where

χ(ξ) =
(
γk−1 − γk−1

)
+
((
γk+1 − γk+1

)
−
(
γk−1 − γk−1

))
ξ ,

c = max
∣∣ψ′′2 (η)

∣∣ < +∞ , 0 ≤ η ≤ max
k

(γk, γk) < +∞ .

Regarding inequality (5.7) it should be noted that since γk and γk are uniformly bounded (see
Remark 2.1) therefore maxk(γk, γk) < +∞, i.e. the interval where we have to find a maximum
value of |ψ′′2 (η)| is finite. From here follows that max |ψ′′2 (η)| < +∞ (according to the condition
ψ′′2 (η) is continuous). So, from (5.7) we have

|I2,k| ≤ c
1∫

0

|χ(ξ)| dξ ≤ c
(∣∣γk−1 − γk−1

∣∣+
∣∣γk+1 − γk+1

∣∣) . (5.8)

As vectors A1/2uk are uniformly bounded, for the difference γk − γk the following estimation is
valid

|γk − γk| =
(√

γk +
√
γk

) ∣∣∣√γk −√γk

∣∣∣ ≤ c∥∥A1/2zk
∥∥ ≤ c ‖Azk‖ . (5.9)

From (5.8) according to (5.9) follows

|I2,k| ≤ c (‖Azk+1‖+ ‖Azk−1‖) . (5.10)

For the integrals I1,k the following estimation is valid

|I1,k| ≤ c, c = max
∣∣ψ′2 (s)

∣∣ < +∞, 0 ≤ s ≤ max
k

(γk, γk) < +∞ . (5.11)

From (5.3) according to inequalities (5.5), (5.10), (5.11) and Remark 2.3 follows (5.2).

Let us return to proof of Theorem 5.1.

Proof. According to (1.6) difference zk = uk − uk satisfies the following equation

zk+1 − 2zk + zk−1

τ2 + a1B
zk+1 + zk−1

2 + a2B
zk+1 + zk−1

2 = −1
2gk, (5.12)

where k = 1, . . . , n− 1,

gk = g1,k + g2,k + g3,k + g4,k + g5,k,
g1,k = a1,kA (uk+1 + uk−1)− a1,kA (uk+1 + uk−1) ,

g2,k = dkA (uk+1 + uk−1)− dkA (uk+1 + uk−1) ,
g3,k = a3,kA (uk+1 + uk−1)− a3,kA (uk+1 + uk−1) ,

g4,k = 2 (Czk +Nδzk) , g5,k = 2
(
(M (uk)−M (uk))− (fk − fk)

)
,

and where a1,k = ψ̃1
(
γk+1, γk−1

)
, γk =

∥∥A1/2uk
∥∥2 (analogously are defined a3,k and dk).

For scheme (5.12), according to Lemma 4.1 the following a priori estimations are valid (see
(4.2) and (4.3)):

∥∥B1/2zk+1
∥∥ ≤ c(∥∥B1/2z0

∥∥+
∥∥∥∥∆z0

τ

∥∥∥∥+ τ

∥∥∥∥B1/2 ∆z0

τ

∥∥∥∥+ τ

k∑
i=1

‖gi‖

)
, (5.13)

∥∥∥∥∆zk
τ

∥∥∥∥ ≤ c
(
‖z0‖+

∥∥∥∥∆z0

τ

∥∥∥∥+ τ

k∑
i=1

‖gi‖

)
. (5.14)
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Let us estimate each g.,k separately. For g1,k we have

g1,k = (a1,k − a1,k) (Auk+1 +Auk−1) + a1,k (Azk+1 +Azk−1) . (5.15)

Using simple transformations for difference a1,k − a1,k we get

a1,k − a1,k =
1∫

0

lk(ξ)∫
lk(ξ)

ψ′1 (η) dηdξ, (5.16)

From (5.16) according to Remark 2.1 we have

|a1,k − a1,k| ≤ c
1∫

0

|χ(ξ)| dξ ≤ c
(∣∣γk−1 − γk−1

∣∣+
∣∣γk+1 − γk+1

∣∣) , (5.17)

where c = max |ψ′1 (η)| < +∞, 0 ≤ η ≤ maxk(γk, γk) < +∞ .
From (5.15) using (5.17), we get

‖g1,k‖ ≤ c
(∣∣γk−1 − γk−1

∣∣+
∣∣γk+1 − γk+1

∣∣) (‖Auk+1‖+ ‖Auk−1‖)
+ |a1,k| (‖Azk+1‖+ ‖Azk−1‖) . (5.18)

According to Remark 2.1, a1,k is uniformly bounded. Indeed we have

|a1,k| =

∣∣∣∣∣∣
1∫

0

ψ1
(
lk (ξ)

)
dξ

∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ c, (5.19)

where c = max |ψ1 (s)| < +∞, 0 ≤ s ≤ maxk(γk, γk).
If we insert estimations (5.9) and (5.19) in (5.18) and take into account, that ‖Auk‖ is

uniformly bounded, we obtain

‖g1,k‖ ≤ c (‖Azk+1‖+ ‖Azk−1‖) . (5.20)

Let us estimate vector g2,k. We have

g2,k =
(
dk − dk

)
(Auk+1 +Auk−1) + dk (Azk+1 +Azk−1) . (5.21)

According to Remark 2.1, for dk the following estimation is valid

∣∣dk∣∣ = |δγk|

∣∣∣∣∣∣
1∫

0

ψ′2
(
lk (ξ)

)
dξ

∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ c |δγk| , (5.22)

where c = max |ψ′2 (s)| < +∞, 0 ≤ s ≤ maxk(γk, γk).
According to Remark 2.2, from (5.22) follows that dk is uniformly bounded. Vector ‖Auk‖ is

also uniformly bounded (see Remark 2.1). Using this and inequality (5.2) from (5.21) follows

|g2,k| ≤ c (‖Azk+1‖+ ‖Azk−1‖+ ‖δzk‖) . (5.23)

Let us estimate the vector g3,k. If in representation of g1,k operator A is replaced by identity
operator, then we get g3,k (we assume that ψ1 respectivly is replaced by ψ3). According to this
for g1,k analogously as for g3,k the following estimation is true

‖g3,k‖ ≤ c (‖zk+1‖+ ‖zk−1‖) ≤ c (‖Azk+1‖+ ‖Azk−1‖) . (5.24)

If we consider that operator C satisfies condition (1.4), and N is bounded, then for g4,k we get

|g4,k| ≤ c (‖Azk‖+ ‖δzk‖) . (5.25)
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If we take into account that operator M(·) satisfies Lipschitz condition, then for g5,k we obtain

‖g5,k‖ ≤ c ‖zk‖+
∥∥fk − fk∥∥ ≤ c ‖Azk‖+

∥∥fk − fk∥∥ . (5.26)

Finally, according to inequalities (5.20), (5.23), (5.24), (5.25) and (5.26) for the vector gk the
following estimation is valid

‖gk‖ ≤
∥∥fk − fk∥∥+ c

(
‖Azk+1‖+ ‖Azk‖+ ‖Azk−1‖+

∥∥∥∥∆zk
τ

∥∥∥∥+
∥∥∥∥∆zk−1

τ

∥∥∥∥) . (5.27)

Let us introduce the following denotations

δk =
∥∥B1/2z0

∥∥+
∥∥∥∥∆z0

τ

∥∥∥∥+ τ

∥∥∥∥B1/2 ∆z0

τ

∥∥∥∥+ τ

k∑
i=1

∥∥fi − f i∥∥ ,
εk =

∥∥B1/2zk
∥∥+

∥∥∥∥∆zk−1

τ

∥∥∥∥.
From (5.27) according to (1.9) we have

‖gk‖ ≤
∥∥fk − fk∥∥+ c

(
εk+1 + εk +

∥∥B1/2zk−1
∥∥) . (5.28)

Using this inequality, from (5.13) we obtain

∥∥B1/2zk+1
∥∥ ≤ cδk + cτ

k∑
i=1

(
εi+1 + εi +

∥∥B1/2zi−1
∥∥) . (5.29)

Using simple transformation from (5.29) we get

∥∥B1/2zk+1
∥∥ ≤ cδk + cτ

k+1∑
i=1

εi . (5.30)

Analogously, according to (5.28) and ‖z0‖ ≤
∥∥B1/2z0

∥∥, from (5.14) follows∥∥∥∥∆zk
τ

∥∥∥∥ ≤ cδk + cτ

k+1∑
i=1

εi . (5.31)

If we add inequalities (5.30) and (5.31), we get

εk+1 ≤ cδk + cτ

k+1∑
i=1

εi . (5.32)

If we request that τ satisfies the condition τ ≤ q/c (0 < q < 1), then from (5.30) we get

εk+1 ≤ cδk + cτ

k∑
i=1

εi .

From here by the induction can be obtained (discrete analogue of Grönwall’s lemma)

εk+1 ≤ c (1 + cτ)k−1 (δk + τε1) . (5.33)

From (5.33), using inequality∥∥B1/2z1
∥∥ ≤ ∥∥B1/2z0

∥∥+ τ

∥∥∥∥B1/2 ∆z0

τ

∥∥∥∥ ,
follows estimation (5.1).

15



6 Estimate of the error of approximate solution
In this section, using the results of the previous sections, we prove the theorem, which considers
the error estimate for the approximate solution. This theorem represents an almost trivial result
of the theorem proved in the previous section. However, estimation of the approximation error
for scheme (1.6) because of nonlinear terms, requires additional calculations.

Before formulating the theorem regarding the convergence (error estimate of the approximate
solution) of the scheme (1.6), we would like to make a note about the well-posedness of the
problem (1.1), (1.2). We mean from the beginning that the original continuous problem is
well-posed and the solution is sufficiently smooth. Obviously, we require the smoothness of the
solution to find a convergence order (rate). If we demand the minimal smoothness which is
necessary for the well-posedness of the problem, then the convergence is guaranteed, but we
are not able to establish an order. If we increase the smoothness order by one unit, then the
convergence rate is equal to one (in this, as well as in the previous case, it is sufficient to take
u1 = ϕ0 + τϕ1). However, a convergence rate becomes two if we level up smoothness by two and
define starting vector u1 using the following formula

u1 = ϕ0 + τϕ1 + τ2

2 ϕ2, (6.1)

where ϕ2 = u′′ (0), u′′ (0) is defined from the equation (1.1) via ϕ0 and ϕ1 (we assume that
ϕ0 , ϕ1 ∈ D(B)).

The further increase of smoothness of the solution does not make sense, as the approximation
order of the scheme (1.6) is not more than two (obviously, the convergence order generally does
not exceed the approximation order).

Let us formulate above stated as a theorem (below everywhere c denotes positive constant).

Theorem 6.1. Let the problem (1.1), (1.2) be well-posed. Besides, the following conditions are
fulfilled:
(a) ϕ0 , ϕ1 , ϕ2 ∈ D(B);
(b) solution u(t) of problem (1.1), (1.2) is continuously differentiable to third order including

and u′′′ (t) satisfies Lipschitz condition;
(c) u′′ (t) ∈ D(B) for every t from

[
0, t
]
and function Bu′′ (t) satisfy Lipschitz condition.

Then for scheme (1.6), (6.1) the following estimates are true

max
1≤k≤n−1

(∥∥B1/2z̃k+1
∥∥+

∥∥∥∥∆z̃k
τ

∥∥∥∥) ≤ cτ2, (6.2)

where z̃k = u(tk)− uk is an error of approximate solution, ∆z̃k = z̃k+1 − z̃k .

Proof. Let us introduce the following notations:

δu (tk) = u (tk+1)− u (tk−1)
2τ , û (tk) = u (tk+1) + u (tk−1)

2 .

Let us write down the equation (1.1) at point t = tk in the following form

∆2u (tk−1)
τ2 + a1Bδu (tk) + a2Bû (tk) + ψ̃1 (ζk−1, ζk+1)Aû (tk)

+ δψ2 (ζk)Aû (tk) + ψ̃3
(
‖u (tk−1)‖2 , ‖u (tk+1)‖2

)
û (tk)

+ Cu (tk) +Nδu (tk) +M (u (tk)) = f (tk) + rτ (tk) , (6.3)

where ζk =
∥∥A1/2u (tk)

∥∥2 (ζ(t) =
∥∥A1/2u (t)

∥∥2),

rτ (tk) =
5∑
j=0

rj,τ (tk) , (6.4)
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and where

r0,τ (tk) = ∆2u (tk−1)
τ2 − u′′ (tk) , r6,τ (tk) = N

(
δu (tk)− u′ (tk)

)
,

r2,τ (tk) = 1
2 ψ̃1 (ζk−1, ζk+1)A

(
∆2u (tk−1)

)
+
(
ψ̃1 (ζk−1, ζk+1)− ψ1 (ζk)

)
Au (tk) ,

r3,τ (tk) = a1B
(
δu (tk)− u′ (tk)

)
, r1,τ (tk) = 1

2a2B
(
∆2u (tk−1)

)
,

r4,τ (tk) = δψ2 (ζk) 1
2A
(
∆2u (tk−1)

)
+
(
δψ2 (ζk)− (ψ2(ζ (tk))′t

)
Au (tk) ,

r5,τ (tk) = ψ̃3
(
‖u (tk−1)‖2 , ‖u (tk+1)‖2

)
∆2u (tk−1)

+
(
ψ̃3
(
‖u (tk−1)‖2 , ‖u (tk+1)‖2

)
−ψ3

(
‖u (tk)‖2

))
u (tk) .

From (6.3) and (1.6) according to Theorem 5.1 we obtain∥∥B1/2z̃k+1
∥∥+

∥∥∥∥∆z̃k
τ

∥∥∥∥
≤ c

(∥∥B1/2z̃0
∥∥+

∥∥∥∥∆z̃0

τ

∥∥∥∥+ τ

∥∥∥∥B1/2 ∆z̃0

τ

∥∥∥∥+ τ

k∑
i=1

‖rτ (tk)‖

)
. (6.5)

If we carry out the routine calculations we obtain

‖rτ (tk)‖ ≤ cτ2. (6.6)

It is obvious that according to the conditions (a), (b) and (c) of the Theorem 6.1, and the
equality (6.1) the following inequalities are true∥∥B1/2 (∆z̃0)

∥∥+
∥∥∥∥∆z̃0

τ

∥∥∥∥ ≤ cτ2 , (6.7)

From (6.5), taking into account (6.6) and (6.7), follows (6.2).

7 Iterative method for discrete problem
Let us rewrite equation (1.6) in the following form

Tkvk+1 = 1
2τψ2(γk−1)Avk+1 − τNvk+1 + f̃k , (7.1)

where vk+1 = (uk+1 + uk−1)/2,

Tk =
(
2 + τ2a3,k

)
I + τ (a1 + τa2)B + τbkA , bk = τa1,k + 1

2ψ2 (γk+1) ,

f̃k = τ g̃k + τa1Buk−1 + 2uk , g̃k = τfk − τM (uk) +Nuk−1 − τCuk .

Equation (7.1) is solved by using the following iteration

Tk,mv
(m+1)
k+1 = 1

2τψ2(γk−1)Av(m)
k+1 − τNv

(m)
k+1 + f̃k , (7.2)

where m = 0, 1, . . .,

Tk,m =
(

2 + τ2a
(m)
3,k

)
I + τ (a1 + τa2)B + τb

(m)
k A , b

(m)
k = τa

(m)
1,k + 1

2ψ2

(
γ

(m)
k+1

)
,

a
(m)
1,k = ψ̃1

(
γk−1, γ

(m)
k+1

)
, γ

(m)
k+1 =

∥∥∥A1/2u
(m)
k+1

∥∥∥2
, u

(m)
k+1 = 2v(m)

k+1 − uk−1 ,

a
(m)
3,k = ψ̃3

(
‖uk−1‖2 ,

∥∥∥u(m)
k+1

∥∥∥2
)
, v

(0)
k+1 = (uk + uk−1)/2 .
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Remark 7.1. We already required that A and B to be self-adjoint positively defined operators.
Besides condition (1.3) is valid. From here follows that D(A) ⊂ D(B1/2) (see Remark 1.1).
In order to show convergence of iterative method (7.2) we require the following condition to be
fulfilled D(A) = D(B1/2). From here follows that operator B1/2A−1 (as it is closed operator
defined in whole Hilbert space H) is bounded according to the closed graph theorem. Let us denote
norm of this operator by c1 =

∥∥B1/2A−1
∥∥.

Remark 7.2. Condition D(A) = D(B1/2) is automatically fulfilled for equation (1.5), if unknown
function and its derivatives satisfy homogeneous boundary conditions. In this case B1/2 = A,
where A is an expansion of symmetrical operator (−∂2

xx) (with homogeneous boundary conditions)
till a self-adjoint operator.

Remark 7.3. Regarding iteration (7.2) it is important that Tk,m is self-adjoint positively defined
operator (a(m)

3,k , a
(m)
1,k and ψ2(γ(m)

k+1) are nonnegative, as according to the condition ψ1(s), ψ2(s)
and ψ3(s), s ∈ [0,+∞[, are nonnegative functions). It is well-known that from here follows that
R(Tk,m) = H, i.e. equation Tk,mu = g , for any vector g from H has unique solution u ∈ D(B)
and it continuously depends on g.

Let us prove convergence of iteration (7.2). The prove depends on many standard transfor-
mations. The first step is to prove uniform boundedness of vectors w(m)

k+1 = B1/2v
(m)
k+1 obtained

by iteration (7.2). This fact is important, as it gives a certain opportunity that iteration (7.2)
might be converged.

Step 1. Prove uniform boundedness of vector sequence w(m)
k+1 obtained by using iteration (7.2).

Proof. Let us introduce the following notations:

Sk,m =
(

2 + τ2a
(m)
3,k

)
I + aτB , Sk =

(
2 + τ2a3,k

)
I + aτB , aτ = τ (a1 + τa2) ,

Pk,m = B1/2T−1
k,m , Qk,m = B1/2S

−1/2
k,m , Pk = B1/2T−1

k , Qk = B1/2S
−1/2
k .

If we define the vector v(m+1)
k+1 from the equation (7.2), after applying the operator B1/2

and move on to the norm, we get∥∥∥w(m+1)
k+1

∥∥∥ ≤ 1
2τψ2(γk−1) ‖Pk,m‖

∥∥AB−1/2∥∥∥∥∥w(m)
k+1

∥∥∥
+ τ ‖Pk,m‖ ‖N‖

∥∥B−1/2∥∥∥∥∥w(m)
k+1

∥∥∥+
∥∥∥Pk,mf̃k∥∥∥ . (7.3)

Operator Tk,m should be written in the following form

Tk,m = S
1/2
k,mGk,mS

1/2
k,m , Gk,m = I + τb

(m)
k S

−1/2
k,m AS

−1/2
k,m . (7.4)

According to (7.4) we have

‖Pk,m‖ ≤ ‖Qk,m‖
∥∥G−1

k,m

∥∥∥∥∥S−1/2
k,m

∥∥∥ . (7.5)

The following estimations can be obtained easily:

‖Qk,m‖ ≤
1√
τa1

,

∥∥∥S−1/2
k,m

∥∥∥ ≤ 1√
2
,
∥∥G−1

k,m

∥∥ ≤ 1 . (7.6)

If we insert inequalities (7.6) into (7.5), we get

‖Pk,m‖ =
∥∥B1/2T−1

k,m

∥∥ ≤ 1√
2τa1

. (7.7)

As γk is uniformly bounded (see Remark 2.1), we have

ψ2(γk) ≤M2, M2 = maxψ2(s) < +∞, 0 ≤ s ≤ max
k

γk < +∞ . (7.8)
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From (7.3) according to estimations (7.7), (7.8),
∥∥AB−1/2

∥∥ ≤ b0 (see (1.9)) and
∥∥B−1/2

∥∥ ≤
1/√mB (mB is a lower bound of the operator B) follows∥∥∥w(m+1)

k+1

∥∥∥ ≤ √τM3

∥∥∥w(m)
k+1

∥∥∥+
∥∥∥Pk,mf̃k∥∥∥ , (7.9)

where M3 is a positive constant (independent of m and n).
Let us estimate norm of the vector

Pk,mf̃k = τPk,mg̃k + τa1Pk,mBuk−1 + 2Pk,muk . (7.10)

According to Theorem 2.1, Auk, M (uk) and uk vectors are uniformly bounded, (uniform
boundeness of vectors M (uk) follows from (2.4)), also according to (1.4) we have ‖Cuk‖ ≤
a0 ‖Auk‖. From here follows that vectors g̃k are uniformly bounded. According to this
from (7.7) follows that there exists such constant M0 (independent of n and m), that

√
τ ‖Pk,mg̃k‖ ≤

1√
2a1
‖g̃k‖ ≤M0 . (7.11)

Let us estimate second summand on the right-hand side of equality (7.10). Using formula
(7.4) and inequalities (7.6) we get the following estimation

τ ‖Pk,mBuk−1‖ = τ
∥∥Qk,mG−1

k,mQk,mB
1/2uk−1

∥∥ ≤ 1
a1

∥∥B1/2uk−1
∥∥ . (7.12)

From here according to Theorem 2.1 follows

τ ‖Pk,mBuk−1‖ ≤M1 , (7.13)

where M1 is positive constant (independent of n and m).
Eventually, we need to estimate third summand in equality (7.10). Let us rewrite it in the
following form

Pk,muk = B1/2 (T−1
k,m − C

−1
k,m

)
uk +B1/2C−1

k,muk , (7.14)

where Ck,m =
(

2 + τ2a
(m)
3,k

)
I + τb

(m)
k A .

Obviously, we have

T−1
k,m − C

−1
k,m = T−1

k,m (Ck,m − Tk,m)C−1
k,m = −aτT−1

k,mBC
−1
k,m . (7.15)

If we insert (7.15) into (7.14) and consider (7.4), we get

Pk,muk =
(
B1/2A−1)C−1

k,m (Auk)

− aτQk,mG−1
k,mQk,m

(
B1/2A−1)C−1

k,m (Auk) . (7.16)

From (7.16) according to (7.6),
∥∥C−1

k,m

∥∥ ≤ 1/2, Remark 7.1 and also Theorem 2.1 we have

‖Pk,muk‖ ≤M4 ‖Auk‖ ≤M5 . (7.17)

where M5 is positive constant (independent of n and m), M4 = c1 (2 + τa2/a1).
Let us insert inequalities (7.11), (7.13) and (7.17) into (7.10), we get∥∥∥Pk,mf̃k∥∥∥ ≤M6 , M6 =

√
τM0 + a1M1 + 2M5 . (7.18)

From (7.9) according to (7.18) we have∥∥∥w(m+1)
k+1

∥∥∥ ≤ √τM3

∥∥∥w(m)
k+1

∥∥∥+M6 . (7.19)
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Let τ satisfies condition
√
τM3 ≤ q < 1. Then from (7.19) follows∥∥∥w(m)

k+1

∥∥∥ ≤ qm ∥∥∥w(0)
k+1

∥∥∥+ M6

1− q . (7.20)

Inequality (7.20) shows, that vector sequence w(m)
k+1 = B1/2v

(m)
k+1 (v(0)

k+1 = (u(0)
k+1 + uk−1)/2,

u
(0)
k+1 = uk) obtained by iterative method is uniformly bounded, i.e. there exists such

constant M7 (independent of n and m) , that
∥∥∥w(m)

k+1

∥∥∥ ≤M7 (here we again used Theorem

2.1 for vector w(0)
k+1).

Step 2. Let us estimate norm of error Z(m)
k+1 = B1/2

(
vk+1 − v(m+1)

k+1

)
. Let us define vk+1 and

v
(m+1)
k+1 from equalities (7.1) and (7.2), respectively. If we apply B1/2 to the difference of
these vectors and perform corresponding transformation, we get

Z
(m+1)
k+1 = 1

2τψ2(γk−1)B1/2Lk,mLwk+1 + 1
2τψ2(γk−1)Pk,mLZ(m)

k+1

− τB1/2Lk,mSwk+1 − τPk,mSZ(m)
k+1 +B1/2Lk,mf̃k , (7.21)

where L = AB−1/2, S = NB−1/2 and Lk,m = T−1
k − T−1

k,m.

Let us note, that in representation of (7.21) the most complicated term is B1/2Lk,mf̃k, as
it does not have a small parameter τ as a multiplier, that provides to obtain an estimation
from where follows convergence of the iteration method (7.2). For this term, using simple
transformation we get

B1/2Lk,mf̃k = −Pk (Tk − Tk,m)T−1
k,mf̃k = −τ2ζ

(m)
3,k PkT

−1
k,mf̃k

− τ2ζ
(m)
1,k PkAT

−1
k,mf̃k −

1
2τζ

(m)
2,k PkAT

−1
k,mf̃k , (7.22)

where ζ(m)
2,k = ψ2(γk+1)− ψ2(γ(m)

k+1) , ζ
(m)
j,k = aj,k − a(m)

j,k , j = 1, 3.
Analogously to (7.4) we can represent operator Tk in the following form:

Tk = S
1/2
k GkS

1/2
k , Gk = I + τbkS

−1/2
k AS

−1/2
k . (7.23)

Analogously to inequalities (7.6) we have:

‖Qk‖ ≤
1√
τa1

,

∥∥∥S−1/2
k

∥∥∥ ≤ 1√
2
,
∥∥G−1

k

∥∥ ≤ 1 . (7.24)

From (7.23) using inequalities (7.24) follows

‖Pk‖ =
∥∥B1/2T−1

k

∥∥ ≤ 1√
2τa1

. (7.25)

Using estimations (7.24), (7.25), (7.6), and (7.7), analogously to inequalities (7.11), (7.12)
and (7.17), we can obtain:

τ
∥∥PkAT−1

k,m

∥∥ = τ ‖PkLPk,m‖ ≤
b0

2a1
, (7.26)

τ
√
τ
∥∥PkAT−1

k,mBuk−1
∥∥ = τν0

∥∥LB1/2T−1
k,mBuk−1

∥∥ ≤ b0ν0a
−1
1
∥∥B1/2uk−1

∥∥ , (7.27)

√
τ
∥∥Pk,mAT−1

k,muk
∥∥ ≤ ν0

∥∥C−1
k,mAuk − aτ

(
LB1/2T−1

k,mBA
−1C−1

k,m

)
Auk

∥∥
≤ ν0

(
1 + (a1 + τa2)b0c1a−1

1
)
‖Auk‖ , ν0 = 1/

√
2a1. (7.28)
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To obtain inequality (7.28) the following representations T−1
k,m = C−1

k,m− aτT
−1
k,mBC

−1
k,m and

B1/2T−1
k,mB

1/2 = Qk,mGk,mQk,m are used.
From inequalities (7.26), (7.27) and (7.28), according to Theorem 2.1 it follows that there
exists such positive constant M8 (independent of n and m) that

√
τ

∥∥∥PkAT−1
k,mf̃k

∥∥∥ ≤M8 . (7.29)

According to the representation (7.4) and the estimation (7.7) we have:

√
τ
∥∥PkT−1

k,m

∥∥ ≤ 1
2ν0 , (7.30)

τ
∥∥PkT−1

k,mBu
∥∥ ≤ 1

2a1

∥∥B1/2u
∥∥ , u ∈ D (B) . (7.31)

From the inequalities (7.30) and (7.31) analogously to (7.29) we have

√
τ

∥∥∥PkT−1
k,mf̃k

∥∥∥ ≤M9 , (7.32)

where M9 is a positive constant (independent of n and m).
If we apply norms in (7.22) and take into consideration the estimations (7.29) and (7.32),
we get ∥∥∥B1/2Lk,mf̃k

∥∥∥ ≤ √τ (τM9

∣∣∣ζ(m)
3,k

∣∣∣+ τM8

∣∣∣ζ(m)
1,k

∣∣∣+M8

∣∣∣ζ(m)
2,k

∣∣∣) . (7.33)

Now, let us estimate norm of the operator B1/2Lk,m. From (7.22) we have∥∥B1/2Lk,m
∥∥ ≤ τ2

∣∣∣ζ(m)
3,k

∣∣∣ ∥∥PkT−1
k,m

∥∥+ τ
∥∥PkAT−1

k,m

∥∥(τ ∣∣∣ζ(m)
1,k

∣∣∣+
∣∣∣ζ(m)

2,k

∣∣∣) .
From here according to inequalities (7.26) and (7.30) we have∥∥B1/2Lk,m

∥∥ ≤ 1
2τ

3/2ν0

∣∣∣ζ(m)
3,k

∣∣∣+ b0ν
2
0

(
τ

∣∣∣ζ(m)
1,k

∣∣∣+
∣∣∣ζ(m)

2,k

∣∣∣) . (7.34)

Let us note that, from uniform boundedness of vectors w(m)
k+1 follows uniform boundedness

of vectors Av(m)
k+1 (see inequality (1.9)). From here according to the inequality (2.8) follows

uniform boundedness of vectors A1/2v
(m)
k+1.

If we insert the terms γ(m)
k+1 and γk−1 into the inequality (5.17) instead of the following

ones γk+1 and γ̄k−1, respectively, we obtain∣∣∣ζ(m)
1,k

∣∣∣ ≤ K1

∣∣∣γk+1 − γ(m)
k+1

∣∣∣ ≤ 2K1K2

∥∥∥A1/2uk+1 −A1/2u
(m)
k+1

∥∥∥
= 4K1K2

∥∥∥A1/2vk+1 −A1/2v
(m)
k+1

∥∥∥ , (7.35)

where K1 = max |ψ′1 (s)| < +∞, 0 ≤ s ≤ K2 = max(k,m)(γk, γ(m)
k ) < +∞ .

From (2.8) using inequality (1.9) it follows that∥∥A1/2u
∥∥ ≤ b0√

mA

∥∥B1/2u
∥∥ , ∀u ∈ D(B1/2).

According to this inequality, from (7.35) we have∣∣∣ζ(m)
1,k

∣∣∣ ≤ K3

∥∥∥wk+1 − w(m)
k+1

∥∥∥ . (7.36)
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where K3 is a positive constant (independent of n and m).
Analogously we get∣∣∣ζ(m)

j,k

∣∣∣ ≤ K4

∥∥∥wk+1 − w(m)
k+1

∥∥∥ , j = 2, 3 , K4 = const > 0. (7.37)

If we insert (7.36) and (7.37) inequalities into (7.33) and (7.34) we get:∥∥∥B1/2Lk,mf̃k

∥∥∥ ≤ √τK5

∥∥∥wk+1 − w(m)
k+1

∥∥∥ , K5 = const > 0, (7.38)

∥∥B1/2Lk,m
∥∥ ≤ K6

∥∥∥wk+1 − w(m)
k+1

∥∥∥ , K6 = const > 0. (7.39)

If we move on to norms in the equality (7.21) and consider the inequalities (7.38), (7.39),
(7.7), ‖L‖ ≤ b0 (see (1.9)) and Theorem 2.1 we get∥∥∥Z(m+1)

k+1

∥∥∥ ≤ √τK0

∥∥∥Z(m)
k+1

∥∥∥ , (7.40)

where K0 is a positive constant (independent of n and m).

Let τ satisfies condition
√
τK0 ≤ q < 1. Then from (7.40) follows that

∥∥∥Z(m)
k+1

∥∥∥ ≤
qm
∥∥∥Z(0)

k+1

∥∥∥, which means that (7.2) iteration is convergent.

So, we proved the following theorem

Theorem 7.1. If operators A and B satisfy conditions from section 1 and D(A) = D(B1/2),
then (7.2) iteration converges with geometric progression speed.
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