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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.
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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 [@]). 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 [I], 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], [I4]), 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 [I1], T. Geveci, 1.
Christie [I5], L.-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 [I5]. 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) (ur — ug_1) /7 and B'/?u; are uniformly bounded (uy is
an approximate solution, and 7 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 Gronwall’s lemma. Besides,
it is not required to impose any essential restriction for the temporal step 7.

1 Statement of the problem and semi-discrete scheme

Let us consider the following Cauchy problem in Hilbert space H:

d*u du 172 |2
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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

| Aul]® < b3 (Bu,u), Yue€ D(B)C D(A), by=const>0, (1.3)

where by || - || and (-,-) are defined correspondingly the norm and scalar product in H; 91 (s),
¥2(s) and ¥3(s), s € [0, 4o00[ are twice continuously differentiable nonnegative functions, besides



12(s) is increasing function; C' is linear operator, which satisfies the following condition
|Cul| < ao ||Aul] , Yu € D(A) C D(C), ao = const > 0; (1.4)

N is linear bounded operator; nonlinear operator M (-) satisfies Lipschitz condition; a1 and a2 are
positive constants o and ¢ 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 w (¢) with values in H, defined on the
interval [O,ﬂ is called a solution of the problem — if it satisfies the following conditions:
(a) u (¢) is twice continuously differentiable in the interval [O,f]; (b) u (t),u’ (t) € D(B) for any
t from [O,f] and Bu (t) and Bu' (t) are continuous functions; (c) u () satisfies equation on
the [O,f] interval and the initial condition . Here continuity and differentiability is meant
by metric H.

Equation is an abstract analogue of the following equation

l
A%u a* [ou 8*u 9 8%u
(9t2+a18x4(3t)+a2_ Oé'i'ﬁ/[@gu(ﬁ,t)} d€ 9z
0

apa / Ocu (6.0 de | 55 + 057 = £(©), (@.1) €)0,1[x]0.3, (1.5)

where a1, a2, 8 and v are positive and « , § any constants.

At the first time, equation 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
using the topological method.

We look for an approximate solution of the problem — using the following semi-
discrete scheme

Uk4+1 — 2Uk + Uk—1 Uk+1 + Uk—1

+ a1Buk+1 — Ukl +asB

T2 2T 2
+a1,k14uk+1 + Uk—1 +dkAUk+l + Uk—1 +asa Uk+1 + Uk—1
2 2 2
—l—Cuk—l—N%—&—M(uk) = fr, (1.6)

where fi, = f(tx), k=1,...,n—1, tx, =kr, T=1/n (n>1),

avk =P (o1, 741) Tk = ||A1/2uk||2,

de — 2 (Yrt1) = 2(k-1)
L =

o o az e =3 ([lue—al*, [lueta]?)

and where function 1;1 (a,b) (analogously of 1;3 (a,b)) is defined using the following formula

b
D1(a,b) = ﬁ/wl(s)ds. (1.7)

It is clear that if interval b — a is small enough, then formula gives good approximation
of ¥1(s) function at s = (a + b)/2.

In (L: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 — at point tx = k7 we declare uy,
u (tk) ~ Uf.



Remark 1.1. From condition it follows that
| Aul| < bo ||[B?u|, Vue D(B)C D(A). (1.8)

It is known, that D(B) is a core of BY? (see [I7], p. 354). It means that, for every
u € D(BY?) there exists sequence u, € D(B) such that, u, — u and BY?u,, — BY?u. From
here, according to (1.8) it follows that Au, is Cauchy sequence and it is clear that, since H is

complete, this sequence is convergent. u € D(A) and Au, — Au as A is closed operator. From
here and (L.8]) it follows that:

| Aul| < bo ||[B"?u||, Vue D(B'?)c 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 ¢ denotes positive constant).

Theorem 2.1. For discrete problem the vectors (ur — uk—1)/T and Bl/zu;C are uniformly
bounded, i.e. there exist constants c1 and c2 (independent of n) such that

Uk — Uk—1

Scl, HBl/QukHSC27 kzl,...,n.
T

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

2 1 1 1
Qpy1 — Qg + 2a1THBl/25UkH + §6k+1 — 551%1 + 501k (Vh+1 — Ye—1)

1 1
+ §dk (Yht1 — Ye—1) + 53,k (k1 — O-1) = (gk, k1 — uk-1) , (21)
where
Uk — U ? 2 2
o = % , ﬂk — ||Bl/2Uk|| , Ve = ||A1/2Uk|| 5 '19]9 = ||Uk“27

= fr — Cur, — Nour, — M (ug) , (5uk=%.

According to (1.7) we get:

vk (1 — Y1) = %1 (Ye-1, Yer1) (Vo1 — Y—1)

V41 V-1
= s)ds — / P1(s)ds,
P41 Vg1
a3,k(’l9k+1 — 791@71) = / 1/)3(8)(18 — / ¢3(s)ds .
0 0

Besides according to the monotonicity of function 12(s), the following estimation is valid

di (Ve+1 — Ye—1) = % (2 (r+1) = 2(Yk-1)) (V1 — Ye—1) > 0.



Then from (2.1)) we get
Aot1 < g + (98, Ukt1 — Uk—1)] , (2.2)

where A\x = ar + 3 (Br + Be—1 + pk + ph—1 + vk + Vi—1),

Vi Ess
M :/wl(s)d& Vk :/1/13(8)d8-
0 0

If we use Schwarz inequality, condition and Remark we obtain
|(gr, Uk+1 — up—1)|
< s = wnal] (Il + aoboy/Be + 1M (i) + [ N5uel])
From here follows
(gh k1 — un—1)| < 7 (Vawrr + Vo) (1fell + 1M (ur)l
+e1y/Be+ o (Vi + var) ) (23)

where co = % INV|, 1 = aobo -
For nonlinear operator M (-) due to Lipschitz condition we have
M (ui) || < e ([l = wr—al] + lue—1 = wr—2l| + ... + [lur — wol]) + [[M (uo)|
:CT(\/ak+\/Oék—1+...+VC¥1)+HM(U0)” . (2.4)

If we insert inequality (2.4) into (2.3) we get
(grs w1 — un—1)| < 7 (Va1 + Vax) o, (2.5)

where

k
or =1 > Vi +ery/Br + o (Varrt + vVar) + | fll + 1M (o) -

i=1
From (2.2) according to (2.5)) it follows
Akt1 < A + €k, (2.6)

where e, = 7 (1/ak+1 + \/ak) Ok.
Obviously from (2.6) we obtain

k
Akl < A1+ TZ (Vi + Jait1) o4,

i=1

from here we have
k

5%+1S5f+72(6i+6i+1)o’i, Or = \/ A\ .
i=1
from here follows the following inequality

k k
Op+1 < 61 + ZTZO'Z' < CTZ(SZ‘ + 2¢coT0k+1 + Nk, (2.7)
=1 i=1
where
k
e = 81+ cl|M (uo)| +2r Y |I£ill -
=1



If we assume that 1 — 27¢o =1 — 7||N|| > 0, then from (2.7) we have

k
Opt1 < CTZ 0; + -

i=1
From here, according to discrete analogue of Gronwall’s lemma, we have

6k+1 < cexp(ctk_l) (77k + 7'61) .
From here it follows that aj and S are uniformly bounded. O

Remark 2.1. From uniform boundedness of vectors B ?u;, follows uniform boundedness of
Auy, vectors (see inequality @) From this fact and the following inequality

| 412|| = [|A=" (4u)|| < \/% |Aull, Yu € D(A), (2.8)

where ma > 0 is lower bound of operator A ((Au,u) > ma(u,u)), follows that AY?uy is
uniformly bounded.

Remark 2.2. According to the triangle inequality, from uniform boundedness of (ur+1 — ur)/T
vectors follows uniform boundenss of (uk+1 — uk—1)/27 vectors.

Remark 2.3. From uniform boundenss of ||Aug||and ||(uk+1 — ug)/7|| follows uniform boundess
of
|(ve = ve—1)/7] .

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(z7y) ::I:Uk(x’y) 7yUk_l(x7y)7 k: 172"" 7 (3'1)
Ui(z,y) ==z, Uo(z,y) =1.
Uk (z,y) we call two-variable Chebyshev polynomials, as Uy (2, 1) represents Chebyshev polyno-

mials of the second kind (see, e.g. [39]).
From recurrence relation (3.1) using induction, we get the following formula

Uk(z,y) = Vy*Uk(€,1), =5 v>0 (3.2)

The formula (3.2) is important as it relates Uy (z,y) polynomials with classic Chebyshev polyno-
mials (we assume that in classic Chebyshev polynomials « variable is replaced by z/2). Let us
introduce the following domains:
A={(z,y): |yl <land |z| <y+1}.
ot = {(x,y): 4y — 2? >0}, QO = {(m,y): 4y — 22 <0},
AT ={(z,y) €eA: >0}, U =0"nNAT, Q=0 nAT.
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 Uy (z,y) are inside | — 2,/7,2,/y[. Besides if we take into consideration, that



Up(£2,1) = (=1)*(k+1) and |Ux(2€,1)| reaches its maximum on boundary (see, e.g., [35]), then
from formula (3.2) follows the following estimation

Ui(z,9)| < Us(2v5,y) = (k+D\/yk,  (z,9) € QT (3.3)

From above discussion, we conclude that for any positive y, Ux(z,y) is increasing function
regarding x variable, when z > 2,/y. Besides from recurrence relation it follows that, for
any fixed y <0, Ug(z,y) is increasing function regarding to x variable, when > 0. From here
we obtain

Ue(z, )| <Ue(l+y,y) =1+y+...+y" (3.4)

where y > —land |z| <1+ y.
From (3.4) follows the following estimation

Uk(z,y)(1 —y)| <1, (z,y) € A (3.5)

We also need estimation for Uy (z,y) — y"Uk—1(z,y), m = 0,1, polynomials, where (z,y) € A™.
The following inequality is simply obtained

2
Ug(x, 1 U 1 €l —2,2]. 3.6
U 1) = Ui DI € —=2—, ze] -2, (30)
According to formula (3.2)) and inequality (3.6) the following estimation is valid
Uk (z,y) = VyUr—1(2,9)| = Vy* U(§, 1) — Un—1(&, 1)| < /20", (3.7)

where £ =z/\/y, (z,y) € Q.
Let us estimate the following difference Uy (z,y) — yUr—1(z, y), when (x,y) € Q1. According

to inequalities (3.7)) and (3.3) we have
Uk(@,y) = yUr-1(z,9)| < V2, (z,y) € . (3.8)

Let us estimate the following difference Uy (z,y) — yUx—1(z,y), when (z,y) € Q2 and y > 0.
For that we require the following formulas:

Ui Zciitil 2)", (3.9)

Ur(2,) — V/gUs-1 (2, y) ZCZ; £-2) (3.10)

where £ = z/\/y , C} are binomial coefficients (C} = 1).

Using simple transformation from (3.9) we obtain formula (3.10). The formula (3.9) can be
Ue

obtained by using Taylor expansion of U(&,1) at £ = 2. We need to consider that U, (2,1) =

CQH—I
k+i+1°
From the following equality

Us(2,9) = yUs—1(2,y) = Uk(z,y) = VyUsr—1(2,9)) + (1 = V) VyUs—1(z,9),

according to formulas (3.9) and (3.10), it follows that, for any fixed y from ]0,1] interval
Uk(z,y) — yUr—1(x,y) is increasing function regarding x, when x > 2,/y. From here follows

Ur 2v9,9) —yUk—1 2v2,y) < Uk —yUr—1 S Ux(1+9y,9) —yUr—1(1 +9,9), (3.11)

where y > 0 and (z,y) € Q..

If we insert Ux(2\/y,y) = (k+ 1)y/y* and (3.4) in the relation 1| then we obtain the

following estimation

VyF (k+ 1) (1= V) + v9) < Unl,y) — yUn-1(z,y) < 1, (3.12)



where y > 0 and (z,y) € Q2.
We straightforwardly obtain the following inequality

0 < Uk(z,y) — yUr-1(z,y) < 1, (3.13)

where y < 0 and (z,y) € Q.

From estimations (3.8)), (3.12)) and (3.13) we have

|Uk(#,9) = yUk-1(2,9)] < V2, (2,y) € AT (3.14)
Analogously to (3.14) we obtain
Uk(z,y) = Ur—1(2,9)| < V2, (z,y) € AT (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 , is based on high order accuracy a prior:i 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 Gronwall’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. Kacur [I§], 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

Uk41 — 2Uk + Uk—1 U1 — Uk—1 Uk+1 + Up—1
+ +a1B * +asB i

= 4.1
72 27 2 T 1)

where k =1,...,n — 1, up, u1 and fj are the given vectors from H.

Difference equation represents main part of the nonlinear equation , and obviously
corresponds main part of the equation .

The following lemma takes place.



Lemma 4.1. Let B be self-adjoint positively defined operator and 1 — t7a > 0, a = a2/a1. Then
for scheme the following a priori estimation is valid:

s s 1 s— A SA
|B~uk+1||sﬂ||B‘uo|+HB* 12200 1 T(1 4 ra) ‘B“"
ai 2 T
k
T s—1 s—1
— B ill , D i€ D(B 4.2
+a1§__1:H £l wo,uwi € D(BY), fi e DB, (4.2)

A
< afuol + ﬁH -

|

k
+v2r Y I£ll, (4.3)

where s >0, k=1,...,n— 1, Aup = upp1 —ux (B® =1).

Remark 4.1. In sectwn@ (see Theorem (2.1 and Remark Remark (2.9 and Remark-)
there was shown that ||(ug+1 — uk) /7|, HA k , [Aug, Bl/zukH and |(vk — vk—1)/7| are
uniformly bounded. These results along with and allows to obtain such a priori
estimations for semi-discrete scheme @ from where follows stability and convergence of the
presented method.

Remark 4.2. A priori estimations and 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 eract
representations for the solution of difference equation .

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

inequality (4.2))

where

Bouk+1 — 2Tug + Biug—1 = Tka s (4.4)

2
Bo=1+ alB—i— azB B1 =By —T1a1B.

From (4.4) we get
Ug+1 = Lug — Suk—1 + Lfk, (4.5)

where L = 2B;', S = B1B; .

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 recurrence relation we get

Uks1 = U (L, S)yur — SUx_1(L, S)uo + — ZUk «(L,S)Lfi, (4.6)

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

Ui(L,S) = LUx—1(L, S) — SUr_2(L,S), k=1,2,... |, (4.7
Uo(L,S) =1, U-1(L,S)=0

Scalar polynomials Ug(z,y) corresponding to Uy (L, S) satisfy (3.1]) recurrence relation.
From (4.6) using simple transformation we have

A
Upt1 = rUk(L,S)$ + (Un(L, 8) = SUp—1(L, S)) uo + — ZUk (L, S)Lfi. (4.8)



If we apply operator B® (s > 0) on both sides of equality (4.8) and move on to the norm we
obtain

A s
1B ursall < 7| B Uk (L, ) — S0 (| U(L, 8) — SUx—1(L, S)]| || B"uol|
7_2 r
?Z |B*Us—i(L, S)Lfi]|- (4.9)
Using simple transformations we get:
1 1—7a
= L— I 4.1
s 1+71a 1+7a”’ (4.10)
I—S8= %BL. (4.11)

From here we have

7||B*UK(L, S)Lf| = 7 ||Uk(L, S)BL(B*' f) |

2 N 9 N
= UL U =B | < 0L U = 9))|]|B (4.12)
where f € D(B*71).

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)| < Jnax Uk (n(y), y)(1 = y)l, (4.13)

where n(y) = (1+ 7a)y + (1 — 7a).
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 o(L) C [0, 2]. According to this relation, from

the representation (4.10|) we have
o(S) C[-1,1]. (4.14)

If we consider relation (4.14) and estimation (3.5 we get

max [U(n(y),y)(1 —y)| < g[la;(”IUk( n(y),y) (1 —y)|

< max |Uk(x,y)(1— <1.
< max Un(ey)(1-y)] <

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
s 2 s— s—
TIIB UL, S)Lf| < —|[B ||, feDB ). (4.16)

Also from (4.16) follows the inequality
S 1 S— 1 S— T S
PIB UL S < = B Bl < LBl 4 T 1B, @)

where f € D(B?).
Let us estimate operator U, — SUk_1. Analogously, we have

[UK(L, ) = SUk-1(L, S)|| < Jax [Uk(n(y), y) = yUr—1(n(y), y)! -

10



If we consider relation (4.14) and estimation (3.14) we get

max |Uk(n(y),y) = yUr—1(n(y),y)| < max  |Ui(z,y)1 = yUr-1(z,y)| < V2.
yea(s) (@y)EA

So, we have
||Uk (L,S) — SUx_1(L, S)| < V2. (4 18)

If we insert estimations and (14.18] } into mequahty . we obtain estimation
3

Let us prove estlmatlon l From the formula (4.8]) according to the recurrence relatlon

(.7) we get

A _
H Well < (L = S — DUk (L, S)]] o]
A k
U T
+ || Uk — Ur—1]| H 2+ 5 E Uk—i — Uk—i—1 [ |1 LI | fill - (4.19)

i=1
According to equality (4.11) we have
L-S—-1=I-S-(2I-L)=1I-S—-(1+7a){—-S)=—7a(l-29).

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

T (L =S = I)Up-1(L, S)|| = a||Ux(L, S)(I — S)| < a. (4.20)

Analogously to , according to estimation we obtain
|Uk(L, S) — Up—1(L, S)|| < V2. (4.21)
From inequality using estimations (4.20)), and ||L|| < 2 a priori estimation
follows. O

Remark 4.3. Analogously to the following estimation can be obtained

B Auyg
T

A
<a|Bsu0||+\fHBs o

+2r ZHB £l (4.22)

where ug, u1, fi € D(B®), 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 . 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 and perturbation of the corresponding first-order
difference.

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

11



Theorem 5.1. Let ux and uy be solutions of difference equation @ corresponding to initial
vectors (uo, w1, fr) and (To, W1, f,), components of which are sufficiently smooth. Then for
zr = up — uk the following estimates are true

||Bl/2zk+1H + HATZIC
k
§C<||Bl/2zo||+HA7—ZO _|_7—HBI/2A:0 +TZ|fi_fi||> , (5.1)
i=1
where k=1,....,n—1, Azy = 241 — 2k-

Zk+1 — Zk—1

In this section and the following ones the notation dz; = is applied.

2T
Let us prove the corresponding auxiliary lemma.
Lemma 5.1. The following inequality is true
|dix = di| < c(|Azksa ]l + [ Az—1 ]l + [1521]), (52)

where zx = ux — Uy, ,
_ 2 2
di =002 (), di =002 (7)), = || A w7, = [|AV |
Proof. The following representation is valid
di — de = (66 — 69;.) Tk + i Lo,k (5.3)

where

1

Iy = / 4 (€)dE, Lo = / [0 (e (€)) — 4 (I (6)) ] e,

0

and where

W (€) =1+ (1 ==& T (©) =T + Topr — V1) &
Using standard transformations we get
0y — 07, = (Azis1, dur + 0Uk) + (028, A(Uuk—1 + Uk—1)) -
From here using the Schwarz inequality follows
107 — 6%, < Az || (10ue | + 1T + 192 (JAwecs | + [ATica).  (5.4)

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

|07k = 07| < e ([[Azktall + (1625 1) - (5.5)

Let us estimate integrals I, and I ;. If we use the change of variables for the integral I j
we obtain

1 1, (8)
Iz I/ / ¥y (n) dndé . (5.6)
0 7 (¢)
From (5.6) we have
1
sl < [ Ix(@de (57)
0

12



where

X(€) = (h-1 = V1) + (41 = Fiy1) — (-1 = 1)) €,
¢ = max |1/1§' (17)| <4oc0, 0<n< mgx(’ykﬁk) < +o00.

Regarding inequality (5.7) it should be noted that since 7 and 7, are uniformly bounded (see
Remark |2.1)) therefore maxy (yx, ;) < 400, i.e. the interval where we have to find a maximum
value of [¢5 ()| is finite. From here follows that max |5 ()| < +oo (according to the condition

5 (1) is continuous). So, from (5.7)) we have

1
L] < / ()] dE < e (s — Feoa| + [rsr —Tsa]) -
0

(5.8)

As vectors A %uy are uniformly bounded, for the difference v — 7, the following estimation is

valid

< cHAl/szH < cl||Az] .

e =7l = (VA + V) |V = Ve
From according to follows
2| < ([ Azl + [Aze-a]l) -
For the integrals I ; the following estimation is valid

|11,k < e c:max|wé(s)|<—|—oo7 Ogsgml?x(fyk,ik)<+oo.

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 z, = uy — uy satisfies the following equation

Zht1 — 22k + Zk—1 alek'H + 2p—1 2B2k+1 tae-1 71%’
T2 2 2 2

where k=1,...,n—1,

gk = 91,k + 92,k + 93,k + g4,k + g5,k,

g1,k = a1,k A (Uk+1 + uk—1) — @1,k A (Ukt1 + Tg—1),

92,6 = deA (Ups1 + ur—1) — de A (U1 + Un—1) ,

93,k = a3 kA (Uk41 + uk—1) — a3,k A (U1 + Uk—1) ,

gak =2(Czi+ Noz) . gsr =2 ((M (ur) — M (u)) — (fr — f1)) »

(5.9)

(5.10)

(5.11)

O

(5.12)

and where @ = Jl (7k+1,7k71) TV = HAI/QE;CHQ (analogously are defined @3, and Ek).
For scheme (|5.12)), according to Lemma the following a priori estimations are valid (see

and (3):

Il < (5l + [ 22

k
AZQ
< —— i .
C('“”H - +r;ng ||>

RBY/2 Azo
T

k
+Ty ||gz~|> :
i=1

HAZIC

T

13
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Let us estimate each g, separately. For g1, we have
g1k = (a16 — @1 k) (Augprr + Aug—1) + @1k (Azppr + Azg1) . (5.15)

Using simple transformations for difference a1, — a1,x we get

1 1k (8)
aik — a1k = / / 1% (n) dndg, (5.16)
O Tu(®)
From according to Remark we have
1
la1,k —@1k] < C/ IX©1d€ < c(Jve—1 = Fea| + [ 1611 = Fiia]) (5.17)
0

where ¢ = max |[¢] ()| < +oo, 0 <1 < maxg(vk,7,) < +00.

From ((5.15) using (5.17)), we get

lgrill < e (|1 = Fuca| + [yes1 = Tasa|) (lAunra ]| + [[Au— )
[ k] (1Aze ]| + | Azeall) (5.18)

According to Remark @1,% is uniformly bounded. Indeed we have

@15

- / v (I (6)) de| < e (5.19)

where ¢ = max |91 (s)| < +o0, 0 <s < maxg(Yk, V)
If we insert estimations (5.9) and ((5.19) in (5.18]) and take into account, that ||Ausx|| is

uniformly bounded, we obtain
lguell < e (I Azxarll + Azl (5.20)
Let us estimate vector g2, . We have
g2,k = (dk - Ek) (Auks1 + Aur—1) + di (Azrs1 + Azie—1) . (5.21)

According to Remark for dj. the following estimation is valid
1
@] =167, / 04 (16 () de| < 167 (5.22)
0

where ¢ = max |15 (s)| < +oo0, 0 <s < maxp(Vk,7y)-

According to Remark from (5.22) follows that dj, is uniformly bounded. Vector ||Aug|| is
also uniformly bounded (see Remark [2.1]). Using this and inequality (5.2) from (5.21]) follows

|92,6| < ¢ ([ Azl + [[Azi—a [l + [102]]) - (5.23)

Let us estimate the vector gs . If in representation of gi , operator A is replaced by identity
operator, then we get g3, (we assume that 11 respectivly is replaced by 13). According to this
for g1 1 analogously as for gs i the following estimation is true

llgs.kll < c(lzrrall + llzk-1l) < c(lAzkta ]l + | Azk—1]]) - (5.24)
If we consider that operator C' satisfies condition (|1.4), and N is bounded, then for gs,x we get

|94,k < c([Azi]l + [12]]) - (5.25)
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If we take into account that operator M(-) satisfies Lipschitz condition, then for g5, we obtain
lgs.ell < ellzall + || fr = Fi|| < elAzell + || fie = F| - (5.26)

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

- Az Az
lowll < [[fi = Tl + ¢ (IIAZMII  Azell + 1Az ]| + H + HT ) NGRS
Let us introduce the following denotations
k
A A -
5, = HBl/2ZO|| + H 20 JrTHB1/2 20 +TZ | FoTl
T T —
Az

o= 5725 + |

T

From according to we have
lgrll < || fe = Fil| + ¢ (exsr +ex + || BV 2 ]) - (5.28)

Using this inequality, from (5.13) we obtain

k
| B2 20i1|] < i+ CTZ (ix1+ei+||BY2i4])) - (5.29)

i=1

Using simple transformation from (5.29) we get

k+1
HBl/?'zkH || < clp +cT Z £ . (5.30)
i=1
Analogously, according to 1! and ||zo]| < HBI/2ZOH, from 1| follows
A k1
z
HTk <ol tery e (5.31)
i=1
If we add inequalities ((5.30) and (5.31), we get
k+1
k1 < Ok + cT Z €. (5.32)

i=1
If we request that 7 satisfies the condition 7 < ¢/c¢ (0 < ¢ < 1), then from (5.30)) we get

k
€kt1 < bk + cT E €5 .

i=1
From here by the induction can be obtained (discrete analogue of Gronwall’s lemma)

eppr < c(1+er)" (6, + 1) . (5.33)

From (5.33]), using inequality

1B 24| < [|BY220]| + 7

I

B2 Az
T

follows estimation (5.1]). O
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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 because of nonlinear terms, requires additional calculations.

Before formulating the theorem regarding the convergence (error estimate of the approximate
solution) of the scheme 7 we would like to make a note about the well-posedness of the
problem (L.I), (I: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 = po + 7p1). However, a convergence rate becomes two if we level up smoothness by two and
define starting vector u; using the following formula

2
-
U1 :ﬁPO‘f'TSDl"‘?SDZ, (6.1)

where p2 = u” (0), u” (0) is defined from the equation via ¢o and ¢1 (we assume that
wo,p1 € D(B)).

The further increase of smoothness of the solution does not make sense, as the approximation
order of the scheme 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 ¢ denotes positive constant).

Theorem 6.1. Let the problem , be well-posed. Besides, the following conditions are
fulfilled:
(a’) Po,P1,P2 € D(B))

(b) solution u(t) of problem , is continuously differentiable to third order including
and u"" (t) satisfies Lipschitz condition;

(c) u" (t) € D(B) for every t from [0,%] and function Bu" (t) satisfy Lipschitz condition.
Then for scheme @, the following estimates are true
Az

1/2~
max ||B / Z’““H + ||—
1<k<n-—1 T

) <er?, (6.2)

where zj, = u(ty) — uk is an error of approzimate solution, AZy = Zhs1 — 2k -
Proof. Let us introduce the following notations:

U (trgr) —u(te-1) U (thr) +u(te-1)

5 t == U t =

u (tk) o ;O (t) 3

Let us write down the equation (1.1) at point ¢ = ¢; in the following form
A%y (tk—l)

= + a1 Bou (tx) + a2 Ba (t) + 1 (Co—r, Cha1) A (tr)

+ 82 (Ge) A (t) + ¥ (lu (eIl (trs)[I7) @ (t)
+ Cu (tr) + Nou (tr) + M (u(tr)) = f (tx) + 7+ (tr), (6.3)

)7

T (tk) = TjT (tk) R (6.4)
7=0

where (i = || AY2u (t)[|” (1) = || AY2u ()
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and where

ror (tk) = % —u" (te) , ror(tk) = N (6u(te) —u (t))
e (60) = 391 G, Gor) A (A% (t-2)) + (@1 (Ghors Gutn) = 1 (6) Aute)

r3,- (tx) = a1 B (5u (tr) —u' (tk)) . T (te) = %azB (AQu (tkfl)) ,

Ta,r (tk) = 012 (k) %A (A% (te-1)) + (692 (Gr) — (¥2(C (tr));) Au (k)
rs,e (k) = s (lu (b7 llu (b)) [1P) A% (tx1)
+ (Js (lu =) sl Eree)1P) =25 (lu (@))1%)) () -

From (6.3) and (1.6 according to Theorem [5.1| we obtain

5 25
~ ~ k
<c (HBN%H + HATZO +THBI/2ATZO +7> s (tk)|> : (6.5)
i=1

If we carry out the routine calculations we obtain
s ()| < 7. (6.6)
It is obvious that according to the conditions @, @ and of the [Theorem 6.1, and the

equality (6.1]) the following inequalities are true

B> (A%0)]| + HATZO <er?, (6.7)
From , taking into account and , follows , O

7 Iterative method for discrete problem
Let us rewrite equation in the following form
Tivgp+1 = %Twz(’y;c,l)Aka — TNvgs1 + ﬂ , (7.1)
where vpy1 = (ug+1 + uk—1)/2,
Ty = (2 + T2a3,k) I+ 71 (a1 +7a2) B+71byA, by =r71air+ %1#2 (Vh41) »
ﬁ =7k +Ta1Bug—1+2ur, Ggr=7fr — 7™M (ur) + Nug—1 — 7Cu .
Equation is solved by using the following iteration

m 1 m m ra
Tomvgyy ) = gra(m-n) AT} = TN + fi (7.2)

where m =0,1,.. .,

m m m m 1 m
Thom = (2 +72a§,,7,j> I+7 (a1 +7az) B+7b{™A, o™ =ral7) + 702 <7,§+§) ,

2
(m) _ o, (m)
y o Uiy = 20500 — Uk,

(m) _ 7 (m) (m) _ 1/2, (m)
yp = (2] (7k-1,’7k+1> y o Vel = HA / Up 47

0’y = s (IIuk—1||2, o

Uy

2 ©)
) o Uy = (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 is valid. From here follows that D(A) C D(BY?) (see Remark .
In order to show convergence of iterative method we require the following condition to be
fulfilled D(A) = D(B/?). From here follows that operator BY?A™" (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 = HBl/2A71||.

Remark 7.2. Condition D(A) = D(B'?) is automatically fulfilled for equation , if unknown
function and its derivatives satisfy homogeneous boundary conditions. In this case BY/? = A,
where A is an expansion of symmetrical operator (—ng) (with homogeneous boundary conditions)
till a self-adjoint operator.

Remark 7.3. Regarding iteration it is important that Ty m is self-adjoint positively defined
operator (aéf';), agf',i) and s (’y,(:ﬂ) are nonnegative, as according to the condition ¥1(s), a(s)
and Y3(s), s € [0, +00[, are nonnegative functions). It is well-known that from here follows that
R(Ti,m) = H, i.e. equation Ty 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 . The prove depends on many standard transfor-
mations. The first step is to prove uniform boundedness of vectors w,(grl)l = BY 211,(;3 obtained
by iteration . This fact is important, as it gives a certain opportunity that iteration
might be converged.

Step 1. Prove uniform boundedness of vector sequence w,(;ﬂ obtained by using iteration ||
Proof. Let us introduce the following notations:

Skm = (2 + TQG:(;,?) I+a,B, Sp=(2+ ask) I +a-B, ar=7(a1+7az),
Pom =BT} Qum=B""S.* P.=B""T;", Q.=B"S"".

If we define the vector v,(c’ﬁl) from the equation (|7.2)), after applying the operator B/?
and move on to the norm, we get

m+1 1 — m
o | = Groston-s) Il 45~ i
IRl IV B2 ||| + || P (73)
Operator T} ., should be written in the following form
Thm = Sy 2 Grm Sy, Grom =1 +7b™ 8, V2 AS /2. (7.4)
According to ((7.4) we have
1Pemll < 1@emll |G| | 55277 (75)
The following estimations can be obtained easily:
1 —1/2 1 -1
< S < — G <1. 7.6
IQunll € —m= ||5n?| < 750 NGl < (76)
If we insert inequalities (7.6 into (7.5), we get
1
Pl = BT 1| < . 7.7
As v, is uniformly bounded (see Remark [2.1]), we have
Yo (k) < Ma, Ms = maxa(s) < 400, 0 < s < maxy, < 400. (7.8)
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From || according to estimations 7 7 | ABfl/QH < bo (see ) and HB71/2H <

1//msB (mp is a lower bound of the operator B) follows

HU)I(J:‘IFU < \/;Mg ’LU](;_,"_L)1 =+ ) Pk,mfk s (79)
where M3 is a positive constant (independent of m and n).
Let us estimate norm of the vector
kamﬁ = ’TPk,mgk + 1a1 Py, Buk—1 + 2P muy . (7,10)

According to Theorem Auy, M (ug) and uy vectors are uniformly bounded, (uniform
boundeness of vectors M (us) follows from (2.4)), also according to we have ||Cug|| <
ao ||Aug||. From here follows that vectors g are uniformly bounded. According to this
from follows that there exists such constant My (independent of n and m), that

~ 1 ~
VT Pe,mgill < Norn llgrll < Mo . (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

_ 1
|| Prom Buk 1 || = 7 || Qrm G Qiom B 2ur 1 || < o | B" 2wk ]| - (7.12)
From here according to Theorem [2.1] follows
T||Pk7mB'LLk_1H S M1 5 (713)

where M; 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
Prmur = BY? (T — Cp b ) we + BV Cy )i (7.14)

where Ci,m = (2 + TQCLS,Y;)) I+76™A.
Obviously, we have
T = Crme = T (Crom = Tim) Coy = —a= Ty, 0, BCy 1, - (7.15)
If we insert ([7.15)) into ([7.14]) and consider (7.4)), we get
Py mur = (Bl/QAfl) C,;,ln (Aug)

— a7 Qrm Gy Qi (BY2ATY) Oy, (Auy) . (7.16)
From 1} according to 1' C’k_:nH <1/2, Remarkand also |Theorem 2.1 | we have
||Pk,muk|| S M4 HAukH S M5 . (717)

where M5 is positive constant (independent of n and m), My = ¢1 (2 4 Taz/a1).

Let us insert inequalities (7.11)), (7.13)) and (7.17) into (7.10), we get

|

From ([7.9) according to (7.18]) we have

Pimfr|| < Ms, Ms=/TMo+a1 M +2Ms. (7.18)

le§’11“> < VM3 |[wi™) || + Mo . (7.19)
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Step

Let 7 satisfies condition /7M3 < g < 1. Then from (7.19) follows

Mg
1—q°

(m)

Hwarl +

(7.20)

0
<q" Hw,ill

Inequality (|7 shows, that vector sequence w,ng = BY%y ,(CT)l (vlg1 = (u ,(:)le +ur—1)/2,

“1(21 = uk) obtained by iterative method is uniformly bounded, i.e. there exists such

constant M7 (independent of n and m) , that Hw,(:z)l < My (here we again used Theorem

H for vector w,(CDjL)l). O
: (m) _ p1/2 _,(m+1)

2. Let us estimate norm of error Z,chl =B Ukl — Vg . Let us define vi41 and

,(J_:T ) from equalities ll and 1) respectively. If we apply B'/? to the difference of
these vectors and perform corresponding transformation, we get

m 1 1 m
2V = (1) BY L Lwis + 5792(ys-1) Peom L2
— 7B Ly mSwii1 — 7PemSZT) 4+ BY? Ly fi. (7.21)

where L = AB™'/?, S = NB™"/? and Lim =T}, — T;, 1,

Let us note, that in representation of the most complicated term is BY 2Lk,mﬁ, as
it does not have a small parameter 7 as a multiplier, that provides to obtain an estimation
from where follows convergence of the iteration method . For this term, using simple
transformation we get

BY?Lin fi = =P (Ts = Tion) T fr. = =727 PT3)
— 7V PAT ) i — 7rg(m)PkAka,lnﬁ 7 (7.22)
where <2 k= Y2(ves1) — Y2(n41) G =@k —a;;", j=1,3.
Analogously to (7.4) we can represent operator T in the following form:
Ty = S}/2°GrS}?,  Gr =1+ 7bpS; 2AS M (7.23)

Analogously to inequalities (7.6)) we have:

_ 1 _
Qi < F |se 7)< 55 leli<t. (7.24)
From using inequalities follows
1P = || B2 17| < —= (7.25)

- A/ 2T al ’
Using estimations -7 , , and (7.7)), analogously to inequalities (|7.11] ,

and ([7.17), we can obtain:

7| PATL|| = 7 [P L P < 2%01 , (7.26)

VT || PhATy ) Buk || = 7o || LBV Ty, Buk—1 || < bovoa; || B'/? (7.27)
VT || Pem ATy un|| < wo ||CrhyAuk — ar (LBY?Ty, BAT'Cy 1) Auy|

< (1 + (a1 +Ta2)boc1af1) HAUI@” , Vo= 1/\/% (728)
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To obtain inequality the following representations Tk_}n = Ck_:n - aTTk_’:nBC,;}n and
BY?T ) BY? = Qg Gr,mQk,m are used.

From inequalities , and , according to Theorem it follows that there
exists such positive constant Mg (independent of n and m) that

o k|| < Ms . (7.29)
According to the representation and the estimation we have:
VT || Ty || < %1/0, (7.30)
-1 1 5172
7 || PeTy , Bul| < S0 |B?ul|, uweD(B). (7.31)

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

VT HPkT,;;}; < My, (7.32)

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

If we apply norms in ((7.22) and take into consideration the estimations and -7
we get

(M) C(m)

oo

S\F(TMs;

(m)
2,

" ) . (7.33)

Now, let us estimate norm of the operator B¥2Ly. ,,,. From (7.22)) we have

(m) (m)

HBI/QL’””H <7’ 2,k

Pk +T;\pkAT | (T

).

From here according to inequalities (7.26)) and ( we have

(

Let us note that from uniform boundedness of vectors w,(cyz)l follows uniform boundedness

of vectors Avk 11 (see inequality 1' From here according to the inequality (2.8) follows

uniform boundedness of vectors A'/ 21),(!:)1

B2 L] < 32l

(m)
2,k

) . (7.34)

If we insert the terms 'yk +1 and yx—1 into the inequality (5.17) instead of the following
ones Yr+1 and yx—1, respectively, we obtain

(M) (

Yei1 — rYk'r:i Al/Quk+1—A1/2 (m)

< K, Up 41

<2K1 K,

= 4K1K2 A1/20k+1 — A1/2’U,(CT)1 (7‘35)

where K1 = max |1} (s)| < 400, 0 < s < Ko = max(hm)(*yk,’y,(cm)) < +00.
From (2.8) using inequality (1.9) it follows that

||A1/2u|‘<\/7||31/2 ul|, vueD(BY?).

According to this inequality, from (7.35) we have

_ o, (m)
Wk+1 — Wy g

< K3

(7.36)
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where K3 is a positive constant (independent of n and m).

Analogously we get

(m)

CJ(TZ) < Ky ||wipr —wq||, 7=2,3, Ki=const>0. (7.37)

If we insert ([7.36)) and (7.37)) inequalities into (7.33) and (7.34) we get:

HBl/sz,mﬁ < V7K

Wht1 — w,(:f)l , K5 =const >0, (7.38)

”Bl/sz,mH < Ko ||wr41 — wz(:ﬁ ;Ko = 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, |IL]] < bo (see (1.9)) and Theorem [2.1] we get

e

Z(m)

<VTKo || 2,11 (7.40)

k+1

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

<

Let 7 satisfies condition /7Ko < ¢ < 1. Then from (7.40) follows that HZ,S}:{

m (0)
e

, which means that 1] 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(Bl/z),
then iteration converges with geometric progression speed.
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