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Abstract

We present a new approach to parallelization of the first-order back-
ward difference discretization (BDF1) of the time derivative in partial dif-
ferential equations, such as the nonlinear heat and viscous Burgers equa-
tions. The time derivative term is discretized by using the method of lines
based on the implicit BDF1 scheme, while the inviscid and viscous terms
are approximated by conventional 2nd-order 3-point central discretiza-
tions of the 1st- and 2nd-order derivatives in each spatial direction. The
global system of nonlinear discrete equations in the space-time domain is
solved by the Newton method for all time levels simultaneously. For the
BDF1 discretization, this all-at-once system at each Newton iteration is
block bidiagonal, which can be inverted directly in a blockwise manner,
thus leading to a set of fully decoupled equations associated with each
time level. This allows for an efficient parallel-in-time implementation
of the implicit BDF1 discretization for nonlinear differential equations.
The proposed parallel-in-time method preserves a quadratic rate of con-
vergence of the Newton method of the sequential BDF1 scheme, so that
the computational cost of solving each block matrix in parallel is nearly
identical to that of the sequential counterpart at each time step. Numer-
ical results show that the new parallel-in-time BDF1 scheme provides the
speedup of up to 28 on 32 computing cores for the 2-D nonlinear partial
differential equations with both smooth and discontinuous solutions.

1 Introduction

An accurate prediction of unsteady physical phenomena arising in various appli-
cations (e.g., rotorcraft and turbomachinery flows, fluid-structure interaction,
maneuvering flight conditions, weather prediction, etc.) requires a very large
number of time steps, thus drastically increasing the total computational time,
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because conventional time integrators based on the method of lines are inher-
ently sequential. It should be noted that parallelization of the spatial discretiza-
tion alone is not enough to achieve such scalability that is required for solving
these unsteady flows on modern supercomputers with millions of computing
cores. For a fixed number of grid points, increasing the core count decreases
the number of degrees of freedom computed on each core, which will eventu-
ally lead to the communication overhead dominating the runtime. Therefore,
parallel-in-time methods offer a promising direction for achieving this goal.

Parallel time integration algorithms have been an active area of research
for 60 years since they were first introduced in methods [2–5] which can be
interpreted as iterative shooting methods, 2) space-time domain decomposition
methods [6, 7], 3) time spectral methods for periodic flows [8, 9], 4) space-time
multigrid methods [10, 11], and 5) direct time-parallel methods [12–14].

One of the most popular methods that can be directly used for both linear
and nonlinear problems is the Parareal algorithm introduced in [2]. For a lin-
ear system of ordinary differential equations (ODEs) with a constant coefficient
matrix A ∈ Rm×m, it has been proven that the Parareal method converges
if the governing equation is discretized by using an implicit L-stable scheme
(e.g., the backward Euler scheme) and A is either positive symmetric posi-
tive definite (SPD) [18] or has complex eigenvalues [19]. Note, however, that
the parallel performance of the Parareal-type methods is limited because the
so-called coarse grid correction carried out on the coarse grid is inherently se-
quential, thus dramatically reducing the speedup of the Parareal algorithm. As
a result, the speedup obtained with the Parareal-type methods for nonlinear
problems do not usually exceed 10 regardless of the number of computing cores
used [17]. Recently, several attempts have been made to overcome this problem
by combining the Parareal algorithm with a diagonalization technique intro-
duced in [12, 13], which is used to parallelize the coarse grid correction step [5].
Unfortunately, the parallel efficiency of the time-parallelization methods based
on diagonalization significantly deteriorates for nonlinear differential equations
because a single time-averaged Jacobian must be used for all time levels consid-
ered, thus leading to the loss of quadratic convergence of the Newton method.
Furthermore, this time averaging effectively imposes a severe constraint on the
time interval over which the averaged Jacobian provides a sufficiently accurate
approximation of the true Jacobian at each time level, which is required for
convergence of Newton-type methods. An alternative parallel-in-time approach
that can be used for nonlinear problems is space-time multigrid and multigrid in
time (MGRIT) methods [10, 20, 21]. The space-time algorithms use the multi-
grid method in the entire space-time domain, while the MGRIT methods apply
multigrid only to the time dimension. Though these methods work very well for
parabolic problems with dominant viscous effects, as has been shown in [22], the
number of iterations required for convergence and consequently the parallel ef-
ficiency of the Parareal and multigrid methods deteriorates dramatically as the
physical viscosity coefficient decreases and becomes comparable to that used in
practical applications governed by nonlinear partial differential equations. For
further details on the parallel efficiency and speedup provided by these meth-
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ods, we refer the reader to two comprehensive reviews of time-parallel methods
presented in [23] and [17]. As follows from these literature reviews, the existing
parallel-in-time methods have not yet demonstrated parallel performance that
is required for practical applications.

In this paper, we propose a new approach to parallelization of the method
of lines for unsteady nonlinear partial differential equations of arbitrary type.
The global system of nonlinear discrete equations in the space-time domain is
solved by the Newton method. For the BDF1 scheme, the global Jacobian at
each Newton iteration is a block bidiagonal matrix that can be directly inverted
in a blockwise manner, such that all time levels can be solved simultaneously
in parallel. Note that the computational cost of inverting each block matrix is
nearly identical to that of the sequential BDF1 scheme at each Newton iteration.
Since the decoupled and original all-at-once systems are equivalent, the proposed
parallel-in-time method preserves the quadratic convergence rate of Newton it-
erations, thus providing a nearly ideal speedup for highly nonlinear nonperiodic
problems with both smooth and discontinuous solutions. This Parallelization in
time based on Direct Inverse method is hereafter referred to as ParaDIn. The
proposed ParaDIn method for the implicit BDF1 discretization can be directly
combined with standard spatial domain-decomposition algorithms, thus demon-
strating a strong potential for obtaining a much higher speedup on large com-
puter platforms as compared with the current state-of-the-art methods based
on parallelization of the spatial discretization alone. The paper is organized as
follows. In section 1, we present governing equations and the baseline BDF1
scheme. The all-at-once system of equations solved at each Newton iterations
is discussed in section 3. Then, we present our new parallel-in-time method
(ParaDIn) and study its properties in sections 4-7. Numerical results demon-
strating the parallel efficiency and scalability of the proposed method are pre-
sented in section 8. Finally, conclusions are drawn in section 9.

2 Governing equations and the sequential BDF1
scheme

We consider a 2-D scalar nonlinear conservation law equation of the following
form:

∂u

∂t
+

∂f

∂x
+

∂g

∂y
=

∂

∂x

(
µ
∂u

∂x

)
+

∂

∂y

(
µ
∂u

∂y

)
, ∀(x, y) ∈ Ω, t ∈ (0, Tf ], (1)

where f(u) are g(u) are inviscid fluxes associated with x and y coordinates,
respectively, µ(u) is a nonlinear viscosity coefficient such that µ ≥ 0 ∀u, and
Ω = {(x, y)| xL < x < xR, yL < y < yR}.

The following two model problems are considered in the present study: non-
linear heat and Burgers equations. For the nonlinear heat equation, f = 0,
g = 0 ∀(x, y) ∈ Ω, t ∈ (0, Tf ] and µ(u) = µ0u

2, where µ0 is a positive constant.
In 2-D, the Burgers equations are a system of two coupled equations which
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are modified such that both velocity components are assumed to be equal each
other in the entire space-time domain. As a result, the system of two equations

reduces to Eq. (1) with the following inviscid fluxes: f = g = u2

2 . For the
Burgers equation, the viscosity coefficient µ = µ0 is assumed to be a positive
constant.

The conservation law equation (1) is subject to the following Dirichlet bound-
ary conditions:

u(xL, y, t) = b(xL, y, t), u(xR, y, t) = b(xR, y, t),
u(x, yL, t) = b(x, yL, t), u(x, yR, t) = b(x, yR, t),

(2)

and the initial condition:

u(x, y, 0) = u0(x, y, 0),

where it is assumed that b and u0 are bounded in L2 ∩L∞ and contain data so
that Eqs. (1-2) are well posed.

The governing equation (1) is approximated on a uniform rectangular grid
generated in the domain Ω with Nx and Ny grid intervals along the x and y
coordinates, respectively. The grid points are enumerated in a conventional
way along the x-axis starting from the bottom boundary j = 0 and going up to
the top boundary j = Ny. Discretizing the time derivative term by using the
method of lines based on the implicit BDF1 scheme and the viscous and inviscid
terms by the conventional 2nd-order 3-point discrete Laplace operator and the
2nd-order central finite difference scheme in each spatial direction, respectively,
we have

un
j,i − un−1

j,i

τn
+
fn
j,i+1 − fn

j,i−1

2hx
+

fn
j+1,i − fn

j−1,i

2hy

=
µj,i+ 1

2

(
un
j,i+1 − un

j,i

)
− µj,i− 1

2

(
un
j,i − un

j,i−1

)
h2
x

+
µj+ 1

2 ,i

(
un
j+1,i − un

j,i

)
− µj− 1

2 ,i

(
un
j,i − un

j−1,i

)
h2
y

,

(3)

where τn = tn − tn−1 is a time step size, hx and hy are grid spacings in x
and y, respectively. Using the Newton method at each time step, the nonlinear
discrete equations (3) are solved sequentially starting from the time level n = 1
and marching forward in time until n = Nt. Since the solution un−1 at the
previous time level is required to advance the solution to the next time level,
this time integration method is inherently sequential in time.

3 Global-in-time formulation of the BDF1 scheme

In contrast to the conventional time-marching method that solves the nonlinear
discrete equations (3) sequentially in time, the new time-parallel BDF1 method
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considers Eq. (3) as a single global space-time system of equations:

un − un−1

τn
+ F (un) = qn, n = 1, . . . , Nt, (4)

where the solution vector is given by un =
[
un
1,1, . . . , u

n
1,Nx

, . . . , un
Ny,Nx

]T
, F

represents the nonlinear discrete spatial operator associated with the inviscid
and viscous terms, and the vector q includes the contribution from the initial
and boundary conditions and the source term. Multiplying Eq. (4) by τn
and using the Newton method to solve this global-in-time system of nonlinear
equations, we have[

I + τn

(
∂F

∂u

)n

k

]
∆un −∆un−1 = −τn

(
un
k − un−1

k

τn
+ F (un

k )− qn
k

)
, (5)

where un
k+1 = un

k + ∆un, un
k is the solution vector of length Ns = NxNy on

n-th time level at k-th Newton iteration, and I is the Ns×Ns indentity matrix.
Note that Eq. (5) is solved for all time levels simultaneously, i.e., it is solved

for the following global vector U =
[
u1,u2, . . . ,uNt

]T
, where ui ∈ RNs∀i. The

above system of linear equations at each Newton iteration can be recast in a
block–matrix form as follows:

A1 0 . . . 0

−I A2
. . .

...
...

. . .
. . . 0

0 . . . −I ANt




∆u1

∆u2

...
∆uNt

 =


r1

r2

...
rNt

 , (6)

where Ai = I + τi
(
∂F
∂u

)i
k
, i = 1, . . . , Nt are nonsingular Ns × Ns matrices and

rn is a residual vector associated with the n-th time level, which is equal to the
right-hand side of Eq. (5). The system of equations (6) is coupled in time only
due to the subdiagonal of the left-hand-side matrix that couples vectors ∆un

and ∆un−1 at two neighboring time levels, thus making it impossible to solve
each spatial equation simultaneously in time.

It should be noted that Eq. (5) at each Newton iteration can be solved
iteratively in parallel by using either the block-Jacobi or block-Gauss-Seidel
methods [24, 25]. Note, however, that these methods converge very slowly as
has been proven in [26], thus dramatically reducing or completely negating the
overall parallel speedup of the method. We propose to overcome this problem
by fully decoupling equations (5) and solving them directly in parallel. This
new approach referred to as ParaDIn is presented next.

4 New parallel-in-time BDF1 scheme

To solve Eq. (6) in parallel for all time levels, we propose to fully decouple this
block bi-diagonal system of equations such that each block associated with the
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spatial operator at a given time level can be solved independently of each other.
The main idea of the proposed method is based on the observation that the
exact inverse of the block bi-diagonal matrix in the left-hand side of Eq. (6) is a
lower block-triangular matrix which can be calculated analytically. Multiplying
the right-hand side R = [r1, . . . , rNt

]
T
by this inverse, the system of equations

Eq. (6) can be fully decoupled. Indeed, assuming that Ai is nonsingular for all
i = 1, . . . , Nt and its inverse is denoted as A−1

i , the solution of Eq. (6) can be
written as follows:


∆u1

∆u2

...
∆uNt

 =



A−1
1 0 . . . 0

1∏
i=2

A−1
i A−1

2

. . .
...

...
. . .

. . . 0
1∏

i=Nt

A−1
i . . .

Nt−1∏
i=Nt

A−1
i A−1

Nt




r1

r2

...
rNt

 , (7)

where
1∏

i=Nt

A−1
i = A−1

Nt
. . . A−1

1 . Formally, the space-time system of linear equa-

tions (7) is fully decoupled in time and can be integrated in parallel for all time
levels.

Remark 1. Note that the order of matrix multiplication in Eq. (7) is important,
because the Jacobian matrices Ai, i = 1, . . . , Nt depend on the corresponding
solution vectors ui and do not in general commute with each other, i.e.,

AiAj ̸= AjAi, ∀i ̸= j.

Though the system of equations (7) is fully decoupled, the inverse Jacobians
A−1

i , i = 1, . . . , Nt are not readily available for discretized nonlinear conserva-
tion law equations such as Eq. (3). We propose to overcome this problem by
decoupling Eq. (6) in an alternative form that does not explicitly require the
local inverse Jacobians, which is presented in the following theorem.

Theorem 1. If matrices Ai, i = 1, . . . , Nt in Eq. (6) are nonsingular, i.e.,
detAi ̸= 0, ∀i, then the following system of equations

A1∆v1 = r1
A1A2∆v2 = A1r2 + r1

...
Nt∏
i=1

Ai∆vNt =
Nt∑
j=2

j−1∏
i=1

Airj + r1

(8)

has a unique solution that is identical to that of Eq. (6).

Proof. The existence and uniqueness of the solution of Eq. (8) follow immedi-

ately from the fact that det

(
j∏

i=1

Ai

)
̸= 0 for j = 1, . . . , Nt which is a direct

consequence of detAi ̸= 0 for i = 1, . . . , Nt.
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Now, let us prove that the solutions of Eqs. (6) and (8) are identical each
other. We begin by noting that the first equations in both systems are identical
to each other and fully decoupled form the remaining equations, which implies
that ∆v1 ≡ ∆u1. Moving the ∆u1 in the 2nd equation of Eq. (6) to the right-
hand side and multiplying both sides of the equation by the nonsingular matrix
A1, we have

A1A2∆u2 = A1r2 +A1∆u1.

Substituting the first equation in Eq. (6) into the right-hand side of the above
equation yields

A1A2∆u2 = A1r2 + r1, (9)

which is identical to the second equation in the system of equations (8). Moving
the ∆u2 in the 3rd equation of Eq. (6) to the right-hand side, multiplying by
A1A2, and substituting Eq. (9), into this equation, we obtain the following
equation:

A1A2A3∆u3 = A1A2r3 +A1r2 + r1

which is identical to the 3rd equation in Eq. (8). Repeating this procedure
recursively Nt − 1 times, we recover all the equations in Eq. (8). Since at
each step of this procedure, we performed the operations that do not change
the solution of the original system of equations (6), the solution of Eq. (8) is
identical to the solution of (6), i.e., ∆vi ≡ ∆ui ∀i = 1, . . . , Nt.

A key advantage of Eq. (8) as compared with its counterpart (Eq.(6)) is
that this system of equations is fully decoupled and can be solved in parallel for
all Nt time levels at once. This allows for an efficient parallel implementation
of the method of lines based on the BDF1 discretization. Since the systems of
equations (6) and (8) are equivalent to each other and have identical solutions as
follows from Theorem 1, the convergence rates of Newton iterations associated
with both systems of equations are identical to each other as well. Therefore, if
the Newton method associated with Eq. (6) converges quadratically, then the
new parallel-in-time method based on Eq. (8) preserves this optimal conver-
gence rate. Note that at each time level, the matrix on the left-hand side of
each equation in Eq. (8) has the same size as the system of linear equations at
the corresponding time step at each Newton iteration of the sequential BDF1
method, which is solved to advance the solution over one time step. There-
fore, the computational cost of solving each local problem in Eq. (8) is nearly
identical to that of the sequential BDF1 scheme at each Newton iteration at
the corresponding time step, if the same direct solver is used for solving both
systems of linear equations. Another advantage of the proposed parallel-in-time
integration scheme is that it preserves the original spatial discretization and can
be directly combined with standard spatial domain-decomposition algorithms,
thus promising a much higher speedup on large computer platforms as com-
pared with the current state-of-the-art methods based on parallelization of the
spatial discretization alone. Furthermore, the new BDF1 scheme given by Eq.
(8) provides the highest level of parallelism in time because each time level can
be computed on its own computing core in parallel.
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Remark 2. Along with the 2nd-order linear finite difference operators used to
discretize the spatial derivatives in the present study, the proposed parallel-in-
time BDF1 scheme can be straightforwardly extended to other spatial discretiza-
tions (finite element, finite volume, spectral collocation methods, etc.) without
any modifications.

The Newton method for the all-at-once space-time discrete equations (8)

requires an initial guess for the entire vector U =
[
u1,u2, . . . ,uNt

]T
, where

ui ∈ RNs ∀i. Since the Newton method is sensitive to the initial guess, in
the present analysis, we initialize the solution by solving Eq. (3) sequentially
on a coarse grid and interpolating this coarse-grid-solution to the original fine
mesh by using a 1-D cubic spline along each spatial coordinate. Note that the
original grid is coarsened in both each spatial direction and time by the same
factor cf . Though this strategy effectively imposes an upper bound on the
maximum possible speedup that can be obtained with the ParaDIn method,
the bound is not too restrictive. Indeed, the upper bound is O(cpf ) with p ≥ 3
in 2-D and p ≥ 4 in 3D, because for realistic problems, the computational cost
associated with the solution of the large system of linear equations at each time
level is practically always superlinear in Ns, where Ns is the total number of
grid points of the spatial grid. For example for cf = 4, this bound is of the order
of O(c3f ) = O(64), which is well above than most, if not all, parallel speedups
in time which have been reported in the literature for 2-D nonlinear partial
differential equations.

5 Parallel algorithm for calculating left- and right-
hand sides of Eq. (8)

To construct an efficient parallel-in-time method, the computational cost of
calculating the left- and right-hand sides of each equation in Eq. (8) must
be significantly lower than that of solving the corresponding system of linear
equations at each time level. Note that the left- and right-hand sides of Eq. (8)
have the following recursive property:

Pn+1 = PnAn+1

r̃n+1 = Pnrn+1 + r̃n,
for n = 1, . . . Nt

where P 1 = A1, and r̃1 = r1. Using this recursive property, we propose the
following algorithm for computing all Nt left- and right-hand sides in Eq. (8)
which can be performed in parallel. First, the solution vector u1 is sent to
all computing cores. Then, we partition the matrix A1 into Nt rectangular
matrices, such that each submatrix containing m = Ns/Nt rows of A1 is formed
on the corresponding computing core. In other words, the rows from 1 to m
are computed on a core C1, rows from m+ 1 to 2m are computed on a core C2

and so on up to the last computing core CNt
. As a result, each core has the

corresponding batch of rows of the original matrix A1. To take into account the
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sparsity of the Jacobian matrices A1, . . . , ANt and reduce the computational
cost, we first multiply nonzero entries in the rows of the A1 matrix by the
corresponding nonzero entries in each column of A2. After this multiplication,
each core has the corresponding m rows of the product matrix A1A2, which are
then sent to the core C2 to form the entire product matrix A1A2. Similarly,
we can calculate the product of A1 and m rows of the vector r2 on each core.
Repeating this multiplication procedure recursively l times, the corresponding

rows of the product matrix P l =
l∏

i=1

Ai and the right-hand-side r̃l of Eq. (8) on

each computing core are calculated as follows:

plij =
∑

k∈Kls

pl−1
ik alkj , l = 2, . . . , Nt, i = (s− 1)m+ 1, . . . , sm

r̃li =
∑
k∈Kl

pl−1
ik rlk + r̃l−1

i ,
(10)

where r̃li and rlk are entries of the right-hand sides in the l-th equation in Eqs.
(8) and (6), respectively, and Kls is a set of indices such that both the entries of
the product matrix P l−1 and the entries of the Jacobian matrix Al are nonzero.
The above algorithm can be summarized as follows.

Algorithm 1
For l = 1, . . . , Nt do

1) Send ul and calculate rows
{
alij
}sm
i=(s−1)m+1

on Cs for s = 1, . . . , Nt

2) Compute
{
plij
}sm
i=(s−1)m+1

and
{
r̃li
}sm
i=(s−1)m+1

by using Eq. (10)

in parallel on Cs for s = 1, . . . , Nt

3) Send
{
plij
}sm
i=(s−1)m+1

to Cs for all l ̸= s

For the numerical scheme (Eq. (3)) considered in the present study, the
number of nonzero entries in each row/column of A1, . . . , ANt

is less than or
equal to d = 5. Therefore, let us show that the computational cost of the above
parallel algorithm for calculating the left- and right-hand sides of all equations

in the system (8) is O(N2
t Ns), i.e., it is just linear in Ns if Nt ≪ N

1/2
s . We

begin by proving the following lemma.

Lemma 2. The product of two Ns ×Ns matrices X and Y where the latter is
a sparse matrix whose each column contains no more than d nonzero elements
can be performed in 2nnz(Z)d operations, where nnz(Z) is the number of all
nonzero entries in Z = XY .

Proof. Let zij be a nonzero entry of Z, which is computed as a dot product of
the i-th row of X and j-th column of Y , i.e.,

zij =

Ns∑
k=1

xikykj .
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Since in each column of Y there are only d or less nonzero entries, the above
sum contains no more than d nonzero terms, which can be computed in 2d op-
erations assuming that the addition and multiplication are counted as identical
operations. Taking into account that the same number of operations is needed
for each of nnz(Z) entries in Z, the total number of operations is 2nnz(Z)d.

With this lemma, we can now prove the following theorem that provides
an estimate of the total computational cost required for computing all product
matrices in Eq. (8).

Theorem 3. The total number of operations for computing all product ma-

trices P l =
l∏

i=1

Ai, l = 1, . . . , Nt by using Algorithm 1 is O(M2Ns), where

M = min (Nt, Nx) and A1, . . . , ANt are Ns × Ns Jacobian matrices of the nu-
merical scheme given by Eq. (5).

Proof. First, let us show that if Nt < Nx = O(N
1/2
s ), i.e., M = Nt, the total

number of operations of Algorithm 1 is O(N2
t Ns). Indeed, for the central scheme

given by Eq. (3), each Jacobian matrix Ai contains 5 nonzero diagonals. Fur-
thermore, all Jacobian matrices have the same pattern of nonzero entries, i.e.,
if akij ̸= 0, then alij ̸= 0 and vice versa if akij = 0, then alij = 0 ∀k, l = 1, . . . , Nt.
If Nt < Nx, it can be readily shown by the direct multiplication that the num-

ber of diagonals in P l =
l∏

i=1

Ai grows as an arithmetic sequence, where the

number of elements in the sequence is l and its common difference is O(5).
Therefore, the total number of nonzero diagonals in the product matrix PNt

is equal to the sum of this arithmetic sequence which is O(N2
t ), where Nt is

the total number of elements in the sequence. Using Lemma 2 and taking into
account that only Ns/Nt rows of P l are computed on each core, the number
of operations performed by each core for calculating these rows of P l is of the
order of O(N2

t
Ns

Nt
). Since this multiplication procedure is repeated Nt times,

the total computational cost for calculating all product matrices P 1, . . . , PNt is
NtO(N2

t
Ns

Nt
) = O(N2

t Ns).

For Nt ≥ Nx = O(N
1/2
s ), i.e., M = O(N

1/2
s ), the worst case scenario is

when the number of matrices l in the product P l =
l∏

i=1

Ai is so high that P l

is a full matrix. Therefore, according to Lemma 2, the multiplication of Ns/Nt

rows of the full matrix P l by Al+1 that contains at most 5 nonzero entries in
each column requires O(Ns

Ns

Nt
) operations. Again, repeating this multiplication

recursively Nt times, the total number of operations required for computing
P 1, . . . , PNt is NtO(Ns

Ns

Nt
) = O(N2

s ).

Remark 3. The number of operations needed for computing all right-hand sides
r1, . . . rNt

is also O(M2Ns), where M = min (Nt, Nx). Indeed, for Nt < Nx =

O(N
1/2
s ), each row of the product matrix Pn contains at most O(n2) nonzero

entries (see Theorem 3). Therefore, the dot product of the nonzero entries in
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Ns/Nt rows of Pn by the vector rn can be performed in O(n2Ns

Nt
) operations.

Repeating this procedure recursively Nt times, the total number of operations for

computing r1, . . . rNt is O(N2
t Ns). The case Nt ≥ N

1/2
s can be proven similarly.

Remark 4. For Nt < Nx = Ny, the exact number of nonzero diagonals in a

product matrix Pn =
n∏

i=1

Ai for the 5-point central scheme given by Eq. (3) is

equal to 2n2 + 2n+ 1.

6 Computational cost and speedup

Let us evaluate a speedup that can be obtained with the new ParaDIn method
for the implicit BDF1 scheme outlined in sections 4 and 5. For the serial se-
quential algorithm, the overall computational cost can be evaluated as follows:

Wseq = kseqNt [O(Ns) +Wsol]

where Wsol is the computational cost of solving a system of Ns linear equations
at each Newton iteration which strongly depends on a particular solver used, the
first term in the square brackets represents the number of operations required
to form the Jacobian matrix at each Newton iteration at each time step, and
kseq is an average number of Newton iterations per time step of the sequential
algorithm. Note that the number of operations for computing each Jacobian
matrix is of the order of O(Ns), because this Jacobian matrix contains only 5
nonzero diagonals for the central scheme given by Eq. (3).

For the proposed ParaDIn method, each time level is computed on its own
computing core in parallel. Therefore, the computational time of the parallel-
in-time BDF1 method is equal to the sum of the time required to compute a
single time step on all computing cores and the communication time between
the cores. The computation of each time step on an individual core includes,
the cost of forming the corresponding flux Jacobian matrix Ai and computing
the left- and right-hand sides in Eq. (8), the cost of solving the system of
Ns linear equations at each time level, and the communication time between
the cores. Note that these computational costs should be multiplied by the
number of Newton iterations required to drive the residual below a user-specified
tolerance. In the foregoing section, it has been proven that all Nt left- and
right-hand sides in Eq. (8) can be evaluated in parallel in O(N2

t Ns) operations

if Nt < O(N
1/2
s ). The computational cost of solving the system of Ns linear

equations at each time level in Eq. (8) is assumed to be identical to that of the
sequential algorithm Wsol, which strongly depends on a linear solver used. In
the present analysis, we use the same direct solver for banded matrices for both
the parallel-in-time and sequential BDF1 methods to eliminate its effect on the
comparison of the ParaDIn and sequential methods. As we discuss in section
4, the overall computational time also includes the cost of computing an initial
guess for all time levels. For 2-D problems considered in the present paper,
this computational cost can be estimated as follows: kseqWsol/c

p
f , where cf is a
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space-time coarsening factor and p is a constant such that p ≥ 3 and p ≥ 4 in
two and three spatial dimensions, respectively. Combining these computational
costs together, the total number of operations needed to solve the nonlinear
discrete equations (4) in parallel is given by

Wpar = kseqNt
Wsol

cpf
+ kpar

[
O(Ns) +O(N2

t Ns) +Wsol +Wcom

]
, (11)

where Wcom is the communication time between computing cores and kpar is the
number of Newton iterations of the parallel-in-time method. As a result, the
speedup that can be obtained using the ParaDIn–BDF1 scheme as compared
with its sequential counterpart is given by

S =
Wseq

Wpar
=

kseqNt [O(Ns) +Wsol]

kseqNt
Wsol

cpf
+ kpar [O(Ns) +O(N2

t Ns) +Wsol +Wcom]
(12)

For realistic problems described by highly nonlinear partial differential equations
(e.g., the Navier-Stokes equations), it is safe to assume that the computational
cost of solving the large system of linear equations at each Newton iteration
is dominant, so that Wsol ≫ O(N2

t Ns) ≫ O(Ns) and significantly higher than
the communication cost, i.e., Wsol ≫ Wcom, if Nt is not too large, e.g., Nt ≪
O(N

1/2
s ). As follows from Theorem 3, the solution of Eq. (8) is identical to that

of the original equations (6), thus indicating that the Newton iterations of the
ParaDIn method converge at the same rate as those of the original sequential
algorithm, i.e., kpar ≈ kseq. Therefore, a speedup provided by ParaDIn method
can be estimated as follows:

S =
Nt

Nt

cpf
+ 1

. (13)

For Nt ≪ cpf , we can conclude from Eq. (13) that a nearly ideal speedup of Nt

can be achieved with the proposed ParaDIn method.

7 Influence of the condition number

As follows from Theorem 3, the following constraint Nt ≪ O(N
1/2
s ) should be

imposed on the total number of time steps to make the computational cost of
forming the left- and righ-hand sides of Eq. (8) linear in the number of degrees
of freedom used for discretizing the spatial derivatives. It should be noted,
however, that this is not the only constraint that should be imposed on the
total number of time steps Nt which is equal to the total number of computing
cores used for the parallel-in-time discretization of the time derivative. Indeed,

the left-hand side of Eq. (8) is the product of n Jacobian matrices
n∏

i=1

Ai whose

condition number may become very large as n increases. As a result, even a
direct linear solver may introduce an O(1) error in the solution of the linear

system of equations:
n∏

i=1

Ai∆un = r̃n, if its condition number is comparable

12



or larger than O(ϵ−1), where ϵ is a roundoff error that accumulates during
solving this system of linear equations. In the present analysis, a direct solver
for banded matrices is used to solve the system of linear equations at each
time level. Therefore, the total roundoff error introduced by the solver can
be estimated as follows: ϵ = ϵrofO(N2

s ), where ϵrof is the machine roundoff
error which is usually O(10−16) and the second term represents the number of
operations performed to solve this system of linear equations.

Let us now evaluate the maximum number of time steps that can be used
in Eq. (8) for the 2-D linear heat equation until the condition number becomes
comparable with ϵ−1. It is well known that the Jacobian of the 5-point Laplacian
operator is a symmetric positive definite matrix whose eigenvalues are given by

λkxky =
4

h2
x

sin2
πkxhx

2
+

4

h2
y

sin2
πkyhy

2
, (14)

where kx = 1, . . . , Nx − 1 and ky = 1, . . . , Ny − 1. The eigenvalues of Ai =
I + τiµ∆h, where ∆h is the Jacobian matrix of the discrete 5-point Laplace
operator, can be expressed as follows: 1 + τµλkxky

. Assuming that hx = 1
Nx

=

hy = 1
Ny

= h, τ1 = · · · = τNt
= τ = 1

Nt
and all matrices A1, . . . , ANt

are

identical to each other, the condition number of
Nt∏
i=1

Ai can be estimated as:

K =

max
kx,ky

λkxky

min
kx,ky

λkxky

Nt

=

(
1 + 8µτ

h2

1 + 2π2µτ

)Nt

.

Setting the condition number K equal to the reciprocal of the total roundoff
error ϵ−1, we have the following inequality for Nt:(

1 + 8µ
Nth2

1 + 2π2µ
Nt

)Nt

<
ch4

ϵrof
, (15)

where c is a constant independent of h. As follows from the above estimate,
the maximum number of time steps that can be integrated by the proposed
parallel-in-time method without significant accumulation of the roundoff error
depends on the spatial grid spacing h and the physical viscosity µ. For example
for Nx = Ny = 64, µ = 10−3, c = 1, the maximum number of time steps Nt

given by Eq. (15) is equal to 22. Note that Nt given my Eq.(15) increases
as the viscosity coefficient µ decreases. Our numerical results presented in the
next section qualitatively corroborate this estimate. To partially circumvent
the influence of the condition number, a simple diagonal preconditioner, P =
diag[pn11, . . . , p

n
NsNs

], where pnii are diagonal entries of the product matrix Pn,
is used in the present analysis. Constructing more efficient preconditioners for
the ParaDIn method is the subject of ongoing research, which will be presented
in our future paper.
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8 Numerical results

We test the proposed ParaDIn-BDF1 scheme on standard benchmark problems
including the 2-D nonlinear heat and Burgers equations with smooth and dis-
continuous solutions. For all numerical experiments presented herein, we set
Nx = Ny and use uniform grids in time, i.e., τ1 = τ2 = · · · = τNt

. The ac-
curacy of the ParaDIn method is verified against the corresponding sequential
scheme and exact solutions. The system of linear equations at each time level is
solved by using a standard direct solver for banded matrices without pivoting.
To make a fair comparison between the sequential and parallel-in-time BDF1
schemes, the same direct solver for banded matrices is used for both methods.
It is beyond the scope of the current study to conduct a detailed comparison of
the performance of various solvers for the new parallel-in-time BDF1 scheme.
The ParaDIn-BDF1 scheme has been parallelized only in time, such that the
number of computing cores used is precisely equal to the total number of time
steps Nt, i.e., each time step is calculated on one core regardless of the number
of degrees of freedom used for discretization of the spatial derivatives. Note
that L1, L2, and L∞ error norms presented in this section are evaluated over
the entire space-time domain. For all test problems presented in this section, we
run the ParaDIn and sequential BDF1 schemes with identical input parameters
and on the same space-time grids and computing cores.

Sequential BDF1 ParaDIn BDF1
Nt ×Nx ×Ny L∞ error L∞ rate L∞ error L∞ rate

8× 8× 8 2.22× 10−4 − 2.22× 10−4 −
16× 16× 16 1.15× 10−4 0.95 1.15× 10−4 0.95
24× 24× 24 6.54× 10−5 1.4 6.54× 10−5 1.4
32× 32× 32 4.01× 10−6 1.7 4.01× 10−5 1.7

Table 1: Error convergence of the ParaDIn and sequential BDF1 schemes for
the 2-D nonlinear heat equation.

8.1 2-D nonlinear heat equation

The first test problem is a nonlinear heat equation (1) with f(u) = g(u) =
0,∀(x, y) ∈ [0.1, 1.1]× [0.1, 1.1], t ∈ [0, 1] The viscosity coefficient in Eq. (1) is
given by µ = µ0u

2, where µ0 is set equal to 10−6. This nonlinear heat equation
has the following exact solution:

uex(x, t) =

√√
α

µ0
(x+ y) + αt+ 1,

where α is a positive constant that is set to be 1 for all test cases considered in
this section. The above exact solution is used to define the initial and boundary
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Figure 1: Convergence histories of Newton iterations obtained with the parallel-
in-time and sequential BDF1 schemes on the grid with Nt = 8 and Nx = Ny =
64 for the 2-D nonlinear heat equation.

conditions given by Eq. (2). An initial guess for the ParaDIn method is the
solution of this parabolic equation obtained by the corresponding sequential
scheme on a grid coarsened by a factor of cf = 4 both in each spatial direction
and time, which is then interpolated to the original grid.

First, we evaluate the accuracy and convergence properties of the proposed
ParaDIn method. The L∞ discretization error and its convergence rate com-
puted over the entire space-time domain with the ParaDIn and sequential schemes
on a sequence of globally refined grids are presented in Table 1. Note that for
this test problem, the discretization error is dominated by its spatial component,
so that the BDF1 scheme demonstrates the convergence rate higher than one.
Convergence histories of the Newton iterations of the ParaDIn and sequential
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Number Nt Serial Parallel Speedup Parallel
of cores runtime (s) runtime (s) efficiency

4 4 1112 .8 286.3 3.9 97%
8 8 1489.8 194.0 7.7 96%
16 16 2971.9 199.2 14.9 93%
24 24 4466.4 204.6 21.8 91%
32 32 5969.1 209.4 28.5 89%

Table 2: The speedup and parallel efficiency of the ParaDIn-BDF1 scheme
for the 2-D nonlinear heat equation on grids with Nt = 4, 8, 16, 24, 32, and
Nx = Ny = 64.

BDF1 schemes obtained on the same grid with Nt = 8 and Nx = Ny = 64 are
compared in Fig. 1. For both the parallel and sequential BDF1 schemes, the
L2 residual norm at each Newton iteration is computed over all time levels as
follows:

∥uk+1 − uk∥2 =

√√√√ 1

NtNs

Nt∑
n=1

Nx∑
i=1

Ny∑
j=1

[
(un

ij)k+1 − (un
ij)k

]2
,

where k is the Newton iteration index. As evident from this comparison, both
methods converge quadratically except for the last 4-th iteration which is af-
fected by the roundoff error.

To evaluate the parallel performance of the ParaDIn method described in
Section 4, we evaluate the weak scaling behavior of the ParaDIn-BDF1 scheme
by using one time step per core and increasing the number of cores together
with the number of time steps, while the spatial grid remains unchanged. As
a result, the computational cost of one time step stays nearly the same for
each core, while the communication time grows, as the number of time steps
increases. Table 2 shows the speedup and parallel efficiency of the ParaDIn-
BDF1 scheme for the 2-D nonlinear heat equation on a sequence of space-time
grids with Nt = 8, 16, 24, 32 and Nx = Ny = 64. For all grids presented in Table
2, Newton iterations of the ParaDIn method converge quadratically and only 2-
3 iterations are needed to drive the L2 norm of the residual below the tolerance
that is set to be 1/10 of the true discretization error on the corresponding
grid. As one can see from this comparison, the proposed ParaDIn-BDF1 scheme
provides nearly ideal speedups for all numbers of cores used. Furthermore, the
parallel efficiency is very close to its optimal value on coarse temporal grids and
gradually decreases to 88% as the number of cores increases to 32, which is due
to a communication overhead between the computing cores.

We also compare the computational times taken to solve this 2-D nonlinear
heat equation with the sequential and parallel-in-time BDF1 schemes on the
same sequence of uniform grids in Table 3 . As follows from this comparison,
both the ParaDIn method and the corresponding sequential scheme converge
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Number Nt Sequential Number of ParaDIn Number of Speedup
of cores runtime (s) iterations runtime (s) iterations

4 4 1103.7 3.0 286.3 3 3.9
8 8 1475.2 2.0 194.0 2 7.6
16 16 2936.5 2.0 199.2 2 14.7
24 24 4414.5 2.0 204.6 2 21.6
32 32 5900.7 2.0 209.4 2 28.2

Table 3: Runtimes of the parallel and sequential BDF1 schemes for the 2-D
nonlinear heat equation on grids with Nt = 8, 16, 24, 32, and Nx = Ny = 64.

quadratically in two Newton iterations except for Nt = 4 that required three
iterations. Furthermore, the new parallel-in-time BDF1 scheme demonstrates
nearly optimal speedup as compared with the sequential counterpart. It should
also be noted that the ParaDIn and sequential BDF1 solutions are nearly iden-
tical to each other on all grids considered.

Sequential BDF1 ParaDIn BDF1
Nt ×Nx ×Ny L1 error L1 rate L1 error L1 rate

6× 6× 6 2.87× 10−2 − 2.87× 10−2 −
12× 12× 12 1.56× 10−2 0.88 1.56× 10−2 0.88
18× 18× 18 1.05× 10−2 0.97 1.05× 10−2 0.97
24× 24× 24 7.91× 10−3 1.00 7.91× 10−3 1.00
30× 30× 30 6.26× 10−3 1.05 6.26× 10−3 1.05

Table 4: Error convergence of the ParaDIn and sequential BDF1 schemes for
the 2-D Burgers equation.

8.2 2-D viscous Burgers equation

The second test problem is the 2-D viscous Burgers equation given by Eq. (1)
with f(u) = g(u) = u2/2. For this problem, we use the following exact solution:

uex =
v

2

[
1− tanh

(
v(x+ y − vt)

4µ

)]
, (16)

where v is a shock speed that is set to be 0.5. The viscosity coefficient µ
is constant and set equal to 10−3, so that the viscous shock wave given by
Eq. (16) is not fully resolved on any grid considered and behaves as a strong
discontinuity. For the Burgers equation, an initial guess for the ParaDIn method
is constructed the same way as in the previous test problem with the coarsening
factor of cf = 3 in each spatial direction and time.

The L1 discretization error and its convergence rate obtained with the ParaDIn
and corresponding sequential methods are presented in Table 4. As expected,
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Figure 2: Convergence histories of Newton iterations obtained with the parallel-
in-time and sequential BDF1 schemes on the grid with Nt = 12 and Nx = Ny =
63 for the 2-D Burgers equation.

the parallel-in-time and sequential BDF1 schemes show an identical error con-
vergence whose rate approaches to one as the grid is refined. We compare
convergence histories of Newton iterations obtained with the ParaDIn and se-
quential BDF1 schemes on the same grid with Nt = 12 and Nx = Ny = 63 in
Fig. 2. Similar to the previous test problem, the sequential and parallel-in-time
BDF1 schemes demonstrate a very similar convergence behavior for the Burg-
ers equation. Note, however, that both methods do not converge quadratically
except for the last two iterations, as one can see in Fig. 2.

We evaluate the parallel performance of the ParaDIn method for unsteady
problems with strong discontinuities by solving the 2-D Burgers equation on
a sequence of uniform rectangular grids with Nt = 6, 12, 18, 24, 30 and Nx =
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Number Nt Serial ParaDIn ParaDIn Speedup Parallel
of cores runtime (s) runtime (s) efficiency

6 6 1385.2 242.2 5.7 95%
12 12 2846.7 253.9 11.2 93%
18 18 4239.4 259.7 16.3 91%
24 24 5639.6 262.0 21.5 90%
30 30 9436.9 355.6 26.5 88%

Table 5: The speedup and parallel efficiency of the ParaDIn-BDF1 scheme for
the 2-D Burgers equation on grids withNt = 6, 12, 18, 24, 30, andNx = Ny = 63.

Number Nt Sequential Number of ParaDIn Number of Speedup
of cores runtime (s) iterations runtime (s) iterations

6 6 1828.8 4.0 242.2 3 7.6
12 12 2891.9 3.08 253.9 3 11.4
18 18 4178.5 3.0 259.7 3 16.1
24 24 5574.8 3.0 262.0 3 21.3
30 30 6993.3 3.0 355.6 4 19.7

Table 6: Runtimes of the parallel-in-time and sequential BDF1 schemes for the
2-D Burgers equation on grids with Nt = 6, 12, 18, 24, 30, and Nx = Ny = 63.

Ny = 63. The speedup and parallel efficiency obtained with the ParaDIn-BDF1
scheme are presented in Table 5. Similar to the previous test problem, the
new time-parallel BDF1 scheme demonstrates speedups which are close to their
maximum possible values with a slight decrease in the parallel efficiency as the
temporal grid is refined. Computational times required to solve the 2-D Burgers
equation until Tf = 1 by the sequential and parallel-in-time BDF1 schemes are
presented in Table 6. Since the viscous shock wave at µ = 10−3 is not resolved
on any of these grids, the local- and global-in-time Newton iterations associ-
ated with the sequential and parallel-in-time BDF1 schemes, respectively, do
not converge quadratically. Despite this suboptimal convergence, both methods
reduce the L2 norm of the residual below a tolerance (which is set to be 1/10
of the true discretization error) in about 3 Newton iterations. On the coarsest
grid with Nt = 6, the Newton method of the sequential algorithm in average
converges by one iteration slower than that of the ParaDIn method. This slower
convergence of the sequential algorithm is due to the fact that its initial guess,
which is the solution at previous time step, is less accurate than the initial
guess of the ParaDIn method, which is a coarse-grid solution obtained on the
space-time grid with coarsening factor of cf = 3. Note that this convergence
behavior reverses on the finest grid (Nt = 30), because the time step size be-
comes sufficiently small, thus providing a more accurate initial guess for the
Newton method of the sequential algorithm at each time step. As expected, the
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numerical solution obtained with the parallel-in-time BDF1 scheme converges
to that of its sequential counterpart for all grids considered, because the decou-
pled system of equations (8) of the ParaDIn method is equivalent to the original
fully coupled equations (5-6) of the sequential algorithm.

9 Conclusions

In this paper, we have introduced and developed a new strategy for parallel-in-
time integration of unsteady nonlinear differential equations discretized by the
implicit first-order backward difference (BDF1) scheme in time. The global all-
at-once system of nonlinear discrete equations is solved by the Newton method
for all time levels simultaneously. The key idea of the proposed methodology,
which is herein referred to as ParaDIn, is to recast the block bidiagonal system
of linear equations at each Newton iteration in a form that is equivalent to its
inverse. As a result, this system of equations is decoupled in time into indepen-
dent blocks that can be solved in parallel. We have proven that the decoupled
and original all-at-once systems are equivalent to each other. Therefore, the
ParaDIn method preserves the quadratic convergence rate of Newton iterations
and provides a nearly ideal speedup for nonlinear problems with both smooth
and discontinuous solutions. For the proposed parallel-in-time BDF1 scheme,
each time level is computed on its own computing core regardless of the number
of degrees of freedom used for discretization of the spatial derivatives. As has
been shown in section 7, some upper bound should be imposed on the total
number of time steps that can be integrated in parallel by using the ParaDIn
method. This constraint is due to the fact that the condition number increases
together with the number of time steps. A preconditioning strategy designed
for circumventing this constraint will be presented in our future paper. The
numerical results show that the proposed ParaDIn-BDF1 scheme demonstrates
a nearly ideal speedup and a parallel efficiency on up to 32 computing cores for
the 2-D nonlinear heat and Burgers equations with smooth and discontinuous
solutions.
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