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Differences of solutions of implicit Euler schemes with
accretive operators on Banach spaces

Johann Beurich

Abstract

We give an upper bound for the difference of two solutions of Euler schemes approxi-
mating the Cauchy problem

{u(t) +Au(t) > f(t)  (t€[0,T]),
w(0) = u°,

where A C X x X is a quasi-accretive operator on a Banach space X, T > 0, f € L'(0,T; X)
and ©® € X. This upper bound generalizes a result from Kobayashi, who established an
upper bound for the problem with f = 0 in [II]. We show, that the upper bound can be
used to establish existence and uniqueness of Euler solutions as limits of solutions of Euler
schemes as well as regularity of Euler solutions.

1 Introduction

Let  be a Banach space with norm ||-|| . We consider the Cauchy problem

u(0) = o, (CP: f,u°)

{u(t)—i-Au(t) S f(t)  (telo,T)),
where A C X x X, T > 0, f € L}Y0,T;X) and u® € X. We assume that the operator
A is accretive of type w € R. We call uniform limits of solutions of implicit Euler schemes
corresponding to the Cauchy problem, Euler solutions. The fundamental questions of existence
and uniqueness of Euler solutions were first discussed in the late 1960s and early 1970s. Crandall
and Liggett [7] showed in 1971 existence and uniqueness of Euler solutions, if f = 0 and A
satisfies some range condition.

For f # 0 and A being m-accretive of type w, Crandall and Evans were able to show existence
and uniqueness of Euler solutions in 1975 [6] by comparing norms of differences of solutions of
Euler schemes to exact solutions of boundary value problems involving the differential operator
0/0s + 0/07. In the same year Kobayashi [I1] found an elegant way of estimating the difference
of two solutions of Euler schemes, which gave a direct way of showing existence and uniqueness
of Euler solutions for f = 0. He also established the rate of convergence O(|7T|1/ %), where |n| is
the mesh size of the time partition 7 used in the Euler schemes. Kobayashi was aware, that his
results overlapped with the results from Crandall and Evans in [6]. He wrote [I1, Remark 2.2]:

After the preparation of this manuscript, Prof. M. Crandall informed me that
Crandall and Evans [6] proved Theorem 2.1 by an entirely different method, which
is interesting in itself. They treat a more general evolution equation [...] where
f € LY0,T; X) is given. Our method is also applicable to this case.



However, Kobayashi’s result stated in [11] is not sufficient to show convergence of solutions of
Euler schemes for f # 0. Crandall and Evans also mention this. They wrote [6]:

Kobayashi’s note came to the attention of the authors after most of the research in
the current paper was complete. There is some minor intersection of our development
with that of [IT]. The case f # 0 seems genuinely more complex than the case f = 0,
and our main point is not only Theorem 1.2 but its proof, which is of independent
interest.

Our main result Theorem is a generalization of Kobayashi’s result. We obtain an explicit
estimate for the norm of differences fo solutions of implicit Euler schemes even in the case f # 0.
From there one deduces easily existence of solutions, a priori estimates (obtained earlier by
Nochetto and Savaré [12]), stability of solutions and regularity.

2 Euler solutions and accretive operators
We use the following notation. We call any set A C X x X an operator on X and we define

domA:={ueX: (u,v) € A for some v € X},
range A = {v € X: (u,v) € A for some u € X},
Au={ve X: (u,v) € A} forue X,
A = {(u, \v): (u,v) € A} for X € R,
A+ B = {(u,v+w): (u,v) € Aand (u,w) € B} for BC X x X,
A+z={(u,v+2): (u,v) € A} forz € X,
A7 = {(v,u): (u,v) € A} and
I={(u,u): ueX}.

Let a,b € R, a < b. Any finite subset
{t07t17' e 7tN} - [aab]

containing a and b is called a partition of the compact interval [a,b]. We usually think, without
loss of generality, that the elements tg,t1,...,ty € 7 are ordered, and we write

mra=ty<t; <...<ty=b
For every partition m: a =tg < t; < ... < ty = b we define the time steps
hi =ty —t;
for every i € {0,..., N — 1} and the mesh size of the partition
|7| =sup{h;:i€{0,...,N —1}}.
We further define the floor function |-].: R — R by

LJ t; ifSE[ti,tiJrl),Z'E{O,...,N—l},
§|p =
s if s & Ja,b),



and the ceiling function [-],: R = R by

(5] i tiyr if s € [ti,tig1),1€4{0,..., N — 1},
s if s & [a,b).
A function f: [a,b] — X is adapted to the partition , if
f is constant on [t;,t;41) for every i € {0,...,N —1}.
A discretization 6 is any triple of the form (g, fg,u)), where my is a partition of the interval
[0,T], fo: [0,7] — X is a step function adapted to the partition 7y and uf € X.
For a given operator A C X x X and a discretization 6 = (g, fp,uJ) we consider the implicit
Euler scheme
ug(tiz1) — ug(t;)
h;

ug(0) = u.

We say that ug € C([0,T]; X) is a solution of the implicit Euler scheme (Ey|), if (Eg) holds
and wy is affine on the intervals [t;,¢;41], that is,

+ Aug(tiy1) D fo(t;) fori € {0,..., N — 1}, ()

g =t oy tTh
tit1 — ¢ tit1 — ¢
for all t € [t;,t;+1] and all ¢ € {0,..., N —1}.

Let f € L'(0,T;X) and u° € X. We call a function u € C([0,7]; X) an Euler solution of
(CP: f,u”)) if there exists a sequence of discretizations (6,) = ((mg,, fo,,ug )) and a sequence
ug, )n in C([0,T]; X), such that ug, is a solution of the implicit Euler scheme (Ejp, ) for all n € N,

ug(t) = o(ti+1)

lim |7T9"| =0,
n—oo

Jim 1fo. = fllzso.rix) = 0 and
Jim{lug, —ulle(o,71,x) = 0,

In the literature Euler solutions of (CP: f,u") are often called mild solutions of (CP: f,u").
The bracket for u,v € X is defined as

vl ol
A>0 A '

[u,v] ==

For properties of the bracket we refer the reader to [I].
An operator A C X x X is accretive of type w € R if

[uw—0,v—0+wlu—1da|y >0 (1)

for every (u,v),(@,0) € A. The operator A is accretive if A is accretive of type 0 and A is
quasi-accretive if A is accretive of type w for some w € R.
If A is accretive of type w € R and

range(] + AA) = X

for all A > 0 with Aw < 1, then A is m-accretive of type w. The operator A is m-accretive if A is
m-accretive of type 0 and A is quasi-m-accretive if A is m-accretive of type w for some w € R.
A quasi-accretive operator A is said to satisfy the range condition if there exists A\g > 0 such
that
dom A C range(I + \A)

for every A € (0, \g). Clearly, every quasi-m-accretive operator satisfies the range condition.



3 Differences of solutions of implicit Euler schemes

In this section we take two discretizations 6 = (mg, fp,u)) and 6 = (ﬂé7fé,u2). Let ug €
C([0,T]; X) be a solution of the implicit Euler scheme (Eg)) and uy; € C([0,7]; X) be a solution
of (E;). Forie€ {0,...,N} and j € {0,..., N} we define

a; ;= |lug(ts) — uy(t;)| x-

Our goal is to find an estimate for a; ;, which only depends on the discretizations § and 0.

To see that a; ; gets small, if [t; — ¢;|, |mo|, |mpl, Juh — ugHX and || fo — f4llL1 (0,7, x) are small,
we want to obtain an upper bound, which works for all partitions with small mesh sizes |7y| and
|-

3.1 An implicit upper bound
Lemma 1. Forie {0,...,N —1} and j € {0,...,N — 1} we have

. hi\ " h\ T hi A b
lfhi/\hvwai K S 1J) a; +<1A2> Qj + : ,\jai'
(1—( §)W)ait1 541 < h, +1,5 3 41 PRV

+ (hi A Ry) [ug(tier) = wg(Ein), folts) = f5(E5)] - (2)

Proof. Let us first assume ﬁj < h;. Using the Euler schemes 1) and (Ej), that A is accretive
of type w and properties of the bracket (see [II, Proposition 3.7]), we get

ug(tiy1) — ug(t;)
b

0 < hy l o(tiv1) —ug(fjr), folt:) — — 5l + -

+ iij ||u€(ti+1) — Ué(tAj_;_l)HX

ug(tiv1) — ug(Ej1), hy(fo(ts) — F3(5)) — (uo(tivr) — uy(Ej41))

# (123 oltinn) = ugl) + 2 nt) — uglE)| + By

< by [ug(tivr) — ug(fjen), fo(ti) — f3(E))] — aiy1j

~

h; h; R
+ (1 - hi)ai“’j + h—z_ai,j + hjwaiy i1

Rearranging the terms gives us the desired inequality. The case ﬁj > h; can be treated analo-

gously. O
Remark 2. For i € {0,.. —1} and j € {0, .. — 1} we also have
. hi Ej
(1= (hi Ahj)w)aipjer < Ty + Tt Ry
hih; R
s jﬁ [uo(tiv1) — ug(Ejr), fo(ti) — fo(E5)] -

Many authors work with this version of an iterative estimate for a;41 j4+1.

=~



Definition 3. We define the continuous and strictly increasing function ¢: (—oo,1) — R by

—log(l—z)
A G2 VY
o@)=1" & 1FF
1 if x =0.
o(z)
t X
1

Figure 1: Graph of ¢.

Lemma 4. If (|| A |m5))w < 1, then

" hi\ ™" hi\ "
ai+17j+1 S exp(cp((|7rg| A ‘ﬂ'é‘)&))(hz A hj)o.)) (]. — h,j> a7;+1,]‘ + (1 — E) ai7j+1
v J
hi A h; . . .
+ Y iL] ai g+ (hi A hy) [ug(tivr) — ug(Ej41), fo(ti) — f5(i5)] )
? J

forie{0,....,N =1} and j € {0,...,N —1}.

Proof. By assumption we have 1 — (h; A ﬁj)w > 0, so we can use Lemma |l{and divide both sides
of by 1 — (h; A ﬁj)w. Since exp and ¢ are increasing, we get

1 «
o exp(—log(l ~ (i A hj)w))

= exp (cp((hi A hj)w)(hi A ﬁj)w)

< exp((p((Imol A g )w) (hs A By

Note that for w < 0 we get @((hi A hj)w) > o((|mg| A |74])w), which still works for the estimate
above. This completes the proof. O

Lemma 5. If |mg|lw < 1, then for every (u,v) € A and for every i € {0,..., N} we have
llug(t:) — ull x < exp(ep(|mplw)tiw) [lug — ullx

+/ exp(p(1mole)(ts — |71 )0) [uo([7]y) = w, foT) —vldr.  (3)
0



If |m5lw < 1, then, as above, for every (u,v) € A and every j € {0,..., N} we have

lug () — ullx < exp(o(|mglw)tjw) [|ug — ullx
+ /O jeXP(SO(lWélw)(fj — |7 )rgw) [ug([T]r,) = u, fo(r) —v]dr.  (4)

Proof. We prove lj by induction over i. For i = 0 both sides are equal to Hug — uHX If the
statement is true for some i € {0,..., N — 1}, then note that

uUu—u

h;

+ Au > v,

SO we can use Lemmawith the discretization 6 = (7, v,u) and constant solution u; = u of the
implicit Euler scheme (Ej) to get

o (tis1) = ull < exp (@(|mole) o) (Iluo (ki) = wllx + B [wo (tis1) = v, fo(t:) = o])
= exp ((p(|7‘f‘g|w)hiw) ||U0(ti) - UHX

+ / " exp(p(1malw)(tiss — 17 1np)) g ([7]my) — 10, fo(r) — o] d.

i

and together with the induction hypothesis we get
[ug(tisr) — ullx < exp(e(|mplw)tipiw) lug — ul x
tit1
+/0 exp(p(|molw) (tivs — [7]rg )w) [ug([T]xy) — u, fo(T) — v] dT.

This completes the induction. The inequality can be shown analogously. O

We can now already establish an upper bound for a; j, if the partitions are equidistant.

Lemma 6. Let N € Noq,. If mg =15 = {O, %T, %T,...,%T,T}, then for every (u,v) € A
and for every i € {0,...,N} and j € {0,..., N} we have

ai; < exp(p(|molw)tiw)llug — ullx + exp(p(|mylw)tjw)llug — ullx

(ti—i)T

+/0 exp(p(|mo|w)(ti — [7]x, Jw) [uo([T]7y) — u, fo(T) —v]dT
(Ei—t)t .

+/O exp(p(|mglw)(t; — |7 ]r))w)ug([T1r,) — u, f3(7) — v]d7

[ explemal)((t A ) = L7y ) w0 (7T, + (8 = 5))
0
—ug([7Tmy + (G = t)*)  fo(r + (1 = 1)) = f3(r + (& — ta)*) | ar.

Proof. We prove this by induction over (i, j). Note that |mg|w = %w < 1. If 5 = 0, we can apply
Lemma M| and use to get

aio < lug(t) — ullx + lug — ullx

)
< exp(p(|molw)tiw) [lug — ullx + Jug — ullx
t;

+ | exp(@limolw)(ti = [7]m ) [uo([7]x,) = v, fo(r) = vl dr.



|Tg| = |mp|, so by applying Lemma we get
air1+1 < exp(o((Imol)w)hiw) (ai; + hi [ue(tir1) — ug(tia), fo(ts) — fo(E)]) -

By using
exp(((|mo|)w)hiw)hi [ug(tiv1) — ug(ti1), fo(ts) — f5(E5)]

- /t 1A exp(p(|molw) ((tix1 Aj41) — [T]ry)w) [ug (7 )mp + (tiz1 — F541)™)

iNL;
—uy ([T1r, + (i1 — tix) V) s fo (74 (bigr — Li30)7) = f5 (7 + (G2 — tz‘+1)+)} dr.

and the induction hypothesis for a; ; as well as

(ti — ;)" = (tig1 — tj41)" and

(t; —t)* = (G — tir) ™,

we get the statement for (i + 1,5 + 1). This completes the induction.

If i = 0, we can use (4) analogously. If the statement is true for (4, j), then note that h; = h;

O

To get an upper bound for a; ;, which holds for all partitions my and 7, we use the following

density function p®J.

Definition 7. Let p*/: R? — R be recursively defined by

P = L10,0)x[-1,0)
fOI‘iG{O,...,N}a X
pOJ = 1[,1’0)><[07fj)

for j € {0,..., N} and

o AN L
phIT = (1 -~ h”) pr (1 -

1
h Vv iLj l[tivtﬂrl)x[ijvfﬁrl)

>

+ ~
z) pi,j+1 + hi A }}j pi,j
hi V h;

>

J

forie{0,...,N—1}and j e {0,...,N —1}.

Lemma 8. Let (u,v) € A and g € BV (—1,T;X) with g(1) = v for 7 <0. If (|mg| V |m4])w < 1,

then for alli € {0,...N} and j € {0,..., N} we have

~

as; < exp(((m] V [mg)e)(ts + £ )eot) (nuz Cuflx o+

ug—uHX

T T
#l sl + Wy sl + [ | [ 7269100 ol arar).



Figure 2: Plots of the density p®/ for different partitions 7y and 7s. For small mesh sizes |7
and |m;| the density p*’ is concentrated along the diagonal through the point (t;, fj).



Proof. We prove this by induction over (4, ). If j = 0, we can use Lemma [5| to get

aio = |lug(ti) — ugllx

< lug(ti) — ullx + |

ug —ullx

+/ exp(p(mal)(ts — |7 ) [u0([7] ) — . fol7) = 0] dr

< exp(p((mo| V Imgl)w)tiw™) (IIUS—UIIXJrIIug—UIIer/OiIIfe(T)—vXdT>

< exp(((|ma| V ImglJw)tiwr”) (nus —ullx +[|ug - ullx

116 = gll o) + / / O(r, ) lg(r) - g(f)ﬂxdm).

The case ¢ = 0 can be treated analogously. If we assume the statement to be true for (i,j),
(i4+1,7) and (i,5 + 1), then we can use Lemmato get
Nt
1
) @i, 5+1
J

+ Z: C Zj aij + (hi ABy) [ug(tivr) — ug(Ei41), folts) — £5(E5)] )

~

. A\ T
asvrgor < exp(ip(((mal V frgl))(h A st ((1 -2 g (1

>

>

Note that

~

(hi/\h‘)[ o(tiv1) — ug(tig1), fo(ts) — fo(E5)]

< (s )l folts) — 36
1 i+1 J+1
= 7) = g(F) + g(7) — f5(7)|| , A7 dr
il / [£0(r) = 9(7) + 9(r) = 97) + 9(7) = £33
h
= hi\/i’/j ||f‘9—g||L1(ti7ti+1§X) h \/h HfG g“Ll(f_j,f_7+1;X)

T rT
+ - 1, .. ;oo (T, T T)— g(T d7rdr.
vt L st () L)~ oy

By using the equalities




as well as the recursive definition of p**17+! in @ we get

cirn a1 < oxp(ol(mal VIt +Er0w) (1§ = ullx + = ulx
+ [ fo — 9||L1(0,ti+1;x) + Hfé - gHLl(O,fj+1;X)

T T
[ e —g(f)HXd%df).
—1J-1

This completes the induction. O

Lemma (8] already achieves the goal of finding an upper bound for a; ;, but it is not clear,
whether the upper bound is small, if the mesh sizes |mg| and || are small. The next results show
some properties of the density p*’/ and lead to a good explicit estimate of the double integral

T T o
/71 /ﬂPz,J(T, 7) |lg(T) — g(7)|| x d7 dr.

3.2 Properties of the density
Lemma 9. Fori e {0,...,N} and j € {0,..., N} we have

supp p™? € ([=1, 8] x [=1L,1;]) \ ([-1,0) x [-1,0)).

Proof. This is a direct consequence of the definition of the density p*/. We prove this by induction
over (i,7). For (i,7) = (0,0) the statement is true since supp p*° = . For i € {1,..., N} we
have

supp p% = [0, 8] x [~1,0] = ([~1,t:] x [-1,%0]) \ ([~1,0) x [~1,0))

and for j € {1,..., N} we have

supp p*7 = [~1,0] x [0,4;] = ([~1,t0] x [-1,4;]) \ ([~1,0) x [-1,0)).
If the statement is true for (i,7), (i +1,5) and (¢, + 1), then
LI C supp pt Y Usupp pt T Usupp pt7 U ([t tiga] X [ fia])
C ([=1tia] x [=1,£1]) \ ([-1,0) x [-1,0)).

This concludes the induction. O

supp p

Lemma 10. Leti € {0,...,N} and j € {0,...,N}. For all 7 > 0 we have
T P
[ e = 1),
~1
and for all 7 > 0 we have

T
| oo =10,

-1

Proof. We prove the first statement by induction over (7,7). Let 7 > 0. If j = 0, then

T T
/ §0(r, 7) dit = / Lo (M) 111.0) () dF = 11 (7).
-1

-1

10



If i =0, then
T T
[ i adr = [ 100t dr = 0= 1., (0).
—1 —1

If the statement is true for (¢, j), (i+1,5) and (4, j+1), then together with the recursive definition
of p*t1i+1l in (7)) we get

T 1,541 hi\" hi ’
/ p It () dF = (1 - h]> Ljo,6,,0)(7) + (1 - ﬁ) 1jo,,)(7)
v J

—1

h; A ilj 1 T A\ 1A
hi v iLJ‘ 1[O,ti)(T) + hi V ]Alj /_1 1[ti1ti+1)(T)1[£j7fj+1)(7-) dr

=hy1p, 0,0 (T)
= 1[0,ti+1)(7-)'
This concludes the induction. The second statement can be treated analogously. O

Remark 11. Lemma [10| shows that the mass stays constant in some sense. More precisely, it
follows from Lemma [10] that

T T T
/ / p (1, 7)d7dr = / 1[0,“)(7) dr=1¢
0o J-1 0

T T o T .
/ / p”(T,f’)df'dT:/ 1.4,y (7) dF = ;.
—1Jo 0

Furthermore one can show that

and

T T
/ pH(r,#)d? < i forall T <0 and / p" (1, 7)dr < t; for all + < 0.
-1

-1

Therefore
T T T T
/ / pl’](T,?)df'dTSti/\tjSti\/tjg/ / pz’j(T,%)d%dTSti‘i’t]‘.
o Jo —1J41
The next lemma shows how the density p*/ can be computed directly without iteration over
i and j.

Lemma 12. For every i € {0,...,N}, j € {0,...,]\7}, k€ {0,...,.N —1} and every l €
{0,...,N —1},

. ~ 1 N - ~ N o ~
Pt ti) = hi VA ((hk — hug1) T (s tigr) + (he = hiesr) T o™ (tgr, 1)
k 1

+ (his1 A hign)p™ (tgrs fign) + 5(i,k+1),(j,l+1)>~

Proof. In this proof we use the short notation szl = p"I(t),1;) and the Kronecker delta. Let

ke{0,...,N—1}and ! € {0,...,N —1}. We prove the statement by induction over (i, j). For
i =0 or j = 0 this is true since

P (1, 7) = p% (1, %) =0

11



for all 7,7 > 0 by definition (see and () and

Ly, o) xlionin) Bt 1 tib1) = Lo 0y wiiy i) (Be1s trgn) = 0.

Now let us assume that the statement is true for (i+1, j), (¢,7+1) and (¢, 7). Using the definition
of pt1Ji+lin and our induction hypothesis we get

A\ T BT h; Ah; 1
i1+ _ i+1, : i+l .
o (1‘4) pm”(l‘a.) P R T Sk

g A 7 1 J

}AL, + 1 R i . A~
(1 E) (G
2 k l

+ (hget1 A hl+1)/’k+1 41T 5(i+17j)7(k+1ﬁl+1))

\T 1 5 1 f b+l
+ <1 - fzj) v ((hk = i) i (= haen)

+ (P A i) oty + 5(i,j+1),(k+1,l+1))

hi/\hj 1
hi\/iljhk\/ill

((hk - El+1)+PZ§+1 + (ill - hk+1)+/’211,l
. y 1
+ (P A1) P g + 5(i7j),<k+1,l+1>) om0 (-
hi Vb
By using the identities

<1ﬁj)+5. . _ (hi—hy)* _ (e —tue)™ o
hi (i+1,5),(k+1,14+1) h v h (i41,5),(k+1,141) hl v iLj (2,7),(k,14+1)»

ﬁj (4,5+1),(k+1,141) h; \/ﬁj (4,5+1),(k+1,141) h; vﬁj (3,5),(k+1,0)5
hi A fAL hk+1 A ]A7/l+1
hi Vv ]Alj (4,9),(k+1,04+1) = Wé(i’j)’(kﬂ’lﬂ) and
1 1
mé(@j);(k,l) = hk \/ ill 5(i+17j+1),(k+17l+1)

and rearranging the terms we get

1,541
k.l
hk*hlﬂ +<< AJ) i+1,j ( hi>+ g1 hi Nhy 0(i,j) (kl+1)>
— [EA Y (i [ T 9 pbd oy ZWd )R
hk Vi hi) P AR VY G RV
th) (( B ) i ( hi>+ 4Ly MRy O(i.5), (k+1,0)
1——= (1 - = bty S T e PRS2
hk v h, Pry1,l 7, Pri1, hiv i, Prii1 hiV I,

hk+1/\hl+1(< J> i+1 < hi)+ RES] hi A h;
+ 1—- = 4 J -+ 1— — 1,7 + ] i,
v [y Pr+1,1+1 i, Pri1,041 I v h ——PR1i41

(4,5),(k+1,141)
hi \/h

) + hk Vi O(i41,j+1),(k+1,141)

12



_ 1
hk\/ill

5 +1 (i, 1,j+1
((hk — b)) T 4 (e = ) Ty T
+ (hrrr A )Pt 0T + 01, 41). ke, l+1)>
This concludes the induction. O
We only need one more technical lemma before we can state the main estimate for p*

Lemma 13. Let a,b,c > 0. Then

2ab
40— 2 < Sla—b)2 +ac.
C

Proof. If 4b < ¢, then we have a+b—2%b <a+b= \/(afb)2+4ab§ \/afb2+ac
If 4b > ¢, then we consider the function h: [0,00) = R,a + /(a —b)2 +ac—a—b+ 22 and
get

2(a—b)+c 2b

W)= ——=t—o—+——-1 and
(@) 2y/(a—b)2+ac ¢
4b —
h//(a) — C( C) 5
4((a—b)%+ac)?
2
for a > 0. Since h(0) =0, K'(0) = £ + 2 —2 = ( 55— 2:) > 0 and h”(a) > 0 for all
a >0, we get h(a) > 0 for all @ > 0, which proves the statement. O

The following lemma shows the concentration of mass on the diagonal.

Lemma 14. Let t € R. For everyi € {0,...,N} and j € {0,..., N} we have

/ / (1,7 deT+/ / (r,7)d7dr

< \J(t = 6%+ [mol(t A (1 — £F) + [mal(Ey A — 0)F).

Proof. For this proof we use the notation

Kij(t / / (1,7 deT—|—/ / (r,7)d7dr. (8)

First, let t > 0. Note that by Lemma for every i € {0,...,N} and j € {0,..., N} we have

T T
Kij(t) < / 14,y (F)d7 + / Lio)(T)dr = (t; — )" + (t —t)". (9)
t

t

In particular #; ;(t) = 0 for t > ¢; V {;. We now prove the statement by induction over (i,7). If

j =0, then we have
miolt) = 0+ (6 — 1) < 1= /(6 — ho)?.
hog(t) = (F — ) +0 <1 = /(1o — ;)2

13
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Now let us assume that the statement is true for (i,75), (¢+1,7) and (¢, + 1). We first treat the
case that h; < h;. Then by the recursive definition of pithitlin lb we have

Kit1,j+1(t)

~ ~

h; h;
= <1 — 7)/@41,;’(15) + ki (1)

1 t T o T o
+h</1 ¢ 1[ti’ti+1)(T)l[fjvfjﬂ)(T)deT+/t /11[ti’ti+1)(T>1[fy'fj+1)(7)deT

~ ~

h, hy
— (1 - ;)Hi+1,j(t) + #Ki,j(t)

1 N

o (((t — )T AR (B =) Ahy) + (b — )T ARa)((E—15)F A hj)) : (10)

If 0 <t < t; Atj, then we have (¢t —t;)" = (t —#;)* =0, so the last term in vanishes. Using
also the induction hypothesis and the concavity of the square root function, we get

i, h
Kip1,j+1(t) = (1 - ,;)ﬁwl,j (t) + ﬁﬁi,j(t)
i, A :
< (1= 32 )Wt =7 Il =)+ gl 0

(b= )2 + ol (1 — ) + gl — 1)
< (1= 32) w9 + frltsns =0 + iy ~ )
; :
# (6= 6 + ol = 0+ gl = 0))
= { (i1 = Lj00)? + [mo| (i1 — ) + |yl (Fj1 — 1)
hj I 7 72 2
+ 1= 5 ) (2(tis — Eia)hy + b — [mglhy)

h; A . . R
i(Q(th — tj+1)(hj — hz) + h? — thhi + h12 — |7T9|hi — |7T9*|hj)>

= \/(ti+1 —tj11)2 + |mol(tier — ) + |mg|(Fj1 — ) = oy (ol — hi) — |mglhy — B3

<\t = F0)? ol (tig — ) + gl — 0).

Ift; <t < fj, then we can use @, , the induction hypothesis and the preceding calculation
to get

h h R
()= (132 s+ Tnss0) + 5 (0= 6) ARy
p o
< (1 - hz>m+1j(t) + Fz(t] —t)+ h—j(tftl)



= (13 a0+ i -1
hj) \/(tz+1 8 (ol — )+ I

(t; —t)

+ 4 \/ )2 4 mal(ti — ) + mgl(F; — )

<\t = F40)? + ol (tigr — ) + gl (Fan — 0).

If fj < t < t;, then we can use @ and l) to get

h; h; 1
i aa(®) = (1= 32 Yo s) + Py 0+ 1ot (6~ ) )

(1—2)(%1 t)+h—Z(t —t)+t—1;

1
=tip1 — i
=/ (tig1 — £j11)2

Ift; v fj <t<tiv1 A fj+1, then we can use @, and Lemmato get

i aa(0) = (1= 32 Yo+ iy 0+ 1 (= 0)lErn =)+ (1 = (e £)

(1 - il)(t,ﬂ t) + hi (8= tiva + h) i = ) + (b = Ot = E41 + By))

2
=tip1 —t+tp1 —t— h—(tm —t)(tj41 — 1)

?

S \/(ti+1 — {j+1)2 + hi(ti+1 - t)

< \/(ti+1 —tj41)% + |mgl(tig1 — ).

Iftiq1 Vv fj < t, then we can use @ and |) to get

h; h; 1 R
Kit1,j+1(t) = <1 - h)m+1,g(t) + h] ki (t) + e (hi(tjp1 —t)T +0)

({41 =) =\ (E — ) |7l (41 — )

We now have shown

Kit1,j+1(t) < \/(tz'+1 —1j41)2 + | mol(tigr — )T + |mg(Fjpn — )T

for every t > 0. The case h > h; can be treated analogously. This concludes the induction.
If t < 0, then note that by Lemma @, p(1,7) =0 for 7 < 0 and # < 0 and therefore

Rig(8) < Rig(0) < A/ (1 — £)2 + ot + gl

This concludes the proof for all ¢ € R.
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Lemma 15. Let g € BV(—1,T;X). Then fori € {0,...,N} and j € {0,..., N} we have

/ / (7, 7) |g(T) — g(7)|| dF dT < \/t — £5)% + |mo|t; + |mylt; - essVar(g).

Proof. Let g,: [-1,T] — X be a representative of g and let 7: —1 =15 <#; <...<{iz =T be
a partition of [—1,T]. We define g.: [-1,T] — X by

) + Z (9r(tr) = gr(tr—1)) 1, 7)-
Then
9r(7) — 9x(7) = Z (9r (k) = 9r(te-1)) (L, 1y i—1,50) (1) = L1 50 x (7,7 (75 7))
k=1

for all 7,7 € [—1,T]. Therefore, by using Lemma |14 and the notation «; ; as defined in , we

get
// (5, 7) lgn(7) — ga (Pl dr d?

< Z ng — 9r tk 1 HX KJ%,](&@)

< \/(tz — )2 + |malts + |mlt; - Z ng(fk) - gr(fkq)HX

<\t = )2 + [molts + Imgld; - Var(g,)- (11)

Note also that by Lemma [T0] and Remark [TT] we have
T ..
/ p (T, 7)dr <t; V1

—1

L] eDle) il dar
- /,1 [1 Pt (1, 7)d7 ||gr (T) — g (T) || dT

T
< (V) / 19r(7) — go (D)l dr
(i v 1) Z/ l9n(7) = o)l d

>

for all 7 € R. Therefore

k=1 v tk—1
n tr

TRVEY / g-(r) = gr ()| o
k=1"tr-1
n o

<(t;v1) - Var(grlz,,5)d
k=1Ytk-1
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< |ml(E; v 1) > Var(grlg, , 7)

k=1
= |7|(; v 1) Var(g,). (12)
and analogously
T T
/ / p(r, ) lg(#) — gx (P x &7 dr < [x|(t: V 1) Var(g). (13)
—1J-1

Combining , and we get
T T
[ [ roe e - o)l arar

T T
< / 1 / 5.2 (o r) = 97+ 12 (7) = 9Pl + o)~ 97 )

< \/(t,- — tAj)2 + |molts + |ﬂ'é|fj - Var(g,) + (t; vV 1)|7| Var(g,) + (fj V 1)|x| Var(g,).

Taking the infimum over all partitions 7 of [—1,T] and over all representatives g, of g completes
the proof. O

3.3 An explicit upper bound

We are now able to state an upper bound for |lug(t;) —uy(t;)|| x, which only depends on the mesh
sizes |mg|, |m|, the given data of the discretizations u, ug, fo and f; as well as some arbitrary

(u,v) € Aand g € BV(0,T; X).

Theorem 16. Let A C X x X be accretive of type w € R. Let 9,9 be discretizations, let
up € C([0,T]; X) be a solution of the implicit Euler scheme (Eg) and let uz be a solution of
(Eg). If (|mo| V |m4))w < 1, then for all (u,v) € A, g € BV(0,T;X) and all i € {0,...,N} and
jefo,...,N},

lu(ti) — ug(Ey)llx < exp(e((mol V |m)w) (t: + 1;)w™) (IIug —ullx + [lug — ullx

+/Oi||f9(7)—g(7)l|xd7+/0j 1£5(7) — 9(?)

| d7

+ \/(t, —1;)2 + |molt; + \Wé\fj - (essVar(g) + [|g(0+) — vl x) )

Proof. We first apply Lemma [§| with § € BV (—1,T; X) defined by

3(7) v if 7 <0,
T p—
g g(t) ift>0,

17



which gives us
aij < exp(p((Imo] V [y )w) (t; + £;)w ™) (ug —ullx + Jug —ullx

+anﬁ@0ghmxdf+[?|ﬁﬁ)gﬁmxdf
+/j /j pt (r,7) 1|g(r) — *(%)||ded7>.

By Lemma [I5] we have

T T
| A - a0l ardr < it = 2+ frolts + [myl; - essVar(a)
-1J-1

Since essVar(g) = essVar(g) + [|g(0+) — vy, this completes the proof. O
Remark 17 (Properties of ). Recall that ¢: (—o0,1) — R is given by

Zlos(l=7) 44y

p(x) = x
1 ifx =0.
Having the limit

lim p(z) =1

is quite advantageous when the mesh size tends to 0. Note that for —1 < z < 1 we have the

series representation

T .’L‘2 3

o0 k
X
pr— :1 —_— —_— — LI
o(x) ];)k+1 totg

By using ¢(z) <2 for 0 <z < 3,

by Kobayashi |11, Lemma 2.1].

we can see, that Theorem |16|is a generalization of the result

Theorem 18 (Kobayashi 1975). If (|m| V |m5))w < 3, then for all (u,v) € A and all i €
{0,...,N} and j € {0,..., N}, we have

T
o (t:) — ug ()l x < exp(2(t; + {;)w™) (Ilug —ullx + ug —ullx +/O 1fo(T)]l x d7

T
4 [N 0t 6= B+ bt + gl - Dol )

Proof. Apply Theorem |16 with g = 0 and use ¢(z) <2 for 0 <z < 3. O

Remark 19. Note that Theorem only evaluates ug and u, at time points in the partitions
mg and my. Therefore, Theorem [16]is also true, if the solutions to Euler schemes were defined to
be piecewise constant. The following version of our main result however uses our definition of
piecewise affine solutions of Euler schemes to give an upper bound for |jug(t) — u;(#)| x for all
t,t€[0,7T).

18



Theorem 20. Let A C X x X be accretive of type w € R. Let 0,0 be discretizations, let
ug € C([0,T); X) be a solution of the implicit Euler scheme and let ugy be a solution of
(Ej). If (|| V |my|)w < 1, then for all (u,v) € A, g € BV(0,T;X) and all t,t € [0,T] we have

o () — ug (D) x

< exp(p((Imo] V mg)w) ([€]xy + [E]7,)w™) (lug —ullx + [lug — ullx

[ty [+,
[T =g ar+ [ o) = gt

+ \/(It — 1+ [mol + [mg|) + |mo[t + |mg|t - (essVar(g) + lg(0+) — vl ) )

Proof. Choosei € {0,...,N—1}and j € {0,..., N —1}, such that ¢ € [t;,t;11] and f € [£;,%;41],
so there exist A, A € [0, 1] such that ¢ = Xt; + (1 — \)t;41 and £ = A + (1 — \)¢;41. Since up and
u, are piecewise affine, we get

lug (£) — ug(@) | x = [[Aua(t:) + (1 = Nug(tigr) — M) — (1= Nug(Ej1)]x
<A (5\&1'71' + (1 — S\)Cli7j+1) + (1 — /\) (:\aH_l,j + (1 — 5\)&1'_:,_17]'4_1) .

For k € {i,i+ 1} and ¢ € {j,j + 1}, we can use Theorem [16| to get an upper bound for ay ,.
Note that t;, < [t]x, and £, < [f] x,- By using [t — te| < |t —£| + |mo| + || and the concavity
of the square root function, we get

MW (6 — )2 + [malts + gl + A1 = A/ (11— E0)% + [molts + gl

(1= A (s — )2 + Imoltis + Imglé

(1= N = Ay (i1 — Fa0)? + [molti + Imglizan

< ((lt — &+ |mg| + |74 )% + AN(Imolts + |m5lt;) + A1 = X)(|molti + |mylEj11)

o

N

+ (L= MA(moltizr + [mglts) + (1= A)(L = X)(|moltisr + |7ré|£j+1))

= \/(|t — &+ |mo| + |m5))2 + |mo|t + |7yt
This completes the proof. O

Corollary 21 (Distance in C([0,T); X)). If (|mg| V
g € BV(0,T; X) we have

sl )w < 1, then for all (u,v) € A and

1o = 4l oy < X (2lIma] V g2t (1§ — wllx + 1 — ullx

+|I.fo — 9||L1(0,T;X) + Hfé - gHLl(O,T;X)

+ \/(|779| + [mgl)? + [mo|T + [my|T - (essVar(g) + [|g(0+) — vllx) )

Proof. Use Theorem [20 and choose t = f. Using ¢t < [t] ro < T as well as i< fﬂ ry < T yields
the desired result. O
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4 Aplications

In this section we show how our results can be used to establish existence and uniqueness of
Euler solutions for the Cauchy problem (CP: f,u"]) as well as showing some properties of the
Euler solution.

Theorem 22. Let A C X x X be quasi-accretive, f € L'(0,T;X) and u® € dom A. If there
exists a sequence of discretizations (6,) of the form 6, = (wen,fgn,ugn) satisfying

lim |7, | =0,
n— o0
Jim | fo, — Flzso,mix) =0,

. 0 _ 0. _
Jim Jug, —u7x =0

and if the implicit Euler scheme (Ey, ) has a solution for every n € N, then there exists a unique

Euler solution of the Cauchy problem (CP: f,uY).

Proof. Let A be accretive of type w € R. Let the sequence (6,,) be as in the assumption. For
every n € N let u, € C([0,T]; X) be a solution of the implicit Euler scheme (FEjy, ), which exists
by assumption. Since lim,_, |mg, | = 0, there exists an ng € N such that |7, |w < 1 for all
n € N>,,. By Corollary for every n,m € Nx,,,, every (4,0) € A and every g € BV (0,T; X),
we get

= mll oo, 7y:)

< exp (i ([0, V ma,, 2T ([, -l + 1§, — allx
+ /o, = gllLro,rx) + 1o — 9ll i o,

+V/(Io. T (essVar(g) + lg(0+) = oll) ).

As a consequence,

)? + |7,

T + |7y

+ |7,

m

Ln;lliuog [tn = tm|l oo, x) < 227" (||UO —dllx +If - 9||L1(0,T;X)) :
Since dom A is dense in its closure and BV (0,T; X) is dense in L'(0,T; X), the right hand side
can be made arbitrarily small, and it follows that (u,) is a Cauchy sequence and hence convergent
in C([0,T]; X). By definition, the limit u is an Euler solution of the Cauchy problem ,
and we have proved existence.
Now let u, 4 € C([0,T]; X) be two Euler solutions of (CP: f,u")). Then there are sequences
of discretizations (6,)n = ((7a,,, fo,,,ug, ))n and (On)n = ((mg, fén’ugn))” with

lim |mg, | = nh_{r;o =0,

n—oo

nlggo | fo,, — fHLl(o,T;X) = nlggo Hfén = fllzro,rx) =0,

T

n

T, —ullx = lim [ul —u]x =0

and there are sequences (uy, ), and (i), in C([0,T]; X), such that u, is a solution of (Ejp, ) and
1y, is a solution of (E, ) for all n € N and

n

A fen = ulloqo 7y = M0 lln =l zyx) = 0-
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Since limy,c0 [, | = limp 00 [ | = 0, there is an ng € N such that (|7, | V|7, [Jw <1 for all
n € Nxp,,. By Corollary for every n € Nx,,,, every (@,7) € A and every g € BV (0,T;X) we
get

lun = nllco,77:x)
< exp(p((Ima, | V Img, Nw)2Tw* ) (11, — iillx + Il —allx
+ 1 fo. — 9l o1, x) + 1fa, = 9llzro,mx)
o+ /(Ima, | + I, )2 + 7o, IT + |, |T - (essVar(g) + [lg(0+) = ) )

Therefore
N . . wt _
[[u— “HC([O,T];X) = nh_{{.lo l[un — Un||c<[o,T];x) < 22T (||U0 —allx +If - gHLl(O,T;X)) :

Since dom A is dense in its closure and BV (0,T; X) is dense in L'(0,T; X), the right hand side
can be made arbitrarily small. Thus, © = @ and we have proved uniqueness. O

We are now able to establish the wellposedness of (CP: f,u") as shown by Crandall and
Evans in [6] as well as the estimates and (15)).

Theorem 23. Let A C X x X be m-accretive of type w € R. Then for every f € L*(0,T;X)
and for every u® € dom A there exists a unique Euler solution u € C([0,T); X) of (CP: f,uY).

If for (01,0) € A we define fy € L*(=T,T; X) by

folr) = {f(r) ifr 20,

0 if T <0,

then, for all t,t € [0,T],
) . tvi )
fu(®) ~ u@lx < (4 ) 0 ~allx+ [ e —7) - o= lxdr. ()
0

Moreover, if f,fe LY0,T; X) and u°,a° € dom A, u is the Euler solution of 1) and
1 is the Euler solution of (CP: f,4°), then, for everyt € [0,T],

-~

lu(t) —a(t)l|x < e fu’ —a’|x +/O = u(s) —a(s), f(s) — f(s)] ds. (15)

Proof. Let (6,) be a sequence of discretizations of the form ,, = (7, fo,,ug ) satisfying

sup |7y, |w < 1,

neN
A |, | =0,
nhjrgo 1fo. = FllLrorx) =0 and

: 0 _ 0| —
Jim_[lug, —u”l|x = 0.

Note that such a sequence exists for every f € L'(0,7T;X) since step functions are dense in
L'(0,T; X). Specifically, one could choose the conditional expectation

M@:—i—/mﬂmh

tiv1 —ti Jy,
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for t € [t;,tit1), ¢ € {0,...,N —1}. Since A is m-accretive and |my, |w < 1, the Euler scheme

(Ey, ) has a solution for all n € N, so by Theorem the Cauchy problem (CP: f,u") has a
unique Euler solution.

To prove , we take a sequence of discretizations (én) of the form

~

0 1
Op=(mp:0=-T<-T<...< 2T:T,fn,uo),
n n n

such that
Jimn = Flls o, =0

For every n € N let u,, € C([0,77; X) be the solution of the corresponding Euler scheme (Ej ).
By Lemma@, for all n € Ny 7, every (4,0) € A and all t?,t? € 7,

1 J
[[un () = un ()l x < exp(e(

T

w)tiw) [u® — allx + exp(p(|mnlw))t]w) u

+ / T exp(p([malw)) (47 A D) = 7] )
0
| fnr 4 (£ = 7)) = fulr + (87 — £2)F)] x dr.

Taking the limit as n — oo, ¢} — ¢ and ¢} — t yields
. [t—i| .
Jult) ~udllx < (4 ) Jud L+ [ O 1)~ o r
0
t,;/\fj N .
[ (= ) - 7+ (-0
0

X tvi
= (Y =l [ il =) = fold - )l
0
To prove , we take two sequences of discretizations (6,,) and (én) of the form
0 1
Op=(mn: 0=-T < -T<..<-T=T,fu) and
n n n
én = (7Tn7 fna ﬁg)
such that
A = Fllzorx =0,
lim [|f, — fllz10,7:x) =0,
n— oo
lim |[u) —u’|x =0 and
n—oo
lim ||a¥ — a°||x = 0.
n— oo

Let u, € C([0,T]; X) be the solution of the corresponding Euler scheme (Ejy,) and let 4, €
C([0,T]; X) be the solution of (Ej ). By Lemma |§|, for all n € Ny, every (4,0) € A and all
t? € mn,

lun () = @ (£7) | x < exp((|mnlw)tiw) (Jlu® — allx + [lu® —al|x)
o

* exp(p(|mn|w) (1} = (7], )L fn(7) = Fu(7)l|x dr.
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Taking the limit as n — oo and t}* — ¢ yields

t

lu(t) = a(t)llx < e fu” —a°)x + /0 =% u(s) —(s), f(s) = f(s)] ds.

This completes the proof. O

Theorem 24 (Crandall-Liggett [7]). Let A C X x X and w € R. Suppose that A is accretive
of type w and that A satisfies the range condition. Then for every initial value u® € dom A the
Cauchy problem (CP: 0,u°) admits a unique Euler solution uw € C([0,T]; X). Moreover, if u
is an Fuler solution for initial value u® € dom A and 4 is an Euler solution for initial value
4% € dom A, then, for every t € [0,T],

lu(t) —a(t)lx < e u” —a°||x.

If, in addition, u° € dom A, then u is Lipschitz continuous with Lipschitz constant e*T|AuY|.

Proof. The existence and uniqueness of solutions, as well as the stability estimate, are proved in
the same way as in the proof of Theorem 23] The only difference is the existence of solutions of
appropriate implicit Euler schemes. For zero right hand sides and for initial values u® € dom A,
this existence follows from the range condition. O

Definition 25. For any B C X we define the set norm
|B| == inf ||z x.
x€EB
Let AC X x X. For x € X we define

||, == liminf |[AZ| =sup inf |AZ|,
T r>0 £EB(z,T)

where B(z,r) = {2 € X: ||z — &||x <r}. The set
dom A = {z € X: |z|, < o0}
is called the generalized domain of A.

Remark 26. Let A C X x X. Since |z|, = liminf;_,, |AZ| < |Az| for all z € X and |z|, = 00
if x ¢ dom A, we have

dom A C dom A C dom A.
Lemma 27. Let AC X x X and u,x € X. Then |u|lays < |ul,4 + ||z|x.
Proof. As a direct consequence of Definition we get
|u| a4e = liminf |AZ + 2|
r—T
= liminf inf ||v+z|x
T—xr vEAZ
<liminf inf (||v]lx + ||z|lx)
T—xr VvEAZ
= liminf |AZ| + [|z| x
Tr—x
= [uly + [zl x-

This completes the proof. O
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Corollary 28. Let A C X x X be m-accretive of type w € R, f € BV(0,T; X), u° € dom A
and u € C([0,T); X) be the Euler solution of (CP: f,u’). Then u is Lipschitz continuous with
Lipschitz constant

eTwt (|uO|A,f(O+) + essVar(f)) .

Proof. Let (un,v,) be a sequence in A with

lim |ju, —u’|x =0 and
n— o0

. _ 1 . N _ 0
Jim lon — f(0+)llx = liminf|Ad — f(0+)] = |ula—s0+)-

Let ¢, € [0,7]. By Theorem [23] we can use and get
R ) tvi R
Ju®) ~ u@lx < (¢4 ) [ < uwallx+ [ fu ¢ = 7) = fo, (=) dr
0

tvi
SJW<mw_%m+/'whu—ﬂ—mﬁ—ﬂMM>
0

< €T (2)|u® — up || x + essVar(f,,, )|t — )

= e (2l[u® — wplx + (Jvn — FO+)[|x + essVar(f)) [t —#])

for all n € N. Here we used Lemma [35| to estimate the integral term. Taking the limit as n — oo
we get
wt n
Ju(t) = uB)llx < €™ (Ju0]a_ s0s) + essVar(f)) ¢ — 1.

This completes the proof. O
Definition 29. A Banach space X has the Radon-Nikodym property if
Lip(0,T; X) = Wh>(0,T; X).

Example 30. Every reflexive Banach space (and therefore every Hilbert space) and every sep-
arable dual space has the Radon-Nikodym property [8].

Definition 31. A function u € W(0,T; X) is a strong solution of (CP: f,u?), if u(0) = u°
and
w(t) + Au(t) > f(t) for almost every ¢ € [0,T].

A function u € C(]0, T] X) is a mild solution of (CP: f,u), if there exist sequences (u,) in
W0,7T; X), (fn) in LY(0,T; X) and (u2) in X, such that up, is a strong solution of (CP: f,,ul)
for all n € N,

nh—>Holo | fr — f||L1(o’T;X) =0,

lim |[u) —u°||x =0 and

n—oo

nh—{%o [tn = ullc(o,my;x) = 0

Corollary 32. Let X be a Banach space, which has the Radon-Nikodym property, and let A C
X x X be quasi-m-accretive. Then the following statements are true.

(a) For every f € BV(0,T;X) and every u’ € dom A every Euler solution of (C m is a

strong solution of m
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(b) For every f € LY(0,T; X) and every u® € dom A every Euler solution of ( m s a

mild solution of ( m

Proof. Let X be a Banach space, which has the Radon-Nikodym property, and let A C X x X
be m-accretive of type w € R. ‘
Let f € BV(0,T;X), u® € dom A and u be the Euler solution of (CP: f,u°). Then by

Corollary u € Lip(0,T; X) = WhHe(0,T; X). By [2], u is a strong solution of (CP: f,u").

Now let f € L'(0,T;X), u° € dom A and u be the Euler solution of nce
BV(0,T; X) is dense in Ll(O T; X) and dom A is dense in dom A, there exist sequences (fn) in
BV(0,T;X) and (u?) in dom A, such that

nlggo o= Fllrorix) =0 and

i [luf, — ][ x = 0.

For n € N let u,, be the Euler solution of (CP: f,u"). By Corollary[32] (a), u, is a strong solution

of (CP: f,uY) and by Theorem

wT
lun = ull oo, x) < e’ <||u% —ullx + [ fo - f”Ll(O,T;X)) :

Therefore,
Jimflun = ullego,ry,x) = 0
and u is a mild solution of (CP: f,u"). O

A  Functions of bounded variation

In this appendix, we show some well known results concerning functions of bounded variation.
Let X be a Banach space with norm ||-|| y and a,b € R with a < b.

Definition 33. A function f: [a,b] — X is of bounded pointwise variation, if

n—1

Var (f) == sup{ZHf(tkH) — fte)llx :n €Ny, ..., ty € a,b], to < ... <tn} < oo
k=0

and f is of bounded (essential) variation, if
essVar(f) :== inf {Var(g) | g: [a,b] = X, f(t) = g(t) for a.e. t € [} < 0.

For f € L(a,b; X) we define essVar(f) = essVar(f,), where f,.: [a,b] — X is a representative
of f. We denote the space of all functions in L!(a,b; X) with bounded essential variation by
BV (a,b; X) and endow it with the norm

||fHBv(a,b;X) = ||fHL1(a7b;X) + essVar(f). (16)

Lemma 34. If f: [a,b] = X is of bounded pointwise variation, then f has a limit from the right
f(t+) at every t € [a,b) and a limit from the left f(t—) at every t € (a,b] and

flt+) = f(t=) = £(t) (17)

for allt € (a,b) except on a countable set.
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Proof. Let us first assume, that there exists a ¢ € [a,b), such that the limit from the right
f(t+) does not exist. Then there exists a strictly decreasing sequence (t,)nen in (¢,b), such that
(I f(tn+1) — f(tn)|lx)nen does not converge to 0. This implies

oo

S I (trgr) = F(t) ] x = oo,

k=1

but since f is of bounded pointwise variation, we get

ZHf tr1) — f(te)lx < Var(f)

for all n € N. This is a contradiction and therefore f(t+) exists for all ¢ € [a,b). Analogously
f(t—) exists for all ¢ € (a,b].
To prove, that holds for all t € (a,b) except on a countable set, we define

5, = {t € @0): 176-) = FOx + 170 = el = |

for n € N. For every finite collection of elements t1,to,...,ty € S, with t; < to < ... < ty,
N € Ny, we can choose a < f; < f3... < f3y < b, such that for all k € {1,..., N}

t3p—1 = tk,

1f (Fsr—2) = f(Esr—1)llx = %Hf(tr) — f(tr)llx and
17Er) = FlEs)lx > 170) — (1) x

Then

£ 1= 11

s|=
S

<

(Lf =) = FEe)llx + 1f () = f(tet)lx)

<Y 2(1f (Esr—2) = f(Ese—1)llx + |1 (Far—1) — f(Tar)llx)
N
<23 [ f(Ekgr) = FER)lIx
k=0
< 2Var(f).

Therefore N < 2n Var(f), so S,, is finite for all n € N. Hence

{t € (a,0): f(t+) # f() or f(1) # f(t=)} = [ Sn

neN

is a countable union of finite sets and therefore countable. O
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Lemma 35. Let f € BV (a,b; X). Then

b—h
/ lf(m+h)— f(7)|lx dT < hessVar(f)

for all h > 0.

Proof. Let f, be a representative of f and let h > 0. For 7 > 0 we set

N, = V)_ah_TJ and

tr=7T+a+khfor ke {0,...,N.}.

Then
b—h (a+(k+1)R)Ab
[ M n = @l dr = Z ) 147+ 1) = £ dr
a a+kh
N() 1
= Z / ||fr ‘rk+1 fr(‘rk)HXdT
b—a—Noh
v / (e e) = Foltr ) dr
h N-—1
=t/' > slimaes) = lieslx ds
/ Var(f,)d
= Var(f)h.
Taking the infimum over all representatives f,. of f gives the result. O

Note that if f € BV (a,b; X), then f has a representative f, that is of bounded pointwise
variation. By Lemma for every t € [a,b) the limit from the right fr(t—i—) exists. If fr is also
a representative of f that is of bounded pointwise variation, then f,. — f,« is also of bounded
pointwise variation and f, — f, = 0 almost everywhere. Therefore (f, — fr)(t+) = 0 and hence

Frt4) = (Fr = F)tH) + Frlt+) = Frlt+).

We have shown, that f.(t+) does not depend on the choice of f,.. Therefore the following
definition is well-defined.

Definition 36. Let f € BV (a,b; X) and ¢ € [a,b). Then

f(t+) = fT(t+)’
where f,. is a representative of f that is of bounded pointwise variation.

We could replace the L'-norm in the definition of the BV-norm (see (16)) by || f(a+)| x and
get an equivalent norm. More precisely, we obtain the following lemma.
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Lemma 37. Let f € BV (a,b; X). Then

1

1
st Mloviaan < 7@l + essvor(h) < (2V 52 ) oy

Proof. Let f € BV(a,b; X). Then

1 1 b
b—ar1 1 By (ap:x) = P (/a 1f(7)llx dr +essVar(f)>

1
<7
“b—a+1

< g (b ) essVa() + @ h)lLx) + essVax()

< |If(a+)llx + essVar(f)

b
=5 [ el ar + essvar(s)

b
(/ (f () = Flab)llx + [ f(at)llx) dr + essVar(f)>

1 b
b a / (1£(a+) = F()lx + [ £(7)l1x) dr + essVar(f)
1

N — ((b —a)essVar(f) + ||f||L1(a7b;X)> + essVar(f)

1
7 ||f||L1(a,b;X) + 2eSSVaf(f)
b—a

1
(2 Y, b—a) 11 v o) -

This completes the proof. O

IN

The following theorem is a result from Camille Jordan, who introduced the notion of bounded
variation in [I0] in 1881.

Theorem 38 (Jordan decomposition). A function f: [a,b] — R is of bounded pointwise variation
if and only if there exist two increasing functions fi, f—: [a,b] = R, such that

f=fi—f- (18)
Proof. If f: [a,b] — R is of bounded pointwise variation, then for ¢ € [a,b] we can define
f+ (@) = f(t) + Var(fla,y) and f_(t) = Var(f|(a,)-
For all t,f € [a,b] with t < we now have
fe(t) = f(&) + f(t) = f(E) + Var(fla,g)
< f(0) + Var(fly ) + Var(£]ja)
= f+(D).

Thus, f; is increasing. Also f_ is increasing and f = fi + f_.
To prove the implication in the other direction, note that for any g, h: [a,b] — R we have

Var(g + h) < Var(g) + Var(h).

28



If we assume that fy, f_: [a,b] — R are increasing, then

Var(fy — f-) < Var(fy) + Var(=f_) = £+ (b) = fi(a) + f-(a) = f_(b) < oo,
so fy — f— is of bounded pointwise variation. O

Lemma 39. If f € C'([a,b]), then

b
Var(f) = essVar(f) = / |f/(T)]dr. (19)

Proof. Since f' is continuous, the set Q = {t € (a,b): f/(t) > 0} is open, so there exists a
sequence of intervals (I,)nen, such that

I, is open for all n € N, U Iy, =9,
neN
I, _11is closed for alln € N and U Iop—1 = [a,b] \ Q.
neN

Let (an)nen and (by)nen be sequences in [a, b] such that
Iy, = (a2n7b2n) and Iz, 1= [a2n717b2n71]

for all n € N. Now, f|;, is monotone and Var(f|;, ) = Var((—f)|z,) for all n € N. Therefore

/ 1Pl = | rimar- /[a_’bm 77y dr
i ( 5 F(r)dr - /l £(7) dT>

n=1

Z (f(b2n) = flazn) = (f(b2n—1) — f(az2n-1)))

Since f is continuous, Var(f) = essVar(f). O

Acknowledgment. The author is grateful to Ralph Chill for his valuable insights, thoughtful
comments, and constructive suggestions, which have played a significant role in shaping this
work.

References

[1] V. Barbu. Nonlinear differential equations of monotone types in Banach spaces. Springer
Monographs in Mathematics. Springer, New York, 2010.

[2] Ph. Bénilan, M. G. Crandall, and A. Pazy. Nonlinear Evolution Equations Governed by
Accretive Operators. Book manuscript, 1999.

29



3]

[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

J. Beurich Euler schemes for accretive operators on Banach spaces. PhD thesis, TU Dresden,
Dresden, 2023.

J. Beurich and P. Sharma. Interpolation results for convergence of implicit Euler schemes
with accretive operators. To be published.

D. Brézis. Interpolation et opérateurs non linéaires. These de doctorat, Université Paris VI,
1974.

M. G. Crandall and L. C. Evans. On the relation of the operator 9/9s + 0/97 to evolution
governed by accretive operators. Israel J. Math. 21, 261-278 (1975).

M. G. Crandall and T. M. Liggett. Generation of semi-groups of nonlinear transformations
on general Banach spaces. American Journal of Mathematics 93, 265-298 (1971)

J. Diestel and J. J. Uhl Jr. Vector measures. Mathematical Surveys, No. 15. American
Mathematical Society, Providence, R.I., 1977.

A. Dufetel. Interpolation non-linéaire associée a un opérateur m-accretif dans un espace de
Banach. These de doctorat, Université de Franche-Comté, Besancon, 1981.

C. Jordan. On Fourier series. (Sur la série de Fourier.) C. R. Acad. Sci., Paris 92 (1881),
228-230.

Y. Kobayashi. Difference approximation of Cauchy problems for quasi-dissipative operators
and generation of nonlinear semigroups. J. Math. Soc. Japan 27 (1975), 640-665.

R. H. Nochetto and G. Savaré. Nonlinear evolution governed by accretive operators in Ba-
nach spaces: error control and applications, Mathematical Models and Methods in Applied
Sciences, Volume-16, 2006.

R. E. Showalter. Monotone operators in Banach space and nonlinear partial differential
equations, Mathematical Surveys and Monographs, volume-49, American Mathematical
Society, 1997.

30



	Introduction
	Euler solutions and accretive operators
	Differences of solutions of implicit Euler schemes
	An implicit upper bound
	Properties of the density
	An explicit upper bound

	Aplications
	Functions of bounded variation

