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ANALYSIS OF NONQUADRATIC ENERGY-CONSERVATIVE
SCHEMES FOR KDV TYPE-EQUATIONS

SHUTO KAWAI, SHUN SATO, AND TAKAYASU MATSUO

ABSTRACT. Numerical schemes that conserve invariants have demonstrated
superior performance in various contexts, and several unified methods have
been developed for constructing such schemes. However, the mathemati-
cal properties of these schemes remain poorly understood, except in norm-
preserving cases. This study introduces a novel analytical framework applica-
ble to general energy-preserving schemes. The proposed framework is applied
to Korteweg-de Vries (KdV)-type equations, establishing global existence and
convergence estimates for the numerical solutions.

1. INTRODUCTION

This study aims to develop a new mathematical framework for analyzing certain
conservative numerical schemes applied to Korteweg—de Vries (KdV)-type equa-
tions, represented as:

u = —a(f(u)), + Buges (>0, z€R), (1)

where @ € R and 8 € R\ {0} are parameters and f : R — R is a continuously
differentiable function. We imposed the following initial condition:

u(0,x) = up(x) (v €R),
and assumed the periodic boundary condition
u(t,z+ L) =u(t,x) (t>0,z€R)
for a period L > 0.

For examle, Equation ([l) encompasses:

e the KdV equation with f(u) = u?/2 (e.g., a = 6,8 =1),

e the generalized KdV equation with f(u) = u?/p (p € N),

e the Ostrovsky equation with f(u) = u?/2 + 79, u (y € R, where 9, "
denotes a suitably defined generalized inverse of 9/0z; see Subsection [3.0)).

Equation () exhibits the following invariants:

L
M(t) = /0 u(t, z)dz = M(0), @)

L
E(t) = /O {ozF(u) + g(um(t,x))2 dz = £(0), ()

Key words and phrases. Korteweg—de Vries equation, conservative scheme, discrete variational
derivative method, mathematical analysis, solvability, convergence.
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where F satisfies 0 F/0u = f. These invariants are referred to as “mass” (M(t)) and
“energy” (£(t)). Additionally, Equation () possesses an extra invariant for specific
f(u), such as in the KdV and Ostrovsky cases:

L
N(t) = /0 (u(t, z))*dz = N(0), (4)

¢ kM

referred to here as “norm.” Preserving these invariants in numerical schemes en-
hances stability and ensures qualitatively accurate solution behavior. While mass
conservation is straightforward in most consistent numerical schemes, energy con-
servation is significantly more challenging. Nonetheless, several general methods for
achieving energy preservation have been developed [1424]. These methods produce
schemes that preserve both mass and energy. These methods align with traditional
techniques known for decades when applied to norm conservation, as described
in [51]. For instance, the equation in the standard KdV case can be reformulated
as:

U = —6Uly — Ugge = [—2(u0y + Optt) — Opaa] U

The skew-symmetry of the operator in [] in L? ensures norm preservation, and any
skew-symmetric discretization of this operator leads to a norm-preserving spatial
discretization. Norm-preserving schemes can be constructed using a Gauss-type
Runge-Kutta methods (cf. [26]).

Their mathematical analysis remains underexplored despite significant progress
in developing conservative schemes. We review studies focused on general, noncon-
servative numerical schemes, specifically full discrete schemes, and limit the discus-
sion to the standard KdV case. Dougalis—Karakashian [I7] investigated nonconser-
vative Galerkin schemes for the KdV equation, establishing the local existence of
approximate solutions and deriving a convergence estimate. In this context, “local
existence” implies that solutions exist only “for sufficiently small At depending on
approximate solutions.” This restriction arises because the standard fixed-point ar-
gument requires At to remain small. Consequently, At may approach zero rapidly,
preventing the extension of approximate solutions beyond a finite time 7', even
when the solution to the original partial differential equation (PDE) exists globally.
Holden—Koley—Risebro [28] analyzed an IMEX-type finite difference scheme and
established its convergence rate. The scheme is linearly-implicit scheme; hence, it
guarantees the existence of approximate solutions for some At. Furthermore, the
scheme facilitates choosing At > 0 arbitrarily within the range At < JAt, enabling
the solution to extend to arbitrarily large time 7. This capability constitutes a
“global existence” type theorem. Courtés—Lagoutiere—Rousset [I5] examined an-
other IMEX-type scheme and provided a convergence estimate.

Global existence proofs for fully implicit schemes typically rely on L?-bounds
for the approximate solutions, which enable the fixed-point argument to hold for
any At < JAt. A classical contribution by Baker-Dougalis-Karakashian [7] intro-
duced a norm-preserving Galerkin scheme for the KdV equation, demonstrating
global existence and establishing a convergence estimate. Wang—Sun [57] extended
these results to a finite difference variant of the Galerkin scheme, obtaining simi-
lar outcomes. Additional examples include the work of Shen-Wang—Sun [49] and
Kawai—Sato—Matsuo [32], who generalized the results to the Ostrovsky equation.
This analytical framework also applies to other PDEs. For example, studies on
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“energy”-preserving schemes for the Rosenau-KdV and the generalized Rosenau—
KdV equations in [25[56] examined the following quadratic “energy” invariant:

L
/0 [(u(t, #))* + (uza(t,2))?] dz = Const. (5)

Similarly, the following quadratic “energy” invariant for the Rosenau—KdV-RLW
equation (resp. the generalized Rosenau-KdV-RLW equation) was analyzed in [55]
(resp. [31]):

/L [u(t,z)? + Sug(t, ) + Augy(t, )] dz = Const. (0, A > 0). (6)
0

These quadratic invariants consist solely of positive terms, enabling the derivation
of L?bounds. Such bounds are instrumental in controlling errors arising from
nonlinear terms.

The challenges increase significantly when addressing conservative schemes that
preserve more general energy invariant. Preserving £ does not inherently provide
L2-bounds because the terms in €& may have different signs, and F(u) is not nec-
essarily quadratic (referred to here as “non-quadratic energies” for brevity). This
limitation complicates the mathematical analysis, particularly when establishing
stronger theorems. This situation is paradoxical because energy invariants are
the most critical invariants characterizing the PDEs and often provide essential a
priori estimates for solutions. These properties are precisely how preserving en-
ergy invariants in numerical solutions is desirable. In numerical computations,
energy-preserving schemes frequently outperform norm-preserving schemes, even
when both schemes are feasible. However, selecting energy invariants to preserve
introduces additional difficulties for mathematical analysis.

This study aims to address this long-standing gap, demonstrating that the L2-
bound strategy can be extended to general energy invariants. The methodology
involved two primary components. First, we adopted an induction-based approach,
comprising the following three steps: (i) Establishing local existence by assuming
a local bound on [|u(™) || (the sup-norm of numerical solutions, with the notation
defined later). (ii) Deriving a local convergence estimate based on the local exis-
tence result. (iii) Obtaining a stronger a priori estimate on ||u(™*+ ||, using the
local convergence estimate. Although the local bound on ||u("™)]|, established in
step (i) is expansive at this point, the final step reduces it to a non-expansive bound,
enabling the induction process to elevate the local results to a global level (a similar
inductive argument is discussed in [I5]). A critical distinction between this frame-
work and norm-preserving case is using L>°-bounds instead of L?-bounds, which
substantially simplifies the estimation of nonlinear terms. L°-bounds have been
employed in some existing analyses of structure-preserving schemes, including the
norm- and energy-preserving scheme for the nonlinear Schrodinger equation [2], the
dissipative scheme for the Cahn—Hilliard equation [23], and conservative schemes
for the modified Cammasa—Holm and modified Hunter—Saxton equations [43]46].
In such cases, preserving (or bounding) of a specific energy function directly pro-
vides L°°-bounds. However, the energy functions for KdV-type equations do not
directly yield L°°-bounds. For instance, both the norm and energy are required in
the standard KdV equation to establish an L*°-bound. The three-step argument
proposed in this study overcomes this limitation by deriving the missing bound
through induction.
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The second principal contribution of this study is the introduction of a com-
pensating modified energy function argument, which enables fully utilization of the
conserved discrete energy as intended. The energy function incorporated the term
on ||ug |3, expected to facilitate bounding ||6;}e™)| (the first-order difference of the
errors; notation explained later), a critical step in completing the overall estimation
process. However, the term F'(u), which can assume different signs, complicates the
argument significantly. This difficulty represents one of the primary reasons why
mathematical analyses of energy-preserving schemes remain unresolved. This study
demonstrated that adding a compensatory term to the energy function mitigated
the challenging effects of F(u). The modified energy successfully established the
necessary bound on |67 (™.

We anticipate that the proposed strategy will benefit other PDEs and their
corresponding energy-preserving schemes.

The remainder of this paper is structured as follows; Section [ introduces the
notations and lemmas used throughout the subsequent sections. Section [3] provides
a mathematical analysis using the KdV equation as an illustrative example.

2. NOTATIONS AND DISCRETE SYMBOLS
Numerical solutions are denoted as u,(cm) (m =0,...,M; k € Z), where At
(= T/M for some T € R;) and Az (:= L/K) are the temporal and spatial mesh

sizes, respectively. A discrete periodic boundary condition was assumed, such that
T
u,(CT)K = uggm) (k € Z). The notation u(™) := (ugm), . ,u(Km)) was also used.

See also [24] for symbols and lemmas below, . The spatial forward and backward
difference operators are defined as:

Srul™ = 7%(;1)1 — )" 5y ul™ = 7%(:1) ")
z Az o ’ Az '

The spatial first and second order central difference operators are defined as:

s (m) . M 5¢2) (m) . UECT)l - 2u§€m) + ugﬁ)l
z U = IAT ) Uy = (A:E)Q

The spatial and temporal forward average operators are defined as:

/L;_’U,](c ) = 7k+1 5 k N /J,;J_’LL](c ) = kT TR 2 k

The temporal forward difference operator is given by:

m U —u
5t+ul(€):: k N k

We defined the discrete Lebesgue space L, (1 < p < c0) as the pair (RK, ||'||p)7
where the norm is:

1
K P
ol = (Zwuw) (1<p<00), ol = max|oel
k=1
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The associated inner product (-, ) for L% is defined as:

K
(v, wy = kakaaz.
k=1
We used || - ||2 to denote || - || in the subsequent discussion to simplify the notation.

The following lemma consolidates several fundamental properties.

Lemma 2.1. The following properties hold:

(1) All previously defined operators commute with one another.

(2) 657 = (65 +65)/2, 6 = 6545
(3) 6F (vkwr) = (6Fvp)wr1 + v (0 wy).
(4) (skew-symmetry) (65 v, w) = — (v,6; w), <5§1>v,w> =- <v, 5§1>w>.
(5) 2 (v, w) < ol + ||w].
(6) flv+w]* < 2(|[v]|* + [[w]|?).

Lemma 2.2 (Discrete Sobolev Lemma; Lemma 3.2 in [24]). For any v,
1
~ ~ 2 2\ 2
lolloe < Elloll g = £ (Il + [J550]*) "

where L = ﬁmax{\/f,l/\/f}.

The subsequent lemma, of the Gronwall type, is crucial for deriving error esti-
mates in later sections.

Lemma 2.3. Let v("™) denote a sequence satisfying v™ > 0 for all m and v(9) = 0.
If constants c,d > 0 exist such that

S0 < epfol™ 44 (7)
for allm =0,..., My, and sufficiently small At, then,

0™ < 2dTexp(2¢T),
forallm=0,...,My+1.
Proof. This result follows from [36]. O

3. MATHEMATICAL ANALYSIS

The scope of this analysis is restricted to the standard KdV equation as follows
to ensure clarity:

Uy = —outly + Puge, (>0, 2 €R), (8)

where the logical structure of the argument is outlined. Generalizations are consid-
ered later.

This study introduces a new analytical approach, using the KdV equation as
an illustrative example. However, we briefly summarize prior work for complete-
ness. KdV was developed as a model for shallow-water waves, and the KdV
equation has since been applied in diverse areas, including hydrodynamics and
plasma physics [I3,16,3T,35]. Results obtained under various settings are well-
documented [13842/44[60]. Many numerical methods have been proposed, encom-

passing finite difference [T5J2T2830/4T147I50J61], finite volume [8I[18], finite element
[49]), Galerkin [7[12201[39], spectral [27[33/40], multisymplectic [5,6LL0,195862],
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collocation [3l45] and other methods [11,2934/48|[52H54]. Mathematical analyses of
structure-preserving schemes have been undertaken in [749,[57], but these efforts
focus exclusively on norm-preserving schemes. No analysis of energy-preserving
schemes has been conducted.

We considered the following energy-conservative scheme for (&) [22]24]:

5;'u§C ):_65”(”1> {(u§C +1)) —|—u§C Jrl)u,(C )+ (ugC )) }—I—ﬁé;l)é;m,uju; ), 9)

This scheme conserves the mass and energy as follows:

Zu Ax*./\/ld( )

and

Ea(ul™) ::%ZK:( m>) Az + |6 <m>H2=5d(u<0>). (10)

k=1

3.1. Overall strategy. Obtaining L2- or L>®-bounds was not feasible. Instead, a
three-step approach was employed.

(i) Local existence and boundedness of solutions. Assuming the existence of u(™)
for m < M —1, the proof establishes the unique existence of u(™*1. The argument,
a modification of the standard method, explicitly evaluates the bound

N N T

where 7 > Jmax H ‘ We obtained the following by reiterating the inequality:

]l =[]

While this diverges as m — oo, the numerical solutions (u(®,u™ ... w(™+1) are
locally bounded.

(ii) Local boundedness implies local convergence. This boundedness aided in de-
riving a conditional convergence estimate using modified energy conservation to
evaluate the difference operators in the scheme.

(iii) A stronger a priori estimate. A stronger estimate was obtained from the local
convergence result:

s <
o0
requiring only r > Hu(o) H

The subsequent subsecotoions elaborate on these steps, assuming that the under-
lying KdV solution is global and sufficiently smooth.

3.2. Local existence.

Theorem 3.1 (local existence). Suppose u'®, u® ... u™) are solutions of the
scheme @), ¢ > 1, and r satisfies
)!

r > max Hu(
m/’<m
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If At and Az satisfy At < min{e1(q,r, Ax),ea(q,r, Ax)}, with

-1

210 80) = (g~ DA | B @022 +a+ 1+ JlolGa+ D)
—1
ea2(q,r, Ax) = (Ax)? {%(Awﬁ@q + r+ glﬁl} ;

then, the scheme (@) admits a unique solution u™ Y satisfying
o]l < o
oo

Proof. This proof uses a standard fixed-point argument, detailed in Appendix [Al
O

Theorem [B]differs from standard existence theorems by employing the sup norm
instead of the L?-norm, while also providing an explicit evaluation of Hu(m‘H) ||Oo

3.3. Conditional Convergence. The following theorem establishes conditional
convergence, building on Theorem 3.1} Let the target solution of the KdV equation

be defined as @™ = (u(mAt, kAz));, and the error by expressed as e(™ =
(m) _ g(m)
u alm™).

Theorem 3.2 (conditional convergence). Under the assumptions of Theorem [31]
form =My (0 < My < M), let u denote a sufficiently smooth solution of the KdV
equation, and r > sup, , |u(t,x)|. Hence, form =0,1,..., Mo+ 1, and sufficiently
small At < Az, the following inequality holds:

= (Je 1 o) ™ <o s s an),

where C = C(q,7) > 0 is a constant independent of At and Ax.

The assumptions of Theorem are maintained in this subsection (and are not

repeated in the subsequent lemmas). The local truncation errors Tlgm) are defined

by:
2 2
o " = — 2ol {(ﬂ,ﬁm“)) +a"Vam + (ag) } + 86082 i a™ 4 .
The following lemma provides a critical local truncation error estimate.

Lemma 3.3. If the solution of @) is sufficiently smooth, then the following in-
equalities hold for m =0,..., My,

‘ , HéjTWH <o (AL + (Az)?),

where co > 0 is a constant independent of At and Ax.

T<m>’

Proof. This lemma follows from the standard argument using the Taylor expan-
sions. 0

The smoothness assumption in Theorem [B.2] arises solely from this local estimate.
The KdV equation admits sufficiently smooth global solutions [44]. Extending this
argument to cases of lower regularity poses an interesting question, though it lies
beyond the scope of this study.

The next lemma is essential for the error estimation.
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Lemma 3.4. Form =0,..., My, the following inequality holds:
2 2 9
5 e | < ot [|et™| |+ (e0)? ((A0)2 + (A2)?)?,
H

where ¢q 1s defined in Lemmal33, and

Cy = C4(g,r) = max {3|0¢|(2q2 +1)r? +1, lal/2},
is constant independent of At and Azx.

Proof. Expanding 6;" He(m) H2 =2 <5t+e(m), ,u;re(m)>,

5?e§cm> — _%%D l{ (ulgmﬂ))z’ N U](cm+1) (m) ( (m)) }
{( (m+1) ~(m+1) (m) n (al(cm))2}
=i () e (1))

(26 (m+1) m+1 + el(cm-l-l)ﬁgcm) + el(cm)aém-i-l) + 2egcm)ﬁ§€m))

+ B30 el — 7™

+ﬁ6m 162 el™ — ™,

and using straightforward bounding techniques (as outlined in Lemma [2]), the
claim follows (see Appendix [Bl for further details). O

This necessitates controlling ||§;}e(™||. This term can be eliminated in norm-
preserving cases [32[57] by leveraging the specific structure of the schemes. A similar
inequality bound was initially considered in a recent analysis in [I5]. However, all
terms involving 61 e(™ were shown to be ignored due to the non-positivity of their
coefficients. The applicability of this technique to other PDEs and schemes remains
uncertain.

Hence, this study introduces a novel approach fully utilizing the discrete con-
served energy defined in Equation ([I0):

my _ O () B
Sd(um):—Z(uk ) Aw+§

2
6 +“(m)H '

Naturally, the following can be evaluated from this definition:

K 3
where A(™) .= % ; (eém)) Ax. (11)

The next lemma establishes the associated inequality.

Lemma 3.5. If At < Ax, then, form =0,..., My, the following holds,
e 2
o) () (02 + (2.

6|4

where cg is defined in Lemmal33, and Co = Ca(q,r) > 0 is a constant independent
of At and Ax.

o

2 2
s < —apam o+ cat o)+ (2L
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The proof and explicit form of Cy are provided in Subsection 3.7
Combining Lemma 3.4 and Lemma yields:
m 112 « 2
el >HH1 + <u + 2) (co)? ((A1)* + (Az)?),

g ( “, 61|

H
where ¢/ = C; + C5. Lemma cannot be applied because A(™ may take
negative values. This poses a significant difficulty in analyzing energy functions
that are neither quadratic nor positive. Hence the analysis employed a “modified”
energy function, which compensated the negative term:

Tt A(m)) < Oy

2 2 2
gm0 4 20 =0 ot [ 4 e [ at)

where 6 > 0 was chosen sufficiently large in the subsequent lemma to neutralize
A(M) The next lemma specifies the conditions under which &} is sufficient for the

analysis instead of He(m) Hip

Lemma 3.6. For m = 0,...,My+1, 0 < He(m)Hip < &) holds if 6 > 1+
2pr|al/3]B].

Proof. Note that ||e(m)||oo < Hu(m)HOO + ||11(m)||oO < 2¢r holds by the assumption.
Hence, the following inequality holds:
A(m)’ < Jod
‘ ~ 318

2
e(m)H <ol o

o(m) H

o0
which implies:
2

2
I 2] 20
H1

2|a

EL>0 ——qr
a= 3181

2 2
e(m)H 4 5;6<m>H _

The proof of Theorem can now be completed. We have

5FE =067 He“”)HQ + o7 ( 5;e<m>HQ + A<m>)

< (001 + Cy) i

‘e<m>H; + (% + 9) (co)” ((A1)* + (Az)?)?
o

< (001 + Co) €L + (m + 0) (co)? ((At)% + (A$)2)2

for m =0,...,My. Therefore, Lemma 23 for m =0, ..., My + 1 implies:

2

e [2( g +0) @PTew 200+ 0 D)) (802 + (a0)°
1

holds for sufficiently small At < Az, where C > 0 is the constant within [-].

||

3.4. An a priori estimate on [u(™tV|. We can derive a priori estimate for
"u(m"’l)"oo from the conditional convergence, enabling the use of an induction
argument.

Corollary 3.7 (a priori estimate). Under the assumption of Theorem [32, if

fu(t, )\
r —su utt,
Aw < ( P(t,2)€[0,T]x[0,L] ) , (12)

2ﬁC(q, T)



10 SHUTO KAWAI, SHUN SATO, AND TAKAYASU MATSUO

where L = V2max{v/L,1/\/L}, then, Hu(m)HOO <rform=0,1,...,My+1.

Proof. Given this assumption, we only need to consider the case m = My + 1.
Applying the discrete Sobolev Lemma (Lemma 2.2]),

[ s e e < 2

oo

] spi
€ H1 + Stl)lmp |’U,( 7$)|

< 20C(g, r)(Ax)? + sup [u(t, ).
t,x

The right-hand side of the inequality is bounded by r using sup |u| < r from The-
orem [3.2] provided that Az is sufficiently small, as specified in the statement. [

3.5. Global results by induction. Now, we can present the desired global results.

Theorem 3.8 (global existence and convergence). Let ¢ > 1. For any T > 0,

suppose N is chosen sufficiently large such that Ax < min{\/r/élﬁC(q,r), 1},

where 1 = 28UP(; uye0,77x[0,1] |W(t, T)|. Some At > 0 exists, and for any At < At,
the scheme has a unique solution u(™ (m=1,2,..., M), satisfying

]

Proof. We chose At smaller than min{e;(q,r, Az),ea2(q, 7, Ax), Az} based on the
assumptions in Theorem B.Iland Theorem [3.2] where €1, €2, C' are constants derived
from the previous theorems. The constants C(q,r), detailed at the end of Sec-
tion B3] depend on ¢g, C1,Cs,0,T as T — oo. Among these, C1(g,r) (Lemma [3.4)
and 6 (Lemma [B.6) remain constant, while ¢y (Lemma B.3]) and Cy(g,r) (Subsec-
tion B may vary bounded by the supremums of (the absolute values of) u(t, x)
or its derivatives on [0,7] x [0, L]. Therefore, if the target solution is global, these
quantities remain bounded. Consequently, both r and C' can grow (both depending
on the growing T and r = 2sup |u|) as T — oo However, they are finite constants

<r, He(m)HHlgC(q,r)((At)2+(A:v)2) (m=1,2,...,M).

oo

for any finite 7. Hence, &1, €2, and min{ r/(4ﬁ0), 1} are positive constants.

This implies the existence of some At > 0 smaller than these constants, enabling
to choose an arbitrary At < At.

The rest of the proof proceeds by induction. We have Hu(o) HOO < sup, |[u(0,z)] <
r for the initial condition. Hence, u(") exists uniquely and satisfy ||u(1)||Oo < gr
by Theorem Bl Therefore, convergence holds for m = 0,1 by Theorem and
Corollary B.7l and we obtained Hu(l)Hoo < r. This process can be repeated for
m=1,2,..., M. O

Remark 3.9. The factor of 2 in r := 2sup, , |u(t, )| is arbitrary because the results
in Theorem B.I] and Corollary B7] hold regardless of this choice. Let us denote this
factor by d, i.e., ro == sup, , |u(t,r)| and r = dry. The condition for Az becomes

Az < min {\/(d —1)ro/2LC(q, ), 1} in CorollaryB.7l If d — 1, sharper estimates

for ||u(™) ||« can be achieved. However, this imparts a stricter restriction on Az due
to the imposed condition. Conversely, the limit d — oo would relax the restriction
on Az. Nevertheless, the final outcome remains effectively unchanged since Cy, Cy
in C(q,r) scale as O(r?). This trade-off implies the existence of an optimal value
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for d that maximizes the upper bound of Ax. However, further exploration of this
optimal factor is beyond the scope of this discussion.

3.6. Generalization to other PDEs. The proof approach outlined in Theo-
rem applies to other PDEs and their conservative schemes.

3.6.1. Ostrovsky case. An energy-conservative scheme for the Ostrovsky equation
is presented in [59]:

m « m+1 2 m—+1 m m 2
(S;FufC ) = —6556” {(u,(C )> —l—u,(c )ué ) + (ugc )) } (13)
+ B85 Uk ™+ o8t (555)2ufuggm),

where 0, denotes a discrete generahzed inverse operator (see [59] for its definition).
The associated energy is given by:

o (0
)= 55 ()
k
36 k=1
When v =0, the equation reduces to the standard KdV case. Let us define A(™) =

Zk ( m)) Ax+ 1 H(SFDe H for v # 0. Using the estimate H(SFDH < L/4
(see 32]), we obtamed

2 2
|+ 5 s

32|algr + 3|y|L? H (m)H2
48] '

After that, Lemma[3.6lis replaced by the following result (£} is defined accordingly):

‘ A(m)’ < (14)

Lemma 3.10 (Lemma for the Ostrovsky case). If At < Az, then for m =

. 32|algr + 3|y|L?
<& holdsif0 >14 ———-—
d 48|
Additionally, Lemma B3] (local truncation error) and Lemma (preliminary
L2-error estimate) must be adjusted, which can be done straightforwardly. These
modifications yield similar global solvability and convergence results.

0,..., Mo+ 1, the inequality 0 < He(m)Hip

3.6.2. Generalized KdV case. Using the DVDM approach [24], the following scheme
was obtained:

(m+1))P+1 ( (m)>p+1

U, — (uy,

stu™m — Y 5 ( 1 BsD g+ (m)7 15
o p(p+ 1) ¢ uéerl) _ uém) B0y 057 iy Uy, (15)

which preserves

5(u(m))._ p+1 ﬂé( )PJrl

2
f“(m)H '

20 +1
Setting A(™) = - — — em)?"" Az, we obtained:
g p(p+1)ﬁkz::1( )
P p—1,p—1
o] < 2 e (15

REDER
The corresponding replacement for Lemma [3.6] is as follows:
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Lemma 3.11 (Lemma for the generalized KdV case). If At < Ax, then for

2 . 2P| | gP~ 1Pt
m=0,...,My+1,0<|[[el™ < &L holds if 6 > 1+ —————
Il = & b+ 1

Lemma33and LemmaBH must be adjusted, but these modifications are straight-
forward due to the |||/, bound and the manageable treatment of polynomial
nonlinearities. These adjustments yield the desired global results.

3.7. Proof of Lemma3.5l

Proof. Let us consider the temporal difference (,") of the quantity in Equation (IT]).
Its first term is expressed as:

2
ot H&j{e(m)H —2 <5t+5;e<m>, u;5;6<m>>

_ Y otm1/2) 4 s5(1) 5(2) (m)
3 <e Sy 0,70, e >

(B ) (570 st

where the following notations are adopted:
6 g(mt1/2) (e<m+1>)2 4 elmAD) g(m) | (e<m>)2 7
f — f(m+1/2) — 2e(m+1),&(m+l) + e(erl),a(m) + e(m)ﬂ(erl) + 2€(m)ﬁ(m)
2

The Hadamard product (v+w)y := vgwy is abbreviated as v« w = vw and vxv = v
for notational simplicity. The skew-symmetry property simplifies the computation:

<5§:1>6é2>ﬂje(m), 5§2>ufe(m)> = 0. The second term is evaluated as follows:

5ji (e](cm)>3Ax _ <6t+e(m)7é(m+1/2)>

k=1
:—%<5§1>f7€>+ﬂ< 542 pfelm ),é>—<7'(m)7é>v

which similarly used skew-symmetry to eliminate redundant terms.
Combining these evaluations, we derived the following expression:

i (e + 530 (o) o) = o (500 45 (o0 e

I I
3ﬁ< 7 (m) —> <5+ (m) | kgel >
Iy

We note the following to evaluate the terms I; and Is:

2
1 1
le|? = [letm+D <e<m+1> g <m>> ) (e<m> N 56<m+1>)

2 2
< 2letm+D) 4 %ém) >H2 4 ollem 4 Loomin e<m>H2

<2600 (om0 o) < st o]
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Hence, I1 and I3 can be easily evaluated as:

x

1
- & 3 <5<1>e<m+j>ﬂg<ﬁl>ﬁ<m+j> I uil)e(m-‘rj)(gg(cl)ﬂ(m-i-j),é(m+1/2)>

2
> Z <5<1>6(m+17j)u§51>ﬂ(m+j) + u;1>e(m+1fj)5él>,a(m+j), é(m+1/2)>

1 2
24— <sup uz(t,az)) ] it
6 t,x

ta g [+ e o o oz

r2 + 5+e(m)H2

x

6IBI

and

=6l
6la| Pr2us e )H laf
< r N gt |[o e H + ‘
I 2 616]

Therefore, the following remains to be evaluated:

w| e
M)—'

I, = <5 (1) (26 m+j) g (m+d) e<m+1fj>ﬁ<m+j>) 7 u?5§2>e<m)>

<u1 (m+4) 5 >~<m+j>,ut+5;2>e<m>>

Il
w| ¥
M- L

1
a m+1—j ~(m+j m
+3 Z <u§1>e< 1) gD g m+D) o 5(2) o >>
7=0
1
+ & Z < §EL e(m+d) (1 (2ﬁ<m+a‘> n ﬁ<m+1—j>) 7 uf6§2>e(’”)>
3 =0
= Jl + Jz + J3.

Subsequently, J; and J are addressed through summation-by-parts, yielding:

MH

J = < (1) o (m+3) § (1) (me+3) |+ 5(2) <m>>

.

<5+( (1) o (m+9) 5 (1 m+j)) ,uf5ie(m)>

<
=l
(=)

+M;rﬂ< (m+J)5+5 a(mti), +5;re()

[l

|
wl¥ |y o
D

_ <5+ ) e(m=+3) +5 (m+9)

(=)

<

2
< |3 |Sup|um(t z)P

t,x

2
’ H + — |a| [2+sup|um(tx ]

+ m)H
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and

o

Jo < SUP|umm(taI)|2ﬂj
3 t,x

2
e(m)H + % [2+sup|um(t x } H5+ (m)H

The final term, J3, presents challenges due to the presence of 5551)6(7”‘”) and
5552)6(’”) in the inner product. Hence, it does not immediately yield an estimate

in terms of ||0;e(™)|2. The following identity which holds for any K-periodic
sequences a, b to circumvent this difficulty:

(520, 5070) = —1 (57 (a65b + ad; 8) ,61)
= —% (a6 0 b+ 05 ad b, 65b) — <a5$5;b+5;a5;b+,5;rb>
S <a5§f>b, 5§1>b> — (5+adih, 5;b> .

We omitted the spatial sub-index k to conserve space. The abbreviations a4 :=
ap+1, and by := bi41 are introduced. Using these notations, we derived the follow-
ing expression:

(620, 520) = — 3 (57001, 5b) < £ |[6Fal| _|}53

which is effective in reducing the spatial differences in b. Applying this inequality,
we further obtain:

(17)

Jy = %Z <5;1>e(m+j)u;1> (2a(m+g‘) 4 a(m+1fj)) ,u?-5;2>e(m)>
7=0
oy - (-1
= 3 <5§1>6(m“)u§}> {3ufﬁ(m) - (ﬂ(m+1) _ a(m))} ,u?_5;2>e(m)>
7=0
=20 (60 i ™ Al it alm et 52 (m)>
a

<Atu+5 (2) g(m) , (D s+ (m) 50 (1) _ 5él)e(m)>

< o H5+um u*u(m)H

2
xz Mt em)H

1 (ol szt st |+ aetmen |+ Jssoeem )

2 2 1 2
< lef SUP|Uz(t7$)|+§(Sup|ut(t,x)|> +3 ze(m)H ,
t,x t,x

under the condition At < Az (it is explicitly used in the final inequality). The
additional spatial difference operator is managed using two approaches: (1) b
redistributing it to @ via ([I7)), and (2) by canceling it with the term ugg m+l) _ ;C ) =
O(Ab).

Combining all these evaluations yields estimate:

5?( 5+

2
e<m>H + A<m>> =L+ 1+

< Cant [, + (g +1) (o (A + (02"
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which holds for a constant Cy > 0 (independent of At and Ax). Here,

o2
Cy = max{ ||[3|| (1 +2|a|)q2r + Msupmm(t x)| + o] [2+sup|um(t il ] ,
t,x

3 2 2
1+—r+a —su uwt,x2+—su uwt,xz—i——}

under the condition At < Az. O

4. CONCLUDING REMARKS

This study introduces a novel argument strategy for theoretically analyzing gen-
eral energy-preserving schemes for KdV-type equations. The strategy is centered
on employing an induction approach for local estimates and incorporating com-
pensation for modified energy functions. A detailed argument is presented for the
standard KdV case, with additional discussion demonstrating that similar method-
ologies can be extended to the Ostrovsky and generalized KdV cases. We conclude
that this new argument strategy applies highly to a wide range of energy-preserving
schemes.

APPENDIX A. DETAILED PROOF OF THEOREM [3.1]

Let uy == ugcm) for simplicity. From the definition of the scheme, the function

—%5561) (wi + weuk + uj) + §5§1>5§2> (wr + ug)
is defined, with ¢(w) = (¢x(w)),. Hence, w* = u(™*1) if and only if w* is a fixed
point of ¢. Therefore, providing that ¢(™) is a contraction mapping on

B(g,r) =A{w | [Jwll <gr}.

suffices. Specifically, the following must be verified: (i) ¢(B(g,7)) C B(g,r) and
(ii) ¢ is a contraction mapping. (i) First, we show that, if At < e1(q,r, Az), then
¢(B(q,r)) € B(g,r) holds. For w € B(q,r),

or(w) = ug + At

laf 1 2 2
S (el + il g + lul,)

83
+ 5 g (vl + ||u|oo>]

|¢x(w)] < [lufl + At

Sl aapia? + g+ 1002+ Ji6l(a + 1]

holds. Therefore, if

-1
s < (g0 [Bane +ar e+ Jpia+ 0] =atn

then

At

ol <+ o [ +g+ 1+ 2o+ 0] <o
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(ii) Additionally, we show that, ¢ is a contraction mapping if At < e2(q,r, Ax).
For w,w € B(q,r),

|

o (w) — o (w) = At [—%5&” {wg (wg + ug) — Wy, (W, + ug)} + 5§1>5§2> (w — wk)]

= At [—%5;” {(wg, — wg) (wy, + 0 + ug)} + 55;”5;2) (wg, — wk)] )

which implies

ntw) - anto)l < &t [ o ol o+ 0+l + Bl o - al
A 3
< 25 [Blawpieg+ e+ 2isl] o - all.

Therefore, if

o 3 ]
At < (Az)? [F(A:c)2(2q +1)r+ §|ﬁ|] = ea(q,T),

then

() — 6] < ¢ 5)3 [%(Ax)2(2q+ Dr+ ;m@ <llw—al

As a conclusion, if At < min{e;(q,r, Ax),ea(q,r, Az)}, then ¢ is a contraction
mapping on B(q, ).

APPENDIX B. REMAINING PROOF OF LEMMA [3.4]

The remaining proof of Lemma [3.4] is as follows. Using the notation introduced
in Subsection [3.7] and leveraging skew-symmetry, we obtain

2 <5+e< e <m>>
— _% <5; Ve, iy <m>> _ % <53<01>f, u?e<m>> _9 <T(m),uje<m)>
(el 2+

1
a m-+j ~(m-+j ~(m+1—j m
+§z<e< +3) (2u< +9) 4 gm+1 J)),(;;l)'uje( >>

o

IN
c»|§
~

ure|") [+ e
'a'Z(H | e s o)
< |04| (36q2 2, 5;e(m)H2)
6
2 2
laze )

< Cuf [+ (@) (207 + (2a?)?

(m)H +

2
+ % <187"2,u;Ir e )H

holds for Cy = max {3|a[(2¢* + 1)r* + 1, |a/2}.
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