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Two-step General Linear Methods for

Retarded Functional Differential Equations

Anton Tuzov *

Abstract

This paper presents a class of Two-Step General Linear Methods for the numerical
solution of Retarded Functional Differential Equations. Explicit methods up to order five
are constructed. To avoid order reduction for mildly stiff problems the uniform stage order

of the methods is chosen to be close to uniform order.

1 Two-step General Linear Methods for
Ordinary Differential Equations

For the numerical approximation of the solution y(¢) of a system of Ordinary Differential

Equations
y,(t) = f(t7 y)7 te [t07 T]7
y(to) = vo,

where f: RxR? — R?, y, € RY,
we consider the class of General Linear Methods [5]

Yi[n] - Z @ij hFj[n] + Z uijyj['n_l]a i=1,...,s,
j=1 J=1

=D b hE D ey =1
j=1 J=1

(1)

F™ = f(ta1 + cih, Y™, i=1,...,s,
where ygn_l], e ,yr[,n_” — input vectors, available at step number n,
v" v — stage values, FI™ . FI" — derivative values, a;j, u;, bij, vi;. — coefficients

of the method.
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Let us restrict ourselves to two-step GLMs and choose r = s + 2,

W' mytaen), s T R y(tea), wn A by (bea ), i =1,...,s. Then

ygn_l] — yn—h yén_” = yn—27 yg—zi-_ll} = hf(tn—2 + Cih7 }/;[n_l}) = h’F'[n_l]7 7’ = 17 T

7

and (2) takes the form

Y;[n] = hz Qi F’][n] + Ui1Yn—1 + Ui2Yn—2 + h Z Ui,2+jF’j[n_1]a L= 1a s Sy
j=1

=1

Yo =hY by FI" 4+ 01191 + viz—z + b > v F Y,
j=1

j=1

FIM = ft,_y + cih, Y™, i=1,...,s.
In the construction of GLMs it is assumed that y" " = u;y(tn_1) + vi b/ (tn_1) + O(h?) and
'preconsistensy conditions’ holds

Vu=u,

_ (4)

Uu=1.
For (3) we have u; =1, v; =0, us=1, vg=—1, wugy; =0, vor; =1, i=1,...,s.
It follows from (4) that

u,g:l—uil, izl,...,S,

vig =1 — 1.
Let us denote

Ki[n] = Fi[n] Qij = U944, Ui i=Un, =>Ug=1—u;, j=1...,5 i=1,...,s,

bj = blj7 bj = U1,2+44, U= Ui, =vp=1—v, j=1,...,5s,

then the method (3) satisfying "preconsistensy conditions’ (4) takes the form

Yn = (1 - U>yn—2 + VYn—1 + hz (;;Kj[n_l] -+ hz bJKJ[n],

Jj=1 Jj=1

K™ = f(tuy +eh, YY), i=1...s,

(2

Y;.[n] = (1 = ui)Yn—2 + UiYn-1 + hzain][n_l] + hzaingn], i=1,...,s

j=1 j=1



2 Two-step General Linear Methods for
Retarded Functional Differential Equations

We begin with notations introduced in [1].

Let r € [0, 4+00), and C be the space of continuous functions [—r, 0] — R?, equipped with the

maximum (uniform) norm ||¢|| = en[lax()] |p(0)|, ¢ €C, where |-|isan arbitrary norm on R .
el—r,

Let u be continuous function [a — 7,b) — R?, where a < b. Then Vt € [a,b) shift function is
well defined by u,(0) = u(t +6), 6¢€[—r0], and u; € C.

Let us consider a system of Retarded Functional Differential Equations

y'(t) = f(t,y), tE€[to,T],
Yo (0) = 0(6), 6 €[-r0]

where (tg,0) €Q, f: Q —RY QCRxC, Qis open set.
It is assumed that there exists a unique solution of (6).

We introduce the class of two-step GLMs for RFDEs on the base of approach proposed
in [1]. We can reformulate the method (5) for RFDEs (6) as follows

™ (ah) = (1= v(@))n™1(0) +v(a)p™ (A +th VK ”+th )K",

[0, 1],
KM = f(tnr +esh, YT, i=1,...,s,

Y iah) = (1 = ui(@)g"(0) + u(a)n" " (h +h§j%J "”+h§jwj VK ()

aE[OcZ], z:l,...,,
n n—1
o) = n "1 @). € [-r,0],
yii) = (o), € [-r,0], =1,
where
n=1: [—r h] — RY, KZ-[H_H € R? are available as approximations
computed in the step n — 1,
y'nli — stage functions,
K" — stage values,

wi(+), ai;(+),aii(-), ©v(-), bj(+), bj(-) — coefficients of the method.



[n-1] [n]
n

up
A A
! . \, DN
t-h-r  t.-h ., t.,+h

Thus " (ah) ~ y(t,_1 +ah), a €10,1], 0" (0) ~y(t,_, +0), 6 € [-r 0], hence

M & g, on [—r — h, 0], where t, = t, 1 + h.

Remark 2.1. We chose two-step methods among multi-step methods (k > 2) for the following

reasons.

e For multistep methods, the local error E(h, tn 1,Yt,_,) has the required order only if exact
solution y(t) is sufficiently smooth on [t,_k,t,]|. This is rather severe assumption for many
problems (6). For the case of two-step methods (k = 2) this condition imposes the weakest

restriction on stepsize.

e Furthermore, in the case of two-step methods, starting procedure and stepsize strategy

seem to be simplest ones.

Let us denote
ni=n" K =K", 5=y K =K""Y o=t

then the method (7) can be reformulated in Stefano Maset’s notations as follows

n(ah) = (1 —v(a))7(0) +v(a +th K +th a € [0,1],

K; = f(o+ch,Y,,),

Yi(ah) = (1 - u(a))7(0) +ui(a)i(h) + hzau K, + hzau aef0,cl,
7](9> = ﬁh(9>7 [_Tv 0]7
Yi(6) =7,(0). [, 0],
M n
A A
- A .




3 Two-step GLMs for RFDEs in Stefano Maset’s notations

Let us consider a system of Retarded Functional Differential Equations

'(t) = f(t,z), tE€ to,T],
21, (0) = ¢(6), 0 € [—r,0].

where (tg,¢) €Q, f: Q —RY QCRxC, Qisopen set.
It is assumed that conditions of existence and uniqueness theorem for the (9) hold.

When s-stage Two-Step General Linear Method for RFDEs (TSGLM) with coefficients
(@ij(+),bi(+), ¢y Eiij(-),gj(-), w;(+),v(+))ij=1,.s is applied with stepsize h to (9) for the computation
of the solution z(t), it yields, as an approximation on [—r, h] of the shift function y := z(0 + ),
the function

n(ah) = (1 — v(a))7(0) + +th K +h2b a e 0,1], (10)
n(0) =n,(0), 6 € [-r0],
where

function 7, ~ y on [—r — h, 0] and stage values K;, are available as approximations

computed in the previous step,

K; = f(o+c¢h, Y.,), i=1,...,s,  (11)
and Y': [—r,c;h] — R? is a stage function given by
Yi(ah) = (1 — u;(@))7(0) + w;(a)7(h) + hZa” 'K, + hZa” K;, a€l0,cl (12)
Y'(0) = 7,(0). 0 € [-r0]

It is assumed that coefficients (a;;(+),b;(-), ci, @i;(+), b;(-), wi(-),v(+))ij=1,..s of TSGLMs
satisty the following conditions:

® a;;(-), a;(-), ui(-), are polynomial functions [0,¢;] — R, 4, j=1,...,s. (13)
bi(+), gj(-), v(+), are polynomial functions [0, 1] — R, j=1...,s.

e, R, ¢; >0, i=1,...,s. (14)

®a;;(0) =a;;(0) =0, u(0)=1, i, j=1,...,s. (15)

e b;(0) =b;(0) =0, v(0)=1, j=1,...,s. (16)

The last two conditions correspondingly gurantee continuity of the stage functions YCZZ n € Cand
the approximate solution 7, € C provided that approximate solution computed in the previous
step is continuous function 7, € C.



Remark 3.1. If the conditions

1, 0, i,j=1,...,s, (17)
1, b 0,

hold, the two-step method (8) becomes the one-step RK method for RFDEs introduced in [1],
where initial function ¢ :=1n,.

Definition 3.2. TSGLM with coefficients (a;;(-), b;(+), ¢i, @i;(+), b;(+), wi(-),v(+))i j=1,..s is called
explicit if a;;(-) =0forall j: j >4, i,j=1,...,s

Definition 3.3. The function £ =n —y: [0, h] — R? computed under the assumption that
7, =y on [—r — h, 0] is called the local error of TSGLM (8).

Definition 3.4. The function E? = Y —y : [0, c;h] — R? computed under the assumption
that 77, = y on [—r — h, 0] is called the local stage error of TSGLM (8).

By analogy with 7] we define stage order for RFDEs.

Definition 3.5. Let functions Ei=Yi— y: [0,c;h] — RY i=1,.... s,
Estt=n—y: [0,h] — R? are computed under the assumption that
n,=yon[—r—~h0], K;=y(-h+ch), K;=y(ch), j=1,...,s, thatis

E'(ah) = (1 — u;(@))y(—h) + ui(a +h2aw (—=h+ ¢;h +h2aw y'(¢;h)—
— y(ah), [0 al, i = i 1 )5, (18)
ES(ah) = (1 —v(a))y(=h) +v(a)y(0) + hz bi(a)y'(—h + c;h) + hi bi(a)y (c;h)
— y(ah), [0, 1. )

Denote cg,q := 1. If there are positive integers p; and reals D; > 0, H > 0 such that

max |E(ah)| < D; hP, hel0,H], i=1,...,s+1, (19)

a€l0,¢]

then positive integer p = min{pi, ..., ps+1} is called uniform stage order of TSGLM (8).



4 Order conditions

Assume that f is of class C! with respect to the second argument for a sufficiently large [ and
solution x(t) of (9) is of piecewise class C™ for a sufficiently large m.

We introduce the polynomial functions I'y : [0,1] — R and I’y : [0,¢;] — R given by

1 1—-w )k 1 ., aF
Fk(a):(k—l)![( ( —I—Zb —(1—¢;)) i —I—Zb ?}7

a€ [0,1],
(20)
1 (l—uZ oF
Flk(a):(k_1)|[ +Zaw 1_C] k 1+Zaw 1_?:|7
OzE[O,Ci], z:l,...,

Remark 4.1. If the conditions (17) hold the T'jx, 'y are the same as for the one-step RK
method [1].

% % % % % k 3 %
Let ¢f,...,ck such that ¢f < ¢f < -+ < ¢ and {cf,...,cL} = {c1,..., ¢}, e ¢f are

]

distinct ¢; in increasing order.

Lemma 4.2. Let p be a positive integer. If x is of piecewise class CP™L and the local stage

errors computed in the previous step are E'= O(h?), i =1,...,s, then the local error E and
the local stage errors E* satisfy

E(ah) _th )D; +Zy ()R Th(a) +O(h**Y), a€0,1], (21)

hZa” D+Zy 0)h () + O(RP™Y), ae0,¢], i=1,...,s,  (22)

where
D, = f(a+cih,ycih+Ecih) — flo+ cih, Ye,n), i=1,...,s. (23)

*The Lemma 4.2 has been proved, but its proof is omitted here for brevity.*

In the following we assume that the TSGLM satisfies the conditions I'y = 0 and
I'i=0,72=1,...,s, that is

a)—1 +Z’5j<a) +3 bile) =a, a e 0,1],

(24)

a)—1+zaij(a)+2aij(a) = a, acll,q], i=1,...,s.
j=1 =1



The above condition is an equivalent form of uniform stage order one condition.

Theorem 4.3. A TSGLM satisfying (24) has uniform order two iff T's = 0.

*The theorem 4.3 has been proved, but its proof is omitted here for brevity.*

Theorem 4.4. Let TSGLM satisfy (24) and has uniform order two.
If T3=0 and Y bi(a)Tia(B) =0, a€[0,1], Be0,c], m=1,...,s"
i=1

ci=c},

then the method has uniform order three.

*The theorem 4.4 has been proved, but its proof is omitted here for brevity.*
Theorem 4.5. Let TSGLM satisfy (24) and has uniform order three.
If F4 - 0,

> bi(@)is(8) =0, acl0,1], Beloc], m=1,...,s",
=1

ci=cy,

»

> bila)ay(BTia(y) =0, a€l0,1], Be0,c), ve,q], Lm=1,.. 5"
=1 j=1

— %
Ci=Cyp, cj :Cf

then the method has uniform order four.

*The theorem 4.5 has been proved, but its proof is omitted here for brevity.*

Theorem 4.6. TSGLM has uniform stage order p iff
Fie=0,Tx=0 i1=1,...;s, k=1,...,p.

Proof. Follows by Taylor series expansion of functions Ei given by (18).

The following results can be obtained as corollary of theorems (4.6) and (4.4), (4.5).

Corollary 4.7. Let TSGLM has uniform stage order two.
If T's =0 then the method has uniform order three.

Corollary 4.8. Let TSGLM has uniform stage order three.
If Ty =0 then the method has uniform order four.

The results of Corollary (4.7) and (4.8) can be easily generalized as follows.

Theorem 4.9. Let TSGLM has uniform stage order p.
It has uniform order p=p+ 1 iff T'z1 =0.

*The theorem 4.9 has been proved, but its proof is omitted here for brevity.*



5 Construction of explicit two-stage GLMs of
uniform stage order four and five

Consider two-stage explicit TSGLM satisfying (24). It’s Butcher tableau is

TABLE 5.1. Butcher tableau for 2-stage explicit TSGLMs

C1 Ul(Oé) 511(a) Eilg(a) 0 0
Cy Ug(Oé) 521(a) agg(a) agl(a) 0

| v@) | Bi(@)  Baa) | bi(@) bo(e)

A natural choice will be to space out the abscissae ¢;, ¢ = 1,...,s uniformly in the
. 1 5—2
interval [0, 1] so that [6] ¢; =0, ¢ = T Gl = [ G = 1. In the case of s = 2 we
s — 5 —

have c; =0, c3 = 1.

Since ¢; = 0, conditions I'1x(a) = 0, « € [0,¢4], &k = 1,2,... reduce to I'1x(0) = 0,
k=1,2,... that follows from (15). It also follows that u;(-) = 1, @11(-) = 0, ay2(-) = 0.

For brevity we omit the argument « of the method coefficient functions. By theorem (4.9),

the method has uniform order four and uniform stage order three if
',=0, £=1,2,3,4 andI'yx, =0, k=1,2,3, thatis

—(1—1))—|-’51 —I-’gg +b +b=q,

1—v ~ a?
~b by = —
9 1 + 2 27
1—v ~ a?
- b by = —
3 +1 + 2 37
1—v ~ at
4 —bl ‘l—bgzz, (26)
—(1—UQ)+621 +622+a21 = «,
1—U2_,d _Oé_2
2 21 - 27
_1_u2+’d _a_?’
3 21 - 37

where a € [0, 1].



The coefficients are defined by

Uy =—(2a—1) (a+1)>°,

v=(a—1)(a+1),
5271:Oé2(0é—|—1),

~ 1,

blz—ﬁa (a+1)(ba—-T7), (27)

as1 = a (a+ 1)2 — Qo2,
1 ~
bh=-3a (2a —3) (a+1)* — by,

1
bgzﬁa2(a+1)2,

where a3 2, b, remain free. The relation 5(1) = 14—5 = 0 implies that it is impossible to attain
discrete order five.

The uniform order and the uniform stage order can be increased by finding a suitable value
for co. Assume that ¢; =0, ¢ # 0 (in general case ¢y # 1). By theorem (4.9), the method has

uniform order five and uniform stage order four if
I'y=0, k£=1,2,3,4,5 and 'y, =0, k=1,2,3,4, thatis

—(1—U)—|—gl ‘I‘ZQ +b1 +b2 = Q,
1 — . . 2
v — bl — (1 — Cg)bg + C2b2 = %7
l—v ~ ~ o?
- + bl + (1 — 02)2b2 + C%bg = ?,
1—v ~ ~ at
1 — bl — (1 — 02)3()2 + 0362 = Iv
1 — ~ - 5
0+ (1= )y + by = % (28)
—(1 — UQ) +521 +522 “+ a9 = «,
1—wu ~ ~ o?
5 = 21 — (1 - 02)a22 = 77
1—wu ~ ~ o?
- 2 + a9y + (1 — 02)2CL22 = ?,
1— _ _ 4
4U2 — Tg1 — (1 — 2)°a2 = az,

where a € [0, 1] in the first five equations (28) and « € [0, ¢o] in other ones.



The coefficients are defined by

3 2
u2:(a+1)2(1—2a+ @ ),

202—1
U__(a+1)2((10a—5)022—15c2a2+(a+1) (6a®>—3a+1))
N 5022—1 ’
2 (a+1)>(3ey—1)

621:OK2(O(+1)—

2¢5(2¢co—1) 7

a?(a+1)°
2¢y (g —1)(2¢0 — 1)’
7= a? (a+ 1) (20 — (30a + 10) ¢2® + (1202 +3a—13) co? + (4o +11la+3) ¢y — 2a (a + 1))

deg (beg? — 1) (2 + 1) ’
- o (a+1)7 (52— (da—3)c—20)
deg (5?2 — 1) (ca — 1)
9 a (3cg —2

e (e e

o (a+1)% (20c2% — (30a + 20) ¢2® 4 (1202421 —4) ¢22 + (=402 +3a+4) ¢o — 20 (a + 1))
by = )

deg (5eg? — 1) (e — 1)
2 (a+1)2(Be?—@da+T)e+2a+2)
deg (b2 —1) (2 + 1)

A2 =

(29)

62:—

To attain the discrete stage order five, we determine ¢y from I'y5(1) = 0. We have

-V

10 (30)

Co

16 (17 —2vA41)
75 (71 — 11v/41)

The relation I'g(1) = # 0 implies that it is impossible to attain discrete

order six.

So we construct explicit TSGLM of uniform order five, uniform stage order four and discrete
stage order five.

Remark 5.1. There is not a method of uniform stage order two in a class of explicit one-

step RK methods for RFDEs. Indeed, for explicit one-step RK methods ¢; = 0, ¢ # 0 and
2

as; =0, j=2,...,s, hence ng:—% #0, a€(0,c, k=2,3,...

It is known [7] that methods with low stage order suffer from the order reduction phenomenon
when applied to stiff ODEs. Hence, explicit TSGLMs may be more appropriate for some mildly
stiff RFDEs (of course, if the smoothness conditions in Remark 2.1 and in the begining of
section 4 hold).
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