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ABSTRACT. In this article, we study the numerical approximation of the so-
lution of the Cauchy problem for a multidimensional linear parabolic PDE
of second order, with unbounded time and space-dependent coefficients. The
PDE free term and the initial data are also allowed to grow. Under the as-
sumption that the PDE does not degenerate, using the L? theory of solvability
in weighted Sobolev spaces, the PDE problem’s weak solution is approximated
in space, with the use of finite-difference methods. Making also use of finite
differences (with both the explicit and implicit schemes), the approximation
in time is considered in abstract spaces for evolution equations, and then spec-
ified to the second-order parabolic PDE problem. The rate of convergence is
estimated for the approximation in space and time.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this article, we study the numerical approximation of second-order linear
parabolic PDEs with unbounded coefficients on the strip [0,7] x R?, with T a
positive constant.

Multidimensional PDE problems arise in Financial Mathematics and in Mathe-
matical Physics. We are mainly motivated by the application to a class of stochastic
models in Financial Mathematics, comprising the non path-dependent options, with
fixed exercise, written on multiple assets (basket options, exchange options, com-
pound options, European options on future contracts and foreign-exchange, and
others), and also, to a particular type of path-dependent options, the Asian options
(see, e.g., [13, 27]).

Let us consider the stochastic modelling of a multi-asset financial option of Eu-
ropean type, within the framework of a multidimensional version of Black-Scholes
model, where the vector of asset appreciation rates and the volatility matrix are
taken time and space-dependent. Making use of a Feynman-Kac type formula,
pricing this option can be reduced to solving the Cauchy problem (with terminal
condition) for a degenerate multidimensional parabolic PDE, with unbounded co-
efficients and null term (see, e.g., [13]). Therefore, alternatively to approximating
the option price with Monte Carlo simulation, we can approximate the solution of
the correspondent PDE problem.
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In this article, we tackle the challenge posed to the approximation by the un-
boundedness of the PDE coefficients, under the strong assumption that the PDE
does not degenerate. We study the numerical approximation of the solution of the
Cauchy problem?!

(1.1) Lu—u;+f=0in Q, u0,z)=g(z) in RY,

where
L(t,x) = a"(t x)L2+bi(t x)i—i—c(t x), 4,j=1 d
’ " DxiowI " dat B Ty

is a partial differential operator with real coefficients,? for each ¢ € [0,7T], with
T € (0,00) a constant, uniformly elliptic with respect to the space variables,
Q =[0,7] x R%, and f and g are given real-valued functions. We allow the growth
in space of the first and second-order coefficients in L (linear and quadratic growth,
respectively), and of the data f and g (polynomial growth).

When problem (1.1) is considered in connection with the Black-Scholes modelling
of a financial option, we see that the growth of the vector SDE coefficients in the
underlying financial model is appropriately matched. Also, by setting the problem
with this generality, we cover the general case where the asset appreciation rate
vector and the volatility matrix are taken time and space-dependent. Finally, by
letting the initial data g non-specified, a large class of pay-off functions can be
considered in the underlying financial derivative modelling. The free term f is
included to further improve generality.

In order to facilitate the approach, we avoid numerical method sophistication,
and make use of basic one-step finite-difference schemes.

The numerical methods and possible approximation results are strongly linked
to the theory on the solvability of the PDEs. In this article, we make use of the L?
theory of solvability of linear PDEs in weighted Sobolev spaces. In particular, we
consider the PDE solvability in the deterministic special case of a class of weighted
Sobolev spaces introduced by O. G. Purtukhia [19, 20, 21, 22], and further gener-
alized by I. Gyongy and N. V. Krylov [9], for the treatment of linear SPDEs. By
considering discrete versions of these spaces, we set a suitable discretized framework
and investigate the PDE approximation.

The finite-difference method for approximating PDE is a well developed area,
which has been extensively researched since the first half of the last century. We
refer to [26] for a brief summary of the method’s history, and also for the references
of the seminal work by R. Courant, K. O. Friedrichs and H. Lewy, and further
major contributions by many others.

Also in [26], we can find the numerical study, making use of finite differences, of
the Cauchy problem for a general multidimensional linear parabolic PDE of order
m > 2, with bounded time and space-dependent coefficients. This study is pursued
in the framework of the classical approach.

Although the theory can be considered reasonably complete since three decades
ago, some important research continues. We mention, just as an example, the recent
works [11, 12].

! Instead of the terminal-value formulation arising from the financial model, we consider the
more standard initial-value formulation. Clearly, one problem can be transformed in the other by
a simple change of the time variable.

2 The operator L is written with the usual summation convention.
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The finite-difference method was early applied to financial option pricing, the
pioneering work being due to M. Brennan and E. S. Schwartz in 1978, and was, since
then, widely researched in the context of the financial application, and extensively
used by practitioners. For the references of the original publications and further
major research, we refer to the review paper [3].

We note that the PDE problems related to Financial Mathematics are typically
Cauchy problems, and initial-boundary value problems arise only after a localization
procedure, for the purpose of the numerical schemes’ implementation. Therefore,
we do not find in most of these problems the complex domain geometries which
are one important reason to favour other deterministic numerical methods (e.g.,
finite-element methods).

Most studies concerning the numerical approximation of PDE problems in Fi-
nance consider the particular case where the PDE coefficients are constant (see,
e.g., [1, 2, 7, 24]). This occurs, namely, in option pricing under the Black-Scholes
model (in one or several dimensions), when the asset appreciation rate and volatil-
ity are taken constant. The simpler PDE, with constant coefficients, is obtained
after a standard change of variables (see, e.g., [13] for the one-dimensional case,
and [8] for the mutidimensional case).

Some other studies develop approximation procedures for more complex mod-
els, but restricting the analysis to the case of one spatial dimension (see, e.g.,
[4, 18]). Although not directly concerning the financial application, we refer also
to [5], where convection-dominated PDE problems, in one spatial dimension, with
space-dependent coefficients (the first and zero order coefficients taken bounded),
are numerically approximated with finite-difference methods.

In [16], a space-time adaptive finite-difference method is developed for the ap-
proximation of a multidimensional PDE problem, corresponding to a version of
Black-Scholes model where the vector of asset appreciation rates and volatility ma-
trix are taken variable but only with respect to the time variable. The difficulty
coming from the unboundedness of the PDE coefficients is not considered, as the
discretization is made after a spatial domain truncation.

With the present article, we aim to provide a systematic study of the numerical
approximation of the general second-order parabolic problem (1.1), with unbounded
coefficients. The study is pursued in the framework of the variational approach,
imposing weak regularity over the operator’s coeflicients and the data f and g. Also,
this is the appropriate framework for a future investigation of the correspondent
degenerate case.

We summarize the article’s content. In Section 2, we establish some well-known
facts on the solvability of linear PDEs under a general framework, and introduce a
suitable class of weighted Sobolev spaces. In Section 3, we discretize in space prob-
lem (1.1), with the use of finite-difference schemes. We set a discrete framework
and, by showing that it is a particular case of the general framework presented in
the previous Section, we deduce an existence and uniqueness result for the solution
of the discretized problem. In Section 4, we prove that the solution of the dis-
cretized problem approximates the solution of the continuous problem (1.1), and
compute the rate of convergence. In Sections 5 and 6, the approximation in time
is considered for evolution equations in abstract spaces, making use of implicit and
explicit schemes, respectively. In Section 7, we estimate the rate of convergence for
the approximation in space and time. In Section 8, we make some final comments.
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2. PRELIMINARIES AND CLASSICAL RESULTS

We establish some facts on the solvability of PDEs under a general framework.

Let V be a reflexive separable Banach space embedded continuously and densely
into a Hilbert space H with inner product ( , ). Then H*, the dual space of
H, is also continuously and densely embedded into V*, the dual of V. Let us
use the notation ( , ) for the duality. Let H* be identified with H in the usual
way, by the help of the inner product. Then we have the so called normal triple
V — H= H* — V* with continuous and dense embeddings.

Let us consider the Cauchy problem for an evolution equation
(2.) L) - 25 4 py =0, w0y =4,
where L(t) and 0/0t are linear operators from V to V* f(t) € V* for every
t €10,T] with T € (0,00), and g € H.

We assume that the operator L(¢) is continuous and satisfies a coercivity condi-
tion, and impose some regularity over the free data f and g:

Assumption 1. There exist constants A > 0, K, M and N such that
(1) (L(t)v,v) + Av|3 < K|v|%,, Vv eV and vt e [0,T];
(2) |L(t)v]y+ < Mvly, Vv eV and Vte [0,T7;
(3) Jy [f@®)B.dt <N and [gly < N.

We define the generalized solution of problem (2.1).

Definition 1. We say that v € C([0,T]; H) is a generalized solution of (2.1) on
[0, 7] if
(1) we L*([0,T]; V);
t

@HMW@=@@+A@@M%W@+AU®WW
holds for every t € [0,T], v € V.

Notation. Let W be a Banach space. We denote by C([0,T]; W) the space of
continuous W-valued functions on [0, 7]. The notation L2([0,T]; W) stands for the
space of L? W-valued functions on [0, 7).

Under Assumption 1, problem (2.1) has a unique generalized solution. The
following well-known result is a special case of a more general one proved in [14]
for nonlinear evolution equations.

Theorem 1. Under (1)—(3) in Assumption 1, problem (2.1) has a unique gener-
alized solution on [0,T]. Moreover
T

sup )+ [ e < Nl + [ 10

t€[0,T]

%,*dt),
where N is a constant.

Let us now consider the particular problem
(2.2) Lu—u+f=01in Q, wu(0,z)=g(z) in RY,

where L is the second-order operator with real coefficients

2 . o
W —+ b (twfl')i —+ C(t7l')7

(2.3) L(t,z) = a"(t,2) py
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Q = [0,T] x R%, with T € (0,00), and f and g are given functions. We allow the
growth, in the space variables, of the coefficients a% (¢, x) and b (¢, ), i,j = 1,...,d,
and of the free data f(¢,z) and g(z).

To set the framework for problem (2.2), we introduce a suitable class of weighted
Sobolev spaces.?

Let U be a domain in R?, i.e., an open subset of R?. Let 7 > 0, p > 0 be smooth
functions in U and m > 0 an integer. The weighted Sobolev space W2 (r, p)(U) is
the normed linear space of locally integrable functions v : U — R such that for each
multi-index o, with |a| < m, D% exists in the weak sense, and |v|ym.2(y p)(v) 1=
X jaj<m Ju r2|pl*l D*v|2dxz)'/? is finite. The space W2 (r, p)(U) is complete. En-
dowed with the inner product (v, w)wm.2 (. p) @) ::Z\odfm fU r2p2lel Doy DYy d,
for all v,w e W™2(r, p)(U), which generates the norm, W™2(r, p)(U) is a Hilbert
space.

Remark 1. Setting the weight functions r = p = 1, for all x € U, we obtain the
particular case of the Sobolev spaces W™2(U).

Notation. In the sequel, when U = R? we drop the argument in the function space
notation. For instance, we denote W™2(r, p)(R%) =: W™2(r, p).

We make some assumptions on the behaviour of the weight functions r and p
(see [9]).
Assumption 2. Let m > 0 be an integer and r > 0 and p > 0 smooth functions on
R?. There exists a constant K such that,
(1) |D%p| < Kpl"‘”, for all multi-indexes « such that |of <m —1 if m > 2;

(2) |D“r| < K——, for all multi-indexes « such that |«| < m.

I\’

Ezample 1. The following functions (taken from [21]) satisfy Assumption 2:

(1) r@) =1 +[z»)? BeR; plx)=1+2*), v<3
z) =exp(x(1+[z[*)?), 0<B< 3 pla)= A+, v <55

<

(

r(z 1+ |:17| B, BER; pla
Ex (14 |x|?)8 ln“(2+|x| ),
(

)= ) =72+ [z?), yeR;
)= B
x) = (14]z[*)” ln”(2+|96| ) B
) = >0

>0, p20; plx)=1+[zl?), v< 3
>0, p=0; plx)=W"(2+[z*), v =0
each weight function r(x) in examples

r
plx
(1)
Now, we switch point of view and consider the functions w :  — R as functions
on [0, 7] with values in R* such that, for all t € [0, T, w(t) := {w(t,z) : x € R9}.
We impose a coercivity condition over the operator (2.3), and make some as-
sumptions on the growth and regularity of the operator’s coefficients and also on
the regularity of the free data f and g (see [9]):

N
<

exp(—(1+[z[*)7), v
(5)-

3 We refer to [9] for a complete description of this class of spaces.
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Assumption 3. Let r > 0 and p > 0 be smooth functions on R? and m > 0 an
integer. We assume that
(1) There exists a constant A >0 such that ZZ]’:NU (t,2)E¢ > \p? (I)Zf:1|§i|2,
for all t > 0, z € R?, ¢ € RY;
(2) The coefficients in L and their derivatives in = up to the order m are
measurable functions in [0, 7] x R? such that

|Dea|< Kp*~1olv]ja|<mV1, | DSV |< Kp'~lel | DYe|<K V|a|<m,

for any t € [0,7], + € R?, with K a constant and D2 denoting the a!”

partial derivative operator with respect to x;
(3) fe L*([0,T];W™m=12(r,p)) and g € W™2(r, p).

Remark 2. For m=0 we use the notation W™=12(r, p)=W ~12(r, p):=(W12(r, p))*,
where (W12(r, p))* is the dual of W12(r, p).

We define the generalized solution of problem (2.2).
Definition 2. We say that u € C([0,T]); W%2(r,p)) is a generalized solution of
(2.2) on [0,T] if

(1) we L2([0, T]; Wh2(r, p));
(2) For every t € [0,T]

(u(t), 0) = (9. 0) + / [~ (a(s)Dyeu(s), Dy 0)
+ (bl(S)Dz‘u(S) - szaij(S)Dmiu(s)’ QO)

+ (c(s)uls), ) + (f(s), o) pds
holds for all ¢ € C§°.

Notation. The notation (, ) in the above definition stands for the inner product in
WO2(r, p). C5° denotes the set of all infinitely differentiable functions on R? with
compact support.

Remark 3. Note that, alternatively to the infinite differentiability of ¢ in (2) it can
be required that ¢ € W12(r, p).

Finally, we state a result on the existence and uniqueness of the solution of
problem (2.2). This result can be obtained from the general result in abstract
spaces (Theorem 1) by using the suitable triple of spaces (see [9]).

Theorem 2. Under (1)—(2) in Assumption 2, with m + 1 in place of m, and
(1)—(8) in Assumption 3, problem (2.2) admits a unique generalized solution u on
[0,T]. Moreover u € C([0,T]; W™2(r, p)) N L2([0, T]); W™HL2(r, p)) and

T

T
2 2 9 9
sup [u(t)Fyma gyt [ 1) fymrrag, dth(g ozt | L) Rrmsiag, dt),
ogtST‘ ()l *(re) 0‘ Ol ThE(re) 91w 2(r,p) 0| )lw L2(r,p)

with N a constant.

3. NUMERICAL APPROXIMATION IN SPACE: THE DISCRETE FRAMEWORK

In this Section we proceed to the discretization of problem (2.2) in the space-
variables. We set a suitable discrete framework with the use of a finite-difference
scheme and, by showing that discretized problem can be cast into the general
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problem (2.1), we prove an existence and uniqueness result for the discrete problem’s
generalized solution.
We define the h-grid on RY, with h € (0,1]

d
Zﬁ = {x eRY:z = hZemi, n; =O,:|:1,:|:2,...}.
i=1
Denote
O u =0 u(t,z) = h~ (u(t,r + he;) — u(t,x))
and
07 u=0; u(t,x) = h™ (u(t,r) — u(t,x — he;)),

for every z € Z;‘f, the forward and backward discrete differences in space, respec-
tively. Define the discrete operator

Ly(t,x) = aij(t,x)aj_ai'Ir + b (t, )0 + c(t,z).
We consider the discrete problem
(3.1) Lyu—ui+ frn =0 in Q(h), u(0,z) = gn(z) in Zg,

where Q(h) = [0,T] x Z, with T € (0,00), and f5, and g, are functions such that
frn:Q(h) > Rand g, : Z¢ — R.

Consider functions v : Z{! — R. We introduce the discrete version of the weighted
Sobolev space W92(r, p):

192(r)y ={v: Z¢ - R: [v[10.2(r) < 00},
where the norm |v[j0.2(,y is defined by

1/2

Olhoa = (D r2@l@)p?)
zeZf
Define the inner product
(v7w)l072(7') = Z TQ(:L')U(.T)’LU(ZL‘)}Zd,
zeZd

for any v, w € [%2(r), which induces the above norm.
We show that space [%2(r) has a good structure.

Proposition 1. The function space 1°2(r) is a Hilbert space.

Proof. To prove that [%2(r) is a Hilbert space we have to prove that the inner prod-
uct space 1%2(r) is complete, i.e., that any Cauchy sequence in 1%?(r) is convergent
in the space norm.

Let (v,) be a Cauchy sequence in [%2(r), that is, for all € > 0 exists N such that
for m,n > N

1/2
(3.2) |Um — Unlio2(r) = ( 3" @) |vm(x) - vn(x)|2hd> <e.
xGZ,‘f
Then, for every z € Z{ we have

(3.3) 72(2)|vm () — va(z)?h? < €2, for m,n > N.
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Let us fix x = xg. From (3.3) we see that (vi(zg), va(xo), ...) is a Cauchy
sequence of real numbers, therefore convergent. Write v,,(xo) — v(zg). Using
these limits, we define v = v(z), for each z € Z{.

Let B be a ball in ZZ. From (3.2) for m,n > N

D (@) o () — va(2)PhT < 2.
rEB

Letting n — oo, for m > N
> (@) vm (@) — v(z) At < €2
zEB

Letting now the diameter of B go to oo, for m > N

(3.4) Z 72(2)|om () — v(z) 2R < 2.

wEZg

Inequality (3.4) implies that v, —v € (%2(r). As v, € [%3(r), it follows, owing
to Minkowski inequality for sums, that

V=V + (v —vy) €1%%(r).
Finally, (3.4) also implies that v, — v and the result is proved. O

For functions v : fo — R, we introduce also the discrete version of the weighted
Sobolev space W12(r, p):

1M2(r,p) = {v: fo — R |v[ja,) < oo},
with the norm [v|;1.2(;, ) defined by

d
|/U|l2112(7",p) = |U‘120«2(7‘) + Z P 3?“\1202(7«)-

i=1
We endow [12(r, p) with the inner product, inducing the above norm,

d
(’U7 ’w)ll,z(r’p) = (1}, w)lo,z(r) + Z(p 8;'_1), P 8;_w)lo,2(r),
i=1
for v,w any functions in (12(r, p).

To prove that the discrete framework we set is a particular case of the general
framework considered in Section 2, we begin by checking that I1:2(r, p) is a reflexive
and separable Banach space, continuously and densely embedded into the Hilbert
space [%2(r).

Following the same steps as in the proof of Proposition 1, it can be easily proved
that [12(r, p) is a complete inner product space. Therefore I12(r, p) is reflexive. We
prove next that [1:2(r, p) is separable.

Proposition 2. The function space IV2(r, p) is separable.

Proof. We have to prove that I%2(r, p) has a countable dense subset.

Let us consider the set S = BU{x + he; :x € B, i =1,2,...,d}, with B a ball
in Z¢. Consider the set of all functions w(z) € [?(r, p) taking rational values if
x € S and vanishing outside S, and denote it by [. The set [ is countable.
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Let v be an arbitrary function in I*2(r, p). For any given € > 0, we can choose
w € | such that

d
Y @) —w@)Pht+ YN @) p(@)d]f (v(z) — w(@))*h?

r€eEB i=1 z€B
=3 2 @)u(@) — w(z)[Ph?
zeB
d
35) T 2 r@lp@h T vl + hey) — wla + hey) — (v(x) = w(x)))*h?
1=1x€B

d
<Y M2Jo(x) — w(@)*ht+2) Y MAN?|o(z + he;) — w(@ + he;)*h? >
z€B i=1z€eB

52

d
) M2N2 _ th—Q <
L2 Y MPNlu(e) — (o) P2 <
i=1 x€B
with M and N the suprema in B of r and p, respectively.
As |v|l21,2(r 2 is an absolutely convergent series, for any given € > 0 we can choose
the diameter of B such that

d 2
(3.6) Z r2(z)|v(z) 2R + Z Z r2(x)|p(x) 0 v(x) 2h? < <

«¢B i=1 2¢B 2
From (3.5) and (3.6) we obtain
v —wlpeg, <e,
and the result is proved. ([

We now check that [12(r, p) is continuously and densely embedded in 1%2(r).
The continuity follows immediately from

|’U|lo,2(r) < ‘U|l1=2(’r’,p)a for all v € 11’2(7”, p).
For the denseness, we prove the following result:

Proposition 3. The function space 112 (r, p) is densely embedded in 1%2%(r).

Proof. We want to prove that I1:2(r, p) = [92(r). Let us take an arbitrary function
v €1%2(r). Let B be a ball in Z. We consider the function w such that

w(z) = {v(aj), r€B

0, otherwise.

This function belongs obviously to (12(r, p). Furthermore, for any given ¢ > 0,
we have

|U — w|lo,2(r) <g,
if the diameter of B is chosen sufficiently large. The result is proved. O

Now, we switch our viewpoint and consider the functions w : Q(h) — R as
functions in [0, 7] with values in R*°, defined by w(t) = {w(t,z) : = € Z{}, for all
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€ [0, T)]. For these functions, we consider the space C([0, T];1%2(r)) of continuous
192 (r)-valued functions on [0, 7] and the spaces

L0, T020,00) = {0 0.7) = 020 [ W0 < 03,
with m =0, 1.
Remark 4. Clearly, if u € C([0,T];1%%(r)) then sup,e(o 7y |[u(t)]i0.2(r) < 00
We make some assumptions over the regularity of the data fj, and gy in (3.1).

Assumption 4. Let r > 0 be a smooth function on R¢.

(1) fn € L*([0,T];1%%(r));
(2) gn €19%(r).

Remark 5. In the above Assumption 4, (1) can be replaced for the weaker as-
sumption f;, € L2([0,T); (IY2(r, p))*), where (I2(r, p))* denotes the dual space of
1H2(r, p).

Remark 6. We note that |9;"a”| < Kp can be obtained from (2) in Assumption 3.
In fact,
|0 a® (t,x)| = |h " (a (t,x + he;) — a' (t,2))| < |% a’ (t,x + 7e;)|,
for some 7 such that 0 < 7 < h. Thus [(9/02%) a¥| < Kp implies |0} a¥| < Kp.
We define the generalized solution of problem (3.1).

Definition 3. We say that u € C([0,T];1%2(r))NL2(]0, T); 1%%(r, p)) is a generalized
solution of (3.1) if

(u(t), ) =(gn, @ /{ a' ()0} u(s), 3;r<p)+(bi(s)8;“u(s) — B;Faij(s)aju(s), ©)

+ (c(s)u(s), @) + (fu(s), @) bds
holds for every t € [0,T], ¢ € [2(r, p).

Notation. In the above definition, (, ) denotes the inner product in (%2(r). We
keep this convention for the remaining of present Section.

Next, we prove an existence and uniqueness result for the solution of the discrete
problem (3.1), computing, in addition, an estimate for the solution. With this
result, we show that the numerical scheme is stable, i.e., informally, that the discrete
problem’s solution remains bounded independently of the space-step h. The result
is obtained as a consequence of Theorem 1, remaining only to show that, within
the discrete framework we constructed, (1) — (2) in Assumption 1 hold.

Theorem 3. Under (1)—(2) in Assumption 3 and (1)—(2) in Assumption 4, prob-
lem (3.1) has a unique generalized solution u in [0,T]. Moreover

T T
sup O+ [ WO it < N (o) + [ 1O ).

0<t<T

with N a constant independent of h.
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Proof. Let Ly(s) : 1Y2(r,p) — (I1%2(r,p))* for all s € [0,T]. We define for all
8 6 [07T}7 ¢7w E 11)2(/’17p)

(Lu(s)¥,9) = — (a"()0; 0, 0] ) + (V'(5)0] v — 8 a" ()0 1, ) + (c()¥, ).
It suffices to prove that the following estimates hold

(1) 3K, A > 0 constants : (L (s)1,¢) < K[|.20y — M|z )
(2) 3K constant : |<Lh(8)w7§0>| < K|w|l1f2(r,p) ) “p|llv2(r,p)
for all s € [0,7T7], p,% € IY2(r, p).
For the first property, owing to (1) and (2) in Assumption 3, we have

< ( ZZT2 ’Lj 8+¢3+w hd
+ZZT (b (s) fﬁ;faij( ))8+w1/1hd+27”0 )it h
<=AD0N P20 wPrt2K Y S el o wlhd+KZr2\w\2hd

==AD 10 oy +2K > D rplof v bhd + Klib[foz .
i [ T

(3.7)

where the variable z € Z{ is omitted, > denotes the summation over Zf and 3",

>_; the summation over {1,2,...,d}. Applying Cauchy’s inequality to the second
term in estimate (3.7), we obtain

(Ln(s)¥,v)
K
<A 10 LRy + KD ZT2\Pa;r¢|2hd+? DO PR K e,

K
=AY 10 oy = Aoz +eK D |p81'+w|l20’2(7")+?|w|l20v2(r)+(K+)\)|¢|l20~2(r)

_)\|1/)|l21‘2(r,p) + K|¢|l20,2(7~)7

with A > 0, K constants, by taking e sufficiently small, and the first property is
proved.

The second property follows from (2) in Assumption 3 and Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality

’<Lh(8)w’ >‘
=|—ZZ7~2 ()00 0F e b+ e (s)0 o b

i xT

—ZZT28+ “( 8+wgohd+2rc wwhd‘

<KZZT2\,028W8W\ ht + KZZTZWW ol h? + KZTQW ol

i,j
SKZH)afwle»?(r) Z|Paf<ﬁ|zo,2(r)+KZ|P<91-+¢\1012(T)|<P|1072(r)+K|¢|10»2(r)|@|1072(r)
SI(|1/)|l112(r,p) ’ |90‘l1»2(7‘,p)7

where the same writing conventions are kept.
Owing to Theorem 1 the result follows. O
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4. NUMERICAL APPROXIMATION IN SPACE: APPROXIMATION RESULTS

In this Section, we study the approximation properties of the numerical scheme
(3.1). We begin by investigating the consistency of the numerical scheme, and prove
that the discrete differences approximate the partial derivatives (with accuracy of
order 1). The result is obtained by using a Sobolev inequality, under stronger
regularity assumptions, and imposing that the weights p are bounded from below
by a positive constant. In practice, the latter restriction amounts to assume that
the weights p are increasing functions of |z|, which is precisely the case we are
studying.

Theorem 4. Let r > 0 and p > 0 be functions on R?, and m an integer strictly
greater than d/2. Assume that (1)—(2) in Assumption 2 are satisfied and that,
additionally, p(z) > C on R, with C > 0 a constant. Let u(t) € W™+22(r, p),
v(t) € WmT32(r p), for allt € [0,T]. Then there exists a constant N independent
of h such that

(1) D (@) ugi (t,2) = 0f ult,x)[*p* (2)h® < W2N|u(t) [y mor2z

7p)?
zeZi
(2) D 2(@)vasas (t,2) = 05 0 v(t2) 2o (@)R < WEN () Fymss.z ()
zeZg

for allt €10,T7.

Remark 7. The following remarks will be used in the proof of the theorem:

(1) Under the conditions of the theorem, function u(t) (function v(t)) has a
modification in z which is continuously differentiable in x up to the order
2 (up to the order 3), and the derivatives equal the weak derivatives, for
every t € [0,7]. This can be proved by Sobolev’s embedding of W™2(B)
into C™(B), for balls B in R?, if m > % +n, and using Morrey’s inequality
(see, e.g, [6, 14, 15]). We consider these modifications in the theorem’s
proof.

(2) Note that if U, V are open subsets of R? with V' C U and w € W™2(U) then
w € Wm2(V). Also, if w € W™2(U) and ¢ € C(U) then ¢ € W™2(U)
and (w € W™2(U) (see, e.g, [6, 14, 15]).

Proof. (Theorem 4) Let us prove (1). We will define a suitable geometric setting,
and then obtain an estimate for

r?(@)|ug: (t, 2) — 8 u(t, 2)|*p* (@),

with z € Z¢, using Sobolev’s inequality on a fixed ball.
Let us consider d-cells

Ry ={(z" 2% ..., aY) eRY: 2l <ol <ol +h, i=1,2,...,d},
with zj, = (2},22,...,2¢) € Z{ fixed. Consider the particular d-cell where h = 1
and xj, = z1 = (0,0,...,0) and denote it R}. Now, take open balls Bj, such that
By, D Ry, with the vertices {x},z} + h, i = 1,2,...,d} laying on the limiting
sphere. Denote BY the ball containing RY.

For every x;, € Zg, taking in mind (1) in Remark 7, we have by the mean-value
theorem

O u(t,xn) = b= (u(t, zp, + he;) — u(t, xp)) = ugi (t, p + Ohe;)
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and
(4.1) ugy (t,mh)—aj'u(t, Th) = Ugi (£, ) —Ugi (t, Tp +0he;) < hugiyi (t, xn+0 he;),
for some 0 < 0’ < 0 < 1.

Clearly
(4.2) [tgizi (t, xn + 0'he;)| < sup |ugig:(t, )|,
TER)
and then, by (4.1) and (4.2),
(4.3) [ugi (t, zn) — O u(t, zp)[* < h? s;llg) [tgigi (1, )|
TER

We change variable in order to have the supremum calculated over the fixed
d-cell RY:

(4.4) SUD |Ugizi(E, )| = Sup |ugigi(t, xp + ha)l.
TERy, IER?
As
(4.5) Sup |tgigi(t, xp + hx)|® < sup |ugig: (t, z), + ha)|?,
z€RY zeBY

from (4.3) — (4.5) we immediately obtain
r? (@) |ugi (8, on) — 8 u(t, ) *p* (2n)

< h? sup (r*(zp + ha)|ugig (t, 2, + ha)|*p* (z), + hz))
(46) IGR?

< h? sup (r®(zp + ha)|ugiy: (t, zn + ha)?p?(z, + ha)).
z€BY

Taking in mind (2) in Remark 7, we have for m > d/2 by Sobolev’s inequality

sup [1(n + hat)ugigi (t, 2n + ha)p(as + ha)l®
z€BY

<N Z/ |D°‘ (xp 4+ ha)ugigzi(t, xp + hax)p (xh—l—hx)’ dz,

|| <m

(4.7)

with NV a constant independent of h.
Observe that, owing to Leibniz’ formula,

|Daru$$p|—‘2( )DﬂrpDOf Py i

BLla

IEOE (e

B<La

(4.8)

where the arguments of r, p and u,i,: are omitted.
Also, keeping the same convention, owing to Assumption 2

D7r| < Krp 1l and |D? ol < Kol—(|5|—|’>’|)
- )
with K a constant, and then

(49) )Z ( )D’YTDB_’YP‘ < NZ (g)rp—|7|p1—(lﬁl—lvl) < ]\77ﬂp1—|ﬁ|7

Y<B Y<B

with N a constant.
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Therefore, by (4.7) — (4.9), we get

sup [r(zp + har)ugigi (8, 25 + ha)p(aep + ha)|?
z€BY?

SNZ Z/ Xy + ha)|p PN @y + ha) 2| DS Pugiyi (t, z, + ha)|de.
BY

la|]<m BLa

(4.10)

Note also that, using Holder inequality, owing to the hypotheses over function
p, the integral in (4.10) can be estimated by

/ r2(zp, + ha)|pr 1Pl (@ 4 ha)|P DS Pugiyi (t, xp, + ha)|2dz
BY

< N/ TZ(.T}L + hx)‘p2+(\a|—|5|)(xh + h$)|2Dg_ﬁ'szixi (t,xh + h.’IJ)‘ZdZC
By

(4.11)
sup (o1 a4 B P
z€BY

<N r2(zp, + ha)|p? =180 (2, ha) 2DO Py (L, + ha)|?da.
By

Now, by (4.10) and (4.11),

sup [r(zp + ha)ugigi (t, o + ha)p(ey + ha)|?
zeB?

vy ¥

r2(xp +ha) | p? 10D (2 4 ha) | DS Py i (t, zp +ha) 2z
|a|<m B<d B?

<N Y / r2(zp + ha) o1 (@) + ha) | DYugigi (8, 2 + ha)Pda
B

la|<m

<N Z / r2(zp + ha)|pl (2, 4+ ha)DSu(t, zp, + ha)|>da
la]<m+2” B

=N > /7“2($)|p'°“(m)D;“u(t,x)Ph—dh?laldx

<N Z /Br2(a:)|p|“‘(m)Dﬁu(t,xﬂQh_ddw.

Finally, by (4.6) and (4.12), owing to the particular geometry of the framework
we have set, we obtain

S 2 (@)l (b, 2) — 0 ut, 2) 0 (2)h?

zeZ}

S YD S LRI

|a]<m+2 whEZ}‘j

SV |

r2 ()| (@) D3 ult, @) Pde < WENu(t) 3ymian(y)s
|| <m+2 zp €z Ry (zn)

where By (xp) := Bp, Rp(xp) := Rp, and the proof for (1) is complete. The proof
for (2) follows the same steps. O
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Finally, owing to the stability and consistency properties of the numerical scheme
(Theorems 3 and 4, respectively), we prove the convergence of the discrete problem’s
solution to the PDE problem’s solution, and compute a rate of convergence. The
accuracy obtained is of order 1.

Theorem 5. Let Let v > 0 and p > 0 be functions on R%, and m an integer strictly
greater than d/2. Assume that the hypotheses of Theorems 2 and 3 are satisfied.
Assume additionally that p(x) > C on R, with C > 0 a constant. Denote u the
solution of problem (2.2) in Theorem 2 and wyp, the solution of problem (3.1) in
Theorem 3. Assume also that uw € L*([0,T]; W™+32(r, p)). Then

T
sup fu(t) — un(t)[fo.2 +/ u(t) = un(t)lfrzq,, ) dt
0<t<T 0

T T
<N [ fufmsnsiepdt + N (lg = abhogy + [ 15O = @)oo ).
0 0

with N a constant independent of h.

Remark 8. Under the conditions of theorem, there are modifications in x such that
the data f(t) and g are continuous in z, for every t € [0,T] (see Remark 7). We
will consider these modifications in the proof of the theorem.

Proof. (Theorem 5) From (2.2) and (3.1), we have that u—uy, satisfies the problem
(4.13) Ly(u—wun) = &(w—up) + (L—Lp)u+ (f — fr) =0 in Q(h)
(u—un)(0,2) = (g — gn)(x) in Zj.

Taking in mind Remark 8, f — f, € L([0,T];1%2(r)) and g— g5 € [°2(r). With
respect to the term (L — Ly )u, note that if u(t) € Wm+32(r p), for all t € [0, 7],

Y @)L~ L) ()ult)]® b

zeZd
= Z r?(z)]a" (t 1’)(872 — 970 Yu(t,z) + b (t,2)( 0 _ O ult x)|2 hd < oo
=, TN ptgxd I ’ gt T ’ ’

owing to (2) in Assumption 3 and to Theorem 4. Thus (L — Lp,)(t)u(t) € 1%%(r) for
every t € [0,T], and by continuity in ¢t we have (L — Ly)u € L*([0, T); 1%2%(r)).

We have shown that problem (4.13) satisfies the hypotheses of Theorem 3, there-
fore holding the estimate

T
sup [u(t) — un(®) ooy, + / u(t) — un (8) sy
0<t<T 0

T T
< N<|g — gnlio () +/ 1F(t) = fu (D)2 dt +/ (L = Ln)u(t)[fo.2 dt).
0 0

Owing again to (2) in Assumption 3 and to Theorem 4, the result follows. O

Next result is an immediate consequence of Theorem 5.
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Corollary 1. Let the hypotheses of Theorem 5 be satisfied, and denote u the solu-
tion of (2.2) in Theorem 2 and up, the solution of (3.1) in Theorem 3. If there is a
constant N independent of h such that

T T
‘gfgh‘lznﬂ(r)+/0 ‘f(t)ffh(t)ﬁo’z(r) dt < th(|g|%/Vm=2(r,p)+\/0 |f(t)|%/1/m_1v2(r,p)dt)a

then

T
sup [u(t) — un(t) oy +/ u(t) = un(t)[fra, ) dt
0<t<T 0

T T
< h2N</O ‘u(t)@ynws,z(r,p)dt + |g|%/vm,2(r’p) +/O |f<t)|%/Vm*1=2(r,p)dt)'

5. NUMERICAL APPROXIMATION IN TIME: IMPLICIT SCHEME

In Sections 3 and 4, we proceeded to the approximation in the space variables
of the solution of the second-order parabolic PDE problem (2.2).

We will now study the approximation in time of the solution of the more general
problem (2.1) for linear evolution equations, by constructing discrete versions of
the general framework we presented in Section 2. This simpler general approach
in abstract spaces is powerful enough in order to obtain the desired results. In the
present section we investigate the time-discretization of problem (2.1), making use
of an implicit finite-difference scheme. The approach using an explicit scheme will
be considered in Section 6.

We begin by setting an appropriate discrete framework, and construct a time-
discretized version of problem (2.1).

Take a number T € (0,00), a non-negative integer n such that 7'//n € (0, 1] and
define the n-grid on [0, T

(5.1) T,={te[0,T]:t="ke, k=0,1,...,n},
where € := T'/n. Denote ty = ke for k=0,1,...,n.

For all z € V', we consider the backward discrete difference in time

Aiz(tj-i-l) = gil(z(tj—‘rl) - Z(tj))a j=0,1,...,n—1

Let L., f- be some time-discrete versions of L and f, respectively. For all
z €V, denote L ji12 = Le(tjy1)z, fej+1 = fe(tjy1), 7=0,1,...,n—1.

For each n > 1 fixed, we define v; = v(t;), j =0,1,...,n, a vector in V satisfying
(52) A_Ui+1 = L577;+1’U7;+1 + fE’iJrl for i = 0, ]., ey — 1, Vo =g.

Problem (5.2) is a time-discrete version of problem (2.1).

Assumption 5. We assume
(1) (Lejr10,0) + Apl3 < Kpl%4, YweV, j=0,1,....,n—1
(2) |L€,j+1v‘V* §M|’U|V, V’UG‘/, j:0717~~~7n_]—
n—1
(3) ijo |fej41lie <N and |glm < N,
where A, K, M and N are the constants in Assumption 1.
Remark 9. Note that as problem (5.2) is a time discretization of problem (2.1) and

g denotes the same function in both problems, under Assumption 1 ¢ € H and
l9lg < N.
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Under the above assumptions, we establish the existence and uniqueness of the
solution of problem (5.2).

Theorem 6. Under Assumption 5, for all n € N there exists a unique vector
Vo, V1, ..., Uy 0V satisfying (5.2).

To prove this result, we consider a well known lemma holding even for a class of
nonlinear operators (see [28]).

Lemma 1. Let B : V. — V* be a bounded linear operator. Assume there exists
A > 0 such that (Bv,v) > A|v|?,, for allv € V.. Then Bv = v* has a unique solution
v eV for every given v* € V*.

We will now prove Theorem 6.

Proof. (Theorem 6) From (5.2), we have that (I — e L)1 = g + fe1e and
(I — € L57i+1)vi+1 =v; + fs,i+1€a for 1 =0,1,...,n— 1.

We first check that the operators I —e L. j+1, 7 = 0,1,...,n — 1 satisfy the
hypotheses of Lemma 1. These operators are obviously bounded. We have to
show that there exists A > 0 such that ((I — & Lc j+1)v,v) > M|, for all v € V,
j=0,1,...,n— 1. Owing to Assumption 5, we have

(I =€ Le jr1)v,0) = (Tv — & Le jy1v,0) = |v[f — e(Le j110,0)

> |v|4 — eK |4 +el|v]?.

Then, with ¢ sufficiently small, (I — e L. j11)v,v) > eA|v|3, and the hypotheses of
Lemma 1 are satisfied.

For vy we have that (I —e L¢1)vy = g+ f-1€. This equation has a unique solution
by Lemma 1. Suppose now that equation (I — e L. ;)v; = v;—1 + f- ;€ has a unique
solution. Then equation (I —e L, ;41)vit1 = v; + fe,i+1€ has also a unique solution,
again by Lemma 1. The result is proved by induction. O

Next, we prove a lemma, and then obtain the discrete version of Gronwall’s
inequality as a corollary.

Lemma 2. Let af,ay,...,a

,ay be a finite sequence of numbers for every integer
n > 1 such that 0 < a% < co+ CZlgiSj—l al, forallj =1,2,...,n, where C is
a positive constant and co > 0 is some real number. Then a? <(C+ l)f_lco, for

all j =1,2,...,n.
Proof. Let b} :=co+C 311 b7, j=1,2,...,n. Then a} <07 forall j > 1.
Indeed for j =1 we have that af < b = cp. Assume now that af < b} for all
1 < j. Then

b?H =cy+C Z b >co+C Z a; Zagﬁrl,

1<i<j 1<i<j

what proves by induction that af < b7 for all j > 1. It is easy to see that
b, — b7 =Cb}, j =1, what gives

alyy SO =(C+ b =(C+ 120, =...=(C+1) b} = (C+1) co,

and the result is proved. (I
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Corollary 2. (Discrete Gronwall’s inequality). Let afj,ay,...,al be a finite se-
quence of numbers for every integer n > 1 such that 0 < a7 < ag + KZlgigj aie
holds for every 7 =1,2,...,n, with e :=T/n, and K a positive number such that
Ke =: q < 1, with q a fized constant. Then aj < apeXal | for all integers n > 1
and j =1,2,...,n, where K, := —K1In(1 —q)/q.

Proof. From the inequality in the hypotheses, as Ke < 1 for j = 1,2,...,n we
have that
(1 - Ke)aj <ag+ K Z aje & al < + Z ajy.

et 7 71-Ke 1—Ke 4+~
1<i<j—1 1<i<j—1

Applying Lemma 2 to the previous inequality with ¢y = af/(1 — Ke) and
C = Ke/(1 — Ke) we obtain
( Ke )J'—l ag ay < ag

n < - , .
Gk T 1-Ke (1-Key — (1-Ke)m

J

Noting that
In(1 — In(1 —
(1 - Ke)" =exp(nln(l — Ke)) = exp (nKEH(qQ)> = exp (KTn(qq)),
the result is proved. (I

We are now able to prove that the numerical scheme (5.2) is stable, that is, the
solution of the discrete problem remains bounded independently of e.

Theorem 7. Let Assumption 5 be satisfied, and denote v, ;, with j =0,1,...,n,
the unique solution of problem (5.2) in Theorem 6. Assume that constant K in
Assumption 5 satisfies: 2Ke < 1. Then there exists a constant N independent of
€ such that

(1) max |v. ;|7 < N(|glH + Z |feil¥e€);

0<j<n -
1<j<n
2) D lveilve <N(gli+ D 1foiliee)-
0<j<n 1<j<n

Remark 10. Owing to (3) in Assumption 5, the estimates (1) and (2) above can be
written sup,,s; maxo<j<n [vej[f; < N and sup,s; > o<j<n Ve, 2e < N, respec-
tively.

Proof. (Theorem 7) For i =0,1,...,n— 1, we have that

(5.3) [veit1lFr = [ve,iltr = 2 (Ve g1, Veivr = Vi) = [Veip1 — Vel
Summing up both members of equation (5.3) we obtain, for j = 1,2,...,n,
j—1 j—1
ve j|7r = lveolir + Z 2 (Ve it1, Ve,it1 — Vei) — Z Ve i1 — veilir-
i=0 1=0
Hence
j—1
|’U€,j‘%—1 < |v5;0|%—1+z 2 <U€,i+17 Ve,i+1 — v57i>
i=0
j—1

= |ve 0|3 + Z 2 (Ve it1s Leig1Ve,it1€ + feivi1€).
i=0
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As, by Cauchy’s inequality,

1
2(ve i1, feit1)e < Aveit1lpe + X\fe,i+1|%/*€,

with A > 0, owing to (1) in Assumption 5 we obtain

i1 i1 j—1
e l3 < Jveolt 42K ) ool =AY Joearlie + % D Neinilie
1=0 1=0 1=0
and then
J J 1 n
(5.4) e 3 A Jveilve < Jveolf + 2K |veilfe + X > |feilte.
1=1 =1 =1
In particular
(5.5) |0e 3|3 < Jveolfr + 2K Y e il3e + X > | feilie,
1=1 =1
and, using Corollary 2,
2 2 1 . 2 2K,T
(5.6) ey < (Ioeolfy + 5 1 effc) et

where K, is the constant defined in the Corollary. Estimate (1) follows.
From (5.4), (5.5) and (5.6) we obtain

J n
1
ol + A [eilire < (locolt + 5 2 Ifealie ) 2T
i=1

i=1
and
J 1 & 1
> eilie < (Joeoliy + 5 D0 eilie) 5 €27,
i=1 i=1
Estimate (2) follows. O

We will now study the convergence properties of the numerical scheme we have
constructed.
We impose stronger smoothness over the solution v = u(t) of problem (2.1):

Assumption 6. Let u be the solution of problem (2.1) in Theorem 1. There exist a
fixed number ¢ € (0, 1] and a constant C such that

1

tit1
g/ b ) — u(s)|vds < Ce°,
t

i

foralli=0,1,...,n—1.

Remark 11. Assume that u satisfies the following condition: “There exists a fixed
number § € (0,1] and a constant C' such that |u(t) — u(s)|y < C|t — s|?, for all
s,t € [0,T]". Then Assumption 6 obviously holds.

Assuming this stronger regularity of the solution w of (2.1), we can prove the
convergence of the solution of problem (5.2) to the solution of problem (2.1), and
determine the convergence rate. The accuracy we obtain is of order §.
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Theorem 8. Let Assumptions 1 and 5 be satisfied. Denote u(t) the unique solu-
tion of (2.1) in Theorem 1, and v.;, j = 0,1,...,n, the unique solution of (5.2)
in Theorem 6. Let Assumption 6 be satisfied, and assume that constant K in As-
sumptions 1 and 5 satisfies: 2Ke < 1. Then there exists a constant N independent
of € such that

(1) ma [oe — (e
2 N\~ 1 § 2 ~ 1 i 2
< N(a —|—Z E|L€’ju(tj)g —/ L(s)u(t;)ds|y,. —i—Z g|f5’j€ —/ f(s)ds|w)
j=1 tj—1 j=1 ti—1
(2)D |ve; —ulty)|ie
=0
<N< 25+27|L€ju )5—/ L(s)u dsv*—i-z |f57]5 /f ds|v
J=1 tj—1

Proof. Define w(t;) :=v.; —u(t;),i=0,1,...,n. For i =0,1,...,n—1,

w(tiy1) —w(t;) = Leitiw(tipr)e + feivie — ultivr) +ults) + Le ipru(tiva)e
= Leiv1w(tivi)e + @(titr),

where @(ti1) := feir1€ — ultiy1) +ults) + Leipru(tiv)e.
We obtain, owing to (1) in Assumption 5,

w(tiy1) [z — [w(t) 7 = 2w (tinr), w(tipr) —w(ts)) = fw(tipr) — w(ts) %
2(w(tit1), Leit1w(tiv))e + 2(w(tiv), o(tiv1))

—2M\w(tir1)[ire + 2K Jw(ti)[3re

+ 2/ (w(tit1), o(tiv1))l-

I /\

(5.7)

IA

Noting that ¢(t;11) can be written

(i) = / L) (ultin) — u())ds + 1 (tin) + @altign).

where

tiy1 tit1
<P1(tz‘+1)5=Le,z‘+1u(tz’+1)5—/ L(s)u(tiv1)ds and po(tip1):=feip1e—[ f(s)ds
t t;

i

for the last term in (5.7) we have the estimate

2 (w(tir), pltip )] < 2| (w(tis), / L) (ultin) — u(s))ds)|

i

+ 2/ (w(tivn); o1 (i) + 2/ (w(tia), w2 (tiva))]-

(5.8)

Now, we estimate separately each one of the three terms in (5.8).
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For the first term, owing to (2) in Assumption 1 and using Cauchy-Schwarz and
Cauchy’s inequalities, we obtain

2f(wltisn). [ Es)(ultin) = u(s))as)
<2 [ i), LOs)ultisn) = u(s))lds
(5.9) " .
<2Muttisnly [ fultin) =~ u(s)vds

7

A 3M2 [l 2
< S ut)e+ S ([ uttn) — u)lvds)
3 Ae ”
with A > 0.
For the two remaining terms, we have the estimates
A 3
(5.10) 2[(w(tiv1), 1(tir))] < §|w(ti+1)|%/€ + g len(tiv) i
and
A 2 3 2
(5.11) 2w(tivr), p2(tiv1))] < glwltivi)lve + lea(tiv)lv-,

with A > 0, using Cauchy’s inequality.
Therefore, from (5.8), (5.9), (5.10) and (5.11), we get

(5.12) 2|(w(tir1), p(tir))] < Aw(tirr)[Pe + SK (/t i+1\u(ti+1) — u(s)|vds>2

3
il t;
+ /\E|901( +1)

3

2 2
v T w2 (t; Ve
)\5‘ 2(ti)|

Putting estimates (5.7) and (5.12) together and summing up, owing to Assump-
tion 6 we obtain, for j =1,2,...,n,

] -1
[w(t; |H+Az|w i1 \V5<2KZ|U; a)Ze+ T; L2041

=0 =0
j—1

Z|801 tir )i + =D le2(tir) [y

Vo*-
=0

Hence

\H+A2|w |V5<2KZ|U/ %€ + Ne?

=1

£ N L ult)e / L(syu(ts)ds|”
=1 1

i—

n 1 t; )
+NY —|feie— f(s)ds
S

V*?
i—1

with N a constant. Following the same steps as in the proof of Theorem 7, estimates
(1) and (2) follow. O

Next result is an immediate consequence of Theorem 8.
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Corollary 3. Let the hypotheses of Theorem 8 be satisfied, and denote u(t) the

unique solution of (2.1) in Theorem 1, and ve 5, j =0,1,...,n, the unique solution
of (5.2) in Theorem 6. If there exists a constant N independent of € such that
1 (% 2 1 (% 2 25
’Lg,ju(tj) - L(s)u(tj)ds‘w + |f87j - f(s)ds|V* < Ne*°,
ti—1 tj—1

forj=1,2,... . n, then

max v — u(t;)|% < Ne?* and Z lve j — u(t;)|3e < Ne.
O=jsn 0<ji<n

Remark 12. In the special case where L and f in problem (2.1) are approximated
by the average operators

_ 1 [ti+t B 1 ftiv
L(tyn)z = / L(s)zds and  Faltjon) = - / F(s)ds
for all z € V, j = 0,1,...,n — 1, respectively, the estimates in Corollary 3 are

obtained without the need of any further assumption. Additionally, in this special
case, under Assumption 1 Assumption 5 is satisfied.

6. NUMERICAL APPROXIMATION IN TIME: EXPLICIT SCHEME

We now approach the time-discretization with the use of a finite-difference ex-
plicit scheme. As in the previous Section, we begin by setting a suitable discrete
framework, and then investigate the stability and convergence properties of the
numerical scheme.

Observe that, when using the explicit scheme, a previous discretization in space
has to be assumed. We mirror this fact in our approximation study of the general
linear evolution equation by considering the version of problem (2.1)

(6.1 La@utt) - 280 4 ) =0, (o) = gn

in the spaces V;, and Hj, “space-discrete versions” of V and H, and with Ly (¢),
fr(t) and g, “space-discrete versions” of L(t), f(t) and g, respectively.

Let the time-grid 7T,, as defined in (5.1). For all z € V4, consider the forward
discrete difference in time

Atz(ty) = e M2(tjs1) — 2(t;)), 7=0,1,...,n— 1.

Let Lpe, frne be some time-discrete versions of Lj and f, respectively, and
denote, for all z € V4,

Lhe,j+12 = Lne(tj41)z, fhejv1 = fre(tjv1),
with 7 =0,1,...,n— 1.

For each n > 1 fixed, we consider the time-discrete version of (6.1),
(6.2) ATv; = Lpe ;i + frey for i=0,1,....,n—1, vy = gp,
with v; = v(t;), 7=0,1,...,n, in V.

Problem (6.2) can be solved uniquely by recursion

7j—1 Jj—1
’szgh-i-ZLh&iviE—l-ths’iE for j=1,...,n, Vo = gh-
=0 =0

We make some assumptions.
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Assumption 7. We assume
(1) (Lhejv,v)n + Alvl, < KJol3,, YoeVu, j=0,1,...,n—1
(2) |Lh5’jv|v’7 < Mly,,, YveV, j=0,1,....n—1

(3) Y0=g [ fhel?-e <N and |galn, <N,
where A\, K, M and N are the constants in Assumption 1.

Remark 13. We refer to Remark 9 to note that under Assumption 1 g, € Hj and
\9nlm, < N.

The following version of the discrete Gronwall’s inequality is an immediate con-
sequence of Corollary 2:

Lemma 3. Let ag,al,...,a; be a finite sequence of numbers for every integer
n > 1 such that 0 < af < ay + KZOgigjfl al'e, holds for every j =0,1,...,n,
with € := T/n and K a positive number such that Ke =: q¢ < 1, with q a fized
constant. Then a} < apela™ | for all integers n > 1 and j = 0,1,...,n, where

K,:=—-KIn(1-¢)/q.

In order to obtain stability for the numerical scheme (6.2) we need to make the
usual additional assumption, establishing a relation between the time and space
steps. We note that, for the case of the implicit scheme, there was no such need:
the stability of the implicit scheme was met unconditionally.

Assumption 8. There exists a constant C},, dependent of the space-step h, such
that |w|m, < Cplwl|y: for all w € Vj,.

We now investigate the numerical scheme’s stability.

Theorem 9. Let Assumptions 7 and 8 be satisfied, and X\, K, M, C}, the constants
defined in the Assumptions. Denote by vpe j, with j = 0,1,...,n, the unique solu-
tion of problem (6.2). Assume that constant K satisfies: 2Ke < 1. If there exists
a number p such that M>CZe < p < X then there exists a constant N, independent
of € and h, such that

(1) oax [onesl, < N(lgnldn, + D2 fneslize);

0<j<n—1
2) Y loneslne < N(gnlt, + D |fnesliee).
0<j<n 0<j<n—1

Remark 14. Remark 10 applies to the above theorem with the obvious adaptations.
Proof. (Theorem 9) For i =0,1,...,n— 1, we have

(6.3)  |Vnhe,it1ltr, — [Vneiltr, =2 (Vne,is Vhe,it1 — Vhe,i)n + |Vne,it1 — Vne,ils, -

Summing up both members of equation (6.3), for j =1,2,...,n,

j—1 j—1
[Vhe,j|5, = lvneolir, + Z 2(Vhe,i» Vhe,it1 — Vhe,i)h + Z |Vhe,i+1 — Vhe,ilH,
1=0 =0
j—1 Jj—1
(6.4) = [Vhe0l3r, + Z 2(Vhe,is Lhe,iVhe,i)n € + Z 2(Vhe,is fre,i)h €
1=0 1=0

j—1

+ Z |Lha,ivha,i + fha,i|%[,L52-
=0
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Owing to (1) in Assumption 7 and using Cauchy’s inequality, from (6.4) we
obtain the estimate

Jj—1 J J
|Ohe 517, <Ivhe.oldr, +2K Y |oneilt, € — 2)\2 |Ohe,il5r,E + A [neil¥, e
1=0 1 i
(6.5) -
)\Z‘fhez'v*g'f'z|Lhazvhez+fhez| ;
with A > 0.
For the last term in the above estimate (6.5), we have
Jj—1
Z |Lhe iVhe,i t [fhe, z|Hh
1=0
J—1 j—1 j—1
Z|th 1Uh61 € +Z|fhe z|Hh5 +22 fhs uLhe iUhe, z>h 52
=0 =0 =0
j—1 j—1 j 1 j—1
W€ +Z|fhs z|Hh€ + = Z'fhe 'L|Hh5 +MZ|th iUhe,i Hh€2'
1=0 1=0 1=0

with g > 0, using Cauchy’s inequality.
As, owing to (2) in Assumption 7 and to Assumption 8,

Jj—1 j—1 j—1
Z|Lha iUhe z| E < ChEZ|LhE iUhe Z‘V*E < M20h52|vh5 Z|Vh
=0 =0 =0

and

Jj—1 Jj—1
> fneildne® < CRe Y fnealt
=0 =0

we then obtain
j—1

Z |Lhe,iVhe,i + freilm,e>
i—0

(6.6) .
< (1+ IU)MQC}LS Z |'Uhe i

=0

V;L6+ <1+ )C}L€Z|fh57f|v*8

Putting together estimates (6.5) and (6.6), we get

7j—1

‘Uhg,leh ‘Uhf Oth+2KZ‘UhE 'L|Hh€+((1+:u)M20h5_ )Z|vh57i ‘2/;18
=0 i

(6.7) X X i
+ (X + (1 + ;)Oﬁa) izg |fh5,,»|%/h*s.
Now, if there is a constant p such that
M?*Ce <p <A,
implying that, for p sufficiently small,
(1+p)M?*Cle =A< (1+p)p—A<0,
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then from (6.7) we obtain the estimate

|vhe | Fr, + (A= (1 +p)p Z|'Uhsz|v,

(6.8) i1 -
< ‘Uhe,oﬁih + QKZ |Uh5,i|%{h5 +L Z |fh5,i|%/;€7
=0 =0

where L := (uM? + X1 + p)p) /AuM?.
In particular,

j—1 n—1
(6.9) |One 5170, < loneolTr, + 2K Y [oneilfr e + LY |fneilie,
i=0 i=0
and, using Lemma 3,
n—1
(6.10) [one.il3, < (Jone.olis, + LY 1fnelze) e e,
i=0

where K, is the constant defined in Lemma 3. (1) follows.
From (6.8), (6.9) and (6.10) we obtain

j—1 n—1

[One 3, + A= L+ 1)p) D [vnes

1=0 i=0

and (2) follows.

Ve < ('Uha’oﬁfh +L Z |fha,i|%/h*€) el

25

O

Finally, we prove the convergence of the numerical scheme, and determine the
convergence rate. The accuracy obtained is of order 4, with § given by Assumption

6.

Theorem 10. Let Assumptions 1, 7 and 8 be satisfied, and \, K, M, C}, the con-
stants defined in the Assumptions. Denote by up(t) the unique solution of problem
(6.1) in Theorem 1, and by vpe j, with j =0,1,...,n, the unique solution of prob-

lem (6.2). Assume that constant K is such that 2Ke < 1, and that Assumption 6

is satisfied. If there exists a number p such that MzC,fs < p < A then there exists

a constant N, independent of € and h, such that
2
(1) max fvne ;= un(t;)[m,

n— 1

ti1 n-ly tit1
5 2 2
<N(€2 +Z | Le,jun(ty)e /tj Lh(S)Uh(tj)d5|V};+jz::0g|fhe,j€ _/t].fh(s)ds|vi);

n

(2) Z vnej — un(t;)|y,

=0
s n-ly tii1 , Tl ti+1 )
<N( +JZO |L}L57Juh( )6 /tj L}L(S)uh(tj)dsh/}j +j§0g|fh6,j€ _/tj fh(s)ds‘v;)

Proof. Define w(t;) := vpe; — up(t;), i =0,1,...,n. Fori=0,1,...,n—1
w(tig1) — w(ts) = Lpe,iw(ti)e + frei€ — un(tivr) + un(ti) + Lieun(ts)e
= Lpew(ti)e + o(t;),
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denoting (t;) := frei€ — un(tiy1) + un(ts) + Lne,i un(ts)e.
We have that

w(tis)l, — [w(ts) |5,
(6.11) = 2w(ts), w(tir1) — wlts))n + [w(tip1) — w(ts)ly,
= 2(w(ti), Lnesw(ti))ne + 2 [(w(ts), o(t:))n| + | Lne sw(ti)e + (i), -
We want to estimate each one of the three terms in (6.11). For the first term in
(6.11), owing to (1) in Assumption 7, we obtain
(6.12) 2 (w(t;), Lnew(t;)hne < —2X\w(t;)|3, € + 2K |w(t;)|3, e

Noting that ¢(t;) can be written

olt:) = / U L) (un(t) — un(s))ds + o1 (8) + (),

7
where

tit1

tit1
or(t1) = Lne sun(ti)e — / Lo(s)un(t)ds  and  ga(ts)i=facse— | fu(s)ds,
t

for the second term in (6.11) we have
2 (ot (bl < 2(wit), [ Ln(o)un(t) — un(s)ds), |
+ 2[(w(ti), p1(ts))nl + 2 {w(ts), 2(ti))n|

and, following the same steps as in the proof of Theorem 8, we obtain the estimate

(6.13)

2 tit1
o 2(w(t), ] < Al e+ 5= ([ fune) = un(s)lvids)

3 2 3 2
+ )\*6|<P1(ti)\vh* + 75\<P2(ti)|v,;~
The last term in (6.11) can be written
(6.15) |Lneiw(ts)e+@(t:)| 7, = [ Lneiw(ts) 3, € +lo(t:) 13, +2(Lneiw(ti), o(ti)) ne.

We estimate the terms in (6.15). For the first term, owing to (2) in Assumption
7 and to Assumption 8,

(6.16) |Lh€’iw(ti)\%h52 < C,%|Lh€,iw(ti)|%,;52 < M20,35|w(ti)|%,hs.

With respect to the second term, first note that it can be written

(e, =] [ En () unt) = (sl +lea(t) B, + loa(t) s,

+ 2</t “rth(S)(Uh(ti) —up(s))ds, p1(ti)),

i

- 2</ mLh(S)(uh(ti) = un(s))ds, pa(ts)),, + 2(e1(ti), p2(t:))n-

ti
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Using Cauchy-Schwarz and Cauchy’s inequalities, and owing to (2) in Assumption
1 and to Assumption 8 we get

tit1

2
(et i, < M2CR( [ Tun(t) — (v ds) + CRloa(t)
t;

v+ Chlpa ()] -

tita

2 1
G ([t —un(olds) -+ CRin (0,
ti

1 tit1 2
+ MG ([ un(t) — wn()ds) +nCleat;
t

(6.17) i
1
+ uCiler (t)[5e + *Cﬁ|902(ti)|%/,;
tit1 2
(1 +p+ )MQC’h(/ lun(t;) — Uh(8)|Vh,d5)
. )Gl + (140 )chm( e,
with p > 0.

For the last term,

2(Lpe,iw(ts), o(ti))ne
tit1

<2|(Lnew(t)e, / Li(s)(un(t:) — un(s))ds), |

ti

+ 2[(Lneiw(ti)e, e1(ti))nl + 2/{Lne iw(ti)e, 2(t:)n)

V 14
61y <3 el MG / Jun (t (s)lvhdS)+gM2c,%e|w(m|2vhs

v*+ M20h5|w( D3

Oh|901( i)

et Ch\@( z’)|%/;

3 tig1 2
=vM2C2elw(t;)|3, e + 7M2C,%(/ |un(ti) — Uh(S)Ivhd8>
t;

+ Ch|901( DI + Ch\802( Dl

with v > 0, using Cauchy-Schwarz and Cauchy’s inequalities, and owing to (2) in
Assumption 1, to (2) in Assumption 7 and to Assumption 8.

From (6.15), (6.16), (6.17) and (6.18), we obtain the following estimate for the
last term in (6.11):

|Lneiw(ti)e + o(t:) |3,
(1+V)M20h5|w( DIv,e

(6.19) + (1 +M+ L, V)MQCh(/ H—‘luh(ti) — up(s) VhdS)2

+(1+u+;+i)0\ DIV + (1+/i+1+ )Ch|902()
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Putting estimates (6.12), (6.14) and (6.19) together and summing up, owing to
Assumption 6, we have, for j =0,1,...,n,

Jj—1
lw(t; |Hh<2KZ|w )€+ (1 +v)M*Che — A Z|w )€
1=0

Jr]\/[202(<1Jrqu 1 " ) 3)§€2a+1
1% )\ =0
+((1+u+;+;)0;%5+x>Zghﬁl(ti) %/h*
i=0
Jj—1

2

+((tur g+ 2)Che i)}% ot

As we assume that there is a constant p such that M2C?e < p < A, we have
that, for v sufficiently small,

(1+v)M?*Cile =A< (1+v)p—A<0.
Then, from (6.20),

w(t;)z, +(A = (1 +v)p le e

n—-1 tit1

1
<2KZ|w |H}5+L525+L27|Lh“uh( )67/ L (s)un(t;)

ti

1 tit1
+ng‘fhs,i5_ fh(S)d3|3/}:>
i=0 ti

where L := (3uvM? + X\((1 + p)v + u(uv + 3))p)/AurM?. Estimates (1) and (2)
are obtained following the same steps as in Theorem 9. (I

Next result follows immediately from Theorem 10.

Corollary 4. Assume that the hypotheses of Theorem 10 are satisfied. Denote
by un(t) the unique solution of problem (6.1) in Theorem 1, and by vhe j;, with
j=0,1,...,n, the unique solution of problem (6.2). If there exists a constant N
independent of € such that

1 [ti+t
Lncsn(t) = = [ Ens)un(t)ds
3J

2 1 [l d 2 < Ne20
V;‘Hfhw'_g ; Jn(s) 3|v,;f €

forj=0,1,....,n—1, then

Joax |Vhe.j — un(t;)[3, < Ne® and Y |vne; — un(t;)[y,e < Ne.
=0

Remark 15. Similarly to what we observed in Remark 12 for the case of the implicit

scheme, if operators L; and f;, in (6.1) have the particular time-discretization, for
all z € Vp,

_ 1 [ti+r _ 1 [t
Lpe(tj)z = */ Ly(s)zds and  fre(t;) := g/ fn(s)ds,
t t

9 . .
J J
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7=0,1,...,n— 1, respectively, the estimates in Theorem 10 have a simpler form.
Equally, no assumption needs to be made over the discrete operators, and Assump-
tion 7 is satisfied under Assumption 1.

7. NUMERICAL APPROXIMATION IN SPACE AND TIME

In Section 3, we proceeded to the space-discretization of second-order parabolic
PDE problem (2.2). We took its version (3.1), discrete in space:
Lhu_ut+fh:0 in Q(h)7 U(O,l‘):gh(.ﬁ) in Z](7,17
where Q(h) = [0,T] x Z, with T € (0,00), Z{ is a h-grid on R? and Ly, the discrete
operator
Ly(t,x) = a” (t,2)0; 0 +b'(t, )0} + ¢ (t, ),
and set a suitable space-discrete framework, considering the discrete weighted
spaces [%2(r) and [V2(r,p), in order to handle the unbounded data. We then
showed that this discrete framework is a particular case of the general framework
presented in Section 2 (in particular, Assumption 1 is satisfied).

Let us now consider, for the time-discretization of the second-order problem
(3.1), both the implicit scheme

(7.1) A7 vig1 = Lpeiz1Vig1 + freipr for i=0,1,...,n—1, vy =gn
and the explicit scheme
(7.2) ATv; = Lpeivi + frey for i=0,1,...,n—1, vy = gp.

From the above, the results obtained in Sections 5 and 6 under general frame-
works, still hold for this particular problem.

It remains only to determine the rate of convergence when the discretization
is considered both in space and time. We will prove that the approximation is
(¢° + h)-accurate.

We first establish the result for the case where the implicit scheme is used for
the time-discretization.

Theorem 11. Assume that the hypotheses of Theorems 5 and 8 are satisfied. De-
note by u the solution of (2.2) in Theorem 2, uyp, the solution of (5.1) in Theorem
3, and vpe 5, 5 =0,1,...,n, the solution of (7.1) in Theorem 6. Then

2 2
&ﬁ;wmd_WGMWWVRE;JWW“”Wﬂb%mW

T t;
1 J 2
< N(526+ h2 | ‘u(t)|%{/m+3,2(np)dt)+N< E g|th,juh(tj)5 7/ Lh(s)uh(tj)dshw(r)
ti—1

1<j<n

1 t; 9 T
+ Z g|fhe,j5_/ fh(s)d5|lo‘2(r) + |g—gh|l20,2(,.) +/ |f(t)_fh(t)|l20=2(7') dt)
tj—1 0

1<j<n

with N a constant independent of h and .

Proof. Let us consider separately the two terms in the sum we want to estimate.
For the first term,

2
gnax [one,j — u(t;)lio2r)
(73) <2 max |opej — un(t;)|fory +2 sup |u(t) = un(t)[fo.z ()
0<j<n 0<t<T
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and the desired estimate is obtained immediately by using Theorems 5 and 8.
For the second term, we have

Z“’hw t)lf2r,p) €

(7.4)
< 22‘1}}15] ‘112 rp)€+2Z|uh j (tj)‘l%v?(r,p) &

7=0

Let us determine an estimate for the second term in (7.4).
Denote | [j1.2(y,) := | [1. We have that

|Z|uh , )|1g—/0 |uh(t)—u(t)|%dt’

(7.5)
— Jun(to) - t0|15+|2/ (1t )ty 1) 2 — [un(5) —u(s)2)ds].

For the integral in (7.5), using Cauchy’s inequality and Assumption 6, we have

/t un(tian) — ulty ) — lun(s) — u(s)[2)ds

J

SZ\uh(tj_H) — u(tj+1)|1 / j+1(|uh(tj+1) — u(tj+1)‘1 - \uh(s) — u(s)|1)d5
(7.6) tj |

acfunltyn) =ttt ([ (b =uttson)—lun(9)=u)1)ds)

E
< Aelup(tjv1) —u(tj+1)|f+XN€25,

with A > 0.
From (7.5) and (7.6),
T
|Z n(ty) = ult)e = [ fun) = ()
n—1
< Jun(to) — ulto)fe + A Y lun(tjrr) — u(tj)lie + Ne*
7=0

= (1= Mlun(to) = ulto)lfe + 2D fun(tjs1) = ultj)lfe + Ne*

j=0
</\Z|uh i+1) —ultjp1)[ie + Ne¥
and, for 0 < A < 1 we finally obtain
(7.7) Z|Uh ) —ult )|15<N/ lup (t) — w(t)|? dt + Ne?.
j=0

From (7.4) and (7.7), the desired estimate is obtained immediately owing to Theo-
rem 5. The result is proved. ([



NUMERICAL APPROXIMATION OF PDES WITH UNBOUNDED COEFFICIENTS 31

Next result follows immediately from Theorem 11.

Corollary 5. Assume that the hypotheses of Theorem 11 are satisfied, and denote
by u the solution of (2.2) in Theorem 2, uy, the solution of (3.1) in Theorem 3, and
Uhej, J = 0,1,...,n, the solution of (7.1) in Theorem 6. If there exists a constant
N independent of h and € such that

1Y 2 1[4
’th,jUh(tj) — g/ Lh(s)uh(tj)dsllo,z(r) + ’f}m’j - z fh dS’lO 2 S NE%,

tj71 t] 1

for 7=1,2,....n, and

T T
‘g 7gh|l2012(74)+‘/0 |f(t) - fh(t)|l20»2(r) dt < Nh’2<|g|%/V7"v2(r,p) +A |f(t)|%/[/m—1:2(r,p)dt)
then

2 2
Jax [vhe,; — u(t;)liozey + 0;@ Vhe,; — u(t;)]i2(np €

T T
< Ne¥ +Nh2( /0 [ Fymss.2 (7,0 8 + 1917 m 21, +/0 ‘f(t%m*m(r’p)dt)'

Now, we determine the rate of convergence, in the case where the explicit scheme
is used for the discretization in time. The proof is the same as for Theorem 11.

Theorem 12. Let the hypotheses of Theorems 5 and 10 be satisfied. Denote by
u the solution of (2.2) in Theorem 2, up the solution of (3.1) in Theorem 3, and
Uhe,j, 3 =0,1,...,n, the solution of (7.2). Then

s [oney = u(t))agy + D ey = ult))fhap ¢
0<j<n
25, 1o 1 =1 . 2
SN(E +h /0|u(t)|%Vm+3,2(r,p)dt)+N(Zg‘thyjuh(tj) /Lh( ) tj)d8|l0=2(r)
3=0
n_l 1 tj+1 9
+ 3 rese= [ hsliag +lo—anfbac / 50~ s )
=0 i

with N a constant independent of h and €.
Finally, we state a corollary as immediate consequence of Theorem 12.

Corollary 6. Assume that the hypotheses of Theorem 12 are satisfied, and denote
by u the solution of (2.2) in Theorem 2, uy, the solution of (3.1) in Theorem 3, and
Uhe,j, § =0,1,...,n, the solution of (7.2). If there exists a constant N independent
of h and € such that

1 [l 2 L[t 2 26
|Lh67juh(tj)*g Lh(s)uh(tj)d5|lo,2(r)+|fh67j*g fh(s)dsbw(r) < Ne™,
t t

3J 3J

forj=0,1,....n—1 and

‘g gh|l02 r)+/|f fh )|l02(7‘) dt < ‘]VhQ(|g|Wm2 (r,p) +/ |f |Wm 1.2(r,p) dt)
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then

2 2
Jnax. [Vne,; — u(t;)|io2ry + O;n [Vhej — w(tj)]i2(rp) €

T T
< Ne? 4 Nh2</0 |w(t) [Fymera. (1, py At 191 m2(r, ) +/O ‘f(t)|$/l/m'*1‘2(r,p)dt>'

8. FINAL REMARKS

In this article, we investigated the numerical approximation of general second-
order linear parabolic PDEs, in the framework of the variational approach.

By considering a suitable class of weighted Sobolev spaces, and its zero and first-
order discrete versions, we could deal with the growth of the PDE coefficients with
respect to the space variables. The discretization in time was pursued within an
abstract framework and then specified for the case of a second-order parabolic PDE
problem. The rate of convergence of the approximation was estimated.

The numerical approximation was studied under the strong assumption that
the PDE is nondegenerate. The approach of the degenerate case is an immediate
continuation of the present study. For this approach, the results obtained in [11, 12]
will play a central role.

In a closing remark, we emphasize that this article was intended to be a first the-
oretical effort at the numerical approximation of generalized solutions of parabolic
equations. We understand that the accuracy of the approximation we produced
is not good enough for practical purposes. Possible further research directions in-
clude: the use of splitting-up methods (see [10]), following Richardson’s idea to
accelerate numerical schemes; and also the use of techniques reducing the volume
of computational work (e.g., sparse grids), in order to deal with the computational
challenge posed by the possible high dimensionality of the problem.
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