DISCRETE APPROXIMATIONS OF COSINE OPERATOR FUNCTIONS. I*

RONALD H. W. HOPPE?

Abstract. In the present paper we are concerned with the approximation of cosine operator functions
which appear in a natural way in the study of the Cauchy problem for second order evolution equations.
We derive both qualitative and quantitative convergence theorems characterizing the convergence of cosine
operator functions in terms of their infinitesimal generators, and we discuss the impact of these results
with respect to the approximate solution of the corresponding Cauchy problems.

1. Introduction. Cosine operator functions, which are defined as operator-valued
functions on R* = (0, o) satisfying d’Alembert’s functional equation, play a decisive
role in the solution of the Cauchy problem for second order evolution equations,

2

1.1 —
(1.1a) dtzu

&) =Au(t), teR",

(1.1b) u(0)=1u®, %u(0)=u?,

where A is supposed to be a linear operator with domain and range in a Banach space
E. It is well known (cf. [6]) that the Cauchy problem under consideration is well posed
in R* =[0, ), i.e., solutions of (1.1a), (1.1b) exist, are unique and depend continuously
on the initial data «® and | if and only if the operator A is the infinitesimal generator
of a strongly continuous cosine operator function. Therefore, the situation is quite
similar to that in the case of the Cauchy problem for a first order evolution equation

d +
(1.2a) Ev(t) =Lov(t), teR",

(1.2b) v(0)=10°,

which is well posed in R* if and only if L is the infinitesimal generator of a strongly
continuous semigroup of operators. In some circumstances, imposing additional
assumptions on A, a well-posed second order problem can be reduced to a well-posed
first order system. For example, if —A is a positive self-adjoint operator on a Hilbert
space H, then (1.1a), (1.1b) can be written as a well-posed first order problem (1.2a),
(1.2b) in the product space D((—A)Y*)xH with v(¢)=(u(t), (d/dt)u(®)), v°=
@’ oNHT and L given by
(U §
L= (A 0)'

Indeed, the thus defined operator L generates a strongly continuous group of operators
exp(tL), teR, on D((-A)Y?) x H. With regard to an approximate solution of (1.1a),
(1.1b) in this particular case, such a device was used in [2] to create high order one-step
schemes based on rational approximations of exp (tL). A somewhat more direct
approach can be found in [3] and [4], where high order two-step methods were
constructed using rational approximations of the cosine function. But again the
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reduction of (1.1a), (1.1b) to a first order system was used as an essential step in the
analysis of the probelm. Moreover, as it was shown recently in [12], where similar
two-step methods were generated by means of Turan type quadrature formulas, the
schemes used in [3], [4] can be derived easily from those in [2]. Although a formal
reduction of a well-posed second order problem to a first order system as indicated
above is always possible, the resulting first order problem can fail to be well posed
in the general case. Therefore, it seems to be more reasonable to approach the given
Cauchy problem (1.1a), (1.1b) directly. It is the main purpose of the present paper
to study discrete approximations of cosine operator functions which in turn give rise
to discrete schemes for the approximate solution of the associated Cauchy problem.
In § 2 of this paper we will define strongly continuous as well as discrete cosine
operator functions and state some basic results with special emphasis on the mutual
relationship between these operator-valued functions and their generators. In order
to'allow rather general approximation schemes, in § 3 we introduce the concept of
discrete convergence in discrete limit spaces, a theory developed by Grigorieff,
Stummel et al. (cf. e.g. [9], [10], [18], [19]) which has proved to be of considerable
importance in the approximate solution of operator equations. In this framework we
first consider the approximation of strongly continuous cosine operator functions by
means of discrete approximations of their infinitesimal generators. Therefore, this
case can be viewed in a certain sense as a semidiscretization of the given problem. In
applications, for example when (1.1a), (1.1b) represents a second order hyperbolic
problem, it reflects discretization in the space variables. In particular we will establish
necessary and sufficient conditions for discrete convergence of cosine operator func-
tions in terms of their generators. Moreover, we will derive an a priori estimate which
shows that convergence occurs with at least the order of consistency of the generators.
We will also study convergence of the adjoint cosine operator functions based on the
concept of discrete weak convergence with respect to the dual spaces. Then, we will
be concerned with the case of discretization in time, i.e., we will characterize the
convergence of a sequence of discrete cosine operator functions to a given strongly
continuous cosine operator function. Since discrete cosine operator functions also
define difference schemes, we can relate the rate of convergence to that of the local
discretization error with respect to the approximation of the associated Cauchy
problem. Finally, we will show how to combine the results in order to get qualitative
convergence theorems as well as error estimates in the fully discrete case. In § 4 we
will give some examples and an outlook on further work.

2. Strongly continuous and discrete cosine operator functions. In this section we
define strongly continuous and discrete cosine operator functions as operator-valued
functions defined on R (resp. on a discrete subset of R") satisfying d’Alembert’s
functional equation, and we briefly discuss their most important features. Let E be a
real or complex Banach space with norm || - ||, and let £(E) be the set of linear operators
with domain D(A), a linear manifold of E, and range R(A) in E. In particular, we
denote by €(E) the set of all densely defined closed linear operators and by B (E)
the Banach algebra of all bounded linear operators with norm ||A|| = sup, o [|Au]|/||u|,
A eRB(E). The sets p(A) (resp. a(A)) refer to the resolvent set (resp. the spectrum)
of Ae %(E), and for A ep(A) the resolvent (Al —A)™" is denoted by R(A, A). E*
stands for the dual space to E with norm |f||=sup {(f, u)|, |u|=1,u € E}, fe E¥,
where (-, -) refers to the dual pairing between E and E*. For A € €(E) we denote
by A* the adjoint operator to A. Finally, given a uniform partition Aj=
{jk|j eNo=NU{0}, k e R*} of R* with step size k and a grid function u: A} > E, we
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denote by D (resp. D) the forward (resp. backward) difference operator given by
Diut)=u(t+k)—u(t), te Ax, (resp. Dxu(t) =u(t)—u(t—k), t € Az\{O}).

In the sequel we will be concerned with functions defined on R* (resp. A;) with
values in 2 (E) which satisfy d’Alembert’s functional equation.

A transformation C :R* > B(E) (resp. Ca: Ay » B(E)) is called a cosine operator
function (resp. discrete cosine operator function) if

2.1) Ct+s)+C(t—s)=2C1)C(s), t,seR", t>sresp.,
2.1y Cu(t+5)+ Cu(t —5)=2Ca(t)Ca(s), t,seAr, t=s.

A cosine operator function C:R" >3 (E) is called strongly continuous if C()u is
continuous on R" for each u € E. A sufficient condition for a cosine operator function
C:R">RB(E) to be strongly continuous is that lim,,.o C(f)u = u for each u € E (cf.
e.g. [17)).

Remark 2.1. (i) A strongly continuous cosine operator function C can be
extended to the real line R simply by setting C(0) =1 and C(¢t) = C(—t) for t <0. Then
(2.1) holds for all ¢, se R.

(i) If U(r), t e R, is a strongly continuous group of operators, then

2.2) C@t)=3(U@)+U(-t)), teR

defines a strongly continuous cosine operator function on R.
(iii) If Ca:Ax>RB(E) is a discrete cosine operator function, then we have by
(2.1) that C, satisfies the three-term recurrence formula,

2.3) Ca((j +2)k) —2C((j + DK)Ca(k) + Ca(jk) =0,  jeNo.

Therefore, for a given operator T € B (E) we can set Co(0) =1, Ca(k) =T and define
a discrete cosine operator function recursively by means of (2.3).

For a cosine operator function C:R" - (E), we define an operator A € Z(E)
in the following way: D(A) is the set of all u € E such that the limit of tHC(u—u)
exists as ¢ > +0, and we take

2.4) Au=2 ¢liTo t2COu~u), ueD(A).

We refer to A as the infinitesimal generator of C.
In the case of a discrete cosine operator function Ca:A; - B (E), we proceed in
an analogous manner and associate with C a generator A € %B(E) according to

(2.5) Aau =2k %(Calk)u—u), ucE.

We will now state the most important properties of strongly continuous and discrete
cosine operator functions, which will be used later on. Some of the results in the
strongly continuous case are well known and therefore will be given without proof.
(For proofs and further discussion see [5], [6], [7], [17].)

LEMMA 2.1. Every strongly continuous (resp. discrete) cosine operator function C
(resp. Cy) is quasibounded in the sense that there exist nonnegative constants M, @ (resp.
My, wy) such that

(2.6) [COI=M cosh (wt), teR" resp.,
2.6) ICA(D)] = Ma cosh (wat),  teAL
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Proof. See e.g., [17, Thm. 2.5)].

In the sequel we will say that C (resp. C,) is of type (M, w) (resp. (Ma, wy)) if
(2.6) (resp. (2.6)) is fulfilled.

LEMMA 2.2. Let C (resp. Cp) be a strongly continuous (resp. discrete) cosine
operator function. Then we have for u € E

2.7 C(t1)C(t)u = C(t)C(t)u, t,teR"  resp.,
.7 Ca(t1)Calt2)u = Ca(t2)Calt1)u, t, beAL.

Proof. Inview of (2.3) we can show by induction that C,(t,.), m € N, is a polynomial
of degree m in Ca(k), and this fact immediately implies (2.7)'. In the strongly
continuous case, we get in the same way C(mt)C (nt)u = C(nt)C (mt)u, m, n €N, for
each t e R*. Therefore, (2.7) is valid for ¢,, t,€ Q with t; =r27%, t, =527 where Ds 9,
r, s are positive integers. Since the set of rational numbers of that kind is dense in
R, the continuity of C(+)u, u € E, on R" gives the conclusion.

For a strongly continuous cosine operator function C, we can define S(¢) € B(E),
teR", by means of the (Riemann) integral

t
(2.8) S@u=| Couds,  uek.
(1]
In the discrete case we associate with Ca(f), ¢ € Az, the operator S4(t), given by
k t/k
(2.9) SA(t)=EI+k Y. C(jk).
i=1

The next result exhibits differentiability properties of strongly continuous cosine
operator functions and their counterparts in the discrete case.
LEMMA 2.3. (i) Let C be a strongly continuous cosine operator function with

infinitesimal generator A. Then A € €(E) and for u e D(A), C(-) is twice differentiable
in R* with
(2.10a) di;C(t)u =ASu=S(t)Au, teR",
d2

(2.10b) E?C(t)u =AC{H)u=C(t)Au, teR".

(ii) Let Cy be a discrete cosine operator function with generator A . Then we have
forueE
(2.11a) kT'DiCa()u = AsSa(t)u = Sa(t)A au, teAy,
(2.11b) kT’ DiDCa(t)u = AsCa(t)u = Ca(t)Agu,  teAr\{O}.

Proof. For the proof of part (i) we refer to [6, Lemma 5.4]. In order to show
(2.11a), let t,, = mk, m € No. For m = 0 we have, in view of (2.5) and (2.9),

k'DiCalto)u =k NCalk)u —u) =3kA su = Sa(to)A au.

Now let us assume that k"D Ca(tm)u = Sa(tm)A s holds for some m € N. For m +1
we then get by means of (2.3), (2.5) and (2.9):

kT DiCaltms1)u =2k " Caltm+1)(Calk) —I)u + k"D Caltm)u
=kCa(tm+1)Aau +Saltm)Asu = Sa(tm+1)Asu.
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Similarly we get formeNand u e E:
k2DiDxCaltm)u =k [Cal(m + 1)k) —2Ca(mk)Ca(k) + Cal(m — 1)k)]u
=2k 2Ca(mk)(Ca(k)—Iu = Cs(tm)Aau.

Since Ca(t), t € A, is a polynomial in Ca(k) as stated in the proof of Lemma 2.2, and
since Ca(k) =1 +3k>A,, it follows that A, commutes with Ca(¢) as well as Sa(¢) for
eachteAyx.

If the operator A in (1.1) is the infinitesimal generator of a strongly continuous
cosine operator function C, then C and S can be viewed as the propagators of the
Cauchy problem (1.1a), (1.1b). Indeed, it follows easily by (2.10a), (2.10b) that, if
u°, u® e D(A), then the solution u(¢), t =0, of (1.1a), (1.1b) is given by

(2.12) u@®)=C@u’+S®)u’.

On the other hand, the notion of a discrete cosine operator function C, and its
generator A, is intimately connected with the two-step method,

(2.13) k2DiDruc(t) =Asue(t), teA\{O}

It is an immediate consequence of (2.11a), (2.11b) that for arbitrary v, w € E, both
Ca(t)v and Sa(t)w, ¢ e~AZ\{O} satisfy the difference equation (2.13). Moreover, C, and
a slight modification S, of S, given by

(2.14) Sa(u = Sa()u —3kCus(t)u, teli, ucE

appear as the propagators of (2.13) in the sense that, for given starting values up = u (0)
and u; = uy (k), the solution of (2.13) turns out to be

(2.15) ue(6)=CaOui +$a)iv,,  teAy,
where i}y, is given in terms of u§ and ux by
(2.16) G9,= (I +5k*A0) 7 (k7 ok — ul)— HeAaud).

In (2.16) k € R" is certainly assumed to be small enough so that the operator I +ik2A,
is invertible.

Concerning the generation of strongly continuous cosine operator functions of
type (M, w), we have the following result, which can be seen as the analogy of the
Hille-Phillips-Yosida generation theorem for semigroups of operators.

THEOREM 2.1. An operator A € €(E) is the infinitesimal generator of a strongly
continuous cosine function of type (M, w) if and only if

(i) foreach A >w? we have A ep(A),
(i) AR(A, A)u > u(A >, A >w?), ucD(A), and
(iii) for each A >w and n € No,

dn
d\"
Proof. See [17, Thms. 3.1, 3.2].

Remark 2.2. (i) The proof of the necessary part of the preceding theorem relies

heavily upon the fact that for A >w the resolvent R(A 2 A) can be represented via
the operational Laplace transform of C(¢), teR":

=M ![(A +0) " P +A —w) ")

(AR(AZ,A»l

2.17) AR A)u = J. exp (—As)C(s)u ds, uckE.
0
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(ii) It is an easy matter to conclude by means of conditions (i), (ii) and (iii) of
Theorem 2.1 and the Hille-Phillips-Yoshida generation theorem for semigroups that
if A is the infinitesimal generator of a strongly continuous cosine operator function
C of type (M, w), then A also generates a strongly continuous semigroup exp (tA) of
type (M, w?), i.e., |lexp ((A)|=M exp (w?t), te€R*. However, the converse is not
necessarily true: For example, it is well known that the Laplacian generates a strongly
continuous semigroup on L°(R™), 1=p =00, m e N, but fails to generate a strongly
continuous cosine operator function on these spaces unless either p =2 or m =1 (cf.
[15D.

In most cases it is not possible to give an explicit representation of a strongly
continuous cosine operator function C in terms of the infinitesimal generator A.
However, if A € B(E), then C admits the representation

w 2vav
(2.18) C@t)= VZ=:0 2

Moreover, C converges uniformly to the identity on E as ¢ > +0. The converse is also
true, i.e., if C(¢) - I (¢ - +0) with respect to the operator topology on % (E), then there
exists a unique operator A € 8 (E) such that (2.18) holds (cf. [13]). It follows from
this remark that every discrete cosine operator function gives rise to a strongly
continuous cosine operator function of the form (2.18) by means of its generator
A A€ R (E )

We conclude this section with some remarks about cosine operator functions
adjoint to a given strongly continuous cosine operator function C with infinitesimal
generator A. It is plain that the adjoint operator A* also generates a cosine operator
function C*:R" > B (E*) with C*(t)= C(t)*, t e R*. But since in general cl D(A*) is
a proper subspace of E*, the cosine operator function C* fails to be strongly con-
tinuous. However, it can be shown that the maximal restriction A of A* with domain
and range in c1 D (A*) generates a strongly continuous cosine operator function which
is of the same type as C. More precisely we have:

LEMMA 2.4. Let A € €(E) be the infinitesimal generator of a strongly continuous
cosine operator function C of type (M, w). Then the operator A® with D(A®) =
{feE*|fe D(A*), A*fecl D(A*)} generates a strongly continuous cosine operator
function C*™:R" > B (cl D(A*)) of the same type (M, w) with C*® =C *lapa®).

Proof. 1t follows from [11, Thm. 14.3.3] that p(A*’)=p(A) and R(\, A¥) =
R(A, A®)|u b for each A € p(A™). Therefore, for each A >w? we have R(A, A%) e
B(cl D(A*)). Moreover, since AR(A, A¥)f >f(A >0, A >w?), fecl D(A*), we also
have AR(A, A®)f > f(A » 0, A >w?), fecl D(A*), which implies in particular that
D(A®)=R(\, A¥)(cI D(A*)) is dense in cl D(A*). Finally, for A >w and fe
clD(A*) we get

n

d—‘f},(m a2 A‘*)))f" = sup { |< di" (AR(A2, A%, u> ueE, Jull= 1}
=sup{l<f, di",,(AR(Az,A))u> ueE, ||u||§1}

=Mn!l[A+0) " P+A-0) " PIA,  neNo.

Hence in view of Theorem 2.1, the operator A® generates a strongly continuous
cosine operator function C* :R" > %(cl D(A*)) of type (M, w). Moreover, we have
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foreachu e FE

AR\, A®)f, uy= j exp (=As)(f, C(s)u) ds
0

fe o]

= [ exp casxcroipu as,

and therefore

fe o]

(2.19) /\R(A2,A(*))f=j exp (~As)C*(s)fds, fecdD(A%), A>a,
(1]

which implies by (2.17) that C* = C*|q p(a».

3. Discrete approximations of cosine operator functions. There are two major
attempts in the approximation of a strongly continuous cosine operator function C.
The first one consists in approximating the infinitesimal generator A by a sequence
(A,)n of operators which may also generate cosine operator functions C,, and inves-
tigating the impact of that approximation on the approximation of C by C,. In
applications when C and A are related to a Cauchy problem (1.1a), (1.1b), representing
for example a second order hyperbolic initial boundary value problem, this kind of
approximation usually will result from a semidiscretization of the problem with respect
to the space variables. The second approach is to approximate C by a sequence (Can)n
of discrete cosine operator functions defined on uniform partitions A, of the positive
real half-axis with step sizes k, converging to zero as n - . With reference again to
the Cauchy problem (1.1a), (1.1b), this kind of approximation can emerge from a
discretization in time by means of a two-step difference method like that given by
(2.13).

In order to achieve maximum generality in the investigation of the mutual
relationship between the approximation of C by C, on the one hand and the approxi-
mation of their infinitesimal generators A, A, on the other hand, we allow C, (resp.
A,) to act on Banach spaces E,, n €N, which are not necessarily subspaces of E.
Therefore, with regard to applications, this approach covers approximation schemes
based on perturbation of the domain, penalty techniques or nonconforming finite
element methods. A convenient framework which enables us to handle the approxima-
tion process in this way is delivered by the theory of discrete convergence in discrete
limit spaces, as developed by Aubin [1], Grigorieff [9], [10] and Stummel [18], [19].
The basic notion throughout the sequel will be that of a discrete approximation of a
Banach space E by a sequence of Banach spaces E,, n € N.

Let E, E,, n €N, be Banach spaces over K (K=R or K=C) and let R = (R,)n
be a sequence of (not necessarily linear) operators R, : E - E,, n € N, satisfying

6)) IR (ar1te1+ azuz) — a1 Rty — 2R o] > 0 (neN),
(3.1) (i) IR || ||| (neN), ucE,
(iii) sup |IR.u||<©, ueE.
Then the triple (E, I1E,, R) is called a discrete approximation.
In the sequel we will sometimes impose an additional condition on (E, I[1E,, R):
IfueE and u™eE, n eN, such that u™ > u(n eN), in E, then

(3.1) (iv)
IRt —Roul|>0  (neN).
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For a given discrete approximation (E, I1E,, R) the discrete convergence of a sequence
(un)n of elements u, € E,, n e N'< N to an element u € E is defined by

(3.2) u, >ulneN)o|u, —R,ul->0(neN).

Remark 3.1. Conditions (i), (ii) and (iii) in the above definition of a discrete
approximation ensure the linearity of discrete convergence, the uniqueness of limits
of discrete convergent sequences and the continuity of norms with respect to discrete
convergence. The additional condition (iv) exhibits a certain uniformity of discrete
convergence.

Let us now consider operators A € €(E)and A, € €(E,), n € N, where (E, [1E,, R)
is assumed to be a discrete approximation. Then the sequence (A, )y is said to converge
discretelyto A (A, > A(n e N))ifforeachu € D(A)and anysequence (4, )n, 4, € D(A,,),
n €N, we have

(3.3) U, >uneN>A,.u,>Au(neN).

A notion closely related to the discrete convergence of operators is that of consistency.
The pair A, (A,)n is called consistent if for each u € D(A) there exists a sequence
(Un)ns Un € D(A,), n €N, such that u, >u(n eN) and A,u, > Au(n eN). Finally, for
bounded linear operators A,, n €N, the sequence (A,)y is said to be stable if it is
uniformly bounded, i.e., if there exists a constant K =0 such that |A,|=K, neN. In
the special case A€ B(E), A, € B(E,), n €N, a basic result states that the discrete
convergence A, > A(n € N) is equivalent to the consistency of the pair A, (A, )y and
the stability of the sequence (A, )n (cf. e.g. [18, Thm. 1.2(6)]).

We now focus our attention to the case where A€ €(E) and A, €€ (E,), neN,
are infinitesimal generators of strongly continuous cosine operator functions C : R" -»
RB(E) (resp. C,:R" > RB(E,)). Our first result gives a complete characterization of the
discrete convergence C,(t)->C(f)(neN), teR", by stating necessary and sufficient
conditions in terms of the generators A, A,,.

THEOREM 3.1. Let (E,IIE,, R) be a discrete approximation and let A € €(E),
A,€¥%(E,), neN, be infinitesimal generators of strongly continuous cosine operator
functions C :R* > B (E), C, :R" > B(E,,) of type (Mo, wo) (resp. (M, w,,)). Suppose that
@ =lim sup, e w, < and M = lim sup, .o M, <. Then the consistency of the pair
(A, (A,)nis a necessary and sufficient condition for the discrete convergence C, (t) > C(t)
(n e N) to hold uniformly on finite intervals of R*.

Proof. We will first show that consistency of the generators is sufficient to ensure
discrete convergence. Since A,, n €N, is the infinitesimal generator of a strongly
continuous cosine operator function C, of type (M, w,), A, also generates a strongly
continuous semigroup of type (M, ?2) (cf. Remark 2.2 (ii)). Therefore, if A >
max (w3, @2), the generation theorem implies that A e p(A,), n €N, and

(3.4) IRA, A)ISM(A-a%"", neN.
Since also A € p(A), it follows by [19, Thm. 2.1(5)] that
(3.5) R(AA,)>R(\A) (neN).

Letnow ueE andv = R(A, A)u, w '= R(A, A)v. Then, for t € R* we have

ICa()Raw —R,C(1)w]|

3.6) =|C.()[R.R(A, A)v —R(A, Ap)R0]|+[R(A, A,)R.C(t)v —R.R(A, A)C (1)
+|R@A, A)[Co ()R — R, C ()]
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By the uniform boundedness of (C,(¢))n and because of (3.5) the first two terms on
the right-hand side of (3.6) tend to zero as n -» 0. To prove the convergence of the
remaining term we first notice that by (2.10a) we get for 0 <s <¢:

%R A, A)C,(t—5)R,C(s)v=C,(t—s)R(A, A, )R,(AR(A,A)-1)S(s)u

=8, (t—s)ARA, A,)-I)R,R(A, A)C(s)u.

Integrating with respect to s on (0, ¢), we obtain by partial integration
R(AA)C. ()R, v —R,C(t)v]= J‘O‘ S.(t—=s)R(A, AR, —R,R(A, A)IC(s)u ds.

From (2.8) it follows that

(3.7) IS, (t=s)|=M(t—s)cosh (@(t—s)), O0<s<t,

which gives us

"R (/\’ An)[Cn (t)an _RnC(t)U]”
=< Mt cosh (@t) jtll[R (A, A,)R,—R,.R(A, A)IC(s)u| ds.

Now (3.5) shows that the integrand in (3.8) converges pointwise to zero as n - 00,
while (3.1) (iii) and (3.4) guarantee that the integrand is bounded independently of
n € N. Therefore, the right-hand side in (3.8) tends to zero as n -»00. We have thus
shown the consistency of C(¢), (C,,(t))n, t € R", on the dense subset R (R (A, AP cE.
Since (C,(t))n is uniformly bounded in n €N, it follows by [18, Thm. 1.2(6)] that
C,(t)» C(t)(n € N). From a review of the preceding steps of proof, it is an easy matter
to conclude that the convergence is uniform on finite intervals of R".

Conversely, assume that C,(¢t)-> C(t)(neN), teR", and let u € E, u, € E,, n €N,
such that u, - u(n € N). Then, for A >max (w5, @°) we have by (2.17)
(3.9) |R@\,A,)u,—R.R (A,A)ungf A2 exp (=1 Y20)||Cou(£) 4 — RAC (t)ut dt.

0

Since the integrand in (3.9) converges pointwise and is uniformly bounded, the
right-hand side in (3.9) tends to zero as n >0, and therefore we have R(A, A,)~>
R(A, A)(n eN). Finally, for u € D(A) there exists a v € E such that u =R(A, A)v. If
we set u, = R(A, A,)R,v, then u, e D(A,) and u, » u(n € N). Moreover, we get

A, =ARWA, A)-DR,v>(AR(A, A)—I)v =Au (neN),

which proves the consistency of the pair A, (A, )n.

Remark 3.2. In view of (2.8), the discrete convergence of the propagators S, (¢),
neN, to S(¢), t € R*, can be characterized in exactly the same way.

In applications, one is particularly interested in a priori estimates for the global
discretization error C, (t)u,, — R,,C (t)u (resp. S, (t)u, — R,.S(t)u),n € N.For this purpose
let us assume that (E, I1E,, R) is a discrete approximation with R = (R,)n, R.(D(A)) <
D(A,), n €N, and for t e R", vy, v,€ D(A) let us then define

(3.10) Tt 1, 02) =1t 01) +78 (8 02), neN,
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where
(3.11a) (1 v1) == R,AC(t)v1—AR,C(t)v1,
(3.11b) 72 (t; v2) = R,AS()v2— ALR,S(£)vs.

We can interpret 7,(f; v1, v2) as the local discretization error with respect to the
approximation of the Cauchy problem (1.1a), (1.1b) by a sequence of similar Cauchy
problems in E,, n e N:

2

(3.12a) Edt—zu" () = Anu, (), teR",
(3.12b) U, (0)=un, Zid;un(o) =Uny

Indeed, if u(t) is the solution of (1.1a), (1.1b) for given u°, ul e D(A), then we get
according to (2.12)
Tt u® ul) =106 uO)+ 10t ul)
d2
=(RA-AR,)[C(t)u’+St)ul]= RO = AR ().

We shall show now that, provided u, converges to u with at least the order of
consistency, the order of discrete convergence C,(t)u, » C(¢t)u(n eN) (resp. S,.(t)u,, >
S(t)u (n €N)) is the same as that of consistency.

THEOREM 3.2. Let (E,I1E,, R) be a discrete approximation with R =(R,)n,
R.(D(A))=D(A,), neN, and suppose that the assumptions of Theorem 3.1 are
satisfied. Then there exist positive constants K, =K, (M, @,t), v =1, 2, such that for
ueD(A), u,cE,, neN, and te R*

(3.13) ICa (Ot = RuC ()] < Ksllltn — Roel| + miax [l (s u )],
(3.14) IS ()4 — RuS (¢)u]| = Kalllu — Rt + max lr 2 (s u?)]]

Proof. Starting from the inequality
(3.15) ICn ()t — R.C()u|| = ||Cru (£) (14, — Rott)||+||Cro () Rrt — R, C (2) e,

we can handle the second term on the right-hand side of (3.15) in almost the same
way as in Theorem 3.1 to obtain

(3.16)  |IC.()Rmu —R.C(u| = L 1S5 (e = $)lIlA-RAC (s)u — RLAC (s)u| ds.

If we insert (3.16) into (3.15), we get the asserted a priori estimate (3.13) by means
of (3.7) and (3.11a). The other estimate (3.14) can be proven in an analogous manner,
since with regard to (2.8) we have

t o8

I,ORw ~RSOull= [ [ 1Cu(s ~DlIARS () - RAS ] drds.
0 J0

The preceding inequalities (3.13), (3.14) instantly provide us with an a priori estimate

for the global discretization error when approximating the Cauchy problem (1.1a),

(1.1b) by (3.11a), (3.11b).
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COROLLARY 3.1. For u°, u? e D(A) and ul, ul, e D(A,), neN, let u(t) (resp.
u,(t)), teR", be the solutions of the Cauchy problems (1.1a), (1.1b) (resp. (3.11a),
(3.11b)) and suppose that the assumptions of Theorem 3.1 hold. Then there exists a
positive constant K = K (M, @, t) such that

ltn () = Rt ()| = K [l s = Routa ||+ ||ta 0 — Rota?|

Wy, 0 @, 0
+gr<1§1ét||7,, (s;u )"'*'32?;"7". (s;u))

3.17)
It is natural to ask to what extent the preceding results can be used concerning the
approximation of the adjoint cosine operator function C*|ypa%. For that purpose
we introduce the concept of discrete weak convergence of sequences (f,)n of bounded
linear functionals f, € E¥, n e N (cf. [18]): A sequence (f,)n, f- € Ex, n €N, converges
discretely weakly to f € E*(f, —f(n € N)) if for each 4 € E and any discrete convergent
sequence (U,)n, Un € En, n €N, we have

(3.18) Un > u(n eN)=>(fy, un)>(f, u)(n eN).

Remark 3.3. (i) If (E, I1E,, R) is a discrete approximation of a separable Banach
space E, then the discrete convergence in (E, I[1E,, R) can be completely characterized
by means of the discrete weak convergence of bounded linear functionals (cf. [18,
Thm. 2.1(6)]): Let u€E, u,€E,, neN. Then u, »>u(n eN) if and only if for each
f e E* and any discrete weak convergent sequence (f,)n, fa € EX, n €N, we have

(3.19) fa=f(n eN) (o, un) > (f, u)n eN).

(ii) Moreover, if E is separable, for each fe E* there exists a sequence (f,)n,
fn € E¥, neN, such that f, =f(n e N) and ||f.|| > |If]| (n €N) (cf. [9, Thm. 1(12)]).

Based on the definition (3.18) of discrete weak convergence of bounded linear
functionals, a sequence (A,)n of operators A€ Z(E¥), neN, is said to converge
discrete weakly to an operator A' e Z(E*) (A, > A'(n eN)) if for each fe D(A') and
any discrete weakly convergent sequence (f,)n, f» € D(A4), n €N, we have

(3.20) fa=f(neN)ALf,~A'f (neN).

In the special case A'=A* and Al =AF neN, where AcB(E), A, B(E,) and
(E,lE,, R) is a discrete approximation, it is not difficult to show (cf. [18, Thm.
2.2(3)]) that

(3.21) A,»AneN)>A¥—=A* (neN).

This leads to the following result:

THEOREM 3.3. Let (E, I1E,, R) be a discrete approximation and suppose that the
operators A€ €(E), A, € 6(E,), n €N, satisfy the assumptions of Theorem 3.1. Then,
if the pair A, (A,)n is consistent, we get C¥ (t)|apan—C*(t)lapa*, teR™, while for
separable E we also have the converse.

Proof. By Theorem 3.1, the consistency of the pair A, (A,)y implies that C,(¢) >
C(t)(neN), teR", which gives the discrete weak convergence of the adjoint cosine
operator functions by means of (3.21).

Conversely, let us assume that C¥ (t)|apwan—C*(t)lapwnn (neN), teR". By
(2.19) we then have R(A, AP)2R, A®) (neN), A >max (w5, ). According to
(3.18) and (3.20), this means that if u € E, u, € E,, n €N, such that u, >u (n €N), for
each fecl D(A*) and any sequence (fu)n, o €cl D(AY), n eN, with f, ~f (n eN), we
get

(R, ANy un) > (R(A, A¥f, u) (neN),
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and thus
(3.22) (fis R\, An)un) > (f, R(A, A)u) (neN).

Since D(A¥) (resp. D(A¥), n eN), is weakly* dense in E* (resp. E¥), it follows that
(3.22) also holds for each fe E* and any sequence (fu)n, f. € EX, neN, with f,—~f
(n € N). But E is assumed to be separable, and therefore with regard to Remark 3.3(i)
we conclude that R(A, A,)u, >R(A, A)u (neN). This yields R(A,A,)>R(A, A)
(n €N), because the pair u, (u,)n With u € E, u, € E, and u,, > u (n € N) was arbitrarily
chosen. Finally, as in the proof of Theorem 3.1, the convergence of the resolvents
gives us the consistency of A, (A,)n, to complete our proof.

We now turn our attention to the approximation of a strongly continuous cosine
operator function C:R"->®B(E) by a sequence (Ca,)n of discrete cosine operator
functions Ca,,:Ax, > B(E,), neN, where (k,)n is a null sequence of positive real
numbers and (E, [1E,, R) is assumed to be a discrete approximation. The sequence
(Can)n is said to converge to C(Ca,, » C(n € N)) if for each u € E and any sequence
(Un)n, Un € Eny n €N, such that u,, >u (neN),

(3.23) max ||Ca..(t:)un—R,.C(t,)u]->0 (neN).
taeAt,

Remark 3.4. Note that (3.23) is satisfied if and only if for each € R* and any
sequence (t,)n, tn € AZ", with ¢, > ¢ (n € N) we have Ca ,(t,) > C(¢) (n €N) in the sense
of discrete convergence of operators with respect to the discrete approximation
(E, I1E,, R).

Our first result characterizes the convergence Ca,,, > C(n € N) in mostly the same
way as in the time-continuous case, and therefore can be seen as the time-discrete
counterpart of Theorem 3.1.

THEOREM 3.4. Let C:R" > RB(E) be a strongly continuous cosine operator function
of type (Mo, wo) with infinitesimal generator A € €(E) and let Cy , :AI,,» RB(E,),neN,
be discrete cosine operator functions with generators As,€ B(E,). Assume that
(E,TIE,, R) is a discrete approximation satisfying (3.1) (i)-(iv) and that the sequence
(Ca.n)n is uniformly quasibounded in the sense of (2.6)' where (k,)n is a null sequence
of positive real numbers. Then, in order that C ,, > C (n € N), the consistency of the pair
A, (Aan)N is a sufficient as well as a necessary condition.

Proof. First we will prove that the indicated condition is a sufficient one. Due to
the uniform quasiboundedness of (Ca,.)n, it is an easy matter to show by means of
the first Neumann series that there are positive constants M, @ such that R(A, A An)
exists for A >@? and

(3.24) IR, Ax)IEM@A -6%7",  neN.

But for A >wj we also have A ep(A), and therefore the consistency of the pair
A, (Aan)n again gives us

(3.25) R(A,Ax,)»R(A,A)neN), A>max(ws, @)

Furthermore, for u € E, v := R(A, A)u, w := R(A, A)v, t [0, b), beR", and t, € A;,,
t, = myk,, m, €N, with ¢, > t(n € N), we have again

ICa,n(ta)Ruw = R, C (8w ||
=||Can(t)[R(A, Asn)Ruv —R.R(A, A)v]|
+[|R(A, Asn)R.C(t,)v = R.R(A, A)C (1)
+|IR(A, Apn)[Can(ta)Raw = R,C(t)0]]l.

(3.26)
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In view of (3.25) and the strong continuity of C, the second term on the right-hand
side of (3.26) converges to zero as n - o0, and so does the first term, since the sequence
(Ca,n(t,))n is uniformly bounded. If we define

(3.27) A% =2k 2(C(k,)-I), neN,
L [t/k,]
(3.28) S*¢t) =3k +k, ¥ C(vk,), teR",
v=1

then, by means of (2.11a), the third term can be rewritten in the following form:

R, Apn)[Can(ta)Ruv — R C(ta)v]

m —1
=R(,Asn) £ [Dk,Con((tmn =]~ Dkn)RC(jkn)o

1

—CA,n ((mn _j - l)kn)D _I:,anC(]kn)v]

(329) = kn mgl AA,nR (A’ AA,n)SA,n ((mn _] - 1)kn)RnC(]kn)R (A’ A)u

j=0

m -1
- kn Z R (A, AA,n)CA,n((mn _] - 1)kn)RnS(k")(jkn)AR (Aa A)u
j=0

j=

m_—1
—kn ¥ R, Asn)Can((m,—j—1Dk)R.S® (k)

j=0

(A%~ AR\, A)u.
Using (2.9) and (3.28), we see that

m, —1
'ZO R (Aa AA,n)CA,n ((mn _j - l)kn)Rns(k")(jkn)AR (A’ A)u

i=

m, —1
(3~30) = 'Z:O R (A, AA,n)SA,n((mn _j - l)kn)RnC(jkn)AR (A’ A)u

m,_ —1
+ %kn z R (A, AA,n)(RnC(jkn) - CA,n (jkn)Rn)AR (A’ A)u~
j=1

If we insert (3.30) into (3.29) and take advantage of (3.25) and the uniform bounded-
ness of Cy ,(jk,) and Sa,,(jk.), 0=j =m,, n €N, we achieve the estimate

”R (Aa AA,n)[CA,n (tn )an —Rnc(tn)v ]”
m —1
K[k 'S IR(, Asn)R~RR(, ANC (ko u]
(3.31) ’
+ max [R.S“ () A%~ AR, A)u]
+hal max IR.COARM, Al +IRARG, A .
The first term in brackets can be interpreted as the lower Darboux sum of the integral

L"ll(R(A,AA,n)Rn ~R.R(O, A)C(s)ull ds,

which can be shown to converge to zero as n -» o0 by arguing exactly in the same way
as in the proof of Theorem 3.1. Since R(A, A)u € D(A), it follows by (2.4) and (3.27)
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that A“’R(A, A)u > AR (A, A)u(n € N). Moreover, $*(t) > S(t)(n eN), t€[0, b], in
view of (3.28). With regard to (3.1) (iii), (iv), we then conclude also that the remaining
terms on the right-hand side in (3.31) tend to zero as n -»0c0. Altogether, we get
Cant)Ru->Cu(ueN), u e R*(A, A)(E). But R*(\, A)(E) is dense in E, and
(Ca.n)n is uniformly quasibounded, which gives us Cy , = C|io,5)(n € N). Finally, using
(2.1), (2.1)" we can show by induction that the asserted convergence holds with respect
to any interval [0, mb), m € N.

In order to prove the converse, let us assume that u € E, (u,)n, Un € E,, n €N,
with u,, = u(n €N) and let us define

Zan\)tty = 3kottn +k, T exp (—vAk,)Can(vkp)ttn, A >max (w5, d7).
v=1

It follows by a simple calculation that

AA,nZA,n(A)un = k;I (CA,n (kn) —I)un
+2k '—ll Z exp (_VAkn)CA,n(an)(CA,n(kn) _I)un
v=1

=k, (exp (—Ak,)— Du,

[s <]

+k;' Y [exp (— (v +1k,)—2 exp (—vAk,)
1

v=

+exp (— (v = DAk,)]Ca,n (vks)un
= (2kn)~'[exp (=Aky) —exp (+Akn)]un
+k.’[exp (—Ak,)—2+exp (+Ak,)]1Za (A )u,

=(-A+O0Kk))un+ A+ Ok Zan )ty
Therefore, we get
(3.32) W =An A ?Zs A Dy =1+ 0Kty + O k2)Zsn(A )t
The right-hand side in (3.32) apparently converges to u asn -> . Since C,,, > C(n € N),
we have

A Y2Zy APy, > A2 J exp (-A%5)C(s)uds =R, A)u  (neN),
0

and thus we come to the conclusion that R(A, Ax,)-> R(A, A)(n € N), which again
gives us the consistency of the pair A, (Aa ).
In analogy to the time-continuous case, we define for t € A, and vy, v2€ E

(3.33) Tan(t; 01, 02) = Tan(t; v1) +75n(t; v2),  neN,
where

(3.34a) Tan(t;01) = (R,AY — A R,)C ()01,
(3.34b) TEn(t;02) = (RW\AY — Ay R,)S (1)02.

Again, 74,(t; v1, v2) appears as the local discretization error with respect to the
time-discrete approximation of the Cauchy problem (1.1a), (1.1b) by a sequence of
two-step schemes of the form (2.13): If u(¢) = C(t)u’+S(t)u?, t e R*, is the solution
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of (1.1a), (1.1b), it follows from (2.11a), (2.11b), (3.27) and (3.33) that
Tan(t; 4% ul) =k’ D Dicu(t)—Asau(t),  teA MO}

Next we will derive a priori estimates for Cy ,, (t,)R,.u — R,C (t,)u (resp. S A (tn)Un —
R,S(t.)u), ta€ Ay, u€ D(A), where

(3.35) Up = ([ +3k2An,) 'Rok ;'S (k,)u,

and k, is assumed to be small enough that the operator I +3k2A,, is boundedly
invertible.

THEOREM 3.5. Let C(t), t€eR" and Ca,(t), t e A, n €N, be given as in Theorem
3.4. Then there exist a positive integer no and positive constants K, = K, (M, @, b), b e R*,
v=1, 2, such that forue D(A), t, =m,k, =b, m, €N,

(3.36) ICan(t)Rut — RuC(t)ul| <Ky _max lrant; wl, nz1,
(3.37) IIS’A,n(rn)un—RnS(r)ulngzléggl;anx lrenswll,  n=no,

where u,, n = no, is given by (3.35).

Proof For notatlonal convenience we set a\” =1, 1=j=m,—1, ai’ =a =3
andm? = [my/2],m} = [(mn +1)/21, 75 = [27/ma), /= [2]/(ma + 1)}, n € N. Then,
using (2.1) and (2.3) we can show by induction that for even m,,

Can(t,)Ru—R,C(ty)u

m9-1

(3.38) =2k, Z a5 kn Z CAn((2V 1)kn)(AsnRy — R,A“)C 2jky)u

+ ik z @ )Can 2k (AnnRo R..A"‘"’)C((2f+1)kn)u],
while for odd m,,
CA,n(tn)Rnu _Rnc(t )u

(3.39) =2k, m"z_ [az,)k z a(")CA,.(ZVk )(AaR., R,,A"‘"))C(2jk,.)u]
j=0

ml-2 ml—j—1

+2k, Z asPiky, Z Can(2v—1)k,)

- (AanRn —RLASHC(2) + 1)k,,)u].

Due to the fact that (Ca ,)n is uniformly quasibounded, the first error estimate (3.36)
is a direct consequence of (3.38) (resp. (3.39)).

The uniform quasiboundedness of (Ca ,)n also ensures the existence of an integer
no € N such that the inverse operators (/ +3 2A A,,.)_l exist and are uniformly bounded
for n =no. If we take this into account and make use of (2.1), (2.3), (2.5), (3.27),
(3.28) and (3.39), we get by elementary computations

San(ta)un —R,S(t,)u

m'l

kn
— ([ +332A,0) " [ 5 & Can(jkn) L R.C(s)uds—(I +%k?.AA,n)RnS(tn)u]

j=0

3

(I+4k2AA n) Z ;n) (CA,n(jkn)Rn _RnC(]kn))
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k"

(3.40) . I C(s)uds —3k2(As R, —RnA(""))S(tn)u]
0
= +3k2Ar,) 7"

{k h) a‘")[kn ’f (Can(2(j =)= Dkn)(AnnRn — RuA“)S (20 + kn)u

i-ig

ke Y a‘;}_wcA,,,(z(f—u)k,,)(AA,an—RnA"‘n’)S(zukn)u]
v=1

-1

ke Za"”[ S al), yCan@(i—v—1)ky)

v=0

- (AanR,—RA“NS(2v +1)k,)u
kT Canl@(j =)= DE)(As Ry - RA)S Qo )u] |
v=1

The right-hand side in (3.40) can be bounded in a straightforward manner yielding
the second error estimate (3.37).

As a by-product of the preceding estimates, we obtain an a priori estimate for
the global discretization error with respect to the time discretization of (1.1a), (1.1b)
by (2.13).

COROLLARY 3.2. Under the hypotheses of Theorem 3.4, let u(t), teR", be the
solution of the Cauchy problem (1 la), (1 1b) with u®, u? € D(A), and let Uy, (t), teAy,
satisfy (2.13) where uk =Ru’ and u k =R, u(k,), n €N. Then there exist an integer
no€ N and a positive constant K = K(M, @, b), b € R", such that fort, e AL, ta=m.k, =
b, m,eN, n=n,,

(3.41) ||ukn(t,.)—Rnu(tn)lléK[oglxx;?nx llr S0 (85 u )||+ max ”7'(2) ;5 ud.

Proof. Since ugn =R,u° and u,lc" =R, u(k,), it follows from (2.14) and (2.15) that
the solution uy, (), t. € Ax,, n = ny, of the two-step scheme (2.13) can be represented
in terms of u° and u?:

(3 °42) uk,. (tn) = CA,n (tn )Rnu ° + S'A,n (tn)(I + %k rztAA,n)_ank ;ls(kn)u ?

Subtracting R,u (t,) = R,.C(t,)u’+R,S (t,)u; from (3.42) and using (3.36), (3.37) gives
the conclusion.

Remark 3.5. It is obvious that the error estimate (3.41) remains valid if we
replace up, =R,u° and uy, = R,u(k,) by any starting values which approximate u°
(resp. u(k,)) with at least the order of consistency.

4. Examples and concluding remarks. As an example we consider the initial
boundary value problem
82 2
é)tzu(t x)= p(x) su(t, x)+q(x) u(t,x)+r(x)u(x, 1),
(4.1a)
teR", xel=(0,1),

(4.1v) u(t,0)=u(1)=0, teR",

(4.1¢) u(0, x) =u’(x), %u(O,x)=u?(x), xel,
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where p, q and r are assumed to be continuous functions on I with 0<p,=p(x)=p;,
x eI, and |p(x1) —p(x2)| = palx1—xa|, x1, x2€ L. It is well known that (4.1a)-(4.1c) is
well posed in C(I), and therefore the operator A given by the right-hand side in
(4.1a) with D(A)={u e C*() |u(0)=u(1)=0} is the infinitesimal generator of a
strongly continuous cosine operator function.

In order to discretize (4.1a)—(4.1c) with respect to the space variable, let I, :=
{x;=ih|i=0,++, My, M,=h"", h € R"} be a uniform partition of I with step size A
and let I, := I,\{0, 1} be the set of inner grid points. By C(I,,) we denote the Banach
space of all grid functions defined on I;, with norm [juy| := max,.y, |un(x)|. If Hp is a
null sequence of positive real numbers and R =(Rp)u,, Rn, h €Ho, denoting the
operator of pointwise restriction with respect to I, then (c), ICI},), R) defines
a discrete approximation in the sense of (3.1). The operator A will be approximated
by difference operators A, A € Hy, of the form

+1
4.2) Aun(x) = ¥ a,w()E"up(x), xely,
v=—1
with D (A,) = {un € C(I) | un(0) = un (1) = 0} where a,,, € C(I,) and E* refers to the shift
operator Euy(x) = un(x +vh), x €I, v=—1, 0, +1. With the operators A, h € Ho,
given in this way, the semidiscrete approach to (4.1a)-(4.1c) reads

d? .
(4.3a) ‘—l?uh(t,x)=Ahu;.(t,x), teR*, xel),

iuh(O, x)=u;(x), xel.

(4.3b) ur (0, x) =u’(x), y

It can be shown easily that the operators A, & € Hy, are consistent with A if and only
if there exist grid functions ps, g, and r, such that

(4.4) max [|(ps —p)(x)| +1(@n Q)@ +|rh —N)®[1>0  (hcHo)
and Ay, h € Ho, admits the representation
4.5) Anup, = puh 2D Druy +3quh (D7 + D3 )up + rut.

To simplify matters we shall assume henceforth that p, (resp. rx, qx) is the restriction
of p (resp. r, h) to I,. Then, foru e C*(I), the order of consistency is O(h?). Moreover,
if conditions (4.4) and (4.5) are met, then A,, is the infinitesimal generator of a strongly
continuous cosine operator function, at least for sufficiently small 4 € Ho, and accordmg
to Theorem 3.2, the discretization error u, (¢, x) —u(t, x), t € R*, x € I,, is of order O (h 3.

Now let H; be another null sequence of positive real numbers, and for k£ € H; let
A be a uniform partition of R™ with step size k. Then, the most obvious choice of a
fully discrete approximation to (4.1a)—(4.1c) is the two-step scheme (2.13) with
Aa= Ay, h eHy. Itis well known that the sequence of discrete cosine operator functions
CienkeHy, he IH]O, generated by Ay, is uniformly quasibounded if the mesh ratio k/h
is bounded by p1"/%. This method is a special case of more general approximation
schemes which can be governed in the following way: Let A denote the principal
part of the difference operator (4.5), i.e., APy, = prh~ 2D} Dy un, and define Ai”‘,),,
a >0, by

A&y = ([ —ak*AP) Ay, keH;, heH,.
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Note that (I —ak?A%’)™" is well defined, since the spectrum of A{? is confined to the
negative real axis. If we take A, = A ) in (2.13), then the resulting two-step scheme
corresponds to the von Neuman difference approximation to (4.la)-(4.1c). The
sequence of discrete cosine operator functions Cﬁ:f;), generated by A% can be shown
to be uniformly quasibounded without restriction to the mesh ratio k/h if a = W
while in case a <}, the mesh ratio has to be restricted to k/h =[(1-4a )pl]_l/ 2
(cf. [8], [14]). If ue C*R*xI), then the operators A{) are consistent with A
of order O(k2 +h?), and therefore, due to Theorem 3.5, the global discretization error
uen(t, x)—u(t, x), teAy, x el is of the same order, provided the above stability
requirements are fulfilled.

Remark 4.1. Appropriate difference equations for the approximation of the initial
conditions (4.1c) are formulated in [14].

The above problem can be treated in almost the same way, if we choose E = L"(I),
1=p <o, and E, =E, =C(I},), h €Hy, normed by the discrete analogue of the L”-
norm. It should be pointed out that under the above assumptions Theorem 3.3 provides
us with information about the approximation of the adjoint cosine operator function
generated by the operator A* given by A*u = (d*/dx>)(pu)—(d/dx)(qu) +ru.

In order to approximate (4.1a)-(4.1c) by finite element methods instead of finite
difference schemes, let us assume that p(x) =1, x € I, which is not a severe restriction
of generality (a nonconstant p would contribute to the lower order term of the bilinear
form below, which causes no problem). Then u(t, -) € W), te R, is called a weak

solution of (4.1a)-(4.1b) if
2

ou |\ _ _ _ (% dv ou 12
(4.6a) (6t2 s U)O =(Tu,v): (8x , ax)()+(q o +ru, v) S ve Wo (),
@6b) (0, v)o= (", v)o, (f;uw), v) — W% v)  veWED),
0

where (-, +)o denotes the usual scalar product in L*(I). If qe c(I), rec) with
3(d/dx )q(x)=r(x), x € I, then the operator T, given by the right-hand side of (4.6a),
is the infinitesimal generator of a strongly continuous cosine operator function of type
(1, 0). For a semidiscretization in space let

\/ﬂh = {Uh € C(I-)ll]hl[x,-_l,xi]ePr[xi—l’ xi]’
i= 1, t ',Mh; vh(O):’vh(l):O}s

when P,[x;_1, x;] denotes the set of polynomials of degree not greater than r on [x;_1, x;].
If R = (Ry)u, is the sequence of projection operators onto ;,, then (LA(I), Ti#,, R)
defines a discrete approximation in the sense of (3.1). The corresponding Galerkin
operators T}, h € Ho, which are given by the right-hand side of (4.6a) with u, v € W& (I)
replaced by uy, v, € My, also generate strongly continuous cosine operator functions
G, of type (1, 0). Due to the approximation properties of the subspaces ./, < wor ),
h € Ho, the local discretization errors 75 (¢; u°) and 7¢2(¢; u?) are of order O(4") if
u®e W5 (I), u? € W5 (I), and it follows from Theorem 3.2 that then the propa-
gators C, and S, of the semidiscrete Galerkin equations approximate C(resp. S) of
the same order. A high order fully discrete scheme is given by (2.13) with A, = Tf{f;),,
where

T =T —vk’Tw) " ¥ a,(y)k*Th,  seN,
v=1 ,

(s)(—l)“yz“

v—1
a,(y)=2 % W20

u=0

vyeR".
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It can be shown that there exists a positive constant vy, such that for all Y Z%,s the
sequence of discrete cosine operator functions CY) generated by T{) is uniformly
quasibounded without restriction of the mesh ratio k/A (cf. [4], [12]). Since the
operators T'), are consistent with T of order O(k*+h"), Theorem 3.5 then tells us
that the solutions u; . (t, x) of the two-step scheme (2.13) approximate the weak
solution of (4.1a)~(4.1c) by exactly the same order.

The approximation of (4.1a)—(4.1c) by either finite difference schemes or finite
element methods based on the approximation of the corresponding cosine operator
function C can easily be extended to higher dimensions if E is chosen to be L*(Q),
O cR™, m =2. However, this is not possible if E =C(Q) or E=L"(), p #2, even if
q =r =0, since then C is not strongly continuous {(cf. Remark 2.2 (ii)). Nevertheless,
in these cases the operators C(¢), t € R", can still be shown to be bounded operators
from W*"(Q)in L”(Q)if s >m|5—1/p| (cf.[16]). Such constellations will be investigated
in a forthcoming paper.
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