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Abstract

This paper proposes a temporal two-grid compact difference (TTCD) scheme for solving the
Benjamin-Bona-Mahony-Burgers (BBMB) equation with initial and periodic boundary conditions.
The method consists of three main steps: first, solving a nonlinear system on a coarse time grid of
size 7T.; then obtaining a coarse approximation on the fine time grid of size 74 via linear Lagrange
interpolation; and finally solving a linearized scheme on the fine grid to obtain the corrected solution.
The TTCD scheme reduces computational cost without sacrificing accuracy. Moreover, using the
energy method, we rigorously prove the conservation property, unique solvability, convergence, and
stability of the proposed scheme. Tt is shown that the method achieves convergence of order O(72 +
T? + h4) in the maximum norm, where h is space step size. Finally, some numerical experiments are
provided to demonstrate the effectiveness and feasibility of the proposed strategy.
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1 Introduction

Wave phenomena are widespread in nature, where most of them are nonlinear. Therefore, the study of
nonlinear waves is a fundamental topic in physics, and the modeling tools are often nonlinear PDEs. As a
model for describing shallow water wave propagation, the nonlinear Benjamin-Bona-Mahony (BBM) equa-
tion was first proposed in 1972 by Benjamin, Bona and Mahony [BBM72]. Compared to the Korteweg-de
Vries (KdV) equation, the authors proved that the BBM equation is better suited to simulating the uni-
directional propagation of long waves with a small wave-amplitude. When the dissipative effect cannot
be neglected, the dissipation term needs to be introduced into BBM equation, which results in the BBMB
equation. In this article, we consider using temporal two-grid compact difference method to solve the
nonlinear BBMB equation

Up — fMUgpt + Uy + Uy — Mg =0, z€R, 0<t < T, (1.1)
with initial-value and periodic boundary condition

u(z,t) =u(lx + L,t), xR, 0<t<T, (1.2)
u(z,0) = ¢(z), x€eR, (1.3)
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where p and the viscosity coefficient A are positive constants. Here, u,,; denotes the dispersion term,
Uz Tepresents the dissipation term, and L is a spatial periodic length.

Through analytical approaches such as the exponential function method, variational iteration, and
others, explicit solutions can be derived in specific cases for BBMB equation, as shown in [GGB09,
TG07, BGd16, BMGN18]. Nevertheless, these explicit solutions are often complex in form and limited
to particular scenarios. For more general properties of the solution, numerical simulation becomes an
essential and effective strategy to approximate and analyze the behavior of the BBMB equation.

Currently, a variety of numerical methods have been developed for solving the BBMB equation,
such as the finite element method [SQ24, Ngo24]|, finite difference method [ZLZ20, CW21, WMWY25],
pseudo-spectral or spectral element method [MBT18, DSA21], virtual element method [CLQL25], mesh-
less method [DAM14, SJ16], among others. Among these, developing high-order schemes has been a
major research focus. For instance, Mohebbi and Faraz [MF17] proposed a standard fourth-order lin-
earized difference scheme; Bayarassou [Bay21] designed fourth-order nonlinear and linearized difference
schemes; and Zhang and Liu [ZL21] developed a linearized compact difference scheme. While such lin-
earized schemes improve computational speed compared to the original nonlinear scheme, they often
come at the expense of accuracy. On the other hand, nonlinear schemes must be solved iteratively. When
the mesh size is very fine, solving the resulting large algebraic systems iteratively will inevitably leads to
high computational cost. To balance computational expense with accuracy, the two-grid algorithm offers
an effective strategy.

The two-grid algorithm was originally introduced by Xu [Xu94, Xu96], with the primary aim of
reducing the computational cost of solving large nonlinear systems while preserving the optimal accuracy
of the method. Generally, its core idea involves first solving a small-scale nonlinear system on a coarse
grid, and then using this coarse approximation to construct and solve a simpler linear system on a fine
grid. Inspired by Xu’s work, the two-grid approach has in recent years been successfully extended to a
variety of nonlinear PDEs. For the space two-grid algorithm, we refer to [HHF14, CZZ%25], while details
on the space-time two-grid method can be found in [SYZ24, GHET25].

In this paper, we focus on the time two-grid algorithm. For example, Liu et al. [LYLT18] used a
time two-grid finite element method to approximate a time-fractional water wave model with Burgers
nonlinear term. Xu et al. [XGQ20] applied a time two-grid finite difference approach to solve two-
dimensional nonlinear fractional evolution equations. Peng et al. [PQWM24] developed a time two-grid
compact difference scheme for the viscous Burgers equation. Additional details and further developments
of the time two-grid method are also discussed in [LLLG23, CNQA23, NLLL23].

We develop this method and provide a corresponding theoretical analysis for the BBMB equation
given in (1.1)-(1.3). The proposed scheme consists of three main steps. First, a nonlinear compact
difference scheme is solved on a coarse grid using fixed-point iteration. Second, a coarse approximation
on the fine grid is obtained via linear interpolation in time. Finally, using this coarse approximation, a
linearized compact scheme is constructed and solved to obtain the corrected fine-grid solution. The main
contributions of this paper can be summarized as follows.

e A temporal two-grid compact difference (TTCD) scheme for the BBMB equation is established,
and both the conservation property and uniqueness of the numerical solution are rigorously proved.

e A comprehensive theoretical analysis based on the discrete energy method is presented. The scheme
is shown to achieve a convergence order of O(72 + TJ% + h*) in the maximum norm. Stability of the
TTCD scheme follows directly from the same framework.

The remainder of this paper is structured as follows. Section 2 introduces necessary notations and
fundamental lemmas. Section 3 presents the TTCD scheme for the one-dimensional BBMB equation.
The conservation property and unique solvability of the scheme are analyzed in Section 4. In Section 5,
the convergence and stability of the proposed scheme are rigorously proved. Numerical experiments are
provided in Section 6 to validate the theoretical findings and demonstrate the efficiency of the TTCD
scheme. Finally, a brief conclusion is drawn in Section 7.

2 Some notations and lemmas

Before constructing the temporal two-grid algorithm, it is necessary to introduce some grid notation.
In the spatial direction, let the spatial step size be h = % and define the spatial grid as Qp = {z, |
zp =a+ph, a € R, 1 <p < M} over one period. In the temporal direction, denote the coarse time step



by 7. = -~ and the coarse time grid by QC ={(te)g | (te)g = q7e, 0 < ¢ < N.}. Similarly, on the fine
time grld define the fine time step a 7; = =~ and the ﬁne time grid as QFf = {(t)r | (t;)r = k7p, 0 <
k < Ny}. Here, M, N. and Ny are positive mtegers and Ny = 3, N., where 3, € Z7 is referred to as the

temporal step-size ratio. Clearly, 7. = 8,7y. For each coarse grid point (z, (t.)q) € 5 x QF, denote the
corresponding coarse grid function as w. Similarly, the fine grid function is defined as wk for any fine

grid point (z,, (tf)x) € Qn x QL. For simplicity, we unify the notation wé = wy or w , where the grid
node (zp,t;) € 2, x Q1 (0 <1< N,) for n =cor f. Then, for any grid functions w! ’Ul we introduce

P Up
1 1 1— 1
1 1 l -
I R NI S )
n
1 Lo 1 11 l 1
5zwp7% =2 (wp —w 1) , Opgwy, = 7 (5zwp+% — 5pr7%) ,
At — 1 l 1 Ul wl) = IA wl & A l
«Wp = 5 (W1 —wp—1) 5 (v, wp) = 5 [0pA0wy, + Ag (vyw))]
In a periodic domain, the space of grid functions on £2;, can be denoted as
Wy, ={w | w= (w1, we, - ,wn), wp =wpyn for any p € Z}.

For any v, w € W),, we define the following useful discrete inner products and the corresponding norms

M
(v,w}::h;vap, (v,w) := Z( )( p7%>,

ww=<mm,mm:vwwxnwm:£@ww|

According to the above notations, some crucial lemmas are showed as follows.

Lemma 2.1. [Sunl2] For any grid function w € Wy, it holds

2
lwlloo < —=lwly,  fwh < S, lwll < [Azw]| < fwly.

\/—|w|1a

Lemma 2.2. [Sunl2] For any grid functions v,w € Wy, we have
(0, 8ppw) = — (0,0, 0, w) = (Jzpv,w), (Agv,w) = —(v, Ayw).
(BAgw,w) =0, (Agw,dygw) =0, ((v,w),w) = 0.
Lemma 2.3. [ZL21] Let f(z) € C®[xp—1,2p41], and denote F, = f(xp), l?p = f"(xp), then we have

h? _ ~
f(zp)f/(xp> = \I’(Fpan> - ?\I’(Fpan) + O(h’4)a
2 —~
) = AuFy — T AL+ O0),
h2

F'(@p) = 0uaFy — Eamfp +O(hY),
where 1 <p < M.
Lemma 2.4. [ZL21] For any grid functions v,w,S € Wy, if

2

Wy = Oz2Vp — T50z2Wp +Sp, 1 <p< M,

12
then we obtain the following identities and inequalities,
2 o W B
<mw:4mf—wn+¢ﬂ|1lgw$ (5,0), (2.12)
h2
(w,v) < —Joff - —H I+ 5w, 9) + (S, v), (2.1b)
h?
(Ayw,v) = E(Aﬂu,S) + (AL S, v). (2.1c)



Lemma 2.5. [ZL21] For any grid function v,w € Wy, we get

1 1
Ay (vpwy) = 3 Wp+L (6mvp+%) + 3 Wp—1 (6351)]07%) +u,Aywy, 1 <p< M,

its vector form can be read as

Ay (vw) = %Der (5:%1)) + %D,w (5;%1)) + vALw

_ _ +3, _ -3, _
where Diwy = wpy1, D_wy, = wp_1,0z vp = 5zvp+%,5m vp = 5va_ 1.

Lemma 2.6. For any grid functions v,w,S € Wy, n = ¢, f, satisfying

wh = Oppvl, = M3duewl + S, 1<p< M, 0<I<N, 2.)
vé:vé_i_M, wé:wé_i_M, 0<p<M, 0<I<N,. '
By [WZS21], we have
-3 sn, 1-3 1 1)2 112 h? 12 1-1)2 h 12 1—1)2
(w4, 5700 8) = — o | (0 = ) + s (2 = ) = o ('R — )
T (2.3)
h2
+ E(wl*%,(s;?sl*% + (S, 6M73), 1<I<N,.
Similarly, we can also derive the following equality,
n, l—% 1—1 1 112 1-12 h? 12 1—-1)2 h 12 1—12
(Gt d oty = — [ = o) + T (e ) = o (= et )
T (2.4)

h2 _1 1 1 1
+E(6?wl 2,872) 4 (67872 0l72), 1 <I<N,.

3 Construction of numerical scheme

In this section, we first construct a nonlinear compact difference (NCD) scheme for solving the BBMB
equation (1.1), employing the compact difference method for spatial discretization and the Crank-Nicolson
method for temporal discretization. Building upon this established scheme, we then design a TTCD
scheme to enhance computational efficiency while maintaining the same grid resolution.

3.1 NCD scheme

Let w = gy, then (1.1) can be reformulated as

{utfuwthuuquum—)\w:O, reR, 0<t<T, (3.1a)
W= Uz, TER, 0<t<T. (3.1b)

Next, we focus on the discretization of the problem (3.1a)-(3.1b) over a periodic domain Q = (a,a + L],
a € R. Define the grid functions Ul = u(x,, ;) and w), = w(xy, t;) for (z,, 1) € Q) x Q2. By using Taylor
expansion, Uiy, Uz, Uz, can reach fourth-order approximation. Here, we omit the derivation details, and
directly employ Lemma 2.3 to get

h2
w(xp, ) = 050U}, — E(SMWzﬁ + O(h"),
h2
wtty (zp, 1) = WU, Uy) = (W, Uy) + O(h?), (3.2)

h2
ux(zp7tl) = ACEU:) — EAIWIi + O(h4),



where 1 < p < M and 0 <[ < N,, n = ¢, f. Selecting (xp,tlfé), (xp, ;) as the stencil points for the
equation (3.1a) and (3.1b), respectively. Thus, leveraging (3.2) and Crank-Nicolson scheme, we obtain

S _ s R A N e R
tUp * — poy Wy +\II(UP Up )*?\I’(WP Up )
-3 1 l

_1 A2 _ _1
AU T AW, T AW, T = (Ry)y T, 1Sp< M LSIS N, (33a)

h2
W) = 650U, — Eamwj, +(Qy)h, 1<p<M, 0<I<N,, (3.3b)

where the estimates of the truncation errors as follows:

(Ry)y 2| <C (224 h%), 1<m<M, 1<I<N,,
[(Qn),| < CRY, 1<m<M, 0<I<N,, (3.4)
157(Qn)p %] < Ch4, 1<m<M, 1<I<N,.

In this paper, C' denotes a generic constant. Its value may change across different instances but remains
independent of both the time step and space step sizes.

Omitting the high-order small terms in (3.3a)-(3.3b), and replacing Uzl)7 Wé with ué, wé, then we
derive the following NCD scheme of the problem (3.1a)-(3.1b)

5?UL_% —uéfwé‘% + W (ui;%,ui;%) - %2\11 (wé_%,ui,_%)

—i—Azui)_% — %QAzwi,_% — )\wé_% =0, 1<p< M, 1<I<N,, (3.5a)
wh =6 ul—h—26 wh, 1<p<M,0<I<N\, (3.5b)
p = Ozally = T502cWp, 1 Sp< M, 0<i< Ny, :
uy =ub iy, wh=wh,y, 1<p< M, 0<I<N,, (3.5¢)
p=0(xp), 1<p<M. (3.5d)

Remark 3.1. Note that the index 1 controls the type of time grid. In order to get the NCD scheme on
coarse and fine time grid, we have made the following changes to the grid functions

{Uga Wg}a f07“ n=e, {(’U/C)g, (wc)g}a f07“ n=ec,
{Uy, Wy}, forn=Ff. {(up)y, (wr)p}, forn=f.
Remark 3.2. The above NCD scheme (3.5a)-(3.5d) is a nonlinear system, here we choose fized-point

iteration to solve it. In actual calculation, the large M and iteration result in an extremely high compu-
tational cost.

Wi — | = {

3.2 TTCD scheme

The TTCD scheme can be summarized in three steps, which are described in detail below.
Step I. Let = ¢ in the system (3.5a)-(3.5d), then the NCD scheme on the coarse grid £ x Q¢ can
be represented as follows:

c =3 c =3 a—3 a—3 h? a—3 -3
0f (ue)p * — pog(we)p > + W ((UC)p % (uc)p 2) - ?‘I’ ((w0)p %, (uc)p 2)
-1 I a—3 a3
+Az(uc)p * — FAw(WC)p —Mwe)p > =0, 1<p<M, 1<q<N,, (3.6a)
h2
(%)Z = (uc)ngMv (w(:)Z = (wc)ngMa 1<p<M, 0<qg< N, (36C)
(ue)y = (2p), 1<p<M. (3.6d)

Step II. Considering the fine grid ), x Q. Based on the temporal grid ratio 8., we have (t;),5- =
(tc)g for 1 < g < N.. For a fixed spatial node z,, we perform linear Lagrange interpolation in the



temporal direction

()@= VBT — (te)g — (tf)(q=1)8, +r ()11 + (tf)(q=1)8, +r — (fc)q—l(u v
P tc - tc - “r tc - tc — o“r
(); (te)g—1 ) (te)g = (te)g—1 (3.7)
= <1_ﬂ_) (uc)g_l‘i‘ﬂ_(uc)g; 1§quca 1§r§ﬁ7_1-
Note that (us)?~ = (uc)d (1 < p < M, 1 < q < N,), then the values of (ug)¥ (0 < k < Ny) can be
yielded from Step I and (3.7). When n = f, (wf)’; can be calculated with the aid of (3.5b), i.e.,
k w2 k

Step III. Since the accuracy of the approximate solutions (u f)]; remains insufficient, we proceed to
design the following linearized scheme to further correct:

k-3 k-3 It AN k-t b

ofup = pofuy* + 0 ((wp)y Py 7 ) = S (w)y P 7)
_1 A2 _1 _1
+Aup QfEAzwg P _dwp =0, 1<p<M, 1<k<Ny, (3.92)
h2

k __ k k
wy f5mup—§5mwp, 1<p< M, 0<k< Ny, (3.9b)
u’;:u’;JrM, w]’,f:w’;JrM, 1<p< M, 0<Ek<Ny, (3.9¢)
p=0¢(xy), 1<p<M. (3.9)

Compared with the rough approximations (u f)’;, the corrected solutions u]; achieve higher accuracy.

4 Conservation and unique solvability

4.1 Conservation

In a periodic domain, the BBMB equation (1.1) contains a conservative invariant. Defining the continuous
energy functional

y+L t y+L
E@) = / u?(z,t) + pul(z, t) do + 2)\/ / ul(z,t)dedt, VyeR. (4.1)
y 0 Jy

We know that E(t) = E(0) from [SQ24]. Below, we shall verify that the TTCD scheme can preserve
discrete energy invariant.

Theorem 4.1. Let {(uc)}, (we)f | 1 <p < M,0<q < N} be the solutions of the Step I (3.6a)-(3.6d).
Define

7 2 2 h2 2 h4 2
BT = ||(ue)?||” + p (|(uc)q|1 + gl = T (wc)q|1>
4 1, h? Ly W4 » (42)
+ 247 Y ('Wa)nﬁ'l + 5l we)" 2 = o (wc>"*§ll), 0<g<N.

n=1

Then it holds that B = E° for any 0 < g < N..
Proof. Taking an inner product of (3.5a) with (u.)?" 2, we get
(08 (ue)”™ %, (ue)172) — (0 (we) ™%, (ue)®™2 ) + (W ((ue)?™2, (1) 172 ), (ue)?" %)
h? 1 1 1 1 1
= (O ()72, ()% ) ()T E ) - (A ()T, ()2
A (W), (1)) =0, 1<g< N,



By Lemma 2.2 and taking S = 0 in (2.1c) of Lemma 2.4, we have

(W (@) 2) , (e)2) =0, (Ap(ue)?™ 2, (u)2) =0, (Ag(we)?™2, (u)?"2) =0.

Regarding the remaining inner product terms, we proceed to analyze them step by step. It is straight-

forward to see that 1

(07 ue) ™%, (we) %) = g () I” = 1))
Let S =0 in (2.4) of Lemma 2.6 and using (2.1a) of Lemma 2.4, we can yield

—mewiwwﬂ=%Mmmm«wwm+%mwmwwwmﬂm

h4 q|2 q—1)2
e () — 1)) |

and 14
-3 -3\ = -32 = —32
3 {8 = A ([ 2 + el

Substituting the above results into (4.3), and changing upper index ¢ to n. Finally, summing n from 1
to ¢, thereby we obtain

h2

_1
Tl -

1 2 02 K 2 02 h? 2 02 h 2 02
5 (eI = 1 12) + () = () ) + 5 () = 1 e)12) = 5 (0" = () )
A (1 2B+ 4 - 2 ) =0
2\l T g e g\ ) =
which yields the results. O

Corollary 4.1. For the Step III, a conservative invariant is also possessed by the linearized scheme
(3.6a)-(3.6d). Denote

k k|12 k|2 h2 k|12 h’4 k|2
O ) (s T W

144
T L,k » (4.4)
e2a 32 (i gl P - e ) o<k <y
we can easily derive that E¥ = E°, where its proof is almost the same as Theorem 4.1.
Remark 4.1. Benefiting from the inequality in Lemma 2.1, we have
g q|2 q|2 h? q|2 - n-tp  P? n—12 q2
BT 2 [ (ue) 17 4 p | (ue) 7 + 75 ll(we )] + 22 > { [(ue) 21+ gll(we) 27 ) = [l (ue)?]|” = 0.
n=1
It implies that the boundedness of ||(u.)?||, i.e., there exists a constant C' such that
[(ue)*| <€, 0<q<Ne. (4.5)

Similarly, we also have |[u*|| < C for 0 <k < Ny.

4.2 Unique solvability

In what follows, we shall prove the unique solvability of solutions of TTCD scheme. Since the Step II
only involves interpolation, its unique solvability is clear. Thus, we only need to consider the unique
solvability of Steps I and III.

Theorem 4.2. The Step I (NCD) (3.6a)-(3.6d) admits a unique solution.



1 1

Proof. we first prove the existence of solution. Denote (u.), := (uc)p 2, (we)p := (we)p 2. It is easy to
know that

(UC)Z = 2(ue)p — (uc)g_la (wc)g = 2(we)p — (U}C)g_la 1<p<M. (4.6)

By means of the equality relation (3.6b) and (3.6d), we can determine the values of (u.)? and (w.)°.
Furthermore, suppose (u.)?™!, (w.)?"! are known, and substitute the equality (4.6) into (3.6a)-(3.6d),
then we get a new system about u. and w, as follows:

2 (e = (w)f™) = 2 (el — () ) + 0 (s (1)) = ¥ (e ()
h2
+ Az(uc)p - FAz(wC)p - /\(wC)p =0, 1<p<M, (4.7)
(wc)p = 5mx(uc)p - %5zz(wc)p; 1< p S )
(uc)p = (Uc)erI\/[; (wc)p = (wc)p+IV[7 1 S p S M.
Next, we define the nonlinear operator .# (u.) : Wy, — Wh:
F () = ((ue)y — (we)g ™) = 2 () = (o)) 4 ¥ (el (uc)y) — 5 (w0 (1))

h2
+ Am(uc)p - FAz(wc)p - /\(wc)pa 1<p< M,

and take an inner product of .7 (u.) with u. as follows:

( () ) = = (el = ()™ ) = 2 e = ()™ ) — Ao, )
(& h2 (& h2
F AU (e, Ue) , Ue) — ?<\IJ (We, Ue) , Ue) + (Agptic, ue) — E(Amwc, Ue).
According to the Browder theorem [Lemma 3.1, ADK91], if there exists a positive constant « such
that for every u, € Wy, with |Juc|| = «, it holds (F(u.), u.) > 0, then the system (4.7) possesses at least
one solution. By the Lemma 2.2, and let S = 0 in (2.1b) of Lemma 2.4, we yield

(0 ue) > 2 (el = 101 - oel] + 2 (el + e = Ga0yr12) 42 (Jlf + 2 )
cvc_TC c c c T cl1 18 c c cl1 18 c
2 -
> 2 [uel(huel ~ o)1)

when a = ||(u.)?71||, then for any |lu.| = a, we have (Z (u.),u.) > 0. It means that the system NCD
scheme (3.6a)-(3.6d) has at least one solution.

Assume the system (4.7) exists two different solutions, then we can easily prove the uniqueness of
solution by combining the energy method with contradiction. The details of uniqueness can refer to
[Theorem 3.4, WZS21]. This completes the proof. O

Theorem 4.3. The Step III (3.9a)-(3.9d) admits a unique solution.

Proof. Firstly, the u° and w® can be computed by applying (3.9b) and (3.9d). Moreover, suppose
ub~1 wk=! are known, then the problem (3.9a)-(3.9d) is a nonhomogeneous linear system about u*,
where the coefficient matrix is a M x M matrix. Now, considering the following corresponding homoge-
neous system,

L k k h? k
T P s P + 2 (uf)P up 4 (wf)P up
1 y P2 kA &
+§Axup - EAIU}P QW = 0, 1<p<M, (4.8a)
h2
Wy = Gaatty = T50aawy, 1<p< M. (4.8b)



Taking an inner product of (4.8a) with u*, and using Lemma 2.2, we have

Lokp2 (H )\) k ok h? kE k
— - — 4+ = — — (A, =0.
= (24 5) ) = et at) =0

Let S =0 in (2.1b) and (2.1c) of Lemma 2.4, then we get

1 A h?
L (242 (i + 2t <o,
Ty T 2 18

it mean that u* = 0 and w* = 0. Thus, the corresponding nonhomogeneous linear system admits a
unique solution, and the proof is completed. O

5 Convergence and stability analysis

This section is divided into three parts to analyze the error estimates of the TTCD scheme in the maximum
norm. Finally, the stability result of the TTCD scheme is presented.

5.1 Error estimate for Step I

Now we proceed to prove the convergence of the scheme (3.6a)-(3.6d). Define the following notation:

(ec)g = Ug - (Uc)g; (pc)g = W;g - (’LUC)Z, 1< p < M; 0< q < Nca

and the constant

CO = (m,t)glﬂgf[O,T] |u($,t)|, |’U,z(1', t)|a |uII(x7t)|7 |u111(z5 t)| (51)

Taking 77 = ¢ in scheme (3.3a)-(3.3b), and subtracting the scheme (3.6a)-(3.6d) from it, we obtain the
error system

_1 1 1 1 1 1
oilec)y * = udi(pe (U0 ) (o) (o )
h2 1 1 1 1 _1 A2 1
—5 (e (WU ) —w (o E )P )|+ Auleds F = A (e
AT E=(RTE 1<p<M, 0<q<N, (5.2)
h2
(66);?7 = (66)Z+Ma (pC)Z = (Pc)ngMa 1<p<M, 0<qg< N (5-2C)

Theorem 5.1. Suppose that {u(z,t), w(z,t) | (x,t) € Q x [0,T]} is the exact solution of problem (3.1a)-
(3.1b), and let {(uc)d, (we)p? | 1 < p < M, 0 < g < N} be the numerical solution of the coarse-grid
problem (3.6a)-(3.6d). If 2C17. < 1/3 and 72 + h* < 1/C, where Cy is defined in (5.13), then we have

(ec)?h <C(72 +n),  0<g<N. (5.3)

Proof. Tf ¢ = 0, (5.3) is obviously valid, since the initial value is given. By taking an inner product of
(pe)? with (5.2b), and utilizing Lemmas 2.1 and 2.2, we have

h? 9
(o) II* = =75 (aa(pe), (pe)) + ((Qe)", (pe)”) == 11(pe)°II” < Z11(Qe)°II*.
Then, matching the estimates (3.4) for n = ¢ , we get
9
lGpe)®|* < 7L (cn)*. (5:4)

Now, we assume (5.3) holds for 0 < ¢ <n—1 (1 <n < N.). When 72 + h* < 1/C and using Lemma

2.1, we have
L VL

(ec)y <1, llee)?]l < 7 Iee)lloe < == 0<g=n—1. (5.5)



In what follows, we begin to verify that (5.3) holds for ¢ = n. Taking an inner product of (5.2a) with
6¢(ec)a™ 3, we yield

165 (e) ™2 |1 = 1 (55 (pe) T2, 6 (ee)™™ %) + (W (UT2, U772 ) = W ((ue) 2, (ue)?77 ), 5(ec)? %)
h2

ST (W B U777 ) = 0 ((we)" %, (ue) T F ) 67 (ee) T E) = A((pe) T E, 67 () E) (5.6)
+ (Aslec)™7, 57 (ec) %) — % (Da(pe)™2, 87 (ec)7) = ((R)"2,07(ec) %) , 1< g <.

Firstly, we estimate the term containing the operator A,. By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and
Young’s inequality, we have

1 e _1 1 _1 _1
— (Aale) 57 H) < Sl (ee) HIP 4 20(e) B,
h? >

L (Au(pe) ™, 65 ee) o
Secondly, according to (2.1b) in Lemma 2.4, we get

IN

N

1 c qfl 2 h4 qfl 2
S0 42 + Tl H .

IN

6

C 1l . 1 » 1 uhQ . g1
i (05 (pe) ™26 (ee)™ 2 ) < — pldf(ee) 2 = 107 (pe) R
ph? ¢ g—1 <c g—1 c q—3% sc q—3
+ g (6 (pe) 2, 67(Q0) 2> + 1 (0F(Qe)T72, 05 (ec) 7).
By applying Lemma 2.1, Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Young’s inequality, the results as follows:
. _1 O e _1
—plg(ec) "2 [T < = 75119 (ec)q 7%,

e va—ty2 . L2y e vat
195 (ec) I+ @
ph?
32

i (F7(Qe)T %, 67(ec) ) <
ph?

L_
< —
12 =

8¢(p)I" 3. §%(0Q, )93 MhQ 5¢(pe)a 2|2 5¢(0.)9~ 3|2
(8 ()12, 67(Qe)™ %) < T 107 (pe) 2117 + 5 167(Qe) 22,
Thus

2

p (550013052 < (5 + o0 ) I05(@0H P (5.9

1
2

Next, we estimate the terms containing the operator ¥. Note that (e.)?
with the help of Lemma 2.2, it holds that

<\IJ( ’ ’(eC>Q7%)75tc(€C)q7%> - <\IJ( ! a(ec>q71>;5§(ec>q7%> .

Sequentially applying the definition of ¥, Lemmas 2.1 and 2.5, (5.1), and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we
can conclude that

— (U (U772, U0972) = 0 ((ue)?72, (1) "2, 65 (ec) ")
<Co (I(ec)*™ 2|1 + Il(ec) ™21} 1165 (ec) = |

1 _ _ _1 c 1
= (2™ H e (e e oo - ee) 2 1) 155 (el 21

= (€)' + %55(60)(1_%-

+

and 2
ST (W B U7 E ) 0 (o) 7, (ue) T F) 6 (ee) )

h? _1 1 _1 _1 ¢ _1
< (2Cl(ee) ™11 + Coll(ee)™* [+ 2Coll(pe) " | + Col(pe)™#11) 155 ee)* |

h? 1 _ _ _1 c 1
7 (2 F e 1™ a4+ e e (00T 2 ) 185e) 2

10



where the derivation details of this two inequalities can refer to [(3.49) and (3.50), WZS21]. Following
the flexible application of Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, Young’s inequality, and (5.5), we yield

_ <\IJ (Uqféqufé) _v ((uc)qfé, (uc)q*%) 75§(ec)q7%>

_1 e vg_ry VL _1 e/ g1
SCo(I(ecq 2]y + [I(ee) 2H)||5 (ec)? 2||+—I(ec)q 3y 105 (ec)? 2 |
2
Lo got VL . . (5.9)
sgloite q”ﬁ+20%+‘?>I@anﬁ+ﬂ%u%va
1w 1 C3L 1
<7loEee)t 7| + (400 3 )Kec)q I
Similarly, we have
h2 1 1 . 1
S (U2 ) = w () () H) 67(ee)” )
h2( CO ) 1 h2 200 3\/_ _1 _1
2 c q 2 — 12 - S a—3|| . c q9—3
5 \200+ —= NG [(ee)?2 |1 - [|0¢ (ec) H+ Cot——+ [(pe)?™2 || - (165 (ec)? = ||
(5.10)

1 . ht CoL . 4Gy VL’ .
<Z|ls¢ . q—3 2 ( 0 ) . q—3 1|2 0 v . =352
< 19t ee) 21" + 5 (200 + —= 7 [(ec)® 2[1 + 18 = T ) )=

1 L 42 C?L? L 16C? 1
< Z|§¢ =52 ( 0 0 ) q—5|2 2 ( 0 ) q—3 2.
< I8 =P+ (5% + =2 ) 1e)™ 2+ (=52 + L) [1(pe) |

Finally, by substituting (5.7)-(5.10) into (5.6), and invoking Lemma 2.6, we obtain

55022 + 52 [ (ee) 2 = e ™ ) + 55 (100 = 100" 12) = 5 (02171 = o)™ )

3 e 1 4002  19C2L? 1 16C 1
<D aptear b1+ (14208 OB gt e (550 4 L) ooyt

9 54
2 o 05(QuE) + A (@0 )™ ) + (R, 65(en) )
12 c y Yt c c Y c C » Yt c
h? L? 1 1 h*
Q)T = )43 |2 -3
(g + 20 ) 197(QuT 3 + 20 HE + o) 2

40C§ | 19G3L* 2)

ﬂ@@a“ﬂf+(L+ 5 =
AQHHL) g—32 2 g—32 a—3 2

¢ - - - <q <n.

(5 A B 5@ I 4 200(@0 P + 2 (R, 1<g <

1 h? 1
e+ 2 (1603 + 0L+ 3) 0~

(5.11)

According to Lemma 2.1, we have

2

31 = 2 (o)1 + o)1) <

Thus, if we set

(II( )17+ (o) 1%) *% (ICoe)?F + 1(pe)*=17) -

| =
N

q q|2 h? q(2 _ h'
67 = (o)} + 73 (p)I1* = 15510 0 < g < N,

and use the truncation errors (3.4) for n = ¢, then (5.11) can be simplified as

1
5 (G =G GG+ G + (i + 1Y), 1< <, (5.12)
where the constants
L 20C? 19C?L?> 1 16C? 9L 3
Oy = { 0 0 - 220y 7 _},
L O W) 08x TN A XA

(5.13)

Ao pl? )2
Co = ( T ooy T T2 TR )C

11



For the index ¢ of (5.12), by summing up from 1 to n, we yield

n—1
G" — G° < 2017.G" +4C1T. Y GI+ 20, (12 + 1Y)°.
q=0

Here, we also need to analyze the positivity of G°. According to Lemma 2.1 and (5.4), it holds that

0= E I < = 1 - o0 < 1l < SL(en)? . gy
18 12 144 4
Moreover, when 2C) 7. < 1/3, we also have
n—1 02 5
G"SGCmqZOGqu e sor (T +hY)

Applying the Grownwall inequality [Lemma, ST86] and Lemma 2.1, then we obtain

c
()" < G < exp(6CiT) [ 367+ tag (et ny| < e @2y,

which implies that the proof of (5.3) has been completed. O

Corollary 5.1. According to Lemma 2.1 and (5.3), we can derive the L? norm and maximum norm
error estimates on the coarse grid, i.e.,

|\<ec>q||<f|<ec |1<%<T HY, 0<q<AN, (5.15)
el < pteth < 22 1), 0<q< . (5.16)

5.2 Error estimate for Step II

Before stating the error estimates for the interpolation formulas (3.7)-(3.8), we first introduce the following
notation:

(ef)n =Up — (ug)s, (pf)y =Wy —(ws)h, 1<p< M, 0<k<Ny.

Theorem 5.2. Suppose {u(x,t),w(x,t) | (x,t) € Q x [0,T]} is the exact solution of problem (3.1a)-
(3.1b) and {(us)k, (ws)k |1 <p <M, 0 <k < Ny} is the rough solution on the fine grid obtained by the
interpolation formulas (3.7)-(3.8). If u(z,t) € C*2(Q x [0,T)), then

lep) < 02 + 1Y), lles)loe <C, 0<k <Ny, (5.17)

where the positive constants C, C are independent of 7. and h.

Proof. Assume that u(x,t) € C*2(Q x [0,T]). For the fixed spatial grid node z,, 1 < p < M, considering
the truncation error of linear Lagrange interpolation in temporal direction, we easily yield

—1)Br+r —1)8, r - uge (2, §)
Uyt = (1 - E) U= EUz‘fﬁ + =5 [(t)g-1p+r = (te)g—1]

’ [(tf)(q—l),&-w - (tc)q] , €€ (( ) (g—1)» (t )q)'

Subtracting (3.7) from (5.18), then we have

(5.18)

e = (1= ) e + -0t

Br
Utt (ﬂﬁp, 'f)

+ =5 [t -np,+r = (te)g=1] [(Er) @1y, +r = (Ee)a]

12



Applying the triangle inequality, it holds that

o)) < (1= ) e I + - lee)l + G2,
e < (1= ) e o + - lee)h + 72
After combining the above estimates with (5.15) and (5.3), we obtain
Ies)¥ll € o2 +Y) + o < €2 + ), 0 <R < Ny (519)
len¥ e < YElteth < Y2 e wy+ Y2 < o<k, (5.20)
where C' > 0 is independent of 7. and h. This completes the proof. O

Now, we take n = f in (3.3b), and subtract (3.8) from (3.3b), then we yield

h2
(ps)y = dales)y = 5 0aa(pp)y + (Qp)p, 1<p< M, 0<k <Ny, (5.21)

and it can be rewritten as the following vector form,

o= (24 25.) dtent+ (14 125.) @

where 7 is the identity operator. Denote A =T —|— 511. It is easy to check that A is a circulant matrix,

then its eigenvalues (04), =1— = 51112 (%) can be calculated by discrete Fourier transform, see [Gra06].

Thus, the eigenvalues of A~! satisfy 1<(o4-1)p < % Based on this conclusion and Lemma 2.1, we have
1Gpr)* I < AT (Saaler)® + (@) | < NA™ lspee (1822 (er)™ | + Q)" 1)
3(4 k k ) 6 k 3 k
<- ') = 75 - .
< 3 (e I+ @M = 5l ten I+ 1@p)*I

Finally, by using the definition of the operator d,,, (5.21) can be rewritten as

200k = o5 (enhon = 2enh+ (en)bor) = 35 (r)h-s + (o)) + (@1}

Therefore, under the periodic boundary condition, we can derive

(5.22)

5 1
21081 < 25l oo + o) e + 1@, 1<p<M

we know that |(Q)k| < Cht, l(ef)¥lloo < C from (3.4) and (5.17), respectively. Since the above inequality
holds for all p, there exists a constant C > 0 such that

1o < e (e, + 3C°) < 2. (5.2

5.3 Error estimate for Step III

Finally, we analyze the convergence of the scheme (3.9a)-(3.9d). Denote

eh =UF —ul, =WF—wk, 1<p<M, 0<k<Ny.

Take n = f in scheme (3.3a)-(3.3b). Subtracting the scheme (3.9a)-(3.9d) from (3.3a)-(3.3b), we
derive the following error system

5fe§_2 f;u;t pp % + v (Uﬁ_a,Uﬁ_E) - ((Uf) 2 u]; _)
e bkt k-} b} AN
B} [ (Wp »Up )*\I’((wf)p ) Up )}WLAzep - GAIPP
gy 7= (Rf)]zj_ia 1<p<M, 0<Fk<Ny, (5.24a)
h2
ek=ek y, ph=piy, 1<p<M, 0<k<N; (5.24¢)

13



Theorem 5.3. Suppose {u(x,t), w(x,t) | (x,t) € Qx[0,T]} is the exact solution of problem (3.1a)-(3.1b)
and {u’;, w]; |1 <p<M, 0<Ek< Ny} is the corrected solution on the fine grid evaluated by the problem
(3.9a)-(3.9d). If 27;C5 < 1/3, then

"L < O (F2+ 77+ "), 0<k<Ny. (5.25)
Proof. Due to the initial value is known, so (5.25) clearly holds when k = 0. Similar to (5.4), we also get

9

12°)1% < ZL (Ch*)?. (5.26)

Now, we prove that (5.25) holds for k = n. Taking an inner product of (5.24a) with 5{6’“’%, we have
16 e* 2 1* — (8 2 8] b)) 4+ (W (UF 2, UM 2 ) W ()t 2 a6 R R)

B (WU < () b ) <3 (o) (5.2
b (A gty

5 <Ampk7%,5gek7%> = <(Rf)k7%,5{ek7%> , 1<k<n.

Since some inner product terms in (5.27) are consistent with (5.6), some details will be omitted. For the
second term, we employ (2.1b) in Lemma 2.4 to get

_1 _1 1 ph? 1
(o] ph2, of ek 2>s—u|5fek e R G &
+E5 <5f 201 @p)E) + (0] Q)R e R

Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, Young’s inequality and Lemma 2.1, we have
phi S RNy o Sy S B R 1] [T R AIE P
o (6" E @) < SRR 6] (@) P

503 sTek—3N < BLy st o b3y 15T ch—b), < Pyt k312 “_L25f 3|2
(3 (@)%, 0] ehE) < S6](@) R I i < Sl e+ TNl (@)t |

V6

This suggests that

2

h% L2

_1 _1 I _1 _1

p (8]t 2 0]z ) < Tl et 4 67 (@p)* 2% (5.28)
2 32

Regarding the terms containing operator Af, we directly use (5.7), that is,

1
— (Buehd, ] ) < ] H |2 2l
_1 _1 —1,9 _1
o (QaptE ol E) < ollof et E P+ ol R
Afterwards, we focus on the estimates of the inner product term containing the operator W. Recall the
notation (ef)% = U} — (ug)F. By combining the definition of ¥ with Lemmas 2.2 and 2.5, we get

I
|
T~

+ \
Wl W= Wl

14



Furthermore, by flexibly applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, Young’s inequality, (5.1), (5.17) and
Lemma 2.1, we derive

(05,0 - w () E ) o)
2Cy, -1 Cop g1 _1 Co _1 _1 _1
< (20t k4 ) f A+ SRy (IR )+ 1ok )

1 1 1 1 1 1
+§H(€f)k oo (J€F 72 1 - (|62 4 [|eb 2 - 6] € 2|1)

20, COL) o1 Fop_t Co 1 fok—1 f -1
<=0, =0 6 2 — 2 ) 2 1) 2
_( 3 +3\/€ N e Y ||<Ht€ |+ 107 e |1)

C. 1 CL . 1

+§Ie’“ 2y - [|of ¥ 2||++3¢6Ie’“ 2y - |of k2],

1 ; 16C2  2C2L2 4C?  (C2L2 402 L2 ;
<Z|I5f k312 0 0 = k-3 5f k—12 ( 0 0) -32,
<gloie =7+ | == + —- o ¥ 21 + 27+ n ll(es)" 2|

(5.30)
Similarly, we have
h2 1 1ol 1
7<\I/<Wk 2, U* 2)—\I/<(wf)k 2, uf 2),5tfek 2>
h 1 _ _1
I (WA 8) 1w (U ) (o) ol
2 1 1
:% <2Wk_5A eF=2 4 —D ek 2 (ZjéWk_é + §D_ek_5 Oz 2Wk_%,6fek_%>
h? k—1 k—1 of k—1 h? k—Lrrk— f k-1
+E<(Pf) 2A U2, b5 2> E<(Pf) UM A, (5t€ 2)>
h? ko1 k—1 of k—1 h? k—1 k-1 fok—3
=5 (o) E At gl ) 4 (o) e R A (8] e472)),
and using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, Young’s inequality, (5.1), (5.23), Lemma 2.1 again, it follows that
h2 1 1 1 1 1
?<\P (WkiE,kai)—\P((wf)kfi,uk75>,5fek75>
Coh? . 1, Coh® , 1 1, Coh? _ _
< (o ek by DI et ) f et 4+ S o (o h ) fof e )
h? f—1 k-1 Fok—1 k=L 1sf k-1
g o) Elloo (1" 2 1a - 16 2] 4 e* 21 - 6] * 1)
Coh2 CoLh2 _1 _1 Coh2 1 _1
< (S T e E 1o+ S o) (16 o)
~ 1 1 CL, ,_ 1 1

+Cle"2[y - ||6] e 2H+%|ek 2|y - [of b2y

1 ; AC2  C21?  ~, C?L? c: e ;
<2157 k3|12 o 0 402 k-2 5f k-2 < 0 )h4 k=312,
Sloeet 2P+ | =7+ - H407+ 3 "2 i+ n 27+ 18 +9 (o)l

(5.31)

Finally, by applying Lemmas 2.1, 2.6, and substituting (5.28)-(5.30) into (5.27), it holds that

g
2 4
fk—%z A k k—1)2 h k|2 k—12 h k—12
o= 2+ 5 [ (¥ = 16711 + 5 (1P = 1 1%) = 7 (M = 1)
2 L?  40C? 10C2L2 2h>
<liafert ) + ( 0 6L K¢, 10¢ +2) 2+ 2
H (5.32)

ACE Cg) Je=3|2 (Co Co) 4 a1l (h2 ) Je=3 2
. P (g g ) e P (55 + 5 ) 10T @2

#h @0) ) 42 (@0 o)+ (R o).

12
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we now apply Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Young’s inequality to the remaining inner product terms
1
in order to eliminate ||6{ ¢~ 2||2. Then, substituting (5.22), we yield

2 T(H = 151 + 2 (12 = 11) = 2 (14 = 1)
27¢ ! Y2 144 V01 !

2002 212 4 2 1 ~2L2 B2
g( 0C§ | 5CRL®  40C% 100 +2> |ek,%|%+3_”pk,%”+<7600 3800)

k—L1,2
9 54 9 271 9 Ies)* 21

A2h?  h? L2 1 CZnt  CZht 1 1
(T + 55+ 1) 1@ 1+ (B0 + S 20 ) @ P 4 20 ) P

Set G* = |eF|? + ?—;HMHQ 144|p |2. Then, by taking n = f in (3.4), and using (5.17), we derive

% (GF =GN < Cy (GF+ G ) + Oy (P2 4+ 1Y) + C5 (12 +1Y)°, 1<k<n. (5.33)
f

where the constants are denoted as

1002  5C2L2 20C%? 5C%L® 1 3 76C2  38C2
Cs = 9 o -, = C :( o 0)02
3 max{ ox Tosh T ox Tom T /\}’ 1 on A

pA | opo pl? G5 CF ) 2
C (— LY e I ) DY C2I
5= 64+32)\+12/\+4)\+2/\+ 3

For the inequality (5.33), summing up over the index k from 1 to n, we get

n—1
G" — G < 27y C3G™ + 4403 Y G* + 27, Cy (12 + h%)* 4 2705 (73 + 1),
k=0

Obviously, 0 < G® < 2L(Ch*)? can be derived from (5.26) and Lemma 2.1. Thus, when 27,C3 < 1/3,
we have

n—1
n k 04 2
G <6Tng]§OG + = GO BTeN (2 +hY)" + 203(f+h4)

Using the Grownwall inequality and Lemma 2.1, it holds that

n n 04 2 2
le"]? < G™ < exp (6C3T) GO 2Cs (2 +hY)" + 30, (Tf + h4) <C* (2477 +hY)7,
which implies the proof of (5.25) has been completed. O

Remark 5.1. Some scholars have employed Newton linearization (i.e., Taylor expansion) to design Step
III, which inevitably introduces truncation errors that must be accounted for, as discussed in [QXGZ20)].
As a result, the right-hand side of the corresponding inequality would include terms like |(e;)*= 2|4,
ultimately leading to an error estimate on the order of (9(7]% + 74+ hY).
In contrast, the linearized scheme (3.9a)-(3.9d) introduced in Step III of our work does not rely on
Taylor expansion, thereby avoiding the truncation errors associated with such linearization. Given that
= B,7p and B > 1, our error estimate O(77 + 72 + h*) presented in (5.25) remains both valid and

computationally feasible.

Corollary 5.2. The L? norm and mazimum norm error estimates on the fine grid as follows:

. LC
I <

NG
CVL
T2

lle¥[l < fle (r2+7F+h"), 0<k<Ny, (5.34)
VI

€] o0 < T|ek|1§ (Z2+77+h"), 0<k<Ny (5.35)
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5.4 Stability

In what follows, we analyze the stability of Step I and Step III in TTCD scheme. In Step I, by (5.3) and
Lemma 2.1, the boundedness of numerical solution (u.)# can be derived as

eyl < YL Ui+ (e < 2o (G CE + i) <€ (530)

)4 <
)l < %5

Suppose { (@ic)?, (we)2} is the solution of

c(m \4— 3% clm \d—3 < Na—F (~ a3 h? N e R

0y (“0)10 — 116y (w0)p +v ((“0)10 ) (“c)p ) - E‘I’ (( p 2 (Uc)p
g1 h? -1 g1 g—1

+A,(Te)p > — FAgg(wc)p > Niwe)p 2=mrp 2, 1<p< M, 1<qg< N, (5.37a)

- ~ h? -
(wc)g = 6zz(uc)g - Eémm(wc)ga 1< p< M, 0< q< Nc, (537]2))
(@e)f = (Ue)gynys  (We)p = (We)f ppy 1<p <M, 0<q< N, (5.37¢)
(c)y = ¢ (zp) + ¢ (), 1<p<M, (5.37d)

_1
2

where rg and ¢ (z,) denote the perturbation about source term and initial value, respectively. Denote

R N CA T A A P
Subtracting the system (3.6a)-(3.6d) from (5.37a)-(5.37d), the resulting perturbation system is as follows:

1

_1 _1 _1 _1 _1 _1
ACA T ACAHES A (AR NCA ) B A (PRER N OB
h? gl g1 1 _1 el R 1
—5 |9 (@8 @) = @ (woh T o) )] + Au(E)h - T A
AG)E P = 1<p< M, 1<q< N, (5.38a)
- N h? 5
(6e)p = dza(Ee)f — 15 0e2(Ge)j, 1<p<M, 0<q< N, (5.38b)
E)f = C)piar (@) =(G)pipy 1<p<M, 0<g< N, (5.38¢)
(E)) =C(zp), 1<p< M. (5.38d)

In Step III, we can also obtain |[u¥||sc < C. Similar to (5.37a)-(5.37d), a difference scheme can
be also established, which concerns initial value perturbation ¢ (x,) and source perturbation 72];_5 for

_1

1<p<M,0<k< N¢. If the solution to this scheme is set as {ﬂ’;,u?’;}, and denote EJS 2= ﬂ’; — u’;,
_1

6]]; = 711]; — w’;, then a perturbation system analogous to (5.38a)-(5.38d) is obtained, where {u’;, w’;}

is the solution of problem (3.9a)-(3.9d).
By taking an inner product of (5.38a) with (éc)q_%, and using the similar proof of Theorem 5.1, we
can derive the stability of Step I, and the stability of Step III can also be easily yielded.

Theorem 5.4. Suppose {(£.)%, (5.)1} is the solution of perturbation problem (5.38a)-(5.38d), and {k, &k
is the solution of perturbation problem corresponding to Step III .Then we have

q
IE)? < C <Z [l ]|% + ||C||2> , 0<g< N, (5.39)
n=1
and
k
~ an—L1
H&Psc<Zwr2P+mP>,OSkSNﬂ (5.40)
n=1
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6 Numerical experiments

In this section, we will provide some numerical experiments to confirm the effectiveness of TTCD scheme
(3.6)-(3.9), and choose the standard NCD scheme (3.5a)-(3.5d) on the fine grid as the reference. All
examples are implemented on a computer with Intel Core i7-12700 CPU and 16GB of RAM, the software
environment is MATLAB R2023a.

Assume U} is the exact solution of problem (1.1)-(1.3) at point (z;,tx), and u} is the numerical solu-
tion obtained by the scheme (3.9a)-(3.9d). To evaluate the convergence of the proposed scheme, we define

the maximum norm error of the TTCD scheme as follows: Error}}“" (1, h) = maxi<p<nr, |uy — U],
0<k<N;
and Error’ " (27, h) Error2l " (14, 2h)
Ratel..., = log, < = L ) . Ratel .., = log, ( = I ) .

Errory " (74, h)

oo

Errory) " (7, h)

o0

where Rate’ and Rate® denote the temporal and spatial convergence rates, respectively. For the NCD
t can be defined similarly. If the exact solution is

scheme, the notations Errori. ", Ratey., and Rated .,
unknown, the errors and convergence rates are assessed as follows:
TTCD
) Errory 3" (277, h)
= logy )

Error)] " (74,h) = max |ul (1, h) — w2V (T?f, h)} ., Ratel

00, 1<p<M, P TTCD Error’) " (14, h)
0<k<N; ,
h Errory) (" (7, 2h)
Error™ " (14, h) = max |uf (14, h) — u® (7‘ — Rate®” .. =lo sl )
00,5 ( fo ) 1<p<hr, | P ( fo ) 2p \ 1 f» VAR TTCD g2 ErrorgoTiD (Tf, h)
0<k<N; ’

Then we define Error}Sy (74, k), ErroriSs (74, h), Ratel?, , Rate5, as the same way.

In this work, we use the fixed point iteration to solve the NCD scheme (3.5a)-(3.5d). The concrete
iteration step as follows:

1 (ul,m+1 B uz—1) B Tﬁn (Wl,m+1 B wz—1) e (uz—§7ul—%) B h;\p <Wl—%7ul—%)
<Axul,m+1 n Axul_l) R (Axwl,m-kl n Axwl_l) _ % <Wl,m+1 +Wz—1> —o,
%7111—%) _ i <\If <ul,m+17ul,m> LU <ul,m+17ul—l) L (ul—17ul,m+1> LU (ul_17ul_l)) 7

o (wk%?uzf%) _ i (\If (wl,m+17ul,m> LU (Wl,m+17ul—1) Ly (wl—17ul,m+l) L (Wl717ul71>> 7

9 -1
Wl:(I+ %&cw) 6acxul7 1SZSN777 77:07f7

where u! = (ul,ub, - ub,)T and w! = (wi,wl, -, wk,)T. Here, the number m denotes the m-th
iteration, 7 is a identity operator, and the initial iteration value is u»? = u!~'. In each step, we just need
to satisfy the following one of stop conditions

e Stop tolerance: max |ul™tt —ul™| <10712.
1<p<M

e Maximum iteration number: 200.

Note that n denotes the time grid type. According to Remark 3.1, the iteration scheme of NCD scheme
on the coarse or fine time grid can be readily obtained.

Example 6.1 (Manufactured Solution). we consider the equation (1.1) possess the exact solution u(z,t) =
e'sin(mz), (z,t) € [0,2] x [0,1] and the period is L = 2. Then its source term can be derived as

[z, t)=[1+ (u+ )\)7T2] e' sin(rx) + ge% sin(2mz) + me' cos(mx). (6.1)
In Tables 1 and 2, we show the discrete maximum norm errors, convergence orders in time and CPU
times for the TTCD scheme and standard NCD scheme, where the parameter (i, A) is chosen as (1,1)

and (1,0.01). The numerical results display that both methods achieve second-order convergence in time,
which is consistent with the theoretical analysis. Although the errors of the two methods are of the same
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order of magnitude,the computational cost of TTCD scheme is obviously less than that of NCD scheme.
Especially for the large temporal step-size ratio 8,, TTCD scheme can save more running time.

In Table 3, with the fixed coarse grid step 7. = 1/2500 and 8, = 4, we find that both schemes
reach theoretical fourth-order convergence in space for various parameter (u,A), with errors that are
almost identical. In particular, TTCD scheme clearly saves on calculation costs. Figure 1 shows the
convergence rate of TTCD scheme for the different parameter (u, ), where the second-order temporal
and fourth-order spatial convergence can be observed intuitively. Figure 2 displays that the maximum
norm error decreases as the CPU time increases for both schemes. Howerver, under the same accuracy,
TTCD scheme requires less CPU time than NCD scheme. In short, we can conclude that TTCD scheme
reduces the computational cost while maintaining the accuracy of NCD scheme.

Table 1: The Maximum norm errors, temporal convergence rates and CPU times for Example 6.1 with
h =1/600 and 5, = 2.

(1, N) Te Ty Errorsl <" Ratel..., CPU(s) ErroriS® Ratel., CPU(s)
1/8 1/16  4.5684 x 107%4 - 10.59  4.3088 x 10794 - 14.90

1/16  1/32  1.1421 x 107%  2.0000 19.81  1.0774 x 1079 1.9997  25.36
1/32 1/64 2.8551 x 107%  2.0000 36.46  2.6935x 107%  2.0000  51.27
1/64 1/128 7.1381x 107%  1.9999 70.32  6.7321 x 1079 2.0004 90.02

1/8 1/16  6.5858 x 10~%4 - 10.62  6.0428 x 10794 - 16.25
1/16  1/32  1.6448 x 1079 2.0014 19.82  1.5108 x 1079 1.9999  25.95
1/32  1/64 4.1111x107%  2.0003 36.43  3.7772x 1079 2.0000  48.34
1/64 1/128 1.0274x 107%  2.0005 70.40  9.4449 x 107 1.9997  85.74

(1,1)

(1,0.01)

Table 2: The Maximum norm errors, temporal convergence rates and CPU times for Example 6.1 with
h =1/500 and 3, = 3.

(1, ) Te Ty Error’. " Ratel..., CPU(s) Errory ™ Ratel., CPU(s)
1/6  1/18 5.4253 x 107 - 742 3.4047 x 107% - 12.68

/12 1/36  1.3568 x 107%*  1.9995 13.29 85128 x 107%  1.9998  23.65
1/24  1/72  3.3920 x 1079 2.0000 25.11 21285 x 107%°  1.9998  44.74
1/48 1/144 8.4842x107%  1.9993 47.38  5.3245x 107%  1.9991 76.89

1/6  1/18  7.9326 x 107% - 747 47747 x 10704 - 12.36
/12 1/36  1.9773 x 107%  2.0043 13.42  1.1937 x 1079 1.9999 21.86
1/24  1/72 49396 x 107%°  2.0011 25.38 29847 x 1079 1.9998  41.80
1/48 1/144 1.2344 x 107%  2.0006 47.66  7.4554x107°  2.0012  72.75

(1,0.01)

Example 6.2 (Unknown Solution). In this example, we consider the following initial value condition

u(z,0) = ?sechQ (g) , (6.2)

where the domain is (x,t) € [—30,30] x [0, 1] and the period is L = 60. There has no exact solution here.

By observing the Tables 4 and 5, we can see that both schemes achieve the temporal second-order
and spatial fourth-order convergence, which verifies the theoretical results further. Note that the period
is L = 60 in this example, which means that, compared with Example 6.1, we need more space points
under the same space step size h. Comparing the CPU times of this two methods in Tables 4 and 5, the
NCD scheme is extremely time-consuming, and TTCD scheme can significantly reduce the running time
without loss of accuracy.

In Table 6, we list the computed values of conservation invariant E* defined in (4.4). The results
display that TTCD scheme can maintain the conservation invariants approximately under various param-
eters (i, \), even for the larger space step size h. Figure 3 clearly displays the sencond-order temporal and
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Table 3: The Maximum norm errors and spatial convergence rates for Example 6.1 with 7. = 1/2500 and

ﬂ‘r =4.
(py M) h Errors " Ratel,.., CPU(s) ErroriS® Ratel,, CPU(s)
1/6  1.8117 x 1079 - 233 1.8117x 1072 - 4.21
(1,1) 1/12  1.1796 x 1079 3.9410 3.34  1.1796 x 107°*  3.9410 5.91
' 1/24 75077 x 1079  3.9738 7.53  7.5087 x 1079 3.9736 12.28
1/48  4.6693 x 10797 4.0071 21.54  4.6800 x 10797 4.0040  35.70
1/6  2.1496 x 1079 - 2.35  2.1496 x 1072 - 4.16
(1,001) 1/12 14475 x 1079 3.8924 328  1.4475x107%  3.8924 5.75
o 1/24 9.1123 x 1079 3.9896 725 91139 x 1079 3.9894 12.09
1/48 5.7014 x 10797 3.9984 21.68  5.7188 x 10797 3.9943  36.45
107
—O0(h")
oL =) = (1, 1) -
107 F | —-gemm (11, 0) = (0.1,0.1) e
—-Ac= (11, )) = (0.01,0.01) ,A"/_/’/
5 5 1073 P ::_,«""/,‘/
‘S ‘2 10 P A"’::"/:,U" g
g Efq o0 //‘/ ,,//,/
Vg /_,/‘ ’_,0”
7 .: _____ -

1/240 1120

Tf

1/60

1/30

(a)h:ﬁandﬁq—:&

1/48 1/24

h

172

(b) 7 = ﬁ and B, = 3.

Figure 1: The Maximum norm error of TTCD scheme for Example 6.1.
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Figure 2: The CPU time for Example 6.1 with (u, A\) = (1,1), h = 1/600 and 3, = 2.



Table 4: The Maximum norm errors, temporal convergence rates and CPU times for Example 6.2 with
h =1/20 and 3, = 4.

(s N) Te Ty Error 3" Ratelr., CPU(s) ErrorgSy Ratel’, CPU(s)
1/10  1/40  1.0033 x 1079 - 15.83  4.4675 x 107 - 30.14

(1.1) 1/20  1/80 2.5088 x 107°  1.9997 31.61  1.1169 x 107°  1.9999  60.34

’ 1/40 1/160 6.2720 x 107°7  2.0000 57.68  2.7919 x 107°7  2.0002 99.26
1/80 1/320 1.5684x 107°7  1.9996  115.85 6.9852x 107  1.9989  215.16

1/10  1/40  1.5300 x 1079 - 16.01  4.4377 x 1079 - 30.69

(1,0.01) 1/20  1/80 3.8278 x 1079  1.9989 31.97  1.1095x107%  1.9999  61.31
o 1/40 1/160 9.5713 x 10797 1.9997 57.84 27738 x 10797 1.9999  99.71
1/80 1/320 2.3923 x 107°7  2.0003  116.33 6.9276 x 107  2.0014  206.70

Table 5: The Maximum norm errors and spatial convergence rates for Example 6.2 with 7. = 1/1000 and

6‘1’24-

(p, ) h Error ] ¢” Ratell., CPU(s) ErrorsSs Ratel, CPU(s)
3/4  3.1652 x 10~ - 6.81  3.1652 x 1074 - 10.56

(1.1) 3/8 22576 x 107%  3.8094 18.92 22576 x 107%  3.8095  28.30

' 3/16  1.4247 x 10796 3.9860 65.48  1.4247 x 107%  3.9860 96.78
3/32 8.9877x107%  3.9866  526.54 8.9848 x 1079  3.9871  936.86

3/4  5.4130 x 107 - 750  5.4130 x 107% - 10.84

(1,001) 3/8 3.9436 x 107%  3.7788 20.05  3.9436 x 1079 3.7788  29.44
’ 3/16  2.4927 x 1079 3.9837 69.66  2.4927 x 107°  3.9837  101.83
3/32  1.5695x 1077 3.9804  691.70 1.5698 x 10797 3.9891  1071.92

Table 6: For Example 6.2, the numerical conservation invariant E* defined in (4.4) with mesh size
h =1/10 and 7, = 1/1024.

(1, A) = (1,1)

(11, A) = (0.1,0.1)

(1, \) = (0.01,0.01)

2.903703684187
2.903703684212
2.903703684227
2.903703684230
2.903703684220
2.903703684196

2.690370368419
2.690370368490
2.690370368653
2.690370368908
2.690370369262
2.690370369724

2.669037036842
2.669037036927
2.669037037266
2.669037038386
2.669037042923
2.669037062762

L>— norm error

—— o)

—-— (1, N) = (1,1)
L[ = (01,00)
102 ¢ |—-A— (11, A) = (0.01,0.01)

L>*— norm error

1144
Tf

(a) h= = and B, = 3.

15

(b) 75 =

1500

16 13 213

and Br = 3.

Figure 3: The Maximum norm error of TTCD scheme for Example 6.2.
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Figure 4: The CPU time for Example 6.2 with (u, A) = (1,1), h = 1/20 and S, = 4.

fourth-order spatial convergence of the TTCD scheme, even for the various parameter (u, A). In addition,
Figure 4 presents the relationship between the maximum norm errors and CPU times, reflecting the fact
that the TTCD scheme is more efficient than the NCD scheme.

7 Conclusion

We have proposed a Temporal Two-Grid Compact Difference (TTCD) scheme based on the Crank-
Nicolson method and a temporal two-grid algorithm for solving the one-dimensional BBMB equation.
Using the energy method, the scheme was shown to achieve second-order accuracy in time and fourth-order
accuracy in space in the maximum norm. Furthermore, the conservation property, unique solvability, and
stability of the scheme have been rigorously established. Finally, two numerical examples confirm the
theoretical results. The comparison of computational outcomes demonstrates that the TTCD scheme
reduces CPU time while maintaining the same accuracy as the standard nonlinear compact difference
scheme.
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