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Some Interior Estimates for
Semidiscrete Galerkin Approximations
for Parabolic Equations

By Vidar Thomeée
Abstract. Consider a solution u of the parabolic equation
up+ Au=f in Q xfo, 1),

where A is a second order elliptic differential operator. Let {Sh; h small} denote a
family of finite element subspaces of Hl(ﬂ) which permits approximation of a smooth
function to order O(h’). Let Qg C Q and assume that uy: [0, T] — S, is an approxi-
mate solution which satisfies the semidiscrete interior equation

(up,p ) + Ay, ) =, x) VxE 52(29) = {x € 8y, supp x € 24},

where A( -, - ) denotes the bilinear form on Hl(ﬂ) associated with 4. It is shown
that if the finite element spaces are based on uniform partitions in a specific sense
in Qo, then difference quotients of u, may be used to approximate derivatives of u
in the interior of £, to order O(h") provided certain weak global error estimates
for uy — u to this order are available. This generalizes results proved for elliptic
problems by Nitsche and Schatz [9] and Bramble, Nitsche and Schatz [1].

1. Introduction. Let 4 be a second order elliptic differential operator in a
smooth domain Q C R¥ and let u be a solution of

(1.1 Au=f in Q,

with some boundary condition on dQ. Let {S,; h small} denote a family of finite
element subspaces of H!(£2) which permits approximation of a smooth function to

order O(h") in L, or L, say. Let Q, C Q and assume that u;, € S, is an approxi-
mate solution of (1.1) which satisfies the interior equation

AW, ) =(X) VX ESH,) = {X € Sp; supp X C o},

where A( -, - ) denotes the bilinear form on H 1(Q) associated with the operator A.

It was then proved in Nitsche and Schatz [9], Bramble, Nitsche and Schatz [1] that
if the finite element spaces are based on uniform partitions in a specific sense in the
interior domain £, then difference quotients of u may be used to approximate deriv-
atives of u in the interior of £ to order O(h"). More precisely, it was shown in 1]
that if Q,, is a finite difference operator approximating D*(la] = m) with accuracy 7,
if Q, CC Q, C Q, and if u is sufficiently smooth, then for each p,
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(1.2) Qnutr —Daulﬂz < Ch'llull,,, +r+Ng,0 + Qlu,, — ull_p,gl,

Combined with known global error estimates for u,, this yields uniform interior esti-
mates for approximations to arbitrary derivatives. Here and below we denote for Q,
cQ,

o, =11 "wz,'(nl) and ||l q, =" ”H"’(nl),

with m and Q, suppressed when m = 0 or Q; = §, respectively, and where for m >
0 with (-, +) the inner product in L, (£2),

Izl (u, ¢)
ulg-meq .y = sup T—— -
Q) SPECBO(‘QI) ”‘p"Hm(Q 1)
The purpose of the present paper is to derive similar results for theisolution u
of a parabolic equation (u, = du/dr)

(1.3) u,+Au=f in Qx|[0,T],

and an approximate solution u,: [0, T] — S, satisfying the semidiscrete interior
equation

Wpp )+ Ap ) = (5% ¥x € SUAL).

These results are stated and proved in Section 4. Our first main result (Theorem 4.1
below) shows that similarly to (1.2) above, if the initial-values satisfy, with Ay( -, *)
some elliptic bilinear form on H!(),

Ao@p(0) ~u(0), ) =0 Vx € S(Q),

then for ¢ € [0, T], and with e, = u;, — u,
(14) 1Quttn(t) = D°u(D)l, < C {WBw) + Re,) },

where B(u) depends on a number of derivatives of u in Q; x [0, ¢] and R(e,) con-
sists of weak norms on this set of the error; with p, ¢ arbitrary numbers,

t %
R(ey) = lleyO)l_p, 0, + ( I el + hqne,,,,uz)dr) :

In our second main result (Theorem 4.2) we show that if we are content with an esti-
mate for time bounded away from zero, then an error estimate analogous to (1.4)
holds, with B(u) and R(e),) now only depending on u and e, over a short interval
preceding ¢ and without any restriction on the initial-values. The first of these two
results may be thought of as interior in space only whereas the second is then interior
with respect to both space and time. In the same way as for the elliptic problem
quoted above, these estimates may be combined with known estimates for e, to

yield spatially interior uniform O(h") bounds for Q,u, — D*u. Several such error esti-
mates are available in the literature, cf. e.g. [3], [5], [6], [7], [10], [11], and further
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estimates, specially tailored to the present situation, are derived in Section 5 below.

An estimate for Q,u;,, — D*u of the type just described was obtained in Bramble,
Schatz, Thomée and Wahlbin [2] as a part of a rather general theory treating the
homogeneous case (f = 0) of the equation (1.3) under Dirichlet boundary conditions,
with A4 selfadjoint, nonnegative and time-independent.

This particular estimate was derived using the corresponding known estimates in
the elliptic case quoted above, by considering u,, as an approximate solution of a non-
homogeneous elliptic problem with u, as a right-hand side, first trading difference
quotients in space for time derivatives and then applying global error estimates for
time derivatives. These global estimates were obtained by a method using spectral
representations and allowing for considerable generality in treating the approximation
of the boundary conditions. We shall review the framework of these estimates in
Section 5 below. The constant in the resulting O(h") estimate for Q,u, — D*u here
behaves like a negative power of ¢ and the estimate, therefore, is not valid uniformly
for small ¢. Also, since it uses global error estimates in space for the time derivatives,
restrictive regularity assumptions have to be imposed on the solution which are global
in space. The technique of estimating Q,u;, — D®u in terms of time derivatives of
e, generalizes to the nonhomogeneous equation as stated in Theorem 4.3.

Besides being valid for the nonhomogeneous equation the error estimates of the
present paper differ from the corresponding ones of [2] in that they require severe
regularity assumptions only in a neighborhood of the domain over which the error is
sought, and one of the estimates is uniform down to ¢ = 0. They will be derived by
the energy method, using the parabolic character directly rather than considering u,
as an inhomogeneity in an elliptic equation. This method of proof will allow us to
treat without complications operators which are nonselfadjoint and which depend on
time. The major step is to derive a spatially interior estimate for the semidiscrete
parabolic equation corresponding to the following estimate for the continuous problem,
namely

t %
WO, 2, < C {0, + (Joanz, -1 a, + i ar)"}.

This result will be shown in Section 3 below. One of the tools in deriving it is a
super-approximation result for the approximating spaces which is based on the fol-
lowing super-approximation property assumed in [1] and [9]: for w € Cy°(,),
(1.5) i(I)lf llwU = xlly o, < ChlllUI, o, YUues,.

XESH(21)
The result we shall need (Lemma 2.4 below) is essentially that if P H Q)—S,

denotes the elliptic projection over £, with respect to A( -, - ), without boundary
conditions, then

(1.6) inf  IP(@0) =Xy @, < CHIUlg,.
XESH(82)

Notice that the norm on the right in (1.6) is weaker than that in (1.5).
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As indicated above, Section 5 is devoted to deriving, within the framework of
the nonhomogeneous analogue of the theory developed in [2] the global O(h") esti-
mates needed for appraising to this order the terms in e, in the results of Section 4.
The first such result, Theorem 5.1, corresponding to the situation of Theorem 4.1,
estimates the term R(e,,) in (1.4) with u,(0) chosen as the elliptic projection of u(0)
and under certain regularity assumptions on u in , x [0, #]. In Theorem 5.2 we
then show, using the results of [2] that if, as in Theorem 4.2, we are content with
error estimates for t bounded away from zero, then those regularity assumptions only
have to be made for the time immediately preceding z. We shall also see that in this
case we have considerable freedom in the choice of the discrete initial-values. For
completeness we finally deduce in Theorem 5.3 the global estimates for the time
derivatives of the error needed to generalize the argument of [2] to the nonhomogene-
ous equation for time bounded away from zero. Again, this method uses more than
necessary regularity, globally in space.

Throughout this paper C will denote different positive constants, independent of
h, t and the functions involved.

2. Interior Approximation Properties and Elliptic Estimates. In this section we
shall first briefly recall the local regularity assumptions on the finite element spaces
S, employed in Nitsche and Schatz [9] and Bramble, Nitsche and Schatz [1], and re-
view some of the interior estimates of these papers which will be needed below. We
shall then introduce a local elliptic projection which when applied to the exact solu-
tion of the parabolic problem will be shown in Section 4, as a major step towards
our final results, to yield a function in S, close to the semidiscrete solution. We shall
finally show a super-approximation result for the local elliptic projection of a localiza-
tion of a function in §,.

We begin with the assumptions on {S,} and postulate first that for some interior
subdomain Q, of £, the functions in S, are piecewise polynomials on a uniform

partition. In order to make this more precise, let Q,, .. . , @, be disjoint bounded
domains in RY such that their translates Q]'.’ = Qj +v,j=1,...,1,p€ZN, are dis-
joint and their closures cover RM. Let r be an integer > 2 and let (/2 /N

continuous functions with compact supports which reduce to polynomials on the sets
Q7 and which are such that for each @} the set of restrictions to 07 of {Yy(-—a);
s=1,...,k a€2Z"N} contains all polynomials of degree less than r. We shall assume
then that S,(8,), the set of restrictions to Q of the functions in S, is spanned
by the translates of the y;, scaled to mesh-size &, or x € S,(§2,) if and only if it can
be written in the form

x(x) = Zaia d/i(h‘lx —a) for x€Q,.
],a

We note that as a consequence of this assumption, if Q, CC Q,, then for small
h any finite difference quotient with step-size 4 of a function in S, (R,) is in S,(2,).
Further, for any £, C Q, which is a mesh-domain (the interior of the closure of a
union of some sets Q) we have the inverse estimate (clearly S,(Q4) C H 1(Q0))
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(@ Xl o, <Ch llixlg, Vx€S,(Q).
NSh h

We shall make the following two local approximability assumptions, where for
Q, C Q,,

Sp(8,) = {Xx €S,;supp x C Q, },

and where , CC Q, C Q. The first assumption concerns the possibility of approx-
imating functions with compact support in Q, by functions in SS(QI):
(b) f1<I<randifweH ’(Ql) and vanishes outside Q2,, then

inf  lw=xlly o, <Ch'"HIwll g,
XESp(R1)
The second assumption is essential in order to be able to localize functions in S, :
(©) If w € C*(Q,) with supp Vw C Q,, then for U € 5,(,),

inf lwlU = xll; q, < Clilllg, -
XESp(821)
Xx=wUin 1\92
For a more detailed discussion of these properties we refer to [9] and [1]. Itis in
fact only the properties (a) and (c) which will be used explicitly below; the others
are made in order to permit application of the elliptic interior estimates of [9] and [1].
In these papers, the latter property was stated only for w € Cg°(R2,) and in the form

2.1 inf  [lwU - Xlly,q, SCrlUI o,
XESH(R1)
which then implies the estimate in (c) in view of (a). In the examples discussed in
[9] and [1] one finds easily that (2.1) is valid for the more general w used in (¢). In
many cases, an interpolant of wU may be used to show (¢).
Let now A be the elliptic operator

N
0 ou N ou
Au = — Z — la.— |+ a— +ayu,
k=1 0x; <’kaxk> ,;1 iox; 0
where we assume that the coefficients are in C=(Q x [0, T]) and (a aj;) is uniformly
positive definite in Q x [0, T]. We introduce the corresponding bilinear form

N v w N
.+.
j,kz=la]k v, ax ; w aovw> dx.

A, w) = A(t; v, w) = fn <

We shall quote some interior estimates for discrete elliptic equations which we
shall need. We shall always assume that our above assumptions on S, hold in , CC
2, although the full force of these are not required in each instance. Notice in partic-
ular that the constants below are independent of ¢.

LEMMA 21. Let Q, C Q and assume that w), € S, satisfies

A(t; wy, X) =0 Vx ESQQ)).
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Then for any §2, CC Q,,
||W;,|I1,Q2 S Cliwpllg | -
Proof.  See [9, Lemma 5.2].
In the next lemma we denote by a;‘, the forward difference quotient
=Y N with 3, iw(x) = A (w(x + he;) = w(x))

where e, is the jth unit vector in RV.
LEMMA 2.2. Let Q, C Q, and assume that w, € S, satisfies
At wy —w, ) =0 Vx€ESAQ,).

Then for any ), CC Q, and p >0, |a| = m,
(22) o5 (wy, — W)Ilg2 < C'{h'IIWH,Jr,,,,Ql + lwy, — wll_p,nl},
and with Ny = [N/2] + 1,

(23) 105wy, — W)|92 S C{H w4y +Ng,q T lwy = w”—p,ﬂl}'

Further, for the time derivative of the error,

4y PO = Wlg, S CONMWILp 0, + Wl 0,)

+ llwy, = W||_,,,Ql + ll(wy, — W)t"—p,ﬂl}'

Proof. The estimates (2.2) and (2.3) are contained in [9, Theorem 6.1] and
[1, Theorem 1], respectively, and (2.4) follows in the same way as (2.2) using [9,
Theorem 5.2] and the fact that

At (W, = W), ) =—A'(w, —w, X)) VX ESAQ,),

with A’ the bilinear form obtained from A4 by time-differentiation of the coefficients.
When A4 is independent of ¢, (2.4) is of course an immediate consequence of (2.2)
and the first and third terms on the right may then be omitted.

We shall have reason to work below with a local elliptic projection corresponding
to a Neumann problem on a subdomain Q, of , which we may assume to be smooth.
For this purpose we denote

~ N v Iw
AQI (t; v, W) =fﬂl <i’kz=laik E‘—az' + UW) dx.

Note that this modified symmetric bilinear form is H! (82, )-elliptic, uniformly in ¢,
so that

Wi o, <CAg (v, v) VveEHYQ),0<¢<T

We then define Fnl(’)3 Hl(Ql) — S,(2,) by

(2.5) Ag (1w ~Pgo, (W, ) =0  VxES,Q,).
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It is well known that

26) II-Pgy (Wl o, <Ch' Wl o, -G-2<j<1<I<r,

and similarly for the time derivative, in particular (cf. e.g. Douglas and Dupont [4]),
Q@7 W@ =Py, W), <C' AWl o, +Iwll, q) 1<I<r

Combining these estimates with Lemma 2.2, we have

LEMMA 23. Let Q C Qg and let P = Pg (1) be defined by (2.5). Then for
Q, CC Q, and la| = m,

183U ~ Pywllg,, < CH'IWlly im0 >

05 - ;)Wlnz S Wl im+ g0 40
and
105 =Pyl , < CH (Wl im0y + Wilysm, )

We conclude this section by establishing our super-approximation estimate for
the elliptic projection defined above of a localization of a function in the subspace.
We emphasize that this estimate shows one degree better approximation than the
corresponding estimates (c) and (2.1).

LEMMA 24. Let Q) C Qg and w € Cy (Q,). Then for U € S,(2,),

inf  {IPg, (1) (wU) - + [lwU = <Ch .
(2.8) xeslg(n,,{"P"l()( U)Xl q, + xlg ,} W,

Proof.  Set for brevity U = i"ﬂl(t) (wU) and Z( )= Zgl(t; ). We
shall prove below that

inf 1T~ xly o, <ChllUlg -

2.9 xES?,(ﬂl)

Let us first show that this implies (2.8). In fact,

inf (10Xl 0, +lwU=xlg,)
XESH(21)

<lowU=Tlg, +C _inf  1T~xlyq,,
XESH(21)

so that with (2.9) proven it suffices to show

(2.10) lwU = Ullg, < ChlUllg,.

In order to prove (2.10) we note that duality yields

lwl = TUllg, < Chllwl =Tl o, <Ch A(wlU - T, wU - T4,
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and hence by the definition of U as the best approximation of wU with respect to
Z( tyt )%) and by (C),

lwU=Tlg, <Ch _inof llwU =Xl o, < ChlUlg,.
XESH(R1)

In order to show (2.9) we shall only need to show that

(2.11) Xe;g(fﬂl)llU—xlll,gl < ClUNg \supp w-

For by (2.10) we have
2.12) ||U||91\supp w SNIU- wU]lnl < ChllUlg ,,

and together (2.11) and (2.12) prove (2.9).
For the purpose of showing (2.11), let , and 5 be such that supp w C Qg
CC 2, CC Q2,. We shall then first prove that

(2.13) xe;g(fnl)lw-xlll,nl < CllUl o \a,-

Since U is the elliptic projection of a function vanishing on £,\8,, we shall be able
to estimate its norm in H'! (91\3722) by a norm in L,. In order, however, to be able
to apply the interior estimate of Lemma 2.1 we shall first shift the problem into the
interior of 2, by showing below that

(2.14) ||U]|1,Ql\§2 < C"U"l,ﬂ2\$—13‘
We now note that by the definition of U we have
AT, x) = AU, ) =0 vx € S, \supp w),

so that Lemma 2.1 yields
(2.15) 1, ,25\23 < ClUllg 1\supp w*

Together, (2.13), (2.14) and (2.15) imply (2.11) and thus complete the proof of (2.9)
and hence of the lemma.

It remains to show (2.13) and (2.14). In order to show (2.13), let w, € Cy(£,)
with w; =1 in a neighborhood of Q,. Then

inf  U=xl o, <IA=-w)l g + inf lwT=xlq,.
x€SH(Q2 1) x€82(2 1)

Since supp(1 — w,;) C Ql\ﬁ2 we have for the first term,

I = w Ul o, <CIUI g \a, -

For the second term, letting Q, be such that supp Vw, C Q, CC Ql\ﬁz;we obtain,
using in the last step (c) applied to 2,\Q,,
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l(l)lf "wlU"X",,gl < inf "wlU_X"l,nl
XESH () XESH(21)

x=w U in 2\

xeShl(nsgl\ﬁz) 0™ xhana, < AWlonay
x =w U in (21\22)\24
Together these estimates show (2.13).
We finally turn to (2.14). Let ¢ € C”(R2,) with ¢ = 1 in a neighborhood of
Q,\Q, in ©, and ¢ = 0 in a neighborhood of Q5. Let also Q; be such that
supp V¢ C Q. CC 92\53. We have

12 o n\q, <612 o, < CAGT, oU)
(216) 1\ 2 1

= c{A@, D) + (4T, o0) - AT, D)} .
Here, for x € §,(,) with x = ¢2?I outside 2, we have
AU, @?U) = AU, p*U-x) < CIIUIII’Qz\nslltp U-=xlly,0,0803°
so that by (c),

~ ~

AU, U < AUl g \5 inf _ ll‘pzflvl—)(ll1 a\g
22\023 22\023
XESH(22\23)
x=92T in (22\83)\5

~ 2 _
< C||U||1’92\93-

(2.17)

Further, by an easy calculation,

AU, U - AT, 0l =

0p 09 -~
fnl .Zk"ik < X U?dx
i,

(2.18) ax; oxy

< CIOZ,pp(vp) < CIUI 0 0\a5-

Together, (2.16), (2.17) and (2.18) yield (2.14).
The proof of Lemma 2.4 is now complete.

3. Interior Estimates for the Semidiscrete Problem. In this section we shall
first derive, in Lemma 3.1, a discrete interior version of the energy type inequality

@3.1) o + f ot ar < oy + Joe, arh,

valid for a solution u of the continuous equation (1.1), vanishing on 3$2. We shall
then apply this inequality to difference quotients to obtain our basic a priori interior
estimate, which is given in Lemma 3.3 below. The proof of the discrete interior
counterpart of (3.1) will depend on the super-approximation property, described in
Lemma 2.4, of the projection P n’l(t) defined by (2.5), with Q] a subdomain of .
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We define for U: [0, T] — S,(R2,),
L)) = U x) + AW U x) for x € 5,(R),
and set for Q, C Q,,

ILaU) 0

"LhU"h_'Q = -
T xesg(ﬂl) "X"ivﬂl ’

We have then

LEMMA 3.1. Let Q, CC Q, C Q, and let q be an arbitrary number. We then
have for U: [0, T] — S,(,),

WU, + N0 g, dr

t
v, + [, + KNV, 1,0 0] ar}.

Proof.  We shall first show this result for ¢ = 2. We shall then derive in
Lemma 3.2 an estimate for U, which will allow us to improve the result to the case
of a general q.

Let Q, CC Q) CC Q,, take w € C4°(R)) with w=1on 92 and let P =
Pn (¢) be the projection defined above with respect to A( )= AQ ) (3
Then using the definition of L, U we have for any x € S, (SZ ),

Uy, w?U) + A(U, w?U)
= (U,, w?U~x) + AU, P(w*V) = X) + L U) () + AU, X) - A(t; U, x)

or

1 d 2 ~
=2 + AU,
T ar #14] A(wU, wl)

< A(wU, wl) - AU, W2U)| + 11U, I, Ne?U=xlg,

+ U, o (@ U) = Xy g1 + (LU, _y g, + ClUG DXl ;-

Here we find easily

~ ~ ow aw
- 2 2
A(wU, wU) = AU, w?U)| = fn Z U, ony Vdx| < CIUI

and choosing x as in Lemma 2.4, we have

IUllg 102U = xllg; + 1 o4 IP@?V) = Xll; q;

< CllUllg (1, + 11U, 04).

Further,
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Ixlly, @y < IP(@?0) =Xl gy + 1MW O, g

< CllUNg, + 1w Ul o1) < QUG + A(wU, wU)™).

Together, these estimates yield

%II@)UH’ + 24(wU, wl)
< C{nuuézl + BN, 1Ulg , + AU, o 10,

+ ULyl _y o, + I01g ) AU, wU)% + nunnl)}.
Using the inverse estimate (a) on the third term on the right, we obtain easily
d ~
(FHwUllz + A(wU, wl) < C{IlU"};‘ + thIU,IIf—;l + ||L;,Ullf,,_l,nl}-

Integration over (0, t) now completes the proof for g = 2.
For the purpose of further estimating the term in U, above we shall now prove
LEMMA 32. Let Q, CC Q, C Q and let q be an arbitrary number. We then
have for U: [0, T] — S,(Qy),

WWOR g, + [L1U3, dr
< QIO o, +[L001% o, + K1V, + lthUH%.,o,n,)df}~

Proof. With the notation of the proof of Lemma 3.1, we have now for x €
Sy &),

(U,, w2U,) + A(U, w2U,)

= (U,, *U, = %) + A(U, P(w?U,) = ) + (L,U) ) + (AU, X) - A(t; U, X))

Hence

lwU 12 + A(wU, wU,) < |A(wU, wU,) - AU, w*U,)|
+ 1 llg, 12U, = Xllg; + WUy g w2V = Xy g

+ (LUl 0.0, + CIIUI, g DXl -
We find here
A(wU, wU,) = A(U, w2U,)

fn, zkat[aik‘aiw'l‘ 9 (a- ‘aw U)] dx

B, ax, | ox, \ YK Bxy

< CllwUll U g, < %llwUl? + CIIUH%,QI.
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Further, choosing x by Lemma 2.4,

1Ullg l?U, = xllgy + 10N o, IP@?Uy) = Xll; o

< Ch"Ut”Ql(“Ut”Ql + “UIII,QI)
and

Ixllg; <llw?U; = xlig; + I Ull < C@IU g | + lwUl).

Hence, since

lA(wU, wU,) - > CFA(wU, wl)| < CIIUII%,QI,
we obtain

1 d~
2 + -
llwU 3 @ A(wU, wl)
1
< lewUtll2 + C'{IlUlﬁ,nl + hIIU,H?)l + AUl o, 1Uilg,

T Ly Ulp0,0, U o )@IU g, + Ile,II)},

or by obvious estimates
d ~
U + <= A(wU, wl) < C{nvni,Ql IR, + nL,,Uu%,,o,nl}.
By integration over (0, f) we obtain
f LA 2
ollUAlG , dr + U] o,

t
< QU o, + [, 000 g, + KT, +1L,0, 0 .0,] ar}.

that is, the desired estimate with ¢ = 1. Repeated application of this estimate, using
a sequence of intermediate domains, allows us to increase the power of & to any order,
and thus completes the proof of the lemma.

We may now complete the proof of Lemma 3.1. Let Q, CC Q] CC Q) CC Q,
and note that by the inverse estimate (a),

hIIUII,,g'l < CIIUIIQ1
and

ALy Ullp, 0,04 < CILyUlly, _y q,-
We may, therefore, conclude from Lemma 3.2 that
t
12 [ U dr

t
< C{hzllU(O)II%,g'l + f olP2IUI o; + HAUNG, + KL, UIE o o] dr}

t
<C{IIU(0)H?Il + f UG, + hUNUIG, + LU _, o ) d,}‘
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The desired result is now a consequence of the case ¢ = 2 of Lemma 3.1 which we
have already established.

We can now state and prove our main a priori interior estimate for the semidis-
crete problem.

LEMMA 33. Let Q, CC Q, C Q, and let q be arbitrary. Assume that U: [0, T
— 5,(8) satisfies

L) =W +ABU ) =Fx)  VYXESHQ), UO) = V.
Then for any m = 0,
2 BTG,

lal<m

lal<m lal<m

t
<C; 2 1gNIE, +f(,[uuu%21 +hAUNG,, + 2 IIBGFIZ ,91] dTE

Proof.  For m = 0 this is contained in Lemma 3.1. In order to apply Lemma
3.1 to 33U for la| =m > 0, let Q, CC Q) cc €, and notice that for x € S,?(Q'l)
and small A,

L,@RUNX) = 05U, x) + A(; 33U, x) = (3SF, x) + R,

where (with Ejv = v( - + ah))

0=~ Jo Zo )

+

35 Pa, B~ 638 U oU 9x
1 ax oxy

aOl B Ea ﬁaﬁ ou
" ox

MZ WMZ

—x + 3¢ Fay B BBBUxfdx

J ]

We find immediately

ROI<Cc 2 1801, . Ixlly q! >
R 1< € &, 1on g X0

so that

@O, 1,05 <C(BG A g, + T 10001 q,)-
1BI<lal
Noticing that
hQ+2|°‘I||azUt”S'22'l <Chq||Ut”?zl
and

2 IjUIG; < X 19U o,

lal<m |a|<m—l

we now obtain by application of Lemma 3.1 to 94U for la| < m, with g replaced by
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q + 2lal and Q, by Q]

)3 [uazuu + [Ljogune o ]

lal<m

<c§ > negvia, + ) [ IOGUIR o, + ANV,

lal<m lal<m-—1

+ X uazmi,,gl] drf.
lal<m

By iteration of this inequality we may further reduce the first term of the
integrand on the right (using intermediate sets Q) with Q, CC ) CC Q,) to obtain

3 asung

lal<m
c; 2 loev3 +f [uun,Ql +RUNUNG, + 2 18,F1% 191] d‘r%

lal<m lal<m

The result now follows by a final application of Lemma 3.1 (again using an intermedi-
ate set between 2, and Q,).

We shall complete this section by deriving a version of the above inequality
valid for ¢ bounded away from zero, and with the bound on the right using only func-
tion values over a short interval preceding ¢.

LEMMA 34. Let Q, CC Q, C Q, and let q be arbitrary. Assume that U:
[0, T] — S,(R,) satisfies
L) () = U, ) + AU, ) = (F, X)X € SR2(Q).
Then for 0 <8 <t < Tand any m =0,

lal<m lai<m

PN HIGES cfﬁ_s[ucmalwquu,u%,ﬁ Z 10412, | dr
<-

Proof. Let 9 € C! be such that (1) =1 for 7> 0, ¢(r) = 0 for 7
and set ¢y(7) = @(7 — ). We have at time 7,

8/2

Ly(0o0) (X) = 0o(Lp0) ) + 05U, X) = (0oF + 0oU, x) VX € Sp(2).
Application of Lemma 3.3 hence gives

2 IRRUMNIG,

lal<m

<C r—a/z[ 2 I§UNG, + KNG, + 2 "a“F“’m,]

lal<max(m-—1,0) lal<m

The desired result now follows by an easy induction over m.

4. The Basic Interior Error Estimates. In this section we shall show the basic
results of this paper, the interior maximum-norm estimates for the error in approxi-
mating a derivative of the exact solution of the parabolic equation by an appropriate
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finite difference quotient of the semidiscrete solution. The first such estimate below,
Theorem 4.1, is interior with respect to the space variables but uniform for ¢ in [0, T
whereas the second result, Theorem 4.2, is interior in both space ahd time, thus valid
for ¢ bounded away from zero. Both error estimates contain one term which is O(h")
under the appropriate local regularity assumptions and one term containing weak norms
of the error in a larger domain. In our applications in Section 5 these latter terms
will be majorized by global error bounds. For comparison, we shall finally state in
Theorem 4.3 an interior in space estimate derived by a technique used in [2]. The
error bound now contains time derivatives of the error.

We shall assume throughout this section without explicit mention that {S,}
satisfies the regularity assumptions of Section 2 in the interior domain ©,. We shall
consider the interior equations

4.1) Lu=u,+Au=f in Q4 x [0,T],
and with u,: [0, T] — §,,,

4.2) (Lpup) ) = (“h,t’ X)tAGu, )= x) Vx€E S}?(Qo),

respectively.

We shall begin by deriving an interior L,-estimate for difference quotients of the
error.

LEMMA 4.1. Assume that u and u,, are solutions of (4.1) and (4.2), respectively,
and that v, = u,(0) and v = u(0) satisfy the interior equation

4.3) Ay, —v, ) =0 VxE€SAQ,),

where Ay( - , * ) is a bilinear form corresponding to a second order elliptic differential
operator with smooth coefficients. Let Q, CC Q, C Q, and let p, q be arbitrary
and m positive. Then for e, = u, — u,

“4.4) | E 195 6’,,(1‘)IIQ2 < C{h’BH_m'Ql(t; u) + Rﬂl(t; eh)} ,
«a m

where

t Y
. — 2
Bs,Ql(t’ u) oél‘:gt“u(‘r)”s’ﬂ 1 + <f0"ut"s_ 1 ’Ql dT)

and

t Y
(4.5) R (1 ey) = IIeh(O)ll_p'nl + (fo(llehH?21 + h"lleh'tllzz1 )dT) .

Proof. Let P= ;n l(z‘) denote the projection used in Section 2 with respect
to A(*,-),and set § =u, ~Pu and p = (I — P)u. We then have

)
L40) () = (p, #2432 + - ex)  VXE @)
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so that noticing that 6 € §,(£2,) and letting 2, CC Q) CC Q, we may apply Lemma
3.3 to obtain

2 1030113,

lal<m

t
> ogoon; + (1o + weio 2,

lal<m

lal<m

+ 2 (iagell; + 105 p,n’m,)] dri.

Consider first the term with §(0) = v, — Pv. We have for la| <m, applying
Lemma 2.2 to e,(0) and Lemma 2.3 to p(0),

"age(o)llgl Ila;.e;,(o)lln'l + 110 P(O)“Q
<Ny gm0, + lenO@N_p.q,}

which is bounded by the right side of (4.4).
Further, assuming as we may, that g > 2, we have

[ oy + nl0 %) ar

t
<cf’ llenl, + hlley I, + ol + H2llogl, ] dr.

Here, the terms containing e, are bounded by C- R l(z‘; e,)? and by (2.6) and (2.7)
we have

i ol + #2013 yar < cnre [ Qi g, + g2y o )dr.

Finally, by Lemma 2.3,

f > [Iogeliy, + 1185 p 2 | o) dr

lal<m
2r 2
<[ sy + Nty 2,1 07

so that altogether

“6) % 1#§0lla, < C{Byim,a, (600 + Ro, 6 )}
lal<m

Since by Lemma 2.3,
2 105 e, < WMl 4,0, < CHByy g, (8 1),

lal<m

and since e, = 6 — p the desired result now follows by the triangle inequality.
We are now in a position to establish our first maximum-norm bound for the
error between an arbitrary derivative D*u (Ja| = m) and a corresponding finite difference
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approximation Qyu;. Thus, let 0, be defined, with finitely many constants g, , by
0,w(x) = > 4,05 Wx = Yh).
1Bl=m,y
We say that Q,, approximates D* with order of accuracy r if

(CN)) 0ww D°wlg, S CH' Wy q, if 2,CCQ.

We then have

THEOREM 4.1. Assume that u, u,, v = u(0) and v, = u,(0) satisfy (4.1), (4.2)
and (4.3) and let Q,, be a finite difference operator approximating D* (la| = m) with
order of accuracy r. Let Q, CC Q, C Q, and let p, q be arbitrary. Then with the
notation of Lemma 4.1 we have for 0 <t < T (N, = [N/2] + 1),

10nttp(®) = D*u(t) < C{W'B, s s g 0, (15 4) + Ro (8 €4)} -

Proof. Let Q) and Q] be such that Q, CC Q] CC Q] CC Q,. We have by
the form of @, and since u, —u =60 - p,

1Qnun(t) — D°u(d)lq, < C 3 (B0 + 185D + Qs — D*u(Dlg, -
lal=m

Here by (4.7),

1@, = D*ug, < Ch @y pm, 0, S CHByiming 0, u).
Using the discrete Sobolev inequality,
iy <C 2 195Xl VX €Su(Qy),
IBISNg
we have by (4.6),

> B30l < € X 18560,
lal<m lalsm+Ng

< C{h’B,+m+No’nl(t; u) + R, (5; eh)}.

Since finally by Lemma 2.3,

Z Iaflp(t)lﬂ'i < Chr”u(t)”r+m+No,nl < ChrBr+m+No,Q l(t; u),
lal<m

the proof is complete.

We shall now deduce an estimate which is interior also with respect to time.
The result is now independent of the choice of the initial data and the low order
norms of e, in the error bound are taken only over a short interval preceding the time
at which the estimate for Q,u, — D*u is given.

THEOREM 4.2. Assume that u and u,, satisfy (4.1) and (4.2), respectively, and
let Q, be a finite difference operator approximating D* (la| = m) with order of ac-
curacy r. Let Q, CC Q, C Q, and let p, q be arbitrary. Then for 0 <8 <t<T,
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With eh = uh - Uu,

10nt(D) = D°u(D)lg, < C{W' B, msng.,(t =8, ) + Rg (=8, t; )},

where
t %
. —_ 2
Ba=se0= ap wolha, + ([, a,a)
and
8 ! 2 q 2 o
43 R (=8, tiey) = ([, _,Qlenly, + Hlley % )ar )"

Proof. First, we prove in exactly the same way as in Lemma 4.1, using only
Lemma 3.4 instead of Lemma 3.3, that for m > 0,

2 1105 ey, < C{h’BHm,Ql(t -5, t;u) + Ry (1= 5,5 e,,)}.

lal<m

The proof is then completed as in Theorem 4.1.

We shall now state, for comparison, the result obtained by the technique used
for the homogeneous equation in [2], consisting essentially in considering the time
derivative in the parabolic equation as a forcing term in an elliptic equation. The re-
sult thus derived is weaker than the ones just proved in that the error bound now con-
tains derivatives of e, with respect to time. In our applications in Section 5 this will
require stronger regularity properties of u than our previous results. In order to make
the reference to the proof in [2] simple we shall therefore content ourselves with
formulating the result in the generality concerning the operator 4 employed in [2],
and in Section 5 below.

THEOREM 4.3. Assume that A is time-independent, selfadjoint and nonnegative
(ag = 0) and let u and u,, be solutions of (4.1) and (4.2), respectively. Let Q) be a
finite difference operator approximating D* (la| = m) with order of accuracy r. Then
if Q, CCQ, CQ, we have for 0 <t < T, with e, = u;, —u,

IQpup(t) = Dau(f)kzz

<C{h' WD uyiming-ria, t 2 uD,’e,,(t)nnl}.
21<m+Ng 20<m+Ng+2

Proof.  This is proved step by step as [2, Theorem 6.1] with the obvious
modifications due to the fact that the equation may now be nonhomogeneous.

5. Some Global Error Estimates for a Class of Time-Independent Problems. In
this section we shall supply the global error estimates needed for bounding the terms
in e, in Theorems 4.1 through 4.3 in the special case of the generalization to non-
homogeneous equations of the theory developed in [2] for homogeneous parabolic
equations. These estimates will all be of order O(#") for sufficiently smooth data, and
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application of the results of Section 4 will thus show this order of interior convergence
of difference quotients of the approximate solution to derivatives of the exact solution.
We shall leave to the reader to combine the regularity requirements of the global esti-
mates below with those of our previous interior results.

Consider thus the initial-boundary value problem

u,+Au=f in Qx[0,T],
(5.1) u=0 on 98 x [0,T],
u(0) = v,

where A is now a selfadjoint, nonnegative second order uniformly elliptic differential
operator with smooth coefficients, independent of time. Let {S,} be a family of
finite dimensional subspaces of H'(£2) and assume that corresponding to each S, we
are given an approximate solution operator T,: L,(2) — S}, of the corresponding
elliptic problem

Au=f in £, u=0 on 9%,

such that

(i) T, is selfadjoint, positive semidefinite on L,(£2) and positive definite on S,,;
and with T=A4~"! and some r > 2,

(ii) There is a constant C such that

T, - DAl <CH*2fll,, FEHN(R),0<s<r-2.
Consider now the approximate semidiscrete problem of finding u,: [0, T] —
S, such that

Tyup , +uy, =Tyf for t€[0,T],
(52)
uy(0) = v, €S,

where v, is some approximation of v. Clearly, since T}, is positive definite on S, u,,
is well defined by (5.2) for ¢t > 0.

If {S,} satisfies certain standard approximation properties and if the elements
of S, vanish on 9%2, operators satisfying conditions of types (i) and (ii) may be de-
fined by the ordinary Galerkin equation

A(Thf; )= x Vx (SIS

the semidiscrete equation may then be written
(uh,t’ xX) + Ay, x) = %) Vx €S,,.

An important feature of the present formulation is that it encompasses also several

different other procedures for dealing with the homogeneous boundary conditions (cf.
21).

If in addition to (i) and (ii) we demand that the family {S,} satisfies the regu-
larity assumptions of Section 2 on the interior subdomain Q, of £2, and that the
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operator T, is such that
(iii) AT ) = (£ VX ESY(Qy),
so that the semidiscrete interior equation

U, X) + AWp, ) = (£, %) VX ESPQ,)

holds for the solution of (5.2), then the results of Section 4 all apply in the present
context. The property (iii) is shared by several of the methods referred to above satis-
fying (i) and (ii). .

In the first part of this section we shall assume that v € H 1(Q) N H?(2) and
use for the initial-values v, of u,, the elliptic projection of v defined by

v, =P,v=T,Av.
Recall that for 0 <s <r -2,
(5.3) Py — Dll_g = (T, = DAVII_; < Chlvll,_.
In fact, we have by (ii),
(T, — Dfllg <CRIfN,_,,
and hence, since T, — T is selfadjoint,

wp 1T, = DS 9

pECT () lloll,_,

Ty = Df_(r=2) = < CHlIfllg-

We conclude by interpolation for 0 <s <r -2,
T, = Dfll_y < CHNIAL_y s,

from which (5.3) follows for f = Av.

We shall now derive the following global error estimate for the nonhomogeneous
equation.
LEMMA 5.1.  Under the above assumptions, we have for e, = u, = u,

t ¥ t Y
( Sientar )" < a,'{nvnmax(,_,,z) + ( Sz dr) }

Proof.  We notice (cf. [2]) that the error satisfies the equation
Tyep:+ep=p=(T—TpAu=(I~Pu for t>0.
This implies immediately
1 d 1 1
5 2 Tnen en) + llelI* = (0, €,) < 5 ol + 5 lleal?,

and hence by integration

I lenl® dr < (T,e,(0), ex(@)) + [ ol .




GALERKIN APPROXIMATIONS FOR PARABOLIC EQUATIONS 57

Here, using the boundedness of T: H~!(2) — H!(), and the property (i) we have
(5.4) (Tyw, w) = (Tw, w) + (T, = T)w, w) < CIwli2 | + Ch?lIwli%,

and hence in view of (5.3),
(Then(0), €n(0)) < CH* ol oy r— 1 2)-
Further, by (ii),
t t t
Jonei ar = [ - Typaui? ar < n¥' [ jui2ar.

Together these estimates prove the lemma.
We shall now consider the boundedness of e, ,.
LEMMA 5.2. Under the above assumptions, we have for e, = u, — u,

(S oten i ae)* < ity +(fonse ar )}

Proof.  We have for the exact solution

1 d 1 1
24+ = < = fI? + =lu,l?
[lee, 3 @ A(u, u) = (f, u,) 3 A 3 llee 1%,

and hence

65) [ ol ar<a@, v+ [ 12 ar < c{nvuf + [l dr}.

Similarly, with 4, = T;! on S,

1 d 1 1
g, 12 + 5 == Aty ) = (f ) S SNFW + Sl 12,
so that
4 t
(5.6) S lan 1 dr < Apop, vy + [L1112 ar.

Here 4,v, = A, T,Av = Py Av so that by the boundedness of Ty,
.7 (Apvp, vp) = (Av, T,Av) < CllAvl® < Cllvll}.

The result, therefore, follows by (5.5), (5.6), (5.7) and the triangle inequality.
Combination of these results now implies the following estimate suitable for com-
bination with Theorem 4.1.
THEOREM 5.1. Assume that (i) and (ii) hold and let u and u,, be the solutions
of (5.1) and (5.2), respectively, with v, = P,v. Then, withp =r—2,q = 2rin (4.5),
we have for e, = u, — u,

t Y%
Rg, (8 &) < llen(Ol_(r_q) + <f Jlell? + h2'ne,,,tu2)dr>

()
< cw{uvum(,_,,z, + ( Sz + IIfll’)dT> }




58 VIDAR THOMEE

Proof. We have by (5.3),
len Oy _2y = 1Py = DIl _,_py < CH VI,
and by Lemmas 5.1 and 5.2,
[ dleall® + n2le, 12y dr

t
< cW’{uvu?,,ax(,_ 12yt f Hlull? + IIfI|’)dT}-

Together, these estimates prove the theorem.
Combined with Theorem 4.1 we may conclude, under the appropriate assump-
tions, that for Q, CC Q, C Q,,

1Qyuy(t) - D"‘u(t)lnz

1

t )
< Ch'{ Wl g r1.2) + < Sz + 12y dr) + By ming.a, u)}.

The regularity demands on u in order that the right-hand side of this inequality
be finite can also be expressed exclusively in terms of the data f and v of the problem
(cf. e.g. [8]). In addition to regularity of these functions one then also has to im-
pose compatibility conditions between them and the differential operator at 32 for
t=0.

We shall now show, using the results of [2] that if we are content with error
estimates for time bounded away from zero, then the regularity demands for a O(h")
result reduce considerably. In such a case, in order to derive the estimate for Q,u,,
— D%u at time ¢ we shall only have to require strong regularity for a short time pre-
ceding ¢ and the compatibility requirements at 92 x {t = 0} disappear. We shall
also have more freedom in the choice of approximate initial-values v, ; we need to re-
quire only that v — v, = O(h") in some negative norm and that v, is bounded in L, .
As examples, we notice

(5.8) lv = Pgyull_, + A"lIPyull < Ch"llvll,
and (cf. [2]),

o = Pyoll_(,_5y + HIP Il < CHTllul,.

We begin by recalling the relevant result from [2], the following global error
estimate for the homgeneous equation [2, Theorem 3.3].

LEMMA 53. Assume that (i) and (ii) hold and that u and u,, are the solutions
of (5.1) and (5.2) with f = 0. Then for I, p nonnegative and arbitrary we have for
e, = u, — u (with D, = 3/d1),

IDke, (DIl < (Wt~ 12 | + P12y, = ull_ ).

We are now in a position to show the following global in space, interior in time
error estimate, which is what is needed for application of Theorem 4.2.
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THEOREM 5.2. Assume that (i) and (ii) hold and let u and u,, be the solutions
of (5.1) and (5.2), respectively, with v, arbitrary. Then with q = 2r in (4.8), we have
for arbitrary p, 0 <8 <t < T, and e, = u, —u,

: i %
Ro (t=38/2,t;e5) < (f lenll® + hz'ne,,,,nz)dr)

r-s72(

5.
G-9) < Ch'{uv,,n +loll + A" = vyl

+ <]:_6(Ilu||3 + ||f||2)d1->'/1 + f:)"f” df},

PrROOF. We shall consider a fixed t = ¢, > 6. Let ¢ € C™ be such that ¢(r)
=1 fort > —358/4, p(t) = 0 for t < — 8. Set ¢,(r) = ot — t;). We now write
u=u, +u, +uy where u; = up, and u, is the solution of the homogeneous equa-

tion,

(5.10) Lu, =0 for t>0,u,(0)=v.

Since

(5.11) Lu, =f, =fo, +upy for t>0,u,(0)=0,

it follows that u, satisfies
(5.12) Luy =fy=f(1 —¢)) —up; for t>0,u;(0)=0.

We notice that f, and f; vanish for t <¢; =8 and t > ¢, — 38/4, respectively.
Letu;,,j=1, 2, 3, be the semidiscrete approximations of problems (5.11),
(5.10), (5.12) with u; ,(0) = u; ,(0) = 0, u, ,(0) = v, and set ¢; , = u; , —u;.
Since by linearity e, =u, —u =Z;e;, it hence suffices to estimate
Rq,(t, —8/2,ty5¢; )i = 1,2, 3, by the right-hand side of (5.9) (with ¢ replaced by ¢,).
Consider first u;. We have by Theorem 5.1, using the definitions of u; and f},

3]
Ro (t; =8/2, 115 €, 4)* <Rgq (1,5, ) < Cfo (g 12 + 11 £ 1) dr

<cf}_ i+ uPyar.
For u,, the solution of the homogeneous equation, we have by Lemma 5.3,
(5.13) IID’,ezy,,(tl)II S C{H,ll + v - vll_p} for 1>0,
so that in particular

R (t; =812, 115 €5 ) < C{AMvll + o = vyll_p Y.

For the purpose of dealing with u5, finally, we introduce the solution operators

E(¢) and E,(¢) of the initial-value problems for the homogeneous exact and semidis-
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crete equations. Setting F,(f) = E,(t)P, — E(t), we notice that Lemma 5.3 implies,
by choosing v, = Pgv (cf. (5.8)),

IDLF, (vl < CHM Il for ¢ > §/4.

We observe now that by superposition we may write, for t > ¢, — 8/2,

esn® = [ Pt -0y ar = [ PR e - D ar

and also

t1—36/4
Dleyud =T DR, - D@ ar for 130,
so that for t >1t, — 8/2,

t1-35/4
WDles (o < [ iyl ar

(5.13)
<o+ ayar < Ch’(llvll i dr).

Here the last step follows by the fact that

1
: d_‘t’ lull? + A, u) = (f, u) < I £ lu
implies
d
| < :
el < 111

and hence for t = 0,

t
il <ol + 1 i .

It follows in particular from (5.14) that
R ; <aw{in + [1
oty =8/2, 1565 ) <SCH' I+ | “llflldre,

which completes the proof of the theorem.

For the purpose of deriving finally the error estimates for time derivatives
needed for application of Theorem 4.3 we shall first show the following error bound
for the nonhomogeneous equation.

LEMMA 55. Assume that (i) and (i) hold and that u and u,, are the solutions
of the problems (5.1) and (5.2). Let v, = Pyv =T, Av. Then for e, = u, —u

’

t 3
llen(e)1l < az'{uu(t)u G . ar) !

Proof.  Setting 6 = e, — p, we have by the error equation (cf. Lemma 5.1),

ThG' +6=-— Thpt.
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After multiplication by 6, we obtain by Schwarz’s inequality

1 d 1 1
(Thet, 0;) + 2— (F"ellz =- (Thpta et) < 2_(Thpta pt) + E(Thep et):

so that after integration, since 6(0) = 0,

2 t
16N <J o(Tuprs £ dr.
As in (5.4), (5.3) we obtain, noticing that the elliptic projection commutes with time-
differentiation,
(Thpsr ) S CLUlp%y + E2lIp 2} < CR2 MU li2 i r—1 2)
implying

t
1B < CH [ a2y a1 2y 4.

This proves the lemma since
llo(Oll < CA"llu(D)II,.
As a result, we may now establish the following global in space, interior in time
error estimates for time derivatives.
THEOREM 5.3. Assume that (i) and (ii) hold and let u and u, be the solutions
of (5.1) and (5.2), respectively, with v, arbitrary. Then we have for arbitrary nonnega-
tivel,p, 0 <8 <t<T, and e, =u, —u,

IDe, (D < Ch'{uv,,n + loll + B="llw = vyll_, + 1D u(@)l

t 1+1 . 23 t
+ <f t—6 Z llDlt“"?nax(r—lﬂ) dT) + fo"f” dT}'
j=0

Proof.  Consider again a fixed ¢ = ¢, > 8 and decompose the problem into
problems (5.11), (5.10) and (5.12) as in the proof of Theorem 5.2. The latter two
problems are treated exactly as before and we obtain by (5.13) and (5.14) for ¢, >
§>0,1>0,

ID%e, p(t I < C{H oyl + llv = vpull_p},

and

IDkes (e < o (Il + [N piar ).
It remains to consider u, = up,. We notice then that for any I, Diu, and Diu, ,h
satisfy equations of the form (5.1) and (5.2), respectively, with D}u, #0) = PlD’tul(O)
= 0. We may, therefore, apply Lemma 5.4 to obtain

t %
ID%e, (Il < Ch'{uD',u,(t,)n + ( f o ||D£“ulll§m(r_1,2>df) }

+1

t1 . Y
<Chr{||D’,u(t,)ll + (ftl_a 3 ||Dt’ullfnax(,_,’2)d'r) }

Together these estimates prove the theorem.
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Clearly, the estimate obtained by combination of Theorems 4.3 and 5.3 con-
sumes more global regularity in space than the estimate derived by Theorems 4.2
and 5.2.
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