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Runge-Kutta EDRTEMERRM & ESBUER

Stability of Runge-Kutta methods and continued fractions

/i %3 (Toshiyuki Koto)

BXGEE XY FRLFER
1. BUBIC |
Runge-Kutta (RK) i3, BHoHBRNOMIMERE
(1.1) | u'(t) = f(t, u(®?)) (¢>0), u(0)=ug

Db EAN L BIERETH S, 5LoNWEE uy 225, AF 9T A t, = nk
(R ATy TR, —RICE, n EETA288055) LRl o, %

(1.2) Uni = tn+ Y a;if(ta+ch,Upj) (1<i<0s),
1=1
(13) Unt1 = Up + hz b,f(tn + C,‘h, Unﬂ')

i=1
DEREFOTRA LFHEL T EITL Y, (L1) ORfERSRDLNS, &
T, Uni BHHEEE, A = (aij)icij<s b= (b1, bay ... ,0)T, ¢ = (c1, c2y v y¢5)T
it (s B) RK BEOBE/T A —% t@&inézﬁﬁfﬁ)é Bl 2%, Gauss Ai‘:t
T D RK EDBA, ¢ (1 <i<s) 2K (0,1) £ Gauss 5, Thbb,
(d*/d6°){6°(1 9)}@tu6au,Q%ﬁﬁtiéL%m%eﬁﬁ®§$§ﬁﬁ
600) 25, BB AL % :

(1.4) %;Emwmbgllmw

DEIEDS.

Db iE (¢ LOBBEZHVS) Gauss OBAERSHIOEAR IME S % 5
3", Gauss AFIIEERDTANCE SV IARNTHLLEZLILLTEL, 2D
I, HHRBLRBESRICE SV THER SRS RK ARICHE, Gauss ARSI H
WS OPDRADH Y, NENLIOEFHELDICETIE, 1 0L5 1%k
5. D ¢; DIHEICH S Radau left , Radau right , Lobatto X, N Eh, ¢
iﬁ; (ds—l/das—l){es(l . a)s-l} , (ds—l/das—l){as—l(l . 0).9} , (ds—Z/das—2){0s—l(1 ke
0y} DEORKTHAHI LEEL TS, T/, RK AXAFHHEEITH 5 L, £&
;ﬁ a,-j (1 4) 0)% 1 _tfiEb BfLZ) 2: 75_-’ ; >) ?ﬁﬁﬂ&f ‘i&‘/‘/\_to)jﬁm y Gij
DRDFIZARIC L o TRE B (Fl2IE, [6]), X1 OARD b T hd (1.4)



170

%1 MERHCES< RK &

A3 | KB | AEA TR
Gauss Gauss 2s yes (s, s)-Padé
Radau IA Radau left |[2s—1| no (s — 1, s)-Padé

Radau ITA | Radau right [ 2s —1 | yes (s —1, s)-Padé
Lobatto IITA | Lobatto |[2s—2] yes |[(s—1, s—1)-Padé
Lobatto IIIB | Lobatto |[2s—2| no |[(s—1, s—1)-Padé|
Lobatto IIIC | Lobatto |2s—2| no (s =2, s)-Padé

DE2X, Thbb, Lagrange DHEARLIER 2;(0) 0 »H 1 ilf‘fﬁﬁ‘bfc DT
BEzons,
T AR ERENE A5 5 — O H TR,

(1.5) ‘ u(t)=Au(t) (Ael)
I RK 2 #EHT 3L,
(1.6) Unt1 = F(BN)u,, 1(2) =14 207(I, — zA) e

D& HALRIREOND. 22T, I 13 s REHATHI, e=(1,1,...,1)T € R®* T
Hob. 7TAMHEKX (23) OBFEBRIBRBERTHL L2, r(2) HIEEEKD
AEBEBOIM L 2%, RK BOTEWEL FHEOT 2L ) BIR T r(2) %€M
BB LR, £ 1 O RK ok, wind GRBEHD) Padé El L
%Y, ROWEE b>Z L4760 FAEFIC Ehle [5] 12k o TREHE T3, %
B, (4,7) KPadé EB L, 57FIT i R, H5BC j REBEREH S Padé EBD
ZETH5.
TR 1.1 BEEED 5, ) K, (s—1, 8) K, (s—2, s) K Padé M
(1.7) |r(z)|[<1 (V Rez<0)
AT o
RK &Y ARETH 5 L3, REMBES EOFMER (1.7) 24732 5.
EE L1, K1 OARY, TNTARETHLILERLTVS, RK EOE
EUHRICBVWTREDOTEEr OEAWN L ERTH S, 29 LEEEEHLS H,
WS OPDFEEADBEZ N TW 5, ZO0 L DI Padé B OESEIBE % v
7z Butcher [2] IC X BFEHZ S 5. BIZIE, (s, s) K Padé UL
Z
1+ =
(s=1) —2 -1y 22‘

1 z
2 —1+7




1+Z+Z
(s =2) 2 12, 2
_z 7 -4+g+i
2t 1z z 6
z
1yi iy 2 |
(s = 3) 210 7120 2
z 22 2B . 2 1
-S4 - S
2 120 z 6, 1
| 210

z

DEIHCERAIN, ZORBREHWT, MR (1.7) 2RO LI ITRT I EHNTE
5. FBD (“14” DAED) FERDFOGED 2/ DBEORZ T LT Z (BRI,
s=10Dk&IF, BiZZ=2/z) 8L, ERidvTFnd 142/(-1+2) &FEE
N5, Rez<0%biE, ReZ <0 hih, 361T, 1ROBER1+2/(-14+2) =
(1+2)/(~1+2) 3EY-FE Re Z < 0 X BAIMWERIC ) 0T 2 L b, (1.7) 75
bbb, '

ATk, HODOFHEA RK %% BIEMSF7#23X (delay differential equation)
CHEA LB ORER BN T 2 VENTH D S L ERT.

2. AH5— @EL&%ﬁ&KkﬁT%Emﬁ
BIE R L i

(2.1) u'(t) = f(t, u(t), u(t—T))
DL IBEOFERLEED). 2T, 7 1 LBE (BhFE) 28T EKTHS. —
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1T i, T#tvwnkmﬁia%m,éeku,:autfﬁﬁﬁmgina‘

BAERELEZONDLY, UTOHERTIE, B0, BIEr 3ERTHI LT

5. WERDBEITD, (2.1) OWIHERER, 2XHTER S h BB W%
LB EIth b,

BIEHS HERIC RK 2@ T 5720101, u, 25 u,y, ZEHETHEIS,
Wty + cih —7) KHET BT -5 2 R ALHPDOHETHG R TRLLENH S, 2
Ti¥, RK Eo#EfIER (B, (18] ), ¥4bb, AF vy 7 EHEOATEHEX
NTw5 RK EOEUHEY + OXBEEEHET S L IFELAVEI LICT
5. £1 CHNBARD b, 33T (14) OHE2RTHELONDE I LITEET S
L, (1.3) R b; #LER |

(2.2) mw%i[&@ﬂa
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TBEPZLLDE, up & upyy 2EENTOLWT, KM [t,, t,.a] EFICHR
L7zbDrtEZONE, INLE2DOLEHDLELLDOT, EELEULHOALMESR
BXBZLIRTBE, uy, 5 uyyy REHETAEATE, (A< 261F) (21) ©
ABCBND ut —7) (t < toyr) BREEABEEO L ) canEd I LiZhh, RK E
DRATRE L %2 5.

RK EOBEMS RN TEREREFN T 572007 AP FREALLT,
BEOTF A b HERX (1.5) WEBEZSUGEHE AT

(2.3) ) = A ut) +pult—7) (N, peC)
D& BFBRAFEREINTVS [1]. COFEROE O, /N5 A—F ), uof
(2.4) Red< —|p|

2ulTEE, B0 >0 KROVWTHIEREL 1 5. COWEICETE, RK &
D A BEROES Y, BIEMSHEROBEHETAZ L TE5,
25 v THE b i

(2.5) h=%;@z:E¥ﬁ)
DKD—FEETHB LTS, 7AMFHEKX (23) I RK EZEATS L,
(2.6) - U' = a(une + AU') + B(tn—me + WU!__),

(2.7) Unt1 = Un + BT U

DL RESFBRRISBOND, 77L,
a=h), B=hy W= (wi(c)ciics

THY, U, it (1.2)-(13) RO (hf(tn + cih, Uny))y i, WCHAET 2572 % HIZH
(DR7 I V) THS,
DEOREDS & T, (2.3) 12T % RK k0D oM ZE (27 v 718
h DRE SIS B WEEN) BPROL ) ICERS NS,
EFE 2.1 RKEF PEETHD LI,
(2.8) Rea< —|f|
RARLTHED o, B I LT, ZFHERX (2.6)-(2.7) O¥UBHFHEREIC R
BT LEED. .
WEDT X b HEER (1.5) i (2.3) OFHEEE (u=0 LBVIb D) Lhie
LS, RKEN PREETHHLDICIRARETHLI LBV ESRMLELL D,
A ZER RKIBERLT LS PRELI L LRV, HHEMOARICRS L, RO
& ) LAERAT Zennaro [19] IZ L DRENTW S, $IZ, Gauss, Radau IIA, Lobatto
A AR, TXTCPEETHA.
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I 2.2 #lE RK BEFRO_ODEM 25T % 61E, PRETH 5.
(i) 4751 A DT RTOEAEOERIIEATH S,
(ii) RK i A #ETH 5. '

C DFEBDFEHR, Zennaro [19] DFERD L HBPNERDBEEE VS LEH T
5.

il 2.3 &fF Rea< — | 2| 2 THED o, 2 ITHLT,
() I, — aA — :W 358,

(i) | ra(2) <1

PO MO% 6, RKIEEPRETHS. TIT, ry(z) it
(2.9) re(2) =14 (a+ 2)bT (I, — aA — 2W) e
TEREIND 25 o, » OFBEBEETH 5.

FMABIAKICOVTE, (14) OB 1R, wi(d) DEHEN (2.2) b, A=W &
%Y,
(2.10) L —aA—2W=I—-(a+2)A
(2.11) ro(2) = r(a+ 2)
PRILYT 5. B, (2.8) 25 Re(a+2) <0 A7REN, TH 2.2 LML LBELIC
i 2.3 DTl EI NS, |
FHREBMANORE, Lo &) HE AR —KICERWEEZ ) b
2%, BB r,(2) 1, BlZiE, Radau IA ARDEE,

2
(s=1) 1+’1+ 2 z—a’
a+z a+z
(3=2) 1+ 5 2 1 ’
_1+a+z+ 6 Lize
a4z o+ z
(s =3) 14 2 ,
‘ -1+ 2 + !
a+z 6 4 1

a.l._z 10 +z—a
a+z a4z
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Lobatto IIIC ARDEE,

(3=2) 1+ 1+2 + a ]
at+2z 2-«
-1
+a+z+ 6 o
at+z 44—«
(s =4) 1+ 5 2 T
-1
+a+z+ 6 1

d+z+ 10 4 «a
a+z 6-—a

@lﬁ&%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%éﬂ%flﬂ&IV%&UV%M&MW@M&W@ﬂ%
BERY RK OIS Tl & <as n-Fik ([6), IV.5 ) # HHWTRENS,
CORAREHV% L, Ehle DEH (FH 1.1) @ Butcher {2 & 538 & FfE% 5
BICEoT, ROEHEERTILITES [14].

EIR 2.4 Radau IA AR, Lobatto IIIC RXAIZ PREETH 5.

3. ELEEMASAERICHT 2RTEM

BELZ ST 2 VEREOMGSHRRAOHELIIRLR Y, AMOERE, Bz,
BV HRADFEICIBEHTE 2, FIZIE, 23) D\ u 2, F0Eh, EHT
FIL, M TBE»X, KA X7 b VEREKE LT

(3.1) uw'(t)=Lu(t)+ M u(t—1)

DL UHEREEL D, FFIOANY b VE of -], (HR) IEETHEE ¢- 0 &
ICETEE, HEX (3.1) oo,

(8) o[L+({M]cC @~ (¥ [(I<]) |
DEHDS &T, FED 1 1T L THERE L % 5 [3,10]. 175 L, M XA

At (BBVIE=EMME) TELLREST, BEOMSHFREROBED LI, &

MABRNIINT 2REWE AH T — 0BT 2etr o8B i, 20
HaRTE 2w, LaALis s, MEEARICOVWTIE, &8 2.2 2EVHERD
B E R L2 ROER [11] SHALT 2 (2 OFRODIRARROBEE~DHE
IZDWTIE [8,12], IR HEROBHA DEUDOERICOWTIE [13] BH) .



T 3.5 HERX (3.1) ConT, &M (S) Y Lo T 5. WER RK EE
B 2.2 O (i), (i) ¥ A1F B I, RO (P) HFHY L.

w)ﬁﬁﬁﬁn)kaM)ﬂW®h%mmfRK&%ﬁmLfﬁBnéiﬁﬁﬁ
AOEUfFiE, FEDO r>0,m>1 IS LTHAREL R 5.

CDERDOHDHAN L7 A F 7 1RO THMTH L., EEHTERIATY
% PREWOERE, BRIV EHRICLBERC—2LEBRALET LI DT
b5, BEB a, LT X(=hL), Y (= hM) O &) 2752 £ %, %nLF
UT, 750 I, — aA — W, BEEH r.(2) b, T ¥R,

(3.2) Mx(Y)Z d—AQRX —-WQY,

(3.3) Ry(Y) = I+ (" ® L)Mx(Y) (e ® L)(X +Y)

(dix L, M O% 4 X) O &5%175, 17512 FTFINOBHICBEPL BT LIC
T5, FOLE, #HE23IHIELT, XofEohns (FEHIE, HxiE, in 't Hout
& Spijker DEH [9] ITL 5).

% 3.6 &t
o X +{Y]c ™ (Vv |(IL1)

RALTHEED X, Y SH LT

() Mx(Y) T3,

(i) p[Rx(Y)] <1

E%B%GIE, (P) BB LD, TTT, of -] RAFIORANS b VEEERT.
BEAMARICOVTH,

(34) Mx(Y)=ILi—A®(X+Y), Rx(Y)=r(X+Y)

DRI T S, L oT, T 3.5 BHE36 L AR M VESEEI LA
HICREING,

Radau IA A3, Lobatto IIIC A”UJ‘TT% ro(z) DESBERAD, S8 EH
THNCBEPR DB ELT, EAWITIE, Rx(Y) D “EIBURR LL_'?‘L_ LT
&5, LL, TOTLPLEDICER 24T AR EZEL I LIITER W,
Butcher DFaiE, 2, w e € 7¥Rez <0, Rew <0 2H7:F% HiX, Re(z+w) <0
bl ENERL RS> TVEY, FTHIDRE, oX]C €~ 2 olY]CC~ Tho
Th o[X+Y]CC- LEBLRWRD, XHT—DEOERY, EMICILEL
BROBAEOBERICIIRTE 2 VWDTH 5. %uf FHEER (3.1) AL T, &
BIZRDE ) MG EEZXDILIZT S,

175
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ﬂﬁ)Eﬁwlﬂslnﬁtf,Eﬁﬁlws*bﬁﬁuiﬁﬁﬁtf,
- (3.5) L*H+HL <0, (L+CMy*H+H(L+¢M)<0
R RYASR

TIT, 7 BRIEBOEKTH L. 2, “<0” i, ELOINVI— MTF
PEEEETHEIEEZRL TNV,

- ZOFME (3.1) KfHmA S E, EROBSSEHEINT, B 24 ﬁuéin
BROBEICHIRI NS 15].

TR 3.7 HERX (3.1) 1%, & (S) BLU (LS) AT db0LT D, ZOLE,
Lobatto IIIC AFITDWT (P) LT 5. 612, G (LS) D175 H ¢

(3.6) L*H'L-M"H'M >0

¥ H 12T % 5T, Radau IA ARITDOWTH (P) BV TH. 2T, &b “>07
BEBOINVI— MIFIPEEETH L L2 ET.

BB, COEHORE 2 O08BXRTBL.

% 3.8 || - || PED LEPNBITEH] (TEAFR) /va, -] 2XIET B398/ v
A (B2, [4]) &35, 4750 L, M &

(3.7) ulL] < - M|

H712T % OIE, Lobatto IIIC ARITDWT (P) LT 5. FIC, BEDL—2
Yy FREDEAICIE, Radau IA AFRICDOVWTDH (P) yiN YA WA

DRI, &M (LS) D H %, W% ERTAEEMELNVI—MTF] (-2
F RO RHAATE]) B2 LICLhRENS, -

72, BOHEED (16, 17 25T 72% 7 A P HRERE LTERELTWEAHF—0
2 BRI AR

(3.8) @)= Ad @)+ p 't —7)+ v ut) (A, p, ved)

P, u(t) EFRAER L L TELND 2EBOE SRR E 2D, OB
AL M

: A v
(3.9) | L=(1 0), M:(g g)
LY, &H(S) % N\ pv BHWTET L,

Re) <0, Re)Re(A¥)+ (Imv)? <0,



22 dz—v

| wl< ginf |——o

DEITHDE, ZOFERICOVTIE, %k ([16] DAFETIX, Lobatto ITIC ARid
PR &E) HHLY LD, | |

% 3.9 JifEk (5.8) 2 LB LN BETHERYEM: (S) #H723 % b, Lobatto
HIC ARIZDWT (P) BRIALT 5.

ORI, E, & (1,1) B2 1 TERDA D0 D 2x 2 f75IE L, & (LS) 2B
75 H %AW Riccati HIERX

(3.10) L"'H+HL+ HMM*H+ E, =0

DEFMHEINVI—-MRICLAZ LI > TRENS, 1B, HERX (3.10) 2%, &
(S) »b & T, EEMETNVI—MEL S DT LI, H1x T Hinrichsen-Pritcherd [7]
DFERIZ L o THEEE N 5.

#H B AFRCEL TARLMIIHR VRV -AHBRE, BE £ %, =H#
BAE B2, i BERCEHE LT
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