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Bl ERY: RAEBEZ BRI AR} 182 R

0=

&V IREE DLW 5> 77230 (Delay Differential Equations; B N DDEs & #$3,) % Btz BIEZERIc B
JRERZAERANE LTz, ZOHRR. A YTV Ty b - A4 5 —1kEB XU Lie-Trotter AL — & — +
ATV v T4 Y ZHEDWTND, DDE DORERZBAMICE N THRINGEMUTE 2 Z AL
7zo B, BRAROEHE W, BFEHTHEHAWT IS DIERERD Co-Flir KT 22 2Rl
7zo —H. IEBEERICBWVTIE. Chernoff DEHIZ X D evolution fmaily 24T 5 Z & &R L7z,

Lie-Trotter A Y v 7 4 > 7« ARV — X —HEH Cp-FEF % 7213 evolution family DA AR %A
T5ZeERIRbbic, Lk LieTrotter A7V v 7 4 ¥ 7« ARV — X —DSEEIEW 5 R O B iR
BERT DI ERLIZ, £DOIC LieTrotter A7) w7 4 VY7« ARL =KX =BAL T YTy b F
47— EHZBEALIL, XHRZA YTV y b - A4 T —(EHED Cop-FBf F 721X evolution family DK
TEFZEZEMNT 2 Z e 2FA LTz F2. ATV Sy b - A4 7 —1EHF & Lie-Trotter A7V v 7 4 ¥
T F R =R —DEERTHE L, 2O DEHARIMETE L A2 #AN TR RE» D EETH S Z &
ZR L7z,

BEFEZBEC T, BRERBICIEARRICBI ARV =K — - ATV v T4 Y TROBE. BE
M, RSB XUEEE A TV Sy b o A 7 —TE e OBGEHE U 72, BEERINE % 2 HERS R o WT 00
LZORERHRT Do

1 Introduction

FRU =R = 27V v 7 4 ¥ ZHEIRMD TTRADHIUCBE O TIEFICERETH 5, RSB
A ZBAEHETEA. N—H =25 KdV HREAR Y, BEROE L2 L v oa b 215
% 7= DIZEMTH % Z 2 H. Holden, K. H. Karlsen, K.-A. Lie, N. H. Risebro 512 & o T/REATWV 3 [20],
TR, ARV =& — 27 v 7 1 ¥ 7RG SR MRS & T S IS ASIEA - Tw B [15], L
ML, BIEWMS /X (DDE) NI OV TSR LTS,

F % |3 DDE % @iy)7z 24 CrEHE RN 93 %, DDE ZfEHZRAER LTHEMbT 2 R
HHIZ, ARZEMNEC L ZAMEPIAMBICERTE 222 TH S, X6, BHBITFICBIT 22 OFEWE
BUT X b, AMRAEDE L B e OBIFR. FHTICRVERIREDL & 201272 5,

AR CTEARAEEDHTHRNCA YTV v b - 4 5 —1EH#E (I - h(A+B))~! B X Lie-Trotter 2
TV T4 YT AR =& — (I-hA)"'(I-hB)™ ZHD FF, BERB XCIEAFERZAZIUIIONT
BN ORI X R Z BT 5,

Z DB B0 & L TId. Batkai, Andréds and Piazzera, Susanna [5], Andras Batkai and Petra Csomds
and Gregor Nickel [4], Andras Bétkai and Petra Csomds and Balint Farkas [2], Andrds Bétkai and Petra Csomds
and Balint Farkas [1], Bétkai, Andrds and Petra Csomés and Bélint Farkas and Gregor Nickel [3], K. J. Engel and R.
Nagel [8], Faragd, Istvan and Geiser, J [9], Faragd, Istvan and Havasi, Agnes [11], Faragd, Istvan and Havasi, Agnes
[10], Geiser, Jiirgen [13], Geiser, Jiirgen [12], Geiser, Jiirgen [14], Eskil Hansen and Tony Stillfjord [19], Morten
Bjgrhus [26] &03Z8F 5N 2, K XIZZNHDFEEZBZEICL DD, KED DDE IZB1F % Lie-Trotter f
RARBLOA YTV Ty b AT —AFHRDOIRNE LR LERAE 2 i T %,



2 {iiCi% DDE (2x 3 2 TEH R A RO 2 3t 3 %, 3 fiicid. DDE ORGmE MR $ 5 L cHEE
JHEEERICOW TN S, BIEEAR BIZIFARTH 2720, IFERBEBEERZ 2 HGRADE Y 725,
AHITRARRDOARL =X — - 2TV v 7 4 Y 7HEE, SHITIREARROARL —X— - X TV v T4
OHERERL B,

FEEFA TV b e A F—EB XU LieTrotter AL — & — « 27D v 57 4 ¥ ZIEDMEE % 7
L. A7V b F A5 —AEHIED Co-FHER evolution family DT EER T 5 Z ¥ /R L= LT,
Lie-Trotter A7V w7 4 V7 + ARV—=R=PBL TV v b - FAF-FEREMUTE B RLE, Zh
12X D Co-FHER evolution family D —EMEZ W T, Lie-Trotter fEAHZEN A 7V v b - A4 5 —1FHFHR
WIGRS 2 Z 2 2RT & & &Iz & L7z,

6 Fi T EUEMIZ Lie-Trotter fEFIRZ5H L. BERIKBI ZLE - NFEEMT DEEERE Lz, 515
RTUIREEICHZ 256 RN E I X bt x ., seeiclilfn e ssir R Uiz, ithiick s
Lie-Trotter A7V v T 4 V7« ARL—=R =2 4 TV v b - 4 7 —EARL DLEEEIZBRR T
Cht, JEERERTIECh? v B Z bbb 5,

FEEHF> A7 LTl K. Ohira-T. Ohira DJFEM (ZEHK 23] 25, EIEM TR OERGTHE TIFEH
TERVEEE RS 5 TBETA3 %, K. Ohira-T. Ohira DFEFIC X - TE 5N 2 BB BES 2 fiig e X >
F—2Z LTHW, 47V v b s A4 7 -FEBIXUOFIRL = RGEEORPEEEMREET %,

ATV b X4 T —EE MOHERERS 2OCREMHINTE 225, 12 1990 FR % F 2
ONAYHY —=DWFE TN — T2 &k o TRIEM ST TR E N F v AEROEMZERNOMS e LTk
W, BUEANZREL 2 WS 7 u —F R S UI U o7z, EERFSEE LT [11], [10], [4], 3], [1], [2] 22 &
DB,

THITARLV =& —« 27V v 7 4 Y 7EORERE, e, DO, M2 BN - BUEW R & i
WL, SHITZ LRI E,

2 DDEsIIX T R1ERZEAIERDETE
4 D5 DDEs 13RI EEZ LERD X3 ICEEINBHEATH 3,

HEROLE
' (1) =au(t) +bu(t+7), fort >0, "
u(t) = history(z), fort <t <0.
IFEFRRDGE
u'(t) = atu(t) + bu(t + 1), fort >0, @

u(t) = history(t), fort <t <0.

IZTEa biTrdICFEBTa<0T5, 1<0EERETS, 1>0D550E26NE8Z208;
EWITENCHTS 5 DDEs & L TEZ % Z 2123 %, history(f) % history segment & FES, 50U DED S
NPT 5,

2.1 Operator Framework of the DDEs

DDEs ZEfEAHARIcHEZEHT
HEROGE

%u(t) =au(t) + b®u, forr >0,

u(0) | _ (history(0)
(uo((r)) - (history(o-)

3

) fortr <o <0.



R DY G
%u(t) = atu(t) + b®u, fort >0,
u(0) history (0)
(uo((r)) - (history(o-)

Z Z T history segment u,(c) : [7,0] > R % u;(0) =u(t +0) TEZRL, BEEHZE ® % &p = p(1) TE
®7 %,

[ B EANDIKTENME S X OAREINZR W regularity ¥ W5 BEZ WARS 2 72912, A4 GBI 51X
AL TCTHEZHERNT S, Z2D7 Fu—FI3. K. I Engel ¥ R. Nagel [8] ZiZ U, A. Bétkai & S.
Piazzera F DNV H 1Y) — 27 L —7[5]. [4]. [2]. [1]. [3]. Eskil Hansen and Alexander Ostermann [18]. Eskil
Hansen and Tony Stillfjord [19] FDIFFLICE W THWV 7z,

“

) fortr <o <0.

d _du(t+0')_du(t+0')_i
a' T ar T de Cde'” )
u; (0) = u(z).

X(t) = (u(t),u) €T3 oD RRERD X 512k 5,

BERDIZE
%X(t) =(A+B)X(t), fort>0
. (6)
_ (history(0)
X0 = (history(a'))’
EBRRDIBE
%X(t) =(A(t)+B)X(1), fort>0
X(0) = history (0) @
= (history(o-))’

where a < 0, fEFIZ A, A(t). BIZRD XS WCEHEINS,

Az(a o)’ A(t)z(at o)’ ind B:(O b;I)
00 0 0 0 L
TITERZR O IED(p) =p(1) E L. 4= BWAFAREZRT DL T 5,
TRICEBZER 2 RD & S ICEHRT %,

E=C([0,T] :R)® L'([7,0] : R),

ZIT ZOEMIBTBILx= () D/ VL%

llxlle = llull=ro,r1:2) + Lol L1 ([2,01:R)

TEHRT 3, KIZDA)=D(A(1) =8 £ D(B) B RD X S IZEHRT 3,

D(A) = D(A(1)) =C([0,T] :R)® L' ([1,0] :R) = &,

D(B)=C([0,T] :R) & {f € Wh'([1,0] : R) : £(0) = p(0)} C &. ©)

withnorm  ||x|lp(s) = llullz=0,r7 + loll L1707 + I

L'[7,0]

D(B) 1 & DERIZERITH Y closed TH % 7S densely defined TlX7e\, L7722 oT BIE & ETIX Co-F
B4R L 72w,



ZTRIBER BT T ALY ARY b 2 ART MALRIEZR L TE L K. J. Engel and R. Nagel [8], A.
Pazy [24] ¥ 2SO Z &,

EE 2.1 FEERARICSHT B L YR Y b2 ZRZ ML), (C,D(C)) & NF v NZE[ § 1B 3 BHIREE
M#Er T2, .
1)C DARZ U
o(C):={1e€C: A -C:D(C) — & is not bijective }.

2) (C,D(c)) DL YRV & p(C) :=C\o(C) IKBWTEHREZXN, 1EHZE p(C) 1ZRD X512k 5,

p(C):={1e€C: Al -C:D(C) — &is bijective }.
3)RIZ A € p(C) THAUX A - C (& injective TH Y, L7 > TREWHERE (A - C)~! BFEET 5,
COERZEZ COLYANRY P ERELRRD XS 12RT,
R(1,C):=(1-0)"".

A € p(C) ITHF U THEHIZE AT — C V& injective TH D D surjective DYFE (AI-C)™' : & - D(C) 13 & &
WTEFEIN B, Cldclosed. A —C b closed H Y ZDHIEFAZED closed TH B, BT 7EITED
AU-O) ' BERTHEZehbh b,

RIZA Y A(r) 1X dissipative TH 2 Z ¥ BHER L TH <,
TRE 2.2, a < 01T L AB XU A®r) 1 dissipative TH 5,
SERB. J(u,p) % (u,p) DIEE L T D, fEHARE COHEMNTH S 2IE, IXTD (u, f) € D(C) IZXTL,
BN ¢ € J(u, f) PIFEL TROEM T 20D

Re(C(u, ), ¢) <0

ZZTHE, J(u,p) & (u,p) DMNNEEEZRTDIDOE TS, h> 0 LT, {TED (u,p) € D(A) =&
EEZFHC o= w0 eJu, f) T3, ROXPHLT 3 :

(A, 1), 8) = ((a,0), (1, 0)) = ahllul2 (0.7y)-
ZZT,. a<0THsr5H,

Re(A(u, f), ¢) = allullw 0.1y < O

WD ILD, Llehdo T, fEFFH A X dissipative TH %, FIFEIZL T,

(AW (. ). 8) = ((atu,0), (u.0)) = atllull3jo.17,

b, ZZTHHVa<0THEZEeDH,
Since a < 0, it follows that:
Re(A (1) (u, f), ¢) = atl|ull} o jo.7)) < O-

MDD, ZHUTE D, A(r) B F7= dissipative TH B Z L ARSI N7z,



A 2.3 (A+ B3 D(B) LTHY B3 & LTI TH ). LilONMIFRFDIENAR A, B ZE R 5,
72720, BIIIESMERAEDB) > E T3, Thbb. HEIEBM BPHEELTUURIMLT 3 !
£ C for every constant M (10)

u
J+()
Plllg
CORFZERICOWTHEREBNETH %, BIFZEM E D/ VLB L TIRIEERED., EHFB D(B) Lo
7577 VAZEALTEERTHZ, T hbb,

P
NI RIRTASR

ZOERNP S, EHEZE A+BIIERERB DA NDB) =D(B) THIBTHZEZS 7 /7 VAL THERL
BBEZeNENINDE, TRDb,
Il
<C
P

H( * )(u)
I
Thb,

FRED Z L IR HRTF DS A, TEHE A1) ICOWTHMH D, TbE, Kt e [0,T] ITBWT,
A(t) +BIXEFRKDB) LTHER RS,

< Clixllps) = Cllull=jo,r) + oL [r.01 + 10l Li[7.07)-
&

D(A)ND(B)=D(B) .

SRR p € WHI([7,0] : R) D& &, B (FL—2R) p(7) X well-defined TH 5. Y AL 7 DMEGEE X D,
p e WhI([7,0] : R) IZEHETH 3720, p(r) FEHRERD,
HE->T.

[f (O] < 11 lwri (.00

BALT 5. Fiz. p e WHI([1,0] : R) DIFE. ZOWD p/ 1& LY([7,0] : R) IR T 5,
Wz,

o'l ((e.0pm) < lollwr((z,012)-

MERALT %,
YE»5 BiE D(B) LTHRTH LD Z e Rndniz, £

A u _ au
o] o
THBIehd, HBEZEKM >0 ZEHNT,

u
”A(P)H = |laul|z=(jo,T}R) < M

HRILT B,
REERIF DS E. A(r) &

u
HA(I)(P)H = |latullr=(jo,r1r) = sup |atul < |a|T||ullp=o,r1r) £ M

0<t<T
v, TARIDEHZEA+BIIERBR DA NDB) ETERTH B dndns, EHE A 2
BRIFTH 2HBAETH. AO)+BIlED(A))ND(B)=D(B) L TO<t<T DHEEIZBVWTEHERTHLZ L
DRI NIz, O



MR 24 (BlE A (BXUA(1) TR LTHIEMTTH ). 1FI1ZE BIE EIER A BXTA@) W0 LTHI
MERTH 2, THbBE, H20<a<1BXUB>0PFELT. UFZiT :

Ploll =)L 10

5, IHERAFDIE R A(n) WL TH, X 1€ [0,T] IBWTLURDRILT S :
+8 for te[0,T].

o)l = bl #IG.

SEEA. KD & S5 I T % ¢
’(‘Y) ’

<@+ 11" () L1z,01

+p

&

<a
& D(B)

<a
&

MWD .

u
()
P

< Cillellwrigzo1 + lollwrp01

#
0
oT,. a=0. B=C1+1 LBRZETHABPIBILT 5, A(t) DHFED. ELARKIRT 2N TE
5o O

<(Ci+1)

3 Miyadera Perturbation
KRELETIE, TEHZE (- hB) ! PEYNCEBRINTVE Z e 2FHT 5, ROWMETIE, LY LRV
MERIZE
R(A,A(D) +B) = (I — (A(®) +B))™!
PEFTHY, »OmAITH 2 Z & 2R T %,
HWRE31(A()+B DL YN+ DEEN). FEE T KE kD BEF AT LT, YERFE AT- (A1) +B)
B ThH B, $hbb, A@)+BDLYIIARY MEFZE
R(A, A(t) + B) = (A — (A(t) + B)) ™!
DERTH B Z L RENS,

S, D (v, 6) € E 1M LT, KEMST (u,p) € D(B) DIFET 3 2L BRI X0 :
(Al = (A1) +B))(”) - (V)
p é
ZOREEMRINCERT 5 &,
()=o)
p) \o

0 1-<

( A—at —bd
do

Y%, TR HRDUN A SN :



(A=—at)u —bp(t) =v

A d =
=)o =

2 O HOBEREERBETE (EBELIE) (X DT 2 e Mo 7 EATHD, ZOMIZRD X
SICGALNS !

p(o) = ' /U eV p(s)ds
INEHAVWT 1 2HOSERIC p(r) ERAT B

_v+bp(7)
T A-at

219%, 2T, BER AW =A= g g Y DGEEDIEAFRRICBVTDH, a<0&LTWVWEH, 1>0

EHoREQEAUESRIZY 2Ick 5 F, o BEYICEE I NS,

HEXD, BAIGHRMICEZEETE, MO —EMNICEES72D, AP THREVWE SERAR
A= (A()+B) B[ TH 2 Z e WRENTz, £, FHZE A BX U BIIHEHEZETH 270, 2D
A()+B SHEZETH B, LT, 7S 7EMICE D, WEHE U - (AW +B) ' BERL 725,
ZODZ b ENIEHE s, m

FRCHERDEES (U - (A+B) ' ERTH 2 Z e hEIND, a=0DHEITIE. ZOHBEIZLD
B 2SIEATH. densely defined T2 < T (Al = B)~' 251 > 0 T well-defined TH % Z £ 23bh 5,

=3 EHEER (Miyadera Perturbation Theorem) D% & X 5, A. Pazy OXHk [24] Tl A+ B »
dissipative T® %3512 DWW TESHEHEHDOFHIAP R EN TV 25, AR TIE A+ B 2 dissipative TH %
EWVSREZBHRN,

1 3.2 (b & N mF B BE ). [21], (28], [27], [8] Banach %2 & LT Co-18E (Ta(1)),50 ZERT
BERZEAREZS, ¥/ FHEB:DB)CcE S EDNARHMLTHMERTHZ T3, Thbb,
EBO<aBXUB20DBFEL. ITNEHLT LT 5.

[|Bx|| < a|lAx|| + Bllx|l, Vx e D(A) N D(B). (11
T, ITOFEGEZIRET 5 -

(i) YEFIZE A 55 Banach 281 & ET Co-FBETA(r) KT 2 1 Thbb, HEIZEEM>1Y we RIBEF
LT, FED >0 L TURAEALT S -

ITa(t)|| < Me®*, Vt20 (12)

(ii) TEFIE BIIMERIZE A WS L THAESCTH D, Z DML E M2 RIER X1 XD /&
D BERB 2 0 BFEL T, RDOSEMEZIIT I e Z2HKT 5 !

1Bx|l < al||Ax|| + Bllx[l, Vx € D(A)ND(B) (13)

(iii) VEMIZE B 13 densely defined DRENITR WD, it OMIRNAT R DS %2 E# D(A) n D(B) LT
7z SR UTTR B0,



YU EDRGE il XN b 856, 1EIHZE A + B & Banach 2814 & £TC Co-FF Targ(t) ZE L. ZDFHE
D growth bound ¥ U TLURASAR D 32D .
ITars ()| < Me B v >0 (14)

EIHBEIEMOIHEEKR L. 2 2 TRERADEFTANEFEHEHOBHSLMLERHET A Z 2R,
COEBIRDOZ E EZERLTWS .

I HFaRERATHLT, FEFHZEA+B DL Y ARy P YN ER SN S,
2 A4Sy AL T—AF =1 (I-h(A+B) & /NEWHIAIE h 128 LT well-posed TH 3,
3 FHED growth bound V&, HIRTHIA FAE DA 2 HOMERL B 537200 LI L 7200,

IR ADETMCHEL TWS, BRADHER TN XL, EHE B BMEAR A I L THNE
T, 2OHFMEEED @ <1 Z2ili7e T8 THD, LrL, ZRudmdi24icky, 9Icidea=02 L
THALT % Z e BBRORENTWVW S,

Lo T, B-FEEEMEHE A DETIVCEMAFRETH 5, 1EHE A DAERT 21 Ta() 13, R
FHZRD K S ICFIHETE 3 :

e’ 0
[

TIZT,. a<0THB7%D, [Ta@)| <1=e" &b, EAE A+BPERT 2L, @24 THS
n=ER C ZHWT

s

€(0+(C1+1))t (Cy+1)t

=e

r b oifixh s,
T HITHITHBNZ K512, AR L BEMDOR OIS O(ht) TH B Z L bR TZ 3,

4 Autonomous Operator Splitting

Lie-Trotter 2 7V v 5 4 ¥ 27 « AL —&—Ty, := (I - hA)~"'(I - hB)™' 2E %2 %, RiffiCI3EFEIE
HERWSZ2ICE>T. AYTVTy b+ AT —AEHFE Ry := (I - h(A+ B)~! 28 Co- Y-8 Tarp(t) %
ERT 5 e EMER L, AHOBME, FHE/ VAICBWTER! -1 280 (nh?) — 0 (h — 0) ZRT
e ThHb, ZHUXt=nh ITBWT, h—> 0Dk % LieTrotter A7V v T 4 V7 « ARV =R =D VT
Yoy b A4 5 —AFRARICPCRL, ZORRE LTH—D Co-FREEZAERT 2 Z L 2 EKT %,

RO TIE, LieTrotter A7V v T4 V7 + FRL—=R— A TV b« 4 5 —1EMEDERG
H9 %, Z4UZ Eskil Hansen and Tony Stillfjord [19] iIC & > THWSRAFIELFEML 2 DTH 30,
HIF XD —NIRRZBEE LTV 5,

7B 4.1 (The error between the Lie-Trotter splitting operator and the Implicit Euler operator).

IR =Tl < Cnh®> -0 as h—O0. (15)

El_li

BA.
Rh—Ihz(I—hAy*QI—hAxl—h@4+B»4-41—h3rﬂ (16)

Ihzfiiiiucs s e:



Ry-Tn=U-hA)""'(I-hA-hB+hB)(I-h(A+B))™' =1 -hB)!
17
= (I - hA)™! (1+hBRh—(1—hB)—1) a7

RORT v TEREHET L !
(I -hAR,— (I -hB)™'=(I—-hA—-hB+hB)R, - (I - hB)~!
=I+hBR, - (I-hB)~!
= hBRy +1— (I - hB)™! (18)
= hBR,+ (I - hB)Y(I - hB)™' = (I - hB)™!
= hBRy, — hB(I — hB)™!
o THAIE R, — Thll ZRD K S ICFHCTE 3 :

IRy = Tull = RII(I = hA)"'(BRy — B(I - hB) ™)l (19)

ZZTP -0 '=P 1 (Q-P)Q ! tobound ||(BR, - B(I — hB) V|| 2> &

I(BRy — B(I - hB) )| < IBU = h(A+B) ' II((I = hB) = (I = h(A+ B))II(I = kB)7'|l.  (20)
HE->TBUI-h(A+B) " Z:

B(I-h(A+B) ™' =—[(I-h(A+B)™' ~(I-hB)™'| = A(I - h(A+B))"'(I - hB)™".

e

= (I=h(A+ B))"'((I - hB) — (I — h(A+ B)))(I — hB)™! 2D
(I-h(A+B)'A(I - hB)™!
LY ARy MEFRIZLZEM & % B ® domain D(b) 1253 !

(I-hB)™': X > D(B)cé&

CDZEBOBIFARTHoTH, LY AR MEHFE (I-hB) I TN S R IS L TRARTH Y

||(I - hB)’IH < C, hsufficiently small
MER D, AR

”(I —h(A+ B))_1|| < C, hsufficiently small

MEZ, EHICAIWZE LETERTHBH5 A <C.
chsnze R Qo) CHEHTAE, ZoRF

I(BR, -B(I-hB)™ )| <C-C-C-hC-C=hC
Yhb, ZORDS (19) 13

IRy =Tyl = h ||(1 — hA)"! (BRh ~B(I - hB)‘l)” < h-hC =CH. 22)
DX IWFHiixh 5,
FAZ ATV  FAT—ELIRL =R« ATV v T4 VIIEOHEED ERERD K S I12RKD
BIeMNTXD !



n
IR =il < D IRl Rw = Tl - 7|
k=1

n
<y crkcnrck! 23)
k=1

<n-C-h
= Cnh? = Cht.
[}
ZOfED S, LieTrotter A 7Y v 74 V7« FRL—X—=HBA4 TV b F A5 —EHBITHLT
h—> 0D ERT 2 REND, BFEBHEHICEID, A7V b - 4 7 —EARZEZ—EN
12 Co-FHERERT 2 e PRI ND, LIz o T, LieTrotter A7V w7 4 V7« ARL—K—3 4
STV b A4 T EHEIER T A BD LR Co-ERHCINR T B,
TIR 4.2. Lie-Trotter A7V v T 4 V7« FRL—R—1Z, 4TV b - F 4 7—ERABEDPERT2HD
L R—D Co-FRACIURT %, .
RIT, EEFHERZE A+ BAERT 3 Co-BBE Tarp(t) & ZDEDELTH B4 VTV v b F 45—
YERZ Ry = (I —t/n(A+B)) ! DT 5 Co-F-BET, (1) DRNCAEL 2 A DEEEFANG,

FE 2 4.3 (Yoshida Approximants). [8]
THARERL T L. n/t € p(A+B) BEILT 5 DT, ROIEHFE !

A, = (A+B) (1— %(A+B))_l - ;R(;,A+B)

¥ E DS D(A+B)=D(A) ND(B) NOFEFHEHZE L 2D, well-defined TH 5%,
ZHWZ (A+B) TR TH

(A+B) (1 - %(A +B))_1
3. EHeRE FTHIMERE RS, ZOERZE A, 2. A+ B O Yosida Approximants ¥ W5,

Yoshida Approximants DEFK & D, LR TERSINZHERR A, FEFRMEIERR 25, EHE A,
. ERIEFAE A+ B OEHBELE LTHRTH 2720, KR THEEERARE AV CIHRINMCRB X
% AR T, (1) Z22EKT 5

Tu(t) = €'

X o THEMEMER A, (ZHREGERE T, (1) 28T 2 2 EBMRFEE N B,
51T, 1FHIER A, BITDIEFAFERE A+ B 2Ll 270, BRENZEER S, DU D & 5 L fkid
RIS —HRRICHAZ S 5 & e MRAEE L5 ¢

IT, ()]l < Me®', n>1

CIZTEB M, 03 n \TEEET. TTOMERZE A+ B IS0 L CESFEEEM £ 7213 Hille-Yoshida D& #
251554 % growth bound ¥ —¥§ %,

Rl 4.4. [8, Lemma in Section 4]

T (t)x = T(0)x|| < tM?e“! ||Apx — (A + B)x||

(24)
=nhCe®" ||Apx — (A + B)x||
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5 Non-autonomous Operator Splitting: A is time-dependent A(7)

i CiEd. HHROEEEELR L., B3B! Miyadera DEFD) ZHWT, A > F Vv b - F A4
7 —VEFZEB XU Lie-Trotter 2 7Y w7 4 27« AR — X =0 Co- -8 Tayp(t) ZHERT 2 Z L BHER
L7,

L ADPRBIFTHD, BEELERA I LT A=AQW) 2 RBGEE2EZ 5, ZOHE, FAE AR
WEAERRTH D, ZOEFR BRI D(AQW) =& b7, SFEEEHEZ FATINCGEH S 2 2 2 0]k
THd, Lo T, EEOMEE N 1 10 LT, 1EME A@) + B W3Rz ERT 5, T4hb
b, BEE SNt T, Rzl 3 mAT72 evolution family U(s, ) 25FES 3 .

%U(s, t)=(A()+B)U(s,1), s>t.

ORI LD, NERXH s -1 BT DRFEPEOND T ik D0, WA I DRFEE & DWW
XENCHRER U, KIB (global) RfEZ15 20BN H 5, D7, evolution family ZHMEICERT %,

evolution family U(s, ) &RD & S ITEHR I N D, #HMITDOWTIE, Baétkai, Andras and Petra Csomés and
Balint Farkas and Gregor Nickel [3], Andrés Batkai and Petra Csomés and Balint Farkas [1] 3 & OF A. Pazy [24]
ESRENT W0,

E %% 5.1 (Evolution family). /3, Definition 1.5] Banach 2281 & FOREAFMERZDIE U = (U(s,1))s5: D3BL
TZid e &, FERICHERR) evolution family ¥ WHIL 5

(i) FED s>r>1eRITHLT,
U(s,r)U(r,t) =U(s,1),U(t,t) =1
DIRILT B
(ii) FISBERR (s,1) = U(s, 1) 1 X508 (strongly continuous) TH 5,
(iii) HBEBM > 1,;0 cRPIFELT, IRTD s>t e RISHFLTRBKILT S :

NU(s,0)|| < Me®™0

Z ZTl& Chernoft DEEZ V5., ZAUT &b, IEERENRIEE D evolution family U(s,7) ZRH 5 Z &
WTE D,

FI52(F =/ 7DEME (Chernoff) ). & % Banach 221y L. ROELM % TI1EHAZOBREEZ 5 .

(i) —B&MH (Consistency Condition) @ SRAAHIZBWT,

}llirr%) Ry(t)x=x forallx e &

WAL T 5,
(ii) ERIEF L DL (Generator Approximation) : 3XTD x € D(A(t)) N D(B) IZDW\WT, #WAAHICE
W,
Rix = x - (A(H)+B)x ash—0
WAL T 5,

(iii) —FEEYE (Uniform Stability) @ TEFAZEIRD 2 VA ||Ry|| 13 NE 2 I LT HEICERTH %,

11



IS DR BIE, Ry ()™ 1 evolution family U(s, t) IR T %, ZAUILLTNOMA KD —iE
RfETH 5 !
d
;;;l](s,t) =A(NU(s,t), U(tt)=1.

SEFA. (i) Consistency Conditions:

(I-h(A@)+B) ' —I=h(A®®) + B)I - h(A(t) + B)) ",

TH2H1H

Ry (D)x —x = h(A®?) + BY(I - h(A(t) + B)) 'x. (25)
Hille-Yosida & % WM& EHREME0 6. T/ hITHRL ¢

(I-h(A()+B))™' : & > D(A®G) + B)
FtIZOWT—HRICERTH 5,
72 Z AW +BBIFERTH>TH (AW)+B) I - h(A()+ B) " 3/PNE WV IR L T—RICERTH %,
ZDZrizky
Rpx — x

HHRAHH TR D 32D, THTRM () il 2 e GEEHE Nz, £7e,

% [(1 - h(A(t)+B))™" = 1I| = (A(t) + B)(I - h(A(t) + B)) "
— A(t)+B
12 X D (ii) Generator Approximation condition 233ERH X 17z,

IRpx]l < ||Rpx — x|| + |Ix]| (26)

X DG DD T ||Rux|| B—HEERTH B Z L 3bh ) —HEEE S (i) 2z L TW5 Z & A5
XNz,

o
PElozeroF i/ 7DOEM (Chernoff’s theorem) I2& D, 4 7V v b« A4 5—1EHHE
Ry = (I -h(A(t)+B))™!
73 evolution family U(s, ) 24K T % Z & DA S 7z,
MES3. ATV b A A S—AEFFEL evolution family DEF. .
(1= h(A(t) + B) ™' = U(t,t + h)|| < Ch*. (27)

LRHiiE s,

SEBR. FEEERERZE A(r) + B MRS % evolution familyU (s, t) 1 &R DFEST R 2723 ¢

U(s,t)x—x= / U(s,7)(A(t) + B)xdt, x € D(A(t)+B)

12



—J7. TERZE (I - h(A@) +B) " LYy ARy MESERZHZEL, RO X51ICET 3 ¢
(I-—h(AG) +B)'x —x=h(A@) + B)(I - h(A(?) + B)) 'x.

exact evolution family (DWW T, FORFEIXENZB W T RARILT 3 :

t+h
U(t,t+h)x—x= / U(t,7)(A(T) + B)xdrt (28)
DZODAEZPIRANTE L &,
(I-h(A()+B) 'x=U@, 1+ h)x
t+h (29)
= h(A(t) + B)(I — h(A(r) + B)) 'x — / U(t,7)(A(7) + B)xdt

ERBITE 2, Th2ETOIETHUOHEEMA S

t+h
=/ [(A(t) + B)(I = h(A(t) + B))™' = U(t,7)(A(7) + B)| xdt (30)
Yleb, LYIRY MEEDO BRI LD,
||(I— h(A(r) +B))_1|| < C, uniformin A.
DRANLT %, Flze 1ot DE EOBT S 8,
U(t,t) ~ I+ (t—1)(A(t) + B)

PR, FERICL T,

(I-h(A(t) +B))"' ~ I+h(A(t) +B)+0 (hz)

et LY ARy MEFERD STEAMNCIELS L S 5 IR,

U(t,7) :I+(T—t)(A(l)+B)+O((T—I)Z), ot

BIU

(I-h(A(t)+B))"" =T+ h(A(t)+B)+0 (hz)
TH5, LEDNo>T, WHEIPEEIEZ r=r+5,;0<s <h EEWTHRINCEHTE 3 .

(A(t) + B)(I — h(A(t) + B)) ' —U(t,1 + 5)(A(t + 5) + B)
=[(A(@®)+B)(I+h(A(t) +B))] = [T +s(A(¢t) + B)][A(t+s) + B] + O (hz) .
JHZERHET 5 b,
(A(t) + B)(I — h(A(?) +B))_1 —U(t,t+5)(A(t+s)+B)
=A(t)—A(t+s)+h(A(t) + B)(A(t) — A(s)) + O(hz).
HESIhB, spricEo e E, RGP EYHEh 3,

(€2Y)
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JRIZ, Lie-Trotter splitting /F /1] 4

Ty = (I - hA@)'(I - hB)™!

& Ry, DMERT % evolution family ¥ [/ U evolution family 24,3 % Z & 2R3,

IDZLEHRPTBDIC, KDL ERT, h— 0 Ll &, EHE/ VL R, -Th| & BHERD
BE L ERRIC O(th?) 1ITED <, ZOREREFATEIUE. R, 2VEK T 5 evolution family D— 1D & 1
M T, BEHIZE Ry, 2 [HI L evolution family U(s, ) 24T 2 Z L BRI 3,

B 5.4 (||T)— Rpll < ChT? — Oash — 0). {EFIE%E R, .= I-h(A()+B) ' BXUT, := (I-hA(1) (I -
hB) ' 32, ZOLE MEHET, & Ry DAAFHAICBVWTh > 0D X2 0IIURT %, THbE,
B B ER C DTFAE L TROFHMAHL b 37D -

|R, —Tull < CAT> >0 as h— 0 forsomeC. (32)
CZTTWE0<t=nh<T <o 2 LTEDREHTH 3,

SIEER.
Ry —Tn = (I - hA(1)~! ((1 — hA())(I - h(A() +B) ™' = (I - hB)—l) (33)
ZoORBEHBEICT S &
Ry —Th = (I - hA(1)~" (I = hA(t) = hB+ hB) (I — h(A(1) + B)) "' = (I — hB)™!

(34)
= (I-hA(1)"! (1 +hBRy, — (I - hB)’l)

RDAT v STt e
(I —hA(t))Ry, — (I —hB)™' = (I — hA(t) — hB+ hB)R;, — (I — hB)~!
=I+hBR, - (I -hB)~!
= hBRy +1— (I - hB)™! (35)
= hBR,+ (I -hB)(I-hB)"' = (I -hB)™!
= hBR, — hB(I — hB)~!
L7 o TRy = Tyll ZRD X SIZFHITE 2,

IRy — Tl = hII(I — hA(t)) "' (BRy — B(I - hB)™")|| (36)

ZzeEER P -0 ' =P (Q-P)Q ! EHWT||(BR, — B(I - hB)™Y)|| Z&Hlid 3 :

I(BRy — B(I = hB)™)|| < [IBU — h(A(#) + B)) "' |II((I = hB) = (I = h(A(t) + )L = hB) 7|l (37)

ZZTBUI-h(A(®)+B) i

B(I-h(A()+B))™' = — [(I = h(A() + B)) ™' = (I = hB)™'| = A(I - h(A(r) + B)) "' (I - hB)~".

il

= (= h(A() + B))"'((I - hB) — (I - h(A(t) + B)))(I — hB)™! (3%)
(I-h(A@®)+B) "A@)= hB)™!
72 Z BBIFERTH->TH, LIYAXRY M (I-hB) 1, T/ E VISR L TCRBEEERTH %,
ERE RDESBRLYIARY DN
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||(I - hB)_IH < C, hsufficiently small
AR

||(I - h(A(r) + B))_1|| < C, hsufficiently small

X512, 175 AGt) = (‘g

Mo E2ZEB T2, ROERIELNS, ZOFHGER G IWCHEHAT 2. LT XS ICEM{LX
n5:

8) THE26 A1) 13 E LTRRARTHY., ||AO| < CTfr0<t <T %

\(BR, - B(I-hB)™)||<C-CT-C-hC-C =hCT

L7235 T, K (19) DFHIIIRD L5125

IRy =Tyl = h ”(1 — hA(r)"! (BRh _B(I- hB)—l)H < h-hCT = CH°T. (39)

UEDEER?S, ATV b e A F7—EBIUOFIRL—X— - 27 Y v T 4 VIR BIT 5=
DWTOFHHALL R D X 5 125617,

n
[ B Ll R AR

k=1
n
< ¢k cntret! (40)
k=1
<n-C-h’T
= Cnh*T = ChT?
O

ZomEld, EAHROLA TS HASR L FRC, FEIKT T % Lie-Trotter A7) v 74 ¥ 27« AL —
K=, KfAFT 24TV v b FA T —AEHBEANACRT 2 2 2RL TV 5, KT 24 7
Vow b A 45 —1EHAZEIZ—ER evolution family #4255 728, Lie-Trotter A7V v 7 4 ¥ 7« R
L —&—% E7[[— evolution family 24K T2 Z 2 IZh 5, S 5T, B B (evolution family)
DI O (h?) TH %,

Chernoff DEMZHH T 5, WEKIFT 24 > 7TV v b - A4 7 —FHZRDPEK T 5 evolution family %
U(s,t) £ 35 ¥, Cheroff DEMIE, KRIKFST 54>V b« F 4 7 =K% HW7z evolution family
DIEPUNFICEET 2l A% 5 2 %5, 7272 L. Chernoff DE T evolution family U (s, 1) @ growth bound
DIARENCIES S 720,

evolution family U(s, 1) @ growth bound (&, = <F1EEEH (Miyadera Perturbation Theorem) (T X o TIRFE
Eh3,

FIZ 5.5 (Growth Bound of the evolution family U(s,?)). Let
IBxlle < allA()xlle +Blixllps) for x € D(A(1)) N D(B)

L7235 C. evolution family U(s,t) D growth bound (T EAERZE (I — h(A@®) + B)™! 25 W\& (I -
hA() Y (I = hB) N IC Xk > TELLZE NS :

|U(s,0)]l < PG, (41)
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h tting A(r) ar 0
wnen setin = .
8 0 0

FaDTr—2TlEa<0TDAM)=ETHB720D, A(t) DLYARY FEEIX (0,0) &L, o T

R(AL,A®D)) = — A(r))~!
_/1—at0_1

B 0 2

1

:/l—at
iy

||(/U—A(t))’1|| < max{ ! 1},

(e}

~|—

FEFRTDA>w=0I1TLTHEET 3,
LY AR b FHligE

A—at’ 1
Zhi7z 372D A1) s > t I U T Co-BRETa) (s — 1) ZEMKT 2,

FIE5.6. 1EFHZE A(r) DVERT 2% 1 1ITBT 3 Co FHED /L 2ld, RO XS b biHlidns .

”TA(,)(S - t)” = max :e%(ﬁ—ﬂ)’ 1: '

(42)
L 72235 T evolution family U(s,t) D7 VL HRD X S IFHfiE N5 .
NU(s, 1) < >FE=0, (43)
SERA. ERUEIZE A(r) BRRAFTH D, ZDITAIRINILLTFTH AN S ¢
at 0
A(t) = .
o ( "0 )
IEEREAR A(r) DEE. evolution family DL FTE#ZEIND ©
) v
t
ZOESE BRINCEE TS ¢
s afs Tdt 0
A(r)dt = d 44
[ A ( S ) (44)

L7ehioT, UTD&512H TS !

a(2_42) 0 1

Z DATHNIHSAITANIT H % 72D, TERBBII R ER T L ICHETE !

4 (242 0-
TA(,)(s—t):exp([ 2( 0 l) 0 )

e3(-7) o
Ta@(s—1) = ( )

0 1
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VEZ )V LAEIRDES12HZ605
me®—0H=f$HWNwU—04Y
1T ALTHNITH 7=, /L LADRKEFRKEEE» HHOND .

“TA(t) (s— t)“ = max {e%(sz‘fz)’ 1}
TIT a<0THEHE, HiZ &) < 1AM IDD, FiF
[Ta) (s =] =1 45)
A ESFEEEIIC X AR EA T 5 L
U (s, 01| < ||Tag) (s = 1)]| #E0;

ETREERERAT S L !
NU(s, 1) < 2P0

L7255 T, evolution family U(s, ) @ growth bound &, IAKTHRD X 51245 :
UG D)l < P00 (46)
O

FERINCIX. ERRDERDPOARL =K — c AF Vo T4 B AL T YTy b - F AL T —EDEIFR
DX IIFHixh 3 @

HERDBE

ChT 47
FEEERDIGE !

ChT? (48)

BEm B JERFEROGG. A Y SV Yy b - A4 F—EE Lie-Trotter 7EIEDO#ZE . BEROSLE (1
RDA =K =) LHBELT2RDA =X —=D7DIRD accuracy (2B L TIEMNT 5, Zu—ULicin
RS I ON TR EL 2B,

6 Numerical Analysis

AHITIE. UFOXHkESHR L 7= : E. Hairer ¥ G. Wanner [16]. E. B. Davies [7]. W. Zuo & Y. Song [30].
B LK. Ohira & T. Ohira [23], & 5{Z, K.Ohira [22] 25| L7, %7, PythoniZ &k %7 u2" 7 4 [ddeint]
DEMICOWTIE. https://github.com/Zulko/ddeint?utm_source=chatgpt.com Z SR X 7=\,

61 BEAU— A>TV Yb - AALT=FRARL—F— - AT VT >T%

Z DN RER R AR A DB TS 2 B L X1d. BERE 2N BT 2 BB oIy . #hs ik
ET AHBERFFCELRTER LR VEIICH 2, ZOFEOICRIE L REICOVTIE, T T
K7 skam 21T - 7o

FIRETNIY XLIZDOWTEZ D, ZO7LTY ZALDHEHANRT 4 T 71E, LY LRV b (resolvent)
Z AW (semigroup) DEREEZ B ITH 5,

17



6.1.1 HERDHZS

HERIZBWT, MEZAEEZ h T2, £ 7V b - F 4 F—1kld Hansen 5 [19] 2BFZEE
FTHELIRD XS IcREIN 5B,

A+B (£7212 A(1)+B) DL Y AR MEEAH i 3.1) TRLULZED EFERICL T, EED (un, pn) €
XL T, REWMZT XS (up_1, pne1) € D(B) BTFET S ©

(I-h(A+ B))(”") = (””‘1)
Pn Pn-1
ZORZIEE B - TEHET %,

(1 = ha)uy = up—1 + hb®p, (o),

A d 49)
Pn — %pn = Pn-1-
X @9 OO E o WL TR IZE, & pp(0) = u, ZRHWTU T 2185 .
01 :
pu(@) = ey + / el T Mp,(s)ds, (50)
2 (50) DWIIAEHE @ ZEH X485 Z 2 T,
01
pn(7) = Muy, + / Ze“‘”/hpn_l(s)ds. Q)
2195, Xz, K49 o EflloX K (51) 2HAEDE S Z 2T,
0
(1 = ha)u, = u,_1 +hb (eT/hun +/ ‘rze(T_s)/hpn - 1(s), ds) (52)

21445, TORDPS, upog ZHOT u, ZRO XS ITKDSENDS ©
0
(1 — ha — hbeT/h) Uy = Upy_1 +b/ e(Tfs)/hpn,l(s)ds

T
1 b 0
/ E(Tis)/hpn,l(s)ds
T

(1= ha—hoe™) """ " 1= ha — hbet/h)

Uy =

6.1.2 FBERRDEE

FEEHERDIGEICOWTEZR S, BEAAREZ h e L, EEHERA TV Yy b o A4 7 —EIIBIT3
u, 3k 5, Hansen & [19] 12 & o> TIREINIEERRICHT 2E X HZILKRT 5 2. ROMH HERRK
YLTCRHETZE3 .

(1 = ha(nh))u, = uy—1 + hb®p, (o)

A d (53)
Pn — %pn = Pn-1-

ZOFRT XD, AT LHNDEREDEFRIIHIEC L 2, N (53) DMIOXE o 1IZFAL T, ZF 0,(0) = uy

ZHOWTHEL &,
o 1
pon(c) = e, +/ a'ze(’ffs)/hpn - 1(s),ds (54)
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2145,
ERZE © 230 (54) OMGUIFRH S E 3 &2,
0 1
on(7) = e Mu,, +/ Tze(Tfs)/hpn - 1(s),ds (55)
2195,
2z K (53) D EMoR LK (55) 2#llAGHET, XOHTERXZEL !
0
(1 = ha(nh)uy, = uy_1 + hb (eT/hun +/ T%E(T_S)/hpn —1(s),ds| . (56)

CORDS, upy & uy—y CHELUTHRINICERIT 2 L ¢

0
(1 — ha(nh) - hbeT/h) Uy = Uiy + b/ e ™o 1(s), ds (57)

B,
BB, upy ICOWTEMT 2N 218%

1
(1 — ha(nh) — hbet/h

Uy =

0
j (un1+b/ e T pn — 1(s), ds) . (58)

6.2 The Sequential Operator Splitting

AR TIZBRI (sequential) RARL —K—« 27V v 74 Y ZIKTERT 5. L, ZOHEL
BT fEHR A1) & BATHRTRWD

(I - hA(mh) "I -hB)~", (I-hB)'U - hA@mh))™!

REHH T AR, EREANZZZ 2N TERY (ZHEHEEROHETHRETDHZ) . ZDIFA
Pk D, HFEEEZ 2 eERPEL 2, ZOREICHINT 2 647 FHIC, Strang-Marchuk A XL —
X—+« 27V v T 4 7k (Strang-Marchuk Operator Splitting) 23% %, 7z, J. Geiser “F1Z & o THIHX
NTVBEREARL =& —« 27V v 7 1 >k (iterative Operator Splitting) ¥ FHENL 2 BID51ED H 5
75 ([12,13,14] 222D AT AU O W TERb RV, KT, 1FHZE - h(A()+B)' %
(I - hA(nh))~"(I - hB)™! DIEFTRICHIRET 5. A TV ¥y b - 4 F—IELFIC, AL —&%— -
ATV v T4 Y IIEC KB AF — 2%, WHZIAME L TR X SITERT 5,

BERDIFE Hansen 5D [19] THEL XN HEEAWT, XX EHE3 ¢

Va) _ o 1 _1[Vn-1 vo\ _ history (0)
(%)‘“ 1A\ (1 - hB) (%1), (¢0)_(history(g)). (59)

CDRF— LT D 2 BB TRRIN RIS

Wn-1 ~1|Vn-1 Vn -1 [Wn-1
= I -_ hB . = I - hA . 60
(lp"—l) ( ) (¢n—l) (¢Vl) ( ) lpn—l) 0

KX (©60) D1 OHDOAEA TV >y b - A4 5 —IEeFBICIRT T,

91
Yn-1(0) = ey, _; + / Ze”*”/”«f)n_l(s)ds (61)
0

1950 ZIZTyYn-1(0) =vy ZHWE, ZOXOWNIEHR @ Z2EHSE 2 Z LT,
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lpn—l(‘r) = eT/hVn—l +[; %E(T_S)/h(ﬁn—l(s)ds (62)
BEK

Wno1 = hbyn_1(T) + v,y (63)
L (62 R (63) 25 Y, (1) ZIHET B &,

0
1 ,
Vo1 = Wn_1 — hb (eT/hwn_1+/ Ze“—*)/h(pn_l(s),ds) (64)
T

218%. ZONEAZE wyo IZOWTHEL &,

1 0
e — (t—-s)/h
Wn-l = T (anl +b/T e ¢n1(s)ds) (65)
Y75 %e BAHNC, (va13n-1(0) 22D (Va3 $u(0)) NOLEHIRD X505 ¢
1 1 1 0
n=——Wu_| = . ne b (t-5)/h e i
Y l—haw VST Tha 1< hpet/t (V 1+ [ € Pn-1(s)ds

¢n(0) =¢n-1(0)

o 66
= ea/hwnfl +/ le(‘T_s)/h(j)n,l(s)ds (06)
o h
m__ 1 ® (os)in 71 (o-sin
=e” ’m (anl +b/ elo=s gbn,l(s)ds) +'/0 ZE(U I p,_1(s)ds.
JEBERDIBE Hansen & [19] AW GERIEERRCIIRT 2. XROXEES !
va\ _ ., iy _1fVvn-1 vo) _ (history(0)
(¢n) = (I — hA(nh))” (I — hB) (¢nl), (¢0) = (history(o-))' 67)
ZDGEED 2 BT TBERINS RIS ©
Wn-1 —1[Vn-1 Vn —1{Wn-1
= -hB s = - hA(nh . 68

HEREZROGE I, K68 D1 2HOHEAK, 17V v b - A4 5 —KEML = HIETR
J3
lﬂn_l((?') = eo_/hvn—l + /0— %E(U_S)/h(ﬁn—l(s)ds (69)
0
ZIZTHE Y, 1(0)=v,_; LEL, ZORDOWNIEHZE O 2EHXE3 L,

1
Yno1(t) =My, y + /0 Ee“*“)/%m(s)ds (70)
X512,

1

P T D hber I

0
(vn,1+b/ e T (s)ds). 71)

1585,
(69), (70), (7)) ZHVB 2. (vaet, dne1(0) 225 (v, dp(0)) NDBBELIT D LS IZRHTE 3
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1 1 1
T ha(nh) " T 1= hanh 1= hbet/n

¢n(0) =¢n-1(0)

=e" My, +/ le(‘T_S)/h¢n_1(s)ds
0o h
o/h 1 ( +b/0 (o-_s)/h¢ ( )d)+/0' 1 (g-—s)/h¢ (s)d
=e — | V- e n—1(8)ds —-e n—1(8)ds.
1= hbet/m \ "', ! o !
ZDOT7NAY X LQEERETEEIFIETH D, EEPNBETDH 3, EoOBEAE 7 LTV X L0
FILL Rl Th 5,

Z DERCTHW 2 #IHABIEL ¢o(7) 1&. K. Ohira and T. Ohira [23] DHERD SEMmiz 10 ROZIEHATH 5 :

Vn

0
(vn,l +b/ e(T_S)/hgbn,l(s)ds
T

(72)

$o(1) := 0.1481517960987306 — 0.007653167051066314 +
—0.01579807805182748 * 1 — 0.0014508765845303562 * 1>
+0.0000350033072326764 * t* — 0.00010979645251983746 * 1°
— 0.00003898004344359906 * 1© — 5.167003822331118¢ — 6 * ¢’
— 3.137425140668615¢ — 7 15 — 6.889058172875103¢ — 9 1
+3.764707108941355¢ — 11 %110
DR, ZoZIEA%E [polyFunc(t)) ¥ FEXR,
FRL—&—« 7Y v 74 YETIE, XM [1,0] 2 numPoints I E L, BEARE V- TEIER
%475, numPoints % 500 L FE L. 79 <71 < T2 < ... < ToumPoins £ T B0 DT ATY X ADFDE T
BRI FDHDTH S :

(73)

0
0510 = [ eIty (s)as,
70

0
Qj[l] =/ e(‘rlfs)/h(j)jfl(s)ds,
7 74)
0
6 ;[ numPoints | = / ¢ (TrumPoins _S)/hd)j_l(s)ds
Tm

Z DO IETIX grid point DIEAMZHENED REDL L I o TV ZEIKHEET %,
BRMZFHERX ATV v b - A A T —EBLEARLV =R — - 2TV v T 4 V7R IZDOWTIE,
FTTWERLZBOTH B,

6.3 W<D2h Dl EE
63.1 HERDHZS

RHIEMBIRMICH T IIBEDER X 11, MHAHEEEINCRBT 262 RLTWE, ZOX»5
WE. fRD 2V AR & & HICHRBEIBENTIER L TV A3 8 3 DI S0z, |u(t)| #
DHDTIX KL, loglu(t)| ZFHET %, b UM A IEEEIEI growth 2R I55.

log ||lu(?)]| =~ log M + wt
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LWV BBRDBLT 13T THD, ZOZ e ZRLEOMBK 3 (L) TH2, ZOH» L,
log |lu(?)]| < log M + wt

WS BAROMERTE S, 22T, logM =-239BXU0 w=0.032Ths, X3 DHEHNX, |u()|/Me® D
MR RL T WS, TORDPS, |u()] 1HEE Me® IZHLWZ b, T4bb

lu(t) — Me®?|
—_— -1
Mewt
THDBZEBThb,
2 IXEDFEE (true error) Z/RLTWD, ZHUIBRHMIDOBAT v TZRVTHEIZ1IIZKR->TWAZ L
PEKT S, EVEZ 5. FIOWL O ORFZIZERZ. |u(t) — Me®' | 1IZHIZ Me® 1ITHFEL Lo T
W5, ZAUE, u(t) PIEE Me® DEXSWRDFEF->TWB Z 2 B/RLTWD, ZORIHE, - HEHIE

(Miyadera’s theorem) % F\WTHERINSE LN T2 BIFED growth bound £ BEE L TW 5,

Autanomous Implicit Euler, history = 101h plynomial (Ttal computation time: 7.6573 seconds) True Error (Percentage Deviation) vs. Time.

— True Error |u- M e~ {wtH /M e {wt}

0 200 400 600 800 1000

1: Solution of the autonomous DDE, ”a=-0.15; 2: True Error: (Jlu(z)|| — Me®' /Me®?, ”a=-10.0;

. . o k3 . . 1 i3
b=-6.0; tau=-8.0; history=polyFunc(t) b=-6.0; tau=-8.0; history = polyFunc(t)”.
Log of Solution Norm vs. Time 1100 Relative Error vs. Time
301 @ Numerical log u(t) ’ — Relative Error (u/M e {wt})
—— Fit: log M=-2.39, omega=0.032 --- Expected Bound
1075
25
1.050
20
1.025
_1s 5
H o
E 2 1.000
g10 &
= K
0.975
5
0.950
0
0.925
-5
0.900
0 200 400 600 800 1000 0 200 400 600 800 1000
Time t Time t

3: (left)log ||lu(t)|| vs. ¢, (right) Relative Error: ||u(r)||/Me®!, a=-10.0; b=-6.0; tau=-8.0; history = polyFunc(t)”

RHFHEIIC 0 ANIGRT 3I8E8 ROBIIETRYGAETH 5, K413, Python D [ddeint] VL N—% I
T 5072 DDE D% /R L TW5b, ZOFITHW/Z 7 X =KX, a=-0.15,;b=-6.0,;7=-0.257TH
D, EREREE Y L TidX (73) TEK L7z polyFunc(t) 2 L7ze ZDEE. R u(r) 1 0 NPT 5,
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Solution of the Delay Differential Equation

015 —

0.10 Comparison of DDE Solutions: ddeint vs Implicit Euler (t=30)

-0.10

-0.15

0 10 20 30 40 50
Time t

4: Solution of the autonomous DDE, ”a=-0.15; 5: ’ddeint’ vs. Implicit Euler, ”a=-0.15; b=-6.0;
b=-6.0; tau=-0.257; history=polyFunc(t)” tau=-0.0275; history = polyFunc(t)”. Blue = ddeint,
Red = Implicit Euler

X 5%, Python OfAALME Tddeinty TSNz DDE DfEe, 4 > F Vv b« 4 5 =EZ 0w
THRLNELRE (h=001) ZERTHERLEZDBDTHS, 72, K6!E, AL DDEWHLTA 7Y
YA ATEE ARV =R — - AT v T 4 VIIETHEONRER—FE N TEREDLELSDT
%éo

M7 %H3r, #AEZEME 2 BIC—HERTA32LPOINELTWL Z b s, B,
BADDPIRTEIE, ATV b A4 7R ARV ==« TV v T 4 VIHEORGED ERUZ

htC = O(th)

EVWSHEIERNLRRETH 5, L LEBROBIERRE RS . ZOMAEZHICHENT 20T, T
L A HEHBEEANCEP L Twd, ZHUEERZE A + B 23 dissipative TH % Z Y ITER L TV 2 A[REEDL B
%, dissipativity IZDOWTIXZ DETERT 5, N6 DOHRIIERINICHBONLREDFMIE FET 2 b
DTIFIR,

Error Analysis: Checking O(th) Scaling

+  Computed Error
—— Fit: Cth (C = 0.0000)

u_splitting|

Error |u_Euler -

0.01

0.00

o0 0 250 500 750 1000 1250 1500 1750 2000
trh

6: Implicit Euler vs. Operator Splitting, ~a=- 7: The error between the Implicit Euler and the
0.15; b=-6.0; tau=-0.257; Blue=Operator Splitting, Operator Splitting, "a=-0.15; b=-6.0; tau=-0.0275;
Red=Implicit Euler; history=polyFunc(t)” history = polyFunc(t)”

632 BREM u(0) = p(0) ZELIIBEDARY MILERIR

iR 5 2 5N -EHFR A+ B OFEEME A, RO@ETHER (transcendental equation) DffEy LT
Bwohs .
A—a+be'™ =0. (75)
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ORI X o T HIR 2, OB RROMNL L 2kt LTosafto s, —KIZ, D
et P S P IR (A O BER 2 [ A2 5. 205 3 ERIE T AT THRIES 2 Z & 253
LNTWVS, D7D, ART MIVIFHIFHTHERR (AR PV 2 opoin(A+B)) 72D, LELo@#7
BATERINIEAELZITHREINDZ ZLI2R2, 7T AEOEREMFIC I DARENRARY T
JL (essential spectrum) :

Oess (A + B) = 0\ Gpoint (A + B)

AR B0, T OREGHERN 2 E A EZ R OB EREAN L RS h 5,

fxd

6.3.3 Dissipativity and the Spectrum of A + B

—fciE, A7 Fouik
0 (A + B) = 0¢ss (A + B) U 0point (A + B)

LWV MR E I TA. ST LD HWIZHE (disjoint) TH 2 LIRS L0, AT bl (point
spectrum) SARENZARZ bl (essential spectrum) IZHDAF N D, FREARENARY FAr E£HE
L7h 5256855,

UL, BSETRE LB u(0) = p(0) DG, T TIRINZE ) KB R RY PLHZEES
Oess(A+B) =0 7578

oc(A+B)= Opoint (A+B)

ri 5,

HBT R (75) DRI ARY AR5 ZT0WS, $loy ZOHREGTNTOEGME (HART ML)
M Re(d) < 0 BT e 0ah b, X5, KAMARY MBZETH L Zeh o, EFARD dissipativity
(dissipativity) DZEMFIFEIEMHEICES 2 &40 AfEg b5,

DF Y, BAERR dissipativity DHEZRIFIEF ICIHIET H % | TR CTOREAED B ICEZFE O EYEIZ
HLiE S 258, ZDIFHZRI dissipative TH %,

AWZETRLIZE DI, ONEIRT B REMDARY bAEFHET 22, IXRTOREEESESZFEHD
AN BIIFIE S B 2 L MR A NS, L7z o T, DA, 1EHE A+ B3 dissipative TH 3 L&
WMTES, — /T NEOERIH LU TREBREO—IERE TR OGS 272D, ZDHEIIER
# A+ B 7 dissipative TRWI 2 ABHHS T 5,

I 2Ty RNEEETN (a=-0.15b=-6.0,7 = -8.0) L LEET N (a =-0.15,b = -6.0,7 = -0.257) D
EWZOWTHETT 27012, ZRENDETIMIIBIT 2 ART ML ZHHN 5,

X 8 FLERIEDARY ML RLTE D, M9 LERYEDARY MAGTERLTWVWS,
MHE DORERN BV, BERETNLDEEIIEETDRARY MLA Re(d) < 0 iz L TWBDITH L,
REFEEFADEHEIUIPEL L b —HDARZ M AH Re(d) > 0 2l LTW3 LW S HTHh %,

Im(A)

60,
800 [* ’
50

600 s0f

400 30F

Imaginary Part

200

Imaginary Part

=)

200 -10¢ It L I I L
-15 -10 -5 0 02 -0 0.0 0.1 02 03

Real Part Real Part

8: Scattering Plot of the Spectra, "a=-0.15; 9: Scattering Plot of the Spectra, "a=-0.15;
b=-6.0; tau=-0.257; history=polyFunc(t)” b=-6.0; tau=-8.0; history=polyFunc(t)”
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X8 D7 —RIZBITBIEMNA A+ B I (dissipative) TH 22, X9 D7 — 2 TREIMHIITIX AW,
BB (75) 2L 2T, BEMB ALEMOES S (critical points) ZFREET 5, ZD7=HIT,
BEZ R BEICTEEL T, A=u+io HFE, HEKX (75) 2HL BB L2RORXEEZ S

u—a=be! cos(wr), w=-be!sin(wr). (76)

ZDLE, u=Re(d) <00 w0 %ili/d X5 WBIEr 2T, BEHT DY AT LERRENT 3
AREMEDI D %, B L a<0THD, HD|b| B TARELLRVIBE, 1 NS VRIES AT ARBLEDEET
Hd, LU, a< 0P LT oNT, IREE (w+0) BREL. RLEWDIHND Z 22D 5,

ZD XS BARENEDGHE B EESEIE 7. 7 RO 27201243, u=0 (FRFLEME. marginal stability) &
LTREL, BN HEXEBENICHCT w & 1. 2 RD B, EBICTF X —Xa=-0.15,b=-60%
AWTEHRE U AR 7= -0257 B RLEMEIIEE 2 HEFEE 7. TH S Z & 2R L 7.

FlIZIE, AR L7 Ca b b DEEEE LGEEF RS, BILE 1= -3.0 LRET 5 &, RIEFRR
BB, — /T MU al b DS NTEER 1= 2.0 ICRET 3 LIRIILEIR S, ZOMFERL
b OH, M 11 (FEM) K12 (LEMR) TH5,

Unstalbe Solution tau=-0.3
u()
DDE Solution for tau ¢ = 02577

1108 |

500000 -

-500000 -

—1x108 |

10: Python ’ddeint’” Numerical Solu- 11: Unstable Solution of autonomous
tion of the autonomous DDE, ”a=-0.15; DDE, ”a=-0.15; b=-6.0; tau=-0.30; his-
b=-6.0; tau=-0.257; history=cos(t)” tory=cos(t)”

Stalbe Solution tau=-0.2

051

12: Stable Solution of the au-
tonomous DDE, ”a=-0.15; b=-6.0; tau=-
0.2; history = cos(t)”

Z 2T, WS /i (DDE) OREME e REEMIIT 5 ARY AR E RS 5. TR
FTBEARY PFTRTHDOER 2R ODIIN L, NERITNT 5 AT PVITIFIEOETZFOH D
DEENDEZ BTN 5, S VIBMEINCZERARY PV ERLTED, O I RNEEIRED AR b v
ZRLTWD,

¥ 1321413, 2h2h o X —&a=-0.15b=-6.0,7=-030% a=-0.15b = -6.0,7 = —0.2
DYED DDE D AR MAGHIERLTWS, ZASDRDLH SR K S, B RRE L2255
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HARZ MUERe(d) > 0 2782 ARY b LEEH, RIPLETRBEIE TR TDHARY bLHRe(d) <0
il L TWa,

ART B X OROLEMICET %5 X 5IZFE LWERICDOWTIE, E. Hairer 3 & U8 G. Wanner [16] %
SR NIz,

50

0 $1 Re(d)

-50

-100

Imaginary Part
Imaginary Part
2
8

-150

-200 .

-250L°
2 <0 -8 6 -4 =2 0 -20 -15 -10

Real Part Real Part

13:  Spectral Distribution of the au- 14:  Spectral Distribution of the au-
tonomous DDE, ”a=-0.15; b=-6.0; tau=-0.30;  tonomous DDE, ”a=-0.15; b=-6.0; tau=-0.20;
history = cos(t)” history = cos(t)”

6.4 JEBERDBFE
6.4.1 K. Ohira and T. Ohira [23] & & U K. Ohira [22] DRI

—fiz, IEBEHBIEM T /RN (DDE) DR LM% H/RINICIE 5 Z 21X TZ 4\, K. Ohiraand T.
Ohira [23] 33 X Of K. Ohira [22] 1. fEHTAVICHRT 220 DDEIZX UC. B EE Z 2 5ilni ik (DU, = 2
TR INEREERE TER) 2T 2 FEEZEREL TS, UFTODDE 2% 2 3 :

%u(r) =atu(t) +bu(t+71), fort>0,
u(t) = history (¢) fort <t <0.

F6E X N7 JEIERIE 2 £50 DDE I8 L CT— IR R 215 5 Z 2 133 L WwA3, K. Ohira-T. Ohira /5
ETE 7 —V &2 Fo TRl E R P RIEN R 2 S T X 5,

DR, ERERTER SN DDE D% o % Z eickol, 2B A TEL L, DDE
WL TT7 =V 2 ZMEEAT %, Z0O%, BIEINIEEREZITS, ZOFIEOEER A F7IE, Hoh
7EBORFEDE S EMIN L T, 202 BRI L THERT 2 2. ZOHMEE X112t DDE D%
RSB T 5 2 WS FHTH 5,

¥¥. DDE%® 7 —VIEWMTZ L, RDXIRMBEHELND

77)

1 b
M@:Cﬁpixf+;fwﬂ, (78)

ZZT, CR1IICHEINEBTH 5,
u() 2RO 3121, FF ORI @ BENT, o KB L THES RIS, 72770, BOOFICRD XS
AE gL TtE 5 :

2w 2a ar
K. Ohira-T. Ohira [23] ¥ K. Ohira [22] i&. ZDHIEIC & » TH LN BB HER (77) o0 L CHE—DfE
THBHZLERLTWVS,
AFHXTIE, K. Ohira-T. Ohira 38 X O K. Ohira DFERZEAEL LT, ARV —&Z— - RTV v 74 V7K
ATV b AL T —KORERTHET 5, FZFI XA —XDEZ a=-0.15,b=-6.0,T=-8.0 &
RET 5,

2
L exp (w_ + M) cos (% sin(wt) + a)t) . (79)
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K. Ohira-T. Ohira ¥ K. Ohira DJTIETHE S N MIZ. K15 ITREh TV 3,

TN EERY, ZRUITRHIET B4 YTV Sy b - AL F—EBLEARL—&R— - X Ty
T 4 Y IEDERIRE LR U 7SR E R T, T X =& a=-015b=-60,7=-80Th3, X161
Z DJE R (K. Ohira-T. Ohira & K. Ohira D /5L TH 5 N2 HIEMD [1,0] 553 % 10 REETHEBIL 72
%) ZRLTW3,

K. Ohira-T. Ohira [23] 3 & TF K. Ohira [22] I2 & % &, % L K. Ohira-T. Ohira D /5iE TG 5N DH 5
BRor 2l UCIEIRRAE E L THERT 2 L. ZOHERS NWEHERMECE W/ DDE Of#id. Ohira &
W&o TERINTTOMEY T 5, ZOFRBUCH S Z, BREEEE 10 ROZHEAL LT 74y 74
> 2L, K. Ohira-T. Ohira D BI#% XM [7,0] L TEMEMNELIL 225 D2 (73) TH 3,

K174E. AT v TV A X h=018 L7724V T Vv b 457K BELEERLTVWS, K
18 Tld, MR ATV v b« A4 7 —EORMRZHRLTVE, ZOlIRICED, A VTV >y
ke A T —IEDREERE BAFSAM L TWS ZERENTV B,

¥/, K19 Tk FAICRT Y THAZXTA YTV b« FAAF7—EeARL—K— - R TV T4V
TR X BBELBELTWS, M20TiE, A>TV b - F ALK ARV —R—- 2TV T 4>
TEDRDBFE R TR LT W5,

ORI, ATV Y R AL FT—EEFRL =& — - Y v T 4 Y IEDEIROID S BT
g 225, ZOBEREE & BIRDP L. 7 2ADMHICLBIRE 123 2 e 2300 %, BERIZIE O(hT?) @
WD LD, BEFETERE L 2 DI 0ADERL TV, ZOMEBIIHERNZIHHE FET 2 DTE
T80,

Inverse Fourier Transform Filtered Data and Polynomial Fit

t

-8 -6 -4 -2

15: K. Ohira-T. Ohira’s Accurate Semi- 16: The history segment of the DDE, 10th order

Numerical Solution for a = -0.15, b = —-6.0, polynomial approximation.
T=-8.0
Non_autonomous Implicit Euler, history = 10th Polynomial (Total computation time: 5.4606 seconds) 4+ .q.

17: Implicit Euler Approximate Solution of the 18: Comparison of The Numerical Exact Solu-

DDE, "a=-015; b=-6.0; tau=-8.0; h=0.1.” tion and The Implicit Euler Approximate Solution:
Red is Implicit Euler Solution, Blue-dot is Exact
Solution.
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Error Analysis: Non-autonomous case

«  Computed Error

N

=
)

o
®

‘Comparison of Non-autonomous Implicit Euler vs Operator Splitting history=10th Poly:

- iy e
-0

I
S

° °
> N

vrs

vords

o

Error non-autonomous Ju_Euler - u_Splitting|
°
b

0 200 400 600 800 1000

19: The Operator Splitting Approximate Solution of 20: Error between Non-autonomous Implicit Euler
the DDE, ”a=-0.15; b=-6.0; tau=-8.0; h=0.1": Red is  and the Operator Splitting
Implicit Euler, Blue is Operator Splitting.

7T ARL—F—« ATV T 2T EOBRN
AVTVTy b FAF—EBIOEARL =K — - 2TV v 7 4 Y EOBEIEEFHIET 5 72121%, B
TD4OORMERZRT 2MENDH D, T o DORAE, Y. Cheng and J. Wang et al. [6]. Andrds Batkai

and Petra Csomos and Bélint Farkas [1]. Su Zhao and Jeremy Ovadia and Xinfeng Liu and Yong-Tao Zhang and
Qing Nie [29], D. H. Peterseim and I. Zander [25], E. B. Davies [7]. E. Hairer and G. Wanner [16] 7% ¥ T/R

INTWV3,

(i) ¥8E (Accuracy) :@ JJiEDEUERZ ¥ ORE RIFISGERIS % 5%

(i) %M (Efficiency) : fEFZEZ M3 2 BB RETE a2 X b,

(i) ZEM (Stability) : VR (stff systems) F72IXHH (dissipative) 72 1R Z T 357,
(iv) YRM (Convergence) : LR #HBDHHIB K N FE DI 2 BN DM,

7.1 ¥5E (Accuracy)
BERERDBE: AVTUSY M A F7—EBLIEFIRL—Z— - XY w74 VEOHG & D, BE
RERER QLT 2, ZhbDBOEIROIMMEMT-T

[|[Rp — Tyl < Cht
CHEREICOVWT —ROKEZFFOZ L ZRLTW5,
FERROBE . FHARTHAREEOBWVELIELN 2P, #HED FRIZE SiIciEI N5 ¢
IRy = Twll < Cht?

RO BWTRELHEER K b &, KPR %23 LBGREHEZ 205, KA L L THIEIRTEE
BHEPCH 2, ZAUIIFEERZIERGTERTH L TR LD SROBESFLNE 2 Z/RL TV,
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7.2 REM (Stability)

BHEROBE . LEMIEEFEEER (Miyadera perturbation theory) ZHWTRENS, Y5 5D HIE
b Co-FHEAEMT 5 !
ITas (@) < P

EBERDBE ¢ ZLEMX evolution family I2XF3 % Chernoff DT LUEEZ W THRAE XL 5 ©
IU(s, )l < P

ZHAUTED, EB5DEBMIVR (stiff) RWHEI R MNP T & SR 7R e s R
ALENB 728, BMWFERGERNITEL TW2 Zedbir b,

7.3 YR (Convergence, REFZEEE))

BEZRDBE: YHLDHEDR—D Co-LREAN IR U, A2 R ANE b 123 U CTERIB D
3—60

BRAZETFEEIHEGEZECC. A VTV b FAFT—EL IRV —R— - AT Y v T 4 Y TEDW
DEEEMRICIT D =, Bl — ORBAERMERARICUIGRT 3 Z e 2R L, ZHNEEBRNRBEOEEEZ
HRICIEFITEN 2 E®T 3 .

WI—MA+B»ﬂ-eMwﬁ

—0 as h—>0,nh—>t

EBRRDBE :  WHDAHIEXE U evolution family IZIEE L. & SIRAFRIGERHE: (< Che?) &,
ZAUIIEA RIS 2 IR Z BT Tw 5,

IRy = Tull < Cht?

ZOLEFEA Y TYS b FA 5= (Ry) EFRL—&Z— - AT YT 4 VIE (T),) DROEN
S ed i LS HETHDT 2 Z 2 ZHRINIORL TV,

Z DRI IEEINIIEE RN T A REEZIE L TV A DI Tidk. 2 20 BEffEEDOB D E%
FHiiL 7z DTH B,

KICHN 2 2 DRI, 2 DD TEDZEDFIH~HIH DRI b7z o TIEFICHRINCH 2 S0, IR
PR T I ONTEORBEIESLPICHZ 2 Z L REKRT 5, ZHUTED, ARV—K—- 2TV v T4
VIEBA TV s A A TR FAEL, HEVE BPREVEBRBZLAZEALD D EBIFRER
(SR FORREED B 5 Z L RIS T\ 5B,

FRUV—=BR = RT YV T 4 KA TV v b - A7 —TREEWIIEFISEVERERL, £
ATV Ty b 45 —EIFREC Chernoff OEMI% 3 U TE{% 72 evolution family O EfF R A2 DU A
RIFENTWBRZ DS, ARV—F— - 27V v 74 Y IEDMEBENCRBOEHERZHZTHWS Z L
1% %, ¥ (EHZEEDMRT BT, ARV —&— + 7Y v 7 4 ¥ ZHEEFEMEC B2 D, 1 R
T T DRGEERD DR B LAEELD 5, 20D, ZORERX 2 00 ERZLIKR L2 DT
EHBED, ARV —R— ATV T4 VITENL TV b o A4 T —1EEDBELLENRERE A
LRWEZ A2, ©ULAREREZDMMZIMA 2 RJAEESE W Z E 2 R L TWw 5,

BB, R TIIEX (stiffness) DFFIZOWTIXKERL AR ER Do Tzo —MINC, ARV —F—+ R
TV T4 YIRS AT ADFEBEOMICKE R LD BGEICARRENT 5 Z e LN TVWER,
DY ZIZDOWTIZ 2 TR ZRYU EOFMBRMR Z1Th v, BiXIZT 5 X 572 2 HiE. E. Hairer
and G. Wanner [16]. 72 & M1 E. Hairer. G. Wanner 3 X OF C. Lubich [17] Z SR & 720,
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7.4 %hEM4 (Efficiency)

AREITIE, ARV =KX= ATV o T4 VTR T VT b A 5 —EOHRMTONTEET 5,
3. MEDFH I b RHIKRT 2, LRI TOMAEDEZHINATS @ TEER vs. IEARRI. TF
RUV—=R—= ATV T4 7hvs. A TV b - F 45—k, TJREBED polyFunc(s) vs. cos(t) o
JEIEBIE Y. LT polyFunc(r) %t SNEHFHIE. FEAFER DL E B WA M2 ORI ETZ 5720 TH D,

F R R 22 L 7258 DRITENR SIS 2 BB DH 205 TH 5,

itk 16GB D X £V Z#E# L 7z M1 F v 7 MacBook Pro 2020 {25\ T, Python @ [time.time()| % H
Wl To ke MTFHELBFAL7ALITY XL ZHOTWS, HOXRZIZE253 Y Ea—&2DXE VAR

DRIEREICHEZ 5 X 2720, TRTOFFIIER L TIT o7,
BERDBE BHFERTIE. ROXIRRATA—REFRETS !
h=0.1, a=-0.15, b=-6.0, 7=-8.0.
B RERI £ ¥ U C polyFunc(t) % W34 -

% 1: Execution Times Comparison, history function = polyFunc(t)— Autonomous Case

Method 1000 Iteration Execution Time (seconds)
Operator Splitting 5.5305
Implicit Euler 5.6287

JERERIE Y U T cos(r) ZHWEGE

%% 2: Execution Times Comparison, history function = cos(t)— Autonomous Case

Method 1000 Iteration Execution Time (seconds)
Operator Splitting 5.5352
Implicit Euler 5.5614

JEEERDIFE ENHRDLE D, N7 X=X EHEMEBUIIITERDEAE LR D E N5,
JBIFERBE% ¥ L T polyFunc(r) & FlWVW7=355 .

7% 3: Execution Times Comparison, history function = polyFunc(t)— Non-Autonomous Case

Method 1000 Iteration Execution Time (seconds)
Operator Splitting 5.5360
Implicit Euler 5.5732

JERERIE Y U T cos(r) ZHAWZGE .
INSDREREHET I T TRLZDBDD, K21 K22 Th b,
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£ 4: Execution Times Comparison, history function = cos(t)— Non-Autonomous Case

Method 1000 Iteration Execution Time (seconds)
Operator Splitting 5.5292
Implicit Euler 5.6083

Execution Time: Autonomous, history = 10th-order polynomial Execution Time: Non-autonomous, history = 10th-order polynomial

«

a

- ~
- ~

Execution Time (seconds)
w

Operator Splitting Implicit Euler Operator Splitting Implicit Euler

21: Execution Time Comparison: Operator Splitting vs. Implicit Euler, History = 10th order Polynomial. Left:
Autonomous, Right: Non-Autonomous. Blue: Operator Splitting, Red: Implicit Euler
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Execution Time: Autonomous, history = cos(t) Execution Time: Non-autonomous, history = cos(t)
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Execution Time (seconds)
w

Operator Splitting Implicit Euler Operator Splitting Implicit Euler

22: Execution Time Comparison: Operator Splitting vs. Implicit Euler, History = cos(t). Left: Autonomous,
Right: Non-Autonomous. Blue: Operator Splitting, Red: Implicit Euler

Execution Time: Implicit Euler, history = 10th-order polynomial Execution Time: Operator Splitting, history = 10th-order polynomial
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Non-Autonomous

23: Execution Time Comparison: Autonomous vs. Non-autonomous, History = polyFunc(t). Left: Using the
Implicit Euler, Right: Using the Operator Splitting Green: Autonomous, Yellow: Non-autonomous
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Execution Time: Implicit Euler, history = cos(t) Execution Time: Operator Splitting, history = cos(t)
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Autonomous Non-Autonomous Autonomous Non-Autonomou s

24: Execution Time Comparison: Autonomous vs. Non-autonomous, History = cos(t). Left: Using the Implicit

Euler, Right: Using the Operator Splitting Green: Autonomous, Yellow: Non-autonomous
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