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IMEX (implicit-explicit) #REZ B A ¥ — LD WM HRAREEMS
ﬂﬁﬁﬁ?éﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%,Zﬁﬁﬁw?zbﬁﬁﬁ&@wfﬁiéhéf
TR B O TRRITT 5. WIS BRSO R BAL LT, SRR
(A% —LOYH) & EF 52, REMPBRIBRBBANDY, 2511
MOOREL RS, KRXTHE, WHSBEEOBENS FERIHT 5%
EMFITOFEZHAL, BRUERNZ 17RD IMEX A% — LT3 5 IMEX 4
{5 — 2% — b2 HER L EEERE bD 2R A% — LR BT 5. %5,
FEERRIC LY, BRENEAXZ - L0EMEBRTT 2.

1 lkLsic
BOGIEB S BASBRILBOS B L SRIEERLL <Boh s

d

= = Flt u@) +g(t u(t) (1.1)

DEDEBHFRBARICONVTER S, Z2C, FfIXEECRIST 2257494
H, g IRIGERXBIRIEICKIGT 5327 147, HEWIT/ AT 4 T RELERT. S
KDIGABITBNT, FITHRE, gl 3ERETHY, T5L - FERLHRA K
Te®DIT, AT 14 7RRBERCKEEORCEBHAREZEAL, IEECITEE
MBGEBHIANNEEAT 5 IMEX A% — L IR 25N, LIZLITHV AN
5. ROYMERHNL, fOHECENL AT —AR, g PIEICENA 15 —AR %38

BABUREZIMEXA A5 — 2% —Lh

Upy1 = Up + Atf(tn-l—l? un+1) + Atg(tﬂ’ un) (12)

THB., ZZT, AtIBRT TG, t, = to+nAt, u, b3 ult,) OELER HET. =
DAX =~ LOFLEREEIL 1 IRTH Y, MESBREERON T - 7y 3 EOELFIC
EHOWT, BREARHSN TS (Hundsdorfer & Verwer [9], IV.4, BXV, %
ZTERENTVZ MBI . = 2T, #E, IMEXBRESEE X —Llco

WTEZ 5.
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TR (1.1) 1IX7 5 IMEX SES B A ¥ — L, —#ic
k k k-1
;} O Upyj = Atz% B f(tnas> Unas) + AL D B g(tnts, Untj), (1.3)
j= = 7=0

DEIICRINDG. ZIT, a B 13 k BEMEZBEEORETSH Y, RY 6
&, EHRFNDRE ,; B AT, RH B 25 B =B+ By, PEICRDEN
5. ZO5LRIMEX A% — LD REMHEZFHRL =D,

du

= = Mu(t) +pu(t) (A wec) | (1.4)

D7 A b AT Frank, Hundsdorfer & Verwer [6] 12 & - TR Eh, BET LB
FENMTON TS (2,8, 13,16, 17]. FHUD Iu(t) 2 f, pu(t) 2 g 2HRL T, &
F—Ah(1.3) 2 EBHTS L,

k k k-1
Z & Up4j — ZZ ﬁjunﬂ- — wz ﬁ;un+j = 0 (Z =At)\, w = At/.L) (15)
Jj=0 j=0 Jj=0

DESFHEIMNEONE., Z0r &, AX—-LORENMESE SH, ZoELHFHERR
DY ERWAREL IR B/3T7 A—F (2, w) = (At X, Atp) OFEETERESH, B
HOMIEZ BEEO%E (BFIAIE, Hairer & Wanner [7], Chapter V 2H8) & F#,
S DRKINTAXF—LORERZHBTEZ 28 TES, BN AZT -85 56
hhid, bW 3 root locus method T § ZHUEMICHIK S LIXFBETH 5. =72
L, BEOREMERLIZERZY, ST (xR ke bz e2h6, SHKA
BBEEIAF—LDFRBEFEL THIRAX - LE2ELIDIIESTIT R,
KL T, 7AMFER (1.4) ITA T, Barwell [3] iIT& > TRRSh
du

i Au(t) +pult—7) (A, peC) (1.6)
O (BHEENCE, KVEHW) TAMNFBERNEZXEDOELZ 2B T, BVEREN
fHE S R b DO AF —LOBRERARD. 22T, 7> 0 3EHEBEEXRT. AT v
TiE%

At = }Tﬁ (m > 1 1 TEHD) (1.7) |
OWTHEA B L &, IMEX A% — A
% = £t u(®) + g(t, u(t), u(t — 1)) (1.8)

D& RBEMSHFERNGEAT L oA TE S, e, HER 14) ISEEATS
ZEIC&kY, WhYE PEREWER SpcCP 2 SpC S ERBEIITERTHIL
MTEDL., BEMOHERNOBERITOFTELZHAWT Sp 2T A2 210, B
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RANT, ROREMIEE S 25D AF—L2HKRL L5 L0 d 08, KRTOHEAR
B2 P AF 4 7 TH 5.

BIWXDOREEUTAT OBV TH L, IROF2ETIE, LEMMELR, PREMER
DEZFRZ BN, WEOERKWLBARERTEELBNS. FIWMTI1E, PREME
B OB FEZRL, JRW PREMFERE LD 2IRAF — L% BEMICHKRT 5.
BREOEAET, BRINTAF - L2 AOREERAZENTE. B, BE
WHBFENOYAEMERICBE T 5 BMEIRIC DUV TL, Bellen & Zennaro [4] ®, =
F, NEE & TFBE [15) OB 3BEESBIBI A, T, IMEXAV Y - 29y ¥ AF¥—
LAY B ERRREITIC D W TE, Koto [12, 13] 2B s hrizu.

2 RKEMEMRESE
R oy, 6; P HREE 5%&%@07&:&% pR (p>1) &L, 1%, +HWEs»
TRAERDBIEL o(t) I22WT, p(kAt) Z v p(JAL) + O(AL) EHF=THDE T
5. D&M

k—1
Y%y =k (¢=0,1,.., p-1) (2.1)
=0

DEDICEETEINS. AT, 2B 2IREDESL, v+ =1, =20
(5, {;ﬁﬁ Y1, Yo peb Y = 2, Yo = -1 (ﬁ%w%ﬁ%GCHFG) DX ‘5@:-*5%25:@35 5. %
£ (21) Db &, AF—LA (1.3) IZB/AAEEN OArT) 2220 (BIAE, [9], p.387,
Theorem 4.2 BRR), ¥ OLRER ST, p IRDBELED 5.

¥ 7z,
HO = SasCh o) = 38¢, ') = S5 ¢ 2.2
B, %ﬁa\ﬁﬁzﬁ%ﬁ) @ﬁ'ﬁﬁﬁijt;;t "
p(Q) —zo(¢) —wo™(¢) =0 (2.3)
720, A¥—2 (1.3) OREMEEE S i
S = {(z, w) €C? : (2.3) = [¢| <1} (2.4)
DEITERT ?:75*‘"6‘%25. BIXIE, IMEX A 45— 2% — A (1.2) DB,
p()=¢—-1, o()=¢, 0" (()=1, (2.5)

0, HEFBRNI(-1-2(-w=02,%5. Zh&?, (=0+w)/(1l-2)»
Boh, REMREEX

S={z,w)ec?: 1+w|<|l-2z} (2.6)
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ERINS.
RS S & 2 M {(2, w) : z € C} & DIBEAIE, HWRVE AN DHESE

Sa={zeC:p(() —2z0(¢) =0 = |{| <1} (2.7)

ER—HINDG. B2e S4iLT, Q3N =1DBRE2 O DwDERE T, &
TBL, I
p(¢) — zo(C)

a*(¢)
ERINDSHERRE R, BB, REMEE SO 1 Bm Sn{(z, w) : we C}
DFERD—HEEZDLDLEAOND. IMEX A AT — A% —LDBE, (2.5 7
5 [p(Q)=20(Q)]/c*(C) =—1+(1—2)¢ &2V, [LIX-1 %chm&:*fé#ﬁ 11—z
DRL2d (R21%). B 2z #EBICHIBL T, SERxC~R RHOEE L
THE, M21(H) DkIicb,

BHE D BDF2 (2 BEBRBHMO AR, as =3/2, a1 =-2, ap=1/2, o =1, f; =
Bo=0) ICHEDHREE v =2, 1% =-126RDEND ] =2, f5 = —1 £H&H
AbE72 IMEX 2% — L% IMEX BDF2 2% — L2 R, ZDAF—LDES,
DEH 2 IOT LT, 22 (E) ok>BE—FAhgr s, - oiifghRE
VRSB S DERYEX, AOEM oL T ST, ®22 (K okdicks.
IMEX 7 A5 —A¥x —LOLENEFEE (K 2.1) 2HRbe, EOoE#MLStOH S D
5 HETHEA TS, |

y ﬁs‘%})&

Re w

I, : , (=¢€Y fenr (2.8)

G

B 2.1: IMEX # A4 5 — A% — LOLREMEB

25y TIROFRM (1.7) b L, BEMSFHERX (1.8) IoXd 5 IMEX #EZ B
[ 2 % — LS

Z Qj Un4j = Atz ﬁ] f(tn+_1’ un+y) + Atz 3 g(tn+ga Up+j, Upn-— m+J) (2.9)

Jj=0 j=
WLV EDOEND, ZOAF—LET R bﬁﬁﬁ (1.6) IS EAT B 2,

k—1
Z QjUnij = 2 Z BiUnt; + w Z Bl Un—my; (z2=A08A w=Aty) (2.10)
7=0
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2.2: IMEX BDF2 A% — L O R E MR
nEsh, EHHER (2.10) oA EN
¢"p(Q) —za(()] —wa™(¢) = 0 (2.11)
rgREhD, ZoRBAEERE AW, IMEX BESBREED P REMEE Sp &

Sp= ) S&”, S = {(z,w)ec?: (211) = [¢|<1} (2.12)

m>0

ICEVESHTSH, EHICLY, SpCSTHDY,
v, = inf{|lw| : wel,} (2.13)
PRy, PEREMERT, ROLOIIEMMTISNG.

EE 1. NI MV (0, -y o)y (Bos s Be) W 1IRMILTH D LT B, LT OME
(a), (b), (c) I&2WT, (a) = (b) = (c) BV ILD. |

(a) z€84 2 |w|<vy, () (2, w)eSp (c) 2z€ 84 P2 |w| <,
BEA =7, (a) = (b) BRT. |([=1, z€ S84 & TBL, HEX (2.11) i

B a*(¢)
YO - 2000
LEXBEINS, AEOBE m > 01U T, I EIZ1ILALETHE., —
B, z€ S0, FIOMEENE || >1 CEATH-T, BABREICLY, Mt

e (<€) w|

o*( w

Wl S S = 200~ %

AR b, C0eE, lw <y, %6iF, ZoffEid1 KVb/heZey, (215). F
b (2.11) IFBRL TR IRV, Zhid (a) = (b) 2EKRT 5.

Bf% (b) = (c) &, BIAIE, in’t Hout & Spijker [10] ®FEEE (in 't Hout & Spijker

[11], Liu & Spijker [14] < [4], p.310, Lemma 10.2.24 L BR) 2 AV TRIN 5.

Cm

(2.14)

(2.15)
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NI BNV (g, -y )y (Boy ey Br) D 1IRMIZMEIZ LY, FED 2 € c DT,
p(C) —z0(¢) =0 &IFR 67, L A>T, [10] @ Corollary 3 12 &Y, (z, w) A%
(b) EBEFREE, 2 € Sa D, EBD (] = LIEHL T lwo(d)] < 1p(C) - 20(¢)|
72>, (c) MYz, O

IMEX BDF2 A% — LDEFE, v, $HE L ICHETIHOEEZTHY (M 2.3
7)), SpiE, SICETN, EMCBL CEESHVRARAD“H " L 25 (2.3 5).
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X 2.3: IMEX BDF2 A X — LD P RZEMEaEE

3 PREMMEBDEEN

mEXBmmz¢~A®£ﬁﬁﬁﬁm,mmxﬁ%ﬁwx#wAwiiﬁﬁ&@ﬁ)
LHRDZE, DRYVPNELRSTNS, UTTH, EVENSp2bDAF— L%
WKT 52 2B T, BOREHESE2 DD 2RAF—LE2RHETZ L2435,
ROERIL, TOLODOERTSH Y, BIEMHHENICHNT 285 OMES BRIk
DIFATFIE B ISR SN2V DTH 5.
EE 2. BRHUARICOWT, 220%ME
(Ci) SacC ={z€C:Rez<0} (C) c(()=0=|<1
PIRETD. &6, HAFEANOMKR ' %
.. 0 (Q)
rr . —=
a(¢)
ICKOEBRL, r=sup{lw| : wel*} 2B, TDLE, r>1TH-T,

, (=€ 0<f6<2r (3.1)

Sp D {(z, w) eC?: rlw| < —Rez} (3.2)

b AIRVASR



70

k-1
REEA SRfF (2.1)1ICkY, Ry XD =18k Fzens,

=0

k—1 k—1 k-1 k
B =X Bi+Bd v = DB
7=0 =0 =0 j=0

MWEYVILD., LEAST, o*(1)/c(l) =1 2720, FRIZr>17TH2o.

WE, (] > 1 2RETSE. FHF (C), (Co) 10k, FED 2 € ¢ ITHLT
p(Q)/o(C) —z # 0 MERVIZDZ &5,

O
Re ) >0 (3.3)
TH5S. HHHENX (2.11) 13
PO Lm0
o) TP TS (34)

LEIZIESTh, E6IC rlw| < —Rez 2RET R &, (33) Ik, £LoELiT
—Rez AETH Y, BEREFREICKY, HLOMMEL —Rez LV /N oT, &
DRI L7, ZhiE, 3.2) OELOEEMN Sp ICEENLHZ L 2Bk T

5. O
Yz
IMEX Euler
IMEX BDF2 ' 110
__________ 1
i .......................
slop -1/3 7 I
A z
-10
3.1: IMEX BDF2 X% — 3.2:. IMEX A A5 —,
VANl B IMEX BDF2 AF —AL®D ~,

IMEX A AT —AF—LDHFE, o) =¢ () =1 &Y, r*ixBENEHE %2
W, r=17T%H5. IMEX BDF2 2% — L4, I iiX 3.1 0 k522 BE—FA
ey, ERridw=-31IBT5ENE3 TEASN S, BHAT A5 —-AR,
BDF2 & biZ, & (Cy), (C) AL, EFE2I1CKY, IMEXA AT —AF—L
D P REMESIT {lw| < —Rez} OfEE, IMEX BDF2 2% — A0 P &5EMHESE
IZ {3|w| < —Rez} PHEBEEELILMNEAS. MAF—LITDOWT, PREMNHE
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R D B, 1E, BOEMICHLT, R320k5ich5b. IMEX A A5 —
AF =Ly, FEMR -2 ZDObDOTHY, IMEX BDF2 AF — LD 4, b, HEMIC
—z/3 (R TREINLZER) OLEITMEL T 5, 2B, —IC, P ZEMEs
H {jw] < —Rez} DHEEZ EL L &, BUEMHKIEI PRETHHLEED.

LY R PREMHEEEZ OO 2IRAF — Lk RETED, 2BEOROBESE
AT —NCEA D, SO LI MBIRE, LT A—F q, b ZHNT

Qs = a, Oq-l—2a oy =a—1
Pa =0, fr= —+a 2b, ﬂo=%—a+b (3.5)
D& SICREN, FE 2ORMHE (Cr), (C2) 1}, a, bI1BIT HRMH
0> 0> (3.6)

2 2
L FMET % % (Hairer & Wanner [7], p.249, Exercise V.1.5). 482, (a, b) = (3/2, 1)
(&, BDF2ITHIGL, ZD&RHFEZHREL Tnb, 61, (3.6) DFEOb L, Ry
[

a ( a(4a? — 2a + 1) )
b <
2b—a 402 + 1

r= 4a? — 1 (b > a(4a? — 2a + 1) ) (3.7)

\/16by/Z + 1 4a? +1

EREINBZ LA, BHEH, LLHEBLRFE (FLoHEII>V»TX, (1) 38R)
ICXYREINSDH. 2T,

£ = 2(26—2a+1)(b+2a® —a)
n = (4a® - 1)* —8(2a — 1)%b — 32°

THS. 2B, =2, o=-1268=1/2+a, B=1/2—a TH5D. HH,
a=0bDEE, LR rix

20 +1
T 21 (38)
DEITB, LEN-T, BIRIE, a=b2Ll, o bERELMAILICLY, &
B (Cy), (Co) &AL, rARVRL 1IENAF —LE2ELILMNTES, /-
2L, (35) MOEEDAF—LT, r=1LTHZLIETER, EE g
LtofiE, w=1DEFE (w#1) CTlw|>1&%5 (K318 Z&2, —#o
a, bITDOWTIREN 5.

BIZE, a=b=2027F 5k, r=1.0513 (1/7"—095122) &Ry, MKy sH=A
¥F—LD T, 2EDEB 2120 THIK 2, K33 (H) okHic/esd. IMEX BDF2
AFx—4b (F33E) L5 e, REEESVBEREBICEN > TWT, IMEXA A
T = AFX - LOREERE (K 2.1) TR >THRDHZEWBGNE. ZORF—
LERENN2BBE2IRAX —LEREEZ LT 5,
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z=-30
IMEX BDF2

z=-30

z=0

\..\ Rew

z=-10
z=-20

3.3: IMEX BDF2 A% —2LD [, () ¢LElbAx -2 T, (F)

4 BHEP

Z 2T, RUENTHERL 2 A ¥ — L OB R TBUES % 2 BT 5. £,
D, A ZIEOFEHE L T, BRRAEROIME - HAMERE

U 82U U

5 =Dz — A5 (t20,0<2<1)

Ui, 0)=1, U@ 1) =0 (¢>0) (4.1)

U0, z) = ¢(z) 0<z<1)
PEXDL, ZOREIT

Ut, z) = (e —eb?) /(e —1) (4.2)

DEIREEBELDOZ LAHMONTHT (BRI, [9], p. 84), BEMOEENT,
M 4.1 DL DT B, '

0.5 -1 t=0.04

B 4.1: 55X (4.1) OBFEMR (D=1, A=10, ¢(z) =(1—12)?)

EF§0S$SIEO=$Q<’<$J=]h<<$M=1(h=1/M)@J:'5L:
SEL, 2 IBT 5 2BMY, 1BES%E, ThZh, 2 ROPOESLSZ2 BWT:EEE
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THIEICLDY,

‘;_"; = (Lu(t) +b) — Mu(t) (4.3)

DEBTFEARVBESNDS. 22T, ult) = (), .., vM @), W) =
U(t, zj), b= [D/h* + A/(2h), 0, ..., O],

-2 1 0 0 0 1 0
1 -2 1 0 -1 0 1 0
D A
|0 1 2 0 |, M=2]0 -1 0 0
: : | : ST |
0 -+ 0 1 =2 0 -+~ 0 -10

THD. A7 v 7B At T4H/NE TR, IMEX BDF2 2F — L% ANTY, BE
REEBREBEIZI MR TESL,. RELRDIBRO At OEEE2 RETZ0iz, 2
FA-FfEZ D=1, A=10, ZHEEKOSE%® M =1000 &L, RAF v Tig%
At =1/m (mIIEEH) OB THEMELEETS L, IMEX BDF2 2% — 4
DEFE, m =53 & m =54 DT, BEMOEMNIEENEDLS (4.2). X 4.2
%, X 0<2z <1 DFHE z=1/21TBT 5ELHE wM? = Ulty,, 1/2) 2 BRFIH
WERRLZLDOTH S, BT ¢(z) =1 —2)2 &L, 2BEAx—24 (IMEX
BDF2 2% — A, REMAF — L) ORFEMEITIIMEX A AT AR TEHEA T3,
4.31%, HEHC m 2D, HEHIC logy Am, Am = max |[uM/?| OfEE Ty K

5<t, <10

L7=bDThHdb. BLYIT7%IMEXA AT —RF—1, BRENL2EBH2KRAF—
LIZDONTHIL &, 44 DEHITRDB. TNHEDAXT—LDIEHAS, LY /PNER
m, bbb, EDKERAT v TIE At TRERBERESBONEZ 2395,

B 4.2: IMEX BDF2 % — LI & B (4.3) OREME

b > —20Ple LT, BERIGHHAER (Wu (18], p. 220 BF8) OEMIE -
AR v o
o =D tuUE—m o)1+ UG 2)*]

U, 0) = U@, 1) =0 (¢>0)
Ult,z) = ¢(t, z) (-7 <t<0,0<z<1)

(4.4)
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logto Am &~

4.3: IMEX BDF2 A ¥ — L DOBUESER

|Og10 Am . ; . . v . -

11 12 13 14 15 16 47 18 19 20 21—m
4.4: IMEX A A5 — A% — L L REMAF — LOFfERESR

ZEZXDH. 22T, DIXEDOEE, ul3EZBAZA-2THs. B FAL PRIEEE
fLick v, 4
= = Lu(t) + g(u(t), u(t — 1)), (4.5)
OEBIEM S HEARMEBONSE. 22T, LIZsTofeBELTH, g 135 j BmHH
pul(t— 7)1 +u(t)?] &5 X7 NVEEBIETH S,
SEE M >37261%, L OFEHEIITRT -8D XV /N2, RS RX—% 4
P u| < 8D R &I erE, (4.5) O¥ORL, FED > 0 IXOWTHREREL
725 (FEMIIC DWW TS, Koto [12], Section 4 BB Eh7=\y) . HEEO BTN

EBIRMBIRHTH S (W 4.5).
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4.5: FEX (4.5) OBFER (D=1, u=-8, 7=1, M = 100)
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ZDEEY, ATy 7IEAL = 7/m T4 E T T, IMEX BDF2 2% — 1%
WTY, ZELBEMLBEZ LNTESE. NS RA—FEE D =10, u= —80, 7 = 1,
ZREBOSERE M =1000 &L, EBECHETS L, IMEX BDF2 2% — A0

mE, m=61 & m=62 DT, BEROEMHMEENTDLS (K 46). 28,
MEABENE ¢t z) =2z(1 —2z) £ L, FoMLEL &, H3MES IMEX I AT =0
ANTEHEATWA,

5, IMEX &4 5 — 2% — LARRENAF —LDEE, Z DR X —2ffilco
WTH, EROIEEM m ML T, RERBUEMNEBOLN D, X 4.7 1FRE( 2
F— LI EDHIERZRL Td, IMEX A4S — 2% —ADBELERETH S,

:r' 053 l’ PR T RO

i!ijl!s ii JLxh T i;' 5 “agq 5! ‘i'i 3!4..!"!! 4,5! th ii;

m=

4 4.6: IMEX BDF2 2% — A2 & 5 (4.5) DEUEMR

SE R
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