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Abstract. We present an algorithm for the solution of a simultaneous
space-time discretization of linear parabolic evolution equations with a
symmetric differential operator in space. Building on earlier work, we re-
cast this discretization into a Schur-complement equation whose solution
is a quasi-optimal approximation to the weak solution of the equation at
hand. Choosing a tensor-product discretization, we arrive at a remark-
ably simple linear system. Using wavelets in time and standard finite
elements in space, we solve the resulting system in linear complexity on
a single processor, and in polylogarithmic complexity when parallelized
in both space and time. We complement these theoretical findings with
large-scale parallel computations showing the effectiveness of the method.
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Supplementary material: Source code is available at [vVW20b].

1 Introduction

This paper deals with solving parabolic evolution equations in a time-parallel
fashion using tensor-product discretizations. Time-parallel algorithms for solving
parabolic evolution equations have become a focal point following the enormous
increase in parallel computing power. Spatial parallelism is a ubiquitous com-
ponent in large-scale computations, but when spatial parallelism is exhausted,
parallelization of the time axis is of interest.

Time-stepping methods first discretize the problem in space, and then solve
the arising system of coupled ODEs sequentially, immediately revealing a pri-
mary source of difficulty for time-parallel computation.

Alternatively, one can solve simultaneously in space and time. Originally in-
troduced in [BJ89IBJI0]|, these space-time methods are very flexible: some can
guarantee quasi-best approximations, meaning that their error is proportional to
that of the best approximation from the trial space [And13/DSI8/FK19ISZ20], or
drive adaptive routines [SY18/RST9]. Many are especially well-suited for time-
parallel computation [GNIGINST9]. Since the first significant contribution to
time-parallel algorithms in 1964, many methods suitable for parallel com-
putation have surfaced; see the review [Ganlb|.
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Parallel complexity. The (serial) complexity of an algorithm measures asymp-
totic runtime on a single processor in terms of the input size. Parallel complezity
measures asymptotic runtime given sufficiently many parallel processors having
access to a shared memory, i.e., assuming there are no communication costs.

In the current context of tensor-product discretizations of parabolic PDEs, we
denote with N; and Ny the number of unknowns in time and space respectively.

The parareal method [LMTO01] aims at time-parallelism by alternating a se-
rial coarse-grid solve with fine-grid computations in parallel. This way, each
iteration has a time-parallel complexity of O(y/N;Ny), and combined with par-
allel multigrid in space, a parallel complexity of O(y/N;log Nx). The popular
MGRIT algorithm extends these ideas to multiple levels in time; cf. [FFK™14].

Recently, Neumiiller and Smears proposed an iterative algorithm that uses a
Fast Fourier Transform in time. Each iteration runs serially in O(N; log(Nt) Nx)
and parallel in time, in O(log(N;)Nx). By also incorporating parallel multigrid
in space, its parallel runtime may be reduced to O(log Ny + log Ny).

Our contribution. In this paper, we study a variational formulation intro-
duced in [SW20] which was based on work by Andreev [And13/And16]. Recently
in [SvWW21lvVW20al, we studied this formulation in the context of space-time
adaptivity and its efficient implementation in serial and on shared-memory par-
allel computers. The current paper instead focuses on its massively parallel im-
plementation and time-parallel performance.

Our method has remarkable similarities with the approach of [NS19], and
the most essential difference is the substitution of their Fast Fourier Transform
by our Fast Wavelet Transform. The strengths of both methods include a solid
inf-sup theory that enables quasi-optimal approximate solutions from the trial
space, ease of implementation, and excellent parallel performance in practice.

Our method has another strength: based on a wavelet transform, for fixed al-
gebraic tolerance it runs serially in linear complexity. Parallel in time, it runs in
complexity O(log(N;)Ny); parallel in space and time, in O(log(N;:Nx)). More-
over, when solving to an algebraic error proportional to the discretization er-
ror, incorporating a nested iteration (cf. [Hac85 Ch. 5]) results in complexities
O(N;Ny), O(log(N;)Ny), and O(log*N;Ny)) respectively. This is on par with
best-known results on parallel complexity for elliptic problems; see also [Bra81].

Organization of this paper. In §2| we formally introduce the problem, derive
a saddle-point formulation, and provide sufficient conditions for quasi-optimality
of discrete solutions. In §3] we detail on the efficient computation of these discrete
solutions. In §4] we take a concrete example—the reaction-diffusion equation—
and analyze the serial and parallel complexity of our algorithm. In §5] we test
these theoretical findings in practice. We conclude in

Notations. For normed linear spaces U and V, in this paper for convenience
over R, L(U,V) will denote the space of bounded linear mappings U — V
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endowed with the operator norm || - || z(,v). The subset of invertible operators
in £(U, V) with inverses in £(V,U) will be denoted as Lis(U, V).

Given a finite-dimensional subspace U? of a normed linear space U, we denote
the trivial embedding U® — U by Eg. For a basis #°—viewed formally as a
column vector—of U, we define the synthesis operator as

Fps (RN 500 ics T’ = Y ch0.
HED?
Equip RYmU° with the Euclidean inner product and identify (R4im Ué)’ with
RimU* using the corresponding Riesz map. We find the adjoint of Fgs, the
analysis operator, to satisfy

(Fas) : (U°) = BRIV 2 £y £(@%) = [£(6)] peas -

For quantities f and g, by f < g, we mean that f < C - g with a constant
that does not depend on parameters that f and g may depend on. By f < g, we
mean that f < g and g < f. For matrices A and B € RV*V by A = B we will
denote spectral equivalence, i.e. xT Ax =~ x' Bx for all x € RV.

2 Quasi-optimal approximations to the parabolic problem

Let V, H be separable Hilbert spaces of functions on some spatial domain such
that V is continuously embedded in H, i.e. V — H, with dense compact embed-
ding. Identifying H with its dual yields the Gelfand triple V — H ~ H' — V',
For a.e.
tel:=(0,T),

let a(t; -, -) denote a bilinear form on V' xV so that for any n,{ € V, t — a(t;1, ()
is measurable on I, and such that for a.e. t € I,
la(t;n, OIS llnlivIichv - (n,¢ € V) (boundedness),
a(t;n,n) Z |l (meV)  (coercivity).
With (A(t))(-) :=a(t;-,-) € Lis(V, V'), given a forcing function g and initial

value ug, we want to solve the parabolic initial value problem of

finding u : I — V such that { %(t) + A(t);j((ég zz(()t) (tel), (1)

2.1 An equivalent self-adjoint saddle-point system

In a simultaneous space-time variational formulation, the parabolic problem
reads as finding v from a suitable space of functions of time and space s.t.

(Bw)(v) := /I<%(t)7v(t)>H +a(t;w(t),v(t)dt = /I<g(t)7v(t)>H =:g(v)

for all v from another suitable space of functions of time and space. One possibil-
ity to enforce the initial condition is by testing against additional test functions.
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Theorem 1 ([SS09]). With X := Lo(I; V)N HY(I; V'), Y := Ly(I; V), we have
[B} € Lis(X,Y' x H),
7o

where for t € I, v;: u — u(t,-) denotes the trace map. In other words,

finding u € X s.t. (Bu,yu) = (g,u0) given (g,uo) €Y' xH  (2)

s a well-posed simultaneous space-time variational formulation of .

We define A € Lis(Y,Y’) and 0; € Lis(X,Y”) as
(Au)(v) := /a(t;u(t),v(t))dt, and 0;:=B - A.
I

Following [SW20], we assume that A is symmetric. We can reformulate as
the self-adjoint saddle point problem

A0 B |v g
finding (v,0,u) €Y x H x X s.t. 0 Idv| o] = [uo] . (3)
B~ 0| |u 0

By taking a Schur complement w.r.t. the H-block, we can reformulate this as

. A B v g
find ,u) €Y x X s.t. = . 4
nding (v, u) ’ {B’ —7670} M {—v{ﬂm] @)
We equip Y and X with ‘energy’-norms
15 = (A 1 =10 1 + 11 1 + e - 1

which are equivalent to the canonical norms on Y and X.

2.2 Uniformly quasi-optimal Galerkin discretizations

Our numerical approximations will be based on the saddle-point formulation .
Let (Y2, X%)5ea be a collection of closed subspaces of Y x X satisfying

X°cY?’, 9X°CY’ (6eA), (5)

and 5
1>va:=inf inf  sup _Gu)(v) > 0. (6)
0€A 0ueX? ey || Oully [lv]ly
Remark 2. In [SW20, §4], these conditions were verified for X° and Y° be-
ing tensor-products of (locally refined) finite element spaces in time and space.
In [SYVW21], we relax these conditions to X{ and Y? being adaptive sparse
grids, allowing adaptive refinement locally in space and time simultaneously.
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For § € A, let (v%,7°) € Y? x X? solve the Galerkin discretization of ({):
v° Egs,/g
e . 7)

—B% Youo
The solution (v°, ﬂ‘s) of exists uniquely, and exhibits uniform quasi-optimality
in that ||u —%°||x <4 inf,,cxs |u— us||x for all § € A.

Instead of solving a matrix representation of @ using e.g. preconditioned
MINRES, we will opt for a computationally more attractive method. By taking
the Schur complement w.r.t. the Y°-block in , and replacing (EQIAE?,)*I in
the resulting formulation by a preconditioner Kff that can be applied cheaply,
we arrive at the Schur complement formulation of finding v’ € X?° s.t.

ES'AES  ES'BES
EY'B'E} —EX v0E%

/ ! ! !/
EY (B'EYKYEY B + 9000 Ex u = B (B'EY Ky By g +vuo) . (8)

=:59 =:f9

The resulting operator S° € Lis(X°, X 5/) is self-adjoint and elliptic. Given a
self-adjoint operator K9 € E(Y‘V,Y‘S) satisfying, for some kK > 1,
((EY)"'v) (v)
(Av)(v)

the solution u® of exists uniquely as well. In fact, the following holds.

Theorem 3 ([SW20, Rem. 3.8]). Take (Y° x X°)sca satisfying (5)-(6), and
K satisfying @D Solutions u® € X° of are uniformly quasi-optimal, i.e.

€ kx'kal (0€A4, veY?), (9)

kA .
Hu_ugungyjulggﬁ ||U—U5||X ((5€A)
5

3 Solving efficiently on tensor-product discretizations

From now on, we assume that X% := X! ® X2 and Y := Y? ® Y are tensor-

products, and for ease of presentation, we assume that the spatial discretizations

on X% and Y coincide, i.e. X3 = Y, reducing (5)) to X? C Y and %X{S Y.
We equip X? with a basis #, X3 with @2, and Y;? with =°.

3.1 Construction of K;s,

Define O := <E‘5,55>L2(1) and Ay := (9%, ®%)y . Given K, ~ A! uniformly in
0 € A, define
Ky := 0! @ Kx.

Then, the preconditioner K9, := Fzigas Ky (Fzogaes ) € E(Y5/, Y?) satisfies (9));
cf. [SvVW21l, §5.6.1].

When Z° is orthogonal, O is diagonal and can be inverted exactly. For stan-
dard finite element bases @, suitable K, that can be applied efficiently (at cost
linear in the discretization size) are provided by symmetric multigrid methods.
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3.2 Preconditioning the Schur complement formulation

We will solve a matrix representation of with an iterative solver, thus requir-
ing a preconditioner. Inspired by the constructions of [And16/NS19|, we build
an optimal self-adjoint coercive preconditioner K% € £(X 5/,X %) as a wavelet-
in-time block-diagonal matrix with multigrid-in-space blocks.

Let U be a separable Hilbert space of functions over some domain. A given
collection ¥ = {¢x}rev, is a Riesz basis for U when

span? = U, and |clliyvy) = lc"lly forall c € lo(Vy).

Thinking of ¥ being a basis of wavelet-type, for indices A € Vy, its level is
denoted |\| € Ng. We call & uniformly local when for all A € Vy,

diam(supp¢x) S 271" and #{u € Vi : |ul = [Al, [ supp ¢, Nsupp va| > 0} < 1.

Assume X := {0y : A € Vyx} is a uniformly local Riesz basis for Lo(I) with
{2= Moy : X € V) Riesz for HY(I). Writing w € X as Y aevs OA ®@wy for some
wy € V, we define the bounded, symmetric, and coercive bilinear form

(Dx Y ox@wa)( Y 0u@vu) = Y (wx,oa)v + 4wy, 01)vr.

AEV s HEV S AEVy

The operator D% := E}'DxE% is in Lis(X%, X%'). Its norm and that of its
inverse are bounded uniformly in § € A. When X° = span X% @ ¢ for some
X9:={oy: A € Vys} C X, the matrix representation of D} w.r.t. X° @ @3 is

(Fssgas) DX Frogas = D% = blockdiag[Ax + 42(B5, @0) v/ ]rev ;-

Theorem 4 ([SYVW21, §5.6.2]). Define My := (¥, %) r. When we have ma-
trices K; =~ (Ax + 2/Myx) ™! uniformly in § € A and j € Ny, it follows that

D' ~ Kx := blockdiag[K| AxK|y]rev ;-

This yields an optimal preconditioner K% = Fysgp Kx (Fyoges) € Eis(X‘s/, X9).

In [ORO0] it was shown that under a ‘full-regularity’ assumption, for quasi-
uniform meshes, a multiplicative multigrid method yields K; satisfying the con-
ditions of Thm. [4] which can moreover be applied in linear time.

3.3 Wavelets in time

The preconditioner Kx requires X? to be equipped with a wavelet basis X9,
whereas one typically uses a different (single-scale) basis #? on X?. To bridge
this gap, a basis transformation from X% to &9 is required. We define the wavelet
transform as W, := (f(p?)*l]:gsﬂ

! In literature, this transform is typically called an inverse wavelet transform.
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Define V; := span{oy € X : |A| < j}. Equip each V; with a (single-scale)
basis @;, and assume that ¢} := &; for some J, so that XJ := Vj. Since
Vit1 = V; @span X where X := {0 : |A| = j}, there exist matrices P; and
Q; such that ] =&/, | P; and ¥ = &, ,Q;, with M := [P;|Q;] invertible.

Writing v € V in both forms v = ¢ @ +Zj:_01 d;r% and v = ¢ @, the ba-
sis transformation W, := W ; mapping wavelet coordinates (¢ ,d],...,d} ;)
to single-scale coordinates c; satisfies

_ Wi1 0 .
WJ—MJ_1|: 0 Id}’ and Wj :=1Id. (10)

Uniform locality of X implies uniform sparsity of the M;, i.e. with O(1) nonzeros
per row and column. Then, assuming a geometrical increase in dim V} in terms of
7, which is true in the concrete setting below, matrix-vector products x — W;x
can be performed (serially) in linear complexity; cf. [Ste03].

3.4 Solving the system
The matrix representation of S° and f° from w.r.t. a basis # @ 2 of X?° is

S:= (f¢§®¢§)155f¢f®¢i and f:= (f¢§®¢§)lf6~

Envisioning an iterative solver, using we have a preconditioner in terms of
the wavelet-in-time basis £° @ ¢2, with which their matrix representation is

S = (Frsgas) S*Frsges and fi= (Frogas) f°. (11)

These two forms are related: with the wavelet transform W := W, ® Idx, we
have S = WTSW and f = W f, and the matrix representation of becomes

finding w s.t. Sw="f. (12)

We can then recover the solution in single-scale coordinates as u = Ww.

We use Preconditioned Conjugate Gradients (PCG), with preconditioner
Kx, to solve . Given an algebraic error tolerance € > 0 and current guess
Wg, we monitor r;Ker < €2 where ry, 1= f—SWk. This data is available within
PCG, and constitutes a stopping criterium: with ug = Froges Wi € X9, we see

re Kxry, = (f° = SPu) (KX (f° = S°ud)) = Ju® — )% (13)
with =~ following from [SvVW21l (4.12)], so that the algebraic error satisfies
v’ —w}llx Se
4 A concrete setting: the reaction-diffusion equation

On a bounded Lipschitz domain 2 C R?, take H := Lo(£2), V := H}(£2), and

a(t;n, C) == /Q DVn-V(+ enddx
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where D = DT € R¥* is positive definite, and ¢ > O We note that A(t) is
symmetric and coercive. W.l.o.g. we take I := (0,1), i.e. T := 1.

Fix p;, px € N. With {7;} the family of quasi-uniform partitions of I into
subintervals, and {7} that of conforming quasi-uniform triangulations of {2,
we define A as the collection of pairs (77,Zg). We construct our trial- and test

spaces as
X =X'2XS, Yi=Y’®X,

where, with P/ L(T) denoting the space of piecewise degree-p polynomials on T,
XP = HI)NBN(TD), XD:i= HY(2) NP (To), Y =P, (Th).

These spaces satisfy condition , with coinciding spatial discretizations on X°
and Y. For this choice of A, inf-sup condition (6]) follows from [SW20, Thm. 4.3].

For X7, we choose @) to be the Lagrange basis of degree p; on Tr; for X2,
we choose @2 to be that of degree py on Tg. An orthogonal basis 5° for Y,? may
be built as piecewise shifted Legendre polynomials of degree p; w.r.t. 77.

For p; = 1, one finds a suitable wavelet basis X in [Ste98|. For p; > 1,
one can either split the system into lowest- and higher-order parts and perform
the transform on the lowest-order part only, or construct higher-order wavelets
directly; cf. [Dij09].

Owing to the tensor-product structure of X° and Y° and of the operators A
and J;, the matrix representation of our formulation becomes remarkably simple.

Lemma 5. Define g := (]:55®<15i)/97 ug := P2 (0) ® (uo, PY) 1, (2, and
T := <§T¢§‘/5756>L2(1)’ N := <¢?’56>L2(I)7

To := #7(0)[2(0)] ", My = (D5, D%) 1, ()

Ay = DV, VDY) 1,0+ My, B:=To@Mx+NeA,.
With Ky = O~ ! @ Ky from we can write S and £ from §3.4 as

S=B'KyB+Ty@M,, f=B Kyg+u,.

Note that N and T are non-square, Ty is very sparse, and T is bidiagonal.
In fact, assumption allows us to write S in an even simpler form.
Lemma 6. The matrix S can be written as

S=A;® (MK,M,)+M,;®(AKAL) + LT @ (MK Ay)

+L® (AxKxMy) + Ty ® My

where

L:=(L00 &)y, Myi= (D], 8,1y, A= (L), L0011

tr dt
This matriz representation does not depend on Y9 or Z° at all.

2 This is easily generalized to variable coefficients, but notation becomes more obtuse.
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Proof. The expansion of B := T ® My + N ® Ay in S yields a sum of five
Kronecker products, one of which is

(TT @ MKy (T® Ay) = (TTO'N) @ (M, KxAy).

We will show that TTO™'N = L; similar arguments hold for the other terms.
Thanks to X{ C Y, we can define the trivial embedding F : X} — Y;?. Defining

’

T°: Xf - Y;& ) (T‘su)(v) = <§TU»U>L2(I),
’

M(s: Yrté - thé ) (M(Su)(v) = <uav>L2(I)7

we find O = (Fzs) M°Fzs, N = (Fzs) MO F) Fgs and T = (Fzs)'T° Fy, 50

TTO N = (Fps) TV F{ Fpg = (&4, $P) 1y = L. O

4.1 Parallel complexity

The parallel complexity of our algorithm is the asymptotic runtime of solving
for u € RMNx in terms of N; := dim X{ and Ny := dim X, given sufficiently
many parallel processors and assuming no communication cost.

We understand the serial (resp. parallel) cost of a matrix B, denoted C§
(resp. CR), as the asymptotic runtime of performing x — Bx € RY in terms
of N, on a single (resp. sufficiently many) processors at no communication cost.
For uniformly sparse matrices, i.e. with O(1) nonzeros per row and column, the
serial cost is O(N), and the parallel cost is O(1) by computing each cell of the
output concurrently.

From Theorem {4}, we see that Kx is such that K}Q(KXS) < 1 uniformly in
§ € A. Therefore, for a given algebraic error tolerance e, we require O(loge™!)
PCG iterations. Assuming that the parallel cost of matrices dominates that of
vector addition and inner products, the parallel complexity of a single PCG
iteration is dominated by the cost of applying Kx and S.AsS = W TSW, our
algorithm runs in complexity

O(log e_l[Cf{X + Cwr +Cs +Cwl) (o€ {s,p}). (14)

Theorem 7. For fized algebraic error tolerance € > 0, our algorithm runs in

— serial complexity O(N¢Ny);
— time-parallel complexity O(log(Ny)Ny);
— space-time-parallel complexity O(log(N¢Nx)).

Proof. We absorb the constant factor loge~! of into O. We analyse the cost
of every matrix separately.
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The (inverse) wavelet transform. As W = W, ® Idy, its serial cost equals
O(Cyy, Nx). The choice of wavelet allows performing x + W;x at linear serial
cost (cf. §3.3), so that Cy = O(INVeNy).

Using, we write Wy as the composition of J matrices, each uniformly
sparse and hence at parallel cost O(1). Because the mesh in time is quasi-uniform,
we have J = log N;. We find that C%, = O(J) = O(log Ny), so that the time-
parallel cost of W equals O(log(N;)Nyx). By exploiting spatial parallelism as
well, we find C%, = O(log N;). Analogous arguments hold for W, and W .

The preconditioner. Recall that Kx := blockdiag[K|\ AxK|x]x. Since the
cost of K; is independent of j, we see that

Cic, = O(N; - (2C§, + Ca,)) = O(2N,Cic, + Ny Ny).

Implementing the K; as typical multiplicative multigrid solvers with linear serial
cost, we find C - = O(N¢Ny).

Through temporal parallelism, we can apply each block of K x concurrently,
resulting in a time-parallel cost of O(2Cgk, +C3 ) = O(Nx).

By parallelizing in space as well, we reduce the cost of the uniformly sparse
A, to O(1). The parallel cost of multiplicative multigrid on quasi-uniform tri-
angulations is O(log Ny); cf. [MELT91]. Tt follows that Cy = O(log Ny).

The Schur matrix. Using Lemma we write S = BTKy B+ I'y ® M, where
B =T ® My + N ® Ay, which immediately reveals that

C§ = Cyr + Ck, + Cp + Cf, - Cjg = O(NiNy + C,.),  and
Cg = max {Chr + Ok, +Ch, CF, - Oy} = 0(Ck,)

because every matrix except Ky is uniformly sparse. With arguments similar to
the previous paragraph, we see that Ky (and hence S) has serial cost O(N;Ny),
time-parallel cost O(Ny), and space-time-parallel cost O(log Ny). O

4.2 Solving to higher accuracy

Instead of fizing the algebraic error tolerance, maybe more realistic is is to desire
a solution %® € X? for which the error is proportional to the discretization error,
Le. [lu—@°|x <inf,,cxs [|u—us|x.

Assuming that this error decays with a (problem-dependent) rate s > 0,
ie. inf, cxs lu — us||x S (NeNx)~%, then the same holds for the solution u®
of (8); cf. Thm. [3] When the algebraic error tolerance decays as € < (N;Ny) ™%,
a triangle inequality and show that the error of our solution @° obtained by
PCG decays at rate s too.

In this case, log e~ = O(log(N;Ny)). From and the proof of Theorem
we find our algorithm to run in superlinear serial complexity O(N; Ny log(N:Ny)),
time-parallel complexity O(log?(NV;) log(Ny)Ny), and polylogarithmic complex-
ity O(log’(N;Ny)) parallel in space and time.
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For elliptic PDEs, algorithms are available that offer quasi-optimal solutions,
serially in linear complexity O(Nx)—the cost of a serial solve to fized algebraic
error—and in parallel in O(logQNx), by combining a nested iteration with parallel
multigrid; cf. [Hac85, Ch. 5] and [Bra81].

In [HVW95], the question is posed whether “good serial algorithms for parabolic
PDEs are intrinsically as parallel as good serial algorithms for elliptic PDESs”,
basically asking if the lower bound of O(log¥(N;Ny)) can be attained by an al-
gorithm that runs serially in O(N;Ny); see [Wor91l, §2.2] for a formal discussion.

Nested iteration drives down the serial complexity of our algorithm to a linear
O(N¢Ny), and also improves the time-parallel complexity to O(log(Nt)Nx)E
This is on par with the best-known results for elliptic problems, so we answer
the question posed in [HVW95| in the affirmative.

5 Numerical experiments

We take the simple heat equation, i.e. D = Idyx and ¢ = 0. We select p; = px = 1,
i.e. lowest order finite elements in space and time. We will use the 3-point wavelet
introduced in [Ste98].

We implemented our algorithm in Python using the open source finite element
library NGSolve [Schl4] for meshing and discretization of the bilinear forms in
space and time, MPI through mpidpy [DPS05| for distributed computations, and
SciPy [Vir20] for the sparse matrix-vector computations. The source code is
available at [vVW20b].

5.1 Preconditioner calibration on a 2D problem

Our wavelet-in-time, multigrid-in-space preconditioner is optimal: ko (K x S) <1.
Here we will investigate this condition number quantitatively.

As a model problem, we partition the temporal interval I uniformly into 27
subintervals. We consider the domain (2 := [0,1]2, and triangulate it uniformly
into 4% triangles. We set N; := dim X = 27 +1 and Ny := dim X2 = (2K —1)2.

We start by using direct inverses K; = (Ax + 2/Mx) ™! and Kx = A! to
determine the best possible condition numbers. We found that replacing K; by
K$ = (aAx + 2/M,)~! for a = 0.3 gave better conditioning; see also the left of
Table At the right of Table we see that the condition numbers are very
robust with respect to spatial refinements, but less so for refinements in time.
Still, at N; = 16 129, we observe a modest HQ(KXS) of 8.74.

Replacing the direct inverses with multigrid solvers, we found a good balance
between speed and conditioning at 2 V-cycles with 3 Gauss-Seidel smoothing
steps per grid. We decided to use these for our experiments.

3 Interestingly, nested iteration offers no improvements parallel in space and time,
with complexity still O(log*(N;Nx)).
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50 1 Ny =65 129 257 513 1025 2049 4097 8193
40 ~ Nx =49 634 705 753 789 815 837 860 8.78
30 4 225 6.33 6.89 7.55 791 814 838 857 8.73

961 6.14 6.89 7.55 793 8.15 838 857 874
20 1 3969 6.14 7.07 7.56 787 816 838 857 874
16129 6.14 6.52 7.55 7.86 8.16 837 857 8.74

10 A

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
a

Table 5.1. Computed condition numbers k2 (KxS). Left: fixed N; = 1025, Ny = 961
for varying a. Right: fixed o = 0.3 for varying N; and Nx.

5.2 Time-parallel results

We perform computations on Cartesius, the Dutch supercomputer. Each Carte-
sius node has 64GB of memory and 12 cores (at 2 threads per core) running at
2.6GHz. Using the preconditioner detailed above, we iterate PCG on with
S computed as in Lemma @ until achieving an algebraic error of € = 1075; see
also §3-4] For the spatial multigrid solvers, we use 2 V-cycles with 3 Gauss-Seidel
smoothing steps per grid.

Memory-efficient time-parallel implementation. For X € RY=*Nt we de-
fine Vec(X) € RMtMx as the vector obtained by stacking columns of X vertically.
For memory efficency, we do not build matrices of the form B; ® By appearing in
Lemmalf]directly, but instead perform matrix-vector products using the identity

(B; ® By) Vec(X) = Vec(Bx(B:X ")) = (Id; ® By) Vec(B, X "). (15)

Each parallel processor stores only a subset of the temporal degrees of free-
dom, e.g. a subset of columns of X. When By is uniformly sparse, which holds
true for all of our temporal matrices, using we can evaluate (B;®@Byx ) Vec(X)
in O(C]%x) operations parallel in time: on each parallel processor, we compute
‘our’ columns of Y := B;XT by receiving the necessary columns of X from
neighbouring processors, and then compute B, Y T without communication.

The preconditioner Kx is block-diagonal, making its time-parallel applica-
tion trivial. Representing the wavelet transform of §3.3] as the composition of J
Kronecker products allows a time-parallel implementation using the above.

2D problem. We select §2 := [0,1]?> with a uniform triangulation 7o, and
we triangulate I uniformly into 7;. We select the smooth solution u(t,z,y) :=
exp(—27?t) sin(rx) sin(7y), so the problem has vanishing forcing data g.

Table details the strong scaling results, i.e. fixing the problem size and
increasing the number of processors P. We triangulate I into 2'4 time slabs,
yielding N; = 16 385 temporal degrees of freedom, and {2 into 48 triangles, yield-
ing a X2 of dimension N, = 65025. The resulting system contains 1065434 625
degrees of freedom and our solver reaches the algebraic error tolerance after 16
iterations. In perfect strong scaling, the total number of CPU-hours remains con-
stant. Even at 2048 processors, we observe a parallel efficiency of around 92.9%,
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solving this system in a modest 11.7 CPU-hours. Acquiring strong scaling results
on a single node was not possible due to memory limitations.

Table details the weak scaling results, i.e. fixing the problem size per
processor and increasing the number of processors. In perfect weak scaling, the
time per iteration should remain constant. We observe a slight increase in time
per iteration on a single node, but when scaling to multiple nodes, we observe
a near-perfect parallel efficiency of around 96.7%, solving the final system with
4278467 585 degrees of freedom in a mere 109 seconds.

3D problem. We select §2 := [0, 1]3, and prescribe the solution u(t,z,y, 2) :=
exp(—3m?t) sin(rz) sin(my) sin(wz), so the problem has vanishing forcing data g.

Table [5.4] shows the strong scaling results. We triangulate I uniformly into
2!% time slabs, and {2 uniformly into 8¢ tetrahedra. The arising system has
N = 4097020095 unknowns, which we solve to tolerance in 18 iterations. The
results are comparable to those in two dimensions, albeit a factor two slower at
similar problem sizes.

Table shows the weak scaling results for the 3D problem. As in the two-
dimensional case, we observe excellent scaling properties, and see that the time
per iteration is nearly constant.

6 Conclusion

We have presented a framework for solving linear parabolic evolution equations
massively in parallel. Based on earlier ideas [And16INST9ISW20], we found a re-
markably simple symmetric Schur-complement equation. With a tensor-product
discretization of the space-time cylinder using standard finite elements in time
and space together with a wavelet-in-time multigrid-in-space preconditioner, we
were able to solve the arising systems to fixed accuracy in a uniformly bounded
number of PCG steps.

We found that our algorithm runs in linear complexity on a single processor.
Moreover, when sufficiently many parallel processors are available and commu-
nication is free, its runtime scales logarithmically in the discretization size. These
complexity results translate to a highly efficient algorithm in practice.

The numerical experiments serve as a showcase for the described space-time
method, and exhibit its excellent time-parallelism by solving a linear system with
over 4 billion unknowns in just 109 seconds, using just over 2 thousand parallel
processors. By incorporating spatial parallelism as well, we expect these results
to scale well to much larger problems.

Although performed in the rather restrictive setting of the heat equation
discretized using piecewise linear polynomials on uniform triangulations, the
parallel framework already allows solving more general linear parabolic PDEs
using polynomials of varying degree on locally refined (tensor-product) meshes.
In this more general setting, we envision load balancing to become the main
hurdle in achieving good scaling results.
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P Ny Ny N = N¢N, its time (s) time/it (s) CPU-hrs
1-16 16385 65025 1065434625 out of memory
32 16385 65025 1065434625 16 1224.85 76.55 10.89
64 16385 65025 1065434625 16 615.73 38.48 10.95
128 16385 65025 1065434625 16 309.81 19.36 11.02
256 16385 65025 1065434625 16 163.20 10.20 11.61
512 16385 65025 1065434625 16 96.54 6.03 13.73
512 16385 65025 1065434625 16 96.50 6.03 13.72
1024 16385 65025 1065434625 16 45.27 2.83 12.88
2048 16385 65025 1065434625 16 20.59 1.29 11.72
Table 5.2. Strong scaling results for the 2D problem.
P Ny Ny N = N¢Ny« its time (s) time/it (s) CPU-hrs
g 1 9 261121 2350089 8 33.36 4.17 0.01
9 2 17 261121 4439057 11 46.66 4.24 0.03
9 4 33 261121 8616993 12 54.60 4.55 0.06
Y 8 65 261121 16972865 13 65.52 5.04 0.15
w 16 129 261121 33684609 13 86.94 6.69 0.39
w 32 257 261121 67108097 14 93.56 6.68 0.83
3 64 513 261121 133955073 14 94.45 6.75 1.68
2 128 1025 261121 267649025 14 93.85 6.70 3.34
i& 256 2049 261121 535036929 15 101.81 6.79 7.24
] 512 4097 261121 1069812737 15 101.71 6.78 14.47
E 1024 8193 261121 2139364353 16 108.32 6.77 30.81
2048 16385 261121 4278467585 16 109.59 6.85 62.34
Table 5.3. Weak scaling results for the 2D problem.
p Ny Ny N = NyNy its time (s) time/it (s) CPU-hrs
1-64 16385 250047 4097020095 out of memory
128 16385 250047 4097020095 18 3308.49 174.13 117.64
256 16385 250047 4097020095 18 1655.92 87.15 117.75
512 16385 250047 4097020095 18 895.01 47.11 127.29
1024 16385 250047 4097020095 18 451.59 23.77 128.45
2048 16385 250047 4097020095 18 221.12 12.28 125.80
Table 5.4. Strong scaling results for the 3D problem.
P Ny Ny N = N;Nx its time (s) time/it (s) CPU-hrs
16 129 250047 32256063 15 183.65 12.24 0.82
32 257 250047 64262079 16 196.26 12.27 1.74
64 513 250047 128274111 16 197.55 12.35 3.51
128 1025 250047 256298175 17 210.21 12.37 7.47
256 2049 250047 512346303 17 209.56 12.33 14.90
512 4097 250047 1024442559 17 210.14 12.36 29.89
1024 8193 250047 2048635071 18 221.77 12.32 63.08
2048 16385 250047 4097020095 18 221.12 12.28 125.80

Table 5.5. Weak scaling results for the 3D problem.
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