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Abstract. Solving evolutionary equations in a parallel-in-time manner is an attractive topic and many
algorithms are proposed in recent two decades. The algorithm based on the block α-circulant preconditioning
technique has shown promising advantages, especially for wave propagation problems. By fast Fourier
transform for factorizing the involved circulant matrices, the preconditioned iteration can be computed
efficiently via the so-called diagonalization technique, which yields a direct parallel implementation across
all time levels. In recent years, considerable efforts have been devoted to exploring the convergence of the
preconditioned iteration by studying the spectral radius of the iteration matrix, and this leads to many
case-by-case studies depending on the used time-integrator. In this paper, we propose a unified convergence
analysis for the algorithm applied to u′ + Au = f , where σ(A) ⊂ C+ with σ(A) being the spectrum of
A ∈ Cm×m. For any one-step method (such as the Runge-Kutta methods) with stability function R(z),
we prove that the decay rate of the global error is bounded by α/(1 − α), provided the method is stable,
i.e., maxλ∈σ(A) |R(∆tλ)| ≤ 1. For any linear multistep method, such a bound becomes cα/(1− cα), where
c ≥ 1 is a constant specified by the multistep method itself. Our proof only relies on the stability of the
time-integrator and the estimate is independent of the step size ∆t and the spectrum σ(A).
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1. Introduction. We are interested in solving the following evolutionary equation
parallel-in-time (PinT):

y′ +Ay = g, A ∈ Cm×m, (1.1)

with initial value y(0) = y0. The spectrum of the matrix A is supposed to lay on the right
hand-side of the complex plane, i.e.,

σ(A) ⊆ C+ = {z = δ + iω : δ ≥ 0, ω ∈ R}.

Note that the system (1.1) is widely used as an spatially semi-discrete scheme of many
evolutionary partial differential equations, e.g.:

• Diffusion equation: ut −∆u = f ,where A = −∆h ≈ ∆ denotes the discrete Lapla-
cian, and we have σ(A) ⊆ R+.

• Acoustic wave equation: utt−∆u = f . In this case, we can make an order reduction
to yield the first-order system (1.1) with

y =

[
u
v

]
, A =

[
−Ix

−∆h

]
, g =

[
0
f

]
, (1.2)

Then we have σ(A) ⊆ iR+.
• Schrodinger equation: iut−∆u+V (x)u = f with a positive potential term V (x) >

0. Then we have σ(A) ⊆ iR+.
In the recent two decades, the research toward reducing the computation time via

time parallelization is a hot topic (see [10] for a comprehensive review). In this paper,
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we will focus on the approach that uses the diagonalization technique proposed by Maday
and Ronquist in [29]. In that pioneer work, they formulated the time-stepping system
into a space-time all-at-once system. Then they diagonalize the time stepping matrix and
solve all time steps in parallel. Such a technique was first used in [15] for wave equations.
The concrete algorithm lies in using the geometrically increasing time step-sizes {∆tn =
µn−1∆t1}Nt

n=1 with some parameter µ > 1, in order to make the time discretization matrix
diagonalizable. The algorithm is directly parallel, but the roundoff error arising from the
diagonalization procedure increases dramatically for large Nt. In order to balance the
roundoff error and the discretization error, the quantity Nt can not be too large (in practice,
people choose Nt = 20 ∼ 25).

To overcome the restriction onNt, the diagonalization technique was used in an iterative
fashion [19, 21, 23, 25, 26, 28], that will be investigated in this paper. The idea is briefly
explained as follows. First, we partition the time domain (0, T ) by Nt equally spaced time
points {tn}Nt

n=0 with step size ∆t = T/Nt. Then we apply a time-integrator to (1.1) (such
as Runge-Kutta (RK) methods)

yn+1 +R(∆tA)yn = ηn, n = 0, 1, . . . , Nt − 1, (1.3)

with a given initial value y0, where ηn is a known quantity specified by the source term
at tn. The increment matrix R(∆tA) is deduced from the stability function of the time-
integrator. Instead of solving the Nt difference equations (1.3) level-by-level, we form these
equations into an all-at-once system

Ku = b, (1.4)

where u = (y>1 , y
>
2 , . . . , y

>
Nt

)>, b = ((η0 −R(∆tA)y0)>, η>1 , . . . , η
>
Nt

)> and

K = It ⊗ Ix +B ⊗R(∆tA). (1.5)

Here and hereafter It ∈ RNt×Nt and Ix ∈ Rm×m denotes the identity matrices in time and
space respectively and the Toeplitz matrix B is

B =


0
1 0

. . .
. . .

1 0

 ∈ RNt×Nt . (1.6)

To solve the all-at-once system (1.4), we propose a block α-circulant preconditioner:

Pα = It ⊗ Ix + C(α)⊗R(∆tA), (1.7)

where C(α) denotes the following α-circulant matrix

C(α) =


0 α
1 0

. . .
. . .

1 0

 ∈ RNt×Nt , (1.8)

and apply the preconditioned iteration:

Pα∆uk = rk,uk+1 = uk + ∆uk, rk := b−Kuk, k = 0, 1, . . . . (1.9)

Thanks to the property of the α-circulant matrices (see, e.g., [1, Lemma 2.1]), we can
make a block Fourier diagonalization for the preconditioner Pα and this allows to compute
P−1α (Kuk − b) in (1.9) highly parallel for all time levels [19,21,23,25,26,28].
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In this paper, we aim to answer the question: under what conditions the iterative
algorithm (1.9) converges rapidly and robustly? In existing references, people answered
this question by examining the radius of the spectrum of the iteration matrix I − P−1α K,
see e.g., [19, 25, 26, 28, 37] for parabolic problems and [16, 23] for the wave equations. For
some special time-integrators (e.g., the implicit Euler method [25,26], the implicit leap-frog
method [23], and the two-stage singly diagonal implicit RK method [37]) it was shown

ρ(I − P−1α K) ≤ α

1− α
, α ∈ (0, 1). (1.10)

The analysis in these works is rather technical and heavily depends on the special property
of the time-integrator, e.g., the sparseity, Toeplitz structure and diagonal dominance of the
time-discretization matrix.

Instead of exploring the spectrum of the iterative matrix, we shall examine the error of
the preconditioned iteration directly, and prove that for any one-step time stepping method
(1.3) the error errk = uk − u of the algorithm (1.9) satisfies (Theorem 2.1)

‖(It ⊗ P )errk+1‖∞ ≤
α

1− α
‖(It ⊗ P )errk‖∞, (1.11)

where P is the eigenvector matrix of A, provided the method solving (1.1) is stable, i.e.,
maxλ∈σ(A) |R(∆tλ)| ≤ 1. If α ∈ (0, 1/2), the precondtioned iteration (1.9) converges lin-
early with the convergence factor α/(1 − α). The result (1.11) well explains the robust
convergence observed in [16, 17, 25, 26], because all the time-integrators used there are un-
conditionally stable.

Similarly, for any stable linear multistep method, we can also develop a preconditioned
iterative solver, and show that the iteration converges linearly (for suitable parameter α)
and satisfies (Theorem 3.1)

‖(It ⊗ P )errk+1‖∞ ≤
cα

1− cα
‖(It ⊗ P )errk‖∞, (1.12)

where c ≥ 1 is a generic constant only depending on the stability property of the multistep
method. For parabolic equations and subdiffusion models with memory effects, such an
iterative algorithm for r-step backward differentiation formula up to r = 6 has been analyzed
in a most recent work [35]. The current work provides a more systematic argument showing
the relation between stability of time-integrators and the convergence of the iterative solver
(1.9).

These estimates imply that the convergence of the iterative algorithm (1.9) is very
fast when we choose a very small α. However, in practice, the parameter α can not be
arbitrarily small, because the roundoff error arising from the block diagonalization of Pα
will increase dramatically when α → 0. Such a roundoff error is explained as follows. For
any diagonalizable square matrix Q with eigenvalue matrix D and eigenvector matrix V ,
due to the floating point operations Q can not precisely equal to V DV −1 and it only holds
Q ≈ V DV −1. In our case, for the α-circulant matrix C(α) in (1.8), the difference between
C(α) and V DV −1 continuously increase as α decreases. See [16,35] for some detailed studies
on the roundoff error of the diagonalization procedure, where the authors proved

roundoff error = O(εα−2), (1.13)

where ε is the machine precision (ε = 2.2204× 10−16 for a 32-bit computer).
The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we prove (1.11) for the

one-step time-integrators. The proof lies in representing the preconditioned iteration (1.9)
as a special difference equations with head-tail coupled condition and relays on the stability
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function only. We also consider the linear multistep methods in Section 3, for which we
prove (1.12) and the stability of the numerical method plays a central role in the proof as
well. We conclude this paper in Section 4 by listing some important issues that need to be
addressed in the future.

2. Convergence of iteration (1.9) for one-step methods. In this section, we prove
the convergence of the iterative solver (1.9). To this end, we assume that the one-step time-
integrator (1.3) is stable in the following sense.

Assumption 1. The matrix A in the linear system (1.1) is diagonalizable as A =
PDAP

−1 with σ(A) ⊂ C+. For such a system, it holds

|R(∆tλ)| ≤ 1 ∀ λ ∈ σ(A), (2.1)

where R(·) denotes the stability function of the one-step method (1.3).
Then we are ready to state our main theorem.
Theorem 2.1. Under Assumption 1, the error at the k-th iteration in (1.9), denoted

by errk = uk − u, satisfies

‖(It ⊗ P )errk+1‖∞ ≤
α

1− α
‖(It ⊗ P )errk‖∞ ∀ k ≥ 1. (2.2)

Therefore, the iteration (1.9) converges linearly if α ∈ (0, 1/2).
Proof. From (1.9), we observe that the error errk satisfies

errk+1 = errk − (P−1α K)errk, k = 0, 1, . . . .

Now we define
ζk = ((ξk1 )>, (ξk2 )>, . . . , (ξkm)>)> = (It ⊗ P )errk.

Let z be an arbitrary eigenvalue of ∆tA and ξk ∈ RNt be the corresponding subvector of
ζk. Then, it is clear that

ξk+1 = ξk − (P−1α (z)K(z))ξk, k = 0, 1, . . . . (2.3)

with
K(z) = It +R(z)Ct, Pα(z) = It +R(z)C(α).

By applying Pα on (2.3), we derive that for k ≥ 1

Pα(z)ξk+1 = (Pα(z)−K(z))ξk. (2.4)

Let
ξk = (ξk1 , ξ

k
2 , . . . , ξ

k
Nt

)>.

Then the relation (2.4) implies

(It +R(z)Ct) ξ
k+1 = α


R(z)(ξk+1

Nt
− ξkNt

)
0
...
0

 .
Therefore, (2.3) is equivalent to the following difference equations with a head-tail coupled
condition {

ξk+1
n+1 +R(z)ξk+1

n = 0, n = 0, 1, . . . , Nt − 1,

ξk+1
0 = α(ξk+1

Nt
− ξkNt

).
(2.5)
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By Assumption 1, we know that the time-integrator is stable, i.e., |R(z)| ≤ 1. This
together with the first relation in (2.5) immediately implies for all k ≥ 0∣∣ξk+1

n+1

∣∣ = |R(z)|
∣∣ξk+1
n

∣∣ ≤ ∣∣ξk+1
n

∣∣ .
Hence, the the second relation in (2.5) leads to∣∣ξk+1

n

∣∣ ≤ ∣∣ξk+1
0

∣∣ = α
∣∣ξk+1
Nt
− ξkNt

∣∣ ≤ α ∣∣ξk+1
Nt

∣∣+ α
∣∣ξkNt

∣∣ ≤ α ∣∣ξk+1
n

∣∣+ α
∣∣ξkn∣∣ ,

where n = 0, 1, . . . , Nt. That is, ∣∣ξk+1
n

∣∣ ≤ α

1− α
∣∣ξkn∣∣ .

To summarize, it holds

‖ξk+1‖∞ ≤
α

1− α
‖ξk‖∞. (2.6)

For ζk = ((ξk1 )>, (ξk2 )>, . . . , (ξkm)>)> with any index k, it is clear that

‖ζk‖∞ = max
j=1,2,...,m

‖ξkj ‖∞.

Since ξk is an arbitrary subvector of ζk, it follows from (2.6) that ‖ζk+1‖∞ ≤ α
1−α‖ζ

k‖∞.

This, together with ζk = (It ⊗ P )errk, gives the desired result.
Remark 2.1. Theorem 2.1 reveals the relation between the stability of the time stepping

scheme (1.3) and the convergence of preconditioned iterative solver (1.9). The proof only
utilizes the stability of the time stepping scheme instead of any matrix structure of the
all-at-once system explicitly, and can be extended to other numerical schemes, e.g. linear
multistep methods, which will be introduced in the next section.

To test the sharpness of the estimate (2.2), we consider the following advection-diffusion
equation {

ut − νuxx + ux = 0, (x, t) ∈ (− 1
2 ,

1
2 )× (0, T ),

u(x, 0) = sin(2πx), x ∈ (− 1
2 ,

1
2 ),

(2.7)

with the periodic boundary condition, where ν > 0 is a constant and for ν small the solution
u has obvious characteristic of wave propagation. We use the centered finite difference
formula to discretize the spatial derivates

uxx(xi, t) ≈
ui+1(t)− 2ui(t) + ui−1(t)

∆x2
and ux(xi, t) ≈

ui+1(t)− ui−1(t)

2∆x
,

with i = 1, 2, . . . , Nx − 1 and ∆x = 1
Nx

. This leads to ODE system (1.1) with

A =
ν

∆x2


2 −1 −1
−1 2 −1

. . .
. . .

. . .

−1 2 −1
−1 −1 2

+
1

2∆x


0 −1 1
1 0 −1

. . .
. . .

. . .

1 0 −1
−1 1 0

 . (2.8)

For time-discretization, we consider the following two-stage SDIRK method

γ γ 0
γ + γ̃ γ̃ γ

b 1− b
, (2.9)
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where γ > 0 and b 6= 1. From [22, Chapter IV.6], the method is of order 2 if

γb+ (γ̃ + γ)(1− b) =
1

2

(
⇒ γ̃ =

1
2 − γb
1− b

− γ
)
. (2.10a)

The stability function is

R(z) =
(2γ2 − 4γ + 1)z2 − (2− 4γ)z + 2

2(γz + 1)2
. (2.10b)

It is easy to verify that |R(z)| ≤ 1(∀z ∈ C+), i.e., the SDIRK method (2.9) is uncon-
ditionally stable, if and only if γ ≥ 1

4 . Otherwise the method is only conditionally stable.
Here, we consider two SDIRK methods

0.2 0.2 0
0.8 0.6 0.2

1
2

1
2︸ ︷︷ ︸

conditionally stable, 2nd−order

,

3+
√
3

6
3+
√
3

6 0
3−
√
3

6 −
√
3
3

3+
√
3

6
1
2

1
2︸ ︷︷ ︸

unconditionallystable, 3rd−order

, (2.11)

which correspond to γ = 0.2 and γ = 3+
√
3

6 respectively (for both methods b = 1
2 ). Let

∆x = 0.01 and ∆t = 0.02. Then, for two values of ν: ν = 10−3 and ν = 2× 10−4, we show
in Figure 2.1 the spectrum σ(∆tA) and the stability region of the SDIRK method with
γ = 0.2, i.e., the second method in (2.11). We see that for ν = 10−3 this SDIRK method
is stable, while it is not for ν = 2× 10−4. For ν = 2× 10−4, the second SDIRK method in
(2.11) is suitable because it is unconditionally stable. By using the two methods in (2.11) for
ν = 10−3 and ν = 2×10−4 respectively, we show in Figure 2.2 the measured error ‖errk‖∞
and ‖(It ⊗ P )errk‖∞, together with the upper bound predicted by α

1−α (dotted line). We

see that ‖errk‖∞ and ‖(It⊗P )errk‖∞ decay with a very similar rate and that the estimate
(2.2) predicts such a rate very well. Both ‖errk‖∞ and ‖(It ⊗P )errk‖∞ do not smoothly
decay to the machine precision 2.2204×10−16 and at the last few iterations they stagnant
at the level O(10−13) for α = 0.1 and O(10−12) for α = 0.01. Such a stagnation is due to
the roundoff error arising from the block diagonalization of the preconditioner Pα.

0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1

-4

-3

-2

-1

0

1

2

3

4
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-4

-3

-2

-1

0

1

2

3

4

Fig. 2.1. The stability region (shadow region) of the second SDIRK method in (2.11) (i.e., γ = 0.2)
and the spectrum σ(∆tA) with A being the matrix given by (2.8) and ∆t = 0.02.

We note that the advection-dominated diffusion equation is a well-known difficult prob-
lem for PinT computation. In particular, for equation (2.7) with ν = 10−3 and ν = 2×10−4
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Fig. 2.2. The measured error ‖errk‖∞ and ‖(It⊗P )errk‖∞ together with the upper bound by α
1−α .

Left: ν = 10−3 and we use the SDIRK method in (2.11) with γ = 0.2. Right: ν = 2 × 10−4 and we use

the SDIRK method in (2.11) with γ = 3+
√
3

6
. Here, T = 10 and ∆t = 0.02.

the convergence rate of the mainstream PinT algorithms parareal and MGRiT is rather dis-
appointing and the convergence rate continuously deteriorates as we refine ∆x (see [17, Sec-
tion 1] for more details).

3. Convergence of iteration (1.9) for linear multistep methods. In this section,
we consider the linear multistep methods. For parabolic equations, the parallel algorithms
for BDF methods (with initial corrections) up to order six has been proposed and analyzed
in [35], and has been generalized to the diffusion models with historical memory effects.
In the present work, we propose a systematic approach, showing the convergence of the
preconditioned iteration, which works for all stable linear multistep methods.

We consider the r-step method (r ≥ 1) with time levels tn = n∆t (n = 1, . . . , Nt): for
given y0, y1, . . . , yr−1, we find yn+r such that∑r

j=0
ajyn+r−j = ∆t

∑r

j=0
bj(−Ayn+r−j + gn+r−j), n = 0, 1, . . . , Nt − r. (3.1)

Without loss of generality, we assume that a0 = 1. Then we define the characteristic
polynomials for z ∈ C+:

p(s; z) =
∑r

j=0
ajs

r−j + zbjs
r−j . (3.2)

We assume that the r-step method is stable (Assumption 2). In principle, for any given
angle θ ∈ (0, π/2), there exist A(θ)-stable r-step methods of order r for every r ≥ 1.

Assumption 2. The matrix A in the linear system (1.1) is diagonalizable as A =
PDAP

−1 with σ(A) ⊂ C+. Then for z = ∆tλ with λ ∈ σ(A), the characteristic polynomial
satisfies the following root condition:

p(s; z) = 0 =⇒

{
either |s| < 1,

or |s| = 1 and it is a root of multiplicity 1.
(3.3)

Assumption 2 immediately implies a stability estimate of the following discrete initial
value problem: for given ξ0, ξ1, . . . , ξr−1, find ξr+n such that

r∑
j=0

ajξn+r−j =

r∑
j=0

bj(−zξn+r−j + ∆tfn+r−j), n = 0, 1, . . . , Nt − r,
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where z = λ∆t and λ ∈ σ(A). Then Assumption 2 leads to the following stability result [18,
Theorem 6.3.2]

|ξn| ≤ c
(

max
0≤j≤r−1

|ξj |+ ∆t

n∑
j=r

|fj |
)
,

where the constant c is independent of n, ∆t and Nt.
Next, we describe the parallel-in-time solver of the time-stepping scheme (3.1). Similar

to the one-step methods, we can also form (3.1) into an all-at-once system (1.4) with

K = B1 ⊗ Ix + ∆tB2 ⊗A, (3.4)

where B1, B2 ∈ RNt×Nt are Toeplitz matrices

B1 =



a0
a1 a0
...

. . .
. . .

ar
. . .

. . .

. . . a1 a0
ar . . . a1 a0


, B2 =



b0
b1 b0
...

. . .
. . .

br
. . .

. . .

. . . b1 b0
br . . . b1 b0


.

Again, we solve the all-at-once system (1.4) by the preconditioned iteration (1.9) with
preconditioner

Pα = C1(α)⊗ Ix + C2(α)⊗A, (3.5)

where C1(α) and C2(α) are α-circulant matrices

C1(α) =



a0 αar . . . αa2 αa1
a1 a0 αa2
...

. . .
. . .

. . .
...

ar
. . .

. . . αar
. . . a1 a0

ar . . . a1 a0


, C2(α) =



b0 αbr . . . αb2 αb1
b1 b0 αb2
...

. . .
. . .

. . .
...

br
. . .

. . . αbr
. . . b1 b0

br . . . b1 b0


.

Then we are ready to show the convergence of the preconditioned iteration (1.9) for the
linear multistep methods.

Theorem 3.1. Under Assumption 2, the error at the k-th iteration in (1.9), denoted
by errk = uk − u, satisfies

‖(It ⊗ P )errk+1‖∞ ≤
cα

1− cα
‖(It ⊗ P )errk‖∞, (3.6)

where c > 0 denotes a generic constant independent of ∆t and Nt. Therefore, the iteration
(1.9) converges linearly if α ∈ (0, 1/2c).

Proof. From (1.9), the error errk satisfies

errk+1 = errk − (P−1α K)errk ∀ k ≥ 0.

We apply It ⊗ P on both sides of the above equation and define

ζk = ((ξk1 )>, (ξk2 )>, . . . , (ξkm)>)> = (It ⊗ P )errk.
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Let z be an arbitrary eigenvalue of ∆tA, ξk ∈ RNt be the corresponding subvector of ζk.
Define

K(z) = C1 + zC2, Pα(z) = C1(α) + zC2(α).

Then, it is clear that

ξk+1 = ξk − (P−1α (z)K(z))ξk, ∀k ≥ 0. (3.7)

By applying Pα on both sides of (3.7), we derive

Pα(z)ξk+1 = (Pα(z)−K(z))ξk. (3.8)

Let ξk = (ξkr , ξ
k
r+1, . . . , ξ

k
Nt

)>. Then a routine calculation yields

(C1 + zC2) ξk+1 = α



∑r
j=1(aj + zbj)(ξ

k+1
Nt−j+1 − ξkNt−j+1)∑r

j=2(aj + zbj)(ξ
k+1
Nt−j+2 − ξkNt−j+2)
...

(ar + zbr)(ξ
k+1
Nt
− ξkNt

)
...
0


.

Since Pα(z)−K(z) = C1 + zC2, (3.8) is equivalent to the following difference equations{∑r
j=0 ajξ

k+1
n−j = −z

∑r
j=0 bjξ

k+1
n−j , n = r, r + 1, . . . , Nt − r,

ξk+1
r−n = α(ξk+1

Nt+1−n − ξkNt+1−n), n = 1, . . . , r.
(3.9)

By Assumption 2, we have the stability estimate

max
0≤n≤Nt

|ξk+1
n | ≤ c0 max

0≤n≤r−1
|ξk+1
n | ≤ c0α max

0≤n≤r−1
|ξk+1
Nt−n − ξ

k
Nt−n|, (3.10)

with a generic constant c0 > 1. This implies

max
0≤n≤r−1

|ξk+1
Nt−n| ≤ c0α

(
max

0≤n≤r−1
|ξk+1
Nt−n|+ max

0≤n≤r−1
|ξkNt−n|

)
.

Rearranging terms in the above inequality, we arrive at

max
0≤n≤r−1

|ξk+1
Nt−n| ≤

c0α

1− c0α
max

0≤n≤r−1
|ξkNt−n|.

Then, applying the stability estimate (3.10) again leads to

max
r≤n≤Nt−r

|ξk+1
n | ≤ c0α

(
max

0≤n≤r−1
|ξk+1
Nt−n|+ max

0≤n≤r−1
|ξkNt−n|

)
≤ c0α

(
c0 max
r≤n≤Nt−r

|ξk+1
n |+ c0 max

r≤n≤Nt−r
|ξkn|
)
.

(3.11)

We arrange the inequality and obtain

max
r≤n≤Nt−r

|ξk+1
n | ≤ c20α

1− c20α
max

r≤n≤Nt−r
|ξkn|.

Letting c = c20, we derive

max
r≤n≤Nt

|ξk+1
n | ≤ cα

1− cα
max

r≤n≤Nt

|ξkn|,
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which implies that

‖ξk+1‖∞ ≤
cα

1− cα
‖ξk‖∞. (3.12)

Now, substituting ζk = (It ⊗ P )errk into (3.12) gives the desired result (3.6).
Remark 3.1. For the multistep method, we note that the convergence factor involves

a generic constant c ≥ 1. It depends on the stability of the time stepping scheme, but it is
always independent of the step size ∆t, the time level n and the total number of steps Nt.

To complete this section, we test two four-step multistep methods, the four-step BDF
method (BDF4) [35] and the modified Adams-Moulton method (AM) [3]:

(BDF4) yn+1 −
48

25
yn +

36

25
yn−1 −

16

25
yn−2 +

3

25
yn−3 +

12∆tA

25
yn+1 = 0,

(AM) yn+1 − yn + ∆tA

(
2

3
yn+1 +

5

12
yn−1 −

1

12
yn−3

)
= 0.

(3.13)

We apply the above multistep methods to the semi-discrete system of the advection-diffusion
equation (2.7) with T = 8, ν = 10−3 and ∆t = ∆x = 1

128 .
In Figure 3.1, we plot the stability regions of the above two multistep methods (shadow

regions) together with σ(∆tA), the spectrum of ∆tA. We see that both methods are stable
for the semi-discrete system.

In Figure 3.2, we plot the measured error ‖errk‖∞ and ‖(It⊗P )errk‖∞, together with
the upper bound predicted by α

1−α (dotted line). We see that for AM scheme, ‖errk‖∞
and ‖(It ⊗ P )errk‖∞ decay with a very similar rate close to α/(1− α). While for BDF4,
as we see in Figure 3.2 on the right, the decay rate is not uniform (see the error of the first
6 iterations in Figure 3.3). In particular, for α = 0.1 we have

‖(It ⊗ P )err2‖∞
‖(It ⊗ P )err1‖∞

= 0.54,
‖(It ⊗ P )errk+1‖∞
‖(It ⊗ P )errk‖∞

≈ 0.11 ≈ α

1− α
(for k ≥ 1),

and for α = 0.01 we have

‖(It ⊗ P )err2‖∞
‖(It ⊗ P )err1‖∞

= 0.05,
‖(It ⊗ P )errk+1‖∞
‖(It ⊗ P )errk‖∞

≈ 0.01 ≈ α

1− α
(for k ≥ 1).

This contrasts sharp with the one-step methods, where the convergence factor is alway
bounded (from above) by α/(1− α) as suggested in Theorem 2.1. However, the numerical
results suggest that the convergence rate will approaches α/(1−α) from the second iteration.
This interesting phenomenon warrants further investigation.

Similar to Figure 2.2, ‖errk‖∞ and ‖(It ⊗ P )errk‖∞ do not decay to the machine
precision and at the last few iterations the error stagnants at certain level, due to the
roundoff error arising in the block diagonalization of the preconditioner Pα.

4. Conclusion and discussion. We gave a uniformed proof for a class of PinT al-
gorithm, which is based on formulating the time discretization into an all-at-once system
Ku = b and then solving this system iteratively by using a block α-circulant matrix Pα as
the preconditioner. Existing work focus on examining the spectrum of the iterative matrix
I − P−1α K and this leads to many case-by-case studies depending on the underlying time-
integrator. In this short paper, we proved that the error of the algorithm decays with a rate
only depending on the parameter α for all stable one-step methods. We also considered the
linear multistep methods, for which we proved similar result provided the method is stable
as well. The error decaying rate is slightly different from that of the one-step methods
and in practical computation we indeed observed such a difference. The proof given in this
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Fig. 3.1. The stability region (shadow region) of the BDF4 method (left) and the AM method (right) in
(3.13) and the spectrum σ(∆tA) with A being the matrix given by (2.8) and ∆t = ∆x = 1

128
and ν = 10−3.
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Fig. 3.2. Applying the preconditioned iteration method (1.9) to the advection-diffusion equation (2.7),
the measured error ‖errk‖∞ and ‖(It⊗P )errk‖∞ together with the upper bound by α

1−α . Left: the 4-step

Adams method in (3.13). Right: the 4-step BDF method in (3.13). Here, T = 8, ∆t = ∆x = 1
128

and

ν = 10−3.
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Fig. 3.3. For Figure 3.2 on the right, the local details for the first 6 iterations. Left: α = 0.1. Right:
α = 0.01.

paper is completely different from existing work. It lies in representing the preconditioned
iteration as a special difference equations with head-tail coupled condition and relays on
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the stability function only.
An important work that we do not concern is how to get the increment ∆uk = P−1α rk

in (1.9). For one-step methods, we can factorize Pα in (1.7) as

Pα = (V ⊗ Ix)(It ⊗ Ix +D ⊗R(∆tA))(V −1 ⊗ Ix),

where V and D are the eigenvector and eigenvalue matrices of the circulant matrix C, i.e.,
C = V DV −1. Then, we can compute ∆uk via the following steps

p = (V −1 ⊗ Ix)rk, Step-(a)

(Ix + λnR(∆tA)) qn = pn, n = 1, 2, . . . , Nt, Step-(b)

∆uk = (V ⊗ Ix)q, Step-(c)

(4.1)

where p = (p>1 , . . . , p
>
Nt

)> and q = (q>1 , . . . , q
>
Nt

)>. For Step-(a) and Step-(c), we only need
to do matrix-vector multiplications and the major computation burden is Step-(b). These
are completely decoupled linear systems and can be solved in parallel, but there are still
many concrete issues that need to be explored.

The first issue is about the general implicit RK method of stage s specified by the
Butcher tableau

c Θ
b>

,

for which R(∆tA) = Ix − b> ⊗ (∆tA)(Is ⊗ Ix + Θ ⊗ (∆tA))−1(1 ⊗ Ix), where Is ∈ Rs×s
is an identity matrix and 1 = (1, 1, . . . , 1)> ∈ Rs. Then how to efficiently solve the linear
system in Step-(b) is an very important topic. Some preliminary experiences are as follows.
For the two-stage RK methods, by an elimination operation for the stage variables it can
be shown that such a linear system is equivalent to the following

(a0Ix + a1(∆tA) + a2(∆tA)2)p̃ = q̃, (4.2)

where a0, a1, a2 depend on λn and the RK method. The quadratic term (∆tA)2 will be a
serious problem for both the memory storage and the computation cost. The approach for
this issue is to notice that equation (4.2) can be represented asa0

[
1

1

]
︸ ︷︷ ︸

=Is

⊗Ix +

[
a1 − µ µ

a1 − µ− a0a2
µ µ

]
︸ ︷︷ ︸

:=Ws

⊗(∆tA)


[
p̃
p†

]
=

[
q̃
q̃

]
, (4.3)

where p† is an auxiliary variable and µ 6= 0 is a free parameter. Then, we can factorize Ws

as Ws = VsDsV
−1
s and solve (4.3) by using the diagonalization technique again. In this

way, we only need to solve two independent linear systems of the form

(ηIx + ∆tA)v = b, (4.4)

where η = a0/Ds(1, 1) (or η = a0/Ds(2, 2)). (Here we assume Ds(1, 1) 6= 0, since otherwise
it is trivial to treat the linear system.) The above idea was used in [36] for the two-stage
Lobatto IIIC method and in [37] for the two-stage SDIRK method. Similar to (4.2), for a
general s-stage RK method we believe that the linear system in Step-(b) of (4.1) can be
equivalently represented as

(a0Ix + a1(∆tA) + · · ·+ as(∆tA)s)p̃ = q̃.
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However, it is unclear how to further represent it as (4.3) with a suitable matrix Ws. Such
a Ws should be diagonalizable with small condition number of the eigenvector matrix Vs.

The second issue is about the computation of the complex-shift problem (4.4). It seems
this is a very fundamental problem arising in various fields, such as the Laplace inversion
approach, preconditioning technique for the Helmholtz equations and the diagonalization
technique here. For ODEs with first-order temporal derivative, in most cases we found
that the quantity η arising from the diagonalization technique has non-negative real part,
i.e., <(η) ≥ 0, and thus it is not difficult to solve (4.4). This issue was carefully addressed
for the multigrid method in [27, 31]. For second-order ODEs, it happens <(η) < 0 for
some λn in (4.1) and therefor (4.4) is a Helmholtz-like problem, a typical hard problem in
numerics when |<(η)| is large and the ratio r := |=(η)/<(η)| � 1. Cocquet and Gander
made an interesting analysis for the multigrid method in [4] and the main conclusion is that
the multigrid method always converges if |=(η)| = O(|<(η)|). However, numerical results
indicate that the multigrid method could converge arbitrarily slow and the convergence
rate actually heavily depends on the ratio r. A local Fourier analysis will reveal how the
convergence rate depends on r and this is one of our ongoing work. Besides the multigrid
method, there are also other work concerning the complex-shift problem (4.4) and to name
a few we mention the preconditioned GMRES method [14], the domain decomposition
method [20] and the approach based on representing the real and imaginary parts separately,
leading to a real symmetric linear system, which can be solved by an Uzawa-type method
(see [34, Section 5] for this approach).
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