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Abstract

We construct a space-time parallel method for solving parabolic partial differential equations by
coupling the Parareal algorithm in time with overlapping domain decomposition in space. The goal
is to obtain a discretization consisting of “local” problems that can be solved on parallel computers
efficiently. However, this introduces significant sources of error that must be evaluated. Reformulating
the original Parareal algorithm as a variational method and implementing a finite element discretization
in space enables an adjoint-based a posteriori error analysis to be performed. Through an appropriate
choice of adjoint problems and residuals the error analysis distinguishes between errors arising due
to the temporal and spatial discretizations, as well as between the errors arising due to incomplete
Parareal iterations and incomplete iterations of the domain decomposition solver. We first develop
an error analysis for the Parareal method applied to parabolic partial differential equations, and then
refine this analysis to the case where the associated spatial problems are solved using overlapping
domain decomposition. These constitute our Time Parallel Algorithm (TPA) and Space-Time Parallel
Algorithm (STPA) respectively. Numerical experiments demonstrate the accuracy of the estimator for
both algorithms and the iterations between distinct components of the error.

Keywords — A posteriori error analysis, adjoint based error estimation, parabolic partial differential
equations, Parareal, domain decomposition, Schwarz algorithms, time-parallel.

1 Introduction

Parallel computing approaches for solving complex problems modeled by partial differential equations
have become increasingly attractive over the last decade, as Moore’s Law has continued, but transitioned
from fabricating more transistors on a chip to constructing more cores. Spatial parallelization of partial
differential equations is well established [3, [13] [32] B3] [41], but the improvement available through spatial
parallelization alone typically decays as the number of processors increases for any fixed-size problem
(the so-called strong scaling behavior), see e.g., [20]. Parallel in time methods provide an additional
way to effectively utilize modern high performance computer architectures [15, 19, 22] 28], 29] 35 38].
Unfortunately parallel-in-time methods also introduce significant additional sources of error which must
be estimated for the purposes of validation when seeking to construct adaptive algorithms, or when
performing uncertainty quantification.
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ERROR ANALYSIS FOR SPACE-TIME PARALLEL DISCRETIZATION

We consider a PDE system of the form: Find u(x,t) € L%(0,T; H}(2)) such that

(i,v) + a(u,v) = 1(v), Vv € H}(Q) and t € (0,77, )

where 1 = %, a(-,-) is a coercive, positive definite bilinear form, [(-) is a linear form, €2 is a convex

polygonal domain, and ug € H¢ is the initial condition. Here (-,-) denotes the Lo(f2) inner product, so
that (w,v) = fQ wvdz. We assume that the forms a and [ satisfy sufficient regularity assumptions so
that a weak solution u(x,t) € L?(0,T; H}(2)) exists and is unique [31]. Further, we consider a quantity
of interest (Qol) given by

Q(u) = /Q b(e)u(e, T) da (2)

where ¢ € L?((Q).

The aim of this work is to derive error estimates for the numerically computed value of Q@ when time-
parallel and spatial domain decomposition techniques are employed for the approximation of u(z,t). In
particular, we consider two algorithms which we call the Time Parallel Algorithm (TPA) and the Space-
Time Parallel Algorithm (STPA). The TPA implements the Parareal algorithm[I4, 21, 26] [34], [36], a
time-parallel method to solve , while the STPA also employs a parallel domain decomposition strategy
in space [30}, 37, 39, [40] in addition to the time-parallelism of the Parareal method.

The analysis presented here extends earlier work on the a posteriori error analysis of the Parareal
algorithm in [7], and incorporates the work of [4] on the a posteriori error analysis of overlapping Schwarz
domain decomposition algorithms to provide an estimate of the spatial discretization error. One significant
difference between the earlier work and the current work is that we analyze the effects of using an iterative
method to solve the discrete equations arising from an implicit time integration scheme. The analysis
builds on early work of adjoint-based a posteriori error analysis [1, 2, 17, 27] and more recent work
addressing iterative and multi-rate methods [6] [10, [I§].

1.1 Notation

Our analysis requires consideration of both exact and discrete solutions. Analytical solutions are indicated
using a lower case letter, discrete solutions with an upper case letter. Solutions of the PDE will be
designated v and adjoint solutions ¢. A hat indicates a coarse scale entity. Errors are indicated using e
and residuals with R. A dot indicates a partial differential in time. We use N to indicate the number
of finite elements, @ to indicate the degree of interpolation, P to indicate the number of temporal or
spatial subdomains, and K to indicate the number of iterations. A subscript ¢ for these symbols indicates
a temporal quantity, a subscript s indicates a spatial quantity. A full list of variables and discretization
choices appears in [A]

For a function w(z,t), we denote w(t) := w(-,t), i.e., w(t) refers to a function of space only for a fixed
time ¢. We use the notation (w,v)(t) := (w(t),v(t)) = [ow(z,t)v(zx,t)dz, so for example the Qol
may be expressed as Q(u) = (¢, u)(T). Finally, we let (-); indicate integration over time interval I, i.e.

()r=[; -dt.

1.2 Outline

We begin the analysis from the perspective of Parareal integration in time, presented in [7]. The Parareal
approach utilizes both coarse and fine scale discretizations in time. Extending this analysis to PDEs re-
quires corresponding coarse and fine discretizations in space. Since we implement a domain decomposition
strategy in space, we employ iterative solution methods in both time and space.

We introduce two algorithms in section a Time Parallel Algorithm (TPA), and a Space-Time Parallel
Algorithm (SPTA). The TPA employs the time-parallel algorithm, Parareal, for the solution of PDEs,
whereas the SPTA additionally utilizes additive Schwarz domain decomposition to achieve parallelization



in space. This section also contains precise details of the spatial and temporal discretizations. We recall
some essential mathematical results needed for the subsequent analysis for the two algorithms in section [3]
We adjust the previous a posteriori error analysis for Parareal time integration to analyze the TPA in
in section We extend this analysis to account for the errors arising using additive Schwarz domain
decomposition in section b} Numerical results supporting the accuracy of the a posteriori error estimates
are provided in section [6]

2 Discretizations: The “Time Parallel Algorithm” and the “Space-
Time Parallel Algorithm”

We consider two algorithms: (1) An algorithm which is parallel in time only, referred to as Time Parallel
Algorithm (TPA), and (2) An algorithm which is parallel in both space and time, referred to as Space-
Time Parallel Algorithm (STPA). Both algorithms use the Parareal algorithm for time-parallelism. The
spatial parallelization in STPA is achieved through the use of overlapping Schwarz domain decomposition
method. The discretization also involves using the finite element method in space and the implicit Euler
method in time. The implicit Euler method is appropriate for dissipative problems modeled by . We
describe these algorithms in detail below.

2.1 Time Parallel Algorithm (TPA)

The Parareal algorithm is based on a pair of coarse and fine scale solvers, GP[a(z)](t) and FP[a(z)](t)
respectively. Let 0 =Ty < --- <T,_1 <T, <--- <Tp =T be a partition of the time domain. We view
the times T}, as “synchronization” times at which point the coarse and fine scale solutions may exchange
information. We call the time interval [T,,_1,7},] the temporal subdomain p, see Figure I} Note that the
temporal subdomains are non-overlapping.

The numerical solver FP[c(z)](t) is more accurate than GP[a(z)](t), e.g., employing a finer discretiza-
tion or a higher order method. The super-script p indicates that the solvers produce a space-time solution
for the temporal subdomain p. That is, for t € (T—1,T}), GPla(2)](t) (resp. FPla(z)](t)) indicates the
space-time coarse scale (resp. fine scale) solution at t, where a(z) denotes the initial conditions for the
solver at ¢ = T},_1. Specific examples of the solvers are presented in m

The standard version of the Parareal algorithm defines the solutions only at the times 7}, and is not
amenable to adjoint-based a posteriori analysis, which requires solutions to be in variational form. An
equivalent, variational version of the Parareal algorithm, suitable for an adjoint-based a posteriori error
analysis, is provided in Algorithm [I} The standard Parareal algorithm is provided in [B|and a proof of its
equivalence with the variational version is given in [7]. Here U pAked (2, 1) and UPARd (2, 1) are the coarse
and fine scale solutions for the variational Parareal algorithm at iteration k; on temporal subdomain p.
The fine-scale Parareal solution after k; iterations is defined to be Uttt = yp.ike} for ¢ € (Tp—1,Tp). The
initial condition approximation to wug is referred to as (70. Note that since [70 is represented in a finite
dimensional space, it is possible that ug # (70.



ERROR ANALYSIS FOR SPACE-TIME PARALLEL DISCRETIZATION

Algorithm 1 Variational form of the Parareal algorithm
procedure VPAR(P;, Ky, Uo )

opr{0} — 0,p=0,...,P > Initialize corrections
for k;=1,...,K; do
[707{/%}(;37 0) := (70 > Set initial conditions
forp=1,..., P, do
UPAk} (z,t) = GelUP~ LAk (g, Ty1) + OP k=1 (2)](¢) > Serial computation
Up ikt (z. 1) = Fp[ﬁpv{kt}(;g, Tp-1)](t) > Parallel computation
or ikl (g) = pplked (g, T,) — ép[ﬁp’{kt}(x, Tp—1))(Tp) > Update corrections
end for
end for

return UP K (2, 1)
end procedure

2.1.1 Temporal and spatial discretizations of the fine scale and coarse scale solvers

We consider the implicit Euler method for time discretization and finite elements for the spatial discretiza-
tion to define coarse and fine scale solutions on [T},—1,T,]. We omit the superscript p in this section when
the temporal subdomain is clear.

We discretize the spatial domain €2 into a quasi-uniform triangulation 7y, where h denotes the max-
imum diameter of the elements. This triangulation is chosen so the union of the elements of T is 2 and
the intersection of any two elements is either a common edge, node, or is empty. Let Vi be the standard
space of continuous piecewise polynomials of degree g on T, such that if U € Vil then U = 0 on 09. In
particular, we consider a coarse space Vi'° and fine space Vi such that g5 < < Gs-

On each time subdomain p, the coarse temporal discretization, uses Np time steps \ while the fine
temporal discretization uses NY time steps. Thus, the total coarse time steps over [0, T'] are N, = Z th )

and the total fine time steps are IV; = Z 1 NF. On the coarse scale, we partition [T),— 1,T] as Tp_1 =
%78<---<¥?V <t t—Tp,asshownlnFlgureWlthIp [nl, n] LetTp—{If,'-- Ip }
On the fine scale we introduce a finer discretization T_; = tf < --- < t* np-! <t N = =T, as shovvn in
Figure We let Zh = [t |, th] and TP = {Z7,--- , T, -~ , Ty }-

t

n"

n—1°
We now use the implicit Euler method on the coarse time step fg: given the approximate solution
ﬁn_l at ?;L_l, compute approximation U, € V5" at %?lby,

(U, 0) = (Up—1,0) 4+ AP | —a(Uy, v) + 1(v) ], (3)
for all v € VSas ,where Ath = (tn — tn 1)- Moreover, in the context of Parareal algorithm, we have

[7”_1 € Vsas for all 1 except possibly for n = 1, where (?0 (the initial condition for the coarse scale solver)
may belong to V4.

Similarly, the implicit Euler method on the fine time step Z}, is: given the approximate solution U,,_1
at t? |, compute approximation U,, € V4! at th by,

(Up,v) = (Up—1,v) + AtL [—a(U,,v) + L(v)], (4)

for all v € VI, where Ath, = (th —t? ). In the context of Parareal algorithm, we have U,,_; € V| for all
n except for n = 1 for which Up (the initial condition for the fine scale solver) belongs to V.
In the TPA, we assume that equations [3[ and |4] are solved exactly (up to numerical precision).
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Figure 1: Top: Subdomain [T},_1,7T)]. Middle: Stage 1 discretization for [T,_1,7T)]. Bottom: Stage 2
discretization for [T,_1,T}).

2.2 Space-Time Parallel Algorithm (STPA)

The STPA introduces spatial parallelization (in addition to temporal parallelization) by using a Schwarz
domain decomposition iteration at the fine scale. It is assumed in the spirit of the Parareal algorithm
that the coarse scale is solved implicitly without needing any spatial domain decomposition.

2.2.1 Schwarz Domain Decomposition at a single time step

The additive Schwarz Domain decomposition iteration is employed to solve the spatial problem in .
Similar to §2.1.1] we omit the subscript p where this is clear. We rewrite the problem on subinterval
75 as: find U,, € Vi such that,

B (Un,v) = 1"(v) ()

for all v € Vi, where the bilinear form B"(-,-) and the linear form ["(-) are defined by,

B (u,v) = (u,0) + Atha(u, v), "
") = (Up-1,v) + At 1(v).

Assume that we have P overlapping subdomains {2, -- ,Qp, on €, such that for any €2;, there exists

a Q;, i # j, for which Q; N Q; # 0 and U;Q; = Q. Let Tp; = Tp N . We further assume that
the triangulation 7j is consistent with the domain decomposition in the sense that for any Ts € Ty, if
Ts N QY # 0 then Ty C Q;. We let (-,-);; represent the Ly(€; N ;) inner product. We denote by B} (-, )
the restriction of B"(-,-) to €; and Bj(-, ) the restriction of B"(-,-) to €; N ;. Similarly, we let [j'(-) be
the restriction of I"(-) to ;. The additive Schwarz method for the solution of is given in Algorithm

The domain decomposition solution for n = 1,..., N} are U}{LKS} = ASDD(B™,I", K, Ps, Uii(f}) Note

that the initial guess to the algorithm is the solution from the previous time step Uiff b In the algorithm

V% represents the space of continuous piecewise polynomials of degree g5 on 7j; such that if U € V*
then U = 0 on 9¢);, and Viqlzs represents the space of continuous piecewise polynomials of degree ¢, on

Thi such that if U € Viq,js then U =0 on 92 and U = Uéké‘} on 09; \ 0. The Richardson parameter T,
is needed to ensure that the iteration converges [37].
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Algorithm 2 Overlapping additive Schwarz domain decomposition
procedure ASDD(B™, (", K, Ps, U:%O})
for k=0,1,2,...,K;,—1 do
fori=1,2,...,P; do
Find U € V% such that

BrO% o) = 12 (v), Vo e V. (7)
Let

Ps rr{ks+1} 0.

Ukt — (1 — 7P, Uik} 4 7 Zﬂiﬁilzﬁl} where Hiﬁiisﬂ} = Uni 7 on Qz; (8)
i=1 ' ’ Uéks}, on Q\QZ

end for
end for
return UiKS}

end procedure

2.2.2 The global STPA solution

In the context of the Parareal algorithm (Algorithm , we denote the solution by UP{k:Ks}  where we
have now added K to the superscript to indicate the dependence of the solution on domain decomposition
iterations at the k;th Parareal iteration. The global STPA solution on [0,7] after k; Parareal iterations
and K, domain decomposition iterations is defined as Utke-Kst = ppike.Ks} for ¢ ¢ (Tp—1,Tp).

3 Variational methods and preliminary a posterior: error analysis

In this section, we introduce basic elements needed for the error analysis of the numerical value of the
Qol (see ) computed using the fine scale solution from either the the Time Parallel Algorithm or the
Space-Time Parallel Algorithm. The main tools used in the analysis are adjoint problems coupled with
an appropriate definition of residuals. This kind of analysis relies on the solution being in a variational
format. Hence, we present the implicit Euler method as a variational method in §3.3] and point out
a fundamental property of variational methods which is used subsequently in the analysis of TPA and
STPA.

3.1 Variational methods

We define two variational methods; the continuous Galerkin method and the discontinuous Galerkin
method for the fine scale; the extension to the coarse scale is analogous. Note that the usage of “con-
tinuous” or “discontinuous” refers to the property of the solution in time only; in space we always use
continuous finite elements.

On the space-time slab S}, = Q x Z% we define the space

Gt
Winte = {w(x,t) t w(x,t) = > tv;(x),v; € V&, (x,t) € B}, (9)
§=0

The continuous Galerkin method, cG(g) is: find Upg such that it is continuous on S%, its
restriction to Sh belongs to Wy%% and also satisfies,

((Uce,v))zp = (—a(Ucq,v) +1(v)) (10)



for all v € W, 9.

We denote the jump across th as [wln, = wl, — w,,, where wi, = limg_,py+ w(s). The dis-

continuous Galerkin method, dG(¢) is: find Ugg its restriction to Sh belongs to W% and also
satisfies,

((Upa,v))zz + (UpGIn-1p 01 ,) = (—aUpa,v) + 1(v)) 7 (11)

for all v € W% . Note that the solution may be discontinuous in at the time nodes th.

3.2 A posteriori error analysis for variational methods on a single time subdomain

Variational methods satisfy an important property that underpins the a posteriori error analysis presented
here. Let ¢ € L*(T),—1,T,; H}(2)) satisty,

(=, v) = —a(v,¢) Vv e HF(Q) and t € (T)_1, T} (12)

Equation (|12)) is referred to as an adjoint equation. Next we quantify the accumulation of error contribu-
tions.

Lemma 1. Let eyy = u — Uy, where u is the solution to , Var € {CG, DG} and Uy, is either the
cG(q) or the dG(q:) solution on a time subdomain p. Then,

(¢> eVar)(Tp) = (¢a eVar)(Tpfl) + R]\D/ar(UVara ¢) (13)

where ¢ is defined in (12) and Rz\j,ar(UVar,qb) 1s the adjoint-weighted space-time residual of the solution
Uvar on time subdomain p defined as

Zivil <l(’U) - a(UCGa U)Ifb - <(UCG7U)>I£ ) Zf Var = CG,
R% (UVara¢) = N, .
ar P + ; —
Zn:l <l(’U) - a(UDG’U>Z£ - <(UDGa U))Ig - ([UDG]n—l,p7 ¢n71,p)] ) if Var = DG.
(14)

Proof. We prove property for the dG method, the proof for the ¢cG method is similar. In the notation
of the dG method, we have

evar(Tp—1) = ey, (th) and  evar(T)) = ey, (TR, )- (15)
Consider '
((=¢,epc)) = —(alepa, @)1z (16)
The left-hand side is
(—=d.epc))zr = —(b,epe)(th) + (¢, ebe) () + (6,1 — Upa)) 2. (17)

Combining and with leads to

(6, epe)(th) = (6, ehe)(th_1) + (I(v) = a(Upg, v)z; — {(Upc.v))1z,

= (¢,€pe) (th-1) = (941 [Upclnp) + (1(v) = a(Upg, v)zz — {(Upc, v))z 1

Summing over n =1 to n = N} and using ,
(¢,enc)(Tp) = (¢, epc)(Tp-1) + RP(Upa, ¢), (19)
which is the desired result. O

Note that a similar result, with similar derivation, also holds for the coarse scale.
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3.3 A posteriori error analysis for implicit Euler on a single time subdomain

It is well known that the implicit Euler method with a certain choice of quadrature is nodally equivalent
to the dG(0) method and hence may be considered a variational method [16] For completeness, we show
this equivalence for the dG/(0) in ([L1)) with the implicit Euler method in (4). For the dG(0) method we
have Upg = 0, since the solution is constant in time over Z% for a fixed spatlal point. Moreover, Wp 7,%' is

simply V. Now, using these facts, along with the right-hand rule of evaluating quadrature in ,

(UpG)np = UDG)npr Vn-1,) = At [a((UpG) s V) + (V)] (20)
Now, since v € W is constant in time, we have ’U:—Lp = v,, = v. Finally, identifying (Upg),, , with
U, and (U Dg);t,p with U,_1 completes the equivalence of the two equations.

Now we define coarse and fine scale analogues to for the implicit Euler method. The fine scale
residuals are,

Rh(w,v) = (I(v) = a(w, v)zz — ([Wln—1,p,v7), (21)
Np

RP(w,v) = > R (w,v). (22)
n=1

The coarse scale residuals are,

RE (w,v) = (I(v) — a(w, v)zr = ([wla-1p,07), (23)
Np N
n=1

Notice that there is no time derivative in the residuals because, as discussed earlier, those terms are 0 for
the dG(0) method.

The analogues of property for the coarse and fine scale solutions in Algorithm|[I|follow immediately.
Let UP = FP[UP(T)—1)] be the fine-scale solution on time domain p, and e? = u — UP. Then,

(¢, €")(Tp) = (¢, €")(Tp-1) + RP(U”, ¢). (25)

Let UP = @[ﬁp(Tp_l)] be the coarse scale solution on time domain p. Let @ = u — UP. Then,

(6:@)(T}) = (6,&)(Ty-1) + R¥(T?, ). (26)

4 A posteriori error analysis for the Time Parallel Algorithm (TPA)

In this section we derive estimates for the error in the Qol computed from the fine scale solution of the
TPA presented in That is, we seek to estimate Q(u — UUSt}) = (4, u(T) — UYSH(T)). The analysis
for TPA is quite similar to the analysis for ODEs appearing in [7], except that the analysis for PDEs
includes the error in the initial conditions, which is assumed to be zero for ODEs.

4.1 Coarse and fine scale adjoint problems

The coarse scale adjoint problem is: find ¢ € L2 (0,T; HE(9)) such that

(—d,0) = —a(v,d) Vo€ HA(Q) and ¢ € (0,T], } 27

H(T) = .



Here, the term “coarse” indicates that in numerical experiments, this adjoint is approximated using a
coarse (spatial and temporal) scale space.

For p = 1,2,..., P, the fine scale adjoint problem for the pth time domain [T,,_1,7}] is: find ¢P €
L*(Ty—1,Tp; HY(2)) such that

; = —a(v v L) an _
(=¢%,v) = —a(v,¢*) Vv e Hy(Q) and t € (T, T, } (28)

P (Tp) = o(Tp).
Notice that the fine scale adjoint problem on the pth time subdomain receives initial conditions from the
coarse scale adjoint problem and therefore the adjoint on the fine temporal scale can be solved indepen-
dently on each of the p time domains. However, while reducing solution cost, the resulting discontinuities
in the fine temporal scale adjoint solution occurring at the boundaries of temporal subdomains give rise to
an additional contribution to the error. In numerical experiments experiments, the fine scale adjoints are
approximated using a fine (relative to the space used for the approximation of the coarse scale adjoints)
scale space.
We seek the error in the fine scale solution below. However, since coarse scale solutions are used

as initial conditions for fine scale integration on each subdomain, the analysis indicates the expected
interaction between errors at the two different scales.

4.2 FError representations
Let elkt} = o — Uk} and elke} = o — Uik},

Lemma 2.

(6, et(T ZRP (P, 67) + (91,8115 (0)

* Z [ hl) 4 (g7 - g, O — gl (g, U gp el (T, ),
(29)

Proof. By definition of U%}, we have Utk (T) = UFeiked(T) = Pk} (Tp,). From (28) and ¢P(T},) =
?(Tp) (see (28))) we have

(6, P (D) = (g7, P TF ) (T, 1) + RE(UP RS, gP), (30)

Summing over all time subdomains from p = 1 to P;, and isolating (¢, "8} (T)) = (¢, etk }(T')) leads
to

Pi—1 P P
(0, "N D)) = = 3 (&, P ENT) + 3 (@, e EN(T,0) + 3 RIUMED 6) + (o1, 0 (0).
p=1 p=2 p=1
R (31)
Using UP{k(T;,_1) = OP{k (T;,_1) (see Algorithm [1])
Pi—1 R P P
(v, etk (T)) = - Z (¢, ePikedy Z (¢P, etk (T, 1) + ZRP(UP»{kt}’qu) + (¢*, eV (0). (32)
p=1 =2 p=1

Rearranging, adding and subtracting terms as necessary, we arrive at
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(v, etk (T ZRP (UPtkd gP) + (¢',81)(0)
p=1
P
2 [<¢P—$,épl R R N b R i e U [0
=2
’ (33)
Il

The terms (¢P — (E, ép*l’{kt})(Tp_l) in the error representation are not directly computable as they
contain the unknown error e?~!. We solve auxiliary adjoint problems to account for these error terms. As
noted earlier, this is the tradeoff between solving the fine-scale adjoint problem from 7" to 0 and solving
P adjoint problems on each subdomain independently using the coarse scale adjoint problem as “initial”
conditions. Consider (P, — 1) auxiliary (coarse scale) Qols as

T(u) = (67 — p,u), (34)

P
and (P, — 1) auxiliary adjoint problems: find ¢, € L%(0,T,—1; H}(£2)) such that

P -
é;gux(xa Tp—l) = (bp(x? Tp—l) - é;(xv Tp—l)'
Replacing ¢ by $§ux in on kth time subdomain we have
(P @) (T) = (B @) (To) + RETHED, 2. (36)
Summing from k =1 to k = p — 1 and using ,
p—1 p—1
(@7 — ¢, @ MR (T ) = 3 (B, UF BT — ORI (T ) 43 " RMOM D, 08,) + (B, 11 (0).
k=2 k=1
(37)

Combining and yields

(1, (T ZRP urttd, ¢f) + (¢, 1) (0)

Z[

ky_Qﬁwuhh%ﬁﬁgﬂ4anumL4mwmy%1)

p—1

— p—1
(@R, UF 1 — TR lbdy (1) + S RMOR T 68 ) + (@8 21541 (0)
k=2 k=1

_|_

M*u I

3
[|
N

We summarize as Theorem [I] below.

Theorem 1.
(i, N T =D+ A+C+K, (39)



where

P
D = > RAUPHI ¢P) + (¢!, eV 1))(0),
p=1
Py p—1 p—1
A = DN (G, U Rty (1) ST REOR R G8) + (98, €1 (0)
p=2 Lk=2 k=1
P
¢ o= Y (¢, 0 grliy, ),
p=2
Py
K o= Y (gur i —prikdy, ),

p=2
We identify the following components that comprise the total error.
1. D is the “standard” fine scale discretization error contribution.

2. A is the temporal auxiliary error contribution arising from the discontinuities in the fine scale adjoint
solution at the synchronization points,

3. C is the temporal coarse scale error contribution from the discontinuities in the coarse scale solution
and the fine scale adjoint solution at synchronization points,

4. K is the temporal iteration error contribution arising from the difference between the (fine scale)
solutions at the synchronization points.

Numerical examples demonstrating the accuracy of this error estimator are provided in section [6.1] While
the analysis above concerns the fine scale error, we note that the coarse scale error may also be estimated
as described in

4.3 Extension to other time integrators

The analysis in the previous section assumed the implicit Euler method as the time integration procedure
for both the coarse and fine scale solutions. However, the analysis remains valid provided the time
integration method used at the fine and coarse scales satisfies and . These requirements are
satisfied for variational methods as demonstrated in §3] Moreover, these requirements are also satisfied for
a number of numerical schemes which may be interpreted as a variational methods, e.g., Crank Nicolson,
BDF, IMEX, etc [12, 1T}, 8, @] [5].

5 A posteriori analysis of the Space-Time Parallel Algorithm (STPA)

In this section we derive error estimates for the error in the Qol computed from the fine scale solution of
the STPA presented in That is, we seek to estimate Q(u — UPTkeKs}y = (4, (T) — UPAkeKs}(TY),
Theorem [1| also gives the error in the STPA by replacing by replacing UPt5t} with UP{k-Ks} . However,
this result does not account for the error due to the spatial Schwarz domain decomposition iteration. In
this section we extend the analysis to account for this source of error.

Let Uﬁ’{kt’K“"} = Up’{kt’Ks}(tﬁ), where Uﬁ’{kt’KS} is the domain decomposition solution to on time

ng{ktzKS}

domain p for Parareal iteration k;. More precisely, is the domain decomposition solution to the

problem: find Uﬁ’{kt} € Vi such that

B (UPARY 4) = 1(v), (40)
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for all v € Vi, where the bilinear form B"(-,-) and the linear form {"(-) are given in @’ and Ug’{kt} -
Ug7{kt7K$} — ﬁpv{kt}(x’ Tpfl)‘

For analysis purposes we also introduce an analytical solution: find uﬁ’{kt} € H&(Q) such that,
B (ubtF o) =1"(v) Vo e H(Q). (41)

Based on the discussion in section we may also consider uf,j{ ) in variational form.

5.1 Overview of the strategy

Trivially,
(u(t{;) _pp kKl ¢p(tn)) - (u(tﬁ) VALY gsz(tn)) n (ugv{kt} _ pptkoK}, gbp(tn)) )
Er Err
1. We estimate £; by interpreting u‘f{{kt} as a variational solution and using a posteriori techniques

developed in section

2. We estimate &7y using the a posteriori error analysis for overlapping domain decomposition presented
in [4]. This analysis allows us to further split £;; into iterative and discretization components.
5.2 Estimating &;

In a derivation akin to that of , interpreting uﬁ’{kt} as a space-time solution to the dG(0) method in
time leads to,

Er = (P(2), u(th) — ubtkely = (@P(2), u(t?_,) — UP RISy L R (uplked gy (43)

where we also used the fact that uﬁ’{kt}(tﬁ_l) = Uﬁ:{]ft’KS}.

5.3 Estimating &;;

The analysis of [4] is used to estimate the error term ;7. We define the global (spatial) adjoint problem:
find ¢h € H}(Q) such that,

Bn(v, ﬁ) = <¢p7v), Vv e H&(Q>v (44)

and adjoint problems on the spatial subdomains: find gbZ’[.k = HZ(9;) such that,

3

P K
n 7k:s 7l
B; (U,d)ﬁ,[i ]) =75 (P (ta)loyv)i — By [ v S ol b, vee HY(), (45)
i1 I=kot1

where ¢F(tn)|o, is the restriction of ¢P(t,) to €, and B]' and Bj; are the restrictions of B" to €2; and

2;; respectively. For a fixed kg, the adjoint problems are independent for each ¢, so qﬁﬁ”[ikS} may be
computed backwards from K, Ks—1, Ks—2,---,1 in parallel analogous to the solution strategy in the
additive Schwarz Algorithm

Theorem 2.
5[[ = (u?;’{kt} - U£7{kt’Ks}7 ¢p(tn)> = Dzn + ,Dg’n (46)



where

=30 S et - B ) (47)

1=1 ks=1
DY, = I'(65) — B UR K o)

sn

where (757’1-{’65} are the spatial subdomain solutions on spatial subdomain i defined by .

The proof of Theoremis provided in [4]. The term Dé’,n quantifies the discretization error contribution
(that is, due to using the spaces X/iq,zs) while the term DZ ,, quantifies the domain decomposition iteration
error contribution (that is, due to using a finite number K iterations).

5.4 Estimating 5[ + g[[
Combining and ,

Er+ &= (dP(R), u(th_,) — Ug:_{ll‘u'mKs}) 4 RE(UP kK gy

(49)
= (¢P(th), u(th_y) — UL D) L RE(ub k) gp) 4 DY 4 DI,

To provide a comparison with the two part construction above, following the direct approach prescribed
in (18) we have,

Er+ Err = (¢P(1),u(th) — ULy — (gp(2), u(th_ ) — ULy L reupthoRel gy (50)

Comparing and ,

RE (Up o), ¢P) = R (ub i), ¢P) + DY, + DL, (51)
Rearranging,
RE (a0, 67) = REUZ K, 67) — DY~ D, (52)
Since all terms on the RHS of are computable, so is Rﬁ(uﬁ’{kt}, oP).
5.5 Summing contributions over time subdomain p
Using (22)), the residual over the time domain [T)_1,T}] is
Np NP
RO(UR I, o) = SO REUR ), 68) = 3 (RAh ), 67) + D}, + DL, ) =DF + DL+ DY, (53)
n=1 n=1
where
Np Np
Dp =) Rh@hher),  Df= ZDW Dl =) DL, (54)
n=1 n=1

5.6 Error Representation for Space-Time Parallel Domain-Decomposition-Parareal
Algorithm

Let e{kt’Ks} = U(T) — UPV{ktst}(T)'
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Theorem 3.
(¢, e*FH(T)) =Dy + Dy + Dy + A+ C + K, (55)

where A,C and KC are defined in Theorem by and,
Py P Py
Dy=Y DY+ (o' ent)0), D,=>DF, D= T} (56)
p=1 p=1 p=1

Proof. The proof follows directly from Theorem [1] by replacing UP-{k#} with UP{k-Ks}t and then using
(GE) O

We identify the following additional error components.
1. D, is the error contribution due to the use of implicit Euler time integration.

2. Dy is the error contribution due to using a finite dimensional space for the solution of domain
decomposition.

3. Dy is the error contribution due to using a finite number, Kj, iterations of domain decomposition.

6 Numerical results

We present numerical results to support the analyses of both section [4] and section [5] highlighting the
accuracy of the error estimates developed. Accordingly, we first consider the error analysis for the Time
Parallel Algorithm of section [6.1] and then consider the effect of a further spatial domain decomposition
iteration in the Space-Time Parallel Algorithm of section [6.2] The implicit Euler method is used in the
fine and coarse scale solvers for these two sections. In section we demonstrate the accuracy of the
error estimates when a different time integration, a ¢G method, is employed in the coarse and fine scale
solvers.
The accuracy of the a posteriori error estimates is measured by the effectivity ratio -, where

- Estimated error

True error (57)
The bilinear and linear forms considered in the numerical examples are
a(u,v) = —(Vu, Vo) and I(v) = (f(z),v) (58)
where
f(z) = sin(prz)(p’7? cos(vrt) — vrsin(vat)). (59)

This choice of f(z) corresponds to the true solution u(x,t) = cos(vnt)sin(umx). In all examples, the final
time T" = 2 and the quantity of interest at the final time 7" is defined by the “adjoint data”

(60)

(a) = { 10000[(z — 0.2)*(z — 0.6)%], 0.2 <z < 0.6,

0, otherwise.

This choice of ¥ (z) corresponds to a local weighted average of the solution around z = 0.4 at the final
time. The ratio of number of fine and coarse time steps is denoted by r = N; /]vt For the spatial
discretization, the number of spatial finite elements at the two scales remained fixed, i.e., Ny = NS,
but different degrees of interpolation were employed according to whether the corresponding temporal
integration was performed on the coarse or fine scales. A lower degree of spatial interpolation, g, was
employed when constructing the solution on the coarse scale, and a higher degree of spatial interpolation,



qs, was employed on the same spatial mesh when constructing the solution at the fine scale, i.e., s < ¢s.
The notation used in this section is also summarized in [Al
Two different time steps were employed for the temporal integration, a coarse time step and a smaller,
fine time step. The im hmt Euler method was chosen as the time integrator for the coarse and fine scale
solvers G and FP in and . A contmuous Galerkm method was used to obtain the results in .
The adjoint solutlons in . . and (| need to be approximated. In all cases, the same
temporal and spatial meshes were used as those used to compute the numerical solutions, however, higher
degree approximations were employed to obtain accurate estimates. The adjoint solutions corresponding
to , and ) were approximated on the space-time slab S% usmg the CG( ) method in the space
p’n see @D for the definition of this space). The adjoint solutions and (45]), needed for the analysis
of STPA, were approximated by using a spatial finite element employmg contmuous piecewise cubic
polynomial functions.

6.1 Paralellism in time only: Time Parallel Algorithm

We first consider the a posteriori error estimate given by Theorem (1} Eq. in section 4} The Parareal
algorithm presents numerous discretization choices. We investigate the effect of the number of Parareal
iterations in section 1| and the effect of the number of temporal subdomains in section [6 We then
consider the effect of the fine time scale and the coarse time scale in sections [6.1.3] and @ respectlvely
In sections [6.1.1] to [6.1.4] we ensure the temporal errors dominate spatial errors by choosing a modestly
large number of spatlal elements, so that the effects of changes to the spatial discretization parameters
can be observed. Finally we consider the effect of the spatial discretization in section In all cases
the effectivity ratio of the error estimator is 1.00. For these examples v = 4, u = 1 in the function f(z)
in equation .

The examples not only provide convincing evidence of the accuracy of the error estimator, but illus-
trate the importance of identifying and estimating distinct error contributions. We observe fortuitous
cancellation in the first example so that further refinement actually increases the error. The second ex-
ample demonstrates a situation in which the refinement strategy has no effect on the overall error since
it does not address the dominant source of error. Later examples show that when the dominant error
term is targeted and it is at least an order of magnitude larger than all the other error contributions,
refinements strategies have the anticipated effect on the overall error.

6.1.1 Effect of the number of Parareal iterations

The total error in Tableinitially decreases with the number of Parareal iterations (K;), but then increases
somewhat. The initial decrease is expected, since for K; = 1, the iteration error X is the dominant source
of error, and hence increasing the number of iterations leads to a decrease in this iteration error, and hence
the overall error as well. However, after a single Parareal iteration, the iteration error K is no longer the
dominant error component. Rather the discretization error D, which remains essentially constant during
the iterative process, becomes the dominant error. Moreover, the discretization and iteration errors have
opposite signs, and there is a fortuitous cancellation of error for K; = 2 between these two terms. When
the number of iterations is increased to 3, K decreases as expected, but so does the cancellation of error
between this term and D, and hence the total error shows a modest increase.

K; | Est. Err. 5 D K C ‘ A

1 | -1.02e-01 | 1.00e+00 | 5.10e-02 | -1.53e-01 | 0.00e4-00 | -2.30e-06
2 | 4.39e-02 | 1.00e400 | 5.82e-02 | -1.43e-02 | 2.86e-06 | -2.91e-06
3 | 5.73e-02 | 1.00e400 | 5.89e-02 | -1.59¢-03 | 3.11e-06 | -2.96e-06

Table 1: Ny = 20,r = 16, P, = 10, N, = 20, G, = 1, g5 = 2
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6.1.2 Effect of the number of temporal subdomains

Increasing the number of temporal subdomains (P;) is not expected to affect the discretization error D
which is determined by the spatial and temporal element scales, but is expected to increase the iteration
error K. Both are supported by the results in Table [2] below. The discretization error remains the largest
error for all choices of the number of temporal subdomains.

P, | Est. Err. y ‘ D ‘ K C ‘ A

2 | 1.16e-01 | 1.00e4-00 | 1.16e-01 | 3.53e-07 | -5.81e-09 | -3.58e-08
5 | 1.16e-01 | 1.00e400 | 1.16e-01 | 3.68e-05 | 6.18e-09 | 1.02e-07
10 | 1.12e-01 | 1.00e+00 | 1.15e-01 | -3.26e-03 | 1.52e-08 | 9.56e-08

Table 2: N, = 40 =4, K; =2, Ny, =20, G, = 1, g5 = 2

6.1.3 Effect of the fine time scale

As is evident in Table [3] increasing the ratio r between the temporal fine and coarse scales reduces the
discretization error D. Since this is the dominant error, this also leads to a decrease in the total error.

r ‘ Est. Err. ‘ ~ ‘ D ‘ K ‘ C ‘ A
2| 7.21e-01 | 1.00e+00 | 7.31e-01 | -9.49e-03 | 1.78e-04 | -3.77e-04
4] 3.82e-01 | 1.00e+00 | 4.06e-01 | -2.31e-02 | 2.75e-04 | -4.08e-04

Table 3: Ny = 10,2, =10, K; =2, s =1, ¢ = 1, Ny =20, G = 1, g5 = 2

6.1.4 Effect of the coarse time scale

The results in Table [4] demonstrate that improving the accuracy of the coarse temporal solution reduces
all components of the error, provided that the temporal errors dominate the spatial errors.

N, ‘ Est. Err. ‘ ol ‘ D ‘ K ‘ C ‘ A
10 | 7.21e-01 | 1.00e+00 | 7.31e-01 | -9.49e-03 | 1.78e-04 | -3.77e-04
20 | 4.09e-01 | 1.00e+400 | 4.13e-01 | -3.91e-03 | 1.42e-06 | -2.94e-06

Table 4: r =2, P, =10, K; =2, Ny =20, s = 1, q; = 2

6.1.5 Effect of the spatial scale

For the numerical results presented in Table [5| we have increased the number of coarse temporal elements
to 100, r to 8, and the number of Parareal iterations to 6, in order to ensure the temporal errors are
small compared with the spatial errors. While decreasing the discretization error as anticipated, improv-
ing the spatial accuracy is also seen to decrease the coarse temporal and auxiliary errors (though not
monotonically) since these both have a spatial component.



Est. Err. ol D K C A

N,

5 | 6.61e-02 | 1.00e+00 | 6.61e-02 | 1.00e-10 | 1.16e-07 | 9.08e-07
10 | 3.40e-02 | 1.00e+00 | 3.40e-02 | 9.78e-11 | 2.20e-07 | 1.92e-06
20 | 2.64e-02 | 1.00e+00 | 2.64e-02 | 9.72e-11 | 2.51e-09 | 6.32e-08

Table 5: N, = 100, r =8, P, =10, K, =6, s = 1, gs = 1

6.2 Space-Time Parallel Algorithm

The following results were obtained through a combination of the Parareal integration in time and additive
Schwarz domain decomposition in space. We decompose the error D in to its various components as
presented in Theorem [3] The effects of varying the fine and coarse time scales are considered in sections
[6.2.1] and [6.2.2] respectively. The number of domain decomposition iterations is varied in section [6.2.3]
the number of spatial subdomains in section and the degree of overlap of the spatial subdomains
in In all examples the effectivity ratio of the error estimator is 1.00. For these examples, we set
v =4, = 2 in the function f(z) defined by equation (59). The Richardson parameter used in spatial
domain decomposition iterations was always set to 7 = 0.4.

Once again the examples not only provide convincing evidence of the accuracy of the error estimator,
but illustrate the complex interplay that can occur between different contributions to the overall error. We
frequently observe second order effects of a refinement strategy on error components other than those the
strategy is directly targeting. These second order effects are largely inconsequential if the contributions to
the overall error have widely different magnitude, but may become important when the error components
are similar in scale and particularly when they are opposite in sign.

6.2.1 Effect of the fine time scale

Consistent with the results in decreasing the temporal time step decreases the temporal component
D, of the discretization error. Notice that for this example the number of spatial elements has been
increased so that the temporal discretization error is dominant. All other error contributions in Table [f]
are largely unaffected.

r | Est. Err. ~y D: D, Ds K C ‘ A

2| 2.42e-01 | 1.00e+00 | 2.45e-01 | 6.94e-08 | 1.11e-02 | 7.98e-04 | 1.23e-02 | -2.58e-02
4| 1.55e-01 | 1.00e+00 | 1.48e-01 | 6.93e-08 | 1.37e-02 | 1.70e-03 | 1.95e-02 | -2.65e-02
8 | 1.05e-01 | 1.00e+00 | 8.34e-02 | 7.32e-08 | 2.51e-02 | 2.12e-03 | 2.30e-02 | -2.68e-02

Table 6: Ny = 10,P, = 10, K; = 2, Ny = 80, P, = 2, K,=8, 8 =02,Gs = 1, ¢s = 2

6.2.2 Effect of the coarse time scale

Again, consistent with the results in section all temporal components of the error decrease as the
coarse time scale is decreased. The spatial error components in Table [7] are seen to be largely unaffected
since the number of spatial elements has been chosen so that temporal errors dominate.
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N, | Est. Err. ~ D, D, Dy, K C A

10 | 2.42e-01 | 1.00e+00 | 2.45e-01 | 6.94e-08 | 1.11e-02 | 7.98e-04 | 1.23e-02 | -2.58e-02
20 | 1.55e-01 | 1.00e+00 | 1.41e-01 | 6.55e-08 | 1.46e-02 | -9.88e-07 | -5.09e-04 | -4.81e-05
40 | 1.05e-01 | 1.00e4-00 | 7.95e-02 | 6.89e-08 | 2.54e-02 | -4.12e-07 | -8.73e-06 | -3.05e-07

Table 7: r =2, P, = 10, K; = 2, ]\Afs =80, Ps =2, Ks=8,=02,0s =1, qs =2

6.2.3 Effect of the number of domain decomposition iterations

The spatial iteration error Dy decreases with number of domain decomposition iterations, as shown in
Table |8} while the spatial and temporal discretization errors remain essentially constant. There is a second
order effect of decreasing the temporal iterative and coarse time scale error contributions since these error
contributions also have a spatial component.

K| Bst.Err.| v | Do | Do | D | K | C | A
2 | 6.61e-01 | 1.00e+00 | 2.16e-01 | 1.95e-05 | 4.49e-01 | -1.10e-04 | -4.94-03 | -4.52e-05
6 | 1.88¢-01 | 1.00e+00 | 1.45e-01 | 1.71e-05 | 4.40e-02 | -1.84¢-05 | -1.31e-03 | -4.87e-05

Table 8: Ny =20, r =2, P, =10, K, =2, Ny =20, P, =2,3=02,G, = 1, g = 2

6.2.4 Effect of the number of spatial subdomains

The spatial iteration error Dy, increases with number of spatial subdomains, while the spatial and temporal
discretization errors remain essentially constant. A second order effect is again apparent in Table[9] where
the temporal iterative error is see to also increase due to its spatial component.

P, ‘ Est. Err. ‘ v ‘ D, ‘ D, ‘ Dy, ‘ K ‘ C ‘ A
2 7.17e-01 | 1.00e+00 | 2.25e-01 | 1.02e-06 | 4.96e-01 | -8.83e-06 | -4.51e-03 | -4.46e-05
4 | 1.23e+00 | 1.00e+00 | 3.13e-01 | 1.26e-06 | 9.18e-01 | 3.84e-05 | -5.76e-03 | -4.43e-05

Table 9: N; =20, r =2, P, =10, K; = 2, Ny = 40, K;=2, 8 =0.1,G, = 1, gs = 2

6.2.5 Effect of spatial domain overlap

Increasing the degree of overlap between the spatial domains is expected to decrease the spatial iterative
error Dy, while leaving the spatial and temporal discretization errors largely unchanged. Slightly different
behavior is observed in Table for this example, perhaps because the temporal discretization error is
orders of magnitude larger than the spatial discretization error. Never-the-less, the error estimator is
accurate and the effectivity ratio is 1.00.

B |Bst.Err.| ~y | D | D, | D« | K | € | A4
0.1 | 7.17e-01 | 1.00e+00 | 2.25e-01 | 1.02e-06 | 4.96e-01 | -8.83e-06 | -4.51e-03 | -4.46e-05
0.2 | 6.61e-01 | 1.00e+00 | 2.16e-01 | 1.95e-05 | 4.49e-01 | -1.10e-04 | -4.94e-03 | -4.52e-05

Table 10: N, =20, 7 =2, P, =10, K, =2, Ny =20, Py = 2, K;=2,Gs = 1, qs = 2



6.3 Results for a different time integrator for the Time parallel Algorithm

We briefly demonstrate the accuracy of the a posteriori error estimates when the continuous Galerkin
method, cG(q;) (see section , is employed as the time integration scheme in the fine and coarse scale
solvers for the TPA. The approximation space for the coarse and fine scales on the the space-time slab Sh
are W% and Wy%5% respectively. The results of Theorems [1f and [3{ remain valid; however, the definition
of the residuals involved need to be modified to reflect the ¢cG method. The residual for the ¢cG method
is given in . The results are qualitative similar to those in section and hence we present them
without any comment. The aim is to show that the results are still accurate, and that the analysis is
applicable to a broad class of numerical methods. The results are given in Tables and

K; | Est. Err. 5 D K ‘ C ‘ A

1 | 1.02e-01 | 1.00e+00 | -4.46e-02 | 1.47e-01 | 0.00e4-00 | 1.79e-04
2 | -6.34e-02 | 1.00e4-00 | -3.86e-02 | -2.48e-02 | -1.99e-04 | 1.80e-04
3 | -3.81e-02 | 1.00e4+00 | -3.96e-02 | 1.50e-03 | -1.67e-04 | 1.80e-04

Table 11: N; = 10,7 =4, P, =10, =1, =1, Ny =20, §s = 1, g5 = 2

P, | Est. Err. ~y D ‘ K ‘ C ‘ A

2 ] -3.95e-02 | 1.00e4-00 | -3.95e-02 | 3.86e-07 | 1.28e-07 | 1.20e-08
5 | -3.96e-02 | 1.00e4-00 | -3.95e-02 | -2.55e-05 | 6.94e-05 | -7.27e-05
10 | -6.34e-02 | 1.00e+00 | -3.86e-02 | -2.48e-02 | -1.99e-04 | 1.80e-04

Table 12: N, =10, 7 =4, K; =2, =1, =1, Ny =20, G, = 1, g5 = 2

r ‘ Est. Err. ‘ vy ‘ D ‘ K ‘ C ‘ A
2 | -1.71e-01 | 1.00e+00 | -1.53e-01 | -1.82e-02 | -1.57e-04 | 1.78e-04
4 | -6.34e-02 | 1.00e400 | -3.86e-02 | -2.48e-02 | -1.99e-04 | 1.80e-04

Table 13: ]Vtzlo,Pt:10,Kt:2,th:1,qt:1,]\75:20,21\5:1,qs:2

N, ‘ Est. Err. ‘ v ‘ D ‘ K ‘ C ‘ A
10 | -1.71e-01 | 1.00e400 | -1.53e-01 | -1.82e-02 | -1.57e-04 | 1.78e-04
20 | -4.10e-02 | 1.00e+00 | -3.95e-02 | -1.55e-03 | -5.17e-07 | 6.50e-07

Table 14: r =2, P, =10, K; =2, =1, =1, Ny =20, s = 1, s = 2

Est. Err. ~y D K C A

N,

5 | 3.73e-02 | 1.00e4+00 | 3.69e-02 | 1.68e-10 | -1.95e-05 | 8.85e-04
10 | 5.55e-03 | 1.00e+00 | 5.54e-03 | 1.40e-10 | -7.21e-07 | 4.15e-05
20 | -1.93e-03 | 1.00e4-00 | -1.93e-03 | 1.33e-10 | -6.45e-07 | 2.55e-07

Table 15: N; =20, 7 =6, P, =10, K; =6, i =1, ¢ =1,Gs = 1, qs = 1
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7 Conclusions and future work

We first developed an accurate adjoint-based a posteriori error analysis for the Time Parallel Algorithm,
which applies the Parareal method in time for the solution of parabolic partial differential equations.
This analysis does not seek to separate spatial and temporal sources of error, but combines the two as
“discretization” error. Additional error contributions arise due to incomplete iteration, discontinuities in
the coarse forward solution, and the fine adjoint solution when it is solved in parallel. We then extended
this analysis to the Space-Time Parallel Algorithm by assuming that the spatial solution is determined
through a second iterative method, in this case domain decomposition. The combined analysis is able to
disaggregate the spatial and temporal discretization errors, as well as identify additional iterative errors
resulting from the domain decomposition iteration in space. Thus the analysis presented here provides a
basis for separating discretization and iteration errors and for estimating the effects of incomplete iteration
in both space and time. Accurate error estimates provide a foundation for adaptivity and are essential
for accurate uncertainty quantification where it is necessary to distinguish variation due to parameter
changes from variation due to numerical errors which can also vary across the parameter domain.

We have limited the analysis to linear problems and intend to extend these results to nonlinear
problems using linearization techniques that have previously proven effective [7]. We also investigate
more sophisticated temporal solvers than backward Euler and a simple ¢G method. Parallel iterative
methods for solving PDEs require a large number of discretization choices. The error analysis developed
here, which accurately distinguishes multiple sources of error, provides a sound foundation on which to
make many of these choices. Finally, we can investigate adaptive strategies, noting the complex interaction
between error components.

Waveform relaxation methods [23, 24, 25] make a fundamentally different choice when combining
the two iterative methods of domain decomposition and Parareal iteration. Assume we wish to solve a
parabolic partial differential equation on Q x (0,7] and let ; C 2,7 = 1,...p be a set of overlapping
(spatial) subdomains. Waveform relaxation methods consider domain decomposition as the outer iter-
ation and employs Parareal iteration (or some other time integration technique) to solve subproblems
on each spatio-temporal subdomain €; x (0,7],7 = 1,...p independently, and then perform a domain
decomposition like iteration on the p spatial-temporal blocks. Eficient implementations of waveform re-
laxation require additional computation to determine Robin conditions for the boundaries of subdomains.
An analysis of this approach is saved for future work, starting with an a posteriori error analysis for
waveform relaxation implementing a simple, discontinuous Galerkin method for time integration and then
extending to Parareal integration in time.
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Notation

Variables, errors and residuals

H ‘ Solutions H
u Analytic solution
Ur Fine scale discrete solution on the pth temporal subdomain
ur Coarse scale discrete solution on the pth temporal subdomain
upke} Fine scale discrete solution on the pth temporal subdomain after k; parareal iterations

UprAkkst | Fine scale discrete solution on the pth temporal subdomain after k; parareal iterations
and ks domain decomposition iterations

Errors and residuals H

eP Fine scale error on the pth temporal subdomain
er Coarse scale error on the pth temporal subdomain
RP Fine scale residual on the pth temporal subdomain
RP Coarse scale residual on the pth temporal subdomain
RhEux Auxilary adjoint problem residual on the pth temporal subdomain
H Adjoints H
10} Fine scale adjoint solution
QP Fine scale adjoint solution on the pth temporal subdomain
0] Coarse scale adjoint solution

Bhux Auxiliary adjoint solution on the pth temporal subdomain

Table 16: Notation: Variables, errors and residuals

Discretization choices
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‘ Time H

N; | Number of fine scale temporal finite elements

N; | Number of coarse scale temporal finite elements

T Ny/ ]Vt. Refinement factor for time

q: | Interpolation degree of fine scale temporal finite elements
¢: | Interpolation degree of coarse scale temporal finite elements
P, | Number of parareal subdomains (synchronization intervals)
K, | Number of parareal iterations

Space H

Number of fine scale spatial finite elements

Number of coarse scale spatial finite elements
Interpolation degree of fine scale spatial finite elements
Interpolation degree of coarse scale spatial finite elements
Number of spatial subdomains

Number of domain decomposition iterations

Amount of spatial overlap

EEEREEE

Table 17: Notation: Discretization choices

Time discretization

T,—1 | Left hand end of pth time subdomain
T, Right hand end of pth time subdomain
‘ Course scale solution
Af Number of coarse scale temporal finite elements in pth time subdomain
i?_l Left hand end of jth coarse time interval in pth time subdomain
E’ Right hand end of jth coarse time interval in pth time subdomain
NN
T TP TP TP
TP {Il,...,Ij,...Jﬁt,,}
‘ Fine scale solution
NP Number of fine scale temporal finite elements in pth time subdomain
t§—1 Left hand end of jth fine time interval in pth time subdomain
t? Right hand end of jth fine time interval in pth time subdomain
TP [ti’_’ tf‘.’]
J J=17
7| {T T Ty

Table 18: Notation: Time discretization

B Standard Parareal algorithm and equivalence

The standard Parareal algorithm only defines the solutions at the times 7}, [34]. This algorithm is given

in Algorithm |3| Here ﬁzgkt) € V& and
ky.

77(kt)
Upt

€ V5 are the coarse and fine scale solutions at T, at iteration



Algorithm 3 Standard form of the Parareal algorithm
procedure PAR(P,, K, ﬁo)

cri% =0,p=0,...,P, > Initialize corrections
for k;=1,...,K; do
Uo(kt) = U > Set initial conditions
forp=1,...,P do
szgkt) —Gp [fj‘lgﬁil)} (Tp) + Cket > Serial computation
U](?kt) FP |:Ugglitl):| (T,,) > Parallel computation
Che = U;kf) _Gr {ﬁ;ﬁﬂ (T,) > Update corrections
end for
end for

end procedure

Theorem 4. The standard Parareal algorithm in Algorithm [3 and the variational version in Algorithm
are equivalent in the sense that,

UKD =gr i (z, 1) 4+ opAKe—1) (61)
0, <Pt a,T;) (62)
OPAK} —op K} (63)

For proof, please see [7].

C Coarse scale error

While the focus of the article is on the fine scale error, we briefly outline the result for the coarse scale
error for completeness. Let ekt = ¢ — UP{kt} Then,

Theorem 5.

Py P—1
(pp, &Pk (1)) = Zﬁp(ﬁp,{kt}’ ) — Z ($(Tp), cpike=thy 4 ((g(o)’glv{kt}(o))_ (64)
p=1 p=1

The proof is similar to the proof of Theorem
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