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Abstract

In this paper we study numerical positivity and contractivity in the infinite norm of
Crank-Nicolson method when it is applied to the diffusion equation with homogeneous
Dirichlet boundary conditions. For this purpose, the amplification matrices are written
in terms of three kinds of Chebyshev-like polynomials, and necessary and sufficient
bounds to preserve the desired qualitative properties are obtained. For each spatial
mesh, we provide the equations that must be solved as well as the intervals that
contain these bounds; consequently, they can be easily obtained by a bisection process.
Besides, differences between numerical positivity and contractivity are highlighted.
This problem has also been addressed by some other authors in the literature and
some known results are recovered in our study. Our approach gives a new insight on
the problem that completes the panorama and that can be used to study qualitative
properties for other problems.

Keywords: Positivity, Maximum norm contractivity, Monotonicity, Crank-Nicolson,
Heat equation

1 Introduction

We consider the numerical solution of the one-dimensional heat equation

∂u(t, x)
∂t

= d
∂2u(t, x)
∂x2 , x ∈ [0, 1], t ≥ 0 , (1.1)

u(0, t) = u(1, t) = 0 , t ≥ 0, (1.2)

u(x, 0) = u0(x) , x ∈ [0, 1] . (1.3)

where u0 in (1.3) is a given function on [0, 1]. For the sake of simplicity, we consider the
diffusion term d = 1 in the rest of the paper. Solutions u(x, t) for the linear parabolic
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problem (1.1)-(1.3) have several qualitative properties that are relevant in the context of
the physical model. In particular, the problem is positivity preserving, that is, for t ≥ 0,

u0(x) ≥ 0 ⇒ u(x, t) ≥ 0 , (2)

and the solutions are monotonically decreasing in time, i.e., for t2 ≥ t1 ≥ 0,

max
0≤x≤1

|u(t2, x)| ≤ max
0≤x≤1

|u(t1, x)| . (3)

In order to obtain numerical approximations with physical sense, properties (2)-(3) should
be preserved in the discretization process. In this paper, we consider the Crank-Nicolson
(CN) method, a method of lines approach where second order central finite differences
in space are followed by a second order time-stepping method. Spatial discretization of
(1.1)-(1.3) with second order central finite differences and mesh width h = 1/(m + 1),
gives a semi-discrete linear differential system of the form

w′(t) = Bhw(t) , w(0) = w0 , t ≥ 0 , (4)

where Bh is a matrix of dimension m, that is positivity preserving with monotonically
decreasing (in the maximum norm) solutions (see section 2 for details). Next, a time
stepping method is used to obtain numerical approximations wn ≈ w(tn), where tn = nτ ,
and τ is the constant time stepsize used. In this paper, we consider approximations of the
form

wn = Amwn−1 , n ≥ 0 , (5)

where w0 is a known value, and Am is a matrix of dimension m that depends on the time
stepping method. In particular, for Runge-Kutta methods, Am = φ(τBh), where φ is the
stability function of the scheme.

There is a vast list of references in the analysis of positivity and monotonicity decreasing
time stepping schemes (see, e.g., [21, 26, 14, 16, 11, 4, 8, 12, 2, 6, 18]; see too [26, 6, 13]
and the references therein). Depending on the context, monotonicity decreasing methods
are also known as contractive, SSP (Strong Stability Preserving) or TVD (Total Variation
Diminishing) schemes (see, e.g., [23, 21, 14, 8, 4, 6]). In this setting, stepsize restrictions
of the form

τ ≤ C τF E , (6)

are obtained, where C denotes the monotonicity threshold factor (also known as SSP-
coefficient, radius of absolute monotonicity, contractivity radius, . . . ) of the time stepping
method (see e.g.,[15, 27, 5, 23, 4]), and τF E is the stepsize restriction for the given qualita-
tive property when forward Euler scheme is used to solve the specific ODE problem (see,
e.g. [23, p. 379], [8, p. 201], [6, pp. 52-53]). In particular, for problem (4), τF E = h2/2
for both positivity and contractivity (see, e.g., [26, p. 22]), and C = 1 for forward Euler
method (see section 2 for details). Observe that with this approach, the stepsize restric-
tion (6) is the same for all linear systems with the same τF E and for some problems this
is not a sharp bound.

A well known time stepping method is the θ-method, defined as

wn = (I − θτBh)−1(I + (1− θ)τBh)wn−1 , θ ∈ [0, 1] . (7)
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Observe that this method can be understood as the composition of a (1 − θ)τ -step with
forward Euler method and a θτ -step with backward Euler scheme. In particular, for
θ = 1/2, CN scheme is obtained. The radius of absolute monotonicity for the θ-method
applied to linear problems is Cθ = 1/(1 − θ) [9]. Consequently, numerical positivity and
contractivity can be ensured under the restriction (see [26, p. 135])

τ

h2 ≤
1

2(1− θ) .

However, If we look closer at the iteration matrix Am in (7), a sharper bound is possible.
Different authors have studied numerical preservation of positivity and monotonicity for
problem (1.1)-(1.3) with the θ-method (see, e.g., [16, 11, 2]). In [2, p. 72], the authors
obtain that the numerical solution is positive if and only if

τ

h2 ≤
1−
√

1− θ
θ(1− θ) , (8)

whereas in [16, Remark 7.1] and [11, p. 456] it is shown that the numerical solution is
contractive if and only if

τ

h2 ≤
2− θ

4(1− θ)2 . (9)

On the following we will denote s = τ/h2 to the CFL coefficient. The contractivity result
in [16] is obtained for the pure initial value problem

∂u(t, x)
∂t

= d
∂2u(t, x)
∂x2 , x ∈ R, t ≥ 0 ,

u(x, 0) = u0(x) , x ∈ R .

In particular, bound (9) for contractivity is valid for all m ≥ 1 [16, Theorem 4.1] [11].
The bound τ/h2 ≤ 2/3 has also been obtained in [3, Theorem 1] in the analysis of the
stability of CN method. In [2] and [11] results are based on the shape of the inverse
matrix (I−θτBh)−1 of dimensionm, whose entries can be expressed in terms of hyperbolic
functions [20]; stepsize restrictions are obtained for each value of m, and bound (9) is valid
for all m.

Contributions of the paper

The approach followed in this paper consists on the representation of the iteration matrix
Am in (5) for the CN method in terms of three classes of polynomials, Pn(x), Cn(x) and
Un(x), defined by iterations (26), (28) and (33), respectively; in particular, Un(x) are the
Chebyshev polynomials of the second kind. In the three cases the iteration process is the
same, but different initial values are considered. This formalism gives a new insight on
the problem that allows us to improve some results in the literature.

The contributions of this paper are the following ones. With regard to positivity, for
any number of grid points m, we have obtained that:

1. Crank-Nicolson method is positive if and only if s = τ/h2 ∈ (0, s(p)
m ], with s

(p)
m =

1/(coshω(p)
m − 1), where ω(p)

m is the unique positive root of equation (18). This root
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lies in the narrow interval (log(2 +
√

2), log(2 +
√

3)] ≈ (1.22795, 1.31696]. Thus ω(p)
m

can be easily computed by solving (18) with bisection method. Proposition 2 shows
the connection between the bounds s(p)

m and polynomials Pn(x). Some values of s(p)
m

are shown in Table 1.

2. The sequence of bounds (s(p)
m ) is strictly monotonically increasing with all the terms

in the interval [1, 2(2 −
√

2)). As a consequence, the CN method does not preserve
positivity when the spatial mesh is refined (keeping s constant).

3. In the limit case, when m tends to infinite, we recover the known bound, s . 1.17
for positivity ([13, p. 126],[2, Table 1]).

With regard to contractivity, we have computed the value ‖Am(s)‖∞ for any number
of grid points m (see Figure 3), and we have obtained that:

1. Crank-Nicolson method is contractive if and only if s = τ/h2 ∈ (0, s(c)
m ], with

s
(c)
m =∞ for m = 1, 2, 3. For m ≥ 4, s(c)

m = 1/(coshω(c)
m − 1), where ω(c)

m is the
unique positive root of equation (21) or (22), depending on the parity of m. This
root lies in the interval

[
log

(
(3+
√

5+
√
−2 + 6

√
5)/4

)
, log 3

)
≈ (0.767197, 1.09861].

Thus ω(c)
m can be easily computed by solving (21) or (22) with the bisection method.

Some values of s(p)
m are shown in Tables 2 and 3 for odd and even values of m,

respectively. Some of these values can also be seen in Figure 3.

2. ‖Am(s)‖∞ < 1 for s ∈ (0, s(c)
m ) and ‖Am(s(c)

m )‖∞ = 1 (see Figure 3), that resembles
property (14) of the linear system (10).

3. For m ≥ 4, the sequence (s(c)
m ) is strictly monotonically decreasing with all the terms

in the interval
(
3/2, 1 +

√
5
]
. As a consequence, CN method preserves contractivity

when the spatial mesh is refined (keeping s constant).

4. In the limit case, when m tends to infinite, we recover the known bound, τ/h2 ≤ 3/2
for contractivity [16, Th. 4.1(Q3); Section 7.1], [11, Eq. (14)].

The results in this paper complete and improve some results in the literature [2, 11].
From equations (18) and (21)-(22), and the associated intervals, the computation of s(p)

m

and s
(c)
m for any value of m is straightforward with the bisection method. Besides, we

obtain equations to compute bounds s(c)
m both for odd and even values of m, whereas

in [11], bounds s(c)
m are only given for even m. From our approach we also get the correct

value for s(c)
3 . Figure 1 illustrates the differences between positivity and contractivity of

CN method for the heat problem (1): if the scheme is positive for a given grid mesh m,
then it is also contractive for any grid mesh.

Scope of the paper

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we explain the CN discretization
process; notation and definitions are also given in this section. In Section 3 we show the
main results of the paper, namely: Theorems 1 and 2; Table 1, containing upper bounds
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s
(p)
m for positivity; Tables 2 and 3 containing upper bounds s(c)

m for contractivity (odd and
even case); and Figure 1 showing sequences (s(p)

m ) and (s(c)
m ). An illustrative example is

also given in Section 3. Section 4 contains some conclusions and ideas for future work.
The proof of main results are given in Section 6. Previously, some technical material,
needed for the proofs in Section 6, is included in Section 5.

2 Crank-Nicolson method for the heat equation
In this paper we consider the Crank-Nicolson method, a method of lines approach where
second order central finite differences in space are followed by a second order time-stepping
method. Spatial discretization of heat equation (1) with second order central finite differ-
ences and mesh width h = 1/(m+ 1), gives the semi-discrete linear differential system

w′(t) = Bhw(t) , w(0) = w0 , t ≥ 0 , (10)

where Bh = (d/h2) tridiag(1,−2, 1) is a matrix of dimension m, w(t) ≈ (u(xi, t))mi=1,
w0 = (u0(xi))mi=1, and xi = ih, i = 1, . . . ,m, are the grid points.

As the diffusion problem (1.1)-(1.3) is positivity preserving (2) and monotonically de-
creasing (3), in order to obtain numerical approximations with these qualitative properties,
problem (10) should also be positivity preserving and contractive in the maximum norm.

An initial value problem

w′(t) = f(t, w(t)), w(t0) = w0 , t ≥ 0 , (11)

is called positivity preserving (positive for short) if w0 ≥ 0 implies that w(t) ≥ 0 for t ≥ 0,
where the inequalities should be understood component-wise. Problem (11) is said to be
contractive in the maximum norm if its solution w(t) satisfy

‖w(t2)‖∞ ≤ ‖w(t1)‖∞ for t2 ≥ t1 ≥ 0 .

It is well known that a linear problem,

w′(t) = Aw(t) , w(t0) = w0 , t ≥ 0 , (12)

where A = (aij) is an m ×m matrix, is positive if and only if aij ≥ 0 for all i 6= j [13,
Theorem 7.2]. Matrix Bh in (10) satisfies this condition and thus problem (10) is positive.
Observe that other spatial discretizations do not preserve positivity; indeed, there is an
order barrier (q ≤ 2) from the requirement of positivity [13, p. 119].

Contractivity of solutions of the linear problem (12) can be proven by using the concept
of logarithmic norm of matrix A. This concept is an extremely useful tool to analyze the
growth of solutions to ordinary differential equations because it can take negative values.
The solutions of problem (12) are of the form w(t) = eAtw(0). If we consider a vector
norm and its subordinate matrix norm, both denoted by ‖ · ‖, then

‖w(t)‖ = ‖etAw(0)‖ ≤ ‖etA‖ ‖w(0)‖ , (13)

and contractivity is obtained if and only if ‖etA‖ ≤ 1. Given the set

M =
{
δ ∈ R | ‖etA‖ ≤ etδ , t ≥ 0

}
,
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it can be proven that µ‖·‖[A] = min(M), where µ‖·‖[A] stands for the logarithmic norm
of matrix A in the norm ‖ · ‖ [22, Proposition 2.1] (see, e.g., [22, 24, 1] and the references
therein for the definition and properties of logarithmic norms).

From (13) and the definition ofM, we get the inequalities

‖w(t)‖ ≤ etµ‖·‖[A] ‖w(0)‖ , t ≥ 0 , ‖etA‖ ≤ et µ‖·‖[A] t ≥ 0 .

Thus, if µ‖·‖A] ≤ 0, the zero solution is stable and ‖etA‖ ≤ 1 for t ≥ 0; if µ‖·‖[A] < 0, then
the zero solution is exponentially stable and ‖etA‖ < 1 for t > 0 [22, p. 634], [16, p. 2].

For the maximum norm, the logarithmic norm of a matrix A = (aij) is given by

µ∞[A] = max
1≤i≤n

aii +
n∑
j=1
|aij |

 .

In particular, for matrix Bh in (10), as

aii +
n∑
j=1
|aij | =

{
−1 , i = 1,m ,

0 , i = 2, . . . ,m− 1 ,

we get µ∞[Bh] = 0, and thus

‖etBh‖∞ ≤ 1, t ≥ 0 , (14)

that ensures that problem (10) is contractive in the maximum norm, that is,

‖w(t)‖∞ ≤ ‖w(0)‖∞ , t ≥ 0 .

The time stepping process in Crank-Nicolson method with constant time step τ , gives
the iteration

wn = φ(τBh)wn−1 , n ≥ 1 ,

where
φ(z) =

1 + 1
2z

1− 1
2z

(15)

is the stability function of the time integrator. On the following, we denote Am = φ(τBh)
to the Crank-Nicolson iteration matrix of dimension m, that is,

Am =
(
Im − τ

2Bh
)−1(
Im + τ

2Bh
)

=



1 + s − s
2

− s
2 1 + s

. . .
. . . . . . − s

2

− s
2 1 + s



−1

1− s s
2

s
2 1− s . . .

. . . . . . s
2

s
2 1− s


. (16)

Observe that the two matrices in (16), corresponding to half step with forward Euler
and half step with backward Euler, commute because of the the linearity of the system
(10). Besides, positivity and contractivity can be studied by analyzing these properties
for forward and backward Euler separately.
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Although there are no restrictions for positivity and contractivity with backward Euler
applied to system (10), the restriction for positivity and contractivity with forward Euler
is s ≤ 1 . This stepsize restriction for positivity is not sharp for problem (10); numerical
experiments in [13, p.126] show that numerical positivity can be obtained for s . 1.17.
As it has been pointed out above, a closer look at the iteration matrix Am in (7) or (16),
gives sharper bounds.

3 Main results

In this section we show the main results of the paper concerning stepsize restrictions for
positivity and contractivity in the maximum norm for the m-dimensional system (10).
The proofs require some preliminary material about the structure of matrix Am and are
given in section 6.

On the following theorems, the positivity of the matrix Am means that all the entries
of the matrix are non-negative; similarly, the contractivity in the maximum norm of the
matrix Am means ‖Am‖∞ ≤ 1.

Theorem 1. (Positivity of Crank Nicolson method)

1. For m ∈ N, the matrix Am(s) in (16) is positive if and only if

s ≤ s(p)
m := 1

coshω(p)
m − 1

, (17)

where ω(p)
m ∈

(
log(2 +

√
2), log(2 +

√
3)
]
is the unique positive root of equation

coth(mω) sinhω = 3 coshω − 4 . (18)

2. The sequence (s(p)
m ) is strictly monotonically increasing with all the terms in the

narrow interval
[
1, 2(2−

√
2)
)
. As a consequence, Crank Nicolson method preserves

positivity when the spatial mesh is refined (keeping s constant).

Remark 1.

1. The sequence (s(p)
m ) increasingly converges to the limit value s(p)

∞ := 2(2 −
√

2) (see
Table 1 and Figure 1). This value was also obtained in [2] with other techniques.
Consequently, if

s < s(p)
∞ = 2(2−

√
2) ≈ 1.17 , (19)

then there exists a natural number m0 such that the matrix Am is positive for any
value of m ≥ m0.

2. As ω(p)
m ∈

(
log(2 +

√
2), log(2 +

√
3)
]
≈ (1.22795, 1.31696], an approximated value

can be easily computed by the bisection method.

In Table 1 below we show the roots ω(p)
m of equation (18) and the CFL restrictions s(p)

m for
positivity in (17) for different values of m.
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m ω
(p)
m x

(p)
m = coshω(p)

m s
(p)
m = 1/(x(p)

m − 1)
1 log(2 +

√
3) 2 1

2 1.23590 1 +
√

3/2 ≈ 1.86603 2/
√

3 ≈ 1.15470
3 1.22864 1.85464 1.17009
4 1.22801 1.85365 1.17144
...

...
...

...
7 1.22795 1.85355 1.17157
...

...
...

...
∞ log(2 +

√
2) (6 +

√
2)/4 2(2−

√
2) ≈ 1.171572875

Table 1: Roots ω(p)
m of (18) and CFL restrictions s(p)

m in (17) for positivity.

Next, we give the results for contractivity in the infinite norm. Observe that the
symmetry of matrix Am makes ‖Am‖∞ = ‖Am‖1, and the result is also valid for the
1-norm.

Theorem 2. (Contractivity of Crank Nicolson method)

1. For m ∈ {1, 2, 3} the matrix Am(s) in (16) is contractive in the maximum norm for
any value of s > 0.

2. For m ∈ N, m ≥ 4 , the matrix Am(s) in (16) is contractive in the maximum norm
if and only if

s ≤ s(c)
m := 1

coshω(c)
m − 1

, (20)

where ω
(c)
m ∈

[
log

(
(3 +

√
5 +
√
−2 + 6

√
5)/4

)
, log 3

)
≈ [0.767197, 1.09861) is the

unique positive root of equation

2 sinh (m− 1)ω
4 sinh (m+ 1)ω

4 = sinh ω2 sinh (m+ 1)ω
2 , (21)

if m is odd, or equation

sinh2
(

ω

2

)
sinh mω

2

(
sinh (m + 2)ω

2 − sinh mω

2

)
= sinh ω sinh (m + 1)ω

2 sinh mω

4 sinh (m− 2)ω
4 ,

(22)
if m is even.

3. The sequence (s(c)
m ) is strictly monotonically decreasing with all the terms in the

interval
(
3/2, 1 +

√
5
]
. As a consequence, Crank Nicolson method does not preserve

contractivity when the spatial mesh is refined (keeping s constant).

Remark 2. The sequence (s(c)
m ) decreasingly converges to the limit value s(c)

∞ := 3/2 (see
Figures 1 and 3). Consequently, the matrix Am(s) is contractive for all m if and only if
s ∈ (0, 3/2]. For infinite matrices the bound s(c)

∞ := 3/2 has been obtained with different
techniques in [3, 16].
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In Tables 2 and 3 we give the CFL restrictions s(c)
m in (20) for contractivity in the

infinite norm. The values in Table 2 (odd case) and Table 3 (even case) have been ob-
tained from equations (21) and (22), respectively. Observe that both, the roots ω(c)

m

of equation (21) (odd case) and the roots ω(c)
m of equation (22) (even case), increas-

ingly converge to the limit value log 3. Consequently these roots are in the narrow in-
terval

[
log

(
(3 +

√
5 +
√
−2 + 6

√
5)/4

)
, log 3

)
≈ [0.767197, 1.09861) and can be easily ob-

tained with bisection method. The numeric values shown in tables 2 and 3 were obtained
after 10 iterations with bisection method.

s
(c)
m

s
(p)
m

Figure 1: Sequences s(p)
m and s(c)

m with the restrictions over CFL coefficient s for positivity
and contractivity.

Corollary 1. Consider the numerical integration of the m-dimensional problem (10) with
the Crank-Nicolson method. Then if the method is positive for a given CFL coefficient,
then it is also contractive in the infinity and 1 norms.

Proof. It is straightforward from Theorems 1 and 2.

The converse to the previous Corollary is not true as we can see in the following trivial
example, where contractivity is preserved while positivity is violated.

Example 1. Consider the diffusion equation in (1) with initial function

u(x, 0) =
{

0 for 0 < x < 7
8 ,

1 for 7
8 ≤ x < 1 ,

giving discontinuities at x = 7/8 and x = 1 for t=0. From second order central differences
with h = 1/8 we get approximations ω(t) = (ω1(t), . . . , ω7(t)) ≈ (u(x1, t), . . . , u(x7, t)).
Application with τ = 0.025 of one Crank-Nicolson step, w1 = A7w0, gives the vector
w1 ≈ ω(τ)

w1 = (0.0013, 0.0041, 0.0120, 0.0356, 0.1019, 0.2961,−0.1397) , (23)

where A7 is the Crank-Nicolson iteration matrix in (16) for the case m = 7 and w0 is the
initial profile w0 = (0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 1). Observe that ‖w1‖∞ = 0.2961 < ‖w0‖∞ = 1.
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In this example the CFL coefficient s = τ/h2 = 1.6 is greater than the positivity bound
s

(p)
7 = 1.17157 (see Table 1), but it is lower than the contrativity one s(c)

7 = 1.61803 (see
Table 2). Consequently, contractivity is preserved while we cannot ensure positivity. Ac-
tually, as we can see in vector w1 in (23), negativity is not preserved.

m ω
(c)
m x

(c)
m = coshω(c)

m s
(c)
m = 1/(x(c)

m − 1)
3 ∞
5 2 arccsch 2 ≈ 0.962424 3/2 2

7 log
(

1+
√

5+
√

2(1+
√

5)
)

2 ≈ 1.06131 (1 +
√

5)/2 (1 +
√

5)/2 ≈ 1.61803
9 1.08707 1.65139 1.53518
...

...
...

...
∞ log 3 ≈ 1.09861 5/3 3/2

Table 2: Positive root of (21) and bounds for contractivity (odd case).

m ω
(c)
m x

(c)
m = coshω(c)

m s
(c)
m = 1/(x(c)

m − 1)

4 log
(1

4(3 +
√

5 +
√
−2 + 6

√
5)
) 1

4(3 +
√

5) 1 +
√

5
≈ 0.767197 ≈ 1.30902 ≈ 3.23607

...
...

...
...

10 1.09110 1.65669 1.52278
...

...
...

...
20 1.09855 1.66658 1.5002
...

...
...

...
∞ log 3 ≈ 1.09861 5/3 3/2

Table 3: Positive root of (22) and bounds for contractivity (even case).

4 Conclusions and future work

In this paper we have studied CFL restrictions when the Crank-Nicolson method is used
to solve the heat equation (1) with Dirichlet boundary conditions. We have obtained
bounds s(p)

m for positivity and bounds s(c)
m for contractivity for any value of the spatial

discretization parameter m. To get these bounds we have represented the Crank-Nicolson
iteration matrix Am in terms of some Chebyshev-like polynomials (26,28,33). We have
obtained bounds for the θ-method (7) for the particular case θ = 1/2, but similar bounds
can be obtained for other values of the parameter following the same ideas.

We have seen that the positivity of matrix Am is determined by the largest root of
polynomial Pm(x), and we have provided a narrow interval where this root can be found.
Similarly, we have considered these polynomials to analyze the contractivity and we have

10



provided a narrow interval to get the corresponding bounds, both in the odd and even
case.

As far as we know, polynomials Pn(x) and Cn(x) have not been used previously in the
literature. The strength of this idea can be used to prove qualitative properties for other
problems. Furthermore, this approach can also be used for other discretizations of the
heat equation (1.1) [10].

5 Preliminary material for the proofs of the main results

In this section we introduce the notation, definitions and some results needed to prove
the main results of the paper. In subsection 5.1 we express the Crank-Nicolson iteration
matrix (16) in terms of rational functions. These functions can be written easily with the
help of some Chebyshev-like polynomials Um, Pm and Cm. In subsection 5.2 we give the
definition of these polynomials and we also add some results that will be used in the proofs
of Section 6.

5.1 The Crank-Nicolson matrix Am in terms of rational functions

A direct computation of the product (Im− τ
2Bh)−1(Im + τ

2Bh) in (16) gives us the entries
of matrix Am expressed as rational functions, where the polynomials involved can be
obtained recursively. These simplified closed expressions will make it easier to get bounds
for positivity and contractivity.

Example 2. For m = 3, a direct computation of the symmetric matrix A3 in (16) gives

A3(s) =


2+2s−2s2−s3

2+6s+5s2+s3
2s

2+4s+s2
s2

2+6s+5s2+s3

2s
2+4s+s2

2−s2

2+4s+s2
2s

2+4s+s2

s2

2+6s+5s2+s3
2s

2+4s+s2
2+2s−2s2−s3

2+6s+5s2+s3

 .

Remember s = τ/h2 denotes CFL coefficient. This matrix can be written even simpler if
we consider the new variable x = 1 + 1/s. Observe that x > 1 when s > 0. With the help
of a new kind of polynomials Un(x), Pn(x) and Cn(x), we can write A3(x) as

A3(x) =


2x3−4x2+1

2x3−x
2(x−1)
2x2−1

x−1
2x3−x

2(x−1)
2x2−1

2x2−4x+1
2x2−1

2(x−1)
2x2−1

x−1
2x3−x

2(x−1)
2x2−1

2x3−4x2+1
2x3−x

 = 1
U3(x)


P3(x) C2(x) C1(x)
C2(x) C1(x) + P3(x) C2(x)
C1(x) C2(x) P3(x)

 .

Observe that A3(x) has been written just in terms of U3(x), P3(x), C1(x) and C2(x). We
give the definition and all the details about these polynomials Un(x), Pn(x) and Cn(x)
in the next subsection. Before, we extend the ideas in this simple example to the more
general case of the matrix Am(x) for any value of m, although we have to distinguish
between the odd case and the even case.
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Proposition 1. Matrix Am(x) can be written in terms of polynomials Um(x), Pm(x) and
Cn(x), n = 1, . . . ,m− 1. If m is an odd number, Crank Nicolson matrix can be reduced to

Am(x) = 1
Um



Pm Cm−1 ... Cm+1
2

... C2 C1

Cm−1 Pm+Cm−2 ... Cm−1
2

+Cm+3
2

... C1+C3 C2

...
... ... ... ... ...

...

Cm+1
2

Cm−1
2

+Cm+3
2

... Pm+

m−1
2∑

n=1
C2n−1 ... Cm−1

2
+Cm+3

2
Cm+1

2

...
... ... ... ... ...

...
C2 C1+C3 ... Cm−1

2
+Cm+3

2
... Pm+Cm−2 Cm−1

C1 C2 ... Cm+1
2

... Cm−1 Pm



, (24)

where all the polynomials are evaluated at x = 1 + 1/s. If m is an even number, we write

Am(x) = 1
Um



Pm Cm−1 ... Cm+2
2

Cm
2

... C2 C1

Cm−1 Pm+Cm−2 ... Cm
2

+Cm+4
2

Cm−2
2

+Cm+2
2

... C1+C3 C2

...
... ... ...

... ... ...
...

Cm+2
2

Cm
2

+Cm+4
2

... Pm+

m−2
2∑

n=1
C2n

m
2∑

n=1
C2n−1 ... Cm−2

2
+Cm+2

2
Cm

2

Cm
2

Cm−2
2

+Cm+2
2

...

m
2∑

n=1
C2n−1 Pm+

m−2
2∑

n=1
C2n ... Cm

2
+Cm+4

2
Cm+2

2

...
...

... ... ...
...

C2 C1+C3 ... Cm−2
2

+Cm+2
2

Cm
2

+Cm+4
2

... Pm+Cm−2 Cm−1

C1 C2 ... Cm
2

Cm+2
2

... Cm−1 Pm



.

(25)

Proof. It is straightforward from the computation of the product (Im− τ
2Bh)−1(Im+ τ

2Bh)
in (16) and the use of polynomials Un(x), Pn(x) and Cn(x), n = 1, . . . ,m − 1, defined in
the next subsection.

Observe that Am(x) is bisymmetric, that is, it is symmetric on both diagonals. This im-
plies that Am(x) is also centrosymmetric. Then the entries aij satisfy aij = an−i+1,n−j+1 ,
for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n. Consequently, if m is odd, the number of different entries in matrix Am
is 1 + 3 + 5 + · · ·+m = (m+ 1)2/4, and, if m is even, this number is 2 + 4 + 6 + · · ·+m =
(m/2 + 1)m/2. For example, the number of different elements in matrix A3 in Example 2
is 4, while this number is 6 for matrix A4 in Example 3 below.

Observe also that the numerator of each entry aij in matrix Am(x) is a sum of some
polynomials Pn(x), Cn(x), n = 1, . . . ,m − 1, and the number of polynomials in this sum
is equal to min{i, j,m − i + 1,m − j + 1}. Properties of polynomials Un(x), Pn(x) and
Cn(x) will allow us to analyze positivity and contractivity of Crank Nicolson method in a
quite simple way. In the next section, we study these properties.
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Example 3. In Example 2 we have considered the odd casem = 3. Here, for completeness,
we consider the even casem = 4. A direct computation of the symmetric matrix A4 in (16)
gives

A4(s) = 1
u4(s)


p4(s) 4s(4+8s+3s2) 8s2(1+s) 4s3

4s(4+8s+3s2) 16+32s+4s2−16s3−5s4 16s(1+s)2 8s2(1+s)
8s2(1+s) 16s(1+s)2 16+32s+4s2−16s3−5s4 4s(4+8s+3s2)

4s3 8s2(1+s) 4s(4+8s+3s2) p4(s)

 ,
where p4(s) = −5s4 − 24s3 − 4s2 + 32s + 16 and u4(s) = 5s4 + 40s3 + 84s2 + 64s + 16 .
Now, with the help of variable x = 1 + 1/s, we can write

A4(x) = 1
U4(x)


P4(x) C3(x) C2(x) C1(x)
C3(x) P4(x) + C2(x) C1(x) + C3(x) C2(x)
C2(x) C1(x) + C3(x) P4(x) + C2(x) C3(x)
C1(x) C2(x) C3(x) P4(x)

 .

Observe that there are two central rows in the even case, but just one in the odd case.

5.2 Polynomials Un, Pn and Cn

In this section we define the new polynomials Pn(x) and Cn(x). Together with the help
of Chebyshev polynomials of the second kind Un(x) [7, 17, 19], we have got a simple way
of writing Crank-Nicolson matrix Am(x). Besides, here we give some results concerning
these polynomials, with particular interest in the distribution of their roots. Chebyshev
polynomials of the second kind Un(x) belong to a general class of orthogonal polynomials
and there are many works about the behaviour of their zeros [7, 17]. However, polynomials
Pn(x) and Cn(x) do not belong to this class of orthogonal polynomials and, as far as we
know, nothing is known about their roots.

Chebyshev polynomials of second kind

Chebyshev polynomial of second kind of degree n ≥ 0 is defined as

Un(x) = sin((n+ 1) arccosx)
sin(arccosx) , x ∈ [−1, 1] ,

or, in the angle variable ω, Un(cosω) = sin((n+ 1)ω)/sinω, ω ∈ [0, π] . These polynomials
can also be defined for any value of x ∈ R by the recurrence relation

U0(x) = 1 ,
U1(x) = 2x ,
Un(x) = 2xUn−1(x)− Un−2(x) . (26)

13



It is possible to write the recurrence relation (26) in terms of the determinant of the
tridiagonal matrix tridiag(1, 2x, 1) of dimension n.

Un(x) =

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

2x 1

1 2x . . .
. . . . . . 1

1 2x

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
(27)

Recall that each polynomial Un(x) has n roots xni = cos (iπ/(n+ 1)) , i = 1, . . . , n, in the
interval [−1, 1]. These roots are uniformly distributed in the angle variable ω = arccosx
in the interval [0, π]. Notice that polynomials Un(x) defined in (26) are positive for x > 1.

Polynomials Pn
If we change the first two elements in the recursive relation (26), then a new family of
polynomials can be defined

P0(x) = −1 ,
P1(x) = 2x− 4 ,
Pn(x) = 2xPn−1(x)− Pn−2(x) , (28)

where Pn(x) denotes the polynomial of degree n. In this case the recurrence relation (28)
can also be written in terms of the determinant of a matrix of dimension n.

Pn(x) =

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

2x− 4 −1
1 2x 1

. . . . . . . . .
1 2x 1

1 2x

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
. (29)

In the next proposition we analyze the roots of each polynomial Pn(x). In the proof,
shown in Section 6, it is relevant the fact that each polynomial Pn(x) can be written in
terms of Chebyshev polynomials of second kind

Pn(x) = 2Un−2(x)− 4Un−1(x) + Un(x) . (30)

This equality is obtained by writing the determinant (29) in terms of the determinant (27),
and the use of the recurrence relation (26).

Proposition 2. The polynomial Pn(x) defined in (28) has exactly n − 1 roots xni , i =
1, . . . , n−1, in the interval (−1, 1), and an additional isolated root xn := xnn in the interval
(6+
√

2
4 , 2]. Furthermore, the isolated root is xn = coshωn, where ωn is the unique root of

the equation
coth(nω) = 3 coshω − 4

sinhω , ω ∈ (0,∞) . (31)

Besides, x1 = 2 and the sequence of isolated roots (xn) decreasingly converges to the limit
value x∞ = (6 +

√
2)/4.
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Figure 2: Polynomials Pn(x) , n = 1, . . . , 4. Each polynomial has an isolated root in the
interval (6+

√
2

4 , 2].

As it is shown in the proof (see Section 6.3), for any value of n, the unique root ωn
of equation (31) lies in the interval (ω∞, ω1] = (log(2 +

√
2), log(2 +

√
3)]. Consequently,

the isolated root xn = coshωn of polynomial Pn(x) lies in the narrow interval (6+
√

2
4 , 2].

Having the root well located makes it easy to approach it by any numerical method. In
Table 1 we show some of these roots after 10 steps with bisection method.

Polynomials Cn

The polynomial Cn of degree n is defined as

Cn(x) = Pn(x) + Un(x) , n ∈ N, (32)

where Pn is the polynomial of degree n defined above and Un is the Chebyshev polynomial
of second kind of degree n. Consequently, all the properties of Cn are consequence of this
definition, including its recursive definition

C0(x) = 0 ,
C1(x) = 4(x− 1) ,
Cn(x) = 2xCn−1(x)− Cn−2(x) . (33)

Observe that the recursive formula (33) is the same as (28) for Pn and (26) for Un, with
just different starting values C0 and C1. As in previous cases, it is worth writing Cn(x) in
terms of a determinant

Cn(x) =

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

4(x− 1) 0
1 2x 1

. . . . . . . . .
1 2x 1

1 2x

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
. (34)

Proposition 3. Each polynomial Cn(x) has exactly n − 1 roots xni , i = 1, . . . , n − 1, in
the interval (−1, 1), and the additional isolated root xn = 1.
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Proof. It is straightforward if we use the determinant (34), where we get

Cn(x) = 4(x− 1)Un−1(x) (35)

Consequently the roots of polynomial Cn are the isolated root xn = 1, and the n− 1 roots
of the Chebyshev polynomial of second kind of degree n− 1.

Corollary 2. If x > 1, then Cn(x) > 0 ∀n ∈ N .

Proof. It is straightforward from the previous proposition.

In the following Lemma we give some technical properties of polynomials Cn(x) that
we will need in Section 6.

Lemma 3. For the polynomial Cn of degree n defined in (32) or (33) the following prop-
erties hold:

1. Cn(1) = 0 , ∀n ∈ N .

2. Cn(x) = 2Un−2(x)− 4Un−1(x) + 2Un(x) ,∀n ∈ N .

3. If x > 1 , then 0 < Cn(x) ≤ Cn+1(x) , ∀n ∈ N .

4. If x > 1 , then 2Cn(x) ≤ Cn−1(x) + Cn+1(x) , ∀n ∈ N .

Proof. Part 1 is straightforward. Part 2 is also straightforward if we use the relation-
ship (30) and definition (32).

To prove part 3, as x > 1, we set x = coshω in (35), to obtain

Cn(coshω) = 4(coshω − 1) sinh(nω)
sinhω > 0 . (36)

As sinhω is an increasing function, it holds sinh(nω) < sinh((n+ 1)ω), and consequently
Cn(x) ≤ Cn+1(x) .

Finally, to prove 4, as

sinh((n− 1)ω) + sinh((n+ 1)ω) = 2 coshω sinh(nω) ≥ 2 sinh(nω) ,

we can use again (36), for x > 1, to obtain that 2Cn(x) ≤ Cn−1(x) +Cn+1(x) ∀n ∈ N.

6 Proofs of theorems in Sections 3 and 5
In this section we give the proofs of the main results in the paper.

6.1 Positivity of the Crank-Nicolson method

Recall that the Crank Nicolson method is positive if and only if all the elements in matrix
Am (24)-(25) are positive. The following lemma simplifies the proof of Theorem 1.

Lemma 4. If x > 1, then all the elements in matrix Am(x) (24)-(25) are non-negative if
and only if polynomial Pm(x) is non-negative.
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Proof. Recall that polynomials Un(x) are positive for x > 1. Polynomials Cn(x) are also
positive for x > 1 (see Corollary 2). Consequently, all extra-diagonal elements are positive.

For the diagonal elements A(i,i)
m (x), the positivity of polynomials Un(x) and Cn(x) for

all n ∈ N implies that

min
i
A(i,i)
m (x) = A(1,1)

m (x) = A(m,m)
m (x) = Pm(x)

Um(x) .

Then the analysis of the positivity of the elements in Am(x) is reduced to the positivity
of polynomial Pm(x).

Proof of Theorem 1

1. From Lemma 4, we just have to study the positivity of polynomials Pm(x) for x > 1.
From Proposition 2, Pm(x) has exactly m − 1 roots in the interval (−1, 1) and an
additional isolated real root x(p)

m = cosh(ω(p)
m ) in the interval (6+

√
2

4 , 2], where ω(p)
m is

the unique root of equation (31), that is the same as (18). As x = 1 + 1/s, then the
CFL coefficient is s = 1/(x− 1), and inequality (17) is obtained.

2. In the limit case, Proposition 2 gives us the limit value x(p)
∞ = (6 +

√
2)/4. Then

for the CFL coefficient we get the bound s
(p)
∞ = 1/(x(p)

∞ − 1) = 2(2 −
√

2), and
inequality (19) is obtained.

6.2 Contractivity of the Crank-Nicolson method.

Before writing the proof of Theorem 2, we need two technical lemmas. In Lemma 5
below, we compute the maximum norm of matrix Am(x) in terms of polynomials Un(x),
Pn(x) and Cn(x). Then, in Lemma 6 we get the inequalities needed for the contractivity
condition ‖Am‖∞ ≤ 1. In contrast to positivity, in the analysis of the contractivity it is
necessary to distinguish between the even and odd cases.

Lemma 5.

1. If m ≥ 3 is a natural odd number, then the maximum norm of Crank-Nicolson
matrix is

‖Am‖∞ = 1
Um

|Pm +
m−1

2∑
n=1

C2n−1|+ 2
m−3

2∑
i=0

m−(2i+1)
2∑

n=1
C2n+i

 . (37)

2. If m ≥ 2 is a natural even number, then the norm of Crank-Nicolson matrix is

‖Am‖∞ = 1
Um

|Pm +
m
2 −1∑
n=1

C2n|+
m
2 −1∑
i=1

m−i∑
n=1+i

Cn +
m/2∑
n=1

C2n−1

 . (38)

Proof. Note that the norm in (37) is obtained from the sum of the elements in the central
row of Am (odd case), while the norm in (38) is obtained from the sum of the elements
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in any of the two symmetric central rows (even case). To get this result we will proof the
following inequalities

m∑
j=1
|A(i,j)

m | ≤
m∑
j=1
|A(i+1,j)

m | , i = 1, . . . , m−1
2 (odd case) m−2

2 (even case).

For the sake of simplicity we will denote Aim to the sum
∑m
j=1|A

(i,j)
m |Um. Observe that the

symmetry of matrices (24-25) makes Aim = Am+1−i
m , i = 1 , . . . , (m − 1)/2 (odd case) or

i = 1 , . . . ,m/2 (even case). Then, we will proof that

A1
m ≤ A2

m ≤ · · · ≤ A
m−1

2
m ≤ A

m+1
2

m (odd case)

A1
m ≤ A2

m ≤ · · · ≤ A
m−2

2
m ≤ A

m
2
m = A

m+2
2

m (even case)

Consequently, ‖Am‖∞ is obtained from the sum of the elements in the central row (odd
case) or from the sum of the elements in any of the two central rows (even case).

Recall that for a given matrix A with positive extra-diagonal elements the following
equality trivially holds

‖A‖∞ = max
i

 m∑
j=1
|aij |

 = max
i

|aii|+∑
j 6=i

aij

 . (39)

In our case Cn(x) ≥ 0 for x ≥ 1 (see Proposition 3). Consequently all extra-diagonal ele-
ments of matrices (24) and (25) are non-negative and we can use (39) to compute ‖Am‖∞.

For the first and the second row of matrix (24) or (25) we get the sums

A1
m = |Pm|+

m−1∑
i=1

Ci , A2
m = |Pm + Cm−2|+

m−1∑
1
Ci +

m−1∑
2
Ci − Cm−2 .

Then, after cancelling terms, the difference A1
m −A2

m is

A1
m −A2

m = |Pm| − |Pm + Cm−2| −
m−1∑

2
Ci + Cm−2 .

Adding and subtracting Cm−2 in the term |Pm|, we can write

A1
m −A2

m ≤ |Pm + Cm−2|+ Cm−2 − |Pm + Cm−2| −
m−1∑

2
Ci + Cm−2

= 2Cm−2 −
m−1∑

2
Ci ≤ Cm−3 + Cm−1 −

m−1∑
2
Ci = −

m−4∑
2
Ci − Cm−2 ≤ 0 ,

where we have used 2Cm−2 ≤ Cm−3 + Cm−1 from item (4) in Lemma 3. Observe that
property (3) in Lemma 3 allows us to finally write

A1
m −A2

m ≤ −
m−3∑

2
Ci ≤ 0 . (40)
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If we proceed in the same way for the difference A2
m−A3

m, after cancelling terms, and after
adding and subtracting Cm−4 in the term |Pm + Cm−2|, we get the following inequality

A2
m −A3

m ≤ 2Cm−4 −
m−2∑

3
Ci .

Again, the use of properties (4) and (3), in this order, from Lemma 3 makes it possible to
write an inequality analogous to (40)

A2
m −A3

m ≤ Cm−5 + Cm−3 −
m−2∑

3
Ci ≤ −

m−4∑
3
Ci ≤ 0 .

The proof follows in the same way for the odd and even case up to the last step when
we achieve the central row (odd case) or the two central rows (even case). Then we have
to consider two different cases:

1. Ifm is an odd number, the last step consists in studying the difference A
m−1

2
m −A

m+1
2

n ,
where A

m+1
2

n represents the sum of the elements in the central row. After cancelling
terms, we can write

A
m−1

2
m −A

m+1
2

m = |Pm +
m−1

2∑
n=2

C2n−1|+ C1 − |Pm +
m−1

2∑
n=1

C2n−1| − Cm+1
2

Adding and subtracting C1 in the term |Pm +
∑m−1

2
n=2 C2n−1|, we get

A
m−1

2
m −A

m+1
2

m ≤ |Pm +
m−1

2∑
n=1

C2n−1|+ 2C1 − |Pm +
m−1

2∑
n=1

C2n−1| − Cm+1
2

= 2C1 − Cm+1
2
≤ C0 + C2 − Cm+1

2
= C2 − Cm+1

2
≤ 0 ,

where we have used 2C1 ≤ C0 + C2 from property (4) in Lemma 3.
Consequently, if m ≥ 3 is an odd number, the maximum value of Aim is obtained in
the central row A

m+1
2

m and we can conclude

‖Am‖∞ = A
m+1

2
m

Um
= 1
Um

|Pm +
m−1

2∑
n=1

C2n−1|+ 2
m−3

2∑
i=0

m−(2i+1)
2∑

n=1
C2n+i

 .

2. If m is an even number, then there is not a central row but two central symmet-
ric rows A

m
2
m and A

m+2
2

m , and the maximum value is obtained at any of these two
files. Now, in the last step of the proof, if m ≥ 4, we have to write the differ-
ence A

m−2
2

m −A
m
2
m . Note that for the simple case m = 2, it holds A1

m = A2
m. After

cancelling terms, we can write

A
m−2

2
m −A

m
2
m = |Pm +

m
2 −1∑
n=2

C2n|+ C2 − |Pm +
m
2 −1∑
n=1

C2n| − Cm
2
− Cm+2

2
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Adding and subtracting C2 in the term |Pm +
∑m

2 −1
n=2 C2n|, we get

A
m−2

2
m −A

m
2
m ≤ |Pm +

m
2 −1∑
n=1

C2n|+ 2C2 − |Pm +
m
2 −1∑
n=1

C2n| − Cm
2
− Cm+2

2

= 2C2 − Cm
2
− Cm+2

2
≤ C1 + C3 − Cm

2
− Cm+2

2
≤ 0 ,

where we have used 2C2 ≤ C1 + C3 from property (4) in Lemma 3.
Consequently, if m is an even number, the maximum value of Aim is obtained in the
row A

m
2
m and we can conclude

‖Am‖∞ = max
i

|aii|+∑
j 6=i

aij

 = 1
Um

|Pm +
m
2 −1∑
n=1

C2n|+
m
2 −1∑
i=1

m−i∑
n=1+i

Cn +
m/2∑
n=1
C2n−1



Once we have got the maximum norm of matrix Am in terms of polynomials Um, Pm
and Cm, we can get bounds s(c)

m for contractivity for any value of m if we are able to
solve the corresponding inequality ‖Am‖∞ ≤ 1. This is done in the following lemma. In
Figure 3 we have plot ‖Am(s)‖∞ for some values of m, and we have also added some
contractivity bounds s(c)

m .

s
(c)
4s

(c)
5s

(c)
7 ‖A1(s)‖

‖A2(s)‖

‖A3(s)‖

‖A4(s)‖

‖A5(s)‖

‖A7(s)‖

‖A9(s)‖

‖A21(s)‖

Figure 3: ‖Am(s)‖ for different values of m ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 7, 9, 21}. When m ∈ {1, 2, 3}
it holds ‖Am(s)‖ < 1, for all s > 0. For m ≥ 4, ‖Am(s)‖ cuts the line s = 1 at s(c)

m .
The sequence (s(c)

m ) is strictly monotonically decreasing with all the terms in the inter-
val

(
3/2, 1 +

√
5
]
.

Lemma 6.
1. (Ood case) If m is a natural odd number, then for the maximum norm of Crank-

Nicolson matrix we have

‖Am‖∞ ≤ 1 ⇐⇒
2 sinh (m−1)ω

4 sinh (m+1)ω
4

sinh (m+1)ω
2

≤ sinh ω2
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where ω = arccosh(1 + 1/s). In the limit, when m→∞, we get contractivity if and
only if

e−ω/2 ≤ sinh ω2 (41)

2. (Even case) If m is a natural even number, then we have

‖Am‖∞ ≤ 1 ⇐⇒
sinh mω

2

(
sinh (m+2)ω

2 − sinh mω
2

)
sinh (m+1)ω

2 sinh mω
4 sinh (m−2)ω

4
≥ sinhω

sinh2 ω
2

In the limit, when m→∞, we get contractivity if and only if

2 (−1 + eω) ≥ sinhω
sinh2 ω

2
(42)

If ω > 0, inequalities (41) and (42) are equivalent, and they are true iff ω ≥ log 3. In the
variable s this is equivalent to the known restriction s ≤ 3/2.

Proof.

1. Remember that, in the odd case, the norm in (37) is obtained from the sum of the
elements in the central row of Am. In that case, the diagonal element in the central
row Pm +

∑m−1
2

n=1 C2n−1 can be written in closed form as

Pm +
m−1

2∑
n=1

C2n−1 = −Um +
m+1

2∑
n=1

C2n−1 = −sinh((m+ 1)ω)
sinhω +

4(x− 1) sinh2 (m+1)ω
2

sinh2 ω
,

where we have changed Pm = Cm − Um and we have considered the angle variable
ω = arccosh x. For any value of m, the unique positive root ωm of this diagonal
element lies in the interval (log 3, log(2 +

√
3)]. This root can easily be obtained

from the simplified equation in the variable s = (coshω − 1)−1

√
1 + 2s = 2 tanh (1 +m) arccosh(1 + 1/s)

2 .

In this variable, the unique positive root sm lies in the interval [1, 3/2). Observe that
the sequence of roots (sm) increasingly converges to the limit value s∞ = 3/2. When
s ∈ (0, sm) the diagonal element Pm +

∑m−1
2

n=1 C2n−1 is positive, and, from (37), we
easily obtain ‖Am‖∞ < 1.

On the other hand, when s ∈ [sm,∞), we have Pm +
∑m−1

2
n=1C2n−1≤ 0 , and, from (37),

the inequality for contractivity is

‖Am‖∞ = 1
Um

−Pm −
m−1

2∑
n=1

C2n−1 + 2
m−3

2∑
i=0

m−(2i+1)
2∑

n=1
C2n+i

 ≤ 1 .

This is equivalent to

−
m−1

2∑
n=1

C2n−1 + 2
m−3

2∑
i=0

m−(2i+1)
2∑

n=1
C2n+i ≤ Cm ,
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or
m+1

2∑
n=1

C2n−1 − 2
m−3

2∑
i=0

m−(2i+1)
2∑

n=1
C2n+i ≥ 0 .

As x > 1, in the angle variable ω = arccosh x > 0, we can write Cm(coshω) =
4(x− 1) sinh(mω)/ sinhω. Consequently, the previous inequality is reduced to

m+1
2∑

n=1
sinh((2n− 1)ω)− 2

m−3
2∑
i=0

m−(2i+1)
2∑

n=1
sinh((2n+ i)ω) ≥ 0 .

If we use the closed formulas for the expansions
∑
k sinh(kω),

∑
k sinh(2kω), and∑

k sinh((2k − 1)ω), then we can write the previous inequality as

4(x− 1) sinh (m+1)ω
2

sinh2 ω

(
sinh (m+ 1)ω

2 − 2
sinh (m−1)ω

4 sinh (m+1)ω
4

sinh ω
2

)
≥ 0 .

And, for x > 1, this is true if and only if

2 sinh (m−1)ω
4 sinh (m+1)ω

4

sinh (m+1)ω
2

≤ sinh ω2 . (43)

In this way, for any value of m, we get contractivity if and only if ω ≥ ω
(c)
m , where

ω
(c)
m is the unique positive root of the corresponding equality equation. Finally, going

back to variable s, we get contractivity if and only if s ≤ s(c)
m := 1/(coshω(c)

m − 1).
Computing the limit in (43), when m→∞, we get contractivity if and only if

e−ω/2 ≤ sinh ω2 .

And this is true if and only if ω ≥ log 3. This is x = coshω ≥ 5/3 or s ≤ 3/2.

2. In the even case, the norm in (38) is obtained from the sum of the elements in any
of the two central symmetric rows. The diagonal element Pm +

∑m
2 −1
n=1 C2n in any of

this central rows can be written in closed form as

Pm+
m
2 −1∑
n=1

C2n = −Um +
m
2∑

n=1
C2n = −sinh((m+ 1)ω)

sinhω +
4(x− 1) sinh mω

2 sinh (m+2)ω
2

sinh2 ω
,

where ω = arccosh x and x = 1 + 1/s. Again, the unique positive root sm of this
central diagonal element lies in the interval [1, 3/2). For any value of m, this root
can easily be obtained from the simplified equation

√
1 + 2s = 4

sinh mω
2 sinh (m+2)ω

2
sinh((m+ 1)ω) .

Observe that this sequence of roots (sm)m increasingly converges to the limit value
s∞ = 3/2. When s ∈ (0, sm) the diagonal element Pm +

∑m
2 −1
n=1 C2n is positive, and,
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from (38), we easily obtain ‖Am‖∞ < 1. On the other hand, when s ∈ [sm,∞), the
diagonal element is negative, and, from (38), the inequality for contractivity is

‖Am‖∞ = 1
Um

−Pm −
m
2 −1∑
n=1

C2n +
m
2 −1∑
i=1

m−i∑
n=1+i

Cn +
m/2∑
n=1

C2n−1

 ≤ 1 .

This is equivalent to

−
m
2 −1∑
n=1

C2n +
m
2 −1∑
i=1

m−i∑
n=1+i

Cn +
m/2∑
n=1

C2n−1 ≤ Cm ,

or
m
2∑

n=1
C2n −

m
2 −1∑
i=1

m−i∑
n=1+i

Cn −
m/2∑
n=1

C2n−1 ≥ 0 .

As in the odd case, now we can use the angle variable ω to reduce the previous
inequality.

m
2∑

n=1
sinh(2nω)−

m
2 −1∑
i=1

m−i∑
n=1+i

sinh(nω)−
m/2∑
n=1

sinh((2n− 1)ω) ≥ 0 .

Finally, the closed formulas for the expansions
∑
k sinh(kω),

∑
k sinh(2kω), and∑

k sinh((2k − 1)ω), allow us to reduce the inequality to

4(x−1)
sinhω

(
sinh mω

2
sinhω

(
sinh (m+2)ω

2 − sinh mω
2

)
−

sinh (m+1)ω
2 sinh mω

4 sinh (m−2)ω
4

sinh2 ω
2

)
≥ 0 .

And, for x > 1, this is true if and only if

sinh mω
2

(
sinh (m+2)ω

2 − sinh mω
2

)
sinh (m+1)ω

2 sinh mω
4 sinh (m−2)ω

4
≥ sinhω

sinh2 ω
2
. (44)

In this way, for any value ofm, we get contractivity if and only if ω ≥ ω(c)
m , where ω(c)

m

is the unique positive root of the corresponding equality equation in (44). Finally,
going back to variable s, we get contractivity if and only if s ≤ 1/(coshω(c)

m − 1).
Computing the limit in (44), when m→∞, we get contractivity if and only if

2 (−1 + eω) ≥ sinhω
sinh2 ω

2
.

And this is true if and only if ω ≥ log 3. This is x = coshω ≥ 5/3 or s ≤ 3/2.

Proof of Theorem 2

1. For m ∈ {1, 2, 3} the proof is straightforward.
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2. For m ∈ N, m > 3 , the proof is straightforward from the previous lemma. The
inequality for contractivity in the variable s = 1/(coshω − 1) is

s ≤ s(c)
m := 1

coshω(c)
m − 1

where ω(c)
m is the unique positive root of the equation from (43), if m is odd, or from

(44) if m is even .

3. It is also straightforward from the previous lemma. In the limit, when m→∞, we
get inequality (41) from (43), and inequality (42) from (44). These two inequalities
(41) and (42) are equivalent if ω > 0, and they are true if and only if ω ≥ log 3. In
the variable s this is equivalent to the known restriction s ≤ 3/2.

6.3 Proof of the remaining results

Proof of Proposition 2

We divide the proof into two parts, the case x ∈ (−1, 1) and the case x > 1.

1. If x ∈ (−1, 1), then the angular variable ω = arccosx, ω ∈ (0, π), and equality (30),
allow us to write the polynomial Pm in closed form as

Pm(cosω) = 2 sin((m− 1)ω)− 4 sin(mω) + sin((m+ 1)ω)
sinω (45)

If we convert all the angles in the numerator to the angle mω, we can write

= (3 cosω − 4) sin(mω)
sinω − cos(mω) , (46)

Then, from (46), we get that the roots of Pm(cosω) in (0, π) are the roots of the
equation

tan(mω) = sinω
3 cosω − 4 , ω ∈ (0, π) . (47)

The function on the right hand side, f(ω) := sinω/(3 cosω − 4), is continuous and
bounded in the interval [0, π]. It is decreasing in the interval (0, 2 arctan(1/

√
7)) and

increasing in the interval (2 arctan(1/
√

7), π). Its maximum value f(0) = f(π) = 0
is obtained in the boundary, while the minimum value is f(2 arctan(1/

√
7)) =

−1/
√

7 (see Figure 4). Thus, we can affirm that tan(mω) meetsm−1 times the func-
tion f(ω), and consequently there arem−1 roots 0 < ωmm−1 < ωmm−2 < · · · < ωm1 < π ,
in the interval (0, π). Now, going back to the variable x = cosω, we can affirm that
the polynomial Pm(x) has m − 1 roots xmi = cosωmi in the interval (−1, 1). As the
cosine function is decreasing in the interval (0, π), we can write the m − 1 roots of
Pm(x) as

−1 < xm1 < xm2 < · · · < xmm−1 < 1 .
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Figure 4: Roots 0 < ωmm−1 < ωmm−2 < · · · < ωm1 < π , of equation (47)

2. If x > 1, we consider the variable ω = arccosh x, ω ∈ (0,∞). Again, with the help
of equality (30), we can write the polynomial Pm in closed form as

Pm(cosh(ω)) = 2 sinh((m− 1)ω)− 4 sinh(mω) + sinh((m+ 1)ω)
sinhω (48)

= (3 coshω − 4) sinh(mω)
sinhω − cosh(mω) , (49)

where, as in the previous case, we have rewritten the numerator in the terms of the
angle mω. Then, from (49), the roots of Pm(cosh(ω)) in (0,∞) are the roots of the
equation

coth(mω) = 3 coshω − 4
sinhω , ω ∈ (0,∞) . (50)

The function on the right, g(ω) := (3 coshω−4)/ sinhω, is continuous and increasing
in the interval (0,∞) to the limit value of 3. On the left, for any value of m, the
function coth(mω) is continuous and decreasing to the limit value of 1 (see Figure 5).
Thus, we can affirm that, for any value of m, equation (50) has a unique root ωm in
the interval (0,∞) . Now, going back to the variable x = coshω, we can affirm that
the polynomial Pm(x) has a unique root xm = coshωm in the interval (1,∞).

Figure 5: Left hand side and right hand side of equation (50)

In the limit, when m tends to infinity, for any value of ω > 0, we have coth(mω)↘1.
Consequently, from (50), the sequence of roots (ωm) decreasingly converges to the
limit value ω∞ = log(2 +

√
2), this is the positive solution of the limit equation
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3 coshω − 4 = sinhω. Now, in the variable x = coshω, we can affirm that each
polynomial Pm(x) has a positive root xm = coshωm in the interval (1,∞). As
the cosh function is increasing in the interval (0,∞), the sequence of roots (xm)
decreasingly converges to the limit value x∞ = (6 +

√
2)/4.

x∞ = coshω∞ = cosh log(2 +
√

2) = (6 +
√

2)/4 ≈ 1.85355 .
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