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A SPACE-TIME ADAPTIVE LOW-RANK METHOD FOR
HIGH-DIMENSIONAL PARABOLIC PARTIAL DIFFERENTIAL
EQUATIONS

MARKUS BACHMAYR! AND MANFRED FALDUM*

ABSTRACT. An adaptive method for parabolic partial differential equations that com-
bines sparse wavelet expansions in time with adaptive low-rank approximations in the
spatial variables is constructed and analyzed. The method is shown to converge and
satisfy similar complexity bounds as existing adaptive low-rank methods for elliptic
problems, establishing its suitability for parabolic problems on high-dimensional spa-
tial domains. The construction also yields computable rigorous a posteriori error bounds
for such problems. The results are illustrated by numerical experiments.

1. INTRODUCTION

The numerical approximation of parabolic partial differential equations (PDEs) on high-
dimensional spaces is of interest in a wide range of applications. In particular, problems
of this type arise as Kolmogorov equations associated to stochastic processes, where they
provide a deterministic description of the time evolution of densities and expectations un-
der the stochastic dynamics. In the example of many-particle systems, the dimensionality
of the problem is then proportional to the number of particles. Problems with similar char-
acteristics, but typically involving additional nonlinearities, arise in mathematical finance
and in optimal control.

A variety of specialized methods has been proposed for solving such problems numeri-
cally, based, for instance, on sparse expansions [21,37,38], on low-rank tensor approxima-
tions [4,13,15,22], or on deep neural networks. In particular in the case of neural networks,
such methods for high-dimensional problems typically exploit connections to stochastic dif-
ferential equations to approximate point values of solutions by Monte Carlo averaging of
sample paths, which can be used to construct approximate solutions by regression, see for
example [12].

In this work, we aim at methods based on sparse and low-rank representations that
offer scalability to high dimensions, but at the same time allow for reliable deterministic a
posteriori control of numerical errors with respect to the exact solution of the differential
equation in the relevant norms. The main concern here, both in the computation of
approximations and of corresponding error bounds, is to avoid the curse of dimensionality,
that is, to achieve computational costs that ideally have low-order polynomial (rather than
exponential) scaling with respect to the the dimensionality.

A typical model problem that we focus on here is the following instationary diffusion
equation for the time-dependent function u on the d-dimensional unit cube Q = (0,1)%
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and time interval [0, 7] for a 7" > 0 with initial data wug,
(1.1) 0w — Vg - (aVgu) = f in (0,7] x Q, ul=0 =uo on Q,

where a and f are the given diffusion coefficient and source term, respectively. For sim-
plicity we assume homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions on 0.

1.1. Relation to existing results. For corresponding stationary elliptic problems of
the above type, methods using near-sparsity of solutions in suitable tensor product bases
— such as sparse grids or adaptive variants based on wavelets — have been shown to be
applicable to problems of moderate dimensionality up to d =~ 20. As demonstrated for
high-dimensional Poisson problems in [21], however, the approximability of solutions with
respect to such bases itself may in general deteriorate exponentially with d. This restriction
to moderate dimensions is also visible in the case of a non-adaptive treatment of parabolic
problems combining time stepping with a spatial discretization by sparse grids in [15].

In contrast to methods relying on sparsity with respect to a given basis, low-rank ap-
proaches can make problems in higher dimensions computationally accessible by exploiting
further structural features. In such methods, the expansion coefficients of solutions with
respect to a product basis are represented in suitable low-rank tensor formats. The adap-
tive solvers of this type developed in [0, &] for high-dimensional elliptic problems offer
systematic error reduction with near-optimal asymptotic computational complexity and
explicitly computable bounds of the H'-error with respect to v. They have been shown to
avoid the curse of dimensionality in elliptic problems with suitable low-rank approxima-
bility, including the test cases of [21], where in the numerical tests for adaptive low-rank
solvers in [7, 8], dimensions up to d = 256 are treated.

In principle, for extending such adaptive low-rank concepts to time-dependent problems,
a variety of basic constructions is possible. One can, for instance, directly rely on a low-
rank solver for elliptic problems to implement a time stepping scheme. Such approaches
have been proposed, for instance, with fixed spatial discretization in [15,22]. In this case,
however, the evolution of tensor ranks and the computational complexity are difficult to
control.

Dynamical low-rank approximation [32,34] offers a different strategy for obtaining ap-
proximate evolutions on manifolds of fixed-rank tensors. Its application to parabolic equa-
tions has been considered in the case d = 2 in [9, 18] and for parametric problems in [30].

No methods of this type are known, however, that would allow us to ensure a given solution
error tolerance for problems such as (1.1).

Another alternative approach are methods based on space-time variational formulations.
Solvers using sparse expansions in terms of Riesz bases in space and time were obtained, for
example, based on adaptive wavelet methods in [14,31,36,37] and with sparse polynomial
approximation in [38]. There is a vast literature on finite element-based methods using
various different variational formulations, see, for example, [2, 24,25, 27, 33,39, 43]. An
approach combining wavelets in time and finite elements in space was considered in [3] for
preconditioning and in [12] in an adaptive solver.

A first natural way of using space-time formulations to obtain low-rank approximations
is to treat time as an additional mode in the tensor approximation, which amounts to a
low-rank separation between temporal and spatial degrees of freedom. This approach is
followed in [1, 13] with fixed discretizations. A disadvantage is that in general it is not
clear whether the sought solutions actually have efficient low-rank approximations in such
a format with separated temporal and spatial variables. This can be an issue, for instance,
in problems dominated by convection or with time-dependent sources that move inside the
spatial domain. Such features of the problem may lead to structures in the solution that
can be resolved only with large ranks in the separation between spatial and temporal
variables. In addition, this separation also leads to subtle issues in the interaction of
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tensor structures with the relevant function spaces, which in [1] prevent a fully rigorous
treatment of preconditioning in low-rank format. We comment on these difficulties and
on how we avoid them in our setting in the following section and in Remark 4.5.

1.2. Novel contributions. We follow a new approach that combines a sparse wavelet
expansion in the time variable with a low-rank hierarchical tensor approximation in the
spatial variables. This means that for each temporal wavelet index in the approximation,
we use an independent low-rank tensor representation for the spatial approximation coeffi-
cients. For exploiting the sparsity of solutions as far as possible, the spatial discretization
space for each time index is also adapted independently.

Let us consider the form that these approximations take in the case d = 2, corresponding
to two spatial variables, for the example (1.1). We use the classical space-time variational
formulation considered in [37], which we discuss in further detail in Section 2. In this
formulation, we treat (1.1) in weak form on the spatial domain € = (0, 1)?, where solutions
are sought in the space

(1.2) X = Ly(0,T; Hy(Q)) N H' (0, T; H1(Q)),

and where the initial condition is explicitly enforced in Ly(€2). We assume a suitable
Riesz basis {®y, 11 s binevin mev, of X with countable index sets V¢ and Vi and seek
approximations of the form

(1.3) u(t, x1,2) ~ Z Z Z th,V17V2®Vt,V17V2(t7'rl’x?)a

V€N V1€ML L V2EA2 1

with finite index sets A¢ C V¢ and Ay, 1,A,, 2 C Vi that need to be determined for the
given approximation error tolerance. Moreover, for each active time basis index vy € Ay,

we need to find a rank parameter r,, € N and vectors Ui?k e RMoi for k=1,...,7, and
1 = 1,2 such that we have a sufficiently accurate low-rank approximation

Tt

(14) Wy vy ,0p = ZU(I) U(2) for (1/1, I/Q) € A.Vt’l X Ayt’g.

ve kv T vk, v
k=1

For computing such combined sparse and low-rank approximation, we construct a space-
time adaptive solver with properties very similar to the corresponding existing method for
elliptic problems from [%]. In particular, we obtain guaranteed error reduction in X-norm
with computable space-time error bounds. At the same time, under natural low-rank ap-
proximability assumptions, we again obtain near-optimal asymptotic computational costs
that approach the convergence rates of the corresponding underlying one-dimensional ap-
proximations. For large d, the computational complexity is guaranteed to not grow ex-
ponentially in d, and thus the curse of dimensionality is avoided. This result requires
that the approximability of problem data and solution does not deteriorate too strongly
with increasing d. However, note that our adaptive solver itself does not use any explicit
knowledge on the low-rank approximability of the solution (a property that is also referred
to as universality), and the d-dependence in our numerical tests is in fact substantially
more favorable than ensured by our estimates.

For achieving the desired computational complexity by a reduction to lower-dimensional
operations, it is crucial that the basis functions have product structure. Specifically, with
suitable orthonormal spline wavelet-type bases {0, },.ev, and {1} ey, of La(0,T) and
L5(0,1), respectively, we take

¢Vt7V17V2 (t’ L1, $2) = ||9Vt ® '¢1/1 ® ¢V2 H;,’l 914 (t) ¢V1 (xl) ¢V2 (xQ) .

Such Lg-orthonormal bases are provided by Donovan-Geronimo-Hardin multiwavelets [23].
Here, the normalization in X-norm ensures the Riesz basis property, which means that
for the coefficient sequence u in (1.3), we have c||ulls, < ||ullx < Clulle, with uniform
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constants. Since low-rank compressions within the method are computed with respect to
the fo-norm, this property is crucial for ensuring a total error bound in X-norm for the
computed approximations. However, similarly to the case of elliptic problems in [8], one
faces the issue that the scaling factor [|6,, ®1b,, @1, || does not have an explicit low-rank
form. In order to circumvent this problem, we devise new discretization-dependent low-
rank approximations for this diagonal scaling that are adapted to the present space-time
setting.

Note that our basic construction is different from the one of [12], where a wavelet
discretization in time is combined with a potentially completely different discretization
(for example, by finite elements) in space. The method that we consider here is based
on a standard product wavelet discretization in space and time as in [37], but rather uses
a particular nonlinear parameterization of basis coefficients for this discretization, where
time also plays a special role.

1.3. Conceptual overview and outline. The outline of this paper is as follows: In
Section 2, we discuss the underlying space-time variational formulation of [37] and its
wavelets Riesz basis representation, as well as particular requirements on the wavelet
bases in the high-dimensional setting.

In Section 3, we turn to basic aspects of the combination of adaptive sparse approxi-
mation in time with low-rank approximation in the spatial variables. We show that the
general framework for low-rank approximations in function spaces via basis representations
developed in [0, 8] can be adapted to the setting of separate low-rank representations for
each temporal basis index as in (1.4). In particular, we obtain analogous results for basis
coarsening and rank reduction procedures as in the case of a single low-rank representation
in [6].

In Section 4, we analyze new low-rank space-time diagonal preconditioners based on
exponential sum approximations. By these low-rank approximations, we account for the
lack of separability of the scaling factors arising in the multidimensional Riesz bases. This
is also a central issue in low-rank solvers for elliptic problems [3], but for space-time
formulations we need a new construction. We make crucial use of the structure of sepa-
rate tensor representations for each temporal basis index, allowing us to approximate the
diagonal entries of the preconditioner independently for each time index. These approxi-
mations are then realized by exponential sums based on the inverse Laplace transform of
s+ /s/(s+ a), where a > 0 depends on the corresponding time index.

In Section 5, we use the new low-rank approximations of diagonal scalings in a scheme
for constructing sparse and low-rank approximations of the basis representations of the
operators in the space-time formulation. These adaptive operator approximations are
subsequently the main constituents in obtaining residual approximations in our adaptive
scheme. We devise new techniques for the basis representations of temporal derivatives,
which here involve interaction between different low-rank representations, and for the
representation of the trace at the initial time. In particular the latter causes new difficulties
compared to the elliptic case, since it leads to an additional coupling between operator
representation ranks and maximum wavelet levels of the activated basis functions.

In Section 6, the resulting residual approximation scheme is used as the central compo-
nent of an adaptive method based upon an approximate Richardson iteration in sequence
space applied to the least-squares form of the space-time variational formulation. As a
first step, we show convergence of the method in the natural norm (1.2) to the exact
solution of the parabolic PDE. We then analyze the complexity of the method concern-
ing the total number of required elementary operations under typical assumptions on the
approximability of solutions. The first crucial ingredient in such complexity bounds are
near-optimal estimates for discretization index set sizes and low-rank representation ranks
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of intermediate results that are provided by the low-rank recompression and basis coars-
ening procedures. The second are bounds on the complexity of operator approximations.
Crucially, to estimate the cumulative effect of several steps in the iterative scheme, we
need to deal with the interactions between the sets of active basis indices and the low-
rank representations of operator approximations.

Finally, in Section 7 we give some first numerical illustrations of the new method for
large d, and in Section 8 summarize our conclusions and give an outlook on further open
questions.

1.4. Notation. In the remainder of this work, to simplify notation we denote by ||| the
ly-norm on the respective index set and by (,-) the corresponding inner product. By
A < B, we denote A < CB with a constant C > 0; A 2 B is defined as B < A, and
A< Bas A< Band A2 B.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Problem formulation. Let V, H be separable Hilbert spaces such that V' is densely
embedded in H. Identifying H with its dual H’, we obtain the Gelfand triple V — H <
V.

Let 0 < T < oo and I = [0,7]. We denote for a.e. t € I by a(t;-,-) a bilinear form on
V xV such that for all v, o € V the function t — a(t;v,?) is measurable on I. Furthermore,
for a.e. t € I we assume
(2.1a) la(t;v, )| < amax||v||v]|0]v  for all v, 0 € V (boundedness),

(2.1b) a(t;v,v) + Xo||v]|% > amin|[v]|3 forallv € V (coercivity)

for some constants 0 < amin < Gmax < 00 and Ag € R. For a.e. t € I, we can thus define
A(t) € L(V, V') by
(A, D)vrxy = alt;v, 0).
We consider linear parabolic problems of the form
(22) owu(t) + A(tu(t) = gt)  inV/,
u(0) =h in H,

for given g € Lo(I; V') and h € H.
We use the classical space-time weak formulation of the parabolic problem (2.2) analyzed

in the context of adaptive methods in [37]; see also [20, Ch. XVIII]. The trial space for
this formulation reads
(2.3) X =Ly(;V)NHY V') = {v € Ly(I;V) : O € Lo(I; V') },

the test space is
(2.4) Y =Lo(I;V) x H.
For v € X and (w1, ws) € Y, the corresponding norms are given by

1
2 2
lolle = (ol ey + 1901300

1
2
lwrwa)lly = (lhwalaqp) + lwalF) "

(2.5)

The space-time weak formulation of (2.2) for u € X now reads

(2.6) b(u,v) = f(v) forallve),
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with the bilinear form b: X x ) — R given by

(2.7) b(v,w) = /(&U(iﬁ), wi (1)) vrxy + a(t;v(t), wi(t)) dt + (v(0), we) g
I
and the functional f: ) — R given by

f(w) = / (9(8), wr (B) g dt + {hy ws) .

1

Theorem 2.1. The operator B € L(X,)Y') defined by (Bv)(w) = b(v,w) with b as in
(2.7), X as in (2.3) and Y as in (2.4) is boundedly invertible.

For a proof of this theorem and explicit bounds of the norms || B|| and ||[B~!|| we refer
to [37]. Our work specifically addresses problems with coercive spatial part, such as
A(t) = —A, where (2.1b) holds with A\g = 0. Note that for this class of problems, the
bounds for both B and B~! are in particular independent of the final time 7', as can be
seen from [37, Thm. 5.1]. With a modified norm on X’ that incorporates an initial trace at
t = 0, as shown in [14] this T-independence also holds when Ay > 0, but in what follows
we work with the standard norms as in (2.5).

Our construction of adaptive methods is based on an equivalent infinite matrix rep-
resentation of the problem (2.6) in terms of suitable wavelet Riesz bases. Let {6,},ev,
be a Riesz basis of Lo(I) such that {HHl,H;Ill(I)@V},,GW is a Riesz basis of H!(I), and let

{¥,},ev, be a Riesz basis of H such that {||¥,|;,'¥,},ev, is a Riesz basis of V and
(1%, [ ¥, }oev, is a Riesz basis of V.

Let S* and SY be real sequences with positive entries on V = V¢ x Vy and Vy, respec-
tively, that satisfy

1
2

(2.8) S v = (100l + 1043 19l ) 5 S = s I
uniformly for all vy € V4, v € Vx. Then, as noted in [37],

Sy = {(t,x) s G¥

Vt,Vx

0, (t) U, (T): 1y € Vi, 15 € \/X}
is a Riesz basis of X and
Sy = {(t.2) = (SY0(8) Wi (2),0) 5 14 € Vi v € ViU o (0,00, (2): ¢ € Vi)

is a Riesz basis of J. With V/ = V U Vy, we introduce the notation Xy = {X,},cv and
Yy = {Y,}uev for the elements of these collections. As a consequence, defining

_ B _ _
B = |:]_3;:| ) Bl == (b(XV’Yy/))VEV,V’E\W B2 = (b(XV’YVX))VE\/,VXEVX’

and identifying fo(V') with £2(V) X f3(Vy), one has that B defines an isomorphism from
05(V) to £a(V'). Moreover, with

f= [E} , B=(f(0),e, B2 = (F¥e))sev,

we have f € f5(V'). The infinite linear system of equations Bi = f thus has a unique
solution @ € f3(V), and u solving (2.6) can be represented as v = _ ., U, X,.
Let us now consider the structure of B. To this end, we introduce the diagonal scaling
matrices
5. _ (3X
(2 9) Dx = (SVtnyé(VthX)v(VévV;c))(Vt,ux),(yé,y)’()ev’
' D, — (§Y
Dy - (SVX6(Vt7VX7DX)7(Vé7V),uD>/c))(l/t,Vx,ﬂx),(llé,V;(,ﬁx)G\// '
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Using the bilinearity of b, as well as the definition of the bases of X and Y, we can rewrite
B in the form

(2.10) B= [Doy I(i] [qﬂ Dy,

where T and T are given by

T = (b(eyt 2, (6, @y, 0))) ety
(2.11)
Ty = (b(eyt ® \Ijuxu (07 ‘lll/,’()))

(yt,ux)ev,u,’(evx’

and where Iy = (6,,,/)ycv, -

Remark 2.2. Alternative weak formulations of (2.2) with choices of trial and test spaces
different from the ones in (2.6) are possible, such as the following one (see for example [11]):
find u € Ly(I; V) such that

[ttt 200 + a(t u®). o)) dt = [ a0) o) e+ o0

1 1

for all v € Lo(I; V) N {w € H(I;V'): w(T) = 0}. This formulation can be treated by a
straightforward adaptation of the techniques developed in this paper, and in fact alleviates
some of the technical difficulties associated to the treatment of initial values (see Section
5.4). However, since (2.6) yields stronger convergence of approximate solutions — in the
norm of X rather than Lo(I; V) — we use the weak formulation (2.6).

2.2. Second-order problems. In this work, we focus on the case where A(t) is a second-
order elliptic operator on Q = (0,1)%, where V = H}(Q), H = L2(Q2), V' = H7}(Q), and
A(t): V. — V' is given by

(2.12) A(t)v ==V, - M(t)Vav+q(t) - Vyv +c(t)v, veV,

with suitable M (t) € R¥*9 ¢(t) € RY, ¢(t) € R.

For this problem posed on a product domain, we use a particular construction of spatial
wavelet Riesz bases of V' and V' with tensor product structure, based on the following
assumptions. With a countable index set Vi, let {¢,},ev, be an orthonormal basis of
L2(0,1) that is at the same time a Riesz basis of H}(0,1) and of H~1(0,1) with the
respective normalizations. For each v € V1, we denote by |v| the wavelet level of the basis

function v,,. We then set V4 = szl V1 as well as ¥, = ®f:1 ¥y, so that

1

d
2
19l = (X IenlZnon)’s v € Vs
=1

We then easily verify the following observations made in similar form in [21, Sec. 2] and [37,
Sec. 8].

Proposition 2.3. For {U,},cy, on Q= (0,1)? with V = H}(Q), H = L2(Q) as above,
which in particular is an orthonormal basis of H, we have the following:
(1) {19, )I;' 9, }vev, is a Riesz basis of V., where with constants independent of d,

> wlwlite,

veVx

v = for all v = (vy)pev, € la(Vx).

\%4

(ii) With constants independent of d,

H\IIVXHV/ ~ quyx”;l for Vx € \/X'
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(iii) {1y |lv Py, }rev, is a Riesz basis of V', where with constants independent of d,

vl = [ 3 wlw e,

vEVx

V’ for all v = (vy)vev, € la(Vx).

Note that for the d-independence of the constants in Proposition 2.3, it is crucial that we
start from Ly(0, 1)-orthonormal univariate wavelets {¢, },ecv,, since (as observed in [21])
otherwise the constants would depend exponentially on d, eventually leading to exponential
scaling of the computational costs of our method. The same restriction in the choice of
univariate wavelets applies to the adaptive low-rank methods for elliptic problems treated
in [8].

Although our adaptive solver can be formulated for quite general choices of basis func-
tions satisfying the above requirements, our complexity analysis requires a further restric-
tion. In what follows, we assume that both {6,, },,ev, and {¥, },ev, are spline wavelet-type
bases that are orthonormal in L2(0,7") and L2(0, 1), respectively, with sufficiently many
vanishing moments and such that

diamsupp 6, < 2~ Iml, diam supp ¥, < 2~V

uniformly in 14 € V¢ and v € V1. These conditions are satisfied by Donovan-Geronimo-
Hardin multiwavelets [23].

Remark 2.4. Note that other types of wavelets could be used. For the spatial basis,
the most crucial property is Lo-orthonormality and sufficient regularity of the univari-
ate wavelets, which is also provided, for example, by standard Daubechies wavelets with
boundary adaptation. Our analysis can be applied in this case, but better compressibility
of operators and easier computation of matrix entries are achieved with wavelets that are
in addition piecewise polynomial. Concerning the temporal basis functions, our analysis
can be adapted to other wavelets that provide a sufficiently sparse representation of the
identity and of the time derivative operator. In particular, in combination with the alter-
native variational form discussed in Remark 2.2, the wavelets constructed specifically for
this purpose in [14] could also be used; these have the disadvantage, however, of vanishing
at t = 0. This means that the initial condition needs to be resolved by strong adap-
tive refinement for small times, which in the present setting would lead to unfavorable
quantitative performance.

We now introduce sequences S* and SY as in (2.8) that are suitable for our purposes.
First, we take SY = ||, ||;;' for v € Vy, so that the second relation in (2.8) holds with
equality. Thus with

(2.13) D= (%[l 0u)

V,JE Vs

and Ity = (0,,07)v,7ev,, We have

(2.14) Dy=L®D.

Concerning S¥, for 6,, ® ¥, € X, with Proposition 2.3(ii) we obtain

1

1 1
(||‘I’ux’|?qg(9) + ”914||%11(1)||‘I’ux||§171(9)) s (H\Ijlfo%{é(Q) + ||9ut||§{1(1)||‘I’ux||;1§(9)) ’

[ L2 O N Proyes

1Yol ()

with constants independent of d. Thus for

v,
(2.15) ¢, — 2H M) 7
P Iy 10l

the first relation (2.8) also holds true with constants independent of d.
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In what follows, we assume A(t) to be time-independent, that is, A(t) = A for some
A:V — V’; under this assumption, by Ls-orthonormality of the wavelet bases, the oper-
ator T has the form

(2.16) T=LT,+ T ®I.
We define

(2.17) B, = Dy(T; ® I)Dy,
(2.18) By = Dy(I; ® Tx)Dy.

To avoid technicalities, we restrict ourselves to the case where A(t) = A is a second-order
elliptic operator, especially on the model case of the heat equation, where A(t) = —A.
The extension to the case of general second-order operators with constant coefficients
M, q and c in (2.12) is then immediate from the results of [¢], see Remark 5.3 for fur-

ther details. Coefficients with spatial and temporal variability can be treated with our
approach, where a convergent method can be obtained by a suitably adapted operator
compression. However, depending on the particular assumptions on the coefficients, the
complexity analysis of the method can then become substantially more difficult. To give
a concrete example, let us consider replacing coefficients depending smoothly on time by
a polynomial approximation in time. This leads again to an operator representation that
is a sum of Kronecker products as in (2.16), but with a number of terms depending on the
error tolerance, and the additional terms require a more involved compression procedure.
This will be considered in more detail in future work.

3. ADAPTIVE LOW-RANK APPROXIMATIONS

3.1. Hierarchical tensors. The low-rank approximations considered here rely on hier-
archical tensors [28,29] as a particular format for low-rank representations of higher-order
tensors. Since we will be exclusively interested in tensors on the index set Vi = Vi x---xV1,
we state the following basic results for tensors indexed by V. For a detailed treatment of

hierarchical tensor representations, we refer to [28, Ch. 11] and [5].
The starting point for defining the hierarchical format is a binary dimension tree Ty,
which is a hierarchy of subsets of o* = {1,...,d}, which is the root element of T;. For

a C o, we write a = o* \ a.. Starting with the root element o* € Ty, for each o € Ty
with #a > 1, there exist precisely two disjoint children a1, as € T4 such that o = a1 U .
Consequently, {1},...,{d} € Tg; these elements are referred to as leaves. Moreover, Ty
has tree structure in the sense that for each «, 8 € Ty with a # 5, either a C S or 8 C «
oranpg=40.

Hierarchical tensor formats are based on low-rank representations of matricizations of
a given tensor, which result from arranging its entries in matrix form. For v € Vi, let
Vo = (Vi)ica. The a-matricization of v € f5(Vy) is given by

mat,(v) = (V,/)Vaev:;f&a7yacevcll—#a )

and we define rank,(v) = rank mat,(v) with the abbreviation rank;(v) = rank;,(v) for
i=1,....d.

Definition 3.1. Let a fixed binary dimension tree T4 be given.

(a) The set of effective edges of T4 are the pairs
Eq = {{a,a}: a € Ty \ {a'}},

For each e € Eg4, we define the representer [e] as the o € e such that a € Ty; if this
element is not unique, we make an arbitrary choice of [e].
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o = {1,2,3,4} [aﬂ = [a;]

/N

Oj{ = {172} O‘; = {374}

/N )]
{1y {2 [CII C3

Dimension tree Ty Effective edges Eq4

{23] [3}] [{4}]

FIGURE 1. Example of a binary dimension tree Ty and its corresponding
effective edges E; in dimension d = 4.

(b) The set of tensors of hierarchical rank at most r = (7¢)cer, with 7. € No U {oco} for
e € B, is then defined as

H(r) = {V € ly(Vy): rank[e](v) <r.forallee€ Ed}.

(c) For v € £2(Vy), we define a notation for the hierarchical rank vector in terms of the
matrix ranks of matricizations by

rank(v) = (rank (V))eeEd'

The effective edges E4 in the above definition correspond to the matricizations that de-
fine the hierarchical tensor format associated to T,. Here matricizations that are identical
up to transposition (which correspond to the same rank constraint) are treated as a single
effective edge. An illustration of a binary dimension tree T4 and its corresponding effective
edges E,; for dimension d = 4 is presented in Figure 1. For the number of effective edges
associated to an arbitrary binary dimension tree, one readily verifies #E; = 2d — 3.

For each a € Ty \ {a*}, there exists an orthonormal system {Uf}r—1  rank.(v) i

Ez(\/#a), a so-called mode frame, that is an orthonormal basis of rangemat,(v). For
a € Ty\ {a*} with #«a > 1, for the children oy, as € Ty of «, one has

ranke,(v) rankay(v)

(3.1) Up= Y > bR, KU @UR, k=1,... rank.(v),
=1 =1
with the ¢ransfer tensors b* given by by, , = (Uy, UZI ®U‘Z‘22>. The nestedness property
(3.1) implies the restriction rank,(v) < rank,, (v) rank,,(v) on the possible ranks. With
respect to the fixed dimension tree T;, we denote the set of feasible rank vectors in
(No U {00} )B4 of hierarchical tensors by R.
For v € l5(Vy), in a first step we have the decomposition

rankaala (v) ranka§ (v)

_ a* o] o
ve ) )L bRLUL ey
l1=1 la=1

where a7, a3 are the children of the root element a* and where b = ((V, UZ{ ®UZT>) by
note that in this particular case, rank,:(v) = ranka;(v), since the children of the root
share (up to transposition) the same matricization. Applying (3.1) recursively, we obtain
a representation of v by b®", by the transfer tensors b® for all a € T\ {a*} with #a > 1,
and by the mode frames {Ug}} k=1,...,rank; (v) for ¢ = 1,...,d. All operations on hierarchical
tensors are then performed exclusively on these representation components. Note that
hierarchical tensors that arise as intermediate results in computations can also be given
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in terms of non-orthogonal mode frames and transfer tensors with rank parameters larger
than the actual hierarchical rank; in this case, we speak of representation ranks.

3.2. Adaptive methods for parabolic problems. Inlow-rank methods based on space-
time variational formulations, the time variable can be treated as a separate tensor mode
in a low-rank decomposition as in [, 13]. However, as noted above, this has disadvantages
both concerning the basic approximability of solutions and concerning some algorithmic
aspects that we comment on in detail in Remark 4.5. Instead, we combine sparse approxi-
mation in the time variable with adaptive low-rank approximation in the spatial variables.

The main idea is to use low-rank representations in the spatial variables independently
for each time basis index, which leads to approximations with the following structure:
Denoting by e,, € ¢2(V) the Kronecker vector with e,, = (0y, u)pceve, any u € lo(V) =
l5(Vy X Vy) can be written uniquely in the form

(3.2) u= > e, Qu,,
V€V

where u,, € f2(Vx) are to be represented in hierarchical tensor format independently for
each 14 € Vi, with a shared fixed dimension tree T4. We say that u has spatial components
(uy, )y ev, and define

rank,, (u) = rank(u,,) .

To simplify notation, we write
rank.,(u) = H(|rankyt(u)\oo),/tHZoo )

in other words, rank.,(u) denotes the maximum of the maximum rank of the hierarchical
tensors associated to the temporal basis indices. Similarly, for (r,),ev, € RV, we write

rankm((ryt)ut€V¢) = H(’rl/t‘oo)lft‘ loo *

3.2.1. Near-optimal low-rank recompression. For the hierarchical tensor format, best ap-
proximations for given rank bounds always exist, and truncation of hierarchical singular
value decompositions (HSVD) yields near-best approximations. In the case of a single hi-
erarchical tensor representation, in the approach of [6], the low-rank approximation error
is quantified in terms of the maximum entry of the hierarchical rank tuple. In present
case of a sequence of tensor representations, we adapt this concept and quantify approx-
imation errors in terms of the f,-norm of the maximum ranks of the hierarchical tensor
representations of each temporal basis index.

Any v € f3(Vx) has an HSVD representation with mode frames {Ug}i—1. . ranka(v)
that are left singular vectors of mat,(v) for each o € Ty \ {a*}. The corresponding
singular values of these matricizations are denoted by of(v), k = 1,...,rank,(v). We
next consider low-rank approximations in the form (3.2) by termwise truncation of HSVD
representations. To this end, we first introduce notions of minimal ranks for a given target
accuracy 7. Note that in specifying the arising matricizations, we employ Definition 3.1(a).

Definition 3.2. For v € /3(V) with spatial components (v, )y,ev, and (ry)uev, € R
with ry, = (7,,¢)eck,, We define

(e v) = ( Y Y \U,geuvw)f)%.

v eVt e€Bq k>ryy e
For any n > 0, we choose r(v,n) € RY* with minimal ranks (r(v,n)) such that
A(r(v,m); v) < ;

that is, we choose hierarchical ranks to satisfy this bound such that the maximum of the
maximum hierarchical ranks is minimized.
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For r € R and v € f3(Vy), we denote by Pg, the linear mapping which applied to v
yields the HSVD truncation to hierarchical rank r. With the definition of minimal ranks
r(v,n) for a given target accuracy 7, writing r(v,n) = (ry, )y, ev, We define

(33) PW(V) = Z Cu ® vatyrutht
v EVy
where v is in the form (3.2). Then we have by definition
v —Py(v)| < A(r(v,n);v) <, rank,, (Py(Vv)) =r,, 1 € Vi

Based on the representation (3.2), for (ry,)uev, € R"t, we introduce the class of repre-
sentations with bounded ranks

}"((rl,t)ytevt) = { Z ey, ®Vy, vy € H(r,) for all 1, € \/t}.

vEEVY

As the following proposition shows, the quasi-optimality result for approximation by HSVD
truncation carries over to this class of approximations.

Proposition 3.3. Let v € (5(V) and kp = v/2d — 3. Then for (r,,)uev, € R"*, one has

3.4 M(rw)umevi; V) < kK inf w—v|.
(3.4 ((wneviv) <we b w—v]|

Proof. For the approximation of v € £5(Vy) by elements of #(r) for any r = (7¢)ccr, € R,

we have
ST N ol @) < ke inf w2
e€Ey k>re wWEH()

Writing v € ¢5(V) in the form (3.2), we obtain
)\2

((th)VtEVt;V) < ’43123 inf HWVt - Vl/c”2
w

vt €V vt vy
=K3 Z inf e, ®wy, — ey, @V, |
v=va Wy, EH(ru)
—kd il w2
WE}—((rut)yte\/t)

for any choice of (r,, ), ev,, where we used that the entries on each sum are disjoint. [

For r € Ny, we define the best approximation errors with maximum rank r by

or(v) = inf{Hv —w| :w € F((ry)w) with (r,)nev, € RV, ranke ((1,)s,) < r}.

For each 7 > 0, we introduce corresponding best approximation ranks by choosing r(v,n) €
RVt such that

ranko (F(v, 7)) = min{r € No: 0.(v) < n}.
The following lemma provides an analogue of [0, Lemma 2] and is proved in the same
manner using the Proposition 3.3. For the reader’s convenience, the proof can be found
in Appendix B.

Lemma 3.4. Fiz any o > 0. For any u,v,n satisfying ||lu — v|| < n, one has

A~

(3.5) lu = PrparaymW)Il < (T+rp(1+a))n
while
(3.6) ranko (Pnp(l+a)n(v)) < rankoo (F(u, an)).

We now consider corresponding approximation classes in the same way as for a single
low-rank representation in [0, Definition 4]. For simplicity, we adopt the same notation.
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Definition 3.5. We call a positive, strictly increasing sequence vy = (v(n))n N with
~7(0) =1 and y(n) — oo as n — oo a growth sequence. For a given growth sequence v, we

define

Vllag) = sup A(rjor(v), — Aly) = {veba(v): [Ivilag) < oo}
rciNo

We call the growth sequence v admissible if

(n)

P~y = sup < oo,

neN 7(” - 1)
which corresponds to a restriction of at most exponential growth. By y~': Rt — Ny, we
denote the left-continuous inverse of ~.

Note that v € A(y) means that a target accuracy ¢ can be realized with maximum ranks
of the size v~ (||v| .4(1)/€), so that a rank bound of the form v~ (C||v|| 4,)/€), where C
is any constant, is near-optimal.

We close this section with a final result about the HSVD recompression operator defined
in (3.3), where we assume that the approximand u is an element of an approximation class

A()-

Theorem 3.6. Let kp = v/2d — 3 and o > 0. Assume that u € A(y) with an admissible
growth sequence vy and that v € la(V) satisfies |[u — v|| < n for n > 0. Then defining
Wy = Pp4a)(V), one has

[u—wyll < (1+kp(1+a))n, rankeo (wr) < v~ (pyllull 4/ (am)),
and
[Wnllac) < (@ (14 kp(1 4+ @) + 1)[[ul a¢)-

Using Lemma 3.4, the statement can be proved exactly in the same way as for a single
low-rank representation, see [0, Theorem 6]. Note that here, the restriction to admissible ~y
is not essential for obtaining rank bounds using Lemma 3.4, but for +y of faster growth (cor-
responding to faster than exponential decay of matricization singular values) one obtains
only weaker information on quasi-optimality of ranks than provided by Theorem 3.6.

3.2.2. Contractions and coarsening. In addition to the near-optimal low-rank recompres-
sion operator, we need a way to select finitely many basis indices for approximation in each
mode frame. For this mechanism we adapt the concept of lower-dimensional contractions
used in [0, 8].

The basic idea of the coarsening operator is to reduce the complexity of given coeffi-
cient sequences in tensor representations by discarding basis indices of all coefficients of
sufficiently small absolute value. At the same time, in our present setting we also need
to preserve the Cartesian product structure of spatial index sets, separately for each time
index. We use the following standard notions of best N-term approximation.

Definition 3.7. For any countable index set V, A C V, and v € #5(V), we define the
restriction Ryv to be equal to v on A, and zero on VV \ A. For s > 0, we define

(3.7) [Vllaswy = sup (N +1)° inf [[v—Rav||
NeNy ACvV
#AN
and the approximation class

A7) = {v € La(V) : |IV] sy < oo} .

It can be shown that A%(V) is a quasi-Banach space with the quasinorm defined in
(3.7); that is, [|-[| 4s(¢) satisfies the properties of a norm except for the triangle inequality.
Where no confusion can arise, we write A* = A%(V). The following statements are direct
consequences of the definition of the A*-quasinorm.
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Proposition 3.8. For v,w € A%(V), the A®-quasinorm has the following properties:

(1) [[v 4+ wlas < 2°(v]las + [Iwl]l.as)-

(ii) If #supp(v) < N, we have ||v|4s < N¥||v|.
(iii) If vy is a best N-term approzimation of v, then ||v||4s > (N + 1)%||v — vn]|.
(iv) ||RaV|las < ||V]las for any A C V.

In our present setting, we apply this notion of approximation classes separately to
the lower-dimensional sets of basis indices in each tensor mode. As in case of single
tensor representations used for elliptic problems in [0, 8], we use the concept of near
best N-term approximations based on tensor contractions. These contractions as defined
below can be interpreted as lower-dimensional densities of coefficient tensors. Here we
extend the concept of contractions to our combined spatial low-rank and temporal sparse
approximation by using the set of contractions for each low-rank approximation of each
time basis index.

Definition 3.9. For v € /3(Vy), where Vi = X?Zl Vi, and i = 1,...,d, we define the

(spatial) contractions () (v) = (Wff) (v)) € l5(V1) by their entries

HEVL

1
ﬂ!(f)(v) = ( Z s Z Z cee Z ’Vw,...,ui_l,u,w.;.l,...,ud’2> 27 M E V1.

V1EVL Vi 1€V1V;i41€VL Vg€Vl

Let w € ¢5(V) with spatial components (wy, ),.ev,, where V. = V¢ X V. For i =1,...,d,
we define the spatio-temporal contractions

() (w) = (ﬂ-g‘) (Wy, )) (Vi ) EVEX V1

as well as the temporal contractions

w0w) = (), L, = (9l

Vg EVy

The direct computation of these quantities would involve high-dimensional summations.
The observations from [6] show that this can be avoided due to orthogonality properties of
the tensor formats. These also apply in the present setting, because the summations are
evaluated independently for each time index. In our case, we have the following analogous
basic properties of the contractions.

Proposition 3.10. Let v € l5(V) with spatial components (Vy, )vev, -
(i) We have ||v|| = |7 (v)|,i =1,...,d.
(ii) Let A,(,Zt) CVq foreachi=1,...,d and vy € V¢ and let
A= U {wn} xA,(ji) X e xA&f),
V€V

then we have

d ;
(33 Moravl (23 X IsRmP)

neVei=l ) evi\aY)

(ili) Fori =1,...,d, let in addition U,(,? be the mode frames and U](j’yt) be the sequence
of mode-i singular values of an HSVD of v,,. Then

1
et ) = (N0, Pl )
k
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At certain points we need a slightly modified notation of Proposition 3.10(ii). We define

U{Vtyl VlEA }

v €V

and from (3.8) obtain

d
39) I - Ravl < (LI w) - Ry u?) < Zuw () ~ Ry n (V)]
i=1
Additionally we have the following subaddivity property, which is an immediate conse-
quence of the triangle inequality.

Proposition 3.11. Let N € N and v,, € lo(V),n=1,...,N. Then fori=1,...,d and
vy € V1, 1y € Vi, we have

ﬂ%Z)Xﬂhw

n=1

As in the case of a single tensor representation, we perform coarsening of v with spatial
components in low-rank representation by selecting index sets by best N-term approxi-
mations of the contractions 7(*%) (v). The resulting spatial basis index sets have Cartesian
product structure separately for each temporal basis index. We determine these index sets
by rearranging the entire set of all contractions of all mode frames of all temporal indices
indices, given by

{ (tl) Vxevl,VtG\/t,izl,...,d},

l/tl/

to a non-increasing sequence

2(5i(1) (£,2(2)) (t,i(4))
0V 2 M@ (V) 2 2 G (V) 2
where i(j) € {1,...,d}, v (j) € Vi and vi(j) € Vi for each j € N. We retain only the
N largest from thls ordering and redirect them to the respective dimension bins and time
indices,

{1/ ) iy —zyt(])—yt,jzl,...,N}.
Now for each time index 14 € V¢, we consider the Cartesian product index set
d .
Ay (v, N) = X AP (v, N)
i=1

and denote by A(v,N) the union of these product sets combined with their respective
time indices, that is,

(3.10) A, N)= | ({n} x Ay (v, N)) C V.

By construction,

d
SN #AD(V,N) <N

nEeVy =1

and

d
CXIND 55 DD DRRNETTUEERN & 30 Sl SRS P I

v eVy 1=1 Vxe(\/l\A(u? (v,N)) VeV 1= l (\/1\/\(”)
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where A ranges over all sets that can be written in the form

d d
(3.12) A= U {ri} x X A(Vlt), where Z Z#A(Jt) <N.
VEEVy =1 U EVy i=1
Proposition 3.12. For any v € {5(V) with spatial components (Vy,)u,ev, we have
(3.13) v = Raw.m vl < pun(v),
where

‘ :
(3.14) uN<v>=<ZZ 3 |w£t:9x<v>|2),

MEVHIEL  e(vi\AL (v.N))
and for any A satisfying (3.12), we have
(3.15) Iv = Ragymyvll < fin(v) < Vllv = Ryv.

Proof. The bound (3.13) is an immediate consequence of (3.8). Let now be A be as in the
assumption, then by using (3.13) and (3.11) we obtain

d
V=RaemvIP< D> > Il

€Vy 1=1 NG
neEVei=ly, e(vinAD)

- Z v, = RA(ult)x\/1x~~-><\/1V”tH2 to A v - R\/1><-~~><\/1><1Ax(uctl)vytH2
Ve EVy

< Z dllvy, — R[\VthcHZ

vt EVy
=d|v— RAVHQ,
where we used in the last line that e,, ® v,, have disjoint support for each vy € Vy. O

The sorting of the set of all contractions can be replaced by a quasi-sorting by binary
binning, which corresponds to the one-dimensional case of the coarsening operator, see
[11,21,35]. For each N € N, we can compare A(v,N) to the index set A(v, N) that
satisfies the conditions in (3.12) as well as

(3.16) v — Rz Vvl = min v —w]|.
AN 5, supp(ne) (w)) <N

As a consequence of (3.15),
(3.17) Iv = Ra, VIl < v (v) < kiellv = Ramvll, ke =V,

with pn(v) from (3.14).

In our adaptive scheme we need a corresponding procedure that yields the smallest
index set such that the computable error bound py(v) is below a given threshold 7. To
this end, we define N(v,n) = min{N : pun(v) < n}. The corresponding thresholding
procedure is then given by

A~

(3.18) Cy(v) = Ra(v,n (v V-

3.2.3. Combination of Tensor Recompression and Coarsening. We complete this section
by the following main result on the combination of low-rank recompression and basis
coarsening. It is an extension of Theorem 3.6 and shows that both reduction techniques
combined are optimal up to uniform constants and stable with respect to ||-[|4s and ||-[| 4(,)
for the the mode frames and the low-rank approximability, respectively.
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Theorem 3.13. Letu,v € l2(V) withu € A(7), where v is an admissible growth sequence,
7D € A5 fori=1,...,d and |[u —v| < n. As before let kp = v/2d — 3 and kg = Vd.
Then for

= Crctup(trarn (Panciran(¥))

we have

(3.19) lu—wy,| < (14 xp(1+ )+ kelrp +1)(1+a))n
as well as

(3.20) rankoo (wy) <57 (pa]lullagy)/(am)),

Wil ey < Cillull gy,

where C1 = a™ (1 + kp(1 +a)) + 1 and

1
s

S 4 supp(r)(w,) < 20 o S(ZHF“ \us) ,
=1

=1

ZHW“ (wn)las < Ca ZHW“ )las

with Cy = 2°(1+2°) + 2% (1 4 kp(1 + a) + ko(kp + 1)(1 + a))dm>xtst,

(3.21)

To prove this theorem we follow the lines of [, Theorem 7]. For the convenience of the
reader, the proof is given in Appendix B.

Remark 3.14. The coarsening as well as the recompression routine require a HSVD of
their inputs. For each finitely supported v € f5(V), using the bound for the costs of
each component v,, € lo(Vy), 14 € Vi, given in hierarchical format, the total number
of operations required for computing these decompositions for v is bounded by a fixed
multiple of

>~ (divamky, (v) 4 + rank,, () 2 Z#supp v.)))

vt €V

d
< drankl, (v)# supp(r() (v)) + rankZ, (v) Y _ #supp(r") (v)),

i=1
and the right-hand side can be estimated by
d

2 rank?_(v) Z # supp(7 ) (v)).
i=1
When the HSVD needs to be computed for redundant hierarchical tensor representations
with representation ranks greater than rank,, (v) for 14 € V¢, the latter need to be replaced
by the respective representation ranks in the above bound.

4. Low-RANK PRECONDITIONING

The scaling matrices Dy and Dy from (2.9) and (2.14) play an important role, similarly
to the elliptic case treated in [%], in the sense that the operator B defined in (2.10) is
boundedly invertible with condition number independent of the spatial dimension d. But
even though the operators T and Ty from (2.11) have an explicit low-rank representation,
since the scaling matrices do not have finite-rank representations, the operator B generally
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still has unbounded ranks. To solve this problem we define scaling operators D x and Dy
that are equivalent to Dy and Dy in the sense that

(4.1) IDAD, D' Dl < oo, [[DyD3!|l, [D3'Dyl| < oo,

but that at the same time can be approximated by separable operators in an efficient and
quantifiable way. For practical purposes, the corresponding bounds in (4.1) should not be
too large.

With such equivalent substitute scaling matrices Dy and Dy, and with

g1 = (f(th ® \Ill/xv 0))(Vt,l/x)€\/7 g2 = (f(07 \I’V))VEVxﬂ

we obtain a modified system

B Dygi
(1.2 u=t. B gl =P
where
(4.3) B, = DyTD/y, By =TyDvx.

Here we gain low-rank approximability based on the fact that the scaling matrices Dy
and Dy can be efficiently approximated by separable operators. Furthermore, based on
(4.1), the bi-infinite matrix B is still boundedly invertible.

In the remainder of this section, we give a construction of appropriate Dy and Dy.
For Dy, we can make use of the fact that D is well understood in the sense of low-rank
approximability [3, Section 4.1]. For the matrix Dy, we develop a new type of low-rank
approximation.

4.1. Scaling matrix Dy. With E,, = el,telt for vy € V¢, we construct Dy in the form
DX - Z EVt ®DX,1/t .
v EVy

The construction of each Dy ,, follows a similar idea as [8] based on exponential sum
approximations with bounds on the relative error. Here we obtain substitutes for the
expressions in (2.15) for each fixed 14 that have efficient low-rank approximations. In the
following result of this type, an important role is played by the Dawson function F', which
is defined as

(4.4) F(z)=e" / s ds.

Theorem 4.1. For each a > 0, let
aq(z) = ate?, we(x) = 7r_1/2a_1/2(1 - 2em/2F(em/2))ex/2 .
For an arbitrary but fixed 6 € (0,1), let hy be chosen such that

o2

45 0 < ha <
(4.5) T 3In(1+1052)

and set
(4.6) ng =nt(8) = [2h; ' In(vaerfc 1 (5/2))] .
Then, defining
nt
Dan(s) = > hawa(khg)e ®FMa)s 0, (s) = lim g p(s),

n—oo
k=—n



A SPACE-TIME ADAPTIVE LOW-RANK METHOD FOR PARABOLIC PDES 19

one has

NG
s+a
For any n > 0 and K > 1, provided that

n > min{n € No : max{ fo(1, han), fo(K, hen)} < min{4/2, 77}}
where f, is defined by

fa(s,y) = 2\/36_367%7 (6_%) + erf (\/ge_%> ,

one has in addition

(4.7)

- (I)a,oo(s) =

< 5£ for all s € [1,00).
s+a

(4.8) Vs —@an(s)’ Séﬁ for all s € [1, K],
s+a ' s+a
(4.9) |Pa00(S) — Pan(s)] < 77i for all s € [1, K].
s+a
The proof of this theorem is given in Appendix A. We define Spin = (HelivIlH‘I/qu)_l
and set
(410) vy, = Sr2ninH0VtHH1(I)7 Vg € Vi.

In addition, let the values of ¢, ha,, and nj{yt for each 1y € V¢ be fixed according to
Theorem 4.1, where h,,, are chosen as the upper bound in (4.5). Then, for any 1, € V4
and n = (ny, )yev, C No, we define

S:x = SminPa,, n (SgiinH\IijH%/)

n,Vt,Vx
as well as
_ _ X
Dvahant - (DX,nV>Vt - <Snyt,ut,l/xvl/ml’x> .
I/xe\/x

As a consequence of this definition, Dy ,, can be approximated as a sum of 1+n,,, (§)+nq,,
separable terms for each time index v4. In the limit n — oo, we obtain the reference scaling

X
DXthVVt = (DXV)Vt = (Sljt,l/xvlltyyx)uxe\/x
where

SX = lim SX = Smin(I)aut,OO(SIQnin”\IijH%/)'

ViVx T oo DTl

In the next step we rephrase the statements (4.8) and (4.9) in terms of the scaling
matrix Dy ,. Note that for any K > 1, the bounds (4.8) and (4.9) hold true for spatial
indices in the subset

(4.11) Ag = {vx € Vit 2V [} < K}

In addition, we define
My, (n; K) = min{n € Np: max{fayt(l, ha,, 1), fa,, (K, haytn)} < min{é/Q,n}},
MX,U,W (K) = M-Xﬂft (6/27 K)a

where a,, is given by (4.10). Then for all 1 € V¢, n > 0 and K > 1, we obtain for
n > M, (n; K) the estimates

‘ (Sl‘fﬂlx) - (Slifﬂjx - SX

nvl’tal’x)

<6, [(SE.) N (SE L, - ST

n,vy »UX)

=1

These estimates are a direct consequence of (4.8) and (4.9) as well as (4.10) and the
definition of S¥ in (2.15).
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In our present setting, we generally have different spatial index sets for each time index.
With this in mind, we define for K = (K,,),,ev, the index set

(4.12) Ak = | {n} x Ax,,
VtEVy
and set
Mx (n; K) = (M-Xﬂft (m; K'jt))llte\/t ) MX70(K) = (MX,OM (K ))umev,-

Then for any 7 > 0 and K > 1, provided that n > My (n; K) (with these inequalities to be
understood componentwise), we have

(4.13) D% (Dx = Dan)Racl <6, D3 (Dx = D n)Racll <.
Furthermore, as a consequence of (4.7) we have

(4.14) 1-6< (5%, ) s¥

nWe,Ux —

<1496, (n,vx) € V.

The function wy,, is positive on all of its domain. However, we can use

B (e2) =1-2e"2F(e/?)

together with the fact that the Dawson function is strictly increasing in the interval [0, %]
[16] to conclude that wg,, (—khq, ) > 0 for all k& > 7~—1In(3). Therefore, for n,, >
apy

~2—1In(3) we have by definition

apg

X X
Sﬂ sVt Ux — SVt Ux
and by (4.14), (S,j‘z,/ ) S,fy e < 1+6. Under the additional restrictions vx € Ak,
and n > Mo, (K,,), we have the corresponding lower bound (S; , )~ S,Alit e > 10

We summarize the above observation as follows.
Remark 4.2. For the diagonal operators Dy, Dy, Dy n we have
(4.15) D' Dl <146, [D3'Dxll < (1-6)7",
which means that the spectral condition number of D' Dy is bounded by (1+6)/(1—4).
Moreover, for n = (n,, )yev, with n,, > ﬁ In(3), we have
ID3' Dl <1446

and for any K = (K, )y,ev, > 1 and n > 0,

(1=08)|Dav| < || Dxnv] < (1+0)|Dyv| when supp(v) C Ak.

To bound the ranks in the iteration, we will need an upper bound for My ,, (n; K) for
given n > 0, K € R and 14 € V.

Lemma 4.3. Let 0 << 1,K € R and vy € Vy. Then we have
(416) Mo (5 K) < 1+ 207! (C + In(min{s/2, n})

+ 3 1n(ay,) + max{0, § In(K) — In(a,,)} )
where C' = In(-%).

v
Proof. We define
o 4) = e~y {1, V)

Using that %(aj) =1-2zF(x) nd F(0) = 0, one obtains F(x) < z for all z > 0.
Analogously, we have erf(z) < —z for all x > 0. Combining this with ¢ + b <

a\w'A
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2max{c,c !} yields fa,, (5,Y) < ga,, (y) for all y € R,s € [1, K]. Choosing the smallest
n € N such that g,,, (nha,, ) < n yields

n—1< 2h;”1t (C + In(min{é/2,n})| + %ln(al,t) + max{0, % In(K) —In(ay,)})

with C = 111(%). Due to fa,, (s,7ha,,) < ga,, (nha, ) < n for all s € [1, K], we have
My ., (n; K) < n, from which (4.16) follows. O

Note that the upper bound does not only depend on the time index 14 via a,, but also
on the spatial support at this given time index via K,,.

Remark 4.4. The step size h,,, is not fixed, but depends by a,, on the time index vt.
By definition, one has a,, ~ 2. If we set ha,, to the upper bound in (4.5), we get
ha,, = |1| 1. Based on the result of ha,,, one can easily see that njut grows quadratically

in [11|. For the lower bound for n, we obtain n > ;2 In(3).
ayy

Remark 4.5. In the present approach, Dy ,, is approximated by a finite sum of separable
terms independently for each 1y € Vi, and the approximation of each Dy, acts on
precisely one low-rank representation associated to the time index 1. This depends on
our particular approximation format with separate low-rank representations for each each
v;. When instead aiming for low-rank approximations treating the time-dependence as an
additional tensor mode, one would instead need a direct low-rank approximation of Dy,
which appears to be a substantially more difficult problem, and we are not aware of suitable
error-controlled constructions of this type; see [1], however, for heuristic approaches for
obtaining low-rank approximations of a rescaling equivalent to D y.

4.2. Scaling matrix Dy. The scaling operator Dy has the form Dy = I; ® D with D as
in (2.13). An equivalent scaling operator D for D, which can be approximated by a finite
sum of separable operators, is given in [3, Section 4.1]. In this chapter we will recapitulate
the relevant results. Subsequently, we adapt these results to obtain Dy. Therefore we
use that we have the identity in the time and can approximate the scaling matrix D
independently for each time index corresponding to its associated spatial support.

We first recall the construction of D and D,,. Let § € (0,1) and

he (o, ﬂij} nt = [h  max{4r~3, /[In(3/2)]}],
5(|In 5[44)
alz) =1+ %), w(z)= 277_%(1 +¢e)7h
With the exponential sums
nt
Onn(t) = Z haw (kh)e~ kMt Oh,ool(t) = lm ¢p (%)

n—00
k=—n

we define D and D,, by
D,v= (ST‘L/:VVV)I/GVX’ where SXV = Smin@h.n (Sr%lmH‘lf,,H%/),
Dv = (Sl‘,/vy)yevx, where SY = Smin®h.co (S2inllTLI13)-

Next, we state the relevant results on the equivalent scaling matrix, where we refer to [,
Section 4.1] for more details. For n >0, h€ R, 0 < d <1 and K € R, let

My (n; K) = [h™ " (In(2n2) + [In(min{8/2,7})| + § n(K))],
My o(K) = My(6/2,K).

Provided that n > My (n; K), we have

(4.18) ID™'(D — Dy)Rall <6, D7D — Dy)Rall < 1.

(4.17)
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Remark 4.6 (see [3, Remark 11]). For the diagonal operators D, D and D,,, we have
IDT'D,|,ID'D||<1+6, neN, [D'D|<(1-0)"",
and in particular, the spectral condition number of D™D is bounded by (1 +4)/(1 — 6).
Moreover, for any K > 1 and n > My o(K),
(1—90)|IDv| < |ID,v| < (1+0)|Dv|| when supp(v)C Ax.
Based on this knowledge, we are able to define an equivalent scaling operator for Dy.

We set Dy = I ® D, which still has unbounded ranks. For the rank-truncated version we
allow a different rank for each temporal index: for n € Ng t. we define

Dy,= Y E,®D,,.

vt EVy
For K = (K, )u,ev,, we define
My(n; K) = (My(mKVt))V:E\/m My,O(K) = (My,O(KVt))VtG\/t'
Then if n > My (n; K), by (4.18), we have
D5 (Dy — Dya)Rayll <6, D3 (Dy — Dy,n)Rall < .
Remark 4.7. For the diagonal operators Dy, Dy and Dy ,, as a direct consequence of
Remark 4.6, we have
(419)  [Dy'Dy,|l.|Dy' Dyl <146 neNy, [IDyDyf < (1-08)",
and for any K > 1 and n > My, o(K),
(1= 0)[Dyv| < [[Dyavll < (1+6)[Dyv] when supp(v) € Ak.

5. ADAPTIVE APPROXIMATION OF RESCALED LOW-RANK OPERATORS

Given the equivalent scaling operators and their approximations constructed in the
previous section, we now turn to the adaptive application of operators in low-rank repre-
sentation. To achieve this for By, we need to consider operators of the form

(5.1) T=T: @I+ I ® T,

where with a certain rank parameter R and K4(R) = X?Zl{l, ..., R}, T has the form

(5.2) T.= > a@TY,

neKy(R) i
with the component tensor (cn)nck,(g) in hierarchical format with ranks at most R.

Remark 5.1. For the heat equation, where Ty corresponds to the representation of the
Laplacian, we obtain the one-dimensional operators

T = (W0 0y pev, =L T8 = (0 800), ey o= (000, e,

In this case, we have R = 2, and ¢, = 1 if (ny,...,ng) is a permutation of (2,1,...,1) and
cn = 0 otherwise. It is natural to choose the same wavelet basis for each spatial dimension,

)

which allows us to write Tq = Tgi . Hence in this case the operator Ty takes the form

(5.3) Ty=T9L® - QL+ - +5L® - ®I;1 ® Ty

In the first parts of this section we construct for a given v € f5(V) of finite hierarchical
ranks and any given tolerance > 0 an approximation w, € f3(V), which satisfies the
estimate ||B;v—w,| <7 and satisfies bounds on hierarchical ranks and lower-dimensional
support sizes #supp(ﬂ(t’i) (wy)) that are quasi-optimal in relation to 7. In the last part
of the section we turn to analogous results for Bs.
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The approach for B; is to examine the spatial and temporal operator separately and
subsequently combine the results. For both operators we make use of the properties of
the scaling operators from Section 4 and transfer the problem to operators with explicit
low-rank format. The spatial operator can then be treated similarly to the elliptic case as
in [6,8], whereas for the temporal operator some new concepts are needed due to interaction
between the different hierarchical tensor representations associated to different temporal
basis functions.

Let us first recall the following standard notion from [16] for the adaptive compressibility
of operators.

Definition 5.2. Let V be a countable index set, and let s* > 0. An operator M: f5(V) —
05(V) is called s*-compressible if for any 0 < s < s* there exist summable positive sequences
(o), (B;); such that for each j € Ny there exists M; with at most ;2/ nonzero entries
per row and column satisfying [|[M — M;|| < 8;27%. We denote the arising sequences for
a given s*-compressible operator by a(M) and S(M).

In the following the compressibility is always dependent on the combination with the
scaling matrices. First, we define the lower-dimensional scaling operators D”: RV — RV1
and D7 : RVt — RVt by

Ty — - D = D!
D7v = (WvHH&(O,l)V”>yev1 Dby

~

Drv = (10017 1y vin ) D, = D!

b
v EVy

The operators
(5.4) C, = DTyD, C,=TD,

are bounded for sufficiently regular time and spatial basis functions. Additionally, they
are s*-compressible: for each s < s*, there exist sequences of approximations (T2 ;);en,
(Tyj)jen, with

ID(Ts — T2;)D| < §;(Ca)27,

(5.5) - |
(T — Ttj)De | < Bj(Cy)27%.

5.1. Spatial operator. In the following we consider as in (2.18) an operator of the form
(5.6) By =Dy(I; ® Tx)Dy,

where Ty is of the form (5.2). We assume that the coefficients TS? are s*-compressible

in the sense of (5.5) and Tsi), ; are the corresponding approximations. For the adaptive
application of the operator By on a given v € f2(V) we want to combine, analogously
to the one-dimensional and the high-dimensional elliptic case, the available a priori in-
formation on By (s*-compressibility) with a posteriori information on v. We describe
how to construct approximations wj; to Bxv for refinement parameters J € Ny and then
express these results in terms of error tolerances. Our approach follows the lines of the
high-dimensional elliptic case in [8], but uses the spatio-temporal contractions 7% (v)
from Definition 3.9 to control the approximations.

Let [\g-i) (v) be the support of the best 2/-term approximation of the contractions

7t (v). From this we extract the support for each time index v and each space di-
mension ¢ by

(5.7) A,(/?,j(v) = {x: (1, 1) € Ag-l)(v)}, j=0,...,J.
With the indices for each time index we can proceed exactly as in the elliptic case [0]. If

T,(fi) = I,;, we need no approximation and simply set TSJ} = I,. Otherwise, for each 11 € V¢,
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let A0 1(v) =0 and

Vt,—

A IN\AY (v),  p=0,....J,

vg,p—1

(5.8) A,(,?[p] (v) =4 V1 \]\(V?J(V)a p=J+1,
Correspondingly, we define the set including all respective time indices by
(5.9) A (v) = {(.w) s € Vi €AY (v))
Furthermore, let
. (4) _
(5.10) T = Toigp P=000d,
i 0, p>J.

We now define the approximate application of the operator to a w € ¢2(V) given in the
form (3.2) by

where

Thus we approximate the operator Ty in a different way for each time index, depending
on the corresponding contractions of v. To avoid technicalities, we give the proof of the
operator approximation error estimates for the Laplacian, that is, for T of the form (5.3).

Remark 5.3. The following estimates can be adapted to the case of more general second-
order elliptic operators with constant coefficients as in [8, Section 6.2]. Since in By, the
spatial part of the operator can be treated independently for each temporal index, one
can immediately apply the bounds on terms containing mixed derivatives in [3, Thm. 34,
Lemmas 35 and 36] to obtain a result analogous to Lemma 5.5 below also for second-
order operators with constant diffusion tensors, where the ranks of the hierarchical tensor
representations of the diffusion tensors enter in the corresponding error bounds. For
example, in the case of constant tridiagonal diffusion tensors, these ranks are bounded by
five, see [3, Example 5].

We define the approximation
(5.11) B, j(v) = DyT, j[v]Dxv,

where T, depends on v via the partitions (5.8). To simplify notation, according to (5.4)
we define

Cy = DT,D.
Before we can analyze the approximation we need a relation between the effects of high-
dimensional and one-dimensional scaling matrices.

Lemma 5.4. For M, € RV1*Vi M; € RV*XVt and v; € V¢, one has
(5.12) DL @@L @My @ Lip1 @ - @ Lg]Day, || < C5|DMD,

(5.13) IDy[M; ® LDy | < Cj HMtﬁt )

with the canonical interpretation for i =1 and i = d, and where Cs = (1 + 6)2.
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Proof. The estimate (5.12) follows from
L@ @L1@D '@l @LgDyy| <1+,
IDLi®-@L oD 'L @ oL <1+,

where we used (4.15), (4.19) and the definition of Dy and Dy respectively. Due to the
particular structure of the operator,

Dy(M; ® Iy) = (I; ® D)(M; ® Iy) = (M ® Ix)(Iy ® D) = (M; ® I)Dy.
Combining this fact with (4.15), (4.19) and ||(D;* ® I,)DyDx| < 1 yields (5.13). O

Now we are able to analyze the adaptive application with respect to the canonical
scaling matrices.

Lemma 5.5. Let By = Dy (I; ® Tx)Dy be defined by (5.6). Assume that (5.5) holds for
any s < s*. Additionally, let v,w € lo(V) with 79 (v) € A* fori=1,...,d. Then for
each J € Ny and By j defined in (5.11) with the v-dependent partitions (5.8), we have the
a posteriori bound

(5.14) |Bxw — Dy Ty s[vIDaw|| < ex s[v](w),
with
d J
_ —s(J—p) ) (t,%) ) (t,2)
el = s 32 B1(Co)[Rugyo = O W)] + 1l Ry, 7 )|
and Cs as in Lemma 5.4, as well as the a priori estimate
-~ d .
(15 BBl <2627 (1G] + 18Tl Y 7). -
i=1
Moreover, fori=1,...,d, we have the support bound
(5.16) #supp (70 (Byy(v))) < 2)a(C2) 27,

Proof. We start with the error bound (5.14). Due to the structure (5.3) of Tk,

HBXV - DyTx,J[V]DXWH

< 4+t

> Dy<1t 2 (T =T hM)ohe Id>DX(ew ®@Wy,)

VtEVY

3 Dy(It 9L ® @I @ (Ty — 'I‘(V‘f?Q[\r]))DX(eVt 2 wy,)

Vv EVy

By definition of the one-dimensional approximations, we have

> Dy(T @ (Ty - ThM) @ Lo @ 1) Dale,, @ w,,)

v EVy
30| 20 (Lo D((Te - TylRyy ) ©To@ @ L) D) e @ W)
pENp [lrteVy e

and the analogous estimates for ¢ = 2,...,d.
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Using that the support of By(e,, ® w,,) is pairwise disjoint for each time index vy, the
fact that diagonal operators commutes, and (5.12) from Lemma 5.4, we obtain
2

Z <It ® D((Tg — Tg[)p])RA(l) RLh® - ® Id) DX,Vt) (th ® WVt)

EVs vt [p]

(v)

9 2

R ) M (WVt)

(1 ™
AVtﬁ[P] v)

<y HD((T2 ~T ) ehe Id)Dx,ut

9
vt EVy

~ ~ 112
<Cj HD(T2 _ TZJ_p)DH

(t,1)
RAE;)]’I)(V)W (W) H
Furthermore, by s*-compressibility we have |D(Ty — T2._)D|| < 87_,(C2)275/=P) for

p=0,...,J. By our construction, we obtain HTQ—TS)[J+1] | = ||'T2[| and HRA(t,i)ﬂ_(t’i) (v)]| =
’ 12

0 for p > J 4+ 1. Combining this with the previous estimates yields (5.14).

By the choice of the index sets Ag]’i) (v) and the definition of ||-|| 4s, we obtain

Ry ™0 < 270D @) e, p =0, 1
D

which confirms (5.15).
Since the scaling operators are diagonal, they leave the supports of approximations
unchanged. Therefore, as in the one-dimensional case one has

(5:17) #supp (7D (B (v))) < 2as(C2)272° + -+ + a(C2)2°27) < 2|a(Cy), 2,

which shows (5.16); the additional factor of two in (5.17) results from the hierarchical
representation rank of the Laplacian. O

We have arrived at estimates of a similar nature as in the elliptic case in [%], which is nat-
ural in the sense that By does not involve interactions between the tensor representations
of different temporal basis indices.

5.2. Temporal operator. We now consider the adaptive approximation of the temporal
operator

(5.18) B, = Dy(T; ® I,)Dy.

Due to the possible rank increase based on the interaction between hierarchical tensor
formats of different temporal basis indices, we need a slightly more restrictive type of
compressibility of the (rescaled) representation of the time derivative Cy introduced in
(5.4).

Definition 5.6. Let V,V be countable index sets. An operator M: lo(V) — fl5(V) is
called super-compressible if there exist a summable positive sequence (;);>0 and a ¢ > 0
such that for each j € Np, there exists M; with ||[M — M;|| < 3;277 and for each j € Ny
the operator M;;1 — M; has only ¢ non-zero entries per row and column.

Remark 5.7. By modifying the sequence (3;); and the constant ¢ > 0, one can match any
rate s in Definition 5.2. For super-compressible Ty, thus assume without loss of generality
that ||(Ty — Tm)f)tH < ﬁjQ*Sj with s as in the compressibility of the spatial operator Co
in (5.5). Additionally we set T;o = 0 and By = || T;Ds||. Then, as immediate consequence
of the definition, T ; has at most cJ non-zero entries in each row and column for each
J € Ny. To simplify notation, we write ) = 5(Cy).

Remark 5.8. This new notion of compressiblity of operator representations is significantly
more restrictive, but sufficient for our purposes: since the Donovan-Geronimo-Hardin
multiwavelets that we use are spline functions with sufficiently many vanishing moments,
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we obtain this type of compressibility by observations studied in a general setting of
piecewise smooth wavelets in [11]; specifically, for the temporal multiwavelet basis {6, },cv,
and v,/ € V; such that 0, and 6,/ vanish at the boundary points of I, we have

/HLQV/ dr = — / 0,0, dz =0
I I

whenever supp 6, does not contain any node of the spline 8,, and vice versa. Due to the
use of spline wavelets, the entries of the matrix Ty can be evaluated exactly by numerical
integration. Therefore we can assume that our approximation sequence is nested in the
sense that for any ji; < jo and v, u with (Tyj, )y, # 0, one has (T j )vu = (Tejy)vp-
We thus obtain successive approximations T ; and T j11 that differ only in c entries per
row and column. Note that this property could also be achieved by other wavelets, see
Remark 2.4.

To construct an approximation of Byv, as in the case of the spatial operator By, we
use the spatio-temporal contractions (&%) (v). In what follows, we assume that Ty is
super-compressible as in Remark 5.7.

We first subdivide the basis indices of the input v, where the basic idea is to combine
the best 2/-term approximations of the individual spatial dimensions. We thus set

d
= J ) x A (v) x - x AL (v),
(519) vt EVy

vi=R:u, Vv
J AJ‘ (v)

for each j =0,...,J with ]\,(jt)j(v) from (5.7). We define the approximation by

J
Bt7J(V) = Dy(TmJ & IX)DXvo + Z Dy(TtJ_j & IX)D,\/(V]‘ - Vj_l).
j=1
Due to the construction of v;, which uses restrictions in all dimension, for the practical
realization it is more convenient to use the equivalent formulation
J—-1
(5.20)  Bis(v) => Dy((Tes—j — Ty yj-1) ® L)Dxv; + Dy(Tyo @ L)Dav,.
7=0

Here we can make use of the super-compressibility, since according to Remark 5.7, (T j+1—
T, ;) has only ¢ non-zero entries in each row and column for each j € Ny. For later
reference, we also note that

By s(v) = DyT; s[vIDxv,
where the operator Ty s[v] is defined by

J—1
Togv] =) ((Tesj—Tesj1)® LIR30y + (Teo @ LRy -

Note that A§t)( ) C AW (v) for each j € Ng. Combining this with (3.9), we arrive at

HRWN M I = HRA§21 WV T Rawe (R A9, ( ol
d
< (s (t,9) _ o (£,%)
(5.21) —;HRML(M (W) = Ry, (w)|
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for w € /5(V), where AE Ji)l]( ) is defined in (5.9).

Remark 5.9. As an alternative, the index sets 1_\§-t) (v) in (5.19) can also be defined by the
index sets from the coarsening routine A(v, N) from (3.10) with N = 2/. In the present
setting, this leads to essentially the same results.

Lemma 5.10. Let By = Dy(Ty®Ix)Dx be defined by (5.18) and assume that Ty is super-
compressible. Given any v,w € l2(V) and J € Ny, let By j(v) be defined by (5.20). Then

whenever 7t (v) € A® for some 0 < s < s* and i = 1,...,d, one has the a posteriori
error bound
(5.22) IByw — Dy T, s[vIDaw| < e s[v](w),
where
ey, J[v =Cs Z;Z(:)Q s(J—j 5(t) HR (1 'L)(W)H + ||CtH‘ RAEE,i)l](V)Tr(t,i)(W)H
i=1j

as well as the a priori error bound

d

(5.23) Bev — By (v)]| < 2°C527 (8D ey + IC:el) D _lI7) (v) s
i=1

Moreover, one has the support estimate

(5.24) # supp (W(t’i)(Bt,J(V))) <227, i=1,...,d.
Proof. We start with statement (5.22). For simplicity, we define AW 1(v) = 0. One has

|Byw — DyTt,J[V]DXWH

J
< D IDY(Tey = T0) © LDt || Ry W = Ry oy + 1Bl w = Ry w
=0 J i—

<C5Z|| TtJ ]_Tt DtHHRA(t) w—R
7=0

A (v)

where we used (5.13) from Lemma 5.4 in the last inequality. Combining this with the
super-compressibility and (5.21) results in (5.22). The a priori error bounds (5.23) follows
exactly as for the spatial operator.

As noted above, (T j4+1 — Ty ;) has only ¢ non-zero entries in each column. In view of
(5.20), we thus have

# supp(r () (v;)) < 2/
for each 5 = 0,...,J. Since the diagonal scaling matrices Dy and Dy leave supports
unchanged, the statement (5.24) follows. O

5.3. Combination of the operators. In this section we give the main results of the
combination of the spatial operator By and temporal operator Bt with respect to a given
error tolerance and the rank-truncated scaling operators. The following result is a simple
consequence of Lemma 5.5 and Lemma 5.10.

Corollary 5.11. Under the assumptions of Lemma 5.5 and Lemma 5.10 on Ty and Ty,
let v € £3(V) have finite support and let

(5.25) Bi(v) =By s(v) + Byes(v)
and

TJ[V] = TtJ[V] + TX,J[V].
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Then for w € la(V) and ej[v](W) = ey j[V](W)+ex j[V](W), one has the a posteriori bound
IBiw — Dy T, [vIDaw] < es[v](w),

as well as the a priori error bound

d
IB1v — By s (v)]| 2°C5C277 > ||at(v)]

As
i=1
with C = || ||g, + [|Ce|| + |Call + |1B(Ca)ll¢,. Furthermore
(5.26) #supp (7 (B1,s(v)) ) < 2(c + a(Ca)l|e )2

For notational simplicity we write e (v) = e [v](v).
Remark 5.12. Whenever v is finitely supported, there exists a p(v) € Ny such that

AE;ji)(V) =( for i = 1,...,d for all p > p(v). The quantity e;(v) can be computed

for each J € Ny, because all entries of the sum over p are zero for J > p(v). Increasing
of J > p(v) further will then lead to a decrease in all summands on the right-hand side.
Hence, for a fixed s < s*, for each n > 0 there exists a minimal J € Ny such e (v) <.

The scaling matrices Dy and Dy still have unbounded ranks. Thus further approxi-
mation of the scaling matrices by Dy n, and Dy ,, with bounded ranks for each temporal
basis index are required.

Lemma 5.13. Let T be defined as in (5.1), let T € RV*V, v € o(V) and Ki, Ky € NYJ*
be such that

Supp(V) € AKI? Supp(DyTDXV) € AKza
and let G = Dy(T — T)Dy. Then whenever ny > Mx(n,K1), ng > My(n, Ky), we have

(5:27) | (DyTDx ~ Dy T V| < IGV] + |G~ D' D)V
- 2
+ 15 GDE D v + 5 1B1[[v]-
The proof can be done analogously to [%, Lemma 32] using the properties of the scaling
matrices established in Section 4. An important point to mention here is that ny is chosen
such that each diagonal element of D/—_\}D x,n; is bounded from above by one.

We now prove an error bound for the rank-truncated scaling matrices, where for a given
v € l5(V) and a tolerance n > 0, we choose the parameters

J(n;v) = min{J eENg:ej(v) < 17/4}, c(v)n = %

and
mx (75 v) = Ma (c(v)n; K(J (5 v); V), my(n3v) = My (e(v)n; K(J (1 v); v))
with
(5.28) K(J;v) = min{K > 0 : supp(v) Usupp(Ts[v]v) C Ag}.
Here the minimum is to be understood element-wise.
Theorem 5.14. Let v € l2(V) and 0 < n < 2||By||||v]|. We fiz
J=Jm;v), K=K(J(;v),v), ni =mx(n;v), ng =my(n;v), ¢=c(v)n.
Then with w, = Dy n, T [VIDx n, v, we have
(5.20) IBiv - w,ll <1



30 A SPACE-TIME ADAPTIVE LOW-RANK METHOD FOR PARABOLIC PDES
Proof. To simplify notation, we write Ty = T J[v]. Lemma 5.13 yields, with d = (I-—
D'Dxn,)v, v = (D3' Dy, )v,

IB1v = Dy, D, vl < [Brv — Byy(v)] + [B1d — Dy Dad|

- ~ -~ 2
o BiY - Dy Dad | + By ]

< es(v) + s M@ + Tses V) + o Bl

By the choice of K and ny, we have (D;(lDXm)V < 1 for v € Ak. Additionally, we get by
(4.15) and (4.13) the estimate

MI - (DgleX,n1)l/| < (1 - 5)_1C-

We conclude

= 2¢ 2¢
[Biv - Dy Dl < st (14255 ) + X5Ballv]

2¢
<2 ——||B .
< 2e5(v) + 1 _5|| [[vll
By the definition of J and ¢ as well as n < 2||Bq||||v||, we arrive at (5.29). O

Note that the condition 7 < 2||B1]|||v]| is no restriction, since otherwise the solution
can be approximated by zero. Based on the above error bound, in the next step we
give estimates on support sizes, ranks and A®-norms of approximations. Lemma 5.5 and
Lemma 5.10 yield support size estimates in dependence on the approximation parameter
J. We now reformulate the estimates for a given tolerance 7.

Lemma 5.15. Under the assumptions of Theorem 5.14, we have

)i

(5.30) #supp(n) (w,)) < 4(BA SOy C l(E:H " ‘

with &(B1) = 2(c + ||a(C2)l|¢,), as well as
d
(531)  rD () Las < £°C5(Cr+ GO )L + 21/ TG 3D ()Lt
j=1
239+2

where C = 2(d—1)||Cz], C1 = Fe=7 [a(Ca)[I}, (2IIC2|) and Cz = 2¢°2%(||BV)]|¢, +||C)).-

Moreover, we have the rank estimate

(5.32) rankoo (Wy) < [[ma (13 V)lle 1My (75 V) [le (¢ (1 V) 4 2) rankoo (v),

where
Mo, (1;v) = 1+ ng, (6) +mau (nv), 1 € Vi,
rﬁyﬂ/t (77; V) =1+ n+(5) + My (U;V)7 Vg € Vi.

Proof. The support is not influenced by the scaling matrices due to the diagonal structure.
By Corollary 5.11 one has J(n;v) < J(n;v) with

J(n;v) = arg min {J € Ng:2°CsC277 zd: Hw(t’i)(v)‘ B < g}7
=1

which yields

1

As) ’

d
s wmzachie (3
i=1
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Inserting this in (5.26) gives (5.30).

The rank estimate (5.32) is obtained taking the product of the bounds on the hierarchical
ranks of each of the factors Dy p,, Ts[v] and Dy n,. The factor ¢J(n; v) + 2 results from
the representation of the operator as T = Ty ® Iy + I; ® Tx. The summand 2 is based on
the rank of the spatial operator, which here is the representation of the Laplacian, whereas
the summand c¢J(n;v) is based on Remark 5.7 by the super-compressibility property of
the representation of the time derivative. We obtain the factor c¢J(n;v), because at most
c entries are non-zero in each row of (T j41 — Ty ;) for each j € Ny and there are J(n; v)
summands.

In the proof of (5.31), we again suppress the v-dependence of index sets and operator
approximations, and in particular we write Ty = T slv]. We start with the observation

ﬂ(t’i) (WTI) = W(t’i) (Dy7n2TJDX7n1V) < F(t’i) (DyTJDX{/)

Vt,Vi Vi,V Vi,V

for (v, v;) € supp(r?(w,))) with ¥ = D3'Da pn, v.

We will look separately at the operators Ty ® I, and Iy ® Ty and make use of Proposition
3.8(1). We give the proof for ¢ = 1, the further values of i can be treated in a completely
analogous manner. We first consider Ity ® Tx. Due to the structure of TX, J, we have

) (Dy Ty sDa¥) = 70 (DT, s D V0,
d
<7 (D (11 ® Y a® T(Vi{ni>DXMfz,,t)
(5.34) neKy(1,2,...2) =2
+ 7D (D(Tﬁ?2 RL® - ® Id)Dx,Vﬁyt)
= Dlﬂ’t:l’l + ‘D27Vt,V1?

where we have also used our simplifying assumption on Ty. To estimate the first expres-
sion, for ¢ = 1,...,d we introduce the notation

. —-1/2
2
D= (Sl ) o)
J#
Since we are considering the Laplacian, we know that ¢, = 1 if n is a permutation of

(2,1,...,1) and zero elsewhere. Using a slightly modified version of Lemma 5.4 and [&,
Lemma 35|, we obtain

v,V EVyx

d
Dy < +0)rD (LoD Y «@TY,)D1) 0 @D D)
neKy(1,2,...,2) =2
d
D, ()T, Dy
1=2

<S@+8) Y el w5, (L © D) Dy, ¥uy)

neKy(1,2,...,2)

d
< (140) Y [DTL,D||r) (1 @ DDy, %)
1=2
< (14 0)%70) (%) < Cy(1 4 0)%28D) (v),

Vt,V1 Vt,lV1

where we have used that all entries of the diagonal operators f)le and (I} ® Dfl)D X
are bounded by (1 + §).
We now examine the second summand on the right-hand side of (5.34). We obtain

DQ,Vt,lﬂ < (1 + 5)7{%) (((ﬁTél)f)) QL® - ® Id) f);lDX,VtGVt) )
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where D = D@L ® - ®I;. We set v = (I ® I_)l_l)DXf/, (~3(V1)2 = f)’i‘l(/t)Qf) and
Cy; = ]ADTQ,]-]AD for each j € Ny and for each A\t € V; define

Ay, jo) = supprange CaoRy

Axoig = (| supprangeCsy ;R AD, \ (U M) ¢>0,
JH+l=q i<q
where Ag\ )[]] Ag\lgm( ) and A[(]t]l) AE;]U( ) are defined as in (5.8) and (5.9), respec-

tively. Furthermore, we define the union over all temporal basis indices

Ap = U {n} x Ay, i

V€V
for each k£ € Ng. Thus for
W= e,® (é% L ®- - ®Id)Vut
VeV
we obtain
1 .
IR, 7 D@ = D IRy A (EL), @ L@ 8 L)%,
vt EVy

For each summand on the right-hand side can be proceeded as in the proof of [, Theorem
8] to obtain

q—1
aD((CY) 9L @ @1)%,)|* < 3C (Z Yqa2 BT Ry, 7O ()
(=0

R4

vt,[q]

J
+3 8502720 Ry, D (%) + [[CallI[Ry 7D (0,2

l=q

i>q Vc [4]

where ) = B(Cq) and v, = ﬁf;?l + Bé}i)l—l' Summing over each temporal index and
using

D IRa, 7V @)l = Ry, P (9)]%,

VtEVY
we arrive at
q—1
HRA[Q]W(t’l)(W)HQ < 30 (Z ’Yq,lQ_Qs(q_l_l)HRA[q]“(t’l)(‘A’)HQ
=0

J
+3° 857,270 D Ry, 7D @) 2 4 [Call Ry 4y m ) (@)

l=q

J>q

We then proceed exactly as in the proof of [, Theorem 8]. In the end we use that the entries
of the diagonal operator ]_31_1D X, are bounded by 14-6 and therefore ﬂl(,}) (Dl_lD X Vi) <
(1+ 5)71',(,1)(\7,4). In particular, for

W= (em ® (@% L ® - ® Id)Dlex,w\"m)
V€V
we have

3s+2
—(1+6)*a(Ca) 3, CICz DI 7D ()] 4o

D () e <
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Combining these two estimates with Proposition 3.8 results in
Dy Ty /Da¥(|as < 2°C5(C + C)|l7 ) (F)[|as < 2°C5(C + C |7 (V)| as,

where we used that each entry of the diagonal matrix D;D x,n; is bounded by one.

We turn to the temporal operator By y with J = J(n;v). Here we have restrictions
to subsets of indices in all variables simultaneously and thus need to proceed differently.
The basic idea is to estimate the A%-norm of 7(*)(DyT; ;[v]Dx¥) by the sum of the

A*-norm of the contractions of all dimensions of v. Let W, = DyTy ,[v]DxV. For each
q=0,...,J, we define

Agi) = supp (W(t’i) (v~vq)> , q=0,....J =J(npv).
By (5.24) from Lemma 5.10 we have
#AD < 2621
for each ¢q. Let N € N be arbitrary with N < #Ag). Then there exists a ¢ < N with

#Agi) <N < #[A\g:)_l. We observe that
2

= Y (sde)

(vevi) gAY

= Y (s W)

(o) AL

H (%) - R; <)7T( )(VVJ)H

. 2
<[ —
~ ~ 12
= Wy —wql”.
As a consequence,

(N 41" inf ) () = Ram) ()| < (2620 + 17w () = Ry o) () |
= q

< (2e27T 4 1)%|| Wy — Wy |
< 2% 2% (||Wy — BV | + [[Wg — Be¥)
Arguing as in Lemma 5.10 and using

IR @) < (1 +8)27 5V 7D (@) | 4o,

A(t l)

where A[( ] )( ) is defined in (5.9), we obtain

W — Be¥ || < (14 6)27@(8Wlg, + | Cill) ZHW(“) (V)as, ¢=0,....J.
=1

Since N was chosen arbitrarily, and using again that the entries of the diagonal matrix
D}lD x,n; are bounded by one, altogether it follows that

I (%) l|.as < 20/ T2 (8D ey + [1Cel) ZII7th (V).
=1

Once again using Proposition 3.8(i) yields (5.31). d
In comparison to the similar bounds obtained for elliptic problems in [3], we have an

additional factor J(n;v) in the rank estimate (5.32). As shown in Section 6, this factor
does not influence the asymptotic computational complexity of the method.
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Remark 5.16. Our analysis of the computational complexity of an adaptive solver is based
on estimates for sums of support sizes and .4%-norms over the spatial dimensions. We thus

reformulate the estimate (5.31) accordingly, where summation over ¢ = 1,...,d yields
(5.35) ZHW Dlas < C(6,5,By) dZHw“ v)||as.
=1

We next obtain an estimate for the number of operations required for computing the
approximation wy,.

Lemma 5.17. Under the assumptions of Theorem 5.14, the number flops(wy,) of floating
point operations to compute wy, is bounded by

d

flops(w,) S (8-+ (5 v)) )N (v, ) ramk (v) 3 e supp (7(49(v))

=1
AS) ’

where M(v,n) = |[mx(vin)|le Imy(v;n)|le, and where the hidden constant is indepen-
dent of 1,B1,v and d.

(5.36)

|—=

d
+d’l’]_%62d(B1) ranko, (v).J (17; v) M (v, n)é% (Z Hﬂ(t’i) (v)‘
=1

Proof. In the following we will analyze the complexity of the spatial and the temporal
operator separately. For the spatial operator By, we can proceed similarly to the elliptic

vev A < 29 for each p € Ny, Let

v € la(V) = D, cv, € ® vy, with ranks rank,(vy,) = 710 for @ € Tg\ @*. Then
the number of floating point operations to calculate the result of the spatial operator is
bounded by a fixed multiple of

case [0, 8] using the fact that by construction )

2

> 8ma(vim)i (hy(vim)i e [ [ roncat)

reVy aeTy g=1
#a>1

1
AS) ’

where we used that the rank of the Laplace operator R = 2. By using the fact that there
are d — 1 transfer tensors, the first summand can be further bounded by
2

Z Z it(my(v 77) v T, Hrut,cq (a)

vtEVy aeTy q=1
#a>1

+dy~Fa(By) ranke (V)M (v, )03 (Zd: HWW') (v)‘
=1

< 8M3(v,n) rank?, (v)(d — 1)# supp (W(t) (V))

< 8M3(v,n) rank® (v Z # supp (Tr(t’i)(v)) .

Next we examine the temporal operator By. First we start with the computation of
vo,...,Vvs. By definition of v;, we need d2 rank..(v) operations for the mode frames of
v; and at most # supp (7" (v))drank? (v) operations for the transfer tensors.

We divide the analysis of the costs of the application step into the mode frames and
transfer tensors. Since By is diagonal with respect to the spatial variables, the corre-
sponding low-rank approximations are rescaled, but remain otherwise unchanged. The
number of operations required to compute the mode frames of w, can be estimated by
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the number of entries in the mode frames of w;, because each entry is only multiplied
by the corresponding diagonal entries of the scaling matrices which has constant costs.
Therefore the number of operations for the mode frames is bounded by a fixed multiple
of the sum of the one-dimensional support sizes times the maximum rank, which can be

bounded further by
1
AS) '

It remains to consider the costs of the transfer tensors. Due to the super-compressibility
of the temporal operator, we have # supp(7(®)(w,)) < cJ(n; v)# supp(7(*)(v)). The ap-
plication of the operator is a multiplication of the low-rank representations by a certain
value, which is done by the application of the scaling matrices as well. Additionally due
to the super compressibility we have at most ¢J(n; v) non zero entries in each row. There-

2dc?27 V) N (v, 1) J (n; v) ranks (v)

d
< di~ s Pa(By) rankes (v)J (3 v) M (v, 7)C'5 (Z Hﬂ(t’i(v)‘
=1

fore the maximum rank grows at most up to the factor ¢J(n; v)M(v,n). Each low-rank
approximation has d — 1 transfer tensors, which results in a number of operations which
can be bounded by a fixed multiple of

eJ (n; v)# supp(r ) (v)) (d — 1)¢*(J (n; v))? MP (v, ) rank?, (v)
< AT (n;v)) M3 (v, n) rank®, (v Z#supp ©9(v)).

Combining these estimates yields (5.36). O

We next consider the bounds on approximation ranks in further detail, especially con-
cerning bounds on the quantities |[mx(v;n)|le,, and |[[my(v;n)|le, in (5.32). The basic idea
is to express these quantities in terms of the tolerance 1 and the maximum one-dimensional
level. We will subsequently further estimate the latter under additional assumptions on
the regularity. To bound the maximum level of the result of the adaptive operator appli-
cation, we make use of the level decay property as introduced in [3], which is defined as
follows.

Definition 5.18. Let V be a countable set and M: f2(V) — #2(V) be s*-compressible or
super-compressible with approximations M;. We say that these approximations have level
decay if there exists a v > 0 such that M;,,, = 0 for ||v| — |u|| > 7j.

In what follows we denote by Ly(v) the maximum active one-dimensional spatial wavelet
level of v and by Li(v) the maximum active temporal wavelet level. In view of (4.16) and
(4.17), we need to find an upper bound for In(||K]|¢,.) with K = K(J;v) defined in (5.28).
By [, Section 6.2], Af(w as defined in (4.11) contains supp(’i‘J( W) [VIV), if

LX((TJ(n;V) [V]{’)Vt) < %logQ(KVt) + 10g2( 1SI‘I11H)

with S, = (51611\/1}|]1/1,,|]H&(071))_1. Due to the minimality of K, one has

Llogy(Ky,) < L ((TJ< J[VI9),) + logy (15
L ( [ ]{/) +10g2( Smm)
§ LX(V) +C1(Bl,5)J(77;V) +10g2( 1Smm)

where we used the level decay property in the last line. By [3, Section 6.2] we have the
estimate

IIn(min{d/2, c¢(v)n})| < C2(By,9) + [Inn| + max{0, In||v|}.
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Combining all the previous estimates with

(5.:37) Tosv) < < (1] + 10 (Cy(Br, 6 an“ V)lla))

from (5.33) yields

(5:38) Iy v) e < Ca(6,5,B1) |14 Lu(v) + Iy +1n (an “D(v))a) |
Now we turn to my, which depends not only on the spatial supports of v at the respective

temporal basis indices, but also on the norm of each temporal basis index. We use that
for a,, defined in (4.10), we have In(a,, ) ~ |11|. Let 14, be an active temporal index. Then

Mot (%) < Cs(8,5, Br)(1+ ) [1+ Le(v )+\lnn!+ln(2|l7f“ V)l )]

if K,, > a?
the case K, < a2 , we have

5> Where we use the same estimates as for my, as well as h;ylt =~ (1+|»l). In

Mot (v ><ce<5sBl><1+|vt|>[1+|ut|+|1nn\+1n(2||7r“ V)l )|

In the next step, we take into account the maximum temporal level Ly (T J(T];V)V), because

mx ., can be chosen zero for |1| > Lt('i‘J(mv)v). As in the other case we use the level
decay property, which results in

Ima(m; v)lle. < Cr(8,5,B1) |1+ L(v) + [In(i |+1n(2uw<“> )]

where L(v) = max{Lx(v), Ly(v)} is the overall maximum level. Another difference to the
case of my is that n(‘l“yt (0) depends on the temporal wavelet as well. By the definition
of ng, in (4.6) and hg,, in (4.5), we obtain that ng ~only depends quadratically on the
maximum temporal level. As a consequence,

(5:39) (V)i < Cs(65,B)[1+ L(v) + [In(y |+1n(2||7r<“> )]

Remark 5.19. The approximations of the scaling matrix Dy are be applied to v directly.
Hence in this case, we do not actually need the relation to the maximum temporal level
L(T J(nv)[V]V). However, as considered in further detail in Section 6, we do not only
apply the operator By, but also its transpose BI. In this case the order of the scaling
matrices is reversed. The above estimates thus cover the two extreme cases that arise.

5.4. Initial value operator. In this section we consider the initial value operator By =
ToDx and its transpose B] = DyT{. As for the temporal operator in Section 5.2, the
operator T is in the form
Ty = TO,t ® I,

with the identity in the spatial variable, but where T : ¢3(V¢) — R and correspondingly
Ty: 52(\/) — EQ(\/X). ~

Based on the definitions of Ty and Dy, as well as H\IJVXHH(%(Q) ~ 2maxilvsil for py € Vy,
the entries of By satisfy

1
162 72 Wl 1y
— Ve |H1 Vx Il Hy < 2—|%\Vt\—maxi|ux7i\|.

N A T
‘H()

0, (0)[ Vo[l 113

|(B2) o (1.0 | =
S TN A T P
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In contrast to the operators considered above, the decay of the entries does not depend
on a single dimension, but on all dimensions. Therefore this case poses some additional
difficulties concerning low-rank approximability. Note the initial value operators By and
B, have only one nonvanishing entry in each column.

We now define a sequence of approximations for By. Similarly to the construction
in [37], we define To ; by

T o (TO)I/X,(Vt,Vx)7 Hyt| - 2maxi\l/x,iH <J
(T0,j) v, n) = 0 .
, [[ve] — 2max;|vy || > 7,

that is, by dropping all entries where ||¢| — 2max;|vy ;|| > j. For each level, only a
constant number of wavelet functions does not vanish at time ¢ = 0. Therefore, by
definition, we have at most 2;jé non-zero entries in each row of Ty ;. By the Schur lemma
(see for example [16, (3.15)]), we additionally have ||(To — Toj)Dx|| < 279/2. Hence the
operator Ty is super-compressible, where the compressibility is again to be understood in
combination with the scaling matrix.

In the next step, we define an adaptive approximation of the action of the initial value
operator. Based on the definition of the approximation sequence, which uses the maximum
level, we define

d
AV = v x XA with AN = {ve vy |y <1}
=1

Using this index set, we can divide a given input v € /3(V) in parts with the same

maximum level
Lx(v)

vV = R,A(()c)v + lZ; RAl(c)V - R,Al(;_)lv
For a given s > 0, let (Tq ;);jen be an approximation sequence of the super-compressible
operator Ty, which means ||(Tg — To;)Dx|| < BSO)2_Sj and the operators Tg ;11 — To ;
have only ¢ non-zero entries in each row and column. Additionally we assume Ty = 0, so
that we only have cj non-zero entries in each row and column of T ;. In view of Remark
4.2, such approximations can be obtained from (T ;).
For a given v € 5(V) and J € Ny, we define the approximation

Ly(v) J

(5.40) B’QJ(V) Z To] j T[)J —j— 1)DX (RA(t)V] RA(t) V])
l

/—\

Il
o

where v; is defined by (5.19). We thus apply the differences of the operator approximations
to restrictions to index sets with fixed maximum spatial level. For later reference, we also
note that

BQV‘](V) = T()’J[V]DXV,
where the operator T s[v] is defined by

Ly(v) -1

Toslvl= 3 3 (Tos—j - Tos—j1)Da (Rw - RM?I)RA?)(V).
=0 3=0

Lemma 5.20. Let By be defined by (4.3) and assume that Ty is super-compressible.
Given any v,w € l3(V) and J € Ny, let By j(v) be defined by (5.40). Then whenever
7t (v) € A° for some 0 < s < s* andi=1,...,d, one has the a posteriori error bound

(5.41) |Baw — T s[vIDaw]| < egs[v](w),
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where
J ' 0 d 4
cosvl(w) = 32BN SR o 0w |+ B[Ry, 0w
i=1

Jj=0

with Ag}’i) (v) from (5.9), as well as the a priori error bound

d
(5.42) IB2v — By (v)l| < 227 (I8 gy + IB2l) Y79 (v) -
i=1

Moreover, one has the support estimate
(5.43) # supp (W(i) (BQ’J(V))) <227 (Ly(v)+1), i=1,...,d.

Proof. For the error bounds, we can proceed similar to the Lemma 5.10. Once again we

set A(f)l(v) = (). Using Ri\(t)R/’\(“(v)W =0 for [ > Ly(v), we have
1 j

HBQW — TOJ[V]D)(W”

A(t) WH

J
< 3 I(T0 — To.s—)Diel[[ Ry )W ~ Ry (o w]| + B2 |w ~ R
=0
Using the super-compressibility of Ty and (5.21) yields (5.41). The a priori bound (5.42)
can be shown as for the spatial operator using the definition of the index sets.

As mentioned above, for each summand in (5.40) the maximum spatial level is fixed
and based on differences of operator approximations we only have to consider a constant
number of temporal basis functions. Nevertheless, for each maximum spatial level, based
on the definition of the approximations Ty ;, we obtain a different set of temporal basis
function. Hence

Lx(v)
# supp (W(Z)< > (Toy—j—Tosj1)Dx(Ry vy — RAHVJ')>) < 2 (Ly(v) +1),

=0
which yields (5.43). O

For notational simplicity we again define eg j(v) = eg,s[v](v). Note that in contrast
to the previous operators, the support size bound depends additionally on the maximum
active spatial level Ly(v). This results from the coupling between the spatial and temporal
basis functions in the decay of the entries of Bs.

Remark 5.21. Instead of building the approximations v; based on the best approximation
of the contractions 7("*)(v), one could build the best approximation of the subset associ-
ated to temporal basis functions that do not vanish at ¢ = 0. Although this is not relevant
for the above estimates and the subsequent complexity bounds, this may lead to improved
efficiency in practical implementations.

As in Section 5.3, we additionally need to replace the scaling matrix Dy by a low-rank
approximation. We obtain the following simplified variant of Lemma 5.13. The proof can
be done by a simplified adaptation of [, Lemma 32| using our knowledge on the scaling
matrix Dy.

Lemma 5.22. Let Ty be defined as in (2.11), let T € RV=*V, v € f5(V), K € NJ* be such
that supp(v) € Ak and let G = (T — To)Dx. Then whenever n > My (n, K), we have

|(ToDx = TDx)v| <IIGV] + |G - D' D)Vl + - [Ba V]
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For a given v € {2(V) and tolerance n > 0, we choose the parameters

Jo(n;v) = min{J €Np: eo,J(V) < g}, CO(V)W ﬁ
and
mo(1;v) = Ma(co(v)n; Ko(v))  with  Ko(v) = min{K : supp(v) C Ak}

Theorem 5.23. Let v € l3(V) and 0 < n < 2||Ba||||v]]. We fix J = Jo(n;v) and
n=myo(n;v). Then with w, = To j[v|]Dx v, we have

Bav — wyl| < 7.

The theorem is proved analogously to Theorem 5.14 using Lemma 5.22. Based on this
error bound, we derive estimates for the support sizes, hierarchical ranks and A®-norms
of approximations.

Lemma 5.24. Under the assumptions of Theorem 5.23, we have

1

. 1 ~1 s
(5.44) # supp (') (wy)) < 24" G (Lu(v) (ZHW (0 HAS) :
with Co = (|8 ]¢, + [B2]), as well as
17 (W) las < 2624 Co(L(v) +1)° ZHﬂ(t D)

Moreover, we have the rank estimate

(5.45) [rank(wy) oo < (I 0(n; V) [lea cJo (7 V) (Lx(v) + 1) rankeo (v),
where
M0, (75V) = 1+ng, (6) + Maou (M V), 1 € Ve

Proof. We first show the rank estimate. By the representation (5.40) with fixed maximum
spatial wavelet level in each summand, we have to consider a constant number of corre-
sponding temporal basis functions, because only a constant number of wavelet functions
do not vanish at time t = 0 on each level. We thus have at most cJo(n;v)(Lx(Vv) + 1)
summands. Combining this with the truncated scaling matrix yields (5.45).

The support size estimate (5.44) is a direct consequence of the definition of Jy as well
as (5.43) from Lemma 5.20 and can be proven similar to Theorem 5.14.

The A®-norms of contractions can be estimated in the same way as for the temporal
part in Theorem 5.14. The additional factor (Lx(v) + 1)® depending on the maximum
spatial level is based on the support estimate (5.44). O

Lemma 5.25. Under the assumptions of Theorem 5.23, the number flops(wy,) of floating
point operations required to compute Wy, is bounded by
1
As> ’

flops(wy) S de®(Jo(n; v))* (Lx(v) + 1) [max o (05 v) |7, rank, (v)

The above lemma can be proved analogously to Lemma 5.17 for the temporal operator,
and we thus omit the proof. As mentioned above, we also need to apply the transposed
operator BT, and thus also need an approximate application of the transposed operator
BJ] = DyT|[. The procedure differs from the one for By because we start from the space
l(Vx) with only spatial variables and map to ¢3(V). The operator T] duplicates the

1 ~1 1 9 d i
o 8edt G ™ rankoo(v) Jo (5 v) [0 (55 V)l (Ex(v) + 12 3 |70 v)|
i=1

where the hidden constant is independent of n,v,Bs and d.
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input to different time indices where the input is scaled depending on the value of the
time basis function at time ¢ = 0. Nevertheless, we can adapt the basic ideas used for the
approximation of Ba.

Before we define the approximation, we need to adapt some notation for the case without
temporal variable. We set

d
A=AV with AV ={vev, <),

Y AY@ONAD (V) p=0,....J,
(5.46) A vV) =S vi\AY (v), p=J+1,
0, p>J+1.

We set

A — A A (D) — R
(5.47) Aj(v) =A;7(v) x - x A7(v) and  v; =Rj )V
Analogously to (5.21), we have
(5.48) Vi1 = vl < 2|’RA<> ™l

To define the approximation, we reuse the approximation sequence (T ;) en,. One can
. T . . . . . T .
easily see that T is super-compressible with the approximation sequence (To, j) jeNy- We
set
Lx(v) J-1
T5(v) = > > (T~ Ty )Ry, Vi — Ry, Vi),
(5.49) =0 =0
Bz,J(V) = DXTO,J(V)-

Here we again apply the differences of the operator approximations to parts with fixed
maximum level, and therefore only a constant number of temporal basis functions are
affected for each summand.

Lemma 5.26. Let By be deﬁnedj)y (4.3) and assume that By is super-compressible. Given
any v € l3(Vx) and J € Ny, let B%?J(V) be defined by (5.49). Then whenever 7 (v) € A°

or some0<s<s*andi=1,... one has the a posteriori error boun
f 0 *andi=1,...,d, has the a p ) bound
(5.50) IBLlv — B34 (v)]| < ef(v),
where
b (v ZQ (=0 g jZHRAWT H + HB2HHRA(1> W(i)(V)H

with A from (5. 46) as well as the a priori error bound

(5.51) IBIv — B3 (v)| < 2°2° SJCoZII?T v)|as-
=1

Moreover, one has the support estimate
(5.52) #supp (70 (B(v)) <22/ (L(v) + 1), i=1,....d,

where L(v) is the mazimum one dimensional spatial level of v.
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The proof is analogous to the one of Lemma 5.20. Once again we need to replace the
scaling matrix Dy by a low-rank approximation. In the present case, the scaling matrix is
applied from the left, which leads to a modified error estimate, which can again be shown
by a simplification of the proof of [, Lemma 32].

Lemma 5.27. Let T be defined as in (2.11), let T € RV*Vx, v € fo(Vy), K € NJ* be
such that supp(DxTv) € Ak and let G = Dx(T —T|). Then whenever n > My(n, K) we
have

|@aT] = DanT)v| < (141755 ) I1GV] + T IIBallv])

In view of the above lemma, we choose the approximation parameters

Jgd(n;v) =min{J € Ny : egfij(v) <1} co(v)n= 2671;127“\(\52’”
and
m¥!o(n; v) = M (co(v)m; K§(J54 (m; v); v)),
where
Kad(J;v) = min{K : supp(T3%(v)) C Ax}.

Following the lines of Theorem 5.14 using Lemma 5.27, we obtain the following error
bound.

Theorem 5.28. Let v € ly(Vy) and 0 < n < 2|Ba|||v]. We fix J = J3(n;v) and
n= mggo(n;v) . Then with w, = DxﬁnTadJ(v), one has

B3V — wyll <.

Lemma 5.29. Under the assumptions of Theorem 5.28, we have

1

4 11 B
(5.53) # supp (7 (wy)) < 2c4 5 Cy (L(v) <Z:||7r HAs) ;
as well as
(5.54) 79w Las < 2672 (L Hfzw V)L

Moreover, we have the rank estimate
(5.55) rankeo (W) < [0 (1 V) llew J5 (1 V) (L(V) + 1) rankso (v),

where

¥, (V) = 1+ nd, (8) +m¥o,, (15v), v € Vi
Proof. The estimates (5.53) and (5.54) can be shown analogously to Lemma 5.24. By the
representation of the approximation and the structure of B} and its approximations, we
have at most ||mag o (15 V) e ad(n;v)(L(v) + 1) summands per time index. The rank of
each summand is bounded by rank (v), which yields (5.55). O

Remark 5.30. Due to the structure of the operator T[, the maximum rank does not
increase by its application, as the input is scaled and distributed over different time indices.
However, in the bound (5.55), we have a potential increase of the rank by the approximate
application of BJ. Although it would be possible to construct approximations where rank
do not increase, this leads to difficulties in controlling the support sizes and A°-quasinorms.
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Lemma 5.31. Under the assumptions of Theorem 5.28, for the number flops(wy) of
floating point operations required to compute w, we have the bound

(5.56)
ﬁOpS(Wn) <

d(J§4 (1)) (L(v) + 1)*(C (s, B2) J5 (0 v) + L(v)) | m3lg (5 V)17, [rank(v) |2

1
AS) '

Proof. The lemma can be proved in the same manner as Lemma 5.17 for the temporal op-
erator. The only difference lies in the size of the temporal support of w,,. By construction
of the approximation, we obtain

Le(wy) < C1(s,B2)J3 (5 v) + L().

In addition, we can make use of the fact that we only have a constant number of wavelet
functions per level that does not vanish at time ¢ = 0. Then, following the lines of Lemma
5.17 we obtain (5.56). O

@ |=

~1
s

d
+8e4% Cg dn™ % [rank(v) oo J5 (m: v) [ 3o (03 V)l (L(v) + 1)? (Z [7Ow)|
=1

where the hidden constant is independent of n,v and d.

We conclude the section by estimating ||mx o(n; v)||¢.. for v € €2(V) and Hrﬁ}dyo(n; Vo) |l e

for vy € l3(Vx). For the initial value operator By, the scaling matrix is directly applied
to the input. Concerning the transposed operator BJ, for a given n > 0 and vy € fo(Vy)
let J = Jgd(n;vx). Then by definition of the operator with the identity in the spatial

variables, we have Ly (T8, vy) < L(vy).
Proceeding in the same way as in Section 5.3, we obtain

d
(557) To(rv) < = (Il +1n (C2(B) Y (v)lLar)).
i=1
d
(5.58) T 0rv) < - (Il 410 (Co(B2) IO (vlLar)),
=1
and
d
(559 Mol v)le < Csls.Bo) [+ L(v) + ()] + 1 (SO )]
=1

d
(560 %0 vl < Cals, Ba) |1+ Lwi) + ()| + 10 (SO (vlae )|
=1

6. SPACE-TIME ADAPTIVE METHOD FOR PARABOLIC PROBLEMS

6.1. A convergent solver. In the construction of our adaptive low-rank scheme, we
follow the strategy of [0], which is based on a perturbed Richardson iteration. Following [,
Algorithm 1], the iterative scheme is stated in Algorithm 6.1. The main differences in this
work to the previous instances of this algorithmic template are the modified realizations of
the subroutines RECOMPRESS, COARSEN and APPLY, which are the numerical realizations of
the operators f’n, Cn introduced in Section 3.2 and of the adaptive operator approximation
described in Section 5, respectively.

As in [37], from the problem (4.2) with non-symmetric operator B of different domain
and codomain, we pass on to the equivalent least squares formulation

(6.1) B'Bu = Bf,
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which is again an elliptic problem: setting A = BTB, the operator A is symmetric,

bounded and elliptic on ¢3(V). By definition, the adjoint of an s*-compressible operator

is also s*-compressible, and the same applies to super-compressible operators. One can
define as in [17,37] the routine APPLY for approximately applying A by

APPLY A (W, 7) = APPLYBT (APPLYB (W, ﬁ), 0y

(6.2) = APPLYg (APPLYB, (W, ﬁBH)’ 1)

+ APPLYg] (APPLYB, (W, ﬁ), 1),

where we have used the structure of the operator B in the second line. The routine for

approximating the right-hand side is given by
oy Rl = arenvm (e ). )
= APPLYpT (RHSE, (ﬁ), 7+ APPLYg] (RHSg, (m), 7.

In what follows, we write APPLY for APPLY o and RHS for RHSgr¢. Now we have routines
which fulfil

|IBTBv — APPLY(v,n)| < n, |BTf — rHS(n)|| < n,
|v — RECOMPRESS(v, 1) || < 7, |[v — COARSEN(v, )| <.

The basic convergence properties of Algorithm 6.1 are summarized in the following propo-
sition; see [0, Proposition 5| for a proof.

Algorithm 6.1: solve(A,f,c) = u,
Input: w >0 and p € (0,1) s.t. |[I—-wAl <p,
ca = |A7, 20 > callfll;
K1, k2, k3 € (0,1) with k1 + k2 + k3 <1 und 81 > 0,52 > 0.
Output: u. with ||lu —u.|| <e.
1 begin
2 ug = 0
3 k=0
4 I:min{j:pj(l-l-(w-i-&-i-ﬁg)j)g%nl}
5 while 27 %¢; > ¢ do
6
7
8
9

Wio = Uk

ji=0

repeat

kg = P27 eg

10 r); = APPLY (W j, 30k j) — RHS (575 ;)
11 W j+1 = COARSEN (RECOMPRESS (W, j — wry j, B10k.j) » B2k, ;)
12 j+=1
13 until j > T V caplrr 1] + (cap+w+ B+ Ba)nej—1 < k12~ e
14 W1 = COARSEN (RECOMPRESS (W, j, k22~ ¥t Deg) | k32- (g
15 k+=1
16 end
17 U = ug
18 end

Proposition 6.1. Let the conditions of Algorithm 6.1 be fulfilled, in particular let w > 0
be such that ||[I—wA| < p < 1. Then the intermediate results wy, satisfy ||u, —ul|| < 27*¢,
and in particular |[u, —u| <e.



44 A SPACE-TIME ADAPTIVE LOW-RANK METHOD FOR PARABOLIC PDES

Remark 6.2. The realization of the APPLY routine of the transposed operator B] can be
done in an analogous way to the one for B;. Due to symmetry of the Laplacian, the
spatial part of the transpose is identical to the spatial part of T. Thus we have

TT =L ® T+ T{ ® L.

As mentioned above, the transpose of a super-compressible operator is also super-compres-
sible. Additionally one can show the same estimates for the transposed temporal operator
as in Section 5.2 and Section 5.3. Here, the order of the scaling matrices is reversed.
However, as shown in Section 4, we have the same estimates for both scaling matrices.
Altogether, we thus obtain exactly the same results for APPLYpr as for APPLYB, .

6.2. Computational complexity. In this section, we analyze the computational com-
plexity of Algorithm 6.1. Such estimates require certain assumptions on the approximabil-
ity of problem data and solutions, to which we then relate the computational costs of the
method. Note, however, that the feasibility and convergence of the method is independent
of these assumptions.

Assumptions 1. Concerning the scaled matriz representation B and the right-hand side
f we require the following properties for some fixed s*,7 > 0.

(i) The one-dimensional operator Co = DT,D is s*-compressible with the level decay
property and approximations Co j = f)TQJf). Additionally the operator has Sobolev
stability of order T, which means |[D~7(Cy — Ca;)D7|| < C;25;(C2) for some con-
stant Cra.

(ii) The one-dimensional operator Cy = B.D; is super-compressible with the level decay
property and approzimations Cy; = Tt,jf). Additionally the operator has Sobolev
stability of order T, that is, |D;7(Cy — Cy/)D7|| < Cr48;(Ct) for some constant
Cry > 0.

(iii) The operator Ba = ToDy is super-compressible with approzimations By j = To ;D x.
Additionally the operator has Sobolev stability of order T, that is, there exists Crg > 0
with [D™27 (B — By ) (D] @ L)|| < Cr08;(B2) and [|(D;” @ 1:)(B} — B] )D*"|| <
Cr0B;j(B2).

(iv) The number of operations required for evaluating each entry in the approzimations
Ta; and Ty ; is uniformly bounded.

(v) We have an estimate ca > ||A7Y| with ca < ||ATY, and the initial error estimate
g0 satisfies o ~ ||AY|||BTf]].

(vi) The contractions of £ and fy are compressible, that is, 79 (f]) € A%(V¢ x V1) and
70(fy) € A5(V1),i=1,...,d, for any s with 0 < s < s*.

(vii) For T9, Ty and f = [Dygi, 82|, we assume

DT ToDT| < o0, [|DY g + D g2 < o,
ID; 7T DT < oo, ID{TTIDT| < oo
to which we refer to as excess regularity of order 7.

Remark 6.3. Assumptions 1 are satisfied if the wavelets ¥, are sufficiently regular to be
a Riesz basis also for H!'*%(Q) for some s > 7 > 0 with appropriate renormalization, and
if g € Lo(0,T; H-1*7(Q)) and h € H*(Q).

Lemma 6.4. Forall0 < 1< % we have

H (ﬁ;T ® IX) BID?"|| < (1+94), HD*%BQ (15{ ® IX)

[<@+9).
Proof. By the definition of the matrices and Young’s inequality we have

<1.

((B7" © L)DT]D™)

(V'HVX)J/X
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Combining this with Remark 4.2, we obtain the first statement. The second statement
follows analogously. O

We state next the assumptions concerning the procedure RHS for approximating the
right-hand side f that will be used in the subsequent complexity analysis.

Assumptions 2. The procedure RuS¢(n) = [RHS, (2) RHSg, (4)]T is assumed to have the
following properties.

(viil) There exists an approzimation fi, = RHSg, (n) such that ||f — £ || < 7 and

7D (1) [|as < CP20 7O (£1)]) s,
1
> #supp(rlI(fy ) < CPP dy~= (ZHW“’Z)(ﬂ)HAS) E

ranke (f1,7) < CF™ (1 4 [In7|)’"
as well as an approzimation £, = RHSg,(n) such that ||fy — f2,[ < n and
17 (F )| s < O 7D (£)]| s,

> #supp(n(f,)) < P dn~r (DI (8)a0)

[rank(f2,)|oo < CF™ (1 + [Inp))’r
(6.4) L(fy,;) < C™(|lnn| +Ind),

where CSPATSe (CSUPP C§ank > 0, bf > 1 are independent of n, and CPas° CS"PP qre
independent of f.
(ix) The number of operations required for evaluating RHSg(n) is bounded, with a constant

CP*(d), by flops(f;) < CPP(d) [(1 + [nn])* + (1 + [Py,
(x) RHS preserves the excess regularity of the problem, that is, there ezists C;eg >0
independent of n such that

(6.5) [Py 1| + D776 | < G5 (| D378 + D8]

0 |

Remark 6.5. In the normal equation (6.1), BJ is applied to fo. Due to the estimates
in Section 5.4, based on the maximum level of the input, we need an estimate for the
maximum level of f5 ,, = RHSg, (1) as well. Such an estimate is obtained by first applying
the routine with a lower tolerance and combining this with a coarsening step for a single
low-rank representation. Then applying [3, Lemma 37] and combining it with the excess
regularity assumptions yields estimate (6.4).

Under the above conditions on the data and their processing, we are now primarily inter-
ested in whether the adaptive algorithm produces low-rank sparse approximate solutions
if the exact solution permits such approximations. We state now our precise benchmark
assumptions on the solution u.

Assumptions 3. Concerning the approximability of the solution u, we assume:

(xi) u € A(7a) with ya(n) = ™™ for some dy > 0, by > 1.
(xii) 7D (u) € A% fori=1,...,d, for any s with 0 < s < s*.

In order to analyze the dimension-dependence of the complexity of our algorithm, we
would ideally need a reference family of problems exhibiting the same level of difficulty
for each d. Although this is not quite possible, there are elements of problems that are
comparable for different values of d, for example the structure of the Laplacian. It is
therefore important to state next exactly how the relevant quantities relate to the spatial
dimension d.
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Assumptions 4. In our comparison of problems for different values of d, we assume the

following.

(xiii) The following are independent of d: the constants dy, by, CSP¥se, CSuPP  (Clank Gl
the excess regularity index T, and C¢°® in (6.5).

(xiv) The following quantities remain bounded independently of d: |B||, ||B~}|, as well
as | DY g1 + ID g the quantities ||ul| ¢y, and |7 (a)||as in Assumptions
2 and |7 (£1) || 4, [|[7P (£2)|| 45 in Assumptions 2(viii), each fori=1,...,d.

(xv) In addition, we assume that Cg**(d) as in Assumptions 3(ix) grows at most polyno-
mially as d — oo.

Remark 6.6. By the existence of d-independent bounds on ||B| and [|[B~!||, we have that
|A|| and ||A~!|| are bounded independently of d as well, and thus the reduction parameter
p satisfies p < p < 1 with some p independent of d.

Under the above benchmark assumptions, we obtain the following bound on the com-
plexity of the computed approximations and on the total computational costs of the
method.

Theorem 6.7. Suppose that Assumptions 1, 2 hold and that Assumptions 3 are valid for
the solution u of Au = f. Let a > 0 and let kp = /2d — 3, ke = V/d. Let the constants
K1, ko, k3 in Algorithm 6.1 be chosen as
K1 = (1 + (14 a)(kp + ko + Klplic))_l ,
ke = (14 a)kpk1, k3 = ke(kp + 1)(1 + )k,

and let By > 0, Ba > 0 be arbitrary but fired. Then the approximate solution u. produced
by Algorithm 6.1 for € < ey satisfies

(6.6) raks(1) < 53 (o) o [ )
d
(6.7 S #supp(rt(w.)) < @' (Zuw“ )=
as well as -
(6.8) e llag) S \/g”uHA ()
(6.9) ZHW(” las S dea"{“}ZHW(t D)l
i=1

The multiplicative constant in (6.8) depends only on «, those in (6.7) and (6.9) depend
only on o and s.

If in addition, Assumptions 4 hold, then for the number of required operations flops(uc)
we have the estimate

(610) ﬂops(ug) < Cd* d2cs_1lnd(ln d)lOchnd(ln d)b(]. + |1nE‘)16+34clnd+4max{bu,bf} e

where C,a,b are constants independent of ¢ and d, and c is the smallest d-independent
value such that I < clnd for I as in line 4 of Algorithm 6.1. In particular, ¢ does not
depend on € and s.

The proof of this theorem requires some preparations. Recall that we aim to solve the
normal equation (6.1). For notational simplification, we write

1 _ Tk (2 _
zk,j = APPLYB, | Wi j, BN ) Zk] = APPLYB, | Wi j, 8||BH

for the intermediate results arising in the approximate application of BTB. In contrast
to the case of a single low-rank representation as in [3], due to the approximation of the
initial value operator considered in Section 5.4, the support and the A®-norm of the results
of the routine APPLY depend additionally on the maximum spatial level of the input.
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6.2.1. Mazimum level and support of the iterates. The following lemma estimates the
maximum current spatial and temporal wavelet levels in the output of COARSEN(v,7).
It depends on the excess regularity assumptions as well as on the mixed lower dimensional
support supp 7t (v) of the temporal variable combined with the ith spatial variable.

Lemma 6.8. For given v € (3(V), we consider p = (ﬂ,(,:ll,;),i(v))iﬂ,t,w as a vector on

{1,...,d} X Vg x V1. Assume that

d
#suppp = Y #suppmt(v) < oo
i=1
and that for some T > 0, one has ||(D; 7 @17t (v)|| < co and ||(T,@D~7)xt)(v)| < oo
foralli=1,...,d. Let n > 0, let p, be the vector with minimal support in {1,...,d} x
Vi X V1 such that ||p — pyl| < n, and let

_ -7 T|v| _ —T T|v|
Cvt—ysggtH@vtllHl(O,T)? ; Cvl—ysgallwul\%(o,lﬁ -

Then for all (i,vy,v;) € supp py, we have

el < 7 logy (71Ol (D77 @ L)) (v) v/ # suppp)
il < 7 ogs (17l (1, © D)2 ()| Frsupp )

The proof can be done exactly as in [8, Lemma 37] and is therefore not repeated here.
This lemma will be applied to line 11 of Algorithm 6.1 with 7 = Ban; ; and p, the result
of COARSEN. By definition of the routine via the index set A(u; N), which is based on the
total ordering of all contractions 7% (v), and since 8y > 0, the assumptions of Lemma
6.8 are satisfied.

As a consequence of Lemma 6.8, it suffices to estimate ||[(D;” @ L;)7(t9)(wy, ;)| and
(I, @D~7)7"%) (wy, ;)|| to arrive at suitable bounds on the maximum wavelet levels of the
iterates wy, ;. To this end, we adapt [¢, Lemma 38] to obtain the following result on the
stability of the contractions under basis coarsening and rank truncation.

Lemma 6.9. For any 7,n >0 andi=1,...,d, we have
1D @ L)x ™ )(énV)H < (BT @ L)a I (v)]l,
1D @ L)x ) (Byv)|| < I(D;7 @ L)x ) (v)],
Il ®D~")x t’”( C)ll < | @ D )a I (v)],
(T @ D)x D (Pyv)| < [|(Te @ D)l D (v)],

for any v € (V).

Next, we consider the evolution of ||(D;7 ® L)) (wy, ;)| and ||(I, @ D7)t (wy, ;) ||
over the course of the iteration. We mention here that due to the excess regularity As-
sumptions 1(vii) on B and Assumptions 2(x) on f, one has

} < 00,

gzmax{u(l‘)f@lx)gl (@ @D
}<oo.

|

Since the spatial operator Cy is symmetric, we have H]AD*TC;]ADTH <&

(6.11) g:max{Hf);TCt]”)( D "CID] 15—702137

Proposition 6.10. Under the assumptions of Theorem 6.7, the iterates wy ; of Algo-
rithm 6.1 satisfy
KI4+j+1 _ 1 _

N\—T 3 N\—T 7 i
max{ (D77 © L)n (wi )|, | (T © D)) (wiy) |} < T———Cr,
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where

7 =1+ wmax {%2,1 + %2,27 %%,1 + ’7)2(,2} , O = wC™Cmax {11 + 71,2, 7,1 + Ix2}
with

Y1 = (L4 8)%(Cx + 2| Cell + €+ CrallB(C2) ) 2 = 2IBa|

Y1 = (L4 6)*(Cx + 2/|Coll + € + Crel B(Co)ller), 2 = Croll B(B2) e + (1 + ).

Proof. The proof follows the idea of [3, Proposition 39], with adaptations to the additional
time component and to the structure of the normal equation. We give the proof for
(T, @ D7) (wy ) |15 for |(Dy™ @ L)t (wy, ;)| we will only cover the part with the
application of By, for the rest one can proceed analogously. In the outer loop k each inner
loop step j is of the form

Wi+t = Coamy (P, (L= whiy)wiey +whij) )

By definition of ug in Algorithm 6.1, we have ||(I; ® D=7)x(®) (ug)|| = 0 for i = 1,...,d.
Using Lemma 6.9 yields

1T © D)r D (wi )|l = (T © D™)r ) (Cpyyy (Poye s (1= wApj)wi + i)l
< [|(T @ D)) (wi ) | 4+ wll (T © D7)r ) (A ywi )|
+wl|(Te @ D) (8 ).

Taking into account the definition of Ak,j, we need to estimate

N—T i) (A e g 1 A
1T D)7 D (A jwi )| < (L@ D)alD (A wy )|+ | (Lo D™)x D (AP w, ),
where A} for 1 = 1,2 is defined by

10 & D) A wi )l = (T o D)n) (appivg; (21, %))

— H (I, @ D~7)x(t2) (APPLYBZT (APPLYB, (W j, gt )» 52)) H )
We start with [ = 1. We proceed by the stepwise estimates
. _ 1
”(It ®D~7)x(t0) <APPLYBT (Zéj)a m”))” < Yxl H (I D7)l (z l(cg))

)
.

H(It @ D™)rtD) z,(;; H < x1 H (L@ D)xt )(Wk,j)H .

The two estimates can be proved in the same manner, and we thus state the proof only
for the second estimate. ~ R
In what follows, we write D; =11 ® --- @ L_; @ D® L4 ® - - - ® Ij. By definition, we

have z,(g) Dy, nQTkJDX nm Wi, j with Tkj = TJ(n7wk,j)[Wk,j]’ n= %, N = mx (7 Wi ;)

and ny = my(n; wy;). We define Wy ; = D3} DX,ka:,j' Using that each entry of the

diagonal matrix Dy,nZ,Djj1 is bounded by one and that diagonal operators commute, we
get

HW(”) (1 © D;")Dyp, Ty D, W) H < HWW) ((1 @ D7Dy Ty Davwn ) H :

In the next step we make use of the structure of T as in (5.34), and additionally take into
account the temporal operator. For notational simplicity we restrict ourselves to ¢ = 1
from here on. For Ty = Tt’J(n;wkj)[Wk,j], we have

(6.12) ||=D (1@ DI)IDY Ty D ) | < il + |7 (1 @ DI TiDaw ) |
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with dy = (Dl’,,t,l,1 + Dgy,,t’,/l) where

U EVt,v1€VY’

d
DLVt,Vl = 71'1(/}) (]T)ITD(II X ® Tu‘t n; Wk J DX T (Wk ])Vt)7
neKg(1,2,....2) =2

D = mis) (DT D(TY olwij] © 1o @ -+ © L) Dy (Wi ) -

To estimate D ,, ,,, we can use that diagonal matrices commute and that also (I_)IT) and
I ® M commute for each M by definition of D] 7. We thus arrive at

D1y < Cx(146)*7leD) (I, @ DY )wy ).

Ve,v1

To estimate Dy, ,,, we can proceed similarly to [, Proposition 39] and Lemma 5.15.
We define (55,1)2 = f)’iﬁ)2 [w;w-]f). Using that the entries of the diagonal matrices DI_)I_1
and D] 'Dy,, are bounded by (1 + §), we obtain

Doy < (1+ 5)7@(,? (D TDl(T( ) GWiil @ ®---® Id)]:_)lf)l_lDX,ut(‘x’k,j)yt)
= (14 6)xl) (D;T(CS?Q 2l - ®1)D; D, (Wk,j)ut>
< (1467 (D (Cr @ ®--- © L)Dy "Dy, (Wi )
+ (14 )l (BT (E — Co) @ @+ @ 1Dy Do (W) )
< (1467 (D (Cr @ ®--- @ L)Dy "Dy, (Wi )

+ (1 +0)2Cral B(Co) ey 7S (D77 (Wkj)un) s

where we used Assumption 1(i) in the last line.

For the second summand in (6.12) we can use that diagonal matrices commute, and
due to the special structure with restrictions only in the spatial part of the operator T,
we obtain (I} ® ]_)fT)’i‘tDX = 'i‘tDX(It ® ]_31_7). Hence, we arrive at

Hw(“) ((It ® E;T)TtDvak,j) ‘

<201+ €| [ w0 (X @ DT yw)|

To obtain a bound on ||dx||, we sum the estimates for D1 ,, ,, and Dy, ,, over all 1,1
and use (6.11), which yields

(T @ D)7 D ()] < e [[(T @ D) (wy ).

For ||(I; ® D)=t Z)(A( )Wk;])H we can proceed in the same way as for the temporal
operator using the fact that we only have restrictions in the spatial variables. Hence,

| & D)) (AW )| < 22, © D T)rD (wy )]

For fy j = RHS(37,;) With RHS defined in (6.3), we can proceed similarly and combine
the result with (6.5) from Assumption 2(x). Thus we arrive at

(L @ D) a "D (wi )| < (1 +wiE +92)) [T @ D)7 (wy, ;)| + Ce
< A)[(L; @ D7) 7D (wy )| + C.

This estimate is preserved by the recompression and coarsening steps at the end of the
outer loop. By taking j < I and ||(I; ® D~7)7®1 (up)|| = 0 into account, we thus obtain

RI+j+1 _ 1 _

(T @ D7)l (wy )| < 2 Cr.

v—1
For the quantity ||(D;” @ L)1) (wy, ;)||, we can proceed analogously for the operator

~

B, using the fact that in this case (D; " ®1;) and the spatial operator commute. However,
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for the operator By we need to proceed differently. We again use stepwise estimates, here
in the form

)

(D7 @ L)) (appivgy (2, %)) || < 7 [D272()

(6.13) o ) ,
|22 <z | (B @ T)aO (i)

By definition, we have z,(f]). = ’i‘oJDx,nwk,j with TQ’J = T07J0(n;wkj)[Wk’j], n =

8Bl
and n = My o(n; wy ;). Let Wy j = D}levnwa. Then

[D>72f3| = [|D=* D)
< HDQT(TO - TO,J)DX(Wk,j)H +[[D7* By |
< (CrollBB)le, + (L + D™ @ L)a ™) (W ),

where we used Assumption 1(iii) and Lemma 6.4 in the last line. For (6.13) we can proceed
in the same manner. We thus arrive at

~

IDy7 @ L)r ) (wiejin)l < 1+ w(iy + ) D77 @ L)t (wi )| + Cr
<A77 @ 1)a ) (wiy)| + Cr.

The remaining statements follow as above. O

From Lemma 6.8, we obtain a bound on the maximum level that depends additionally
on the mode-wise support sizes. However, according to Section 5.4, the support of an
iterate depend on the maximum level of the last iterate, as well as on the A®-norm, which
depends on the maximum level as well. Therefore we estimate the three quantities together
step by step. An estimate for the support of the result of APPLY is given by Lemma 5.15
for By and by Lemma 5.24 and Lemma 5.29 for Ba. We now aim to use these estimates
as well as Lemma 6.8 to derive a bound for the support and the maximum level of the
iterates wy, ;. In particular, we are interested in the dependence on d. In the statement of
the corresponding lemma, we use the notation

Cur = maxc{ (S 1) (S 0e) (Dl )
=1 =1 i=1

Lemma 6.11. Let wy, ; be defined by Algorithm 6.1. Under the assumptions of Theorem
6.7, one has

d
(6.14) S lIm D (wig)llas < CLCA)P P (Ind)*[Inmy | + (nd)*) 7" C g,
i=1
1

d

. _ ~ 24 R

(6.15) > #supp(r(wy ;) gCg(Cd)?]dpl((1nd)2\lnnk7j|+(lnd)3)2jnk7 Curt,
=1

J

(6.16) ) L(Wk,j) < 03((111 d)2|ln 77k,j| + (ln d)3)

where pg = 1 4+ max{1,s}, p1 = max{2 + 25,1 + 35~} and Cy,Cs,Cs,C are d-
independent.
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Proof. Let ¢, = 2_k50. By definition of the algorithm and (3.21), we have

ZHW“ D (wi0)llas < Crd™ ZHF D ()|,

d d 1
3 4t supp (e i) < Cod ™ (o) (I w)lLac )
i=1 i=1
where we take into account the definition of kK¢ and kp as well as the d-independence of p,
so the constants Cy, (o are independent of d. Additionally by definition of the algorithm,
we know that woo = 0. Hence, (6.14) and (6.15) hold for wy, o for each k € No.

The proof is structured as follows. In the first step we show that the statement is true
for wy, j11 if it is true for wy, ;. We then show that estimate (6.16) is true for wyyq o if it
is true for wy, ;.

Let the statements (6.14), (6.15) and (6.16) be true for wy, ;. We refer here once to
Assumption 4 to recall which parameters are independent of the dimension d. By Remark
5.16, we have

d

d
M lIm D (apprygr (2 ) b)) as < Cad Y ||m O (aPPLYB, (Wi 5 grigpe)) .4
=1 i=1

d
< (Cad)* Y lIm ) (wi ).
1=1

Based on the structure of By with the identity in the spatial variable, we have L(z,(f;) <
Ly(wy, ;). Lemma 5.24 and Lemma 5.29 yield

d

d
S latt) (apprygy (2 ); Seg))llas < (Cad)®(Lu(wiy) +1)% S 70D (wie )| .
=1 =1

Combining these two results with Proposition 3.8(i) we obtain

d
D Im O (APPLY (Wi g3 g,g))las < 217 (C5d)? (L (Wi ) QSZHW (Wi j)llas-
i=1

Moreover, by definition of the right-hand side (6.3) as well as Proposmon 3.8(i), Remark
5.16, Lemma 5.24, Lemma 5.29 and Assumption 2(viii), we have

Zuw“ (RuS(2))]| <CﬁdZH7r“ (f1)|| 45 + Crd((In d)*[In g ;| + (Ind)? ZW (£2)]| 45
i=1 i=1

< Cid((nd)2lin e | + (Ind)*) Cip.

By the definition of wy, j11, the previous estimates and the assumptions on wy, ;, we arrive
at

d
N I D (wi 1) las < C1CoCF (Csd)? (I d) [y + (nd)*) >V (CayXam s,
=1

< C‘fl ((111 d)QHH nk,j—l-l’ + (ln d)3)28(j+1) (éd)2(j+1)dpocif7

where we assume that C is chosen such that 090328C5 < C and that without loss of
generality n; < 1 for each k,j. If this is not the case, we can instead solve a scaled
problem. The parameters C; and C are independent of d.

We estimate the support sizes of iterates. Here we can proceed in a similar manner
as for the A®-norm. We set Wy, j11 = Wy ; — wrg ;. In the recompression and coarsening



52 A SPACE-TIME ADAPTIVE LOW-RANK METHOD FOR PARABOLIC PDES

steps, the support sizes of wy ;11 cannot increase. Hence it is sufficient to show the
support bound for Wy, ;1. Using the definition of APPLY from (6.2), as well as Lemma
5.15, Remark 5.16, Lemma 5.24 and Lemma 5.29, we obtain

d d 1

1 -1 ) E]
> # supp () (aPPLY (wy j; %52))) < Crod* 5 (L(wg ;) + 1)1, 2 (ZHW(t’ )(kaj)HAS)
=1 =1

By Assumption 2(viii), we have
d 1

Z # supp(ﬂ(t’i)(RHS(%nm))) < Clld1+871((ln d)*[Inny ;| + (In d)3)77,;]? Cuf
i=1

Using our knowledge on wy, ; yields
Z #supp(r) (W 11)) < Co(Cd) * d* ((Ind)2[In e j| + (In d)?)” 77,” FCut

_1
1 10207 (Cd) ¥ P (nd)? [l e + (Ind)?) 2 S Cug
)

<J+

p1 2j+1), —%
d ((lnd) |lnnk]+1|+(lnd)) Mg j+1Cu e

< Cy(Cd) kj+1

where we take C sufficiently large depending on the other constants and again use My < 1.

We now estimate the maximum ranks of iterates. By applying Lemma 6.8 at Wy, ; as
well as using Proposition 6.10 and the requirement 82 > 0 in Algorithm 6.1, one has the
estimate

oy 1
Lijp1 < 7 tlogy (Cisd oy, ’YMJ”Cka 1(Cd) ((lnd)2|lnﬁk7j+1| + (lnd)3)(]+1)cjf ;
g+ :

where Ly, j 11 = L(Wy j41). At this point we note that Cur may depend on d, but Cy ¢ <

dsCyg with Cyug = maxi{HW(t’i)(u)H N ’)(f1)|| S5 [T ()] As} which is independent
of d by Assumption 4. Additionally by the definition of 7y, ;, one has

log, ’Yk < (|logy 77k:,j+1| + j|logy p| + ’10g2(P250)|) logy (7).

We know that ~ only depends on d by Cy, which grows at most linearly in d. Hence, there
exist constants ¢, C, with

(6.17) j+1<I<clnd, ~<C0C,d.
Combining this with logy(x) < z yields
log ( ((md)? ks ] + (I d)*) ) < e((nd)? s + (nd)).
Defining C14(d) = C’lngC ¢p and combining the previous estimates, we obtain
7Ly j41 < logy(Cha(d)) + L logy(Cd) + Bl logy d + (1 + 4 )[logy 7k j1| + I logy 7
+ jlogy v + log, (((ln d)zlln 77k,j+1’ + (In d)3)(j+1)>
< logy(Cra(d)) + 5 logy(Cd) + 5 logy d + (1 + g5 + I logy 7)[logy s j+1]

+ (logy 1) + 1110ga(0)] + Illogy(%<0)) + e((nd)?In | + (ind)?)
< Tég((]n d)Q\lnnkJH\ + (In d)g)

for sufficiently large C3, where we used that without loss of generality Ind > 1. Hence, we
have shown that the statements are true for wy, ;1 if they are true for wy, ;.
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In the last step we have to show that (6.16) is true for w1 o if it is true for wy ;. By
Lemma 6.8, Proposition 6.10 and w110 = ug41, we have

_ 1 1
Lit10 < 7 'log, (01561%1(ﬁ32_k+150)_17k1+10f77k,123 (Cd)é ((nd)*[nng 7| + (In d)g)lcj,f

N—

_ p1 —1-4 I = oL I
= 77 log, (Clﬁ(d)dpzl o2 p2 (G (nd)? ] + (Ind)?) )
1
with Ci6(d) = Cl5m§12_%pCij7f. Additionally we have by I < cIlnd the estimate

logy (((d)* | + (I d)*)") < Crr ()2 n e o] + (nd)?).
Proceeding as before, we find
L(Wg11,0) < C3((nd)?|nnpy1.0] + (Ind)?),

where we again assume that C3 is chosen sufficiently large in dependence on the other
constants. O

In this lemma we have derived bounds on the maximum temporal and spatial wavelet
levels, whereas for the estimates on support sizes and .A*-quasinorms we only need a bound
on the maximum spatial levels. However, the maximum overall level bound is also required
for rank estimates.

6.2.2. Hierarchical ranks of iterates. For making use of the rank bounds provided by
Lemma 5.15, Lemma 5.24 and Lemma 5.29, as a next step we estimate the quantities
appearing in these bounds, which are

1 . 1 . 1 1 2
T (s edi Wea)s Ty edi Wea)s I Gmgozil))s T o7l

and the quantities related to scaling matrices

i (g iegs W) lewes M0 (ks Wi llew, 10y (g s W)l
as well as
~ 1 ~ad o 1
I (Segi 2 Diees (030 (Egs 20D e (1009 (2005320 ) e

The rank estimates depend on the maximum wavelet levels of activated basis indices, where
a bound is given by Lemma 6.11. Moreover, as shown in (5.38) and (5.39) in Section 5.3
and in (5.59) and (5.60) in Section 5.4, the scaling matrix based quantities can be bounded
using the maximum wavelet level among the basis indices that are active in the iterates.

Lemma 6.12. Let wy, ; be defined by Algorithm 6.1. Under the assumptions of Theorem
6.7, one has

rank., (wy, ;) < Cd (Ind)*** ((In d)2[In no] + (Ind)?)¥ (1 + [l o)*

with b = max{by, bg},p2 = (In C+81In(1+c|ln p|))e, and where C,C > 0 are d-independent
constants.

Proof. The basic approach of this proof is similar to [%, Section 6.5]. The differences is
based on the new scaling matrix Dy, the additional factor J when applying the temporal
operator and the wavelet level dependence when applying the initial value operator.

First of all, we derive estimates for the scaling matrix based quantities of the non-
transposed operator. Both of them depend on the maximum active level of wy, ; as well
as on the A®-norm of the contractions. Combining (6.14) and (6.17) yields

In (an (We)llas ) < Cr((nd)? ] + (0 d)?).
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Therefore, by (5.38), (5.39) and (5.59), we have
iy (g ie.gs W) llew < Ca((nd)?[lnay ;| + (Ind)?),
I (s e W)l < Cs (nd)?Inmy | + (nd)*)’
.0 (g5 W) e < Ca (Ind)? [l | + (In d)*)*
and by (5.37) and (5.57) the estimates

J(—SnlBan,j;wk,j) < Cs((Ind)*[Inmy ;| + (Ind)?),
J0(78||%3”77k,j§ wij) < Cs((In d)?|lnng ;| + (Ind)?)

Additionally we have to estimate the quantities with respect to the intermediate results

z,(clj) and z,(fj) We obtain

- 1 X
Iy (333 2Dl < Cr[1+ Ly(2()) + In anln(ZHWt (o))
=1

d
< Cu[L+ L(wieg) + )+ nd+ I (3070 (w ) Las )|
i=1
< Co((Ind)*Inng ;] + (Ind)?),

where we again used the estimation (5.38) as well as Remark 5.16 and the level decay

(1))

property for Ly(z, ) in the second line. Analogously we have

M (87716,],sz Loo <C10(1I1d |111’I7kj|+(1nd)3)
[ ((

|
130 (L s 20D le. < Ot (nd)? | + (Ind)*)?,
(

J (Legi2l)) < Cra((d)fimm| + (md)®),
3 (ngi2)) < Cra(nd)limm | + (nd)®),
(2)

where we use L(z,; ;) < Lx(Wg,;). Furthermore we have to estimate the rank of f; ; =

flg J) + f(2). We have f',glj) = RHSfl(SylzllgH) and f,glj) = APPLYBT(?IEI-), 1), Without loss of
£

generality, we can apply Lemma 6.8 on f j), because the RHSf routine can be realized

with a coarsening step in the end similar to Remark 6.5. Combining Lemma 6.8 with
Assumption 2(viii) and Assumption 2(x), yields

LEY)) < Cra(ind + o ).
Using again Assumption 2(viii), we obtain

Iy e B e T (i B ) < Crolimnd + e ),

~ (1
e (b B e < Crr(ind + [lnm))?.
2) N,j

For f( ) = RHS¢, (g STBT S )and f( ) = APPLYg] (f,gj , g), we get in the same way

N (2
I (b B2 e < Crs(ind + [lnmg))?,
Jg (%nk,j;f,f}) < Cro(Ind + [Inng ;).
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Taking Assumption 2(viii) into account as well as Lemma 5.15 and Lemma 5.29, we arrive
at
koo (F 1) < Cao(Ind + [Inmy, )4 (rankeg (F k(F?
rankeo (fr ;) < Coo(Ind + [Inny;|)* (rankeo(fy ;) + [rank(£,7})[oo)
< Cor (1 + [y 5)° (Ind + [ 5 )*.

Hence, by applying Lemma 5.15 two times as well as Lemma 5.24 and Lemma 5.29, we
arrive at

(6.18)
rankee (Wi, j4+1) < Cao((In d)2|ln Mk,;| + (In d)3)8 rankee (W ;) + Ci7(Ind + [In nk’j|)bf+4.

Additionally by (6.8) in Theorem 6.7 and Assumption 3(xi) we have
rankeo (Wi o) < (dy ' In[2(ak1) ™ oy 0l oty meoP)™ < C(a)([In g o] + Ind)™,
where we used ﬁl_l < d. We recall j < I < cInd, which yields
(6.19) Inn ;| < [Inngo| +clnd|lnp|, j=0,...,1.
By repeated insertion of (6.18), we obtain
rankoo (wy, ;) < Cozd*™ % (Ind)?(|Inmy 0| + clnd|ln p|) 4 (Ind)?)
x ([Inny 0| + cInd/ln p| + In d)®+*
< Cpyd” (Ind)* ™ (nd) | o] + (nd)*)™ (1 + Do),
where b = max{by, br}. O

6.2.3. Complexity of Algorithm 6.1. With the above preparations, we are in a position to
prove the complexity bound in Theorem 6.7.

Proof of Theorem 6.7. The estimates (6.6) and (6.8) follow directly from (3.20), whereas
(6.7) and (6.9) are an intermediate consequence of (3.21).

We now turn to the proof of the estimate (6.10) for the number of required opera-
tions. By Assumption 2(ix), Lemma 5.17, Lemma 5.25, Lemma 5.31 and Remark 3.14
the complexity of each inner iteration step is dominated by the hierarchical singular value
decomposition which is required for the RECOMPRESS and COARSEN routines. Hence, by
Remark 3.14 and (6.15) from Lemma 6.11 for each k and j the complexity is bounded by

~ 7 _1 .
C1d rankl, (wy ) d” (Cd) ¥ Cugry s (Ind)*[Inmgy| + (nd)?)™,

where d? corresponds to the growth of Cf?p ®(d), which by Assumption 4 is at most poly-
nomial. Using (6.19), we obtain

((Ind)?Inm ;| + (Ind)*)¥ < @ ((In d)?|In g 0| + (Ind)*)*
with ps = 2¢In(1 + ¢|ln p|). Consequently, the complexity of the outer loop k is bounded
by

5 _1
Cod™™ 75 vank (wy, ) (Cd) 5 Cupny; (Ind)?[Inggol + (nd)®)™.

Furthermore, the total work to arrive at u; is bounded by

2clnd+2

~ .1
(6.20) CsddtPLtes rankio(ka]_’])(Cd) E d%Cu,fnkjl I((ln d)2]1n Mi—1,0] + (In d)3)21.
In the next step we express the bound in terms of the tolerance €. It holds n,_10 = 2pe,

_1 _ _1
and ny_1,; = 2p’Tle;. Using p € (0,1) and I < clnd, yields M1 < (2/))_%dcS 1|lnﬂ\gk 5
Therefore, we obtain

(6.21) ((ln d)2|ln kal,o! + (In d)3)1 < (In d)cln(1+|ln(2p)|)+301nd(l + [In €k‘)01nd.
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Combining this with Lemma 6.12 yields

rankoc (wy_1,1) < Cad” (Ind)"* (nd)|nmy1,0] + (nd)*)™ (1 + [y o)+
< CsdP? (ln d)b+4+8c1n(1+\1n2p|)+24clnd(l + |1H €k|)b+4+8clnd‘

By inserting this bound in (6.20) for the ranks, we arrive at
ﬂops(ue) < Cde4 (ln d)4b+16+34c1n(1+|1n 2p|) (ln d)lOchn dd2cs’1 In d&_;% (1 + |1n 6k,)4b+16+34ch’1d
with py = q + p1 + 4pa + p3 + % +es7HInp| + 2es7 1 n C, which shows (6.10). O

7. NUMERICAL EXPERIMENTS

7.1. Basic considerations. In our implementation of Algorithm 6.1, all hierarchical ten-
sor representations use the linear dimension tree

d—1

’]I‘d:a*uU{{i},{i+1,...,d}}.

As wavelet bases, we use Lo-orthonormal, continuously differentiable, piecewise poly-
nomial Donovan-Geronimo-Hardin multiwavelets [23] of polynomial degree 6 and Lo-
approximation order 7. These wavelets satisfy the assumptions stated in 2.2 and used
in Sections 5.1 and 5.2, especially the requirement of Lo(£2)-orthonormality of the result-
ing spatial product basis that is crucial in view of Proposition 2.3. In particular, with
appropriate rescaling, we obtain s*-compressibility of the one-dimensional operator To
and super-compressibility of Ty, as discussed in Remark 5.8.

Additionally we use the technique described in [3, Section 7.2] for improving the practi-
cal efficiency of APPLY. The basic idea is to systematically apply the RECOMPRESS routine
to intermediate results generated in APPLY. This strategy leads to a substantial reduction
of computational costs in practice.

7.2. High-dimensional heat equation. As a test case, we consider two versions of the
heat equation

with Dirichlet boundary conditions in the spatial variables, one with ||g|lz, = 1 and
vanishing initial values h = 0, the other with ||h||z, = 1 and vanishing source term g = 0.
With data normalized in this manner, we consider absolute residual norms in what follows.
As noted in Remark 5.1, the hierarchical tensor representation of the operator Ty in this
case has a simple structure with ranks two.

7.2.1. Vanishing initial condition. We first consider the case with vanishing initial condi-
tions. Note that such cases cannot directly be treated by alternative approaches based
on dynamical low-rank approximation as in [9]. For simplicity we use a function g that
can be written as a tensor product of single wavelet basis elements in the temporal and
each spatial dimension. The parameters in Algorithm 6.1 are chosen as in our convergence
analysis.

Figure 2 shows the residuals and the corresponding estimates of the error in X'-norm in
dependence on the iteration number for spatial dimensions d € {8,32,128}. The method
behaves as expected with an increase of both estimates after each outer loop step due to the
recompression and coarsening routines. Because of the d-dependence of the parameter k1,
the number of inner steps required for the inner loop increases with increasing d. Figure 3
shows the sum of the one-dimensional supports as well as the maximum ranks with respect
to the computed residual norm estimates, which are proportional to ||[u — wy ||, over the
course of the iteration. There is a pronounced preasymptotic range, and the expected rate

of s = % according to Theorem 6.7 is observed only for small residual norms, which are
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FIGURE 2. Norms of computed error estimates and error bounds in depen-
dence on the iteration number for the heat equation with source term, for

d=8,32,128.
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FIGURE 3. Sum of the support and maximum rank per iteration versus
the current residual norm estimate for the heat equation with source term,

for d = 4,8,32,128.
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FIGURE 4. Maximum ranks for each time index in dependence on the
iteration number for the heat equation with source term, for d = 8,32, 128.

reached in the additional tests for d = 4. In addition, the maximum ranks rank.,(wy ;),
which are shown in a semi-logarithmic plot, exhibit a logarithmic dependence on the
residual norm estimate.

For the same values of d, Figure 4 shows the maximum ranks of the separate low-
rank approximations in each time index in dependence on the iteration count. One can
discern an earlier increase of ranks for larger d at comparable outer iteration numbers.
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dence on the iteration number for the heat equation with source term, for
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Time vs residual

(SN
¥

103 4 "S-

128

Time in s

sk R h
10—1 4 \;’:\

1072 4
.

T T T T . T
1076 1075 10=% 1073 1072 107! 100

Residual norm estimate

FIGURE 6. Time required for each inner iteration step for the heat equation
with source term for d = 4, 8, 32, 128 in dependence on the achieved residual
estimate.

In an analogous manner, the sum of the one-dimensional supports for each time index
is shown in Figure 5. Altogether, we observe that only a small number of active spatial
basis functions and a comparably low maximum rank is required for most of the activated
temporal basis indices.

Figure 6 shows the time for each inner iteration step in dependence of the achieved
residual norm estimate after this step, where the time in seconds is to be taken as a
measure for the number of operations. While we observe algebraic behaviour with respect
to the residual norm estimate, comparison to Figure 3 shows that this is still in the pre-
asymptotic regime. The d-dependence of the costs is subject to the same effects, but the
results are consistent with a polynomial dependence on d within the observable range.

7.2.2. Vanishing source term. As second test case we consider the one with vanishing
source term g = 0 in (7.1). Similarly to the previous test case, for simplicity we use as
initial condition a function h that can be written as a tensor product of a single wavelet
basis element in each spatial dimension.

This test case has higher computational costs due to a stronger increase of the temporal
supports of approximations as the iteration progresses. Therefore we restrict ourselves to
spatial dimensions d = 4, 8, 16 in this case. In addition, we use error tolerances in APPLY,
COARSEN and RECOMPRESS that are larger than the ones used in the convergence analysis,
which turn out to be stricer than necessary in practice. Specifically, in line 10 of Algorithm
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FIGURE 8. Sum of the support and maximum rank per iteration versus
the current residual norm estimate for the heat equation with initial value,
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FIGURE 9. Maximum ranks for each time index in dependence on the
iteration number for the heat equation with initial value, for d = 4, 8, 16.

6.1 we replace 7 ; by 10m; ; and in line 11 by 2 ; without observing an impact on the
convergence of the method.

In the following we present the same quantities as in Section 7.2.1. Figure 7 shows
the residuals as well as the corresponding estimates for the X-norm with respect to the
iteration number for the three different spatial dimensions d € {4, 8,16}, again with the
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FIGURE 11. Time required for each inner iteration step for the heat equa-
tion with initial value for d = 4, 8, 16 in dependence on the achieved residual
estimate.

expected behaviour. Figures 8, 9 and 10 show results for the one-dimensional supports
as well as for the maximum ranks. Figure 8 compares the sum of the one-dimensional
support with the computed residual norm estimates, where one can see that preasymp-
totic behaviour is still present. Figure 11 shows the time for each inner iteration step in
dependence of the residual estimates for different spatial dimensions. As in the previous
test case, we observe a polynomial dependence of the costs on the problem dimension.
Altogether, the results are consistent with the previous test case with vanishing initial
value. However, due to the higher computation costs, in the present case we do not enter
the asymptotic regime for the one-dimensional support sizes.

8. CONCLUSION AND OUTLOOK

We have constructed a space-time adaptive solver for parabolic PDEs that combines
sparse wavelet approximations in time with low-rank hierarchical tensor approximations
in the spatial variables. The method yields guaranteed error bounds with respect to the
exact solution in the natural norm of Lo(0,T; H(Q)) N HY(0,T; H~1(Q)). In addition,
we obtain near-optimal bounds on hierarchical ranks and discretization sizes in terms of
those of best approximations of similar accuracy, and corresponding bounds on the total
computational complexity of the method in terms of the total error with respect to the
exact solution of the PDE.
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The present paper shows how such methods can be constructed and that they are
applicable to problems in large dimensions d. On this basis, there is a number of direc-
tions for further work. Concerning the quantitative efficiency of the method, based on
the adaptive residual approximation constructed here, several further improvements are
possible. In particular, the conceptually simple but quantitatively rather expensive ap-
proximate Richardson iteration on the full sequence space can be replaced by successively
refined Galerkin discretizations as in [1]. For the arising Galerkin subproblems, solvers
that are optimized for the particular structure of the combined sparse and low-rank ap-
proximations can be considered. Moreover, it will be of interest to adapt the method to
convection-diffusion problems.

Another direction of future work concerns the approximability of solutions in the par-
ticular sense that is exploited by our adaptive scheme, especially in the case of large d. On
the one hand, the performance of the method depends on best n-term approximations of
the lower-dimensional contractions 7t (u) for i = 1,...,d; this can be interpreted as the
approximability by adaptive tensor product wavelets of densities of solutions with respect
to the temporal and a single spatial variable. On the other hand, the performance of
the method depends on the ranks of spatial hierarchical low-rank approximations of the
coefficient tensors u,, for each fixed temporal basis index 14 € V4.

Since our method does not make explicit use of any assumptions on approximability
of solutions, but is guaranteed to automatically produce near-best approximations, it can
be regarded as a numerical test for such approximability. Our numerical results show a
(poly)logarithmic growth of hierarchical ranks with respect to the total solution error.
This leads us to the conjecture that for parabolic problems of this type with data (such
as initial values and source terms) having polylogarithmic growth of best approximation
ranks, this polylogarithmic rank growth transfers to solutions. Such results have been
obtained for elliptic problems in [19], but we are not aware of a comparable result for
parabolic problems. Note that, as such exponential-type convergence of low-rank approx-
imations is generally a structural feature of solutions, this is not covered by singular value
decay estimates for generic elements of smoothness classes. For example, the estimates for
functions with dominating mixed smoothness in [10,26] yield only algebraic convergence
with respect to ranks, which in view of the numerical results obtained here, and those for
the elliptic case in [, 8], is generally far from sharp for solutions of the considered PDE
problems.

APPENDIX A. EXPONENTIAL SUM APPROXIMATIONS

In this section we give the proof of Theorem 4.1. The starting point for obtaining
exponential sum approximations are integral representations based on the inverse Laplace
transform. These are approximated in suitably transformed form by the trapezodial rule.
We start with an auxiliary statement on the values of the derivative of the Dawson function
on specific lines in the complex plane.

Lemma A.1. One has
. . 27 2
‘1 - 20(\/3:& Z)F(C(\/gi z))‘ <1+4/ - + ﬁxminF(ajmm) = Cdaw

for each ¢ > 0, where Ty s the global minimizer of % [47].

Proof. We will give the proof for the “+” case. The other case can be shown in the same
way. Let ¢ > 0 be arbitrary and set z = ¢(v/3 +i). First, we start by estimating |F(2)|.
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Choosing an axis-parallel contour, we have

z Imz Rez
/652d§: /e(iy)gdy—l— / @ im(=)? gy,
0 0 0
V3c
= \Z»Terf(c) +e @ / e 2 ;.
0

Using the definition of the Dawson function as well as the triangle inequality, we obtain

wwn—kﬁﬂj
0

e§2d£‘ < 6_202\27? erf(c) + F(V3c).

We next take into account that the derivative of the Dawson function % =1—2zF has

its global minimum at zpyi,. As a consequence,
1 22F(2)] <1+ 2J2|F(2)
<1+ 2ce 2 merf(c) + 2¢F(v/3¢)

127 2
<1+ ? + %xminF(l‘min) = Cdaw - O

We use the following definition and approximation error bound from [10].
Definition A.2. For ( >0, let D; = {2z € C: |Im z| < (}, and for 0 < e < 1, let
De(e) ={2€C:|Re 2| <& !, |[Im 2| < (1 —¢)}.

For v analytic in D¢ let

Ni(v,D¢) = lim / lv(z)||dz].
e—0
dD¢(e)
Theorem A.3 (see [10, Theorem 3.2.1)). Let g be analytic in D¢ with Ni(g, D¢) < 0o
then
e—mC/h

< m (g,Dg)

/R (z)dz —hY  g(kh)

keZ

Proof of Theorem 4.1. Our starting point is the representation

Lo [ s )

where we make use of the property %(m) + 2z F(z) = 1 of the Dawson function F' given
by (4.4). Substituting ya = e* yields

1 xz xz x x
Vs = (1 —2e2F <e§>> 3~ a"s dy
s+a \/&ﬁ

x/? e s du.

fv*
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The integrand is holomorphic in the strip {z + iy : x € R, |y| < 7/3}. In order to apply
Theorem A.3, we need to estimate the quantity

Ni(g, D) = /R gz +i¢)] dz + /R 9z — iC)| dz

where g(z) = % (1- 26’”/2F(e“3/2)) e3ao"s, By Lemma A.1, we have

xztyi ztyi

‘1—26TF<6 2 >‘§Cdaw

for y = w/3 and all x € R. Moreover,

ztyi 1 _z+4yi zHyi 1 _x4yi
e 2 —at t — eRe(—z e t)

_ e%—%ez Cos(y)t_

The same transformation can be done for the negative imaginary part using cos(y) =
cos(—y). Putting this together, for ¢ € (0, §), which ensures cos(¢) > 0, we obtain

1

Ni(g, D) < 250 [ gg=emcon(On g — 2w

VaT Jr s cos({)’

where we have used that /7 erf(y/c e*/2)/\/c is the antiderivative of e2 =" for ¢ > 0.
Theorem A.3 now yields

2

Vs —aa(kh e % 1
— hawa(k‘ha)e aa(kha)s < ﬁQCdaw\/ii
s+a keZZ 2sinh(g5-) NG
7\,2
" 3ha
< g ta) Y <5 VB
2sinh(g;-) s+ta s+a

with the choice of h, in (4.5), where we have used s > 1 as well as 2Cdaw V2 < 10 in the
second line.

In the next step, we truncate the doubly infinite sum from above at the index n at
cost of an maximum error of §. We use that

2 x
s 16766 F(e*?) + \/%cqt\ﬁl erf(ﬁexﬂ)

is the antiderivative of (1 —2e2 F(e2))e2 ", Setting uy(x) = wa(z)e~ ) and ¢ = s/a,
we obtain

o

—aq(Thg)s 1 r z z Z _ce®
Z haua(k:ha)é/hawa(xha)e (@ha)s qq = NN / (1—2€2F(62))€2 dz
+

k>ni TL; naha
1 \/E niha 2 n+ha na+h0«
- fo(Vee ™) = e R ()
NN <ﬁc+1erc \Vce C+1e e
1 n;"’«a
< Vs erfc<e 2 ><5 Vs
s+a Va s+a

with n}" chosen according to (4.6). In the last line we use that the complementary error
function erfc = 1 — erf is monotonically decreasing and s > 1.

Finally, we truncate the sum in the negative range of indices. To this end, we limit the
interval of possible values of s to [1, K| for a fixed K > 1. We make use of the fact that

the antiderivative of (1 —2e~2 F(e”2))e"27° " for ¢ > 0 is given by

Ci 16766_1F(67%) — ﬁcﬁ erf(y/ce 2).
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Setting ¢ = s/a as before, we arrive at

> hata(kha) =) hatia(—kha)

k<—n k>n
oo
1 _Z -5 T —x
= ﬁﬁ/(l_Qe o 7)>€_2_ce d
nha
1 2 emha ,, _nhe Ve _nhg
= F f
\/7?\/6<c+16 (e 2)+\/7?c+ler (Ve 2)>

() s B ()

If we assume that n is chosen sufficiently large to ensure F(e*("h“)/ 2)6*("}“)/ 2 < %, one
can easily check that the function f,(s,x) is monotonically decreasing in some interval
s € [0, z] and monotonically increasing in the remaining interval s € (z,00). We thus
conclude that the maximum value of the function f,(s,z) for a given x and the time
interval [1, K] has to be located at one of the boundary values. U

APPENDIX B. AUXILIARY PROOFS
Proof of Lemma 3.4. For u € £3(V) and r € RVt, let Py, : £2(V) — F(r) be defined by

u—Py,ull= min ||lu—w|.
o= Puuf = min u—w]

The operator has the representation

f)u,r — Z Eut & f)x,uyt,rl,t

V€V

with E,, = e/, e,, and where Px,uut, : lo(Vx) = H(ry,) is the linear projection such that

Py u,, ., Uy, is a best approximation in H(r,,) as in [6, Lemma 1]. A direct consequence

~ rut
of this representation is that the operator Py, is also a linear projection. According to
Proposition 3.3, we obtain
v — P: vl <k inf V-—Ww
v = PrwanyVl S wp_inf v - wl

< HP”V - Pu,F(u,om)VH

By definition rank.. (PKP(HQM(V)) is chosen minimally to archive the bound k(1 + a)n,
which yields (3.6). Furthermore, (3.5) is an immediate consequence of the triangle in-
equality. ([l

Proof of Theorem 3.13. Combining (3.5) in Lemma 3.4 and the definition of the coarsening
operator in (3.18) together with the triangle inequality yield relation (3.19).

The statements in (3.20) follow directly from Theorem 3.6. The additional coarsening
operator can at most reduce the ranks and does not affect these estimates.
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The main part is the proof of the estimates (3.21). We set w = f’,{P(Ha)n(v). Let
N € N be minimal such that [[u — Ry, yyull < an. Then

W = Rimwll < [(T— R/‘\(u,N))(u = W)|[ + [[u = Rz,nyul
< flu=w[+ flu=Rzqmull < (1 +rp(l+a) + o),

where we used Lemma 3.4 to bound the first summand on the right-hand side. Hence, by
(3.17), we have

(B.1) W — Raw,m Wl < kelW — Ry, vy Wl
' < kellW = Riu,n Wil < kel +a)(sp + 1)n.

Without loss of generality we may assume that N > d. Keeping the optimality (3.16) of
the best coarsen operator in mind, property (3.9) yields

an < Hu - RA(u,N—l)uH < inf <Z H ¢, z) RA(t,i)ﬂ'(t’i) (u)H2>

S #HAGD<SN -1

< Z 1nf

#A(t D<(N-1)/d H

_s d
N-1 ;
< () SR
_s d
S N N2
<2 (5) TIPS

We note that by (B.1), the coarsening operator CHC(HPH)(HQ)W retains at most IV terms.
We combine this fact with the previous estimate, which results in

(09 (w) — Ry o) () H

d d s
B2) s (7D (wy)) < N < 20 byt <Zuw“vi><u>uﬁ) .

i=1
Hence the first statement in (3.21) is shown. Now let N; = # supp(m t)(u)) fori=1,...,d

and N = > N; . We may assume without loss of generality N; > 0 for i = =1,. d
Resolve (B.2) for 7 and inserting into (3.19), we observe

(B.3) lu—w,| < N7*C(a dSZHW(“ )llas

where C(a) = 2°a71(1 + kp(1 + a) + ke (kp + )( + a)).
Let 0; be the best N;-term approximation to ﬂ(t’i)(u), then by using the properties of
Proposition 3.8 we observe

w4 (w)llae < 2 (Jlllae + i = 709 (wy) L
< 2° (ImD ()]s + (28)° s — 7 (v )]
<2 () () Las + @N0)* (s = 7D (@) + ) (w) = 7w, ))
<2 ((1+2) D @)l + 28)* 7D (w) = 7D (wy) )

where we used that # supp(t; — 7w (&) (wy)) < 2N; in the second line. As a consequence of
the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have the componentwise estimate

e (W) = 7wl (w)| < 7wt (u = wy),

Vt,Vx Vt,Vx Vt,Vx
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which yields

79 (u) = 7 (wi) || < 7D (w0 = wi) || = [ — wy .

Combining this fact with (B.3), we obtain

d
I (w)[las < 2°(1 4 2°) D (W) |4 + 2°C()d* N~ (2;)* <ZHW“’“(H)HAS>.
k=1

N d .
Summing over i = 1,...,d and noting that N—° 3 (2N;)® < 2°d™2X(0:1-9)  we arrive at

i=1

the second statement in (3.21). O
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