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1. INTRODUCTION

Let V, H be separable Hilbert spaces such that V — H with dense embedding.
Identifying H with its (anti-) dual, we obtain the Gelfand triple V< H — V’. We
use the notation (-,-) g both to denote the scalar product on H x H and its unique
extension by continuity to the duality pairing on V' x V.

Let 0 < T < oo and denote, for a.e. t € I :=[0,T], by a(t;-,-) a sesqui-linear
form on V' x V such that for any n,{ € V, t — a(t;n, ) is measurable on I, and
such that for some constants M,,a >0, A € R and for a.e. t € I,

(1.1) lat;n, Q) < MallnllvIiCllv - (n,¢ € V) (boundedness),
(L2)  Raltmm) + Alnld > ol (1€ V) (coercivity).
For a.e. t € I, let A(t) € L(V, V') be defined by

Given g € Lo(I; V') and h € H, we are interested in solving the parabolic problem
(1.3) du(t)+ Atyu(t) = g(t) in V', u(0)=hin H.

We think of A(t) as a linear, scalar differential or integrodifferential operator of
order 2m > 0 on a bounded domain @ C R™ in variational form (systems of
equations will not impose any difficulties apart from a more involved notation).
Then, H = Ly(Q) and V = H™(Q) or a closed subspace incorporating homogeneous
Dirichlet boundary conditions.

A classical approach to the numerical solution of (1.3) is the Method of Lines
which reduces (1.3) by spatial semidiscretization in ) with N degrees of freedom
to a system of IV coupled ordinary differential equations to be solved numerically
in (0,7) (see, e.g., [Tho06]). Conversely, in Rothe’s Method (see e.g. [Lan01])
(1.3) is reduced by time semidiscretization to a sequence of coupled spatial, elliptic
problems to be solved. Both these approaches, and the more recently proposed
discontinuous Galerkin method (see, e.g., [EJT85]), are essentially time marching
methods. Many results are known about efficient and reliable a posteriori error
estimators (e.g. [EJ95, Ver96]), which are the basis of any adaptive solution method.
Examples of such methods can be found in [EJ91, Pic98, CF04, Raa07].

The ultimate aim of adaptive methods is to achieve an approximate solution with
error below a prescribed tolerance at the expense of, up to an absolute multiple,
minimal amount of computer time and storage. Due to the character of time
stepping this seems hard to realize and, unlike for elliptic problems, so far no
optimality results are known to us.

In this work we follow an alternative approach. We give a space-time variational
formulation of the parabolic problem (1.3) and prove that it defines a boundedly
invertible linear operator between X and ), with X and Y being (intersections of)
tensor products of certain temporal and spatial Hilbert spaces. By equipping these
spaces with wavelet bases and taking tensor products of these, the parabolic prob-
lem is reformulated as a well-posed bi-infinite matrix vector problem on the sequence
space f5. We solve this problem using an adaptive wavelet method introduced by
Cohen, Dahmen and DeVore in [CDD01, CDD02]. In a natural norm associated to
the problem, we show that the approximations produced by this method converge
with the same rate as the sequence of best approximations from the span of the
best N products of temporal and spatial wavelets, in linear complexity.



While keeping discrete solutions on all time levels is prohibitive for time marching
methods, thanks to the use of tensorized multi-level bases our method produces
approximations simultaneously in space and time without penalty in complexity
because of the additional time dimension.

The idea of using tensorized multi-level bases in space and time for solving
parabolic problems was exploited earlier in [GO07], mainly in a non-adaptive setting
(sparse-grids). An alternative space-time adaptive wavelet solver based on more
heuristic arguments was presented in [AKV06]. Numerical results presented in
these references indicate the potential of this approach.

Our approach is modular in the sense that the space discretization of A(t) in
(1.3) can be based on any ‘spatial’ wavelet system satisfying a set of conditions
which we specify. We distinguish two particular cases: (A) the case of isotropically
supported, piecewise polynomial wavelets in €2, and (B) the case when Q = (0,1)"
with possibly large n, where we use tensorized univariate spline wavelets as in
[vPS04, GOO07] which do not suffer from the curse of dimension for large n, thereby
generalizing [DSS08] to the parabolic case.

The structure of this paper is as follows: in Section 2, we reformulate abstract
well-posed linear operator equations involving separable Hilbert spaces X and ) as
a well-posed bi-infinite matrix equation using Riesz bases of X and ) and in Section
3, we briefly elaborate on approximation classes related to best N-term approxima-
tions in such bases. Section 4 collects known results on adaptive wavelet methods,
from [CDDO01, CDD02, GHSO07]; particular attention is paid to quantitative versions
of s*-admissibility and s*-compressibility of matrix representations of the operator
of interest. Section 5 addresses the reformulation of the parabolic problem (1.3)
and establishes the well-posedness of the parabolic operator equation in the cor-
responding space-time Hilbert spaces, and Section 6 presents its reformulation as
bi-infinite matrix equation in ¢» with particular attention to the Riesz-constants.
Section 7 gives the best possible rates of space-time tensor wavelet approximations
for the solution and, in particular, establishes in case (B) above the absence of
the curse of dimensionality. Section 8 establishes sufficient conditions on spatial
and temporal Riesz bases for the s*-computability of the space-time operator and
Section 9 addresses in case (B) the dependence of the constants in the convergence
and complexity bounds on the space dimension n. The Appendix contains an proof
of well-posedness of our space-time variational formulation of (1.3).

In this paper, by C < D we will mean that C' can be bounded by a multiple
of D, independently of parameters which C' and D may depend on, in particular

the space dimension n, apart from dependencies that are mentioned explicitly.
Obviously, C' 2 D is defined as D S C,and C < D as C <D and C 2 D.

2. WELL-POSED OPERATOR EQUATIONS AND THEIR REFORMULATION AS
BI-INFINITE MATRIX VECTOR PROBLEMS

Let X, be separable Hilbert spaces over K € {R,C}. Let us assume that we
have available a Riesz basis U = {¢¥ : X\ € Vx} for X', meaning that the synthesis
operator

sgx £2(Vy) = X :c— Ut = Z exby
AEV Y



3

is boundedly invertible. By identifying ¢2(Vx) with its (anti-)dual, its adjoint,
known as the analysis operator, reads as

Sy 1 X = 0(Va) 1 g [g(03)]aeva-

Similarly, let ¥Y = {1/1?\) : A € Vy} be a Riesz basis for ), with synthesis operator
sy and adjoint s{,,,. For both U¥ and UV we have in mind suitable wavelet bases.

Now let B € £(X,)’) be boundedly invertible. Given an f € ), we are inter-
ested in solving the operator equation of finding u € & such that

Bu = f.

Writing v = sgau, this problem is equivalent to the bi-infinite matrix vector prob-
lem

(2.1) Bu=f,
where f = siy, f = [f(¥Y)]revy € £2(Vy), and the “stiffness” or system matriz
B = sy Bsyx = [(BY;)(YX)revy peva € L(l2(Va), £2(Vy))
is boundedly invertible. Introducing the sesquilinear form
biX XY —K: (w,0) — (Bu)(v),
we will also use the notations
B =0p(0Y ¥Y) and f=f(TY).

With the Riesz constants

TyX
c Uy
AfIfX = |[sux|ley(va)—a = sup H “ )
0#celz (V) ||C||Z2(VX)
TyX
o o™ W
)\\I,X = HS‘I,XHX_,@Z(VX) =

0#£c€l2(Vx) ||C||€2(Vx) ’

and Agy and )\gy defined analogously, obviously it holds that

(2.2) IBlea(va)—t2(vy) < I Blla—y AgxAyy,
- B! By
(2.3) B lea(vy)—ta(va) < SIS

N SAN /AY

Some examples of operators B and spaces X and ) that one may have in mind
are

o (Bw)(v) = [, Vw- Vv, X =Y = Hj(Q) (Poisson problem),

o (B(wW,p))(¥,q) = [o, Vi : VI — [pdivi — [, qdivi, X =Y = Hg(Q)" x
L2 o(?) for a domain €2 C R™ (Stokes problem),

o (Bw)(v) = ﬁfag faQ (w(y)—w(z))(v(y)—v(z))dxdy’ X =Y = H3 (89Q) /R,

le—y[?

Q C R? (hypersingular boundary integral equation).

In this paper, we will see that also parabolic problems fit into this framework. In
that case the spaces X and Y will not be equal.



3. BEST N-TERM APPROXIMATION AND APPROXIMATION CLASSES

The most economical approximations for u are best N-term approximations uy,
i.e., vectors that on their supports of length NV € Ny coincide with the N largest
coefficients in modulus of u. For s > 0, the approximation class A3, (¢2(Vy)) =
{veta(Vx) : |[Vlas s(va)) < oo}, where

IVl as, (ea(v2)) = SUpE X min{N € No : [|[v = v |le,va) < e}°
>

gathers under one roof all v whose best N-term approximations converge to v with
rate s.

Generally, best N-term approximations cannot be realized in practice, in par-
ticular not in the situation that the vector u to be approximated is only implicitly
given as the solution of the bi-infinite matrix vector problem (2.1). Our aim is to
construct a practical method that produces approximations to u which, whenever
u € A3 (02(Vx)) for some s > 0, converge with this rate s in linear computational
complexity.

4. ADAPTIVE WAVELET METHODS

Let s > 0 be such that u € A% (/2(Vx)). In [CDDO01] and [CDDO02], adaptive
wavelet methods for solving (2.1) were introduced. Both these methods are iterative
methods. To be able to bound their complexity, one needs a suitable bound on the
complexity of an approximate matrix-vector product in terms of the prescribed
tolerance. We formalize this in the notion of s*-admissibility.

Definition 4.1. B € L({2(Vx),42(Vy)) is s*-admissible if there exists a routine
APPLYg[w,c| — z

which yields, for any e > 0 and any finitely supported w € €2(Vx), a finitely sup-
ported z € (2(Vy) with |Bw —zl|y,(v,) < € and for which, for any 5 € (0,s*), there
e wl s

A (62(Vx))’
and the number of arithmetic operations and storage locations used by the call
APPLY g[w, €] is bounded by some absolute multiple of

—1/5 1/s
ap eV HWHX;(@(VX» + #suppw + 1.

exists an admissibility constant ag s such that #suppz < ap s

The realization of APPLY g[w,¢| for system matrices B arising from parabolic
problems will be a major topic in this work.

Remark 4.2. In Sect. 9 we investigate adaptive wavelet methods for solving para-
bolic problems (1.3) in high space dimensions, i.e. in Q C R™ with possibly large
n. Introducing in Definition 4.1 the admissibility constants ap s will allow us to
quantify the dimension-dependence in convergence and complexity estimates for
the adaptive wavelet methods.

In order to approximate u one should be able to approximate f. Throughout this
paper we assume availability of the following routine.
RHSte] — f. : For given € > 0, it yields a finitely supported f. € £o2(Vy) with
If —folleyvy) <€ and Fsuppf. Smin{N : ||f — fy[| <e},

with the number of arithmetic operations and storage locations used by the call
RHS¢[e] bounded by some absolute multiple of #supp f. + 1.
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In the following, we record some consequences of having APPLY g and RHS¢
routines. A proof of Proposition 4.3 can be given along the lines in [CDD01, CDD02]
or [DFR*07, Prop. 3.3].

Proposition 4.3. Let B in (2.1) be s*-admissible. Then for any 5 € (0,s*),
we have ||B| 4z, (6(Va))— AL (t2(Vy)) < 0B 5. For z. := APPLYB[w,¢|, we have
HZE”Agc(ZQ(Vy)) < a%gllWllA;(@(vx))-

Using the definition of A% (¢2(Vy)) and the properties of RHS¢, we have the
following corollary.

Corollary 4.4. If, in (2.1), B is s*-admissible and u € A3_(¢2(Vx)) for s < s*
then for f. = RHS¢[e], #suppf. < aB755_1/5||u|\%;“2(vx)) with the number of
arithmetic operations and storage locations used by the call RHS¢[e] being bounded

by some absolute multiple of

_1/s 1/s
aB,s€ 1 ||u| .A/go(éz(VX)) +1L

Remark 4.5. Besides ||f — f.||s,(v,) < &, the complexity bounds in Corollary 4.4,
with ap s reading as some constant, are essential for the use of RHS¢ in the adaptive
wavelet methods.

The following corollary of Proposition 4.3 can be used for example for the con-
struction of valid APPLY and RHS routines in case the adaptive wavelet algo-
rithms are applied to a preconditioned system.

COI’OllaI‘y 4.6. ]fB S ﬁ(fg(v_;y),fg(v;})), C e ﬁ(fg(Vy),fg(Vg)) are both s*-
admissible, then so is CB € L({3(Vx),42(Vz)). A valid routine APPLY cp is

(4.1) [w,e] — APPLY c[APPLYg[w,¢/(2|C||)], /2],

with admissibility constant acss < aps(|C||Y/* + acs) for 5 € (0,s%).
For some s* > s, let C € L({2(Vy),l2(Vz)) be s*-admissible. Then for

(4.2) RHScrle] ;== APPLY ¢[RHS:[e/(2|C|)], /2],

there holds that #supp RHSc¢[e] < (11375(HC||1/S + acﬁs)s’l/SHuHi‘/ss (>(Vx)) and

|Cf — RHSct[e]||e,(v2) < €, with the number of arithmetic operations and storage
locations used by the call RHSce[e] bounded by some absolute multiple of

s —1/s 1/s
ap.s(IC1Y* +ac.)e ™ [ull 4 1y vy + 1
Remark 4.7. The properties of RHS¢r given in the above corollary show that it is
a valid routine for approximating Cf in the sense of Remark 4.5.

Consider first the case that B is symmetric positive definite B, i.e., Vy = Vy
and B = B* > 0. In this situation, both adaptive wavelet methods from [CDDO1,
CDDO02] were shown to be guasi-optimal in the following sense:

Theorem 4.8. If in (2.1) B is s* admissible, then for any € > 0, both adaptive
wavelet methods from [CDD01, CDDO02| produce an approzimation u. to u with
lu—uclleyvyy < e Ifin (2.1) for some s > 0 it holds u € A%, (¢2(Vx)), then
#supp ugfl{—:*l/SHuHi(ss (€2(V %)) and if, moreover, s < s* then the number of arith-
metic operations and ;’?fomge locations required by a call of either of these adaptive
wavelet solvers with tolerance € is bounded by some multiple of

“1/s 1/s
e~V (1+GB,s)||uHA/go(éz(VX))+1'



The multiples depend only on s when it tends to 0 or oo, and on ||B|| and | B~

when they tend to infinity.

The method from [CDDO02] consists of the application of a damped Richardson
iteration to Bu = f, where the required residual computations are approximated
using calls of APPLYp and RHSy within tolerances that decrease linearly with
the iteration counter.

With the method from [CDDO01], a sequence Zg C E1 C --- C V. is produced,
together with corresponding (approximate) Galerkin solutions u; € ¢3(Z;). The
coefficients of approximate residuals f — Bu,; are used as indicators how to expand
Z; to E;41 such that it gives rise to an improved Galerkin approximation.

Both methods rely on a recurrent coarsening of the approximation vectors, where
small coefficients are removed in order to keep an optimal balance between accuracy
and support length. In [GHS07], it was shown that with the method from [CDDO1]
coarsening can be avoided, which gives a quantitative advantage.

The key why s*-admissibility of B can be expected is the observation that for a
wide class of operators the stiffness matrix with respect to suitable wavelet bases
is close to a computable sparse matrix.

Definition 4.9. B € L({2(Vx),02(Vy)) is s*-computable if, for each N € N, there
exists a By € L(€2(Vx),¢2(Vy)) having in each column at most N non-zero entries
whose joint computation takes an absolute multiple of IV operations, such that the
computability constants

/s

L . 1/5
CB,s ‘= Jfflé%NHB BN”eQ Vax)—£2(Vy)

are finite for any 5 € (0, s*).

Theorem 4.10. An s*-computable B is s*-admissible. Moreover, for § < s*,
aB,s S cB,s where the constant in this estimate depends only on 5] 0, 51 s*, and
on |B|| — oo.

This theorem is proven by the construction of a suitable APPLY g routine as
was done in [CDDO01, §6.4], where a log factor in the complexity estimate due to
sorting was removed in later studies by the application of an approximate sorting,
see [Bar05, Met02, Ste03]. In [DSS08] some modifications to this approximate
matrix vector routine were proposed that give rise to quantitative improvements.

Remark 4.11. Theorem 4.10 has been shown under the tacit assumption that a
virtually unbounded amount of memory is available so that direct addressing can
be applied. We refer to [DSS08, §5] for a further discussion of this issue.

Remark 4.12. Theorem 4.8 requires that B is s*-admissible for an s* > s when
u € A% (l2(Vx)). Generally this value of s is unknown, and so the condition on
s* should be interpreted in the sense that s* has to be larger than any s for which
membership of the solution u in A% (¢2(Vx)) can be expected. For example, for a
scalar elliptic equation of order 2m in n space dimensions with (isotropic) wavelets
of order d, such s do not exceed d_Tm. For wavelets that have sufficiently many
vanishing moments and are sufficiently regular, for a wide class of operators that
include the examples mentioned in Section 2, s*-computability and with that s*-
admissibility has been demonstrated for an s* that indeed is sufficiently large in
the aforementioned sense (see [GS06a, GS06b]).
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So far we confined the discussion to stiffness matrices that are symmetric positive
definite. In [Gan06], it was shown that the results concerning the method from
[CDDO01]/[GHS07] extend to the situation that nonsymmetric perturbations of lower
order are added. The approach from [CDDO02] basically applies whenever one has
a linearly convergent stationary iterative scheme for Bu = f available. There is,
however, no recipe that yields such a scheme for general boundedly invertible B.
In particular, for the stiffness matrices B that will result from parabolic problems,
we are not aware of such schemes.

A remedy proposed in [CDD02] is to apply the adaptive schemes to the normal
equations

(4.3) B*Bu = B*f.

instead. Clearly the operator B*B € L({2(Vx),f2(Vx)) is boundedly invertible,
symmetric positive definite, with [|[B*B|ls,(vy)—t2(va) < IBlIZ,(va)—ta(vy) and
[(B*B) ™ 0w a)—ta(va) < HB_1||§2(V3;)H€2(VX)' Now let u € A% (¢2(Vx)), and
for some s* > s, let B and B* be s*-admissible. By Corollary 4.6, with B* in place
of C, a valid RHSpg:¢ routine is given by (4.2), and B*B is s*-admissible with

a valid APPLY g-p routine given by (4.1). A combination of Theorem 4.8 and
Corollary 4.6 yields the following result.

Theorem 4.13. For any € > 0, the adaptive wavelet methods from [CDDO02] or
[CDDO01]/[GHS07] applied to the normal equations (4.3) using above APPLY g+p
and RHSB-; routines produce an approzimation u. to u with |[u —u.l/sv,y) < €.

If for some s > 0, u € A5 (£2(Vx)), then #suppu. < 5‘1/S||u|\i(f (ta(Vx))r With
constant only dependent on s when it tends to 0 or oo, and on ||B| and |B7!||
when they tend to infinity.

If s < s*, then the number of arithmetic operations and storage locations required
by a call of either of these adaptive wavelet methods with tolerance € is bounded by
some multiple of

—1/s 1/s
Lt e (1 + ap,s(1+ a- ) [l 1000
where this multiple only depends on s when it tends to 0 or oo, and on ||B|| and
IB~Y|| when they tend to infinity.
5. VARIATIONAL FORMULATION OF THE PARABOLIC PROBLEM
The variational form of (1.3) will be based on the space

X Ly(LV)NHYL V)

= {v:iveLy(;V), v, % € Ly(I; V')}

equipped with the graph norm || o ||x given by
1
(5.2) loll s= (0170w + 15 Do)

It is known that X — C([0,T); H) (e.g. [DL92, Ch.XVIII, §1, Th.1]). Inspection
of the proof reveals that

(5.1)

53) o w1
0AweX [|w| x

is bounded uniformly in the choice of V' < H, and is only dependent on 7" when it
tends to zero.



By integrating (1.3) over t € I we arrive at the variational formulation of the
initial-boundary value problem (1.3): find

(5.4) WeX:  buo) =) (0= (v1,v) € )

where the “test space” ) is

(5.5) Y=Ls(I;V)x H

equipped with norm [ o ||y given by [|v[[3, = [[v1[I7, 7.y + llv2ll, and the bilinear

form b(-,-) : X x Y — R is defined by

(5.6) b(w, (v1,v2)) := /I<d—1f(t), v1(t)y g + a(t; w(t), v (t))dt + (w(0),ve) m,

and the “load functional” f(-):) — R is given by

(5.7) flv) = /(g(t),vl )y gdt + (h,va)g for v = (vi,ve) € V.

I

Theorem 5.1. The operator B € L(X,)') defined by (Bw)(v) = b(w,v) with
b(-,-), X and Y from (5.6), (5.1) and (5.5) is boundedly invertible. With o :=

SUPo£pev %, the norm of B or B! can be bounded by an increasing function of

My, M, and XT, or of oY, M., M, and AT and \o?, respectively.

Although formulated slightly differently, a proof of this theorem can be found
in [DL92, Ch.XVIII, §3] and [Wlo82, Ch.IV, §26] (without the statement about
the bounds on the norms of B and B~! though). In Appendix A, we give an
alternative, shorter proof of this result based on a well-known characterization of
bounded invertibility of linear operators between Hilbert spaces in terms of three
conditions on the associated sesqui-linear form.

6. PARABOLIC PROBLEMS AS BI-INFINITE MATRIX VECTOR EQUATIONS
In order to construct Riesz bases for X and ), we use that
X=(Ly)@V)n(H'I)®@V')and Y = (Ly(I) @ V) x H.
Let
Y={o,:peV}CV
be a collection of functions that is a normalized Riesz basis for H, that renormalized
iV or V', is a Riesz basis for both these spaces. Let

@z{GA:)\th}CHl(I)

be a collection of functions that is a normalized Riesz basis for La(I), that renor-
malized in H'(I), is a Riesz basis for that space. From [GO95, Prop. 1 and 2], it
follows that then the collection © ® ¥ normalized in X, i.e., the collection

OrHulz) c(\Mp) EVa =V xV
Il + 1031 1yl

is a Riesz basis for X, and that (© ® ¥) x ¥ normalized in ), i.e., the collection

(t,x) — {(M,O) s (A p) € Vi x Vz} U{(0,0.(z)) : p € Vy}

llowllv

(t,z) —
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is a Riesz basis for ). Moreover, denoting the Riesz basis for V' consisting of the
collection ¥ normalized in V' as [¥]y/, and similarly for the other collections and
spaces, with the notations introduced in Sect. 2 it holds that

(6.1) Afoxy, < max(Agﬂ”A[Vz]v,Af&fffmA[Vz’]V,),
(6.2) Mgz, = min(Ag? NG Aff_;]ffm M)
(6.3) A%{@@E)xz]y = maX(Aé)Z(I)A[VZ]v’Ag),

(6.4) Nows)xsyy = min(g NG M.

Denoting with ||X||y the V, x V, diagonal matrix with diagonal entries ||, ||v
(1 € V), and similarly for the other collections and spaces, the stiffness or system
matrix B corresponding to the variational form (5.6) and the Riesz bases [© ® ] v,
[(O®®X) x X]y for X and Y is given by

B =500, [(0®%) x Iy) = {Idt @|I=lyt 0 } .

0 Id,
(©.0)r,n®(E,X)p+ [;a(t,0® 3,0 X)dt

(0(0)® , %)y ]o|@®2|;1.

Writing the solution u of (5.4) as u = u' [©@ ® Y], we conclude that u is the
solution of Bu = f with

(6.5) f = {f]<g(t)v<g,§>[§]v>1{dt} .

The matrix (0(0)® X, E>L2(Q)H@®ZH}1 can be written as (3, ) yR(0, ), where
R =R(0,%) € L(lz(V; x V), 5(V,)) is given by

0
2(0) when p = v,
Ry = /1ol + 1051 ol
0 otherwise.

Introducing Dy := (|0 g1 (n @ [|Z]|v/)|O®X]| 3" and Dy == (Id;®||Z]|v) 0@ 3,
both being diagonal matrices with entries in modulus less than 1, B can be written
as
(6.6)

(O3 (1), ©) o) ® ([Elv, [Elv) 12 D1 + [, alt, © @ [E]v, © @ [E]v)dtD2

7. BEST POSSIBLE RATES IN X

To solve the parabolic problem (5.4), we propose to apply the adaptive wavelet
algorithms from [CDD02] or [CDDO01]/[GHS07] to the normal equations B*Bu =
B*f, where B is from (6.6) and f from (6.5). As we learned in Sect. 4, to con-
clude that these methods perform quasi-optimally, we have to show s*-admissibility
of both B and B* for an s* larger than any s for which membership of u €
A3 (L2(Vx)) can be expected. In this section, we study which rates of best N-
term approximation can at best be expected, under the provision that the solution
u is sufficiently smooth.
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For any A C Vi, let Qa¢ : La(I) — Lo(A) 1w Y\ p urfy, where ZAevt ux0
is the unique expansion of u with respect to ©. Since uy = <U7§/\>L2(I) where
© = {0\ : A € V,} is the Riesz basis of Ly(I) that is biorthogonal to ©, we call
Qn,; the Ly(I)-biorthogonal projector associated to © and index set A C V.

We assume that O is a wavelet basis constructed using dyadic refinements which

is of order d; > 1. That is, with, for k € No, V'* being the set of \ € V, with
level Ng 5 || < k, it holds that #V¥) = 2%, Additionally setting V™" := 0, for
Q= Qvik)ﬁt we have

1 = Q. ell e (1) —ra(ry S 275, [11d — Qe

For some m > 0, and some bounded domain 2 C R", let

V= H™(Q)

e (- () S 27T,

or a closed subspace incorporating essential boundary conditions, and
H = Ly().
For the wavelet basis Y in space, we consider two cases: either

(A) it is a standard isotropic wavelet basis of order d; > m constructed from a
dyadic multiresolution analysis in L2(€2), or
(B) Q@ =TI, (a;,b;), and ¥ is the tensor product of wavelet bases ¥; as in (A)
in each of the coordinate spaces.
For n =1, (A) and (B) coincide, and in the following we will consider (A) only for
n > 1.

Remark 7.1. The intermediate case that an n-dimensional domain €2 is the product
of 1 < ¢ < n domains, so at least one of them being higher dimensional, and X is
the ¢-fold tensor product of wavelet bases in the coordinate spaces can easily be
analyzed along similar lines.

7.1. Best rate in case (A). For any A C Vg, let Qap @ La(Q2) — f2(A) be the
Lo (€Q)-biorthogonal projector associated to ¥ and A. The assumption of ¥ being

of order d, means that with V) being the set of A € V, with level |A| < k € Ny,
it holds that #V;(Ek) ~ 2k Additionally setting Vg(;l) =0, for Qg4 := Qv(k) , we
have .

11d — Qx| e () v —v S 27k(d==m) 1d — Qk x|l e (v —vr S g~ (dztm),
In case d; < d“;m, by taking, for some € > 0, {/k € [dmd_‘m + e, % — €], we have

koo
Md=>" (Qpi— Q1) @ Qe — Qu1.0) |l e (N (o= (@)V)— L2y < 27 F
p=0 ¢g=0

The operator ZI;:() Zi:o(@p,t —Qp-1,)®(Qq.e—Qg—1,2) is the Lo (N2)-biorthogonal
projector associated to the tensor product basis © ® ¥ and “sparse” product index
set UF_, U (VPA\VPD) 5 (VI\VIY), which has cardinality of order 2* (sce
[BGO4] + references cited there).

Similarly, for d; > dI;m, by taking k/¢ € [d’“d;tm +¢e,n — €], we obtain an error
estimate of order 2~ %4==™) for the biorthogonal projector associated to a sparse
product index set with cardinality of order 2.
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Finally, when d; = dm;m, by taking k = n/, the error bound is of order 2—¢(d=—m)
for the biorthogonal projector associated to a sparse product index set with cardi-
nality of order £2¢™.

In summary, assuming u € H%(I) ® (H% () NV), the error in Ly(I) @ V of a
biorthogonal projection associated to a sparse product index set with cardinality
of order N is of order N™ min(d“@), with an additional log factor when d, =
(dy — m)/n.

Similarly, still assuming that u € H%(I)®(H% (Q)NV), with a suitable choice of

sparse product index sets with cardinality of order N, the error measured in H!(I)®
V" in the corresponding biorthogonal projection is of order N~ min(de—1, %552 it}

an additional log factor when d; = (d, — m)/n.

By taking the union of the sparse product index sets for approximation in Lo (I)®
V and in H'(I) ® V', we obtain biorthogonal projectors that, for u € H%(I) ®
(H%(Q) N'V), with an index set of order N give rise to an error in X of order

dy—m

N—min(de—1L=575)  Here we use that, after normalization, © ® X is a Riesz basis for
Ly(I)®V and H'(I) ® V', meaning that when the index set is extended, the error
in a biorthogonal projection can increase with at most a constant factor. Moreover,
we used that if d, = “=" or d; — 1 = %™ then min(d; — 1, dy, L=, ety < ¢,

n
d—m

or min(d; — 1,dy, ,dz%) < d; — 1, respectively, so that the aforementioned
log factors are irrelevant. In view of the approximation orders of the bases being
applied, and the definition of X, the derived rate

min(d; — 1, dI;m)

is the best that for general smooth functions can be expected.

The division by n in the second argument is known as the curse of dimension-
ality. In the next subsection, we will see that it can be circumvented by applying
tensor product wavelets when the spatial domain is a Cartesian product of lower
dimensional domains.

7.2. Best rate in case (B). For 1 <i < n, let V; be either H™(a;,b;) or a closed
subspace incorporating essential boundary conditions. Let ¥; = {o;x, : \i € V;}
be a normalized Riesz basis for La(a;, b;), that renormalized in V; or V} is a Riesz
basis for both these spaces. For any A; C V;, let Qa, . : La(a;, b)) — £2(A;) be
the La(a;, b;)-biorthogonal projectors associated to X; and A;. The assumption of
Y; being of order d, means that with ng) being the set of \; € V; with level
IAi| <k € Ny, it holds that #V* = 2k Additionally setting V™" := 0, for
Qi == Qv(.k),i we have

1d = Quill e (ar pyvi—ve S 275 "™ 1A = Qi Fre (ay by v —vy S 27 F0=+™),

The collection ¥ := @7 %, = {on = QP 04, 1 A € Vy = H?:l Vi}is a
normalized Riesz basis for L2(12), that renormalized in

AN n » o Lg(ai,bi) Whenj#z',

Vii=Niny ®— Wij, where W;; := { Vi when j — i

or in V', is a Riesz basis for both these spaces.
Recall that for any A C V,, Qa,, denotes the Ly(€2)-orthogonal projector as-
sociated to ¥ and A. As shown in [GKO00] (cf. also [DSS08] for approximation

in V'), there exist “optimized” sparse product sets (11) C Vg) C - CV,and



12

@551) C @;(El) C --- C V, with #VC(EI) =~ 2F = @;k), such that with Q. := @

and Qp 5 = Q@;k),m, and

VEC’“) T

Hé= (Q) = 7, ®1_, Zij, where Z; {HdL2(ai;bi) when j # i,

*(a;,b;) NV; when j =1,
it holds that

d = Qr.zll1ee () —v S 2 Hld==m) 1d — Qk,z||HdI(Q)—>V/ < 27 kldat i),
Now similarly to case (A), by taking the union of sparse products of the index
sets (Vgp))ogpgk with ( &q))ogqg or (@(f))ogqg for suitable k and ¢, we obtain
L (IxQ)-biorthogonal projectors associated to O®XY. that, for u € H (I)@H (1),
with an index set of order N give rise to an error in X of order N~ ™in(de—1dz—m)
Again, this rate

min(d; — 1,d, —m)

is the best that for general smooth functions can be expected.

In view of the obtained results, we conclude that it suffices to show s*-admissibility
of both B and B* for an

min(d; — 1, 2=")  in case (A),

(7.1) § = { min(d; — 1,d, —m) in case (B).

8. s*-ADMISSIBILITY OF B FROM (6.6) AND OF ITS ADJOINT

For handling tensor products of matrices, we use the following proposition.
Part (b) will be used in Sect. 9 where we analyze the dependence of constants
on the space dimension.

Proposition 8.1. Let for some s* > 0, D, E be s*-computable. Then

(a) D®E is s*-computable with computability constant satisfying, for 0 < 5 <
§< S*, CDQ®E,s 5 (CD1§CE7§)§/§ and
(b) for any ¢ € (0,s"), D ® E is (s* — €)—computable, with computability
constant cpgg,s satisfying, for 0 < 5 < s* —e < § < 5%, cpegEs S
max(cp s, 1) max(cg s, 1).
The constants absorbed in the < symbol in the bounds on the computability constants
in (a) and (b) are only dependent on § | 0, § — 0o and § —5 | 0.

Proof. (a). For N € N, let Dy and Ey be approximations to D and E as in the
definition of s*-computability. For £ € N, set Djyy = Dy and D[_y) := 0, and
similarly Ef;. Then for any 0 < 5 < 5§ < s* and ¢q € Ny,

IDQE- Y (D —Dy_1)) @ (B — Eppy))|| =

£+m<q

I Dy —Dp-1) @ By —Ep-n)| S Y (epjsems)®2”Hm*

l4+m>q l+m>q

S (epsers)*(a +1)27% < (epsers) (g +1)29) 7%,
with constants only dependent on § | 0, § — oo and § — 5 | 0. The number of
non-zero entries in each column of 37, (D —D—1]) ® (Epy) — Ep 1)), as well

as the number of operations needed for computing them, is less than some absolute
multiple of 37, 26+ = (g 4 1)29.
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(b). For some fixed 5 € (s* — ¢, 5%), let Dy = Drae Ejg = Efa Then

cp s’ cEs]"

IDRE- Y (D —Dy1) ® (B — Bl S (g +1)29) 7%,
£+m<q
only dependent on 5§ | 0, § — oo and § — § | 0. The number of non-zero entries in
each column of 37, (D — D—1)) ® (Epn) — Epp—1)), as well as the number of
operations needed for computing them, is less than some absolute multiple of

> [2feps][27crs] S max(ep s, 1) max(cr s, 1)(g + 1)27.
l+m<q
0

In view of the representation (6.6) of B, using Corollary 4.6 and Proposition 8.1(a),
for proving s*-admissibility of B and B* it suffices to show that R(0, %), R(0, X)*,
(3,5) 1,0 and [} a(t,©® [X]y, © @ [X]y)dt and its adjoint are s*-admissible, e.g.,
s*-computable, and that ([@]}{1(1), O)r.(1), (O, [e]/Iil(I)>L2(I)) (v, [BIv) Lo
and ([X]v, [E]v/)1,(q) are s*-computable. This will require quite some technicali-
ties. The conclusions, however, are summarized in the forthcoming Theorem 8.8.

We need some assumptions on the wavelet bases © and ¥ that are collected
in the following subsection. These assumptions can be met by available wavelet
constructions. Concerning © and ¥ in case (B), one can use biorthogonal ([DKU99,
Pri06]), semi-orthogonal ([CQ92]) or orthogonal (piecewise polynomial) ([DGH96,
DGH99, Goo00]) wavelets on the interval. Case (A) seems only relevant when {2 is
not a product domain. Then to construct wavelet bases, one can resort to domain
decomposition techniques. At least for differential operators in the spatial direction,
for obtaining a sufficiently compressible system matrix it will turn out that in this
case globally C'! wavelets are required. The only construction known to us is that
from [DS99] further investigated in [KS06].

Remark 8.2. In [HS06], for differential operators of order 2, sufficient compress-
ibility was obtained by a more easy realizable continuous “gluing” of wavelets over
the subdomain interfaces, which however have the stronger patchwise cancellation
properties. Unfortunately, this approach cannot be applied here since it does not
yield wavelets that are a basis for V.

8.1. Wavelet assumptions. We already assumed that © = {0 : A € V;} is a
normalized Riesz basis of Ly(I), that renormalized in H'(I) is a Riesz basis of that
space, and that © is of order d; > 1. In addition to that, we will assume that the
0y are

(t1) local, i.e., sup,e(o1y,een, #{Al = £+ @ € supp i} < oo and supp O\ < 2= IA

(t2) piecewise polynomial of order d;, where with “piecewise” is meant that the

singular support consists of a uniformly bounded number of points,

(t3) globally continuous, specifically [0l (0,1) S 2MGHR) (ke {0,1}),

(t4) that, for |A| > 0, have d; > d; vanishing moments.

Concerning the wavelets in space, we already assumed that ¥ = {o) : A € V. }
is a normalized Riesz basis of Ly(€2), that renormalized in V or V’ is a Riesz basis
for both these spaces, and that ¥, or in case (B) each of the factors 3;, is of order
d, > m.

In addition to that, in case (A) for some Ny > r, > m — 1 (necessarily with
ry < d, —2) and Jz € Ny, we will assume that the o) are
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(s1) local and piecewise smooth, i.e., that for any ¢ € Ny there exist collections
{Q,y : v € Op} of disjoint, uniformly shape regular, open subdomains such
that Q = Uueogm, Oy, is the union of some Q41 5, diam(y,) ~ 2-¢,
supp o is connected and is the union of a uniformly bounded number of
Q)|,0» each g, has non-empty intersection with the supports of a uni-
formly bounded number of o with |A\| = ¢, and for some sufficiently large
K, for k € {0, K},

loallws .0 S 2HETH,

(s2) globally C"=, specifically [|ox|lwx ) S 2MGETR) (ke {072 +1}),
(s3) that, for |A\| > 0, have cancellation properties of order d, i.e.,

(8.1) I/Quml S 2 MED il o) (k € {0,ds}, w € WE(Q) N V).

(s4) For handling the quadrature issue, in addition to (sl), we assume that
for any ¢ and v € Oy, there exists a sufficiently smooth transformation of
coordinates x, with derivatives bounded uniformly in ¢ and v, such that for
all [\ = ¢, (ox 0 K)|x-1(q,.,) s a polynomial of some fixed degree.

Remark 8.3. The intersection of Wk () with V in (8.1) is only meaningful when
the definition of V' incorporates homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions. Since
we need that, renormalized, ¥ is also a basis for V', in that case (8.1) cannot be
expected to hold for any w € W% (). Indeed think of w as being a polynomial of
order d, not in V. By writing it in terms of the dual basis f], i.e., the collection with
(%,%) Lo(0) = Id, and by testing the expansion with primal wavelets, we find that
all coefficients for |A| > 0 are zero, and thus that w is a (finite) linear combination
of dual wavelets. We conclude that ¥ ¢ V, meaning that ¥ cannot be a basis for
V’. So in our setting that, properly scaled, ¥ is a basis for both V' and V', wavelets
with so called “complementary boundary conditions” ([DS98]) cannot be applied.
As we will see in Sect. 8.5, for differential operators in the spatial direction, this
will impose a restriction on the order d, of the wavelet basis ¥. Another restriction
caused by this fact was already mentioned in Remark 8.2.

For case (B), we assume that each of the ¥; satisfies the above conditions with
(Q,n) reading as ((a;,b;),1). In this case, it is natural simply to assume that
the wavelets are piecewise polynomials of order d,, with those on positive levels
being orthogonal to all polynomials of order d, that are in V. Note that the latter
property together with (s2) for s = 0 implies (s3).

8.2. s*-computability of <[®]/H1(I)’®>L2(I) and its adjoint. By (t1), (t2) and
(t4), for each A € V; and £ € Ny, the number of y € V; with || = £ and [; 636, # 0
or fI 9;6& # 0 is bounded, uniformly in A and ¢. Indeed, f[ ¢,0,, can only be non-
zero when 6, does not vanish on the singular support of 8y, and using integration
by parts, [, i HLHA can only be non-zero when 6, does not vanish on the singular
support of @ or at OI.

As a consequence of © being of order d; > 1 we have 2 = 2 |10,||,, ) =
21 (1d = Qxj=1)0xl zo(r) S 10all 1 (1)~ Using (t1) and (t3), we infer that

(82)  [6al5 0| /191\9#| < 9= IMg=max(ALIuD MG +Dglul 3 — g=| M-}
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Finally, we note that any entry of ([9]}{1(1), ©)1,(r) can be computed exactly in
O(1) operations.

Standard arguments using the Schur lemma now show that ([©]%. ), ©)1,n)
and (0, [0y py) 1, (1) are co-computable.

Although not needed here, at this point we note that from diam(supp ) < 2~
((t1)) and (t3), it follows that [|0x |z (r) < 211, and thus that

NOx z2 (1) = 21,

Remark 8.4. Suppose that instead of (t3), the ) are even in C™(I) for some
ry € N (necessarily with r, < d; — 2), i.e., that [[Ox|lws (0,1) S 2Nz +s) for s €
{0,7: 4+ 1}. Then by subtracting a suitable polynomial of order r; from 6 in (8.2),
and using that 6, has d; > d; > r; vanishing moments one shows that for || < |ul,

HHAH;{{(M J; 050, < 2*|M|*|“||‘(%+”). Similarly, for |A| > |u|, using integration by

parts one obtains ||9,\||;ﬁ([)| J; 050, < o= [IM=1u 1§ +r0) if t — 0x(t)0,,(t) vanishes
at 1. Since the wavelets in time do not satisfy Dirichlet boundary conditions, there
are, however, A, ;1 € V; with |A| > |p| for which ¢ + 05(¢)6,,(¢) does not vanish at
the boundary. For those entries (8.2) cannot be improved.

8.3. s*-computability of (¥,%);,q) and ([X]v/,[E]v)r,) and its adjoint.
We start with case (A). As shown in [SS08, Lemma 3.1], from (s1) and (s2), for
|| > || we have

(8.3) {oxs 0) o) S o(N=IuD) (5 +re+1)
or even
(8.4) {ox o) o) S 2(|>\\*M)(%+d~m)7

with (8.4) being valid when o, vanishes on singsupp oy [in [SS08] it was assumed
that the wavelets satisfy homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions, and that (8.1)
is valid for all w € W% (Q) and not only for w € WX () N V. Both assumptions,
however, were not used for the estimates in this case]. Now using that by the
locality and the piecewise smoothness of the wavelets, for any A and ¢ > |\|, the
number of |u| = ¢ for which (8.4) does not hold is O(2¢~1A\D(=1)) "it was shown
that (X,%), () is s*-computable with

s* = min(%,

(Apply [SS08, Thms 4.1, 6.2 ] with “n”= 1; for the latter also (s4) is used.) We
will refer to entries for which (8.4) holds as regular entries, and to the remaining
entries, for which thus only (8.3) is available, as singular entries.

From (s2) and diam(suppoy) < 271 ((s1)), we have ||ox]v < 2™, From %
being of order d, > m, we have 2XI™ < ||oy||v, so that

(8.5) loally = 2R™ and ||y = 27 A™.

To see the latter, we use that ¥ is a normalized Riesz basis for Lo(2), that
renormalized in V' or V', is a Riesz basis for both these spaces. The dual col-
lection ¥ has therefore the same properties. From that, one easily derives that
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loallv: = 1/]16allv: and similarly ||Ga|lv: =~ 1/|loallv/, so that 1 = ||0‘)\H%2(Q) <
lollvlioallv: = (laalvlioallv) ™" < laallkg) = 1. ie.,
(8.6) loallv = 1/lloallv-.
From (8.3), (8.5) and (8.5), we conclude that
v S0 ooyl = D22 T2 < =[Nl (3 44D g =i
loullvlloallv
< o= M= lul| (g 4ret1-m)
or
KI5y, B oyl £ 271Nl 4o,

for the singular or regular entries, respectively. The analysis from [SSO8] now shows
that ([X]v/, X]v)1,(q) is s*-computable with

7 3

. - Tzto—m

§* = min(de—m TeTo T
n n—1

In view of the requirement (7.1) on s*, we conclude that for case (A) we need

(8.7) dy > d, and 2T s demm

1 n

dy—m
n

with the latter reading as > 1 for spline wavelets (r, = d, — 2).

In case (B), for each of the X;, we have

_ 1y 1
|<Ui,>\m‘7i,m>L2(ai,bi)| <2 ‘IM £ (2+r1+1),

with the regular entries now being zero. That is, for each \; € V; and ¢ € Ny,
the number of p; € V; with || = £ and (i x,, i p ) La(aip) 7 0 is bounded
uniformly in A; and ¢. Moreover, any entry can be computed exactly at unit
cost. As in Sect. 8.2, we conclude that (X;, ;) 1, (a,,0,) 18 00-computable, and so is
(%, E>L2(Q) = ®?:1<Ei7 Zi>L2(ai7bi)'

As in (8.5), we have ||o; ||y, = 21%™, and so, cf. (8.6), ||oallZ = |oally7 =

S 4m . From (0, almlmy s gindmyd < ol Ml-lesllm g the fact

that from r, > m — 1, it follows that [2 il =lmil ‘m<0i,x\iaUi,m>L2(ai,bi)]>\i,meVi is
oo-computable, we derive that ([X]y/, [¥]v) 1, o) and its adjoint are co-computable.

8.4. s*-computability of R(©,) and its adjoint. Each column of R contains
at most 1 non-zero entry, so its application to any finitely supported vector can be
performed ezxactly, taking a number of operations proportional to the length of this
vector.

Concerning R(0, ¥)*, from (t1) we have

sup #{A € V, : |A| = £, 0,(0) # 0} < 0.
JZS)
The trace theorem shows that
03O S /102y 103120y = /IOl (1), (A€ V).

Knowing that [|93]| (1) = 2 and [lo, v = o[y, we infer that

1
|Ru7(>\,u)| S -
V2Pl + 2 ol
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By defining Ry by dropping all entries Ry, (x,) with [|[A| — 2logy(l|loy.[lv)] > N
from row R, ., the number of non-zero entries per row of Ry is O(N), independent
of the row or even of the basis 3, where an application of the Schur lemma shows
that |R — Ry|| <272, We conclude that R(6, X)* is co-computable.

Remark 8.5. The fact that R, (5 ) is not small if and only if |A| = 2logy (o |v)
(A € Vi, u € V) shows how frequencies in the initial data «(0) will transported
into the interior of the space-time cylinder via the application of B*. Recall that
21logy(||oy|lv) is = 2m|u| in case (A), and = log, (3", 22™I#:l) in case (B).

8.5. s*-computability of [,a(t,© ® [X]y,0 @ [X]y)dt and its adjoint. Let us
first consider the situation that

a(tv ) ) = al(t)G‘?('a )

with a; > 0, a; and 1/a; bounded on I, and ay independent of ¢, bounded on V/
((1.1)), and coercive on V with respect to La(€2) ((1.2)). We have

/Ia(t, O ®[X]v,0® [X]v)dt = (a1(-)0,0) ,(1) ® az([Z]v, [X]v),
and it suffices to investigate s*-computability of both factors, and that of the adjoint
of ax([X]v, [X]v) in case it is unsymmetric.

For a; being a constant, (a10,0)r, ) is co-computable (cf. discussion on the
computability of (¥, ¥) 1, () in case (B)). For a non-constant, but smooth a;, [SSO08,
Thms 4.1, 6.2] shows that (a1(-)©,0)r, ) is s*-computable for s* = d;. Since in
(t4) it was assumed that d; > dy, this value of s* suffices in view of (7.1).

Computability of as([X]v, [X]v) depends on the corresponding spatial operator
at hand. If, for some m € N, V. = HJ*(Q2), and ay corresponds to a differential
operator of order 2m in variational form with sufficiently smooth coefficients, then
from [SS08] it can be deduced that both as([X]v, [2]v) and its adjoint are s*-
computable with

i mi 1
ot = { min (=, min(ry +1,2m)+ ™) in case (A),

n—1
dy in case (B).

Here is the place where in case (A) we have to pay for having (8.1) only for
w that satisfy homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions, which was already

announced in Remark 8.3. Without this restriction, we would have obtained
d, Tm-i-%—m)

* x
n’ n—1

s* = min( To see this, it is sufficient to consider one term of the
differential operator in variational form of type fQ g0“v0Pw with ¢ smooth and,
since lower order terms do not give additional problems, |a| = |3] = m. To prove
the first estimate of [SS08, Lemma 3.1], the cases (2m =)|a + (] > ry + 1 and
|a+ 8| < rz + 1 were distinguished. The proof in the second case is no longer valid,
meaning that in the remainder of [SS08] we have to read r, + 1 as min(r, + 1, 2m).

The application of [SS08, Thms 4.1, 6.2] now yields the above result.

Remark 8.6. Also the proof of the second estimate of [SS08, Lemma 3.1] dealing
with regular entries is no longer valid when the wavelet involved on the highest
level does not satisfy (8.1) for all w € WE (Q). This affects, however, only matrix
entries where such a wavelet touches the boundary. By treating those entries as
singular entries, this fact has no consequences on the value of s*.
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In view of (7.1), we need

(8.8) dy > dy —m,
in case (A) already being implied by (8.7), and in case (A), additionally
(8.9) min(re tL2m)Eym o da=m

For m = 1, this additional condition is only satisfied for n =2 orn =3, r, =1
and d, = 3.

Remark 8.7. To circumvent the problems caused by the restricted kind of cancel-
lation properties of wavelets near the boundary, one might think of considering a
boundary value problem with Neumann boundary conditions, so that V = H™(Q).
Indeed, in that case all wavelets satisfy (8.1) for all w € WZE (). Yet, now one
cannot rely on integration by parts for bounding entries of the stiffness matrix
corresponding to wavelets whose supports intersect each other on 9€2. As a conse-

1
quence for this case, only s* = min(%=, —2-) in case (A) can be demonstrated (still

s* = d, in case (B)). This value of s* in case (A) is never larger than dr;m.
If for some m > 0 and an n-dimensional, sufficiently smooth (for m < 1 Lipschitz
will suffice), closed manifold I' ¢ R**1, V = H™(T"), and ay corresponds to a singu-

lar integral operator of order 2m, like the hypersingular operator, s*-computability
of a2([X]v, [X]v) has been shown in [GS06b] with s* = min(‘ﬂ%, %) in case
(A) and sufficiently smooth T'. In view of (7.1), here we need d, > d, — 2m and
again ”:# > dzfm. These conditions are already implied by (8.7). As far as we

know, s*-computability in case (B) has not been investigated for integral operators.

Also for non-separable forms a(t, -, -), s*-computability for a sufficiently large s*
can be valid. For some m € N and some bounded domain 2 C R™, let V.= HJ*(2)
and

a(t,v,w) :/ Z o3 (t, 2)0%0(t, )0 w(t, x)dx, (v,w € V)
Q
lal,|B]<m
for bounded (aa,s) with 3-,, 52 Qo p(t, 2)EFR > €™ (ae. (t,z) € T x 9,
& € R™). Then (1.1) and (1.2) are satisfied. For sufficiently smooth (aq,g), an

application of [SS08, Thms 4.1, 6.2] shows that [, a(t,© ® [X]y,© ® [X]y)dt and
its adjoint are s*-computable with

& — { min(dy, e min(”H’QmH%_m) in case (A),

2 n n—1
min(d;, d;) in case (B).
So we end up with the same value of s* as in the case of having a separable form.
We summarize our findings in the following theorem.

Theorem 8.8. Consider the parabolic problem (5.4), (5.6), (5.7) with a form a(-,-)
corresponding to a differential or integral operator as considered in this subsection.
Consider its representation Bu = f using temporal and spatial wavelet bases © and
Y as in Sect. 8.1. Then for any e > 0, the adaptive wavelet methods from [CDD02]
or [CDDO1],[GHSO07] applied to the normal equations (4.3) with £ and B as in (6.5)

and (6.6), respectively, produce an approzimation u. with

lu—ul[©@®lx = [u—u <e.



19

If for some s >0, u € A5 ((2(Vx)), then suppu, < 5‘1/S||u|\i(f (t2(V )"

~

min(d; — 1, d’“;m) in case (A),

<
IFs < {min(dt —1,d, —m) in case (B),

3_
T“:ilm > dm;m, and for differential operators additionally

in case (B) and differential operators dy > dy — m, then the number of arithmetic
operations and storage locations required by one call of the space-time adaptive

and in case (A), dy > dy and

m+% dz—m
— > =%, and

solver with tolerance € is bounded by some multiple of 5_1/5||u|\}4/5S (a(vay T 1

9. THE ADAPTIVE SOLUTION OF PARABOLIC PROBLEMS IN HIGH SPACE
DIMENSIONS

As we have seen, when Q C R™ is a product domain, say Q = (0,1)", and the
wavelet basis is of tensor product type (i.e., case (B)), then in any case when u

is sufficiently smooth, its representation u € Agloin(drl’dzfm). So the rate of best
N-term approximation does not deteriorate when n increases. What is more, the
class Agn(dﬁl’d’rm) also contains the representations of functions that have very
limited (Sobolev) smoothness, which is the reason to study adaptive methods in
the first place.

A characterization of A (4~ 1de=m) "o of A3 for s € (0, min(dy—1,dy—m)), in
terms of Besov like spaces, and complementary regularity theorems for the parabolic
problem giving sufficient conditions for the solution u to be contained in these spaces
is however outside the scope of this paper.

We have seen that if u € A3, where s thus can be as large as min(d; — 1, dy —m),
then the approximations to u produced by the adaptive wavelet algorithms converge
with this rate s in linear complexity. That is, for any € > 0, they produce an u,
with [Jlu — u.|| < e and #suppu, < 5_1/5||u|\%§j, taking a number of operations

~

< 5_1/5||u|\}4/f + 1, where moreover, ||u — ul ¥||x < e. With a general choice
of the spatialoowavelets in the coordinate directions, it can be expected, however,
that the hidden constants in these statements absorbed by the three “<”-symbols
grow exponentially with n, making them of very limited practical use for larger
values of n. In this section, for a family of second order parabolic problems, and
for a special choice of the spatial wavelets, we will show that the aforementioned
hidden constants grow at most quadratically with n, and are uniformly bounded as
function of singular perturbation parameters.
Let V = H}((0,1)"), and let

(9.1) alt:n,0) = a(n.¢) = /

(0,1)™

C()T]C + Z 01817781(
i=1

with constants ¢g > 0 and ¢; > 0 (1 < i < n). Equipping V with energy norm
I -1l = a(-,-)2, a is bounded ((1.1)) and elliptic (i.e., coercive ((1.2)) with A = 0)
uniformly in n as well as in ¢g > 0 and ¢; > 0 (1 <4 < n). Theorem 5.1 shows that
for the operator B € L(X,)’) defined by the corresponding parabolic problem,
both B and B~! are bounded uniformly in n, cg > 0 and ¢; > 0 (1 <i<n)
(note that this is not necessarily true when a is coercive but not elliptic, i.e., when
co < O)

We consider the wavelet basis in space to be of the form ¥ = ®}*%;. In addi-
tion to the wavelet assumptions we made earlier on the 3; (being local, piecewise
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polynomial of order d,, globally C"=, having dy vanishing moments, and renor-
malized being a basis for H(0,1) and H~1(0,1)), here we assume that ¥; is an
orthonormal basis for L2(0,1). Such bases of multi-wavelet type were constructed
in [DGH96, DGH99, Goo00]. Thanks to the orthonormality, from [GO95, Propl

and 2] one deduces that all of (A )™", Ay, ()\E/E,]V/)*l, Afg]v/, (AL (O:17))-1

and A§2((0’1)n) are bounded uniformly in n, cg > 0 and ¢; > 0 (1 < i < n),
whereas otherwise in any case some of these expressions are exponentially growing
with n. From (6.1), (6.2), (6.3) and (6.4), we conclude that (A% )7 AL

[O®Z]x [O®X]x’
(Mos)xsy,) " and A ggs s, » and by (2.2) and (2.3), thus [|B| and [|B~"|| are

bounded uniformly in n, co > 0 and ¢; >0 (1 <i < n).

Recalling that we solve Bu = f by applying an adaptive wavelet method to the
normal equations B*Bu = B*f, in view of Theorem 4.13, what is left to investigate
is, for s < min(d; — 1,d, — 1), the possible dependence on n and ¢y > 0 and ¢; > 0
(1 < i< n) of the admissibility constants ag s and ap~ s -

With A := a([X]v,[X]v), B from (6.6) now reads as

(<[®]}{1([)5 ®>L2(1) ® Idm)Dl + (<®, ®>L2(I) ® A)DQ
R(O,%)

Each column of Dy, Dy and R(0O,X) can be computed exactly at unit cost. The
matrices <[®];11(1)’ 0) (1) ®@1ds, (©,0)1,(r) and R(O, ¥)* are co-computable with
computability constants independent of ¥ and the spatial operator. In [DSS08,
Theorem 3.5], we showed that A is co-computable with

(9.2) CAs ST

independent of ¢g > 0 and ¢; > 0 (1 < ¢ <n) and only dependent on s — co. By
Proposition 8.1(b) we infer that for any s* > 0, (0,0)1,) ® A is s*-computable
with for s < s, C(0,0) 1,1 ®A,s < n only dependent on s* — oo. Now an application
of Theorem 4.10 shows that for any s* > 0, B and B* are s*-admissible with for
s < s*, aB,s, aB~,s S 1 only dependent on s | 0 or s* — co. We arrive at

Theorem 9.1. Consider the parabolic problem (5.4), (5.6), (5.7) with a(-,-) as in
(9.1). Consider its representation Bu = f using temporal and spatial wavelet bases
O and ¥ = ®]_,%; as in Sect. 8.1, where the £; are La-orthonormal.

Then for any € > 0, the adaptive wavelet methods from [CDD02] or [CDDO01],
[GHSO07] applied to the normal equations (4.8) with £ and B as in (6.5) and (6.6),
respectively, produce an approrimation u. with

lu—ul[O@X|x~u-u<e

uniformly in n and cg > 0 and ¢; >0 (1 <i <n).

If for some s > 0, u € A3 (¢2(Vy)), then suppu. S 5‘1/S||u|\i(f (t2(V))? O
dependent on s when it tends to 0 or co, and thus uniformly in n and co > 0 and
¢ >0(1<i<n).

If for arbitrary s* > 0, s < s*, then the number of operations and storage
locations required by one call of the space-time adaptive algorithm with tolerance
€ > 0 is bounded by some multiple of

—_1/s 1/s
93) e 02 [l vy + 1
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where this multiple is uniformly bounded in n and co > 0 and ¢; > 0 (1 < i < n)
and depends only on s | 0 or s* — oo.

Remark 9.2. Instead of (9.1), let us consider a form

a(t;n, ¢) = a(n, ) = / D Capdnd’e,
O jaf |51 <1

such that for some absolute constants c1,Cy > 0, |a(n, ¢)| < Cilnlll<ll, cilnl? <
a(n,m) (n,¢ € V). As indicated [DSS08], if the ¢, g are constants, being zero when
|a| = |B], then (9.2) is valid with n reading as the number of non-zero coefficients
Ca,p (being in [n+ 1,12+ 1]). For smooth, variable coefficients ¢, g, this holds also
true when s < s* for some s* > d, — 1, at least when each of these coefficients
depend on a uniformly bounded number of space variables. Finally, also first order
terms can be included, at the expense of the replacement of n in (9.2) by some
polynomially growing factor in n. We conclude that in all cases, Theorem 9.1 holds
with n2 in (9.3) reading as some polynomially growing factor in n.

APPENDIX A. PROOF OF THEOREM 5.1

We start the proof by noting that w.l.o.g. we can take A = 0 in (1.2). Indeed,
writing u(t) = a(t)e, vi(t) = v1(t)e™, and g(t) = §(t)e™, one easily verifies that
u satisfies (5.4) if and only if @ solves

/0 (G2 (1), 01(t)m + Ma(t), 01(8)) i + alt; a(t), o1())dt + (@(0), v2) i

:/O (g(t), v1(t)) mrdt + (h,v2) g

for all & = (01,v2) € Y. A straightforward calculation shows that for u # 0 and
with g as defined in Theorem 5.1,

max(y/1+2X20%, V2) < [lullx/[|i] & < e max(y/142)20%, v2),

1< (g, Wli/Il(@, m)lly < e,

with which the influence of A > 0 on the norms of B and B! can be estimated.

We proceed assuming that A = 0. It is well known (see e.g. [Bab71] or [Bra0l,
Th. 3.6]) that bounded invertibility of B € £L(X,)’) is equivalent to the following
three conditions on b(w,v) := (Bw)(v).

and

b
(A1) M, = sup _lbGw, o)l < oo (continuity),
owex,0zwey |lwllxvlly
b
(A.2) B:= inf su _lbGw, v) >0 (inf sup-condition),
0AwEX o2vey [lwllxllv]ly
(A.3) VO#£v e, sup |[b(w,v)] >0 (surjectivity),
0AweX
where HB||X~>3)’ = Mj and HBilny/HX = %
By assumption (1.1) and (5.3), we infer that
(A4) [b(w, v)| < V2max(1, M2) + M2 [w|x|vlly, (weX,ve)

proving (A.1).
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The adjoint A(t)' : V — V' of A(t) satisfies (A(t)'n, () u a(t ¢,n). From (1.1)
and (1.2) with A = 0, we have || A(t)'|lv—v' < M, and ||[(A(t)") " ||v—v < 1/« for
a.e. t € (0,T).

We verify (A.2): given 0 # w € X, we define z,(t) := (A(t)’) 7' £2(¢), and select

vy = (v1,v2) as v1(t) = zy(t) + w(t) and v2 = w(0). From the boundedness of
(A(t)")~! and (5.3) we then infer that
(A.5) Ioully < v/Zmax(@=?, 1) + M2 Jullx.
From (1.2) and (1.1) we obtain
ROGE (1), 20 (8)) 11 = R(A) 20 (8), 20 (8)) 1
= Ra(t; 2 (t), 20(1)) = a2 = 3= 1F O

Using a(t; w(t), 2, (1)) = (w(t), 22(t)) i, and

(0 6), )+ (), 22 (0)) = & () (),

we arrive at

RB(w, vy) 8‘%/ (L2 (t), 2 () 1 + (L2 (1), w(t))
Jr

alt; w(t), 2o (8)) + alt; w(t), w(t))dt + [|w(0)||

> | sl EOR + %O«v(t),w(t))ff+a|\w(t)||2vdt+Hw(O)IIfH

/ ezl O + allw®)|5-dt + [lw(T)|7

min(M , Q)

> win( g )l 2 T ol

Since w € X was arbitrary, we obtain (A.2) Wlth
min(+% AZ «)
h2 V2 max(a=2,1) + M2

To prove (A.3), let {¢; : i € N} be a basis for V' and let span{¢; : i = 1,...,n}
be denoted as V Given 0 # (v1,v2) € Y = L2(0,T;V) x H and n € N, we seek

z(t) =3 2 2{") (t)¢; such that

(G (0), G + alt 2n(1),Cn) = altvr(t), G,
(A-7) { Zn(O) — 2?21 Vé?i)qﬁia

for all ¢, € V,, and a.e. ¢ € [0,T], where > lvénz)gbz — vy in H for n — oc.
Problem (A.7) can be written as

{M(n)d@—?(tHA(")(t)z(w = £(t) (ae. te[0,T]),

(A.6)

2M(0) = vi,
where
MM, = (b, i) i, [AD (O)]i; = alts b1, d0), [F™ (1)]; = alt;v1(t), ;).

This system of linear ODE’s has a unique solution z, € C([0,T];V,,), with ddit" €
Lo (O, T, Vn).
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Next, we show that the sequence (zy, ), is bounded in Ly (0, T; V). By substituting
Cn = zn in (A7), integrating over ¢ and taking real parts, we obtain

a%/j(

T T
ln (D) + 2% / alt, 2n(t), 2 (D))t = |z (0)]2 + 2R / alt, 1 (£), za (1)) dt.

We may assume that ||z, (0)|| g < 2||vz]|m. Invoking (1.2) with A =0 and (1.1), we
infer that for any € > 0,

T
(0,20 + . 2(0), 200t =R [ alton(0). 20

T T
%0 / len(®)2dt < 203 + 20, / loa (8) v 120 ()t

T T
SQ||U2||%+MQ[E/O Hzn(t)||%,dt+5_1/0 o1 (B)]2de].

By choosing € = a/M,, we arrive at

M2
(A.8) 1207000y < 2llv2llE + T l01ll7 0,700

For any 1 <i <n, § € C1([0,T]) with 0(T) = 0, (A.7) shows that

/ (42 (1), i) (1)t = / at 01 (t) — 2a(t), 6:)0(8)dt,
0 0

and so, by integration by parts,

(A.9) —/0 (zn(t), di) b (t)dt = <Zn(0)a¢i>H9(0)+/O a(t; vi(t)—zn(t), ¢i)0(t)dt.

The boundedness of the sequence (z,), in the Hilbert space Lo(0,7;V) implies
that it has a subsequence that converges weakly to some z € Ly(0,7; V). Denoting
this subsequence again as (z,)n, and taking limits in (A.9), we arrive at

(A.10) — / (2(8), B3l (1)t = (3, &) w0(0) + / (A() (0 (1) — 2(8)), &) Ot )t

for any 7 € N. Since this last equation is in particular valid for any 6 € D(]0,T7),
we have that 22 € D'(]0,T[; V) < D'(]0,T[; V') satisfies

T
(G (0).0i)n = </O A() (v (t) = 2(2))0(t)dt, di)

(A.11) 42 = A(-)(v1 — 2) in D'(J0, T[; V).

Since v — z € La(0,T;V), and A(-) : L2(0,7;V) — Ly(0,T;V’) is bounded, we
conclude that % € Ly(0,T; V"), and thus z € X. As a consequence, by integration
by parts, in (A.10) we may replace — [} (2(£), ¢3) 10’ (£)dt by [ (% (1), és) 6(t)dt +
(2(0), ;) #0(0), and from (A.11) we conclude that z(0) = vy. Since D(]0,T]) @ V
is dense in L2(0,7; V), again (A.11) shows that

T
b(z,w) = /0 a(t,v1(t), w1 (t))dt + (vo,wo)r Yw = (w1, w2) € Y.
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Substituting w = (v1,vs2), we conclude (A.3) which completes the proof of Theo-
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