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In this paper, we consider the problem of constructing new optimal explicit
and implicit Adams-type difference formulas for finding an approximate solution
to the Cauchy problem for an ordinary differential equation in a Hilbert space.
In this work, I minimize the norm of the error functional of the difference formula
with respect to the coefficients, we obtain a system of linear algebraic equations
for the coefficients of the difference formulas. This system of equations is reduced
to a system of equations in convolution and the system of equations is completely
solved using a discrete analog of a differential operator d?/dxz? — 1. Here we
present an algorithm for constructing optimal explicit and implicit difference
formulas in a specific Hilbert space. In addition, comparing the Euler method
with optimal explicit and implicit difference formulas, numerical experiments are
given. Experiments show that the optimal formulas give a good approximation
compared to the Euler method.

Keywords: Hilbert space; initial-value problem; multistep method; the
error functional; optimal difference formula.

1 Introduction

It is known that the solutions of many practical problems lead to solutions of
differential equations or their systems. Although differential equations have so
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many applications and only a small number of them can be solved exactly using
elementary functions and their combinations. Even in the analytical analysis
of differential equations, their application can be inconvenient due to the com-
plexity of the obtained solution. If it is very difficult to obtain or impossible to
find an analytic solution to a differential equation, one can find an approximate
solution.

In the present paper we consider the problem of approximate solution to the
first order linear ordinary differential equation

y/ = f(x7y)7 (S [07 1] (1)

with the initial condition

y(0) = yo. (2)
We assume that f(z,y) is a suitable function and the differential equation (1)
with the initial condition (2) has a unique solution on the interval [0, 1].

For approximate solution of problem (1)-(2) we divide the interval [0, 1] into
N pieces of the length h = % and find approximate values y, of the function
y(z) for n =0,1,..., N at nodes z,, = nh.

A classic method of approximate solution of the initial-value problem (1)-
(2) is the Euler method. Using this method, the approximate solution of the
differential equation is calculated as follows: to find an approximate value y,+1
of the function at the node x,41, it is used the approximate value y, at the
node x,,:

Ynt1 = Yn + hyy,, (3)

where y!, = f(@n, yn), so that y,41 is a linear combination of the values of the
unknown function y(z) and its first-order derivative at the node z,,.

Everyone are known that there are many methods for solving the initial-value
problem for ordinary differential equation (1). For example, the initial-value
problem can be solved using the Euler, Runge-Kutta, Adams-Bashforth and
Adams-Moulton formulas of varying degrees [1]. In [2] by Ahmad Fadly Nurul-
lah Rasedee, et al., research they discussed the order and stepsize strategies of
the variable order stepsize algorithm. The stability and convergence estimations
of the method are also established. In the work [3] by Adekoya Odunayo M.
and Z.0.0gunwobi, it was shown that the Adam-Bashforth-Moulton method
is better than the Milne Simpson method in solving a second-order differential
equation. Some studies have raised the question of whether Nordsieck’s tech-
nique for changing the step size in the Adams-Bashforth method is equivalent
to the explicit continuous Adams-Bashforth method. And in N.S.Hoang and
R.B.Sidje’s work [4] they provided a complete proof that the two approaches
are indeed equivalent. In the works [5] and [6] there were shown the potential
superiority of semi-explicit and semi-implicit methods over conventional linear
multi-step algorithms.

However, it is very important to choose the right one among these formulas
to solve the Initial-value problem and it is not always possible to do this. Also,
in this work, in contrast to the above-mentioned works, exact estimates of the
error of the formula is obtained.
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Our aim, in this paper, is to construct new difference formulas that are exact
for e™* and optimal in the Hilbert space W2(2’1)(0, 1). Also these formulas can
be used to solve certain classes of problems with great accuracy.

The rest of the work is organized as follows. In the first paragraph, an
algorithm for constructing an explicit difference formula in the space is given.
The above algorithm is used to obtain an analytical formula for the optimal
coefficients of an explicit difference formula. In the second section, the same
algorithm is used to obtain an analytical formula for the optimal coefficients of
the implicit difference formula. In the third and fourth sections, respectively,
exact formulas are given for the square of the norm of the error functionals of
explicit and implicit difference formulas. Numerical experiments are presented
at the end of the work.

2 Optimal explicit difference formulas of Adams-

Bashforth type in the Hilbert space Wf’”((), 1)

We consider a difference formula of the following form for the approximate
solution of the problem (1)-(2) [7, 8]

k k—1
Y ClBlelBl -hY_ CilAl¢' 1A =0, (1)
B=0 B=0

where h = %, N is a natural number, C[8] and C4[8] are the coefficients,

functions ¢ belong to the Hilbert space W2(2’1)(0, 1). The space W2(2’1)(0, 1) is
defined as follows

WiD(0,1) = {¢: [0,1] = R|¢’ is abs.contunuous, ¢” € Ly(0,1)}

equipped with the norm [9, 10]

w01 ={ [ (¢ + @) s} " (2

The following difference between the sums given in the formula (1) is called the
error of the formula (1) [11]

k k—1
(L) = ClBle (hB) =1 Y Cr[Bl¢ (hB).
B=0 B=0
To this error corresponds the error functional [12]
k k—1
Uw) =D ClBlo( —hB) +h Y _ C1[B)Y (x — hB), (3)
B=0 p=0
3
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where 0(z) is Dirac’s delta-function. We note that (¢, ¢) is the value of the error
functional ¢ at a function ¢ and it is defined as [13, 14]

oo

(£, ) = /E(x)go(x)d:c.

— 00

It should be also noted that since the error functional ¢ is defined on the space
VVQ(Q’I)(O7 1) it satisfies the following conditions

(6,1) =0, (£,e™")=0.

These give us the following equations with respect to coefficients C[5] and C1[f]:

k
> =0, (4)
£=0
k k—1
52_:0 ClBle " + h; C1[Ble " = 0. (5)

Based on the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality for the absolute value of the error
of the formula (1) we have the estimation

2,1 2,1)%
1, 0)] < lelWs>D |- oW ).

Hence, the absolute error of the difference formula (1) in the space W2(2’1) is
estimated by the norm of the error functional £ on the conjugate space W2(2’1)*.
From this we get the following[15].

Problem 1. Calculate the norm H€|W2(2’1)*|| of the error functional /.

From the formula (3) one can see that the norm ||€|W2(2’1)* | depends on the
coefficients C[f] and Cy[f]. )

Problem 2. Find such coefficients C1[8] = C1[8] that satisfy the equality

° * . g’
1AW = inf  sup '(i@)')
CLlB w1V |10 [l W™l

In this case Cy [0] are called the optimal coefficients and the corresponding
difference formula (1) is called the optimal difference formula.
A function 1), satisfying the following equation is called the extremal function
of the difference formula (1) [13]
(€)= W5 e W5V (6)

Since the space W2(2’1)(0, 1) is a Hilbert space, then from the Riesz theorem on
the general form of a linear continuous functional on a Hilbert space there is a
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function )y (which is the extremal function) that satisfies the following equation
(16, 17]
(4, 0) = <<P7W>Wzg2,1> (7)
(2,1)% (2,1)
and the equality [|¢|TVy | = ll9e[W3™ || holds, here (o, ¥}, 2.1)
2
product in the space WQ( ’ )(O, 1) and is defined as follows [18]

is the inner

Theorem 2.1 The solution of equation (7) has the form
Ye(z) = L(x) * Ga(x) + de™™ + po (8)

and it is an extremal function for the difference formula (1), where Gy(z) =

sgn ()

z —x
2 (% - x), d and py are real numbers.

According to the above mentioned Riesz’s theorem, the following equalities is
fulfilled
2,1)# 2,1)% 2,1
w212 = (6 we) = 1AW - el 5™V

By direct calculation from the last equality for the norm of the error functional
for the difference formula (1) we have the following result [18].

Theorem 2.2 For the norm of the error functional of the difference formula
(1) we have the following expression

k—1 k
w202 = ch BGa(hy—hB)—20Y " Cily] Y ClBIGS (hy—hB)—
7=05=0 v=0 B=0
k—1k—1
—h2 YN CiRCIBIG (hy — ), 9)
=0 8=0

where G (x) = 42 (€457 1) and GY(2) = B2 (<57,

It is known that stability in the Dahlquist sense, just like strong stability,
is determined only by the coefficients C [3], 8 = 0, k. For this reason, our search
for the optimal formula is only related to finding C; [8]. Therefore, in this
subsection we consider difference formulas of the Adams-Bashforth type, i.e.
Clkl] = -Clk—1=1and Clk—1i] =0, i = 2,k, [19, 20]. Then is easy to
check, that the coeflicients satisfy the condition (4).

In this work, we find the minimum of the norm (9) by the coefficients Cy [§]

under the condition (5) in the space W2(271)(O,1) [21]. Then using Lagrange
method of undetermined multipliers we get the following system of linear equa-
tions with respect to the coefficients C1[g]:

hZCl G — ) +de ™ = = 3" CLI Gy — ), (10)

~=0
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k-1 k
B Cible ==Y Chle ™. (1)
v=0 =0

It is easy to prove that the solution of this system gives the minimum value to the
expression (9) under the condition (5). Here d is an unknown constant, C1 [3]
are optimal coefficient. Given that C[k] = 1, C[k—1] = -1, Clk—i] = 0,
i = 2, k the system (10),(11) is reduced to the form,

hch |Gy (hB —hy) +de™ " = f[5],  B=0,k—1 (12)
k=1
RS Ciple™ =g, (13)
~=0
where
1—e hB—hk —hB+hk—h
FIB) = == (MM — ety (14)
g = etk _ ghk, (15)

Assuming that Cy [] =0, for 8 < 0 and § > k — 1, we rewrite the system (12),
(13) in the convolution form

{ W [B] % G4 (hB) + de=8 = F[8] for B=0,k—1, (1)

hZ'y 001[} h7:g~
We denote first equation of the system (16) by Ueyyp

Ueap |8] = hC1 [B] * G4 (hB) + de™ 2. (17)

(12) implies that
Uewp (8] = f 18] forB=0,k—1. (18)

Now calculating the convolution we have
Ueap (8] = C1 8] % G5 (hB) + de™% = h Z C1 [V G5 (hB — hy) + de™

~v=0

For 8 < 0 we get

o h h hB—hy _ g=hfB+hy
Vo 1= 13" 4 oo (5 - v)(e . >+d6_w

v=0

o ng
=——"hY 1] e — hch | " +de="P = —%g—ke‘hﬂ (d+10).

305 Shadimetov et al 300-319



J. COMPUTATIONAL ANALYSIS AND APPLICATIONS, VOL. 32, NO.1, 2024, COPYRIGHT 2024 EUDOXUS PRESS, LLC

For g >k —1
eh L
Uexp[ﬂ]:—4 g+e " (d—b).

Then d* =d+ b and d- = d — b the function Uy, [8] becomes

—#g—&—e‘hﬁd*‘ for B>k—1,
Uemp [ﬂ] = fh[ﬁﬁ] fOT ﬁ = 07 k— ]-v (19)
S 9+ e "Pd- for B <O0.

We use to find the unknowns d* and d~ from the discrete analogue of the

differential operator % - % which is given below [22]

1 —2¢eh for 18] =1,
Dy [8] = 1= ch 2(1+¢e*h)  for =0, (20)
- 0 for 18] > 2.

The unknowns dt and d~ are determined from the conditions
8’1 8] = LD, [B] % Ueap [B] =0 for B<0and 8>k —1. (21)
Calculate the convolution

h_lDl [B] * Uexp 18]

=0 Y Di[B 4] Ueap [=7] + 7" D D1 [8 =) Ueay 1]
r=1 =0

+h ™Y Dy [B—k =y 4 Y Ueap [k +v—1].
y=1
From (19) with 8 =k and 5 = —1, we have

™ Dy [0] Ueap [—1] + B Dy [1] Uegp [—2] + h ™Dy [~1] Uegyp [0] = 0,
{ h='Dy 0] Ueap [K] + h='Dy [1] Ueap [k — 1] + h='Dy [~1] Ueap [k +1] = 0.

Hence, due to (21), we get

{ 2 (1 + )

2 (1+ €2

—1e g+ ehdﬂ] — 2¢eh [[—iezhg + e2hdt] —2¢" f[0] =0

1€ g +eMhd| — 2eh [FeMhThg 4 e T] — 2¢h flhk — h] = 0

From the first equation d* is equal to the following

ohk _ phk—h

4

dt =

From the second equation d~ is equal to the following
hk _ 3¢hk—h 4 9ohk—2h
4

a =S
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SO

_ df +dg _ ehk _ 9ehk—h 4 chk—2h e i —dg _ ehk—h _ ohk—2h

d 2 4 2 4

Now we calculate the optimal coefficients C'; [5]

8'1 [6] = h_lDl [ﬁ} * erp [5} =h"" Z D, [ﬁ - 'Y] erp h’] , B=0,k—-1.
y=—00
Let 3 =k — 1, then
Cilk—1=h"" Y Dilk—1-Uesp ]
y=—00

= 0" {D1 0] Ueap [k — 1] + D1 [1] Ueap [k — 2] + D1 [=1] Ueay [K]}

eh—1
heh ’

h—l
:m{l_e_h—’_eh_th}:

thus, Oy [k —1] = &2 for 8=k — 1.
Compute (Oj’l [0]

Cr 0] =ht > Dy [ Uy Y]

y=—00

=h™ ' {D1 [0] Ueap [0] + D1 [1] Ueap [—1] + Dy [=1] Ueayp [1]}

h71
_ (1 4 o2 (e hk _ Ghk—h _ —hk+h L hk
72(1_62,1) {( +e*")(e e e + ™)
e M (e g g hhh _ hkth ehk)}

h! h( —hk+h _ _hk—2h hk+2h | _hk—h h!

T ey e M T ) = oy 0= 0,

hence, &’1 [0] =0 for 8 =0.
Now calculate 8’1 [B] for B=1,k—2

Cr 1Bl =07 Y Dy [ Uesp 1]
= h_l {Dl [O] Uezrp [5] + Dy [1] Uexp [5 - 1] + D1 [_1] Uemp [5 + 1]}
_ 2(1/1_;%) (14 M)(1— (e HhS _ hk—hB—hy)

h71

_m . {efh(l — ehy(e~hkHhA—h _ ehkfhﬁ)}
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ht L h—!
_ e (] — oh)(e—hk+hB+h _ shk—hB—2h\\ _ 0 —
a1 ey ¢ Ao ¢ W= saoemy 070
thereby, 8‘1 [B]=0for f=1,k—2.

Finally, we have proved the following theorem.

Theorem 2.3 In the Hilbert space W2(2’1)(0, 1) there is a unique optimal ex-
plicit difference formula of the Adams-Bashforth type whose coefficients are de-
termined by following expressions

1 for B=k,
clpl=< -1 for f=k—-1, (22)
0 for 8=0,k—2,
¢ 18] = G for f=k—1, (23)
0 for B=0k—2.
Thus, the optimal explicit difference formula in W2(2’1)(0, 1) has the form
el —1
Pnt+k = Pntk—1 + T‘P;ﬁkqa (24)

where n =0,1,... N —k, k> 1.

3 Optimal implicit difference formulas of Adams-
Moulton type in the Hilbert space W2(2’1)(0, 1)

Consider an implicit difference formula of the form

k k
> ClBlelBl - 1Y Ci[Bl¢'18] =0 (1)
B=0 B=0
with the error function
k k
()= ClBl6(x —hB) +h Y Ci[B]6 (z — hp) (2)
B=0 B=0

in the space W2(2’1)(0, 1).

In this section, we also consider the case C[k] = —C[k—1] = 1, and C[k—i] = 0,
i = 2,k, i.e. Adams-Moulton type formula. Minimizing the norm of the error
functional (2) of an implicit difference formula of the form (1) with respect to

the coefficients C1[8], 8 = 0,k in the space WQ(Z’D(O, 1) we obtain a system of
linear algebraic equations
{ Bt Cr ] GY(hE — hy) +de=P = (8], B=0.F
Wyt Cille =g
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Here 8‘1 [B] are unknowns coefficients of the implicit difference formulas (1),
B =0,k and d is an unknown constant,

f 18] = Go(hB — hk + h) — Gy(hf — hk)

1 (1 _ eh) (e—hk+hB _ ohk—hB—h 7 —0k—1,
4 (6 te ) ’ /8 =K,
g = e_hk"rh _ e—hk. (4)
Assuming, in general, that
C1l8] =0 , for B<0and B>k, (5)

rewrite the system in the convolution form

{ hen (8] = G (hB) + de="8 = 18], 8 =0.F,
hZZj:o C1[] e M = g.

Denote by Uimp[5] = hco'l (8] * GY (hB) + de~"8. Shows that

Uimp[ﬁ] = f[ﬁ] fOT‘ ﬂ = O, k (6)

Now we find U, [8] for 8 < 0 and 8 > k. Let 8 < 0, then

k
_ ° sgn (hB — hy) (e"P~h1 — emhft —hB
v=0
ehB ko . e—hB ko i .,
__ - - v —hp
= 4hZC1M€ T+ 1 hZC’l[v]e'y—i—de .
v=0 v=0
Here d* is defined by the equality
e e hY o Je—hB
dt = 1 h;}cl [y]e" 4+ de™"". (7)

Similarly, for 5 > k we have

k

o sgn (hB —h ehB—hy _ g—hB+hy “h

Uiy 9= Y &0 ] 2RI (2 E ) e
v=0

6h’8 k o —hy e_h’B k o hey —hg
=0 7=0
10
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Here d~ is defined by the equality

e B

e
4

k
h Z C1[y] " + de P, (8)
v=0

(7) and (8) immediately imply that

+ —
g rd
2

S0 Usmp[f] for any 8 € Z is defined by the formula

—#g +e MBdt  for B>k,
Uimp [/6] = fh[ﬁﬂ] fOT' 5 = O, kv (10)

9+ e hBd- for B <O.

If we operate operator (20) on expression Usmp[3], we get
[e]

C11B] = h ' D1[B] * Uimp(B] , B € Z. (11)

Assuming that (071[6] =0 for B < 0 and B8 > k, we get a system of linear
equations for finding the unknowns d* and d~ in the formula (10). Indeed,
calculating the convolution, we have

h='Dy (8] * Uimyp [8] = ht Z D1 B =] Usmyp []

y=—o0

-1

k
= h_l Z Dl [ﬁ - 7] Uimp [7] + h_l Z Dl [ﬁ N 7] Uimp h/]

y=—00 ~=0
+h~t Z D1 [B =] Uimp V]
y=k+1

- k
=pt Z Dy [B+ Y] Uimp [—7] + h™! Z Dy [B = Uiy 1]

y=1 v=0

+h71iD1 (8 =k =] Uimp [k + 7] (12)

=1

Equating the expression (12) to zero with 8 = —1, 8 = k 4+ 1and using the
formulas (10), (20) we get

h_lDl [O} Uimp [—1] + h_lDl [1] Uimp [—2] + h_lDl [—1] Uimp [0} =0,
{ hilDl [0} Uimp U’C + 1] + hilDl [1] Uimp [k] + hilDl [71] Uimp [k + 2] =0

11
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or

2(1+e?) [—Le g+ ehdt] — 2" [—Te g + e2hdT] — 2e" f[0] =
Lehkthy | o=hk=hg=] _geh [Lehkt2hg | o=hk=2hg~] _

2(1+ €2

By virtue of the formulas (3) and (4), finally, we find

d+ (ehk _ ehk—h) ,

_1

T4
d- = 1 (ehk—h _ ehk)
1 .

Then from (9) we find that d = 0.
As a result, we rewrite U;p,p[5] through the (13) and (14) as follows

g I (kY o gk,

Uimp [8] = ¢ £ (5] for B=0,k,

D254 S (MR _ehK)  for §<0.

0,
2¢" flhk] = 0.

(13)

(14)

(15)

Now we turn to calculating the optimal coefficients of implicit difference formulas

8’1[5] , B =0,k according to the formula (11)

Cilk] =h™" 3" Dilk—Uimplr] =
= h™ {D1[0|Uimpk] + D1 Uimp[k — 1] + D1 [~ 1)Uy [k + 1]} =
ht e —1
2(1—62h)( h(eh+1)

—2e" + 4e" —2) =

o h_
So C1]k] = hfeh+11)'

Calculate the next optimal coefficient

Calk—1] =~ i Dy[k =y = 1Uimp[] =
= b= {D1[0]Usmp [k — 1] + D1[1)Uimp[k — 2] + Dy [=1]Uimp K]} =

h~t et —1
(2Pl )=
2(1—e2h)( e et —2) h(eh+1)

Thus C1 [k — 1] = 75745

Go to computed 6071[6] when 8 =1,k — 2

LB =Y. DilB — NUimph]

y=—o00

12
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= h™ {D1[0]Uimyp[B8] + Dr[1Usimp[B — 1] + Di[~1]Uimp 5 + 1]}

ht {(1 + e2h) (efthrhﬁ _ hk—hB—h _ —hk+hf+h ehkfhﬁ)}

g e s i
2 (1h__162h) (e (e7MMHhIH — IRZRE=2h o mhRAREE2R 4 hh=hi=l) }
Bl
= 30—y 0= 0.

Thereby, C1[3] =0 , for = 1,k — 2.
Then calculate 8‘1 [0]

Cr0 =" > Dyl U]

y=—00
= h_l {Dl [O]Uimzi[o] + Dl[l]Uimz)[_l] + Dy [_I]Uimp[l]}
h! 2h\ (.—hk _ _hk—h _ _—hk+h | _hk
g LU ) (e e )
ht h “hk | _—hk—h | _hk+h _ _hk
Y {e" (—e " +e +e — ™)}
ht h (,—hk+th _ _hk—2h hk+2h | _hk—h ht
— Y7 - — - — e - = 0 = O
2(1_e2h) {e (e € € te )} 2(1_62h)

hence (' [0] = 0.
Finally, we have proved the following.

Theorem 3.1 In the Hilbert space VVQ(Q’I)(O7 1), there exists a unique optimal
implicit difference formula, of Adams-Moulton type, whose coefficients are de-
termined by formulas

1 for B=k,
ClBl=¢q -1 for B=k-1, (16)
0 for B=0,k—2,
eh—l _
° h(ih+1) fOT. ﬂ - k?
Cilfl =\ oy for B=k—-1, (17)
0 for B=0,k—2
Consequently, the optimal implicit difference formula in W2(2’1)(07 1) has the
form
eh—1 / ’
Ontk = Pntk—1 + 1 (Onak + Pnik1) (18)

where n =0,1,.... N —k, k> 1.

13
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4 Norm of the error functional of the optimal
explicit difference formula

The square of the norm of an explicit Adams-Bashforth type difference for-
mula is expressed by the equality

kk
e[ o] = 3 chicec b - 4 -
=0 =0
k—1 k—1k—1
21" Cily ZC BIGy [y =Bl = kY Y CibGiBGs [y = 6. (1)
¥=0 B=0 7=05=0

In this section, we deal with the calculation of the squared norm (1) in the space

W2(2’1)(0, 1). For this we use the coefficients C[3] and Co'l[ﬁ], which is detected
in the formulas (22) and (23).
Then we calculate (1) in sequence as follows.

ez . | }jo [{Ga [y — K] = G2y — k + 1]}

—2h201 G [y — K] = Gy [y — k + 1]}

eh—15d,
P > Ci{GY [y -k + 1]}
v=0
2(eh —1 e —1)?
= G2 0)-Ga [1-Ga [ 11465 [0- 2=~ (s -1y - g oy - ey o
B 20" 1) , . 2(e"—1) sgn(h) (" +e"
= —2G; [1] + TGQ 1] = Ty 5 1
. sgn(h) eh—eh_ eh—1 €2h—26h+1_62h—1
27 ( 2 M= 2eh peh T h
(eh — 1) (36 — 1)
=h-— 262h

As a result, we get the following outcome.

Theorem 4.1 The square of the norm of the optimal error functional of an
explicit difference formula of the form (1) in the quotient space W2(2’1)(O, 1) is
expressed as formula

i w0, H2 P G 136(2?26" -9
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5 Norm of the error functional of the implicit
optimal difference formula

In this case, the square of the norm of the error functional of an implicit
Adams-Moulton type difference formula of the form (1) is expressed by the

equality
sz o0.0 [ = o3 ctctng -1~
—06-0
k k
21" Cily Zc 181G, [y — 8] - ZZC& blaiBiGs v =81 (1)
¥=0 B=0 7=08=0

Here we use the optimal coefficients of an implicit difference formula of the form
(1), which is detected in the formulas (16) and (17).
Then, we calculate (1) as follows

H£’W2 H ZC H{Gao [y =K = G2 [y — k +1]}

—2hZCl HGy [y =k = Gy [y —k+ 1]}

h

2%251[71{6"2’[%161+G’2’h—k+1]}
~=0
eh—
= G2 0]-Ga [11-Ga [ 11462 0l 57 (63 10] - G 1]+ Gy 1] - Gy o)
2 (eh _ 2
A (0 + G 1+ G 11+ G o)
o 4(6h ) ’ (eh_1>2 "
= —2G, [U*‘hi_HG 2 [1] — mGz (1]
_A(e"—1) sgn(h) (e +en sgn(h) (et — el
T e+l 2 ( 2 _1>—2' 2 ( 2 _h)
(eh—1)2 sgn(h) (el — el
ICES < 2 >
_n e —1 2(eh—1)2(eh—1) (eh—1)2(eh—1)
=T et 2¢h (eh+1)  2eh(eh41)
(1) () o 2(eh )
=ht 2eh <6h—|—1 _eh_:l)_h_eh—&—l'

Consequently, we get the following result.
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Theorem 5.1 Among all implicit difference formulas of the form (1) in the
Hilbert space W2(2’1)(0, 1), there is a unique implicit optimal difference formula
square the norms of the error functional of which is determined by the equality

. 2 2 (" — 1)
(2,1)* H _
[ | =h- =552

6 Numerical results

In this section, we give some numerical results in order to show tables and
graphs of solutions and errors of our optimal explicit difference formulas (24) and
optimal implicit difference formulas (18), with coeflicients given correspondingly
in Theorem 2.3 and Theorem 3.1. We show the results of the created formulas
in some examples in the form of tables and graphs. Here, of course, the results
presented in the table are then shown in the graph.

Example: y'=xsin(-3x)-2, N = 18, h = 8.1, y_8=1; exact solution: 1/3xcos(-3x)-1/3cos(-3x)-2x+4/3

N=18

y_0=1

| | Exact solution | solutien of the Euler | Error of the Euler | Solution of the Optimal exp.diff | Error of the Optimal exp.dif |
| | I Hethod I Hethod I .formula | f.fornula |
| 0.8 | 1.8 I 1.8 | 8.8 | 1.8 | 0.0 |
| 0.1 | 8.846732386595652 | 8.8 | ©.946732386595651 | 0.80967483607191% | 8.0370575508523732 |
| 0.2 | 8.713243836024086 | 8.597044797933387 | ©.1161990380906%9 | 0.616537425554994 | 0.096706410469092 |
| 0.3 | 8.588291007403512 | 0.385751948465486 | ©.202539058938026 | 0.415465694495946 | 0.172825312907565 |
| 0.4 | 0.460861782437999 | 0.162252141176661 | ©.298609641261337 | 0.202777587195246 | 0.258084275242752 |
| 0.5 | 8.321543799722049 | -0.075029422262028 | ©.396573221984077 | -8.023825755097653 | 0.344569554819702 |
| 0.6 | 8.163626945959078 | -0.32490417159223 | ©.488531117551308 | -0.260813018236448 | 0.424439964195526 |
| 0.7 | -08.016182056206681 | -0.583335029444922 | ©.567152973238241 | -0.906742495160889 | 0.490560438954208 |
| 0.8 | -08.217507085630584 | -0.8437596851108343 | ©.62625259947976 | -0.754569321563065 | 8.537062235932482 |
| 0.9 | -0.436530928599431 | -1.097796739554436 | ©.661265810955004 | -0.996317541717459 | 8.559786613118027 |
| 1.0 | -0.666666666666667 | -1.33626092877548 | ©.669594262108813 | -1.22324622123982 | 8.556579554573153 |

Graph of and exact solutions for ODEs 07 The difference between exact and solutions
1.0 | —+ Graph of the approximate solution of the Euler method = The error of the Euler method
—+- Graph of the approximate solution ofthe Optimal expdiformula 06 | — The errr of the Optimal expaiftformula
— Graph of the exact soution
0s
0s
) go4
= Zos
05 z
02
10 o1
00
00 02 04 o6 o8 10 00 02 04 o6 o8 10
¢ ¢
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Example: y'=xsin(-3x)-2, N = 18, h = 8.1, y_8=8; exact solution: 1/3xcos(-3x)-1/3cos(-3x)-2x+4/3

N=10

y_8=0

| t | Exact solution | Solution of the Euler | Error of the Euler | Solution of the Optimal exp.diff. | Error of the Optimal exp.dif |
| | I Hethod I Hethod I formula | f.formula |
| 8.8 | 8.8 I 8.8 I 8.8 I 8.8 | 0.0 |
| 8.1 | 8.177582570455131 | 8.2 | 0.822417429544869 | 0.1908325163928081 | 0.01274259347295

| 8.2 | 8.318937805892713 | 8.35751574648716 | ©.838578748514447 | 8.3482212152089865 | 0.021284209316352 |
| 8.3 | 9.433883226340232 | 0.48432171812668 | ©.850438491786449 | 0.460893051981951 | 0.02700982564172

| 8.4 | B.529205824465697 | 0.588522961386072 | ©.859317136928375 | 8.560853645506219 | 0.03088478210408522 |
| 8.5 | 0.689635519478213 | 8.675744617789182 | 0.866189098318888 | 8.643856025771146 | 0.033420506292933

| 8.6 | B.67850887558362 | 0.749931212884026 | ©.871422336508406 | 8.713653904373384 | 0.035145028789763 |
| 8.7 | 8.738212188552286 | 8.81388417182237 | 0.875671990478884 | 8.774513191341514 | 0.036301010789229 |
| 8.8 | 8.790480484888187 | 0.869623707664033 | ©.879143222775846 | 8.827556373584513 | 0.037075888696326 |
| 8.9 | 0.8365994089647578 | 8.918632824473592 | ©.882833414826814 | 8.874194714538262 | 0.037595304890684 |
| 1.8 | 8.877541649106374 | 0.962022162692381 | ©.0844805135860807 | 0.915485129884372 | 0.037943479977998 |

Figure 3:
Graph of approximate and exact solutions for ODES The difference between exact and approximate solutions

&+ Graph of the approximate solution of the Euler method
~e- Graph of the approximate solution of the Optimal exp.diftformula
0.8 { — Graph of the exact solution

—— The error of the Euler method
—— The error of the Optimal exp.diffformula

Iy(t)-ap_sol|
3

Figure 4:

The tables in Figures 1, 3, and 5 show the exact and approximate solutions
and the differences between the exact and approximate solutions.

According to the tables in Figures 1 and 3 on the left side of these Figures
2 and 4 are graphs of approximate and exact solutions, and on the right side of
these Figures 2 and 4 graphs of the difference between the actual and approxi-
mate solutions are shown. As can be seen from the results presented above, in a
certain sense, the optimal explicit formula gives better results than the classical
Euler formula.

In accordance with the table, shown in Figure 5, on the left side of these
Figure 6, graphs of approximate and exact solutions are shown, and on the
right side of these Figure 6, graphs of the difference between the authentic and
approximate solutions. As can be seen from the results presented above, in a
certain sense, optimal explicit and implicit difference formulas give better results
than the classical Euler formula.

It should also be noted that with the help of newly constructed difference
schemes, it is possible to obtain approximate solutions with good accuracy.
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Exanple: y'=y-x*2+1, N = 18, h = 8.1, y_8=8.5; exact solution: y(x)=(x+1)*2-8.5e"(x)
N=10
y_8=0.5

| t | Exact solution | Solution of the Euler | Error of the Euler M | Solution of the Optimal imp.diff. | Error of the Optimal imp.diff |

| | I Hethod I ethod I formula | .formula |
| 8.0 | 8.5 I 8.5 I 8.8 ] 8.5 | 0.8 |
| 8.1 | ©.657414541 | 8.65 | 0.807414541 | 8.6572305225 | 0.0001840184 |
| 8.2 | ©.82929862089 | 8.814 I 9.8152986209 ] 9.8288937851 | 0.0004049158 |
| 8.3 | 1.8150705962 | 8.9914 | 0.0236705962 | 1.0144040254 | 0.0006665708 |
| 8.4 | 1.2140876512 | 1.18154 | 0.8325476512 | 1.2131143814 | 0.0009732698 |
| 8.5 | 1.4256393646 | 1.383694 | 8.8419453846 | 1.42430896145 | 0.0013297501 |
| 8.6 | 1.6489485998 | 1.5970634 | 9.8518771998 | 1.6471993523 | 0.0017412475 |
| 8.7 | 1.8831236463 | 1.82076974 | 8.8623539063 | 1.88089108984 | 0.0022135479 |
| 8.8 | 2.1272295358 | 2.053846714 | 9.08733828218 | 2.1244764896 | 0.0027530461 |
| 8.9 | 2.3801984444 | 2.2952313854 | 8.884967859 | 2.3768316349 | 0.003365680895 |
| 1.8 | 2.64085908858 | 2.5437545239 | 0.08971045618 | 2.6367964373 | 0.0040626485 |
Figure 5:
Graph of approximate and exact solutions for ODEs The difference between exact and approximate solutions
e Graph of the approximate solution of the Euler method 4 20 ¥ e ertor of the Euler method
25 Graph of the approximate solution of the Optimal imp.diféformula o The error of the Optimal imp.diféformula
—— Graph of the exact solution "~ 0.08
20
o0
g5 g
Soos
0 002
05 000
00 02 04 06 08 10 00 02 04 06 08 10
t t

Figure 6:

Also, with the help of these methods, it is possible to solve problems in various
fields of mechanics. The cited numerical results were obtained using the Python
programming language.

7 Conclusion

In conclusion, In this paper, new Adams-type optimal difference formulas are
constructed and exact expressions for the exact estimation of their error are
obtained. Moreover, we have shown that the results obtained by the optimal
explicit difference formulas constructed in the W2(2’1)(0,1) Hilbert space are
better than the results obtained by the Euler formula. In addition, the optimal
implicit formula is more accurate than the optimal explicit formula and the
effectiveness of the new optimal difference formulas was shown in the numerical
results.
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