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Abstract

In this paper, a nonsmooth semilinear parabolic partial differential
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the discrete empirical interpolation method (DEIM) as approximation
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1 Introduction

The usual approach for the numerical solution of parabolic partial differential
equations (PDEs) is done by time-stepping schemes based upon variational semi-
discretizations. After a variational formulation in space and a discretization by,
e.g., finite elements, one derives an evolution problem in time. Then, a spatial
problem needs to be solved at each discrete time instance.

Alternatively, in a space-time scheme one approximates the PDE by a
simultaneous discretization of the spatial and temporal domain. This leads to
a single variational problem with test functions depending on the spatial and
the temporal variables & and ¢, respectively.

In this paper, we consider a parameter dependent, nonsmooth parabolic
PDE: For a parameter p € P,y consider for almost all (f.a.a.) t € (0,7]:

9t p) — c(p)Ay(t; p) + a(p) max{0,y(t; p)} = f(t p)in V', (IVP)

y(0; ) =0 in H, a
where § = % denotes the weak temporal derivative of y. Notice that the nons-
moothness in (uIVP) is only Lipschitz continuous and not Fréchet-differentiable.
Problem (uIVP) can be seen as a model problem for a broader class of non-
smooth parabolic PDEs, where the assumptions on the nonsmoothness are
chosen appropriately (especially to ensure the estimates of Proposition 1 and
Corollary 3.)

Let us mention some of the related work. Space-time methods have been
considered by many authors. We refer, e.g., to the work [1-8] for (smooth)
parabolic problems but there is no error analysis done for nonsmooth PDEs. In
the context of reduced basis (RB) methods space-time methods are discussed,
e.g., in [9-12| and in particular for optimal control problems in [13]|. A-posteriori
error estimates are derived and efficient tensor-based solution methods are
proposed. However, the authors do not study empirical interpolation methods
and adaptive basis update strategies in their work. Empirical interpolation
techniques are necessary to handle the nonsmooth term in (uIVP) efficiently
by the RB method, cf. [14-16]. Theoretical results for (uIVP) can be found in
[17, 18], where optimal control problems for more general parabolic nonsmooth
problems are considered. In the context of adaptive RB methods we refer to
[19], for instance. Let us also mention that the present paper extends results of
the elliptic case (cf. [20]) to the parabolic one.

The new contributions of the present paper are as follows: (i) We derive
a-posteriori error estimates for space-time approximations of a nonsmooth
parabolic PDEs. (ii) We incorporate the discrete emprirical interpolation
method (DEIM) for the nonsmooth term in our error analysis. (iii) A certified
adaptive algorithm for the RB-DEIM approximation is developed, which com-
bines the typical two offline phases for the computation of an RB and of a
DEIM basis into one.
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This paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, space-time formulations
are introduced for the continuous, finite element (FE) and RB formulations of
(uIVP). Section 3 covers the RB method, including basis generation and space-
time a-posteriori error estimation. In Section 4, DEIM is introduced to efficiently
evaluate and approximate the nonsmoothness. The error estimator is adopted
to the RB-DEIM setting and an adaptive algorithm for the simultaneous
generation of the RB and the DEIM basis is presented. Numerical results
illustrate the capabilities this novel approach in Section 5. Finally, we draw
some conclusions in Section 6.

2 Space-time formulation for (uIVP)

First we establish a space-time formulation for the continuous setting and
existence of a unique solution is proved. Then, an FE space-time discretization
is introduced. Further, it is shown that its space-time formulation corresponds
to a Crank-Nicolson scheme, which can be uniquely solved by a semismooth
Newton method. Finally the same is done for the RB space-time formulation.
We also present stability estimates for all formulations, that will be necessary
to provide convergence rates for some of the RB error estimators quantities.

2.1 Problem formulation

Let Q c R, d € {1,2,3}, be a bounded domain with Lipschitz-continuous
boundary I' = 9§2. We write = (x1,...,24) for an element in Q. For "> 0
we define Q = (0,7) x Q and ¥ = (0,T) x . Let H = L*(Q) and V = H}(Q)
be supplied by the inner products

(o, b) = /ng(:c)qb(w) dx for v, ¢ € H,
(0, By = /Q V() - Vo() dz for .6 €V,

respectively, and their corresponding induced norms. Moreover, their dual
spaces are denoted as H' and V’. Furthermore, we introduce the test space
Y = L2(0,T; V). We identify the dual Y’ with the space L?(0,T; V'). For more
details on Sobolev and Bochner spaces we refer the reader to [21], for instance.
Recall that V — H ~ H' — V' is a Gelfand triple and the function space
W(0,T)=YNHY0,T; V') a Hilbert space with induced norm

el omy = llelly + ¢y for o € W(0,T).
Moreover, the solution space is X = {¢ € W(0,T") | ¢(0) = 0 in H} with norm

2 2 2
lellx = lelwo,r) + ey for ¢ € X,



Springer Nature 2021 IMTEX template

4 An adaptive certified space-time RB method for nonsmooth PDEs

which is well-defined due to W(0,T) — C([0,T]; H), cf. [22]. Finally, we set
H = L*(0,T; H) for brevity. For a function ¢ € 3 we write ¢(¢) for the function
x — p(t, x) for almost all (abbreviated “f.a.a.” in the following) ¢ € [0,T]. The
precise assumptions on (uIVP) are stated in the following assumption.

Assumption 1 a) P,q CR? p e N\ {0}, is nonempty and compact,

b) ¢: Pag — R is Lipschitz-continuous, positive and uniformly bounded away from
Z€ro,

¢) a: P,g — R is Lipschitz-continuous and nonnegative,

d) f: P.g — C([0,T]; H) is Lipschitz-continuous.

Remark 1 Assumption 1-d) can be relaxed to f: P,q — H. However, we suppose that
t— f(t; u) € H is continuous to simplify our presentation regarding the temporal
discretization carried out later. O

Fory € X, ¢ € Y and p € P,g we define the operators

By, ¢; ) = Bi(y,¢) + c(1)B2(y, ¢),  Bi(y, ¢) = (9, d)yr y>
Ay, 3 p) =By, ¢; p) + N(y, ¢ 1), Ba(y.¢) = (¥, 9)y. (1)
Ny, ¢; 1) = a(p) (max{0,y},d)g,  F(d; p) = (f(1n), d)g¢-

For p € P4 the function y = y(u) € X is called a weak solution to (uIVP) if

Ay, ¢; ) = F(¢; p) forall g €Y. (2)

Existence and uniqueness of the solution to (2) follows e.g. from [23,
Theorem 30.A].
2.2 FE space-time formulation

Analogously to the continuous setting we introduce a discretized space-time
formulation. Therefore let X5 C X and Y5 C Y be finite dimensional subspaces.
For p € P,q we call ys = ys(1) € X5 a discretized weak solution to (uIVP) if

A(ys, ds; 1) = F(ps; p) for all ¢5 € Ys. (3)

In the remainder of this paper we will focus on the case
Xs =Sat @ Vi, Ys=Qat®Vh,

where ® denotes the tensor product and Qa:, Sa; are piecewise constant,
respective piecewise linear finite elements in time and V}, are piecewise linear
finite elements in space. As 6 = (At, h) we summarize the temporal and spatial
discretization parameters. The solutions for this particular choice of spaces
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will be also called FE solutions to the PDE. For the FE spaces we denote the
standard bases (see [11]) by

QAt:Span{Tlv'”vTK}v SAt :Span{alw"aO-K}a Vh :SPaH{C1a~~~7CN}7

where K € N and N € N denote the sizes of the temporal and the spatial
discretization, respectively. We set I = [0,7) and introduce the intervals
I, = [tg—1,tx) of length Aty for the time instances 0 =tg < ... <tx =T, ie.,
I=LU...Ulg. From

K N
=YD vi(or@G) € X5,

k=11=1

N
Z‘bf T ® i) € Ys

1i=1

Mw

el
I

we infer that

K N
B(ys, ¢s; 1 Z Z ( 61, k) 12(0,1)$Gi0 G
1)1 7) 0.1y (G Gy ) = VA B2

with ys = [y}]...|yE] € RV¥E yk = (y¥ ... yi)T for 1 <k < K, ¢ =
[PL]... |dE] € RNXE ¢k = (¢pk, ..., ¢k)T for 1 <k < K and B(u) = By +
¢(p)B2. Here we have introduced spatio-temporal matrices By = N{i™me @ M;P*“
and By = I\/Iﬁlime ® Vzpace with
M = ((<<j’<i>H))1§i,j§N7 Vi = ((<<j’<i>V))1§i,j§N’

M = ((onmdrzom))hcrere B = (0 201) 1 cpicrc

Let 6, denote the Kronecker delta, then we obtain the explicit forms

(At0y 1 + Atyp10141k) -

1\9\»—*

(01, Tk) r2(0,7) = Otk — O11ks (00 Th) 12 (0,7)

Furthermore we denote the lumped version of the spatial mass matrix M3”*® as

\ 1Space : 1
M3P :dlag<3[|SUPP(CJ‘)|]1<]-<N>’

cf., e.g. [24, Chapter 15]. This leads to

space c At
Blus.m ® Gis ) = [P (s — ) + SL000

VZPace ( + y(l; 1):| K

Aty -
N 79 G ) = | 20 B (e (0,98 + o {0,571
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A
Flm® G ) = 55 (Fhn) + B (w)

for 1 <k < K and 1 <i < N, where we have used the trapezoidal quadra-
ture rule for the approximation of the integrals in A/ and F and denote
F(u) = [FO(u)] ... [FX ()] € RN with FR() = (F5(u), .., Fi ()T and
FF(u) = (f(te; 1), C)vr v, where we have utilized that Assumption 1-d) holds.
Furthermore we set y§ = 0 € RY due to the homogeneous initial condition.
Now we can express (3) as a sequence of root finding problems for k =1,..., K:

Gi(ys; p) =0 inRY
with

o 1 sSpace 1 space
Gh(yE; p) = HMPC (i —yh= )+ S [V (vs +yih

+ a(u)M;P (max {0,y5 } + max {0,y }) = (F5() + F*= ()]

and initial condition y? = 0. This problem can be interpreted as a Crank-
Nicolson (CN) scheme for a spatially discretized parabolic PDE. To solve this
problem, a semismooth Newton method (see [25]), where the k-th iteration
matrix is given by

1 space 1 space \pSpace
HEOh: 1) = M+ 5 [cG0Vi™ ™ +aoMyy O(ys)] e RN

is applied. The function ©: RY — R¥*N maps a vector to the diagonal matrix
that takes the Heaviside function with value 0 evaluated for each entry of the
vector as its diagonal entries.

Remark 2 For every parameter p € P,q the problem Glg (y’g; u)=0fork=1,...,K
with initial condition yg = 0 admits a unique sequence of roots y]g This is a con-
sequence of the monotonicity of G§(~; u), which follows since quce,VZpace and
M;pace are symmetric and positive definite (s.p.d.) matrices and the max-function is
monotone. Furthermore for every y§ the matrix ng(y]g; u) is s.p.d., which implies
that every Newton iteration is uniquely solvable. O

We finish our considerations with a stability estimate for the FE solution.
This is based on the linear case shown in [1, Corollary 4.3].

Proposition 1 Let Assumption 1 hold. Then, for every p € P.q, the FE solution
ys(u) to (3) satisfies the estimate

195 ()l 3¢ < M1F ()l gc- (4)
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Proof Let ys = ys(n) be an FE solution to (3). Since ys € Y5 holds, we can choose
¢s = Ys as test function. This implies

(Ys:Us)gc + c(p) (Ys, Us)y + alp) (max{0,ys}, Js)gc = (f(1), ¥s) ¢
Note that

2
el s 15y = S (s ~ s 0))3) = LBV 5

<f(/.L), y5>ﬂ"f

Thus we obtain

()15 + llsll5e)-

IN
N =

19515¢ + 2a(p) (max{0, s}, 95)5¢ < [1F (1) 13-

Now for almost all ¢ € (0,T) we introduce the set QT (¢t) = {& € Q|ys(t,x) >
0 f.a.a. t € [0,T]}. Since max{0,-}: R — R is Lipschitz continuous, we infer from [21,
Chapter 5.8.2.b] that max{0,ys(¢)} belongs to V f.a.a. t € (0,7) and thus

// ytgytgdwdtz//maX{O,yg}%da:d)ﬁ
1Ja+ @) 1/Ja

— [ max{0.55(1)}us(T) de — | max{0,5(0)}5(0) de
Q Q
—/I/Qmaxl{(),y(;}ygy(gdmdt

- / max{0, y5(T) s (T) dz — / / Y5t dadt,
Q 1JQ+(t)

since for the weak derivative max’{0,ys} = 1 almost everywhere (abbreviated “a.e
in the following) on Q7 (¢) and max'{0,ys} = 0 a.e. on Q\ QT (#) are satisfied; cf. [26]
for a derivation based on generalized derivatives. This implies

(max{0, 35}, i) 3¢ = 5 (max{0, 55 (1)}, 95 (1) g > 0

and thus (4) holds true. O

”

For an arbitrarily given @5 € Xy, which is piecewise linear in time, let us
define the piecewise constant in time version by averaging

th ® @5 (x) € Ys (5)

with

7 = Aitk/l os(t) dt = ‘P(tkfl);‘ o(tr) cv (6)

In the next lemma we summarize useful properties of ¢s € . Recall that
ps € H for ps € Xs.
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Lemma 2 For every 5 € X5 we have

. 1
(5. 25)3¢ = 5 les (D (7)
and

(ps — 5, bs)y = (ps — Ps, bs)ac =0 for all s € Ys. (8)

Proof Let @5 € X5 be chosen arbitrarily. Equation (7) follows from

55, @ S t) — ps(te— tr) + st
<%7%>9{_;/jk<%(k) Azza(k 1)7%( k) 2@5(k 1)>Hdt

N | =

K
S (les(n)lE = loatt-n)I3) = 3 les (T,
k=1

where we have used that ¢s5(0) =0 in H.
To show (8) let ps € X5 and ¢5 € Y5 be chosen arbitrarily. Then, it follows that

ea(t) = g (0 = Dsltes) + (1= tio)es(t))  faatel
s (t) = ‘Pc*(tk—l); s (tr) faa. te Iy,
o5(t) = ¢5(t) = oF faa. te Iy

for every k = 1,..., K. Consequently,

(o, 95)y = Aitk EK: <[(tkt - %)‘Pé(tk—l) - (g —tk_lt)%(tk),(pg]t:t" >V

t=t)
1 k—1

K _ 2
=2 1,5 <W((%(tk71)+w(tw)7¢§>

\%

KAty k
= Z T@aé(tk_l) + @s(tr): 95)v

and

K
(@5, 05)y = Z/Ik <906(tk71)2+ ¢6(tk)’¢lg>vdt

K
=D S es(temr) + 0s(tr). 95y

which implies (@5 — @5, ¢s)y = 0. Analogously, we derive that (¢s — @5, ds)5c = 0.
This finishes the proof. (]
2.3 RB space-time formulation

Analogously the space-time RB setting can be formulated and interpreted as
a CN scheme. This CN interpretation guides us in the numerical calculation
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of solutions to the space-time formulation and in the derivation of an a-
posteriori error estimator. For a spatial RB space V; = span{1,...,¥¢} C Vj
of dimension ¢ € N, we introduce the RB solution and test spaces

Xip = Sar ® Vi, Yo = Qar ® V7,

respectively, where rb = (At, ¢) stands for the temporal discretization and RB
parameter.
For p € Pyq we call g, = yp(1) € Xyp an RB solution to (3) if

Ayro, @3 1) = F(¢5 ) for all ¢ € Y. (9)

As previously done in the case of the FE space-time formulation, we can
also reformulate (9) as a CN scheme, by using a trapezoidal quadrature rule.
Therefore let W, = [Wy,..., ] € RV*! denote the RB coefficient matrix
whose columns are the FE coefficient vectors of the reduced basis functions.
Let MjP*° = \UgTMZpacelllg € R and VPaee = \IJZVZpace\Ug € R¥** denote
the spatial RB mass matrix and spatial RB stiffness matrix, respectively. This
leads to a sequence of root finding problems for k =1,..., K:

Gyl 1) =0 inR
with
1 1 § B
Golyroi 1) = =M (v - Yo ')+ 5 [tV (vl + i )
+ a(u)W}l\?lzpace (max {O7 \Ugyfb} 4 max {07 \Ilgyfb_l })
— W] (F*(u) + F* ()]

with initial condition y?b = 0. Again this problem can be solved by applying a
semismooth Newton method, where the k-th iteration matrix is given by

space

1
Hfb(}’fw w) = MME

1 space \ 1Space
+3 (c(u)vgp + a(p)V] NP @(wyfb)w) € R¥¥.

Since W, has full rank, Remark 2 is applicable again, i.e. the sequence of roots
yfb is unique and every Newton iteration is uniquely solvable. Furthermore we
obtain a stability estimate analogous to Proposition 1.

Corollary 3 Let Assumption 1 hold. Then, for every p € P,q, the RB solution y, (1)
to (9) satisfies the estimate

9 (llg¢ < ML)l g
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Proof The claim follows by similar arguments utilized to prove of Proposition 1. O

3 Reduced basis method

In this section a greedy procedure for the generation of the RB space V; will
be presented. Efficient error estimation is necessary and an error estimator is
derived based on the space-time formulations introduced in Section 2. Compared
to the elliptic case, cf. [20], the derived error estimator is composed of an
additional term Aps. A large part of this section is dedicated to its convergence
analysis, ultimately proving that Aps = O(At), where an equidistant temporal
discretization is assumed for ease of presentation.

3.1 Generation of reduced basis

For the generation of the spatial RB space V; proper orthogonal decomposition
(POD) is used in a greedy procedure. For more details on POD we refer, e.g.,
to [27]. With P* : V — V; the V-orthogonal projection onto the spatial RB
space is denoted. By A(u) we denote an error estimator for the RB solution
corresponding to the parameter p € P with respect to RB solution space
X and RB test space Y, generated by V. Furthermore POD; denotes the
extraction of a dominant POD mode with respect to the inner product in V.
The offline basis generation is summarized in Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1 (POD-greedy RB method)
Require: Discrete training set Pirain C Pag, error tolerance e > 0;
1: Set £ =0, Vo =10, Vo ={0};
2: while g := max{A(u) | & € Ptrain} > €tol do
3 Compute pp+1 € argmax{A(u) |t € Pirain};
4 Set e}, =y (pes1) — Py (pesr) for k=1,...,K;
5: Define Pp1 = Py U {41}
6
7

Compute ¥p11 € PODl({e’gH}f:l);

Set Woy1 = Vo U{Wry1}, Vigr = Ve @ span(yeyq) and £ = £+ 1;
8: end while
9: return Reduced basis W, spatial RB space V.

It is possible to add more than just one POD mode per iteration to the
reduced basis. This usually results in faster convergence of the algorithm
and thus lower offline computational cost. But on the other hand it does
not guarantee that the reduced basis is of minimal size. Note that the initial
condition, which is zero, is always perfectly approximated.

3.2 RB error estimation

An efficient error estimator is crucial not only for Algorithm 1, but also for
quality certification of the calculated RB solution in an online phase. Since
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Ys, Yrb & Yep we cannot test with the error ys — y,p in the derivation of an error
estimator. Therefore we will use an additional projection operator P? that
satisfies the following hypotheses.

Assumption 2 Let PO X5 — Y5 be a bounded projection operator such that:
a) PO satisfies

1

(5. P 08)3c = 5 les (D for all @5 € Xs.

b) PO satisfies

(ps — P05, ds)y = (05 — P’ s, 05)9c =0 for all o5 € X, b5 € Ys.

We have already seen an example of a suitable projection operator in the
previous section.

Example 1 For 1 < k < K and t € I}, almost everywhere we introduce the projection
(Pps)(t) = @k for all o5 € X5,

where @§ is defined in (5). Due to Lemma 2, Assumption 2 is satisfied. O

Before stating the main theorem of this section, we summarize properties
of the projection operator P? in the next lemma.

Lemma 4 Suppose that the projection operator PO satisfies Assumption 2-b). For
s € Xs it holds that

a) |lps — Pwsllac < llps — dsllac for all s € Ys.

b) lles — PPosllsc < At |lpsllac, where At = max; <<k Aty denotes the maximal
time step.

Proof a) For g5 € X5 and ¢5 € Y5 Assumption 2-2) and 736@5 € Ys imply that

s — 7’5s05|\§c = (ps — P’ 05, 05)ac — {05 — P° 05, P’ 05) 3¢
= {05 — P05, 08) 3¢
= (5 — P’ps5,05 — ds)ac < los — PPosllacllos — sllgc,
which gives the claim.

b) Denote by n°: Xs — Y5 the piecewise constant interpolation operator defined
as (ITp;)(t) = ps(ty—1) for 1 < k < K such that t € Ij,. For e(t) = ps(t) —
(I%ps)(t) € Vi, we denote by ey, the restriction of e on the interval Ij,. Then ey,
is affine linear w.r.t. ¢t and belongs to H! (I; V). Thus, for ¢t € I, we estimate

t
e(t) = ent) = exlter) + / éu(s)ds
T
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by the fundamental theorem of calculus. This implies

uek(t)HH:Hf = [ 1a s
g(/ 1ds) (/ llés (s I\Hd5> = VA ekl L2, 1

Consequently,

2 2 20, 12
HekHL2(1k;H):/I llex ()7 ds < (Atk)” lexllz2(r,; m)-
k

Since é, = g5 on Ij, this implies that

HekHLQ(Ik; H) < Atk ”‘:b(SHLZ(Ik; H):

We have H‘Sapg € Ys and At = maxi << Aty. Hence, using part a) it follows

K
2 2 2
llos — PPsllsc < llps — Mpsllze = D los = T psllp2(r,. a1y
k=1
K
(Ate)? 1951172 1 1y < (OB I ps]15-
=
This implies part b).
O
Next we define the RB residual as
Riv(d; ) = F(¢s ) — Ay (p), ¢; p)  for all ¢ € Ys. (10)

Now we are ready to state the RB error estimator.

Theorem 5 Let Assumption 1 hold. Suppose that the projection operator PO satisfies
Assumption 2. For p € Poq denote the RB error as e (1) = ys(p) — yeb (1) satisfying
Péerb(,u) # 0. Then,

1P (t)lly < As(p) + Aps (1), (11)

with RB error estimator Ay, and projection error estimator Aps given by

Bn1) = o5 [Reol5 )l

Aps(n) = a(p) | max{0,ys(p)} — max{0, ye, (1)

}HJ—( e . 66
() IPern()ly lews (1) = P e (1) ¢,

Q

respectively.

Proof Let p € P,q be chosen arbitrarily. From e, (1) € Xy we obtain by Assumption 2-
b), the monotonicity of max and Assumption 2-a) that

1P e () = (PPenn (1), Pl (1))y = (e (1), Poen (1)),
a(p) (max{0, ys(p)} — max{0, ym (1)}, erm (1)) gc > 0,
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(e 1), P ern()) 5 = (Ens(10) e i))gg = 5 lean(Ts 3y > 0.
Thus we infer that
() 1P e ()1 = c(p) (er ( ), P e (1))y
< () (e (1), P° erbw by + a() (max{0, ys (1)} — max{0, yrp (1)}, erb (12)) ¢
< c(p) (e (1), Poem () y < b(1), P enb (1)) 3¢
+a(p) ((max{0, ys (1)} — max{0, yrp (1)}, Pern (1)) ¢
+ (max{0, y5 (1)} — max{0, yob (1)}, exb (1) = P erp (1) g¢).-
Utilizing (1) it follows that
() ||P68rb(ﬂ)”; < a(p)(max{0, ys (1)} — max{0, v (1)}, b (1) — PP (1)) g
+ Ays (1), PPen (1) 1) — Al (1), Pem (1) ).

Moreover, we deduce from (3) that
Alys (1), PPer(10); 1) = F(Pegw(1); p).
Consequently, by using (10)
() [P ers () 1y < Reo(PPern(1); 1)
+ a(p) (max{0, ys (1)} — max{0, yoo (1)}, e (12) — P erp (1)) 5¢
<R (5 )y, 1P e (1)
a(u) | max{0, ys (1)} — max{0, y (1) Hlgcllew (1) — Pem (1) 5.

Thus we obtain
5 1
< — R L /
[P em(1)lly < o) IRen (-5 )lly,

a(p) [l max{0, ys(u)} — max{0, yw (1)
c(p) [P (1) lly

which gives the claim. (]

)
)
)
)

. Hige llew (1) — PPer (1)l 9¢

Finally we study the convergence of the projection error estimator Aps(u).

Proposition 6 Let Assumptions 1 and 2 hold. Denote At = max;<p<y Aty. Then
Aps(pu) — 0 for At — 0 and every p € P.q. Especially for sufficiently small At and
every p € Py the estimate

Aps(p) < CAt
with a constant C > 0 independent of p is satisfied.

Proof Without loss of generality, we can assume that e, (u) # 0 for the parameters p
under consideration, or there is nothing to show. Recall that eq, (1) = ys (1) — yep (1) €
Xs holds true. By Lemma 4-b), Proposition 1 and Corollary 3 we obtain
5 ) )
ller (1) = Pem ()lla¢ < Nlws (1) = Pys (1)l + lyrn (1) — P yen (1) ll5¢
< (195 (W)llg¢ + 9 () llg¢) At < 2|1 f () ll5c At
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for every p € Poq. Thus Pge,b (1) = erp(p) in H for At — 0. This implies that there
exists a (sufficiently small) constant 7, € (0, T] satisfying
llew()llge 3
< ————=— < =~ for At € (0,74]- (13)
Poewm()llye ~ 2 (0.7]
Here we have used that without loss of generality P’eyy, (1) # 0 for all At € (0,7,],
possibly after shrinking 7,,, because Péerb(,u) — erp(p) in H for At — 0 and ep, (1) # 0
holds. From Poincaré’s inequality we infer that there exists a constant cp > 0 so that
1 cp
—— < —— forall p € Y\ {0}. 14
Telly = Tl ()
Utilizing (12)-(14) we obtain for At € (0,C(u)]
a(u) llew(m)llsc
Aps () = T NI
7 (1) IP2en (1)lly
2a(p) e (1) g
= c(p) Poem(i)lly
where the nonnegative constant C'(u) = 3a(u)cp || f(1)||5¢/c¢(p) is uniformly bounded
w.r.t. u due to the Lipschitz continuity of a, ¢, f and the compactness of P,q. (|

4 Adaptive RB-DEIM method

The current model order reduction approach is unsatisfactory for two reasons.
First, the sequence of root finding problems G% (y% : 1) is on spatial RB level
£, but an evaluation of the nonsmoothness on spatial FE level IV is necessary.
Furthermore the dual norm of the residual for the RB error estimator A, (p)
cannot be efficiently computed in an offline-online separable fashion. This is
typical for RB error estimation in the context of nonlinear PDEs, cf. [8, 20]. We
will use the discrete empirical interpolation method (DEIM) to approximate
the nonsmoothness and overcome those difficulties. For details on the efficient
evaluation of the dual norm of the residual in combination with (D)EIM, we
refer to [28, Section 4.2.5].

In the first half of this section the classical DEIM framework is presented
together with a new approach for error estimation. Afterwards an adaptive
DEIM framework that combines RB and DEIM offline phases is presented.

e (1) = PPer (1) |5

£ () llgcAt < C(u) At,

4.1 Classical DEIM

We keep the presentation of the classical DEIM approach short and refer to
[15, 16] for more details on the general procedure and to [26] for an application
to an elliptic max-type PDE. For the remainder of this section we will assume
that the right-hand sides F* are parameter separable independently of the time
instance, i.e.,

F¥ (1) = BeBr(u)ve(k),
with

BEcRY*P, Br:P = RP, ~:{0,...,K} = R.
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If this should not be the case, a further DEIM approximation would be necessary.
The procedure can be easily generalized to this situation, cf. [15]. Now DEIM
introduces a projection matrix P = [e;, | ... |e;, ] € RV*E and an approximation
matrix ® = [¢1]...|¢r] € RV*L. We assume L < N and that PT ¢ € REXE is
invertible. Then the max term in Gfb can be approximated as

O(PT ) max {0,PTWeyl (1)}

This gives the RB-DEIM approximation of the RB root finding problem pre-

sented in Section 2.3. For k = 1,..., K solve the sequence of root finding
problems:

Gor(rbs 1) =0 in R’ (15)
with

]‘ space — ]‘ space —
Gfb,L(be,L% p) = EM; (be,L - be,Ll) + 5 [C(ﬂ) Vgp (yfb,L + yfb,Ll)
+a(p) V] MP*o(PT o)~ (max {0, PTW,yk |}

+ max {0, PV 1 }) = W7 (F () + P ().

with initial condition y?b, 1, = 0. Again this problem can be solved by applying
a semismooth Newton method, where the k-th iteration matrix is given by

1 space
Hfb,L(y:cb,M w) = 7At;€ Mgp
1 -
+ 5(c(u)v;f"“e +a(p)V MP*o(PTo) 'O (PTWyr, )PTV,) € R

with ©(v) = max{0,v} € RY for v € RL. Problem (15) is now independent of
the spatial FE dimension N. Note that we cannot guarantee the uniqueness of
yfb7 ;, and the unique solvability of the Newton iteration by the same arguments
as for the FE and RB problem. In practice, a sufficiently accurate DEIM
approximation of the nonlinearity will also restore the monotonicity of the
max term and thus the monotonicity argument from Remark 2 can be applied
again, cf. [§] for an analogous argumentation in the context of EIM. We will
only briefly comment on how P and ¢ are generated:
1) A discrete DEIM training set PL_. C P,q4 is chosen;

train

2) Snapshots are generated as max{0,y¥(u)} for p € PL; and k=1,...,L;

train

3) The DEIM algorithm generates P and ¢ from the snapshots.

4.2 RB-DEIM error estimation

Often the additional error to the solution due to DEIM is not included in
the error estimator. The problem is that DEIM approximates the nonlinearity
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on a discrete level. Therefore working with the DEIM approximation in the
variational formulation is problematic. It is also problematic to efficiently
incorporate the DEIM error later, since this would mean that also a Riesz
representative must be calculated for the additional error quantity, which, to
the best of our knowledge, is not possible in a parameter separable fashion.
Thus we want to present an idea on how to already (partially) discretize the
residual and incorporate the DEIM error early.

For an element ¢ € Y5 U X; in the FE solution or test space, we denote the
nodal values at time ¢ € I by $(t) € RY. Now we introduce the RB-DEIM
residual:

Reb,r.(¢; 1) = F(o; 1) — Ap(yr,r.(1t), 5 p) for all ¢ € Ys (16)
with

AL (yeb, . (1), &3 1) = By, (1), &3 1) + N2 (Yew,2.(10), 65 1),
NL (e, (11); @5 )—a(u)/l@(PT‘D) max{0, P (1)}, q&)mipace dt

and <','>Mipacc = (M3P*°. ), where (-,-)s denotes the Euclidean norm.

Moreover, N7, represents the approximation obtained by mass lumping and
DEIM.

Remark 8 The sequence of root finding problems Gﬁ% 1, can equivalently be derived
by working with Y,}, as test space in (16) and applying a trapezoidal quadrature rule
analogously to Section 2.2. This further justifies the idea of already incorporating
DEIM in the variational formulation. O

The idea is now to proceed analogously to Theorem 5. Before we state the
main result of this section, let us introduce the symbols H = L2(I; MPe) and
H = L2(I; M3P*°), where L2(I; MiP**°) and L?(I; M;P*°) denote the spaces
of all (measurable) functions ¢: I — R¥ satisfying

2
el = ( [sto smdt) <.
IMM—(/W

respectively. Note that

1/2
Mzpace dt) < 00,

2 A2 ~
lelise = l1elze < N2l1% + eq (@, 0),
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with the mass lumping error defined as

esc(p.) = [(0, V)ae — (2, 0) 4| for all g, € Y5 U Xs. (17)

Proposition 7 Let Assumption 1 hold. Suppose that the projection operator PO
satisfies Assumption 2. For p € P,q denote the RB-DEIM error as ew, (1) =

ys (1) — yro, 2. (1) satisfying Pesp, (1) # 0. Then,
lerb, L (1)lly < Ar, (1) + Aps (1) + Ar () + Age(p),

with DEIM approzimated RB error estimator Ay, 1,, projection error estimator Aps,
DEIM error estimator A, and mass lumping error estimator Ag. given by

1
A, (1) = ) I1Reb, (- M)H%,

a max{0, — max{0, y,
s ) = 2y Do) = e vt OOVt ) — e
Cpa(p)

Ap(p) = == 19(PT @)™  max{0, P gio, (1)} = ma{O, oo, () Hl g

_ a(p) )
A) = SosTPen s T [esc (max {0,y (1)} P ern, (1)

+ 0P &) max{0, P g1, (1)} — max{0, Gb, 1 (1)} 5

‘ Eﬁ(Péerb,L(ﬂ)r Péerb,L(N))] .

Proof Let p € P,q be fixed. Analogously to the proof of Theorem 5 we obtain
() [P e (W)
< R, (Per 1 (10); 1)
+ ()] = (max{0, yus, 1. (1), P ern, 1. (1))
+ (max{0, ys (1)} — max{0, yr, £, (1)}, erb, (12) — POerm, 1, (1)) g
+ (@(P T ®)  max{0, P gip, 1 (1)}, PO, (1) 5|
<R,z (5 1)y, 1P e, ()l
+ a(p)|| max{0, ys (1)} — max{0, yev, £, (1) Hlge lew, £ (1) — P, £ (1)l ¢
+ (o) [(®(PT0) " max{0, PT o 1. (1)}, P e 1) 5

- (maX{O, Yrb, L (N)a ,Péerb,L(N/))g—( ‘ .

Now we use the mass lumping error defined in (17) to estimate
T\ — T~ PN
a(n)|(®(PT &)™ max{0, P g 1)}, P ern, (1)) 5¢
6
— (max{0, yro,., (1), Pero, 1. (1)) |

< (o) [(@(PT @) ™" max{0, P o1 (1)} PO 1. (1)) 5¢
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— (max{0, Gib, £ (1)}, P e, (1)) + e (max{0, g, ()}, Per, (1)
< a(w)[I10(PT®) ™" max{0, P gro, 1. (1)} — max{0, Goo, 1) 1P e, . (1)1 5¢
+ e (max{0, g, ()}, P e 1. (1) |
< a() [0 (PT ®) ™" max{0,P" g, (1)} — max{0, G, (1)} ¢
[ep 1P em, L. (1))lly + €5 (Perw, (1), POer,1.(1)]
+ €g¢ (max{0, yrs, . (1)}, /Péerb,L(N))}

where we have used

1P e, (1)l 5e < 1P, (1)llsc + €, (Per (1), PP, 1 (1))

and Poincaré’s inequality with constant cp > 0 in the last estimate. All in all we
obtain

1Pe)ly < o5 1R )y,

N Z((Z)) || max{0, ya(f;ierbiézzg?;yrb,ﬂﬂ)}ﬂg{ .28 = Pen.n (1)

+ 20 0P T 0) max{0, P, () — max{0. o1 ()
TP s 1P @) max(0,P T, () — max(0,50. ()

5 ) )
eqc(Pleq, (1), PPeq, (1)) + €5, (max {0, ypo, 1. (1) } , P %,L(M))}
All in all the desired estimate follows. O

Remark 4 a) Note that analogously to Aps also A can be made small indepen-
dently of the chosen RB space, by choosing a sufficiently rich spatial FE space.
This follows as as a consequence of [29, Lemma 1] adopted to the present PDE.
Therefore we will use Ay, 1, +A7, as error estimator in our numerical experiments.

b) The computation of Ay, requires an evaluation of the nonsmoothness on FE

level. This cannot be avoided, but is computationally still cheap compared to
the other computations. O

4.3 Adaptive DEIM

In Proposition 7 a decomposition of the total error into a temporal mesh-
dependent part Aps, a spatial mesh-dependent part Az, an RB dependent part
Ay, 1, and a DEIM dependent part Az, has been proposed. As already argued,
we will neglect the mesh-dependent parts, since they can be chosen arbitrarily
small by sufficiently rich spatial and temporal FE spaces. Now typically a
DEIM basis would be generated in an offline phase to efficiently approximate
the nonsmoothness in a lower dimensional subspace as described in Section 4.1.
This process is decoupled from the RB basis generation described in Section
3.1. More recently ideas have been presented on how to combine RB and DEIM
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basis generation into one adaptive process, see e.g. [30, 31]. Advantages of
such ideas are control over the DEIM error in the offline phase and thus a
DEIM basis of suitable size. Also the combination of RB and DEIM basis
generation leads to fewer computational costs. The adaptive DEIM algorithm
in [31] is taylored towards optimization and updates the DEIM basis without
increasing its size. This results in only locally good approximation quality,
which in optimization is sufficient. In [30] the authors essentially calculate a
completely new DEIM basis whenever it needs to be updated. On one hand,
this is cheap, since no additional snapshot generation is necessary and the size
of the singular value decomposition necessary for DEIM is usually still small
compared to classical offline DEIM. On the other hand, this usually means that
all preassembled DEIM data must be thrown away whenever the DEIM basis is
updated. Therefore we suggest a successive DEIM approach for the space-time
setting, which might result in a (slightly) larger DEIM basis, but allows to
reuse previous information. We summarize this approach in Algorithm 2.

To avoid stagnation at the end of the algorithm one should e.g. choose
5{21 = 0.1eo and 5501 = 0.0leo;. This ensures that the algorithm aims at
individual tolerances 5221 and stLol well below g¢,1. Also it should be ensured
that the DEIM basis is always at least as large as the RB basis for numerical
stability. This is the reason why there is the possibility to start the algorithm
with an initial DEIM basis. For more details we refer to [30]. The algorithm
performs best, if the construction of a RB and a DEIM basis are of equal
difficulty. This is often not the case and usually the construction of a DEIM
basis is more difficult, as also our numerical experiments in Section 5 suggest.
Heuristics to let the DEIM basis grow faster exist, e.g. log;, could be replaced
by log, in line 11. This can be very problem specific and is beyond the scope
of this work. In our implementation a maximum of one element is added to the
RB basis per iteration. In [30] a logarithmic term analogue to the one for the
DEIM basis is used. In our opinion this might lead to too many elements being
added during the first iterations and wrong elements removed later on. But of
course the algorithm could also be extended in this fashion.

5 Numerical experiments

In this section we present two numerical examples to investigate the performance
of the different space-time RB approaches. Parameter choices fixed for both
examples are summarized in Table 1.

PDE ‘ discretization ‘ tolerances

Q ‘ K 1/h ‘ Etol erd EtLol

tol

(0,1)% | 400  {50,100,200} | 1073 10=* 107°

Table 1 Fixed parameters for the numerical examples. Recall that K and h denote the
number of time grid points and the spatial step-size, respectively.
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Algorithm 2 (Adaptive POD-Greedy RB-DEIM Method)

Require: Initial DEIM data Pg, ®q, |y, discrete training set of parameters

LR >

© ® 32

10:
11:
12:
13:
14:
15:
16:
17:
18:
19:
20:
21:
22:
23:
24:
25:
26:
27:
28:
29:

30:
31:
32:
33:
34:

Pirain C Pag, error tolerances 5{21, EtLol > 0 and &g > 5{21 + &‘tLOl;
Setsz, w0:®7%:{0},P:P0,¢:¢0 andlzlo;
Compute /i € arg max{Av, 1 (1) + Ap (1) | 11 € Posain}:

Set e1 = A, (1) and g2 = AL (f1);

while g1 4+ g9 > €4 do

% RB part;
if &1 > e then
Set ef,, = y¥ (i) — Pyvys(p) for k=1,...,K;
Compute ¥y41 € POD1({ef, e ,);
Set Wop1 = Vo U{Wry1}, Verr = Ve @span(yey1) and £ =L+ 1;
end if
% DEIM part;
Set L = [logyg(e2/efy) 5

if L =0 then
L =1 (avoid stagnation);
end if
Set E = [max{0,y} (i}, ..., max{0, yX (i}]; % snapshot matriz
Put E=FE — 0" E; % subtract previous DEIM information

Set L = min{ L, rank(E) };
Compute POD basis ® of length L w.r.t. identity matrix for E;
if ® =[] (no initial DEIM basis) then
Compute i € argmax;_;  n [(¢1)kl;
Set ® = [$y], | = [i], P = [e;] and j = 2;
else
Set j = 1;
end if
for j=7,...,L do
Solve (PT®)y = PTg;;
Set r = quSj — On;
Compute i € argmax;_;  n [7&l;
Set & = [, 6;], 1 = [I,i] and P = [P, ¢;];
end for
% Error update;
Compute fi € argmax{Ap 1,(11) + AL () |t € Prrain};
Set e1 = A 1,(ft) and e, = AL (R);

35: end while
36: return Reduced basis Wy, spatial RB space V,, DEIM data P, o, I.

The adaptive DEIM algorithm uses an initial DEIM basis of size two generated
from one snapshot.
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Our code is implemented in Python 3 and uses FEniCS (see [32]) for the
matrix assembly. Sparse memory management and computations are imple-
mented with SciPy (see [33]). All computations below were run on an Ubuntu
20.04 notebook with 32 GB main memory and an Intel Core i7-8565U CPU.

5.1 Example 1

We choose T' = 20 for the maximal time horizon and set P,q = [—10, 10],
a(p) =142 |p| and c(p) = 5/(5 + |p]). Furthermore the right-hand sides are

2

time space

f(t; p)(x1,22) = 10sin (%)m (} - xl) sin(mxy) sin(mwas) \,u/

parameter

For the classical RB and RB-DEIM approach we fix a training set of 60
equidistant parameters and a test set of 100 equidistant parameters. For DEIM
we additionally choose the same training set as for the RB offline phase and
choose the same parameter L we obtain from the adaptive RB-DEIM. Note
that this means that already information from the adaptive approach is used
in the classical RB-DEIM approach, but it allows for a better comparison of
the results, which are shown in Table 2.

1/h av. time av. av. av. proj. av. size size
sp.-up offline error est. error off. RB DEIM

RB (true error)

50 5.95 7.76 - 102 2.73.10~%  2.88.107% 473.1076  1.04 15 -
100 39.54 4.54 - 103 5.14-10"%  517-107%  1.72.1076  1.00 16 -
200 93.72 2.03 - 104 5.62-10"%  5.64.10"% 1.44-1076  1.00 15

RB (estimator)

50 5.48 9.39 - 102 2.72.10"%  2.88.107% 474.1076  1.04 15 -
100 39.66 3.54 . 103 6.62-10"% 665.107% 1.51.1076  1.00 15 -
200 91.17 1.32 - 10% 6.21- 104 6.23 - 104 1.34.10°6 1.00 15 -

RB-DEIM (estimator)

50 8.06  3.07-10% 4+5.67-102 1.86-10% 3.22.107% 1561076  1.59 18 72
100 94.29  3.51-103 +1.86-103 1.78-10% 3.80-10~% 3.28.10"7  3.37 27 66
200  879.23  1.82.10% +6.290.10% 4.28.107% 6.19.107%  3.54.1077 145 19 87

RB-DEIM (estimator, adaptive)

50 7.68 6.43 - 102 1.66-10"%  2.03.10"% 8.90.10"7  1.84 20 72
100 96.84 1.67 - 103 2.65-10"%  5.10.10"% 1.11-1076 243 19 66
200  882.92 6.62 - 103 2.72.10-%  5.10-107%  9.77.1077  2.33 19 87

Table 2 Example 1. Comparison of RB and RB-DEIM approaches for different spatial
discretizations 1/h. For RB-DEIM (estimator) offline time is given as DEIM + RB time.

First of all, we can observe mesh independence in the average efficiency and
the size of the RB basis for the approaches without DEIM. If DEIM is used,
the results are slightly mesh dependent, due to the mesh dependency of DEIM.
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Also the average error and error estimator are in the same regions and far
below the tolerance of 1072 for all approaches and independently of the mesh.
We can observe that the RB error estimator leads to slight decreases in offline
computational time, but only the introduction of DEIM allows for efficient
evaluations of the estimator. Unfortunately the offline computational cost of
DEIM outweighs this advantage. Finally we can observe that the adaptive
RB-DEIM approach leads to the largest reduction in offline computational
cost, whilst simultaneously giving equivalent benefits as classical RB-DEIM in
average speed-up in the online phase. Especially on finer grids the advantages
of an RB-DEIM approach are evident. Last but not least, we want no mention
two noticable entries in Table 2. First, the RB basis basis without estimator
contains one more element than that with estimator for 1/h = 100. This is
atypical, but of course possible due to the outstanding efficiency and the fact
that the greedy procedure is only locally choosing the best update in every
iteration. Second, the RB-DEIM basis without adaptivity is rather large and
contains 27 elements for 1/h = 100. This comes from the fact that the procedure
struggles to reach the desired overall tolerance in this case.

To further investigate the error estimator, it is shown in Figure 1 together
with the error on the test set.

0.0010
X e 0.0010 X e, Ay
A D, = D+ A
0.0008 W 0.0008
., 0.0006 .. 0.0006
E E
=] =]
0.0004 0.0004
0.0002 0.0002
0.0000 0.0000
-10 -5 0 5 10 -10 -5 0 5 10
Parameter u Parameter u

Fig. 1 Example 1. Error and RB error estimator (left) and error and RB-DEIM error
estimator (right) with 1/h = 100.

We can see that the RB error estimator clearly mimics the behavior of the
true error. In the RB-DEIM approach, the additional DEIM error estimator is
more volatile. Furthermore the additional DEIM error estimator is necessary
to avoid underestimation, though this is hard to observe in the plot.

Finally we want to investigate the projection error and the evolution of
the different error quantities during the adaptive RB-DEIM basis generation.
The average projection error, on the previously introduced test set, is shown in
Figure 2 on the left and the evolution of the errors during training is shown on
the right. In the left plot we observe that the projection error Aps decreases
with increasing time grid points as proposed in Proposition 6. However, a linear
convergence can only be expected asymptotically. In particular, the regime of
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Fig. 2 Example 1. Left: Projection error Aps for varying temporal grid size K. Right:
Evolution of the total error Ay, 7, + Ay, and its individual components during training of
the adaptive RB-DEIM. Both with 1/h = 100.

linear convergence seems to not be reached yet. This can be expected due to
the quotient in the projection error estimator, which is only asymptotically one.
Nonetheless the values of the projection error estimator are very small and can
be neglected as suggested. In the right plot we can see that the RB error tends
to be lower than the DEIM error, but both decrease sufficiently fast.

All in all this example clearly suggests the usage of the RB error estimator
over the calculation of the true error and the usage of the adaptive DEIM
approach over the classical DEIM approach. We also investigated the projection
error estimator and have shown that its small values justify neglection.

5.2 Example 2

In the second numerical example we choose T = 10 for the maximal time
horizon and use a two-dimensional parameter space with P,q = [~2,2]2, a(u) =
1+ 5]|plle and e(u) = 3/(1 + |u1]). Furthermore, the right-hand sides f(¢; w)
are chosen to be

1
for z; < =

4 : ,
f(t,x; p) = 10sin (%)\/1 D 2

2220, otherwise.

time

space and parameter

This time we only present results for RB with error estimator and the adaptive
RB-DEIM approach, since based on the theoretical results and Example 1,
these are the most promising strategies. For RB we fix a training set of 144
equidistant parameters and a test set of 225 equidistant parameters. The results
for the different spatial discretizations are shown in Table 3. Again the RB
results show mesh independence in the average error, error estimator and
efficiency and the size of the RB basis. This time the average efficiency for
RB-DEIM is significantly larger (approx. 10 compared to approx. 1.01) which
is one of the reasons for the increased DEIM basis. Note that the RB basis
is also significantly larger (approx. 30) than for the RB approach (13), but
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1/h av. time av. av. av. proj. av. size size
sp.-up offline error est. error eff. RB DEIM

RB (estimator)

50 5.40 2.08-10% 3.09.10"% 3.14.107% 5.66.-1077 1.01 13 -
100 45.79  5.98 -103 3.16-10"%  3.22.107%  6.03-1077 1.01 13 -
200 96.04 2.82.10% 3.15.107% 3.21.107%  6.02.1077 1.01 13 -

RB-DEIM (estimator, adaptive)

50 7.58  3.23-10%  7.25.107%  1.04-1073  1.96-1077  10.00 29 177
100 127.06  7.97-103  7.04-10° 8.42.10"% 1.93.10°7 9.63 30 212
200  858.93 2.02-10% 578.107% 8.11.107%  2.25.1077  10.70 29 222

Table 3 Example 2. Comparison of RB and RB-DEIM approaches for different spatial
discretizations 1/h. For RB-DEIM (estimator) offline time is given as DEIM + RB time.

both bases are mesh independent in size. This is a typical behavior that occurs
since for the given example DEIM approximation is more difficult than RB
approximation. Thus the RB basis is chosen in a way that a tolerance of 10~4
is reached, so that the DEIM tolerance only needs to be below ey, = 1073,
Furthermore the size of the DEIM basis is not mesh independent, but slightly
increases for finer meshes.

Again we want to investigate the projection error and the evolution of the
different error quantities during the adaptive RB-DEIM basis generation. The
average projection error is shown in Figure 3 on the left and the evolution of
the errors during training is shown on the right.

le=7 x, P
gl x - X B
. x X Doy, +A
Xx
- x
6 107 M
xxy XX
851 5 T
3 X 5102 x xx X
S X Xxx x
x Xy x xx X X
x
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X X%
2 x xXx | Xx|[X x
x x
x - x x X o
1] i 10 S
x x
0 200 400 600 800 1000 1200 1400 1600 T T s o i o &

Temporal grid size K Iterations

Fig. 3 Example 2. Left: Projection error Aps for varying temporal grid size K. Right:
Evolution of the total error Ay, 7, + Ay and its individual components during training of
the adaptive RB-DEIM. Both with 1/h = 100.

In the left plot, we can observe that the average projection error is again
neglectable, due to its small values and we can observe the same convergence
behavior as discussed in detail for the previous example. In the right plot, we can
observe that in contrast to Example 1, the slow convergence of the DEIM error
slows down the overall convergence and leads to an RB error below €2, = 1074,
Therefore the DEIM error in essence only needs to be below e¢o = 1073,

The second example again suggests the usage of the RB error estimator over
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the calculation of the true error, due to the excellent average efficiency. Again
it is unproblematic to neglect the projection error estimator. Note that we have
also excluded the RB-DEIM approach without adaptivity, since no convergene
can be observed with the size L of the DEIM basis taken from the adaptive
approach. This suggests advantages of the adaptive approach, but we can
also observe that the adaptive algorithm begins to struggle when the DEIM
approximation is significantly harder than the RB approximation.

6 Conclusion

We have introduced a novel space-time a-posteriori error estimator for a non-
smooth parabolic PDE. The numerical results show promising speed-up and
good efficiency. Nonetheless the model order reduction is limited by the evalua-
tion of the nonsmooth max-term. To solve this problem we have introduced a
novel adaptive RB-DEIM approach based on a modified version of the space-
time a-posteriori error estimator, which suggests that the total error estimator
can be decomposed into a RB and a DEIM part. Again numerical results show
the capabilities, but also possible limitations of this approach. As long as the
DEIM approximations complexity is in the same regime as the RB approxi-
mations complexity, the novel approach works well. Especially the speed-up
compared to RB approaches can be significantly increased, whilst maintaining
the same approximation quality. Compared to classical RB-DEIM, this is only
possible due to the adaptive nature of our algorithm.
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