Advances in Applied Mathematics N FHEt23E fE, 2025, 14(6), 308-319 Hans X
Published Online June 2025 in Hans. https://www.hanspub.org/journal/aam
https://doi.org/10.12677/aam.2025.146322

SRS BIEENEulerZZRNBEST

E]ﬁ%, )éli‘-%a *4&%; éﬂﬂ'bﬁ; ‘67 %a ﬂ" i’%*
B RRBHT AR Rl 2 2 e, HR

Wk H . 20254F5 H23H; A EM: 2025F6 H16H; KA H: 20254F6H25H

R

BRI A E M R, BT X Eulertt i, 447 T HEKR AN RREBERE, FESAREFMN
T, B THEROERRE, RN, HRTHEBROSTHREE. ¥ REASZREHMEFIRIET #
W& R ER S H M.

X 5in

B R E S TR, EXREulerd®:, REMT, R EE

Numerical Analysis of High-Order Linear
Ordinary Differential Equations via
Explicit Euler Method

Linxin Ma, Yuxin Zhou, Junbo Zhu, Chaoyue Hu, Jing Xiang, Tao Zhang*

School of Mathematical and Physical Sciences, Chongqing University of Science and Technology, Chongqing

Received: May 23", 2025; accepted: Jun. 16", 2025; published: Jun. 25%, 2025

Abstract

An explicit Euler scheme is established for high-order linear ordinary differential equations. The
local truncation error of the numerical scheme is analyzed. Under the condition of rounding errors,
the global error of the numerical solution is obtained. Also, the asymptotic stability of the numerical
solution is discussed. The theoretical analysis results are verified to be correct and effective through
constant-coefficient and variable-coefficient second-order ordinary differential equations.
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1. 5|

ERF S TARSL A, V5 2 W3R 1) R R Al e 488 v A S5 0 o T RE IR A . SRTTT, 4 R 280
W T FARMESFATANTR, W0 TR E BT RIA N B, BB MR BON SRR 5 5 0 724
A i) R ) B R AR

E AT A BB SRR o TR C A T RE WA T SCRR[LK B 2R Bk o R
Wy —Br &t H o TR, MR TS — I R RO A iR e SRR A EAHL(LS-SVM) R . SR
[214% T A Rt i ot 3 HE A E AL (Proximal Support Vector Machines, P-SVM) 77325 SCHR[3]4H % —Bf
[E) 2 A0 T RE R L 2 SR B3t R RRCRE A s0ER T Lipschitz & 3 AN [F) 125 Kk B AR5 22 1 5
SCHR[A14 S —FlR A il o 7 R R N 8 J5 vk, RUEE IR Z A8 S 2 4 1 i SCRR[S]4A H = 2%
Runge-Kutta (RK) 75 12 AL & AR AR AT o SCRR[617E 8 e T AR 4R A PM Bk, 4R 70 i
JR B 53 07 RRZENE L 1K) 22 H AR AL T L Ak DRy 22 AN RO AT () B ARG A T R o SR [ 706 B P sk o
77 FE IR e 80 ) 4 JRy o 22 HEAT A o FI AR SR A% - SCHR[8] M Newton-Cotes AR5 I i FERIE | — ANl 240
(1) =% — B & 30 Runge-Kutta 4% =CRT AN S 2019 DU 2% =B 25X Runge-Kutta #% 50, 3 73 B TR o 2
AEFA =R B BESTRIE, SCHR[91MiE T K ALk it Caputo-Fabrizio %2> i i) 77 R BUE I =k B #
kIR X —247 Caputo FEHI AR 73 B BEHLIG 2> 77 FE,  [10]#43& T Euler-Maruyama J7i%. SCHR[11]14
T — P T SURIE RO T RESRBAELE, ZAMESREE 5 T RIS BRI & 1) CPU. SCHR[12]3&H TR
IR L, MR T Layapunov B3 TER T ACAL BRI SGE R

ARILE TR T — W w o TR AR AR EME— VRS R SRS I A B A = B 2o iy O AR
A R —B R E o TR, LT — B2 E s Ty R X Euler 4% 20, BIRAT 1R AT IR
7, FHEENREHO TN THERN 2 RwZE, LR Buler yERM#TEFE M a8 id HufE 5
5, IGAE T R 2R oy R B X Euler IR E M 5 R .

2. [BIEFLE
2.1 —MrERaFEE
S, B A R TT R A I R R,

y'(x)=T(x). (%)= Yo xe[Xo.b]= R, 2.1)
Horb, RANFIRRE, 4 AR O BAIR S5
¥ (%) £ (% Ya Yar s Vi) Yio
y(X){WFX),f(ny) Bl g Yo
Y (X) F (X Y10 Y2+ V) Ymo
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SE LB o T RE LA AT ELAERE Dy

PPN o

WA PSR, R TAER AR, (x y), FERAMEN Ty 52 20, 4
m Of(X,&
Floy)-f(xz)=3, By oy

%;
SRR
[f(xy)-f(x2)< Zjl |yj—z| (2.2)
SR f(x,y)- f(x2)EHEE, H
[0 y)= £ (x2)], =max|fi(x y)- i (x2)], (23)
#4:0(2.2)5(2.3), mEE—SHER
o) o], <y Lyl

EERE T (x,y) KT y 2 Lipschitz 645, BIE/ERHE Kk, ARy, zeR"H
If(xy)-f(x2)|, <k-|y-z], . vy.zeR".

W75 REAL2. A7 fEME—f# . Lipschitz # 4 k mlad i e nl bUAR R e 3 AT 0, L B AR aT BN
k= max[max[sup ZLMJJ
R, —Br g tE ¥ Gl TRl g 2Oy

fosxsb| <ism | ayj
dy, m :
azzj_lau(x)-yﬁfi(x),|:1,2,---,m, (2.4)

S, A =(a (X)), SERECFE, (x)=(£,(0),, £ (X)) %R B9TE 56 Do Bk %07 R
AR R

2.2.

YA y+ (%),

dx
o )]

| A(%)-y=A(x) 2|, <k-|y-z|, Bz,

k= max(
Xg<x<h L|<m

EMEEENS TR
R, A o TR R T
y ™ ra () Y g, (X) Y +ay (X)-y = F(X),x € [%,b]- (2.5)
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Yo=Y Yo =Y Y = Y
R FER] PUS ple— N 7 2 2.

S Ay ()= F (A, £ (x).y(x). @9)
Horb, RECERE A(x) FUEATER K
0 1 0 0
0 0 1 0
A(x)= : E : :
0 0 0 1
A, (0) (0 (X)) - -a(x),,

f(x) AR ER AT, XURJa—1T 0 f(x), HRoENE.
AT ARIE R T FE(2.5) BT it N — [ AR ZH (2.6) R RIAAE M S —, TR 2 Lipschitz 261, BIXHT
=yzeR", B

[F (A, £ (%), (%)= F (x A(X). £ (x),2(x))], <k-[y=2. .
= ax{l,zi"ll|ai(x)|}.
3. B Euler BRXBEH
3.1. B3 Euler EXEREHIRE
B AR O TR — I T2 (1.13), gl
Yo = Yo +AX(A(X,)- Yo + T (X,)), (3.1)

Horb, Ax=x, =%, =h B, A(x) B F(x,) 703 A(x) A (x) 72 x, BUE.
SEEL 1 4RO ARIILF (x, A(X), f (x),y(x)) % T y A2 Lipschitz & fF, (BEE n A Hswmr,
By (%))=Y, W Euler V¥ o il i 2

( ) yn+1:O(h2)'
B 4 y(x,.,) 16 X, AR TF A

1 " n
y(Xn+l): y(xn)+ y'(xn)'AX—i_Eszy (0 )’

Sty () = (H06), Y2 ()0 ¥ (% ) v (0,)=(v() s (85) - va (@)
0" =(0],6;,.60) €R™. O e(X,, %) o XEFTFE(R.L), MR HHIIRLE S

Y (Xo1) = Yaur
=y (X,)+Y'(x,) Ax+;szy”(a")—(yn+Ax(A(xn).yn+ f (xn)))
—axty'(67)=0(n?),

PO, 7 Euler H xR BRI 22 () -
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3.2. BR Euler B2 /irE

FTFEHBAT R, BT RN KAR, TEmBRRra s, HHIrEERA RS
IR ZE, XEIREIRNEANRTE . AAEFENREMAEREL T, 28R Euler %34 )Ri%
Zeo BMPAEIER Ly, MERREPIE N RZE 7" e R L sup, 7" <y, WHTRER.

SEHE 2 ATITE(Q6)ATHIF (x, A(X), T (x),y(x)) KT y i Llpschltz FAE, IR HWAZ
(), <M 1%, =% +(n+1)Ax, EXERIREN

En+1: y( n+1) yn+1

SEt y(x,.,) RRBHOAR,  §,, RRETET S GREIBR, WE

n+17X Xn 11— X AXM
B st e ) e )

n

max

a<x<b

W HERAL, B y(x) X, = %, + ACLETFH
)=y y (1) + By (),
o & =(8.80.80) €R™, & € (X X)» XEA y'(x)=F (x,A(x),
V()= Y0+ 8 (A, (%), () + 2

Ezft Euler %ﬁﬁ"]ﬁ@% ym—ly‘j
yn+l yn+AX F( A(Xn)’f(xn)’yn)+”

%Xéﬁﬁ% En+1: ( n+1) yn+1 ’ E - y(xn)_ yn ’ ’fﬁ]\ﬂf%"

EM=y(xn>+Ax~F(xn,A<xn>,f(xn>,y<xn>)+@w(fs">+@v"(f”)
—(yn+Ax-F(xn,A(xn),f(xn),yn)+r]")
=, o (F (3, A %), (0,0, Y 060) = F (5 Ak ). £ (3,),5,)) + 5
R F (%, A(x), f(x),y) T yili & Lipschitz %44, B
[F (ot ACk). £ (5). ¥ ()= F (% ACx,). F (35). 5]
XFE, B T5V6 8, MRS TEEE i 15
Enall, <EL +AX[F (% A, (), ¥ (06)) = F (%00 AC). T (%,).5,)

()"

2

(x),y), Fils

f
CIRPS)

Sk"y(xn)_yn o

=k[E]..

n

+ +|n

o

v'(£)

(&) .

oo

2
SIEL + x|, + 0

n

L% max

y'(t)], <M Hsup,|n

S}/’ )r\”J

a<x<b

2
[Esal, < ac )], + B o,

n+l||oo
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va=tenck, p= My WHIE,, <alE,], +p . ELE KBl
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[Enall <

n+l

WFHHIIRFAK Y] o' =L (a21), Ha-l=axk, FiL)
. n+1 -1
|E.al, <o o], + ===

8 o =14 Ak, HAE T IR lim, (1+ X)r =€, 24 AxEUNEE, (Lt Ax-K)ok ~e.
A (N+1)AX =X, — % » FTEL

(n+1)Axk

a“*1:(1+Ax-k)"+1=(1+Ax-k) L T & ¥ L Nl S Wi

k(xn+1*X0) _1

<ot S,

||En+1
2
Eﬁ=9¥4mwﬁkﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ%

i N AXM V4
"aJLsJ(1°WEJ;%J(10L4KTE_+ZE}

RHE 3 FHEH 2 MR, EAFEYIGREZMBIENHEANRE, HE =0, y=08, NEX

Euler #%:04 /iR ZE N
AXM

[Eyall, < (67 -1) e

P K E; =0, y=0fRANER 2L

. sees st 34,0
) 2k Ax-k
i1
- AXM
"Eml”30 < (ek(xn+1 %) _1>;(_k

3.3. BR Euler X 80HHIRE M
SE X1 F5 Euler J7 A Wi BERGE (), WURAFTEH H C A1 hy , (45 Vh = Ax 2 0 <h < hy UK X 7] [a,b]
WIS HLS x, =a+nh, Euler J7iEMIfR y, Fl z, i 2 LA R A
1¥a =2l <C-[lyo = 2]
BH 4 fEeH 2 B, Bl Euler SR #TEH R 21 .
'EE%: %ﬁ% Euler ﬁ/fﬁqli’ftéx\ﬁ
Yo=Y, +Ax-F(xn,A(xn), f(x,), yn),
A
2,,=1, +Ax-F(xn,A(xn), f (Xn),Zn),
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Wi zCHHIR, A Lipschitz 4644, A5

" Yo~ Zna

o

R §(1+Ax~k)-||yn —zn||

< (1+Ax- k)n+1
SR B BT (1+h- k)m1 <M B S
1Yoa = 2ol < gl Yo =2,

< e(b—a)lk . " yo _ 20"Oc .

o2

MG, 2a<x, =a+nh<bif, 4C=e""%x
Ivo =zl <€ Iyo =], =Cllyo -] -
WO vhe (0,hy) » 23X Euler V(AR 2 #T #ERS E MR 26 1R, HIESHOB T 0148, Bk, 23X Euler %
FEHTHERSE M o

4, B{ECIE
41. BERB_MEMERS SR

y =2y +2y=e"sinx,0<x<1
y(0)=-04,y'(0)=-0.6 ‘

Wy, =Y, Y, =Y MEGFER N N—M A
Y=Y,
y, =2y, -2y, +e”*sinx

(5 o)

W) 3R 75 AT 5 O — B ek oy T R
ez o [ n(0)) (04
7wt 5io)-(3a)

H4IX 91 [0,1] %40 9 N AT, iﬁﬁ{%%}Ax:%, it x, =nh. 3 Euler #3t

i

Vot = Vo + AX(AY, + F(x,)),n =01 N -1.

7 U Yn
fn = f (Xn):(eZXH sinx ]’yn zy(xn):[y j!

Yi=Yo +AX(A70 + f_o)
Y, :71+AX(A71+ f_l)

Vo =Y +h-( Ay, + T,)
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Bk, Y, KAy, BUOAIR GG H o 5 REAE X, R EUE R -

K1 R 7 230 Euler AEANA B E(N = 10, 100, 1000, 10,000) T FIH 1R iR 5 kS0 AR HO R LIS L. AT BA
BRI, BEE D E (R Ax R, Ax :%), 32 3 Buler V215 21 (10 4502 A 328 38 A0 A5 10 A

2N = 1000 i, HfEMLFSHWHMES, RUELE/ NP REMFET, 25X Euler AR BOSHEM

T RE R A o

--- Bxact Solution
— Exact Euler (N=10)

Exact Euler (N=100)
— Exact Euler (N=1000)
— Exact Euler (N=10000)

0.0 0.2 0.4

X

1.0

Figure 1. Comparison of numerical solution and exact solution of explicit Euler method under non-synchronization number
E 1. £ Euler ZHEREBHBEIESH TRIXTEL

2 N=1000 i}, HEHfESEUEMRIIS

Table 1. Comparison of numerical solution and exact solution at N = 1000

= 1. BEMRSETRERE N = 1000 THXTEEER

X Kt fE HE A
0.0 —0.40000 —0.40000
0.1 —0.46173 —0.46172
0.2 —0.52556 —0.52556
0.3 —0.58860 —0.58866
0.4 —0.64661 —0.64678
0.5 —0.69356 —0.6939%4
0.6 —0.72115 —0.72185
0.7 —0.71815 —0.71934
0.8 —0.66971 —0.67160
0.9 —0.55644 —0.55933
1.0 —0.35339 —0.35764

NESAE S Euler EM0A B, ASCEBUEE N =1000, H45H0{H Af-5 R B BT AL HEAT X EL . fR
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RLA, BUEMRS SRR R RALIRZEW /DN, &30 Euler EREWSIR I HUIE UK TR -

Table 2. Infinite norm of error vector under asynchronous numbers

#2 FRILHTREFAENLFTEH

N %%, = max|y, (x,) - s|
50 0.08153
100 0.04165
200 0.02105
400 0.01058
800 0.00531

N 15 Euler VRIS, AT HUAS [F] (928 #(N = 50, 100, 200, 400, 800)#EAT1H4L, FHidsrAH
JRE P % 222 i) £ 14 G 55 Y A5 (R BB A S5 A A A 5 B YT A R R m 22 o B85 SR8 2 o, BEAESDHN
Mg, SoRKEEZ N, RZE SO RS . EERERNE, RELT A TR, [
PPN CE R I, 5222 T8 55 YU BUR Ak N A SR i —2F . a0, AN =100 #40% N = 200 K,
w7 0.04165 T % 0.02105, JLTD>—¥. Hik, &30 Euler # A REEF—BiSL, X 5EH 3 By
W4 R

42. BRB_MEEERNSHE

{y”—iy'0,1< X<2
X
y(1)=1y'(1)=2
WY, =Y.y, =Y =Y, WEFTEA L — R4

y{:yz
, 1
Y, =;yz

i

) IEAE R HOE R

W) IR FER] B — M et H i T R
o oo (Y@ (1
Y =AX)Y, V(%)= _[y'(l)J_[zj'

F5IX 0 [L 2] %5 4 9 N AT, i&ﬁ{dym:%, iax =nh. S Euler
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7n+1 = Vn +AXA(Xn)Vn'

Vn+l = Vn +AXA(Xn)7n

B, Y, BB A5y, BN EARAE R A B s 7 FRAE X, sl e -

Kl 2 @R 14 A RPN = 10, 20, 50, 100, 200, 400, 10,000) H 745 KA figé 5 4 1 fide 22 [ Ry %of AR L o
ME 2 eI DGE I, B D BRI (R P KIs), 2 Euler 545 2 BUE IR HHE IR . =4
N> 200 I, HBUEMSETMRILFES, SIHZITEAED KR /N B SO IT H S .

--- Exact Soluti
4'0 — N:Cloﬂ on
—— N=20
—— N=50
N=100
3.5 — n-200
—— N =400
N = 1000
3.0
2.5
)
2.0
1.5
1.0
1.0 1.2 1.4 1.6 1.8 2.0

X

Figure 2. Comparison of numerical solution and exact solution of explicit Euler method under different steps N

E 2. REIZH N TER Euler SABEMR SIEHMBAIXIEL

2N =200 i), RS EER R

Table 3. The comparison between the numerical solution and the exact solution of the Euler method when N = 200
Fz 3. N =200 BT 7R Euler SAHUERE STEFHABRAIXIEL

X HfE Kt
1.0 1.0000 1.00000
11 1.20980 1.21000
1.2 1.43481 1.44000
1.3 1.68940 1.69000
14 1.95361 1.96000
15 2.24900 2.25000
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gk
1.6 2.55880 2.56000
1.7 2.88860 2.89000
1.8 3.23840 3.24000
1.9 3.60061 3.61000
2.0 3.99800 4.00000

SgUIE R Euler VR Rk, ASCABUEEL N = 200, Eﬂﬁ{rmz—éo, 35 T2 160 R

BEATBUBR . 13 3 WL, HUE AR SRS MR 210 RUARIR ZEMD, SORIRZ AN 0.002, BRI Euler
ERA R RBUERSE .
N HUASFEMERS, BRZE R R I3 a8 N R PR

Table 4. Infinite norm of numerical error under different steps N
F= 4 TEIZHEN THERERLSEH

N [, = max|y, (x,) - vy
50 0.02000
100 0.01000
200 0.00500
400 0.00250
800 0.00125

DAANIE] 254N = 50, 100, 200, 400, 800)#HATAME THA, o BUAM SRR IR ZE . SR WE 4
FiR, RE MRS CEEEE SRR RN, 2OELESEss, B0, REgENNER
f—2F. i, 24 N M 50 B2 100 i, 522/ 0.02000 J§ /M % 0.01000. Kk, H3X Euler #2222k
Suiy, BI—Bhussl, XS5 R S EH 3).

5. &hip

KGRI R T E T RE, 0 T B3 Euler S NIRZE SRS AR ZE FRNRZEM T, 3RS
T Euler #&2URET RS E ME . TEEUE SEIRHE 7y, 2 BRI REE L R B EM LMD TR, AR
B E S Euler #5 A AIEE R 2= St fa e it 4T T I0IE. 450K, B Euler iE1E KR/
BUR B RS R e v, BUE IR ZERE D KN RS, AT R, UE SLIR IR T
3 Euler 178 BUH SR A v B £ M 8000 T R 0 R s MR AN A 25k

30 Buler LA G5/ T B SERUESR GRS, (B0 — M EUEREE . fEJR SR, Kk — B a5t
BT, Runge-Kutta #% 3055,  $2 = my B il 2 7 R B {E A iR e S50k

e HE

HPRBHE R 2024 48 FE T OR 5 A BHE B FTIZRITH (S2024115001029); IR T2 H Z& R B H
AR5 H (KIQN202301521).
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