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Abstract The time-discretization process of transient equation systems is an important concern
in computational heat transfer applications. As such, the present paper describes a formal basis
towards providing the theoretical concepts, evolution and development, and characterization of a
wide class of time discretized operators for transient heat transfer computations. Therein,
emanating from a common family tree and explained via a generalized time weighted philosophy,
the paper addresses the development and evolution of time integral operators [10], and leading to
ntegration operators [InO] in time encompassing single-step integration operators [SSInQO],
multi-step integration operators [MSImO], and a class of finite element in time integration
operators [FETInO] including the relationships and the resulting consequences. Also depicted are
those termed as discrete numerically assigned [DNA] algorithimic markers essentially comprising
of both: the weighted time fields, and the corresponding conditions imposed upon the dependent
variable approximation, to uniquely characterize a wide class of transient algorithms. Thereby,
providing a plausible standardized formal ideology when referving to and/or relating time
discretized operators applicable to transient heat transfer computations.

Introduction

The development of computational algorithms for parabolic transient systems
of equations have matured over the years. Analytical approaches, although
indispensable are not economically feasible and/or impractical for complex
linear/nonlinear situations. This is especially true for large scale engineering
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computations and thus provides the impetus and the need for developing Time discretized

effective computational algorithms for transient analysis. After the semi-
discretization of transient field problems which in the case of linear problems
leads to a set of ordinary differential equations in time, there exist many
numerical approximation methods which have been introduced for the time
discretization and the solution of these classes of problems. These include finite
difference approximations for the time derivatives which lead to the so called
direct time integration relevant one-step and multi-step methods, attempts
towards providing unified formulations via a weighted residual approach, and
alternate viewpoints and insights describing the underlying theoretical basis
for characterizing time discretization operators via a generalized time weighted
philosophy (see Belytschko and Hughes (1983); Wood (1987, 1990); Zienkiewicz
and Taylor (1994), and Tamma ef al. (1997)); mode superposition type methods
(Bathe, 1982); finite element formulations in space and time (Oden, 1969; Fried,
1969; Argyris and Scharpf, 1969); alternate approaches employing variational
principles in time which also lead to similar forms of algorithms as in the
weighted residual approach (Washizu, 1975; Gurtin, 1964); hybrid formulations
which employ transform methods (Laplace/ Fourier) in conjunction with the
standard Galerkin procedures and space finite elements and then numerically
invert the resulting representations to obtain the solutions at desired times of
interest (Manolis and Beskos, 1980; Tamma and Railkar, 1987a, 1987b); and the
like.

Of the various computational algorithms available in the literature for
transient field problems, the so called direct time integration approaches have
been consistently popular and most common in production codes. In other
related efforts, recent advances in the theoretical development of transient
algorithms encompassing modal based time integral operators, time
integration operators and the like including a plausible theory of development/
evolution of computational algorithms are described by Tamma et al. (1997).
Also touched upon are the theoretical developments towards bridging the
relationships between those termed as integral and integration time operators
(details are described subsequently) via a generalized time weighted
philosophy with a clear insight and specific knowledge of the weighted time
fields (not specifically known previously) which now permits for the first time a
basis for providing the underlying distinction between integral and integration
operators in time. An overview of the general developments for parabolic and
hyperbolic-parabolic transient systems is recently described in Tamma ef al
(1997).

Specifically focusing attention on the various approaches outlined above, the
following general consensus and inferences can be briefly drawn. Direct time-
integration methods for transient field problems have long been a subject
matter of widespread research activity. To date, much progress has been made
in the development and understanding of the direct time-integration methods.
This includes the development of alternate theoretical formulations which are
different from the original methods of algorithmic development, thereby
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leading to efficient algorithmic representations and interpretations, attempts
towards unified formulations, investigations encompassing accuracy and
stability properties, formulations of variable and mixed time integration
approaches, adaptive time stepping approaches, implementation aspects and
the like. These direct time integration algorithms are generally categorized as
explicit methods and implicit methods, and are subsequently addressed.
Whereas for linear situations, long time durations, and inertial type problems,
traditional mode superposition type approaches and practices are attractive,
thus far, they have not been as popular as direct time-integration techniques for
non-linear situations (because of cited reasons in the literature which indicate
the need to frequently compute the associated eigen problems repeatedly to
satisfy local mode superposition). However, there is a general consensus that
modal analysis is felt to be more efficient if many analyses of the same
configuration are necessary, for long time durations, and/or if only a small
number of modes dominate the solution. On the other hand, direct time
integration techniques continue to be popular in commercial codes.

To address some of the disadvantages of direct time-stepping approaches
such as the widely advocated a-family of methods, and to overcome some of
the deficiencies and the practical inability of traditional modal analysis
methods for general transient nonlinear situations, Tamma et al (1994, 1995),
Mei et al. (1994) and Chen et al (1993) have described via a generalized time
weighted philosophy the theoretical basis for formulating the exact solution
and consequences leading to an explicit, unconditionally stable VIrtual-Pulse
(VIP) time integral method of computation. Although the methodology
emanates via a time weighted philosophy, it is based on new and different
perspectives in an attempt to capitalize not only on the advantages of both, but
also towards providing a fundamentally sound theoretical basis and avenues
for describing time integral operators. Therein, the fundamental developments
towards establishing the theoretical basis for subsequent applications to linear
and a class of nonlinear transient heat transfer analysis influenced by
conduction, convection, and radiation heat transfer mechanisms are described
and the pros and cons of such approaches for practical problems are identified.
Via the time integral methodology, after the so-called semi-discretization
process, the time discretization is achieved via a virtual or weighted time field
with the time weighting fields proposed being uniquely selected so to account
for the physics of the problem; thereby, resulting in an explicit time integral
methodology  whose integral operator naturally inherits certain
computationally attractive features and good stability/accuracy attributes. The
pros and cons of such time integral operators, however, need to be understood
by the analyst and have been described.

Formulations employing finite elements in space and time have indeed
received some attention since the pioneering efforts in 1969. However, although
effective for a class of situations, they continue to face certain difficulties as
related to the size of the resulting formulations, storage, and the like in
comparison to traditional direct time stepping formulations. There also exist



other relevant, more recent computational algorithms and approaches to Time discretized

effectively tackle transient field problems. The appropriate technique depends
heavily on the problem under consideration.

Of particular interest in this paper are the class of transient field problems,
which, as a result of the semi-discretization process (in a finite element sense),
yield the following simultaneous ordinary differential equations which can be
represented in matrix form for linear problems as:

CT+KT =F (1)
with the initial condition
7(0) = Ty (2)

Furthermore, in many practical engineering situations, nonlinearities exist thus
altering the above equations to imply,

C:4XT»K?:J%T»ﬁ:F@j

where C is the capacitance matrix, K is the conductance matrix which is
comprised of the effects due to conduction, convection and radiation, and F' is
the corresponding load vector which also includes internal heat generation. The
primary motivation and objectives of this paper follow next. Currently, there
exist the original methods of development of various computational algorithms
in the literature and other previous efforts such as the weighted residual
approach and the like describing alternate formulations which include these
original developments and have indeed provided certain useful generalizations.
However, these previous efforts fail to enact a mathematically consistent
formulation in developing these generalizations. Thus, leading to not only a
clear lack of recognition of the underlying theoretical relevance and insight and
burden carried by the weighted time fields and the corresponding conditions
imposed upon the associated dependent field variable approximations in the
course of the subsequent developments, but also hampering the systematic
bridging of the relationships amongst time discretized operators encompassing
those termed as integral and integration operators in time including their
characterization. This is the primary focus of the present manuscript. Unlike
past efforts for the development of computational algorithms for transient
analysis, the theoretical basis and framework of the present developments,
although they emanate from a virtual field or a weighted time field introduced
for enacting the time discretization, we herein seek to first formulate in a
mathematically consistent manner an equivalent representation containing the
adjoint operator associated with the original transient semi-discretized
equation system. This equivalent representation forms the theoretical
backbone and is formulated via a consistent integration by parts (once, twice,
etc., based on the order of the time derivatives appearing in the semi-discretized
system) and is first capitalized upon instead of directly dealing with the
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original time weighted semi-discretized equation system. Consequently, it
therein serves as a prelude towards a clear understanding and an improved
insight and provides a basis towards a formal theory of development, evolution
and characterization of time discretized operators within a general framework
including bridging of the relationships for both integral/integration time
operators. Subsequently, the selection or the burden carried by the virtual or
weighted time field originally introduced for enacting the time discretization
process determines the formal outcome of “exact integral operators”,
“approximate integral operators”, and a wide class of “integration operators”
including identifying the underlying basis for the conditions imposed on the
selection of the corresponding dependent field variable approximations. The
“burden of weight”, so phrased due to the presence and role of the virtual or
weighted time field introduced for enacting the time discretization, and the
underlying conditions imposed upon the corresponding approximation of the
dependent field variable, both play a fundamental part in subsequently
enabling a formal basis for characterization of computational algorithms via
discrete numerically assigned [DNA] algorithmic markers which are associated
with both the above.

The paper is arranged as follows. The theoretical basis and evolution and
classification of time discretized operators starting from the formal
development of time integral operators and the resulting consequences
systematically leading to time integration operators is first established.
Subsequently, the characterization of computational algorithms via discrete
numerically assigned [DNA] algorithmic markers for a generalized family of
integral/integration operators is described. That which is pertinent to
characterization are the so called DNA algorithmic markers which comprise of
both the weighted time fields and the corresponding imposed conditions on the
dependent field variable approximation. These issues are particularly
addressed. A wide class of known and established methods are then shown to
be subsets of the family of single-step integration operators [SSInO] which can
be uniquely characterized. Next, the development of multi-step integration
operators [MSInO] from the development of these single-step time operators is
described and the relevant issues and equivalence are fundamentally explained
and identified. Finally, the relationships between a class of so-called finite
element in time integration operators [FETInO] and the multi-step
representations are established.

Time integral/integration operators for transient analysis

The primary motivation and objectives here are the theoretical ideas leading to
the development of a formally standardized family of time integral/integration
operators for the solution of transient field problems. In the W -family of time
integral/integration operators, p = 0,1,2,3... denote the various classes of
time operators resulting from the theoretical developments described
subsequently for transient field problems. We designate p = 0, namely,
‘W, = W as integral operators in time, and the consequences systematically



leading to p=1,2,3,..., namely, W, as time integration operators. Time discretized

Subsequently, in later sections, further developments leading to multi-step time
operators and a class of finite element in time operators and their associations
are briefly described.

Theoretical basis: formal theory of formulation of algorithms, and
development/evolution
It is herein postulated that time discretized operators encompassing both time
integral and a wide class of time integration operators pertain to and emanate
from the same family, with the burden carried by a virtual field or weighted
time field specifically introduced for enacting the time discretization. The
subsequent developments are strictly enacted in a mathematically consistent
manner so as to first permit obtaining the adjoint operator associated with the
original semi-discretized system. Consequently, this serves as a prelude for the
classification of time discretized operators and therein permits the
characterization of computational algorithms for transient analysis as
described next.

Consider the semi-discretized form of the equation system obtained for linear
transient field problems (say in a finite element sense) following the usual space
discretization procedures:

CT+KT =F

. . (3)
T(0) =T
Assuming an arbitrary virtual field or weighted time field, W (¢), for enacting
the time discretization process, the above semi-discretized equation system can
be cast into the form:

tyot .
/ WT(CT+KT—ﬁ)dt:0 (4)
tﬂ

Following (Tamma et al., 1994; 1995, 1997; Chen et al., 1993; Mei et al., 1994) we
propose to first reduce in a mathematically consistent manner the above
equation system (4) so as to first yield the adjoint operator associated with the
original semi-discretized transient field system. This forms the theoretical
framework and basis for enabling the formal development of time integral
operators and subsequently bridging the relationship between integral and
integration time operators. Accordingly, for the above first-order system we
integrate by parts once the term containing the time derivative of the
temperature vector. Thus, we have

tn+1 . . - tﬂ+1 N
/ (W'c - W'K)Tdt = WT'CT |+ - / WTFEdt (5)
lLﬂ tn

where we define:
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W, = WIC-WTK (6)

At this juncture, the primary focus is on the fundamental theory leading to a
clear insight into the role of the weighted time fields. With the exception that
W and consequently W 4 is undefined, thus far, there are no approximations
introduced in formulating the reduced equivalent representative form
containing the adjoint operator associated with the original transient semi-
discretized system. The burden of weight carried by W originally introduced
to enact the time discretization process and now related to the adjoint operator,
W 44, and the resulting consequences in the evolution of W encompass:

the theoretical (exact) solution, namely Wgy,y, Which is a matrix
representation, is obtained by setting the adjoint operator equal to zero
with/without considerations involving the notion of introducing
transformation into modal basis (i.e. associating an eigen problem in the
development of the time discretized operator);

. approximations further enacted upon the theoretical form of W gy,
leading to Wy, which, however, still preserves the matrix
representations; and

. further approximations (which can theoretically explain the underlying
reasons) leading to a degenerated representation of the exact form of the
theoretical weighted time fields as instead a vector W(¢) or single
valued scalar function of time, W(¢), which do not preserve the original
matrix form.

The aforementioned choices thereby describe (based on the assumptions
invoked) the development of “exact integral operators”, “approximate integral
operators”, or a wide class of other “integration operators” for transient field
problems. Furthermore, these choices of the weighted time fields also
additionally impose specific conditions on the corresponding approximations
for the dependent field variable. As a consequence, both of the above govern
the characterization of time discretized operators and serve as a prelude
towards formally establishing discrete numerically assigned [DNA]
algorithmic markers to uniquely characterize a wide class of computational
algorithms.

Summarizing and following Tamma et al (1997, 1998, 1999), the formal
theoretical developments and the evolution of time discretized operators
emanating from a generalized time weighted philosophy for enacting the time
discretization process is presented and the following is noteworthy. The
proposition of a mathematically consistent formulation of the semi-discretized
transient system in a time weighted sense which first leads to an equivalent
representation containing the adjoint operator associated with the original
semi-discretized transient system is shown to provide a basis for the general
classification of time discretized operators. The resulting Type 1, Type 2, and
Type 3 classifications pertain to time discretized operators, wherein, the burden



is placed upon the choices for the weighted time fields and the above Time discretized

classifications are indeed a direct consequence, all evolving from a theoretically
exact time weighted representation. In principle, a plausible theory of evolution
of time discretized operators is described for a wide class of computational
algorithms emanating from the exact solution and explained via a generalized
time weighted philosophy. Thus, following Tamma et al. (1998; 1999), Type 1
operators in time are cited to be a direct result of a mathematically consistent
choice of the weighted time fields which are theoretically exact, W gy, and
obtained by setting the adjoint operator equal to zero, thereby leading to those
termed as time integral operators. For this selection of the weighted time fields,
there is no need to impose conditions upon the dependent field variable and is
irrelevant as evident from the equivalent representation containing the adjoint
operator, equation (5). Type 2 operators are cited to be those time operators
resulting from introducing approximations to these exact weighted time fields
leading to W ppy, Which however, still preserve the original matrix
representation of the theoretically exact weighted time fields. It is important to
note that in both Type 1 and Type 2 classifications, there is no need to impose
conditions on the corresponding approximations for the dependent field
variable and is irrelevant as discussed earlier. On the other hand, attempts
leading to a degenerated representation (in a theoretical sense) of the matrix
form of the theoretical weighted time fields leading to other forms of
approximation (such as a single valued scalar function of time) which do not
preserve the theoretical form are shown to be able to explain and lead instead to
the classification of Type 3 time operators such as the family of single-step
integration operators in time [SSInO] of which several of the widely advocated
and so-called time integration schemes are subsets of this family. Here, a
corresponding consistent approximation of the dependent field variable is
however important and must be invoked. As a consequence, the following
inferences can be postulated and/or further drawn:

« that there exists, emanating from a common family tree, and explained
via a generalized time weighted philosophy, a wide class of time
discretized operators all evolving from the theoretical (exact) solution
and termed here as the generalizations of a standardized family which
can be classified as Type 1, Type 2, and Type 3 time operators, and
uniquely characterized by discrete numerically assigned [DNA]
algorithmic markers which comprise of both the weighted time fields
and the corresponding conditions imposed on the approximations for
the dependent field variable;

« from the formal developments for “exact integral operators”, the
resulting “approximate integral operators” and a wide class of time
“Integration operators and known methods” are simply subsets which
can be uniquely characterized; and

- different from the way we have been looking in the past at developments
encompassing modal type and a wide class of time stepping approaches,
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and significantly different from the way these have been developed and
described in standard text books over the years, all of these are indeed
associated, and emanate from the same family tree with common roots.

Development of time integral operators [10]

Via a generalized time weighted philosophy for the development of time
discretized operators, we first consider the development of integral operators in
time. This can be accomplished both with and without considering the notion
of introducing transformation to modal basis (that is introducing modal
transformation and requiring an eigen problem to be associated in the
development of the time integral operators). And, the subsequent developments
are based on the unique selection of the weighted time fields as the theoretical
(exact) solution obtained by setting equal to zero the adjoint operator contained
in the equivalent representative form of the original semi-discretized transient
system.

In view of the above considerations, following Tamma et al. (1997), we may
consider the selection of W as either the solution of W, = wic-wTK
=00r Wy, = WIC - WK = W (1)Cé(¢ — 1) where W(r) = I, which
is the associated integration factor, or equivalently, the Greens function
respectively. A theoretically exact time integral operator may now be readily
derived for either of the above selections and with or without introducing the
notion of transformation to modal basis. Both the resulting representations
pertain to Type 1 classification of time operators where the resulting W are the
theoretical weighted time fields consistently obtained by setting the adjoint
operator, W 44 = 0 as described above (for details see Tamma et al., 1997).
That involving the notion of introducing transformation to modal basis leading
to such Type 1 time integral operators is briefly detailed next and subsequently
shown to systematically lead to the formal development of Type 3
classification of time integration operators and their characterization (which is
the focus of the present manuscript) via a degenerated form of representation of
the theoretical weighted time fields. The latter, namely, without involving the
notion of modal transformation but introducing approximations for the
weighted time fields which still preserves the original theoretical form is
recently described elsewhere (Tamma et al., 1999) leading to new attractive
algorithms as viable alternatives and termed as Type 2 classification of time
operators.

For the purposes of demonstrating the theoretical developments, focusing
attention on the notion of introducing transformation to modal basis following
Tamma et al. (1997), we have

T=X6 (7)

and



W =XWq (8) Time discretized

where X = [ X7 Xs ... Xn]q denotes the matrix of eigenvectors and Wg are
obtained as described subsequently.

Consider next the solution of the eigenproblem related to the transient field
problem based on the initial state at t = £,

KX = CXQ (9)

where Q = diag[\1, A2, ..., \,] is the matrix associated with the eigenvalues,
and X is the corresponding matrix of eigenvectors.

Introducing equation (8) into either selection of W 4 = 0 as described
earlier with the appropriate initial condition, results in the theoretically exact
matrix form of the weighted time fields (the latter option for Wy = 0 is
shown here) as

W(t) = XWe IH(t — 1) (10)
where H(t — 1) is the Heaviside function, e = diag[eM, e, -+, eM], and
Wo. = We(t = 7) and where we define

Wo(t) = We ™ H(t — 1) (11)

Introducing the modal transformations for T and W from equation (7) and
equation (8) into equation (5) and doing the algebra, results in the “exact
integral operator” in time which is the theoretical solution and is given as

— - tn+1 N
Tn+l — Cflx—Te—QAtXTCTn + CIX—Te—QAz‘/ eSZ(t—tﬂ)XTth (12)
tﬂ

The “exact integral operator” thus derived and its consequences leading to an
“approximate integral operator” and termed as the VIrtual-Pulse (VIP) time
integral methodology is described in Tamma et al (1997) and references
thereof. The “approximate integral operator” is constructed by making an
approximation to the forcing function, F'. For transient field problems, this first
leads to an explicit self-starting time integral methodology of computation
which naturally inherits excellent algorithmic stability, and certain attractive
computational and accuracy attributes. It is of n-th order accuracy for (n-1)th
order approximation of the load F'. The comparative stability characteristics of
the trapezoidal family are shown in Figure 1 and Table V with the explicit
second-order accurate approximate integral operator in time.

Nonlinear transient analysis
The approximate integral operator extended to a class of nonlinear transient

thermal analysis situations described by C(T) T+f (T) =F (t), with the need
to compute the eigenproblem only once based on the initial state is briefly
highlighted next. For nonlinear situations, the approximate integral operator is
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Figure 1.
Comparative stability/
accuracy characteristics
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however, explicit with iterations, and for linear situations, it readily reduces to
the linear time integral operator.
For nonlinear transient thermal analysis, representing

c(1)T+7(T) =F(7)

\ ) (13)
7(0) = T,

where ]?(’.7‘) = [K(T) + Ki(T) + K,(T)]T arises due to contributions from
conduction, convection, and radiation, and the load F' comprises of the
corresponding contributions to the load vector to also include heat generation.
For the purpose of the theoretical development of the time integral operator,
considering (for illustration only)

C=C.+Cun (14)

and introducing the above into the semi-discretized system, we have at an
arbitrary time level, ~,

T’ +/ =F-¢,-¢,T =R, (15)
We now invoke

tn+l N = N
/t W[, 7+ 77— Ry |dr =0 (16)



and consistently integrate by parts the first time derivative term. Following
analogous procedures outlined earlier and selecting the virtual or weighted
time field as the solution of the following equation based on the initial state,

wic, - WIK’ = wWT(n)C.é(t — 1) (17)

an explicit time integral methodology with iterations is obtained as described
by Tamma et al. (1994, 1995), Chen et al. (1993) and Mei et al. (1994). For linear
situations, it can be shown to reduce to either the exact or the approximate
integral operator based on the approximation introduced for the load. Figure 2
illustrates a typical linear/nonlinear transient thermal analysis application via
the explicit VIP time integral methodology. For given accuracy considerations,
of noteworthy mention is the naturally inherent stability advantage of the time
integral operator. The computational effectiveness depends upon the problem
at hand and the pros and cons are outlined in Tamma ef al (1997) and
references thereof.

In closure, the time integral or equivalently the modal based time operator
described in this section has been shown to be simply an outcome of a
generalized time weighted philosophy with the characterization that the
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weighted time fields are theoretically exact (W = W gy,) and no conditions
need to be imposed on the dependent field variable, that is, consideration of the
temperature field approximation is irrelevant. In the next section, the formal
development of integration operators in time and their characterization are
presented and they emanate directly from approximations introduced in the
development of integral operators in time described in this section.

Formal development of time integration operators from time
integral operators

Development of single-step integration operators [SSInO]

Although an explicit time integral methodology of computation was outlined
earlier employing the theoretical weighted time fields for linear and a class of
nonlinear situations, some analysts may not wish to employ integral operators,
[IOTs of Type 1 classification primarily because of the need and the expense of
solving the associated eigenproblem, and/or stem concerns for general
transient analysis applications. As such integration operators [InO]'s, have
been the selected choices. A plausible theory of evolution and the formal
development of such time integration operators, of Type 3 classification,
directly emanating from introducing approximations in the previous
development of time integral operators via a degenerated representation of the
matrix form of the theoretical weighted time fields which does not preserve the
theoretical form is briefly outlined next. Elsewhere, a detailed description of
Type 2 time operators are presented by Tamma et al. (1999).

In lieu of the existence of a variety of parameters present in the various
algorithms available in the literature and to minimize notational confusion
which deters lucid communication when referring to and relating the different
algorithms, a standardized formal ideology is described for further
characterizing a wide class of algorithms pertaining to the Type 3 classification.
As such, discrete numerically assigned [DNA] algorithmic markers serve well
to uniquely characterize algorithms. Additionally, a logical sequence of
evolution of single-step integration operators [SSInO] and consequences leading
to multi-step integration operators [MSInO], and a class of finite element in time
integration operators [FETInO] and their relationships are described.

The bridging of the relationships between integral operators in time
described previously to time integration operators follows next. From the
theoretical weighted time fields, the degenerated representation of the weighted
time field is formulated as follows. For the multi-degree of freedom transient
problem, merely for the purposes of the development of the theory, and to
provide a plausible explanation of how various polynomial forms of the
weighted time fields have evolved from the exact weighted time fields, consider
the theoretical approximation (in a mean sense) of all the system eigenvalues
and designated as )\, given by:

1 n



where )\, is a theoretical quantity of the mean of all the system eigenvalues. Time discretized

Employing this approximation in the theoretical weighted time field expression
described earlier results in

W(t) =eM"=TH(t — 1) (19)

where 7 € [4,, f,+1]. Note that W(t) is now approximated instead as a single
valued scalar function of time which does not preserve the original matrix
representation of the theoretical weighted time fields, W gy, It is to be noted
that the result leading to equation (19) is simply a plausible theoretical
explanation from which various approximations for the weighted time field can
be shown to have evolved and no eigenvalues or eigen problem is really
computed. The implication is that it is this degenerated scalar form of the
weighted time field which can explain, for example, the reasons leading to the
consideration of a p” order asymptotic type series approximation for the
weighted time field in the subsequent development of time integration
operators of Type 3 classification. For illustration, consider now a thought
experiment by employing an asymptotic type series expansion for
W(t) = e H(t — 7) resulting in:

t—7 t—7\* t—1\?

(20)

WAsymp (t ) =

Setting T = £, leads to:

t—t, t—1,\> t—t\’
Wagymp(t) = wo + wn A7 + wo A7 +...+w A7 (21)

Letting ¢t — ¢, = 7, and denoting I = tit", yields the generalized approximated

virtual or weighted time field for a wide class of integration operators:

Wagmp(t) = wo + w1 T + wsl? + ... + w,T? (22)

At this juncture, one cannot now disregard the corresponding approximation
imposed upon 7" as was the case with the selection of the theoretical virtual or
weighted time field which did not impose any conditions on the dependent field
variable since it was irrelevant. A consistent choice for 7 needs to be made as:

TAsymp =T+ BT + BT+ o+ By IO (23)
for which (as a particular case) the Taylor series is given as
S o 5 = 72 oo 7P
Truior = T+ Tor 4 T ...+ TO T (24)

2! !
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Substituting the above approximations for Wy, (t) and TTay;W into the time
weighted residual semi-discretized transient field problem, yields a generalized
family of single-step integration operators [SSInO]:

imﬂﬁ&”zﬂ: w,@i G N zﬂ’:wimi
po (g —1)! Z.:Oquerl por q' q—+1

K

i=

(25)

b AL .
- Z / w1 F,d7 =0
q=0 /0

As such, it is herein demonstrated that the above SSInO family of algorithms
are an outcome of a weighted time philosophy employing W (¢) = Wasym
(degenerated from W gy,) with the imposed conditions for the dependent field
variable as T = Tz, (issues concerning 74,y are not discussed here).

Equation (25) allows the computation of T®when all the lower order
derivatives of the _temperature and the distinct values of the coefficients of w;
are known. Once 7'®) is found, the temperature vector at ¢ = #,,1 is determined
from:

. 1 1 7
Toor = Ty + ToAA + ~ 5 T AL + o TO AL (26)
In the above, there exist p unknowns and one equatlon where To, To, To(fi7

are the unknowns. To can be obtained from the semi-discretized System based

on the initial conditions. The p-th derivative T® can be obtained from equation

(25). For p > 2, TO, T, ol T(()p = need to be calculated. Based on accuracy

and/or efficiency considerations, one may utilize the differential equation
system or alternatives as described in Zienkiewicz and Taylor (1994) and
Tamma et al. (1997).

A generalized implementation procedure is outlined next for the W,-family
of integral operators [I0] with p = 0, and the single-step integration operators
[SSInO]withp =1,2,3,.....

Generalized implementation: Wy algorithms for transient analysis

Step 1. Evaluate the finite element C and K matrices.

Step 2. Select option for W: If exact or approximation integral operator,
evaluate:

NT AT
(M7, e,

Wi = diag|e M)

e

Solve eigenproblem based on conditions at initial state ¢ = ¢,,:
KX = CXQ)

Determine initial conditions in modal coordinates:



6(0) = XTCT(0) Time discretized
o operators for
go to step 6, else select coefficients w;: heat transfer

WAsymp =wo + w1 " + WZFZ + ...+ wl,FP

Step 3. Assume a temperature field described by: 363

5 . 3 1.
TTaylor =T, +T, 7+ - 4—5 T(P)i—i?

Step 4. 1f p > 1, compute To from initial conditions.

Step 5. If p > 2, solve for To, To, e fo(p_l). Based on accuracy and/or
efficiency considerations, perform evaluations as discussed previously.

Step 6. Enter time step loop. If exact or approximate integral operator: Compute
F* = XTF, form integral operator and solve explicitly:

én+1,z’ = Aampén.i + z

goto step 9, else form the time operator, and solve for T®).

» g-17{a) p A J @) P A
(@-1)! “gq+i+1 q q+1

q=1 q=0 =0
b A .
—~ Z/ wg ™ F,d7 =0
=0 70
Step 7. Obtain:
N " S TO) A
Tn+1:Tn+TnAt+"‘ l
Step 8. Update:
5 5 Y A1
= e _— T®
= S = A2
= . ®)
TnJrlan‘i‘AtTn‘i‘ +(p_1)‘T

TOU = 7,070 4 AT

goto step 6 for the next time step.
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Step 9. Obtain:

93 - -
’ Tn+1 = X@n+1
goto step 6 for the next time step.
Tables I-IV specifically identify the weighted time fields for a majority of the

364 W, family of algorithms for first-order systems. For p =1,2,3 and 4 and the
like, one can readily characterize transient algorithms via discrete numerically
assigned [DNA] markers for the coefficients of w; and the corresponding
approximation for the dependent field variable, thus leading to a variety of
algorithms as choices available to the analyst. The development of some of the
Algorithms Weighted time fields
Crank-Nicolson (1947) W=1+0"'=1

”{“ableg I[i)NA] Euler Forward W=1-3T

ype 31 1.

algorithmic markers for E}ll.er Backward w=1 ?;

Wh algorithms with Liniger (1968) W=1-4T

Ttincar Galerkin (Zlamal, 1977) W=1-ool
Algorithms Weighted time fields
Dupont et al. (1974) W=1-2r+2r1"
Gear (1969) wW=1- %F + 812

$ablegl[}jN A Lees (1966) W=1-9r 48072

afg’gﬁit};mi o markers for LAniger-1 (1969) W =1+ 146182 — 279.091T2

W algorithms with Liniger-2 (1969) W =1 — 8.88424T + 11.0961T

T ouadratic Zlamal (1977) W=1-%5T +8r?
Algorithms Weighted time fields

Table III.

T {DNA

alégii‘glgnilj m]arkers for Gear (1969) W=1-59T+ 31— 121

Wy algorithms with  Liniger (1969) W =1 —13.8673T + 38.10611"% — 27.11431°

T eunie Zlamal (1977) W =1 — 16.8806T + 49.5224T"% — 36.5672I"3

Table IV.

Type 3{DNA] ; . . .

algorithmic markers for Algorithms Weighted time fields

W, algorithms with

T Quartic Gear (1969) W =1-85T + 3652 — 28073 4 12804

302 302 151 151




[DNA]-algorithmic markers have been facilitated from results reported in
Zienkiewicz and Taylor (1994). These are summarized in Tables I to IV, where
=z

Development of multi-step integration operators [MSInO]

In the previous section, a Wj-family of Type 3 classification of single-step time
integration operators [SSInO] have been constructed for p=1,2,3,- -,
employing W sy (t) and T4y, directly from the developments described for
Type 1 classification of time integral operators (p = 0) which employed the
theoretical weighted time fields, Wgy,+ and with no specific conditions
imposed for T as it is irrelevant. In the previous single-step algorithms, the
unknown value, 7},,1, of the time step #,,1 is related to the known values,

Tn, Tn, e Ty(lp ), of the time step #,. Instead of a single time interval £, to ¢, 1,
the same philosophy and consequences drawn in relation to multi-step
representations is described next now employing Wysy and Tragrang
constructed over the multi-steps 7 —p + 1 to n + 1. Although in principle,
analogous related efforts are described in Zienkiewicz and Taylor (1994), the
present developments provide the underlying theoretical basis and further
insight into additionally explaining the multi-step time integration operators
within the context of the proposed overall framework. In general, the higher-

order derivatives at time step #,, namely, 7‘”, Tn, e ﬁp) in SSInO can be
expressed in relation to Lagrange polynomial approximations in terms of
To-p+1, Tyu—pi2,- -+, Tuy1. When these relations are substituted into the
temperature field approximation associated with the single-step
representations, and the dependent field variable is now constructed over p-
steps as 774grange, then in conjunction with the degenerated weighted time field
approximation, Wpysy,, the resulting representations will now yield the
corresponding multi-step forms. Thereby, showing that the single-step
integration operators [SSInO] described previously can be readily cast as and
are equivalent to the multi-step counterparts [MSInO] as presented next. Of
interest, however, are also the subtle issues as related to the accuracy of these
multi-step results in contrast to the single-step counterparts, and conditions
under which equivalence can be clearly explained.

W, Family Type Stability Accuracy
VIP (p=0) Explicit Unconditional 2
Forward Euler (p=1) Explicit Conditional 1
Crank-Nicolson (p=1) Implicit Unconditional 2
Galerkin (p=1) Implicit Unconditional 1
Backward Euler (p=1) Implicit Unconditional 1

Time discretized
operators for
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General multi-step algorithns
Summarizing the procedures of the W, family of single-step integration
operators, for the semi-discretized first order equation:

cT + KT =F (27)
with initial condition

7(0) = Ty (28)

we had derived a weighted time field (as an approximation resulting from the
theoretical weighted time field) of the form:

WAsy1np(7_') =wy+w I+ -+ wpl“p (29)

with the imposed conditions for the selection of T as a function between £, and
tpi1 @s:
2

— -

TTaylor = Tn + Tn T -+ T(p) T (30)

p|

;\3|\1|

with 7 € [0, Af]. Substituting Wagy,, and ?Taym into the time weighted
residual semi-discretized transient problem yields the family of single-step
integration operators [SSInO] as:

C+

b Al‘q_li‘,(lq)i: wl'AlLi
)

zp: Al‘qi}(lq) 4 wl'AlLi K
(q —q+i+1

g a+i

q=0

b A B
— Z / w T F,d7 =0
— J0

q=1

(31)

As described in the previous section, equation (31) represents the general
single-step family of time integration operators [SSInO] Instead, following the
previous discussion, now consider constructing T over p-steps as a polynomial

in terms of Tn _pt1, Tn p2y Tn+1 Thus,
T — F(Tn+17 iﬂ Tty TnﬁbJrla 77_) (32)

In order to construct the above, we consider the approximation of the
derivatives Tn, Ty, , T,Sf’ ) via Lagrange interpolation functions following
Zienkiewicz and Taylor (1994), but then introduce these into the representation
for TT,M,,, given by equation (30). Hence we have upon employing



1 Time discretized

Tum > Ni(0) Ty operators for
l}f’“ heat transfer
Ty~ Z ]vz(o) Tn+i
i=ptl (33)
367

where, in general at 7 we have

1 1 :

_ m#l
W= 3 3
k=—p+1  l=—p+1 L

S VI EY

: kti
I

The temperature field TTaylw 1s now approximated as

1 1
_ _ . = 1 .. =
TTaylor %Tn +7 § M(O) TMH + 57_—2 § ]vl(o) Tn+i
i=—p+1 n=—p+1 (34)

1., < -
b 3 NPT
iI=—p+1

Re-arranging equation (34), yields:

1
TTaylor ~ Z M('F) Tn+i

i=—p+1
1 1 —
-3 1] TokAL g (35)
i=—p+1k=—p+1 (6 —k)At

ki
= F(Tn+la Tna Ty TnﬁiH»la 77—)

Finally,



HFF ) L .
9,3 TTaylorzTn+TTn+§72Tn+ +E PTy(lD)
1 1 _
T— kAL = (36)
~ ; Tn+z TLagmnge
z‘zm pp 0= R)AL

368 k#

implying that both TTWM and TLagmnge are approximated to p™ order; however
TT@,W + ng,,ange. In a similar manner, we have the higher order derivative

approximations as:

Trutor = T +7T0+ -+ = 1)| 1T W)
~ Z N Toyi+7 Z N T
i=—p+1 szerl
(37)
+ o+ Tp ! Z N(ﬁ n+l
(p - 1) i=—p+1
= Z N n+z = TLagmnge
i=—p+1
with the other derivatives given by
727' lor = T +77'% +"'+#7’p—27‘@)
aylor n n (p _ 2)| n
1
Z N n+z+7' Z N n+l ,',+ﬁ7—_ﬁ—2
z—7p+1 i=—p+1 (b —2)!
Z N Ty
i=—p+1
1 .
= Z M(%) Tn+z



T8N — -1 4 270

Taylor
1 1
~ 3 NVOTi+7 Y NPOT

i=—p+1 i=—p+1 (38)
1
= > N'VOHT
i=—p+1

Employing the Lagrange approximations associated with the dependent field
variable in equation (36) and (37) along with the same degenerated weighted
time field, Wygymp, into the time weighted residual semi-discretized transient
problem, we now have the resulting multi-step integration operators [MSInO]
as:

At
w(7)
0
: (39)
C Z N n+z+K Z Ni(T)Tyi — Z Ni(7) n+i]
i=—p+1 i=—p+1 i=—p+1
dr =0
or
-1 1 At
[ 3 / AN (F) T id7 | C
7=0 i=—p+1 0
p-1 1 At
+1>0 > / w AN, (F)T,1id7 | K (40)
=0 i=—p+170
-1 1 At
- Z / wJAtN( )fn+zd7——
7=0 i=—p+10
or

ZI’:A#I IZ:—pHN Tnﬂi: w.Atil c

po (g — o atitl]
>

q=0 =0

At .
- Z/ w,TF,dT =0
—0 /0

Lo Z:_DHN T

D, A
Z“”At. K (41)
q+1
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Next the underlying subtle issues contrasting SSInO and the MSInO and the
conditions under which equivalence can be demonstrated are explained. The
resulting multi-step representations, namely, [MSInO], in principle can be
solved in two ways. The first approach follows the implementation steps of
[SSInO], and solving the corresponding higher-order derivative quantity
Zl o1 Ni(p) (O)Tnﬂ- (% qg’ )) employing equation (41). It should be noted

1=
that in the first approach 7},}1 is not directly solved from equation (41). The
corresponding implementation steps are as follows:

Step 1. Evaluate the finite element C and K matrices.
Step 2. Select coefficients w; ’s for the weighted time field, Wy

WAsymp =wy + w;I' + w2F2 4+t wprﬁ

Step 3. Assume the temperature field described by:

1
TLagmnge = Z ]Vl(f) Tn+i
i=—p+1

where NN, are the Lagrange interpolation functions:

L F_RAt
i = k_l__pIH (i — k)At
ki
Step 4. Compute T.o, fo, e Tép ) from initial conditions by using:
CTi=Fy ' - KTy
Step 5. Solve initial back steps 7‘,%1, T,Mg, . T,l, from:
o= 3 N7

iI=—p+1

. 1
To= Y NOT;
=+

1
V= 3 NOT
iI=—p+1

Step 6. Enter time step loop. Solve for the quantity S} 211 N®)(0) T,.; from:



L A leprrl]Vj(q)Tnﬂ—j L wl-Ati
2 (@1 2 i|©
= : =0 4 .
b Ap- 127 N T .. .b AP
=—p+1 n+j w;
+ Z q Z qg+i K
q=0 =0 J
b At
— Z/ wyTIF,dT =0
q=0 /0
Step 7. Obtain:
At
n+1 Z N n+z+At Z N n+z+ "‘|’7|
z——p+1 i=—p+1 b’
Z NP(O) T,
i=—p+1
Step 8. Update'
Z N n+1+l = Z N n+z+At Z N n+z
i=—p+1 i=—p+1 iI=—p+1
At =
+ot = > NP(O) T
b i=—P+1

1 1 !
S NIV O = Y NIVO T+ A Y- NO) T

i=—p+1 i=—p+1 i=—p+1

Step 9. Re-do the time step loop for next time step.

n [SSInO], the temperature field was approximated as a p"” order
approximation of the Taylor series expansion, while it is approximated as
Lagrange interpolation functions also up to p™ order in [MSInO]. In the
previous [MSInO] implementation procedure the higher order derivatives,

Tn Tn, . T,?’ correspond to Z —p+1N( )TnH,Zl__pHN(O)TnH,---,

Z — +1N (O)Tnﬂ, as shown in equation (33). By choosing the same
weighted time fields for [SSInO] and MSInOJ], namely, Waqmp, this
implementation procedure forces the two assumed temperature flelds to be the
same, Wthh means that the 1mp1ementat10n procedure enforces Z i N
T,HZ Tn ,wherej =1,2,---,p, and hence the resulting solutions in fSSInO]
and [MSInO] are 1dent1cal Hence, with the same weighted time field, the

th
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resulting multi-step representations, equation (41), inherit the same stability,
convergence properties and numerical solution as the corresponding single-
step representations, equation (31), since essentially there is no difference in
that the same quantities are being identically computed (note that the initial
conditions are also set to be the same).

Alternatively, in the multi-stgp Integration operators, equation (41), there
exists only the unknown term 7},.;. In this case, Tn+1 can be also directly
solved from equation (41), instead of solving for the quantity Z}}l, 1 Nl-(p) T,m
as in the previous approach. The alternative implementation procedural steps
are described next:

Step 1. Evaluate the finite element C and K matrices.
Step 2. Select coefficients w;’s for weighted time field, Wy

WAsymp =wo + w;I" + w2F2 4+ 4 wprﬁ

Step 3. Assume the temperature field described by:

1
TLagmnge - Z M('F) Tn—&-i
i=—p+1

where V; are Lagrange interpolation functions:

1 _

T — kAL

N, = —

! k=1—_p[+1 (1 —k)At

ki
Step 4. Compute To, To, e Tép ) from initial conditions by using:

20) _ @1 2(i-1)

cTy = KV - KT

Step 5. Solve initial back steps flwh T,p+2, . ’.7",1, from:

. 1
To= Y N(OT;
i=—p+1
= 1 . —
To= Z N;(0)T;

i=p+1

1
V=S NYOT
iI=—p+1



Step 6. Enter time step loop. Solve for the term Tn+1 from:
Apr! N (@ TMH P Al ]

J— J
Z (g—1)! §Q+i+1_c

g=1

L A Zl——erlN(Q)TnH' £

= i wlAti_
2 ! 20+7)%
q=0 q 1=0 a ]
boopAr
-> / w, 7 F,d7 = 0
— Jo

Step 7. Re-do the time step loop for next time step.

As described previously, the assumed temperature field, which is a function
of the Lagrange interpolation functions over T b1 T,ﬁjg, . Tl, namely,
TLag, -ange 1 different from the assumed temperature field TTWW of the Taylor
series expansion in [SSInO]. This causes the computed quantity, 7,1 to be
different in both if the same weighted time field, Wy, is employed. An in-
depth explanation of this and other issues and conditions under which they are
equivalent follows. In the above procedure, the temperature field is assumed as
p-th order, such that the higher-order derivative terms, namely,

Z}}Ml N;T, i, Z}:#JH NT, i, le,fpﬂ N; 2 T}, are only accurate up
to p-th order. In [SSInO], the higher-order derivative terms, Tﬂ, Tn, e Ty(;b ) are
computed from the system of equations analogous to (26), hence they are
considered as “exact” higher-order derivatives. These differences will cause the
family of [MSInO] algorithms as different algorithms from the corresponding
family of [SSInO] algorithms by choosing the same weighting field, Wgyp. As
such, the following is noteworthy.

Wood (1990) and Zienkiewicz and Taylor (1994) discuss adjusting the
weighted time fields to obtain the equivalent algorithms for the single-step and
multi-step representations. This is explained here by defining:

Al » i+1
» w; AV
W,: = W7 dr = E S 42

bi 0 pay 1 +1+7 ( )

such that W;= t]W

by Zienkiewicz and Taylor, 1994) andj = 1,2, - - -, p. Since the time integrators
pertaining to SSInO yield different numerical results in contrast to that
obtained by MSInO (@s T'7uyior # T1agrange) for the same weighted time field,
Wasymp, adjusting the weighted time fields in the development of MSInO
following the relations shown next will now yield the same numerical results
for the same 77 4gange-

— (is now equivalent to the parameters ©; which are defined
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N ), = _
J! ()ltjvl(z7 ])(E)WAdjusth

Al -
o WadustdT

Wissmo) = (43)

This resulting formulation will thus permit equivalent single-step
representations. In summary, employing Wy and Trigang leading to
[MSInO] in contrast to employing Wy, and Ty, leading to [SSInO],
obviously causes the two solutions to be different since T74gange # T Taytor-
Alternatively, adjusting the weighted time field to Wyg,s+ and employing the
same 7T7uerange NOW leads to the same numerical solutions for the time
integrators [MSInO] and [SSInO].

Finite element in time integration operators [FETInO]

The original postulation for a class of finite element in time methods is the
application of the finite element philosophy for the time discretization of the
semi-discretized parabolic equation (although finite element methods were
originally developed for the space discretization). The semi-discretized
equation of interest here is

CT+KT =F (44)
with initial condition
7(0) =T (45)

In contrast to the previous developments which employed Wy, and TLag,,ange
leading to [MSInO], we next describe the formal development of a class of finite
element in time operators [FETInO] employing instead the weighted time field
as a vector containing Lagrange interpolation functions, Wigang, and the
same dependent field approximation, 77,gange. Subsequently, simply to
demonstrate equivalence to the multi-step representations, we relax the
conditions associated with WL,lgmnge in the weak form.

We discretize the time domain with uniform Af increment. For the element
containing T, n—p+1, T, N—pt2 Tn+1, the polynomial approximation for T can
be constructed by the Lagrange interpolation functions as:

Tnfp+1

N T,
T=|Nyyw Ny -+ N n.p+2

—.

Tn+l

where



k=—p+1
kti

Next choosing the weighted time field as a vector containing the same
interpolation functions, we have

I/_I)/[,Yc‘zgnmge,BG = N—ﬁ+1 N—P+2 e N (48)

Substitute (46) and (48) into the time weighted residual of the semi-discretized
equation leading to:

At

Wi angesc|CT + KT = Fldr =0 (49)
where
?nﬁ‘%l
S . . . Tn—p )
T=|Nyn Nopp - M , (50)
Tn+1

Equation (49) can be termed as and lead to the classical finite element in time
Bubnov-Galerkin type formulation. Unfortunately, such a representation does
not provide a general methodology for development of solution algorithms. As
such, consider a generalized Petrov-Galerkin representation for the weighted
time field as:

1T
WLagmnge,PG = |:N—17+1a—17+1 N—P+20—P+2 T Nlal] (51)

where ¢; are the scalar values for the free parameters. Equation (49) can be now
represented as

At

il

W pange.r [CT +KT - Fld

—0 (52)

Expanding (52) yields
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At .
/ N [CT + KT~ Flar =0
0

or, in matrix form we have the representation for the generalized form of a class
of finite element in time operators given by

Bu Bi - Byl (T, fj Y
Bn By -+ By || T, | Fre (54)
By By -+ By T ot

where

B; = /Omz\gaj(cz&c + KN )d7

Oi’/‘zv]f,z,ﬂ 7
t _
o Nf_pi0:dT
. 0 7 —p+2g
F; = |
NN dr

Z)]€_p+1a_p+2a71

In the remainder of this section, for illustration, the relationships emanating
from the finite element in time philosophy to the equivalent multi-step
algorithms is described. Consider further relaxing the weak form by summing
the representations given in (53) as follows:

At 1 .
/ (ZM@) [CT+KT—F d7 =0 (55)
0

—p+1

As such, since we now have



1
Wpe = Z Na;
—p+1 56)
T F\D
= (57) -+ ()
=W(7)
where w;’s are function of ¢;’s, and
_‘n —p+1
Tupiz
T [N—ﬁ+1 N_p+2 Nl .
Tn—o—l
| ) (57)
- Z M(%)Tn—&-z
i=—p+1
B i ﬁ F—RAE
- . n+i
i=—p+1 k=—p+1 (@ — k)AL
ki
the relaxed weak form of representation, equation (55) becomes
At
W(T)
58
C Z N ”+Z+K Z N n+z_ n—s-z] ( )
i=—p+1 i=—p+1 l——p+1
=0
or
p-1 1 At
Z > / w;APN,(7)T,1id7 | C
7=0 i=—p+1
p-1 1
Y / WAIN(F)Tpid7 | K (59)
7=0 i=—p+1
p-1 1 At '
- / W AIN(F)fy T = 0
7=0 i=—p+1 0

or
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.' K (60)

Equation (60) which is a consequence of a class of finite element in time
operators [FETInO] has the same representation as the multi-step
representations [MSInO] given by equation (41), and is identical. In summary, a
class of finite element in time operators were described within the framework of
the present developments and are subsequently shown to have equivalence to
the multi-step, or consequently the equivalent single-step approaches.

Concluding remarks

A formal theory of development/evolution with particular attention to
characterization of a wide class of transient algorithms for heat transfer
computations was described. Subsequently, an overview of recent
developments describing the theoretical basis and the resulting consequences
towards formalizing the fundamental concepts leading to a clear understanding
of integral operators, a variety of single-step integration operators, multi-step
Integration operators, and a class of finite element in time integration operators
was presented. Unlike previous efforts, although the developments emanate
from a time weighted philosophy, the overall theoretical framework is based on
new and different theoretical perspectives. Consequently, it therein serves as a
prelude towards a clear understanding and an improved insight and provides a
formal theory of development, evolution and characterization of time
discretization operators. The formal relationships and equivalences amongst
the various time operators was established. Different from the way the
development of time discretized operators encompassing integral/integration
operators have been described in traditional text books and in the research
literature, the present developments provide a rich understanding of the
theoretical basis and the fundamental principles. Finally, the discrete
numerically assigned [DNA] algorithmic markers which comprise of both the
weighted time fields and the conditions imposed upon the dependent field
variable approximation serve well to uniquely characterize a wide class of time
discretized operators. As such, in order to provide a standardized formal
ideology when referring to and/or relating different algorithms to permit lucid
communication, one may simply describe these in relation to the algorithmic
DNA markers. A generalized implementation procedure for transient analysis



was outlined to permit a single analysis code to incorporate a variety of Time discretized

features.
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