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Abstract

Because of the finiteness of the life span and boundednese gfhysical space, the more reasonable or physical
choice is the tempered power-law instead of pure power-tahie CTRW model in characterizing the waiting time
and jump length of the motion of particles. This paper fosuse providing the variational formulation anffieient
implementation for solving the corresponding determigistacroscopic models, including the space tempered frac-
tional equation and time tempered fractional equation.cidmergence, numerical stability, and a series of vanatfio
equalities are theoretically proved. And the theoretiealiits are confirmed by numerical experiments.
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1. Introduction

In the mesoscopic world, generally there are two types ofefsotb describe the motion of particles, namely,
the Langevin type equation and the continuous time randol (@' RW) model, both of them being fundamental
ones in statistic physics. The CTRW model is a stochasticgg®composed of jump lengths and waiting times with
the particular probability distributions. When the prothigbdistribution(s) of the jump length ardr waiting time
areis power law with divergent second moment for the jump leragidor divergent first moment for the waiting
times, the CTRW describes the anomalodBudion, and its Fokker-Planck equation has spacgoatiche fractional
derivative(s)/[30]. Nowadays, the more preferred choicélfe distribution of the jump length and waiting time seems
to be the tempered power-law, which makes the process vamjystonverge to normal éusion; but, most of the
time, the standard normalfflision can not be observed because of the finite life span dfithegical particles. The
bounded physical space urges us to use the tempered pawdrstaibution for the jump length. Many techniques
can be used to temper the power-law distribution, such asadiing the very large jumps directly [27], adding a high
order power-law factor [37] or a nonlinear friction term [8Exponentially tempering the power-law distributions
seems to be the most popular one [6, 29], which has both theemattical and technique advantages [3, 35]; and the
probability densities of the tempered stable process shivgempered fractional equation.

For extending and digging out the potential applicationtheftempered dynamics, it is necessary fticently
solve the corresponding determinigtacoscopic tempered equation, which is the issue this pejf@rusing on. In
fact, there are already a lot of research works for numdyisalving the (non-tempered) fractional partiaffdrential
equations (PDEs); almost all of the numerical methods fmssital PDEs are extended to the fractional ones, including
the finite diference method [28, B9, 52], the finite element or discontisdmite element method [23,/13,/14, 17,
18,31/ 45], the spectral or spectral element methad [24495 and the connection of fractional PDEs with nonlocal
problem is discussed in_[12]. Mathematically, fractionallctlus [33] is the special case of the tempered fractional
calculus with the parameter = 0. And the definition of the tempered fractional calculus igcim similar to the
one of the fractional substantial calculus [5], but they ednom the completely dlierent physical background. The
research works of numerical methods for tempered fractiBREs are very limited. In.[3,/9, 26, 35], the finite
difference methods are proposed to solve the tempered spattenf@ah®DEs. Hanert and Piret in_[22] consider
the Chebyshev pseudospectral method for the space-tingetenh fractional dfusion equations. More recently,
Zayernouri, Ainsworth, and Karniadakis [50] investigdte tempered fractional Sturm-Liouville eigenproblemse Th
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efforts made by this paper can be summarized as two aspects.r3thent is to develop the variational space that
works for the tempered fractional operators, which can lganged as the generalization of the theory presented in
[17,/24] for the fractional dferential operators; based on the space, the Galerkin ano-Baterkin finite element
methods get their theoretical framework for solving thegened fractional PDES; and the variational propertiesef th
tempered fractional operators are discussed, which slatsbcbe useful for the theoretical analysis of discontirsuou
Galerkin method [14, 34, 46] for the PDEs involving the temgpkfractional calculus. The second one is focusing on
the application of the developed theory and th®nt implementation of the proposed schemes; the impléatien
details are carefully discussed, and tlfitceency is analyzed and illustrated.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section@jmroduce some basic definitions and properties
of the tempered fractional calculus, and derive some eissé@mequalities. In Section 3, we provide the variational
formulation and derive the variational equalities and udijies involving the tempered fractional operators. iThe
in Section 4, we apply the developed framework to solve tfeesgempered and time tempered fractional PDEs,
in particular, the convergence and stability analysis, teddficient numerical implementation are detailedly dis-
cussed. The numerical results, presented in Section 5rotiife computationalfciency of the proposed numerical
schemes. Finally, we conclude the paper with some remarks.

2. Preliminaries: definitions and lemmas to be used

We start with some definitions and properties of the tempéweedional integrals and derivatives [3,16, 35].
this paper, we usgDy"u(x) andxD,*u(x), aDku(x) andxDj,u(x), and§Dku(x) to denote the standard left and r|ght
Riemann-Liouville fractional integrals, the standard kefid right Riemann-Liouville fractional derivatives, ated
left Caputo fractional derivative of ord@ron (a, b), respectively, which can be found in [33]. Of coursa,b) can
also beR = (—o0, ).

Definition 2.1. For anyu > 0 and fixed parametet > 0, the left and right tempered Riemann-Liouville fractional
integrals of function (x) on (a, b) are, respectively, defined by

B0 = e 0 (o) = [ UL e ey )
and
D =0y (o) = [ EP e g o

Definition 2.2. For any n— 1 < u < n(n € N*) and fixed parametet > 0, define

_efu@)

aDii!u(¥) 1= & aDk (e/lxu(x)) r(re1 p)dx“f (x— &+l dg, (3)
and
n —/l.f
Dhu(x) 1= e*Df (€7u(¥)) = r(n )(_ 'Ss d ﬁd 4)

Then forl < u < 2, the left and right tempered Riemann-Liouville fractiodatlivatives of function(x) on (a, b) are,
respectively, defined by

aDX"u(x) 1= A u(x) — 2u(x) - #/1”71%’ (5)
and
XD/GJU(X) = X]D)ﬁ’/lU(X) — u(x) + ,Ll/ly_l du(x) ©

dx °
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The tempered fractional derivative can also be given in theuib sense.

Definition 2.3. For any n— 1 < u < n(n € N*) and fixed paramete® > O, the left tempered Caputo fractional
derivative of function (x) on (a, b) is defined by

S0 = e G () = o [ o+ ) wa )

If 2 =0, the tempered fractional integrals and derivatives indns[2.1[ 2.2 anf 2|3 all reduce to the corre-
sponding standard Riemann-Liouville or Caputo fractiongdgrals and derivatives [33]. Noting that

dEef(x) _ de™f(¥) _ [ d

——ax = ¢! ( +/l) f(x) andT =€ (&— /l) f(x), (8)

forn e N*, it is easy to check that

an e/lx n
aDRU(x) = e ((jxn e = (%( + /l) u(x), 9)
an e—/lxu d n
Dptu(x) = (—1)“eﬂx% =(-1)" (& - /l) u(x). (10)
Moreover, it holds that

DAu(x) = (%{ + /l) D y(x), (11)
Dy u(x) = (—1>"(d£x‘*) DU, (12)

which can be obtained by continuously apdly (8) to the rigides of [Tll) and’(12). Let = pU(y). Then, they
actually become the fractional substantial derivativémed in [10, 5| 15].
If u(x) possesses (- 1)-th derivative af, one has

SDEMU) = SD*;*”[u(ern_l[u- a]| = aDk"[u() - Toalu; al | (13)
—/l(x a)(X a)k u
_ A e mX—a)m T i
= JDAu(x) - Z AT D) D]
whereT,_1[u; @] = _(l) WD"U(X)'X=a and Qu(x) = (dix + /l)k u(x). Therefore ;4" andg]]))‘;’lu(x) coincide

with each other while fu(a) =0,k =0,--- ,n— 1.
The adjoint property of the standard Riemann-Liouvilleegrals [183, 33] still holds for their tempered counter-
parts, i.e.,

(a0, v) = (aD¥ (€™u(¥), €™ V(¥)) = (U9, D" V(%)) (14)

where (, -) denotes the inner product Irf sense. And by the composition rules of the standard Rierhaonille
integrals|[33, p. 67-68], one also has

aD;HlJaD;pz,/lu(X) — a]]);(/llﬂlz),/lu(x) Yuq, uz > 0, (15)
DD u(x) = (D U(K) Vg, ez > 0.

Property 2.1. Letue L?(Q),n—1 < u < n (ne N*). Then

D AD U = u(x), DD U(K) = u(x). (16)
3



Further, suppose that(&) is n—1times continuously gierentiable and its n-th derivative is integrable, a%@‘—) |x:a =

0 (dzu)&x) b= o)fork= 0,---.n—1. Then

a3 DA U() = u() (D D u(Y) = u(9). (17)

Proof. Here we just prove the results for the left tempered fracti@perator. The ones for the right tempered
fractional operator can be similarly got. By

2D D u(x)

e—/lanl)l(
e—/lan/)l(

et (a]D);"’Au(x))]
aDY (€™ u(9)| = u(),

one ends the proof of (16). Further, noting that

D 2kt u(x)

e—/lXaD;ll
— e—/lXaD;Il

e (D u(x) |
aDk (e/’xu(x))

>

from the discussion of [33, p. 75-77], we know tHafl(17) hcuoﬂsk% =0fork=0,---,n— 1, which follows
X=a

. . X k
directly after usingt & uX) — gix (& + 1) ue) = e™Dku(x) and £u . =0fork=0,--- ,n-1. O

Property 2.2 (see|[310]) For u € L?(R) andu > 0, it holds that
FLD U())(w) = (4 + i) * F[u)(w),
FLDE UMW) = (4 - iw) ™ Z[ul(w).
If u € C3’(R) further, then
FD U)(w) = (4 + i) F[u](w),
FLuD u))(w) = (- iwf Z[u)(w).
Here #[uU](w) = f:: e“*u(x)dx denotes the Fourier transform ofx).

Lemma2.1. Let x> 0. Then
214+ x) <A+ X <@+x¥) O<pu<1l (18)

and
A+x)<@+xF<2t@+x) p>1 (19)

Proof. Noting thatg(x) = x* is concave fou € (0, 1] and convex fou > 1, one has

{“—Zxﬂﬁ(l—gx)ﬂ O<uc<l,

Lixt - (1—;‘)’1 u>1

(20)

> =

Then using the fact thaf(x) = 1+ x* — (1 + x)*, X € [0, o0) is increasing fop € (0, 1] and decreasing fqr > 1, the
proof is completed. U

Lemma 2.2. Letd € [0, 3] and1 < @ < 2. Then
sin(ad) > sin@) cos(6), (21)

where “=” holds if and only ifd = 0if 1 < @ < 2, andd = O or § if a = 2.



Proof. That the inequality holds can be easily checked for the aase2. Now, we prove the cased « < 2. The
inequality obviously holds i# = 0 or 5. In the following, we assume thate (0, 7). Note that

sin@d) — sin@) cos ()
= sin((a - 1)8 + 8) - sin@) cos~*(6)
> sin@) (cos((e - 1)8) - cos(8)).
Letting g(é) = cosfd) — cog(6) with 3 € (0, 1) andd € (0, ), then
g® = -BsinEd)+pco (o) sin@)

—Bsin(@) (S;?n(fe‘;) - coéH(é)).

And for 8 € (0,1) andd € (O, 3), there existsssi:‘r%) < 1,coé71(f) > 1. Thereforeg(é) is strictly increasing in [03).
Then we arrive at the conclusion. O

In the rest of this paper, we will us® = (a, b) to denote a finite interval. BA < B, we mean thaf can be
bounded by a multiple oB, independent of the parameters they may depend on. And fitessionA ~ B means
thatA < B < A.

3. Variational formulation and its related properties for t he tempered fractional calculus

To develop the variational method for solving the temperadtfonal PDES, one needs to develop the variational
formation and discuss its related properties for the teagfactional calculus, being the issues this section iriga
with.

For anyu > 0, letH#(R) be the Sobolev space of orgeonR, andH#(Q) denotes the space of restrictions of the
functions fromH#(R). More specifically,

HA(R) = {u(x) € L(R) |1l gy < o} (22)
endowed with the seminorm

Ve = [ P10 do (23)

and the norm
Ul gy = fR (1+ 1) 12 [u)(w)P dw ~ fR (1+10P) 12 [U(w)P do; (24)
H*(Q) = {u e L%(Q) |30 € H*(R) such thatify = u} (25)

endowed with
U@ = INF 8y AN U0y = Uz + 1Uec): (26)

There are also some other definitions of the fractional Sabspace; for the equivalence between them refer to
[1,38]. Hy () denotes the closure GfF (Q) W.r.t. || - [lu«(q). We first list the following fractional Poincaré-Friednis
inequality and the embeddedness, which can be found.in [@r8li@ry 2.15].

Lemma 3.1. LetO < ug < 2, andug, pup # N — % (ne N*). If u e HZ*(Q), one has
llull 2(q) = |u|H6‘2(Q) and |l () = UlHiz () - (27)

In the following, we will focus on the cagee (0, 1] butu + %
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Theorem 3.1. For any0 < u < 1 and fixed parametei > O, the operatorsiD’;’Au(x) and X]D)‘l;’”u(x) defined for
u e C3'(Q) can be continuously extended to operators frofi¢p) to L2(Q).

Proof. First, foru(x) € C3’(R), by Property 2.2 and Plancherel’s theorem, one has

A2 A _ 1 2 2\ g 2
[ty = 0l = 5 [ (2 102 17 o (28)
If 2 # 0, by LemmaZll one has
2o tolf =2 (14 LY L s e 29
( +|0.)|)— +7 ’“( + |wl ) (29)
Note that
min{1, 2%} (1 + /) < (1% + ) < max{1, 2%} (1 + /*). (30)
Therefore,
[ o Y (31)
T Ty TP Pl TR

ForA = 0, (21) holds obviously.
Secondly, fou € C3°(Q2), let G defined orR be the zero extension af From [31), one has

AP

= A
L2(R)

X0

|-ms Sy ~ Ul gy - (32)

L2(R)
Noting that 5T, = ay"'u andD4'd],, = x4, it yields that

2

2
A < iR A <12
a5 Ul gy ~ MUl and [xD57ul o~ MUl - (33)
Then the conclusion follows after using the densitygf(Q) in Hy(Q). O

Now, .D%* and«D{"! make sense ik} (€2), which mapHX () to L%(Q); and the norms satisfi(B3). In fact, for
anyu € H{(R) and # 0, by (29) and[(30), it holds that

A 12 A

X o

~ Ul gy - (34)

““"’ X ey ~

L2(R)
In the following, we give the similar results fore H(Q).

Theorem 3.2. For real functions ¢x) and \(x) belonging to H(Q) andA > 0, define
B(u,v) := (a]D)‘)‘(’”u, XD’G'AV) for O<u< % (35)
and
B(u,v) = — (aID)‘)’(’Au, X]D)ﬁ’”v) + (14 co)A* (u,v) for % <up<1, (36)

where @ is any given positive constant. Then

D% ~ ||xD%
U “u
alll/x 2@) xWh

B(u. U) ~ lullfq) ~ e (37)



Proof. Itis enough to prove the cases C7’(Q2). Denote the zero extension oby G defined orR. Then

(D& U (D u) = (DK T D"T) ) AN (U 1) = (6 O)1zgey (38)
Note that
[ explizu)A=i@y fw>0,
A M= . . 39
A+ iw) { exp2ud) (A — iw)* if w<0, (39)
where(-) denotes complex conjugaies V-1, and
_ [ arctanl!) €[0,3] if 1> 0,
9‘{ 5 if A= 0. (40)

By Property 2.2 and the Plancherel theorem, it holds that

21 - (oD 0 (DT, ) = fR (A + iw) F[U)(w)(A - iw)Z[U](w)dw (41)
0 co
- i ) (1 + i) Z[ul()] expl-izub)de + fo (4 + i) ZTil(w)]| exp2u6)do
- f N |(/1 T iw)ﬂgz[a](w)r cos(2:6)dw
h 00 2 0 2
+i (fo sin(ZuH)'(/l + iw)ﬂy[n](w)‘ dew — Lc sin(Zue)'(/l + iw)ﬂy[n](w)] dw)
_ f " (1 + iy Z[H(0)| cos(u)dw,

where in the last stefF (0)(-w) = .#(0)(w) has been used.
- _ lcos)l Al ?
For A = 0, one always haB(u, u) = =~ ||,o<,]D)‘)‘( a L2®)

the following, we assume that+ O; and ther depends ow.
Foru € (0, 3), one has 26 € [0, %) and O< cosru) < cos(6) < 1. Therefore,

; combining with Lemm@&-311, thef (B7) is obtained. In

B(U, U) ~ ”,DC]D)’)?”U

2 ~n2 2
iy~ Ry ~ Iy - (42)

Then by Holder’s inequality an@(B3), it follows that

2 A A < A .
Ul ey ~ BOU W) < flaDi U, ARG )~ a2 U] MMl
thus
A
IUlleqqy ~ |[aDx U L@ (43)
A e i
The proof for||ullq) ~ X]D)ﬁ uHLZ(Q) is similar.
Since foru € (%, 1], 2u6 € (0, n] and the sign of cos{®) may change, one can only get that
A A A2 <2
(DR 0DED) iy < DT < Iy (44)

we consider(36) instead. Starting from|(38) and (41), oree ha
27 - B(u,u) = — fR (2 + iy Z[0)(w)| cos(2b)dw + (1 + o)A fR | Z[t)(w)| do

_ f (_ cos(26) + M) | + i) Z[T)(w)|
R

(22 + |w]?)
= fR (- cos(u0) + (1 + co) cos (6) )|(A + Wy Z[U)(w)| do,
7



where targ) = I has been used in the last step. Letting

9(6) = - cos(2d) + co$(®) D e[0.5], (45)
then

g'(9) = 2u(sin(2u6) - cos(9) sin@)). (46)

By LemmaZ.2g(6) is strictly increasing in [05], sog(3) = g(d) > g(0) = 0; andg(d) > 0 everywhere except that
6 = 0. Obviously,

—cos(240) + (1 + co) co*(6) = g(b) + co cosH(H).

For any giverg, € (0, 3), it follows that
min{g(6o). Co cos*(60)} < 9(0) + cocos“ @) < g(5) + o De[0.5);
where the property that c#¢6) (> 0) is strictly decreasing in [G] is used. Therefore,

B(u, u) ~ ” DA

oy~ TRy ~ Uy - (47)

Assume that (the proof will be given in Leminal3.2)

< A
ull 2y ~ @ and [|ullzq) ~ ||xDy u L@ (48)
Combining Lemma3]1[(33), (#8), and
A 2
B(U,U) < [laD5 | o [P0 U oy *+ (1 + COI¥ MUy, (49)
it follows that
< < A
B(u,u) ~ [laDx"u @) u LZ(Q)”U“H#(Q) ~ |lalx" U LZ(Q)||U||H!‘(Q)~
Using [4T) and(33) again, one has
A
Ul ~ [[aDx U L@ (50)
The proof forXD’g'ﬂu is similar.
O

Foru(x) € L2(Q), let (i(x) andv(x) be the zero extensions ofx) andex~! from Q and (Qb - a], respectively,
toR. Definev I = fR\”/(x— &u(&)dé. Thena]D);"’Au(x) = }%’) - Using Young's inequality [1, p. 90, Theorem 4.30],
one has

—u, A
aDX""u

<V Ul < (51)

Xyt -1 ( )
L2Q) F(;l) ”e ”Ll(o b-a) U2y < T(u+ 1) llull 2oy -

For the right tempered fractional integral, it follows that

E=X ey )2
i f ( f IR

LU e o]

B X ey )2
‘L, ( LT & ) dx

— ’/l
Dy u

8



Leth(x) = u(—x) andQ = (b, —a). By (51), one has

_ 2 _ b-a) (b-a)y
10,4 _ 1,4 ( =
Dy = [0y < s M@ = 1y gy MMl (52)
Lemma 3.2. Let ue Hy(Q), andA, u > 0. Then
< A < A
lull2(q) ~ ||aDk"u L) and [lullzq) ~ ||xD4 U L) (53)

Proof. Foru € H{(Q), by Theoreni3]1, one ha®4'u € L2(Q) andx]D)ﬁ’”u € L3(Q). SinceH;(Q) is the closure of
Cy () w.r.t. || - I, there exists a sequengge C(Q2) such tha‘E] limu, = u, and using[(1l7), it follows that

aD;ﬂ’/] aDﬁ’/]Un = XDEIM xDﬁJUn = Un. (54)
Then combining[(54)[(31) and(B3), one has

—u,A A —u,A A
DY DX u—u < |[aDx"" aDK” (U — un)

L2 L2 + [lun = Ull 2
<

aDﬁ’/] (Uu—un)

< 0
@) + [[un = UllL2(qy ~ llU = Unllpu(o) + U= Unll 2@y = O.

The proof for the right tempered case is similar. Then, u@d and[(5R), it yields

2
L@

A

Ayl
ullz() = |[aDX"" aDi"u alu

L@’
<
L2(Q)

A
Dy U

—u,A A
Dy xDy u

lUllL2(e) = 2@’

and one ends the proof. O
Corollary 3.1. If u € Hj(Q) with u € (0, 1], # 2, by Lemm&3]1, for all > 0, one has

2 2

2 2 A A )
|U|Hp(g) ~ ”u“Hu(Q) ~ |laD&k"u L2(@) ~ ng u L2’ (55)
and if0 < uy < wandyy # 3, it holds that
2 2 2 2
1) vk < |lptt nd || Dt 2 A .
ah U Ly~ RD u @) and ||xDy""u @) Dy u @) (56)

And all the conclusions apply toe H#(Q) directly for0 < u < % (in fact, H(Q) = HH(Q) for0 < u < %; see, e.g.,
[38, Chapter 33]).

When developing the method of operator splitting for spaaetional problems [14, 34, 46] or carrying on the
theory analysis involving time fractional derivatives goslso needs the variational properties of fractional irztisg
Note that the tempered Caputo fractional derivative alvwesthe fornEDi"'u(x) = Dy Dlu(x) (n—-1<pu<
n,n e N*); and for 1< @ < 2 with u(a) = 0, similar to the standard Riemann-Liouville derivativedg[14/ 34]), the
tempered Riemann-Liouville derivatives have the spliffiorms

d d d
a1 _ —(2-a),4 _ a-1 af, _
aDYu(x) = (/l + dx) aDy (/l + dx) u(x) — ad (/l + dx) u(x) + 2%(a — Du(x),
and

D u(x) = (/l - %() D& (/l - %() u(x) — @A®t (a - %() u(x) + A% (@ - 1)u(x),

respectively, where the properti€si(13) and (11) are uskérefore, we will limit our discussions for the tempered
fractional integrals to the case:<0u < 1.



Theorem 3.3. Let the real function & L?(Q) andy € (0, 1). Then

u

—42
4,

alDy

L2
4.

i
u

~ (aD;”’”u, u) = (u, XD;”’*U) ~

<Dy

(57)

L2(Q) L2(Q)

Proof. First, letd’be the zero extension affrom Q to R; using Propertj/2]2 and the Plancherel theorem, one has

(u, D) = % fR Fll(w)( - iw) ™ .Z[U)(w)dw (58)

B % fRCOSW) A~ ™ Z[U)(w) Z[T(w)dw

—CO;(T% ) fR | #L0E a(w)] do

cos(y)
=2

whered is given in [40) and in the second step(0)(-w) = .% (l)(w) is used. Sinc@l —iw|™ = |1 + iw|™, starting
from the second step df (b8), one also has

cos(y) 2

2n

-3
,2’/1

b

—4 2
xDy > u’ dx

L@’

(u, Dy ) = % fR cos(b) |4 + iw[™ .Z[U](w)-Z [t(w)dw

cos(r e 2
, cost) f | 71D ()] doo (59)
2r Jr
cos(t a2 cos( _eq 2
> (”2)[ aDXZ’Au’ dx= @) D" .
2n a L2(Q)
From [15%) and[{14), it follows that
_K _K _u _u
(u, XD;”’AU) = (u, X]D)bZ’AXID)bZ’”u) = (aDXZ’Au, Dy 2’Au). (60)
Note that
-4 -4 -4 -4
(anz u, D, ? u) =S T N S 61)
Then combining[(58)E£(61), one obtains
Dt oy Dy u, xD; " 62
allx ULZ(Q)’“xb LZ(Q)’“axU»xb uj. (62)
The proof is completed. O
Theorem 3.4(Embeddedness)or 0 < u1 < uz, and ue L?(Q), it follows that
—p2,4 < —H1,4
an u LZ(Q) ax LZ(Q) ’ (63)
—H2,4 < —H1.4
X]Db u L2(0) X]Db L2(0) . (64)
Proof. Since
aD;szﬁu — aD;(ﬂz_”l)’/la]D);ﬂl’/]U,
XD;HZJU — XD;(IJZ*M),AXD;#LAU'
Similar to [51) and[(52), one has
iz (b—aye™ 1
amx 2@ ~ T(uz—p1 +1) arx L2’
2.1 (b —ay= “ Dty
b L@ ~ D(up —pa + 1) 17D L2@)
Then we complete the proof. O

10



4. Numerical analysis and implementation for the space tengred fractional stationary equation and time
tempered fractional equation

Now, we apply the above provided theoretical framework teesthe models involving the tempered fractional
calculus. The strict numerical analysis arffiaient implementation are detailedly discussed. First, amsiler the
space tempered fractional equation.

4.1. Space tempered fractional advection dispersion model

For the convenience of presentation, we discuss a simplespapered fractional stationary model, but it can
be easily extended to the corresponding time evolutiongin dimension problem |3/ 6] and [13,/51]. The model is
given by

-(1-p) aD‘)f’”u(x) - prg’lu(x) + m(X)u’ + c(x)u = f(X) (65)
with u(a) = u(b) = 0 andu’ = &, where 1< @ < 2,0< p < 1,m(x) € C1(Q), ¢(X) € C(Q), andc(x) — $m' > 0.

4.1.1. Model analysis
Now consider the Galerkin weak formulation of modell(65)r F& H~2(<Q), find u € H5(Q) such that

AUV) = (f,v)  Yve HE(Q), (66)
where
AUY) = —(1-p) (aDE"u, XDE’”v) - p(XDE’”u, a]]));f’"v) (1= p)a° (U V) (67)

2.0

+pa®(u, v) + (a(l - 2p)/l”’1) (a]D))%’Ou, xDé_%’ov) + (a]D)X u, x]D)é_%’o(mv)) +(cuv).
In fact, assuming thatis smooth enough ande C7’(€2), one has
(DU, v) = (aDy (™), &™) (68)
d d
_ —(2-a) 2 (a1
- (an ClX(e(“‘u), T (e xv))

_ -a-4) d -0-9 d (2
- _(an R CRU A &(e Xv))

= (an (€™u), \D{ (e‘“v)) = (a]D),% 0, D ’lv).
The derivation process ((ﬁDé’Au, a]D)’)‘(’”v is similar. The results involving the first derivative can digained by
using the following Lemma witd = 0,y = 1, andq = 3.
Lemma4.1. Forall1>0,0<q<y <1 letue CY(Q), u(@ = 0, and ve C5(Q). Then
(aD¥u,v) = (aDSu, DY ). (69)

Proof. Combining the fact[33, p. 74] thaDF ®u(x) = .D¥.D¥u(x) for 0 < g1, gp < 1, u(@) = 0, and Definition
[2.2, one has

SARTE N T (70)
And by (I3) and[(51), for any & u; < 1, it holds that
D o = (05 g = [eDEE DR g = 1Dy
Then
(aD%"u,v) = (2D 2D u,v) = (2D u, XD} V) (71)
follows after using the result given in [25, Lemma 2.4]. O
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Theorem 4.1. For all 1 < « < 2, problem[€6) has an unique SO|U'[iOI’ElH§ (©), and it holds that

Iully5 gy ~ IFll4-5 - (72)
Proof. First, by Lemma3]1 and Corollaky 3.1, it follows that
+PIVly5 g Uil 5 gy + PA 1Ullz(gy 1l 2oy
+ (L= 20027 lully 5 gy Vg5 gy + Ul ) MV 5 ) + T1Cles U2y VI 2y
< Ul ) M1y 5 g -
wheremv e Hg(Q) and||mv||H%(Q < ||v||H%(Q) [17, Lemma 3.2] have been used.
Secondly, assuming thate Cg’(Q2), by Lemmd 4.1l and using integration by parts it follows that
[4 -2 (4 -2 1
a(1-2p)aet (a]D))% ’Ou, xDé 2’Ou) + (aD)f’ou, X]D)i 2’O(mu)) =(mu,u) = -3 (m'u,u).
Then
A(uu = - (a]D)E’Au, XDE’AU) +(1+ co)A% (u, u) + ((c—m'/2 = cpa*) u,u).
If >0, we takecy = infyeq A7 (¢(X) — M /2) > 0. By Theoreni 312, one always has
IuP, -~ Auu). (74)

H2(Q)

Noting the density oC;’'(€2), the continuities of(-, -) and]|- ”H%(g)' foranyu e H(;% (€2), one still has[(74). Then using
the Lax-Milgram theorem leads to the desired result. O

Remark 4.1. It seems that the coercive condition becomes a little bitngter ford > 0thanA = 0, but this further

requirement might be removed by the fact that it is only thatpgb= 0 (i.e., w = 0) that destroys the positive lower
2 2

bound of g¥) and one only need#i]]))‘)’(’lﬁ @) < B(u,u) rather thanH,wD’f(’AU

Theoreni 32). One can easily check thisdos 2:

< B(u,u) (see the proof of

L2(R)

d d
— (aDy"u, xDg'u) + 22 (u.u) = ((& + /l) u, (& - /l) u) + A% (U, 1) = Ul -

Here, we further discuss the Petrov-Galerkin method, wisghopular for the problem with only the one-sided
tempered fractional derivative [50]. First, we show thédaing lemma.

Lemma4.2.If 0 < @ < 2anda # 1, then ue HO%(Q) is equivalent to €u € HO%(Q), i.e., the map# : HO%(Q) -
Hf (Q) : u — e*uis bijection.
Proof. Assumep > 0. Then the conclusion follows by using

XDE’Q(eeXu)”Z = [|leD5 u ]2 ~|l,DEu ]2 (75)

and Corollary311. One can similarly prove the case: 0. O
For discussing the one-sided tempered fractional equatierntroduce two bilinear form defined as:

-£.0

A;(u,v) = (a]D)E’Au, XDE’AV) + a7t (a]D),%’Ou, X]D)i v) + 2% (u,v), (76)
A (U, vp) = (aDE uy, xDb% Vl) +alet (aDE U, xD?%Vl) +(1-a)2” (U, v1).

12



Consider the left tempered fractional equation with the bgemeous boundary condition:

— oD% = — DPu(X) + 27U(X) + @l 1dux) ( X)

— () 77)

still with the homogeneous boundary condition the compaeiguation 0f[IZ]7) is:

+ (1 - @)%y (x) = e™f(x), (78)

. 2 du(0)
- aDXU1(X) + ad l#

whereu; = e**u. The Petrov-Galerkin formulation df{I77) is to fince e=*. H(;% (Q), such that for any € e**- HE(Q),
Aq(u,v) = (f,v); (79)
and the Galerkin formulation of the companion equation (38 findu, € HE(Q), such that for any; € H(;% (Q),
Ay (ug, vq) = <e‘xf,v1>. (80)
By Lemmd4.2, we know thalf (¥9) arld{80) are equivalent witk e™*u.

|cos@)|r2(4+1)
Lemma4.3. For0 < A® < S r2aeees

which satisfiegull, s o < ||e/’xf||H,%(Q).

andl < @ < 2, the weak formulaé(79) arid(80) has an unique solution, and

Proof. For the Galerkin formulatio (80),

Ao (Upty) > [cost)) Diwl’  + (- D_%(D%u)z
2 (U1, U1 = o a 1L2() aldx alez(Q)
[cos@)] b= || 5, P
+(1-a)a° :
> ( +(1-0) I“Z(%+1) aDxct| -
2
whereB(u, u) = <25 ” DA o 2 [oosty) @ and Theorem 314 are used. For the Petrov-Galerkin

formulation [79), taklngJ andv ase*u, ande/’xul, respectlvely, leads ti#\; (u, V)] = Az (ug, u1). So, the Babuska
Inf-Sup conditions [2] are verified.
O

In fact, if the model just has the one-sided tempered fraetiderivativesD:** and.D$2* [50], it is convenient
to convert the Petrov-Galerkin problem into the Galerkiolpem, e.g., the tempered fractional advectiofiudion
equation

— aDu(x) + d - D22 tu(x) = f(X) (81)

withu(@ = u(b) = 0,0< a2 < 1,1< a1 < 2, andf € H™/2(Q); by (68) and Lemm&a4l1, the Petrov-Galerkin
solution of [B1)u = e*uy with u; € H3V*(Q) satisfying

7 7 7 7 X @2
- (an Uy, XDb V]_) +d- (an Uq, XDb Vl) = <e’1 f,V1> Vi, € H0 (Q) (82)

|cos()|r3 (2572 +1)

Ifd> - o)D)

, (82) has an unique solution, which follows from Theofemaha 3.4 withi = 0.

4.1.2. Numerical implementation
Now, we discuss thefigcient implementation. With the equidistant nodes= xg < Xp--- < Xy = b, i =
0,---,N-1,x%.1— % = h, the linear element bases are given as

= I XS XS X

—X
CBZX X1 < XS X2

h
13

k=0,1,---,N-2. (83)

bl

Phi(X) = {



X O0<xx<1

2-x 1<x<2 , itis easy to check that

Defining¢(x) = {

1
¢(x) = ¢(2x = 1)+ 5 (#(2X) + $(2x - 2), (84)
1 X—a
¢h,k(x)_ﬁ-¢(T—k) k=0,1---,N-2. (85)
Thereforegn is just the dilation and translation of a single functipn Let ®n(X) = {¢h,k(x)}E:‘Ol andSy =

span®y(x)}. Then the finite element Galerkin approximation [of] (66)[dl)(Ban be given as: find, € Sy, such
that

A(un,v) =(f,v) VYveS, or Ax(up,Vv)=(f,v) VYveS (86)
and the Petrov-Galerkin finite element approximatior o)) (29find u, € e** - Sy, such that
Ag(un,v) =(f,v) vee™-Sp, (87)

where the discrete Bablska Inf-sup conditians [2] can ketlobd similar to the proof of Lemnia3t Both the
approximations arrive to the error estimate

U= Unlly3 g ~ ™97 [lUllye(gy - (88)
To simplify the calculations and reduce the storage, wegprtethe following result.

Theorem 4.2. Let L[u](X) = fax g(x — Hu(é)dé. Assume that there exigh(X) and ¢o(X) with compact supports
sup@1(X) = [0, di] and sup@2(X) = [0, dz], such that all the supports @ k(X) = ¢1(c(X — @) — K) and ¢2x(X) =
¢a(c(x—a)—k),k=0,1,---,M,c > Olie in (a, b), and defineb;(x) = {p1x}r aNdD2(X) = {p2k}4o. Then the matrix
(L[®1], @2) with the elementL[D1], Do);; = (41i(X), $2,j(X)) is Toeplitz.

Proof. Since
b X
(Llbrie]. b2ie) = f f 00X — E)b110 (€) 0E oo () dx (89)

b-a X
- f f 00X - E)pa(ct k) dea(cx— ko) dx
0 0

do+ko X

- f “ fo 00X — E)(cE — ky) déga(cx— ko) dx

ko

dy Rl
:%foj(; g(k2+x—§)¢1(C§—k1)d§¢2(x)dx

c

1 d> min{x+ko—ky,d;} ko — ky —
= g(u)m@) déd2() dx
o Jo ¢

which just depends on the valuelgf- k;. So, the matrix is Toeplitz. O

Because of the property of the dense matrix
3 a a a T
(X]D)g’/lq)h, an’A(Dh) = (aDi’/l(Dh, X]D); ’/I(Dh) s (90)

we only consideA,| = (aD)%’ACDh, X]D)E’Ad)h). Using the factpny € Hé(Q), one has

2.1 2.1 —o-aaf d d
(anz @, xDf <I>h) = - (a]D)X(Z M (& + /l) Dy, (& - ,1) <1>h). (91)
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Obviously, all the elements of the vector functi@a‘{l( + )y, Or (% — A)®y, are still the dilation and translation of a
single function. Lettingy(x) = e~*x~* in Theoren 4.2, matriA, is Toeplitz, and noting the compact supporigf,
only N elements need to be calculated and stored.

It is also possible to calcula#s of the high-degree element bases, with the computation tanadge cosO(N),
instead ofO(N?). Based on Theorem 4.2, we try to take the bases as the diaiod translations of several known
functions. For example, if one defines the compactly suggdtinctions

Hy() = 2X2 — x 0<x<1,
BV=1 22— 7x+6 1<x<2,

Ha(X) i= -4x% +4x 0< x<1,

and takes

1 _
Dpy = {¢h,1,k, k=0,---,N- 2|¢h,1,k = —H; (ui - k)}

vh h
1 X—a
Onp = {¢h,2,k,k= 0,-+,N=1|pnok = WHZ( h —k)},

then®y, = {®y, 1, O} is the bases of the quadratic element space, and it prodisbesiaroeplitz matrix. To compute
A, we can separate it into four parts, and in total only24 entries need to be computed and stored.

Though we have reduced the computation cog(tid) to produce the correspondingfitiess matrix, unlike the
standard Riemann-Liouville operators, here even for thesli element approximation, the numerical integrationtmus
be used (forl > 0) for calculatingA,. If only the one-sided derivative appears, the Petrov-Radeapproximation
will bring great convenience in generating the entries efdtif matrix. Indeed, taking

¢(X) =X = 2(X - 1)+ + (X - 2)+, (92)
ford/c>awithc> 0, k e N*, one has

rk+1)

—AX _ \kF(e-1)
fKe(@-D+1° D7

aDi;(a—l),/l [e—/lX(CX_ d)lJ(r] — Cj:(a—l)

wherext = (max0, x})¥. Therefore, usind(84) anf{92), it is easy to find that

X—a
D5 [eVigny (9] = a0 e g (<2 - k) (93)

— e—/lxh¥(a/—l)—%‘] (X%a _ k) ,

whereJ(x) = xF@D _ 2 (x— )Y 4 (x - 2)?(”’1)).

1
r(2%(e-1)) ( +

Similar to the argument of (91} = — (aD;(Z“’)'O%((CDh), d% ((Dh)) is Toeplitz, and it can be exactly calculated by
(93). For the right tempered case, using the definitibng-12) and the symmetry @f(x) = ¢(2 — x), it is easy to

check that

XDE((t—l),/lV(X) — aID);f("‘l)"iV(a+ b- y) , (94)
y=a+b-x
ph(@+b—x) = ghn-2-k(X). (%5)
Then it yields
X]D)ﬁ(a—l),/l [e“d)h,k(x)] —— gXpFle-D-3 (%ﬂ -(N-2- k)). (96)

And the similar results can be got for the right tempered ixatr
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These techniques also apply to the high-degree elemeuntsasufor the quadratic element, one has

Hi(x) = 2X¢ —x, —6(x—1), —2(x—2)? — (x-2),,
Ho(X) = —4%2 +4x, +4(x—1)2 + 4(x - 1),.

The Toeplitz or block Toeplitz structure also allows onedampute the matrix vector product with the ca§tN log N)
[7]. Then the iterative method worksheiently.

4.2. Time tempered fractional model
In this subsection, we take the following time temperedtfeaal equation, defined a2 x (0, T], as a model:

0 3 1y 0%
au(x, t) = K, olD; e u(x, t) — Au(x, t) (97)
with the initial conditionu(0, X) = g(x) and subject to the homogeneous Dirichlet boundary cantti(a,t) = 0 =
u(b, t), whereK, > 0 and O< y < 1. It can be regarded as the special case of the backwarfracFeynman-Kac
equation|[5, eq. 20] witlpU = A. Using the techniques developed|in/[15, Appendix], EQ] (@) be rewritten as

32

SDYu(x 1) = Kyﬁ

u(x, t). (98)
4.2.1. Model analysis

By (I3), one ha§D!'u(x, t) = aD?"u(x, t) - re(ln_‘;) g; then combining Theorem 3.2 @u = % < 1) and Corollary
[, the variational method similar to_[24, 25] can be depetbto solve this equation. But the cost is high for the
tempered case, and the regularityu@f, t) w.r.t. t is low. So, here we use a line method (giverin {106)) inst&ae.
finite element spatial discretization 6f{98) can be giverfias uy, : [0, T] — Sy, Sh C Hé(Q) such that

(607 "un,v) = =K, (U, V') ¥v e Spx C([0,T]). (99)

with uy(0) = gh = Phg € Sy, whereP,g denotes thé&? projection.

Theorem 4.3. For 0 < y < 1, the space semi-discrete schefmé (99) is unconditionalfyestand there are

t 1 1
/l\fo‘ |uh|a1(9) ds+ E |uh(t)||2-|1(9) S E |gh|al(g) 9 (100)
U2 = lIghllzgoy + T 1901 gy - (101)

Proof. Choosev = Diun = (4 + A) un in @), i.e.,
(SD7'un, Dun) = =K, (uf, (Diun)). (102)
Notice that
T T
, / 1
[ wh (D)t =2 [ gy B+ 5 (T~ o) (103)

By Definition[2.3 and Theorem 3.3, one has

T T
fo (5D7'un, Dfun) dt = fo (oD; ' Dun, Dfup) dt (104)
TsinGF) ||, 2
> D, 2 Dlu dt>0.
\/(; o ‘O t tYh @)
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Combining Definitio 211 [(15), and Holder’s inequality dsato

] L 2

_ 2 - ,;7’/1
”Uh(T) —-€ Mgh”LZ(Q) = 'ODT 2 ODT 2 D%Uh
T -1 T
T -1t)
< %dt[
o TI?(F) 0
dt.

.
T f
0 L2(Q)

Now, replacingT by t, then combining[(103) with {104) results in (100); and us{i§3)-{105) and the triangle
inequality leads td (101). O

(105)
L2(Q)
Ly 2
oD; 2" Diun dt
L2(Q)

Ly 2
oD; 7" Dun

4.2.2. Numerical implementation
Let (Lag,x) = (¢'.x7) Yo, x € Shx C([0,T]). Then from [99), there exisD{'u, = —K,Lnun, by Laplace
transform, whose formal solution can be given as

Un(xt) = €E, 1 (—K, L) Prg, (106)

whereE, 4(2) is the Mittag-Lefler (ML) function [33], and the transform formuleig[thy’”uh](s) = (s+A)" Z[un](9)-

(s+ )" tup(0) andZ[t*1E, s(xpt")I(s) = 5;; R(s) > |p|$ are used. Exponential integrator and rational approx-
imation have been well developed to solve the classical PIE&ct, because of the large storage requirement and
computation cost of fractional operators, developingéhgpe of algorithms for fractional PDEs makes more sense.

Denote

v = P1E, 4(-K, "L p)v. (107)

Define a branch cut along the negative axis and note th&t real symmetric positive define. By the inverse Laplace
transform, for any € L2(Q), it follows that

1 -1
By — Stgy—B
Py = ifce s (sy+Kth) vds
51 -1
- Y=B (Zy 4
=5 j;ezz (z + K, t Lh) vdz
where the patiC is a deformed Bromwich contour enclosing the negative axihé anticlockwise sense [36,/42].

Since the resolvent estimajte+ LiliLzq) < ©127 [40, Chapter 6127 (2 + Kth)fl is analytic inC/(—oo, 0] for
0 <y < 1landg = v, and it tends to zero uniformly 48 — co. Then one can replacd with the (N; — 1, N;) type

Caratheéodory-Fejér (CF) rational approximatign,-1 = I’:‘zll Zf—kzk [36,l42] to obtain an approximation of the form
Ny N
ey~ 13" 6z (7 + K'Ln) v, (108)
k=1

where the polegz} and residuegcy} can be computed only once and stored. To implenieni (108)camsolveN;
elliptic problems: findv(z) = (zz + KytVLh)_lv € Sy, such that

((Z +KPLn) U@)x) = (V) Vx € S (109)

in parallel, but a clever way is to cut them to half by using tbenplex conjugate nature ofy( z); and the standard
preconditioning or multi-grid techniques can be appliedgeed up the process. Finally, for aity- C/(—0, 0], one
has

”zV‘ﬁ (27 + KL h)flv

-B
ey < @127 M) (110)
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Then by [36, Theorem 5.2], the theoretic convergence ratbefCF approximation is geometric. Our numerical
experiments show that it always gives excellent resultg for4 while N equals 14 to 16.
More generally, if the source terii(x, t) # 0 in (@8), the semi-discrete equation will become

SDY'un = —Ky L ntn + Pyf, (111)
anduy(t) will be given as
Un(X, 1) = € E, 1(=Kyt'Lp)Png + TPy f, (112)
where
t
P, f = f (t- 9 E,,(—K,(t — 9”Ln)e'C Py fds (113)
0

By the equation (1.100) in [83, p. 25], fer> 0 andB > 0, it follows that

t
[ €9t -a- 9 - s (114)
a
=T()(t - af" 1E, 4. (—q(t — @)).
Therefore, iff(x,t) has the forme (tvlflgl(x) +1727go(X) + - ) one can remove the integral symbol In{1L14)

exactly. Otherwise iff (x,t) is piecewise smooth w.r.t, the subdivision low-order interpolation can be used, i.e.
letting 0=ty < - - - < ty-1 < ty =t be the partition of [0t], and

My My
h(x 9= ch (5=t = > e (- tis) (115)
1=0 1=0

be themy degree interpolation &S9P f in interval [t, t.1], then

M-1 t t
Py f =~ Z( f - f )(t_s)v-lEW(—Ky(t—s)th)eMH)hk(s)ds
k=0 WYk L%}
M—1 maxmy,mg-1}
= Z T(l + 1)t — )7 Eyyatea (—Ky (t = t)Ln) (Chyy = Chv 11
k=0 1=0

My
+ ) T+ DOE, yarea (—Kyt'Ln) Gy,
1=0

where we take}ml = 0forl > my andc,'?k_l’I = Oforl > my_y, respectively. Then every-{t,)”* E, +1+1 (—Ky(t —t)’L h)v
can be handled with the samg,(z) by (I08), and the final error will be dominated by the intdation of e{S-VP,, f
(which can be controlled in advance, even to obtain the tartand interpolation points adaptively), superior to
the finite diference method or the predictor-corrector method, whiclaliysdepends on the regularity of the exact
solutionuy(t) or SDY"un [15].

The high-order element or the composite spectral intetjpplgeven the best uniform approximation) can be used
to get a fast and better approximatiofPiff has a good regularity. For example, one can chgpge= cos(z'z’,\j)”, j=
0,1,---, M, the Chebshev Gauss nodes eti[1], and let{sw j; swj = & (1+ &w )} be the interpolation points, then
the Chebshev Lagrange interpolatioredf9P, f on the whole interval [(X] can be given as

M M
hex9) = > IR su)lmi(9) = D om; S (116)
j=0 j=0
Using [112) and{114n(x, t) can be approximated by
Un(%,t) = € E, 1(~=K,t"L)Prg + I Paf. (117)
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where

M
I Pt = Z T(j + DVHE, 4 jea(-K ' Lo (118)
=0
But to handlell***v for big 8 = y + j + 1 and smallN;, the CF approximation is distorted due to the fact that

2F (zV + Kth)fl decays so fast that the left-most nodes make a negligibl&ibotion (the same happens when
approximating the gamma function [36, Fig. 4.3]). One caarowme this by fine-tuning the integral in a manner
specific toy, 3. Foro > 0, letC be the simplest parabolic contour (P£p) = o(ip + 1), p € R given in [19]. The
fast decay ofez(p)| for |p| — oo allows one to produce an approximationidf’v as

1 e -1
Ay = ﬁ Z(p)eP2#(p) (Z(p) + Kyt'Ln) ~ vdp

) v

k=—N;
tﬁ* 1oa s
— Zykq(e@zk (7 + K,t'Ln) vEIfy,
I k=0
1 k=0
wherez = 2(px), 7 = Z(px), P« = K- 71, andwy = { 2 k>1"

Lemma 4.4. For any givero- > 0, the PC discretaizatioﬁlnfv is stable foB > % andt; < 1,i.e,

o1
VB <. —p+1
”HN1 o 2n & MlLz(q) - (119)
Proof. By (110), it follows that
t’B 1‘1’1
[ < © Z 2120 Mz (120)
tB-1 g+l
= @7”9.%4“1 {1 + 22 &P (1+ p}) ﬁ”] IVIL2@)
k=1
tB-1 00 g4l
< @Eeo—o' prl (Tl + zf e—U'Pz (1 + pz) o dp) ||V||L2(Q) >
0
which completes the proof. O

We extend the function(p) defined forp € R as analytic function in a striff = {p={+in, a <p<a,}. Itis
easy to check that the neighbourhadd {z(p), p € Y} of the contourC lies in C/(—o0,0] for any 0< a, < 1 and
a_ < 0. Then according to the convergence result of the trapakaidk for the integral over the real line (see the
proof of Theorem 5.1 ir [41, Section 5]), fér> 3, it holds that

M_ M,
L S ezam_1 @ @aln_1

+TE, (121)

”Hy’ﬁv ~ Py
1

where

|2(¢ + i)l Vil 2 d¢

2tP- 1 (-a,)? NB+3 o g2
<027 gtenr ((a-ay) ™ [ et [ erar)iig
0 1

T
2tﬁ—l —B+1
<=2

M. _@—f |Z (¢ +ia,) ¢+

—a.)2 _ T
e ((1— a) P+ 2;/1_,2)||v||u<9),
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and

> e 12d Mg

k>N;+1
1 1
<O—€&0 —ﬁ”f e (1+ p) 2 dpIMicz)
n Ni71
ﬁ 1
<0 o —B+1/2 —U‘(NlTl) “V“LZ(Q)
2+

7_27(

For anyor; < &, by choosingp. = 1 - 7 <0, it yieldse T <e "1 . One can balance the orders of
magnitude of three error terms to estimate the optimal &tion point, i.e.,

o'(l a)? e

e mlJr% ~ eff(l a,)?- Ti (1 a+) 28+1 ~ @ (r(Nl‘z'l)2 (122)
Noting that fora, — 1, it follows that
U (L a) P e W (- a) P S e (1o

So the algorithms developed in [19, Subsection 3.2.2] fonmating the ML function can be directly used here or
after replacing the correspondifdy 8 + y — %; they produce good numerical results foralk %

An alternative rational approximation could also be depetbbased on the Dunford-Taylor integral (DTI) repre-
sentation, it holds that

mMPv=— | E,4(-K,t"2) (@ - Lp)tvdz (123)
2ni Jo

whereC is a closed contour enclosing the spectrurh gfandv{z) = (2 — L) v € Sy can be computed by

(@ -L0%D.x) = (vx) VxeSh. (124)

Note that the ML function is entire. Theoretically, one cdroase any dficiently large circleC to gain a fast
exponential convergence; seel[41, Theorem 18.1]. In pedtifails, due to the fast increase|Efy,ﬁ(z)| for Rg2) —

oo with |arg(z)| <vandv e ( 5 ,ny) [33, Theorem 1.5]. Therefore, a stable and wise way is basd@3) Theorem
1.6]

Bl < 1 larg@)] € vl (125)

to select a circleC lying in the right halfz-plane, not very closing to the original point (to reduce thed error).
Thus the techniques presented|in [21, Method 1] perfectigkiere to produce such a discretizationB#v with

the number of quadrature nodes needed to obtain a specifiedaay increasing asymptotically as log{ax/omin)

[21, Theorem 2.1], wheremax andomin are the largest and smallest eigenvalue of the correspgmaiitrix of L,
respectively. Our numerical experiments show that it caripce the same accuracy with the first two approaches,
but usually a longer time is required (being the same as teerghtion in|[4]).

Remark 4.2 The quadrature pointgz} are independent of the time, so they can be pre computed aretisinly
once in the case # 0. Moreover, the point§z} don’t depend ory andg in the CF and DTl methods; but for the
PC method, they must be pre computed f@fiedinty andg, at the same time the number of points is much less than
the one of the DTI method. Finally, it can be noted that thehods developed in this section have no restriction
in the space dimensions, and they can also be directly appdighe fractional case, such as, the Riesz derivative
and the fractional Laplace operator [45, 47,/48], and the geal strongly elliptic operator witlD < y < % (for the
corresponding resolvent estimate and spectral distrdntsee, e.g., [40, Chapter 6] and [53]).
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Table 1: Numerical result$|~(|i/2-error) of the Galerkin (G) and Petrov-Galerkin (P-G) foraixpld 5.1 withg = 0 andg = 3.

type J a=1421=3 a=1421=5 a=181=3 a=1821=5
Err Rate Err rate Err Rate Err Rate
6 | 2.0583e-02 — 1.9611e-01 — | 9.1200e-02 — 8.6035e-01 —
G 7 | 8.2721e-03  1.3151 7.8394e-02 1.3229 4.2439%e-02 1.103§ 3.9984e-01  1.1055
8 | 3.3402e-03 1.3083 3.1543e-02 1.3134 1.9771e-02 1.1020 1.8612e-01 1.1032
6 | 7.6343e-03 — 1.3508e-02 — | 3.4052e-02 — 6.0270e-02 —
P-G 7| 3.0794e-03 1.309§ 5.4459e-03 1.3106 1.5859e-02 1.1024 2.8046e-02 1.1036
8 | 1.2494e-03 1.3014 2.2109e-03 1.300§ 7.3922e-03 1.1012 1.3074e-02 1.1011

Table 2: Numerical resultd 2-error) of the Galerkin (G) and Petrov-Galerkin (P-G) forxple 5.1 withg = 2.
type J| @a=141=38=3 | a=141=58=3 | a=181=0=11| a=181=54=11

Err Rate Err rate Err Rate Err Rate

6 | 4.0085e-04 — | 3.9560e-03 — | 2.8614e-05 — 5.2145e-03 —
G 7 | 9.5772e-05 2.0654 9.2271e-04 2.1001 9.4361e-06 1.6004| 1.2063e-03  2.1120
8 | 2.3343e-05 2.0366 2.2145e-04 2.0589 3.1123e-06 1.6002| 2.8209e-04  2.0964

6 | 5.8454e-04 — 1.0838e-03 — | 2.8603e-05 — 4.2569e-04 —
P-G 7| 1.4791e-04 1.9825 2.7674e-04 1.9695 9.4325e-06 1.6004| 1.1182e-04 1.9286
8 | 3.7258e-05 1.9891 7.0079e-05 1.9814 3.1111e-06 1.6002| 2.9333e-05 1.9306

5. Numerical results

In this section, the numerical experiments are carried@assess the computational performance dfettve-
ness of the numerical schemes. In the following, we alway®oseQ = (0, 1) with N = 27 space partitions. All
numerical experiments are run in MATLAB 7.11 (R2010b) on awth Intel(R) Core (TM)i7-4510U 2.6 GHz pro-
cessor and 8.0 GB RAM. The codes to produce the quadratunespzi} in the CF, PC and DTI schemes are adapted
from [42,20/ 21], respectively; we chooble = 16 for the PC scheme amdl = 10- [10g(0-max/0min) + 3] for the DTI
scheme; and the parameters of the PC scheme is adaptivdiyge by code itself.

Example 5.1. Consider[(65) with (0) = u(1) = 0, p = 1, m(x) = g1*~1(1 - x) and dX) = 0. The right hand term (i)
is derived from the exact solutiorfx) = (1 — x)* — e™(1 - x).

We take the linear element spaceSasand use the norm defined by

1 2,0 2,0
Ul 5 = = (D520 DY2%) ~ oz

The||-||i/2 errors and convergence rates of the Galerkin and Petrosraimethod are shown in Taljle 1, which well
confirm the theoretical prediction (88). And the correspgngd.? ones are given in Tablg 2.

A well conditional number and bunching of eigenvalues ofrtrarix equation usually mean the good numerical
stability and the faster iteration convergence speed. Biméirwity and coerciveness @ (-,-) mean the algebraic
system

AU=F (126)

corresponding td(66) has the condition num&¢2’?) (i.e., O(N?)). In fact, for anyu = ®pU,v = ®LV € Sy, it
follows that

(AU,V);, = AU V) = [lUllys g IMly3 gy = 27 Uz IMIz@) ~ 27 UL, IV,
(AU, U), = AU W) < [Iulffg o < ey ~ VI
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Table 3: The condition number (Con-num) and the CPU time ofRES for Exampl€35]1 witlg = 0, @ = 1.7 andA = 3.

J Before pre- GMRES After Pre- GMRES
Con-num Rate Iter CPU(s) | Con-num Rate | Iter CPU(s)
7 | 2.2768e03 — 1.2700e-02 0.0960 | 1.6869 — 14.0 0.0113

8 | 7.4179e¢03 1.7040| 2.5500e-02 0.3897| 1.7816 0.0788| 14.0 0.0109
9 | 2.4135e04 1.7020| 5.1100e-02 1.6416| 1.8642 0.0654| 15.0 0.0156

x 10* x 10* 05 05
1 4 + J=8
- J=8 - J=9
2
0 0 0 0
-2
o 2 s b 5 10 o 0
x10* x 10* '8.5 1 15 '8.5 1 15

Figure 1: Spectral distribution of the mat (first two columns) andWTAWD (last two columns) for Examp[e 3.1 with= 0, « = 1.7 and
1=3.

where the inverse estimate and the fact thigtl[;, < Ilull 2 < lIUIl,, are used. Therefor#A‘lnI 213 A, < 2%.

If a new basist of Sy can be chosen such that for any= ¥hV* € Sp, [Ml,5(q) ~ ||V*||I with the constant
independent of] (i.e., Riesz basis, see [11, p. 463]), then the correspgralgebraic matrix will have the well
condition number. To do this, we introduce the multiscaleibafS;,. Let

V=020, W= Wl = 280 (DX - K2 (127)

Then¥; = Uf;& V* form the multiscale wavelet basis (i.e., the Schauder ttbieal basis) o5y, and it holds that
¥y = ®,W, whereW denotes the fast wavelet transform (FWT) matrix, which carobtained by[(84) and_(IR7)
and implemented by the FWT algorithm with the cO$2”) (see [11, p. 433-437]). Takingjx = Wikl /A(zp’j‘ ! D)

and¥; = {zp,k} o’ , by |11, Theorem 30.7 and p. 605, = (7", 1‘1’, is a Riesz basis dBy,, and the corresponding
algebraic system under this basis can be given as the pmaooed form of [126), i.e.,

DWTAWD (D™*W™U) = DW'F, (128)
A* ‘_“U’*‘—’ Fx

whereA*, U* and P denotes the dfiness matrix, unknown vector and the right term unfigrrespectively, and

D= diag( doo .o, -+, dig, -+, dag, - ,dJ,zJ—l) dik =1/ AW 0 ¥

The diagonal matri¥ can be produced with the cag(2”). In the process of preconditioning/Q andw™Q can be
computed by the FWT with the co§(2”) (see[11, p.433-437] and [43, Chapter 6]); s&@ can be implemented by
the FFT with the cosD(J - 27) [7,132,/44], where Q denotes a vector. The condition numbfitse algebraic system
and the CPU time of the GMRES iteration (before and after gmditioning) are listed in Tablgl 3. The stopping
criterion for solving the linear systems#{ég))‘l% < le- 8, wherer(k) is the residual vector aftdriterations. We also
display the spectral distribution in Figurk 1

Example 5.2. Consider the time Caputo and space tempered fractionaltémua

SDJu(x.t) = K, D3 u(x, t) + f(xt) O<y<l l<a<2 (129)
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Figure 2: Numerical results (semilogy coordinate) of the(lgff) and PC (right) schemes for Examplel5.2 witk 3 andT = 2, where (13, 6/5, 1)
denotesy = 1/3, a = 6/5, andg = 1.

Table 4: The numerical results, solved by the DTI schemefampld 5P with the spatial derivative(-2) 2 andT = 5.
J y=03,a=12 vy=03,0=18 y=08a=12 vy=08a=18

L2-Err CPU(s) L2-Err CPU(s) L2-Err CPU(s) L2-Err CPU(s)

7 | 2.7697e-05 0.0941 1.6318e-05 0.0562| 4.3443e-06 0.0663 2.3827e-06 0.0557

6.9239e-06 0.1850 4.0796e-06 0.1708 1.0861e-06 0.1770| 5.9569e-07 0.1711

9 | 1.7310e-06  1.4496 1.0199e-06 1.4148 2.7151e-07 1.4591] 1.4892e-07 1.4654

(o]

with u(0,t) = u(1,t) = 0, K, = 1, where @x) and f(x, t) are derived from the exact solution
u(x.t) = (1+t)e™(x* - ). (130)

Let Sy, be the linear element space, and define
2.1 2.4 a-1{ m3%.0 1-%.0 @
(Lng,x) = = (oD% "¢, xD7 x| + @d®* (oDZ ", «D 2 x|+ A% (9, x) Ve, x € Sh. (131)

We use[(TT¥) to exactly do the integration [0 {(1113), and axiprate the corresponding”#v with the CF and PC
schemes, respectively. The numerical results fedénty anda at T = 2 are presented in Figuté 2, where the
straight lines (with the slope?2) give a strong indication that the induced errors from tieo€ PC approximation
are negligible compared to the errors resulted from thesfiesiement discretization. Though one can only assert that
27 (2 + Kth)_l is analytic inC/(—co,0] for 0 < y < % while Ly, is positive define, but the numerical experiments
surprisingly show it can done for gllwithout any problem.

Since the existence of the non-real eigenvaluds,othe DTl method fails here. Whereas the great strength of it
lies inits simplicity and wide applied range. For examlenie replaces the space derivative with the one-dimenkiona
version of the fractional laplace(-2)? [47,148] and defineky, = (—an)? , (Ane, x) = — (¢', x?) Yo, x € Sh, then the
solution of [I1¥) can be easily approximated with the DTImoetby just letting

-1 o
Py = . E, s(-K,t'Z%) (2 — (-2p)) *vdz (132)
o

Forg(x) = 5sin(mx) (cos(2rx) — 1) and f(x,t) = 0, the numerical results are presented in Table 4.

Example 5.3. Consider the tempered time fractional equation:
2
DY u(x t) = KV%U(X, )+ f(xt) 0<y<1l (133)
with u(0,t) = u(L,t) = 0, K, = 1/2%,g(X) = sin(rx), and

L+ 1)~

f(xt) = wt)e'g(x), w(t) = TB—7+1)

+¥+ 1 (134)

23



Table 5: The numerical performance of Exaripld 5.3 wite 0.6,1 = 1,5 = 4, andT = 1. Here “CF, 2” denotes that the CF scheme and
M = 2J equidistant partitions w.r.t. time are used; similar fa tther ones.

J CF, 2 PC, 2 DTI, 2° Ly, 22

L2-Err CPU(s) L2-Err CPU(s) L2-Err CPU(s) L2-Err CPU(s)
7 | 4.4249e-08 0.1212| 4.4249e-08 1.0614) 4.4249e-08 5.3500 1.2448e-07 218.10
8 | 5.5308e-09 0.3569 5.5303e-09 3.9575 5.5303e-09 12.452 1.5658e-08 5454.8
9 | 6.9161e-10 1.4283| 6.9118e-10 15.495 6.9117e-10  25.808 — > 12 hours

Then the exact solution igx t) = e (tﬁ + 1) sin(rx).

Take the quadratic element spaceSas which has the space convergence order 3. 86r9P, f, we use the
quadratic interpolation in time; and the numerical perfantes are displayed in Taljle 5. For comparison, we also
show the results of the2 y orderL;-time stepping schemg [13] in last two columns, i.e.,

k-1 tie1 9P
Zf (tk—s)‘ya_st k= 1’...’|\/|=|'223TJ,-|’
=0 Yt S

e—/itk

§D7 "V ey, ~ I(1-v)
whereP; = eliy(t),1) + 2 (eliy(tj.) — etv(t))) andr = ;.

The numerical results show that the time-direction erréthe CF, PC and DTI schemes are determined by the
interpolation errors (3-order), which can be predesighdatreover, they are easy to do the parallel computing. Since
the CF scheme uses the least amount of quadrature poistéagtest; and the PC scheme follows. The matlab “eig”
function is used to obtain the extreme eigenvalues in thedafieme and the time is not included here. In addition,
if f(x t) (w.r.t. time) is sifficiently smooth, a faster speed might be realized by the s scheme. For example,
if B =9, the 16 order Chebshev spectral interpolation PC schertieting time 03078s,0.138%, 0.2287sis much
better than the quadratic interpolation CF scheme withithe 012155, 0.3248s, 1.35675, and the cofficientscy,j in
(118) are roughly obtained by the “chebfun.interpl” andiypéunctions in the Chebfun project [16].

6. Conclusion

The tempered anomaloudftision attracts the wide interests of scientists. It is méweecto reality in the sense
that the physical space is bounded and the life span of thiglearis finite. This paper focuses on providing the vari-
ational framework andficient numerical implementation for the tempered PDEs dgisgrthe tempered anomalous
diffusion. We first presented the variational properties of émepered fractional derivatives, which are used to es-
tablish the Galerkin and Petrov-Galerkin method for savihe space tempered fractionatfdrential equations.
Meanwhile, we also studied the properties of the tempegedifmal integrals, which allow us to perform the theoret-
ical analysis of the Perov-Galerkin method for the time terad fractional equations. Théieient implementations,
including the Galerkin and Petrov-Galerkin finite elememtihod, the time integrator, and the rational approxima-
tion method, are detailedly discussed. And the well perfmfmumerical simulation results confirm the theoretical
analysis and show the higlffieiency of the schemes.
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