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Abstract

In this paper, we investigate fast algorithms in the small fraction order regime to approximate
the Caputo derivative OCDf‘u(t) when ¢ is small. We focus on two fast algorithms, i.e. FIR and
FIDR, both relying on the sum-of-exponential approximation to reduce the cost of evaluating the
history part. FIR is the numerical scheme originally proposed in [[16], and FIDR is an alternative
scheme proposed in [26], and we show that the latter is superior when « is small. With quantita-
tive estimates, we prove that given a certain error threshold, the computational cost of evaluating
the history part of the Caputo derivative can be decreased as o gets small. Hence, only minimal
cost for the fast evaluation is required in the small o regime, which matches prevailing protocols
in engineering practice. We also present improved stability and error analysis of FIDR for solving
linear fractional diffusion equations, which achieves clear dependence of the error bound on the
fraction order «. Finally, we carry out systematic numerical studies for the performances of both
FIR and FIDR schemes, where we explore the trade-off between accuracy and efficiency when
o is small.
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1 Introduction

In recent years, there has been an emerging interest in the field of fractional deriva-
tives. Many phenomena in engineering have been described by models with fractional
derivatives, such as the groundwater flow [2,13]], the blood ethanol concentration sys-
tem [24], the epidemic model [32], the magnetic hysteresis phenomena [6], and seis-
mic wave propagation problems discussed in [35]. These complex media or processes
in these fields need hereditary descriptions, while fractional derivative is an excellent
mathematical tool for characterizing the memory effects [28L37].

Several versions of fractional time derivative has been proposed, including the
Riemann-Liouville (RL) fractional derivative [25, Sec. 2], [27], the Griinwald-Letnikov
(GL) fractional derivative [23, Sec. 2.2], [31]], and the Caputo fractional derivative [5]].
Both GL fractional derivative and RL fractional derivative require fractional-type ini-
tial values, whose physical interpretation is not clear. On the other hand, the Caputo
fractional derivative takes the integer-order differential equations as the initial value.
We refer to [17,121,23] for a more general discussion.

The general form of the Caputo fractional derivative is represented as follows

1 t 9Mu(T)
c —
oD u(r) = Tm—a) /0 0 _Tr)aﬂimd‘t, m—1<a<m meZ. (1)

In this paper, we focus on the numerical approximation of the Caputo derivative with
o € (0,1); then (1) becomes

C o _ 1 tou'(7)
oDy u(t)il"(l—(x)/o (t—‘c)“df7 O<a<l. 2)

Designing an efficient numerical methods for fractional differential equations is non-
trivial, since the fractional derivative at ¢ depends on the information of all u(t) on
T € (0,1) [19]. For heuristic purposes, we introduce the L1 approximation below to
demonstrate the computational burden due to the non-local dependence in time of the
Caputo derivative.

The L1 approximation, based on piecewise linear interpolation of u, is a popular
scheme of discretizing the Caputo fractional derivative [[L0-12]]. The cost of the one-
time evaluation of the time derivative grows linearly as the time step increases. For
a given time grid {t,, 0 =1y <1 < --- <ty =t}, t = kAt, the L1 approximation
constructs a finite difference scheme as [12} eq. 3.1]

" At*(x 0 n—1
6Dy :m “E)a)” 7Z(anoi)lfl7“51091)”[7“5:09]“0 (3)

where u* := u(t;) and
a™ =(+1n)e—-e >0

As aforementioned, the fractional derivative at #;, depends on all u(7) on 7 € (0,1); as
a result, the finite difference scheme (3)) requires O(n) computational cost to compute
CoD%u", and O(n?) computational cost to solve the fractional differential equations
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(since we need to compute all OCDt“uk , k=1,--- ,n). Therefore, it is expensive when
n is large.

There are plenty of works that propose fast evaluations of the Caputo deriva-
tive, including the second order implicit schemes [13], the fast evaluations with the
sum-of-exponential approximation [16,[33]], as well as some efficient algorithms im-
plemented in engineering works [34436], [9, Chapter 2]. In this paper we focus on
the fast schemes using the sum-of-exponential approximation, which is a widely-used
method in speeding up the evaluation of the convolution integrals. Such approxima-
tions have been used in efficient approximations for heat kernel [[15], the evaluation
of average probability of error [20]], and the evaluation of the exponential integral
function [1]].

The fast scheme in [16] is presented in the following to illustrate the application
of the sum-of-exponential approximation in the Caputo derivative. To distinguish the
scheme that we shall discuss in this paper, we call the scheme in [16] the fast eval-
uation of the integral representation, abbreviated by FIR. To calculate the Caputo
derivative @) when ¢ = 1,,, FIR splits the convolution integral in () into two parts —
a local part containing the integral from #,_; to #,, and a history part containing the
integral from O to #,,_1:

IR n_u(s)
OCDt (t”) - )/0 (t dS

ri-o )@

B 1 oy (s) 1 -1 u'(s) 4)
BTN s~ el S o

= Cy(tn) + Cn(tn)-

FIR applies the standard L1 approximation for the local part, with the integration by
parts, the history part is rewritten as,

Ci(tn) = ﬁfolﬂ %ds
1 [u(t,,l) u(to) _a/"nfl u(s)ds ]

r(l—oa)| Arx 1 Jo (ta—s)H@

(&)

The main challenge to calculate the Caputo derivative efficiently is the evaluation
of the time integral from O to #,_;. FIR uses the sum-of-exponential approximation to
approximate the integral in the history part, instead of a finite difference scheme, thus
the computational cost is considerably reduced. To be more specific, [[16} eqs. 2.1-2.4]
approximates the convolution kernel #~! =% via a sum-of-exponentials:

Nexp

-1 u(s)ds "Tn—1 st —
J (t(% ~Yow [ u(@e I, ©)
n =1

JO

where s; and w; are the nodes and weights of sum-of-exponentials, respectively, and
Nexp denotes the total number of modes. Note that Nexp(<< n) is chosen for a given
error threshold. For each time step, FIR only needs to update the Nexp modes to as-
semble the approximation of the history part instead of gathering contributions from
all past time steps u(#;), k=1,--- ,n. Thus FIR reduces the storage requirement from
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O(n) t0 O(Nexp). Furthermore, the overall computational cost is reduced from O(n?)
to O(nNexp) in (3).

This work however, is devoted to investigating the numerical representation of the
Caputo derivative in the small & regime. This has been overlooked by the community
of numerical analysis. It is motivated by quantitative comparison in the recent work
for efficient viscoelastic wave modeling problems [18}134], where the authors use
the parameter Q instead of o in (1)) to quantify the memory effect of the fractional
derivative,with the following relationship between Q and o [34} e.q. 2]

o= l arctan l 7
n Q
Therefore, a is roughly inversely proportional to Q. In [34], the authors consider
time-domain anisotropic anelastic attenuation modeling involves Caputo fractional
time derivatives, where an error of the factor function is defined as

2a
o a(may [
R(w,Q) :=cos ( > ) ((Dr) cos(ma), ®)
where @ and @, denote the frequency to be computed and the reference angular fre-
quency, respectively, and « is the same o as in (7). They find that that the smaller the
Q value is, the larger the error of R(®, Q) is [34} Fig. 1], [35] Fig. 2]. Similar phe-
nomena can be find in the experiments [18]], which always show that the numerical
experiments works better when Q increases (i.e., o decreases). In complex engineer-
ing systems, the engineers can only afford a few modes, similar to Neyp in (G), to
account for the history effect. Their results show that an acceptable approximation
could be achieved with only 1~ 3 modes when « is small. And in their works it often
suffices to consider the cases when Q is relative large, like Q = 10, 30 in [], respec-
tively corresponding to o =~ 0.03, 0.01. On the other hands, the existing numerical
analysis results in the applied math community have not addressed the dependence
issue on (; as a result, relatively impractical upper bound of the computational cost
is provided, when o < 1 is small [4}{14] or o > 1 [30], thus beyond the computation
capacity for 3D real-world large-scale transient applications.

In this paper, we explore the relationship between & and the global error of fast
algorithms for the Caputo derivative. For the algorithm FIR, we show that the global
error will reduce as o gets smaller. Nevertheless, the fast scheme FIR still requires
considerably many modes, even ¢ is moderately small; thus it is not affordable in
complex engineering applications.

We shall show that another scheme originally presented in [26] requires much
smaller numbers of modes to achieve a satisfactory approximation error, when com-
pared with FIR in the small « regime. In this paper, we call this scheme the fast
evaluation of the integral differential representation, abbreviated by FIDR.

FIDR proposes a different evaluation for the history part. In FIDR, the convolu-
tion integral is also split into the local part and the history part, similar to ). How-
ever, they use the sum-of-exponential approximation directly to evaluate the history
part

B 1 -1y (s)
Ci(tn) = o) /0 st- )
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where the integral is less singular near t —¢,_;.
In other words, they approximate the convolution kernel z~ % via sum-of-exponentials

Tn— / Na In— -
/ L) s Y / LS 9 u(t) . (10)
0 = o

(1 —s)®

The detailed construction of such a scheme will be presented in Section 21

However, the small fraction order issue is not addressed in [26], nor does the
numerical analysis in [26] apply to this scenario. In fact, Theorem 4.2 in [26] gives
an error bound that tends to O(1) where oo — 0.

We carry out an improved error analysis for FIDR, and obtain a sharper global
error estimate with explicit dependence on the fraction order «. In particular, it shows
the FIDR scheme requires less history modes to achieve a certain accuracy when o
gets smaller.

Furthermore, we also compare the two scheme FIR and FIDR and prove that the
error of FIDR is smaller than the error of FIR when Ny = Nexp, where Ny denotes the
total number of modes in FIDR. The detailed analysis of the difference between two
schemes is provided in Section[3

The novelties delivered from this paper are summarized below.

1. We prove that the global error of the scheme FIR and FIDR reduces, when o
becomes smaller. This serves as the first verification of the engineering protocol
that reliable numerical experiments can be implemented with reduced cost in the
small o regime (or equivalently, in the large O value regime).

2. Both quantitative estimates and extensive numerical tests show that given a cer-
tain error threshold, FIDR can evaluate the Caputo derivative with little compu-
tational cost.

3. Compared with FIR, the global error of FIDR is smaller when the storage cost
and the computational cost are the same, especially when At is small.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2] we give the scheme construc-
tion and main results for the two schemes. In Section B] we analyse the sum-of-
exponential approximation especially when « is small. In Section dl we give the
proof of stability and convergence of the two scheme. We compare the two schemes
and present the numerical results of the schemes solving fractional diffusion PDEs in
Section[3 Finally we give the conclusion and remarks in Section[6l

2 FIR and FIDR Scheme construction

In this work, we consider two types of discretization of the Caputo derive (I) when
0 < a < 1, and we pay special attention to the asymptotic regime 0 < o < 1.
When 0 < o < 1, the Caputo derivative () becomes

Cna _ 1 ! ”/(T)
OD’M(I)_F(l—a)./o (t,f)ad""’ 0<o<l. (11)

Suppose that we want to evaluate the Caputo fractional derivative in the interval [0, T']
over a set of time grids Q, := {t, = nAt, n=0,1,--- Ny} with T denoting the total
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simulation time Nr denoting the total number of time steps and the time step At :=
T / Nr.

Note that, the Caputo derivative involves the time integration from the initial time
to the current time. To avoid storing all the function value from ¢ to #y,., it is natural to
split the convolution integral into a sum of a local part and a history part and compute
the history part, with a reduced but accurate approximation, that is,

o _ 1 In ”/(S)
ng (tn) - )/0 ( dS

ri-—o t—s)®
1 e u'(s) 1 et u'(s) (12)
*F<1—a)./r,lfl (t—s)“dHF(l—a)/o i~ ®
IZCl(tn)+Ch(tn).

where the last equality defines the local and history parts, respectively. In both FIR
and FIDR schemes, we apply the standard L1 approximation for the local part

u(ty) —u(ty—1) [ 1 ~u(ty) —u(ty,—1)
Ciltn) ~ AnI(1—a) /l] =9 AT 2—a)

13)

However, the approximations of the history part are different in these schemes.
In the scheme FIR presented in [[16], they apply the integration by parts to eliminate
u'(s) and have

B 1 -1y (s)
(e S

_ 1 u(ty—1) u(to)_a Tt y(s)ds .
| [l

rl—a)| A% @ Jo (ta—s)H

(14)

To approximate the history part, they approximate the convolution kernel #~!~% via a
sum-of-exponentials efficiently on the interval [0,T] (8 > 0) with the absolute error
€. That is, for all € > 0 there exist positive real numbers s; and w; (i =1,--- ,Nexp)
such that forO < o < 1,

1 Nexp

e Y wie|<e, 0<5<i<T. (15)
i=1

Here, s; and w; are the nodes and weights derived from the hybrid use of the Gauss-
Legendre quadrature and the Gauss-Jacobi quadrature. For details see Lemma [3 and
Lemmaldl

Furthermore, the history part can be approximated by Neyx, modes, denoted by
Unist,i respectively, whose time evolution can be effectively realized by its current
value as well as u(t;) fromk=n—1and k =n—2,

1 [u(tnl) u(to)_a/‘znq u(s)ds ]

rl—o) | Ae @ Jo  (ta—s)H@

~ u(ty) —u(ty_1) + 1 lu(t"') u(to) Newp

_ _ e
At 2—a) I'(l—a)| A2 1o o 1:2:1 @;Unist,i (tn)
(16)

OCDza”(tn) = Cy(tn) +
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where
—siAt -1 —si(tn—7)
Uhist,i (tn) = €™ Unist,i (th—1) + e T y(t)dt
h—2
e*S,‘Al

sizAt

(1 — e SiAT efs"AlsiAt)u(tn,z)} .

~ e M Upisti(tn—1) +

[(efs"A’ — 1+ si:At)u(ty—1)

Based on the effective mode representation of the history part, we are ready to
present the complete scheme FIR in the following

Scheme 1 (Scheme FIR) We define the discrete scheme

un — un71 1 unfl MO Nexp
Da n = - w_Un_ ) 17
it At,‘,"F(Z— OC) T F(] — (x) Atr(zx tr(lx = i histi | 17
where
oA - 75‘,’At st .
hises 1= ¢ U+ {(e =T siAnu”
K (18)

(1 — e 5iA - efs"AlsiAt)u”fz} )

However, the shortage of Scheme[Tlis that the error, from the sum-of-exponential
approximation, rises rapidly when the time step At — 0, and thus the global error
becomes unsatisfactory for extremely small time steps. The details of this shortage
will be elaborated in Section 3| while the corresponding numerical result in Section[3l

Next we consider an alternative scheme for fast evaluation of the Caputo deriva-
tive. This scheme was originally proposed in [26], and in this paper, we call it FIDR
(abbreviation for the fast evaluation of the integral differential representation).

In FIDR, we treat the history part in the original form,

1 -1 u'(s)
Cty) = =——— ———ds. 19
h(i’l) F(lftx)/o (tfs)o‘ s ( )
And we approximate ¢ instead of # ' =% via a sum-of-exponentials approximation
efficiently on the interval [8, T], where the induced error is related to the approxima-
tion form by the following theorem.

Theorem 1 Let 0 < 8§ < T, and let & > 0 be the desired precision, there exist
N4 = O((log L + log §)?) which denotes the total number of modes, and positive
real numbers §; and w; (i=1,--- |Ny) such that for 0<3<t<Tanda >0,

1 N -
- ~ 8t
T E 1 w;e

=

Here §; and W; are the nodes and weights derived from the hybrid use of the Gauss-
Legendre quadrature and the Gauss-Jacobi quadrature, for details see Lemmal6l and
LemmalZ

< &. (20)




8 Zihang Zhang et al.

In the discrete scheme of FIDR, & < At, the time step, & in this theorem is one
part of the global error in theorem (@). We give the proof of Theorem[Tin Section[3]
and show that &y reduces when o gets smaller in Corollary [Tl

Combining (13D, (I9) and @0} together, we can derive an alternative mode repre-
sentation of the history part. The time evolution of those modes can also be effectively
realized by its current value as well as u(#;) fromk=n—1and k=n—2:

1

1 tn 1 1 Tn—1
Cna
D%u(ty) = deu()d / dru(7)d
D% (1) m_a)/w e s | et
ulty) — u(tn_1) 1 G
S In,Si
(21)
where
"1 x
Wloss) = [ ot
JO
5 th—2 5 In—1 ~
:efsiA[/‘ efsi(lnflff)aru(f)df—f— efsi(l"ff)aru(’[)df
0 th—2
~ In—1 ~
:eis"m‘lﬂf(l‘n—hfi)JF p eis"([’rr)ar“(f)dr (22)
n—2
~ oA ) 4 Winmt) —u(tn—2) /lni] —5i(ta—7)
~e W(tnflyst)'i_ At Jis ¢ dv
_ —SiAt . (“(tnfl>7”(trl*2))(17eifiAt)eifiAt
- lll(tn*lvsl)+ fl'Al ’

The complete scheme FIDR is given as follows.

Scheme 2 (Scheme FIDR) We define the discrete scheme

per i (NZ w&”) , (23)
AT 2—o) TI'(l—o) \ &
where ) )
IEH _ e—s”,-AzlEn—l N (unfl _ un—z)élA; e*S,‘AZ)e*S,'At. (24)
i

Here is a heuristic explanation for performance differences of these two algo-
rithms in the small & regime. In FIR, they do the integral by parts on the history part
first and use sum-of-exponential approximation to evaluate the primal function u(x)
times (—1 — & )th-degree term (¢, —s) ™' =%, see (@). (t, —s)~'~* has advantage that it
converges to 0 rapidly when #,, (or T, as the same) goes to infinity, but it also blows up
fast when s — ¢,. In FIDR, we use the sum-of-exponential approximation directly to
evaluate the differential function u'(x) times —ath-degree term (1, —s) ™%, see (10).
Since 0 < o < 1, (t, — s)~ % rises slowly when s — f,,, and the sum-of-exponential
approximation works better compared with FIR.

We remark that Scheme [2] is a full numerical scheme of the Caputo derivative,
which is compatible with the generic initial value problem, or initial boundary value
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problem. For the rest of the paper, we take the reaction diffusion equation as the
study subject, and the extension to other systems are natural although there might be
additional challenges for specific models.

We consider the initial value problem of the linear fractional diffusion equation,
see [[12] and [16]. Denote = (x;,x,) and introduce the nonreflecting boundary con-
dition derived in [12], we have

OCD,au(x,t):uxx(x,t)—i—f(x,t), XGQ,I>O,
M()C,O) :X()(x), xXeEQ,
du(x,1) 1 /‘[ s (x,5) Cn?
= adS:: Dzl,t)c,t7 X=X (25)
ox F(l*%).o (I—S)7 (et ( ) 1
du(x,t) 1 Tug(x,s) o 8 7
ox F(] _%)/0 (tfs)%ds.i 0Dy u(x,t), X = Xp.

According to [12], the finite difference scheme for the problem 23)) be written in the
following form. For two given positive integers Ny and Ng, let {, }ﬁ,vio be a equidis-
tant partition of [0,T] with #, = nAt and At = T /Nr, and let {x ]}Ijvi o be a partition
of (x;,x,) withx; = x; +ih and h = (x, —x;) /Ns. Denote u} = u(x;,t,), fI' = f(xi,tn),
and

6 un _ u::l“rl 7”?
itz T h
ou" | —6u"
821/’(1: " H’% 3 7%
X 7l h
Then we have
D! = 8%u + f7, 1<i<Ns—1,1<n<Nr,

2 a
Dy = 7 |8y ~D7 up)| + £,
’ (26)

2 a
Dy = % [~8uiy_, — Dl uy | + iy,

ud = up(x;), 0<i<Ns.

For FIR and FIDR, D%u in (26) is the discrete scheme defined in (I7) and 23),
respectively.

The thorough numerical analysis for this problem will be carried out in Section
[ where we will give the error estimates of for these two schemes. We list the main
results here.

Theorem 2 Suppose u(x,t) € Ci’,z([xl,xr] x [0,T)]) is the solution of problem (23).
For two given positive integers Nr and Ns, let {tk}ivio be a equidistant partition of
[0,T] with t;, = kAt and At :=T /Nr. Let {x,'}l;lio be a equidistant partition of [x;,x;]
with x; = x; + ih and h = (x, — x;)/Ns. Let {uf|0 <i<Ng, 0<k<Nr} be the
numerical solutions of problem 23) obtained by the difference scheme (26) and the



10 Zihang Zhang et al.

scheme FIR (I6). If we denote the global error by e = uf —u(x;,1;), then there exists
a positive constant ¢y such that

n
Egtobat = 1 |A1 Y [|eF |2 < c2 (A% + 1 + ate), 1<n<Nr, (7)
k=1

Here, € is the error of the sum-of-exponential approximation in (13).

‘We remark that the global error analysis of FIR was presented in [[16]]. However, [16]
did not discuss the effect of o on the global error. We show that when ¢ is small, we
can soften the restrict on € on the right hand of @7).

Theorem 3 Suppose u(x,t) € Ci’,z([xl,xr] x [0,T1]) is the solution of problem (23).
For two given positive integers Ny and N, let {tk};(vi() be a equidistant partition of
[0,T] with t;, = kAt and At :=T /Nr. Let {xi}yio be a equidistant partition of [x;,x,]
with x; = x; + ih and h = (x, — x;)/Ns. Let {uf|0 <i<Ng, 0<k<Nr} be the
numerical solutions of problem 23)) obtained by the difference scheme 28) and the
scheme FIDR @21)). If we denote the global error by e;‘ = uf»‘ — u(xi,t), then there
exists a positive constant ¢, such that

/ n
Eglobal = At ||ek||go < EQ(Atzia +h2+80)a (28)
k=1

Here, & is the error of the sum-of-exponential approximation in 2Q).

We emphasize that the result in Theorem [3]is better than Theorem 4.2 in [26]. when
o is small. The error bound in [26] tends to O(1) when ¢ — 0. In (28) above, when
a — 0, the error bound tends to O(At> 4 h? + &), and it is further shown in Corollary
[[of SectionBlthat & in 28) reduces as & gets smaller.

Although the error bound for the scheme FIDR does not explicitly show its de-
pendence on ¢, we show by analyzing the sum-of-exponential approximation and
extensive numerical experiments the the scheme FIDR in fact leads to improved ac-
curacy in the small o regime. Theorem[]and[B]are proved in Section[d] with detailed
characterization of the two constants ¢, and ¢;.

3 Sum-of-exponential Approximation

It is worth noting that the main difference between the scheme FIDR and FIR is they
apply the sum-of-exponential approximations to different forms. In this section we
give the proofs of sum-of-exponential estimates (I3) and (20). We also validate such
properties with systematic numerical tests in Section 5.
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3.1 Sum-of-exponentials in FIR

In this part, we prove the estimate (I3) and explain why this sum-of-exponential does
not work well when time step A¢ — 0. Proofs of the lemmas in this subsection were
already given in [16], and the results are listed below for the comparison with the
counterparts in FIDR.

We sketch the proof of the estimate (I3) as follows. First we transform 1/¢P
into an integral form by Lemmal[Il Then we split the integral interval into [0,27"],
[27m 2=mH] L. [2n=1 2N [2" e0]. Lemma 2] shows that integral on [2",c0] can be
ignored when 7 is large enough. And finally, integrals on [0,27], [2/,21*1] (i =
—m,---,n— 1) can be approximated by sum-of-exponentials based on Lemma[4] and
[l respectively.

We start with the following integral representation of the power function.

Lemma 1 Forany 3 >0,1>0,

i _ 1 “ —ts -1
B 71—‘—([3)/0 e sPTds. 29)

Note that (29) can be viewed as a representation of 7~ using an infinitely many (con-
tinuous) exponentials. In order to obtain an efficient sum-of-exponentials approxima-
tion, we first truncate the integral to a finite interval, then subdivide the finite interval
into a set of dyadic intervals and discretize the integral on each dyadic interval with
proper quadratures.

We now assume 1 < 8 < 2, which is the case we are concerned with in (I3).

Lemma?2 For0<d <t 1<f <2,

1 /m —ts B—1
—_— e sP T ds
‘F(ﬁ) p

B 1
—8pHB—1 P 1
<e °P2 <F—(ﬁ)+63>' (30)

Lemma 2] shows that when p is fixed, the smaller  is, the larger the truncation error
will be, which may lead to an accuracy issue in numerical experimentation. In this
lemma, a prescribed lower bound & of ¢ gives the upper bound of truncation error.
However, in Scheme [ the lower bound & is the time step Az. Thus the truncation
error will become larger when the time step decreases. To illustrate the error, we
present the number values of the left term of (30) when ¢ is small in Table [Tl below,
which shows how the truncation error blows up when ¢ decreases. (0 in Table [[lmeans
the numerical value is less than 10~'>.) We shall see that the global error blows up at
the similar time steps in Figure 2 Bland @ of Section[3
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p:25 p:210 p:215 p:220
=25 | 1.859e+01 8.546e—13 0 0
t=2"% | 633%+01 1.523e—05 0 0
=27 | 1.699e+02  9.129e—02 0 0
t=2"% | 4052e+02  1.006e+01 0 0
1=2"2 ] 9.136e+02 1.511e+02 0 0
+=2"1012005¢+03 8.414e+02 3.867e—11 0

Table 1 The numerical values of the left term of (3Q) with different 7 and p, here § = 1.1.

The next two lemmas show how to choose the weights and nodes. But we need to
be careful that the weights in (3I) and (32) are not the weights we need in (13).

Lemma 3 Consider a dyadic interval [a,b] = [2/,2/* | and let s1,--- ,s, and @, -+ , @,
be the nodes and weights for n-point Gauss-Legendre quadrature on the interval.

Then for B € (1,2),t>0andn> 1,
2n
b n 1/e
e BPBds— Y P et | <23 b | & ) 31
/ Yo < ; 31

Lemmad Letsy,---,s, and @y, ,®, (n > 2) be the nodes and weights for n-point
Gauss-Jacobi quadrature with the weight function sB=1 on the interval. Then for
0<t<T,Be(l,2)andn>1,

a n
/ e P lgs — Z wpe K
0 k=1

Finally, combining Lemmal[T] Pl Bland @] we can get (I3). An upper bound of € in
(@3 is

2Bn 1
< 82ap-1 2 1
e<e 2 <F(B)+55>

2”!2
1 ony [T 2ny 1/e
+ = [V P (2) ( > +2P =3 obn <%> SNES)

ex2n [aT\ "
<2\/Ea/3n3/2(§) (—) . 32)

n

rp) 8 ny

where n1, n is the number of nodes in lemmald] 3] respectively.

3.2 Sum-of-exponentials in FIDR

Here we give the proof of Theorem[Il For convinience, we rewrite the theorem here:

Let0< 6 < T, and let & > 0 be the desired precision, there exist Ny = O((log % +
log %)2) which denotes the total number of modes, and positive real numbers §; and
wi (i=1,---,Ns)suchthatfor 0<8<¢t<Tanda>0,

1

Ny B
o Y e | < & (34)
i=1
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Here §; and w; are the nodes and weights derived from the hybrid use of the Gauss-
Legendre quadrature and the Gauss-Jacobi quadrature, for details see Lemma[6 and
Lemmal[/l

Recall that by Lemmal[ll we have

1 1 —ts ,o0—1
— = —_ ds.
@ F( ) /0 e s N (35)

Lemma 5 Foranyt> 6 >0, a >0,

1 [ ensetas| < ¢ (36)
— | e s §| < —=—=——
r@) Jy = T(a)sp @
Proof By direct calculations, we have
1 * —ts a—1 e’’’ /m —ts a—1
—_— e st ds| = | == e s+ ds
el r@h ¢
e~tp e
< e B p¥lds
- F(oc)/o P
B eftppocfl - 875]1
| I'(a) |~ I'(a)dp'—’

Compare Lemma[5 and Lemmal[2] we conclude that when & is small, g = 0(%) in
FIDR while € = 0(5%). Cause 8 > 1, sum-of-exponentials in FIDR will get better
result if & is extremely small. As we mentioned in theorem [T} & < At. Thus the
scheme of FIDR works better when the time step A¢ is small, which is shown in the
numerical experiments in Section 5.

Lemma 6 Consider a dyadic interval [a,b] = [2/, 27 and let sy, -+ ,s, andwy,--- ,w,
be the nodes and weights for n-point Gauss-Legendre quadrature on the interval.
Then for o € (0,1) and n > 1,

2n
1/e
<2V2ma® <e4 ) . (37)

b n
/ e s ds — Z wisy e
Ja k=1

Proof Based on formula (3.5.27) in [22], the standard estimate for n-point Gauss-
Legendre quadrature yields,

7(b—a)2”+] (n!)4 ;
Tt [(2n)z]3’g(2)(s)

, s€(ab),

b n
/ e % s — Z wks,‘j*lefsk’
a k=1

(38)
where g(s) = e~ %s% 1,

Applying Stirling’s approximation

V2" 2 < n) < 23 /7n T 26 (39)
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2n
0| = |3 () e s
k=0
2n M
— Z (k) (_I)ankefstpgilsafkfl (40)
k=0
2n
_ Z (2];1) P]iciallnfkefstsafkfl ,
k=0
and
i’i N\ pk onk st ko] o | st ol & (2n fp2n—k gk
k) ko - k
k=0 k=0
ol e (20 1172 —ky,2n—k —k
< (2T 2 =) 2=k
k=0

AN
N\
Q
|
™y
R
=~ =
TN — N~ ~—
—
[\
)
&)
S
N~—
r
+
=
[3S)
Q
L
=
[
=
L
[}
L

k=0
n 2n
= [2v2nme 5% (1 4+ —)
es
(41)
Thus we have
n 2n
‘g(z”) (s)} < [2V2nme %! (H— —) : (42)
es
Meanwhile, based on Stirling’s approximation,
(n1)* e\ /n
R (5) 2 43)

Taking (@2), (3) into (38), and recall that b = 2a, we have

(b_a)2n+l (11' 4
< max
2n+1 [(21/1)']3 a<s<b

2n+1 2
a n+ 4\/§ﬂneiataa7] (et 4 1 ) n (44)

b n
/ e 5% gy — Z wisd e
a k=1

$2(9)

< JR— JR—
2n+1 8n  4a
2
_ 4ﬁnnaae,m eat 1 "
2n+1 8n ' 4

And we have

2
maxe ¥ & + l B = e!/e ' n>?2
x>0 8n 4) | 4 ’ =7
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@4) becomes,

b n
/ e s s — Z wks,‘j*lefskt
a k=1

Lemma 7 let sy,---,s, and wy,--- ,w, be the nodes and weights for n-point Gauss-
Jacobi quadrature with the weight function s*~' on the interval. Then for 0 <t <
T, o€ (0,1)andn>1,

a n
/ eftssaflds _ Z Wkefskt
0 —1

k

2n
1/e
< 2V27ma® <e4 ) : 45)

- 4y/ma®* (2n—1)n2 [ aenT
e? 2n+a) [2(2n—1

2n
)2} ENCT)

Proof Based on formula 3.5.26 in [22], the standard estimate for n-point Gauss-
Jacobi quadrature yields,

a n
/ eftss(xflds _ Z wkefskt
0 k=1

a®t% (n)2[I(n+ a))?

]
- 2n+a(2n)[C(2n+a))? |

Dy"e ™|, s€(0,a)

(47)
where we have '(n+ ) <I'(n+1)=n!, ' 2n+a) >I'(2n) = (2n—1)!. Thus

a n
/ eftssocflds o Z Wkefskl
0

k=1

< 02n+oc (n')z(n')z 2nefst

2n+ o (2n!)[(2n—1)!)?

< a4 /m(2n—1)n’/? en 2nt2n L
2( )?

T 2n+o e? 2n—1 ¢
4y/ma® (2n—1)n3/? aenT 1"

< .

- e (2n+o) [2(2n—1)?

Finally, we collect the results of Lemmal[3] [6]and[7]and get Theorem[dl
We also give a upper bound of & in (20).

Theorem 4 Consider the sum-of-exponential approximation of FIDR defined in The-
orem [} If we transform the fraction 1/t% into integral with Lemma [I} split the

integral interval into [0,27™], [2’”’,2””*1], e [2”’1,2”], [2",00], apply Gauss-
Jacobi quadrature in [0,27""] with n| nodes, apply Gauss-Legendre quadrature in
[2=m 2=m+1] ... 2771 27 with ny nodes, and drop the interval [2", ], then the
upper bound of € is,
_ 52"
=T (@)s20-am
2
LU [ aymren (- D2 [ 27 mem T 120 o fimen [ € -
F(oc) e? (2111 + oc) 2(21’11 — 1)2 4 ’

(48)

where ny, ny is the number of nodes in LemmalZ [6] respectively. The total number of
modes Ny the sum-of-exponential approximation of FIDR is Ny = nj + (m + n)ny.
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Now we can see the difference of two sum-of-exponential approximations by
comparing the two upper bounds of the errors, i.e. (33) and @8). When T = O(1)
and 6 = O(At) is very small, the error bound is dominated by the first term. In this
scenario, the error bound (@8] is smaller because the first term on the right side of
(@8)) is smaller.

If 6 = O(At) is not too small, or & is small but we choose sufficient large n so

—52"

e
that T

Fa T is acceptable. Then the error bound in (48) is dominated by the last

1 2}12 . .
term 2+/27m2%" %) , since 2%" grows exponentially when n becomes larger. In

that case, a small o can make the error bound much smaller, because the last term
decreases exponentially when o decreases. We summarize the reasoning above as
follows.

Corollary 1 Consider the sum-of-exponential approximation of FIDR in Theoremd
If T = O(1) and m < n, then the upper bound of & (which is the right side of (43))
reduces when o gets smaller.

However, due to the complicated expression of the upper bound, there is no obvi-
ous way to give more specific description of the decreasing behavior as o tends to 0.
We shall numerically investigate the dependence of & on @ in Section[5.1] and show
that the sum-of-exponential approximation of FIDR leads to a better accuracy when
compared with its counterpart of FIR.

4 Stability and error analysis

In this section, we show the stability and error analysis of Scheme[Iland Scheme 2]in
Section 4.1 and Section 4.2 respectively, for the the initial value problem of the linear
fractional diffusion equation (23). We remark that the results in Section 4.1 can be
viewed as the improved estimates of those in [16], because they do not quantify the
relationship between the global error and .

4.1 Stability and error analysis of FIR

Consider the initial-boundary value problem (23). We recall the full scheme (I7) and
(28) here for convenience.
DYu! = 82ul + f1, 1<i<Ns—1,1<n<Nr,

2 a
Dfuy = 7 |8y D7 u| + £,
49
o n 2 n % n n ( )
Dfug == [—6XMN37% )% uNJ + 13

uf = uo(xi), 0<i<Ng
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Here D®u" is defined in (I7), we can write it in following form

Ar ¢ u" o
D%y = . n—1
e ¥ F(l—a)(]—oc (T=g T

n—2 1
S TRV (AL
n

=1

(50)

where
Nexp Nexp
_ a —nsjAtq 1 _ a L —nsjAtq 2
an = aAt Z wje "], by = aAt Z wje "IN,
J=1 J=1
—s;At —5 At
e S s e % . s
ljl =— (e SiAt —|—sjAt) , ),jz =— (1 —e A ‘Y-’A’sjAt) :
sjAt sjAt

To estimate the global error, we first carry out a prior estimate in Theorem[3 then
we use the prior estimate to get the upper bound of the local error. Finally we obtain
the global error by summing up the local error.

Theorem 5 (prior estimate) Suppose {uf |0 < i< Ng,0<k<Nr}is the solution of
the finite difference scheme 26). Then for any 1 <n < Ny,

2(1+\/W)
Lu

Aty ||l < (PI|M°||2+ (1) + ()]
k=1

(51)
LAy At 3 NS
ok [ )+ T LT 01,
k=1 g R
where
% — ol — a)et, 1At % =20t
p= r2—a) ! F="Ta—a
:t,177—%(1—%)8t,,,1m v:tﬁ—ast,, I
r2-%) r-%)

Proof Multiplying huf on both sides of the first equation of (26), and summing up
for i from 1 to Ny — 1, we have

Ng—1 Ng—1 Ny—1
h Z (Dtauf) uffh Z (SXZMf)uf:h Z fl-kuf.
i=1 i=1 i=1

Multiplying %u’é and %ufvs on both sides of the second equation and the third equation
of (26)), respectively, then adding the results with the above identity, we obtain

() + [ (s ) _thz' (620t + (0, 5;]

+<]D)aul(‘))u0+<D2uNs)uNS*%(hfo)qurh Z %(hf,{‘,s)uﬁ,s

(52)
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Observing the summation by parts, we have

(53)

Substituting (33) into (32)), and multiplying Az on both sides of the resulting identity,
and summing up for k from 1 to n,

n

n n n a [1
At Z (]D),auk,uk) +Atz ||5xuk||2+AtZ (]D)Fu )u0+AtZ (Dzufvs
k=1 =

k
)
k=1 k=1

AtZ[ (hf¥) O+hz ik + thS)
k=1
(54)

Here we need the lemma below.

Lemma 8 For any mesh functions g = {g"|0 < k < N} defined on £, the following
inequality holds:

n —-a n -«
P AN T X0 7 o b Y—oa(l—a)et,_ 1At g0
>n 7T _
At;(ﬂ),g)g > ArY (s 2 ) (")
(55)

We give the proof of this lemma in the appendix.
With this lemma, we get

= 1—a) Ir2—a)
_a 1-<

u th 2 — Q€ tn 2 —2(1—%)et,1At
At (]D) u )ukz = ALY (uf)? 2 2 (ud)?,

& (D)= S gy A L o reog

n -3 -2 4 a

[ t, 2 — Ot kv W P —5(I=F)et, 1A, o,

Atkgl (Dlz uNS) MNS = ZF( — %) AZ‘I(;I(MNS) F 27 %) (uNS)
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Substituting these equations into (34), we have
t, % —20¢t,_

n n
At NP+ArY |8

k=1
ALY [(uh)?+ (2]
-9 Mk S
1-2
% —a(l—a)et, 1At g0 I 2 —3(1=%) 1A . o5 o
R e e U e o s e (AR L NN
n
+AIZ[ (hf§)ul+h Z Fub 4~ thS)uNS].
k=1
(56)
Applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we obtain
(hfo up + h Z thS)
tn > — Q&1 [, 4o o p 2 ra-%) )2 k \2
SSr ey |(0)7 ()T |+ ——= (Rfo)" + (hfwg)
21“(1—%) [ s } 8(t,,2—oc€tn1)[ S }
Ns— 1 —2aet, I'l—a)
h n—1 k 2 k 2
+ Z[ -0 ) = ge, )
tn > — Q&1 [, 4o k2 ra-%) )2 k2
SSr ey |(0)7 () |+ ——¢ (Rfo)” + (hfwg)
21“(1—%) [ S } S(t,ﬂ—ocetn,l) * }
— 20t Lk K o) \2
h —(f)".
+ 4F( Q) w17+ l.;t,, 2(x£t,, ()
The substitution of this equation into (36) produces
uw n
72 Y N2+ Ar Y (182 < pl|u®|* + ke [(ug) + ()]
k=1 k=1
(57
1
F2EY (A2 + sy }+—thSZ (7"
Svk 0 NS l

Now we need to use the following lemma to bound the global error.

Lemma 9 For any mesh function u defined on S, = {ulu = (up,uy,
following inequality holds

-,ung)}, the
[lul[ < B[[8eul [* + (5 + Dllull?, V6 >0. (58)
where L is the length of the computational domain and here, L = x, — x;
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Taking 6 > Olsglfch that LOHUL — & e @ = 2(1++/T+L21)/(Lyt)), and following
from Lemmal9l we have

2(1+ 1+L2u)
In

n n n
Aty [luf])2 < (%Atz k| +Ar Y ||5xuk||2>. (59)
k=1 k=1 k=1

Combining (39) and (57)), we obtain the inequality (31)

The priori estimate leads to the stability of the FIR scheme. Now we present an
error analysis of the scheme.

Theorem 6 (Error Analysis) Suppose u(x,t) € Ci’,z([xl,xr] x [0,T]) and {uf|0 <i<
Ns, 0 <k < Nr} are solutions of the problem 23) and the difference scheme (1) and

@86, respectively. Let ei-‘ = uf‘ —u(xi, ). Then there exists a positive constant c; such

that
n
Egtobar = (| AL Y. ||F|2 < co(WP+ AP+ ag),  1<n<Nr, (60)
k=1

o AT l+\/l+L2u> (L

where ¢5 = v+ ﬁ) with ¢y is a positive constant, and |1,V are

defined in theorem El

Proof We observe that the error e satisfies the following FD scheme:

D,“f-‘=63e{»‘+T-k 1<i<Ns—1,1<k<Np,

} ) (61)
—D7? ek s} + TNS,

eQ:O, 0<i<Ns,

where the truncation terms T* at the interior and boundary points are given by the
formulas

TF=— [OCDf‘u(xi,tk) —D,“Uik} n {uxx(xi,tk) _ 53U}‘} C1<i<Ng—1,1<k<Nr,
2 k 27ch% gk
= S nlwo,n) = 3 [8UF = us(xo,10)| = 7 [DF ulvo,n) ~ D US|
Dtau X(),tk DtaU(I){} ,
2 a a
TNkS :{ (XN 1K) [5 Uk 1 —ux(xNS,tk)} A [OCD2 (XN, 1k) — D7 U,{‘,S}}

{ D[ocu st,lk DIOCU]I\(JS:| .
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We can show that the truncation terms T* satisfy the following error bounds

ITH| <cy (A %+ >+ ag),
tzfa/z

oE
ITE| <ey | A%+ h+ +—,
h h (62)

A2 e
k 2—
Tyl <ci <At “+h+ Tt

with ¢; some positive constant. Thus, for # < 1 and At < 1, we have

1 Ng—1

2
av [T+ G2+ 2 Y (1

2 o 2 202L
<L (hAtZ*‘MAtZ*? + R+ as) + CTI(AtZ*"‘ + 1+ ae)?

<

2 ) ) (63)
2 2¢5L
S—vl (AtQ*“+h2+oc8)2+ —2 (AtQ*“—i—hz—i-oce)z

3]

(2C% 2¢2L
= —+ —
v M
A direct application of theorem[3Jto (€Il produces
4T 2R) (g 5 Nel
TP+ T + 2 Y (T

Lu k; <4v s u l; !

T (1 ++v1 +L2u) (26% 202L
< 4+ —

- Lu v n

) (A% +h*+ as)z .

n At(
Aty [l <
k=1

) (A% +h*+ as)z .

(64)
Finally we obtain (60)

4.2 Stability and error analysis of FIDR

In order to estimate the global error of the FIDR scheme applying to the linear frac-
tion diffusion problem, we can carry out a similar analysis routine as in the previous
section. However, the consistency of the FIDR approximation to the Caputo deriva-
tive is lacking prior to this work. We show in the following that the consistency error
of the FIDR approximation can be bounded with the consistency error of the L1-
approximation, which is stated in Theorem I8l Thus, the rest of the error analysis
follows naturally.

The following theorem, which can be found in [29, Lemma 4.1], establishes an
error bound for the L1-approximation.

Theorem 7 (see [29]) Suppose that u(t) € C*[0,t,], SDE is the L1 approximation of
Caputo derivative, and let

R'u:= OCD,au(t)|l:,n —OCDt“u", (65)
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where 0 < o < 1. Then

; AT (-  22¢
[R"u| <

re—a\ 12 +2_a(1+2°‘)) Oréllaén|u”(t)|. (66)
The following theorem provides an error bound for our approximation.

Theorem 8 Suppose that u(t) € C?[0,t,], D¥ is the approximation in 23), and let
2Ry .= §D*u(t)|i—;, — D¥u", (67)

where 0 < ¢ < 1. Then

A% (- 27@
F2pn | ~ _ —o "
| R”'-r(z—a)< 2 T (2T max )]
Eoln—
+ 0l max [l (1) (68)

F(l - OC) 0<t<t,_1

Proof the only difference between our approximation D" and the L1-approximation
SD%u" is that the convolution kernel admits an absolute error bounded by & in its
sum-of-exponentials approximation (20), thus

DU —§ D] < anl/n [T, ju(s)| ds. (69)
rl—o) ;= o

where IT; ju(s) is the approximation of u'(s), s € [f;_1,#] used in L1 approximation
and our approximation,
! -1

u' —u
IT =
1au(s) At
Thus
n—1 [1
2 IT ds < ") t,— 70
l]fle| 1,1u(s)| S_OSI?;tfle( lin-1, 70)

take it into (69), and the triangle inequality leads to

e WL O
F(l - OC) 1=1"1-1

A7 [(l—q 227¢
< —(1+27° "t 71
—F(za)< 7 T U ))o?zalsfn'” )l
t,—
+ =t ()]

I'l—o) ogrznéatf,l

‘We obtain the theorem.
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To calculate the global error, we first need the expanded form of D¥.

o n u' — unfl Ny
D = e ; W, 5i)
Ut — unfl 1 Ny _
“Ar(2—a) T(-a) |&"
unfl _ Mnfz 1— e*Y,Al e*Y,Al
<es,Atw(tnl 751) + )SEAI )
i
u' — unfl (72)

=2
where
o — % Wl(l _ e*fiAt)efli,-Al
=1 S; At

To do the prior estimate, first we need to prove the following lemma.

Lemma 10 For any mesh functions u = {u*|0 < k < N} defined on £, the following
inequality holds:

" _ A A1 — o) 1A
D(X k 2 n 0 2'
; Z (i —a) Z 2I(1-a) (w)

k=1

Proof cause §; > 0, we have ¢; —a;_; < 0, and
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Thus, with Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we obtain

o, n n __ 1 (un)z 1 n. n—
(D7 Ju I'(l—-a) {(l—a)At“+<a'(1—oc)At0‘>u w!
n—1

+ Z (aj —a;— " — anlu”uol
=2

1 1 1 1
T { l(laMt“ "2 ((1a)ma _‘“) —3 Ylami—a)
1 . 1 1 .

Summing the above inequality from 1 to n, we obtain

At 1 1

n o — 1 B
;(D g “Tl-a) |2(1-«a MN ;5
1 1 nly
- <§W L 5‘”> W]

At 1 Lo [ 1 1 nl 02
Zm Eanflkg,l(”) —<§m+;§az> (”)]7
(74)

where

Ny =

Ay = Z Wi(l —e

i=1

—§;At )e,(n, 1)§,‘At
§;At

X
i . e —1
e ns,Al) min

x>0 X

vV
—
s
=

-1
min
x>0 X

vV
S
~
S| =

|

&
~_

!
| —
|

e

I3
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and

< -

~ (1-a)Ar>

l1+(1-a)(n—1)
(1—oa)Ar®

Substitute these equations into (74), we get
< At 1 /1
At (]D)auk) b >—— | - <— - 80) (“k)2
k; d rl—a) |2\t kz
1+ —a)(n—1 ()2
2\ U —a)are

_ A1, — &) ¥ (uk)ziAtlfo‘(lf(x)flth,,,]At*a 5
ar(i-a) &~ 2 (1-a) '

And the lemma is proved.

With this lemma, we can do the prior estimate and calculate the global error like FIR.
Consider the diffusion PDE problem

OCDlau(x,t):uxx(x,t)—i—f(x,t), XE.Q,I>O7
u(x,0) = xo(x). reQ.
ouna) 1) e
= T ds = D2 u(x,t), x=x;, (76)
dx F(l*%).o (I—S)7 0+t ( ) 1
du(x,t) 1 ! ug(x,s) Cng
— ds = —D/? t = x.
ox F(]—%)/o (—f T ¢ ulxn), e

The finite difference scheme
D! = 82u? + f1, 1<i<Ns—1,1<n<Nr,
2 a
Dffuy = 1 |8t =D ] + 5,
S, . (77)
Dy = % [~8uiy_, — Dl | + iy,

ud = up(x;), 0<i<Ns.
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Theorem 9 (Prior Estimate) Suppose {uf‘|0 <k < Nr, 0<i<Ng} is the solution
of the finite difference scheme {[D). Then for any 1 <n < Nr,

n 2(1++/1+L20
Ar Y ||uf]2 < ( i )<ﬁ||u°||2+f<[(u8)2+(uzovs)z]
k=1 (78)
At " At NS
@ZW{;) (hfng)*] gZ Z
where

o ATl —o) A - AE (1= g A

T a0 T (g

. 5%y . e —g

Proof Multiplying huf on both sides of the first equation of (Z7), and summing up
for i from 1 to Ny — 1, we have

Ng—1

Ng—1
h Z (D¥ubyuk — Sz: 82Uk )ul = h Z
i=1 i=1

Multiplying %u’é and %u’,i,s on both sides of the second equation and the third equation
of [, respectively, then adding the results with the above identity, we obtain

(it} s |- (o) b= (14) ufw(sxuzs;)ukml

(79)
+ (DR ub) h+ (DEik,) iy = 5 s+ Z il LA
Observing the summation by parts, we have
—1
_ (qulj) ut —h Z (Sfuf) uk + (SXMN | ) “?vs
2 i=1
Ns—1
= (5xuk%) ug — (5xu o 5xul 1) uf + (6Xufv g ) ufvs
= (80)

N

—ny (8l ) = 1t

i=1
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Substituting Q) into (79), and multiplying Ar on both sides of the resulting identity,

and summing up for k from 1 to n,

n n n o n a
At Z (]D),auk,uk) + At Z |8t ||> + At Z (]D),7 ulé) ul + At Z (D,2 ufvs) ufvs
k=1 i=1 k=1 k=1
S A S DR
—ary |5 (nf)ubrn Y fuk+ 5 (nk,) s |-
k=1 i
81)

From (73)), we have

n
o k k
Atk;(Df”’”)> a(i-a) & (1 —a)
N At fn7—80) " A (1= g, A S
ar ¥ (D) ub > el 9) rnaart
k;l t Y 0 21—(1_%) /(;1( 0) 21—(]_%) (0
L (8 Af(f;%—go) " ArE(1-2) " A S
2k k k \2 2 n—1 0 \2
a2, (B )b = gy LA iy

Substitute these equation into (§1)),

-
Ar(t,* — &) X~ | k2 - kij2 At(t" _80) N (k)
ary i (+4) + ()
(- k;llu 17+ k;ll ||+ 2 (1-9) Y [ (o) + (ung
A1 — o) A e
= 2I(1-a)
_a —1 _a
A" (1-4)7 + 1A 2 (u0)2+(uk )z
2r (1-9) 0 Ns

< 1 ky, k ! ko k 1 k k
OMEUOLETDY Fuk 5 (nfl ) ks |-
i=
(82)
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Applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we obtain

[ A =L I
3 (hfo)“oJFh Y, fful 3 (ths) Upg
=1

L 2 -9 ,
<z (04 () ]+ Py S 2+ () |
+hA:SZ;I [43251_8;) (“f)erl;(l:Zo)( l.k)ﬂ

e 2 r(-9 )
§2tr(17_8§) [(u’é)2+(u5‘vs) ]+m {(hfo) (nf) }

Ng— IF
| k||2 h 2.
( Pl Y

Then substitute this equation into (82)),

At(t; % — &) &
#leukllﬂAtZIIfSukllz

Ar(l—a) |
A — o) A
= 2 (1-a) [l
AE (=9 b, AT [y N2
Ty [wo) +(uNs)}
_ay n _ Ns—1
s (7R (7 S P W T
8(t,,2780) k=1 no—& =1 o
which is

T . ) ) s
Frar 3 a1+ a1 3 18a41P < oI+ % B2 + (i)
k=1 k=1

4
(83)
Ar ¥ \2 «\2| L Ar K S
= X | () |+ T X X 0O
Vi s (|
Again we use Lemmal[9] Taking 6 > 0 such that I/G—H/L = %

(i.e.0=2(1++/1+L20) /(Lf1)), and following from Lemma[9] we have
g

n 1++/1+ L2
A Y ||uf|2 < ( Li )< AfZII k||2+AtZII5xu"IIZ> (84)
k=1

Combining (84) and (83), we obtain the theorem.
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Theorem 10 (Error Analysis) Suppose u(x,t) € Ci’f([xl,xr] x [0,T]) and {u|0 <
i < Ng, 0 <k < Nr} are solutions of the problem and the difference scheme o),

respectively. Let ei-‘ = uf — u(x;, ). Then there exists a positive constant ¢, such that

| n
gglobal = At Z ||ek||go < EZ(Atzia +h2+80), (85)
k=1

~2745%T(1+\/m) <l £>
5 :

Cr = Ll:l

where

i

Proof We observe that the error e satisfies the following scheme:

D% = 82eF + T, 1<i<Ng—1,1<k<Nr,

2
D,‘xek =7 [SXeI‘% —Dzeé +Té‘,

(86)

S

2
Dt NS h |: 6)(@5\]37 D e S:| +TNS7

=0, 0<i<Ns,

where the truncation terms 7 at the interior and boundary points are given by the
formulas

Th = — [ng‘u(xi,tk) —]D),“Uik} + [uxx(xi,tk) - SfUi"} . 1<i<Ns—1,1<k<Np,

1

2 2 a a
= {uxx(XOatk) - |:6xUl%( - ”x(x07tk):| -7 {ng u(xo,t) — D/ U(ﬂ }
6 D u(xo, 1) DtaUﬂ

a
2

2 a
TNkS :{ o (XN 1K) [5 U 1 ux(xNS,tk)} A [OCD u(xng,tx) — D/ U,{‘,S} }

o orrk
{ D/ u st,lk - Dy UN5:| .
We can show that the truncation terms T* satisfy the following error bounds

ITH <& (A" + h + &),
Af2—0/2 80)

h h
Ar2-0/2 80>

T <é | AP+ h+
(87)

k ~ 2—
ITng| < €1 (At Y+ h+ A Y
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with &; some positive constant. Thus, for 7 < 1 and At < 1, we have

1 Ng—1

E{hTo hTNS}JF hZ

&1 2 28L
< (nar i ans a/zﬂo) + 5585 (A 2 4 )

’ 2 (88)
28 28L
S% AP I 2o+ 2‘(At2*“+h2+eo)2

Applying Theorem[9]in (86),

At (14 VT520) s
t( HvitLn )Z<4v [T + (WTE )2 + = hNZI )

1

43T (1 1+ 1201
S 1 ( )(v ”)(AZ a+h2—|—80)27

> A% 4R 4 &)

<l|

n
Aty Jlef|I2 <
k=1

=~

Lii
(89)

and the theorem is proved.

5 Comparation and numerical results

This section presents numerical experiments. In Section 5.1, we compare the ap-
proximation accuracy of the sum-of-exponentials in FIR and FIDR, which has been
analysed in Section 3. Then we carry out the numerical experiments to test the conver-
gence rates of global error €gopa of FIR (60) and FIDR (83)) in Section 5.2. Besides,
we numerically investigate the trade-off between the number of modes Nexp, Ny and
the global error in the small o regime. All data generated or analysed during this
study are included in this published article.

5.1 Comparison of the errors in sum-of-exponentials

From Theorem[6]and Theorem[IQ, we learn that the global error of FIR &g and the
global error of FIDR &ppr satisfy,

erR < 2 (AP + 1?4 qg), erpr < &2 (AP T% + 1 + &), (90)
where
L 4dT(1eVTH ) o gy 48T (14VIEPR) o
) = - — ], €= = -+ = 5
Lu vV u Li v o Q

and
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a

% =20t . 5,%—g tn 7 — Q€L
u:77 Hzi, Vzia,
r(l-a r(l-a ra-9
o tg 8
ri=2) c1/é1=0(1)

For T = O(1) and Ar and h are sufficiently small, the errors are dominated by oce
and g respectively.

In FIR and FIDR, we set Nexp, =25 (a =3, b =10, ny =4, np = 3). Meanwhile,
we set @ = 0.1, and in the following figure we can find that the global error of these
two scheme are close. Here we compute the error of the sum-of-exponentials approx-
imation.

For FIR and FIDR, define the error of sum-of-exponential approximations respec-
tively,

| L. 1N
S(I): m—zlwie Si , Eo(t): t—a—ZIWje Sit) 1)
1= =
Then € and & in (O0) can be written as
€= orgzangg(t)’ &= Orgtagxrso(t). 92)

T
—e—¢,inFIDR, a=0.1

—o— € in FIDR, @=0.025

10" & acinFIR, =01 |3
N —* acin FIR, @=0.025

Fig. 1 Error of sum-of-exponentials approximation. The total number of nodes Nexp = 25 is fixed. X-
label denotes the time and Y-label denotes the error. The errors of FIR and FIDR are og(t) and &(t),
respectively, where £(¢) and &y (¢) are defined in (91).

This figure shows that when ¢ < 1, the error of sum-of-exponentials approxima-
tion works in FIDR is smaller than in FIR. However, when ¢ becomes larger, the error
in FIR and in FIDR are similar. When 7' = O(1), the error bound of diffusive approxi-
mation is smaller than the error bound of fast evaluation. This result is also supported
by the numerical experiments in the following section.
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5.2 Numerical experiments

In this part first we set an linear fractional diffusion equation (93), (94) as the test
function, which has been used as the test function in [16]. Problem (O3) has exact
solution (33), so we can calculate the global error and compare the efficiency between
FIR and FIDR. We also test an nonlinear equation (97)), but there is no exact solution
this time. We instead present the convergence rate of the related error of FIDR.

We first consider the following initial value problem of the linear fractional dif-
fusion equation (23)), which is presented in Section 3.3 in [16]].

OCD,au(x,t):uxx(x,t)—i—f(x,t), xe-Q,t>O,
M(X,O)ZXQ(X), )CE.Q,
du(x,t) 1 T ug(x,s) o4 B
ox F(l—%)./o (—F D= oDiuwh), x=x o O3)
du(x,t) 1 Tug(x,s) o 8 7
ox - 1"(] _%)A (tfs)%ds.i ODI M()C,t), X = Xr.

Take the computational domain = [0, 7], and set

fx,t) =C(4+ o)x*(m — x)*exp(—x)13 /6 — x*(m — x)? {t”a exp(—x)
[¥*(56 — 16x +x%) — 27x(28 — 12x +x%) + (12 — 8x +x7)]

+4(37% — 14mx+ 14x%) }, (94)
Hr—x)*t xeQ,
uo(x):{ (0 ! x¢ Q.

This problem has the exact solution given by the formula
u(x,t) =x*(m—x)* fexp(—x) T+ 1], (x,1) € 2 x(0,T]. 95)

Here we present the numerical results with different &. The related error shown
in figures below is defined by

Eglobal
Erelated ‘= —Fm————=" (96)
VALY (k]2
where u is the real solution in (O3), u* = (u(x1,1;),u(x2,1;), - L U(XNg, 1)) Eglobal 18

the global error defined in (83)
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GL approximation,

Nexp:25 4

10 102 10t
At

Fig. 2 The numerical experiment of problem (33) when a = 0.1. The plot of related error (defined in
@8)) versus Ar, h =103, T =1 is fixed. Nexp is the number of nodes in sum-of-exponentials. We use GL
approximation as a comparative scheme. We give the dotted line (black line) to show that FIDR converges
in linear rate when ¢ is not too small (which is same in Figure 3 Hlbelow).

FIR'Nexp:9

!

GL approximation,
N_ =25
exp

10-1 L

1072

error

10°°

104 E
FIR,
~ Neyp=25
.
10-5 - L L
107 1072 10 10°

At

Fig. 3 The numerical experiment of problem (@3) when o = 0.5. The plot of related error (defined in (96))
versus Af, h= 1073, T = 1 is fixed. Nexp is the number of nodes in sum-of-exponentials.
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L FIDR,N_ =9 GL approxlmanen,
" N, =25

10°

=25

FIDR, N,

Y

10 L L
10° 102 10t 10°
At

Fig. 4 The numerical experiment of problem (93) when o = 0.7. The plot of related error (defined in (98))
versus At, h= 1073, T = 1 is fixed. Nexp is the number of nodes in sum-of-exponentials.

Figure 2] Bl @ show that the global error of FIDR is smaller than FIR and GL
approximation when Nexp = 25 (0r Nexp = 9) is same for the three schemes when
o= 0.1, 0.5, 0.7. Recall that Ne,, is the storage cost of the scheme. For the same
scheme, the global error decreases when Nex, grows. Furthermore, when At isn’t
too small, in these experiments which means A¢ > 102 when Nexp = 25 and At >
10~! when Nexp = 9, FIDR converges in linear rate (compare with the dotted line).
Here we set Griinwald-Letnikov and central-difference approximations (also called
GL approximation) as a comparison scheme. GL approximation is widely used in
engineering [7]. It is absolute stable but need more storage. We give the proof of the
stability of GL approximation in the appendix.

Remark that when o = 0.7, Q &~ —0.73 which is defined by (@) in viscoelastic
models. This is a challenging case for practical simulation in engineering with such
a small Q, but FIDR can still compute it well with little storage cost.

The table below shows the related error and simulation time of FIDR and FIR.

At time of FIDR  time of FIR | error of FIDR  error of FIR
le—01 3.76e—01 3.43e—01 1.94e—04 1.86e—04
Se—02 5.26e—01 5.73e—01 5.94e—05 5.03e—05
le—02 2.32e+00 2.39e+00 4.68¢—06 9.89e—06
S5e—03 4.60e+00 4.59e+-00 2.82e—06 1.26e—04
le—03 2.33e+01 2.32e+01 5.83e—06 2.43e—02

Table 2 The related error and simulation time of FIDR and FIR when solving differential equation (93),
©4). Where a = 0.1, h=1073, Nexp =25, T = 1. The related error is defined in (96)

Table 2l shows that FIR and FIDR cost similar simulation time when Neyp, h, At
are the same. But FIDR achieves smaller global error. From Table 2 we can see that
when « = 0.1 is small, both of FIR and FIDR can get accurate result with small
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storage cost. Furthermore, here T = O(1), and the error of FIDR is smaller than the
error of FIR, especially when At < 1072,
We also calculate nonlinear diffusion PDE.

fu) =—u(l—u),
u(x,0) = exp(—10(x — 0.5)%) + exp(—10(x +0.5)?).
However, there isn’t exact solution of this nonlinear PDE, so it is hard to compare the

result of different schemes. We use this problem to test the self convergence of FIDR.
the reference solution is computed over very small mesh sizes 1 = At = 1074,

o7

=0.5

error

<—— N_,,=9,070.1
exp’

Ng,p=9.a=0.1

10° 10?2 10 10°
At

Fig. 5 The plot of related error (defined in (@6)) when solving @7) versus Az. h = 1073 is fixed. Different
lines represent results with different & and Nexp.

Figure 5l shows FIDR still converges in linear rate in nonlinear differential equa-
tion.

In the end of this section, we remark that in all the numerical experiments we
have done, we only use few nodes in the sum-of-exponentials approximation, which
make the global error of FIR blow up when At is small. However, if the number of
nodes Nexp is large enough, the global error of FIR will stay small even when At is
small. To show this, we list the error of FIR with different Nexp, in the following table.

FIDR (Nexp =25)  FIDR (Nexp =40) | FIR (Nexp =25)  FIR (Nexp = 40)
a=0.1 5.83e—06 2.39e—06 2.43e—02 2.04e—05
a=0.5 1.97e—04 5.23e—06 5.49e—01 3.13e—04
a=0.7 5.56e—04 1.63e—05 7.93e—01 6.91e—04

Table 3 the related error for different o of FIDR and FIR, where A7 = 1073 is fixed.

Table[3]shows that when Nexp is large enough (here Nexp > 40), the blowing up of
the error of FIR does not appear, which is the case considered in [[16]. However, the
global error of FIR is still larger than the global error of FIDR when Neyp, is the same.
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6 Conclusion

In this paper, the relationship between the global error of FIR [[16], FIDR [26] and o
in the Caputo derivative is studied for the first time. We prove that the global error
of FIR and FIDR is reduced when o gets smaller, thus we can reduce the modes
considerably in sum-of-exponential approximation when « is small, then the storage
and the computational cost will decrease. This result successfully fits the discovery
in engineering work [34H36]].

Furthermore, we discover that the global error of FIDR is smaller than the global
error of FIR in all of the numerical experiments when the number of modes Nexp, Na
are the same, especially when « is small. The stability of FIDR is proved and we give
a more accurate upper bound of the global error of FIDR compared with the analysis
in [26]. The numerical experiments about FIR and FIDR completely confirming the
theoretical results carried out in this paper.

In future work, we will focus on the high order scheme based on scheme FIDR.
Current FIDR is a first order scheme, since we approximate the derivative #'(7) with
first order method. We plan to approximate «'(7) with higher-order scheme for Ca-
puto fractional derivative. It is also meaningful to explore more advanced technique
to efficiently calculate the Caputo derivatives with large o, thus leading to a system
with strong attenuation and dispersion.
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A The Proof of Lemma

Lemmalf& For any mesh functions g = {g*|0 < k < N} defined on £;, the following
inequality holds:

u t% =20t & t17% —a(l — a)et, 1At
At} (DK ok > [ el oy 2 I n 02
k;( re)gt > T a) k;(g) T2 a) (¢”)
(98)
Recall the definition of D{* is
At~ @ u" o
D%t = _ n—1
£ F(la)<1a (T T
n—2 1 (99)
=Y (ani+ by—i-2)u' — (b + n—a)blo) )
=1
where
Nexp NeXP
an = aAt® Y wje M by = aAt® Y wje M AL
= =
7SjA[ e*SjA[
Al =S (e A 1 tsiAr), AP = (1— e SiA — ¢5iA5; Ap).
j 2 JAL), A 2 j
sjAt sjAt

proof: Applying the definition (99) of the fast evaluation scheme and the Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality, we have

A~ ¢ (g5)? a _
D% ky k k=1 _k
(Dr'g")e F(l—a)(l—oc —a )% ¢

k—2
1
=Y (a1 +bii2)8'd - (bkz + k_a> gog")

1 2—a 1K 1 100
Zmar(l—a)[(z(]—a)EZ(“’”’)W)@I{)Z (o

=0
k=2

(& + a0> (12— % Y (@11 +bi12)(g)?

=1
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Summing the above inequality from k=1 to n, we obtain

n Apl—o n 2 ]k72 1

i=0
ly, @ e LS b

*Ekg,z(erao)(g ) *51{;2[:1(0/( -1+ bi1-2)(8')

- %kz: <bk2+k_a) (8% + X 1_a) (g') - 10 1_05)(80)2]

(101)
where the coefficients C; (k=0,1,--- ,n) are given by the formula
ﬁ éiﬁ:z (bk72+%a)v k=0,
—7—2 (a[+b1)+ by, k=1,
G = nf 71 1
1—3¥5” o(al+b1) zkrzzz (a1 +by) +5bp 11,2 <k <n,
1
2(1 a *221 o (ar+b1) = 5z k=n
(102)
we have the estimate
1 Nexp l ]
s
Ta € Zwe < e te (103)
It is also straightforward to verify that
k=2 kAt Nexp
Y (a1+b) = aAr® / Y wjedr. (104)
1=0 j=1

Combining (I03) and (I04), we obtain

1 1
(1 ka) oA%< Z al+b1) ( —k—)—i—aAt t—1E. (105)

=0
Substituting (103) into (102) yields the following estimates

nl o
G < <i—w + aAt%t,_ €,

1 n—2 1
C[_E*—Z a+b)> 7OCAt t,—1E,

| (106)
o
Ckzzn—a—aAt th—1€, 2§k§n—1,
2—a "2 1 1
Cp>—"— b > — A%, €.
"2 e BT g 2 g Are

Combining (106) and (101}, we obtain the Lemma.
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B Stability of GL approximation

Recall the GL approximation

t/At
Dl u(t)y =P Y (-1)" <Z> u(t —mAr)
m”:O (107)
— AP Z (71)m <P> yn",
m=0 m
Define
ymm — ym (108)
which is the particular solution in fourier wave pattern. Then (I07) becomes
n
AFPY (1) (51) A =0, (109)
m=0

thus

$ o ()0

m=0

Our purpose is to find whether there exists a solution A satisfies |A| > 1. If pis a
positive integer, when n > p we have

()’k_])p:07
Mo=1,

if 0 < p < 1 is not an integer. Using the known property of the binomial coefficients

() =Cn)+(20): (110)

_ - m (P n—m
0= mz:‘b(fl) (m) A
. —1 —m "« m —1 n—m—
e (e B e o
1

(Bl
Define

Fpn(M) = <nZl<—1)'” (”ml) %?'”‘) (A —1)+(=1)" (”nl). (112)

m=0
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Absolute stability: Consider the following ODE model
SDPu(r) = cu(r) + f(r). (113)
The backward Euler method for this ODE is
SEDfUt = U (114)

where Re(c) < 0.
Applying (I07) and (I08) to consider the absolute stability.

AP Y (—1)" <Z> A — e =0,
m=0

(1—AP)A! + Z (—1)" (51 ) A= 0.

m=1

(115)

Since p € (0,1), we have (—1)™ (51) < 0, where 1 < m < n. Recall that

Foalu) = 3. (1" () 2 =2 +mfl<—1>m () a

m=0

thus,

—1—F,(1) (116)

where we have used equation (IT1T).
Define z = AtPc, then Re(z) <0, |1 —z| > 1. If we assume Ay with |Ag| > 1isa
root to (T13), then for m < n, we have |A9|™ < |Ag|". Then we get

(7)1l
< (Zl 1y (,’;)D ol )
= (1= (7)) ol

< |%l".

1=zl < ),

m=1

which is a contradiction. So every solution A; of (IT3) saftisfies | 4| < 1, which mean
that GL approximation is A-stable and zero stable.
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