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H'-STABILITY OF AN L2-TYPE METHOD ON GENERAL
NONUNIFORM MESHES FOR SUBDIFFUSION EQUATION*

CHAOYU QUAN ' AND XU WU *

Abstract. In this work the H!-stability of an L2 method on general nonuniform meshes is
established for the subdiffusion equation. Under some mild constraints on the time step ratio pg,
for example 0.4573328 < pr < 3.5615528 for all £ > 2, a crucial bilinear form associated with the
L2 fractional-derivative operator is proved to be positive semidefinite. As a consequence, the H!-
stability of L2 schemes can be derived for the subdiffusion equation. In the special case of graded
mesh, such positive semidefiniteness holds when the grading parameter 1 < r < 3.2016538 and
therefore the H!'-stability of L2 schemes holds. Based on the above analysis, a graded mesh with
varying grading parameter is proposed which ensures the H!-stability of L2 scheme. To the best of
our knowledge, this is the first work on the H!-stability of L2 method on general nonuniform meshes
for subdiffusion equation.

Key words. L2-type method, subdiffusion equation, H1!-stability, graded mesh, positive
semidefiniteness
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1. Introduction. The time-fractional diffusion equation was derived from con-
tinuous time random walks [18, 4], where a fractional derivative in time is introduced
to model the memory effect in diffusing materials.

In the past decade, many numerical methods have been proposed to solve the time-
fractional diffusion equation. Some of these methods are on the uniform time meshes.
For example, the L1 scheme of (2 — «)-order has been well-developed by Langlands
and Henry [11], Sun-Wu [23], and Lin-Xu [16], etc. Alikhanov [1] proposed the L2-
1, scheme that has second order accuracy in time for the time-fractional diffusion
equation with variable coefficients. An L2 method of (3 — «)-order on uniform meshes
is studied in [3] by Gao-Sun-Zhang. In [17], a slightly different L2 fractional-derivative
operator is analyzed by Lv-Xu for uniform meshes, where the optimal convergence
(3 — a)-order in time is obtained under strong regularity assumptions on the exact
solution.

Recently, those methods on nonuniform time meshes for time-fractional diffusion
equation have attracted more and more attention, in particular, on the graded meshes.
In fact, the exact solution to the time-fractional diffusion equation could have low reg-
ularity in general near the initial time, which would deteriorate the convergence rate
of the numerical solutions. This motivates researchers to consider nonuniform time
meshes to obtain the desired sharp convergence rate under low regularity assump-
tions on the exact solution. For example, Stynes-Riordan-Gracia [22] prove the sharp
error analysis of L1 scheme on graded meshes. Kopteva provides a different analysis
framework of the L1 scheme on graded meshes in two and three spatial dimensions
in [8]. Chen-Stynes [2] prove the second-order convergence of L2-1, scheme on fitted
meshes combining the graded meshes and quasiuniform meshes. Kopteva-Meng [10]
provide sharp pointwise-in-time error bounds for quasi-graded termporal meshes with
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arbitrary degree of grading for L1 and L2-1, schemes. Later Kopteva generalize this
sharp pointwise error analysis to an L2-type scheme on quasi-graded meshes [9]. In
the case of general nonuniform meshes, Liao-Li-Zhang establish the sharp error anal-
ysis for the L1 scheme of linear reaction-subdiffusion equations in [12, 13] and then
Liao-Mclean-Zhang [14] consider the L2-1, scheme.

In addition to the L1, L2-1, and L2 methods on nonuniform meshes, we shall
mention that the convolution quadrature methods with corrections can also overcome
the convergence rate problem for time-fractional diffusion equation, see for example
[6, 7] and the references therein.

In this work, we consider the H!-stability of an L2 method (the same as [9]) on
general nonuniform meshes for subdiffusion equation. For the L2 fractional-derivative
operator denoted by L, we prove that the following bilinear form

n
(1.1) Z (Lgv, dpw), Opw = wh —wF 1t n>1,
k=1

is positive semidefinite under mild restrictions (3.9) and (3.10) on the time step ratios
Pk = T/ Tk—1 With 7 the kth time step (k > 2), see Theorem 3.2 for details. Note that
the positive semidefiniteness of B,, on general nonuniform meshes is unknown as stated
in [5, Table 1]. In particular, if 0.4573328 < p;, < 3.5615528, the mild restrictions
are satisfied. As a consequence, the H'-stability of the implicit L2 scheme for the
subdiffusion equation with homogeneous Dirichlet boundary condition can be derived
for all time.

THEOREM 1.1. Assume that f(t,x) € L>([0,00); L*(Q))NB ([0, x); L3(Q)) and
u® € H(Q). If the nonuniform mesh {Ty}r>1 satisfies (3.9) and (3.10), then the
numerical solution u™ of the implicit L2 scheme

Y= AuF + f(ty,x) in Q, uF =0 on0Q,
satisfies the following H*-stability
V™| 120y < |V ||12(0) +2C;Co,

where Cy depends on the source term f, Cq is the Sobolev embedding constant de-
pending on §2 and the dimension of space.

Moreover, in the special case of graded meshes, we show that if the grading parameter
1 < r < 3.2016538, then B,, is positive semidefinite and similar H'-stability of L2
scheme can be established.

If the exact solution of subdiffusion equation only has low regularity, our stability
result says that the L2 scheme would be at least H'-stable, as soon as the time
meshes satisfy constraints (3.9)—(3.10). One following issue is how to design suitable
time meshes not only ensuring the H'-stability of numerical solutions, but also having
the sharp error bound. In [22, 8], the authors state that the large value of r in the
graded mesh increases the temporal mesh width near the final time ¢ = T which can
lead to large errors. This inspire us to propose a new type of graded mesh, called
r-variable graded mesh, with varying grading parameter that is large near ¢ = 0 and
small near ¢ = T'. Some first numerical tests show that this r-variable graded mesh
could perform well. However the rigorous proof of its convergence rate needs to be
further studied.
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This work is organized as follows. In Section 2, the derivation, explicit expression
and reformulation of L2 fractional-derivative operator are provided. In Section 3, we
prove the positive semidefiniteness of the bilinear form ,, under some mild restrictions
on the time step ratios. In Section 4, we establish the H'-stability of the L2 scheme for
the subdiffusion equation, based on the positive semidefiniteness result. In Section 5,
the special case of graded meshes is discussed. In Section 6, we do some first numerical
tests on a new nonuniform mesh, called r-variable graded mesh, where the L2 scheme
on this mesh is H'-stable.

2. Discrete fractional-derivative operator. In this part we show the deriva-
tion, explicit expression and reformulation of L2 operator on general nonuniform mesh.

We consider the L2 approximation of the fractional-derivative operator defined
by

1 Eoal(s)
ofu = ds.
et F(l—a)/o (t—s)
Take a nonuniform time mesh 0 = tg <t; < ... <{tp_1 <tp <...with £k > 1. When
k = 1, we use the standard linear Lagrangian polynomial interpolating {u°, u!}:

Hi(t) =~ 0 L2 l0 1
! lo—t i —to

When k > 2, for 1 < j < k—1, we use the standard quadratic Lagrangian polynomial
interpolating {u? =%, u/,u/1}:

Hi(t) = =t =tipr) 0, E—ti-)(E—tin) 5
(tj—1 — 1) (tj—1 — tj41) (t; = tj—1)(t; — tj41)
E—ti-){E—t)  n
)
(tjt1 — tj—1)(tj1 — t5)
while for j = k, we use the quadratic Lagrangian polynomial H5~!(t) defined in (2.1).
Let 7; =t; —t;_1. At t = t;, the fractional derivative 0;'u(t) is approximated by
the discrete fractional-derivative operator

(2.1)

(2.2) ) .
ul —u
Lou=— "
T TR —a)r
k=1 .t i th k—1
1 i Q.H ko OgH.
= / AN (Si ds —|—/ 2 2 (j) ds
F(l - Ol) j=1 tj—1 (tk’ - S) te—1 (tk - S)
k-1
1 k, j—1 | 1k, § | k. j+1 k, k—2 | 1k k—1 , k k
:m 4 (aju’™" + bju’ +cju’™") + agu” T+ bput T +gu”t |, k> 2
Jj=1
where for 1 < j <k —1,
(2.3)
al,ﬁ_/tj 257tj7tj+1 1 ds—/l 727']'(179)77']'4_1 d9
Ty T 1) (B —8)” o (7 + 7))t — (tj—1 +075))
bk:_/tj 2S—tj,1—tj+1 1 dS:—/l 2Tj9—Tj—Tj+1 d9
! t TiTj+1 (ts —s)* o Ti+1(te = (G- +075))>

g /tj 25 —t;_1 — 1 1 ds — /1 Tj2(29 -1 40
P Sy T (i) (e — 8)® o Ti+1(Tj + i)tk — (tj—1 +075))>
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and

e /tk 25 —tp_1 — ty LI /1 T2(20 — 1) 20
M e Tt (T + ) (b — 8)@ o Th=1(Tk—1 + T%)(tk — (th—1 + O7%))>

bk__/tk 25 —tp_o —ti 1 dS——/l T(20 — 1) 4+ 71 a9
g ey Th—1Tk (tk —8)* o Th—1(te — (tr—1 +07%))>

k e 9g — the_o —tp_1 1 ! 2710 + T—1
ey Th(Tk—1 + 7)) (tk — 8)* o (Th—1 4+ 76)(tk — (tk—1 + 07x))*

It can be verified that a;? <0, b;? > 0, cg? >0forl1 <j<k-1, andaﬁ > 0, b’,j < 0,
c’,j > 0. Furthermore, af + b? + c;? = 0 always holds for 1 < j < k.

Specifically speaking, we can figure out the explicit expressions of a? and c? as
follows (note that b = —a¥ — c¥): for 1 <j <k -1,

J J
a? B (1- oz)TZj(J;gl' + Tjt1) (b =) = (1- i;i;;jilfjﬂ) (b =t
2
(2.4) " (2—a)(1—a)rj(r; + Tj41) [(te = t;-1)*7" = (ts = £;)°7°]
cj = (1— a)Tj+11(Tj + Tjt1) {_ Ti((ts = tj—1)' 7+ (b — )1 7%)

+2(2—a) M ((tr —t;-1)* " = (tk — tj)z_a)},

while for j = k,

k 0”/3
ap = )
(2.5) 2—a)(1 — a)Tp—1(Th—1 + )T}
’ ko 1 aTk
Ck =

+ .
(I-a)ry  (2—-a)(1 —a)(Th—1 + 7%)TF
We reformulate the discrete fractional derivative L§ in (2.2) as

1
I'2—oa)ry
(2.6) ) o1
(cF +cF )opu—afdp_ru—akéu+ Z d?éju , k>2,

j=2

L{u = o1u,

YT T )

where d;u =/ —u/~! and df = cé?_l — a?. To establish the H'-stability of L2-type
method for fractional-order parabolic problem, we shall prove the positive semidefi-

niteness of B,, defined in (1.1).
3. Positive semidefiniteness of bilinear form B5,,.

LEMMA 3.1 (Properties of a¥, ¢& and d¥).  Given a nonuniform mesh {7;};>1,
the following properties of the L2 coefficients in (2.3) hold:

(P1) af <0, 1<j<k-1, k>2;

(P2) ab™ —ah >0, 1<j<k-1, k>2;

(P3) af ) —ah <0, 1<j<k—2 k>3;

(P4) by —ab <aji] =™, 1<j<k-2 k>3;
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(P5) 5 >0,1<j<k-1,k>2;
(P6) St —ck <0, 1<j<k-1, k>2;
(P7) d¥ >0, 2<j<k-1, k>3;
(P8) di™ —dh <0, 2<j<k-1, k>3.
Furthermore, if the nonuniform mesh {7;};>1, with pj = 7;/T;_1 satisfies
1 1

(3.1) >
piv1 — pi(1+p;)

-3, Vj>2,

then the following properties of dé? hold:
(P9) df, —di>0,2<j<k—2 k>4
(P10) db ) —df > diT] —ditt 2 < <k-2 k>4
Proof. We first provide two equivalent forms of af in (2.3) as follows:
(3.2)

1 1
a? = W/(; (tk - (tj_l + STj))ia d(Tj82 — (27']‘ + Tj+1)8)
QaT; !
=—(tk—t;) " + 7j/ (7j + Tjs1 + 575) (1 = 8)(tx — tj +575) 7 ds
T; + Tj+1 Jo
and
(3.3)

w_ [ —27(1 —8) — Tj ds — ! —27jS — Tjt1 d
aj = —ds = —ds
o (T + 741tk — (tj—1 + 575)) o (754 7j41)(te — tj + s75)
1 ! _ 2
= 773 T /0 (tk — tj + STj) « d(—TjS — Tj+18)

QT

1
—(tk — tj_l)_a — / (Tj + Tj4+1 — STj)(l — 8)(tk — tj_l — STj)_a_ldS.
0

Tj +’Tj+1

It is easy to see a? <0, i.e., (P1) holds.
Combining (3.2) and (3.3), we have

(3.4)
1
koo ok _ YT ) ) (1 — te — ¢ N—a—lg
Gjp1 —a; = ) _ (75 + Tjp1 +s75) (1 — s)(tk — t; + s75) S
7j + Ti+1 Jo
1
aT; o
7J+1 / (Tj+1 + Tj+2 — STj+1)(1 — S)(tk — tj — STj+1) @ 1d8 < O7
Tji+1 + Ti+2 Jo

where we use the form (3.2) for a? and the form (3.3) for aé?ﬂ. Therefore (P3)

holds. Moreover, for any fixed s, (ty — t;—1)7%, (tp —tj—1 — s7;)7 271, (e — t; +
s7;)7* 1t and (), —t; — s7j41) "> ! all decrease w.r.t. k. As a consequence, (3.3) and

(3.4) result in a?“ - a? > 0, (afj_'ll - af“) - (a?Jrl - aé?) > 0, i.e., the properties
(P2) and (P4) hold.
We now turn to prove the properties of c;? and d;? = C§—1 — af. For cf in (2.3),
we have
¢ T [ ) s )
= —(tj_1 + 875 s —s
(3'5) ’ TJ+1 (T] —ZTJ+1) 0 i ! ! !
QT

1
=— | s(1—8)(ty —t; +s7;)" "' ds > 0.
Tj+1(7) +Tj+1)/o T
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This is the property (P5). Since a? < 0, we have dé? = §71 — a? > 0 for j > 2 and the
property (P7) holds. For any fixed s, (t; —t; +s7;) ! decreases w.r.t. k, implying
that cé-”'l — c? < 0, i.e., the property (P6). Combining this with property (P2), the
property (P8) holds.

We now prove the property (P9). Combining (3.4) and (3.5) gives
(3.6)

3 1
d§+1 B d? :L/ s(L—s)(ty —t; + STj)_a_l ds
Tit1(m + 7541) Jo
3 1
_ L/ (1= 8)(tp — tj_1 + s7j1)"** ds
Tj(ijl"‘Tj) 0
1
QaT;
73/ (Tj + 741 + STj)(l — 5)(tk _ tj + STj)fO‘*l ds
Ti +Ti+1 Jo
1
QaT; N
¢/ (Tj41 + Tjga — s7j41) (L — 8)(tx — t; — sTj41) " 1 s,
Tit1 + Tir2 Jo

Note that for any fixed j, (ty —t; + s7;)"*"! > 0 decreases w.r.t. s, and fol(l -
3s)(1 — s) = 0, which imply

1
[ i 00 4 mas
(3.7) 0

1
> / (47']‘ + 37’j+1)8(1 — 3)(tk — tj + STj)—a—l ds.
0

Using (3.7) and the fact (tg —t; +s7;) 771 > (ty, —tj_1 + s7j_1) ">~ !, we can derive
from (3.6) that

3 3
TS TS 4
b, —d; >a( ! - :
Tit1(Ty + Tiv1) (71 +TH)

(8:8) (475 + 37j41)7; !
+ J—]—H]) / s(1—s)(ty —t; +sm;) " ds.
i+ T+ 0

The property (P9) holds if the following condition is satisfied

3 3

T L Tia n (47j + 37541)7; >0
Tj+1(m + 7iv1) 7T+ 1) i+ Tj+1
1 1 4+ 3pj+1 >0 1 > 1 _3

piri(l+pi)  p21+p)  1+pin pi+1 — pi(1+p;)

We now prove the last property (P10). The convexity of the function t=~1 gives

(tk — tj + S’Tj)_a_l — (tk+1 — tj + STj)_a_l
> (tk — tj_l + STj_l)iail — (tk+1 — tj_l + STj_l)iail,

and for fixed j, it is easy to see that (ty —t; + s7;) 77! — (tpy1 — t; +575) 771 >0
decreases w.r.t. s. Then we can get the following result similar to (3.8):

3 3
(d5, ) — db) — (d5F) — ab ) > a< '3 N
gt J i+l J Tj+1(’7’j +Tj+1) Tj(Tj_1+Tj)

1
) / s(1—s) {(tk —tj+sT) T = (tgyr — t; +sT) T ds.
0

L W7 4375407
’Tj + Tj+1
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Similar to the proof of (P9), (d¥, ; —d¥) - (dfill d?“) > 0, as soon as the condition

(3.1) is satisfied. Therefore, (P10) is proved d

THEOREM 3.2. Consider a nonuniform mesh {7y }k>1 satisfying that

(3.9) P < P2, ps<p3<p’, 24 2 + dpr >0
’ * 2 * 3 ’ 1+ ps 1+ p2 (1+P2)2_ ’
and for k > 3,
2
Pr(1 + pr)
Pr < Pryl < g, px < pr < &1,
ST =302 (1 + pn)
(3.10) P < Pry1 < pr, &1 < pp < &o,
2
—p; +4pr + 2 *
P*<Pk+1§/2)k—pk7 §2<Pk<p7
P —3pk —1

where p, =~ 0.356341, p* ~ 4.155358, & ~ 0.459770, & =~ 3.532016. The graphical
illustration of these constraints are provided in Figure 1. Then for any function u
defined on [0,00) X Q and n > 2,

n

= 9k
Z Lku (Sku = Z 21—\(3())||5ku|LZ(Q) > 0
k=1

k=1
where
(3.11)
(2= )1 = a)g(e), k=1,2,
a ((1+a)(2-a) +Pk+1—1+047 20,31 ) C3<k<n—1,
ge(a) = 4 7 o (L4 prt1)® 1+ prsr 1+ p
1 2— -2
ﬁ(( +a) @) palpn ))’ —
T «@ 1+ pn

5 T 5

45+ p3=p b 45 pri1=p"

4+

35

P

P2

Ph+1

P2 P

Fia. 1. Feasible regions from (3.9) for (p2,p3) (left) and (3.10) for (pk,pr+1) with k > 3 (right).

Proof. According to (2.6), we can rewrite B, (u, ) in the following matrix form

n

B (u,u) = Z(Lgu, dpu) =

l—oz
k=1

/ My Tde,



8 C. QUAN AND X. WU

where ¢ = [01u, dau, - - -, dpu] and
(3.12)
-1 —«
(1—a)™'n
—G-d A3
M —az1L d% — a§ cg + c%
- b @ -l ded
n mn mn mn n s 7
—ay d2 T dn—Q dn—l —Qy Cph_q + Cn

We split M as M = A + B, where

B1
—a; B
A= —a$ d3 B ,

—a? dy - d', B

and
(=) ' =B
—a% c% + c% — PBs
B— —a3 s +c3—Bs ,
ey e

with

261 = —aj, 2B2—d;=a}—ai,
(3.13) 2 —ditt =dfi_, —dity, 3<k<n-1,
28, =dy_;, m>3.

Consider the following symmetric matrix S = A+AT+cele,, with small constant
e>0ande,=(0,---,0,1) € R*" According to Lemma 3.1, if the condition (3.1)
holds, S satisfies the following three properties:

() Vi<j<i<n,[S], ;;>[S]

(2) Vi<j<i<n[S],; ; <[S] s

B)Vi<j<i<n[S],_;,; - [Sﬁi,jfl < [S];_1; — (Sl
From [19, Lemma 2.1|, S is positive definite. Let € — 0. We can claim that A + AT
is positive semidefinite.

We now consider the following splitting of B + B™:

T_Co) (0 0)
B+B _(O Onn+0Dn ’

X Xn

4,37

where

C— <2(1 —a) Y - 2B —a3 ) 7

2 2 2 3
—aj 2¢1 +2¢; =202 — a3/,



H'-STABILITY OF L2-TYPE METHOD 9

aj —a3

—a3 2c3+2c3 —2B3 —aj
D= .
—ay  2cp_1 4+ 2c) — 20,

n (n—=1)x(n—1)

The positive semidefiniteness of B +B7T can be ensured if C and D are both positive
semidefinite.

We first discuss about the positive semidefiniteness of C of size 2 x 2. Note that
from (2.4), we have the following explicit expression of a?:
(3.14)

T227a (27’1 -‘1-7'2)(7'1 +7.2)1—a 2 [(7'1 +7'2)2_a—7'22_a}

(1 —a)m(m +72) (1 —a)ri(m1 + 72) 2—-a)(1—a)r(m + 1)
a(m +1)?7 — 0@2*0‘

R GEEO N A=)+ m) ™,

a

=N

and from (3.2), we have another formula of a?:

QaTy

1
(3.15) af = -3 + / (14 72+ s71)(1 = 8) (72 + s71) "' ds.
0

T + T2
According to the definition 28; = —a? in (3.13), if 71 > 7, then by (3.14),
(3.16) [Cli>21—a) ' —(1—a)  (rm+m) *>0—-a) 77 >0,
while if 71 < 79, then by (3.15)
_ 1+
. Clyy =2(1 — a) b @ 2 >0
(3 17) [ ]11 ( Oé) T + ay > (1 o OA)T{X >

From 283y = d3 + a3 — a? in (3.13), d3 = ¢} — a3 and the properties (P5)—(P6) on C.I;’
we have
(3.18)

[Claz =€l +2¢5 + (a] + a3 —a}) — a3+ (cf —e}) > 265 + (a7 + a3 — a}) — a3,

Note that (3.2) and (3.4) give

(3.19)
1
aT
a%—i—ag—a?:—T{o‘—{— ! /(’7‘1+T2+ST1)(].—S)(t2—t1+S7’1)7a71d8
1+ 72 Jo
1
aT
- ! /(7’1—|—7'2+ST1)(1—S)(tg—t1+8T1)7a71dS
T1+’7'2 0
1
aTs —a—1
— To + 713 — s72)(1 — s)(tg — t1 — sT ds
T2+73/0(2 3 — s72)(1 = s)(ts — t1 — 572)
1
- QaTy _
>—7,% — 1—38)(mo+73—87m2) %ds
e AEDCEE TS

= g o _p3—1—|—a+ pgia
2 2-al-a)mg \ (L+p)*  14ps)
Substituting (2.5) and (3.19) into (3.18) yields
(3.20)
o (1+a)2-a) ps—l+a 2057  2p
[C]QQ > p — .
2-a)(1—a)7 o (L+p3)*  1+ps 1+p2




10 C. QUAN AND X. WU

Since [C]11 > 0, C is positive definite as soon as [C]11[C]2z2 — [Cl12[C]21 > 0.
When 71 > 7, i.e. p2 <1, from (2.5), (3.16) and (3.20), we have

(67

(1—-0a)2(2—a)(nm)> h(a),

[0]11[0]22 - [C]12[C]21 >

where
2

1+a)2—a) ps—1+a 2p57° 2p2 a ( 03 )

(
hi(a) = — 4 _
@) a (I+p3)* 1+ps 1+ps (2—a)py \1+po

Now we show that hq(«) decreases w.r.t. a and hy(1) > 0 under some constraints
2

2
on po and ps. It is trivial to check that *ﬁ (ﬁ) decreases w.r.t. « when
2
P2 S 1. Let
I1+a)2-0a) ps—14+a 2p27° 2p2
(3.21) q(a) = ( I ) 3

—_ + .
& (I+p3)* L14+ps 1+p2

A direct calculation gives

(p3 — L+ a)In(1+ps)  2p3~*In(ps)
(1+p3)* L+ps

(322) ¢'(a)=-2/a® =1+ (1+p3) "~

To show ¢'(«) < 0, we consider the following several cases. In the case of 0 < p3 < 1,
we have

q(a) < —2/a® =1+ (14 p3)"*(1 = (p3 — 14+ a)In(1 + p3)) < =3+ (1 +1n2) < 0.
In the case of 1 < p3 < 4.5, we have

2—«
2x 45 “In(45) _

() < —=2/a® —1+27¢
¢(e) < -2/a te T 145 =

So g(a) decreases w.r.t. « for 0 < p3 < 4.5. As a consequence, hi(«) decreases w.r.t.
a for 0 < p3 < 4.5. Since

3 2 3
h()=2— Py 22 P g 1 2 Einomh

C1+4ps L+pr (L4p)? L+p3 (14 p2)?

we know that C is positive definite for o € (0,1) when po <1 and p3 < 4.5.
When 71 < 79, i.e. pg > 1, from (2.5), (3.17) and (3.20), we have

o

(1—a)2(2—a)?r2e ha(a),

[Cl11[C]22 — [Cl12[Cl21 >

where

h2 (Oé) =

W)= a)ef ) (23 )
o 1+ p2

with g(a) defined in (3.21). We want to impose some constraints on ps and ps s.t.
ha(a) > 0 for a € (0,1). First we have to impose h2(1) > 0, i.e.,

_ 2 4ps ps
3.23 tho(1) =2+ + - >0,
(3.23) P ha(l) 1+ps 14+ps (1+p2)? —
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which is equivalent to

2 4 2
3.24 3—(6+ ) 27(8+ ) —(2+ )<0.
( ) P2 1+ ps P2 1+ ps P2 T+p5/) =
Solving this cubic inequality yields
(3.25) 0 < p2 < Y(p3),

where 1(p3) is the unique positive root of the left-hand side of (3.24). Next, we show
that under the the constraint (3.23), h4(a) < 0 holds, so that he(a) > 0 for a € (0, 1).
Note that (3.23) indicates
3 4
P2 - P2 <2+
(L4+p2)? 1+4p2 1+p3
A direct computation gives h)(a) = p§q(a)p(a), where g(«) is defined in (3.21) and
1+ a)(2—a) n (14 a)(2 —a)q(a)
a aq(a) )
Recall that ¢'(a) < 0 for p, > 0, 0 < ps < 4.5, implying that ¢(a) > ¢(1) > 0. We
now prove that p(a) < 0 for any o € (0,1), 0.3 < p3 < 4.5 and 0 < pa < 9(p3). The

following three cases are discussed.
Case 1: 0 < a < 0.43. We have the following estimate

1+a)2-a

(3.26)

<4 = p2 <9.331852.

pla) = =2/a* — 1 +1npy

p(a)§—2/a2—1+ln9.4 )SO, 0<p2<94, 0<p3 <4.5,

where we use the inequality (3.26).
Case 2: 0.43 < a < 0.7. In this case, for any 1 < py < 9.4,

1 2 —
4 (—2/&2 -1+ lnp2w) =4/0® +1Inpy(—2/a® — 1)
da @
>4/a® +1n9.4(—2/a* — 1) > 4/a® —4.5/a® — 2.25 > (4/0.7 — 4.5)/0.7* — 2.25 > 0.
For any interval (b, a] C (0.43,0.7] and « € (b, a], we have the following upper bound
1—|—a)(2—a)> (1—|—a)(2—a)(
2/a? — 1+ In o —2/a® -1
( fa = 1+np a + aq(b) e
(3.27) » psin(l+p3)  (1—b)In(l+ps) 2p37° >
+ (14 In
(L+ o) (14 p3)® (1+p3) 1+ p3 (p2)

=:1(p2, p3) < ©1(¥(p3), p3).

Here, ¥(p3) is defined in (3.25) and we use the fact that ¢ (p2, p3) increases w.r.t.
p2. We separate (0.43,0.7] into (0.43,0.6] and (0.6,0.7], and plot the upper bounds
according to (3.27) on these two small intervals respectively (see the left-hand side
of Figure 2). Both upper bounds are smaller than 0. So p(a) < 0 for 043 < o <
0.7, 0.3 < p3 <4.5, 0 < pa < ’lb(pg,).

Case 3: 0.7 < @ < 1. For any interval (b,a] C (0.7,1] and « € (b, a],

(1+b)(2—b))+ (1+a)(2—a)<_2/a2_1

pla) < (—2/(12 —1+1Inps

b aq(b)
(3.28) o psln(l4ps)  (1—b)In(l+ps) 2027
+(1+ps)t— Tt 707 EEaL : jpg 1n(ﬂ3)>

=:02(p2, p3) < w2(Y(p3), p3)-
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-0.4 0
5 -06 —
S = -02
o3 -0.8 I~
< S
S 4 ~ -0.4
o w

. 3
s 12 S 06
»: “~
3 14 P
'é 16 g 08
=i 2
3 -18 R
. g
g -2 2,
2 12
S22 =

2.4 -1.4

0 1 2 3 4 5 0 1 2 3 4 5
p3 € [0.3,4.5] p3 € [0.3,4.5]

Fia. 2. Left: Upper bounds of p(a) for (0.43,0.6], (0.6,0.7] from (3.27); Right: Upper bounds
of p(@) for (0.7,0.73], (0.73,0.76], (0.76,0.79], (0.79,0.82], (0.82,0.84], (0.84,0.86], (0.86,0.88],
(0.88,0.9], (0.9,0.91], (0.91,0.92], (0.92,0.93], (0.93,0.94], (0.94,0.95], (0.95,0.96], (0.96,0.97],
(0.97,0.98], (0.98,0.99], (0.99, 1] from (3.28).

Here, 9(p3) is defined in (3.25) and we use the fact that ps(pa, p3) increases w.r.t.
p2. We separate (0.7, 1] into small intervals and plot the upper bounds according to
(3.28) on all these small intervals respectively (see the right-hand side of Figure 2).
All these upper bounds are smaller than 0. So p(a) <0 for 0.7 < a <1, 0.3 < p3 <
4.5, 0 < p2 < 9(p3). Combining Case 1-3, we derive that C is positive definite for
a € (0,1) when py > 1, 0.3 < p3 < 4.5 and (3.23) is satisfied.

Combining all above discussions for 0 < ps < 1 and ps > 1, we claim that if
0.3 < p3 < 4.5 and (3.23) is satisfied, then C is positive definite. Moreover, the
eigenvalues of C are

Ay — [Clu+[Cla & V([Cl1 + [Cl22)? — 4([C11[CJ22 — [C]12[Cl21)
(3.29) ’ 2

> [Cli1 + [Claz — \/([0]112— [Clz2)? + 4[Cl12[Clar _ i(a).

We have studied the positive definiteness of C and now turn to analyze the positive
semidefiniteness of D. We aim to show that D is diagonally dominant under some
constraints on py, so that the positive semidefiniteness can be guaranteed.

For 3 < kK < n -1, we show 2cﬁ_1 + 20’,2 — 26k — a’,z — a’,ﬁi} > (0 under some
constraints on pi and pri1. From the definition 28, = d’g“ + d’,z_l — d’,zﬂ in (3.13)

k_ ok _ k
and dj = ¢j_; — aj, we have
(3.30)

i k E k4l _ ok ko gkl k k1 E k41
2c5_1 + 205 — 2Bk —ap —apy ) =205y +2c —dpT —dp_y +dpT) —ap —apy
_k k k k+1 K k+1 k+1 k+1 k k Kkt
=cp_1 +2c; + (g1 — g T1) — (hoo — o) +(ay T —ap 7)) +ag_q] —ay —ag7y.

From (3.5), (3.4) and (3.2), we have
(3.31)

k k k k
(k1 — Ckﬂ) — (ch_g — th%) + (%H - akﬂ) +ag_y

3
B aTj;_4

1

—_— s(l—s {tk — b1+ 8T1) " = (fpaq — th—1 + STE—1 7'171} ds
T [ ) = )

ati_,

1
B / s(1—s) {(tk —tpo + 5Th_2) T — (tpyr — tho + STk_Q)—a—l} ds
Te—1(Th—2 + k1) Jo
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ATl —1

1
m /0 (Tk—l + Tk + STk—l)(l - S) {(tk —tgp—1+ 377@—1)_0[_1

1

T

— (tht1 — tp—1 + 877%1)_“_1} ds — 7, — k / (1= 8) (7 + Th1 — s7%) " “ds
0

Tk + Ti+1

1
_ ot _
>—Ta—7/ 1— )7 + 7oy — s7%) " “ds
[l 1 (1= 8) (7 + Tht1 — s7Tk)
— o pry1 — 1+ a izt
777—’6 - (0% - « ?
2-a)d—-a)7 L+ prg1)® 14 pesa

as soon as (3.1) is satisfied for j = k — 1. Here, the inequality in (3.31) is obtained
similar to the proof of the property (P10) in Lemma 3.1. Combining this with (2.5)
and (3.30) yields

ahs(@)
2—-a)1—a)m’

k k k_ kil k
2051+ 20 =26k —ap — oy 2 ¢+

where

(l+a)2=a)  pi—lta 2085 pulpe—2)

hs(a) =
(e a I+ pe41)® 1+ pesa L+ pr

A direct calculation gives

- —1+a)In(l+pr1) | 20050
hi(a) = —2/a® =1+ (1+ a_ (Pria + 1 I ,
3() / (1+pr+1) (11 prra)® 1 prot (P+1)

which is similar to ¢’(«) in (3.22) (just replacing ps by pg+1). Therefore, we have
h(a) < 0 and then hz(a) > hz(1) when 0 < pry1 < 4.5. To ensure 2cf_, + 2cf —
28y, — af — aZﬂ > 0, it is sufficient to impose for 3 < k <n —1
(3.32)

1 1 _ 2+ prlpe —2)

oz =8 0< i <45, he(1) = - B

> >0
Pk Pi,1(1 + pk—l)

Now we show 2¢!_; + 2¢} — 23, — a! > 0 under some constraints on p,. From
(3.13), (2.5), (3.2) and (3.5), we can get

(3.33)
2c,_1+2c, =28y —ap =cy_ +2c; —ay o — gt ay_
n 2 2aT, on’,%
=Cp—1 + + -
lI-a)rg 2-a)(l—-a)(Tn-1+7)7¢ 2—a)(l—a)Tm-1(Tn—1+ T0)7
3
oT,

1
n—1 —a—1
_— S(1—8)(ty, — typ—1 + STh— ds
Tn(Tn—l +Tn)/0 ( )( ! 1)

3
)

1
- ] / $(1—8)(tn —tn_o+8Th_o) 1 ds
0

Tn—1 (Tn72 + Tn—1

1
_ QTp—1 —a—1
—r Tno1+ Tn + 8Tn—1)(1 — 8)(tn — th—1 + 8Th—1) % " ds
Tn_1+7n/o( 1 1)( )( 1 1)
(% pn(pn_2)>
Sl < 1+0a)(2—a)fa—2mPn—2)
T B —arg (1+2)2-a)fa L+ pn i
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if (3.1) holds for j = n — 1. The proof of the last inequality in (3.33) is similar to the
proof of property (P9) in Lemma 3.1. To ensure 2¢'_; + 2¢* — 23, — al > 0, it is
sufficient to impose

1 1 Pn(pn —2)
—>————-3, (14+a)2—-a))Ja—"—"""—2>0, Yae(01),
pn o1 (1+ pn-1) L+ pn
that is,
1 1
(3.34) -3, p<2+V6.

pn P21+ pu1)

Combining the above discussions on D, we conclude that if (3.32) and (3.34) hold,
then D is diagonally dominant and positive semidefinite, satisfying

(3.35) D> (2—a) (1 —a) tdiag(0,g3(),...,gr(a), ..., g.()),

where g () is given in (3.11).
We now combine all the conditions for the positive semidefiniteness of A + AT,
C and D, so that

M+M'=(A+A")+(B+B")>B+B"
> (2 - 04>_1(1 - a>_1diag (91(04),92(05)’ cee 7gk(a)7 s 7gn(a))

is positive definite, where gx () is given in (3.11). This gives

(3.36)

o

_ T - gk () 2

In fact, we have proved the following results:
e Positive semidefiniteness of A + AT: (3.1) holds.
e Positive definiteness of C: 0.3 < p3 < 4.5 and (3.23) holds.
e Positive semidefiniteness of D: (3.32) holds for 3 < k < n — 1 and (3.34)
holds for k = n.

In the following content, we just simplify the above constraints for the positive
semidefiniteness of M + MT.

The condition (3.1) actually says that (p;, pj+1) lies on the right-hand side of the
blue solid curve in Figure 3. Let p, ~ 0.356341 be the root of p(1+p) = 1—3p*(1+p).
It can be found that if p; < p, for some j, then p. > p; > pj41 > pjt2 > ... and
7; will shrink to 0 quickly as j increases. This doesn’t make sense in practice. We
shall impose p; > p., Vj > 2. As a consequence, we have the following constraints:
for j > 2,

p3(1+ pj)
1=3p5(1+p;)’
Px < Pjt1s m < pj,

P < Pjr1 < P < pj <M1,

(3.37)

where 7; ~ 0.475329 be the unique positive root of 1 — 3p?(1 + p) = 0.
Since pg41 > p«, we can obtain from the last inequality of (3.32): V3 <k <n-—1

44 3p, 443p.\* 2+ ps
P +\/( p) pqire
1+ p. 1+ pa 1+ ps

2+ prlpr —2)
L+ ps L+ pi

1
>0 = pk<p*::§
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— = Pit1 =P
45 A
Pitl = 57T s)
4 —— pn=p
7
35 7
7
7
3 ’
7
= y
L2s feasible region of (p;, pj+1)
//
2 7
7
7/
1.5 /7
7
7
7/
1 7
7
ost L __
7,
0
0 1 2 3 4 5

Pj

Fia. 3. Feasible region of (pj,pj+1), enclosed by the blue solid curve and the blue dashed line,
obtained from the constraint (3.37) for j > 2. The blue star marker is (p«, px).

Then the last inequality of (3.32) gives for 3 <k <n —1,

px < pr+1 < p, px < pr < P,

(3.38) —p3 +4pp +2

px < Pry1 < 2 —3pr—1 N2 < pr < p’,

where 7y = 3+§/ﬁ is the positive root of p? — 3p — 1 = 0. Note that p* ~ 4.155358 <
2 + /6, (3.38) implies p, < 2+ /6, the constraint in (3.34).
Combining (3.23), (3.37) and (3.38), it is sufficient to impose (3.9) and (3.10) to

ensure the positive semidefinteness of B,,. In (3.10), & = 0.459770 is the positive root

of % = p* and & &~ 3.532016 is the positive root of % = p*. ]

COROLLARY 3.3. Let

3+ V17
(3.39) oL ~ 0.457332766746115, pr = JrT ~ 3.561552812808830.
If pi. € [pL, pr] for all k > 2, then for any function u defined on [0,00) X Q and n > 2,
- ~  gr(a) 2
: n(u,u) = KU, Opu) = Y o ||d >0,
(3.40) B0 = S (E ) = 3 i ol 20

with gi(a) given in (3.11).

Proof. For k > 3, we want to find the largest square subregion contained by the
region shown in Figure 1. In Figure 4 we draw this square [pr, pr]?>. We first set
Pk+1 = pk in the inequality (3.32). Precisely speaking, we derive the quantities of pr

and pr, as follows: pg is the positive root of 1+ ﬁ —£ (1’:5) = 0 and py, is the positive
root of % = pr. Clearly, for any py € [pL, pr], k > 3, the condition (3.10) in

Theorem 3.2 is satisfied. Moreover, it is easy to check that if (p2, p3) € [pL, pr]?, the
condition (3.9) in Theorem 3.2 also holds. The Corollary 3.3 is proved. d
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Pk = PL

Pk

Fig. 4. Region of [p1,, pr|? given in Corollary 3.3 for all k > 3, which is a subregion of the
region in Figure 1.

4. H'-stability of L2-type method for subdiffusion equation. We consider
the following subdiffusion equation:

ofu(t,x) = Au(t,z) + f(t,z), (t,z) € (0,00) x £,
(4.1) u(t,z) =0, (t,x) € (0,00) x 09,
U(O,l‘) - uo(x)v z €1,

where Q is a bounded Lipschitz domain in R?. Given an arbitrary nonuniform mesh
{7k }r>1, the L2 scheme of this subdiffusion equation is written as

U= Auf 4 f* in Q,

4.2
(4.2) uF =0, on 0,

where f* = f(tx,).

THEOREM 4.1. Assume that f(t,z) € L>([0,00); L?(Q))NBV ([0, 00); L3(Q)) is a
bounded variation function in time and u® € H§(Q). If the nonuniform mesh {7y }x>1
satisfies (3.9) and (3.10) (or simply pr € [pL, pr] given in Corollary 3.3), then the
numerical solution u™ of the L2 scheme (4.2) satisfies the following H'-stability

(43) ||VU”HL2(Q) S ||V’LLO||L2(Q) + 2CfCQ,

where Cy depends on the source term f, Cq is the Sobolev embedding constant de-
pending on §) and the dimension d.

Proof. When n =1, we have

(4.4) Ouu _ — A+ fL

I'2—a)ry
Multiplying (4.4) with §;u and integrating over Q yield

11ull72 g

1 1 1
(4.5) Te—a)re = —§||VU1||2L2(Q) + §||VUO||%2(Q) - §HV51U||%2(Q) + (f1, 61u).
1
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Applying Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, then we can derive

||Vu1H%2(Q) S”VUOH%Z(Q) + 4[| £l oo (j0,00):22(2)) ngai( [Ju® 22 ()
(4.6)

<Vl |22 0y + 41 Il Lo (0,000:22 (2 Car Jnax, V|| 20,

where Cq is the Sobolev embedding constant depending on {2 and the dimension.
We now cousider the case n > 2. Multiplying (4.2) with d,u, integrating over €2,
and summing up the derived equations over n yield

Z(Lgu, Opu) :Z<Auk,5ku +Z fE, 6pu)
k=1 k=1 k=1
1 w2 02 l¢ 2
(4.7) =- §||VU l220) + §||VU Z202) — 3 Z [Vorullzz(q)

+ (" u") — = > (O f,u
k=2
Applying the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality gives

<fn7un> - <f17u0> + Z<5kfﬂ uk_1>
k=2

8 <@l oz + 1 lavoeiay) max oz

< k
<CCo max [[Vur|z2(@),

where Cf = 2Hf||Loo([0’OO);L2(SZ)) + ||f||BV([O,oc);L2(Q))~ From Theorem 3.2, we then
have for n > 2,
(4.9) Hvun||2L2(Q) SHVUOHQL?(Q) +2C5Cq Jhax ||Vuk||L2(Q)

Note that (4.6) implies that (4.9) also holds for n = 1. For any N > 1, we take
maxo<n,<n on both sides of (4.9), to obtain

(4.10) Ogla<XN Hvun||2L2(Q) < ”VUOH%Q(Q) +2C5Cq oglnagxzv V™[22,

which indicates

(411) oax [[Vullrao) < CrCa + V(CrCa)? + [[Vu0]2, o
S ||VUOHL2(Q) + QCfCQ

Remark 4.2. In [20, 21], it is proved that the L1 scheme on an arbitrary nonuni-
form mesh and the L2 scheme on uniform meshes are energy stable for time-fractional
gradient flows, where the source term f depends on w.

Remark 4.3. In [15], Liao-Zhang consider the BDF2 scheme with nonuniform
meshes for the diffusion equation (aw = 1) and prove that the scheme is stable if
pr < (34 V/17)/2. Their energy stability result is similar to Theorem 4.1, but for
integer-order diffusion equation.
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5. Application to the case of graded mesh. Consider the subdiffusion equa-
tion in finite time:

Ofu(t,x) = Au(t,z) + f(t,x), (t,z) € (0,T] x Q,
(5.1) u(t,x) =0, (t,z) € (0,T] x 09,
u(0,2) = u®(x), x e Q.

The graded mesh with grading parameter r > 1 is given by

() () ()]

The L2 scheme of the subdiffusion equation is still written as
(5.3) Q= Auf + fF with  fF = f(tg, ).
Recall that the constraint (3.9) for k = 2 in Theorem 3.2 is

2 4ps rs
5.4 2+ + — >0,
(54 L4+ps  1+p2 (14 p2)?

which gives a restriction on r for the graded mesh (5.2),
(5.5) 1 <7< 3.1253645.

Moreover, it is easy to check that if (5.5) is satisfied, p3 € [pL, pr]. Since pj decreases
w.r.t. k> 2, all constraints in Theorem 3.2 are satisfied when (5.5) holds. Therefore,
the H'-stability can be established if 1 < r < 3.1253645 according to Theorem 4.1.

However, we can provide an even better result on the constraint of r by improving
the splitting of B + BT in the proof of Theorem 3.2.

THEOREM 5.1. Assume that f(t,z) € L*([0,T]; L?(Q)) N BV ([0, T]; L?*(Q)) is a
bounded variation function in time and u® € Hg (). If the graded mesh defined by
(5.2) satisfies 1 < r < 3.2016538, then the numerical solution u™ of the L2 scheme
(5.3) satisfies the following H'-stability:

(5.6) [Vu" | 2y < ||Vu0||L2(Q) +2C¢Cq,
where C¢ depends on the source term f, Cq is the Sobolev embedding constant de-

pending on §2 and the dimension d.

Proof. We only need to prove the positive semidefiniteness of B, (u,u) for the
graded mesh. As in the proof of Theorem 3.2, A + A7 is positive semidefinite for the
graded mesh due to p > 1. Now we consider the following splitting

Co O 0 0
T __ 0
(5:7) B+B _(0 0) +(0 Do) :
nxn nxn
where
0 0 O 0 0 O
C: 0 0 0
(58)00:(01 0) +({0 C; o +({0 Cc3 o +(0 c) :
5%5 0 0 O 0 0 0 4/ 5x5

5X5 5X5
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with
C, — (2(1 —a) Y =28 —a3 )
v —a3 2c3 +2¢3 — 28, — 0.7013a3 /),
C (0.70136@ —a3 )
7\ —ad 2¢}+2c} — 285 — 0.45473a}/,
5.9
(5:9) C. — (0.45473(13 —aj} >
T\ —df 2c} + 2¢f — 26, — 0.4131a3/, )’
C.— (0.4131a55’ —a3? )
! —a3 205423 —2B5—ag/, ,’
and
ag —ag
—al 2c8+2c¢ —2Bs —al
(5.10) Do =

—al 2ct_ 4+ 2ch — 20, (n—4)x (n—4)
Here, we consider the case of n > 5 by default, while in the case of n < 4, the proof
is even simpler.

We now study the range of r to ensure the positive semidefiniteness of C;, Cs,

Cs, and Cy4. Note that from (3.17), we have

(5.11) [Ci]11 = [Cl11 > (11_4_703:_1& > 0.

Similar as (3.20), we have the following inequalities

(5.12)
[Cil2z > « ((1 +a)2-a) ps-lta L0133 2p, >
2-a)(1-a)rg a (1+p3)* 1+ ps )
[Calae > @ ((1 +a)2-—a) pi—1+4a B 1.45473/)42176! 2p3 >
2-a)1—a)rg o (L4 pa) 15 i )
[Cs22 > @ ((1 +a)2-a) ps—lt+a 1.4131p2~° 2p4 )
(2—04)(]-—@)7_4? [0 (1+p5)a 1+p5 1+p4 s
[Cy)22 > @ ((1+0‘)<2*0<) pe—1+a 2087 205 )
2-a)(1—a)r® a L+p6)® 1+ps 1+ ps
From (2.5), (5.11) and (5.12), we have
o2
[Ci1]11[Ci]22 — [C1]12[Ci]21 > e (),
0.7013cva3
[C2]11[Caa2 — [C2]12[Ca21 > a0 ia;)Téx rala),
0.45473a;
[C5]11[Cs]22 — [C3]12[Csla1 > i—a)o= aél)Tf k3(a),

O.4l3laag ( )
1-a)(2—a)re 8

[C4]11[C4]22 - [04]12[04]21 >
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where
(@) _(1+a)(2—a)ps ((1 +a)2-a) ps—l4a 17013p57" = 2p, >
« « (1+ p3)© 14 ps3 1+ p2
B ( r3 )2
L+po/ 7

() _(1+a)(2-a) L P l+a  145473p5" %  2p3 03

o (14 pa)™ 1+ py 1+ps  0.7013(1+ p3)’
s(0) :(1 +a)(2—a) L P l+a 1.4131p2~ ¢ 214 03

o (1+ ps)® 1+ ps 1+ps 0454731 + py)’
H4<a):(1+a)(2—a) L pelta 20 | 205 3 .

« (14 pg)® 14+ps 14+p5 0.4131(1+ ps)

Here for the graded mesh with grading parameter r > 1,

K= (k1)
= >
= -2 2P

depends only on k and r. In Figure 5, we illustrate xf(«), rh(a), r5(a), k(@)
wrt. a € (0,1) and r € [1,3.25] for the graded mesh. It can be observed that
ki(a) <0, 4 =1,2,3,4 for « € (0,1) and r € [1,3.25]. A more rigorous proof can
be provided but is omitted here due to the length of this work. Thus for any fixed
r € [1,3.25], k; decreases w.r.t. a € (0,1).

fiyg{ar)

Fia. 5. &) (a), kh(a), c5(a), ky(a) w.r.t. (o,7) where a € (0,1) and r € [1,3.25].

To ensure k1 (a) > 0, we need to impose £1(1) > 0, i.e.,

1.4026 4 3
(5.13) pytri(1) =4 — Pay 2 B 5y
1+ ps T+p2  (1+p2)

which results in

(5.14) 1 < r <3.201653814682024.
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Further, when (5.14) holds, it is easy to verify that x;(1) > 0, i = 2,3, 4 implying that
ki(a) > 0 for all & € (0,1). Since [C;l11 > 0, i =1,2,3,4, the 2 x 2 matrices C; are
positive semidefinite when (5.14) holds.

Similar to the proof of Theorem 3.2, the positive semidefiniteness of Dy can be
guaranteed because pi € (1, pg] C [pL,pr] for any k > 6, when (5.14) holds. The
proof is completed. 0

To better understand Theorem 5.1, we do a numerical test on the matrix M
defined in (3.12) for the graded mesh. We take T =1, n = K =7, a = 0.99999 and
r = 3.20185 (slightly larger than 3.2016538 in Theorem 5.1). As a consequence, the
symmetric matrix M 4+ MT has a negative eigenvalue, i.e., M 4+ M7 is not positive
semidefinite. This indicates that the constraint r < 3.2016538 in Theorem 5.1 is
almost optimal to ensure the positive semidefiniteness of By, (u, u).

6. Numerical tests. We propose a new type of graded mesh with varying grad-
ing parameter r;, called r-variable graded mesh. According to our theoretical analysis,
the L2 scheme on this r-variable graded mesh is H'-stable. We do some first tests on
the convergence rate of H'-error this r-variable graded mesh and compare it with the
standard graded (where r is fixed).

Consider the following subdiffusion equation with zero Dirichlet boundary condi-
tion

(6.1) Otu(t,x) = e Au(t,z) + f(t,z), (t,x) € (0,T] x £,

where e = 0.1, T =1, Q = [0,27]?, and f(t,2) = (T(1 + a) + £2t*) sin(z) sin(y). The
exact solution of this subdiffusion equation is u(t,x) = t*sin(x) sin(y).

We use the finite (central) difference method for space discretization with grid
spacing size h = 27/1000. We compare two different nonuniform time meshes: the
graded mesh (5.2) with fixed » = 2.8 and the following graded mesh with varying
grading parameter r;:

(6.2)

0.6(j — 6 i\ i\ (-1
110 m (2) . e [(2) - ()]

where K > 6 and 1;>¢ denotes the Heaviside function. Note that r; = 3.1 for
j=1,...,6. A graphical illustration of 7; for K = 100 is given in Figure 6. According
to Theorem 4.1, the L2 scheme on this r-variable graded mesh is H!-stable. In
[22, Remark 5.6] and [8, Remark 2.5], the authors state that the large value of r in
the graded mesh increases the temporal mesh width near ¢ = T which can lead to
large errors. The r-variable graded mesh avoid this problem by changing the grading
parameter from large to small. However the rigorous proof of its convergence rate
still needs to be studied.

We show the H'-errors at T = 1 with different K for the L2 scheme of the
subdiffusion equation (6.1) in Table 1 for o = 0.3, 0.5, 0.7. These H'-errors are also
plotted in Figure 7. It can be observed that in this example the r-variable graded
mesh performs better than the graded mesh.
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Fic. 6. Time steps for graded mesh with r = 2.8 and r-variable graded mesh (6.2), where
K =100.
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Fic. 7. H'-errors at t = T of numerical solutions of L2 schemes on graded mesh (r = 2.8)
and r-variable graded mesh (6.2) with o = 0.3, 0.5, 0.7 (from left to right).

[7] ——, Subdiffusion with time-dependent coefficients: improved regularity and second-order
time stepping, Numerische Mathematik 145 (2020), no. 4, 883-913.

[8] Natalia Kopteva, Error analysis of the L1 method on graded and uniform meshes for a
fractional-derivative problem in two and three dimensions, Mathematics of Computation
88 (2019), no. 319, 2135-2155.

[9] , Error analysis of an L2-type method on graded meshes for a fractional-order parabolic
problem, Mathematics of Computation 90 (2021), no. 327, 19-40.

[10] Natalia Kopteva and Xiangyun Meng, Error analysis for a fractional-derivative parabolic prob-
lem on quasi-graded meshes using barrier functions, STAM Journal on Numerical Analysis
58 (2020), no. 2, 1217-1238.

[11] TAM Langlands and Bruce I Henry, The accuracy and stability of an implicit solution method
for the fractional diffusion equation, Journal of Computational Physics 205 (2005), no. 2,
719-736.

[12] Hong-lin Liao, Dongfang Li, and Jiwei Zhang, Sharp error estimate of the nonuniform 11
formula for linear reaction-subdiffusion equations, SIAM Journal on Numerical Analysis
56 (2018), no. 2, 1112-1133.

[13] Hong-lin Liao, William McLean, and Jiwei Zhang, A discrete gronwall inequality with applica-
tions to numerical schemes for subdiffusion problems, STAM Journal on Numerical Analysis
57 (2019), no. 1, 218-237.

[14] Hong-Lin Liao, William McLean, and Jiwei Zhang, A second-order scheme with nonuniform
time steps for a linear reaction-sudiffusion problem, Communications in Computational
Physics 30 (2021), no. 2, 567-601.

[15] Hong-lin Liao and Zhimin Zhang, Analysis of adaptive BDF2 scheme for diffusion equations,
Mathematics of Computation 90 (2021), no. 329, 1207-1226.

[16] Yumin Lin and Chuanju Xu, Finite difference/spectral approzimations for the time-fractional
diffusion equation, Journal of Computational Physics 225 (2007), no. 2, 1533-1552.

[17] Chunwan Lv and Chuanju Xu, Error analysis of a high order method for time-fractional dif-
fusion equations, SIAM Journal on Scientific Computing 38 (2016), no. 5, A2699-A2724.

[18] Ralf Metzler and Joseph Klafter, The random walk’s guide to anomalous diffusion: a fractional
dynamics approach, Physics reports 339 (2000), no. 1, 1-77.

[19] Chaoyu Quan, Tao Tang, and Jiang Yang, How to define dissipation-preserving energy for time-
fractional phase-field equations, CSIAM Transactions on Applied Mathematics 1 (2020),
no. 3, 478-490.

[20] Chaoyu Quan, Tao Tang, and Jiang Yang, Numerical energy dissipation for time-fractional
phase-field equations, arXiv preprint arXiv:2009.06178 (2020).

[21] Chaoyu Quan and Boyi Wang, Energy stable L2 schemes for time-fractional phase-field equa-
tions, Journal of Computational Physics 458 (2022), 111085.

[22] Martin Stynes, Eugene O’Riordan, and José Luis Gracia, Error analysis of a finite differ-
ence method on graded meshes for a time-fractional diffusion equation, STAM Journal on
Numerical Analysis 55 (2017), no. 2, 1057-1079.

[23] Zhi-zhong Sun and Xiaonan Wu, A fully discrete difference scheme for a diffusion-wave system,
Applied Numerical Mathematics 56 (2006), no. 2, 193-209.




	1 Introduction
	2 Discrete fractional-derivative operator
	3 Positive semidefiniteness of bilinear form Bn
	4 H1-stability of L2-type method for subdiffusion equation
	5 Application to the case of graded mesh
	6 Numerical tests
	References

