
H1-NORM STABILITY AND CONVERGENCE OF AN L2-TYPE
METHOD ON NONUNIFORM MESHES FOR SUBDIFFUSION

EQUATION∗

CHAOYU QUAN † AND XU WU ‡

Abstract. This work establishes H1-norm stability and convergence for an L2 method on
general nonuniform meshes when applied to the subdiffusion equation. Under mild constraints on
the time step ratio ρk, such as 0.4573328 ≤ ρk ≤ 3.5615528 for k ≥ 2, the positive semidefiniteness
of a crucial bilinear form associated with the L2 fractional-derivative operator is proved. This result
enables us to derive long time H1-stability of L2 schemes. These positive semidefiniteness and H1-
stability properties hold for standard graded meshes with grading parameter 1 < r ≤ 3.2016538. In
addition, error analysis in the H1-norm for general nonuniform meshes is provided, and convergence
of order (5− α)/2 in H1-norm is proved for modified graded meshes when r > 5/α− 1. To the best
of our knowledge, this study is the first work on H1-norm stability and convergence of L2 methods
on general nonuniform meshes for the subdiffusion equation.
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1. Introduction. The time-fractional diffusion equation is derived from contin-
uous time random walks [24, 5], which incorporates a fractional derivative in time to
model memory effects in diffusing materials.

Over the past decade, numerous numerical methods have been proposed for solv-
ing the time-fractional diffusion equation, many of which use uniform time meshes. For
example, the L1 scheme of (2−α)-order has been extensively developed by Langlands
and Henry [16], Sun-Wu [30], and Lin-Xu [22], and others. Alikhanov [1] proposes
the L2-1σ scheme for the time-fractional diffusion equation with variable coefficients,
which has second-order accuracy in time. Gao-Sun-Zhang [4] study an L1-2 method
of (3 − α)-order on uniform meshes, while Lv-Xu [23] analyze a slightly different
L2 fractional-derivative operator for uniform meshes, achieving optimal convergence
of (3 − α)-order in time under strong regularity assumptions on the exact solution.
More recently, Alikhanov-Huang [2] propose an L2 approximation and corresponding
schemes for the subdiffusion equation with variable coefficients.

In recent years, numerical methods on nonuniform time meshes for solving the
time-fractional diffusion equation have garnered increasing attention, particularly in
the case of graded meshes. In fact, the exact solution to the time-fractional dif-
fusion equation can exhibit low regularity near the initial time, which can lead to
a reduced convergence rate of numerical solutions. To overcome this challenge, re-
searchers have explored the use of nonuniform time meshes to achieve the desired
sharp convergence rate even under low regularity assumptions on the exact solution.
For example, Stynes-Riordan-Gracia [29] prove the sharp error analysis of L1 scheme
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on graded meshes. Kopteva [13] provides a different analysis framework of the L1
scheme on graded meshes in two and three spatial dimensions. Chen-Stynes [3] prove
the second-order convergence of L2-1σ scheme on fitted meshes combining the graded
meshes and quasiuniform meshes. Kopteva-Meng [15] provide sharp pointwise-in-time
error bounds for quasi-graded termporal meshes with arbitrary degree of grading for
L1 and L2-1σ schemes. Later, Kopteva [14] generalizes this sharp pointwise error
analysis to an L2-type scheme on quasi-graded meshes. In the case of general nonuni-
form meshes, Liao-Li-Zhang establish the sharp error analysis for the L1 scheme of
linear reaction-subdiffusion equations in [17] where a useful discrete fractional Grön-
wall inequality is proposed and then Liao-McLean-Zhang [18, 19] further explore the
L2-1σ scheme.

In addition to the L1, L2-1σ, and L2 methods on nonuniform meshes, it is worth
mentioning that convolution quadrature methods with corrections have also shown
promise in overcoming the convergence rate problem for the time-fractional diffusion
equation, see for example [11, 12, 10] and the references therein.

In this work, we first investigate theH1-stability of an L2-type method (as studied
in [23, 14]) on general nonuniform meshes for subdiffusion equations. We focus on
the L2 fractional-derivative operator, denoted by Lαk , and prove that the following
bilinear form

(1.1) Bn(v, w) =

n∑
k=1

〈Lαkv, δkw〉, δkw := wk − wk−1, n ≥ 1,

is positive semidefinite, under the mild restrictions outlined in (3.9)–(3.10) for the
time step ratios ρk (see Theorem 3.2 for details). If 0.4573328 ≤ ρk ≤ 3.5615528,
these mild restrictions are satisfied as shown in Corollary 3.3. Of particular note
is the fact that the positive semidefiniteness of Bn on general nonuniform meshes is
unknown for both the L2 and L2-1σ operators, as highlighted in [20] and [9, Table
1]. This positive semidefiniteness allows us to establish long time H1-stability of the
implicit L2 scheme for the subdiffusion equation with homogeneous Dirichlet boundary
condition (see Theorem 4.1). In addition, we consider the special case of graded
meshes and demonstrate that if the grading parameter 1 < r ≤ 3.2016538, then Bn
is positive semidefinite, allowing for the establishment of similar H1-stability for the
L2 scheme, as outlined in Theorem 4.4. These findings offer a valuable contribution
to the existing literature on numerical methods for subdiffusion equations, providing
new insights into the stability properties of L2-type methods on nonuniform meshes.

Building on the positive definiteness results, we next provide the error analysis in
H1-norm for the L2 scheme of subdiffusion equation on general nonuniform meshes.
In particular, we prove that the convergence rate in H1-norm is O(N−(5−α)/2) for the
L2 scheme on modified graded meshes when r > 5/α−1 (see Theorem 5.4). Although
numerical experiments suggest that the actual convergence order in H1-norm could
be as high as 3−α, which is larger than (5−α)/2, we are currently unable to provide
a proof within our analytical framework. We plan to investigate this matter further in
future studies. It is worth mentioning that [6, 7, 8] provide sharp error analysis in the
H1-norm for the L1 and L2-1σ schemes. However, establishing H1-norm convergence
for the L2 scheme poses a challenge due to the non-monotonicity of the L2 coefficients
and the failure of the discrete fractional Grönwall inequality.

Overall, our work contributes to the growing body of research on nonuniform
time meshes for time-fractional diffusion equations. By demonstrating the positive
semidefiniteness of a bilinear form associated with the L2 scheme on general nonuni-
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form meshes, we establish the H1-stability of this method and provide an H1-norm
error analysis for subdiffusion equations. These findings may be useful for design-
ing accurate and efficient numerical algorithms for a wide range of time-fractional
problems in mathematical physics and engineering.

This work is organized as follows. Section 2 provides the derivation, explicit
expression, and reformulation of the L2 fractional-derivative operator. In Section
3, we prove the positive semidefiniteness of Bn under mild restrictions on the time
step ratios. Section 4 establishes the long time H1-stability of the L2 scheme based
on the positive semidefiniteness result, including a discussion of the case of graded
meshes. The H1-norm error estimates of the L2 schemes are provided for both general
nonuniform meshes and modified graded meshes in Section 5. Finally, in Section 6,
we present numerical tests on the L2 scheme using the modified graded mesh.

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 Caputo fractional derivative

∂αt u =
1

Γ(1− α)

∫ t

0

u′(s)

(t− s)α
ds.

Take a nonuniform time mesh 0 = t0 < t1 < . . . < tk−1 < tk < . . . with k ≥ 1. When
k = 1, we use the standard linear Lagrangian polynomial interpolating {u0, u1}:
H1

1 (t) := t−t1
t0−t1u

0 + t−t0
t1−t0u

1. When k ≥ 2, for 1 ≤ j ≤ k − 1, we use the standard
quadratic Lagrangian polynomial interpolating {uj−1, uj , uj+1}:

(2.1)
Hj

2(t) :=
(t− tj)(t− tj+1)

(tj−1 − tj)(tj−1 − tj+1)
uj−1 +

(t− tj−1)(t− tj+1)

(tj − tj−1)(tj − tj+1)
uj

+
(t− tj−1)(t− tj)

(tj+1 − tj−1)(tj+1 − tj)
uj+1,

while for j = k, we use the quadratic Lagrangian polynomial Hk−1
2 (t) defined in (2.1).

Let τj = tj − tj−1. At t = tk, the fractional derivative ∂αt u(t) is approximated by the
discrete fractional-derivative operator
(2.2)

Lα1 u =
u1 − u0

Γ(2− α)τα1
,

Lαku =
1

Γ(1− α)

Ñ
k−1∑
j=1

∫ tj

tj−1

∂sH
j
2(s)

(tk − s)α
ds+

∫ tk

tk−1

∂sH
k−1
2 (s)

(tk − s)α
ds

é
=

1

Γ(1− α)

Ñ
k−1∑
j=1

(a
(k)
j uj−1 + b

(k)
j uj + c

(k)
j uj+1) + a

(k)
k uk−2 + b

(k)
k uk−1 + c

(k)
k uk

é
, k ≥ 2

where for 1 ≤ j ≤ k − 1,
(2.3)

a
(k)
j =

∫ tj

tj−1

2s− tj − tj+1

τj(τj + τj+1)

1

(tk − s)α
ds =

∫ 1

0

−2τj(1− θ)− τj+1

(τj + τj+1)(tk − (tj−1 + θτj))α
dθ,

b
(k)
j = −

∫ tj

tj−1

2s− tj−1 − tj+1

τjτj+1

1

(tk − s)α
ds = −

∫ 1

0

2τjθ − τj − τj+1

τj+1(tk − (tj−1 + θτj))α
dθ,

c
(k)
j =

∫ tj

tj−1

2s− tj−1 − tj
τj+1(τj + τj+1)

1

(tk − s)α
ds =

∫ 1

0

τ2j (2θ − 1)

τj+1(τj + τj+1)(tk − (tj−1 + θτj))α
dθ,
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and

a
(k)
k =

∫ tk

tk−1

2s− tk−1 − tk
τk−1(τk−1 + τk)

1

(tk − s)α
ds =

∫ 1

0

τ2k (2θ − 1)

τk−1(τk−1 + τk)(tk − (tk−1 + θτk))α
dθ,

b
(k)
k = −

∫ tk

tk−1

2s− tk−2 − tk
τk−1τk

1

(tk − s)α
ds = −

∫ 1

0

τk(2θ − 1) + τk−1

τk−1(tk − (tk−1 + θτk))α
dθ,

c
(k)
k =

∫ tk

tk−1

2s− tk−2 − tk−1

τk(τk−1 + τk)

1

(tk − s)α
ds =

∫ 1

0

2τkθ + τk−1

(τk−1 + τk)(tk − (tk−1 + θτk))α
dθ.

It can be verified that a(k)
j < 0, b(k)

j > 0, c(k)
j > 0 for 1 ≤ j ≤ k − 1, and a(k)

k > 0,
b
(k)
k < 0, c(k)

k > 0. Furthermore, a(k)
j + b

(k)
j + c

(k)
j = 0 always holds for 1 ≤ j ≤ k.

Specifically speaking, we can figure out the explicit expressions of a(k)
j and c

(k)
j

as follows (note that bkj = −a(k)
j − c

(k)
j ): for 1 ≤ j ≤ k − 1,

(2.4)

a
(k)
j =

τj+1

(1− α)τj(τj + τj+1)
(tk − tj)1−α − 2τj + τj+1

(1− α)τj(τj + τj+1)
(tk − tj−1)1−α

+
2

(2− α)(1− α)τj(τj + τj+1)

[
(tk − tj−1)2−α − (tk − tj)2−α] ,

c
(k)
j =

1

(1− α)τj+1(τj + τj+1)

[
− τj((tk − tj−1)1−α + (tk − tj)1−α)

+ 2(2− α)−1((tk − tj−1)2−α − (tk − tj)2−α)
]
,

while for j = k,

(2.5)
a

(k)
k =

ατ2
k

(2− α)(1− α)τk−1(τk−1 + τk)ταk
,

c
(k)
k =

1

(1− α)ταk
+

ατk
(2− α)(1− α)(τk−1 + τk)ταk

.

We reformulate the discrete fractional derivative Lαk in (2.2) as

(2.6)

Lα1 u =
1

Γ(2− α)τα1
δ1u,

Lαku =
1

Γ(1− α)

(
(c

(k)
k + c

(k)
k−1)δku− a(k)k δk−1u− a(k)1 δ1u+

k−1∑
j=2

d
(k)
j δju

)
, k ≥ 2,

where δju = uj − uj−1 and d
(k)
j := c

(k)
j−1 − a

(k)
j . To establish the H1-stability of

L2-type method for fractional-order parabolic problem, we shall prove the positive
semidefiniteness of Bn defined in (1.1).

3. Positive semidefiniteness of bilinear form Bn.
Lemma 3.1 (Properties of a(k)

j , c(k)
j and d

(k)
j ). Given a nonuniform mesh

{τj}j≥1, the following properties of the L2 coefficients in (2.3) hold:
(P1) a(k)

j < 0, 1 ≤ j ≤ k − 1, k ≥ 2;
(P2) a(k+1)

j − a(k)
j > 0, 1 ≤ j ≤ k − 1, k ≥ 2;

(P3) a(k)
j+1 − a

(k)
j < 0, 1 ≤ j ≤ k − 2, k ≥ 3;

(P4) a(k)
j+1 − a

(k)
j < a

(k+1)
j+1 − a(k+1)

j , 1 ≤ j ≤ k − 2, k ≥ 3;
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(P5) c(k)
j > 0, 1 ≤ j ≤ k − 1, k ≥ 2;

(P6) c(k+1)
j − c(k)

j < 0, 1 ≤ j ≤ k − 1, k ≥ 2;
(P7) d(k)

j > 0, 2 ≤ j ≤ k − 1, k ≥ 3;
(P8) d(k+1)

j − d(k)
j < 0, 2 ≤ j ≤ k − 1, k ≥ 3.

Furthermore, if the nonuniform mesh {τj}j≥1, with ρj := τj/τj−1 satisfies

(3.1)
1

ρj+1
≥ 1

ρ2
j (1 + ρj)

− 3, ∀j ≥ 2,

then the following properties of d(k)
j hold:

(P9) d(k)
j+1 − d

(k)
j > 0, 2 ≤ j ≤ k − 2, k ≥ 4;

(P10) d(k)
j+1 − d

(k)
j > d

(k+1)
j+1 − d(k+1)

j , 2 ≤ j ≤ k − 2, k ≥ 4.

Proof. We first provide two equivalent forms of a(k)
j in (2.3) as follows:

(3.2)
a
(k)
j =

1

τj + τj+1

∫ 1

0

(tk − (tj−1 + sτj))
−α d(τjs

2 − (2τj + τj+1)s)

= −(tk − tj)−α +
ατj

τj + τj+1

∫ 1

0

(τj + τj+1 + sτj)(1− s)(tk − tj + sτj)
−α−1 ds

and
(3.3)

a
(k)
j =

∫ 1

0

−2τj(1− s)− τj+1

(τj + τj+1)(tk − (tj−1 + sτj))α
ds =

∫ 1

0

−2τjs− τj+1

(τj + τj+1)(tk − tj + sτj)α
ds

=
1

τj + τj+1

∫ 1

0

(tk − tj + sτj)
−α d(−τjs2 − τj+1s)

= −(tk − tj−1)−α − ατj
τj + τj+1

∫ 1

0

(τj + τj+1 − sτj)(1− s)(tk − tj−1 − sτj)−α−1ds.

It is not difficult to see a(k)
j < 0, i.e., (P1) holds.

Combining (3.2) and (3.3), we have
(3.4)

a
(k)
j+1 − a

(k)
j = − ατj

τj + τj+1

∫ 1

0

(τj + τj+1 + sτj)(1− s)(tk − tj + sτj)
−α−1 ds

− ατj+1

τj+1 + τj+2

∫ 1

0

(τj+1 + τj+2 − sτj+1)(1− s)(tk − tj − sτj+1)−α−1ds < 0,

where we use the form (3.2) for a(k)
j and the form (3.3) for a(k)

j+1. Therefore (P3)
holds. Moreover, for any fixed s, (tk − tj−1)−α, (tk − tj−1 − sτj)−α−1, (tk − tj +
sτj)

−α−1 and (tk − tj − sτj+1)−α−1 all decrease w.r.t. k. As a consequence, (3.3)
and (3.4) result in a(k+1)

j − a(k)
j > 0, (a

(k+1)
j+1 − a(k+1)

j ) − (a
(k)
j+1 − a

(k)
j ) > 0, i.e., the

properties (P2) and (P4) hold.
We now turn to prove the properties of c(k)

j and d(k)
j = c

(k)
j−1 − a

(k)
j . For c(k)

j in
(2.3), we have

(3.5)
c
(k)
j =

τ2
j

τj+1(τj + τj+1)

∫ 1

0

(tk − (tj−1 + sτj))
−α d(s2 − s)

=
ατ3

j

τj+1(τj + τj+1)

∫ 1

0

s(1− s)(tk − tj + sτj)
−α−1 ds > 0.



6 C. QUAN AND X. WU

This is the property (P5). Since a(k)
j < 0, we have d(k)

j = c
(k)
j−1 − a

(k)
j > 0 for j ≥ 2

and the property (P7) holds. For any fixed s, (tk − tj + sτj)
−α−1 decreases w.r.t. k,

implying that c(k+1)
j − c(k)

j < 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

d
(k)
j+1 − d

(k)
j =

ατ3
j

τj+1(τj + τj+1)

∫ 1

0

s(1− s)(tk − tj + sτj)
−α−1 ds

(3.6)

−
ατ3

j−1

τj(τj−1 + τj)

∫ 1

0

s(1− s)(tk − tj−1 + sτj−1)−α−1 ds

+
ατj

τj + τj+1

∫ 1

0

(τj + τj+1 + sτj)(1− s)(tk − tj + sτj)
−α−1 ds

+
ατj+1

τj+1 + τj+2

∫ 1

0

(τj+1 + τj+2 − sτj+1)(1− s)(tk − tj − sτj+1)−α−1 ds.

Note that for any fixed j, (tk − tj + sτj)
−α−1 ≥ 0 decreases w.r.t. s, and

∫ 1

0
(1 −

3s)(1− s)ds = 0, which imply

(3.7)

∫ 1

0

(τj + τj+1 + sτj)(1− s)(tk − tj + sτj)
−α−1 ds

≥
∫ 1

0

(4τj + 3τj+1)s(1− s)(tk − tj + sτj)
−α−1 ds.

Using (3.7) and the fact (tk − tj + sτj)
−α−1 > (tk − tj−1 + sτj−1)−α−1, we can derive

from (3.6) that

(3.8)
d

(k)
j+1 − d

(k)
j >α

Å
τ3
j

τj+1(τj + τj+1)
−

τ3
j−1

τj(τj−1 + τj)

+
(4τj + 3τj+1)τj

τj + τj+1

ã∫ 1

0

s(1− s)(tk − tj + sτj)
−α−1 ds.

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

τ3j
τj+1(τj + τj+1)

−
τ3j−1

τj(τj−1 + τj)
+

(4τj + 3τj+1)τj
τj + τj+1

≥ 0

⇐⇒ 1

ρj+1(1 + ρj+1)
− 1

ρ2j (1 + ρj)
+

4 + 3ρj+1

1 + ρj+1
≥ 0 ⇐⇒ 1

ρj+1
≥ 1

ρ2j (1 + ρj)
− 3.

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

(tk − tj + sτj)
−α−1 − (tk+1 − tj + sτj)

−α−1

> (tk − tj−1 + sτj−1)−α−1 − (tk+1 − tj−1 + sτj−1)−α−1,

and for fixed j, it is not difficult to see that (tk−tj+sτj)−α−1−(tk+1−tj+sτj)−α−1 > 0
decreases w.r.t. s. Then we can get the following result similar to (3.8):

(d
(k)
j+1 − d

(k)
j )− (d

(k+1)
j+1 − d(k+1)

j ) > α

Å
τ3j

τj+1(τj + τj+1)
−

τ3j−1

τj(τj−1 + τj)

+
(4τj + 3τj+1)τj

τj + τj+1

ã∫ 1

0

s(1− s)
ï
(tk − tj + sτj)

−α−1 − (tk+1 − tj + sτj)
−α−1

ò
ds.
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Similar to the proof of (P9), (d
(k)
j+1 − d

(k)
j ) − (d

(k+1)
j+1 − d(k+1)

j ) > 0, as soon as the
condition (3.1) is satisfied. Therefore, (P10) is proved.

Theorem 3.2. Consider a nonuniform mesh {τk}k≥1 satisfying that

(3.9)
ρ∗ < ρ2, ρ∗ < ρ3 < ρ∗, 2 +

2

1 + ρ3
+

4ρ2

1 + ρ2
− ρ3

2

(1 + ρ2)2
≥ 0,

ρ3 ≤
ρ2

2(1 + ρ2)

1− 3ρ2
2(1 + ρ2)

,

and for k ≥ 3,

(3.10)


ρ∗ < ρk+1 ≤

ρ2
k(1 + ρk)

1− 3ρ2
k(1 + ρk)

, if ρ∗ < ρk < ξ1,

ρ∗ < ρk+1 < ρ∗, if ξ1 ≤ ρk ≤ ξ2,

ρ∗ < ρk+1 ≤
−ρ2

k + 4ρk + 2

ρ2
k − 3ρk − 1

, if ξ2 < ρk < ρ∗,

where ρ∗ ≈ 0.356341 is the positive root of ρ(1 + ρ) = 1 − 3ρ2(1 + ρ), ρ∗ ≈ 4.155358

is defined in (3.38), ξ1 ≈ 0.459770 is the positive root of ρ2(1+ρ)
1−3ρ2(1+ρ) = ρ∗ and ξ2 ≈

3.532016 is the positive root of −ρ
2+4ρ+2

ρ2−3ρ−1 = ρ∗. Then for any function u defined on
[0,∞)× Ω and n ≥ 2,

Bn(u, u) =

n∑
k=1

〈Lαku, δku〉 ≥
n∑
k=1

gk(α)

2Γ(3− α)
‖δku‖2L2(Ω) ≥ 0,

where
(3.11)

gk(α) =



1

τα1
ĝ(α), k = 1, 2,

α

ταk

(
(1 + α)(2− α)

α
+
ρk+1 − 1 + α

(1 + ρk+1)α
−

2ρ2−αk+1

1 + ρk+1
−
ρk(ρk − 2)

1 + ρk

)
, 3 ≤ k ≤ n− 1,

α

ταn

Å
(1 + α)(2− α)

α
−
ρn(ρn − 2)

1 + ρn

ã
, k = n 6= 2,

are positive for all α ∈ (0, 1) and ĝ(α) is defined in (3.29) depending only on α, ρ2, ρ3.

Fig. 1. Feasible regions from restriction (3.9) for (ρ2, ρ3) (left) and restriction (3.10) for
(ρk, ρk+1) with k ≥ 3 (right).
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Proof. The graphical illustration of restrictions (3.9) and (3.10) are provided in
Figure 1. According to (2.6), we can rewrite Bn(u, u) in the following matrix form

Bn(u, u) =

n∑
k=1

〈Lαku, δku〉 =
1

Γ(1− α)

∫
Ω

ΨMΨTdx,

where Ψ = [δ1u, δ2u, · · · , δnu] and
(3.12)

M =



(1− α)−1τ−α1

−a(2)1 − a(2)2 c
(2)
1 + c

(2)
2

−a(3)1 d
(3)
2 − a(3)3 c

(3)
2 + c

(3)
3

−a(4)1 d
(4)
2 d

(4)
3 − a(4)4 c

(4)
3 + c

(4)
4

...
...

. . .
. . .

. . .

−a(n)1 d
(n)
2 · · · d

(n)
n−2 d

(n)
n−1 − a

(n)
n c

(n)
n−1 + c

(n)
n


.

We split M as M = A + B, where

A =



β1

−a(2)1 β2

−a(3)1 d
(3)
2 β3

...
...

. . .
. . .

−a(n)1 d
(n)
2 · · · d

(n)
n−1 βn

 ,

and

B =



(1− α)−1τ−α1 − β1
−a(2)2 c

(2)
1 + c

(2)
2 − β2

−a(3)3 c
(3)
2 + c

(3)
3 − β3
. . .

. . .

−a(n)n c
(n)
n−1 + c

(n)
n − βn

 ,

with

(3.13)

2β1 = −a(2)
1 , 2β2 − d(3)

2 = a
(3)
1 − a

(2)
1 ,

2βk − d(k+1)
k = d

(k)
k−1 − d

(k+1)
k−1 , 3 ≤ k ≤ n− 1,

2βn = d
(n)
n−1, n ≥ 3.

Consider the following symmetric matrix S = A+AT+εeT
nen, with small constant

ε > 0 and en = (0, · · · , 0, 1) ∈ R1×n. According to Lemma 3.1, if the condition (3.1)
holds, S satisfies the following three properties:

(1) ∀ 1 ≤ j < i ≤ n, [S]i−1,j ≥ [S]i,j ;
(2) ∀ 1 < j ≤ i ≤ n, [S]i,j−1 < [S]i,j ;
(3) ∀ 1 < j < i ≤ n, [S]i−1,j−1 − [S]i,j−1 ≤ [S]i−1,j − [S]i,j .

From [25, Lemma 2.1], S is positive definite. Let ε→ 0. We can claim that A + AT

is positive semidefinite.
We now consider the following splitting of B + BT:

B + BT =

Å
C 0
0 0

ã
n×n

+

Å
0 0
0 D

ã
n×n

,
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where

C =

Ç
2(1− α)−1τ−α1 − 2β1 −a(2)2

−a(2)2 2c
(2)
1 + 2c

(2)
2 − 2β2 − a(3)3

å
2×2

,

D =

à
a
(3)
3 −a(3)3

−a(3)3 2c
(3)
2 + 2c

(3)
3 − 2β3 −a(4)4

. . .
. . .

. . .

−a(n)n 2c
(n)
n−1 + 2c

(n)
n − 2βn

í
(n−1)×(n−1)

.

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

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

1 :
(3.14)

a
(2)
1 =

τ2−α
2

(1− α)τ1(τ1 + τ2)
− (2τ1 + τ2)(τ1 + τ2)1−α

(1− α)τ1(τ1 + τ2)
+

2
[
(τ1 + τ2)2−α − τ2−α

2

]
(2− α)(1− α)τ1(τ1 + τ2)

=
α(τ1 + τ2)2−α − ατ2−α

2

(2− α)(1− α)τ1(τ1 + τ2)
− (1− α)−1(τ1 + τ2)−α,

and from (3.2), we have another formula of a(2)
1 :

(3.15) a
(2)
1 = −τ−α2 +

ατ1
τ1 + τ2

∫ 1

0

(τ1 + τ2 + sτ1)(1− s)(τ2 + sτ1)−α−1 ds.

According to the definition 2β1 = −a(2)
1 in (3.13), if τ1 ≥ τ2, then by (3.14),

(3.16) [C]11 > 2(1− α)−1τ−α1 − (1− α)−1(τ1 + τ2)−α > (1− α)−1τ−α1 > 0,

while if τ1 ≤ τ2, then by (3.15)

(3.17) [C]11 = 2(1− α)−1τ−α1 + a
(2)
1 >

1 + α

(1− α)τα1
> 0.

From 2β2 = d
(3)
2 +a

(3)
1 −a

(2)
1 in (3.13), d(3)

2 = c
(3)
1 −a

(3)
2 and the properties (P5)–(P6)

on c(k)
j , we have

(3.18)
[C]22 =c

(2)
1 + 2c

(2)
2 + (a

(2)
1 + a

(3)
2 − a

(3)
1 )− a(3)

3 + (c
(2)
1 − c

(3)
1 )

>2c
(2)
2 + (a

(2)
1 + a

(3)
2 − a

(3)
1 )− a(3)

3 .
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Note that (3.2) and (3.4) give
(3.19)

a
(2)
1 + a

(3)
2 − a

(3)
1 =− τ−α2 +

ατ1
τ1 + τ2

∫ 1

0

(τ1 + τ2 + sτ1)(1− s)(t2 − t1 + sτ1)−α−1 ds

− ατ1
τ1 + τ2

∫ 1

0

(τ1 + τ2 + sτ1)(1− s)(t3 − t1 + sτ1)−α−1 ds

− ατ2
τ2 + τ3

∫ 1

0

(τ2 + τ3 − sτ2)(1− s)(t3 − t1 − sτ2)−α−1 ds

>− τ−α2 − ατ2
τ2 + τ3

∫ 1

0

(1− s)(τ2 + τ3 − sτ2)−α ds

=− τ−α2 − α

(2− α)(1− α)τα2

Ç
−ρ3 − 1 + α

(1 + ρ3)α
+

ρ2−α
3

1 + ρ3

å
.

Substituting (2.5) and (3.19) into (3.18) yields
(3.20)

[C]22 >
α

(2− α)(1− α)τα2

Å
(1 + α)(2− α)

α
+
ρ3 − 1 + α

(1 + ρ3)α
− 2ρ2−α

3

1 + ρ3
+

2ρ2

1 + ρ2

ã
.

Since [C]11 > 0, C is positive definite as soon as [C]11[C]22 − [C]12[C]21 > 0.
When τ1 ≥ τ2, i.e. ρ2 ≤ 1, from (2.5), (3.16) and (3.20), we have

[C]11[C]22 − [C]12[C]21 >
α

(1− α)2(2− α)(τ1τ2)α
h1(α),

where

h1(α) =
(1 + α)(2− α)

α
+
ρ3 − 1 + α

(1 + ρ3)α
− 2ρ2−α

3

1 + ρ3
+

2ρ2

1 + ρ2
− α

(2− α)ρα2

Å
ρ2

2

1 + ρ2

ã2

.

Now we show that h1(α) decreases w.r.t. α and h1(1) ≥ 0 under some constraints on

ρ2 and ρ3. It is easy to check that − α
(2−α)ρα2

(
ρ22

1+ρ2

)2

decreases w.r.t. α when ρ2 ≤ 1.
Let

(3.21) q(α) =
(1 + α)(2− α)

α
+
ρ3 − 1 + α

(1 + ρ3)α
− 2ρ2−α

3

1 + ρ3
+

2ρ2

1 + ρ2
.

A direct calculation gives

(3.22) q′(α) = −2/α2 − 1 + (1 + ρ3)−α − (ρ3 − 1 + α) ln(1 + ρ3)

(1 + ρ3)α
+

2ρ2−α
3 ln(ρ3)

1 + ρ3
.

To show q′(α) ≤ 0, we consider the following several cases. In the case of 0 < ρ3 ≤ 1,
we have

q′(α) ≤ −2/α2 − 1 + (1 + ρ3)−α(1− (ρ3 − 1 + α) ln(1 + ρ3)) ≤ −3 + (1 + ln 2) ≤ 0.

In the case of 1 < ρ3 ≤ 4.5, we have

q′(α) ≤ −2/α2 − 1 + 2−α +
2× 4.52−α ln(4.5)

1 + 4.5
≤ 0.
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So q(α) decreases w.r.t. α for 0 < ρ3 ≤ 4.5. As a consequence, h1(α) decreases w.r.t.
α for 0 < ρ3 ≤ 4.5. Since

h1(1) = 2− ρ3

1 + ρ3
+

2ρ2

1 + ρ2
− ρ3

2

(1 + ρ2)2
= 1 +

1

1 + ρ3
+

2ρ2 + 2ρ2
2 − ρ3

2

(1 + ρ2)2
> 0,

we know that C is positive definite for α ∈ (0, 1) when ρ2 ≤ 1 and ρ3 ≤ 4.5.
When τ1 ≤ τ2, i.e. ρ2 ≥ 1, from (2.5), (3.17) and (3.20), we have

[C]11[C]22 − [C]12[C]21 >
α2

(1− α)2(2− α)2τ2α
2

h2(α),

where

h2(α) =
(1 + α)(2− α)ρα2

α
q(α)−

Å
ρ2

2

1 + ρ2

ã2

with q(α) defined in (3.21). We want to impose some constraints on ρ2 and ρ3 s.t.
h2(α) ≥ 0 for α ∈ (0, 1). First we have to impose h2(1) ≥ 0, i.e.,

(3.23) ρ−1
2 h2(1) = 2 +

2

1 + ρ3
+

4ρ2

1 + ρ2
− ρ3

2

(1 + ρ2)2
≥ 0,

which is equivalent to

ρ3
2 −
Å

6 +
2

1 + ρ3

ã
ρ2

2 −
Å

8 +
4

1 + ρ3

ã
ρ2 −

Å
2 +

2

1 + ρ3

ã
≤ 0.(3.24)

Solving this cubic inequality yields

(3.25) 0 < ρ2 ≤ ψ(ρ3),

where ψ(ρ3) is the unique positive root of the left-hand side of (3.24). Next, we show
that under the the constraint (3.23), h′2(α) ≤ 0 holds, so that h2(α) ≥ 0 for α ∈ (0, 1).
Note that (3.23) indicates

(3.26)
ρ3

2

(1 + ρ2)2
− 4ρ2

1 + ρ2
≤ 2 +

2

1 + ρ3
< 4 ⇒ ρ2 < 9.331852.

A direct computation gives h′2(α) = ρα2 q(α)p(α), where q(α) is defined in (3.21) and

p(α) = −2/α2 − 1 + ln ρ2
(1 + α)(2− α)

α
+

(1 + α)(2− α)q′(α)

αq(α)
.

Recall that q′(α) ≤ 0 for ρ2 > 0, 0 < ρ3 ≤ 4.5, implying that q(α) ≥ q(1) > 0. We
now prove that p(α) ≤ 0 for any α ∈ (0, 1), 0.3 < ρ3 ≤ 4.5 and 0 < ρ2 ≤ ψ(ρ3). The
following three cases are discussed.
Case 1: 0 < α ≤ 0.43. We have the following estimate

p(α) ≤− 2/α2 − 1 + ln 9.4
(1 + α)(2− α)

α
≤ 0, 0 < ρ2 ≤ 9.4, 0 < ρ3 ≤ 4.5,

where we use the inequality (3.26).
Case 2: 0.43 < α ≤ 0.7. In this case, for any 1 ≤ ρ2 < 9.4,

d

dα

Å
−2/α2 − 1 + ln ρ2

(1 + α)(2− α)

α

ã
= 4/α3 + ln ρ2(−2/α2 − 1)

> 4/α3 + ln 9.4(−2/α2 − 1) ≥ 4/α3 − 4.5/α2 − 2.25 ≥ (4/0.7− 4.5)/0.72 − 2.25 ≥ 0.
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Fig. 2. Left: Upper bounds of p(α) for (0.43, 0.6], (0.6, 0.7] from (3.27); Right: Upper bounds
of p(α) 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).

For any interval (b, a] ⊂ (0.43, 0.7] and α ∈ (b, a], we have the following upper bound

(3.27)

p(α) ≤
Å
−2/a2 − 1 + ln ρ2

(1 + a)(2− a)

a

ã
+

(1 + a)(2− a)

aq(b)

Å
− 2/a2 − 1

+ (1 + ρ3)−b − ρ3 ln(1 + ρ3)

(1 + ρ3)a
+

(1− b) ln(1 + ρ3)

(1 + ρ3)b
+

2ρ2−b
3

1 + ρ3
ln(ρ3)

ã
=:ϕ1(ρ2, ρ3) ≤ ϕ1(ψ(ρ3), ρ3).

Here, ψ(ρ3) is defined in (3.25) and we use the fact that ϕ1(ρ2, ρ3) increases w.r.t.
ρ2. 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(α) ≤ 0 for 0.43 < α ≤
0.7, 0.3 < ρ3 ≤ 4.5, 0 < ρ2 ≤ ψ(ρ3).
Case 3: 0.7 < α < 1. For any interval (b, a] ⊂ (0.7, 1] and α ∈ (b, a],

(3.28)

p(α) ≤
Å
−2/a2 − 1 + ln ρ2

(1 + b)(2− b)
b

ã
+

(1 + a)(2− a)

aq(b)

Å
− 2/a2 − 1

+ (1 + ρ3)−b − ρ3 ln(1 + ρ3)

(1 + ρ3)a
+

(1− b) ln(1 + ρ3)

(1 + ρ3)b
+

2ρ2−b
3

1 + ρ3
ln(ρ3)

ã
=:ϕ2(ρ2, ρ3) ≤ ϕ2(ψ(ρ3), ρ3).

Here, ψ(ρ3) is defined in (3.25) and we use the fact that ϕ2(ρ2, ρ3) increases w.r.t.
ρ2. 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(α) ≤ 0 for 0.7 < α ≤ 1, 0.3 < ρ3 ≤
4.5, 0 < ρ2 ≤ ψ(ρ3). Combining Case 1–3, we derive that C is positive definite for
α ∈ (0, 1) when ρ2 ≥ 1, 0.3 ≤ ρ3 ≤ 4.5 and (3.23) is satisfied.

Combining all above discussions for 0 < ρ2 ≤ 1 and ρ2 ≥ 1, we claim that if
0.3 ≤ ρ3 ≤ 4.5 and (3.23) is satisfied, then C is positive definite. Moreover, the
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eigenvalues of C are

(3.29)

λ1,2 =
[C]11 + [C]22 ±

√
([C]11 + [C]22)2 − 4([C]11[C]22 − [C]12[C]21)

2

≥ [C]11 + [C]22 −
√

([C]11 − [C]22)2 + 4[C]12[C]21

2

=: (2− α)−1(1− α)−1τ−α1 ĝ(α),

where ĝ(α) > 0 depends only on α, ρ2, ρ3.
We have studied the positive definiteness ofC and now turn to analyze the positive

semidefiniteness of D. We aim to show that D is diagonally dominant under some
constraints on ρk, so that the positive semidefiniteness can be guaranteed.

For 3 ≤ k ≤ n − 1, we show 2c
(k)
k−1 + 2c

(k)
k − 2βk − a(k)

k − a
(k+1)
k+1 ≥ 0 under some

constraints on ρk and ρk+1. From the definition 2βk = d
(k+1)
k +d

(k)
k−1−d

(k+1)
k−1 in (3.13)

and d(k)
j = c

(k)
j−1 − a

(k)
j , we have

(3.30)
2c

(k)
k−1 + 2c

(k)
k − 2βk − a

(k)
k − a(k+1)

k+1

=2c
(k)
k−1 + 2c

(k)
k − d(k+1)

k − d(k)k−1 + d
(k+1)
k−1 − a(k)k − a(k+1)

k+1

=c
(k)
k−1 + 2c

(k)
k + [(c

(k)
k−1 − c

(k+1)
k−1 )− (c

(k)
k−2 − c

(k+1)
k−2 ) + (a

(k+1)
k − a(k+1)

k−1 ) + a
(k)
k−1]− a(k)k − a(k+1)

k+1 .

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

(c
(k)
k−1 − c

(k+1)
k−1 )− (c

(k)
k−2 − c

(k+1)
k−2 ) + (a

(k+1)
k − a(k+1)

k−1 ) + a
(k)
k−1

(3.31)

=
ατ3k−1

τk(τk−1 + τk)

∫ 1

0
s(1− s)

ï
(tk − tk−1 + sτk−1)−α−1 − (tk+1 − tk−1 + sτk−1)−α−1

ò
ds

−
ατ3k−2

τk−1(τk−2 + τk−1)

∫ 1

0
s(1− s)

ï
(tk − tk−2 + sτk−2)−α−1 − (tk+1 − tk−2 + sτk−2)−α−1

ò
ds

+
ατk−1

τk−1 + τk

∫ 1

0
(τk−1 + τk + sτk−1)(1− s)

ï
(tk − tk−1 + sτk−1)−α−1

− (tk+1 − tk−1 + sτk−1)−α−1

ò
ds− τ−αk −

ατk

τk + τk+1

∫ 1

0
(1− s)(τk + τk+1 − sτk)−α ds

>− τ−αk −
ατk

τk + τk+1

∫ 1

0
(1− s)(τk + τk+1 − sτk)−α ds

=− τ−αk −
α

(2− α)(1− α)ταk

(
−
ρk+1 − 1 + α

(1 + ρk+1)α
+

ρ2−αk+1

1 + ρk+1

)
,

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

2c
(k)
k−1 + 2c

(k)
k − 2βk − a(k)

k − a
(k+1)
k+1 ≥ c(k)

k−1 +
αh3(α)

(2− α)(1− α)ταk
,

where

h3(α) =
(1 + α)(2− α)

α
+
ρk+1 − 1 + α

(1 + ρk+1)α
−

2ρ2−α
k+1

1 + ρk+1
− ρk(ρk − 2)

1 + ρk
.
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A direct calculation gives

h′3(α) = −2/α2−1+(1+ρk+1)−α− (ρk+1 − 1 + α) ln(1 + ρk+1)

(1 + ρk+1)α
+

2ρ2−α
k+1

1 + ρk+1
ln(ρk+1),

which is similar to q′(α) in (3.22) (just replacing ρ3 by ρk+1). Therefore, we have
h′3(α) ≤ 0 and then h3(α) ≥ h3(1) when 0 < ρk+1 < 4.5. To ensure 2c

(k)
k−1 + 2c

(k)
k −

2βk − a(k)
k − a

(k+1)
k+1 ≥ 0, it is sufficient to impose for 3 ≤ k ≤ n− 1

(3.32)
1

ρk
≥ 1

ρ2
k−1(1 + ρk−1)

− 3, 0 < ρk+1 < 4.5, h3(1) =
2 + ρk+1

1 + ρk+1
− ρk(ρk − 2)

1 + ρk
≥ 0.

Now we show 2c
(n)
n−1 + 2c

(n)
n − 2βn− a(n)

n ≥ 0 under some constraints on ρn. From
(3.13), (2.5), (3.2) and (3.5), we can get

2c
(n)
n−1 + 2c(n)n − 2βn − a(n)n = c

(n)
n−1 + 2c(n)n − a(n)n + c

(n)
n−1 − c

(n)
n−2 + a

(n)
n−1

(3.33)

=c
(n)
n−1 +

2

(1− α)ταn
+

2ατn
(2− α)(1− α)(τn−1 + τn)ταn

− ατ2n
(2− α)(1− α)τn−1(τn−1 + τn)ταn

+
ατ3n−1

τn(τn−1 + τn)

∫ 1

0

s(1− s)(tn − tn−1 + sτn−1)−α−1 ds

− ατ3n−2

τn−1(τn−2 + τn−1)

∫ 1

0

s(1− s)(tn − tn−2 + sτn−2)−α−1 ds

− τ−αn +
ατn−1

τn−1 + τn

∫ 1

0

(τn−1 + τn + sτn−1)(1− s)(tn − tn−1 + sτn−1)−α−1 ds

>c
(n)
n−1 +

α

(2− α)(1− α)ταn

Å
(1 + α)(2− α)/α− ρn(ρn − 2)

1 + ρn

ã
,

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 2c

(n)
n−1 + 2c

(n)
n − 2βn − a(n)

n ≥ 0,
it is sufficient to impose

1

ρn
≥ 1

ρ2
n−1(1 + ρn−1)

− 3, (1 + α)(2− α)/α− ρn(ρn − 2)

1 + ρn
≥ 0, ∀ α ∈ (0, 1),

that is,

(3.34)
1

ρn
≥ 1

ρ2
n−1(1 + ρn−1)

− 3, ρn ≤ 2 +
√

6.

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− α)−1(1− α)−1diag (0, g3(α), . . . , gk(α), . . . , gn(α)) ,

where gk(α) is given in (3.11).
We now combine all the conditions for the positive semidefiniteness of A + AT,

C and D, so that

(3.36)
M + MT = (A + AT) + (B + BT) ≥ B + BT

≥ (2− α)−1(1− α)−1diag (g1(α), g2(α), . . . , gk(α), . . . , gn(α))
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Fig. 3. Feasible region of (ρk, ρk+1), enclosed by the blue solid curve and the blue dashed line,
obtained from the constraint (3.37) for k ≥ 2. The red star marker is point (ρ∗, ρ∗).

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

Bn(u, u) =
1

Γ(1− α)

∫
Ω

ΨMΨTdx ≥
n∑
k=1

gk(α)

2Γ(3− α)
‖δku‖2L2(Ω) ≥ 0.

In fact, we have proved the following results:
• Positive semidefiniteness of A + AT: (3.1) holds.
• Positive definiteness of C: 0.3 ≤ ρ3 ≤ 4.5 and (3.23) holds.
• 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 (ρk, ρk+1) lies on the right-hand side of the

blue solid curve in Figure 3. Let ρ∗ ≈ 0.356341 be the positive root of ρ(1 + ρ) =
1 − 3ρ2(1 + ρ). It can be found that if ρk ≤ ρ∗ for some k, then ρ∗ ≥ ρk ≥ ρk+1 ≥
ρk+2 ≥ . . . and τk will shrink to 0 quickly as k increases. This doesn’t make sense in
practice. We shall impose ρk > ρ∗, ∀k ≥ 2. As a consequence, we have the following
constraints: for k ≥ 2,

(3.37)

ρ∗ < ρk+1 ≤
ρ2
k(1 + ρk)

1− 3ρ2
k(1 + ρk)

, ρ∗ < ρk < η1,

ρ∗ < ρk+1, η1 ≤ ρk,

where η1 ≈ 0.475329 be the unique positive root of 1− 3ρ2(1 + ρ) = 0.
Since ρk+1 > ρ∗, we can obtain from the last inequality of (3.32): ∀3 ≤ k ≤ n− 1

(3.38)
2 + ρ∗
1 + ρ∗

− ρk(ρk − 2)

1 + ρk
> 0 ⇒ ρk < ρ∗ :=

1

2

[
4 + 3ρ∗
1 + ρ∗

+

 Å
4 + 3ρ∗
1 + ρ∗

ã2

+ 4
2 + ρ∗
1 + ρ∗

]
.

Then the last inequality of (3.32) gives for 3 ≤ k ≤ n− 1,

(3.39)


ρ∗ < ρk+1 < ρ∗, ρ∗ < ρk < ρ∗,

ρ∗ < ρk+1 ≤
−ρ2

k + 4ρk + 2

ρ2
k − 3ρk − 1

, η2 < ρk < ρ∗,
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where η2 = 3+
√

13
2 is the positive root of ρ2 − 3ρ− 1 = 0. Note that ρ∗ ≈ 4.155358 ≤

2 +
√

6, (3.39) implies ρn ≤ 2 +
√

6, the constraint in (3.34).
Combining (3.23), (3.37) and (3.39), it is sufficient to impose (3.9) and (3.10) to

ensure the positive semidefinteness of Bn.
Corollary 3.3. Let

(3.40) ρL ≈ 0.457332766746115, ρR =
3 +
√

17

2
≈ 3.561552812808830.

If ρk ∈ [ρL, ρR] for all k ≥ 2, then for any function u defined on [0,∞)×Ω and n ≥ 2,

(3.41) Bn(u, u) =

n∑
k=1

〈Lαku, δku〉 ≥
n∑
k=1

gk(α)

2Γ(3− α)
‖δku‖2 ≥ C

n∑
k=1

τ−αk ‖δku‖
2 ≥ 0,

with gk(α) given in (3.11) and C > 0 is some constant depending on α.

Fig. 4. Region of [ρL, ρR]2 given in Corollary 3.3 for all k ≥ 3, which is a subregion of the
region in Figure 1.

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 [ρL, ρR]2. We first set
ρk+1 = ρk in the inequality (3.32). Precisely speaking, we derive the quantities of ρR

and ρL as follows: ρR is the positive root of 1+ 1
1+ρ−

ρ(ρ−2)
1+ρ = 0 and ρL is the positive

root of ρ2(1+ρ)
1−3ρ2(1+ρ) = ρR. Clearly, for any ρk ∈ [ρL, ρR], k ≥ 3, the condition (3.10) in

Theorem 3.2 is satisfied. Moreover, it is easy to check that if (ρ2, ρ3) ∈ [ρL, ρR]2, the
condition (3.9) in Theorem 3.2 also holds.

Remark 3.4. In comparison to the mesh requirements in [14, Theorem 3.2], our
requirements in Theorem 3.2 and Corollary 3.3 are more flexible. In [14, Theorem
3.2], it is required that ρj ≥ ρj+1 ≥ 1 for all j ≥ 2, and there exists a constant K > 0
such that ρj ≤ ρ̄θ for all j ≥ K + 1, where ρ̄θ is the largest time step ratio depending
on a parameter θ ∈ [1/2, 1]. This means that the time steps cannot decrease, and the
range of allowable time step ratios is limited by ρ̄θ. Moreover, the value of ρ̄θ depends
on the parameter θ and the value of α: when α = 0.1, ρ̄ 1

2
= 1.0381 and ρ̄1 = 1.0849;

when α = 0.9, ρ̄ 1
2

= 1.0389 and ρ̄1 = 1.8015.
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In contrast, Corollary 3.3 only requires that the time step ratios are in the range
[0.4573, 3.5615], which allows for both increasing and decreasing time steps. This
flexibility is important when using adaptive time meshes.

4. H1-stability of L2-type method for subdiffusion equation.

4.1. Stability for general nonuniform meshes. We consider the following
subdiffusion equation:

(4.1)
∂αt u(t, x) = ∆u(t, x) + f(t, x), (t, x) ∈ (0,∞)× Ω,

u(t, x) = 0, (t, x) ∈ (0,∞)× ∂Ω,

u(0, x) = u0(x), x ∈ Ω,

where Ω is a bounded Lipschitz domain in Rd. Given an arbitrary nonuniform mesh
{τk}k≥1, the L2 scheme of this subdiffusion equation is written as

(4.2)
Lαku = ∆uk + fk, in Ω,

uk = 0, on ∂Ω,

where fk = f(tk, ·).
Theorem 4.1. Assume that f(t, x) ∈ L∞([0,∞);L2(Ω))∩BV ([0,∞);L2(Ω)) is a

bounded variation function in time and u0 ∈ H1
0 (Ω). If the nonuniform mesh {τk}k≥1

satisfies (3.9) and (3.10) (or simply ρk ∈ [ρL, ρR] given in Corollary 3.3), then the
numerical solution un of the L2 scheme (4.2) satisfies the following H1-stability

(4.3) ‖∇un‖L2(Ω) ≤ ‖∇u0‖L2(Ω) + 2CfCΩ,

where Cf depends on the source term f , CΩ is the Sobolev embedding constant de-
pending on Ω and the dimension d.

Proof. When n = 1, we have

(4.4)
δ1u

Γ(2− α)τα1
= ∆u1 + f1.

Multiplying (4.4) with δ1u and integrating over Ω yield

‖δ1u‖2L2(Ω)

Γ(2− α)τα1
= −1

2
‖∇u1‖2L2(Ω) +

1

2
‖∇u0‖2L2(Ω) −

1

2
‖∇δ1u‖2L2(Ω) + 〈f1, δ1u〉.

Applying Cauchy–Schwarz inequality, then we can derive

‖∇u1‖2L2(Ω) ≤‖∇u
0‖2L2(Ω) + 4‖f‖L∞([0,∞);L2(Ω)) max

0≤k≤1
‖uk‖L2(Ω)(4.5)

≤‖∇u0‖2L2(Ω) + 4‖f‖L∞([0,∞);L2(Ω))CΩ max
0≤k≤1

‖∇uk‖L2(Ω),(4.6)

where CΩ is the Sobolev embedding constant depending on Ω and the dimension.
We now consider the case n ≥ 2. Multiplying (4.2) with δku, integrating over Ω,

and summing up the derived equations over n yield

n∑
k=1

〈Lαku, δku〉 =

n∑
k=1

〈∆uk, δku〉+

n∑
k=1

〈fk, δku〉
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=− 1

2
‖∇un‖2L2(Ω) +

1

2
‖∇u0‖2L2(Ω) −

1

2

n∑
k=1

‖∇δku‖2L2(Ω)

+ 〈fn, un〉 − 〈f1, u0〉 −
n∑
k=2

〈δkf, uk−1〉.

Applying the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality gives

〈fn, un〉 − 〈f1, u0〉+

n∑
k=2

〈δkf, uk−1〉

≤
(
2‖f‖L∞([0,∞);L2(Ω)) + ‖f‖BV ([0,∞);L2(Ω))

)
max

0≤k≤n
‖uk‖L2(Ω)

≤CfCΩ max
0≤k≤n

‖∇uk‖L2(Ω),

where Cf = 2‖f‖L∞([0,∞);L2(Ω)) + ‖f‖BV ([0,∞);L2(Ω)). From Theorem 3.2, we then
have for n ≥ 2,

(4.7) ‖∇un‖2L2(Ω) ≤‖∇u
0‖2L2(Ω) + 2CfCΩ max

0≤k≤n
‖∇uk‖L2(Ω).

Note that (4.5) implies that (4.7) also holds for n = 1. For any N ≥ 1, we take
max0≤n≤N on both sides of (4.7), to obtain

max
0≤n≤N

‖∇un‖2L2(Ω) ≤ ‖∇u
0‖2L2(Ω) + 2CfCΩ max

0≤n≤N
‖∇un‖L2(Ω),

which indicates

max
0≤n≤N

‖∇un‖L2(Ω) ≤ CfCΩ +
»

(CfCΩ)2 + ‖∇u0‖2L2(Ω) ≤ ‖∇u
0‖L2(Ω) + 2CfCΩ.

Remark 4.2. In [26, 27], 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 u.

Remark 4.3. In [21], Liao-Zhang consider the BDF2 scheme with nonuniform
meshes for the diffusion equation (α = 1) and prove that the scheme is stable if
ρk ≤ (3 +

√
17)/2. Their energy stability result is similar to Theorem 4.1, but for

integer-order diffusion equation.

4.2. Stability for graded meshes. Consider the subdiffusion equation in finite
time:

(4.8)
∂αt u(t, x) = ∆u(t, x) + f(t, x), (t, x) ∈ (0, T ]× Ω,

u(t, x) = 0, (t, x) ∈ (0, T ]× ∂Ω,

u(0, x) = u0(x), x ∈ Ω.

The L2 scheme of the subdiffusion equation is still written as

(4.9) Lαku = ∆uk + fk with fk = f(tk, ·).

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

(4.10) tj =

Å
j

N

ãr
T, τj = tj − tj−1 =

ïÅ
j

N

ãr
−
Å
j − 1

N

ãrò
T.



H1-NORM STABILITY AND CONVERGENCE OF L2-TYPE METHOD 19

Recall that the constraint (3.9) for k = 2 in Theorem 3.2 is

2 +
2

1 + ρ3
+

4ρ2

1 + ρ2
− ρ3

2

(1 + ρ2)2
≥ 0,

which gives a restriction on r for the graded mesh (4.10),

(4.11) 1 < r ≤ 3.1253645.

Moreover, it is easy to check that if (4.11) is satisfied, ρ3 ∈ [ρL, ρR]. Since ρk decreases
w.r.t. k ≥ 2, all constraints in Theorem 3.2 are satisfied when (4.11) holds. Therefore,
the H1-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 4.4. Assume that f(t, x) ∈ L∞([0, T ];L2(Ω)) ∩ BV ([0, T ];L2(Ω)) is a
bounded variation function in time and u0 ∈ H1

0 (Ω). If the graded mesh defined by
(4.10) satisfies 1 < r ≤ 3.2016538, then the numerical solution un of the L2 scheme
(4.9) satisfies the following H1-stability:

(4.12) ‖∇un‖L2(Ω) ≤ ‖∇u0‖L2(Ω) + 2CfCΩ,

where Cf depends on the source term f , CΩ is the Sobolev embedding constant de-
pending on Ω and the dimension d.

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

B + BT =

Å
C0 0
0 0

ã
n×n

+

Å
0 0
0 D0

ã
n×n

,

where

C0 =

Å
C1 0
0 0

ã
5×5

+

Ñ
0 0 0
0 C2 0
0 0 0

é
5×5

+

Ñ
0 0 0
0 C3 0
0 0 0

é
5×5

+

Å
0 0
0 C4

ã
5×5

,

with

C1 =

Ç
2(1− α)−1τ−α1 − 2β1 −a(2)

2

−a(2)
2 2c

(2)
1 + 2c

(2)
2 − 2β2 − 0.7013a

(3)
3

å
2×2

,

C2 =

Ç
0.7013a

(3)
3 −a(3)

3

−a(3)
3 2c

(3)
2 + 2c

(3)
3 − 2β3 − 0.45473a4

4

å
2×2

,

C3 =

Ç
0.45473a

(4)
4 −a(4)

4

−a(4)
4 2c

(4)
3 + 2c

(4)
4 − 2β4 − 0.4131a

(5)
5

å
2×2

,

C4 =

Ç
0.4131a

(5)
5 −a(5)

5

−a(5)
5 2c

(5)
4 + 2c

(5)
5 − 2β5 − a(6)

6

å
2×2

,
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and

D0 =

à
a
(6)
6 −a(6)6

−a(6)6 2c
(6)
5 + 2c

(6)
6 − 2β6 −a(7)7

. . .
. . .

. . .

−a(n)n 2c
(n)
n−1 + 2c

(n)
n − 2βn

í
(n−4)×(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 C1, C2,
C3, and C4. Note that from (3.17), we have

[C1]11 = [C]11 >
1 + α

(1− α)τα1
> 0.(4.13)

Similar as (3.20), we have the following inequalities
(4.14)

[C1]22 >
α

(2− α)(1− α)τα2

Å
(1 + α)(2− α)

α
+
ρ3 − 1 + α

(1 + ρ3)α
− 1.7013ρ2−α3

1 + ρ3
+

2ρ2
1 + ρ2

ã
,

[C2]22 >
α

(2− α)(1− α)τα3

Å
(1 + α)(2− α)

α
+
ρ4 − 1 + α

(1 + ρ4)α
− 1.45473ρ2−α4

1 + ρ4
+

2ρ3
1 + ρ3

ã
,

[C3]22 >
α

(2− α)(1− α)τα4

Å
(1 + α)(2− α)

α
+
ρ5 − 1 + α

(1 + ρ5)α
− 1.4131ρ2−α5

1 + ρ5
+

2ρ4
1 + ρ4

ã
,

[C4]22 >
α

(2− α)(1− α)τα5

Å
(1 + α)(2− α)

α
+
ρ6 − 1 + α

(1 + ρ6)α
− 2ρ2−α6

1 + ρ6
+

2ρ5
1 + ρ5

ã
.

From (2.5), (4.13) and (4.14), we have

[C1]11[C1]22 − [C1]12[C1]21 >
α2

(1− α)2(2− α)2τ2α
2

κ1(α),

[C2]11[C2]22 − [C2]12[C2]21 >
0.7013αa

(3)
3

(1− α)(2− α)τα3
κ2(α),

[C3]11[C3]22 − [C3]12[C3]21 >
0.45473αa

(4)
4

(1− α)(2− α)τα4
κ3(α),

[C4]11[C4]22 − [C4]12[C4]21 >
0.4131αa

(5)
5

(1− α)(2− α)τα5
κ4(α),

where

κ1(α) =
(1 + α)(2− α)ρα2

α

Å
(1 + α)(2− α)

α
+
ρ3 − 1 + α

(1 + ρ3)α
−

1.7013ρ2−α3

1 + ρ3
+

2ρ2

1 + ρ2

ã
−
Ç

ρ22
1 + ρ2

å2

,

κ2(α) =
(1 + α)(2− α)

α
+
ρ4 − 1 + α

(1 + ρ4)α
−

1.45473ρ2−α4

1 + ρ4
+

2ρ3

1 + ρ3
−

ρ23
0.7013(1 + ρ3)

,

κ3(α) =
(1 + α)(2− α)

α
+
ρ5 − 1 + α

(1 + ρ5)α
−

1.4131ρ2−α5

1 + ρ5
+

2ρ4

1 + ρ4
−

ρ24
0.45473(1 + ρ4)

,

κ4(α) =
(1 + α)(2− α)

α
+
ρ6 − 1 + α

(1 + ρ6)α
−

2ρ2−α6

1 + ρ6
+

2ρ5

1 + ρ5
−

ρ25
0.4131(1 + ρ5)

.

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

ρk =
kr − (k − 1)r

(k − 1)r − (k − 2)r
, k ≥ 2,
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depends only on k and r. In Figure 5, we illustrate κ′1(α), κ′2(α), κ′3(α), κ′4(α)
w.r.t. α ∈ (0, 1) and r ∈ [1, 3.25] for the graded mesh. It can be observed that
κ′i(α) ≤ 0, i = 1, 2, 3, 4 for α ∈ (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], κi decreases w.r.t. α ∈ (0, 1).

Fig. 5. κ′1(α), κ′2(α), κ′3(α), κ′4(α) w.r.t. (α, r) where α ∈ (0, 1) and r ∈ [1, 3.25].

To ensure κ1(α) ≥ 0, we need to impose κ1(1) ≥ 0, i.e.,

ρ−1
2 κ1(1) = 4− 1.4026ρ3

1 + ρ3
+

4ρ2

1 + ρ2
− ρ3

2

(1 + ρ2)2
≥ 0,

which results in

(4.15) 1 < r ≤ 3.2016538.

Further, when (4.15) holds, it is easy to verify that κi(1) ≥ 0, i = 2, 3, 4 implying that
κi(α) ≥ 0 for all α ∈ (0, 1). Since [Ci]11 > 0, i = 1, 2, 3, 4, the 2× 2 matrices Ci are
positive semidefinite when (4.15) holds.

Similar to the proof of Theorem 3.2, the positive semidefiniteness of D0 can be
guaranteed because ρk ∈ (1, ρ6] ⊂ [ρL, ρR] for any k ≥ 6, when (4.15) holds. The
proof is completed.

To better understand Theorem 4.4, we do a numerical test on the matrix M
defined in (3.12) for the graded mesh. We take T = 1, n = K = 7, α = 0.99999 and
r = 3.20185 (slightly larger than 3.2016538 in Theorem 4.4). As a consequence, the
symmetric matrix M + MT has a negative eigenvalue, i.e., M + MT is not positive
semidefinite. This indicates that the constraint r ≤ 3.2016538 in Theorem 4.4 is
almost optimal to ensure the positive semidefiniteness of Bn(u, u).

5. H1-convergence of L2-type method for subdiffusion equation. Let
Π1,j and Π2,j be the standard Lagrange interpolation operators with interpolation
points:

Π1,j : tj−1, tj , Π2,j : tj−1, tj , tj+1.

We have the following estimate of the truncation error of L2 method.

Lemma 5.1. Given a function u satisfying |∂ltu(t)| ≤ Cl(1 + tα−l) for l = 1, 3
and nonuniform mesh {τk}k≥1 with ρk ∈ [ρmin, ρmax] for some 0 < ρmin < ρmax, the
truncation error is given by

(5.1) rk :=
1

Γ(1− α)

∫ tk

0

(tk − s)−α∂s[u(s)− I2u(s)] ds, k ≥ 1,
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where I2u = Π2,ju on (tj−1, tj) for j < k and I2u = Π2,k−1u on (tk−1, tk). Then
|r1| ≤ C and for k ≥ 2,

(5.2) |rk| ≤ C
Å
τα1 (tk − t1)−α +

k−1∑
j=2

τ4
j (1 + tα−3

j−1 )(tk − tj)−α−1 + τ3−α
k (1 + tα−3

k−1 )

ã
,

where C is some constant depending on α, ρmin, ρmax and Cl for l = 1, 3.

Proof. Let C be a generic constant depending on α, ρmin, ρmax and Cl. The case
of k = 1 is easy to verify. We now consider the case of k ≥ 2.

Let χ(s) := u− I2u. On the interval (t0, t1), it is not difficult to obtain |∂sχ(s)| ≤
Csα−1, which yields (see similar result in [29, Equation (5.12)])

(5.3)

∣∣∣∣∣
∫ t1

0

(tk − s)−α∂sχ(s) ds

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ Cτα1 (tk − t1)−α.

On the interval (tj−1, tj), 2 ≤ j ≤ k − 1, we have

|χ(s)| =
∣∣∣∣∣u(3)(ξ)

6
(s− tj−1)(s− tj)(s− tj+1)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ Cτ3
j (1 + tα−3

j−1 ),

where ξ ∈ (tj−1, tj+1). This yields

(5.4)

∣∣∣∣∣
∫ tj

tj−1

(tk − s)−α∂sχ(s) ds

∣∣∣∣∣ =

∣∣∣∣∣−α
∫ tj

tj−1

(tk − s)−α−1χ(s) ds

∣∣∣∣∣
≤C(1 + tα−3

j−1 )τ3
j

∫ tj

tj−1

(tk − s)−α−1 ds ≤ Cτ4
j (1 + tα−3

j−1 )(tk − tj)−α−1.

On the interval (tk−1, tk), we have

|χ(s)| ≤ C(1 + tα−3
k−1 )(s− tk−2)(tk − s)(s− tk−1) ≤ Cτ2

k (1 + tα−3
k−1 )(tk − s),

which yields

(5.5)

∣∣∣∣∣
∫ tk

tk−1

(tk − s)−α∂sχ(s) ds

∣∣∣∣∣ =

∣∣∣∣∣−α
∫ tk

tk−1

(tk − s)−α−1χ(s) ds

∣∣∣∣∣
≤Cτ2

k (1 + tα−3
k−1 )

∫ tk

tk−1

(tk − s)−α ds ≤ Cτ3−α
k (1 + tα−3

k−1 ).

Combining (5.3), (5.4) and (5.5), we obtain the estimate (5.2) of truncation error.

Theorem 5.2 (H1-convergence for nonuniform meshes). Assume that u ∈
C3((0, T ], H1

0 (Ω)) is the solution to (4.8) and |∂ltu(t)| ≤ Cl(1 + tα−l) for l = 1, 3,
0 < t ≤ T . If the nonuniform mesh satisfies ρk ∈ [ρL, ρR], then the numerical solu-
tions uk of L2 scheme (4.9) have the following error estimate:

‖∇u(tn)−∇un‖2L2(Ω) ≤

C

n∑
k=2

ταk

Å
τα1 (tk − t1)−α +

k−1∑
j=2

τ4
j (1 + tα−3

j−1 )(tk − tj)−α−1 + τ3−α
k (1 + tα−3

k−1 )

ã2

,

where C is a constant depending on α and Cl, l = 1, 3 and Ω.



H1-NORM STABILITY AND CONVERGENCE OF L2-TYPE METHOD 23

Proof. Let ek = u(tk)− uk. We have the error equation

(5.6) Lαk e = ∆ek − rk in Ω, uk = 0 on ∂Ω,

where rk is defined in (5.1). Multiplying (5.6) with δke = ek − ek−1, integrating over
Ω, and summing up the derived equations over n yield

n∑
k=1

〈Lαk e, δke〉 = −1

2
‖∇en‖2L2(Ω) +

1

2
‖∇e0‖2L2(Ω) −

1

2

n∑
k=1

‖∇δke‖2L2(Ω) −
n∑
k=1

〈rk, δke〉.

From Corollary 3.3, we then have

(5.7)

‖∇en‖2L2(Ω) ≤ −
n∑
k=1

‖∇δke‖2L2(Ω) − C
n∑
k=1

τ−αk ‖δke‖
2
L2(Ω) − 2

n∑
k=1

〈rk, δke〉

≤ C−1
n∑
k=1

ταk ‖rk‖2L2(Ω).

The desired error estimate is obtained from Lemma 5.1.

In Theorem 5.2, it is required ρL ≤ ρk ≤ ρR. However, for the standard graded
mesh (4.10), when r is large, the ratios of first several time steps often exceed ρR.
This motivates researchers to modify the graded meshes. Let

k0 := min

ß
k ∈ N :

(k + 2)r − (k + 1)r

(k + 1)r − kr
≤ ρR

™
.

We consider the following modified graded mesh proposed by Kopteva in [14]:

(5.8) tk = T
(k + k0)

r − kr0
(N + k0)

r − kr0
, τk = tk − tk−1, 1 ≤ k ≤ N.

Note that when k0 = 0, this modified graded mesh (5.8) coincides with the standard
graded mesh (4.10). It is not difficult to find that the modified graded mesh satisfies

(5.9) τk ≤ CTN−rkr−1 and 1 ≤ τk/τk−1 ≤ ρR.

Lemma 5.3. For the modified graded mesh (5.8), the truncation error rk defined
in (5.1) satisfies |rk| ≤ Ck−min{rα,3−α}.

Proof. Based on Lemma 5.1, this proof is similar to the one of [29, Lemma 5.2].

Theorem 5.4 (H1-convergence for modified graded mesh). Assume that u ∈
C3((0, T ], H1

0 (Ω)) is the solution to (4.8) and |∂ltu(t)| ≤ Cl(1 + tα−l) for l = 1, 3,
0 < t ≤ T . Consider the numerical solutions of L2 scheme (4.9) on the modified
graded mesh (5.8). For any 1 ≤ n ≤ N , we have the following error estimate
(5.10)

‖∇u(tn)−∇un‖L2(Ω) ≤


CN−(2rα+α−1)/2, if 1 < r < max {1, 1/α− 1} ,
CN−rα/2, if max {1, 1/α− 1} < r < 5/α− 1,

CN−(5−α)/2, if r > 5/α− 1.

If r = 1/α− 1 with α < 1/2, or r = 5/α− 1, we have

(5.11) ‖∇u(tn)−∇un‖L2(Ω) ≤ CN−rα/2 logN, ∀1 ≤ n ≤ N.
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Proof. According to (5.7), (5.9) and Lemma 5.3, we have

‖∇u(tn)−∇un‖2L2(Ω) ≤ C
n∑
k=1

ταk ‖rk‖2L2(Ω) ≤ CN
−rα

n∑
k=1

k(r−1)αk−2 min{rα,3−α}

=CN−rα
n∑
k=1

k−min{rα+α,6−rα−α}.

Then (5.10) and (5.11) can be derived, using the techniques in the proof of [29, Lemma
5.2].

Fig. 6. Minimum and maximum eigenvalues of the matrix M+MT

2
for different values of r

and N , where T = 1 and α = 0.5.

Remark 5.5. Based on the positive definiteness result (3.41) in Corollary 3.3, we
can derive lower bounds of the minimum and maximum eigenvalues for the matrix
(M + MT )/2:

λmin = min
‖v‖2=1

vMvT ≥ Cτ−αmax, λmax = max
‖v‖2=1

vMvT ≥ Cτ−αmin,

where v = (v1, . . . , vN ) ∈ RN , τmin = min1≤k≤N τk and τmax = max1≤k≤N τk. For
the modified graded mesh (5.8) with grading parameter r, according to (5.9), we have

λmin ≥ CNα and λmax ≥ CNrα.

Figure 6 gives an example of λmin and λmax for different r and N , where it is observed
numerically that λmin is O(Nα) and λmax is O(Nrα). This indicates that the lower
bound in (3.41) is optimal.

6. Numerical tests. We restrict our testing to the L2 scheme (4.9) on modified
graded meshes (5.8) for simplicity. Consider the subdiffusion equation (4.8) with
T = 1, Ω = [−1, 1]2, and f(t, x, y) =

(
Γ(1 + α) + 2π2tα

)
sin(πx) sin(πy). The exact

solution to this subdiffusion equation is given by u(t, x, y) = tα sin(πx) sin(πy). We
employ the spectral collocation method [31, 28] in space with 202 Chebyshev–Gauss–
Lobatto points for this example.

Table 1 displays the maximum H1-errors of the numerical solutions of the L2
scheme for different values of α, r, and N . Theorem 5.4 predicts that when r = 2/α,
3/α− 1, and 5/α− 1, the maximum H1-errors shall be O(N−1), O(N−(3−α)/2), and
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O(N−(5−α)/2 logN), respectively. However, as shown in Table 1, the practical con-
vergence orders in H1-norm are approximately min{rα, 3 − α}, consistent with the
global convergence results in L2-norm proved in [14]. Intuitively, the sharp conver-
gence order in H1-norm may be min{rα, 3−α} for modified graded meshes. However,
we can only prove the (5− α)/2 order when r > 5/α− 1 at this time.

Table 1
Maximum H1-errors and convergence orders for the L2 scheme on the modified graded meshes

with different α, r and N .

N = 200 N = 400 N = 800 N = 1600 N = 3200

α = 0.3 r = 2
α

4.5156-04 1.1599-04 2.9342e-05 7.3758e-06 1.8488e-06
– 1.9609 1.9829 1.9921 1.9962

r = 3−α
α

8.3905e-05 1.3473e-05 2.1163e-06 3.2901e-07 5.0889e-08
– 2.6387 2.6704 2.6854 2.6927

r = 5−α
α

1.1086e-05 1.6360e-06 2.3780e-07 3.4502e-08 5.0261e-09
– 2.7605 2.7823 2.7850 2.7792

α = 0.5 r = 2
α

1.9100e-04 4.8699e-05 1.2265e-05 3.0760e-06 7.7008e-07
– 1.9717 1.9893 1.9955 1.9980

r = 3−α
α

5.2759e-05 9.5269e-06 1.7007e-06 3.0208e-07 5.3527e-08
– 2.4693 2.4858 2.4931 2.4966

r = 5−α
α

1.2148e-05 2.1291e-06 3.7225e-07 6.5143e-08 1.1421e-08
– 2.5124 2.5159 2.5146 2.5119

α = 0.7 r = 2
α

1.7692e-04 4.4591e-05 1.1183e-05 2.7980e-06 6.9966e-07
– 1.9883 1.9954 1.9988 1.9997

r = 3−α
α

5.7060e-05 1.1817e-05 2.4153e-06 4.9159e-07 9.9914e-08
– 2.2715 2.2906 2.2967 2.2987

r = 5−α
α

1.4028e-05 2.8337e-06 5.7333e-07 1.1614e-07 2.3546e-08
– 2.3075 2.3053 2.3035 2.3023

In Figure 7, we plot the H1-errors at final time t = T with respect to N for
different values of α and r. Based on the local convergence results established in [14],
the final-time L2-error is expected to decay as O(N−(3−α)) when r > 3 − α. We
observe that the final-time H1-errors also exhibit a similar decay rate of O(N−(3−α))
when r > 3− α. However, a rigorous analysis of the pointwise error estimates in the
H1-norm of L2 schemes is left for future research.

Fig. 7. H1-errors at t = T of numerical solutions of the L2 scheme on the modified graded
meshes with different α and r.

Finally, we test if the positive definiteness result (3.41) is optimal for this example.
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We define the following ratio used for error analysis in (5.7):

(6.1) γn = Bn(e, e)/

n∑
k=1

τ−αk ‖δke‖
2
L2(Ω), n ≥ 2.

Fix N = 400 and r = (3 − α)/α. Figure 8 plots γn with respect to n for different
values of α. The quantity γn is observed to have lower and upper bounds. Therefore,
the positive definiteness result (3.41) is optimal.

Fig. 8. The values of γn for 2 ≤ n ≤ N for α = 0.3, 0.5, 0.7 where N = 400 and r = (3− α)/α.

Acknowledgements. The authors thank one anonymous reviewer for suggesting
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