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DIRICHLET-NEUMANN WAVEFORM RELAXATION ALGORITHM FOR TIME
FRACTIONAL DIFFUSION EQUATION IN HETEROGENEOUS MEDIA

SOURA SANA* AND BANKIM C MANDAL'

Abstract. In this article, we have studied the convergence behavior of the Dirichlet-Neumann waveform re-
laxation algorithms for time-fractional sub-diffusion and diffusion wave equations in 1D & 2D for regular domains,
where the dimensionless diffusion coefficient takes different constant values in different subdomains. From numeri-
cal experiments, we first capture the optimal relaxation parameters. Using these optimal relaxation parameters, our
analysis estimates the rate of change of the convergence behavior against the fractional order and time. We have
performed our analysis in multiple subdomain cases for both in 1D & 2D.
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1. Model problem. We aim to extend the DNWR algorithm for time-fractional diffu-
sion equations. The model problem we have taken is linear, but the time derivative is of
fractional order 2v, where v can take any values from zero to one. Therefore, our model
incorporates three fundamental basic PDEs: elliptic, parabolic, and hyperbolic. More details
about the model and its application can be found in [1, 3]. To define the sub-diffusion and
diffusion-wave, first, we consider the domain € in R?, and then we have:

O =V - (5(x,t)Vu) + f(z,1), inQx(0,T),
(1.1 u(z,t) = g(x,t), on 902 x (0,7,
u(x,0) = up(x), in Q.

where k(x,t) > 0 be the dimensionless diffusion coefficient and % is the Caputo fractional

derivative defined for order a, n — 1 < a < nand n € N as follows:

aa 1 ! n—oa— n
() = o) /O (t — )" ta™ (r)dr.

For further analysis, we assume that the solution u(x,t) and the flux is continuous even for
finite jump discontinuous x(x, t) in space. In support of the existence and uniqueness of the
weak solution of (1.1) we refer to [4]. With this assumption, we next introduce the DNWR
algorithm:

2. The Dirichlet-Neumann Waveform Relaxation algorithm. Many forms of DNWR
algorithm depend on the placement of Dirichlet-Neumann, Neumann-Neumann, and Dirichlet-
Dirichlet boundary conditions already exist in literature; for more details, see [2]. Here
we have chosen the particular one, which is given in Figure 2. The reason behind this
combination is that it can handle long-time processes much better than other ones. So
to use this combination in model problem (1.1), we subdivide the domain (2 into N sub-
domains €2;, 1 < ¢ < N with no overlaps and no cross points. Set original boundary
T, :=00n0Q;,1 <i< N and artificial one as A; := 0Q; U0Q;41 forl <i < N — 1.
We choose 1/11(0) (x,t) as an initial guess in some appropriate space along the interfaces
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F1G. 2.1. Particular form of DNWR algorithm.

A; x (0,T). Then DNWR algorithm reads:

2 = v. (ﬁ(w,t)v ””) f, inQ,
@D u™ (x,0) = uo(), in Q;,
(k) =9, on FZ‘,

with the boundary conditions along the artificial interfaces: for i < [N/2]

2 2 Ek)l = 'LZJ(k 1) on Ai_l,’i 7é ].,
2 P (k) _ (k)
Lz 1+1u1 ani+1,iui+17 on Az
fori = [N/2]
(2.3) “z@l = ¢(k Y , onA; g,
. ’U’Ek) = wz(k Y ) on Aia

fori > [N/2]

k k
2.4 {8"” 1u£ = a"z‘—l,iuz('—)p onA;_1

ul = Y, on Aj,i# N,
and then with the relaxation parameter 6 € (0, 1] update the interface data using

W (@, t) = ul
(2.5)

W (@, t) = 6ull);

<o) + L=V (a,t), 1<i<[N/2]
(10" (x,t), [N/2] <i<N-1.

3

Our goal is to study the convergence of wgk_l)(w, t) == wilr, x(0,1) — w;k_l)(:n, t)ask —
oo. However, before going to the main theorems on convergence, we need some estimates,
which we will discuss in the next section.

3. Auxiliary Results. In this section, we first discuss a few norm inequalities and then
some kernel estimates, which are necessary for subsequent sections.
LEMMA 3.1. Let g and w be two real-valued functions in (0, 00) with w(s) = L{w(t)}
the Laplace transform of w. Then for t € (0,T), we have the following properties:
(D) llg*wllzio,e) < lgllzro.n llwllLro,n-
(ii) 1l * wllLe(0,6y < 19l (0.0 1wl L1(0,¢)-
(iii) If w(r) > 0 is L'-integrable in (0,t), then ||w(.)||11(0,+) < lims_,o4 wW(Re(s)).
LEMMA 3.2. Fora € (0,1) and l,t > 0, the following results hold:
(i) The inverse Laplace transform of et is:

= {efzsa} — lat~ DD, (177

where M, (), z € (0,00) be the M-Wright function.
2



(ii)

e )

LEMMA 3.3. Let 0 < Iy < Iy and s be a complex variable. Then, fort € (0,00) and
(i) for0 <a<1

a/(1-a)
< exp (—(1 —a) (%) ll/(l_o‘)> .

L1(0,t)

- ::ﬁl{m} and (1) ;:Ll{m}

exist and L' integrable.
(ii) for0 < a <1/2

®(t) > 0and U(t) > 0.

4. Convergence of DNWR Algorithm. We are now in a position to present the main
convergence result for the DNWR algorithm (2.1)-(2.5). To have a clear picture of theoretical
convergence, we choose the 1D form of the sub-diffusion and diffusion-wave model on 2m +
1,m € N subdomains, but for generality consider the heterogeneous problem with k(x, t) =

Ky, on Q, where 1 < p < m and k(x,t) = k,, on Q, where m +2 < ¢ < 2m + 1 and

k(x,t) = Kmat1, on Q1. Considering wgo), 1 < i < 2m be the initial error term on

artificial interfaces, the Laplace transform in time converts the error equations of (2.1)-(2.5)
into the following sets of ODEs:

a2\ ~(k .
(8% = Fmp1gs)ihyy = 0, in Qi
. (k . (k—1
(4.1) a® =Y, at T,
(k) (k) ‘
Umt1 = Wiy at T4
2\ (k . 2\ (k .
(s? — KN%)U,(L ) =, in Q, (82 — /@dd?)uf ) =0, inQ,
. (k . (k=1 NG . (k
“4.2) u,(A ) — w£71 )7 at 1 HL%’U,E ) — Ki_1 %uff)l, atzr, 1
. (k . (k . (k L (k—1
nu%ug ) = Kpt1 %uiﬁl, atzx, uE ) = wf ), at x,

then update the interface error by

4.3) R (s)

14

(4.4) Wk (s) =

oﬂﬂl(z.k) (IEH, S) + (1 - eﬂ)w/(ikil)(s)? for 1 g ,u‘ S m7
A (2,,8) + (1= 0,)wFY(s), form+1 <1< 2m.

Now we can solve for each ﬁgk) from (4.1) & (4.2), and substitute those values in (4.3) &

(4.4) at artificial interfaces give us the following relation:

2m

45) 0 (s) = Y prgf T (s)
j=1
3



where p; ;, whose calculation is quite cumbersome so given in Appendix A, takes the form
forl <i<mand1l < j<2m:

0041 P
7’Yz"7i+1) 5 ] 2,2 <m

1—@(1+,ﬂ%¥)+9if%#(1—

Km Km TmYm s g
1—@n0+"zf)+@n il 1—mwmﬂ>,]—1—nu
2L j=i—1,i>1,
pij = Oiy) " L i+1<j<m-1,

Ki  YiYit1oYs)

—VYm+104

9. Km+41
v Ki  YiYit1YmOm+1’

0,

0. KEm41 g
v Ki  YiYit1YmOm+41’

j=myt<m,
J=m+1,

otherwise.

Due to the particular symmetric structure of the p matrix, the lower half of it, that is, p; ; such
that m + 1 < ¢ < 2m for all j can be easily deduced from the upper half by just changing
all indices i1 by 2m + 2 — 71; except p; ;, ;, which will be replaced by 2m + 1 — 41, where
1 <43 < m. For having super-linear convergence, we choose 8; = 1/(1++\/k;y1/k;) =: 0F

for 1 <4 < m and get:

(4.6) Pij =

LEMMA 4.1. Suppose lq,ls,--

Oi0i4+1
YiYit1 )’

05 (1 -

0* Km+1 1 _ OmYm+1
m Km Ymom—+1
0*
Zi
i’
o* Kji+1 —0i0j41
g Ki  YiYit1 ;)
0* Km+1 —Ym+103i
? Ki  YiYit1 " YmOm+1’
9>_s< Km+1 e}
e Ki  YiYit1 " YmOTm+1’
0,

j=ii<m

i j:Z:m7

j=i—1,i>1,
1+1<j3<m-1,

j=m,i<m,

j=m+l,

otherwise.

-, 1, are positive real numbers with | = min; l; and

0 < o < 1/2. Let Py(s) be the Laplace transform of Pi(t). Then we have the followings

bounds:

i) 1 {Pi(s)}

(ii) £ H{Pa()Hlps 0. = €7 {
(i) 1127 {Po(5)Hl 100y = €7 {

Li=ln
ln,

)

(i) 174 Py() 0. = 1£7

Proof.

=1 J cosh(ls®) cosh((l1—L)s®)
HLI(OJ) - HE {Coioshs(llscs)scosh(lzs“)

} 1o, <1,
cosh(ls) sinh(l1s%) sinh(l,,s%)

cosh(l15%) cosh(las%)--- cosh(l,,s%) } HLl(O,t) <
cosh(ls®) sinh(l1s%) cosh(l,,s%)

cosh(ls®) sinh(l1s%)

2,
cosh(llsa)mcosh(zn,lsa)sinh(znsa)} ||L1(0,t) <1+

H 1 <h
cosh(l15%)--- cosh(l,,—15%) sinh(l,,s%) Lt0,t) = 17,-

(1) If lo > [y, from part (i) and (ii) of Lemma 3.3, guarantee that the inverse Laplace

transform of Pjq(s) =

cosh(ls®)

maP12(8) =

cosh((l1—12)s”)

exist, L' integrable

and non-negative. Therefore using part (i) of Lemma 3.1 we have the following

inequality:

1Pl

on <[ Puea)|
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Now using part (iii) of Lemma 3.1, we have:

Moo < 27 {Pu@} o, €7 {Pe)}
1Pz < [[£7 {Pus)} priom |12 {Puals)} Lion)

< lim Py (Re(s)) Pra(Re(s)) = 1.
If I, < 1, then we choose ]511(5) = %,Hz(s) = % and

follow the same procedure as earlier. Hence combining two cases give us the result:

1= {Pus) Pl < 1.

(ii) To have the L! estimate on Py(t), we reduce Py(s) = Pyi(s) — Pay(s), where
s L cosh(ls?) s L cosh(ls™) cosh((l1—1,,)s%)
P (S) *7 cosh(lzs®)--- cosh(l,,—15%) and P22(s) * cosh(l1s®) Cosh(lgs”)l--- cosh(l,s¥)"

Now we use the part(i) of Lemma 3.1 and have:
1
et {}
L1(0,t) H cosh(ln—15%)

cosh(ls%)
Again using the same kind of reasoning as part (i), we have:

(- —1 ) coshtis™)
I1£ {PQI(S)} Lo < H'C {cosh(lzsa)}

L1(0,t)

(47) 17 { o)}l o < 1

Proof of the estimates for }522 (s) for the cases I; < [, and l; > [,, can be done
separately and are obvious. Therefore

(48) 17 { Poa(s) s o) < 1
Hence, Adding (4.7) & (4.8), we obtain:
1£7{Pa(s) Iz 0.0) < 2.

(iii) We split Psy(s) = P31(s) + Psa(s) where, Py (s) = oy 50

cosh(lz2s®)--- cosh(l,—1s

by using same technique as part (ii) , we have Hﬁ_l{Pgl(s)}HLl(o,t) < 1. Now

]532(5) = Pgl(s)ﬁl(s), where D; (s) == Co:ﬁ’(ll}i(s(il);lr:ﬁ(g;la) From Theorem 2 in

??, we have ||E’1{ﬁ1(s)}||L1(o7t) < ‘llfnl"l . Therefore adding both cases give:

ll - ln
In

1= Ps() o, < 1+

l
< =

Loy In

(iv) Rearrange Py(s) = P41 (s)+Pys(s) where, Py (s) := cosh(lgs“)mC(S)isilzgis,l)s")sinh(lnsf")‘
Therefore from part (i) of Lemma 3.3 we have
Hﬁ_l{fsu(s)}”u(o,t)
<t 1 _1 [ sinh(ls%)
- cosh(lps®) - - - cosh(l,—15%) sinh({,,s%)
Define Ds(s) := Cosﬁ}?fgil)lszéilijjsa), then Pys(s) := Py (s )Dg( ). The proof of
17 { Paa() 0.0y < I1£7{Paa () Da(s) i (0,0) < Y is same as part (ii).
Hence adding both parts follows ||£~2{P,(s)} llL10,t) <
5

(Y

L1(0,t)

71
In
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THEOREM 4.2 (Convergence of DNWR when 0 < v < 1/2). Forfixed T > 0,0 < v <

1/2and 0; = 1/(1+\/Kit1/ki), 1 <i<mand0; = 1/(1+ \/ki/Kit1),m+1 <i<2m
, the DNWR algorithm (4.1)-(4.4) for 2m + 1(m € N) subdomains converge super-linearly
with the estimate:

(k) k 1/(1—v (0)
 Jnax llw;" [ Loe(0,7) < (2¢)" exp(—Ak /A=y  Juax [w; || Le=0,1)5
where, h; = a;/\/Rj, h = mini<j<omt1a;, A = (1 — V)V”/(lf”)(h/T”)l/(lf”), and
c = max; ¢;, where c; are ginen in (4.12) & (4.14).
Proof. Solving the ODEs (4.1)-(4.4) in terms of errors on artificial boundaries give us:

2m

(4.9) i (s) =" pigalt T (s),

j=1

where p; ; takes the form from (4.6) for 1 < ¢ < m. Cumulative estimate of [)ﬁ ; at k-th
iteration level will be cumbersome, so we estimate some form of p; ; at each iteration. But

before that define v = cosh(hs”), where h = min; h;. setting @fk)(s) = *ykuigk)(s). Which
transform (4.9) into:

2m
~(k ~ (k=1
Jj=1

To have our final estimate result in time domain we take inverse Laplace transform on both
side:

2m
’ng) = Zﬁ_l{’yﬁi,j} * ’Uj(-kil).

j=1

vgk) H exist. Our as-

Before going to the sup-norm estimate we first assume that ‘ o)
L>(0,T

sumption is justified because each Hw perfectly well-defined. Therefore taking

“
v llLee(0,1)
L norm on both side reduce the above equation to:

2m

o < Xl O]
UZ LOO(O,T) — ; {r}/pl;]} * 'U] LOQ(O7T)

Applying part (ii) of Lemma 3.1 give:

2m
Ui(k)HLOO(O)T) < ; Hﬁ_lhﬁm}HLl(o,T) “U§k71)"Lm(O)T)

2m
(k—1) 1505
(4.10) = e HUJ' HLoo(o,T> ; I {Wi’j}||L1<07T> :

Now we use the Lemma 4.1 to estimate the summation part of the above inequality. For

1=7,7<m
_ R A _ T;0;
L pigy =07/ ==L 1{7(1”+1>},
) YiYi+1

6



so from part(i) of Lemma 4.1 give us

UGl
Yi%Yi+1
Hence ||£71{’Y[)i,j}||L1(OAT) < 074/~ Inasimilar manner we show ||£*1{fy[)m,m}HL1(0 m <

05\ ) "2t and Hﬁ_lhﬁiJ}HLl(o,T) < @7 for j = i — 1,i > 1. From part(ii) of Lemma

4.1, we get the estimate Hﬁ_l{'yﬁi < 20f % fori+1 < j <m—1. And for
7 =m, 1 < m from part (iii) give:

— ~ * K’m hz — hm
£ 1{’7Pz‘,j}||L1(o,T) <0 \/? <1 * ‘hm+1+1 ) .

Finally for j = m+ 1,7 < m using part(iv) obtain ||L Yopi, J}HLl(o ) <07, /%hhi“
Now putting each estimated value in (4.10) provide:

<1.
L1(0,T)

7J’}HL1(0,T)

@.11) ’uﬁ’“)H . max H( H o 1<i<m,
Lo (0, T) ‘38 L (0,T)

where

o [0 (V2 +oxys fum + fon )

Gi :9: <1+ 7+1 +2Z] i+11/ Hj;rl \/ 'ﬁ’::—l m+1)’ 2<is=m

In a similar manner we obtain the estimate:

413 ‘““. < Crni 1<i<m,
“.13) Urmti Lo (0,T) — Cmi e |V L>(0,T) =r=m
where
“4.14)

L px* Kom41—i K2m41—j Km+1 2h .
Com+1-i = U341 (1 + \ K2mt2—i +2 Z] =i+1 \/mm-m—i + \/K2m,+2—7‘, h7n+1> y 2sism,

= @* fam 4 Kom41—j Kmi1 2k
m 2m K2m+1 Kamt1 F2mt1 Pt .
Therefore combining (4.11) & (4.13) and define ¢ := maxj<;<am ¢; deduce

-1
max H H < c¢ max ’ ( H .
1<i<2m L>(0,T) 1<j<2m |l 7 L=(0,T)

Further reduction in terms of the error on initial guesses give:

max i )H < ® max ( )H
1<i<2m L~ (0,T) 1<j<2m L~ (0,T)
4.15) =" max H .
1<j<2m L~>=(0,T)

Now the estimate of the error terms in k*” iteration is obtained by

el st
L>(0,T) cosh” (hs?)

7

|+
Ui .
L1(0,T) Le=>(0,T)



Which using Lemma further reduce to

(4.16) < oF ||[Z’1 {exp(fkhs”)}HLl

|« o
L>=(0,T)

L~(0,T)

(k)

Finally taking the maximum over 7 in (4.16) and plugging the values of max; ||v;

HM,T)

from (4.15) in (4.16) we have:
k 1/(1—v
Jmax [z < (20" exp(= ARV max (< o.r)-
0

LEMMA 4.3. For 0 < ly, 1, € (0,1), the following inequality holds:

@ 1/(1-a)
. exp(—1I18%) t°T'(2 — ) I
B A St N o R s A (2
HE {1—exp(—123a)} Ll(o’t)[ LA | P o ,

when A = (1 — a)a®/ (=),

LEMMA 4.4. Suppose l1,la,--- 1, are positive real numbers with | = min; l; and
1/2 < a < 1. Let L7Y{f(s)} represents the inverse Laplace transform of function f(t).
Then we have the following inequalities:

(i)

o {SRED MG LI,

< 2] [ 20 [eom (-0 (51) ) om0 (5 )]
(ii)
et { SR o <21+ 52 exp <—2A (lt—?ly) |

(iii)

oo { e bl

<o [ B e 0 e (o (=2 )

[ 0] [ 20 o (o (551) ) e (20 () )]

(iv)

e exp(2ls*) sinh(l15%) cosh(l,,s) i
cosh(l18%) -+ - cosh(ln—15%) sinh(l,s*) Lo,

S A ((n 2 (B ‘21)5)

eafie 20 14 20) {exp (—21\ (lltjl)ﬁ) +oxp (—QA (l"tjl)ﬁm,

8




(v)

l15%) - - cosh(l,_15%) sinh(l, s*)
<o 0] [0 500 o (o (),

Where L(t) = t°T'(2 — o) /AC=) 8 =1/(1 — a).

Proof. All five estimates follow the same procedure. But according to the combinations
of the hyperbolic functions the results may vary, so we particularly show each decomposition
upto some known level. To avoid inconvenience we only use |.|| instead of [|.|[ 21 (04

= exp(2ls*) sinh(l1s%)
|| COSh( . HLI(O,t)

(i) Let
Or(s) = exp(2ls®*) cosh((ly —l2)s*)  exp(—2(ly —1)s*) + exp(—2(ly — [)s®)
B T cosh(lys®) cosh(las®) (1 + exp(—2015%))(1 + exp(—2l2s®))
Therefore taking L' norm and using the triangular inequality give:
1£7{Q1(s)}
_ exp(—2(l1 — 1)s®) }H
@17 SzHE {(1+exp<_2hsa))<1+exp(_2z25a>>
exp(—2(la — 1)s%) }H
+2‘ £ {(1+exp(—2115‘1))(1—|—exp(—21280‘)) '

Now using the part (i) of Lemma 3.1 on each term of (4.17) we have:

127 Q1 ()}l ) .
SQHKI {(exp(*(ll —1s®) H H£—1{ ixi(exg(l *2;38&)))}‘ a
e !

1+ exp(—2l15%))

£t exp(—(l2 — )s
(1 + exp( 21150‘

Finally applying Lemma 4.3 we have our result.
(ii) The proof is obvious using part (i), hence omitted.
(iii) We define
A  exp(2ls”) sinh(l;s%) sinh(l,s%)
@a(s) 1= cosh(l1s%) cosh(l2s%) - - - cosh(l,,s%)
_ exp(20s%) (1 _ sinh(lis)sinh(l,s®) 1)

~ cosh(las®) - - - cosh(l,_15%) cosh(l1s%) cosh(l,s%)

+ 2

Hence
1A _ Is*)
1 < 1 exp(2
Hﬁ {QQ(S)}H - HL {COSh(lQSo‘) -+ -cosh(l,—15%)
1 exp(2ls®) cosh((l1 — In)s"
=1L +1I
* ’ £ {cosh(llsa) cosh(lzs®) - cosh(l 5%) L

Now we consider I; and I separately to obtain the estimates using the part (i) of
Lemma 3.1:

_1 exp(—(la + -+ 4+ ln—1 — 21)s%)
£ { (1 + exp(—2l2s®)) -+ (1 + exp(—2l,,—15%)) }

latetln 1-21 o latetln 1-21 o
exXxpl—————5—S8 expl——————5—S§
‘[171 { p( & )} ‘ ‘[171 { p( 3, )}H - Jl'

-[1 — 271,72

S 2n72
(1 + exp(—2l28%)) (1 + exp(—2lp—15%))

9




And we have

n<on |l {exp(—Z(ll —1)s*) + exp(—2(ln —z)sa)}H‘

(1 + exp(—2115%))(1 + exp(—2l,5*))

Finally applying Lemma 4.3 on both I; and I5, we have our result.
(iv) The procedure of the proof is similar to part (iii), hence omitted.
(v) Define

- . exp(2ls*) sinh(l1s%)
Qs(s) = cosh(l15%) - - - cosh(l,,—15%) sinh(l,,s*)
_ exp(2ls®)
"~ cosh(l25%) - - - cosh(lp—15%) sinh(1,5%) (1 4 exp(—2l;5%))
exp(—2(l1 —1)s%)
~ cosh(las®) - - - cosh(l,_15%) sinh(l,s)(1 4 exp(—2l15%))

I
Separately considering I5 and I we have:

1= {Is}

<o exp(—(lz + - + ln — 20)s%) }H

£t
{ (1+exp(—2l15*)) - (1 4+ exp(—2ln—15*))(1 — exp(—21,s))
Lfl {eXp(lg_"m—:l”_Ql Sa) }H o £71 {6Xp(l2+m;tln_218a) }

< on!

(1 + exp(—2l15%)) (1 + exp(—2lp—15%))

™ {exp(_lﬁm:ln_msa) }H

(1 — exp(—2lns%))

and

1L~ {1}

- 2n71 Efl eXp(7l2+---+l:1L+211—2l Sa) Efl eXp(712+m+lz+2h_2l Sa)
- (1 + exp(—2l15%)) (1 + exp(—2ln—15%))

[ exp(— et +20 =21 oy
£ (1 — exp(—2lns%)) '

Finally applying Lemma 4.3 on both I5 and I, we have our result.
a

THEOREM 4.5 (Convergence of DNWR for 1/2 < v < 1). Forfixed T > 0,0 < v <
1/2and 0; = 1/(14+\/Kit1/Ki), 1 <i <mand 0; = 1/(14+ \/Ki/Kit1),m+1 < i< 2m
, the DNWR algorithm (4.1)-(4.4) for 2m + 1(m € N) subdomains converge super-linearly
with the estimate:

(k) k 1/(1—v (0)
(max o) < dfexp(=ARYCT) max il o.m),
where, h; = aj/‘/lﬁj, h = mini<j<am+1 hj/2, A= (1- l/)l/”/(l_y)(Qh/TV)l/(l—l’)’
d = ||D||co, and ||.||cc imply the infinity norm of matrix D, given in (4.19).

Proof. The idea to proceed the proof for diffusion-wave case is similar to the sub-

diffusion one but the estimation technique is different due to the lack of positivity results,
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which is one of the key ingredients in sub-diffusion. The recursive equation in terms of k*"
and (k — 1)!" iteration on the error of artificial boundary takes the form from (4.5):

2m
oM (s Z N(s), 1<i,j<2m.

Define ¢ := exp(2hs”) and Y¥)(s) := (¥ (s). Therefore, the error equation converts to:
)A(z(‘k) ZCPH o 1) S), 1<4,5 <2m.

Taking the inverse Laplace transform on both side and then sup-norm on time reduce the
equation:

Using part (ii) of Lemma 3.1 and taking maximum over j give us:

ieom = 2| )
X | 0.1y Z L7HCpig} * x; 0.1

(4.18) ‘

2m
(k) < H (kal)H g
Xi HLOO(O’T),ISI?gm X; Lw(QT)];HL {ChiiH a0y -

Now taking the L' norm on each term on £~1{(p; ;} give us the estimate matrix D = d; ;,
which follow directly from Lemma 4.4. Therefore for 1 <i <m,1 < j <2m

(4.19)

< « [Kit1 [ Ly Lr hi —h\"*
i = 20; 1 —2B
d ’ 0 Ki | 2h7;:| |: + 2h2‘+1:| |:eXp ( < Tv

hiv1 —h\"
+ exp (—QB (771” ) )}

K'+1 2 h Vi
< * v —_— — — = d;
< 46; Py _1—&— 4h} exp( QB< V) ) dij,

T opx Ly hi —2h\" Lr| L ,
dij = 26; {1+2h1}exp(723( Tv ) )_29 {1+E} =ds;, forj=i—-1,i>1

fortr+1<53<m

o imige [ [ Lz Ly o (hig e by — 2R\
dij =277, |2 1 e —(j—i)B J
sJ k3 Py I + th+1 + . exp (.7 Z) (] _ Z)TV

ool g (e o (on (55) ) e (om (M) )]

T
- [ Lr]t (20 —i—1)h\"
< gi—igx [Kitl =T (i
< 27705 . _1+4h exp | —(j—1i)B G T

LT ? h o e—
144 {1 + E} exp <—2B (ﬁ) )} = d,j,

11




- i m Lt Lt
dimar = 277207 [T 1
et ¢ Ki * th + th+1

. hivi + -4 hmer — 20\
exp( (m z+2)B( m =it 2)T” )

— Lp]™ 2(m —i+ 1A\
< gm—it2gx [Kmt1 Lr i Am—r+ = d; ;
<2 0; o 1+4h exp | —(m—i+2)B m—it T =d,j,

dij =0 otherwise,

where B = (1 — v)w?/0) Ly = T'T(2 — v)/BY") 1y, = 1/(1 — v). Again the
symmetric structure helps us to find d; ; form + 1 <4 < 2m for all j and we achieve it by
replacing all indices 41 by 2m + 2 — i1, except d; ;, 0, where ¢; is replaced by 2m + 1 — i5.
Now we define infinity norm on matrix D by d := || D||. Therefore taking maximum over
11in (4.18) give:

4.20) max
1<i<2m

<d max
L= (0,T) 1<5;<2m

)

(k 1)”
L (0,T)

Now using the same reduction technique from x; to w; as sub-diffusion on (4.20) we end up
with the estimate:
max w o < d* exp(— Ak (=v) max w oo .
max (o) < d expl ) max [l zeor)

Hence the theorem. a

REMARK 4.1. The estimates for even number of subdomains that is 2m, m € N is almost
same as the odd case. Here first we construct recursive error equation (4.5) for1 <1 < m—1
and then for m < i < 2m — 1. Except m = 1, one can directly construct p; ; matrix from
general formula (4.6).

5. Convergence of DNWR Algorithm in 2D. In 2D, we consider the homogeneous
variant, that is, diffusion coefficient x same throughout the domain, of our model problem
(1.1) in rectangular spatial domain 2 := (0, L) x (0, 7). Zero Dirichlet boundary condition
on 0f) is imposed, and subdivide (2 into 2m + 1,m € N rectangular strips; size €); =
(xiz1, ;) x (0,m),1 < i < 2m+ 1. If we take ¢;(z,y,t) be the initial guess on artificial
boundary x = x;, then the error update on artificial boundary takes the form:

(5.1) Wl(k (s,n) pr (\/ s+ k’nQ) Wj(kfl)(s,n), 1<i4,5<2m.

Here, Wi(k)(s, n) represent first Fourier sine transform on y axis and then Laplace trans-

form on time and p; ; takes the same form as in (4.6) but definitions of o;,7; change to
o; = sinh( \}%\/ s+ kn?),y; = cosh(r\/ $%¥ + kn?). Now we need some lemmas on
estimates for further progression.

LEMMA 5.1. Let g € L*°(0,7), and 7 > 0. Then for any y € R,

2
™

/ 9(n) > _ exp(—n’n) sin(nn) sin(ny)dn| < |lg]| L= (0,m)-
0

n>1

LEMMA 5.2. Let K (n) represents the Fourier coefficient of k(y) and

5 exp(—l1vs?® + An2)
Kl(S,’IL) = KQ(San)
1+ exp(—l2v/s?® + An?)
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then forly <lo, A >0and 0 < a < 1/2

t°r2 -« L)V
s Moo < |1+ S o (—A (&) IS P—

where A = (1 — a)a®/(1=),

Proof. Our procedure to prove this lemma is straightforward; we first take the inverse
Laplace transform and then add all the sine frequencies to achieve our estimate. Therefore
first take the binomial expansion and then inverse Laplace transform we have:

oo

Ki(t,n) =L"" {Z(—l)j exp(—(li + jl2)Vs?> + )\nQ)} * Ko (t,mn),

j=0
Using Efros theorem and part (i) of Lemma 3.2 on each exponential term give:

oo

> =1 /Ooo exp(—An*7)F(r, t)dT} * Ka(t,n),

j=0

Kl(t,n) = |:

where F(7,t) := 2art= (22D My, (1¢2%) l\l/;l% exp( _(hLﬂZ)z ). Now adding all the Fourier
sine terms with coefficients provide:

ki(t,y) = Z K (t,n) sin(ny)

n>1

= Z/o dri Z(—l)" /OOO dr exp(—An’7)F(1,71)Ka(t — 11, n) sin(ny)

n>1

=y /Ot dri i(—l)” /Ooo dr exp(—=An’1)F(1,11) {% /07r dnka(t — 71,m) Sin(nn):| sin(ny)

n>1

= /O dm Z(—l)n /0°° drF(1,71) [i /7r dnka(t — 11,7) Z exp(—An’7) sin(nn) sin(ny)] .

0 n>1

We have applied Fubini’s theorem to exchange integration and summation. Further taking
absolute value on both sides and apply Lemma 5.1 give:

k1 (2, 9)|

t e oo
g/ drlz/ drF(1,71)
0 =070
t e %)
g/ dﬁz/ drF (7, 71) k2 (t = 71, )l 1o (0.m)
0 =070

t S (e
< ||k2(.,.)HL&(O,t;Lm(OJ»/0 an/O drF(r,m).
7=0

% /0 dnkz(t — 11,1) Z exp(—An’7) sin(nn) sin(ny)

n>1

Again using Efros theorem and Lemma 4.3, we have our proof:

1°T(2 — ) I\ M)
s Mmooy < |1+ S e (—A (2) 2 Mo 0 0.0

13



a

THEOREM 5.3 (Convergence of DNWR for sub-diffusion in 2D ). For fixed T > 0,
0<v<1/2and0; =1/(1++/Kit1/ki), 1 <i<mand@; =1/(1+/Ki/Kiy1), m+1 <
i < 2m, the DNWR algorithm in 2D for the update error equation (5.1) for 2m + 1(m € N)
subdomains converge super-linearly with the estimate:

1%?2)2(171 ||w£k) | Lo (0,7;5¢ (0,7)) < d* exp(—Akl/(lf'/)) lgﬂjlggm ij(p) | o= (0,7; ¢ (0,7))>
where, hj = a;/\/fj, h = mini<jcoms1 hj/2, A = (1 —v)p?/0=)(20/T)V/0-1), d =
D] o> and ||.||oo imply the infinity norm of matrix D, given in (4.19).

Proof. As one can see that the estimate for diffusion-wave case for 1D and sub-diffusion
case for 2D is exactly same, so we only go through the proof briefly and only mention those
terms which are different from 1D case.

Define { := exp(2hV/'s?¥ + kn?), where h = min; h; /2. Setting ‘A/i(k)(s, n) = kai(k)(s, n)
transform the error update equation (5.1) to:

(5.2) Vi(k)(s, n) = ngiyj(\/sm’ + knz)Vj(k_l)(s, n).
j=1

Now first simplify the cosine and sine term to exponential as given in the proof of Lemma 4.4
and then repeatedly applying Lemma 5.2 on the simplify terms, we obtain:

o] <d o [
L (0,150 (0,m) —  1<j<2m |1/ L22(0,T5L>2(0,m))
(53) s A max 105 6 o i omy

where d = ||D||s. Now again applying the Lemma 5.2 letting Iy — oo on Wi(k)(s, n) =
§HV (s,m) give:

(5.4) llwi (- )l Loe (0,625 (0,7)) < €xP (*Akl/(lf'j)) i (5 )l Lo (0,452 (0,7)) -
Finally combining (5.3) & (5.4) and taking maximum over ¢ we have our estimate:
(k) k _ALl/(1=v) (0)
1%?%}2% lw;™ | oo (0,75 (0,m)) < d" exp(—Ak ) 1521’% ij | oo (0,75 (0,7)) -

a

REMARK 5.1. We keep the 2D bounded multi-subdomain diffusion-wave proof for future

work due to some estimation issue. If we take y-axis unbounded then the two sub-domain

proof can be easily done. We leave that one because the procedure is same as the two sub-
domain NNWR diffusion-wave proof, given in.

Appendix A. Necessary calculation for DNWR. To simplify the calculation we assign:

(A.1) éff)(s) = 835738321(33”, s)forl < p<m,
(A2) 0 (5) = —0,0P) (x,, 8) form +1 < v < 2m.

Solving the BVP in Dirichlet and Neumann step in (4.1)-(4.2) we get

(A3)
1 _
dg:ll(a:, 5) = —— (11}7(:+1) sinh(z — &) \/52" [hmg1 + ©F Y sinh (2,41 — J})\/SQV//Qerl) ,

Om—+1
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forl1 <pu<m
(A4

(k)

1 [ Ku+12

~ (k) _ pt1<p . 20 (k— 1) 2

i, (z,8) = " (musz” sinh(2 — xy,-1)y/8% /Ky + 0,1 cosh(xy, — x)4 /5% /Ky |,

form+2<:<2m+1
(A.5)

5(k)

1 Ki—12,

a®) (x,5) = — [ @*F Y cosh(z — 2,_1)\/s% [k, + g ifet sinh(z, — x)\/$?" /K, |,
Y VK, 8%

Substituting (A.4) into (4.3) and (A.5) into (4.4) and using the notation o, := sinh( ;%s”),

Y = cosh( \;:75”) and define o,, 7, same way, the recurrence relation for £ € N becomes:
(A.6) Wk (s5) = O (’Wéﬁk)a 4 w(k—1)> (1= 0,)¢D

I Y \/W p u—1 w)Wy
(A7) w“%@::‘%<@@—ﬂ+_“ﬁﬁag >+41—9)ww—ﬂ

L Y U Vs e

Where for1 < pu<m-—1

(A8) PR S /S WY LR B O
a Ku+1 Yp+1 a Ru+17p+1 e

form+2<:<2m+1

2v
(A9) a0 = B ) [Tk,
L’YL KL ’yb

and
(A.10) 5T UYm41 A(k 1) 1 7
Kmt1 Oma1 Fmt1 Omi1 er
N 52V Yol . (k—1)
(A.11) = -l _ [ — T
+1 m+l 0m+1 K/m+1 Om+1 +1
Choose: for 1 < p < m,w\f) = yuwu,zl(t \/% and form+1 < ¢ < 2m+1,
SV [ Ky
—(k) _ - ( ) o, ok .
W, =gk, 2 = \/ﬁq . Obtain:
for1 <pu<m
0 _ K
(k) _ Y (k=1) —(k—1 ptl _(k
(A.12) wy_%HyW1+u—@mg>+@?74%
form+1<.:<2m
0, _ K,
(A.13) w® = g™ (1 -9, )w® Y 9,50,
7L+2 KJL—‘—l



and

fori1<pu<m-—1

Ku+1 _ Tu0u+1 _(fe— Ky+2 g (k
(A.14) Lzl(tk) = ,Awfjﬁ D4 #77#2;(“217
Ky YuVp+1 Kpu+1 Op+1Yp+1
Em41 (k) _ _ ImV¥m+1 _(k—1) Om _(k—1)
(A.15) \ %y = ————— + ——w ,
Rm " YmOm+1 m Om4+1Ym+1 m
Em+1 (k) _  Om+2  _(k—1)  Tm+10m42 _(k—1)
(A.16) 1/ z = —w - ——w ,
Rm+2 ml TYmOm+1 m Om+1TYm~+2 ml
form+2<.:<2m
K K,—10 0,0
(A.17) | e gk) = Zml Tl (k) Dl (k1)
Ri+1 Ry O VY41

m+pu

Define: for1 < p < mand (v’vg“)) = u’)flk), (Wg)) = u?(k) (Z%’”) = Zfﬁ), (Z%’f)) =
© © W

o

25 . From (A.12) (A.13)

(A.18) wi(k) = Tow¥ " + Pz wr(k) = Tawli ™ + Prz'l,
From (A.14) (A.17)
(A.19) ULZL(/{) = DLW(Lk_l) + ELW%C_”, URZR(]C) = DRW%C_D + ERW%k_l),

_ 0,, -
1— 9m+1 Im+1
1—6 Ym+3
1 1-9 Ormt2
% 1 _ 02 m+2 Ym+4
Ty, = ) . Tr =
0. N O2m—1
Ym—1 1= 0m Y2m+1
L 1- 92m
k2 _ K3 _ 01 Fm41
K1 K2 0272 Rm+2
.. . _ Km41 OTm+43
Uy = UR — Km42 Om+42Ym+2
: _ KEm+41 Om—1 .
Km _ OmYm
Km41 _ K2am—1 02m+41 K2m,
Km KR2m  02m7Y2m R2m-41
and
. 0102 Om—10m 0m7m+1
DL—dmg< S, — ,—
Y172 Ym—1Tm TYmOTm+1
. Ym+10m+2 Om+20m+3 02m02m+1
DR:dmg<— — - 7
Om+1Tm+2  Tm+27m+3 Y2mY2m+1
. Y Km+1
PL_dzag (917' ,9m )
R1 Rm,
. Rm41 R2m
PR = dZ(Lg <9m+1 P 702m )
Rm+2 Rom+1
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and

Om Om
(Er)mi=————(ERr)1,m = 2
Om+1"Ym+2 TmOTm+1
Using (A.18) & (A.19):
(A.20) w' = (1, + LU D)WY 4+ PLUT Epw Y,
(A21) w%):(TR—i—PRU 'DR)yw D 4 PoUS  Epw'f™ “

Now introduce ¢, j for matrix indices, we have:

Kitl , __ X Km4itl ; __
) i =17 9m+l\/ Komti yv=17

0;
1 - .
PLU ., = 7+1 PRU ., = 0 . Rm+4j+1 Tm+j
(PLUL )ij 0; T < (PrUR )i j L Y T
0,

otherwzse 0, otherwise
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