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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 2ν, where ν 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 Ω in Rd, and then we have:

(1.1)


∂2ν

∂t2ν u = ∇ · (κ(x, t)∇u) + f(x, t), in Ω× (0, T ),

u(x, t) = g(x, t), on ∂Ω× (0, T ),

u(x, 0) = u0(x), in Ω.

where κ(x, t) > 0 be the dimensionless diffusion coefficient and ∂α

∂tα is the Caputo fractional
derivative defined for order α, n− 1 < α < n and n ∈ N as follows:

∂α

∂tα
x(t) :=

1

Γ(n− α)

∫ t

0

(t− τ)n−α−1x(n)(τ)dτ.

For further analysis, we assume that the solution u(x, t) and the flux is continuous even for
finite jump discontinuous κ(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 Ω into N sub-
domains Ωi, 1 ≤ i ≤ N with no overlaps and no cross points. Set original boundary
Γi := ∂Ω ∩ ∂Ωi, 1 ≤ i ≤ N and artificial one as Λi := ∂Ωi ∪ ∂Ωi+1 for 1 ≤ i ≤ N − 1.
We choose ψ

(0)
i (x, t) as an initial guess in some appropriate space along the interfaces
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FIG. 2.1. Particular form of DNWR algorithm.

Λi × (0, T ). Then DNWR algorithm reads:

(2.1)


∂2ν

∂t2ν u
(k)
i = ∇ ·

(
κ(x, t)∇u(k)

i

)
+ f, in Ωi,

u
(k)
i (x, 0) = u0(x), in Ωi,

u
(k)
i = g, on Γi,

with the boundary conditions along the artificial interfaces: for i < dN/2e

(2.2)

{
u

(k)
i−1 = ψ

(k−1)
i−1 , on Λi−1, i 6= 1,

∂ni,i+1
u

(k)
i = −∂ni+1,i

u
(k)
i+1, on Λi

for i = dN/2e

(2.3)

{
u

(k)
i−1 = ψ

(k−1)
i−1 , on Λi−1,

u
(k)
i = ψ

(k−1)
i , on Λi,

for i > dN/2e

(2.4)

{
∂ni,i−1u

(k)
i = −∂ni−1,iu

(k)
i−1, on Λi−1

u
(k)
i = ψ

(k−1)
i , on Λi, i 6= N ,

and then with the relaxation parameter θ ∈ (0, 1] update the interface data using

(2.5)

{
h

(k)
i (x, t) = θu

(k)
i

∣∣
Λi×(0,T ) + (1− θ)ψ(k−1)

i (x, t), 1 ≤ i < dN/2e
h

(k)
i (x, t) = θu

(k)
i+1

∣∣
Λi×(0,T ) + (1− θ)ψ(k−1)

i (x, t), dN/2e ≤ i ≤ N − 1.

Our goal is to study the convergence of w(k−1)
i (x, t) := ui|Γi×(0,T ) − ψ(k−1)

i (x, t) as k →
∞. 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,∞) with ŵ(s) = L{w(t)}
the Laplace transform of w. Then for t ∈ (0, T ), we have the following properties:

(i) ‖g ∗ w‖L1(0,t) ≤ ‖g‖L1(0,t)‖w‖L1(0,t).
(ii) ‖g ∗ w‖L∞(0,t) ≤ ‖g‖L∞(0,t)‖w‖L1(0,t).

(iii) If w(τ) ≥ 0 is L1-integrable in (0, t), then ‖w(.)‖L1(0,t) ≤ lims→0+ ŵ(Re(s)).
LEMMA 3.2. For α ∈ (0, 1) and l, t > 0, the following results hold:
(i) The inverse Laplace transform of e−ls

α

is:

L−1
{
e−ls

α
}

= lαt−(α+1)Mα

(
lt−α

)
,

where Mα(x), x ∈ (0,∞) be the M-Wright function.
2



(ii)

∥∥∥L−1
{
e−ls

α
}∥∥∥

L1(0,t)
≤ exp

(
−(1− α)

(α
t

)α/(1−α)

l1/(1−α)

)
.

LEMMA 3.3. Let 0 ≤ l1 < l2 and s be a complex variable. Then, for t ∈ (0,∞) and
(i) for 0 < α < 1

Φ(t) := L−1

{
sinh(l1s

α)

sinh(l2sα)

}
and Ψ(t) := L−1

{
cosh(l1s

α)

cosh(l2sα)

}

exist and L1 integrable.
(ii) for 0 < α ≤ 1/2

Φ(t) ≥ 0 and Ψ(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 κ(x, t) =
κµ, on Ωµ where 1 ≤ µ ≤ m and κ(x, t) = κι, on Ωι where m + 2 ≤ ι ≤ 2m + 1 and
κ(x, t) = κm+1, on Ωm+1. Considering w(0)

i , 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:


(s2ν − κm+1

d2

dx2 )û
(k)
m+1 = 0, in Ωm+1,

û
(k)
m+1 = ŵ

(k−1)
m , at xm

û
(k)
m+1 = ŵ

(k)
m+1, at xm+1

(4.1)

(4.2)


(s2ν − κµ d2

dx2 )û
(k)
µ = 0, in Ωµ

û
(k)
µ = ŵ

(k−1)
µ−1 , at xµ−1

κµ
d
dx û

(k)
µ = κµ+1

d
dx û

(k)
µ+1, at xµ


(s2ν − κι d

2

dx2 )û
(k)
ι = 0, in Ωι

κι
d
dx û

(k)
ι = κι−1

d
dx û

(k)
ι−1, at xι−1

û
(k)
ι = ŵ

(k−1)
ι , at xι

then update the interface error by

ŵ(k)
µ (s) = θµû

(k)
µ (xµ, s) + (1− θµ)ŵ(k−1)

µ (s), for 1 ≤ µ ≤ m,(4.3)

ŵ(k)
ι (s) = θιû

(k)
ι (xι, s) + (1− θι)ŵ(k−1)

ι (s), for m+ 1 ≤ ι ≤ 2m.(4.4)

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

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

(4.5) ŵ
(k)
i (s) =

2m∑
j=1

ρ̂i,jŵ
(k−1)
j (s)

3



where ρ̂i,j , whose calculation is quite cumbersome so given in Appendix A, takes the form
for 1 ≤ i ≤ m and 1 ≤ j ≤ 2m:

ρ̂i,j =



1− θi
(

1 +
√

κi+1

κi

)
+ θi

√
κi+1

κi

(
1− σiσi+1

γiγi+1

)
, j = i, i < m

1− θm
(

1 +
√

κm+1

κm

)
+ θm

√
κm+1

κm

(
1− σmγm+1

γmσm+1

)
, j = i = m,

θi
γi
, j = i− 1, i > 1,

θi
√

κj+1

κi

−σiσj+1

γiγi+1···γj , i+ 1 ≤ j ≤ m− 1,

θi
√

κm+1

κi

−γm+1σi
γiγi+1···γmσm+1

, j = m, i < m,

θi
√

κm+1

κi
σi

γiγi+1···γmσm+1
, j = m+ 1,

0, otherwise.

Due to the particular symmetric structure of the ρ̂matrix, the lower half of it, that is, ρ̂i,j such
that m + 1 ≤ i ≤ 2m for all j can be easily deduced from the upper half by just changing
all indices i1 by 2m+ 2− i1; except ρ̂i,j , θi, which will be replaced by 2m+ 1− i1, where
1 ≤ i1 ≤ m. For having super-linear convergence, we choose θi = 1/(1+

√
κi+1/κi) =: θ∗i

for 1 ≤ i ≤ m and get:

(4.6) ρ̂i,j =



θ∗i

√
κi+1

κi

(
1− σiσi+1

γiγi+1

)
, j = i, i < m

θ∗m

√
κm+1

κm

(
1− σmγm+1

γmσm+1

)
, j = i = m,

θ∗i
γi
, j = i− 1, i > 1,

θ∗i

√
κj+1

κi

−σiσj+1

γiγi+1···γj , i+ 1 ≤ j ≤ m− 1,

θ∗i

√
κm+1

κi

−γm+1σi
γiγi+1···γmσm+1

, j = m, i < m,

θ∗i

√
κm+1

κi
σi

γiγi+1···γmσm+1
, j = m+ 1,

0, otherwise.

LEMMA 4.1. Suppose l1, l2, · · · , ln are positive real numbers with l = mini li and
0 < α ≤ 1/2. Let P̂i(s) be the Laplace transform of Pi(t). Then we have the followings
bounds:

(i) ‖L−1
{
P̂1(s)

}
‖L1(0,t) = ‖L−1

{
cosh(lsα) cosh((l1−l2)sα)

cosh(l1sα) cosh(l2sα)

}
‖L1(0,t) ≤ 1,

(ii) ‖L−1{P̂2(s)}‖L1(0,t) = ‖L−1
{

cosh(lsα) sinh(l1s
α) sinh(lns

α)
cosh(l1sα) cosh(l2sα)··· cosh(lnsα)

}
‖L1(0,t) ≤ 2,

(iii) ‖L−1{P̂3(s)}‖L1(0,t) = ‖L−1
{

cosh(lsα) sinh(l1s
α) cosh(lns

α)
cosh(l1sα)··· cosh(ln−1sα) sinh(lnsα)

}
‖L1(0,t) ≤ 1 +∣∣∣ l1−lnln

∣∣∣ ,
(iv) ‖L−1{P̂4(s)}‖L1(0,t) = ‖L−1

{
cosh(lsα) sinh(l1s

α)
cosh(l1sα)··· cosh(ln−1sα) sinh(lnsα)

}
‖L1(0,t) ≤ l1

ln
.

Proof.
(i) If l2 ≥ l1, from part (i) and (ii) of Lemma 3.3, guarantee that the inverse Laplace

transform of P̂11(s) := cosh(lsα)
cosh(l1sα) , P̂12(s) := cosh((l1−l2)sα)

cosh(l2sα) exist, L1 integrable
and non-negative. Therefore using part (i) of Lemma 3.1 we have the following
inequality:

‖P1(.)‖L1(0,t) ≤
∥∥∥L−1

{
P̂11(s)

}∥∥∥
L1(0,t)

∥∥∥L−1
{
P̂12(s)

}∥∥∥
L1(0,t)

.

4



Now using part (iii) of Lemma 3.1, we have:

‖P1(.)‖L1(0,t) ≤
∥∥∥L−1

{
P̂11(s)

}∥∥∥
L1(0,t)

∥∥∥L−1
{
P̂12(s)

}∥∥∥
L1(0,t)

≤ lim
s→0

P̂11(Re(s))P̂12(Re(s)) = 1.

If l2 < l1, then we choose P̂11(s) := cosh(lsα)
cosh(l2sα) , P̂12(s) := cosh((l1−l2)sα)

cosh(l1sα) and
follow the same procedure as earlier. Hence combining two cases give us the result:

‖L−1
{
P̂1(s)

}
‖L1(0,t) ≤ 1.

(ii) To have the L1 estimate on P2(t), we reduce P̂2(s) = P̂21(s) − P̂22(s), where
P̂21(s) := cosh(lsα)

cosh(l2sα)··· cosh(ln−1sα) and P̂22(s) := cosh(lsα) cosh((l1−ln)sα)
cosh(l1sα) cosh(l2sα)··· cosh(lnsα) .

Now we use the part(i) of Lemma 3.1 and have:

‖L−1
{
P̂21(s)

}
‖L1(0,t) ≤

∥∥∥∥L−1

{
cosh(lsα)

cosh(l2sα)

}∥∥∥∥
L1(0,t)

· · ·
∥∥∥∥L−1

{
1

cosh(ln−1sα)

}∥∥∥∥
L1(0,t)

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

‖L−1
{
P̂21(s)

}
‖L1(0,t) ≤ 1.(4.7)

Proof of the estimates for P̂22(s) for the cases l1 ≤ ln and l1 > ln can be done
separately and are obvious. Therefore

(4.8) ‖L−1
{
P̂22(s)

}
‖L1(0,t) ≤ 1.

Hence, Adding (4.7) & (4.8), we obtain:

‖L−1{P̂2(s)}‖L1(0,t) ≤ 2.

(iii) We split P̂3(s) = P̂31(s) + P̂32(s) where, P̂31(s) := cosh(lsα)
cosh(l2sα)··· cosh(ln−1sα) , so

by using same technique as part (ii) , we have ‖L−1{P̂31(s)}‖L1(0,t) ≤ 1. Now
P̂32(s) := P̂31(s)D̂1(s), where D̂1(s) := sinh((l1−ln)sα)

cosh(l1sα) sinh(lnsα) . From Theorem 2 in

??, we have ‖L−1{D̂1(s)}‖L1(0,t) ≤ |l1−ln|ln
. Therefore adding both cases give:

‖L−1{P̂3(s)}‖L1(0,t) ≤ 1 +

∣∣∣∣ l1 − lnln

∣∣∣∣ .
(iv) Rearrange P̂4(s) = P̂41(s)+P̂42(s) where, P̂41(s) := sinh(lsα)

cosh(l2sα)··· cosh(ln−1sα) sinh(lnsα) .
Therefore from part (i) of Lemma 3.3 we have

‖L−1{P̂41(s)}‖L1(0,t)

≤
∥∥∥∥L−1

{
1

cosh(l2sα) · · · cosh(ln−1sα)

}∥∥∥∥
L1(0,t)

∥∥∥∥L−1

{
sinh(lsα)

sinh(lnsα)

}∥∥∥∥
L1(0,t)

≤ l

ln

Define D̂2(s) := sinh((l1−l)sα)
cosh(l1sα) sinh(lnsα) , then P̂42(s) := P̂41(s)D̂2(s). The proof of

‖L−1{P̂42(s)}‖L1(0,t) ≤ ‖L−1{P̂41(s)D̂2(s)}‖L1(0,t) ≤ l1−l
ln

is same as part (iii).
Hence adding both parts follows ‖L−1{P̂4(s)}‖L1(0,t) ≤ l1

ln
.
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THEOREM 4.2 (Convergence of DNWR when 0 < ν ≤ 1/2). For fixed T > 0, 0 < ν ≤
1/2 and θi = 1/(1+

√
κi+1/κi), 1 ≤ i ≤ m and θi = 1/(1+

√
κi/κi+1),m+1 ≤ i ≤ 2m

, the DNWR algorithm (4.1)-(4.4) for 2m + 1(m ∈ N) subdomains converge super-linearly
with the estimate:

max
1≤i≤2m

‖w(k)
i ‖L∞(0,T ) ≤ (2c)k exp(−Ak1/(1−ν)) max

1≤j≤2m
‖w(0)

j ‖L∞(0,T ),

where, hj = aj/
√
κj , h = min1≤j≤2m+1 aj , A = (1 − ν)νν/(1−ν)(h/T ν)1/(1−ν), and

c = maxi ci, where ci are ginen in (4.12) & (4.14).
Proof. Solving the ODEs (4.1)-(4.4) in terms of errors on artificial boundaries give us:

(4.9) ŵ
(k)
i (s) =

2m∑
j=1

ρ̂i,jŵ
(k−1)
j (s),

where ρ̂i,j takes the form from (4.6) for 1 ≤ i ≤ m. Cumulative estimate of ρ̂ki,j at k-th
iteration level will be cumbersome, so we estimate some form of ρ̂i,j at each iteration. But
before that define γ = cosh(hsν), where h = minj hj . setting v̂(k)

i (s) := γkŵ
(k)
i (s). Which

transform (4.9) into:

v̂
(k)
i =

2m∑
j=1

γρ̂i,j v̂
(k−1)
j .

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

v
(k)
i =

2m∑
j=1

L−1{γρ̂i,j} ∗ v(k−1)
j .

Before going to the sup-norm estimate we first assume that
∥∥∥v(k)
i

∥∥∥
L∞(0,T )

exist. Our as-

sumption is justified because each
∥∥∥w(k)

i

∥∥∥
L∞(0,T )

perfectly well-defined. Therefore taking

L∞ norm on both side reduce the above equation to:∥∥∥v(k)
i

∥∥∥
L∞(0,T )

≤
2m∑
j=1

∥∥∥L−1{γρ̂i,j} ∗ v(k−1)
j

∥∥∥
L∞(0,T )

Applying part (ii) of Lemma 3.1 give:∥∥∥v(k)
i

∥∥∥
L∞(0,T )

≤
2m∑
j=1

∥∥L−1{γρ̂i,j}
∥∥
L1(0,T )

∥∥∥v(k−1)
j

∥∥∥
L∞(0,T )

≤ max
j

∥∥∥v(k−1)
j

∥∥∥
L∞(0,T )

2m∑
j=1

∥∥L−1{γρ̂i,j}
∥∥
L1(0,T )

.(4.10)

Now we use the Lemma 4.1 to estimate the summation part of the above inequality. For
i = j, j < m

L−1{γρ̂i,j} = θ∗i

√
κi+1

κi
L−1

{
γ

(
1− σiσi+1

γiγi+1

)}
,

6



so from part(i) of Lemma 4.1 give us∥∥∥∥L−1

{
γ

(
1− σiσi+1

γiγi+1

)}∥∥∥∥
L1(0,T )

≤ 1.

Hence
∥∥L−1{γρ̂i,j}

∥∥
L1(0,T )

≤ θ∗i
√

κi+1

κi
. In a similar manner we show

∥∥L−1{γρ̂m,m}
∥∥
L1(0,T )

≤

θ∗m

√
κm+1

κm
. and

∥∥L−1{γρ̂i,j}
∥∥
L1(0,T )

≤ θ∗i for j = i − 1, i > 1. From part(ii) of Lemma

4.1, we get the estimate
∥∥L−1{γρ̂i,j}

∥∥
L1(0,T )

≤ 2θ∗i

√
κj+1

κi
for i+ 1 ≤ j ≤ m− 1. And for

j = m, i < m from part (iii) give:∥∥L−1{γρ̂i,j}
∥∥
L1(0,T )

≤ θ∗i
√
κm+1

κi

(
1 +

∣∣∣∣hi − hm+1

hm+1

∣∣∣∣) .
Finally for j = m+ 1, i < m using part(iv) obtain

∥∥L−1{γρ̂i,j}
∥∥
L1(0,T )

≤ θ∗i
√

κm+1

κi
hi

hm+1
.

Now putting each estimated value in (4.10) provide:

(4.11)
∥∥∥v(k)
i

∥∥∥
L∞(0,T )

≤ ci max
1≤j≤2m

∥∥∥v(k−1)
j

∥∥∥
L∞(0,T )

, 1 ≤ i ≤ m,

where

(4.12)


c1 = θ∗1

(√
κ2

κ1
+ 2

∑m−1
j=2

√
κj+1

κ1
+
√

κm+1

κ1

2h
hm+1

)
ci = θ∗i

(
1 +

√
κi+1

κi
+ 2

∑m−1
j=i+1

√
κj+1

κi
+
√

κm+1

κi
2h

hm+1

)
, 2 ≤ i ≤ m.

In a similar manner we obtain the estimate:

(4.13)
∥∥∥v(k)
m+i

∥∥∥
L∞(0,T )

≤ cm+i max
1≤j≤2m

∥∥∥v(k−1)
j

∥∥∥
L∞(0,T )

, 1 ≤ i ≤ m,

where
(4.14)
c2m+1−i = θ∗2m+1−i

(
1 +

√
κ2m+1−i
κ2m+2−i

+ 2
∑m−1
j=i+1

√
κ2m+1−j
κ2m+2−i

+
√

κm+1

κ2m+2−i
2h

hm+1

)
, 2 ≤ i ≤ m,

c2m = θ∗2m

(√
κ2m

κ2m+1
+ 2

∑m−1
j=2

√
κ2m+1−j
κ2m+1

+
√

κm+1

κ2m+1

2h
hm+1

)
.

Therefore combining (4.11) & (4.13) and define c := max1≤i≤2m ci deduce

max
1≤i≤2m

∥∥∥v(k)
i

∥∥∥
L∞(0,T )

≤ c max
1≤j≤2m

∥∥∥v(k−1)
j

∥∥∥
L∞(0,T )

.

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

max
1≤i≤2m

∥∥∥v(k)
i

∥∥∥
L∞(0,T )

≤ ck max
1≤j≤2m

∥∥∥v(0)
j

∥∥∥
L∞(0,T )

= ck max
1≤j≤2m

∥∥∥w(0)
j

∥∥∥
L∞(0,T )

.(4.15)

Now the estimate of the error terms in kth iteration is obtained by∥∥∥w(k)
i

∥∥∥
L∞(0,T )

≤
∥∥∥∥L−1

{
1

coshk(hsν)

}∥∥∥∥
L1(0,T )

∥∥∥v(k)
i

∥∥∥
L∞(0,T )

.
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Which using Lemma further reduce to

(4.16)
∥∥∥w(k)

i

∥∥∥
L∞(0,T )

≤ 2k
∥∥L−1 {exp(−khsν)}

∥∥
L1(0,T )

∥∥∥v(k)
i

∥∥∥
L∞(0,T )

.

Finally taking the maximum over i in (4.16) and plugging the values of maxi

∥∥∥v(k)
i

∥∥∥
L∞(0,T )

from (4.15) in (4.16) we have:

max
1≤i≤2m

‖w(k)
i ‖L∞(0,T ) ≤ (2c)k exp(−Ak1/(1−ν)) max

1≤j≤2m
‖w(0)

j ‖L∞(0,T ).

LEMMA 4.3. For 0 < l1, l2, α ∈ (0, 1), the following inequality holds:∥∥∥∥L−1

{
exp(−l1sα)

1− exp(−l2sα)

}∥∥∥∥
L1(0,t)

≤
[
1 +

tαΓ(2− α)

l2Λ(1−α)

]
exp

(
−Λ

(
l1
tα

)1/(1−α)
)
,

when Λ = (1− α)αα/(1−α).
LEMMA 4.4. Suppose l1, l2, · · · , ln are positive real numbers with l = mini li and

1/2 < α < 1. Let L−1{f̂(s)} represents the inverse Laplace transform of function f(t).
Then we have the following inequalities:

(i)

‖L−1

{
exp(2lsα) cosh((l1 − l2)sα)

cosh(l1sα) cosh(l2sα)

}
‖L1(0,t)

≤ 2

[
1 +

L(t)

2l1

] [
1 +

L(t)

2l2

] [
exp

(
−2Λ

(
l1 − l
tν

)β)
+ exp

(
−2Λ

(
l2 − l
tν

)β)]
,

(ii)

‖L−1

{
exp(2lsα)

cosh(l1sα)

}
‖L1(0,t) ≤ 2

[
1 +

L(t)

2l1

]
exp

(
−2Λ

(
l1 − 2l

tν

)β)
,

(iii)

‖L−1

{
exp(2lsα) sinh(l1s

α) sinh(lns
α)

cosh(l1sα) cosh(l2sα) · · · cosh(lnsα)

}
‖L1(0,t)

≤ 2n−2

[
1 +

L(t)

2l2

]
· · ·
[
1 +

L(t)

2ln−1

]
exp

(
−(n− 2)Λ

(
l2 + · · ·+ ln−1 − 2l

(n− 2)tν

)β)
[

1 + 2

[
1 +

L(t)

2l1

] [
1 +

L(t)

2ln

][
exp

(
−2Λ

(
l1 − l
tν

)β)
+ exp

(
−2Λ

(
ln − l
tν

)β)]]
,

(iv)

‖L−1

{
exp(2lsα) sinh(l1s

α) cosh(lns
α)

cosh(l1sα) · · · cosh(ln−1sα) sinh(lnsα)

}
‖L1(0,t)

≤ 2n−2

[
1 +

L(t)

2l2

]
· · ·
[
1 +

L(t)

2ln−1

]
exp

(
−(n− 2)Λ

(
l2 + · · ·+ ln−1 − 2l

(n− 2)tν

)β)
[

1 + 2

[
1 +

L(t)

2l1

] [
1 +

L(t)

2ln

] [
exp

(
−2Λ

(
l1 − l
tν

)β)
+ exp

(
−2Λ

(
ln − l
tν

)β)]]
,
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(v)

‖L−1

{
exp(2lsα) sinh(l1s

α)

cosh(l1sα) · · · cosh(ln−1sα) sinh(lnsα)

}
‖L1(0,t)

≤ 2n
[
1 +

L(t)

2l1

]
· · ·
[
1 +

L(t)

2ln

]
exp

(
−nΛ

(
l2 + · · ·+ ln − 2l

ntν

)β)
.

Where L(t) = tαΓ(2− α)/Λ(1−α), β = 1/(1− α).
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 ‖.‖L1(0,t).

(i) Let

Q̂1(s) :=
exp(2lsα) cosh((l1 − l2)sα)

cosh(l1sα) cosh(l2sα)
=

exp(−2(l1 − l)sα) + exp(−2(l2 − l)sα)

(1 + exp(−2l1sα))(1 + exp(−2l2sα))
.

Therefore taking L1 norm and using the triangular inequality give:

‖L−1{Q̂1(s)}‖

≤ 2

∥∥∥∥L−1

{
exp(−2(l1 − l)sα)

(1 + exp(−2l1sα))(1 + exp(−2l2sα))

}∥∥∥∥(4.17)

+ 2

∥∥∥∥L−1

{
exp(−2(l2 − l)sα)

(1 + exp(−2l1sα))(1 + exp(−2l2sα))

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

‖L−1{Q̂1(s)}‖

≤ 2

∥∥∥∥L−1

{
exp(−(l1 − l)sα)

(1 + exp(−2l1sα))

}∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥L−1

{
exp(−(l1 − l)sα)

(1 + exp(−2l2sα))

}∥∥∥∥
+ 2

∥∥∥∥L−1

{
exp(−(l2 − l)sα)

(1 + exp(−2l1sα))

}∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥L−1

{
exp(−(l2 − l)sα)

(1 + exp(−2l2sα))

}∥∥∥∥ .
Finally applying Lemma 4.3 we have our result.

(ii) The proof is obvious using part (i), hence omitted.
(iii) We define

Q̂2(s) :=
exp(2lsα) sinh(l1s

α) sinh(lns
α)

cosh(l1sα) cosh(l2sα) · · · cosh(lnsα)

= − exp(2lsα)

cosh(l2sα) · · · cosh(ln−1sα)

(
1− sinh(l1s

α) sinh(lns
α)

cosh(l1sα) cosh(lnsα)
− 1

)
.

Hence∥∥∥L−1{Q̂2(s)}
∥∥∥ ≤ ∥∥∥∥L−1

{
exp(2lsα)

cosh(l2sα) · · · cosh(ln−1sα)

}∥∥∥∥
+

∥∥∥∥L−1

{
exp(2lsα) cosh((l1 − ln)sα)

cosh(l1sα) cosh(l2sα) · · · cosh(lnsα)

}∥∥∥∥ =: I1 + I2.

Now we consider I1 and I2 separately to obtain the estimates using the part (i) of
Lemma 3.1:

I1 = 2n−2

∥∥∥∥L−1

{
exp(−(l2 + · · ·+ ln−1 − 2l)sα)

(1 + exp(−2l2sα)) · · · (1 + exp(−2ln−1sα))

}∥∥∥∥
≤ 2n−2

∥∥∥∥∥L−1

{
exp(− l2+···+ln−1−2l

n−2
sα)

(1 + exp(−2l2sα))

}∥∥∥∥∥ · · ·
∥∥∥∥∥L−1

{
exp(− l2+···+ln−1−2l

n−2
sα)

(1 + exp(−2ln−1sα))

}∥∥∥∥∥ := J1.

9



And we have

I2 ≤ 2J1

∥∥∥∥L−1

{
exp(−2(l1 − l)sα) + exp(−2(ln − l)sα)

(1 + exp(−2l1sα))(1 + exp(−2lnsα))

}∥∥∥∥ .
Finally applying Lemma 4.3 on both I1 and I2, we have our result.

(iv) The procedure of the proof is similar to part (iii), hence omitted.
(v) Define

Q̂3(s) :=
exp(2lsα) sinh(l1s

α)

cosh(l1sα) · · · cosh(ln−1sα) sinh(lnsα)

=
exp(2lsα)

cosh(l2sα) · · · cosh(ln−1sα) sinh(lnsα)(1 + exp(−2l1sα))

− exp(−2(l1 − l)sα)

cosh(l2sα) · · · cosh(ln−1sα) sinh(lnsα)(1 + exp(−2l1sα))

=: Î3 − Î4,

Separately considering Î3 and Î4 we have:

‖L−1{Î3}‖

≤ 2n−1

∥∥∥∥L−1

{
exp(−(l2 + · · ·+ ln − 2l)sα)

(1 + exp(−2l1sα)) · · · (1 + exp(−2ln−1sα))(1− exp(−2lnsα))

}∥∥∥∥
≤ 2n−1

∥∥∥∥∥L−1

{
exp(− l2+···+ln−2l

n
sα)

(1 + exp(−2l1sα))

}∥∥∥∥∥ · · ·
∥∥∥∥∥L−1

{
exp(− l2+···+ln−2l

n
sα)

(1 + exp(−2ln−1sα))

}∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥L−1

{
exp(− l2+···+ln−2l

n
sα)

(1− exp(−2lnsα))

}∥∥∥∥∥ ,
and

‖L−1{Î4}‖

≤ 2n−1

∥∥∥∥∥L−1

{
exp(− l2+···+ln+2l1−2l

n
sα)

(1 + exp(−2l1sα))

}∥∥∥∥∥ · · ·
∥∥∥∥∥L−1

{
exp(− l2+···+ln+2l1−2l

n
sα)

(1 + exp(−2ln−1sα))

}∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥∥L−1

{
exp(− l2+···+ln+2l1−2l

n
sα)

(1− exp(−2lnsα))

}∥∥∥∥∥ .
Finally applying Lemma 4.3 on both Î3 and Î4, we have our result.

THEOREM 4.5 (Convergence of DNWR for 1/2 < ν < 1). For fixed T > 0, 0 < ν ≤
1/2 and θi = 1/(1+

√
κi+1/κi), 1 ≤ i ≤ m and θi = 1/(1+

√
κi/κi+1),m+1 ≤ i ≤ 2m

, the DNWR algorithm (4.1)-(4.4) for 2m + 1(m ∈ N) subdomains converge super-linearly
with the estimate:

max
1≤i≤2m

‖w(k)
i ‖L∞(0,T ) ≤ dk exp(−Ak1/(1−ν)) max

1≤j≤2m
‖w(0)

j ‖L∞(0,T ),

where, hj = aj/
√
κj , h = min1≤j≤2m+1 hj/2, A = (1 − ν)νν/(1−ν)(2h/T ν)1/(1−ν),

d = ‖D‖∞, and ‖.‖∞ 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 kth

and (k − 1)th iteration on the error of artificial boundary takes the form from (4.5):

ŵ
(k)
i (s) =

2m∑
j=1

ρ̂i,jŵ
(k−1)
j (s), 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 2m.

Define ζ := exp(2hsν) and χ̂(k)(s) := ζkŵ(k)(s). Therefore, the error equation converts to:

χ̂
(k)
i (s) =

2m∑
j=1

ζρ̂i,jχ̂
(k−1)
j (s), 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 2m.

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

∥∥∥χ(k)
i

∥∥∥
L∞(0,T )

≤
2m∑
j=1

∥∥∥L−1{ζρ̂i,j} ∗ χ(k−1)
j

∥∥∥
L∞(0,T )

.

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

∥∥∥χ(k)
i

∥∥∥
L∞(0,T )

≤ max
1≤j≤2m

∥∥∥χ(k−1)
j

∥∥∥
L∞(0,T )

2m∑
j=1

∥∥L−1{ζρ̂i,j}
∥∥
L1(0,T )

.(4.18)

Now taking the L1 norm on each term on L−1{ζρ̂i,j} give us the estimate matrix D = di,j ,
which follow directly from Lemma 4.4. Therefore for 1 ≤ i ≤ m, 1 ≤ j ≤ 2m

d̄i,i = 2θ∗i

√
κi+1

κi

[
1 +

LT
2hi

] [
1 +

LT
2hi+1

] [
exp

(
−2B

(
hi − h
T ν

)ν1)(4.19)

+ exp

(
−2B

(
hi+1 − h
T ν

)ν1)]
≤ 4θ∗i

√
κi+1

κi

[
1 +

LT
4h

]2
exp

(
−2B

(
h

T ν

)ν1)
:= di,j ,

d̄i,j = 2θ∗i

[
1 +

LT
2hi

]
exp

(
−2B

(
hi − 2h

T ν

)ν1)
≤ 2θ∗i

[
1 +

LT
4h

]
:= di,j , for j = i− 1, i > 1

for i+ 1 ≤ j ≤ m

d̄i,j = 2j−iθ∗i

√
κj+1

κi

[
1 +

LT
2hi+1

]
· · ·
[
1 +

LT
2hj

]
exp

(
−(j − i)B

(
hi+1 + · · ·+ hj − 2h

(j − i)T ν

)ν1)
[
1 + 2

[
1 +

LT
2hi

] [
1 +

LT
2hj+1

] [
exp

(
−2B

(
hi − h
T ν

)ν1)
+ exp

(
−2B

(
hj+1 − h
T ν

)ν1)]]
≤ 2j−iθ∗i

√
κj+1

κi

[
1 +

LT
4h

]j−i
exp

(
−(j − i)B

(
2(j − i− 1)h

(j − i)T ν

)ν1)
[

1 + 4

[
1 +

LT
4h

]2
exp

(
−2B

(
h

T ν

)ν1)]
:= di,j ,
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d̄i,m+1 = 2m−i+2θ∗i

√
κm+1

κi

[
1 +

LT
2hi

]
· · ·
[
1 +

LT
2hm+1

]
exp

(
−(m− i+ 2)B

(
hi+1 + · · ·+ hm+1 − 2h

(m− i+ 2)T ν

)ν1)
≤ 2m−i+2θ∗i

√
κm+1

κi

[
1 +

LT
4h

]m−i+2

exp

(
−(m− i+ 2)B

(
2(m− i+ 1)h

(m− i+ 2)T ν

)ν1)
:= di,j ,

di,j = 0 otherwise,

where B = (1 − ν)νν/(1−ν), LT = T νΓ(2 − ν)/B(1−ν), ν1 = 1/(1 − ν). Again the
symmetric structure helps us to find di,j for m + 1 ≤ i ≤ 2m for all j and we achieve it by
replacing all indices i1 by 2m+ 2− i1, except di,j , θ∗i , where i1 is replaced by 2m+ 1− i1.
Now we define infinity norm on matrix D by d := ‖D‖∞. Therefore taking maximum over
i in (4.18) give:

max
1≤i≤2m

∥∥∥χ(k)
i

∥∥∥
L∞(0,T )

≤ d max
1≤j≤2m

∥∥∥χ(k−1)
j

∥∥∥
L∞(0,T )

.(4.20)

Now using the same reduction technique from χi to wi as sub-diffusion on (4.20) we end up
with the estimate:

max
1≤i≤2m

‖w(k)
i ‖L∞(0,T ) ≤ dk exp(−Ak1/(1−ν)) max

1≤j≤2m
‖w(0)

j ‖L∞(0,T ).

Hence the theorem.
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) for 1 ≤ i ≤ m−1
and then for m ≤ i ≤ 2m − 1. Except m = 1, one can directly construct ρ̂i,j matrix from
general formula (4.6).

5. Convergence of DNWR Algorithm in 2D. In 2D, we consider the homogeneous
variant, that is, diffusion coefficient κ same throughout the domain, of our model problem
(1.1) in rectangular spatial domain Ω := (0, L) × (0, π). Zero Dirichlet boundary condition
on ∂Ω is imposed, and subdivide Ω into 2m + 1,m ∈ N rectangular strips; size Ωi :=
(xi−1, xi) × (0, π), 1 ≤ i ≤ 2m + 1. If we take ψi(x, y, t) be the initial guess on artificial
boundary x = xi, then the error update on artificial boundary takes the form:

(5.1) Ŵ
(k)
i (s, n) =

2m∑
j=1

ρ̂i,j

(√
s2ν + kn2

)
Ŵ

(k−1)
j (s, n), 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 2m.

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

form on time and ρ̂i,j takes the same form as in (4.6) but definitions of σi, γi change to
σi := sinh( ai√

κi

√
s2ν + κn2), γi := cosh( ai√

κi

√
s2ν + κn2). Now we need some lemmas on

estimates for further progression.
LEMMA 5.1. Let g ∈ L∞(0, π), and τ > 0. Then for any y ∈ R,

2

π

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∫ π

0

g(η)
∑
n≥1

exp(−n2η) sin(nη) sin(ny)dη

∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ ‖g‖L∞(0,π).

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

K̂1(s, n) =
exp(−l1

√
s2α + λn2)

1 + exp(−l2
√
s2α + λn2)

K̂2(s, n)
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then for l1 < l2, λ > 0 and 0 < α ≤ 1/2

‖k1(., .)‖L∞(0,t;L∞(0,π)) ≤
[
1 +

tαΓ(2− α)

l2Λ(1−α)

]
exp

(
−Λ

(
l1
tα

)1/(1−α)
)
‖k2(., .)‖L∞(0,t;L∞(0,π)),

where Λ = (1− α)αα/(1−α).
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:

K1(t, n) = L−1

{ ∞∑
j=0

(−1)j exp(−(l1 + jl2)
√
s2α + λn2)

}
∗K2(t, n),

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

K1(t, n) =

[ ∞∑
j=0

(−1)n
∫ ∞
0

exp(−λn2τ)F (τ, t)dτ

]
∗K2(t, n),

whereF (τ, t) := 2ατt−(2α+1)M2α(τt−2α) l1+jl2√
4πt3

exp(−(l1+jl2)2

4τ ). Now adding all the Fourier
sine terms with coefficients provide:

k1(t, y) =
∑
n≥1

K1(t, n) sin(ny)

=
∑
n≥1

∫ t

0

dτ1

∞∑
j=0

(−1)n
∫ ∞
0

dτ exp(−λn2τ)F (τ, τ1)K2(t− τ1, n) sin(ny)

=
∑
n≥1

∫ t

0

dτ1

∞∑
j=0

(−1)n
∫ ∞
0

dτ exp(−λn2τ)F (τ, τ1)

[
2

π

∫ π

0

dηk2(t− τ1, η) sin(nη)

]
sin(ny)

=

∫ t

0

dτ1

∞∑
j=0

(−1)n
∫ ∞
0

dτF (τ, τ1)

 2

π

∫ π

0

dηk2(t− τ1, η)
∑
n≥1

exp(−λn2τ) sin(nη) sin(ny)

 .

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(t, y)|

≤
∫ t

0

dτ1

∞∑
j=0

∫ ∞
0

dτF (τ, τ1)

∣∣∣∣∣∣ 2π
∫ π

0

dηk2(t− τ1, η)
∑
n≥1

exp(−λn2τ) sin(nη) sin(ny)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
≤
∫ t

0

dτ1

∞∑
j=0

∫ ∞
0

dτF (τ, τ1) ‖k2(t− τ1, .)‖L∞(0,π)

≤ ‖k2(., .)‖L∞(0,t;L∞(0,π))

∫ t

0

dτ1

∞∑
j=0

∫ ∞
0

dτF (τ, τ1).

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

‖k1(., .)‖L∞(0,t;L∞(0,π)) ≤
[
1 +

tαΓ(2− α)

l2Λ(1−α)

]
exp

(
−Λ

(
l1
tα

)1/(1−α)
)
‖k2(., .)‖L∞(0,t;L∞(0,π)).
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THEOREM 5.3 (Convergence of DNWR for sub-diffusion in 2D ). For fixed T > 0,
0 < ν ≤ 1/2 and θi = 1/(1+

√
κi+1/κi), 1 ≤ i ≤ m and θi = 1/(1+

√
κi/κi+1),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:

max
1≤i≤2m

‖w(k)
i ‖L∞(0,T ;L∞(0,π)) ≤ dk exp(−Ak1/(1−ν)) max

1≤j≤2m
‖w(0)

j ‖L∞(0,T ;L∞(0,π)),

where, hj = aj/
√
κj , h = min1≤j≤2m+1 hj/2, A = (1 − ν)νν/(1−ν)(2h/T )1/(1−ν), d =

‖D‖∞, and ‖.‖∞ 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 ξ := exp(2h
√
s2ν + kn2), where h = minj hj/2. Setting V̂ (k)

i (s, n) := ξkŴ
(k)
i (s, n)

transform the error update equation (5.1) to:

(5.2) V̂
(k)
i (s, n) =

n∑
j=1

ξρ̂i,j(
√
s2ν + kn2)V̂

(k−1)
j (s, n).

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:∥∥∥v(k)

i (., .)
∥∥∥
L∞(0,T ;L∞(0,π))

≤ d max
1≤j≤2m

∥∥∥v(k−1)
j (., .)

∥∥∥
L∞(0,T ;L∞(0,π))

≤ dk max
1≤j≤2m

∥∥∥w(0)
j (., .)

∥∥∥
L∞(0,T ;L∞(0,π))

,(5.3)

where d = ‖D‖∞. Now again applying the Lemma 5.2 letting l2 → ∞ on Ŵ (k)
i (s, n) :=

ξ−kV̂
(k)
i (s, n) give:

(5.4) ‖wi(., .)‖L∞(0,t;L∞(0,π)) ≤ exp
(
−Ak1/(1−ν)

)
‖vi(., .)‖L∞(0,t;L∞(0,π)).

Finally combining (5.3) & (5.4) and taking maximum over i we have our estimate:

max
1≤i≤2m

‖w(k)
i ‖L∞(0,T ;L∞(0,π)) ≤ dk exp(−Ak1/(1−ν)) max

1≤j≤2m
‖w(0)

j ‖L∞(0,T ;L∞(0,π)).

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:

ẑ(k)
µ (s) = ∂xû

(k)
µ+1(xµ, s) for 1 ≤ µ ≤ m,(A.1)

ẑ(k)
ι (s) = −∂xû(k)

ι (xι, s) for m+ 1 ≤ ι ≤ 2m.(A.2)

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

û
(k)
m+1(x, s) =

1

σm+1

(
ŵ

(k−1)
m+1 sinh(x− xm)

√
s2ν/κm+1 + ŵ(k−1)

m sinh(xm+1 − x)
√
s2ν/κm+1

)
,

(A.3)
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for 1 ≤ µ ≤ m

û(k)
µ (x, s) =

1

γµ

(
κµ+1ẑ

(k)
µ√

κµs2ν
sinh(x− xµ−1)

√
s2ν/κµ + ŵ

(k−1)
µ−1 cosh(xµ − x)

√
s2ν/κµ

)
,

(A.4)

for m+ 2 ≤ ι ≤ 2m+ 1

û(k)
ι (x, s) =

1

γι

(
ŵ(k−1)
ι cosh(x− xι−1)

√
s2ν/κι +

κι−1ẑ
(k)
ι−1√

κιs2ν
sinh(xι − x)

√
s2ν/κι

)
,

(A.5)

Substituting (A.4) into (4.3) and (A.5) into (4.4) and using the notation σµ := sinh(
aµ√
κµ
sν),

γµ := cosh(
aµ√
κµ
sν) and define σι, γι same way, the recurrence relation for k ∈ N becomes:

ŵ(k)
µ (s) =

θµ
γµ

(
κµ+1ẑ

(k)
µ√

κµs2ν
σµ + ŵ

(k−1)
µ−1

)
+ (1− θµ)ŵ(k−1)

µ ,(A.6)

ŵ(k)
ι (s) =

θι
γι+1

(
ŵ

(k−1)
ι+1 +

κιẑ
(k)
ι+1√

κι+1s2ν
σι+1

)
+ (1− θι)ŵ(k−1)

ι ,(A.7)

Where for 1 ≤ µ ≤ m− 1

ẑ(k)
µ = −

√
s2ν

κµ+1

σµ+1

γµ+1
ŵ(k−1)
µ +

κµ+2

κµ+1γµ+1
ẑ

(k)
µ+1,(A.8)

for m+ 2 ≤ ι ≤ 2m+ 1

ẑ(k)
ι =

κι−1

κιγι
ẑ

(k)
ι−1 −

√
s2ν

κι

σι
γι
ŵ(k−1)
ι ,(A.9)

and

ẑ(k)
m = −

√
s2ν

κm+1

γm+1

σm+1
ŵ(k−1)
m +

√
s2ν

κm+1

1

σm+1
ŵ

(k−1)
m+1 ,(A.10)

ẑ
(k)
m+1 =

√
s2ν

κm+1

1

σm+1
ŵ(k−1)
m −

√
s2ν

κm+1

γm+1

σm+1
ŵ

(k−1)
m+1 .(A.11)

Choose: for 1 ≤ µ ≤ m, w̄(k)
µ = γµŵ

k
µ, z̄

(k)
µ =

σµ√
s2ν/κµ

ẑkµ and form+1 ≤ ι ≤ 2m+1,

w̄
(k)
ι = γι+1ŵ

k
ι , z̄

(k)
ι = σι+1√

s2ν/κι+1

ẑkι . Obtain:

for 1 ≤ µ ≤ m

w̄(k)
µ =

θµ
γµ−1

w̄
(k−1)
µ−1 + (1− θµ)w̄(k−1)

µ + θµ
κµ+1

κµ
z̄(k)
µ ,(A.12)

for m+ 1 ≤ ι ≤ 2m

w̄(k)
ι =

θι
γι+2

w̄
(k−1)
ι+1 + (1− θι)w̄(k−1)

ι + θι
κι
κι+1

z̄(k)
ι ,(A.13)
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and

for 1 ≤ µ ≤ m− 1√
κµ+1

κµ
z̄(k)
µ = −σµσµ+1

γµγµ+1
w̄(k−1)
µ +

κµ+2

κµ+1

σµ
σµ+1γµ+1

z̄
(k)
µ+1,(A.14) √

κm+1

κm
z̄(k)
m = −σmγm+1

γmσm+1
w̄(k−1)
m +

σm
σm+1γm+1

w̄
(k−1)
m+1 ,(A.15) √

κm+1

κm+2
z̄

(k)
m+1 =

σm+2

γmσm+1
w̄(k−1)
m − γm+1σm+2

σm+1γm+2
w̄

(k−1)
m+1 ,(A.16)

for m+ 2 ≤ ι ≤ 2m√
κι
κι+1

z̄(k)
ι =

κι−1

κι

σι+1

σιγι
z̄

(k)
ι−1 −

σισι+1

γιγι+1
w̄(k−1)
ι ,(A.17)

Define: for 1 ≤ µ ≤ m and
(
w̄

(k)
L

)
µ

= w̄
(k)
µ ,

(
w̄

(k)
R

)
µ

= w̄
(k)
m+µ,

(
z̄

(k)
L

)
µ

= z̄
(k)
µ ,

(
z̄

(k)
R

)
µ

=

z̄
(k)
µ+m. From (A.12) (A.13)

w̄L(k) = TLw̄
(k−1)
L + PLz̄

(k)
L , w̄R(k) = TRw̄

(k−1)
R + PRz̄

(k)
R ,(A.18)

From (A.14) (A.17)

ULz̄L(k) = DLw̄
(k−1)
L + ELw̄

(k−1)
R , URz̄R(k) = DRw̄

(k−1)
R + ERw̄

(k−1)
L ,(A.19)

TL =


1− θ1
θ2
γ1

1− θ2

. . . . . .
θm
γm−1

1− θm

 TR =



1− θm+1
θm+1

γm+3

1− θm+2
θm+2

γm+4

. . . . . .
. . . θ2m−1

γ2m+1

1− θ2m



UL =



√
κ2

κ1
−κ3

κ2

σ1

σ2γ2

. . . . . .
. . . −κm+1

κm

σm−1

σmγm√
κm+1

κm

 UR =



√
κm+1

κm+2

−κm+1

κm+2

σm+3

σm+2γm+2

. . .
. . . . . .

−κ2m−1

κ2m

σ2m+1

σ2mγ2m

√
κ2m

κ2m+1


and

DL = diag

(
−σ1σ2

γ1γ2
, · · · ,−σm−1σm

γm−1γm
,−σmγm+1

γmσm+1

)
DR = diag

(
−γm+1σm+2

σm+1γm+2
− σm+2σm+3

γm+2γm+3
, · · · ,−σ2mσ2m+1

γ2mγ2m+1
,

)
PL = diag

(
θ1
κ2

κ1
, · · · , θm

κm+1

κm

)
,

PR = diag

(
θm+1

κm+1

κm+2
, · · · , θ2m

κ2m

κ2m+1

)
,
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and

(EL)m,1 =
σm

σm+1γm+2
, (ER)1,m =

σm+2

γmσm+1
,

Using (A.18) & (A.19):

w̄
(k)
L = (TL + PLU

−1
L DL)w̄

(k−1)
L + PLU

−1
L ELw̄

(k−1)
R ,(A.20)

w̄
(k)
R = (TR + PRU

−1
R DR)w̄(k−1)

r + PRU
−1
R ERw̄

(k−1)
L ,(A.21)

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

(PLU
−1
L )i,j =


θi
√

κi+1

κi
, i = j,

θi
√

κj+1

κi
σi

γi+1···γjσj , i < j,

0, otherwise

(PRU
−1
R )i,j =


θm+i

√
κm+i+1

κm+i
, i = j,

θm+i

√
κm+j+1

κm+i

σm+j

σm+iγm+j+1···γm+i
, i > j,

0, otherwise
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