arXiv:1911.10845v2 [math.NA] 26 Nov 2019

Structure-preserving algorithms for multi-dimensional fractional Klein-Gordon-Schrödinger equation

Yayun Fu, Wenjun Cai, Yushun Wang^∗

Jiangsu Key Laboratory for NSLSCS, School of Mathematical Sciences, Nanjing Normal University, Nanjing 210023, China

Abstract

This paper aims to construct structure-preserving numerical schemes for multidimensional space fractional Klein-Gordon-Schrödinger equation, which are based on the newly developed partitioned averaged vector field methods. First, we derive an equivalent equation, and reformulate the equation as a canonical Hamiltonian system by virtue of the variational derivative of the functional with fractional Laplacian. Then, we develop a semi-discrete conservative scheme via using the Fourier pseudo-spectral method to discrete the equation in space direction. Further applying the partitioned averaged vector field methods on the temporal direction gives a class of fully-discrete schemes that can preserve the mass and energy exactly. Numerical examples are provided to confirm our theoretical analysis results at last.

AMS subject classification: 35R11, 65M70

Keywords: Structure-preserving algorithms; Fractional Klein-Gordon-Schrödinger equation; Hamiltonian system; Partitioned averaged vector field methods

1 Introduction

Due to the memory and genetic property of fractional operators, fractional differential equations [3, 4] are more suitable to describe or simulate a variety of scientific and engineering problems with memory and hereditary properties than integer order differential equations, thus they are frequently implemented in many scientific fields, such as physics [19, 22], hydrology [20] and finance [21]. The fractional Klein-Gordon-Schrödinger (KGS) equation [5] is fractional version of the classical KGS equation, which is introduced by

∗Correspondence author. Email: wangyushun@njnu.edu.cn.

considering a random walk model compounded in Einstein’s evolution equation [6], and can describe the resonant phenomena in viscous-elastic materials with long-range dispersion processes and memory effects. In Ref. [5], Guo studied the global well-posedness of the fractional KGS system, and pointed out that the fractional order of Laplacian reveals the order of dispersive effect. As is known to all, it is generally difficult to obtain the explicit forms of the analytical solutions of fractional differential equations. In the last few years, many numerical methods for fractional differential equations have been developed by researchers, such as finite difference methods [23, 24], spectral methods [25, 29] and finite element methods [27, 28]. For the fractional KGS equation with different boundary conditions, numerical schemes were also constructed, which can be referred to Refs. [7, 8, 32].

In the paper, we numerically consider the following fractional KGS equation iφ_t − 1 2 (−Δ)^{α2} φ + uφ = 0, 0 < t ≤ T, (1.1)

u_{tt} + (−Δ)^{β2} u + u − |φ|^2 = 0, 0 < t ≤ T, (1.2)

with the initial conditions

φ(x, 0) = φ_0(x), u(x, 0) = u_0(x), u_t(x, 0) = ũ_0(x), (1.3)

where i^2 = −1, 1 < α, β ≤ 2, φ(x, t) and u(x, t) are complex and real valued functions of x ∈ Ω ⊂ R^d (d=1, 2, 3), respectively, and subject to the periodic boundary conditions. φ_0(x), u_0(x) and ũ_0(x) are given smooth functions. Given 1 < s ≤ 2, the fractional Laplacian (−Δ)^s2 is defined as a pseudo-differential operator with the symbol |ξ|^s in the Fourier space [33] ^ (−Δ)^s2 u(ξ) = |ξ|^s^u(ξ) (1.4)

where ^u(ξ) = ∫_∞ −∞ u(x)e^{−iξx}dx denotes the Fourier transform of u(x). If α = β = 2, the equation reduces to the standard KGS equation, which has been studied by scholars [26, 30, 31].

As well known, many continuous systems possess some physical quantities that naturally arise from the physical context, such as energy, momentum and mass. For system (1.1)-(1.2) with periodic boundary conditions, Guo et al. [5, 8] derived that the system has fractional mass and energy conservation laws

M(t) = M(0), E(t) = E(0), (1.5)

where the mass has the form

M(t) := ∫ Ω |φ|^2dx, (1.6) and the energy is defined as

E(t) := ∫ Ω ( u^2_t + u^2 + ((−Δ)^{α4} φ)^2 + ((−Δ)^{β4} u)^2 − 2u|φ|^2 ) dx. (1.7) Structure-preserving algorithms are methods that can conserve at least one of the intrinsic properties of a given dynamical system, prior researches generally confirmed that the methods are more superior due to their excellent stability and accurate longtime simulation [9, 10]. Nowadays, structure-preserving numerical schemes for fractional differential equations exert a tremendous fascination on scholars [11, 12, 13, 14]. The conservations of energy and mass are the crucial properties of the fractional KGS equation [6], therefore it is of interest to investigate corresponding conservative schemes. Recently, some scholars studied structure-preserving numerical schemes for the one-dimensional fractional KGS equation. For instance, Wang and Xiao developed a conservative difference scheme [7] for the equation with Dirichlet boundary condition. In Ref. [8], they further proposed Fourier spectral method to solve the equation with periodic boundary condition, and proved that the scheme can conserve the discrete mass and energy. Li [32] constructed fast conservative finite element schemes to solve the equation. However, to the best of our knowledge, structure-preserving algorithms have not been considered for multi-dimensional fractional KGS equation.

The averaged vector field (AVF) method can exactly preserve the energy for Hamiltonian systems [15, 16], which can be applied to construct conservative schemes for the energy conservation fractional partial differential equations. However, the schemes are fully-implicit, thus a nonlinear iteration has to be devised. In addition, since all the unknown variables are averaged simultaneously in the numerical schemes, the scale of number of iterations for the nonlinear scheme may be large. Recently, to reduce iterative costs at each temporal step and maintain the desired energy-preserving property, Cai et al. [2] developed partitioned averaged vector field (PAVF) methods that can conserve the energy and mass, and have been used to construct conservative schemes for Hamiltonian ODEs [2]. Compared with the AVF method, the resulted schemes of the PAVF method are much simpler according to the concrete expressions which reduces the original fully implicit schemes to semi-implicit or linearly implicit schemes and therefore significantly improve the computational efficiency. The spectral methods play an important role in numerically and theoretically solving differential equations, and its main properties are high accuracy, and more efficient due to the fast Fourier transformation technique can be used.

The motivation of this paper is to develop more efficient structure-preserving schemes for multi-dimensional fractional KGS equation. According to the theories of structurepreserving algorithms, the derivation of the Hamiltonian formulation for the equation is the key process for constructing numerical schemes. However, there is few research focusing on the Hamiltonian formulation of fractional differential equations. Recently, Wang and Huang [1] presented the variational derivative of the functional with fractional

Laplacian, and reformulated the one-dimensional fractional nonlinear Schrödinger equation as a Hamiltonian system. Based on this, we further investigate the properties of the fractional Laplacian and derive the Hamiltonian formulation of multi-dimensional fractional KGS equation, and then construct conservative schemes for the equation based on the PAVF methods and the Fourier pseudo-spectral method.

The remainder of this paper is arranged as follows. In Section 2, we reformulate multidimensional fractional KGS equation as an infinite-dimensional canonical Hamiltonian system. In Section 3, we first derive a semi-discrete conservative scheme by using the Fourier pseudo-spectral approximation to fractional Laplacian operator. Then, we obtain a class of fully-discrete conservative schemes by utilizing the PAVF methods to discrete the semi-discrete system in time. Numerical examples are presented in Section 4 to demonstrate the theoretical results. Some conclusions are drawn in Section 5.

2 Hamiltonian formulation and the PAVF methods

The Hamiltonian structure is important to analyse the conservative systems and further to construct numerical schemes for them. Up to now, only a few researchers consider the Hamiltonian formulation of one-dimensional fractional differential equations [1]. In this section, we will investigate the properties of the fractional Laplacian and derive the Hamiltonian formulation of system (1.1)-(1.2). Before embarking on this, we first give some auxiliary lemmas with respect to the fractional Laplacian.

Lemma 2.1. Given s > 0, then for any real periodic functions p, q ∈ L^2(R), we have ( (−Δ)^sp, q ) = ( (−Δ)^{s2} p, (−Δ)^{s2} q ) = ( p, (−Δ)^sq ) . (2.1)

Proof. First, let us recall a useful property of Fourier transform, namely, ∫ Ω pqdx = ∫_∞ −∞ p̂q̂dξ. (2.2) Then, we can deduce ( (−Δ)^sp, q ) = ( ^ (−Δ)^sp, ^q ) = ( |ξ|^{2s} ^p, ^q ) = ( |ξ|^s^p, |ξ|^s^q ) = ( ^ (−Δ)^s2 p, ^

(−Δ)^s2 q ) = ( (−Δ)^{s2} p, (−Δ)^{s2} q ) , (2.3) and ( (−Δ)^sp, q ) = ( ^ (−Δ)^sp, ^q ) = ( |ξ|^{2s} ^p, ^q) = (^p, |ξ|^{2s}^q ) = ( ^p, ^ (−Δ)^sq ) = ( p, (−Δ)^sq ) . (2.4)

Lemma 2.2. For a functional F [g] with the following form

F [g] = ∫ Ω f ( g(x), (−Δ)^{α4} g(x) ) dx, (2.5) where f is a smooth function on the Ω, the variational derivative of F [ρ] is given as follows δF δg = ∂f ∂g + (−Δ)^{α4} ∂f ∂ ( (−Δ)^α4 g

). (2.6)

Proof. Let ϕ(x) be an arbitrary function with the periodic boundary condition. According to the fact that the fractional Laplacian is linear operator, and the definition of variational derivative, we have ∫ Ω δF δg ϕ(x)dx = [ d dμ ∫ Ω f ( g + μϕ, (−Δ)^{α4} g + μ(−Δ)^{α4} ϕ ) dx ] μ=0 = ∫ Ω (∂f ∂g ϕ + ∂f ∂((−Δ)^α4 g)

(−Δ)^{α4} ϕ ) dx = ∫ Ω (∂f ∂g ϕ + ( (−Δ)^{α4} ∂f ∂((−Δ)^α4 g) ) ϕ ) dx = ∫ Ω (∂f ∂g + (−Δ)^{α4} ∂f ∂((−Δ)^α4 g) ) ϕdx, (2.7) where (2.1) was used. Based on the fact that ϕ(x) is arbitrary, by using the fundamental lemma of calculus of variations, we can obtain (2.6).

2.1 Hamiltonian formulation

By setting φ = q + ip, v =^1_2 u_t, system (1.1)-(1.2) can be rewritten as a first-order system

u_t = 2v, (2.8)

v_t = 1 2 ( − (−Δ)^{β2} u − u + (p^2 + q^2) ) , (2.9)

p_t = − 1 2 (−Δ)^{α2} q + uq, (2.10)

q_t = 1 2 (−Δ)^{α2} p − up, (2.11)

where u, v, p, q subject to the periodic boundary conditions.

Theorem 2.1. The system (2.8)-(2.11) with the periodic boundary conditions has the following global invariants M = ∫ Ω (p^2 + q^2)dx,

H = 1 4 ∫ Ω [( (−Δ)^{α4} p

)_2 + ( (−Δ)^{α4} q

)_2 + ( (−Δ)^{β4} u

)_2 + u^2 + 4v^2 − 2u(p^2 + q^2) ] dx. Proof. Computing the inner product of (2.10)-(2.11) with p and q, respectively, we obtain the conservation of mass d dt M = 0. Then, by taking the inner products of (2.8)-(2.11) with v_t, u_t, q_t, −p_t, respectively, one can deduce that the conservation of energy d dt H = 0, where Lemma 2.1 was used. We finish the proof.

Based on the fractional variational derivative formula in Lemma 2.2, we obtain the following result straightforwardly.

Theorem 2.2. The system (2.8)-(2.11) is an infinite-dimensional canonical Hamiltonian system v_t p_t u_t q_t = J^{−1} δH/δv δH/δp δH/δu δH/δq , J = 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 −1 0 0 0 0 −1 0 0

where the energy functional H is given in Theorem 2.1.

2.2 Partitioned averaged vector field methods

The paper aims to construct conservative schemes for the fractional KGS equation based on the PAVF methods. Therefore, in this subsection, we briefly introduce them.

Considering the following Hamiltonian system dw dt = f(w) = S_k∇H(w), w(0) = w_0, (2.12)

where w ∈ R^k , S_k is a k × k skew symmetric matrix, k is an even number, and the Hamiltonian H(w) is assumed to be sufficiently differentiable. The so-called second-order AVF method for system (2.12) is defined by w^{m+1} − w^m τ = ∫_1 0 f(εw^{m+1} + (1 − ε)w^m)dε

= S_k ∫_1 0 ∇H(εw^{m+1} + (1 − ε)w^m)dε, (2.13)

where τ is the time step.

Let k = 2d, w = (w_1, w_2, · · · , w_d; w_{d+1}, w_{d+2}, · · · , w_k)^T = (y, z)^T , then the equivalent system of original problem (2.12) reads as follows ( ẏ ż ) = S_{2d} ( H_y(y, z) H_z(y, z) ) , y, z ∈ R^d , (2.14) and the Hamiltonian H(y, z) still retains conserved along any continuous flow.

Obviously, the numerical schemes obtained by the AVF method are fully-implicit, to reduce the computational complexity and preserve the Hamiltonian of system, we developed the PAVF method [2] for the Hamiltonian system (2.14), namely 1 τ ( y^{m+1} − y^n z^{m+1} − z^n ) = S_{2d}

( ∫_1 0 H_y(εy^{m+1} + (1 − ε)y^m, z^m)dε ∫_1 0 H_z(y^{m+1}, εz^{m+1} + (1 − ε)z^m)dε ) . (2.15)

One can easily proved that the PAVF method preserves the Hamiltonian H(y, z) of the system (2.14) exactly.

Remark 2.1. The key strategy of the PAVF method is to separate variables in crossproduct terms into different groups and apply the AVF method only for one group during each step, which lead to much simper schemes that usually require less computational effort than the conventional AVF method. Particularly, the corresponding schemes can be linearly implicit at least for a part of the entire equation system which dramatically reduces the iteration scale or even avoid the nonlinear iteration completely. Two methods both achieve second order accuracy and energy-preserving property.

We note that the PAVF method (2.15) is only of first-order accuracy [2]. To increase the accuracy and preserve the Hamiltonian, we combine the PAVF method and its adjoint method, then obtain the PAVF composition (PAVF-C) method and PAVF plus (PAVF-P) method.

Let above PAVF method (2.15) be Φ_τ , and its adjoint method Φ^∗_τ is defined as follows 1 τ ( y^{m+1} − y^m z^{m+1} − z^m ) = S_{2d}

( ∫_1 0 H_y(εy^{m+1} + (1 − ε)y^m, z^{m+1})dε ∫_1 0 H_z(y^m, εz^{m+1} + (1 − ε)z^m)dε ) . (2.16)

Then, the PAVF composition (PAVF-C) method is given by

Υ_τ := Φ^∗τ_2 ∘ Φ^τ_2 , (2.17)

and the PAVF plus (PAVF-P) method is defined by

Υ̂_τ := 1 2 (Φ^∗τ_2 + Φ^τ_2 ). (2.18)

Remark 2.2. Owning to the great advantage of the PAVF method, even by its composition the PAVF-C method still has much lower cost than the direct AVF method. Although the computational efficiency of the PAVF-P method is comparable to the AVF method, it may possess additional conservative quantities that the AVF method cannot preserve.

3 Construction of the conservative schemes

In this section, to present the construction process of numerical schemes clearly, we take the one-dimensional case of system (1.1)-(1.2) as an example, i.e., d = 1, and develop a class of conservative schemes for the system. Similarly, the construction processes of the schemes can be generalized to the multi-dimensional case. First, we truncate into a finite computational domain Ω = (x_a, x_b). The fractional Laplacian −(−Δ)^s2 , under the bounded interval Ω with the periodic boundary condition, is defined by the Fourier series as [1] −(−Δ)^{s2} u(x, t) = − ∑ k∈Z |υ_k|^sû_ke^{iυk (x−xa)}, (3.1) where υ_k =^{2kπ}_{xb−xa} , û_k is Fourier coefficient and is given by

û_k = 1 x_b − x_a ∫ Ω u(x, t)e^{−iυk(x−xa)}dx. (3.2) 3.1 Structure-preserving spatial discretization

We define the time step τ :=^T_M and mesh size h :=^{xb−xa}_N with the integers M and N, and denote Ω_h = {x_j | x_j = x_a + jh, 0 ≤ j ≤ N − 1}, Ω_τ = {t_m| t_m = mτ, 0 ≤ m ≤ M}. Let (u^m_j , v^m_j , p^m_j , q^m_j ) be the numerical approximations to the exact solutions (u, v, p, q) at the grid point (x_j , t_m). The corresponding vector forms at any time level are then given by U = (u_0, u_1, · · · , u_{N−1})^T , V = (v_0, v_1, · · · , v_{N−1})^T , P = (p_0, p_1, · · · , p_{N−1})^T , Q = (q_0, q_1, · · · , q_{N−1})^T .

With these notations, we define the discrete inner product and the associated discrete maximum norm (l^∞-norm) as (P, Q) = h N−1∑ j=0 p_j q_j, ‖P ‖ = (P, P )^{12} , ‖P ‖_∞ = sup_{0≤j≤N−1} |p_j|, and introduce following operators

δ_tP^m =

P^{m+1} − P^m τ , P^{m+ 12} =

P^{m+1} + P^m 2 .

Let x_j ∈ Ω_h be the Fourier collocation points. Using the interpolation polynomial I_N u(x) to approximate u_N (x) of the function u(x), and which is defined by

I_N u(x) = u_N (x) = N/2∑ k=−N/2 û_ke^{ikμ(x−xa)},

where μ =^{2π}_{xb−xa} , and the coefficient

û_k = 1 Nc_k N−1∑ j=0 u(x_j)e^{−ikμ(x−xa)}, where c_k = 1 for |k| < N/2, and c_k = 2 for k = ±N/2. Then the fractional Laplacian −(−Δ)^s2 u(x) can be approximated by

−(−Δ)^{s2} u_N (x_j ) = − N/2∑ k=−N/2 |kμ|^sû(x_j)e^{−ikμ(xj −xa)}. (3.3) We denote u_j = u(x_j ) and plug û_k in to (3.3), then above approximation can be written as a matrix form. To this end,

−(−Δ)^{s2} u_N (x_j ) = − N/2∑ k=−N/2 |kμ|^s( 1 Nc_k N−1∑ l=0 u_le^{−ikμ(x−xa)})e^{−ikμ(xj −xa)}

= N−1∑ l=0 u_l(− N/2∑ k=−N/2 1 Nc_k |kμ|^se^{−ikμ(xj −xa)}) = (D^sU)_j , (3.4) where the spectral differential matrix D^s is an N ×N symmetric matrix with the elements [1] (D^s)_{j,l} = − N/2∑ k=−N/2 1 Nc_k |kμ|^αe^{−ikμ(xj −xl)}. Remark 3.1. When s = 2, the matrix D^s will reduce to the second-order spectral differential matrix [1].

3.2 Conservative semi-discrete scheme

We now discretize system (2.8)-(2.11) in space by using the Fourier pseudo-spectral method to construct a semi-discrete scheme as follows

U_t = 2V, (3.5)

V_t = 1 2 D^βU − 1 2 U + 1 2 (P^2 + Q^2), (3.6)

P_t = 1 2 D^αQ + U · Q, (3.7)

Q_t = − 1 2 D^αP − U · P, (3.8) where P^2 = P · P , and ‘·’ means the point multiplication between vectors, that is, U · V = (u_0v_0, · · · , u_{N−1}v_{N−1})^T . Let Y = (U^T , V^T , P^T , Q^T ), similar to the continuous case discussion, the above system can be rewritten as a canonical Hamiltonian form dY dt = f(Y ) = S∇H(Y ), (3.9)

where the discrete Hamiltonian is defined by

H(Y ) = 1 4 ( − P^T D^αP − U^T D^βU − Q^T D^αQ + U^T U + 4V^T V − 2U^T (P^2 + Q^2) ) , (3.10)

and S is a skew symmetric matrix with the following form

S = 0 I 0 0 −I 0 0 0 0 0 0 −I 0 0 I 0 .

We define the mass

M(Y ) := ‖P ‖^2 + ‖Q‖^2, (3.11)

then the conservation laws of above semi-discrete scheme are given in the following theorem.

Theorem 3.1. The scheme (3.5)-(3.8) satisfies the semi-discrete mass and energy conservation law dM(Y ) dt = 0, and dH(Y ) dt = 0.

Proof. According to (3.11), we can derive dM(Y ) dt = 2h (1 2 P^T D^αQ − 1 2 Q^T D^αP + P^T (U · Q) − Q^T (P · U) ) = 0. (3.12)

Then, based on the skew symmetric of the matrix S, from (3.9), we can obtain dH(Y ) dt = ∇H(Y )^T f(Y ) = ∇H(Y )^T S∇H(Y ) = 0, (3.13)

We finish the proof.

3.3 Fully-discrete conservative schemes

Based on the discussions of the semi-discrete scheme (3.5)-(3.8), in this subsection, our goal is to establish a class of fully-discrete conservative schemes with regard to time and space.

In order to compare the standard AVF method and PAVF methods, we first use the original second-order AVF method to discrete the semi-discrete system (3.5)-(3.8) in time, and can obtain a fully-discrete scheme for the fractional KGS equation as follows

δ_tU^m = 2V^{m+ 12} , (3.14)

δ_tV^m = 1 2 (D^βU^{m+ 12} − U^{m+ 12} ) + 1 12 ( (P^{m+1})^2 + 4(P^{m+ 12} )^2 + (P^m)^2

+ (Q^{m+1})^2 + 4(Q^{m+ 12} )^2 + (Q^m)^2 ) , (3.15)

δ_tP^m = 1 2 D^αQ^{m+ 12} + 1 6 ( U^{m+1} · Q^{n+1} + 4U^{m+ 12} · Q^{m+ 12} + U^m · Q^m ) , (3.16)

δ_tQ^m = − 1 2 D^αP^{m+ 12} − 1 6 ( U^{m+1} · P^{m+1} + 4U^{m+ 12} · P^{m+ 12} + U^m · P^m ) . (3.17)

The proposed scheme (3.14)-(3.17) obtained by using the Fourier pseudo-spectral method to discrete the equation in space direction, and applying the AVF method on the temporal direction, which is known as FAVF (Fourier pseudo-spectral AVF) scheme. It is observed that the scheme is a fully-implicit scheme and only can preserve the energy.

Next, we will present a fully-discrete scheme by applying the PAVF method to the semi-discrete system (3.5)-(3.8). According to (2.15), we have

δ_tU^m =

∫_1 0 H_V (U^{m+1}, εV^{m+1} + (1 − ε)V^m, P^m, Q^m)dε, (3.18)

δ_tV^m =

∫_1 0 H_U (εU^{m+1} + (1 − ε)U^m, V^m, P^m, Q^m)dε, (3.19)

δ_tP^m = −

∫_1 0 H_Q(U^{m+1}, V^{m+1}, P^{m+1}, εQ^{m+1} + (1 − ε)Q^m)dε, (3.20)

δ_tQ^m =

∫_1 0 H_P (U^{m+1}, V^{m+1}, εP^{m+1} + (1 − ε)P^m, Q^m)dε, (3.21)

which can be further integrated as

δ_tU^m = 2V^{m+ 12} , (3.22) δ_tV^m = 1 2 ( D^βU^{m+ 12} − U^{m+ 12} + (P^m)^2 + (Q^m)^2), (3.23)

δ_tP^m = 1 2 D^αQ^{m+ 12} + U^{m+1} · Q^{m+ 12} , (3.24)

δ_tQ^m = − 1 2 D^αP^{m+ 12} − U^{m+1} · P^{m+ 12} . (3.25)

The proposed scheme (3.22)-(3.25) is known as FPAVF (Fourier pseudo-spectral PAVF) scheme. A result on mass and energy of conservation properties of the scheme is presented by the following theorem.

Theorem 3.2. The FPAVF scheme (3.22)-(3.25) possesses the following discrete total mass and energy conservation law

M^m = M^{m+1}, H^m = H^{m+1}, 0 ≤ m ≤ M − 1,

where the mass is defined as

M^m = ‖P^m‖^2 + ‖Q^m‖^2,

and the energy has the form

H^m = 1 4 ( − (P^m)^T D^αP^m − (U^m)^T D^βU^m − (Q^m)^T D^αQ^m

+ (U^m)^T U^m + 4(V^m)^T V^m − 2(U^m)^T ( (P^m)^2 + (Q^m)^2 )) . Proof. Taking the inner product of (3.24)-(3.25) with P^{m+1} + P^m and Q^{m+1} + Q^m, respectively, we have τ h (P^{m+1} + P^m)(P^{m+1} − P^m) = h(P^{m+1} + P^m)^T ( 1 2 D^αQ^{m+ 12} + U^{m+1} · Q^{m+ 12} ), (3.26) and τ h (Q^{m+1} + Q^m)(Q^{m+1} − Q^m) = h(Q^{m+1} + Q^m)^T (− 1 2 D^αP^{m+ 12} − U^{m+1} · P^{m+ 12} ). (3.27) Adding them together, we deduce 1 τ (‖P^{m+1}‖^2 + ‖Q^{m+1}‖^2 − ‖P^m‖^2 − ‖Q^m‖^2) = 0, (3.28)

which implies that

M^m = M^{m+1}.

Then, we take the discrete inner products of (3.22)-(3.25) with δ_tV^m, δ_tU^m, δ_tQ^m and −δ_tP^m, respectively, and summing them together, we can obtain the energy conservation law H^m = H^{m+1}.

This ends the proof.

To derive the second-order temporal accuracy conservative PAVF schemes for the fractional KGS equation, we first propose the adjoint of the FPAVF scheme (3.22)-(3.25) as follows

δ_tU^m = 2V^{m+ 12} , (3.29)

δ_tV^m = 1 2 ( D^βU^{m+ 12} − U^{m+ 12} + (P^{m+1})^2 + (Q^{m+1})^2 ) , (3.30)

δ_tP^m = 1 2 D^αQ^{m+ 12} + U^m · Q^{m+ 12} , (3.31)

δ_tQ^m = − 1 2 D^αP^{m+ 12} − U^m · P^{m+ 12} . (3.32)

Then, combing the FPAVF scheme and the adjoint FPAVF scheme, the FPAVF-C (Fourier pseudo-spectral PAVF-C) scheme can be given by 1 τ (U^∗ − U^m) = V^∗ + V^m, (3.33) 1 τ (V^∗ − V^m) = 1 4 ( D^β(U^∗ + U^m) − (U^∗ + U^m) + 2(P^m)^2 + 2(Q^m)^2 ) , (3.34) 1 τ (P^∗ − P^m) = 1 4 D^α(Q^∗ + Q^m) + 1 2 U^∗ · (Q^∗ + Q^m), (3.35) 1 τ (Q^∗ − Q^m) = − 1 4 D^α(P^∗ + P^m) − 1 2 U^∗ · (P^∗ + P^m), (3.36) 1 τ (U^{m+1} − U^∗) = V^∗ + V^{m+1}, (3.37) 1 τ (V^{m+1} − V^∗) = 1 4 ( D^β(U^∗ + U^{m+1}) − (U^∗ + U^{m+1}) + 2(P^{m+1})^2 + 2(Q^{m+1})^2 ) , (3.38) 1 τ (P^{m+1} − P^∗) = 1 4 D^α(Q^∗ + Q^{m+1}) + 1 2 U^∗ · (Q^∗ + Q^{m+1}), (3.39) 1 τ (Q^{m+1} − Q^∗) = − 1 4 D^α(P^∗ + P^{m+1}) − 1 2 U^∗ · (P^∗ + P^{m+1}), (3.40)

and the FAVF-P (Fourier pseudo-spectral PAVF-P) scheme

δ_tU^m = V^{m+ 12} , (3.41) δ_tV^m = 1 2 (D^βU^{m+ 12} − U^{m+ 12} ) + 1 4 ( (P^m)^2 + (Q^m)^2 + (P^{m+1})^2 + (Q^{m+1})^2), (3.42)

δ_tP^m = 1 2 D^αQ^{m+ 12} + U^{m+ 12} · Q^{m+ 12} , (3.43)

δ_tQ^m = − 1 2 D^αP^{m+ 12} − U^{m+ 12} · P^{m+ 12} . (3.44)

It is observe that the FPAVF-C scheme and the FPAVF-P scheme both are symmetric methods of second-order accuracy and can preserve the discrete mass and energy conservation law.

Remark 3.2. The FAVF scheme does not preserve the mass conservation law, the FPAVF scheme, including the FPAVF-C scheme and the FPAVF-P scheme, can not only preserve the energy but also preserve the mass.

4 Numerical examples

In this section, numerical examples of the conservative schemes are given to support our theoretical analysis. Fast solver method based on the fast Fourier transformation (FFT) technique is used in practical computation, which can reduce the memory requirement and the computational complexity. To obtain numerical errors, we use the error function defined as follows

E(τ) = ‖U^M_N − U^{2M}_N ‖_∞ + ‖P^M_N − P^{2M}_N ‖_∞ + ‖Q^M_N − Q^{2M}_N ‖_∞, E(N) = ‖U^M_N − U^M_{2N} ‖_∞ + ‖P^M_N − P^M_{2N} ‖_∞ + ‖Q^M_N − Q^M_{2N} ‖_∞,

where ‖U^M_N − U^{2M}_N ‖_∞ := ‖U(^T_M ,^L_N ) − U(^T_{2M} ,^L_N )‖_∞, ‖U^M_N − U^M_{2N} ‖_∞ := ‖U(^T_M ,^L_N ) − U(^T_M ,^L_{2N} )‖_∞, etc., and the convergence orders in time and space of the l^∞-norm errors on two successive time step sizes τ and τ/2 and two successive polynomial degrees N and 2N are calculated as

order = log_2[E(τ)/E(τ/2)], in time,

log_2[E(N)/E(2N)], in space.

The relative errors of energy and mass are defined as

RH^m = |(H^m − H^0)/H^0|, RM^m = |(M^m − M^0)/M^0|,

where H^m and M^m denote the energy and mass at t = mτ, respectively.

Example 4.1. We study one-dimensional case of system (1.1)-(1.2) with the initial conditions are chosen as φ(x, 0) = 3 √ 2 4 √ 1 − r^2 sech^2 ( 1 2 √ 1 − r^2

(x − x_0) ) exp(irx), u(x, 0) = 3r 4(1 − r^2) sech^2 ( 1 2 √ 1 − r^2

(x − x_0) ) , u_t(x, 0) = 3 4(1 − r^2)^{3/2} sech^2 ( 1 2 √ 1 − r^2

(x − x_0)tanh( 1 2 √ 1 − r^2

(x − x_0) ) , where |r| < 1 is the propagating velocity of the wave and x_0 is the initial phase. In our computation, we take the computation domain Ω = (−20, 20). Without loss of generality, we take α = β = 1.4, 1.7, 2. If α = 2, system (1.1)-(1.2) reduces to the classical KGS equation with the exact solutions φ(x, t) = 3 √ 2 4 √ 1 − r^2 sech^2 ( 1 2 √ 1 − r^2 (x − rt − x_0) ) exp ( i(rx + 1 − r^2 + r^4 2(1 − r^2) t) ) , u(x, t) = 3 4(1 − r^2) sech^2 ( 1 2 √ 1 − r^2 (x − rt − x_0) ) . First, to test the accuracy of the our scheme, we consider initial value r = −0.8, x_0 = 0. Fig. 1 plots the time errors of the four conservative schemes in the log scale. It is demonstrated that the FPAVF scheme for different α is first-order of convergence in time, and others schemes are second-order accuracy in time. Then we test the spatial accuracy of the four methods. Here we set the τ = 10^{−6} and plot the spatial errors at T = 1 for different α in Fig. 2, which implies that for the sufficiently smooth problem, our conservative schemes are of spectral accuracy in spatial. To compare the efficiency of the four conservative schemes, in Fig. 3, we present comparisons on the computational costs of the schemes with different time step. As expected, the FPAVF scheme requires the smallest computational cost, regardless of its first-order accuracy. Among the secondorder ones, the FPAVF-C scheme is much more efficient than the FPAVF-P scheme and the most time-consuming FPAVF scheme. As a consequence, the FPAVF-C scheme is obviously the optimal choice among the four energy-preserving methods which will exhibit greater advantages of lower computational cost in simulating multi-dimensional problems.

(a) FAVF scheme (b) FPAVF scheme

(c) FAVF-C scheme (d) FAVF-P scheme

Fig. 1: Temporal accuracy of four schemes for different α with N = 128.

(a) FAVF scheme (b) FPAVF scheme

(c) FAVF-C scheme (d) FAVF-P scheme

Fig. 2: Spatial accuracy of four schemes for different α with τ = 10^{−6}.

(a) α = 1.7 (b) α = 2

Fig. 3: Computational cost of four schemes with different time step till T = 50.

Second, we choose T = 50 and verify the discrete conservation laws of the proposed schemes. We take N = 128, τ = 0.001 and compute the discrete mass and energy. Fig. 4 and Fig. 5 show the relative errors of mass M and energy H for different α, respectively. The pictures demonstrate that all schemes can preserve the energy very well in discrete sense. However, the FAVF scheme fails to preserve the discrete mass conservation law, in contrast, the rest three schemes can preserve the mass exactly.

(a) α = 1.4 (b) α = 1.7 (c) α = 2

Fig. 4: The relative errors of mass with N = 128, τ = 0.001 for different α.

(a) α = 1.4 (b) α = 1.7 (c) α = 2

Fig. 5: The relative errors of energy with N = 128, τ = 0.001 for different α.

Finally, we investigate the relationship between the fractional order α and the shape of the solition for the problem. Here we take T = 10. The wave profiles of |φ^n| = |Q^n + iP^n| and U^n obtained by four schemes are presented in Fig. 6, respectively, it demonstrates that the fractional order α will affect the shape of the soliton, and the shape of the soliton will change more quickly when α becomes smaller. These properties are similar as the numerical simulations of the fractional Schrödinger equation [11, 12], which can be used in physics to modify the shape of wave without change of the nonlinearity and dispersion effects.

(a) α = 1.4 (b) α = 1.4

(c) α = 1.7 (d) α = 1.7

(e) α = 2 (f) α = 2

Fig. 6: The evolution of the numerical solutions U^n (left) and |φ^n| (right) with different α.

Example 4.2. In the example, we study two-dimensional fractional KGS equation. When α = β = 2, the exact solutions of this test problem are φ(x, y, t) = A exp ( i ( ω(x + y) − θt )) , u(x, y, t) = |φ(x, y, t)|, where A = 1, ω = 1, θ = −0.5. The region of this test problem is [0, 2π] × [0, 2π]. In order to measure the temporal error of our proposed methods, we choose N_x = N_y = N = 16, which makes the spatial error small enough to ignore. In Fig. 7, we plot the errors versus τ at T = 1. It shows that the FPAVF scheme is first-order accuracy in time, the FPAVF- C scheme and FPAVF-P scheme have the second-order temporal accuracy. We depict the spatial errors of the three schemes with different α, β at T = 1 in Fig. 8, which shows that the spatial error of the proposed schemes are very small and almost negligible, and the error is dominated by the time discretization error. It confirms that, for sufficiently smooth problems, the Fourier pseudo-spectral method is of arbitrary order in space. In Fig. 9 and Fig. 10, we plot relative mass and energy errors of the three schemes. From the figures, we can see that newly developed schemes can preserve the mass and energy conservation laws exactly.

(a) FPAVF scheme (b) FPAVF-C scheme (c) FPAVF-P scheme

Fig. 7: Temporal accuracy of three schemes for different α and β with N = 16.

(a) FPAVF scheme (b) FPAVF-C scheme (c) FPAVF-P scheme

Fig. 8: Spatial accuracy of three schemes for different α and β with τ = 10^{−6}.

(a) α = 1.4, β = 1.9 (b) α = 1.6, β = 1.8 (c) α = 2, β = 2

Fig. 9: The relative errors of mass with N = 16, τ = 0.001 for different α, β.

(a) α = 1.4, β = 1.9 (b) α = 1.6, β = 1.8 (c) α = 2, β = 2

Fig. 10: The relative errors of energy with N = 16, τ = 0.001 for different α, β.

Example 4.3. Finally, we consider two-dimensional fractional KGS equations with the initial conditions

φ(x, 0) = (1 + i) exp(−|x|^2), u(x, 0) = sech(|x|^2), u_t(x, 0) = sin(x + y)sech(−2|x|^2),

where x = (x, y). In this numerical example, we take N_x = N_y = N = 256 and the temporal step size τ = 0.001, the computational domain Ω = [−10, 10] × [−10, 10]. The relative errors in mass and energy are plotted in Fig. 11 and Fig. 12, which demonstrate that all schemes can conserve mass and energy conservation laws very well. Fig. 13 shows the plots of U^n and |φ^n| with α = β = 2 at different times, which uniformly show a correct time evolutions compared to the results in Ref. [26].

(a) α = 1.5, β = 1.8 (b) α = 2, β = 2

Fig. 11: The relative errors of mass for different α, β.

(a) α = 1.5, β = 1.8 (b) α = 2, β = 2

Fig. 12: The relative errors of energy for different α, β.

Fig. 13: Snapshot of U^n (left) and |φ^n| (right) by three conservative methods at t = 1, 2, 3.

5 Conclusions and Remarks

In this paper, we reformulate the fractional Klein-Gordon-Schrödinger equation as a canonical Hamiltonian system, and extend the partitioned averaged vector field methods to construct a class of conservative schemes for the system based on its Hamiltonian formulation. Theoretical analysis and numerical results demonstrate that the proposed schemes are easy to implement and much more efficient, and can preserve both the discrete energy and mass conversation laws.

The Hamiltonian structure is important to analyse the conservative systems and further to construct numerical schemes for them. The derivation of the Hamiltonian formulation is depended on the boundary conditions of the system. Up to now, only a few researchers consider the Hamiltonian formulation of fractional differential equations with periodic boundary conditions. In our future work, we will investigate the properties of the fractional Laplacian and derive the Hamiltonian formulation of fractional differential equations with homogeneous boundary conditions, and develop structure-preserving algorithms based on the Hamiltonian formulation.

Acknowledgments

This work is supported by the National Key Research and Development Project of China (Grant No. 2017YFC0601505, 2018YFC1504205), the National Natural Science Foundation of China (Grant No. 11771213, 61872422, 11971242), the Postgraduate Research & Practice Innovation Program of Jiangsu Province (Grant Nos. KYCX19 0776), the Major Projects of Natural Sciences of University in Jiangsu Province of China (Grant No.18KJA110003), and the Priority Academic Program Development of Jiangsu Higher Education Institutions.

References

[1] P. Wang, and C. Huang. Structure-preserving numerical methods for the fractional Schrödinger equation. Appl. Numer. Math. 129 (2018) 137-158.

[2] W. Cai, H. Li, and Y. Wang. Partitioned averaged vector field methods. J. Comput.

Phys. 370 (2018) 25-42.

[3] F. Liu, and K. Burrage. Novel techniques in parameter estimation for fractional dynamical models arising from biological systems. Comput. Math. Appl. 62 (2011) 822-833.

[4] R. Metzler, and J. Klafter. The random walk’s guide to anomalous diffusion: a fractional dynamics approach. Phys. Rep. 339 (2000) 1-77.

[5] C. Huang, B. Guo, D. Huang, and Q. Li. Global well-posedness of the fractional Klein-Gordon-Schrödinger system with rough initial data. Sci. Chin. 59 (2016) 1345- 1366 .

[6] J. Blackledge, and B. Babajanov. The fractional Klein-Gordon-Schrödinger equation and intermediate relativism. Math. Aeterna. 3 (2013) 601-615.

[7] J. Wang, and A, Xiao. An efficient conservative difference scheme for fractional Klein-Gordon-Schrödinger equations. Appl. Math. Comput. 320 (2018) 691-709.

[8] J. Wang, and A, Xiao. Conservative Fourier spectral method and numerical investigation of space fractional Klein-Gordon-Schrödinger equations. Appl. Math. Comput. 350 (2019) 348-365

[9] K. Feng, and M. Qin. Symplectic Geometric Algorithms for Hamiltonian Systems.

Springer Berlin Heidelberg. 2010.

[10] F. Zhang, V. Pérez-García, and L. Vázquez. Numerical simulation of nonlinear Schrödinger systems: A new conservative scheme. Appl. Math. Comput. 71 (1995) 165-177.

[11] D. Wang, A. Xiao, and W. Yang. A linearly implicit conservative difference scheme for the space fractional coupled nonlinear Schrödinger equations. J. Comput. Phys. 272 (2014) 644-655.

[12] P. Wang, and C. Huang. A conservative linearized difference scheme for the nonlinear fractional Schrödinger equation. Numer. Algorithms. 69 (2015) 625-641.

[13] M. Ran, and C. Zhang. A conservative difference scheme for solving the strongly coupled nonlinear fractional Schrödinger equations. Commun. Nonlinear Sci. Numer. Simul. 41 (2016) 64-83.

[14] Y. Wang, L. Mei, Q. Li, and L. Bu. Split-step spectral Galerkin method for the twodimensional nonlinear space-fractional Schrödinger equation. Appl. Numer. Math. 136 (2019) 257-278.

[15] R. McLachlan, G. Quispel, and N. Robidoux. Geometric integration using discrete gradients. Philos. Trans. R. Soc. A. 357 (1999) 1021-1046.

[16] G. Quispel, and R. McLachlan. A new class of energy-preserving numerical integration methods. J. Phys. A Math. Theor. 41 (2008) 75-97.

[17] E. Celledoni, V. Grimm, and R. McLachlan et al. Preserving energy resp. dissipation in numerical PDEs using the average vector field method. J. Comput. Phys. 231 (2012) 6770-6789.

[18] Y, Yang, Y, Wang, and Y, Song. A new local energy-preserving algorithm for the BBM equation. Appl. Math. Comput. 324 (2018) 119-130.

[19] E. Barkai, R. Metzler, and J. Klafter. From continuous time random walks to the fractional Fokker-Planck equation. Phys. Rev. E. 61 (2000) 132-138.

[20] D. Benson, S. Wheatcraft, and M. Meerschaert. The fractional-order governing equation of Lévy motion. Water Resour. Res. 36 (2000) 1413-1423.

[21] W. Wyss. The fractional Black-Scholes equation. Fract. Calculus Appl. Anal. 3 (2000) 51-61.

[22] G. Zaslavsky. Chaos, fractional kinetics, and anomalous transport. Phys. Rep. 371 (2002) 461-580.

[23] X. Zhao, Z. Sun, and H. Peng. A fourth-order compact ADI scheme for 2D nonlinear space fractional Schrödinger equation. SIAM J. Sci. Comput. 36 (2014) A2865- A2886.

[24] H. Ding, C. Li, and Y. Chen. High-order algorithms for Riesz derivative and their applications (II). J. Comput. Phys. 293 (2015) 218-237.

[25] Y. Lin, and C. Xu. Finite difference/spectral approximations for the time-fractional diffusion equation. J. Comput. Phys. 225 (2007) 1533-1552.

[26] Q. Hong, Y. Wang, and J. Wang. Optimal error estimate of a linear Fourier pseudospectral scheme for two dimensional Klein-Gordon-Schrödinger equations. J. Math. Anal. Appl. 468 (2018) 817-838 .

[27] W. Deng. Finite element method for the space and time fractional Fokker-Planck equation. SIAM J. Numer. Anal. 47 (2008) 204-226.

[28] C. Li, and Z, Wang. The local discontinuous Galerkin finite element methods for Caputo-type partial differential equations: Numerical analysis. Appl. Numer. Math. 140 (2019) 1-22.

[29] X. Liu, and C. Xu. Efficient time-stepping/spectral methods for the Navier-Stokes- Nernst-Planck-Poisson equations. Commun. Comput. Phys. 21 (2017) 1408-1428.

[30] W. Bao, and L. Yang. Efficient and accurate numerical methods for the Klein- Gordon-Schrödinger equations. J. Comput. Phys. 225 (2007) 1863-1893.

[31] J. Hong, S. Jiang, and C. Li. Explicit multi-symplectic methods for Klein-Gordon- Schrödinger equations. J. Comput. Phys. 228 (2009) 3517-3532.

[32] M. Li, C. Huang, and Y. Zhao. Fast conservative numerical algorithm for the coupled fractional Klein-Gordon-Schrödinger equation. Numer. Algorithms. DOI.org/10.1007/s11075-019-00793-9.

[33] P. Constantin, and J. Wu. An extension problem related to the fractional Laplacian.

Commun. Partial Differ. Equ. 26 (2009) 159-180.