arXiv:2301.01670v1 [math.NA] 4 Jan 2023

Symmetric fractional order reduction method with L1 scheme on graded mesh for time fractional nonlocal diffusion-wave equation of Kirchhoff type

Pari J. Kundaliya,^1 Sudhakar Chaudhary^2

Abstract

In this article, we propose a linearized fully-discrete scheme for solving a time fractional nonlocal diffusion-wave equation of Kirchhoff type. The scheme is established by using the finite element method in space and the L1 scheme in time. We derive the α-robust a priori bound and a priori error estimate for the fully-discrete solution in L^∞ ( H^1_0 (Ω) ) norm, where α ∈ (1, 2) is the order of time fractional derivative. Finally, we perform some numerical experiments to verify the theoretical results.

Keywords: Time fractional diffusion-wave equation; Nonlocal problem; Weak singularity; L1 scheme; α-robust; Convergence estimate AMS(MOS): 35R11, 65M60, 65M12.

1 Introduction

In recent years, the time fractional diffusion-wave equations are studied very intensively (see [1–4,16–19] and references therein). Fractional diffusion-wave equation can be derived from classical diffusion equation or wave equation by replacing the first or second time derivative with fractional order derivative [2,3]. Fractional diffusion-wave equation has applications in modeling of anomalous diffusion processes, electromagnetic and acoustic responses [4, 9].

In this work, we consider the following time fractional nonlocal diffusion-wave equation of Kirchhoff type: c 0D^α_t u(x, t) − a(l(u)) Δu(x, t) = f(x, t) in Ω × (0, T ], (1a) u(x, t) = 0 on ∂Ω × (0, T ], (1b) u(x, 0) = u_0(x) and u_t(x, 0) = u_1(x) in Ω, (1c)

1Department of Mathematics, Institute of Infrastructure, Technology, Research and Management, Ahmedabad, Gujarat, India, (pariben.kundaliya.pm@iitram.ac.in)

2Department of Mathematics, Institute of Infrastructure, Technology, Research and Management, Ahmedabad, Gujarat, India, (sudhakarchaudhary@iitram.ac.in)

where Ω ⊆ R^d (d = 1 or 2) is a bounded domain with smooth boundary ∂Ω, u_t =^{∂u}_{∂t} and l(u) = ∫ Ω |∇u|^2 dx = ‖∇u‖^2. The term^c_0D^α_t u(x, t) is the α^{th} order Caputo fractional derivative of u with α ∈ (1, 2) and it is defined [10] as c 0D^α_t u(x, t) = 1 Γ (2 − α) ∫_t 0 (t − s)^{1−α} ∂^2u(x, s) ∂s^2 ds, t > 0. (2) When α = 1, (1) reduces to nonlocal diffusion equation of Kirchhoff type [7, 8] and when α = 2, (1) reduces to nonlocal wave equation of Kirchhoff type [11–14]. For 1 < α < 2, equation (1) is expected to interpolate nonlocal diffusion and wave equations of Kirchhoff type. This is why we call (1) the time fractional nonlocal diffusion-wave equation of Kirchhoff type. Many papers in the literature have been produced on the study of existence-uniqueness of following nonlocal wave equation of Kirchhoff type (which is corresponding to α = 2) [11, 13, 14], u_{tt} − M ( ∫ Ω |∇u|^2 dx ) Δu = f(x, t) in Ω × (0, T ], (3a) u(x, t) = 0 on ∂Ω × (0, T ], (3b) u(x, 0) = u_0(x) and u_t(x, 0) = u_1(x) in Ω. (3c)

Equation (3) describes the vibrations of an elastic string in 1D or a membrane in 2D [30]. Authors in [5, 6] developed numerical algorithms for solving 1D nonlocal Kirchhoff equation (3). In [14], finite element method with Newton iteration is used to solve 2D nonlocal Kirchhoff equation (3). In [2], authors consider a general 1D time fractional wave equation for a vibrating string and discussed about its solution by using method of separation of variables and Laplace transform. Getting analytical solution of (1) is either not possible or difficult due to nonlocal nature of time fractional derivative and presence of nonlocal diffusion coefficient. Now a days, study of numerical solution of fractional order PDEs has become a significant area of research among researchers. There are many work in the literature related to numerical analysis of time fractional wave equations [16–19, 31, 32, 34]. In particular, authors in [31] considered a time distributed-order wave equation and solved it by using alternating direction implicit difference scheme. In [32, 34], authors introduced a new variable for order reduction of time derivative and derived a temporal secondorder scheme to obtain the numerical solution of a time multi-term fractional wave equation. The symmetric fractional order reduction method is used in [17] to solve a semilinear fractional diffusion-wave equation. The solution u of a time fractional wave equation possibly has a weak singularity near t = 0 i.e., u_{tt} blows up at t = 0 [18]. In present work, we also assume that solution of (1) has a weak singularity near time t = 0. When we use L1 scheme on uniform mesh, weak singularity often leads to suboptimal convergence rate [15, 21]. To overcome this difficulty, we use graded mesh [16, 18, 25] to discretize the time interval.

In this work, we propose a linearized scheme for solving (1). This scheme is based on extrapolation [33] and it uses the L1 scheme with graded mesh in time [20–22] and finite element method in space. Since L1 scheme is developed for solving time fractional diffusion equation (0 < α < 1), we need to transform problem (1) into a lower order system of equations. For this we follow the idea given in [17]. Also, the a priori bound and error estimate which we derive in the present work are α-robust [26]. The organization of paper is as follows: In Section 2, we provide some usual notations and reformulate problem (1) using symmetric fractional order reduction method. Linearized fully-discrete scheme is given in Section 3 to obtain the numerical solution of problem (1). A priori bound and a priori error estimate for the fully-discrete solution are derived in Section 4 and Section 5, respectively. Numerical experiments are provided in Section 6 to confirm the theoretical findings.

2 Preliminaries and Order reduction

Notations: Throughout the article, C > 0 denotes a generic constant independent of mesh parameters h and N. We use (·, ·) for the inner product and ‖ · ‖ for the norm on space L^2(Ω). For m ∈ N, H^m(Ω) denotes the standard Sobolev space with the norm ‖ · ‖_m and space H^1_0 (Ω) consist of functions from H^1(Ω) whose traces vanish on the boundary ∂Ω. Also, we write ‖ · ‖_L∞_{(H}m_) = sup_{0<t≤T} ‖ · ‖_m, m ∈ N. For our analysis, we require following hypotheses on functions a, f, u_0 and u_1 [14]:

• H1: For the function a : R → R, there exist m_1, m_2 > 0 such that 0 < m_1 ≤ a(x) ≤ m_2 < ∞, ∀ x ∈ R. • H2: The function a : R → R is Lipschitz continuous. i.e., there exists L > 0 such that |a(x_1) − a(x_2)| ≤ L |x_1 − x_2|, ∀ x_1, x_2 ∈ R. (4)

• H3: f ∈ L^2(0, T ; L^2(Ω)) and u_0, u_1 ∈ H^1_0 (Ω) ∩ H^2(Ω).

In this work, we also assume that problem (1) has a unique solution with sufficient regularity which is required in our further analysis.

Now, we reformulate problem (1) using symmetric fractional order reduction technique [17]. For this we need following Lemma.

Lemma 2.1. [17] For α ∈ (1, 2) and any function z(t) ∈ C^1[0, T ] ∩ C^2(0, T ], it holds that c 0D^α_t z(t) =^c_0D^α_t z(t) =^c_0D^{α2}_t (_c 0D^{α2}_t z(t) ) , (5)

where z(t) = z(t) − t z^′(0).

Next, we assume that β =^α_2 , u(t) = u(t) − t u_1 and v =^c_0D^β_t u. Thus, v(x, 0) = 0, ∀x ∈ Ω [17]. Now, by applying Lemma 2.1, problem (1) can be transformed to following system of equations: c 0D^β_t v(x, t) − a(l(u)) Δu(x, t) = f(x, t) + t a(l(u)) Δu_1 in Ω × (0, T ], (6a) c 0D^β_t u − v = 0 in Ω × (0, T ], (6b) u(x, t) = 0 and v(x, t) = 0 on ∂Ω × (0, T ], (6c) u(x, 0) = u_0(x) and v(x, 0) = 0 in Ω. (6d)

Now, the weak formulation of problem (6) is to find u(·, t), v(·, t) ∈ H^1_0 (Ω) such that for each t ∈ (0, T ] and ∀ω ∈ H^1_0 (Ω), (_c 0D^β_t v, ω ) + a ( l(u) ) (∇u, ∇ω) = (f, ω) + t a ( l(u) ) (Δu_1, ω), (7a) (_c 0D^β_t u, ω ) − (v, ω) = 0, (7b) ( u(x, 0), ω ) = ( u_0(x), ω ) and ( v(x, 0), ω ) = 0. (7c)

3 Fully-discrete scheme

In order to derive the fully-discrete scheme, first we discretize the spatial domain Ω. Let Ω_h be a partition (quasi-uniform) of domain Ω into disjoint subintervals in 1D and triangles T_k in 2D with a step size h. For a finite integer M > 0, we consider the M-dimensional subspace X_h of H^1_0 (Ω) which is defined below.

X_h := { w ∈ C^0(Ω̄) : w_{|Tk} ∈ P_1(T_k), ∀ T_k ∈ Ω_h and w = 0 on ∂Ω } . Further, we define the function ϕ_i ∈ X_h (for each i = 1, 2, ..., M) in such a way that ϕ_i takes the value 1 at i^{th} node and vanishes at other node points. Clearly, {ϕ_i}^M_{i=1} forms a basis for X_h.

In the following we recall the definition of discrete Laplacian, L^2 projection and Ritzprojection [29].

Definition 3.1. The discrete Laplacian is a map Δ_h : X_h → X_h defined as

(Δ_hw_1, w_2) = −(∇w_1, ∇w_2), ∀ w_1, w_2 ∈ X_h. (8)

Definition 3.2. The L^2 projection is a map P_h : L^2(Ω) → X_h such that (P_hw_1, w_2) = (w_1, w_2), ∀w_1 ∈ L^2(Ω) and ∀w_2 ∈ X_h. (9) Definition 3.3. The Ritz-projection is a map R_h : H^1_0 (Ω) → X_h such that (∇R_hw_1, ∇w_2) = (∇w_1, ∇w_2), ∀w_1 ∈ H^1_0 (Ω) and ∀w_2 ∈ X_h. (10) From [29, Lemma 1.1], we obtain ‖w − R_hw‖_L2_{(Ω)} + h ‖∇(w − R_hw)‖_L2_{(Ω)} ≤ Ch^2 ‖Δw‖_L2_{(Ω)}, ∀w ∈ H^2 ∩ H^1_0 . (11) Next, we discretize the time domain [0, T ]. For this let N ∈ N and 0 = t_0 < t_1 < t_2 < ... < t_N = T be a partition of the time interval [0, T ] such that t_n = T (^n_N )^r, for n = 0, 1, ..., N, where r ≥ 1 is the mesh grading parameter. Here, step size τ_n is given by τ_n = t_n − t_{n−1}, ∀ n = 1, 2, ..., N. The step size τ_n and grid point t_n satisfy following estimates [22–24]:

τ_n ≤ CT N^{−r}(n − 1)^{r−1}, for 2 ≤ n ≤ N, (12) and t_n ≤ 2^r t_{n−1}, for 2 ≤ n ≤ N. (13) From the estimates (12) and (13), it follows that there is a constant C_r > 0, independent of the step size τ_n such that τ_{n−1} ≤ τ_n ≤ C_r τ_{n−1}, for 2 ≤ n ≤ N. (14) Now, for any function w defined on [0, T ], we define w^n := w(t_n), for all n = 0, 1, ..., N and ^w^n := τ_{n−1} + τ_n τ_{n−1} w^{n−1} − τ_n τ_{n−1} w^{n−2}, for 2 ≤ n ≤ N. (15) The following lemma will be useful in the derivation of a priori error estimate. Lemma 3.1. Let δ ∈ (0, 1) ∪ (1, 2). If w(·, t) ∈ C^1[0, T ] ∩ C^2(0, T ] and ‖∂^q_t w(·, t)‖_1 ≤ C (1 + t^{δ−q}) for q = 0, 1, 2, 3, then |w^n − ^w^n| ≤ C N^{−min{2, rδ}}, for 2 ≤ n ≤ N. (16) Proof. Proof of this lemma follows from application of Taylor’s theorem, (12) and (13).

Now, for a function w ∈ C[0, T ] ∩ C^3(0, T ], the L1-approximation to^c_0D^β_{tn} w on the graded mesh [16, 20, 22] can be given as: c 0D^β_{tn} w ≈ D^β_N w^n := d_{n,1} w^n − d_{n,n} w^0 + n−1∑ k=1 (d_{n,k+1} − d_{n,k}) w^{n−k}, (17) where d_{n,k} = (t_n − t_{n−k})^{1−β} − (t_n − t_{n−k+1})^{1−β} Γ (2 − β) τ_{n−k+1} , for 1 ≤ k ≤ n ≤ N. (18)

The following lemma gives the amount of error in the discretization of Caputo fractional derivative using L1 scheme on graded mesh.

Lemma 3.2. [16] Let δ ∈ (0, 1) ∪ (1, 2) and ‖∂^q_t w(x, t)‖_1 ≤ C (1 + t^{δ−q}) for q = 0, 1, 2, 3. Then there exists a constant C > 0 such that ‖^c_0D^β_{tn} w − D^β_N w^n‖_1 ≤ C t^{−β}_n N^{−min{2−β, rδ}}, ∀n = 1, 2, ..., N. (19) Let U^n, U^n, V^n denote the approximate value of u, u and v at t_n, respectively, then for n ≥ 2, the linearized fully-discrete scheme for (6) is as follows: Find U^n, V^n ∈ X_h such that for all ω ∈ X_h, ( D^β_N V^n, ω ) + a ( l( ^U^n) ) (∇U^n, ∇ω) = (f^n, ω) + t_n a ( l( ^U^n) ) (Δu_1, ω), (20a) ( D^β_N U^n, ω ) − (V^n, ω) = 0, (20b) U^0 = R_hu_0 and V^0 = 0, (20c)

and U^1 = U^0 + τ_1 P_hu_1. Note that one can find U^1 and V^1 from the relations U^1 = U^1 − t_1 P_hu_1 and V^1 = D^β_N U^1.

In the following, we write problem (20) in matrix form. Using the definition of D^β_N and putting ω = ϕ_i (1 ≤ i ≤ M) in (20), we have ( d_{n,1} V^n, ϕ_i ) + ( − d_{n,n} V^0 + n−1∑ k=1 (d_{n,k+1} − d_{n,k}) V^{n−k}, ϕ_i )

+ a ( l( ^U^n) ) (∇U^n, ∇ϕ_i) = (f^n, ϕ_i) + t_n a ( l( ^U^n) ) (Δu_1, ϕ_i), ( d_{n,1} U^n, ϕ_i ) + ( − d_{n,n} U^0 + n−1∑ k=1 (d_{n,k+1} − d_{n,k}) U^{n−k}, ϕ_i ) − (V^n, ϕ_i) = 0.

(21)

Since U^n, V^n ∈ X_h, we can write

U^n = M∑ j=1 α^n_j ϕ_j and V^n = M∑ j=1 β^n_j ϕ_j, for some α^n_j , β^n_j ∈ R. (22)

On substituting these values of U^n and V^n in (21), we can obtain the following matrix system.

B β^n + 1 d_{n,1} a ( l( ^U^n) ) A α^n + 1 d_{n,1} B G^n = 1 d_{n,1} F^n + t_n d_{n,1} a ( l( ^U^n) ) E, (23) and d_{n,1} B α^n + B H^n = B β^n, (24)

where B is the mass matrix, A is the stiffness matrix, β^n = [β^n_1 β^n_2 . . . β^n_M ]^T , α^n = [α^n_1 α^n_2 . . . α^n_M ]^T and the elements of vectors G^n = (G^n_{i1})_{1≤i≤M} , H^n = (H^n_{i1})_{1≤i≤M} , F^n = (F^n_{i1})_{1≤i≤M} , E = (E_{i1})_{1≤i≤M} are given as follows: for each i = 1, 2, ..., M,

G^n_{i1} = ( − d_{n,n} V^0 + n−1∑ k=1 (d_{n,k+1} − d_{n,k}) V^{n−k}, ϕ_i )

H^n_{i1} = ( − d_{n,n} U^0 + n−1∑ k=1 (d_{n,k+1} − d_{n,k}) U^{n−k}, ϕ_i )

F^n_{i1} = (f^n, ϕ_i) and E_{i1} = (Δu_1, ϕ_i).

By putting the value of B β^n from (24) into (23), we get

d_{n,1} B α^n + B H^n + 1 d_{n,1} a ( l( ^U^n) ) A α^n + 1 d_{n,1} B G^n = 1 d_{n,1} F^n + t_n d_{n,1} a ( l( ^U^n) ) E, (25)

Therefore,

α^n = ( d_{n,1} B + a ( l( ^U^n) ) d_{n,1} A )_{−1}( 1 d_{n,1} F^n + t_n d_{n,1} a ( l( ^U^n) ) E − 1 d_{n,1} BG^n − BH^n ) , (26) and β^n = B^{−1} ( d_{n,1} B α^n + B H^n ) = d_{n,1} α^n + H^n. (27)

4 A priori bound

In this section, we derive a priori bound for fully-discrete solution. In this regard, first we state the coercivity property of the L1 scheme in the following lemma.

Lemma 4.1. [16, 28] Let a function w^n = w(·, t_n) be in L^2(Ω), for n = 0, 1, ..., N. Then, one has ( D^β_N w^n, w^n ) ≥ 1 2 D^β_N ‖w^n‖^2, ∀n = 1, 2, ..., N. (28)

Also, for each n = 1, 2, . . . , N, we define the coefficients Q^{(n)}_{n−i} as follows [26, 27]:

Q^{(n)}_{n−i} := 1 d_{i,0} ∑_n k=i+1 (dk,k−i−1 − dk,k−i) Q (n) n−k, if i = 1, 2, ..., (n − 1), 1 d_{n,0} , if i = n. (29)

Lemma 4.2. [26,27] For a constant γ ∈ (0, 1), the coefficients Q^{(n)}_{n−i} defined in (29) satisfy n∑ i=1 Q^{(n)}_{n−i} i^{r(γ−β)} ≤ Γ (1 + γ − β) Γ (1 + γ) T^β (t_n T )_γ N^{r(γ−β)}, for 1 ≤ n ≤ N. (30) The following discrete fractional Grönwall inequality will be useful in the derivation of a priori bound and a priori error estimate for the fully-discrete solution.

Lemma 4.3. [17] Let (g^n)^N_{n=1} and (λ_i)^{N−1}_{i=0} be given nonnegative sequences. Assume that there exists a constant Λ such that Λ ≥ ∑_{N−1} i=0 λ_i and the maximum step size satisfies max 1≤n≤N τ_n ≤ 1 β√ 4 Γ (2 − β) Λ

. (31)

Then, for any nonnegative sequences (χ^k)^N_{k=0} and (ψ^k)^N_{k=0} satisfying D^β_N [ (χ^n)^2 + (ψ^n)^2 ] ≤ N∑ k=1 λ_{n−k} ( χ^k + ψ^k

)_2 + ( χ^n + ψ^n ) g^n, 1 ≤ n ≤ N, (32) it holds that

χ^n + ψ^n ≤ 4 E_β ( 4 Λ t^β_n ) ( χ^0 + ψ^0 + max_{1≤k≤n} k∑ i=1 Q^{(k)}_{k−i} g^i ) , for 1 ≤ n ≤ N, (33)

where E_β (z) = ∑_∞ k=0 z^k Γ (1+kβ) is the Mittag-Leffler function.

Now we derive the a priori bound for the fully-discrete solution.

Theorem 4.1. For each n = 2, 3, . . . , N, the fully-discrete solutions U^n and V^n satisfy ‖V^n‖ + ‖∇U^n‖ ≤ C ( 1 + ‖V^0‖ + ‖∇U^0‖ ) . (34)

Proof. We choose ω = V^n in (20a) and ω = −a ( l( ^U^n) ) Δ_hU^n in (20b) to get ( D^β_N V^n, V^n ) + a ( l( ^U^n) ) (∇U^n, ∇V^n) = (f^n, V^n) + t_n a ( l( ^U^n) ) (Δu_1, V^n), (35) and −a ( l( ^U^n) ) ( D^β_N U^n, Δ_hU^n ) + a ( l( ^U^n) ) (V^n, Δ_hU^n) = 0. (36)

Using the definition of Δ_h in (36), we can get a ( l( ^U^n) ) ( ∇D^β_N U^n, ∇U^n ) − a ( l( ^U^n) ) (∇V^n, ∇U^n) = 0. (37)

On adding (35) and (37), we have ( D^β_N V^n, V^n ) + a ( l( ^U^n) ) ( ∇D^β_N U^n, ∇U^n ) = (f^n, V^n) + t_n a ( l( ^U^n) ) (Δu_1, V^n).

(38)

Using Lemma 4.1, bound of a, Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the fact that t_n ≤ T

in (38), we can arrive at

D^β_N ‖V^n‖^2 + m_1 D^β_N ‖∇U^n‖^2 ≤ ( ‖f^n‖ + T m_2 ‖Δu_1‖ ) ‖V^n‖. (39) Therefore, D^β_N ( ‖V^n‖^2 + m_1 ‖∇U^n‖^2 ) ≤ ( ‖f^n‖ + T m_2 ‖Δu_1‖ ) ( ‖V^n‖ + √ m_1 ‖∇U^n‖ ) . (40)

An application of Lemma 4.3 in (40) ( with χ^n = ‖V^n‖, ψ^n = √ m_1 ‖∇U^n‖, λ_i = 0, for ∀i = 0, 1, . . . , N − 1, g^n = ‖f^n‖ + T m_2 ‖Δu_1‖ and taking Λ = 1 ) gives ‖V^n‖ + √ m_1 ‖∇U^n‖ ≤ 4 E_β ( 4 t^β_n ) [ ‖V^0‖ + √ m_1 ‖∇U^0‖ + max_{1≤k≤n} ( ‖f^k‖ + T m_2‖Δu_1‖ )^k∑ i=1 Q^{(k)}_{k−i} ] . (41)

Using Hypothesis H3 and Lemma 4.2 (with γ = β) in (41), one can obtain ‖V^n‖ + √ m_1 ‖∇U^n‖ ≤ C ( 1 + ‖V^0‖ + ‖∇U^0‖ ) , (42)

where C = 4E_β ( 4 t^β_n ) max { 1, √ m_1,^{T β}_{Γ (1+β)} } . Therefore, ‖V^n‖ + ‖∇U^n‖ ≤ C ( 1 + ‖V^0‖ + ‖∇U^0‖ ) . (43)

This completes the proof.

Remark 4.1. Using (34), we can find a bound for ‖∇U^n‖ as follows: ‖∇U^n‖ ≤ ‖∇U^n‖ + T ‖∇u_1‖ ≤ C. (44) Remark 4.2. The existence-uniqueness result for the fully-discrete solution U^n and

V^n of (20) follows, in similar lines as given in [14, 21], by using a priori bound and

a consequence of the Brouwer fixed point theorem [29].

5 A priori error estimate

For the derivation of error estimate, we need following regularity assumptions. c 0D^α_{tn} u ∈ L^∞(0, T ; H^2(Ω)) and u ∈ L^∞(0, T ; H^1_0 (Ω) ∩ H^2(Ω)). (45)

Similar to [17], in this work work, we also assume that

‖∂^q_t u‖_1 ≤ C (1 + t^{α−q}) and ‖∂^q_t v‖_1 ≤ C (1 + t^{β−q}), for q = 0, 1, 2, 3. (46)

Now, from the definition of u and assumption (46), it follows that ‖∂^q_t u‖_1 ≤ C (1 + t^{α−q}), for q = 0, 1, 2, 3. Next, we use the Ritz-projection R_h to split the error as follows:

u^n − U^n = u^n − R_hu^n + R_hu^n − U^n = ρ^n + θ^n,

v^n − V^n = v^n − R_hv^n + R_hv^n − V^n = ξ^n + η^n,

(47)

where ρ^n := u^n − R_hu^n, θ^n := R_hu^n − U^n, ξ^n := v^n − R_hv^n and η^n := R_hv^n − V^n.

Theorem 5.1. For 2 ≤ n ≤ N, let (u^n, v^n) and (U^n, V^n) be the solution of (7) and

(20) respectively, then ‖∇u^n − ∇U^n‖ + ‖v^n − V^n‖ ≤ C ( h + N^{− min{2−β, rβ}} ) . (48)

Proof. From the fully-discrete formulation (20), we can get ( D^β_N η^n, ω ) + a ( l( ^U^n) ) (∇θ^n, ∇ω) = ( D^β_N R_hv^n, ω ) − ( D^β_N V^n, ω ) + a ( l( ^U^n) ) (∇R_hu^n, ∇ω) − a ( l( ^U^n) ) (U^n, ∇ω) = ( D^β_N R_hv^n, ω ) + a ( l( ^U^n) ) (∇u^n, ∇ω) − (f^n, ω) − t_n a ( l( ^U^n) ) (Δu_1, ∇ω) = ( D^β_N R_hv^n, ω ) + a ( l( ^U^n) ) (∇u^n, ∇ω) − (_c 0D^β_{tn} v, ω ) − a ( l(u^n) ) (∇u^n, ∇ω) + t_n a ( l(u^n) ) (Δu_1, ω) − t_n a ( l( ^U^n) ) (Δu_1, ∇ω) = ( D^β_N R_hv^n −^c_0D^β_{tn} v, ω ) + { a ( l( ^U^n) ) − a ( l(u^n) )} (∇u^n, ∇ω) + t_n { a ( l(u^n) ) − a ( l( ^U^n) )} (Δu_1, ω), (49) and ( D^β_N θ^n, ω ) − (η^n, ω) = ( D^β_N R_hu^n, ω ) − ( D^β_N U^n, ω ) − (R_hv^n, ω) + (V^n, ω) = ( D^β_N R_hu^n −^c_0D^β_{tn} R_hu, ω ) . (50)

Choosing ω = η^n in (49) and ω = −a ( l( ^U^n) ) Δ_hθ^n in (50), we have ( D^β_N η^n, η^n ) + a ( l( ^U^n) ) (∇θ^n, ∇η^n) = ( D^β_N R_hv^n −^c_0D^β_{tn} v, η^n ) + { a ( l( ^U^n) ) − a ( l(u^n) )} (∇u^n, ∇η^n) + t_n { a ( l(u^n) ) − a ( l( ^U^n) )} (Δu_1, η^n), (51) and −a ( l( ^U^n) ) ( D^β_N θ^n, Δ_hθ^n ) + a ( l( ^U^n) ) (η^n, Δ_hθ^n) = −a ( l( ^U^n) ) ( D^β_N R_hu^n −^c_0D^β_{tn} R_hu, Δ_hθ^n ) . (52)

Using the definition of Δ_h, (52) can be written as a ( l( ^U^n) ) ( ∇D^β_N θ^n, ∇θ^n ) − a ( l( ^U^n) ) (∇η^n, ∇θ^n) = a ( l( ^U^n) ) ( ∇D^β_N R_hu^n − ∇^c_0D^β_{tn} R_hu, ∇θ^n ) . (53)

On adding (51) and (53), we have ( D^β_N η^n, η^n ) + a ( l( ^U^n) ) ( ∇D^β_N θ^n, ∇θ^n ) = ( D^β_N R_hv^n −^c_0D^β_{tn} v, η^n ) + { a ( l(u^n) ) − a ( l( ^U^n) )} (Δu^n, η^n) + t_n { a ( l(u^n) ) − a ( l( ^U^n) )} (Δu_1, η^n) + a ( l( ^U^n) ) ( ∇D^β_N u^n − ∇^c_0D^β_{tn} u, ∇θ^n ) . (54)

Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and bound of a in (54), we get ( D^β_N η^n, η^n ) + m_1 ( ∇D^β_N θ^n, ∇θ^n ) ≤ ‖ ‖D^β_N R_hv^n −^c_0D^β_{tn} v ‖ ‖ ‖η^n‖ + | |a(l(u^n)) − a(l( ^U^n)) | | ‖Δu^n‖ ‖η^n‖ + T | |a(l(u^n)) − a(l( ^U^n)) | | ‖Δu_1‖ ‖η^n‖ + m_2 ‖ ‖∇D^β_N u^n − ∇^c_0D^β_{tn} u ‖ ‖ ‖∇θ^n‖. (55)

Now, ‖ ‖D^β_N R_hv^n −^c_0D^β_{tn} v ‖ ‖ ≤ ‖ ‖D^β_N R_hv^n −^c_0D^β_{tn} R_hv ‖ ‖ + ‖ ‖^c_0D^β_{tn} R_hv −^c_0D^β_{tn} v ‖ ‖ ≤ C ( h^2 + t^{−β}_n N^{− min{2−β, rβ}} ) , (56) and ‖ ‖∇D^β_N u^n − ∇^c_0D^β_{tn} u ‖ ‖ ≤ C t^{−β}_n N^{− min{2−β, rα}} ≤ C t^{−β}_n N^{− min{2−β, rβ}}, (57) where we have used Lemma 3.2 and (11).

Also, | a ( l(u^n) ) − a ( l( ^U^n) )| ≤ L | l(u^n) − l( ^U^n) | ≤ L | ‖∇u^n‖^2 − ‖∇ ^U^n‖^2 | ≤ L | |‖∇u^n‖ − ‖∇ ^U^n‖ | | (‖∇u^n‖ + ‖∇ ^U^n‖) ≤ C L ‖∇u^n − ∇ ^U^n‖ ≤ CL ( ‖∇u^n − ∇^u^n‖ + ‖∇^u^n − ∇ ^U^n‖ ) . (58)

From Lemma 3.1, one can get ‖∇u^n − ∇^u^n‖ ≤ C N^{−min{2, rα}} ≤ C N^{−min{2, rβ}}, (59) and from (14) and (11), we have ‖∇^u^n − ∇ ^U^n‖ = ‖ ‖ ‖ ( 1 + τ_n τ_{n−1} ) ∇(u^{n−1} − U^{n−1}) − τ_n τ_{n−1} ∇(u^{n−2} − U^{n−2}) ‖ ‖ ‖ = ‖ ‖ ‖ ( 1 + τ_n τ_{n−1} ) ∇(ρ^{n−1} + θ^{n−1}) − τ_n τ_{n−1} ∇(ρ^{n−2} + θ^{n−2}) ‖ ‖ ‖ ≤ ( 1 + τ_n τ_{n−1} ) ( ‖∇ρ^{n−1}‖ + ‖∇θ^{n−1}‖ ) + τ_n τ_{n−1} ( ‖∇ρ^{n−2}‖ + ‖∇θ^{n−2}‖ ) ≤ C(1 + C_r)h + (1 + C_r)‖∇θ^{n−1}‖ + CC_rh + C_r‖∇θ^{n−2}‖ ≤C(1 + 2C_r)h + (1 + C_r)‖∇θ^{n−1}‖ + C_r‖∇θ^{n−2}‖. (60)

Using (59) and (60) in (58), we can arrive at | |a(l(u^n)) − a(l( ^U^n)) | | ≤ CLN^{−min{2, rβ}} + CL(1 + 2C_r) h + CL(1 + C_r) ‖∇θ^{n−1}‖ + CLC_r ‖∇θ^{n−2}‖. (61)

Substituting the values from (56), (57), (61) into (55) together with (45) and Hy-

pothesis H3, we get ( D^β_N η^n, η^n ) + m_1 ( ∇D^β_N θ^n, ∇θ^n ) ≤ C ( h^2 + t^{−β}_n N^{− min{2−β, rβ}} ) ‖η^n‖ + ( CLN^{−min{2, rβ}} + CL(1 + 2C_r) h + CL(1 + C_r) ‖∇θ^{n−1}‖ + CLC_r ‖∇θ^{n−2}‖ ) C(1 + T ) ‖η^n‖ + C m_2 t^{−β}_n N^{− min{2−β, rβ}} ‖∇θ^n‖. (62)

Using Lemma 4.1 and the fact that C (h^2 + h + N^{−min{2, rβ}}) √ m_1 ‖∇θ^n‖ ≥ 0 in (62),

we can obtain D^β_N ( ‖η^n‖^2 + m_1 ‖∇θ^n‖^2 ) ≤ C_1 ( h^2 + h + N^{−min{2, rβ}} + t^{−β}_n N^{− min{2−β, rβ}} ) ‖η^n‖ + CL √ m_1

(1 + C_r) (1 + T ) √ m_1 ‖∇θ^{n−1}‖ ‖η^n‖ + C ( h^2 + h + N^{−min{2, rβ}} ) √ m_1 ‖∇θ^n‖ + CLC_r √ m_1

(1 + T ) √ m_1 ‖∇θ^{n−2}‖ ‖η^n‖ + C m_2 √ m_1 t^{−β}_n N^{− min{2−β, rβ}} √ m_1 ‖∇θ^n‖, (63)

where C_1 is dependent on L, C_r and T.

An application of the inequality ab ≤^{a2}_2 +^{b2}_2 in (63) gives D^β_N ( ‖η^n‖^2 + m_1 ‖∇θ^n‖^2 ) ≤ C_3 2 m_1 ‖∇θ^{n−1}‖^2 + ‖η^n‖^2 +

C_4 2 m_1 ‖∇θ^{n−2}‖^2 + C_2 ( h^2 + h + N^{−min{2, rβ}} + t^{−β}_n N^{− min{2−β, rβ}} ) ( ‖η^n‖ + √ m_1 ‖∇θ^n‖ ) , (64) where constant C_2 is depending on C_1, m_1, m_2 and constants C_3 and C_4 are depending on L, C_r, T, m_1. As (_{C3} 2 ‖η^{n−1}‖^2 +^{C4}_2 ‖η^{n−2}‖^2 + m_1 ‖∇θ^n‖^2 ) ≥ 0, from (64), we have D^β_N ( ‖η^n‖^2 + m_1 ‖∇θ^n‖^2 ) ≤ C_3 2 ( ‖η^{n−1}‖^2 + m_1 ‖∇θ^{n−1}‖^2 ) + ( ‖η^n‖^2 + m_1 ‖∇θ^n‖^2 ) + C_2 ( h^2 + h + N^{−min{2, rβ}} + t^{−β}_n N^{− min{2−β, rβ}} ) ( ‖η^n‖ + √ m_1 ‖∇θ^n‖ ) + C_4 2 ( ‖η^{n−2}‖^2 + m_1 ‖∇θ^{n−2}‖^2 ) . (65)

Applying Lemma 4.3 in (65) ( with χ^n = ‖η^n‖, ψ^n = √ m_1 ‖∇θ^n‖, λ_0 = 1, λ_1 =

C_3

2 , λ_2 =^{C4}_2 , λ_i = 0, for ∀i = 3, 4, . . . , N − 1, g^n = C_2 ( h^2 + h + N^{−min{2, rβ}} + t^{−β}_n N^{− min{2−β, rβ}} ) and taking Λ = λ_0 + λ_1 + λ_2 ) , we can arrive at ‖η^n‖ + √ m_1 ‖∇θ^n‖ ≤ 4E_β ( 4 Λ t^β_n ) [ ‖η^0‖ + √ m_1 ‖∇θ^0‖ + C_2 ( h^2 + h + N^{−min{2, rβ}} )

max 1≤k≤n k∑ i=1 Q^{(k)}_{k−i} + C_2 N^{− min{2−β, rβ}} max_{1≤k≤n} k∑ i=1 Q^{(k)}_{k−i} t^{−β}_i ] . (66)

Now, t^{−β}_i ≤ T^{−β}N^{rβ} i^{−rβ} ≤ T^{−β}N^{rβ} i^{r(lN −β)}, where l_N = 1 ln N

. (67)

Using Lemma 4.2 with γ = l_N and γ = β, we have k∑ i=1 Q^{(k)}_{k−i} i^{r(lN −β)} ≤ Γ (1 + l_N − β)

Γ (1 + l_N ) T^β (t_n T )_{lN} N^{r(lN −β)} ≤ Γ (1 + l_N − β)

Γ (1 + l_N ) T^β N^{r(lN −β)}, (68)

and k∑ i=1 Q^{(k)}_{k−i} ≤ T^β Γ (1 + β) (t_n T )_β ≤ T^β Γ (1 + β)

. (69)

Since U^0 = U^0 = R_hu_0 and V^0 = 0, we get ‖∇θ^0‖ = 0 and ‖∇η^0‖ = 0.

Substituting the values from (67)-(69) in (66), one can get ‖η^n‖ + √ m_1 ‖∇θ^n‖ ≤ 4 E_β ( 4 Λ t^β_n ) [ C_2 ( h^2 + h + N^{−min{2, rβ}} ) T^β Γ (1 + β) + C_2 N^{− min{2−β, rβ}} Γ (1 + l_N − β)

Γ (1 + l_N ) T^{−β}N^{rβ} T^β N^{r(lN −β)} ]

≤ C ( h^2 + h + N^{−min{2, rβ}} + N^{− min{2−β, rβ}} ) ≤ C ( h + N^{− min{2−β, rβ}} ) , (70)

where C is dependent on C_2, T, l_N . Since min{1, √ m_1} ( ‖η^n‖ + ‖∇θ^n‖ ) ≤ ‖η^n‖ + √ m_1 ‖∇θ^n‖, ( ‖η^n‖ + ‖∇θ^n‖ ) ≤ C ( h + N^{− min{2−β, rβ}} ) . (71)

Thus, using (11) and (71) together with triangle inequality, we obtain ‖∇u^n − ∇U^n‖ + ‖v^n − V^n‖ ≤ C ( h + N^{− min{2−β, rβ}} ) . (72)

This completes the proof.

Remark 5.1. In above work, we have assumed that problem (1) or (7) has a unique solution with sufficient regularity. The proof of the same is yet to be discovered.

6 Numerical experiments

In order to confirm our theoretical findings, in this section we perform some numerical experiments. In each example, the time interval is taken to be [0, 1] and a quasi-uniform partition of Ω is used with (M_s + 1) node points in each spatial direction. In order to get an optimal convergence rate, we choose grading parameter r =^{2−β}_β . To obtain the rate of convergence in temporal direction, we set M_s = N^{2−β} . Similarly, We set N = M^{22−β}s to conclude the order of convergence in spatial direction.

Example 1. In first example, we take Ω = (0, π), a(w) = 3+sin w and choose f(x, t) in (1) such that the analytical solution of problem (1) is u(x, t) = (t^3 + t^α) sin x.

As shown in Table 1, on graded mesh, N^{−(2−β)} convergence rate in temporal direction is obtained in L^∞ ( H^1_0 (Ω) ) norm for the different values of α. Table 2 confirms the order of convergence in the spatial direction in H^1_0 (Ω) norm.

N α = 1.4 α = 1.5 α = 1.8 Error OC Error OC Error OC 2^7 7.01E-03 1.266809 8.63E-03 1.226166 1.62E-02 1.090252 2^8 2.91E-03 1.279812 3.69E-03 1.235579 7.63E-03 1.091875 2^9 1.20E-03 1.288394 1.57E-03 1.241687 3.58E-03 1.093030 2^{10} 4.91E-04 - 6.63E-04 - 1.68E-03 -

Table 1: Error and order of convergence in L^∞ ( H^1_0 (Ω) ) norm in temporal direction using graded mesh for Example 1. M_s α = 1.4 α = 1.5 α = 1.8 Error OC Error OC Error OC 2^4 1.43E-01 1.005690 1.43E-01 1.005830 1.43E-01 1.005599 2^5 7.12E-02 1.001684 7.11E-02 1.001614 7.11E-02 1.001458 2^6 3.55E-02 1.000449 3.55E-02 1.000422 3.55E-02 1.000374 2^7 1.78E-02 - 1.78E-02 - 1.78E-02 -

Table 2: Error and order of convergence in H^1_0 (Ω) norm in spatial direction for Example 1.

Example 2. For second example, we take Ω = (0, 1) × (0, 1), a(w) = 3 + sin w and choose f(x, t) in such a way that the analytical solution of PDE in (1) is u(x, t) = (t^3 + t^α)(x − x^2)(y − y^2).

From Table 3 and Table 4, it can be observed that for different values of α, we get optimal order of convergence in temporal as well as spatial directions which is predicted in Theorem (5.1).

N α = 1.4 α = 1.5 α = 1.8 Error OC Error OC Error OC 2^4 1.00E-02 1.323437 1.12E-02 1.248964 1.71E-02 1.098823 2^5 4.00E-03 1.304197 4.73E-03 1.252916 7.97E-03 1.107867 2^6 1.62E-03 1.305113 1.99E-03 1.249295 3.70E-03 1.093619 2^7 6.56E-04 - 8.35E-04 - 1.73E-03 -

Table 3: Error and order of convergence in L^∞ ( H^1_0 (Ω) ) norm in temporal direction using graded mesh for Example 2.

M_s α = 1.4 α = 1.5 α = 1.8 Error OC Error OC Error OC 2^3 4.45E-02 0.993890 4.45E-02 0.993887 4.45E-02 0.993892 2^4 2.24E-02 0.998464 2.24E-02 0.998464 2.24E-02 0.998465 2^5 1.12E-02 0.999615 1.12E-02 0.999615 1.12E-02 0.999615 2^6 5.60E-03 - 5.60E-03 - 5.60E-03 -

Table 4: Error and order of convergence in H^1_0 (Ω) norm in spatial direction for Example 2.

Remark 6.1. In present work, we have used the L1 scheme to discretize a time variable which leads to O ( N^{− min{2−β, rβ}} ) accuracy in temporal direction. One can also use L2-1_σ approximation [35] to discretize the Caputo derivative in order to achieve O ( N^{− min{2, rβ}} ) accuracy in temporal direction.

References

[1] F. Mainardi, P. Paradisi, Fractional diffusive waves, J. Comput. Acoust., 9-1 (2001), 1417-1436.

[2] T. Sandev and Z. Tomovski, The general time fractional wave equation for a vibrating string, J. Phys. A: Math. Theor., 43 (2010).

[3] O. P. Agrawal, Solution for a fractional diffusion-wave equation defined in a bounded domain, Nonlinear Dyn., 29 (2002), 145-155.

[4] J. Huang, D. Yang, L. Jay, Efficient methods for nonlinear time fractional diffusion-wave equations and their fast implementations, Numer. Algor., 85 (2020), 375-397.

[5] I. Christie, J. Sanz-Serna, A galerkin method for a nonlinear integro-differential wave system, Comput. Methods Appl. Mech. Eng., 44-2 (1984), 229-237.

[6] J. Peradze, A numerical algorithm for the nonlinear Kirchhoff string equation, Numer. Math., 102 (2005), 311-342.

[7] M. Chipot, B. Lavot, Remarks on a nonlocal problem involving the Dirichlet energy, Rend. Semin. Mat. Univ. Padova, 110 (2003), 199-220.

[8] S. Zheng, M. Chipot, Asymptotic behavior of solutions to nonlinear parabolic equations with nonlocal terms, Asymptot. Anal., 45 (3–4) (2005), 301–312.

[9] Z. Sun, X. Wu, A fully discrete difference scheme for a diffusion-wave system, Appl. Numer. Math., 56-2 (2006), 193-209.

[10] K. Diethelm, The analysis of fractional differential equations: An applicationoriented using differential operators of Caputo type, Lecture Notes in Mathematics, Springer, (2010).

[11] S. Pohožaev, On a class of quasilinear hyperbolic equations, Math USSR Sbornik, 25 (1975), 145-158.

[12] A. Arosio, S. Panizzi, On the well-posedness of the Kirchhoff string, Trans. Am.

Math. Soc., 348-1 (1996), 305-330.

[13] F. Hirosawa, A class of non-analytic function for the global solvability of Kirchhoff equation, Nonlinear Anal., 116 (2015), 37-63.

[14] S. Chaudhary, V. Srivastava, Semi-discrete finite-element approximation of nonlocal hyperbolic problem, Appl. Anal., 101-2 (2022), 479-496.

[15] B. Jin, B. Li, Z. Zhou, Numerical analysis of nonlinear subdiffusion equations, SIAM J. Numer. Anal., 56(1) (2018) 1-23.

[16] N. An, G. Zhao, C. huang, X. Yu, α-robust H^1 −norm analysis of a finite element method for the superdiffusion equation with weak singularity solutions, Comput. Math. Appl., 118 (2022), 159-170.

[17] P. Lyu, S. Vong, A symmetric fractional-order reduction method for direct nonuniform approximations of semilinear diffusion-wave equations, J. Sci. Comput., 93-34 (2022).

[18] J. Shen, M. Stynes, Z. Sun, Two finite difference schemes for multi-dimensional fractional wave equations with weakly singular solutions, Comput. Methods Appl. Math, 21 (2021), 913-928.

[19] J. Shen, C. Li, Z. Sun, An H2N2 interpolation for Caputo derivative with order in (1, 2) and its application to time-fractional wave equations in more than one space dimension, J. Sci. Comput., 83-38 (2020).

[20] M. Stynes, E. O’Riordan, J. Gracia, Error analysis of a finite difference method on graded meshes for a time-fractional diffusion equation, SIAM J. Numer. Anal., 55 (2017), 1057-1079.

[21] S. Chaudhary, P. J. Kundaliya, L1 scheme on graded mesh for subdiffusion equation with nonlocal diffusion term, Math. Comput. Simul., 195 (2022), 119-137.

[22] N. Kopteva, Error analysis of the L1 method on graded and uniform meshes for a fractional derivative problem in two and three dimensions, Math. Comp., 8 (2019), 2135-2155.

[23] C. Huang, M. Stynes, Optimal spatial H^1 − norm analysis of a finite element method for a time-fractional diffusion equation, J. Comput. Appl. Math., 367 (2020), 112435.

[24] X. Li, H.Liao, L. Zhang A second-order fast compact scheme with unequal timesteps for subdiffusion problems, Numer. Anal., 86 (2021), 1011-1039.

[25] K. Mustapha, W. McLean, A second-order accurate numerical method for a fractional wave equation, Numer. Math., 105 (2007), 481-510.

[26] H. Chen, M. Stynes, Blow-up of error estimates in time-fractional initialboundary value problems, IMA J. Numer. Anal., 41-2 (2021), 974-997.

[27] H. Liao, W. Mclean, J. Zhang, A discrete Grönwall inequality with applications to numerical schemes for sub-diffusion problems, SIAM J. Numer. Anal., 57-1 (2019), 218-237.

[28] C. Huang, M. Stynes, Optimal H^1 spatial convergence of a fully discrete finite element method for the time-fractional Allen-Cahn equation, Adv. Comput. Math., 46-4 (2020), 63.

[29] V. Thomée, Galerkin finite element methods for parabolic problems, Second revised and expanded ed., Springer, Berlin, (2006).

[30] G. Kirchhoff, Forlesungen über machanik, Leipzig: Teubner, (1883).

[31] G. Gao, Z. Sun, Two alternating direction implicit difference schemes for solving the two-dimensional time distributed-order wave equations, J. Sci. Comput., 69-2 (2016), 506-531.

[32] P. Lyu, Y. Liang, Z. Wang, A fast linearized finite difference method for the nonlinear multi-term time fractional wave equation, Appl. Numer. Math., 151 (2020), 448-471.

[33] D. Kumar, K. Nisar, A novel linearized Galerkin finite element scheme with fractional Crank–Nicolson method for the nonlinear coupled delay subdiffusion system with smooth solutions, Math. Meth. Appl. Sci., 45 (2022), 1377-1401.

[34] H. Sun, X. Zhao and Z. Sun, The temporal second order difference schemes based on the interpolation approximation for the time multi-term fractional wave equation, J. Sci. Comput., 78-1 (2019), 467-498.

[35] A. Alikhanov, A new difference scheme for the time fractional diffusion equation, J. Comput. Phys., 280 (2015) 424-438.