arXiv:2309.02988v1 [math.NA] 6 Sep 2023

Fast time-stepping discontinuous Galerkin method for the subdiffusion equation^∗

Hui Zhang^†, Fanhai Zeng^†, Xiaoyun Jiang^†, Zhimin Zhang^‡

September 9, 2023

Abstract. The nonlocality of the fractional operator causes numerical difficulties for long time computation of the time-fractional evolution equations. This paper develops a high-order fast timestepping discontinuous Galerkin finite element method for the time-fractional diffusion equations, which saves storage and computational time. The optimal error estimate O(N^{−p−1} + h^{m+1} + εN^{rα}) of the current time-stepping discontinuous Galerkin method is rigorous proved, where N denotes the number of time intervals, p is the degree of polynomial approximation on each time subinterval, h is the maximum space step, r ≥ 1, m is the order of finite element space, and ε > 0 can be arbitrarily small. Numerical simulations verify the theoretical analysis.

Key words. fast time-stepping discontinuous Galerkin method, optimal convergence, subdiffusion, nonlocality.

MSC codes. 26A33, 65M06, 65M12, 65M15, 35R11

1 Introduction

The aim of this paper is to develop the fast time-stepping discontinuous Galerkin (DG) finite element method (FEM) for the following subdiffusion equation

(1) C 0 D^α_t u(x, t) + Lu(x, t) = f(x, t), (x, t) ∈ Ω × (0, T ], T > 0, u(x, 0) = u_0(x), x ∈ Ω̄, u(x, t) = 0, (x, t) ∈ ∂Ω × [0, T ], where x = (x_1, x_2, ..., x_d) ∈ Ω ⊂ R^d is a bounded Lipschitz domain, d ∈ {1, 2, 3}, L is a linear second-order elliptic operator, and the Caputo fractional derivative operator^C_a D^α_t is defined by

(2)^C_a D^α_t u(x, t) = 1 Γ(1 − α) ∫_t a ∂u(x, s) ∂s (t − s)^{−α}ds, 0 < α < 1, a ∈ R. For simplicity of analysis, we consider L = −Δ in the paper. The subdiffusion equations, which can model the sublinear growth of mean squared particle displacement in transport processes, have attracted much interests of physicists, engineers and applied mathematicians in developing highly accurate and efficient computational methods and numerical analysis.

The regularity of the solution of (1) has been fully understood in literature [14, 16, 29]. In this paper, we assume that the solution u(t) = u(·, t) of (1) satisfies the following finite regularity:

(3) ‖u^{(ℓ)}(t)‖_Hq_{(Ω)} ≤ C(1 + t^{σ−ℓ}), t > 0,

∗This work has been supported by the Project of the National Key R&D Program (Grants No. 2021YFA1000202), the National Natural Science Foundation of China (Grants Nos. 12120101001, 12131005, 12001326, 12171283), the Natural Science Foundation of Shandong Province (Grant Nos. 2022HWYQ-045, ZR2021ZD03, ZR2020QA032).

†School of Mathematics, Shandong University, Jinan 250100, China (zhangh@sdu.edu.cn, fanhai zeng@sdu.edu.cn, wqjxyf@sdu.edu.cn).

‡Wayne State University Detroit, MI 48202, USA (ag7761@wayne.edu).

where C > 0, σ > 0, 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ p + 1, p and q are nonnegative integers depending the smoothness of the initial data and the source term f(x, t), and u^{(ℓ)}(t) denotes the ℓ-th order time derivative of u(t) = u(·, t); see [16], in which σ = α can be obtained. From (3), one will find that there exists the initial singularity of the solution to (1). We employ the adaptive mesh to deal with the numerical difficulty of the singularity, see, e.g., [30].

The non-locality of the fractional derivative operator (2) causes a lot of numerical difficulty for solving (1), especially for long time computation and high dimension space models. Generally speaking, the approximation of the fractional derivative^C_0 D^α_t u(t_n) takes the form of (see, e.g., [2, 9, 20]) n∑ j=0 w_{n,j} u(t_j ), 1 ≤ n ≤ N, where w_{n,j} depends on specific time discretization methods, the fractional order α, and the temporal mesh.

There have been a lot of numerical methods for solving (1), readers can refer to papers [13, 15, 20, 29, 34] and the books of fractional calculus [8, 14, 19, 31]. For the fast memory-saving time-stepping methods, readers can refer to [3, 4, 6, 10, 12, 21, 33], where the fast methods are designed to directly discretize the fractional integral or derivatives. Here, we extend the ideas of the fast methods in the aforementioned papers to calculate the integral arising from the time-stepping DG methods. Timestepping DG schemes have been developed to solve time-fractional diffusion and diffusion wave equations as u_t(t) + ∂^β_t (Lu)(t) = g(x, t), −1 < β < 1, readers can refer to [17, 18, 23, 25] for more details.

To the best of our knowledge, the only work of the time-stepping DG method for (1) was developed by Mustapha and his collaborators in [24], where they proposed a linear time-stepping DG method (see (13) with p = 1). Under the regularity condition ‖u^′(t)‖_H2_{(Ω)} + t‖u^{′′}(t)‖_H1_{(Ω)} ≤ Ct^{σ−1}, t > 0, C ≥ 0, and σ > α/2, Mustapha et al. proved the following error bound [24, Theorem 3] (4) ∫_{tn} 0 ‖U_h(t) − u(t)‖^2dt ≤ C(N^{−(4−α)} + h^4), r ≥ 4 − α 2σ − α , where U_h(t) is the DG solution. In this paper, we obtain the optimal error bound (5) ∫_{tn} 0 ‖U_h(t) − u(t)‖^2dt ≤ C(N^{−2(p+1)} + h^{2m+2}), r ≥

2p + 2 − α 1 + 2σ − α

for the high-order DG method for (1) under the condition (3). The case p = 1 reduces to the linear DG method in [24]. In our proof, we do not need the condition σ > α/2. The new error bound (5) is optimal, which improves (4). The new ingredient of our proof is that we introduce a new orthogonal projector that helps to prove the optimal error bound in the time discretisation.

In order to reduce the storage and computational cost originated from the nonlocality of the timefractional operator, we develop high-order memory-saving fast time-stepping DG method for (1). The following error bound is proved (6) ∫_{tn} 0 ‖U(t) −_F U(t)‖^2dt ≤ C(εn^{rα})^2, where_F U is the solution of the fast time-stepping DG method (see (56)) and ε > 0 is the error from the Gauss quadrature that can be made arbitrarily small. The bound (6) shows that the error of the fast DG method is independent of the sizes of the temporal discretization error (Theorem 3.1). To the best of authors’ knowledge, this is the first work on the fast time-stepping DG scheme for solving the time-fractional evolution equations as (1). We also obtain the identical bound as (6) for the fully discrete DG scheme, see Theorem 3.2.

This paper is organized as follows. Section 2 presents the detailed error analysis of time-stepping DG methods for (1). Section 3 develops the fast time-stepping DG methods and displays the detailed convergence analysis. Numerical simulations are given in Section 4 to show the effectiveness of the present fast time-stepping DG schemes. The conclusion is given in the last section.

2 Time-stepping DG methods

To describe the DG method, we introduce time grid points 0 = t_0 < t_1 < · · · < t_N = T and the half-open subintervals I_n = (t_{n−1}, t_n] with the length τ_n = t_n −t_{n−1} for 1 ≤ n ≤ N. We have (0, t_n] = ∪^n_{k=1}I_k = J_n. In this paper, we use the following time grid points (7) t_n = (n/N)^rT for 0 ≤ n ≤ N, r ≥ 1.

In order to set up the DG method, we let P_k(S) be the space of polynomials with degree no greater than k in the time variable t, with coefficients in the space S. We introduce the trial space W = {v ∈ L^2((0, T ), L^2(Ω)) : v|_{In} ∈ P_p(L^2(Ω)), 1 ≤ n ≤ N}.

For a function v ∈ W, the left-hand limit and right-hand limit at t_n can be respectively denoted by v^n_− := v(t_n) = v(t^−_n ) and v^n_+ := v(t^+_n ).

Throughout the paper, ⟨·, ·⟩ denotes the L^2 inner product associated with the norm ‖ · ‖ = ‖ · ‖_L2_{(Ω)}, and ‖ · ‖_Hk_{(Ω)} denotes the norm on the Soblev space H^k(Ω).

For a, β ∈ R, we define the left fractional operator_a∂^{−β}_t as

(8)_a∂^{−β}_t u(t) = (ω_β ∗ u)(t) = ∫_t a ω_β (t − s)u(s)ds, ω_β(t) = t^{β−1} Γ(β) . For β < 0, (8) is interpolated in terms of the principal value, which is equivalent to the Riemann–Liouville (RL) fractional derivative operator of order −β [27].

We denote ∂^{−β}_t =_0∂^{−β}_t for notational simplicity. The following property is used in the formulation and computation of the (fast) time-stepping DG method (9)^C_a D^α_t u(t) =_a∂^α_t u(t) − ω_{1−α}(t − a)u(a).

For notational simplicity, we introduce the notations ≲ and ≳. Let A, B be the real numbers. A ≲ B (or A ≳ B) means there exists a positive constant C independent of ε, the sizes of the time and/or space grids such that A ≤ CB (or A ≥ CB).

2.1 Semi-discrete time-stepping DG scheme

According to [24, Eq. (7)], the semi-discrete time-stepping DG method for (1) is defined as: Given U(t) for t ∈ [0, t_{n−1}], n ≥ 1, find U ∈ P_p(H^1_0 (Ω)) on the next time subinterval I_n, such that

(10) ∫ I_n [⟨∂^α_t U, X⟩ + ⟨∇U, ∇X⟩] dt = ∫ I_n ⟨f + ω_{1−α}(t)u_0, X⟩dt, ∀X ∈ P_p(H^1_0 (Ω)).

The convergence of (10) is presented in the following theorem.

Theorem 2.1. Let u(t) ∈ H^1_0 (Ω) be the solution of (1) satisfying the regularity property (3) with q = 1, u_0, f ∈ L^2(Ω). Let U be the semi-discrete DG solution defined by (10). Then

(11) ∫_{tn} 0 ‖U(·, t) − u(·, t)‖^2≲ E(n, N, σ, α, r, p), where

(12) E(n, N, σ, α, r, p) =: N^{−r(1+2σ−α)−α}, 1 ≤ r < 2p + 2 − α 1 + 2σ − α , N^{−2p−2}(1 + ln(n)), r =

2p + 2 − α 1 + 2σ − α , N^{−2p−2}t^{1+2σ−α− 2p+2−αr} n , r > 2p + 2 − α 1 + 2σ − α .

2.2 Fully discrete time-stepping DG scheme

Let S_h ⊂ H^1_0 (Ω) denote the space of continuous, piecewise polynomials of degree no greater than m with respect to a quasi-uniform partition of Ω into conforming triangular finite elements, with maximum diameter h. The DG FEM space is defined as W_h = {w ∈ L^2((0, T ), S_h) : w|_{In} ∈ P_p(S_h) for 1 ≤ n ≤ N}.

The DG FEM for (1) reads as: Given U_h(t) for 0 ≤ t ≤ t_{n−1}, find U_h ∈ P_p(S_h) on I_n, such that

(13) ∫ I_n [⟨∂^α_t U_h(t), X⟩ + ⟨∇U_h, ∇X⟩]dt = ∫ I_n ⟨f + ω_{1−α}(t)u_0, X⟩dt, ∀X ∈ W_h. We have the following theorem.

Theorem 2.2. Let u(t) ∈ H^1_0 (Ω) be the solution of (1) satisfying (3) with q = m + 1, u_0, f ∈ L^2(Ω). Let U_h be the solution defined by (13). Then, we have

(14) ∫_{tn} 0 ‖U_h(t) − u(t)‖^2dt ≲ E(n, N, σ, α, r, p) + h^{2m+2}. 2.3 Convergence analysis

Define A^n_α(·, ·) as

(15) A^n_α(u, v) = ∫_{tn} 0 ⟨∂^α_t u(t), v(t)⟩dt. Define the projector R^α_t : J^α_L (J_n) → {v : v ∈ P_p(I_k), 1 ≤ k ≤ n} as

(16) ∫_{tn} 0 ∂^α_t (R^α_t u − u)(t)X(t)dt = 0, ∀X ∈ {v : v ∈ P_p(I_k), 1 ≤ k ≤ n}, where J^α_L (J_n) denotes the left factional derivative space defined in Appendix A, and P_p(I_k) is the polynomial of order p defined on I_k. The above projection will be used in the convergence analysis of the DG schemes developed in the previous subsections.

Some technical lemmas are given before the proofs of Theorems 2.1 and 2.2.

2.3.1 Lemmas We present some technical lemmas in this section.

Lemma 2.1 ([7, Theorem 4.8]). Let q > 1/(1 − α) and q ≥ 2. If v ∈ L^q(0, T ; Ω), ∂^{α−1}_t v ∈ W^{1,2}(0, T ; Ω) and ∂^{α−1}_t v^2 ∈ W^{1,1}(0, T ; Ω), then ∂^α_t (v^2)(t) ≤ 2v(t)∂^α_t v(t).

Remark 2.1. From Lemma 2.1, if v ∈ W_h or W, then ∂^α_t (v^2)(t) ≤ 2v(t)∂^α_t v(t). Lemma 2.2. Let v ∈ W. Then A^n_α(v, v) ≥ 1 2 ∫_{tn} 0 (t_n − t)^{−α} Γ(1 − α) ‖v(t)‖^2dt ≥ t^{−α}_n 2Γ(1 − α) ∫_{tn} 0 ‖v(t)‖^2dt. (17)

Proof. For v ∈ W, by Remark 2.1, we have A^n_α(v, v) = ∫_{tn} 0 ⟨∂^α_t v(t), v(t)⟩dt ≥ 1 2 ∫_{tn} 0 ∂^α_t ‖v(t)‖^2dt = ∫_{tn} 0 (t_n − t)^{−α} 2Γ(1 − α) ‖v(t)‖^2dt ≥ t^{−α}_n 2Γ(1 − α) ∫_{tn} 0 ‖v(t)‖^2dt. The proof is complete.

The following Lemma 2.3 displays the convergence of the projectors R^α_t , which plays an important role in proving the optimal convergence of the DG method. The proof of Lemma 2.3 is presented Appendix A. Lemma 2.3. Let v(t) satisfy |v^{(ℓ)}(t)| ≲ 1 + t^{σ−ℓ} for t > 0, σ > 0, ℓ = 0, 1, ..., p + 1. Then (18) ∫_{tn} 0 |R^α_t v(t) − v(t)|^2dt ≲ E(n, N, σ, α, r, p), where E(n, N, σ, α, r, p) is defined by (12). 2.3.2 Proof of Theorem 2.1 Let θ = U − R^α_t u and η = u − R^α_t u. Write (10) into the compact form as (19) ∫_{tn} 0 [⟨∂^α_t U, X⟩ + ⟨∇U, ∇X⟩] dt = ∫_{tn} 0 ⟨f + ω_{1−α}(t)u_0, X⟩dt, ∀X ∈ W. From (1), we have (20) ∫_{tn} 0 [⟨∂^α_t u, X⟩ + ⟨∇u, ∇X⟩] dt = ∫_{tn} 0 ⟨f + ω_{1−α}(t)u_0, X⟩dt, ∀X ∈ W. From (19) and (20), we obtain the following error equation (21) A^n_α(θ, X) + A^n_0 (∇θ, ∇X) = A^n_0 (∇η, ∇X), ∀X ∈ W. Proof. Taking X = θ(t) in (21) yields (22) A^n_α(θ, θ) + A^n_0 (∇θ, ∇θ) = A^n_0 (∇θ, ∇η). By Lemma 2.3, we have the following estimate (23) |A^n_0 (∇θ, ∇η)| ≤A^n_0 (∇θ, ∇θ) + CA^n_0 (∇η, ∇η) ≤A^n_0 (∇θ, ∇θ) + CE(n, N, σ, α, r, p). Combining (22) and (23) yields (24) A^n_α(θ, θ) ≲ E(n, N, σ, α, r, p). Using Lemma 2.2 and ‖U − u‖ ≤ ‖θ‖ + ‖η‖ arrives at the desired result, which completes the proof. 2.3.3 Proof of Theorem 2.2 We first introduce the Ritz projection R_h : H^1_0 (Ω) → S_h, which is defined by (25) ⟨∇(R_hv − v), ∇X⟩ = 0, ∀X ∈ S_h, The projection error R_hv − v has the well-known approximation property [5], (26) ‖R_hv − v‖_L2_{(Ω)} + h‖R_hv − v‖_H1_{(Ω)} ≤ Ch^{m+1}‖v‖_Hm+1_{(Ω)}, v ∈ H^{m+1}(Ω), m ≥ 0. Denote θ = U_h − R^α_t R_hu, ζ = R_hu − u, η_u = R^α_t u − u. We can obtain the following error equation of the DG FEM

(27) ∫_{tn} 0 [⟨∂^α_t θ(t), X⟩ + ⟨∇θ(t), ∇X⟩]dt = − ∫_{tn} 0 [⟨∂^α_t R^α_t ζ(t), X⟩ + ⟨∇η_u(t), ∇X⟩]dt, ∀X ∈ W_h.

Proof. Taking X = θ in (27) and applying (26) yields

(28) A^n_α(θ, θ) + A^n_0 (∇θ, ∇θ) = − A^n_α(R^α_t ζ, θ) − A^n_0 (∇η_u, ∇θ) ≤ 1 2 (A^n_α(θ, θ) + A^n_0 (∇θ, ∇θ)) + C[A^n_α(R^α_t ζ, R^α_t ζ) + A^n_0 (∇η_u, ∇η_u)].

By Lemma 2.3, (26), and Lemmas A.1–A.2, we obtain

(29)

A^n_α(R^α_t ζ, R^α_t ζ) = ∫_{tn} 0 ⟨∂^α_t R^α_t ζ, R^α_t ζ⟩dt = ∫_{tn} 0 ⟨∂^{α/2}_t R^α_t ζ,_t∂^{α/2}_{tn} R^α_t ζ⟩dt ≲ ∫_{tn} 0 ‖ ‖ ‖∂^{α/2}_t R^α_t ζ ‖ ‖ ‖^2 dt ≲ h^{2m+2},

A^n_0 (∇η_u, ∇η_u) = ∫_{tn} 0 ‖∇η_u‖^2dt ≲ E(n, N, σ, α, r, p). Combining (28) and (29), we obtain (30) A^n_α(θ, θ) + A^n_0 (∇θ, ∇θ) ≲ E(n, N, σ, α, r, p) + h^{2m+2}. Applying Lemma 2.2 and the triangle inequality yields the desired result. The proof is completed.

3 Fast time-stepping DG method

The main numerical difficulty of the DG method in the previous section is to calculate the following integral

(31) ∫ I_n X(t)∂^α_t U(t)dt, X(t) ∈ P_p(S_h), U(t) ∈ W. Direct calculation of (31) is computationally expensive. McLean [22] presented detailed implementation of calculating (31). Next, we focus on the fast memory-saving algorithm to calculate (31), which is employed to develop the fast time-stepping DG method for (1).

3.1 Review of the fast method for calculating the fractional operators

We first introduce the basic idea of the existing fast method for calculating ∂^{−β}_t U(t). For n ≥ 1, divide ∂^{−β}_t U(t_n) into two parts as

(32)

∂^{−β}_t U(t_n) = ∫_{tn} t_{n−1} ω_β(t_n − t)U(t)dt L^{−β,n}U + ∫_{tn−1} 0 ω_β (t_n − t)U(t)dt H^{−β,n} U .

If U(t) is a polynomial or piecewise polynomial, then the local part L^{−β,n}U can be exactly calculated. For example, U is a piecewise linear function defined as (33) U(t)|_{t∈(tn−1,tn]} = t_n − t t_n − t_{n−1} U^{n−1}_+ + t − t_{n−1} t_n − t_{n−1} U^n_−. Then (34) L^{−β,n}U = ∫_{tn} t_{n−1} ω_β (t_n − t)U(t)dt = βτ^β_n Γ(2 + β)

U^{n−1}_+ + τ^β_n Γ(2 + β) U^n_−.

Next, we focus on developing the fast memory-saving method to calculate the history part H^{−β,n}U. The key step of the fast method is to find a suitable kernel approximation as [11]

(35) ω_β(t) = Q∑ j=1 w^{(−β)}_j e^{−λ(−β)j t} + ^ε(t)ω_β (t), t ∈ [δ, T ],

where |^ε(t)| ≲ ε for t ∈ [δ, T ], ε is the relative error. Set ^ε(t) = 0 for t ∈ [0, δ].

There are several approaches to yield (35), here we introduce a simple method based on the trapezoidal rule on the real line that yields the explicit expressions of the weights w^{(−β)}_j and nodes λ^{(−β)}_j . The kernel ω_β(t) has the following integral form

(36) ω_β(t) = sin(βπ) π ∫_∞ 0 λ^{−β} e^{−tλ}dλ = sin(βπ) π ∫_∞ −∞ e^{−tex+(1−β)x}dx, β < 1. Since e^{−tex +(1−β)x} exponentially decays to zero as |x| → ∞ for t > 0, the exponentially convergent trapezoidal rule [32] can be used to discretize (36), which yields

(37) ωβ(t) = sin(βπ) π h ∞∑ j=−∞ e^{−tejh +(1−β)jh} + O(e^{−1/h}).

Find N_1 and N_2 such that e^{−tejh +(1−β)jh} ≤ εt^{β−1} for j ≤ −N_1 and j ≥ N_2. So that we can truncate (37) to derive the following kernel approximation [11]

(38) ω_β(t) ≈ sin(βπ) π h N_2∑

j=−N_1+1 e^{−tejh +(1−β)jh} = Q∑ j=1 w^{(−β)}_j e^{−λ(−β)j t}, t ∈ [δ, T ],

where λ^{(−β)}_j = e^{−te(j−N1 )h} and w^{(−β)}_j =^{sin(βπ)}_π he^{(1−β)(j−N1)h}.

With (38), we can construct the fast algorithm for calculating H^{−β,n}U. Inserting (38) into H^{−β,n}U = ∫_{tn−1} 0 ω_β(t_n − t)U(t)dt yields

(39)

H^{−β,n}U = ∫_{tn−1} 0 ω_β (t_n − t)U(t)dt ≈ Q∑ j=1 w^{(−β)}_j ∫_{tn−1} 0 e^{−λ(−β)j (tn−t)}U(t)dt

= Q∑ j=1 w^{(−β)}_j e^{−λ(−β)j τn} ∫_{tn−1} 0 e^{−λ(−β)j (tn−1−t)}U(t)dt

= Q∑ j=1 w^{(−β)}_j e^{−λ(−β)j τn} Y_j (t_{n−1}) =_F H^{−β,n}U,

where Y_j (t) = ∫_t 0 e^{−λ(−β)j (t−s)}U(s)ds is the solution of the following ODE

(40) d dt Y_j (t) = −λ^{(−β)}_j Y_j (t) + U(t), Y_j (0) = 0,

which can be exactly solved by

(41) Y_j (t_{n−1}) = e^{−λ(−β)j τn−1} Y_j (t_{n−2}) + ∫_{tn−1} t_{n−2} e^{−λ(−β)j (tn−1−t)}U(t)dt, Y_j (0) = 0. With (39), we present the fast method for calculating ∂^{−β}_t U(t) in Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1 Fast calculation of ∂^{−β}_t U(t) based on (35) or (38).

• Step 1. Divide ∂^{−β}_t U(t_n) into two parts as (32). • Step 2. Calculate the local part L^{−β,n}U directly. • Step 3. Approximate the history part H^{−β,n}U by (39), i.e.,

(42)_F H^{−β,n}U = Q∑ j=1 w^{(−β)}_j e^{−λj τn} Y_j (t_{n−1}),_F H^{−β,0}U = 0.

• Step 4. Output_F D^{−β,n}U = L^{−β,n}U +_F H^{−β,n}U.

It has been shown that the method (38) (or Algorithm 1) works only for β < 1, performs badly when β → 1, and cannot work for β ≥ 1 [11]. This drawback can be tackled by using the following property

(43) ω_β(t) = (^q∏ ℓ=1 (β − ℓ) )_{−1} t^q ω_{β−q}(t), β ∈ R, which extends the approach (38) to deal with the case of β ≥ 1. Assume that (38) works well for β ≤ β_0 < 1. Find a smallest integer q ≥ 0 such that β − q ≤ β_0. Applying (38) to ω^{(β−q)}(t) yields

(44) ω_β(t) ≈ (^q∏ ℓ=1 (β − ℓ) )_{−1}^Q∑ j=1 w^{(−β+q)} j t^qe^{−λ(−β+q)j t} =: Q∑ j=1 ^w^{(−β)}_j t^q e^{−^λ(−β)j t}. Inserting (44) into H^{−β,n}U yields

(45) H^{−β,n}U ≈ Q∑ j=1 ^w^{(−β)}_j ∫_{tn−1} 0 (t_n − t)^q e^{−^λ(−β)j (tn−t)}U(t)dt

= Q∑ j=1 ^w^{(−β)}_j e^{−^λ(−β)j τn} q∑ k=0 ( q k ) t^{q−k}_n (−1)^kY^{(k)}_j (t_{n−1}) =_F H^{−β,n}U,

where Y^{(k)}_j (t_{n−1}) satisfies

(46) Y^{(k)}_j (t_{n−1}) = e^{^λ(−β)j τn−1} Y_j (t_{n−2}) + ∫_{tn−1} t_{n−2} e^{^λ(−β)j (tn−1−t)}t^kU(t)dt, Y^{(k)}_j (0) = 0. With (45), we present the improved fast Algorithm 2.

Algorithm 2 Fast calculation of ∂^{−β}_t U(t) based on (44). Replace (42) in Algorithm 1 by (45) to yield the output_F H^{−β,n}U.

We refer interesting readers to [11] for more kernel approximation as (35), where different kernel approximations are compared, the advantages and pitfalls are displayed, and the corresponding fast algorithms are developed and numerically verified.

Next, we simply display that Algorithms 1 and 2 may be used to calculate (31). For the linear DG method, we can take X ∈ {t_n − t, t − t_{n−1}}. Direct calculation shows that (47) ∫_{tn} t_{n−1} (t_n − t)∂^α_t U(t)dt = ∂^{α−2}_t U(t_n) − ∂^{α−2}_t U(t_{n−1}) − τ_n∂^{α−1}_t U(t_{n−1}).

Hence, the integral ∫_{tn} t_{n−1} (tn − t)∂ α t U(t)dt can be approximated by (48) ∫_{tn} t_{n−1} (t_n − t)∂^α_t U(t)dt ≈_F D^{α−2,n}U −_F D^{α−2,n−1}U − τ_{nF} D^{α−1,n−1}U, where_F D^{α−k,n}(k = 1, 2) can be calculated by Algorithm 2. We can also apply Algorithm 1 to obtain F D^{α−1,n} when α is not close to zero. We can similarly derive (49) ∫_{tn} t_{n−1} (t − t_{n−1})∂^α_t U(t)dt ≈ −_F D^{α−2,n}U +_F D^{α−2,n−1}U + τ_{nF} D^{α−1,n}U. Numerical simulations show that (48) is sensitive to roundoff errors. Therefore, we will not take (48) and (49) to develop the fast time-stepping DG method in this paper. In the next section, we will develop a new fast algorithm to calculate (31), which works well for all α > 0 and is not sensitive to roundoff errors.

3.2 Semi-discrete fast time-stepping DG method

For t ∈ [t_{n−1}, t_n], n ≥ 2, using the following relation ∂^α_t U(t) =_{tn−2} ∂^α_t U(t) + ∫_{tn−2} 0 ω_{−α}(t − s)U(s)ds, we can obtain (50) D^{α,n}(U, X) = ∫_{tn} t_{n−1} ⟨X(t), ∂^α_t U(t)⟩dt = L^{α,n}(U, X) + H^{α,n}(U, X), where L^{α,n}(U, X) = ∫_{tn} t_{n−1} ⟨_{tn−2} ∂^α_t U(t), X(t)⟩dt, (51) H^{α,n}(U, X) = ∫_{tn} t_{n−1} ∫_{tn−2} 0 ω_{−α}(t − s)⟨U(s), X(t)⟩dsdt. (52) The local part L^{α,n}(U, X) can be calculated exactly when U(t) is a piecewise polynomial.

Next, we develop the fast method to calculate the history part H^{α,n}(U, X). Similar to (39), we let β = −α in (35) and insert it into H^{α,n}(U, X), we obtain

(53)

H^{α,n}(U, X) ≈ ∫_{tn} t_{n−1} ∫_{tn−2} 0 Q∑ j=1 w^{(α)}_j e^{−λj (t−s)}⟨U(s), X(t)⟩dsdt

= Q∑ j=1 w^{(α)}_j ∫_{tn} t_{n−1} e^{−λj (t−tn−2)} ⟨ ∫_{tn−2} 0 e^{−λj (tn−2−s)}U(s)ds Y_j (t_{n−2}) , X(t) ⟩ dt

= Q∑ j=1 w^{(α)}_j e^{−λj τn−1} ⟨ Y_j (t_{n−2}), ∫_{tn} t_{n−1} X(t)e^{−λj (t−tn−1)}dt ψ^n(X)

⟩

= Q∑ j=1 w^{(α)}_j e^{−λj τn−1} ⟨ψ^n(X), Y_j (t_{n−2})⟩ =_F H^{α,n}(U, X), where Y_j (t) is the solution of the ODE (40) that can be exactly solved by (41) and ψ^n(X) is given by

(54) ψ^n(X) = (τ_n)^2 { φ_1(−λ_j τ_n), X = t − t_{n−1}, φ_0(−λ_j τ_n) − φ_1(−λ_j τ_n), X = t_n − t,

with φ_k(z) =

∫_1 0 t^ke^{zt}dt. Remark 3.1. For quadratic DG, we can choose X ∈ {(t − t_{n−1})^2, (t − t_{n−1})(t_n − t), (t_n − t)^2}. Direct calculation shows that

ψ^n(X) = (τ_n)^3 φ_2(−λ_j τ_n), X = (t − t_{n−1})^2, φ_1(−λ_j τ_n) − φ_2(−λ_j τ_n), X = (t − t_{n−1})(t_n − t), φ_0(−λ_j τ_n) − 2φ_1(−λ_j τ_n) + φ_2(−λ_j τ_n), X = (t_n − t)^2.

For k = 0, 1, 2, we have φ_0(z) = z^{−1}(e^z − 1), φ_1(z) = z^{−2}((z − 1)e^z + 1) = e^{z e−z −[1+(−z)]}_{(−z)2} , and φ_2(z) = z^{−3}((z^2 − 2z + 2)e^z − 2) = 2e^{z e−z −[1+(−z)+(−z)2/2]}

(−z)^3 .

We present the fast method for calculating (31) in Algorithm 3.

Algorithm 3 Fast calculation of (31) based on (35) or (38).

• Step 1. Divide ∫_{tn} t_{n−1} ⟨X(t), ∂ α t U(t)⟩dt into two parts as (50).

• Step 2. Calculate the local part L^{α,n}(U, X) directly. • Step 3. Approximate the history part L^{α,n}(U, X) by (53), i.e.,

(55)_F H^{α,n}(U, X) = Q∑ j=1 w^{(α)}_j e^{−λj τn−1} ⟨ψ^n(X), Y_j (t_{n−2})⟩,_F H^{α,0}(U, X) = 0.

• Step 4. Output_F D^{α,n}(U, X) = L^{α,n}(U, X) +_F H^{α,n}(U, X).

From (50) and (53), we can present the semi-discrete fast time-stepping DG method for (1) as: Given F U(t) for t ∈ (0, t_{n−1}], the discrete solution_F U ∈ P_p(Ω) on the next time subinterval I_n is determined by requesting that (56) F D^{α,n}(F U, X) + ∫ I_n ⟨∇_F U(t), ∇X⟩dt = ∫ I_n ⟨f(t) + ω_{1−α}(t)u_0, X⟩dt, ∀X ∈ P_p(Ω), where_F U = U for t ∈ (0, t_2], U is the solution of (10), and_F D^{α,n}(·, ·) is defined by Algorithm 3.

We have the following error bound.

Theorem 3.1. Let U and_F U be the solutions of (10) and (56), respectively. If ε ≤ cN^{−rα} and c > 0 is sufficiently small, then ∫_{tn} 0 ‖U(t) −_F U(t)‖^2dt ≲ (εt^α_n t^{−α}_1 )^2 ≲ (εn^{rα})^2.

3.3 Fully discrete fast time-stepping DG method

From (56), we can present the fully discrete fast time-stepping DG method for (1) as: Given_F U_h(t) for t ∈ [0, t_{n−1}], n ≥ 2, the discrete solution_F U_h ∈ P_p(S_h) on the time subinterval I_n is determined by requesting that (57) F D^{α,n}(F Uh, X) + ∫ I_n ⟨∇_F U_h(t), ∇X⟩dt = ∫ I_n ⟨f + ω_{1−α}(t)u_0, X⟩dt, ∀X ∈ W_h, where_F U_h = U_h for t ∈ [0, t_2], U_h is the solution of (13), and_F D^{α,n}(·, ·) is defined by Algorithm 3.

We have the following error bound.

Theorem 3.2. Let U_h and_F U_h be the solutions of (13) and (57), respectively. If ε ≤ cN^{−rα} and c > 0 is sufficiently small, then ∫_{tn} 0 ‖U_h(t) −_F U_h(t)‖^2dt ≲ (εt^α_n t^{−α}_1 )^2 ≲ (εn^{rα})^2.

3.4 Proofs of Theorems 3.1 and 3.2

Proof of Theorem 3.1.

Proof. Let e = U −_F U and 0 < δ_k ≤ τ_{k−1}. Denote ^ε_k(t) = ^ε(t) for t > δ_k and ^ε_k(t) = 0 for t ∈ [0, δ_k]. Let δ = min_{1≤k≤N} δ_k. We have e = 0 for t ∈ [0, t_2].

From (10), (35), (50), (53), and (56), we have the following error equation

(58) ∫ I_k ⟨_{tk−2} ∂^α_t e(t), X⟩dt + ∫ I_k ∫_{tk−2} 0 ω_{−α}(t − s)⟨U(s), X⟩dsdt −_F H^{α,k}(_F U, X) + ∫ I_k ⟨∇e(t), ∇X⟩dt = 0, ∀X ∈ W_h, By (35) and (53), we have (59)_F H^{α,k}(_F U, X) = ∫_{tk} t_{k−1} ∫_{tk−2} 0 [1 − ^ε_k(t − s)] ω_{−α}(t − s)⟨_F U(s), X⟩dsdt. Inserting (59) into (58) yields

(60)

∫ I_k ⟨∂^α_t e(t), X⟩dt + ∫ I_k ⟨∇e(t), ∇X⟩dt = ∫ I_k ∫_{tk−2} 0 ^ε_k(t − s)ω_{−α}(t − s)⟨e(s), X⟩dsdt E^k_1 − ∫ I_k ∫_{tk−2} 0 ^ε_k(t − s)ω_{−α}(t − s)⟨U(s), X⟩dsdt E^k_2 .

Taking X = e(t) in (60) and summing up k from 2 to n yields (61) A^n_α(e, e) ≤ |A^n_α(e, e) + A^n_0 (∇e, ∇e)| = |E_1 − E_2| ≤ |E_1| + |E_2|, where e(t) = 0 for t ∈ (0, t_2] is used, E_j = ∑_n k=2 E^k_j , j = 1, 2.

We first estimate E_2. By (35), ω_{−α}(t) < 0 for t > 0, and t − δ ≥ t_{k−1} − δ = τ_{k−1} − δ + t_{k−2} ≥ t_{k−2} for t ∈ [t_{k−1}, t_k], k ≥ 2, we have

(62)

|E_2| ≤ n∑ k=2 ∫_{tk} t_{k−1} ∫_{tk−2} 0 |^ε_k(t − s)ω_{−α}(t − s)|‖U(s)‖‖e(t)‖dsdt

≤ − Cε n∑ k=2 ∫_{tk} t_{k−1} ‖e(t)‖ ∫_{tk−2} 0 ω_{−α}(t − s)‖U(s)‖dsdt

≤ − Cε ∫_{tn} t_2 ‖e(t)‖ ∫_{t−δ} 0 ω_{−α}(t − s)‖U(s)‖dsdt

≤Cε √∫_{tn} t_2 ‖e(t)‖^2dt √∫_{tn} t_2 ( ∫_{t−δ} 0 ω_{−α}(t − s)‖U(s)‖ds )_2 dt J [U] ,

where C is a positive constant independent of any integer number n.

Young’s convolution inequality [1, p. 34] states that

(63) ( ∫_b a |(w ∗ g)(t)|^2dt )_{1/2} ≤ ( ∫_b a |w(t)|dt )( ∫_b a |g(t)|^2dt )_{1/2} , a ≤ b, if all the integrals in (63).

Choosing g(t) = ‖U(t)‖, w(t) = ω_{−α}(t + δ), a = 0, b = t_n − δ in (63) yields

(64)

(J [U])^2 ≤ ∫_{tn} δ (∫_{t−δ} 0 ω_{−α}(t − s)‖U(s)‖ds )_2 dt

≤ (∫_{tn−δ} 0 |ω_{−α}(t + δ)|dt )_2 ∫_{tn−δ} 0 ‖U(t)‖^2dt

= ( 1 Γ(1 − α) ( δ^{−α} − t^{−α}_n ))^2 ∫^{tn−δ} 0 ‖U(t)‖^2dt ≤ ( δ^{−α} Γ(1 − α)

)_2 ∫_{tn} 0 ‖U(t)‖^2dt. Combining (62) and (64), and using the Cauchy–Schwartz inequality, we have

(65) |E_2| ≤ c_0 Γ(1 − α) ∫_{tn} t_2 ‖e(t)‖^2dt + Γ(1 − α)(Cε)^2 4c_0

(J [U])^2 ≤ 1 Γ(1 − α) ( c_0 ∫_{tn} 0 ‖e(t)‖^2dt + (Cεδ^{−α})^2 4c_0 ∫_{tn} 0 ‖U(t)‖^2dt ) , c_0 > 0.

We can similarly obtain

(66) |E_1| ≤ 1 Γ(1 − α) ( c_0 ∫_{tn} 0 ‖e(t)‖^2dt + (Cεδ^{−α})^2 4c_0 ∫_{tn} 0 ‖e(t)‖^2dt )

≤ 2c_0 Γ(1 − α) ∫_{tn} 0 ‖e(t)‖^2dt when (Cεδ^{−α})^2/(4c_0) ≤ c_0, i.e., ε ≤ 2c_0δ^α/C.

Combining (61), (65), and (66) yields

(67) A^n_α(e, e) ≤ 3c_0 ∫_{tn} 0 ‖e(t)‖^2 Γ(1 − α) dt + (Cεδ^{−α})^2 4c_0Γ(1 − α) ∫_{tn} 0 ‖U(t)‖^2dt. Choosing c_0 = t^{−α}_n /8 and δ = t_1 in (67), and using A^n_α(e, e) ≥ 1 2 t^{−α}_n Γ(1 − α) ∫_{tn} 0 ‖e(t)‖^2dt = 4c_0 Γ(1 − α) ∫_{tn} 0 ‖e(t)‖^2dt by Lemma 2.2, we derive ∫_{tn} 0 ‖e(t)‖^2dt ≲ (εt^α_nt^{−α}_1 )^2 ∫_{tn} 0 ‖U(t)‖^2dt ≲ (εn^{rα})^2 ∫_{tn} 0 ‖U(t)‖^2dt when ε ≤ 2c_0δ^αC^{−1} = (4C)^{−1}t^α_1 t^{−α}_n = (4C)^{−1}n^{−rα}. The proof is completed.

The proof of Theorem 3.2 is similar to that of Theorem 3.1, which is omitted.

4 Numerical results

In this section, we perform numerical experiments to verify the efficiency of the scheme. Example 4.1. Consider the following initial value problem

(68) {_C 0 D^α_t u(t) + u(t) = f(t), t ∈ (0, T ], T > 0, u(0) = 1.

Assume that the exact solution to (68) is u(t) = 1 + t^α + t^{2α}, and

f(t) = 1 + Γ(α + 1) + [1 + Γ(2α + 1)/Γ(α + 1)]t^α + t^{2α}.

Taking T = 4, we apply linear and quadratic DG method in the computation, the average errors (∑_N n=1 τ_n‖e^n‖^2 )_{1/2} are shown in Tables 1–2. We observe (p + 1)-order convergence when r ≥^{2p+2−α}_{1+2σ−α} , which agrees with the theoretical result. Figure 1(a) shows the computational time of the fast method and the direct method when α = 0.8, and we observe that the fast method really outperforms the direct method in efficiency and saves computational cost. The difference between the fast solution and the direct solution is presented in Figure 1(b). We can see that the two solutions are very close, which means the error caused from the trapezoidal rule in fast method is very small. Example 4.2. Consider the following initial-boundary value problem

(69) C 0 D^α_t u(x, t) = Δu(x, t) + f(x, t), (x, t) ∈ Ω × (0, T ], T > 0, u(x, 0) = sin(x), x ∈ Ω̄, u(x, t) = 0, (x, t) ∈ ∂Ω × [0, T ], where Ω = (0, 1) and 0 < α < 1. The exact solution to (4.2) is u = (1 + t^α + t^{2α}) sin(2πx) when

f(t) = (4π^2 + Γ(α + 1) + (4π^2 + Γ(2α + 1)/Γ(α + 1))t^α + 4π^2t^{2α}) sin(2πx).

Considering T = 4, we employ linear DG and linear FEM in the computation. Table 3 gives the average errors and convergence rates in time of Example 4.2 when α = 0.2, 0.5 and 0.8, respectively, for various choices of N and r. The optimal rates of order O(N^{−2}) is observed when r ≥^{2p+2−α}_{1+2σ−α} . The errors and convergence rates in space are displayed in Table 4, which second-order accuracy is observed. The numerical results are consistent with Theorem 2.2.

Table 1: The average error for Example 4.1 when p = 1. α N r = 1 r = 1.2 r = 1.6 r =^{4−α}_{1+α} r = 3.5 Error Rate Error Rate Error Rate Error Rate Error Rate 32 1.67e-02 - 9.66e-03 - 3.26e-03 - 4.21e-04 - 4.41e-04 - 64 9.67e-03 0.79 4.97e-03 0.96 1.32e-03 1.30 1.18e-04 1.84 1.24e-04 1.83 0.2 128 5.56e-03 0.80 2.53e-03 0.97 5.28e-04 1.32 3.24e-05 1.86 3.42e-05 1.86 256 3.18e-03 0.81 1.28e-03 0.98 2.08e-04 1.34 8.80e-06 1.88 9.29e-06 1.88 512 1.81e-03 0.81 6.45e-04 0.99 8.15e-05 1.35 2.36e-06 1.90 2.50e-06 1.89 32 7.32e-03 - 3.24e-03 - 9.12e-04 - 5.80e-04 - 8.37e-04 - 64 3.03e-03 1.27 1.11e-03 1.54 2.46e-04 1.89 1.52e-04 1.93 2.21e-04 1.92 0.5 128 1.23e-03 1.30 3.74e-04 1.57 6.52e-05 1.92 3.93e-05 1.95 5.75e-05 1.94 256 4.88e-04 1.33 1.23e-04 1.60 1.70e-05 1.94 1.01e-05 1.96 1.48e-05 1.96 512 1.91e-04 1.35 3.99e-05 1.63 4.39e-06 1.95 2.56e-06 1.97 3.79e-06 1.97 32 1.28e-03 - 5.73e-04 - 6.03e-04 - 7.03e-04 - 2.15e-03 - 64 4.32e-04 1.56 1.57e-04 1.87 1.54e-04 1.97 1.79e-04 1.97 5.47e-04 1.97 0.8 128 1.41e-04 1.61 4.24e-05 1.89 3.89e-05 1.98 4.53e-05 1.98 1.39e-04 1.98 256 4.51e-05 1.65 1.13e-05 1.90 9.79e-06 1.99 1.14e-05 1.99 3.50e-05 1.99 512 1.41e-05 1.68 3.00e-06 1.92 2.46e-06 1.99 2.87e-06 1.99 8.80e-06 1.99

(a) Computational time (b) Difference

Figure 1: (a): The computational time of the fast method and direct method; (b): The difference between the numerical solutions of the fast method and direct method; Example 4.1, Q = 256, M = 10000, r = 2, p = 1.

Table 2: The average error for Example 4.1 when p = 2.

α N r = 2 r = 2.2 r = 2.5 r = 6−α 1+α r = 5 Error Rate Error Rate Error Rate Error Rate Error Rate 32 6.98e-04 - 4.11e-04 - 2.01e-04 - 2.75e-05 - 2.81e-05 - 64 2.86e-04 1.29 1.53e-04 1.42 6.45e-05 1.64 3.98e-06 2.79 4.06e-06 2.79 0.2 128 1.15e-04 1.31 5.61e-05 1.45 2.03e-05 1.67 5.54e-07 2.84 5.63e-07 2.85 256 4.62e-05 1.32 2.03e-05 1.47 6.32e-06 1.69 7.54e-08 2.88 7.65e-08 2.88 512 1.83e-05 1.34 7.29e-06 1.48 1.94e-06 1.70 1.01e-08 2.90 1.02e-08 2.90 32 2.33e-04 - 1.16e-04 - 4.31e-05 - 5.81e-06 - 6.13e-06 - 64 7.37e-05 1.66 3.19e-05 1.86 9.61e-06 2.17 8.62e-07 2.75 1.05e-06 2.54 0.5 128 2.23e-05 1.72 8.39e-06 1.93 2.03e-06 2.24 1.21e-07 2.83 1.66e-07 2.66 256 6.55e-06 1.77 2.13e-06 1.98 4.12e-07 2.30 1.65e-08 2.88 2.43e-08 2.77 512 1.87e-06 1.81 5.27e-07 2.02 8.16e-08 2.34 2.19e-09 2.91 3.38e-09 2.85 32 4.04e-05 - 1.72e-05 - 4.86e-06 - 1.76e-06 - 6.77e-06 - 64 1.11e-05 1.87 4.09e-06 2.08 9.25e-07 2.39 2.39e-07 2.88 9.03e-07 2.91 0.8 128 2.91e-06 1.93 9.28e-07 2.14 1.69e-07 2.46 3.15e-08 2.92 1.17e-07 2.95 256 7.47e-07 1.96 2.06e-07 2.17 3.01e-08 2.48 4.11e-09 2.94 1.50e-08 2.97 512 1.89e-07 1.98 4.53e-08 2.19 5.34e-09 2.50 5.33e-10 2.95 1.89e-09 2.98

Table 3: The average error in time for Example 4.2 when p = 1 and h = 1/256. α N r = 1 r = 1.2 r = 1.6 r =^{4−α}_{1+α} r = 3.5 Error Rate Error Rate Error Rate Error Rate Error Rate 32 1.94e-01 - 1.32e-01 - 6.14e-02 - 6.79e-03 - 6.12e-03 - 64 1.14e-01 0.77 7.00e-02 0.92 2.65e-02 1.21 1.54e-03 2.14 1.39e-03 2.13 0.2 128 6.68e-02 0.77 3.71e-02 0.92 1.15e-02 1.21 3.56e-04 2.11 3.29e-04 2.08 256 3.93e-02 0.76 1.97e-02 0.91 4.97e-03 1.21 8.37e-05 2.09 7.98e-05 2.05 512 2.32e-02 0.76 1.05e-02 0.91 2.16e-03 1.21 2.00e-05 2.06 1.96e-05 2.02 32 4.69e-02 - 2.46e-02 - 6.83e-03 - 1.78e-03 - 2.20e-03 - 64 2.12e-02 1.15 9.47e-03 1.38 1.90e-03 1.85 4.40e-04 2.02 5.66e-04 1.96 0.5 128 9.50e-03 1.16 3.57e-03 1.41 5.06e-04 1.91 1.08e-04 2.02 1.44e-04 1.98 256 4.20e-03 1.18 1.30e-03 1.45 1.30e-04 1.96 2.69e-05 2.01 3.62e-05 1.99 512 1.82e-03 1.21 4.61e-04 1.50 3.25e-05 2.00 6.68e-06 2.01 9.09e-06 1.99 32 1.17e-02 - 4.74e-03 - 1.22e-03 - 1.15e-03 - 3.16e-03 - 64 3.76e-03 1.64 1.15e-03 2.04 2.60e-04 2.23 2.81e-04 2.03 8.44e-04 1.90 0.8 128 1.12e-03 1.74 2.53e-04 2.19 6.23e-05 2.06 7.09e-05 1.99 2.19e-04 1.95 256 3.16e-04 1.83 5.15e-05 2.30 1.57e-05 1.99 1.79e-05 1.99 5.59e-05 1.97 512 8.51e-05 1.89 1.04e-05 2.31 3.97e-06 1.98 4.51e-06 1.99 1.42e-05 1.98

Table 4: The average error in space for Example 4.2 when p = 1 and N = 20000.

α h r = 1 r = 1.2 r = 1.6 r = 4−α 1+α r = 3.5 Error Rate Error Rate Error Rate Error Rate Error Rate 1/4 4.04e-01 - 4.04e-01 - 4.04e-01 - 4.04e-01 - 4.04e-01 - 1/8 1.24e-01 1.70 1.24e-01 1.70 1.24e-01 1.70 1.24e-01 1.70 1.24e-01 1.70 0.2 1/16 3.26e-02 1.93 3.26e-02 1.93 3.26e-02 1.93 3.26e-02 1.93 3.26e-02 1.93 1/32 8.35e-03 1.97 8.24e-03 1.98 8.23e-03 1.98 8.23e-03 1.98 8.23e-03 1.98 1/64 2.48e-03 1.75 2.09e-03 1.98 2.06e-03 2.00 2.06e-03 2.00 2.06e-03 2.00 1/4 3.41e-01 - 3.41e-01 - 3.41e-01 - 3.41e-01 - 3.41e-01 - 1/8 1.05e-01 1.71 1.05e-01 1.71 1.05e-01 1.71 1.05e-01 1.71 1.05e-01 1.71 0.5 1/16 2.73e-02 1.93 2.73e-02 1.93 2.73e-02 1.93 2.73e-02 1.93 2.73e-02 1.93 1/32 6.91e-03 1.98 6.91e-03 1.98 6.91e-03 1.98 6.91e-03 1.98 6.91e-03 1.98 1/64 1.73e-03 2.00 1.73e-03 2.00 1.73e-03 2.00 1.73e-03 2.00 1.73e-03 2.00 1/4 2.87e-01 - 2.87e-01 - 2.87e-01 - 2.87e-01 - 2.87e-01 - 1/8 8.69e-02 1.72 8.69e-02 1.72 8.69e-02 1.72 8.69e-02 1.72 8.69e-02 1.72 0.8 1/16 2.27e-02 1.94 2.27e-02 1.94 2.27e-02 1.94 2.27e-02 1.94 2.27e-02 1.94 1/32 5.72e-03 1.99 5.72e-03 1.99 5.72e-03 1.99 5.72e-03 1.99 5.72e-03 1.99 1/64 1.43e-03 2.00 1.43e-03 2.00 1.43e-03 2.00 1.43e-03 2.00 1.43e-03 2.00

5 Conclusion

This work develops a high-order fast time-stepping DG FEM for the subdiffusion equation. We prove the optimal error estimate of the time-stepping DG method, which displays that the error in the L^2((0, T ), L^2(Ω))-norm is O(N^{−p−1} + h^{m+1} + εN^{rα}). Our result improves the error bound in [24]. Numerical examples are given to demonstrate the theoretical analysis.

A Proof of Lemma 2.3

For any function v ∈ C([0, T ]), the piecewise Lagrange interpolant Π^pv is defined by Π^pv(t_{n,j} ) = v(t_{n,j} ), t_{n,j} ∈ [t_{n−1}, t_n], 0 ≤ j ≤ p, 1 ≤ n ≤ N, where Π^pv(t)|_{t∈[tn−1,tn]} is the polynomial with degree p, t_{n,j} = t_{n−1} + jτ_n/p, 0 ≤ j ≤ p, p ≥ 1. Denote the interpolation error as η_v = v − Π^pv.

Denote the right-hand-side RL integral operator_t∂^{−α}_b as t∂^{−α}_b v(t) = ∫_b t (s − t)^{α−1} Γ(α) v(s)ds, α ≥ 0.

Then,_t∂^α_b denotes the right-hand-side RL derivative operator of order α in the sense of the principal value [27].

Let J_n = (0, t_n). Let J^α_L (J_n) and J^α_R(J_n) be the left and right factional derivative spaces, respectively. Define the semi-norms | · |_J α_{L (Jn)} and | · |_J α_{R(Jn)}, respectively, by

|v|_J α_{L (Jn)} = (∫_{tn} 0 |∂^α_t v(t)|^2dt )1/2 and |v|_J α_{R (Jn)} = (∫_{tn} 0 |_t∂^α_{tn} v(t)|^2dt )1/2 . The norms ‖ · ‖_J α_{L (Jn)} and ‖ · ‖_J α_{R(Jn)} are, respectively, defined by ‖v‖_J α_{L (Jn)} = ( |v|^2_J α_{L (Jn)} + ‖v‖^2_L2_{(Jn)} )_{1/2} and ‖v‖_J α_{R(Jn)} = ( |v|^2_J α_{R(Jn)} + ‖v‖^2_L2_{(Jn)} )_{1/2} , where ‖v‖^2_{L2(Jn)} = ∫_{tn} 0 |v(t)|^2dt = |v|_J 0_{L(Jn)}. Readers can refer to [26] for details.

Lemma A.1. Let α_1 + α_2 = α < 1, α_1, α_2 ≥ 0, w ∈ J^α_L (J_n), v ∈ J^{α2}_R (J_n). Then ∫_{tn} 0 v(t)∂^α_t w(t)dt = ∫_{tn} 0 ∂^{α1}_t w(t)_t∂^{α2}_{tn} v(t)dt. Proof. The proof is similar to that of [26, Lemma 3.1.4], the details are omitted. The proof is complete.

Lemma A.2. Let v ∈ J^α_L (J_n), 0 < α < 1/2. Then |v|^2_J α_{L (Jn)} ≲ | | | ∫_{tn} 0 ∂^α_t v(t)_t∂^α_{tn} v(t)dt | | | ≲ |v|^2_J α_{R (Jn)} ≲ |v|^2_J α_{L (Jn)}. Proof. Following the proofs of Theorems 3.1.3, 3.1.5, and 3.1.13 in [26] yields the desired result. The proof is complete.

Lemma A.3. Let v ∈ J^γ_R(J_n) ∩ C(J̄_n). Then ‖Π^pv − v‖_J β_{R(Jn)} ≲ N^{β−γ} ‖v‖_J^γ_{R(Jn)}, 0 ≤ β ≤ γ ≤ 2. Proof. The above error bound follows from ‖Π^pv − v‖_J β_{R(Jn)} ≲ ‖Π^pv − v‖_Hβ_{(Jn)} ≲ N^{β−γ}‖v‖_Hγ_{(Jn)} ≲ N^{β−γ}‖v‖_J^γ_{R(Jn)}, see [26, Theorem 3.1.13] and [26, Theorem 3.3.2] (or [5, Eq. (4.2.21)]). The proof is complete.

Lemma A.4. Let v ∈ C([0, T ]) and satisfy (70) |v(t) − v(0)| ≲ t^σ , |v^{(ℓ)}(t)| ≲ 1 + t^{σ−ℓ}, t > 0, 0 < σ < 1, 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ p + 1. Then

(71) |η_v (t)| ≲t^{σ−p−1}_n (t − t_n)^{p+1}, t ∈ [t_n, t_{n+1}], n ≥ 1, |η^′_v (t)| ≲t^{σ−p−1}_n (t − t_n)^p, t ∈ [t_n, t_{n+1}], n ≥ 1 |η^′_v (t)| ≲t^{σ−1}_1 + t^{σ−1}, t ∈ [0, t_1]. Proof. For each n ≥ 1, let T^n_p v(t) = ∑_p k=0 v^{(k)} (t_n)

k! (t − t_n)^k be the Taylor polynomial of order p of v(t), satisfying

(72) v(t) − T^n_p v(t) = ∫_t t_n v^{(p+1)}(s) p! (t − s)^pds.

By |Π^p(T^n_p v − v)| ≲ |T^n_p v − v|, the inverse inequality |(Π^p(T^n_p v − v))^′| ≲ τ^{−1}_{n+1}|T^n_p v − v| (see [5, Eq. (4.5.4)])) for t ∈ [t_n, t_{n+1}], and the following relation (73) η_v(t) = v(t) − Π^pv(t) = (v(t) − T^n_p v(t)) + Π^p(T^n_p v(t) − v(t)), we have

(74) |η_v (t)| ≲|v(t) − T^n_p v(t)|, |(η_v (t))^′| ≲|(v(t) − T^n_p v(t))^′| + τ^{−1}_{n+1}|(T^n_p v(t) − v(t))|. For t ∈ [t_n, t_{n+1}], n ≥ 1, by (74), (72), and (70), we obtain

(75) |η_v (t)| ≲ ∫_t t_n |v^{(p+1)}(s)|(t − s)^pds ≲ t^{σ−p−1}_n (t − t_n)^{p+1}, |η^′_v (t)| ≲ ∫_t t_n |v^{(p+1)}(s)|(t − s)^{p−1}ds ≲ t^{σ−p−1}_n (t − t_n)^p. For t ∈ [0, t_1], by η_v = v − Π^1v + Π^1v − Π^pv, the inverse inequality |(Π^1v − Π^pv)^′| ≲ τ^{−1}_1 |Π^1v − Π^pv|, (Π^1v)^′ = (v(t_1) − v(0))/τ_1, we derive

(76)

|η^′_v | =|(v − Π^1v)^′ + (Π^1v − Π^pv)^′| ≲ |(v − Π^1v)^′| + τ^{−1}_1 |Π^1v − Π^pv| ≲τ^{−1}_1 |v(t_1) − v(0)| + |v^′(t)| + τ^{−1}_1 |v(t) − v(0)| ≲t^{σ−1}_1 + t^{σ−1} + t^{−1}_1 t^σ ≲ t^{σ−1}_1 + t^{σ−1}.

The proof is complete.

Lemma A.5. Let v satisfy (70). Then

(77) ∫_{tk−2} 0 (t_{k−1} − s)^{−α−1}|η_v (s)|ds ≲ Φ(k, N, r, α, σ, p), k ≥ 2, where (78) Φ(k, N, r, α, σ, p) = t^{σ−α}_k { k^{−(p+1−α)}, r(1 + σ) ≥ p + 1, k^{−r(1+σ)}, r(1 + σ) < p + 1.

Proof. With (71), the error bound (77) can be similarly proved as that of the case p = 1, the details are omitted, see [28, Lemma 2.1]. The proof is complete. Lemma A.6. Let v satisfy (70). For t ∈ [t_{k−1}, t_k], k ≥ 1, we have

(79) ∫_{tk} t_{k−1} |∂^α_t η_v(t)|^2dt ≲ τ_k (Φ(k, N, r, α, σ, p))^2. Proof. By η_v (0) = 0 and (9), ∂^α_t η_v (t) = ∂^{α−1}_t (η_v )^′(t). For t ∈ [t_0, t_1], by (76),

(80) |∂^α_t η_v(t)| = | | | ∫_t 0 (t − s)^{−α} Γ(1 − α)

(η_v )^′(s)ds | | | ≤ ∫_t 0 (t − s)^{−α} Γ(1 − α) |(η_v )^′(s)|ds ≲ ∫_t 0 (t − s)^{−α} Γ(1 − α)

(t^{σ−1}_1 + s^{σ−1})ds ≲ t^{σ−1}_1 t^{1−α} + t^{σ−α}.

Hence, ∫_{t1} 0 |∂^α_t η_v (t)|^2dt ≲ t^{2σ−2α+1} 1 ≲ τ_1(Φ(1, N, r, α, σ, p))^2. By the similar reasoning, (80) holds for t ∈ [t_1, t_2], which leads to ∫_{t2} 0 |∂^α_t η_v (t)|^2dt ≲ t^{2σ−2α+1} 2 ≲ τ_2(Φ(2, N, r, α, σ, p))^2.

For t ∈ [t_{k−1}, t_k], k ≥ 3, using (9) with η_v (t_{k−2}) = 0, we have

(81)

∂^α_t η_v (t) = ∫_{tk−2} 0 (t − s)^{−α−1} Γ(−α) η_v (s)ds J_1 + ∫_t t_{k−2} (t − s)^{−α} Γ(1 − α)

(η_v (s))^′ds

J_2 .

By (t − s)^{−α−1} ≤ (t_{k−1} − s)^{−α−1} for (t, s) ∈ [t_{k−1}, t_k] × [0, t_{k−2}] and Lemma A.5, we have

(82) |J_1| ≤ ∫_{tk−2} 0 (t_{k−1} − s)^{−α−1} |Γ(−α)| |η_v (s)|ds ≲ Φ(k, N, r, α, σ, p). By Lemma A.4, we can easily derive

(83) |J_2| ≤ ∫_t t_{k−2} (t − s)^{−α} Γ(1 − α) |η^′_v (s)|ds ≲ (t − t_{k−2})^{1−α}τ^p_k t^{σ−p−1}_{k−2} ≲τ^{p+1−α} k t^{σ−p−1} k ≲ Φ(k, N, r, α, σ, p). Combining (81)–(83) yields |∂^α_t η_v(t)| ≤ |J_1| + |J_2| ≲ Φ(k, N, r, α, σ, p), which leads to (79) for k ≥ 3. The proof is complete.

Lemma A.7. Let t ∈ [t_{n−1}, t_n] and 1 ≤ n ≤ N. If v satisfies (70) and σ ≤ p + (p + 1)/α, then

(84) ∫_{tn} 0 |∂^{α/2}_t η_v (t)|^2dt ≲ N^{−r(1+2σ−α)}, 1 ≤ r < 2p + 2 − α 1 + 2σ − α , N^{−2p−2+α}(1 + ln(n)), r =

2p + 2 − α 1 + 2σ − α , N^{−2p−2+α}t^{1+2σ−α− 2p+2−αr} n , r > 2p + 2 − α 1 + 2σ − α . Proof. Using Lemma A.6 yields ∫_{tn} 0 |∂^{α/2}_t η_v (t)|^2dt = n∑ k=1 ∫_{tk} t_{k−1} |∂^{α/2}_t η_v(t)|^2dt ≲ n∑ k=1 τ_k (Φ(k, N, r, α/2, σ, p))^2.

Case r(1 + σ) ≥ p + 1. By τ_k ≲ k^{r−1}N^{−r} and t_k ≲ k^rN^{−r}, we have

(85) n∑ k=1 τ_k (Φ(k, N, r, α/2, σ, p))^2 = n∑ k=1 k^{−(2p+2−α)}τ_kt^{2σ−α}_k

≲ n∑ k=1 k^{−(2p+2−α)}k^{r−1}N^{−r}(k^rN^{−r})^{2σ−α}

=N^{−r(1+2σ−α)} n∑ k=1 k^{r(1+2σ−α)−(2p+3−α)}. Direct calculations show that

(86) n∑ k=1 k^{r(1+2σ−α)−(2p+3−α)} ≲ n^{r(1+2σ−α)−(2p+2−α)} if r(1 + 2σ − α) > 2p + 2 − α, ln(n + 1) if r(1 + 2σ − α) = 2p + 2 − α, 1 if r(1 + 2σ − α) < 2p + 2 − α.

Combining (85) and (86) yields (84).

Case r(1 + σ) < p + 1. We have n∑ k=1 τ_k (Φ(k, N, r, α/2, σ, p))^2 = n∑ k=1 τ_k k^{−2r(1+σ)}t^{2σ−α}_k

≲N^{−r(2σ−α)} n∑ k=1 k^{r−1}N^{−r}k^{−2r(1+σ)}k^{r(2σ−α)}

=N^{−r(1+2σ−α)} n∑ k=1 k^{−1−r(α+1)} ≲ N^{−r(1+2σ−α)}. The proof is complete.

Now, we are in a position to prove Lemma 2.3.

Proof. Denote P_m(I_k ) be the polynomial space of degree m on I_k and P_m(J_n) = {v ∈ L^2(J_n) : v|_{Ik} ∈ P_m(I_k ), 1 ≤ k ≤ n}. Let e(t) = R^α_t v(t) − v(t), θ(t) = R^α_t v(t) − Π^pv(t), and η_v (t) = Π^pv(t) − v(t). Then, e(t) = θ(t) + η_v(t) and ∫_{tn} 0 X(t)∂^α_t θ(t)dt = − ∫_{tn} 0 X(t)∂^α_t η_v (t)dt, X ∈ P_m(J_n). Letting X(t) = θ(t) in the above equation, and using Lemmas A.1 and A.2, we obtain

(87)

∫_{tn} 0 |∂^{α/2}_t θ(t)|^2dt ≲ ∫_{tn} 0 θ(t)∂^α_t θ(t)dt = − ∫_{tn} 0 t∂^{α/2}_{tn} θ(t)∂^{α/2}_t η_v (t)dt ≲ (∫_{tn} 0 |_t∂^{α/2}_{tn} θ(t)|^2dt )_{1/2} (∫_{tn} 0 |∂^{α/2}_t η_v(t)|^2dt )_{1/2}

≲|θ|_J α/2_{L (Jn)}|η_v|_J α/2_{L (Jn)}. The above inequality yields |θ|_J α/2_{L (Jn)} ≲ |η_v |_J α/2_{L (Jn)}. Using the triangular inequality |e|_J α/2_{L (Jn)} ≤ |θ|_J α/2_{L (Jn)} + |η_v |_J α/2_{L (Jn)} and Lemma A.7, we obtain (88) |e|^2_{J α/2L (Jn)} ≲ N^αE(n, N, σ, α, r, p). Introduce w as the solution to the adjoint problem (89)_t∂^α_{tn} w(t) = e(t), w(t_n) = 0. By Lemma A.2 and the above equation, w satisfies (90) ‖w‖_J α_{L (Jn)} ≲ ‖w‖_J α_{R(Jn)} ≲ ‖e‖_L2_{(Jn)}. Multiplying e(t) on both sides of (89) and integrating over J_n, we obtain

(91)

‖e‖^2_L2_{(Jn)} = ∫_{tn} 0 e(t)_t∂^α_{tn} w(t)dt = ∫_{tn} 0 w(t)∂^α_t e(t)dt (By Lemma A.1) = ∫_{tn} 0 (w(t) − Π^pw(t)) ∂^α_t e(t)dt (By (16)) = − ∫_{tn} 0 t∂^{α/2}_{tn} η_w(t) ∂^{α/2}_t e(t)dt (By Lemma A.1) ≤|e|_J α/2_{L (Jn)}|η_w|_J α/2_{R (Jn)} ≲N^{−α/2}|e|_J α/2_{L (Jn)}‖w‖_J α_{R(Jn)} (By Lemma A.3) ≲N^{−α/2}|e|_J α/2_{L (Jn)}‖e‖_L2_{(Jn)}. (By (90)) The above inequality and (88) yield (18). The proof is complete.

References

[1] R. A. Adams and J. J. F. Fournier, Sobolev spaces, vol. 140 of Pure and Applied Mathematics (Amsterdam), Elsevier/Academic Press, Amsterdam, second ed., 2003.

[2] A. A. Alikhanov, A new difference scheme for the time fractional diffusion equation, J. Comput.

Phys., 280 (2015), pp. 424–438.

[3] D. Baffet and J. S. Hesthaven, A kernel compression scheme for fractional differential equations, SIAM J. Numer. Anal., 55 (2017), pp. 496–520.

[4] L. Banjai and M. López-Fernández, Efficient high order algorithms for fractional integrals and fractional differential equations, Numer. Math., 141 (2019), pp. 289–317.

[5] S. C. Brenner and L. R. Scott, The mathematical theory of finite element methods, vol. 15 of Texts in Applied Mathematics, Springer, New York, third ed., 2008.

[6] L. Chen, J. Zhang, J. Zhao, W. Cao, H. Wang, and J. Zhang, An accurate and efficient algorithm for the time-fractional molecular beam epitaxy model with slope selection, Comput. Phys. Commun., 245 (2019), pp. 106842, 13.

[7] P. M. de Carvalho-Neto and R. Fehlberg Júnior, On the fractional version of Leibniz rule, Math. Nachr., 293 (2020), pp. 670–700.

[8] K. Diethelm, The analysis of fractional differential equations, vol. 2004 of Lecture Notes in Mathematics, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2010. An application-oriented exposition using differential operators of Caputo type.

[9] G.-h. Gao, Z.-z. Sun, and H.-w. Zhang, A new fractional numerical differentiation formula to approximate the Caputo fractional derivative and its applications, J. Comput. Phys., 259 (2014), pp. 33–50.

[10] L. Guo, F. Zeng, I. Turner, K. Burrage, and G. E. Karniadakis, Efficient multistep methods for tempered fractional calculus: algorithms and simulations, SIAM J. Sci. Comput., 41 (2019), pp. A2510–A2535.

[11] Y. Huang, Q. Li, R. Li, F. Zeng, and L. Guo, A unified fast memory-saving time-stepping method for fractional operators and its applications, Numer. Math. Theory Methods Appl., 15 (2022), pp. 679–714.

[12] S. Jiang, J. Zhang, Q. Zhang, and Z. Zhang, Fast evaluation of the Caputo fractional derivative and its applications to fractional diffusion equations, Commun. Comput. Phys., 21 (2017), pp. 650– 678.

[13] B. Jin, B. Li, and Z. Zhou, Correction of high-order BDF convolution quadrature for fractional evolution equations, SIAM J. Sci. Comput., 39 (2017), pp. A3129–A3152.

[14] B. Jin and Z. Zhou, Numerical treatment and analysis of time-fractional evolution equations, vol. 214 of Applied Mathematical Sciences, Springer, Cham, [2023] ©2023.

[15] S. Karaa, K. Mustapha, and A. K. Pani, Finite volume element method for two-dimensional fractional subdiffusion problems, IMA J. Numer. Anal., 37 (2017), pp. 945–964.

[16] B. Li and S. Ma, Exponential convolution quadrature for nonlinear subdiffusion equations with nonsmooth initial data, SIAM J. Numer. Anal., 60 (2022), pp. 503–528.

[17] B. Li, T. Wang, and X. Xie, Analysis of a time-stepping discontinuous Galerkin method for fractional diffusion-wave equations with nonsmooth data, J. Sci. Comput., 82 (2020), pp. Paper No. 4, 30.

[18] , Numerical analysis of two Galerkin discretizations with graded temporal grids for fractional evolution equations, J. Sci. Comput., 85 (2020), pp. Paper No. 59, 27.

[19] C. Li and F. Zeng, Numerical methods for fractional calculus, Chapman & Hall/CRC Numerical Analysis and Scientific Computing, CRC Press, Boca Raton, FL, 2015.

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

[21] M. López-Fernández, C. Lubich, and A. Schädle, Adaptive, fast, and oblivious convolution in evolution equations with memory, SIAM J. Sci. Comput., 30 (2008), pp. 1015–1037.

[22] W. McLean, Implementation of high-order, discontinuous Galerkin time stepping for fractional diffusion problems, ANZIAM J., 62 (2020), pp. 121–147.

[23] K. Mustapha, Time-stepping discontinuous Galerkin methods for fractional diffusion problems, Numer. Math., 130 (2015), pp. 497–516.

[24] K. Mustapha, B. Abdallah, K. M. Furati, and M. Nour, A discontinuous Galerkin method for time fractional diffusion equations with variable coefficients, Numer. Algorithms, 73 (2016), pp. 517– 534.

[25] K. Mustapha and W. McLean, Uniform convergence for a discontinuous Galerkin, time-stepping method applied to a fractional diffusion equation, IMA J. Numer. Anal., 32 (2012), pp. 906–925.

[26] J. P. Roop, Variational solution of the fractional advection dispersion equation, ProQuest LLC, Ann Arbor, MI, 2004. Thesis (Ph.D.)–Clemson University.

[27] S. G. Samko, A. A. Kilbas, and O. I. Marichev, Fractional integrals and derivatives, Gordon and Breach Science Publishers, Yverdon, 1993. Theory and applications, Edited and with a foreword by S. M. Nikol^′skiĭ, Translated from the 1987 Russian original, Revised by the authors.

[28] J.-y. Shen, Z.-z. Sun, and R. Du, Fast finite difference schemes for time-fractional diffusion equations with a weak singularity at initial time, East Asian J. Appl. Math., 8 (2018), pp. 834–858.

[29] M. Stynes, A survey of the L1 scheme in the discretisation of time-fractional problems, Numer.

Math. Theory Methods Appl., 15 (2022), pp. 1173–1192.

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

[31] Z.-z. Sun and G.-h. Gao, Fractional differential equations—finite difference methods, De Gruyter, Berlin; Science Press Beijing, [Beijing], [2020] ©2020.

[32] L. N. Trefethen and J. A. C. Weideman, The exponentially convergent trapezoidal rule, SIAM Rev., 56 (2014), pp. 385–458.

[33] F. Zeng, I. Turner, and K. Burrage, A stable fast time-stepping method for fractional integral and derivative operators, J. Sci. Comput., 77 (2018), pp. 283–307.

[34] H. Zhu and C. Xu, A fast high order method for the time-fractional diffusion equation, SIAM J.

Numer. Anal., 57 (2019), pp. 2829–2849.