arXiv:2311.13049v2 [math.NA] 5 Feb 2024

Fourier pseudospectral methods for the variable-order space fractional wave equations

Yanzhi Zhang^∗, Xiaofei Zhao^†, Shiping Zhou^‡

Abstract In this paper, we propose Fourier pseudospectral methods to solve the variable-order space fractional wave equation and develop an accelerated matrix-free approach for its effective implementation. In constant-order cases, our methods can be efficiently implemented via the (inverse) fast Fourier transforms, and the computational cost at each time step is O(N log N) with N the total number of spatial points. However, this fast algorithm fails in the variable-order cases due to the spatial dependence of the Fourier multiplier. On the other hand, the direct matrix-vector multiplication approach becomes impractical due to excessive memory requirements. To address this challenge, we proposed an accelerated matrix-free approach for the efficient computation of variable-order cases. The computational cost is O(MN log N) and storage cost O(MN), where M ≪ N. Moreover, our method can be easily parallelized to further enhance its efficiency. Numerical studies show that our methods are effective in solving the variable-order space fractional wave equations, especially in high-dimensional cases. Wave propagation in heterogeneous media is studied in comparison to homogeneous counterparts. We find that wave dynamics in fractional cases become more intricate due to nonlocal interactions. Specifically, dynamics in heterogeneous media are more complex than those in homogeneous media.

Keywords: Fractional wave equation, variable-order fractional Laplacian, fast Fourier transforms, Fourier pseudospectral method, time splitting method.

1 Introduction

Recently, nonlocal fractional wave equations have garnered considerable attention in modeling wave propagation within complex media, including biomedical materials, irregular porous media, and fractal rock layers [1, 7, 26, 30, 20, 19]. Specifically, variable-order space fractional wave equations have found extensive applications in studying wave dispersion and attenuation in heterogeneous media. In [30, 6, 28, 21] and many other studies, the seismic wave propagation in heterogeneous media is described by the following variable-order space fractional wave equations: 1 c^2(x)

∂^2u(x, t) ∂t^2 = η(x)(−Δ)^{1+γ(x)}u(x, t) + τ(x) ∂ ∂t [ (−Δ)^{12 +γ(x)}u(x, t) ] , (1.1)

where u(x, t) is a wavefield function of space x ∈ R^d and time t > 0. For s(x) > 0, the operator (−Δ)^{s(x)} represents the variable-order fractional Laplacian, which will be defined later. The

∗Department of Mathematics and Statistics, Missouri University of Science and Technology, Rolla, MO 65409 (Email: zhangyanz@mst.edu)

†School of Mathematics and Statistics & Computational Sciences Hubei Key Laboratory, Wuhan University, Wuhan, 430072, China (Email: matzhxf@whu.edu.cn) ‡Department of Mathematics and Statistics, Missouri University of Science and Technology, Rolla, MO 65409 (Email: szb5g@mst.edu)

coefficient functions are given by [30, 6, 28, 21]

c(x) = c_0 cos ( πγ(x)/2 ) , η(x) = −c^{2γ(x)}_0 ω^{−2γ(x)}_0 cos ( πγ(x) ) , τ(x) = −c^{2γ(x)−1}

0 ω^{−2γ(x)}

0 sin ( πγ(x) ) , with c_0 representing the phase velocity at the reference frequency ω_0. Here, the function γ(x) = arctan(1/Q(x))/π with the quality factor Q(x) > 0. It is clear that 0 < γ(x) < 0.5. If γ = 0, the model (1.1) reduces to the classical acoustic wave equation. It shows in [20] that the variable-order fractional wave equations allow for varying attenuation indices in different regions to fully capture the anisotropic nature of wave propagation in complex media. Moreover, the viscoacoustic wave equation (1.1) can effectively describe the velocity dispersion and amplitude loss phenomena during the seismic waves propagation. Consequently, it facilitates seismic imaging with reduced efforts in compensating for attenuation (see e.g., [30, 20, 6, 28, 21] and other subsequent studies).

The variable-order fractional Laplacians find extensive applications in modeling heterogeneous properties of complex systems [6, 30, 20, 25, 27, 9, 5, 29]. It is defined as a pseudo-differential operator with symbol |ξ|^{2s(x)} [3, 4, 13, 16, 23, 25, 12]:

(−Δ)^{s(x)}u(x) = ∫ R^d ^u(ξ)|ξ|^{2s(x)}e^{2πix·ξ} dξ, for s(x) > 0, (1.2)

where ^u(ξ) represents the Fourier transform of u(x). It is assumed assume that s(x) ≥ inf s(x) > 0, and s(x) is Hölder continuous. If s(x) ≡ s is constant, the operator in (1.2) collapses to the celebrated (constant-order) fractional Laplacian, which can be simplified to

(−Δ)^su(x) = F^{−1} [ |ξ|^{2s}F[u] ] , for s > 0, (1.3)

where F and F^{−1} represent the Fourier transform and its associated inverse transform, respectively. If the exponent 0 < s(x) < 1, the variable-order fractional Laplacian can be also defined in a hypersingular integral form [3, 8, 15, 23]:

(−Δ)^{s(x)}u(x) =

4^{s(x)}s(x)Γ ( s(x) +^d_2 ) √ π^d Γ ( 1 − s(x) ) P.V. ∫ R^d u(x) − u(y) |x − y|^{d+2s(x)} dy, (1.4)

where P.V. stands for the principal value integral, and Γ(·) is the Gamma function. More discussion of the variable-order fractional Laplacian (−Δ)^{s(x)} can be found in [24, 27] and references therein.

Currently, numerical studies on the variable-order space fractional wave equation still remain limited. The main numerical challenge lies in the lack of effective numerical methods for computing the variable-order fractional Laplacian (−Δ)^{s(x)}. Compared to its constant-order counterpart, the combination of nonlocality and heterogeneity in variable-order fractional Laplacian introduces significant storage and computational challenges. Consequently, many numerical methods developed for the constant-order fractional Laplacian become ineffective for computing the variable-order cases. So far, two methods have been recently proposed to compute the variable-order fractional Laplacian: one is meshfree radial basis function methods [27], and the other is finite element methods [9]. The lack of numerical methods for variable-order fractional Laplacian severely impedes numerical studies of the fractional wave equations (1.5), particularly in higher dimensions (d > 1). In [30], the fractional wave equation is studied by approximating the variable-order fractional Laplacian with an averaged constant order s̄ = avg{s(x)}. Later, a weighted sum of multiple constant-order fractional Laplacians is introduced in [18, 21] to approximate the variable-order fractional Laplacian. These strategies that approximate the variable-order fractional Laplacian with its constant-order counterpart might alleviate numerical challenges in solving the fractional wave equation. However, they may also introduce potential challenges in accurately describing the heterogeneity.

In this paper, we introduce Fourier pseudospectral methods to solve the variable-order space fractional wave equation (1.5) and develop an accelerated matrix-free approach for its effective implementation. To facilitate our discussion, we will focus on the variable-order space fractional wave equation of the general form [30, 20, 25, 28]: ∂_{tt}u(x, t) = −κ(−Δ)^{s(x)}u(x, t) + f(u), for x ∈ T^d, t > 0, u(x, 0) = ϕ(x), ∂_tu(x, 0) = ψ(x), for x ∈ T^d,

(1.5)

where constant κ > 0, and T^d denotes a d-dimensional torus for d = 1, 2, or 3. The model (1.5) covers a broad class of wave equations. For s(x) ≡ 1, it reduces to the classical wave equations, while it becomes the biharmonic wave equation for s(x) ≡ 2 [22, 17]. In this study, we will focus on the power 0 < s(x) < 2.

Our Fourier pseudospectral methods uniformly solve both constant-order and variable-order problems. Moreover, if s(x) ≡ s is a constant, the (inverse) fast Fourier transform (FFT) can be utilized for its efficient implementation at a computational cost of O(N log N) with N the total number of spatial points. However, in variable-order cases, the spatial dependency of s(x) causes the failure of inverse FFTs, rendering the fast algorithms designed for constant-order cases ineffective. On the other hand, the direct implementation of Fourier pseudospectral methods requires storing a full matrix and computing matrix-vector products at each time step. This leads to prohibitive storage and computational costs, particularly in high-dimensional cases, making it impractical. Hence, we propose an accelerated matrix-free approach for the efficient computation with computational cost O(MN log N) and storage cost O(MN), where M ≪ N. Numerical studies show that our accelerated matrix-free approach significantly outperforms the direct approach. For temporal discretization, we introduce and compare three methods, including Crank-Nicolson, leap-frog, and time splitting methods. All of them have the second-order accuracy. The leap-frog and time splitting methods are explicit and thus are easier and more cost-effective to implement. The Crank–Nicolson method requires more computing time at each time step, but it is more stable. Compared to the other two methods, increasing the accuracy of the time-splitting method is much easier. Numerical experiments are performed to compare their accuracy and computing time in solving the fractional wave equations. The interactions of solitary waves and the dispersion of waves are studied in both homogeneous (constant s) and heterogeneous (variable s(x)) media to understand the heterogeneity effects. Finally, we also apply our method to study the dispersion and attenuation of seismic waves in [30, 28].

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce a Fourier pseudospectral method for spatial discretization and propose an accelerated matrix-free approach to tackle the computational challenges caused by spatial heterogeneity. In Section 3, we present and compare three temporal discretization schemes. In Section 4, we conduct numerical experiments to examine the performance of our methods and explore wave dynamics in both homogeneous (constant s) and heterogeneous (variable s(x)) media. Conclusions and discussion are presented in Section 5.

2 Fourier pseudospectral methods

In this section, we focus on the spatial discretization of the variable-order fractional wave equation, and its temporal discretization will be discussed in Section 3. The definition in (1.2) provides a unified pseudo-differential representation of the Laplace operator (−Δ)^{s(x)} for any s(x) > 0. Noticing this fact, we apply the Fourier pseudospectral method for spatial discretization and develop a unified approximation for both constant-order and variable-order Laplacians. On the other hand, even though the constant- and variable-order Laplacians share the same discretization, numerical implementation of the variable-order cases is significantly more challenging (e.g. see comparison in (2.4)–(2.5)). If s(x) is spatially varying, the heterogeneity of operator (−Δ)^{s(x)} demands considerably more storage and computational costs and makes its numerical evaluation a formidable challenge, especially in high dimensions.

In the following, we first introduce our spatial discretization method, then compare numerical implementation of the constant-order and variable-order cases, and propose a matrix-free acceleration approach for efficient computation in the variable-order cases. For notational simplicity, let’s first focus on the one-dimensional (d = 1) case with domain Ω = (a, b) and introduce our method for the problem: ∂_{tt}u(x, t) = −κ(−∂_{xx})^{s(x)}u(x, t) + f(u), for a ≤ x ≤ b, t > 0, u(x, 0) = ϕ(x), ∂_tu(x, 0) = ψ(x), for a ≤ x ≤ b, (2.1)

with periodic boundary conditions. The generalization of our method to higher dimensions (i.e., d > 1) will be discussed in Section 2.3. Choose an even integer J > 0, and let mesh size h = (b − a)/J. Define the spatial grid points x_j = a + jh, for j = 0, 1, . . . , J. Assume the solution ansatz of (2.1) takes the form:

u^h(x, t) = J/2−1∑

k=−J/2 ^u_k(t) e^{iμk (x−a)}, (2.2)

where we denote

μ_k = 2πk b − a , ^u_k(t) = 1 J J−1∑ j=0 u_j (t) e^{−iμk (xj −a)}, for − J 2 ≤ k ≤ J 2 − 1, with u_j(t) representing the numerical solution to u(x_j , t). Substituting (2.2) into (1.2), we then obtain the numerical approximation of (−∂_{xx})^{s(x)}u(x, t) at point x = x_j:

(−∂_{xx})^{s(xj )}_h u_j (t) := ( (−∂_{xx})^{s(x)}_h u(x, t) )| |_{x=xj} = J/2−1∑

k=−J/2 |μ_k|^{2s(xj )} ^u_k(t) e^{iμk (xj −a)}, (2.3)

for j = 0, 1, . . . , J − 1.

Note that the Fourier pseudospectral approximation in (2.3) holds for both constant-order and variable-order Laplacians. However, numerical implementation for spatially dependent s(x) is considerably more challenging than that with a constant s. To see these challenges, let’s assume that coefficients ^u_k(t) in (2.3) are known for −J/2 ≤ k ≤ J/2 − 1. If s(x) ≡ s is a constant, the approximation of the constant-order Laplacian (−∂_{xx})^s in (2.3) can be efficiently computed via the inverse FFTs with a computational cost of O(J log J). In contrast, if s(x) is spatially varying, the variable-order fractional Laplacian denotes a space-frequency mixed operator, and the spatial dependence of |μ_k|^{2s(x)} makes the inverse FFTs fail to calculate the summation in (2.3). This difference could potentially affect the temporal approximation of the wave equation. To further show it, let’s use the linear wave equation (i.e. (2.1) with f(u) = 0) as an example. Substitute the ansatz (2.2) into the linear wave equation, and then apply FFT at both sides of it.

• In homogenous (i.e. constant s) cases, we obtain a system of decoupled ordinary differential equations (ODEs) for ^u_k(t), i.e.,

d^2^u_k(t)

dt^2

+ κ|μ_k|^{2s} ^u_k(t) = 0, for − J 2 ≤ k ≤ J 2 − 1, (2.4)

with s > 0 a constant. The ODEs in (2.4) can be solved independently. Particularly, they can be integrated in time exactly.

• In contrast, the situation of heterogeneous (i.e. variable s(x)) cases is more complicated, where we obtain a system of ODEs for ^u_k(t) as:

d^2 ^u_k(t)

dt^2 = − κ J J/2−1∑

l=−J/2 ^u_l(t) (_{J−1}∑ j=0 |μ_l|^{2s(xj )} e^{i(μl −μk)(xj −a)} ) , for − J 2 ≤ k ≤ J 2 − 1. (2.5)

It shows that if s(x) is spatially dependent, the fast Fourier transform of the linear wave equation does not produce decoupled ODEs as in (2.4), but instead a coupled system for ^u_k(t). Clearly, it is more challenging to solve the system in (2.5).

2.1 Direct matrix-vector approach The above comparison and discussion suggest that the essential challenge in calculating the variableorder fractional Laplacian (2.3) stems from the space-frequency mixed symbol. If s(x) is spatially dependent, it is not beneficial to approximate the variable-order fractional Laplacian from ^u_k(t) due to the failure of using inverse FFTs. Hence, one direct matrix-vector approach is to approximate the fractional Laplacian in space domain. By combining (2.2) and (2.3), we can rewrite the approximation in (2.3) as:

(−∂_{xx})^{s(xj )}_h u_j(t) = 1 J J−1∑ l=0

J/2−1∑

k=−J/2 |μ_k|^{2s(xj )} u_l(t) e^{iμk (xj −xl)}, for 0 ≤ j ≤ J − 1. (2.6)

Compared to (2.3), the formulation in (2.6) enables us to approximate the fractional Laplacian directly from function u_j (t), and thus avoids the computational cost in obtaining ^u_k(t).

Denote vector u(t) := ( u_0(t), u_1(t), · · · , u_{J−1}(t) )_T . The approximation in (2.6) can be formulated into a matrix-vector form, i.e. (−∂_{xx})^{s(x)}_h u(x, t) = A_{s(x)}u(t), where the entries of matrix A_{s(x)} = { a_{jl} } J×J are given by

a_{jl} = 1 J J/2−1∑

k=−J/2 |μ_k|^{2s(xj )} e^{iμk (xj −xl)}

= 2 J ( (−1)^{j−k} + J/2−1∑

k=1 |μ_k|^{2s(xj )} cos(μ_k(x_j − x_l)) ) , for 0 ≤ j, l ≤ J − 1. (2.7)

Generally, A_{s(x)} is a full matrix, which requires a memory cost of O(J^2). Due to the spatially varying s(x), the computational cost in assembling the matrix is O(J^3), while the cost in calculating matrix-vector product is O(J^2). Furthermore, the condition number of A_{s(x)} increases dramatically as the number of points J increases. In special cases of constant order s(x) ≡ s, A_{s(x)} reduces to a symmetric Toeplitz matrix. Consequently, the memory cost reduces to O(J). Moreover, its

Toeplitz structure enables us to design fast algorithms for matrix-vector multiplication via fast Fourier transforms (FFTs) at a cost of O(2J log(2J)) [11].

Due to the high memory and computational costs, generalizing the direct matrix-vector method to higher dimensions becomes challenging and impractical, particularly as the number of points is large; see more discussion and illustration in Section 4.2.

2.2 Accelerated matrix-free approach

Next, we propose an accelerated matrix-free approach to essentially minimize the storage and computational costs in computing the variable-order fractional Laplacian from (2.3) and (2.6). As discussed earlier, the failure of using inverse FFTs to accelerate the calculation of (2.3) is caused by the spatial dependence of the Fourier multiplier |μ_k|^{2s(x)}. Hence to resolve it, we focus on separating the spatial dependence from the Fourier multiplier. Consider the exponential function a^z for z ∈ R and the base a > 0. Its Taylor expansion at point z = z_0 gives

a^z = a^{z0} ∞∑ m=0 1 m! (z − z_0)^m (ln a)^m. (2.8)

Similarly, we can apply the Taylor expansion to the Fourier multiplier |μ_k|^{2s(x)}. Letting a = |μ_k|^2, z = s(x), and z_0 = s_0 in (2.8), we obtain

|μ_k|^{2s(x)} = |μ_k|^{2s0} + |μ_k|^{2s0} (_∞∑ m=1 1 m! [ s(x) − s_0 ]_m( ln |μ_k|^2 )_m) , for k ≠ 0. (2.9)

Note that for k = 0, no expansion is needed as μ_0 = 0. The expansion in (2.9) implies that the variable-order fractional Laplacian (−Δ)^{s(x)} can be viewed as a perturbed form of the constantorder fractional Laplacian (−Δ)^{s0} , and the perturbation is spatially dependent. Here, we choose the constant s_0 = [ ∫_b a s(x) dx ] /(b − a). Taking a sufficiently large M, we can truncate the summation in (2.9) into M terms. Substituting the truncated M-term expansion of (2.9) into (2.3) yields our new approximation to the variable-order fractional Laplacian:

(−Δ)^{s(xj )}_h u_j (t) = M∑ m=0 [ s(x_j ) − s_0 ]_m (_{J/2−1} ∑ k=−J/2 k≠0

( ln |μ_k|^2 )_m m! [ |μ_k|^{2s0} ^u_k(t) ] e^{iμk (xj −a)} ) , (2.10)

for j = 0, 1, . . . , J − 1. Note that the term with m = 0 provides an approximation of the constantorder fractional Laplacian (−Δ)^{s0} . Our scheme in (2.10) provides a matrix-free approximation to the variable-order fractional Laplacian. The inner summation over k can be efficiently calculated by inverse FFTs with a computational cost of O(J log J). Consequently, the total computational cost of (2.10) in approximating the variable-order fractional Laplacian is O(MJ log J). Usually the number M ≪ J, and thus the computational cost in calculating (2.10) is significantly lower than O(J^2) of the direct matrix-vector approach in (2.6). Moreover, the scheme (2.10) does not require assembling and storing matrices.

Generally, the choice of M in scheme (2.10) depends on exponent s(x), mesh size h, and the solution behavior in frequency domain. Denote e(M, μ_k) = 2^M ( ln |μ_k| )_M M! |μ_k|^{2s0} , for M ∈ N.

(a) (b)

Figure 1: (a) Illustration of the relation between |e(M, μ_k)|, M and μ_k, where s_0 = 1 is used. (b) The l_2-norm errors in approximating function (−Δ)^{s(x)}u(x) for different h and M, where s(x) = 1 + 0.3 sin(πx/8) and u(x) is defined in (4.2).

It is easy to see that e(M, μ_k) decreases quickly with M increasing; see illustration in Figure 1 (a). The larger the number M, the smaller the truncation errors of (2.10), as |s(x) − s_0| < 1. Moreover, notice that e(M, μ_k) serves as the coefficient of ^u_k(t), while solution ^u_k(t) usually decreases quickly with respect to |μ_k| and has a finite bandwidth centered at μ_k = 0. This implies that even though e(M, μ_k) increases with μ_k, the impact of truncation becomes negligible if |μ_k| is outside of the bandwidth. Figure 1 (b) further shows the numerical errors in approximating the variable-order fractional Laplacian for different M. For a fixed mesh size h, numerical errors first decrease as M increases. However, when M is sufficiently large, the discretization errors become dominant, and the truncation effect can be ignored. Furthermore, as the mesh size h decreases, the required terms (i.e. M) increase. More discussion and comparison of different M can be found in Section 4.2.

2.3 Generalization to higher dimensions

Our matrix-free scheme in (2.10) provides an effective approach to compute the variable-order fractional Laplacian. Moreover, it can be easily generalized into higher dimensions. For the convenience of readers, we present the generalized scheme for d ≥ 1 as follows.

Let the d-dimensional domain Ω = (a_1, b_1) × (a_2, b_2) × · · · × (a_d, b_d). For 1 ≤ m ≤ d, choose even integers J_m > 0, and define mesh size h_m = (b_m − a_m)/J_m. For notational simplicity, we denote the index sets

S_x = {j = (j_1, j_2, · · · , j_d), for 0 ≤ j_m ≤ J_m − 1}, S_ξ = {k = (k_1, k_2, · · · , k_d), for − J_m/2 ≤ k_m ≤ J_m/2 − 1, but k ≠ 0},

and S^0_ξ = S_ξ ∪{k = 0}. The d-dimensional grid points are denoted as x_j = ( x^{(1)}_{j1} , x^{(2)}_{j2} , · · · , x^{(d)}_{jd} ) for j ∈ S_x, and μ_k = ( μ^{(1)}_{k1} , μ^{(2)}_{k2} , · · · , μ^{(d)}_{kd} ) for k ∈ S_ξ, where x^{(m)}_l = a_m+lh_m and μ^{(m)}_l = 2πl/(b_m−a_m).

Let u_j(t) represent the numerical solution of u(x_j, t), and assume

u_j(t) = ∑ k ∈ S^0_ξ

^u_k(t) e^{iμk·(xj−a)}, for j ∈ S_x, (2.11) where μ_k·(x_j − a) = ∏_d m=1 μ^{(m)}_{km} ( x^{(m)}_{jm} − a_m ) , and

^u_k(t) = (^d∏ m=1 1 J_m ) ∑ j ∈ S_x u_j(t) e^{−iμk·(xj−a)}, for k ∈ S^0_ξ .

Combining the solution ansatz in (2.11) with the definition in (1.2) leads to the numerical approximation of d-dimensional fractional Laplacian (−Δ)^{s(x)} as

(−Δ)^{s(xj)}_h u_j(t) := ( (−Δ)^{s(x)}_h u(x, t) )| |_{x=xj} = ∑ k∈ S_ξ |μ_k|^{2s(xj)} ^u_k(t) e^{iμk·(xj−a)}, for j ∈ S_x, (2.12)

where |μ_k|^{2s(xj)} = [ ∑_d m=1 | |μ^{(m)}_{km} | |^2]^{s(xj)}. Similar to the one-dimensional cases, if s(x) ≡ s is a constant, the approximation in (2.12) can be efficiently computed using the d-dimensional inverse FFT.

However, when s(x) varies spatially, the application of inverse FFTs fails to compute the summation in (2.12). While directly calculating this summation leads to a computational cost of O(N^2) with N = ∏_d m=1 J_m the total number of spatial points. To reduce the computational complexity, we adopt the similar idea as in (2.9) to expand the Fourier multiplier and thus obtain the further approximation:

(−Δ)^{s(xj)}_h u_j(t) = M∑ m=0 [ s(x_j) − s_0 ]_m ( ∑ k∈S_ξ ( ln |μ_k|^2 )_m m! [ |μ_k|^{2s0} ^u_k(t) ] e^{iμk·(xj−a)} ) , (2.13)

where s_0 is chosen as s_0 = ( ∫ Ω s(x) dx ) /|Ω|. The coefficients of ^u_k(t) in the inner summation of (2.13) are independent of space x. Hence, the inner summation can be efficiently computed by inverse FFTs with computational cost of O(N log N). As a result, the computational cost for approximating the variable-order fractional Laplacian in (2.13) is O(MN log N) with M ≪ N. The scheme (2.13) provides an effective approach to compute the d-dimensional fractional Laplacian (−Δ)^{s(x)}. Note that the direct approach (e.g., (2.6) for d = 1) becomes impractical in higher dimensions due to the formidable challenges in storing the matrix and performing matrix-vector multiplications.

In summary, if s(x) ≡ s is a constant, the fractional Laplacian can be efficiently computed either in the frequency domain from ^u(t) or in the space domain from u(t). Let’s take the onedimensional case as an example. The computation in the frequency domain via (2.3) can be directly realized by inverse FFTs at a cost of O(N log N). While the implementation in the space domain

Constant s Variable s(x) Direct method in space domain O(2N log(2N)) O(N^2) Scheme (2.12) in frequency domain O ( N log N) O(N^2) Scheme (2.13) in frequency domain n.a. O(MN log N)

Table 1: Summary of the numerical scheme and corresponding computational costs in approximating the constant-order and variable-order fractional Laplacians. Note that the direct approach (2.6) in space domain can be straightforwardly generalized for d > 1.

via (2.6) involves matrix-vector product. In this case, the matrix is symmetric Toeplitz, and fast algorithms can be designed for matrix-vector multiplication using FFTs with computational cost of O(2N log(2N)). Generally, the computation of the variable-order fractional Laplacian is more complicated and costly. For the convenience of readers, we summarize and compare different approaches in Table 1. In the variable-order cases, the storage cost is O(N^2) for both the direct method in space domain and the scheme (2.12) in frequency domain.

3 Time discretization

In the previous section, we introduce a Fourier pseudospectral method for spatial discretization and propose an accelerated matrix-free approach (2.13) to efficiently compute the variable-order fractional Laplacian. In this section, we focus on the temporal discretization and discuss three numerical methods. Denote τ > 0 as the time step, and define time sequence t_n = nτ for n = 0, 1, . . .. Let u^n_j represent the numerical approximation to solution u(x_j, t_n), for j ∈ S_x and n = 0, 1, . . .. 3.1 Crank–Nicolson Fourier pseudospectral method

Let’s start with the semi-discretization of the wave equation (1.5), i.e.,

d^2u_j(t)

dt^2

= −κ(−Δ)^{s(xj)}_h u_j(t) + f(u_j(t)), for j ∈ S_x, (3.1)

where (−Δ)^{s(xj)}_h represents the numerical approximation of the Laplace operator at point x = x_j . The application of Crank–Nicolson method to (3.1) yields the fully discretized scheme as

u^{n+1}_j − 2u^n_j + u^{n−1}_j τ^2 = − κ 2 (−Δ)^{s(xj)}_h ( u^{n+1}_j + u^{n−1}_j ) + f(u^{n+1}_j ) + f(u^{n−1}_j ) 2 , (3.2)

for j ∈ S_x and n = 1, 2, . . .. For n = 0, we can get u^0_j exactly from the initial condition u(x, 0). To obtain u^1_j , we first take the Taylor expansion of u(x, t_1) at t = 0, i.e.,

u(x, t_1) = u(x, 0) + τ∂_tu(x, 0) + τ^2 2 ∂_{tt}u(x, 0) + O(τ^3),

and then substitute the initial conditions and the wave equation (1.5) at x = x_j into it. Hence, we obtain the approximation at n = 0 and 1 as:

u^0_j = ϕ(x_j), (3.3a)

u^1_j = ϕ(x_j) + τ ψ(x_j) + τ^2 2 ( − κ(−Δ)^{s(xj)}_h ϕ(x_j) + f ( ϕ(x_j) )) , for j ∈ S_x. (3.3b)

We will refer to scheme (3.2)–(3.3) as the Crank–Nicolson Fourier pseudospectral (CNFP) method. It has the second-order temporal accuracy and spectral spatial accuracy. Moreover, the CNFP scheme is unconditionally stable. It is implicit in time, and at each time step t = t_n the resulting nonlinear system is solved by the conjugate gradient method.

Tables 2 shows the temporal errors and convergence rate of the CNFP method in solving the one-dimensional nonlinear fractional wave equation in (4.1), while the spatial errors will be presented in Section 4. The numerical parameters are the same as those used in Example 1 of τ s(x) ≡ 0.5 s(x) ≡ 1 s(x) ≡ 1.3 s_1(x) s_2(x) error c.r error c.r. error c.r. error c.r. error c.r.

2^{−7} 5.618e-6 – 2.515e-5 – 6.978e-5 – 2.803e-5 – 3.630e-5 – 2^{−8} 1.408e-6 2.00 6.297e-6 2.00 1.748e-5 2.00 7.021e-6 2.00 9.092e-6 2.00 2^{−9} 3.500e-7 2.01 1.559e-6 2.01 4.329e-6 2.01 1.739e-6 2.01 2.251e-6 2.01 2^{−10} 8.490e-8 2.05 3.714e-7 2.07 1.032e-6 2.07 4.143e-7 2.07 5.366e-7 2.07 2^{−11} 1.941e-8 2.13 7.410e-8 2.32 2.065e-7 2.32 8.281e-8 2.32 1.073e-7 2.32

Table 2: Temporal errors ‖u(t) − u^{h,τ} (t)‖_l2 and convergence rate (c.r.) of CNFP method in solving wave problem (4.1) at time t = 1, where h = 1/64, and s_1(x) = 1 + 0.3 sin(πx/8), and s_2(x) = 1 + 0.2 tanh(cos(πx/8)).

Section 4. Since the exact solution is unknown, we use numerical solution with fine mesh h = 1/64 and time step τ = 0.0001 as the reference in computing numerical errors. The results in Table 2 verify that the CNFP scheme has the second-order of accuracy in time for both constant-order and variable-order cases. Numerical simulations show that it generally takes longer time to solve the variable-order fractional wave equations due to computing the variable-order fractional Laplacian. It shows that the CNFP remains stable even with a large time step. At each time step the nonlinear system is solved by iterations, but the CNFP method enables us to use large time step, which could potentially save computational costs by reducing the number of time steps to simulate.

3.2 Leap-frog Fourier pseudospectral method

The CNFP method has spectral accuracy in space and second-order accuracy in time. It is unconditionally stable, which allows large time steps in simulations. However, the CNFP method is implicit, and iterations are required to solve the resulting system at each time step, which could complicate implementation and increase computing time. To avoid this, we present an explicit leap-frog method for the nonlinear fractional wave equation (1.5).

The leap-frog method is one of the most popular temporal discretization methods in solving the second-order wave equations. Using the leap-frog method to the semi-discretization problem in (3.1), we then obtain the leap-frog Fourier pseudospectral (LFFP) scheme as:

u^{n+1}_j − 2u^n_j + u^{n−1}_j

τ^2

= −κ(−Δ)^{s(xj)}_h u^n_j + f(u^n_j ), for n = 1, 2, . . . , (3.4a)

u^0_j = ϕ(x_j), (3.4b)

u^1_j = ϕ(x_j) + τ ψ(x_j) + τ^2 2 ( − κ(−Δ)^{s(xj)}_h ϕ(x_j) + f ( ϕ(x_j) ) ) , (3.4c)

for j ∈ S_x, where the initial conditions at n = 0, 1 are discretized exactly as in (3.3). The LFFP method (3.4) has the second-order temporal accuracy and spectral-order spatial accuracy, similar to the CNFP scheme in (3.2)–(3.3). However, the LFFP scheme is fully explicit in time, and at each time step the computational cost is O(MN log N) with N the total number of spatial points.

In Table 3, we study the accuracy of the LFFP method in solving the fractional wave equation in (4.1), where the mesh size h = 1/64 is fixed. The numerical parameters and reference solutions are prepared in the same manner as in Table 2. It is clear that the LFFP scheme is conditionally stable. Table 3 shows that when the stability condition is satisfied, it has the second-order temporal accuracy for both constant-order and variable-order cases. Compared to the implicit CNFP scheme, τ s(x) ≡ 0.5 s(x) ≡ 1 s(x) ≡ 1.3 s_1(x) s_2(x) error c.r. c.r. error c.r. error c.r. error c.r.

2^{−7} 1.135e-6 – 5.079e-6 – unstable – unstable – unstable – 2^{−8} 2.837e-7 2.00 1.269e-6 2.00 unstable – unstable – 1.833e-6 – 2^{−9} 7.079e-8 2.00 3.167e-7 2.00 8.792e-7 – 3.531e-7 – 4.573e-7 2.00 2^{−10} 1.756e-8 2.01 7.854e-8 2.01 2.181e-7 2.01 8.758e-8 2.01 1.134e-7 2.01 2^{−11} 4.249e-9 2.04 1.901e-8 2.04 5.279e-8 2.04 2.120e-8 2.04 2.745e-8 2.04

Table 3: Temporal errors ‖u(t) − u^{h,τ} (t)‖_l2 and convergence rate (c.r.) of LFFP method in solving wave problem (4.1) at time t = 1, where h = 1/64, and s_1(x) = 1 + 0.3 sin(πx/8), and s_2(x) = 1 + 0.2 tanh(cos(πx/8)).

the explicit LFFP method is computationally much cheaper. Its computational efficiency becomes more significant in high dimensions.

In the constant-order (i.e. s(x) ≡ s) cases, we can obtain the CFL condition for stability as τ < Ch^s with C a positive constant independent of h. Particularly if s = 1, it collapses to the CFL condition of the leap-frog method in solving classical wave equations. It indicates that the smaller the value of s, the larger the threshold of time step, as usually h < 1. In the variable-order cases, it is challenging to obtain the analytical stability condition as its constant-order counterpart. Denote τ^∗ as the critical time step for stability, i.e. the largest time step ensuring the method’s stability. Figure 2 shows the relation between critical time step τ^∗ and mesh size h, which verifies

Figure 2: Critical time step τ^∗ versus mesh size h for LFFP method, where s_1(x) = 1+0.3 sin(πx/8), and s_2(x) = 1 + 0.2 tanh(cos(πx/8)).

the CFL condition for constant s. Moreover, Figure 2 suggests that in the variable-order cases, the critical time step τ^∗ depends on the maximum value of s(x). Hence, we introduce an enhanced CFL condition:

τ < Ch^{max{s(x)}}. (3.5)

Since the spectral method is applied in space, the mesh size h > 0 usually can be rather large. This CFL condition is often acceptable in practice. Our extensive studies further confirm the stability condition (3.5) for the LFFP method.

3.3 Time-splitting Fourier pseudospectral method

In this section, we propose another new explicit temporal discretization method. Denote v(x, t) := ∂_tu(x, t), for t ≥ 0. The second-order fractional wave equation in (1.5) can be formulated into a first-order system of (u, v), i.e., { ∂_tu(x, t) = v(x, t), ∂_tv(x, t) = −κ(−Δ)^{s(x)}u(x, t) + f(u), for t > 0,

(3.6)

subject to the initial conditions

u(x, 0) = ϕ(x), v(x, 0) = ψ(x).

At time t = t_n, assume solutions u(x, t_n) and v(x, t_n) are known. Then from t = t_n to t = t_{n+1}, we propose to split (3.6) and solve it in two steps, i.e., solving { ∂_tu(x, t) = v(x, t), ∂_tv(x, t) = −κ(−Δ)^{s0} u(x, t), for t ∈ (t_n, t_{n+1}], (3.7)

and ∂_tu(x, t) = 0, ∂_tv(x, t) = κ [ (−Δ)^{s0} − (−Δ)^{s(x)} ] u(x, t) + f(u), for t ∈ (t_n, t_{n+1}]. (3.8)

In the special case of constant order (i.e. s(x) ≡ s), we have s_0 = s. Consequently, the subproblem (3.8) reduces to a time-dependent ODE system, while the subproblem (3.7) is equivalent to the linear fractional wave equation (1.5) with s(x) ≡ s and f(u) = 0.

Next we focus on solving (3.7) and (3.8). To this end, we assume that the solution (u, v) at point x = x_j can be approximated by

u_j(t) = ∑ k ∈ S^0_ξ

^u_k(t) e^{iμk·(xj−a)}, v_j(t) = ∑ k ∈ S^0_ξ

^v_k(t) e^{iμk·(xj−a)}, for j ∈ S_x, (3.9)

where ^u_k(t) and ^v_k(t) are defined in the same manner as in (2.11). Substituting (3.9) into (3.7) and taking FFT at both sides lead to the following system:

d^u_k(t) dt = ^v_k(t), d^v_k(t) dt = −κ |μ_k|^{s0} ^u_k(t), for k ∈ S^0_ξ ,

which can be exactly integrated in time. We then obtain

^u_k(t) = ^u_k(t_n) cos [ w_k(t − t_n) ] + ^v_k(t_n) w_k sin [ w_k(t − t_n) ] , ^v_k(t) = −w_k^u_k(t_n) sin [ w_k(t − t_n) ] ^u_k(t_n) + ^v_k(t_n) cos [ w_k(t − t_n) ] , for |k| ≠ 0, (3.10)

for t ≥ t_n, where w_k = √ κ |μ_k|^{s0} . Note that if |k| = 0, we have |μ_k| = 0. Thus, we get

^u_k(t) = ^u_k(t_n) + (t − t_n) ^v_k(t_n), ^v_k(t) = ^v_k(t_n), for |k| = 0, (3.11)

for t ≥ t_n. Combining (3.9)–(3.11) immediately gives the numerical solution of (3.7).

On the other hand, the sub-problem (3.8) can be integrated in time exactly and gives

u_j(t) = u_j(t_n),

v_j(t) = v_j(t_n) + (t − t_n) ( κ~ (−Δ)^{s(xj)}_h u_j(t_n) + f ( u_j(t_n) )) , (3.12)

for time t ≥ t_n. Note that the term with m = 0 in (2.13) coincides with the approximation of (−Δ)^{s0}_h u_j(t). Hence, we introduce the notation ~ (−Δ)^{s(xj)}_h u_j(t) := (−Δ)^{s(xj)}_h u_j(t) − κ(−Δ)^{s0}_h u_j(t) = M∑ m=1 [ s(x_j) − s_0 ]_m ( ∑ k∈S_ξ ( ln |μ_k|^2 )_m m! [ |μ_k|^{2s0} ^u_k(t) ] e^{iμk·(xj−a)} ) .

From t = t_n to t = t_{n+1}, we can combine (3.7) and (3.8) by the second-order Strang splitting method and obtain the second-order time-splitting Fourier pseudospectral (TSFP2) method as follows:

u^{(1)}_j = ∑ k ∈ S^0_ξ ^u_k ( t + τ 2 ) e^{iμk·(xj−a)}, v^{(1)}_j = ∑ k ∈ S^0_ξ ^v_k ( t + τ 2 ) e^{iμk·(xj−a)},

u^{(2)}_j = u^{(1)}_j , v^{(2)}_j = v^{(1)}_j + τ ( κ~ (−Δ)^{s(xj)}_h u^{(1)}_j + f ( u^{(1)}_j )) , u^{n+1}_j = ∑ k ∈ S^0_ξ

^u^{(2)}_k ( t + τ 2 ) e^{iμk·(xj−a)}, v^{n+1}_j = ∑ k ∈ S^0_ξ

^v^{(2)}_k ( t + τ 2 ) e^{iμk·(xj−a)}, (3.13)

for j ∈ S_x and n = 1, 2, . . ., where ^u_k(t), ^v_k(t), ^u^{(2)}_k (t), and ^v^{(2)}_k (t) can be computed from (3.10) or (3.11). For n = 0, the initial conditions are exactly given by

u^0_j = ϕ(x_j), v^0_j = ψ(x_j), for j ∈ S_x. (3.14)

The TSFP2 method in (3.13)–(3.14) has the second-order temporal accuracy and spectral-order spatial accuracy. It is explicit in time and easy to implement. The computational cost at each time step is O(MN log N) with N the total number of spatial points. Since two subproblems are integrated exactly in time, the only temporal errors in scheme (3.13) are splitting errors, which can be improved by using higher order split step method [2].

In Table 4, we numerically study the accuracy of the TSFP2 method in solving the fractional wave equation (4.1), where the numerical parameters and reference solutions are prepared in the same manner as those in Tables 2–3. The results in Table 4 confirm the second-order temporal accuracy of the TSFP2 method. In contrast to the LFFP method, the TSFP2 method is stable in solving constant-order fractional wave equations. While solving variable-order wave equations, TSFP2 method has a similar stability condition as LFFP method; see Figure 3. Hence, the stability condition in (3.5) also applies to the TSFP2 method. The TSFP2 method is explicit and thus especially efficient in solving high-dimensional wave equations. Moreover, the temporal accuracy can be further increased by using the high-order Strang splitting method [2, 10].

Remark 3.1. In the special case of constant-order linear fractional wave equation, the problem reduces only to solve sub-problem (3.7) and no temporal errors are introduced.

τ s(x) ≡ 0.5 s(x) ≡ 1 s(x) ≡ 1.3 s_1(x) s_2(x) error c.r. c.r. error c.r. error c.r. error c.r.

2^{−7} 7.661e-6 – 5.893e-6 – 5.096e-6 – unstable – unstable – 2^{−8} 1.914e-6 2.00 1.473e-6 2.00 1.274e-6 2.00 unstable – 1.020e-6 – 2^{−9} 4.776e-7 2.00 3.674e-7 2.00 3.180e-7 2.00 3.876e-7 – 2.544e-7 2.00 2^{−10} 1.185e-7 2.01 9.113e-8 2.01 7.904e-8 2.01 9.612e-8 2.01 6.310e-8 2.01 2^{−11} 2.868e-8 2.04 2.206e-8 2.04 1.931e-8 2.03 2.327e-8 2.04 1.527e-8 2.04

Table 4: Temporal errors ‖u(t) − u^{h,τ} (t)‖_l2 and convergence rate (c.r.) of TSFP2 method in solving wave problem (4.1) at time t = 1, where h = 1/64, and s_1(x) = 1 + 0.3 sin(πx/8), and s_2(x) = 1 + 0.2 tanh(cos(πx/8)).

Figure 3: Critical time step τ^∗ versus mesh size h for TSFP2 method, where s_1(x) = 1 + 0.3 sin(πx/8), and s_2(x) = 1 + 0.2 tanh(cos(πx/8)).

4 Numerical experiments

In this section, we present numerical experiments, on one hand, to further study the performance of our methods, and on the other hand to study the properties of fractional wave equations. To the best of our knowledge, numerical report on the fractional wave equations with variable-order fractional Laplacian still remains very limited due to the lack of effective methods for approximating the variable-order fractional Laplacian. In existing studies [30, 28], the constant-order fractional Laplacians are used to approximate the variable-order Laplacian, which significantly reduces the computational complexity. However, this essentially changes heterogeneous media to homogeneous media and could strongly affect the wave propagation and dynamics.

Unless otherwise stated, we will use the proposed matrix-free approach (2.13) to calculate the variable-order fractional Laplacian in the following studies.

4.1 Accuracy verification

We test the numerical accuracy of three numerical methods, including CNFP in (3.2)–(3.3), LFFP in (3.4), and TSFP2 in (3.13). To this end, we solve the following one-dimensional nonlinear fractional wave equation: ∂_{tt}u(x, t) = −κ(−∂_{xx})^{s(x)}u + u^3, for t > 0, u(x, 0) = exp(−x^2), ∂_tu(x, 0) = 0.

(4.1)

In our simulations, we choose κ = 1 and set the computational domain as [−32, 32]. The exact solution of this nonlinear wave problem is unknown. When computing numerical errors, we use the numerical solution with fine mesh size h = 1/64 and small time step τ = 0.0001 as the reference “exact” solution. Let u(t) denote this reference “exact” solution at time t, while u^{h,τ} (t) represents the numerical solution computed with mesh size h and time step τ. In the following, we choose M = 15 which is large enough such that the truncation errors of matrix-free approach do not affect the spatial and temporal errors of our methods.

In Tables 2–4, the temporal accuracy of CNFP, LFFP, and TSFP2 methods have been studied, where we fix the mesh size h = 1/64. It shows that all three methods have the second-order of accuracy in time. The CNFP method is implicit, and at each time step iterations are required to solve the resultant system. Hence, the computing time for CNFP is much longer than that for LFFP and TSFP methods; see detailed comparison in Table 7. Next, we test the spatial accuracy. In Table 5, we only show the spatial errors of the TSFP2 method since the same spatial discretization is used for all three methods. Here, the small time step τ = 0.0001 is fixed. It is evident that the

h s(x) ≡ 0.5 s(x) ≡ 1 s(x) ≡ 1.3 s_1(x) s_2(x) 1 2.7614e-2 4.7112e-2 3.6899e-2 5.1481e-2 2.8845e-2 1/2 6.4113e-4 2.3151e-4 2.4355e-4 5.4924e-4 1.9511e-4 1/4 6.5436e-7 2.8530e-8 1.6516e-9 2.7637e-7 5.8982e-9 1/8 2.449e-12 5.460e-13 6.014e-13 5.958e-13 5.637e-13

Table 5: Spatial discretization errors ‖u(t) − u^{h,τ} (t)‖_l2 of TSFP method at time t = 1, where time step τ = 0.0001. The variable order s_1(x) = 1 + 0.3 sin(πx/8), and s_2(x) = 1 + 0.2tanh [ cos(πx/8) ] . Note that similar spatial errors are obtained for CNFP and LFFP methods.

spatial discretization has a spectral order accuracy. Our extensive studies show that CNFP and LFFP methods have the similar spatial errors which we will omit showing for brevity.

Figure 4 presents the solution dynamics for different s(x). It shows that in all cases the solution disperses, and grows over time due to the nonlinear term. Compared to classical (s = 1) cases, the nonlocality of the fractional Laplacian leads to a faster dispersion. In homogeneous (i.e. constant s) media, the solution remains symmetric for any time t ≥ 0. In contrast, it becomes asymmetric in heterogeneous media. The solution dynamics in heterogeneous media are more complicated due to the interplay of nonlocality and heterogeneity. Importantly, we note that the dynamics of waves for s_1(x) is very different from that in homogeneous media with s(x) ≡ 1, even though the average value of s_1(x) is equal to 1. This suggests that using averaged constant-order fractional Laplacians to approximate the variable-order Laplacian fails to describe the heterogeneity of wave propagation.

4.2 Efficient comparison

We continue to test and compare the performance of CNFP, LFFP, and TSFP2 methods, especially focusing on the effectiveness of our matrix-free approach (2.13) for spatial approximation. To this end, we focus on the spatially varying s(x). The nonlinear fractional wave equation in (4.1) is solved, where computational domain Ω = [−32, 32] and time step τ = 0.0001.

First, we study the truncation effects of M in matrix-free approach by comparing it to the direct matrix-vector approach in (2.6). Figure 5 (a) compares the numerical errors of these two approaches for different h and M. Here, the time-splitting method is adopted for temporal discretization, and the reference “exact” solution is prepared in the same way as in Example 1. As expected, numerical errors of the matrix-vector approach (2.6) are independent of M. Note that our matrix-

Figure 4: Solution dynamics of the nonlinear wave equation in (4.1) with different s(x). For better illustration, the displayed domain [−15, 15] is much smaller than our computational domain.

free approach can be viewed as a truncated approximation of the direct matrix-vector method, and its truncation error depends on M. Figure 5 (a) shows that numerical errors of the matrix-free

(a) (b)

Figure 5: Comparison of the matrix-free approach (symbol ‘+’) and the direct matrix-vector approach (symbol ‘∘’) in solving the problem (4.1) with s(x) = 1 + 0.3 sin(πx/8), where the TSFP2 method is used with τ = 0.0001. (a) Numerical errors at time t = 1; (b) Computing time taken from t = 0 to t = 1.

approach decrease exponentially as M increases, eventually converging to those of the matrixvector approach. This is because the truncation errors of matrix-free approach are dominant when

M is small. However, when M is large enough, the discretization errors of numerical methods become prominent, and the truncation errors can be neglected. Moreover, the threshold value of M depends on the mesh size h. These observations suggest that the matrix-free scheme with a large M can accurately compute the variable-order fractional Laplacian while significantly reducing the computational and storage burden caused by its heterogeneity.

In Figure 5 (b), we compare the computing time of these two approaches for solving the onedimensional problem (4.1), where we take M = 15 in the matrix-free approach (2.10). It shows that when the number of points N is small, the matrix-free scheme takes longer. However, the computing time of the direct matrix-vector method drastically increases as N grows larger. At each time step, the computational cost of direct method is O(N^2), whereas the matrix-free approach costs O(MN log N). Moreover, the storage cost of the direct approach is O(N^2), in contrast to O(MN) of the matrix-free method. The memory limitation could become the main bottleneck of the direct matrix-vector approach in high dimensions. To see it, Table 6 presents their computing time in solving two-dimensional fractional wave equations, where M = 20 in the matrix-free approach. Our

N 16^2 32^2 64^2 128^2 256^2 512^2 matrix-vector scheme 0.925 3.023 27.58 379.1 n.a. n.a. matrix-free scheme 19.57 39.14 79.48 191.8 560.3 2202

Table 6: Computing time of the matrix-vector and matrix-free approaches in solving the twodimensional wave equation with s(x) = 1−0.4 cos(πx/4) cos(πy/4) and t ∈ (0, 1], where the TSFP2 method is used with τ = 0.0001.

studies are conducted on a laptop equipped with an Intel(R) Core(TM) i7-12700H processor and 32GB of RAM. It shows that in two-dimensional cases, storing the entire matrix for N ≥ 256^2 becomes impossible, making the matrix-vector method infeasible. Therefore, the advantages of the matrix-free scheme are more pronounced in higher dimensions. Furthermore, the outer summation in (2.13) can be easily parallelized, further reducing computing time and enhancing efficiency Our extensive studies show that the same conclusions drawn for TSFP2 method from Figures 5 and Table 6 can be applied to CNFP and LFFP methods. In Table 7, we further compare the computing time of CNFP, LFFP, and TSFP2 methods in solving the one-dimensional fractional wave equation for t ∈ (0, 1] with time step τ = 0.0001. Consistent to the observations in Figure N CNFP method LFFP method TSFP2 method m.-v. m.-f. m.-v. m.-f. m.-v. m.-f.

1024 20.672 100.667 1.097 25.539 4.070 26.555 2048 290.537 155.591 3.945 39.710 11.406 41.224 4096 1113.809 240.702 28.021 57.497 45.799 59.933 8192 4850.179 503.139 129.998 87.996 132.960 93.341

Table 7: Computing time of the matrix-vector (m.-v.) and matrix-free (m.-f.) approaches in solving 1D nonlinear fractional wave equation (4.1) for t ∈ (0, 1], where s(x) = 1 + 0.3 sin(πx/8) and time step τ = 0.0001.

5 (b), the accelerated matrix-free approach takes more time than the direct matrix-vector method for small number of points N. Compared to the explicit methods, CNFP takes much longer time as at each time step the nonlinear system is iteratively solved, which becomes more problematic if the matrix-vector scheme is used.

4.3 Application simulations

In the following, we numerically study the solution dynamics of fractional wave equations and compare the nonlocal effects of homogeneous and heterogeneous fractional Laplacians.

Example 1 (Soliton collision). We numerically study the interaction of two solitary waves so as to understand the nonlocality and/or heterogeneity of the (variable-order) fractional Laplacian. For this purpose, the one-dimensional linear wave equations is considered with the initial conditions

u(x, 0) = sech ( a(x + x_0) ) + sech ( a(x − x_0) ) , u_t(x, 0) = b sinh ( a(x + x_0) ) cosh^2 ( a(x + x_0) ) − b sinh ( a(x − x_0) ) cosh^2 ( a(x − x_0) ) , (4.2)

where we choose a = b = 3 and x_0 = 10. Initially, two well-separated waves are centered at x = ±10, respectively. The coefficient κ is set as κ = 1. Choose the computational domain [−128, 128] with mesh size h = 1/64, and time step τ = 0.0001. We have verified that our results are independent of numerical parameters by refining both mesh size h and time step τ.

In Figure 6, we illustrate the dynamics of two solitons in homogeneous media (i.e., constant s). It shows that two initially well-separated solitons first move towards each other, and then collide at x = 0 around time t = 10. After collision, they separate again and move apart. In the classical

Figure 6: Dynamics of two solitons in homogeneous media with κ = 1 and f = 0 in (4.1), and initial condition in (4.2). For better illustration, the displayed domain is much smaller than our computational domain.

(s ≡ 1) case, two solitons can retain their initial shape after separation. However, two solitons in the fractional cases continue to deform over time, and moreover radiation of waves is observed. Even though the two waves move at an equal speed in homogeneous media, their speed depends on the value of s – the larger the value of s, the faster the wave moves (cf. Figure 6 for s = 0.95 and 1.05). Figure 6 further shows that the radiation patterns for s < 1 and s > 1 are different. Our extensive studies show that when s is further away from 1, the solution dynamics become more chaotic, consistent with the observations in [14].

By comparison, Figure 7 shows the dynamics of two waves in heterogeneous media with s_3(x) = 1 + 0.001 [ 1 − sin(πx/64)

]_7 and s_4(x) = 1 + 0.2 sin^5(πx/64).

It shows that two waves collide and subsequently move apart, similar to those observed in Figure 6. However, the dynamics of two waves in this case are asymmetric. Let’s use s_3(x) as an example, which describes a heterogeneous medium with classical medium for x ≥ 0 and fractional medium for x < 0. From Figure 7 a) and b), we find that the two waves collide around t = 10, and then they separate and move apart. After separation, the wave on the right-hand side maintains its original profile as moving in the classical (s = 1) media. While the wave on the left-hand side exhibits qualitative behavior as that observed in Figure 6 c) for s = 1.05. It is clear that the evolution of two waves is asymmetric due to the heterogeneity characterized by the variable-order fractional Laplacian. The case of s_4(x) can be viewed as a composite comprising three media.

a) b)

c) d)

Figure 7: Dynamics of two solitons in heterogeneous media with κ = 1 and f = 0 in (4.1), and initial condition in (4.2), where the dashed line in b) & d) represents s(x). a)–b): s(x) = 1 + 0.001 [ 1 − sin(πx/64)

]_7 ; c)–d): s(x) = 1 + 0.2 sin^5(πx/64). For better illustration, the displayed domain is much smaller than our computational domain.

Waves’ radiation is observed on both sides over a long time.

Example 2 (Wave propagation). We study the wave dispersion in the two-dimensional fractional wave equation to further understand the nonlocal effect of the (variable-order) fractional Laplacian. Consider the two-dimensional (d = 2) linear fractional wave equation (1.5) with κ = 0.2. The initial conditions are taken as

u(x, 0) = 5 ( e^{−20(x2 +(y+0.1)2)} − e^{−20(x2 +(y−0.1)2)} ) , u_t(x, 0) = 0.

In our simulations, we take the computational domain as [−12, 12]^2 with number of points J_1 = J_2 = 2048. The time step is τ = 0.0001.

Figure 8 shows the solution dynamics in constant-order fractional wave equations, where the results of the classical (s ≡ 1) wave equations are included as a benchmark. It shows that the

Figure 8: Solution dynamics in two-dimensional wave equations in homogeneous media, where s = 1, 1.2, and 0.8 from top to bottom rows.

solution of constant s propagates radially outward over time. The larger the constant s, the faster the expansion of solution. If s ≠ 1, the solution scatters over time. The scattering occurs towards the center for s < 1, and towards the boundary for s > 1. By contrast, Figure 9 illustrates the solution dynamics of variable-order fractional wave equation. Because of the heterogeneity, the solutions evolve asymmetrically, and their velocities in different directions depend on the medium parameter s(x). Consistent with the observations in Figure 8, solution propagates more rapidly in the region with large value of s(x). Moreover, our results support the conclusion in [20] that the variable-order models enable one to capture the anisotropic nature of wave propagation in complex media. Computationally, it is more challenging to study the fractional wave equation in heterogeneous media due to the spatially varying s(x). Our numerical studies show that our matrix-free approach is effective, and the outer summation in (2.13) can be parallelized to further reduce computing time.

Example 3 (Wave dispersion and attenuation). We extend our method to study wave dispersion and attenuation in a simple two-layer heterogeneous attenuating media [30, 28]. To this end, we consider the two-dimensional fractional wave equation in (1.1). Choose γ(x) = a_1 + a_2tanh ( 100(y −1) ) , i.e. representing a two-layered media separated at y = 1. The initial conditions take the form ϕ(x) = ( 1 − 2π^2ν^2_0 |x − x_c|^2 ) e^{−π2ν20 |x−xc|2} , ψ(x, 0) = 0, (4.3)

Figure 9: Solution dynamics in two-dimensional wave equations in heterogeneous media, where s(x) = 1 − 0.4 cos(^{πx}_4 ) cos(^{πy}_4 ) (top) and s(x) = 1 + 0.2 exp (−(x − 1)^2 − (y + 2)^2) (bottom).

where ν_0 = 25 and x_c = (1, 0.85)^T are chosen in our study.

Set the computational domain Ω = (0, 2)^2. The model (1.1) is solved by the LFFP method with

Figure 10: Wave propagation in two-layer attenuating media, where a_1 = 0.0065 and a_2 = 0.0035 (first row), and a_1 = 0.02 and a_2 = 0.01 (second row).

mesh size h = 0.002 and time step τ = 0.0001. Figure 10 depicts wave propagation in heterogeneous media with different γ(x), where c_0 = 11/18 and 1 for the upper (y > 1) and lower (y ≤ 1) layers, respectively. The dispersion and attenuation of waves are observed over time. The strength of attenuation increases with larger values of γ(x), aligning with findings in [30, 28]. Moreover, the wave decoherence is observed during the dynamics.

5 Conclusions

We proposed accelerated Fourier pseudospectral methods to solve the variable-order space fractional wave equation. The spatial discretization is realized by the Fourier pseudospectral method, while the Crank–Nicolson, leap-frog, and time splitting methods are introduced for temporal discretization. In the special case of constant order (i.e. s(x) ≡ s), our methods can be efficiently implemented via the (inverse) fast Fourier transforms, and the computational cost at each time step is O(N log N), where N represents the total number of spatial points. However, this fast algorithm fails in the variable-order cases due to the spatial dependence of the Fourier multiplier. To address this, we proposed an accelerated matrix-free approach for the efficient computation of variable-order cases. The computational cost is O(MN log N) and storage cost O(MN), where M ≪ N. Moreover, our scheme can be easily parallelized to further enhance its efficiency. It can be also applied to solve other variable-order fractional problems.

Numerical experiments were reported to examine the effectiveness of our methods and study the wave dynamics in heterogeneous media. Our numerical studies showed that in high dimensions, the direct matrix-vector multiplication approach becomes impractical due to excessive memory requirements. In contrast, our accelerated method has proven effective, leveraging modest storage and computational resources. It showed that all three (CNFP, LFFP, and TSFP2) methods have the second-order accuracy in time. The explicit LFFP and TSFP2 methods require less computing time at each time step, while the CNFP method allows larger time step. We found that the wave dynamics in the fractional cases are more complicated due to the nonlocal interactions, especially in heterogeneous media compared to homogeneous media. The solution behaviors of the fractional wave equation will be further explored in our future study.

Acknowledgements

X. Zhao is partially supported by the Natural Science Foundation of Hubei Province No. 2019CFA007 and the NSFC 11901440. Y. Zhang is partially supported by the US National Science Foundation DMS–1913293 and DMS–1953177.

References

[1] G. Autuori, F. Cluni, V. Gusella, and P. Pucci. Longitudinal waves in a nonlocal rod by fractional Laplacian. Mech. Adv. Mater. Struct., 27(7):599–604, 2018.

[2] W. Bao and Y. Zhang. Dynamics of the ground state and central vortex states in Bose–Einstein condensation. Math. Models Methods Appl. Sci., 15(12):1863–1896, 2005.

[3] R. F. Bass. Uniqueness in law for pure jump Markov processes. Probab. Theory Relat. Fields, 79(2):271–287, 1988.

[4] R. F. Bass. Stochastic differential equations with jumps. Probab. Surv., 1:1–19, 2004.

[5] W. Cai, W. Chen, J. Fang, and S. Holm. A survey on fractional derivative modeling of power-law frequency-dependent viscous dissipative and scattering attenuation in acoustic wave propagation. Appl. Mech. Rev., 70(3), 2018.

[6] H. Chen, H. Zhou, Q. Li, and Y. Wang. Two efficient modeling schemes for fractional Laplacian viscoacoustic wave equation. Geophys., 81(5):T233–T249, 2016.

[7] W. Chen and S. Holm. Fractional Laplacian time-space models for linear and nonlinear lossy media exhibiting arbitrary frequency power-law dependency. J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 115(4):1424– 1430, 2004.

[8] X. Chen, Z. Chen, and J. Wang. Heat kernel for non-local operators with variable order. Stoch.

Process. their Appl., 2020.

[9] M. D’Elia and C. Glusa. A fractional model for anomalous diffusion with increased variability:

analysis, algorithms and applications to interface problems. Numer. Methods Partial Differ. Equ., 38(6):2084–2103, 2022.

[10] S. Duo and Y. Zhang. Mass-conservative Fourier spectral methods for solving the fractional nonlinear Schrödinger equation. Comput. Math. Appl., 71(11):2257–2271, 2016.

[11] S. Duo and Y. Zhang. Accurate numerical methods for two and three dimensional integral fractional Laplacian with applications. Comput. Methods Appl. Mech. Eng., 355:639–662, 2019.

[12] N. Jacob and H. Leopold. Pseudo differential operators with variable order of differentiation generating feller semigroups. Integr. Equ. Oper. theory, 17(4):544–553, 1993.

[13] K. Kikuchi and A. Negoro. On Markov process generated by pseudodifferential operator of variable order. Osaka J. Math., 34(2):319–335, 1997.

[14] K. Kirkpatrick and Y. Zhang. Fractional Schrödinger dynamics and decoherence. Phys. D:

Nonlinear Phenom., 332:41–54, 2016.

[15] F. Kühn. Schauder estimates for Poisson equations associated with non-local Feller generators.

J Theor Probab, 34(3), 2021.

[16] H. Leopold. Embedding of function spaces of variable order of differentiation in function spaces of variable order of integration. Czechoslov. Math. J., 49(3):633–644, 1999.

[17] P. Li and X. Wang. An inverse random source problem for the biharmonic wave equation.

SIAM-ASA J. Uncertain. Quantif., 10(3):949–974, 2022.

[18] Y. Li, H. Yang, and L. Ying. A multiscale butterfly algorithm for multidimensional Fourier integral operators. Multiscale Model. Simul., 13(2):614–631, 2015.

[19] J. T. Maestas and J. M. Collis. Nonlinear acoustic pulse propagation in dispersive sediments using fractional loss operators. J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 139(3):1420–1429, 2016.

[20] M. M. Meerschaert and R. J. McGough. Attenuated fractional wave equations with anisotropy.

J. Vib. Acoust., 136(5):0510041–0510045, 2014.

[21] X. Mu, J. Huang, L. Wen, and S. Zhuang. Modeling viscoacoustic wave propagation using a new spatial variable-order fractional Laplacian wave equation. Geophys., 86(6):T487–T507, 2021.

[22] E. L. Roetman. On the biharmonic wave equation. Pac. J. Math., 22(1):139–158, 1967.

[23] S. G. Samko, A. A. Kilbas, and O. I. Marichev. Fractional integrals and derivatives: theory and applications. Gordon and Breach Science Publishers, Switzerland; Philadelphia, Pa., USA, 1993.

[24] S. G. Samko and B. Ross. Integration and differentiation to a variable fractional order. Integral Transforms Spec. Funct., 1(4):277–300, 1993.

[25] H. Sun, A. Chang, Y. Zhang, and W. Chen. A review on variable-order fractional differential equations: mathematical foundations, physical models, numerical methods and applications. Fract. Calc. Appl. Anal., 22(1):27–59, 2019.

[26] B. E. Treeby and B. T. Cox. Modeling power law absorption and dispersion for acoustic propagation using the fractional Laplacian. J. Acoust. Soc. Am., 127(5):2741–2748, 2010.

[27] Y. Wu and Y. Zhang. Variable-order Laplacian and its computations with meshfree methods.

J. Sci. Comput., 2024. In press.

[28] J. Yao, T. Zhu, F. Hussain, and D.J. Kouri. Locally solving fractional Laplacian viscoacoustic wave equation using Hermite distributed approximating functional method. Geophys., 82(2):T59–T67, 2017.

[29] B. Yu, X. Zheng, P. Zhang, and L. Zhang. Computing solution landscape of nonlinear spacefractional problems via fast approximation algorithm. J. Comput. Phys., 468:111513, 2022.

[30] T. Zhu and J. M. Harris. Modeling acoustic wave propagation in heterogeneous attenuating media using decoupled fractional Laplacians. Geophys., 79(3):T105–T116, 2014.