arXiv:2405.03143v1 [math.NA] 6 May 2024

A novel fourth-order scheme for two-dimensional Riesz space fractional nonlinear reaction-diffusion equations and its optimal preconditioned solver

Wei Qu^1, Yuan-Yuan Huang^2, Sean Hon^2, Siu-Long Lei^{3∗}

1.School of Mathematics and Statistics, Shaoguan University, Shaoguan, China. 2.Department of Mathematics, Hong Kong Baptist University, Kowloon Tong, Hong Kong SAR, China.

3.Department of Mathematics, University of Macau, Macau SAR, China.

Abstract

A novel fourth-order finite difference formula coupling the Crank-Nicolson explicit linearized method is proposed to solve Riesz space fractional nonlinear reaction-diffusion equations in two dimensions. Theoretically, under the Lipschitz assumption on the nonlinear term, the proposed high-order scheme is proved to be unconditionally stable and convergent in the discrete L2- norm. Moreover, a τ -matrix based preconditioner is developed to speed up the convergence of the conjugate gradient method with an optimal convergence rate (a convergence rate independent of mesh sizes) for solving the symmetric discrete linear system. Theoretical analysis shows that the spectra of the preconditioned matrices are uniformly bounded in the open interval (3/8, 2). To the best of our knowledge, this is the first attempt to develop a preconditioned iterative solver with a mesh-independent convergence rate for the linearized high-order scheme. Numerical examples are given to validate the accuracy of the scheme and the effectiveness of the proposed preconditioned solver.

Keywords: fractional nonlinear reaction-diffusion equations, Lipschitz condition, Fourth-order scheme, τ-matrix based preconditioner, Preconditioned conjugated gradient method, Mesh-independent convergence rate

AMS Subject Classification: 26A33 , 65L12 , 65L20 , 65N15

The work of Wei Qu was supported by the research grants 2020A1515110454 from Guangdong Basic and Applied Basic Research Foundation, and 2021KCXTD052 from the Scientific Computing Research Innovation Team of Guangdong Province. The work of Sean Hon was supported in part by the Hong Kong RGC under grant 22300921 and a start-up grant from the Croucher Foundation. The work of Siu-Long Lei was supported by the research grants MYRG2022-00262-FST and MYRG-GRG2023-00181-FST-UMDF from University of Macau.

∗Correspondence: sllei@um.edu.mo

1 Introduction

In this article, we focus on the following two-dimensional (2D) Riesz space fractional nonlinear reaction-diffusion equations (RSFNRDEs): ∂u(x, y, t) ∂t = K_α ∂^αu(x, y, t) ∂|x|^α + K_β ∂^βu(x, y, t) ∂|y|^β + f(x, y, t, u(x, y, t)), (x, y, t) ∈ Ω × (0, T ] u(x, y, 0) = u_0(x, y), (x, y) ∈ Ω, u(x, y, t) = 0, (x, y, t) ∈ (R^2 nΩ) × (0, T ], (1.1)

where Ω = (x_L, x_R) × (y_D , y_U ), α, β ∈ (1, 2), K_α, K_β > 0 are two constants, and u_0(x, y) is the initial condition. f(x, y, t, u(x, y, t)) is a nonlinear and continuous source term, and satisfies the Lipschitz condition, i.e., |f(x, y, t, u) − f(x, y, t, v)| ≤ L_1|u − v|, (1.2) where L_1 is a positive constant. In particular, when f(x, y, t, u) = f(x, y, t), Eq. (1.1) reduces to a linear problem. The Riesz fractional derivatives^{∂α u(x,y,t)}_{∂|x|α} and^{∂β u(x,y,t)}_{∂|y|β} are proportional to the average of left and right Riemann-Liouville (R-L) fractional derivatives, which are defined as follows: ∂^αu(x, y, t) ∂|x|^α = σ_α ( x_L D α x u(x, y, t) +_xD^α_{xR} u(x, y, t) ) , σ_α = − 1 2 cos(^{απ}_2 ) > 0, ∂^αu(x, y, t) ∂|y|^β = σ_β ( y_D D β y u(x, y, t) +_yD^β_{yU} u(x, y, t) ) , σ_β = − 1 2 cos(^{βπ}_2 ) > 0, where_{xL} D^α_x u(x, y, t),_xD^α_{xR} u(x, y, t),_{yD} D^β_y u(x, y, t), and_yD^β_{yU} u(x, y, t) are left and right R-L fractional derivatives of orders 1 < α, β < 2, respectively. For the definitions of left and right R-L fractional derivatives, we refer readers to [51, 52] for details.

Fractional differential equations (FDEs) serve as powerful mathematical tools for accurate descriptions of challenging phenomena, such as biology [49], physics [6, 7, 10], random walks [5], image processing [2], finance [57] and control problems [23, 56]. With the increase in applications involving FDEs, the study of the solution to FDEs has been significant. However, since analytical solutions for FDEs are rarely obtainable, these types of equations are of numerical interest, which also makes the computation of numerical solutions an active field of research. In the realm of the numerical method for FDEs, there have been significant and successful developments, including the finite difference method [11, 18–20, 25, 40, 41, 46, 51, 52, 62, 64, 68, 74] the finite element method [9, 15, 34, 73] and the finite volume method [22, 24, 47, 48]. Among those methods, it is not difficult to find that getting numerical solutions with high-order accuracy is the most necessary and intuitive way.

In what follows, we will first review some progress (discretization and algorithms) on the space FDEs with Riesz fractional derivatives like RSFNRDEs (1.1). So far, for discretizing the Riesz fractional derivative, there are two common methods: One is the indirect method, which is based on the relationship between the left and right R-L fractional derivatives and the Riesz fractional derivative; hence, the discretization methods with first-order to fourth-order accuracies for the Riesz fractional derivative can be founded in [25, 40, 41, 51, 52, 62, 64, 68]. The other one is the direct method, which is especially for the Riesz fractional derivative. In more details, Ortigueira [54] established a second-order formula for the Riesz fractional derivative. Based on the work in [54], Çelik and Duman [11] proposed a second-order fractional centered difference (FCD) discretization for solving fractional diffusion equations. Subsequently, Xiao and Wang [70] constructed a fourthorder FCD formula for the Riesz fractional derivative and successfully applied it to the fractional

Schrödinger equation. Recently, according to a new appropriate generating function resulted from the modifications and improvements of [11,54], Ding and Li [19] established a novel fourth-order formula for the Riesz fractional derivative. As already observed in [19], after discretized by the novel fourthorder formula to the space fractional complex Ginzburg-Landau equation, the high-order scheme has the same structure as the low-order one, which is suitable for the extension to other FDEs. In addition, the study of some other high-order formulas to the Riesz fractional derivative can be found in [14, 16, 17, 20, 28, 74].

Note that the fractional differential operator is nonlocal, thus numerical solutions of FDEs are often required to solve dense discrete linear systems with a Toeplitz-like structure [69]. By exploiting this matrix structure, the discrete linear systems can be solved via fast Fourier transforms (FFTs). However, as usual, the systems are often ill-conditioned as the matrix size increases, which means that solving such a linear system is computationally intensive. To reduce the computational cost, fast algorithms based on FFTs coupling preconditioning techniques have been proposed extensively. Among them, we mention some popular preconditioners including circulant preconditioner [38, 39], approximate inverse preconditioner [55], structure-preserving preconditioner [21], banded preconditioner [36, 42, 63], multigrid preconditioner [53], and splitting preconditioner [3, 45]. Note that the convergence rates of the iterative methods with the above preconditioners are not mesh-independent in general, which can lead to an increase in the number of iterations when the size of the matrix is increasing. It is remarked that this phenomenon is clearly evident in the multi-dimensional setting. Therefore, investigating the mesh-independent convergence rate for some preconditioned iterative methods constitutes an interesting and promising research direction. Along this line, circulant-type preconditioners are not a good choice since most of the preconditioned matrices are merely expressed as the sum of the identity matrix plus a small norm matrix and a low-rank matrix, which cannot achieve either mesh-independent or superlinear convergence rate in the multi-dimensional cases, see [60] for more details.

Recently, to solve the symmetric Toeplitz discrete linear system resulted from some FDEs with Riesz fractional derivative, the τ preconditioner has gained significant interest and success, which is shown in its superior performance compared with the circulant version. Since such preconditioner can be diagonalized by fast discrete sine transforms (DSTs), allowing us to perform the inversion and the matrix-vector multiplication involving τ matrix in O(N log N) operations, where N is the matrix size. In addition, it costs O(N) storage requirement for the τ matrix by only storing its first column. For these reasons, τ preconditioner is indeed suitable for solving the symmetric Toeplitz system. Specifically, in [31], Huang et al. proposed the τ preconditioner for solving symmetric and positive definite (SPD) Toeplitz linear system resulted from Riesz fractional diffusion equations in high dimensions. More importantly, they have shown that all eigenvalues of the preconditioned matrices lie in (1/2, 3/2), which ensures the mesh-independent convergence rate for the preconditioned conjugate gradient (PCG) method. After that, the authors also extended the τ preconditioner for solving Riesz space fractional diffusion equations in convex domains [32], multi-dimensional fractional diffusion equations with R-L fractional derivatives [44], and space fractional Cahn-Hilliard equations [29, 30]. Motivated by the work [31], a τ preconditioner is designed by Zhang et al. [72] to efficiently solve the discrete linear systems stemming from the fractional centered discretization of the considered 2D RSFNRDEs (1.1) and the spectra of the preconditioned matrices are also shown to be independent of mesh sizes and far from zero. Moreover, according to the spectral symbol, Barakitis et al. [4] proposed a novel τ-algebra preconditioner for ill-conditioned symmetric Toeplitz discrete linear systems where the generating functions of coefficient matrices have a unique zero at the origin of fractional order ranging from 1 to 2, which outperforms the preconditioners proposed in [21,53]. For some other applications of τ-matrix based preconditioner, we refer the reader to [1,26,33,43,50,61,65–67,71] and references therein. It is worth mentioning that developing a preconditioning strategy based on the fast DSTs to solve the high-order symmetric Toeplitz linear systems resulted from the space FDEs with Riesz fractional derivative is needed. To the best of our knowledge, there is no preconditioned iterative method with τ-matrix based preconditioner for solving such kind of linear systems that has a mesh-independent convergence rate, which inspires us to consider this problem.

The main objective of this paper consists of two aspects: the first is to develop a novel fourth-order scheme for the 2D RSFNRDEs that is unconditionally stable and convergent. The second is to propose an efficient preconditioner for the symmetric two-level Toeplitz linear systems resulted from the 2D RSFNRDEs (1.1) so that the PCG method with the proposed preconditioner converges independently of the discretization mesh sizes. Different from the existing preconditioning strategy mentioned in [33], in this article, we show that the spectra of the preconditioned matrix fall in an open interval for all 1 < α, β < 2, as opposed to [33] where the spectra are only verified through numerical experiments for 1.4674 < α, β < 2. In addition, it is the first preconditioned iterative solver in the literature with a mesh-independent convergence rate for the linearized high-order scheme. The numerical results also emphasize that the proposed preconditioner needs fewer iterations and CPU times than circulant-type preconditioners, such as T. Chan’s and Strang’s circulant preconditioners [12, 13, 35].

The remainder of this article is arranged as follows. Section 2 reviews some preliminaries on the novel fourth-order approximation to the Riesz fractional derivative. In Section 3, we develop a high-order fully discrete numerical scheme for 2D RSFNRDEs, and its unconditional stability and convergence analysis are also provided under the discrete L_2-norm. In Section 4, we design the preconditioning strategies for the discrete linear system and study the spectra of the preconditioned matrix. In Section 5, some numerical results are reported to show the correctness of the scheme and the effectiveness of the proposed preconditioner. Some conclusions of this article are drawn in Section 6. 2 A fourth-order approximation to the Riesz fractional derivative

In [19], Ding introduced a novel fourth-order approximation to the Riesz fractional derivative, which is the modification and improvement of the approximations given in [11]. The main results are listed below.

Lemma 2.1 ( [19]) Let

L^{4+μ}(R) = { u(x) ∈ L^1(R)| ∫_∞ −∞ (1 + |η|)^{4+μ}|û(η)|dη < ∞ } , be the fractional Sobolev space. Suppose u(x) ∈ L^{4+μ}(R), then we have the following fourth-order approximation: ∂^αu(x) ∂|x|^α = − 1 h^α ∞∑ k=−∞ s^{(α)}_k u(x − kh) + O(h^4), h → 0,

where the coefficients s^{(α)}_k (k = 0, ±1, ±2, . . .) are determined by the Fourier expansion of the generating function

S(ω) := [ 1 + α 24 (2 − ω − ω^{−1}) ] (2 − ω − ω^{−1})^{α2} = ∞∑ k=−∞ s^{(α)}_k ω^k, |ω| ≤ 1. (2.1)

Setting ω = e^{iθ} with i = √ −1 in Eq. (2.1) and using the inverse Fourier transform formula coupling the following formula, 1 2π ∫_π −π (2 − e^{iθ} − e^{−iθ})^{α2 e−ikθ} dθ = (−1)^kΓ(α + 1) Γ(^α_2 − k + 1)Γ(^α_2 + k + 1)

, (2.2)

one gets the explicit expression of the coefficient s^{(α)}_k ,

s^{(α)}_k =

(−1)^kΓ(α + 1) Γ(^α_2 − k + 1)Γ(^α_2 + k + 1) [ 1 + α(α + 1)(α + 2) 6(α − 2k + 2)(α + 2k + 2) ] , k = 0, ±1, ±2, . . . . (2.3) It is noted that the coefficients s^{(α)}_k satisfy the properties as follows.

Proposition 1 ( [19]) For all 1 < α < 2, and let s^{(α)}_k be defined as (2.3). Then we have

(i) s^{(α)}_k = s^{(α)}_{−k} for all k ≥ 1;

(ii) s^{(α)}_0 > 0, s^{(α)}_{±1} < 0;

(iii) s^{(α)}_{±2} { < 0, α ∈ (1, α^∗), ≥ 0, α ∈ [α^∗, 2), where α^∗ ≈ 1.6516;

(iv) s^{(α)}_{±k} < 0, k = 3, 4, . . .; and

(v)^∞ ∑ k=−∞ s^{(α)}_k = 0.

3 Fully discrete numerical scheme and its theoretical analysis

In this section, we develop the fully discrete numerical scheme for 2D RSFNRDEs. Let Δt =^T_M , h_x =^{xR−xL}_{Nx+1} and h_y =^{yU −yD}_{Ny +1} with M, N_x and N_y being three positive integers. By adopting the fourth-order approximation given in Section 2, we discretize the Riesz fractional derivatives at point (x_i, y_j , t_m) as ∂^αu(x_i, y_j , t_m) ∂|x|^α = − 1 h^α_x i−1∑ k=−N_x+i s^{(α)}_k u(x_{i−k}, y_j , t_m) + O(h^4_x), ∂^β u(x_i, y_j , t_m) ∂|y|^β = − 1 h^βy j−1∑ k=−N_y +j s^{(β)}_k u(x_i, y_{j−k} , t_m) + O(h^4_y ),

(3.1)

where t_m = mΔt for m = 0, 1, . . . , M, x_i = x_L + ih_x for i = 0, 1, . . . , N_x + 1, and y_j = y_D + jh_y for j = 0, 1, . . . , N_y + 1. Then we use the Taylor expansion to approximate the first-order time partial derivative at point (x_i, y_j , t_{m+1/2}) ∂u(x_i, y_j , t_{m+1/2}) ∂t = u(x_i, y_j , t_{m+1}) − u(x_i, y_j , t_m) Δt + O(Δt^2). (3.2)

For the nonlinear term f(x_i, y_j , t_{m+1/2}, u(x_i, y_j , t_{m+1/2})), we will apply the second-order explicit time discretization method [30] f(x_i, y_j , t_{m+1/2}, u(x_i, y_j , t_{m+1/2})) = 3 2 f(x_i, y_j , t_{m+1/2}, u(x_i, t_m)) − 1 2 f(x_i, t_{m+1/2}, u(x_i, y_j , t_{m−1})) + O(Δt^2). (3.3)

Combining (3.1)-(3.3), the fourth-order discretization coupling the Crank-Nicolson (CN) explicit linearized method for the 2D RSFNRDEs is given by u(xi, yj , tm+1) + ηα i−1∑ k=−Nx+i s^{(α)}_k u(x_{i−k}, yj , tm+1) + η_β j−1∑ k=−Ny +j s^{(β)}_k u(xi, y_{j−k}, tm+1)

= u(xi, yj , tm) − ηα i−1∑ k=−Nx+i s^{(α)}_k u(x_{i−k}, yj , tm) − η_β j−1∑ k=−Ny +j s^{(β)}_k u(xi, y_{j−k}, tm)

+ 3 2 Δtf(xi, yj , t_{m+1/2}, u(xi, yj , tm)) − 1 2 Δtf(xi, yj , t_{m+1/2}, u(xi, yj , tm−1)) + Δtρ^m_{i,j} , (3.4) where 1 ≤ i ≤ N_x, 1 ≤ j ≤ N_y, 0 ≤ m ≤ M, η_α =^{KαΔt}_{2hαx} , η_β =^{Kβ Δt}_{2hβy} and ρ^m_{i,j} = O(Δt^2 +h^4_x +h^4_y). By neglecting the term ρ^m_{i,j} and replacing u(x_i, y_j , t_m) with its numerical approximation U^m_{i,j} , we obtain the 2D linearized CN fourth-order scheme U^{m+1}_{i,j} + η_α i−1∑ k=−N_x+i s^{(α)}_k U^{m+1}_{i−k,j} + η_β j−1∑ k=−N_y +j s^{(β)}_k U^{m+1}_{i,j−k}

= U^m_{i,j} − η_α i−1∑ k=−N_x+i s^{(α)}_k U^m_{i−k,j} − η_β j−1∑ k=−N_y +j s^{(β)}_k U^m_{i,j−k}

+ 3 2 Δtf(x_i, y_j , t_{m+1/2}, U^m_{i,j} ) − 1 2 Δtf(x_i, y_j , t_{m+1/2}, U^{m−1}_{i,j} ). (3.5) Note that scheme (3.5) is a two-step method, which requires two starting values. In particular, we set U^{−1}_{i,j} = U^0_{i,j} , then scheme (3.5) can be implemented.

Now, let N = N_xN_y, and define U^m and F^m as

U^m = ( U^m_{1,1}, . . . , U^m_{Nx,1}, U^m_{1,2}, . . . , U^m_{Nx,2}, . . . , U^m_{1,Ny} , . . . , U^m_{Nx,Ny} )_T and F^m = ( f(x_1, y_1, t_{m+1/2}, U^m_{1,1}), . . . , f(x_{Nx} , y_1, t_{m+1/2}, U^m_{Nx,1}), f(x_1, y_2, t_{m+1/2}, U^m_{1,2}), . . . , f(x_{Nx} , y_2, t_{m+1/2}, U^m_{Nx,2}), . . . , f(x_1, y_{Ny} , t_{m+1/2}, U^m_{1,Ny} ), . . . , f(x_{Nx} , y_{Ny} , t_{m+1/2}, U^m_{Nx,Ny} ) )_T . Then the discrete linearized scheme (3.5) can be expressed as

(I_N + J_{α,β} )U^{m+1} = (I_N − J_{α,β})U^m + Δt( 3 2 F^m − 1 2 F^{m−1}), 0 ≤ m ≤ M − 1, (3.6)

where I_N is the identity matrix of order N, and

J_{α,β} = η_α(I_{Ny} ⊗ A_α) + η_β (A_β ⊗ I_{Nx} ), in which ⊗ denotes the Kronecker product. The matrix A_α is of the form

A_α = s^{(α)}_0 s^{(α)}_{−1} · · · s^{(α)}_{2−Nx} s^{(α)}_{1−Nx}

s^{(α)}_1 s^{(α)}_0 s^{(α)}_{−1} .. . s^{(α)}_{2−Nx} . . s^{(α)}_1 s^{(α)}_0 .. . . . s^{(α)}_{Nx−2} . . . . . . .. . s^{(α)}_{−1} s^{(α)}_{Nx−1} s^{(α)}_{Nx−2} · · · s^{(α)}_1 s^{(α)}_0

(3.7)

with s^{(α)}_k being defined in (2.3). A_β is defined similarly as A_α just with α (resp. N_x) replaced by β (resp. N_y).

Next, we will consider the stability and the convergence of the scheme (3.6) for 2D RSFNRDEs. Firstly, we discuss its unconditional stability. Let ~U^m_{i,j} and U^m_{i,j} be two solutions of the scheme (3.6), and define ϵ^m_{i,j} = ~U^m_{i,j} − U^m_{i,j} , m = 0, 1, . . . , M, i = 1, 2, . . . , N_x, j = 1, 2, . . . , N_y. According to (3.5), ϵ^m_{i,j} satisfies the following equation

ϵ^{m+1}_{i,j} + η_α i−1∑ k=−N_x+i s^{(α)}_k ϵ^{m+1}_{i−k,j} + η_β j−1∑ k=−N_y +j s^{(β)}_k ϵ^{m+1}_{i,j−k}

=ϵ^m_{i,j} − η_α i−1∑ k=−N_x+i s^{(α)}_k ϵ^m_{i−k,j} − η_β j−1∑ k=−N_y +j s^{(β)}_k ϵ^m_{i,j−k} + 3 2 Δt(f(x_i, y_j , t_{m+1/2}, ~U^m_{i,j} )

− f(x_i, y_j , t_{m+1/2}, U^m_{i,j} )) − 1 2 Δt(f(x_i, y_j , t_{m+1/2}, ~U^{m−1}_{i,j} ) − f(x_i, y_j , t_{m+1/2}, U^{m−1}_{i,j} )).

(3.8)

Furthermore, denote E^m = (ϵ^m_{1,1}, . . . , ϵ^m_{Nx,1}, ϵ^m_{1,2}, . . . , ϵ^m_{Nx,2}, . . . , ϵ^m_{1,Ny} , . . . , ϵ^m_{Nx,Ny} )^T , for m = 0, 1, . . . , M − 1, we have,

(I_N + J_{α,β} )E^{m+1} = (I_N − J_{α,β} )E^m + 3 2 Δt( ~F^m − F^m) − 1 2 Δt( ~F^{m−1} − F^{m−1}), (3.9)

where

~F^m = ( f(x_1, y_1, t_{m+1/2}, ~U^m_{1,1}), . . . , f(x_{Nx} , y_1, t_{m+1/2}, ~U^m_{Nx,1}), f(x_1, y_2, t_{m+1/2}, ~U^m_{1,2}), . . . , f(x_{Nx} , y_2, t_{m+1/2}, ~U^m_{Nx,2}), . . . , f(x_1, y_{Ny} , t_{m+1/2}, ~U^m_{1,Ny} ), . . . , f(x_{Nx} , y_{Ny} , t_{m+1/2}, ~U^m_{Nx,Ny} ) )_T . Now, we prove the unconditional stability in the sense that ||E^{m+1}|| ≤ exp (3C_LT )||E^0||, m = 0, 1, . . . , M − 1, where C_L is a positive constant and ||E^{m+1}|| denotes the discrete L_2-norm of E^{m+1}, i.e.,

||E^{m+1}|| = h_xh_y^{Nx}∑ i=1

N_y∑

j=1 (ϵ^{m+1}_{i,j} )^2.

Theorem 3.1 The scheme (3.6) is unconditionally stable. Proof: We first rewrite (3.9) as

E^{m+1} − E^m + J_{α,β} (E^{m−1} + E^m) = 3 2 Δt( ~F^m − F^m) − 1 2 Δt( ~F^{m−1} − F^{m−1}), (3.10)

then left-multiplying h_xh_y(E^{m+1} + E^m)^T on both sides of (3.10), we obtain

||E^{m+1}||^2 − ||E^m||^2 + h_xh_y(E^{m+1} + E^m)^T J_{α,β} (E^{m−1} + E^m)

= h_xh_y(E^{m+1} + E^m)^T [ 3 2 Δt( ~F^m − F^m) − 1 2 Δt( ~F^{m−1} − F^{m−1}) ] . (3.11)

By Proposition 1, we can obtain that A_α and A_β are SPD through the similar technique given in [33], which combined with η_γ > 0 implies that J_{α,β} = η_α(I_{Ny} ⊗ A_α) + η_β (A_β ⊗ I_{Nx} ) is also SPD, i.e.,

(E^{m+1} + E^m)^T J_{α,β} (E^{m−1} + E^m) > 0. (3.12)

Combining (3.11) and (3.12), we have

||E^{m+1}||^2 − ||E^m||^2 ≤ h_xh_y(E^{m+1} + E^m)^T [ 3 2 Δt( ~F^m − F^m) − 1 2 Δt( ~F^{m−1} − F^{m−1}) ]

≤ Δt||E^{m+1} + E^m|| · || 3 2 ( ~F^m − F^m) − 1 2 ( ~F^{m−1} − F^{m−1})|| ≤ Δt ( ||E^{m+1}|| + ||E^m|| ) · [ 3 2 || ~F^m − F^m|| + 1 2 || ~F^{m−1} − F^{m−1}|| ] . Hence, ||E^{m+1}|| − ||E^m|| ≤ Δt [ 3 2 || ~F^m − F^m|| + 1 2 || ~F^{m−1} − F^{m−1}|| ] . (3.13)

According to the Lipschitz condition (1.2), we have | | |f(xi, yj , t_{m+1/2}, ~U^m_{i,j} ) − f(xi, yj , t_{m+1/2}, U^m_{i,j} ) | | | ≤ L1| ~U^m_{i,j} − U^m_{i,j} | = L1|ϵ^m_{i,j} |, (3.14) and | | |f(xi, yj , t_{m+1/2}, ~U^{m−1}_{i,j} ) − f(xi, yj , t_{m+1/2}, U^{m−1}_{i,j} ) | | | ≤ L^′_1| ~U^{m−1}_{i,j} − U^{m−1}_{i,j} | = L^′_1|ϵ^{m−1}_{i,j} |. (3.15) On the basis of (3.14) and (3.15) coupling the definition of the L_2-norm of a vector, we have,

|| ~F^m − F^m|| = h_xh_y^{Nx} ∑ i=1

N_y∑

j=1 | |f(xi, yj , t_{m+1/2}, ~U^m_{i,j} ) − f(xi, yj , t_{m+1/2}, U^m_{i,j} ) | |^2

≤ L_1h_xh_y^{Nx}∑ i=1

N_y∑

j=1 | ~U^m_{i,j} − U^m_{i,j} |^2

= L_1h_xh_y N_x∑

i=1

N_y∑

j=1 (ϵ^m_{i,j} )^2 = √ L_1||E^m||. (3.16)

Similarly, we have || ~F^{m−1} − F^{m−1}|| ≤ √ L^′_1||E^{m−1}||. (3.17) Combining with (3.13), (3.16) and (3.17), we arrive ||E^{m+1}|| − ||E^m|| ≤ Δt ( 3 √ L_1 2 ||E^m|| + √ L^′_1 2 ||E^{m−1}|| ) , namely, ||E^{m+1}|| − ||E^m|| ≤ ΔtC_L ( ||E^m|| + ||E^{m−1}|| ) , (3.18)

where C_L = max{^{3√L1}_2 , √_{L′1} 2 }. Summing up (3.18) for m from 1 to k, we have

||E^{k+1}|| ≤ ||E^1|| + ΔtC_L (_k ∑ p=1 ||E^p|| + k∑ p=1 ||E^{p−1}|| )

≤ ||E^0|| + 3ΔtC_L k∑ p=1 ||E^p||. (3.19)

Applying Gronwall’s inequality (see [14]) to (3.19), we obtain ||E^{m+1}|| ≤ exp(3C_LkΔt)||E^0|| ≤ exp(3C_LT )||E^0||, which ends the proof.

Next, we will prove the convergence of the scheme (3.6).

Theorem 3.2 Let U^m_{i,j} be the solution of the scheme (3.6), and u(x_i, y_j , t_m) be the exact solution of (1.1), then there exists two positive constants C^∗ and C_R such that

||u^{m+1} − U^{m+1}|| ≤ T C^∗ exp(3T C_R)(Δt^2 + h^4_x + h^4_y), m = 0, 1, . . . , M − 1.

Proof: Denote ψ^m_{i,j} = u(x_i, y_j , t_m) − U^m_{i,j} , (3.20) from (3.4) and (3.5), ψ^m_{i,j} satisfies the perturbation equation

ψ^{m+1}_{i,j} + η_α i−1∑ k=−N_x +i s^{(α)}_k ψ^{m+1}_{i−k,j} + η_β j−1∑ k=−N_y +j s^{(β)}_k ψ^{m+1}_{i,j−k}

= ψ^m_{i,j} − η_α i−1∑ k=−N_x+i s^{(α)}_k ψ^m_{i−k,j} − η_β j−1∑ k=−N_y +j s^{(β)}_k ψ^m_{i,j−k}

+ 3 2 Δt ( f(x_i, y_j , t_{m+1/2}, u(x_i, y_j , t_m)) − f(x_i, y_j , t_{m+1/2}, U^m_{i,j} ) )

− 1 2 Δt ( f(x_i, y_j , t_{m+1/2}, u(x_i, y_j , t_{m−1})) − f(x_i, y_j , t_{m+1/2}, U^{m−1}_{i,j} ) ) + Δtρ^m_{i,j} . (3.21)

Denote

F̂^m = ( f(x_1, y_1, t_{m+1/2}, u(x_1, y_1, t_m)), . . . , f(x_{Nx} , y_1, t_{m+1/2}, u(x_{Nx} , y_1, t_m)), f(x_1, y_2, t_{m+1/2}, u(x_1, y_2, t_m)), . . . , f(x_{Nx} , y_2, t_{m+1/2}, u(x_{Nx} , y_2, t_m)), . . . , f(x_1, y_{Ny} , t_{m+1/2}, u(x_1, y_{Ny} , t_m)), . . . , f(x_{Nx} , y_{Ny} , t_{m+1/2}, u(x_{Nx} , y_{Ny} , t_m)) )_T , and ρ^m = ( ρ^m_{1,1}, . . . , ρ^m_{Nx,1}, ρ^m_{1,2}, . . . , ρ^m_{Nx,2}, . . . , ρ^m_{1,Ny} , . . . , ρ^m_{Nx,Ny} )_T , then (3.21) can be written in matrix form as follows:

(I_N + J_{α,β} )Ψ^{m+1} = (I_N − J_{α,β})Ψ^m + 3 2 Δt(F̂^m − F^m) − 1 2 Δt(F̂^{m−1} − F^{m−1}) + Δtρ^m, (3.22)

where Ψ^m = ( ψ^m_{1,1}, . . . , ψ^m_{Nx,1}, ψ^m_{1,2}, . . . , ψ^m_{Nx,2}, . . . , ψ^m_{1,Ny} , . . . , ψ^m_{Nx,Ny} )_T

with Ψ^0 = 0. A direct application of Eqs. (3.10)-(3.13) in Theorem 3.1 to Eq. (3.22) yields ||Ψ^{m+1}|| − ||Ψ^m|| ≤ Δt [ 3 2 ||F̂^m − F^m|| + 1 2 ||F̂^{m−1} − F^{m−1}|| ] + Δt||ρ^m||. (3.23) Using the Lipschitz condition (1.2), (3.23) can be rewritten as ||Ψ^{m+1}|| − ||Ψ^m|| ≤ Δt ( 3 √ L_2 2 ||Ψ^m|| + √ L^′_2 2 ||Ψ^{m−1}|| ) + Δt||ρ^m|| ≤ ΔtC_R ( ||Ψ^m|| + ||Ψ^{m−1}|| ) + Δt||ρ^m||, (3.24) where C_R = max{^{3√L2}_2 , √_{L′2} 2 }. Summing up (3.24) for m from 1 to k and noticing ||Ψ^0|| = 0, we obtain ||Ψ^{k+1}|| ≤ ||Ψ^1|| + ΔtC_R (_k ∑ p=1 ||Ψ^p|| + k∑ p=1 ||Ψ^{p−1}|| ) + Δt k∑ p=1 ||ρ^p||

≤ ||Ψ^0|| + 3ΔtC_R k∑ p=1 ||Ψ^p|| + Δt k∑ p=1 ||ρ^p||

= 3ΔtC_R k∑ p=1 ||Ψ^p|| + Δt k∑ p=1 ||ρ^p||. (3.25)

Applying Gronwall’s inequality in [14] to (3.25), we have ||Ψ^{m+1}|| ≤ exp(3kΔtC_R) ( Δt k∑ p=1 ||ρ^p|| )

≤ T C^∗ exp(3T C_R)(Δt^2 + h^4_x + h^4_y),

which completes the proof.

4 τ-matrix based preconditioner and its spectral analysis

In this section, we propose a τ-matrix based preconditioner for the system (3.6), which is constructed based on the generation function S_γ (θ) of A_γ . Knowing that e^{±iθ} = cos(θ) ± i sin(θ), then we have

S_γ (θ) = [ 1 + γ 24 (2 − e^{iθ} − e^{−iθ}) ] (2 − e^{iθ} − e^{−iθ})^{γ2} , (γ = α, β) = [ 1 + γ 24 (2 − 2 cos θ) ] (2 − 2 cos θ)^{γ2} .

(4.1)

Furthermore, we denote

Q_γ = 1 1 .. . 1 1 + γ 24

2 −1 −1 2 −1 .. . .. . .. . −1 2 −1 −1 2 ∈ R^{Nz ×Nz} (4.2)

with (γ, z) = (α, x) or (β, y). From the definition of generating function given in [35], we know that the Toeplitz matrix Q_γ is generated by the function 1 +^γ_{24} (2 − 2 cos θ). Again, from (2.2), we see that (2 − 2 cos θ)^{γ2} is the generating function of Â_γ defined similarly as A_γ in (3.7), with the entries s^{(γ)}_i replaced by g^{(γ)}_i , where

g^{(γ)}_i = 1 2π ∫_π −π (2 − e^{iθ} − e^{−iθ})^{γ2 e−ikθ} dθ = (−1)^kΓ(γ + 1) Γ(^γ_2 − k + 1)Γ(^γ_2 + k + 1)

. (4.3)

More properties about g^{(γ)}_i can be found in [11].

Moreover, inspired by the proposal in [8], it has been shown that τ(Â_γ ) is a good preconditioner for the Toeplitz matrix Â_γ in [72]. Thus, in this paper, we define the following preconditioner for approximating A_γ :

P_γ := Q_γ τ(Â_γ ). (4.4)

We remark that both Q_γ and τ(Â_γ ) are τ matrices possessing a symmetric structure, which can be diagonalized by the DST matrix S_{Nz} and the elements of S_{Nz} are calculated by

[S_{Nz} ]_{j,k} = √ 2 N_z + 1 sin( πjk N_z + 1 ), 1 ≤ j, k ≤ N_z, see [8] for more details. Therefore, Q_γ and τ(Â_γ ) commute, which shows that P_γ is symmetric and can also be diagonalized by the DST matrix, i.e.,

P_γ = S_{Nz} Λ_{Pγ} S_{Nz} , (4.5)

where Λ_{Pγ} = Λ_{Qγ} Λ_{τ (Âγ )}. (4.6)

The matrices Λ_{Qγ} and Λ_{τ (Âγ )} contain the eigenvalues of the matrices Q_γ and τ(Â_γ ), respectively.

Then, our τ-matrix based preconditioner for the coefficient matrix I_N + J_{α,β} in (3.6) is defined as

P_τ = I_N + P (J_{α,β} ), (4.7) where P (J_{α,β} ) = η_α ( I_{Ny} ⊗ P_α ) + η_β ( P_β ⊗ I_{Nx} ) (4.8) with P_α and P_β defined in (4.4).

Based on the Eqs. (4.5)-(4.8), it is easy to check that P_τ has the following decomposition

P_τ = (S_{Ny} ⊗ S_{Nx} ) ( I_N + η_α(I_{Ny} ⊗ Λ_{Pα} ) + η_β (Λ_{Pβ} ⊗ I_{Nx} ) ) (S_{Ny} ⊗ S_{Nx} ). (4.9)

Therefore, for a given vector v, the matrix-vector multiplication P^{−1}_τ v can be implemented within O(N_xN_y log(N_xN_y)) operations using fast DSTs.

In order to show the proposed preconditioner P_τ is well-defined, the invertibility of P_τ is given in Lemma 4.1 as follows.

Lemma 4.1 The τ-matrix based preconditioner P_τ defined in (4.7) is SPD and thus P_τ is invertible.

Proof: It is obvious that Q_γ is symmetric from (4.2). Then, the matrix Q_γ is SPD since it is diagonally dominant with positive diagonal entries. Moreover, from [72], we also know that τ(Â_γ ) is SPD. Owing to the commutability of matrices Q_γ and τ(Â_γ ), we conclude that P_γ is SPD matrix. Finally, combining (4.7)-(4.9) with the properties of Kronecker product completes the proof.

In the following, a few auxiliary lemmas are introduced to study the eigenvalues of the preconditioned matrix P^{−1}_τ (I_N + J_{α,β} ).

Lemma 4.2 ( [72]) Assume that λ(τ^{−1}(Â_γ )Â_γ ) be the eigenvalues of the matrix τ^{−1}(Â_γ )Â_γ , then it holds that 1 2 < λ(τ^{−1}(Â_γ )Â_γ ) < 3 2 . Lemma 4.3 ( [58, 59]) Let T_1 and T_2 be the Toeplitz matrices generated by f_1(θ) and f_2(θ) with f_1(θ), f_2(θ) ∈ L^1([−π, π]^2) being real almost everywhere, respectively. Then

~l = ess inf_θ f^2(θ) f_1(θ)

≤ λ(T^{−1}_1 T_2) ≤ ess sup_θ f_2(θ) f_1(θ) = ~L, where essinf and esssup denote the essential infimum and the essential supremum, respectively. Moreover, if ~l < ~L, then the above estimates are strict, i.e., ~l < λ(T^{−1}_1 T_2) < ~L. Lemma 4.4 Let S_γ (θ) and G_γ (θ) be the generating functions of A_γ and Â_γ , respectively. For 1 < γ < 2, it holds that ess inf_θ

S_γ (θ) G_γ (θ)

≥ 1 and ess sup_θ

S_γ (θ) G_γ (θ) ≤ 4 3 . Proof: From (4.1), we have

S_γ (θ) = [ 1 + γ 24 (2 − e^{iθ} − e^{−iθ}) ] (2 − e^{iθ} − e^{−iθ})^{γ2} = [ 1 + γ 24 (2 − 2 cos θ) ] (2 − 2 cos θ)^{γ2} = [ 1 + γ 6 sin^2( θ 2 ) ] · [ 2 sin( θ 2 ) ]_γ . (4.10)

Note that

G_γ (θ) = ∞∑ k=−∞ g^{(γ)}_k e^{ikθ} = (2 − e^{iθ} − e^{−iθ})^{γ2} = [ 2 sin( θ 2 ) ]_γ , (4.11)

then combining (4.10) and (4.11), we obtain

S_γ (θ) G_γ (θ)

= 1 + γ 6 sin^2( θ 2 ). Hence, ess inf_θ

S_γ (θ) G_γ (θ)

≥ 1 + 1 6 · 0 = 1, and ess sup_θ

S_γ (θ) G_γ (θ)

≤ 1 + 2 6 · 1 = 4 3 , which completes the proof.

From Lemmas 4.3 and 4.4, we conclude that

1 < λ(Â^{−1}_γ A_γ ) < 4 3 . (4.12)

Lemma 4.5 Let λ(P^{−1}_γ A_γ ) be an eigenvalue of the matrix P^{−1}_γ A_γ , then 3 8 < λ(P^{−1}_γ A_γ ) < 2.

Proof: Since P^{−1}_γ A_γ is similar to the symmetric matrix P^{− 12}_γ A_γ P^{− 12}_γ , it is equivalent to consider the eigenvalues of P^{− 12}_γ A_γ P^{− 12}_γ . Then, for arbitrary non-zero vector x ∈ R^N ,

x^T P^{− 12}_γ A_γ P^{− 12}_γ x x^T x y=P^{− 12}_γ x

======= y^T A_γ y y^T P_γ y = y^T A_γ y y^T Â_γ y · y^T Â_γ y y^T τ(Â_γ )y · y^T τ(Â_γ )y y^T P_γ y . (4.13)

From (4.12) and Rayleigh quotient theorem, see [27], we know that

1 < λ_{min}(Â^{−1}_γ A_γ ) ≤ y^T A_γ y y^T Â_γ y ≤ λ_{max}(Â^{−1}_γ A_γ ) < 4 3 . (4.14)

On the other hand, Lemma 4.2 implies 1 2 < y^T Â_γ y y^T τ(Â_γ )y < 3 2 . (4.15)

By straightforward calculation, it concludes from (4.2) that λ(Q_γ ) ∈ (1,^4_3 ). Moreover, from (4.4) and the fact that Q_γ and τ(Â_γ ) commute, we have 3 4 < λ_{min}(Q^{−1}_γ ) = λ_{min}(P^{−1}_γ τ(Â_γ )) ≤ y^T τ(Â_γ )y y^T P_γ z ≤ λ_{max}(P^{−1}_γ τ(Â_γ )) = λ_{max}(Q^{−1}_γ ) < 1. (4.16)

At last, combining (4.13)-(4.16), we deduce that 3 8 = 1 · 1 2 · 3 4 < λ(P^{−1}_γ A_γ ) < 4 3 · 3 2 · 1 = 2, which completes the proof.

Moreover, since (I_{Ny} ⊗ P_α )_{−1} (I_{Ny} ⊗ A_α) = (I^{−1}_{Ny} ⊗ P^{−1}_α )(I_{Ny} ⊗ A_α) = I_{Ny} ⊗ P^{−1}_α A_α,

we have 3 8 < λ ( I_{Ny} ⊗ P^{−1}_α A_α ) < 2. (4.17)

Similarly, 3 8 < λ ( P^{−1}_β A_β ⊗ I_{Nx} ) < 2. (4.18)

By Lemma 4.5, one can show that the spectrum of the preconditioned matrix P^{−1}_τ (I_N + J_{α,β}) is uniformly bounded in the interval (3/8, 2) for all N.

Theorem 4.1 Let λ(P^{−1}_τ (I_N + J_{α,β} )) be an eigenvalue of the matrix P^{−1}_τ (I_N + J_{α,β} ), then 3 8 < λ(P^{−1}_τ (I_N + J_{α,β} )) < 2.

Proof: By the Rayleigh quotient theorem and (4.17)-(4.18), it holds that 3 8 < λ_{min} ( I_{Ny} ⊗ P^{−1}_α A_α ) ≤ v^T (I_{Ny} ⊗ A_α)v v^T (I_{Ny} ⊗ P_α)v ≤ λ_{max} ( I_{Ny} ⊗ P^{−1}_α A_α ) < 2, and 3 8 < λ_{min} ( P^{−1}_β A_β ⊗ I_{Nx} ) ≤ v^T (A_β ⊗ I_{Nx} )v v^T ( P_β ⊗ I_{Nx} ) v ≤ λ_{max} ( P^{−1}_β A_β ⊗ I_{Nx} ) < 2. Then 3 8 v^T η_α(I_{Ny} ⊗ P_α)v < v^T η_α(I_{Ny} ⊗ A_α)v < 2v^T η_α(I_{Ny} ⊗ P_α)v, (4.19) and 3 8 v^T η_β ( P_β ⊗ I_{Nx} ) v < v^T η_β (A_β ⊗ I_{Nx} )v < 2v^T η_β ( P_β ⊗ I_{Nx} ) v. (4.20)

Furthermore, recall that J_{α,β} = η_α(I_{Ny} ⊗ A_α) + η_β (A_β ⊗ I_{Nx} ) and P_τ = I_N + η_α ( I_{Ny} ⊗ P_α ) + η_β ( P_β ⊗ I_{Nx} ) , which combined with (4.19) and (4.20) imply 3 8 v^T P_τ v < v^T (I_N + J_{α,β} )v < 2v^T P_τ v. Thus, 3 8 < v^T (I_N + J_{α,β} )v v^T P_τ v < 2, namely, λ_{min} ( P^{−1}_τ (I_N + J_{α,β} ) ) = min v^T (I_N + J_{α,β} )v v^T P_τ v > 3 8 , and λ_{max} ( P^{−1}_τ (I_N + J_{α,β} ) ) = max v^T (I_N + J_{α,β} )v v^T P_τ v < 2, which completes the proof.

Since the spectra of the preconditioned matrix are uniformly bounded, the PCG method for solving (3.6) converges linearly and the number of iterations is independent of the mesh sizes. Meanwhile, it is worth emphasizing that the construction of P_τ defined in (4.7) and the spectral analysis of the corresponding preconditioned matrix are different from that proposed in [33]. The main differences consist of the following aspects:

(i) Constructing P_τ is based on the generating functions of the Toeplitz matrices A_α and A_β , while the τ-preconditioner proposed in [33] is directly designed from the entries of the symmetric Toeplitz matrices A_α and A_β .

(ii) With the help of the generating functions of A_α and A_β , all eigenvalues of the preconditioned matrix P^{−1}_τ (I_N + J_{α,β}) are proved to be strictly greater than 3/8 and less than 2, as opposed to the technique in [33], where the related analysis relies on the properties of the matrix entries s^{(α)}_k and s^{(β)}_k .

(iii) As shown in [31], the monotonicity of the coefficients of low-order schemes plays an important role in proving the uniform boundedness of the spectrum of the preconditioned matrix. However, the coefficients of high-order schemes usually lack this critical property, so for the τ-preconditioner proposed in [33] for high-order schemes, the uniform boundedness of the spectrum of the preconditioned matrix is valid only for 1 < α, β < 1.4674 by using the technique given in [31]. As a remedy, we propose a new τ-matrix based preconditioner P_τ which guarantees all eigenvalues of the preconditioned matrix are uniformly bounded for all 1 < α, β < 2 (see Theorem 4.1 for more details).

5 Numerical experiments

In this section, some numerical results are reported to verify the accuracy of the scheme (3.6) and the efficiency of our proposed τ-matrix based preconditioner. All computations are implemented in a Lenovo desktop with 16GB RAM, AMD Ryzen 5 4600U with Radeon Graphics @ 2.10 GHz using MATLAB R2019a.

To effectively demonstrate the performance of our proposed τ-matrix based preconditioner, four numerical methods for solving the scheme (3.6) are reported as comparisons. For brevity, the unpreconditioned CG method is denoted by ‘CG’; while ‘PCG(T)’ and ‘PCG(S)’ mean the CG methods with two kinds of circulant-type preconditioners (by substituting P_γ in (4.8) with T. Chan’s and Strang’s circulant preconditioners constructed from the Toeplitz matrix A_γ , respectively; see [12,13]), and ‘PCG(τ)’ represents the CG method with our proposed τ-matrix based preconditioner P_τ defined in (4.7). In this section, we set h_x = h_y = h for the related numerical experiments. Then, the discrete L_2-norm for the error is defined as

E(h, Δt) = h2^{Nx} ∑ i=1

N_y∑

j=1 (ψ^M_{i,j} )^2,

where ψ^m_{i,j} is defined in (3.20) at grid points (x_i, y_j , t_M ). The running CPU time (in seconds) for solving (3.6) is denoted by ‘CPU(s)’. The average iterative numbers of the different numerical methods over all time levels are denoted by ‘Iter’, that is,

Iter = 1 M M∑ m=1 Iter(m).

The numerical results will not be reported when the number of iterations is more than 1000.

Also, the convergence orders in time and space are measured as follows

R_{Δt} = log_2 ( E (h, Δt) E (_h 2 ,^{Δt}_2 ) ) , R_h = log_2 ( E (h, Δt) E (_h 2 , Δt ) ) . For the CG and PCG methods, at each time step, we let the initial guess be zero vector, and stop the iteration when ‖r_k‖ ‖r_0‖ ≤ 10^{−10}

with the k-th iteration residual vector r_k . Furthermore, all the matrix-vector multiplications are computed in O(N_xN_y log(N_xN_y)) operations via the MATLAB built-in functions fft, ifft and dst for improving the computational efficiency.

Consider the following 2D space-fractional Fisher’s equation in [14, 37, 75] ∂u(x, y, t) ∂t = K_α ∂^αu(x, y, t) ∂|x|^α + K_β ∂^βu(x, y, t) ∂|y|^β + u(1 − u) + f(x, y, t), (x, y, t) ∈ Ω × (0, T ], subject to

u(x, y, 0) = ρx^5(1 − x)^5y^5(1 − y)^5, (x, y) ∈ Ω, u(x, y, t) = 0, (x, y, t) ∈ (R^2 nΩ) × (0, T ], where K_α = 5, K_β = 30, Ω = (0, 1) × (0, 1), T = 1, and ρ = 10^5. The exact solution is

u(x, y, t) = ρe^{−t}x^5(1 − x)^5y^5(1 − y)^5,

then the nonlinear term is f(x, y, t, u) =ρe^{−t} { K_α 2 cos(^{απ}_2 ) y^5(1 − y)^5 5∑ k=0 (−1)^{5−k}C^k_5

Γ(11 − k) Γ(11 − k − α) [ x^{10−k−α} + (1 − x)^{10−k−α} ]

+ K_β 2 cos(^{βπ}_2 ) x^5(1 − x)^5 5∑ k=0 (−1)^{5−k}C^k_5

Γ(11 − k) Γ(11 − k − β) [ y^{10−k−β} + (1 − y)^{10−k−β} ]

− x^5(1 − x)^5y^5(1 − y)^5 } − u(1 − u). To validate our proposed scheme (3.6), the errors and the convergence orders of the scheme (3.6) in the temporal and spatial directions for different α and β is shown in Tables 1 & 2, respectively. First, the numerical accuracy in time is computed, we repeatedly reduce the values of h and Δt by half from h = Δt =^1_{64} to h = Δt =^1_{1024} . For the accuracy in space, we take the fixed and sufficiently large M = 10000 and double the values of N_x + 1 and N_y + 1. As can be seen from Tables 1 & 2, the second-order accuracy in time and fourth-order accuracy in space are verified.

In addition, we make a comparison of the fourth-order scheme (3.6) with the second-order scheme proposed in [72]. From Tables 1 & 2, one can see that to obtain a numerical solution for a given

Table 1: The comparisons of the errors and convergence orders in time between present method and the method of [72] for the Example at T = 1. (α, β) = (1.1, 1.2) (α, β) = (1.4, 1.5) Δt = h Method of [72] Present Method Method of [72] Present Method E(h, Δt) R_{Δt} E(h, Δt) R_{Δt} E(h, Δt) R_{Δt} E(h, Δt) R_{Δt} 1 64 4.5401e-6 - 2.9347e-7 - 5.8729e-6 - 2.8832e-7 - 1 128 1.1345e-6 2.0007 7.4393e-8 1.9800 1.4676e-6 2.0006 7.3420e-8 1.9735 1 256 2.8360e-7 2.0001 1.8668e-8 1.9946 3.6687e-7 2.0002 1.8450e-8 1.9925 1 512 7.0899e-8 2.0000 4.6715e-9 1.9986 9.1715e-8 2.0000 4.6188e-9 1.9981 1 1024 1.7725e-8 2.0000 1.1681e-9 1.9997 2.2929e-8 2.0000 1.1551e-9 1.9995

(α, β) = (1.8, 1.9) (α, β) = (1.1, 1.9) Δt = h Method of [72] Present Method Method of [72] Present Method E(h, Δt) R_{Δt} E(h, Δt) R_{Δt} E(h, Δt) R_{Δt} E(h, Δt) R_{Δt} 1 64 7.6253e-6 - 2.8316e-7 - 6.8951e-6 - 2.8637e-7 - 1 128 1.9319e-6 1.9808 7.2500e-8 1.9656 1.7514e-6 1.9771 7.2801e-8 1.9759 1 256 4.8292e-7 2.0002 1.8255e-8 1.9897 4.3780e-7 2.0002 1.8297e-8 1.9924 1 512 1.2072e-7 2.0001 4.5725e-9 1.9972 1.0944e-7 2.0001 4.5808e-9 1.9979 1 1024 3.0181e-8 2.0000 1.1437e-9 1.9992 2.7361e-8 2.0000 1.1457e-9 1.9994

error, matrix size of the linear systems needed to be solved for the high-order schemes is much smaller than that of the low-order schemes. Hence, less computational costs and CPU time are consumed, while for the same grid points, the high-order scheme has almost the same computational cost as the low-order schemes but can achieve higher accuracy. For example, if we set the error to 1.0e-7, from Table 1, when (α, β) = (1.1, 1.2), at each time level, the method in [72] needs to solve linear systems with 255 × 255 = 65025 unknowns, while our fourth-order scheme only needs to solve linear systems with 63 × 63 = 3969 unknowns. Meanwhile, in Table 2, when (α, β) = (1.4, 1.5), for the fixed Δt =^1_{10000} and h =^1_{64} , the error derived by our method is 2.1994e-8, which is more accurate than 6.0668e-6 derived by the second order method in [72].

Furthermore, Table 3 displays the average iterative numbers and the CPU time derived by the CG and PCG methods for solving (3.6) with different α and β. In Table 3, it is shown that, in contrast to the CG method, the average iterative numbers and the CPU time of the PCG method with the aforementioned preconditioners are greatly reduced. Among the PCG methods, PCG(τ) is the most efficient one with an almost constant number of iterations for different α and β, which is in line with the theoretical analysis that the spectra of the preconditioned matrix with the proposed τ-matrix based preconditioner are uniformly bounded, while the average iteration numbers of the circulanttype preconditioners (PCG(T) and PCG(S)) increase as the discritization grid size decreases. In conclusion, the proposed τ-matrix based preconditioner outperforms circulant-type preconditioners in terms of both iteration numbers and CPU time.

6 Concluding remarks

In this paper, we have proposed a novel fourth-order symmetric scheme for the 2D RSFNRDEs, and analyzed the stability and convergence of the proposed scheme under the Lipschitz condition for the nonlinear term. Moreover, a τ-matrix based preconditioner is also developed to efficiently solve the symmetric linear system arising from the 2D RSFNRDEs. In theory, all eigenvalues of the preconditioned matrices are proved to be strictly greater than 3/8 and less than 2, which can

Table 2: The comparisons of the errors and convergence orders in space between present method and the method of [72] for the Example at T = 1 with Δt =^1_{10000} . (α, β) = (1.1, 1.2) (α, β) = (1.4, 1.5) h Method of [72] Present Method Method of [72] Present Method E(h, Δt) R_h E(h, Δt) R_h E(h, Δt) R_h E(h, Δt) R_h 1 8 3.1676e-4 - 5.6320e-5 - 4.0962e-4 - 7.7184e-5 - 1 16 7.6527e-5 2.0494 3.9238e-6 3.8433 9.8302e-5 2.0590 5.3423e-6 3.8528 1 32 1.8969e-5 2.0123 2.5467e-7 3.9455 2.4326e-5 2.0147 3.4706e-7 3.9442 1 64 4.7326e-6 2.0029 1.6123e-8 3.9814 6.0668e-6 2.0035 2.1994e-8 3.9800 1 128 1.1826e-6 2.0007 1.0077e-9 3.9999 1.5158e-6 2.0008 1.3778e-9 3.9967 (α, β) = (1.8, 1.9) (α, β) = (1.1, 1.9) h Method of [72] Present Method Method of [72] Present Method E(h, Δt) R_h E(h, Δt) R_h E(h, Δt) R_h E(h, Δt) R_h 1 8 5.4258e-4 - 1.1096e-4 - 4.9713e-4 - 1.0421e-4 - 1 16 1.2886e-4 2.0740 7.5501e-6 3.8774 1.1708e-4 2.0861 6.7998e-6 3.9378 1 32 3.1806e-5 2.0184 4.8974e-7 3.9464 2.8860e-5 2.0204 4.3457e-7 3.9678 1 64 7.9263e-6 2.0046 3.1020e-8 3.9808 7.1899e-6 2.0050 2.7335e-8 3.9908 1 128 1.9800e-6 2.0011 1.9452e-9 3.9952 1.7959e-6 2.0013 1.7086e-9 3.9999

guarantee that the PCG method converges linearly and the number of iterations is independent of the mesh sizes. Numerical examples are given to validate the correctness of the scheme and the effectiveness of the proposed preconditioner. As a basis for comparison, we compare the proposed τ-matrix based preconditioner with two commonly used circulant preconditioners. Numerical results show that the proposed τ-matrix based preconditioner outperforms circulant-type preconditioners in terms of less CPU time and iteration numbers. It is worth noting that our work is the first attempt to develop a preconditioned iterative solver in the literature with a mesh-independent convergence rate for the linearized high-order scheme. In our future work, the preconditioning strategy for the higher-dimensional case will be studied.

References

[1] Aceto, L., Mazza, M.: A rational preconditioner for multi-dimensional Riesz fractional diffusion equations. Comput. Math. Appl. 2023; 143: 372–382.

[2] Bai, J., Feng, X.C.: Fractional-order anisotropic diffusion for image denoising. IEEE Tran. Image Proc. 2007; 16(10): 2492–2502 .

[3] Bai, Z.Z., Lu, K.Y., Pan, J.Y.: Diagonal and Toeplitz splitting iteration methods for diagonalplus-Toeplitz linear systems from spatial fractional diffusion equations. Numer. Linear Algebra with Appl. 2017; 24: e2093.

[4] Barakitis, N., Ekström, S.E., Vassalos, P.: Preconditioners for fractional diffusion equations based on the spectral symbol. Numer. Linear Algebra with Appl. 2022; 29(5): e2441.

[5] Barkai, E., Metzler, R., J., K.: From continuous time random walks to the fractional Fokker- Planck equation. Phys. Rev. E. 2000; 61(1): 132.

Table 3: The comparisons between CG and PCG methods with the aforementioned preconditioners for solving the Example at T = 1 with N = N_x + 1 = N_y + 1.

(α, β) M N CG PCG(T) PCG(S) PCG(τ) CPU(s) Iter CPU(s) Iter CPU(s) Iter CPU(s) Iter

(1.1, 1.2)

2^3 2^8 10.83 192.00 2.36 32.00 1.76 22.00 1.42 10.00 2^4 2^9 154.87 285.00 27.43 37.00 19.70 25.50 14.17 11.00 2^5 2^{10} 1660.70 407.00 221.98 41.00 151.00 26.94 109.66 11.00 2^6 2^{11} 20563.14 556.98 2214.01 44.00 1545.68 29.91 893.89 11.00

(1.4, 1.5)

2^3 2^8 13.66 255.00 3.60 50.88 2.32 30.75 1.38 10.00 2^4 2^9 271.53 511.00 46.62 65.38 26.84 37.50 11.78 10.00 2^5 2^{10} 3660.02 904.00 457.12 85.03 230.48 42.94 91.48 10.00 2^6 2^{11} † >1000 5282.73 108.20 2407.43 48.00 820.12 10.00

(1.8, 1.9)

2^3 2^8 13.60 239.88 6.65 97.50 3.01 42.63 1.03 7.00 2^4 2^9 268.98 492.69 107.37 156.44 37.28 53.25 8.70 7.00 2^5 2^{10} † >1000 1299.36 254.25 358.68 68.25 74.00 8.00 2^6 2^{11} † >1000 19917.05 412.91 4274.96 86.33 680.23 8.00

(1.1, 1.9)

2^3 2^8 13.80 249.50 7.86 113.00 3.62 51.88 1.14 8.00 2^4 2^9 272.60 495.56 113.81 169.00 45.46 65.81 9.80 8.00 2^5 2^{10} 4150.15 982.81 1249.75 238.31 428.63 82.63 81.89 9.00 2^6 2^{11} † >1000 16404.45 332.00 4967.90 100.58 747.87 9.00

[6] Benson, D.A., Wheatcraft, S.W., Meerschaert, M.M.: Application of a fractional advectiondispersion equation. Water Resour. Res. 2000; 36(6): 1403–1412.

[7] Benson, D.A., Wheatcraft, S.W., Meerschaert, M.M.: The fractional-order governing equation of Lévy motion. Water Resour. Res. 2000; 36(6): 1413–1423.

[8] Bini, D., Benedetto, F.: A new preconditioner for the parallel solution of positive definite Toeplitz systems. In: Proceedings of the second annual ACM Symposium on Parallel Algorithms and Architectures, 1990; 220–223.

[9] Bu, W., Tang, Y., Yang, J.: Galerkin finite element method for two-dimensional Riesz space fractional diffusion equations. J. Comput. Phys. 2014; 276: 26–38.

[10] Carreras, B.A., Lynch, V.E., Zaslavsky, G.M.: Anomalous diffusion and exit time distribution of particle tracers in plasma turbulence model. Phys. Plasmas. 2001; 8(12): 5096–5103.

[11] Çelik, C., Duman, M.: Crank-Nicolson method for the fractional diffusion equation with the Riesz fractional derivative. J. Comput. Phys. 2012; 231(4): 1743–1750.

[12] Chan, R.H., Jin, X.Q.: An introduction to iterative Toeplitz solvers. Philadelphia: SIAM; 2007.

[13] Chan, R.H., Strang, G.: Toeplitz equations by conjugate gradients with circulant preconditioner.

SIAM J. Sci. Comput. 1989; 10(1): 104–119.

[14] Cheng, X., Duan, J., Li, D.: A novel compact adi scheme for two-dimensional Riesz space fractional nonlinear reaction–diffusion equations. Appl. Math. Comput. 2019; 346: 452–464.

[15] Deng, W.H.: Finite element method for the space and time fractional Fokker-Planck equation.

SIAM J. Numer. Anal. 2009; 47(1): 204–226.

[16] Ding, H.F., Li, C.P.: High-order algorithms for Riesz derivative and their applications (III).

Fract. Calc. Appl. Anal. 2016; 19(1): 19–55.

[17] Ding, H.F., Li, C.P.: High-order algorithms for Riesz derivative and their applications (V).

Numer. Methods Partial Differ. Equ. 2017; 33(5): 1754–1794.

[18] Ding, H.F., Li, C.P.: High-order numerical algorithms for Riesz derivatives via constructing new generating functions. J. Sci. Comput. 2017; 71(2): 759–784.

[19] Ding, H.F., Li, C.P.: High-order numerical algorithm and error analysis for the two-dimensional nonlinear spatial fractional complex Ginzburg–Landau equation. Commun. Nonlinear Sci. Numer. Simulat. 2023; 120: 107160.

[20] Ding, H.F., Li, C.P., Chen, Y.Q.: High-order algorithms for Riesz derivative and their applications (II). J. Comput. Phys. 2015; 293: 218–237.

[21] Donatelli, M., Mazza, M., Serra-Capizzano, S.: Spectral analysis and structure preserving preconditioners for fractional diffusion equations. J. Comput. Phys. 2016; 307: 262–279.

[22] Donatelli, M., Mazza, M., Serra-Capizzano, S.: Spectral analysis and multigrid methods for finite volume approximations of space-fractional diffusion equations. SIAM J. Sci. Comput. 2018; 40(6): A4007–A4039.

[23] Du, N., Wang, H., Liu, W.: A fast gradient projection method for a constrained fractional optimal control. J. Sci. Comput. 2016; 68(1): 1–20.

[24] Fu, H.F., Sun, Y.N., Wang, H., Zheng, X.C.: Stability and convergence of a Crank–Nicolson finite volume method for space fractional diffusion equations. Appl. Numer. Math. 2019; 139: 38–51.

[25] Hao, Z.P., Sun, Z.Z., Cao, W.R.: A fourth-order approximation of fractional derivatives with its applications. J. Comput. Phys. 2015; 281: 787–805.

[26] Hon, S., Fung, P.Y., Dong, J., Serra-Capizzano, S.: A sine transform based preconditioned minres method for all-at-once systems from constant and variable-coefficient evolutionary PDEs. Numer. Algor. 2023; 1–31.

[27] Horn, Roger A, Johnson, Charles R.: Matrix analysis. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge;

2012.

[28] Hu, D.D., Cai, W.J., Song, Y.Z., Wang, Y.S.: A fourth-order dissipation-preserving algorithm with fast implementation for space fractional nonlinear damped wave equations. Commun. Nonlinear Sci. Numer. Simulat. 2020; 91: 105432.

[29] Huang, X., Li, D., Sun, H.W.: Preconditioned SAV-leapfrog finite difference methods for spatial fractional Cahn–Hilliard equations. Appl. Math. Lett. 2023; 138: 108510.

[30] Huang, X., Li, D., Sun, H.W., Zhang, F.: Preconditioners with symmetrized techniques for space fractional Cahn-Hilliard equations. J. Sci. Comput. 2022; 92(2): 41.

[31] Huang, X., Lin, X.L., Ng, M.K., Sun, H.W.: Spectral analysis for preconditioning of multidimensional Riesz fractional diffusion equations. Numer. Math. Theor. Meth. Appl. 2022; 15: 565–591.

[32] Huang, X., Sun, H.W.: A preconditioner based on sine transform for two-dimensional semi-linear Riesz space fractional diffusion equations in convex domains. Appl. Numer. Math. 2021; 169: 289–302.

[33] Huang, Y.Y., Qu, W., Lei, S.L.: On τ-preconditioner for a novel fourth-order difference scheme of two-dimensional Riesz space-fractional diffusion equations. Comput. Math. Appl. 2023; 145: 124–140.

[34] Jin, B.T., Lazarov, R., Pasciak, J., Zhou, Z.: Error analysis of a finite element method for the space-fractional parabolic equation. SIAM J. Numer. Anal. 2014; 52(5): 2272–2294.

[35] Jin, X.Q.: Preconditioning techniques for Toeplitz systems. Higher Education Press, Beijing;

2010.

[36] Jin, X.Q., Lin, F.R., Zhao, Z.: Preconditioned iterative methods for two-dimensional spacefractional diffusion equations. Commun. Comput. Phys. 2015; 18(2): 469–488.

[37] Khader, M., Saad, K.: A numerical approach for solving the fractional fisher equation using chebyshev spectral collocation method. Chaos, Solitons & Fractals. 2018; 110: 169–177.

[38] Lei, S.L., Chen, X., Zhang, X.: Multilevel circulant preconditioner for high-dimensional fractional diffusion equations. East Asian J. Appl. Math. 2016; 6(2): 109–130.

[39] Lei, S.L., Sun, H.W.: A circulant preconditioner for fractional diffusion equations. J. Comput.

Phys. 2013; 242: 715–725.

[40] Lin, F.R., Liu, W.D.: The accuracy and stability of CN-WSGD schemes for space fractional diffusion equation. J. Comput. Appl. Math. 2020; 363: 77–91.

[41] Lin, F.R., She, Z.H.: Stability and convergence of 3-point WSGD schemes for two-sided space fractional advection-diffusion equations with variable coefficients. Appl. Numer. Math. 2021;167:281–307.

[42] Lin, F.R., Yang, S.W., Jin, X.Q.: Preconditioned iterative methods for fractional diffusion equation. J. Comput. Phys. 2014; 256: 109–117.

[43] Lin, X.L., Dong, J.M., Hon, S.: A single-sided all-at-once preconditioning for linear system from a non-local evolutionary equation with weakly singular kernels. Available at SSRN 4359799.

[44] Lin, X.L., Huang, X., Ng, M.K., Sun, H.W.: A τ-preconditioner for a non-symmetric linear system arising from multi-dimensional Riemann-Liouville fractional diffusion equation. Numer. Algor. 2023; 92(1): 795–813.

[45] Lin, X.L., Ng, M.K., Sun, H.W.: A splitting preconditioner for Toeplitz-like linear systems arising from fractional diffusion equations. SIAM J. Matrix Anal. Appl. 2017; 38(4): 1580–1614.

[46] Lin, X.L., Ng, M.K., Sun, H.W.: Stability and convergence analysis of finite difference schemes for time-dependent space-fractional diffusion equations with variable diffusion coefficients. J. Sci. Comput. 2018; 75(2): 1102–1127.

[47] Liu, F.W., Zhuang, P.H., Turner, I., Burrage, K., Anh, V.: A new fractional finite volume method for solving the fractional diffusion equation. Appl. Math. Model. 2014; 38: 3871–3878.

[48] Liu, H., Zheng, X.C., Fu, H.F., Wang, H.: Analysis and efficient implementation of ADI finite volume method for Riesz space-fractional diffusion equations in two space dimensions. Numer. Methods. Partial Differ. Equ. 2021; 37: 818–835.

[49] Magin, R.L.: Fractional Calculus in Bioengineering. Begell House Redding, New York; 2006.

[50] Mazza, M., Serra-Capizzano, S., Sormani, R.L.: Algebra preconditionings for 2D Riesz distributed-order space-fractional diffusion equations on convex domains. Numer. Linear Algebra with Appl. 2023: e2536.

[51] Meerschaert, M.M., Tadjeran, C.: Finite difference approximations for fractional advection– dispersion flow equations. J. Compt. Appl. Math. 2004; 172(1): 65–77

[52] Meerschaert, M.M., Tadjeran, C.: Finite difference approximations for two-sided space-fractional partial differential equations. Appl. Numer. Math. 2006; 56(1): 80–90.

[53] Moghaderi, H., Dehghan, M., Donatelli, M., Mazza, M.: Spectral analysis and multigrid preconditioners for two-dimensional space-fractional diffusion equations. J. Comput. Phys. 2017; 350: 992–1011.

[54] Ortigueira, M.D.: Riesz potential operators and inverses via fractional centred derivatives. Int.

J. Math. Math. Sci. 2006.

[55] Pan, J.Y., Ke, R.H., Ng, M.K., Sun, H.W.: Preconditioning techniques for diagonal-times- Toeplitz matrices in fractional diffusion equations. SIAM J. Sci. Comput. 2014;36(6):A2698– A2719.

[56] Pougkakiotis, S., Pearson, J.W., Leveque, S., Gondzio, J.: Fast solution methods for convex quadratic optimization of fractional differential equations. SIAM J. Matrix Anal. Appl. 2020; 41(3): 1443–1476.

[57] Raberto, M., Scalas, E., Mainardi, F.: Waiting-times and returns in high-frequency financial data: an empirical study. Physica A. 2002; 314: 749–755.

[58] Serra-Capizzano, S.: Preconditioning strategies for asymptotically ill-conditioned block Toeplitz systems. BIT Numer. Math. 1994; 34: 579–594.

[59] Serra-Capizzano, S.: On the extreme eigenvalues of Hermitian (block) Toeplitz matrices. Linear Algebra Appl. 1998; 270(1-3): 109–129.

[60] Serra-Capizzano, S., Tyrtyshnikov, E.: Any circulant-like preconditioner for multilevel matrices is not superlinear. SIAM J. Matrix Anal. Appl. 2000; 21(2):431–439.

[61] Shao, X.H., Kang, C.B.: A preconditioner based on sine transform for space fractional diffusion equations. Appl. Numer. Math. 2022; 178: 248–261.

[62] She, Z.H.: A class of unconditioned stable 4-point WSGD schemes and fast iteration methods for space fractional diffusion equations. J. Sci. Comput. 2022; 92(1): 1–35.

[63] She, Z.H., Lao, C.X., Yang, H., Lin, F.R.: Banded preconditioners for Riesz space fractional diffusion equations. J. Sci. Comput. 2021; 86(3): 1–22

[64] Sousa, E., Li, C.: A weighted finite difference method for the fractional diffusion equation based on the Riemann–Liouville derivative. Appl. Numer. Math. 2015; 90: 22–37.

[65] Tang, S.P., Huang, Y.M.: A lopsided scaled DTS preconditioning method for the discrete spacefractional diffusion equations. Appl. Math. Lett. 2022; 131: 108022.

[66] Tang, S.P., Huang, Y.M.: A matrix splitting preconditioning method for solving the discretized tempered fractional diffusion equations. Numer. Algor. 2023; 92(2): 1311–1333.

[67] Tang, S.P., Huang, Y.M.: A new diagonal and Toeplitz splitting preconditioning method for solving time-dependent Riesz space-fractional diffusion equations. Appl. Math. Lett. 2024; 149: 108901.

[68] Tian, W.Y., Zhou, H., Deng, W.H.: A class of second order difference approximations for solving space fractional diffusion equations. Math. Comput. 2015; 84(294): 1703–1727.

[69] Wang, H., Wang, K.X., Sircar, T.: A direct O(N log^2 N) finite difference method for fractional diffusion equations. J. Comput. Phys. 2010; 229(21): 8095–8104.

[70] Xiao, A.G., Wang, J.J.: Symplectic scheme for the Schrödinger equation with fractional Laplacian. Appl. Numer. Math. 2019; 146: 469–487.

[71] Zeng, M.L., Yang, J.F., Zhang, G.F.: On τ matrix-based approximate inverse preconditioning technique for diagonal-plus-Toeplitz linear systems from spatial fractional diffusion equations. J. Compt. Appl. Math. 2022; 114088.

[72] Zhang, C.H., Yu, J.W., Wang, X.: A fast second-order scheme for nonlinear Riesz spacefractional diffusion equations. Numer. Algor. 2022; 1–24.

[73] Zhao, Y., Bu, W., Huang, J., Liu, D.Y., Tang, Y.: Finite element method for two-dimensional space-fractional advection–dispersion equations. Appl. Math. Comput. 2015; 257: 553–565.

[74] Zhou, H., Tian, W.Y., Deng, W.H.: Quasi-compact finite difference schemes for space fractional diffusion equations. J. Sci. Comput. 2013; 56(1): 45–66.

[75] Zhu, X., Nie, Y., Wang, J., Yuan, Z.: A numerical approach for the Riesz space-fractional fisher’equation in two-dimensions. Int. J. Comput. Math. 2017; 94(2): 296–315.