arXiv:1811.04723v1 [math.NA] 12 Nov 2018

Numerical scheme for the Fokker-Planck equations describing
anomalous diffusions with two internal states

Daxin Nie, Jing Sun, Weihua Deng*

School of Mathematics and Statistics, Lanzhou University, Lanzhou 730000, P.R. China

Abstract
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Abstract

Recently, the fractional Fokker-Planck equations (FFPEs) with multiple internal states are built for
the particles undergoing anomalous diffusion with different waiting time distributions for different in-
ternal states, which describe the distribution of positions of the particles [Xu and Deng, Math. Model.
Nat. Phenom., 13, 10 (2018)]. In this paper, we first develop the Sobolev regularity of the FFPEs with
two internal states, including the homogeneous problem with smooth and nonsmooth initial values and
the inhomogeneous problem with vanishing initial value, and then we design the numerical scheme for
the system of fractional partial differential equations based on the finite element method for the space
derivatives and convolution quadrature for the time fractional derivatives. The optimal error estimates of
the scheme under the above three different conditions are provided for both space semidiscrete and fully
discrete schemes. Finally, one- and two-dimensional numerical experiments are performed to confirm
our theoretical analysis and the predicted convergence order.

1 Introduction

The Forkker-Planck equation (FPE) is one of the most important equations of statistical physics, which
describe the time evolution of the probability density function (PDF) of positions of particles. With the rapid
development of technologies, the colorful anomalous diffusion phenomena are observed. At the early stage,
the fractional Forkker-Planck equations (FFPEs) were derived to model the anomalous physical processes
with power-law waiting time and/or jump length distribution(s) [1, 2]. However, the solutions of the most of
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the FFPEs can’t be obtained explicitly and this fact motivates many authors to develop the effective numerical
methods for FFPEs [4, 5, 7, 17, 22].

With the deep insight on the mechanism of anomalous diffusion, in some cases, the concept of internal
states has to be introduced for more accurately modeling the real natural phenomena. Specifying each
internal state with particular waiting time and jump length distributions and introducing a Markov chain
with its transition matrix deciding the transition of the internal states, Ref. [25], recently, builds the multiple-
internal-states FFPEs (see [26] for the multiple-internal-states Lévy walk). Efficiently solving the model
naturally becomes an urgent topic. In this paper, we provide a numerical scheme and do the numerical
analyses for the FFPEs with two internal states [25], i.e.,

M 2a = (MT — T)diag( oD} ™™, oD} )G

ot
+ M diag( oD, ", 0D} **)AG + M'F inQ, t € [0, 7], (1.1)
G(,O) = GO in Q’
G=0 on 09, t € (0,7,

where () denotes a bounded convex polygonal domain in R? (d = 1,2,3); M is the transition matrix of a
Markov chain, being a 2 x 2 invertible matrix here; G = [G1, GQ]T denotes the solution of the system (1.1)
and F = [f1, fo]T is the source term; Go = [G1,0, G2]” is the initial value; I is an identity matrix; ‘diag’
denotes a diagonal matrix formed from its vector argument, and thl_O‘i, 1 = 1, 2 are the Riemann-Liouville
fractional derivatives defined by [23]

1 0

11—, o v
oD G = vy a

t
/ (t — &4 LG(&)dE, oy € (0,1), i =1,2. (1.2)
0

It can be noted that the system (1.1) is constituted of fractional derivatives in time and Laplacian operator
in space. Numerical methods for the time fractional derivatives have gained widespread concerns [6, 13, 15,
14, 16, 27]. And in recent years, convolution quadrature introduced in [18, 19, 20] has been widely used in
discretizing the time fractional derivative operators [8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 21], of which the main advantage is that
it does’t need the assumption on the regularity of the solution and a higher order one can be obtained after
some suitable modifications. It seems that the theoretical analysis and numerical simulation for the system
of fractional partial differential equations are scare. Here, we try to fill the gap and provide the Sobolev
regularity of solutions for the system (1.1), i.e., we obtain the solutions G (t), Ga(t) € HL(Q) (N H%(Q) for
both smooth initial values G'1 9, G2 € H&(Q) N H?() and nonsmooth initial values G1,0,G2 € L*(Q)
for the homogeneous problem; see Theorem 1. For the inhomogeneous problem, we prove that the solutions
G1(t),Ga(t) € HF(Q) N H?(QY) when f1, f2 € L*(Q2) and G190 = 0, G20 = 0 in Theorem 2. Furthermore,
we use the convolution quadrature to discretize the time fractional derivatives and finite element method for
the space operators, and then we give a complete theoretical analysis for the scheme under three different
initial conditions. At last, numerical results for one- and two-dimensional examples are presented to illustrate
the effectiveness of the numerical scheme.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we first introduce the notations and then focus on
the Sobolev regularity of the solutions for the homogeneous problem (1.1) with smooth and nonsmooth
initial values and inhomogeneous problem (1.1) with vanishing initial value. In Section 3, we do the space
discretization by the finite element method and provide the error estimates for the semidiscrete scheme
under three different initial conditions. In Section 4, we use the convolution quadrature to discretize the
time fractional derivatives and provide error estimates for the fully discrete scheme. In the last section, we
confirm the theoretically predicted convergence order by the one- and two-dimensional numerical examples.
Throughout this paper, C' denotes a generic positive constant, whose value may differ at each occurrence.



2 Regularity of the solution

2.1 Preliminaries

We first introduce some notations. Denote G1(t), Ga(t), f1(t), and fa(¢) as the functions Gy (-, t), Ga(-, 1),
f1(,t), and fo(-,t) respectively. Let A = —A : HY Q)N H?*(Q) — L?() be the negative Laplacian
operator with a zero Dirichlet boundary condition and ();, ;) be its eigenvalues ordered non-decreasingly

and the corresponding eigenfunctions normalized in the L?(2) norm. For any r > 0, denote the space
H'(Q) = {ve L*) : A2v € L*(Q)} with the norm [24]

”2}”2. () - Z )\5(% (Pj)z'
j=1

Thus H0(Q) = L*(), H'(Q) = H}(Q), and H?*(Q) = H*(Q) () H}(Q). We denote || - || as the operator
norm from L2(£2) to L?(2), and use the notation *~ for taking Laplace transform.
Furthermore, for £ > 0 and 7/2 < < 7, we denote sector ¥y and Xg ,, as

Yg={2€C:2+#0,|argz| <6},
Yoo={2€C:|z| >k, |argz| <6},

and define the contour I'y ,; by

Ty, ={re®:r> K}U{/{ew ) <0} U{rew ir > K}
where the circular arc is oriented counterclockwise and the two rays are oriented with an increasing imagi-
nary part.
2.2 A priori estimate of the solution

According to the property of the transition matrix of a Markov chain [25], we can denote the matrix IM as

m 1—m

M:[l—m m

], m € [0,1],

and the fact that matrix M is invertible leads to

m—1 m
2m—1 2m—1

m m—1
(MT)—I — |:2m—1 2m—1:| .

Then the system (1.1) can be rewritten as

oG _ _ —
8—751 +aoD; "Gy — oDy AGy = a oD} Gy + fi in 2, t € [0,T],
oG
8—t2 +a (]Dtl_ang — (]Dtl_azAGQ =a ODtl_alGl + fo in, te [0, T], 2.1
G(,O) = G() in Q,
G=0 on 09, t € 0,7,
where a = Zln:_ml . Taking the Laplace transforms for the first two equations of the system (2.1) and using the

identity m(z) = z%u(z) [23], we have

Zél + azl_o‘l él + Zl_alAél = azl_‘”ég + fl + GL(],

- 1 - 1 - 1 - ~ 2.2)
2Goy +az "Gy + 2 2AGy = az MGy + fo+ G270.
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Simple calculation leads to

G1 = (z+az'7 4 2l gyt (azl_a2 G+ fi + Gl,o) :

Gy = (Z + az'—o2 + ZI_OQA)_1 (azl_al é1 + JE2 + Gg,o

Then we obtain
Gy =H(z) <(z°‘2 +a+ A"+ azo‘l_lfz)
+ H(z) ((z** +a+ A)z* " 1Gio + az™ ' Gay)
Go =H(z) (azaz_lfl + (2" +a+ A)Za2_1f2)
+ H(z) (azaQ_lGLo + (" +a+ A)Za2_1G2,0) )

where

H(z) = (2" +a+A)(z" +a+ A) —a?) " (2.3)
Introducing

Ho (2) = H(2)(2* +a+ A), Ha,(2) = H(2)(z™ +a+ A), (2.4)

there exists

()

1 (Ha1 (z)zal_lfl + aH(z)za1_1f2> + (Ha1 (z)zal_lGLo + aH(z)zal_lGZo) ,

- . _ (2.5)
Gy = (aH(z)zo‘Q_lfl + H,, (z)zo‘2_1f2> + (aH(z)z‘m_lGLo + H,, (z)za2_1G270) :

To obtain the regularity of the solutions G and G5, we first provide some lemmas.

Lemma 1. When z € %y . and & > 2|a|"/®', we have
|zt + 0+ )| < cpa e,

Proof. The fact z € Xy ; leads to that there exists 7/2 < 0 <, 2z +a € X5 holds, where X5 = {z € C:
|arg z| < §}. Combining the resolvent estimate [21]

H(z +A)_1H <Clz|™Y, 2 € %y,
we have

|2+ at )7 < cl a7
Using the fact |z| > 2|a|'/** and

2 +a] !

e =

we get

H(zal +a+ A)‘1H < Oz~



Similarly, we can also get
Lemma 2. When z € %y, and > 2|a|'/®2, there exists
H(zaz Ya+t A)‘IH < Oz 2.
Lemma 3. When z € Sy, and 1 > max (2|a|*/*1, 2[a|/2),
IH(2)]| < Clz[7* 7%
holds, where H (z) is defined by (2.3).
Proof. From (2.3), let

(2 4+a+A) (22 +a+ A) —a®)u =,

which leads to

u=((z""+a+ A2 +a+A) v+ (2 +a+ A) (2 +a+ A) u

Taking L9 norm on both sides of (2.6) and using Lemmas 1 and 2, we have
lullL2 () < Clz~* %2 |v]| 20y + Ca?|z[* %2 ||u] 2 (q).-

When r is sufficiently large, such that C'a?|z|~®1 792 < 1/2, then we have
[ull 2@y < Clzl™* 2 vl L2

which leads to the desired estimate.

Lemmad. When z € %y ,; and r > max (2|a|'/*1, 2|a|Y/2),
[ Ha, (2) || < Oz

holds, where H,, (z) is defined by (2.4).

Proof. By (2.4), let
(2% a4+ Au—d® (22 +a+ A u=0,

which implies that
u=a?((z" +a+A)(z*2 +a+A) u+t (2 +at+A) o

Performing Lo norm on both sides of (2.7) and using Lemmas 1 and 2, we have
[ull 2@y < Clzl™ vl 20 + Ca®l2l = =2 |ull 2

Taking & sufficiently large to ensure C'a?|z| =179 < 1/2, we have
[ull2(@) < Clzl"*Hvll2 @

which leads to the desired estimate.

Similarly, we can also obtain

(2.6)

(2.7)



Lemma 5. When z € ¥y, where k > max (2|a|1/al,2|a|1/az), there exists
[Ha, (2)|| < Clz|7,

where H,,(z) is defined by (2.4).

Lemma 6. When z € ¥ ,,, where k > max (2|a|1/al,2|a|1/az), one has
[AH (2)[| < C'min(|z[~%", [2[72).

Proof. First, there exist the equalities

AH(z) = (2" +a+A)H(z) — (2" + a)H(2)
=" +a+A)H(z) — (2*? + a)H(2).

To estimate AH (z), we need to estimate (2*! + a + A)H(z), (2** + a)H(z), (2** + a + A)H(z), and
(2*2 +a)H(z). Asfor (2" +a+ A)H(z), let

(2°2 +a+ Au—a?(z" +a+ A u=v,
which results in

u=(z2+a+A) " w4d (" +a+ A) (2 +a+ A)
Taking r sufficiently large leads to

1" +a+ AH(Z)|| < Clz7%, (2.8)
Similarly, we have

1z +a)H(2)|| < Oz,
1(z% +a)H(2)|| < Ol
1(2°2 + a + A)H(2)|| < Clz|7.

Thus, the proof is completed. O
Similarly, we have the estimate
Lemma 7. When z € %y ,; and r > max (2|a|'/*1, 2|a|Y/2),
[AHq, (2)] < C and [|AHq,(2)[ < C
hold.

Now, we are ready to provide the priori estimates for the solutions GG; and G2 of the homogeneous
problem (2.1) with both smooth and nonsmooth initial values.

Theorem 1. When fi = 0, fo = 0, assuming G0, G20 € L*(S2), we have

A7 G1 ()] 20y < C (" GrollL20) + G20l r2(0)) 5

Y e (2.9)
[A”Ga ()| 2 < C (IGrollL2) + 177Gl 22 ()
forv = 0,1; furthermore, if G1 9,G20 € HE(Q) (" H?(Q), there exist
[AGL ()]l 22) < C (1AG1 0]l L2(0) + 1AG20 12(0)) » 2.10)

[AG (1) r2(0) < C (1AG10ll2(0) + 1AG20ll r2(0)) -
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Proof. For given t, we take > 1/t and ensure that & is large enough to satisfy the conditions in Lemmas
1-7. Letting £~! denote the inverse Laplace transform and taking the inverse Laplace transform on (2.5),
we have

G1(t) =L HHy, (2)2* G + aH(2)2* G} (2.11)
and

Go(t) =L HaH (2)2°27 G g + Hay(2)2°2 7 Gap}- (2.12)
Taking L9 norm on both sides of (2.11) and using Lemmas 3 and 4, there exists

HGl(t)HLQ(Q) = ||£_1{Ha1 (z)zal_lGl,O + CZH(Z)zal_lGZO}HLQ(Q)

z - —og— (2.13)
<C g O (127G ol L2y + 121722 G0l L2 () ldz],
0,k
where $(z) denotes the real part of z. Since 1 < T'/t, we have
1G1 () 2(0)
00 0
<C ( / rtert e Odp 4 / emswdw) 1G 10l 2(0)
K —0
o) 4
+C </ r—ag—lert cos(6) dr + / )02 eCOS(w)th¢> HG2,0||L2(Q)
K —0
ClGrollz2) + 1G20ll22(0))-
Similarly, one can also get
G2 22() < CUIG10llL20) + 1G20l L2(02))-
To get the bound of || AG1(t)|| 12 let the operator A act on both sides of (2.11) and obtain
AG1(t) =L7{A (Hq, ()2 al—lc;m +aH (2)2" " Ga0)}- (2.14)
Taking L9 norm on both sides of (2.14) and using Lemmas 6 and 7, we have
IAG1 (1) L2y =[1£7H{A (H (2)2% T Gro + aH ()2 7 Go) Ml 1
(2.15)

<c / (|2 Goll e + 1A Gaoll ey Idal,

where the fact min(|z| =1, |z|~*2) < |z|~* is used. Since x < KT'/t, we obtain
[AG1 ()| 220
00 0
<C (/ rea=lertcos(®) gy +/ ;01 go08(¥) “tdlZ)) 1G10llz2(0)
K

00 0
+C </ r—lertcos(e)d,r, _|_/ ecos(w)ﬁtd¢> HGZOHLQ(Q)

<Ot "Groll2) + 1G20ll2@))-
Analogously, there exists

[AG2(#)ll 22 (0) < C([|Grollz2 ) + 1 G20l L2@)-



At the same time, from (2.15) we can also obtain
[AG1 () 22(0) < C[AG10llL2(0) + [[AG20ll22(0))

and

|AG2(t) |2 (0) < C([[AG10llL2(0) + [AG20llL2(0))-
This completes the proof of this lemma. O

Next, we obtain the estimates of the solutions G; and (5 for inhomogeneous problem (2.1) with vanish-
ing initial value.

Theorem 2. When the initial value G = [0,0]”, we have

t t
\|A”G1(t)||L2(Q)SC'< | s = ollsads + [ Hf2(t—8)HL2(Q>ds>,
0 0 (2.16)

t t
\|A”G2<t>||L2m)sc( /0 1Fu(t — )z ds + /0 s‘”o‘2\|f2(t—8)\|m(mds>

forv=0,1

Proof. For given t, we take x > 1/t and ensure that x is large enough to satisfy the conditions in Lemmas
1-7. Performing the inverse Laplace transform on (2.5) leads to

Gi(t) =L {Hal (2)2° 7L fy + aH(2) 22! fg} (2.17)
and

Go(t) =£71 {aH(z)z‘J‘?_lfl + Ha2(z)za2_1fg} . (2.18)
Taking Lo norm on both sides of (2.17) and (2.18), and using Lemmas 3 and 4, we have

1G1() 220
_ Hﬁ_l{Hal(z)zal_lfl + aH(z)zo‘l_lfg}‘

L2(Q) (2.19)
< C/F e%(z)t‘zl—ldz * Hfl”L2(Q) + C/F e%(z)t‘zl—l—azdz % Hf2”L2(Q)7
0,k 0,k

where ‘*> denotes the convolution and the convolution rule of the inverse Laplace transform £~ {uv} =
L71{a} * v is used. Being similar to the proof of Theorem 1, one can get

1G1() |2 < C (1[I fillz2) + 1 [ fllr2e)) -

And also there exists

1G2() |2y < C (1[I f1ll 2 + 1 [ fall 2e)) -

To estimate ||AG1(?)||12(q), we have

AGH(t) =£71 {A (Hal (2)217 i + aH (2)2%1 fQ) } . (2.20)



Taking L9 norm on both sides of (2.20) and using Lemmas 6 and 7, we have

IAGL B 120y = ||£7 {4 (Hay (21227 i+ al ()22 7 o) }|

L2(Q)

SC/F (2 fill 2@ + 1217 ol 2o ldz],
0,k

where the fact min(|z|~1, |z|7*2) < |2/~ is used. Thus we have

JAGL ()|l 20y < C (7 * | f1(E) |l 2@ + 1 % | f2() ]l 22(0)) -

The estimate of || AG2(t)| 2 () can be, similarly, obtained. O

3 Space discretization and error analysis

In this section, we discretize the space derivatives by the finite element method and provide the error esti-
mates for the space semidiscrete scheme of the homogeneous problem (2.1) with smooth and nonsmooth
initial values and the inhomogeneous problem (2.1) with vanishing initial value. Let 7, be a shape regular
quasi-uniform partitions of the domain €2, where 5 is the maximum diameter. Denote X, as piecewise linear
finite element space

X, = {v, € HY(Q) : vy is a linear function VT € T5}.

Then we define the L?-orthogonal projection P, : L?(f2) — X}, and the Ritz projection Ry, : H () —
X, [3], respectively, by
(Phu,vp) = (u,vn) Vo € Xp,
(VRyu, Vo) = (Vu, Vo) Yo, € Xp.

And denote

Hy(2) = (2" +a+ Ap) (2 +a+ Ap) —ad?) ", 3.1)
and

Hoyn = Hp(2)(2** +a+ Ap), Hayp = Hp(2)(z" +a+ Ap). 3.2)

The L2-orthogonal projection P, and the Ritz projection R;, have the following approximation proper-
ties.

Lemma 8 ([3]). The projection Py, and Ry, satisfy
[1Pae = ull 20y + hlIV (Pau = w)l| 20y < Ch?|u]l oy for v € HURQ), ¢ =1,2,
1Rt — ull 2oy + AV (Bt — )20y < CHull oy For u € HIQ), q = 1,2.

Denote (-,-) as the Lo inner product. The semidiscrete Galerkin scheme for system (2.1) reads: Find
G1,n, Gan € X}, such that

e »
< 82’h,’01,h> +aoD; T (Gyp,v1p)

+ oD} (VG Vi) = aoD; = (Gon,vin) + (f1,010),
0Ga _
< 8? 7U2,h> +a oD} *(Gop,van)
+ 0D} T2(VGap, Vo) = a oD} (G ps van) + (f2,v2.n),

(3.3)
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where vy p,, va, € Xp. As for Gy, (0) and G5, (0), we take G ,(0) = PrGhy, G24(0) = PrGap if
Gl,h; G27h S Lz(Q) and Gl,h(O) = RhGl,o, GQJL(O) = RhGQ’O if Gl,h7 Gg,h c HOI(Q) ﬂ H2(Q)
Define the discrete operator Ap: X — Xp,

(Apup,vp) = (Vup, Vup)  Vup, v, € X,

and f1 5, (t) = Prfi(t), fon(t) = Py f2(t); then (3.3) can be rewritten as

8(;;’h +aoD M Gip+ oDf T ARGy = a oDy Ga g 4 fin, o
agi’h +aoD; *Gop+ oDy ApGay = a oDy Gy + fon.

Taking the Laplace transform on (3.4), we get
zél,h + azl_além + zl_‘“AhCNJLh = azl_‘”éz,h + fl,h + G1,4(0), 3.5)

Zég’h + aZl_OQG'QJL + ZI_OQAhG'QJL = qzl™™ él,h + f~2,h + GQJL(O).
Then we introduce two lemmas, which will be used in the error estimates for space semidiscrete scheme.

Lemma 9. When z € %y . and & = 2|a|"/*!, we have
|+ at a0 < clai,
H(zaz ta+t Ah)‘lu < Ol2| 2.
Proof. Its proof is similar to the one of Lemma 1. O

Being similar to H(z), H,,(z), and H,,(z2), we have the following estimates of H(z), Hq, (%), and
Hazﬁ(z)'

Lemma 10. When z € ¥y, /2 < 0 < 7, and k > max (2\all/a1,2]a\1/°‘2), there are the estimates of
Hp(2), Hay p(2) and Ha, p(2),

[Hn(2)I] < Clz|m7%, [[Hay n(2)I] < Cl2I™, [[Hayn(2)]] < Cl2]7%2,
[ApHp(2)l| < Cmin (2|7, [2]7%2) . [|[AnHay n(2)| < €, |ApHapn(2)] < C,

where Hy, H, ;, and H,, j, are defined by (3.1) and (3.2).

For homogeneous problem (2.1), we give the error estimates for space semidiscrete scheme with smooth
initial value.

Theorem 3. Let Gy, Gy and G p, G, be the solutions of the systems (2.1) and (3.4), respectively, with
f1=0, fo=0and Gl,h(O) = RpGh 0, Gg,h(O) = RpGa0. Then

161 = Grullza@y < CR2 (IG10ll i) + 1G20ll2(e )
1G2 = Ganllzzey < B (G0l sy + G0l r2qey ) -

Proof. For given t, we take x > 1/t and ensure that x is large enough to satisfy the conditions in Lemmas
1-7 and Lemma 10. For G; and G5, we have

G1— G =(RyG1 — G1p) + (G — RpGy) = o1 + 17,
G2 — Gop, =(RpGa — Gap) + (G2 — RpGa) = 02 + 1>.

10



Lemma 8 and Theorem 1 lead to

171022 () < CRAIG (D)l jr2(0) < CR(IG10ll 2y + G201l 72 )

(3.6)
172l 22 () < CR||G2 ()l 20y < CR* (G0l 2y + G201l 2 ))-

Applying the operator P, on both sides of the first formula in (2.2), we have

thél + aZl_alphél + Zl_alphAél = azl_azphég + PhGl,(),

~ 1 - 1 - 1 - (3.7)
2P, Gy + az" " PGy + 27 P,LAGy = azm ' PG + PhGQ’().

Subtracting (3.7) from (3.5) and using the fact A, R, = P, A, we have

201 4+ az' TGy + 2T Ay

= az' 720y + (R, — Pp)(2G1 + az' 71 Gy — az' 792Gy — Gyp),
209 4 a2 725y 4 2172 A 5

= az' 75, + (Ry — Py)(2Ga + a2t~ Gy — az! "Gy — Gap).

Thus we have
g1 =271 (Hal,h(z)(Rh — P)(2G1 + azt "™ Gy — a2t Gy — Gro)
+aHy(2)(Ry — Py)(2Go + azt~2Gy — az! "Gy — Gz,o)) .
By (2.5), we have

01 =Hq, 1(2)(Ry, — Pr) (Hal(z)zzal_lGLo +aH(2)2* Gy
+aH,, (2)2 7 G + a®H(2)2* "1 Gap
—(a®H(2)z* 7 G10 + aHa, (2)2* 1 Gayp) — 21 G1y)
+aHy(2)(Ry — ) (aH (2)2% 727 Gy g + Hoy(2) 2 T2 Gy
+a’H(2)2" 7 Gry 4 aHa, (2)2* " Gy
—(aHg, (2)2 1G4+ a®H(2) 2™ " Gap) — 21 Gay) -

(3.8)

Taking the inverse Laplace transform and Ly norm on both sides of (3.8), we obtain

o1l z2(e)
1
Yo [ Hara (Bl = P (o (222 0y (22 = H (2!
FQ,/@
— 27 H@G, 0‘ + HL / e* Hoy n(2)(Ry — Pp)(aH (2)z%1 7!
Sl 2w Jr, ab

+ a2H(Z)Za1_1 —aH,, (z)zal_l)Ggo‘

1 t
— aH — P
L2(Q) + H 211 /1“9,:1 e aHn(z)(Rn )

(aH(2)z*1 727 4 g2 H(2)2* ! — aH,, (z)zal_l)GLo‘

L2(Q)

1
i HZ—m / e'aH),(2)(Ry — Pp)(Hay ()2 7271 4 Hy, (2)az™ ™!
F@,N

11



By Lemmas 3, 4, 5, 9, and 10, there exists

||Ql||L2(Q)
§0h2/ (I o o e 1 2 e e
FG,K)

+Ch2/r e%(z)t(‘zl—az—l + ’Z‘—oq—az—l + ’Z‘_az_l)‘dz‘HG2,O”H2(Q)

0,k

+Ch2/F e%(z)t(‘zl—m—az—l + ‘Z’—a1—2a2—1 + ’Z‘_al_QQ_l)’dZ’”Gl,OHHZ(Q) 3.9
0,k

_|_th2/F eéR(z)t(|Z|—oz2—1 + |z|—2a2—1 + |z|—oe1—2oz2—l + |z|—a2—1)|dz|
0,k

) ||G2,0||H2(Q)

< Ch? (HG1,0HH2(Q) + HG270”H2(9)> ’

where we use the fact ¢ < T, and R(z) stands for the real part of z. Similarly we have

loallzey < € (G 0ll 2y + G0l ey ) - (3.10)

According to (3.6), we get

1G1 = Guallzzey < CF (G0l sy + G0z ) -

1G> = Gallzay < OB (IG10ll ey + G20l ()

For homogeneous problem (2.1) with nonsmooth initial value, we have the following error estimate.

Theorem 4. Let G, Gy and G p, G, be the solutions of the systems (2.1) and (3.4), respectively, with
f1=0, fo=0and Gl,h(O) = P,G1, G27h(0) = Py,Gay. Then

IG1 — Gipllzz) < CR*(E*|Grollz2) + 11G20llr2),
1G2 — Ganllr2) < CR2(IIG 1ol 2 () + 2 G20l L2(0)-

Proof. For given t, we take x > 1/t and ensure that & is large enough to satisfy the conditions in Lemmas
1-7 and Lemma 10. For GG1 and G, there are

G1— Gip =(PG1 — Gip) + (G1 — P,Gy) = 01 + 17,
Go — G, =(PyG2 — Gop) + (G2 — P,Ga) = 02 + 1.

Lemma 8 and Theorem 1 lead to

1M1l L2 () < CRIGL ()]l jg2qy < CRA(E*|Grollr2 () + G20l 220,

L (3.11)
172 220) < CR|Ga ()]l 2y < CRA (G0l 220 + 12 Ga0llL2(0)-

Subtracting (3.7) from (3.5) and using the fact A, R, = P, A, we have

z01 + azl—™ 01 + Zl_alAhél = qzl 72 09 — Zl_alAh(Rh — Ph)él,
z02 + azl—o2 09 + Zl_a2Ah§2 = qzl™ 01 — ZI_OQAh(Rh — Ph)ég,

12



which leads to
61 = 27 (Ha n(2) An(P = Rp)=' =G+ aH(2) Ay (P, — Rp)2' =G )
Further combining (2.5) results in
01 =Ho, b An(Py — Rp,) (Ha, (2)2 7 1G1o + aH(z)zal_lGlo)
+az™ " Hy(2) Ap(Py — Ry) (aH (2)2% 7 Gy + Hay(2)2°2 7' Gay) -

Taking the inverse Laplace transform and using Lemmas 8, 9, and 10, we have
lo1llz2()
1 _ _
g”% /1“9 ) eZtHahhAh(Ph — Rh) (Ha1 (Z)Zal 1G1,0 + CLH(Z)Zal 1G270) dZHLQ(Q)

1
+ H2— / e*'az® " Hy,(2)Ap(Py — Ry) (aH (2)2°* 7 G + Ha, (2)
T Fe,n

. Za2_1G270) dz‘

L2()

<Ch? /F NI (|| AHg, (2)2* 7 Grpll2(q) + [|aAH (2) 2" " Gayll 12()) dz]
0,k

+Ch2/ M2 702 (|| AH (2)22 7 Groll 2
FG,/@

+|AHq, (2)2*2 7 Gayoll12(q)) |dz.

Combining Lemmas 6 and 7 lead to

lo1llz2(@) SChz/r e (1217 G ol L2y + 217Gl 20 ) 1d2]
0,k

+ Chz/F Mz (|2 7| Groll e + 121 Gl 2 e) [d2]
0,k

<Ch® (|Gl z2(0) + [|G20ll 22 () -
Similarly, there also exists
lozllz20) < CR2(IG10ll 20y + 21 G20l r2(0))-
According to (3.11), we obtain
1G1 — Ginllrz2) < CRP(E |Grollz2) + 11G20llr20),
1G2 = Ganllz2) < CR*(IIG1ollz2() + t** G20l r2@)-

O

Lastly, we provide error estimate of space semidiscrete scheme for inhomogeneous problem (2.1) with

vanishing initial value.

Theorem 5. Let G1, G and Gy, Ga ), be the solutions of the systems (2.1) and (3.4), respectively, with

Gl,h(O) = O, GQJL(O) = 0 and fl, f2 S LOO(O,T, L2(Q)) Then
t t
1Gy — Cunllpeey < CH2 ( /0 (t— )| o () | gy ds + /0 \|f2<s>\|L2(Q>ds),

t t
1Gs — Ganll 2y < OB < /0 1£1(5)l| 2y ds + /0 (t—8)‘°‘2Hf2(8)HL2(Q>dS>-

Proof. Its proof is similar to the one of Theorem 4.

13



4 Time discretization and error analysis

In this section, we use the convolution quadrature to discretize the time fractional derivatives and perform the
error analysis for the fully discrete scheme, in which the backward Euler method is used to get the first-order
scheme for classical time derivative. First, let the time step size 7 = T/L, L € N, t; = it,i=0,1,...,L
and 0 =ty < t; < --- <t =T. Taking 6(¢) = (1 — () and using convolution quadrature for the system
(3.3), we have the fully discrete scheme

n _Gn—l n—1 n—1 n—1
1,h - 1,h +a Zdl alG?hz_’_Zdl alA Gnhl —aZdl CVZG +f1 1o
=0 =0 =0
Gy~ G S 5
2 S irman e S e aey oS aayiem, @
i=0 =0 =0
G(l)h :Gl,h(o)ﬂ
G2h - G2,h(0)7
where
ngvgi = <@> , 0<a<l, (4.2)
=0

and G, G7 , are the numerical solutions of Gy, G at time t,, and f'; = Py fi(tn), f3, = Pnfa(tn).

4.1 Error estimates for the homogeneous problem

Here, we consider the error estimates when f1(¢) = 0 and f2(t) = 0. To get the solutions of the system
(4.1), multiplying ¢" and summing from 1 to oo for the both sides of the first two equations in (4.1) lead to

oo Sfnn n oo n—1 oo n—1
ZCGL TC Glh 1 szl e +sz1 S Wein
n=1 n=1 i=0 n=1 i=0
oo n—1
=a) ) di2(G
n=1 =0
n n oo n—1 oo n—1
S~ <G TC G’ +a YN deG Y S A ALGY,
n=1 n=1 i=0 n=1 i=0

co n—1

_ 1—aq nn—i

- ‘IE D di ¢ Gin
n=1 i=0

According to (4.2), we have
. l—aq o0 . 1—an
< >ZG hC“Fa(lTC) ZG hC <TC> AhZG s
1=V T ¢G1(0)
—a< - ) ZG O
N l—agp o0 N 1—ao
< >ZG hCZ+a<1TC> ZG nC'+ <TC> AhZG e

l—ap ©©
:a<1;C> ZG Lt CG2h( )’

14



which results in, after simple calculations,

(i () (2 o0
ot (129 (12 )“ ).

4.3)
ZGM ﬁ( () (59" e

as—1
+Hayh <1T;C> <1 ; C) Gz,h(0)> :

where Hj,, H,, p, and H,, j, are defined by (3.1) and (3.2).

ZGZ hcz

Now we give the error estimates of the solutions of the systems (3.4) and (4.1) when f; = 0 and fo = 0

Theorem 6. Let Gy, Go p, and Gf . Gg ,, be, respectively, the solutions of the systems (3.4) and (4.1) with
fi=0, fo=0. Then

1G14(tn) — GTallr2@) < Ot 1G14(0) ] r2 (0

)+ 02 MG, n(0) |22 (0,
G2, (tn) —

Gy pllz2) < CT(E |G (0 )HL2(Q) + 1, G, (0)| £2(0)-

Proof. We first consider the error estimates between G 1h and G p,(t,). By (4.3), for small §; = e
there is

. 1 S 1-¢\ /1=¢\* !

gt [ (1 () (5) e
a1—1

o (129) (159)" o)

—T(li+1)’

Taking ( = e~ *7, we obtain

- 1

G _ eztne—ZT < | 7 1—e*7 1—e %7 a1-1 a (O)
L™ oy rr aish T T Lh
1 — e 2T 1 — 2T or—1
+aH, ( Te > < Te > Gz,h(0)> dz,

where I'" = {z = k + 1 +i4y : y € Rand |y| < n/7}. Next we deform the contour I'" to 'y, = {2 € C
k<|z ]gTsm Jargz| =0} | U{z € C: |z| = K, |arg z| < #}. Thus

1 . T—e ™\ [1—e T\ !
noo__ - Ztp ,—2T H
Gl,h o /T ee X ( a17h< - > < — > Gl,h(O)
1 — 2T 1— e 2T a1—1 @4
+aHyp, - - G27h(0) dz.

In view of (3.5), f1 = 0, and fo = 0, there exists

G = 2 (Hoy 4(2)G10(0) + aHy(2)Ga 1 (0)) -

15



So

1
Gin(t) = /F et (Hal,h(z)zal_lGl,h(O) -+ aHh(z)zo‘l_ng,h(O)) dz. 4.5)

2mi
Combining (4.4) and (4.5) leads to

Gin(tn) — G,

1 1
— e Hoy n(2)2 7 G 1 (0)dz + — enaHy,(2)z* !
27TZ Feﬁ\rg’& 21 FG’N\Fg,n
G 0)d i ztn H ar—1 —IT [ L—e*"
Gop(0)dz + 5 e a1,h(%)2 e T Hoyp | ———
T Fg . T

1 — =27 ar—1 1 — e 2T
: <7e > > G1p(0)dz + — e*tn <Hh(z)z°‘1_1 —e 77 <7e )
T 2772 . T

1—e =\t
. <f> Hh> GQJL(O)CZZ

=I+1I+1IIT+1V.

According to Lemma 10, we have

1llr2(0) < 0/ e 2| Hoy i (2) 121G (0) 20

FQy’i\Fg,n

< Ct ' 7(1G1n (0) | 22 (-
For 1, similarly, there exists

11|20y < C - e” Pl 21| Hy (2)]|d2] | G,n (0) ]2 (@)
0,5\ 9

< Ot 17(|Go,n (0) | £2 (0
Next for /11 and IV, we obtain

1 ztn

1 ot . 1—e ™\ [1—e T \*7!
ne H 061 H
o ( a1k a1k ( T T
- 0)dz

=111l + 1115

16



and

1 — e 27 1 — e 27 a;—1
v = ene T (eZTHh(z)zal_l — Hy, < ¢ > < © ) >
2me v T .

. GZh(O)dZ
— — a;—1
a ot o —1 1—e 2T\ [1—e*T\"!
i ne H 1 _H
271'2 I3, ¢ ( w(2)2 h ( T > < T > )
-Gap(0)dz + — e (e — 1) Hy(2) 2" G (0)dz = TV + TVs.

2772
L

Using || (Hp, 1 (2)2 )| < Ol2|72, | L (Hp(2)z*~1)|| < C|2|~2272, the mean value theorem, and the
fact (%) = 2z + O(72?), the estimates

1 — e 27 1 — e %7 a1—1
Ho, 1(2)2% ™! = Hay ( e ) < e )
T T

1 — 2T 1 — e~ 2T o1—1
Hh(Z)Zal_l — Hh < ¢ ) < ¢ )
T T

can be obtained. Thus

and

T2 <C¢/ e~z G (0) |2 (@) < Cty ' TIIGLA(0) ]| 2@
r

-
0,k

and

11Vill 220 <C¢/ e 27022 || G (0) | L2y < Ct2 ™ 7| Go,p (0)] 2 -
I_‘T

0,k

Using |e*” — 1| < C'7|z| and Lemma 10, we have

[ 1115 p2() < CT/F" e 11dz |Gy p (0) | p2(0) < Oty ' TlIG1R(0) 120y

0,k

[1Vall L2y < CT/ e Clltn1 | 217021 42| | Go  (0) | 120y < C122 17| G2 n (0) ]l L2 (0

L
In summary,
1G1n(tn) = GTullrz@) < CT(t  1G1R(0) | 2y + o2~ I Go,n(0)]| L2 (a))-
Analogously, we have
1Gon(tn) = G5 pllr2) < CT(ta  IGLA(0) | L20) + B 1 G2,n(0) | 22(0))-
The proof has been completed. [

Combining Theorem 3, Theorem 4, and Theorem 6, we have the error estimates for homogeneous prob-
lem.
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Theorem 7. Let G1, G2 and GY iy Gg"h be, respectively, the solutions of the systems (2.1) and (4.1) with
f1 =0, fo = 0. Then we have estimates

o ifG10, Gop € H*(Q),

G1(tn) — GEallzz@) <CH2 (Gl + G0l i)

+ CT(t, G (0) 20 + 02 M IG2n(0) )l 220
IGa(ta) = G5l 2oy <CR* (IG10ll ey + 1Gaoll )

+ Or(t GO (@) + 121G (O 2 )

o ifGl,o, G270 S L2(Q),

1G4 (tn) — GT pll 20y SCR*(t™*|Grollz2 () + 1G20llr20)

+ CT(t, |Gy p(0 )||L2(Q) + 027G, (0) | L2 ()
1G2(tn) — G pllr20) SCR*(I|Grollz2() + G20l r2@))

+COT(ty' ™ 1||Gl,h( Mzz) + tn 1G2,1(0) | r2(0)-

4.2 Error estimates for the inhomogeneous problem

Now we consider the error estimates for the inhomogeneous problem with vanishing initial value. Multiply-
ing ¢" and summing from 0 to co on both sides of the first two equations in (4.1) result in

00 nG nG oo n—1 ‘
Z < < + az Zdzl_al C'TLG?i;Z
n=1 n=1 =0
oo n—1 oo n—1
+sz1 alCnA Gnhz_azzdll a2CnGnhz+ZCnflh7
n=1 i=0 n=1 i=0
n n oo n—1
Z < C¥27 < G i az dzl—aggnG;L;li
n=1 n=1 =0
oo n—1 oo n—1
+Z dzl a2CnA Gnhz_azzdll alCnGnhz+ZCnf2h
n=1 i=0 n=1 i=0

Using the property of d3* in (4.2) and the vanishing initial value, we have
ZG e (1) ‘“ig dr (29 A s
h T h T h'_o 1,h
1_( l —ap OO .
=a | — ZG e +Zcm,
=1
1— l—ag o0 . 1—a2
< >ZG '+ <T<> ZG ¢+ <TC> AhZG e
Lo (4 aliGl <+Z<f
T 1,h 2,h*

18



Thus, simple calculation leads to
1— a1—1 oo o
ZGahc () (F5) T e
i=1
1- 1-\“"'&
—i—aHh( T<>< T<> chle,m
i=1
1 11—\ &
ZG W =at (A4 (F24) T X e
i=1
1_C 1_C ag—1 00 .
+ Hoy o <T>< - ) ;sz,h-

Then we have the error estimates of the solutions of the systems (3.4) and (4.1) when G 9 = 0, G20 = 0.

(4.6)

Theorem 8. Let G, Go, and GY i Ggh be the solutions of the systems (3.4) and (4.1) with Gy = 0,
G20 = 0and fO” [£1(8) L2y ds < oo, fO" [ f5(8)l2()ds < oc. Then

tn
1Gn(tn) — Gillizgay <Cr ( / 178 Lo ds + 1£10)l 2o
tn
T /0 1£5(5) s + Hfz(U)HLz(Q)> ,
tn
|Gon(tn) — G2z sm(/o 1F18) oz dt + 112 () 2o

tn
[T eys + Hfz(U)HLz(Q)> .
0

Proof. We just give the error estimate between G h and G j,(ty,). Denote

1— -\t & :
aHh< TC>< TC> :;EMCJ

and

a;—1 oo
Hal’h<1;4> <1;C> ZZEal,jCj'

Jj=0

Then (4.6) can be rewritten as

ZGihCi = ZEal,jCj (Z (ifli,h> + ZELjCj <Z (ifzi,h> .
i=0 7=0 i=1 7=0 i=1
Thus

Gy = lim ((Eal * fl,h) (t) + (El * fz,h> (75)> , 4.7)

t—tn

where E‘al = Z]O'io By, j 5tj and El = Z]O'io Ey 5tj with ¢, the delta function concentrated at ¢. Introduce
Qal (t/7 U) = Ea1 * U, Ql(t/v U) = El * V.
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The fact f1(t) = f1(0) + 1 % f{(t), fo(t) = f2(0) + 1 % f5(t), and (4.7) leads to

Gl = lim ((Qa, (¢, 1) % f1)(t) + (Qu(t', 1) * f3)(1))

t—t,

+ lim (Qa, (t,1)f1(0) + Q1(t, 1) f2(0)) .

t—ty,

(4.8)

Similarly,

Gop(t) = ( /F et Hoy ()22 Lz % f{(t’)> (1)

271

a zt! ar—1,_-1 ! (gl
+ s </1“9,K e Hy(z)z 270 dz x fot )) (t)

1
+ — e Hy, 1 (2)2 7127 dz f1(0)
2711 To.n ’

(4.9)

e* Hy, (2)2° 7 27 dz £2(0)

% FQ K
can be obtained from (3.5). Combining (4.8) and (4.9) results in

Gualtn) = Gy = lim (1)« F1(2)) () + (1T() » 5(0) (1)

—tn
+ lim (1(¢)f1(0) + I1(t)f2(0)),
t—t,,
where
1
I(t) = — eZtHOl1 h(z)zal_lz_ldz — Qq, (t,1),
271 1’*9,1‘€ ’
1
II(t) = _/ e Hy(2)2* 127 dz — Qi (¢, 1).
271 Fe,n

Fort € [t,,—1,t,), when n = 1, we have
)] <Cr.

As forn > 1, we take x > 1/t"~! and ensure that x is large enough to satisfy the conditions in Lemma 10.
Then we have

1 1 1 1
1| :H%/FheZtHal’h(z)thl 1y 1dz—% FMeZt”*Hahh(z)zo‘l ly 1dzH
1
+ HZ—m / eV H o n(2)2* 27 e — Qo (8, 1)H
FQ,K
1
<CT + H%/ e 1 Hy n(2)2* 727 e — Qu (8, 1)”
Tk

Taking &, = e~ 7"t we obtain
1 e 1— 11—\t
Eal,n — 2— < " 1Ha1,h <—C> ( C> dC
e [¢|=¢- T T
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Then

n—1 a1 —2
_ 1-¢ 1-C\™"
ar (8, 1) E K, "H, 3
Qe (8 s 1 = 2nTi /|C|:§TC 1’h< T > < T > d¢

can be obtained from the fact > "~ o ¢ = (¢"—1)/(1—¢) and for small ¢, the term (1 — ¢) /(7)™ ™" Hay 1 (1 — ) /(
() is analytic. Taking ( = e‘”, we get

1 1—e ™\ [1—e?T\* 72
Qa, (t,1) = 2m/ eZtanahh( = ) < = > dz,

where I'" = {z =k + 1 + iy : y € Rand |y| < 7/7}. Next we deform the contour I'" to I'j, = {2 € C:
k<|z Jargz| =0} | U{z € C: |z| = Kk, |arg z| < #}. Thus

’_’TSII’I

1 L—e T\ [1—e 7\ M2
Qa, (t,1) = 33 /g e“"lHal,h< - ) < = ) dz,

which leads to

1
271 To x
1

=5 eV o p(2)2™ 2d2
T FG,R\F;— K

1 1 — e *7 1 — e #7 a1 —2
Yoy <Ha1,h<2>2“1‘2 o () () ) "
T 1’*79' . T T

=0 + I>.

eztn,lHal’h(Z)Zm—lZ—ldz — Qo (t, 1)

For I, according to Lemma 10, we have the following estimate

1L < c/ e~ClEltn1 21242 < Cr.

For I5, using Hd% (Hayn(2)2*172)|| < Cl2|73, the mean value theorem, and the fact (g) =z+

O(72?), we obtain

1 . —ZT 1 _ —ZT a1 —2
o n(2)272 = Ho () ()" | = Clal*r22 < Orla ™

T T

So

12| < CT/ e Cleltn—112| 7N dz| < CT.

-
FG,R

Consequently, we have

1] < Cr.
Similarly,
1] < CT.
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Therefore, we get

1G1Lh(tn) — GLpllrz) <OT ((L* 1f1llL2@) (En) + (1 | foll 120 ) (En)
+11£10) [ L2(0) + 11 f2(0)] 12 ) -

Also, we can obtain

1Gon(tn) = G5 pll2i) <CT (U [ fillL20) () + (15 1 £ L20)) (En)
+ [1£100) | 2 (e) + [1/200) | 22 () -

Lastly, Theorems 5 and 8 lead to the error estimates.

Theorem 9. Let Gy, G2 and G iy 5 1, be the solutions of the systems (2.1) and (4.1) with G19 = 0, G20 =

0, fy" 1f1(8)ll p2yds < oo, [y | fz )HLZ(Q ds < o0, [1" I£1(s)ll2(yds < oo, and [i™ || f5(5) r2(ayds <
00. Then

t t
1G1(tn) — G pll2() <CH? </0 (=) ()l L2 () ds +/0 ”f2(3)”L2(Q)d3>

ror ([ IR s + 15102
+/Ot" £5(s) |l 2oy ds + Hf2(0)”L2(Q)> )

1Ga(tn) — G5 ll12(0) <CR? </ot 1f1(8)]| 2@y ds + /ot(t - S)_M”JCZ(S)"LQ(Q)CZS)
+Cr (/Ot £ () 2@t + 1110 220

tn
+/Hﬁ®MmMHWh@MmO-
0

5 Numerical experiments

In this section, we perform the one- and two-dimensional numerical experiments to verify the effectiveness
of the numerical schemes. Here, we let

Bip=E1;=Gi(tn) — Gl Eop = Ear = Ga(tn) — G3p,

if the exact solutions (G and GG are known. If the exact solutions G; and G5 are unknown, to get the spatial
errors, denote

— n n _ n mn
El,h = Gl,h - Gl,h/27 E2,h = G2,h — Y2.h/2

where the G ; and G ; mean the numerical solutions of G1 and G5 at ¢,, with mesh size h; similarly, to get
the temporal errors, we let

El,T = Gl,T - G17T/27 E2,T = G2ﬂ' - G277/2’

where the G and G5, are the numerical solutions of GG; and G at the fixed time ¢ with step size 7. The
spatial and temporal convergence rates can be, respectively, calculated by

In(E; n/E; In(E; -/ E; -
Rate = —n( ’h/ ’h/z), Rate = —n( o/ : /2), 1=1,2.
In(2) In(2)
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5.1 One-dimensional cases

Example 1. Consider the system (1.1) with the exact solution
Gi(z,t) = t'z(1 — ), Gay(x,t) =t"z*(1 — ).
So the initial values are

Gio=0, Gao=0,

b
and the source terms

P(l + V) tl/—l-‘ral

fi(z,t) =vt*ta(l — ) — 2F(1/ o)

F(l + V) v—14a1 F(l + V) v—14a2,.2/1
7””_’_0[1)15 + w(l_w)_if(l/—i—ag)t to2p2(1 — ),
Folw, £) =vt" 1221 — z) — %t”‘””@ ~6a)

ra+v)

_ 'l+v) ,,_
prltee 2 gy o S L T e g,
v+ ag) ( ) ( )

I'v+a)

Here we set v = 1.01 and a = 2. To get the spatial convergence rates, we take T = 0.1/1600, so that the
error incurred by temporal discretization is negligible, and the results are shown in Table 1, which verify
Theorem 5. Meanwhile, we take h = 1/256 to get the temporal convergence rate, and Table 2 shows the
corresponding results, which validate Theorem 8.

Table 1: Lo erroratt = 0.1

(a1, 02) 1/h 8 16 32 64
IEinll2() | 2417E-04 5.873E-05 1.316E-05 2.406E-06

(0.1,0.2) Rate 2.0409 2.1574 2.4519
|Bap 2 | 2-694E-04  6.665E-05 1.585E-05 3.360E-06

Rate 2.0149 2.0719 2.2380
[Ernllz) | 2232E-04 5413E05 1.210E-05 2.416E-06

(0.4,0.6) Rate 2.0441 2.1620 2.3238
|Bap 2 | 2-563E-04  6.368E-05 1.548E-05 3.491E-06

Rate 2.0087 2.0404 2.1486
[Ernllz) | 1924E-04 4745E05 1.142E-05 2.520E-06

(0.8,0.9) Rate 2.0197 2.0551 2.1802
| Eoplliz) | 2339E-04  5.831E-05 1.448E-05 3.528E-06

Rate 2.0040 2.0101 2.0370

Example 2 (Smooth initial value). Here consider the homogeneous problem (1.1) with smooth initial value,
ie.,

Gio(x) =2(1 —z), Goo(z)=sin(rz),

and fi(z,t) = fo(x,t) = 0. It’s easy to get that G1 9, G20 € HE(Q) () H*(SY). Here, we choose a = —10.
To investigate the convergence in space and eliminate the influence from temporal discretization, we take
7 = 0.01/1600 and the results are shown in Table 3, which verify Theorem 3. We take h = 1/256 to verify
the temporal convergence rate and the results are shown in Table 4, which agree with Theorem 6.
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Table 2: Lo erroratt = 0.1

(a1, a9) 0.1/7 100 200 400 800 1600
| E - HL2(Q) 3.389E-05 1.833E-05 9.758E-06 5.106E-06 2.612E-06
(0.1,0.2) Rate 0.8869 0.9094 0.9342 0.9671
| Ea - HLz(Q) 2.375E-05 1.251E-05 6.480E-06 3.293E-06 1.628E-06
Rate 0.9251 0.9485 0.9765 1.0163
| E - HLQ(Q) 4.254E-05 2.180E-05 1.105E-05 5.538E-06 2.727E-06
(0.4,0.6) Rate 0.9647 0.9797 0.9969 1.0219
| Ea - HLz(Q) 1.512E-05 7.598E-06 3.767E-06 1.830E-06 8.611E-07
Rate 0.9930 1.0123 1.0417 1.0874
| E - HLQ(Q) 1.538E-05 7.784E-06 3.923E-06 1.968E-06 9.795E-07
(0.8,0.9) Rate 0.9824 0.9884 0.9955 1.0065
| Ea - HL2(Q) 3967E-06 2.025E-06 1.026E-06 5.133E-07 2.529E-07
Rate 0.9699 0.9817 0.9986 1.0214
Table 3: Ly error at ¢t = 0.01
(a1, 2) 1/h 8 16 32 64
| Ev p ||L2(Q) 7.045E-04 1.722E-04 4.281E-05 1.069E-05
(0.05,0.15) Rate 2.0324 2.0081 2.0020
| Ea ||L2(Q) 1.395E-03 3.444E-04 8.583E-05 2.144E-05
Rate 2.0180 2.0045 2.0011
| E4 ”LQ(Q) 4.233E-02 1.072E-02 2.689E-03 6.727E-04
(0.45,0.55) Rate 0 1.9815 1.9954 1.9989
| Ea ||L2(Q) 5.178E-02 1.309E-02 3.281E-03 8.209E-04
Rate 1.9840 1.9960 1.9990
| E4 ”LQ(Q) 1.673E-03 4.132E-04 1.030E-04 2.573E-05
(0.85,0.95) Rate 2.0174 2.0044 2.0011
| Ea ||L2(Q) 4.403E-03 1.086E-03 2.706E-04 6.758E-05
Rate 2.0195 2.0049 2.0012
Table 4: Ly error at ¢t = 0.01
(a1, 2) 0.01/7 100 200 400 800 1600
|E ~ ”LQ(Q) 3.032E-05 1.511E-05 7.541E-06 3.767E-06 1.883E-06
(0.05,0.15) Rate 1.0049 1.0024 1.0012 1.0006
| Ea - ||L2(Q) 4.757E-05 2.369E-05 1.182E-05 5.903E-06 2.950E-06
Rate 1.0061 1.0030 1.0016 1.0007
|E ~ ”LQ(Q) 1.088E-02 5.360E-03 2.660E-03 1.325E-03 6.613E-04
(0.45,0.55) Rate 0 1.0215 1.0107 1.0053 1.0027
| E2 -l r2(q) | 1.400E-02  6.900E-03 3.425E-03 1.706E-03 8.517E-04
Rate 1.0210 1.0104 1.0052 1.0026
|E ~ ”LQ(Q) 1.753E-05 8.726E-06 4.354E-06 2.175E-06 1.087E-06
(0.85,0.95) Rate 0 1.0061 1.0031 1.0015 1.0008
| B2~ ”LQ(Q) 5.946E-05 2.971E-05 1.485E-05 7.425E-06 3.712E-06
Rate 1.0009 1.0004 1.0002 1.0001
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Table 5: Lo errorast — 0

1.E-01 1.E-02 1.E-03 1.E-04 1.E-05 1.E-06
IEinl 2 | #540E-07 2.557E-07 7.693E-08 1.897E-08 4.293E-09 9.322E-10
Rate 02494 05216 0.6081 06452  0.6633
[Esnli2) | 6-143E-06 1.179E-05 1.416E-05 1.509E-05 1.531E-05 1.536E-05
Rate 02831  -0.0796  -0.0276  -0.0063  -0.0013

Table 6: Ly errorast — 0

1.E-01 1.E-02 1.E-03 1.E-04 1.E-05 1.E-06
IE1n]l2q) | 8957E-07 1.479E-06 2.157E-06 2.741E-06 3.175E-06 3.522E-06
Rate 02178 -0.1640  -0.1041  -0.0637  -0.0451
IE2n 12 | 2236E-07 3.869E-07 3.071E-07 1.945E-07 1.124E-07 6.227E-08
Rate -0.2382  0.1003 0.1983 0.2384 0.2563

Furthermore, we take the fixed N, a1, and oo to validate Theorem 6’s estimates (theoretical decay rates
witht — 0)

1GLa(tn) = GRpllrz) < C (N THIGLAO) I 2i0) + N2 1G21(0) ] 2() »

1Gon(tN) = GYyllrz) < C (N G140 120y + N 7HIG21(0) | 22(0)) -
Let N =10, oy = 0.3, ao = 0.7, and define the initial values as

GLQ(J}) = 0, G270(1’) = SiIl(ﬂ':L').

Thus the decay rates caused by ||G1,1,(0)|| 12 () can be ignored and the theoretical decay rates of ||G1 »(tn)—
G:]L\{h”L2(Q) and ||Gop(tn) — Gé\thLQ(Q) are t32 and t3;, respectively, when t — 0. Table 5 shows that the
temporal errors decrease like t%ﬁ and t?v, respectively, when t — 0. Similarly, define the initial values as

GLQ(J}) = :L'(l — l’), G270(1’) =0.

Table 6 shows that the temporal errors decrease like t?v and tg)\',g (when t — 0), respectively, which agree
with the theoretical predictions.

Example 3 (Nonsmooth initial value). Consider the homogeneous problem (1.1) with nonsmooth initial
value. Let

G10(7) = X@3/4,0)(7),  Gao(z) = X(0,1/4)(T),

fi(z,t) = fa(z,t) = 0, and a = 10. To validate the spatial convergence rates, we take 7 = 0.01/1600 to
eliminate the influence from time discretization, and the results are shown in Table 7, which verify Theorem
4. Then we let h = 1/256 to get the temporal convergence rate, and Table 8 provides the results, which
verify Theorem 6.

5.2 Two-dimensional cases

Example 4 (Smooth initial data). Consider the two-dimensional homogeneous problem (1.1) with smooth
initial value. Let

Gro(z,y) =21 —2)y(1 —y), Gaolz,y) =2*(1—2)y(l —y)?
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Table 7: Lo error at t=0.01

(a1,009) 1/h 8 16 32 64
| Ev HLz(Q) 7.125E-04 1.777E-04 4.439E-05 1.110E-05
(0.1,0.2) Rate 2.0037 2.0008 2.0002
| Ea HL2(Q) 1.030E-03 2.568E-04 6.416E-05 1.604E-05
Rate 2.0038 2.0008 2.0002
| Ev HLQ(Q) 1.989E-03 4.959E-04 1.239E-04 3.097E-05
(0.4,0.6) Rate 2.0042 2.0009 2.0002
| Ea HL2(Q) 3.609E-03 9.007E-04 2.251E-04 5.627E-05
Rate 2.0025 2.0006 2.0002
| Ev HLQ(Q) 6.928E-03 1.742E-03 4.359E-04 1.090E-04
(0.8,0.9) Rate 1.9919 1.9986 1.9997
| Ea HL2(Q) 1.053E-02 2.674E-03 6.705E-04 1.677E-04
Rate 1.9768 1.9958 1.9991
Table 8: Lo error at t=0.01
(a1,a9) 0.01/7 100 200 400 800 1600
HELTHLQ(Q) 8.156E-06 4.066E-06 2.030E-06 1.014E-06 5.069E-07
(0.1,0.2) Rate 1.0043 1.0021 1.0011 1.0006
HE277—HL2(Q) 2.709E-05 1.349E-05 6.734E-06 3.364E-06 1.681E-06
Rate 1.0055 1.0028 1.0014 1.0007
HELTHLQ(Q) 7.198E-05 3.581E-05 1.786E-05 8.918E-06 4.456E-06
(0.4,0.6) Rate 1.0073 1.0037 1.0018 1.0009
HE277—HL2(Q) 2.309E-04 1.150E-04 5.737E-05 2.866E-05 1.432E-05
Rate 1.0060 1.0030 1.0015 1.0007
HELTHLQ(Q) 5.587E-04 2.788E-04 1.392E-04 6.958E-05 3.478E-05
(0.8,0.9) Rate 1.0030 1.0015 1.0008 1.0004
HEQﬂ—HLQ(Q) 7.600E-04 3.804E-04 1.903E-04 9.516E-05 4.759E-05
Rate 0.9986 0.9993 0.9997 0.9998
Table 9: L, error at t=0.1
(a1, 2) 1/h 8 16 32 64
| E4 HLQ(Q) 4.194E-04 8.400E-05 1.856E-05 4.338E-06
(0.1,0.2) Rate 2.3199 2.1779 2.0973
| Ea HL2(Q) 8.338E-05 1.548E-05 3.427E-06 8.032E-07
Rate 2.4290 2.1757 2.0931
| E4 HLQ(Q) 6.085E-04 1.220E-04 2.696E-05 6.300E-06
(0.4,0.6) Rate 2.3186 2.1779 2.0973
| Ea HLQ(Q) 1.201E-04 2.251E-05 4.985E-06 1.168E-06
Rate 2.4162 2.1746 2.0930
| E4 HLQ(Q) 9.289E-04 1.983E-04 4.412E-05 1.032E-05
(0.8,0.9) Rate 2.2276 2.1686 2.0956
| E2 p, HLQ(Q) 9.814E-05 1.923E-05 4.290E-06 1.007E-06
Rate 2.3513 2.1645 2.0912
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Table 10: Lo error at t=0.1

(o1, a2)

0.1/7

20

40

80

160

320

(0.1,0.2)

1 £1,7 [ 20

[ E2,7 | L2 ()

5.400E-06
Rate

2.177E-06
Rate

2.656E-06
1.0236

1.066E-06
1.0301

1.317E-06
1.0118

5.276E-07
1.0150

6.560E-07
1.0059

2.624E-07
1.0075

3.273E-07
1.0030

1.309E-07
1.0037

(0.4,0.6)

1 £1,7 [ 20

[ E2,7 | L2 ()

4.007E-05
Rate

1.508E-05
Rate

1.946E-05
1.0420

7.211E-06
1.0639

9.590E-06
1.0209

3.527E-06
1.0320

4.760E-06
1.0104

1.744E-06
1.0160

2.372E-06
1.0052

8.671E-07
1.0080

(0.8,0.9)

1E1,7 | L2

[ E2,r [ 2(0)

2.197E-04
Rate

6.261E-05
Rate

1.069E-04
1.0396

2.999E-05
1.0618

5.260E-05
1.0226

1.463E-05
1.0354

2.608E-05
1.0121

7.221E-06
1.0189

1.298E-05
1.0062

3.586E-06
1.0098

f1($7y>t) = fg(ﬂj,y,t) =0, anda =

—2. To get the spatial convergence rates, we take T = 0.1/1600, so

that the error incurred by temporal discretization is negligible, and the results are shown in Table 9, which
verify Theorem 3. Moreover, we let h = 1/256 to obtain the temporal convergence rates, and the results are
shown in Table 10, which confirm Theorem 6.

Example 5 (Nonsmooth initial value). Consider the two-dimensional homogeneous problem (1.1) with non-
smooth initial value. Let

G1,0(7,Y) = X(1/2,0)%(0,3/4) (T, ¥);  G20(%,Y) = X(0,3/4)x(1/2,1) (T, Y),

filz,y,t) = fa(z,y,t) = 0, and a = 1. To get the spatial convergence rates, we take T = 0.1/1600, so
that the error incurred by temporal discretization is negligible, and the results are shown in Table 11, which
verify Theorem 4. At the same time, we let h = 1/256 to obtain the temporal convergence rates and Table
12 shows the results, which agree with Theorem 6.

Table 11: Lo error at t=0.1

(o1, a2)

1/h

8

16

32

64

(0.1,0.2)

1 E1nll 220

[ E2nll L2 (0)

5.973E-03
Rate

6.924E-03
Rate

1.282E-03
2.2195

1.477E-03
2.2287

2.847E-04
2.1714

3.282E-04
2.1701

6.711E-05
2.0849

7.737E-05
2.0849

(0.4,0.6)

1 E1nll 220

B2l 220

8.642E-03
Rate

1.004E-02
Rate

1.855E-03
2.2199

2.141E-03
2.2288

4.114E-04
2.1728

4.718E-04
2.1823

9.683E-05
2.0871

1.095E-04
2.1069

(0.8,0.9)

1 E1 0l 22 ()

I E2.nll 220

1.086E-02
Rate

1.164E-02
Rate

2.342E-03
2.2129

2.535E-03
2.1988

5.024E-04
2.2210

5.328E-04
2.2504

1.102E-04
2.1884

1.101E-04
2.2755

Example 6. Consider the inhomogeneous problem (1.1) with vanishing initial data. For checking the spatial

27



Table 12: Lo error at t=0.1

(Oél ,042)

0.1/7

20

40

80

160

320

(0.1,0.2)

1 £1,7 [ 20

[ E2,7 | L2 ()

5.672E-05
Rate

1.426E-04
Rate

2.790E-05
1.0236

6.982E-05
1.0299

1.384E-05
1.0119

3.455E-05
1.0149

6.889E-06
1.0059

1.719E-05
1.0075

3.438E-06
1.0030

8.571E-06
1.0037

(0.4,0.6)

1 £1,7 [ 20

[ E2,7 | L2 ()

4.243E-04
Rate

9.640E-04
Rate

2.060E-04
1.0426

4.619E-04
1.0614

1.015E-04
1.0212

2.261E-04
1.0308

5.038E-05
1.0106

1.118E-04
1.0154

2.510E-05
1.0053

5.563E-05
1.0077

(0.8,0.9)

1E1,7 | L2

[ E2,r [ 2(0)

2.229E-03
Rate

3.497E-03
Rate

1.072E-03
1.0562

1.718E-03
1.0252

5.248E-04
1.0302

8.507E-04
1.0141

2.596E-04
1.0156

4.231E-04
1.0075

1.291E-04
1.0080

2.110E-04
1.0039

convergence rates, to eliminate the influence from temporal discretization, we take 7 = 0.1/1600 and set

fl(wa Y, t) = to.zx% Gl,O = 07
fZ(wath) = t0-37 G2,0 = 07

and a = 0.5. Table 13 provides the spatial convergence rates, which validate Theorem 5. For checking the

Table 13: Lo error att = 0.1

(o1, a9)

1/h

8

16

32

64

(0.1,0.2)

1 E1nll L2

| E2nll L2 (o)

5.452E-04
Rate

2.140E-03
Rate

1.155E-04
2.2385

4.341E-04
2.3015

2.591E-05
2.1566

9.657E-05
2.1682

6.088E-06
2.0898

2.266E-05
2.0916

(0.4,0.6)

1 E1nll 220

[ E2nll 20

1.122E-03
Rate

5.305E-03
Rate

2.383E-04
2.2355

1.072E-03
2.3064

5.356E-05
2.1535

2.390E-04
2.1659

1.259E-05
2.0886

5.612E-05
2.0903

(0.8,0.9)

1E1nll 220

[ E2nll L2 (0)

2.643E-03
Rate

9.720E-03
Rate

5.625E-04
2.2321

1.948E-03
2.3190

1.268E-04
2.1492

4.343E-04
2.1650

2.984E-05
2.0871

1.021E-04
2.0895

temporal convergence rates, to eliminate the influence from spatial discretization, we take h = 1/256 and

set

fi(@,y, ) = 10t"2x (0,12 % (1/4.1) (T, Y),

GI,O = 07

fo(@,y.t) = 10t x (1 /0. 1)x 0,1/4) (@, y),  Ga,0 =0,

a = 0.5. The temporal convergence rates are shown in Table 14, which verify Theorem 8.

Conclusion

Anomalous diffusions are ubiquitous in natural world. The models are built for describing the different
types of anomalous diffusions. The more recent FFPEs with multiple internal states effectively characterize
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Table 14: Lo error att = 0.1

(a1,02) | 0.1/7 80 160 320 640 1280
[Eil12( | 3355E05 1.876E-05 1.025E-05 5.507E-06 2.920E-06

(0.1,0.2) Rate 0.8387 0.8719 0.8966 0.9155
|Bar |2 | 5.092E-06 2.950E-06 1.642E-06 8.897E-07 4.731E-07

Rate 0.7878 0.8452 0.8839 0.9111

[Ei N2 | 3.147E05 1.290E-05 5.202E-06 2.053E-06 7.877E-07

(0.4,0.6) Rate 1.2863 1.3106 1.3410 1.3821
|Bar |2 | 2300E-05  1.092E-05 5.217E-06 2.510E-06 1.214E-06

Rate 1.0753 1.0652 1.0559 1.0475

[Ei T2 | 2791E-04 1.358E-04 6.627E-05 3.244E-05 1.592E-05

(0.8,0.9) Rate 1.0395 1.0349 1.0308 1.0272
|Bar |12 | 8463E-05 4.176E-05 2.064E-05 1.022E-05 5.066E-06

Rate 1.0192 1.0167 1.0143 1.0121

the anomalous diffusion with different waiting time distributions for different internal states, governing the
distribution of positions of the particles. In this paper, we develop the Sobolev regularity of the FFPEs,
including the homogeneous problem with smooth and nonsmooth initial values and the inhomogeneous
problem with vanishing initial value, and then we design a numerical scheme for the FFPEs based on the
finite element approximation for the space derivatives and convolution quadrature for the time fractional
derivatives. We provide the optimal error estimates for the schemes in different cases, including the space
semidiscrete and fully discrete schemes. Finally, the numerical experiments for one- and two-dimensional
examples are performed to confirm the theoretical analyses and the predicted convergence orders.
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