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TWO NEW FAMILIES OF FOURTH-ORDER EXPLICIT

EXPONENTIAL RUNGE–KUTTA METHODS WITH FOUR

STAGES FOR FIRST-ORDER DIFFERENTIAL SYSTEMS

XIANFA HU, YONGLEI FANG, AND BIN WANG

Abstract. In this paper, two new families of fourth-order explicit exponen-

tial Runge–Kutta (ERK) methods with four stages are studied for solving

first-order differential systems y′(t) + My(t) = f(y(t)). By comparing the

Taylor series of the exact solution, the order conditions of these ERK meth-

ods are derived, which are exactly identical to the order conditions of explicit

Runge–Kutta methods, and these ERK methods reduce to classical Runge–

Kutta methods once M → 0. Moreover, we analyze the stability properties

and the convergence of the new methods. Several numerical examples are im-

plemented to illustrate the accuracy and efficiency of these ERK methods by

comparison with standard exponential integrators.

Key Words. Exponential Runge–Kutta methods, first-order differential equa-

tions, the order conditions, and convergence

1. Introduction

Classical Runge–Kutta (RK) methods are extensively recognized by researchers
and engineers for its simple idea and concise expression [5, 35, 38, 41], and standard
ERK methods with the stiff-order conditions (comprise the classical order condi-
tions) were formulated by Hochbruck et al. [22, 23, 24], which can be viewed as an
extension of classical RK methods. The idea of exponential integrators is primarily
concerned with the use of the variation-of-constants formula (see [24]), normally,
the coefficients of exponential integrators are exponential functions of the underly-
ing matrix in the literature, this fact means that the implementation of exponential
integrators requires the evaluations of matrix exponentials and vectors. In order to
reduce the computational cost, two new kinds of ERK methods up to order three
were formulated in [36]. As a sequel to this work, we study two new families of
fourth-order explicit ERK methods with four stages for the first-order differential
system in this paper, which are termed the modified and simplified versions of
fourth-order explicit ERK integrators, respectively.

In this paper, we consider the evolution equation and ordinary differential equa-
tion of the form

(1)

{

y′(t) +My(t) = f(y(t)), t ∈ [t0, tend],

y(t0) = y0,

2000 Mathematics Subject Classification. 65L05, 65L06.

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2210.12407v3


2 X. HU, Y. FANG, AND B. WANG

where the matrix M ∈ R
m×m is a symmetric positive definite or skew-Hermitian.

Problems of the form (1) arise frequently in a variety of applied science such as
quantum mechanics, flexible mechanics, and semilinear parabolic problems.

Exponential integrators have received much attention due to its high accuracy
and stability (see, e.g., [8, 21, 26, 27, 29, 31, 33, 34, 37, 39, 40]), and the product of
a matrix exponential and a vector is effectively evaluated by the Krylov subspace
method [12, 20] or a Pade approximant (see, e.g., [4, 32]). In recent years, Fang et
al. [14] presented explicit pseudo two-step exponential Runge-Kutta methods for
first-order differential equations, Du et al. [10, 11] considered the exponential time
differencing method for semilinear parabolic problems, and Li et al. [28] formulated
exponential cut-off methods for preserving maximum principle. It should be noted
that ERK methods are based on the stiff-order conditions. However, as stated by
Berland et al. in [3], the stiff-order conditions are relatively strict. It is true that the
fourth-order explicit ERK method (9) with five stages was proposed in [22], which
only satisfied the stiff-order conditions in a weak form. Here, the coefficients of our
fourth-order explicit ERK methods are real constants and the study is related to
the classical order conditions.

The outline of the paper is as follows. In Section 2, we derive the order conditions
of the modified version of fourth-order explicit ERK methods. Section 3 is devoted
to presenting the simplified version of explicit ERK methods of order four. The
linear stability properties and the convergence of our explicit ERK methods are
analyzed in Section 4. Numerical results present the accuracy and efficiency of these
ERK methods when applied to the averaged system in wind-induced oscillation, the
Hénon-Heiles Model, the Allen-Cahn equation, the sine-Gorden equation and the
nonlinear Schrödinger equation in Section 5. The concluding remarks are included
in the last section.

2. A modified version of fourth-order explicit ERK methods

The internal stages and the update of the modified version of ERK methods
inherit and modify the form of classical RK methods, respectively.

Definition 2.1. ([36]) An s-stage modified version of exponential Runge–Kutta
(MVERK) method for the numerical integration (1) is defined as

(2)























Yi = y0 + h

s
∑

j=1

aij(−MYj + f(Yj)), i = 1, . . . , s,

y1 = e−hMy0 + h

s
∑

i=1

bif(Yi) + ws(z),

where aij , bi are real constants for i, j = 1, . . . , s, Yi ≈ y(t0 + cih) for i = 1, . . . , s,
ws(z) is a suitable matrix-valued function of hM , and ws(z) → 0 when M → 0.

In [36], it is clearly indicated that ws(z) is independent of the matrix exponen-
tial. In fact, the ws(z) is also related to the term f(·) and initial value y0, and
MVERK methods with the same order share the same ws(z). Especially, if we
consider the MVERK method with order one, then ws(z) = 0. From (2), it is clear
that the MVERK method can exactly integrate the first-order homogeneous linear
system y′(t) = −My(t), y(0) = y0, which has the exact solution y(t) = e−tMy0.
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The property of the method (2) is significant. For linear oscillatory problems, the
exponential contains the full information on linear oscillations in contrast to classi-
cal numerical methods (non-exponential). The method (2) can be displayed by the
following Butcher Tableau

(3)
c I A

e−hM ws(z) bT
=

c1 I a11 · · · a1s
...

...
...

...
...

cs I as1 · · · ass

e−hM ws(z) b1 · · · bs

with ci =
s
∑

j=1

aij for i = 1, . . . , s.

In view of (2), the internal stages of the MVERK method are independent of
matrix exponentials, and the update remains some properties of the matrix expo-
nential. Once M → 0 i.e., y′(t) = f(y(t)), then e−hM = I, ws(z) = 0, and the
MVERK method reduces to a classical RK method

(4)



















Yi = y0 + h
s
∑

j=1

aijf(Yj), i = 1, . . . , s,

y1 = y0 + h
s
∑

i=1

bif(Yi).

Therefore, MVERK methods can be considered as an extension of classical RK
methods.

A numerical method is said to be of order p if the Taylor expansion of a numerical
solution y1 and the exact solution y(t0 + h) coincide up to hp about y0. Under the
assumption y(t0) = y0, we denote g(t0) = −My(t0)+f(y(t0)), and the Taylor series
of y(t0 + h) is given by

y(t0 + h) = y(t0) + hy′(t0) +
h2

2!
y′′(t0) +

h3

3!
y′′′(t0) +

h4

4!
y(4)(t0) +O(h5)

= y(t0) + hg(t0) +
h2

2!
(−M + f ′

y(y0))g(t0) +
h3

3!

(

M2g(t0) + (−M + f ′
y(y(t0)))f

′
y(y(t0))g(t0)

− f ′
y(y(t0))Mg(t0) + f ′′

yy(y(t0))(g(t0), g(t0))
)

+
h4

4!

(

−M3g(t0) +M2f ′
y(y(t0))g(t0)

−Mf ′
y(y(t0))(−M + f ′

y(y(t0)))g(t0)−Mf ′′
yy(y(t0))(g(t0), g(t0)) + f ′

y(y(t0))(−M

+ f ′
y(y(t0)))(−M + f ′

y(y(t0)))g(t0) + f ′
y(y(t0))f

′′
yy(y(t0))(g(t0), g(t0)) + f ′′′

yyy(y(t0))(g(t0),

g(t0), g(t0)) + 3f ′′
yy(y(t0))

(

(−M + f ′
y(y(t0)))g(t0), g(t0)

)

)

+O(h5).
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Before we derive the order conditions of fourth-order explicit MVERK methods with four
stages, it is necessary to present the classical order conditions of RK methods:

(5)

b1 + b2 + b3 + b4 = 1,

b2c2 + b3c3 + b4c4 =
1

2
,

b2c
2
2 + b3c

2
3 + b4c

2
4 =

1

3
,

b3a32c2 + b4a42c2 + b4a43c3 =
1

6
,

b2c
3
2 + b3c

3
3 + b4c

3
4 =

1

4
,

b3c3a32c2 + b4c4a42c2 + b4c4a43c3 =
1

8
,

b3a32c
2
2 + b4a42c

2
2 + b4a43c

2
3 =

1

12
,

b4a43a32c2 =
1

24
,

with the appropriate assumption ci =
i−1
∑

j=1

aij , for i = 1, 2, 3, 4. It is very clear that the

equation (5) has infinitely many solutions.
The following theorem will present the order conditions of fourth-order explicit MVERK

methods with four stages are identical to (5).

Theorem 2.2. If the coefficients of the four-stage explicit MVERK method with w4(z)
(6)


















































Y1 = y0,

Y2 = y0 + ha21(−MY1 + f(Y1)),

Y3 = y0 + h
(

a31(−MY1 + f(Y1)) + a32(−MY2 + f(Y2))
)

,

Y4 = y0 + h
(

a41(−MY1 + f(Y1)) + a42(−MY2 + f(Y2)) + a43(−MY3 + f(Y3))
)

,

y1 = e−hMy0 + h
(

b1f(Y1) + b2f(Y2) + b3f(Y3) + b4f(Y4)
)

+w4(z),

where

w4(z) =− h2

2!
Mf(y0) +

h3

3!

(

M2f(y0)−Mf ′
y(y0)g(y0)

)

+
h4

4!

(

−M3f(y0) +M2f ′
y(y0)g(y0)

−Mf ′′
yy(y0)

(

g(y0), g(y0)
)

−Mf ′
y(y0)(−M + f ′

y(y0))g(y0)
)

and g(y0) = −My0 + f(y0), satisfy the order conditions (5), then the explicit MVERK
method has order four.
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Proof. Under the assumption y(t0) = y0, the Taylor series of y1 is

y1 =
(

I − hM +
h2M2

2!
− h3M3

3!
+
h4M4

4!
+O(h5)

)

y0 + h
(

b1f(y0) + b2f(y0) + b2a21hf
′
y(y0)g(y0)

+ b2a
2
21
h2

2!
f ′′
yy(y0)(g(y0), g(y0)) + b2a

3
21
h3

3!
f ′′′
yyy(y0)(g(y0), g(y0), g(y0)) + b3f(y0) + b3a31h

· f ′
y(y0)g(y0) + b3a32hf

′
y(y0)(−MY2 + f(Y2)) + b3

h2

2!
f ′′
yy(y0)

(

a31g(y0) + a32(−MY2 + f(Y2)),

a31g(y0) + a32(−MY2 + f(Y2))
)

+ b3
h3

3!
f ′′′
yyy(y0)

(

a31g(y0) + a32(−MY2 + f(Y2)), a31g(y0)

+ a32(−MY2 + f(Y2)), a31g(y0) + a32(−MY2 + f(Y2))
)

+ b4f(y0) + b4hf
′
y(y0)

(

a41g(y0)

+ a42(−MY2 + f(Y2)) + a43(−MY3 + f(Y3))
)

+ b4
h2

2!
f ′′
yy(y0)

(

a41g(y0) + a42(−MY2 + f(Y2))

+ a43(−MY3 + f(Y3)), a41g(y0) + a42(−MY2 + f(Y2)) + a43(−MY3 + f(Y3))
)

+ w4(z)

+ b4
h3

3!
f ′′′
yyy(y0)

(

a41g(y0) + a42(−MY2 + f(Y2)) + a43(−MY3 + f(Y3)), a41g(y0) + a42(−MY2

+ f(Y2)) + a43(−MY3 + f(Y3)), a41g(y0) + a42(−MY2 + f(Y2)) + a43(−MY3 + f(Y3))
)

)

.

Inserting the internal stages Y2, Y3, Y4 into the above formula, and combining the
Taylor series of f(Y 2), f(Y 3), f(Y 4) about y0, we obtain

y1 =y0 − hMy0 + h(b1 + b2 + b3 + b4)f(y0)−
h2Mg(y0)

2!
+ h2

(

b2a21 + b3(a31 + a32) + b4(a41

+ a42 + a43)
)

f ′
y(y0)g(y0) +

h3

3!
M(M − f ′

y(y0))g(y0) + h3
(

b3a32a21 + b4a42a21 + b4a43(a31

+ a32)
)

f ′
y(y0)(−M + f ′

y(y0))g(y0) +
h3

2!

(

b2a
2
21 + b3(a

2
31 + 2a31a32 + a232) + b4(a

2
41 + a242

+ a243 + 2(a41a42 + a41a43 + a42a43))
)

f ′′
yy(y0)(g(y0)g(y0)) +

h4

4!

(

−M3g(y0) +M2f ′
y(y0)

· g(y0)−Mf ′
y(y0)(−M + f ′

y(y0))g(y0)−Mf ′′
yy(y0)(g(y0), g(y0))

)

+ h4
(

b3(a31 + a32)a32a21

+ b4(a41 + a42 + a43)(a42a21 + a43(a31 + a32))
)

f ′′
yy(y0)((−M + f ′

y(y0))g(y0), g(y0))

+ h4b4a43a32a21f
′
y(y0)(−M + f ′

y(y0))(−M + f ′
y(y0))g(y0) +

h4

2!

(

b3a32a
2
21 + b4a42a

2
21

+ b4a43(a
2
31 + 2a31a32 + a232)

)

f ′
y(y0)f

′′
yy(y0)

(

g(y0), g(y0)
)

+
h4

3!

(

b2a
3
21 + b3

(

a331 + 3(a231a32

+ a31a
2
32) + a332

)

+ b4
(

a341 + a342 + a343 + 3(a41(a
2
42 + a243) + a42(a

2
41 + a243) + a43(a

2
41 + a242))

+ 6a41a42a43
)

)

f ′′′
yyy(y0)

(

g(y0), g(y0), g(y0)
)

+O(h5).
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Under the assumption ci =
i−1
∑

j=1

aij for i = 1, . . . , 4, by comparing the Taylor series of the

exact solution y(t0 + h), we can verify that the explicit MVERK method with coefficients
satisfying the conditions (5), has order four. This completes the proof. �

Remark 2.3. Third-order MVERK methods appearing in [36] use the Jacobian matrix of
f(y) with respect to y, and the fourth-order MVERK method (6) uses the Jacobian matrix
and the Hessian matrix of f(y) with respect to y at each step, however, as we known that
this idea for first-order differential problems is no by means new (see, e.g., [1, 7, 13]).
It can be predicted that high-order MVERK methods need to use high-order derivative of
of f(y) with respect to y, hence our study does not involve high-order (p ≥ 5) MVERK
methods.

The choice is that a21 = 1
2
, a32 = 1

2
, a43 = 1 and b1 = 1

6
, b2 = 2

6
, b3 = 2

6
, b4 = 1

6
,

which satisfies the order conditions (5). Thus we obtain the fourth-order explicit MVERK
method with four stages as follows:

(7)































































Y1 = y0,

Y2 = y0 +
h

2
(−MY1 + f(Y1)),

Y3 = y0 +
h

2
(−MY2 + f(Y2)),

Y4 = y0 + h(−MY3 + f(Y3)),

y1 = e−hMy0 +
h

6
(f(Y1) + 2f(Y2) + 2f(Y3) + f(Y4)) + w4(z),

the method (7) can also be expressed in the Butcher tableau

(8)

0 I 0

1
2

I 1
2

0

1
2

I 0 1
2

0

1 I 0 0 1 0

e−hM w4(z)
1
6

2
6

2
6

1
6

The fourth-order explicit MVERK method (7) reduces to the ‘classical Runge–Kutta
method’ when M → 0, which is especially notable. We here mention some fourth-order
explicit ERK methods in the literature. Hochbruck et al. [22] proposed the five stages
explicit ERK method of order four which can be indicated by the Butcher tableau

(9)

0
1
2

1
2
ϕ1,2

1
2

1
2
ϕ1,3 − ϕ2,3 ϕ2,3

1 ϕ1,4 − 2ϕ2,4 ϕ2,4 ϕ2,4

1
2

1
2
ϕ1,5 − 2a5,2 − a5,4 a5,2 a5,2

1
4
ϕ2,5 − a5,2

ϕ1 − 3ϕ2 + 4ϕ3 0 0 −ϕ2 + 4ϕ3 4ϕ2 − 8ϕ3

with

a5,2 =
1

2
ϕ2,5 − ϕ3,4 +

1

4
ϕ2,4 − 1

2
ϕ3,5,
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and Krogstad [25] presented the fourth-order ERK method with four stages which can be
denoted by the Butcher tableau

(10)

0
1
2

1
2
ϕ1,2

1
2

1
2
ϕ1,3 − ϕ2,3 ϕ2,3

1 ϕ1,4 − 2ϕ2,4 0 2ϕ2,4

ϕ1 − 3ϕ2 + 4ϕ3 2ϕ2 − 4ϕ3 2ϕ2 − 4ϕ3 −ϕ2 + 4ϕ3

where

(11) ϕi,j = ϕi(−cjhM) =

∫ 1

0

e−(1−τ)cjhM τ i−1

(i− 1)!
dτ.

As claimed by Hochbruck et al. [22], the methods (9) and (10) do not satisfy the stiff-
order conditions strictly, but to a weak form. The coefficients of (9) and (10) are matrix
exponentials, normally, it is needed to recalculate the coefficients of them at each time
step once we consider the variable stepsize technique in practice. The coefficients aij , bi,
for i, j = 1, . . . , s of MVERK methods are real constants, which can greatly reduce the
computational cost of matrix exponentials.

The another choice of a21 = 1
3
, a31 = − 1

3
, a32 = 1, a41 = 1, a42 = −1, a43 = 1 and

b1 = 1
8
, b2 = 3

8
, b3 = 3

8
, b4 = 1

8
, which also satisfies the order conditions (5). Therefore

we get another fourth-order expkicit MVERK method with four stages as follows:

(12)



































































Y1 = y0,

Y2 = y0 +
h

3
(−MY1 + f(Y1)),

Y3 = y0 −
h

3
(−MY1 + f(Y1)) + h(−MY2 + f(Y2)),

Y4 = y0 + h(−MY1 + f(Y1))− h(−MY2 + f(Y2)) + h(−MY3 + f(Y3)),

y1 = e−hMy0 +
h

8
(f(Y1) + 3f(Y2) + 3f(Y3) + f(Y4)) + w4(z).

The method (12) can be expressed in the Butcher tableau

(13)

0 I 0

1
3

I 1
3

0

2
3

I - 1
3

1 0

1 I 1 -1 1 0

e−hM w4(z)
1
8

3
8

3
8

1
8

Likewise, when M → 0, the fourth-order explicit MVERK method (12) reduces to the
Kutta’s fourth-order method, or ‘3/8-Rule’.

3. A simplified version of fourth-order explicit ERK methods

Differently from MVERK methods, the internal stages and the update of the simplified
version of ERK methods simultaneously preserve some properties of matrix exponentials.
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Definition 3.1. ([36]) An s-stage simplified version of exponential Runge–Kutta (SVERK)
method for the numerical integration (1) is defined as

(14)



























Yi = e−c̄ihMy0 + h
s

∑

j=1

āijf(Yj), i = 1, . . . , s,

y1 = e−hMy0 + h
s

∑

i=1

b̄if(Yi) + w̄s(z),

where āij, b̄i are real constants for i, j = 1, . . . s, Yi ≈ y(t0 + c̄ih) for i = 1, . . . , s, w̄s(z)
is related to hM , and w̄s(z) → 0 when M → 0.

Similarly to ws(z), here w̄s(z) is independent of the matrix exponential, and SVERK
methods with the same order share the same w̄s(z). Once we consider the order of SVERK
methods which satisfies p ≥ 2, then the w̄s(z) is related to the term f(·) and initial value
y0. In particular, when we consider the first-order SVERK method, then w̄s(z) = 0. It is
a fact that the w̄s(z) of SVERK methods is different from the ws(z) of MVERK methods
when p ≥ 3, and we have shown the difference of w̄3(z) and w3(z) in [36]. In what follows,
we will present the difference between w̄4(z) and w4(z).

The method (14) can be displayed by the following Butcher Tableau

(15)
c̄ e−c̄hM Ā

e−hM w̄s(z) b̄T
=

c̄1 e−c̄1hM ā11 · · · ā1s
...

...
...

...
...

c̄s e−c̄shM ās1 · · · āss

e−hM w̄s(z) b̄1 · · · b̄s

with the suitable assumption c̄i =
s
∑

j=1

āij , i = 1, . . . , s. From (15), the coefficients of the

SVERK method are real constants, which are different from standard ERK methods (see,
e.g., [22, 23, 24]). Obviously, SVERK methods can integrate the first-order homogeneous
linear system exactly, so do MVERK methods.

The following theorem will show the order conditions of fourth-order explicit SVERK
methods with four stages.

Theorem 3.2. If the coefficients of the four-stage explicit SVERK method

(16)



















































Y1 = y0,

Y2 = e−c̄2hMy0 + hā21f(Y1),

Y3 = e−c̄3hMy0 + h
(

ā31f(Y1) + ā32f(Y2)
)

,

Y4 = e−c̄4hMy0 + h
(

ā41f(Y1) + ā42f(Y2) + ā43f(Y3)
)

,

y1 = e−hMy0 + h
(

b̄1f(Y1) + b̄2f(Y2) + b̄3f(Y3) + b̄4f(Y4)
)

+ w̄4(z),

where

w̄4(z) = −h
2

2!
Mf(y0) +

h3

3!
((M − f ′

y(y0))Mf(y0)−Mf ′
y(y0)g(y0)) +

h4

4!

(

(−M + f ′
y(y0))

·M2f(y0) +M2f ′
y(y0)g(y0)−Mf ′′

yy(y0)
(

g(y0), g(y0)
)

−Mf ′
y(y0)(−M + f ′

y(y0))g(y0)

− f ′
y(y0)Mf ′

y(y0)g(y0)− f ′
y(y0)f

′
y(y0)Mf(y0) + 3f ′′

yy(y0)(−Mf(y0), g(y0))
)

,
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and g(y0) = −My0 + f(y0), satisfy the order conditions (5), then the explicit SVERK
method has order four.

Proof. Under the assumptions y(t0) = y0 and c̄i =
i−1
∑

j=1

āij for i = 1, 2, 3, 4, the Taylor

series of the numerical solution y1 is given by

y1 =
(

I − hM +
(hM)2

2!
− (hM)3

3!
+

(hM)4

4!
+O(h5)

)

y0 + h
(

b̄1f(y0) + b̄2f
(

(I − c̄2hM

+
(c̄2hM)2

2!
− (c̄2hM)3

3!
+O(h4))y0 + hā21f(y0)

)

+ b̄3f
(

(I − c̄3hM +
(c̄3hM)2

2!

− (c̄3hM)3

3!
+O(h4))y0 + hā31f(y0) + hā32f(Y 2)

)

+ b̄4f
(

(I − c̄4hM +
(c̄4hM)2

2!

− (c̄4hM)3

3!
+O(h4))y0 + hā41f(y0) + hā42f(Y 2) + hā43f(Y 3)

)

)

+ w̄4(z).

Inserting the internal stages Y2, Y3, Y4 into the numerical solution y1, and expanding
f(Y2), f(Y3), f(Y4) in a Taylor series with respect to y0 leads to

y1 =
(

I − hM +
(hM)2

2!
− (hM)3

3!
+

(hM)4

4!
+O(h5)

)

y0 + hb̄1f(y0) + hb̄2
(

f(y0) + hfy(y0)

· (−c̄2My0 + ā21f(y0) +
h(c̄2M)2y0

2!
− h2(c̄2M)3y0

3!
) +

h2

2
f ′′
yy(y0)

(

− c̄2My0 + ā21f(y0)

+
h(c̄2M)2y0

2!
,−c̄2My0 + ā21f(y0) +

h(c̄2M)2y0
2!

)

+
h3

3
f ′′′
yyy(y0)

(

− c̄2My0 + ā21f(y0),

− c̄2My0 + ā21f(y0),−c̄2My0 + ā21f(y0)
)

)

+ hb̄3
(

f(y0) + hfy(y0)
(

− c̄3My0 + ā31f(y0)

+ ā32f(Y 2) +
h(c̄3M)2y0

2!
− h2(c̄3M)3y0

3!

)

+
h2

2!
f ′′
yy(y0)

(

− c̄3My0 + ā31f(y0) + ā32f(Y 2)

+
h(c̄3M)2y0

2!
,−c̄3My0 + ā31 + ā32f(Y 2) +

h(c̄3M)2y0
2!

)

+
h3

3!
f ′′′
yyy(y0)

(

− c̄3My0 + ā31

· f(y0) + ā32f(Y 2),−c̄3My0 + ā31f(y0) + ā32f(Y 2),−c̄3My0 + ā31f(y0) + ā32f(Y 2)
)

)

+ hb̄4
(

f(y0) + hfy(y0)
(

− c̄4My0 + ā41f(y0) + ā42f(Y 2) + ā43f(Y3) +
h(c̄4M)2y0

2!

− h2(c̄4M)3y0
3!

)

+
h2

2!
f ′′
yy(y0)

(

− c̄4My0 + ā41f(y0) + ā42f(Y 2) + ā43f(Y3) +
h(c̄4M)2y0

2!
,

− c̄4My0 + ā41f(y0) + ā42f(Y 2) + ā43f(Y3) +
h(c̄4M)2y0

2!

)

+
h3

3!
f ′′′
yyy(y0)

(

− c̄4My0 + ā41f(y0) + ā42f(Y 2) + ā43f(Y3),−c̄4My0 + ā41f(y0) + ā43f(Y3),

− c̄4My0 + ā41f(y0) + ā42f(Y 2) + ā43f(Y3)
)

)

+ w̄4(z).
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To sum up, we have

y1 =y0 − hMy0 + h(b̄1 + b̄2 + b̄3 + b̄4)f(y0)−
h2Mg(y0)

2!
+ h2(b̄2c̄2 + b̄3c̄3 + b̄4c̄4)f

′
y(y0)g(y0)

− h3

3!
f ′
y(y0)Mf(y0) +

h3

3!
M(M − f ′

y(y0))g(y0) +
h3

2!
(b̄2ā

2
21 + b̄3c̄

2
3 + b̄4c̄

2
4)f

′′
yy(y0)(g(y0),

g(y0)) + h3(b̄3ā32ā21 + b̄4ā42ā21 + b̄4ā43c̄3)f
′
y(y0)(M

2y0 + f ′
y(y0)g(y0))

+
h4

4!

(

−M3g(y0) +M2f ′
y(y0)g(y0)−Mf ′

y(y0)(−M + f ′
y(y0))g(y0)−Mf ′′

yy(y0)(g(y0),

g(y0))− f ′
y(y0)Mf ′

y(y0)g(y0)− f ′
y(y0)f

′
y(y0)Mf(y0) + 3f ′′

yy(y0)
(

−Mf(y0), g(y0)
)

)

+
h4

3!

(

b̄2c̄
3
2b̄3c̄

3
3 + b̄4c̄

3
4

)

f ′′′
yyy(y0)

(

g(y0), g(y0), g(y0)
)

+ h4
(

b̄3c̄3ā32ā21 + b̄4c̄4(ā42ā21

+ ā43c̄3)
)

f ′′
yy(y0)

(

M2y0 + f ′
y(y0)g(y0), g(y0)

)

+
h4

2!

(

b̄3ā32ā
2
21 + b̄4ā42ā

2
21 + b̄4ā43c̄

2
3

)

· f ′
y(y0)f

′′
yy(y0)

(

g(y0), g(y0)
)

+ h4b̄4ā43ā32ā21f
′
y(y0)

(

(M2 + f ′
y(y0)

2)g(y0)

+ f ′
y(y0)

2M2y0
)

+O(h5).

Hence, the coefficients of the four-stage explicit SVERK method (16) satisfying the order
conditions (5), has order four. This completes the proof. �

Remark 3.3. Compared with fourth-order explicit MVERK methods, the internal stages
of fourth-order explicit SVERK methods use matrix exponentials of hM to some extent,
and the update also uses the Jacobian matrix and the Hessian matrix of f(y) with respect
to y at each step. Once we consider the high-order SVERK method, and the high-order
derivative of f(y) with respect to y is needed. Hence, this paper does not involve high-
order (p ≥ 5) SVERK methods, and it can be observed that the w̄4(z) of (16) is more
complicated than the w4(z) of (6), and our numerical experiments will support this point
by comparing their consumed CPU times (in seconds).

Taking a21 = 1
2
, a32 = 1

2
, a43 = 1 and b1 = 1

6
, b2 = 2

6
, b3 = 2

6
, b4 = 1

6
, we then obtain

the fourth-order explicit SVERK method with four stages:

(17)



























































Y1 = y0,

Y2 = e−
1

2
hMy0 +

h

2
f(Y1),

Y3 = e−
1

2
hMy0 +

h

2
f(Y2),

Y4 = e−hMy0 + hf(Y3),

y1 = e−hMy0 +
h

6
(f(Y1) + 2f(Y2) + 2f(Y3) + f(Y4)) + w̄4(z),
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with g(y0) = −My0 + f(y0). The method (17) can be indicated by the Butcher tableau

(18)

0 I 0

1
2

e−
1

2
hM 1

2
0

1
2

e−
1

2
hM 0 1

2
0

1 e−hM 0 0 1 0

e−hM w̄4(z)
1
6

2
6

2
6

1
6

Another option is that a21 = 1
3
, a31 = − 1

3
, a32 = 1, a41 = 1, a42 = −1, a43 = 1, b1 = 1

8
,

b2 = 3
8
, b3 = 3

8
and b4 = 1

8
. Thus, we have the following fourth-order explicit SVERK

method with four stages:

(19)























































Y1 = y0,

Y2 = e−
1

3
hMy0 +

h

3
f(Y1),

Y3 = e−
2

3
hMy0 − h

3
f(Y1) + hf(Y 2),

Y4 = e−hMy0 + hf(Y1)− hf(Y2) + hf(Y3),

y1 = e−hMy0 +
h

8
(f(Y1) + 3f(Y2) + 3f(Y3) + f(Y4)) + w̄4(z),

which can be represented by the Butcher tableau

(20)

0 I 0

1
3

e−
1

3
hM 1

3
0

2
3

e−
2

3
hM - 1

3
1 0

1 e−hM 1 -1 1 0

e−hM w̄4(z)
1
8

3
8

3
8

1
8

OnceM → 0, fourth-order explicit SVERK methods (17) and (19) with four stages reduce
to classical fourth-order explicit RK methods.

4. Convergence analysis

It is well known that the linear stability analysis of a RK method is to apply the method
to a Dalquist equation [18]. There is no doubt that we apply these exponential integrators
to y′ = iλy, λ ∈ R, which are A-stable. Based on the work of Buvoli and Minion [6], we
apply these exponential methods to the partitioned Dalquist equation

(21) y′ = iλ1y + iλ2y, y(t0) = y0, λ1, λ2 ∈ R.

Solving the partitioned Dalquist equation (21) by a partitioned exponential integrator,
and treating the iλ1 exponentially and the iλ2 explicitly lead to the explicit scalar form

(22) yn+1 = R(ik1, ik2)yn, k1 = hλ1, k2 = hλ2.

The stability regions of fourth-order explicit ERK method (7) and (17) are respectively
depicted in Fig. 1 (a) and (b). The stability region of the standard fourth-order ERK
method (10) was shown in [6], and it can be observed that the stability regions of our
methods are smaller than the stability region of (10).

In [36], the convergence of first-order explicit ERK methods was analyzed, however, the
convergence of high-order explicit ERK methods is not discussed. The following theorem
will present the convergence of fourth-order explicit SVERK methods.
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Figure 1. (a): Stability region for the fourth-order explicit
MVERK (EXMVERK41) method (7) with four stages. (b): Sta-
bility region for the fourth-order explicit SVERK (EXSVERK41)
method (17) with four stages.

Assumption 4.1. Suppose that f satisfies the local Lipschitz condition in a strip along
the exact solution y, i.e., there exists a real number L > 0 for all t ∈ [t0, tend], such that

‖f(ȳ)− f(ŷ)‖ ≤ L‖ȳ − ŷ‖, ∀ŷ, ȳ ∈ Ty,

where Ty = {ȳ ∈ V : mint‖y(t)− ȳ‖ ≤ 1} with the Euclidean norm ‖ · ‖.
Theorem 4.2. Under Assumption 4.1, if the four-stage explicit SVERK method with
w̄4(z) satisfies the order conditions (5), then the following error bound holds for 1 ≤ n ≤
tend−t0

h
:

‖yn − y(tn)‖ ≤ Ch4,

the constant C is independent of n and h, but depends on tend, ‖M‖, f (p)(tn) for p =
0, . . . , 4.

Proof. We rewrite the four-stage explicit SVERK method (16) as

(23)



























































kn,1 = f(yn),

kn,2 = f(e−c̄2hMyn + hā21kn,1),

kn,3 = f
(

e−c̄3hMyn + h(ā31kn,1 + ā32kn,2)
)

,

kn,4 = f
(

e−c̄4hMyn + h(ā41kn,1 + ā42kn,2 + ā43kn,3)
)

,

yn+1 = e−hMyn + h
(

b̄1kn,1 + b̄2kn,2 + b̄3kn,3 + b̄4kn,4

)

+ w̄4(z),

and expand y(tn + h) into a Taylor series

(24) y(tn + h) = y(tn) + hy′(tn) +
h2

2!
y′′(tn) +

h3

3!
y′′′(tn) +

h4

4!
y(4)(tn) +O(h5).

Inserting the exact solution into the numerical scheme gives

(25) y(tn + h) = e−hMy(tn) + h
(

b̄1k̄n,1 + b̄2k̄n,2 + b̄3k̄n,3 + b̄4k̄n,4

)

+ ŵ4(z) + δn+1,
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where
(26)

δn+1 =y(tn) + hy′(tn) +
h2

2!
y′′(tn) +

h3

3!
y′′′(tn) +

h4

4!
y(4)(tn) +O(h5)− e−hMy(tn)

− h
(

b̄1k̄n,1 + b̄2k̄n,2 + b̄3k̄n,3 + b̄4k̄n,4

)

− ŵ4(z),

and k̄n,1, k̄n,2, k̄n,3, k̄n,4 and ŵ4(z) corresponding to kn,,1, kn,2, kn,3, kn,4 and w̄4(z)
satisfy y(tn) = yn, respectively.

If we denote En−1,i = kn−1,i − k̄n−1,i and en = yn − y(tn) , then
(27)

En−1,i = f(e−c̄ihMyn−1 + h

i−1
∑

j=1

āijkn−1,j)− f(e−c̄ihMy(tn−1) + h

i−1
∑

j=1

āij k̄n−1,j),

en = e−hMen−1 + h
4

∑

i=1

b̄i
(

kn−1,i − k̄n−1,i

)

+ w̄4(z)− ŵ4(z)− δn.

It follows from the first formula of (27) that
(28)
El,1 = f(yl)− f(y(tl)),

El,2 = f(e−c̄2hMyl + hā21kl,1)− f(e−c̄2hMy(tl) + hā21k̄l,1),

El,3 = f(e−c̄3hMyl + hā31kl,1 + hā32kl,2)− f(e−c̄3hMy(tl) + hā31k̄l,1 + hā32k̄l,2),

El,4 = f(e−c̄4hMyl + hā41kl,1 + hā42kl,2 + hā43kl,3)− f(e−c̄4hMy(tl) + hā41k̄l,1 + hā42k̄l,2

+ hā43k̄l,3).

The formula (28) holds for l = 0, . . . , n−1. Inserting the Taylor series of k̄l,1, k̄l,2, k̄l,3, k̄l,4
about y(tl) into (26), then δl+1 satisfies

δl+1 = y(tl) + hy′(tl) +
h2

2!
y′′(tl) +

h3

3!
y′′′(tl) +

h4

4!
y(4)(tl) +O(h5)− e−hMy(tl)− h

(

b̄1k̄l,1

+ b̄2k̄l,2 + b̄3k̄l,3 + b̄4k̄l,4
)

− ŵ4(z)

=y(tl) + hg(tl) +
h2

2!
(−M + f ′

y(yl))g(tl) +
h3

3!

(

M2g(tl) + (−M + f ′
y(y(tl)))f

′
y(y(tl))g(tl)

− f ′
y(y(tl))Mg(tl) + f ′′

yy(y(tl))(g(tl), g(tl))
)

+
h4

4!

(

−M3g(tl) +M2f ′
y(y(tl))g(tl)

−Mf ′
y(y(tl))(−M + f ′

y(y(tl)))g(tl)−Mf ′′
yy(y(tl))(g(tl), g(tl)) + f ′′′

yyy(y(tl))(g(tl), g(tl),

g(tl)) + 3f ′′
yy(y(tl))((−M + f ′

y(y(tl)))g(tl), g(tl)) + f ′
y(y(tl))(−M + f ′

y(y(tl)))(−M

+ f ′
y(y(tl)))g(tl) + f ′

y(y(tl))f
′′
yy(y(tl))(g(tl), g(tl))

)

+O(h5)

−
{

y(tl)− hMy(tl) + h(b̄1 + b̄2 + b̄3 + b̄4)f(y(tl))−
h2Mg(y(tl))

2!
+ h2(b̄2c̄2 + b̄3c̄3

+ b̄4c̄4)f
′
y(y(tl))g(tl)−

h3

3!
f ′
y(y(tl))Mf(y(tl)) +

h3

3!
M(M − f ′

y(y(tl))g(tl) +
h3

2!
(b̄2c̄

2
2
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+ b̄3c̄
2
3 + b̄4c̄

2
4)f

′′
yy(y(tl))(g(tl), g(tl)) + h3(b̄3ā32c̄2 + b̄4(ā42c̄2 + ā43c̄3))f

′
y(y(tl))

(

M2y(tl)

+ f ′
y(y(tl))g(tl)

)

+
h4

4!

(

−M3g(tl) +M2f ′
y(y(tl))g(tl)−Mf ′′

yy(y(tl))(g(tl), g(tl))−M

· f ′
y(y(tl))(−M + f ′

y(y(tl)))g(tl)− f ′
y(yl)Mf ′

y(y(tl))g(tl)− f ′
y(y(tl))f

′
y(y(tl))Mf(y(tl))

+ 3f ′′
yy(y(tl))(−Mf(y(tl)), g(tl))

)

+ h4b̄4ā43ā32ā21f
′
y(y(tl))

(

(M2 + f ′
y(y(tl))

2)g(tl)

+ f ′
y(y(tl))

2M2y(tl)
)

+
h4

3!
(b̄2c̄

3
2 + b̄3c̄

3
3 + b̄4c̄

3
4)f

′′′
yyy(y(tl))

(

g(tl), g(tl), g(tl)
)

+ h4
(

b̄3c̄3ā32ā21 + b̄4c̄4ā42c̄2 + b̄4c̄4ā43c̄3
)

f ′′
yy(y(tl))

(

M2y(tl) + f ′
y(y(tl))g(tl), g(tl)

)

+
h4

2!

(

b̄3ā32c̄
2
2 + b̄4ā42c̄

2
2 + b̄4ā43c̄

2
3

)

f ′
y(y(tl))f

′′
yy(y(tl))

(

g(tl), g(tl)
)

}

,

where g(tl) = −My(tl) + f(y(tl)). Since the coefficients of the explicit SVERK method
satisfies the order conditions (5), one has

(29) δl+1 = C1h
5,

where C1 depends on tend, ‖M‖, f (p)(tn), p = 0, . . . , 4, but is independent of n and h.
Taking the norm ‖ · ‖ for the second formula of (27) and (28) yields

(30)

‖El,1‖ ≤ L‖el‖,

‖El,2‖ ≤ L‖e−c̄2hMel + hā21(kl,1 − k̄l,1)‖ ≤ L(1 + h|ā21|L)‖el‖,

‖El,3‖ ≤ L‖e−c̄3hMel + hā31(kl,1 − k̄l,1) + hā32(kl,2 − k̄l,2)‖

≤ L
(

1 + h|ā31|L+ h|ā32|L(1 + h|ā21|L)
)

‖el‖

‖El,4‖ ≤ L‖e−c̄4hMel‖+ Lh|ā41| · ‖El,1‖+ Lh|ā42| · ‖El,2‖+ Lh|ā43| · ‖El,3‖

≤ L
(

1 + h|ā41|L+ h|ā42|L(1 + h|ā21|L) + h|ā43|L(1 + h|ā31|L+ h|ā32|L

+ h2|ā32||a21|L2)
)

‖el‖

and

‖en‖ ≤ ‖en−1‖+ h

4
∑

i=1

|̄bi| · ‖En−1,i‖+ ‖w̄4(z)− ŵ4(z)‖+ C1h
5,

According to the expressions of w̄4(z) and ŵ4(z), one gets

(31) ‖w̄4(z)− ŵ4(z)‖ ≤ C2h
2L‖en‖+C2h

3L‖en‖+ C2h
4L‖en‖,

where C2 depends on ‖M‖, f (p)(tn), p = 0, 1, 2. It follows from (30) that

(32) h
4

∑

i=1

|̄bi| · ‖El,i‖ ≤ C3hL‖el‖+C3h
2L2‖el‖+ C3h

3L3‖el‖+ C3h
4L4‖el‖,
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for l = 0, . . . , n− 1, and the constant C3 depends only on ai,j and bi. We then obtain

(33)

‖en‖ ≤ ‖en−1‖+ h
4

∑

i=1

|̄bi| · ‖En−1,i‖+ C2h
2L‖en−1‖(1 + h+ h2) + C1h

5

≤ ‖e1‖+
n−1
∑

l=1

(

h
4

∑

i=1

|̄bi| · ‖El,i‖+ C2h
2L‖el‖(1 + h+ h2)

)

+ (n− 1)C1h
5.

Inserting (32) into (33) leads to

(34) ‖en‖ ≤
n−1
∑

l=1

C2C3hL
(

1 + hL+ h2L2 + h3L3)‖el‖+ C1h
4.

The application of the discrete Gronwall lemma to (34) gives

(35) ‖en‖ ≤ Ch4,

which completes the proof. �

The convergence of fourth-order explicit MVERK methods can be analyzed in the same
way which be skipped for brevity.

5. Numerical Experiments

In this section, we conduct some numerical experiments to illustrate the accuracy and
efficiency of our ERK methods. Throughout the numerical experiments, the matrix-
valued ϕ-function of exponential integrators are evaluated by a Pade approximant (see,
e.g., [32, 4]), and the standard fourth-order ERK method (9) with five stages with a small
time step is employed as the reference solution. We select the following fourth-order ERK
methods for comparison:

• ERK41: the fourth-order explicit ERK method (9) with five stages in [22];
• ERK42: the fourth-order explicit ERK method (10) with four stages in [25];
• MVERK41: the fourth-order explicit MVERK method (7) with four stages pre-

sented in this paper;
• MVERK42: the fourth-order explicit MVERK method (12) with four stages pre-

sented in this paper;
• SVERK41: the fourth-order explicit SVERK method (17) with four stages pre-

sented in this paper;
• SVERK42: the fourth-order explicit SVERK method (19) with four stages pre-

sented in this paper.

Problem 1. We first consider the following averaged system in wind-induced oscilla-
tion ([30])

(

x1

x2

)′

=

(

−ζ −λ
λ −ζ

)(

x1

x2

)

+

(

x1x2
1
2
(x2

1 − x2
2)

)

,

where ζ ≥ 0 is a damping factor and λ is a detuning parameter (see, e.g., [17]). Set

ζ = r cos(θ), λ = r sin(θ), r ≥ 0, 0 ≤ θ ≤ π/2.

This system can be written as
(

x1

x2

)′

=

(

− cos(θ) − sin(θ)
sin(θ) − cos(θ)

)(

rx1 − 1
2
sin(θ)(x2

2 − x2
1)− cos(θ)x1x2

rx2 − sin(θ)x1x2 +
1
2
cos(θ)(x2

2 − x2
1)

)

.

We integrate the conservative system over the interval [0, 100] with parameters θ = π/2,
r = 20 and stepsizes h = 1/2k for k = 4, . . . , 8. Fig. 2 presents the global errors GE against
the stepsizes and the CPU time in a log–log scale. It can be observe that our methods
have the same accuracy with standard fourth-order explicit exponential integrators, and
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the higher efficiency than standard exponential integrators supported by their less CPU
times (seconds).
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Figure 2. Results for Problem 1. (a): The log-log plots of global
errors (GE) against h. (b): The log-log plots of global errors
against the CPU time.

Problem 2. The Hénon-Heiles Model was used to describe the stellar motion (see,
e.g., [18, 19]), which has the following identical form









x1

x2

y1
y2









′

+









0 0 −1 0
0 0 0 −1
1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0

















x1

x2

y1
y2









=









0
0

−2x1x2

−x2
1 + x2

2









.

We select the initial values as

(

x1(0), x2(0), y1(0), y2(0)
)T

= (

√

11

96
, 0, 0,

1

4
)T.

Fig. 3 presents that this problem is solved on the interval [0, 10] with stepsizes h =
1/2k, k = 3, . . . , 7 for ERK41, ERK42, SVERK41, SVERK42, MVERK41, andMVERK42.

Problem 3. We consider the Allen-Cahn equation [2, 15]






∂u

∂t
= ǫ

∂2u

∂x2
+ u− u3, −1 < x < 1, t > 0,

u(x, 0) = 0.53x + 0.47 sin(−1.5πx), −1 ≤ x ≤ 1.

Allen and Cahn firstly introduced the equation to describe the motion of anti-phase bound-
aries in crystalline solids [2]. After approximating the spatial derivatives with 32-point
Chebyshev spectral method, we obtain the following stiff system of first-order ordinary
differential equations

dU

dt
+MU = F (t, U), t ∈ [0, tend],

where U(t) = (u1(t), · · · , uN (t))T, ui(t) ≈ u(xi, t), xi = −1 + i∆x, for i = 1, . . ., N and
∆x = 2/N . Here, the matrix M is full and the nonlinear term is F (t, U) = u − u3 =
(u1 − u3

1, · · · , uN − u3
N )T. We choose the parameters ǫ = 0.01, N = 32 and integrate the
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Figure 3. Results for Problem 2. (a): The log-log plots of global
errors (GE) against h. (b): The log-log plots of global errors
against the CPU time.

obtained stiff system over the interval [0, 1]. The numerical results are presented in Fig.

4 with the stepsizes h = 1/2k for k = 8, . . . , 12.
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Figure 4. Results for Problem 3. (a): The log-log plots of global
errors (GE) against h. (b): The log-log plots of global errors
against the CPU time.
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Problem 4. Consider the sine-Gorden equation with periodic boundary conditions
[14, 16]











∂2u

∂t2
=
∂2u

∂x2
− sin(u), −1 < x < 1, t > 0,

u(−1, t) = u(1, t).

Discretising the spatial derivative ∂xx by the second-order symmetric differences yields

d

dt

(

U ′

U

)

+

(

0 M
−I 0

)(

U ′

U

)

=

(

− sin(U)
0

)

, t ∈ [0, tend].

In here, U(t) = (u1(t), · · · , uN (t))T with ui(t) ≈ u(xi, t) for i = 1, . . . , N , with ∆x = 2/N
and xi = −1 + i∆x, F (t, U) = − sin(u) = −(sin(u1), · · · , sin(uN ))T , and

M =
1

∆x2















2 −1 −1
−1 2 −1

. . .
. . .

. . .

−1 2 −1
−1 −1 2















.

In this test, we choose the initial value conditions

U(0) = (π)Ni=1, U
′(0) =

√
N

(

0.01 + sin(
2πi

N
)

)N

i=1

with N = 32, and solve the problem on the interval [0, 1] with stepsizes h = 1/2k, k =
4, . . . , 8. The global errors GE against the stepsizes and the CPU time (seconds) for
ERK41, ERK42, SVERK41, SVERK42, MVERK41 and MVERK42 are respectively pre-
sented in Fig. 5 (a) and (b).
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Figure 5. Results for Problem 4. (a): The log-log plots of global
errors (GE) against h. (b): The log-log plots of global errors
against the CPU time.

Problem 5. We consider the nonlinear Schrödinger equation (see [9])

iψt + ψxx + 2|ψ|2ψ = 0, ψ(x, 0) = 0.5 + 0.025 cos(µx),
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with the periodic boundary condition ψ(0, t) = ψ(L, t). Letting L = 4
√
2π and µ = 2π/L

and ψ = p+ iq, we transform this equation into a pair of real-valued equations

pt + qxx + 2(p2 + q2)q = 0,

qt − pxx − 2(p2 + q2)p = 0.

Using the discretization on spatial variable with the pseudospectral method leads to

(36)

(

p

q

)′

=

(

0 −D2

D2 0

)(

p

q

)

+

(

−2(p2 + q2) · q
2(p2 + q2) · p

)

where p = (p0, p1, . . . , pN−1)
T, q = (q0, q1, . . . , qN−1)

T and D2 = (D2)0≤j,k≤N−1 is the
pseudospectral differential matrix defined by:

(D2)jk =















1

2
µ2(−1)j+k+1 1

sin2(µ(xj − xk)/2)
, j 6= k,

− µ2 2(N/2)
2 + 1

6
, j = k.

In this test, we choose N = 48 and solve this problem on [0, 1]. The global errors GE

against the stepsizes and the CPU time are stated in Fig. 6 with the stepsizes h = 1/2k

for k = 4, . . . , 8.
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Figure 6. Results for Problem 5. (a): The log-log plots of global
errors (GE) against h. (b): The log-log plots of global errors
against the CPU time.

All numerical results indicate that MVERK methods and SVERK methods have the
comparable accuracy and efficiency in comparison with standard exponential integrators,
and the fourth-order explicit MVERK methods is more efficient than SVERK methods
due to the difference of w4(z) and w̄4(z).

6. Conclusions

In this paper, we present the fourth-order explicit MVERK methods and SVERKmeth-
ods with four stages, and the order conditions of these ERKmethods are derived, which are
exactly identical to the order conditions of explicit RK methods. These ERKmethods have
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the favorable property, which can exactly integrate the linear system y′(t) +My(t) = 0.
Numerical results present the comparable accuracy and the lower computational cost of
our fourth-order explicit ERK methods.
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