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Abstract

In this article, we present the time-space Chebyshev pseudospectral method
(TS-CPsM) to approximate a solution to the generalised Burgers-Fisher (gBF)
equation. The Chebyshev-Gauss-Lobatto (CGL) points serve as the foundation
for the recommended method, which makes use of collocations in both the time
and space directions. Further, using a mapping, the non-homogeneous initial-
boundary value problem is transformed into a homogeneous problem and a system
of algebraic equations is obtained. The numerical approach known as Newton-
Raphson is implemented in order to get the desired results for the system. The
proposed method’s stability analysis has been performed. Different researchers’
considerations on test problems have been explored to illustrate the robustness
and practicality of the approach presented. The approximate solutions we found
using the proposed method are highly accurate and are significantly better than
the existing results.

Keywords: Pseudospectral method, Chebyshev-Gauss-Lobbato(CGL) points, Burgers
equation, Fisher equation, Burgers-Fisher equation, Error analysis, 3D-plots.
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1 Introduction

The nonlinearity of equations has been a puzzling problem for researchers for decades.
Numerous studies have been conducted and are being conducted to address this con-
cern and help science move forward. Some of the most popular non-linear equations are
Burgers and Fishers equations which are of great importance due to their wide range
of applications in mathematical physics. In 1915, Harry Bateman initially proposed
the Burgers equation

Ut̃ + UUη̃ − µUη̃η̃ = 0 (1)

which was further investigated in 1948 by Johannes Martinus Burgers [1], [2]. The
applications of Burgers equation can be seen in the context of traffic flow [3], fluid
mechanics [4], gas dynamics [5], and quantum field [6]. Fishers equation

Ut̃ − µUη̃η̃ = σ2U(1− U) (2)

referred to in certain circles as KPP(Kolmogorov-Petrovsky-Piskunov) equation or
Fisher-KPP equation is a kind of equation that takes into account both reactions and
diffusions which was introduced by R. A. Fisher in 1937 [7]. The Fishers equation
(reaction-diffusion equation) appears in the modelling of a wide range of scientific and
physical phenomena, such as Brownian motion [8], ecology [9], combustion [10], nuclear
reactor theory [11], population dynamics [7], physiology, etc. A nonlinear equation is
obtained by combining these two equations 1 and 2 called Burgers-Fisher equation [12]
and is given by

Ut̃ + σ1UUη̃ − µUη̃η̃ = σ2U(1− U). (3)

This equation consists of the effects of non-linear advection, linear diffusion, and non-
linear logistic reactions. This equation is a preliminary model that may be used to
describe the interaction between the reaction mechanism, the diffusive transport, and
the convective effect [13]. The Burgers-Fisher equation is useful for solving a wide
variety of issues involving applied mathematics and physics. Its aplications include gas
dynamics, traffic flow, number theory, elasticity, heat conduction, and financial math-
ematics [14–16]. The generalized Burgers-Fisher equation, abbreviated as the gBF
equation, is the most comprehensive representation of the Burgers-Fisher equation
and is given by

Ut̃ + σ1U
δUη̃ − µUη̃η̃ = σ2U(1− U δ), 0 ≤ η̃ ≤ 1, t̃ ≥ 0, (4)

where σ1 ≥ 0, µ ≥ 0, and σ2 ≥ 0 represent the advection coefficient of the non-linear
advection term, the diffusion coefficient of linear diffusion term, and the reaction coef-
ficient of non-linear reaction term, respectively. Literature shows a very high range of
applications of Eq. 4 in the field of physics, including chemical physics, plasma physics,
and fluid physics. Applications are not limited and are reported in various other fields
too, such as nonlinear optics, capillary gravity waves, etc.
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Due to its extreme non-linearity, the generalized Burgers-Fisher equation has served as
a model for numerous academics to try out new numerical and analytical techniques. In
2004, an explicit solution was given by Kaya and El-Sayed via a numerical simulation
for the gBF equation [17]. Further, a b-spline quasi-interpolation method was proposed
by Zhu and Kang [18] in 2010 to approximate the gBF equation. Cubic b-spline collo-
cation and fourth-order b -spline collocation method [19], [20], homotopy perturbation
method(HPM) [21], Adomian decomposition method(ADM) [22], collocation-based
radial basis functions method (CBRBF) [23], Exp-function method [24], Lattice Boltz-
mann model [25], etc. have been used by several researchers to find the numerical as
well as the analytical solutions of the gBF equation.
Further, a compact finite difference method and a polynomial-based quadra-
ture method were proposed by Sari et al. in order to approximate the gBF
equation [26], [27]. A local discontinuous Galerkin (LDG) methods and optimal homo-
topy asymptotic method (OHAM) have been employed by Zhang et al. [28] and Nawaz
et al. [29], respectively. Galerkin finite element method was employed by Yadav and
Jiwari [30] to approximate and analyze the Burgers-Fisher equation. Malik et al. [31]
numerically simulate the gBF equation using Exp-function method.
The most recent work on the gBF equation is referred to [32–39]. The research
articles [40–44] and the references therein provide further information on the pseu-
dospectral approach for both smooth and non-smooth functions.
Within the past few years, the spectral method has gained popularity as a reliable
scientific computing tool for numerically solving linear and strongly non-linear par-
tial differential equations [45–48]. The method’s high-order accuracy has led to its
widespread use. Interpolation and non-interpolation are the broad categories into
which the spectral method has been classified. The pseudospectral method, also known
as the spectral collocation method, depends on the interpolation methodology. The
pseudospectral method forms a class of techniques that are efficient and highly accu-
rate and having the potential for rapidly convergent approximations and low error
estimation. This article will examine the gBF equation. In 2006, an approximation of
the gBF equation using a modified version of the pseudospectral approach was given by
Javidi [49] with tremendous accuracy in which the pseudospectral method was applied
in the space direction only. For the numerical approximation of the gBF equation, we
offer a spectrally accurate enhanced version of the Chebyshev pseudospectral approach
that takes place in time as well as in space, and the results obtained using the sug-
gested approach have proved that time is just as significant as it utilizes in space. To
the best of the author’s knowledge, this is the first work to employ the pseudospectral
technique for the approximation of the gBF equation in both time and space.
The rest of the article is arranged as follows: We provide an in-depth explanation of
the suggested approach as well as a clear image of how the discretization process works
in Sect. 2. Analysis of the method’s stability for the gBF equation is conducted in
Sect. 3. The accuracy and efficiency of the suggested technique are shown in Sect. 4.
Lastly, the observations and the concluding remarks are given in Sect. 5.
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2 Chebyshev pseudospectral discretization of the
gBF equation in both time and space

In this section, we discuss the Chebyshev pseudospectral approach to approximate the
gBF equation in both time and space. We look for a pseudospectral approximation
U(η, t) in the form of a finite linear combination of a product of Chebyshev polynomials
with spectral coefficients such that

INU =

N∑
α=0

N∑
β=0

ϕα(η)ϕβ(t)Θαβ , (5)

where, in space and time directions, Chebyshev polynomials are ϕα(η) and ϕβ(t)
respectively and spectral coefficients Θαβ are given by

Θαβ =
1

ĥαĥβ

N∑
l=0

N∑
m=0

ϕα(ηl)ϕβ(tm)wlwmU(ηα, tβ), (6)

where ĥp =
ϵp
2 π is a discrete normalizing factor, ϵ0 = 2 and ϵp = 1 for p ≥ 1. Where

p = {α, β} and w denotes the weight function.
Also, we can write

INU =

N∑
α=0

N∑
β=0

ϕα(η)ϕβ(t)Θαβ ,

=

N∑
α=0

N∑
β=0

ϕα(η)ϕβ(t)
1

ĥαĥβ

N∑
l=0

N∑
m=0

ϕα(ηl)ϕβ(tm)wlwmU(ηα, tβ),

=

N∑
α=0

N∑
β=0

(
1

ĥαĥβ

N∑
l=0

N∑
m=0

wlϕα(ηl)ϕα(η)wmϕβ(tm)ϕβ(t)

)
U(ηα, tβ),

=

N∑
α=0

N∑
β=0

Lα(η)Lβ(t)U(ηα, tβ), (7)

where L denotes the Lagrange polynomials which can be written as

Lp(z) =
1

ĥp

N∑
r=0

wrϕp(zr)ϕp(z) =
(−1)p+1(1− z2)

cpN2(z − zp)

∂

∂z
ϕN (z),

where, p = {α, β},r = {l,m}, z = {η, t}, and

cp =

{
2, p = 0 and N,

1, 0 < p < N.
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Here, the Lagrange polynomial satisfies the delta function i.e. Lp(zβ) = δpβ . The
differential matrix D of first order is given by,

Dαβ =


− 2N2+1

6 , α = β = 0,
cα
cβ

(−1)α+β

zα−zβ
, α ̸= β,

− zα
2(1−z2

α) , α = β ∈ [1, ..., N − 1],
2N2+1

6 , α = β = N

(8)

It is possible to write the spectral approximation given in Eq. 7 as a direct product

INU = [L0(η)L0(t), ...L0(η)LN (t), ...,LN (η)L0(t), ...,LN (η)LN (t)]U ,

= [{L0(η), ...,LN (η)} ⊗ {L0(t), ...,LN (t)}]U ,
= (ψ[0:N ](η)⊗ ψ[0:N ](t))

TU ,

= (K[0:L](η, t))
TU . (9)

where
U = [U00, ..., U0N |U10, ..., U1N |...|UN0, ..., UNN ]T ,

ψ[0:N ](z) = [L0(z), ...,LN (z)]T , and L = (N + 1)× (N + 1)− 1.

The first and second-order derivatives of U with respect to ’η’ are now determined
using Eq. 9

∂U(η, t)

∂η
= (K[0:L](η, t))

T (D
′

[0:N,0:N ] ⊗ IN+1)U , (10)

∂2U(η, t)

∂η2
= (K[0:L](η, t))

T (D
′′

[0:N,0:N ] ⊗ IN+1)U , (11)

where D′

[0:N,0:N ] and D′′

[0:N,0:N ] denotes the first and the second order differential
matrices. Moreover, the first derivative with respect to ’t’ is given by

∂U(η, t)

∂t
= (K[0:L](η, t))

T (IN+1 ⊗Dt
[0:N,0:N ])U . (12)

Now, we will discretize the gBF equation based on discussed pseudospectral method
and in order to apply the method the idea is to convert the space and the time intervals
into [−1, 1] and therefore to serve the purpose we use the following transformation for
any ṽ ∈ [IL, IR]

ṽ → IR − IL
2

v +
IR + IL

2
.

By using the transformations in both space and time, we obtain the following
generalized Burgers-Fisher equation in new time and space intervals

Ut +A(U δ+1)η −BUηη − C(U − Uδ+1) = 0, (13)

with the initial condition

U(η,−1) = h(η), η ∈ [−1, 1], (14)
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and the associated boundary conditions

U(−1, t) = g1(t), U(1, t) = g2(t), t ∈ [−1, 1], (15)

where

A =
σ1T

(δ + 1)(ηR − ηL)
, B =

2T

(ηR − ηL)2
, and C =

σ2T

2
. (16)

Further, to make it easier to solve, a mapping is presented for changing a system’s
initial and boundary values from non-homogeneous to homogeneous,

Ω(η, t) =
(1− t)

2
h(η) +

(1− η)

2
g1(t) +

(1 + η)

2
g2(t)−

(1− t)(1− η)

4
g1(−1)

− (1− t)(1 + η)

4
g2(−1), (17)

where at the corners of the domain the initial-boundary conditions are supposed to
satisfy h(−1) = g1(−1) and h(1) = g2(−1). Now, we have transformed our non-
homogeneous initial-boundary value problem into homogeneous one. Let us define a
variable V , such that

U(η, t) = V (η, t) + Ω(η, t). (18)

Using Eq. 18, Eqs. 13-16 can be written as

(V (η, t) + Ω(η, t))t +A[(V (η, t) + Ω(η, t))δ+1]η −B(V (η, t) + Ω(η, t))ηη

− C[(V (η, t) + Ω(η, t))− (V (η, t) + Ω(η, t))δ+1] = 0, (19)

with the following homogeneous initial and boundary conditions

V (η,−1) = 0, η ∈ [−1, 1], (20)

V (−1, t) = 0, V (1, t) = 0, t ∈ [−1, 1], (21)

Using Binomial expansion in Eq. 19, we get

(V (η, t) + Ω(η, t))t +A[ δ+1c0V
δ+1(η, t)Ω0(η, t) + δ+1c1V

δ(η, t)Ω1(η, t) + ...

+ δ+1cδV
1(η, t)Ωδ(η, t) + δ+1cδ+1V

0(η, t)Ωδ+1(η, t)]η −B(V (η, t) + Ω(η, t))ηη

− C(V (η, t) + Ω(η, t)) + C[ δ+1c0V
δ+1(η, t)Ω0(η, t) + δ+1c1V

δ(η, t)Ω1(η, t) + ...

+ δ+1cδV
1(η, t)Ωδ(η, t) + δ+1cδ+1V

0(η, t)Ωδ+1(η, t)] = 0. (22)

Now, as described in detail at the beginning of this section, we look for an approx-
imation that can be defined in vector-vector product form, therefore, the spectral
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approximation V (η, t) is defined as

V (η, t) = (ψ[1:N−1](η)⊗ ψ[1:N ](t))
TV,

V (η, t) = (K[1:(N−1)N ](η, t))
TV, (23)

where V is a (N − 1)×N vector, given by

V = [V11, ..., V1N |V21, ..., V2N |...|V(N−1)1, ..., V(N−1)N ]T .

Additionally, we can define the following derivatives of V (η, t)

V t(η, t) = (K[1:(N−1)N ](η, t))
T (IN ⊗Dt)V, (24)

V η(η, t) = (K[1:(N−1)N ](η, t))
T (Dη′

⊗ IN )V, (25)

V ηη(η, t) = (K[1:(N−1)N ](η, t))
T (Dη′′

⊗ IN )V, (26)

where Dt = Dt
[1:N,1:N ] is the first order differential matrix w.r.t. ’t’, and Dη′

=

Dη′

[1:N−1,1:N−1] and Dη′′
= Dη′′

[1:N−1,1:N−1] are the first and the second order differen-

tial matrices with respect to ’η’, respectively.
By using Eqs. 23-26 in Eq. 22, we obtain

(K[1:(N−1)N ](η, t))
T
{
(IN−1 ⊗Dt)V +A(Dη′

⊗ IN )V δ+1 +A δ+1c1 [(diag(Ωη(η, t)))

+ diag(Ω(η, t))(Dη ⊗ IN )]V δ + ...+A δ+1cδ [(diag((Ωδ(η, t))η))

+ diag(Ωδ(η, t))(Dη ⊗ IN )]V −B(Dη′′
⊗ IN )V + C[−(IN−1 ⊗ IN )V

+ (IN−1 ⊗ IN )V δ+1 + δ+1c1 (diag(Ω(η, t)))V δ + ...+ δ+1cδ (diag(Ωδ(η, t)))V ]
}

+Ωt(η, t) +A(Ωδ+1(η, t))η −BΩηη(η, t)− CΩ(η, t) + CΩδ+1(η, t) = 0. (27)

Further, in Eq. 27, using Chebyshev Gauss Lobbatto points in η and t directions
such that (η, t) = (ηi, tj), i = 1, ..., N − 1, and j = 1, ..., N , and using the fact
that the Lagrange polynomial satisfies the properties of a delta function and hence
(K[1:(N−1)N ](ηi, tj))

T = [ψ[1:N−1](ηi) ⊗ ψ[1:N ](tj)]
T gives a vector V T

r of order (N −
1)×N in which except the rth element rest are zero. Therefore, we obtain

(IN−1 ⊗Dt)V +A(Dη′
⊗ IN )V δ+1 +A δ+1c1 [(diag(Ωη(ηi, tj)))

+ diag(Ω(ηi, tj))(Dη ⊗ IN )]V δ + ...+A δ+1cδ [(diag(δΩδ−1(ηi, tj)Ωη(ηi, tj)))

+ diag(Ωδ(ηi, tj))(Dη ⊗ IN )]V −B(Dη′′
⊗ IN )V

+ C[−(IN−1 ⊗ IN )V + (IN−1 ⊗ IN )V δ+1 + δ+1c1 (diag(Ω(ηi, tj)))V
δ
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+ ...+ δ+1cδ (diag(Ωδ(ηi, tj)))V ] + Ωt(ηi, tj) + (δ + 1)A(Ωδ(ηi, tj))(Ωη(ηi, tj))

−BΩηη(ηi, tj)− CΩ(ηi, tj) + CΩδ+1(ηi, tj) = 0. (28)

In conclusion, the equation system 28 can be converted into the matrix form as follows

(IN−1 ⊗Dt)V +A(Dη′
⊗ IN )V δ+1 +A δ+1c1 [(diag(Q)) + diag(P)(Dη ⊗ IN )]V δ

+ ...+A δ+1cδ [(diag(δPδ−1Q) + diag(Pδ)(Dη ⊗ IN )]V −B(Dη′′
⊗ IN )V

+ C[−(IN−1 ⊗ IN )V + (IN−1 ⊗ IN )V δ+1 + δ+1c1 (diag(P))V δ

+ ...+ δ+1cδ (diag(Pδ))V ] + S+ (δ + 1)APδQ−BR− CP+ CPδ+1 = 0, (29)

where

V = [V11, ..., V1N |V21, ..., V2N |...|V(N−1)1, ..., V(N−1)N ]T ,

P = [Ω(η1, t1), ...,Ω(η1, tN )|Ω(η2, t1), ...,Ω(η2, tN )|...|Ω(ηN−1, t1), ...,Ω(ηN−1, tN )]T ,

Q = [Ωη(η1, t1), ...,Ωη(η1, tN )|Ωη(η2, t1), ...,Ωη(η2, tN )|...|Ωη(ηN−1, t1), ...,Ωη(ηN−1, tN )]T ,

R = [Ωηη(η1, t1), ...,Ωηη(η1, tN )|Ωηη(η2, t1), ...,Ωηη(η2, tN )|...|Ωηη(ηN−1, t1), ...,Ωηη(ηN−1, tN )]T ,

S = [Ωt(η1, t1), ...,Ωt(η1, tN )|Ωt(η2, t1), ...,Ωt(η2, tN )|...|Ωt(ηN−1, t1), ...,Ωt(ηN−1, tN )]T

(30)

Eq. 29 is the discretized form of Eqs. 19-21, using the Chebyshev pseudospectral
method.
Finally, we have

G(V ) = 0. (31)

The solution to the nonlinear equation system 31 may be obtained by employing the
Newton-Raphson technique

Vn+1 = Vn − [Jn]
−1G(Vn), (32)
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with the following Jacobian matrix

J =



∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
∂G11

∂V11
· · · ∂G11

∂V1N

∂G11

∂V21
· · · ∂G11

∂V2N
| · · · | ∂G11

∂V(N−1)1
· · · ∂G11

∂V(N−1)N

. . .
. . .

. . .
. . .

. . .
. . . |

. . . |
. . .

. . .
. . .

∂G1N

∂V11
· · · ∂G1N

∂V1N

∂G1N

∂V21
· · · ∂G1N

∂V2N
| · · · | ∂G1N

∂V(N−1)1
... ∂G1N

∂V(N−1)N

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
∂G21

∂V11
· · · ∂G21

∂V1N

∂G21

∂V21
· · · ∂G21

∂V2N
| · · · | ∂G21

∂V(N−1)1
· · · ∂G21

∂V(N−1)N

. . .
. . .

. . .
. . .

. . .
. . . |

. . . |
. . .

. . .
. . .

∂G2N

∂V11
· · · ∂G2N

∂V1N

∂G2N

∂V21
· · · ∂G2N

∂V2N
| · · · | ∂G2N

∂V(N−1)1
... ∂G2N

∂V(N−1)N

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ ...
...

...
...

...
...

...
...

...
...

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
∂G(N−1)1

∂V11
· · · ∂G(N−1)1

∂V1N

∂G(N−1)1

∂V21
· · · ∂G(N−1)1

∂V2N
| · · · | ∂G(N−1)1

∂V(N−1)1
· · · ∂G(N−1)1

∂V(N−1)N

. . .
. . .

. . .
. . .

. . .
. . . |

. . . |
. . .

. . .
. . .

∂G(N−1)N

∂V11
· · · ∂G(N−1)N

∂V1N

∂G(N−1)N

∂V21
· · · ∂G(N−1)N

∂V2N
| · · · | ∂G(N−1)N

∂V(N−1)1
...

∂G(N−1)N

∂V(N−1)N

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣


where the order of the Jacobian matrix is (N − 1)N × (N − 1)N .

3 Stability analysis of the gBF equation

In order to conduct a study of the method’s stability for the gBF equation, we make
use of the relation between the collocation points and the Gauss-type integration
formulas. These quadrature formulae have the characteristics that let us make the
transition from summing to integrating. The gBF equation is given by

Ut(η, t) +A(U δ+1(η, t))η −BUηη(η, t)− CF (U(η, t)) = 0. (33)

Multiplying Eq. 33 by U(ηα, t) with the weight function w(ηα) = 1√
(1−η2

α)
and

summing, we have

N∑
α=0

U(ηα, t)w(ηα)(Ut(ηα, t) +A(Uδ+1(ηα, t))η −BUηη(ηα, t)− CF (U(ηα, t))) = 0,

(34)

where A, B, and C are constants. Eq. 34 can be written as

1

2

d

dt

N∑
α=0

U2(ηα, t)w(ηα) = −A
N∑

α=0

U(ηα, t)(U
δ+1(ηα, t))ηw(ηα)

+B

N∑
α=0

U(ηα, t)Uηη(ηα, t)w(ηα) + C

N∑
α=0

U(ηα, t)F (U(ηα, t))w(ηα).

(35)
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The first two terms of the right hand side in Eq. 35 can be shown easily non-positive
using integration by parts as follows:

Let wU = z ⇒ Uη =
(wU)η

w − wηU
w =

zη
w + z( 1

w )η, which leads to the following result

N∑
α=0

U(ηα, t)Uηη(ηα, t)w(ηα) =

∫ 1

−1

w(η)U(η, t)Uηη(η, t)dη

= −
∫ 1

−1

zη(
zη
w

+ z(
1

w
)η)dη

= −
∫ 1

−1

z2η
w
dη +

1

2

∫ 1

−1

z2(
1

w
)ηηdη ≤ 0. (36)

Hence the Eq. 35 becomes

1

2

d

dt

N∑
α=0

U2(ηα, t)w(ηα) ≤ C

N∑
α=0

U(ηα, t)F (U(ηα, t))w(ηα). (37)

Since, we have F (U(η, t)) = U(η, t)(1 − Uδ(η, t)) and hence the above Eq. 37
transformed into the following equation

1

2

d

dt

N∑
α=0

U2(ηα, t)w(ηα) ≤ C

N∑
α=0

U2(ηα, t)w(ηα)− C

N∑
α=0

U δ+2(ηα, t)w(ηα),

⇒
d
dt

∑N
α=0 U

2(ηα, t)w(ηα)∑N
α=0 U

2(ηα, t)w(ηα)
≤ 2C − 2C

∑N
α=0 U

δ+2(ηα, t)w(ηα)∑N
α=0 U

2(ηα, t)w(ηα)
≤ 2C,

⇒ log(

N∑
α=0

U2(ηα, t)w(ηα)) ≤ 2Ct+ log(k).

Further simplifying, we get

N∑
α=0

U2(ηα, t)w(ηα) ≤ k exp(2Ct).

Finally using the initial condition, we obtain

N∑
α=0

U2(ηα, t)w(ηα) ≤ exp(2Ct)

N∑
α=0

U2(ηα, t0)w(ηα),

hence conclude the result.

10



4 Numerical findings and discussion

In order to illustrate the performance, we consider Eq. 4 with the finite spatial and
time intervals with the following initial condition

U(η̃, 0) =

(
1

2
+

1

2
tanh(U1η̃)

) 1
δ

, 0 ≤ η̃ ≤ 1, (38)

and boundary conditions

U(0, t̃) =

(
1

2
+

1

2
tanh(U1U2t̃)

) 1
δ

, t̃ ≥ 0, (39)

U(1, t̃) =

(
1

2
+

1

2
tanh(U1(1− U2t̃))

) 1
δ

, t̃ ≥ 0. (40)

The exact solution [13] of Eq. 4 is

U(η̃, t̃) =

(
1

2
+

1

2
tanh

(
U1(η̃ − U2t̃)

)) 1
δ

, 0 ≤ η̃ ≤ 1, t̃ ≥ 0, (41)

where U1 and U2 are given by

U1 =
−σ1δ

2(δ + 1)
, U2 =

(
σ1
δ + 1

+ σ2
δ + 1

σ1

)
.

The accuracy and efficiency of the technique have been verified for the distinct values
of constants σ1 and σ2 with different sets of time and various values of δ, all of which
yielded excellent and encouraging numerical results. To express the error, L∞-norm
has been calculated at different grid points which can be defined as

L∞ = max{|Uexa
i,j − Unum

i,j | : i = 1, 2, ..., N − 1, j = 1, 2, ..., N},

where Uexa and Unum denotes the exact and approximated solutions respectively.

4.1 Numerical examples for the gBF equation

Example 1.
In this example, gBF equation 4 is approximated for particular small and negative

values σ1 = 0.1, and σ2 = −0.0025 using TS-CPsM. Increasing values of δ make
the equation highly non-linear, which is taken care of by the proposed method with
excellent accuracy. At a very small number of grid points, we have obtained highly
accurate results at different times in terms of the error infinity norm, which are efficient
compared to those existing in the literature [18]. The calculated results have been
verified for different sets of values of δ and t, and the same is reported in Table 1.
Results show that for a very small number of grid points N = 6 in both space and

11



time directions, we achieved very good accuracy. Figure 1 shows a comparison of the
numerical and exact solutions for δ = 1, 2, 4, and 8 at various time values. A solid line
indicates an exact solution, whereas a block indicates a numerical result at a certain
time step. Further, 3D graphs for exact vs approximate solution at time T = 0.3 for
δ = 1, 2, 4, and 8, respectively, are given in Figure 2.

Fig. 1 Numerical vs Exact solution of U(η, t) for Example 1 when different time T = 0.1, 0.2, 0.3,
0.4 and 0.5 for δ = 1, 2, 4, and 8, respectively.

Example 2.
In the second example of the queue the considered Eq. 4 is approximated using

TS-CPsM for a new set of positive and equal values σ1 = 1, and σ2 = 1. As may be
seen from Table 2, with an increase in grid points, the accuracy is getting higher and
higher. Here, we found highly accurate results for 16 grid points in both space and

12



Fig. 2 3D graphs for exact(left) vs approximate(right) solution for Example 1 at time T = 0.3 for
δ = 1, 2, 4, and 8, respectively.
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Table 1 Numerical solution proposed for
Example 1 with different time t for various values of
δ and grid points N .

t N=4 N= 6
TS-CPsM TS-CPsM BSQI [18]

0.1
δ = 1 9.5696e-13 5.5511e-17 1.3240e-11
δ =2 1.4242e-12 4.5519e-15 2.8470e-10
δ =4 9.9620e-13 1.1102e-16 3.9917e-10
δ=8 4.7429e-13 1.1102e-16 -
0.2
δ=1 1.0758e-12 5.5511e-17 1.7803e-11
δ =2 1.6033e-12 2.2204e-16 3.8795e-10
δ =4 1.1265e-12 1.1102e-16 5.4380e-10
δ=8 5.4279e-13 1.1102e-16 -
0.3
δ =1 1.1146e-12 5.5511e-17 1.9426e-11
δ =2 1.6627e-12 1.1102e-16 4.2465e-10
δ =4 1.1720e-12 1.1102e-16 5.9517e-10
δ=8 5.6999e-13 1.1102e-16 -
0.4
δ =1 1.1343e-12 5.5511e-17 2.0008e-11
δ =2 1.6921e-12 1.1102e-16 4.3759e-10
δ=4 1.1960e-12 1.1102e-16 6.1323e-10
δ =8 5.8642e-13 1.1102e-16 -
0.5
δ =1 1.1478e-12 5.5511e-17 2.0216e-11
δ =2 1.7099e-12 1.1102e-16 4.0205e-10
δ =4 1.2114e-12 1.1102e-16 6.1941e-10
δ =8 5.9841e-13 1.1102e-16 -

time; however, the literature says that a large number of grid points in the temporal
direction is required to get good results. A further observation is that there is a slight
decay in accuracy as the delta values are increased for a large time, though the results
are still comparably better and quite acceptable. Graphical outcomes of approximated
solutions with the exact solutions for different sets of values of time with varying δ
are shown in Figure 3. A solution that is exact is shown by a solid line, whereas
numerical results at discrete times are shown as blocks. Further, 3D graphs for exact
vs approximate solution at time T = 0.6 for δ = 1, 2, 4, and 8, respectively, are given
in Figure 4.
Example 3.

In this demonstration, a different combination of the variables σ1 = 1 and σ2 = 0
is taken into account, which results in the transformation of the gBF equation into the
more straightforward Burgers equation. The importance and use of the equation have
already been discussed in the introduction part. The error infinity norm for increasing
number of grid points is shown in Table 3 for a different set of values of δ and time t.
Figure 5 shows a comparison of the numerical and exact solutions for δ = 1, 2, and 4.
A solid line indicates an exact solution, whereas a block indicates a numerical result
at a certain time step. Further, 3D graphs for exact vs approximate solution at time
T = 1.5 for δ = 1, 2, and 4, respectively, is given in Figure 6.
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Fig. 3 Numerical vs Exact solution of U(η, t) for Example 2 when different time T = 0.2, 0.4, 0.6,
0.8 and 1 for δ = 1, 2, 4, and 8, respectively.

Example 4.
Consideration of a different set of time values has been found in the literature

[18], [50] for the parameters σ1 = 1 and σ2 = 1 and the approximation for the same set
is made and compared in this example. Table 4 displays the error infinity norms for
varying δ and t. As can be seen from this table, with an increase in the grid points N ,
the error is decreasing and the results are getting more accurate. A comparison with
the existing results shows the efficiency and robustness of the proposed technique. The
comparison between the exact and approximated results is depicted in Figure 7 for
varying δ at various time values t.
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Fig. 4 3D graphs for exact(left) vs approximate(right) solution for Example 2 at time T = 0.6 for
δ = 1, 2, 4, and 8, respectively.
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Fig. 5 Numerical vs Exact solution for Example 3 when different time T = 0.001, 0.5, 1, 1.5, 2 and
2.5 for δ = 1, 2, and 4, respectively.
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Fig. 6 3D graphs for exact(left) vs approximate(right) solution for Example 3 at time T = 1.5 for
δ = 1, 2, 4, and 8, respectively.
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Table 3 Numerical solution proposed for Example 3 with different time t for
various values of δ and grid points N .

N=4 N=6 N=8 N=10
TS-CPsM TS-CPsM TS-CPsM TS-CPsM SCM [49]

t=0.001
δ=1 2.7715e-09 1.1814e-11 3.5527e-14 1.1102e-16 6.5918e-13
δ =2 5.8538e-09 4.3071e-11 1.9740e-13 7.7716e-16 4.0404e-13
δ=4 5.8482e-09 6.1648e-11 4.0001e-13 1.7764e-15 1.8770e-13
t=0.5
δ =1 1.1039e-07 1.3468e-10 1.5776e-13 2.2204e-16 1.7366e-13
δ=2 1.9814e-07 3.6723e-10 7.2031e-13 1.5543e-15 4.5848e-13
δ=4 1.9663e-07 4.7425e-10 1.3300e-12 3.7748e-15 1.9439e-13
t=1
δ=1 1.1644e-07 1.4060e-10 1.6886e-13 2.2204e-16 3.5012e-13
δ=2 1.8895e-07 3.3341e-10 6.5703e-13 1.4433e-15 5.0652e-13
δ =4 1.8534e-07 4.4473e-10 1.2240e-12 3.6637e-15 1.9994e-13
t=1.5
δ=1 1.1146e-07 1.3011e-10 1.5110e-13 2.2204e-16 5.1602e-13
δ=2 1.7174e-07 2.9088e-10 5.3968e-13 1.1102e-15 5.4759e-13
δ =4 1.6998e-07 4.0300e-10 1.0719e-12 3.1086e-15 2.0447e-13
t=2
δ =1 1.0571e-07 1.1338e-10 2.2149e-13 6.1062e-16 7.9885e-13
δ =2 1.4803e-07 2.2619e-10 3.9735e-13 7.7716e-15 5.8118e-13
δ =4 1.5113e-07 3.4518e-10 8.9762e-13 2.5535e-15 2.0795e-13
t=2.5
δ=1 9.9698e-08 2.3955e-10 1.2607e-12 5.5511e-15 6.6683e-13
δ =2 1.1989e-07 1.7146e-10 3.2796e-13 6.6613e-16 6.0701e-13
δ=4 1.2930e-07 2.7381e-10 6.8279e-13 1.9984e-15 2.1038e-13

5 Conclusion

Using the time-space Chebyshev pseudospectral method (TS-CPsM), numerical solu-
tions for the gBF equation with various values of advection and reaction coefficients
are reported with tremendous accuracy in this study. It has been observed that for
a very small number of grid points N and for large values of non-linear factor δ, the
approximated results for the considered equation using the suggested technique have
been proven to be highly competent with exact solutions and comparably much better
with those existing in the literature, including [17], [18], [22], [49], [51], and others ref-
erenced. The proposed method’s stability analysis has been performed. Four different
cases for the considered problem have been discussed in order to demonstrate the effec-
tiveness and reliability of the method, and all of them give excellent and encouraging
numerical results.
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Fig. 7 Numerical vs Exact solution for Example 4 when time T = 0.3 and 0.9 for δ = 1, 2, 4, and
8, respectively.
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