
Convolution Quadrature for the quasilinear subdiffusion
equation
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Abstract

We construct a Convolution Quadrature (CQ) scheme for the quasilinear subdiffusion equa-
tion and supply it with the fast and oblivious implementation. In particular we find a condition
for the CQ to be admissible and discretize the spatial part of the equation with the Finite
Element Method. We prove the unconditional stability and convergence of the scheme and find
a bound on the error. As a passing result, we also obtain a discrete Grönwall inequality for
the CQ, which is a crucial ingredient of our convergence proof based on the energy method.
The paper is concluded with numerical examples verifying convergence and computation time
reduction when using fast and oblivious quadrature.

Keywords: convolution quadrature, subdiffusion, quasilinear equation, Caputo derivative,
backward differentiation formula

1 Introduction

Consider the following quasilinear subdiffusion equation with vanishing Dirichlet condition on a
smooth domain Ω ⊆ Rd

∂α
t u = ∇ · (D(x, t, u)∇u) + f(x, t, u), x ∈ Ω, t > 0, α ∈ (0, 1),

u(x, 0) = 0, x ∈ Ω,

u(x, t) = 0, x ∈ ∂Ω,

(1)

where ∂α
t is the partial Caputo time derivative

∂α
t u(x, t) :=

∂

∂t
I1−αu(x, t) =

1

Γ(1 − α)

∫ t

0

(t− s)−α∂u

∂t
(x, s)ds, 0 < α < 1, (2)

defined with the help of the fractional integral

Iαu(x, t) :=
1

Γ(α)

∫ t

0

(t− s)α−1u(x, s)ds, α > 0, (3)

Note that the vanishing of the initial condition in (1) can be assumed without any loss of generality.
To wit, assume that u(x, 0) = u0(x), then by introducing v = u − u0 we can easily show that

v satisfies (1) with a new diffusivity D̃(x, t, v) = D(x, t, v + u0) and a new source f̃(x, t, v) =
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f(x, t, v + u0) + ∇ · (D(x, t, v + u0)∇u0) − ∂α
t u0. Therefore, in what follows, we will consider the

general case (1).
Our assumptions on the regularity of the coefficients are as follows. Let D ∈ C(Ω,R+,R) and

f ∈ C2(Ω,R+,R) with

0 < D− ≤ D(x, t, u) ≤ D+, |D(x, t, u) −D(x, t, v)| + |f(x, t, u) − f(x, t, v)| ≤ L|u− v|, (4)

and this guarantees well-posedness of the problem. However, even with weaker conditions, it has
been proven in [49] that (1) has a unique strong solution. More specifically, for a C2-smooth domain
Ω and with p > d+ 2/α we have u ∈ Wα,p([0, T ];Lp(Ω))∩Lp ([0, T ];W 2,p(Ω)). Additional solvability
results can be found in [1]. Furthermore, large-time decay estimates have been established in [46, 10].
On the other hand, viscosity solutions to (1) have been studied in [45]. In particular it has been
shown that |u(x, t)| ≤ Ctα for t ∈ [0, T ], suggesting α-Hölder continuity at the time origin. Some
additional results that are also valid in the degenerate case when diffusivity can vanish were proved
in the weak setting in [1, 48, 4]. The semilinear constant coefficient case, that is when D =const. and
f = f(x, t, u), has been investigated, for example, in [2] where α-Hölder continuity of the solution
was established under sufficient regularity conditions on the source. The linear case is very well
understood in the constant and x-dependent diffusivity. Details on the solution can be found in
[40, 21]. The most spectacular difference between a solution to classical diffusion and its slower,
subdiffusive version is the amount of smoothing of the initial data. To be precise, it is known that
for the linear PDE with D = const. and f ∈ Cm−1([0, T ];L2(Ω)) with Iαt (∥∂(m)

t f(t)∥) < ∞ we have
[15] (Theorem 2.1, (iii))

∥u(m)(t)∥ ≤ C
m−1∑
k=0

tα−(m−k)∥∂(k)
t f(0)∥ + Iαt (∥∂(m)

t f(t)∥), (5)

where the superscript denotes the time derivative of the solution regarded as a mapping from [0, T ]
into the L2(Ω) space. This means that even for very smooth f , the solution can still be of limited
regularity at t = 0 unless sufficiently many time derivatives of f initially vanish. It is also known
from [2] that the solution to the semilinear equation with an initial condition u0 ∈ Hν with ν ∈ (0, 2]
satisfies the following regularity estimates{

u ∈ C
αν
2 ([0, T ];L2(Ω)) ∩ C([0, T ];Hν(Ω)) ∩ C((0, T ];H2(Ω)),

∥u(m)(t)∥ ≤ C(u)tα−m, m = 0, 1.
(6)

Although the solution is continuous on [0, T ] it has a singular time derivative, and we have to expect
that for our quasilinear problem the situation can be at most as regular as above. However, in what
follows we will assume the following much relaxed regularity requirement

∥u(t) − u(s)∥ ≤ C(1 + max{t, s}α−1)|t− s|. (7)

The above means that the function is Lipschitz continuous far from the origin while the regularity
deteriorates near it. This modulus of continuity captures the typical and realistic behavior of solutions
to subdiffusion equation [41]. Note, however, that in contrast to (6) in this paper we do not assume
existence of higher-order derivatives.

The governing equation (1) arises in many areas of science as a model of subdiffusive phenomena.
Roughly speaking, subdiffusion denotes a slower than usual random motion of a collection of particles
in contrast to classical diffusion and faster evolution known as superdiffusion. To be more precise, if
we consider a randomly moving particle with a mean-squared displacement proportional to tα, then
we say that it is classically dispersing when α = 1. Sub- and superdiffusive evolution occurs when
0 < α < 1 and 1 < α < 2, respectively [35, 18]. Another important application of (1) arises in
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hydrology when considering moisture percolation inside a porous medium [12, 22]. A derivation of
our governing equation in the hydrological setting has been given in [37] where it has been shown that
the slower than classical evolution can be a consequence of the fluid being trapped in some regions
of the porous medium. This can be the result of nonhomogeneity or chemical reactions taking place
in the domain [12]. Note that it has been observed that the evolution of moisture inside a porous
medium necessarily has to be described by a nonlinear equation since the diffusivity can change by
orders of magnitude when the pores are filled with water [8]. Other important applications of the
subdiffusion equation can be found, for example, in: biology [43], finance [34], and chemistry [47] to
name only a few examples.

Fractional differential equations are being extensively investigated both analytically and numer-
ically. In order not to go too far in reviewing the previous results, we will focus only on numerical
methods for the subdiffusion equation in its various forms. Several numerical schemes have been
devised to study (1). As mentioned above, the L1 scheme was applied in [39] along with convergence
proofs. An interesting account of an even more general problem - including a stochastic term - has
been investigated numerically in [28]. According to our knowledge, this is just the beginning of
rigorous numerical analysis of the quasilinear subdiffusion equation, and several authors are making
progress in this field. For the time-fractional parabolic PDEs of a simpler form, one can also find
many interesting results. For example, a semilinear equation with constant diffusivity has been dis-
cretized with the backward Euler scheme in time and FEM in space in [2] and with higher order
convolution quadratures in [23]. In these papers, the authors allowed for nonsmooth initial data,
which is a realistic and more difficult case. The numerical analysis of this problem was later ex-
panded to include the variable in space and time diffusivity, with a linear source in [17, 36]. Lately,
optimal-order estimates for the semidiscrete Galerkin numerical method with nonsmooth data and
fully general semilinear subdiffusion equation have been obtained in [38] under weak assumptions.
Finally, we mention a few notable papers that introduced and analyzed various numerical methods
for purely linear equations with the Caputo time derivative. In [14] two fully discrete schemes based
on modified convolution quadrature have been developed and have been shown to achieve the optimal
order of convergence with respect to the smoothness of the initial data. The L1 method has been
utilized, for example, in [19, 26, 42], where optimal order estimates have also been given even for
nonuniform grids.

We discretize (1) in space by applying the Finite Element Method with piecewise linear elements
and consider for the temporal approximation of the semidiscrete problem a semi-implicit scheme
where the fractional derivative is approximated by Lubich’s Convolution Quadrature (CQ) method
[29]. We derive sufficient conditions for the CQ that guarantee the stability and convergence of the
resulting scheme. As a side result, we are able to obtain a new version of the Grönwall’s inequality that
is suitable for use in the context of admissible convolution quadratures. To the best of our knowledge,
this is the first CQ approach to discretization of the time-fractional quasilinear diffusion equation. A
crucial point in our convergence proof is based on the aforementioned Grönwall’s lemma and a new
coercivity result for the CQ methods (other results concerning a different approach to CQ coercivity
can be found in [6] and in the monograph [7], Section 2.6). Thanks to these, the quasilinear case
can be analyzed via the energy method as opposed with previous operator approaches that are not
suitable in this case. Therefore, we are able to present a rigorous analysis of a nonlinear subdiffusion
equation based on a CQ scheme that allows for a fast and oblivious implementation. Indeed, by
applying the algorithm in [5], the memory requirements can be reduced from the O(N) required by
a straightforward implementation of the CQ, see [30], to O(log(N)), being N the total number of
time steps, and the complexity can be reduced from O(N2) to O(N log(N)). Moreover, for BDF(p)
quadratures, the order of convergence of our method remains optimal, having the same form as in
linear subdiffusion equations. That is, the error in time behaves as tα−1

n h, where h is the time step
(for the Euler scheme we also observe a logarithmic factor). Away from t = 0 the method exhibits
the first order of convergence which deteriorates to order α when t → 0+. This behavior is typical
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for linear equations [9, 14], also for formulas of higher order [16], and it is visible in the L1 method
discretization [19], too. We are able to extend this result to quasilinear equations with minimal
regularity assumptions on the solutions.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we prove a coercivity result for the CQ discretiza-
tion of the fractional derivative and a suitable version of Grönwall’s lemma for the analysis of (1).
In Section 3 we present our numerical scheme and provide complete error estimates in both time and
space. Section 4 describes the implementation in time of our method and the application of the fast
and oblivious algorithm from [5] in this setting. The numerical results confirming our theoretical
results are shown in Section 5, together with some comparisons of complexity requirements with
other schemes in the recent literature.

2 Properties of convolution quadratures for the Caputo deriva-

tive

We will start by discussing some properties of CQ that will be useful for the energy method. Fix the
uniform time mesh 0 ≤ tn := nh ≤ T , with step h > 0, and a function y(t). Provided that the initial
condition vanishes, that is y(0) = 0, the CQ approximation of the Caputo derivative (2) is given by

∂α
hy

n =
n∑

j=0

wn−jy(tj), with the CQ weights given by
∞∑
j=0

wjζ
j =

(
δ(ζ)

h

)α

, (8)

with δ(ζ) the symbol of the underlying ODE solver. For the implicit Euler-based CQ it is δ(ζ) = 1−ζ,
while for the CQ based on the BDF2 method it is δ(ζ) = 1− ζ + 1

2
(1− ζ)2. CQ based on high–order

Runge–Kutta methods are also available [31], but will not be considered in the present work. The
notation in (8) for the CQ discretization extends in a straightforward way to vectors v = (vj)Nj=1, so
that we will also denote ∂α

h v the vector with components given by

∂α
h v

n =
n∑

j=0

wn−jv
j, n = 0, . . . , N. (9)

In what follows we will always assume that the weights have the following signs

w0 := h−αδ(0)α > 0, wj < 0 for j ≥ 1. (A)

This assumption is motivated by our subsequent results in this section. The simplest example of the
above condition is the Backward Euler scheme for which we have δ(ζ) = 1 − ζ. From the binomial
series we have the weights

w0 = h−α > 0,

wj = (−1)j
(
α

j

)
h−α = (−1)j

α(α− 1)...(α− j + 1)

j!
= −α(1 − α)...(j − 1 − α)

j!
h−α < 0,

(10)

where in the last equality we have taken the minus sign from all j factors canceling the (−1)j term.
The overall sign follows due to the fact that all parentheses are positive for α ∈ (0, 1). For the BDF2
weights can also be written explicitly.

Proposition 1. Let wj given by (8) be the weights associated with the BDF2 formula. Then,

wj = (−1)j2−α3α−j

(
α

j

)
2F1 (−j,−α; 1 − j + α; 3)h−α, (11)
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where the hypergeometric function is defined by

2F1(a, b, c; z) =
∞∑
k=0

(a)k(b)k
(c)k

zk

k!
, (12)

with the Pochhammer symbol (a)k = a(a + 1)...(a + k − 1).

Proof. The symbol for BDF2 can be factored as δ(ζ) = 1 − ζ + (1 − ζ)2/2 = 0.5(1 − ζ)(3 − ζ).
Therefore, by the definition of the weights (8) we have

∞∑
j=0

wjζ
j =

(
δ(ζ)

h

)α

= 2−α3αh−α

∞∑
j=0

(
j∑

k=0

(
α

k

)(
α

j − k

)
3−k

)
ζj, (13)

where we have used the Cauchy product formula for Taylor series for (1 − ζ)α and (1 − ζ/3)α.
Therefore, it is sufficient to evaluate the inner sum. First, notice that

k!

(
α

k

)
= α(α− 1)...(α− k + 1) = (−1)k(−α)(−α + 1)...(−α + k − 1) = (−1)k(−α)k. (14)

Therefore, by the definition of the binomial coefficient,

wj = 2−α3αh−α

j∑
k=0

(−1)k(−α)k

(
α

j − k

)
3−k

k!

= 2−α3αh−α

(
α

j

) j∑
k=0

(−1)k(−α)k
j!

(j − k)!

Γ(α + 1 − j)

Γ(α + 1 − j + k)

3−k

k!
.

(15)

The above is precisely the definition of the hypergeometric function and this can be seen by noticing
that

j!

(j − k)!
= j(j − 1)...(j − k + 1) = (−1)k(−j)k, (16)

and
Γ(α + 1 − j)

Γ(α + 1 − j + k)
=

1

(α + 1 − j)...(α− j + k)
=

1

(α + 1 − j)k
. (17)

The proof is complete since due to the factor (−j)k, the series terminates after k = j.

It is not straightforward to prove that the BDF2 weights satisfy the condition (A), however, we
can easily see that

w1 = −22−α3α−1αh−α, w2 = −2−α3−2+α(5 − 8α)h−α, w3 = −22−α34−αα(1 − α)(7 − 8α)h−α, (18)

and hence, the first weight is negative, the second one only for 0 < α < 5/8 = 0.625, while the third
one for 0 < α < 7/8 = 0.875. We have numerically checked the sign of a number of subsequent
weights and it confirmed that all of them satisfy our assumption (A). That is to say, all BDF2
weights are admissible for 0 < α < 5/8. This can also be visualized numerically. In Fig. 1 we
have plotted the respective weights wj for all 0 < α < 1. Computations confirm that |wj| are also
j−decreasing, as can be seen in Fig. 2. It can be seen that the numerical calculations confirm our
hypothesis.

Remark 1. We note that obtaining exact explicit formulas for the weights for the general CQ quadra-
tures can be impossible, but only proving that they have a sign satisfying (A). However, according to
the general theory of CQ we have the following (see [32], Theorem 2.1)

h−1wj =
1

Γ(1 − α)

d

dt
t−α|t=tj + O(hp) = − α

Γ(1 − α)
t−α−1
j + O(hp), (19)
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0.25 0.5 0.625 0.75 0.875 1
α

-0.10

-0.05

0.05

wj

j=2

j=3

j=4

j=5

Figure 1: Plot of the BDF(2) weights wj as in (18) for different 0 < α < 1 with h = 1. Weight w2 is
negative for 0 < α < 5/8, weight w3 is negative for 0 < α < 7/8, while all other weights are always
negative.

5 10 15 20 25 30
j

-0.030

-0.025

-0.020

-0.015

-0.010

-0.005

0.000

wj

α=0.1

α=0.25

α=0.5

α=0.75

α=0.9

Figure 2: Plot of the BDF(2) weights wj as in (18) for different j ≥ 4 with h = 1.
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for p ≥ 1 depending on the order of the CQ formula. From the above we can see that for j sufficiently
large and h small, the sign of the weights is the same as the sign of −α/Γ(1 − α), that is, negative.
Note that this conclusion is not necessarily valid for small j which is precisely the case for BDF2
weights.

Going back to the general case, by the very construction of the approximation to ∂α
t we have the

consistency condition
∞∑
j=0

wj = 0 n ≥ 1, (20)

which follows by putting ζ = 1 into (8) or by requiring that any CQ scheme for the Caputo derivative
is exact for constant functions (and hence, identically equals zero). From this it follows that for any
n ≥ 1 we have

n∑
j=0

wj =
∞∑
j=0

wj −
∞∑

j=n+1

wj ≥ 0, (21)

by the assumption (A) that the weights wj are negative for j ≥ 1. We also have the truncation error

∂α
t u(x, tn) = ∂α

hu(x, tn) + ζn(h). (22)

The term ζn(h) can be estimated with the help of [32], Theorem 2.2. Under the assumption that the
solution has the typical regularity near the origin, that is ∥u(t)∥ ≤ Ctα we have

∥ζn(h)∥ ≤ C

{
t−1
n h, p = 1,

t−α−1
n hα+1, p ≥ 2.

(23)

This clearly states how the error deteriorates near the origin due to the lack of smoothness of the
solution.

We will now prove two auxiliary results that are discrete generalizations of known continuous
inequalities for the Caputo derivative. They will be used later in the following section, but they are
also interesting on their own. First, it is clear that the first ordinary derivative satisfies 1

2
d
dt
y(t)2 =

y(t)dy
dt

. For the continuous Caputo derivative, it becomes an inequality 1
2
Dαy(t)2 ≤ y(t)Dαy(t) which

is very useful when applied in the energy method (see [3, 46, 20] for recent proofs in the case where
y = y(t) ∈ L2 is a time-dependent mapping from the Hilbert space). As the following proposition
states, this inequality is still valid for the convolution quadrature constructed above (the L1 scheme
version has recently been proved in [24]).

Proposition 2. Let the weights wj for the convolution quadrature (8) satisfy (A). Then, for any
sequence of functions (yn)n ⊆ L2 with y(0) = 0 we have

1

2
∂α
h∥yn∥2 ≤ ∥yn∥(∂α

h∥yn∥) ≤ (∂α
hy

n, yn). (24)

Proof. By using the definition of weights (8) we can write

(∂α
hy

n, yn) = w0∥yn∥2 +
n−1∑
j=1

wj(y
j, yn). (25)

Since by assumption (A) the negativity of wj for j ≥ 1 holds, we can use the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality to obtain

(∂α
hy

n, yn) ≥ w0∥yn∥2 + ∥yn∥
n−1∑
j=1

wj∥yj∥ = ∥yn∥(∂α
h∥yn∥), (26)
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which is the first inequality that we had to prove. Furthermore, by the Cauchy inequality ab ≤
(a2 + b2)/2 we can estimate each product with ∥yn∥ by the sum of squares

∥yn∥(∂α
h∥yn∥) ≥

(
w0 +

1

2
wn +

1

2

n−1∑
j=1

wj

)
∥yn∥2 +

1

2

n−1∑
j=1

wj∥yj∥2, (27)

or, by gathering terms into the first sum with the use of the fact that w0 > 0 we obtain

∥yn∥(∂α
h∥yn∥) ≥ 1

2
∥yn∥2

n∑
j=0

wj +
1

2

n∑
j=0

wj∥yj∥2. (28)

But, according to the consistency (21) the first term is positive leading us to the assertion.

The next result concerns the discrete Grönwall inequality for the Caputo derivative. Its version
for the L1 discretization has been proved, for example, in [25, 26]. The proof is based on two steps:
first, we invert the derivative and then use the following classical lemma, which is a generalization
of the discrete integral Grönwall inequality.

Proposition 3 (Discrete fractional Grönwall inequality (integral version) ([11], Theorem 2.1)). Let
(yn)n be a positive sequence satisfying

yn ≤ M0t
α−1
n + M1h

α

n−1∑
k=0

(n− k)α−1yk + M2, (29)

for some positive constants M1,2,3, which may depend on h. Then, for 0 < α < 1 we have

yn ≤ M0Γ(α)tα−1
n Eα,α(M1Γ(α)tαn) + M2Eα(M1Γ(α)tαn), (30)

where the Mittag-Leffler function is defined by

Eα,β(z) =
∞∑
k=0

zk

Γ(αk + β)
, Eα := Eα,1. (31)

Now, we can proceed to our result.

Lemma 1 (Discrete Grönwall inequality for the convolution quadrature). Let (yj)∞j=0 and (F j)∞j=0 be
positive sequences of numbers such that there exist F (h) > 0 bounding the discrete fractional integral
of F , that is,

hα

n−1∑
j=0

(n− j)α−1F j+1 ≤ A(h) + B(h)tα−1
n , n ≥ 1. (32)

Assume that y(0) = 0 and the discrete Caputo derivative ∂α
h is constructed as the convolution quadra-

ture (8) with weights that satisfy (A). Then, the inequality

∂α
hy

n ≤ λ0y
n + λ1y

n−1 + F n, λ ≥ 0, (33)

implies that there exists a constant C(α, λ0,1, T ) > 0 and a time-step h0 > 0 such that

yn ≤ C(α, λ0,1, T )(A(h) + B(h)tα−1
n ) (34)

for all 0 < h ≤ h0 < 1. For λ0 = 0 the above is valid without any restriction on the time step h.
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Proof. The proof proceeds by mathematical induction. First, we will show that

yn ≤
n∑

j=1

bn−j

(
λ0y

j + λ1y
j−1 + F j

)
, (35)

where bj is defined as the CQ weight for the fractional integral (3) with the same symbol as in (8),
that is

Iαy(tn) ≈
n∑

j=0

bn−jy(tk),
∞∑
j=0

bjζ
n =

(
δ(ζ)

h

)−α

(36)

For n = 1 from (8) and (A) we have

y1 ≤ 1

w0

(
λ0y

1 + F 1
)
, (37)

but w0 = −w1 = h−αδ(0)−α = b−1
0 and, hence, y1 ≤ λ0b0y

1 +b0F
1. This proves the initial step. Next,

for convenience, set aj := λ0y
j + λ1y

j−1 + F j. We then assume that (35) holds for j = 1, ..., n − 1.
Then, by the definition of the quadrature (8) and our assumption (33) we have

yn ≤ 1

w0

(
−

n−1∑
j=1

wn−jy
j + an

)
. (38)

Since wj < 0 for j ≥ 1, the inductive assumption then gives

yn ≤ 1

w0

(
−

n−1∑
j=1

j∑
k=1

wn−jbj−ka
k + an

)
, (39)

or, by changing the order of summation,

yn ≤ 1

w0

(
−

n−1∑
k=1

(
n−1∑
j=k

wn−jbj−k

)
ak + an

)
, (40)

and we can focus on the resulting double sum. If we change the variable to i = n− j we can write

n−1∑
j=k

wn−jbj−k =
n−k∑
i=1

wibn−k−i. (41)

The series above can be computed using generating functions. To see this, consider the following
Cauchy product of power series

1 =

(
δ(ζ)

h

)α(
δ(ζ)

h

)−α

=

(
∞∑

m=0

wmζ
m

)(
∞∑

m=0

bmζ
m

)
=

∞∑
m=0

(
m∑
i=0

wibm−i

)
ζm. (42)

Therefore, when m > 0 the coefficients of the rightmost power series vanish, leading to

−
n−k∑
i=1

wibn−k−i = w0bn−k, (43)

hence,

yn ≤
n−1∑
k=1

bn−ka
k +

1

w0

an. (44)

9



An observation that w0 = b−1
0 finishes the inductive step, and we have proved (35).

To proceed further we will use the fact known from the convolution quadrature theory that the
weights bj approximate the continuous kernel, that is (see for example [32], formula (2.6))

|b0| ≤ Chα−1, |bj| ≤ Ch(jh)α−1 = Chαjα−1, j ≥ 1, (45)

for some constant C = C(α). Therefore, separating the last term in the sum (35) yields

yn ≤ C(α)hα

(
λ0y

n + λ0

n−1∑
j=1

(n− j)α−1yj + λ1y
n−1 + λ1

n−1∑
j=1

(n− j)α−1yj−1

+F n +
n−1∑
j=1

(n− j)α−1F j

)
.

(46)

All terms involving yj for j ≤ n− 1 can be estimated by a common sum. To see this observe that in
the sum of yj−1 we can change the summation variable j − 1 7→ j and use the elementary inequality

(n− j − 1)α−1 ≤ 21−α(n− j)α−1, for 0 ≤ j ≤ n− 2, (47)

to obtain

λ0

n−1∑
j=1

(n− j)α−1yj + λ1y
n−1 + λ1

n−2∑
j=0

(n− j − 1)α−1yj

≤ λ0

n−1∑
j=1

(n− j)α−1yj + λ1y
n−1 + 21−αλ1

n−2∑
j=0

(n− j)α−1yj ≤ (λ0 + 21−αλ1)
n−1∑
j=0

(n− j)α−1yj

(48)

Next, fix any time-step h0 > 0 for which 1 − C(α)λ0h
α
0 > 0. Then, for 0 < h ≤ h0 we can factor out

yn,

yn ≤ C(α)(λ0 + 21−αλ1)

1 − C(α)λ0hα
0

hα

n−1∑
j=0

(n− j)α−1yj +
C(α)21−α

1 − C(α)λ0hα
0

hα

n∑
j=1

(n− j + 1)α−1F j, (49)

where we have used again (47), with the index shifted by one, in the sum with F j. This can be
further estimated with the use of the assumption of bounded fractional integral of F n, that is, using
(32) we obtain (after changing the summation variable j 7→ j + 1)

yn ≤ C(α)(λ0 + 21−αλ1)

1 − C(α)λ0hα
0

n−1∑
j=0

(n− j)α−1yj +
C(α)21−α

1 − C(α)λ0hα
0

(A(h) + B(h)tα−1
n ). (50)

Set M = C(α)/(1 − C(α)λ0h
α
0 ). We can now invoke Proposition 3 with M0 = B(h)M21−α , M1 =

(λ0 + 21−αλ1)M , and M2 = A(h)M21−α, to obtain

yn ≤ MΓ(α)Eα,α(M1Γ(α)tαn)tα−1
n B(h) + MEα (M1Γ(α)tαn)A(h). (51)

Finally, we have tn ≤ T and after redefinition of the constant C(α, λ0,1, T ) we arrive at the conclusion.

10



3 Fully discrete scheme for the quasilinear subdiffusion equa-

tion

We can now proceed to the derivation of the fully discrete scheme to solve (1). Take any test function
χ ∈ H1(Ω), then by integrating by parts, we can obtain the following

(∂α
t u, χ) + a(D(t, u);u, χ) = (f(t, u), χ), χ ∈ H1(Ω), (52)

with u(0) = φ. Here, we defined the form

a(w;u, v) :=

∫
Ω

w(x)∇u∇vdx. (53)

To discretize the above in time, we use the convolution quadrature (8) for the Caputo derivative and
the finite element method (FEM) for the spatial variables. Let Th be the family of shape-regular
quasi-uniform triangulations of Ω with the maximal diameter k = maxK∈Tk diamK. By Vk ⊂ H1

0 (Ω)
denote the standard continuous piecewise linear function space over Tk that vanish on the boundary
∂Ω

Vk :=
{
χk ∈ C0(Ω) : χk|K is linear for all K ∈ Tk and χk|∂Ω = 0

}
. (54)

Therefore, denoting by Un ∈ Vk the numerical approximation of u(tn) we devise the semi-implicit
scheme {

(∂α
hU

n, χ) + a(D(tn, U
n−1);Un, χ) = (f(tn, U

n−1), χ), χ ∈ Vk, n ≥ 1,

U0 = 0,
(55)

In what follows, we will utilize some notions of projecting a function on a finite-dimensional space.
For example, we can use the orthogonal projection Pk defined as

(Pku− u, χ) = 0, χ ∈ Vk, (56)

or the Ritz elliptic projection Rk for fixed 0 ≤ t ≤ T

a(D(t, u);Rku(t) − u(t), χ) = 0, χ ∈ Vk. (57)

The latter is particularly useful in the convergence proof. Observe that to find Rnu(t) it is necessary
to solve a linear elliptic problem. From the general theory of PDEs we know the error estimates on
these projections when u ∈ C([0, T ];Hm(Ω)) [44, 33]

∥u− Pku∥p ≤ Ckm−p∥u∥m, ∥u−Rku∥p ≤ Ckm−p∥u∥m, ∥(u−Rku)t∥p ≤ Ckm−p∥u∥m (58)

Moreover, for u ∈ L∞(Ω) we have
∥Rku∥∞ ≤ C. (59)

Finally, note also that in all nonlinearities of the equation, that is, D and f , the time step has been
delayed by one in order to obtain a fully linear scheme for the solution to the nonlinear equation.
Having the results from the previous section, it is straightforward to prove that the scheme is stable.

Proposition 4 (Stability). Let Un be the solution of (55). Suppose that there exists a function
g = g(t) such that ∥f(t, u)∥ ≤ g(t) with Iαg(t) ≤ F . Then, we have

∥Un∥ ≤ C(α, T )F. (60)
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Proof. Let χ = Un ∈ Vk in (55), then from the Proposition 2 and the Cauchy inequality 2 we have

∥Un∥(∂α
h∥Un∥) + a(D(t, Un−1), Un, Un) ≤ ∥Un∥g(tn). (61)

Since, by definition (53) the a-form is positive-definite we further have

∥Un∥(∂α
h∥Un∥) ≤ ∥Un∥g(tn), (62)

or
∂α
h∥Un∥ ≤ g(tn). (63)

Now, notice that there exists a constant C such that

hα

n−1∑
j=0

(n− j)α−1g(tj) ≤ CIαg(tn) ≤ CF, (64)

since the rectangle discretization of the fractional integral converges to the continuous one. The
application of Lemma 1 ends the proof.

Now, we can proceed to the convergence proof. As mentioned in the Introduction, the regularity
assumption on the solution is the typical for the subdiffusion equation. Due to the lack of relevant
results in the literature for quasilinear equations, we have to put this regularity requirement as an
assumption. Investigating this issue further is the subject of our future work.

Theorem 1 (Convergence). Let Un be the solution of the scheme (55) as a numerical approximation
at t = tn to the solution u of (1). Assume that for all t, s ∈ [0, T ] the solution satisfies the assumption
of time regularity (7) and is H1

0 (Ω) ∩H2(Ω) in space. Then, for sufficiently small h > 0 we have

∥u(tn) − Un∥ ≤ C(α, T, u)
(
A(h) + (h2−α + B(h))tα−1

n + k2
)
, (65)

where A(h) and B(h) satisfy

hα

n−1∑
j=0

(n− j)α−1∥ζj+1(h)∥ ≤ A(h) + B(h)tα−1
n . (66)

and ζj+1(h) is the truncation error (22) for the convolution quadrature for the Caputo derivative
defined in (8) with assumptions (A).

Proof. We will start by writing the error equation for the problem. Set in a standard way en :=
u(tn) − Un = u(tn) − Rku(tn) + Rku(tn) − Un =: ρn + θn. The decomposition of en into ρn and
θn is very useful since the estimate on ρn follows from general theory (58) while θn belongs to the
finite-dimensional space Vk. Therefore, it is sufficient to find a bound on the latter error. Hence,
observe that for any χ ∈ Vk from the definition of error decomposition into ρn and θn we have

(∂α
h θ

n, χ) + a(D(tn, U
n−1); θn, χ)

def. of θn
= (∂α

hRku(tn), χ) − (∂α
hU

n, χ)) + a(D(tn, U
n−1);Rku(tn), χ) − a(D(tn, U

n−1);Un, χ).
(67)

Now, using the numerical scheme (55) we can identify the source term

(∂α
h θ

n, χ) + a(D(tn, U
n−1); θn, χ)

(55)
= (∂α

hRku(tn), χ) + a(D(tn, U
n−1);Rku(tn), χ) − (f(tn, U

n−1), χ).
(68)
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Next, the definition of ρn and the PDE itself (52) leads to

(∂α
h θ

n, χ)+a(D(tn, U
n−1); θn, χ)

def. of ρn

= −(∂α
hρ

n, χ) + ((∂α
h − ∂α

t )u(tn), χ) + (∂α
t u(tn), χ)

+ a(D(tn, U
n−1);Rku(tn), χ) − (f(tn, U

n−1), χ)

(52)
= −(∂α

hρ
n, χ) + ((∂α

h − ∂α
t )u(tn), χ) − a(D(tn, u(tn));u(tn), χ) + a(D(tn, U

n−1);Rku(tn), χ)

+ (f(tn, u(tn)) − f(tn, U
n−1), χ).

(69)

Now, we can use the definition of the Ritz projection (57) to write Rku instead of u in the a-form

(∂α
h θ

n, χ) + a(D(tn, U
n−1); θn, χ) = −(∂α

hρ
n, χ) + ((∂α

h − ∂α
t )u(tn), χ)

+ a(D(tn, U
n−1) −D(tn, u(tn));Rku(tn), χ) + (f(tn, u(tn)) − f(tn, U

n−1), χ).
(70)

We see that the right hand side in the equation for the error θn above decomposes into four terms:

1. Ritz projection error,

2. truncation error of the Caputo derivative,

3. nonlinearity of the diffusivity,

4. nonlinearity of the source.

Therefore, by setting χ = θn ∈ Vk we can obtain

(∂α
h θ

n, θn) + a(D(tn, U
n−1); θn, θn) ≤ ∥∂α

hρ
n∥∥θn∥ + |(∂α

h − ∂α
t )u(tn)∥∥θn∥

+ |a(D(tn, U
n−1) −D(tn, u(tn));Rku(tn), θn)| + L∥u(tn) − Un−1∥∥θn∥,

(71)

where we have used the assumption of Lipschitz continuity of f as in (4). Now, from the definition
of the a-form (53) we can further estimate

|a(D(tn, U
n−1) −D(tn, u(tn));Rku(tn), θn)| ≤

∫
Ω

|D(tn, U
n−1) −D(tn, u(tn))||∇Rku(tn)||∇θn|dx

≤ C(u)∥Rku(tn)∥∞
∫
Ω

|D(tn, U
n−1) −D(tn, u(tn))||∇θn|dx

≤ C(u)∥Un−1 − u(tn)∥∥∇θn∥,
(72)

where we have used (59) and the Lipschitz continuity of D and Schwartz inequality. Now, since by
(4) we have D(x, t, u) ≥ D−, it follows that

(∂α
h θ

n, θn)+D−∥∇θn∥2 ≤ ∥∂α
hρ

n∥∥θn∥+C(u)
(
|ζn(h)|∥θn∥ + ∥Un−1 − u(tn)∥ (∥∇θn∥ + ∥θn∥)

)
, (73)

where we have explicitly written down the truncation error (22) for the quadrature. The next step
is to bound the difference of solutions at a retarded time

∥Un−1−u(tn)∥ ≤ ∥Un−1−u(tn−1)∥+∥u(tn−1)−u(tn)∥ ≤ ∥ρn−1∥+∥θn−1∥+∥u(tn−1)−u(tn)∥. (74)

Due to the assumed temporal regularity (7) we have

∥u(tn−1) − u(tn)∥ ≤ C(u)tα−1
n h, n ≥ 1, (75)
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whence,

(∂α
h θ

n, θn) + D−∥∇θn∥2 ≤ ∥∂α
hρ

n∥∥θn∥+

C(u)
(
|ζn(h)|∥θn∥ +

(
∥ρn−1∥ + ∥θn−1∥ + tα−1

n h
)

(∥∇θn∥ + ∥θn∥)
)
.

(76)

By using Poincaré-Friedrichs inequality we can write ∥θn∥ ≤ C∥∇θn∥ and factor out the norm of the
gradient

(∂α
h θ

n, θn) + D−∥∇θn∥2 ≤ C(u)
(
∥∂α

hρ
n∥ + |ζn(h)| + ∥ρn−1∥ + ∥θn−1∥ + tα−1

n h
)
∥∇θn∥. (77)

Furthermore, we can use the ϵ-Cauchy inequality ab ≤ ϵ
2
a2 + 1

2ϵ
b2, with an appropriate choice of ϵ to

cancel the gradient term

(∂α
h θ

n, θn) + D−∥∇θn∥2 ≤ C(u)
(
∥∂α

hρ
n∥ + |ζn(h)| + ∥ρn−1∥ + ∥θn−1∥ + tα−1

n h
)2

+ D−∥∇θn∥2, (78)

or by using Proposition 2 and a simple inequality (a + b)2 ≤ 2(a2 + b2)

∂α
h∥θn∥2 ≤ C(u)

((
∥∂α

hρ
n∥ + |ζn(h)| + ∥ρn−1∥ + tα−1

n h
)2

+ ∥θn−1∥2
)
. (79)

The above form is almost ready for the discrete fractional Grönwall inequality (Lemma 1). Before
doing that, we have to estimate the ρ terms in the first inner parentheses. To this end, notice that by
(58) we immediately have ∥ρn∥ ≤ C(u, T )k2 since t ∈ [0, T ] and u is continuous on [0, T ]. Denoting
ρ(t) = u(t) −Rku(t), so that ρn = ρ(tn), we can bound

∥∂α
hρ

n∥ ≤ ∥(∂α
h − ∂α

t )ρ(tn)∥ + ∥∂α
t ρ(tn)∥ ≤ |ζn(h)| +

1

Γ(1 − α)

∫ tn

0

(tn − s)−α∥(u−Rku)t(s)∥ds

≤ |ζn(h)| + C(u)
k2

Γ(1 − α)

∫ tn

0

(tn − s)−αds = |ζn(h)| + C(u)k2 t1−α
n

Γ(2 − α)

≤ |ζn(h)| + C(α, T, u)k2.

(80)

Whence,

∂α
h∥θn∥2 ≤ C(α, T, u)

((
|ζn(h)| + tα−1

n h + k2
)2

+ ∥θn−1∥2
)
. (81)

Now, by invoking Lemma 1 and using some elementary estimates on (a + b)2 we obtain

∥θn∥2 ≤ C(α, T, u)
((

A(h) + B(h)tα−1
n + E(h) + k2

)2)
, (82)

where A(h), and B(h) are defined in (66) and the quantity E(h) is

E(h) = h2α

n−1∑
j=0

(n− j)α−1(j + 1)α−1 = h2αn2α−11

2

n−1∑
j=0

(
1 − j

n

)α−1(
j

n
+

1

n

)α−1

≤ Ch2αn2α−1

∫ 1

0

(1 − x)α−1xα−1dx = Ctnt
α−1
n h ≤ CTtα−1

n h.

(83)

Finally, by definition we have θ0 = Rku(0) − U0 = 0 since our initial condition vanishes, and this
brings us to

∥θn∥2 ≤ C(α, T, u)
(
A(h) + B(h)tα−1

n + tα−1
n h + k2

)2
, (84)

and the proof is complete.

For the BDF(p) CQ of the order p ≥ 1 we can infer the exact order of the convergence of our
numerical scheme.
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Corollary 1. Let the assumptions of Theorem 1 be satisfied. Then, when the Caputo derivative is
discretized with the BDF(p) CQ we have the following

∥u(tn) − Un∥ ≤ C(α, T, u)

{
tα−1
n h lnh−1 + k2, p = 1,

tα−1
n h + k2, p ≥ 2,

(85)

for n large enough and sufficiently small h.

Proof. To prove the assertion, we have to find out the form of A(h) and B(h) defined in Theorem 1.
They come from the bound of the discrete fractional integral of ζn(h), that is, the truncation error
of the Caputo derivative as in (22). First, assume that p = 1, that is, we consider the Euler scheme.
From (23) we have

hα

n−1∑
j=0

(n− j)α−1∥ζj+1(h)∥ ≤ Chα

n−1∑
j=0

(n− j)α−1(j + 1)−1 ≤ Chαnα−1 1

n

n∑
j=1

(
1 +

1

n
− j

n

)α−1(
j

n

)−1

,

(86)
where we have changed the summation order via j 7→ j− 1. As can be seen, the resulting expression
is the Riemann sum of a convergent integral, hence with a suitable choice of the constant

hα

n−1∑
j=0

(n− j)α−1∥ζj+1(h)∥ ≤ Chαnα−1

∫ 1

1
n

(1 − x)α−1dx

x
. (87)

This integral can be evaluated exactly with the help of the hypergeometric function, but for our needs,
we only have to find its leading order behavior for large n. To this end, for arbitrary 1

n
< ϵ < 1, we

split the integral into two parts∫ 1

1
n

(1 − x)α−1dx

x
=

∫ ϵ

1
n

(1 − x)α−1dx

x
+

∫ 1

ϵ

(1 − x)α−1dx

x
≤ (1 − ϵ)α−1

∫ ϵ

1
n

dx

x
+

1

ϵ

∫ 1

ϵ

(1 − x)α−1dx

= (1 − ϵ)α−1 ln (nϵ) +
(1 − ϵ)α

ϵα
≤ C lnn,

(88)

and, hence, for sufficiently small h > 0

hα

n−1∑
j=0

(n− j)α−1∥ζj+1(h)∥ ≤ C(nh)α−1h lnn = Ctα−1
n h(ln(nh) − lnh)

≤ Ctα−1
n h(lnT − lnh) ≤ Ctα−1

n h lnh−1.

(89)

This gives us A(h) = 0, B(h) = Ch lnh−1 and proves the case with p = 1.
Now, assume that p ≥ 2. By a similar reasoning we can identify the Riemann sum of the

corresponding integral and obtain

hα

n−1∑
j=0

(n− j)α−1∥ζj+1(h)∥ ≤ Ch1+α

∫ tn

0

(tn − s)α−1(s + h)−α−1ds

= C(nh)α−1 nh

α(1 + n)
≤ 1

α
Ctα−1

n h

(90)

since the appearing integral has an exact primitive − 1
α(tn+h)

(
tn−s
h+s

)α
. This time we have A(h) = 0

and B(h) = Ch. Combining the case p ≥ 2 with (65) finishes the proof.
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As can be seen, the overall error for our scheme based on BDF1-CQ is equal to tα−1
n h lnh−1 + k2,

which is always second order in space. For a fixed time tn > 0, that is, locally, the order in time
is 1 (apart from the logarithmic term). On the other hand, the global (maximal) error in time is
of the order α. This behavior is precisely what can be expected from the same scheme applied to
the linear subdiffusion equation, due to lower regularity of the solution near the origin. However,
note that our assumption (7) does not require the existence of higher derivatives as opposed to the
various requirements found in the literature.

4 Fast and oblivious implementation

To implement our numerical scheme (55) , we fix a basis of the Vk space and expand the solution
Un, that is

Un =
M∑
k=1

ynkΦk. (91)

Taking χ = Φj, denoting yn = (yn1 , ..., y
n
M), and plugging the above into (55) we obtain the

following
B∂α

hy
n + A(yn−1)yn = fn(yn−1), (92)

where the mass matrix B = {Bij}Mi,j=1, the stiffness matrix A = {Aij}Mi,j=1, and the load vector

fn = {fn
i }

M
i=1 are defined by

Bij = (Φi,Φj), Aij(y
n−1) = a

(
D

(
M∑
k=1

yn−1
k Φk

)
; Φi,Φj

)
, fn−1

i =

(
f

(
tn,

M∑
k=1

yn−1
k Φk

)
,Φi

)
.

(93)
Finally, we discretize the Caputo derivative according to the CQ scheme (8) to arrive at a linear
system of algebraic equations

(
w0B + A(yn−1)

)
yn = −B

n−1∑
j=0

wn−jy
j + fn(yn−1), (94)

which clearly indicates the non locality in time: the right-hand side depends on the historical values
of the solution yi for i = 0, 1, ..., n − 1. As a simple example of the basis, in one spatial dimension
we can have Ω = (0, 1) for which we can take the usual tent functions

Φj(x) =

1 −
∣∣∣∣x− xj

k

∣∣∣∣ , |x− xj| ≤ k,

0, |x− xj| > k.
(95)

However, we do not directly implement (94). Instead, we apply the fast algorithm developed in [5]
for the evaluation of the fractional integral, in order to deal with memory more efficiently and reduce
computational cost. To do this, we use the preservation of the composition rule by all CQ schemes,
which implies

∂α
hy

n = ∂α−1
h ∂1

hy
n.

In the case of the Euler based CQ, this yields

∂α
hy

n = ∂α−1
h vn, with vn :=

yn − yn−1

h
.
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Setting ω̃j the Euler based CQ weights associated with the fractional integral ∂α−1
h , for j = 0, . . . , N ,

we obtain from (8)

B
n∑

j=0

ω̃n−jvj + A(yn−1)yn = fn(yn−1), (96)

which leads to the linear system(
1

h
Bω̃0 + A(yn−1)

)
yn =

1

h
ω̃0Byn−1 + fn(yn−1) −B

n−1∑
j=0

ω̃n−jvj. (97)

The computation of the memory term on the right-hand side requires in principle the precomputation
and storage of all the CQ weights ω̃j, j = 0, . . . , N , the storage of all vectors vj, with j = 0, . . . , n−
1, and 2n operations per time step, implying a total complexity growing like O(N2), as N →
∞. The algorithm in [5] uses a special integral representation and quadrature to compute the CQ
weights within a prescribed precision ε and manages to reduce the complexity to O(N logN log(1

ε
)).

Moreover, if we are only interested in the solution at the final time T , the memory in the evaluation
of the right-hand side grows like O(logN log(1

ε
)), since the algorithm does not need to store the

entire history vj, for all j < n, and all the CQ weights. Instead, for a moderate value of n0, such as
n0 = 4, 5, only the first n0 + 1 CQ weights ω̃j and the last n0 + 2 values of vn−j, with 0 ≤ j ≤ n0 + 2,
are required in storage, together with O(logN log(1

ε
)) linear combinations of the history vn−j, with

j > n0+1. Although the main part of the computational cost of the method (97) lays in the assembly
of the stiffness matrix A(yn−1) at every time step, we can see from the results reported in the next
Section that the application of the algorithm in [5] is advantageous from the complexity point of
view. CPU times are globally reduced by a factor of almost two, as shown in Figure 4. Since in the
present paper we are mostly interested in the verification of our error estimates, both pointwise and
uniform in time, we compute and store the numerical solution yn for every 1 ≤ n ≤ N and do not
use an oblivious version of the algorithm.

5 Numerical examples

We will illustrate our results with some numerical examples. For illustration purposes, we take
Ω = (0, 1) as our spatial domain and focus only on the temporal features of the solved solution. The
discretization in space has been implemented as the finite element method described in the previous
section. The grid has been taken to be sufficiently fine to be able to neglect all errors of spatial
nature when compared to temporal discretization. The discretization of the fractional derivative is
done using Euler based CQ since, due to low regularity of the solution, higher-order methods do not
have any advantage over this one.

We consider two exemplary problems: one will be chosen artificially in order to have an exact
solution

D(x, t, u) = 1 + u, f(x, t, u) = π2
(
u + 2u2 − t2α

)
+ Γ(1 + α) sin(πx),

u(x, t) = tα sin(πx),
(98)

which models the typical solution’s behavior at t = 0. The second example is a more realistic model
of a porous medium with exponential diffusivity and a simple concentrated source. The diffusivity
in porous media strongly depends on the moisture content (for example, see [13]) and exponential
model is one of the typical choices

D(x, t, u) = e−u, f(x, t, u) =
1√
4πδ

e−
(x−x0)

2

4δ , u(x, 0) = 0. (99)

17



10-2 10-1

h

10-3

10-2

10-1

L
2
 in

 s
pa

ce
 e

rr
or

 a
t t

 =
 1

 = 0.1
 = 0.3
 = 0.5
 = 0.7
 = 0.9

ref. line = h

Figure 3: Error ∥u(T ) − Un∥ with nh = T = 1 for the problem (98).

α 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9

order 0.77 0.90 1.06 1.08 0.93 0.93 1.03 0.93 1.11

Table 1: Estimated order of convergence for the second example (99) for different α. The basis of
our calculation has been taken h = 2−8 for the formula (100) and T = 1.

Parameters k, x0, and δ are chosen accordingly for a particular simulation. Note that in this case,
we do not possess an exact analytic solution.

In the first example (98) we can compare the numerical solution with the exact one and compute
the error at the final time of the simulation t = T , that is, for each α we find ∥u(T ) − Un∥, where
nh = T . Note, however, that this error is limited by the spatial discretization error that can be
eliminated by choosing a sufficiently small grid spacing. The results of our calculations are presented
in Fig. 3. As we can see, numerical computations verify that the scheme is convergent even for the
nonsmooth in time case. The real order of convergence is consistent with 1 for most values of α,
which is the order of Euler discretization. This is consistent with the results of Corollary 1 apart from
the logarithmic part, which is difficult to resolve numerically and can cause certain discrepancies for
small h. However, we can conclude that numerical simulations confirm the theoretical results.

For the second example (99) the error cannot be computed directly and we will estimate the
order of convergence by the Aitken extrapolation [27]. Assume that the error can be estimated with
maxn ∥Un

h − Un
h/2∥ ≈ Chp, where as a reference solution we take the one computed on a twice finer

grid. Then, by halving the grid once more and taking the logarithm we can write

p ≈ log2

∥Un
h − Un

h/2∥
∥Un

h/2 − Un
h/4∥

, with fixed nh = tn = T. (100)

That is to say, the order is estimated based on the pointwise norm in time and the L2 norm in space,
in line with our results from previous sections. The results of our computations are gathered in Tab.
1. As we can see, the estimated order is close to 1 for all values of α, again consistent with the Euler
discretization measured pointwise in time.

The final example concerns the temporal complexity of our algorithm. We have compared the
computation times of three ways of implementing the time integration of our PDE: with and without
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Figure 4: Mean ratio of calculation times: without and with the implementation of the fast and
oblivious algorithm. The comparison with the L1 scheme is also presented.

fast and oblivious algorithm described in the previous section, and the L1 scheme. In Fig. 4 we can
see the following ratio computed for different values of α

computation time of a standard or L1 implementation

computation time of the fast and obliovious implementation
. (101)

The problem tested is our second example (99). In our calculations, we have taken h = 2−9 but also
tested other values. Also, to obtain Fig. 4 independent of various computer background processes,
we have conducted simulations 100 times and taken the mean values. The results are uniform with
respect to α (note the vertical scale) and indicate that the fast and oblivious implementation is on
average twice as fast as the standard implementation.

6 Conclusion

The Convolution Quadrature can be applied to the quasilinear subdiffusion equation yielding a con-
vergent scheme for quadratures satisfying (4). When supplied with fast and oblivious implementation,
the computation time can be reduced by at least twice, which is much desired in the time-fractional
setting.

Numerical computations opened up the problem of carefully investigating the behavior of the error
in the quasilinear case as part of future work. In particular, it would be interesting to find optimal
error estimates for nonsmooth data in which quasilinearity can produce significant difficulties. The
semilinear problem was investigated in the L1 scheme discretization in [38], and this work needs to
be carried over to the CQ methods.

19



Acknowledgement

The first author has been supported by the “Beca Leonardo for Researchers and Cultural Creators
2022” granted by the BBVA Foundation and by the “Proyecto 16 - proyecto G Plan Propio” of the
University of Malaga.

 L.P. has been supported by the National Science Centre, Poland (NCN) under the grant Sonata
Bis with a number NCN 2020/38/E/ST1/00153.

References

[1] Goro Akagi. Fractional flows driven by subdifferentials in Hilbert spaces. Israel Journal of
Mathematics, 234(2):809–862, 2019.

[2] Mariam Al-Maskari and Samir Karaa. Numerical approximation of semilinear subdiffusion equa-
tions with nonsmooth initial data. SIAM Journal on Numerical Analysis, 57(3):1524–1544, 2019.

[3] AA Alikhanov. A priori estimates for solutions of boundary value problems for fractional-order
equations. Differential equations, 46(5):660–666, 2010.

[4] Mark Allen, Luis Caffarelli, and Alexis Vasseur. A parabolic problem with a fractional time
derivative. Archive for Rational Mechanics and Analysis, 221(2):603–630, 2016.
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