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Abstract

Tempered fractional diffusion equations are a crucial class of equations widely
applied in many physical fields. In this paper, the Crank-Nicolson method
and the tempered weighted and shifts Griinwald formula are firstly applied to
discretize the tempered fractional diffusion equations. We then obtain that
the coefficient matrix of the discretized system has the structure of the sum
of the identity matrix and a diagonal matrix multiplied by a symmetric posi-
tive definite(SPD) Toeplitz matrix. Based on the properties of SPD Toeplitz
matrices, we use 7 matrix approximate it and then propose a novel approx-
imate inverse preconditioner to approximate the coefficient matrix. The 7
matrix based approximate inverse preconditioner can be efficiently computed
using the discrete sine transform(DST). In spectral analysis, the eigenvalues
of the preconditioned coefficient matrix are clustered around 1, ensuring fast
convergence of Krylov subspace methods with the new preconditioner. Fi-
nally, numerical experiments demonstrate the effectiveness of the proposed
preconditioner.
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1. Introduction

This paper discusses the numerical solution of variable coefficient tem-
pered fractional diffusion equations (Tempered-FDEs) with initial-boundary
value problems:

uled) _ (5 ( “ﬂDf’*)u(x,tHf(x,t),
( £)=0, u(bt)=0, t€0,7], (1.1)
(x,O)—uo( ), x € la,b],

where f(z,t) is the source term, d (z) > 0 is the diffusion coefficient function,
and \ is a non-negative parameter. In Equation (1.1), ,D?* and ,DJ"*
denotes the left and right Riemann-Liouville tempered fractional derivatives
of the function u(z,t) with order 8 (1 < 8 < 2), respectively defined by (see
Baeumer and Meerschaert [I]):

DM (2) =, DP2u (x) — BN 70,u (z) — Mu ()

e Dy u(x) =5 Dy u (@) + BN 0pu (x) — Mu ()
where

DBy (z) = 7 DF (A (1)) = T (Ziz 3 88; /a ) (j_susgz)_lds
and

2D (2) = €Dy (e u (2)) = ¢ (ji 8) 08; /: (z_jsz)(;‘)lds'

Tempered fractional diffusion equations (Tempered-FDEs) are a crucial
class of equations widely applied in fields such as biology, geophysics, and
finance [2]-[6]. These equations are characterized by incorporating tem-
pered fractional derivatives, modifying standard fractional diffusion equa-
tions by introducing an exponential tempering factor. This modification
allows Tempered-FDEs to better simulate processes with finite propagation
speed, accurately describing actual physical phenomena. However, analyti-
cal solutions to Tempered-FDEs and FDEs are generally difficult to obtain,
leading to extensive research on the numerical solutions of FDEs in recent
years [8]-[16].



For tempered fractional derivatives, stability of the resulting finite differ-
ence schemes can only be ensured if the spatial step size is sufficiently small
when using standard fractional derivative approximations directly [17]. A
novel shifted approximation method for tempered fractional derivatives was
proposed in [18], successfully developing an unconditionally stable numeri-
cal scheme for one-dimensional (1D) tempered fractional diffusion equations
with constant coefficients. Additionally, in [5] proposed a Crank-Nicolson
scheme for solving initial-boundary value problems of a class of variable co-
efficient tempered fractional diffusion equations, providing the discretization
method used in this paper.

Similar to fractional derivatives, tempered fractional derivatives also ex-
hibit non-locality, resulting in dense or even full discrete coefficient matrices
in the linear systems generated by discretization. Traditional direct solution
methods, such as Gaussian elimination, require computational cost of O(N?)
and storage space of O(N?), where N is the matrix size [19]. Given the sym-
metric positive definite Toeplitz structure in the coefficient matrix, matrix-
vector multiplications of the discrete coefficient matrix and the precondi-
tioner can be efficiently implemented using fast Fourier transforms [22] 23]
and discrete sine transforms [20] 21], respectively. For one-dimensional tem-
pered space fractional diffusion equations, [6] proposed a scaled diagonal and
Toeplitz approximate splitting (SDTAS) preconditioning, theoretically prov-
ing that the spectra of the resulting preconditioned matrix cluster around
1. For one-dimensional space fractional diffusion equations, [I1] introduced
an approximate inverse preconditioning matrix based on the 7 matrix using
the ideas of row-by-row inversion and interpolation, leveraging the properties
of the symmetric positive definite Toeplitz matrix in the coefficient matrix.
Results showed that preconditioned Krylov subspace methods converged at
a superlinear rate with a total complexity of O(N log N).

In this paper, we use the second-order finite difference scheme proposed
in [5] to discretize the Tempered-FDEs. Specifically, we employ the Crank-
Nicolson method for time discretization and the tempered weighted and shifts
Griinwald formula for spatial discretization [I8]. We keenly observe that
the coefficient matrix of the resulting linear system is of the form [ + DT,
where [ is the identity matrix, D is a diagonal matrix, and 7" is a symmet-
ric positive definite (SPD) Toeplitz matrix. Given the SPD property of the
coefficient matrix, we approximate it using 7 matrix and construct a novel
preconditioner using the row-by-row approximate inverse idea proposed by
Pan and NG [7]. Due to the SPD nature of the Toeplitz matrix in the coef-
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ficient matrix, the preconditioner can be efficiently computed using discrete
sine transforms [20], with each step of the preconditioned Krylov subspace
method having a computational complexity of O(N log N). This construc-
tion method was first proposed in [I1] for coefficient matrices of the form
D +T. Hence, we construct a row-by-row inverse preconditioner based on 7
matrix approximation and apply it for the first time to the coefficient matrix
form I + DT generated by Tempered-FDEs. Theoretically, we prove that
the spectra of the resulting preconditioned matrix cluster around 1, ensuring
rapid convergence of Krylov subspace methods with the new preconditioner.
Numerical experiments demonstrate the effectiveness of the proposed pre-
conditioner, outperforming other preconditioners.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we present the
discretized system from the Tempered-FDEs (1.1). In section 3, we construct
an approximate inverse preconditioner. In section 4, We conduct spectral
analysis of proposed preconditioned matrices. In section 5, numerical ex-
periments are implemented to demonstrate the performance of the proposed
preconditioner. Finally, we give a brief conclusion of the entire article in
section 6.

2. Discretization of Tempered-FDEs

Let N and M be positive integers, representing the number of spatial and
temporal partitions, respectively. We define the spatial step size h =

N+1
and the time step size At = % The spatial and temporal grids are given by
x;=thfort=0,1,..., N+ 1and t; = jAt for j =0,1,..., M.

Li and Deng [I8] showed that the tempered fractional derivatives in (1.1)
can be approximated using the tempered weighted and shifted Griinwald
formula (Tempered-WSGD):

1+1

1
aDg/\ (xza ) /\ u $7,a hﬁ ng xz—k-&-l?tj)_mpﬁu (QTZ,t])—FO (h'2)7
and
N—it2 1
sz’/\ (25, ;)= ANu (2, t5) = 7B ; g](f)u(xi—i-k—htj)_ﬁpﬂu (z,t;)+0 (h2)7



where pg = (”yleh’\ + 72 + ’yge_h’\) (1 — e_’”‘) the weights g(ﬁ) are given by
%wéﬁ)eh)‘, k=0,
g = ywy” + g, k=1, (2.1)

<7 w,g )+ 72111,(C )1 + ')/3’LU( ) ) e~ (k=DhA > 9,

with wy’ = 1, w, wy_y, for k > 1 and 71, y2, 73 satisfy the
linear system

(B) B _ (1 . 1+6) (B)

M+ Y+ =1,
{ -3 = B/2. (2:2)
Jt3

. 1
Let u] = u(z,ty) . f; 2= f <xi,tj+%) b1 = s (tj+tj41) and ugﬂ’ =

Y(ul +ul™) fori = 1,..,N,j = 0,1,..,M and 1 < 8 < 2. At the mesh

point (l‘i,tj +%>, We consider the Crank-Nicolson technique for time dis-

cretization and the tempered-WSGD approximation for the tempered frac-
tional derivatives to discretize the tempered-FDEs in (1.1). Ignoring the
truncation error, we obtain the following second-order finite difference scheme:

wt ] _di () 4 Lo LR ) Lo it
3 J J J J
: Al 9\ e ng Wikt hgpﬁ“i +h75 Z I Uiyp— 1‘@%“

i+1 N—i+4+2 1
(8) (8) j
2 (hﬁ Zg Z k+1 hB 5 Ppu] + Z Ik f+k_1 - h;ﬂ’ﬁ“?)

+ 1T,
(2.3)
We define the diagonal matrix as

D= dlag (dl, dQ, ceey dn)

and the vectors as

L1 .17 T
} fj+2 — [ J+27 Jt3 Jt3

Jo— 49 o3
u = [ul,ug,.. 5 2y

For 7 = 0,1,...,m and a given u°, The differential format (2.3) can be
rewritten in the following matrix form:

(I + DG = (I — DG)w + Atfite, (2.4)



where [ is the identity matrix, and G is a symmetric positive definite Toeplitz
matrix, defined as G = G + Gg, where GZ; represents the transpose of Gi.
G can be represented as

ggﬂ) géﬁ) o .. 0 0
o a7 a0 .0
o= 2t .
oW © )
ngl . T °. gO
o' g e e g g

Hence, the coefficient matrix A of Tempered-FDEs (2.3) is the sum of
the identity matrix plus the diagonal matrix multiplied by a SPD Toeplitz
matrix, which we denote as

A=1+DG (2.5)

By the following lemma 2.1, it is proven that the finite difference scheme
(2.3) is unconditionally stable and second-order accurate in both space and
time.

Lemma 2.1 Let S be the solution set of the linear system (2.2), if 1 < f < 2
A >0, (71,72,73) € S,and

2(82+35—4) B2+38 3(52—1—3,3—2).
Z.max{ 5713512 ’,82+3/3+4}< <m=0r

_ 2 _ 2 _
, B9 (s +3ﬂ+2)+24<72<min{(ﬂ 2) (B2 +3B8+4)+16 (8 6)(,6’2+3B+2)+48};0T

2(B2+38+2) 2(B2+38+4) ’ 2(B2+38+2)
9. max 2-8)(B2+B-8) (1-p)(B2+28) < <(2—5)(52+2B—3)
' B43g+2 O 2(8+38+4) [ T 2(82+38+2)

we have

9§B)<0, g§6)+géﬁ)>0, g;(f)>0, Vk > 3, Zg;(f)zpBZO.
k=0

3. Approximate Inverse Preconditioner Based on 7 Matrix

From the previous section, we know that at each time step, we need to
solve a large linear system of equations (2.4), where the coefficient matrix is
defined as in Equation (2.5). Since the coefficient matrix A is asymmetric, we
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can use Krylov subspace methods for solving, such as GMRES. To improve
the performance and stability of Krylov subspace methods, preconditioning
of the linear system is necessary. Pan and Ng[7] proposed an approximate
inverse preconditioner, and this preconditioning method has been widely used
[T, 26, 27, 28, 29].

Based on the fact e] A = e} K; and approximation e] A~! ~ ] K; !, where
e; represents the ¢-th column of the identity matrix, K; = I + d;G,1 =
1,2,..., N. we obtain the approximate inverse preconditioner P;:

N
Pt = Z eiel-TKjl,
i=1
Since K; is a Toeplitz matrix, one method is to approximate it with a
circulant matrix, yielding a circulant matrix based preconditioner:

N
—1 E T ~—1
=1

However, we note that G is an SPD Toeplitz matrix, we can use the 7
matrix to approximate G[20, 30]. For convenience, the first column of the

2hP
According to [30], we can compute the 7 matrix approximation using Hankel
correction:

T
G matrix can be expressed as — 25 [2 (g@ - pa> ,9(()’8) + géﬁ), géﬁ)’ - g](\’?)] .

7(G) =G~ HC(G), (3.1)

where HC (G) is a symmetric Hankel matrix, and its anti-diagonal elements
can be computed from the corresponding elements in the following first col-
umn and last column:

At B J&j B T At 3 8 7
“g (75070 00) 0 =55 (0,000 0 0”) (32

It is well-known that 7 (G) defined in (3.1) can be diagonalized by the
discrete sine transform[20)]:

2 . Ty
N+1 ~N+1

7(G) = SAS, S:( ) i,j=1,2,.,N, (3.3)



where A = diag (A1, A, ..., Ay), S is the discrete sine transform matrix.

Clearly, G; = I +d;7 (G) remains a 7 matrix. Hence, using the 7 matrix
G to approximate the SPD Toeplitz matrix K, we obtain the 7 matrix-based
approximate preconditioner:

N
Pyt = ZeieiTGi_l. (3.4)

i=1
Using the preconditioner P; ', we need to compute O (N) discrete Sine
transforms for each iteration, which is still computationally intensive. Pan
and Ng [7] propose using interpolation methods can significantly reduce the

computational complexity.

Define {z;}Y, as the set of all discrete points in the interval [a, b], and

the function ¢ () = m, where Ay € sp(7(G)) = { A1, Ag, .., Aw bk =
1,2,...,N. Selects I (I < N) interpolation points {(Z;, g (Z;)) },— in (2, g (2:)) }L,

and then uses piecewise linear interpolation to obtain the interpolation func-
tion:

pr(r) = @1 () @ (T1) + P2 () qr (T2) + - -+ + ¢ (@) qr (T)
!
= ¢ () qi (25)
s=1
We use formula (3.3) to diagonalize G; as G; = SA;S,j = 1,2,..., N,
where S is the discrete sine transform matrix, and A; is the diagonal matrix

composed of the eigenvalues of G;. Then, applying interpolation (3.5) to
approximate G;l, we have:

G'~S <Z s (2;) A;l) S, (3.6)

Replacing G; ' in (3.4) with approximation values (3.6), we obtain the
following preconditioner:

(3.5)



N l
P371 = Z eieZS (Z Qbs (.’171> Asl> S
i=1 1

sS=

¥ (z o, m) ('S 57

l
= ®,5A'S,
s=1

where @, = diag (¢, (1) , ps (T2) , ..., 0s (xn)), A7t = diag (q1 (Zs) , g2 (Ts) 5 -, g (Ts)),
s = 1,2,...,1 are diagonal matrices. Finally, for a suitable number of in-

terpolation points [, the computation of the preconditioner (3.7) requires
O (IN log N) operations, which is acceptable.

4. Spectral analysis

In this section, we discuss the spectral properties of the preconditioned
matrix P; 'A. We first present some off-diagonal decay property reasoning.
Definition 4.1 ([31]) Let A = (ai;)ijer be a matriz, where I = Z,N or
{1,2,..., N}, then we say A belongs to the class Ly, if

ai| < =
Qijl > 7777 s
SR
for s > 1, and some constant ¢ > 0.

Lemma 4.1 ([3, [25]) Let g,(f) be as defined in Section 2 with 1 < § < 2.
Then it holds:

B+1
glsrﬁ):(l_ kf )g](cﬁf)17k::172v"'a
géﬁ)zl,g§ﬁ):—ﬁ<0,1>g§ﬁ)>g§5)>--->0and

Zg,iﬁ):O,Zg,(g'B)<O,1§m<oo.
k=0 k=0

Lemma 4.2 ([19/) Suppose g,gﬁ) is defined by Section 2 with 1 < < 2.
Then

g = 1
£ D(=B)kAH

where I'(x) is the Gamma function.

(1+0(;),



Lemma 4.3 ([31]) Let G, A, K; and T3 be as defined in Sections 2 and 3,
then G™1 A7 K and G5t € Lo, e,

Co
(1+ |m — n|)s+1"
where ¢y is a positive constant and L = (Lyn)mmner with I = {1,2,... N}
can be G, A, K;,Gg, G~ AL K1 and Ggl.

Lemma 4.4 Let 5 € (1,2) and L € Lz41. Then 3 a constant w s.t. || L] <
w.

| Linn| <

Proof. By making use of

i": 1 _ /°° L 1
= €T = -7,
ot RO = ) 2P BqP
we have .
1 < 1
LB+l — B
k=q+1
Hence,
L y = G0 2+ B)eo
IZlloe < max > ILil < max (1Zaal + 3 |Logl) = max (co +2 3 1557) < 35—
j=1 Ve k=2
then letting w = %, we obtain the result. O

Next, we discuss the spectral properties of Py 'A by analyzing the ap-
proximation P; ' — A~1. Since

P?’fl . A*l — P371 o szl _’_PQfl . Plfl +Pf1 . A*l’
we will separately discuss the approximations Pg_1 — Pyt Pyt — Pt and
First, we analyze the property of P;'' — A. We present Lemma 4.5 with
detailed proofs available in [7]

Lemma 4.5 for a given ¢ > 0, there exists a constant ¢c; and an integer
Ny such that for 1 > Ny we have

||P1_1 — A_1||Oo < ¢ 121;?](\[ Az, 1) +e.

where

Afwy,l) = max [|o —ai| = (1= 1)h,

10



Furthermore, we discuss the property of Py, ' — P!, By the definition of
P, and P, in section 3, we have

N
PQ’1 — Pfl = Z eieiT (G;1 — K{l)
=1
N
=1

diesel K71 (G —7(G) Gt

(2

M-

=1

We first prove through Lemma 4.6 that G is bounded.

Lemma 4.6 Let G; be defined in section 3. Then we have |G; | < 77t

Proof. The proof method can refer to Lemma 4.7 in [7], here n = 1.

As is shown in [20] that G — 7(G) can be split as F; + F; with E; being in
accordance with G —7(G) in the upper left and lower right (N —1) x (N —1)
sub-matrices and vanishing in the other entries, and rank(E;) < 2(N —1).
Further, if we let € > 0 be fixed, then we have ||Fi]|2 < €.

Because K; ! has the off-diagonal decay property, then K, * can be rewrit-
ten as IN(, + f(i, where

0 . * * 0

here '*’ denotes the nonzero entries.
Considering

KNG - 7(G))G5

7 (2

"= K7 Y (B + )G !
= K 'E\G + KRG
= (K7'Ey + K, F)G ' + R G
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we derive

|67 B+ KF)G o < (1K - 1Bl + 1Ko - [Brl1) - 167
£

<
< e(IK7 oo + 1F1lle) - 1G77 loo

and

N
1) " eiel (K7 By + KiF)G |l = max [[ef (K7 By + K F)G
=1

1<i<N
= max |(K;7'Ey + KiF)G
1<i<N
< e e max (1K oo+ [1Faloe) - G oo

Since || K; !||o and ||F}||o are limited due to the off-diagonal decay charac-
teristics of K, ! and G, it follows that ||G;"|ls is also bounded. In other
words, there is a constant ¢y > 0 such that

N
ZQ’T(K;IEI + KZFl)GZ_l

=1

< cy-e.

1

Next, we focus on the matrix product KiFlG; ! Suppose the dimension
of the blocks K; matches the dimension of the block Fj. Otherwise, the
smaller one can be extended. By examining the structure of K; and Iy, we
can compute the following results:

o o0 ... ... 0 + + + + 4+

o o0 ... ... 0 + + 4+ + 4+

O 0 ... ... 00 o o0 ... ... 00
KRG =] o L,Git = S

O 0 ... ... 00 0 O 0 O

+ 0 ... ... 00 + + + 4+

+ 0 ... ... 00 + + + 4+

where ‘+’ denotes nonnegative entries. Therefore, we have

N
rank <Z eiT[A(Z-Fle) < 4g,

i=1
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where < is the dimension of the blocks in K;F 1G5t Consequently,

N N N
Yol (K=K =) ¢ (KflEl + f(,ﬂ) G ) el BRGT,
=1

=1 =1

is a sum of a small norm matrix and a low rank matrix. To summarize, we
obtain the following results.

Theorem 4.1 Let P, and Py be defined in Section 4. The approrimation
Pyt to P satisfies
Pyl — Pl =By + By,

where Ey and Fy are matrices of small norm and low rank, respectively, i.e.,
| Es|| < co - € and rank(F3) < 4.

We now consider the approximation of the preconditioner P, and the
coefficient matrix A.

Theorem 4.2 Let Py, P,, and A be defined as previously stated. Then there
exists Ny such that for N > N,, we have

P271 — A= EP2 +FP2>
where Ep, and Fp, are of small norm and of low rank, respectively.

Proof. Due to Lemma 4.5, we know

S N RTR , _ _ '
|1Py " — A7 | < max, Az, N1)+e=c1(Ny —1)h+e¢

Let Ny be an integer such that (N; — 1)k < g, then
Pyl oAl =pt o prlyprt oA
=B, +FR+Pt A
=B+ (P - AY+ R
£ Ep, + Fp,,
where Ep, = By + (P! — A7Y) and Fp, = Fy. As
1R, lloe = | Bolloc + 1P = A7 loo < (1 +e2+1) -,

then the conclusion follows. [J
Finally, we discuss the properties of P; ' — Py '. We present the following
conclusion, with detailed proof provided in [11], [7].

13



Theorem 4.3 Suppose w is sufficiently small and | < N. Denote by w =
maxi <<y maxi<j<ni|px,(di) — qx,(di)|}. Then for any given € >0, AN3 >0
(independent of N ) such that

P3_1_P2_1:E3+F3,

where B3 and Fy satisfy || Esllee < @(2N35 4+ 1) 4+ € and F3 is of a low rank
matriz, respectively.

By combining the above theorems, we arrive at the following conclusion.

Theorem 4.4 LetPsand A be defined previously, then 3 an integer N3, such
that for N > Nj it holds

Pyt — AT = Ep, + Fp,,
where Ep, and F'p, are of small norm and of low rank, respectively.

In the following section, we provide numerical experiments to illustrate
the effectiveness of the proposed preconditioner.

5. Numerical experiments

In this section, we conduct numerical experiments on the studied Tempered-
FDEs (1.1) to verify the efficiency of the proposed preconditioning matrices
P; ' (3.7) denoted as Py, (I) , where [ represents the number of interpola-
tion points. For comparison, we also use the Strang circulant approximate
inverse matrix, the diagonal Toeplitz splitting preconditioning matrix, and
the skew-diagonal Toeplitz splitting preconditioning matrix based on 7 ma-
trices. These three preconditioning matrices are denoted as Pgy; (1), Ppeg
and Ps_zl)T As, > tespectively. All experiments are performed via Matlab (ver-
sion R2022b) on a personal computer with a 4.00GHz AMD Ryzen 9 7940H
CPU, 16.00 GB of memory, and the Windows 11 operating system.

In all experiments, we searched for the optimal number of interpolation
points [ in the proposed preconditioning matrices Py, (I). Therefore, for
two experiments, we choose the optimal number of interpolation points [ to
be 8 and 12, respectively. We specify the same grid density in both space and
time N = At = h, and for a certain initial point (9, we define the relative
error of the k-th iteration as follows:

b — Au®],

RES =
16— Aul®]l;

14



Let the initial point be a zero vector, the relative error tolerance be RES <
1077, and the maximum number of iterations be 1000. We solve the problem
using GMRES with the above preconditioners.

For the following variable-coefficient tempered fractional diffusion equa-
tions (Tempered-FDEs):

288 — d(x) (D2 -+, DY) ule,t) + f (1)
w(0,t) = 0,u(1,t) = 0,t € [0,1], (5.1)
u(z,0) =0,z € [0, 1].

The exact solution of the equation (5.1) is u (z,t) ~ te ™23 (1 — z)*. The
source term is given as follows:

f(x,t)=e a3 (1 - ) —td () { —Az Zm 0 (( nm ( 3 > %x3+mﬁ)

m
o 30 3d T(4+m+j i+3+m—_
e ER ([0 )i - ))
+2td (x e g3 (1 — )

In this example, we conduct numerical experiments using the following
two coefficients d (z) of different complexity:

65:1:
d (x) B 1+2x
and dy () = e +0.2
2T (1 —2)

The coefficient d; (z) and ds (z) is continuous over [0, 1] but dy (x) has
a singularity at point * = 0 and x = 1. Below, we present the numerical
experiments for different coefficients of the equation.

In the first experiment, We choose the coefficients d; (x) = fi , A= 1.5,
£ = 1.2 and the remaining parameters s, 3 are computed from the linear
system (2.2). To illustrate the effectiveness of our proposed preconditioning
matrices, we compared Pri; (1), Poa; (1), Pptg and Pgppag . The parame-
ters for the first two preconditioning matrices are [ = 8, and the parameters
for the latter two are § = 0.10.

we plot the two-dimensional images of the analytical solution and the
numerical solution obtained using the preconditioners, as shown in Fig. 5.1:

15



Exact solution Numerical solution

0.2 0.2
0 o 0 o0

Fig. 5.1. Comparison of the exact solutions and Py 4, (10) numerical
solutions(d = dy (z), A =1.5, 8 =1.2, v = 0.75)

We use GMRES with P;4; (1), Poa; (1), Ppég and Pgpyr g precondition-
ers as well as GMRES without preconditioning to test. The results of the
computations at discretization levels N = 108,107, 10,10, 10'2? are shown
in Table 1. Here, "I'T” denotes the average number of iterations per step, and
”CPU” denotes the total computation time (s) of the algorithm. To facilitate
the comparison of the performance of different preconditioning matrices, we
visualized the results from Table 1, as shown in Fig. 5.2. From Table 1 and
Fig. 5.2, we can see that the performance of P, (1) is significantly better
than that of P53, (1), Ppag and Py As,- LThe number of iterations for each
preconditioning method remains relatively stable as the discretization level
increases, but the number of iterations for Py, (1) is notably lower than that
for the other three. Similarly, in terms of computation time, the computa-
tion time for Py, (1) is much lower than that for the other three, and the
growth in computation time for Py 1, (1) is slower as the discretization level
increases.

To further illustrate the effectiveness of the proposed preconditioning ma-
trices, we plot the eigenvalue distributions of the preconditioned coefficient
matrices Pr i, (1), Poay (1), Ppés, Pspras, and the original coefficient matrix
A when N = 108, as shown in Fig. 5.3. It can be observed that the eigenvalue
distribution of the coefficient matrix A without preconditioning is highly
dispersed, while the eigenvalue distributions of the preconditioned matrices
APy}, (1) are concentrated around 1. Notably, the eigenvalue distribution of
APy}, (1) is more concentrated than those of the other preconditioners.

In the second experiment, we chose the coefficient d = dy (x), which has a
singularity at point z = 0 and x = 1, and keep other parameters unchanged.
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Table 1 Numerical results of Py1; (1), Poi; (1), Ppiss Ps}l,TAST and I(d = d; (z),
A=158=12, 7 =0.75)

N
Method Index 98 99 910 911 912
) 8 8 8 8 8

p-ly IT  6.02 501 500 500 4.00
CPU 0.19 046 1.49 587 24.03
l 8 8 8 8 8
Pz, () IT 803 701 601 600  6.00
CPU 025 079 249 999  37.84
3 01 01 01 01 0.1
Prle IT 1606 16.03 16.02 16.01  17.00
CPU 038 131 453 17.33 65.74
3 01 01 01 01 0.1
Psiras. 1T 1104 1202 1401 1501  16.00
CPU 020 052 191 732  36.86
IT  87.34 108.21 123.12 134.07 140.03
CPU  0.82 3.66 1433 70.64 555.72

w
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o
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—%— Pri; (1)
25 —6— Py (1)
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~
o

@
o

153
=}

Number of iterations
_ =
Running time of CPU
w £y
o o

|

0€ = -

L L L L
28 29 210 211 212 28 29 210 211 212

Discretization level
Fig. 5.2. Comparison of average iterations and computation time for Pfj (D),

Pi; (D), Pols, P;,;TAST (d=dy(z), \=15, =12, v =0.75)

Discretization level
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-03 1 03 03
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Fig. 5.3. The eigenvalue distributions of the preconditioned matrices APq?j (D),
AP; Y, (1), APpls, APS_[1)TAST and the original matrix A(d = d; (z), A = 1.5,
B8 =12 v =0.75)

Similarly, to illustrate the effectiveness of our proposed preconditioning ma-
trices, we compared Pry; (1), Poy; (1), Pptg and Pgppag - The parameters
for the first two preconditioning matrices were [ = 12 and the parameters for
the latter two were = 0.15.

We plot the two-dimensional images of the excat solution and the numer-
ical solution Pj; (I) obtained using the preconditioners, as shown in Fig.
5.4. We use GMRES with P;4; (1), Poy; (1), Ppég and Pyppag precondi-
tioners as well as GMRES without preconditioning to test. The results of the
computations at discretization levels N = 10%,10%, 10, 10!, 10'? are shown
in Table 2 and visualized in Fig. 5.5. In terms of the number of iterations,
all preconditioning methods show relatively stable iteration numbers as the
discretization level increases, but the number of iterations for Py}, (1) is no-
tably lower than that for the other three. In terms of computation time,
the computation time for Py, (1) is slightly higher than that for Pgp; g
at discretization level N = 10%,10%,10'°, but the difference is not signifi-
cant. As the discretization level increases, the computation time for Py, (1)
grows more slowly and is significantly lower than that for the other three
preconditioners.

We also plot the eigenvalue distributions of the preconditioned coefficient

18



0.2
0 o 0 0

0.2

Fig. 5.4. Comparison of the exact solutions and P; ; (1) numerical
solutions(d = dy (z), A = 1.5, 8 = 1.2, vy = 0.75)

Table 2 Numerical results of Pya; (1), Poi; (1), Ppiss PSTLIJTAST and I(d = ds (),
A=15,8=12 v = 0.75)

N
Method Index 28 99 910 911 912
[ 12 12 12 12 12

Pyl () IT 12,05 12,02 11.01 11.01 12.00
CPU 0.35 090 3.11 10.89 60.30
l 12 12 12 12 12
Py () IT 15.06 1503 16.02 17.01  17.00
CPU 049 160 542  21.00 78.15
B 015 015 015 015  0.15
Prls IT 16.06  18.04 21.02 25.01  29.01
CPU 048 152 614 3283 139.03
B 015 015 015 015  0.15
Pipras, 1T 15.06  18.04 21.02 24.01  28.01
CPU 024 065 284 2200 8156
IT 12549 174.34 23323 300.15  ~
CPU 146 741 4645 22574  ~
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Fig. 5.6. The eigenvalue distributions of the preconditioned matrices APy,
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B=1.2,v =0.75)
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matrices Pr; (1), Py (1), Pptss Pspras, and A when N = 108, as shown
in Fig. 5.6. It can be observed that the eigenvalue distribution of the coeffi-
cient matrix without preconditioning is highly dispersed, while the eigenvalue
distributions of the preconditioned matrices are concentrated around 1. No-
tably, the eigenvalue distribution of Py, () is more concentrated than those
of the other preconditioners.

6. Concluding remarks

In this paper, the Crank-Nicolson method and the tempered weighted and
shifts Griinwald formula are applied to discretize the tempered fractional dif-
fusion equations. We then get the coefficient matrix of the discretized system
having the structure of I+ DT, where [ is the identity matrix, D is a diagonal
matrix, and 7" is a symmetric positive definite (SPD) Toeplitz matrix. Given
the SPD property of the coefficient matrix, we approximate it using 7 ma-
trix and construct a novel preconditioner using the row-by-row approximate
inverse idea proposed by Pan and NG [7]. The 7 matrix based approxi-
mate inverse preconditioner can be efficiently computed using the discrete
sine transform(DST). In spectral analysis, the eigenvalues of the precondi-
tioned coefficient matrix are clustered around 1, ensuring fast convergence of
Krylov subspace methods with the new preconditioner. Finally, numerical
experiments demonstrate the effectiveness of the proposed preconditioner.
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