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Abstract

A highly efficient energy-preserving scheme for univariate conservative or dissipative systems
was recently proposed in [Comput. Methods Appl. Mech. Engrg. 425 (2024) 116938]. This scheme
is based on a grid-point partitioned averaged vector field (AVF) method, allowing for pointwise
decoupling and easy implementation of CPU parallel computing. In this article, we further extend
this idea to multivariable coupled systems and propose a dual-partition AVF method that employs
a dual partitioning strategy based on both variables and grid points. The resulting scheme is
decoupled, energy-preserving, and exhibits greater flexibility. For the Klein-Gordon-Schrödinger
equations, we apply the dual-partition AVF method and construct fully explicit energy-preserving
schemes with pointwise decoupling, where the computational complexity per time step is O(Nd),
with d representing the problem dimension and N representing the number of grid points in each
direction. These schemes not only enable CPU parallelism but also support parallel computing
on GPUs by adopting an update strategy based on a checkerboard grid pattern, significantly im-
proving the efficiency of solving high-dimensional problems. Numerical experiments confirm the
conservation properties and high efficiency of the proposed schemes.

Keywords: Explicit energy-preserving algorithm; Discrete gradient method; Averaged vector field
method; Parallel implementation; Klein-Gordon-Schrödinger equations

1. Introduction

In this paper, we numerically investigate the dynamics governed by the following nonlinear
Klein-Gordon-Schrödinger (KGS) equations:

i∂tψ +
κ1
2
∆ψ + γuψ = 0, in Ω× (0, T ],

∂ttu− κ2∆u+ µ2u− γ|ψ|2 = 0, in Ω× (0, T ],

ψ(x, 0) = ψ0(x), u(x, 0) = u0(x), ∂tu(x, 0) = v0(x), in Ω,

(1.1)

subject to periodic boundary conditions. Here, Ω ⊂ Rd is a bounded domain, i denotes the imag-
inary unit (i2 = −1), and κ1, κ2, µ, γ are real constants representing various physical parameters
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of the system. The KGS equations (1.1) describe the dynamics of interactions between a complex-
valued scalar nucleon field ψ and a real-valued scalar meson field u via a Yukawa-type coupling,
playing a significant role in quantum field theory. The existence, uniqueness, and stability properties
of the KGS equations have been extensively studied in the literature. We ref to Refs. [9–12, 20, 21]
and the references therein for comprehensive theoretical analysis of the KGS equations (1.1).

Soliton solutions of the KGS equations are crucial for modeling localized wave packets that
represent particles and quantum fields [23, 32]. The stability of these solitons is intrinsically tied
to the conservation of total energy, expressed as:

dE(ψ, u)
dt

= 0, where E(ψ, u) =
∫
Ω

[
1

2

(
κ1|∇ψ|2 + κ2|∇u|2 + |ut|2 + µ2u2

)
− γ|ψ|2u

]
dx. (1.2)

Accordingly, the development of energy-preserving numerical algorithms is essential for accurately
capturing the dynamics of these solitons in computational simulations. Numerical evidences demon-
strate that such energy-preserving algorithms exhibit superior performance in long-term simulations
and are effective in eliminating spurious discrete solutions [30, 36, 41]. A significant amount of foun-
dational work has been devoted to constructing energy-preserving algorithms, among which the
discrete gradient method [17, 25, 34] is the most widely used. This method includes the well-known
average vector field (AVF) method [5, 27, 35] and the discrete variational derivative (DVD) method
[13, 14] for partial differential equations. Additionally, methods such as the Hamiltonian bound-
ary value method (HBVM) [1, 2], the energy-preserving collocation method [22], the time finite
element method [39], and the quadratic auxiliary variable (QAV) method [15, 40] have been pro-
posed to construct high-order energy-preserving schemes. Some of these existing energy-preserving
algorithms have already been successfully applied to the KGS equations [8, 18, 42, 47], resulting
in a series of stable schemes that conserve the original energy. However, most of these schemes are
implicit, which can be computationally expensive for high-dimensional problems.

To improve the computational efficiency of energy-preserving algorithms, several linearly im-
plicit construction methods have been introduced. These methods include the multi-step DVD
approach for polynomial energies [7, 33]; the invariant energy quadratization (IEQ) [45, 50] and
scalar auxiliary variable (SAV) [37, 38] methods, both based on energy quadratization frame-
works; and several approaches involving the solution of nonlinear algebraic systems, such as the
Lagrange multiplier method [6], the supplementary variable method (SVM) [16, 24], and the relax-
ation method [26]. Several of these linearly implicit methods have also been applied to the KGS
equations [28, 31, 44, 49], demonstrating greater efficiency compared to fully implicit schemes. In
addition to the general linearly implicit schemes mentioned above, there are also specific linearly
implicit schemes tailored for the KGS equations. For instance, in Refs. [29, 48], the authors
developed a decoupled linearly implicit scheme for the KGS equations by applying the implicit
midpoint method to the Schrödinger part and the leapfrog method to the Klein-Gordon part, with
computations performed sequentially. As an improvement, in Refs. [43, 46], a fully decoupled
linearly implicit scheme was constructed by using the leapfrog method for both parts, allowing for
concurrent computation.

Linearly implicit schemes require solving a system of linear equations at each time step, which
can be further categorized into two types based on whether the coefficient matrix is constant. The
first type, including methods like the DVD and IEQ, as well as the specific decoupled schemes
for the KGS equations [29, 43, 46, 48], involves variable-coefficient systems that still require iter-
ative algorithms. The second type, represented by the SAV method, involves constant-coefficient
systems, allowing for efficient algorithms like the fast Fourier transform (FFT) with a computa-
tional complexity of O(Nd logN), with d representing the problem dimension and N representing
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the number of grid points in each direction. In this paper, we propose a more efficient energy-
preserving method for the KGS equations with a computational complexity only of O(Nd). The
essence of this method is a synthesis of our previous work: a variable-based partitioned AVF method
for multivariable coupled Hamiltonian systems [3], and a grid-point-based partitioned AVF method
for univariate conservative or dissipative systems [4]. We therefore refer to this method as the dual-
partition AVF method. Compared to the approaches presented in Refs. [3] and [4], the proposed
dual-partition AVF method not only retains their decoupling and conservative properties but also
offers greater flexibility in the partitioning strategy. For the KGS equations, the resulting schemes
allow for explicit calculations without the need to solve linear systems. Furthermore, by employing
appropriate partitioning strategies, these schemes facilitate parallel computation on both CPUs
and GPUs, significantly improving the computational efficiency of energy conservation algorithms
for simulating high-dimensional problems.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we present a semi-discrete
energy-preserving scheme for the KGS equations based on the spatial central difference method. In
Section 3, we propose a novel dual-partition AVF method that employs a dual partitioning strat-
egy both by variables and grid points for general multivariable coupled Hamiltonian systems. This
method is then applied to the KGS equations to obtain fully discrete energy-preserving schemes.
Section 4 provides a detailed discussion on the explicit implementation of the proposed scheme, in-
cluding specific partitioning strategies that enable parallel computation on both CPUs and GPUs.
In Section 5, we present extensive numerical experiments to verify the accuracy, conservation prop-
erties, and efficiency of our method. Finally, Section 6 offers some concluding remarks.

2. Energy-preserving spatial discretization

In this section, we introduce an energy-preserving spatial discretization for the KGS equations
(1.1). To facilitate the application of our proposed AVF-type methods, we first reformulate the KGS
equations into an equivalent first-order real-valued system. We then employ a spatial central dif-
ference discretization to construct a semi-discrete energy-preserving scheme, which is subsequently
rewritten in the form of a standard Hamiltonian system. For simplicity and without loss of gen-
erality, we focus on the two-dimensional square domain Ω = (a, b)2, with the one-dimensional and
three-dimensional cases following in a similar manner.

Let p = Reψ, q = Imψ and v = ∂tu, where Reψ, Imψ represent real part and imaginary part of
a complex-valued function ψ, respectively. Then, (1.1) can be recast equivalently as follows:

∂tp = −κ1
2
∆q − γuq,

∂tq =
κ1
2
∆p+ γup,

∂tu = v,

∂tv = κ2∆u− µ2u+ γ(p2 + q2).

(2.1)

Taking the inner product on both sides of each equation in (2.1) with ∂tq, ∂tp, ∂tv, ∂tu respectively,
and combining the resulting identities, it is readily to confirm that (2.1) preserves energy in the
sense that

dE(p, q, u, v)
dt

= 0,

E(p, q, u, v) =
∫
Ω

[
1

2

(
κ1|∇p|2 + κ1|∇q|2 + κ2|∇u|2 + |v|2 + µ2u2

)
− γ(p2 + q2)u

]
dx.
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To present the discretization, we introduce some preliminary notations related to the finite
difference method. Let N be a positive integer, and partition the spatial domain uniformly with
a step size h = (b − a)/N . We define the grid points under periodic boundary condition as
Ωh = {(xj , yk)|xj = a + (j − 1)h, yk = a + (k − 1)h, 1 ≤ j, k ≤ N}, and the set of periodic grid
functions as Vh = {U |Uj,k = Uj+lN,k+mN , l,m ∈ Z, 1 ≤ j, k ≤ N}. The discrete inner product
and norm on Vh are

(U, V )h = h2
N∑
j=1

N∑
k=1

Uj,kV j,k, ∥U∥h =
√

(U,U)h.

Given U ∈ Vh, the discrete Laplace operator ∆h : Vh → Vh with respect to the central difference
method and the discrete gradient operator ∇h : Vh → Vh × Vh are defined by

∆hUj,k =
Uj+1,k + Uj−1,k + Uj,k+1 + Uj,k−1 − 4Uj,k

h2
, ∇hUj,k =

(
Uj+1,k − Uj,k

h
,
Uj,k+1 − Uj,k

h

)⊤
.

Due to the periodic boundary condition, it is readily to confirm the following summation by parts
formula

−(∆hU, V )h = (∇hU,∇hV )h = −(U,∆hV )h.

The semi-discrete system of the KGS equations (1.1) is to find P,Q,U, V ∈ Vh, such that

Ṗ = −κ1
2
∆hQ− γUQ,

Q̇ =
κ1
2
∆hP + γUP,

U̇ = V,

V̇ = κ2∆hU − µ2U + γ
(
Q2 + P 2

)
.

(2.2)

Set p = (p1, p2, · · · , pM )⊤ and pi = Pj,k for 1 ≤ i ≤ M = N2 with i = (j − 1)N + k, 1 ≤ j ≤
N, 1 ≤ k ≤ N . Define z = (p, q,u,v)⊤. Then we can reformulate (2.2) into a compact Hamiltonian
system:

ż = S∇Eh(z). (2.3)

Here, Eh (z) denotes the semi-discrete energy defined by

Eh (z) =
1

2

(
−κ1p⊤Dp− κ1q

⊤Dq − κ2u
⊤Du+ v⊤v + µ2u⊤u

)
− γ(p2 + q2)⊤u,

where D = IN ⊗ D2 + D2 ⊗ IN with D2 being the second-order differential matrix and IN being
the identity matrix of dimension N ×N . S is a skew-symmetric matrix as follows:

S =


O 1

2IM O O
−1

2IM O O O
O O O IM
O O −IM O

 .

Thanks to (2.3), the conservative property of the semi-discrete scheme can be easily derived.
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Theorem 2.1. The semi-discrete scheme (2.2) preserves the energy conservation law

d

dt
Eh(z) = 0.

Proof. Taking the inner product on both sides of (2.3) with∇Eh(z) and utilizing the skew-symmetry
of S, we have

d

dt
Eh(z) = ∇Eh(z)⊤ż = ∇Eh(z)⊤S∇Eh(z) = 0.

The proof is thus completed.

3. Dual-partition AVF method for the KGS equations

In this section, we present fully discrete energy conservative schemes for the KGS equations.
First, we provide a detailed description of the novel dual-partition AVF method that employs a dual
partitioning strategy based on both variables and grid points, and we prove its energy conservation
property. Subsequently, we apply this method to the KGS equations and discuss the impact of
different partitioning strategies on the resulting schemes.

3.1. Dual-partition AVF methods

We begin with a brief overview of the AVF-type methods, including the original AVF method,
the variable-based partitioned AVF method, and the grid-point-based partitioned AVF method.
Following this, we introduce the dual-partition AVF method and demonstrate its energy conserva-
tion property.

Consider the following multivariate Hamiltonian system

Ẏ = J∇H(Y ), (3.1)

where Y = (y1,y2, · · · ,ym)⊤, yl ∈ RM for l = 1, 2, · · · ,m. J is a constant skew-symmetric matrix.
The original AVF method for the system (3.1) yields

Ŷ − Y

τ
= J∇avf

H(Ŷ ,Y ) := J

∫ 1

0
∇H

(
Y θ

)
dθ, (3.2)

where Y θ = θŶ + (1 − θ)Y , τ is the time step size, ∇avf
H(Ŷ ,Y ) represents a discrete gradient,

and for the AVF method the mean-value discrete gradient is applied. One can easily verify that

H(Ŷ )−H(Y ) =

∫ 1

0

d

dθ
H
(
Y θ

)
dθ =

∫ 1

0
∇H

(
Y θ

)
dθ · (Ŷ − Y ).

Substituting (3.2) and using the skew-symmetric property of J , we have H(Ŷ ) = H(Y ), that is,
the AVF method conserves the Hamiltonian or energy.

Note that the discrete gradient of the AVF method with respect to the l-th variable is defined
as [

∇avf
H(Ŷ ,Y )

]
l
=

∫ 1

0
∇yl

H
(
yθ1,y

θ
2, · · · ,yθm

)
dθ, (3.3)
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which involves all the unknown variables ŷl for l = 1, 2, . . . ,m. Consequently, the schemes resulting
from the AVF method are typically fully implicit, which may lead to high computational costs.

To enhance computational efficiency, we introduced the variable-based partitioned AVF (VP-
AVF) method [3, 19], where the corresponding discrete gradient is given by[

∇var
H(Ŷ ,Y )

]
l̃
=

∫ 1

0
∇y

l̃
H
(
ŷ1̃, · · · , ŷl̃−1

,yθ
l̃
,y

l̃+1
, · · · ,ym̃

)
dθ,

where (1̃, 2̃, . . . , m̃) is a permutation of (1, 2, . . . ,m). Unlike the AVF discrete gradient (3.3), which
is obtained by averaging ∇yl

H along the segment connecting Y and Ŷ , the discrete gradient of the
VP-AVF method averages along a piecewise linear path, with each segment being parallel to one
of the variables. The piecewise linear path is uniquely determined by the ordering (1̃, 2̃, . . . , m̃), so
each ordering corresponds to a VP-AVF scheme. By appropriately ordering the updates of variables,
we can construct a variable-wise decoupled VP-AVF scheme for multivariate Hamiltonian systems
(3.1). However, when the systems involve only a single variable, the VP-AVF method is ineffective.

Remark 3.1. Here, the perturbed energy should be denoted as H̃(y1̃, · · · ,yl̃−1
,y

l̃
,y

l̃+1
, · · · ,ym̃).

However, in the absence of ambiguity and for the sake of notational convenience, we continue to
use the notation H to represent the energy after the permutation of variables.

To address this limitation, we proposed the grid-point-based AVF (GP-AVF) method for uni-
variate conservative or dissipative systems [4], where the discrete gradient with respect to the i-th
grid point is defined as[

∇grd
H(ŷ1,y1)

]̃
i
=

∫ 1

0
∇y1,̃i

H
(
ŷ1,1̃, · · · , ŷ1,̃i−1

, yθ
1,̃i
, y

1,̃i+1
, · · · , y

1,M̃

)
dθ. (3.4)

Here, the single variable is denoted by y1 and ĩ is the permuted index of the grid point. The two
subscripts in y1,̃i denotes the ĩ-th component of the variable y1. For notational convenience, we

use a single linear index ĩ, where i = 1, 2, . . . ,M , to represent the positions of the grid points after
permutation. The resulting GP-AVF schemes enable pointwise decoupled computation, avoiding
the need to solve large linear or nonlinear systems. Instead, a simple loop from 1 to M is executed,
solving only a scalar nonlinear equation in each iteration. Furthermore, with specific updating
strategies, these schemes are well-suited for parallel computation.

In this paper, we propose the dual-partition AVF (DP-AVF) method for multivariable cou-
pled Hamiltonian systems by combining the above variable-based and grid-point-based partitioning
strategies. The general form of the DP-AVF method is given by

Ŷ − Y

τ
= J∇dp

H(Ŷ ,Y ), (3.5)

where the discrete analog of the gradient with respect to y
l̃,̃i

is defined as[
∇dp

H(Ŷ ,Y )
]
l̃,̃i

=
[
∇grd

y
l̃
H

(
ŷ
l̃
, y

l̃

∣∣ ŷ1̃, · · · , ŷl̃−1
,y

l̃+1
, · · · ,ym̃

) ]̃
i

=

∫ 1

0
∇y

l̃,̃i
H

(
ŷ
l̃,1̃
, · · · , ŷ

l̃,̃i−1
, yθ
l̃,̃i
, y
l̃,̃i+1

, · · · , y
l̃,M̃

∣∣ ŷ1̃, · · · , ŷl̃−1
,y

l̃+1
, · · · ,ym̃

)
dθ.

(3.6)
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It is easy to see that the dual-partition discrete gradient defined in (3.6) combines the variable-
based and grid-point-based partitioning strategies from the VP-AVF and GP-AVF methods. As a
result, it offers greater flexibility compared to either method individually.

Next, we will demonstrate that the above-defined DP-AVF method (3.5) preserves the energy.

To begin, we verify that ∇dp
H(Ŷ ,Y ) is indeed a discrete gradient.

Lemma 3.1. ∇dp
H(Ŷ ,Y ) defined by (3.6) is a discrete gradient of ∇H(Y ).

Proof. By direct calculation, we can obtain

∇dp
H(Ŷ ,Y ) · (Ŷ − Y )

=
m∑
l=1

M∑
i=1

[
∇dp

H(Ŷ ,Y )
]
l̃,̃i
· (ŷ

l̃,̃i
− y

l̃,̃i
)

=

m∑
l=1

[
M∑
i=1

H
(
ŷ1̃, · · · , ŷl̃−1

, ŷ
l̃,1̃
, · · · , ŷ

l̃,̃i−1
, ŷ
l̃,̃i
, y
l̃,̃i+1

, · · · , y
l̃,M̃

,y
l̃+1

· · · ,ym̃
)

−
M∑
i=1

H
(
ŷ1̃, · · · , ŷl̃−1

, ŷ
l̃,1̃
, · · · , ŷ

l̃,̃i−1
, y
l̃,̃i
, y
l̃,̃i+1

, · · · , y
l̃,Ñ
,y

l̃+1
· · · ,ym̃

)]

=
m∑
l=1

[
H
(
ŷ1̃, · · · , ŷl̃−1

, ŷ
l̃
,y

l̃+1
· · · ,ym̃

)
−H

(
ŷ1̃, · · · , ŷl̃−1

,y
l̃
,y

l̃+1
· · · ,ym̃

)]
=H

(
ŷ1̃, ŷ2̃, · · · ŷm̃

)
−H

(
y1̃,y2̃, · · · ,ym̃

)
=H(Ŷ )−H(Y ).

In addition, it is apparently that ∇dp
H(Y ,Y ) = ∇H(Y ,Y ). Thus, following the definition of a

discrete gradient [34], we finish the proof.

Theorem 3.1. The DP-AVF method (3.5) preserves the energy, i.e., H(Ŷ ) = H(Y ).

Proof. According to Lemma 3.1, we have

H(Ŷ )−H(Y ) = ∇dp
H(Ŷ ,Y ) · (Ŷ − Y ) = τ∇dp

H(Ŷ ,Y )⊤J∇dp
H(Ŷ ,Y ) = 0.

Remark 3.2. Although each partitioning strategy yields an energy-preserving DP-AVF method,
the key to effectively utilizing the DP-AVF method lies in selecting a partitioning approach that
enhances computational efficiency. We first ensure that the method obtained after partitioning by
variables is efficient, such as being linearly implicit. Then, we further partition by grid points to
achieve additional efficiency, such as enabling parallel computation. In this paper, we employ this
strategy to construct efficient energy-preserving algorithms for the KGS equations.

Remark 3.3. Although the discrete gradient (3.6) is based on the perturbed indices, when actually

constructing the DP-AVF method (3.5), the discrete gradient on the right-hand side, ∇dp
H(Ŷ ,Y ),

is still arranged according to the ascending order of variables and grid points. Different partitioning
strategies only affect the update order of variables and grid points and do not introduce additional
complexity to the construction of the schemes.
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By using Taylor expansion, it is straightforward to verify that the DP-AVF method (3.5) is,
in fact, a first-order method. To construct higher-order schemes, we can combine the DP-AVF
method with its adjoint method. In this work, we focus on constructing a second-order method.
The adjoint method of the DP-AVF method (3.5) is given by:

Ŷ − Y

τ
= J∇dp,∗

H(Ŷ ,Y ), (3.7)

where ∇dp,∗
H(Ŷ ,Y ) is defined as follows[

∇dp,∗
H(Ŷ ,Y )

]
l̃,̃i

=
[
∇grd,∗

y
l̃

H
(
ŷ
l̃
, y

l̃

∣∣y1̃, · · · ,yl̃−1
, ŷ

l̃+1
, · · · , ŷm̃

) ]̃
i

=

∫ 1

0
∇y

l̃,̃i
H

(
y
l̃,1̃
, · · · , y

l̃,̃i−1
, ŷθ
l̃,̃i
, ŷ
l̃,̃i+1

, · · · , ŷ
l̃,M̃

∣∣y1̃, · · · ,yl̃−1
, ŷ

l̃+1
, · · · , ŷm̃

)
dθ.

Let the DP-AVF method (3.5) be denoted as Ŷ = Φτ (Y ), and its adjoint method (3.7) as
Ŷ = Φ∗

τ (Y ). By applying a symmetric composition, the second-order method can be constructed
as

Ŷ = Φ∗
τ
2
◦ Φ τ

2
(Y ). (3.8)

Theorem 3.2. The second-order composition method (3.8) also preserves the energy, i.e., H(Ŷ ) =
H(Y ).

Proof. The proof is straightforward since any composition of energy-preserving methods that pre-
serve the same discrete energy remains energy-preserving.

3.2. Energy-preserving integrators for the KGS equations

According to Remark 3.2, constructing an efficient energy-preserving DP-AVF scheme for the
KGS equations involves two steps. In the first step, an appropriate variable-based partitioning
strategy is identified, ensuring that the corresponding VP-AVF scheme exhibits efficiency, such
as being linearly implicit. It is important to note that the actual construction of the VP-AVF
scheme is not required; only the determination of an efficient variable-based partitioning strategy is
needed. In the second step, each partitioned variable is further partitioned by grid points to enable
pointwise computation and even parallel computation.

3.2.1. Partition by variables

For the semi-discrete KGS equation (2.3), there are four variables, (p, q,u,v), resulting in
24 possible orderings. However, not all of these orderings lead to an efficient VP-AVF scheme; we
illustrate the approach using two specific orderings as examples. For simplicity, we use the notation
p > q to indicate that the variable p is updated before q.
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Case I: p > q > u > v. The resulting variable-based discrete gradient ∇varEh(zn+1, zn) is
defined by

∇varEh(zn+1, zn) =



∫ 1

0
∇pEh(pθ, qn,un,vn)dθ∫ 1

0
∇qEh(pn+1, qθ,un,vn)dθ∫ 1

0
∇uEh(pn+1, qn+1,uθ,vn)dθ∫ 1

0
∇vEh(pn+1, qn+1,un+1,vθ)dθ


,

and the corresponding VP-AVF scheme yields

δ+t p
n = −κ1

2
Dqn+1/2 − γunqn+1/2,

δ+t q
n =

κ1
2
Dpn+1/2 + γunpn+1/2,

δ+t u
n = vn+1/2,

δ+t v
n = κ2Dun+1/2 − µ2un+1/2 + γ

(
(qn+1)2 + (pn+1)2

)
,

(3.9a)

(3.9b)

(3.9c)

(3.9d)

where δ+t p
n = (pn+1−pn)/τ , pn+1/2 = (pn+1+pn)/2 and so on. It is easy to observe that the VP-

AVF scheme (3.9) consists of two linear implicit subsystems. By solving the linear system derived
from subsystems (3.9a) and (3.9b), we can obtain pn+1 and qn+1. Substituting these values into
subsystems (3.9c) and (3.9d), we can similarly obtain un+1 and vn+1 by solving the corresponding
linear system.

Case II: p > u > q > v. The corresponding variable-based discrete gradient ∇varEh(zn+1, zn)
now becomes

∇varEh(zn+1, zn) =



∫ 1

0
∇pEh(pθ, qn,un,vn)dθ∫ 1

0
∇qEh(pn+1, qθ,un+1,vn)dθ∫ 1

0
∇uEh(pn+1, qn,uθ,vn)dθ∫ 1

0
∇vEh(pn+1, qn+1,un+1,vθ)dθ


,

and the resulting VP-AVF scheme is given by

δ+t p
n = −κ1

2
Dqn+1/2 − γun+1qn+1/2,

δ+t q
n =

κ1
2
Dpn+1/2 + γunpn+1/2,

δ+t u
n = vn+1/2,

δ+t v
n = κ2Dun+1/2 − µ2un+1/2 + γ

(
(qn)2 + (pn+1)2

)
.

(3.10)
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It is evident that the VP-AVF scheme (3.10) does not contain any linearly implicit subsystems,
requiring iterative methods to solve a nonlinear system involving four variables. This example
highlights the critical role of reordering in constructing efficient VP-AVF schemes.

It is worth noting that the reordering used in scheme (3.9) is not the only option for constructing
a linearly implicit VP-AVF scheme for the KGS equations. For example, the reordering v > u >
q > p also produces a linearly implicit VP-AVF scheme, which actually is the adjoint of the scheme
(3.9), obtained by swapping n+1 ↔ n and τ ↔ −τ . Additionally, different reorderings may result
in the same scheme. For instance, the reorderings q > p > u > v and p > q > v > u both lead to
a scheme equivalent to (3.9).

Without loss of generality, in the following discussion, we will adopt two variable reorderings,
p > q > u > v and v > u > q > p, to further partition by grid points. Using these reorderings, we
will construct the DP-AVF scheme and its adjoint for the KGS equations, and through symmetric
composition, derive a second-order efficient energy-preserving scheme.

3.2.2. Partition by grid points

Based on the ordering p > q > u > v, we have already determined a variable-based discrete
gradient or the VP-AVF method to construct a linearly implicit scheme. Building upon this, in
this section, we will further partition each variable by grid points to construct the dual-partition
discrete gradient and the corresponding DP-AVF scheme.

For the KGS equations, the dual-partition discrete gradient defined in (3.6) can be written as

∇dpEh(zn+1, zn) =


∇grd

p Eh(pn+1,pn
∣∣ qn,un,vn)

∇grd
q Eh(qn+1, qn

∣∣pn+1,un,vn)

∇grd
u Eh(un+1,un

∣∣pn+1, qn+1,vn)

∇grd
v Eh(vn+1,vn

∣∣pn+1, qn+1,un+1)

 , (3.11)

which means that, based on the variable reordering, we construct the grid-point-based discrete gra-

dient for each variable separately. Next, we will derive the four discrete gradients∇grd
p Eh,∇

grd
q Eh,∇

grd
u Eh

and ∇grd
v Eh, respectively.

For simplicity in notation, we continue to use the index i to represent the linear index after
reordering, instead of ĩ. We also denote pθ(i) = (pn+1

1 , · · · , pn+1
i−1 , p

θ
i , p

n
i+1, · · · , pnM )⊤, and so on.

According to the definition in (3.4), we have[
∇grd

p Eh(pn+1,pn
∣∣ qn,un,vn)]

i
=

∫ 1

0

[
∇pEh(pθ(i); qn,un,vn)

]
i
dθ

=

∫ 1

0

(
−κ1Dpθ(i) − 2γunpθ(i)

)
i
dθ

=

∫ 1

0

(
−κ1∆hP

θ
j,k − 2γUnj,kP

θ
j,k

)
dθ,

(3.12)

where in the last equality, we use the correspondence between the linear indices i and the double
indices (j, k), i.e., [Dp]i = ∆hPj,k. Due to the local nature of the discrete Laplace operator, we
only need to know the ordering of the four neighboring grid points around (j, k) to evaluate the
integral of ∆hP

θ
j,k. Without loss of generality, we denote∫ 1

0
∆hP

θ
j,kdθ =

1

h2

(
Pn+S
j,k−1 + Pn+W

j−1,k − 4P θj,k + Pn+E
j+1,k + Pn+N

j,k+1

)
, (3.13)
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where the superscripts (S,W,E,N) take values of either 1 or 0, depending on the grid point’s
relative position to (j, k).

Specifically, if the ordering of the five grid points is:

(j, k − 1) > (j − 1, k) > (j, k) > (j + 1, k) > (j, k + 1), (3.14)

then we have:∫ 1

0
∆hP

θ
j,kdθ =

1

h2

(
Pn+1
j,k−1 + Pn+1

j−1,k − 4P θj,k + Pnj+1,k + Pnj,k+1

)
.

This means that the grid points ordered before (j, k) use the values at the n+1 level for approxima-
tion, while those ordered after use the values at the n level. Based on this criterion, if the opposite
ordering:

(j, k + 1) > (j + 1, k) > (j, k) > (j − 1, k) > (j, k − 1) (3.15)

is adopted, we have:∫ 1

0
∆hP

θ
j,kdθ =

1

h2

(
Pnj,k−1 + Pnj−1,k − 4P θj,k + Pn+1

j+1,k + Pn+1
j,k+1

)
.

Figure 1(a) and (b) illustrate two specific grid point ordering strategies, where each grid point (j, k)
follows the above two kinds of orderings (3.14) and (3.15), respectively.

(a) (b)

Figure 1: Illustration of two orderings for defining the discrete gradient. The blue circles represent the unknowns,
and the dashed arrows indicate the computing orders. (a) Each grid point follows the ordering (3.14); (b) Each grid
point follows the ordering (3.15).

Substituting the discrete Laplace (3.13) into the last equality of (3.12), we obtain[
∇grd

p Eh(qn+1, qn
∣∣pn+1,un,vn)

]
i
=− κ1

h2

(
Pn+S
j,k−1 + Pn+W

j−1,k − 4P
n+1/2
j,k + Pn+E

j+1,k + Pn+N
j,k+1

)
− 2γUnj,kP

n+1/2
j,k .

where the values of the superscripts (S,W,E,N) depend on the ordering of the five grid points
around (j, k).
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Assuming that the variables q, u, and v follow the same ordering as p for the five grid points
around (j, k), we can derive their discrete gradients similarly. For q and u, since the gradients
involve the Laplace operator, the cooresponding discrete gradients are given by[

∇grd
q Eh(qn+1, qn

∣∣pn+1,un,vn)
]
i
=

∫ 1

0

(
−κ1∆hQ

θ
j,k − 2γUnj,kQ

θ
j,k

)
dθ

=− κ1
h2

(
Qn+S
j,k−1 +Qn+W

j−1,k − 4Q
n+1/2
j,k +Qn+E

j+1,k +Qn+N
j,k+1

)
− 2γUnj,kQ

n+1/2
j,k ,[

∇grd
u Eh(un+1,un

∣∣pn+1, qn+1,vn)
]
i
=

∫ 1

0

(
−κ2∆hU

θ
j,k + µ2U θj,k − γ

(
(Pn+1

j,k )2 + (Qn+1
j,k )2

))
dθ

=− κ2
h2

(
Un+S
j,k−1 + Un+W

j−1,k − 4U
n+1/2
j,k + Un+E

j+1,k + Un+N
j,k+1

)
+ µ2U

n+1/2
j,k − γ

(
(Pn+1

j,k )2 + (Qn+1
j,k )2

)
.

While for v, since there are no spatial derivatives, the discrete gradient simplifies to:[
∇grd

v Eh(vn+1,vn
∣∣pn+1, qn+1,un+1)

]
i
= V

n+1/2
j,k .

The advantage of the energy-preserving scheme constructed through grid-point-based partition-
ing lies in its ability to perform pointwise computations. Therefore, we do not need to integrate the
discrete gradients at each point into the vector form as (3.11). Instead, we can directly consider
the DP-AVF scheme corresponding to any grid point. According to the DP-AVF method (3.5) and
the compact form of the KGS equations (2.1), we derive the system for (pi, qi,ui,vi) as follows


δ+t p

n
i

δ+t q
n
i

δ+t u
n
i

δ+t v
n
i

 =


0 1

2 0 0
−1

2 0 0 0
0 0 0 1
0 0 −1 0





[
∇grd

p Eh(pn+1,pn
∣∣ qn,un,vn)]

i[
∇grd

q Eh(qn+1, qn
∣∣pn+1,un,vn)

]
i[

∇grd
u Eh(un+1,un

∣∣pn+1, qn+1,vn)
]
i[

∇grd
v Eh(vn+1,vn

∣∣pn+1, qn+1,un+1)
]
i


. (3.16)

Substituting the obtained grid-point-based discrete gradient and transforming to the index (j, k),
we have the equivalent form of (3.16):

δ+t P
n
j,k =− κ1

2h2
(Qn+S

j,k−1 +Qn+W
j−1,k − 4Q

n+1/2
j,k +Qn+E

j+1,k +Qn+N
j,k+1)− γUnj,kQ

n+1/2
j,k ,

δ+t Q
n
j,k =

κ1
2h2

(Pn+S
j,k−1 + Pn+W

j−1,k − 4P
n+1/2
j,k + Pn+E

j+1,k + Pn+N
j,k+1) + γUnj,kP

n+1/2
j,k ,

δ+t U
n
j,k =V

n+1/2
j,k ,

δ+t V
n
j,k =

κ2
h2

(Un+S
j,k−1 + Un+W

j−1,k − 4U
n+1/2
j,k + Un+E

j+1,k + Un+N
j,k+1)

− µ2U
n+1/2
j,k + γ

(
(Pn+1

j,k )2 + (Qn+1
j,k )2

)
.

(3.17)

To construct a second-order energy-preserving scheme, we consider to the reverse ordering of
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variables v > u > q > p and define the adjoint of the dual-partition discrete gradient (3.11) as

∇dp,∗Eh(zn+1, zn) =


∇grd,∗

p Eh(pn+1,pn
∣∣ qn+1,un+1,vn+1)

∇grd,∗
q Eh(qn+1, qn

∣∣pn,un+1,vn+1)

∇grd,∗
u Eh(un+1,un

∣∣pn, qn,vn+1)

∇grd,∗
v Eh(vn+1,vn

∣∣pn, qn,un)

 ,

where the grid-point-based discrete gradient is defined by[
∇grd,∗

p Eh(pn+1,pn; qn+1,un+1,vn+1)
]
i
=

∫ 1

0

[
∇pEh(pθ(i),∗

∣∣ qn+1,un+1,vn+1)
]
i
dθ

=

∫ 1

0

[
−κ1Dpθ(i),∗ − 2γun+1pθ(i),∗

]
i
dθ

=

∫ 1

0

(
−κ1∆hP

θ,∗
j,k − 2γUn+1

j,k P θ,∗j,k

)
dθ

=− κ1
h2

(Pn+S
j,k−1 + Pn+W

j−1,k − 4P
n+1/2
j,k + Pn+E

j+1,k + Pn+N
j,k+1)

− 2γUn+1
j,k P

n+1/2
j,k .

Here, pθ(i),∗ = (pn1 , · · · , pni−1, p
θ
i , p

n+1
i+1 , · · · , p

n+1
M )⊤ represents the reverse ordering of pθ(i). Therefore,

we have S = 1 − S and so on which corresponds the exchange of n + 1 ↔ n. Similarly, we can

derive the rest discrete gradient∇grd,∗
q Eh,∇

grd,∗
u Eh,∇

grd,∗
v Eh, and the corresponding adjoint DP-AVF

scheme for the KGS equations yields

δ+t P
n
j,k =− κ1

2h2
(Qn+S

j,k−1 +Qn+W
j−1,k − 4Q

n+1/2
j,k +Qn+E

j+1,k +Qn+N
j,k+1)− γUn+1

j,k Q
n+1/2
j,k ,

δ+t Q
n
j,k =

κ1
2h2

(Pn+S
j,k−1 + Pn+W

j−1,k − 4P
n+1/2
j,k + Pn+E

j+1,k + Pn+N
j,k+1) + γUn+1

j,k P
n+1/2
j,k ,

δ+t U
n
j,k =V

n+1/2
j,k ,

δ+t V
n
j,k =

κ2
h2

(Un+S
j,k−1 + Un+W

j−1,k − 4U
n+1/2
j,k + Un+E

j+1,k + Un+N
j,k+1)

− µ2U
n+1/2
j,k + γ

(
(Pnj,k)

2 + (Qnj,k)
2
)
.

(3.18)

By applying the symmetric composition (3.8) to the schemes (3.17) and (3.18), we can derive
a second-order energy-preserving scheme for the KGS equations, referred to as DP-AVF2 in the
subsequent discussion. It is important to note that DP-AVF2 represents a broad family of energy-
preserving methods, as the subscripts (S,W,E,N) are determined by the partitioning strategies
chosen for the grid points, which offer a variety of options.

For example, if the update order shown in Figure 1(a) is adopted, where each grid point (j, k)
satisfies the ordering (3.14), then in the corresponding scheme (3.17), the parameters are S = W = 1
and E = N = 0 for all j, k = 1, 2, . . . , N . Conversely, if the update order shown in Figure 1(b) is
used, where each grid point (j, k) satisfies the reverse ordering (3.15), then in the corresponding
scheme (3.17), the parameters are S = W = 0 and E = N = 1 for all j, k = 1, 2, . . . , N . In
general, once a specific update order for the grid points is given, the DP-AVF scheme (3.17) is fully
determined. Consequently, its adjoint scheme (3.18) is also uniquely defined. Combining the two
yields the second-order energy-preserving scheme DP-AVF2 for the KGS equations.
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Remark 3.4. It is important to note that for the sake of simplicity in both notation and exposi-
tion, we assumed that all variables p, q,u,v follow the same grid-point-based partitioning strategy.
However, according to the proof of energy conservation, each variable can actually adopt a different
grid-point-based partitioning strategy, and the resulting DP-AVF scheme for the KGS equations will
still preserve energy.

4. Explicit and Parallel implementation

In this section, we will demonstrate that, regardless of the grid point ordering, the DP-AVF
schemes (3.17), (3.18), and their composition scheme DP-AVF2 enable pointwise explicit compu-
tation. Moreover, with a suitable ordering strategy, the scheme can be parallelized for both CPU
and GPU implementations.

4.1. Pointwise explicit computation

Let Ψj,k = Pi,j + iQj,k. After some arrangement, we can rewrite the DP-AVF scheme (3.17) as

(i− τκ1
h2

+
τγ

2
Unj,k)Ψ

n+1
j,k = (i+

τκ1
h2

− τγ

2
Unj,k)Ψ

n
j,k

− τκ1
2h2

(Ψn+S
j,k−1 +Ψn+W

j−1,k +Ψn+E
j+1,k +Ψn+N

j,k+1),

Un+1
j,k − τ

2
V n+1
j,k = Unj,k +

τ

2
V n
j,k,

(
2τκ2
h2

+
τµ2

2
)Un+1

j,k + V n+1
j,k = V n

j,k − (
2τκ2
h2

+
τµ2

2
)Unj,k

+
τκ2
h2

(Un+S
j,k−1 + Un+W

j−1,k + Un+E
j+1,k + Un+N

j,k+1) + τγ|Ψn+1
j,k |2.

j, k = 1, · · · , N. (4.1)

Apparently, if the values at the four neighboring grid points of (j, k) are known, we can explicitly
solve for Ψn+1

j,k from the first equation. Substituting this into the last equation, and noting that the

2 × 2 linear system for Un+1
j,k and V n+1

j,k has constant coefficients (its inverse can be computed in

advance), we can also explicitly calculate Un+1
j,k and V n+1

j,k . By iterating over all j, k indices, the entire
scheme can be computed pointwise in an explicit manner. In the following, we will demonstrate
that if the update order during computation aligns with the ordering of the grid points, then when
updating Ψn+1

j,k and Un+1
j,k , the values at the four neighboring nodes are precomputed, regardless of

whether the superscripts S,W,E,N take 1 or 0.
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(1,1) (2,1)

(3,3) (4,3)

Un+1
11

Un12

Un14

Un41 Un21
Un+1
21

Un22

Un24

Un+1
11

Un31

Un+1
33

Un34

Un+1
32

Un+1
23

Un43
Un+1
43

Un44

Un+1
42

Un+1
33 Un+1

13

Figure 2: A general update order on a 4 × 4 grid (left). The arrows indicate the update order for each grid point.
Four representative grid points are selected to illustrate the detailed implementation, with their corresponding stencils
shown on the right. Green nodes represent known values at time level n, while blue nodes represent unknown values
at time level n+ 1. Rectangular nodes incorporate the periodic boundary condition.

Figure 2 shows a general grid point update order. To demonstrate that the corresponding
scheme (4.1) can indeed perform pointwise explicit computation, we selected four typical grid
points to show the solution process: (1, 1) represents a corner point, (2, 1) and (4, 3) are boundary
points, and (3, 3) is an interior point. We only show the update process for the variable Uj,k at
these four points, as the solution process for Ψj,k is analogous. The following steps outline the
explicit computation process at each of these grid points:

1. Compute Un+1
11 : To compute Un+1

11 , we require the values of the two boundary points, U41

and U14. However, these boundary points are updated after U11, so we only need to use the
values from the previous time step. In the scheme (4.1), both W and S are set to 0, and
similarly, N and E are also 0. This setup allows Un+1

11 to be computed explicitly.

2. Compute Un+1
21 : The update for Un+1

21 differs from that of Un+1
11 in that, in addition to using

the boundary points from the known layer, it also involves Un+1
11 . Since Un+1

11 has already
been computed, Un+1

21 can be computed explicitly as well.

3. Compute Un+1
33 : Updating Un+1

33 involves the unknown values of U23 and U32. However, the
update order places these values before U33, allowing them to be precomputed. As a result,
Un+1
33 can also be computed explicitly in a similar manner.

4. Compute Un+1
43 : For the boundary point Un+1

43 , the update requires three neighboring un-
known values, including Un+1

13 under periodic boundary conditions. The update order ensures
that all necessary values are precomputed, enabling Un+1

43 to be computed explicitly.

From this general example, it can be seen that the values at the four neighboring grid points
to (j, k) involved on the right-hand side of equation (4.1) are either already known at time level n
or have been precomputed, as long as the update order is consistent with the grid point ordering.
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Therefore, the scheme (4.1) can indeed be computed explicitly point-by-point. Similarly, for its
adjoint scheme given by

(i− τκ1
h2

+
τγ

2
Un+1
j,k )Ψn+1

j,k = (i+
τκ1
h2

− τγ

2
Unj,k)Ψ

n
j,k

− τκ1
2h2

(Ψn+S
j,k−1 +Ψn+W

j−1,k +Ψn+E
j+1,k +Ψn+N

j,k+1),

Un+1
j,k − τ

2
V n+1
j,k = Unj,k +

τ

2
V n
j,k,

(
2τκ2
h2

+
τµ2

2
)Un+1

j,k + V n+1
j,k = V n

j,k − (
2τκ2
h2

+
τµ2

2
)Unj,k

+
τκ2
h2

(Un+S
j,k−1 + Un+W

j−1,k + Un+E
j+1,k + Un+N

j,k+1) + τγ|Ψn
j,k|2,

j, k = 1, · · · , N, (4.2)

the same update strategy can be applied to achieve explicit point-by-point computation. In this
case, the update order is the reverse of that in scheme (4.1). We need to first solve for Un+1

j,k

using the last two equations, and then substitute these values into the first equation to find Ψn+1
j,k .

Again, the values at the four neighboring points involved on the right-hand side are either known
or precomputed, as long as the update order is consistent with the grid point ordering.

By combining scheme (4.1) with its adjoint scheme (4.2), we obtain the second-order symmetric
and energy-preserving DP-AVF2 scheme, which can also be computed explicitly point-by-point.
The specific implementation process of the DP-AVF2 scheme is provided in the following Algo-
rithm 1.

Algorithm 1 Implementation of the DP-AVF2 Scheme in 2D
1. Input: Initial conditions, update order and parameters
2. Output: Ψn+1, Un+1, V n+1

3. Compute the inverse of the 2× 2 coefficient matrix in the last two equations of scheme (4.1)
4. for n = 1, · · · , T
5. for j = 1̃, · · · , Ñ
6. for k = 1̂, · · · , N̂
7. Solve the first equation of scheme (4.1) for Ψn+1

j,k explicitly with τ
2

8. Solve the last two equations of scheme (4.1) for Un+1
j,k , V n+1

j,k explicitly with τ
2

9. end
10. end

11. for j = Ñ , · · · , 1̃
12. for k = N̂ , · · · , 1̂
13. Solve the last two equations of scheme (4.2) for Un+1

j,k , V n+1
j,k explicitly with τ

2

14. Solve the first equation of scheme (4.2) for Ψn+1
j,k explicitly with τ

2

15. end
16. end
17. end

Once the update order is determined (e.g., j = 1̃, · · · , Ñ and k = 1̂, · · · , N̂ , where the ordering
of j and k can be independent), only N2 iterations are required, with each iteration explicitly
updating the three variables at the (j, k) grid point for the n + 1 layer. Notably, no additional
memory is needed to store the updated values, as the values from the n-th layer can be overwritten
directly. This ensures that when updating later grid points, any required values from earlier points
are taken from the already updated n+1 layer. This approach simplifies programming and conserves
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memory. For the adjoint scheme, we simply reverse the order of j and k and swap the sequence of
solving the equations. Similarly, only N2 iterations of the for-loop are required to achieve explicit
pointwise updates for all grid points using the same memory storage.

4.2. CPU and GPU parallel computation

As described above, given any update order of grid points, even if randomly generated, the
DP-AVF2 scheme can perform explicit pointwise computation with a computational complexity of
O(N2). In this section, we will further exploit the locality of the spatial central difference operator
and demonstrate how the DP-AVF2 scheme can achieve efficient parallel computation on both
CPUs and GPUs by carefully selecting the update strategy.

For the basic scheme (4.1) and its adjoint scheme (4.2) used in the DP-AVF2 method, Figure 3
illustrates an example of a parallel update order that can be implemented on CPUs. It is important
to note that any parallel update order is essentially derived from a specific serial update order.
Taking the parallelization of the base method shown in the left panel as an example, the direction
of the arrows defines a clear serial update order. Solving the problem following this order still
allows for explicit pointwise computation. However, we observe that while the grid points in the
right blue block must be updated after those in the left blue block. The locality of the central
difference scheme ensures that updates within each region only involve the n-th layer values at the
neighboring grid points within the two adjacent green regions. As a result, in practice, the two blue
blocks can be updated simultaneously in two separate processes, P1 and P2. Similarly, the adjoint
scheme can also be parallelized on CPUs, with the key difference being that the update order for
the grid points in the red and green blocks is reversed compared to the base method.

P1 P2 P1 P2

Figure 3: Parallelizable update order of the base method (left) and adjoint method (right) for the KGS equations in
2D.

This parallelization strategy can be similarly extended to 3D grids, as illustrated in Figure 4.
In the figure, we have omitted the arrows indicating the update order of the grid points and focused
only on the core parallel block structure. It is clear that, following a similar update order to the
2D case, the grid points within the blue regions in Figure 4 can be updated concurrently across
different processes. Moreover, as long as the overall update order between blocks is maintained, the
update order within each individual block can be arbitrary. This does not disrupt the parallelization
strategy and, in fact, enhances the flexibility of the scheme.
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P1 P2 P1 P2

Figure 4: Parallelizable update order of the base method (left) and adjoint method (right) for the KGS equations in
3D.

Algorithm 2 provides the specific implementation flow for the CPU parallel strategy on the
2D grid shown in Figure 3, and a similar parallel implementation can be obtained for the 3D grid
shown in Figure 4. In Algorithm 2, we first define the number of processes required for parallel
computation, denoted as Np, and then divide the grid into Np square regions, as shown by the blue
boxes in Figure 3. Each pair of adjacent square regions is separated by a column, as indicated by
the green boxes in Figure 3. To ensure load balancing across the processes, we strive to make the
number of grid points within each of the Np square regions as equal as possible. During the update
process, we first update the grid points on the left boundary, as shown by the red box in Figure 3.
Then, the grid points within the blue boxes are updated simultaneously across Np processes. Note
that, for simplicity of notation, the update process in Algorithm 2 only rearranges the index k,
while the index j is sorted in ascending order as jl−1, jl−1 + 1, · · · , jl. In practice, the index j can
also be rearranged, meaning that for each process, the update order of the grid points within each
blue square can be fully arbitrary for both the j and k indices, without affecting the parallelism
or the conservation properties. Similarly, for the adjoint scheme (4.2), the calculation process can
be derived from the base method (4.1) by reversing the variable computation and grid indices.
Therefore, the DP-AVF2 scheme not only enables explicit pointwise serial computation but also
allows for easy extension to CPU parallelization.
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Algorithm 2 CPU Parallel Implementation of the DP-AVF2 Scheme in 2D
1. Input: Initial conditions, update order, parameters, number of threads/processors Np

2. Output: Ψn+1, Un+1, V n+1

3. Divide the spatial domain into Np subdomains (i.e., Np blue blocks as shown in Figure 3).
4. Record the row indices of the red and green blocks as j0, j1, . . . , jNp .
5. Compute the inverse of the 2× 2 coefficient matrix in the last two equations of scheme (4.1).
6. for n = 1, . . . , T

7. for k = 1̂, . . . , N̂ // Update left boundary

8. Solve scheme (4.1) explicitly with τ
2 for Ψn+1

j0,k
, followed by Un+1

j0,k
, V n+1

j0,k
.

9. end
10. Parallel for l = 1, . . . , Np // Update blocks

11. for j = jl−1, jl−1 + 1, . . . , jl
12. for k = 1̂, . . . , N̂
13. Solve scheme (4.1) explicitly with τ

2 for Ψn+1
j,k , followed by Un+1

j,k , V n+1
j,k .

14. end
15. end
16. end
17. for j = j1, . . . , jNp

// Update slides

18. for k = 1̂, . . . , N̂
19. Solve scheme (4.1) explicitly with τ

2 for Ψn+1
j,k , followed by Un+1

j,k , V n+1
j,k .

20. end
21. end
22. for j = jNp

, . . . , j1 // Update slides in reverse order

23. for k = N̂ , . . . , 1̂
24. Solve scheme (4.1) explicitly with τ

2 for Un+1
j,k , V n+1

j,k , followed by Ψn+1
j,k .

25. end
26. end
27. Parallel for l = 1, . . . , Np // Update blocks in reverse order

28. for j = jl, jl − 1, . . . , jl−1

29. for k = N̂ , . . . , 1̂
30. Solve scheme (4.1) explicitly with τ

2 for Un+1
j,k , V n+1

j,k , followed by Ψn+1
j,k .

31. end
32. end
33. end

34. for k = N̂ , . . . , 1̂ // Update left boundary

35. Solve scheme (4.1) explicitly with τ
2 for Un+1

j0,k
, V n+1

j0,k
, followed by Ψn+1

j0,k
.

36. end
37. end

The CPU parallel strategy for the DP-AVF2 scheme exploits spatial locality, primarily along
the x-direction, as shown in Figure 3 and 4. By considering locality in all directions, more efficient
GPU parallel strategies can be developed. Figure 5 illustrates a checkerboard grid of red and blue
grid points, where each point interacts only with its four immediate neighbors. Moreover, since no
red grid point depends on other red points, updates to red points can be performed in any order
without affecting the results, and the same applies to the blue grid points. This independence
allows for a sequential update strategy for the base method (4.1), where all red grid points are
updated first, followed by all blue points. Both updates are executed in parallel on the GPU in any
arbitrary order.

For the adjoint method, both serial and CPU parallel strategies require reversing the update
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order to maintain the symmetry and second-order accuracy of the DP-AVF2 scheme. However, in
the GPU parallel strategy, since the order within the red or blue grid points does not impact the
result, only the update order between red and blue points needs to be swapped, with both updates
still performed in parallel on the GPU.

Figure 5: 2D checkerboard update order for GPU parallelization of the DP-AVF2 scheme for the KGS equations.

The GPU parallel strategy for the 2D case can be extended to 3D, as shown in Figure 6. Each
red grid point in the 3D checkerboard grid depends only on its six adjacent blue grid points, with
no dependencies among red points. For the base method (4.1), all red grid points are updated first,
followed by all blue points, with both updates executed in parallel on the GPU in any order. For
the adjoint method (4.2), the update order is reversed: blue points are updated first, followed by
red points, without affecting the internal order within each group.

Figure 6: 3D checkerboard update order for GPU parallelization of the DP-AVF2 scheme for the KGS equations.

Algorithm 3 describes the GPU parallel implementation using a 2D checkerboard grid, as
shown in Figure 5, with a similar approach applicable to the 3D checkerboard grid in Figure 6.
The process begins by copying the required data to GPU memory to ensure efficient access during
computation. For each time step n, the calculation is carried out in parallel by multiple threads,
which are classified into red and blue grid points based on the parity of (j + k). In Algorithm 3,
the base method is computed first, where red grid points are updated before blue points. Then,
the adjoint method is computed, with the update order reversed: blue grid points are updated
first, followed by red points. Each red or blue grid point is assigned to an individual thread, and
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all updates are performed in parallel across all grid points, fully exploiting the parallel capabilities
of the GPU. After completing the updates, the results are copied back to the host memory. By
employing this parallelization strategy, the algorithm fully exploits the GPU’s computational power,
enabling a significant acceleration in solving large-scale problems.

Algorithm 3 GPU Parallel Implementation of the DP-AVF2 Scheme with Checkerboard Grid
1. Input: Initial conditions, parameters
2. Output: Ψn+1, Un+1, V n+1

3. Compute the inverse of the 2× 2 coefficient matrix in the last two equations of scheme (4.1).
4. Copy data to GPU memory.
5. for n = 1, · · · , T
6. for each thread (j, k) (in parallel):
7. if (j + k) mod 2 == 1: // Check if red point

8. Solve scheme (4.1) explicitly with τ
2 for Ψn+1

j,k , followed by Un+1
j,k , V n+1

j,k .

9. end
10. end
11. for each thread (j, k) (in parallel):
12. if (j + k) mod 2 == 0: // Check if blue point

13. Solve scheme (4.1) explicitly with τ
2 for Ψn+1

j,k , followed by Un+1
j,k , V n+1

j,k .

14. end
15. end
16. for each thread (j, k) (in parallel):
17. if (j + k) mod 2 == 0: // Check if blue point

18. Solve scheme (4.1) explicitly with τ
2 for Ψn+1

j,k , followed by Un+1
j,k , V n+1

j,k .

19. end
20. end
21. for each thread (j, k) (in parallel):
22. if (j + k) mod 2 == 1: // Check if red point

23. Solve scheme (4.1) explicitly with τ
2 for Un+1

j,k , V n+1
j,k , followed by Ψn+1

j,k .

24. end
25. end
26. end
27. Copy Ψn+1, Un+1, and V n+1 back from GPU memory to host memory.

5. Numerical experiments

In this section, we present numerical experiments to assess the efficiency and conservative
properties of the proposed DP-AVF2 scheme, comparing it with three existing energy-preserving
methods: the Coupled Implicit Finite Difference (CIFD) method [48], the Decoupled Implicit Finite
Difference (DIFD) method [43], and the SAV Crank-Nicolson (SAV-CN) scheme [44, 49].

The CIFD scheme is given by the following system of equations:iδ
+
t Ψ

n = −κ1
2
∆Ψn+ 1

2 − γΨn+ 1
2Un+

1
2 ,

δ2tU
n = κ2∆hU

n̄ − µ2U n̄ + γ|Ψn|2,

where δ2tU
n = (Un+1− 2Un+Un−1)/τ2 and U n̄ = (Un+1+Un−1)/2. In the CIFD scheme, Un+1 is

computed first by solving a constant linear system derived from the second equation. This result is
then substituted into the first equation to solve for Ψn+1, which requires solving a variable linear
system.
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The DIFD scheme is expressed as:iδtΨ
n = −κ1

2
∆hΨ

n̄ − γΨn̄Un,

δ2tU
n = κ2∆hU

n̄ − µ2Un + γ|Ψn|2,
(5.1)

where δtU
n = (Un+1−Un−1)/(2τ). The DIFD scheme allows for the simultaneous solutions of Ψn+1

and Un+1 from the first and second equations, respectively. This enables parallel computation by
variables. Although Un+1 can be efficiently solved using FFT, the primary computational cost of
the DIFD scheme arises from solving for Ψn+1, which involves a variable linear system, making the
computational efficiency of the DIFD method comparable to that of the CIFD scheme.

The SAV-CN scheme is given by:

iδ+t Ψ
n = −κ1

2
∆hΨ

n+ 1
2 − γ

Rn+
1
2

√
E1 + C0

Ψ⋆U⋆,

δ+t V
n = κ2∆hU

n+ 1
2 − µ2Un+

1
2 + γ

Rn+
1
2

√
E1 + C0

|Ψ⋆|2 ,

δ+t U
n = V n+ 1

2 ,

δ+t R
n = −1

2

2Re (Ψ⋆U⋆, δtΨ
n)h +

(
|Ψ⋆|2, δtUn

)
h√

E1 + C0
,

where E1 := −
(
|Ψ⋆|2, U⋆

)
h
, and U⋆ = (3Un − Un−1)/2. The SAV-CN scheme is highly efficient,

as it leverages FFT to solve several constant linear systems along with a scalar linear equation.
This makes it one of the most computationally efficient schemes among those presented. However,
in the following experiments, we demonstrate that the proposed DP-AVF2 scheme, even in its
serial implementation, outperforms the SAV-CN scheme in terms of computational speed, with
even greater advantages seen in its CPU and GPU parallel implementations.

5.1. Examples of 2D KGS equations

We begin by assessing the accuracy, energy conservation, and computational efficiency of the
proposed DP-AVF2 scheme, comparing it with the above three existing energy-preserving methods.
These comparisons are conducted using the 2D KGS equations (1.1) with the following initial
conditions:

ψ0(x) = (1 + i) exp
(
−(x2 + y2)

)
,

u0(x) = tanh
(
x2 + y2

)
,

v0(x) = sin (x+ y) exp
(
−2(x2 + y2)

)
.

The computational domain is specified as Ω = (−10, 10), and the model parameters are set as
κ1 = κ2 = γ = µ = 1. Since the exact solution of the KGS equations is unavailable for these initial
conditions, a high-accuracy reference solution is computed using a sixth-order Petrov-Galerkin
method for time discretization and a Fourier spectral method for spatial discretization, as described
in Refs. [18]. To ensure high precision, the discretization parameters are chosen as (h, τ) =(

5
256 ,

1
200

)
, which results in the reference solutions ψref and uref.

We first conduct accuracy tests on the DP-AVF2 scheme and the three comparison schemes
by selecting different spatiotemporal step sizes, with the computation terminating at t = 1. The
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discrete L2 errors of ψ and u are computed as follows

Errorψ(h, τ) = max
{∥∥∥Re(ΨNt − ψref

)∥∥∥
h
,
∥∥∥Im(

ΨNt − ψref
)∥∥∥

h

}
, Erroru(h, τ) =

∥∥∥UNt − uref
∥∥∥
h
,

where ΨNt and UNt are the numerical solutions at the final time step. The convergence rate is then
determined using the formula

Order = log2

(
Error(h, τ)

Error(h/2, τ/2)

)
.

Table 1 presents the computational errors and corresponding convergence rates for the four
schemes with different spatiotemporal step sizes. We adopted a strategy of halving both the time
and space step sizes simultaneously, and as shown in Table 1, all schemes achieve second-order
convergence in both time and space. Moreover, for each step size, the errors of the four schemes
are generally of the same order of magnitude. Therefore, to compare computational efficiency, we
only need to directly examine the computational time for each scheme when simulating up to t = 1.
Table 2 reports the CPU times for the four schemes with a fixed time step size of τ = 0.005 and
different spatial discretizations. This test was performed on a laptop with an 8-core Apple M3 Pro
chip and 32 GB of memory, using Cython for the programming language.

From Table 2, it is evident that the DP-AVF2 scheme requires the least CPU time, as it allows
for pointwise explicit solution, with a computational complexity of O(N2). The SAV-CN scheme,
involving the solution of constant coefficient linear systems and efficiently implemented using FFT,
has a computational complexity of O(N2 logN), making it the second most efficient method after
DP-AVF2. In contrast, both the CIFD and DIFD schemes involve solving variable coefficient linear
systems, making them the two most time-consuming schemes.

Table 1: Solution errors and convergence orders of different schemes with (h0, τ0) =
(

5
16
, 1
50

)
.

(h, τ) Erroru Orderu Errorψ Orderψ Erroru Orderu Errorψ Orderψ

DP-AVF2 SAV-CN

(h0, τ0) 7.5372e-02 - 7.6161e-02 - 7.6973e-02 - 7.7062e-02 -

(h0/2, τ0/2) 1.9193e-02 1.9734 1.9582e-02 1.9595 1.9848e-02 1.9554 1.9869e-02 1.9555

(h0/4, τ0/4) 4.5475e-03 2.0774 4.8110e-03 2.0251 4.8798e-03 2.0241 4.8848e-03 2.0241

CIFD DIFD

(h0, τ0) 2.1597e-02 - 2.2127e-02 - 2.2052e-02 - 2.2113e-02 -

(h0/2, τ0/2) 4.8403e-03 2.1577 5.3051e-03 2.0604 5.2957e-03 2.0579 5.3028e-03 2.0601

(h0/4, τ0/4) 8.5701e-04 2.4977 1.3089e-03 2.0190 1.3071e-03 2.0185 1.3086e-03 2.0187
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Table 2: The CPU time of the proposed different schemes under different spatial grid sizes.

N DP-AVF2 SAV-CN CIFD-FFT CIFD-PBiCGS DIFD-FFT DIFD-PBiCGS

256 7.54e−02 8.35e−01 2.63e+00 5.57e+00 2.96e+00 6.15e+00

512 2.99e+00 4.83e+00 1.55e+01 1.42e+01 1.58e+01 1.34e+01

1024 1.19e+01 2.42e+01 7.34e+01 4.85e+01 7.36e+01 4.94e+01

We also compared two strategies for solving variable coefficient linear systems for the CIFD
and DIFD schemes: the first involves using existing iterative solvers for linear systems, i.e., the
multigrid preconditioned BiCGS stable (PBiCGS) method. The second approach combines FFT
with fixed-point iteration techniques. Taking the solution of Ψn+1 in the DIFD scheme (5.1) as an
example, we can solve the first equation as:(

i+
τκ1∆

2

)
Ψn+1,s+1 =

(
i− τκ1∆h

2

)
Ψn−1 − τγUn−1(Ψn+1,s +Ψn−1), s = 0, 1, · · ·

Here, the superscript s represents the iteration index, and Ψn+1,0 = Ψn. In each iteration, only
a constant linear system needs to be solved, where FFT can be efficiently applied. As shown in
Table 2, when N is small, the FFT-based fixed-point iteration method is faster than the itera-
tive solvers. However, as N increases, the iterative solvers outperform the FFT-based approach.
Nonetheless, the computational times for both of these strategies remain significantly larger than
those for the DP-AVF2 and SAV-CN schemes.

Next, we consider the energy conservation of the presented schemes. The left figure of Figure 7
shows the evolution of the relative energy error for the four schemes util t = 10 with h = 5

64 , τ = 0.1.
The relative energy is defined as:

REn =

∣∣Enh − E0
h

∣∣∣∣E0
h

∣∣ .

It is clear that all schemes maintain the discrete energy to machine precision. However, it is
important to note that the energy definition in the CIFD and DIFD schemes involves averaging
over two time steps, whereas the energy in the SAV-CN scheme corresponds to a modified quadratic
energy. For specific forms of the energy in these three schemes, please refer to Refs. [43, 44, 48, 49].
Only the energy of the DP-AVF2 scheme directly corresponds to the energy (1.2) of the continuous
system.

To further demonstrate that the energy conservation property of the DP-AVF2 scheme is in-
dependent of the grid point update order, we tested three randomly selected update orders which
actually result three different DP-AVF2 schemes. The right-hand plot in Figure 7 shows the evolu-
tion of relative energy errors for the three DP-AVF2 schemes. It is evident that the discrete energy
is preserved to machine precision regardless of the update order.
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Figure 7: The temporal evolution of the relative discrete energy error of different schemes (left) and different update
orders of the DP-AVF2 method (right).

In the second example, we investigate the parallel efficiency of the DP-AVF2 method applied
to the KGS equations with the following initial conditions:

ψ0(x) = (1 + i)
4∑
j=1

exp
(
−(x− xj)

2 − (y − yj)
2
)
,

u0(x) =

4∑
j=1

tanh
(
(x− xj)

2 + (y − yj)
2
)
,

v0(x) = exp (−x2 − y2),

where the coordinates are given by (x1, y1) = (0,−3), (x2, y2) = (3, 0), (x3, y3) = (0, 3), (x4, y4) =
(−3, 0). The spatial domain is set to Ω = (−10, 10)2. The parameters in (1.1) are chosen as
κ1 = κ2 = γ = µ = 0.5, and the time step size is τ = 0.01. The CPU parallel implementation is
based on a thread-based environment in Cython, with parallelization achieved by converting the
loop range to prange. The GPU implementation is written in C, with the model used being the
NVIDIA A40.

Figure 8 illustrates the evolution of soliton collisions in components ψ and u under CPU or GPU
parallel computation with h = 5

64 . Initially, the distribution of ψ consists of four distinct peaks.
Over time, these peaks undergo radiation and collision phenomena, leading to the formation of new
peaks at the center of the domain. For component u, the initial state also consists of four distinct
peaks. The results indicate that: (i) interactions among vector solitons generate five peaks within
the domain; (ii) during soliton collisions, the amplitude of the central peak continuously increases,
while the amplitudes of the other four peaks diminish. Furthermore, as the system evolves, the
central peak exhibits noticeable radiative behavior.

25



Figure 8: Snapshot |ψ| (top row) and u (bottom row) solved by the DP-AVF2 scheme under different times t = 0, 1, 2, 3
(from left to right).

We then consider the block-splitting parallel strategy illustrated in Figure 3. Table 3 presents
the CPU times and speed-ups for the DP-AVF2 schemes, computed up to t = 1, at different thread
counts and spatial discretizations. The results show that as the number of threads increases, the
speed-up improves, but the acceleration is less than the theoretical 2x increase per doubling of
threads. This limitation is particularly noticeable when the number of threads approaches the
number of CPU cores (8 cores in this case). The parallel efficiency starts to diminish due to
thread contention and resource bottlenecks. However, this issue can be mitigated by using parallel
clusters with more cores, where the acceleration effect would be more pronounced. Despite this, the
DP-AVF2 scheme still demonstrates strong parallel efficiency, making it highly scalable for larger
systems and distributed computing environments.

Table 3: CPU times and speed-ups of the DP-AVF2 schemes with varying numbers of threads and spatial discretiza-
tions for the 2D KGS equations. The block-splitting parallel strategy in Figure 3 is applied.

CPU time (s)

N 1-thread 2-thread speed-up 4-thread speed-up 8-thread speed-up

512 1.52e+00 8.13e−01 1.87 4.08e−01 3.73 4.02e−01 3.78

1024 6.04e+00 3.20e+00 1.89 1.72e+00 3.51 1.39e+00 4.35

2048 2.42e+01 1.27e+01 1.91 6.47e+00 3.74 4.75e+00 5.09

Next, we examine the checkerboard parallel strategy of the DP-AVF2 scheme shown in Figure 5.
Although we have focused on the GPU parallel strategy for the checkerboard grid, this approach
can also be adapted for CPU parallelism. By assigning the updates of red or blue grid points to
multiple CPU threads for simultaneous computation, the same strategy can be applied. Table 4
lists the computational times for both CPU and GPU parallel strategies based on the checkerboard
grid, along with the speed-up compared to single-threaded (serial) computation.
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It is evident that the CPU parallel strategy based on the checkerboard grid requires less time
than the block-splitting parallel strategy, as the latter involves updating grid points between blocks,
which is not only a serial process but also requires data transfer. In addition, compared to Table 3,
the CPU parallel speed-up with the checkerboard grid is slightly lower for the same computation
scale, and it still shows a trend where the speed-up decreases more from the theoretical value as the
number of processes approaches 8. When the checkerboard grid is used for GPU parallel computa-
tion, the computational time is significantly reduced, and the speed-ups exceed 50, demonstrating
that the checkerboard parallel strategy is particularly well-suited for GPU parallel computing.

Table 4: Computational times and speed-ups of the DP-AVF2 schemes on CPU and GPU with varying numbers of
threads and spatial discretizations for the 2D KGS equations.

CPU time (s) GPU time (s)

N 1-thread 2-thread speed-up 4-thread speed-up 8-thread speed-up time speed-up

512 1.18e+00 6.40e−01 1.84 4.00e−01 2.95 3.59e−01 3.29 2.29e−02 51.53

768 2.71e+00 1.38e+00 1.96 8.24e−01 3.28 6.26e−01 3.73 5.25e−02 51.62

1024 4.83e+00 2.61e+00 1.85 1.36e+00 3.55 1.25e+00 3.86 9.34e−02 51.71

1280 7.44e+00 3.97e+00 1.87 2.14e+00 3.48 1.82e+00 4.09 1.28e−01 58.13

1536 1.08e+01 5.51e+00 1.96 3.02e+00 3.58 2.57e+00 4.20 1.96e−01 55.10

1792 1.45e+01 7.55e+00 1.92 4.58e+00 3.17 3.44e+00 4.22 2.76e−01 52.54

2048 1.95e+01 1.02e+01 1.91 5.39e+00 3.62 4.47e+00 4.36 3.70e−01 52.70

Moreover, we observe that the computational time for both CPU and GPU parallel implemen-
tations scales as O(N2). Specifically, doubling N results in a fourfold increase in computational
time. This trend is evident from the CPU computational times for different process counts shown
in Table 4. For GPU parallelization, the computational time similarly scales with the total number
of grid points, as task distribution and scheduling overhead depend on the grid size, leading to
the same fourfold increase when N is doubled. Figure 9 further illustrates the relationship be-
tween computational time and the total number of grid points N2 on a logarithmic scale, clearly
demonstrating a linear dependence of computational time on N2 for both CPU and GPU parallel
strategies, regardless of the number of threads used.
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Figure 9: Total number of unknowns versus computational time for the 2D KGS equations.

Figure 10 illustrates the evolution of the discrete relative energy error for the DP-AVF2 schemes
under both CPU and GPU parallel implementations. The left panel shows the results from the
CPU parallel strategy based on the block-splitting approach. Different thread counts correspond to
different update orders, which in turn result in variations of the DP-AVF2 scheme. Nevertheless, it
can still be observed that all variations of the DP-AVF2 scheme preserve the discrete energy within
machine precision. The right panel presents the results from the CPU and GPU parallel strategies
using the checkerboard grid. For the same grid resolution N , the energy errors from CPU and
GPU parallel strategies are nearly identical. Therefore, only the GPU parallel energy errors for
different N are plotted. It is evident that across different grid resolutions, the discrete energy is
also preserved to machine precision.

Figure 10: Time evolution of discrete relative energy errors for DP-AVF2 schemes. The left panel shows results from
the block-splitting CPU strategy with different thread counts, and the right panel shows results from the checkerboard
grid strategy for CPU and GPU implementations.
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5.2. Examples of 3D KGS equations

Since the computational cost of the proposed DP-AVF2 scheme depends linearly on the total
number of grid points, it is particularly well-suited for simulating high-dimensional problems. Con-
sider the interactions of 3D circular-elliptical vector solitons governed by the KGS equations. The
initial conditions are given as:

ψ0(x) =

1∑
j=0

exp
(
−
(
x+ 2(−1)j

)2 − y2 − z2
)
exp (0.01j (x+ y + z)),

u0(x) = exp
(
−x2 − y2 − (z − 2)2

)
+

1∑
j=0

exp

(
−
(
x+ (−1)j

√
3
)2

− y2 − (z + 1)2
)
,

v0(x) = exp
(
−x2 − y2 − z2

)
.

The computational domain is Ω = (−10, 10)3, and the parameters in (1.1) are set as κ1 = −0.4,
κ2 = 0.1, γ = 0.2, and µ = 0.1.

Figure 11 and 12 illustrate the interactions of circular-elliptical vector solitons in components ψ
and u, respectively. The solutions are computed using the DP-AVF2 method with (h, τ) = ( 5

64 ,
1

100).
In component ψ, the initial isosurface |ψ| = 0.1 is composed of two distinct ellipsoids, which radiate
and merge at t = 1.25. As the interaction progresses, a smaller ellipsoid emerges at the center of the
domain and gradually expands. In component u, the initial configuration comprises three spherical
structures. Over time, outward radiation leads to the formation of a new central isosurface u = 0.9,
which subsequently expands and transitions into a single spherical structure as the interaction
evolves.

Figure 11: Isosurfaces |ψ| = 0.1 solved by the DP-AVF2 scheme under different times t = 0, 1.25, 2.75, 3.25.

Figure 12: Isosurfaces u = 0.9 solved by the DP-AVF2 scheme under different times t = 0, 0.75, 1, 2.5.

Tables 5-6 present the computational times and speed-ups for CPU and GPU implementations
under the block-splitting and checkerboard grid parallel strategies, with τ = 0.01 computed up to
t = 1. The results reveal several key trends: i) CPU parallelization achieves higher speed-ups as
the number of processes increases, but the gap between observed and theoretical speed-up widens
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as the process count approaches the total number of CPU cores. ii) The checkerboard grid strat-
egy outperforms the block-splitting strategy in terms of CPU computational time, demonstrating
greater efficiency. iii) For GPU parallelization with the checkerboard grid, the speed-up significantly
exceeds that of CPU parallelization, with values approaching or exceeding 60 for N = 128, 192, 256,
indicating much higher GPU utilization compared to the 2D case. However, as N increases fur-
ther, the limited total number of GPU processes restricts consistent speed-up improvements. iv)
Computational times for both CPU and GPU parallel strategies scale linearly with the total grid
points N3, where doubling N results in an eightfold increase in computational time, a trend further
validated by Figure 13.

Table 5: CPU times and speed-ups of the DP-AVF2 schemes with varying numbers of threads and spatial discretiza-
tions for the 3D KGS equations. The block-splitting parallel strategy in Figure 4 is applied.

CPU time (s)

N 1-thread 2-thread speed-up 4-thread speed-up 8-thread speed-up

128 1.25e+01 6.66e+00 1.88 3.44e+00 3.63 2.87e+00 4.36

256 1.01e+02 5.35e+01 1.89 2.79e+01 3.62 2.00e+01 5.05

512 8.04e+02 4.33e+02 1.86 2.26e+02 3.56 1.58e+02 5.09

Table 6: Computational times and speed-ups of the DP-AVF2 schemes on CPU and GPU with varying numbers of
threads and spatial discretizations for the 3D KGS equations.

CPU time (s) GPU time (s)

N 1-thread 2-thread speed-up 4-thread speed-up 8-thread speed-up time speed-up

128 1.19e+01 6.00e+00 1.98 3.12e+00 3.81 2.76e+00 4.31 1.72e−01 69.19

192 3.98e+01 2.04e+01 1.95 1.04e+01 3.83 7.96e+00 5.00 6.25e−01 63.68

256 9.46e+01 4.81e+01 1.97 2.45e+01 3.86 1.79e+01 5.28 1.61e+00 58.76

320 1.87e+02 9.59e+01 1.95 4.99e+01 3.75 3.48e+01 5.37 3.30e+00 56.67

384 3.23e+02 1.61e+02 2.01 8.80e+01 3.67 5.86e+01 5.51 6.03e+00 53.57

448 5.15e+02 2.69e+02 1.91 1.34e+02 3.84 9.19e+01 5.60 9.96e+00 51.71

512 7.71e+02 3.90e+02 1.98 1.98e+02 3.89 1.33e+02 5.80 1.56e+01 49.42
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Figure 13: Total number of unknowns versus computational time for the 3D KGS equations.

Figure 14: Time evolution of discrete relative energy errors for DP-AVF2 schemes. The left panel shows results from
the block-splitting CPU strategy with different thread counts, and the right panel shows results from the checkerboard
grid strategy for CPU and GPU implementations.

Figure 14 shows the evolution of the discrete relative energy error in the 3D case, computed using
the DP-AVF2 scheme with a time step of τ = 0.02. The left panel presents results for the block-
splitting strategy with different process counts. Although these correspond to variations of the DP-
AVF2 scheme, the discrete energy is still preserved to machine precision. The right panel illustrates
GPU parallel results for the checkerboard grid with different values ofN , as representative examples.
The CPU parallel results for the block-splitting strategy are nearly identical. It can also be observed
that, even with the random update order inherent in GPU parallelization, the energy in all cases
is preserved within round-off errors.
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6. Conclusion

For multivariate coupled systems, we combine the variable-based and grid-point-based parti-
tioned AVF methods to introduce a novel dual-partition AVF approach. This method not only
preserves the system’s original energy but also provides flexible partition strategies for both vari-
ables and grid points, allowing the construction of highly efficient numerical schemes that can
be implemented pointwise. We further apply this time integration method to the coupled KGS
equations after the central finite difference semi-discretization, resulting in schemes that achieve
pointwise and even explicit solutions. Moreover, we propose two parallelizable partition strategies:
the block-splitting strategy and the checkerboard grid. Both strategies enable parallel computa-
tion on CPUs, with the latter particularly well-suited for parallel execution on GPUs, significantly
enhancing the computational efficiency of the dual-partition AVF method for high-dimensional
KGS equations. Numerical experiments validate the effectiveness, conservation properties, and
computational efficiency of the proposed schemes.
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