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Abstract

In this paper, we introduce a novel approach called the Iterative Aboodh Transform Method
(IATM) which utilizes Daftardar–Jafari polynomials for solving non-linear problems. Such
method is employed to derive solutions for non-linear fractional partial integro-differential equa-
tions (FPIDEs). The key novelty of the suggested method is that it can be used for handling
solutions of non-linear FPIDEs in a very simple and effective way. More precisely, we show that
Daftardar–Jafari polynomials have simple calculations as compared to Adomian polynomials
with higher accuracy. The results obtained within the Daftardar–Jafari polynomials are demon-
strated with graphs and tables, and the IATM’s absolute error confirms the higher accuracy of
the suggested method.

Keywords: Caputo operator; Aboodh transformation; Iterative Method; Daftardar–Jafari Poly-
nomials.

1 Introduction

Fractional partial integro-differential equations (FPIDEs), which incorporate both integrals and
fractional derivatives, play a crucial role in the study of fractional calculus. A significant aspect
of FPIDEs is the application of fractional specifications, which has become one of the essential
mathematical tools for modelling and analysing real-world problems in natural sciences, engineer-
ing, and technology1–4. Due to the non-local property of fractional derivative operators, the study
on FPIDEs is highly non-trivial and challenging. Nonetheless, various researchers have made sig-
nificant strides in studying FPIDEs analytical and numerically, here we briefly recall some results
from the literature. Hassan et al.5 employed the Chebyshev Wavelet Method (CWM) to tackle
higher-order fractional integro-differential equations (FIDEs), demonstrating the method’s poten-
tial in handling complex fractional dynamics. Mohyud-Din et al.6 applied the CWM to non-linear
FIDEs, showcasing its versatility across different types of equation. To derive analytical solutions for
FPIDEs, Hussain et al.7 utilized the variation iteration approach, while Mittal et al.8 implemented
the Adomian decomposition method to solve FPIDEs. Additionally, Awawdeh et al.9 employed the
homotopy analysis method to derive analytical solutions for linear FPIDEs. Eslahchi et al. explored
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the Jacobi method for solving non-linear FPIDEs, investigating stability and convergence in their
analysis10. Zhao et al.11 introduced a piecewise polynomial collocation approach to address FPIDEs
with weakly singular kernels, illustrating an innovative numerical strategy. Rawashdeh proposed
a numerical method leveraging polynomial splines for effective numerical solutions of FPIDEs12.
Furthermore, Unhale et al.13 suggested a collocation method using shifted Legendre polynomials
and Chebyshev polynomials to solve non-linear FPIDEs, while Avazzadeh et al. combined Legendre
wavelets with a fractional integration operational matrix in a hybrid approach14. Lastly, Arshed
applied the B-spline method to find solutions to linear FPIDEs15, and Dehestani et al. introduced
the collocation method for the numerical simulation of FPIDEs16. This evolving body of research
underscores the growing significance of FPIDEs and the diverse methodologies being developed to
address them effectively.
On the other hand, It is also worth mentioning a special type of fractional equations, which are
known as Stochastic fractional integro-differential equations (SFIDEs). SFIDEs are mathematical
models that integrate the principles of stochastic processes, fractional calculus, and integral equa-
tions, enabling the representation of systems with inherent randomness and memory effects. SFIDEs
are particularly useful in fields such as finance, physics, and biology, where they model phenomena
characterized by unpredictable behaviour and long-term dependencies, such as stock price move-
ments or the diffusion of particles in complex media. References and related discussions can be
found in Mirzaee et al.17–20, Solhi et al.21, Alipour and Mirzaee22, Mirzaee and Alipour23, Samadyar
and Mirzaee24.
In the current study, we introduce the Iterative Aboodh transform method (IATM) to obtain the ap-
proximate solution of non-linear FPIDEs. To represent fractional derivatives, the Caputo derivative
operator is utilised and the Daftardar–Jafari polynomials from25,26 are used to express the non-linear
terms in each targeted problem. The Daftardar–Jafari polynomials have a straightforward imple-
mentation in a given infinite series form that can provide the sufficient degree of accuracy. The
solutions of three examples are then illustrated in details to confirm the reliability of the suggested
technique. Using MAPLE software, a very simple algorithm of the present method is constructed
with the aid of Daftardar–Jafari polynomials for non-linear FPIDEs.
The IATM is comparably simple in the sense that it involves fewer calculations, which makes it
suitable for extending to the study on solutions of other FPIDEs and their associated systems.
More precisely, this research work has the following multiple advantages:

• We successfully achieve highly accuracy with the same number of iterations and parameters
than the results recently published in Khan et al.27 and the related works cited therein.

• The non-linear terms are controlled by Daftardar–Jafari polynomials, which allow us to in-
corporate non-linearity directly into a more simple algebraic expression without involving
derivatives as compare with Adomian polynomials and He’s polynomials.

• The mathematical model investigated has significant physical interpretation on various sub-
jects, such as the heat flow in materials with memory and the mechanics of viscoelasticity.
Reference28 and the references cited therein will provide further insights into these applica-
tions, which can illustrate the model’s utility for understanding complex material behaviours.

• We deal with one of the most commonly used fractional derivative operators, known as the Ca-
puto derivative, which can improve the modelling accuracy for describing physical phenomena
with viscoelastic forces; refer to equation (3.1).

• We believe that the newly proposed IATM may bring insights on the study of other related
fractional equations, which include SFIDEs as discussed before. Further investigations will be
carried out in subsequent research projects later.

The rest of the paper is organised as follows. In Section 2, we give the definitions of some fundamental
concepts related to fractional calculus and operators. In Section 3, we introduce the IATM for solving
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non-linear FPIDEs. In Section 4, we provide the details on the numerical implementation of the
proposed method, with the showcases of some specific problems and their solutions. In Section 5, we
discuss the results of our numerical experiments and present some further implications. Finally, we
conclude in Section 6 with a summary of findings and reflections on the applicability of the proposed
approach.

2 Basic Definitions

In this section, we provide some definitions that are essential for implementing the iterative scheme.
Interested readers are encouraged to consult the references29–34 for further information. To begin
with, we define the Caputo operator for fractional derivatives.

Definition 1. The Caputo operator for fractional derivatives of order α is given by

Dα
t u(x, t) =

1

Γ(j − α)

∫ t

0

(t− to)
j−α−1∂

ju(x, t)

∂tj
dt, if j − 1 < α ≤ j. (2.1)

If α = j for j ∈ N, then the operator Dα
t is reduced to the ordinary time derivative

Dα
t u(x, t) =

∂ju(x, t)

∂tj
.

Next, we introduce the well-known Laplace transform L(·) and its interactions with Caputo operator.

Definition 2. For a function g(t), the Laplace transform is given by

G(s) = L[g(t)] =
∫ ∞

0

e−stg(t)dt.

We further have the following identities involving Laplace transform and Caputo operator:

L(Dα
t u(t)) = sαL[u(t)]−

j−1∑
k=0

sα−j−1Uk(0+), j − 1 < α ≤ j, ∀j ∈ N.

L(Dα
t u(t)) = sαU(s)− sα−1U(0), 0 < α ≤ 1 for j = 1.

We now introduce the Daftardar–Jafari polynomials (also known as the Daftardar–Jafari method)
which is used for expressing the non-linear term in an approximate problem. Details are given as
follows.

Definition 3. Suppose that u(x, t) is a solution to the following functional equation

u(x, t) = N(u(x, t)) + f(x, t),

where N(·) is a non-linear operator between Banach spaces B1 and B2, and f is a given function.
We are looking for u(x, t) in a series form

u(x, t) =
∞∑
j=0

uj(x, t).

The non-linear operator N(·) can then be decomposed as follows:

N

(
∞∑
j=0

uj(x, t)

)
= N(u0(x, t)) +

∞∑
j=0

[
N

( j∑
i=0

ui(x, t)

)
−N

( j−1∑
i=0

ui(x, t)

)]
, (2.2)

where u0 := f and u1 := N(u0) are respectively the Daftardar–Jafari polynomials uj when j = 0
and ȷ = 1. For j ≥ 2, the Daftardar–Jafari polynomials uj with respect to the solution u are given
by

uj := N(u0 + · · ·+ uj−1)−N(u0 + · · ·+ uj−2).

Throughout this paper, the Daftardar–Jafari polynomials are utilized to represent the non-linear
terms in various problems, which will be explained in Section 3 and Section 4 later.
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Lastly, we introduce the Aboodh transform (AT) and some related identities.

Definition 4. Given M ∈ (0,∞) and k1, k2 ∈ (0,∞], we define a set of functions S := S(M,k1, k2)
as follows

S = {u(t) : |u(t)| < Me−st, t ≥ 0, k1 ≤ s ≤ k2}.

For any u ∈ S, the Aboodh transform (AT) A[u] of u is given by

k(s) := A [u] =
1

s

∫ ∞

0

u(t)e−stdt, t ≥ 0, k1 ≤ s ≤ k2.

The operator A enjoys the following properties:

• A
[
u

′
(t)
]
= sA[u](s)− u(0)

s
,

• A
[
u

′′
(t)
]
= s2A[u](s)− u

′
(0)
s

− u(0),
...

• A
[
u(n)(t)

]
= snA[u](s)−

∑n−1
j=0

u(n)(0)
s2−n+j

.

Furthermore, if a and b are constants and u(t), v(t) ∈ S, then we have

A [au(t)± bv(t)] = aA [u(t)]± bA [v(t)] .

We also define A−1 as follows. If f(t) is piecewise continuous and of exponential order for t ≥ 0
such that A[f(t)] = F (s), then f(t) is called inverse Aboodh transform of F (s) and we write
A−1[f(s)] = F (t).

One of the important applications of AT is for converting Caputo fractional differential operators
into algebraic equations. Specifically, for α ∈ (0, 1], the AT of Dα

t u is defined as

A[Dα
t u](x, s) = sαA[u](x, s)− sα−2A[u](x, 0).

3 IATM for non-linear FPIDEs

In this section, we introduce the new approach known as the Iterative Aboodh Transform Method
(IATM). In order to understand IATM, we consider the following non-linear FPIDEs

Dα
t u(x, t) + u(x, t)

∂

∂x
u(x, t) =

∫ t

0

(t− q)α−1 ∂2

∂x2
u(x, t)dq + f(x, t) α ∈ (0, 1] (3.1)

where f(x, t) is a given source term and Dα
t is the Caputo type fractional order derivative as defined

in (2.1). The above equation (3.1) is equipped with initial and boundary conditions

u(x, 0) = g(x), u(0, t) = u(L, t) = 0.

Applying Aboodh transform (AT) on equation (3.1), we get

A[Dα
t u(x, t)] = A

[∫ t

0

(t− q)α−1 ∂2

∂x2
u(x, t)dq − u(x, t)

∂

∂x
u(x, t) + f(x, t)

]
.

Using the algebraic property of AT on fractional derivatives, equation (3.1) can be rewritten as
follows

sαA [u(x, t)] = sα−2u(x, 0) +A
[∫ t

0

(t− q)α−1 ∂2

∂x2
u(x, t)dq − u(x, t)

∂

∂x
u(x, t) + f(x, t)

]
, (3.2)
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and after simplifying equation (3.2), we further obtain

A [u(x, t)] = s−2u(x, 0) +
1

sα
A
[∫ t

0

(t− q)α−1 ∂2

∂x2
u(x, t)dq − u(x, t)

∂

∂x
u(x, t) + f(x, t)

]
. (3.3)

We apply the inverse AT A−1 to equation (3.3) and give

u(x, t) = u(x, 0) +A−1

[
1

sα
A
[∫ t

0

(t− q)α−1 ∂2

∂x2
u(x, t)dq − u(x, t)

∂

∂x
u(x, t) + f(x, t)

]]
. (3.4)

The assumed iterative solutions for the variables u(x, t) and the non-linear term can be expressed
as follows:

u(x, t) :=
∞∑
j=0

uj(x, t),

N(u)(x, t) := u(x, t)
∂

∂x
u(x, t) = N(u0) +

∞∑
j=0

[
N

( j∑
i=0

ui(x, t)

)
−N

( j−1∑
i=0

ui(x, t)

)]
,

where N(·) is the non-linear part as given by (2.2) and uj will be defined later. After executing the
decomposition procedure, equation (3.4) can be expressed in the form:

∞∑
j=0

uj(x, t) = u(x, 0) +A−1

[
1

sα
A [f(x, t)]

]

+A−1 1

sα
A


∫ t

0
(t− q)α−1 ∂2

∂x2

(∑∞
j=0 uj(x, t)

)
dq −N(u0)

+
∑∞

j=0

[
N

(∑j
i=0 ui(x, t)

)
−N

(∑j−1
i=0 ui(x.t)

)]
.

(3.5)

Based on equation (3.5), we are ready to provide the recursive IATM algorithm by defining uj for
j ≥ 0. First of all, for u0 and u1, they can be defined respectively as follows:

u0(x, t) := u(x, 0) +A−1

[
1

sα
A [f(x, t)]

]
, (3.6)

u1(x, t) := A−1

[
1

sα
A
[∫ t

0

(t− q)α−1 ∂2

∂x2
(u0(x, t)) dq −N(u0)

]]
. (3.7)

For the cases when j ≥ 2, uj can be recursively defined by

uj(x, t) = A−1

[
1

sα
A

[∫ t

0

(t− q)α−1 ∂2

∂x2
uj−1(x, t)dq −

[
N

( j−1∑
i=0

ui(x, t)

)
−N

( j−2∑
i=0

ui(x, t)

)]]]
.

(3.8)

Hence the approximate solution u(x, t) can be obtained as a series form u =
∑∞

j=0 uj with uj being
given by equations (3.6), (3.7) and (3.8). The IATM is highly effective for addressing a variety of
fractional order partial differential equations and fractional integro-differential equations. For those
interested in a deeper understanding of its applications, we recommend references35–37.

4 Numerical Implementation for IATM

In this section, we test the validity of IATM by applying the method to various FPIDEs. We aim at
considering FPIDEs with different initial conditions and source terms. Similar FPIDEs have been
previously investigated by a number of researchers, for example Guo et al.28, Rawani et al.38, T.
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Akram et al.39 and the references cited therein. The most up-to-date one was by Khan et al.27

in which the authors achieved higher accuracy by utilizing the Laplace Adomian Decomposition
method (LADM).
Throughout this section, all the FPIDEs are posted on (x, t) ∈ [0, 5]× [0, 1] with order α ∈ (0, 1] on
the fractional time derivative Dα

t . For each problem, the approximate solution is provided by IATM
with the iterations being given by equations (3.6), (3.7) and (3.8).
We focus on the following non-linear FPIDE

Dα
t u(x, t) + u(x, t)

∂

∂x
u(x, t) =

∫ t

0

(t− q)α−1 ∂2

∂x2
u(x, t)dq + f(x, t) (4.1)

with different initial conditions u(x, 0) and source terms f(x, t) which will be provided later. Equa-
tion (4.1) can be used for modelling physical phenomena which involve heat flow in materials with
memory and phenomena associated with linear viscoelastic mechanics28,38. The non-linear term N
in equation (4.1) is given by

N(u)(x, t) := u(x, t)
∂

∂x
u(x, t). (4.2)

The Adomian polynomials Pj
27 and the Daftardar–Jafari polynomials Jj are defined respectively as

follows:

Adomian Polynomials Daftardar–Jafari polynomials

P0 := u0(x, t)
∂

∂x
u0(x, t), J0 := u0(x, t)

∂

∂x
u0(x, t),

P1 := u1 (x, t)
∂

∂x
u0 (x, t) + u0 (x, t)

∂

∂x
u1 (x, t) , J1 :=

{
u0 (x, t)

∂
∂x
u1 (x, t) + u1 (x, t)

∂
∂x
u0 (x, t)

+u1 (x, t)
∂
∂x
u1 (x, t) ,

P2 :=

{
u2 (x, t)

∂
∂x
u0 (x, t) + u1 (x, t)

∂
∂x
u1 (x, t)

+u0 (x, t)
∂
∂x
u2 (x, t) ,

J2 :=


u0 (x, t)

∂
∂x
u2 (x, t) + u1 (x, t)

∂
∂x
u2 (x, t)

+u2 (x, t)
∂
∂x
u0 (x, t)

+u2 (x, t)
∂
∂x
u1 (x, t) + u2 (x, t)

∂
∂x
u2 (x, t) .

...

Equation (4.1) will be equipped with different initial conditions u(x, 0) and source terms f(x, t),
which are listed in Problem 1, Problem 2 and Problem 3 below.

Problem 1. We consider the FPIDE (4.1) with source term f(x, t)

f(x, t) = π

(
π tα

α
− 4 t3 cos (2π x)

)
sin (π x) + π/2− 12

t3−α

Γ (4− α)
− 2π t3 cos (π x)

− 48
π2Γ (α) t3+α

Γ (4 + α)
+ 8 π t6 cos (2π x) sin (2 π x)

(4.3)

and initial condition u(x, 0)
u(x, 0) = sin(πx). (4.4)

The exact solution to equations (4.1), (4.3) and (4.4) is

u(x, t) = sin (π x)− 2 t3 sin (2π x) .

Table 1 shows the numerical simulations for the approximate solution and the exact solution respec-
tively for Problem 1. Figure 1 shows the comparison solution plots for Problem 1 for various values
of α, and Figure 2 shows the comparison plots between approximate solution and exact solution at
α = 1.
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Table 1: Numerical simulations across various iterations, time levels, and spatial domains for the
Problem 1 at α = 1.

t x
Approximate

solution
Exact
solution

Absolute error
of LADM27

at 2nd iteration

Absolute error
of our approach
at 2nd iteration

Absolute error
of our approach
at 3rd iteration

0.001 0.2 0.587 785 250 0.587 785 252 2.82× 10−6 1.55× 10−9 1.27× 10−9

0.001 0.4 0.951 056 515 0.951 056 518 3.33× 10−6 1.33× 10−8 2.80× 10−9

0.001 0.6 0.951 056 517 0.951 056 518 3.36× 10−6 9.89× 10−9 4.54× 10−10

0.001 0.8 0.587 785 254 0.587 785 252 2.77× 10−6 2.97× 10−9 2.53× 10−9

0.001 1.0 0.000 000 000 −0.000 000 002 2.00× 10−9 2.00× 10−9 2.00× 10−9

0.003 0.2 0.587 785 202 0.587 785 236 2.59× 10−5 3.65× 10−8 3.36× 10−8

0.003 0.4 0.951 056 484 0.951 056 560 2.97× 10−5 3.63× 10−7 7.62× 10−8

0.003 0.6 0.951 056 547 0.951 056 560 3.05× 10−5 2.63× 10−7 1.29× 10−8

0.003 0.8 0.587 785 305 0.587 785 236 2.44× 10−5 8.55× 10−8 6.91× 10−8

0.003 1.0 0.000 000 000 −0.000 000 054 5.40× 10−8 5.40× 10−8 5.40× 10−8

0.005 0.2 0.587 785 022 0.587 785 175 7.33× 10−5 1.44× 10−7 1.53× 10−7

0.005 0.4 0.951 056 364 0.951 056 719 8.18× 10−5 1.70× 10−6 3.55× 10−7

0.005 0.6 0.951 056 655 0.951 056 719 8.53× 10−5 1.20× 10−6 6.34× 10−8

0.005 0.8 0.587 785 499 0.587 785 175 6.63× 10−5 4.19× 10−7 3.24× 10−7

0.005 1.0 0.000 000 000 −0.000 000 250 2.50× 10−7 2.50× 10−7 2.50× 10−7

0.007 0.2 0.587 784 630 0.587 785 040 1.46× 10−4 3.27× 10−7 4.10× 10−7

0.007 0.4 0.951 056 094 0.951 057 071 1.59× 10−4 4.71× 10−6 9.77× 10−7

0.007 0.6 0.951 056 887 0.951 057 071 1.68× 10−4 3.23× 10−6 1.85× 10−7

0.007 0.8 0.587 785 938 0.587 785 040 1.27× 10−4 1.21× 10−6 8.98× 10−7

0.007 1.0 0.000 000 000 −0.000 000 686 6.86× 10−7 6.86× 10−7 6.86× 10−7

0.009 0.2 0.587 783 946 0.587 784 802 2.46× 10−4 5.49× 10−7 8.56× 10−7

0.009 0.4 0.951 055 613 0.951 057 696 2.60× 10−4 1.01× 10−5 2.08× 10−6

0.009 0.6 0.951 057 278 0.951 057 696 2.80× 10−4 6.76× 10−6 4.18× 10−7

0.009 0.8 0.587 786 731 0.587 784 802 2.06× 10−4 2.72× 10−6 1.93× 10−6

0.009 1.0 0.000 000 000 −0.000 001 458 1.46× 10−6 1.46× 10−6 1.46× 10−6

(a) Exact and approximate solu-
tion at α = 1 (b) Solution plot for different α

Figure 1: Comparison solution plots up to three terms approximation for Problem 1.
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(a) 3D approximate solution (b) 3D exact solution

Figure 2: Comparison solution plots up to three terms approximation for Problem 1 at α = 1.

Problem 2. Next, we consider the FPIDE (4.1) with source term f(x, t)

f(x, t) =

(
6

t3−α

Γ (4− α)
+ π t6 cos (π x) + 6

π2Γ (α) t3+α

Γ (4 + α)

)
sin (π x) (4.5)

and initial condition u(x, 0)
u(x, 0) = 0. (4.6)

The exact solution to equations (4.1), (4.5) and (4.6) is

u(x, t) = t3 sin (π x) .

Table 2 shows the numerical simulations for the approximate solution and the exact solution respec-
tively for Problem 2. Figure 3 shows the comparison solution plots for Problem 2 for various values
of α, and Figure 4 shows the comparison plots between approximate solution and exact solution at
α = 1.

(a) Exact and approximate solu-
tion at α = 1 (b) Solution plot for different α

Figure 3: Comparison solution plots up to three terms approximation for Problem 2.
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(a) 3D approximate solution (b) 3D exact solution

Figure 4: Comparison solution plots up to three terms approximation for Problem 2 at α = 1.

Table 2: Numerical simulations across various iterations, time levels, and spatial domains for the
Problem 2 at α = 1.

t x
Approximate

solution
Exact
solution

Absolute error
at 1st iteration

Absolute error
at 2nd iteration

Absolute error
at 3rd iteration

0.01 0.1 0.000 000 309 0.000 000 309 6.10× 10−11 8.60× 10−15 9.44× 10−19

0.01 0.3 0.000 000 809 0.000 000 809 1.60× 10−10 2.25× 10−14 2.47× 10−18

0.01 0.5 0.000 001 000 0.000 001 000 1.97× 10−10 2.78× 10−14 3.05× 10−18

0.01 0.7 0.000 000 809 0.000 000 809 1.60× 10−10 2.25× 10−14 2.47× 10−18

0.01 0.9 0.000 000 309 0.000 000 309 6.10× 10−11 8.60× 10−15 9.43× 10−19

0.03 0.1 0.000 008 343 0.000 008 343 1.48× 10−8 1.88× 10−11 1.86× 10−14

0.03 0.3 0.000 021 843 0.000 021 843 3.88× 10−8 4.93× 10−11 4.87× 10−14

0.03 0.5 0.000 027 000 0.000 027 000 4.80× 10−8 6.09× 10−11 6.01× 10−14

0.03 0.7 0.000 021 843 0.000 021 843 3.88× 10−8 4.92× 10−11 4.85× 10−14

0.03 0.9 0.000 008 343 0.000 008 343 1.48× 10−8 1.88× 10−11 1.85× 10−14

0.05 0.1 0.000 038 627 0.000 038 627 1.91× 10−7 6.74× 10−10 1.86× 10−12

0.05 0.3 0.000 101 127 0.000 101 127 4.99× 10−7 1.76× 10−9 4.85× 10−12

0.05 0.5 0.000 125 000 0.000 125 000 6.17× 10−7 2.17× 10−9 5.96× 10−12

0.05 0.7 0.000 101 127 0.000 101 127 4.99× 10−7 1.76× 10−9 4.79× 10−12

0.05 0.9 0.000 038 627 0.000 038 627 1.91× 10−7 6.70× 10−10 1.82× 10−12

0.07 0.1 0.000 105 993 0.000 105 993 1.03× 10−6 7.12× 10−9 3.89× 10−11

0.07 0.3 0.000 277 493 0.000 277 493 2.69× 10−6 1.86× 10−8 1.01× 10−10

0.07 0.5 0.000 343 000 0.000 343 000 3.32× 10−6 2.29× 10−8 1.23× 10−10

0.07 0.7 0.000 277 493 0.000 277 493 2.68× 10−6 1.85× 10−8 9.84× 10−11

0.07 0.9 0.000 105 993 0.000 105 993 1.02× 10−6 7.04× 10−9 3.73× 10−11

0.09 0.1 0.000 225 274 0.000 225 273 3.61× 10−6 4.15× 10−8 3.78× 10−10

0.09 0.3 0.000 589 774 0.000 589 773 9.44× 10−6 1.08× 10−7 9.77× 10−10

0.09 0.5 0.000 729 001 0.000 729 000 1.17× 10−5 1.33× 10−7 1.18× 10−9

0.09 0.7 0.000 589 774 0.000 589 773 9.42× 10−6 1.07× 10−7 9.36× 10−10

0.09 0.9 0.000 225 274 0.000 225 273 3.60× 10−6 4.08× 10−8 3.53× 10−10
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Problem 3. Finally, we consider the FPIDE (4.1) with source term f(x, t)

f(x, t) =
Γ (7/2) t5/2−αx2 (1− x)2

Γ (7/2− α)
− 2

(
tα

α
+

Γ (7/2) Γ (α) t5/2+α

Γ (7/2 + α)

)(
6x2 − 6x+ 1

)
+ 2

(
1 + t5/2

)2
(1− 2x)x3 (1− x)3

(4.7)

and initial condition u(x, 0)
u(x, 0) = x2 (1− x)2 . (4.8)

The exact solution solution to equations (4.1), (4.7) and (4.8) is

u(x, t) =
(
1 + t5/2

)
x2 (1− x)2 .

Table 3 shows the numerical simulations for the approximate solution and the exact solution respec-
tively for Problem 3. Figure 5 shows the comparison solution plots for Problem 3 for various values
of α, and Figure 6 shows the comparison plots between approximate solution and exact solution at
α = 1.

Table 3: Numerical simulations across various iterations, time levels, and spatial domains for the
Problem 3 at α = 1.

t x
Approximate

solution
Exact
solution

Absolute error
at 1st iteration

Absolute error
at 2nd iteration

Absolute error
at 3rd iteration

0.001 0.2 0.025 600 001 0.025 600 001 1.05× 10−9 1.59× 10−13 1.95× 10−17

0.001 0.4 0.057 600 002 0.057 600 002 7.58× 10−10 3.98× 10−13 2.93× 10−17

0.001 0.6 0.057 600 002 0.057 600 002 1.09× 10−9 3.35× 10−13 2.50× 10−17

0.001 0.8 0.025 600 001 0.025 600 001 8.99× 10−10 6.89× 10−14 8.29× 10−18

0.001 1.0 0.000 000 000 0.000 000 000 3.00× 10−12 1.92× 10−14 6.05× 10−18

0.003 0.2 0.025 600 013 0.025 600 013 1.10× 10−8 7.10× 10−12 4.95× 10−15

0.003 0.4 0.057 600 028 0.057 600 028 3.59× 10−9 1.19× 10−11 7.24× 10−15

0.003 0.6 0.057 600 028 0.057 600 028 1.26× 10−8 6.77× 10−12 5.88× 10−15

0.003 0.8 0.025 600 013 0.025 600 013 6.97× 10−9 2.22× 10−13 2.07× 10−15

0.003 1.0 0.000 000 000 0.000 000 000 2.43× 10−10 4.67× 10−12 4.24× 10−15

0.005 0.2 0.025 600 045 0.025 600 045 3.54× 10−8 4.75× 10−11 7.51× 10−14

0.005 0.4 0.057 600 102 0.057 600 102 4.00× 10−10 5.72× 10−11 9.63× 10−14

0.005 0.6 0.057 600 102 0.057 600 102 4.23× 10−8 1.80× 10−11 7.01× 10−14

0.005 0.8 0.025 600 045 0.025 600 045 1.68× 10−8 9.02× 10−12 2.24× 10−14

0.005 1.0 0.000 000 000 0.000 000 000 1.88× 10−9 6.00× 10−11 8.71× 10−14

0.007 0.2 0.025 600 105 0.025 600 105 8.02× 10−8 1.75× 10−10 4.79× 10−13

0.007 0.4 0.057 600 236 0.057 600 236 1.92× 10−8 1.56× 10−10 5.34× 10−13

0.007 0.6 0.057 600 236 0.057 600 236 9.58× 10−8 5.31× 10−12 3.43× 10−13

0.007 0.8 0.025 600 105 0.025 600 105 2.93× 10−8 4.21× 10−11 1.02× 10−13

0.007 1.0 0.000 000 000 0.000 000 000 7.22× 10−9 3.23× 10−10 6.28× 10−13

0.009 0.2 0.025 600 197 0.025 600 197 1.52× 10−7 4.76× 10−10 1.99× 10−12

0.009 0.4 0.057 600 443 0.057 600 443 6.66× 10−8 3.13× 10−10 1.92× 10−12

0.009 0.6 0.057 600 443 0.057 600 443 1.78× 10−7 9.84× 10−11 1.07× 10−12

0.009 0.8 0.025 600 197 0.025 600 197 4.41× 10−8 1.17× 10−10 3.19× 10−13

0.009 1.0 0.000 000 000 0.000 000 000 1.98× 10−8 1.13× 10−9 2.71× 10−12

10



(a) Exact and approximate solu-
tion (b) Error for different iterations

Figure 5: Comparison solution plots up to three terms approximation for Problem 3.

(a) 3D approximate solution (b) 3D exact solution

Figure 6: Comparison solution plots up to three terms approximation for Problem 3 at α = 1.

5 Results and Discussions

In this section, we discuss the results as obtained in Section 4. We observe that the non-linearity
is directly handled by using a broader concept of the Daftardar–Jafari polynomials. The numerical
simulation is conducted in the following steps:

1. The Aboodh transform (AT) is applied to the fractional derivative in the Laplace domain to
obtain a simpler algebraic form of the problem.

2. The iterative procedure is considered with Daftardar–Jafari polynomials to obtain the numer-
ical results.

3. The inverse of AT is implemented to get back to the time domain from the s domain.

We claim that our new scheme IATM has a higher accuracy than LADM, which can be established
through numerical simulation as provided in Section 4. In fact, the claimed higher accuracy is not
due to the Aboodh transformation. By utilizing Daftardar–Jafari polynomials Jj for the non-linear
term given in (4.2), Jj can work more effectively as compared to Adomian polynomials Pj. More
precisely, as we have seen from the definitions of Jj and Pj given in Section 4, it is obvious that
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the initial iterations of these polynomials are identical. However, starting from the 1st iteration, J1

will involve more terms than P1 since more additional terms will start to emerge from J1. Due to
those additional terms emerging from the Daftardar–Jafari polynomials, these terms can no doubt
help achieve higher accuracy, which contributes to the difference in accuracy between the iterative
schemes LADM and IATM.
The beauty of fractional order cannot be underestimated, as it demonstrates a very high convergence
rate towards both integer order solutions and the exact solution. We have used different fractional
orders and observed that if α ∈ (0.5, 1], then the solutions tend to converge to the exact solution very
quickly. These results have been confirmed through subfigures 2b and 4b. We have also found that
by using Daftardar–Jafari polynomials, the fractional order solutions converge faster compared to
the fractional solutions obtained from Adomian polynomials. Thus, we conclude that IATM works
accurately not only for integer order but also for fractional order solutions compared to LADM.
It is clear that Daftardar–Jafari polynomials require more computational resources compared to
Adomian polynomials, but we are grateful to the STEM Lab of the Education University of Hong
Kong for facilitating us with a GPU system powered by an Intel(R) Core(TM) i9-8950HK. All the
experiments and plots have been conducted using Maple Version 2024 in the STEM Lab. The
graphical representation confirms the effectiveness of the proposed method, where we compared the
exact solution with our obtained approximate solution. We also observe that as we add more terms
to the series solution u(x, t), the accuracy of the methods increases gradually. It has been confirmed
by the absolute error for different numbers of iterations.

6 Conclusion and Future Work

In summary, we introduce a new method known as Iterative Aboodh transform method (IATM)
in which the non-linear terms in the FPIDEs are expressed in terms of Daftardar–Jafari polynomi-
als. The present procedure required a small number of calculations to achieve the higher accurate
solutions of the targeted problems. The approximate solutions are expressed in series form of the
proposed polynomials and they are illustrated with graphs and tables. It is observed that the sug-
gested method has applicability towards both fractional and integer order problems. Furthermore,
we find that fractional solutions gradually converge to solutions with integral order of derivative as
α → 1. The present approach is simple to be implemented for non-linear problems, which makes it
suitable for studying other non-linear FPIDEs and related systems. One possible extension could
be the non-linear stochastic fractional integro-differential equations with suitable initial conditions.
The non-linear term can be controlled by Daftardar–Jafari polynomials, and the fractional derivative
can be simplified using Laplace or Abooth transformations. However, one needs to be more careful
about how to control the stochastic terms in each iteration, which could be one of our possible future
directions for research.
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