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Abstract

The efficient numerical solution of fractional differential equations has been recently tackled
through the definition of Fractional HBVMs (FHBVMs), a class of Runge-Kutta type methods.
Corresponding Matlab® codes have been also made available on the internet, proving to be very
competitive w.r.t. existing ones. However, so far, FHBVMs have been given for solving systems
of fractional differential equations with the same order of fractional derivative, whereas the
numerical solution of multi-order problems (i.e., problems in which different orders of fractional
derivatives occur) has not been handled, yet. Due to their relevance in applications, in this
paper we propose an extension of FHBVMs for addressing fractional multi-order problems,
providing full details for such an approach. A corresponding Matlab© code, handling the case
of two different fractional orders, is also made available, proving very effective for numerically
solving these problems.

Keywords: Fractional Differential Equations, FDEs, Caputo derivative, Fractional HBVMs,
FHBVMSs, fractional multi-order problems.
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1 Introduction

The idea of extending the definition of derivatives to the case of a non-integer order of differentiation
dates back to 1695, to the correspondence between Leibniz and de ’Hépital [48], when the meaning
of the derivative of order one half was discussed. Although its theoretical foundation is centuries
old, the concept of fractional derivative has recently evolved from a purely mathematical curiosity
into a vital tool for modeling across a variety of scientific fields (see, e.g., [311, B3}, 4T}, 3], 45} 50} [51],
to mention a few), due to its ability to encompass memory terms. In fact, unless the ODE case,
the differential operator here considered is of a nonlocal nature [20, [48]. For this reason, the
numerical solution of FDEs has been the subject of many researches in the last years, starting
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from the pioneering work of Lubich [40], where fractional versions of linear multistep formulae are
considered: we refer, e.g., to [21] 221 24 25| 27], [36], [47], to mention a few of them. More recently, the
class of Fractional HBVMs (FHBVMs) [§] has been introduced for the efficient numerical solution
of initial value problems of fractional differential equations (FDE-IVPs) in the Caputo form, with
one fractional derivative. The basic steps leading to the definition of FHBVMSs are the following
ones:

e local expansion of the vector field along a suitable Jacobi polynomial basis, naturally induced
by the problem at hand;

e discretization of the corresponding Fourier coefficients, by using a corresponding Gauss-Jacobi
quadrature;

e solution of the generated discrete problems, defined on a suitable discrete mesh.
FHBVMs have been efficiently implemented in the two Matlab© codes:

e fhbvm, [9, [I0] using either a graded or a uniform mesh (depending on the features of the
problem at hand);

e fhbvm2, [11] possibly also using a mixed mesh (initially graded and subsequently uniform).

An extensive experimentation [I2] has proved that the above codes are extremely competitive w.r.t.
publicly available ones, based on different numerical methods, due to the fact that the implemented
FHBVM methods can achieve, alike in the ODE case [1]], a spectrally accurate solution.

Nevertheless, multi-order systems of equations, i.e., systems where different fractional orders
appear, are of interest in a number of applications, including material science [52] [48]), population
dynamics [4], epidemic modelling [I8, [37], pharmacokinetics [55], and chaotic dynamics [5 [30} 38,
49]. In this respect, the extension of FHBVMSs for such problems poses important challenges: their
study is precisely the goal of this paper.

Consequently, we shall hereafter consider multi-order problems in the following general form,
for ;e ({—1,0),i=1...,v, LeN, £>1:

v = fiy(®),  te0,T],
Yio € R™, t=0,...,0—1, i=1,...,v, (1)
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Here, for all i =1,...,v, assuming y; € A%([0,7]) (ie., y; is absolutely continuous),

ygai)(t) — ﬁ[) (t—x)é—ai—lygf)(w)dx (2)

is the Caputo derivative of y; and, for the sake of brevity, in we have omitted ¢ as a formal
argument of f;. The approach described in the following sections reduces to the usual one defining
FHBVMs, when the {a;} are all equal (or, equivalently, v = 1), but differs significantly both in the
metodology and the implementations strategies, when they are different from each other.



With this premise, the structure of the paper is as sketched below. At first, in Section
we explain the possible approaches for extending FHBVMs to handle problem . Later on, in
Sections[3]and [ we provide full details for the corresponding discretization procedure, emphasizing
the major difference in the choice of the discrete abscissae and quadratures. The practical solution
of the generated discrete problems is then detailed in Section [o] As a result, a new version of the
code fhbvm2 in [I1], named fhbvm2_2, is given in Section@ handling at the moment the case v = 2.
This latter code is later used in the numerical tests reported in Section[7] At last, some conclusions
are given in Section

2 Fractional HBVMs (FHBVMs)

To begin with, we recall that, under suitable regularity assumptions on the vector fields f;, the
solution of problem can be formally written (see, e.g., [23]) as

{—1 1

L t
Yio 0 a;—1, (a;)
() = =t t— ¢ ) d

= Zy“’# o L = s

= Ty(t)+I%fi(y(t), te€[0,T), i=1,...,v, (3)

with y defined according to (1)), and I f;(y(t)) the Riemann-Liouville integral corresponding to
@.

Let us now consider, for explanation purposes, the case where problem is, at first, solved
over the reference interval [0, h]. To this end, we use the families of Jacobi polynomials {P}};>o,
1=1,...,v, respectively orthonormal w.r.t. the weighting functions:

wi(c) = a;(1 —c)o"i_l7 €01, = / w;(c ( )de =65, 7T,7=0,1,.... (4)

Next, we expand each vector field f; in along the corresponding family of polynomials, thus
obtaining the equivalent problem

g (ch) = = " Pio)y(y ceo,1], (5)
3>0
y0) = yheR™,  L=0,...0-1 i=1,...,v,

with the corresponding Fourier coefficients defined as

1
) = [ P ORI, =01 (©
0
Integrating side by side, and imposing the initial conditions, one then obtains
yi(ch) = Tye(ch) + h ZI“*P;(C)%j(y), c€0,1], i=1,...,v, (7)
Jj=0



which is equivalent to , for t € [0, h]. Moreover, by considering that

Pi(c)=1 and  I*Pi(1)= 1“(ofj+1)
from , @, and one derives:
W) = Tulh) + ) = Talh) + (o)
1 " a;—1 p
Tl + e | (=0 ly(@)as
= Ti(h) + 1% fi(y(h)), (3)

that is, at t = h. Polynomial approximations of degree s — 1 to are obtained by truncating
the infinite series to finite sums with s terms:

s—1
ai*ch) = Y Pic)yylo),  celo,1],
=0
a0) = yhEeR™,  1=0,....0-1, i=1,..1,
o = (of,...,00)T eR™, (9)

with the Fourier coefficients 7;;(o) defined according to @, by formally replacing y with o. As is
clear, this is equivalent to requiring the residuals be orthogonal to all polynomials of degree s — 1,
w.r.t. the inner product defined by E|

/Owi(c)P;(c) [0 ch) ~ fior(ch)] de=0.  j=0...s-1 i=l..n (0

Similarly to 7 the approximations o; are then given by integrating @D side by side and imposing
the initial conditions:

oi(ch) = Ty(ch) + F}(Laz-)/o (c—r)a"_lagai)(rh)dr = Tig(ch)—l—laiagai)(ch)

s—1
Tie(ch) + b Y I Pi(c)yij(0),  c€[0,1], i=1,...,v (11)
7=0

In particular, at ¢ = h one derives, similarly as in :
h
1 h

e | =0 o)

0

oi(h) = Tyu(h)+ Yio(o)

Tie(h) +

Ty(h) + 1% fi(o(h)), i=1,...,v.

I This feature is common to HBVMs, obtained when «; = 1 [2} [13} [14].




Next, let us return to the interval [0, T], and consider the case where a mesh
tn:tn_1+hn, nil,...,N, t():(), tN:T, (12)

is given. Consequently, now o(t) becomes a piecewise approximation to y(¢) on the whole interval.
Moreover, let us denote:

Uin(Chn) = Ui(tnfl +Chn)7

(al)(ch) - EP;(C)’W(U”);
3=0

1
(@) = [ @A e =0 s L (13)
0
Th(chy) = Ti(tn-1+ chy), i=1,...,v,
o"(chn) = o(tn—1+ chy), c€10,1], n=1,...,N.

Consequently, for ¢t = t,,_1 + chy, € [tn—1,ts], ¢ € [0,1], one has:

oi(t) = omlchy) = Tu(t) +

1 t — )i~ 150) (1) dg
H@A“ 010 (2)d

1 n—1+chn . v
= Tié(tn—l + Chn) + m /0 (tn—l + ch,, — x)a’ildgm)(l’)dx

n—1 t
1 H )
= Tji(chn) + [Z / (b1 + chy — 2)% 1) (z)da

F(al) pu=1 t“71
tn_1+chyn
+/ (tn_1 + chyp — )% o) (z)da
tnfl
n—1 . a;—1
e Yty + chy —t > v
B n—1 n pn—1 (ci)
-7 o, (Thy)dr
e, (5 e
+ n’ / c—TO"'*ng::i’) Th, dr]
it [ =il o)

n—1 R 1 L +Ch L a;—1 s—1
_ n © n— H
_TWMH-;NMA( ) 2, P

= Tj(chy) +

B /c . s—1
+ = (c—7)™ Pi(1)yi(0™)dr
Fad) Jy 2 P

s—1
a i n— +Ch a; @; DI n
= Ti(chn) + Zh IZJ ( : , = 1>%-j(o“) + it I Pi(e)yig(0")
§=0
s—1

QZS?(C]’L”) + hzl ZIO”PZ( )71]( )7 S [0’ 1]7 1= 17"'7”7 (14)
j=0



having set, for z > 1,

Ji(z) == F(;—) /Ol(x — 1) P (7)dr, j=0,...,8—1, i=1,...,v, (15)
and the memory term
it cha —ta ,
o7 (chy) =T}y (chy) + l;hﬁljZOJ; < » s )%j(a“), c€0,1], i=1,...,v.

(16)

Remark 1 For the efficient numerical evaluation of the integrals 1% P}(c) in @, and Ji(x) in
@, we refer to [9, Section 3.2].

It must be emphasized that, since the memory term only depends on the past integration steps,
according to 7 the discrete problem at step n consists in finding the sv Fourier coefficients:

1 .
vij (0™) :/0 wi(c)Pj(c) fi(a™(chy))de, i=0,...,s—1, i=1,...,v. (17)

In more details, by setting hereafter I, € R™*" the identity matrix,
L,=0,....,0)"eR", a=(u,...,a,) €R,

introducing the vectors and functions, with ® denoting the Kronecker product,

Yio(o™)
vi(o") = : € R"™ i=1,...,v,
71'75—1(Un)
71 (™)
(") = : € R,
'71/(0'")
Pj(c)
Pi(c) = ® I, € REMiXsmi i=1,...,uv, (18)
Psifl(c)
Pl(c)
P(C) — ... e RSWLXSWL’
P¥(c)
I“P'(c) = (I*Pic), ..., I*Pi_(c) ) ® Ly, € R™>*mi, i=1,...,v,



and

hot I,
h(': — .. ] e Rme7
hov L,
[P (c)
IaP<C) — ERmxsm’
I*vP¥(c)
o1 (chn)
¢"(ch,) = e R™,
¢y (chn)

and taking into account that
o"(chy) = @"(chy) + RO T*P(c)y(a™),

one has that (17) can be rewritten as:

Yis(o™) = / Wi PE(E) f; (6" (cha) + hETP(c)y(o™)) de,

This problem, in turn, can be cast in vector form as

(o™) = / W(e) P (6" (chn) + ST P(e)y(o™)) de,

having set
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(22)

However, in order to derive a practical numerical method, the sv Fourier coefficients (i.e., )
need to be approximated by suitable quadrature rules. In the case where in v =1, this can be
efficiently done by using a Gauss-Jacobi quadrature, defined at the zeros of the corresponding kth
Jacobi polynomial: this results into a FHBVM(k, s) method. In the following sections, we study

the extension to the case v > 1.



3 Extending FHBVMs to the multi-order case

The straightforward extension of FHBVMs to cope with problem , consists in discretizing the
integrals involved in the Fourier coefficients at the nth integration step, by means of a corre-
sponding Gauss-Jacobi quadrature. In more details, for a suitable & > s, one approximates (21))
with the order 2k interpolatory quadrature rule defined at the zeros cf,, p=1,...,k, of Pi(c), with
corresponding weights {0/ }:

k
Yig(e™) o~ = Y P fi (07 (chhn) + ST P(ch)Y")
p=1

j=0,...,s—1, i=1,...,v, (24)
having set (compare with )
" Yio
AR IR U B IS (25)
’yg ’Y{fsfl

This results into a FHBVM(k, s) method [8], having order at least s. In particular, the choice
k = s, provides a collocation method. Moreover, a spectrally accurate solution can be achieved, by
choosing s > 1, in view of . This is exactly the strategy used in the two Matlab© codes fhbvm
and fhbvm2, implementing a FHBVM(20,22) and a FHBVM(22,22) method, respectively, designed
for the case v = 1. In the case v > 1, however, one needs to evaluate the memory term, ¢™(ch,),
at the kv abscissae
c, p=1,...,k, i=1,...,v. (26)
This is a quite expensive part of the computational cost since, as it can be guessed from , all
the information ab initio has to be computed for each abscissa in . Consequently, having v
different sets of abscissae is not a welcome news.
A different approach consists in looking for a set of suitable abscissae, c1, ..., cg, such that the
interpolatory quadrature rules defined over them are exact for polynomials of degree 2s — 1 (as
it happens for the Gauss-Jacobi quadratures with k = s), for all the given weighting functions

appearing in . I.e.E|
1 ko
Vg € Tgs—1 : / w;(e)g(e)de = Zb;g(cp)7 i=1,...,v, (27)
0 Pt

where, for the sake of brevity, we continue denoting by {bf)} the weights of the new quadratures.
This is equivalent to find a family of polynomials {7}, such that, for a suitable ¢ € N,

1
m(c,) =0, p=1,...,k, /wi(c)wk(c)cjdc:o, j=0,...,q—1, i=1,...;v. (28)
0

This is a particular instance of a family of so-called multiple orthogonal polynomials (MOPs) [54,[19],
which we shall briefly sketch in the next section. In particular, in the case of multiple Jacobi weights,
as in our case, such abscissae are known as Jacobi-Pirieiro abscissae [34].

2Hereafter, II,, will denote the vector space of polynomials of degree at most m.



We observe that, in case . hold true, then we can computeﬂ

vij (o) = Vi = z:blpZ o) fi (0" (cphn) + hf I*P(cy)y"),

SV, (29)

in place of . In such a way, we need to compute the memory term ¢"(ch,,) only at one set of k
abscissae, instead of v sets.

Remark 2 We observe that, when using (@) in place of (.) also the polynomials PZ( ), and the
corresponding integrals I% Pl( ), 5 =0,. —1,i=1,...,v, are evaluated at only one set of
abscissae, c1,...,Ck. C’onversely, in the case of (.) they need to be evaluated at v different sets
of abscissae, and this impacts unfavorably also in the implementation of the nonlinear iteration, as
we shall sketch later in Section[3

4 Multiple Orthogonal Polynomials (MOPs)

To begin with, the aim is that of computing a set of abscissae ¢1, . .., ¢, satisying , for a suitable
k to be determined. To this end, the following result holds true.

Theorem 1 Assume (@ holds true. Then the interpolatory quadratures with weights

1 —_
b;):/o wi(C>ka(C)dC, LP]C(C):H ¢ = ’ pzla"'7ka i:17"'>y7

i Cr G
satisfy

1 k
/ wi(c)g(c)de = Z bo9(cp), i=1,...,v, Vg € itqo1-
0 1

Proof See [6l Theorem 1]. O

Consequently, in order for this approach to reduce to the standard one [8, 1], when v = 1,
hereafter we require:
k=vq, k+qg—1>2s5—1, (30)

so that all the quadratures (c,, b;), i =1,...,v, have at least order 2s. Therefore, the following
result is proved.

Corollary 1 The conditions (@) are satisfied, provided thatlﬂ

q= L’le-‘ = k:uL?jl-‘. (31)

Table |1| shows the values of k for s = 22, which is the value considered in the code fhbvm2 [11].

30f course, the weights {bfj} are not the same as those in l) but, instead, aare those in 1i .
4Hereafter, [-] and |-] will denote the ceiling and floor functions, respectively.



Table 1: Values of k according to for increasing values of v, for s = 22.

v 1 2 3 4 5
k122 30 33 36 40

Consequently, the problem is that of finding the zeros of the polynomial 7 (c) in . A
straightforward approach, to determine such a polynomial, consists in expressing it w.r.t. the
power basis,

k
mk(c) = Zabck_‘, ap =1,
=0

and impose the k£ orthogonality conditions (with k& = vq, according to ) These orthogo-
nality conditions, by setting hereafter

1
(F(0). g(e))i = / wi(©f(©g(c)de,  i=1,....p, (32)

read
(&, ), (2, k1Y, (2, k),
(cq_l'7 Ao (cq_l,'ck_l)l ay (cq_l', )y
(co,:co),, (co,c}“*l)u a o (2, k),
(1), . (e, (71, ¢k,

Nevertheless, such linear system of k£ equations has the pitfall of having a badly conditioned coeffi-
cient matrix and is, therefore, not practically useful to recover mx(c). A different approach consists
in deriving this polynomial as the kth one in the sequence {;};>¢ of monic polynomials satifying
the recurrence [42]E|

mj(c) = emj_1(c) — Z ajmi—1(c), j=1,2,...k, mo(c) = 1. (33)

i=max(1,j—v)

This can be cast in vector form as

mo(c) mo(c) 0
mi(c) m1(c)
Hk =cC - : 5 (34)
: : 0
mr—1(c) Tr—1(c) mr(c)

5The notation has been slightly modified, w.r.t. [42], in order to have a more “familiar” enumeration of the entries

of matrix Hy in .

10



with Hj, € RF*F a lower Hessenberg matrix,

ail 1

a a 1
Hk — v+1,1 v+1,v+1 . (35)
f—1,k—1—v o ap—1,k—1 1
Gl k—v Gk

From (34)) one deduces that mp(c,) = 0, p = 1,....,k, iff ¢, € o(H}), with (right) eigenvectors
respectively given by:

mo(cp)

: . =1,k (36)

71'k'fl.(cp)

The coefficients {a;;}, in turn, if j € {1,...,k} is such that
j=rv+u, with e {0,...,v -1}, (37)
are computed by imposing that, by using the notation E|
(mj(c),c”);i = 0, p=0,...,m i=1,...,pu,
(mj(c),c”)i = 0, p=0,....,7r—1, i=p+1,...,0,
which is clearly equivalent to require:
(mj(e),mp(c)); = 0O, p=0,...,m i=1,...,u, (38)
(mj(e),mp(c)); = 0O, p=0,...,r—1, i=p+1,...,0.

By setting, with reference to ,

p, it p >0,
) = 39
) { .y 39
this results into [42):
CIRIORD e (O R FYTC) IS
Ay = )
(ria@)m @),
i=max(1,j —v),...,7, j=1,... k. (40)

In fact, the following result holds true.

60f course, when r — 1 < 0, it is meant that the corresponding orthogonality condition is void.

11



Theorem 2 By considering k = qu, according to @, the family of polynomials {my,..., 7},

defined by 7 and (@)7@), satisfies the orthogonality conditions @) (see @)

Proof Following an induction argument on the index j varying on v consecutive values, for j = 1,
one has
(Cv 1)1

(17 1)1 7
so that holds true with » = 0 and p = 1. A straightforward induction argument, shows that
for j =2,...,v, from one obtains:

7T1(C):C—a11, a1 =

(emj-1(0) = X h ama (@) mal0)),
L , i=1,...

(mi—1(c), mo(0));

which matches , as required. Next, let us suppose holds true up to j = rv, r > 1, and

prove for

(m(c),mo(c))i =0 = aj; =

j=rv+pu, w=1,...,v. (41)
Let us start with = 1. Clearly,

j=rv+1 = Ei)y=1,...,y,1, as i=j—v,....5—1,4. (42)
Moreover, we know that (see (33))
i—-lef{j—v—-1,....5-1}={(r—Dyv,...,rv},

so that, by induction hypothesis, if i—1 = (r—1)v+n,n=0,...,v, then the following orthogonality
conditions hold true{’]

(mj—u(c),mp(c)), = 0, p=0,....,71—2, t=1,...,v, (i.e., n =0),
(mi—1(e),mp(c)), = 0, p=0,...,mr—1, t=1,...,m, (43)
(mi—1(c),mp(c)), = 0, p=0,...,7—2 t=n+1,...,1, n=1,...,v—1,
(mj—1(e),mp(c)), = 0, p=0,...,r—1, t=1,...,v, (ie.,n=v).

Next, according to , let us impose that 7; satisfies the following orthogonality conditions,
(mi(e),mp(c)); = O, p=0,...,r—1, i=1,...,v,
(mi()s (e = 0,
which, by virtue of , reduce to
(mj(c),mr—1(c)); = 0, i=1,...,v,

(mj(c),mr(c)r = 0. (44)

"Clearly, if » — 2 < 0, the corresponding ortogonality condition is void.

12



Imposing such conditions in the given order, then gives, according to ,

(Cﬂj—1(0) =Y agmea (o), Wr—l(c))

n+1
Aj iy = , n=0,....,.v—1,
pamen (Tt () mr1(e))y 1y
and
j—1
(emj1(e) =SV}, apmica (), m(e))
p— :
" (mj-1(c), mr(€));

respectively, which match when j = rv+ 1. The subsequent values of y in can be handled
by means of similar arguments. In fact, for u = 2,..., v, one needs to impose (compare with ):

(mi(c),mr—1(c))i = 0, 1= ..., U,

(mj(c),mr(c))i = 0, i=1...,u.

From these orthogonality conditions, by considering that, for i = j—v,...,j, £(G) =pu,...,v,1,..., u, one
eventually obtains:

(em10) = S0 0 a (€)1 (0)

(7Tj71/+7771 (c), 1 (C))n-i-u

n+up

Ajj—v+n = , n=0,...,v—pu,

and

(cwj_l(c) - Zf;]uj:_l aj,m-1(c), 777"(0))

(T —rer 1@ ()2

n—v+u

Ajj—vtn = ;o o n=v—ptlny,

which, again, are consistent with . Consequently, the statement follows. [

Remark 3 The proof of Theorem [ has been reported for a twofold reason:

1. a formal proof, in the general case, was still lacking in the literature (usually, only the case
v =2 is worked out);

2. the proof itself provides operative guidelines for efficiently deriving the entries of matriz Hy,

m

4.1 Some computational remarks

In order to derive a practical numerical method, one needs:

1. at first, compute the integrands involved in (see (32)). By taking into account 7,
one has that the integrands are polynomials of degree at most

-1 -1 2
k_H_V’/J =uq—1+vqy szq+q—2=(v+1)q—2=(v+1) L : ]—2-

13



Table 2: Values of ¢ in for increasing values of v, for s = 22.

v 1 2 3 4 5
w22 22 22 22 24

Consequently, they can be computed exactly (up to round-off errors) by using a corresponding
Gauss-Jacobi quadrature over
v+1 25 1
_ _Z 45
4 [ 2 L + J 2} (45)

abscissae. For sake of completeness, in Table 2] we list a few values of ¢, for the case s = 22
considered in the code fhbvm2, for increasing values of v;

2. secondly, matrix Hy in . must be balanced, in order to improve accuracy in numer-
ically finding its elgenvalues For this purpose, a recent strategy, proposed in [34], consists
in a diagonal scaling that symmetrizes the tridiagonal part of Hy. Additional computational
aspects have been also considered in [35] 53].

5 Solving the discrete problems

As sketched above (see ), the discrete problem to be solved at the nth integration step consists
in:

Ve = Zb’PZcpfl (9" (cphn) + hET*P(c,)y"), §=0,...,5 -1, i=1,...,v, (46)

where the notations | and . ) have been used. By using notations (| . and .

again, we can recast 1

= (PHTQ; - f; (¢"(chy) + RET~™), i=1,...,v, (47)
where we have set
C1 (]5” (Clh )
c = eRF, ¢"(ch,) = : € Rkm
Cl ¢n (Ckh )
h® = I, ®hS ¢ Rbmxkm (48)

additionally,
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Qi _ . ® Im7 c kaikai’
b
Piler) .. Piy(er)
Pg(ck) e Psifl(ck)
1P (cy)
T — : c kaxsm
1%P(cy)

and
fi (@™ (e1hn) + R I Pe1)y™)

fi (@™ (cxhn) + hy I*P(ck)¥")
By further introducing the notation
Pl N
Ps _ ekaXsm’ O = Gkaka, (51)
Py Q,
and
fl (¢n(0h7z) + h%Isa')'n)

f(¢"(chn) + hZTIA") = € R, (52)

fv (@™ (chn) + hRI3Y™)
one eventually obtains that can be compactly written as:

Y =Pl [(¢"(chy) + hYTSA"). (53)
From this formulation, the following result follows.

Theorem 3 Assume f is Lipschitz continuous. Then, for all sufficiently small h, > 0 problem
has a unique solution.

Proof In fact, from 7 and , it follows that, provided that, for any suitable matrix

norm,

Ry S LI PIQINZE < 1, (54)
with L the local Lipschitz constant, the iteration
YU =PI f (0" (chy) + RETIA™), r=0,1,..., 4"’ =0, (55)

is a contraction. [J

Remark 4 FEven though the fixed-point iteration is straightforward and easy to implement,
nevertheless, the condition may be too restrictive, if L > 1: in such a case, a Newton-type
iteration has to be used. This aspect will be studied in the next two subsections[5.1] and[5.3

15



5.1 Thecasev =1

In the case v = 1, i.e., when only one fractional derivative occurs, a very efficient Newton-type
iteration can be considered, i.e., the so-called blended iteration, at first derived in the ODE case [7}
16}, [17) 15, [13], and then adapted for the FDE case [9]. We briefly sketch it, for sake of completeness.

In such a case, from 7, 7, and , with v = 1, considering that m, = m, it follows
that becomes
W= (P Q- f1 (9" (cha) + hg T3 A7) -

Consequently, we need to solve the problem
G(Y) =7 = (P) - fi (¢"(chy) + hi I8 y) = 0.

Some algebra shows that the simplified Newton iteration, for its solution, readSEI

solve: [Ism — hp' X11 ® f1(¢™(0))] & = _G(’Yj)v (56)
update: 77Tt = 47 4 §7, 7=0,1,...,
with
Pi(c1) ... Pger) bi I“'Pi(c1) ... TPl (c1)
Xu = z z . s z
Pl (1) ... PLi(ck) b I“'Pi(cy) ... I“PL (ck)
c R%*%, (57)

where the initial condition +° = 0 can be conveniently used. The iteration 7, though
straightforward, requires to factor the matrix

[Lam = Iy X11 @ f{(¢7(0))] € R

The associated blended iteration, formally obtained by combining with the equivalent formu-
lation

P11 [Xl_ll ® Ly — hzlls ® f{((bn(o))] 5]‘ = *Pll(Xl_ll ® Im)G('Yj)v
with weights 6" and I, — 0™, respectively, where

0" = I, @ [ — prih £(¢"(0))] "

and p11 > 0 is a suitable parameter depending on the spectrum of matrix X1, [9], reads, as follows:

set: n, = —-G()
B = pu(Xg' @ L) (58)
P = A 0 0 ()], G=01,.

Also in this case, one conveniently starts at ¥° = 0. Clearly, this iteration only requires to factor
the matrix

Ly — prihy f1(67(0)) € R™X™.
Unfortunately, this very effective approach, implemented in the Matlab© codes fhbvm @ and
fhbbm2 [I1], does not extend to the case v > 1.

8 As is usual, f1 denotes the Jacobian matrix of fi.
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5.2 The casev >1

To cope with this case, we need to rely on the straight simplified Newton iteration for solving (53)),
ie.,

G(y) =7 =P/ Q- f(¢"(chn) + RYIIY) =0,

which now reads:
solve: [Igm —PJQ- (I ® f/(6™(0)) - hOZ) &7 = —G(+7), (59)
update: v/t = ~7 447, 7=0,1,...,

where, again, v = 0 is conveniently used. For sake of clarity, let us explain in detail the (block)
structure of the matrix

hyrXu @ fiy ... hyr X @ ff,
Pl (Iy® f(¢™0))) - kT, = : : € Remem,
X @ fi ... h&X,, ® f),
where, with reference to and , forall i,7=1,...,u:
1= e (0) e R
ij 8y] 7 )
and, generalizing ,
Pi(c;) ... Pi(e) bi I%Pl(c;) ... I%P! (c1)
Xij = : : . : :
Pi_i(e1) ... Pl_i(ck) by, I%Pi(ck) ... I%P_ (ck)
c RSXS.
Clearly, in this case the sm x sm coefficient matrix in (59)), i.e.,
My Xu @ ffy ..o hprXu @ f1,
]sm _ c Rsmxsm7 (60)
X @ fh ... hX,, ®f),

needs to be factored and, therefore, the computational cost is higher than in the case v = 1, where
the more efficient blended iteration can be used.

Remark 5 In case one uses the approach , instead of (@), for approximating the Fourier
coefficients, the simplified Newton iteration would require to factor the matrix

h' X @ ffy ... kv X, @ ff,
: GRszsm’
h’%lXul ® ;Ll tee h’%VXllju ®

Ism -

vv

17



in place of @, with

Pi(ci) ... Pylc) b IPJ(c}) ... I*PL(c)
Xy = : z g z s
Pl_i(c) ... Psifl(c}c) b;v I”‘ng(Cé) [%Pgil(cfc)
e RSXS.
Consequently, for all i = 1,... v, the ith block row depends on the corrresponding set of Jacobi

abscissae (i.e., the zeros of Pi(c)).

6 The code fhbvm2 2

The Matlab© code fhbvm2_2 implements a FHBVM(22,22) method, using the approach described
in the previous section, in the case v € {1,2} in (I). The code may use a mixed-mesh (12), as
described in [I1], i.e.:

e cither a graded mesh, where

n—1 . rN =1
hp = hr™ 7, n=1,...,N, with r>1 st. T =T, (61)
r—
or
e a uniform mesh
T
hn=h==, n=1..N, (62)
or
e a mized-mesh where, for a suitably chosen p € N, p > 1, and setting
max{2, p}
-~ max{2,p} -1’
one has, for a suitable p € N, > 1, and denoting M := N — pu+ p:
m—1
hy = hyr L n=1,...,u  with  hi == ph,
r—
h h T +1 N (63)
n - = —, n = AT
Vi H

Of course, reduces to either (62)), when = p =1, or to (61)), when u = N > 1. Moreover, as
is clear [I1]:

e (61) is appropriate when the vector field is nonsmooth at ¢t = 0;
e (62) is appropriate when the vector field is smooth everywhere;

e (63) is appropriate when the vector field is nonsmooth at ¢ = 0, but the solution becomes
eventually periodic.
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Concerning the evaluation of the abscissae and the weights for the quadrature(s):

e when v = 1, the Jacobi abscissae and weights are computed by adapting the companion
Matlab®© code of [29];

e when v = 2, the Jacobi-Pineiro abscissae and weights are computed by adapting the compan-
ion Matlab®© code of [34].

Concerning the nonlinear iteration:

e when v = 1, the more efficient blended iteration is used (as an alternative to the fixed-
point iteration , used whenever possible);

e when v = 2, the straight simplified-Newton iteration is used (as an alternative to the
fixed-point iteration , used whenever possible).

All the remaining implementation details are similar to those of the codes fhbvm and fhbvm2, as
explained in [9] and [I1], respectively. The new code fhbvm2_2 can be downloaded at the same
URL [56], where the previous codes are available as well.

The calling sequence of the code is

[t,y,etim] = fhbvm2_2(fun,y0, T, M, mu, rho) (64)
In input, with reference to and ﬂ
e T is the final time T
e M contains the value M in (this parameter is named N, in the actual interface of the code);

e mu contains p (this parameter is named nu in the actual interface of the code);

e rho contains p (this parameter is named n in the actual interface of the code);

yO0 is a £ x m matrix with the initial conditions (row vectors);

fun is the identifier of a function implementing the problem . In more detail:

— [alpha,ml1] = fun() returns a;, as and my. In case a3 = as or as = 0, my is not
used;

— fun(t,y) returns the vector field (also in vector mode);

— fun(t,y,1) returns the Jacobian matrix of f.
In output:
e t is the used mesh ;
e y contains the computed approximations (row-wise);

e ctim is the elapsed time (in sec).

9Hereafter, in order to have the same calling sequence for both fhbvm2 and fhbvm2 2, for this latter code, with
reference to (64): M is renamed N, rho is renamed n, and mu is renamed nu. As matter of fact, when possible, the two
codes will be used with the same input arguments. See [I2] for more details.
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7 Numerical tests

Here, we report some comparisons among the following Matlab© codes, publicly available on the
internet:

e fdel2 [27], implementing a second-order predictor-corrector method, based on fractional ver-
sions of the Adams methods, which can handle only the case v =1 in . We shall consider
the PECE implementation of the methods (£de12) and the one with 10 corrector iterations
(fde12-10);

e flmm2 [27], implementing fractional versions of the trapezoidal rule (f1mm2-1), of the Newton-
Gregory formula (f1mm2-2), and of the BFD2 method (f1mm2-3). This code can handle only
the case v =1 in , and will be used with the following parameters:

— tolerance for the nonlinear iteration: tol=1e-15,

— maximum number of nonlinear iterations per step: maxit=1000;

e fde pil2 pc [27], implementing a second-order product-integration with predictor-corrector,
which can handle multi-order FDEs. As with fde12, we shall consider the PECE implemen-
tation, and that with 10 iterations of the corrector (fde_pil2_pc-10);

e fde pi2_im [27], implementing a second-order implicit product-integration of trapezoidal
type, which can handle multi-order FDEs. It is used with the same parameters tol and
itmax considered for f1mm2;

e fhbvm [9], based on a FHBVM(22,20) method, which can handle only the case v =1 in (I));
e fhbvm2 [I1], based on a FHBVM(22,22) method, which can handle only the case v = 1 in (I));

e the code fhbvm2_2here described, based on a FHBVM(22,22) method, which can handle the
cases v =1 and v = 2 in . In the case v = 1, it will be used with the same parameters
used for fhbvm2.

We refer to [12] for a quick introduction to the codes fde12, f1lmm2, fhbvm, and fhbvm2. Moreover,
the code fde pil2 pc is a kind of multi-order extension of fdel2, and fde pi2_im is a kind of
multi-order extension of £1mm2, both couples of codes having a similar interfacem

All numerical tests have been done on a 12-core M4-pro Silicon based computer with 64GB of
memory, using Matlab© Rel. 2025a.

When necessary, comparisons among the codes, on a given test problem, will be done by using
a corresponding work-precision diagram (WPD), where the execution time (measured in sec) is
plotted againts accuracy, measured in terms of mized-error significant computed digits (mescd),
defined as follows:

mescd = max {07 —logy, max |(y(tn) —yn)./ (1 + |y(tn)|)Hoo} )

with y, =~ y(t,), this latter the reference solution, |- | the vector of the absolute values, and ./ the
component-wise division. As is clear, higher and higher accuracies are obtained by suitably tuning
the parameters of the various codes.

The problems with v = 1 are taken from the FDE-Testset [12]: in particular, at the URL [57]
Matlab© codes implementing them, and providing reference solutions, are available.

10These codes are available at the URL [58].
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Problem 1

This is a stiff linear problem with only one fractional derivative. It is taken from [I2] Problem 3],
and at the URL [57] a corresponding Matlab© code, implementing the problem and providing the
reference solution, is available:

1/ -92 -87 1 67 5
(0.5 _ * _ =

Besed on the choices in [I2], the following parameters are used for the various codes, to construct
the corresponding WPD:

e fdel2, fde12-10, fde_pil2_pc, fde pil2.pc-10: h = 107, i = 4,5, 6;
o flmm2-1, flmm2-2, f1mm2-3, fde pi2_im: h = 107%, i = 2,3, 4, 5;
e fhbvm: M =5,...,10;
e fhbvm2, fhbvm2 2: nu =50, n =1, N = 10%, 2 = 5,...,10.
The corresponding WPD is reported in Figure [l from which one may conclude that:

e fdel2 can reach an accuracy of less than 4 mescd in about 700 sec. fde_pil2_pc reaches
a similar accuracy, but with a higher execution time (more than 1000 sec). For both codes,
increasing the number of corrector iterations does not improve accuracy but only affects the
execution time (in fact, more than 2000 sec are needed to achieve the same accuracy);

e f1mm2 can achieve about 5 mescd in about 1000 sec (the run with the fractional BDF2 is
slightly less accurate), with a comparable execution time, whereas fde_pi2_im can reach less
than 3 mescd;

e fhbvm, fhbvm2, and fhbvm2_2 do have a comparable performance (13-14 mescd in about
0.1 sec). In particular, as is expected, fhbvm2 and fhbvm2_2 do have practically the same
behavior.

Problem 2

This is a stiffly oscillatory linear problem with only one fractional derivative. It is taken from [12]
Problem 4] and, at the URL [57], a corresponding Matlab®© code, implementing the problem and
providing the reference solution, is available:

41 41 —38 40 -2
f-oost 2 0 2

y09) = = 20 —60 20 —20 —8 |y, te[0,20],  y(0)=
81 —22 58 —24 20 -4
1 1 -2 —4 -2

(66)

T W N

Based on [12], the following parameters are used for the various codes, to construct the correspond-
ing WPD:

e fdel2, fde12-10, fde_pil2.pc, fde pil2.pc-10: h = 107% i = 5, 6;
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o flmm2-1, flmm2-2, f1mm2-3, fde_pi2_im: h = 107, i = 4, 5;
e fhbvm: M = 100z, + = 3,4, 5;
e fhbvm2, fhbvm2_2: nu =50, n =1, N = 1004, ¢ = 3,4, 5.
The corresponding WPD is reported in Figure [2| from which one obtains that:

e fdel2 and fde_pil2_pc reach an accuracy of less than 2 mescd in more than 500 sec. In-
creasing the number of corrector iterations improves accuracy to about 3 mescd, but with a
much higher execution time (about 2500 sec) for both codes;

e flmm2 (all versions) and fde_pi2_im can achieve about 2 mescd in about 800 sec;

e fhbvm is the most accurate code, with about 11 mescd, with an execution time of about 60
sec;

e fhbvm2 and fhbvm2_2 do have a comparable performance (over 10 mescd in about 1 sec), as
expected, due to the oscillatory nature of the solution [12].

Problem 3

The third problem is a multi-order variant of [12], Problem 7]:
yial) = S(t,QQaﬁ)2_y§+g(t’al7ﬁ)’
y*) = —s(tan, B2 +yE gt as, B),  te[0,2], (67)
n® = wO - L

having solution y;(t) = s(t, s, ), i = 1,2, with
stya, B) = (1 —t3)2 + 4t~ + (2 — 302y th,

and

244« 42— (1.2 (1
g(t,a, ) — 3¢0:2+8 ( +a+5)+2t57( +a+p)

T T(5-a) I(3-a) I(1.2+7) T(1+f8)
We shall consider the values a7 = 0.2, as = 0.4, § = 0.1. The solution, and the corresponding
vector field, are depicted in Figure

The following parameters are used for the codes fdel12, f1lmm2, and fhbvm2_ 2, which are the
only ones that can be used, in this case:

+4I'(1 + ).

e fde pil2 pc, fde pil2 pc-10, fde pi2 im: h =107% i = 5,6,7;
e fhbvm2 2: n =2, nu =100, N = 5¢, ¢ = 2,3,4,5,6.
The obtained results are reported in the WPD in Figure [ from which one may infer that:

e fde pil2 pc and fde_pil2_pc-10 can reach an accuracy of about 3 mescd in about 250 sec
and 700 sec, respectively. Consequently, increasing the corrector iterations does not improve
accuracy but only affects the execution time;

e fde pi2_ im reaches the same accuracy of about 3 mescd in about 10* sec;

e fhbvm2_2 reaches full machine accuracy (more than 14 mescd) in about 0.3 sec.
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Problem 4

This problem is a multi-order fractional version of the Brusselator problem, adapted from [27]
Problem (32)]:

Y = A (B+ Dy + v,
s = By, — 2., t € [0,100], (68)
yl(o) = 127 y2(0) = 287

where we use the same parameters as in [27]: A =1, B =3, a; = 0.8, and o = 0.7. The solution
is depicted in Figure [6] both in the phase space and versus time, from which one infers that it
approaches a limit cicle, thus becoming of periodic type: in the first plot, the circle denotes the
initial point of the trajectory.

The following parameters are used for the codes fde_pil2_pc, fde_pi2_im, and fhbvm2_2, which
are the only ones that can be used, in this case:

e fde pil2 pc, fde_pil2_pc-10, fde_pi2_im: h = 107%, i = 2,3,4, 5;
e fhbvm2 2: n =1, nu =50, N =50¢, 2 =4,5,6.

The obtained results are reported in Figure |5, where the accuracy w.r.t. a reference solution at
the end point is reported. This latter has been evaluated numerically by using fhbvm2_2 on 3
consecutive doubled meshes, resulting into:

y1(100) &~ 1.706502172199,  12(100) ~ 1.940414058005.

From the obtained results, one concludes that:

e fde_pil2_pc-10 reaches an accuracy of 7.5 mescd in about 25 sec, whereas fde_pil2_pc
reaches about 7 mescd in 100 sec;

e fde_pi2_im reaches an accuracy of 7.5 sec in approximately 180 sec;
e fhbvm2 2 reaches 13 mescd in less than 2 sec, independently of the stepsize used, as one
expects from a spectrally accurate method.

Problem 5

As stressed in Section the blended iteration, which can be used in the case v = 1 in , only
requires to factor one matrix having the same size as that of the continuous problem. It has,
therefore, a lower computational cost, w.r.t. the simplified Newton iteration, to be used in the case
v > 1. The next example is aimed at assessing this fact. For this purpose, we shall use the code
fhbvm2_2 for solving problem with the same parameters A = 1 and B = 3 used before, but
with a7, and s chosen as follows:

® (V] = (g = 07,

e oy =07, a;=0.7+¢ with e=10"%
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As is clear, in the first case only one fractional derivative order occurs (i.e., v =1 in ())), whereas
they are two in the second case (i.e., v = 2 in ) Despite this fact, the computed solutions
are very similar, as is shown in Figure[7]] Consequently, we shall assume that the code provides a
comparable accuracy, when used with the same parameters, in both cases. In particular, similarly
as done for Problem 4, we shall use the parameters n = 1, and nu = 50. Instead, the values of N

vary as reported in Table [3] where we also list:
e the required number of fixed-point iterations (basically, used in the initial graded mesh,

where the timesteps are very small);
e the number of blended iterations , in the case v = 1, or simplified Newton iterations ,

in the case v = 2;

e the execution times (in sec).
As expected, the execution times, when using the blended iteration, are lower than those required

by the simplified Newton iteration, despite the fact that the latter requires less steps to reach
convergence (approximately 30% less). In particular, when using the blended iteration, the code is

more than 3.5 times faster than when using the simplified Newton iteration.
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Table 3: Execution times (in sec) and nonlinear iterations for fhbvm2_2, when used for solving
with a; = ap = 0.7 (case 1) and oy = 0.7, az = 0.7 + 10~% (case 2).

case 1 case 2
N | fixed-point  blended  execution | fixed-point  Newton  execution

iterations iterations time iterations iterations time
200 150 2679 0.40 142 1950 1.51
250 149 3193 0.45 141 2238 1.65
300 146 3644 0.54 146 2529 2.05
350 146 4115 0.64 146 2822 2.37
400 152 4627 0.73 144 3084 2.80
450 151 5116 0.85 143 3368 3.14
500 151 5617 0.99 143 3667 3.54
550 150 5969 1.07 150 3934 3.83
600 148 6423 1.19 148 4146 4.22

Problem 6

At last, we consider the following multi-order fractional version of the predator-prey model described
in [44], including intra-species competition:

(1) 2
Y1 — a11y; — a12¥1yY2 — a13Y1ys,

Y1 =
(o) 2 023Y2Y3
= a —a — ——— — 1oy, te|0,T], 69
Yo 21Y1Y2 2295 1+ Bys Y [ ] (69)
(a2) asz2y2ys 2 0 3
= a + ——— — as3ys — r3ys, y(0) = y € R".
Ys 31Y1Y3 1+ Bys Y3 Y (0)

Here:
e y; represents the density of the preys;
e 15 is the density of the intermediate predators, which cannot prey the top predators;
e y3 denotes the density of the top predators, which can prey also the intermediate ones.

We use the following parameters: a; = 0.99, as = 0.8; r1 =5, ro = 1, r3 = 0.1; a;; = 0.01,
a2 = ]., aiz = 35, asy = ].7 ago = 02, agz = 1, asy = 0]., aszg = ]., azs = 03, ﬁ = 0.01. Moreover,
we use the initial point y° = (0.7, 0.2, O.l)T, and integrate up to 7' = 500: as one may infer from
the plots in Figure [8] the solution tends to become of periodic type, with a period 7 ~ 11.8. Since
a reference solution is not available for this problem, to obtain corresponding accuracy results we
run each code on consecutive doubled meshes, as below specified:

e fde pil2.pc, fde pil2_pc-10, fde pi2.im: h =10"2-2¢ ¢ =1,...,7;

e fhbvm2_2: n =1, nu =50, N = 500-2¢-1, 7 =1,2,3,4[1]

11Consequently, the timestep in the uniform part of the mesh is h = 217¢, ¢ =1,2,3,4.
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Table 4: Estimated accuracy (in mescd) and execution times when solving on consecutive
doubled meshes (see text for details).

fdepil2 pc | fdepil2pc-10 | fde pi2 im fhbvm2_2
mescd sec | mescd sec | mescd sec | mescd sec
0.59 0.76 1.83 2.21 1.83 21.41 | 10.22 4.41
1.16 1.54 2.43 4.40 2.43  40.73 | 11.35 9.29
1.77  3.13 3.03 8.91 3.03 78.52 | 11.68 22.50
2.40 6.30 3.64 18.15 3.64 161.37
3.09 12.12 4.22 36.71 4.22  309.53
3.55 24.16 4.06 74.04 4.06 596.44

ST W NS

Then, for each code, the accuracy on the fth mesh is estimated through the solution on the sub-
sequent (¢ + 1)st mesh. The obtained results are listed in Table [4] from which one may conclude
that:

e fde pil2_pc reaches 3.5 mescd in about 24 sec;

e fde pil2 pc-10 and fde_pi2_im do have a comparable accuracy, and can reach a higher
accuracy (slightly larger than 4 mesed) but with a higher execution time. Moreover, that of
fde_pi2_im is much larger than that of fde _pil2_pc-10;

e fhbvm2_ 2 reaches a very high accuracy (almost 12 mescd) in about 22 sec. Moreover, it is
able to achieve more than 10 mescd by using a timestep as large as 1, in the uniform part of
the mesh: this reflects the capability, of the underlying FHBVM(22,22) method, of obtaining
a spectrally accurate solution.

8 Conclusions

In this paper, we have extended the class of methods named Fractional HBVMs (FHBVMs) for
numerically solving multi-order FDEs. The implementation details of the methods have been given
in the general case: in particular, a comprehensive review of Jacobi-Pinéiro quadratures has been
presented, with the aim of providing algorithmic insights. As a result, a new Matlab© code, named
fhbvm2_2, has been released. The code implements the case of 2 possible different fractional
orders, and relies on FHBVM(22,22): this latter method had already been used in the code fhbvm2,
handling the single-order case. Alike the latter code, also the new one is able to gain spectrally
accurate solutions, on a suitably chosen mesh. Numerical tests taken from the literature duly
confirm this fact, also showing its superior performance over existing numerical codes, designed for
solving multi-order FDEs, available on the internet.

Data availability. The Matlab© code fhbvm2_2 is available at the URL [56].
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