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Abstract. In this article, a general type of two-dimensional time-fractional telegraph equation explained
by the Caputo derivative sense for (1 < « < 2) is considered and analyzed by a method based on the
Galerkin weak form and local radial point interpolant (LRPI) approximation subject to given appropriate
initial and Dirichlet boundary conditions. In the proposed method, so-called meshless local radial point
interpolation (MLRPI) method, a meshless Galerkin weak form is applied to the interior nodes while the
meshless collocation method is used for the nodes on the boundary, so the Dirichlet boundary condition
is imposed directly. The point interpolation method is proposed to construct shape functions using the
radial basis functions. In the MLRPI method, it does not require any background integration cells so that
all integrations are carried out locally over small quadrature domains of regular shapes, such as circles or
squares. Two numerical examples are presented and satisfactory agreements are achieved.

1 Introduction

The fractional derivative and fractional differential equation have been applied to describe some phenomena in physics
and engineering, e.g. colored noise, dielectric polarization, boundary layer effects in ducts, electromagnetic waves,
electrode-electrolyte polarization, allometric scaling laws in biology and ecology, fractional kinetics, quantitative fi-
nance, quantum evolution of complex systems, power-law phenomena in fluid and complex networks, viscoelastic
mechanics, etc. [1-6]. Moreover, the fractional telegraph equation (typical fractional diffusion-wave equation) has been
applied into signal analysis for transmission, the modeling of the reaction diffusion, propagation of electrical signals
and the random walk of suspension flows, etc. [7,8].

The classical telegraph equation is the result of the variational link between the voltage wave and the current wave
on the well-proportioned transmission line (therefore it is called also the transmission line equation). However, the
classical telegraph equation could not well describe the abnormal diffusion phenomena during the finite long transmits
progress, where the voltage wave or the current wave possibly exist [9,10]. So, it is necessary to study the fractional
telegraph equation, including the time and (or) space fractional derivatives. The present paper considers the following
general class of time-fractional telegraph equation of order (1 < o < 2):

0*u(x,t) n 0% Lu(x,t)

50 N~ + you(x,t) = 13Au + f(x,t), x€ R, te]0,T], (1)
subject to the compatible initial conditions
ou
U(X, 0) = @(X)a E( 70) = ¢(X)a x € (2)
and the boundary conditions
u(x,t) = go(y,t) for x=—1, u(x,t) = g1(y, t) for x =1, x e, tel0,T], (3)
u(x,t) = ho(x,t) for  y=-1, w(x,t) = hy(z,t) for y=1, x€ N, te|0,T], (4)
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where x = (z,y) is spatial variable, 2 = [~1,1)?> = {(2,y) : —1 < 2,y < 1} and, 71, 72 and 73 are constants. Also,
f(x,t) is the source function with sufficient smoothness and, ¢(x), ¥(x), go(y,t), 91(y,t), ho(z,t) and hy(z,t) are
given continuous functions. Moreover, in eq. (1), the time-fractional derivatives are in the sense of Caputo which is
defined by

L ' _ yk—a—1 (k) _
DOF(t) = F(k—a)/o(t £) F®(e)de, k—1<a<k, t>0,

F)(t) a=k.

The main shortcoming of mesh-based methods such as the finite element method (FEM), the finite volume method
(FVM) and the boundary element method (BEM) is that these numerical methods rely on meshes or elements. In the
two last decades, in order to overcome the mentioned difficulties, some techniques, so-called meshless methods, have
been proposed [11] which use a set of nodes scattered within the domain of the problem as well as sets of nodes on the
boundaries of the domain to represent (but not to discretize) the domain of the problem. There are some classes of
meshless methods: Meshless methods based on weak forms such as the element free Galerkin (EFG) method [12-14],
meshless methods based on collocation techniques (strong forms) such as the meshless collocation method based on
radial basis functions (RBFs) [11,15-19] and meshless methods based on the combination of weak forms and collocation
technique.

In the literature, various type of meshless weak form methods have been reported, e.g., the diffuse element method
(DEM) [20], the smooth particle hydrodynamic (SPH) [21,22], the reproducing kernel particle method (RKPM) [23],
the boundary node method (BNM) [24], the partition of unity finite element method (PUFEM) [25], the finite sphere
method (FSM) [26], the boundary point interpolation method (BPIM) [27] and the boundary radial point interpolation
method (BRPIM) [28]. The weak forms are used to derive a set of algebraic equations through a numerical integration
process using a set of quadrature domain that may be constructed globally or locally in the domain of the problem. In
the global weak form methods, global background cells are needed for numerical integration in computing the algebraic
equations.

To avoid the use of global background cells, Atluri proposed a local weak form and presented the meshless local
Petrov-Galerkin (MLPG) method [29-39]. Liu applied the concept of MLPG and developed a meshless local radial
point interpolation (MLRPI) method [14, 40-46]. When a local weak form is used for a field node, the numerical
integrations are carried out over a local quadrature domain defined for the node, which also is the local domain.
The local domain usually has a regular and simple shape for an internal node (such as sphere, square, etc.), and the
integration is done numerically within the local domain. Hence the domain and boundary integrals in the weak form
methods can easily be evaluated over the regularly shaped sub-domains and their boundaries.

In this paper, we focus on the numerical solution of the eqs. (1)—(4) using the meshless local radial point interpo-
lation (MLRPI) method. Two illustrative examples are given and satisfactory results are achieved.

()

2 The time discretization approximation

According to eq. (5), 8"‘&# can be written as follows:

1 /t 82u(X7£) (t — 5)170‘ d¢, 1<a<?,
0

0u(x,t) | I'(2-a) g2 (©)
o) Qu(x, b)
o *=2

and, regarding (0 < a — 1 < 1), we have

1 /tau(X,rf)(t_g)l—adg, l1<a<?2,
0

0% Lu(x,t) _ I2-a) o0& (7)
oot du(x, 1) .y
ot a==

In order to discretize the problem for 1 < o < 2 in the time direction, we substitute (1) into egs. (6) and (7), then
the integrals can be partitioned as

9%u (x, t+h) 1 /t(n+1> 0?u(x, ) l-a
’ = S (¢t d
: (e =) ae

ot CI(2-a) 0¢?

£kt 1)

B 1 - 0%u(x,§) (mn+1) £\
o F(Q — a) I;)_/t(k) 0&2 (t 5) dg (8)
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and
O lu ()1 Y u ) ey O
dta—1 _F(Q—a)/o T&(t _5) @
1 & 0 ey N0
“raa e e (U9 e Y

where t(© =0, t*tD) = ¢(") 4 At n=0,1,2,..., M. Also, n can be increased to the time length with At as the time
step which M At = T. Approximations of the first- and second-order derivatives due to the forward finite difference
formulae are defined as

?u(x,0)  u(x,t™FD) = 2u (x, ™M) + u (x, (D)

_ 2

2 = = + o(At?), (10)
du(x,0)  u(x,t"FD) —u (x,tM)

S = N + o(At), (11)

where o € [t t("+1D]. Replacement of egs. (10) and (11) into eqs. (8) and (9), respectively, gives

9% (X t(n+1)) 1 /t('ﬂ+1) 82U(X g) 1—a
) 9 t(n-‘,—l) o d
0 (10 —g) e

ato I2-a) €2

o Ire2-a) 1;) At? /t(k)

et 1)

(40 )" ae, (12)

and

23

- n (n+1)
0t (x, 1 tD) 1 /t du(x,§) (t(”ﬂ) B 5)1—a "
8t0¢—1 F(2 — a) 0

$(k+1)

1 n u(k?"!‘l) _ u(k) 11—«
_ (nt1) _
T2—a) kzzo AL /tm (¢ §) de (13)

where u(*) = u(x, t(k)), k=0,1,2,..., M. By considering t"*! — ¢ = r, the integral is easily obtained as

LB

(n+1) _ g\l —1 2—a
/t(k) (0 —g) e 2-a)

$(n—Fk)
1
= A (n—k+ 12— (n—Fk)?>]. 14
e =) [( ) ( > (14)

Rearrangement of egs. (12) and (13) by assumption by = (k + 1)27% — (k)2~ leads to

9%u (x, t+h) _ A ib’“ [u(n,kﬂ) oy (nk) +u(nfk71)]
) k=0

ot I'(3—a) <
n
=ap {u("+1) —2u™ 44D 4 Z by, {u("_]“'l) —2u(" R 4 u("_k_l)} } , (15)
k=1
and
-1 (n+1) 1—a n
0 tu (x, t" V) _ Ot by {u(n7k+1) _ u(nfk)}
ote—1 I'3—a)
k=0
—d {u<n+1> —u™ + Y b, [u(n—k+1> _ u(n—k)] } 7 (16)
k=1
where ag = %, ap = % andn =0,1,2,..., M. We note that eq. (1) at t = t(*+1) due to the f-weighted finite
difference formulation is as follows:
9%y X’t(n—&-l) 9% 1y X,t<n+1)
( o ) & o agal )4 o™ = 73 [9Au<”“> +(1— 9>Au<">] + Y, (17)
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where, 0 < 0 < 1 is a constant, Au(™ = Au(x,t™) and f) = f(x,t(™)). We set § = % for simplicity, and substitute
egs. (15) and (16) into eq. (17), then we obtain

n
ao {u(nJrl) —ou(m 4 =1 4 Z by |:u(n7k+1) —ou(mk) 4 u(nfkfl)} }
k=1

+yid) {u<n+1> —u™ 3 by {u<n—k+1) _ u(n—k)} } 4 ppu D) =
k=1

1
373 [Au("Jrl) + Au(n)} + fotD) (18)
or, equivalently,
1 (n+1) 1y nt) — 1 (n) ) (n—1)
573416 — (12 + a0 +7ap)u = —573415 — (2ap + mag) u'™ + agu

n
+ Z apby [u(n—k—H) — oy 4 u(n—k—l)}
k=1

+ Z’Ylaé)bk [u(n—k—i-l) _ u(n—k)} _ f(”-i-l)_ (19)
k=1

3 The modified radial point interpolation scheme

In the conventional point interpolation method (PIM) there is a main difficulty that inverse of the polynomial moment
matrix (it will be defined later) does not often exist. This condition could always be possible depending on the locations
of the nodes in the support domain and the terms of monomials used in the basis. If an inappropriate polynomial
basis is chosen for a given set of nodes, it may yield in a badly conditioned or even singular moment matrix [11]. In
order to avoid the singularity problem in the polynomial point interpolation method (PIM), the radial basis function
(RBF) is used to develop the radial point interpolation method (RPIM) for meshless weak form techniques [41,47,48].
The combination of RPIM and polynomial PIM is described as following: Consider a continuous function u(x) defined
in a domain {2, which is represented by a set of field nodes. The u(x) at a point of interest x is approximated in the

form of .

u(x) = > Ri(x)a; + Y p;j(x)b; = R"(x)a + P (x)b, (20)
i=1 j=1
where R;(x) is a radial basis function (RBF), n is the number of RBFs, p;(x) is monomial in the space coordinate
z? = [z,y], and m is the number of polynomial basis functions. The p;(x) in eq. (20) is built using Pascal’s triangle

and a complete basis is usually preferred. the linear basis functions are given by
PT(x) = {1,z,y}, m =3, (21)
and the quadratic basis functions are
PY(x) = {l,x,y, mQ,yQ,xy} , m = 6. (22)

When m = 0, only RBFs are used. Otherwise, the RBF is augmented with m polynomial basis functions. Coefficients
a; and b; are unknown which should be determined. There are a number of types of RBFs, and the characteristics of
RBFs have been widely investigated [15,49, 50]. In the current work, we have chosen the thin plate spline (TPS) as
radial basis functions in eq. (20). This RBF is defined as follows:

R(x)=r*In(r), m=12,3,.... (23)

Since R(x) in eq. (23) belongs to C?™~! (all continuous function to the order 2m —1), so higher-order thin plate splines
must be used for higher-order partial differential operators. For the second-order partial differential equation (1), m = 2
is used for thin plate splines (i.e. second-order thin plate splines). In the radial basis function R;(x), the variable is
only the distance between the point of interest X and a node at X; = (z;,y;), i.e. 7 = \/(x — x;)% + (y — y;)? for 2-D.
In order to determine a; and b; in eq. (20), a support domain is formed for the point of interest at x, and n field
nodes are included in the support domain (see fig. 1). Coefficients a; and b; in eq. (20) can be determined by enforcing
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Fig. 1. Node I is an interior node. {2, and {2¢ are local support and local quadrature domains, respectively.

eq. (20) to be satisfied at these n nodes surrounding the point of interest x. This leads to the system of n linear
equations, one for each node. The matrix form of these equations can be expressed as

Us = Rna + P7nb7 (24)
where the vector of function values Uy is
U, = {uy ug uz ... up}?’, (25)

the RBFs moment matrix is
Ri(r1) Ra(r1) ... Ry(r1)

Rl(”l’g) RQ(T’Q) RH(TQ)

R, = , (26)
Rl(T‘n) RQ(’I‘n) . Rn(rn) nxn
and the polynomial moment matrix is
Lay yr ... pm(x1)
1 T2 Yz ... pm(Xg)
P, = (27)
1z, y, ... pm(xn) nxm
Also, the vector of unknown coefficients for RBF's is
al = {ay ay ... a,} (28)
and the vector of unknown coefficients for polynomial is
bl ={by by ... bp}. (29)

We notify that in eq. (26), 7 in R;(ry) is defined as

k= (zk — )% + (Y, — ¥:)2- (30)

We mention that there are m + n variables in eq. (24). The additional m equations can be added using the following
m constraint conditions:

> pixi)a;=PhLa=0, j=12,..,m (31)
i=1

Combining eqs. (24) and (31) yields the following system of equations in the matrix form:

()l ) 0) -
U, = = = Ga, (32)
0 PT 0 ) \b
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where _
USZ{’LHUQ...UROO...O}, éT:{alag...anblbg...bm}. (33)

Because the matrix R, is symmetric, the matrix G will also be symmetric. Solving eq. (32), we obtain

a= (E) - G0, (34)

Equation (20) can be rewritten as

u(x) = R (x)a + PT(x)b = {R” (x)PT(x)} (2) . (35)

Now, using eq. (34), we obtain
u(x) = {R”(x) PT(x)} G710, = " (x)U,, (36)
where ®7 (x) can be rewritten as
&7 (x) = {R7(x) PT(x)}G " = {61(x) 2(%) ... 9n(%) bnr1(X) ... ()} (37)

The first n functions of the above vector function are called the RPIM shape functions corresponding to the nodal
displacements and we show by the vector ®7(x) so that it is

@7 (x) = {¢1(x) ¢2(x) ... du(x)}, (38)

then eq. (36) is converted to the following one:

u(x) = ®7(x)U, = Z b (X)u;. (39)

The derivatives of u(x) are easily obtained as

Ou(x) Z":B@(X) du(x) z":%i(x) (40)

or or P Oy - Oy i

i=1 i=1

Note that R, ! usually exists for arbitrary scattered nodes and therefore the augmented matrix G is theoretically
non-singular [51,52]. In addition, the order of polynomial used in eq. (20) is relatively low. We add that the RPIM
shape functions have the Kronecker delta function property, that is

1, 1=3 j=12,...,n,
¢i(x;) = L (41)
0, i#j4, i,j=1,2,...,n.

This is because the RPIM shape functions are created to pass through nodal values.

4 The meshless local weak form formulation

Instead of giving the global weak form, the meshless local Galerkin weak form method constructs the weak form over
local quadrature cell such as {2, which is a small region taken for each node in the global domain {2 (see fig. 1). The
local quadrature cells overlap each other and cover the whole global domain 2. The local quadrature cells could be
of any geometric shape and size. In this paper they are taken to be of circular shape. The local weak form of eq. (19)
for x; = (;,1;) € £2} can be written as

1
/ ‘ {273411(“1) — (2 +ao+ ’7106)“(n+1)] v(x)d2 =

i
q

1
/ ‘ {—273Au(”) — (2a0 + m1af)u™ + aou("l)} v(x)de?

n
+/ ( agb [P TRFY — 9y (n—R) 4 u("_k_l)]> v(x)ds?
25 \k=1

+ / (Zma:}bk[um—’f“)—u(’l—“]) v)dR— [ fu(x)de, (42)
i

¢ \k=1 ‘Qé
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where .Qé is the local quadrature domain associated with the point 4, i.e., it is a circle centered at x; of radius r, and,
v(x) is the Heaviside step function [53,54],
1, xe€ 2,

v(x) = {0, e (43)

as the test function in each local quadrature domain. Using the divergence theorem, eq. (42) yields the following
expression:

1 1 (n+1)
— (2 +ao + 71616)/ u" ) y(x) A2 — 3 Vu" Ve d2 + *’73/ U@u dI' =
2 2 _Q; 2 a_QZ‘I, on
1

1 ou™
z (n) z /
vs [ VuMVedR - 73/ v dI' = (2a9 + m1a /
27 Jai 27 Jogi  On ( o) o

+ Zaobk [/ .
k=1 2;
+ > maghy l/
k=1 @

— [ fy(x)de, (44)
2

u™o(x)dR2 + ao / u™ Hy(x) dR
Q

i i
q q

u"F (%) A — 2/

u("_k)v(x)dﬁ—i—/ u™F Dy (x)d 2
2

2

q q

u(”_kﬂ)v(x)d!)—/ u(”_k)v(x) dn
19,

i i
q q

where 892 is the boundary of Qg, n = (ny,n2) is the outward unit normal to the boundary 893, and

on  Ox Jy

is the normal derivative, i.e., the derivative in the outward normal direction to the boundary &Qé. Because the

derivative of the Heaviside step function v(x) is equal to zero, then the local weak form equation (44) is changed into
the following simple integral equation:

1 ) (n+1)
—(v2 +ag + ’yla(’))/ "t 40 + 573/ ua dr =
[0 el n

i
aq

1 ou™)
— =73 dF+a0/
2 92 on 2

u™ D A2 — (200 + 'ylag)/ u™ A
7

q q

w0 — 2/

u<"*k>dﬂ+/ w1 40
(]

9]

q q

w0 — / u" R 40
d (9]

K
q

- /Q F an. (45)

i
q

£ [ /
k=1 2

Applying the moving least squares (MLS) approximation for the unknown functions, the local integral equation (45)
is transformed into a system of algebraic equations with used unknown quantities, as described in the next section.

i
q

5 Discretization and numerical implementation of MLRPI method

In this section, we consider eq. (45) to see how to obtain discrete equations. Consider N regularly located points on
the boundary and domain of the problem (2 = [~1,1]* = {(x,y) : =1 < z,y < 1}) so that the distance between to
consecutive nodes in each direction is constant and equal to h. Assuming that u(x;, kAt) for all k = 1,2,...,n and
1 =1,2,..., N are known, our aim is to compute u(x;, (n + 1)At), i = 1,2,..., N. So, we have N unknowns and to
compute these unknowns we need N equations. As it will be described, corresponding to each node we obtain one
equation. For nodes which are located in the interior of the domain, i.e., for x; € interior {2, to obtain the discrete
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equations from the locally weak forms (45), substituting approximation formula (39) into local integral equations (45)
yields:

- MG I+ 9¢ (n+1)
n+1 ' n+1)
_(72+a0+71a6);</9q¢jd(2> +273;</6938ndr>uj _
Lo\ 99; () > (n) > (n—1)
—5 oAl = ao tmap) Y ([ 62 |l vaod ([ ¢jde )l
j=1 \" 9% j=1 a j=1 Y
n N N N
—|—Za0b;€ Z (/ ¢] dQ) (n—k+1) 22 (/ | ¢] dQ) u(nfk) + Z (/ | ¢] d.Q) u§'nfk71)
k=1 j=1 g =1 i = i
+ 2 mahe (/ % dQ) CHREDY < / K2 df?) uf" ™" / FrD o, (46)
k=1 j=1 \’¥% =\ :

We had supposed by = (k+1)27% — (k)27 k =1,2,...,n in sect. 3, in addition, we assume b_; = 0 and by = 1. By
these assumptions eq. (46) is converted to the followmg equatlon

N

_(’72—&-(10—1—71(16)2(/ ¢]d!2>+ 732< 8% dF ] (n+1)

=1 3Qz 3n

n

N
Z [’Vlaé)(bnferl - bnfs) + aO(bn s—1 — 2bn s + bn s+1 Z (/ ¢j dQ) 'S)
[Py

s=1 j=1

N N
+ [ao(bn_1 — 2b ’ylaob Z (/ ¢j dQ) u§0) —+ Clobn Z </ (b] dQ) u§_1)
j=1

j=1
8¢J (n) (n+1)
— *’}/3 / dr — forTds. (47)
Z < 92 on > Qi
According to the initial conditions that were introduced in eq. (2), we apply the following assumptions:
u;0) = (%), ug_l) = ugl) — 2At(x;5), (48)

where the second relation is the result of central finite difference formula, then we conclude the following

N
> </Q é; dQ) W = /Q o(x) A2, (49)

j=1 q

N

N
(/ K2 d()) uf ™ =3 (/ &, dQ) YN, N P(x)de. (50)

j
Therefore, applying eqs. (49) and (50) into (47) yields

N
8¢ n+1
,(72+a0+71a6)z (/Q cz)]d.Q) + fygz (/391 anﬂ dF) u§ +1) _
Jj=1
n N
Z [Vlaé)(bn—s—i-l - bn—s) + aO(bn—s—l - an—s + bn—s—i—l Z (/ ¢j dQ)
s=1 j=1
- ( 99 (n)
n+1
+aobnz</m¢)jd()>uj VZ</W 8njdp> _ Qif(+)d_(3
Jj=1 q a

+ [ao(bn—1 — 2bn) — Y100by] / o(x)d2 — 2a0b, At [ (x)dS2. (51)
o 2
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For nodes which are located on the boundary, we have the following cases:

(bl) For nodes on the boundary —1 < y < 1 and 2 = —1, using eq. (3) we have

u" T (x;) = go(xi, (n+ 1) A). (52)
(b2) For nodes on the boundary —1 < y <1 and x = 1, using eq. (3) we have

UnJrl(Xi) =01 (Xl', (n + I)At) (53)
(b3) For nodes on the boundary —1 <z <1 and y = —1, using eq. (4) we have

u" (%) = ho(x;, (n + 1)At). (54)
(b4) For nodes on the boundary —1 < 2 <1 and y = 1, using eq. (4) we have

u" (%) = hi(x, (n + 1) At). (55)
The matrix forms of egs. (51)—(55) for all N nodal points in domain and on boundary of the problem are given below:

N N
1 n+1
—(72 + a0 + mag) ZAij T3 Z Bi; u§ )=
j=1 j=1

n

N N
Z [71a6(bn—s+1 - bn—s) + aO(bn—s—l - 2bn—s + bn—s-i—l)] Z Aijug‘S) + aObn Z Auugl)

s=1 j=1 7j=1
1 N
n n+1
- 5’}/3 Z BZJ’LLE ) — E( +1) + [ao(bn,1 — 2bn) — ’ylagbn] (pi — 2a0bnAt!7¢, (56)
j=1
where
_ _ 99, (n+1) _
Aij = ¢j dQ, Bij = - dF, Fz = F(X, (n + 1)At)dg, (57)
Qi 92 on i
b, = / p(x)de, v, = P(x) de2. (58)
_Q}'I i

By considering the following notations,

N N
1
Aij = —('72 + aq + 71&6) ZA” + 5’)/3 ZBij,
Jj=1 j=1
Qp s = ’Ylalo(bn—s-&-l - bn—s) + aO(bn—s—l - an—s + bn—s+1)7
Bn = aObna
1
A==
2737

5n = aO(bnfl - an) - ’71(16[711,
Hn = —2a0bnAt,

) )

T
n+1 n+1 n+1
Pt = (R R, EY]
¢:[¢1;¢2a"'7¢N]Ta
U= [0, W, ..., WN]",

T
Untl — [ugn-'rl)’uén-‘rl)’”.’ug\f;-l—l)} ’
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eq. (56) changes to the following matrix form:
AUTH) = \BU™ 43 {an,SAU“)} 4 B AUD 4 §.® 4 W — FHL (59)
s=1

Furthermore, to satisfy egs. (52)—(55), for all nodes belonging to the boundary, i.e. x; € 02, we set, for each step,

1, j=i

0 i (60)

D, =¥; =0, Vj: A= Bij =0, Aij:{

and, for the vector F("*1 | we assign:

1) If x; belongs to the boundary (bl) described in egs. (52)—(55) then FE"H) —go(xs, (n+ 1)At).
2) If x; belongs to the boundary (b2) described in egs. (52)—(55) then FE”H) —g1(xi, (n 4+ 1)At).
3) If x; belongs to the boundary (b3) described in eqs. (52)—(55) then FE"H) ho(xi, (n + 1)At).
4) If x; belongs to the boundary (b4) described in egs. (52)—(55) then FE”H) = —hi(x;, (n + 1)At).

We notice here that, when n = 0, we use directly (46) and then, for n > 0, it is straightforward to use eq. (59).

6 Stability and convergency of the method

In this section, we give discussion on the stability and convergency of the method. Let us introduce H*(£2), Hg(£2)
and H™({2) space which are helpful in our analysis. Let 2 C R? be convex set [55]

HY(2):={veL*), D*eL*2), o<1},
Hy(2) :={ve H' (), vlosg =0},
H™(2):={ve L), D*eL*2), forall, |of<m},

where 2 C R, d = 2,3. The inner products of L?(£2) and H'(2) are defined, respectively, by
(u,v) = / uvdf?2, (u,v)1 = (u,v) + (Vu, Vv), (61)
¢
and the norms in L? and H' are
HU” = (U7U)1/27 |U|1 = (vvvvv)l/Q' (62)
Also, suppose k > 0, then we define the weighted H' norm as
1/2
[Vllwa = [lol* +xfolf] (63)

For a positive N, let 7 = At = T/N, t, = n7(0 < n < N). The time domain [0,T] is covered by {t,|0 < n < N}.
Given the grid function w = {w"|0 < n < N}, from [56] and [57] we denote

1 -
w12 — 5((wn + wn—l)’ 6twn—1/2 — w (64)
T

Lemma 1 (see [58]). Suppose 1 < a < 2, g € C?[0,T]. It holds that

N (03
I'2-a) /0 (tn — &)1 dg — I'(3-a) [a(l@(tn) - ;(anfkfl — n1)g(tr) — anl@(o)‘| <
—« 3—a
['(31_ ) {2 o T ;_ - (1 21‘°“)] o lg” (t)|7° 7, (65)

where
ap = (k+ 1) — 27, (66)
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Lemma 2 (see [58]). Suppose 0 < o — 1 < 1, g € C2[0,T]. It holds that

1 tn g'(é‘) Fa n—1
ri-a /0 a0 " Fa—a) |9~ ,;(a"*’“*l = an—k)9(tk) = an-19(0) || <
1 1l—a 227 . . .
I2—a) [ o Tog (12 )} Jmax g (1), (67)
where
b = (k+ 1) — gl (68)

Let V(x,t) = ut(x,t), eq. (1) is reduced to

! V(.9 1-a 1 foux.8) x,1) = Au(x x
F(2—a)/0 o =9 dg*”lp(l_a)/o g (= O e+ yulx ) = Aulx,t) + (1) (69)

Let us assume the following notations:
V(x,t,) = V", u(x,t,) = u", f(x,t,) = f", x € {2, 1<n<N.
Applying Lemmas 1 and 2, we have

11—« n—1
- yno— bl — Gy Vk_ n_UO
TG |% ;(a k=1 — Gn—k) an-1U;
Foa n—1
n k 0 n __
+ 'Ylm [bou - ;(bnfkfl —bp_p)u” — by U | +yu"™ =
Au™ + f* + (RE)" + (rF)", I<n<N,
where ) ) 58
a\n -« - 1—a " 33—«
< — (1 —
B < s | oo+ s~ (=27 s (Ol (70)
and )
1 l—a 2°7¢
ayn| - _ _ o—« 2—0(0
051 S ey | o+ e - (1= 27 WOl ™)
Then, it holds, for 2 < n < N, that
Tie 1 = k 0
—_— yrTt — n—k—2 — Qp_k—1)V" — an_oU
TG—a) |® ;(a k=2 — Qn—k—1) an—2Uy
o« n—2
+%F(27— bou"" Z k2 = bnk1)uF — by oU" | 4 pu" T =
k=1
An1+fn1 ( )n1+(r) , 2§’I’L§N
On the other hand, it easily holds
n—2 n—2
- Z(an—k—2 - an—k—l)vk + an—2UtO - Z(bn—k—2 - bn—k—l)uk + by oU° =
1 k=1
n—1
- Z(anfkfl - anfk)vkil + anflUtO - Z(bnfkfl - bnfk)ukil + bnfon'
k=1 k=1
Therefore, we get
-« n—1
T |a V”fle(a ko1 — )V —a, U
F(S — Oé) 0 P n—k— n— n— t
T_a n—1
b n—1 _ bn— - bn— k—1 _ bn— UO n—1 _
+717F(2—a) ou kzz:l( k-1 k)u 1 +72u

Lyt (RO 4 (o) 2<n<N.
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Using the notations

7’1_0‘ n—1 X 0
P n—1
n k 0 a\n
* 71“27—04) bou™ — ;(bn—k—l = bnp)u” — b U | + (RY)"™ + (

and w"1/2 = %(w” +w" 1), we have the following equality:

1
wn71/2 _ 5((wn + wnfl) _

Tl_a n—1
Vn—1/2_ k] — Vk_1/2— e UO
G [“0 2 oncicr =) et

—a n—1
. . -
TN W [boun V2 (bt = bag)ut T = by U

(2 —

+ R+ ()", 1<n<N.

According to Lemmas 1 and 2

‘%;71/2‘ _ ‘(R?)n—l/Q + (r?)n—l/Q‘ < C3T3—a +C37_2—a < C37’2_°‘.

Using the Taylor expansion and ref. [59], it follows that

Vn71/2 _ atunfl/Q + (t@%)nfl/27
vy
B 2
wn—1/2 _’_,y2un—l/2 ZAU"_1/2+f”_1/2+%§_1/27

u + (B2,

and, also, there is a constant C; such that
(1)1 2 < eir?,

(27 2 < aur®.

Then, from refs. [60-63], we have
|2 2| < Cor3 4 Cor < G

Thus, from (77), (78) and (79), we can obtain

-« n-1
T —1/2 k—1/2 0
v ) la()@tu" 2 _ E (ap—k—1 — Gn—k)Oru 2 _ an—1U;

I Pt
7‘170‘ n—1
- I\n—1/2 _ N 1\k—1/2
+ TG —a) [aoc%’l) D (0o = an-i)(81) ]
—a n—1
T n—1/2 _ . k—1/2 0
+m 2= [bou ;(bnfkfl bp—1)u bn—1U

o n—1
+ 71%04) [bo(%’f)"l/z =D (bnko1 = bu) ()2

k=1
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therefore, we derive

|t n—1
.
—1/2 k—1/2 0
7@ [aoatun /2 E (an—k—l - an—k)atu /2 an—lUt
k=1

Tl—a . n—-1 3
v [aoc%’%) S e — ) (D) 1/2]

k=1
—a n—1
-
e [bou" 2= (bppo1 — D)UY = by U°
I'2-a) l kz::l
—a n—1
T n— — n—
e lb%%’%) V23 (bt — b i) ()2 2 =
k=1
Aun71/2 +fn71/2 +%n71/2’ 1 S n S N, (80)
where
n—1/2 T 1\n—1/2 - 1\k—1/2
R = m ao(%1) - Z(an,k,l — an—k) (%)
k=1
—a n—1
T e _
T Te—a [ao@%) V2 S (bukr — bu k) ()" W]
k=1
+ %)’“‘”Q} + (%) 2, (81)
then, we conclude,
n— Tl_a T_a —Q
R = TG-a) [C17% = (1 —an_1)C17%] + Te—a) [Cir? = (1~ bnk)cng]] + 0+ (Cor). (82)
Finally, it holds
|R"1/2) < e (83)

Omitting the small term 9" 1/? and substituting the function «” with its numerical approximation ™ in (80), we
obtain the following difference scheme:

B n—1
F(T31—a04) and U2 ;(an—k—l — ) U — 0y U
—a n—1
gy (U ;(bn_k_l = bn U2 = by U T2 =
Ayn-1/2 +fn—1/2’ 1<n<N. (84)

Also, the weak formulation of eq. (80) for u € H}(£2) and v € H}(£2) is

Tl—a

n—1
n—1/2 o o ) k—1/2 _ UO
TG —a) [ao(ﬁtu V) ng(anfkfl an—1)(Opu ) = an—1(Ug,v)

—Q

n—1
Ti n—1/2 _ _ k—1/2 _ 0
r2—a) [ao(u V) kZ:l(anfkfl Gp—1)(u ) — a1 (U%v)

+m + (w2 ) =

A0+ (V20 + (Y Re), TS0 N, (82)
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6.1 Stability

Theorem 1. The scheme (84) is unconditionally stable in the sense that for all T > 0, it holds

2—«
tn

tl—a
I'3—a)

n < 117/0 02 n—1/2|
U7 o < )+ o=y U1+ 2t o 17717 (56)

1211 +

Proof. Choosing v = 9; U™~/ in (85) and noticing ag = by = 1, p1 = I'(3 — )7 ! and Py = I'(2 — )7, we have
following equation for 1 <n < N:

1
7”(9,5]/{”_1/2”2 + (vun—l/Zjvatun—l/2) + l (un—1/27atun—1/2) + 79 (un—1/27atun—l/2) _
1 M2

1 lg(ankl ~ an—r) (autkilmaat U"_l/z) — Up—1 (Uto,atun—lﬂ)

M1 1
n—1
+ S ket = i) (U2 0U ) < by (U0, 0U )
M2 1
n (f"‘1/2,6t u"—l/Z) . 1<n<N. (87)
Since
n _ 7/mn—1 n n—1 1
(Vur-v2 vounyey = (WU WU L gy - vune) (s5)
2 T 2T
and ag—1, bg—1, (@p—k—1 — an—g) and (b,—_g_1 — bu—x) are all positive, eq. (87) yields
Lo+ Lo - jvur)
M1 27’
+ £|(un71/27atun71/2)| + U2 oun )| =
n—1
1
M1 lZ(an—k—l - an—k)'(at ukil/Qaat un71/2)| - an—l'(Uth 8t un1/2)]
k=1
’Y n—1
+@X}qu—m4MW““%@w“WM—mqmﬂ@u“”m]
k=1
+ (Y2 9,un?)),  1<n<N. (89)

Assuming 7, = 1, then we rewrite the last equation as

ﬁl\atu”’l/g\\z +vUrF = Ivurt®)

MNT n— n— n— n—
+E(||U V210, U2 P) 4 2yar (U V)P + 0 U R <

n—1
s [anm = an-) (108 P + 104" = ana (N7 + 0 U”l/“’)]

k=1

n—1
YoT _ n— n—
+Z [}j(bn_k_l—bn_kxnu’“ V2P f0c U 2R = b (JUCNP + |0 U ”2ll2>]
k=1

+ 27 (|| f7 V2% + |9, U212, 1<n<N.
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Considering x > 0 is the number depending on the time step and v; = 1, we obtain

gnat U2 | VU2 = VU + %HW*/ZHQ +um? - ) =
1 2

n—1
KT _
— [Z(an—k—l — an—i) |0 U2 — a, | UD P
M1 1
n—1
KYoT _
+ S PTAN bkt — b i) UV — byt U2
LS
+ 2x7 || f7 122, 1<n<N,
Let us put
E° = [JU0]]* + x|V U°|?
and

K T
||u”\|2+u<||vu"||2+—zan plld uE—12)2 4 K27 an, o172 12,
o et A

Consequently, we have the following inequality:

KT p—1 KY17bn—1

E" <E" 4 ——|U}|” + TP + 2mr]| £ 22 <

n
KT VKT
E0+w—2ak_1||Ut°||2 . Zbk 1||U0||2+2u<7'n max | " 122,
L=t k=1

It is easy to verify that Y _ ax—1 =n?"*and > ;_, by—1 = n'~*. Then, we have

t20¢

*Zak U2 = ﬁ”Ut &

tl oY

*Zbk U = ﬁI\UOIIZ’

and the proof is complete.

6.2 Convergency

Page 15 of 21

Theorem 2. Assume u € H} be the exact solution of (80) and U € H} be approzimate solution of (84), then we have

the following inequality
17120 < NE0N2 1 + 2xtnCri 72,

in which & = u™ — U"™.

Proof. Subtracting (80) from weak formulation of (84) and choosing v = &"~1/2 we obtain

11— -
r(ta_ ] ao(9,6" 2, w) Z Un—pm1 — Anp) (012 u})]
k=1
—a n—1
TN FG Ty |0 = D Gk = bui) (6T 0) | 40 (67 ) =
k=1
AEV2 )+ (R ), 1<n<N.

(94)
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Taking v = & 1/2, we find

iEet n—1
T B . - .
FEa) @€ AET) = S anir — an-) (B8, 6 2)]
k=1
o n—1
+ Vlm ao(gnfl/ngnfl/Q) _ Z(bn—k—l _ bn_k)(éokl/Z’éonl/Z)]
k=1

+72(éon71/2’éan71/2) _
A(E"2 6N 4 (R gnTY), 1< N, (96)

If we set v; = 1, then we have

T - n n— T n— n—
o o™ V2P (IVEr)? Ve 1H2)+%(II5’ Y22) +rer (™ 12)1%) <

n—1 n—1
T _ T —
- [an_k_l — ) (08" |+ 2T lZ(bn_k_l —ba)(llE 1/2||2>]
Lo et L
+ 27| R 1/2)|2, 1<n<N, (97)

i.e.,

N T | & N
Yor £ 1/2H2+HV<55”H2+E > an_illosE™

= [Z bnkné""—”“] <

k=1 k=1
- n—1 Yot n—1
IVE™ 2+ — D ansallds™V2IP) | + 2= | D b6
RO et M2 |

427|212, 1<n< N

Employing a similar procedure as in Theorem 1, we can derive

KT n _
EM =P + | VEP + — D an—illOrE™ |
L
I](’}/QT n n—
== D bukllE WH (98)
k=1
to obtain .
EM < €0+ 2r ) RV (99)

k=1
Finally, applying the inequality (83) for 1 < n < N completes the proof.

7 Numerical experiments

In this section, we show the results obtained for two examples using the meshless method described above. In both
examples, the domain integrals are evaluated with 16 points Gaussian quadrature rule while the boundary integrals
are evaluated with 7 points Gaussian quadrature rule. To show the behaviour of the solution and the efficiency of the
proposed method, the following root mean square (RMS) error is applied to make comparison

RMS = \/ZiN_1 (Uenact (%1) = Unppro (1))
N b

where Usxact (%;) and Uapprox(Xi) are achieved by exact and approximate solution on points x; and N is number of
nodal points. In both problems the regular node distribution is used. Also, in order to implement the meshless local
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3.5

—— o=1.1

RMS ERROR

w 1 1 1 Y.
-1 -0.5 0 0.5 1

X

Fig. 2. Diagram of the RMS error of u(x,0) at t = 0.5 with At = 0.01 and N = 1681(h = 0.05) for Example 1.

weak form, the radius of the local quadrature domain r, = 0.7h is selected, where h is the distance between the nodes
in the z- or y-direction. The size of r, is such that the union of these sub-domains must cover the whole global domain.
The radius of the support domain to moving least squares approximation is rs = 4r,. This size is significant enough to
have a sufficient number of nodes (n) and gives an appropriate approximation. Also, the quadratic basis function (22)
is used, i.e. m = 6 is taken.

Example 1. We set 71 = 72 = 73 = 1, the exact solution of problems (1)—(4) is taken as
u(z,y,t) = exp(t) sin(10z? + 10y?),
where o(x,y), ¥(x,y), 90(y,t), 91(y,t), ho(z,t) and hy(z,t) are defined accordingly and also f(z,y,t) is given by
2¢'I"(2 — o, t) sin (10 (2% + y?))

I'2-—a)
+ 400e’z? sin (10 (m2 + y2))
+ 3¢’ sin (10 (:c2 + yz))
+ 400e’y? sin (10 (x2 + y2))
— 40¢" cos (10 (z® +y?)), (100)

f(x,y,t) =

where
[e.e]
I(z)= / t*~Lexp(—t) dt, (101)
0

I'(z,a) = /OO t2 L exp(—t) dt. (102)

Figure 2 presents the RM S error of numerical MLRPI solutions u(z,0,0.5) for different values of a.. As it is seen in
this figure, the error is almost the same for all a’s. The RM S error versus N (the number of total nodal points) is
plotted for different values of time steps (At) at ¢ = 1 for « = 1.5 in fig. 3. As it is seen in this figure, the error
decreases by decreasing At and increasing N that means the convergence occurs with respect to both N and At.

Example 2. In this example, we take v = v3 = 1, and 5 = 10. We assume that

u(z,y,t) = exp(—t) sin(n(z + y))
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10 T T
—@— time step =0.1
—QO— time step= 0.01
—Q— time step =0.001
10° ¢ 1
@
= 10 | i
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10_3 1 ‘ 2 ‘ 3 4
10 10 10 10
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Fig. 3. Diagram of the RM S error at t = 1 versus N with a = 1.5 for Example 1.
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Fig. 4. Diagram of the RM S error of u(x,0) at t = 0.5 with At = 0.01 and N = 1681(h = 0.05) for Example 2.

is the exact solution of the problems (1)—(4), where ¢(z,v), ¥(z,v), 9o(y,t), g1(y,t), ho(x,t) and hy(z,t) are defined
accordingly and also f(x,y,t) is given by

f(z,y,t) =2(5+ %) e 'sin(r(z +y)). (103)

Figure 4 shows the RM S error of the numerical MLRPI solutions u(x,0,0.5) for different values of a.. As it is seen in
this figure, the error becomes larger by increasing «. In fig. 5, the RM S error versus N (the number of total nodal
points) is plotted for different values of the time step (At) at ¢ = 1 for o = 1.5. As it is seen in this figure, the error
decreases by decreasing At and increasing N that means again the convergence holds with respect to both N and
At. The descending behavior of the RM S error for the long-time integration by increasing time in fig. 6 shows the
stability of MLRPI scheme for Example 2.
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Fig. 5. Diagram of the RM S error at ¢t = 1 versus N with o = 1.5 for Example 2.
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Fig. 6. The behavior of RM S for the long-time integration with At = 0.01 and (N = 441)h = 0.1 when o = 1.5 for Example 2.

8 Conclusions

In this paper, the meshless local radial point interpolation method has been applied to solve a general class of two-
dimensional time-fractional telegraph equation (1 < a < 2). The present method provides a local quadrature domain
and a local support domain for each node so that the integration and the interpolation are done on these domains. In
this method, the shape functions have been constructed by the point interpolation augmented to radial basis functions.
A time discretization has been done in Caputo sense using finite difference techniques. The Heaviside step function was
used as the test function in the local weak form method in MLRPI. In the current work, to demonstrate the accuracy
and usefulness of this method, two numerical examples have been presented. As demonstrated by the computational
results, it is not difficult to implement the proposed method for similar problems.
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