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Abstract. This work aims to construct an efficient and highly accurate numerical method to address the time singularity at t = 0
involved in a class of time-fractional parabolic integro-partial differential equations in one and two dimensions. The L2-1σ scheme is
used to discretize the time-fractional operator, whereas a modified version of the composite trapezoidal approximation is employed
to discretize the Volterra operator in time. Subsequently, it helps to convert the proposed model into a second-order boundary value
problem in a semi-discrete form. The multi-dimensional Haar wavelets are then used for grid adaptation and efficient computations for
the two-dimensional problem, whereas the standard second-order approximations are employed to approximate the spatial derivatives
for the one-dimensional case. The stability analysis is carried out on an adaptive mesh in time. The convergence analysis leads to
O(N−2 + M−2) accurate solution in the space-time domain for the one-dimensional problem having time singularity based on the
L∞ norm for a suitable choice of the grading parameter. Furthermore, it provides O(N−2 + M−3) accurate solution for the two-
dimensional problem having unbounded time derivative at t = 0. The analysis also highlights a higher order accuracy for a sufficiently
smooth solution resides in C3(Ωt) even if the mesh is discretized uniformly. The truncation error estimates for the time-fractional
operator, integral operator, and spatial derivatives are presented. In addition, we have examined the impact of various parameters
on the robustness and accuracy of the proposed method. Numerous tests are performed on several examples in support of the
theoretical analysis. The advancement of the proposed methodology is demonstrated through the application of the time-fractional
Fokker-Planck equation and the fractional-order viscoelastic dynamics having weakly singular kernels. It also confirms the superiority
of the proposed method compared with existing approaches available in the literature.
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1. Introduction

During the past few decades, the qualitative analysis of fractional differential equations (FDEs) and fractional-order integro-
differential equations (FOIDEs) has gained popularity owing to their practical application in numerous fields of science and
technology, including control theory [1], neural networks in cryptography [2], options trading [3], and viscoelasticity [4],
etc. However, the present work is more focused on the analysis of the time-fractional integro-partial differential equations
(TFIPDEs), which have a widespread application in the time-fractional Fokker-Planck equation [5] and the fractional-order
viscoelastic dynamics. In this scenario, the current state of the system depends on the current time as well as on its past
history over a certain time span which makes the fractional-order system more accurate in simulating a physical process
that incorporates initial and boundary data. Furthermore, the singular behavior of the solution of a fractional-order model
not only differs from the classical integer-order systems but also poses a greater challenge for solving them.

To discuss the complexity of numerical simulation to address time singularity, in this work, we consider the time-
fractional integro-partial differential equations involving time singularity at t = 0, which can be expressed in the following
generalized form: 




∂αt U(x, t) + LU(x, t) + µ

∫ t

0

K(x, t− ξ)U(x, ξ)dξ = f(x, t),

for (x, t) ∈ Ω× Ωt, with

U(x, 0) = g(x) for x ∈ Ω,
U(x, t) = h(x, t) for (x, t) ∈ ∂Ω× Ωt,

(1)

where α ∈ (0, 1). Ω ⊂ R
d (d = 1, 2) is an open and bounded domain with ∂Ω denotes its boundary, and Ωt = (0, T ]. ∂αt

denotes the fractional Caputo operator [6] of order α with respect to t. The operator L is defined as:

LU(x, t) := −p(x)∆U(x, t) + q · ∇U(x, t) + r(x)U(x, t),
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with q = (q1(x), q2(x)), ∇U := (Ux,Uy), and ∆U := Uxx + Uyy. p, q1, q2, r, g, h, f are sufficiently smooth functions with
r(x) ≥ 0, p(x) ≥ p0 > 0 for x ∈ Ω. In particular, for 1D problem, when Ω ⊂ R, we have LU(x, t) := −p(x)Uxx(x, t) +
q(x)Ux(x, t) + r(x)U(x, t). The kernel K is smooth and is considered to be positive and real-valued. µ is a fixed positive
constant. Further, it is assumed that the solution and its temporal derivatives satisfy the following regularity conditions:

∣∣∣∂
jU

∂tj
(·, t)

∣∣∣ ≤ C(1 + tα−j), for j = 0, 1, 2, 3, (2)

for all t ∈ Ωt. C is some generic constants, which can take different values at different places throughout the manuscript.
Also, note that the solution is sufficiently smooth in its spatial variables.

If, we consider µ = 0, then (1) becomes time-fractional sub-diffusion equations, which have been extensively studied in
the literature [7, 8]; for that problems, it is well known that given smooth and compatible data, nevertheless the solution will
exhibit a weak singularity at the initial time t = 0. Despite the presence of such singularities of the temporal derivatives
in the solution, many researchers make a priori assumption that higher-order temporal derivatives of the solution are
smooth on the closed domain, to deal with the numerical analysis of finite difference techniques for solving them using
Taylor expansions in their truncation error analyses. For instance, see the works discussed in [9, 10, 11]. However, this
approach is generally impractical for fractional-order differential models, as the fractional derivatives are nonlocal and
involve weakly singular kernels. In the present research, we construct a hybrid numerical scheme, which is a combination
of the non-uniform L2-1σ discretization and the multi-dimensional wavelet approximation to address the time singularity
of the proposed problem. The non-uniform mesh in time is shown to be more effective in enhancing the rate of accuracy
compared to the uniform mesh.

For a comprehensive study of fractional-order problems, including FDEs and FOIDEs with initial time singularities, we
refer the readers to the works of Chen et al. [12], Santra et al. [13], Babaei and Salehi [14], and Dehghan et al. [15]. It is
important to note that semi-analytical approaches such as the Adomian decomposition method [16], the homotopy analysis
method [17], and the variational iteration method [18] tend to be less accurate. These methods often require a lot of
iterations to reach the desired accuracy, which makes the process more time-consuming. Several attempts have been made
to develop accurate, stable, and high-order approximations for the fractional derivatives. Among them, the L1 discretization
is a good approximation, which has been widely used in [8, 19], for fractional problems having unbounded time derivative at
t = 0. The method provides first-order convergence on any subdomain away from the origin, whereas it produces a O(N−α)
accurate solution over the entire region, where N denotes the number of mesh intervals towards the temporal direction.
This phenomenon is highlighted in [20, 21]. Even though the non-uniform mesh is more effective than the uniform mesh in
capturing the initial layer, it fails to occur with second-order accuracy [22]. Furthermore, considering the higher regularity
assumption for the solution of the fractional problems, the L1 discretization gives O(N−(2−α)) accuracy [9]. In an attempt
to develop high-order accuracy, Gao et al. [23] developed an efficient approximation called L1-2 scheme, which gives
O(N−(3−α)) temporal accuracy at tn (n ≥ 2) but at t1, it produces O(N−(2−α)) convergence rate. In contrast, Alikhanov
[24] constructed the L2-1σ scheme on a uniform mesh that provides O(N−(3−α)) accurate solution for all tn (n ≥ 1) for
which the solution resides in C3(Ωt), where C

3(Ωt) denotes the space of all functions whose third-order temporal derivatives
exist and are continuous on Ωt. However, the present work focuses on constructing a hybrid approach based on the L2-1σ
scheme and the multi-dimensional Haar wavelets, which is designed on a non-uniform mesh in time to address the time
singularity of the proposed model for Ω ⊂ R

2.

Wavelets are numerical concepts that allow one to represent a function in terms of basis functions, and wavelet-based
numerical methods take advantage of the fact that functions with localized regions of sharp transitions are well compressed
using wavelet decomposition [25, 26]. This property allows local grid refinement up to an arbitrarily small scale without a
drastic increase in the number of collocation points; thus, high-resolution computations can be performed only in regions
where sharp transitions occur. It is worth mentioning that in the last few decades, the Haar wavelet method has become
a valuable tool for solving differential as well as integro-differential equations, and many authors have verified it [27, 28].
Specifically, the Haar wavelet is more popular owing to its beneficial properties such as orthogonality, simple applicability,
and compact support. Also, note that the basis functions are piecewise constant, for which it requires less effort to maintain
the accuracy in the numerical approximation of the solution and its derivatives. In addition to this, the convergence
of the Haar wavelet approximation demands less regularity compared to other wavelets like Hermite [29], Bernoulli [30],
Chebyshev [31] wavelets that require a high regularity assumption on the solution to achieve the desired accuracy. The
major contributions of the present study are highlighted as follows:

• We design an efficient hybrid numerical scheme that combines the L2-1σ discretization and the multi-dimensional
Haar wavelets with non-uniform temporal mesh to address a class of TFIPDEs in one and two dimensions to resolve
the time singularity effectively.

• The stability analysis of the proposed problem is carried out on a non-uniform mesh based on the L∞ norm. It helps
to estimate the main theoretical convergence of the proposed hybrid scheme based on the L2 norm. It also highlights
the convergence on a uniformly distributed mesh.
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• We confirm that the proposed scheme leads to a O(N−2) accurate solution in time on a non-uniform mesh with a
suitable choice of grading parameter with unbounded time derivatives at t = 0. In this case, the uniform mesh reduces
to O(N−α) accuracy.

• We discuss the truncation error estimates corresponding to the time-fractional operator, Volterra integral operator,
and the spatial derivatives (when Ω ⊂ R), along with impact of these approximations on the error bounds. It can be
noticed that the error bound of the integral operator is dominated by the error bound of the time-fractional operator,
providing a temporal accuracy of O(N−2) over the space-time domain.

• Each of the theoretical investigations is validated through numerous test examples of type (1) for both Ω ⊂ R/R2. The
results are compared with the results obtained by the L1 scheme, which provides a O(N−(2−α)) temporal accuracy
for a suitable choice of the grading parameter. In contrast, the proposed scheme leads to O(N−2) accuracy. It also
highlights a higher rate of accuracy for a sufficiently smooth solution U ∈ C3(Ωt) even if the mesh is discretized
uniformly.

The rest of the manuscript is organized as follows. We start with the temporal semi-discretization of the proposed problem
on a non-uniform mesh in time in Section 2. The discretization of the time-fractional operator and the integral operator
in time are also discussed. The approximation of the spatial derivatives for Ω ⊂ R/R2 are also demonstrated in this
section. Specifically, when Ω ⊂ R

2, the multi-dimensional Haar wavelet decomposition is employed to approximate the
spatial derivatives. The approximation is based on two-dimensional collocation points, which are distributed uniformly
over Ω. The convergence of this multi-dimensional approach is also examined. Section 3 is focused on the stability of
the proposed TFIPDEs based on the L∞ norm for a suitably chosen non-uniform mesh. The convergence analysis is
carried out in Section 4. It provides the truncation error analysis of the fractional derivative, integral operator, and the
spatial derivatives and discusses its impact on the error bounds through several remarks. Further, it shows the theoretical
error bounds of the proposed hybrid approach, which is a combination of L2-1σ scheme and the multi-dimensional Haar
wavelets when Ω ⊂ R

2, illustrating a O(N−2) temporal accuracy on a non-uniform mesh with a suitably chosen grading
parameter for solution having time singularity. It also highlights the theoretical convergences for a sufficiently smooth
solution resides in C3(Ωt). Each of the theoretical arguments is validated through numerous test examples in Section 5.
Also discusses how the proposed method can be used with the time-fractional Fokker-Planck equation and the fractional-
order viscoelastic dynamics with weakly singular kernels. It also confirms the superiority of the proposed methodology over
existing approaches. The manuscript ends with concluding remarks in Section 7 demonstrating the main contribution of
the present work and possible extension for future investigation.

2. Numerical methods

The solution of the proposed problem (1) has an unbounded time derivative at t = 0. To address this issue, a graded mesh
is used in the temporal direction. Designing a uniform mesh towards spatial direction is sufficient as the proposed problem
remains smooth in its spatial variables.

2.1. The temporal semi-discretization based on graded mesh

Let N ∈ N be fixed, and define tn = T (n/N)ν for n = 0, 1, . . . , N . Then, we have the graded mesh in time as ΩN
t :=

{tn : n = 0, 1, . . . , N}. ν ≥ 1 is the grading parameter, in particular for ν 6= 1 will lead to a non-uniform mesh in time.
However, for ν = 1 the mesh ΩN

t becomes uniform. Further, we define the step size τn = tn − tn−1 for n = 1, 2, . . . , N ,
which satisfies the following bounds:

{
τ1 = TN−ν,

τn = T
( n
N

)ν
− T

(n− 1

N

)ν
≤ CTN−ν(n− 1)ν−1, n = 2, 3, . . . , N.

(3)

The Alikhanov L2-1σ scheme [24] is used on the graded mesh to approximate the fractional operator ∂αt at t = tn+σ, which
can be described briefly as follows:

∂αt U(·, tn+σ) ≈
L2-1σDα

NUn+σ :=
1

Γ(1− α)

( n∑

j=1

∫ tj

tj−1

(tn+σ − ρ)−αP ′
2,j(·, ρ)dρ+

∫ tn+σ

tn

(tn+σ − ρ)−αP ′
1,j(·, ρ)dρ

)

=Λn
nU

n+1 − Λ0
nU

0 −

n∑

j=1

(Λj
n − Λj−1

n )Uj , for n = 0, 1, . . . , N − 1, (4)
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where P2,j(·, ρ) denotes the quadratic polynomial that interpolates U(·, ρ) at the points tj−1, tj and tj+1. Whereas P1,j(·, ρ)
is the linear polynomial that interpolates U(·, ρ) at the points tj , tj+1. Further, tn+σ = tn + στn+1 for some σ ∈ (0, 1). The
coefficients can be expressed as: Λ0

0 = τ−1
1 a0,0 and for n = 1, 2, . . . , N − 1, we have

Λj
n =

1

τj+1





an,0 − bn,0, j = 0,

an,j + bn,j−1 − bn,j, 1 ≤ j ≤ n− 1,

an,n + bn,n−1, j = n,

(5)

where an,n =
σ1−α

Γ(2− α)
τ1−α
n+1 for n = 0, 1, . . . , N − 1, and for n = 1, 2, . . . , N − 1 and j = 0, 1, . . . , n− 1, one has

an,j =
1

Γ(1− α)

∫ tj+1

tj

(tn+σ − ρ)−αdρ, bn,j =
2

(tj+2 − tj)Γ(1 − α)

∫ tj+1

tj

(tn+σ − ρ)−α(ρ− tj+1/2)dρ.

The Volterra integral operator can be discretized as follows:

∫ tn+σ

0

K(·, tn+σ − ξ)U(·, ξ) dξ =

n−1∑

j=0

∫ tj+1

tj

K(·, tn+σ − ξ)U(·, ξ) dξ +

∫ tn+σ

tn

K(·, tn+σ − ξ)U(·, ξ) dξ

=

n−1∑

j=0

τj+1

2

[
K(·, tn+σ − tj+1)U(·, tj+1) +K(·, tn+σ − tj)U(·, tj)

]

+
στn+1

2

[
K(·, tn+σ − tn)U(·, tn) +K(·, 0)U(·, tn+σ)

]

≈

n−1∑

j=0

τj+1

2

[
K(·, tn+σ − tj+1)U

j+1 +K(·, tn+σ − tj)U
j
]

+
στn+1

2
K(·, tn+σ − tn)U

n +
στn+1

2
K(·, 0)

[
σUn+1 + (1− σ)Un

]

:=JNUn+σ. (6)

Based on this discretization, one yields

{
L2-1σDα

NU(·, tn+σ) + LU(·, tn+σ) + µJNU(·, tn+σ) = f(·, tn+σ) +
(1)Rn+σ + (2)Rn+σ,

U(·, tn+1)|∂Ω = h(·, tn+1),
(7)

for n = 0, 1, . . . , N − 1 with U(·, t0) = g(·). The remainder terms are given by

(1)Rn+σ =
(
∂αt − L2-1σDα

N

)
U(·, tn+σ),

(2)Rn+σ =

∫ tn+σ

0

K(·, tn+σ − ξ)U(·, ξ) dξ − JNU(·, tn+σ). (8)

Then, the temporal semi-discretization is obtained for n = 0, 1, . . . , N − 1, as:

{
L2-1σDα

NU(·, tn+σ) + LU(·, tn+σ) + µJNU(·, tn+σ) = f(·, tn+σ),

U(·, tn+1)|∂Ω = h(·, tn+1).
(9)

2.2. Approximation of the spatial derivatives for Ω ⊂ R

In this section, we solve the semi-discrete problem (9) when Ω ⊂ R. Without loss of generality, let us take Ω = (0, L). The
initial and boundary conditions are then given by

U(x, 0) = g(x) for x ∈ [0, L], U(0, t) = h1(t) and U(L, t) = h2(t) for t ∈ Ωt.

Further, note that in this case, we have LU(x, tn+σ) := −p(x)Uxx(x, tn+σ)+ q(x)Ux(x, tn+σ)+ r(x)U(x, tn+σ). Let us define
the mesh points in spatial direction as xm = m∆x for m = 0, 1, . . . ,M , where ∆x = L/M for some fixed M ∈ N. Then.
we have the fully discrete mesh as ΩM,N := {(xm, tn) : m = 0, 1, . . . ,M ; n = 0, 1, . . . , N}. Hence, on the discrete domain,
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we have used the following approximation:

Uxx(xm, tn+σ) ≈ σUxx(xm, tn+1) + (1− σ)Uxx(xm, tn)

≈
σ

(∆x)2

(
Un+1
m−1 − 2Un+1

m + Un+1
m+1

)
+

1− σ

(∆x)2

(
Un
m−1 − 2Un

m + Un
m+1

)
=: δ2∆xU

n+σ
m , (10)

Ux(xm, tn+σ) ≈ σUx(xm, tn+1) + (1− σ)Ux(xm, tn)

≈
σ

2∆x

(
Un+1
m+1 − Un+1

m−1

)
+

1− σ

2∆x

(
Un
m+1 − Un

m−1

)
=: D0

∆xU
n+σ
m , (11)

U(xm, tn+σ) ≈ σUn+1
m + (1 − σ)Un

m. (12)

Based on this approximation, equation (7) yields





L2-1σDα
NU(xm, tn+σ)− p(xm)δ2∆xU(xm, tn+σ) + q(xm)D0

∆xU(xm, tn+σ)

+r(xm)U(xm, tn+σ) + µJNU(xm, tn+σ) = f(xm, tn+σ) + Rn+σ
m ,

for m = 1, 2, . . . ,M − 1; n = 0, 1, . . . , N − 1,

U(xm, t0) = g(xm) for m = 0, 1, . . . ,M,
U(x0, tn+1) = h1(tn+1) and U(xM , tn+1) = h2(tn+1) for n = 0, 1, . . . , N − 1.

(13)

The remainder term Rn+σ
m is given by

Rn+σ
m = (1)Rn+σ

m + (2)Rn+σ
m + (3)Rn+σ

m + (4)Rn+σ
m , (14)

where (1)Rn+σ
m , (2)Rn+σ

m , (3)Rn+σ
m and (4)Rn+σ

m are occurred due to the approximation to the fractional operator, integral
operator, and the second and first-order spatial derivatives, respectively. Hence, we have the fully discrete scheme for the
one-dimensional case of (1) as:





L2-1σDα
NUn+σ

m − p(xm)δ2∆x Un+σ
m + q(xm)D0

∆x Un+σ
m + r(xm)Un+σ

m + µJNUn+σ
m = f(xm, tn+σ),

for m = 1, 2, . . . ,M − 1; n = 0, 1, . . . , N − 1,

U0
m = g(xm) for m = 0, 1, . . . ,M,

Un+1
0 = h1(tn+1) and Un+1

M = h2(tn+1) for n = 0, 1, . . . , N − 1.

(15)

A simple calculation yields the following implicit scheme:





Am−1U
n+1
m−1 + BmUn+1

m + Cm+1U
n+1
m+1 = Ãm−1U

n
m−1 + B̃mUn

m + C̃m+1U
n
m+1 + Fn

m,

for m = 1, 2, . . . ,M − 1; n = 0, 1, . . . , N − 1,

U0
m = g(xm) for m = 0, 1, . . . ,M,

Un+1
0 = h1(tn+1) and Un+1

M = h2(tn+1) for n = 0, 1, . . . , N − 1,

(16)

where the coefficients are given by





Am−1 = −
q(xm)σ

2∆x
−
p(xm)σ

(∆x)2
,

Bm = Λn
n +

2p(xm)σ

(∆x)2
+ r(xm)σ +

µσ2τn+1

2
K(xm, 0),

Cm+1 =
q(xm)σ

2∆x
−
p(xm)σ

(∆x)2
,

Ãm−1 =
q(xm)(1 − σ)

2∆x
+
p(xm)(1− σ)

(∆x)2
,

B̃m = −
2p(xm)(1− σ)

(∆x)2
− r(xm)(1 − σ)−

µτn
2

K(xm, tn+σ − tn)−
µστn+1

2
K(xm, tn+σ − tn)

−
µτn+1σ(1 − σ)

2
K(xm, 0),

C̃m+1 = −
q(xm)(1− σ)

2∆x
+
p(xm)(1− σ)

(∆x)2
,
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form = 1, 2, . . . ,M−1; n = 0, 1, . . . , N−1. Further, F 0
m = Λ0

0U
0+f(xm, tσ), F 1

m = Λ0
1U

0+(Λ1
1−Λ0

1)U
1−

µτ1
2

K(xm, t1+σ−

t0)U
0
m + f(xm, t1+σ), and for n = 2, 3, . . . , N − 1, we have

Fn
m =Λ0

nU
0
m +

n∑

j=1

(Λj
n − Λj−1

n )Uj
m −

µτn
2

K(xm, tn+σ − tn−1)U
n−1
m

− µ
n−2∑

j=0

τn+1

2

[
K(xm, tn+σ − tj+1)U

j+1
m +K(xm, tn+σ − tj)U

j
m

]
+ f(xm, tn+σ). (17)

Notice that, at each time level n for n = 0, 1, . . . , N − 1, the unknowns Un+1
1 ,Un+1

2 , . . . ,Un+1
M−1 can be solved from the

implicit scheme (16), which can be written as:

HU
n+1 = H̃U

n +FFFn,

where U
n+1 = (Un+1

1 ,Un+1
2 , · · · ,Un+1

M−1)
T , Un = (Un

1 ,U
n
2 , · · · ,U

n
M−1)

T , FFFn = (Fn
1 ,F

n
2 , · · · ,F

n
M−1)

T , and the coefficient

matrices H, H̃ are defined as:

H =




B1 C2

A1 B2 C3

. . .
. . .

. . .

AM−3 BM−2 CM−1

AM−2 BM−1



, H̃ =




B̃1 C̃2

Ã1 B̃2 C̃3

. . .
. . .

. . .

ÃM−3 B̃M−2 C̃M−1

ÃM−2 B̃M−1



.

The invertibility of the coefficient matrix H is ensured by the assumption that the coefficient function p(x) satisfies the
positivity condition p(x) ≥ p0 > 0. Additionally, the lower bound on the number of spatial partitions, denoted by M , is
governed by the following nonrestrictive condition:

L‖q‖∞
2p0

< M. (18)

This condition is necessary to guarantee the invertibility of H in the proposed framework. The computational procedure
for solving TFIPDEs (1) when Ω ⊂ R is described in Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1 ALGORITHM FOR THE SOLUTION OF (1) WHEN Ω ⊂ R

1: Input 1: α ⊲ Order of the fractional operator
2: Input 2: N , M ⊲ Number of mesh interval towards time and space
3: Input 3: g, h1, h2 ⊲ Initial and boundary conditions
4: Compute σ = 1− (α/2) and the grading parameter ν
5: Compute ∆x = L/M and xm = m ∗∆x for m = 0, 1, . . . ,M
6: Compute tn = T ∗ (n/N)ν for n = 0, 1, . . . , N
7: Compute p, q, r, f , and K
8: Compute Λ0

0 and Λj
n for n = 1, 2, . . . , N − 1, j = 0, 1, . . . , n given in (4)

9: for n = 0, 1, . . . , N − 1 do

10: Compute H and H̃

11: Compute the vector FFFn using the formula given in (17)
12: Compute U

n+1 = H−1(H̃U
n +FFFn)

13: end for

14: Output: Obtained discrete solution Un
m for m = 1, 2, . . . ,M − 1, n = 1, 2, . . . , N

2.3. Approximation of the spatial derivatives for Ω ⊂ R
2

In this section, we discuss the approximation scheme for the given integro-PDEs (1) when Ω ⊂ R
2. The multi-dimensional

Haar wavelet decomposition is used to approximate the spatial derivatives. In this case, let us define the initial and boundary
conditions in explicit form as:

U(x, y, 0) = g(x, y) for (x, y) ∈ Ω,

U(0, y, t) = h1(y, t), U(1, y, t) = h2(y, t) for (y, t) ∈ Ωy × Ωt,

U(x, 0, t) = h3(x, t), U(x, 1, t) = h4(x, t) for (x, t) ∈ Ωx × Ωt,
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where Ω = Ωx × Ωy with Ωx = Ωy = (0, 1). Using (4) and (6) into (9), one has the semi-discrete form of the proposed
problem (1) as: 




(
Λn
n +

µσ2τn+1

2
K(x, y, 0)

)
Un+1(x, y) + LUn+σ(x, y) = Fn(x, y),

Un+σ(0, y) = h1(y, tn+σ), U
n+σ(1, y) = h2(y, tn+σ),

Un+σ(x, 0) = h3(x, tn+σ), U
n+σ(x, 1) = h4(x, tn+σ),

(19)

for n = 0, 1, . . . , N − 1, where LUn+σ(x, y) is given by:

LUn+σ(x, y) := −p(x, y)∆Un+σ(x, y) + q(x, y) · ∇Un+σ(x, y) + r(x, y)Un+σ(x, y),

and F 0(x, y) = Λ0
nU

0(x, y) = Λ0
ng(x, y), and for n = 1, 2, . . . , N − 1, Fn(x, y) can be expressed as:

Fn(x, y) =Λ0
ng(x, y) +

n∑

j=1

(Λj
n − Λj−1

n )Uj(x, y)− µ
(στn+1

2
K(x, y, tn+σ − tn) +

σ(1− σ)τn+1

2
K(x, y, 0)

)
Un(x, y)

− µ

n−1∑

j=0

τj+1

2

[
K(x, y, tn+σ − tj+1)U

j+1(x, y) +K(x, y, tn+σ − tj)U
j(x, y)

]
+ f(x, y, tn+σ).

It is important to note that the discretization given in (19) results in a truncation error of the form:

R̂n+σ = (1)Rn+σ + (2)Rn+σ, (20)

where (1)Rn+σ and (2)Rn+σ are defined in (8).

2.3.1. Haar wavelets and its properties

The Haar wavelet [32] consists of a sequence of square-shaped functions that together form a wavelet family. The mother
wavelet function ψ(x), and it’s scaling function φ(x) are defined as:

ψ(x) =





1, for t ∈
[
0,

1

2

)
,

−1, for t ∈
[1
2
, 1
)
,

0, elsewhere,

and φ(x) =

{
1, for t ∈ [0, 1),

0, elsewhere.

The corresponding basis functions can be generated using the dilation parameter j and translation parameter k as {φjk(x) =

2j/2φ(2jx− k)}j,k∈Z, {ψ
j
k(x) = 2j/2ψ(2jx− k)}j,k∈Z to form an orthonormal subfamily of the Hilbert space L2(R). Let us

choose i = m + k + 1, where m = 2j for j = 0, 1, . . . , J and k = 0, 1, . . . ,m − 1. Here J is called the maximum level of

resolution. Then, for x ∈ [0, 1], the ith Haar wavelet is defined as:

ψi(x) =





1, for x ∈
[
ζ1(i), ζ2(i)

)
,

−1, for x ∈
[
ζ2(i), ζ3(i)

)
,

0, elsewhere,

i = 2, 3, . . . , (21)

where ζ1(i) =
k

m
, ζ2(i) =

k + 1/2

m
, ζ3(i) =

k + 1

m
. Further, the nth, n ∈ N integration of the Haar wavelets can be written

as:

Rn,1(x) =
xn

n!
, for all x ∈ [0, 1), (22)

and for i = 2, 3, . . .,

Rn,i(x) =
1

n!





0, 0 ≤ x < ζ1(i),

(x − ζ1(i))
n, ζ1(i) ≤ x < ζ2(i),

(x − ζ1(i))
n − 2(x− ζ2(i))

n, ζ2(i) ≤ x < ζ3(i),

(x − ζ1(i))
n − 2(x− ζ2(i))

n + (x− ζ3(i))
n, ζ3(i) ≤ x < 1.

(23)

The following lemma shows the upper bounds of the integrands of the Haar wavelets that help to obtain the required error
bounds described in Theorem 1.
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Lemma 1. (See Theorem 1 of [33]) The nth (n ∈ N) integration of the Haar wavelets defined in (22) and (23) satisfies
the following bounds. 




∣∣∣Rn,1(t)
∣∣∣ ≤ 1

n!
, n ≥ 1,

∣∣∣R1,i(t)
∣∣∣ ≤ 1

2j+1
, i ≥ 2,

∣∣∣Rn,i(t)
∣∣∣ ≤ C (n)

( 1

2j+1

)2
, n ≥ 2, i ≥ 2,

where C (n) =
8

3(⌊(n+ 1)/2⌋!)2
.

A real-valued function z(x, y) ∈ L2(Ω) can be decomposed by using two-dimensional Haar wavelets as:

z(x, y) = D1,1φ(x)φ(y) +

∞∑

i2=2

D1,i2φ(x)ψi2 (y) +

∞∑

i1=2

Di1,1ψi1(x)φ(y) +

∞∑

i1=2

∞∑

i2=2

Di1,i2ψi1(x)ψi2 (y).

Its numerical approximation is given by

z(x, y) ≈ zM1M2(x, y) :=D1,1φ(x)φ(y) +

2M2∑

i2=2

D1,i2φ(x)ψi2 (y) +

2M1∑

i1=2

Di1,1ψi1(x)φ(y) +

2M1∑

i1=2

2M2∑

i2=2

Di1,i2ψi1(x)ψi2 (y)

= H(x)TDH(y), (24)

where H(x) = (φ(x), ψ2(x), · · · , ψ2M1(x))
T , H(y) = (φ(y), ψ2(y), · · · , ψ2M2(y))

T , and D is the matrix of unknown coeffi-
cients of order (2M1 × 2M2), given by

D =




D1,1 D1,2 · · · D1,2M2

D2,1 D2,2 · · · D2,2M2

...
...

. . .
...

D2M1,1 D2M1,2 · · · D2M1,2M2


 . (25)

Here, we take i1 = m1+k1+1, with m1 = 2j1 for j1 = 0, 1, . . . , J1 and k1 = 0, 1, . . . ,m1−1. i2 = m2+k2+1, with m2 = 2j2

for j2 = 0, 1, . . . , J2 and k2 = 0, 1, . . . ,m2 − 1. J1 and J2 represent the maximum level of resolution in the direction of
x and y, respectively. Further, M1 = 2J1 , M2 = 2J2. In order to find the unknown matrix, we use the two-dimensional
collocation points {(xl1 , yl2)}

2M1,2M2

l1=1,l2=1 defined as:

xl1 =
l1 − 1/2

2M1
, yl2 =

l2 − 1/2

2M2
, l1 = 1, 2, . . . , 2M1, l2 = 1, 2, . . . , 2M2. (26)

2.3.2. Approximation of the spatial derivatives based on two-dimensional Haar wavelets

Let us assume Q(x, y) = Un+σ
xxyy(x, y) ∈ L2(Ω). Then, it can be decomposed as a finite sum of the two-dimensional Haar

wavelets as:

Un+σ
xxyy(x, y) ≈ H(x)TDH(y). (27)

Integrating (27) with respect to y twice and using the boundary conditions given in (19), we obtain:

Un+σ
xx (x, y) ≈ H(x)TD(R2(y)− yR2(1)) + (1− y)

∂2h3
∂x2

(x, tn+σ) + y
∂2h4
∂x2

(x, tn+σ), (28)

where R2(y) := (R2,1(y),R2,2(y), · · · ,R2,2M2(y))
T . Again, integrating (27) with respect to x twice and then, using the

boundary conditions, we yield

Un+σ
yy (x, y) ≈ (R2(x)− xR2(1))

TDH(y) + (1− x)
∂2h1
∂y2

(y, tn+σ) + x
∂2h2
∂y2

(y, tn+σ), (29)
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with R2(x) := (R2,1(x),R2,2(x), · · · ,R2,2M1(x))
T . Further, the integration of (28) with respect to x twice, and the

integration of (29) with respect to y once yields the following:

Un+σ
x (x, y) ≈(R1(x) −R2(1))

TD(R2(y)− yR2(1))− h1(y, tn+σ) + h2(y, tn+σ)

+ (1 − y)
(∂h3
∂x

(x, tn+σ)− h3(1, tn+σ) + h3(0, tn+σ)
)

+ y
(∂h4
∂x

(x, tn+σ)− h4(1, tn+σ) + h4(0, tn+σ)
)
, (30)

Un+σ
y (x, y) ≈(R2(x) − xR2(1))

TD(R1(y)−R2(1))− h3(x, tn+σ) + h4(x, tn+σ)

+ (1 − x)
(∂h1
∂y

(y, tn+σ)− h1(1, tn+σ) + h1(0, tn+σ)
)

+ x
(∂h2
∂y

(y, tn+σ)− h2(1, tn+σ) + h2(0, tn+σ)
)
, (31)

Un+σ(x, y) ≈(R2(x) − xR2(1))
TD(R2(y)− yR2(1)) + (1− x)h1(y, tn+σ) + xh2(y, tn+σ)

+ (1 − y)
(
h3(x, tn+σ)− h3(0, tn+σ)− xh3(1, tn+σ) + xh3(0, tn+σ)

)

+ y
(
h4(x, tn+σ)− h4(0, tn+σ)− xh4(1, tn+σ) + xh4(0, tn+σ)

)
, (32)

whereR1(x) := (R1,1(x),R1,2(x), · · · ,R1,2M1(x))
T , R1(y) := (R1,1(y),R1,2(y), · · · ,R1,2M2(y))

T . Equation (32) is further
approximated as

Un+σ(x, y) ≈ σUn+1(x, y) + (1− σ)Un(x, y). (33)

Hence, we have

Un+1(x, y) ≈ Un+1
M1M2

(x, y) =
1

σ

[
(R2(x) − xR2(1))

TD(R2(y)− yR2(1)) + (1− x)h1(y, tn+σ) + xh2(y, tn+σ)

+ (1 − y)
(
h3(x, tn+σ)− h3(0, tn+σ)− xh3(1, tn+σ) + xh3(0, tn+σ)

)

+ y
(
h4(x, tn+σ)− h4(0, tn+σ)− xh4(1, tn+σ) + xh4(0, tn+σ)

)]
−
(1− σ

σ

)
Un(x, y). (34)

Substituting (28)-(34) into (19), one can have a linear system at each time level and that can be solved by using the colloca-
tion points defined in (26). Then, after substituting the wavelet coefficients into (34), we obtain the desired solution of (1)
at each time level. The algorithm for numerical computation of the proposed wavelet-based finite difference approximation
is described in Algorithm 2.

2.3.3. Convergence of the wavelet approximation

In this segment, our objective is to show the convergence of the wavelet approximation and to derive an estimate for the
error bound based on the L2-norm. The orthogonality property presented below will be taken into account in establishing
this estimate.

∫ 1

0

ψi1(x)ψi′1
(x) dx =





1

2j1
, if i1 = i′1,

0, if i1 6= i′1

,

∫ 1

0

ψi2(y)ψi′2
(y) dy =





1

2j2
, if i2 = i′2,

0, if i2 6= i′2

. (35)

The unknown coefficients in the wavelet expansion of Q(x, y), as expressed in (27), can be determined by using the
orthogonality properties given in (35) as:

Di1,i2 :=

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

Q(x, y)ψi1 (x)ψi2 (y)dxdy

with ψi1(x) = φ(x), ψi2(y) = φ(y) when i1 = 1, i2 = 1, respectively. The following lemma demonstrates the bounds for
the wavelet coefficients that will be used later in Theorem 1 to obtain the error bounds for the wavelet-based numerical
solutions for two-dimensional TFIPDEs having time singularity.

Lemma 2. Let Q(x, y) ∈ L2(Ω) be continuous such that |Q|, |Qx|, |Qy|, |Qxy| ≤ M , for all (x, y) ∈ Ω, where M is some
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positive constant. Then, the wavelet coefficients {Di1,i2}
∞,∞
i1=1,i2=1 satisfy the following bounds:





∣∣∣D1,1

∣∣∣ ≤ M ,
∣∣∣D1,i2

∣∣∣ ≤ M

2j2+1
, for i2 ≥ 2,

∣∣∣Di1,1

∣∣∣ ≤ M

2j1+1
, for i1 ≥ 2,

∣∣∣Di1,i2

∣∣∣ ≤ M

(2j1+1)(2j2+1)
, for i1 ≥ 2, i2 ≥ 2,

Proof. Applying the mean value theorem for integrals, we have

∣∣∣D1,1

∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣
∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

Q(x, y)φ(x)φ(y)dxdy
∣∣∣ =

∣∣∣
∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

Q(x, y)dxdy
∣∣∣ =

∣∣∣
∫ 1

0

Q(ρ1, y)dy
∣∣∣

=
∣∣∣Q(ρ1, ρ2)

∫ 1

0

dy
∣∣∣ =

∣∣∣Q(ρ1, ρ2)
∣∣∣ ≤ M , for some ρ1, ρ2 ∈ (0, 1).

For i2 ≥ 2, following (21), and the mean value theorem for integrals yields

D1,i2 =

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

Q(x, y)φ(x)ψi2 (y)dxdy =

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

Q(x, y)ψi2 (y)dxdy =

∫ 1

0

Q(ρ3, y)ψi2(y)dy

=

∫ (k2+
1
2 )/2

j2

k2/2j2
Q(ρ3, y) dy −

∫ (k2+1)/2j2

(k2+
1
2 )/2

j2

Q(ρ3, y) dy =
1

2j2+1

(
Q(ρ3, ρ4)− Q(ρ3, ρ5)

)

=
1

2j2+1
(ρ4 − ρ5)

∂Q

∂y

∣∣∣
x=ρ3,y=ρ6

,

for some ρ3 ∈ (0, 1), ρ4 ∈
( k2
2j2

,
k2 +

1
2

2j2

)
, ρ5 ∈

(k2 + 1
2

2j2
,
k2 + 1

2j2

)
, and ρ6 ∈

(
min{ρ4, ρ5},max{ρ4, ρ5}

)
. Hence,

∣∣∣D1,i2

∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣ 1

2j2+1
(ρ4 − ρ5)

∂Q

∂y

∣∣∣
x=ρ3,y=ρ6

∣∣∣ ≤ 1

2j2+1
|ρ4 − ρ5|

∣∣∣∂Q

∂y

∣∣∣
x=ρ3,y=ρ6

∣∣∣ ≤ M

2j2+1
.

Using similar arguments, one can prove
∣∣∣Di1,1

∣∣∣ ≤ M

2j1+1
, for i1 ≥ 2. Finally, for i1 ≥ 2, i2 ≥ 2, we have

Di1,i2 =

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

Q(x, y)ψi1 (x)ψi2 (y)dxdy

=

∫ 1

0

( ∫ (k1+
1
2 )/2

j1

k1/2j1
Q(x, y)dx −

∫ (k1+1)/2j1

(k1+
1
2 )/2

j1

Q(x, y)dx
)
ψi2(y)dy

=
1

2j1+1

∫ 1

0

(
Q(ρ7, y)− Q(ρ8, y)

)
ψi2(y)dy =

(ρ7 − ρ8)

2j1+1

∫ 1

0

∂Q

∂x
(ρ9, y)ψi2(y)dy

=
(ρ7 − ρ8)

2j1+1

(∫ (k2+
1
2 )/2

j2

k2/2j2

∂Q

∂x
(ρ9, y)dy −

∫ (k2+1)/2j2

(k2+
1
2 )/2

j2

∂Q

∂x
(ρ9, y)dy

)

=
(ρ7 − ρ8)

(2j1+1)(2j2+1)

(∂Q

∂x
(ρ9, ρ10)−

∂Q

∂x
(ρ9, ρ11)

)
=

(ρ7 − ρ8)(ρ10 − ρ11)

(2j1+1)(2j2+1)

∂2Q

∂y∂x

∣∣∣
x=ρ9,y=ρ12

,

for some ρ7 ∈
( k1
2j1

,
k1 +

1
2

2j1

)
, ρ8 ∈

(k1 + 1
2

2j1
,
k1 + 1

2j1

)
, ρ9 ∈

(
min{ρ7, ρ8},max{ρ7, ρ8}

)
, ρ10 ∈

( k2
2j2

,
k2 +

1
2

2j2

)
, ρ11 ∈

(k2 + 1
2

2j2
,
k2 + 1

2j2

)
, and ρ12 ∈

(
min{ρ10, ρ11},max{ρ10, ρ11}

)
. Taking the modulus on both sides of the above equation, we

obtain:
∣∣∣Di1,i2

∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣ (ρ7 − ρ8)(ρ10 − ρ11)

(2j1+1)(2j2+1)

∂2Q

∂y∂x

∣∣∣
x=ρ9,y=ρ12

∣∣∣ ≤ |ρ7 − ρ8||ρ10 − ρ11|

(2j1+1)(2j2+1)

∣∣∣ ∂
2Q

∂y∂x

∣∣∣
x=ρ9,y=ρ12

∣∣∣

≤
M

(2j1+1)(2j2+1)
.

This completes the proof.
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At each time level tn+1, n = 0, 1, . . . , N−1, the error and its L2-norm based on multi-dimensional wavelet approximation
can be defined as:

∥∥∥Un+1(x, y)− Un+1
M1M2

(x, y)
∥∥∥
L2(Ω)

=

{∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

∣∣Un+1(x, y)− Un+1
M1M2

(x, y)
∣∣2dxdy

}1/2

,

where

Un+1(x, y)− Un+1
M1M2

(x, y) =
1

σ

[ ∞∑

i2=2M2+1

D1,i2(R2,1(x)− xR2,1(1))(R2,i2 (y)− yR2,i2(1))

+
∞∑

i1=2M1+1

Di1,1(R2,i1 (x)− xR2,i1 (1))(R2,1(y)− yR2,1(1))

+
∞∑

i1=2M1+1

∞∑

i2=2M2+1

Di1,i2(R2,i1 (x)− xR2,i1 (1))(R2,i2 (y)− yR2,i2(1))
]
+O(N−2). (36)

The remainder term O(N−2) arises from the approximation presented in (33). A rigorous proof of this will be discussed
later in Section 4. Below, we establish an upper bound for this term in the following theorem.

Theorem 1. Assume that Q(x, y) ∈ L2(Ω) be continuous such that |Q|, |Qx|, |Qy|, |Qxy| ≤ M , the numerical solution
(34) obtained by the two-dimensional Haar wavelets converges. Furthermore, the L2-norm of the error satisfies the following
bound: ∥∥∥Un+1(x, y)− Un+1

M1M2
(x, y)

∥∥∥
L2(Ω)

≤ C[M−3 +N−2],

where M = min{M1,M2} with M1 = 2J1 , M2 = 2J2 ; J1, J2 are the maximum level of resolutions towards x and y direction,

respectively. More precisely,
∣∣∣Un+1(x, y)− Un+1

M1M2
(x, y)

∣∣∣→ 0 as M1 → ∞, M2 → ∞.

Proof.

∥∥∥Un+1(x, y)− Un+1
M1M2

(x, y)
∥∥∥
2

L2
=

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

∣∣Un+1(x, y)− Un+1
M1M2

(x, y)
∣∣2dxdy ≤

1

σ2

6∑

k=1

Ik +O(N−4), (37)

where

I1 =

∞
∑

i2=2M2+1

∞
∑

i′2=2M2+1

∣

∣D1,i2

∣

∣

∣

∣D1,i′2

∣

∣

∫

1

0

∣

∣R2,1(x)− xR2,1(1)
∣

∣

2
dx

∫

1

0

∣

∣R2,i2(y)− yR2,i2(1)
∣

∣

∣

∣R2,i′2
(y)− yR2,i′2

(1)
∣

∣dy,

I2 =

∞
∑

i1=2M1+1

∞
∑

i′1=2M1+1

∣

∣Di1,1

∣

∣

∣

∣Di′1,1

∣

∣

∫ 1

0

∣

∣R2,i1(x)− xR2,i1(1)
∣

∣

∣

∣R2,i′1
(x)− xR2,i′1

(1)
∣

∣dx

∫ 1

0

∣

∣R2,1(y)− yR2,1(1)
∣

∣

2
dy,

I3 =
∞
∑

i1=2M1+1

∞
∑

i2=2M2+1

∞
∑

i′1=2M1+1

∞
∑

i′2=2M2+1

∣

∣Di1,i2

∣

∣

∣

∣Di′1,i
′

2

∣

∣

∫ 1

0

∣

∣R2,i1 (x)− xR2,i1(1)
∣

∣

∣

∣R2,i′1
(x)− xR2,i′1

(1)
∣

∣dx

×

∫

1

0

∣

∣R2,i2(y)− yR2,i2(1)
∣

∣

∣

∣R2,i′2
(y)− yR2,i′2

(1)
∣

∣dy,

I4 =2
∞
∑

i2=2M2+1

∞
∑

i′1=2M1+1

∣

∣D1,i2

∣

∣

∣

∣Di′1,1

∣

∣

∫

1

0

∣

∣R2,1(x)− xR2,1(1)
∣

∣

∣

∣R2,i′1
(x)− xR2,i′1

(1)
∣

∣dx

×

∫

1

0

∣

∣R2,i2(y)− yR2,i2(1)
∣

∣

∣

∣R2,1(y)− yR2,1(1)
∣

∣dy,

I5 =2

∞
∑

i2=2M2+1

∞
∑

i′1=2M1+1

∞
∑

i′2=2M2+1

∣

∣D1,i2

∣

∣

∣

∣Di′1,i
′

2

∣

∣

∫ 1

0

∣

∣R2,1(x)− xR2,1(1)
∣

∣

∣

∣R2,i′1
(x)− xR2,i′1

(1)
∣

∣dx

×

∫ 1

0

∣

∣R2,i2(y)− yR2,i2(1)
∣

∣

∣

∣R2,i′2
(y)− yR2,i′2

(1)
∣

∣dy,

I6 =2
∞
∑

i1=2M1+1

∞
∑

i′1=2M1+1

∞
∑

i′2=2M2+1

∣

∣Di1,1

∣

∣

∣

∣Di′1,i
′

2

∣

∣

∫ 1

0

∣

∣R2,i1(x)− xR2,i1(1)
∣

∣

∣

∣R2,i′1
(x)− xR2,i′1

(1)
∣

∣dx

×

∫

1

0

∣

∣R2,1(y)− yR2,1(1)
∣

∣

∣

∣R2,i′2
(y)− yR2,i′2

(1)
∣

∣dy,
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Applying Lemma 1 and Lemma 2, one has

I1 ≤
∞
∑

i2=2M2+1

∞
∑

i′2=2M2+1

M 2

2j2+12j
′

2+1

[

∫ 1

0

∣

∣

∣
R2,1(x)

∣

∣

∣

2

dx+

∫ 1

0

x2
∣

∣

∣
R2,1(1)

∣

∣

∣

2

dx

+

∫ 1

0

2|x|
∣

∣

∣R2,1(x)
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣R2,1(1)
∣

∣

∣dx

][

∫ 1

0

∣

∣

∣R2,i2(y)
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣R2,i′2
(y)

∣

∣

∣dy +

∫ 1

0

|y|
∣

∣

∣R2,i2 (y)
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣R2,i′2
(1)

∣

∣

∣dy

+

∫

1

0

|y|
∣

∣

∣
R2,i2(1)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣
R2,i′2

(y)
∣

∣

∣
dy +

∫

1

0

y2
∣

∣

∣
R2,i2(1)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣
R2,i′2

(1)
∣

∣

∣
dy

]

≤

∞
∑

j2=J2+1

∞
∑

j′2=J2+1

M 2

2j2+12j
′

2+1

[ 1

(2!)2
+

1

3(2!)2
+

1

(2!)2

][ [C (2)]2

(2j2+1)2(2j
′

2+1)2
+

[C (2)]2

(2j2+1)2(2j
′

2+1)2
+

[C (2)]2

3(2j2+1)2(2j
′

2+1)2

]

=
49M 2[C (2)]2

3 · 3 · (2!)2

∞
∑

j2=J2+1

1

(2j2+1)3

∞
∑

j′2=J2+1

1

(2j
′

2+1)3
=

49M 2[C (2)]2

3 · 3 · (2!)2 · 8 · 8

∞
∑

j2=J2+1

1

8j2

∞
∑

j′2=J2+1

1

8j
′

2

=
49M 2[C (2)]2

3 · 3 · (2!)2 · 8 · 8 · 8J2+1 · 8J2+1

∞
∑

j2=0

1

8j2

∞
∑

j′2=0

1

8j
′

2

=
M 2[C (2)]2

3 · 3 · (2!)2 · 8 · 8 · 8J2 · 8J2
≤ CM−6

2 ≤ CM−6, (38)

where M = min{M1,M2}. Proceeding in a similar way, one can obtain the following bounds:





I2 ≤ CM−6
1 ≤ CM−6,

I3 ≤ CM−6
1 M−6

2 ≤ CM−12 ≤ CM−6,
I4 ≤ CM−3

1 M−3
2 ≤ CM−6,

I5 ≤ CM−3
1 M−6

2 ≤ CM−9 ≤ CM−6,
I6 ≤ CM−6

1 M−3
2 ≤ CM−9 ≤ CM−6.

(39)

Substituting (38) and (39) into (37), and then, taking the square root of both sides, one can obtain the desired error
bound.

Algorithm 2 ALGORITHM FOR THE SOLUTION OF (1) WHEN Ω ⊂ R
2

1: Input 1: α ⊲ Order of the fractional operator
2: Input 2: N ⊲ Number of mesh interval towards time
3: Input 2: J1, J2 ⊲ Maximum level of resolution towards x, y
4: Input 4: g, h1, h2, h3, h4 ⊲ Initial and boundary conditions
5: Compute σ = 1− (α/2) and the grading parameter ν
6: Compute tn = T ∗ (n/N)ν for n = 0, 1, . . . , N
7: Compute M1 = 2J1 , M2 = 2J2

8: Compute {(xl1 , yl2)}
2M1,2M2
l1=1,l2=1

using (26) ⊲ The collocation points
9: Compute p, q1, q2, r, f and the kernel K using collocation points

10: Compute Λ0
0 and Λj

n for n = 1, 2, . . . , N − 1, j = 0, 1, . . . , n given in (4)
11: for n = 0, 1, . . . , N − 1 do

12: Compute the operational matrices corresponding to Un+σ
xx , Un+σ

yy using (28), (29)
13: Compute the operational matrices corresponding to Un+σ

x , Un+σ
y using (30), (31)

14: Compute the operational matrices corresponding to Un+σ, Un+1 using (32), (34)
15: Compute the right-hand side vector by utilizing the source term f
16: Compute the unknown wavelet coefficients {Di1,i2}

2M1,2M2
i1=1,i2=1 by solving the linear system

17: Put the wavelet coefficients in to (34) to compute U
n+1

18: end for

19: Output: Obtained the complete solution Un+1 for n = 0, 1, . . . , N − 1

3. Stability analysis for TFIPDEs based on graded mesh

In this section, we discuss the stability of the proposed scheme based on non-uniform mesh in time, i.e., ν 6= 1. Let
{Un

m}M,N
m=0,n=0 is the mesh function corresponding to a continuous function U : ΩM,N → R. Then we define the discrete

maximum norm as
‖U‖∞ := max

(xm,tn)∈ΩM,N
|U(xm, tn)| and ‖Un‖∞ := max

0≤m≤M
|Un

m|.

The stability result will be established later in Theorem 2 based on the abovementioned norm. The following technical
lemma will be helpful in establishing the stability estimate.
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Lemma 3. (See Lemma 4 of [34]) Define the local mesh ratio ηj := τj+1/τj for j = 1, 2, . . . , N − 1. Let 1 ≥ σ ≥ 1− α/2.
Then one has the following:

1. Λ0
n >

1

tαn+σΓ(1− α)
> 0 for n ≥ 0.

2. (2σ − 1)Λ1
1 − σΛ0

1 > 0 and Λ1
n > Λ0

n for n ≥ 1.

3. If η2j−1(ηj−1 + 1) ≥
ηj

ηj + 1
for some j ∈ {2, 3, . . . , n}, with n ≥ 2, then Λj

n > Λj−1
n .

4. If η2n−1

(
2− (1/σ) + ηn(ηn + 2)

)
≥
ηn(ηn + 1)

ηn−1 + 1
for some n ∈ {2, 3, . . . , N}, then (2σ − 1)Λn

n − σΛn−1
n > 0.

The discrete problem (15) can be rewritten as:





[
Λn
n +

2p(xm)σ

(∆x)2
+ r(xm)σ +

µσ2τn+1

2
K(xm, 0)

]
Un+1
m = Λ0

nU
0
m +

n∑

j=1

(Λj
n − Λj−1

n )Uj
m

+
[p(xm)σ

(∆x)2
+
q(xm)σ

2∆x

]
Un+1
m−1 +

[p(xm)σ

(∆x)2
−
q(xm)σ

2∆x

]
Un+1
m+1

+
[p(xm)(1− σ)

(∆x)2
+
q(xm)(1 − σ)

2∆x

]
Un
m−1 +

[p(xm)(1− σ)

(∆x)2
−
q(xm)(1 − σ)

2∆x

]
Un
m+1

−
[2p(xm)(1 − σ)

(∆x)2
+ r(xm)(1 − σ) +

µτn
2

K(xm, tn+σ − tn) +
µστn+1

2
K(xm, tn+σ − tn)

+
µτn+1σ(1 − σ)

2
K(xm, 0)

]
Un
m −

µτn
2

K(xm, tn+σ − tn−1)U
n−1
m

−µ

n−2∑

j=0

τn+1

2

[
K(xm, tn+σ − tj+1)U

j+1
m +K(xm, tn+σ − tj)U

j
m

]
+ f(xm, tn+σ),

for m = 1, 2, . . . ,M − 1; n = 0, 1, . . . , N − 1,
U0
m = g(xm) for m = 0, 1, . . . ,M, Un+1

0 = h1(tn+1) and Un+1
M = h2(tn+1) for n = 0, 1, . . . , N − 1.

(40)

The following theorem demonstrates the stability estimate of the proposed numerical approximation in favor of the TFIPDEs
(1), which will be used later in Theorem 3 to show the main convergence result.

Theorem 2. Let us assume that 1 ≥ σ ≥ 1− α/2. Based on the conditions given in Lemma 3, the solution of the discrete
problem (15) satisfies the following inequality:

∥∥Un+1
∥∥
∞

≤
∥∥U0

∥∥
∞

+ tαn+σΓ(1 − α) max
0≤n≤N−1

∥∥fn+σ
∥∥
∞
, n = 0, 1, . . . , N − 1.

Proof. From Lemma 3, we have Λn
n > Λn−1

n > · · · > Λ0
n > C > 0, for n = 0, 1, . . . , N − 1 with C =

1

tαn+σΓ(1− α)
. For any

fixed n ∈ {0, 1, · · · , N − 1}, choose an m∗ such that ‖wn+1‖∞ = |wn+1
m∗ |. Then, (40) yields

[
Λn
n +

2p(xm∗)σ

(∆x)2
+ r(xm∗)σ +

µσ2τn+1

2
K(xm∗ , 0)

]
Un+1
m∗ = Λ0

nU
0
m∗ +

n∑

j=1

(Λj
n − Λj−1

n )Uj
m∗

+
[p(xm∗)σ

(∆x)2
+
q(xm∗)σ

2∆x

]
Un+1
m∗−1 +

[p(xm∗)σ

(∆x)2
−
q(xm∗)σ

2∆x

]
Un+1
m∗+1

+
[p(xm∗)(1 − σ)

(∆x)2
+
q(xm∗)(1 − σ)

2∆x

]
Un
m∗−1 +

[p(xm∗)(1 − σ)

(∆x)2
−
q(xm∗)(1− σ)

2∆x

]
Un
m∗+1

−
[2p(xm∗)(1− σ)

(∆x)2
+ r(xm∗ )(1− σ) +

µτn
2

K(xm∗ , tn+σ − tn) +
µστn+1

2
K(xm∗ , tn+σ − tn)

+
µτn+1σ(1 − σ)

2
K(xm∗ , 0)

]
Un
m∗ −

µτn
2

K(xm∗ , tn+σ − tn−1)U
n−1
m∗

−µ
n−2∑

j=0

τn+1

2

[
K(xm∗ , tn+σ − tj+1)U

j+1
m∗ +K(xm∗ , tn+σ − tj)U

j
m∗

]
+ f(xm∗ , tn+σ).

Keeping in mind that 1 ≥ σ ≥ 1 − α/2, r ≥ 0, and the kernel K ≥ 0 together with the condition defined in (18) and the
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choice of m∗ yields

[
Λn
n +

2p(xm∗)σ

(∆x)2

]∥∥Un+1
∥∥
∞

≤ Λ0
n

∥∥U0
∥∥
∞

+

n∑

j=1

[Λj
n − Λj−1

n ]
∥∥Uj

∥∥
∞

+
[p(xm∗)σ

(∆x)2
+
q(xm∗)σ

2∆x

]∥∥Un+1
∥∥
∞

+
[p(xm∗)σ

(∆x)2
−
q(xm∗)σ

2∆x

]∥∥Un+1
∥∥
∞

+
[p(xm∗)(1 − σ)

(∆x)2
+
q(xm∗)(1− σ)

2∆x

]∥∥Un
∥∥
∞

+
[p(xm∗)(1− σ)

(∆x)2
−
q(xm∗)(1 − σ)

2∆x

]∥∥Un
∥∥
∞

−
[2p(xm∗)(1− σ)

(∆x)2

]∥∥Un
∥∥
∞

+
∥∥fn+σ

∥∥
∞
.

The given condition Λn
n > Λn−1

n > · · · > Λ0
n ≥ C > 0 enables us to have

Λn
n

∥∥Un+1
∥∥
∞

≤

n∑

j=1

[Λj
n − Λj−1

n ]
∥∥Uj

∥∥
∞

+ Λ0
n

[∥∥U0
∥∥
∞

+ tαn+σΓ(1− α)
∥∥fn+σ

∥∥
∞

]

≤

n∑

j=1

[Λj
n − Λj−1

n ]
∥∥Uj

∥∥
∞

+ Λ0
n

[∥∥U0
∥∥
∞

+ tαn+σΓ(1− α) max
0≤n≤N−1

∥∥fn+σ
∥∥
∞

]
. (41)

Let us take D =
∥∥U0

∥∥
∞
+ tαn+σΓ(1−α) max

0≤n≤N−1

∥∥fn+σ
∥∥
∞
. We now use mathematical induction to prove this theorem. For

n = 0, the theorem is automatically satisfied from (41). Let us assume that the inequality holds for n = 1, 2, . . . , k − 1, i.e.∥∥Un+1
∥∥
∞

≤ D , n = 1, . . . , k − 1. Now, from (41), we have

Λk
k

∥∥Uk+1
∥∥
∞

≤

k∑

j=1

(Λj
k − Λj−1

k )
∥∥Uj

∥∥
∞

+ Λ0
kD ≤

k∑

j=1

(Λj
k − Λj−1

k )D + Λ0
kD = Λk

kD ,

which implies ∥∥Uk+1
∥∥
∞

≤ D =
∥∥U0

∥∥
∞

+ tαn+σΓ(1− α) max
0≤n≤N−1

∥∥fn+σ
∥∥
∞
.

Hence, the theorem is proved.

4. Convergence analysis

In this section, first, we estimate the truncation error bounds for the approximation of the fractional operator, Volterra
integral operator, and spatial derivatives. Subsequently, we achieve the main convergence results for the given TFIPDEs
(1) for both the cases, i.e., Ω ⊂ R and Ω ⊂ R

2. To begin the analysis, we start with an elementary interpolation error
bound given in the following lemma.

Lemma 4. For any φ(t) ∈ C2(Ωt), and n = 0, 1, . . . , N − 1, one yields

|φ(tn+σ)− σφ(tn+1)− (1 − σ)φ(tn)| ≤ CN−2.

Proof. Using the Taylor series expansion, we have

φ(tn+1) =φ(tn+σ) + (1− σ)τn+1φ
′(tn+σ) +

(1− σ)2τ2n+1

2
φ′′(tn+σ) + · · · ,

φ(tn) =φ(tn+σ)− στn+1φ
′(tn+σ) +

σ2τ2n+1

2
φ′′(tn+σ)− · · · .

Consequently, it yields

σφ(tn+1) + (1− σ)φ(tn) = φ(tn+σ) +O(τ2n+1).

Using the bounds given in (3), we obtain

|φ(tn+σ)− σφ(tn+1)− (1 − σ)φ(tn)| ≤ CN−2.

The following lemma describes the truncation error bound for the discretization of the fractional operator based on
non-uniform mesh for solution having time singularity.
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Lemma 5. (See Eq. (3.6) of [35]) Let U(·, t) ∈ C(Ωt) ∩ C
3(Ωt). For n = 0, 1, . . . , N − 1, the discretization error of the

fractional Caputo operator on a temporally graded mesh satisfies the following bound:
∣∣∣(1)Rn+σ

∣∣∣ ≤ Ct−α
n+σN

−min{να,3−α}.

Now, we discuss the truncation error bound for the integral operator based on the discretization given in (6) on a
non-uniform mesh.

Lemma 6. If the solution of the proposed problem meets the regularity condition defined in (2), then the discretization
error corresponding to the Volterra integral operator on a temporally graded mesh satisfies the following bound:

∣∣∣(2)Rn+σ
∣∣∣ ≤ CN−min{2,ν(α+1)} for n = 0, 1, . . . , N − 1.

Proof. The discretization of the integral operator discussed in (6) yields the following:

∣∣∣(2)Rn+σ
∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣∣

∫ tn+σ

0

K(·, tn+σ − ξ)U(·, ξ) dξ − JNU(·, tn+σ)

∣∣∣∣∣

≤

∣∣∣∣∣

∫ tn

0

K(·, tn+σ − ξ)U(·, ξ) dξ −
n−1∑

j=0

τj+1

2

[
K(·, tn+σ − tj+1)U

j+1 +K(·, tn+σ − tj)U
j
]
∣∣∣∣∣

︸ ︷︷ ︸
=:(2)R̃n+σ

+

∣∣∣∣∣

∫ tn+σ

tn

K(·, tn+σ − ξ)U(·, ξ) dξ −
στn+1

2
K(·, tn+σ − tn)U

n −
στn+1

2
K(·, 0)

[
σUn+1 + (1 − σ)Un

]
∣∣∣∣∣

︸ ︷︷ ︸
=:(2)R̂n+σ

. (42)

From Lemma 4.6 of [13], we have ∣∣∣(2)R̃n+σ
∣∣∣ ≤ CN−min{2,ν(α+1)}. (43)

Now, using Lemma 4, one can have

∣∣∣(2)R̂n+σ
∣∣∣ ≤
∣∣∣∣∣

∫ tn+σ

tn

K(·, tn+σ − ξ)U(·, ξ) dξ −
(στn+1

2
K(·, tn+σ − tn)U

n +
στn+1

2
K(·, 0)Un+σ

)∣∣∣∣∣+O(N−2)

=

∣∣∣∣∣

∫ tn+σ

tn

K(·, tn+σ − ξ)U(·, ξ) dξ −
1

2

∫ tn+σ

tn

(
K(·, tn+σ − tn)U

n +K(·, 0)Un+σ
)
dξ

∣∣∣∣∣ +O(N−2)

=
1

2

∣∣∣∣∣

∫ tn+σ

tn

(
ω(ξ)− ω(tn)

)
dξ +

∫ tn+σ

tn

(
ω(ξ)− ω(tn+σ)

)
dξ

∣∣∣∣∣+O(N−2),

where the function ω(t) = K(·, tn+σ − t)U(·, t). Using triangle inequality and the Lagrange mean value theorem, we reach
at

∣∣∣(2)R̂n+σ
∣∣∣ ≤1

2
|ξ − tn||ω

′(ξ1)|

∫ tn+σ

tn

dξ +
1

2
|ξ − tn+σ||ω

′(ξ2)|

∫ tn+σ

tn

dξ +O(N−2)

≤
σ

2
τ2n+1|ω

′(ξ1)|+
σ

2
τ2n+1|ω

′(ξ2)|+O(N−2),

where ξ1, ξ2 ∈ (tn, tn+σ). Now, applying the bounds given in (3), we have

∣∣∣(2)R̂n+σ
∣∣∣ ≤ CN−2 +O(N−2) ≤ CN−2. (44)

Finally, the bounds given in (43) and (44) are used in (42) to obtain the desired result.

The following lemma shows the discretization error of the spatial derivatives when Ω ⊂ R.

Lemma 7. The discretization of the spatial derivatives, discussed in (10) and (11), satisfies the following error bounds:

∣∣∣(3)Rn+σ
m

∣∣∣ ≤ C(N−2 +M−2),
∣∣∣(4)Rn+σ

m

∣∣∣ ≤ C(N−2 +M−2),

for n = 0, 1, . . . , N − 1, m = 1, 2, . . . ,M − 1.
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Proof. The spatial discretizations are the well-known second-order central difference approximations, and then the proof
follows from Lemma 4.

The error equation corresponding to TFIPDEs for one-dimensional case (i.e., for Ω ⊂ R) can be obtained by subtracting
(15) from (13), and which can be expressed as follows:





L2-1σDα
Ne

n+σ
m − p(xm)δ2∆x e

n+σ
m + q(xm)D0

∆xe
n+σ
m + r(xm)en+σ

m + µJNe
n+σ
m = Rn+σ

m ,

for m = 1, 2, . . . ,M − 1; n = 0, 1, . . . , N − 1,

e0m = 0 for m = 0, 1, . . . ,M,
en+1
0 = en+1

M = 0 for n = 0, 1, . . . , N − 1,

(45)

where Rn+σ
m is the remainder term defined in (14), and en+σ

m = U(xm, tn+σ)− Un+σ
m .

4.1. Error bounds

Theorem 3. Assume that 1 ≥ σ ≥ 1− α/2 and let the solution of the given TFIPDE (1) satisfies the regularity condition

given in (2). Then, for Ω ⊂ R, if {U(xm, tn)}
M,N
m=0,n=0 and {Un

m}M,N
m=0,n=0 be the exact and numerical solutions of (1) by

using the discrete scheme (15), respectively. Then, one has the following error bound:

‖e‖∞ ≤ C
(
N−min{να,2} +M−2

)
.

Proof. The solution of the discrete problem (45) satisfies the stability estimate given in Theorem 2. Hence, for n =
0, 1, . . . , N − 1, we have the following bound:

∥∥en+1
∥∥
∞

≤
∥∥e0
∥∥
∞

+ tαn+σΓ(1− α) max
0≤n≤N−1

∥∥∥Rn+σ
∥∥∥
∞

≤tαn+σΓ(1 − α) max
0≤n≤N−1

∥∥∥(1)Rn+σ
∥∥∥
∞

+ tαn+σΓ(1− α) max
0≤n≤N−1

∥∥∥(2)Rn+σ
∥∥∥
∞

+ tαn+σΓ(1− α) max
0≤n≤N−1

∥∥∥(3)Rn+σ
∥∥∥
∞

+ tαn+σΓ(1 − α) max
0≤n≤N−1

∥∥∥(4)Rn+σ
∥∥∥
∞

Using Lemmas 5, 6, and 7, we get

∥∥en+1
∥∥
∞

≤ CN−min{να,3−α} + Ctαn+σN
−min{2,ν(α+1)} + Ctαn+σ(N

−2 +M−2) + Ctαn+σ(N
−2 +M−2).

Notice that tαn+σ ≤ T for α ∈ (0, 1) and any n ∈ {0, 1, . . . , N − 1}. Hence, we obtain

‖e‖∞ = max
0≤n≤N−1

∥∥en+1
∥∥
∞

≤ C
(
N−min{να,2} +M−2

)
.

Remark 1. In the realm of TFIPDEs with Ω ⊂ R, Theorem 3 demonstrates that the proposed methodology can achieve
an optimal convergence rate of O(N−2) over time on a non-uniform mesh, provided the grading parameter is appropriately
selected (specifically, ν ≥ 2/α) for a solution exhibiting time singularity at t = 0. The convergence remains unchanged when
a uniform mesh is used, i.e., ν = 1. In this context, the accuracy reduces to O(N−α).

The following theorem demonstrates the error bounds for temporal semi-discretization of the proposed problem for the
two-dimensional case (i.e., for Ω ⊂ R

2) based on a non-uniform mesh, which is graded towards the origin. The bounds will
be used later in Theorem 5 to obtain the main convergence results when Ω ⊂ R

2.

Theorem 4. Assume that the solution of the proposed TFIPDE with Ω ⊂ R
2 satisfies the regularity condition (2) and let

1 ≥ σ ≥ 1 − α/2. Then, for n = 0, 1, . . . , N − 1, the solution of the semi-discretized problem (19) satisfies the following
error bound: ∣∣∣U(x, y, tn+1)− Un+1(x, y)

∣∣∣ ≤ CN−min{να,2}.

Proof. From Lemmas 5 and 6, it can be confirmed that the remainder term depicted in (20) satisfies the following bound:

∣∣∣R̂n+σ
∣∣∣ ≤

∣∣∣(1)Rn+σ
∣∣∣+
∣∣∣(2)Rn+σ

∣∣∣ ≤ Ct−α
n+σN

−min{να,3−α} + CN−min{2,ν(α+1)}.

With the stability estimate given in Theorem 2 and the hypothesis presented in Theorem 3 together with the above
inequality, one can obtain the desired bound.
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The following theorem illustrates the convergence of the fully discrete solution to the TFIPDEs (1) in two dimensions
(i,e., for Ω ⊂ R

2), which is based on L2-1σ scheme on a graded mesh in time and the multi-dimensional Haar wavelets.

Theorem 5. The solution to the given TFIPDEs (1) when Ω ⊂ R
2 satisfies the following error bound:

∥∥∥U(x, y, tn+1)− Un+1
M1M2

(x, y)
∥∥∥
L2(Ω)

≤ C
(
N−min{να,2} +M−3

)
,

where M = min{M1,M2}.

Proof. By using the triangle inequality and utilizing Theorems 1 and 4, the required error bound is derived as follows:
∥∥∥U(x, y, tn+1)− Un+1

M1M2
(x, y)

∥∥∥
L2(Ω)

≤
∥∥∥U(x, y, tn+1)− Un+1(x, y)

∥∥∥
L2(Ω)

+
∥∥∥Un+1(x, y)− Un+1

M1M2
(x, y)

∥∥∥
L2(Ω)

≤
∥∥∥U(x, y, tn+1)− Un+1(x, y)

∥∥∥
∞

+
∥∥∥Un+1(x, y)− Un+1

M1M2
(x, y)

∥∥∥
L2(Ω)

≤ C
(
N−min{να,2} +M−3

)
.

Remark 2. From Theorem 5, it is observed that the wavelet-based discrete L2-1σ scheme achieves an optimal rate of
convergence of O(N−2 + M−3) in the space-time domain for ν ≥ 2/α. In particular, it leads to second-order temporal
accuracy for that specific choice of the grading parameter. However, on uniformly distributed temporal mesh, the accuracy
of the proposed scheme reduces to O(N−α). In this case, it is noted that the spatial domain Ω ⊂ R

2.

Remark 3. (Non-smooth solution having U ∈ C(Ωt) ∩C3(Ωt)) From Theorems 3 & 5 and the discussion in Remarks
1 & 2, it is evident that the proposed scheme achieves a temporal accuracy of O(N−2) for the given TFIPDEs with an
unbounded time derivative at t = 0 if one takes the grading parameter ν ≥ 2/α. In contrast, the L1 scheme achieves at most
O(N−(2−α)) temporal accuracy. However, in this case, both the schemes lead to O(N−α) accurate solution on a uniform
mesh. The application of the L1 scheme to address time singularity in a fractional-order problem can be found in [13, 22].

Remark 4. (Smooth solution having U ∈ C3(Ωt)) Given that the solution to the proposed problem is adequately smooth,
with U ∈ C3(Ωt), the proposed approach achieves O(N−2) accuracy in time, even under uniform mesh discretization. The
analysis of the L2-1σ scheme on a time-fractional sub-diffusion equation with sufficiently smooth solution can be found in
[24]. In contrast, the L1 scheme leads to O(N−(2−α)) temporal accuracy, which varies for different values of α. In particular,
it produces almost 1st-order convergent rate when α tends to one, whereas the proposed scheme achieves 2nd-order accuracy
globally for all α ∈ (0, 1). A widespread application of the L1 scheme to deal with the fractional-order problems without
time singularity can be found in [9, 36] and references therein.

5. Results and discussion

To show the effectiveness and high accuracy of the proposed method, in this section, we consider numerous test examples
of one and two-dimensional TFIPDEs having known and unknown exact solutions with bounded and unbounded time
derivatives at t = 0 for special cases. The results are compared with the results obtained by the L1 scheme. Several tests
are performed and the results are shown in the shape of figures and tables. All the experiments are done with σ = 1−α/2.
The domains are defined as: Ωt = (0, 1], Ω = (0, 1) if Ω ⊂ R and Ω = (0, 1)× (0, 1) if Ω ⊂ R

2.

Example 1. Let α ∈ (0, 1). Consider the following TFIPDE that has a known exact solution with U ∈ C(Ωt)/C
4(Ωt) for

special cases.





∂αt U(x, t)− (1 + x)Uxx + U(x, t) +

∫ t

0

K(x, t − ξ)U(x, ξ)dξ = f(x, t), (x, t) ∈ Ω× Ωt,

with initial and boundary conditions:

U(x, 0) = g(x) for x ∈ Ω, U(0, t) = 0, U(1, t) = 0 for t ∈ Ωt,

where the kernel K(x, t− ξ) = (t− ξ) sinx and g(x) = sin 2πx. The source term f(x, t) is given by

f(x, t) =− Γ(α+ 1) sin 2πx+ 4π2(1− tα)(1 + x) sin 2πx+ (1 − tα) sin 2πx

+
( t2
2
−

tα+2

(α+ 1)(α+ 2)

)
sinx sin 2πx.

The exact solution for Example 1 is then given by U(x, t) = (1− tα) sin 2πx. It can be noticed that the analytical behaviour
of the present problem has an unbounded time derivative at the initial time t = 0 due to which an initial layer occurs
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in the neighbourhood of t = 0. See the impact of the fractional operator on the sharpness of the layer in Figure 1. If
{U(xm, tn)}

M,N
m=0,n=0 denotes the exact solution and {Un

m}M,N
m=0,n=0 is the numerical solution of Example 1 by using the

proposed scheme (15), then the computed error ÊM,N and the corresponding temporal rate of convergence P̂M,N are
estimated as:

ÊM,N = max
(xm,tn)∈ΩM,N

∣∣∣U(xm, tn)− Un
m

∣∣∣, P̂M,N = log2

( ÊM,N

ÊM,2N

)
. (46)

From Table 1, it can be confirmed that for a non-uniform mesh with a suitably chosen grading parameter (here we fix
ν = 2/α), the proposed scheme can lead to a higher-order accuracy of O(N−2), which is superior to L1 scheme that gives
O(N−(2−α)) accuracy, as theoretically proved in Theorem 3 and further discussion in Remarks 1 & 3. In contrast, it reduces
to O(N−α) accuracy on a uniformly distributed mesh (i.e., for ν = 1) for the solution having initial time singularity for
both schemes. See the computational results in Table 2.

If we take g(x) = sinπx and the source function f(x, t) is given by:

f(x, t) =
Γ(α+ 5)

24
t4 sinπx+ π2(1 + tα+4)(1 + x) sin πx+ (1 + tα+4) sinπx

+
( t2
2
+

tα+6

(α+ 5)(α+ 6)

)
sinx sinπx.

Then, the exact solution for Example 1 is U(x, t) = (1 + tα+4) sinπx, which lies in C4(Ωt). The proposed scheme leads to
O(N−2) accurate solution even if the mesh is discretized uniformly (i.e., for ν = 1), as theoretically discussed in Remark
4. Also, see the computational efficiency in Tables 3 & 4. It also highlights that the proposed scheme gives second-order
accuracy for any value of α whereas, the L1 scheme exhibits almost first-order accuracy for α tends to one (see Table
4). The theoretical convergence can also be confirmed from Figure 2(a), which illustrates the maximum error for different
values of α and M = N . Further, see the log-log plot in Figure 2(b), which proves that the computational result matches
the theoretical rate of convergence.
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Figure 1: Layer behaviour for Example 1 having solution with unbounded time derivatives at t = 0 for M = N = 32 on graded mesh
with ν = (3− α)/α.

Example 2. Consider another test problem having a known exact solution with U ∈ C3(Ωt).





∂αt U(x, t) − Uxx +

∫ t

0

x(t− ξ)U(x, ξ)dξ = f(x, t), (x, t) ∈ Ω× Ωt,

with initial and boundary conditions:

U(x, 0) = 0 for x ∈ Ω, U(0, t) = t+ tα+3, U(1, t) = 0 for t ∈ Ωt,

where α ∈ (0, 1). f(x, t) is given by:

f(x, t) = (1− x2)
( t1−α

Γ(2− α)
+

1

6
Γ(α+ 4)t3

)
+ 2(t+ tα+3) + x(1 − x2)

( t3
6
+

tα+5

(α+ 4)(α+ 5)

)
.
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Table 1: Maximum error (Max-Error) and rate of convergence (RoC) with fixed M = 1500 for Example 1 with solution
having time singularity (graded mesh ν = 2/α).

α N L2-1σ scheme L1 scheme
Max-Error RoC Max-Error RoC

0.2

32 6.6577e-4 1.9444 4.1215e-4 1.4017
64 1.7298e-4 1.9719 1.5599e-4 1.5489
128 4.4095e-5 1.9857 5.3313e-5 1.6024
256 1.1134e-5 1.7558e-5

0.4

32 4.6167e-4 1.9797 5.5038e-4 1.3610
64 1.1705e-4 1.9897 2.1427e-4 1.4626
128 2.9472e-5 1.9947 7.7747e-5 1.5057
256 7.3949e-6 2.7379e-5

0.8

32 1.2055e-4 1.9957 4.7026e-4 1.0439
64 3.0227e-5 1.9985 2.2808e-4 1.1156
128 7.5647e-6 1.9452 1.0526e-4 1.1482
256 1.9644e-6 4.7492e-5

Table 2: Maximum error (Max-Error) and rate of convergence (RoC) with fixed M = 1500 for Example 1 with solution
having time singularity (uniform mesh ν = 1).

α L2-1σ scheme L1 scheme
N Max-Error RoC N Max-Error RoC

0.2

4 6.4910e-2 0.2097 256 3.2807e-3 0.0193
8 5.6130e-2 0.2083 512 3.2372e-3 0.0216
16 4.8584e-2 0.2089 1024 3.1891e-3 0.0241
32 4.2035e-2 2048 3.1362e-3

0.4

4 7.9125e-2 0.4206 256 4.1287e-3 0.0953
8 5.9113e-2 0.4263 512 3.8647e-3 0.1134
16 4.3990e-2 0.4350 1024 3.5724e-3 0.1334
32 3.2538e-2 2048 3.2568e-3

0.8

4 3.2528e-2 0.9001 256 1.1142e-3 0.5693
8 1.7430e-2 0.9768 512 7.5088e-4 0.6466
16 8.8561e-3 1.1075 1024 4.7964e-4 0.6875
32 4.1100e-3 2048 2.9782e-4

The exact solution for Example 2 is U(x, t) = (1 − x2)(t + tα+3). Notice that the solution of the present problem lies
in C3(Ωt). Here, we calculate the error and the rate of convergence in a similar way as defined in (46). For the present
scenario, it can be observed that the proposed scheme (15) not only gives higher order accuracy (see log-log plot in Figure
3(b)) but also the obtained errors are less (see maximum error plot in Figure 3(a)) compared to the L1 scheme even if
the mesh is discretized uniformly. The computational efficiency can also be confirmed from Table 5, which demonstrates
that the proposed scheme can lead to a higher-order accuracy in time possibly O(N−2) for a sufficiently smooth solution
U ∈ C3(Ωt).

Below, we present another example of the type (1) for which the exact solution is unknown. The double mesh principle
[21] is used to calculate the error and the order of convergence, which works as follows: Suppose Un

m be the numerical solution
for m = 0, 1, . . . ,M and n = 0, 1, . . . , N . Now consider a fine mesh

{
(xm, tn/2) | m = 0, 1, . . . ,M and n = 0, 1, . . . , 2N

}
,

and let V
n/2
m be the corresponding computed solution by using the same scheme. Then the error and the corresponding

temporal rate of convergence are estimated as:

ẼM,N := max
(xm,tn)∈ΩM,N

∣∣∣Un
m − Vn

m

∣∣∣, P̃M,N := log2

(
ẼM,N

ẼM,2N

)
. (47)
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Figure 2: Error and log-log plots for Example 1.

Table 3: Maximum error (Max-Error) and rate of convergence (RoC) based on L2-1σ scheme with fixed M = 1000 for
Example 1 having solution U ∈ C4(Ωt) (uniform mesh ν = 1).

N α = 0.2 α = 0.5 α = 0.8
Max-Error RoC Max-Error RoC Max-Error RoC

16 2.1106e-3 1.9787 5.1199e-3 1.9856 7.5374e-3 1.9952
32 5.3550e-4 2.0001 1.2928e-3 1.9987 1.8907e-3 2.0032
64 1.3387e-4 2.0414 3.2351e-4 2.0171 4.7161e-4 2.0150
128 3.2521e-5 2.2008 7.9926e-5 2.0782 1.1668e-4 2.0551
256 7.0739e-6 1.8928e-5 2.8078e-5

Example 3. Consider the following TFIPDE with an unknown exact solution.





∂αt U(x, t) − Uxx + xU(x, t) +

∫ t

0

K(x, t − ξ)U(x, ξ)dξ = xtα, (x, t) ∈ Ω× Ωt,

with initial and boundary conditions:

U(x, 0) = 0 for x ∈ Ω, U(0, t) = U(1, t) = 0 for t ∈ Ωt,

where α ∈ (0, 1), and the kernel K = ex(t−ξ), ξ ∈ [0, t], (x, t) ∈ Ω × Ωt. The nature of the solution to this example is
displayed graphically in Figure 4. It clearly indicates that the solution of such fractional-order integro-partial differential
equation has a mild singularity at t = 0 for which the graded mesh-based L2-1σ scheme will be more effective than the
uniform mesh. Since the exact solution is unknown, we calculate the error and the rate of convergence by using the formula
depicted in (47), and the data are tabulated in Table 6. It can be confirmed that the proposed scheme leads to a higher-order
accuracy possibly O(N−2) on a non-uniform mesh with a suitably chosen grading parameter, in this case, it is ν ≥ 2/α.
See the theoretical arguments given in Theorem 3 and further elaboration in Remark 1. In contrast, it reduces to O(N−α)
accurate solution on a uniformly distributed mesh, but, computationally, we are getting a better approximation for higher
values of α.

The following example shows the strong reliability of the wavelet-based numerical approximation combined with graded
mesh-based L2-1σ scheme in the context of the given TFIPDEs (1) with Ω ⊂ R

2, whose solution has an unbounded time
derivative at t = 0. Also, note that the convergence is unaltered for a sufficiently smooth solution even if the mesh is
discretized uniformly. The maximum error E M1M2

N (L∞-error) and the L2-error Ẽ M1M2

N can be estimated as:





E M1M2

N = max
1≤n≤N

max
1≤l1≤2M1

max
1≤l2≤2M2

∣∣∣U(xl1 , yl2 , tn)− Un
M1M2

(xl1 , yl2)
∣∣∣,

Ẽ M1M2

N =

[
1

2M1 × 2M2 × (N + 1)

2M1∑

l1=1

2M2∑

l2=1

N∑

n=0

∣∣∣U(xl1 , yl2 , tn)− Un
M1M2

(xl1 , yl2)
∣∣∣
2
]1/2

.
(48)

The corresponding temporal rate of convergence can be calculated by the usual way as:

RM1M2

N = log2

(
E M1M2

N

E M1M2

2N

)
, R̃M1M2

N = log2

(
Ẽ M1M2

N

Ẽ M1M2

2N

)
. (49)
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Table 4: Maximum error (Max-Error) and rate of convergence (RoC) with fixed M = 1000 for Example 1 having solution
U ∈ C4(Ωt) (uniform mesh ν = 1).

α N L2-1σ scheme L1 scheme
Max-Error RoC Max-Error RoC

0.3

16 3.1525e-3 1.9803 8.3736e-4 1.5728
32 7.9896e-4 1.9978 2.8149e-4 1.5959
64 2.0004e-4 2.0266 9.3123e-5 1.5874
128 4.9095e-5 2.1291 3.0989e-5 1.5138
256 1.1223e-5 1.0852e-5

0.9

16 8.1421e-3 1.9975 2.0193e-2 1.0539
32 2.0391e-3 2.0038 9.7258e-3 1.0757
64 5.0844e-4 2.0140 4.6143e-3 1.0869
128 1.2588e-4 2.0505 2.1723e-3 1.0923
256 3.0387e-5 1.0188e-3
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Figure 3: Comparison between L1 and L2-1σ schemes for Example 2.

Example 4. Consider the following two-dimensional TFIPDE having known exact solution with bounded/unbounded time
derivative at t = 0.





∂αt U(x, y, t)− Uxx − Uyy + Ux +

∫ t

0

xy(t− ξ)U(x, y, ξ)dξ = f(x, y, t), (x, y, t) ∈ Ω× Ωt,

with initial and boundary conditions:

U(x, y, 0) = xy(x− 1)(y − 1) for (x, y) ∈ Ω,

U(0, y, t) = U(1, y, t) = 0 for (y, t) ∈ [0, 1]× Ωt,
U(x, 0, t) = U(x, 1, t) = 0 for (x, t) ∈ [0, 1]× Ωt,

where α ∈ (0, 1). The source function f is given by:

f(x, y, t) =Γ(α+ 1)xy(x− 1)(y − 1)− 2(1 + tα)(x2 + y2 − x− y)

+ (1 + tα)(2x− 1)(y2 − y) +
( t2
2
+

tα+2

(α+ 1)(α+ 2)

)
x2y2(x− 1)(y − 1).

The exact solution for Example 4 is then U = (1 + tα)xy(x − 1)(y − 1). To solve the model, the graded mesh-based
L2-1σ scheme is used to make it in a semi-discrete form as described in (19). Then, the two-dimensional Haar wavelet is
applied to approximate the solution at each time level. Notice that the solution has an unbounded time derivative at t = 0,
which reduces the convergence rate on a uniformly distributed temporal mesh (see Table 8). In contrast, the non-uniform
mesh with a suitably chosen grading parameter (ν ≥ 2/α) leads to a higher-order accuracy, possibly O(N−2), which is
evident from Table 7 illustrating the error and the rate of convergence based on L2- & L∞-norm. Also, see the theoretical
explanation in Theorem 5 and further discussion in Remarks 2 & 3.

If the source function is chosen as:

f(x, y, t) =
1

6
Γ(α+ 4)xy(x− 1)(y − 1)t3 − 2(1 + tα+3)(x2 + y2 − x− y)

+ (1 + tα+3)(2x− 1)(y2 − y) +
( t2
2
+

tα+5

(α+ 4)(α+ 5)

)
x2y2(x− 1)(y − 1).
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Table 5: Maximum error (Max-Error) and rate of convergence (RoC) with fixed M = 1000 for Example 2 having solution
U ∈ C3(Ωt) (uniform mesh ν = 1).

α N L2-1σ scheme L1 scheme
Max-Error RoC Max-Error RoC

0.2

32 6.0786e-5 2.0014 1.0164e-4 1.7219
64 1.5182e-5 2.0020 3.0811e-5 1.7361
128 3.7901e-6 2.0018 9.2490e-6 1.7469
256 9.4637e-7 2.0012 2.7556e-6 1.7555
512 2.3639e-7 8.1611e-7

0.5

32 1.7173e-4 2.0094 8.1771e-4 1.4612
64 4.2654e-5 2.0086 2.9699e-4 1.4740
128 1.0600e-5 2.0071 1.0691e-4 1.4823
256 2.6369e-6 2.0055 3.8264e-5 1.4879
512 6.5669e-7 1.3643e-5

0.8

32 2.8372e-4 2.0160 4.6527e-3 1.1799
64 7.0147e-5 2.0159 2.0537e-3 1.1889
128 1.7345e-5 2.0149 9.0082e-4 1.1939
256 4.2918e-6 2.0135 3.9378e-4 1.1966
512 1.0629e-6 1.7181e-4
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(b) α = 0.3.

Figure 4: Layer behaviour for Example 3 with M = 32, N = 64.

Then, the exact solution for Example 4 is given by U = (1 + tα+3)xy(x − 1)(y − 1), which lies in C3(Ωt). In this scenario,
the proposed scheme can lead to second-order accuracy even if the temporal mesh is discretized uniformly, as theoretically
discussed in Remark 4. See the computational results in Table 9.

6. Application

In this section, we present two different fractional-order models in terms of practical implementation for special cases. The
parameters and the initial and boundary conditions associated with the proposed problem (1) are chosen in such a way
that it boils down to the following physical models: the time-fractional Fokker-Planck equation and the time-fractional
viscoelastic model.

6.1. Fractional-order Fokker-Planck dynamics: Diffusion as a limit of random walk

The stochastic motion of Brownian particles in a potential U(x) = V (x) − Fx, where V (x) = V (x + L) represents a
periodic substrate potential with period L and F is the constant bias, is well established in the literature. The Fokker-
Planck equation describing the overdamped Brownian motion in this potential can be extended to account for anomalous
transport. This extension is referred to as the fractional Fokker-Planck equation [37], and it is expressed as:

∂

∂t
P (x, t) = J 1−α

[ ∂
∂x

U ′(x)

ηα
+Kα

∂2

∂x2

]
P (x, t),
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Table 6: Maximum error (Max-Error) and rate of convergence (RoC) with fixed M = 1000 based on L2-1σ scheme for
Example 3.

α N Graded mesh Uniform mesh
ν = 2/α ν = (3− α)/α ν = 1

Max-Error RoC Max-Error RoC Max-Error RoC

0.2

32 4.0357e-5 1.9063 7.3962e-5 1.8646 1.6517e-3 0.3105
64 1.0766e-5 1.9512 2.0309e-5 1.9289 1.3318e-3 0.3193
128 2.7842e-6 1.9746 5.3337e-6 1.9631 1.0674e-3 0.3303
256 7.0839e-7 1.3680e-6 8.4893e-4

0.4

32 2.6764e-5 1.9634 4.3962e-5 1.9484 7.0826e-4 0.7889
64 6.8628e-6 1.9808 1.1391e-5 1.9734 4.0992e-4 0.8172
128 1.7386e-6 1.9897 2.9008e-6 1.9859 2.3264e-4 0.8325
256 4.3778e-7 7.3234e-7 1.3064e-4

0.6

32 1.6741e-5 1.9812 2.3719e-5 1.9757 1.2291e-4 1.2085
64 4.2403e-6 1.9897 6.0307e-6 1.9870 5.3184e-5 1.1834
128 1.0677e-6 1.9940 1.5213e-6 1.9926 2.3417e-5 1.1753
256 2.6804e-7 3.8228e-7 1.0369e-5

Table 7: Error (L2 & L∞) and rate of convergence (RoC) based on L2-1σ scheme with 2M1 = 2M2 = 32 for Example 4
with solution having time singularity (graded mesh ν = 2/α, (3 − α)/α).

α N ν = 2/α ν = (3− α)/α
L2-error RoC L∞-error RoC L2-error RoC L∞-error RoC

0.25

5 3.3418e-4 1.6510 1.0641e-3 1.7221 4.4063e-4 1.6093 1.6585e-3 1.5882
10 1.0641e-4 1.7902 3.2253e-4 1.8575 1.4443e-4 1.7757 5.5160e-4 1.7900
20 3.0767e-5 1.8740 8.9004e-5 1.9247 4.2179e-5 1.8723 1.5951e-4 1.8908
40 8.3936e-6 2.3443e-5 1.1520e-5 4.3013e-5

0.55

5 2.4785e-4 1.8876 7.0088e-4 1.9165 3.0452e-4 1.8913 9.9772e-4 1.8840
10 6.6985e-5 1.9218 1.8566e-4 1.9547 8.2084e-5 1.9355 2.7031e-4 1.9396
20 1.7679e-5 1.9390 4.7896e-5 1.9742 2.1459e-5 1.9566 7.0464e-5 1.9668
40 4.6108e-6 1.2190e-5 5.5286e-6 1.8026e-5

0.85

5 7.7559e-5 1.9752 2.1285e-4 1.9651 8.3332e-5 1.9846 2.4252e-4 1.9602
10 1.9726e-5 1.9495 5.4515e-5 1.9795 2.1057e-5 1.9686 6.2326e-5 1.9777
20 5.1070e-6 1.9271 1.3823e-5 1.9876 5.3802e-6 1.9578 1.5824e-5 1.9865
40 1.3429e-6 3.4856e-6 1.3850e-6 3.9934e-6

where α ∈ (0, 1). P (x, t) is the probability density function (pdf) and Kα denotes the anomalous diffusion coefficient
with physical dimension [m2 s−α]. The generalized friction coefficient, ηα, has dimension [kg sα−2]. J 1−α denotes the
Riemann-Liouville fractional integral operator [6] of order 1− α with respect to time. An equivalent form of the fractional
Fokker-Planck equation can be expressed using the Caputo fractional derivative, as demonstrated in the following example.

Example 5. Consider the following time-fractional Fokker-Planck equation [5]:




∂αt P (x, t)−Kα
∂2

∂x2
P (x, t)−

U ′(x)

ηα

∂

∂x
P (x, t) −

U ′′(x)

ηα
P (x, t) = 0, (x, t) ∈ (1, 11)× (0, 1],

P (x, 0) = ψ(x), x ∈ [1, 11],
P (1, t) = φ1(t), P (11, t) = φ2(t), t ∈ [0, 1],

where α ∈ (0, 1). The parameters are given by: U(x) = cosx − Fx, F = 6, ηα = 6, Kα = 2, ψ(x) = 0.10, φ1(t) =
0.10, φ2(t) = 0.10. The accuracy of the proposed methodology can be verified by estimating error and the rate of convergence
using the formula provided in (47). It can be noted that the solution of this time-fractional Fokker-Planck equation does
not violet the singular behaviour of the fractional operator as illustrated graphically in Figure 5(a). A cross-sectional
view is displayed in Figure 5(b), which represents the evolution of the pdf P (x, t) when t = 0.1, 0.4, 0.9. The graphical
representation ensures that the solution to the given time-fractional Fokker-Planck equation has unbounded time derivative
at t = 0 for which the present method leads to a O(N−2) temporal rate of accuracy on a suitably chosen non-uniform mesh
as it is confirmed in Table 10. Also, see the theoretical explanation in Theorem 3. On the contrary, it reduces to O(N−α)
on a uniform mesh.
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Table 8: Error (L2 & L∞) and rate of convergence (RoC) based on L2-1σ scheme with 2M1 = 2M2 = 32 for Example 4
with solution having time singularity (uniform mesh ν = 1).

α N L2-error RoC L∞-error RoC

0.1

5 4.4966e-4 0.5668 2.0422e-3 0.1313
10 3.0358e-4 0.5908 1.8645e-3 0.1261
20 2.0157e-4 0.6069 1.7084e-3 0.1261
40 1.3235e-4 1.5654e-3

0.3

5 7.6773e-4 0.8322 3.4665e-3 0.3990
10 4.3122e-4 0.8805 2.6289e-3 0.4196
20 2.3423e-4 0.9217 1.9653e-3 0.4458
40 1.2365e-4 1.4430e-3

0.5

5 6.3659e-4 1.1704 2.8479e-3 0.74083
10 2.8284e-4 1.2899 1.7042e-3 0.83734
20 1.1567e-4 1.4477 9.5379e-4 0.97652
40 4.2408e-5 4.8472e-4

Table 9: Error (L2 & L∞) and rate of convergence (RoC) based on L2-1σ scheme with 2M1 = 2M2 = 32 for Example 4
having solution U ∈ C3(Ωt) (uniform mesh ν = 1).

α N L2-error RoC L∞-error RoC

0.4

5 4.0744e-4 2.012 1.3910e-3 1.962
10 1.0101e-4 2.010 3.5696e-4 1.984
20 2.5082e-5 2.007 9.0253e-5 1.993
40 6.2403e-6 2.2668e-5

0.8

5 7.5992e-4 2.060 2.7544e-3 1.980
10 1.8226e-4 2.038 6.9799e-4 1.995
20 4.4364e-5 2.024 1.7513e-4 2.000
40 1.0910e-5 4.3772e-5

6.2. Fractional-order Viscoelastic dynamics: An integral representation

Let σ(x, t) and ǫ denote the stress and strain, respectively, of a viscoelastic material. The temporal evolution of stress and
strain in linear viscoelastic materials is commonly modeled by incorporating derivatives of both quantities. A standard
viscoelastic model, as introduced by Bagley and Torvik [38], can be expressed as:

σ(x, t) + ̺ǫσt(x, t) = E0

(
ǫ(x, t) + ̺σǫt(x, t)

)
,

where E0 is the prolonged modulus of the elasticity, ̺ǫ and ̺σ represent the relaxation and retardation times, respectively.
To capture more complex viscoelastic behaviors, particularly those exhibiting memory effects, fractional derivatives are
introduced into the model. The general fractional-order viscoelastic model, as discussed in Konjik et al. [39], is given by:

σ(x, t) + ̺γǫ ∂
γ
t σ(x, t) = E0

(
ǫ(x, t) + ̺βσ∂

β
t ǫ(x, t)

)
, γ < β.

γ, β are the orders of the fractional operators that lie between 0 and 1. It is important to note that the model represents
instantaneous elasticity and describes wave processes if γ < β whereas for γ = β, it lacks instantaneous elasticity and
describes diffusion processes. Applying J γ on both sides, one has the integral representation of the fractional-order
viscoelastic model as:

∂αt ǫ(x, t) +
1

̺βσΓ(γ)

∫ t

0

(t− s)γ−1ǫ(x, s) ds = F(x, t),

where α = β − γ ∈ (0, 1), and F(x, t) =
̺γǫ

E0̺
β
σ

σ(x, t) +
1

E0̺
β
σΓ(γ)

∫ t

0

(t − s)γ−1σ(x, s)ds. Here, the stress σ is considered

to be known with σ(x, 0) = 0, and the strain function ǫ is unknown that satisfies the initial condition ǫ(x, 0) = 0. Hence,
we have the more general version of the fractional order viscoelastic model described in the following example.
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(a) M = 32, N = 64 and ν = 2/α.
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(b) M = 64, N = 10 and ν = 1.

Figure 5: Numerical solution to the time-fractional Fokker-Planck equation for α = 0.2.

Table 10: Maximum error (Max-Error) and rate of convergence (RoC) with fixed M = 1000 based on L2-1σ scheme for
Example 5.

α N Graded mesh Uniform mesh
ν = 2/α ν = (3− α)/α ν = 1

Max-Error RoC Max-Error RoC Max-Error RoC

0.3

32 1.1919e-6 1.9478 7.5248e-7 1.8901 1.2523e-4 0.1230
64 3.0896e-7 1.9815 2.0301e-7 1.9163 1.1500e-4 0.1908
128 7.8237e-8 1.9946 5.3781e-8 1.9395 1.0075e-4 0.2313
256 1.9633e-8 1.4021e-8 8.5831e-5

0.5

32 1.0893e-6 1.9537 7.0003e-7 1.8998 8.9586e-5 0.2786
64 2.8121e-7 1.9863 1.8759e-7 1.9129 7.3856e-5 0.3314
128 7.0975e-8 1.9960 4.9817e-8 1.9253 5.8698e-5 0.3819
256 1.7793e-8 1.3116e-8 4.5045e-5

0.7

32 8.2781e-7 1.9345 6.3764e-7 1.8989 4.1895e-5 0.5951
64 2.1657e-7 1.9759 1.7098e-7 1.9148 2.7735e-5 0.6396
128 5.5055e-8 1.9930 4.5344e-8 1.9301 1.7803e-5 0.6642
256 1.3831e-8 1.1899e-8 1.1234e-5

Example 6. Consider the following time-fractional viscoelastic model [40, 41] for Ω ⊂ R
2 involving weakly singular kernel:





∂αt U(x, y, t) −∆U(x, y, t) +

∫ t

0

(t− ξ)−ϑ∆U(x, y, ξ)dξ = f(x, y, t), (x, y, t) ∈ Ω× Ωt,

U(x, y, 0) = 0, (x, y) ∈ Ω,

U(x, y, t) = 0, (x, y, t) ∈ ∂Ω× Ωt,

where α, ϑ ∈ (0, 1). The source function f(x, y, t) is given by:

f(x, y, t) =
(
Γ(α+ 1) + 8π2tα − 8π2B(α+ 1, 1− ϑ)t1+α−ϑ

)
sin 2πx sin 2πy.

B denotes the well-known Euler beta function. The analytical solution for Example 6 is U = tα sin 2πx sin 2πy. The proposed
approximation to discretize the integral operator will not work straightforwardly as the operator involves a weakly singular
kernel. It requires some advanced modification in the trapezoidal rule (see [42]) to deal with the weakly singular integral
operator involving mixed derivatives. The L2-1σ scheme is used to discretize the time-fractional operator as well. Then, the
multi-dimensional Haar wavelet approximation is used to proceed further. The computational output displayed in Table
11 clearly indicates the high accuracy of the proposed approach on a non-uniform mesh. It also highlights the convergence
on a uniformly distributed mesh.

Note 1. It can be noticed that the models given in Examples 5 and 6 are the special cases of the given problem. By setting
µ = 0 and appropriately choosing the coefficient functions, as well as the initial and boundary conditions, the proposed
problem (1) reduces to the time-fractional Fokker-Planck equation without a source term for Ω ⊂ R. Similarly, introducing
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Table 11: Error (L2 & L∞) and rate of convergence (RoC) based on L2-1σ scheme with 2M1 = 2M2 = 32 for the viscoelastic
model (Example 6) having weakly singular kernel.

α N ν = (3 − α)/α, ϑ = 0.5 ν = 1, ϑ = 0.1
L2-error RoC L∞-error RoC L2-error RoC L∞-error RoC

0.5

16 6.0343e-2 1.3273 4.3011e-1 1.1029 1.1695e-2 0.9105 3.7630e-2 0.7942
32 2.4047e-2 1.9259 2.0025e-1 1.8181 6.2217e-3 0.8806 2.1699e-2 0.5458
64 6.3287e-3 2.3651 5.6789e-2 2.0359 3.3793e-3 0.7976 1.4864e-2 0.5996
128 1.2284e-3 1.3848e-2 1.9441e-3 9.8091e-3

0.8

16 6.6665e-2 1.1103 4.1806e-1 0.9735 1.3144e-2 0.8743 4.8259e-2 0.8706
32 3.0879e-2 1.4666 2.1291e-1 1.4013 7.1701e-3 0.8706 2.6394e-2 0.8781
64 1.1173e-2 2.6109 8.0606e-2 2.8308 3.9213e-3 0.8187 1.4360e-2 0.8367
128 1.8290e-3 1.1329e-2 2.2232e-3 8.0408e-3

a weakly singular kernel within the Volterra integral operator with mixed derivatives reduces to a viscoelastic model in an
integral representation. Consequently, the proposed problem represents a more generalized version of these models.

7. Concluding remarks

In this work, we have successfully employed the L2-1σ scheme combined with the multi-dimensional Haar wavelets to address
the time-fractional integro-partial differential equations having unbounded time derivatives at t = 0. The non-uniform mesh
in time is proven to be more effective in addressing such time singularities compared to the uniform mesh. The analysis
includes the stability of the proposed scheme on a non-uniform mesh, which is based on the L∞ norm. The convergence
analysis leads to O(N−2+M−2) accuracy (when Ω ⊂ R) and O(N−2+M−3) accuracy (when Ω ⊂ R

2) over the space-time
domain for a suitable choice of the grading parameter. It also highlights the higher-order accuracy for a sufficiently smooth
solution resides in C3(Ωt). We apply the proposed method to numerous test examples. The experiments confirm the
reliability of the proposed method. It also demonstrates the superiority of the proposed methodology in terms of accuracy
compared to some existing methods available in the literature. The advancement of the proposed methodology is also
demonstrated through the application of the time-fractional Fokker-Planck equation and the fractional-order viscoelastic
dynamics having weakly singular kernels. The proposed method can be extended to analyze the given problem with multiple
fractional operators. The delay in time may be considered for future investigations as it appears to be more challenging
with multi-singularities.
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