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Abstract: The fractional Langevin equation is of great scientific significance and engineering application value.
Based on the classical block-by-block method, the numerical solution of a class of fractional Langevin equations
with Caputo derivatives was obtained. Through introduction of the quadratic Lagrange basis function interpola-
tion, the block-by-block convergent nonlinear equations were constructed, and the numerical solution of the
Langevin equation was obtained by coupling in each block. Under the condition of 0 < « < 1, the stochastic
Taylor expansion was used to prove that the block-by-block method is (3 + «) - order convergent. Numerical ex-
periments show that, the block-by-block method is stable and convergent under different values of « and time
step h, and overcomes the existing methods’ disadvantages of slow speed and poor accuracy for solving frac-

tional Langevin equations.

Key words: fractional Langevin equation; block-by-block method; stability; convergence; numerical experi-

ment

*

WimBEH: 2020-10-29; fEITHH#A: 2020-11-21
EeWMB.: FEEPHE KL IR (20172X07101001-01)
BRI KI8(1995—) , %, M4/ ( E-mail : zhangman82@ 163.com) ;
e (1965—) , 5, # 4% A4 S If (B iHA/EH . E-mail: yxiaozh@ ncepu.edu.cn).
B A TRiE, Wt . —283 %809 Langevin J5 72 block-by-block B vE U BUE 43 M [ T 1. R %2 g
20021, 42(6) : 562-574.
562



5 6 1]

5l

.

(=1

ok, 55 . —28 8B Langevin 72 block-by-block 53k A (E 43 H7

O3 HT Langevin J7 FEAE O — AR LAERENL M K 80 J5 B FE R0 B AR e DA R T R A 2

563
JEZ B R T T O AR R R S ) A AR A AR AR | B B SE T Sl )

HCR A BUE R, & I/ B Langevin J7 F

SR T, BB BUYr Langevin 7 R RERA S0 H H B4 7 X3 T 20509 Langevin J7 R A EE R i,
TR BUE R R AE M Langevin J5 2 i o 10 Y BEAE e s 75 2 AE 25 5, 45 528 B Jacobi-Gauss-Lobatto 77

TR AAAE AL & 25 07 FEAUEDR S A i LA R 3 Ty R AR A0, 52 B 1) RS e — 2 119 PRI M, Sk e
R R U o2 20 T JM AT 5 R B 1) J 27 Bhrawy 1 Alghamdi' " 48 H #2037 Jacobi-Gauss-Lobatto $4 Fit 3 A&

PR o B A 0 E T 3207 125 9 AU Guo 5511 XSRS J1 5400 19 434U Langevin 75 BEHEA T 5

[ INEHRRAE ) 5 AL AR & (Y BEDLE U7 B, R B AR % — S BEBL o B 3oy T 7, SR

Laplace 2846 K 748 4 45375 R A AR 73 23K, TRl I Sy PN SEADL 5 R =2 1] IR 2%, 15 25K Ak BEAIL 3% 20 J7
FEAEL ) AU BB A QT i, BB SR 3R 1 Tk R RE M R 8 P S S RSB Tk B AR SRR T AR (ER

it 8 e R R R R R R e RUE T TSR PE A R R BE A B T, S TR0, D o B o J7
FERUE T 1 R A 2 R TR, R BB T I 5T A T AT 55

B2 e 1 s R 01 A5 SR e, 3k B B (ET e 2% 2 0 P 3 28 L A 547
Block-by-block B3k BLTEI4- RO U BRI A i

23N

BUE 7% 07 A R

1

SEH Langevin 7512
B Langevin J5 B2 (1) — B AN
ngv(t)z—/\“v(t)+v0F(1_a) + (1), 0<ac<l,
WG %A R
D(A)(O):v(()k)’ k:()’l’...’n_l’
H

fl(l _ T)m_a_|11<m)(7')d7',
0
SHOR
HrAr T (-) 2/~ Gamma pREL,

a=m

B9 Langevin J7 FE Y block-by-block BB A% =

Horp A —AAES A £(1) JEBEPLYT, IR Gauss 234, He—MEaT I dW (1) /de FREF , W (1) SRR Brown

B85 n IR o SR B SR B0 (1) 2o B0k B FEG D (1) A a B Caputo 250 S50, Hig
1
oD(1) =i (m - a)

m-1<a<m,

b

i S e SR DT RUIAR , KOE D3R B R (EL A 05 2 w2l A

i BIBE AL A s, AR AR
U b 3 50T AT A Huang 250 45 & —FhAE 25 %0 Volterra B3 75 FE block-by-block B¥E , % — 2843 B i o

77 R R it A% X0 i3 7 B — Bl AR S8, o IR T 858 Euler 53R A Bsf 38 3 (1) B0 A Fa 2 MR 25 1)
BB TR IUE T %05 S 20 3 Bir.Cao A1 Xut P HE H T —FH& IE A9 block-by-block 4.2 3R fi#dk

2N Volterra BUMTTE A5 B — A ) i B BOE AR X, LA 38AE T nT LSRR R, b o /e B — P

KA, 25 ST BT Esmaeili ' 48 Y T —Fh o3 Be AR 230U T 7 12 B AN DX 43 SR JLAS /N 1480, 18
>80 _EHT block-by-block 7724456 22 WA | W %7 HE SR £ P FIAR L 0 KU it oo O e, K (E 53491

1 block-by-block SR AR FR 7 T3 R 8 —Bh 8O B , B 2 nria TR 73 U AR e Pk

O30T R AR SO I 0 B — 28 70 BT Langevin J7 BERYSR A, BISR A Lagrange 56 o B (E A A4 18 KU EA%

2, NHIBENL Taylor REFFHEA TSI RIER & M4BT ) 44 BB ARSI 3 + o BUE X5 3R W] block-by-
block B{EAR AL WAL, FETHFRT BE R H 2 2 B2 7 1 By W R A0 3.

1.1

(D

(2)



564

=
3
=
g

7L I = 2021 4E 5 42 B

1.2 Block-by-block #& =t #it
FEWMERI (1) ((2), IR IELL I K HE A6 Volterra BUAY 7R, SCHK[ 19-21] B 28 0F B & A
T Volterra FR 7 2250 Y

) a-1 a T
D(t):mfo(t—T) ':—/\ U(T)+UOM+§(T):|(Z]T

KT ERGR IR (1) F S AT FLRDF = £(t, v(t)) +E(1) A
vm—ﬁf (1 =) fr ()T + )j (1-7)E(r)dr.
X [0, 7] Z8 2N A3 B F K] 8 Xty =joh,j= 0,1, 2N BRI h = T/2N 0, R IR (1)
T ¢, B REEAR () FaRITRRE(L) MR R C M3 v, ,j = 0,1, -+, 2m, W83 ) block-by-block
BUEME S, A HAELT v(1,,,,) Mo(t,,,),m=1,2,-, —1,NJ7ﬁ“ﬁnT@ W

e ﬁf (e =D o)) + ™ = 1) 0 =
r(a) pa Ojt::ﬂ(tzmﬂ - D) Aro(T))dr + f::”(tzm. ) flr () ) dr ] +
ey | e = e =
F(la) :ZI)J:I(tz1 =) o u (T fo + W04 (T) frer + 80, (T) fyn 1T +
fear ] s = D WD o (D o+ (P 1 4
rear) =@, .

/\I:F‘ wzk(t)(izo’l’z’k_()’l’ ,m = 1) ﬂzulpi,zn(t)(i:O’l’z) ﬁﬁuw}ﬁtzwtzkn’lzmz ﬂ:‘I:It2m,’t2m+1/25t2m+lJ:
M IRk Ldgrangeﬁ @I,ﬁm)&ﬂlﬂ‘

R T R e G )
i) = t”);; Tiwe) 2 20T tzmwzz(t )
b (0= ”2"'h>2“ Thn) 220 w’i; ~tanin)
FIH K Lagrange #61H, £,,,.,,, POIEITHE AT
Foreis = g fon 4 e = g S "

B () RA(3)  F B L IR,
m-1
Voms1 = l;)(Ag;nkﬂfzk +A;;nk+1f2k+1 Agmk+1f2k+2) +

1 2m+1 .
Ag;n,,rj-lem + A;;ﬁ-lem-#l + Ail;lzlf2m+2 + j (t2m+l - T) lf(T)dT’ (5>
I'(a)’o

5

) 1 12 +2 o .
A2;:+1 =H7)ft2k (t2m+] - T) llpi,k<7->d7-’ 1= 0’1’2; k= 091a“'9m - 13

3 1
0,n _ 0,m 1,n m 2,n —_ 1,m
A2n+1 Wit 5 8 w2m+1 ’ A2m+l - 4 w2n+l + w2m+l ’ A2n+1 - { Woprt s



% 6 akig 2. —285 U Langevin J7F2 block-by-block 52 FIEUE /3

565

i,m 1 "aml o= |
O3 = ay) G =T (T, 20,00,

R AR @R v (1., )

1
v(t2m+2) =

1 2 [l2k+2 o1 1 1 m+2 ol
F(a)l;fm (e = 7) f(T,v(T))dT+mfo (e = 7) ' E(r) dr

r<1a> ZJ“ =) W0 (T + (T fer + 2,(T) forar JdT

BENEE 2m + 2 B EUEAR R

= ) : 1 1o +2 .
Vomez = Z (Ag,}f:rzfzk + A;ﬁfz et T Ai;.zk+2f2k+2> + 7j (tzmz -7) 15(7')(17',
k=0 F(O() 0
Hrp
ik 1 [ a-1 :
AZY"H-Z:]_—‘(T)‘[ (t2m+2 _T> lzbi,k(T)dTv I’:071’2; k:()’l’“.’m'

2k

gE530(5) . (6) , 3EN R BUER .

m—1

0.k ok 2k 0, 1,
Vom+1 = Z <A2m+1f2k +A;m+1f2k+l * A2m+1f2k+2> * AZr:-t-lem +A2m"-l+lf2m+l +
k=0
2 m 1 1om+1 -
Aol fomea + F(a)Jo (g —7)* &(T)dT,
m
_ 0,k 1,k 2,k
Voms2 = 2 <A2m+2f2k + A2m+2f2k+l + A2m+2f2k+2) +
k=0
1

Flay)y o =) (I

2 Block-by-block #& =X EUH 534

2.1 Block-by-block &= & iR 2

F(loz)f(t ) f(ru(r))dr + r<a>f:m+2<t2m+z - 1) E(r)dr =

(6)

(7)

Xt 3 (7) ROEIBT IR 22 AT RE ARG T 6 et 3 U= A R iR 22 58 X 2m + 1 JRBYBINTIR 220

Tomei (h) = U(t2m+l) - 132m+1 ,

Horbo,,,,, R o(ty,,,) B—EEEAITRCAK(S) 155

m-1

1’;2m+1 = Z [Ang+1f(t2k9v(t2k>) +A;fnk+1f(52k+|,U(tzzm)) +Ag;nknf(tzﬂz’”(tzmz))J +

k=0

0,m 1,m 2,m
A2m+l f( t2m ’U( t2m) ) + A2m+l f< t2m+l ’U< t2m+l ) ) + A2/71+1 f( t2m+2 ’U( t2m+2> ) +

1 om+1 -
Fray)y G =) eI

X, (h), BT

I r,,, (k) &(8) HE LHEWHRZE B f(-,v(¢)) € C*[0,T],%40 < a < 11,1

| r, ., (h) | < Ch¥™.
B Z5630(3) (5 MI(9) A

m-1 2
— ik 0,m
r2m+1(h) - U(l2m+l) - Z 2A2m+l (t2k+i’v([2k+[) ) _f( th’U(th) )(‘u2m+l -

k=0 i=0

3 3 1 L
|:8f(t2m,”(tzm)> + If(t2m+l sv(t2m+l>> - gf(t2m+2 ,v<t2m+2)>:|w2m+l

(8)

(9)



566 A R~ G SO | ) = 2021 4E 5 42 %

1 Lom+1 B
f(t2m+l 5U(t2m+l>>w§,m”ll - ﬁf (t2m+l -7)° lf(T)dT =

[zlek 2<t2m+1 —T)a If(T ’U(T))dT + IZ" l<t2m+l - T)a_lf(Tov(T>)dT -

F(a) k=0" to tom
Ca @)gﬂ% o)) % [ ey =) () e+

F( ) |:f(t2 ,0(ty,)) X j :n (typsr — T)ail‘po,m(T)dT +
|:8f<l2m’v(t2m) ) + Zf( Lomsr sV ( Lyt ) ) = %f(tzmzﬂ](tzmz) ):' X

Lom+1 Lom+1
J (L1 _T)a_lll/l,m(T)dT +f<t2m+1’”(t2m+1>)J' (Lot _T)a_lllfz,m(T)dT} =

2m

r<a>kzo£2: (g =0 [fm,0(7) - qum W)W (7) Jar +

]"(L)JZZH { (Lyey =)' [f7,0(7) - LAty 0 (t5,) ), (T) +

f<t2m+l/27v<t2m+l/2>)llll,m(T) +f(t2m+1’U<t2m+l>>l!/2,m(7>:| +
Lom+1 3
J (Lypar — T>a_][f(tzmn/zav(tzmn/z)) - [8f<t2m9v(t2m)) +

2

3
s 0() = g M) | i) }df -

1 mz_:lftﬂwz(t )aflR ( )d +
g -7 T T
I'loa) =67 et *

r(la>£; (et = 7" (Rt (7) + Ry (7))o (7) T

*E?E‘Taylormﬁ‘ﬁ,ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁr € I:tzk’t2k+21 ﬁf 77/(7') € I:tZk’t2k+21’/ﬁE/%

3) v 2
R,(7) :f( (nk<7)3,' (nk(7)>>H<T bysi) s Vre [t2k9t2k+2:|
%H%HE(JT € [th’thH:l ’ﬁﬁ 771<7'> ,77(7') € [tzm’thHJ ) ﬁ%ﬂa
3) v
R, (7) :f <771(T)3" Cnr))) (7 = 13,) (T = Ly1) (T = 1301)

Ruu(7) =< 129 (n(5) (7)) -

LIpEEE
. H(,l)_r(l):';f;:z(%_T)a1ﬁ3’<nk<r>3,!v<m<7>>>ir_[20(7_%)dT+
r<a>§f,z (1 = 1) ]f3><m<r>3,!v<nl<r>>>f£(7 Y
a2 sz Mt =D R () (1)) (10)
B (10) S BATRIO =0 SN0 R, Ry R 3 TH—I R, , {510 Rl
'R1'$r<1a>,§ - %l_T)a,f*><m<f>3!v<m<r>>>n(7 oydr|s




% 6 akig 2. —285 U Langevin J7F2 block-by-block 52 FIEUE /3 567

m—

r(z

1ok+2 ) k AU -7 ks UATI
[*% = el () PG D

i=0

573

(11)
Hr ﬁk =Ly mﬁ(ll)ﬁﬁﬁﬁgiﬁ,@riﬂ

S [ LT v(m(f)))H<T o ydr| <
F(O[) = o 2m+] 3' 2k+i =
Ml L T . 2
t -7)% -ty )dT | <

ey 2| G = I G = e

Ml m-1 Lok +1 2 12+2 2

(tyyoy —T) ] (7 =1,,,)d7T + (s —'r)"" (T—t L)dr|=
]Wl mo] ‘ R 121 1 2%+2
(tyyy —Tp) """ (1 = ty,)dr + (1,,,, —7,)" (7 = ty,,)dr|=
I'(a) l;) 2l ' J'Qk z1:[0 At 2 ' j’2L+l 11—[ #
M1h4 m-1 A ) ) )
m/;) l (t2m+l - Tk)a ! + (t2m+l - Tk> ' l =
M|h4 m—1 N - .
mk | (Ol—l)(lzmﬂ—Tk) (Tk—Tk)|$
=0
ol i
a-1

4F( ) la-11 zfm (b — 7)) dr <

M h )
4F(a)|a_1| fto (tyyey —7)%d7 | =

M, " | 11 ! ( ) “he

_ - - t _ a tm g
4F( ) « a — 1 2m+1 T )
Ml a-1 a-1
e )(l (t2m+1 - tzm) |+l (t2m+] - to) )=
M,h (o ) - M1h3*°‘ M,h* o =
4F( ) 2m+l 4I~<a) 4F( ) 2m+l’ ( )
Hrp 7:k ST, ST, Iy < 7A'k Sy Iyps) STy Sy, M) = SUp;cro,7] |f<3)(t’”(t)) l.

A1) A 3 o 30, 55

1 S e lf”>(77k T) v(”h(T))) _f“)(”ha U(m))
— ) en <
F(a) 1;) ‘[1% (t2m+1 T) 3! H(T t2k+i)dT

Mzh m-l 12k+2 -
I'(a) ! <t2m+l -7) (T_t2k)<T_t2k+l)(T_t2k+2)dT =

=0 )
M2h4 mol ctopen M2h4 i2m

(ty,,, — 7)) dr < (ty,,, —7)'dr <

F(Ot) k:Olek 2l F(a)f'o 2
Mok —i(t ) s =, )T+ (e — 1)) =
I'(a) o lame T) V| = ol (a) 2m 2m+1 0 =
Mt M,

(h + t2m+1) = (h Tﬂ>’ (13)

ol (@) ol (a)
Hr M, = sup, 1o LS (0(0)) |
1E A B ARG,
S (1) o(n (7)) = V(9 v(n,)
3!

< M,h, N = Lot V1 e [tzk,tzmz:l .




568 A E I S | T B 2021 4F 5 42 %
A (12) (13)FRAS(11) 155
M1h3+a M1h4 . Mzha+4 M2h4
RS e T ar(e) P el () T al(a) © (14)
XFFE(10) AmeE I R, , A N AT
o 3) 2
R, I < F(la)f: (1., =) I (771(7)3,!0(771(7)))&(7 i) ldr <
M'*h}ftz"”'u Cyetap < (15)
Aar(e)’., 2! al' () *
X (10) A0 =50 R, , A28 40 Al
3
| R, | < 16F1(ha> L:”(tzml _T)a—l 4(r tzmh>2(7' Lome1) <
MK i . MR
F(a)fzz,,l (bypey — 7)) dr < ol (o) (16)
BT (14) ~ (16) , 153
MR MR MR MRt M
I 7y (h) | < + 5+ + ™+ =
I'(a) 4I'(a) ™ al'(a) al'(a) ol ()
Mlh3+a M1h4 . Mzha+4 M2h4 2Mlh3+a
iT(a) Tar(ay DT R Tar(a T el e
MR M,(2m + 1) MR Myh* 2M, B>
aT(a) + 4(a) a(@) Tar() " T ar(a) S

Ch'““,
X CAUKIT M, M, o, 71 T 513 1 JEW 52 5.
FUF A EUZ M RWTIR 2 | REUZ bR 2= .
Famea(B) = 0(1y05) = Vnpirs (17)
XH 5, ., oly,.,) B—E.
Bfa b A (6) RInTAR2NT r,, ., () B9AhTT.
BI32 #r,,.,(h) &R (17) & LB BRZE , & (- ,0(¢)) € C*'[0,T],4%0 < a < 10,
I 1y 0(h) | < Ch¥™.
IERR HAERAS AR S5 1 2L ARSI 3 1 F05 |3 2, 8 2 il & block-by-block #3X (7)) By iR 22
E3+al(0<a< ).
2.2 Block-by-block #&=HITaE 4
25 RSB R Y T B RN 33 DU RBOR E S %

B —% B —Alik” E=0.1.-

[V he s Pok+1 T L ’ — Vsl 51,
5 AR AL o AGT bl

2%k _T’ 2m+2 T B ’ = ly&,ttt,Im,

0,0 1.k (18)

BO:%’BMJA:%’ k=0,1,--,m,
5 AL A, A, PO

2% _T’ w2 T he =1l,2,,

% (7) AEMIE T



%6 M ok, 55 . —28 8B Langevin 72 block-by-block 53k A (E 43 H7 569

2m+1 o

Vaor =h° 2 B+ F() (Lo = 1) 'E(T) AT, m=1.2, N = 1,
2m+2 omas2 (19)
UZnL+2 hazB‘f} 1—1( )

(ty,., = 7)“'E(T)dr, m=1,2,---N-1.
SIE 3™ REB, B, W (18) FraE 3L, W

D o\ a—1 .
I B/ l<C(2m+3-/)"", j=0,1,--2m+ 2,

(20)
| BI<C2m+3-)%", j=0,1,2m+2.
TSR S
SCw(e)) = yv(t) (21)
mAg R (19) RS E PR, Horp y 2 — sk,
EE1 i
My =max{l o\7 1, 1o 1,101 e Tol? 1 e Tl 1)
mﬂﬁfﬂﬁf(zl)Eﬁiﬂtﬁ#,ffﬁ*ﬁ(19);&%‘1@%}3@%@@,&%@ PSR
Lyl By, | h* <1, (22)
Hrp
| B, , | =max{| B, ., |+ By, |, 1 By, |+ By ,|}.
R =X (22) W 2, A
| o, | < CM,, j=1,2,-,2N,
XH CAUKI T y,a FIT.
W AW
I Oy =l 0y L =max {1 vy, |, Loy, | ), :=0,1,---,m.
Mk (19) fxt(21) , 153
2m+1 Loms 1
Vypir = h° 2')’7] F( o (L1 — T)m_lf(T)dT,
2me2 (23)
v =B 7B+ s s = 1) e ()

/%F(z)=f E(r)dr, FHSCHR[ 17 ] HIBENL S h (T (1) ) =0 FI(T?(¢) ) = 2Dh I B BEHL ) ih A
UK T(t) =/2Dhow, HH D = yK, T, K, Y TERE L BEHE R y = 1,0 F—PH5UE Gauss FEHLEL

1 Lom+i a1 _
F(a)fo (t2m+i_7-> E(r)dr =
[ty - 1) A7 /2Dhw < 2NK/2Dho < C,,  i=1,2,
I'(a)’o )
Hp
2m R
| by 1S Gyl oyl B (2m 43 =) 1o L+l yl B 1 By 11 6y, 1+ € (24)

j=0
I RRE PR 25 (22) , AT LI (24) U
2m
| Dy | S C Lyl B Y, 2m+3 =) 15, 1+C, <
j=0
2m
Clyl B, 2m+1-)"1 4 1+C <
j=0
2m
Clyl+h* Y, Cm+1-) "1 5,1 (C,1yl-1)+C, <

j=0



570 A I G I | A B = 2021 4F B 42 45
2m
Clyl+h*Y 2m+1-)""151+C, <
j=0
Cly+1I +h“§ 2m+1-Hp"151, C=max{C,C,}. (25)
=0
Xk (25) BEFES M) Gromwall FEEE™ 435]
Lo,  I<Cly+11 E(Cly+11T(a)((2m+ 1)h)*) <
CE(Cly+11T(a)T) | y+11<CM,
1 ERSEER,
2.3 Block-by-block #& =t B &1
ZE—B ) f(t,0) , RBEE X A8 55/ Lipschitz 250, BIEAE— 9450 L, 615
I f(t,0,) = flt,o) | <L v, =, |, Vv, ,v, € R, (26)
2 Uo A (1) (2) TR, (v )0 A8 (23) MBI, B E] 204 b 2
| B,,., | h°L < 1, (27)
Hrp
| B, I =max{l B, , | +| B, , 1,1 By, |+ By, |},

AW ERZEAGTT T .
|v(tj)—vj|$Ch3+°‘, j=1,2,-2N, 0 <a <1,
X CAURIBT fa, TRIL.
iERH id e, =v(t) —v,j= 0,1,2,-- 2N, 5 Hle, =0,%;=1 Hﬂ‘,ej 1 2

2m+2

=h“§éj[f<z/,v<zj>> = f(t,0) ] +ry(h),

2m+2

Criy = h° ZO B[ f(t;,0(t,)) = f(t;,0,) ] +1yr(h) .
X RE B, B, U (18) 4 AR (20) FBR A AF(26) ,H

2m

ean S LCR* 3, (2m +3 =) 1 e | + LA | By, 1] ey, | +

j=0
N -
Lh | BZm+2 l l 62m+2 l +| r2m+l(h) | ’

2m

eZm+2 g LCha 2 (2m + 3 _.]-)a71 I ejl + Lh’a | BZm+] | | 62m+] | +

Jj=0

[e3
LA™ 1 By, .» 11 ey, 1+l r2m+l(h) I

i
ey 1=l eg, T=max{l ey 1, Ley, | T,
|
2m
| €y | SLCR Y, (2m +3 =)' 1 &, 1 + Lh* | By, , |1 &y, 1 +1 r(h) 1,
i=0
Hrp
| r(h) | =max{| ry, (h) |, 1 7, ,(h) I},
155

2m

(L=Lh" 1 By 1) | &0 | SLCR Y, (2m +3 =)' 1 &1+ r(h) | .
j=0
M A (27) 1331
2m

| €y | SLCR Y, 2m +3 =)' 1 &, 1 +Clr(h) <
j=0



% 6 akig 2. —285 U Langevin J7F2 block-by-block 52 FIEUE /3 571

2m
LCR* Y, 2m+1 =) "1 & 1+ Clr(h)I. (28)

P B Gronwall 72 B H 25X (28 ) 153

l ey < CUr(h) 1 E(LCT () (jR)) <I r(h) | E,(LCT(a)T") .
X BT A5G0 81 R BE 2 A

l &,,., | <Ch"™,

S 2 G SE e,
3 i fE
XFFHITF 4348 Langevin J5fE 2,

t*a
‘Dw(t) == A(t) +vy = + E(1), 0O<a<l1l,0<t<T,

M (0) =0{", k=0,1,--,n-1,
FI 5 #E)3 Laplace 284 15 243 5UB Langevin J7 F2 19— .

cE, L= (=) ]
v =E -+ [ '<t-;yi) £y, (30)
Hrp Mittag-Laffler R R8N
E,z(2) = 126 v B)  ° >0,8>0, (31)

E (z) 5B = 1 Bk,

HIIE block-by-block EU{E A& XA RIE S HERYE , 435125 th AR o FIESE2EA B BUE T, 8006 % 5 1%
B i LA DN e T 2R L (&1 1 .2) AT AR Y, 850 A AR A b 3 30 A A7 e e € (e) 2 — 1> Wiener 102, B
ot A B s ) ] B P RO BV Ry — A BEAILAE Bt 3 SF— 4 Gauss 4347 4 7= 20,0, = 10.

—_—
S
—_
S

« numerical solution v
analytical solution v (7)

« numerical solution v
analytical solution v ()

[>2]
T

oo
T

[=)}

—

numerical and analytical solutions v, v (7)
numerical and analytical solutions v, v (#)

4t
2 E
0 4 8 12 16 20 0 4 8 12 16 20
t t
(a) BUAMABYTRII AL (a = 0.1) (b) AR MR AR LA (@ = 0.3)
(a) Comparison of numerical and analytical (b) Comparison of numerical and analytical
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Bl 1 Block-by-block k% i A FHT AR LLAL (h = 0.025)
Fig. 1 Comparison of numerical and analytical solutions based on the block-by-block method (h = 0.025)
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solutions (a = 0.5) solutions (a = 0.7)

B 2  Block-by-block SIEEUH i FfgHT i LLEL (h = 0.05)
Fig. 2 Comparison of numerical and analytical solutions based on the block-by-block method (£ = 0.05)
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Table 1 Mean errors and convergence orders of numerical and analytic solutions based on the block-by-block method

a h Fo(t) =07 | ean rate R a h Fo(t) =0 | pean rate R
1/10 2.125 4E-2 3.092 3 1/10 5.423 4E-2 3.260 7
1/20 2.944 1E-2 3.096 2 1/20 5.017 6E-2 3.264 2

0.1 1740 2.925 0E-2 3.100 5 0.3 1/40 4.691 4E-2 3.294 5
1/80 3.762 8E-2 3.105 2 1/80 4.252 4E-2 3.305 2
1/160 4.751 2E-2 3.118 0 1/160 3.985 4E-2 3.308 0
1/10 1.257 2E-1 3.4452 1/10 2.146 3E-1 3.662 5
1/20 1.262 8E-1 3.448 7 1/20 2.141 3E-1 3.668 1

0.5 1/40 1.268 9E-1 3.450 2 0.7 1/40 2.342 5E-1 3.676 9
1/80 1.271 0E-1 3.454 2 1/80 2.345 4E-1 3.705 2
1/160 1.278 8E-1 3.458 0 1/160 2.321 4E-1 3.706 4

[ E BRI b = 0.05 /B AR o T REE R, i 3 FroR. 24 o FIESTE] ¢ 38/Ne) BB R A AR 5
T2 T TR 5 24 o A3 1, f ) ¢ BRI, B00(E 0 — TR AR R PRSI 5 U A L B3 R A A A 11 >
AHEE , block-by-block 572 B8 i 3 in~F-2efase , BB i T .
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B3 Al a WA T/ block-by-block FELAUAM (h = 0.05) B4 PR is S E R A h BB (a = 0.3)
Fig. 3 The numerical solution based on the block-by-block Fig. 4 The operation time vs. time step & for both

method for different values of a(h = 0.05) schemes (a = 0.3)
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