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A New Class of Difference Schemes With Intrinsic
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Abstract: The KdV-Burgers equation as a standard equation for turbulent, has a profound physical background
and its fast numerical methods are of great practical application value. A new class of parallel difference
schemes were proposed for the KdV-Burgers equation. Based on the alternating segment technology, the mixed
alternating segment Crank-Nicolson (MASC-N) difference scheme was constructed with the classic Crank-Ni-
colson (C-N) scheme, the explicit and implicit schemes. The theoretical analyses indicate that, the MASC-N
scheme is uniquely solvable, linearly absolutely stable and 2nd-order convergent. Numerical experiments show
that, the MASC-N scheme has higher precision and efficiency than the C-N scheme. Compared with the ASE-I
and ASC-N difference schemes, the MASC-N parallel difference scheme has the best performance, and can ef-
fectively solve the KdV-Burgers equation.
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1 KdV-Burgers HFRAVIEA S /1Bt C-N 2404% K

1.1 KdV-Burgers 712
KdV-Burgers J7 F2 ) — i IE A2

u, +ouu, +Pu, teu, =0, L <x<L,,0<t<T, (1)
Hera > 0,8 < 0,8 > 0.WHSMFL A FZMN

u(x,0) =f(x), L <x<IL,, (2)

u(L,,t)=g,(t), u(L,,t) =g,(t), 0<t=<T, (3)

Hrp L, L, #5825 r 4L
1.2 MASC-N H1TZ£ 451§ XHIiE

PHRXIGE [L,,L,] x[0,T],h Fl 7 35l Fmzs A K. S vy =L, ,h = (L, = L) /M, 2 M2 IE
BHAC x, =xy +ih(i=0,1,2, M) ,t, =nt(n=0,1,2,--- N) .2 u WX, u(x,,t,) GRS TR
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n n n n n n
T Ui + 2u; —uy,, ui, = 2w, + 2ui, —uj,

u. . = u =

. h2 ’ XXX 2h3
PAT2I7 2 (1) B9 A% 20 e =0 C-N A%

w'™=rul, + Aul, + (1 + 2c)u! + Bul,, - rul,,, )

i

n+1 n+1 n+1 n+1 n+l _ _n
—ru;s, —Aulf] + (1 = 2¢)u}™ - Bul!| +rul), =ul (5)

i+1

_Lu{wl _iu{z+l + (1 —C)ul.lﬂ _Eu{wl +7 n+l -

5 M- 5 Mim1 i 5 Min 2ul+2

r n A n n B r n
?ui2+?uzl+(l+c>u +?ul+1—?ui+z, (6)

)
iy

eT T o 1, u . T
r=ﬁ,A=r, —c-2r,B=-r,—c+2r, 1, —aalﬁ Z(ui_l + 2u; +u5+1>’ c=,8ﬁ.
BUETE KdV-Burgers J5 A2 B SSH 73 BOFAT 2270 4% 3, AR SCHY MASC-N A (18] 1) #5255 DL B LR 225y
M L.
S S, Ss Sy Ss
0OO0OREO0ODO00ORBO00DI0000 n+2
oooOoUuIOoOORROOOUIOCOORMROOOO !

Bl 1 MASC-N R 7R B8
Fig. 1 Structural schematic diagram of the MASC-N scheme

WM =Ji() =3 M1 =3 RIESE, HJRAE), B2 EWEsh T B, BIFCH S, ,S,, -,
S, RBERTIE M =25,] =5,1=5.5, M S, 505 — AR AN S, L S, S, 2 B A P A
SERT=AS N S SRR BUE AR o WA B w o+ 1 B2 B FE R 2, (0= 5,6,15,16) Abfili 7
AR (4) 74 2, (i = 10,11,20,21) AL T eBas 2t (5) , HiAeAs AL (2 C-N F53X(6) A6 n + 2 1
JAZ F o+ 1 IRHRDZ AR (4) BORERAE W o () L Bkt (5) BORE RS AR (4) A4S 3t
FHZE L C-N K63 (6) AT R A 5 0 A KB, 4 = ul sy, = uly (' = 0,1,2,) SCHBkf
PR, T LA S MASC-N He 2, LRI 1, PP g 002t (4) MR (5) , Otk (6) , A

2w
(I+AG)U"" =(1-A,G)U" +F,,
{(I +A,G)U" =(I-AG)U"" +F,,

(7)
Arp
= (uz,u3,- s“;l—s’ugf—z)vr’

A r
F] - (2(”0 + u8+1) + ?( u,ll + uY+1) ’?(ul + uY+1) ’O" ’ ’ 7<ul/[ 1 ,‘l;-ll ’
B r T
7(1‘;44 + u;;—ll - 7(”74 * lﬁ:” j s

FZ:(; n+1 n+2> +7(un+l n+2) 7( n+1 ur|z+2)’0’_ ’ , 7(u;:1+11 7;;»21 ,

B T
?(u;,”, n+2) —7(11,”” ;:;2 j ,

U'.F ,F, &M - 34,12 M -3 il A, fA, 52 M -3 Ak, B2 A, +A, =1,A,
= diag(0,,0,,-,0,,_,,0,3),
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-r -A -2
2 MASC-N Ff47 2553 7 ik EUE 53 Hr
21 MASC-N W& X R 7F7EmE— 14
5128 1 (Kellogg 51F) 1™ %6 > 0,4/ G + G" ZAEfAEm, (61 + G) ' #¢1E, 3F HA
(I +G)™" ||, <6".
512 MASC-N #3U A, G Fl A,G Ak e KR
BER(7) T RE a" = o RHE M R

(M-3)x(M-3)

—4c  2c
2¢  —4c¢ 2
AG + (AlG)'r:Al(G+GVI‘):A1 ' . . )
2¢ —4c¢  2¢
2c —4c (M=3) x(M=3)
—4c  2c
2¢  —4c¢ 2
A,G + (A,G)' =A,(G+G")=A, KT . ,
2¢ —4c¢  2c
2¢ - 4c

(M=-3)x(M-3)
Hre < 0.8 A G + (A,G) " JEI5XA G LA FE WAL T E 2R L I A G + (A,G) " 2k
SEFE,ALG + (A,G)" WRIAETUERIE, N A G M A,G ZAETUER .

HIRI IR 25, U° OO0 B U 5K 0 i (7) 320K U AR

(I1+A,G)U"" =(I -A,G)U™" +F,. (8)
AR VEXABEM, (I +A,G) ™" 1i1E,30(8) A ME—f. [al e, i F] MASC-N A& T8 2n + 2 ZA0 45 .
(I +A,G)U"? =(I-AG)U™" +F,. (9)

[FEEAT A2 (9) A ME—fiff , & BRAIE.

EIE 1 KdV-Burgers /72 MASC-N #2X(7) W fi R AEAE HIME—1).
2.2 MASC-N BB &L TRE M

SIE 3™ e > 0,4 G+ G RAEREM, M || (01 -G)(01+G) ™' ||, < L

ARV BE R (7) PRI RR o) =a HEELHE U, R(7) TSR U =6U ", Hh G
K H G = (I +A,G) (I -A,G)(I +A,G) (I - A,G) SHEEMME n,G" = (I + A,G)'(I -
AG)(I+AG) '[(I-AG)(I+A,G) ' (I-AG)(I+A,G)"']"'(I-A,G).

MEIEE 1 23, 5 EE I rr e, B || T+AG) |, <1, (I-AG)(I+AG)™" ||,<1(i=1,2).]H
WG, < | (T+A,6) " [, (T-AG)(T+A,G) " I3l (I-A,G)(I+A,6)" |5 [T1-A,G|, <
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[ I-A,G |, .BAREX | I-AG||, <1+2r, —4c+6r,|[I-AG|,<1+2r, —4c+6r,c <O0.}K
W I1-A4,G|,<./T-4AG|. [ T-A,G|, <C,C=1+2r —4c+6r.AJLIEE] |G ||, < C.EH
FHIE.

EIE 2 KdV-Burgers J7FEAY MASC-N #5350 (7) S 2k M 246 X Fa i ).
2.3 MASC-N &= A&

AR
w'™=rul, + Aul + (1 + 2¢)u! + Bul,, - ru,,

i

GRS Ew
-ty = Al + (1= 2e)ul™ = Bulll +rull} =ultt .

W LA WA 2 19 4% 5 BIAE A5 wl ™ AL Taylor OB TT  iC#IWHRZ 58 T,(7,h) ,T,(7 k), N

Tl“’“:[m‘zatz*aat‘m
R R
ox 9xot 6 9x° 2 oxar® 6 9x’ot 6 9xor’
B[(’)zu ’u . h? 9*u . 7% 9*u j

T e T e
o’ ox’or 12 9x* 2 ax’or’
’u *u FO(h b)
e _ ),
o arar
(7 .h) = 8u+782u+7283u+7384u
T o 2 o 6 o 24 9t
8u Fu  h*du T du Kr 'u 7 otu
aa; L T S
ax axdt 6 9x 2 9xot 6 ox’9t 6 Jxot
*u u R o*u T 9'u
Bl o2 *tT o Yty oo
ox ox” ot ox dx” ot

’u N o*u +O(h" b)
el 5 TT T),
dx° dx° ot

0 p
Hor0(h's") = 0(r + b7 + ) . Eh?ﬁﬁ—+ aa! ”+Bﬁ+e—=o,mu&§u
0x X
NS TS L
L= 2 9 6 9° 24 ot
Pu K Pu T Fu hr o*u T d'u
aal| - T t— ot - —
dxdt 6 9x 2 oxot’ 6 ax> ot
*u Koty 7 dtu
Bl -7 ottt
ax*ot 12 gx 2 ox° ot
RN VR
! 2 97 6 o 24
( Fu K Pu T du hr o'u Tl 64u]
" + + — —

6 9
j +O0(h'7t"),

aa; | T —— t =t — *
‘Udxdr 6 9x° 2 axar® 6 9x’dr 6 oxor
3(733” PRI 723‘1‘] . S(T O j +O(h'T").
ox’or 12 9x* 2 ox’or ox’ ot
H LT RN FEREBE Y NS C-N g =, HaH 0K 2 o B AE R Be iy Py S0 50 it oy i 5t =
WS T ERE N O(r + B2 + h?) FET,(7,h) R T,(7,h) IR, 05 & T 45 EA RE AT
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AL B,

EIE 3 KdV-Burgers Jy £ MASC-N #85X(7) MITHERE N O(h* + 7°) , NI A SRS O(«
+ R + R,

JE L MASC-N A8TE (x,,¢,) BIHEWTIRZEIE R AFTEIERLC' A R < C' (72 + %) SRIRTES (x,,t,) ,
w(x,,t,) (1) BIRNTIRE L e =u(x,,t,) —u',e" = (e, et et )" K e fLA MASC-N#, A,G =
G,,A,G =G,, 135

(I+G,)e"" =(I-G,)e" +R"",
(I +G,)e">=(I-G,)e"" +R"".

AR e =(0,0,--,0)" R"=0(7*+h*) .Mn=1,(I+G,)e' =(I-G,)e’ + R .WiHBEE, 52 || e |

S | (T+G)'R'| < ||R'|| <C(7*+h*).Hn=2,=(1+G,) ' (I-G,))e' + (I1+G,) 'R*, | |

< U6 I CHT=G) 1+ D) IR < ([ )+ 1y |8 = G+ ) gk i <

E+ 1B, e | <C(r*+hY);Mn=k+ 20,4
le? || < I (I+G,) "(I-G)I+G) ' (I-G,e"| +
| (I+G,) " (I-G)UT+G) 'R || + |[(I+G,) 'R <

(1-2)° 1 -2 1 " 1—/\(1—)\ 1 j 1 -

+ + R < + + R =
(1+A)* (1+A)> 1+ I+AU+A 1+A) 1+
C:z+2(72 +h2)'

WIAAEIER C, | u(x,,n,) —ul || S C'(72 +R7) .
EIE 4  KdV-Burgers J5FEHY MASC-N 483X (7) ISP,

3 %H R

Jo T RAERE ST, S S DIE D MASC-N H a0 P8RRI e B QR RDF 47 b 28
MASC-N #%:0 5 ASE-I #%=UF1 ASC-N #&UHY He S \ MASC-N #4204 €3 mKdV-Burgers 2 EUE I,
Bl1 %e=1,y=1u=1, HELUT KdV-Burgers Jy & .

u, +euu, —yu, +pu, =0, -50=sx=50,0=s:<1. (10)
It A A
- 6y’ 1
u(x,0) = Y 1 +ta h( j sechz[wj ;
25u 10w 2 10w
B AT

- 6y’ 6y’ 1 6y’
u(-50,t) = Y 1 + tanh| — 50+Lt —fsechzi —50+lt ,
251 O,u 251 2 10w 25u

- 6y? 6y> 1 6y>
1(50.0) = Y1 + tanh [50 +7z] —  sech? 7[50 +7z) :
251 10m 25u 2 10w 251

- 6y’ 6y° 1 6y’
u(x,t) = 4 1 + tanh| —|x + — Y t| |- — sech® y(x+yt
251 IO,u, 251 2 10w 251

Hustal 2 N =500, 2582 M =500, B2 13 5025 15 17 2 (10) BYARSZBAE ISR ¢ = 0 3] ¢ = 1 BORG
fif FI MASC-N A% 2 (14 I T2 [l I o] DU 31 BB 45 SR A0 v DR T SR AR LT o0 & — 3w,

w(x, b)) SN, u BBUE R E YRR ZEA =l u(x, ) —ul | Z2 14T C-N Fl MASC-N #& =X
AR TARHT IR B da XA 25 25 R AT LB F 24 M = 100, N = 100 B, BRIk 20 00 48 %P 25 AL, H F b 2% 43
A e X 152 22 B KAB I8 107°,

fEEI i
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u(x,t)
u(x,t)

509 . * =50 0 T
B2 KRy B 3 MASC-N # 2
Fig. 2 The waveform of the exact solution Fig. 3 The waveform of the MASC-N scheme solution
T IR AR AR TR A 0 4 X 25
Table 1  The absolute errors of the 2 scheme solutions relative to the analytic solution
(x,0) analytic solution C-N Ay MASC-N Ay
(-40,0.1) -5.45x1078 -5.51x1078 5.60x1071° -5.50x1078 5.37x1071°
(-30,0.2) -2.99x107° -3.05x107° 6.16x1078 -3.05x107¢ 5.92x107%
(-20,0.3) -1.60x107* -1.65x107* 4.88x107° -1.64x107* 4.69x107°
(-10,0.4) -0.007 055 -0.007 304 0.000 250 -0.007 295 0.000 240
(0,0.5) -0.122 897 -0.124 388 0.001 491 -0.124 268 0.001 370
(10,0.6) -0.374 919 -0.373 647 0.001 272 -0.373 542 0.001 377
(20,0.7) -0.463 439 -0.462 955 0.000 484 -0.462 932 0.000 507
(30,0.8) -0.477 718 -0.477 634 8.40x107° -0.477 630 8.78x107°
(40,0.9) -0.479 692 -0.479 679 1.30x107 -0.479 678 1.36x107

PITF 45 H C-N #%20H MASC-N #% SR iR (R I8 76 A5 (v, ,1,) Ab, 8 SGRZE E_ (h,7) | 25 [BIEL
K S At E Wes b T2

E_ (h,7)=max| u(x,,t,) —u/ |,

~ log,(E_ (h,,7)/E_(h,,7))
log,(h,/h,) ’

log,(E_ (h,7,)/E (h,7,))
- log,(7,/7,)
4> M =25,50,100,200,400,N = 500 F1 N = 100,200,400,800,1 600,M = 100, 3£ 2 13 /354 H T C-
N A% CF MASC-N A% =X 1142 [a] RIS [RDRE BE. R 2 P 85l T 260, 0 i =X 1 22 (i) R s B0 RS B Sk — B0, PRI it AR ¢
MASC-N ¥R A9 C-N A=A AR [R]85, (g0 25 R 5 3Ue A AH AT,
K2 WA G2 S

Table 2 The space-convergent orders of the 2 schemes

C-N MASC-N
M

E, S E, S
25 6.572 000x1073 - 7.528 900x1073 -
50 1.751 500x1073 1.907 741 1.783 904x1073 2.077 401
100 4.411 802x107* 1.989 151 4.416 614x107* 2.014 025
200 1.085 822x107* 2.022 580 1.066 623x107* 2.049 890
400 2.678 405x107° 2.019 342 2.538 697x107° 2.070 890

S S, =T/T, FIRCRE, =S /p [T, M T, 53512 C-N Fl MASC-N #5 =0 iig 1 7H [|], p 2 Ab 3
PABCR HH Z AL FESE 4 N =1 000, M = 600,1 100,1 600,2 100,2 600, T1E455H I3 4.5 4 04 ¥
B e, AR XIS AT I RIERIE IR 5 C-N A 2UAH HE , MASC-N A% 2 Iis A7 RIS N2 1%.S, il B 0532
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BN BEE M ROBE R MASC-N A& 2SR KIREHE S 24 M > 600 J5 , MASC-N # 2z 17ifE] e C-N % 20
T4 56%.
F 3 PIRE L

Table 3 The time-convergent orders of the 2 schemes

v C-N MASC-N
E, T E, T
100 2.741 022x1073 - 2.741 022x107* -
200 6.699 166x107* 2.032 660 6.697 803x107* 2.032 954
400 1.644 313x107* 2.026 496 1.644 313x107™ 2.026 203
800 4.214 523x107° 1.964 044 4.214 494x107° 1.964 053
1 600 1.028 303x1073 2.035 104 1.028 305x107° 2.035 092
x4 WIRAR AT E] Y AR
Table 4 Comparison of running time between the 2 schemes
M 600 1 100 1 600 2 100 2 600
C-N 0.662 88 2.026 66 4.271 80 7.667 68 12.347 7
MASC-N 0.334 65 0.993 64 1.929 38 3.283 17 5.250 76
S, 1.980 82 2.039 63 2.214 08 2.335 45 2.351 60
E, 0.247 60 0.254 95 0.276 76 0.291 93 0.293 95

Kl 4 251 T C-N Fll MASC-N #% =X 035 BT LA B C-N A% 21550 B (] Ui 38 i, 28 Ab 3R R AR S
FA 5 () MASC-N A% 2 () 13 ) 520 ) HLAR AR /N, C-N A% U2 B A7A% Xl LU o3 a30 5 o ff  # (0
i MASC-N #& T HRT, 42 )5 [ TR 43 15 22 A AN AE DG 1) [l R[] 28 R A T H AL R I A A A Ak e o3 1 113
AR AR T AR ) DNESHE] Y £ B2 MASC-N A% U HEA I S iy O 3.

Bl 5 451 T MASC-N #& XA DUAZ A\ CPU T WY+ 5 s (], T DU 3] il 5 25 18] A% B0 38, A\ A%
CPU MBS E] FEPUAZ CPU B/ MASC-N 4% X474 B .

15 T T T T
——C-N —+— quad-core CPU
—+—MASC-N gl-°- eight-core CPU
10
° s
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Table 5 The computing time of the 3 parallel schemes

M 210 410 610 810 1010 1210 1410
ASE-1°] 0.342 03 1.052 26 5.801 74 10.160 8 15.065 7 20.828 3 27.8855
ASC-N 0.352 32 1.107 77 6.415 85 10.343 9 15.213 7 21.224 9 28.193 6
MASC-N 0.350 60 1.090 35 5.790 21 9.900 61 14.871 4 20.559 4 28.780 9

FER AT AT ASE-T'T ASC-N'""" MASC-N #& 3.4 N =210,M = 210,1 = 0.5, 32 6 45 T3 45 %,
FPEHER 3 s R BUEARARRL, H MASC-N 6 2t fie 4 0T i 47
e BOT R AEE N 0.6, TSR] AL EE 0.4 MR 95 11 550KS FE A 8] Hed 3 FhofAa6 X, I3k 7.
LA F, MASC-N 4% 2 IACHE P S/ | v R B S i Ve RE RN S T PE.
B3 4&B=-1,6=-1,%ELT mKdV-Burgers /7 &' (26271,
u, + v'u, +Bu, +eu, =0, —SO\x\S0,0\t\l. (12)
W13 FHH o AT A 25 L ST i Ry
u(x,t) = _Bﬁ[l + ta hB(x +wth
(¥ 9¢
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% 2 E A MASC-N #% 2@ JL-F-AH R IE 9 A1 10 435102 C-N 1 MASC-N #% 20 59 46 %R 22, X6F b & B Fh 22 43
s 2 X1 2 B RAELI A 1072,
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Table 6  Numerical solutions and the analytic solution

x analytic solution ASE-I1Y] ASC-N[1 MASC-N
-40 -5.663 4x107° -5.584 7x107% -5.584 7x107% -5.585 8x107®
-30 -3.078 6x10°° -3.037 0x10°° -3.035 4x107° -3.035 7x107°
-20 -1.627 7x107* -1.603 2x107* -1.602 3x107* -1.602 4x107*
-10 -0.007 114 59 -0.006 941 26 -0.006 939 24 -0.006 939 28

0 -0.122 897 14 -0.118 473 11 -0.118 499 99 -0.118 499 94

10 -0.374 499 97 -0.369 167 25 -0.369 224 65 -0.369 224 71
20 -0.463 283 64 -0.462 168 85 -0.462 181 73 -0.462 181 91
30 -0.477 685 23 -0.477 524 56 -0.477 526 32 -0.477 526 41
40 -0.479 685 75 -0.479 663 82 -0.479 664 03 -0.479 664 07

R7 3MITRAR L

Table 7 Comparison of the 3 parallel schemes

parallel schemes precision sort time sort weighted sort sum (0.6 : 0.4)
ASE-TH! 3 2 2.6
ASC-NIT 2 3 2.4
MASC-N 1 1 1

R 8 M

Table 8 Numerical solutions and the analytic solution

x analytic solution C-N Ay MASC-N Ay
-40 -0.816 495 -0.816 495 1.15x1077 -0.816 495 1.46x1077
=30 -0.816 461 -0.816 458 3.22x107° -0.816 457 4.10x107°
=20 -0.815 496 -0.815 407 8.99x107° -0.815 382 1.15x107*
-10 -0.789 361 -0.787 123 0.002 237 -0.786 488 0.002 873

0 -0.415 808 -0.409 564 0.006 244 -0.405 151 0.010 656
10 -0.029 148 -0.029 735 0.000 588 -0.029 105 4.25%107°
20 -0.001 077 -0.001 104 2.70x1073 -0.001 080 2.68x107°
30 -3.80x107° -3.90x1073 9.73x1077 -3.90x107° 1.01x1077
40 -1.37x107¢ -1.41x107¢ 3.47x1078 -1.38x107° 3.63x107°

0.02

0.02
2 0.01 z
~ ~

0 0

0.4 .
=50 0 t =50 0 t
B9 C-N#AMrdixtins B 10 MASC-N AU 0 2 X e 2%
Fig. 9 The absolute error of the C-N Fig. 10 The absolute error of the MASC-N
scheme solution scheme solution
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