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Abstract. This study is a basic research for introducing the SPH as a solution to the fractional differential equation, because
the SPH method has the flexibility in the boundary representation. To begin with, the discretized form for the integration
is presented in addition to the conventional one for differentiation by SPH, because both the integration and differentiation
are needed in the fractional differentiation. Then the formulation for the fractional differentiation by SPH is proposed by
combining these two formula. The discretization formulation is applied to several concrete functions and the accuracy of their
derivatives and primitive functions is examined numerically. These results are compared with those from FDM and FEM. It
is found that the presented formulation has the sufficient accuracy to calculate the fractional differential equation.
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INTRODUCTION

The fractional differential equation is suitable for describing problems which differ from the usual measure in space
and the time, such as the diffusion problem in inhomogeneous mediums[1]. For a numerical solver of these problems,
we try to introduce the SPH. As a basic research, this study aims at evaluating the possibility of SPH in numerically
estimating the fractional differentiation.

The fractional differentiation requires the integral operation in addition to the differentiation operation. We also
examine the accuracy of integration by SPH. Therefore, at first, the discretized form for the integration is presented in
addition to the conventional one for differentiation by SPH. Then the formulation for discretization of the fractional
differentiation by SPH is proposed by combining these two formula. The present formulations are applied to several
concrete functions and the accuracy of their derivatives and primitive functions is examined numerically. The results
are compared with those from the Finite Difference Method[2] and the Finite Element Method.

FRACTIONAL DIFFERENTIATION

The differential order n in the n-th derivative, which is usually an integer, can be extended to a noninteger. The
fractional differential equation is successfully applied to the diffusion problem in inhomogeneous mediums[1], for
example. There are various representations for the fractional differentiation. In this study, we employ the definition of
Riemann-Liouville [2] which is as follows:

D21 = 5 () [y s )

Here, Df f(x) is the pth differential operator for a function f(x), p is a noninteger figure, ['(p) is the Gamma function
and n, = [p] + 1, where [ ] denotes the Gauss symbol. The lower limit for integration is set to zero in this study.
Equation (1) is given by the central difference form [2] as the following equation:
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where M is the dividing number of interval [a, x].
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FORMULATION BY SPH FOR DIFFERENTIATION AND INTEGRATION

In calculating the fractional derivatives, as found in Eq. (1), both of the difference operation and integral operation are
required. The integration is also needed in the discretization formulation by SPH. This study intends to propose the
integration by SPH and apply it to the calculation for fractional derivatives.

Formulation for Differentiation

The discretization formulation by SPH of derivatives has been proposed [3].The first spatial derivative as well as the
second derivative can be expressed by the following equations, respectively, with the kernel function W:
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Here, m’ and p” is the mass and the density of particle J(= 1,2,--- ,N )Iierespectively, N is the number of particles
in the influence area and r is the distance between the two particles / and J, and <> indicates the kernel approximation
operator. In this study, the kernel function with the following type is employed:
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where h = kr(x > 1) is the smoothing radius defining the influence area of the kernel function W. The derivative of
kernel function is expressed as
Xl —x! ow
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Formulation for Integration

Integration must be performed in calculating the fractional differential equation defined in Eq. (1). Generally, the
integral is not restricted to elementary functions. Similar to the formulation steps for differentiation, the integration for
a function f can be finally performed by integrating the kernel function:
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where F(x) is the integrated form for f and W(z,%) is the integrated form of kernel function W(z,h). Its concrete
expression is omitted here for space limitation.

Formulation for Fractional Differentiation

Then the fractional differentiation can be expressed as the follows:
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FIGURE 1. Absolute error of each method in calculating derivative of sin(x)
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FIGURE 2. Absolute error of each method in calculating derivative of sin(x), when errors included in primitive function

INVESTIGATION OF PERFORMANCE OF SPH

In this section, & = 1r is used for calculation, and the domain is discretized evenly over 100 nodes. The precision of
SPH may be influenced by dividing number, the ratio of 4 to r, and others. These will be discussed in other paper.

Performance of SPH for the usual differentiation

Several examples were tested in order to verify the performance of SPH in the accuracy for the usual differentiation.
We show here one case that the test function is f(x) = sinx. That is, numerical results from FDM, FEM and SPH are
compared with the exact derivative function, cosx, being with the same dividing number. The results are shown in
figure 1. It can be seen that under present conditions, the results from SPH are better than those from FDM, while are
almost the same, or better than those from FEM.

Next, supposing the case that the function values at the dividing points, f(x;), (i =a dividing point number) , may
contain some errors, we investigate the behavior of the numerical results. The results are displayed in figure 2. We can
see that the accuracy from SPH keeps the best.

The cases of f(x) = ¢* and f(x) = log(x+ 1) were also tested and the behavior of accuracy is similar.

Performance of SPH for the usual integration
For the test of integration, the same function, f(x) = sinx, is adopted. The results are shown in figure 3, being
compared with the right function, — cosx. It is found that the accuracy is good. We also calculated it by FEM and the

tendency remains unchanged.
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FIGURE 3. Absolute error in calculating [ sinxdx = —cosx+ 1 by SPH
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FIGURE 4. Absolute error in calculating 0.5th differentiation by SPH
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FIGURE 5. Absolute error in calculating 0.5th differentiation by SPH, in case of x > 50

Performance of SPH for the fractional integration

For confirming the case of fractional differentiation, we set test function as f(x) = x and calculate for its 0.5th
differentiation. It is said that the central difference method will give good accuracy for this problem, therefore we take
this method for comparison. The analytical solution in this case is expressed as the follows:

DY) =2y /% ©)
T
We calculated this example by two methods, FDM[2] and SPH. The results from SPH are shown in Figure 4, being
compared with equation 9. It may be noticed that the accuracy becomes suddenly lower in the vicinity of x = 0. The
considered reason for this phenomenon is that the differential coefficient of the exact solution of equation 9, as easily
seen, will be singular at x = 0. In fact, in the interval which excluded such a "special" point, the calculated values by
SPH have good precision as shown in figure 5, which is almost the same with the FDM.

CONCLUSIONS

This paper presents a basic research for establishing the SPH as a tool for solving fractional differential equation, from
the viewpoint of making the SPH become a general-purpose numerical analysis method. We investigated the basic
performance of SPH in the calculation of both differentiation and integration, because these operations are all needed
in the evaluation of fractional differentiation. In addition to the general operation of discretization for differentiation
in SPH, we proposed a new discretization formulation for integration. The discretization formulation by SPH for the
fractional differentiation is proposed based on the two operations. It is confirmed by the numerical calculation that the
accuracy of presented method is sufficient for calculating the fractional differential equation.
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