
Academic Editor: Carlo Cattani

Received: 17 January 2026

Revised: 15 February 2026

Accepted: 24 February 2026

Published: 26 February 2026

Copyright: © 2026 by the authors.

Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland.

This article is an open access article

distributed under the terms and

conditions of the Creative Commons

Attribution (CC BY) license.

Article

Analytical and Numerical Study of Nonlinear Variable-Order
Time Fractional Reaction-Diffusion Coupled Equations Arising
in Biological and Chemical Processes
Rahim Shah 1 , Mahnoor Amjad 1 , Mudasir Younis 2,3,* , Mahpeyker Öztürk 2,4,* and Abdurrahman Büyükkaya 5

1 Department of Mathematics, Kohsar University Murree, Murree 47150, Pakistan; rahimshah@kum.edu.pk (R.S.);
mahnooramjad524@gmail.com (M.A.)

2 Department of Mathematics, Faculty of Sciences, Sakarya University, Sakarya 54050, Türkiye
3 Department of Mathematics, Saveetha School of Engineering, Saveetha Institute of Medical and Technical

Sciences, Saveetha University, Chennai 602105, Tamil Nadu, India
4 Picode Software, Education Training Consultancy Research and Development and Trade Co., Ltd.,

Sakarya 54050, Türkiye
5 Department of Mathematics, Karadeniz Technical University, Trabzon 61080, Türkiye;

abdurrahman.giresun@hotmail.com
* Correspondence: myounis@sakarya.edu.tr (M.Y.); mahpeykero@sakarya.edu.tr (M.Ö.)

Abstract

In this article, we analyze a category of time-fractional variable-order reaction-diffusion
equations coupled in the Caputo sense that are created with the modeling of complicated
biological and chemical processes. Furthermore, it is shown that the solutions exist and are
unique, and then the system is subjected to the Ulam-Hyers stability, which confirms the
model’s reliability and robustness. An advanced solution method based on shifted second-
kind Airfoil polynomials is proposed for the numerical solution, where the polynomials are
used to derive an operational matrix for variable-order fractional derivatives that is then
applied to the original system using the collocation method to convert it into an equivalent
set of algebraic equations. The system created is solved in order to obtain very precise
approximations of the unknown functions. The proposed method is illustrated through
several numerical experiments that not only show its accuracy but also its efficiency. The
results obtained prove that the method is superior to the currently existing numerical
techniques for fractional reaction-diffusion systems.

Keywords: reaction-diffusion coupled system; caputo fractional derivative; shifted
airfoil collocation method; operational matrix technique; existence and uniqueness;
Ulam-Hyers stability

MSC: 26A42; 34A12; 35R11; 65L60; 65M60; 65N06

1. Introduction
The fractional calculus is an area of mathematical analysis which, in a sense, opens up

a world of new possibilities since it introduces the concept of differentiation and integration
of any order, including non-integer ones, as its fundamental operations. A detailed account
of the subject can be found in [1,2]. Equations that incorporate derivatives of fractional
order, known as fractional differential equations (FDEs), have emerged as a central topic
in contemporary research, as they provide a powerful framework for modeling physical
and biological systems with memory and hereditary properties that cannot be satisfactorily
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represented by classical integer-order models. In the last years, the applications of fractional
differential equations (FDEs) have been a hot topic mainly because of their capability of
portraying phenomena with memory and hereditary effects that conventional integer-order
models cannot represent well. (FDEs) have found many applications in practically all
areas of science and engineering, including but not limited to physics, biology, engineer-
ing, economics, and finance. They are, for instance, implemented in the simulation of
diverse phenomena such as heat conduction in materials with different properties, unusual
diffusion in media with pores, and fluid characterized by both viscosity and elasticity.
The use of nonlocal operators in fractional models makes them more physically accurate
descriptions of nature than their integer-order counterparts [3–5]. In the literature, multiple
definitions of fractional derivatives have been proposed, among which the ones based on
Riemann–Liouville, Caputo, Riesz, Hadamard, and Grünwald–Letnikov are particularly
noteworthy. Among these, the Caputo derivative is widely employed in physical and
engineering problems because it enables the specification of standard initial conditions
involving integer-order derivatives. Moreover, the classical notion of a constant fractional
order has been extended to the notion of variable-order (VO) derivatives, this can only
happen in a maximum-order derivative, in which differentiation order can function from an
upper bound through the spatial and/or temporal derivatives. This idea is very helpful in
simulating processes that have a memory effect differing with position or time. For instance,
(VO) derivatives have been used in the case of diffusion processes in heterogeneous media,
signal processing, and viscoelastic materials [6–8]. Their adaptability renders them an
essential instrument for revealing the intricacies of dynamics that vary with both the scale
and the environment, see for example [9].

In that context, fractional reaction-diffusion equations are considered as a major type
of models owing to their broad use in natural sciences. The main idea behind reaction-
diffusion systems is to describe the balance of diffusion, which is the main factor for the
spatial distribution of substances, and the nonlinear reactions, which control the local
dynamics. The behavior of these systems ranges from pattern formation and wave propa-
gation to other complex behaviors, and hence they are considered as indispensable tools for
studying various problems in chemistry, biology, and ecology. The classic examples of this
category include the Gray-Scott model, Schnakenberg system, and the Brusselator model,
which are commonly used to examine the phenomenon of pattern formation in chemical
reactions as well as the dynamics of biological populations. Extending such systems to
the fractional and variable-order settings introduces memory and anomalous transport
effects, offering deeper insights into real-world processes where standard reaction-diffusion
equations fall short [10,11].

In the present work, we investigate a variable-order time fractional reaction–diffusion
system of coupled equations:

Dα1(ϱ,ς)
ς U (ϱ, ς) = a1Uϱϱ + p1U + q1V + s1U

2V + n1U V + m1U V 2

+ κ1 +F1(ϱ, ς), ϱ ∈ Ω, ς > 0.

Dα2(ϱ,ς)
ς V (ϱ, ς) = a2Vϱϱ + p2U + q2V + s2U

2V + n2U V + m2U V 2

+ κ2 +F2(ϱ, ς), ϱ ∈ Ω, ς > 0. (1)

The associated initial conditions (ICs) are:

U (ϱ, 0) = U0(ϱ). (2)

V (ϱ, 0) = V0(ϱ). (3)

In the manner thus ordered, the boundary conditions (BCs) are listed:
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• Type 1:
U (ϱ0, ς) = ε0(ς), U (ϱN , ς) = δ0(ς), ς > 0.

V (ϱ0, ς) = ε1(ς), V (ϱN , ς) = δ1(ς), ς > 0.
(4)

• Type 2:
Uϱ(ϱ0, ς) = ε0(ς), U (ϱN , ς) = δ0(ς), ς > 0.

Vϱ(ϱ0, ς) = ε1(ς), V (ϱN , ς) = δ1(ς), ς > 0.
(5)

• Type 3:
Uϱ(ϱ0, ς) = ε0(ς), Uϱ(ϱN , ς) = δ0(ς), ς > 0.

Vϱ(ϱ0, ς) = ε1(ς), Vϱ(ϱN , ς) = δ1(ς), ς > 0.
(6)

In the Equation (1), both U (ϱ, ς) and V (ϱ, ς) are the functions of two independent
variables, which characterize the dynamics when 0 < α1 < α2 < 1, and for each j = 1, 2,
aj, pj, qj, sj, nj, mj and κj are real constants that have some physical interpretation.

Here, aj (j = 1, 2) denote the diffusion coefficients of the interacting variables U

and V . The parameters pj and qj represent the linear reaction and interaction coefficients,
while sj, nj, and mj correspond to nonlinear interaction terms describing higher-order
coupling effects between U and V . The constants κj represent constant source terms. All
parameters are assumed to be real constants. The source terms are represented by F1

and F2, while Ω = [ϱ0, ϱN ] denotes the spatial domain that is further subdivided into M

smaller subintervals. Each interval has the width of dϱ =
ϱN − ϱ0

M
. The system is then

coupled with the corresponding initial and boundary conditions to make it complete. Such
equations arise naturally in the modeling of biological and chemical processes, where
nonlinear interactions and spatial heterogeneity play essential roles. The inclusion of
(VO) fractional derivatives further enhances the model by accounting for space and time
dependent memory effects.

The main goal of this research paper is to develop a complete numerical framework
that uses the second kind of shifted Airfoil collocation method along with the operational
matrix technique to obtain approximate solutions for the system under study. The opera-
tional matrices stem from the shifted second-kind Airfoil polynomials, and the appropriate
collocation points are determined; therefore, the governing system is transformed into a
system of algebraic equations whose capable solution yields very precise numerical approx-
imations. Even though the orthogonality of these polynomials reduces the computational
cost greatly, it doesn’t compromise the accuracy. The method’s validity is supported by
comparisons with existing analytical or numerical results. The ongoing research involves
the use of fractal-fractional operators, transform-based techniques, and polynomial-based
operational matrices in other fractional system contexts [12,13].

For the model to have a valid mathematical interpretation and to be applied to the area
of physics, one important part of the analysis is to prove that the corresponding solutions
exist and are unique, which means that for certain starting conditions, there is only one
solution that will change in a consistent way through time.

In addition, we explore the stability of Ulam-Hyers that guarantees the proximity of
approximate solutions, for instance, the one achieved numerically, to the exact solution if the
perturbation is small. This characteristic is very important in affirming the dependability
of computational techniques, particularly in the case of modeling sensitive biological
interactions where a slight change can cause a totally different outcome [14,15].

Many studies are available in the literature that would be directly relevant to this work.
For example, ref. [16] explored numerical techniques based on the fractal–fractional deriva-
tive operator. In [17], a Laguerre wavelet method was proposed to investigate the motion
of a fractional predator–prey population system. The numerical analysis of a fractional-
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order tumor–immune–vitamin interaction model was carried out in [18]. Besides, ref. [19]
developed a new operational matrix technique based on generalized polynomials to derive
numerical solutions of the variable-order nonlinear Klein–Gordon equation. Similarly,
ref. [20] introduced a numerical method based on generalized Chebyshev polynomials for
the solution of nonlinear variable-order fractional partial differential equations (VOFPDEs).
Moreover, ref. [21] used the generalized Bernstein polynomial method for the numerical
solution of the variable-order space–time fractional telegraph equation.

The essential innovations and unique aspects distinguishing this study are
enumerated below:

• This research offers a pioneering definition and numerical appraisal of the coupled
systems of reaction-diffusion with a different fractional order, which incorporates
nonlinear interaction terms and space–time dependent memory effects within a unified
fractional framework. This generalization extends the classical integer-order and fixed-
order reaction–diffusion equations discussed in [22,23], enabling a more realistic
description of complex physical and biological processes.

• Although several recent contributions such as [24,25] have explored fractional or
variable-order models, most focus on single equations or systems with constant
fractional orders. In contrast, the present work develops a coupled nonlinear sys-
tem involving two distinct variable fractional orders, 0 < α1(x, t) < α2(x, t) < 1,
thereby extending variable-order fractional dynamics to multi-component diffu-
sion–reaction phenomena.

• One of the most significant computational breakthroughs is the development of a
hybrid numerical algorithm created by combining the method of second shifted collo-
cation for airfoil and the operational matrix method. Unlike classical transform or
polynomial-based techniques [26,27], the proposed strategy transforms the fractional
coupled system into a low-dimensional algebraic system with enhanced accuracy,
numerical stability, and computational efficiency.

• In contrast to existing methods employing Chebyshev, Bernstein, or wavelet-based
operational matrices [28,29], the proposed scheme utilizes the orthogonality and
smoothness of shifted airfoil polynomials, which ensures rapid convergence, minimal
truncation error, and improved stability when applied to nonlinear coupled systems
of variable fractional order.

• The paper from an analytical perspective has established the proof for the existence
and uniqueness of the solution for the internal (VO) fractional coupled system, thereby
assuring mathematical and at the same time, physical consistency. Theoretical con-
siderations, which are sometimes neglected in numerical simulations, ref. [30] have
implicitly affirmed the strength of the model that has been developed.

• Moreover, one attempt is being made at reviewing the Ulam-Hyers stability of the
new-variable fractional-order system. This stability analysis assures that the approx-
imate numerical solutions will not deviate much from the exact solutions even if
small perturbations occur, thus establishing a crucial connection between theoretical
and computational reliability. As per our knowledge, no such stability analysis for
coupled variable-order reaction–diffusion systems has been published earlier [31,32].
In addition to exploring the stabilities of the presented new variable-order systems,
the research emphasizes searching for the Ulam-Hyers stability aspect. This stability
analysis assures that the approximate numerical solutions will not deviate much from
the exact solutions even if small perturbations occur, thus establishing a crucial con-
nection between theoretical and computational reliability. As per our knowledge, no
such stability analysis for coupled variable-order reaction–diffusion systems has been
published earlier [33–35].
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• The suggested hybrid operational matrix utilizing shifted airfoil polynomials shows
superior numerical efficiency over earlier polynomial methods developed for general-
ized Laguerre or Gegenbauer bases [36,37]. The method is versatile and can be easily
modified to apply to other nonlinear fractional systems with multi-term or mixed
fractional operators.

• The described method is able to handle various kinds of that boundary conditions
(Dirichlet, mixed, and Neumann) at the same time, thus it is more versatile than the
regular fixed-order numerical schemes [38,39]. The advantage of this method is that it
can be applied in many boundary-controlled diffusion–reaction processes.

• The research additionally offers a convergence and error analysis of an all-encompassing
nature, which is a showcase of the effectiveness of the suggested method in connection
with mesh refinement and variable fractional order. This type of quantitative error
evaluation is seldom mentioned in earlier fractional numerical models [40].

• Ultimately, the theoretical progress and numerical method are verified by means
of extensive comparative simulations with published data [22,24]. The visual rep-
resentations corroborate the precision, robustness, and physical significance of the
suggested method and provide new perspectives on the fractional modeling of nonlin-
ear diffusion-reaction systems.

The paper is structured in a very clear way, whereby seven sections are presented in
total. The first section provides a brief introduction to the main ideas, namely the Riemann-
Liouville fractional integral, Caputo-type fractional derivatives, and second-kind airfoil
polynomials with their basic properties. The next section covers the operational matrix
derivation for variable-order derivatives. In the following section, the author presents and
justifies the existence-uniqueness-stability properties of the solution through an extensive
discussion on the subject. Section 5 gives an in-depth treatment of the numerical method
that has been proposed. Numerical experiments are reported in Section 6 aimed at demon-
strating the potency of the proposed method, while Section 7 wraps up the paper with a
summary of its key findings.

2. Preliminaries
The effectiveness of our numerical results is greatly strengthened through a funda-

mental comprehension of fractional calculus and its associated analytical techniques.

Definition 1. For a function h(ϱ, ς) and variable fractional order β(ϱ, ς) ∈ (0, 1], the integral
Riemann–Caputo is defined conventionally as [41]

Iβ(ϱ,ς)
ς h(ϱ, ς) =

1
Γ(β(ϱ, ς))

∫ ς

0
(ς − s)β(ϱ,ς)−1h(ϱ, s) ds.

Definition 2. For a given function h(ϱ, ς), the Caputo fractional derivative of variable order β(ϱ, ς)

is mathematically expressed as [42]

Dβ(ϱ,ς)
ς h(ϱ, ς) =


1

Γ
(
q − β(ϱ, ς)

) ∫ ς

0
(ς − ρ)q−β(ϱ,ς)−1 ∂qh(ϱ, ρ)

∂ρq dρ, q − 1 < β(ϱ, ς) < q, q ∈ N,

∂qh(ϱ, ς)

∂ςq , β(ϱ, ς) = q.

The operator Dβ(ϱ,ς)
ς has the following properties

Dβ(ϱ,ς)
ς (λh(ϱ, ς) + µg(ϱ, ς)) = λDβ(ϱ,ς)

ς h(ϱ, ς) + µDβ(ϱ,ς)
ς g(ϱ, ς), (7)
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Dβ(ϱ,ς)
ς C = 0, C is a constant and

Dβ(ϱ,ς)
ς ςϑ =


0, ϑ ∈ 0, 1, 2, · · · , q − 1,

Γ(ϑ + 1)
Γ(ϑ + 1 − β(ϱ, ς))

ςϑ−β(ϱ,ς), otherwise,
(8)

when the derivative order is between q − 1 and q, and where the letter Γ(·) denotes the
Gamma function.

Definition 3. The two-parameter Mittag–Leffler function defined for a real variable h and with
positive parameters i and j can be expressed as [43]

Ei,j(h) = 1 +
h

Γ(i + j)
+

h2

Γ(2i + j)
+

h3

Γ(3i + j)
+ · · ·

2.1. Airfoil Polynomials and Their Shifted Forms

In this subsection, the second kind of Airfoil polynomials and their essential character-
istics are examined. They are constructed through the recursive formula given below [44]

An+1(l) = 2lAn(l)−An−1(l). n = 1, 2, 3, · · · , (9)

with the initial values
A0(l) = 1, A1(l) = 2l + 1.

The second kind of airfoil polynomial An(l) can be written explicitly in the following
expanded form

An(l) =
1
2n

n

∑
j=0

(−1)j
(

2n + 1
2j + 1

)
(1 − l)j(1 + l)n−j. n = 0, 1, 2, 3, · · · (10)

The polynomials in the family A(l) are orthogonal over the interval [−1, 1] with the

weight function ω(l) =
√

1−l
1+l . This weight function is defined as

∫ 1

−1
Am(l)An(l)ω(l) dl =


π, m = n,

0, m ̸= n.
(11)

It should be noted that the weight function

ω(l) =

√
1 − l
1 + l

has integrable singularities at the endpoints l = ±1. However, the orthogonality relation is
understood in the sense of improper integrals over the open interval (−1, 1), for which the
integral remains finite. Shifted polynomials need to be used on the interval [0, 1]. Hence,
let’s start by defining these polynomials,

A∗
n(l) = An(2l − 1). (12)

By using the aforementioned transformation in Equation (9), the recurrence becomes

∆2A∗
n−1(l) = 2(2l − 1)A∗

n(l). (13)
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Here, the operator ∆ denotes the spatial Laplacian defined by

∆ =
∂2

∂ϱ2 +
∂2

∂ς2 .

It is worth noting that the initial values of the shifted airfoil polynomials A∗
n(l) are

consistent with those of the original airfoil polynomials An(l). Indeed, using the transfor-
mation defined in (12), A∗

n(l) = An(2l − 1), we have

A∗
n(0) = An(−1), A∗

n(1) = An(1);

which shows that the initial values of A∗
n(l) directly follow from the corresponding initial

values of An(l). and explicit expansion form is provided as follows

A∗
n(l) =

n

∑
j=0

(−1)j
(

2n + 1
2j + 1

)
(1 − l)jln−j. n = 0, 1, 2, 3, · · · (14)

Equation (14) is obtained directly from Equation (10) by applying the variable trans-
formation defined in Equation (12). Substituting l = 2l − 1 into Equation (11) and using
A∗

n(l) = An(2l − 1), together with the chain rule for derivatives, the corresponding relation
for the shifted airfoil polynomials is derived. This procedure leads straightforwardly to
Equation (14).

Equation (14) can equivalently be expressed as

A∗
n(l) =

n

∑
j=0

(−1)n−j 22jΓ(n + j + 1)
Γ(n − j + 1)Γ(2j + 1)

l j. n = 0, 1, 2, 3, · · · , (15)

with weight function ω∗(l) =
√

1−l
l , acknowledging that the polynomials A∗

m for the
distribution element are independent:

∫ 1

0
A∗

m(l)A∗
n(l)ω

∗(l) dl =


π

2
, m = n,

0, m ̸= n.
(16)

The weight function ω∗(l) associated with the shifted airfoil polynomials is obtained
directly from the original weight function ω(l) through the variable transformation defined
in Equation (12). Indeed, by letting l = 2l − 1 and dl = 2 dl, the orthogonality relation
Equation (11) can be rewritten as

∫ 1

0
A∗

m(l)A∗
n(l)ω

∗(l) dl = 0. m ̸= n,

where the shifted weight function is given by

ω∗(l) = 2 ω(2l − 1).

This shows that the orthogonality property of the airfoil polynomials is preserved
under the shifting transformation.

Since the shifted Airfoil polynomials A∗
n(l) are defined on the interval [0, 1], we restrict

the temporal domain to a finite interval [0, T] and introduce the transformation

ς̃ =
ς

T
, 0 ≤ ς ≤ T,

https://doi.org/10.3390/fractalfract10030151
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so that ς̃ ∈ [0, 1].
We are now expanding our functions as

U (ϱ, ς) ≈
M

∑
m=0

N

∑
n=0

amnA∗
m(ϱ)A∗

n(ς). (17)

Similarly for V (ϱ, ς)

V (ϱ, ς) ≈
M

∑
m=0

N

∑
n=0

bmnA∗
m(ϱ)A∗

n(ς). (18)

2.2. Function Approximation

Assuming that the function U (l) is a member of L2([0, 1]), it can be represented in the
form of series through the second kind of shifted Airfoil polynomials, like this:

U (l) =
∞

∑
J=0

gjA∗
j (l). (19)

where the coefficients gj remain undetermined.
Generally, the formula portrayed in Equation (19) is computed using a limited series

of the (n + 1) displaced second kind Airfoil polynomials, which are defined by

U (l) ≈
n

∑
j=0

gjA∗
j (l). (20)

The Equation (20) can also be expressed in the matrix-vector form as:

U (l) ≈ GTΠ(l), (21)

We note that the truncation from the infinite series in Equation (19) to the finite series in
Equation (20), and its corresponding matrix-vector form in Equation (21), introduces a stan-
dard spectral approximation error. This error depends on the smoothness of the function
U or V and decreases rapidly as the number of basis polynomials n increases. Conse-
quently, the truncated representation provides a highly accurate approximation for practical
computations, as also confirmed by the numerical results presented in Tables 1 and 2.

Table 1. Error norms for U (ϱ, ς).

n L2
Set1 L∞

Set1 L2
Set2 L∞

Set2

3 3.419 × 10−3 1.333 × 10−3 3.471 × 10−3 1.367 × 10−3

5 2.672 × 10−5 7.122 × 10−6 2.663 × 10−5 7.107 × 10−6

7 1.015 × 10−7 2.066 × 10−8 1.023 × 10−7 2.089 × 10−8

9 2.106 × 10−10 3.463 × 10−11 2.107 × 10−10 3.468 × 10−11

11 2.891 × 10−13 4.041 × 10−14 2.962 × 10−13 3.997 × 10−14

Table 2. Error norms for V (ϱ, ς).

n L2
Set1 L∞

Set1 L2
Set2 L∞

Set2

3 2.620 × 10−3 8.788 × 10−4 2.734 × 10−3 9.076 × 10−4

5 1.927 × 10−5 4.374 × 10−6 1.948 × 10−5 4.518 × 10−6

7 7.967 × 10−8 1.233 × 10−8 8.307 × 10−8 1.296 × 10−8

9 1.598 × 10−10 2.040 × 10−11 1.609 × 10−10 2.059 × 10−11

11 2.211 × 10−13 2.354 × 10−14 2.485 × 10−13 4.366 × 10−14
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Where

GT = [g0, g1, g2, · · · , gn], Π(l) = [A∗
0(l),A∗

1(l), · · · ,A∗
n(l)]

T . (22)

Here, gj (j = 0, 1, 2, . . . , cn) denote the unknown coefficients, which can be determined
using the following expression

gj =
2
π

∫ 1

0
U (l)A∗

j ω∗(l) dl. (23)

Now, As we are dealing with unknown functions U (ϱ, ς),and V (ϱ, ς). These are
functions of ϱ, ς. To approximate these functions, we use Airfoil polynomials. For this,
suppose an arbitrary function U (ϱ, ς) ∈ L2(([0, 1])× ([0, 1])), it can be described using a
shifted airfoil polynomial given below

U (ϱ, ς) =
n

∑
j=0

m

∑
k=0

vjkA∗
j (ϱ)A

∗
k (ς). (24)

where vjk are unknown time-dependent coefficients and is given by

vjk =
4

π2

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0
U (ϱ, ς)A∗

j (ϱ)A
∗
k (ς)ω

∗(ϱ)ω∗(ς) dϱ dς. (25)

The truncated series of Equation (24) can be given as below

U (ϱ, ς) ≈
n

∑
j=0

m

∑
k=0

vjkA∗
j (ϱ)A

∗
k (ς) = ΠT(ϱ)VΠ(ς). (26)

where
Π(ϱ) = [A∗

0(ϱ),A∗
1(ϱ),A∗

2(ϱ), · · · ,A∗
n(ϱ)]

T ,

and Π(ς) = [A∗
0(ς),A∗

1(ς),A∗
2(ς), · · · ,A∗

m(ς)]
T .

(27)

V(ς) = (vjk)
n,m
j,k=0.

Similarly for V (ϱ, ς), we have

V (ϱ, ς) ≈
n

∑
j=0

m

∑
k=0

wjkA∗
j (ϱ)A

∗
k (ς) = ΠT(ϱ)WΠ(ς), (28)

where W(ς) = (wjk)
n,m
j,k=0.

Theorem 1. The derivative of the translated or shifted airfoil vector Π(ϱ) is then presented

d1Π(ϱ)

dϱ
= M(1)Π(ϱ). (29)

In this system, M(1) = (mij)(n+1)×(n+1) represents the operational matrix which refers to the
first-order derivative and satisfies

mij =


2 (j − i), when i > j and (i + j) is even,

2 (i + j + 1), when i > j and (i + j) is odd,

0, otherwise.

(30)
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Thus, the 2nd and 3rd order definitions of vector Π(ϱ) are as

d2Π(ϱ)

dϱ2 = M(1)2
Π(ϱ) = M(2)Π(ϱ), (31)

and
d3Π(ϱ)

dϱ3 = M(1)3
Π(ϱ) = M(3)Π(ϱ). (32)

From Equations (31) and (32), we have the kth order derivatives of vector Π(ϱ) can we
written as

dkΠ(ϱ)

dϱk = M(1)k
Π(ϱ) = M(k)Π(ϱ). (33)

where k represents an integer from the set of natural numbers.

Proof. We want to express the derivative of each A∗
i (l) as a linear expansion in terms of

the shifted polynomials A∗
j (l) for j = 0, 1, 2, · · · , i. That is

d
dl
A∗

i (l) =
i

∑
j=0

mijA∗
j (l). (34)

We have
A∗

n(l) = An(2l − 1). (35)

Applying the chain rule, we get

d
dl
A∗

n(l) =
d
dl
An(2l − 1) = 2A′

n(2l − 1). (36)

This means the derivative of the shifted polynomials depends on the derivative of the
original Airfoil polynomial evaluated at 2l − 1.

Remark 1. The second identity in Equation (36) follows directly from the standard chain rule of
differentiation. Since the shifted polynomial A∗

n(l) is defined as A∗
n(l) = An(2l − 1), differentiation

with respect to l yields

d
dl

A∗
n(l) =

d
dl

An(2l − 1) = 2A′
n(2l − 1).

where A′
n denotes the derivative of the original airfoil polynomial An.

This step is purely analytical and does not affect the structure of the operational matrix
M(1) defined in Theorem 1.

Now, expressing A′
n(l) in terms of Ak(l). It is well known that the derivative of an

orthogonal polynomial of degree n can be expressed as a linear combination of orthogonal
polynomials of lower degree. Hence, for the Airfoil polynomials, we have

d
dl

An(l) =
n−1

∑
k=0

cnk Ak(l).

Using the shifting relation A∗
n(l) = An(2l − 1) and applying the chain rule, we obtain

d
dl

A∗
n(l) = 2A′

n(2l − 1) = 2
n−1

∑
k=0

cnk Ak(2l − 1) =
n−1

∑
k=0

mnk A∗
k (l), (37)
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where mnk = 2cnk.
So the matrix M(1) = mij is lower triangular, since the derivative of A∗

n(l) is a linear
combination of A∗

k (l) for k < n.
Now to compute the entries of M(1), we have to derive the formula for mij, we project

the derivative d
dlA

∗
i (l) onto the basis function A∗

j (l) using the orthogonality property

mij =

∫ 1

0

d
dl
Ai∗(l)A∗

j (l)ω
∗(l) dl∫ 1

0

(
A∗

j (l)
)2

ω∗(l) dl
. (38)

But from the orthogonality Equation (16),we have

∫ 1

0
A∗

m(l)A∗
n(l)ω

∗(l) dl =


π

2
, m = n,

0, m ̸= n.
(39)

This allows direct computation of the entries through inner products.
To derive the explicit formula for mij, we project the derivative d

dl A∗
i (l) onto the basis

function A∗
j (l) using the orthogonality relation (38). That is,

mij =

∫ 1

0

d
dl

A∗
i (l) A∗

j (l)ω∗(l) dl∫ 1

0

(
A∗

j (l)
)2

ω∗(l) dl
.

Using the fact that the derivative of an orthogonal polynomial of degree i is a lin-
ear combination of polynomials of degree less than i, it follows that mij = 0 for i ≤ j,
which explains the lower triangular structure of the matrix M(1). Moreover, due to the
symmetry and parity properties of the Airfoil polynomials, the coefficients depend on
whether i + j is even or odd. Carrying out the inner product computation (or equivalently
using the recurrence relation of the Airfoil polynomials) yields the explicit form given in
Equation (40).

mij =


2 (j − i), when i > j and (i + j) is even,

2 (i + j + 1), when i > j and (i + j) is odd,

0, otherwise.

(40)

Thus, M(1) is a lower triangular matrix with analytic structure based on the parity of
i + j. To compute the higher derivatives, we simply apply the operator multiple times

dk

dlk Π(l) =
(

M(1)
)k

Π(l) = M(k)Π(l), (41)

k = 1, 2, · · · , k.

3. Operational Matrix of Variable Order Fractional Derivative
Improvement of the operational matrix associated with Caputo-type variable-order

fractional derivatives has been discussed in this section. Through the application of shifted
Airfoil polynomials, an efficient computational framework is established to approximate
the derivatives, thereby reducing the governing equations to an algebraic system. The
proposed approach demonstrates high effectiveness in solving complex problems with
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variable fractional orders. The theorem below presents the corresponding operational
matrix formulation.

Theorem 2. Let Π(ϱ) be the shifted airfoil polynomial vector, defined by

Π(ϱ) = [A∗
0(ϱ),A∗

1(ϱ),A∗
2(ϱ), · · · ,A∗

n(ϱ)]
T , (42)

and let α1(ϱ, ς), α2(ϱ, ς) be the variable fractional orders in Caputo sense for the functions U (ϱ, ς)

and V (ϱ, ς) respectively. Then the Caputo fractional derivative of U and V w.r.t ς can be
approximated by

Dα1(ϱ,ς)
ς U (ϱ, ς) ≈ ΠT(ϱ)M(α1(ϱ,ς))VΠ(ς).

and Dα2(ϱ,ς)
ς V (ϱ, ς) ≈ ΠT(ϱ)M(α2(ϱ,ς))WΠ,

(43)

where V, W ∈ R(n+1)×(n+1) are the matrices corresponding to the coefficients and M(αi(ϱ,ς)) is the
operational matrix that represents the variable-order Caputo derivative, which is defined by

M(αi(ϱ,ς)) = [mij](n+1)×(n+1), mij =


0, f or i < q

∑i
k=q Qi,j,k, f or i ≥ q.

(44)

Therefore the fractional derivative operator in the time derivative for U becomes

Dα1(ϱ,ς)
ς [ΠT(ϱ)VΠ(ς)] ≈ ΠT(ϱ)M(α1(ϱ,ς))VΠ(ς). (45)

Similar structure for V (ϱ, ς) with W and order α2(ϱ, ς)

Dα2(ϱ,ς)
ς [ΠT(ϱ)WΠ(ς)] ≈ ΠT(ϱ)M(α2(ϱ,ς))WΠ(ς). (46)

Let Π(ϱ) be the shifted airfoil vector and β > 0, then from Equations (45) and (46), we
can write

Dβ(ϱ,ς)
ς Π(ϱ) ≃ Mβ(ϱ,ς)Π(ϱ). (47)

where Mβ(ϱ,ς) indicates the (n + 1)× (n + 1) operational matrix that is connected to the Caputo-
type variable-order fractional derivative of order β(ϱ, ς), and it is mathematically described by:

0 0 · · · 0
...

... · · ·
...

0 0 · · · 0
∑

q
k=q Qq,0,k ∑

q
k=q Qq,1,k · · · ∑

q
k=q Qq,n,k

...
... · · ·

...
∑r

k=q Qr,0,k ∑r
k=q Qr,1,k · · · ∑r

k=q Qr,n,k
...

... · · ·
...

∑n
k=q Qn,0,k ∑n

k=q Qn,1,k · · · ∑n
k=q Qn,n,k


where Qi,j,k for Equation (47) is provided as below

Qi,j,k = ϱ−β(ϱ,ς) (−1)i−k22kΓ(i + k + 1)Γ(k + 1)√
πΓ(i − k + 1)Γ(2k + 1)Γ(k + 1 − β(ϱ, ς))

j

∑
l=0

(−1)j−l22lΓ(j + l + 1)Γ(k + l +
l
2
)

Γ(j − l + 1)Γ(2l + 1)Γ(2 + k + l)
.
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Proof. The shifted airfoil polynomial can be formulated below

A∗
i (ϱ) =

i

∑
k=0

gi,kϱk. (48)

A∗
i (ϱ) =

i

∑
k=0

(−1)i−k22kΓ(i + k + 1)
Γ(i − k + 1)Γ(2k + 1)

ϱk. (49)

Using the derivative of Caputo of Equation (49), we may then provide the solution.

Dβ(ϱ,ς)
ς (A∗

i (ϱ)) = Dβ(ϱ,ς)
ς

(
i

∑
k=0

(−1)i−k 22kΓ(i + k + 1)
Γ(i − k + 1)Γ(2k + 1)

ϱk

)
. (50)

By the linearity property of Caputo derivatives stated in Equation (50), this becomes

Dβ(ϱ,ς)
ς (A∗

i (ϱ)) =
i

∑
k=0

(−1)i−k 22kΓ(i + k + 1)
Γ(i − k + 1)Γ(2k + 1)

Dβ(ϱ,ς)
ς ϱk. (51)

Taking Caputo derivative of ϱk, we get

Dβ
ς (ϱ

k) =
Γ(k + 1)

Γ(k + 1 − β(ϱ, ς))
ϱk−β. (52)

Equation (51) becomes

Dβ(ϱ,ς)
ς (A∗

i (ϱ)) =
i

∑
k=0

(−1)i−k 22kΓ(i + k + 1)
Γ(i − k + 1)Γ(2k + 1)

Γ(k + 1)
Γ(k + 1 − β(ϱ, ς))

ϱk−β(ς), (53)

then

Dβ(ϱ,ς)
ς (A∗

i (ϱ)) = ϱ−β(ϱ,ς)
i

∑
k=0

(−1)i−k 22kΓ(i + k + 1)Γ(k + 1)
Γ(i − k + 1)Γ(2k + 1)Γ(k + 1 − β(ϱ, ς))

ϱk. (54)

From Equation (8), we obtain

D β(ϱ,ς)
ς

[
A∗

i (ϱ)
]
= 0. i = 0, 1, 2, . . . , q − 1, (55)

and

Dβ(ϱ,ς)
ς (A∗

i (ϱ)) = ϱ−β(ϱ,ς)
i

∑
k=q

(−1)i−k 22kΓ(i + k + 1)Γ(k + 1)
Γ(i − k + 1)Γ(2k + 1)Γ(k + 1 − β(ϱ, ς))

ϱk, (56)

f or i = q, · · · , n.
Equation (56) gives us terms of the form ϱk−β, which we need to reexpress in the airfoil

basis. Upon this approximation, xk is summed up with the Airfoil Polynomials in order to
receive (n + 1) increasingly smooth sets of power sums.

ϱk ≃
n

∑
j=0

gkjA∗
j (ϱ), (57)

where

gkj =
2
π

∫ 1

0
ϱkA∗

j (ϱ)ω
∗(ϱ) dϱ. (58)

We have ω∗(ϱ) and A∗
j (ϱ) provided respectively as

ω∗(ϱ) =

√
1 − ϱ

ϱ
, A∗

j (ϱ) =
j

∑
l=0

(−1)j−l 22lΓ(j + l + 1)
Γ(j − l + 1)Γ(2l + 1)

ϱl . (59)

https://doi.org/10.3390/fractalfract10030151

https://doi.org/10.3390/fractalfract10030151


Fractal Fract. 2026, 10, 151 14 of 34

Upon substituting the expressions for A∗
j (ϱ) and ω∗(ϱ) into Equation (58), we achieve

gkj =
2
π

∫ 1

0
ϱk

√
1 − ϱ

ϱ

j

∑
l=0

(−1)j−l 22lΓ(j + l + 1)
Γ(j − l + 1)Γ(2l + 1)

ϱl dϱ. (60)

=
2
π

j

∑
l=0

(−1)j−l 22lΓ(j + l + 1)
Γ(j − l + 1)Γ(2l + 1)

∫ 1

0
ϱk+l

√
1 − ϱ

ϱ
dϱ (61)

=
1√
π

j

∑
l=0

(−1)j−l
22lΓ(j + l + 1)Γ(k + l +

1
2
)

Γ(j − l + 1)Γ(2l + 1)Γ(2 + k + l)
. (62)

Using Equation (62) in Equation (57), we get

ϱk ≃
n

∑
j=0

1√
π

j

∑
l=0

(−1)j−l
22lΓ(j + l + 1)Γ(k + l +

1
2
)

Γ(j − l + 1)Γ(2l + 1)Γ(2 + k + l)
A∗

j (ϱ). (63)

Now using Equations (57)–(62) in Equation (56), we get

Dβ(ϱ,ς)
ς (A∗

i (ϱ)) ≃
n

∑
j=0

i

∑
k=q

ϱ−β(ϱ,ς) (−1)i−k 22k Γ(i + k + 1) Γ(k + 1)√
π Γ(i − k + 1) Γ(2k + 1) Γ

(
k + 1 − β(ϱ, ς)

)
×

j

∑
l=0

(−1)j−l 22l Γ(j + l + 1) Γ
(
k + l + 1

2
)

Γ(j − l + 1) Γ(2l + 1) Γ(2 + k + l)
A∗

j (ϱ). i = q, . . . , n (64)

then

Dβ(ϱ,ς)
ς (A∗

i (ϱ)) ≃
n

∑
j=0

i

∑
k=q

Qi,j,kA∗
j (ϱ). i = q, . . . , n (65)

where Qi,j,k is provided as follows

Qi,j,k = ϱ−β(ϱ,ς) (−1)i−k22kΓ(i + k + 1)Γ(k + 1)√
πΓ(i − k + 1)Γ(2k + 1)Γ(k + 1 − β(ϱ, ς))

j

∑
l=0

(−1)j−l22lΓ(j + l + 1)Γ(k + l +
l
2
)

Γ(j − l + 1)Γ(2l + 1)Γ(2 + k + l)
.

We can write Equation (65) in vector form provided below

Dβ(ϱ,ς)
ϱ (A∗

i (ϱ)) ≃
[

i

∑
k=q

Qi,0,k,
i

∑
k=q

Qi,1,k, · · · ,
i

∑
k=q

Qi,n,k

]
∏(ϱ). (66)

The related vector form of Formula (56) is obtained as

Dβ(ϱ,ς)
ς (A∗

i (ϱ)) ≃ ∏(ϱ) [0, 0, · · · , 0]. i = 0, 1, 2, . . . , q − 1. (67)

By combining Equations (66) and (67), the desired results are obtained.

4. Existence, Uniqueness and Ulam-Hyers Stability
Originally, the section begins with a demonstration showing that there are solutions

for Equations (1)–(3) and also that there is only one solution. After that, the topic of stability
in the sense of Ulam–Hyers is introduced.

4.1. Existence and Uniqueness Analysis

Those aforementioned brackets so configured will be followed by (69), (71) when the
Riemann-Liouville integral operator with variable order is utilized on Equation (1)
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U (ϱ, ς) = U (ϱ, 0) + Iα1(ϱ,ς)
ς (a1Uϱϱ + p1U + q1V + s1U

2V

+ n1U V + m1U V 2 + κ1 +F1(ϱ, ς)). (68)

U (ϱ, ς)−U (ϱ, 0) =
1

Γ(α1(ϱ, ς))

∫ ς

0
(ς − s)α1(ϱ,ς)−1(a1Uϱϱ + p1U + q1V

+ s1U
2V + n1U V + m1U V 2 + κ1 +F1(ϱ, ς)) ds, (69)

and

V (ϱ, ς) = V (ϱ, 0) + Iα2(ϱ,ς)
ς (a2Vϱϱ + p2U + q2V + s2U

2V

+ n2U V + m2U V 2 + κ2 +F2(ϱ, ς)). (70)

V (ϱ, ς)− V (ϱ, 0) =
1

Γ(α2(ϱ, ς))

∫ ς

0
(ς − s)α2(ϱ,ς)−1(a2Vϱϱ + p2U + q2V

+ s2U
2V + n2U V + m2U V 2 + κ2 +F2(ϱ, ς)). (71)

Suppose that

T(ς, U (ϱ, ς)) = (a1Uϱϱ + p1U + q1V + s1U
2V + n1U V

+ m1U V 2 + κ1 +F1(ϱ, ς)). (72)

and

T′(ς, V (ϱ, ς)) = (a2Vϱϱ + p2U + q2V + s2U
2V + n2U V

+ m2U V 2 + κ2 +F2(ϱ, ς)). (73)

Throughout this section, the norm ∥ · ∥ denotes the standard L2((0, 1)× (0, 1)) norm
defined by

∥U ∥ =

(∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0
|U (ϱ, ς)|2 dϱ dς

) 1
2

.

Hence, L2((0, 1)× (0, 1)) equipped with this norm forms a Banach space. All Lipschitz
estimates and contraction arguments below are considered with respect to this norm and
for continuous function U (ϱ, ς), U1(ϱ, ς), V (ϱ, ς) and V1(ϱ, ς) ∈ L2((0, 1)× (0, 1)), there
exists some constants λ1, λ

′
1 > 0, such that∥∥Uϱϱ − (U1)ϱϱ

∥∥ = λ1∥U −U1∥, (74)

and ∥∥Vϱϱ − (V1)ϱϱ

∥∥ = λ′
1∥V − V1∥. (75)

Also here |a1| ≤ r1, |p1| ≤ r2, |q1| ≤ r3, |s1| ≤ r4, |n1| ≤ r5, |m1| ≤ r6, |a2| ≤ r′1,
|p2| ≤ r′2, |q2| ≤ r′3, |s2| ≤ r′4, |n2| ≤ r′5, and |m2| ≤ r′6 such that ri, r′i > 0, i = 1, 2, 3, · · · , 6.
Next, it can be verified that T(ς, U (ϱ, ς)) and T′(ς, V (ϱ, ς)) fulfill the Lipschitz condition,
using the approach outlined below

∥T(ς, U )−T(ς, U1)∥ = ∥a1Uϱϱ + p1U + s1U
2V + n1U V + m1U V 2

− a1(U1)ϱϱ − p1(U1)− s1(U
2

1 )V − n1(U1)V − m1(U1)V
2∥,

≤ r1λ1∥U −U1∥+ r2∥U −U1∥+ r4∥V ∥∥U 2 −U 2
1 ∥
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+ r5∥V ∥∥U −U1∥+ r6∥V 2∥∥U −U1∥,

≤
(

r1λ1 + r2 + r4γ′
1|γ1 − γ2|+ r5γ′

1 + r6(γ
′
1)

2
)
∥U −U1∥, (76)

where U , U1, V , V1 are bounded functions such that ∥U ∥ ≤ γ1, ∥U1∥ ≤ γ2, ∥V ∥ ≤ γ′
1,

and ∥V1∥ ≤ γ′
2. Also setting σ =

(
r1λ1 + r2 + r4γ′

1|γ1 − γ2|+ r5γ′
1 + r6(γ

′
1)

2), then we get

∥T(ς, U )−T(ς, U1)∥ ≤ σ∥U −U1∥. (77)

Similarly

∥T′(ς, V )−T′(ς, V1)∥ = ∥a2Vϱϱ + q2V + s2U
2V + n2U V + m2U V 2

− a2(V1)ϱϱ − q2(V1)− s2U
2(V1)− n2U (V1)− m2U (V 2

1 )∥,

≤ r′1λ′
1∥V − V1∥+ r′3∥V − V1∥+ r′4∥U 2∥∥V − V1∥

+ r′5∥U ∥∥V − V1∥+ r′6∥V ∥∥V 2 − V 2
1 ∥,

≤
(

r′1λ′
1 + r′3 + r′4(γ1)

2 + r′5γ1 + r′6γ1|γ′
1 − γ′

2|
)
∥V − V1∥. (78)

So we have, ∥∥T′(ς, V )−T′(ς, V1)
∥∥ ≤ σ′∥V − V1∥. (79)

Also setting σ′ =
(
r′1λ′

1 + r′3 + r′4(γ1)
2 + r′5γ1 + r′6γ1|γ′

1 − γ′
2|
)
. Thus, the Lipschitz

condition holds for T(ς, U ) and T′(ς, V ), moreover, being so, such an assumption chal-
lenges the valid proposition of the contraction theorem under the condition 0 ≤ σ, σ′ ≤ 1.

From Equations (69)–(71), the following recursive relation can be interpreted as

Un+1(ϱ, ς) =
1

Γ(α1(ϱ, ς))

∫ ς

0
(ς − s)α1(ϱ,ς)−1T(s, Un) ds, (80)

and
Vn+1(ϱ, ς) =

1
Γ(α2(ϱ, ς))

∫ ς

0
(ς − s)α2(ϱ,ς)−1T′(s, Vn) ds, (81)

with U0(ϱ, ς) = U (ϱ, 0) and V0(ϱ, ς) = V (ϱ, 0).
Now, defining the difference as follows

θn+1(ϱ, ς) = Un+1(ϱ, ς)−Un(ϱ, ς)

=
1

Γ(α1(ϱ, ς))

∫ ς

0
(ς − s)α1(ϱ,ς)−1(T(s, Un)−T(s, Un−1)) ds. (82)

Similarly

θ′n+1(ϱ, ς) = Vn+1(ϱ, ς)− Vn(ϱ, ς)

=
1

Γ(α2(ϱ, ς))

∫ ς

0
(ς − s)α2(ϱ,ς)−1(T′(s, Vn)−T′(s, Vn−1)

)
ds. (83)

Considering the norm on both sides of Equation (82), it follows that

∥θn+1(ϱ, ς)∥ =

∥∥∥∥ 1
Γ(α1(ϱ, ς))

∫ ς

0
(ς − s)α1(ϱ,ς)−1(T(s, Un)−T(s, Un−1)) ds

∥∥∥∥,

≤ 1
Γ(α1(ϱ, ς))

∫ ς

0
(ς − s)α1(ϱ,ς)−1∥T(s, Un)−T(s, Un−1)∥ ds. (84)
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Also applying norm on (83), we get

∥θ′n+1(ϱ, ς)∥ =

∥∥∥∥ 1
Γ(α2(ϱ, ς))

∫ ς

0
(ς − s)α2(ϱ,ς)−1(T′(s, Vn)−T′(s, Vn−1)

)
ds
∥∥∥∥,

≤ 1
Γ(α2(ϱ, ς))

∫ ς

0
(ς − s)α2(ϱ,ς)−1∥∥T′(s, Vn)−T′(s, Vn−1)

∥∥ ds. (85)

Building on the results obtained above, we now establish the following theorems.

Theorem 3. Assume that the nonlinear operators T and T′ satisfy the Lipschitz conditions

∥T(s, Un)−T(s, Un−1)∥ ≤ σ∥Un −Un−1∥.

∥T′(s, Vn)−T′(s, Vn−1)∥ ≤ σ′∥Vn − Vn−1∥,

for some positive constants σ and σ′. If there exists ς0 > 0 such that

σς
α1(ϱ,ς)
0

Γ(α1(ϱ, ς) + 1)
< 1, (86)

σ′ς
α2(ϱ,ς)
0

Γ(α2(ϱ, ς) + 1)
< 1, (87)

then the variable-order time-fractional reaction–diffusion coupled system described in Equation (1)
admits an existence of the solution on the interval [0, ς0].

Equations (86) and (87) is achieved as:
From Equation (84)

∥θn+1(ϱ, ς)∥ =

∥∥∥∥ 1
Γ(α1(ϱ, ς))

∫ ς

0
(ς − s)α1(ϱ,ς)−1(T(s, Un)−T(s, Un−1)) ds

∥∥∥∥,

≤ 1
Γ(α1(ϱ, ς))

∫ ς

0
(ς − s)α1(ϱ,ς)−1∥T(s, Un)−T(s, Un−1)∥ ds. (88)

As
∥T(s, Un)−T(s, Un−1)∥ ≤ σ∥Un −Un−1∥ ≤ σ∥θn∥.

Also, ∫ ς

0
(ς − s)α1(ϱ,ς)−1 dsle

ςα1(ϱ,ς)

α1(ϱ, ς)
≤ Γ(α1(ϱ, ς))

Γ(α1(ϱ, ς) + 1)
ςα1(ϱ,ς).

Then, we have

1
Γ(α1(ϱ, ς))

∫ ς

0
(ς − s)α1(ϱ,ς)−1 ds ≤ ςα1(ϱ,ς)

Γ(α1(ϱ, ς) + 1)
.

Now, Equation (88) can be written as

∥θn+1∥ ≤ σςα1(ϱ,ς)

Γ(α1(ϱ, ς) + 1)
∥θn∥. (89)

Similarly we have,

∥θ′n+1∥ ≤ σ′ςα2(ϱ,ς)

Γ(α2(ϱ, ς) + 1)
∥θ′n∥. (90)

To ensure the convergence condition and consequently the existence of the solution, it is
required that
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q =
σ ϱ

α1(ϱ,ς)
0

Γ
(
α1(ϱ, ς) + 1

) < 1 and q′ =
σ′ ς

α2(ϱ,ς)
0

Γ
(
α2(ϱ, ς) + 1

) < 1.

Hence, the following inequalities must hold:

σ ς
α1(ϱ,ς)
0

Γ
(
α1(ϱ, ς) + 1

) < 1,
σ′ ς

α2(ϱ,ς)
0

Γ
(
α2(ϱ, ς) + 1

) < 1.

Remark 2. The constants σ and σ′ appearing in Theorem 3 represent Lipschitz-type bounds
associated with the nonlinear operators involved in the analytical formulation of the problem. They
are introduced exclusively to establish the existence, and uniqueness of the solution to Equation (1).
These constants are not required in the numerical implementation of the proposed operational matrix
method and therefore do not explicitly appear in the governing equations or in the illustrative
examples presented in the subsequent sections.

Proof. Let the functions Ψn(ϱ, ς) = Un+1 − U + U (ϱ, 0) and Ψ′
n(ϱ, ς) = Vn+1 − V +

V (ϱ, 0). Then by Equation (84), we obtain

∥Ψn(ϱ, ς)∥ =

∥∥∥∥ 1
Γ(α1(ϱ, ς))

∫ ς

0
(ς − s)α1(ϱ,ς)−1(T(s, Un)−T(s, U )) ds

∥∥∥∥,

≤ σςα1(ϱ,ς)

Γ(α1(ϱ, ς) + 1)
∥Un −U ∥. (91)

In a similar way,

∥Ψ′
n(ϱ, ς)∥ =

∥∥∥∥ 1
Γ(α2(ϱ, ς))

∫ ς

0
(ς − s)α2(ϱ,ς)−1(T′(s, Vn)−T′(s, V )

)
ds
∥∥∥∥,

≤ σ′ςα2(ϱ,ς)

Γ(α2(ϱ, ς) + 1)
∥Vn − V ∥. (92)

Now, recursively applying the same process results, we get

∥Ψn(ϱ, ς)∥ ≤
(

σςα1(ϱ,ς)

Γ(α1(ϱ, ς) + 1)

)n

∥U −U1∥, (93)

and

∥Ψ′
n(ϱ, ς)∥ ≤

(
σ′ςα2(ϱ,ς)

Γ(α2(ϱ, ς) + 1)

)n

∥V − V1∥. (94)

At ς = ς0 Equations (93) and (94) respectively becomes

∥Ψn(ϱ, ς)∥ ≤

 σς
α1(ϱ,ς)
0

Γ(α1(ϱ, ς) + 1)

n

∥U −U1∥, (95)

and

∥Ψ′
n(ϱ, ς)∥ ≤

 σ′ς
α2(ϱ,ς)
0

Γ(α2(ϱ, ς) + 1)

n

∥V − V1∥. (96)
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If n → ∞, then ∥Ψn(ϱ, ς)∥ → 0 and ∥Ψ′
n(ϱ, ς)∥ → 0 for

σς
α1(ϱ,ς)
0

Γ(α1(ϱ, ς) + 1)
and

σ′ς
α2(ϱ,ς)
0

Γ(α2(ϱ, ς) + 1)
respectively, which can be concluded that

lim
n→∞

Un(ϱ, ς) = U (ϱ, ς),

and
lim

n→∞
Vn(ϱ, ς) = V (ϱ, ς).

Hence, a solution to Equation (1) exists.
Next, for the purpose of analyzing the uniqueness of the solution to Equation (1),

assume that the system (1) admits another pair of solutions, u(ϱ, ς) and v(ϱ, ς). Under this
assumption, we arrive at

U (ϱ, ς)− u(ϱ, ς) =
1

Γ(α1(ϱ, ς))

∫ ς

0
(ς − s)α1(ϱ,ς)−1[T(s, U (ϱ, s))−T(s, u(ϱ, s))] ds. (97)

Applying norm on Equation (97), we get

∥U (ϱ, ς)− u(ϱ, ς)∥ =

∥∥∥∥ 1
Γ(α1(ϱ, ς))

∫ ς

0
(ς − s)α1(ϱ,ς)−1[T(s, U (ϱ, s))−T(s, u(ϱ, s))] ds

∥∥∥∥,

≤ σςα1(ϱ,ς)

Γ(α1(ϱ, ς) + 1)
∥U (ϱ, ς)− u(ϱ, ς)∥. (98)

We get,

∥U (ϱ, ς)− u(ϱ, ς)∥
(

1 − σςα1(ϱ,ς)

Γ(α1(ϱ, ς) + 1)

)
≤ 0. (99)

Similarly

V (ϱ, ς)− v(ϱ, ς) =
1

Γ(α2(ϱ, ς))

∫ ς

0
(ς − s)α2(ϱ,ς)−1[T′(s, V (ϱ, s))−T′(s, v(ϱ, s))

]
ds. (100)

∥V (ϱ, ς)− v(ϱ, ς)∥ =

∥∥∥∥ 1
Γ(α2(ϱ, ς))

∫ ς

0
(ς − s)α2(ϱ,ς)−1[T′(s, V (ϱ, s))−T′(s, v(ϱ, s))

]
ds
∥∥∥∥,

≤ σ′ςα2(ϱ,ς)

Γ(α2(ϱ, ς) + 1)
∥V (ϱ, ς)− v(ϱ, ς)∥. (101)

∥V (ϱ, ς)− v(ϱ, ς)∥
(

1 − σ′ςα2(ϱ,ς)

Γ(α2(ϱ, ς) + 1)

)
≤ 0. (102)

From Equation (99), we have ∥U (ϱ, ς)− u(ϱ, ς)∥ = 0. Consequently U (ϱ, ς) = u(ϱ, ς).
Similarly from Equation (102), we have ∥V (ϱ, ς)− v(ϱ, ς)∥ = 0. Consequently V (ϱ, ς) = v(ϱ, ς).
So we can confirm that the solution to the system of Equation (1) is unique.

4.2. Ulam-Hyers Stability

This part of the text is dedicated to showing the Ulam–Hyers stability of the variable-
order time fractional reaction-diffusion coupled system described by Equation (1).

Definition 4. The system identified in Equation (1) has the property of being Ulam-Hyers stable
provided that for any δ1, δ2 > 0, the functions U and V satisfy the subsequent relations∣∣∣Dα1(ϱ,ς)

ς U (ϱ, ς)− a1Uϱϱ − p1U − q1V − s1U
2V − n1U V − m1U V 2 − κ1 −F1(ϱ, ς)

∣∣∣ < δ1, (103)
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and∣∣∣Dα2(ϱ,ς)
ς V (ϱ, ς)− a2Vϱϱ − p2U − q2V − s2U

2V − n2U V − m2U V 2 − κ2 −F2(ϱ, ς)
∣∣∣ < δ2, (104)

there exists solutions U ∗ and V ∗, such that

|U −U ∗| < a1δ1, a1 ∈ R, (105)

and
|V − V ∗| < a2δ2. a2 ∈ R. (106)

When U (ϱ, ς) and V (ϱ, ς) satisfy the Equations (103) and (104), there exists a function
q′1(ϱ, ς) and q′2(ϱ, ς) satisfying |q′1| < δ1 and |q′2| < δ2 respectively such that

Dα1(ϱ,ς)
ς U (ϱ, ς)− a1Uϱϱ − p1U − q1V + s1U

2V − n1U V − m1U V 2 − κ1 −F1(ϱ, ς) = q′1(ϱ, ς). (107)

Dα2(ϱ,ς)
ς V (ϱ, ς)− a2Vϱϱ − p2U − q2V − s2U

2V − n2U V − m2U V 2 − κ2 −F2(ϱ, ς) = q′2(ϱ, ς). (108)

Now, by applying the Riemann-Louville integral operator on both sides of Equation (107) and
Equation (108), respectively, we get.

U (ϱ, ς)−U (ϱ, 0) + Iα1(ϱ,ς)
ς (−a1Uϱϱ − p1U − q1V + s1U

2V − n1U V

−m1U V 2 − κ1 −F1(ϱ, ς)) = Iα1(ϱ,ς)
ς q′1(ϱ, ς), (109)

and

V (ϱ, ς)− V (ϱ, 0) + Iα2(ϱ,ς)
ς (−a2Vϱϱ − p2U − q2V − s2U

2V − n2U V

−m2U V 2 − κ2 −F2(ϱ, ς)) = Iα2(ϱ,ς)
ς q′2(ϱ, ς). (110)

Equations (109) and (110) can be written as

|U (ϱ, ς)−U (ϱ, 0) + Iα1(ϱ,ς)
ς (−a1Uϱϱ − p1U − q1V − s1U

2V − n1U V

−m1U V 2 − κ1 −F1(ϱ, ς))| = |Iα1(ϱ,ς)
ς q′1(ϱ, ς)|,

≤ |q′1|I
α1(ϱ,ς)
ς (1). (111)

then

|U (ϱ, ς)−U (ϱ, 0) + Iα1(ϱ,ς)
ς (−a1Uϱϱ − p1U − q1V − s1U

2V − n1U V

−m1U V 2 − κ1 −F1(ϱ, ς))| ≤ δ1
1

Γ(α1(ϱ, ς))

∫ ς

0
(ς − s)α1(ϱ,ς)−1 ds, (112)

and

|V (ϱ, ς)− V (ϱ, 0) + Iα2(ϱ,ς)
ς (−a2Vϱϱ − p2U − q2V − s2U

2V − n2U V

−m2U V 2 − κ2 −F2(ϱ, ς))|,= |Iα2(ϱ,ς)
ς q′2(ϱ, ς)|,

≤ |q′2|I
α2(ϱ,ς)
ς , (113)

then

|V (ϱ, ς)− V (ϱ, 0) + Iα2(ϱ,ς)
ς (−a2Vϱϱ − p2U − q2V − s2U

2V − n2U V

−m2U V 2 − κ2 −F2(ϱ, ς))| ≤ δ2
1

Γ(α2(ϱ, ς))

∫ ς

0
(ς − s)α2(ϱ,ς)−1 ds. (114)
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Equations (112) and (114) can be provided below

|U (ϱ, ς)−U (ϱ, 0) + Iα1(ϱ,ς)
ς (−a1Uϱϱ − p1U − q1V − s1U

2V − n1U V

−m1U V 2 − κ1 −F1(ϱ, ς))| ≤ ςα1(ϱ,ς)

Γ(α1(ϱ, ς) + 1)
δ1. (115)

|V (ϱ, ς)− V (ϱ, 0) + Iα2(ϱ,ς)
ς (−a2Vϱϱ − p2U − q2V − s2U

2V − n2U V

−m2U V 2 − κ2 −F2(ϱ, ς))| ≤ ςα2(ϱ,ς)

Γ(α2(ϱ, ς) + 1)
δ2. (116)

Suppose that the function U ∗(ϱ, ς) denotes the resolution of system (1) wherein the initial
condition is set as U (ϱ, 0) = U ∗(ϱ, 0) = u0(ϱ, ς), then we obtain

U ∗(ϱ, ς) = U (ϱ, 0) + Iα1(ϱ,ς)
ς (a1U

∗
ϱϱ + p1U

∗ + q1V + s1(U
2)∗V + n1U

∗V

+ m1U
∗V 2 + κ1 +F1(ϱ, ς)), (117)

then

∥U −U ∗∥ = ∥U (ϱ, ς)−U (ϱ, 0)− Iα1(ϱ,ς)
ς (a1U

∗
ϱϱ + p1U

∗ + q1V + s1(U
2)∗V

+ n1U
∗V + m1U

∗V 2 + κ1 +F1(ϱ, ς))∥. (118)

∥U −U ∗∥ = ∥U (ϱ, ς)−U (ϱ, 0) + Iα1(ϱ,ς)
ς (−a1Uϱϱ − p1U − q1V − s1U

2V

− n1U V − m1U V 2 − κ1 −F1(ϱ, ς))− Iα1(ϱ,ς)
ς (−a1Uϱϱ − p1U

− q1V − s1U
2V − n1U V − m1U V 2 − κ1 −F1(ϱ, ς))− Iα1(ϱ,ς)

ς

(a1U
∗

ϱϱ + p1U
∗ + q1V + s1(U

2)∗V + n1U
∗V + m1U

∗V 2

+ κ1 +F1(ϱ, ς)). (119)

We can write

∥U −U ∗∥ ≤ ςα1(ϱ,ς)δ1

Γ(α1(ϱ, ς) + 1)
+
(

r1λ1 + r2 + r4γ′
1(γ1 − γ2) + r5γ′

1 + r6(γ
′
1)

2
)

(Iα1(ϱ,ς)
ς ∥U −U ∗∥). (120)

By analogy, let V ∗(ϱ, ς) be the answer of the system (1) for the initial condition V (ϱ, 0) =
V ∗(ϱ, 0) = v0(ϱ); thus, it can be drawn that

V ∗(ϱ, ς) = V (ϱ, 0) + Iα2(ϱ,ς)
ς (a2V

∗
ϱϱ + p2U + q2V

∗ + s2U
2V ∗ + n2U V ∗

+ m2U (V 2)∗ + κ2 +F2(ϱ, ς)). (121)

∥V − V ∗∥ = ∥V (ϱ, ς)− V (ϱ, 0)− Iα2(ϱ,ς)
ς (a2V

∗
ϱϱ + p2U + q2V

∗ + s2U
2V ∗

+ n2U V ∗ + m2U (V 2)∗ + κ2 +F2(ϱ, ς))∥, (122)

then

∥V − V ∗∥ = ∥V (ϱ, ς)− V (ϱ, 0) + Iα2(ϱ,ς)
ς (−a2Vϱϱ − p2U − q2V − s2U

2V

− n2U V − m2U V 2 − κ2 −F2(ϱ, ς))− Iα2(ϱ,ς)
ς (−a2Vϱϱ − p2U

https://doi.org/10.3390/fractalfract10030151

https://doi.org/10.3390/fractalfract10030151


Fractal Fract. 2026, 10, 151 22 of 34

− q2V − s2U
2V − n2U V − m2U V 2 − κ2 −F2(ϱ, ς))− Iα2(ϱ,ς)

ς

(a2V
∗

ϱϱ + p2U + q2V
∗ + s2(U

2)V ∗ + n2U V ∗ + m2U (V 2)∗

+ κ2 +F2(ϱ, ς)). (123)

We can write

∥V − V ∗∥ ≤ ςα2(ϱ,ς)δ2

Γ(α2(ϱ, ς) + 1)
+
(

r′1λ′
1 + r′3 + r′4(γ1)

2 + r′5γ1 + r′6γ1(γ
′
1 − γ′

2)
)

(Iα2(ϱ,ς)
ς ∥V − V ∗∥). (124)

In [45], a Gronwall-type inequality is presented for the variable-order Riemann–Liouville
integral operator.

Lemma 1. Assume α1(ϱ, ς) > 0, with u1(ϱ, ς) representing a function characterized by the traits
of being nonnegative, nondecreasing, and locally integrable on the interval (c, d). The function
u2(ϱ, ς) is considered to be limited in value, and U (ϱ, ς) is a nonnegative and locally integrable
function on the interval (c, d) that complies with the requirement

U (ϱ, ς) ≤ u1(ϱ, ς) + u2(ϱ, ς)
(

Iα1(ϱ,ς)
ς U (ϱ, ς)

)
, (125)

then
U (ϱ, ς) ≤ u1(ϱ, ς)Eα1(ϱ,ς)

(
u2(ϱ, ς)(ς − c)α1(ϱ,ς)

)
, (126)

where

Eα1(ϱ,ς)(ς) =
∞

∑
i=0

ςi

Γ(α1(ϱ, ς)i + 1)
.

Applying the Gronwall inequality to Equation (120) leads to the following result with

u1(ϱ, ς) =
ςα1(ϱ,ς)δ1

Γ(α1(ϱ, ς) + 1)
and u2(ϱ, ς) =

(
r1λ1 + r2 + r4γ′

1(γ1 − γ2) + r5γ′
1 + r6(γ

′
1)

2).
∥U −U ∗∥ ≤ ςα1(ϱ,ς)δ1

Γ(α1(ϱ, ς) + 1)
Eα1(ϱ,ς)

((
r1λ1 + r2 + r4γ′

1(γ1 − γ2) + r5γ′
1 + r6(γ

′
1)

2
)

ςα1(ϱ,ς)
)

. (127)

which implies ∥U −U ∗∥ ≤ a1δ1, with

a′1 =
ςα1(ϱ,ς)

Γ(α1(ϱ, ς) + 1)
Eα1(ϱ,ς)

((
r1λ1 + r2 + r4γ′

1(γ1 − γ2) + r5γ′
1 + r6(γ

′
1)

2
)

ςα1(ϱ,ς)
)

. (128)

In a similar manner, assume α2(ϱ, ς) > 0 with v1(ϱ, ς) being nonnegative, nondecreasing,
and locally integrable on (e, f ). Let v2(ϱ, ς) be bounded and V (ϱ, ς) a nonnegative function, locally
integrable over the interval (e, f ), satisfying

V (ϱ, ς) ≤ v1(ϱ, ς) + v2(ϱ, ς)
(

Iα2(ϱ,ς)
ς V (ϱ, ς)

)
, (129)

then
V (ϱ, ς) ≤ v1(ϱ, ς)Eα2(ϱ,ς)

(
v2(ϱ, ς)(ς − e)α2(ϱ,ς)

)
, (130)

where

Eα2(ϱ,ς)(ς) =
∞

∑
i=0

ςi

Γ(α2(ϱ, ς)i + 1)
.

Applying the Gronwall inequality to Equation (124) leads to the following result with

v1(ϱ, ς) =
ςα2(ϱ,ς)δ2

Γ(α2(ϱ, ς) + 1)
and v2(ϱ, ς) =

(
r′1λ′

1 + r′3 + r′4(γ1)
2 + r′5γ1 + r′6γ1(γ

′
1 − γ′

2)
)
.
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∥V − V ∗∥ ≤ ςα2(ϱ,ς)δ2

Γ(α2(ϱ, ς) + 1)
Eα2(ϱ,ς)

((
r′1λ′

1 + r′3 + r′4(γ1)
2 + r′5γ1 + r′6γ1(γ

′
1 − γ′

2)
)

ςα2(ϱ,ς)
)

, (131)

which implies ∥V − V ∗∥ ≤ a2δ2, with

a′2 =
ςα2(ϱ,ς)

Γ(α2(ϱ, ς) + 1)
Eα2(ϱ,ς)

((
r′1λ′

1 + r′3 + r′4(γ1)
2 + r′5γ1 + r′6γ1(γ

′
1 − γ′

2)
)

ςα2(ϱ,ς)
)

. (132)

For this cause, the solution of Equation (1) is Ulam-Hyers stable.

5. Application of the Proposed Approach
Here, we outline the numerical procedure employed to solve the variable-order time

fractional reaction–diffusion coupled system using the operational matrix developed earlier.
We now proceed to approximate U (ϱ, ς) and V (ϱ, ς) employing shifted Airfoil polynomi-
als as

U (ϱ, ς) ≈ ΠT(ϱ)VΠ(ς) (133)

V (ϱ, ς) ≈ ΠT(ϱ)WΠ(ς), (134)

where V = [vjk] and W = [wjk] are the secret matrices of dimensions (n + 1)× (n + 1)
by Π(ϱ) = [A∗

0(ϱ),A∗
1(ϱ),A∗

2(ϱ), · · · ,A∗
n(ϱ)]

T represents the vector composed of columns.

Now by employing variable of Caputo operation Dβ(ϱ,ς)
ς on the Equations (133) and (134)

and applying Theorem 2, we obtain

Dα1(ϱ,ς)
ς U (ϱ, ς) ≈ Dα1(ϱ,ς)

ς

(
ΠT(ϱ)VΠ(ς)

)
,

= ΠT(ϱ)VDα1(ϱ,ς)
ς Π(ς),

= ΠT(ϱ)VMα1(ϱ,ς)Π(ς). (135)

Similarly

Dα2(ϱ,ς)
ς V (ϱ, ς) ≈ Dα2(ϱ,ς)

ς

(
ΠT(ϱ)WΠ(ς)

)
,

= ΠT(ϱ)WDα2(ϱ,ς)
ς Π(ς),

= ΠT(ϱ)WMα2(ϱ,ς)Π(ς), (136)

and
Uϱ(ϱ, ς) ≈ ΠT(ϱ)

(
M1

ϱ

)T
VΠ(ς). (137)

Likewise,

Vϱ(ϱ, ς) ≈ ΠT(ϱ)
(

M1
ϱ

)T
WΠ(ς). (138)

Also,

Uϱϱ(ϱ, ς) ≈ ΠT(ϱ)
(

M2
ϱ

)T
VΠ(ς). (139)

In the same manner,

Vϱϱ(ϱ, ς) ≈ ΠT(ϱ)
(

M2
ϱ

)T
WΠ(ς). (140)

Using Equations (133)–(140), the residuals R1(ϱ, ς) and R2(ϱ, ς) for Equation (1) can
be written as

R1(ϱ, ς) = ΠT(ϱ)VMα1(ϱ,ς)Π(ς)− a1ΠT(ϱ)
(

M2
ϱ

)T
VΠ(ς)− p1ΠT(ϱ)VΠ(ς)

https://doi.org/10.3390/fractalfract10030151

https://doi.org/10.3390/fractalfract10030151


Fractal Fract. 2026, 10, 151 24 of 34

− q1ΠT(ϱ)WΠ(ς)− s1

[
ΠT(ϱ)VΠ(ς)

]2[
ΠT(ϱ)WΠ(ς)

]
− n1

[
ΠT(ϱ)VΠ(ς)

][
ΠT(ϱ)WΠ(ς)

]
− m1

[
ΠT(ϱ)VΠ(ς)

][
ΠT(ϱ)WΠ(ς)

]2

− κ1 −F1(ϱ, ς) ≃ 0. (141)

R2(ϱ, ς) = ΠT(ϱ)WMα2(ϱ,ς)Π(ς)− a2ΠT(ϱ)
(

M2
ϱ

)T
WΠ(ς)− p2ΠT(ϱ)VΠ(ς)

− q2ΠT(ϱ)WΠ(ς)− s2

[
ΠT(ϱ)VΠ(ς)

]2[
ΠT(ϱ)WΠ(ς)

]
− n2

[
ΠT(ϱ)VΠ(ς)

][
ΠT(ϱ)WΠ(ς)

]
− m2

[
ΠT(ϱ)VΠ(ς)

][
ΠT(ϱ)WΠ(ς)

]2

− κ2 −F2(ϱ, ς) ≃ 0. (142)

Now using Equations (133) and (134), and Equations (137) and (138), we approximate
the initial conditions, we get

U (ϱ, 0) = U0(ϱ) ⇒ ΠT(ϱ)VΠ(0) = U0(ϱ). (143)

V (ϱ, 0) = V0(ϱ) ⇒ ΠT(ϱ)WΠ(0) = V0(ϱ), (144)

and

• Type 1:
ΠT(ϱ0)VΠ(ς) = ε0(ς), ΠT(ϱN)VΠ(ς) = δ0(ς), ς > 0.

ΠT(ϱ0)WΠ(ς) = ε1(ς), ΠT(ϱN)WΠ(ς) = δ1(ς), ς > 0.
(145)

• Type 2:

ΠT(ϱ0)
(

M1
ϱ0

)T
VΠ(ς) = ε0(ς), ΠT(ϱN)VΠ(ς) = δ0(ς), ς > 0.

ΠT(ϱ0)
(

M1
ϱ0

)T
WΠ(ς) = ε1(ς), ΠT(ϱN)WΠ(ς) = δ1(ς), ς > 0.

(146)

• Type 3:

ΠT(ϱ0)
(

M1
ϱ0

)T
VΠ(ς) = ε0(ς), ΠT(ϱN)

(
M1

ϱN

)T
VΠ(ς) = δ0(ς), ς > 0.

ΠT(ϱ0)
(

M1
ϱ0

)T
WΠ(ς) = ε1(ς), ΠT(ϱN)

(
M1

ϱN

)T
WΠ(ς) = δ1(ς), ς > 0.

(147)

To determine the undetermined matrices V and W, the Equations (141)–(147) are
being arranged side by side at the collocation points ϱk =

2k+1
2(n+1) , and ςk′ =

2k′+1
2(n+1) , where

k, k′ = 0, 1, 2, · · · , n, We impose the residual eq.s at these points.

R1(ϱk, ςk′) = 0. k = 1, 2, · · · , n − 1, k′ = 1, 2, · · · , n, (148)

R2(ϱk, ςk′) = 0. k = 1, 2, · · · , n − 1, k′ = 1, 2, · · · , n, (149)

Given ICs and BCs become

ΠT(ϱk)VΠ(0) = U0(ϱk), ΠT(ϱk)WΠ(0) = V0(ϱk), (150)

and
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• Type 1:
ΠT(ϱ0)VΠ(ςk′) = ε0(ςk′), ΠT(ϱN)VΠ(ςk′) = δ0(ςk′).

ΠT(ϱ0)WΠ(ςk′) = ε1(ςk′), ΠT(ϱN)WΠ(ςk′) = δ1(ςk′).
(151)

• Type 2:

ΠT(ϱ0)
(

M1
ϱ0

)T
VΠ(ςk′) = ε0(ςk′), ΠT(ϱN)VΠ(ςk′) = δ0(ςk′).

ΠT(ϱ0)
(

M1
ϱ0

)T
WΠ(ςk′) = ε1(ςk′), ΠT(ϱN)WΠ(ςk′) = δ1(ςk′).

(152)

• Type 3:

ΠT(ϱ0)
(

M1
ϱ0

)T
VΠ(ςk′) = ε0(ςk′), ΠT(ϱN)

(
M1

ϱN

)T
VΠ(ςk′) = δ0(ςk′).

ΠT(ϱ0)
(

M1
ϱ0

)T
WΠ(ςk′) = ε1(ςk′), ΠT(ϱN)

(
M1

ϱN

)T
WΠ(ςk′) = δ1(ςk′).

(153)

From Equations (148)–(153), the resulting algebraic system consists of 2(n + 1)2 eq.s in
unknowns from V(ς) and W(ς) and it is solved using Newton’s method. Hence, we can
say that the presented technique using shifted airfoil polynomials and (VO) operational
matrices allows the approximate numerical solution of our system.

6. Numerical Analysis and Discussion
The efficiency of the proposed method is shown by giving representative examples

in this section. The accuracy of the approach is checked by presenting the numerical
results alongside the exact solutions. Method performance is showcased through tables
and error plots, and the correctness of the computed solutions is assessed using the L2 and
L∞ error norms

L2 =

√√√√ n

∑
i,j=0

|w(ϱi, ςi)− w̃(ϱi, ςi)|2 (154)

L∞ = maxi,j|w(ϱi, ςi)− w̃(ϱi, ςi)|, (155)

where w(ϱi, ςi) = U (ϱi, ςi), V (ϱi, ςi) and w̃(ϱi, ςi) = Ũ (ϱi, ςi), Ṽ (ϱi, ςi) yield either an
exact solution or an approximate one at each specified point (ϱi, ςi) along the way.

The accuracy and practicality of the proposed numerical method are thoroughly
evaluated through a series of carefully designed numerical experiments. Taking our
method as a basis, the exact solutions for the representative test problems are systematically
compared to the numerical solutions obtained during these trials. The rigorous method
validation concerning its efficiency, reliability, and convergence properties is the main goal
of these studies. To fulfill this goal, we resort to two commonly adopted error norms,
which are the L2 and the L∞ norms, that give different but supplementary views on the
discrepancy between the exact and the approximate solutions. The L2 norm estimates the
total error over the whole computational domain and brings out the mean deviation of
the approximate solution from the exact solution, while the L∞ norm pinpoints the biggest
deviation at a particular point, thus drawing attention to the worst-case error situation. The
method is thus subjected to the dual error analysis, whereby it is shown that the method
is converging towards the exact solution as the discretization is made finer, and hence its
spectral accuracy and robustness are confirmed. The experimental results accrued through
this process provide a strong argument for the method’s skill to solve complex systems with
great accuracy and efficiency, thereby securing a position for its use in various applications
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of real-life problems where such high standards in precision and computational reliability
are of utmost importance.

Example 1. We will consider a variable-order time fractional coupled system of reaction-
diffusion equations

Dα1(ϱ,ς)
ς U (ϱ, ς) = a1Uϱϱ + p1U + q1V + s1U

2V + n1U V + m1U V 2

+ κ1 +F1(ϱ, ς), ϱ ∈ Ω, ς > 0.

Dα2(ϱ,ς)
ς V (ϱ, ς) = a2Vϱϱ + p2U + q2V + s2U

2V + n2U V + m2U V 2

+ κ2 +F2(ϱ, ς), ϱ ∈ Ω, ς > 0, (156)

ς ∈ [0, 1], assuming a1 = a2 = 0.01, p1 = 1, q1 = −0.5, p2 = −0.3, q2 = 0.8,
s1 = s2 = 0.1, n1 = n2 = 0.05, m1 = m2 = 0.02, κ1 = κ2 = 0. We assume the exact solutions
as U (ϱ, ς) = cosh(ϱ) sin(ς) and V (ϱ, ς) = sinh(ϱ) cos(ς), substituting into the model, we
compute the source terms

F1(ϱ, ς) = Dα1(ϱ,ς)
ς cosh(ϱ) sin(ς)− 0.01 cosh(ϱ) sin(ς)− 1 sinh(ϱ) cos(ς)

− (−0.5) sinh(ϱ) cos(ς)− 0.1[cosh(ϱ) sin(ς)]2 sinh(ϱ) cos(ς)

− 0.05 cosh(ϱ) sin(ς) sinh(ϱ) cos(ς)− 0.02 cosh(ϱ) sin(ς)[sinh(ϱ) cos(ς)]2.

F2(ϱ, ς) = Dα2(ϱ,ς)
ς sinh(ϱ) cos(ς)− 0.01 sinh(ϱ) cos(ς)− (−0.3) cosh(ϱ) sin(ς)

− 0.8 sinh(ϱ) cos(ς)− 0.1[cosh(ϱ) sin(ς)]2 sinh(ϱ) cos(ς)

− 0.05 cosh(ϱ) sin(ς) sinh(ϱ) cos(ς)− 0.02 cosh(ϱ) sin(ς)[sinh(ϱ) cos(ς)]2, (157)

with initial conditions

U (ϱ, 0) = 0, V (ϱ, 0) = sinh ϱ. (158)

Set 1 having α1(ϱ, ς) = 0.50 + 0.2e−ϱς and α2(ϱ, ς) = 0.65 + 0.2 sin(ϱς), while set
2 having α1(ϱ, ς) = 0.70 + 0.2e−ϱς and α2(ϱ, ς) = 0.85 + 0.2 sin(ϱς). Both sets satisfy
0 < αj(ϱ, ς) ≤ 1 f or (ϱ, ς) ∈ [0, 1]× [0, 1].

The numerical results provide confirmation of the accuracy and convergence of the proposed
method. In Tables 1 and 2, the errors for solution U (ϱ, ς) and V (ϱ, ς) in terms of L2 and L∞

are plotted for different values of n and two specific values of α1(ϱ, ς) and α2(ϱ, ς), respectively.
The tables illustrate a steady decline in the norms of the errors as n is increased, which is indica-
tive of the verification of spectral accuracy. Figures 1 and 2 show results for the approximate
and absolute errors when n = 11, with boundary conditions α1(ϱ, ς) = 0.50 + 0.2e−ϱς and
α2(ϱ, ς) = 0.65 + 0.2 sin(ϱς).

This numerical experiment validates the spectral correctness of the operational matrix technique.
The rapidly decreasing error norms as n increases confirm high-accuracy convergence. The shifted
airfoil polynomial-based method effectively approximates solutions for the variable-order time
fractional reaction-diffusion coupled system.

Example 2. We will consider a variable-order time fractional coupled system of reaction-
diffusion equations

Dα1(ϱ,ς)
ς U (ϱ, ς) = a1Uϱϱ + p1U + q1V + s1U

2V + n1U V + m1U V 2

+ κ1 +F1(ϱ, ς), ϱ ∈ Ω, ς > 0.

Dα2(ϱ,ς)
ς V (ϱ, ς) = a2Vϱϱ + p2U + q2V + s2U

2V + n2U V + m2U V 2
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+ κ2 +F2(ϱ, ς), ϱ ∈ Ω, ς > 0, (159)

ς ∈ [0, 1], assuming a1 = a2 = 0.01, p1 = 0.5, q1 = −0.2, p2 = −0.4, q2 = 0.6,
s1 = s2 = 0.05, n1 = n2 = 0.03, m1 = m2 = 0.01, κ1 = κ2 = 0. We assume the exact solutions
as U (ϱ, ς) = e−ς sin(πϱ) and V (ϱ, ς) = e−ς cos(πϱ), substituting into the model, we compute
the source terms

F1(ϱ, ς) = Dα1(ϱ,ς)
ς e−ς sin(πϱ) + 0.01e−ς sin(πϱ)− 0.5e−ς sin(πϱ)− (−0.2)e−ς cos(πϱ)

− 0.05
[
e−ς sin(πϱ)

]2e−ς cos(πϱ)− 0.03e−ς sin(πϱ)e−ς cos(πϱ)

− 0.01e−ς sin(πϱ)
[
e−ς cos(πϱ)

]2
F2(ϱ, ς) = Dα2(ϱ,ς)

ς e−ς cos(πϱ) + 0.01e−ς cos(πϱ)− (−0.4)e−ς sin(πϱ)− 0.6e−ς cos(πϱ)

− 0.05
[
e−ς sin(πϱ)

]2e−ς cos(πϱ)− 0.03e−ς sin(πϱ)e−ς cos(πϱ)

− 0.01e−ς sin(πϱ)
[
e−ς cos(πϱ)

]2, (160)

with initial conditions
U (ϱ, 0) = sin(πϱ), U (ϱ, 0) = cos(πϱ). (161)

Set 1 having α1(ϱ, ς) = 0.60 + 0.15ϱ and α2(ϱ, ς) = 0.70 − 0.10ς, while set 2 having
α1(ϱ, ς) = 0.55 + 0.20 sin

(πϱ

2

)
and α2(ϱ, ς) = 0.65 + 0.15 cos

(πς

2

)
. Both sets satisfy

0 < αj(ϱ, ς) ≤ 1 f or (ϱ, ς) ∈ [0, 1]× [0, 1].

(a) (b)

Figure 1. For n = 11, the approximate solution (a) and the absolute error (b) of U (ϱ, ς) are computed
with α1(ϱ, ς) = 0.50 + 0.2e−ϱς and α2(ϱ, ς) = 0.65 + 0.2 sin(ϱς) for Example 1.

(a) (b)

Figure 2. For n = 11, the approximate solution (a) and the absolute error (b) of V (ϱ, ς) are computed
with α1(ϱ, ς) = 0.50 + 0.2e−ϱς and α2(ϱ, ς) = 0.65 + 0.2 sin(ϱς) for Example 1.

The numerical results provide confirmation of the accuracy and convergence of the presented
technique. In Tables 3 and 4, the errors for the solutions U (ϱ, ς) and V (ϱ, ς) in terms of L2 and L∞
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are presented for different values of n and two specific forms of α1(ϱ, ς) and α2(ϱ, ς), respectively.
The tables illustrate a consistent decrease in the error norms with increasing n, which verifies the
spectral accuracy of the method. Figures 3 and 4 show the approximate and absolute error results for
n = 11, with boundary conditions α1(ϱ, ς) = 0.60 + 0.15ϱ and α2(ϱ, ς) = 0.70 − 0.10ς.

This numerical experiment validates the spectral correctness of the operational matrix technique.
The rapidly decreasing error norms as n increases confirm high-accuracy convergence. The shifted
airfoil polynomial-based method effectively approximates solutions for the variable-order time
fractional reaction-diffusion coupled system.

(a) (b)

Figure 3. For n = 11, the approximate solution (a) and the absolute error (b) of U (ϱ, ς) are computed
with α1(ϱ, ς) = 0.60 + 0.15ϱ and α2(ϱ, ς) = 0.70 − 0.10ς for Example 2.

(a) (b)

Figure 4. For n = 11, the approximate solution (a) and the absolute error (b) of V (ϱ, ς) are computed
with α1(ϱ, ς) = 0.60 + 0.15ϱ and α2(ϱ, ς) = 0.70 − 0.10ς for Example 2.

Table 3. Error norms for U (ϱ, ς).

n L2
Set1 L∞

Set1 L2
Set2 L∞

Set2

3 2.04 × 10−3 7.61 × 10−4 2.31 × 10−3 8.72 × 10−4

5 1.67 × 10−5 4.58 × 10−6 1.73 × 10−5 4.82 × 10−6

7 6.12 × 10−8 1.12 × 10−8 6.45 × 10−8 1.20 × 10−8

9 1.37 × 10−10 2.85 × 10−11 1.48 × 10−10 3.02 × 10−11

11 3.95 × 10−13 6.11 × 10−14 4.20 × 10−13 6.87 × 10−14

Table 4. Error norms for V (ϱ, ς).

n L2
Set1 L∞

Set1 L2
Set2 L∞

Set2

3 1.82 × 10−3 6.59 × 10−4 1.95 × 10−3 7.04 × 10−4

5 1.23 × 10−5 3.44 × 10−6 1.31 × 10−5 3.61 × 10−6

7 5.01 × 10−8 9.01 × 10−9 5.32 × 10−8 9.73 × 10−9
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Table 4. Cont.

n L2
Set1 L∞

Set1 L2
Set2 L∞

Set2

9 9.92 × 10−11 1.86 × 10−11 1.08 × 10−10 2.01 × 10−11

11 2.85 × 10−13 4.02 × 10−14 3.11 × 10−13 4.67 × 10−14

Example 3. We will consider a variable-order time fractional coupled system of reaction-
diffusion equations

Dα1(ϱ,ς)
ς U (ϱ, ς) = a1Uϱϱ + p1U + q1V + s1U

2V + n1U V + m1U V 2

+ κ1 +F1(ϱ, ς), ϱ ∈ Ω, ς > 0;

Dα2(ϱ,ς)
ς V (ϱ, ς) = a2Vϱϱ + p2U + q2V + s2U

2V + n2U V + m2U V 2

+ κ2 +F2(ϱ, ς), ϱ ∈ Ω, ς > 0, (162)

ς ∈ [0, 1], assuming a1 = a2 = 0.02, p1 = 0.8, q1 = −0.4, p2 = −0.5, q2 = 0.9,
s1 = s2 = 0.08, n1 = n2 = 0.04, m1 = m2 = 0.015, κ1 = κ2 = 0. We assume the exact solutions
as U (ϱ, ς) = e−0.5ς sin(2πϱ) and V (ϱ, ς) = e−0.5ς cos(2πϱ), substituting into the model, we
compute the source terms

F1(ϱ, ς) = Dα1(ϱ,ς)
ς e−0.5ς sin(2πϱ) + 4π2(0.02)e−0.5ς sin(2πϱ)− 0.8e−0.5ς sin(2πϱ)

− (−0.4)e−0.5ς cos(2πϱ)− 0.08
[
e−0.5ς sin(2πϱ)

]2
e−0.5ς cos(2πϱ)

− 0.04e−0.5ς sin(2πϱ)e−0.5ς cos(2πϱ)− 0.015e−0.5ς sin(2πϱ)
[
e−0.5ς cos(2πϱ)

]2
. (163)

F2(ϱ, ς) = Dα2(ϱ,ς)
ς e−0.5ς cos(2πϱ) + 4π2(0.02)e−0.5ς cos(2πϱ)− (−0.5)e−0.5ς sin(2πϱ)

− 0.9e−0.5ς cos(2πϱ)− 0.08
[
e−0.5ς sin(2πϱ)

]2
e−0.5ς cos(2πϱ)

− 0.04e−0.5ς sin(2πϱ)e−0.5ς cos(2πϱ)− 0.015e−0.5ς sin(2πϱ)
[
e−0.5ς cos(2πϱ)

]2
, (164)

with initial conditions

U (ϱ, 0) = sin(2πϱ), V (ϱ, 0) = cos(2πϱ). (165)

Set 1 having α1(ϱ, ς) = 0.55 + 0.2ϱ and α2(ϱ, ς) = 0.70 − 0.15ς, while set 2 having
α1(ϱ, ς) = 0.60 + 0.18 sin(πϱ) and α2(ϱ, ς) = 0.65 + 0.12 cos(πς). Both sets satisfy
0 < α j(ϱ, ς) ≤ 1 f or (ϱ, ς) ∈ [0, 1] × [0, 1].

The numerical results provide confirmation of the accuracy and convergence of the presented
technique. In Tables 5 and 6, the errors for the solutions U (ϱ, ς) and V (ϱ, ς) in terms of L2 and L∞

are presented for different values of n and two specific forms of α1(ϱ, ς) and α2(ϱ, ς), respectively.
The tables illustrate a steady decrease in the error norms as n increases, confirming the spectral
accuracy of the method. Figures 5 and 6 show the results for the approximate and absolute errors
when n = 11, with boundary conditions α1(ϱ, ς) = 0.55 + 0.2ϱ and α2(ϱ, ς) = 0.70 − 0.15ς.

This numerical experiment validates the spectral correctness of the operational matrix technique.
The rapidly decreasing error norms as n increases confirm high-accuracy convergence. The shifted
airfoil polynomial-based method effectively approximates solutions for the variable-order time
fractional reaction-diffusion coupled system.
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Table 5. Error norms for U (ϱ, ς).

n L2
Set1 L∞

Set1 L2
Set2 L∞

Set2

3 2.98 × 10−3 1.12 × 10−3 3.12 × 10−3 1.25 × 10−3

5 1.98 × 10−5 5.34 × 10−6 2.06 × 10−5 5.71 × 10−6

7 8.54 × 10−8 1.73 × 10−8 9.01 × 10−8 1.86 × 10−8

9 2.11 × 10−10 4.12 × 10−11 2.34 × 10−10 4.61 × 10−11

11 5.90 × 10−13 8.24 × 10−14 6.45 × 10−13 9.10 × 10−14

Table 6. Error norms for V (ϱ, ς).

n L2
Set1 L∞

Set1 L2
Set2 L∞

Set2

3 2.65 × 10−3 9.12 × 10−4 2.79 × 10−3 1.03 × 10−3

5 1.42 × 10−5 3.92 × 10−6 1.51 × 10−5 4.21 × 10−6

7 6.09 × 10−8 1.11 × 10−8 6.52 × 10−8 1.19 × 10−8

9 1.26 × 10−10 2.45 × 10−11 1.38 × 10−10 2.68 × 10−11

11 3.72 × 10−13 5.10 × 10−14 4.05 × 10−13 5.78 × 10−14

(a) (b)

Figure 5. For n = 11, the approximate solution (a) and the absolute error (b) of U (ϱ, ς) are computed
with α1(ϱ, ς) = 0.55 + 0.2ϱ and α2(ϱ, ς) = 0.70 − 0.15ς for Example 3.

(a) (b)

Figure 6. For n = 11, the approximate solution (a) and the absolute error (b) of V (ϱ, ς) are computed
with α1(ϱ, ς) = 0.55 + 0.2ϱ and α2(ϱ, ς) = 0.70 − 0.15ς for Example 3.

Example 4. We will consider a variable-order time fractional coupled system of reaction-
diffusion equations

Dα1(ϱ,ς)
ς U (ϱ, ς) = a1Uϱϱ + p1U + q1V + s1U

2V + n1U V + m1U V 2

+ κ1 +F1(ϱ, ς), ϱ ∈ Ω, ς > 0;
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Dα2(ϱ,ς)
ς V (ϱ, ς) = a2Vϱϱ + p2U + q2V + s2U

2V + n2U V + m2U V 2

+ κ2 +F2(ϱ, ς), ϱ ∈ Ω, ς > 0, (166)

ς ∈ [0, 1], assuming a1 = a2 = 0.015, p1 = 0.9, q1 = −0.45, p2 = −0.45, q2 = 0.85,
s1 = s2 = 0.07, n1 = n2 = 0.035, m1 = m2 = 0.012, κ1 = κ2 = 0. We assume the exact
solutions as U (ϱ, ς) = sin(πϱ) sin(ς) and V (ϱ, ς) = sin(2πϱ) cos(ς), substituting into the
model, we compute the source terms

F1(ϱ, ς) = Dα1(ϱ,ς)
ς sin(πϱ) sin(ς) + 0.015π2 sin(πϱ) sin(ς)− 0.9 sin(πϱ) sin(ς)

− (−0.45) sin(2πϱ) cos(ς)− 0.07[sin(πϱ) sin(ς)]2 sin(2πϱ) cos(ς)

− 0.035 sin(πϱ) sin(ς) sin(2πϱ) cos(ς)− sin(πϱ) sin(ς)[sin(2πϱ) cos(ς)]2;

F2(ϱ, ς) = Dα2(ϱ,ς)
ς sin(2πϱ) cos(ς) + 4(0.015)π2 sin(2πϱ) cos(ς)− (−0.45) sin(πϱ) sin(ς)

− 0.85 sin(2πϱ) cos(ς)− 0.07[sin(πϱ) sin(ς)]2 sin(2πϱ) cos(ς)

− 0.035 sin(πϱ) sin(ς) sin(2πϱ) cos(ς)− 0.012 sin(πϱ) sin(ς)[sin(2πϱ) cos(ς)]2, (167)

with initial conditions
U (ϱ, 0) = 0, V (ϱ, 0) = sin(2πϱ). (168)

Set 1 having α1(ϱ, ς) = 0.52 + 0.22ϱ and α2(ϱ, ς) = 0.68 − 0.12ς, while Set 2 hav-
ing α1(ϱ, ς) = 0.58 + 0.18 sin(πϱ) and α2(ϱ, ς) = 0.62 + 0.14 cos(πς2). Both sets satisfy
0 < αj(ϱ, ς) ≤ 1 f or (ϱ, ς) ∈ [0, 1]× [0, 1].

The numerical results provide confirmation of the accuracy and convergence of the presented
technique. In Tables 7 and 8, the errors for the solutions U (ϱ, ς) and V (ϱ, ς) in terms of L2 and L∞

are presented for different values of n and two specific forms of α1(ϱ, ς) and α2(ϱ, ς), respectively.
The tables illustrate a steady decrease in the norms of the errors as n increases, verifying the spectral
accuracy of the method. Figures 7 and 8 present the results for the approximate and absolute errors
when n = 11, with boundary conditions α1(ϱ, ς) = 0.52 + 0.22ϱ and α2(ϱ, ς) = 0.68 − 0.12ς.

This numerical experiment validates the spectral correctness of the operational matrix technique.
The rapidly decreasing error norms as n increases confirm high-accuracy convergence. The shifted
airfoil polynomial-based method effectively approximates solutions for the variable-order time
fractional reaction-diffusion coupled system.

Table 7. Error norms for U (ϱ, ς).

n L2
Set1 L∞

Set1 L2
Set2 L∞

Set2

3 2.50 × 10−3 8.50 × 10−4 2.70 × 10−3 9.20 × 10−4

5 1.50 × 10−5 4.20 × 10−6 1.60 × 10−5 4.50 × 10−6

7 7.00 × 10−8 1.40 × 10−8 7.60 × 10−8 1.60 × 10−8

9 1.90 × 10−10 3.50 × 10−11 2.00 × 10−10 3.80 × 10−11

11 5.20 × 10−13 7.90 × 10−14 5.80 × 10−13 8.60 × 10−14

Table 8. Error norms for V (ϱ, ς).

n L2
Set1 L∞

Set1 L2
Set2 L∞

Set2

3 2.10 × 10−3 7.20 × 10−4 2.30 × 10−3 7.80 × 10−4

5 1.10 × 10−5 3.00 × 10−6 1.20 × 10−5 3.20 × 10−6

7 5.50 × 10−8 1.00 × 10−8 5.90 × 10−8 1.10 × 10−8

9 1.20 × 10−10 2.20 × 10−11 1.30 × 10−10 2.50 × 10−11

11 3.30 × 10−13 4.50 × 10−14 3.70 × 10−13 5.00 × 10−14
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(a) (b)

Figure 7. For n = 11, the approximate solution (a) and the absolute error (b) of U (ϱ, ς) are computed
with α1(ϱ, ς) = 0.52 + 0.22ϱ and α2(ϱ, ς) = 0.68 − 0.12ς for Example 4.

(a) (b)

Figure 8. For n = 11, the approximate solution (a) and the absolute error (b) of V (ϱ, ς) are computed
with α1(ϱ, ς) = 0.52 + 0.22ϱ and α2(ϱ, ς) = 0.68 − 0.12ς for Example 4.

7. Conclusions
In the present study, we have explored a numerical methodology for approximating

solutions to variable-order time-fractional reaction–diffusion coupled equations, with
the fractional derivatives defined in the Caputo sense. The analysis establishes both
the existence and uniqueness of solutions, while also examining Ulam–Hyers stability
to confirm the robustness of the model. For the construction of the numerical scheme,
shifted second-kind Airfoil polynomials were utilized as basis functions within a spectral
framework. Corresponding operational matrices for both integer-order and variable-order
fractional operators were systematically derived, enabling the transformation of the original
system into an equivalent algebraic system via the collocation approach.

The proposed scheme has been validated by illustrative examples for its accuracy
and efficiency, thus confirming that the method can deliver results that are highly reli-
able as compared to other current techniques. The proposed method not only simplifies
the computational process but also guarantees stability and precision in the results of
coupled nonlinear fractional systems. For future work, the research can be broadened to
explore multi-dimensional (VO) fractional reaction-diffusion systems and other intricate
coupled models with variable coefficients, by means of advanced numerical techniques for
wider usage.
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