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Abstract

Before proving (unconditional) energy stability for gradient flows, most existing studies either require a
strong Lipschitz condition regarding the non-linearity or certain L∞ bounds on the numerical solutions
(the maximum principle). However, proving energy stability without such premises is a very challenging
task. In this paper, we aim to develop a novel analytical tool, namely global-in-time energy stability, to
demonstrate energy dissipation without assuming any strong Lipschitz condition or L∞ boundedness.
The fourth-order-in-space Swift-Hohenberg equation is used to elucidate the theoretical results in
detail. We also propose a temporal second-order accurate scheme for efficiently solving such a strongly
stiff equation. Furthermore, we present the corresponding optimal L2 error estimate and provide
several numerical simulations to demonstrate the dynamics.
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Key words: Global-in-time energy stability, gradient flow, Lispchitz assumption, maximum principle,
original energy, exponential Runge–Kutta, Swift–Hohenberg equation.

1 Introduction

Many physical problems can be modeled by PDEs that take the form of gradient flows, which are often
derived from the second law of thermodynamics. It is well-known that a gradient flow is determined by
not only the driving free energy but also the dissipation mechanism. Given a free energy functional E(u),
denote its variational derivative as µ = δE/δu. The general form of the gradient flow can be written as

∂u

∂t
= Gµ, (1.1)

equipped with suitable boundary conditions. In the above, a non-positive symmetric operator G gives
the dissipation mechanism, thus the free energy is non-increasing:

dE

dt
= ⟨µ,Gµ⟩ ≤ 0, (1.2)
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where ⟨ϕ, ψ⟩ =
´
Ω ϕ·ψdx. Familiar dissipative operators G include but not limited to−I, ∆, −(−∆)α (0 <

α < 1), corresponding to L2, H−1 and nonlocal H−α gradient flows, respectively. In general, the free
energy functional contains linear and nonlinear terms, which we write explicitly as

E(u) =
1

2
⟨u,Lu⟩+ ⟨F (u), 1⟩, (1.3)

where L is a symmetric non-negative linear operator, and F (u) represents the nonlinear potential. In
particular, if the energy functional associated with (1.1) is

Eε(u) =

ˆ
Ω

(
ε2

2
|∇u|2 + F (u)

)
dx, (1.4)

where ε is a certain positive parameter, the well-known Allen–Cahn (AC, L2 gradient flow) and Cahn–
Hilliard (CH,H−1 gradient flow) equations could be derived with different nonlinear potentials. Moreover,
it follows from (1.2) that

Eε(u(t)) ≤ Eε(u(s)), ∀t ≤ s,

which gives a prior control of H1-norm of the solution.
The energy dissipation property (1.2) is always viewed as a key criterion for designing efficient and

long-time stable numerical schemes, such as [1, 3, 17, 14, 18, 12]. Among them, Shen and Yang [27]
proved energy stability for the AC and CH equations by a nonlinear term truncation technique. More
precisely, it is assumed that

max
u∈R

|f̃ ′(u)| ≤ β, f̃ ′(u) is a suitable modification of the original function derivative f ′(u),

which is what we referred to as the Lipschitz assumption on the non-linearity in the abstract. Also, see
the same strategy for example [24, 25, 26, 28] and the references therein. As Li and Qiao [33] mentioned,
the main drawback of the aforementioned numerical developments is that to obtain energy stability, one
either makes a Lipschitz assumption on the non-linearity such as [27], or one assumes some additional
L∞ bounds on the numerical solution, which is automatically satisfied by AC type equations with the
standard maximum principle. It is very desirable to remove these technical obstacles and establish a
more reasonable energy stability theory. Therefore, the purpose of this work is to prove energy stability on
applying an efficient scheme to the gradient flow without maximum principle or any Lipschitz assumption.

In fact, very few work has been devoted to such analysis. This is partly due to some technical
difficulties related to the Hm-norm (m ≥ 1) prior control and L∞ bounds of the solutions, making it
difficult to handle nonlinear terms optimally. Notably, by utilizing a log-type interpolation inequality,
Li et al. [33, 34] provided rigorous analyses for the CH equation several years ago, employing first-order
stabilized semi-implicit (SSI1) and second-order backward differential formula (BDF2) time-stepping
schemes. In this paper, however, we shall adopt a different approach by considering another gradient
flow, the Swift–Hohenberg (SH, L2 gradient flow) equation, using a second-order accurate, energy-
stable exponential-type scheme. Our exponential-type scheme effectively addresses the severe stiffness
introduced by the biharmonic linear term and achieves second-order accuracy in a single step. Furthermore,
unlike the previous studies [33, 34], our analytical framework leverages the specific energy structure and
employs specialized operator estimations to achieve the desired theoretical results. This framework is
also applicable to the phase field crystal (PFC, H−1 gradient flow) equation [29], which we leave the
discussion in a forthcoming paper.

The SH equation [19] is widely used in the study of phenomena such as Rayleigh-Bénard convection
and more elaborate density functional theories of liquid interfaces [9, 4, 16, 10, 11]. It differs from the
classical AC and CH systems in that the stable phase is periodic, and is built with the following Lyapunov
energy functional (cf. [19, 5, 13]):

E(u) =

ˆ
Ω

1

2
u (∆ + 1)2︸ ︷︷ ︸

L

u+
1

4
u4 − ε

2
u2︸ ︷︷ ︸

F (u)

dx, (1.5)
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which leads to the following fourth-order-in-space system:

∂u

∂t
= −(∆ + 1)2u− f(u), (x, t) ∈ Ω× (0, T ], (1.6)

where f(u) = u3 − εu, Ω ⊂ R2, u : Ω → R stands for the order parameter, and ε is a positive
constant with certain physical significance. Similar to the PFC equation, the SH equation can describe
many basic properties of polycrystalline materials that arise during non-equilibrium processing. The
equation of motion governing these non-equilibrium phenomena is a nonlinear PDE that generally cannot
be solved analytically for random initial conditions. Therefore, numerous efforts have been made to
design appropriate numerical methods to help researchers understand and characterize non-equilibrium
phenomena, see, e.g., [12, 22, 23, 21, 15, 14] and the references therein.

A significant challenge is that obtaining energy dissipation using explicit schemes is very difficult due
to severe time-step restrictions. To ensure the decay of the total energy while employing a moderately
large time-step size, a feasible choice is to use implicit-explicit (IMEX) schemes, where the linear part is
treated implicitly and the nonlinear part is evaluated explicitly. Motivated by this idea and Duhamel’s
formula with respect to (1.1):

u(t) = etGu(t0) +

ˆ t

t0

eG(t−s)f(u(s)) ds, (1.7)

where etG is the standard semi-group (kernel) with G as the spatial discretization of G, researchers have
widely used energy-stable exponential-type methods to deal with various gradient flows. For instance,
Ju et al. [30, 31, 32] used first- and second-order exponential time differencing Runge-Kutta (ETDRK)
methods to present numerical analyses for AC and CH equations, while Chen et al. [39, 40] conducted
extensive research on the application of stabilization ETD multi-step (sETDMS) schemes for thin film
models. Building on these remarkable studies, we shall propose an improved second-order exponential
Runge-Kutta method, namely ERK(2,2) (2.6). Furthermore, original energy stability of the SH equation
(1.6) is rigorously proved by our proposed method, while multi-step methods only achieve modified energy
stability, which includes a few correction terms that cannot be removed.

We now state our main results by three steps as follows.
Step 1 : by assuming l∞ bounds of the numerical solutions, we are able to derive original energy stability
of the SH equation:

Theorem 1.1 (Original energy stability). The ERK(2,2) scheme (2.6) unconditionally preserves the
original energy of the SH equation; that is,

EN (un+1) ≤ EN (un), ∀τ > 0, 0 ≤ n ≤ Nt − 1,

provided that

κ ≥ max
|ξ|≤β

|3ξ2 − ε|
2

with β := max
0≤n≤Nt, i=0,1,2

∥un,i∥ℓ∞ . (1.8)

To finish the complete proof, it is necessary to recover the l∞ boundedness of un+1.
Step 2 : We suppose energy stable in the first n steps to obtain an upper bound on the discrete energy,
i.e. EN (un) ≤ EN (un−1) ≤ . . . ≤ EN (u0) =: Ce with Ce a constant. Subsequently, with the help of many
state-of-art theoretical analysis techniques, such as the discrete Sobolev inequality, elliptic regularity, as
well as repeated eigenvalue estimates for various Fourier-space operators at the RK stages, we are able
to establish ℓ2 and H2

h bounds of the numerical solutions at every RK stages.
Step 3 : In turn, ∥un+1∥l∞ becomes a direct consequence of an application of discrete Sobolev embedding.
Such an ℓ∞ bound enables us to derive the following desirable result under a certain time-step size
constraint:
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Theorem 1.2 (Global-in-time energy stability). With the chosen stabilization parameter in (1.8), which
only depends on the parameter ε, initial energy E0 and domain Ω, we select a time-step size that satisfies
the following O(1) constraint:

τ ≤ min

{
1

256
,
1

64
C̃−4
1 , (64κ)−

1
2 ,

1

4
C̃−2
0 κ−

1
2

}
,

where both C̃1 and C̃0 are global-in-time constants. Then the numerical solution {un}0≤n≤Nt produced by
the ERK(2,2) scheme (2.6) always satisfies EN (un+1) ≤ EN (un).

It is observed that with only one condition concerning the time step, the proof is established without
additional assumptions. Moreover, the above two theorems complement each other, and the constants C̃1

and C̃0 do not depend on exponential factors involving the time parameter. Therefore, even if the total
time is large, these factors will not cause instability. This is precisely why we refer to it as “global-in-time
energy stability”.

The remainder of the paper is structured as follows. In Section 2, a fully discrete numerical scheme is
devised, employing the Fourier spectral collocation spatial discretization and two-stage, second-order
exponential Runge–Kutta temporal integration. The detailed proof of main results is provided in
Section 3, followed by an optimal rate convergence estimate in Section 4. In Section 5, we present
some numerical results to illustrate the temporal accuracy and long-time dynamic performance of the
proposed scheme. Moreover, some concluding remarks are made in Section 6. The proofs of two essential
propositions in Section 3 are placed in Appendices A and B.

2 Fully discretization

To simplify the presentation, a two-dimensional (2-D) domain is assumed, and an extension to the three-
dimensional case could be similarly handled without an essential difficulty. Furthermore, we assume
throughout the paper that periodic boundary conditions are chosen such that all boundary terms will
vanish when integration by parts is performed; of course, an extension to the homogeneous Neumann
boundary condition case is straightforward.

2.1 Review of the Fourier pseudo-spectral approximation

We assume that the domain is given by Ω = [0, L]2, with a uniform mesh size: Nx = Ny = N , N · h = L.
The number of grid points (in each direction) is set as N = 2K + 1, and the case for an even N could
be similarly treated. All the spatial variables are evaluated on the N × N uniform mesh ΩN , in which
xp = ph, yq = qh, 0 ≤ p, q ≤ N − 1, h = L

N . We also denote a uniform time step size τ = T
Nt

, where Nt

is a positive integer, and tn = nτ for 0 ≤ n ≤ Nt. Let MN denote the set of 2-D periodic grid functions
defined on ΩN . For any gird functions f, g ∈ MN , the discrete ℓ2 norm and inner product, and discrete
ℓ∞ norm are introduced as

∥f∥2 :=
√

⟨f, f⟩ with ⟨f, g⟩ := h2
N−1∑
p,q=0

fp,qgp,q; ∥f∥∞ := max
p,q

|fp,q|.

For f ∈ MN , we set the discrete Fourier expansion as

fp,q =

K∑
ℓ,m=−K

f̂ℓ,me2πi(ℓxp+myq)/L, with i =
√
−1, (2.1)

where the coefficients f̂ℓ,m are obtained by the discrete Fourier transform.
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Although no aliasing error needs to be considered in the numerical analysis, due to the lack of spatial
derivative terms in the nonlinear parts of the SH equation (1.6), we have to introduce a periodic extension
of a grid function and a Fourier collocation interpolation operator to facilitate the later analysis.

Definition 2.1. For any f ∈ MN , we denote its periodic continuous extension into BK (the space of
trigonometric polynomials of degree at most K) as fS, given by

fS(x, y) = SN (f) =
K∑

ℓ,m=−K

f̂ℓ,me2πi(ℓx+my)/L.

We call SN : MN → BK the spectral interpolation operator.

Definition 2.2. The discrete differentiation operators in the x-direction are defined as

(Dxf)p,q :=
K∑

ℓ,m=−K

2ℓπi

L
f̂ℓ,me2πi(ℓxp+myq)/L,

(D2
xf)p,q :=

K∑
ℓ,m=−K

−4ℓ2π2

L2
f̂ℓ,me2πi(ℓxp+myq)/L.

The differentiation operators in the y-direction, Dy and D2
y, can be introduced in the same fashion. In

turn, the discrete Laplacian, gradient and divergence operators are given by

∆Nf := D2
xf +D2

yf, ∇Nf :=

(
Dxf,
Dyf

)
, ∇N ·

(
f1
f2

)
:= Dxf1 +Dyf2,

at the point-wise level.

Detailed calculations reveal that the following summation-by-parts formulas (cf. [1, 2, 6, 7]) are valid
.

Proposition 2.1. For any periodic grid functions f, g ∈ MN , we have

⟨f,∆Ng⟩ = −⟨∇Nf,∇Ng⟩ = ⟨∆Nf, g⟩, ⟨f,∇N · g⟩ = −⟨∇Nf, g⟩.

2.2 Time-stepping integrator

The space-discrete problem of equation (1.6) turns out to be: find u : [0,+∞) → MN which satisfies

du

dt
= −(∆N + I)2u− f(u). (2.2)

Meanwhile, the discrete energy is given by

EN (u) =
1

2
∥(∆N + I)u∥22 + ⟨1

4
u4 − ε

2
u2, 1⟩.

Adding and subtracting the stabilization term κu (κ > 0) on the right-hand side (RHS) of equation (2.2),
we obtain the following ODE system:

du

dt
= −Lκu+Nκ(u), t ∈ (0, T ],

u(0) = u0, t = 0,
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where u0 ∈ MN is given by the initial data, Lκ = (∆N +I)2+κI, and Nκ(u) = κu−f(u). Let {e−tLκ}t≥0

denote the semigroup on ΩN with the generator (−Lκ). Based on the integrating factor, an update of
the exact solution from time instant tn to the next time step tn+1 could be expressed as

u(tn+1) = e−τLκu(tn) +

ˆ τ

0
e−(τ−r)LκNκ(u(tn + r)) dr. (2.3)

Denoting by un the fully discrete numerical solution at the time step tn, a family of second-order ERK
approach derived by Hochbruck and Ostermann [8] for solving equation (2.3) is formulated as below: for
n = 0, 1, . . . , Nt − 1,

un,i = φ0(τLκ)u
n + τ

i−1∑
j=0

ai,j(τLκ)Nκ(un,j), i = 1, 2, (2.4)

in which the coefficients ai,j(z) that satisfy the second-order conditions in Section 5.1 of [8] are linear
combinations of the φk(z) functions defined by

φ0(z) = e−z, φ1(z) =
1− e−z

z
, φ2(z) =

e−z − 1 + z

z2
, with φk(0) =

1

k!
.

It is observed that ai,j(z) are specified in the following one-parameter Butcher-like tableau (cf.
equation (5.8) in [8]):

c0 0
c1 a1,0(z) 0

c2 a2,0(z) a2,1(z)

=

0 0
c1 c1φ1,1 0

1 (1− 1
2c1

)φ1
1
2c1
φ1

, (2.5)

where φ1,1(z) := φ1(c1z). Notice that the choice c1 =
1
2 yields a2,0 = 0. We apply this particular instance

to derive a two-stage, second-order fully discrete scheme, denoted as ERK(2,2):

un+1 = φ0(τLκ)u
n + τφ1(τLκ)Nκ(un,1)

= P−1
[
φ0(τL̂κ)Pu

n + τφ1(τL̂κ)PNκ(un,1)
]
,

un,1 = φ0(
1

2
τLκ)u

n +
τ

2
φ1(

1

2
τLκ)Nκ(u

n)

= P−1

[
φ0(

1

2
τL̂κ)Pu

n +
τ

2
φ1(

1

2
τL̂κ)PNκ(u

n)

]
,

(2.6)

where the operators P and P−1 can be implemented by the 2-D fast Fourier transform (FFT) and
the corresponding inverse transform, respectively. Therefore, the overall computational complexity is
O(N2 log2N) per time step. In addition, L̂κ = PLκP

−1.

Remark 2.1. Note that another second-order typical ERK scheme, ETDRK2 (C.2), shares the same
stage as ERK(2,2) but possesses a more complex structure. In a previous work [17], the authors conducted
a numerical investigation revealing that ETDRK2 achieves better accuracy than the scheme (2.5) with
c1 = 1. Nonetheless, when compared with ETDRK2, ERK(2,2) demonstrates both enhanced accuracy and
faster computation (cf. Figure 1 in Section 5), representing a significant computational advantage.

Remark 2.2. In fact, there is one more difference between the two methods; that is, ETDRK2 is of stiff
order two, while ERK(2,2) has stiff convergence order two [38]. Existing numerical evidence suggests that
the latter method demonstrates superior error accuracy due to its second-order global error, whereas the
former exhibits enhanced stability when addressing stiff problems. Remaining this observation in actual
numerical implementation remains to be studied further.
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3 Proof of Main results

Now we turn to the energy stability analysis of the ERK(2,2) scheme. For any u ∈ MN , the discrete
energy functional could be rewritten as EN (u) = EN,c(u) + EN,e(u), with

EN,c(u) =
1

2
⟨u, (∆N + I)2u⟩, EN,e(u) = ⟨1

4
u4 − ε

2
u2, 1⟩.

3.1 Proof of Theorem 1.1

We first prove that the ERK(2,2) scheme (2.6), with a sufficiently large κ, is original energy stable.

Proof. A difference of the two energy functional EN,c(v) and EN,c(w) yields

EN,c(v)− EN,c(w) =
1

2
⟨v, (∆N + I)2v⟩ − 1

2
⟨w, (∆N + I)2w⟩

= ⟨v − w, (∆N + I)2v⟩ − 1

2
⟨v − w, (∆N + I)2(v − w)⟩

≤ ⟨v − w,Lκv⟩ − κ⟨v − w, v⟩.

(3.1)

For EN,e(v) and EN,e(w), a careful application of Taylor’s expansion indicates that

EN,e(v)− EN,e(w) = ⟨v − w, f(w)⟩+ 1

2
⟨v − w, f ′(ξ)(v − w)⟩

= −⟨v − w,Nκ(w)⟩+ κ⟨v − w,w⟩+ 1

2
⟨v − w, f ′(ξ)(v − w)⟩,

(3.2)

in which the variable ξ is between v and w, at a point-wise level.
A combination of (3.1) and (3.2) leads to

EN (v)− EN (w) ≤ ⟨v − w,Lκv − κv⟩+ ⟨v − w,−Nκ(w) + κw⟩+ 1

2
⟨v − w, f ′(ξ)(v − w)⟩

= ⟨v − w,Lκv −Nκ(w)⟩+ ⟨v − w, [
1

2
f ′(ξ)− κI](v − w)⟩.

In turn, under the condition that κ ≥ max
|ξ|≤β

|3ξ2−ε|
2 ≥ 1

2f
′(ξ), the following inequality is available:

EN (v)− EN (w) ≤ ⟨v − w,Lκv −Nκ(w)⟩.

Then we arrive at

EN (un,1)− EN (un) ≤ ⟨un,1 − un, Lκun,1 −Nκ(u
n)⟩

= ⟨un,1 − un, Lκun,1 − [c1τφ1(c1τLκ)]
−1[un,1 − un + c1τLκφ1(c1τLκ)u

n]⟩
= ⟨un,1 − un, {Lκ − [c1τφ1 (c1τLκ)]

−1}(un,1 − un)⟩
=: ⟨un,1 − un,∆1(un,1 − un)⟩,

(3.3)

where ∆1 = 2τ−1h1(c1τLκ), with h1(z) = z − [φ1(z)]
−1 = ze−z/(e−z − 1). Notice that Lκ is symmetric

positive definite, thus h1(z) < 0 for any z ̸= 0. Consequently, the operator ∆1 is negative semi-definite
and EN (un,1)− EN (un) ≤ 0.
As for the second step, a difference between EN (un+1) and EN (un,1) reveals that

EN (un+1)− EN (un,1) ≤ ⟨un+1 − un,1, Lκu
n+1 −Nκ(un,1)⟩

= ⟨un+1 − un,1, Lκu
n+1 − [τφ1(τLκ)]

−1 [un+1 − un + τLκφ1(τLκ)u
n]⟩

= ⟨un+1 − un,1, {Lκ − [τφ1(τLκ)]
−1}(un+1 − un)⟩

=: ⟨un+1 − un,1,∆2(u
n+1 − un)⟩,

(3.4)
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with ∆2 = τ−1h1(τLκ) a negative semi-definite operator. In turn, we obtain EN (un+1)− EN (un,1) ≤ 0.
Subsequently, a summation of inequalities (3.3) and (3.4) yields

EN (un+1)− EN (un) ≤ ⟨un,1 − un,∆1(un,1 − un)⟩+ ⟨un+1 − un,1,∆2(u
n+1 − un)⟩

= ⟨un,1 − un,∆1(un,1 − un)⟩︸ ︷︷ ︸
A

+ ⟨un+1 − un,1,∆2(u
n+1 − un,1)⟩︸ ︷︷ ︸

B

+ ⟨un+1 − un,1,∆2(un,1 − un)⟩︸ ︷︷ ︸
C

,

(3.5)

A = ⟨un,1 − un, (∆1 −
1

2
∆2)(un,1 − un)⟩︸ ︷︷ ︸

A1

+
1

2
⟨un,1 − un,∆2(un,1 − un)⟩︸ ︷︷ ︸

A2

,

where ∆1 − 1
2∆2 = 2τ−1h2(τLκ), with h2(z) = h1(

z
2)−

1
4h1(z) =

ze−z/2

2(e−z/2−1)
− ze−z

4(e−z−1)
. It can be verified

that h2 ≤ 0 for any z ̸= 0. Therefore, ∆1− 1
2∆2 is symmetric negative semi-definite and A1 ≤ 0. We also

notice that

A2 +
1

2
C =

1

2
⟨un+1 − un,∆2(un,1 − un)⟩, 1

2
(B + C) =

1

2
⟨un+1 − un,1,∆2(u

n+1 − un)⟩,

which in turn leads to

A2 +
1

2
B + C =

1

2
⟨un+1 − un,∆2(u

n+1 − un)⟩ ≤ 0.

As a result, inequality (3.5) turns out to be

EN (un+1)− EN (un) ≤ A1 + (A2 +
1

2
B + C) +

1

2
B ≤ 0.

This completes the proof.

3.2 Proof of Theorem 1.2

Theorem 1.1 indicates that, the choice of stabilization parameter in (1.8) implicitly uses an a-priori ℓ∞

bound assumption on un,i in order to make κ a controllable constant. Of course, it is desirable to remove
this technical restriction and establish a more reasonable energy stability theory.

In this subsection, we perform a direct analysis for the numerical solution of the ERK(2,2) scheme
(2.6), so that uniform-in-time ℓ2 and H2

h estimates become available for the numerical solutions at all
the stages. With the help of the discrete Sobolev embedding, we are able to recover the global-in-time
values for β and κ in (1.8), which allows us to derive a global-in-time energy stability estimate for the
ERK(2,2) scheme.

3.2.1 A few preliminary notations and results

The verification of the following Calculus-style analysis is straightforward.

Lemma 3.1. For the ERK(2,2) scheme (2.6), the functions φi(c1z) are decreasing and φi(c1z) ≤ 1,
∀z > 0, where i = 0, 1.

We introduce the following linear operators to facilitate the energy stability analysis:

Gi = ciφ1(ciτLκ) = (τLκ)
−1(I − e−ciτLκ), i = 1, 2.

8



In more details, for f ∈ MN with a discrete Fourier expansion as (2.1), an application of of Gi becomes

(Gif)p,q =

K∑
ℓ,m=−K

ciφ1(ciτΛℓ,m)f̂ℓ,me2πi(ℓxp+myq)/L, with Λℓ,m = (−1 + λℓ,m)2 + κ,

where λℓ,m = 4π2

L2 (ℓ
2 +m2). Since all the eigenvalues of Gi are non-negative, we define G

1
2
i and G

1
2
1,2 =

G
1
2
1G

1
2
2 as

(G
1
2
i f)p,q =

K∑
ℓ,m=−K

(ciφ1(ciτΛℓ,m))
1
2 f̂ℓ,me2πi(ℓxp+myq)/L;

(G
1
2
1,2f)p,q =

K∑
ℓ,m=−K

(c1c2φ1(c1τΛℓ,m)φ1(c2τΛℓ,m))
1
2 f̂ℓ,me2πi(ℓxp+myq)/L.

It is obvious that the operators G
1
2
i and G

1
2
1,2 are commutative with any differential operators in the

Fourier pseudo-spectral space, and the summation by parts formulas are available:

⟨f,Gig⟩ = ⟨G
1
2
i f,G

1
2
i g⟩, ⟨G1f,G2g⟩ = ⟨G

1
2
1,2f,G

1
2
1,2g⟩.

In addition, the operators G∗
i , G

∗∗
i , G∗, and G∗∗ are introduced to facilitate the analysis for the

diffusion part:

(G∗
i f)p,q =

K∑
ℓ,m=−K

(ciΛℓ,mφ1(ciτΛℓ,m))
1
2 f̂ℓ,me2πi(ℓxp+myq)/L;

(G∗∗
i f)p,q =

K∑
ℓ,m=−K

(ciΛℓ,mφ1(ciτΛℓ,m))
1
2 λℓ,mf̂ℓ,me2πi(ℓxp+myq)/L;

(G∗f)p,q =
K∑

ℓ,m=−K

(
c1c2Λ

2
ℓ,mφ1(c1τΛℓ,m)φ1(c2τΛℓ,m)

) 1
2 f̂ℓ,me2πi(ℓxp+myq)/L;

(G∗∗f)p,q =

K∑
ℓ,m=−K

(
c1c2Λ

2
ℓ,mφ1(c1τΛℓ,m)φ1(c2τΛℓ,m)

) 1
2 λℓ,mf̂ℓ,me2πi(ℓxp+myq)/L.

The following identities could be verified in a straightforward way:

⟨GiLκf, (I +∆2
N )f⟩ = ∥G∗

i f∥22 + ∥G∗∗
i f∥22; ⟨G1Lκf,G2(I +∆2

N )f⟩ = ∥G∗f∥22 + ∥G∗∗f∥22.

By the fact that φ1(c1z) ≤ 1 (by Lemma 3.1), it is easy to derive Proposition 3.1. We also introduce
other two propositions whose proofs are postponed to Appendices A and B.

Proposition 3.1. For any f ∈ MN , the following two estimates are valid:

∥G
1
2
i f∥2 ≤ ∥f∥2, ∥G

1
2
1,2f∥2 ≤ ∥f∥2. (3.6)

Proposition 3.2. For κ ≥ 1 and f ∈ MN , we have

∥G∗
i f∥22 + ∥G∗∗

i f∥22 ≥
1

4
(∥G

1
2
i ∆Nf∥22 + ∥G

1
2
i ∆

2
Nf∥22)

+ (κ− 1)(∥G
1
2
i f∥

2
2 + ∥G

1
2
i ∆Nf∥22) +

2

3
(∥G

1
2
i f∥

2
2 + ∥G

1
2
i ∆Nf∥22).

(3.7)

∥G∗f∥22 + ∥G∗∗f∥22 ≥
1

4
(∥G

1
2
1,2∆Nf∥22 + ∥G

1
2
1,2∆

2
Nf∥22)

+ (κ− 1)(∥G
1
2
1,2f∥

2
2 + ∥G

1
2
1,2∆Nf∥22) +

2

3
(∥G

1
2
1,2f∥

2
2 + ∥G

1
2
1,2∆Nf∥22).

(3.8)
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Proposition 3.3. For f, g ∈ MN , we have

τ⟨GiLκf, φ0(ciτLκ)f⟩+ ∥g − φ0(ciτLκ)f∥22 ≥ τ∥G∗
i g∥22; (3.9)

τ⟨GiLκf,∆
2
Nφ0(ciτLκ)f⟩+ ∥∆N (g − φ0(ciτLκ)f)∥22 ≥ τ∥G∗∗

i g∥22; (3.10)

τ⟨G1Lκf,G2φ0(ciτLκ)f⟩+ ∥G
1
2
2 (g − φ0(ciτLκ)f)∥22 ≥ τ∥G∗g∥22; (3.11)

τ⟨G1Lκf,G2∆
2
Nφ0(ciτLκ)f⟩+ ∥G

1
2
2∆N (g − φ0(ciτLκ)f)∥22 ≥ τ∥G∗∗g∥22. (3.12)

Lemma 3.2. For f ∈ MN , it follows that

∥f∥∞ ≤ Ĉ (∥f∥2 + ∥∆Nf∥2) ,

where the constant Ĉ is independent of f , h, and κ.

Proof. For any periodic function f ∈ MN , we recall its continuous extension, fS = SN (f) ∈ BK , as
introduced in Definition 2.1. Since f is the point-wise interpolation of fS , we see that ∥f∥∞ ≤ ∥fS∥L∞ .
For any smooth function fS , applying the 2-D Sobolev inequality associated the embedding H2 ↪→ L∞

and the elliptic regularity, it holds that

∥fS∥L∞ ≤ Ĉ(∥fS∥L2 + ∥∆fS∥L2) = Ĉ(∥f∥2 + ∥∆Nf∥2).

To proceed the energy analysis, we make an a-priori assumption at the previous time step:

EN (un) ≤ EN (u0) =: Ce. (3.13)

Such an assumption will be recovered at the next time step. Afterwards, the ℓ2 and H2
h bounds for the

numerical solutions un could be derived (cf. Lemma 3.7 of [20]),

∥un∥2, ∥∆Nu
n∥2 ≤ C0 := 2

√
Ce + |Ω|. (3.14)

Based on an application of Lemma 3.2, we have a discrete ℓ∞ bound at time step tn:

∥un∥∞ ≤ Ĉ(∥un∥2 + ∥∆Nu
n∥2) ≤ 2ĈC0 =: C̃0. (3.15)

3.2.2 Preliminary ℓ2 and H2
h estimates of un,1

To obtain a rough ℓ∞ estimate for the intermediate-stage numerical solution, we have to derive the ℓ2

and H2
h estimates for un,1, given by (2.6). Meanwhile, an intuitional interaction between the linear and

nonlinear terms is not clearly presented in the current numerical formulation (2.6). To remedy this issue,
by introducing u∗n,i = φ0 (ciτLκ)u

n, the algorithm can be recast as a two-substage system, facilitating a
more convenient theoretical analysis:

u∗n,i − un

τ
= −ciLκφ1(ciτLκ)u

n, (3.16)

un,i − u∗n,i
τ

= ciφ1(ciτLκ)Nκ(un,j), i = 1, 2, j = i− 1. (3.17)

Taking a discrete ℓ2 inner product with equality (3.16) by (I + ∆2
N )(u∗n,i + un), combined with the

summation by parts formula, yields

(I +∆2
N )(∥u∗n,i∥22 − ∥un∥22) + τ(∥G∗

iu
n∥22 + ∥G∗∗

i u
n∥22 + ⟨GiLκu

n, (I +∆2
N )u∗n,i⟩) = 0. (3.18)

10



Taking a discrete ℓ2 inner product with equality (3.17) by 2(I +∆2
N )un,i leads to

⟨un,i − u∗n,i, 2(I +∆2
N )un,i⟩ = 2τ⟨GiNκ(un,j), (I +∆2

N )un,i⟩. (3.19)

The term on the left-hand side (LHS) of equality (3.19) can be rewritten as:

⟨un,i − u∗n,i, 2(I +∆2
N )un,i⟩ = ∥un,i∥22 − ∥u∗n,i∥22 + ∥un,i − u∗n,i∥22 + ∥∆Nun,i∥22

− ∥∆Nu
∗
n,i∥22 + ∥∆N (un,i − u∗n,i)∥22,

(3.20)

where the identity a2 − b2 = 2a(a− b)− (a− b)2 has been employed. In turn, a combination of equalities
(3.18)-(3.20) leads to

∥un,i∥22 − ∥un∥22 + ∥un,i − u∗n,i∥22 + ∥∆Nun,i∥22 − ∥∆Nu
∗
n,i∥22 + ∥∆N (un,i − u∗n,i)∥22

+ τ(∥G∗
iu

n∥22 + ∥G∗∗
i u

n∥22 + ⟨GiLκu
n, (I +∆2

N )u∗n,i⟩) = 2τ⟨GiNκ(un,j), (I +∆2
N )un,i⟩.

(3.21)

Meanwhile, by inequalities (3.9)-(3.10) in Proposition 3.3, we see that

∥un,i − u∗n,i∥22 + ∥∆N (un,i − u∗n,i)∥22 + τ⟨GiLκu
n, (I +∆2

N )u∗n,i⟩
≥ τ(∥G∗

iun,i∥22 + ∥G∗∗
i un,i∥22).

Going back to equality (3.21), we arrive at

∥un,i∥22 − ∥un∥22 + ∥∆Nun,i∥22 − ∥∆Nu
n∥22 + τ(∥G∗

iun,i∥22 + ∥G∗
iu

n∥22
+ ∥G∗∗

i un,i∥22 + ∥G∗∗
i u

n∥22) ≤ 2τ⟨GiNκ(un,j), (I +∆2
N )un,i⟩.

(3.22)

The RHS of inequality (3.22) contains two parts:

2⟨GiNκ(un,j), (I +∆2
N )un,i⟩ = ⟨−2Giu

3
n,j + 2(κ+ ε)Giun,j , (I +∆2

N )un,i⟩. (3.23)

For i = 1, the first term could be analyzed as follows:

− 2⟨G1(u
n)3, (I +∆2

N )un,1⟩ = −2⟨G
1
2
1 (u

n)3, G
1
2
1 (I +∆2

N )un,1⟩

≤ 2∥(un)3∥2 · ∥G
1
2
1 (I +∆2

N )un,1∥2 ≤ 16∥(un)3∥22 +
1

8
(∥G

1
2
1 un,1∥

2
2 + ∥G

1
2
1∆

2
Nun,1∥22),

(3.24)

in which the inequality (a + b)2 ≤ 2(a2 + b2), summations by parts formula, discrete Cauchy–Schwartz
inequality, as well as Proposition 3.1, have been applied in the analysis. The second term of equality
(3.23) could be decomposed into two parts:

2(κ− 1)⟨G1u
n, (I +∆2

N )un,1⟩ ≤ 2(κ− 1)[∥G
1
2
1 u

n∥2 · (∥G
1
2
1∆

2
Nun,1∥2 + ∥G

1
2
1 un,1∥2)]

≤ (κ− 1)(∥G
1
2
1 u

n∥22 + ∥G
1
2
1 un,1∥

2
2 + ∥G

1
2
1∆Nu

n∥22 + ∥G
1
2
1∆Nun,1∥22);

(3.25)

2(1 + ε)⟨G1u
n, (I +∆2

N )un,1⟩ ≤ 64∥un∥22 +
1

16
∥G

1
2
1 (I +∆2

N )un,1∥22

≤ 64∥un∥22 +
1

8
(∥G

1
2
1 un,1∥

2
2 + ∥G

1
2
1∆

2
Nun,1∥22).

(3.26)

Meanwhile, we observe the following inequality, as given by inequalitiy (3.7) in Proposition 3.2:

∥G∗
1un,1∥22 + ∥G∗

1u
n∥22 + ∥G∗∗

1 un,1∥22 + ∥G∗∗
1 u

n∥22 ≥
2

3
(∥G

1
2
1 un,1∥

2
2 + ∥G

1
2
1 u

n∥22)

+
1

4
(∥G

1
2
1∆Nun,1∥22 + ∥G

1
2
1∆Nu

n∥22 + ∥G
1
2
1∆

2
Nun,1∥22 + ∥G

1
2
1∆

2
Nu

n∥22)

+ (κ− 1)(∥G
1
2
1 un,1∥

2
2 + ∥G

1
2
1 u

n∥22 + ∥G
1
2
1∆Nun,1∥22 + ∥G

1
2
1∆Nu

n∥22).

(3.27)
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Subsequently, a substitution of inequalities (3.24)-(3.27) into (3.22) leads to

∥un,1∥22 − ∥un∥22 + ∥∆Nun,1∥22 − ∥∆Nu
n∥22 +

τ

4
(∥G

1
2
1∆Nun,1∥22 + ∥G

1
2
1∆Nu

n∥22

+ ∥G
1
2
1∆

2
Nu

n∥22) +
5

12
τ∥G

1
2
1 un,1∥

2
2 +

2

3
τ∥G

1
2
1 u

n∥22 ≤ 64τ∥un∥22 + 16τ∥(un)3∥22,

or in an equivalent manner,

∥un,1∥22 + ∥∆Nun,1∥22 ≤ (1 + 64τ)∥un∥22 + 16τ∥(un)3∥22 + ∥∆Nu
n∥22 ≤ (2 + 64τ)C2

0 + 16τC̃4
0C

2
0 ,

where the following inequality has been employed:

∥(un)3∥22 = ∥un∥4∞ · ∥un∥22 ≤ C̃4
0C

2
0 . (3.28)

Under an O(1) constraint for the time-step size

τ ≤ min

{
1

64
,
1

16
C̃−4
0

}
, (3.29)

we see that
∥un,1∥22 + ∥∆Nun,1∥22 ≤ 4C2

0 , so that ∥un,1∥2 + ∥∆Nun,1∥2 ≤ 2
√
2C0.

Therefore, we obtain a rough ℓ2, H2
h, and ℓ

∞ estimates of un,1:

∥un,1∥2, ∥∆Nun,1∥2 ≤ 2C0; ∥un,1∥∞ ≤ Ĉ(∥un,1∥2 + ∥∆Nun,1∥2) ≤ 2
√
2ĈC0 =: C̃1. (3.30)

3.2.3 Preliminary ℓ2 and H2
h estimates of G

1
2
2 un,1

In addition, preliminary estimates of ∥G
1
2
2 un,1∥2 and ∥G

1
2
2∆Nun,1∥2 are needed to obtain a refined bound

of the numerical solution at the next time step. Again, the reformulated numerical system is used in this
estimate. Therefore, we take i = 1 in the system (3.16)-(3.17).

Taking a discrete ℓ2 inner product with equality (3.16) by G2(I +∆2
N )(u∗n,1 + un) results in

∥G
1
2
2 u

∗
n,1∥22 − ∥G

1
2
2 u

n∥22 + ∥G
1
2
2∆Nu

∗
n,1∥22 − ∥G

1
2
2∆Nu

n∥22 + τ(∥G∗un∥22 + ∥G∗∗un∥22
+ ⟨G1Lκu

n, G2(I +∆2
N )u∗n,1⟩) = 0.

(3.31)

Taking a discrete ℓ2 inner product with equality (3.17) by 2G2(I +∆2
N )un,1 gives

∥G
1
2
2 un,1∥

2
2 − ∥G

1
2
2 u

∗
n,1∥22 + ∥G

1
2
2 (un,1 − u∗n,1)∥22 + ∥G

1
2
2∆Nun,1∥22 − ∥G

1
2
2∆Nu

∗
n,1∥22

+ ∥G
1
2
2∆N (un,1 − u∗n,1)∥22 = 2τ⟨G1Nκ(u

n), G2(I +∆2
N )un,1⟩.

(3.32)

A combination of equalities (3.31) and (3.32) yields

∥G
1
2
2 un,1∥

2
2 − ∥G

1
2
2 u

n∥22 + ∥G
1
2
2 (un,1 − u∗n,1)∥22 + ∥G

1
2
2∆Nun,1∥22 − ∥G

1
2
2∆Nu

n∥22

+ ∥G
1
2
2∆N (un,1 − u∗n,1)∥22 + τ(∥G∗un∥22 + ∥G∗∗un∥22 + ⟨G1Lκu

n, G2(I +∆2
N )u∗n,i⟩)

= 2τ⟨G1Nκ(u
n), G2(I +∆2

N )un,1⟩.

(3.33)

Meanwhile, an application of inequalities (3.11)-(3.12) in Proposition 3.3 indicates that

τ⟨G1Lκu
n, G2(I +∆2

N )u∗n,1⟩+ ∥G
1
2
2 (un,1 − u∗n,1)∥22 + ∥G

1
2
2∆N (un,1 − u∗n,1)∥22

≥ τ(∥G∗un,1∥22 + ∥G∗∗un,1∥22).
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Going back (3.33), we arrive at

∥G
1
2
2 un,1∥

2
2 − ∥G

1
2
2 u

n∥22 + ∥G
1
2
2∆Nun,1∥22 − ∥G

1
2
2∆Nu

n∥22 + τ(∥G∗un∥22 + ∥G∗un,1∥22
+ ∥G∗∗un∥22 + ∥G∗∗un,1∥22) ≤ 2τ⟨G1Nκ(u

n), G2(I +∆2
N )un,1⟩.

(3.34)

The RHS of (3.34) contains two parts:

2⟨G1Nκ(u
n), G2(I +∆2

N )un,1⟩ = −2⟨G1(u
n)3, G2(I +∆2

N )un,1⟩
+ 2(κ+ ε)⟨G1u

n, G2(I +∆2
N )un,1⟩.

(3.35)

The first term could be analyzed as follows:

− 2⟨G1(u
n)3, G2(I +∆2

N )un,1⟩ ≤ 2∥(un)3∥2 · ∥G
1
2
1,2(I +∆2

N )un,1∥2

≤ 16C̃4
0C

2
0 +

1

16
∥G

1
2
1,2(I +∆2

N )un,1∥22 ≤ 16C̃4
0C

2
0 +

1

8
(∥G

1
2
1,2un,1∥

2
2 + ∥G

1
2
1,2∆

2
Nun,1∥22).

(3.36)

The second term of (3.35) could be decomposed as two parts:

2(1 + ε)⟨G1u
n, G2(I +∆2

N )un,1⟩ ≤ 2(1 + ε)∥un∥2 · ∥G
1
2
1,2(I +∆2

N )un,1∥2

≤ 64C0 +
1

16
∥G

1
2
1,2(I +∆2

N )un,1∥22 ≤ 64C0 +
1

8
(∥G

1
2
1,2un,1∥

2
2 + ∥G

1
2
1,2∆

2
Nun,1∥22);

(3.37)

2(κ− 1)⟨G1u
n, G2(I +∆2

N )un,1⟩ ≤ (κ− 1)(∥G
1
2
1,2u

n∥22 + ∥G
1
2
1,2un,1∥

2
2 + ∥G

1
2
1,2∆Nu

n∥22

+ ∥G
1
2
1,2∆Nun,1∥22).

(3.38)

For the two positive κ-independent terms in (3.38), we observe the following inequality, as given by (3.8)
in Proposition 3.2:

∥G∗un∥22 + ∥G∗un,1∥22 + ∥G∗∗un∥22 + ∥G∗∗un,1∥22 ≥
2

3
(∥G

1
2
1,2u

n∥22 + ∥G
1
2
1,2un,1∥

2
2

+ ∥G
1
2
1,2∆Nu

n∥22 + ∥G
1
2
1,2∆Nun,1∥22) +

1

4
(∥G

1
2
1,2∆Nu

n∥22 + ∥G
1
2
1,2∆

2
Nu

n∥22 + ∥G
1
2
1,2∆Nun,1∥22

+ ∥G
1
2
1,2∆

2
Nun,1∥22) + (κ− 1)(∥G

1
2
1,2u

n∥22 + ∥G
1
2
1,2un,1∥

2
2 + ∥G

1
2
1,2∆Nu

n∥22 + ∥G
1
2
1,2∆Nun,1∥22).

(3.39)

As a result, a substitution of (3.36)-(3.39) into (3.34) yields

∥G
1
2
2 un,1∥

2
2 − ∥G

1
2
2 u

n∥22 + ∥G
1
2
2∆Nun,1∥22 − ∥G

1
2
2∆Nu

n∥22 +
2τ

3
∥G

1
2
1,2u

n∥22 +
5τ

12
∥G

1
2
1,2un,1∥

2
2

+
τ

4
(∥G

1
2
1,2∆Nu

n∥22 + ∥G
1
2
1,2∆

2
Nu

n∥22 + ∥G
1
2
1,2∆Nun,1∥22) ≤ τ(64C0 + 16C̃4

0C
2
0 ).

Consequently, the following combination of ℓ2 and H2
h bounds become available for G

1
2
2 un,1:

∥G
1
2
2 un,1∥

2
2 + ∥G

1
2
2∆Nun,1∥22 ≤ ∥G

1
2
2 u

n∥22 + ∥G
1
2
2∆Nu

n∥22 + τ(64C0 + 16C̃4
0C

2
0 ). (3.40)

3.2.4 Preliminary ℓ∞ estimate of un+1

We aim to derive a bound for ∥un+1∥∞. By taking i = 2, the first term of equality (3.23) can be analyzed
as follows:

2⟨G2u
3
n,1, (I +∆2

N )un+1⟩ ≤ 16∥u3n,1∥22 +
1

8
(∥G

1
2
2 u

n+1∥22 + ∥G
1
2
2∆

2
Nu

n+1∥22). (3.41)
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The second term is also decomposed as two parts:

2(κ− 1)⟨G2un,1, (I +∆2
N )un+1⟩

≤ (κ− 1)(∥G
1
2
2 un,1∥

2
2 + ∥G

1
2
2 u

n+1∥22 + ∥G
1
2
2∆Nun,1∥22 + ∥G

1
2
2∆Nu

n+1∥22)

≤ (κ− 1)[(64C0 + 16C̃4
0C

2
0 )τ + ∥G

1
2
2 u

n∥22 + ∥G
1
2
2∆Nu

n∥22 + ∥G
1
2
2 u

n+1∥2 + ∥G
1
2
2∆Nu

n+1∥22];

2(1 + ε)⟨G2un,1, (I +∆2
N )un+1⟩ ≤ 64∥un,1∥22 +

1

8
(∥G

1
2
2 u

n+1∥22 + ∥G
1
2
2∆

2
Nu

n+1∥22).

(3.42)

where the preliminary estimate (3.40) for the intermediate-stage solution has been applied in the last
step. Following inequality (3.7) in Proposition 3.2, we have

∥G∗
2u

n+1∥22 + ∥G∗
2u

n∥22 + ∥G∗∗
2 u

n+1∥22 + ∥G∗∗
2 u

n∥22 ≥
1

4
(∥G

1
2
2∆Nu

n+1∥22 + ∥G
1
2
2∆Nu

n∥22

+ ∥G
1
2
2∆

2
Nu

n+1∥22 + ∥G
1
2
2∆

2
Nu

n∥22) + (κ− 1)(∥G
1
2
2 u

n+1∥22 + ∥G
1
2
2 u

n∥22 + ∥G
1
2
2∆Nu

n+1∥22

+ ∥G
1
2
2∆Nu

n∥22) +
2

3
(∥G

1
2
2 u

n+1∥22 + ∥G
1
2
2∆Nu

n+1∥22).

(3.43)

Of course, a substitution of inequalities (3.41)-(3.43) into (3.22) leads to

∥un+1∥22 − ∥un∥22 + ∥∆Nu
n+1∥22 − ∥∆Nu

n∥22 +
τ

4
(∥G

1
2
2∆

2
Nu

n∥22 + ∥G
1
2
2∆Nu

n+1∥22

+ ∥G
1
2
2∆Nu

n∥22) +
5

12
τ∥G

1
2
2 u

n+1∥22 ≤ 64τ∥un,1∥22 + 16τ∥u3n,1∥22 + (κ− 1)(64C0 + 16C̃4
0C

2
0 )τ

2,

or, equivalently,

∥un+1∥22 + ∥∆Nu
n+1∥22 ≤ ∥un∥22 + ∥∆Nu

n∥22 + 64τ∥un,1∥22 + 16τ∥u3n,1∥22
+ (κ− 1)(64C0 + 16C̃4

0C
2
0 )τ

2 ≤ 2C2
0 + 256C2

0τ + 64τC̃4
1C

2
0 + (κ− 1)(64C0 + 16C̃4

0C
2
0 )τ

2,

in which the following inequality has been used:

∥u3n,1∥22 = ∥un,1∥4∞∥un,1∥22 ≤ 4C̃4
1C

2
0 .

Under an O(1) constraint for the time-step size (more constraint than (3.29))

τ ≤ min

{
1

256
,
1

64
C̃−4
1 , (64κ)−

1
2 ,

1

4
C̃−2
0 κ−

1
2

}
, (3.44)

we get
∥un+1∥22 + ∥∆Nu

n+1∥22 ≤ 6C2
0 , so that ∥un+1∥2 + ∥∆Nu

n+1∥2 ≤ 2
√
3C0. (3.45)

Also note that C0 is κ-independent and time-independent. Again, an application of Lemma 3.2 implies
the following ∥ · ∥∞ bound at the next time step

∥un+1∥∞ ≤ Ĉ
(
∥un+1∥2 + ∥∆Nu

n+1∥2
)
≤ 2

√
3ĈC0 =: C̃2. (3.46)

Notice that C̃2 is also a κ-independent and global-in-time constant.

3.2.5 Justification of the stabilization parameter κ and a-priori assumption (3.13)

On the other hand, by making comparison between the ℓ∞ bounds for un,i (i = 0, 1, 2), given by (3.15),
(3.30), and (3.46), respectively, it is clear that C̃2 ≥ C̃1 ≥ C̃0 for the ERK(2,2) scheme (2.6). In turn,
we could take

κ = max

{
|3C̃2

2 − ε|
2

, 1

}
, (3.47)
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in which C̃2 ≥ β = maxi=0,1,2 ∥un,i∥∞. Notice that κ is an O(1) constant, and contains no singular
dependence on any physical parameter. With this choice of κ, a fixed constant, we could take the time-
step size τ satisfying (3.44) for ERK(2,2), such that original energy stability becomes available at the
next time step by Theorem 1.1:

EN (un+1) ≤ EN (un) ≤ EN (u0) = Ce. (3.48)

This in turn recovers the a-priori assumption (3.13) at the next time step, so that an induction argument
can be effectively applied. Therefore, we have proved the main theorem Theorem 1.2.

Remark 3.1. Obviously, the above ℓ2, H2
h, and ℓ

∞ estimates of un+1, namely (3.45) and (3.46), turn
out to be too rough, since we did not make use of the variational energy structure in the analysis. In
fact, to obtain an energy dissipation at the theoretical level, an ℓ∞ bound of the numerical solution at
the time step tn+1 has to be derived, due to the nonlinear term involved. On the other hand, with such a
rough bound at hand, we are able to justify the artificial parameter value in (3.47), so that energy stability
becomes theoretically available at the next time step. With a theoretical justification of the energy stability
analysis, we are able to obtain much sharper ℓ2, H2

h, and ℓ
∞ bounds for the numerical solution un+1.

In more details, with the energy stability result (3.48), we apply a similar analysis in (3.14) and obtain

∥un+1∥2, ∥∆Nu
n+1∥2 ≤ C0 := 2

√
Ce + |Ω|,

which is a global-in-time constant. In turn, a much sharper maximum-norm bound for un+1 also becomes
available, with the help of Lemma 3.2:

∥un+1∥∞ ≤ Ĉ(∥un+1∥2 + ∥∆Nu
n+1∥2) ≤ 2ĈC0 =: C̃3.

In other words, the H2
h bound C0 and the ℓ∞ bound C̃3 turns out to be global-in-time constants.

4 Optimal rate convergence analysis

We denote by ue the exact solution to equation (1.6), and assume it satisfies the following regularity:

ue ∈ R := H3(0, T ;C0) ∩H2(0, T ;Hm0) ∩ L∞(0, T ;Hm0+4).

A rigorous error estimate for the ERK(2,2) scheme (2.6) will be derived under this regularity. To this
end, the following lemma is needed.

Lemma 4.1. For any u, v ∈ MN satisfying ∥u∥∞, ∥v∥∞ ≤ β that is introduced in Theorem 1.1, we have

∥Nκ(u)−Nκ(v)∥2 ≤ 3κ∥u− v∥2.

Proof. SinceNκ(u)−Nκ(v) = (u−v)(ε+κ−u2−v2−uv), using ∥u∥∞ ≤ β, ∥v∥∞ ≤ β, and κ ≥ max
|ξ|≤β

|3ξ2−ε|
2 ,

we obtain the result.

Meanwhile, we denote Un as the interpolation values of the projection solution UN at the grid points
at time instant tn : Un

p,q := UN (xi, yj , tn). The initial data is given by

u0p,q = U0
p,q := UN (xp, yq, t = 0).

The error grid function is defined as

en := Un − un, 0 ≤ n ≤ Nt − 1.

For the proposed ERK(2,2) scheme (2.6), the convergence result is stated below.
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Theorem 4.1. Given an initial data with sufficient regularity, suppose the unique solution for the SH
equation (1.6) is of regularity class R. Provided that τ and h are sufficiently small, then, for the ERK(2,2)
scheme (2.6), the following ℓ∞(0, T ; ℓ2) convergence estimate is valid for any κ satisfying (3.47):

∥ue(tn)− un∥2 ≤ C(τ2 + hm0), ∀n ≤ Nt,

where C > 0 is dependent of κ and Ω, but independent of τ and h.

Proof. For the exact solution ue and its interpolation U , a careful consistency analysis implies that

Un,1 = φ0(c1τLκ)U
n + c1τφ1(c1τLκ)Nκ(U

n),

Un+1 = φ0(τLκ)U
n + τφ1(τLκ)Nκ(Un,1) + τζn,

(4.1)

with ∥ζn∥2 ≤ C̄(τ2 + hm0). Notice that the profile Un,1 is constructed, based on the projection solution
Un. In turn, subtracting the numerical solution (2.6) from the consistency estimate (4.1) yields

en,1 = φ0(c1τLκ)e
n + c1τφ1(c1τLκ)Ñκ(U

n, un),

en+1 = φ0(τLκ)e
n + τφ1(τLκ)Ñκ(Un,1, un,1) + τζn,

(4.2)

with Ñκ(a, b) = Nκ(a) − Nκ(b). To carry out the error analysis in a more convenient way, we denote
e∗n,i = φ0 (ciτLκ) e

n (i = 1, 2), so that the evolutionary equation (4.2) could be rewritten as the following
two-substage system:

e∗n,i − en

τ
= −ciLκφ1(ciτLκ)e

n, (4.3)

en,i − e∗n,i
τ

= ciφ1(ciτLκ)Ñκ(Un,j , un,j) + (i− 1)ζn. (4.4)

Taking a discrete ℓ2 inner product with (4.3) by e∗n,i + en gives

∥e∗n,i∥22 − ∥en∥22 + τ(∥G∗
i e

n∥22 + ⟨GiLκe
n, e∗n,i⟩) = 0. (4.5)

Taking a discrete ℓ2 inner product with (4.4) by 2en,i yields

∥en,i∥22 − ∥e∗n,i∥22 + ∥en,i − e∗n,i∥22 = 2τ⟨GiÑκ(Un,j , un,j), en,i⟩+ 2(i− 1)τ⟨ζn, en,i⟩. (4.6)

As a result, a combination of equalities (4.5) and (4.6) leads to

∥en,i∥22 − ∥en∥22 + ∥en,i − e∗n,i∥22 + τ(∥G∗
i e

n∥22 + ⟨GiLκe
n, e∗n,i⟩)

= 2τ⟨GiÑκ(Un,j , un,j), en,i⟩+ 2(i− 1)τ⟨ζn, en,i⟩.

Meanwhile, an application of (3.7) in Proposition 3.2 and (3.9) in Proposition 3.3 results in

∥G∗
i en,i∥22 ≥

1

4
∥G

1
2
i ∆Nen,i∥22 + (κ− 1)∥G

1
2
i en,i∥

2
2 +

2

3
∥G

1
2
i en,i∥

2
2;

τ⟨GiLκe
n, e∗n,i⟩+ ∥en,i − e∗n,i∥22 ≥ τ∥G∗

i en,i∥22.

Then we obtain

∥en,i∥22 − ∥en∥22 + τ(∥G∗
i e

n∥22 +
1

4
∥G

1
2
i ∆Nen,i∥22 + (κ− 1)∥G

1
2
i en,i∥

2
2 +

2

3
∥G

1
2
i en,i∥

2
2)

≤ 2τ⟨GiÑκ(Un,j , un,j), en,i⟩+ 2(i− 1)τ⟨ζn, en,i⟩.
(4.7)
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Moreover, an application of Lemma 4.1 implies that

∥Ñκ(Un,j , un,j)∥2 ≤ 3κ∥en,j∥2,

which would be used for the derivation of the following nonlinear inner product term estimate (i = 1):

2⟨G1Ñκ(U
n, un), en,1⟩ ≤ 36κ2∥en∥22 +

1

4
∥G

1
2
1 en,1∥

2
2. (4.8)

Its substitution into inequality (4.7) yields

∥en,1∥22 − ∥en∥22 ≤ 36κ2τ∥en∥22.

Provided that τ ≤ (6κ)−2, a preliminary ℓ2 error estimate for the intermediate-stage error solution un,1
is obtained

∥en,1∥2 ≤
[
1 + 36κ2τ

] 1
2 ∥en∥2 ≤

√
2∥en∥2.

For i = 2, the analysis for the nonlinear error inner product term of inequality (4.8) could be similarly
established:

2⟨G2Ñκ(Un,1, un,1), e
n+1⟩ ≤ 72κ2∥en∥22 +

1

4
∥G

1
2
2 e

n+1∥22, (4.9)

in which the estimate ∥en,1∥2 ≤
√
2∥en∥2 has been applied in the last step. A bound for the truncation

error inner product term is more straightforward:

2⟨ζn, en+1⟩ ≤ ∥ζn∥22 + ∥en+1∥22. (4.10)

Afterwards, a substitution of inequalities (4.9) and (4.10) into (4.7) leads to

∥en+1∥22 − ∥en∥22 ≤ 72κ2τ∥en∥22 + τ∥en+1∥22 + τ∥ζn∥22.

In turn, an application of the Grönwall’s inequality results in the desired convergence estimate:

∥en+1∥2 ≤ C(τ2 + hm0),

due to the fact that ∥ζn∥2 ≤ C̄(τ2 + hm0). This validates the convergence estimate.

5 Numerical experiments: Comparison with other energy-stable methods

In this section, we present a few 2-D numerical results for the SH equation (1.6)), to demonstrate
the efficiency, accuracy, and long-time performance of the ERK(2,2) scheme (2.6). To preserve energy

stability, the condition κ = max
{

|3C̃2
2−ε|
2 , 1

}
is theoretically required in Theorem 1.2. Although there is

no maximum principle for the SH equation (1.6), in practice we observe that the numerical solution is
always bounded in [−1, 1] during the whole simulation process. Therefore, it suffices to set κ = 2 in the
computation.

5.1 Convergence test

The computational domain is taken as Ω = [0, 32]2, and the following smooth initial data is enforced:

u0(x, y) = 0.01× [cos(πx) + cos(πy) + cos(0.25πx) + cos(0.25πy)],

on the uniform mesh N = Nx = Ny with N = 256. The final time is set as T = 5. To obtain the numerical
errors, we set the numerical solution obtained by the ERK(2,2) scheme with τ = 0.1×2−9 as the reference
one. Afterwards, we perform the numerical simulations of the first-order ETD1, IMEX1, and second-
order ERK(2,2), ETDRK2, IMEX-RK(2,2) schemes using time-step sizes τ = 2−k(k = 1, . . . , 9), with two
different parameters, ε = 0.25 and 0.025. The results are displayed in Figure 1, and through observation
we observe that the exponential-type schemes consistently outperform the non-exponential-type ones, in
terms of computational accuracy and efficiency. Further, ERK(2,2) does the best.

17



10-1 100 101

10-4

10-2

ETD1
IMEX1

10-1 100 101 102

10-8

10-6

10-4

10-2

ETDRK2
ERK(2,2)
IMEX-RK(2,2)

10-1 100 101

10-4

10-2

ETD1
IMEX1

10-1 100 101 102

10-8

10-6

10-4

ERK(2,2)
ETDRK2
IMEX-RK(2,2)

Figure 1: Convergence of the first- and second-order Fourier pseudo-spectral schemes in time with fixed
τ (left) and τ2 (right) for the 2-D SH equation. Top: ε = 0.25. Bottom: ε = 0.025. It is seen that the
numerical error magnitude and computational cost of the ERK(2,2) scheme are smaller than those of
both the ETDRK2 and IMEX-RK(2,2) schemes, although they share the same convergence order.
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5.2 Energy stable test

We simulate the pattern formation and evolution of the SH equation (1.6), which arises in the Rayleigh–
Bénard convection. We conduct the simulation on a rectangular domain Ω = [0, 100]2 from T = 0 to 100,
subject to the following initial condition:

u0(x, y) = 0.1 + 0.02× cos
( πx
100

)
sin

( πy
100

)
+ 0.05× sin

(πx
20

)
cos

(πy
20

)
.

Setting the spatial mesh 256 × 256, we compare the original energy evolution by different time step
sizes and energy-stable methods, which are depicted in Figure 2. In actual implementation, we discover
that ERK(2,2) allows a rather mild time-step restriction, which will be useful in future work on large-scale
scientific computing.

Figure 2: The evolution of the original energy using ERK(2,2) with different time-step sizes (left) and a
fixed size τ = 0.1 with various energy-stable methods (right) is shown. It is observed that, while only the
red dashed line (τ = 0.1) approximately matches the reference line, the other two lines also exhibit the
same energy-decreasing trend and eventually converge to the same steady state. From the right subplot,
it can be seen that all methods maintain discrete energy stability over extended periods, but ERK(2,2)
reaches the steady state more rapidly

5.3 Polycrystal growth in a supercooled liquid

In the existing studies [19, 21, 23], the polycrystal growth in a supercooled liquid was considered as an
important 2-D benchmark test. Here, we look at the growth of three crystal nucleuses with the following
initial data:

u0(x, y) = 0.287 + α× rand(x, y),

in which rand(x, y) is the random number uniformly distributed between −1 and 1, and α takes the
values of 0.1, 0.2, and 0.4 for three crystal nucleuses locating at (375, 125), (375, 375), and (125, 250),
respectively. The length of each nucleus is 10. We also set the computational domain, spatial resolution,
and time-step size as (0, 500)2, 512× 512, and 0.5, respectively. In this test, the parameter ε is chosen to
be 0.25. Figure 3 displays snapshots of the crystal micro-structure at several time instants.

6 Concluding Remarks

Taking the analysis of the SH equation as a demonstration, we have proposed a new strategy for proving
discrete energy stability without any preconditions. Further, to numerically overcome the difficulty caused
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Figure 3: Evolution of 2-D polycrystal growth in a supercooled liquid at T = 16, 40, 72, 96, 120, and
160 computed by ERK(2,2). It can be seen that three different nuclei grains grow and eventually become
sufficiently large to form grain boundaries.

by strong stiffness, we have devised a stabilization exponential Runge–Kutta (ERK) scheme, which is
equipped with an appropriate linear stabilization term, preserving the dissipation property of the original
energy. We determined the ℓ∞ bounds of the numerical solution at all ERK stages so that global-in-time
energy stability becomes available. Such an ℓ∞ analysis was accomplished by the ℓ2 and H2

h estimates of
the numerical solution at each ERK stage, with the help of summation-by-parts formulas in the Fourier
pseudo-spectral space, the discrete Sobolev inequality and elliptic regularity, as well as the eigenvalue
estimates in the Fourier space. The global-in-time stability analysis for the original energy is the first
such result for SH-type equations. Furthermore, we have provided an optimal rate convergence analysis
for the proposed scheme, under a sufficient regularity assumption for the exact solution. A few numerical
results have also been presented in this paper. In the convergence test, it was discovered that ERK(2,2)
outperforms ETDRK2 and IMEX-RK(2,2), in terms of efficiency and accuracy. Besides, the long-time
numerical simulation of pattern formation and further evolution have also validated the robustness of the
proposed scheme.
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Appendix A Proof of Proposition 3.2

It could be easily verified that

(−1 + λℓ,m)2 + κ = 2− 2λℓ,m + λ2ℓ,m + (κ− 1) =
2

3
+

4

3
− 2λℓ,m +

3

4
λ2ℓ,m +

1

4
λ2ℓ,m + (κ− 1)

=
2

3
+ (

2√
3
−

√
3

2
λℓ,m)2 +

1

4
λ2ℓ,m + (κ− 1),

so that

Λℓ,m = (−1 + λℓ,m)2 + κ ≥ 1

4
λ2ℓ,m +

2

3
+ (κ− 1).

This in turn leads to the following inequality:

∥G∗
i f∥22 ≥ L2

K∑
ℓ,m=−K

1− e−ciτΛℓ,m

τΛℓ,m
[
1

4
λ2ℓ,m + (κ− 1) +

2

3
]|f̂ℓ,m|2. (A.1)

On the other hand, an application of Parseval’s equality to the discrete Fourier expansion of G
1
2
i ∆Nf

and G
1
2
i f reveals that

∥G
1
2
i ∆Nf∥22 = L2

K∑
ℓ,m=−K

1− e−ciτΛℓ,m

τΛℓ,m
· λ2ℓ,m · |f̂ℓ,m|2, (A.2)

∥G
1
2
i f∥

2
2 = L2

K∑
ℓ,m=−K

1− e−ciτΛℓ,m

τΛℓ,m
· |f̂ℓ,m|2. (A.3)

Making a comparison between inequality (A.1) and equations (A.2)-(A.3), we conclude that inequality
(3.7) has been established. Inequality (3.8) is a direct application of the above derivation process, and
the details are skipped for the sake of brevity. This finishes the proof of Proposition 3.2.
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Appendix B Proof of Proposition 3.3

The following expansion is assumed for the grid function g:

gp,q =
K∑

ℓ,m=−K

ĝℓ,me2πi(ℓxp+myq)/L.

In turn, the discrete Fourier expansion of g − φ0(c1τLκ)f becomes

(g − φ0(ciτLκ)f)p,q =

K∑
ℓ,m=−K

(ĝℓ,m − e−ciτΛℓ,m f̂ℓ,m)e2πi(ℓxp+myq)/L, (B.1)

so that its discrete ℓ2 norm turns out to be

∥g − φ0(ciτLκ)f∥22 = L2
K∑

ℓ,m=−K

|ĝℓ,m − e−ciτΛℓ,m f̂ℓ,m|2. (B.2)

Subsequently, a combination of equations (B.1) and (B.2) produces

τ⟨GiLκf, φ0(ciτLκ)f⟩+ ∥g − φ0(ciτLκ)f∥22

= L2
K∑

ℓ,m=−K

(
(1− e−ciτΛℓ,m) · eciτΛℓ,m · |e−ciτΛℓ,m f̂ℓ,m|2 + |ĝℓ,m − e−ciτΛℓ,m f̂ℓ,m|2

)

= L2
K∑

ℓ,m=−K

(1− e−ciτΛℓ,m)
(
eciτΛℓ,m |e−ciτΛℓ,m f̂ℓ,m|2

+(1− e−ciτΛℓ,m)−1|ĝℓ,m − e−ciτΛℓ,m f̂ℓ,m|2
)
.

On the other hand, for each fixed mode frequency (ℓ,m), the following lower bound is clearly observed:

eciτΛℓ,ma2 + (1− e−ciτΛℓ,m)−1b2 = a2 + b2 + (e−ciτΛℓ,m − 1)a2 + [(1− e−ciτΛℓ,m)−1 − 1]b2

≥ a2 + b2 + 2ab = (a+ b)2,

for any a, b ≥ 0, in which the Cauchy inequality has been applied in the second step. Then we get

eciτΛℓ,m |e−ciτΛℓ,m f̂ℓ,m|2 + (1− e−ciτΛℓ,m)−1|ĝℓ,m − e−ciτΛℓ,m f̂ℓ,m|2

≥ (|e−ciτΛℓ,m f̂ℓ,m|+ |ĝℓ,m − e−ciτΛℓ,m f̂ℓ,m|)2 ≥ |ĝℓ,m|2,

so that

τ∥GiLκf, φ0(ciτLκ)f∥2 + ∥g − φ0(ciτLκ)f∥22 ≥ L2
K∑

ℓ,m=−K

(1− e−ciτΛℓ,m)|ĝℓ,m|2 = τ∥G∗
i g∥22.

Therefore, the proof of inequality (3.9) has been finished. The proofs of inequalities (3.10), (3.11), and
(3.12) could be similarly derived as that of (3.9), and the details are skipped to save space.

Appendix C Butcher-like tableaux of energy-stable methods

We give the coefficients of the energy-stable methods that we used in the numerical experiments.

24



• ETD1, also referred to as exponential Euler method:

0 0

1 φ1
. (C.1)

• ETDRK2 reads as:

0 0
1 φ1 0

1 φ1 − φ2 φ2

. (C.2)

• IMEX1, also referred to as first-order semi-implicit method:

0 0 0
1 0 1

1 0 1

,

0 0 0
1 1 0

1 1 0

. (C.3)

• IMEX-RK(2,2) reads as (cf. [36]):

0 0 0 0
γ 0 γ 0
1 0 1− γ γ

1 0 1− γ γ

,

0 0 0 0
γ γ 0 0
1 δ 1− δ 0

1 δ 1− δ 0

, (C.4)

where γ = 2+
√
2

2 and δ = 2γ−1
2γ .

All the above schemes can preserve the original energy dissipation property for gradient flows including
SH equation, see, e.g. [14, 18, 37].
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