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SHARP UNIFORM CONVERGENCE RATE OF THE SUPERCELL
APPROXIMATION OF A CRYSTALLINE DEFECT

JULIAN BRAUN AND CHRISTOPH ORTNER

ABSTRACT. We consider the geometry relaxation of an isolated point defect embedded
in a homogeneous crystalline solid, within an atomistic description. We prove a sharp
convergence rate for a periodic supercell approximation with respect to uniform convergence
of the discrete strains.

1. INTRODUCTION

The high computational cost of atomistic material models requires that the numerical ge-
ometry equilibration of crystalline defects is performed in small computational cells, employ-
ing “artificial boundary conditions” to emulate the crystalline far-field behaviour. Aside from
the model error (due to approximations in the potential energy surface) the main simulation
error is therefore the error induced by the boundary condition. In [EOSI16al a framework
was introduced to rigorously estimate these errors for a variety of defects and boundary
conditions, including clamped and periodic, as well as to estimate approximation errors in
atomistic/continuum and QM /MM multi-scale schemes [LOSK16, (OLOVKIS, [CO17]. All of
these works control the error in the canonical energy-norm.

In the present work we will prove the first sharp approximation error estimate for crystal
defect equilibration in the mazimum norm for the strains in dimension greater than one (see
[OS08, IDLOI0] for examples of results in one dimension and |[LMI3] for a result in three
but in the absence of defects). To highlight the main ideas required for this extension in a
transparent setting, we have chosen to restrict this work to point defects embedded in an
infinite homogeneous host crystal, under an interatomic potential interaction. This system is
approximated using a supercell method with periodic boundary conditions, the most widely
used scheme for simulating point defects.

Our main motivation for this work is [BDO18]|, where we require a sharp uniform conver-
gence rate to obtain sharp convergence error estimates on the vibrational entropy of a point
defect, as well as [BHO| where our new results significantly simplify the development of a
multi-pole expansion theory for crystalline defects. However, our results are also of indepen-
dent interest, namely in any scenario where the defect core geometry is of importance but not
the far-field, in which case the energy-norm severely overestimates the simulation error. Con-
cretely, the best-approximation error in the maximum norm is significantly smaller than in the
energy norm, and moreover, there is ample numerical evidence that the best-approximation
is indeed attained.

Unsurprisingly, and similarly as for maximum-norm error estimates for numerical approx-
imation of PDEs [RS82l [Dol99], our analysis relies on ideas from elliptic regularity theory,
specifically sharp Green’s function error estimates and a discrete Caccioppoli inequality.

Notably, our analysis applies not only to energy minimisers but to general equilibria, in
particular saddle points, which are important objects in studying the mobility of crystalline
defects. For these general equilibria, our energy-norm error estimates are new as well.
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2 UNIFORM CONVERGENCE OF THE SUPERCELL APPROXIMATION

Outline: In § [2| we formulate the geometry equilibration problem, introduce the su-
percell approximation, state our main convergence results, and present numerical examples
demonstrating that they are indeed sharp. In § [3| we present the proofs.

2. RESULTS

2.1. Geometry equilibration of a point defect. The reference configuration of a point
defect embedded in a d-dimensional homogeneous host crystal is given by a set A C R,
satisfying
(L) There exists Rgef > 0, A € R™? invertible, such that
AN Bp,,, is finite and A\ Bg,,, = AZ%\ Bg,,,

We assume throughout that d > 2.
A lattice displacement is a function u : A — R™, where m > 1 is the range dimension.
Given an interaction cutoff radius r¢y > 0, the interaction range at site £ is given by

Ri={n—¢IneA}NB

Tcut *
In particular, for £ > reut + Rger this is independent of £ and we write Ry = R. The associated
finite difference gradient is given by

Du(f) := (u(l + p) — u(f))pem.

We assume 7oy is large enough such that span R, = R? for all £ € A and the graph with
vertices A and edges {(¢,£ + p) : £ € A, p € Ry} is connected.

Of particular interest are compact and finite-energy displacements described, respectively,
by the spaces

WE = WE(A) = {u: A — R™|supp(Du) is compact } and

: : 2.1
Wh2 = Wh2(A) := {u: A = R™|||Dul|z < oo}, (21)

where

IDu(O)? = Y [Du(0)*  and  [|Dulleqa) = || [Dull] oy
PER

The latter defines a semi-norm on both W¢ and W2

The homogeneous background lattice is AP™ := AZ?, which of course satisfies all foregoing
conditions. Since we will frequently convert between a defective lattice A and the associated
homogeneous lattice AP™ we denote the associated finite-difference operator by DMu(f) =
(D,u(f)) per- We will normally identify W = We(A), W2 = W'2(A) but make the domains
explicit in the case of the homogeneous system, We(APom) Y12 (Ahom),

For each £ € A let V; € C*((R™)®¢), with V;(0) = 0, be the site-energy associated with
the lattice site ¢, then the total potential energy difference is given by

E(u) =Y Vi(Du(e)). (2.2)

LeA

The re-normalisation V;(0) = 0 is made for the sake of simplicity of notation and signals
that £ is in fact an energy-difference. We assume that the interaction is homogeneous away
from the defect, i.e., V; = V for all |[¢| > reut + Raef, and that V satisfies the natural point
symmetry V(A) = V((—A_,),er) for all A € (R™)R.

E(u) is a priori only defined for u € We or, slightly more generally, for u : A — R™ with
|Du| € £*(A). To define it on W2, it is proven in [EOS16al Lemma 2.1] that £ : W® — R is
continuous with respect to the ||D - ||,2-semi-norm and that there exists a unique continuous
extension to W12, We still call this extension £ and remark that, according to [EOS16al,
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Lemma 2.1, £ € C3(W'?). This is only to justify our notation as we will never in fact
reference the energy itself in this paper, but work directly with its first variation,

(6€(u),v) = Y VVy(Du(l)) - Dv(¢)  for v e W°
LeA

We are interested in equilibrium configurations, 6€(u) = 0, or written as a variational
formulation,
(6€(m),v) =0  Yve W' (2.3)
We say that v € W2 is inf-sup stable if 626 (u) : W2 — (L2 is an isomorphism which
can, for example, be quantified via

inf12 sup (62 (u)v,w) > 0. (2.4)
veEW™ W2
[ Dvllp2=1 H}U)funegﬂ

Of particular interest is the stability of solutions u = .

In addition, our analysis requires stability of the homogeneous background crystal, a stan-
dard assumption in solid state physics known as phonon stability [Wal98|, which in our no-
tation can be written as

3 V() [D0(0), DMo(0)] = co| D0y Yo € WHEART) (25)
ZeAhom

for some ¢y > 0. We assume throughout that (2.5 holds.
Under the lattice stability assumption (2.5)), it is shown in [EOS16a, Thm.1| that any

solution @ € W2 to (2.3) satisfies
\DIa(0)] < |e|td for j =1,2,3; || sufficiently large. (2.6)
2.2. Supercell approximation. We consider a finite-domain approximation to (2.3|) with

periodic boundary conditions, which we will call the supercell approximation. To that end,
let B = (by,...,bq) € R¥4 invertible such that b; € AZ?. For each N € N, let

Ay:=ANB(-N,N]* and AR := [J (Ba+Aw).
a€2NZ4
Then the space of periodic displacements is given by
WR = WRT (An) == {u: AR — R™ |u(l + Ba) = u(¢) for a € 2NZ%}.
For v € WX and for N sufficiently large, the periodic potential energy approximation is
given by

Enu) = 3 Ve(Du(?)

LEAN
and the resulting periodic supercell approximation to (2.3) by

(0En(un),v) =0 Vv € W]%er. (2.7)
2.3. Sharp uniform convergence rate. While VVJF\),er 4 W12 we can still compare D and
D pointwise.

Theorem 2.1. Let @ € W2 be an inf-sup stable solution to (2.3)), then there exist C' > 0
such that, for N sufficiently large, there are uy € WX satisfying (2.7)) as well as

|Dun — DﬂHZoo(AN) < CN—.

Remark 2.2. Since #Ax ~ N¢, applying Holder’s inequality to Theorem [2.1| we obtain, for
P =p/(p—1), |Din — Dufpny) < CN—U/P,
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FIGURE 1. Numerical confirmation of the convergence rates predicted by
Theorem vacancy in bulk W (bcc), under EAM interaction.
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FIGURE 2. Numerical confirmation of the convergence rates predicted by
Theorem interstitial in bulk Cu (fcc), under Morse interaction.

2.4. Numerical Tests. We implemented two numerical tests to confirm our analysis:

(1) A vacancy in bulk W (bcc crystal structure), with interaction modelled by a Finnis-
Sinclair (embedded atom) potential [WZLH13].

(2) A self-interstitial in bulk Cu (fcc crystal structure), with interaction modelled by
Morse pair-potential ¢(r) = (e=2¢("=1) — 2e=("=1) 4 (r) with stiffness parameter
a = 4 and cubic spline cut-off ¢cye on the interval [1.5,2.3].

In both cases, we choose a cubic computational cell: given the lattice parameter ag (side-
length of the unit cell in equilibrium) the matrix B in §is given by B = ag/. The resulting
equilibration problem is then solved using a preconditioned nonlinear conjugate gradient
algorithm [PKM¥16|. To estimate the error a numerical comparison solution was computed
with N = [2.5Npax |, where Nyax denotes the largest N chosen for the test.

The results are shown in Figures [1| and Although in both cases there is a mild pre-
asymptotic behaviour visible, the numerical errors follow closely the predicted rates. Note
that we did not plot the errors on A with respect to the ||D - ||,;1i-seminorm since they are
theoretically infinite but in practise due to the finite domain of the comparison solution
appear to converge very slowly.
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2.5. Conclusion. We haven given the first rigorous proofs of a sharp error estimate in the
maximum norm (for strains) for the relaxation of a crystalline defect under artificial far-field
boundary conditions.

Our restriction to point defects with periodic boundary conditions simplified one key aspect
of the analysis: the sharp error estimates for the Green’s function. Indeed, there are three
fundamental ingredients in our analysis: (1) an inf-sup condition which allowed us to treat
general equilibria instead of only minima; (2) a sharp error estimate for the Green’s function;
and (3) a Caccioppoli estimate. Our arguments for (1) and (3) seem to be generic and can
likely be generalised to other situations, in particular to clamped boundary conditions for
either point defects of dislocations. Extending our error estimate for the Green’s function
is likely difficult in general. However, whenever this can be achieved our results should be
readily extendable.

3. PROOFS

In §§ we establish auxiliary results, mostly adapting existing ideas to our setting.
The proof of inf-sup stability of the periodic supercell approximation is given in § and
the proof of the sharp uniform convergence estimate in §

3.1. Auxiliary results. An important technical tool that was used in [EOS16al] for the
error analysis of the supercell approximation was a set of operators that enable us to convert
functions defined in A to functions defined on Ay, and vice-versa. The following results and
their proofs are similar to those in [EOS16a].

Let Qr := B(—R,R]? and Ap := AN Qg for any R € N. For general R > 0 we define

Qr = Qg and Ag = Ap).

Lemma 3.1 (Discrete Poincaré inequality). There exist rp, Rp,Cp > 0 such that for all
0<Ri <Ry with Ry >rp, Ro —R1 >rp,2<p<o0, and u: Ar,+r, — R we have

Hu - <u>AR2\AR1 HZP (Ary\AR,) < R2CP||DUHZP(AR2+RP\AR1—RP) (3.1)
with A’ = ’A/‘ Z (32)
LeN’

Proof. The restriction Ry > rp ensures that the defect region can be ignored. On can then
apply [EOS16b, Lemma 7.1] and its proof verbatim to cubes instead of balls, which states
that there exists a such that

lu—alle S Rl Dullag, ., no\Ar, -
Since a = (u)p 7y \Ap, inimises the left-hand side, the stated result for p = 2 follows.
For p = oo, the result is elementary. For 2 < p < oo it follows from the Riesz-Thorin
interpolation theorem. O
Let ng € C2(R%[0,1]) be a cut-off function satisfying

e nr(z) =1for x € Q4pys,

o () = 0 for @ € BRI\ Qs 5,

o |Ving| < CR™J for j=1,2.
Let Ar = Asr/64rew \ MR/6—ren D€ @ lattice annulus, then, for u : Ap — R™ and R >
Ry := max{2rp,6Rp + 67y} we can define the truncation Tru € W by

Tru(l) == 773(“ - <U>AR)’ l € Apg,
' 0, otherwise.

For R < N we can extend Tgru periodically with respect to Ay, in which case we call it
Ty pu € WX Moreover, we set Ty := Tx . The following Lemma, while formulated in

terms of Tr may also be applied to Tp % and Th".
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Lemma 3.2. There exists C' > 0 such that, for R sufficiently large, 2 < p < o0, u: Agp —

R™,
[DTruller < Cl|Duller(ag), (3.3)
IDTru — Dullw(ng) < ClDullpap\ag,y)s — and (3.4)
ID*Tru — D*ullna ) < ClID?uller(ap\ays) + CR™ I Dulle(am\An,s)- (3.5)

Proof. Since
D,Tru(€) = nr(l+ p)Dyu(l) + Donr(0) (w(l) — (u)ay,),
we can use Lemma [3.1]and R > Rt to see that

1
IPTruller S 1 Dulleran) + g llw = waglleran) S 1Dulleran),

and
1
IPTru = Duller(ag) S [1Dullrap\agyo) + Flle = {Wagllear) S I1Dulleamag,s)-

This establishes (3.3)) and (3.4]). The proof of (3.5) is analogous. O

As an immediate corollary of Lemma [3.2] we obtain pointwise estimates on Tru.

Corollary 3.3. Let & € W2 be a solution to (2.3), then there exists C' > 0 such that for all
R>0{€eAand j=1,2,

|DiTru(0)| < C(1+ [¢]) 4. (3.6)

Proof. The case j = 1 is an immediate consequence of (2.6 and (3.4)), case p = oo. The case
j = 2 follows from (2.6)) and (3.5]). O

3.2. The Homogeneous Problem. The proof of the sharp uniform convergence rates re-
quires sharp estimates on the Green’s function for the homogeneous supercell. In preparation
for these, we first introduce some notation to effectively translate between the defective and
homogeneous problems.

Recall from § [2| that AP°™ = AZ?, and analogously let A}]‘\f’m = Qn NAP™ then we define
the associated potential energies by

gm(u) = Y V(D"u(0), and ()= Y V(DMu(l)),

£eAbom ¢cAkom

for, respectively, u € WC(AM™) and u € WET(AR™). Of course, £"™ £ho™ have the same
regularity properties as &, listed in §[2.1]
Moreover, phonon stability (2.5) can now be written as

(822 (0)0,0) > col| D[ pnomy Vo € WHA(AR™),
As a consequence there exists a lattice Green’s function.
Lemma 3.4. There exists a lattice Green’s function G : APo™ — R™X™ satisfying
(6262°m(0)(Ges),v) = v;(0) Yo € WE(A™™),  and
(DG (0)] < C;(1+ 14D Vi >1,0e Abom, (3.7)
Furthermore, G(£) = G(—£) for all £ € Aho™,

Proof. The two claims in (3.7)) are proven in [EOSI6al, Lemma 12|. The point symmetry of G
is an immediate consequence of the fact that the Fourier symbol satisfies G(k) = G(—k). O
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To compare displacements u of the homogeneous and the defect problem, we define linear
operators SE™ : WRT(Ay) — WRT(ARem) and S WRT(ARem) — WRP(Ay) by fixing
any {9 € A\ Bg,,, and then letting

{u(@, (€ Abom\ By

for u € WX (Ay), and
wlby), CeAbomnpy, T uEWN (Ax) an

Skemu() =

(
0, CeA\Bg
Sdef /) = u( ’ def f c Wper Ahorn ]

v () {u(eo), teAnBy, rwEWN (AT

In particular, we have the following lemma as an immediate consequence of these defini-
tions.
Lemma 3.5. For some Rg > Rgef + reut Sufficiently large, we have DhS]}{,‘)mu = Du and
DSj‘l,efu = Db for |€] > Ryet + Teut as well as the estimates

|DhSR[0mu(£)‘ S CHDUHKOO(BRSQAN) vg € Ahom a BRdef+Tcllt’ a’nd
def h
‘DS]Ve U(f)‘ S CHD UHZOO(BRSHA};\?H]) Vﬁ € A N BRdef‘i"rcut‘

Remark 3.6. The operators Sj‘{ff and S]}{;)m are not “optimized” for practical purposes, which

likely leads to poor constants in some of our estimates. However, we only use them as a

technical tool in the proofs, and are only concerned with rates. For specific defect structures,

more natural operators S]d\ff, S]}{,Om are easily constructed.

The definition and all properties in Lemma directly translate to analogous operators
Ghom . YWL2(A) — WHZ(Ahom) and Gdef . yl2(Abom) 5 WL2(A) as well.

3.3. Periodic Green’s Function. We begin by recalling that phonon stability (2.5)) also
ensures the stability of the homogeneous periodic problem:

Lemma 3.7. [HO12, Thm. 3.6] For all N > 0 we have

<528]}{7°m(0)v,v> > COHthH?Q( Yo € WJI\’]er(Akﬁm).

Aljx\?m)
In particular, for every f : Aljl\?m — R™ with ZZeAII’\?m f(¢) = 0, there exists a unique
CAS W]Iifer(AR?m) with ZéeA};\?m U(E) = 0 such that
(%ER™(O0)u,v) = (fv)e Yo € WET(AR™).

The periodic Green’s function Gy : A}ﬁm — R™*™ ig then defined by the equation

(5250 (0)(Gver), v) = v3(0) — |Ah1m| S ow() Yo e WRT(Akm)
N T pepbom
: (50(% — ‘A?Viom‘lei,v)gz
To estimate the decay of Gn we relate G and Gy.
Lemma 3.8. For every j > 1 there exist constants Cq,Cy, independent of N, such that
H(Dh)jg — (Dh)jgNHZOO(A?VOm) < O N?747, and in particular
[((D®)Gn(0)] < Co(1 + dist(¢,2NBZ))2747 v e Abom,
Proof. First, we note that
ST (Mg =0 vj>3, (3.8)

fe Ahom

which is straightforward to prove due to the gradient structure. (For j < 3, (D®)/G(£) does
not decay fast enough to even define this sum.)



8 UNIFORM CONVERGENCE OF THE SUPERCELL APPROXIMATION

Fixi e {1,...,m}, p1,p2,p3 € R and let
w(l) ==Y Dy Dp,DpG(L+2NB2)e; VL€ AM™,
2€74

Due to the decay (3.7)), the sum exists. Moreover, w is Aljl\?m—periodic, satisfies
<525]13;°m(0)w,v> = (D, Dy, Dpyd0€4,v)

and according to (3.8) also ), Alom w(l) = 0.
Since D,, D,,D,,Gne; solves the same equation and has average zero as well, we can

therefore deduce that
(D")?PGy = ) (DM)PG(L + 2NBz).
2€7Z4
Consequently, for 7 > 3 and ¢ € A}f\}’m,
(D"G(6) — (D"YGn(0)| = | > (D")G(¢+2NBz)
z€Z4\{0}
S D (L4 [0+ 2NBz[)> 0
2€Z9\{0}
SN N BTUYN 22
z€2\{0}
SN,
where we used that the series converges due to j > 3 and the estimate is uniform due to the
uniform lower bound [B~%/N + 2z| > 1.

It remains to establish the estimate for j = 1,2, which we will obtain from a discrete
Poincaré inequality: For all g : AIJI\?m — R™ we clearly have

9(2) = 9(y)| < CN||Dglgoc(prom)  Va,y € AR™
hence it immediately follows that
lg = {9} anom|[goo (Atom) < CNHDtheoo(Agym)v (3.9)

where (g)yem = |AR™| 1 Y e prom 9(0).
Fix p,oc € R and let Cn := (D,D,G — DpDUgN>Ay]1Vom, then combining the estimate for

j =3 and (3.9)) we obtain
1,006 ~ DyDoG | atom) < [10pDoG — DyDoG — O e agom) + O

< N|D"D,D,G — DthDUgNHeoo(A};Vom) +|Cn|
SN |Cn|.

It thus remains to estimate Cy.

Periodicity of Gy implies that <Dng—gN>A}]1vom = 0, hence,
Cn =AW ) D,D,G().
LeAbem
Using discrete summation by parts we see that
S peo- Y Do)
CE(ARP™+p)\AR™ LEAR™\(AR™+p)
< N—de—lNl—d — N_d.
This establishes the result for j = 2.

Cn|=AR™
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To prove the estimate for j = 1, we can repeating the same argument on just D,G — DGy,

to obtain
> ng(z)‘.
LeAbem
From here on, however, we need to argue differently and in particular exploit cancellations

due to symmetries in the Green’s function, to avoid logarithmic terms. To that end, we define
the point symmetric extension

”ng - ngNHEOO(A}])\?m) 5 Nlid + Nﬁd

ARG = Ahom A B[N, N
of Abom (je., —Abom — A?‘}{}“) and use G(¢) = G(—¥) to calculate

S

> ng(z)’ <Y ng(e)‘ + NN
LeAhem LeADR

= > G(¢) — > g(e)‘ +1
CE(ALO+p)\ Ao CEARP\ (AR +p)

= >oooog-0- > g(é)‘ +1
(e(ALo4-p)\ Ao CEATP\(ALP +0)

D SRR S (U
LE(ALP—p)\ AL CEAR\ (AL +p)

— Z g(g—p)—g@)‘ﬂ
(AR (AR +p)

< > DGO +1
(AR (AL +p)

S Nd—lNl—d + 1

<1

Hence, Hng - ngNHZOO(A}]lVOm) S Nlid- O

3.4. Inf-sup stability. The first step in the error analysis of the supercell approximation
is to establish that it inherits inf-sup stability . This is a generalisation of the result in
[EOS16b, Theorem 7.7| that the supercell approximation inherits positivity of the Hessian
operator, a more stringent notion of stability suitable only for minimisers.

In the stability analysis it is convenient to factor out constants from W2 and Wi, Let
Wy € Wh2 and Whno C leifer denote the m-dimensional subspaces of all constant functions,
then we define

W2 = Wh2 /Wy and  WE™ == W /Wy

The associated equivalence classes of a function u € Wh2, WK are denoted by [u], however,

whenever an expression is independent of constants, we will abuse notation and identify
[u] = u, for example, D[u] = Du. The inner products associated with W2 WX are then

defined by
(v, W)yir1,2 = (Do, Dw)g2(a) and (v,w)W]p\}er = (Dv, Dw)gz(a ),

and turn these factor spaces into Hilbert spaces.

For the proofs of the following results, recall that we made the standing assumption ([2.5|)
that the homogeneous reference lattice is stable. Without this (standard) assumption the
negative eigenspace identified in Lemma [3.9| need not be finite-dimensional, and this would
make our strategy infeasible.
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Lemma 3.9. (i) For allu € WY, there exists a subspace Wy C WY2 with finite co-dimension
such that

(32E(u)v,v) > Leo|| D)7 Yv e Wr.
(ii) If, in addition, u is inf-sup stable (2.4) then there exists ¢1 > 0 and an orthogonal
decomposition W2 = W_ & W, with dim(W_) = q finite and

:|:<525(u)v,v> > ¢1]| Dvl|% Vv e Wy

Moreover, we may choose W_ = span{ty,...,1,}, where 1; are eigenfunctions of 6*E(u) in
the W12 sense.

Proof. (i) Let Wg :={v € Wwh2 | Dv|p, = 0}, then for v € Wg, and for R > Rgef + Tcut,

[(6°E (u)v, v) — (%€ (0)S™ ™, SP )| S Y | VPV (Du(e)) — V2V(0)] |Du(0)]?
LeA\Bg

S IDullese (a\5g) |1 DVIIZ S erll Dol

~

where eg — 0 as R — oo since Du € (2. Phonon stability then implies that, for R
sufficiently large,

(%€ (u)v,v) > Leg||Dv||7.
Since the co-dimension of Wk is finite, statement (i) follows with Wi = Whp.

(ii) Since 62€(u) is a symmetric, continuous bilinear map on W2, there is a unique
linear, self-adjoint, bounded operator A(u) € L(Wh?) with (62 (u)v, w) = (A(u)v, )2
for all v,w € W2, Inf-sup stability implies that A(u) is an isomorphism. Thus, the
spectrum of A(u) is real, bounded, and bounded away from 0. In light of (i), the spectral
subspace of the negative part of the spectrum is finite dimensional. The negative part of the
spectrum thus consists of only finitely many eigenvalues (with multiplicity) Ay < --- < A,
and associated orthonormal eigenfunctions v, 1 < j < q. Define W_ := span{t1, ..., 14} to
be that spectral subspace, and W, the orthogonal complement of WW_, then (ii) follows. O

Lemma 3.10. Suppose that u € W12 s inf-sup stable (2.4) then, for N sufficiently large,

inf sup <525N(T]{’,eru)v,w> > min(cy/8,c1/4). (3.10)
VEWRT  wenwker
Dol 2=1 || Dw|| 2 =1

Proof. Let uy = T u, Hy = §?En(un) and H := §2E(u). We will consider the orthogonal
decomposition WX = Wy 4 @& Wy, _, where

Wy = span{T]I\’:]rvmv,bj j=1,...,q}

with 1; the negative eigenfunctions of H (cf. Lemma ii)) and Wy 4 its orthogonal
complement. We will prove that Hy is uniformly positive on Wy  and uniformly negative
on Wy _, which implies the stated inf-sup condition .

If vy € Wy, — then vy = T}\),?;V/Qv for some v € W_. In particular, Duy(¢) = 0 for

¢ € An \ Ayyp and since also Duy (¢) = Du({) for all £ € Ay, we obtain

<HNTJI\)I?§V/2U’TJI\)7?§V/2U>: Z VQW(DuN(E))[DT}\’[?;V/21;,DT]{’;§V/20}
EGAN/Q
= Y VVi(Du(t))[DTysv, DT sv]
EGAN/Q

= <HTN/2’U,TN/2?)>
<Hv, v> + <H(TN/2U + v),TN/Qv - v>

_61”””?;[/1,2 + C||U||W1,2 ||TN/2U - UHW1,2-

IA
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Since [|Tn/2%5 — ¥jllyir,2 — 0 for all 1 < j < g, for a given € we obtain ||Ty/ov — v||jj12 <
€l[v|lyi1.2 for all N large enough uniformly in v € W_. For € small enough,
—c1 + Ce
(Hyon,on) < (=c1 4+ Co)l[v]|Z,, < ﬁHUNHWPer < —c1/2]on|[fyoer- (3.11)

Next we prove uniform positivity of Hy on Wy 4, the complement of Wy _. This is a
straightforward variation of the argument when Wy _ = {0} treated in [EOS16D, Theorem
7.7). First, we take an increasing sequence Ny such that

lim min (Hy,v,v) =liminf min (Hyv,v),

k—o0 UEWNkrF N—oo ’UEWN’+
v =1 II’UII per=1
Il ||W]13]Zr W

and then choose
vp €arg  min  (Hy, v,v).
veWn, +
||U||W]1\>]zr:1
Next, we want to choose a second sequence Ry 1 0o, Ry < Nj/4, and decompose
v = ag + by = Tjr\)fkrRk’Uk +(I- T]F\)]irRk)Uk-

According to [EOSI6D, Lemma 7.8] and [EOS16bl Proof of Theorem 7.7] , one can find a
subsequence of (NVg)ren (not relabelled) and Ry 1 oo sufficiently slowly such that

<HNkak, bk> —0 and (Dpak, DUbk)EQ(ANk) — 0 as k — oo, (3.12)
for all p,o € R. We split
(Hny vk, vk) = (Hnyak, ag) + 2(H N, ag, be) + (H,bi, br).

According to (3.12)), the cross-term vanishes in the limit, (Hy, a, bx) — 0.
Since the support of Dby does not intersect the defective region it is easy to see that

(Hybi, br) = (02ER™ (upd™ ) A2 b, SR bic ).

where uhom = S]}{,‘;mu N,- Next, we observe that

’<[525h0m( hom) _ 52€hom( )] Shomb Shombk>‘

> (VEVDukn(©) - VAV(0)) [DSKmb(), DS b(0)]
tenlpm\Abom,

< fk”DShomkaEQ(Aper hom) 6k||ka%/V§,er7
k

where, according to ,

€p:=  Imax ‘Dhuhom(ﬁ)‘

hom hom
Lenbym\Abom,

max  |DTn,u(f)|
" rea N \A Ry /2

< DT ulle(ay \Ar, /)
< [Dulleean, \Ag, o) T IPTN 1 = Dullay, )
S I1Dulle2(ay, \Ag, /)
-0 ask— oo
In particular, using Lemma [3.7] we obtain
(Hy, by, bk> (82ER™(0) SR bk, SNy ) — Cek||bk\|%/vjp\}:

> (co — Cek)kuHW;ir > 00/2\\519113[/;?, (3.13)
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for k sufficienty large.
Finally, since Day, are supported in Ay, /4 we have

(TN, @, )y = (avaﬁir,Nk/zwj)Wﬁf + (Tviak, (1= T 2)¥5 )i
= (o Ty, v, Jo¥i )W}\}ir — (b, T, v, J2¥i )Wﬁf +0
= —(bx, Tﬁika/g"L/fj)ng
Hence, for all j =1,...,q,
[Tk, 03Dy ol = |0k, TR, oDz

S m]aXHD%HzQ(ANk\ARk/Q) =y — 0.

Writing Ty, ar, = a: + a;; with akjE € Wi, Lemma (ii) implies

<HNkak7ak> = <HTNkak’TNkak> > CIHGZH%/Vlﬂ - CHCLI;H%/VLz > CIHGkH%/V}F\’,: — C. (3'14)

In summary, combining (3.14)) with (3.13)) and recalling again (3.12)) we conclude that, for
k sufficiently large,

inf H =(H
UEI}II}N,C,+< Nkv7v> < Nkvk’?vk>

HvHWRirzl > min(cp/2, cl)(HakH%VEir + kuHIZ/VJI\)IZr) — Cyg
= min(co/2, Cl)||vk||12/v}\’,2r — 2min(cp/2, c1) (ag, bk)W]%e: — Cvyg
> min(co/4, ¢1/2).
Due to the choice of the N, this means that for all N large enough,
inf  (Hyv,v) > min(c/8, c1/4). O

UEWN,+
Jollyper =1

As an immediate corollary of the inf-sup stability of the supercell approximation we obtain
a convergence result in the energy norm.

Theorem 3.11. Let @ € W2 be an inf-sup stable solution to ([2.3), then there exist C' > 0
such that, for N sufficiently large, there are uny € WX satisfying (2.7) as well as

|Day — DTY 4|, < N~92,

Proof. The proof of this result is identical to that of [EOS16a, Thm. 2.6], replacing positivity
of §2& ~N(TX"u) with the new inf-sup stability result provided by Lemma O

3.5. Uniform Convergence. Let & € W2 be an inf-sup stable solution to (2.3, then
according to Theorem there exists ay € WX solving (2.7) and satisfying

||D’U — DHN”gQ S N—2,

Throughout the remainder of this section, we fix @ and the sequences upy, as well as

UN = T]{’,erﬂ,ﬂlf\?m = S]}{,(’mﬂ]v,v?\?m = S]}{;’mvN,
eN = UN — UN, and ehom . — ghom _ ,hom

In particular we will also assume implicitly that IV is sufficiently large so that the existence of
uy is guarenteed. We will prove a uniform convergence rate for ey, from which Theorem
will readily follow.

Recall from the definition of T and from Corollary that
Dvy =Du  in Ay, and
[Dlon| S NPT in An \Angs, j=1,2.

First, we use our Green’s function estimates to obtain an implicit estimate for Dey.

(3.15)
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Lemma 3.12. There exists ro, Cy > 0 such that for all £ € Ay \ Ay,

|Den(0)| < Cy (N_d + ) (dist(¢ — m,2NBZ) + )1+ |my)—dyDeN(m)|>.

meAN

Proof. Let

aR™ () = (VV(DMaR™ (0) = VV(D"R™(0)) X By, e ren (0
= (VVi(Dun(€)) = VVi(DUn (€)X Raes+reut ()
DAY (0) := —DivVVi(Duy(£))

= > Vb, Vi, (Don(t=p) = > Vi, Ve(Dun(0)),
pPE—R, PER

25

-
~—~
~
~

where Vp, Vi(Du(f)) = 0Vy(Du(l))/0Dyu(f).
Then a straightforward algebraic manipulation shows that, for any w € Wper(Ahom)

<58hom( }]1\?111) 55hom( hom)’w>

= (3™, Dw)gzanemy — (0N, DSF W) 2(a ) = (S SH W) 20 )

Furthermore, for N > 6r¢yt, it is straightforward to establish that

N (O] < [D"ep™ (0)] V0 € AR™ NV BRyyetrou (3.16)
%" ()] < [Den(0)], VEE AN O Bryg+rans  and (3.17)
~ N_d_l, eEAN\AN/g.

The first two estimates follow simply from the fact that V,V, € C* while (3.18)) follows from
the second-order difference structure of fbdry (¢) and (3.15).
Furthermore, Taylor expansions of (58h°m(ﬁ}]‘\?m) and 6£R™ (vhem) about 0, and some ele-

mentary manipulations yield

<58hom( hom) 6ghom( hom),w>

_ <525h0m hom / < 528h0m hom) 62ghom( )] el]l\?m, ’IU> dt

/ < 528h0m hom) 525h0m( hom)] hom ’U)> dt
= (PEF™(0)e™ )

1
+/ / <[535R,0m(sv§l\?m)el]1\})m,v?\?m,w>dtds

/ / <535h°m s)vhom 4 gyhom)ghom “phom 4, hom w) dt ds.
We test with w(n) = D"Gx(n — £) then

(DM w(n)| S (dist(£ —m, 2NBZY) + 1)1 977, (3.19)
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hence, for |[¢| > Rgef + Tcut, We obtain
Dex(6)] = [DPee™(0)] = (228 (0) (™ — vhe™). )

S (@R™, D w) o o | + | (08, DSKw) oy o) |+ [ S w)2 0|

+ D DR (m)? |Dw(n)]

meAhom
+ Y |DER™ (m)[|Dw(m)| [ DoR™ (m)|
mEAhom

=:T; +Ty+ Tz + Ty + Ts.

The fifth term is already of the form we require: We can employ (3.19) to bound Dw and
(3.15) to bound Dv]}{?m. Furthermore, we use Lemma to bound Dei™ by Dey to arrive
at
Ts < Y. [Den(m)|(dist(f — m, 2NBZ4) + 1) (1 + |m[)™
meA};\?m
for [¢| > 2Rg. Using, (3.18) in combination with (3.19), as well as using | Dehom |2 < N—d/2
we get Tg+ Ty < N™% Finally, for T; and T9 and again, |¢| > 2Rg, we use (3.16]) and ((3.17))
to estimate
Ti+To S Y, [DYe™(m)||D°G(l—m)|+ ) |Den(m)||DS*D"G(t—m)|

meA};;’mmBRS meANNBRg
s D> > [Den(m)||D*G(L — k)|
keABR™mNBrg MEANNBRg

< Y |Den(m)|(dist(¢ — m,2NBZY) +1) 7. O

meAR™NBRrg

Next, we prove a discrete Caccioppoli estimate.
Lemma 3.13. There exist r1,Co > 0 such that, for ri <r < N/4,
[Denllez(a, ) < CollDenlle(as\a, )-

Proof. Inf-sup stability of vy established in Lemma and the convergence || Dep|;2 — 0
(cf. Theorem |3.11)) imply that there exists ¢; > 0 such that, for all N sufficiently large,

1
sup / <(525N(UN + teN)z,w> dt > c1||Dz||p2 Vz e W
wEWRE”
| Dw|l,2=1

In the rest of this proof we will write sup,, = SUD e W | Dulf =1 - Fix r > 0 and insert
z = Tpere ~ in the inf-sup condition, then we can use the fact that the supports of Dz and
D(I — Tpegr)w do not overlap to write

1
Dzl < sup/ (3*En(vn + ten)z,w) dt
w Jo
1
= sup/ <(525N(UN + ten)z, T]I\),egrw> dt
w Jo ’
1
= sup </ <525N(UN —I—teN)(T}ifif — I)GN,T]P\),;" >dt
0

w

+ (6En(un) — 0EN(vN) T]{’,;T >>
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We clearly have (6En(un), T}\),?;Tw) = 0. Moreover,
(6En(vn), TR w) = > VVi(Duy(4))[DTR,w]
LeN2,

= Y VVi(Du(t))[DTyw)]
LeNa,

= <(55(ﬂ),T27«w> =0,

which leaves us with only the term
1
1Dzl < sgp/o (8%En(vn + ten)(Txy — Den, Tx 5, w) dt.
Since DT x5, w =0 in A\ Ag, we can estimate this further by

1Dzl Ssup S [DETEE = Den(0)] DT, w(?)|
w EEAQT
S sup | D(Tx, — Den(0)|le2(ay,) [ DTN 9w |2
w
S IID(TR, = Den ()l eas)
where, in the last estimate, we used Lemma 3.2 to bound || DTX 5, wlez S || Dw|le S 1.
Using Lemma [3.2] a second time we finally deduce that
[1Denllexa, ) < 1Dz2lleay) S NPT = Den(€)|le2(as)
SID(T = Den(O)leza,) + [1Den (Ol aq\a,)
S IDen(D)lle2(as\A, o) O

Our main result, Theorem will follow from the next intermediate result, which is of
independent interest.

Theorem 3.14. Under the conditions of Theorem|2.1
| Denllp(ay) S N7

Proof. Let w(r) := [|[Den||go(ay\a,), then according to Lemma for r > o,

W) SN+ sup Y (dist(£ —m, 2NBZY) + 1) (1 + [m|) ¥ Den (m)|
SN~ 4+ w(r) sup Z (dist(¢ —m, INBZ?) + 1)7d(1 + |m])~¢
CEANNAT e AN \AY

+ sup Y (L4 |€—m|) "L+ |m|) | Den(m)]
(AN \Ar iR,

SNtw(r) sup oy (L[ m—2NBz) (1 + |m|)
LeAN\Ar 2€{~1,0,1}d mEAN

_ _ 1/2
+ sup (0 A= m) T+ ) ) T Denlea,y
CEAN\Ar N iR,

SN % 4w(r) sup  max | —2NBz| %log|¢ — 2NBz|
CeAN\A, 2€{—1,0,1}4

+ sup |07 Denlla,y
CEAN\Ar

< N~ 4+ w(r)r_d log(r) + T‘_dHDeNng(AT).
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Here we used that, for |[¢| > 2,

S @+ E=m) 1+ m)) ¢ S [ og ], and
meA

> @+ —m) 2+ |m]) 2 S [

meA

We apply the Caccioppoli inequality, Lemma further restricting to r1/2 <r < N/8,
to continue to estimate

w(r) S N4+ w(r)r~tlog(r) + [Den a7
<Cj3 (N_d + w(r)r_d/2).

For 75 := (2C3)%/? and r > r3 := max{rg, 71,72}, we thus find w(r) < 2C3N~¢. That is, we
have proven that |Dey(¢)] < N~9 for all £ € Ay \ A,,, where r3 is independent of N.

It thus remains only to consider ¢ € A,,, a finite subdomain. Applying Lemma [3.13] a
second time we obtain

|Den(0)] < | Denlleza,,) S IDenlleta,\any) S w(rs) S N7 O
Proof of Theorem[2.1 We split
[Dun — Dllg=e(ay) < [|Denlles(ay) + |1 Dvn — Didf|poo(a )
SN+ |Duy — D]l goo (),

where we used Theorem [3.14] For £ € Ayyo, Dun(¢) — Du(f) = 0. Conversely, for £ €
AN\ Ay, (3.15) and (2.6) imply that

Doy (€) — Du(e)] < [Dun(€)] + [Du(t)] S N~ O
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