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Abstract

The recent studies [21] and [22] introduce two temporally third-order accurate expo-
nential time differencing Runge–Kutta (ETDRK3) numerical schemes, both of which
can be expressed in a unified one-parameter formulation and have been proven to
unconditionally preserve the discrete energy dissipation law for the no-slope-selection
(NSS) equation in the epitaxial thin film growth model. However, no study has
provided the theoretical proof of the convergence of such schemes. Consequently,
this paper establishes a unified framework for the space-time convergence analysis
of these energy-stable schemes. By employing Fourier pseudo-spectral discretization
in space and the inner product technique, we derive a rigorous Fourier eigenvalue
analysis, which provides a detailed optimal convergence rate and error estimate in
the ℓ∞(0, T ;H1

h) ∩ ℓ2(0, T ;H3
h) norm. The primary challenge is addressing the

complex nonlinear terms in the NSS equation. Fortunately, this challenge could be
resolved through careful eigenvalue bound estimates for various operators. The pro-
posed analysis builds on the approach in [J. Sci Comput, 81 (2019), pp. 154–185],
while significantly optimizing and simplifying the proof process.
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we consider a two-dimensional (2-D) epitaxial thin film growth equation, which

corresponds to the L2 gradient flow associated with the following energy functional:

E(u) :=

∫
Ω

(
−1

2
ln(1 + |∇u|2) + ε2

2
|∆u|2

)
dx, (1.1)
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where Ω = (0, Lx)×(0, Ly), u : Ω → R2 is a periodic height function, and ε is a constant. Since

the logarithm term −1
2
ln(1+ |∇u|2) has no relative minima, there are no energetically favored

values for |∇u|, which means that there is no slope selection mechanism in the epitaxial growth

dynamics. The second term, which is quadratic, represents the isotropic surface diffusion effect.

In turn, the chemical potential becomes the following variational derivative of the energy:

µ := δuE = ∇ ·
( ∇u

1 + |∇u|2
)
+ ε2∆2u,

and the no-slope-selection (NSS) equation stands for the L2 gradient flow,

∂tu = −µ = −∇ ·
( ∇u

1 + |∇u|2
)
− ε2∆2u, (1.2)

in which the fourth-order term in (1.2) models the surface diffusion and the nonlinear

second-order term describes the Ehrlich-Schowoebel effect [1–4]. Under the periodic boundary

condition, the NSS equation (1.2) is mass conservative, i.e.,

d

dt

∫
Ω

u(x, t) = 0. (1.3)

Up to the present, significant efforts have been devoted to the design and analysis of

numerical schemes for the NSS equation; see the relevant literature [5–14], among others. In

particular, numerical schemes with high-order accuracy and energy stability are of particular

interest, owing to the long-time nature of the gradient flow coarsening process. For example,

based on the convex-concave decomposition of the energy, the convex splitting framework

introduced by Eyre [15] has led to the development of a number of unconditionally energy-

stable schemes; see, e.g., [5–7, 9, 13] and the references therein. Meanwhile, exponential time

differencing (ETD) methods have emerged as a popular research direction in recent years. Ju

et al. [16] first introduced unconditionally energy-stable first- and second-order ETD multi-

step (ETDMS) schemes by introducing a stabilization constant. Then, Wang et al. [7, 17,

18] incorporated various Douglas-Dupont stabilizing terms to analyze the energy stability of

second-, third-, and even higher-order stabilized ETDMS schemes, along with long-time error

estimates. Due to the multi-step nature of these schemes, the total energy is always composed

of the original terms and some regularized terms, referred to as the “modified energy.” While

the corresponding theoretical foundation is rigorous, there is a preference for retaining the

original energy as it more closely reflects the physical reality of the problem.

Motivated by this, Sun and Zhou [20] adopted explicit single-step time integration to pro-

pose a second-order unconditionally energy-stable ETDRK (ETDRK2) scheme. Furthermore,

they established error estimates and proved unconditional original energy stability without the

need for the Lipschitz assumption on the nonlinear terms. Very recently, the studies [21] and

[22] proposed third-order ETDRK (ETDRK3) schemes and successfully proved the discrete

energy dissipation law for phase-field models, including the NSS equation (1.2).

For the temporal convergence analysis and error estimates of the ETD-based schemes, the

authors [16, 20] derived the first- and second-order temporal ℓ∞(0, T ; ℓ2) convergence result

with useful mathematical tools, such as

∥en+1∥2 ≤ Cτ k, (k = 1, 2), (1.4)
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in which en+1 stands for the numerical error in the next time step, C is some constant with

subscript of the relevant parameters, and τ is the time-step size. To obtain a higher regularity

result, Cheng et al. [7] presented the following third-order temporal convergence result, in the

ℓ∞(0, T ;H1
h) ∩ ℓ2(0, T ;H3

h) norm:

∥∇N eℓ∥2 +
(
ε2τ

ℓ∑
m=1

∥∇N∆N em∥22
)1/2

≤ Cτ 3. (1.5)

Motivated by the framework constructed by [7], this study aims to provide a rigorous conver-

gence analysis for the two existing ETDRK3 schemes. To begin, we identify the core structure

of the two schemes, which can be expressed in a unified Butcher-like formulation, with a sin-

gle degree of freedom determined by one parameter. The formulation is then decomposed into

two distinct stages: in the first stage, the linear part is integrated exponentially, introduc-

ing an intermediate variable; while in the second stage, an explicit single-step interpolation is

applied to handle the nonlinear part. Error estimates are finally derived for both stages, with

a thorough application of linearized stability analysis in the second stage.

A key challenge in the analysis of this high-order ETDRK formulation arises from the

involvement of various global and inverse operators within the algorithm. To establish a uniform

bound for these operators, we carefully estimate the eigenvalues of the operators, as well as

those of their compositions. By applying an aliasing error control technique to the ℓ∞(0, T ;H1
h)

error estimate, we are also able to derive the spatial convergence rate and naturally establish

the fully-discrete error estimates. In contrast to the approach in [7], we shall adopt a single-step

analysis strategy, namely, the analysis of each time step of the model scheme is independent

of the others. In addition, to finish the complete proof, the authors in [7] used mathematical

induction, that is, their convergence analysis requires the assumption that ∥∇N∆N em∥2 ≤ 1

holds (cf. Proposition 3.2 in [7]), and this condition is recovered at the time instant tn+1.

In contrast, our approach does not rely on any assumption or recovery, which significantly

simplifies the proof. Another important point to note is that, owing to the structure of the

one-parameter ETDRK3 formulation, the most operators we use are considerably simpler than

those in [7], which make the analysis more accessible to readers.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we present the fully-discrete

numerical schemes, which combine Fourier pseudo-spectral spatial discretization with two

third-order accurate exponential time differencing Runge-Kutta methods for time integration.

We also supplement the discrete mass conservation law. Section 3 contains the main conver-

gence theorem and its corresponding proof, as well as the definitions of various operators in

Fourier space. In the following section, we briefly provide numerical evidence that supports

the theoretical results from Section 3. Finally, we conclude with some remarks.

2 Review of the energy-stable ETDRK3 Fourier pseudo-spectral
schemes

2.1 Fourier pseudo-spectral discretization

Consider Ω = (0, L)2. For simplicity of presentation, we let N be a positive integer, and Nx =

Ny = N and N ·h = L. We also set the number of grid points in each direction as N = 2K+1,

and the case for an even N could also be similarly treated. We compute the variables at the
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regular numerical grid ΩN := {(xp, yq)|xp = ph, yq = qh, 0 ≤ p, q ≤ N}. Denote ue as the

exact solution of (1.2), u(t) = ue(·, t)|ΩN be the restriction of the exact solution on ΩN , τ be

the time step T
Nt
, and ti = iτ for 0 ≤ i ≤ Nt. Let H

m
per(Ω) = {v ∈ Hm(Ω)|v is periodic}, and

MN be the space of 2-D periodic grid functions on ΩN . In this paper, we denote C (such as

(1.4) and (1.5)) one generic constant which may depend on ε, the solution u, the stabilization

constant κ, and the total time T , but is independent of the mesh size h and the time-step size τ .

The discrete Fourier expansion for a periodic grid function f ∈ MN is defined as

fp,q =

K∑
ℓ,m=−K

f̂ℓ,me
2πi(ℓxp+myq)/L, with f̂ℓ,m =

1

N2

N−1∑
p,q=0

fp,qe
−2πi(ℓxp+yq)/L. (2.1)

Then, the first- and second-order discrete spatial partial derivatives in the x-direction are

approximated by:

(Dxf)p,q =

K∑
ℓ,m=−K

2kπi

L
f̂ℓ,me

2πi(ℓxp+myq)/L, (D2
xf)p,q =

K∑
ℓ,m=−K

−4kπ2

L2
f̂ℓ,me

2πi(ℓxp+myq)/L.

The differentiation operators in the y-direction (Dy and D2
y) could be similarly defined. For

any f, g ∈ MN , and (f1, f2)
T ∈ MN ×MN , the discrete gradient, divergence and Laplacian

could be defined as follows:

∇Nf =

(
Dxf

Dyf

)
, ∇N ·

(
f1
f2

)
= Dxf1 +Dyf2, ∆Nf = D2

xf +D2
yf.

We also need to introduce the discrete L2 inner product ⟨·, ·⟩ and norm ∥ · ∥2 to measure the

discrete differentiation operators defined above,

⟨f, g⟩ = h2

2N∑
i,j=1

fijgij, ∥f∥2 =
√

⟨f, f⟩.

Furthermore, a detailed calculation shows that the following formulas of summation by

parts are valid at the discrete level. [28, 29]〈
f,∇N ·

(
g1
g2

)〉
= −

〈
∇Nf,

(
g1
g2

)〉
, ⟨f,∆N g⟩ = −⟨∇Nf,∇N g⟩ = ⟨∆Nf, g⟩.

In turn, the spatial discretization of equation (1.2) becomes: Given u0 ∈ MN , find u : [0, T ] →
MN such that 

du

dt
= −Lκu+Nκ(u), t ∈ (0, T ],

u(0) = u(0),
(2.2)

where the operator Lκ = ε2∆2
N − κ∆N that is symmetric negative definite on MN , and the

nonlinear term Nκ(u) = −κ∆Nu − ∇N ·
(

∇Nu
1+|∇Nu|2

)
. Further, we denote gκ(u) = κ∇Nu +

∇Nu
1+|∇Nu|2 , so that Nκ(u) = −∇N ·gκ(u). The following Calculus-style inequality has been proven

in an existing work [16].
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Lemma 2.1. Denote a mapping β : R2 → R2 that β(v) = v
1+|v|2 . Then, we have

|β(v)− β(w)| ≤ |v −w|, ∀v, w ∈ R2.

Also, we introduce the following ℓ2 estimate [7], which will be needed in the later analysis.

Lemma 2.2. For any two grid functions f1 and f2, we have

∥gκ(f1)− gκ(f2)∥2 ≤ (κ+ 1)∥∇N (f1 − f2)∥2. (2.3)

Moreover, to overcome the difficulty caused by an appearance of aliasing error in the non-

linear term, we introduce a periodic extension of a grid function and a Fourier collocation

interpolation operator defined in [7].

Definition 2.1. For any periodic grid function f defined over a uniform 2-D numerical grid,

we denote fN as its periodic extension. In more details, suppose that the grid function f has a

discrete Fourier expansion as (2.1), its continuous extension (projection) onto PK (the space

of trigonometric polynomials of degree at most K) is given by

fN(x) =

K∑
ℓ,m=−K

f̂ℓ,me
2πi(ℓx+my)/L.

Meanwhile, for any periodic continuous function f , which may contain larger wave length,

its collocation interpolation operator is defined as

fp,q =

K∑
ℓ,m=−K

(
f̂c
)
ℓ,m

e2πi(ℓxp+myq)/L

PN
c fN(x) =

K∑
ℓ,m=−K

(
f̂c
)
ℓ,m

e2πi(ℓx+my)/L,

in which the Fourier collocation coefficients (f̂c)ℓ,m could be obtained by discrete Fourier trans-

formation. Notice that f̂c may not be the Fourier coefficients of f , due to the truncation and

aliasing errors. The following two lemmas [23–25] are necessary for the later unified convergence

analysis where the definition of the norm ∥ · ∥Hm is omit here for simplicity of presentation.

Lemma 2.3. For any ϕ ∈ PmK in dimension d, we have∥∥PN
c ϕ

∥∥
Hk0

≤ (
√
m)d∥ϕ∥Hk0 , ∀k0 ∈ Z, k0 ≥ 0.

Lemma 2.4. As long as f and all its derivatives (up to m-th order) are continuous and

periodic on Ω, the convergence of the derivatives of the interpolation is given by

∥f − PN
c f∥Hk ≤ C∥f∥Hmhm−k, for 0 ≤ k ≤ m, m >

d

2
.

2.2 Derivation of the time-stepping integrators

To define ETDRK methods, we introduce the functions

φk(z) =

∫ 1

0

e(1−s)z sk−1

(k − 1)!
ds > 0, k ≥ 1,
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which satisfy the recursion relation (z ̸= 0):

φk(z) =
φk−1(z)− 1

(k−1)!

z
, k ≥ 1, with φ0(z) = ez.

More precisely, when k = 1, 2, the two φ-functions read as follows,

φ1(z) =
1− e−z

z
, φ2(z) =

e−z − 1 + z

z2
,

and the vital properties holds for the later analysis.

Lemma 2.5. 1. φi is decreasing for i = 0, 1, 2;

2. ∀x > 0, it holds that 0 < φ1(z) ≤ 1, 0 < φ2(z) ≤ 1
2
, and

∣∣ φ2(z)√
φ1(z)

∣∣ ≤ 1
2
.

We outline an three-stage stabilization ETDRK3 formulation for (2.2) in the form:
un,0 = un,

un,i = φ0(ciτLκ)u
n + τ

i−1∑
j=0

ai,j(τLκ)Nκ(un,j), i = 1, 2, 3,

un+1 = un,3.

(2.4)

According to the consistency analysis, Hochbruck and Ostermann [26] found the following

one-parameter family of third-order methods:

c0

c1 a1,0(τLκ)

c2 a2,0(τLκ) a2,1(τLκ)

c3 a3,0(τLκ) a3,1(τLκ) a3,2(τLκ)

=

0

c1 c1φ1,1

2
3

2
3
φ1,2 − 4

9c1
φ2,2

4
9c1

φ2,2

1 φ1 − 3
2
φ2 0 3

2
φ2

, (2.5)

where φi,j(τLκ) := φi(cjτLκ). By selecting different parameter values, one can obtain the

following two third-order ETDRK schemes:
• [21] ETDRK3-1 (c1 =

2
3
):

un,1 =φ0

(2
3
τLκ

)
un +

2

3
τφ1

(2
3
τLκ

)
Nκ(u

n),

un,2 =un,1 +
2

3
τφ2

(2
3
τLκ

)(
Nκ(un,1)−Nκ(u

n)
)
,

un+1 =φ0(τLκ)u
n + τφ1(τLκ)Nκ(u

n) +
3

2
τφ2(τLκ)

(
Nκ(un,2)−Nκ(u

n)
)
.

(2.6)

• [22] ETDRK3-2 (c1 =
4
9
):

un,1 =φ0

(4
9
τLκ

)
un +

4

9
τφ1

(4
9
τLκ

)
Nκ(u

n),

un,2 =φ0(
2

3
τLκ)u

n +
2

3
τφ1

(2
3
τLκ

)
Nκ(u

n) + τφ2(
2

3
τLκ)

(
Nκ(un,1)−Nκ(u

n)
)
,

un+1 =φ0(τLκ)u
n + τφ1(τLκ)Nκ(u

n) +
3

2
τφ2(τLκ)

(
Nκ(un,2)−Nκ(u

n)
)
.

(2.7)
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To prove the mass conservation of the ETDRK3-1 (2.6) and ETDRK3-2 (2.7) schemes, we first

introduce the following lemma [27].

Lemma 2.6. Let g be an analytic function defined on the spectrum of M ∈ Cd×d; that is, the

values g(i)(λi)(0 ≤ j ≤ ni − 1, 1 ≤ i ≤ d) exists, where {λi}di=1 are the eigenvalues of M , and

ni is the order of the largest Jordan block where λi appears. Then it holds that

1. g(M) commutes with M ;

2. g(MT ) = g(M)T ;

3. the eigenvalues of g(M) are g(λi), 1 ≤ i ≤ d;

4. g(P−1MP ) = P−1g(M)P for any non-singular matrix P ∈ Cd×d;

5. for any P,Q ∈ Cd×d, e(P+Q)t = ePteQt = eQtePt iff PQ = QP ;

6. d
dt
(eMt) = MeMt = eMtM .

Proposition 2.1 (Discrete mass conservation). The ETDRK3-1 (2.6) and ETDRK3-2 (2.7)

schemes preserves unconditionally mass conservation in the discrete sense; that is,

un+1 = un :=
1

|Ω|

∫
Ω

undx, 0 ≤ n ≤ Nt − 1.

Proof. We can rewrite the third equation of (2.6) or (2.7) as follows:

un+1 − un =
(
e−τLκ − I

)
un + L−1

κ

(
I − e−τLκ

)
Nκ(u

n)

+
3

2
L−1
κ (τLκ)

−1
(
e−τLκ − I + τLκ

)(
Nκ(un,2)−Nκ(u

n)
)
.

(2.8)

We introduce two functions g1 and g2 : R → R, defined by

g1(a) = 1− e−τa, g2(a) =
e−τa − 1 + τa

τa
.

It follows that for any a > 0, we have 0 < g1(a) < 1 and 0 < g2(a) <
1
2
. Furthermore, we define

the operators B1 and B2 as

B1 = g1(Lκ), B2 = g2(Lκ),

so that (2.8) becomes

un+1 − un = B1

(
−un + L−1

κ Nκ(u
n)
)
+

3

2
L−1
κ B2

(
Nκ(un,2)−Nκ(u

n)
)
. (2.9)

By using the lemma and the fact that Lκ is symmetric and positive definite, we conclude that

both B1 and B2 are symmetric, positive definite, and commute with Lκ and L−1
κ . Now, by

taking the discrete L2 inner product of (2.9) with v0 ≡ 1, we obtain

un+1 − un = ⟨un+1 − un, 1⟩ =
〈
L−1
κ Nκ(u

n)− un, B1v0
〉
+

3

2

〈
L−1
κ

(
Nκ(un,2)−Nκ(u

n)
)
, B2v0

〉
.

From the definitions of B1 and B2, we derive the following expressions:

B1 = I − e−τLκ = τLκ −
1

2
(τLκ)

2 +
1

6
(τLκ)

3 + · · · ,

B2 = (τLκ)
−1
(
e−τLκ − I + τLκ

)
=

1

2
τLκ −

1

6
(τLκ)

2 +
1

24
(τLκ)

3 + · · · .
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Therefore, we conclude that B1v0 = B2v0 = 0, which completes the proof.

3 Optimal rate convergence analysis of the fully-discrete scheme

In this section, we present a unified convergence analysis framework for the third-order

formulation (2.4). For clarity, we first provide the explicit form of the formulation:

un,1 = φ0(c1τLκ)u
n + c1τφ1(c1τLκ)Nκ(u

n), (3.1)

un,2 = φ0(
2

3
τLκ)u

n +
2

3
τφ1(

2

3
τLκ)Nκ(u

n) +
4

9c1
τφ2(

2

3
τLκ)

(
Nκ(un,1)−Nκ(u

n)
)
, (3.2)

un+1 = φ0(τLκ)u
n + τφ1(τLκ)Nκ(u

n) +
3

2
τφ2(τLκ)

(
Nκ(un,2)−Nκ(u

n)
)
. (3.3)

The global existence of weak solution, strong solution, and smooth solution for the NSS

equation (1.2) has been established in [3]. In more details, a global-in-time estimate of

L∞(0, T ;Hm)∩L2(0, T ;Hm+2) for the phase variable was proved, assuming initial data in Hm,

for any m ≥ 2. Therefore, with an initial data with sufficient regularity, the exact solution is

assumed to preserve a regularity of class R:

ue ∈ R := C3(0, T ;H3) ∩ L∞(0, T ;HM0), M0 = max{17,m0 + 5}.

Define UN(·, t) := PNue(·, t), the (spatial) Fourier projection of the exact solution into BK ,

the space of trigonometric polynomials of degree to and including K. The following projection

approximation is standard: if ϕe ∈ L∞(0, T ;Hℓ
per(Ω)), for some ℓ ∈ N,

∥UN − ue∥L∞(0,T ;Hm) ≤ Chℓ−k∥ue∥L∞(0,T ;Hℓ), ∀0 ≤ k ≤ ℓ.

By Um
N we denote UN(·, tm), with tm = m · τ . Since UN ∈ PK , the mass conservative property

is available at the discrete level:

Um
N =

1

|Ω|

∫
Ω

UN(·, tm)dx =
1

|Ω|

∫
Ω

UN(·, tm−1)dx = Um−1
N , ∀m ∈ N.

On the other hand, the solution of the scheme (2.6) or (2.7) is also mass conservative at the

discrete level (as given by Proposition 2.1); that is,

um = um−1, ∀m ∈ N.

Meanwhile, we denote Um as the interpolation values of UN at discrete grid points at time

instant tm: Um
p,q := UN(xp, yq, t

m). As indicated before, we use the mass conservative projection

for the initial solution:

u0
p,q = U0

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

The error grid function is defined as

em := Um − um, ∀m ∈ N. (3.4)

Therefore, it follows that em = 0, ∀m ∈ N. For the introduced third-order accurate scheme

(3.1)-(3.3), the convergence result is stated below.
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Theorem 3.1. Given initial data U0
N ∈ HM0

per (Ω) with periodic boundary conditions, suppose

that the unique solution for the NSS equation is of regularity class R. Then, provided that

τ and h are sufficiently small, for all positive integers k, such that τ · k ≤ T , the following

convergence estimate is valid:

∥∇N ek∥2 +
(
ε2τ

k∑
j=1

∥G1,3,(0)
N ∇N∆N ej∥22

) 1
2 ≤ C(τ 3 + hm0), (3.5)

where G
1,3,(0)
N is a specific operator defined in (3.21).

We will begin by proving the convergence result of the ETDRK3 formulation (3.1)-(3.3)

for the NSS equation (1.2) and putting the complete process into Section 3.2-Section 3.4.

3.1 Preliminaries

For the Fourier projection solution UN and its interpolation U , a careful consistency analysis

implies that

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

n), (3.6)

Un,2 = φ0(
2

3
τLκ)U

n +
2

3
τφ1(

2

3
τLκ)Nκ(U

n) +
4

9c1
τφ2(

2

3
τLκ)

(
Nκ(Un,1)−Nκ(U

n)
)
, (3.7)

Un+1 = φ0(τLκ)U
n + τφ1(τLκ)Nκ(U

n) +
3

2
τφ2(τLκ)

(
Nκ(Un,2)−Nκ(U

n)
)
+ τζn, (3.8)

with ∥∇N ζn∥ ≤ C(τ 3 + hm0). Notice that the profiles Un,1 and Un,2 are constructed, based

on the exact interpolation solution Un at the previous time step. In turn, subtracting the

numerical algorithm (3.1)-(3.3) from the consistency estimate (3.6)-(3.8) gives

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

n), (3.9)

en,2 = φ0(
2

3
τLκ)e

n +
2

3
τφ1(

2

3
τLκ)Ñκ(e

n) +
4

9c1
τφ2(

2

3
τLκ)

(
Ñκ(en,1)− Ñκ(e

n)
)
, (3.10)

en+1 = φ0(τLκ)e
n + τφ1(τLκ)Ñκ(e

n) +
3

2
τφ2(τLκ)

(
Ñκ(en,2)− Ñκ(e

n)
)
+ τζn, (3.11)

where Ñκ(e) := Nκ(U)−Nκ(u) with e defined by (3.4). We also denote g̃κ(e) := gκ(U)− gκ(u)

in (2.3) for the simplicity.

On the other hand, to facilitate convergence analysis, we introduce the following linear

operators which will be used in the later analysis:

G1,1
N = φ1(c1τLκ) = (c1τLκ)

−1
(
I − e−c1τLκ

)
;

G1,2
N = φ1

(2
3
τLκ

)
=

(2
3
τLκ

)−1(
I − e−

2
3
τLκ

)
;

G1,3
N = φ1(τLκ) = (τLκ)

−1
(
I − e−τLκ

)
;

G2,1
N = φ2

(2
3
τLκ

)
=

(2
3
τLκ

)−2(
e−

2
3
τLκ − I +

2

3
τLκ

)
;

G2,2
N = φ2(τLκ) =

(
τLκ

)−2(
e−τLκ − I + τLκ

)
;

G
2,1,(1)
N = φ2

(2
3
τLκ

)
φ1

(2
3
τLκ

)− 1
2 ;

9



G
2,2,(1)
N = φ2

(
τLκ

)
φ1

(
τLκ

)− 1
2 .

In more details, the above operators applied on a grid function f ∈ MN become

(
G1,1

N f
)
p,q

=

K∑
ℓ,m=−K

I − e−c1τΛℓ,m

c1τΛℓ,m

f̂ℓ,me
2πi(ℓxp+myq)/L; (3.12)

(
G1,2

N f
)
p,q

=

K∑
ℓ,m=−K

I − e−
2
3
τΛℓ,m

2
3
τΛℓ,m

f̂ℓ,me
2πi(ℓxp+myq)/L; (3.13)

(
G1,3

N f
)
p,q

=

K∑
ℓ,m=−K

I − e−τΛℓ,m

τΛℓ,m

f̂ℓ,me
2πi(ℓxp+myq)/L; (3.14)

(
G2,1

N f
)
p,q

=

K∑
ℓ,m=−K

e−
2
3
τΛℓ,m − I + 2

3
τΛℓ,m(

2
3
τΛℓ,m

)2 f̂ℓ,me
2πi(ℓxp+myq)/L; (3.15)

(
G2,2

N f
)
p,q

=

K∑
ℓ,m=−K

e−τΛℓ,m − I + τΛℓ,m(
τΛℓ,m

)2 f̂ℓ,me
2πi(ℓxp+myq)/L; (3.16)

(
G

2,1,(1)
N f

)
p,q

=

K∑
ℓ,m=−K

e−
2
3
τΛℓ,m − I + 2

3
τΛℓ,m(

2
3
τΛℓ,m

) 3
2

√
I − e−

2
3
τΛℓ,m

f̂ℓ,me
2πi(ℓxp+myq)/L, (3.17)

(
G

2,2,(1)
N f

)
p,q

=

K∑
ℓ,m=−K

e−τΛℓ,m − I + τΛℓ,m(
τΛℓ,m

) 3
2
√
I − e−τΛℓ,m

f̂ℓ,me
2πi(ℓxp+myq)/L. (3.18)

where Λℓ,m = ε2λ2
ℓ,m + κλℓ,m, with λℓ,m = 4π2

L2 (ℓ
+m2). Meanwhile, since all the eigenvalues in

(3.12)-(3.14) are non-negative, we define G
1,j,(0)
N =

(
G1,j

N
) 1

2 , j = 1, 2, 3, as

(
G

1,1,(0)
N f

)
p,q

= (G1,1
N )

1
2fp,q =

K∑
ℓ,m=−K

(I − e−c1τΛℓ,m

c1τΛℓ,m

) 1
2

f̂ℓ,me
2πi(ℓxp+myq)/L, (3.19)

(
G

1,2,(0)
N f

)
p,q

= (G1,2
N )

1
2fp,q =

K∑
ℓ,m=−K

(I − e−
2
3
τΛℓ,m

2
3
τΛℓ,m

) 1
2

f̂ℓ,me
2πi(ℓxp+myq)/L, (3.20)

(
G

1,3,(0)
N f

)
p,q

= (G1,3
N )

1
2fp,q =

K∑
ℓ,m=−K

(I − e−τΛℓ,m

τΛℓ,m

) 1
2

f̂ℓ,me
2πi(ℓxp+myq)/L. (3.21)

Of course, the operator G
1,j,(0)
N is commutative with any differential operator in the Fourier

pseudo-spectral space, and the following summation by parts formula is available:

⟨f,G1,j
N g⟩ = ⟨G1,j,(0)

N f,G
1,j,(0)
N g⟩, j = 1, 2, 3. (3.22)
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In addition, the following summation by parts formula could be derived in a similar manner:〈
f, φ2

(2
3
τLκ

)
g
〉
=

〈
f,G2,1

N g
〉
=

〈
G

1,2,(0)
N f,G2,1

N
(
G

1,2,(0)
N

)−1
g
〉
=

〈
G

1,2,(0)
N f,G

2,1,(1)
N g

〉
;〈

f, φ2(τLκ)g
〉
=

〈
f,G2,2

N g
〉
=

〈
G

1,3,(0)
N f,G2,2

N
(
G

1,3,(0)
N

)−1
g
〉
=

〈
G

1,3,(0)
N f,G

2,2,(1)
N g

〉
.

(3.23)

Meanwhile, the following operators are introduced to facilitate the analysis for the diffusion

part: (
G

1,1,(5)
N f

)
p,q

=

K∑
ℓ,m=−K

(I − e−c1τΛℓ,m

c1τ

) 1
2

λ
1
2
ℓ,mf̂ℓ,me

2πi(ℓxp+myq)/L,

(
G

1,2,(5)
N f

)
p,q

=

K∑
ℓ,m=−K

(I − e−
2
3
τΛℓ,m

2
3
τ

) 1
2

λ
1
2
ℓ,mf̂ℓ,me

2πi(ℓxp+myq)/L,

(
G

1,3,(5)
N f

)
p,q

=

K∑
ℓ,m=−K

(I − e−τΛℓ,m

τ

) 1
2

λ
1
2
ℓ,mf̂ℓ,me

2πi(ℓxp+myq)/L.

(3.24)

The subsequent preliminary estimates necessary for later analysis will be detailed in A.

Proposition 3.1. For any two periodic grid functions f and g, we have∥∥G1,j,(5)
N f

∥∥2

2
=

〈
G1,j

N Lκf,−∆Nf
〉
= ε2

∥∥G1,j,(0)
N ∇N∆Nf

∥∥2

2
+ κ

∥∥G1,j,(0)
N ∆Nf

∥∥2

2
; (3.25)

c1τ
〈
G1,1

N Lκf,−∆Nφ0(c1τLκ)f
〉
+
∥∥∇N

(
g − φ0(c1τLκ)

)∥∥2

2
≥ c1τ

∥∥G1,1,(5)
N g

∥∥2

2
; (3.26)

2

3
τ
〈
G1,2

N Lκf,−∆Nφ0

(2
3
τLκ

)〉
+
∥∥∇N

(
g − φ0(

2

3
τLκ)

)∥∥2

2
≥ 2

3
τ
∥∥G1,2,(5)

N g
∥∥2

2
; (3.27)

τ
〈
G1,3

N Lκf,−∆Nφ0(τLκ)f
〉
+
∥∥∇N

(
g − φ0(τLκ)

)∥∥2

2
≥ τ

∥∥G1,3,(5)
N g

∥∥2

2
; (3.28)∥∥G1,j,(0)

N f
∥∥
2
≤ ∥f∥2;

∥∥G2,k,(1)
N f

∥∥
2
≤ 1

2
∥f∥2, with j = 1, 2, 3 and k = 1, 2. (3.29)

3.2 The error estimate in the first RK stage

The current form (3.9) of the numerical error evolutionary equation has not revealed a clear

interaction between the linear and nonlinear parts. To obtain a clearer picture, we denote

e∗n,1 = φ0(c1τLκ)e
n, and the evolutionary equation (3.9) could be rewritten as the following

two-substage system:

e∗n,1 − en

c1τ
= −Lκφ1(c1τLκ)e

n, (3.30)

en,1 − e∗n,1
c1τ

= φ1(c1τLκ)Ñκ(e
n). (3.31)

Taking a discrete ℓ2 inner product with (3.30) by −∆N (e∗n,1 + en) leads to〈
e∗n,1 − en,−∆N (e∗n,1 + en)

〉
+ c1τ

〈
G1,1

N Lκe
n,−∆N (e∗n,1 + en)

〉
= 0. (3.32)

The first term could be analyzed with the help of summation by parts:〈
e∗n,1 − en,−∆N (e∗n,1 + en)

〉
=

〈
∇N (e∗n,1 − en),∇N (e∗n,1 + en)

〉
= ∥∇N e∗n,1∥22 − ∥∇N en∥22.

(3.33)
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For the diffusion part term appearing in (3.32), we see that〈
G1,1

N Lκe
n,−∆N en

〉
=

∥∥G1,1,(5)
N en

∥∥2

2
= ε2

∥∥G1,1,(0)
N ∇N∆N en

∥∥2

2
+ κ

∥∥G1,1,(0)
N ∆N en

∥∥2

2
, (3.34)

in which (3.25) has been applied. Subsequently, a substitution of (3.33) and (3.34) into (3.32)

implies that

∥∇N e∗n,1∥22 − ∥∇N en∥22 + c1τ
(∥∥G1,1,(5)

N en
∥∥2

2
+
〈
G1,1

N Lκe
n,−∆N e∗n,1

〉)
= 0. (3.35)

Taking a discrete ℓ2 inner product with (3.31) by −2∆N en,1 gives〈
en,1 − e∗n,1,−2∆N en,1

〉
= −2c1τ

〈
G1,1

N Ñκ(e
n),∆N en,1

〉
. (3.36)

The term on the left-hand-side (LHS) could be analyzed in a similar way as in (3.33),〈
en,1 − e∗n,1,−2∆N en,1

〉
= 2

〈
∇N

(
en,1 − e∗n,1

)
,∇N en,1

〉
= ∥∇N en,1∥22 − ∥∇N e∗n,1∥22 +

∥∥∇N
(
en,1 − e∗n,1

)∥∥2

2
.

(3.37)

Consequently, a combination of (3.35) and (3.36)-(3.37) reveals that

∥∇N en,1∥22 − ∥∇N en∥22 +
∥∥∇N

(
en,1 − e∗n,1

)∥∥2

2
+ c1τ

(∥∥G1,1,(5)
N en

∥∥2

2
+
〈
G1,1

N Lκe
n,−∆N e∗n,1

〉)
= −2c1τ

〈
G1,1

N Ñκ(e
n),∆N en,1

〉
.

(3.38)

Meanwhile, an application of estimate (3.26) (in Proposition 3.1) indicates

c1τ
〈
G1,1

N Lκe
n,−∆N e∗n,1

〉
+
∥∥∇N

(
en,1 − e∗n,1

)∥∥2

2
≥ c1τ

∥∥G1,1,(5)
N en,1

∥∥2

2
, (3.39)

so that we obtain

∥∇N en,1∥22 − ∥∇N en∥22 + c1τ
(∥∥G1,1,(5)

N en
∥∥2

2
+
∥∥G1,1,(5)

N en,1
∥∥2

2

)
≤− 2c1τ⟨G1,1

N Ñκ(e
n),∆N en,1⟩.

(3.40)

In terms of the nonlinear error inner product, we begin with the following expansion:

−
〈
G1,1

N Ñκ(e
n),∆N en,1

〉
=

〈
G1,1

N ∇N · g̃κ(en),∆N en,1
〉

=−
〈
G1,1

N g̃κ(e
n),∇N∆N en,1

〉
= −

〈
G

1,1,(0)
N g̃κ(e

n), G
1,1,(0)
N ∇N∆N en,1

〉
,

(3.41)

in which gκ has been introduced in (2.3), and the summation by parts formula (3.22) has been

applied in the last step. Meanwhile, an application of inequality (2.3) (in Lemma 2.2) indicates

that

∥g̃κ(en)∥2 ≤ (κ+ 1)
∥∥∇N (Un − un)

∥∥
2
= (κ+ 1)∥∇N en∥2. (3.42)

Furthermore, by the operator estimate (3.29) (in Proposition 3.1), we obtain∥∥G1,1,(0)
N g̃κ(e

n)
∥∥
2
≤ ∥g̃κ(en)∥2 ≤ (κ+ 1)∥∇N en∥2, (3.43)
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which in turn leads to

−
〈
G1,1

N Ñκ(e
n),∆N en,1

〉
= −

〈
G

1,1,(0)
N g̃κ(e

n), G
1,1,(0)
N ∇N∆N en,1

〉
≤

∥∥G1,1,(0)
N g̃κ(e

n)
∥∥
2
·
∥∥G1,1,(0)

N ∇N∆N en,1
∥∥
2

≤ (κ+ 1)∥∇N en∥2 ·
∥∥G1,1,(0)

N ∇N∆N en,1
∥∥
2

≤ (κ+ 1)2ε−2∥∇N en∥22 +
ε2

4

∥∥G1,1,(0)
N ∇N∆N en,1

∥∥2

2
.

(3.44)

A substitution into (3.40) yields

∥∇N en,1∥22 − ∥∇N en∥22 + c1τ
(∥∥G1,1,(5)

N en
∥∥2

2
+
∥∥G1,1,(5)

N en,1
∥∥2

2

)
≤2c1(κ+ 1)2ε−2τ∥∇N en∥22 +

c1ε
2

2
τ
∥∥G1,1,(0)

N ∇N∆N en,1
∥∥2

2
.

(3.45)

Combining (3.34) and (3.45) leads to

∥∇N en,1∥22 − ∥∇N en∥22 + c1τ
∥∥G1,1,(5)

N en
∥∥2

2
+

c1ε
2

2
τ
∥∥G1,1,(0)

N ∇N∆N en,1
∥∥2

2

+ κc1τ
∥∥GN∆N en,1

∥∥2

2
≤ 2c1(κ+ 1)2ε−2τ∥∇N en∥22.

(3.46)

As a direct consequence, we obtain a preliminary H1
h error estimate in the first RK stage:

∥∇N en,1∥22 ≤
(
1 + 2c1(κ+ 1)2ε−2τ

)
∥∇N en∥2, so that (3.47)

∥∇N en,1∥2 ≤
(
1 + 2c1(κ+ 1)2ε−2τ

) 1
2∥∇N en∥2 ≤

3

2
∥∇N en∥2, (3.48)

if the time-step size τ ≤ 5
8
c−1
1 (κ+ 1)−2ε2.

3.3 The error estimate in the second RK stage

The numerical errors in the second RK stage could be analyzed in a similar fashion. Again, we

denote e∗n,2 = φ0

(
2
3
τLκ

)
en, so that the numerical structure becomes clearer. With this notation,

the numerical error evolutionary equation could be represented as the following two-substage

system:

3(e∗n,2 − en)

2τ
= −Lκφ1

(2
3
τLκ

)
en, (3.49)

en,2 − e∗n,2
τ

=
2

3
φ1

(2
3
τLκ

)
Ñκ(e

n) +
4

9c1
φ2

(2
3
τLκ

)(
Ñκ(en,1)− Ñκ(e

n)
)
. (3.50)

Taking a discrete ℓ2 inner product with (3.49) by −∆N (e∗n,2 + en) indicates that

〈
en,2 − e∗n,2,−∆N (e∗n,2 + en)

〉
+

2

3
τ
〈
G1,2

N Lκe
n,−∆N (e∗n,2 + en)

〉
= 0. (3.51)

The estimates for these linear terms follow a similar idea as in (3.33)-(3.34):〈
e∗n,2 − en,−∆N (e∗n,2 + en)

〉
=

∥∥∇N e∗n,2∥22 − ∥∇N en
∥∥2

2
, (3.52)
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〈
G1,2

N Lκe
n,−∆N en

〉
=

∥∥G1,2,(5)
N en

∥∥2

2
= ε2

∥∥G1,2,(0)
N ∇N∆N en

∥∥2

2
+ κ

∥∥G1,2,(0)
N ∆N en

∥∥2

2
, (3.53)

and a substitution of these estimates into (3.51) indicates that

∥∇N e∗n,2∥22 − ∥∇N en∥22 +
2

3
τ
(∥∥G1,2,(5)

N en
∥∥2

2
+
〈
G1,2

N Lκe
n,−∆N e∗n,2

〉)
= 0. (3.54)

Taking a discrete ℓ2 inner product with (3.50) by −2∆N en,2 results in〈
en,2 − e∗n,2,−2∆N en,2

〉
=− 4

3
τ
〈
G1,2

N Ñκ(e
n),∆N en,2

〉
− 8

9c1
τ
〈
G2,1

N
(
Ñκ(en,1)− Ñκ(e

n)
)
,∆N en,2

〉
.

(3.55)

The analysis for the LHS follows a similar procedure:〈
en,2 − e∗n,2,−2∆N en,2

〉
= ∥∇N en,2∥22 − ∥∇N e∗n,2∥22 +

∥∥∇N
(
en,2 − e∗n,2

)∥∥2

2
, (3.56)

2

3
τ
〈
G1,2

N Lκe
n,−∆N e∗n,2

〉
+
∥∥∇N

(
en,2 − e∗n,2

)∥∥2

2
≥ 2

3
τ
∥∥G1,2,(5)

N en,2
∥∥2

2
. (3.57)

As a result, a combination of these inequalities with (3.55) and (3.54) leads to

∥∇N en,2∥22 − ∥∇N en∥22 +
2

3
τ
(∥∥G1,2,(5)

N en
∥∥2

2
+
∥∥G1,2,(5)

N en,2
∥∥2

2

)
≤− 4

3
τ
〈
G1,2

N Ñκ(e
n),∆N en,2

〉
− 8

9c1
τ
〈
G2,1

N
(
Ñκ(en,1)− Ñκ(e

n)
)
,∆N en,2

〉
.

(3.58)

The nonlinear error inner product term could be analyzed as follows:

∥g̃κ(en)∥2 ≤ (κ+ 1)
∥∥∇N

(
Un − un

)
∥2 = (κ+ 1)∥∇N en∥2, so that∥∥G1,2,(0)

N g̃κ(e
n)
∥∥
2
≤ ∥g̃κ(en)∥2 ≤ (κ+ 1)∥∇N en∥2;

− 4

3

〈
G1,2

N Ñκ(e
n),∆N en,2

〉
=

4

3

〈
G1,2

N ∇N · g̃κ(en),∆N en,2
〉

=− 4

3

〈
G1,2

N g̃κ(e
n),∇N∆N en,2

〉
= −4

3

〈
G

1,2,(0)
N g̃κ(e

n), G
1,2,(0)
N ∇N∆N en,2

〉
≤4

3

∥∥G1,2,(0)
N g̃κ(e

n)
∥∥
2
·
∥∥G1,2,(0)

N ∇N∆N en,2
∥∥
2
≤ 4

3
(κ+ 1)∥∇N en∥2 ·

∥∥G1,2,(0)
N ∇N∆N en,2

∥∥
2

≤4

3
(κ+ 1)2ε−2∥∇N en∥22 +

ε2

3

∥∥G1,2,(0)
N ∇N∆N en,2

∥∥2

2
.

Similarly,

∥g̃κ(en,1)− g̃κ(e
n)∥2 ≤ (κ+ 1)∥∇N (en,1 − en)∥2, so that∥∥G2,1,(1)

N
(
g̃κ(en,1)− g̃κ(e

n)
)∥∥

2
≤ γ1

∥∥(g̃κ(en,1)− g̃κ(e
n)
)∥∥

2
≤ γ1(κ+ 1)∥∇N (en,1 − en)∥2;

− 8

9c1

〈
G2,1

N
(
Ñκ(en,1)− Ñκ(e

n)
)
,∆N en,2

〉
=

8

9c1

〈
G2,1

N ∇N ·
(
g̃κ(en,1)− g̃κ(e

n)
)
,∆N en,2

〉
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=− 8

9c1

〈
G2,1

N
(
g̃κ(en,1)− g̃κ(e

n)
)
,∇N∆N en,2

〉
=− 8

9c1

〈
G

2,1,(1)
N

(
g̃κ(en,1)− g̃κ(e

n)
)
, G

1,2,(0)
N ∇N∆N en,2

〉
≤ 8

9c1

∥∥G2,1,(1)
N

(
g̃κ(en,1)− g̃κ(e

n)
)∥∥

2
·
∥∥G1,2,(0)

N ∇N∆N en,2
∥∥
2

≤ 4

9c1
(κ+ 1)∥∇N (en,1 − en)∥2 ·

∥∥G1,2,(0)
N ∇N∆N en,2

∥∥
2

≤ 2

9c21
(κ+ 1)2ε−2∥∇N (en,1 − en)∥22 +

2ε2

9

∥∥G1,2,(0)
N ∇N∆N en,2

∥∥2

2

≤ 4

9c21
(κ+ 1)2ε−2

(
∥∇N en,1∥22 + ∥∇N en∥22

)
+

2ε2

9

∥∥G1,2,(0)
N ∇N∆N en,2

∥∥2

2
,

in which the estimate (3.29) in Proposition 3.1, the inequality (a − b)2 ≤ 2(a2 + b2), and the

linearity of the gradient operator are employed. Going back (3.58), we arrive at

∥∇N en,2∥22 − ∥∇N en∥22 +
2

3
τ
(∥∥G1,2,(5)

N en
∥∥2

2
+
∥∥G1,2,(5)

N en,2
∥∥2

2

)
≤ 5ε2

9
τ
∥∥G1,2,(0)

N ∇N∆N en,2
∥∥2

2

+ (κ+ 1)2ε−2τ
((4

3
+

4

9c21

)
∥∇N en∥22 +

4

9c21
∥∇N en,1∥22

)
.

With the help of (3.53), we are able to derive the following estimate:

∥∇N en,2∥22 − ∥∇N en∥22 +
2

3
τ
∥∥G1,2,(5)

N en
∥∥2

2
+

ε2

9
τ
∥∥G1,2,(5)

N en,2
∥∥2

2
+

2

3
τκ

∥∥G1,2,(0)
N ∆N en,2

∥∥2

2

≤(κ+ 1)2ε−2τ
((4

3
+

4

9c21

)
∥∇N en∥22 +

4

9c21
∥∇N en,1∥22

)
.

Furthermore, we have

∥∇N en,2∥22 − ∥∇N en∥22 ≤
12c21 + 13

9c21
(κ+ 1)2ε−2τ∥∇N en∥22,

in which the preliminary error estimate ∥∇N en,1∥2 ≤ 3
2
∥∇N en∥2 has been applied. Hence,

provided that τ ≤ 45c21
48c21+52

(κ+1)−2ε2, a preliminary H1
h error estimate is obtained in the second

RK stage:

∥∇N en,2∥2 ≤
(
1 +

12c21 + 13

9c21
(κ+ 1)2ε−2τ

) 1
2∥∇N en∥2 ≤

3

2
∥∇N en∥2. (3.59)

3.4 The error estimate in the third RK stage

The analysis in the third RK stage follows a similar idea. Again, we denote en+1,∗ = φ0(τLκ)e
n

to facilitate the analysis. In turn, the numerical error evolutionary equation (3.11) could be

equivalently rewritten as the following two-substage system:

en+1,∗ − en

τ
= −Lκφ1(τLκ)e

n, (3.60)
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en+1 − en+1,∗

τ
= φ1(τLκ)Ñκ(e

n) +
3

2
φ2(τLκ)

(
Ñκ(en,2)− Ñκ(e

n)
)
+ ζn. (3.61)

Taking a discrete ℓ2 inner product with (3.60) by −∆N
(
en+1,∗ + en

)
gives〈

en+1,∗ − en,−∆N
(
en+1,∗ + en

)〉
+ τ

〈
G1,3

N Lκe
n,−∆N

(
en+1,∗ + en

)〉
= 0,〈

en+1,∗ − en,−∆N
(
en+1,∗ + en

)〉
=

∥∥∇N en+1,∗∥∥2

2
− ∥∇N en∥22,〈

G1,3
N Lκe

n,−∆N en
〉
=

∥∥G1,3,(5)
N en

∥∥2

2
= ε2

∥∥G1,3,(0)
N ∇N∆N en

∥∥2

2
+ κ

∥∥G1,3,(0)
N ∆en

∥∥2

2
, (3.62)

so that we obtain

∥∇N en+1,∗∥22 − ∥∇N en∥22 + τ
(∥∥G1,3,(5)

N en
∥∥2

2
+
〈
G1,3

N Lκe
n,−∆N en+1,∗〉) ≤ 0. (3.63)

Taking a discrete ℓ2 inner product with (3.61) by −2∆N en+1 leads to the following estimates:〈
en+1 − en+1,∗,−2∆N en+1

〉
= −2τ

〈
G1,3

N Ñκ(e
n),∆N en+1

〉
− 2τ⟨ζn,∆N en+1⟩

− 3τ
〈
G2,2

N
(
Ñκ(en,2)− Ñκ(e

n)
)
,∆N en+1

〉
, (3.64)〈

en+1 − en+1,∗,−2∆N en+1
〉
= ∥∇N en+1∥22 − ∥∇N en+1,∗∥22 +

∥∥∇N (en+1 − en+1,∗)
∥∥2

2
, (3.65)

τ
〈
G1,3

N Lκe
n,−∆N en+1,∗〉+ ∥∥∇N (en+1 − en+1,∗)

∥∥2

2
≥ τ

∥∥G1,3,(5)
N en+1

∥∥2

2
. (3.66)

Therefore, a combination of (3.64)-(3.66) and (3.63) yields

∥∇N en+1∥22 − ∥∇N en∥22 + τ
(∥∥G1,3,(5)

N en
∥∥2

2
+
∥∥G1,3,(5)

N en+1
∥∥2

2

)
≤− 2τ

〈
G1,3

N Ñκ(e
n),∆N en+1

〉
− 3τ

〈
G2,2

N
(
Ñκ(en,2)− Ñκ(e

n)
)
,∆N en+1

〉
− 2τ⟨ζn,∆N en+1⟩.

(3.67)

The analysis for the first two nonlinear inner product terms could be similarly established:∥∥G1,3,(0)
N g̃κ(e

n)
∥∥
2
≤ ∥g̃κ(en)∥2 ≤ (κ+ 1)

∥∥∇N en
∥∥
2
, so that

− 2
〈
G1,3

N Ñκ(e
n),∆N en+1

〉
= 2

〈
G1,3

N ∇N · g̃κ(en),∆N en+1
〉

=− 2
〈
G1,3

N g̃κ(e
n),∇N∆N en+1

〉
= −2

〈
G

1,3,(0)
N g̃κ(e

n), G
1,3,(0)
N ∇N∆N en+1

〉
≤2

∥∥G1,3,(0)
N g̃κ(e

n)
∥∥
2
·
∥∥G1,3,(0)

N ∇N∆N en+1
∥∥
2
≤ 2(κ+ 1)∥∇N en∥2 ·

∥∥G1,3,(0)
N ∇N∆N en+1

∥∥
2

≤2(κ+ 1)2ε−2∥∇N en∥22 +
ε2

2

∥∥G1,3,(0)
N ∇N∆N en+1

∥∥2

2
; (3.68)

Similarly, ∥g̃κ(en,2)− g̃κ(e
n)∥2 ≤ (κ+ 1)∥∇N (en,2 − en)∥2, so that∥∥G2,2,(1)

N
(
g̃κ(en,2)− g̃κ(e

n)
)∥∥

2
≤ γ2

∥∥g̃κ(en,2)− g̃κ(e
n)
∥∥
2
≤ γ2(1 + κ)∥∇N (en,2 − en)∥2

− 3
〈
G2,2

N
(
Ñκ(en,2)− Ñκ(e

n)
)
,∆N en+1

〉
= 3

〈
G2,2

N ∇N ·
(
g̃κ(en,2)− g̃κ(e

n)
)
,∆N en+1

〉
=− 3

〈
G2,2

N
(
g̃κ(en,2)− g̃κ(e

n)
)
,∇N∆N en+1

〉
=− 3

〈
G

2,2,(1)
N

(
g̃κ(en,2)− g̃κ(e

n)
)
, G

1,3,(0)
N ∇N∆N en+1

〉
≤3

∥∥G2,2,(1)
N

(
g̃κ(en,2)− g̃κ(e

n)
)∥∥

2
·
∥∥G1,3,(0)

N ∇N∆N en+1
∥∥
2

≤3

2
(κ+ 1)

∥∥∇N (en,2 − en)
∥∥
2
·
∥∥G1,3,(0)

N ∇N∆N en+1
∥∥
2
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≤9

4
(κ+ 1)2ε−2

∥∥∇N (en,2 − en)
∥∥2

2
+

ε2

4

∥∥G1,3,(0)
N ∇N∆N en+1

∥∥2

2

≤9

2
(κ+ 1)2ε−2

(
∥∇N en,2∥22 + ∥∇N en∥22

)
+

ε2

4

∥∥G1,3,(0)
N ∇N∆N en+1

∥∥2

2
. (3.69)

A bound for the truncation error inner product term is more straightforward:

−2⟨ζn,∆N en+1⟩ = 2⟨∇N ζn,∇N en+1⟩ ≤ ∥∇N ζn∥22 + ∥∇N en+1∥22. (3.70)

Subsequently, a substitution of (3.68)-(3.70) into (3.67) yields

∥∇N en+1∥22 − ∥∇N en∥22 + τ
(∥∥G1,3,(5)

N en
∥∥2

2
+
∥∥G1,3,(5)

N en+1
∥∥2

2

)
≤13

2
(κ+ 1)2ε−2τ∥∇N en∥22 +

9

2
(κ+ 1)2ε−2τ∥∇N en,2∥22

+
ε2

4
τ
∥∥G1,3,(0)

N ∇N∆N en+1
∥∥2

2
+ τ∥∇N ζn∥22 + τ∥∇N en+1∥22.

(3.71)

Again, we recall the equality (3.62), so that we are able to derive the following estimate:

∥∇N en+1∥22 − ∥∇N en∥22 + τ∥G1,3,(5)
N en∥22 +

ε2

4
τ
∥∥G1,3,(0)

N ∇N∆N en+1
∥∥2

2

+ κτ
∥∥G1,3,(0)

N ∆N en+1
∥∥2

2

≤(κ+ 1)2ε−2τ
(13
2
∥∇N en∥22 +

9

2
∥∇N en,2∥22

)
+ τ∥∇N ζn∥22 + τ∥∇N en+1∥22.

(3.72)

Notice that the preliminary error estimate ∥∇N en,2∥2 ≤ 3
2
∥∇N en∥2 is obtained in Section 3.2,

we therefore have

∥∇N en+1∥22 − ∥∇N en∥22 +
ε2

4
τ
∥∥G1,3,(0)

N ∇N∆N en+1
∥∥2

2

≤133

8
(κ+ 1)2ε−2τ∥∇N en∥22 + τ∥∇N ζn∥22 + τ∥∇N en+1∥22.

(3.73)

In turn, an application of discrete Gronwall inequality results in the desired convergence

estimate:

∥∇N en+1∥2 +
(ε2
4
τ

n+1∑
j=1

∥∥G1,3,(0)
N ∇N∆N ej

∥∥2

2

)1/2

≤ C(τ 3 + hm0), (3.74)

due to the fact that ∥∇N ζn∥2 ≤ C(τ 3 + hm0). This validates the convergence estimate (3.5),

and the proof for Theorem 3.1 has been finished.

Remark 3.1. In [7], the authors employed mathematical induction to complete the proof.

Specifically, they assumed that ∥∇N∆N em∥2 ≤ 1 and conducted the entire proof under this

assumption. To recover it at the time step tn+1, they separately analyzed the relationship between

τ and hm0, which added complexity to the analysis. The key difference in our approach is that

we eliminate this assumption by simplifying the nonlinear difference term and increase the

regularity of the error grid function. We then remove the H3
h error term using (3.25), whereas

the authors in [7] applied the gradient operator to the nonlinear difference term, specifically

∇N∇N · g̃κ(en), resulting in H2
h and H3

h estimates.
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4 Numerical evidence

In this section, we verify the temporal convergence rates of the investigated ETDRK3 schemes

(2.6) and (2.7). In particular, we note that another energy-stable ETDRK3 scheme (referred

to as ETDRK3-3), investigated in [22], adopts the following Butcher-like tableau form,

0

1 φ1

2
3

2
3
φ1,2 − 4

9
φ2,2

4
9
φ2,2

1 3
4
φ1 − φ2 φ2 − 1

2
φ1

3
4
φ1

, (4.1)

which is entirely different from (2.5), and is also included in the comparison. In addition, we

set κ = 1
8
in the whole experiments.

Example 4.1. Consider the evolution governed by (1.2) on the domain Ω = (0, 2π)× (0, 2π)

with the following smooth initial data

u0(x, y) = 0.1× sin 3x sin 2y,

on the uniform mesh with Nx = Ny = 128. The final time is set to be T = 0.05.

For the purpose of comparison, we perform the numerical simulation of the ETDRK3-i

(i=1,2,3) schemes using the time-step sizes τ = δ × 2k, k = 0, . . . , 8 with δ = 0.005. The

approximate solution obtained by using the ETDRK3-1 scheme with 2−8 × δ/5 is taken as

the benchmark solution for calculating errors. The discrete H1- and L2-errors of the numerical

solutions with different ε are shown in Figs. 1 and 2, respectively, in which the third-order

accuracy of the ETDRK3-i schemes are seen obviously. From the shown figures, we draw the

observations as follows.
• The errors of the ETDRK3-1 scheme are always the smallest although all the schemes

possess the same order of convergence.
• Smaller ε leads to larger errors while the convergence rates are independent on the values

of ε.
• When ε2 = 0.1, no error is observed for ETDRK3-3, whereas an error becomes noticeable

when ε2 = 0.01.
• Smaller ε seems to narrow the gap in errors between the ETDRK3-1 and ETDRK3-2

schemes.

In conclusion, the numerical results validate the convergence result (3.5), and ETDRK3-1

demonstrates the highest accuracy among the tested schemes. For details on long-time coarsen-

ing dynamics, roughness, and slope of the NSS equation (1.2) computed using the ETDRK3-1

scheme, interested readers are referred to [21], as these aspects are omitted here for simplicity.

5 Concluding remarks

In this paper, we systematically established the optimal convergence rate analysis for the

two existing energy-stable third-order exponential time differencing Runge-Kutta (ETDRK3)

schemes for the epitaxial thin film growth equation. We began by introducing the one-

parameter ETDRK3 formulation and illustrating its corresponding Butcher-like tableau.

Subsequently, we proved the discrete mass conservation law.
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Fig. 1 H1 errors and convergence rates between the two temporally third-order ETDRK schemes.
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Fig. 2 L2 errors and convergence rates between the two temporally third-order ETDRK schemes.

For the convergence analysis, we utilized eigenvalue bound estimates in Fourier space and

applied the discrete L2 inner product technique, combined with skillful operator estimates, to

achieve the optimal fully discrete convergence result in the ℓ∞(0, T ;H1
h) ∩ ℓ2(0, T ;H3

h) norm.

In numerical experiments, we compared the error performance of the three energy-stable

schemes and found that the ETDRK3 scheme from [21] slightly outperformed the others from

[22]. Notably, we relaxed one degree of freedom—referred to as the abscissa c1 in the Butcher-

like tableau—during the analysis, establishing a convergence framework applicable to energy-

stable ETDRK3 schemes with varying abscissas. Finally, from the perspective of numerical

experiments, our ongoing work will focus on determining the optimal abscissa c1 (i.e., the one

yielding the best accuracy) for such energy-stable ETDRK3 formulations (2.4).
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A Proof for Proposition 3.1

For simplicity of presentation, we only focus on the analysis for j = 1; an extension to the case

of j = 2 or 3 would be straightforward.

An application of G1,1
N Lκ and −∆N to the discrete Fourier expansion of f turns out to be

(
G1,1

N Lκf
)
p,q

=

K∑
ℓ,m=−K

1− e−c1τΛℓ,m

τΛℓ,m

· Λℓ,mf̂ℓ,me
2πi(ℓxp+myq)/L; (1)

(
−∆Nf

)
p,q

=

K∑
ℓ,m=−K

λℓ,mf̂ℓ,me
2πi(ℓxp+myq)/L, (2)

which in turn gives the discrete inner product as

〈
G1,1

N Lκf,−∆Nf
〉
= L2

K∑
ℓ,m=−K

1− e−τΛℓ,m

τΛℓ,m

· Λℓ,m · λ2
ℓ,m · |f̂ℓ,m|2. (3)

In the meantime, an application of Parseval equality to the discrete Fourier expansion of

G
1,1,(5)
N f indicates that

∥∥G1,1,(5)
N f

∥∥2

2
= L2

K∑
ℓ,m=−K

1− e−c1τΛℓ,m

τ
λℓ,m · |f̂ℓ,m|2. (4)

By making comparison between (3) and (4), the first equality in (3.25) has been proved.

Moreover, we see that

∥∥G1,1,(5)
N f

∥∥2

2
= L2

K∑
ℓ,m=−K

1− e−c1τΛℓ,m

τΛℓ,m

Λℓ,m · λℓ,m · |f̂ℓ,m|2

= L2

K∑
ℓ,m=−K

1− e−c1τΛℓ,m

τΛℓ,m

(
ε2λ3

ℓ,m + κλ2
ℓ,m

)
|f̂ℓ,m|2.

(5)

An application of Parseval equality to the discrete Fourier expansion of G
1,1,(0)
N ∇N∆Nf and

G
1,1,(0)
N ∆Nf reveals that

∥∥G1,1,(0)
N ∇N∆Nf

∥∥2

2
= L2

K∑
ℓ,m=−K

1− e−c1τΛℓ,m

τΛℓ,m

· λ3
ℓ,m · |f̂ℓ,m|2, (6)
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∥∥G1,1,(0)
N ∆Nf

∥∥2

2
= L2

K∑
ℓ,m=−K

1− e−c1τΛℓ,m

τΛℓ,m

· λ2
ℓ,m · |f̂ℓ,m|2. (7)

By making a comparison between (5), (6), and (7), the second inequality of (3.25) is proved.

Since the discrete Fourier expansion of g − φ0(c1τLκ)f becomes

(
g − φ0(c1τLκ)f

)
p,q

=

K∑
ℓ,m=−K

(
ĝℓ,m − e−τLκ f̂ℓ,m

)
e2πi(ℓxp+myq)/L,

its discrete H1 norm turns out to be

∥∥∇N
(
g − φ0

(
c1τLκ

)
f
)∥∥2

2
= L2

K∑
ℓ,m=−K

λℓ,m · |ĝℓ,m − e−c1τLκ f̂ℓ,m|2. (8)

In addition, the discrete inner product of (2) with G1,1
N Lκf , in which the discrete Fourier

expansion is given by (1), yields

〈
G1,1

N Lκf,−∆Nφ0(c1τLκ)f
〉
= L2

K∑
ℓ,m=−K

1− e−c1τΛℓ,m

c1τΛℓ,m

· Λℓ,m · e−c1τΛℓ,m · λℓ,m · |f̂ℓ,m|2. (9)

Subsequently, a combination of the representation formulae (9) and (8) results in

c1τ
〈
G1,1

N Lκf,−∆Nφ0(c1τLκ)f
〉
+
∥∥∇N

(
g − φ0(c1τLκ)

)∥∥2

2

=L2

K∑
ℓ,m=−K

((
1− e−c1τΛℓ,m

)
· e−c1τΛℓ,m · λℓ,m · |f̂ℓ,m|2 + λℓ,m · |ĝℓ,m − e−c1τLκ f̂ℓ,m|2

)
=L2

K∑
ℓ,m=−K

λℓ,m

((
1− e−c1τΛℓ,m

)
· ec1τΛℓ,m · |e−c1τΛℓ,m f̂ℓ,m|2 + |ĝℓ,m − e−c1τLκ f̂ℓ,m|2

)
=L2

K∑
ℓ,m=−K

λℓ,m

(
1− e−c1τΛℓ,m

)(
ec1τΛℓ,m · |e−c1τΛℓ,m f̂ℓ,m|2 +

1

1− e−τΛℓ,m
|ĝℓ,m − e−c1τLκ f̂ℓ,m|2

)
.

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

ec1τΛℓ,ma2 +
1

1− e−c1τΛℓ,m
b2 = a2 + b2 +

(
ec1τΛℓ,m − 1

)
a2 +

( 1

1− e−c1τΛℓ,m
− 1

)
b2

≥ a2 + b2 + 2ab = (a+ b)2,
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for any a, b ≥ 0, in which the Cauchy inequality has been applied in the second step. Then

we obtain

ec1τΛℓ,m · |e−c1τΛℓ,m f̂ℓ,m|2 +
1

1− e−τΛℓ,m
|ĝℓ,m − e−c1τLκ f̂ℓ,m|2

≥
(
|e−c1τΛℓ,m f̂ℓ,m|+ |ĝℓ,m − e−c1τLκ f̂ℓ,m|

)2

≥ |ĝℓ,m|2, so that

c1τ
〈
G1,1

N Lκf,−∆Nφ0(c1τLκ)f
〉
+
∥∥∇N

(
g − φ0(c1τLκ)

)∥∥2

2

≥L2

K∑
ℓ,m=−K

λℓ,m

(
1− e−τΛℓ,m

)
|ĝℓ,m|2.

In comparison with the representation formula for c1τ∥G1,1,(5)
N g∥22:

c1τ
∥∥G1,1,(5)

N g
∥∥2

2
= c1τL

2

K∑
ℓ,m=−K

1− e−c1τΛℓ,m

c1τΛℓ,m

Λℓ,m · λℓ,m · |ĝℓ,m|2

= L2

K∑
ℓ,m=−K

λℓ,m

(
1− e−c1τΛℓ,m

)
|ĝℓ,m|2.

We conclude that (3.26) has been established, as well as (3.27) and (3.28).

Inequalities in (3.29) come from the discrete Fourier expansions (3.19)-(3.21) and (3.17)-

(3.18), combined with the preliminary Calculus-style estimates in Lemma 2.5. This finishes

the proof.
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