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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 €°(0,T; H}') N £2(0,T; 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 L? gradient flow associated with the following energy functional:

E(u) :z/ﬂ(—%ln(l—l—|Vu|2)+§|Au|2) dx, (1.1)



where Q = (0, L,) x (0, L), u : Q — R? is a periodic height function, and ¢ is a constant. Since
the logarithm term —3 In(1+ |Vu/?) has no relative minima, there are no energetically favored
values for |Vu|, 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:

Vu

) + 2 A%y,

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

Vu

@t“:—“:—v'(m

> —e2A%y, (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.,

T Qu(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 ¢>°(0,T’; ¢*) convergence result
with useful mathematical tools, such as

le"* Ml < CTF, (B =1,2), (1.4)



in which e"*! stands for the numerical error in the next time step, C' is some constant with
subscript of the relevant parameters, and 7 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
(=(0,T; H) N ¢%(0,T; H?) norm:

1/2
<

4
Vel s + (8272 HVNANemug) or, (1.5)

m=1

Motivated by the framework constructed by [7], this study aims to provide a rigorous conver-
gence analysis for the two existing ETDRKS3 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 ¢(0, T; 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 [|[VaApe™|2 <1
holds (cf. Proposition 3.2 in [7]), and this condition is recovered at the time instant ¢"*!.
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 © = (0, L)?. For simplicity of presentation, we let N be a positive integer, and N, =
N, = 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



regular numerical grid Qx = {(zp,y,)|z, = ph, y, = ¢h, 0 < p, ¢ < N}. Denote u, as the
exact solution of (1.2), u(t) = ue(-,t)|q, be the restriction of the exact solution on Qy, 7 be
the time step %, and t; = it for 0 <4 < Ny. Let H2 (Q) = {v € H™(Q)|v is periodic}, and
M be the space of 2-D periodic grid functions on . In this paper, we denote C' (such as
(1.4) and (1.5)) one generic constant which may depend on ¢, the solution u, the stabilization
constant k, and the total time 7', but is independent of the mesh size h and the time-step size 7.

The discrete Fourier expansion for a periodic grid function f € M, is defined as

K N-1
A . ~ 1 .
fp7q = Z f£7me2ﬂ'1(‘€mp+myq)/ll’ with fé,m _ ﬁ Z fp}qeme(Ewp+yq)/L_ (2.1)

Lm=—K P,q=0

Then, the first- and second-order discrete spatial partial derivatives in the z-direction are
approximated by:

K K

2kmi (0t
(Do f)pq = Z 17 Jeme®m vt/ (D2 f), o = Z

Lm=—K bm=—K

4km?

r 2mi(bxp+myq)/ L
?f me (bxp a)/ .

The differentiation operators in the y-direction (D, and D;) could be similarly defined. For
any f,g € My, and (f1, fo)T € My x My, the discrete gradient, divergence and Laplacian
could be defined as follows:

We also need to introduce the discrete L? inner product (-,-) and norm || - ||z to measure the
discrete differentiation operators defined above,

2N
<fag>:h22fijgij> HfHZZ <f>f>-
i,j=1

Furthermore, a detailed calculation shows that the following formulas of summation by
parts are valid at the discrete level. [28, 29]

(1.9 (g;)> . <va, (;’;)> U Awg) = —(Vnf. Vieg) = (Anck )

In turn, the spatial discretization of equation (1.2) becomes: Given ug € My, find w : [0,T] —
M such that

% = —Lau+ Ne(u), te(0,T], 2.9
u(0) = u(0),
where the operator L, = e2A3, — kA, that is symmetric negative definite on M, and the
nonlinear term Ny (u) = —kApyu — Vy - (ﬁvﬁjfv“—w). Further, we denote g.(u) = KVyu +
FYVA.//’VU_W’ so that N (u) = =V r-gx(u). The following Calculus-style inequality has been proven

in an existing work [16].



Lemma 2.1. Denote a mapping 3 : R* — R? that f(v) = ﬁ Then, we have

B(v) — Bw)] < |[v—w|, Yo, weR”.

Also, we introduce the following ¢? estimate [7], which will be needed in the later analysis.
Lemma 2.2. For any two grid functions fi and fy, we have

19-(f1) = 9 (f2)ll2 < (K + DIV (fr = 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 fyn 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

K
fN (ZE) _ Z f&meQwi(ﬁx—i-my)/L ‘

lm=—K

Meanwhile, for any periodic continuous function f, which may contain larger wave length,
its collocation interpolation operator is defined as

K
fp,q: Z (fc)é eZwi(pr+myq)/L
bm=—K "
K
PV @)= 3 (), e,
bm=—K

in which the Fourier collocation coefficients ( fc) ¢,m could be obtained by discrete Fourier trans-
formation. Notice that fc 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 || - ||gm is omit here for simplicity of presentation.
Lemma 2.3. For any ¢ € Pk in dimension d, we have

1PN < V) Bllsiko, Vo € Z, ko > 0.

Lemma 2.4. As long as f and all its derivatives (up to m-th order) are continuous and
periodic on €2, the convergence of the derivatives of the interpolation is given by

d
1f = BX flls < ClLfllamb™ 5, for 0 <k <m, m> .

2.2 Derivation of the time-stepping integrators

To define ETDRK methods, we introduce the functions

e 5
= 8 _—d 0, k>1
Spk(z) /0 € (k —_ 1)| s >0, = 1



which satisfy the recursion relation (z # 0):

ka—l( ) (k—1)! 1
z

or(z) =
More precisely, when k& = 1, 2, the two -functions read as follows,

1—e* e F—14+z2

p1(z) = PO pa(2) = 2

and the vital properties holds for the later analysis.
Lemma 2.5. 1. p; is decreasing for i =0,1,2;
2. Yx >0, it holds that 0 < ¢1(2) <1, 0 < pa(2) < 3, and ‘\/_{
o1(2

We outline an three-stage stabilization ETDRK3 formulation for (2.

<

_.m
Unp,o = U,
i—1

, k>1, with @g(z) = €.

)

Upi = wo(CiTLe)u™ + 7 Z a; ;(TLg)Ne(up ), 1=1,2,3,

J=0

"t =, 3.

in the form:

(2.4)

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

one-parameter family of third-order methods:

Co 0
clla L, c c
1 1,0(7' ) _ 21 ) 1901,i ) 7 (2‘5)
colaa0(TLy) asq(TLy) 313%P12 — 55,922 5. P22
C3 @3,0(7'[«) a3,1(7Lm) 613,2(7'[«) 1 Y1 — %902 0 %902
where ¢; ;(TLy) = @;(c;7L,;). By selecting different parameter values, one can obtain the
following two third-order ETDRK schemes:
¢ [21] ETDRK3-1 (¢; = 2):
( 2 2 2
U1 :gpg(gTLH)u" + 3741 (gfLﬁ)NH(u"),
2 2
< Up,2 =Un,1 + 57-@02(57—1//1) (Nn(un,l) - Nﬁ(un»a (26)
3
i =o(TLi)u"™ + 791 (T Ly ) N (u") + 57902(7—[’&) (Nn<un,2) - NN<UH))
 [22] ETDRK3-2 (¢; = 3):
( 4 4 4
Up1 :goo(grLH)u" + ke (§TLK)NH(U"),
2 22 . 2 .
Un.2 :gpo(gTLH)u + ngol(gTL,i)NH(u )+ 7'(,02(57'[/5) (N,ﬂ(unvl) — N (u ))7 (2.7)

3
+1 =@o(TL)u" + 7o1(T L) Ny (u™) + 57’@2(7[/,{) (Nn(ung) —



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 € C¥¢; that is, the
values g (\)(0 < j <m; — 1,1 < i < d) exists, where {\;}L, are the eigenvalues of M, and
n; 1s the order of the largest Jordan block where \; appears. Then it holds that

g(M) commutes with M;

g(MT) = g<M)T;

the eigenvalues of g(M) are g(N\;), 1 <1i <d;

g(P7*MP) = P 1g(M)P for any non-singular matriz P € C¥*4;

for any P,Q € C¥?, P+t — PteQl — oQlePt iff PQ = QP;

6. d(eM) = MeM = MM,

Proposition 2.1 (Discrete mass conservation). The ETDRKS3-1 (2.6) and ETDRKS3-2 (2.7)
schemes preserves unconditionally mass conservation in the discrete sense; that is,

SAIESENCERS SIS

untl =y =

1
@/u"dx, OSHSNt—l
Q

Proof. We can rewrite the third equation of (2.6) or (2.7) as follows:
=t =(e7r — Du" + LN (I — TP ) N (u)
(2.8)

+ gLnl(TLﬁ)l (7™ — I+ 7L,) (Nu(unz2) — No(u™)).

We introduce two functions ¢g; and go : R — R, defined by

e " —14+Ta

Ta

TQ

gl(a) =1—-e" 92(61) =

It follows that for any a > 0, we have 0 < g;(a) < 1 and 0 < gs(a) < 5. Furthermore, we define
the operators B; and B, as

Bl - gl(LH)v BQ - 92(L5)7
so that (2.8) becomes

"t —u" = By(—u" + L' N(u")) + SL,}B2 (Ni(tn2) — N (u™)). (2.9)

By using the lemma and the fact that L, is symmetric and positive definite, we conclude that
both B; and B, are symmetric, positive definite, and commute with L, and L_!. Now, by
taking the discrete L? inner product of (2.9) with vy = 1, we obtain

untl — = (yt 1) = <L;1Nn(u") —u", Blvo> + ;<L;1(Nﬁ(un,2) - Nﬁ(un))>B2U0>'

From the definitions of By and B, we derive the following expressions:

1 1

Bi=1—-¢™ =1L, — 5(7’[/”)2 + E(TLH)?’ e
1 1 1
By = (tL,) (e — T +7L,) = 57w = E(TLﬂ)z - ﬂ(an)?’ 4

7



Therefore, we conclude that Byvg = Byvy = 0, which completes the proof. O

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:

Un1 = po(c1TLy)u" + c171 (7L ) Ny (u"), (3.1)
2 2 2 4 2
Uno = po(sTLg)u" + =7p1(57Lg) Ny (u") + —TQOQ(—TL,{)<NH(U,I71) — Nﬁ(u")), (3.2)
3 3 3 9¢; 3
3
+1 wo(TL)u™ + 171 (TLe) N (u™) + ETgpg(TL,{)(NH(qu) — Nﬁ(u”)). (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; H™)NL*(0,T; H™*?) for the phase variable was proved, assuming initial data in H™,
for any m > 2. Therefore, with an initial data with sufficient regularity, the exact solution is
assumed to preserve a regularity of class R:

u, € R :=C*0,T; H*) N L>(0,T; HY°), My = max{17,my + 5}.

Define Uy (-, t) := Pyuc(-,t), the (spatial) Fourier projection of the exact solution into BX
the space of trigonometric polynomials of degree to and including K. The following projection
approximation is standard: if ¢, € L>(0,T; H_.(£2)), for some £ € N,

per
| Un — te|| oo (0.1 m) < Ohg_k”ue”Loo(O,T;Hf)a VO <k <L

By Uy we denote Un(-,t™), with ™ = m - 7. Since Uy € P, the mass conservative property
is available at the discrete level:

}\7}:|Q|/UN dX_|Q‘/UN tm—1)dx = Uy~ 1, Vm € 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,

u™ =um1, VYm e N,

Meanwhile, we denote U™ as the interpolation values of Uy at discrete grid points at time
instant t"™: U}, := Un/(zp, Yq, ™). As indicated before, we use the mass conservative projection
for the initial solution:

ugﬂ = Uqu = Un(xp,yq t =0).

The error grid function is defined as
e =U"—-u", VmeN. (3.4)

Therefore, it follows that e™ = 0, Vm € N. For the introduced third-order accurate scheme
(3.1)-(3.3), the convergence result is stated below.



Theorem 3.1. Given initial data Uy, € H%S(Q) with periodic boundary conditions, suppose
that the unique solution for the NSS equation is of reqularity class R. Then, provided that
T and h are sufficiently small, for all positive integers k, such that T -k < T, the following

convergence estimate 1s valid:

k 1
[Vacetll + (27 D ICHOTANER) < O + ), (3.5)

j=1

where G/l\’/g’(o) 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 Uy and its interpolation U, a careful consistency analysis
implies that

Un,l = QDO(CITLR)UH + C1TY1 (CITLR)NH<Un)7 (36)
2 2 2 4 2
Upsa = goo(gTLH)U" + ngal(gTLH)NH(U”) + 9—CIT¢2(§TLK) (Na(Un1) = No(U™), (3.7

U™ = oo(7L)U"™ + 701 (TL ) N (U™) + gT¢2(7Ln)(Nn(Un,2) — N.(U")) +7¢", (3:8)

with [|[Va¢"|| < C(73 + h™). Notice that the profiles U, ; and U, are constructed, based
on the exact interpolation solution U™ 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,l = (pO(ClTL/{)en + C1TY1 (CITLK>NN<€TL)7 (39)
2 2 2 ~ 4 2 - -
Cna = gpo(grL,{)e” + ngol(gTL,{)N,{(e") + Q—CITgog(gTLH) (N,Q(enil) — Nn(e")), (3.10)
. 3 . .
" = @o(TL,)e" + 71 (TLe)Ne(e™) + §TQOQ(TLH) (N,.g(eng) — N,{(e")) + 7", (3.11)

where N, () := N,(U) — N, (u) with e defined by (3.4). We also denote gy () := g.(U) — gy (1)
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:

1( ClTLN)
)

I —emamhe);

G/l\’/l =¢1(aTLy) = (ClTL

( )"
GYt = i (57L) —< L)

(

(

G\ = i(tLy) = (TL,) (I — e7™5r);

G2 = gy §TLH) ( rL) (e i~ 14 2rL);

GY = pa(rLy) = (TLy) (e ™ — I +7L,);
G = ea(GrLer(Gr)



Jun

GJQ\’/Z(D = @o(TLy) o1 (TLy) 2.

In more details, the above operators applied on a grid function f € M become

K e=¢ TAo.m
( Z 1T, fg mGQﬂi(Z:r:p+myq)/L, (312)
I ClTAg m ’ !
K 2
I —e 3™hem o
— mi(lxp+myq)/L.
(GN'1),g = ; e : (3.13)
m e,mZ—K 37em
K —T7Ng.m
GV, = > I_e—ef o2ri(Ceptmyg) /L. (3.14)
N pg Ao m Lm ; .
Im=—K )
K —f‘I'Ag 2
2,1 e 3 Kg— + g’TA&m N oi(Cay L
(G/\/ f)p,q = Z (27_A )2 fé,me (bxp Yq)/ : (315)
{m=—K 3 £m
K —7Ay
e m o — [+7_Aé,m ~ -
(GF1),,= 2. g fome? T o (3.16)
(TAem)
{m=—K £,m
K —27Nom 2
(GQ’L(l)f) = Z eramtm — 1 i §TA£’m f e?wi(ﬂxp—i—myq)/L (3 17)
N pa 9 3 — 2,m , .
Lm=—K (§TA£,m) ] — e 3TRem
K Y
2,2,(1 € mo— I+ TAZ,m ; mi(lxp,+m
(Y1), = 22 fome®m v tmyd/L (3.18)

{m=—K (TAZ,m)% VI — e_TAZ‘m

where Ay = €2X7,, + KAgm, With Ay, = 4Li22(€+m2). Meanwhile, since all the eigenvalues in

. 1
(3.12)-(3.14) are non-negative, we define G}\}j’(o) = (G}\}])Q, j=1,2,3, as

K —c1TAy,
1,1,(0) o 1,1\ L _ ! " mi(lzp+m
(GN f)p’q = (GN )2 fog = ) Z;(( o ) e?miteptmya) /L (3.19)
m=—
K _2,
(Gl,Q,(O)f) . (Gl,Q)%f o Z 37 27r1 (bzp+myq)/L (3 20)
N p,q - N p,q — —TAZ Y *
lm=—K m
K -7 1
(G1,3,(0)f) _ (G1,3)%f . Z I —e Aoym zf eQWi(preryq)/L (3 21)
N D,q - N p.q — TAfm £7m : :
Lm=—K ’

(0)

Of course, the operator G}vj is commutative with any differential operator in the Fourier

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

(£.G\9) = (G 1.6 ), G=1.2.3. (3.22)

10



In addition, the following summation by parts formula could be derived in a similar manner:

(roa(5rLe)g) = (1G3g) = (GXM1.GRH(GR) o) = (G 1,G )y
(f.02(7L)g) = (£.GR9) = (G 1. G (G ) ) = (G0 1,632 V).

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

(3.23)

Gl,l,(5) B K ] — € c1TNem %)\% ~ 27fi(£33p+myq)/L
( N f)p,q_ez o tmfeme ,
m=—K
K —27'/\[ 1
1.2,(5) = _] —e 3T\ g 2mi(lxp+m L
(Gx f)p,q - Z 2 ) Abmfeme (eI (3.24)
lm=—K 3
K —1Ayp 1
1,3,(5) I—e "\2y5 f 2mi(lxp+m L
Lm=—K

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

(G0 72 = (G Lt ~dch) = 2| GOV + G ODr 5 329
01¢<G/1\}1L,{f,—ANcpo(clTLn V) + ||V ( g—goo(clTL H§>CT||G1’1’<5> I5; (3.26)
S (GR LT ~Bavpo(GL)) + V(o — or L) |2 > 2ol GV (3.27)
™ (GN Lefs =Bapo(TLe) f) + |[Viar (9 = woﬁL )HQ_THGN ‘o1l (3.28)
IGFOfll, < Iflls |G f}|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
eX 1 = po(ciTLy)e™, and the evolutionary equation (3.9) could be rewritten as the following
two-substage system:

* n

€1 —¢€ "
o = ~Leai(arLy)e", (3.30)
€n1 — € ~
bl (e L) N (e). (3.31)
T

Taking a discrete £* inner product with (3.30) by —Ay(e},; + €”) leads to
(ery—e" —Ax(ef,+e") +ar <G/1\’/1L,€e", —An(eq,+e") =0. (3.32)
The first term could be analyzed with the help of summation by parts:

<62,1 —e", _AN(QZJ + en)> = <VN(€Z,1 —e"), VN(GZJ + 6n)>

\ B (3.33)
= [[Vaerllz = Ve [l3.
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For the diffusion part term appearing in (3.32), we see that

(GN Lee", = Aye") = [|G3 Ve[, =

&GN OV Ane s + k|| GO Aner|s,  (3.34)

2
in which (3.25) has been applied. Subsequently, a substitution of (3.33) and (3.34) into (3.32)
implies that

IVacer |12 = [Vne” |2+ e (|G| + (G Lue”, = Al 1)) = 0. (3.35)

2

Taking a discrete £% inner product with (3.31) by —2Axre,, 1 gives
<€n 1 — 2AN6n 1> = —201T<GN N ( ), AN€n71>. (336)
The term on the left-hand-side (LHS) could be analyzed in a similar way as in (3.33),

<6n1 —2Anen 1> = 2<VN<€n1 nﬁl)avNen,1>

. (3.37)
= [[Venalls = [IVaenalls + || Var(ens = €51)

>

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

IVxenally = Va3 + ||V (ent —e51) ||Z + ClT(HG/l\’fl’(E))enHz +(GN' Lne", =Axe; 1))
_ _2017<G/1\’/1N,{(e"), A/\/en,1>-

Meanwhile, an application of estimate (3.26) (in Proposition 3.1) indicates .
oT <G/1\}1L,§e”, —Ayer ) + HVN(Bn,l —eny) H; > ClTHG}\}L(E])Gn’l ;, (3.39)
so that we obtain
IVavenalls = IVae I3+ e (|G Pe|[; + (|G Penal]) (3.40)
< - 2617'<G/1\’/’1N5(6n), Apren ). .
In terms of the nonlinear error inner product, we begin with the following expansion:
— (G Na(e"), Anent) = (G V- Gu(€"), Anen) (3.41)

=— <GJ1\/1§N "), V/\/’ANen71> = _<G/\/’ gﬁ(e"), G}\’/l’(o)VNANen,Q,

in which g, 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

1G(e")l2 < (5 + D[ VAU —u™)||, = (5 + D[ Vare™ |2 (3.42)

Furthermore, by the operator estimate (3.29) (in Proposition 3.1), we obtain

1GNP ga(eM)], < Nlgu(e)llz < (5 + 1) Vel (3.43)
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which in turn leads to

—(GN'Na(e"), Anen) = —(G"Vga(e), GOV Anens)
< |63V an(e)], - |G Vardwenll,

< (r + DI Vels- HGLMWWAN%JHQ (3.44)
< (k4 1)% 2| Vae |5 + HGl PO v Anren |2
A substitution into (3.40) yields
IV xenill? = [IVae” 3 + cn(HGl’”“e"Hi + [l Penall,)
<261 (k4 1)% 27| Ve |2 + 2 || GOV v Anen . (34
Combining (3.34) and (3.45) leads to
IV enslld = 19"+ err G2 + DGR OV Ay (3.46)

+ ki || G Barena|[5 < 2¢1 (5 + 1)2€*QT!\VN€"Hz-
As a direct consequence, we obtain a preliminary H} error estimate in the first RK stage:
IVaenalls < (14 2c(k+1)%7°7) | Vae™||?,  so that (3.47)
IVnenalls < (14 261k + 1)%27) [V ls < g||vNen||2, (3.48)

if the time-step size 7 < 3¢'(k + 1) 722,

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 €2 = o (%TLH) e", 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(epq—e") 2 "
;7- = —Lﬁwl(gTLn)e y (349)
€pna — € 2 2 < 4 2 ~ < m
052 2 GrL) Bu(e) + g (GrLa) (Rulen) — Bu(e)). (350

Taking a discrete £ inner product with (3.49) by —Ax(e}; , + €") indicates that

2
(ena = € —An(ens + ")) + 37 (G Lye™, —An(efy + €M) =0. (3.51)
The estimates for these linear terms follow a similar idea as in (3.33)-(3.34):

<€7*1,2 —e", _AN(GZ,Q + 6n)> = HVNGZ,QHS - ||VN€nH§7 (3.52)
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(G2 L, ~Be) = [[GE Ve 3 = GOV [+ | GO

—~

3.53)

2

and a substitution of these estimates into (3.51) indicates that
* n 2 1,2,(5) _n||? ) n *
IVarehalls = IVae 3 + 5 (|63 Oen||2 + (GNP Lue™, —Anel ) = 0. (3.54)

Taking a discrete £% inner product with (3.50) by —2A e, o results in

<en 9 — —2A e, 2> =— —T<G/1\/2N "), ANen,2>
' (3.55)
T 00 <G/2\/1( (en 1) Nﬁ(en))aANen,2>-
The analysis for the LHS follows a similar procedure:

<€n2 2AN€n2> = ||v/\/en2||2 ||VN622||§+ ||VN(€n2_6:’<L,2)||z7 (3.56)
gfwme —Bea) + [Tlens = s ) 2 Zr|GE Penal 357

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

IVavenalls = Vel + 2GR Ve]; + |63 Penal])

(3.58)

4 .
< — §T<G/\’/ e, ANen2> —T<G ( w(€n1) — N,{(e”)), ANen72>.
The nonlinear error inner product term could be analyzed as follows:

19(e n)Hz (k+1)||Va(U" = u™)[|2 = (k + 1) || Vae"|l2, so that
HGN Gr(€")ly < N1gw(eMll2 < (5 + DI Vare"||2;

4
— S (ORIN(), Do) = S(GRVar 5u(e), Dyen)

3
~ S(GRaLe"), VvBwens) =~ (G5, GRE OV en)
ngGJv“‘)* ), IGR OV Bnen], < 50+ DITxe o [ GR O Varaens]l
%(KH) 2HVN6”H§+EHG}\’/Q’(O)VNAN%QH;.
Similarly,

1Gx(en1) — Ge(e™l2 < (5 + D||Var(ens —€)]|2, so that
HGQ’L(”(~ (ent) = Gel€) ||, < 31| Gelens) = GeleM)]], < 7lx + DIIValens — )

<G/2\/1( w(€n1) — Nn(e ))7AN€n,2>

<GN Vv (Gulent) = Gu(€™)), Anena)
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= - _< /2\?1 (gm(en,l) - §n(€n))7vNAN6"v2>

961
8
- 9_61<G/2\7f17(1) (gﬁ(en,l) - gm(en))a G}\}27(0)VNAN67172>
= 21 GO Glens) = Gule) [, - GOV aAvensl],
4
<9_c1(1{ + 1)||Va(ent —€")2- HG O)VNANemQHz

2 _ n 262 2
<oz (5 + VP Valens — s + = |G Viardwens|;
1

2
<1 "3) + o | GRE OV A enall

2
9ct

in which the estimate (3.29) in Proposition 3.1, the inequality (a — b)? < 2(a® + b?), and the
linearity of the gradient operator are employed. Going back (3.58), we arrive at

IVvenalld = 19" B+ Sr (RO [} + |G Venal]}) < —THG” VaBvens|;
- 4 n
(P2 (5 + ) Ve + g Ve )
With the help of (3.53), we are able to derive the following estimate:

2
IV arenzll2 = |V ae™ |3 + T||G1’2’ ”HQ+— [teivas en,2||;—|—gT/ﬁﬂGjl\}Q’(O)ANen,sz
o (A4 . 4
<k +1)% T(<§+9—C%)uwe 15+ gzl Vven ).

Furthermore, we have

12¢2 + 13

L e )2 Ve
1

IVarenzllz = IVae™[3 <

in which the preliminary error estimate |[Vaen1lla < 2[|Vae™||2 has been applied. Hence,

2
provided that 7 < 4;21152 (k+1)"2¢?, a preliminary H} error estimate is obtained in the second
1
RK stage:

12¢2 4+ 13

— n 3 n
k1) 27) IVare® ||z < 21|V are™lo. (3.59)
i 2

IV ensalls < (1 +

3.4 The error estimate in the third RK stage

The analysis in the third RK stage follows a similar idea. Again, we denote e"*'* = py(7 L, )e"
to facilitate the analysis. In turn, the numerical error evolutionary equation (3.11) could be
equivalently rewritten as the following two-substage system:

en—i—l,* n

= — Ly (TLy)e™, (3.60)

— €
T
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en+1 _ en+1,*

= UTLINE) + S0l L) (Falens) — Nle) +C% (361)

T

Taking a discrete ¢? inner product with (3.60) by —AN(e"H’* + e”) gives

(et — e, —An (e 4 e)) + (G L, —An (€ +¢")) = 0,

(71— e~ A(e 1 4 7)) = [T Ve

<G;;3Lne —Ane”) = ||GPOen|s = |G OV A || + k|| GO Aen ] (3.62)
so that we obtain
IV are™ 12 — [ Vae”|3 + 7 (|G e, + (GNP Lue™, —Ane™ 1)) < 0. (3.63)

Taking a discrete £2 inner product with (3.61) by —2Ae™ ™! leads to the following estimates:

< n+l n+1>|< 2ANen+1> — _2T<G/1\,/3NH(67L)7AN67L+1> . 2T<Cn7ANen+1>
— 37’<G ( w(€n2) — Nﬁ(e”)),ANe”“% (3.64)

2

(67— et 9 et 1Y = [Tye T E - [[Wae™ B 4+ [V — e )2, (3.65)
T<G/1\’/3L,.@6", —Ape™ ) + HV/\/(6"+1 — ") ; > THG}\’/?”(E))e"HH; (3.66)

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

I9xe™ 3 = IVae™5 4+ (|63 Oerl, + 1657V )
< - 27<G}\}3NH(6"), Ape™) — 3T<G12v2( w(ena) — Ny(e )),AN6"+1> —27(C", Ape™).
(3.67)
The analysis for the first two nonlinear inner product terms could be similarly established:
GV Gu(e)]l, < 1)l < (54 1)[[Ve"]],, so that
— 2<G/1\[3N ) AN€n+1> = 2<G/\/ V- g,.;( ) AN€n+1>
:_2<G}\f3gn M), Valwe™ ) = —2(GP G, ("), GOV Aye™t )
<2[| G ga(em]], - HG}&B’(O)VNAW”“IIQ < 20@ D Vae"ll2 - |GV Tn e

<2k + 1)%72|| Ve |2 + }|G1 2O Aye

(3.68)

Similarly, ||gx(en2) — g,{( Mz < (k+1)||Va(enz —€")|l2, so that
|G (Gn(en2) — Gu€)]]y < v2l|dn(en2) = Gule)]], < 12(1+ K) [ Var(ena — )]z
= 3(G (Nalen2) = Nu(e)), Ane™ ) = 3(GPVa - (Gulenz) — Gule™)), Ape™™)
=— 3<GN (r(en2) — Gul€™)), VaApe™t)
3<G22(1)(gﬁ(6n2) 3u(€M), GOV A et
SSIIGif H(9u(enz) = Gule)[], - |G Vardne™

<3+ D[Valens - e, - 6K OTwer
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IA

2
(5 + 1% Frlens — )+ GOV e

IN
NI ©O | ©

(5 + 1% 2(|Venall3 + | Vae"][3) + 87:HGﬁ”“’)VNANe”“||§. (3.69)
A bound for the truncation error inner product term is more straightforward:
=2(¢", Ane™™) = 2V (", Ve™ ) < VAPl + [Vae™ 5. (3.70)
Subsequently, a substitution of (3.68)-(3.70) into (3.67) yields
Ve = IV we 5+ (G ey + |63 et ,)
<2+ 12 e B+ o (5 -+ 1% 7] Tl (371)

62 n 2 n n
7GR OV A+ IV + Tl Ve

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

g? 2
Ve 5 = Va3 + TI G P el3 + ]| GOV Aye
+ k]| GO Ape | (3.72)

L3 9 . .
<(k+1)% ZT(EHVN@ H§+§I\an,z\|§) + 7 VA Q|5 + 7 Vare™ 3.

Notice that the preliminary error estimate ||Varenalla < 2||Vare™||2 is obtained in Section 3.2,
we therefore have

2
€ 2
|V are™ 1\|§ — HVNe”Hg + —THG}\’;}’(O)VNANG" 1”2

133 _ n n n
<2 (e 1) Ve B + 7 VaCE + 7 Ve B,

(3.73)

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

2 n+1 A 1/2
Ve + (%T S GOV A H;) < O(8 + h™), (3.74)
j=1

due to the fact that [|[Va("||s < C(72 + h™). 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 ||V yAne™|s < 1 and conducted the entire proof under this
assumption. To recover it at the time step t"+1, they separately analyzed the relationship between
7 and h™°, 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
reqularity of the error grid function. We then remove the H; error term using (3.25), whereas
the authors in [7] applied the gradient operator to the nonlinear difference term, specifically
VAV - ge(€"), resulting in H? and 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,

¥1
2 4 4
3¥1,2 7 g¥22  §¥2.2

2901 — P2 P2 - %@1 2901

, (4.1)

— Wi = O

which is entirely different from (2.5), and is also included in the comparison. In addition, we
set kK = % in the whole experiments.
Example 4.1. Consider the evolution governed by (1.2) on the domain Q@ = (0,27) x (0, 2m)

with the following smooth initial data
up(z,y) = 0.1 x sin 3z sin 2y,

on the uniform mesh with N, = N, = 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 7 = § x 2%, k = 0,...,8 with § = 0.005. The
approximate solution obtained by using the ETDRK3-1 scheme with 278 x §/5 is taken as
the benchmark solution for calculating errors. The discrete H!- and L?-errors of the numerical
solutions with different € 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 ETDRKS3-1 scheme are always the smallest although all the schemes

possess the same order of convergence.

e Smaller € leads to larger errors while the convergence rates are independent on the values

of e.

e When 2 = 0.1, no error is observed for ETDRK3-3, whereas an error becomes noticeable
when €2 = 0.01.

e Smaller £ 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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For the convergence analysis, we utilized eigenvalue bound estimates in Fourier space and
applied the discrete L? inner product technique, combined with skillful operator estimates, to
achieve the optimal fully discrete convergence result in the ¢>°(0,7; H}) N ¢*(0,T; 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 ¢; 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 ¢; (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 G}\}ILH and —A s to the discrete Fourier expansion of f turns out to be

11 K 1 — e—ClTAg,m R )

(GN Liof),, = > -  Agn fome2mixntmua) /L, (1)

tm— K tm

K
(_ANf)p,q - Z )‘E,mfe,m627”@11”””1/(1)/L7 (2)
bm=—K
which in turn gives the discrete inner product as
1,1 2 ~ 1—ehem 2 Fo2
(G Lef =Anf) =L Y — Ao A el (3)
tm=—K S

In the meantime, an application of Parseval equality to the discrete Fourier expansion of
GLL0) £ s
v f indicates that

K

lex sl =12 3

lm=—K

1 —e @ TAem

)\E,m : ’ff,m|2- (4)

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

K 1 — e—ClTAg’m

R S L
{m=—K m
, (5)

_ a—C1TAy,
(& m 2

1 A~
=1 ), (N AL [fenl

An application of Parseval equality to the discrete Fourier expansion of Gk}’m)v ~vANf and
G/l\}l’(D)A ~ f reveals that

HGLL(O)VNAN.]C||2 _ L2 i 1-— e*C1TAe,m
N 2 TA(m

Lm=—K ’

’ /\?,m ’ |ff,m|27 (6)
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K 1 _ e_CITAE,m

o3 @ antly =22 30 =g N lfenl ™)

lm=—K )

By making a comparison between (5), (6), and (7), the second inequality of (3.25) is proved.
Since the discrete Fourier expansion of g — ¢o(c17L,)f becomes

K
(g . 900(017Ln)f)p7q _ Z (f]e,m . e—TLKf&m)e%ri(fxp-i-myq)/L’
lm=—K
its discrete H! norm turns out to be
||VN g — (;OO ClTL ||2 Z >\€m |g€m —erhe ml2 (8)

lm=—K
In addition, the discrete inner product of (2) with Gjl\’/lLK f, in which the discrete Fourier

expansion is given by (1), yields

(G Lof, ~Dupo(ertL)f) = L7 3 e A e A,

{m=—K

(9)

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

1T <GJ1\’/1Lnf: —ANSOO(ClTLn)f> + HVN(Q - (;00(017—[%)) HZ
K

:L2 Z ((1 _ e_clTAZ,m) . e—clTA&m . >\£7m . . |g£’m C1’TL,.€f m| >
Lm=—K
_L2 Z /\€m< —ClTAAm) X eclTAl,m X |e_clTAe’mng,m|2 + |§]£7m . e_clTLKf£7m|2>
Lm=—K
A 1
—I2 Z )\Zm —c17'Ae,m) <ec17'1\e,m . |e—c17'Ae,mf£,m|2 + mm&m —c1TLys f m| )
Lm=—K

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

1

eClTAg,maIQ +
1 _ e_clTAZ,m

1
2 2 2 c1TA m 2 2

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

we obtain .

801TAZ’m X |e_01TAZ’mf£7m|2 + - e_TAzm |g&m _ e_CITLNf£7m|2

~

N 2
Z <|e_61TAZ’mf€,m| + |g€,m - e_CITLHfZ,m|> Z |g€,m|27 so that

a7 (G L f, —Ano(cimLi) ) + ||V (9 = @olerm L)) Hi
K

>L? Z A (1= €772 Y Gy .

lm=—K

In comparison with the representation formula for clTHG/l\’/l’(E’) ql|%:

K _ a1y,
clTHG/l\}L(S)gH; = clTLQ Z ! ° Aﬁ,m . )\Z,m : |g€,m|2
tm=—K a17hm
K
=I? Z )\gym(l — e_clTAZ’m) |§]g,m’2.
{m=—K

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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