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CONTINUUM LIMIT OF A MESOSCOPIC MODEL WITH ELASTICITY OF
STEP MOTION ON VICINAL SURFACES

YUAN GAO, JIAN-GUO LIU, AND JIANFENG LU

ABSTRACT. This work considers the rigorous derivation of continuum models of step motion starting
from a mesoscopic Burton-Cabrera-Frank (BCF) type model following the work [Xiang, STAM J.
Appl. Math. 2002]. We prove that as the lattice parameter goes to zero, for a finite time interval,
a modified discrete model converges to the strong solution of the limiting PDE with first order

convergence rate.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this work, we revisit the derivation of continuum model for step flow with elasticity on vicinal
surfaces. The starting point is the Burton-Cabrera-Frank (BCF) type models for step flow [2]; see
[0l 6, 27, [13] for extensions to include elastic effects. These are mesoscopic models which track the
position of each individual step (and hence keep the discrete nature of the step fronts), while adopt
a continuum approximation for the interactions of the steps with surrounding atoms of the thin
film. The step motion is hence characterized by a system of ODEs. Such models are widely used
for crystal growth of thin films on substrates, with many scientific and engineering applications
[22, 28], [33]. The goal of this work is to rigorously understand the PDE limit of such models.

To avoid unnecessary technical difficulties, we will study a periodic train of steps in this work.

Denote the step locations at time ¢ by x;(t),7 € Z, we assume that
(1.1) xign(t) —xi(t) = L, VieZ,Vt >0,

where L is a fixed length of the period. Thus, only the step locations in one period {z;(t), i =
1,..., N} are considered as degrees of freedom, see Figure 1 for example.

We denote the height of each step as a = %, and thus the total height change across the NV steps
in the period is given by 1. Corresponding to the step locations, we define the height profile iy of
the steps as

N —1

(1.2) hN(ﬂj,t) = N

for x € [l‘i(t),$i+1(t)), i1=1,...,N.
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FIGURE 1. An example of one periodic steps.
20 Moreover, hy can be further extended, consistent with the periodic assumption (I.1]), such that
(1.3) hn(x+ L) — hy(z) = —1, Vx eR.

21 For the continuum limit, we consider the step height a — 0 or equivalently, the number of steps in
22 one period N — oo.
23 In the pioneering work [29] stee also [30]), XIANG considered a BCF type model which incorpo-

24 rates the elastic interaction a:

(1.4) dxi:a2(fi+1_fi_fi_fi—1)’ i=1,..

. N
Y Y
dt Ti+1 — T4 Ty — Tj—1

where f;’s are the local chemical potential given by

L 6E . (05} (6 %)
fii= or; _Z<xj —x (x; —:Ei)3)’

i J

with the parameters a; = %a‘l, oy = %

N
1 (%) 1
E:§ E E <0411n|:17i—:17j|—|—772).

1=1 j#i (33‘2 B xj)

ab and the energy functional E given by

25 For the limit @ — 0, XI1ANG [29] asymptotically derived the corresponding continuum model

1 ahgr 7o hihes
(15) ht = 7Ta1a2 (—H(hx) + % n Ea—l . )mm

1Compa,red to [29], we drop all the physical constants that are mathematically unimportant.
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Here H(:) is the L-periodic Hilbert transform:
1 L

(1.6) (Hu)(z) = — PV/ u(z —s) cot(E) ds.
L 0 L

Observe that for the particular choice of the parameters «y and aq, (5] suggests to rescale t to

consider time scale of the order O(a=%). Moreover, the coefficients in front of the term hyh,, and

}}f’” in the bracket scale as a so they become higher order terms compared with the first

x

the term
one. As argued in [30], the term a% is the correction to the misfit elastic energy density due
to the discrete nature of the stepped surface. Although it is small compared to the leading-order
term H(h,), it is comparable with the term ah,h,,, which comes from the broken bond elastic
interaction between steps. When formally ignoring these terms with small a-dependent amplitude,
the PDE analysis for hy = —H (h,),, is easy because the operator H(-), is a negative operator.
Recently, motivated by the PDE (.5 proposed by [29], DAL MAso, FONSECA and LEONI [4]

studied the weak solution of H

2 1
(1.7) b= (=2 H () + (3ha + h—m)hm)m,

in terms of a variational inequality. Note that all the coefficients in this PDE are O(1), unlike the
PDE (LH). They validated (LT analytically by verifying the positivity of h,. Rather remarkably,
they found an approximation problem and proved the limit of the solution to the approximation
problem also satisfies the weak version of variational inequality, which is satisfied by strong solution.
Moreover, FONSECA, LEONI and Lu [9] obtained the existence and uniqueness of the weak solution.

They applied Rothe method and truncation method to carefully deal with the singularity term.

Our goal is to rigorously prove the continuum limit of BCF type models for step flow. While
it would be nice to recover (L.D) using the scaling considered in [29], it is quite challenging (if not
impossible) since the PDE (LL3]) involves two scales, correspond to the three terms on the right

hand side:
O(): H(hy); O(a):  hzhgy; O(a) :
Instead, we follow the scaling of the PDE (L) considered in [4, 9]. We will derive (L) as the

continuum limit from a slightly modified BCF type mesoscopic model: we consider the step-flow

2For the convenience of calculation, we set the coeflicients slightly different from [4]. Moreover, instead of taking
h to be increasing as in [4], we take h to be decreasing corresponding to physical interpretation of h being the height

of the vicinal surface, which is the same convention as [29] [30].
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ODE (I4)) with a rescaled time, i.e.,

(1.8)

d$i_l<fi+1_fi B fi_fi—1>7 i=1.. N,

dt  a\Tit1 -2 T —Ti1

with a modified chemical potential

2 a 1 1 a? a?
1.9 fi=—= +< - >+< - >;
(19) ' L~ z; —x Titl — 5 Xf — Tj—1 (i1 — 33:')3 (xz - 331'—1)3

see Section Ml The first term in f; comes from the misfit elastic interaction between the steps,

which is an attractive interaction. The second and third terms come from the broken bond elastic
interaction between steps, which are repulsive terms. Different from XIANG’s chemical potential in

[29], we choose the scaling so that the attractive and repulsive interactions have the same order as

|

i+1—T5 Ti—Ti—1

a — 0. We add the repulsive term — to cancel a singularity from the first term, which
seems to be necessary. Moreover, to ease the mathematical derivation, we restrict the repulsive
terms to the nearest neighbor, which is the dominant contribution.

Our modified ODE system, from both the view of chemical potential and free energy, is balanced
in order. Therefore unlike the original ODE systems which (at least heuristically) lead to a PDE
with multiple scales, our system converges to PDE (7)) in the limit. We are also able to obtain
the convergence rate of order a for local strong solution of the continuum PDE.

For the study of the PDE (I.7)), we discover four variational structures with four corresponding
energy functionals, in terms of step height h, step location ¢, step density p and anti-derivative of
h, denoted as u. Those four kinds of descriptions are equivalent rigorously for strong local solution
but it is convenient to use different one when studying different aspects of our problem. The height
h is the original variable indicating the evolution of surface height while it is a better idea to use
p and u to study the strong local solution of continuum model (I7)) due to its concise variational
structure. In the proof of convergence rate in Section [l Bl and [6] since the original discrete model
is described by each step location z;, it is more natural to use the variational structure of step

location ¢, which is the inverse function of step height h, i.e.
(1.10) a=h(p(a,t),t), Ya.

For the properties of local strong solution of continuum PDE (7)), we used the variational
structures for v and p to establish some a-priori estimates and then obtain the existence and

uniqueness for local strong solution to the continuum PDE; see Section Bl We state the main result
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of Section B below, with the notations I := [0, L],

(1.11) Wb (1) = {u(z) € WEP(R); u(z + L) — u(z) = 1},
and
(1.12) Wlféfo (I) := {u € W*P(I);u is L-periodic and mean value zero in one period}.

Standard notations for Sobolev spaces are assumed above.

Theorem 1.1. Assume h° € W;”’2(I), hY < B, for some constant 3 < 0, m € Z, m > 6. Then

er*

there exists time T, > 0 depending on B, ||h°||,ymz2 such that
per*

h € L=([0, ;] Wi3 (1)) N L2([0, Tra]; Wit (1)) 0 C([0, Tra); Wi (1)),

per* per* per*

hy € L2([0, Tpn); WT42(1))

per

is the unique strong solution of (L) with initial data h°, and h satisfies

o™

(1.13) hy <=, ae.tel0,T,], ze€l0,L]

Moreover, we also study the stability of the linearized ¢-PDE. This is important in the construc-
tion of approximate solutions to the PDE with high-order consistency, which is crucial in the proof
of convergence.

For the convergence result of mesoscopic model, we first testify our modified ODE system has a
global-in-time solution; see Proposition [A.Il More explicitly, we prove that the steps and terraces
will keep monotone if we have monotone initial data. This is consistent with the positivity of step
density p of the PDE. Then we calculate the consistency of the step location continuum equation
and ODE system till order a; see Theorem .1l However, due to the nonlinearity and fourth order
derivative in our problem, we need to utilize a-priori assumption method and construct an auxiliary
solution with high-order consistency. By establishing the stability of the linearized ODE system
and carefully calculating the Hessian of coefficient matrix of ODE system, which is a 3rd-order
tensor, we finally get the convergence rate O(a) of modified ODE system to its continuum PDE
limit.

Recall the definition (L2]) and (I.I0). Denote

N
o = h(wi(0),0) = =~
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6 YUAN GAO, JIAN-GUO LIU, AND JIANFENGC LU
and
¢i(t) = (e, t).
We state the main convergence result in this work as follows:
Theorem 1.2. Let the step height be a = % Assume for some constant § < 0, some m € N large
enough, the initial datum h(0) € W;’;ﬁ([ ) satisfies
(1.14) h.(0) < B <0.

Let h(x,t) be the exact solution of (L) on [0,T,,], where T,, is the mazximal existence time

for strong solution defined in Theorem [L1l. Let ¢(c,t) be the inverse function of h(x,t) de-

)
fined in (LIQ)), whose nodal values are denoted as ¢n(t) := {Pp(a;,t), i = 1,--- N} Let z(t) =
(z1(t), - ,xn(t)) be the solution to ODE (L8) with f; defined in (L9) and initial data z(0) =
¢n(0). Then there exists Ny large enough such that for N > Ny, we have x(t) converges to ¢(a,t)

with convergence rate a, in the sense of

(1.15) z(t) = on (@)l < C (5, HhOHW;:;g)% for t €0, Ty,

where C(B, ||h°||ym.2) is a constant depending only on 3 and ||h°||,m.2.
per* per*
Several remarks of the main result are in order.
Remark 1. In fact, we can achieve a better convergence rate O(a?), if f; is modified to be

7 2 a +(1 a>< 1 1 >+< a? a? )
v L i Tj — T 2 Ti41l — X Ty — Xj—1 ($i+1 - xi)g (z; — xi—l)?’ .

Compared with (L)), the coefficient of the second term is changed from 1 to 1 — §. This is done to

better correct the error from the discretization of the Hilbert transform as a — 0 (recall the second
term in (L9) is introduced to correct the singularity from the first term). In fact, by Lemma [5.2]
we know the leading error %%5 in Lemma [5.3] can be removed by such a correction term. Hence
we can get O(a?) consistency in Section 5] and consequently, the convergence rate can be improved

to O(a?) in Theorem [[.2] for the modified microscopic model.

Remark 2. Theorem is a result of local convergence to strong solutions to the PDE. The global
convergence of the ODE system to the (weak) global-in-time solution to the PDE (L) is more

challenging and will be left for the future. We hope the additional understanding of the variational
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structures of the PDE (7)) provided in this work would help the future investigation on global

convergence.

Remark 3. To avoid unnecessary technical complications and to make the presentation of the
convergence result clear, in this work we do not try to optimize the initial regularity that is needed
in the Theorem We just set m to be large enough, so that we may assume sufficient regularity

of the solution.

While a comprehensive review of the vast literature of crystal growth is beyond the scope of this
work, let us review here some related works mostly in the mathematical literature. Besides the work
of [29], the derivation of the continuum limit of BCF models have also been considered in other
works, see e.g., [26], [7, 23] [19]. However, as far as we know, the derivation has not been done on the
rigorous level and moreover, the convergence rate is provided here, which seems to be missing before
in the literature. The idea using step location for formal asymptotic analysis was inspired by [29].
In order to get the convergence rate rigorously, we find it is better to first study the continuum
PDE for the inverse function ¢, instead of the height h. Recently, in the attachment-detachment-
limited (ADL) regime, AL HAJJ SHEHADEH, KOHN AND WEARE [1] studied the continuum limit of
self-similar solution and obtained the convergence rate. Related to the stability analysis, the linear
stability of thin film (known as the ATG instability) has been analyzed in previous works, see e.g.,
[30, 111 25]. While we consider here the one spatial dimensional models, the asymptotic derivation
of two dimensional continuum models have been considered in MARGETIS AND KOHN [I§] and XU
AND XIANG [31], the rigorous aspects of these results will be interesting future research directions.

For the discrete BCF model considered in [29], very recently, Luo, XIANG AND Y1P [15] rigorously
proved the step bunch phenomenon, which characterized the limiting behavior of the system as t —
oo. They have also connected the step bunching with continuum models through a I'-convergence
argument [I6]. These works motivate further study of the continuum limit of mesoscopic models
of crystal growth.

Let us also mention that while our starting point is step flow models, the derivation of the
continuum limit can be also considered starting from a more atomistic description, such as a
kinetic Monte Carlo type model. See the works [12, B2, [10, 2I] and more recently [20]. See also a
recent work that aims to derive BCF type models from a kinetic Monte Carlo lattice model [14].

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2] after setting up some notations, we

introduce four equivalent forms of continuum PDE (7)) and their variational structures. Section
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is devoted to establish the existence, uniqueness and stability for local strong solution of the
PDE. We then introduce the modified step-flow ODE in Section 4] and state the global existence
result for the modified ODE system. Section [5]is devoted to prove the consistency result for ODE
system and its continuum limit PDE. Finally, by constructing an auxiliary solution with high-order
consistency, we obtain the convergence rate of the modified ODE to its continuum PDE limit in

Section [0l which completes the proof of our main result Theorem

2. THE CONTINUUM MODEL

In this section, we discuss the properties of the continuum model. Besides using the height
profile h, it would be useful to rewrite the dynamics in a few equivalent ways. Let us introduce the

following definitions

e step location ¢(a,t), the inverse function of h:
a=h(é(a,t),t), Vo
e step density p(z,t), the (negative) gradient of h:
(2.1) P, t) = —ha (2, )
e u(z,t), the (negative) anti-derivative of h:
(2.2) h(z,t) = —uy(x,t) — bz — ko,

where b, kg are constants chosen to guarantee the periodicity of u,.
Now we establish the variational structures for h, u, p, ¢. In Section Bl it will be convenient
to use p-equation and wu-equation, while it will be proper to use ¢-equation when studying the

continuum limit in Section [ Bl [6l

2.1. Equation for height profile h. Let us consider the PDE for the height profile

rx

As mentioned in Introduction, the coefficients here are independent of a. In Section B, we will show

that this continuum PDE can be derived as the limit of a BCF type discrete atomistic model.
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First we observe that the evolution equation (L7) has a variational structure. Define the total

energy Fj, as a functional of h:

L/q (L T h3
(2.3) En(h) ::/0 <Z/0 ln!sin(z z —y))|hahy dy — hy In(—hy) — 7x> dz.
Then we have
0,
2.4 hy = zr — | o1 )
(2.4) t = H <5h >m
where the chemical potential y is given by
5Eh L 2w 7T($ - y) h:c:c
2.5 =—— =—-PV — cot ——=h d — 4+ 3hzhy,.
(25) po= o | Tt T )y + 5 +

0
To see this, let us calculate in Lemma 2.1] the functional derivative 55% for

(2.6) / / 1n|sm |h hy dz dy.

The derivative of the other two terms in E}, is straightforward.

Lemma 2.1. Assume h(z) € C?([0,L]). We have
5E0
b —PV/ y) B Yy (y) dy.

Proof. First denote

L T—
:/ </ / >ln|sm ‘hhdydx
0 0 x+0

By the definition of the principal value integral, we have

Er(h h
1 W(h+ch) =

lim Ej(h + eh),
e=0 d

e= 06—)0

and since In|sin z| is even, we have

~ L z=0 EN—-2r  w(z—y) ~
E{(h+¢eh) = li t hy, (y)h(z)dyd
e = i ([ [ ) S o T i) dy

e=

Now we claim

d

de
Obviously, E¢(h + ¢h) is continuous respect to 8. It suffices to show that %‘EZOE;SL(/% + ¢h) is also

lim Ef(h+eh) = lim d Eg(h +ch).

—o 0—0F 6—0t d€

continuous respect to 6. Hence, from (2.7]), it suffices to prove

lim/ / 7 cot $_y)h ()A(x) dydz = 0.

6—0t
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T+

L px+o T alr — B L m(x — ~
/0 /x ) zcot %hy(y)h(w) dy dz —/ ln‘sin%my(y) y:x_éh(x) dx

/ / ln‘sm !hyy h(z) dy dz.

Notice that h(z) € C2([0,L]). Let § — 0. The first term tends to zero by Taylor expansion, and

the second term tends to zero as the integrand is integrable.

Note that the energy Ej we use here has a slightly different form compared to the one in [29],

denoted by Ej(h), which reads in the periodic setting as

L T T 3
(2.8) En(h) :/0 (—z(thz)H(hx) By In(—hy) — ’;>dx

In fact, the two energy functionals only differ by a null Lagrangian, as we show below, so we prefer

the more symmetric expression Ep,.
Lemma 2.2. Let

(2.9) W(h) = ﬁ/ / In | sin L —Y) |h dz dy.
Then we have
En(h) = En(h) + W(h),
and
5By _ 3B,
Sh — 6h
Proof. First by the definition of the periodic Hilbert transform,

; - Lo (e —y) h3
En(h) = /0 <_ﬁ(h + L) PV/O cot Thy dy — hyIn(—hy) — 7) de.

Notice that

Lr oz L n(x—y)
/0< LQ(h+L)PV/O cotThydy>da:

:_%/L<(h+z ln|sin@‘L

/ / ln|sm ‘hh dwdy—l——/ / ln‘sm |h dx dy,

—PV/ (ha +;)ln‘sinL|dx>h dy

where we have used that h + 7 is L-periodic function. Therefore, for W defined in (Z9), we get

En(h) = Eyn(h) + W (h).
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Similar to the proof of Lemma 2.1l we can see

5—W h L2/ / ln!sm |d:17h dy,
1 77(33 —y) L 27T m(z—y)
=13 h In | sin —— dx - PV dzh(y) dy
0
=0.
Hence W (h) is a null lagrangian. O

2.2. Equation for step location function ¢. Consider the step location function ¢, which

defined in (LI0) as the inverse function of h. From the definition, we have

(2.10) R A S T ‘Z;‘ga.

Then changing variable from h to ¢ in (24]), we have

1
(2'11) Ot = —Pafler = —0a (gb_,ua)v

due to (2.10) and the chain rule pu, = ,uad)%. Note that this immediately implies that fol ¢da is a
constant of motion.

The equation of ¢ (2.I1]) also has a variational structure. To this end, let us rewrite the energy

in terms of ¢ such that Ey(¢) = Ep(h):

Yrvr ot 1
(2.12) Ey(¢) = /0 <E/o Insin ﬂ(¢(a)L |d6 (—¢a) + 2(25%) da
We will show that
_ _ 0Ey
(2'13) @bt — _gba,umm — _8 <¢a ( ¢ ) )

SEY
Similar to the proof of Lemma 2] let us first calculate 5—(;’, where

/ / ln|sm —¢(8) ‘dadﬂ

Lemma 2.3. Assume h(x) € C?([0,L]) and there exists a constant C > 0 such that |hy| > C. We

have

0Ey Lo w(p(a) — ¢(B))
5¢ =PV ; TCOt 7

ds.
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[ ([, e s

Proof. First denote

It is obvious to see that

d

0 - d s _
de €:0E¢(¢ +e¢) = EL:O %l_l)r(l) E3(¢ +¢e9),
and
d 0 (6(0) = 6(8) = . -
de €:0E¢(¢ +e¢) = / (/ /B+5> i (¢(a) — ¢(B)) dadB.
Now we claim
d -
T|,_ Jm (0 +ed) = Jim ol B0+ <0)

Obviously, E¢(¢ + a(b) is continuous respect to 8. It is sufficient to proof -& e . 0E¢(¢ + E(Z;) is also

continuous respect to d. In fact, since cot x is odd,

: _Eo+9) _2/ </B ' /M) 60 = ¢ 5 g s,

de

Hence, it is sufficient to proof

: Fom  mol) —6(B)) 5 _
lim / /ﬁ T ot T ¢(a)dadp = 0.

6—0+ L

B3 6(a) — i

/ / ' —cot )L (b(ﬁ))qﬁ(a)dadﬂ
5

ds

:/ (@) ln|sin7T a)_¢(ﬁ))|ﬁ+5
(ba a L a=p-9

/ /j”msm (a)L—¢(ﬁ))|< f;&)adadﬁ-

As § — 0, the first term tends to zero by Taylor expansion. ‘( i(?‘oz))a‘ is bounded since h(z) €

In fact,

C?([0, L]) and |hz| > C > 0, so the second term tends to zero as the integrand is integrable. O

Hence we have

(2.14) 55% _ i_g PV /01 cot 7T(¢(oz)L— ¢(8)) 48—

Gan _ 4f0a

Y% Pa

It remains to show that u = 56%, i.e., % = %. For ¢, h satisfying

a=(h+eh)o(¢+ed),
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Taylor expansion shows that

0= hyd+h.
183 Thus by ([2.10), we have
55 = —¢a}~l,
(2.15) ) )
Ey(¢ +¢e¢) = Ep(h +€h).
184 Hence
d § 5
| Eeloted)=DyEy o
(2.16) . =0
=— Eh(h + Eil) = DhEh . }N‘L,
del._g

185 where D, Ej : L2(R) — L?(R) is the Fréchet differential, i.e. Dy, E}, - h is the dual pair which means
186 the first order variation of Ej, at h along the direction of h.
By Riesz representation theorem, there exists V,E;, € L?([0, L], dz), such that
~ L ~
DpEy - h = /0 ViErhdz,
187 where Vj, Ej, is gradient of Ej(h) in L%([0, L], dz), which is just what we denoted as 55%.
Similarly, there exists V,E, € L2([0,1], |¢a| da), such that

_ 1 5 1 B
DyEy- b= /O Vo Eydlda] da = /0 V4 Esbda da.

188 where V,E, is gradient of Eg(¢) in L%([0,1],]¢a| da).
Combining (Z.I5) and (ZI6), we get

1

Again we define % as gradient of Eg(¢) in L?([0,1], da). Noticing (ZI5), we have

- LSE., -
Py(o+2) = [ Sida

E e=0
d - L -
=— Eh(h + Eh) = / ViEphdx
de e=0 0
L§E), -
= —¢da.
[
Hence
E 0F,
0B 4 9o ¢ L2([0,1], dav),

5h 3¢
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and

5Eh _ 6E,

Therefore, we conclude that (2.I1)) is equivalent with (2.I3]). Moreover, we obtain energy identity

for [213) as

a e e 5 (05).) v

2.3. Equation for step density p. Now consider the step density p. From the definition, rewriting

the energy in terms of p, we obtain

L L T 3;‘3
218 B [ (7] wlsn - mle@pmay o) + 455 ) as

L
= [ 3wl =)o) dy + npla) + 1+ Fola)?

op L 2
and
0B\ Log  m(z—vy) Pz B

Similar to the proof of Lemma 2.1l we can define

L L
m(x — B m(z —y)
PV /0 cot ——=~ L ( dy = lim / /x +5> cot ———p(y) dy.

Then

L
: W(x —y)
e 61_1)1%1+ / /x+6) In ‘ sin |p(y) dy
= lim — l
< ([ [ mln T

Hence we also obtain a variational structure for p and (2.4]) becomes

SF
2.2 = ey = — | —2 )
(2.20) Pt 1 < 5 )mw

105 This also shows that fOL pdx is a constant of motion.
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2.4. Equation for u. Finally, from definition of u, the energy can be rewritten in terms of u as

(2.21)

L L T Uz 3
Fy(u) = /0 <% /0 In|sin( (@ = y)) (e + ) (uyy +b)dy + (uzz + b) In(ugy +b) + %) dz,

6Eu . 2T 3 2 .
Sy = TH(um)w + <ln (Ugy +b) + §(um +b)° + 1>m = lUg.

Hence we also obtain a variational structure for u and (2.4])) becomes

0F,
ou

(2.22) w = —

2.5. Equivalence of the formulations. We end this section with the rigorous justification of the
equivalence of the above formulations.
Recall the notations for Wlféf* (1), Wée“?o(l) in (LI1) and (TI2)). If £ < 0 and % + % =1, Wh? is
the dual of W4, Denote
cme+s,  £>0,
() =14 0, £=0,
+-o00, £ <0,

and
Pp(€) == (§ + ).

By the definition (2.I8]), we have
L L -
(2.23) Ep(p) = /0 (%/0 In[sin(F (@ = y)lp(z)p(y) dy + <I>(p)> dz.
By (221]), we have

L L -
E,(u) = /0 (% /0 In ‘ sin(z(x — Y)|(uge + b)(uyy +0)dy + <I>b(um)> dz.

Since

0E,(u) 27

= —H xx)T (I), xx))xT)
0 — )+ (2 (22)

the equation (2.22]) can be recast as

2

In order to study the problem (7)) in periodic and mean value zero set up, we establish first,

similar to [4], that
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Proposition 2.4. For any integer m > 1, any T > 0 and some constant B < 0, the following
condition are equivalent:

(a) There exists h € L>=([0,T); W™ (1)) with hy € LOO([O,T];W;ZT_‘L?’/z(I)) a solution of (L)

per*

satisfying
hy(x,t) < B <0 ae zeR te|0,T].
(b) Setb:= 1 > 0. There exists u € L=([0, T); W;’;};l’g(l’)) with uy € L*°([0,TY; W;’;,%g’gﬂ(l)) a
solution of (Z.24)) satisfying

Upg (2,8) +0> = >0 ae zeR, te(0,T].

(¢) There exists p € L>®([0,T); Woer 23(I)) with p, € LOO([O,T];(W;Z}_E)BM(I))) a solution of
220) satisfying

plx,t) > —-B>0 ae xR, tel0,T],
and
L
/ plx,t)dx = 1.
0
Proof. Step 1. For (a)=-(c), we simply take
(2.25) p(t,x) := —hgy(t,z) = uga(t,x) + b

and then (2.I9) shows that p satisfies (c).

For (c)=(a), we take

h(w,t) = — /Oxp(s,t)ds +ha(t),

L T
@@z%éllpmw@m.

Then hy = —p and h € L>([0, T]; W3 (I)), with mean value zero.

per*

with

Noticing (Z.I9) again, we have

_ _ [ 9E, _ (OEy
}M_“_<wlm‘<ﬁlg

in distribution sense. Integrating from 0 to z, for a.e. ¢t € [0,T], there exists a constant ¢(¢) such

OF),

that
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That is, for any test function ¢ € Wge’i’(l ), we have

%(h, (,0> = <55%7(sz> + <C(t),(p>.

Taking ¢ = 1, we get ¢(t) = 0, for a.e. t € [0,T]. Hence h is the solution of (7).
Step 2. For (a)=(b), we take
Wl (x,t) = h(z, t) + bz,

with b = +. From (L3) and (1), we know h” is L—periodic function respect to .

Denote
1 [t
ko:f/o h* (s,0)ds,
1 L x - L
k:l(t)—f/o /0 W (y.1) dy dz — ko &
Set
(2.26) (o, ) = / <—hT(y,t)+k:0> dy + iy (1),
0

17

We know w is L—periodic function with mean value zero. To prove such u satisfies (2.24]), we can

proceed just the same as Step 1.

Note we also have

(2.27) U = —h — ba + ko,

(2.28) Uy = —hy — b.
For (b)=(a), we simply take
(2.29) h = —ugy — bz.

Then (2.21I) and (2:22)) show that h satisfies (b).

Proposition 2.5. For any integer m > 2, the following condition are equivalent:

i) There exists h € L°([0,T); Wh(I) N W™2(I)) with hy € L®([0,T); Wpe™(I)) a solution
p

per*

of (LX) satisfying
(2.30) he(x,t) < <0 ae zeR te[0,T],

for some 51 < 0.
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(ii) There exists ¢ € L>([0,T); WE22([0,1]) N W™2([0,1])) with ¢, € L=([0,T]; Wper™([0,1]))

per*
a solution of (213) satisfying
(2.31) dal(a,t) < By <0 ae aeR, tel0,T],

for some By < 0.

Proof. Notice condition ([230), (Z31I]). By inverse function theorem, h and ¢ are inverse functions
of each other. Noticing (LI0) and ZI0), h € L*=([0,T]; W;;ff (I)) with condition (2.30) implies
that ¢ € L([0, T]; W,.2([0, 1)) with condition (Z3).

From the differentiation of inverse function, we also know

o™ < C(B) (™ + Z plen)plaz) . plam)y,

0<a;<m-—1

Since W™2 s W(Mm=1).20 e have

L
/0 161 da < C(B) ([1BIymez + 12l m.2)-

Hence h € L>([0,T); W™2(I)) with condition (Z30) implies that ¢ € L>([0,T]; W™2([0,1])) with
condition (2.31]). Vice versa. O
3. LOCAL STRONG SOLUTION AND PROOF OF THEOREM [L.1]

We continue studying the properties of the continuum PDE. From now on, denote

dn
() () =
o) = ——pla),

and c as a generic constant whose value may change from line to line. We first establish the existence

and uniqueness of the local strong solution to ([2.24]).

Theorem 3.1. Assume u° € W;Z;%(I), ul, +b>n, where 1 is a positive constant, m € Z, m > 7.

Then there exists time Ty, depending on 1, ||u°||,ym2 such that
perqg

u € L2([0, T, ]; W2(1)) 0 L2([0, Ty ]; WE22(1)) 0 C([0, Trn); W42(1)),

perg pery perg
ug € L([0, Tp,); Wm—42(1)) 0 L2([0, Ty ]; L2, (1))

pery perg

is the unique strong solution of [224) with initial data u®, and u satisfies

Uy +b > g, a.e. t € [0,T,,], x € [0, L].
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Proof. We first make the a-priori assumption

(3.1) min(uge + b) >

>0, ae. tel0,T],
zel

N3

in which T, will be determined later. We will prove the existence of local strong solution under

BI) in step 1,2, then justify (3] in step3.
Let Js be the standard C2°(I) mollifier. Denote @ = Js * u®.

Define E(u) := F,(J5 * u). Then

SES (uf) 0By (u)
s T T |y
We study problem
§ _ 0B ()

up = ——g5—,
(3.2) { ' o

ué(O) = Js * UO,
which is
53 { uf = (J5 * (=3EH(@,)))e — (J5 * P/ (49,))zas

u(0) = Jy * ul.

Step 1. We devote to obtain some a-priori estimates, which will be used to prove the convergence

of ud in (B2).

Taking u as a test function in (2.24]) gives

L Loor 3 9
wudr = TH(um)ux — (In(ugy +0) + §(um + b)) ugy de.
0 0

Notice that

L L 3 L 1
/ H(ugg)uy do < / Zuix + 2u?dz < / guix + 2u* dx + C (L),
0 0 0

and that
L 1 L
/ In(uze + b)uge dz < C(n, L) + g/ uix dz,
0 0
due to (3.1). We obtain

d L L L
—/ u2d:17+/ u‘zmdzngc/ w?dz + C(n, L).
dt Jo 0 0

Then for some 77 > 0, Gronwall’s inequality implies that

lwll oo (o,u)s22(r)) < C(, Ly ||U0\|ng;§,T1),
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(34) luaall L2011 );22 1)) < C (0, L, HUOHWSZ%’Tl)-

Here and the following, C(n, L, ||[u®||,;m2,T1) is a constant depending only on 7, L, |[u’||,;m2 and
pergp perq
Ty.
Recall ([Z25). We use p = gz + b from now.

Since
dE,(u) L OE, (u) 2 B
a /0 < ou ) =0
we have
(3.5) E,(u) < Ey(ug) < +00.

Also notice

L L
I/0 /0 1H\Sin%(:v—y)|p(<ﬂ)p(y)dfvdy|

(3.6) §</OL/OLln2|sin%(az—y)|dxdy>é/OLpQ(a;)dm
L

Sl/ p*dx + C(L),
8 Jo

and

L L
1
(3.7) ]/ plnpdzx| < §/ pddz + C(n, L).
0 0
These, together with (3.5]), give that

L
(3.8) sup /0 p*dx < E,(0) + C(n, L).

1
4 o<i<m

Now we devote to get a higher-order priori estimate for m > 4.

Divide m times in equation (2.24]) and then take u(™ as a test function, which implies that

d Poomnt), (m) (m+2), (m)
(39) Gl = [ =T HE U™ — (o)l
0

where

flp) =9 (p) =lnp+1+ gpz-
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251 For the first term in (3.9), we have

L L
| / “H(p)™ ™ dg| =| / _H(p)™ 5D daf
0 0
L

L
(3.10) Sl/ plm)2 dx+2/ pm=D2 4y
8 Jo 0
1
4

252 For the second term in ([3.9), we have

L L
| s e = [ g o
0 0

L
(3.11) = / —(f'(p)pe) ™1 p(™ da

L
= [ =rep s | chf (m18) 595

0
Note that
f'(p) =3p+ % > 2V/3, for p > 0,
253 50 the first term on the right hand of ([B.I1) is strictly negative. We will use it to control the other
254 terms later.

Now we carefully estimate the last term in (3I1]). Denote

L m—2
M1 ::/ chf (m—1-k) )p(m) dx
0

<15 [Z Gl (p) 10 ]
k=0
First the chain rule gives

f’(p)(m—l—k) - Z Cgp(ﬁl)p(ﬁz) e p(Bu)f(lH‘l)(p)'
Bu+Bat-o+Bu=m—1-k

Due to (B1]), we know

Cu Cu
<

(n+1)

for p > 1.
Also noticing that
1P e < ellpllwm—2.2,

we have

17/ ()P o < Clpom) lpllimtaz, for 2 <k <m—2,

1F/(0) ™2 e < Clpm) (ot as + 1672 | a), for k=1,
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and
£/ () Vs < Clpm)(llpllfymta + 102l + 1p D[ 14), for k = 0.
255 Second by interpolating, we know
7 1
(3.12) 1P s < ellp™ 2522
256
3 5
(3.13) 1P Do < ell ™ 25212
257 and for p < m — 2,
7 1
(3.14) 1p# s < cllp™ 2 [za +cllpliza < ellp™ 252" (152 + cllpllwm—22.
258 Thus B12), 3I3) and (B.I14) show that
m—2
Cillf'(p) ™7 o] 2
k=0
m—2
Crll ()P pal o8| o
(3.15) k=0
m—2 7 1
<cllF'(0) ™ 2N allpaallLs + Y Clkmm)lpllfmses (107 [ llp"™ 1152 + cllpllwm-22)
k=1

T+ Cm)lolL o 2 10,
250 For the first term, we have
17 ()™ s lpwell
(316)  <Clmm)(lplmtan + 6™ 2 L) (102 1 + lllwnss)
<O, m) [olfp-2z + (ollyatas + DI 2 IEllo™ 5 + 6™ 2 ™ 1],

260 where we used (B12]) and (B14]).
261 Notice that [B.8) gives [|p[|zo(0,r;22(1)) < C(n, L). By interpolating, (3.15) and (3.16) lead to

5 1
My <C(n,m) [0 13l ol -22 + 0™ [ Fo 0]
(m) |71yl (m)
(3.17) oo o+ Nl +CO0, D] 1 22

1 m m
<<l 172 + Clg,m) ol + C(n, L).
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Combining B.I0), B311)), (B.I7) and Gronwall’s inequality, we finally obtain
HUHLOO([O,Tl} W;,’gf(f)) C(n, L, ||u’ ||Wm2 11),

0
||u||L2([0,T1} WP’)YCLj()??(])) <Cn, L, |lu HWg’CL%yTI)-

Step 2. Define Fj : Wg’gﬁgu — Wg’gﬁgm with

Fo(u®) i= (Jy o (= 20 H (5, — (s 93/ (8,

We can easily check that Fj is locally Lipschitz continuous in W™*+22(I) for m > 1. Hence by
[17, Theorem 3.1], we know (3.3 has a unique local solution u® € C'*([0, Tp); ng;gz 2(I)) and those

estimates in Step 1 hold true uniformly in §. That is, for Ty, we have

(3.18) ||u5||L°°([0,To];WgZ;(2)(I)) <Cn,L, ||u0||ng;g,T0),
(3.19) Hu ”L2(0T0] W2, 2(1)) Cn, L, Hu Hsz o).
Since

T L
+/ / ul? dz dt = ES (4’ (0)),
0 0

(3.20) ”utHL2 ([0, To]x 1) < C(n, L, HU ”Wm2)

perg

we also have

Notice Wm+22 — Wmth2 compactly and W™Th2 — L2, Therefore, as § — 0, we can use

Lions-Aubin’s compactness lemma to obtain there exists a subsequence, still denoted as u?,

such
that

u? — u, in L2(]0, Ty); ng’;;l (D).
And (3I8), (319) and ([B:20) show that

we L=([0, Tp); W2(I)) N L2([0, Ty); WH22(1)),

perg perg

uy € L([0, Tol; Wm—42(1)).

per
Thus we can take limit in (3.3 and u satisfies ([2.24]) almost everywhere, i.e., u is the local strong

solution of (2:24]).

Since

llwell 22 (j0,70) x 1) <hm1anut”L2(0To]><I) C(n, L, ||u° me2)
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ug € L2([0, Tp] x 1),

by [8, Theorem 4, p. 288], we actually have

u € C([0,Tp); WL2 (I)).

perg

Step 3. We justify the a-priori assumption (3.I]). Note that

(3.21) Uz (T, 1) = gy (0) + /Ot Uggt(T, T)dT,
and v, +b >, so Step 2 and Sobolev embedding theorem lead to

Ugar € L([0,To], W™™2(I)) = L>([0, To], L(1)),
for m > 7. Then

t
n
’/ Uzt (2, T)dT| < t”umt”LOO([O,TO},LOO(I)) < 2 t € [0, Tl
0
where T,,, < Ty depends only on 7, L and ||u0||Wm,2([). This, together with (3.21), gives (3.1). O
By using the above Theorem [B.1], we now prove the Theorem [l

Proof of Theorem [I1. Step 1 (Existence). Assume hY € W;n ’2(1 ), hY < B, for some constant

er*

. 11,2 e
B <0, meZ m>6 From @26), there exists u’ € W L""(I) satisfying ul, + b > —3. Then

by Theorem [B1] there exists T, > 0, such that there exists a unique u satisfying ([2.24]) with the

following regularity:

u € L°°([0, Tp,]; WHL2(1)) N L2([0, T ); WHE32(1)) 0 C([0, Ty ]; W32(1)),

perg perg perg

ug € L*([0, Ty ]; Wm—32(1)),

perg
and u satisfies

Ugy + b > —g, a.e. t €10,T,,], z € [0, L].

Let h := —u, — bx. Hence we can get the existence of solution to (7)) satisfying (II3]) and the
regularity stated in Theorem LIl
Step 2 (Uniqueness). Now we assume hj, hy are two solutions of (7)) satisfying (ILI3]) and the

same regularity stated in Theorem [[.Il Subtract ho-equation from hi-equation and multiply hy —ho
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on both sides. Then integration by parts shows that

(3.22)
d L L
E/ (hy — hg)*dz = / (h1y — hay)(hy — hy) dz
0 0
Loog 1 1
—/0 _fH(hlm — haz)(P1ze — hoge) + [(3h1x + h—lx)hlmm - (3h2m + h—%) h2:mc] (P1zw — hoge) dz
L or 1 2
—/0 _fH(hlx - h2x)(h1:c:c - h2xx) + <3h2:c + h—2x> (hlsc:c - h2xx)
1 1
+ (3h1x + h—lx - 3h2:c - h—2x>hlxx(h1xx - h2:c:c) dx
= + I+ Is.
Since
1
(3.23) Bhae + 7— < —2v/3, due to hay < 0,
2x

the second term on the right hand of (B.22)) is strictly negative, which will be used to control
the other two terms. For I, notice the property of Hilbert transform ||H (u)||zr < c||ul|zr for

1 < p < o0; see [3, Proposition 9.1.3]. We can use Young’s inequality and interpolating to obtain
L
(3.24) L < / (s — Baga)? o+ (b — ho)? da.
0
To estimate I3, first notice that hj,, is bounded by |[h1(0)]|ym2 and that
|h1x| > —g > 0, |h2x| > —g > 0,

due to (LI3). Hence

L 1 1 2 )
| (31 = 3has 7 = 2 Vi do < OO ) s — b da
0 hlm h2m

where C(B, [|h1(0)|lwm.2) depends only on 3, ||h1(0)|lym.2. Then Young’s inequality and interpo-
lating show that

L
1
(3.25) I3 < / C (B, ||h1(0)||yym2)(h1 — ho)? + Z(hlm — hoge)? diz,
0

where C(8,||h1(0)||ym.2) depends only on 3, ||h1(0)||yym.2. Now combining (3.:23]), (3:24]), (3:25])
with (B:22]) leads to

d L L
E/0 (b — ho)? dz < C(8, th(O)HWm,Q)/O (b — ho)* da.
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Then by Gronwall’s inequality, we have

L L
(3.26) [ = 1 do < OB @)l To) [ ((0) = ha(0)?

0 0
where C(3, ||h1(0)|lyym.2, Trn) depends only on S, ||h1(0)|lyym2 and T,,. This gives the uniqueness
of the solution to (LT). O

3.1. Stability of linearized ¢-PDE. Now we set up the stability of linearized ¢-PDE under

assumption

ha(0) € Wi (1), he(0) <28 <0,

perg
with m > 6.

Recall Theorem [[.T] and Proposition There exists T, > 0, such that

(3.27) B(a,t) € L([0, T]; WE(0,1))

is the strong solution of (2.I3]) and there exists constants my, mg > 0 such that
(3.28) $o < —m1 <0, [¢D]<mg, i=1- 6.

Recall equation (2.I3)):
1 OF

¢t - _(bocﬂxx - _aa(a(%

)a);

where

0E _ 2m ! 7T(¢(Oé) B @(ﬁ)) ¢aa gbaa
%—ﬁPV/ cot 7 dﬂ—¢—2—3¢—4,

We want to show that the linearized ¢-PDE is stable, which will be used in the construction of
high-order consistency solution (Section [6.2]).
For ¢, ¢ satisfying equation (ZI3)), set ¢ + 1) = ¢. Denote

(3.29) A= —% - 3@ + = PV/ cot © ¢(5)) dgs,
and
(3.30)
1 2000 12000 272 !
Bim (=3 Jonat (2202 + 2000 ) - T by [ sec? T 0ta) — o3 0e)— w(5) a5

So the linearized equation of ¢-PDE ([2.13)) is

Yo 0aB
(3.31) T ( ¢aa h A+ = )
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Proposition 3.2. Assume ¢(0) € L2.,([0,1]) and m1,my > 0 defined in 328). Let T,,, > 0 be the
mazximal existence time for strong solution ¢ in (B2T). The linearized equation [B31]) is stable in

the sense

(3.32) 1G22, oy < Clma, ma, T) [0 0|z, (to,1)» for t € [0, Tl

where C(my, me, Ty,) is a constant depending only on my, ma, and T,.

Proof. Step 1. We perform without the Hilbert transform term %75 PV fol cot M ds. Then
A, B in ([3.31]) become

himon g

v P’

! Ybne 1260
b= <_¢_%f ¢4>¢‘“ <<z>g T )w‘“'

Because @ is 1-periodic function respect to a, we have
Yo B 1
=— 04| ——5 Ao + 0a -|{—) B
w=-an(ganra() - (5) 2)

= (e76% A ——5B

4 <¢a>+8 <¢2 22 )

1 2000 12%«1

:_a"‘“K_qb_a B ¢5>%‘“ < A o >M

¢OCQ 3¢O!Oc 2(25(23505 12(250405 AO!
”“‘[(?‘é* a8 )1””‘*(_ % o +¢_a>%]‘

Multiplying both sides by ¢ and integration by parts show that

and

(3.33)
1 _ 3¢ao¢ 15¢ao¢ 2¢¢2xa 12¢ao¢ A > 2
[ vwa= [ [(¢3 e (g S (G B - )t

From Young’s inequality, for any 6, > 0, we have

(3.34) Yaatha < W20 + ¥R,
and
1 1 1
2 2 2
(3.35) /0 Y dor < /0 <5%a yid ) dov

Note that ¢, is negative and from (3.27)), (3:28]), we know

L3 <1+1>
g o5~ \mi m3)
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Now choose ¢, § in ([3.34]) and (B.35]) such that the last two terms in ([3.33]) can be controlled by
fol - (ng + n%)?[)ia + C(my, m2)y? da. Therefore, combining (3.34)), (3.:35) and (3.28)), we have

d 1 ) 1 ) 1 )
(3.36) < /0 ¥2da + C(my) /0 v2 da < /0 Clmy, ms)u? da,

where C(my), C(my,ms) > 0 are constants depending on mq, meo.

By Gronwall’s inequality, we finally achieve the stability for ¢ in the sense of (3.32]).

Step 2. If we consider Hilbert transform, then A, B are defined in (8:29) and (8.30). First notice
that change of variable from h to ¢ does not effect the Cauchy principal value integral and that

h; < 0. Then for any « € [0, 1], by variable substitution, we have

1 T ™
PV/O Ecot <E(¢( ) ¢(5) a8 = —PV/0 P R AL
+o00 h
— PV dﬁ PV dy
§+kL h
=PV PV hy d
é/———l—kLy_x / COt ) Y
= ﬂ-H(hIE) ° ¢7

where we used the relation for Hilbert kernel

Z L __r cot(zx)
ot kL L L

Hence

(PV /0 ot %(¢(a) —3(8)) dﬁ)a = —L(H (hsz) © ) da

is LP bounded due to the property of Hilbert transform H (u), = H (uy) for u, € LP with 1 < p < oc.

Second, using the periodicity of v, integration by parts shows that

T Lo
TPV [ sect Z(0(0) = o) () — v(5) 45

L
_ Uow(o(a) —oB) [ ¢a(B)  ((@) = ¥(B)daalB)
=pv oo T [‘ 20 209) ]dﬁ‘

For any € > 0, by Young’s inequality, we have
1 1 T
[PV [ tna(@)@la) — (8)sec® T (6la) - o(3)) 4B da
0 0

o /Olwia da+§ /01 [PV /01 o w<¢<a>L— $(8)) (_ ;éﬁ?i ~ (W() —q:é((g)))%a(ﬁ)) dﬁr o
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Similar to (3.37), we have
1 _ _
Py [ e TR BN (8] (410) = 0l
0

L 92(B) ¢2(8)

Y baat) _ G
i o2 o3

Then notice the property of Hilbert transform ||H (u)||zr < c||lu||zr for 1 < p < oo; see [3, Proposi-

oh)+ H(

h) + () H(

:[H( h)] ° 6.

tion 9.1.3]. For any £,0 > 0, by Holder’s inequality and interpolating, we have

1 1 T
| PV [ vala) @) - v(3) s 7 ((a) - 6(8)) 4B da
0 0

! ! Ya Paat) —baa |
§2€/ Y2, do + E/0 [H( el oh)+ H( P oh)+¢Y(a)H( P oh)} o ¢pda
wa ¢aa¢2 ! % ¢aa %
<25/ Y2, do+ = /0 [¢5+ & }da—i—(/ 1/14(a)da) ( | ol dov)

2a+ /zp da + ml’m/w

306 where C'(m, mg) depends only on mj, ma. Here we used variable substitution twice and (3.28]).

307 Then we can perform just like Step 1 to get ([B.30) and complete the proof of Proposition 321

308 4. MobpIrFlIED BCF TYPE MODEL

309 We want to rigorously study the continuum limit of a BCF type model and figure out the

310 convergence rate. From now on, we assume the initial data x;(0) satisfying

(41) x,(O) < .Z'i+1(0)7 fOI‘ 1= 17 e 7N.
311 As mentioned in the Introduction, we need to modify the ODE as follows
dz; L fiqi—fi i~ Ji— .
(4.2) T :_<f+1 fi  fi— 1>7 i—1.. N,
dt aA\Tit1 — i  Xj — Ti-1

312 where the chemical potential

2 a 1 1 a? a? >
= + - + - )
(4.3) Ji L %;Z Tj— X <xz’+1 — T X — a:i—1> <($i+1 —z)* (zi —wa)?

313 fori=1,---,N. Notice [£2]) with ([@3]) is exact the ODE (L.8]) with (L9]), so we refer (4.2]) in the

314 following.

315 From now on, keep in mind the relation between the Hilbert kernel and Cauchy kernel is

1 T T
4.4 = —cot(=x).
(4.4) %x—FkL 7 otz
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The corresponding energy is

2 . Y — Tj4+1 2 1
45) BN .=q? 21 —(z; — 1 = .
(45) @ Y Shnfsin(F - ) |+a§:< 0 S

1<i<j<N

Since as a — 0, we have ; = O(a), so the contribution of the various terms in E%V is on the same

order. We have

19EN
fi=~—

a Ox;’

and energy identity

diN+ S (firr = fi)?

dt¢ Tit1l — Ty
i—1 i+1 7

(4.6) =0,

which is analogous to (ZIT).

We will first study some properties of (4.2]) and obtain the consistence result in Section [l Then
we construct an auxiliary solution with high-order consistency in Section [6.2] which is important
when we prove the convergence rate of the modified ODE system. After those preparations, the

proof of Theorem will be given in Section

4.1. Global solution of ODE. In this section, we will prove that for any fixed N > 2, the ODE

system (£2)) has a global in time solution.

Proposition 4.1. Assume initial data satisfy (EII). Then for any N > 2, the ODE system (4.2)

has a global in time solution.

Proof. Let Thax be the maximal existence time. Then if Ti,,x < 400, from standard Extension
Theory for ODE, we know either two steps collide, i.e. there exists i, such that x;(Tiax) =
Zit+1(Tmax); or step reaches infinity, i.e. z;(Tax) = +00.
Denote
Cinin(t) := Igéiél{xi-i-l(t) — ()},
and we state a proposition that we have a positive lower bound for £,,;,(t). We will proof this

proposition later.

Proposition 4.2. For any N > 2, assume initial data satisfy (&) and system (E2) has initial

energy EN(0). Then for any time t the solution of [&2) exist, we have
Cmin(t) > C(N) >0,

where C(N) is a constant depending only on N.
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By Proposition 4.2, we have

emin(Tmax) > lim gmin(t) > C(N) > 0,

t—Tmax
333 which contradicts with ;(Tiax) = Zi+1(Tmax)-

On the other hand, combining Proposition with equation ([£2]) gives

il < O(N
1I%ﬂ;gvlévzl_c( )

338 where C(NV) is a constant depending only on N. Hence there will be no finite time blow up and we

335 conclude Thax = +00. O

Proof of Proposition [{.2. First from (4.6l), we know, for any time ¢ the solution exist,

EN(t) < EN(0).

Let 0 < ¢* <1 small enough. Then

2 1 a?
L—Zcot%ﬁ—i%<0, for 0 < £ < 0%,

Thus, at least for 0 < ¢ < min{¢*, é}, we know

2 . a?
g(l) == 7 In (sm Z@) + e

is positive, i.e.
2 .o a?
—Insin —¢ + —

psin it gm0
Hence
2lnsinzf—l—a—2 > a_2
L L 2027 %
and
%ln(sin %E) —1In (2) + ;—; > Z—; +1Ina > co(N),

where ¢o(N) is a constant depending only on N. Then we obtain

2
BN >a? zln(sm(%emm))—1n(zmm)+1na+ a — 1)eo(N)

202

man

a4
402

min

> + c1(N),

336 where ¢1 (V) is a constant depending only on N.

Therefore, we have

o < C(N, ¥ 0),

man
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where C(N, EV(0)) is a positive constant depending only on N and initial data.

So we finally get
gmin > min{£7€*7 ! }
2 C(N, EN(0))

5. CONSISTENCY

In this section, we study the local consistency between exact solution ¢ of equation (Z.I3]) and
solution z of equation ([4.2]). From now on, we always assume there exists a constant 5 < 0 such

that the initial data satisfy

ha(0) € Wi (1), he(0) <28 <0,

perg

with m > 6.
From Theorem [T}, we know there exists T}, > 0, for ¢ € [0, Ty, h(z,t) € L®([0, T]; Wo22(R))

per*

is the strong solution of (L7 and
(5.1) he <5 <0

Also by Proposition 2.5 we know ¢(«, t) is the strong solution of ([2.13)) satisfying (3.27) and (B.28]).

Denote

f__gz a +< 1 _ 1 >+< a2 B (12 )
(5.2) L 7 i~ ¢ i1 — i Qi — Pia (Piv1 — ¢)*  (di — hi1)?)

The main result in this section is Theorem [B.1}

Theorem 5.1. For alli=1,--- ,N, let f; be defined in (5.2)), and

6:3) n(a0) = 5 (@), rofasg) = (252 - Uon ) ),

Then we have

(5.4)

dgs _ 1 fiH_ﬁ'_ﬁ‘—ﬁ—l ) r
dt - a<¢i+1 — qbz ¢Z _ ¢i—1> +T0(a27¢)a+Rza ; te [O,T],

and

(5.5) ro(ai; )| < C(B, [hO)lwr2ry),  [Ril < CB, [1h(O0)lwr2(r)),
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where C(B, |h(0)|lwr.2(1)) depends on B3,[[h(0)|lwr.2(r), and R; is defined in (5.35). In addition, we

have

dEN(¢)+az<fz+1 f2> < Ca.

dt i

To achieve this goal, first we need to set up some notations and lemmas.

From (B3.27) and (B.28]), there exist constants c;, c2 > 0, such that
(56) c1a < (252'4_1 - (252 < CoQt.
Denoting

(5.7) F, =

1<ﬁ‘+1—fi _ fz’—fi—1>
biv1 — Gi G — di1)’

we want to estimate the difference between F; and djii. From PDE (L7) and (2.10), we have

dt hy

(5.8)

@i

The main task is then to calculate the term Fj. Let us first estimate f; till order a accuracy by

writing
fi=Li+ L+ I,
where
N
2 a 2 a
D) o
i ¢] - (252 L keZ j;l- ¢] (252 + kL
j#i
(5.9) P S
24— )
Giv1 — G D — Pi—1
a? a?
I3 :

CT B — 0 (di— di1)®

To simplify notations, we will henceforth denote

pi = () ]o=2; -

Next, we state four lemmas to estimate Iy ;, I>;, I3; one by one, from which, we know O(a) error

only show up when estimating the first term I; ; in Lemma [5.0]

Lemma 5.2. Let Iy; be defined in (5.9) and vy be function of a defined as

(1)
(5.10) va(ai0) = 5+ S (20000 — 1ot
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357 Then we have

hxx
(5.11) I; = T va(ay; @)a® + Ry,
Z 1,

358 where |Ry ;| < a*C(B, |h(0)|wr2(r))-

Proof. Notice we have

1 1 1 1 1
(5'12) ¢i+1 = ¢; — @ba ia+ 2¢aa za 3| @b( 3 + I¢§4)a4 - 5‘;51('5)@5 + §¢(6) (£+)a6
1 1 1 1 _
(513) ¢i—1 = ¢2 + ¢a7ia + §¢aa,ia2 + 5@1 CL3 + a¢§4)a4 + 5(}555)&5 + §¢(6) (g )(16

350 where £ € [0, aip1], € € [, o).

Hence, using (2.10]), we have

1 1
Ir; = -
Giv1 — i P — Pi1
2¢0i—¢it1—Pi—1
[12

(¢i+1_¢i )((bi_:fifl )

a

1 1 -
= <—¢w,i — 350" = 50N + o >>a4>
1

— o+ Sbania — %P a2 + LolWad — LoGat + Lp©) (¢+)a
1
_qba,i - %gbaa,ia - 3l¢£ - qb (13 - l 5)a4 - éqb(ﬁ) (5_)615
—bani — 0 Va2 — L(@O () + O (¢7))at
(92, + Ai(u; ¢)a? + Agat)

— (4)
:< (f;“);(—f;(b +%A>a + Az’

() ()

1 1
Ai(a;9) = §¢a¢(3) - Zﬁbim |A2i] <, |Aszi] <c.

where

360 Denote

(5.14) va(0; 6) = —f;) ; %A y

361 we complete the proof of Lemma

362 Now we claim an approximation for periodic Hilbert transform.



363

365

366

CONTINUUM LIMIT OF A MESOSCOPIC MODEL OF STEP MOTION ON VICINAL SURFACES 35

Lemma 5.3. For any ¢(«;), i =1,--- , N, we have

1
(5.15) PV/O %cot(%(qb(a) ))da = a— cot ( % d(ou) — ¢5)) + 5% + Ry,

where |Ry ;| < a*C(B, |h(0)lwr.z2(p)-

Proof. We use the Euler-Maclaurin expansion in [24] to estimate R; ;. Without loss of generality,
we assume i = 1,--- , N —1, that is a; # 0, 1. For ¢ = N, we can change interval [0, 1] to [—a, 1 —a]

due to periodicity. Using (4.4]), we can see

kez
1 1 1
=PV d d
0 o) — o) “;/o d(a) — dlar) + kL
k#£0
=T + 1>
Denote
N-1
IR SRS S ot
Jj=1 j =0,N

First we recall Theorem 1 and Theorem 4 in [24] as follows:

Theorem 5.4 (Theorem 1 of [24]). Let function g(z) be 2m times differentiable on [0,1]. Then

1 m—1
[ st@rde = a* 3ot + 3 51V R0 + Rl 0.1
p=1

where
L' Bom[%] — Bo
m 1 2m Mlig m (2m) d
Rl (0.1)] = o [ 2 200 1)
B, is the Bernoulli number and BM s the periodic Bernoullian function of order u.
Theorem 5.5 (Theorem 4 of [24]). Let function G(x) be 2m times differentiable on [0,1] and let
g(x) = i(_mt). Then

1 N m—
B
/ gx)dz =a® > glx;)+aG'(t) Z 2— g% D[2=9a* + Romlg; (0,1)],
0 Jj=0,x;#t p=1

where

L' By, Bo,
Ranls 0.0 = 2o [ Pl Bam o ),

(2m)!
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For the nonsingular T, we apply Theorem [5.4] to obtain

N a=0

B 4 1 2 B2 d< 1 > y ]
(5.16) TQ—;[G( ;}Maj)—(b(ai)—kkL)—i_a 3 do \2(a) = oo T kL a_l—l—a e1(k)|,
k#0
where
(5.17)
L By[2] — By d* 1 4ol < a4 1
lex (k)] = '/ da4<¢(a) —gb(ozi)+k:L> =0 da4<¢(a)—¢(o¢i)—|—k’L>'

Due to ¢ (1) — ¢4(0) = 0, the second term in (5.16) becomes

a=0

B d 1
2=3 5 da <¢( ) — ¢(a,-)+kL> t

kEL
k#£0

(5.18)

B, 1 1
= ; 20 ( kL — ¢(a;))? (L4 kL — ¢(az~))2>'
k0

4

To estimate the last term in (5.I6), since max,ejo 1 < <m> in (5.I7) is summable

respect to k, we get

(5.19) 1> e(B)] < C(B, 11(0) [z ry)-

keZ
k#0

Now we deal with the singular term 77. Denote G(«) := W@‘Ea) Applying Theorem [5.5] to

_ Glo) _ ey _ 1
o) = = T ¢(a) — d(ai)’
then we have
N 1 ag¢ By d L -

, Ti=a* 3, e S—oms) ~ 542 2_2_<7> “
620)  Ti=el® 2 Sy —a@) ot l, T2 wl\s@ - aad )l T
where

o ! 34[%] — By d! 1
am PV [ 20 d¢<a®—¢wn>“”

Due to ¢4 (1) — ¢4(0) = 0 again, the third term in (5.20) becomes

Ky ;%%(m)

_ By 1 !
‘2¢“m<v¢wmﬁ <L—¢wwﬁ>

a=0

a=1

(5.21)
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B4[ |—Ba

374 Without loss of generality, we can also assume a; < 5. Denote p(a) := —%—, we have
1 4
d* (G(a) — G(ay G
:PV/p(a) 4< () (oz)+ (a)>doz
0 da a— o a— o
(5.22)

! a’ 1
CE IO wran) + PV [ epl) (2 da

o — O

where we used the differentiability of G(«). For the last term in (5.22)), since o is the singular

point, we do variable substitution to obtain

1
PV d
/0 cp(@) dat <a—a,> @

1—a; 4
= PV/ pla+ ;) — d < >
—a a
1
+ 5 pla+ o) — = da

do

:PV/Z (04+04Z da

—ay

1—a; 1
= ) — da.
/ai ep(a+ Oéz)a5 a

Here we used

375 due to & is integer. Since By(z) is even, ep(a+a;)zs L is odd, so the Cauchy principal value integral
376 PVf cep(a+ ;)25 da s zero.

377 Hence we get

(5.23) lea| < C(B, [|R(0)][w7.2(r))-

On the other hand, (5.I8)) and (5.2I)) show that

B 1 !
Ki+ K=Y 72¢a(0)<(kL “¢(a)?  (L+kL— ¢(ai))2> -0

kEZ

Denote e := ) kez e1(k) + e2. Combining the calculations for 7} and T, we obtain

k#0
- - N T T a¢o¢a
PV/O I cot(z(qﬁ(a) — () da = #ZZJ:ZIQE COt(E(¢j — d(y))) — 262 . + ea

s with |e] < C (8, [|R(0)[lwr.2(p)). This concludes (BI8) and |Ry ;| < a*C(B, [[1(0)|lwr.2(r)- O
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Notice that change of variable from h to ¢ does not effect the Cauchy principal value integral

and that h, < 0. Then similar to ([8.37), by (44]) and variable substitution, we have

379

380

381

382

383

385

386

387

1 1

PV/O1 %cot <%(¢(ai) - qﬁ(a))) da = _PV/ Z o) — o

0 kez

PV o da =PV T e d
T /—oo ¢(a) - ¢(al) ‘= /—oo T — ¢Z v
T —

L

Likr L
:PVZ:/_2 e dx:%PV _2 h cot( ) dz

wez ) —LHkL T — o

Sl

= _ﬂ-H(hI)|¢i'

This, combined with Lemma [5.3, leads to

Lemma 5.6. Let I1; be defined in (5.9) and vy be function of o defined as

i i ¢ao¢
Then we have
2
(5.25) [17,' = —fH(hx) +v1(a,~;¢)a+R17i,

¢i

with |Ry ] < a*C(B, [|h(0)]lwr2(r))-
We now turn to estimate I3 ;.

Lemma 5.7. Let I3; be defined in (5.9) and vs be function of o defined as

_ 500 — 1950 + 20aaad®

(5.26) v3(; @) : o
Then we have
(5.27) [37,' = 3hxxhx’¢i + Ug(ai; ¢)a2 + R37i,

where | Ry ;| < a*C(B, [|R(0)|lwr.2(r))-

Oéi) — kL

Proof. Using (210 and Taylor expansion, it is similar to the proof of Lemma that
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2 1 _ 1 >
fai=a <(¢i+1 —¢i)3 (¢ — ¢i1)?
20i=¢it1=¢i—1 4 o Y b
(¢i+1—¢i)gz¢i—¢il)3 . <(¢z a¢z—1)2+(¢z+1a ¢2)2+(¢z a¢z—l)(¢z+1a ¢z)>

a

(—%,i — LoMa? — L(¢©) (&) + ¢© <£->>a4> <3¢i,z- + Bya® + Bz,z-a‘*)
¢S i + Cria% + Cyat

— Bhah)i t {—%% - iqﬁi@(;? + 2¢a¢aa¢<s>] 2 o

where
Bii = (0a0® + {¢a)is Bad <c
Cri= (—Z¢i¢ia +¢h0P)i,  [Cail e, |Cail <ec.
Denote
ool ) i 2000~ iqs;) +20060a®
We conclude the proof of lemma [5.71 O
Denote

(5.28) Az h) = (-%“H(hx) - Shynha + Z—) (@),
and

Ry; = Ry; + Ro; + R3.

The above three lemmas yield

Lemma 5.8. For f; defined in (5.2), v1 defined in (5.24)), v defined in (510), and vs defined in
B26), we have

(5.29) fi = A(¢is h) + v1(ai; d)a + (v2 + v3)(ai; d)a” + Ry,
where |Ry ;| < a'C(, 1R0)[w.2(r))-

Now we are ready to proof the main result of this section, Theorem (.11
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Proof of Theorem[51l. Step 1. To calculate F; in (57, by (5.29) in Lemma B8, we first need to

calculate
Aigr — Ay A — A
i1 — b G — di1
(5.30) 4 Pi1 — Pi1 A (Bit1 — Pim1)(Pit1 + i1 — 2¢) e
TT,i 9 TTT,i 3 K
= — G iArzia + ro(y; d)ad + r3a’,
where |11, [r3:] < C(B, [|h(0)lw72(r)) and
L)
7'2(04 ¢) = _§¢ (Amm o ¢) — 200 Paa (Oé)
Second, for any smooth function v(«) respect to «, notice that
1 2, 1 3) .t 3
Vig1 — U = Vai(@ip1 — o) + §'Uaa,i(ai+1 — ;)" + 3iY (€ ) ip1 — a)°,
1 2, 1 3) 3
Vi1 — U = Vai(im1 — oy) + §Uaa,i(ai—1 — o)+ Vi () (im1 — ).

Then for other terms in (5.29]), we have
Vibl — Vi Uy — Vi1
i1 — i G — dia
_ Vig1 =V higr —hi v —wiog hi — hioy
Qitl — 0 Gip1 — i G — Qi1 @ — Pt

(531) = |:'Ua,i - %'Uaa,ia + ;U(g) (€+)CL2:| |:h:c7z + hxx,i ¢i+12_ (bl + ?;L' h:c:c:c(77+)(¢i+l - ¢z)2:|
1 1 _ Gi—pi-1 1 _
_ 4z . i ) 2 L B et A )2
|:'Ua,2 + 2'Uaa,za + 3'U (g )CL :| |:hx,2 hmm,z 9 + 3'hxxx(77 )(¢z ¢z—1) :|

=r4(0y; @)a + 1502,

where |r5;| < C(B, |M(O)lwr2(r)), n* € (64, Piv1], n~ € [Pi1, ¢4] and

o) = (e - 2 ) o)

o ba
Denote
(532) TO(Oé; ¢) — ('Ul(:;:gaoc . U;zoJ)(a),
and

(5.33) r(a; ) == <Uz<;;<§aa — U;(:a + vgz;faa — v;?) (@) + roa; ).
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Thus for F; in (5.7]), combining (5.30) and (5.31]), we get

Aps Ry;i1 —2R4; + Ry
Fi = = S2(00) + ro(asi @)a + oz o)a? 4+ = S
Amm 2 2

=—7 (¢i) + ro(au; d)a + (s ¢)a” + Rsia”,

(ha(¢i) + 165a)
(5.34)

where [rg ;| < C(8,[|h(0)|lw.2(1)), A(z;h) defined in (B.28]). To obtain [R5 ;| < C(B, [|h(0)[lw7.2(r)),
here we also used |Ry ;| < a*C(B, [[h(0)|lwr2(s)) due to Lemma B3,

Denote
(535) RZ L= T(ai; (25) + R5,i.

For a small enough, we have |R;| < |r(a;; )| + [R5 < C(B, [|h(0)|[w72(r)), - Finally, comparing

(B34) with (5.8]), we conclude (5.4]).
Step 2. Now using (5.4]) and Lemma [5.8] we can claim

N
(5.36) » ( d¢Z>SC(ﬁ,IIh(O)Ilwr?(z)),

where C(8, [h(0) (1)) depends on 8, |A(0) ly=2-
From (5.36), multiplying f; in (5.4) and summation by parts show that

) ) 2
dEN (4) N i\f: <fz‘+1(¢) - fi(¢)>
dt ; Giv1 — i

=1

< OB, [1MO)lwr2(ry)a,

Then by (5.0), we have

N

N r r 2
e (OO < o 0o

which completes the proof of Theorem B.11 O

6. CONVERGENCE AND THE PROOF OF THEOREM

In this section, our goal is to prove Theorem The main idea is to first construct an auxiliary
solution with high-order consistency (see Section [6.2]), and then prove the convergence rate for the

auxiliary solution, which helps us obtain the convergence rate for the original PDE solution.
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6.1. Stability of linearized z-ODE. First of all, we devote to study the stability of linearized
ODE, which is important when we estimate the convergence rate for the auxiliary solution. The
procedure here is analogous to the stability result of linearized ¢-PDE; see Section [3.11

For vector z, y satisfying (£2), set z = y + ez. We also assume y;(t) = ¢(a;,t), and ¢ is the

solution of ([2.I3)) satisfying ([3.27)) and (3:28]). Denote

1 a® 1 a® 2 a
6.1 M; = + — — _Z ’
(6.1) Uy =y Wi — ) vi— v (Wi —vie1)? %;Z Yji — Yi
and
Zi41 — % 9 Zifl — 2 — Zi—1 9 % — Zi— 1 2

62) Tj=-——tL_ " _ 34 + +3a z
62 T (Yit1 — vi)? (Yit1 — yz) (vi = yi-1)? Wi—yi)' | L %: yz
Then z satisfies the following linearized equation
(6.3)

d  1(Tya—-T, T,—T,_ 1] 241 — -

_Zz':_< i+1 i A i 1>__|:zz+17zz2(Mi+l_Mi)_ Zi — Zi— (M MZ 1)

de a\¥Yi+1 — Y%  Yi—Yi-1 al (Yiv1 — vi) (Yi — yi- 1)

Proposition 6.1. Assume z(0) € ¢2 and mq,ma > 0 defined in 3.28). Let T,, > 0 be the mazimal

existence time for strong solution ¢ in (B.21). The linearized equation (63)) is stable in the sense

(6.4) 2@l < C(ma, ma, Tn)||2(0)lle2, for t €10, T,

where C'(my, ma, T),) is a constant depending only on my, ma, and Tp,.

Proof. Step 1. Similar to the proof of Proposition B.2] first we study the linearized system for (4.2))
without the Hilbert transform term —2 Y- i T . Thus M;, T; in (6.1)) and ([6.2]) become
1 a® 1 a?

M. — _|_ — —
iy Wi — ) vi—vier (i — yie1)®

and

Ti:_ Zi+1 — &4 32 Zi+1 — + 2 — Zi—1 32 Zi — Zi—1
(yz‘+1 - yi) (yz+1 - yz) (yi - yi—l) (y Yi— 1)
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Since z;4+ N = z;, multiplying both sides of (6.3]) by az; and taking summation by parts, we have

N N z Zi z
. i+1 — ’H—l
Y azizi=—Y (T —T)) + E Zig1 — 2i) 5 (M1 — M;)
i—1 i—1 Yi+1 — Yi yz-i—l yz)
Tiya T T, _ T
N Zipg — 2z BT Tivied N Zigl — 7 PVl ikl
=—a E —a E
. a a . a a
=1 =1
N 2
Z Zit1l — 1 M;1 — M;
(yi+1—yi)2 a
=1 a
=1+ 1+ Is.

Next, we will estimate I, I, I3 one by one. First, we deal with

N Tit1 T;
) . Yit1—Yi Vi Yi_1
Zi+1 — %4
Il = —a E + = =
a a
i=1

Zib1—Zi _ Zi—Zi—1

N
—a Z T; a a
Yi—Yi—1 a
=1 a

We can see
9 Zit1 — 27 + zi—1 1 3a*
Ti =a 2 - 7~ 1
a (Yi+1 — i) (Yit1 — Yi)
ta |:_ 1 B 3a2 " 1 n 3a? :| Zi — Zi—1
Wiv1 —vi)? i1 —w)* (i —vi-1)? (i —yi—1)? a
Due to Young’s inequality, for any € > 0, we have
N 2 N
az(ZH_l Z2> _ _aZZizz—l—l 227, + 2,1
i=1 a i=1 a
N 2
1 2 Zi+1 — 222‘ + zi—1
(6.5) SQZ<E% —|—E< 2 ) )
i=1
Besides, due to y;(t) = ¢(a,t), we have
1 3a? 1 3a? ] a
al— — + - < Cp(my, ma),
[ Wir1 —vi)? i1 — vt (i —vi-1)? Wi —yic) v —yica

1 3a* ) 9 @
_ — a < —C(m
( (Yit1 —¥i)?  (Yip1 —yi)? Yi — Yi-1 (m2)

for a small enough.
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Then for I, we have

Zid1—Zi _ Zi—Zi—1

a

N
T; -
I = “Z Yi—Yi—1
i=1 a
3
< Cl(ml,mg)az:zi2 — ZC(mﬁaZ(

Let us keep in mind that functions, such as M;, involving only

a

Zi41

i

— 2z + zi—1 2
a? ’

w can be bounded by a

constant depending only on mq, msy. Then similar to the estimate for I, together with (G.5]), we

have

1
I < C2(m17m2)azzi2 + ZC(mg)@Z(

and

1
Is < C’g,(ml,mg)aZ:Zi2 + ZC’(mﬁaZ(

)

7

2
Zi+1 — 22 + 21

a? ’

9 2
Zi+l — 22 + Zi—1

a? '

Here C;(my,m2), i = 0,1,2,3 are positive constants depending only on mj, ma.

Combining estimates for I, Is, I3, we have

dllz@®))|% 1 Z<Zi+1 — 22+ 21

dt + ZC(’I’NQ)(I

Then Gronwall’s inequality yields (6.4]).

Step 2. Now we consider Hilbert transform term —% > i

become (6.1) and (G.2)).

First Lemma [5.3] and Lemma show that )

PV [, cot T(g(a) — ¢(B)) dB.

Second, from the proof of Lemma [5.3] we know a Zj i (yzj_i

)

a?

o_a
J#U Y~y

a

can

—z
Yi)

XTj—Xq

2
) < Clmy,ma) |-

. Then the terms M;, T; in (6.3))

be estimated by C(mq,msy) and

> can be estimated by C(m1, ms)

and PV fol sec? w(w(a) —(B)) dB, where v is the piecewise-cubic interpolant of z.

Then using the same arguments in step 2 of the proof of Proposition B.2] we can conclude

©4).

0

6.2. Construction of solution with high-order truncation error. From now on, we proceed

under the same hypothesis of Theorem [[L2] i.e. we assume for some 3 < 0, the initial datum h(0)

smooth enough and satisfies

(6.6)

h.(0) < B < 0.
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By Theorem [Tl and Proposition 2.5 for some constant m € N large enough, we know there

exists T}, > 0, such that
(6.7) ¢ t) € C([0,T,]; C™[0,1])

is the strong solution to (ZI3]). Obviously, there exist M > 0, whose values depend only on /3 and
IIh(0)|lyy7m.2, such that

B

(6.8) da <5 <0, 00| < M, for 1 <i<m.

Recalling equation (2.13]), we define F'(¢) : C*°[0, 1] — C*°[0,1] as an operator

1 F
F(¢) == _aa(%(%)a)'
Then we have
(6.9) b = F(¢).

For F; defined in (5.7)), denote
FN = {E,’L: 17 7N}7 TN(QS) = {TO(ai;QS))Z.: 17 7N}7

where 7o(a; @) is the function defined in (B.3]). Then for ¢y = {¢;, i = 1,--- , N}, Theorem [5.1]
shows that

on = Fn(on) + rv(d)a + O(a®).

Now we want to construct y = ¢ + aw, for v satisfying the same regularity with ¢, such that y

has a higher truncation error than ¢. In fact, we state

Proposition 6.2. Let T,,, > 0 in ([6.7) and ¢ be the solution of (6.9). Then there exists 1 smooth

enough such that |[9(-,t)|| 120,17 i uniformly bounded for t € [0, Ty}, and

(6.10) y(a,t) = ¢(a, t) + a(a,t)

satisfies the ODE system (&2) till order O(a"), i.e. the nodal values yn = {y(a;,t),i=1,--- ,N}

satisfy

(6.11) v = Fn(yn) + O(a”).
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Proof. To simplify the calculation, first we show there exists 1 such that
(6.12) in = Fn(yn) + O(a?).
For yn = ¢n + awyn, where 1y is the nodal values of 1), Theorem [5.1] shows that

Fn(yn) = Fn(on + avn) = F(¢ + a)|ama, — v (¢ + ath)a — O(a?).

Hence yy satisfies

in — Fn(yn) = aty + [F(¢) — F(¢ + a)]|a=a, + rv (¢ + atp)a + O(a?).

Now by Proposition 3.2, we can choose 1 to be the solution of (6.9)’s linearized system

(613) T,Z)t = _aa <_:ﬁ_gaaf4 + 8;%) - TO(QS))

where A, B are defined in (3:29) and (330). After that, (6.12]) holds.
To obtain higher order truncation error construction, we can repeat above processes to get higher

order corrections. We omit the details here. O

6.3. Convergence of ODE and PDE system. In this section, we will combine above results

and complete the proof of Theorem

Proof of Theorem [I.2. Assume ¢ is the strong solution of (2.I3)) satisfying (6.7) and (6.8) with
maximal existence time T}, > 0. Let 3, M be constants in equation (6.8]). Recall vector x(t) =
{z;(t); i = 1,--- , N} is the solution of (4£.2]), and with slight abuse of notation, denote y(t) :=
{y(a;,t); i =1,--- , N} being the constructed vector value function yx in Proposition We will
first obtain the convergence rate for x, y in Step 1, 2, and then obtain the convergence rate for x, ¢
in Step 3.

Step 1. We first claim that under the a-priori assumption

(6.14) l2(t) — y(t) |l < a3, for t € [0, Tl
we have
(6.15) 2(t) — y(t)|le2 < C(B, M, Tp)a’, for t € [0,T,],

where C(8, M, T,,) is a constant depending only on 3, M, T,,. We will verify the a-priori assump-
tion (6.14]) in Step 2.
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In fact, from Proposition [6.2] we know y has a”-order consistence error, i.e.

d(y —z)

dt :FN(y) —FN(LE)-FO(CL?).

Denote the inner product for z, y as

N
)= Z ALY
i=1
463 Then for 3, M defined in (6.8]), we have

(x—y,&—9) =@ —y, VEN@) (@ —y) + (z =y, (x — y) V’Fn(y) (= — y)")

+ 0(57M)<x - y7a7>7

(6.16)

a4 where C'(8, M) depends only on 3, M

465 For the second term in (6.I6]), we can see
(x =y, (& —y) V2 En(y) (@ —y)")

N
<llw = yllell D (@ —yi)(@; — y;)0; Flle

ij=1

N
<llo = yliEllz = yllee | 30D

k=1 =1 j

(6.17)

l\?\b—‘

(045 F)?

Mz

>2
1
N
> (05 Fy) )
1j=1

Mz

7

<z — ylB e — yHeoonI?X<

466 where we used Holder’s inequality in the last step.
Now keep in mind that functions involving only w can be bounded by a constant depending

only on 8, M, and that
1
)
Yi+t1 = Yi Yi —Yi-1

‘ < max{
Yi —Yi

a7 We can start to estimate the term maxk< > Zj(aiij)Q).
For k=1,---, N, denote

1 a a 1 1 1
e S ST —
Yk+1 — Yk (1 Yo — Yr+1 2k Yo — Yk Yk+2 — Yk+1 Yk+1 — Y Yk — Yk-1

N < a? 5 a? n a? >
Ukt2 — 1) (1 —uk)® (v —ww—1)?/ |
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Then F}, = %(Qk — Qk—1), and

(0;jF)? < %[(@ij)Z + (05 Qr—1)?).

First calculate 0;Qg, for k=1,--- | N.

0;iQr =

a 1

Yk+1 — Yk [(yi —yk+1)? (yi

—yk)2]’

2

a [ 1 1 }
Ykt1 — Yk L(Uk—1 — Ye+1)?  (Ye—1 — Yk)?
1 1 1

3a?

_l’_
Yk+1 — Yk Yk — Yr—1)?

a 4

+ )
Yk+1 — Yk WUk — Yr—1)*

8a?

(Yr1 — yk)?’ (Yk41 — yk)3
Yk+1 — 2k + Yr—1

(Y1 — Yi)®

.2 3(Yk+1 — Yk) — Uk — Yr—1)

W1 — Ye)2 (Y — Yr—1)?

a 4

W1 — Y6)2 (ke — yp—1)*

8a?

(Y41 — Ur)?
Yk+2 — 2Yk+1 + Yk

_I_
(Y41 — yr)?

(Yk+1 — Yr)®
o (Wkt2 — Yut1) — 3(Wks1 — Ui)

(yk+1 - yk)2(yk+2 - yk+1)2

(?Jk—l—l - yk)2(yk+2 - yk—l—l)

1

a [ 1
Ykt1 — Yk L(Yg2 — Yy1)?
1 1

(Yk+2 — Uk)?

1 3a?

Yk+1 — Yi Yht2 — Ykt1)?

Yk+1 — Yk Yht2 — Yrs1)?

4 )

for

k+3<i<N;
fori=k—1;
for i = k;
for i =k +1;
for i = k + 2.
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Hence

j=1 - k-2 k-1 j=k k+1 k+2 -~ N—-1 j=N

i=1 O(%) 0 0 0 O(%) O%) o 0 0 0

0 0 0 O(%) O(%) 0 0 0 0

k—2 0 0 O(x%) 0 O(%) OF) 0o 0 0 0

E—-1 0 0 0 Ok O O o 0 0 0

0ijQr = k 0 0 0 O(h) O(X) O o 0 0 0

k+1 0 0 0 0 O(h) O O o 0 0

k+2 0 0 0 0  O(X) O() O(h) o 0 0

k+3 0 0 0 0 O(%) O(x%) 0 0O(F) 0 0

0 o0 o0 0 O(k) O(% o 0 0

i=N 0 0 0 0 O(%) O%) o 0 0 O(%)

where {0;;Qr}ij=1,... k—2 and {0;jQr}i j=k+3,... v are diagonal matrixes with O(a%) main diagonal
entries and the bold zeros 0 represent zero matrices with corresponding dimensions.
For Qr_1, we have a similar Hessian matrix. Notice that only three terms in one row are nonzero

and that only at most four terms in one column are order a—14 Hence for a small enough, we have

m]?x<\/zijzj:(aijm2> < C(ﬁ,M)a—15.

where C'(8, M) is a constant depending only on 3, M.
Then from (6.17)) and the a-priori condition (6.14]), we have

(@ —y,(x - y)V2En(y) (@ — y)T) < C(B, M)as||z — y|%.

Combining this with (6.16]), together with linearized stability in Proposition 6.1 gives

d”x - y”?z

2 < C(8.M)le — yllE + C(B. M)a & =y

Therefore by Gronwall’s inequality, we obtain
(6.18) l2(t) =yl < C(B, M, T)(|[2(0) = y(0)[l2 + aT), for ¢ € [0, T,

where C(8, M, T,,) is a constant depending only on g, M, T,,. We choose initial data of y such

that y(0) = z(0), so (6.I8) leads to (G.15)).
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Step 2. Now we need to verify the a-priori assumption (6.14)) is true for ¢ € [0,T,,]. In fact,

Hx(t) a y(t)Héoo = w < 0(57M7 Tm)CZ?_% << a6+%,

for a small enough, t € [0,7,,]. Hence (6.I5)) actually verifies the a-priori condition (6.14]).
Step 3. For the exact strong solution ¢ of ([2.13]), recall the nodal values ¢y = {¢;, i =1,--- ,N}.
By Proposition [6.2] we know that the constructed function y in (6.10) satisfies

1y(t) = on (B)lle2 = llagn (B2 < ca, for ¢ € [0, Trn],

where we used v (t), defined in Proposition [6.2] is uniformly bounded. This, together with (6.15]),
shows that

(6.19)  [la(t) = on (D)l < [[2(t) —y@)llez + ly(t) — on ()]l < C(B, M, Tin)a, for t € [0, Tr],

where C(8, M, T,,) is a constant depending only on (3, M, T,,. This completes the proof of the
Theorem 0
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