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IMPLICIT-EXPLICIT BDFt SAV SCHEMES FOR GENERAL DISSIPATIVE
SYSTEMS AND THEIR ERROR ANALYSIS

FUKENG HUANG AND JIE SHEN

ABSTRACT. We construct efficient implicit-explicit BDFk scalar auxiliary variable (SAV) schemes for
general dissipative systems. We show that these schemes are unconditionally stable, and lead to a uniform
bound of the numerical solution in the norm based on the principal linear operator in the energy. Based
on this uniform bound, we carry out a rigorous error analysis for the kth-order (k = 1,2,3,4,5) SAV
schemes in a unified form for a class of typical Allen-Cahn type and Cahn-Hilliard type equations. We
also present numerical results confirming our theoretical convergence rates.

1. INTRODUCTION

The original scalar auxiliary variable (SAV) approach proposed in [I8, [I9] is a powerful approach
to construct efficient time discretization schemes for gradient flows. Due to its simplicity, efficiency
and generality, it attracted much attention and has been applied to various problems (see, for instance,
[15] 21] and the references therein).

While analysis of standard semi-implicit schemes for gradient flows usually requires to assume global
Lipschitz condition on the nonlinear term (see, for instance, [8, 20, [6]), the convergence of SAV schemes
can be established without such assumption thanks to the unconditional energy stability. For examples,
rigorous error analysis of the semi-discretized first order original SAV schemes for L? and H~! gradient
flows with minimum assumptions have been presented in [I7], first- and second-order error estimates
have been derived for a related semi-discretized gPAV scheme for the Cahn-Hilliard equation in [14],
and error analysis of fully discretized SAV schemes with finite differences and finite-elements have also
been established in [I2] and [5]. On the other hand, error estimates for a Fourier-spectral SAV scheme
for the phase-field crystal equation [I1] and a MAC-SAV scheme for the Navier-Stokes equation [10]
are established. Note that for the original SAV approach, unconditional energy stability can only be
established for first- and second-order BDF schemes, although it has been shown in [2] (see also [9]) that
the SAV approach coupled with extrapolated and linearized Runge-Kutta methods can achieve arbitrarily
high order unconditionally energy stable with a modified energy for the Allen-Cahn and Cahn-Hilliard
equations, but require solving coupled linear systems.

Most recently, a new SAV approach for gradient flow is proposed in [7] which offers some essential
improvements over the original SAV approach such as (i) its computational cost is about half of the
original SAV approach, and (ii) its higher-order BDF versions are also unconditionally stable with a
modified energy. While ample numerical results in [7] have shown that the new higher-order SAV
schemes are indeed stable and can achieve higher-order accuracy, the modified energy is represented
only by a SAV which does not involve any function norm, so it is difficult to carry out convergence and
error analysis. See however [14] for an attempt on the error analysis for related first- and second-orer

gPAV-based schemes for the Cahn-Hilliard equation.
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In this paper, we apply the general ideas in [7] to construct a class of explicit-implicit BDFk schemes
for general dissipative systems. In particular, we choose a special control factor 77?+1 (cf. ) for the
kth-order scheme which allows us to obtain a unconditional and uniform bound on the norm based on
principal linear term in the energy functional of the dissipative system. This bound is essential for the
error analysis in this paper. The main purpose of this paper is to carry out a rigorous and unified error

analysis for the kth-order (1 < k < 5) SAV schemes which enjoy several advantages, including:

e only requires solving, in most common situations, one linear system with constant coefficients
at each time step, so its computational cost is essentially the same as the usual implicit-explicit
(IMEX) schemes;

e applicable to general dissipative systems;

e higher-order BDFk SAV schemes are unconditionally stable and amenable to adaptive time step-
ping without restriction on time step size;

e rigorous error estimates can be established for BDFk (1 < k < 5) SAV schemes.

While these SAV schemes are applicable to a large class of dissipative systems, their error analysis
is highly non-trivial, particularly at higher than second order. Since a unified analysis for general
dissipative systems will involve complicated assumptions and techniques that may obscure the clarity of
presentation, we shall consider the error analysis for two classes of typical dissipative systems: Allen-
Cahn type and Cahn-Hilliard type equations. The key ingredients are the uniform H' bound derived
from the general stability result (see in Theorem (1) and a stability result in [I3] (see Lemma
below) for the BDFk (1 < k < 5) schemes. With a delicate induction argument, we are able to establish
optimal error estimates in L>°(0,7; H?) norm for our implicit-explicit BDFk (1 < k < 5) SAV schemes
for both Allen-Cahn type and Cahn-Hilliard type equations.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In the next section, we describe out new SAV schemes
for general dissipative systems in a unified form, prove its unconditionally stability, and provide some
numerical results to demonstrate the convergence rate. In section 3, we present the detailed proof for
the kth-order schemes (k = 1,2,3,4,5) in a unified form for Allen-Cahn type equations. In section 4, we
present error analysis for Cahn-Hilliard type equations. Some concluding remarks are given in the last
section.

We use the following notations throughout the paper. Let Q € R™ (n = 1,2,3) be a bounded domain
with sufficiently smooth boundary. We denote by (-, -) and || - || the inner product and the norm in L?(€2),
and by H*®(Q) the usual Sobolev spaces with norm || - ||gs. Let V' be a Banach space, we shall also use
the standard notations LP(0,7; V') and C([0,T]; V). To simplify the notation, we often omit the spatial
dependence in the notation for the exact solution u, namely we denote w(z,t) by u(t). We shall use C
to denote a constant which can change from one step to another, but is independent of Jt.

2. NEwW SAV SCHEMES FOR DISSIPATIVE SYSTEMS

In this section, we describe the new SAV schemes for dissipative systems, show that they are uncon-
ditionally energy stable with a modified energy and derive a uniform bound for the norm based on the
principal linear term in the energy functional.

Consider the following class of dissipative systems

ou
— + Au+g(u) =0, (2.1)
ot

where u is a scalar or vector function, A is a positive differential operator and g(u) is a nonlinear operator

possibly with lower-order derivatives. We assume that the above equation satisfies a dissipative energy
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law
dE(u)
dt
where E(u) > —Cj for all u is an energy functional, K(u) > 0 for all u # 0.
The above class of dissipative systems include in particular gradient flows but also other dissipative
systems which do not have the gradient structure, such as viscous Burgers equation, reaction-diffusion
equations etc.

= —K(u), (2.2)

2.1. The new SAV schemes. The key for the SAV approach is to introduce a scalar auxiliary variable
(SAV) to rewrite as an expanded system, and to discretize the expanded system instead of the
original . In this paper, we introduce the following new SAV approach inspired by the SAV schemes
introduced in [7]

Setting r(t) = E(u)(t) := E(u)(t) + Co > 0, we rewrite the equation with the energy law
as the following expanded system

Ou

o T Au+ g(u) =0, (2.3)
dE(u) r(t)
et _E(u)(t)lc(u) (2.4)

We construct the kth order new SAV schemes based on the implicit-explicit BDF-k formulae in the
following unified form:
Given u™, ", we compute @1, r"t1 "1 and w1 consecutively by

Oék@TH_l _ Ak (un)

second-order:

third-order:

5 + Aa" 4 g[By(a")]) = 0, (2.5a)
1 n+1 n rnJrl —n+1
1 ,,nn-i-l
n —
g - E(’L_LnJrl), (25C)
un+1 — 772+1an+1 with n2+1 -1 (1 _ gn—i—l)k—i-l‘ (25d)
where ay, the operators Ay and By (k =1,2,3,4,5) are given by:
first-order:
ap =1, Ai(u")=u", Bi(a")=u" (2.6)
3 n n ]- n—1 —n —Nn —n—1
a2 =3, Ay(u") = 2u" — U By(u") =2u" —u" (2.7)
11 n n 3 n—1 1 n—2 -n —n —n—1 —n—2
a3 =& Asz(u") = 3u — U +§u , Bs(u")=3u"—-3u"" " +a""% (2.8)

fourth-order:

25 4 1
= Ay(u™) = 4u™ — 3u" L + gun_Q - Zun_S, By(a") = 4" — 6a" L +4a" 2 — a3, (2.9)
fifth-order:
137 10 5 1
_ =7 A "y =5y — 5 n—1 —von=2 Y n-3 7n—4’
as 0" s(u™) U U + 3 U 4u + 5u (2.10)

Bs(a") = 5a™ — 10" 4+ 102" 2 — 53" + @™,

Several remarks are in order:
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e Initialization: the second-order scheme can be initialized with a first-order scheme for the first
step, the kth-order scheme can be initialized with a k — 1th-order Runge-Kutta method for the
first k — 1 steps.

e We observe from ) that 7"*! is a first order approximation to E(u(-,t,+1)) which implies
that €711 is a first order approximation to 1.

e we observe from ([2.5a)) and (2.5d]) that

akunJrl _ nz—&-lAk(un)
ot
which, along with (2.5d), implies that

ozkun'H _ Ak (un
ot

Hence, both «"*! and @"*! are formally kth order approximations for u(-,t"1).

e The main difference of the above scheme from the scheme in [7] is the choice of 7!, which can
be considered as a special case in [7]. However, as we show below, this choice allows us to obtain
a uniform bound on (L™, u™), which in turn plays a crucial role in the error analysis. Another
slight difference is here we use g[By(a")] in , which makes the error analysis slightly easier,
while g[B(u")] is used in [7]. Thanks to (2.5d)), this does not affect the kth order accuracy nor
unconditional energy stability.

e Since the energy stability is achieved through only , we can replace by other types
of explicit-implicit multistep schemes.

+ Ay it g[By(a™)]) =0, (2.11)

) ¢ A gBr(u)] = O(5#%).

The above scheme can be efficiently implemented as follows:
i. Obtain @"*! from by solving an equation of the form
—n+1 n 1
(G + Ayt =
where f"*! includes all known terms from previous time steps, and in most cases, this is a linear
equation with constant coeflicients;
ii. With @"' known, determine r"*! explicitly from (2.5b));
iii. Compute &"1, 9™ and v+ from (2.5d), goto the next step.

The main computational cost of this scheme is to solve ([2.5a}) once, while the main computational cost
in the original SAV approach is to solve an equation similar to (2.5al) twice. So the cost of this scheme
is about half of the original SAV approach while enjoying the same unconditional energy stability as we
show below.

2.2. A stability result. We have the following results concerning the stability of the above schemes.

Theorem 1. Given r" > 0, we have r"™1 >0, "1 > 0, and the scheme [2.5) for any k is uncondi-
tionally energy stable in the sense that

P = _stem T C (@™t < 0. (2.12)

Furthermore, if E(u) = 1(Lu,u) + Ey(u) with L positive and Ey(u) bounded from below, there exists
My, > 0 such that
(Lu",u™) < ME, Vn. (2.13)

Proof. Given ™ > 0 and since E[a""!] > 0, it follows from (2.5b) that

n+1 rn > 0
K@+ =
146t E[;‘nﬂ]

r
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Then we derive from (2.5d) that £ > 0 and obtain (2.12)).
Denote M := % = E[u(-,0)], then (2.12) implies r" < M, Vn.
Without loss of generality, we can assume Ej(u) > 1 for all u. It then follows from ({2.5¢) that
el 2M
< .
E(ﬁn—f—l) - (Ean+1’an+l) +92
Let 77,?+1 =1—(1— ¢+ we have n,’f”rl = EFLP (€71 with Py being a polynomial of degree k.
Then, we derive from (2.14)) that there exists My > 0 such that
Mj,
(Lantt gntl) 427

g = (2.14)

[t = €T R <

which, along with u"*! = T]ZHU"H, implies
([’un+17 un+1) — (n2+1)2(£ﬂn+1’ 71nJrl)
My 20 p-n+l —n+l 2
: ((ﬁun+1,a"+1)+2) (La™, @) < M.
The proof is complete. O

Remark 1. From the above proof, we observe that it is essential to introduce "+ and nZH in order to

obtain (2.13), and that the bound constant M}, increases as k increases. So while we can replace k+1 in
nZH by any larger integer without affecting the kth order accuracy, it is best to use the smallest possible

integer, which is k£ 4+ 1 for kth order accuracy.

Remark 2. Note that the proof of (2.13) does not depend on specific form of (2.5a)), so the result is
also valid if we replace (2.5a)) in the scheme by other implicit-explicit multistep schemes.

2.3. Numerical examples. Before we start the error analysis, we provide numerical examples to vali-
date the convergence rates and demonstrate the advantage of our approach with the usual IMEX scheme.
Ezxample 1. Consider the Allen-Cahn equation

% =alAu— (1 —u?)u+ f, (2.15)

and the Cahn-Hilliard equation
% = —moA(aAu — (1 —u?)u) + f, (2.16)
in = (0,2) x (0,2) with periodic boundary condition, and f is chosen such that the exact solution is
u(z,y,t) = exp (sin(rz) sin(my)) sin(¢). (2.17)

We set a = 0.01% in and a = 0.04, mg = 0.005 in , and use the Fourier spectral method with
64 x 64 modes for space discretization so that the spatial discretization error is negligible when compared
with the time discretization error. In Figures [1] (resp. , we plot the convergence rate of the H? error
at 7' = 1 for the Allen-Cahn (resp. Cahn-Hilliard) equation. We observe the expected convergence rates
for all cases.

Ezample 2. Next, we consider the 1-D Burgers equation

g? — Vg + uty =0, (2.18)

in = (—1,1) with the initial condition and Dirichlet boundary condition given as

u(z,0) = —sin(rz), w(xl,t) =0. (2.19)
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FiGURE 1. Convergence test for the Allen-Cahn equation using the new SAV/BDFk (k =
1,2,3,4,5). (a)-(b) H? errors of u as a function of At.
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FIGURE 2. Convergence test for the Cahn-Hilliard equation using the new SAV/BDFk (k =
1,2,3,4,5). (a)-(b) H? errors of u as a function of At.

In this test, we use the second order SAV scheme and the corresponding second-order IMEX scheme with
v= ﬁ, N =320, 6t = 8.5 x 1073. The numerical solutions at T = 1 are plotted in Fig (a) solution
obtained by the usual IMEX scheme and (b) solution obtained by the SAV scheme. We observe that the
usual IMEX scheme produces oscillatory solutions while the SAV scheme produces the correct solution
which is indistinguishable with the reference solution obtained with 6 = 10~% in 3| (c). We also plot in
(d) the SAV factor n"* = 1 — (1 —£™)3. We observe that when the solution exhibits large gradients (for
t € (0.5,1)), the SAV factor n™ deviates slightly from 1 so that the SAV scheme still produces correct
result while the corresponding IMEX scheme produces incorrect result.

3. ERROR ANALYSIS FOR ALLEN-CAHN TYPE EQUATIONS

While the stability results in Theorem [I] are valid for general dissipative systems, it is cumbersome
to carry out error analysis with such generality. So to simplify the presentation, we shall carry out
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IMEX, N=320, dt=8.5 x 10° SAV, N=320, dt=8.5 x 10
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(c) reference solution (d) SAV factor

FIGURE 3. Burgers equation: a comparison of usual IMEX and SAV

error analysis for two class of typical dissipative equations: Allen-Cahn type equation in this section and
Cahn-Hilliard type equation in the next section.

We first recall the following important result. Based on Dahlquist’s G-stability theory, Nevanlinna
and Odeh [13] proved the following results for BDFk (1 < k < 5) schemes.

Lemma 1. For1 <k <5, there exist 0 < 7, < 1, a positive definite symmetric matrizc G = (g;5) € RFk
and real numbers &g, ..., 6, such that
k

(akun—i-l — A (u), —Tku") _ Z gij(un+1+i—k’un+1+j—k)
ij=1
k k
. Z gij(un+i_k7 un-i—j—k) + H Z 6iun+1+i—k”2’
i,j=1 i=0

where the smallest possible values of T, are
=1 =0, 73 =0.0836, 74 =0.2878, 75=0.8160,
and oy, Ay are defined in (12.8])-(2.10]).

The above result played a key role in proving the stability of high-order BDF schemes for nonlinear
parabolic equations [I], and it plays an important role in our error analysis.
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We shall also frequently use the following discrete Gronwall Lemma (see for example, [16], Lemma
B.10).

Lemma 2. (Discrete Gronwall Lemma) Let y*, h*, gk, f* be four nonnegative sequences satisfying
T/6t
y +5chk<B+5tZ "+ 1) with 6t g" < M, V0 <n<T/ét.
k=0

We assume 6t g* < 1 and let o = maxo<p<7/5t (1 — Stg®)~1. Then

Y+ 6152 h* < exp(eM)(B + 5152 fF), ¥n < T/6t.
k=1 k=0
Consider the Allen-Cahn type equation:
ou

E—Au%—)\u— g(u) =0 (x,t) € Q2 x (0,7, (3.1)

where Q is an open bounded domain in R? (d = 1,2,3), with the initial condition u(z,0) = u°(x), and
boundary condition:

periodic, or ulpg = 0, or 22]39 =0. (3.2)
The above equation is a special case of (2.1)) with A = —A + A, and satisﬁes the dissipation law
22) with E(u) = 1(Lu,u) + (G(u),1) where (Lu,u) = (Vu, Vu) + A(u, u) = [“g(v)dv and

K(u) = (%, ‘;—5). We assume, without loss of generality,
/ Gv)dx>C>0 Vo (3.3)
Q

In particular, with g(u) = (1 — u?)u and A = 0, the above equation becomes the celebrated Allen-Cahn
equation [3].
We recall the following regularity result for (3.1) (see, for instance, [22]).

Theorem 2. Assume u° € H%(Q) and the following holds
lg' (x)] < C(Jz|P +1), p>0arbitrary ifd=1,2; 0<p<4 ifd=3. (3.4)
Then for any T > 0, the problem has a unique solution in the space
C([0,T); H*(Q)) N L*(0, T; H3(Q)).
We also recall a result (see Lemma 2.3 in [I7]) which is useful to deal with the nonlinear term in .

Lemma 3. Assume that ||ul|gn < M and (3.4) holds. Then for any u € H3, there exist 0 < o < 1 and
a constant C(M) such that the following inequality holds:

IVg(u)||> < C(M)(1 + ||V Au|*?).
We denote hereafter

t" =not,e" =a" —u(-,t"), " =u" —u(-,t"), s" =r" —r(t").

In the following, we carry out a unified error analysis for the first- to fifth- order SAV schemes described

as in (2.5 with the coefficients defined in (2.8)) - (2.10]).
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For (3.1]), the kth-order version of (2.5a)) and (2.11)) read:

Oékﬂn+1 _ Ak(un)
ot

n+l _ n+1A ( n

= Aa"T = Xa"t + g[By(a")], (3.5)

Rl

) = At = g B, (3.6)
where «ay, Ay, Bi defined in -

Theorem 3. Given mztml condition u° = u® = u(0), ¥ = E[u"]. Let u"™* and u™™! be computed with
the kth order scheme (2.5a)- (2.5d) (1 < k < 5) for (3.1)) with
77?—’_1 1 (1 _ £n+1)3’ 77]7;4—1 1_ (1 o €n+1)k+1 (k _ 2’ 3’47 5)'
We assume (3.4) holds and
u € H, gt e L0, T;HY1<j<k+1.

Then for n+1 < T/dt and 6t < mm{W, 13,?@} we have

1™ e, lle™ = < O,

where the constants Co, C are dependent on T, 2, the k x k matriz G = (gi;) in Lemma and the exact
solution u but are independent of 6t and 0 < 1, < 1 is the constant in Lemma[1]

Proof. We assume that 4’ and u’ (i = 1,--- ,k — 1) are computed with a proper initialization procedure
such that ||a" — u(t )HHz = O(dth) and ||u —u(ty)||gz = O@6tF) (i = 1,--- ,k —1). To simplify the
presentation, we set 4’ = u’ = u(t;) and 7' = Ej[u’] fori=1,--- ,k — 1.

The main task is to prove
|1 — &9 < Cyot, Vg < T/ét. (3.7)
where the constant C is dependent on 7', 2 and the exact solution u but is independent of ¢, and will

be defined in the proof process. Below we shall prove (3.7]) by induction.
Under the assumption, (3.7)) certainly holds for ¢ = 0. Now suppose we have

we shall prove below
|1 — ™Y < Cyot. (3.9)

We shall first consider k = 2, 3,4, 5, and point out the necessary modifications for the case k = 1 later.
Step 1: H? bound for u” and @" for all n < m. For the kth-order schemes, it follows from
Theorem [I] that

lul]| g < My, Yq < T/6t. (3.10)
Under assumption , if we choose dt small enough such that
5t < min{ c}“ 1), (3.11)
we have
1—(5§€§n2|§1+557 1—nZ\§5;k,Vq§m, (3.12)
and

[@?]| g1 < 2Mj, Vg < m, V6t < 1. (3.13)
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Consider (3.6)) in step g¢:

apud — i Ag(ui™h)
ot
Thanks to Lemma [3| and (3.12]), we have

= Au? — \u? + nlg[Be(a?™h)]. (3.14)

IVg[Br@ ™ ]II* < C(My)(IVABg(a?™h)[*7 +1)
< Wl VABg(a@?™h|* + C (Mg, )

< WlVABk(——u®)* + C(My, 1)

i
k .
<dy Y VAP + O (Mg, ),
-1

where ~; can be any positive constant. Taking the inner product of | with A%ud — 7, A%u9~1 and
using the above inequality, it follows from Lemma [I] that there eX1st O < T, < 1, a positive definite
symmetric matrix G = (g;5) € REE and by, ..., 0 that

k k k
( Z gij(Auq+i7k7Auq+jfk) _ Z gij(AuqflJrifk’AuqflJrjfk) + ZaiAuq+i7k”2)

4,j=1 i,j=1 i—0

1

ot
1 A

+ S I9Aw? + ) Aut)?

)\Tk

— — T _
< (g1Br(a? )], A%t — mp A%t 4 VAP 4 S At

q _
+ Lk D) (Ak(uq_l), Ayl — TkAzuq_l)

5 . (3.15)
< Cler)milIVeBr@™ ? + ex i (IVAu?|? + [|[VAuT %) + §||VAU"_1H2

_ 9
L (vaqw + v Au?)
Z |9 2w

+ w4 A0 g 4 I ‘”k'nm W,

)\ _
20 e ¢ Lo g, oy e 4 I

< C(My, ek, k) + (4C (k) Ing e + exln}] +

where ¢ can be any positive constant. Note that 7, < 1, we can choose dt, £ and 5 small enough
such that
1—7 1—7 1—7

ot < < — < —, 3.16
3k KT 1ok 0 RS 48k (e (3.16)
with the estimate in (3.12)), we have
1-— 77’3 tk_l
Cler)lmgli + exlngl + —= < 8C(ex) 1k + 25 +
l—-7 1—7 11—
< 3.17
— 6k * 6k * 6k ( )

1—7
- 2k
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Then, taking the sum (3.15)) for ¢ from k£ — 1 to n (< m), we obtain

k
Z gij(Aun+i7k’Aun+]’7k>

ij=1

n—1
< (Mg, )T + C(u°, .., P 1) + Oy k6tF > |Vl |
q=0
< C(Mp, )T + C(u°, ..o 1) 4 Ca kSt T M,
where C(Mj, 73,) is a constant only depends on My, 73, C(u°, ...,u*~1) only depends on 4, ...,u*~1 and
C, only depends on the coefficients in Ay. Since G = (g;5) is a positive definite symmetric matrix, we
have

k
)\GHAUTLHQ < Z gij(Aun+i_k,Aun+j_k)
ij=1
< O(My, )T + C(u°, ..., uF 1)  Cu kStF 1T ME.
where Ag > 0 is the minimum eigenvalue of G = (g;5). Together with (3.10|), the above implies

1
™| g2 < E\/C(M,c, )T + C(u0, .., ub=1) + Cp KT M2 = Cy, Vot < 1, n < m. (3.18)

Noting that
[ ([ gz = |nge ||| e
then implies
|a" || g2 < 2C4, Vot <1, n < m. (3.19)

Step 2: estimate for ||e"*!||y2 for all 0 < n < m. By Theorem [2| and (3.19) we can choose C
large enough such that

lu(@) g2 < C, YVt < T, ||u?|g2 < C, Vg < m. (3.20)
Since H? C L™, without loss of generality, we can adjust C such that
9P [u(®)]|L= < C, Yt < T; | (@)1 < C, Vg <m, i=0,1,2. (3.21)

From , we can write down the error equation as
ape™ Tt — Ap(e") = Ap(u™) — Ap(a™) + stAe" T — stae" T + RY + 5tQY, (3.22)
where R}, Q} are given by
R} = —apu(t™) 4+ Ap(u(t™)) + tus (")
k ¢t L OF Ly (3.23)
o /t

. (tn+1—i _ 5) ST (S)dS,

i=1
with a; being some fixed and bounded constants determined by the truncation errors, and

Qi = g[Br(a™)] — glu(t™™)]. (3.24)
For example, in the case k = 3, we have
tn+l 3847’[1[ tn+1

0*u 1 ot
no__ n _ e n—-1_ 32 % - n—-2 __ 32 %
Ry = 3/t (" —s) 5 (s)ds + 2/t (t s) 57 (s)ds 3/ (t s) 57 (s)ds.

n n—1
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Taking the inner product of (3.22) with e"*! — 7,e", it follows from Lemma that

i gij(énJrlJrifk’énJrlJrj k Z ij n+1 k n+jfk)
3,0=1 i,7=1
k
+ H Zaién-‘rl—‘ri—kHQ + 5t||vén+1”2 + )\(%Hén—HHQ (3‘25)
=0

= (Ap(u™) — Ap(a"),e" ™t — ") — st(Ae" L, ™) + StA (e, mpe)
+ (R, e — ™) + ot(QF, et — me™).
In the following, we bound the right hand side of (3.25). Note that

u? =nla?, |nl—1] < C{f“ sthtl vg <n.

hence
ny —n\ sn+l 2| < ||A/€(un) _Ak(ﬂn)n —n+1 —n |2
(A(u™) — Ag(@™), e — me™)| < = Flewt—nee
< Cc2k+25t2k+1 _’_5t||—n+1H2 +5tHénH2'
It follows from ({3.23)) that
2 2k+1 9y 2
0|2 < , 2
IRUIE < cortet [ S )P (3.27)
And we can bound @} based on and - as
Qx| = }g[Bk(@")] — 9[Br(u(t™)] + g[Bi(u(t™))] — glu(t™ )|
< C|By(€")| + C|By(ult™)) — u(t"*)|
i o (3.28)
_ n+l—i _ k=10 U
= C|By(e" H—C"Zb /tn+1 l (t s) atk(s)ds,

where b; are some fixed and bounded constants determined by the truncation error. For example, in the
case k = 3, we have

gntl g+l

n n 3 n O3u 3 . du
Bs(u(t")) — u(t"™h) = _Z/tn (t _5)231‘53(8)d8+2/tn1 () L 9 ds

tn+1

1 n—2 _ 28 u

Therefore,
|(Rp, "™ — pe™)| < 251&”R’€H2+5t‘|_n+1||2+5t||é”|\2,
< St + 5t||e||? + Cot? /tn+1 H@(s)”%& (3.29)
) nt1-k | OtRFL
tntl
51(@1 7~ )] < Cor(IB@P + e 12+ ) + o [ TP, (30)
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Now, combining (3.25)), (3.26)), (3.29), (3.30), we arrive at

Zk: gij(én+1+i*k7én+1+j*k) _ Zk: gij(énJrifk?énJrjfk)
i,j=1 4,j=1
k
+ HZ(S@TFH—H kH2+ 5tHv—n+1H2+ 5tH—n+1”2
=0
< —5tHV nH2 5tH—nH2 +CC2k+26t2k+1 + Cdtz H—n-i—l 1”2

=0

vosen [ (i 1+ 1 ) 2)ds
i 8.[/.]@ 8tk+1

Taking the sum of the above for n from k —1 to m, noting that G = (g;;) is a positive definite symmetric
matrix with minimum eigenvalue Ag, we obtain:

k
)\G”em—i-1||2 < Z 9ij —m+1+z k ém+1+] k)
S (3.31)
= 2 2k 2 ak+1 2 2k+-2
<o S e+ oo [T + 1 Tt + 32
q=0

We can obtain similar inequalities for ||Ve™|| and ||Ae™|| by using essentially the same procedure. Indeed,
taking the inner product of ([3.22) with —Ae™*! + 7, Ae”, by using Lemma |1}, we obtain

k k k
Z gl vén+1+z k v—n+1+] k) Z gig(V sn+i—k v—n+] k _|_ H Zdivén—&-l—&—z—kHQ
2,7=1 7,7=1 1=0
+ ot|| Ae™ T2 + Aot ver |2 (3.32)

= (VAz(u") — VAR (@"), Ve — 7, Ve") + 5t(Ae™ 7y Ae™) + StA(Ve' !, r,Ve™)
+ (R, —Ae"™ + mAe) + 6t(QR, —Ae™ ! + mpAe™).

Taking the sum of the above for n from k — 1 to m, using Lemma (1} (3.27) and (3.28)), we can obtain

k
Ag||Ve™ |2 < Z gij (Vem+1+i=h ggmtiti-ky

ij=1 (3.33)
m+1 ) ok T 8ku 9 8k+1u 9 2ot
< ooty Ve + Cor | (I 6P + g (o)1 + G+

q=0
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On the other hand, taking the inner product of (3.22) with A%e"*! — 7, A2e", by using Lemma [1] we
obtain

k k .
Z gij(Aén—l-l—l-i—k7 Aén—l-l—l-j—k) _ Z gij(Aén+i_k, Aén+j—k) + || Z 5Z'Aén+1+i_k||2

+ 0| VA" T2 + Aot|| At 2 (3.34)
= (AAR(u™) — AAL(T™), Ae™ T — 7 Ae™) + 0t(VAE" 7, VAE") + StA(Ae™ T, rpAe™)
+ (VR}, —VAe" ! + 7, VAE") 4 6t(VQ}, —VAe" ™ + 7, VAe").

Here, we need to pay attention to the terms with VAe"*! or VAe". Firstly, we have
Y

Tk 26t

5t
6t(VAe" T 7, VAE™)| < 5HVA6"“H2 [VAe™|?.
It follows from (3.23|) and (3.24)) that
2 2k+1 e ak+1
IVREE < 051 [ IV )P (3.35)
and
tn+1
n =N n —i 8 u
IVQ}| < CUIBLE)| + [V By(E +c]Zb /tnﬂ i 1 gyas
- . (3.36)
n+1—1 k—1
+C)Zb/tn+l 1t+ — ) Vw(s)ds‘.
Therefore,
ot(l— 17
(VR}, — VA" + n,.VAe")| < ||VR 2 + (mm|y — VA& 4 . vAe" |
tntl k+1,, 2
0 5t(1 —77) " Y

<cort [ IV G @I+ S v A £ VA,

and
1—72)dt
St(VQL, — VA" + . VAE™)| < Cst|VQR|* + (1?)” — VA&t 4 . vAen|?
2k e ok 2
< Col B+ Cor [ G s

N (1—72)0t

S (Ivaer i 4 [ vAen|?).
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We can bound other terms on the right hand side of (3.34) as before to arrive at

i k
Z gij(Aéﬂ+1+ifk7Aéﬂ+1+jfk) _ Z gij(Aén+ifk?Aén+jfk)

i,j=1 t,y=1
1+ 72)6t Aot
+ ( +;—k) HVAén—l—lHQ HA_n+1”2
n n n + 7 . AT26 .
< CHUZHEp 12 “!\2 +aen) + L g a2 A0 nn 2
2k e 2 Ol 2 2k+2
roat [ TR+ 1St @ + CR42)as,
Then, taking the sum of the above for n from k — 1 to m, we obtain
k
)\GHAém—‘rl”Q < Z gij( m+1+z k A—m—i—l-ﬁ-g k:)
b=t (3.37)
= 2 2k 2 AT 2 2k+2
< 03t S e+ 0 [ 16+ 1 et 0 + O34
q=0
Summing up (3.31)), (3.33) and (3.37)), we obtain
142 = 2 2k 2 Ol 2 2k-+2
e s < 0ot S et + 0 [0 O+ 1Tt e + R (339
q=0

-m—+1

Finally, we can obtaln the following H? estimate for e by applying the discrete Gronwall lemma to

(B:38) with 0t < 5

—m+1 —13) 542k T 0k 2 Ot 2 2k+2
I+ e < Coxp((1 = 810) N [0 G (M + gy O+ G s
< Co(1+ C2R42)5%k Yo < n < m.
where (5 is independent of 6t and Cj, can be defined as
T ak 8k+1 )
Ca += Cexp(@)masx [ (15 <) s + | Gy (9l s, 1). (3.40)
then §t < % can be guaranteed by
1

St < & (3.41)

In particular, (3.39) implies

" 2 < A/ C2(1 + CEFF2)5t%, Y0 <n < m. (3.42)

Combining (3.20) and (3.42)), under the condition (3.11)) we obtain
@™+ | g2 < /Ca(1 4 C*H2)512 + C < \/Co(1+1)+C:=C 0<n<m. (3.43)

Note that H? C L, without loss of generality, we can adjust C' independent of Cy and &t so that we
have
lg(@ I, lg' @ <C ¥Yo<n<m. (3.44)
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Step 3: estimate for |1 — ¢™*!|. By direct calculation,
Ty = / (|Vut\2 + Vu - Vuy + )\uf + Auwg + g/(u)uf + g(u)utt)dw.
Q

It follows from ([2.5b)) that the equation for the errors can be written as

TnJrl

TH)Hh(ﬂnH)H% + 17,

gl g 5t(”h[u(tn+1)”|2 _ B

where h(u) = %€ = —Au+ Au — g(u), and
tn+1

TP = r(t") — r(t"h) + 6tr (") = /t (s = t")ru(s)ds.

n

Taking the sum of ([3.46]) for n from 0 to m, and noting that s” = 0, we have

g+l m

2:; IR )P = ey b IP) + 3T

(3.45)

(3.46)

(3.47)

(3.48)

We can bound the terms on the right hand side of (3.48) as follow: For 77", noting (3.45)) we have

t"+1

1P| < C’(St/
tTL

tn+1

rlds < Cot / (lue(s) 2+ lte () 1)l
tTL

Next,

prtl

E( n+l)
Tn—f—l rn+1

By |+ gy O = I

[[Afu(E D] — I (@ )|

< [|hfue P -
=P+ Py

For Py, it follows from ([3.20)), E(v) > C > 0, Vv and Theorem |1 that

N TnJrl
P < CJ1— m\
+1 +1 Al +1

Elu(t™t))]  Elu(tn+1)] [u(t+1)] - E(ﬂnﬂ)’

< C(|Bu@™™)] — E@™™)| + ls”“l)-

For Pg, it follows from (3.20)), (3.21)), (3.43)), (3.44), E(v) > C > 0 and Theorem |1| that

Py < Cl[n@™h)|* = [[afu(e" ]|
< Cl[a@™ ™) = hluEHI(IAE D] + [afuE )
< CO(ae" )+ Ale™ | + [lg(@™) — glu()]I)
< CO(ae" ) + e ).

(3.49)

(3.50)

(3.51)

(3.52)
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On the other hand,

1

’E[u(thrl)] — E(ﬂnJrl)’ < (Hvu(thrl)H + HvﬂnJrIH)Hvu(thrl) - V@n+1||

2
A
+ Z(llu tn—i—l + ﬂn—i-l " tn—i—l o ﬂn—i-l
5 (@™ )+ [l ) (™) | (3.53)
+/F[u(t”+1)]dac—/F(u”“)daz
< CC([ve ) + fle ).
Now, combining (3.42), (3.48)- (3.53), we arrive at
m+1 - q+1\1)12 ratl —q+1y2 - q
s <6ty A - B 1@ )P+ > 1T
q=0 q=0
m _ m T
< O6tYy | +CCst Yy [le g2 + 0515/ (lue() 1 + Nuee(s) | )ds
q=0 q=0 0
<6ty " [sT + CC\/Cy(1+ CFF )5tk + Ciét.
q=0
Applying the discrete Gronwall lemma to the above inequality with §t < %, we obtain
5™ < Cexp((1 — C6t))ot(Cy/ Ca(1 + C2FF2)5ek=1 4 1) 350
3.5
< C30t(C/ Co(1 + CZF2)5th 1 1),
where Cj is independent of Cy and dt, can be defined as
C5:= Cexp(2), (3.55)
then §t < % can be guaranteed by
1
5t < — (3.56)

Cs
Hence, noting (3.51)), (3.53)),(3.54) and (3.43]), we have
‘1 - £m+1| < C(‘E[u(tm-‘rl)] . E(ﬁm+1)| + |Sm+1|)
< C(é|’ém+l||H1 + ’Sm+1|)

_ _ 3.57
< O8t(Cy/ Co(1 + CF2)5tF 1 4 C3(C\/ Co(1 + CFFF2)5th 1 + 1)) (3:57)
< Cydt(y/1+ CPFF25th 1 4 1),

where the constant Cj is independent of Cy and dt. Without loss of generality, we assume C4y >
max{Cs, C3,1} to simplify the proof below.
As a result of (3.57), |1 — ¢™TY < Cyét if we define Cy such that

Cy(y\/1+ C2* 251 1) < €. (3.58)

For the cases k > 2, the above can be satisfied if we choose Cy = 3C4 and 0t < H_C%H:
0

Cy(y/1 + CHF25t=1 1 1) < O4[(1 + CE Yot + 1] < 30y = C,. (3.59)
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For the case k = 1, we can not define Cj satistying (3 if it =1— (1 —¢h2. However, if we
choose 77”+1 =1- ( — ¢"t1)3 we can repeat the same process above and arrive at a similar version of

- for the first order case:
Ci(1/1+ C§6t + 1) < Cp. (3.60)

The above can be satisfied if we choose Cy = 3C4 and 0t < 5 so that

04(W+ 1) < Cy4[1 + C3ot + 1] < 3C4 = C.

To summarize, under the condition

1
< ———, 1<k<5, 3.61
T 1+ OpT (3:61)
we have |1 — ¢™F1| < Cydt. Note that with Cy > max{Cs, C3,1}, (3.61)) also implies (3.41)) and (3.56]).
The induction process for (3.7)) is complete.

Finally, thanks to (3.42), it remains to show [|e™*!| y2 < Cot*.
We derive from (2.5d) and (3.43) that

lu™+t — m+1”H2 < I = lam g < [t - 1C (3.62)
On the other hand, we derive from ) that
yn,gnﬂ —1| < CEFlothtL, (3.63)

Then it follows from ({3.42)), (3.62) and (3.63) and combine the condition (3.11)), (3.16) and (3.61]) on ot
that

le™ HFe < 201e™ i + 2Alu™ — @™ e
< 205(1 + G )5e2k 4 202 C ) 520D

holds under the condition 6t < mm{w, 52 }. The proof is complete. t

Remark 3. Note that we set n”+1 =1—(1—¢"H3 purely for technical reasons in the proof. It is clear
that 777“”rl =1— (1 —¢&"*1)2 leads to first-order accuracy which is confirmed by our numerical tests.

4. ERROR ANALYSIS FOR CAHN-HILLIARD TYPE EQUATIONS

In this section, we consider the Cahn-Hilliard type equation

(?;; = —A%u+ Nu— Ag(u)  (x,t) € Q x (0,7, (4.1)
where © is an open bounded domain in R?(d = 1,2,3), with the initial condition u(z,0) = u’(x) and
boundary conditions

periodic, or, g:i’aﬂ = aaAn:u]aQ =0. (4.2)
The above equation is a special case of with A = A% — MA and g(u) replaced by —Ag(u). It
satisfies the dissipation law with E(u) = (Lu,u) + (G(u),1) where (Lu,u) = (Vu, Vu) + A(u, u),
= ["g(v)dv and K(u) = (V%S,V(SE)
In particular, with g(u) = (1 — u?)u and A = 0, the above equation becomes the celebrated Cahn-
Hilliard equation [4].
We first recall the following result (cf. for instance [22]).
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Theorem 4. Let u° € H?, and holds. We assume additionally
lg" ()] < C(‘:L’|p, +1), p >O0arbitrary ifn=12; 0<p <3 ifn=3. (4.3)
Then for any T > 0, there exists a unique solution u for such that
u e C([0,T]; H*) N L*(0,T; HY).

We also recall the following result (see Lemma 2.3 in [I7]) which we shall use to deal with the nonlinear
term.

Lemma 4. Assume that |[ul|g1 < M, and that (3.4) and (&.3) hold. Then for any u € H*, there exist
0 <o <1 and a constant C(M) such that the following inequality holds:

1Ag(u)[I* < C(M)(1 + [|[A%ul*).
For (4.1)), the kth-order version of (2.5a)) and (2.11)) read:

Ozk@n—"_l — Ay (u”)

5 = —A(AT" = a" 4 g[By(a")]), (4.4)

and )
akunJrl _ 772+ Ak(un)

ot
where ay, Ak, By defined in (2.8) - (2.10]).
Theorem 5. Given initial condition ©° = u® = u(0), r® = E[u°]. Let a"™! and u™*! be computed with
the kth order scheme (2.5a)- (2.5d) (1 <k <5) for (4.1)) with
771n+1 =1- (1 - £n+1>37 n]TgLJrl =1- (1 - £n+1)k+1 (k = 2> 3)47 5)
We assume (3.4) and (4.3) hold, and
du ok +1y
3y U 2 72 ~
Then for n+1 < T/t and 5t < min{

= —A(Au"T — AT it g By (a™)), (4.5)

e L*(0,T; L?).

1 I—Tk
o 3k }, we have

e 2, [le™ e < Cot",

where the constants Cy, C are dependent on T, 2, the k x k matriz G = (g;;) in Lemma and the exact
solution u but are independent of 6t.

Since the proof of this theorem shares some similar procedures with the proof of Theorem (3| we shall
defer its proof to the appendix.

5. CONCLUDING REMARKS

We constructed a class of implicit-explicit BDFA SAV schemes, based on the schemes in [7], for general
linear systems. This class of schemes enjoys the following advantages: (i) it only requires solving, in
most common situations, one linear system with constant coefficients at each time step, which is the
same as the usual IMEX schemes; (ii) it is not restricted to gradient flows and is applicable to general
dissipative systems; and (iii) it can be high-order with unconditional stability and suitable for adaptive
time stepping without restriction on time step size; and most importantly, (iv) it leads to a unconditional
uniform bound for the numerical solution, for any order k on the norm based on the principal linear
term in the energy functional, which is of critical importance for the convergence and error analysis.
We presented numerical results which validated the stability and convergence rates of our schemes, and
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showed that the SAV scheme is at least as accurate as the usual IMEX scheme, and may lead to more
accurate solutions in some critical situations (solutions with large gradients or near singularities).

Using the uniform bound on the norm based on the principal linear operator that we derived for the
BDFk SAV schemes and to a stability result in [13] for the BDFk (k = 1,2, 3,4, 5) schemes, we were able
to establish, with a delicate inductive argument, rigorous error estimates for the BDFk (k =1,2,3,4,5)
SAV schemes in a unified form for the typical Allen-Cahn and Cahn-Hilliard type equations.

As mentioned in Remark 2, we can replace the BDKE scheme in by other IMEX multistep
schemes, and the stability result in Theorem 1 will still hold. However, error analysis for other implicit-
explicit multistep SAV schemes needs to be investigated separately.

APPENDIX A. PROOF OF THEOREM

For the sake of brevity, we shall only carry out in detail the error analysis for the first-order case. The
analysis for the higher-order cases can be carried out by combining the procedures for the first-order
case below and for the high-order cases in the proof Theorem [3| The detail will be left for the interested
readers.

As in the proof of Theorem [3], we will first prove the following by induction:

11— €9| < Cydt, Vg < T/dt, (A1)

where the constant Cy is dependent on 7', 2 and the exact solution u but is independent of ¢, and will
be defined in the proof process.
Under the assumptions, (A.1)) certainly holds for ¢ = 0. Now suppose we have

|1 =& < Cydt, Vg <m, (A.2)
we shall prove below that (A.1)) holds for ¢ = m + 1, namely,
|1 — €™ < Cyot. (A.3)

We will carry out this proof in three steps.
Step 1: H? bound for «" and @" for all n < m. It follows from Theorem [1| and under condition

1
0t <min{—=,1 A4
< mln{403, 1 (A.4)
we have
3 4 g O0t?
1§|771|§27 |1—771|§T,VQSW, (A.5)
and
4
|ul||gr < Mo, Yq < T/5t, ||[ul]|m < gMg, Vg < m. (A.6)
Now, consider (4.5)) at step ¢:
q_ 9, n—1
% = A%+ AAu? —nfAglat™] (A.7)

Multiply (A.7) with A%u?, and by the similar process as step 1 in Theorem [3| we can obtain

- _ ot e _
12w — [[Aut=H|? + ot A%at|* — | A%aH|* < C(Ma)dt + 1 — [ ut ™| (A.8)
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Taking the sum from 0 to n (< m) of (A.8)), we obtain

ot
1Au"]? + ZI|A2 U* < C(M)T + Clu +5t2ZIIU"H2

q=0
< C(My)T + C(u°) + 5tTM2.

with C(My) is a constant only depends on My and C(u”) only depends on u°. Then together with ([A.6))
implies

[ 12 < \JOM)T + C(u0) + TMZ + My = Cy, ¥ <m. (A.9)
As [[u"|[ g2 =t l[a" || 2, implies
la" || g2 < gCl, Vn < m. (A.10)
Step 2: estimates for ||e"*!||;2 and |e"*!||ys for all 0 < n < m. By given assumption on the
exact solution u and (| m, we can choose C' large enough such that
lu®)ll s < C, ¥t < T, @] g2 < C, ¥a < m, (A.11)
and since H? C L™, without loss of generality, we can adjust C such that
19D [u(t)]|pe < C, Yt < T [gW (a9)|p < C, Yg<m;i=0,1,2,3. (A.12)
From , we can write down the equation for error as
et — e = (nf — Da" — 5tA%e" ! 4 AGtAe"™ ! + R} + StARY, (A.13)
where R, R} are given by

tn+1

R = u(t™) — u(#™) + tug () = / (5 — Mugds, (A.14)
t’n
and
Ry = —g(@") + glu(t"™*)]. (A.15)
Taking inner product with e”*! — Ae"t! 4- A2e"*! on both sides of (A.13]), we obtain
(H*"HH2 le"][%) + H’"+1 e"[|* + atl|Ae" | + Mgt Ve 2
1 =N =N 1 SN =N =N SN
+ 5 (Ve 2 = [[Ven|?) + SV (@ = &) + ot VAE 12 + Aot ae™|*
1 ~n ~n 1 ~n ~n ~n ~n
+ 5 (1A — [A2™|?) + SIIA@™ — e[| + ot A% 1| + dot|[ VA" (A.16)
( 11 _ 1)(@”75”"’1) (Rn —n+1) _ (SL‘(VR V—n—i—l)
+ (= 1)(Va", ve'th) + (RY, —Ae™™) + 6t(VRy, VAe™ ™)
+ (nf — 1) (A", Ae"th) + (RY, A%e" M) + 5t(ARy, A%e™ ).
In the following, we bound the right hand side of (A.16]). Noting that |} — 1| < C§ 6t3, hence
n —n =n H(nn — 1)ﬂn”2 ot -n ot ~n
o~ ),y < WO ZDTIE L o < cogor + Sjemsz, (aam)

(0 — 1) (Var, Ve < oogar® + X vert 2, (A18)
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and 5t
[(n} — 1) (Aa™, Ae™Th)| < CCot + ZHA@”HH?.
It follows from ({A.14) that

t"+1

IREE <05 [ (o).

Therefore,
tn+1
(R, &) < B + Hé"“H2 H‘"“HZJrC&Q/ e ()]s,
20t tn
tn+1
|(RY, A" )| < ||A "“\|2+C5t2/ e ()] ds,
and
tn+1
Ry A% )| < T2 0o [ uns) P
tm
Noting that
VR3[| = [Vg(a") = Vglu(t")] + Vgl[u(t")] = Vglu" )]
<lg'(@")Va" — g'[u(t )]VU(t")|+|9’[ ( MIVu(t") = g [u(t™ )] VuE )]
<lg'(u HVU — Vu(t™)| + |¢'(a") u(t™)]||[Vut™)|
+ g ()] — ' T H]||[Vu(t™)| + \g t”“ || Vu(t™) — V(™)

tn+1

<C(vel e+ [ ()] + Vuls))ds),
t”l
then for the terms with VRY, it follows from (A.24)) that

ot St
§t|(VRy, Ve"th)| < EIIVRSH2 + §||Vén+1”2
tn+1
< OSt(IVe 2 + &) + Ot / () 21,
tn

and

ot
Ot|(VRg, VAE" )| < ZIIVR; | + *IIVA_"“IIZ
tn+1

ot
< Cotlen 3 +Co [ (o) Bods + G TA .
tn

For the term with AR, since
[ARZ| < | = Ag(a") + Aglu(t™)]] + | = Aglu(t™)] + Aglu(t" ]| = Q7 + Q3
and note that
Ag(u) = g"(w)|Vul® + ¢ (u) Au,
by using (A.11)) and (A.12)), we have
Q1 < |g"(@)(IVa"? — [Vu) )| + [[Vu(t)*(g" (") = ¢"[ut)|
+1g' (@) (A" — Au(t"))] + |[Au(t") (g (a") — g'lu(t™)])]
<c(jve'| + e + |Ae),

(A.19)

(A.20)

(A.21)

(A.22)

(A.23)

(A.24)

(A.25)

(A.26)
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and

tn+1 tn+1

|V (s)|2ds +/ |Auy(s)|ds).

tn

QSSC(/

t”L
Therefore,

5t‘(AR3,AQén+1)‘ < 5t|(Qrf,AQén+1)| +5t’(QS,AQén+1)|

5t _ 5t 7
< SHIQYIP + T IA%m |2 + 5|32 + S| A%

ot A.27
< OO + [V + | A2 |P) + A% P (420
tn+1
+C’5t2/ (|ue(8)]32ds,
tTL
where we used the following inequality
tn+1 tn+1 tn+1
/Q (/ (IVui(s)| + ]Aut(s)])ds)2dzc < /Q (/ (|Vui(s)| + \Aut(s)\)2ds/ lds)dx
tn tn tn
tn+1
< C(St/ [ue(s)]|32ds.
tTL
Now, combining (A.16)-(A.26) and (A.27)) and dropping some unnecessary terms, we arrive at
le™ 12 = e + Ve 12 — [ ver|* + |aem 2 — | Aen|* + dtf[ v Aer T ®
< CCRot° + Cat(|[ Ve + [le"H1* + [[ae™ | + [[ve"||* + [le"]?) (A.28)

t’n+1

+ Cot? / () 32 + llwae(5)]|?)ds.

tn
Taking the sum of the above for n from 0 to m, we obtain

m m+1 T
e+ 6t Y VAT < €8t 3 [+ OO [ (fun(o)lye + lun(s) |+ CGo)ds. (A.20)
q=0 q=0 0

Finally, we can obtain the following estimate for €”*! by applying the discrete Gronwall’s inequality to

(A29) with 6t < 55:

n T
e+ 6 S VAT < Cexp((L = 8tC) )58 [ (fun(s)lBye + lua(s) P + Co)ds
0

q=0 (A.30)
< Co(1+C86t%)6t%, Y0 <n <m.
where Cs is independent of ¢ and Cj, can be defined as
T
Cy = Cexp(2) max(/ (lae($)%2 + uee(s)]2)ds, 1), (A.31)
0

and hence §t < % can be guaranteed by &t < C% In particular, (A.30) implies

e g, (563 IVAST )2 < \Jea(1 4 CRorR)st, Vo< n<m. (A32)

q=0
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Combining (A.11)) and (A.32), we obtain that for all VO < n < m and under the condition on §t in
(A.4]), we have

1@ e, (663 [VAGH2)? < \/Co(1 + C§6t2)5t + C < \/Co(1 + 1) + C = C. (A.33)

q=0
Note that H? C L, without loss of generality, we can adjust C' so that we have
lg(@ I, llg'(a ”H)H <C, ¥W0<n<m (A.34)

Step 3: estimate for |1 — ¢"1|. It follows from ) that the equation for the error {s/} can be

written as
7nn—i—l

E(an+1)
where h(u) = %—5 = —Au+ M — g(u) and truncation errors 77" is given in (3.47) with a bound given in

(13.49)).
Taking the sum of (A.35]) for n from 0 to m, since s = 0, we have

s — 5" = ot (| VAu(H)® — IVh(@ %) + 17, (A.35)

m +1 m
= (1A - Fraer VA1) + >
For [|VA[u(t")]|[2 — gy [VA(@™ )|, we have
prtl
VAL ]I ~ WHW@"“)HQI
prtl prtl

< IVAuE I - VAL H]IZ = [VA@" )|

E(’L_Ln+1) ‘ + E( n+1 “

=K'+ KS
For K7, it follows from , E(@"*1) > C > 0 and Theorem [1| that
Tn+1
n
Ky <Cl1- W\
,r.(tn-l—l) 7,,n-‘,—l prtl ,rn—i-l

B ]~ By T E

< C(|B[u(™)] - Ba™)| + IS"“I)-
For K%, it follows from (A.11)), (A.12), (A.33), (A.34), E(u"*!) > C > 0 and Theorem that
K3 < C||VR@")|? — VAl )|
< C|IVh(@™) = VafuE D] (IVA@ )| + [ VAl H]])
< COA+ VAT (VA + A[Ve | + IV (g(@™ ) — glu(t™ )]
< CC(|VAe™ | + Ve ) + CC|VAa" T |[|[VAe™ ™| + CC|[VAT" [ ve™ .
It then follows from , and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality that

wth)]  E(arth) ‘

n+1 n+1 n+1

5t > Ivau|ver| < (5t Y [vAa|st S |IVel|?)? < 0Oy /Ca(1 + Cot2)at,

q=1 q=1 q=1
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and n+1 n+1 n+1
5t S IVAu|VAel| < (5t [VAa|5t Y [vAel?) < 0C/Ca(l + CE6t2)dt.
q=1 qg=1 qg=1

For E[u(t"™!)] — E(u™*!), we have estimate (3.53).
Now, we are ready to estimate s™*1. Combine the estimate obtained above, leads to

Ey (ﬂq—H) + rat

1 m
—q+1y 12 q
E{@r) IvR@HIP]+ Y 177

q=0

|5 < 6ty |IVAfu(tt]|P -
q=0

<Oty [T+ CCotY e g + CCot Y [[VAIT

q=0 q=0 q=0
m+1 m—+1
+CC6t Y |[VAw||Vel| + CCot Y | VAR|||VAE (A.36)
q=1 g=1
tmtl

L o6t /0 (lue(s) 12 + lfage(s)]] 1) s

< Oty |sT + CCP6t (1) Ca(1 + C§ot2) + 1)

q=0
Finally, applying the discrete Gronwall’s inequality on (A.36) with 0t < % , we obtain the following

n+1.
|s" T < Cexp((1 — 6tC) 1) C?5t(1/ Ca(1 + C§t2) + 1)
(A.37)

< O30t (1/Co(1 + C83t2) +1),Y0 < n < m,

estimate for s

where (3 is independent of 6t and Cj, can be defined as
C3 := CC?exp(2). (A.38)

Thanks to (A.37)), we can define Cy and then prove (A.3) by following exactly the same procedure as
Step 3 in Theorem [3| with the condition

(A.39)

The induction process for (A.1]) is completed.

Finally, thanks to (A.32)), it remains to show |e™ 1| 52 < C6tF.
We derive from (A.33)) that

[l =@ |z < g™ = 1@ g2 < - 1IC (A.40)

On the other hand, (A.1) implies
It — 1] < C36t3. (A.41)
Then it follows from (A.32)), (A.40) and (A.41)) that
le™ % < 2le™ e + 2™ — a7
< 2C5(1 + C86t%)t% + 2C2CSatS.

To summarize, combine the condition (A.4) and (A.39) on dt, we obtain ||e™t!||2 < Ct with 5t <
The proof for the case k = 1 is complete.

_1
1+4C3
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