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Abstract

In this paper, in order to improve the spatial accuracy, the exponential integrator Fourier Galerkin method (EIFG)
is proposed for solving semilinear parabolic equations in rectangular domains. In this proposed method, the
spatial discretization is first carried out by the Fourier-based Galerkin approximation, and then the time integration
of the resulting semi-discrete system is approximated by the explicit exponential Runge-Kutta approach, which
leads to the fully-discrete numerical solution. With certain regularity assumptions on the model problem, error
estimate measured in H2-norm is explicitly derived for EIFG method with two RK stages. Several two and three
dimensional examples are shown to demonstrate the excellent performance of EIFG method, which are coincident
to the theoretical results.

Keywords: Semilinear parabolic equations, exponential integrator method, Fourier Galerkin method,
Runge-Kutta, error estimate

1. Introduction

The spectral method has become increasing popular in numerical solutions of partial differential equations
due to its high-order accuracy, see [11, 8, 22, 55, 7, 21, 54, 52, 25]. In the earlier work, the spatial variables are
discretized by the spectral method while the temporal variables are usually applied with finite difference scheme
for time-dependent partial differential equations. For instance, for phase field equations [9], linearized Naiver-
Stokes equations [20] and hyperbolic equations [59], temporal variables are discretized by semi-implicit scheme.
Semi-implicit schemes allow much larger time step sizes than explicit schemes [9] while maintaining higher
accuracy without increasing the computational work and memory space [59]. Moreover, the efficiency and stability
of the numerical schemes can be improved by some stabilization techniques [20], which enable us to develop better
solvers for stiff problems. However, when the exact solution is sufficiently smooth, the accuracy of the numrical
solution would be limited by the accuracy of finite difference scheme in time. In recent years, the spectral method
and finite element method in time has been applied to temporal discretization. As for the finite element temporal
discretization, Shen Jie and Wang Lilian have proposed a new space-time spectral method based on a Legendre-
Galerkin method in space and a dual-Petrov-Galerkin formulation in time [56]. The method is of great efficiency
due to the Fourier-like basis functions are orthogonal with respect to L2 and H1-norms. Moreover, the method
combined with single or multi-interval Legendre Petrov-Galerkin method in time is presented in [61] and the
corresponding optimal error estimate in L2-norm is derived. The h-p version of the finite element method for both
time and space variables is also addressed in [3] with eigenvalue decomposition. As for the spectral temporal
discretization, Hillel Tal-Ezer [60] has presented a pseudospectral explicit scheme for solving linear, periodic
problems, which has infinite accuracy both in time and in space. For solving nonlinear problems, temporal single-
interval and multi-interval Legendre-Gauss-Radau collocation method is developed in [65]. In the past few years,
many scholars have extensively explored the application of spectral method and applied it to various problems,
such as singular eigenvalue problems [46], fractional Laplacian problems [42, 31, 58, 62, 70, 2], Allen-Cahn
problems [35], high-order problems [73], mixed inhomogeneous boundary value problems [68], quadrilateral
domains [69], triangle domains [51], and so on.

Furthermore, based on the Jacobi interpolation approximations [24], Jacobi-weighted Sobolev spaces have
been constructed and the spectral method can also be applied to equations with Dirichlet boundary condition
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[22, 23, 4]. The error analysis for mapped Jacobi spectral methods and Fourier-Legendre and Fourier-Hermite
spectral-Galerkin methods has been derived in [64, 72]. Besides Legendre interpolations, spatial approximation
is always realized by Chebyshev [53, 5] or Hermite interpolations [1, 45, 47]. Meanwhile, Legendre-based and
Chebyshev-based spectral method can also be applied to hyperbolic equations [57].

Exponential time differencing (ETD) method [12, 6] is an exponential integrator-based method and has been
widely used in engineering and scientific computing due to its great efficiency and stability in handling stiff
semilinear systems. ETD method first approximates the nonlinear part using polynomial interpolation and then
performs exact integration on the resulting integrands. The evaluations of the products of matrix exponentials and
vectors are usually implemented with Krylov subspace method [16], and some researches in [15, 74, 36] have
tried to imporve the efficiency with various techniques. Also, the stability property in L2 and L∞ norms have been
established mainly with the help of maximum bound principle [14]. Moreover, a series of consistency and order
conditions were systematically developed for exponential Runge-Kutta method based on the theory of semigroup
[49, 27, 28, 29, 44]. Additionally, the stability has been enhanced in [14, 37, 48] and the application areas have
been broadened in [30, 32, 33, 50, 66].

In this paper, we propose an efficient exponential integrator Fourier Galerkin method (EIFG) to solve the
semilinear parabolic equation with periodic boundary conditions,

ut = D∆u + f (t, u,∇u), x ∈ Ω, 0 ≤ t ≤ T, (1.1)

whereΩ is an open rectangular domain in Rd (d ≥ 1), T > 0 is the duration time,D > 0 is the diffusion coefficient,
u(t, x) is the unknown function and f (t, u,∇u) is the reaction term. EIFG method first discretes the spatial variables
with Fourier-based Galerkin to obtain a semi-discrete (in space) system. Then it applies the explicit Runge-Kutta
approach to approximate the time integration and achieves the fully-discrete scheme. The error estimate derived
in H2-norm is rigorous with hidden constants are independent of the spatial mesh size and temporal step size. In
one aspect, the spatial accuracy can be obtained by discussing the accuracy of Fourier approximation, which is
mainly depend on the regularity of exact solution. In another aspect, the temporal accuracy can be estimated by
following the similar arguments in [27, 34] since the fully-discrete system can be regarded as a finite dimensional
evolution equation. To the best of our knowledge, the work presented in this paper is the first study on combining
exponential integrator in time and Fourier Galerkin method in space, which provides explicit fully-discrete error
estimates for general parabolic equations and improves the spatial accuracy significantly in [34].

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. The EIFG method is first proposed in Section 2, and the fully-
discrete error analysis is given in Section 3. In Section 4, various numerical experiments are carried out to validate
the theoretical results and demonstrate the excellent performance of the EIFG method. Finally, some including
remarks are drawn in Section 5.

2. The exponential integrator Fourier Galerkin method

In this section, we first develop the exponential integrator Fourier Galerkin method (abbreviated as EIFG)
for solving (1.1) with periodic boundary conditions. First of all, some standard notations are proposed for later
provement. For a given bounded Lipschitz domainΩ ⊂ Rd and nonnegative integer s, denote Hs(Ω) as the standard
Sobolev spaces on domain Ω with norm ∥ · ∥s,Ω and semi-norm | · |s,Ω, and the corresponding L2-inner product is
(·, ·)Ω. Also, we denote Hs

p(Ω) as the subspace of Hs(Ω), which consists of functions with derivatives of order up
to s − 1 being periodic. The corresponding norm of space Hs

p(Ω) is ∥ · ∥s,Ω and ∥v∥k,∞,Ω = ess sup|α|≤k ∥D
αv∥L∞(Ω)

for any function v such that the right-hand side term makes sense, where α = (α1, · · · , αd) is a multi-index and
|α| = α1 + · · · + αd. Generally speaking, we omit the subscript for simplicity if there is no confusion. For a non-
negative integer ℓ, the set of all polynomials on Ω with the total degree at most ℓ are denoted as Pℓ(Ω). Moreover,
given two quantities a and b, a ≲ b is the abbreviation of a ≤ Cb, where the hidden constant C is positive and
independent of the mesh size; a ≂ b is equivalent to a ≲ b ≲ a.

Consider the rectangular domain Ω ∈ Rd and assume Ω̄ :=
d∏

i=1
[ai, bi]. Then we focus on the semilinear

parabolic equation with periodic boundary condition and an initial configuration u0 ∈ Hm
p (Ω), that is

ut = D∆u + f (t, u,∇u), x ∈ Ω, 0 ≤ t ≤ T,

u(0, x) = u0(x), x ∈ Ω,
u(t, x)|xi=ai = u(t, x)|xi=bi , 1 ≤ i ≤ d, 0 ≤ t ≤ T,

(2.1)

where T ≥ 0 is the terminal time. For convenience, we always assume thatD = 1.
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2.1. Semi-discretization in space by Fourier Galerkin approximation

Given a positive even number N j, we construct a one-dimensional Fourier approximation space for [a j, b j] as

X j
N j

(a j, b j) = span
{
ϕk

j(x j)
∣∣∣∣ − N j

2
≤ k ≤

N j

2
− 1
}
,

where ϕk
j(x j) = eik

bj−aj
2π xj is the k-th basis function of X j

N j
(a j, b j) and i =

√
−1 is the imaginary number. By using

the tensor product of all above Fourier approximation spaces, we can obtain the Fourier approximation space for
Ω as follows:

XN := X1
N1

(a1, b1) ⊗ · · · ⊗ Xd
Nd

(ad, bd)

= span
{
ϕk1

1 (x1) · · · ϕkd
d (xd)

∣∣∣∣ − N1

2
≤ k1 ≤

N1

2
− 1, · · · ,−

Nd

2
≤ kd ≤

Nd

2
− 1
}
.

(2.2)

It’s obvious that XN ⊂ Hm
p (Ω). Define N = max1≤n≤d Nn as the number of spatial meshes of the corresponding

uniformly rectangular partition TN for generating XN . For the forthcoming error analysis, we assume the order
of polynomials in each direction is of the same magnitude, i.e., N ≂ Nn for ∀ 1 ≤ n ≤ d. For brevity, denote
ΛN = [−N1

2 ,
N1
2 − 1] × · · · × [−Nd

2 ,
Nd
2 − 1], k = (k1, · · · , kd) and ϕk(x) = ϕ1

k1
(x1) · · · ϕd

kd
(xd), where k ∈ ΛN . Then

the approximate function uN(x) for u(x) can be regarded as the truncated Fourier series

uN(x) =
∑
k∈ΛN

ûN,kϕk(x). (2.3)

Then by using the Fourier Galerkin formulation, the Fourier approximation in space for (2.1) is to find uN ∈

L2(0,T ; XN) such that (uN,t, vN) + a(uN , vN) = ( f (t, uN ,∇uN), vN), ∀vN ∈ XN , 0 ≤ t ≤ T,

uN(0) = PNu0,
(2.4)

where the bilinear operator a(·, ·) is defined by

a(wN , vN) =
∫
Ω

D∇wN · ∇vN dx, ∀wN , vN ∈ XN , (2.5)

and PN : L2(Ω)→ XN is the L2-orthogonal projection operator and fulfills the property

(PNv − v,w) = 0, ∀ w ∈ XN . (2.6)

It’s easy to show, using the similar arguments in Theorem 2.1 in [55] that PN is stable with respect to L2-norm
and H1-norm, i.e., ∥PNu∥0 ≲ ∥u∥0 and ∥PNu∥1 ≲ ∥u∥1 for any u ∈ H1

p(Ω). For convenience, we map the interval
[ai, bi] to [0, 2π] through the coordinate transform in each direction:

yi =
xi − ai

bi − ai
2π, i = 1, · · · , d.

Denote by ûN the vector of the expansion coefficients of (2.3). Let k̃i =
2πki
bi−ai

, i = 1, · · · , d and k̃ = (k̃1, · · · , k̃d),
where ki is the element of k. Due to the orthogonality property of basis functions in XN , for any k ∈ ΛN , we can
derive a set of ODEs for ûN , (̂uN,k)t + |̃k|2ûN,k =

(
P̂N f̂ (t, uN ,∇uN)

)
k
, x ∈ Ω,

ûN,k(0) =
(
P̂N û0

)
k
, x ∈ Ω,

(2.7)

where P̂N is the truncation operator on the frequency space XN and satisfies that P̂N û = {̂u}k∈ΛN . For convience in
the forthcoming analysis, we abbreviate k̃ as k. It’s obvious that for any u ∈ H1

p(Ω), ∥P̂N û∥ℓ2 ≲ ∥̂u∥ℓ2 , where ∥ · ∥ℓ2

is the ℓ2-norm for the tensor, i.e., for any tensor a = {ak}k∈ΛN , we have

∥a∥2
ℓ2 =

1
|ΛN |

∑
k∈ΛN

|ak|
2.
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2.2. Semilinear explicit exponential integrator in time
The time interval [0,T ] is divided into NT > 0 subintervals [tn, tn+1], n = 0, · · · ,NT − 1 with τn = tn+1 − tn > 0

being the time step size at tn. Denote {e−tLN }t≥0 as the semigroup on XN with the infinitesimal generator (−LN).
For brevity, we define u(t) := u(t, ·), uN(t) := uN(t, ·) and g(t, u(t)) := f (t, u(t),∇u(t)). By the Duhamel formula,
the semi-discrete solution ûN,k of the problem (2.7) can be equivalently expressed as

ûN,k(tn+1) =e−τn |k|2 ûN,k(tn) +
∫ τn

0
e−(τn−σ)|k|2

(
P̂N ĝ(tn + σ, uN(tn + σ))

)
k

dσ, (2.8)

It’s worthy to note that the first term at the right side of the formula (2.8) implies an operator L̂N in the
frequency space, which is exactly the multiplier {|k|2}k∈ΛN , that is

(L̂N ûN)k = |k|2ûN,k, ∀ k ∈ ΛN .

Denote LN : XN → XN as the induction operator of L̂N . Then due to the definition of bilinear operator a(·, ·) in
(2.5), we can derive that

a(wN , vN) = (LNwN , vN), ∀ wN , vN ∈ XN . (2.9)

By the Rayleigh representation theorem and Parseval identity, we can easily derive that the eigenvalues of LN

satisfy that

0 ≤ λ(LN) ≲
(N

2

)2
. (2.10)

Denote ûn
N as the fully-discrete numerical solution at time tn and un

N as the inverse Fourier transformation result
of ûn

N , i.e., un
N = ifft(̂un

N). Applying the consistent explicit exponential Runge-Kutta method [29] to approximating
the integral of semi-discrete solution, then we propose the following EIFG method, that is for n = 0, · · · ,NT − 1,
i = 1, · · · , s,

ûn+1
N,k = e−τn |k|2 ûn

N,k + τn
s∑

i=1
bi(−τn|k|2)(Ĝni)k, (2.11a)

(Ûn,i)k = e−ciτn |k|2 ûn
N,k + τn

i−1∑
j=1

ai j(−τn|k|2)(Ĝn j)k, (2.11b)

(Ĝn j)k =
(
P̂N ĝ(tn + c jτn,Un, j)

)
k
, (2.11c)

where Uni = ifft(Ûni), the interpolation nodes c1, · · · , cs are s different nodes selected in [0, 1] and the weights are
denoted as: 

bi(−τn|k|2) =
∫ 1

0
e−τn(1−θ)|k|2 li(θ) dθ, i = 1, · · · , s

ai j(−τn|k|2) =
1
τn

∫ ciτn

0
e−(ciτn−τ)|k|2 l j(τ) dτ, i = 1, · · · , s, j = 1, · · · , i − 1,

(2.12)

where {li(θ)}si=1 are the Lagrange interpolation polynomials

li(θ) :=
s∏

m=1,m,i

θ − cm

ci − cm
, i = 1, · · · s.

The above fully-discrete scheme (2.11) is referred as the exponential integrator Fourier Galerkin (EIFG)
method. Moreover, the first-order Euler exponential scheme (i.e., the number of RK stages s = 1) is formulated as

ûn+1
N,k = e−τn |k|2 ûn

N,k + τnφ1(−τn|k|2)
(
P̂N ĝ(tn, un

N)
)

k
, (2.13)

which is abbreviated as EIFG1. If the number of RK stages s = 2, then the two interpolation nodes are taken as
c1 = 0 and c2 ∈ (0, 1] and the two-stage second-order exponential Runge-Kutta scheme is expressed as

ûn+ 1
2

N,k = e−τn |k|2 ûn
N,k + c2τnφ1(−c2τn|k|2)

(
P̂N ĝ(tn, un

N)
)

k
,

ûn+1
N,k = e−τn |k|2 ûn

N,k + τn

((
φ1(−τn|k|2) −

1
c2
φ2(−τn|k|2)

)(
P̂N ĝ(tn, un

N)
)

k

+
1
c2
φ2(−τn|k|2)

(
P̂N ĝ(tn + c2τn, u

n+ 1
2

N,k )
)

k

)
,

(2.14)

4



which is abbreviated as EIFG2.
Fully-discrete error analysis of (2.13) and (2.14) will be carefully studied in Section 3. For higher order (≥ 3)

explicit exponential Runge-Kutta schemes, more complicated order conditions are needed and interested reader
can refer to [27] for details.

3. Convergence analysis for exponential integrator Fourier Galerkin method

In order to illustrate the convergence of EIFG method, we first reformulate (2.11) in the operator form:

ûn+1
N = e−τn L̂N ûn

N + τn
s∑

i=1
bi(−τnL̂N)Ĝni, (3.1a)

Ûn,i = e−ciτn L̂N ûn
N + τn

i−1∑
j=1

ai j(−τnL̂N)Ĝn j, i = 1, · · · , s (3.1b)

Ĝn j = P̂N ĝ(tn + c jτn,Un, j), i = 1, · · · .s. (3.1c)

According to the definition of L̂N , we can derive that the eigenvalues of L̂N satisfy

0 ≤ λ(L̂N) ≲
(N

2

)2
. (3.2)

We will first give some preparation assumptions and lemmas for later analysis, which have been derived in
[34]. Then by following the similar arguments of [27, 63, 43], we will derive the semi-discrete error and fully-
discrete error respectively for semilinear parabolic equation (2.1) equipped with periodic boundary condition.
Moreover, we always assume d ≤ 3 from now on.

In addition, since the operator LN is symmetric and positive definite, according to the Parseval indentity, we
can establish an important relation between norms ∥ · ∥m (m=0, 1, 2) and the norm ∥ · ∥ℓ2 ,

∥v∥1 ≂ ∥L
1
2
Nv∥0 ≂ ∥L̂

1
2
N v̂∥ℓ2 , ∥v∥2 ≂ ∥LNv∥0 ≂ ∥L̂N v̂∥ℓ2 , ∀v ∈ XN . (3.3)

3.1. Some preliminary lemmas

We first present some fundamental estimates for the semigroup
{
e−tLN
}
t≥0

, which are important for the error
analysis of EIFG method and will be used frequently later on.

Lemma 3.1. [34]

(i) For any given parameter γ ≥ 0, it holds

∥e−tLN ∥0 + ∥tγLγNe−tLN ∥0 ≲ 1, ∀ t > 0,∀ N > 0. (3.4)

(ii) For any given parameter 0 ≤ γ ≤ 1, it holds∥∥∥∥tLγN n−1∑
j=1

e− jtLN

∥∥∥∥
0
≲ 1, ∀ t > 0,∀ N > 0. (3.5)

(iii) For any given parameter 0 ≤ γ ≤ 1, it holds

∥ϕ(−tLN)∥0 + ∥tγLγNϕ(−tLN)∥0 ≲ 1, ∀ t > 0,∀ N > 0, (3.6)

where ϕ(−tLN) = bi(−tLN) or ϕ(−tLN) = ai j(−tLN), i, j = 1, · · · , s.

Proof. Due to the orthogonality property of basis functions in XN , we can easily know LN is a linear symmetric
operator on XN and its eigenvalues satisfy condition (3.2). Therefore, we obtain

∥e−τLN ∥0 ≲ 1. (3.7)

Similar as the derivation of Lemma 3.1 in [34], LN is a symmetric operator on XN , so is τγLγNe−τLN . Thus it holds

∥τγLγNe−τLN ∥0 = max
λ∈λ(LN )

|(τλ)γe−τλ|. (3.8)

5



Let us consider an auxiliary function g(x) = xγe−x for x ≥ 0. The derivative with respect to x is g′(x) = xγ−1e−x(γ−
x), so the maximum of g(x) is taken at x = γ, which implies

g(x) ≤ γγe−γ, ∀ x ≥ 0. (3.9)

Combination of (3.9) with (3.8) immediately gives us ∥τγLγNe−τLN ∥0 ≤ γγe−γ, which together with (3.7) then
directly deduces (3.4).

Following the similar arguments of Lemma 3.1 in [34], (3.5) and (3.6) can be easily derived by using the
eigenvalue estimate (3.2) of LN . Therefore, we will omit the details of provement.

Similar to [63], we introduce the mild growth condition for the function f and some regularity conditions
required for the exact solution u(t) in order to carry out convergence and error analysis of EIFG method.

Assumption 3.1. The function f (t, ξ, η) and Dα f (t, ξ, η) grow mildly with respect to ξ and η for any |α| = 1, i.e.,
there exists a number p > 0 for d = 1, 2 or p ∈ (0, 2] for d = 3 such that∣∣∣∣∂ f

∂ξ
(t, ξ, η)

∣∣∣∣ ≲ 1 + |ξ|p,
∣∣∣∣∂ f
∂η

(t, ξ, η)
∣∣∣∣ ≲ 1 + |η|p, ∀t, ξ, η ∈ R. (3.10a)∣∣∣∣∂Dα f

∂ξ
(t, ξ, η)

∣∣∣∣ ≲ 1 + |ξ|p,
∣∣∣∣∂Dα f
∂η

(t, ξ, η)
∣∣∣∣ ≲ 1 + |η|p, ∀t, ξ, η ∈ R. (3.10b)

Assumption 3.2. The function f (t, ζ,∇ζ) is sufficiently smooth with respect to t, ξ, η, i.e., for any given constant
K1,K2 > 0, it holds ∑

|α|≤2

∣∣∣∣Dα f (t, ξ, η)
∣∣∣∣ ≲ 1, ∀t ∈ [0,T ], ξ ∈ [−K1,K1], η ∈ [−K2,K2]. (3.11)

Assumption 3.3. The exact solution u(t) satisfies some of the following regularity conditions

sup
0≤t≤T

∥u(t)∥m,Ω ≲ 1, (3.12a)

sup
0≤t≤T

∥ut(t)∥0,∞,Ω ≲ 1, (3.12b)

sup
0≤t≤T

∥utt(t)∥0,∞,Ω ≲ 1, (3.12c)

where the hidden constants may depend on T and the parameter m has been defined in (2.1).

Now, we will propose the relation between the function f (t, u) and f̂ (t, u,∇u), which is very important for the
forthcoming analysis.

Lemma 3.2. Suppose that the function f satisfies Assumption 3.1, and the exact solution u(t) fulfills (3.12a) in
Assumption 3.3 with m ≥ 2. Then f̂ and f are locally-Lipschitz continuous in a strip along the exact solution u(t),
i.e., for any given constant R > 0,

∥ f̂ (t, v,∇v) − f̂ (t,w,∇w)∥0 ≲ ∥v − w∥2, (3.13a)
∥ f (t, v,∇v) − f (t,w,∇w)∥1 ≲ ∥v − w∥2, (3.13b)

for any t ∈ [0,T ] and v,w ∈ Hm
p (Ω) satisfying

max{∥v − u(t)∥2, ∥w − u(t)∥2} ≤ R,

where the hidden constant in (3.13a) may depend on R.

Proof. As for (3.13a), recalling the derivation of Lemma 3.2 in [34], we can easily derive the above conclusion
with minor modifications if the inequality

∥ f̂ (t, v,∇v) − f̂ (t,w,∇w)∥20 ≲
∫
Ω

(1 + |v|p)2|v − w|2 dx +
∫
Ω

(1 + |w|p)2|v − w|2 dx

+

∫
Ω

(1 + |∇v|p)2|∇v − ∇w|2 dx +
∫
Ω

(1 + |∇w|p)2|∇v − ∇w|2 dx
(3.14)

6



is held. Now, we will prove the estimate (3.14).
Since the function f satisfies Assumption 3.1, we can obtain by the Lagrange mean value theorem,

∥ f̂ (t, v,∇v) − f̂ (t,w,∇w)∥2
ℓ2

=
( d∏

i=1

Ni

)−1 ∑
k∈ΛN

∣∣∣∣( f̂ (t, v,∇v) − f̂ (t,w,∇w)
)

k

∣∣∣∣2
=
( d∏

i=1

Ni

)−1 ∑
k∈ΛN

∣∣∣∣(∂ f
∂ξ

(t, ζ,∇ζ)(v − w) +
∂ f
∂η

(t, ζ,∇ζ)(∇v − ∇w), eik·x
)∣∣∣∣2

=
( d∏

i=1

Ni

)−1 ∑
k∈ΛN

∣∣∣∣( 1
2π

∫
Ω

∂ f
∂ξ

(t, ζ,∇ζ)(v − w)e−ik·x dx +
1

2π

∫
Ω

∂ f
∂η

(t, ζ,∇ζ)(∇v − ∇w)e−ik·x dx
)∣∣∣∣2

≲
( d∏

i=1

Ni

)−1 ∑
k∈ΛN

( ∫
Ω

∣∣∣∣∂ f
∂ξ

(t, ζ,∇ζ)
∣∣∣∣2|v − w|2 dx +

∫
Ω

∣∣∣∣∂ f
∂η

(t, ζ,∇ζ)
∣∣∣∣2|∇v − ∇w|2 dx

)
≲
( d∏

i=1

Ni

)−1( ∫
Ω

(1 + |ζ |p)2|v − w|2 dx +
∫
Ω

(1 + |∇ζ |p)2|∇v − ∇w|2 dx
)

≲
∫
Ω

(1 + |ζ |p)2|v − w|2 dx +
∫
Ω

(1 + |∇ζ |p)2|∇v − ∇w|2 dx,

where ζ(x) = θ(x)v(x) + (1 − θ(x))w(x) for some θ(x) ∈ [0, 1]. Therefore, it’s clear that

∥ f̂ (t, v,∇v) − f̂ (t,w,∇w)∥2
ℓ2 ≲
∫
Ω

(
1 + |v|p

)2
|v − w|2 dx +

∫
Ω

(
1 + |w|p

)2
|v − w|2 dx

+

∫
Ω

(
1 + |∇vp

)2
|∇v − ∇w|2 dx +

∫
Ω

(
1 + |∇w|p

)2
|∇v − ∇w|2 dx,

which implies that the inequality (3.14) is held. Then the locally-Lipschitz continuity of f̂ can be easily obtained
by following the similar arguments of Lemma 3.2 in [34]. In the same way, (3.13b) can also be obtained.

3.2. Semi-discrete error estimate

In this subsection, we will derive the semi-discrete error estimate of EIFG method. Notations are same as that
have been defined in Section 2. According to the definition in (2.6), the L2-orthogonal projector can be further
reformulated as: for any u ∈ L2(Ω),

PNu =
∑
k∈ΛN

ûkϕk.

The following lemmas have readily come from [8, 7].

Lemma 3.3. For m ≥ 2 and v ∈ Hm
p (Ω), we have

∥v − PNv∥2 ≲ N2−m∥v∥m. (3.15)

Define the elliptic projection ΠN : H1
p(Ω)→ XN such that

a(ΠNu − u, v) = 0, ∀ v ∈ XN . (3.16)

Then we have the following continuity and coercivity.

Lemma 3.4. For the bilinear form defined in (2.5), we can derive that

a(u, v) ≤ |u|1|v|1, ∀ u, v ∈ H1
p(Ω), (3.17a)

a(v, v) = |v|21, ∀ v ∈ H1
p(Ω). (3.17b)
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Denote j = ( j1, · · · , jd), 0 ≤ ji ≤ Ni, i = 1, · · · , d and x j = (x j1
1 , · · · , x

jd
d )T . Define IN : H1

p(Ω) → XN as the
interpolation operator on XN such that

INu =
∑
k∈ΛN

ũkϕk, ũk =
( d∏

i=1

Ni

)−1 ∑
j∈ΛN

u(x j)ϕk(x j).

The following lemmas have readily come from [22, 8].

Theorem 3.1. The exact solution u(t) fulfills (3.12a) in Assumption 3.3 and m > d
2 , then it holds

∥INu − u∥l ≲ N l−m|u|m, 0 ≤ l ≤ m.

Theorem 3.2 (Inverse inequality for Fourier space). For any u ∈ XN and 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞,

∥u∥m ≲ Nm−k∥u∥k, m ≥ 1, 0 ≤ k ≤ m.

Until now, we have proposed some preliminary lemmas for semi-discrete error estimate. Define ρ := u −
ΠNu, θ := ΠNu − uN . Later, we will give the semi-discrete error estimate for EIFG method. Rewritting the
semi-discrete error u − uN as a sum of two following terms

u − uN = (u − INu) + (INu − uN). (3.18)

The following theorem shows the standard estimate for ρ and ρt, which has been widely presented in many
literatures, such as [63, 43].

Theorem 3.3. Assume the exact solution u(t) fulfills (3.12a) in Assumption 3.3. Then the following estimates are
held.

∥ρ(t)∥0 + N−1∥ρ(t)∥1 ≲ N−m sup
0≤η≤T

∥u(η)∥m, ∀ t ∈ [0,T ], (3.19a)

∥ρt(t)∥0 + N−1∥ρt(t)∥1 ≲ N−m sup
0≤η≤T

∥ut(η)∥m, ∀ t ∈ [0,T ]. (3.19b)

Following the similar arguments of Theorem 14.2 in [63], we derive the semi-discrete error for EIFG method.

Theorem 3.4. Suppose that the function f satisfies Assumptions 3.1 and 3.2, and the exact solution fulfills (3.12a)
in Assumption 3.3. There exists a constant N0 > 0 such that if the number of spatial mesh N ≥ N0, then

∥u(t) − uN(t)∥0 + N−1∥u(t) − uN(t)∥1 ≲ N−m, ∀ t ∈ [0,T ], (3.20)

where the hidden constant is independent of N.

Proof. Applying χ ∈ XN to (2.4), we can derive that

(θt, χ) + (∇θ,∇χ)
=(uN,t, χ) − (ΠNut, χ) + (∇uN ,∇χ) − (∇ΠNu,∇χ)
=( f (t, uN ,∇uN), χ) − (ΠNut, χ) − (∇u,∇χ)
=( f (t, uN ,∇uN) − f (t, u,∇u), χ) − (ρt, χ). (3.21)

Then we will derive ∣∣∣∣( f (t, uN ,∇uN) − f (t, u,∇u), θ)
∣∣∣∣ ≲ ∥uN − u∥0∥∇θ∥0. (3.22)

(i) When d ≤ 2, due to the norm equivalence, we have

∥θ∥0,q,Ω ≲ ∥θ∥0, ∀ 2 < q < ∞. (3.23)

According to Hölder inequality and (3.23), taking q−1 + (q′)−1 = 1, then∣∣∣∣( f (t, uN ,∇uN) − f (t, u,∇u), θ)
∣∣∣∣

≲∥ f (t, uN ,∇uN) − f (t, u,∇u)∥0,q′,Ω∥θ∥0,q,Ω
≲∥ f (t, uN ,∇uN) − f (t, u,∇u)∥0,q′,Ω∥∇θ∥0.
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Applying Hölder inequality again, since the function f satisfies the Assumption 3.1, we can derive that

∥ f (t, uN ,∇uN) − f (t, u,∇u)∥q
′

0,q′,Ω

≲
∫
Ω

|uN − u|q
′

(1 + |u| + |uN | + |∇u| + |∇uN |)pq′ dx

≲
( ∫
Ω

|uN − u|2 dx
) q′

2
( ∫
Ω

(1 + |u| + |uN | + |∇u| + |∇uN |)pq′r dx
) 1

r

≲∥uN − u∥q
′

0

(
1 + ∥uN∥0,r,Ω + ∥u∥0,r,Ω + ∥∇uN∥0,r,Ω + ∥∇u∥0,r,Ω

)pq′
,

where r = 2pq
q−2 . For a proper q > 0, we have 2 < r < ∞, then ∥uN∥0,r,Ω ≲ ∥∇uN∥0. Furthermore, since u(t) fulfills

(3.12a) in the Assumption 3.3, due to the norm equivalence on XN , we can derive that

∥ f (t, uN ,∇uN) − f (t, u,∇u)∥0,q′,Ω ≲ ∥uN − u∥0
(
1 + ∥∇uN∥0

)p
.

Later, we will prove that when N is sufficiently large, ∥∇uN∥0 is bounded. Inserting χ = 2θt into (3.21), we can
derive that

(θt, 2θt) + a(θ, 2θt) =
(

f (t, uN ,∇uN) − f (t, u,∇u), 2θt

)
− (ρt, 2θt). (3.24)

Then (3.24) can be reformulated as

d
dt
∥∇θ∥20 = ( f (t, uN ,∇uN) − f (t, u,∇u), 2θt) − (θt + ρt, 2θt)

≤ ∥ f (t, uN ,∇uN) − f (t, u,∇u)∥20 + ∥ρt∥
2
0. (3.25)

By using the estimation of ρ in (3.19a), since the function f satisfies the Assumption 3.1, (3.25) can be
rewritten as

d
dt
∥∇θ∥20 ≲∥ f (t, uN ,∇uN) − f (t,ΠNu,∇(ΠNu))∥2 + N2−2m

+ ∥ f (t,ΠNu,∇(ΠNu)) − f (t, u,∇u)∥2. (3.26)

As for the estimation of ∥ f (t,ΠNu,∇(ΠNu)) − f (t, u,∇u)∥0, since the function f is mild growth (can also see
the Assumption 3.1) and the estimation of ∥∇ρ∥0 in (3.19a), we can obtain that

∥ f (t,ΠNu,∇(ΠNu)) − f (t, u,∇u)∥20

≲
∫
Ω

(
1 + |ΠNu| + |∇ΠNu|

)2p
|ΠNu − u|2 dx

≲
( ∫
Ω

ρq dx
) 2

q
( ∫
Ω

(1 + |ΠNu| + |∇(ΠNu)|)r dx
) 2p

r

=∥ρ∥20,q,Ω

∥∥∥∥1 + ΠNu + ∇(ΠNu)
∥∥∥∥2p

0,r,Ω

≲∥∇ρ∥20 ≲ N2−2m, (3.27)

where the last two inequality uses the fact that when 2 < r < ∞, ∥ρ∥0,q,Ω ≲ ∥∇ρ∥0, ∥ΠNu∥0,r,Ω ≲ ∥∇(ΠNu)∥0 ≲ 1
and ∥∇(ΠNu)∥0,r,Ω ≲ ∥∇(ΠNu)∥0 ≲ 1.

As for the estimation of ∥ f (t, uN ,∇uN)− f (t,ΠNu,∇ΠNu)∥0, following the similar arguments of (3.27), we can
derive that

∥ f (t, uN ,∇uN) − f (t,ΠNu,∇(ΠNu))∥20
≲∥∇θ∥20∥1 + uN + ∇uN∥

2p
0,r,Ω

≲∥∇θ∥20
(
1 + ∥∇uN∥0

)2p
. (3.28)

According to the definition of elliptic projector ΠN in (??), we can know that

∥∇(ΠNu)∥0 ≲ ∥∇u∥0 ≲ 1. (3.29)
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Inserting (3.29) into (3.28), we can obtain that

∥ f (t, uN ,∇uN) − f (t,ΠNu,∇(ΠNu))∥20

≲∥∇θ∥20
(
1 + ∥∇θ∥0 + ∥∇(ΠNu∥0)

)2p

≲∥∇θ∥20
(
1 + ∥∇θ∥0

)2p
. (3.30)

Let t̄N ∈ [0,T ] is sufficiently large such that ∥∇θ∥0 ≤ 1 when t ∈ [0, t̄N]. Then,

d
dt
∥∇θ∥20 ≲ ∥∇θ∥20 + N2−2m.

Then, for constants C1,C2 independent of t̄N , we have

∥∇θ∥0 ≤ C1eC2 t̄N N1−m ≲ N1−m,

Therefore, we have finished the error estimate for ∥∇θ∥0 in (3.20).
In the same way, we can derive that, for the whole time interval [0,T ],

∥∇θ∥0 ≤ 1, ∀ N ≥ N0.

Therefore,
∥∇uN∥0 ≤ ∥∇(ΠNu)∥0 + ∥∇θ∥0 ≲ 1,

which implies that ∥∇uN∥0 is uniformly bounded on [0,T ]. Thus, when d = 2, (3.22) is held.
(ii) When d = 3. Taking q = 6, then for r = 6, we have ∥χ∥0,r,Ω ≲ ∥∇χ∥0. Since p ≤ 2, we have r = 2pq

q−2 =

3p ≤ q, and the following analysis is similar to d = 2. Thus, (3.22) is also held for d = 3.
Taking χ = θ, (3.21) can be rewritten as

1
2

d
dt
∥θ∥20 ≲ ∥θ∥20 + ∥ρ∥

2
0 + ∥ρt∥

2
0

Since (3.22) is held, then by using the estimation of ∥ρ∥0, ∥ρt∥0 in (3.19a)-(3.19b), we can derive that

∥θ∥0 ≲ N−m.

Combining with the estimation of ρ, θ and triangle inequality, we can obtain that

∥u(t) − uN(t)∥0 + N−1∥u(t) − uN(t)∥1
≲∥u(t) − ΠNu∥0 + ∥ΠNu − uN(t)∥0
+ N−1∥u(t) − ΠNu∥1 + N−1∥ΠNu − uN∥1 ≲ N−m.

Theorem 3.5. Assume the exact solution u(t) fulfills (3.12a) in Assumption 3.3 with m ≥ 2. Then the following
error estimate is held,

∥u(t) − uN(t)∥2 ≲ N2−m, ∀ t ∈ [0,T ],

where the hidden constant is independent of N.

Proof. By using the triangle inequality,

∥u(t) − uN(t)∥2 ≤ ∥u(t) − INu(t)∥2 + ∥INu(t) − uN(t)∥2, (3.31)

where IN is the interpolation operator on XN .
Recalling the Theorem 3.1, we can derive the interpolation error as follows:

∥u − INu∥2 ≲ N2−m∥u∥m. (3.32)

With the help of the Theorem 3.2, Theorem 3.3 and Lemma 4.3 in [43], we can derive that

∥INu(t) − uN(t)∥2 ≲ N∥INu(t) − uN(t)∥1
≤ N∥INu(t) − u(t)∥1 + N∥u(t) − uN(t)∥1
≲ N2−m. (3.33)

Inserting (3.32) and (3.33) to (3.31), we can easily derive the conclusion.
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3.3. Fully-discrete error estimate
In this subsection, we will derive the fully-discrete error estimate of EIFG method. For simplicity, we will

assume the time partition is uniform, i.e., ∆t = τ0 = · · · = τNT−1 and tn = n∆t. Let uN(t) be the solution of the
semi-discrete (in space) problem (2.7) (or (2.8)), and {̂un

N} be the fully-discrete solution produced by the EIFG
method (3.1) and un

N = ifft(̂un
N). For the error between the exact solution u(t) and the fully-discrete solution {un

N}

measured in the H2-norm, we will derive the error into two parts. By the triangle inequality,

∥u(tn) − un
N∥2 ≤ ∥u(tn) − uN(tn)∥2 + ∥uN(tn) − un

N∥2, (3.34)

and the semi-discrete error has been proposed in Theorem 3.4. Then we will focus on the estimate of ∥uN(tn)−un
N∥2

by following the similar arguments of [28, 27, 34].
According to our previous work [34], it’s crucial to remove the dependence of the hidden constants on N (the

number of spatial meshes) in estimating ∥uN(tn)− un
N∥2. In order to achieve this goal, we convert the semi-discrete

solution uh(tn+1) (n = 0, 1, · · · ,NT − 1) into the sum of the following two parts for further analysis:

ûN(tn+1) = e−∆tL̂N ûN(tn) +
∫ ∆t

0
e−(∆t−σ)L̂N P̂N ĝ(tn + σ, uN(tn + σ)) dσ

= e−∆tL̂N ûN(tn) +
∫ ∆t

0
e−(∆t−σ)L̂N P̂N ĝ(tn + σ, u(tn + σ)) dσ

+

∫ ∆t

0
e−(∆t−σ)L̂N

(
P̂N ĝ(tn + σ, uN(tn + σ)) − P̂N ĝ(tn + σ, u(tn + σ))

)
dσ.

(3.35)

Define the following functions:
ψi(−∆tL̂N) = φi(−∆tL̂N) −

s∑
k=1

bk(−∆tL̂N) ci−1
k

(i−1)! , i = 1, · · · , s,

ψ j,i(−∆tL̂N) = φ j(−ci∆tL̂N)c j
i −

i−1∑
k=1

aik(−∆tL̂N) c j−1
k

( j−1)! , i, j = 1, · · · , s.
(3.36)

We also denote g(k)(t, u(t)) = dk

dtk g(t, u(t)) = dk

dtk f (t, u(t),∇u(t)) as the k-th full differentiation of g with respect to t
and ĝ(k) is the Fourier transformation result of g(k), i.e., ĝ(k) = fft(g(k)). By comparing (3.35) with the fully-discrete
scheme (3.1), we then obtain

ûN(tn + ci∆t) = e−ci∆tL̂N ûN(tn) + ∆t
i−1∑
j=1

ai j(−∆tL̂N)

·P̂N ĝ(tn + c j∆t, u(tn + c j∆t)) + δ̂ni, (3.37)

ûN(tn+1) = e−∆tL̂N ûN(tn) + ∆t
s∑

i=1
bi(−∆tL̂N)

·P̂N ĝ(tn + ci∆t, u(tn + ci∆t)) + δ̂n+1, (3.38)

where the defect terms {̂δni}
s
i=1 and δ̂n+1 are respectively given by

δ̂ni =
r∑

j=1
∆t jψ j,i(−∆tL̂N)P̂N ĝ( j−1)(tn, u(tn)) + δ̂[r]

ni ,

δ̂n+1 =
r∑

i=1
∆tiψi(−∆tL̂N)P̂N ĝ(i−1)(tn, u(tn)) + δ̂[r]

n+1,

with the remainders δ̂[r]
ni and δ̂[r]

n+1 defined respectively by

δ̂[r]
ni =

∫ ci∆t

0
e−(ci∆t−τ)L̂N

∫ τ

0

(τ − σ)r−1

(r − 1)!
P̂N ĝ(r)(tn + σ, u(tn + σ)) dσ dτ

− ∆t
i−1∑
k=1

aik(−∆tL̂N)
∫ ck∆t

0

(ck∆t − σ)r−1

(r − 1)!
P̂N ĝ(r)(tn + σ, u(tn + σ)) dσ

+

∫ ci∆t

0
e−(ci∆t−σ)L̂N

(
P̂N ĝ(tn + σ, uN(tn + σ)) − P̂N ĝ(tn + σ, u(tn + σ))

)
dσ,
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δ̂[r]
n+1 =

∫ ∆t

0
e−(∆t−τ)L̂N

∫ τ

0

(τ − σ)r−1

(r − 1)!
P̂N ĝ(r)(tn + σ, u(tn + σ)) dσ dτ

− ∆t
s∑

i=1

bi(−∆tL̂N)
∫ ci∆t

0

(ci∆t − σ)r−1

(r − 1)!
P̂N ĝ(r)(tn + σ, u(tn + σ)) dσ

+

∫ ∆t

0
e−(∆t−σ)L̂N

(
P̂N ĝ(tn + σ, uN(tn + σ)) − P̂N ĝ(tn + σ, u(tn + σ))

)
dσ.

Here r can be any nonnegative integers such that g(r)(t, u(t)) exists and is continuous. In the same way, the defect
terms defined on the time domain is shown as follows:

δni =
r∑

j=1
∆t jψ j,i(−∆tLN)PNg( j−1)(tn, u(tn)) + δ[r]

ni ,

δn+1 =
r∑

i=1
∆tiψi(−∆tLN)PNg(i−1)(tn, u(tn)) + δ[r]

n+1,

with the remainders δ[r]
ni and δ[r]

n+1 defined respectively by

δ[r]
ni =

∫ ci∆t

0
e−(ci∆t−τ)LN

∫ τ

0

(τ − σ)r−1

(r − 1)!
PNg(r)(tn + σ, u(tn + σ)) dσ dτ

− ∆t
i−1∑
k=1

aik(−∆tLN)
∫ ck∆t

0

(ck∆t − σ)r−1

(r − 1)!
PNg(r)(tn + σ, u(tn + σ)) dσ

+

∫ ci∆t

0
e−(ci∆t−σ)LN

(
PNg(tn + σ, uN(tn + σ)) − PNg(tn + σ, u(tn + σ))

)
dσ,

δ[r]
n+1 =

∫ ∆t

0
e−(∆t−τ)LN

∫ τ

0

(τ − σ)r−1

(r − 1)!
PNg(r)(tn + σ, u(tn + σ)) dσ dτ

− ∆t
s∑

i=1

bi(−∆tLN)
∫ ci∆t

0

(ci∆t − σ)r−1

(r − 1)!
PNg(r)(tn + σ, u(tn + σ)) dσ

+

∫ ∆t

0
e−(∆t−σ)LN

(
PNg(tn + σ, uN(tn + σ)) − PNg(tn + σ, u(tn + σ))

)
dσ.

In what follows, we will adopt the arguments proposed in [27] to bound ∥un
N − uN(tn)∥2. For brevity, let us

define ên = ûn
N − ûN(tn), en = un

N − uN(tn) and Êni = Ûni − ûN(tn + ci∆t), Eni = Uni − uN(tn + ci∆t) for i = 1, · · · , s.
Then we arrive at the following recurrence relations:

Êni = e−ci∆tL̂N ên + ∆t
i−1∑
j=1

ai j(−∆tL̂N)
(
P̂N ĝ(tn + c j∆t,Un j)

−P̂N ĝ(tn + c j∆t, u(tn + c j∆t))
)
− δ̂ni. (3.39)

ên+1 = e−∆tL̂N ên + ∆t
s∑

i=1
bi(−∆tL̂N)

(
P̂N ĝ(tn + ci∆t,Uni)

−P̂N ĝ(tn + ci∆t, u(tn + ci∆t))
)
− δ̂n+1, (3.40)

We first have the following result on the defect terms in (3.37) and (3.38).

Lemma 3.5. Given an integer r = 1 or 2. Suppose that the function f satisfies Assumptions 3.1 and 3.2, and the
exact solution u(t) fulfills (3.12a) and (3.12b) in Assumption 3.3. Suppose that u(t) additionally fulfills (3.12c) if
r = 2. Then for n = 0, · · · ,NT , i = 1, · · · , s, it holds that

∥δ[r]
ni ∥2 ≲ (∆t)r+1 sup

0≤η≤1
∥ f (r)(tn + η∆t, u(tn + η∆t),∇u(tn + η∆t))∥2 + N2−m, (3.41a)∥∥∥∥ n−1∑

j=0
e− j∆tLNδ[r]

n− j

∥∥∥∥
2
≲ (∆t)r sup

0≤t≤T
∥ f (r)(t, u(t),∇u(t))∥2 + N2−m. (3.41b)

Note that the above hidden constants are independent of N and ∆t.
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Proof. Recalling (3.4) in Lemma 3.1 and the relation (3.3), we have after some direct manipulations∥∥∥∥L̂N

∫ ci∆t

0
e−(ci∆t−τ)L̂N

∫ τ

0

(τ − σ)r−1

(r − 1)!
P̂N ĝ(r)(tn + σ, u(tn + σ)) dσ dτ

∥∥∥∥
ℓ2

≲ (∆t)r+1 sup
0≤τ≤ci∆t

∥e−(ci∆t−τ)LN ∥0 sup
0≤η≤1

∥L̂N P̂N ĝ(r)(tn + η∆t, u(tn + η∆t))∥ℓ2

≲ (∆t)r+1 sup
0≤η≤1

∥g(r)(tn + η∆t, u(tn + η∆t))∥2

≲ (∆t)r+1 sup
0≤η≤1

∥ f (r)(tn + η∆t, u(tn + η∆t),∇u(tn + η∆t))∥2,

(3.42)

where the last two inequality is due to that P̂N is ℓ2-stable. Similarly, we also have∥∥∥∥L̂N

∫ ∆t

0
e−(∆t−σ)L̂N

(
P̂N ĝ(tn + σ, uN(tn + σ)) − P̂N ĝ(tn + σ, u(tn + σ))

)
dσ
∥∥∥∥
ℓ2

≲
∥∥∥∥ ∫ ∆t

0
LNe−(∆t−σ)LN dσ

∥∥∥∥
0

sup
0≤η≤1

∥∥∥∥P̂N ĝ(tn + η∆t, uN(tn + η∆t))

− P̂N ĝ(tn + η∆t, u(tn + η∆t))
∥∥∥∥
ℓ2
.

(3.43)

In view of the similar arguments for proving Lemma 3.3, we have∥∥∥∥ ∫ ∆t

0
LNe−(∆t−σ)LN dσ

∥∥∥∥
0
= max

λ∈λ(LN )

∣∣∣∣ ∫ ∆t

0
λe−(∆t−σ)λ dσ

∣∣∣∣
≤ max

λ∈λ(LN )
|1 − e−∆tλ| ≲ 1.

(3.44)

Since PN is L2-stable and the function ĝ is locally-Lipschitz continuous (Lemma 3.2), we further obtain from
(3.43)-(3.44) and Theorem 3.4 that∥∥∥∥L̂N

∫ ∆t

0
e−(∆t−σ)L̂N

(
P̂N ĝ(tn + σ, uN(tn + σ)) − P̂N ĝ(tn + σ, u(tn + σ))

)
dσ
∥∥∥∥
ℓ2

≲ sup
0≤η≤1

∥P̂N ĝ(tn + η∆t, uN(tn + η∆t)) − P̂N ĝ(tn + η∆t, u(tn + η∆t))∥ℓ2

≲ sup
0≤η≤1

∥uN(tn + η∆t) − u(tn + η∆t)∥2 ≲ N2−m.

(3.45)

According to (3.6) in Lemma 3.1 and the similar arguments for deriving (3.42),

∥∥∥∥L̂N∆t
i−1∑
k=1

aik(−∆tL̂N)
∫ ck∆t

0

(ck∆t − σ)r−1

(r − 1)!
P̂N ĝ(r)(tn + σ, u(tn + σ)) dσ

∥∥∥∥
ℓ2

≲
∥∥∥∥∆t

i−1∑
k=1

aik(−∆tL̂N)
∫ ck∆t

0

(ck∆t − σ)r−1

(r − 1)!
L̂N

· P̂N ĝ(r)(tn + σ, u(tn + σ)) dσ
∥∥∥∥
ℓ2

≤ (∆t)r+1
i−1∑
k=1

∥aik(−∆tLN)∥0 sup
0≤η≤1

∥g(r)(tn + η∆t, u(tn + η∆t))∥2

≲ (∆t)r+1 sup
0≤η≤1

∥ f (r)(tn + η∆t, u(tn + η∆t),∇u(tn + η∆t))∥2.

(3.46)

Now, using the triangle inequality, the regularity assumptions for u(t) and f , and the estimates (3.42), (3.45)
and (3.46), we get

∥δ[r]
ni ∥2 ≲ (∆t)r+1 sup

0≤η≤1
∥ f (r)(tn + η∆t, u(tn + η∆t),∇u(tn + η∆t))∥2 + N2−m, ∀ i = 1, · · · , s, (3.47)

which leads to (3.41a). Also (3.41b) can be derived in the similar manner.
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Lemma 3.6. Suppose the function f satisfies Assumptions 3.1 and 3.2, and the exact solution u(t) fulfills (3.12a)-
(3.12b). If s ≥ 2, then it holds for any 0 ≤ n < NT ,

∥Eni∥2 ≲ ∥en∥2 + (∆t)2 sup
0≤η≤1

∥ f ′(tn + η∆t, u(tn + η∆t),∇u(tn + η∆t)∥2 + N2−m, ∀ i = 1, · · · , s, (3.48)

where the hidden constant is independent of N and ∆t.

Proof. According to the definition of ψ j,i in (3.36), we have by some manipulations that ψ1, j = 0, j = 1, · · · , s
when the EIFG method 3.1 is consistent. Therefore, the estimation of ∥δni∥2 can be converted to that of ∥δ[1]

ni ∥2.
Using the similar arguments for deriving the estimate (3.45) and (3.6) in Lemma 3.1, we have∥∥∥∥L̂N∆t

i−1∑
j=1

ai j(−∆tL̂N)
(
P̂N ĝ(tn + c j∆t,Un j) − P̂N ĝ(tn + c j∆t, u(tn + c j∆t))

)∥∥∥∥
ℓ2

≲
i−1∑
j=1
∥∆tLNai j(−∆tLN)∥0

· max
2≤ j≤i−1

∥P̂N ĝ(tn + c j∆t,Un j) − P̂N ĝ(tn + c j∆t, u(tn + c j∆t))∥ℓ2

≲ max
2≤ j≤i−1

∥P̂N ĝ(tn + c j∆t,Un j) − P̂N ĝ(tn + c j∆t, u(tn + c j∆t))∥ℓ2

≲ max
2≤ j≤i−1

∥En j∥2 + N2−m,

where the last inequality uses that ĝ is locally-Lipschitz continuous.
Note that ∥δ[1]

ni ∥2 is uniformly bounded for i = 1, · · · , s (see (3.41a) in Lemma 3.4 with r = 1). Recalling the
relation (3.39), we have by the triangle inequality that

∥Eni∥2 = ∥LN Êni∥ℓ2

≲ ∥L̂Ne−ci∆tL̂N ên∥ℓ2 + (∆t)2 sup
0≤η≤1

∥L̂N P̂N ĝ′(tn + η∆t, u(tn + η∆t))∥ℓ2 + N2−m

+
∥∥∥∥L̂N∆t

i−1∑
j=1

ai j(−∆tL̂N)
(
P̂N ĝ(tn + c j∆t,Un j) − P̂N ĝ(tn + c j∆t, u(tn + c j∆t))

)∥∥∥∥
ℓ2

≲ ∥en∥2 + (∆t)2 sup
0≤η≤1

∥g′(tn + η∆t, u(tn + η∆t))∥2 + N2−m + max
2≤ j≤i−1

∥En j∥2

≲ ∥en∥2 + (∆t)2 sup
0≤η≤1

∥ f ′(tn + η∆t, u(tn + η∆t),∇u(tn + η∆t))∥2 + N2−m + max
2≤ j≤i−1

∥En j∥2.

Finally (3.48) is obtained by recursively using the above inequality.

Theorem 3.6 (Error estimate for the EIFG2 scheme). Suppose that the function f satisfies Assumptions 3.1 and
3.2, and the exact solution u(t) fulfills (3.12a)-(3.12c) in Assumptions 3.1. There exists a constant N0 > 0 such
that if the number of spatial meshes N ≥ N0, then after Fourier transform, the numerical solution {un

N} produced
by EIFG2 scheme (2.14) satisfies

∥u(tn) − un
N∥2 ≲ (∆t)2 + N2−m, ∀ n = 1, · · · ,NT , (3.49)

where the hidden constant is independent of N and ∆t.

Proof. Recalling the definition of ψi in (3.36), we can check that ψ1(−∆tLN) = ψ2(−∆tLN) = 0, which implies
that δn+1 = δ

[2]
n+1 by Lagrangian interpolation theorem for s = 2. By (3.6) in Lemma 3.1, we have∥∥∥∥L̂N∆t

n−1∑
j=0

e−(n−1− j)∆tL̂N
s∑

i=1
bi(−∆tL̂N)

(
P̂N ĝ(t j + ci∆t,U ji) − P̂N ĝ(t j + ci∆t, u(t j + ci∆t))

)∥∥∥∥
ℓ2

≲
∥∥∥∥L̂N∆t

s∑
i=1

bi(−∆tL̂N)
(
P̂N ĝ(tn−1 + ci∆t,Un−1,i) − P̂N ĝ(tn−1 + ci∆t, u(tn−1 + ci∆t)

)∥∥∥∥
ℓ2

+
∥∥∥∥L̂N∆t

n−2∑
j=0

e−(n−1− j)∆tL̂N
s∑

i=1

(
P̂N ĝ(t j + ci∆t,U ji) − P̂N ĝ(t j + ci∆t, u(t j + ci∆t))

)∥∥∥∥
ℓ2

=: II1 + II2.

(3.50)
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Following the similar arguments for (3.45) in Lemma 3.6, since (3.5) and (3.6) in Lemma 3.1, we can obtain

II1 ≲
s∑

i=1

∥∥∥∥∆tLNbi(−∆tLN)
∥∥∥∥

0
max
1≤i≤s
∥P̂N ĝ(tn−1 + ci∆t,Un−1,i)

− P̂N ĝ(tn−1 + ci∆t, u(tn−1 + ci∆t))∥ℓ2

≲ max
1≤i≤s
∥P̂N ĝ(tn−1 + ci∆t,Un−1,i) − P̂N ĝ(tn−1 + ci∆t, u(tn−1 + ci∆t))∥ℓ2

≲ max
1≤i≤s
∥En−1,i∥2 + N2−m,

(3.51)

and

II2 ≲
∥∥∥∥∆tL

1
2
N

n−2∑
j=0

e−(n−1− j)∆tLN

∥∥∥∥
0

sup
0≤t≤T

∥∥∥∥L̂ 1
2
N

(
P̂N ĝ(t, u(t)) − P̂N ĝ(t, uN(t))

)∥∥∥∥
ℓ2

+
n−2∑
j=0
∆t
∥∥∥∥L 1

2
Ne−(n− j−1)∆tLN

∥∥∥∥
0

max
1≤i≤s

∥∥∥∥L̂ 1
2
N

(
P̂N ĝ(t j + ci∆t,U ji)

− P̂N ĝ(t j + ci∆t, uN(t j + ci∆t))
)∥∥∥∥
ℓ2

≲∆t
n−2∑
j=0

t−
1
2

n− j−1 max
1≤i≤s

∥∥∥∥L̂ 1
2
N

(
P̂N ĝ(t j + ci∆t,U ji)

− P̂N ĝ(t j + ci∆t, uN(t j + ci∆t))
)∥∥∥∥
ℓ2
+ N2−m

≲∆t
n−2∑
j=0

t−
1
2

n− j−1 max
1≤i≤s
∥E ji∥2 + N2−m.

(3.52)

With the help of the estimates (3.50), (3.51) and (3.52), it follows from the relation (3.40) and (3.41b) in
Lemma 3.4 (with r = 2) that

∥en∥2 ≲
∥∥∥∥L̂N∆t

n−1∑
j=0

e−(n−1− j)∆tL̂N
s∑

i=1
bi(−∆tL̂N)

(
P̂N ĝ(t j + ci∆t,U ji)

− P̂N ĝ(t j + ci∆t, u(t j + ci∆t))
)∥∥∥∥
ℓ2
+
∥∥∥∥L̂N

n−1∑
j=0

e− j∆tL̂Nδ[2]
n− j

∥∥∥∥
ℓ2

≲∆t max
1≤i≤s
∥En−1,i∥2 + ∆t

n−2∑
j=0

t−
1
2

n− j−1 max
1≤i≤s
∥E ji∥2

+ ∆t2 sup
0≤t≤T

∥ f (2)(t, u(t),∇u(t))∥2 + N2−m

≲∆t
n−1∑
j=0

t−
1
2

n− j−1 max
1≤i≤s
∥E ji∥2 + (∆t)2 + N2−m.

This combined with the estimation of ∥E ji∥2 in Lemma 3.6 and the discrete Gronwall inequality leads to

∥un
N − uN(tn)∥2 ≲ (∆t)2 + N2−m. (3.53)

Finally, the combination of (3.34), (3.20) and (3.53) immediately gives (3.49).

Remark 3.1. When the reaction term only depends on t and u(t), then the error estimate can be derived in H1-
norm and the corresponding spatial accuracy can be increased to order N1−m and the temporal accuracy is of
order ∆t2 for EIFG2 method, i.e.,

∥u(tn) − un
N∥1 ≲ (∆t)2 + N1−m, ∀ n = 1, · · · ,NT , (3.54)

and the above estimation can be easily derived by following similar arguments in [34].

Remark 3.2. The temporal convergence order of EIFG method can be improved when choosing s ≥ 3. But the
theoretical analysis will be quite complicated since the estimates of ∥en∥2 and ∥Eni∥2 will be coupled together.
We refer the reader to [27] for some details along this line, and rigorous error estimates of higher-order EIFG
schemes would be an interesting open question.
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4. Numerical experiments and applications

In this section, several numerical examples and applications are presented to illustrate the performance of the
proposed efficient EIFG method and then verify the convergent order of numerical scheme we have derived in
Section 3. All numerical experiments are done using Matlab on an Intel i5-8250U, 1.80GHz CPU laptop with
8GB memory. Specially, we choose the interpolation node c2 =

1
2 for EIFG2 method. Moreover, to illustrate the

great performance of EIFG, we also present numerical schemes with third-order temporal convergence, which are
abbreviated as EIFG3. The corresponding exponential Runge-Kutta tableau is shown in the Table 1 as [38], where

Table 1: The exponential Runge-Kutta tableau of EIFG3
0
1
2

1
2φ1,2

1
2

1
2φ1,3 − φ2,3 φ2,3

1 φ1,4 − 2φ2,4 0 2φ2,4

φ1 − 3φ2 + 4φ3 2φ2 − 4φ3 2φ2 − 4φ3 −φ2 + 4φ3

φ j,k = φ j(−ck∆tLN) and φ j = φ j(−∆tLN).

4.1. Convergence tests
We first verify the error estimation obtained in Theorem 3.6 for EIFG2 scheme and EIFG3 scheme at the

terminal time T . Since the reaction term in Example 4.1 and Example ?? are independent of ∇u, we only discuss
the numerical accuracy in H1-norm.

Example 4.1. In this example, the three-dimensional nonlinear reaction diffusion problem with periodic boundary
condition is shown as follows:ut = ∆u − u + f (t, x, y, z), (x, y, z) ∈ Ω, 0 ≤ t ≤ T

u(0, x, y, z) = x2(x − 1)2 sin(2πx)y2(y − 1)2 sin(2πy)z2(z − 1)2 sin(2πz), (x, y, z) ∈ Ω,

where Ω = [0, 1]3, f (t, x, y, z) is determined by the exact solution and the terminal time T = 1. The exact solution
is given by u(t, x, y) = e−t x2(x − 1)2 sin(2πx)y2(y − 1)2 sin(2πy)z2(z − 1)2 sin(2πz).

For the spatial accuracy tests, we run the EIFG2 scheme with fixed temporal partition NT = 4096 (i.e. ∆T =
T/NT = 1/4096) and uniformly refined spatial grids with Nx × Ny × Nz = 8 × 8 × 8, 16 × 16 × 16, 32 × 32 × 32
and 64 × 64 × 64, respectively, so it’s obvious that the temporal step size is much finer than spatial mesh size.
Meanwhile, for the temporal accuracy tests, we fix the spatial grids with Nx × Ny × Nz = 256 × 256 × 256, and
the temporal partitions are NT = 4, 8, 16, 32 for EIFG2 and EIFG3 method. All numerical results are reported in
Table 2, including the numerical errors measured in L2 and H1 norms and the corresponding convergence rates.
Observing from the numerical results, we can observe the roughly fourth-order spatial convergence with respect to
L2 norm as expected but a half order higher than third-order convergence in H1 norm. It’s also easy to observe the
second-order temporal convergence for EIFG2 scheme and third-order temporal convergence for EIFG3 scheme,
which coincide well with the error estimates derived in Theorem 3.6.

Table 3 reports the average CPU time costs (seconds) per iteration for the EIFG2 scheme and corresponding
growth factors along the refinement of the spatial mesh. All tests are run with fixed temporal partitions NT = 50.
The uniform spatial meshes are fixed with Nx×Ny×Nz = 16×16×16, 32×32×32, 64×64×64 and 128×128×128.
The results clearly show that the computational cost grows almost linearly along with the number of mesh nodes,
which matches well with the property of FFT and demonstrates the high efficiency of our EIFG method.

4.2. Mean Curvature Flow
Example 4.2. In this example, we consider the mean curvature flow problem [19, 13]. Let Ω = [−0.5, 0.5]d where
d > 1 denotes the dimension of the space. The problem we simulate is shown in the following:

ut = ∆u −
1
ϵ2 (u3 − u), x ∈ Ω, 0 ≤ t ≤ T,

u(0, x, y, z) = tanh
(R0 − ∥x∥0
√

2ϵ

)
, x ∈ Ω,

where R0 = 0.4 and the terminal time is taken to be T = 0.075.
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Table 2: Numerical results on the solution errors measured in the L2 and H1 norms and corresponding convergence rates for the EIFG2 and
EIFG3 schemes in Example 4.1.

NT Nx × Ny × Nz ∥un
N − u(Tn)∥0 CR ∥un

N − u(Tn)∥1 CR
Spatial accuracy tests for EIFG2

4096 8 × 8 × 8 7.8049e-08 - 1.2119e-06 -
4096 16 × 16 × 16 3.6115e-09 4.43 8.1247e-08 3.90
4096 32 × 32 × 32 2.0478e-10 4.14 6.8708e-09 3.56
4096 64 × 64 × 64 1.2213e-11 4.07 6.0627e-10 3.50

Temporal accuracy tests for EIFG2
4 256 × 256 × 256 1.2555e-07 - 1.6657e-06 -
8 256 × 256 × 256 2.9656e-08 2.08 3.9370e-07 2.08
16 256 × 256 × 256 7.1061e-09 2.06 9.4935e-08 2.05
32 256 × 256 × 256 1.6441e-09 2.11 2.2386e-08 2.09

Temporal accuracy tests for EIFG3
4 256 × 256 × 256 3.8449e-10 - 4.6395e-09 -
8 256 × 256 × 256 6.0865e-11 2.67 7.6455e-10 2.60
16 256 × 256 × 256 7.0733e-12 3.11 9.8254e-11 2.96
32 256 × 256 × 256 5.3509e-13 3.72 8.8474e-12 3.47

Table 3: The average CPU time costs (seconds) per iteration under different spatial meshes and corresponding growth factors with respect to
the number of mesh nodes for the EIFG2 scheme in Example 4.1

Nx × Ny × Nz NT Average CPU time Growth factor
cost per step

16 × 16 × 16 50 0.02715 -
32 × 32 × 32 50 0.22478 1.016
64 × 64 × 64 50 1.81191 1.004

128 × 128 × 128 50 14.01884 0.984

The above example has been widely used in many works, such as [9, 17, 18? , 67, 71]. Suppose the case
is equipped with periodic boundary condition, the problem describes the shrinking process of a circle in 2D or a
sphere in 3D. Denote R(t) as the radius of the circular region at time t in 2D and V(t) as the volume of the sphere
in 3D. It has been proved that when ϵ → 0, the theoretic limit radius Rlim(t) satisfies [71, 41]

dRlim

dt
=

1 − d
Rlim

.

Thus, we have

Rlim(t) =
√

R2
0 + 2(1 − d)t.

Correspondingly it holds that 
Vlim(t) = π(R2

0 − 2t), d = 2,

V
2
3

lim(t) =
(4
3
π
) 2

3 (R2
0 − 4t), d = 3.

We simulate all numerical tests with the interface thickness ϵ = 0.067, 0.075, respectively. Since there’s no
closed form for the exact solution, we only test the temporal accuracy and regard the solution obtained with finest
grids Nx × Ny = 2048 × 2048 as the approximate exact solution for temporal accuracy tests and denote the corre-
sponding radius as Rϵ . We fix the uniform spatial meshes with Nx × Ny = 2048× 2048 and the temporal partitions
NT = 32, 64, 128, 256 for EIFG2 method, and NT = 8, 16, 32, 64 for EIFG3 method. Also, the approximate exact
solution for temporal accuracy tests is obtained by finest temporal partitions NT = 1024. All numerical results are
shown in Table 4, including the radius error of the circle and the corresponding rates. We can also find the second-
order rate for EIFG2 scheme and third-order rate for EIFG3 scheme, which are consistent with the theoretical
results derived in Theorem 3.6. Moreover, we present the circle shrinking process in the 2D space, which are ob-
tained by simulating EIFG2 method with ϵ = 0.05,Nx × Ny = 2048 × 2048 and NT = 1024. For testing the sphere
shrinking process in the 3D space, we simulate the EIFG2 method with Nx×Ny×Nz = 256×256×256,NT = 1024
and set T = 3

√
2ϵ

. Observing from Figure 1 and Figure 2, we can obtain that the radius of circles and spheres are
both monotonically decreasing along the time interval.
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Table 4: Errors and convergence rates on the radius of the shrinking circle at the final time T of Example 4.2 by using EIFG2 and EIFG3
methods.

NT Nx × Ny ϵ = 0.067 ϵ = 0.075
|R − Rϵ | CR |R − Rϵ | CR

Temporal accuracy tests for EIFG2
32 2048 × 2048 1.3353e-02 - 6.1547e-03 -
64 2048 × 2048 3.9190e-03 1.77 1.6849e-03 1.87
128 2048 × 2048 1.0386e-03 1.92 4.4831e-04 1.91
256 2048 × 2048 2.6230e-03 1.99 1.1476e-04 1.97

Temporal accuracy tests for EIFG3
8 2048 × 2048 8.5600e-03 - 3.1555e-03 -

16 2048 × 2048 1.4073e-03 2.60 6.7503e-04 2.22
32 2048 × 2048 1.4168e-04 3.31 7.9937e-05 3.08
64 2048 × 2048 3.3353e-05 2.09 6.1505e-06 3.70

Figure 1: The shrinking circle at time t = 0, 1/4T, 1/2T, 3/4T,T (from left to right and top to bottom) produced by the EIFG2 scheme for
Example 4.4 when d = 2.
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Figure 2: The shrinking sphere at time t = 0, 1/4T, 1/2T, 3/4T,T (from left to right and top to bottom) produced by the EIFG2 scheme for
Example 4.4 when d = 3.

4.3. 3D Burgers equations

We now present the performance of the proposed EIFG method through numerical simulation of the 3D Burg-
ers equations. The problem we simulate is shown in the following:

Example 4.3. 
ut = ϵ∆u −

1
2

(
u2
)

x
, x ∈ Ω, 0 ≤ t ≤ T,

u(0, x, y, z) =
2ϵπ sin(πx)
2 + cos(πx)

, x ∈ Ω,

where Ω = [0, 2] × [0, 1] × [0, 1], ϵ = 0.1 and the terminal time is taken to be T = 2. The exact solution is given

by u(t, x, y, z) = 2ϵπe−π
2ϵt sin(πx)

2+e−π2ϵt cos(πx)
.

For the spatial accuracy tests, we run the EIFG3 scheme with fixed temporal partition NT = 512 (i.e. ∆T =
T/NT = 1/256) and uniformly refined spatial grids with Nx × Ny × Nz = 512 × 4 × 4, 1024 × 8 × 8, 2048 × 16 ×
16, 4096 × 32 × 32. Since the exact solution u(t, x, y, z) ∈ H∞p , the numerical error will decay rapidly with the
spatial grids refinement and we showed this fact in Figure 4.3. Meanwhile, for the temporal accuracy tests, we fix
the spatial grids with Nx ×Ny ×Nz = 1024× 8× 8, and the temporal partitions are NT = 4, 8, 16, 32 for EIFG2 and
NT = 2, 4, 8, 16 for EIFG3 method. All numerical results are reported in Table 5, including the numerical errors
measured in L2,H1 and H2 norms and the corresponding convergence rates. Observing from the numerical results,
we can observe the second-order temporal convergence for EIFG2 scheme and third-order temporal convergence
for EIFG3 scheme, which coincide well with the error estimates derived in Theorem 3.6. Furthermore, we present
the simulation process in Figure 4, which are obtained by EIFG3 method with Nx × Ny × Nz = 2048× 16× 16 and
NT = 512.

4.4. 3D Grain coarsening simulations

We now illustrate the performance of the proposed EIFG method through numerical simulation of the 3D
grain coarsening process. In particular, we only simulate EIFG2 scheme to obtain 3D phase structures for its solid
theoretical support.
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Table 5: Numerical results on the solution errors measured in the L2,H1 and H2 norms and corresponding convergence rates for the EIFG2
and EIFG3 schemes in Example 4.1.

NT Nx × Ny × Nz ∥un
N − u(Tn)∥0 CR ∥un

N − u(Tn)∥1 CR ∥un
N − u(Tn)∥2 CR

Temporal accuracy tests for EIFG2
4 1024 × 8 × 8 1.9992e-04 - 8.0954e-04 - 5.5000e-03 -
8 1024 × 8 × 8 3.9944e-05 2.32 1.4434e-04 2.49 9.2581e-04 2.57

16 1024 × 8 × 8 9.1424e-06 2.13 3.1039e-05 2.22 1.8965e-04 2.29
32 1024 × 8 × 8 2.2279e-06 2.11 7.3546e-06 2.08 4.3804e-05 2.11

Temporal accuracy tests for EIFG3
2 1024 × 8 × 8 1.0423e-04 - 3.8960e-04 - 3.2000e-03 -
4 1024 × 8 × 8 1.0587e-05 3.30 3.0752e-05 3.66 1.8480e-04 4.11
8 1024 × 8 × 8 9.5445e-07 3.47 2.6088e-06 3.56 1.3766e-05 3.75

16 1024 × 8 × 8 1.2234e-07 2.96 3.5376e-07 2.88 1.8923e-06 2.86

Figure 3: The evolutions of L2,H1-error and H2-error of the numerical solutions produced by the EIFG3 scheme along with the grid sizes in
Example 4.3.

Figure 4: The simulation process at time t = 0, 1/4T, 1/2T, 3/4T,T (from left to right and top to bottom) produced by the EIFG3 scheme for
Example 4.3.
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Example 4.4. We consider the grain coarsening process governed by the following 3D Allen-Cahn equation with
Flory-Huggins potential function:

ut = ϵ
2∆u +

θ

2
ln

1 − u
1 + u

+ θcu, (x, y, z) ∈ Ω, 0 ≤ t ≤ T,

where Ω = [0, 1]3. The initial data is generated by random numbers on each mesh node ranging from -0.9 to 0.9,
and the periodic boundary condition is imposed. This equation can be regarded as the L2 gradient flow of the
following energy function

E(u) =
∫
Ω

θ

2

(
(1 + u) ln(1 + u) + (1 − u) ln(1 − u)

)
−
θc

2
u2 +

ϵ2

2
|∇u|2 dx

and thus the energy monotonically decays along the time.

Suppose the interface thickness coefficient ϵ = 0.1 and Flory-Huggins potential parameters θc = 1.6, θ = 0.8.
This problem satisfies the maximum bound principle with the maximum bound value γ ≈ 0.9575, i.e., |u(t, x)| ≤ γ
for all x ∈ Ω and t ≥ 0 [10, 39]. We run the simulation until T = 20 with uniform refined spatial grids Nx =

Ny = Nz = 128 (h = 1/128) and temporal partitions NT = 8192 (i.e., ∆t = T/NT = 5/2048). Evolutions of the
supremum norm and the energy of the numerical solutions produced by EIFG2 scheme are plotted in Fig 5. We
observe that the maximum bound principle is well preserved and the energy also decays monotonically along the
time.

Figure 5: The evolutions of supremum norm (left) and energy (right) of the numerical solution produced by EIFG2 scheme for Example 4.4.

5. Conclusions

In this paper, we develop an efficient numerical scheme for solving semilinear parabolic equations taking
the form (1.1) in regular domains. The EIFG method is proposed for solving problems with periodic boundary
conditions. The fully discrete solution is obtained by first applying Fourier-based (EIFG) Galerkin method for
spatial discretization and then explicit exponential Runge-Kutta for temporal integration. We successfully derive
optimal error estimates in the H2-norm for EIFG method with two RK stages. Some numerical examples are also
presented to illustrate the accuracy and high efficiency of EIFG method. In addition, the numerical method and
corresponding error analysis framework developed in this paper also naturally enables us to further investigate the
localized ETD methods with solid theoretical support [40, 26].
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