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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 H>-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.
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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 L? and H'-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 L>-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 L? 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,

uy = DAu+ f(t,u,Vu), xe€Q, 0<t<T, (1.1)

where Q is an open rectangular domain in R?(d > 1), T > 0is the duration time, D > 0 is the diffusion coefficient,
u(t, x) is the unknown function and f(z, u, Vu) 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 H?-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 domain Q ¢ R? and nonnegative integer s, denote H*(Q) as the standard
Sobolev spaces on domain Q with norm || - || and semi-norm | - |; o, and the corresponding L*-inner product is
(-, )q. Also, we denote H IS,(Q) as the subspace of H*(Q), which consists of functions with derivatives of order up
to s — 1 being periodic. The corresponding norm of space H;(Q) is || - lls.o and [Vllg.co.0 = €88 SUPyy < 1DV L)
for any function v such that the right-hand side term makes sense, where @ = (a1, , @y) is a multi-index and
la| = @) + - -+ + a4. Generally speaking, we omit the subscript for simplicity if there is no confusion. For a non-
negative integer ¢, the set of all polynomials on Q with the total degree at most £ are denoted as P,({2). Moreover,
given two quantities @ 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 equivalenttoa < b < a.

_ d
Consider the rectangular domain Q € R? and assume Q := [][a;,b;]. Then we focus on the semilinear
i=1

parabolic equation with periodic boundary condition and an initial configuration uy € H;'(€), that is
ur = DAu+ f(t,u,Vu), xe€Q, 0<t<T,
u(0,x) = up(x), x€Q, 2.1
u(t, x)|x,v:a,v = u(t, x)lx,-:b,-’ 1<i<d, 0<t<T,

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

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

X (a, )—span¢(x)| —’sks&—l},
17T J 2 2
L bi-a .
where ‘f’];(x i) = ¢ % is the k-th basis function of X/V/_(a j»bj)and i = V-1 is the imaginary number. By using
the tensor product of all above Fourier approximation spaces, we can obtain the Fourier approximation space for
Q as follows:

Xy =Xy, (a1,b) ® -+ ® Xy (aq, ba)

N N N, N, (22)
= span{g (xn) -+ 0 ()|~ - Sk < 5= Lo —S <ke< -1,

It’s obvious that Xy C H;,"(Q). Define N = max<,<4 N, as the number of spatial meshes of the corresponding
uniformly rectangular partition 7 for generating Xy. For the forthcoming error analysis, we assume the order
of polynomials in each direction is of the same magnitude, i.e., N <~ N, for ¥V 1 < n < d. For brevity, denote

Ay =38 1 xox [=2, M 1) k= (K, k) and g (x) = ¢y, (x1) -~ ¢ (xq), where k € Ay. Then
the approximate function uy(x) for u(x) can be regarded as the truncated Fourier series
uy(x) = > Tinadilx). (2.3)
keAy

Then by using the Fourier Galerkin formulation, the Fourier approximation in space for (2.1) is to find uy €
L2(0, T; Xy) such that

(uny, vv) + auy, vy) = (f(t, uy, Vun),vy), Yoy € Xy, 0<t<T,
2.4)
un(0) = Pyuo,
where the bilinear operator a(-, -) is defined by
a(wy,vy) = f.DVWN -Vyydx, Vwy,vy € Xy, (2.5)
Q
and Py : L*(Q) — Xy is the L>-orthogonal projection operator and fulfills the property
Pyv=v,w)=0, VweXy. (2.6)

It’s easy to show, using the similar arguments in Theorem 2.1 in [55] that Py is stable with respect to L?-norm
and H'-norm, i.e., ||Pyull < lullo and [|Pyull; < |lull; for any u € H;(Q). For convenience, we map the interval
[a;, b;] to [0, 2] through the coordinate transform in each direction:

Xi — da;
yi=b

2r, i=1,---,d.

i~ ai

Denote by uy the vector of the expansion coefficients of (2.3). Let k = z”k Ji=1,---,d and k = (I?l JERRIN ~),
where k; is the element of k. Due to the orthogonality property of basis functlons in Xy, for any k € Ay, we can
derive a set of ODEs for uy,

(Un ) + |7‘;|27/ZN,k = (FN]?(E uy, VMN))k, x€Q,

N - 2.7)
MN,k(O) = (PNM())k, X € Q,

where Py is the truncation operator on the frequency space Xy and satisfies that Pyi = {1} kea,- FOr convience in
the forthcoming analysis, we abbreviate k as k. It’s obvious that for anyue H 1(Q) IIPNAng < |[ull2, where || - || 2
is the £2-norm for the tensor, i.e., for any tensor @ = {dg}kea,, We have

2
lalfy = = > lal’.
‘ |A |

keAyn
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2.2. Semilinear explicit exponential integrator in time

The time interval [0, T'] is divided into Ny > O subintervals [¢,,t,+1],n =0,--- ,Nr — 1 witht, =t,.,, -1, >0
being the time step size at #,. Denote {¢~""¥},5¢ as the semigroup on Xy with the infinitesimal generator (—Ly).
For brevity, we define u(t) := u(t, ), uy(t) := uy(t,-) and g(t, u(t)) := f(t, u(t), Vu(t)). By the Duhamel formula,
the semi-discrete solution uy 4 of the problem (2.7) can be equivalently expressed as

I .
’M\N,k(tn+1) =e_Tn|k‘27IN,k(t’1) + f e_(T"_u-)‘klz (PN’g\(tn + 0, MN(tn + U)))k do-’ (28)
0

It’s worthy to note that the first term at the right side of the formula (2.8) implies an operator Ly in the
frequency space, which is exactly the multiplier {Iklz}keAN, that is

(ZNﬁN)k = |k|2/lft\1v,k, YV keAy.

Denote Ly : Xy — Xy as the induction operator of ZN. Then due to the definition of bilinear operator a(-, -) in
(2.5), we can derive that
a(wn,vy) = (Lyww,vn), Y wy,vy € Xy. (2.9)

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

0<ALy) < (g)2 (2.10)

Denote u}, as the fully-discrete numerical solution at time 7, and u}, as the inverse Fourier transformation result
of uy,, i.e., uy, = ifft(u},). 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 forn = 0,--- , Ny — 1,
i=1,---,s,
ik = € o+ T 2 bk Gk 2.11a)
-5 ~T i_] —_
Ui = W@+ 1, %, aij(=Talk) G 2.11b)
=
Gk = (PNEU + €170, Un ), 2.11¢)
where U,; = ifft( ﬁn[), the interpolation nodes cy, - - - , ¢y are s different nodes selected in [0, 1] and the weights are
denoted as:

1
bi(—Talk*) = f IO L) dg, i=1,---,s
L e (2.12)
aij(_Tnlklz) [ f e—(c,’Tn—T)|k|2lj(T) dT, i = 1, cee S,j = 1’ “ee ,i_ 1’
Tn Jo

n

where {[;(0)}]_, are the Lagrange interpolation polynomials

s
0- Cm

1.(6) =

m=1,m#i

i=1,---s.
Ci—Cm

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

—r |k — _
TI](,T; = o Tl Wy + Tn(,ol(—Tn|k|2)(PNg(tn, u"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 =0and ¢; € (0, 1] and the two-stage second-order exponential Runge-Kutta scheme is expressed as

1 o —
7'ZI],i]Tk2 =e oIkl 7’Zn[\l,k + C2Tn§01(_C2T11|k|2)(PNg(tn, unN))k,

1 _ Ik 2y 1 IRV
g = ¢ (01 (Tlle?) = Za(mlkl?))(Prgln ), (2.14)

1 N a1
+ —a(=malkd )(PrgUn + eaTastly ), )
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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:

— s —_
/IZX/H _ e—TnLNav;v + 1, 3 bi(—=taLy)Gi, (3.1a)
i=1
_ _ i-1 -
Un,i = 6’76'.‘511‘/\,’1’77\] +Tp 2 aij(_TnLN)an’ i=1,---,s (3.1b)
=1
é\nj = FN?(tn +CjTy, U”s.f)’ = 1’ TS, (31C)

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

04T 5 (5) (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 Ly is symmetric and positive definite, according to the Parseval indentity, we

can establish an important relation between norms || - ||,, (m=0, 1, 2) and the norm || - ||,
1 —~1 —
IVl = LVl = ILgVlles IVl = ILavilo = IV, Vv € X (3.3)

3.1. Some preliminary lemmas

We first present some fundamental estimates for the semigroup {e"LN}pO, which are important for the error
analysis of EIFG method and will be used frequently later on. -

Lemma 3.1. [34]

(1) For any given parametery > 0, it holds

el + 1Ly ™ g S 1, V1> 0,¥ N >0, G4

(ii) For any given parameter O <y < 1, it holds

n—1 .
(228 e s visovN o (3.5)
=
(iii) For any given parameter O <y < 1, it holds
lp(—tL)llo + 17 Ly p(—tLy)llo S 1, V1> 0,Y N >0, (3.6)

where ¢(—tLy) = bi(=tLy) or ¢(—=tLy) = a;j(=tLy),i,j=1,---,s.

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

lle™lp < 1. (3.7)
Similar as the derivation of Lemma 3.1 in [34], Ly is a symmetric operator on Xy, so is TVLlyve‘TLN. Thus it holds
7Ly e ™ ¥lo = max |(r2)"e™™|. (3.8)

AeA(Ly)
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Let us consider an auxiliary function g(x) = x”e~* for x > 0. The derivative with respect to xis g’(x) = x*"le™*(y—
X), so the maximum of g(x) is taken at x = y, which implies

gx)<y’e™, VYx=0. (3.9)

Combination of (3.9) with (3.8) immediately gives us IITVL;’ve’TLNIIQ < yYe™?, 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 Ly. Therefore, we will omit the details of provement.
O

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

Assumption 3.1. The function f(t,&,n) and D® f(t, £, n) grow mildly with respect to & and n for any || = 1, i.e.,
there exists a number p > 0 for d = 1,2 or p € (0, 2] for d = 3 such that

9 d
Feen| steer. |Faen|sier, wener (3.100
oD oD
| 6f(t,§,n)’§l+|§|p, | f(t,g,n)|§1+|n|l’, Vi, & € R. (3.10b)
& on

Assumption 3.2. The function f(t,{, V) is sufficiently smooth with respect to t,&,n, i.e., for any given constant
K\, K, > 0, it holds

2

lar|<2

DU fwED| ST, Viel0.T]EE K, Kl € [-Ka, Kol. (G.11)

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

sup [[u®llno S 1, (3.12a)
0<t<T
sup [lu;(llo,co0 S 1, (3.12b)
0<t<T
sup [lux ()l S 1, (3.12¢)
0<t<T

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(¢, ) and ﬂt, u, Vu), 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 withm > 2. Then f and f are locally-Lipschitz continuous in a strip along the exact solution u(t),
i.e., for any given constant R > 0,

17, v, ¥v) = (it w, Yw)lly < [v = wih, (3.13a)
If v, Vv) = f(tw, Yl < [y = i, (3.13b)

Jorany t € [0,T] and v,w € H}(Q) satisfying
max({l[v — u(@®ll, lw — u@®)ll} < 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

17 (2, v, Vv) = ft, w, Vw)I2 < f (1+ )2y — wi dx + f (1 + WPy — wi? dx
Q Q
(3.14)
+ f (1 + [VvP)?|Vy — V] dx + f (1 + [Vw|]?)?|Vy — Vw]* dx
Q Q
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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,

1t v, Vv) = f(t,w, VW)

=( ]_i[ N)" D |(Fee v vy = Pt w, Vw))k‘z

keAy

N Y ‘ LV - w) + —f(t £, V(T = Tw), %)

1 keAyn

::lsm

i

5(

= ":a

1

1

:&.
2

5( f (1 +11PY* v — wi? dx + f (1 + VZIP2IVy - Vwf dx)
f (A + 2P v — wP dx + f (1 + |VZP)HVy — V] dx,

where £(x) = 0(x)v(x) + (1 — 6(x))w(x) for some 6(x) € [0, 1]. Therefore, it’s clear that

— — 5 2 ) 2 P
£t v, Vv) = f(t,w, Vw)II% gf(1+|v|!’) v —w| dx+f<1+|W|P> v —wl* dx
Q Q

2 2 2 2
+ | (1+197) Vv = VwPdx+ | (1+[9w) Vv - Vw dx,
Q Q

Z ‘ f Y 1,0,V = wye *F dx + — f OF (4. .90 (v - Vet dx)|2

N f|(9_§(t g, V§)| |V—W|2dx+f| f(t Z, Vg)' |VV—VW|2dx)
keAy

which implies that the inequality (3.14) is held. Then the locally-Lipschitz continuity of fcan 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

O

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 L?-orthogonal projector can be further

reformulated as: for any u € L*(Q),

PNM = Z it\kgﬁk.

keAy

The following lemmas have readily come from [8, 7].
Lemma 3.3. Form > 2 and v € H}}(Q), we have
v = Pavlly S N>Vl
Define the elliptic projection Iy : H ;(Q) — Xy such that
a(llyu —u,v) =0, VYveXy.
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) < luhvly, Yuve H,l,(Q),
a(v,v) = i, VveH\(Q.

(3.15)

(3.16)

(3.17a)
(3.17b)



Denote j = (ji, -+ ,ja),0 < ji < Nji=1,---,dand xj = (x{',--- ,xé’f)T. Define Iy : H},(Q) — Xy as the
interpolation operator on Xy such that

d

Iyu = Z Ugpr, U = (nNi)_l Z u(x;)Pr(x;).

keAy i=1 JEAN
The following lemmas have readily come from [22, §].

Theorem 3.1. The exact solution u(t) fulfills (3.12a) in Assumption 3.3 and m > %, then it holds
Myu = ully S N7"luly, 0 <1< m.
Theorem 3.2 (Inverse inequality for Fourier space). Foranyu € Xy and 1 < p < oo,
Nl S N Hllulls m =1, 0 <k <m.

Until now, we have proposed some preliminary lemmas for semi-discrete error estimate. Define p := u —
Hyu,0 := Iyu — uy. Later, we will give the semi-discrete error estimate for EIFG method. Rewritting the
semi-discrete error # — uy as a sum of two following terms

u—uy = w—Iyu)+ Uyu—uy). (3.18)

The following theorem shows the standard estimate for p and p,, 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.

lo@llo + Nl S N7 sup [, V1 €[0,T], (3.19a)
0<n<T
llo:®llo + N~ o0l S N7 Sup. lleee (D, Y2 €[0,T]. (3.19b)
<n<

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 Ny > 0 such that if the number of spatial mesh N > N, then

llu(®) = un®llo + N~ lu(@) — uy@ly SN, Vie€[0,T], (3.20)
where the hidden constant is independent of N.

Proof. Applying y € Xy to (2.4), we can derive that

(61, x) + (VO,Vy)
=(uns, x) — yug, x) + (Vuy, Vy) = (Vyu, Vy)
=(f(t,un, Vun), x) — Uyug, x) — (Vu, Vy)
=(f(t,un, Vuy) = f(t,u, Vi), x) = (01, X)- (3.21)

Then we will derive
(f(t,un, Vuy) = f(t,u, Vu), 0)| S lluy — ullollV6llo. (3.22)

(1) When d < 2, due to the norm equivalence, we have
Allog.0 < N6, V2 <g<oo. (3.23)
According to Holder inequality and (3.23), taking g~! + (¢’)™! = 1, then

(f(t’ Un, VMN) - f(l9 u, Vl/l), 9)

S un, Vun) = £t u, Villo.g 2llfllo.g0
SN un, Vun) = f(t,u, Villo.g 2l Vo
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Applying Holder inequality again, since the function f satisfies the Assumption 3.1, we can derive that

£ Gt uy, Vuen) = £, Vol
< f luy — ul? (1 + |ul + lun| + [Vl + [Vuy P4 dx
Q

e 1
(| ey =l dx)* (| (1l + luy] + [Vl + [Vuy )" dx)’
Q Q

g rq’
Sy = ullg (1+ lunllo.re + lullo.ro + IVunllora + [ Vallora)
where r = 224

q-2

. For a proper ¢ > 0, we have 2 < r < oo, then |luyllo,.0 < |[Vunllo. Furthermore, since u(r) fulfills
(3.12a) in the Assumption 3.3, due to the norm equivalence on Xy, we can derive that

P
£t un, Vuy) = £t Vi)llog.a S luy = ullo(1 + [IVullo)

Later, we will prove that when N is sufficiently large, ||[Vuylly is bounded. Inserting y = 26, into (3.21), we can
derive that

(020,) + a(6,26,) =(f(t, uy, Vuy) = f(t,u, Vu), 26))

— (04, 26,). (3.24)
Then (3.24) can be reformulated as

d
Envené = (f(t, un, Vuy) — f(t,u, Vu),26,) — (6, + p;, 26,)
< |If(t, un, Vuy) = £t u, V)5 + llodl5.-

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

d
Envené SIft, uy, Vuy) = £t Ty, V(Iyw))|? + N>72"
+ |12, Ty, V(IDyu)) — f(t, u, Vu)|. (3.26)

As for the estimation of || f(¢, [Iyu, V(Ilyu)) — f(¢, u, Vu)||o, since the function f is mild growth (can also see
the Assumption 3.1) and the estimation of ||Vpl|p in (3.19a), we can obtain that

12, Ty, V(TTyw) = f (2,1, Vu)llg

2
< f (1 + Myul + [VTyal) " Myae = f? dx
Q

< fQ o7 dx)%( fg (1 + |Hyu| + [V(Iyu)]) dx)ZTp

2 2
=lolf |1 + Tvae + V(T
SIVpllg < N2, (3.27)
where the last two inequality uses the fact that when 2 < r < oo, [lpllog.a < IVpllo, IMyulloro S IVIIvw)llo S 1
and [[VIIywllor0 S IVAINWlo < 1.

As for the estimation of || f(¢, un, Vun) — f (¢, Illyu, VIIyu)||o, following the similar arguments of (3.27), we can
derive that

(2, un, Vun) = £, Tyu, VD)3
SIVORIL + wy + Vunlly?

2p
SIVOIR(1 + IVunllo) "

(3.28)
According to the definition of elliptic projector Ily in (??), we can know that

IVIywllo < [Vullo S 1.

(3.29)
9



Inserting (3.29) into (3.28), we can obtain that
£ (2, un, Vun) = £t Ty, VIyu)l
2
SIVAR(1 -+ 11V8llo + IV (Tyuell))”

2p
SIVolig(1 +11v6llo) ™ (3.30)

Let iy € [0, T] is sufficiently large such that ||V6||y < 1 when ¢ € [0, fy]. Then,
d
51765 S V6l + N2

Then, for constants Cy, C, independent of 7y, we have
IVOllg < Ce2v NI < N

Therefore, we have finished the error estimate for ||V6)||o in (3.20).
In the same way, we can derive that, for the whole time interval [0, T'],

IVOllo <1, VN=N,.
Therefore,
IVunllo < IVAIyw)llo + IVOllo S 1,

which implies that [|Vuy/|o is uniformly bounded on [0, T']. Thus, when d = 2, (3.22) is held.
(i1)) When d = 3. Taking g = 6, then for r = 6, we have ||xllo,.0 < [IVxllo. Since p < 2, we have r = ;’%g =
3p < g, and the following analysis is similar to d = 2. Thus, (3.22) is also held for d = 3.

Taking y = 6, (3.21) can be rewritten as
1d
2dr

Since (3.22) is held, then by using the estimation of ||o|o, [|o¢|lo in (3.192)-(3.19b), we can derive that

2 2 2 2
el < Nell + llellg + lloxlly

6llo < N7
Combining with the estimation of p, 6 and triangle inequality, we can obtain that
llu(r) = un(@)llo + N~ lu(r) = un (@)l
Sllu(®) = Hyullo + IMyu — un@llo
+ N7 lu(®) = Tyudly + N~ Myu = i S N7
O

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,
llu(®) = un®lla S N, V1el0,T],

where the hidden constant is independent of N.
Proof. By using the triangle inequality,
llu(?) = un@ll2 < llu(@) = Inu@ll2 + 1vu®) — un(@ll2, (3.31)

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

llu = Inully S N> llull- (3.32)
With the help of the Theorem 3.2, Theorem 3.3 and Lemma 4.3 in [43], we can derive that

lnu(t) — un@lla S Nllyu(t) — un @)l
< NlliZyu(®) — u(®ll + Nllu(?) — un(@lh
< NF (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., At = 79 = --- = 7y,-1 and ¢, = nAt. Let uy(¢) be the solution of the
semi-discrete (in space) problem (2.7) (or (2.8)), and {i[;’v} be the fully-discrete solution produced by the EIFG
method (3.1) and u}, = ifft(u}). For the error between the exact solution u() and the fully-discrete solution {u},}
measured in the H?-norm, we will derive the error into two parts. By the triangle inequality,

llu(tn) = uyll> < llu(tn) = un(@)llz + llun(t2) — uylla, (3.34)

and the semi-discrete error has been proposed in Theorem 3.4. Then we will focus on the estimate of |luy(t,) —u}|l2
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 [lux(z,) — u}|l>. In order to achieve this goal, we convert the semi-discrete
solution uy(t,+1) (n = 0,1,--- , Ny — 1) into the sum of the following two parts for further analysis:

At -
Tyen) = €Tt + [ TP, + ot + o)) do
0
At -
= NI (1) + f e WINPT, + o, ulty, + o) do (3.35)
0
At — .
+ f ™A (Prg(ty + 0 u (ty + 0) = Py gty + 0, u(ty + ) do
0
Define the following functions:

— — N — c/'fl .
Yi(=ArLy) = ¢i(-AtLy) — kg} b(—AILN) G, i= 1,008,
_ i L (3.36)
Y i(—AILy) = @ (—ciAtLy)c] — kgl ap(=AtLy) Gy g = Lo
We also denote g®(z, u(f)) = g—tkk g(t,u(n) = g—tkk f(t, u(r), Vu(t)) as the k-th full differentiation of g with respect to ¢
and g is the Fourier transformation result of g®, i.e., g% = fft(g¥). By comparing (3.35) with the fully-discrete

scheme (3.1), we then obtain

’u\N(tn + c;At)

— i-1 —
e NN (1) + At Y, aij(~AtLy)
j=1
PNE(ty + AL Uty + C;AD) + 5y, (3.37)
eMIVG (1) + At S bi(—AiLy)

i=1

PN&(ty + CiAL u(ty + CiAD) + Ons1, (3.38)

Un(thr1)

where the defect terms {gni}le and 5,,“ are respectively given by

z ALY (~AILy) PN gD (1, ulty)) + 01}

m’

Ope1 = 21 ALY (~AtLy)PNG Dt ulty)) + 0V,

with the remainders ’g[r] and ¢ ’Tr] , defined respectively by

c;iAt . T (T _ O_)r—l -
3 = f e (@ADL oD PNg" (ty + o ulty + o) dor dr
0 0 -

At At —
_A;Z ai(~ArLy) f (C" g? PNg "ty + oy u(ty + o)) do

c,At - .
+ f MmO (Py gty + o un(ty + ) = Prglty + 0 ulty + 0))) dor
0

11



=i Yoty [ S
(5’:;_1 :f e_( =Ly WPN?r)(tn + 0, I/t(ln + 0')) dodr
0 0 -

ciAt
i lA _ r—
_ Ath( AfLy) f (cit ;')), PNty + o, ulty + o)) dor

At o -
+ f e (Pt + 0 u(ty + 0) = Pyglty + o ulty + 7)) dor.
0

Here r can be any nonnegative integers such that g (¢, u(1)) exists and is continuous. In the same way, the defect
terms defined on the time domain is shown as follows:

Oni = z AP (~AtLy)PrgI ™ (1, u(ty)) + 617,

Ont1 ZAt Wi(=AtLy)Prg D (1, ulty)) + 6V

with the remainders 63[,] and 6,[1’_1] defined respectively by

C;Al ) T (T _ O_)r—]
65;] = f e_(LiAt_T)LN f WPNg(r)(tn +o,u(t, + 0))dodr
0 0 -

crAt At — r—1
— At Z aix(— AtLN)f (ck 10)-? Png"(t, + o, u(t, + o)) do

C,At
+ f e~ (Cir=a)Ly (PNg(tn + o, un(t, + 0)) — Pyg(t, + o, u(t, + 0'))) do-
0
_ r—1
s = f (ALY f @ ‘Tl))' Prng™(ty + o, ult, + o)) dor dr

c;At IA _
—Ath( AtLy) f (ciar ;), Prg®(t, + o, ult, + o)) dor

At
+ f e_(A’_‘T)LN(PNg(tn + 0, un(ty, + 0)) — Pyg(ty + o, u(t, + 0'))) do.
0

In what follows, we will adopt the arguments proposed in [27] to bound |lu}, — un(t,)|l2. For brevity, let us
definee, =, — Uy (), ey = '}, — un(ty) and E,; = Ui —Uin(ty + ¢iAL), Eyi = Ui — un(ty + ;A fori =1, -+ 5.
Then we arrive at the following recurrence relations:

— i—1 — —
E, = eiciAtLNle\n + At Z aij(—AtLN)(PN§(tn + CjAl‘, Unj)
J=1

—PNgUty + AL Uty + CjAD)) = 5y (3.39)
G = NG, 4 Ar z bi(~ALy)(Pyg(ts + ciAL, Uy)
—PNgUty + ciht, u(ty + ¢iAD)) = 601, (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 (3.12¢) if
r=2. Thenforn=0,--- ,Np,i=1,---,s, it holds that

611112 < (A" sup |f Oty + nAtL, ult, + nAD), Vult, + nAd)ll, + N>, (3.41a)
0<n<1
” z emitnglr) ' < (A sup |10, u(e), Vu@)ll + N> (3.41b)
0<t<T

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

- ciAt . T _ r—1 .
“LN f e~ (GADLy %PN’Q’)(;” + o, u(t, + 0))do d‘r” ,
0 r—

S @A™ sup lem @M=ty sup |[LyPrg" (ty + nAt ulty, + nAD)le
0<7<c;At 0<n<l (3 42)

< (AN sup llg?(t, + nAt, u(t, + nAn)l
0<n<l

< (™! Sup 17t + AL u(t, + nAD, Vu(t, + nAn)l,
<n<l

where the last two inequality is due to that Py is (%-stable. Similarly, we also have

At o _
% f e (Pl + 0 (ty + @) = Pl + o, ulty + o) dor|

0
< Hf Lye A=oly do-H sup PNg(t,, + nAt, uy(t, + nAr)) (3.43)
0 0 0<p<i

— Png(ty + nAt, u(t, + nAr)) -

In view of the similar arguments for proving Lemma 3.3, we have

At At
” f Lye Aoty dO’” = max f Ae” B
0 0 A€A(Ly) (344)
< max [1-e® < 1.

A€A(Ly)

Since Py is L*-stable and the function g is locally-Lipschitz continuous (Lemma 3.2), we further obtain from
(3.43)-(3.44) and Theorem 3.4 that

Al o .
[ f OO Pyt + 0 un iy + ) — PNty + 0 ully + 0)))
0

< sup [IPNg(ty + AL uy(t, + A1) = Pygt, + 1AL u(t, + nAD)||z2 (3.45)
0<n<1

< sup llun(ty + A0 = u(t, + nAdll S N
0<p<1

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

“LNNZ ai(~ArLy) kaAt (et _IO)T Nty + o, ulty, + ) do—ng

! (ckAt -o)

N

<[l S - |
k=1
- PNED (b, + 0, ulty, + o)) do-”fz (3.46)

i—1
<A™ llau(=AtLy)llo sup 1Ig" @, + nAt, ulty + nAD)I2

k=1 O<p<l
< @A™ sup (17, + nAt u(t, + nAt), Vu(t, + nAn)|la.
0<p<l1

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

161 < (A sup 116, + 1A, u(t, + nAD, Yty + nAD) + N, Vi= 1., (3.47)
0<7]<

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 < Nr,

Eill S llealla + (AD? sup |If'(t, + nAt, u(t, + nAD), Vu(t, + nAdll + N>, Vi=1,--- s, (3.43)
0<n<l1

where the hidden constant is independent of N and At.

Proof. According to the definition of ¢ ;; in (3.36), we have by some manipulations that ¢, ; = 0,j = 1,---,s
when the EIFG method 3.1 is consistent. Therefore, the estimation of ||8,;||, can be converted to that of ||(5£,1l.]||2.
Using the similar arguments for deriving the estimate (3.45) and (3.6) in Lemma 3.1, we have

o~ i—1 —_ —
[EvAt S aij(~AT)(PNgln + ¢, Uy) = Prglty + ¢, ult, + c;00))
=

2

i-1
N '21 |AtLya;j(—AtLy)llo

J=
- max, IPNG(t, + cjAL, Uyj) = Pyglty + ¢;AL u(t, + ¢;AD)||p
< max [[Pxg(, + ;AL Uyy) = Paglty + cjAt, ulty + ¢;AD)]|
<Jj<i— ’ ’

< max [|Eqjll + N>,
<j<i-1

~

where the last inequality uses that g is locally-Lipschitz continuous.
Note that [|6!!'[l> 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

1Epll2 = 1Ly Epyille

< Tve ™Gl + (AD* sup [LyPyg (tn + nAt, ulty + nAL)lle + N>
0<n<l1

_— i—1 —_ - —
+ [ExAr % ai(~ATy)(Pagtn + ;0 Uny) = Pugltn + ¢t utty + ¢;A0)
=1

02

A

lesll + (A1) sup lg/(ty + nAL utt, + nAD) + N2+ max (1,
1 <j<i—

0<p<
S lleallz + (A8)* sup Il (5, +nAt, ult, + nAn), Vult, +nAD)|L + N> + max [IE,ll>-
0<p<l1 2<j<i-1

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

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)-(3.12¢) in Assumptions 3.1. There exists a constant Ny > O such

that if the number of spatial meshes N = Ny, then after Fourier transform, the numerical solution {uy} produced
by EIFG2 scheme (2.14) satisfies

lu(t,) — uylls S (AD* + N*™, ¥n=1,--- N, (3.49)

where the hidden constant is independent of N and At.

Proof. Recalling the definition of ¢; in (3.36), we can check that | (=AzLy) = y»(—AtLy) = 0, which implies
that 6,41 = 5LZ+]1 by Lagrangian interpolation theorem for s = 2. By (3.6) in Lemma 3.1, we have

_ n—1 o~ S - - -
[Evat S e 1IN 5 by~ ALy (P, + cilht, Us) = Pagle; + ciht, u(t; + c,'At)))Hgo
=0 i=1 2

S HE\/N g} bi(_AtZN)(FN’g(tn—l + Cil\t, Up-1.7) = Pyg@ltnoy + Cilht, ulty 1 + CiAt))Hé,2 (3.50)

_ n-2 o~ S -
+ ”LNAI Z e~ (n=1=DAily Z (PN’g(lj + c;At, Uj[) - PNg(lj + c;At, u(tj + CIAI)))H
=0 i=1

=:1I; + II,.

72
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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

S 3 [[ALybi(-ALy)| | max P& + i, Uy

— PNgtyoy + A ultyy + ciAD)l2

_ " (3.51)
< max IPng(ta-1 + ciAt, Up-1,) = PNg(ta-1 + cilAt, u(t,—1 + ¢;AD))|l 2
<i<s
< max [|E,y il + N>,
1<i<s
and
1 n=2 . —1— — _
o S |[azy 3 e =it | - sup |23 (Phgte, u(n) — Pt un)
J=0 00<i<T 2
n=2 1 —~1 —
2 p—(n—j=DAIL 2 o(t; . "
+J§0At Lye~-DMb ] max Li(Pyg(; + ciht, Ujp)
— Pyg(tj + ciht, uy (t; + cidn))||
‘ (3.52)

n-2 _1

—~1 —~
2 2 ot . ..
<At EO L2 {rsllaé ”LN(PNg(tJ +ciAt, Uj)

- FNE(tj + ciAt, MN(tj + CiAt)))“gz +N*™

n-2 _1
1 5
SA Y i {I<1?1<X||Eji||2 + N,
=0 <i<s

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

_ n—1 o~ S - -
leuls % [EnAr 5, eI 3 by(-ALy)(Pgtt; + cidt, U)
J= =

— _ n—1 -
— Png(t; + ciAt, u(t; + ciAt)))”[Z + | Ly Eo e_]AlLNéizjj

2

2
n—j-1 1

n-2
SArmax ||E,_i il + At 3 ¢ max ||E |2
I<i<s j=0 <i<s

+ A sup |If2(t,u(®), Vu(®)ll2 + N>~

0<t<T

n-1 _1
SAL Y 1,2 max||Ejlla + (AD* + N>,
j=0 I<i<s

This combined with the estimation of ||E ||, in Lemma 3.6 and the discrete Gronwall inequality leads to
lty, = un(@)ll S (AD* + N> (3.53)
Finally, the combination of (3.34), (3.20) and (3.53) immediately gives (3.49). O]

Remark 3.1. When the reaction term only depends on t and u(t), then the error estimate can be derived in H'-
norm and the corresponding spatial accuracy can be increased to order N'™" and the temporal accuracy is of
order AY for EIFG2 method, i.e.,

lu(t) = uylly S (AD* +N'™", ¥n=1,-- Np, (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 |le,|l, and ||E,ll» 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.

15



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 ¢, = % 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

% %901,2

5 %901,3 —¥23 ©23

1 014 — 2024 0 2.4

| o1 =302 +4ps 200 —de3 200 —4ps  —pr + s
@ik = @j(—cxAtLy) and @; = ¢ ;(—=AtLy).

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 7. Since the reaction term in Example 4.1 and Example ?? are independent of Vu, we only discuss
the numerical accuracy in H'-norm.

Example 4.1. In this example, the three-dimensional nonlinear reaction diffusion problem with periodic boundary
condition is shown as follows:

u=Au—-u+ f(t,x,y,2, (xy,20€Q0<t<T
w0, x,y,2) = x*(x — )% sin2rx)y*(y — 1)? sin(2ny)2(z — 1)* sin(2nz),  (x,y,2) € Q,

where Q = [0, 177, f(t, x,y,2) is determined by the exact solution and the terminal time T = 1. The exact solution
is given by u(t, x,y) = e~'x*(x — 1)? sinQrx)y*(y — 1)? sin(2ny)z%(z — 1)? sin(27z).

For the spatial accuracy tests, we run the EIFG2 scheme with fixed temporal partition Ny = 4096 (i.e. AT =
T /Nt = 1/4096) and uniformly refined spatial grids with N, X N, X N; = 8 x 8 x 8,16 X 16 X 16,32 x 32 x 32
and 64 x 64 x 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 N, X N, x N, = 256 x 256 x 256, and
the temporal partitions are Ny = 4, 8, 16,32 for EIFG2 and EIFG3 method. All numerical results are reported in
Table 2, including the numerical errors measured in L? and H' norms and the corresponding convergence rates.
Observing from the numerical results, we can observe the roughly fourth-order spatial convergence with respect to
L? norm as expected but a half order higher than third-order convergence in H' 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 Ny = 50.
The uniform spatial meshes are fixed with Ny XNy XN, = 16x16x16,32x32x32,64x64x64 and 128x 128 x 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 Q = [-0.5,0.5]¢ where
d > 1 denotes the dimension of the space. The problem we simulate is shown in the following:
1
u,:Au——2(u3—u), xeQ, 0<r<T,
€

Ro - ||x||0)
V2e 7

where Ry = 0.4 and the terminal time is taken to be T = 0.075.
16

u(0,x,y,2) = tanh( xeQ,



Table 2: Numerical results on the solution errors measured in the L? and H' norms and corresponding convergence rates for the EIFG2 and
EIFG3 schemes in Example 4.1.

Nr Ny XNy XN, Nluy —uTllo  CR luyy —u(Tp)lli  CR
Spatial accuracy tests for EIFG2
4096 8§x8x8 7.8049¢-08 - 1.2119e-06 -
4096 16 x 16 X 16 3.6115¢-09 443  8.1247e-08  3.90
4096 32x32x32 2.0478e-10  4.14  6.8708e-09  3.56
4096 64 x 64 x 64 1.2213e-11  4.07  6.0627e-10  3.50
Temporal accuracy tests for EIFG2
4 256 x 256 x 256  1.2555e-07 - 1.6657e-06 -
256 X 256 x 256 2.9656e-08  2.08  3.9370e-07  2.08
16 256x256x256  7.1061e-09  2.06  9.4935e-08  2.05
32 256x256x256  1.6441e-09  2.11 2.2386e-08  2.09
Temporal accuracy tests for EIFG3
4 256 x 256 x 256 3.8449¢-10 - 4.6395e-09 -
8 256 x 256 x 256 6.0865e-11  2.67  7.6455e-10  2.60
16 256 x256 x256  7.0733e-12  3.11  9.8254e-11  2.96
32 256 x256x256  53509e-13 372  8.8474e-12 347

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

Ny X N, XN, Ny Average CPU time  Growth factor
cost per step

16 X 16 x 16 50 0.02715 -

32x32x32 50 0.22478 1.016

64 X 64 x 64 50 1.81191 1.004
128 x 128 x 128 50 14.01884 0.984

The above example has been widely used in many works, such as [9, 17, 182 , 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(f) as the radius of the circular region at time ¢ in 2D and V(¢) as the volume of the sphere
in 3D. It has been proved that when € — 0, the theoretic limit radius Rj;,,(¢) satisfies [71, 41]
ARy, 1-d

dt Ry ’

Rin(t) = \JRZ +2(1 = d)t.

{Vum(t) =R -20), d=2,

Thus, we have
Correspondingly it holds that

2
V§

2
SO (gn)3 (R} —4n, d=3.

We simulate all numerical tests with the interface thickness € = 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 Ny X N, = 2048 x 2048 as the approximate exact solution for temporal accuracy tests and denote the corre-
sponding radius as R.. We fix the uniform spatial meshes with N, X N, = 2048 x 2048 and the temporal partitions
Nr = 32,64, 128,256 for EIFG2 method, and Ny = 8§, 16,32, 64 for EIFG3 method. Also, the approximate exact
solution for temporal accuracy tests is obtained by finest temporal partitions Ny = 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 € = 0.05, N, X N, = 2048 x 2048 and Ny = 1024. For testing the sphere
shrinking process in the 3D space, we simulate the EIFG2 method with N X Ny, XN, = 256 X256 256, Ny = 1024
andset T = % 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 7' of Example 4.2 by using EIFG2 and EIFG3
methods.

Nr N, XN, € = 0.067 € =0.075
IR — R| CR IR — R| CR
Temporal accuracy tests for EIFG2
32 2048 x2048 1.3353e-02 - 6.1547e-03 -
64 2048 x2048 3.9190e-03 1.77 1.6849e-03 1.87
128 2048 x 2048 1.0386e-03 1.92 4.4831e-04 1.91
256 2048 x 2048 2.6230e-03 1.99 1.1476e-04 1.97
Temporal accuracy tests for EIFG3
8 2048 x 2048 8.5600e-03 - 3.1555e-03 -
16 2048 x2048 1.4073e-03 2.60 6.7503e-04 2.22
32 2048 x2048 1.4168e-04 3.31 7.9937e-05 3.08
64 2048 x2048 3.3353e-05 2.09 6.1505e-06 3.70

Figure 1: The shrinking circle at time ¢ = 0, 1/47,1/2T,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, 1/47T,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.
1
ut:eAu—E(uz)x, xeQ, 0<r<T,
2em sin(7rx)
0’ s Vs = € Q’
u(0,x,y,2) 2 + cos(mx)

where Q = [0,2] X [0, 1] X [0, 1], € = 0.1 and the terminal time is taken to be T = 2. The exact solution is given
Dene e

Dte et cos(mx) '

by u(l, X, Y, Z) — sin(mx)

For the spatial accuracy tests, we run the EIFG3 scheme with fixed temporal partition Ny = 512 (i.e. AT =
T /Nt = 1/256) and uniformly refined spatial grids with N, X Ny X N; = 512 x4 x 4,1024 x 8 x 8,2048 x 16 X
16,4096 x 32 x 32. Since the exact solution u(¢, x,y,z) € H;, 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 N, x Ny, X N, = 1024 x 8 x 8, and the temporal partitions are Ny = 4, 8, 16, 32 for EIFG2 and
Ny = 2,4,8,16 for EIFG3 method. All numerical results are reported in Table 5, including the numerical errors
measured in L2, H' and H? 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 N, X N, x N, = 2048 x 16 x 16 and
Ny =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, H' and H? norms and corresponding convergence rates for the EIFG2
and EIFG3 schemes in Example 4.1.

Ny NeXNy XN, Nluy —uTllo  CR - luy —uTplli CR - luy —u(T)ll ~ CR
Temporal accuracy tests for EIFG2
4  1024x8x8 1.9992e-04 - 8.0954e-04 - 5.5000e-03 -
1024 x 8 x 8  3.9944e-05 2.32  1.4434e-04 249  9.2581e-04 2.57
16 1024 x8x8  9.1424e-06  2.13  3.1039e-05 2.22  1.8965e-04  2.29
32 1024 x8x8 2227906 2.11  7.3546e-06 2.08  4.3804e-05 2.11
Temporal accuracy tests for EIFG3

2 1024x8x8 1.0423e-04 - 3.8960e-04 - 3.2000e-03 -

4 1024 x8x8 1.0587e-05 330  3.0752e-05 3.66  1.8480e-04  4.11
8 1024 x8x8  9.5445e-07 347  2.6088e-06 3.56  1.3766e-05  3.75
16 1024 x8x8 1.2234e-07 296  3.5376e-07 2.88  1.8923e-06 2.86

== Leror
550 —H'-ermor
P o= ermor

9 95 10 105 1 15 12
\ogz(gnd size)

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

time = 0T time = 0.25T time = 0.5T

time = 0.75T time =1T
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05 4 05 = 04
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0 y 0 5
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Figure 4: The simulation process at time 7 = 0, 1/47, 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:

0 _
u = €Au+ = In 4

+0L', ) EQ, OStST,
Ty Tl 622

where Q = [0, 11°. 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 L* gradient flow of the
following energy function

] 6, €
E(u):LE((1+u)ln(1+u)+(1—u)ln(1—u))—§u2+EIVulzdx

and thus the energy monotonically decays along the time.

Suppose the interface thickness coefficient € = 0.1 and Flory-Huggins potential parameters 6, = 1.6,6 = 0.8.
This problem satisfies the maximum bound principle with the maximum bound value y ~ 0.9575, i.e., [u(t,x)| <y
forall x € Qand ¢t > 0 [10, 39]. We run the simulation until 7 = 20 with uniform refined spatial grids N, =
N, = N, = 128 (h = 1/128) and temporal partitions Ny = 8192 (i.e., At = T/Nr = 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.

supremum norm
E

time 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 H?-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].

References

[1] Julidn Aguirre and Judith Rivas. Hermite pseudospectral approximations. An error estimate. J. Math. Anal. Appl., 304(1):189-197,
2005.

[2] S.S. Alzahrani and A. Q. M. Khaliq. High-order time stepping Fourier spectral method for multi-dimensional space-fractional reaction-
diffusion equations. Comput. Math. Appl., 77(3):615-630, 2019.

[3] Ivo Babuska and Tadeusz Janik. The A-p version of the finite element method for parabolic equations. I. The p-version in time. Numer.
Methods Partial Differential Equations, 5(4):363-399, 1989.

[4] Guo Benyu and Wang Lilian. Jacobi interpolation approximations and their applications to singular differential equations. Adv. Comput.
Math., 14(3):227-276, 2001.

[5] Petter E. Bjg rstad and Bjgrn Peter Tjg stheim. Efficient algorithms for solving a fourth-order equation with the spectral-Galerkin method.
SIAM J. Sci. Comput., 18(2):621-632, 1997.

21



[6]
[7]
[8]
[9]
[10]
[11]

[12]
[13]

[14]
[15]
[16]
[17]
[18]
[19]
[20]
[21]

[22]
(23]

[24]
[25]
[26]
[27]
[28]

[29]
[30]

[31]
[32]
[33]
[34]

[35

[36]
(37]
[38]
[39]
[40]
[41]
[42]

[43]

Will M. Wright Borislav V. Minchev. A Review of Exponential Integrators for First Order Semilinear Problems. preprint. Norwegian
University of Science and Technology Trondheim, Norway, 2005.

C. Canuto, M. Y. Hussaini, A. Quarteroni, and T. A. Zang. Spectral methods. Scientific Computation. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2006.
Fundamentals in single domains.

Claudio Canuto, M. Yousuff Hussaini, Alfio Quarteroni, and Thomas A. Zang. Spectral methods in fluid dynamics. Springer Series in
Computational Physics. Springer-Verlag, New York, 1988.

L. Chen and Jie Shen. Applications of semi-implicit fourier-spectral method to phase field equations. Comput. Phys. Commun., 108:147—
158, 02 1998.

Wenbin Chen, Jianyu Jing, Cheng Wang, Xiaoming Wang, and Steven M. Wise. A modified Crank-Nicolson numerical scheme for the
Flory-Huggins Cahn-Hilliard model. Commun. Comput. Phys., 31:60-93, 2022.

P. G. Ciarlet and J. L. Lions, editors. Handbook of numerical analysis. Vol. V, volume V of Handbook of Numerical Analysis. North-
Holland, Amsterdam, 1997. Techniques of scientific computing. Part 2.

S. M. Cox and P. C. Matthews. Exponential time differencing for stiff systems. J. Comput. Phys., 176(2):430-455, 2002.

Piero de Mottoni and Michelle Schatzman. Geometrical evolution of developed interfaces. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 347(5):1533-1589,
199s.

Q. Du and W. Zhu. Stability analysis and application of the exponential time differencing schemes. J. Comput. Math., 22(2):200-209,
2004.

Qiang Du, Lili Ju, Xiao Li, and Zhonghua Qiao. Maximum principle preserving exponential time differencing schemes for the nonlocal
Allen-Cahn equation. SIAM J. Numer. Anal., 57(2):875-898, 2019.

Qiang Du, Lili Ju, Xiao Li, and Zhonghua Qiao. Maximum bound principles for a class of semilinear parabolic equations and exponential
time-differencing schemes. SIAM Rev., 63(2):317-359, 2021.

Qiang Du, Chun Liu, and Xiaogiang Wang. A phase field approach in the numerical study of the elastic bending energy for vesicle
membranes. J. Comput. Phys., 198(2):450-468, 2004.

Qiang Du and Wenxiang Zhu. Analysis and applications of the exponential time differencing schemes and their contour integration
modifications. BIT, 45(2):307-328, 2005.

L. C. Evans and J. Spruck. Motion of level sets by mean curvature. I. In Fundamental contributions to the continuum theory of evolving
phase interfaces in solids, pages 328-374. Springer, Berlin, 1999.

P. Gervasio and F. Saleri. Stabilized spectral element approximation for the Navier-Stokes equations. Numer. Methods Partial Differential
Equations, 14(1):115-141, 1998.

David Gottlieb, M. Yousuff Hussaini, and Steven A. Orszag. Theory and applications of spectral methods. In Spectral methods for
partial differential equations (Hampton, Va., 1982), pages 1-54. SIAM, Philadelphia, PA, 1984.

Benyu Guo. Spectral methods and their applications. World Scientific Publishing Co., Inc., River Edge, NJ, 1998.

Benyu Guo, Jie Shen, and Lilian Wang. Optimal spectral-Galerkin methods using generalized Jacobi polynomials. J. Sci. Comput.,
27(1-3):305-322, 2006.

Benyu Guo and Lilian Wang. Jacobi approximations in non-uniformly Jacobi-weighted Sobolev spaces. J. Approx. Theory, 128(1):1-41,
2004.

Jan S. Hesthaven, Sigal Gottlieb, and David Gottlieb. Spectral methods for time-dependent problems, volume 21 of Cambridge Mono-
graphs on Applied and Computational Mathematics. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2007.

T. Hoang, L. Ju, and Z. Wang. Overlapping localized exponential time differencing methods for diffusion problems. Commun. Math.
Sci., 16(6):1531-1555, 2018.

M. Hochbruck and A. Ostermann. Explicit exponential Runge-Kutta methods for semilinear parabolic problems. SIAM J. Numer. Anal.,
43(3):1069-1090, 2005.

M. Hochbruck and A. Ostermann. Exponential Runge-Kutta methods for parabolic problems. Appl. Numer. Math., 53(2-4):323-339,
2005.

M. Hochbruck and A. Ostermann. Exponential integrators. Acta Numer., 19:209-286, 2010.

M. Hochbruck, A. Ostermann, and J. Schweitzer. Exponential Rosenbrock-type methods. SIAM J. Numer. Anal., 47(1):786-803,
2008/09.

Dianming Hou and Chuanju Xu. A fractional spectral method with applications to some singular problems. Adv. Comput. Math.,
43(5):911-944, 2017.

J. Huang, L. Ju, and B. Wu. A fast compact exponential time differencing method for semilinear parabolic equations with Neumann
boundary conditions. Appl. Math. Lett., 94:257-265, 2019.

J. Huang, L. Ju, and B. Wu. A fast compact time integrator method for a family of general order semilinear evolution equations. J.
Comput. Phys., 393:313-336, 2019.

Jianguo Huang, Lili Ju, and Yuejin Xu. Efficient exponential integrator finite element method for semilinear parabolic equations. SIAM
J. Sci. Comput., 45(4):A1545-A1570, 2023.

Junqing Jia, Hui Zhang, Huanying Xu, and Xiaoyun Jiang. An efficient second order stabilized scheme for the two dimensional time
fractional Allen-Cahn equation. Appl. Numer. Math., 165:216-231, 2021.

L. Ju, J. Zhang, L. Zhu, and Q. Du. Fast explicit integration factor methods for semilinear parabolic equations. J. Sci. Comput.,
62(2):431-455, 2015.

Aly-Khan Kassam and Lloyd N. Trefethen. Fourth-order time-stepping for stiff PDEs. SIAM J. Sci. Comput., 26(4):1214-1233, 2005.
S. Krogstad. Generalized integrating factor methods for stiff PDEs. J. Comput. Phys., 203(1):72-88, 2005.

Jingwei Li, Xiao Li, Lili Ju, and Xinlong Feng. Stabilized integrating factor Runge-Kutta method and unconditional preservation of
maximum bound principle. STAM J. Sci. Comput., 43(3):A1780-A1802, 2021.

X. Li, L. Ju, and T. Hoang. Overlapping domain decomposition based exponential time differencing methods for semilinear parabolic
equations. BIT, 61(1):1-36, 2021.

Yibao Li, Hyun Geun Lee, Darae Jeong, and Junseok Kim. An unconditionally stable hybrid numerical method for solving the Allen-
Cahn equation. Comput. Math. Appl., 60(6):1591-1606, 2010.

Shimin Lin, Mejdi Azaiez, and Chuanju Xu. A fractional Stokes equation and its spectral approximation. Int. J. Numer. Anal. Model.,
15(1-2):170-192, 2018.

Wenjie Liu, Jiebao Sun, and Boying Wu. Space-time spectral method for two-dimensional semilinear parabolic equations. Math.
Methods Appl. Sci., 39(7):1646-1661, 2016.

22



[44]
[45]
[46]
[47]
[48]

[49]
[50]

[51]
[52]
[53]
[54]

[55]
[56]

(571
[58]
[59]
[60]
[61]
[62]
[63]
[64]
[65]
[66]
[67]
[68]

[69]
[70]

[71]
[72]
[73]

[74]

Vu Thai Luan and Alexander Ostermann. Explicit exponential Runge-Kutta methods of high order for parabolic problems. J. Comput.
Appl. Math., 256:168-179, 2014.

Heping Ma, Weiwei Sun, and Tao Tang. Hermite spectral methods with a time-dependent scaling for parabolic equations in unbounded
domains. SIAM J. Numer. Anal., 43(1):58-75, 2005.

Suna Ma, Huiyuan Li, and Zhimin Zhang. Efficient spectral methods for some singular eigenvalue problems. J. Sci. Comput., 77(1):657—
688, 2018.

Zhiping Mao and Jie Shen. Hermite spectral methods for fractional PDEs in unbounded domains. SIAM J. Sci. Comput., 39(5):A1928—
A1950, 2017.

A. Mohebbi and M. Dehghan. High-order solution of one-dimensional sine-Gordon equation using compact finite difference and DIRKN
methods. Math. Comput. Modelling, 51(5-6):537-549, 2010.

David A. Pope. An exponential method of numerical integration of ordinary differential equations. Comm. ACM, 6:491-493, 1963.
Frédéric Rousset and Katharina Schratz. A general framework of low regularity integrators. SIAM J. Numer. Anal., 59(3):1735-1768,
2021.

Michael Daniel Samson, Huiyuan Li, and Lilian Wang. A new triangular spectral element method I: implementation and analysis on a
triangle. Numer. Algorithms, 64(3):519-547, 2013.

Jie Shen. Efficient spectral-Galerkin method. I. Direct solvers of second- and fourth-order equations using Legendre polynomials. SIAM
J. Sci. Comput., 15(6):1489-1505, 1994.

Jie Shen. Efficient spectral-Galerkin method. II. Direct solvers of second- and fourth-order equations using Chebyshev polynomials.
SIAM J. Sci. Comput., 16(1):74-87, 1995.

Jie Shen and Tao Tang. Spectral and high-order methods with applications, volume 3 of Mathematics Monograph Series. Science Press
Beijing, Beijing, 2006.

Jie Shen, Tao Tang, and Lilian Wang. Spectral methods. Springer, Heidelberg, 2011. Algorithms, analysis and applications.

Jie Shen and Lilian Wang. Fourierization of the Legendre-Galerkin method and a new space-time spectral method. Appl. Numer. Math.,
57(5-7):710-720, 2007.

Jie Shen and Lilian Wang. Legendre and Chebyshev dual-Petrov-Galerkin methods for hyperbolic equations. Comput. Methods Appl.
Mech. Engrg., 196(37-40):3785-3797, 2007.

Changtao Sheng, Duo Cao, and Jie Shen. Efficient spectral methods for PDEs with spectral fractional Laplacian. J. Sci. Comput.,
88(1):Paper No. 4, 26, 2021.

Hillel Tal-Ezer. Spectral methods in time for hyperbolic equations. SIAM J. Numer. Anal., 23(1):11-26, 1986.

Hillel Tal-Ezer. Spectral methods in time for parabolic problems. SIAM J. Numer. Anal., 26(1):1-11, 1989.

Jianguo Tang and Heping Ma. Single and multi-interval Legendre spectral methods in time for parabolic equations. Numer. Methods
Fartial Differential Equations, 22(5):1007-1034, 2006.

Tao Tang, Lilian Wang, Huifang Yuan, and Tao Zhou. Rational spectral methods for PDEs involving fractional Laplacian in unbounded
domains. SIAM J. Sci. Comput., 42(2):A585-A611, 2020.

Vidar Thomée. Galerkin Finite Element Methods for Parabolic Problems, volume 25. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, second edition, 2006.
Lilian Wang and Jie Shen. Error analysis for mapped Jacobi spectral methods. J. Sci. Comput., 24(2):183-218, 2005.

Lina Wang, Qian Tong, Lijun Yi, and Mingzhu Zhang. Legendre-Gauss-Radau spectral collocation method for nonlinear second-order
initial value problems with applications to wave equations. J. Comput. Math., 42(1):217-247, 2024.

P. Whalen, M. Brio, and J. V. Moloney. Exponential time-differencing with embedded Runge-Kutta adaptive step control. J. Comput.
Phys., 280:579-601, 2015.

Chuanju Xu and Tao Tang. Stability analysis of large time-stepping methods for epitaxial growth models. SIAM J. Numer. Anal.,
44(4):1759-1779, 2006.

Xuhong Yu and Benyu Guo. Spectral element method for mixed inhomogeneous boundary value problems of fourth order. J. Sci.
Comput., 61(3):673-701, 2014.

Xuhong Yu and Benyu Guo. Spectral method for fourth-order problems on quadrilaterals. J. Sci. Comput., 66(2):477-503, 2016.
Mahmoud A. Zaky, Ahmed S. Hendy, and Jorge E. Macias-Diaz. Semi-implicit Galerkin-Legendre spectral schemes for nonlinear
time-space fractional diffusion-reaction equations with smooth and nonsmooth solutions. J. Sci. Comput., 82(1):Paper No. 13, 27, 2020.
Jian Zhang and Qiang Du. Numerical studies of discrete approximations to the Allen-Cahn equation in the sharp interface limit. SIAM
J. Sci. Comput., 31(4):3042-3063, 2009.

Xiaolong Zhang, Lilian Wang, and Hongli Jia. Error analysis of Fourier-Legendre and Fourier-Hermite spectral-Galerkin methods for
the Vlasov-Poisson system. ESAIM Math. Model. Numer. Anal., 57(6):3637-3668, 2023.

Yang Zhang, Xuhong Yu, and Zhongqing Wang. Efficient and accurate Legendre spectral element methods for one-dimensional higher
order problems. Numer. Math. Theory Methods Appl., 14(2):461-487, 2021.

L. Zhu, L. Ju, and W. Zhao. Fast high-order compact exponential time differencing Runge-Kutta methods for second-order semilinear
parabolic equations. J. Sci. Comput., 67(3):1043-1065, 2016.

23



	Introduction
	The exponential integrator Fourier Galerkin method
	Semi-discretization in space by Fourier Galerkin approximation
	Semilinear explicit exponential integrator in time

	Convergence analysis for exponential integrator Fourier Galerkin method
	Some preliminary lemmas
	Semi-discrete error estimate
	Fully-discrete error estimate

	Numerical experiments and applications
	Convergence tests
	Mean Curvature Flow
	3D Burgers equations
	3D Grain coarsening simulations

	Conclusions

