2107.09438v1 [math.NA] 20 Jul 2021

arXiv

EFFECTIVE MAXIMUM PRINCIPLES FOR SPECTRAL METHODS

1.

DONG LI

ABSTRACT. Many physical problems such as Allen-Cahn flows have natural maximum
principles which yield strong point-wise control of the physical solutions in terms of the
boundary data, the initial conditions and the operator coefficients. Sharp/strict maxi-
mum principles insomuch of fundamental importance for the continuous problem often
do not persist under numerical discretization. A lot of past research concentrates on de-
signing fine numerical schemes which preserves the sharp maximum principles especially
for nonlinear problems. However these sharp principles not only sometimes introduce
unwanted stringent conditions on the numerical schemes but also completely leaves many
powerful frequency-based methods unattended and rarely analyzed directly in the sharp
maximum norm topology. A prominent example is the spectral methods in the family
of weighted residual methods.

In this work we introduce and develop a new framework of almost sharp maximum
principles which allow the numerical solutions to deviate from the sharp bound by a con-
trollable discretization error: we call them effective maximum principles. We showcase
the analysis for the classical Fourier spectral methods including Fourier Galerkin and
Fourier collocation in space with forward Euler in time or second order Strang splitting.
The model equations include the Allen-Cahn equations with double well potential, the
Burgers equation and the Navier-Stokes equations. We give a comprehensive proof of
the effective maximum principles under very general parametric conditions.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In solving physical problems such as Allen-Cahn flows in interfacial dynamics, the max-
imum principle plays an important role since it gives strong point-wise control of the
physical solutions in terms of the boundary data, the initial conditions and the opera-
tor coefficients. For practical numerical simulations, it is often the case that sharp/strict
maximum principles for the continuous problem often do not persist under numerical dis-
cretization. A lot of past research is centered on designing fine numerical schemes which
preserves the maximum in a sharp way especially for nonlinear problems. For linear par-
abolic equations, it is well known that central finite difference in space with backward
Euler time stepping can preserve the sharp maximum principle (cf. Chapter 9 of [5] for a
textbook analysis of 1D homogeneous heat equation). This is also the case if one employs
lumped mass linear finite element in space using acute simplicial triangulation. Although
preserving the sharp maximum principle is highly desirable for numerical simulations,
these often introduce unwanted stringent conditions on the numerical schemes. Moreover
it completely leaves out many powerful L2-based methods unattended and rarely analyzed
directly in the sharp maximum norm topology. In this respect a prominent example is the
spectral methods in the family of weighted residual methods. In this work we introduce
and develop a new framework of almost sharp maximum principles which allow the nu-
merical solutions to deviate from the sharp bound by a controllable discretization error:
we call them effective maximum principles. Our main models are Allen-Cahn equations in
physical dimensions d < 3, but we also discuss related models such as Burgers equations,
Navier-Stokes equations. All these will be discussed in this introduction.

We begin by considering the Allen-Cahn equation in physical dimensions d = 1,2, 3:

Ou = v2Au — f(u), t>0;

= 1.1
Ulimg — 1O (1.1)
periodic boundary conditions,

where u is a scalar function which typically represents the concentration of one of the
two metallic components of the alloy. For simplicity we consider the periodic boundary
condition and assume the function to have period 1 in each spatial coordinate axis. The
parameter v > 0 controls the interfacial width which is small compared with the system
size under study. The nonlinear term has the usual double well form:

fu)=F'(u) =u —u, F(u)= i(zﬁ —1)2

Introduce the energy functional
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The system (1.1) can be regarded as a gradient flow of £(+) in the L? metric. On the other
hand if one changes the topology to H~! then we obtain the usual Cahn-Hilliard system.
Due to the gradient flow structure

g
ou’

Ut = —

one has the energy law

GE®) = ol = - [ 1280~ f(u)ds

Thus for smooth solutions, we have the energy decay
E(u(t)) < &(u(s)), V0<s<t<oo.

Similar energy laws also exists for other phase field models such as the Cahn-Hilliard
system. However for the Allen-Cahn system due to its particular structure one has an
additional maximum principle which asserts that the L°° norm of the smooth solution is
bounded by 1 if the initial data is bounded by 1. Verification of these two fundamental
conservation laws are of pivotal role in designing robust and stable numerical schemes for
the Allen-Cahn system.

We begin with an implicit-explicit Fourier Galerkin discretization of (1.1). For simplic-
ity consider the system in one dimension, i.e. the torus T = [0, 1). For a periodic function

~

f with Fourier coefficients f(k), we define its projection to the first N-modes (N > 2 is
an integer) as:

(M) = 3 Flk)emive,

k| <N
In yet other words Il is the projection to the space
Sy = span{e?™*® . ke Z and |k| < N}.
A prototypical implicit-explicit Fourier spectral scheme has the form:

{— = PO Ty (") — ), >0,

O = Ty, (1.2)
where 7 > 0 is the size of the time step, and u” denotes the numerical solution at the
time step t = n7. Note that the linear part is treated implicitly whereas the nonlinear
part is explicit which makes the practical computation very convenient. Thanks to the
frequency projection the Fourier modes of u™ are all trapped in the window [—N, N]. In
later sections we also consider the full collocation case and aliasing errors. On the other
hand, the system (1.2) in some sense captures the essential difficulties of the numerical
analysis for the Fourier Galerkin method.

As was already mentioned we are concerned with the L°° maximum principle for the
approximation system (1.2). For this purpose it is convenient to recast it as

{un+1 = TN 2 <fT(un))v n 2 0;

(1.3)
uo = HNU(),

where Ty .2 = (Id =7020,,) 'Ily, and

fr(z) = (1 +7)2z— 712
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Similar reformulation can also be written down for other discretization methods such as
the finite difference scheme. One immediate problem which makes the analysis of (1.3)
nontrivial in the L setting is the lack of L°° preservation due to the frequency truncation
IIy. Indeed, even for n = 0 and generic initial data ug with ||ug|lec < 1, one can have

[

which is caused by the lack of positivity of the Dirichlet kernel. For this and similar other
technical obstructions (cf. page 219 of [8]), there has been no discussion of L*° maximum
principle for the Fourier spectral method in the literature prior to this work. The very
purpose of this work is to settle this issue and develop a new framework for spectral
methods.

Our first result is concerned with a detailed analysis of the operator Ty .,2. Albeit
classical the main novelty here is the quantification of the parameters and the sharpness
of the involved constants. To allow some generality we denote for N > 1, 8> 0, Tn g =
(Id —B0y,) "HlIy. Also denote IIsy = Id Iy and K~y 5 = (Id —80.,) s .

Theorem 1.1 (Maximum principle for T g, 1D). Let § > 0 and N > 1.

1
o Strict maximum principle: If N > No(5) = ﬁﬁe%/?, then we have the strict

maximum principle:

ITn,8f ooy < I fllLoo(T)-

On the other hand if N < Ny there are counterezamples.
o Effective maximum principle: For any N > 1, we have

5 10g(N +2))|[ fll oo (1)

T s Flaeiey < (L4 15572

where a1 > 0 is an absolute constant.
o Sharp bounds on K~y g: there are absolute constants ¢y > 0, co > 0, such that

N +2) < |[Ksn gl log(N +2).

5N2 Log( ST7 5N2

These results are essentially sharp with respect to the dependence on the parameters.
See Theorem 2.2 in Section 2 for some results concerning lower bounds and more definite
and precise statements.

Remark. For the strict maximum principle of T 3 to hold we needed N > Ny(8) =

O(e®/ \/E) which is large in the regime 0 < § < 1. The sharpness of such bounds is
established in Proposition 2.8. But heuristically there are several ways to see why this is
needed. One way is as follows. Denote the kernel of T 3 as Ky = Dy * gg, where

=3 gP@+n), ¢) @)= ),

ne”L

R
2VB VB

and * is the usual convolution on the torus. Take the fundamental domain for the torus

as [—3, 3] and consider Ky (z¢) = f\ylﬁé Dn(y)gs(zo — y)dy with z near 1 — 2N+1 Note
that the Dirichlet kernel is sharply peaked at y = 0 with value (2N + 1) followed by a

minimum at y = 3 - Wlﬂ with value approximately —3%(2N +1) ~ —0.212 % (2N + 1)

_1
and so on. Clearly for y = O(ﬁ) the contribution is approximately N -e 2v# and this
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has to beat the O(1) fluctuation near zy. Thus we need N 2 exp(c//B). Another way
to see it is to observe that gg(y) has minimum value around ﬁ exp(—c/v/B). Now we

take the Dirichlet kernel and convolve it with gg around this minimum. Clearly we need
N > exp(c/+/fB) in order for the first peak of Dy to beat the first negative trough.

Theorem 1.1 is a special case of Theorem 2.2 in Section 2. In Section 2 we give two
proofs of the sharp characterization that [|[K>ngllpir) ~ 17 N2 3 log(N + 2). The first

proof (Proposition 2.3) is essentially based on the Poisson summation whereas the second
proof (Proposition 2.6) uses the Fejer kernel which exploits the convexity of the Fourier
coefficients in certain regimes. The proof therein naturally generalizes to certain convex
trigonometric series.

Our next result generalizes Theorem 1.1 to dimensions d > 1. In numerical computa-
tions, we usually work with the projection operators

d
Iy = HEV) =Nk, - 1IN gy
where Iy 5, refers to projection into each frequency coordinate k;. In yet other words

Hg\?) is the frequency truncation to the domain {k : |k|oo < N}, i.e.,

Iy (k) = Lpwen, k= (k1 - kq) € Z%
For g > 0, N > 2, we define
1

_ d =
Tong = (Id—BA)~!(1d —HEV)), Tonp(k) = T BEAR? Lk o>

1
(R CETI
Theorem 1.2 (Maximum principle for T g and Tsy 5, d > 1). Letd > 1, N > 2, 3 > 0.
Then the following hold for Tsy s = (Id—BA)~1(1d —Hg\?)) with the kernel K~y g, and
Ty = (Id —BA) T,
(1) Sharp L} bound.

(log(N +2))? < || K= gl 11 (ray <

Tnp=(1d-BA)'Y,  Tysk) =

5N2 =1y 6N2 5 (log(N +2)),

where c1 > 0, co > 0 depend only on the dimension d.
(2) Effective mazimum principle. For all N > 2, we have

o 00BY + 2 e ooy

where c3 > 0 depends only on the dimension d.

(3) Sharp maximum principle. Let d = 1,2. Denote the kernel of Ty g as Ky g. For
all N > Ny = No(B,d) (i.e. Ny is constant depending only on B and d), it holds
that Ky g is a strictly positive function on T with unit L. mass, and consequently

17N, f I poe(ray < I1fl Lo (ray-

Theorem 1.2 is a restatement of Theorem 2.4 in Section 2. The corresponding analysis
and proof can be found therein. From a practical point of view, the statement (2) in
Theorem 1.2 is most useful and effective in the regime 0 < § < 1 since we only need
to take N moderately large in order to obtain an almost sharp maximum principle. The

1TN,6f | e (ray < (1 T2
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logd(N + 2) factor in the upper bound reflects the fact that the corresponding kernel is a
tensor product of one-dimensional Dirichlet kernels.

A natural generalization of the operator (Id —BA)~!IIy is the truncated Bessel type
operators (Id —fA)~*IIy, where s > 0. We denote the kernel function corresponding to
(Id —=BA)~*Iy as Fy s and note that Fy s € C*(T?) for each finite N. Let s, € [0,1] be
the unique solution to the equation

(VI

™

/ ' U sinadr =0, 0<s<l1.
0

In Lemma 2.12 of Section 2, we show that s, € (0.308443,0.308444). The following group
of results is proved in Section 2. Perhaps a bit surprisingly, for the sharp maximum
principle to hold, the transition threshold occurs at s = s, < 1.

Theorem 1.3 (Maximum principle for general Bessel case). Letd > 1, N > 2, > 0 and
s> 0. Then for all N > 2, we have the effective mazximum principle:

Qs d

d
m(bg(]\f +2)),

I EN sl ey < 1+

where ag q > 0 depend only on (d, s).
Concerning sharp mazximum principles, we have the following.

1 2
(1) If s >d and N > 63761(5%6\/3)ﬁ (cs.a > 0 depends only on (s, d)), then Fi s is
a positive function and ||Fn sl g1 (ray = 1.
1
(2) Letd=1and s=1. If N > af"zeVs (a > 0 is an absolute constant), then Fi 1
is positive and has unit L' mass.

Letd=1,3>0and0 < s < 1. Weidentify T = [—3,3). For some s, € (0.308443,0.308444),
the following hold.

(1) Lack of positivity for 0 < s < s.. There are positive constants y2(s) > y1(s) > 0

1
and y(s) > 0, such that for any y € [y1(s), v2(s)] and N >4 1+ 5 20-5 we have

1 Y 1 (1 1
TV = =2 + (14 75) - 0u(V7079) < —5a(s),
In particular this shows that for 0 < s < s, the kernel function Fy s must be
negative on an interval of length Os(N~1Y) for all large N.
(2) Positivity for s, < s < 1. For any s, < s < 1 there are constants c1(s) > 0 and

ca2(s) > 0 such that if

N > max{ci(s)872e V7, ea(s) - (1467207},

then Fy(x) is positive and hence has unit L. mass.
(3) Lack of positivity for s = s, and 0 < 8 < Bi. Let s = s, and y = %. Let 0 < 51<
ﬁ;

B« where By is the same absolute constant as in Lemma 2.14. Then for N >
we have

1
FN,S(%) = WAﬁ(S) + O, 3(N7¥),
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where Ag(s) is given by the expression
Ap(s :/ x|7%)dx — 27 / 2
pls) = | (@)™ =21 VB 25— \/—

where (z) = (1 + :172)5, and for y € R, {y} =y — [y| with [y] being the smallest
integer less than or equal to y. Furthermore for 0 < B < B, we have
0 <o <—A43(s) < ag < oo,

where ay > 0, as > 0 are absolute constants.

Remark 1.1. For the sharp maximum principle, further interesting cases are

(1) d>2,0<s<d;

(2) d=1, s =84, > Pu.
Some partial results are available but we will not dwell on this issue here and will inves-
tigate it elsewhere.

We now return to (1.3). For 8 = v?7 > 0 Theorem 1.1 shows that in general we can
only expect the effective maximum principle:

const
TN 2 fllpoe(my < (1 + Tr N22r log(N +2))[|fllee(ry, VN >2.
Moreover by Theorem 2.2, this upper bound is optimal for 0 < 8 = v?7 < 1 (which is

typically the case in practical numerical simulations) and moderately large N, i.e. fjo—\r}sl’:t <

N < CO\I}Sf exp(=i= =5=). The sharp maximum does hold for large N 2 exp(<%) but it
is computationally unfeasible especially when 0 < 1?7 < 1. Thus in order for (1.3) to
admit any sort of maximum principle in some reasonable generality, we must have some
strong contractive estimates on the nonlinear map u™ — f(u") which will compensate
for the loss in the linear estimate. As it turns out, this is indeed possible under some mild
constraints on the time step. The heart of the matter is encapsulated in the following

elementary iterative system.

Proposition 1.1. Let 7 > 0 and consider the cubic polynomial f (z) = (1 + 7)x — 723
for x € R. Then the following hold:

e I[fO<T < %, then max|, <1 |fr(z)| = 1. Actually for any 1 < o < /1 + %, we
have

max | fr(z)| < a.

lz|<a -

Furthermore for any 1 < oo < /1 + %, we have the strict inequality

max | fr(z)| < a.
lz|<a

3
o[f%§7§2, thenfor(my%%ﬁaﬁ 247 we have

El'ix‘f'r( z)| < o
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3
2

1

Furthermore if . % <a< QJFTT, then we have the strict inequality

+7)
V3T

max | f-(z)] < a.
|z|<a

o For 7 > 2, define zo = /HZ € (0,1) and xpi1 = fr(xn). Then |z,| — oo as
n — oo.

Remark. We have
(I+7)

2 1 T:%; [24+T V5, T:%;
V3T 3 1v2, r=2 T |V2, =2

The most useful result in Proposition 1.1 is the strict inequality for the maximum. In
particular for 0 < 7 < % and a = 1 + §p with dy > 0 suitably small, we have

[SI[oY

1
—max | fr(z)] < O(a,7) <1, (1.4)
a |z|<a
where 0y(c, 7) depends only on (a, 7).
Now we return to (1.3). Denote o, = ||u"||c. Assume a,, > 1 and «,, — 1 is suitably
small. By Theorem 1.1 and (1.4), for 0 < 7 < % we deduce

ant1 < (14 0( log(N +2))) - Op(aun, 7) - ap.

1
1+ N2v27
Before we proceed further, we should point out one subtle technical difficulty with the
above simplified system in the regime 0 < 7 < 1. Note that Oy(a,7) = 1 as 7 — 0.
Since the the damping factor contains N2, it follows that the threshold N must be taken
T-dependent in order to obtain contractive estimates which is hardly desirable in practice.
In order to retain stability for 7 — 0 and build a stability analysis for N moderately
large and independent of T, a different line of argument is needed and indeed we develop
a refined analysis in Section 3 (and later sections) to cover the regime 0 < 7 < 1.
To simplify the discussion, we now consider the case 7, < 7 < % where 7, > 0 is fixed.
In this case, it is not difficult to see that for N > Ny(7y, ) sufficiently large, we have
Qpi1 < max |f7’($)| + s
lz|<an

where 7, accounts for the spectral error and can be made sufficiently small. The next
proposition quantifies the desired strong stability.

Proposition 1.2 (Strong stability of the prototype iterative system). Let 7 > 0 and
fr(z) = (14 7)x — 723 for x € R. Consider the recurrent relation

ant1 = max [fr(z)|+n, n=0,
ja|<an

where n > 0.

(1) Case 0 <7 < % Let ay = 2. There exists an absolute constant ny > 0 sufficiently
small, such that for all 0 < n < ng, we have 1 < a,, < 2 for all n. Furthermore
foralln > 1,

1—-0"
1_9777

l+n<a,<1+60"+

where § =1 — 27.
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3
2

(2) Case % <7 <2—¢ where 0 < eg < 1. Let oy = %((1;% -%—i— \/QJFTT). Then

there exists a constant ng > 0 depending only on €y, such that if 0 < n < ng, then
for all n > 1, we have

(1—1—7’)%
NET

Both Proposition 1.1 and Proposition 1.2 are proved in Section 3 (see in particular
Lemma 3.2 and 3.3 therein). For the one-dimensional system (1.3), a complete theory of
L*-stability and instability is worked out in Section 3 for all 0 < 7 < oo and N > 2. We
shall not reproduce all the details here and turn now to the general theory for dimensions
1 < d < 3 developed in Section 4. Consider

2
'§—|—’I’]§Oén§040.

T

{M = V2 Au ! — Ty ((u™)3 —u™), n >0, (t,x) € (0,00) x T% (15)

’LLO = HN’LL(].
Concerning (1.5), the following group of stability results is proved in Section 4. For the

first time we are able to establish effective maximum principles for the Fourier spectral
methods applied on the nonlinear system.

Theorem 1.4 (Effective maximum principles for (1.5)). Consider (1.5) on T = [0,1)¢
with 1 < d <3 and v > 0. Then the following hold.

(1) Energy stability for 0 <7 <0.86. Let 0 < 7 < 0.86. Assume ug € H*(T%) N
HY(T?), s > % and

100 < \/g (note that \/g ~ 1.29099).

Then we have energy stability for any N > No = Noy(s,d, v, up):
E@™™) < E@"), VYn>0,

where E(u) = [ra(30%Vul* + 2(u? — 1)?)dz. Furthermore,
supllu |+ < U < oo,
n>0
where Uy > 0 is a constant depending only on (s, d, v, ugp).
(2) Effective mazimum principle for 0 <7 < 3. Let0 < 7 < 1. Assume ug € H*(T)N
HY(TY), s > & and |u°|oe = |Tnuollso < 14 ag for some 0 < ap < \/g— 1 (note

that % —120.29099). Then for N > Ny = Ny(s,d,v,up), we have

[u]loe <1+ (1= 27) a0+ N"CDC, gpues ¥n > 1,

where Cs g4, > 0 depends only on (s, d, v, ug).
(3) L°°-stability for % < T < 2. Assume % < 1 < 2. Then the following hold:
3
(+m)2 2
CHEN
If |[u®)|oo < Mg and N > Ny = Na(v) = C(eg) - v~ (|logv|)2 when 0 < v < 1

(a) Let%<7’<2—eo for some 0 < ¢g < 1. Denote M(]:%( 2+TT)
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(C(eo) is a constant depending only on €), then

sup ||u" e < M.
n>0

[N

(b) Letd =1,2. For any%% <a</H if [u') < @ and N > N3 =

const

N3(v) =0O(e v ), then

sup [u"[|oc < a.
n>0

Remark 1.2. In Statement (1), our stability region is much wider than the result obtained
by Tang and Yang [6]. For the finite difference case the analysis therein requires 0 < 7 < %
Our analysis here covers both the finite difference case and the spectral case, and produces
energy stability for 0 < 7 < 0.86 under much less stringent assumptions on the initial data.
Also we should point out that for 0 < v < 1, the dependence of Ny is only power like
which is a very mild constraint in practice.

Remark 1.3. For 7 = 2 and N not large, there are counterexamples as shown in Proposition
3.5.

To understand the effect of pure spectral truncation on L*-stability, we now consider
the following model system

u:I/2 u — u3—u X (0] d
{@ Au — Tl ( ), (t,r) € (0,00) x T, L6)

u‘ = HNU(),

where v > 0 and d > 1. The following results are proved in Section 4.

Theorem 1.5 (Maximum principle for the continuous in time system with spectral trun-
cation). Consider (1.6) with v >0, d > 1. Then the following hold.

(1) Effective maximum principle for reqular initial data. Assume ||ug|lococ < 1 andug €
H5(TY), s > %l. Then for N > No = Ny(s,d,v,ug), we have

sup lu(t,-)[lc <1+ NTTCY,

<t<oo

where 9 = min{s — %l, 1}, and Cy > 0 depends only on (s, d, v, ug).
(2) Effective maximum principle for L initial data. Assume ||ugllco < 1. Then for
N > Ny = Ni(d,v,up), we have

1
sup ||u(t, )|loc < max{|[IIyuglloo,1} + N7 2C5,
0<t<o0o

where Cy > 0 depends only on (d, v, ugp).

We now turn to the Fourier collocation method which is widely used in practical numer-
ical simulations. To illustrate the theory we consider the 1D Allen-Cahn on the periodic
torus T = [0,1) using discrete Fourier transform in space. We discretize the domain
[0,1) using z; = %, j=0,1, ---, N — 1, where N is usually taken to be an even
number. In typical FFT simulations, N is usually taken to be a dyadic number. We
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use u” = (ul,---,u% ;)T to denote the approximation of u(t,z;) = u(t, N) t = nr,
0 <j < N —1. We shall adopt the following convention for discrete Fourier transform:
1 N-1 _
- iy
Uk — N Uj€_27”k'ﬁ;
7=0
N
Uj U 7'('7/
k=—N
2
where U = (Uo, U N_l)T is the (approximate) Fourier coefficient vector of the input

data U = (Up,--- ,Unx_1)T. Note that Upin = Uy for any k € Z. The discrete Laplacian
operator Ay, corresponds to the Fourier multiplier —(27k)? (when k is restricted to —% <
k<.

To understand how Fourier collocation affects L°°-stability, we consider the following
ODE system which is continuous-in-time with Fourier-collation-in-space discretization of
Allen-Cahn. Here U(t) = (U(t)g, -+ ,U(t)y_1)" is the numerical approximation of the

N-1
exact node values u(t, ;) -

d 2 .3
4 = 2 AU + U — U,
{dt (1.7)

U( — U0 ¢ RV,
t=0

where U = ((U0)37 ) (UN—I)?’)T‘
Concerning (1.7), the following results are proved in Section 5.
Theorem 1.6. Consider (1.7) with v > 0. Then the following hold.
(1) Effective maximum principle for reqular initial data. Suppose uini, : T — R sat-
isfies Uinit S H%( T) and ||tinit||ooc < 1. Take the initial data U such that Uj0 =

Uinit (%) for 0 < j < N —1. Then for N > N1 = Ni(tinit, v) > 0, we have

U)o <1+Cy- N2,

where Cy > 0 depends only on (Ui, V).
(2) Effective maximum principle: version 2. Suppose uiniy : T — R has Fourier sup-

port in {|k| < 5} with tini(5) = Gmt(—%) and [[umit]oo < 1. Take the initial

data U° such that U]Q = uinit(%) for 0 < j < N —1. Then for N > Ny =
No(tinit, v) > 0, we have
IU@)loo <1+Co- N7H,
where Cy > 0 depends only on (Ui, V).
(3) Effective maximum principle for rough initial data. Suppose U° € RN satisfies
U < 1. If N > N3(v) > 0, it holds that
sup [|U(#)[[oc <1+ €1,
0

<t<oo

where 0 < €1 < 1072 is an absolute constant. More precisely the following hold.
(Below we shall write X = O(Y) if | X| < CY where the constant C only depends
onv.)
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(a) Fort>1Ty="Tyh(v) >0,
IU®)]w < 1+ O(N"5(log N)?);  E(U(t)) < O(1),

where E(U) was defined in (5.8).
(b) For Cy = Cy(v) >0 and Cy - N™1 < t < Ty, it holds that

U)o < 1+ O(N"5(log N)?).
(c) For Cy = Cy(v) >0 and Cy- N"2log N <t < N1,
IU®)]lo0 <1+ O(NTT).
(d) For 0 <t < CoN~2log N, we have
[Tl < (14 gen) [0 + O(N 2 (105 N)¥).

(e) If U] < 1+1l61 (note that 1+1151 > 0.995), then for all t > 0, we have
2 2

U (#)]loo < 1+ O(N"5(log N)?).

(f) Suppose f : T — R is continuous and ||f|lec < 1. If (U%) = f(%) for all
0<I<N-1, then

Sup [U(1) oo < 1 +O(ws(N73)) + O(N~°),

where ¢ > 0 is an absolute constant, and wy is defined in (B.5).
(g) Suppose f: T — R is C“-continuous (see (B.6)) for some 0 < o < 1 and
[flle < 1. If (U%) = f(%) for all0 <1< N — 1, then

sup [|U(t)[[oc <1+ O(N"),
>0
where ¢1 > 0 is a constant depending only on «.
Moreover we have the following result which shows the sharpness of our estimates
above. There exists a function f: T — R, continuous at all of T\ {x.} for some
xe € T (i.e. continuous at all x # x,) and has the bound || f|lcc < 1 such that
the following hold: for a sequence of even numbers N, — 00, t,, = v 2N 2
and Tpy, = Jm/Npm with 0 < jp < Ny — 1, if ﬁm(t) € RVm solves (1.7) with
Upn(0) = v, € RN™ satisfying (v)j = f(NLm) for all0 < j < N, — 1. Then

Uty )| > 1410, Ym>1,

where 1, > 0.001 is an absolute constant.

Remark 1.4. For 0 < v < 1 the dependence of N;(v), i = 1,2,3 is only power like which
is a mild constraint in practice.

We now consider the fully discrete system.

Un+1 _pyn

T

= V2N U U — (UM 3, (1.8)

where v > 0, 7 > 0 and (U™)3 = ((U})3,--,(UR_,)*)T. This is a first order IMEX
method applied to Allen-Cahn with Fourier collocation in space. The following results are
proved in Section 5.
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Theorem 1.7 (Effective maximum principles for (1.8)). Consider (1.8) withv > 0, 7 > 0.
Then the following hold.

(1) Sharp mazimum principle for 0 < 7 < % and very large N. Assume 0 < 7 <
1
and |U% e < 1. If N > 4+ 1feﬁ, then

D=

T2u\/T

U™l <1, Vn>1.
(2) L stability for £ <7 <1.99. Assume 3 < 7 < 1.99 and |U°||o < 1. If N >

Ny(v) > 0 (the dependence of Ny on v is only power-like), then

1(2 (1+7’)% N 2+7’>
3 3T T ’

sup HUnHoo <M, = 9
n>0

Moreover z'f% <71 <0.86, then

3
2 (1+7)2 _5
sup [|U™||oo < Mp = = - + 1o, =10"7;
nzlg o™ O R = 70 70
EWU™) < EQU"),  Vn20; (1.9)
E(U™) <EUY) <&, VYn>1 (1.10)

where & > 0 depends only on v.

(3) Effective mazimum principle for N~%3 < 1 < % Suppose N793 < 1 < % and
1U% o < 1. If N > N5(v) > 0 (the dependence of N5 on v is only power-like),
then

U o <14+ O(N73),  ¥Yn>0;
E{U™™) < EU™),  VYn>0;

EU™) <&,  Wn>o;
T

where o > 0 depends only on v.

(4) Effective maximum principle for 0 <7 < N7%3. Assume 0 < 7 < N793 and
U < 1. If N > Ng(v) > 0 (the dependence of Ng on v is only power-like),
then it holds that

sup |U"||oo < 1+ ¢y,
n>0

where 0 < e < 1072 is an absolute constant. More precisely the following hold.
(Below we shall write X = O(Y) if | X| < CY and the constant C' depends only
onv.)

(a) BE(U™1) < E(U™) for alln > 0.

(b) For all n > 2N73 /7 we have

U™ |oo < 1+ O(N~0),

(c) For1<n <2N~93/7 we have

1 _3
1070 < (14 GeD)[[U° oo + O™ ).
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(d) If U)o < 1+1§a (note that 1/(1+ %e1) > 0.995), then

sup [|[U" oo <1+ O(N_%).
n>0

(e) Suppose f: T — R is continuous and | f|loc < 1. If (U°), = f(%) for all
0<I<N-—-1, then

sup [|U" oo < 14 O(wp(N7F)) + O(N ™),
n>0

where ¢ > 0 is an absolute constant, and wy is defined in (B.5).
(f) Suppose f: T — R is C¥-continuous for some 0 < o < 1 and || flleo < 1. If
(U%), = f(%) for all0 <1< N —1, then

sup |U" |loo <14 O(N™),
n>0

where ¢ > 0 is a constant depending only on «.
Moreover we have the following result which shows the sharpness of our estimates
above. There exists a function f: T — R, continuous at all of T\ {x.} for some
xe € T (i.e. continuous at all x # x,) and has the bound || f|lcc < 1 such that
the following hold: for a sequence of even numbers Ny, — 0o, Ty, = iu‘2N,;2 and

T = Jm/Nm with 0 < jp, < Np, — 1, if U,, € RNm solves
(Id =72 AU = Vi + 70 f (Vi)
where (Vi) = f(NLm) for all0 <1< N,, —1. Then

U (@m)| > 140, Ym>1,
where 1, > 0.001 is an absolute constant.

Remark 1.5. In Statement (1) the cut-off 7 = 1.99 is for convenience only. One can replace
it by any number less than 2 but N, will have to be adjusted correspondingly.

Concerning time discretization, all the numerical methods we discussed so far are only
first order in time. With further work our effective maximum principles can be generalized
to higher order in time methods. To showcase the theory, we consider Strang splitting
with Fourier collocation for Allen-Cahn on T. The exact model equation is

Ou = 12 0ppu + f(u), flu) =u—ud, (t,x) € (0,00) x T.
We slightly abuse the notation and denote for U € RY
fU)y=U-U3.
We consider the time splitting as follows. Let 7 > 0 be the time step. Consider the ODE

{%U:fam

U‘ =a RN,
t=0

We define the solution operator A, : RY — RV as the map a — U(7). Thanks to the
explicit form of f(U), we have (@ = (ag, -+ ,an_1)? and with no loss we shall assume
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that N > 2)
(Wia)y = U (),

_ aj

Ve + (1= e ) (a;)*
Define S, = e27*An. Then U™tl U™ € RV are related via the relation:
Uttt = SN.S, U™, n>0. (1.11)

It is not difficult to check that this particular Strang splitting method is second order in
time. The following results are established in Section 6.

j=0,1,--- , N —1.

Theorem 1.8 (Effective maximum principle for Strang splitting of Allen-Cahn with
Fourier Collocation). Consider (1.11) with v > 0, 7 > 0. Then the following hold.

(1) Effective mazimum principle for N~%* <1 < co. Assume N7°% < 7 < oo and
1U% o < 1. If N > Ni(v) > 0 (the dependence of N1 on v is only power-like),
then for all m > 0, we have

[U™loo <1+ O(NT?).

(2) Effective mazimum principle for 0 <7 < N=%4. Assume 0 < 7 < N~%* and

1U% o < 1. If N > Na(v) > 0 (the dependence of Na on v is only power-like),
then

sup [U" oo < 1+ €1,
n>0
where 0 < €1 < 1072 is an absolute constant. More precisely the following hold.
(a) For some Ty = O(N~%3) sufficiently small and for all n > Ty/T, we have
[U™ oo < 14+ O(NT"%),
(b) For1<n <Ty/T, we have
o™ — S2nTU0||oo < O(N_O'3)§

1
18207 U |0 < (1 + 561)||U0Hoo;

1 _
10 loo < (1 + 5eD)IU° oo + O(N 1),

() If U0 < 1+1§a (note that 1/(1+ %e1) > 0.995), then

sup [|[U"|oo < 1+ O(N_0‘3).
n>0

(d) Suppose f: T — R is continuous and ||f|leo < 1. If (U°), = f(%) for all
0<I<N-—-1, then

sup [[U"|so < 1+ O(ws (N5)) + O(N ™),
n>0
where ¢ > 0 is an absolute constant, and wy is defined in (B.5).
(e) Suppose f: T — R is C*-continuous for some 0 < o < 1 and || flloo < 1. If
(U®) = f(%) for all0 <1< N —1, then
sup [|[U"|oo < 14+ O(N™),
n>0

where ¢1 > 0 is a constant depending only on «.
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Moreover we have the following result which shows the sharpness of our estimates
above. There exists a function f: T — R, continuous at all of T\ {x.} for some
e € T (i.e. continuous at all x # x,) and has the bound || f|lcc < 1 such that
the following hold: for a sequence of even numbers Ny, — 00, Ty = %V_an_f ,
Ny > 1, and Ty, = jm /Ny with 0 < j < Ny — 1, if Uy, € RN satisfies

Upn = e%TmAthe%TmAh - e%TmAhNTme%TmAh A,

iterate n., times

where a,, € RN™ satisfies (am); = f(NLm) for all0 <1< N,, —1. Then

U ()| > 1410,  Ym>1,
where 1, > 0.001 is an absolute constant.

Our analysis is certainly not restricted to the Allen-Cahn equation and be generalized
and developed in many other directions. In Section 7 and 8 we introduce effective max-
imum principles for the 1D Burgers equation and the 2D Navier-Stokes equation with
periodic boundary conditions. Quite interestingly, these almost sharp maximum princi-
ples exhibit similar strong stability properties much as the Allen-Cahn case, although they
are derived using slightly different mechanisms. In the following we give a short summary
of the results obtained in Section 7 and 8.

Consider the 1D Burgers equation:

{atu + Oy (uug) = V2uge, (t,2) € (0,00) x T;

u‘ =0 =1y f,
=0

(1.12)

where f € L>(T).

Theorem 1.9 (Effective maximum principle for continuous in time Burgers with spectral
truncation). Let v > 0 and u be the solution to (1.12). We have for all N > 2,

sup [[u(t)]oo < Ju’floo + - N6,
>0

where ¢ > 0 is an absolute constant, and o > 0 depends only on (|| fllco, V).

Remark 1.6. The dependence of o on 1/v is at most power-like for 0 < v < 1. Also if

one work with u0~: Py f, where Py is a nice Fourier projector such as the Fejer’s kernel
which satisfies ||Py flloo < ||f]loo and supp(Pnf) C {k : —% <k< %}, then we obtain
in this case

sup [[u(t)[oo < [[flloc + O(NT).
t>0

Such pre-processing of initial data is quite easy to implement in practice.
Consider the following time-discretized version of (1.12).

{M + Oy (u"0pu™) = 120, u™ ™, (t,2) € (0,00) x T;

~
u‘ :uozﬂNf,

(1.13)

where f € L>(T).
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Theorem 1.10 (Effective maximum principle, Burgers with forward Euler and spectral
truncation). Let v > 0 and u™ be the solution to (1.13). We have for all 0 < 7 < 19 =
70V | flleo) and N > 2,

sup [|[u"{|oo < [[u’loc + a1 - N~% 4+ 7049,

n>0
where ay, a9 > 0 depend only on (||fllso, V)
Remark 1.7. One should observe that the above L* bound has a very nice pattern:

sup |[u"]|oo < “L of initial data” + “Spectral error” 4+ “Time discretization error”.
n>0

The decay rate in N and 7 is probably not optimal but we will not dwell on it here.

We now consider the Fourier collocation method applied to the 1D Burgers. Let U(t) €
RN, N > 2 solve

d 1 -2
< U+ 50, (U =A U, t>0,
{dt 2 h( ) " (1.14)

U‘ _ U0 e R,
t=0

where for convenience we have set the viscosity coefficient v = 1, and the operators Jy,
Ay, correspond to the Fourier multipliers 2mik, —4n2k? for —% <k< % respectively in
the DFT formula.

Theorem 1.11 (Effective maximum principle, 1D Burgers with Fourier collocation and
regular data). Consider (1.14) with N > 2. Suppose f is a real-valued function on T
having f supported in {|k| < %} with f(%) = f(—%) (so that f = QN f, where Qn is
defined in the beginning part of Section 5). Let (U°); = f(%) forall0 <5 < N—1. Then
for all N > No = No(||fl]2), we have

_1
sup U @)oo < 1 flloo +71 - N2 - (14 |0 £112),

where 1 > 0 depends only on || f||2.

Remark 1.8. We stress that the condition on the initial function f can certainly be re-
moved, see Theorem 7.4 for a much more general and technical result for rough initial data.
Our results give a clear explanation and justification of almost sharp L* bounds observed
in practical numerical simulations. By using the machinery developed in this work, it is
also possible to give a comprehensive analysis of the fully discrete scheme such as forward
Fuler in time with implicit treatment of the dissipation term, and Fourier collocation in
space. All these will be addressed elsewhere.

Consider on the torus T? = [0,1)? the two dimensional Navier-Stokes system expressed
in the vorticity form:

Oww + Iy (u - Vw) = Aw,
{t N ) (1.15)

w‘ :wozﬂNf,

where f € L°(T?) and has mean zero. We shall work with w having zero mean which
is clearly preserved in time. The velocity u is connected to the vorticity w through the
Biot-Savart law: v = VA" w.
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Theorem 1.12 (Effective maximum principle for 2D Navier-Stokes with spectral Galerkin
truncation). Let w be the solution to (1.15). We have for all N > 2,

_1
sup [|lw(t)][oo < HWOHOO +a-N"2,
>0

where o > 0 depends only on || f||oc-

For the time-discretized case, consider

M + Oy (u™ - V) = Aw™ 1 (t,2) € (0,00) x T?;
w‘ =w? =TIy,
=0

(1.16)

where f € L>°(T?) and has mean zero.

Theorem 1.13 (Effective maximum principle for 2D Navier-Stokes, Forward Euler with
spectral truncation). Let w™ be the solution to (1.16). We have for all 0 < 7 < 19 =

70(|[flleo) and N > 2,
n 0 -1 0.4
Sup [|w" oo < W |loo + @1 - N72 4+ agr™?,
n>0

where ay, e > 0 depend only on || f|eo-

Notation and preliminaries. For any k = (kq,--- ,k;) € R%, we denote

_ _ 2. 2 _ .
Kl = bl = B2+ 2 kLo = ma [k

(k) = (1+ [kP)2.

For any two positive quantities X and Y, we shall write X <Y orY 2 X if X <CY
for some constant C' > 0 whose precise value is unimportant. We shall write X ~ Y if
both X <Y and Y $ X hold. We write X Sq, ... o, Y if the constant C' depends on
some parameters oy, - -, . We shall write X = O(Y) if | X| SY and X = Oq, ... o, (Y)
if | X| Saroevap Yo

We shall denote X < Y if X < ¢Y for some sufficiently small constant ¢. The smallness
of the constant ¢ is usually clear from the context. The notation X > Y is similarly
defined. Note that our use of < and > here is different from the usual Vinogradov
notation in number theory or asymptotic analysis.

We adopt the following convention for Fourier transforms. Denote for f : R? — C,
g:R* = C,

(FAE = [ f@)e

—1 ) = e27ri§~:c .
R I G

For any function f defined on the periodic torus T¢ = R%/Z% which we identify as
[0,1)?, denote

N o —2mik-x
Flk) = /[O’l)df(w)e dz.

d

Occasionally we identify T¢ = [—%, %) in order to isolate the singularity near x = 0.
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For 0 <y < 1and f:T?— R, we define
[f () — f(y)
. = sup L
Il oy = sup 0=
1 loveray = 1f L Lo cray + [1f 1l e pay-

Recall the Dirichlet kernel and unscaled Fejer kernel:

sin(2j + 1)mx !
Dij(z) = sin mx Z "
|l|<J

~ kE+1)
= (sm( + 7T:17 ZD k> 0

sinmx

)

We also define F_l =0, F_g = 1 and note that
2cos2wkx = Fk — 2Fk_1 + Fk_g, VEk>0.

Now we recall the usual Poisson summation formula which will be used sometimes
without explicit mentioning.

Lemma 1.1 (Poisson summation). Let § be the usual Dirac distribution. Then

Z —2mik-x _ Zé$_n

kezd neZd
For f € LYR?) with |f(x)| + [(Ff)(x)] < (1 + |z))~%¢ for some e > 0, we have

ST(FHE) =D fn)

kezd neZd
S ENRE = 3 fly+n), vy R
kezd nezd

Remark. This is just saying that under suitable decay assumptions the natural periodiza-
tion of the original function inherits its Fourier coefficients. An immediate useful estimate
is: if |f(x)] 4+ [(Ff)(x)] < (1 + |z])~9¢ for some € > 0, then

1D (FHERET Y Ly ey < I1F Il ey,
kezd
where equality holds when f has a definite sign.

Remark. Another useful corollary is as follows. Suppose f € L'(T?) and has absolutely
converging Fourier series expansion with Fourier coefficients f(k). Then

1> FR)F ) (k)™ [y oy < NNl oey N9l 2 ey
k

where g and Fg is assumed to have sufficient decay.

Remark. Observe that for w € R, one has

e~ lvl = 1/ ! eyd —/OO ! e_se_‘iﬂds
S or g l4y2 v= 0 /TS ’
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Then for z € R, >0,

o 2]e|?
e—ﬁ‘w‘ :/ [ _se_ﬁ 1s (s
0 s
Thus
2
/ e—27rﬁ\x\e—27ri§-xdx :ﬂ_—% . B_d . (1 4 Q)—d#r(u),
Rd B 2

where T is the usual Gamma function. It follows that for 8 > 0, y € RY,

2
S @)_%ezmk-y e d1+1 S e 2nblutn,
kezd 5 F(T) n€zZd

Interestingly, for dimension d = 1, one can take the limit § — 0 and derive

1, 1
Z ﬁe2 iklyl = 27T2(y2 - ‘y’ + 6)7 vy S [_17 1]
0#£k€EZ

Denote for 0 <y < 1,

1 ; 1
Fa(y) = Z pe%lky =2 (y* —y + 6)’
0£keEZ

and extend F» to the whole R via Fy(y) = F(1 +y). It is easy to check that F5 coincides
with 272 (y? — |y| + %) in the domain [—1, 1] and there is no inconsistency in the definition.
One should recognize that the function Fy(y) is the usual Bernoulli polynomial.

2. LINEAR SETTING: 1D TORUS CONTINUOUS CASE

Consider the periodic 1D torus T = R/Z which can be identified as [0,1). For periodic
function f: T — C and integer N > 1, recall

HNf _ Z f(k)e%rik-x.
|k|<N
Note that IIyf = Dy * f, where Dy is the usual Dirichlet kernel given by
o in(2N + 1)z
D — 2mik-x Sln( ]
n(z) Z © sin rx
|k|<N
Proposition 2.1. Let N > 1. Then
TN fll oo (ry = [1Dn * fllzeo(r) S 10g(N 4 2)|| £l poo (1)

The bound is sharp in the following sense. For each N > 1, there exists fny € C*°(T),
such that

(D # fn)(0)] > erlog(N +2) - [| fv ]| oo (),

where ¢; > 0 is an absolute constant.

Proof. This is rather standard. For the lower bound define
: {E?f:OX[ 2 241y — Z;V:—Ol X[ 2L 2442y, 0<xr<1,

fN — 2N+1'2N+1 2N+1'2N+1
periodic extension.

Mollifying fx suitably then yields the lower bound. O
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Proposition 2.2. Let N > 1. Define

2j  2j+1

Qy={zcl0,1]: Dy )>0}: Nt N+ 1)

(

OCZZ

v (FL 242

2N+1 2N+1)

Oy ={ze(0,1]: Dy(z

||C

Then Leb(Q}) = &AL Leb(Qy) =

ES and

N
2N+1’
1
Dy (z)dx > —5 log(2N + 3);

T

+
QN

Q];(_DN(w))dx > % log(N +1).

Proof. Clearly

N
2N+1 sin(2NV + I8k INFT sin(2N + 1)y QNH
Z/ sinrw 2_:0/ 257 d 2j+1 /0 sin(2N + 1)mydy
2
2

Sln(2N+l +my)

al 9 [N+l 1
> dxr = — log(2N + 3).
> z > | e = N +3)
Similarly
N—-1
—Z 2N+ISII12N—|—1) dwzi ‘1 zilog(]\f—l—l)
2541 sin mx 2 j+1 = m2
= IN+1 7=0
]
Let v > 0, N > 1, and consider
1 ik
K@) = D yigmpe™ " w e
Ik[<N
1 ik
Kon@ = 3, Togape™ " # €T
|k|>N

1 3 .
Note that K>y < [Ksnllz = QCjgsn m)i <v72.N72. A better bound is
available. See below.

Proposition 2.3. Let v > 0. We have
c1 C2
1+ (mNv)? M = T x N2

where ¢; > 0, cog > 0 are absolute constants.

5 10g(N +2) < [Ksn|lLr(r) glog(N +2), VN=>1,

Proof. We first show the upper bound.
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Choose ¢ € C°(R) such that ¢(x) = 1 for |z| < 1 and ¢(z) = 0 for |z] > 2. Choose
¢1 € C°(R) such that ¢1(x) =1 for 1 < |z| < 2 and ¢1(z) =0 for z < 0.9 or z > 2.1.
Then

1 k . 1 k .
K _ v 2mikex 1 — (= 2mik-x
SOEDY Tzt y)e ™ > T anzage L ol)e
|k|>N |k|>N

1 K\ omik 1 K\ 2nik-
= - _ TIR-T - - (1- v mik-x
2 TR +l§ T amee (Lol )e

N<|k|<2N
1 k k. orik. 1 k\ orik.
— e Y A v mik-x - - (1- v Tik-x
2 TRt o R ) T (L ()e
N<|k|<2N keZ
=: A(z) + B(z).
For the first piece, denote
_ 1 § £
K = F H{—— (= =
and note that (this is where the localization ¢; is needed)
1
K <—Q
Observe
1 § § omig-
Az) = —— (= =) - 8(€ — k))e* ey
@ = | GG (X b —memeuas
N<|k|<2N
1
= Z/ Ki(z =y —n)Dn(y)dy,
nez 0
where
Dy (y) = Z e2mik Yy
N<|k|<2N
Thus
- 1
IAl Ly S 1Kl @) IDN Nl ey S mlogN.
For the second piece we discuss two cases. If N < %, then we simply have
1Bl (ry S 1.
IfN > %, then one can make use of the identity
1 £
T (1=d(x
1+ 4720282 ( ¢(N))
:#.(1_ 1 ).1_‘25(%)
Am2p2 N2 l—l—47‘r21/2§2 (%)2 .

Thus in this case

1 < 1

B S ’
IBllir) S m202N2 ~ 1 + (7vN)2



EFFECTIVE MAXIMUM PRINCIPLES 23

Now we turn to the lower bound. We first consider the situation that N is sufficiently
large (larger than an absolute constant). This amounts to showing

1Al Ly log N.

1
1+( vN)?

Denote (below ¢ and ¢ are the same functions used in the definition of A(z))

Ay = > o5 S i (= )2’”’”

N<|k|<2N
k 2mik-x k 2mik-x
= Z ¢(N)€ = Z <Z5(N)€
N<|k|<2N \k|>N
_ Z 27r2k Ty Z ¢ 27rik-m
|k|<N kEZ
2mik-x k 2mik-x k 2mik-x
= 3 e S G = —Diy(a) + Y BT
|k|I<N kEZ kEZ

Clearly for N large,
Al L1(1y 2 log N.
Now observe that on T:
A= (1-1%0,,)A.
Let ¢ € C°(R) be such that (£) =1 for 0.5 < |{] < 3 and ¥(§) = 0 for [£| < 0.4 or

|€| > 4. Let
_ 1 + (27”/5) g 27ri§-:£

It is easy to check that ||m|[ 1Ry S < 1. Now since

A(z) = (1 + (2nvN)? Z/ m(z —y)A(y)dy,

ne”L
we clearly have

1Al Ly S (L4 @avN)?) - Al iy

Thus the lower bound for ||Al|z1(T) is shown when N is large.
Now if N is of constant order, we can use the interpolation inequality

1 1
[Ksnllz S KNI IHES N -
Note that for N ~ 1,

1 1 o<v<y
K 2N s v ) 21
ot~ 3t~ {2 0S4 1)
Also
1 1 o<v<y
e < <« R ’ 2.2
| >NHOON§1+]€2V2N{]/_27 v>1. 22
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Thus for N ~ 1,

K 2 .
N

0

In Proposition 2.3, the lower bound on K< can also be obtained from a more general
result, see Proposition 2.4 below.
We first need a simple lemma.

Lemma 2.1. For any 0y € [0, 1), there exits ay (c; may depend on 0y) with 0 < 1076 <
a; < 1—107%, such that

Im(e?™0+2)) > 1077 V€ o, g +1077].

Proof. Obvious. One just need to discuss separately the cases 6 in different intervals and
choose the corresponding shifts suitably. O

Let ¢ € S(R) and note that ¢(1) may be complex-valued. If ¢(1) # 0, then by Lemma
2.1, we have for some 0 < 1076 < ay <1 — 1075,

., o(1
Im(e2“ym) >107% Vy€ o, ap +1077).

|6(1)]
Define
B sin((2N + 1)m(z — y))
Qn(Dn)(z) = /RNqﬁ(Ny) sin(m(z —y)) w
- sin((2N + ) (z — +y))
o /R(b(y) sin(m(z — %y)) -

One typical case is that ¢(¢) is localized to {|¢| ~ 1} so that Qn(Dy) is the frequency
projection of the Dirichlet kernel to the frequency annulus {|{| ~ N}. Note that if x =
gg\?j;;, where jp is an integer, N1 <jo < N%, ar < % < a1 + 1077 with ay the same as

in Lemma 2.1, then as N — oo,

sin((2 + 2 )7 (e — jo + €

1 . 1
- ;/qu(y) sm(27r(§€ —y))dy
_ %Imwam) > 13(1)].

This heuristic computation then leads to the following proposition.
Proposition 2.4. If (E(l) =0, then

ey (DMl
1m =
N—o0 10gN

If qub(l) # 0, then there exists some Ny = No(¢) such that if N > Ny, then
c1p(1)|log N < [ Qn (D) piry < calé(1)|log N,

where ¢; > 0, cog > 0 are absolute constants.
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Proof. Consider the case qub(l) # 0. We first show the lower bound. Let xg = gf\‘;ﬁ, where

Jjo is an odd integer (this is to ensure that the intervals corresponding to different jy are
non-overlapping), NTo < jo < N%, a; <5 <a;+ 10~7 with oy the same as in Lemma
2.1, then

sin((2 + &) (goere — y))d

Qx(D¥)Gan) = [ 600 X, e (B~ )
sin((2 + )7 (sge — )
+/¢(y ’X|y\>N% sin(w(gfvilel%)) dy

Since ¢ is a Schwartz function, the second piece above can be easily bounded by N~10
which is negligible as IV tends to infinity. In the computation below we shall completely
ignore this piece. Then

™M

Sin((2+ (2]\][V+1 —y)) 270 + €

Qn (D)(o) - 20 ~ / BWX, |4 (D2 gy

R ly|<N?20 s1n( (55\?-‘,4:1 — %)) 2N +1

sin((2 + )7 (5ge — ¥)) , 2o + €

B / Py T g (% 1 N
= sin(7 (5351 — +)
1 sin((2 + L)77( N _¢_ Y))
5 L vewx, e dy
R vl< sin(m (3337 — )

Note that the second piece is bounded by O(N _%) and it is negligible. For the first piece,

- — 1| < 2? for |z < 1. Thus
D - 24 dy + O(N~T
o N><xo>.m0——/¢<y> Xy oy 82 + )T )y + OV )
- /‘f’ sin((2 + ) (2N+1€—y))dy+O(N—1—lo).

=:In

Note that in I there is no dependence on jy. As N — oo, we have

I = [ o) sin(2n(ze = y))dy = Tm(e5(0) 2 50

where in the last step we used Lemma 2.1. It follows that

2jg+201+2:10~7

2N+1 D dr > "

Y o D@z B0 Y

N%SjOSN% 2N+1 N% gjogN%
jo is odd jo is odd

2 (log N)|@(1)].

25|~
2| -
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Now we turn to the upper bound. For x = 2{\;11 with 0 < e <1 and j being an integer

in [0,2N], we have

sin Tz -y
Qn(Dn)(z) = /R o(y) ((jif(;;)—(iy))]vy))
N

. sin((2N + 1)7(gxer — &)
— (—1)/ : d
(=1) /R(b(y) sin(w(sz—tl - ) ’

dy

For the regime j < alog N where a = |<;A5(1)|/H<;5||L1(R), we note that ||Qn(Dn)|lco S
9llL1(r) - N, and

QN (DNl 14 ) S el )

Thus
) S8l @ycdog N S |6(1)|log N.

S QN (DNl

+1
j<alog N

Next consider the regime 1— < j < 2N. Clearly we have

23\1?1 1 ~
> v 0@l S lelnw 35S Il oglog N S [6(1)|1og
o <j<aN T INTT e N SI<2N
for N sufficiently large. Finally consider the regime alog N < j < %. For x = #4:17
we have
: sin((2N + Dr(ogyr — w¥), j+e 1
Qx(Dy)(a) o= (1Y [ o)™ w1 wu) ite 1,
R sin(m (3537 — +v)) 2N+1 N
(—1)7 / sin((2N + D7 (5357 — 7))
TN : te dy
N Jr sin(mr (54 —

INFI %y))
(1

Note that the second piece above can be easily bounded by (log N)~!. For the first piece

one can use the cut-off x|, - 1,1,y and the inequality |G — 1] < 22 for |z| < 1 to
— 100

extract the main order. It follows easily that

o~

QN (DN)(@)] - |2 S 6(1)] + O((log N) ™) S [6(1)],

for N sufficiently large. Collecting all estimates, we obtain
1QN (D)l i (ry S 16(1)] - log N.

Finally we turn to the case 5(1) = 0. The analysis is similar. First the regime % <

7 < 2N is acceptable since it gives at most loglog N growth. The other two regimes are
J <VlogN and ylog N < j < ; N . We omit the details. g

In the next few propositions, we outline an alternative approach to obtain the L'-norm
bound on K~ . The advantage is that it can be used on more general trigonometric series
whose coeflicients satisfy certain convexity properties.
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Proposition 2.5. Let v > 0. Let Ny = e, If N > max{Ny, N—ﬁ}, then

C1 C
WlogN < NEKsnllr) € 55 log N,

2
~ (Nv)
where ¢; > 0, co > 0 are absolute constants.

Remark. In the regime N < % (for 0 < v < 1), the L' bound of K-y and Ky can also
be quite large. For example, fix N = Ny independent of v and take v — 0, then the main
order of Ky, is given by the Dirichlet kernel, and we have (below we use L? to estimate
the error piece)

sin(2Ny + 1)m

x 2 a2
K No L1 (m) = || pr— |21 (T) — const -v* - Ng 5
> const - log Ny — const -2 - N02'5
2 log No ,

where v > 0 is sufficiently small. Noting that || Kn, + K>, | z1(r) = 1, we obtain a similar
lower bound for K ;.

Proof. Denote

1
* T I 4n?2k?
k . 2
~ sin(k + 1)7mx
Fy(z) = (o) = (Bl Dmz)©
R
7=0
Note that HFkHl —=k+1and F, — F,_1 = Dj. Then
_ 1 omikx _ - > -
Kon(@) = Y. T 22 = > (B —2F 1 + Fry)
K[> N+1 k>N+1
= Z cxFy, — 2 Z k1B + Z chroFy,
k>N+1 k>N k>N-1
= > (er = 2h41 + chp2) i — en Py + ens1 Fv
k>N
= > (ck — 20p41 + crp2) By — (v — enp1)Fn-1 — enDy.
k>N

Note that if 12k?7%v? — 1 > 0, then
Ck — 2Ckp41 + Cpy2 > 0.
It is easy to check that

47%(2N + 1)v2N - 2
1+ 472 N202)(1 + 4x2(N + 1)%02) — 14+ 472N2w?

(en — CN—I—I)HFN—lHLl(T) = (

By Proposition 2.2, we have
1 1 2 1
K d —log(N +1) — =
>N (z)de og(N +1) 14 4m2N2p2 ™~ (Nv)?

D log N.
Q- T 14 4m2N2p2 72 ©8
N
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Thus

sl 2 1Kol / Koy

.1
™ (Np)?

For the upper bound, one notes that [ Ky (z)dz =0, and

log N

1
I Ksnllprry < 2N(eny — eny1) +2en|| Dyl iy S log N.
(T) (T)

™ (Np)?
0

Proposition 2.6. Let v > 0. There exists an absolute constant Ny > 0 such that if
N1<NcmdN<2\/— then

KN Liemy ~ log N,
[ KNl 1 (ry ~ log N.
Consequently by Proposition 2.5, for all N > max{Ny, 63”2}, we have

IK>Nl 1T log N.

1
T 1+ (Nv)?

Proof. We only need to show that |[Ky|[z1r)y 2 log N. Denote again c; = H—Tl%QkQ‘
Then

Ky(z) = Z Ckezmk'x + Z Ck(Fk — QFk_l + Fk_g)

Ik|<4 4<k<N
N-1

= Z Ckezﬂlk'x + Z (ck — 2¢p41 + cpy2)Fr + en Dy
|k|<4 k=4

Note that for £k < N — 1, we have

) B 3 26(3k* + 6k +2) — 2
Ck = 2Ck41 + Chy2 = T Blk+1)2 (1+ ﬁkQ)(l + B(k +2)?)

where 3 = (27v)2. Here we used the assumption N < 5 fm/
Recall Q = {x € T: Dy(x) <0}. Then

KNy = 1Bl oy) = enlIDn gy — const —(en — enga) N 2 log .

<0,

Lemma 2.2. Let
sin(2N + 1)wx 2 sin N7z 2
Fy(a) = —S@N A+ Urr 2 (7>
sin wx N sin wx

There exists an absolute constant No > 0 sufficiently large, such that the following hold
for any N > Ny, € € [10, 6]'
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Ifx:%, N1o <j<N%, and j is odd, then

N
Fy(z) > 517,
where (1 is an absolute constant.
Proof. Note that
. 1. +1—¢€ . j+1—c¢ 1
—sin(2N + )7z = (—1)11 S N LT Ty > o
sin(2N + 1) = (—1)’" " sin(em 5N ) = sin(em 5N ) > 5 €7

; 1
2sin? Nmz = 1 — cos 2Nz = 1 — (1) cos(err) = 5627{'2 + O(eh),

where in the first inequality above we have used the assumptions on N and e. Then

in(2N +1
— —sm( - + Dz > const -€ - —,
sinw J

2 sin Nma: | 2 < ¢ N
N sin T = oons 52 €
The desired result then clearly follows.
g

Lemma 2.2 leads to an interesting point-wise lower bound on K- y. It also yields
another proof for || K= y||z1(ry. We record it here for the sake of completeness.

Proposition 2.7. Let v > 0. If N > max{Np, ﬁ} where Ng is the same absolute
constant as in Lemma 2.2, then for any 0 < x < 1,

1 N
Kon(z) > B 55— 1.5 i 9,
12 L L +4n202N2 EAR-SEASl
NI<j<N3Z
j is odd

where (1 is the same absolute constant as in Lemma 2.2. Consequently

1
I KsnllLir) 2 mlogu\f +2).
Proof. Clearly
1 k. - .
Kan(@)= me%lk T =3 " (ck — 20k41 + crp2) Fr — ey Dy — (e — eng1) Fiv o1,
|k|>N+1 k>N

where we use again the kernel

Fi(z) = i%—(w) _ <M>2

= sin Tx
and
1
* T T Ann2k?
Note that for £k > N > #, we have

2\/§7r1/
Ck — 2041 + Cpy2 > 0.
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Noting that ey —eny1 < ey - %, we obtain

sinmx

Z 1 2miba 1 sin(2N + )z 2 (sinNmz?
76 . — —_ _— .
1+ 4n2p2k2 ~ 1+4n2v2N?2 sin Tz N

|k|>N+1

The point-wise lower bound then easily follows from Lemma 2.2. The L' lower bound
follows from direct integration. O

Proposition 2.8. Let v > 0. If N > ﬁez%, then Kn(x) > 0 for all x € T and
KNy = 1.
The dependence of N on v is almost sharp in the following sense: for 0 < v < 1, if

1 < Lew
2\/§7WSNN\/1766 , then

0.3

Kn < —
NS +4m202(N +1)2

on a set of measure O(1) and

4 gl
14 4m202(N + 1)’

KNy =1

where 1 1s an absolute constant.

Proof. For the first result, note that

1 1 1
K > —lz+nl _ -
N(z) 2> 2,/26 Z 1+ 42022

nez [k|>N
- 1 —4 1 2
—e v o—_
v Ar2p2 N — 7

. 1
if N > 2732”621».

For the last result we recall the identity for K- n(z):
L 2ik- - - -
Z me = Z (ck — 2ck41 + cug2)Fr — eNnEFn + eng1 Fn-1.
|[k|>N+1 E>N

1
Note that for k > N > 5 e have

Ck — 2Ck41 + g2 = 0.

Now if we take xg = Njil, where jg is an integer in [1, N], then Fy =0 and

It follows that for xy = N >

Jo 1
N+17 = 23w’
1

K > .
>N (20) 2 14 4m202(N +1)2
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Thus
Kn(z9) < 1 Ze_%lx”"' - !
- 2w 1+ 4m202(N +1)2
nez
1 e—% min{zo,1—x0} 1
< —=-2 T — 3.3 5
v 1—e % 1+4m2v2(N +1)
Assume jo € [3(N + 1), 2(N + 1)] such that zg € [3, 2], then for 2\/157”/ <N < %66%, we
have
1 2 1 0.5
KN(xQ) < = i

J— < _ .
v eé(l —emv) 1+ 472v2(N 4 1)2 1+ 4m202(N +1)2

One may then pick O(N) of jo from the interval [£(N+1), (N +1)], and choose z¢ = ]]\‘,)j:,
with € € [0, e.] (€. is a sufficiently small absolute constant), such that
- 0.3

14 4m2v2(N +1)2°

KN(x()) <

Note that the total measure of such xg is O(1). Finally we should point out that since
fT Kydr = 1, the above point-wise bound then yields the (slightly inferior) L' lower
bound of K as:

gl
1+ 472v2(N +1)2’

KNy > 1+

where 7, is an absolute constant. Note that we lose a logarithm here compared to the
optimal bound. O

2.1. Generalization to convex sequences. The simple method used in the proof of
Proposition 2.5 is quite robust and can be generalized. For example, consider a sequence
of real numbers (cg)r>0 such that supy>[cx| < oo and the following hold:

(1) for some ko > 0,
Crp — 2Ckp41 + Cpg2 >0, Yk > k.

(2) limgoo(crpr — )k = 0.
(3) limg_o0 cx loghk = 0.

Remark 2.1. Condition (1) and (2) implies that > ;2 [cx — 2¢k41 + cppo| - (B + 1) < oo.

Remark. Condition (3) cannot be deduced from (1) and (2). For example, let ¢ =
then condition (1) and (2) are satisfied, but not condition (3).

1
loglog k>

Remark. Condition (2) and (3) is convenient for extracting convergence rates. These
conditions can be weakened further provided one works with other norms such as total
variational norms and so on. However, we do not dwell on this issue here.

Now let

N
Gn(x) = Z c‘k|62mk'x =co+ 22% cos(27k - x).
k|<N k=1
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Theorem 2.1. Suppose the sequence (ci)r>o satisfies the conditions (1), (2) and (3).
Then Gy converges in L' to a function G as N tends to infinity. Furthermore the
following upper and lower estimates hold:

|GN — Geollpi(ry < 2|eny — enta] - N +ailen|log N, VN > 4;
1
”GN — GOOHLI(']T) > CNﬁlog(N +1)— ’CN — CN+1’ -N, VN >4,
where ay > 0 is an absolute constant.

Remark. This theorem is quite handy in practical applications. For example, one can take
c, = k=% k > 1, where @ > 0 (note that we do not require o > 1!). It is easy to check
that conditions (1), (2) and (3) are satisfied. Then corresponding to this sequence (¢x)x>0
we have

|IGN — Geollpiry ~ N™*log N,
for all large N.
Proof. Note that for 4 < N < M,

Gy — Gy = Z Ck(Fk — QFk_1 + Fk_g)

N<k<M
M M-1 M—2
= Z cpFy —2 Z Cht1 by + Z Cr+2F%
k=N41 k=N k=N—1
2

M—
Z (ck = 2¢k11 + o) Fie + cr B + evr—1Fayi—1 — 2epFy—1 — enFv + envpi Fv-a
k=N

2

M—
= Z (ck = 2¢k11 + cpr2) Fie + e D + (ev—1 — em) Fu—1 — (ev — ent1)Fn—1 — enDy.
k=N

Since (by Remark 2.1) >, |cx — 2¢k41 + cpt2|(k + 1) < oo, it follows easily that G is
Cauchy in L' and converges to an L' function as N — oo. The upper and lower bounds
are similarly estimated as before. We omit the details. O

Remark. One can also change the metric and obtain more precise point-wise convergence
results with suitable weights. For example, fix any dy > 0, one can show (say identify

T=[-373)
IGN = Gurll e sy<faj< 2y = 05
as NV < M tends to infinity.

2.2. PDE results. Let v > 0 and consider the following linear elliptic PDE posed on the
1D torus T = [0, 1):

uw— 120,u =TN T, (2.3)

where we recall IIy defined as

HNf: Z ‘]E(k)e%rik-x.

|k|<N
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This equation is perhaps one of the simplest cases for the spectral Galerkin method. By

using the results derived earlier, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 2.2. Let f € L*°(T). Then the unique solution u to (2.3) satisfies the following:

e Strict mazximum principle. If N > ﬁe%ﬂ, then
ulleo(ry < Nl Loo(T)-

e Generalized maximum principle. For all N > 1,

a1
follecn < (14 i 08V +2)) 1o

where a1 > 0 is an absolute constant.

e Lower bound. For each N > 1, there exists smooth fO) with Hf(N)HLoo(’]T) =1,

such that the corresponding solution u™) satisfies

NN o > % _
1wt poo (my > 15 (rNv)? log(N +2) — 1,

where ag > 0 is an absolute constant.
1

e Lower bound for small v. Assume 0 < v < 1. For each N satisfying 3w <N

<

~

\/L;ee‘%, there exists smooth ) with ||f(N)HLoo(’]I‘) =1, such that the corresponding

(N) satisfies

solution u
Q3

1
1 + 47202 (N +1)%’

HU(N)HLOO(T) >

where as > 0 is an absolute constant.

Proof. The first and fourth result follow from Proposition 2.8. The second and third

results follow from Proposition 2.3.

O

2.3. The case d > 2. We now discuss some higher dimensional analogues of the previous

results. In practical numerical computations, we usually use the projection

d
Iy = HEV’ =N -y gy,

where Iy i, refers to projection into each frequency coordinate k;. In yet other words

Hg\‘?) is the frequency truncation with |k| < N.
We begin with a technical lemma.

Lemma 2.3. Let d > 1, 3 >0, and N > 2. Suppose ¢ € C°(R?) is such that ¢(&) = 1

for |€] < % d, and $(&) =0 for [¢| > 2v/d. Then

1 k. orin 1 ;
b5 e ~ ———(log(N +2
”|k§;N1+47T25|k|2¢(N)6 Iyt ~ T gRa Qs (N +2))%,

where the implied constants depend only on d and the function ¢.
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Proof. First we show the upper bound. Let ¢; € C°(RY) be such that ¢;(¢) = 1 when
1 <€ < 2V/d, and ¢1(€) = 0 for [¢] < 5 or |¢] > 3V/d. Then clearly we have

1 k 2mik-x
| Z HTW¢(N)€ ||L;(1rd)

|k‘oo>N
1 k k 2mik-x
= Z Ly <o <2van - HTW¢(N)¢1(N)6 21 (pey
» 1
d
<IIDnllpycray - 1H |y ey S (log(N +2))° - 7N

where Dy is a Dirichlet kernel corresponding to the part 1N<|k\oo<2\/EN = 1|k\oo<2\/EN —
i<~ (Note that both summands naturally split as product of one-dimensional kernels)

and H = f_l(mlgwﬂﬁ(%)%(%))-
Next we show the lower bound. Note that

Az) = Z ¢(%)e2wik-w _ Z ik Z qb(%)e%rik-x
[kloo>N |kloo <N kezd
which implies
||A||L;(Td) > (log N)¢, for N large.
Observe

A(z) = (1 +47°BN?%) )

[Fe|oo>

1

k 1+ 47725“{:‘262#2'19%
Nt 472 B k|?

k
@b(ﬁ)@l(ﬁ) 1 +47T25N2

The desired lower bound (for N large) then follows since

€41 + 4n2BlEf?

\|f_1(¢1(N H_TW)HL;(W) S L

Finally for N ~ 1 one can note that A(z) = >y -y mlﬁwgqb(%)ezmk'x has the
bounds:
JAll s ry S 0 1Al ~ ——.
Lz(T)N1+B’ Lz (T4) 1_|_B

One can then use interpolation to get the lower bound.
O

Recall the Japanese bracket notation (x) = (1 + |:1:|2)% for + € R Let ¢ > 0 and
consider

gn(@) = D (k)T

koo <N

anla) = 3 (k) “v(a)e e,

kezd
where 1) € C®(R?) satisfies 1)(€) = 0 for [¢] < V/d, and (&) = 0 for |£] > 2V/d.
Lemma 2.4. Both (gn)n>2 and (Gn)ns>2 are Cauchy in L'(T?), and
lgn — gnllparay SN (log N)* =0, as N — oc.
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Proof. Due to the assumption on the support of 1, we see that 1/1(%) =1 when |k|oo < N,

and (&) = 0 when |k|s > 2N. Choose ¢y € C° with support in {|¢| ~ 1} such that
¥1(€) = 1 on the support on ¢. Then

oy = gnllpseeay =1 Y. (k)™ 61/1( )1 (— ) TR 1 pay

N<|k|oo<2N

S 1Dllrol [ (€U0 de] ) < (o M) N

where Dy is the Dirichlet kernel corresponding to 1 N<|kloa<2N-
It then suffices for us to show that (§n)n>2 is Cauchy in L1(T?). Observe that for
M > N > 2, we have

o = e llzseey < 1| [ (€703 — v

as we take M > N to infinity.

))ezmﬁ'mdiHL;(m — 0,

Lemma 2.4 can be used to show the following folklore identity that for € > 0,

Z<2ﬂ_k e27rzk:c_ fo_’_n

kezd nezd

where f = F~1((2m€)7¢) is the usual Bessel potential. Note that even though f has
exponential decay, the decay of the Fourier coefficient is not enough to apply the classic
version of the Poisson summation formula. To resolve this the natural idea is to truncate
the LHS and in some sense Lemma 2.4 assures the equivalence of different two truncations.
The convergence of the Fourier series on the LHS can then be understood in L. (T?) sense.
Stronger point-wise asymptotics are also available but we will not dwell on this issue here.

Consider the operator T-y 5 = (Id —BA)~1(Id —Hgf,l)). Note that it is spectrally local-
ized to the sector {k : |k|o > N}. Denote the corresponding kernel as K-y g.

Theorem 2.3. Let N > 2. K. g is an L' function on T¢ and

1 d
||K>N,ﬁ||L1(’]I‘d) ~ TW lOg (N + 2)7
where the implied constants depend only on d.

Proof. Choose ¢ as in Lemma 2.3 and note that

1 k 1 k ;
K — v 27rzkx 1 — (= 2mik-x

—: Ay (2) + As(2).

Here we used the fact that when 1 — ¢(£) = 0 we must have |k| > 2 Nv/d which implies
kloo > 2N (so that the condition |k|o > N can be dropped).

To bound Ay we can use Lemma 2.4 and the discussion afterwards which gives
1 ¢ 1

1
Azl gy ey < IIF (W(l - ¢(N)))HL;(W) S TGN
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By Lemma 2.3 we have
1 d
A1l L1 (ray ~ 1+ 3N? (log(N +2))7,

and thus the desired bound for K- y g follows when N is large.
Note that the desired upper bound for K-y g holds for all N > 2 and we only need to
show the lower bound when N is of order 1. To this end consider

1 1 ;
B(:E) — Z T > 2e2mk-x’
Ko N K| 14 4n28|k|

1 ke
Bi(z) = Z ’k‘dﬂe%mx'
|k|oo>N

Easy to check that for N ~ 1,

1
HBHLg(Td) ~ ma HBIHLg(Td) ~ L
Since B = By * K~ g (here * denotes the usual convolution on the torus), we then have
1
113 S Bllzzeray < I1Billzzeray - 1K>n8l L1 eray S K> gl Ly ey

Thus the desired lower bound holds also when N is of order 1.
O
Theorem 2.4. Let d > 1, N > 2, 8 > 0. Then the following hold for Tsng =
(1d —BA) 1 (1d —11\P) with the kernel K-y 5, and Ty g = (Id —BA) I,
(1) Sharp L} bound.

C1 d C9 d
———(log(N +2)* < ||K < ——(log(N + 2
2 o8N + D) < 1Ko slag o < 1 20N +2)"

where c1 > 0, co > 0 depend only on the dimension d.
(2) Generalized mazximum principle. For all N > 2, we have

(log(N +2)))1f | o 4y,

C3
17N g fllLee(ray < (1 + Tr N
where c3 > 0 depend only on the dimension d.
(3) Strict maximum principle. Let d = 1,2. Denote the kernel of Ty g as Ky g. For
all N > Ny = No(B,d) (i.e. Ny is constant depending only on 3 and d), it holds
that Ky g is a strictly positive function on T with unit L. mass, and consequently

17N, f lpoe(ray < I1fll e (ray-
Remark. An interesting problem is to investigate the maximum principle for the spherical

operator Ty g = (Id —BA) ™Iy where TTy corresponds to the Fourier cut-off k| < N (i.e.
|k|oo is replaced by the usual I2 norm |kl).

Proof. The first two follow from Theorem 2.3. We only need to show (3). Note that the
case d = 1 is already settled before with explicit dependence of constants. The case d = 2
is proved in the appendix. O
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2.4. Truncation of general Bessel case. We first recall the usual Bessel potential on
R%: for s > 0,

Gy = (Id-A)"2d,  G,(€) = (2m) ™"

At the origin, we have for |z| — 0,

282(;'%(1 +o(l)), 0<s<d
Gs(z) = ﬁ In ‘?1‘(1 +o(1)), s=d;
@(1 +o0(1)), s>d.
2572
When |z| — oo,
Gu(s) = g (14 o(1).

PR () T
It follows that for s > d, we have the rough bound
Gy(z) > e 2, Va e RY
For s = d, we have
~2z] gl > L.
Gz ¢ Tz
—Infz[, VO<|z|< %,
For 0 < s < d, we have
e 2l Vx| > 4,
G(x) 2 ' =5’
@)= {]az\‘(d‘s>, VO < |z| < 1.

Denote for 5 > 0, N > 2,

1 .
Fns(z) = ek xr e T
& T
We suppress the dependence of Fiy s on 3 since we focus only on studying other parameters
while keeping 3 > 0 fixed. It is easy to check that the L. limit of Fy ; is given by
_d 11
Foo,s(x) = /8 2 Z Gs(

), VaeTd—|—= Ly
nezd 22

xr+n

VB

X

>z/3—%Gs<¢B

12
Lemma 2.5. Let d > 1 and s > d. There exists Ny = csq - (ﬁdTlex/B)ﬁ (csa > 0
depends only on (s,d)) such that if N > Ny, then each Fy s is positive and hence has unit
L} mass.

2
Remark. Note that for d = 1 and s = 2, our Ny ~ e V# is slightly worse than the constant

1
O(\/iﬁeﬁ) obtained before. This is due to the use of the rough lower bound on Gj.

Proof. There is no issue with point-wise convergence since s > d. Observe that

S L cpines
oy (L 4m25k[2)2
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It follows that

1 s
Fys(w) 2 B5e 7% — gmEN~6= > q,

1

it N> Ny~ (8% eva)a. O

The complementary regime 0 < s < d requires more delicate analysis.
First we make an easy note. For all s >0, d > 1, and |z| < oy \/E’ we have

onlk - x| < g Vk € Z¢ with k| < N.

Clearly then for all |z| < 6N1\/_’ we have

1 1
FN’s(l‘) > — 5 > 0
2 Ik;N (14 4m2p|k|?)2

Thus to analyze positivity we only need to focus on the regime {z € [—%, %]d Cox] >

5 Nl \/g}' In the rest of the analysis we shall only treat x in this regime.

2.4.1. Complete analysis for 1D case. We first investigate the 1D case in complete detail.
For convenience throughout this subsection we shall identify

11
T=[-=2).
~3:3)
This is to single out the possible singularity near 0.
To continue it is useful to denote (by a slight abuse of notation)

277\/7 !

(1 + 4x28|k|2)2

Note that ((z)=%)" = s(z)~6*t . ((s + 1)22 — 1). Thus ¢(k) is convex whenever k >
We will use the following identity for any 4 < N < M:

27r\/s+ 2n/s+1V/B
M—2 i i i

Fys—Fns = Z (ck — 2¢k41 + chg2) Fi + e Dar + (envr—1 — em) Fyu—1 — (en — eng1)Fn—1 — enDn,
k=N

(2.4)

where Dy (z) = SRCNTUTT oh g Py (z) = (SR0ELmey2, From this it is not difficult to

sin T Sin TxX
check that (Fis)n>4 converges uniformly on Ts = {z € [—3,3) : |z > 6} for any fixed
small 6 > 0. Sending M to infinity and using convexity of ¢, (for & > N) then yields for

1
N = 2m\/s+1+/3’

Fns(x) > Foo s(x) — hy(x) + enDy(z), for any 6 < |z| < (2.5)

l\3|>i

where

o
hN(x) = Z (Ck — 2041 + Ciy2) Fi.
k=N
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Lemma 2.6. Letd=1and 0 <s < 1. For all0 < s <1 and $\/B < |z| < 3, we have

Fos(z) 2 5_56_\/3.

For all 0 < |z| < min{2y/B, 1}, we have

For any N > 27&/— and 5% < |z| < 3, we have

B
s 1
len| + |hw (@) S 872N Tl
Proof. Direct computation. Note that
[ee]
hv(z) S a7 (en — 2k41 + cpga) = |21 (e — o) S |2 272N TH Sz T BTEN T
k=N

O

1
Lemma 2.7. Let d =1 and s = 1. Then for any N > No(f8) = « - B_%eﬁ (o > 0 is
some absolute constant), Fy 1 is positive and has unit L} mass.

Proof. Consider first the regime 5\/_ B < |z| < % (note that in this case for such z to exist
we must have 0 < 8 < (2)?). We have

1
Fns(r) > af2e VA — a2ﬁ_§m
11
NVB’

1
where a1 > 0, ag > 0 are absolute constants. Clearly then Ny ~ B_%e\/ﬁ suffices.
Next consider the regime # < |z| < min{3y/3, 3}. We have

1 L
> aifze” VA — Bagfh

1

FN,s(x) > 0435_% 1H|@| — a2ﬁ_% . W’

|z
where aig > 0 is also an absolute constant. Now if In | \/_| > 282 2, clearly we have positivity.

On the other hand if ln] \ < 2%, then
_1 T G R
Fio(e) > g6 35— aof ™t 4 €78 >0,
if we take Ny > ﬁ_%.

We now focus on 0 < s < 1.

Lemma 2.8. Let d = 1 and 0 < s < 1. If 1\/B < |z| < § and N > No(B,s) =
a(s) -5_%eﬁ (a(s) > 0 depends only on s), then Fy s(x) > 0.
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Proof. Observe that
Fns(z) > ay(s) - ﬁ_%e

where a;(s) > 0, aa(s) > 0 depend only on s. O

Lemma 2.9. Letd =1 and 0 < s < 1. Assume N > ﬁ There exist a constant

F1(8) > 0 depending only on s such that if :“T(s) < |z| < min{$y/B, 1}, then Fy s(z) > 0.
Proof. Observe that

Vv
Q
w
=
N
ol
=
|
»
|
Q
~
O
=
I
=
5

FN’s(l‘)

= ag(s)B72[a| T —auls) - BTN,

where a3 > 0, ay > 0 depend only on s. Matching |z|~'** with the term N~%|z|~! then
determines the constant 4 (s).

O

Remark. Yet another way to obtain the positivity for Fiy s(x) in the regime % < |z < %
is as follows. For simplicity consider § = ﬁ and

Kon(x) = ) (k)70 =3 (k)= *ny (k)e?™
|k|>N keZ
where ny is a linear interpolation such that ny(k) = 0 for |k| < N and nn(k) = 1 for
|k| > N + 1. In particular ny (k) = sgn(k)1jxc;y,n+1)- We only need to show
1
K < NP —.

It then suffices to consider

Glz) = /R (&) o (€)% de

, N+1
S / (—8)(&) 2y (€)mEwde — / (€)% sin 2 - wdt.
R

2mix 2mix [N

One can then obtain for 0 < |z| < 1,

G(2) S J2|7H- N7,
and for |z| > 3,

G(2)| S |72 N7

The desired estimate then follows. One should observe that this line of computation is in
some sense analogous to (2.5) whereas the latter can be viewed as discrete integration by
parts.

Remark. In the preceding remark, one may also take ny to be a smooth function as
T,N(g) = T,l * (1‘£‘>N+%)7

where * is the usual convolution on R, and 7; € C2>°(R) is an even function such that
m(z) = 1 for |x| < 0.01 and n(z) = 0 for |z| > 0.02. This way one does not need to
worry about boundary terms when doing integration by parts.
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Since we have shown the positivity of Fiy, for 2| < gk and 4 < |z| < 1, it then suffices
for us to study the positivity or non-positivity of Fiy 4(z) for 0 < s < 1 and |z| € (gk, '“1573) )
To this end let x = 4 and assume that |y| € [y1, 72] for some 0 < v;(s) < 72(s). Here we
allow some flexibility and the values of 41 and 7 will become clear later. Consider the

expression

1 1 i &
Hyo(y) = N~y (L) = —e”TIN Y
N, (y) N, (N) N1-s |];N (1 4 471'25“?‘2)5

and note that
1
Heo o(y) = (27/B) / |52t gy,
-1

Lemma 2.10. We have

1
max Hy s(y) — Hoo s(y)| Ss N-=s)(1 4 ),
lyl€m(s), 72(s)] [Hivs(y) ) ( \/B)
Proof. Utterly standard and thus we only sketch the details (so as to check the constants).
First note that the tail piece is OK:

1 amiky| < Ly n-0-9)
. s (1+4—=)N .
2 LD R 1+ 75

N—(1-s)

Ik|<—
Here we have the factor 1+ \/Lﬁ instead of purely ﬁ due to the k = 0 term. This is needed

especially when g > 1.
Next observe that

1 1 ke
N—(l—s) _ _ 27 ny
P> v aanpi s

5 <IkI<N
1 1
< N—(1=s) < L iar—(1-s)
SN 2 e > N
ﬁ<|k\§N

Finally to bound the difference between the integral and the summation, it suffices to
consider the function g(¢) = |¢|~*¢?™¥. Note that on the mesh [£, £E] (say WLOG
k > 2), we have
k k 1
(Y < (yes—l ) k—l—s . NS,

99 —9(5)] 56 ()
Since the mesh size is 1/N, the total error for the function 572g(£) can then be estimated
by

B2 Y kTNt = S N (1 ),

1
Jfl>

Thanks to Lemma 2.10, we have for all y € [y1(s),72(s)],

Fna(L) = N'*Hoo () + 0.(1) - (1 +

2 )

Sl
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where for any quantity X we denote X = O4(1) if | X| < Cy for some constant Cs > 0
depending only on s. Clearly

1
Hey s(y) = 2(27T\/B)_S/ t™*% cos(2mty)dt
’ 2y
= 2(2m\/B) "% (2my) ") / t~* cos tdt.
0

Consider for 0 < s < 1, and for y € [0, 00),
Y
hs(y) = / t~* cos tdt.
0

Lemma 2.11. For any 0 < §1 < %, we have

. . 3
61%22)0 hs(y) = min{h,(01), hs(?

)}-
Proof. Note that
hs(o00) = s(1 4+ s)/ t7572(1 — cost)dt > 0.
0

Clearly hs only has interior minimums at y = (n + %)77 with n > 1 being any odd integer.
The result then follows from the fact that for odd n > 1,

(n+2+%)7r 2w 1
/ t~% costdt = / ((n+ 5)71‘ + )" sintdt > 0.
( 0

n—i—%)ﬂ

Now note that

(V[

3 1 ”
hs(iw) =1 —s/o €175 sin €dE.

Lemma 2.12. Consider for 0 < s <1

[SI[oY

fi(s) = ! €179 sin £d€.

0
Then f1(0) = =1 and fi(1) =1, and
1
inf fi(s) > <.
ot fils) 2 2
For some s, € (0.308443,0.308444), we have fi(sx) = 0, and fi1(s) < 0 for 0 < s < sy,
and fi(s) >0 for s, <s <1.
Remark. One can check that f{'(s) < 0 and

. / gl ~
St fi(s) = fi(1) = 0.77.

Remark. For 0 < s < 1, the function f;(s) is given by a hypergeometric expression:
_3 {§ 5—s } _9_772]
2727 2 77167

1 (3_7r

3= 3
P > ’ HypergeometriCPFQ[§
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Proof. We have
3 3
27 27

fi(s) = ¢'7%(—log &) sin &d¢, 1(s) = i ¢ (log £)* sin &d¢.

0

Clearly we have uniform bound on || f{||ze(f,1)- A rigorous numerical computation to-
gether with error estimates then shows that the desired lower bound on f{ indeed holds
true. Since fi is strictly monotonically increasing, the existence of s, follows from the
intermediate value theorem. The precise numerical value is found via rigorous numerical
integration. In particular, we have

£1(0.308443) ~ —1.92202 x 1076 < 0,  £1(0.308444) ~ 5.43492 x 10~7 > 0.
O

The following theorem follows immediately from the preceding series of lemmas and
computations.

Theorem 2.5 (Sharp characterization of Fiy s when 0 < s < 1). For some s, € (0.308443,0.308444),
the following hold.

(1) Lack of positivity for 0 < s < s.. There are positive constants y3(s) > ~v1(s) > 0

1
and v(s) > 0, such that for any y € [y1(s), v2(s)] and N >, 1+ 5 20-5 we have

1 y 1 0 1

TN = 38+ (L4 —2) -0,V T07) < —5a(),
In particular this shows that for 0 < s < s, the kernel function Fy s must be
negative on an interval of length Os(N~1Y) for all large N.

(2) Positivity for s, < s < 1. For any s, < s < 1 there are constants c1(s) > 0 and
ca2(s) > 0 such that if

1 1
N > max{cl(s)ﬂ—%eﬁ,Q(s) (14 29,
then Fy(z) is positive and hence has unit Lu,lc mass.

Remark 2.2. 1t is also possible to characterize the lack of positivity of Fiy ¢ via real-space
representation. For example, for 0 < s < 1 we can consider (take 5 = 1)
sin My

Fys(x) = Z/ L 90(x =y +n)———=dy,

nel ‘y|<§ Sy

where M = 2N + 1 and g = F1((1 + 472€2)~2). Note that go(z) ~ |z|~1=9)(1 4 o(1))
as |z| — 0 and has exponential decay as |z| — oco. By a discussion similar to that in the
proof of Statement (3) of Theorem 2.4 in the appendix, we can consider only the main
piece (below fo(y) = =)

sin 7y

Y \—(1-s)p Y \Sinmy g (1-s) ¢ (Y
o4 — L0 o (SO gy / Mz — =09 fo( L)
|T§3/|y<1\£[ M M Y ( Iy‘<]\/1 M

u M — -9 Y sinﬂyd .
+1<§|:<3/ M+ M= o070 () Yy

sin Ty

dy
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Setting © = % and taking the limit M — oo for the first term inside the bracket, we

obtain
3 _(1_s)Sinm
[
R Yy

=/ jy— 20 2T g / jy— 2|70 2T g
ly—3|<0.01 2 Yy ly—21>0.01 2 Yy

Clearly the first term diverges as —= (Cl > 0 is a constant) as s — 0. On the other
hand, it is easy to check that

o —=s) e Y
‘1<ZI:<3/y|<M [Me + Mn =y fO(M)

SINTY 1l < M09 1og M.

~

dy(

One can then see that Fiy s
large.

ﬁ) must be negative for 0 < s < 1 and N sufficiently

Now we turn to the critical case s = s, which requires a more refined analysis since the

main integral term vanishes in the limit.

Lemma 2.13.

2 10= /" flwde M + /n F(@)(fa) — 3

m

/f Jde + f(m /f Vb,

where {x} = x — [z] denotes the usual fractional part (i.e., [x| denotes the largest integer
less than or equal to x so that {x} € [0,1)). For example {—3.1} = 0.9 and {3.1} = 0.1.

Proof. This is the usual Euler-Maclaurin formula. See for example [1]. O

Lemma 2.14. Recall (x) = (1 + xz)% For 0 <s <1 let

As6e) = [ T (@) — || ) — s2m/B / " ay o2 5

— 00

Then for s € [0.29,0.31] and 0 < § < By (B« is an absolute constant), we have
0 <o <—A43(s) < ag < oo,
where a1 and ag are absolute constants.
Remark. One can compute numerically that for g = ﬁ and s = 0.3
—Ag(s) € [1.13 — 0.53, 1.13+ 0.53).
A further interesting question is to investigate the case § 2 1.

Proof. Observe that for s € [0.29,0.31],

8'/ 57

where ¢; > 0 is an absolute constant.

5%7
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On the other hand for s € [0.29,0.31], we have

o) —14s
[t - @ = v 2 00
2

o (3)
where T'(+) is the usual Gamma function and ¢z > 0 is another absolute constant. The
desired result then follows easily. O

Theorem 2.6 (Lack of positivity for s = s, and 0 < 8 < ). Let s = s, and y = %. Let

0 < B < B+ where By is the same constant as in Lemma 2.14. Then for N > iﬁ, we have

Y 1 _
Fvs(Ly=—"_4 O, 5(N~%),
where Ag(s) < 0 is given by the expression

xT

27T\/B}d:v.

Remark 2.3. A further interesting issue is to investigate the case |y — %| < 1. However
we shall not dwell on it here.

Agls) = /R (@)™ — || =*)dz — s2n\/B /R ()~ 2|

Proof. Denote 1 = 4723 and y; = 2my. Clearly for f(k) = (1 + 51k2)_§ei%y1, we have

N

N N
Feo(Ly= 3 s = / F(@)dz + f(—N) +/ (1 + Bra?)~5) e %9 (o} da
b N —N —-N
N 9 _s Y1 PES
+ (14 prz*) 2 =—e'N" {z}dx.
_N N
Note that for s = sy, y = %, we have

N s - k
/ (B1E?) 22 NYdE = 0.
-N

Also it is easy to check that (here and below we need N+/3 > 1):

N
PN+ / Bty

Thus we obtain

Yy N s S ]z N s .z s
Fys(=) = / (1 + B12?)72 — (Brz?) " 2)e!N¥ide — s/ (14 Brz®)" 271 Brze! Vi {z}dz 4+ O, (32 N~%)
_ 1 M 2\—2 —s\ I ar YL M 2N —5_1 iy T
—ﬁ(/_Nl((l—FQZ‘) 2—|3§‘| )6 lydﬂj‘)—S/_Nl(1+ﬂj‘) 2 . re 1Y {?}d$

+O0s(B72N7),
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where we have denoted N7 = N+/fB1. The result then follows from the error estimates:

/ e g TV = O(NTY),
T|ISIV1
/ (14 22)7F — [a|~*|dx = ON]1—),
\x\>N1
[ @eat i elde = 0(),
\x\>N1

/ o 2275 o] - [N — 1|de = O(NT?).
z| <Ny

(N1

Here we used the fact that for [z] > 1, (1 +2?)72 = |z|~% + O(|z|~*72). O

Remark 2.4. Let >0, N > 2. Let d > 2, 0 < s < d. One can consider the general Bessel
cases:

F]s\g;lare(x) _ Z (1 +4F2B’k‘2)—%e2mk-x7

|kloo>N
FINe(2) = Y (L+4nBlkf) "2,
|k|>N

These will be investigated elsewhere.

We summarize the results obtained in this section as the following theorem.
Theorem 2.7 (Sharp maximum principle). Let d > 1 and f > 0. Then the following
hold.

_ 2
(1) If s >d and N > csﬁl(ﬂ%eﬁ)ﬁ (cs.a > 0 depends only on (s, d)), then Fi s is
a positive function and ||Fn sl g1 (ray = 1.
1
(2) Letd=1and s=1. If N > af"zeVs (a > 0 is an absolute constant), then Fi 1
is positive and has unit L' mass.

Letd=1,8>0and0 < s < 1. Weidentify T = [—%, %) For some s, € (0.308443,0.308444),
the following hold.

(1) Lack of positivity for 0 < s < s.. There are positive constants y2(s) > ~v1(s) > 0

and y(s) > 0, such that for any y € [y1(s), y2(s)] and N >, 1+ 5" ) , we have

1 y 1 —(1—

TN = 38+ (L4 —2) -0,V T07) < —5a(),
In particular this shows that for 0 < s < s, the kernel function Fy s must be
negative on an interval of length Os(N~1Y) for all large N.

(2) Positivity for s, < s < 1. For any s, < s < 1 there are constants c1(s) > 0 and
ca2(s) > 0 such that if

N > max{cl(s)ﬂ_%eﬁjq(s) (1 +ﬁ—ﬁ)}7

then Fy(x) is positive and hence has unit L. mass.
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(3) Lack of positivity for s = s, and 0 < B < . Let s = s, and y = %. Let 0 < B <
B« where By is the same constant as in Lemma 2.14. Then for N > ﬁ, we have

1
FN,s(%) = WAB(S) + O 5(N7?),
where Ag(s) is given by the expression
A5(s) = [ (@7 = fal o = 5205 [ (0) ez

Furthermore for 0 < 8 < B, we have
0 <o <—A43(s) < ag < oo,
where ay > 0, as > 0 are absolute constants.

Theorem 2.8 (Effective maximum principle). Letd > 1, N > 2, >0 and s > 0. Then
for all N > 2, we have
Cs.d

d
m(bg(]\f +2)),

I ENsllyerey <1+

where c5 q > 0 depends only on (d, s).

Proof of Theorem 2.8. The proof is a simple adaptation of the proof of Theorem 2.3. We

omit the details.
O

3. 1D TORUS CASE FOR ALLEN-CAHN: SEMI-DISCRETIZATION
Consider the scheme for Allen-Cahn on the torus T = [0, 1):

{M = 120" — TN ((u™)3 — ™), n >0,

T

’LLO = HN’LL(].

Here 7 > 0 is the size of the time step.
The following lemma will be used later which we will often refer to as a standard discrete
energy estimate.

Lemma 3.1 (Energy estimate). For any n > 0, we have

1 1 1

B(u™h) = Bu") + 512100 = w3+ (— + )l = a3

3

< S maxc{|u [, lu" 2} -l = w3,
where F(z) = (22 — 1)%, and

1
E(u) = §V2H8qu%2(T) + /TF(u)da;.

Proof. Denote by (,) the usual L? pairing of functions. Then

||un+1 _unH% 21 n+12 ni2 n+1 ny (12 n n+1 n
=~ 5 (10:u™ I3 = 10z0™ 3 + 110 (" — u)l3) — (L (f (")), " —u")

T

1 n n n n n n n
= V25 (10" HIZ — 0su™ I3 + 10 (™ = u")[3) = (F (™), u™ = u),
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where we have denoted f(z) = F'(z) = 2% — 2.

Now note that
™) = F@™) 4+ f@) - @ =) 4 O — ),

n+1

where & lies between u” and v . The desired inequality then easily follows since f’(z) =

322 — 1.
O

Proposition 3.1. Assume ug € H*(T) and |Jug|peory < 1. Let 0 < 7, < 7 < s Let
0<ap<1. IfN > Ny= No(7s, v, |uoll g1, 0), then

sup [[u"[loo <1+ ag.
n>0

Remark. The condition ug € H'(T) may be weakened to ug € H*(T) s > 3.

Remark. The dependence of Ny on v (neglecting ||ug||z1 and «p) is rather mild especially
in the regime v < 1. From the proof below, one can see that it suffices to take Ny with
Ny %log Ny < v? which is roughly Ny > v~'y/]logv|. One should note that from a
scaling heuristic the typical mesh size should resolve Ax ~ v which corresponds to the
Fourier cut-off 1/v in the frequency space. Thus up to a logarithm Ny is optimal.

Remark. The constraint o > 0 already comes from the fact that «° = IIyug in general
does not preserve the strict upper bound as the Dirichlet kernel changes its sign. On the
other hand, even if we assume |[u°||oo < 1 (note u® = IIyug!), this maximum is still not
preserved (for small V) as one can see from the counter-example in Proposition 3.2.

Proof. Step 1. Initial data. Write IIsy = I — II. Then
Mnuolloe < [luollos + [ITIs Nttolloo
<1+ N_%HUOHHl(’]T) <1+ ap,

if N > No(aw, ||uol|z1). Here one should note that we must have ag > 0.
Step 2. Induction. Rewrite

(1- TVQOM)U"H = HN((l + 7)u" — T(u")?’).
The inductive assumption is
[ ]|co < 14 ap.

n+1

In the following we shall show "' < 1 + ag. By repeating the argument for —u we

also get the lower bound.
Denote u™ = 1+ n™. Then clearly by the inductive assumption

-2+ a9) <" < .
For n"*t! = 4"+ — 1 we have the equation
(1= 720" =TNn (L + 7)1 +0") —7(1+ ™) = 1)
= Iy ((1 = 270" = 37(")* = 7(0")%)
= (L —2n)n" =73 +0")0")? + 7L (3(n")° + (")?).
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Here we used the fact that IIyn™ = n™. Note that 3+ 7" > 1 — ay > 0 (here we need
ap < 1). By using the maximum principle, we then get

max " < (1= 2r)ag + 7[|(1 = 7020:) ' Tan (3(1")° + (1)?) o
const
1+ 4n272N?2
< (1 —27)agp + const VQLN? log(N +2) < ayp,
if N > Ny (here note that in the last inequality we need the lower bound on 7 so that Ny
remains independent of 7). Note that in the second inequality above we have used the L'

bound for the operator (1 — w2am)—ln> ~ which was established in the previous section.
O

<(1-27)ag+T1- log(N + 2) - const

Proposition 3.2 (Lack of strict maximum principle). There exist v > 0, 7 >0, N > 1,
u® with ||u®||oo < 1 such that

lul]|oo > 1.

Remark. More elaborate (covering more regimes of the parameters) construction of counter-
examples is possible but we shall not dwell on this issue here.

Proof. Take T = %, N =2, and
w =147"=1-25-cos?(2nz),
where ¢ > 0 will be taken sufficiently small. Write u' = 1+ n'. Then
(1= 70205a)n' = —7IIn (3(1°)* + (1°)°).
Thus

V2(9xx 012
mﬂN@(n )7) +

= 37N ((1°)?) + O(v?) + O(5%).

n' = —rlnB(n°)?) — 7

Now note that n° = —§(1 + cos47z), and
(n°)? = 52(2 + 2cos dmx + % cos 87x),
Iy ((n°)?) = 52(2 + 2cosdnz).
Clearly then
max (—37IIx((n%)?)) > 252.
By taking 0 small and v small, we then obtain that

maxn' > 352.
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Proposition 3.3. Assume |[u°||ooc <14 ag for some 0 < g <1. Let 0 < 7, <7 < % If
N > Ny = Ny(7«,v) (note that Ny is independent of ), then for alln > 1,

n n B 1—06m
< _r .
lu|oc < 140"+ N2 log(N +2) T4
where 0 =1 — 27, and 5 > 0 is an absolute constant.
Remark. 1t follows that
limsup [[u"]|eo < 1+ b log(N + 2).

n—00 - 272 N2
In yet other words the true maximum 1 is asymptotically preserved up to the spectral
truncation error! One should also note that the decay is exponential in n.

Proof. We adopt the same notation as in Proposition 3.1 and the proof is a minor variation.
First by using the proof of Proposition 3.1 with ag = 1, one has the weak bound

sup [[u"]| 00 < 2. (3.1)
n>0

We should emphasize here that Ny can be taken to be independent of u° since we assumed
[0l < 2.
Define

Qp = Max Ny,

Then by repeating the derivation in Proposition 3.1, we obtain

const

oni1 < (1= 20)an 7 e e

log(N + 2) - const

B
< (1 - 27’)()4” + W lOg(N + 2),

where # > 0 is an absolute constant. Note that in deriving the above bound we have used
the fact that ||n"||c < 1. This is where (3.1) is needed.

~

Iterating in n then gives the upper bound. The proof for the lower bound for 7,, = u™+1
is similar and thus we obtained the desired upper bound for |[u"||sc. O

Proposition 3.4 (Energy stability and L>-stability for 7. < 7 < 3). Assume ug € H'(T)
and
[u®| ooy < 2.
Let Ny be the same as in Proposition 3.3, and assume N > Ny satisfies
1

< 0
21, — 10
where the constant B > 0 is the same as in Proposition 3.3. Let
~log(100)

log(1 — 27,)

p

ng =

Then for any n > ng, we have
||| oo (ry < 1.11,
E(un—l—l) < E(un)7
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where F(z) = (22 — 1)%, and

1
B() = 37200l +/TF(u)d:1:.

Proof. Easy to check that by using Proposition 3.3, we have for n > ny,

Now by a standard discrete energy estimate, we have

1 1 1
B(uh) = B(u") + 502 0u (" — u) [ + (

- §)HU"+1 —u"|3
< gmax{llun\lgo, a2} -l = w3
Note that % + % > %, and for n > ny,
Jum||2, < 1.11% = 1.2321 < 5/3.
It clearly follows that
E(u™™) < E(u").
]

Lemma 3.2. Let 7 > 0 and consider the cubic polynomial p(x) = (1 + 7)x — 723. Then
the following hold:

e [f0<T< %, then max ;<1 [p(z)| = 1. Actually for any 1 < o < /1 + %, we have

max |p(z)] < a.
|z|<a

Furthermore for any 1 < oo < /1 + %, we have the strict inequality

max [p(z)| < a.
|z|<a

3
1 A+7)2 2 2+
o If 5 <1 <2, then for any NeT -5 S a < /=, we have
max |p(z)] < a.
|z|<a
3
o (147)2 2 2+ PRy :
Furthermore if 7 3 a< =%, then we have the strict inequality

max |[p(z)| < a.
|z|<a
e For 7 > 2, define o = (/1T € (0,1) and zp41 = p(zn). Then |z,| — oo as
n — 00.

3
Remark 3.1. FOI‘T:%, (I\J;;—l -%:1, and for 7 = 2, %%zﬁ

Proof. Straightforward. For the first two results, note that a critical point of p is z. =

1/ 1;—: such that

3
2
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Solving p(z) = —x gives x1 = \/HTT. It is easy to verify that if 7 < 2, then p(z.) < —p(z1)
and when 7 = 2 we have p(z.) = —p(z1).

3
For the last result, one notes that =1 = p(zg) = (1:;%? . % > /=L It is then easy to

verify that x, oscillates to infinity. O

Loosely speaking, with the help of Lemma 3.2, one can reduce the problem of estimating

[u" ! ||oo in terms of ||u™||o (When T > 7, is not close to zero) to the recurrent relation
an+1 = max [p(x)| -+,
lz[<an

where n > 0 denotes the spectral error. The following Lemma plays a key role in the proof
of maximum principle later. From a practical point of view, we do not state the results in
its most general form. For example, below aq corresponds to the upper bound of ||u°||s
in the original numerical scheme, and it is convenient to assume «g to be around 1 in
practice.

Lemma 3.3 (Prototype iterative system for the maximum principle). Let 7 > 0 and
p(z) = (1 +7)x — 723, Consider the recurrent relation

Qp+1 = Nax ‘p(ﬂ:)’ +n, n > 07
|lz|<an
where n > 0.

(1) Case 0 <7 < % Let ay = 2. There exists an absolute constant ny > 0 sufficiently
small, such that for all 0 < n < ng, we have 1 < a,, < 2 for all n. Furthermore
foralln >1,

1—-6"
1 _ 9 ”77

1+n<a,<1+0"+ (3.2)

where § =1 — 27.

(2) Case % <7< 2—¢ where 0 < eg < 1. Let ap = %((1;%

there exists a constant ng > 0 depending only on €y, such that if 0 < n < ng, then
for all n > 1, we have

3
2

24\ /ET). Then

T

3
1 2 2

V3T 3 -

Remark. For T = 2, even if ag = 1, we have «,, = oo as n — co. Also note that in Case
(2) we do not discuss the decay estimate at all since in practice we are only interested in
the regime where the maximum is around 1.

Proof. (1) Observe that for n > 0 sufficiently small the values of «,, are trapped in [1,2]
by a simple induction argument. By another induction we obtain «,, > 1+n for all n > 1.
For the decay estimate, we discuss three cases.

Case 1: 1 <y, < /1T, Then max|y|<q, |P(z)| = p(an), and

ap+1 =1+pla,) —1+1n

=1 +p/(§n)(an - 1) +n & € (17an)7 p/(gn) =1+7- 3T(§n)27
< 1+(1—2T)(an—1)+7].
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Case 2: /HT < a,, < /3. Then Max|,|<a, P(2)| = p(y/HZ), and
1+7
anp1 =1+p(\/ ——) —1+7
3T

<14+ (1 —-27)(ap —1)+n.

Case 3: /1T < o, < 2. Observe that max ;| <q,, [p(z)| = max{p(y/ L), |p(an)|}. Let
p(z) = |[p(z)|. Note that in the interval [/, /2] the function f(z) monotonically

increases from 0 to \/7 It is easy to check that z, = 2 1+T is the unique point in this

interval such that

1+
31

).

]5(3)*) = p(

Note that z, > 2 since 0 < 7 < 2. Thus |p(a,)| < p(y/ 1+T) and we obtain

1+7
an+1=1+p(\/3—7)—1+?7

<14+ (1 —-27)(an —1)+n.
Concluding from all three cases, an iteration in n then gives (3.2).
(2) First it is easy to check that for all n > 0 the values of a;, are trapped in [1, ag].

3
Note that max, < [p(z)| = p(y/ L) = % - 2. Clearly then the lower bound for o,
n > 1 holds.

O
A direct corollary of Lemma 3.2 is the following.
Corollary 3.1 (No stability for 7 > 2). Let 7 > 2. Define ug(z) = 1/ € (0,1). Then
for any N > 1, we have ||[u"||oc — 00 as n — co.
3
Observe that for 7 = 2 we have (1\4/';2 . % = 2+T = /2. Interestingly we shall show

that for 7 = 2, the maximum o« = v/2 cannot be preserved even for moderately large N.

Proposition 3.5 (No maximum principle for 7 = 2 and N not large). Let 7 = 2. Let

0 <v<1l. For any \f <N < 76121/, we can find ug with |[uglle < V2, but

[ut]|oo > V2.

Remark 3.2. A further interesting issue is to consider ug spectrally localized with ||u°||o, <
V2 and ||uol|se < v/2. But we do not dwell on this here.

Remark 3.3. Similar results hold for any 7. < 7 < 2, a = /1 + % Recall that p(z) =
(1+7)x—723, p(a) = —a, and p'(a) < 0. For the argument below, the main point is that
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the kernel Kn has a nontrivial negative part. One can find up = o +n with [Jugllec <
but

ul(0) = p(a) + (K * (¢'(a)n)) (0) + O(n?)
= —a+p'(a)(Kx * (1) (0) + O(n*) < —a,
i.e. |[ulloo > a. Thus for moderately large N, the upper bound o = \/E cannot be
preserved.
Proof. Recall that
ul = (1- 7'1/289”)_11'[1\/((1 + T)uo — T(uo)g).

Let ug = V2 + 61, where the function 7 will be chosen momentarily and § > 0 will be
taken sufficiently small. Since u® = IIyug, we have

u' = —V2+ (1 — 7020,,) N (=90 - ) + O(6?)
= —V2—-96(1 — 7%0,,) "IN (1) + O(6%).

From Proposition 2.8, we observe that the kernel Ky corresponding to the operator
(1 — 70%20,,) 'y can be written as Ky = K]"\', — K}, where K]"\', = max{Ky,0}, Ky =
max{—Kx,0}. Both K3 and Ky have nontrivial L' mass. Now note that Ky is an even
function, and by the definition of convolution, we have

1
~(0=mf0n) x () 0) = = [ K=ty

1 1 1
| Exmmay = [ Kxwnwis- [ Kiwnwa.
One can then choose 7(z) = —Ky(x) and let 0 be sufficiently small. Obviously |lug/ec <
V2 and
—ul(0) > V2.
U

Proposition 3.6 (No loss in spectral cut-off when N is large). Let 0 < 7. < 7 < %
Assume |[u®]|oo < 1. If N > Ny = Ny(74,v), then

sup ||u"|lo < 1.
n>0

More generally, for any 1 < a < 4/1+ %, if [|[u°]|se < @ and N > Ny = Ny(7y,v), then

sup [|u"[|oc < .
n>0

const

Remark. Neglecting the dependence on 7., we have N;(7.,v) = O(e » ) (i = 1,2) which
is of O(1) for large v.
Proof. Recall that

"t = (1 - w2am)—1HN((1 + 7)u" — T(u")3).
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The result can then be easily proved using Lemma 3.2, Theorem 2.2 and induction on n.
Note that the condition 7 > 7, is needed for controlling the operator (1 — w2am)—1HN
by taking N large to be independent of 7. O

Similarly we have the following proposition. The proof is omitted since it is similar.

3
Proposition 3.7. Let £ < 7 < 2. For any (1:;%? 2 <o <\ /E if Wl € @ and
const

N > N3 = N3(v)=0(e v ), then

sup ||u"]|co < a.
n>0

Remark. Note that the bound N3(v) = O(e%nst) is not good when v — 0. This will be
improved below by a sligthly different method for % < 1 < 2. Note that for 7 = 2 such an
improvement is impossible by Proposition 3.5.

3
1,(1+7)2 2
IOV

VED). if [ul]lse € My and N > Ny = Ny(v) = Cleo) - v=1\/logv| when 0 < v < 1
(C(€p) is a constant depending only on €g), then

Proposition 3.8. Let % < T <2—¢€y for some 0 < ey < 1. Denote My

su%Hu"Hoo < M.

n>

3
2

Remark. The bound My = %((I\J;g

3 —_—
(% . %, \/ 2+TT) In this general case N4 will also depend on My, or more precisely, its

3
. . (1+7)z 2 2+
distance to the end-points BVl and 4/ =~

: % + QJFTT) can be replaced by any number MO €

Proof. Write
Ut = (1= 7020,,) N ((1 + 7)u” — 7(u")?)
= (1 —7020,) ! ((1 +7T)u" — T(un)s) +(1-— Tl/zﬁm)_1H>N((1 + 7)u" — T(u”)3).

Recall p(z) = (14 7)z — 723. Then

n+1 n const "
[ e < (0 + oot ToB(N +2) - (™)
The result then follows from Lemma 3.3 and induction. O

3.1. The case 0 < 7 < 7. We now consider the analogue of Proposition 3.1 for the case
0<7T< Ty

Proposition 3.9 (Energy stability and L*-stability for small time step). Assume ug €
HY(T) and |lug|lpoe(ry < 1. For some 7. = 7u(v, ||uollgn) the following holds for any
0<7 <7 Let 0<ag <1. If N > Ny = No(v, ||ugl| g1, 0), then

sup [|u"{|oo <14 a,
n>0

E(u™™) < E(u"), Vn >0,



where F(z) = (22 — 1)%, and

1
B(u) = 320sull3a e +/TF(u)d:17.

Proof. Tt is necessary to modify the proof of Proposition 3.1 and we shall outline the main
changes.
The main inductive assumption is:

[ loo <1+ ao;
E(u™) < E(u"™1).
We tacitly assume that v~ = u” and start the induction for n > 0. Note that |[u’z: <
lluo| g2 and E(u®) < E(ug) since u® = Hyug.
We now justify the inductive assumption for «"*!. This is divided into the following

steps.
Step 1: Energy stability. By a standard discrete energy estimate, we have

1 11
E@"™) = B") + 510 (™ = w3 + (= + )l — w3
T

< 2 a2, IR -t —
Recall p(z) = (1 + 1)z — 723 and
" = (1 — 7020,,) My (p(u™)).
Then
[ oo S 1w
< lp™) g Sufuollpr 1

By inductive assumption we have ||[u"||o < 2. Then by taking 7, > 0 sufficiently small
(depending only on v and ||ugl|z1), we clearly have E(u"*!) < E(u™).

Step 2: L*-estimate. This step is similar to that in Proposition 3.1. Denote u™ = 1+n".
Then from the inductive assumption

—(2+ap) <" < ap.
For "t = 4"+ — 1, we then have
max 7" < (1= 27)ag + 7|1 = 702050) ' Tn (3(1™)* + (1")?) oo
< (1 =27)ap + 7T n (30" + (1")°) lloo

By the inequality |[TIsngloo S N_%Hg|]H1, we have

_1 _1 1
T 5 (7))o S N 7202 it Sufjuol,n N2 < 3@, for N> No.

Similar estimates hold for the term corresponding to (7")3. We then clearly obtain

[u" oo < 1+ ag.
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Now we discuss the decay estimate for the case 0 < 7 < 7. Note that in the following
Ny is independent of ay.

Corollary 3.2. Assume ug € H'(T) and H'LLOHLOO(’]T) < 1+ag for some 0 < ap < 1. For some
Te = Tu (v, ||uo]| 1) > 0 the following holds for any 0 < 7 < 7.: If N > Ny = No(v, ||uol|g1),
then for any n > 1,

n

[u"|oo <1+ 60" + T4

_1
- T - N 2 . CV7||UO||H1 .

where 6 = 1 — 27, and the constant C), > 0 depends only on v and ||ug||g1. Conse-

quently

lluoll 1

) 1 _1
limsup [|[u"]|0 < 1+ 3 N72-Cy jjug| 1 -

n—o0
Proof. First by taking cip = 1 in Proposition 3.9 we can achieve for N > Ny = Ny(v, ||uo||z1)
that

sup [[u" || < 2,
n>0

sup E(u™) < E(u).
n>0

Now denote a,, = maxn™ = max(u" — 1). Then by repeating the proof in Proposition
3.9, we obtain

1
ant1 < (1 =27)an +7 - N72 - Oy jjyg|[ 1

where the constant C,, ), > 0 depends only on v and [lug|| 1. Similar estimates also
hold for &, = max(—1 — «"). Thus for § =1 — 27.

n n 10" -1
[u™floo <14 0"ap + 1-0 -T-N72 'CV7||uo||H1'
O
3.2. New energy stability results for % < 7 <11 =~ 0.86. Consider the equation
11 3 <2 (1+x)%>2
2z 2 \3 3z /°
Easy to check that
1
x:n:5p2+@—3¢®5+w+&@ﬁ)mo%mm
is the unique real-valued solution.
It follows that if % <717 <71 — €y where 0 < ¢5 < 0.1, then
3
1 1.3 /1+71)2 2 2
— o> (= 3.3
572y (Fu g rie) (3.3)

where 7(eg) > 0 depends only on ¢y. For example, it is not difficult to check that for all
+ < 7<0.86,

(V[

N w

((1+7’) .

2 5
+ 770> , o = 1077,
3T

[SVRI

S e

+-2

N —
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Proposition 3.10 (Energy staubility3 for % < 7 < 71). Let % <71 < 11 — € for some
0 < €g <0.1. Suppose ||ul|s < % - 2. Denote
3
(1+7)2 2
My = ——— §'§+77(50)

where 1(eg) s the same as in (3.3). Then for N > Ny(v, €y), we have

sup [|[u”|[oc < Ms;
n>0

E@™™) < E@"), VYn>0.

Proof. The L*-stability estimate is established in the same way as in Proposition 3.8 (see
also the remark after). Now recall the discrete energy estimate

1 1 1
B(uh) = B(u®) + 5020 (™ = w3+ (— + 5) |t — "
T

< 2wl 2 - a3
Thus it suffices to check
(Ln)E 2
3T 3
which is exactly (3.3).

4. GENERAL THEORY FOR DIMENSION d > 1

Consider the scheme for Allen-Cahn on the torus T = [0, 1)¢ in the physical dimensions
d<3:

T

{un+1_un _ V2Aun+1 _ HN((un)3 _ un)y n > 07 (4 1)

uo = HNUQ,
where v > 0.

Theorem 4.1 (Energy stability for 0 < 7 < 0.86). Consider (4.1) with ug € H*(T%) N
Hl(']I‘d), s > %l and d < 3. Let 0 < 7 < 0.86 and assume

100 < \/g (note that \/g ~ 1.29099).

Then we have energy stability for any N > No = No(s,d, v, up):
E@"™) < E@™), Yn>0.
Furthermore,

sup ||[u™||gs < Uy < o0,
n>0

where Uy > 0 is a constant depending only on (s, d, v, ug).
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Remark 4.1. For 0 < v < 1, the dependence of Ny on v is only power like which is a very
mild constraint in practice. In dimension d = 1 we have Ny = O(v~'(log(% + 1))%) for
7 = O(1) as shown in the previous section. For 0 < 7 < 1, by using concurrently the
energy conservation, a rough estimate gives ||u"||c = O(V_i) which yields 7, = v2. This
in turn renders the estimate Ny = O(v~1%(log(L + 1))%) for d = 1. In dimension d > 2
this dependence gets a bit worse since we have to use discrete smoothing estimates.

Proof of Theorem 4.1. We proceed in several steps.

1. By using the theory developed in [3], it is not difficult to check that for some
0 < 7o = Tu(s, v, up,d) < %, we have energy stability F(u"t!) < E(u™) for all 0 < 7 < 7,
and n > 0. Furthermore the uniform in time H?® estimate follows from discrete smoothing
estimates.

2. We now consider the regime 7, < 7 < % Since we assumed HuOHOO < \/g and

T > T4, we can adapt the proof in Proposition 3.1. Observe that by Theorem 2.4, the
kernel (1 — 72A)~ "Iy has a bound N~2v~21log?(N + 2). We then clearly have (for N
sufficiently large)

5
sup [[u"[loo <4/ 5-
n>0 3

It is obvious that

1 1 3
—4->25>2 2.
—t5 2252 2?213”“ 5
Thus we have E(u"*1) < E(u™) for all n > 0.

3. Finally we consider the regime % < 7 < 0.86. In this case we essentially repeat the
proof of Proposition 3.10. Note that

1
2

The desired result clearly follows.
4. The uniform H® estimate for 7, < 7 < 0.86 follows easily from smoothing estimates.
We omit further details. O

(—2+ (9 — 3V/6)3 + (9 + 3V6)3) ~ 0.860018 > 0.86.

Theorem 4.2 (Almost sharp maximum principle for 0 < 7 < ). Consider (4.1) with
up € H*(T) N HY(TY), s > 4 and d < 3. Let 0 < 7 < &. Assume [|u||oo = [Inuglloo <

1+ ag for some 0 < ap < \/g— 1 (note that g —1~0.29099). Then for N > Ny =
Ni(s,d,v,up), we have

[u™]loe <1+ (1= 27) "+ N CDC, gpues  ¥n>1,
where Cs g4, > 0 depends only on (s, d, v, up).

Proof of Theorem 4.2. First by using Theorem 4.1, we clearly have (in this part we deter-
mine Ny)

sup [|[u” || grs(pay S 1.
n>0
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We then adapt the L>-part of the proof of Proposition 3.9 and also the proof of Corollary
3.2. The key is to observe that
(s_d
TN gl oo (ray S NV ( 2)||9HHS(T‘1)'
Thus
max 7" < (1= 27) max " + 7| n (3(0")* + (1))l

<(1—-27)maxn" +7- N=E=%) . const.

The desired result clearly holds. Note that we allow the full range ag € [0, \/g —1] (ie.
we do not insist ag > 0) since we record explicitly the spectral error term. O

Theorem 4.3 (L>-stability for £ < 7 < 2). Consider (4.1) with d < 3 and § <7 < 2.
Then the following hold:

3
2

(1) Let % < T <2—¢ for some 0 < €y < 1. Denote My = %((1;% . %—F 2+TT) If
d
[u°|lo < Mo and N > Ny = Na(v) = C(eg)-v~(|logv|)2 when 0 < v < 1 (C(e)

is a constant depending only on ), then
sup [[u"|eo < Mp.
n>0

3

(2) Let d = 1,2. For any %% <a <2 if [0 < @ and N > N3 =

const

N3(v) =0O(e v ), then

sup ||u"]|co < a.

n>0
Remark 4.2. For 7 = 2 and N not large, there are counterexamples as shown in Proposition
3.5.

Proof of Theorem 4.3. For the first statement, we repeat the proof of Proposition 3.8.
Note that for general dimension d < 3, we use Theorem 2.4 to control the operator
(I-v27A)~1(Id —IIy). The second statement follows from a similar argument as in Propo-
sition 3.7. Here we also use the sharp maximum principle established in Theorem 2.4 for
dimension d = 1, 2. ]

We now consider the pure spectral truncation for Allen-Cahn on the torus T = |0, 1)d
in dimensions d > 1:

Ou = V2 Au —Ty(u® —u), t>0,
(4.2)

u‘ = vg = lnuo,
t=0

where v > 0.

Theorem 4.4 (Maximum principle for the continuous in time system with spectral trun-
cation). Consider (4.2) with v > 0, d > 1. Assume |ug|lso <1 and ug € H*(T?), s > 4.
Then for N > No = Ny(s,d,v,up), we have

sup |lu(t,)||eo <1+ NT0CY,

0<t<o0o

where v9 = min{s — %, 1}, and Cy > 0 depends only on (s, d, v, ugp).
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Remark 4.3. The assumption ug € H® is needed so that we can have a uniform choice of
the spectral cut-off Vy. One can also use Theorem 4.2 and take 7 — 0 to derive the result
for d < 3.

Proof of Theorem 4.4. First observe that for some Ty = Ty(s,d, v, ||ugllgs) > 0, we can
construct a unique local solution which satisfies
t s <2 s
max )l < 2ol

<B ‘
o [[u)lleo < Bolluollsrs,

where By > 0 depends only on (s, d). By using Energy conservation and taking advantage
of the Fourier projection, it is clear that the local solution can be extended for all time
(the bounds on various norms will depend on N without further estimates). Note that
u € CPLX, and in particular ||u(t)||s is a continuous function of t. We first show that if
N > Ny = Ny(s,d,v,up) (the choice of Ny will become clear momentarily)

sup ||u(t)|loo < Bolluollzgs + 2 =: Po. (4.3)

0<t<oo

Indeed assume that Ty > T} is the first moment that ||u(t)||oc achieves the upper bound.
If T, does not exist, we are done. Otherwise Ty < T, < oco. By a simple bootstrapping
estimate, we have

oo < B

where By > 0 depends only on (s, d, v, ugp). It follows that

Iy (u® — <N 'B
2, M (= lleo < N2,

where By > 0 depends only on (s, d, v, ug). Now without loss of generality we can assume
u(Ty, ) = By for some z, € T?. Clearly we have (9;u)(T%,z,) = 0. On the other hand,
we have

V2 (Au) (T, ) + T (u — u?) o

<Bo—Bi+N'By<—6+N"'By <0,
if N > B,.
Thus (4.3) holds. Furthermore by a bootstrapping estimate, we have

sup HH>N(u3 — ) |loe < N~!Bs,
To<t<oo

_(s—4
sup |[Tsn (u® — w)||oe < N~C72) By,
0<t<Ty

where B3 > 0, B4 > 0 depend only on (s, d, v, ug). Also observe that
ltolloe < 1+ ON=(72),

Our desired result then follows by running again the maximum principle argument (similar
to the proof of (4.3)) and choosing N sufficiently large. O

We now drop the assumption ug € H® and derive another form of the maximum prin-
ciple.
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Theorem 4.5 (Maximum principle for the continuous in time system with spectral trun-
cation). Consider (4.2) with v > 0, d > 1. Assume |lup|lcoc < 1. Then for N > Ny =
Ni(d,v,ugp), we have

_1
sup [|u(t,)|loo < max{||vo|loo, 1} + N™2C5,
0<t<o0o

where Cy > 0 depends only on (d, v, ugp).

Proof of Theorem 4.5. The proof is similar to that in Theorem 4.4 and we shall only sketch
the needed modifications. Since Il is the product of one-dimensional Fourier multipliers,
it is not difficult to verify that

Sup HHNg”q < Cq,d”qua V1<qg<oo,
N>1

where C, 4 depends only on (¢, d). Fix 4d < ¢ < oo sufficiently large (the needed largeness
will become clear momentarily.) It is not difficult to construct a local solution in C?LZ.
Moreover the solution can be extended globally in time. By using the local wellposedness,
we can find tg = to(||uol|q, d,v) > 0 sufficiently small such that

sup [lu®)llg < 2|volly < Coalluolly < Coa
>to

-~ 2
sup t 0‘99Hu(t) — e AUQHOO < By,
0<t<to

sup 27| Vu(t)], < Ba.
0<t<to
where By > 0, By > 0 are constants depending on (d, v, ug, q). Clearly for t; < tg (t; will
be chosen later) and ¢ sufficiently large, we have
sup Moy (u(t) = u(t)?)|loo < N0 By, (4.4)
t1 <t<to
where B3 > 0 depends on (d, v, up). Note that after this step is finished we can fix the
value of ¢. By using the smoothing estimates and similar maximum principle estimates
as used in Theorem 4.4 we also have
sup [T (u(t) — u(t)*) o < N7 B, (4.5)
t>to
where By > 0 depends on (d, v, ug).
Now note that for 0 <t < ¢y, we have

”u(t)”oo < HUOHOO + Blt(l]'g.

Choosing t; = N =5t and running a simple maximum principle argument using (4.4), (4.5)
then yields the result. O

5. 1D ALLEN-CAHN: FULLY DISCRETE CASE USING DFT

In this section we consider the analysis of the 1D Allen-Cahn on the periodic torus
T =0, 1) using discrete Fourier transform. We discretize the domain [0, 1) using z; = 4,
7 =0, , N —1, where N is taken to be an even number. In typical FFT simulations,
N is sually taken to be a dyadic number. We use u™ = (ul,--- ,u%_ ;)T to denote the
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approximation of u(t, z;) = u(t, N) t=n7,0<j <N —1. Weshall adopt the following
convention for discrete Fourier transform:

N-1

- 1 .
U, = N Uje—27rzk-%;

7=0

N

2 ~
U_] _ Z e mik ’

k=—5+1
where U = (Up, - ,Un— 1) is the (approx1mate) Fourier coefficient vector of the input

data U = (U, - - ,UN_l) Note that UkiN = Uk for any k € Z. The discrete Laplacian
operator A, corresponds to the Fourier multiplier —(27k)? (when k is restricted to —% <

k< i
For U = (Up,---,Uny_1)T € RN, V. = (Vo,---,Vn_1)T € RY, we define the inner
product

g V-1
_NZ_:O

It is easy to check that

(U,V) = TV ok
~Np<t

which corresponds to the Plancherel formula.
For any real-valued g € H*(T) with s > %, we have

N—
. 1 J —omik-L A~
=2 S gk = gy, -
7=0 lEZ

[y

Nen<d
2 -2

Note that the convergence of the series is not a problem thanks to Cauchy-Schwartz. We
define

(Qng)(x) = Re( Z gke2m'k-x)

Here in the above we used the fact that g; = §_ (here * denotes complex conjugate) since
g is real-valued. In particular
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is real-valued. Note that

1
2 _ 2 Lo
longld= 37 1kl + glanl
k<&
1 1 N%
4—7T2H5zQN9||§: Z || |9k|2+— '|9%|2-

g (5.1)
\k|<—

On the Fourier side,

_ Yz gk +IN), —¥ <k<%;
Qng(k) =15, 9k +IN), k=+%;
0, otherwise.

In yet other words, for smooth g : T — R we have

— Z Z g(k + 1‘1\7)627ri(k—|-lN)ac7

N N
leZ —§<k§7

Qng)) = Y (% gk + IN) )2 4 (37 g(% +1N)) cos(2r - %x).

| k|<f lEZ
In particular if § is supported in {—4 < k < &} with ¢(§) = g}(—%), then clearly
Qng = g and one can perfectly reconstruct g from its node values g(&), 0 < j < N — 1.
One should note, However, that the operator QQ in general does not commute with the
usual differentiation operators or frequency projection operators.
We shall be using the following estimates without explicit mentioning;:

1@Qn —1d)glloe = Qng — glloe £ > 15 £ N2 |0agl 20
|k|> %

Remark 5.1. Note that the operator QQn is also defined for bounded g : T — R by using
only the expression

N-1

_ i i —2mik L\ 2mik-x
Qvg)@) =Re( > (F D gl)e 2k )emike )
S A
N-1 j j
=Y 9(H)Gnla- %), (52)
7=0
where
sin N7y
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In general given U = (Up, - -+ ,Un—1)T € RY, we can define
| Nl » ‘
(@QnNU)(z) = Re( Z <N Z Uje_zﬂlkﬁ)e27r2k-m)
<<t Jj=0
N-1 ‘
> UiGn (= 5. (5.3)

Clearly if ||U||loo < 1, then
N-1 j
[QNU ||z < sup ]2_% G (55 — @) Slog N.

On the other hand, by taking z = § with 0 < ¢y < 1, U; = 1 for WNO <j< 1—]\6 with j
being even, U; = 0 otherwise, one can easily check that
(@nU)(z)| 2 log N.

Thus the mere condition ||U]|s < 1 cannot guarantee a good bound on QnU. In a similar

vein, one can also consider the function

_ 1 2mik-x
on (@) = Re( NZ 1+ 1/2(27Tk‘)27'e >
—S<k<d
For 7 > 0 sufficiently small (7 can depend on N), we have
l¢nllz1(r) 2 log N.

Note that as 7 — 0, ¢ (%) — 0 for all 1 < |j| < N — 1, whereas ¢n(0) — 1.

Now consider the fully discrete system:
Un+1 _pyn

- = VAU LU - (UM) 3, (5.4)
where (U™)3 = (UF)3, -+, (UR_)?)T. We recast it as
U = =2 an) T (11U - 1)), (5.5)

One can view (5.4) as the time discretization of the continuous-in-time ODE system:
{%U =AU +U - U3,

vl =UteRrY.
=0

For small 7 > 0 one can study the nearness of the solutions to (5.5) and (5.6). However
we shall not explore it here. On the other hand, we can consider the following system

{&tu =12 Au+ Qn(u—u?),

U‘ = QN (Uinit),

(5.6)

(5.7)

where uini is a bounded real-valued function on T. If we require

J
UY = i (

J N)v VOS]SN_L
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then it is not difficult to check that the system (5.6) and (5.7) are equivalent, i.e.

U(t); ZU(?%%), VO<j<N-1.
Thanks to the spectral localization, the function wu(t, z) is uniquely determined by its node

values u(t, %) and thus the above equivalence is not a problem.

1
Lemma 5.1. Let N > 4+ ngﬁezuﬁ. Suppose f € RN, then

IT=2720) " Flloo < [ flloo-

Proof. Tt suffices to examine the kernel K}, corresponding to (I — v?Aj)~!. Denote 3 =
vy/T. Note that for v = £, 1 € Z with |I| < N — 1,

B Ly 1 omikl _ 1 1y
Kn(@) = Kn(g) = 2 1+ 32(2nk)2¢ 1+ﬁ2(N7T)2( b

N
|kl<5

is real-valued. On the other hand, for such x we clearly have
1 , 1
Kh($) > —627rzk:c _ -
;Z 14 B2(2nk)? ng 1+ p2%(27k)?

L Lo, 1
_e —_ . . .
3 Ar2p? - J -1

1
Thus K}, (z) is positive if N >4+ %eﬁ and z = £ with [ € Z, |I| < N — 1. The desired
result then easily follows from the discrete convolution inequality. O
Theorem 5.1 (Strict maximum principle). Consider (5.5) with initial data U° € RY.
1
Assume 0 <7 < £. Suppose |U°|c < 1. If N >4+ 1\/_6W’ then

m2u/T
lU™]|oo < 1, Vn > 1.
Proof. This follows from an easy induction using Lemma 5.1 and Lemma 3.2. O

Remark 5.2. Consider the kernel function

1 ik-x
qﬁN(x):Re( Z me%zk >

N N
—?<k‘§§

As was already pointed out in Remark 5.1, in general ¢y can have _O(log N) L' mass

when 7 — 0. On the other hand, if we restrict to the grid points x; = £ and consider the
discrete L' mass

L Nl ;
my = 5 jZ::O \¢N(N)\7

one can have unit discrete L' mass for some special values of N but this does not hold in
general. For example consider N = 2, we have (below we denote s = 472v%7)

1 1
$2(0) =1+77—, ¢2(3) >0 Vs >0
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Thus mo = 1. On the other hand, for N = 4, we have

9 1 1 1 1 9 1
=1 =1 )=1-— -
$4(0) =1+ T+s  1t4s 04(7) 1+ 4s’ 94(3) 115 T 1148

For s > 0 sufficiently small, we have ¢4(%) < 0 and it follows that m4 > 1. In general,
consider N = 4K with K being an integer, then

¢N(%): > #(—1)’“.

1
1+4s

6 =1-

1+ k2s
Note that
d 1 N2
el - _ k2—1k+1:2 k2—2 k2— -
D (1) > 2 H-)
N <k 1<k<f -1 1<k<f -1
k is odd k is even
K N
—9 (21—12—2z2> AK? = —9K — ——.
; (20 —1)° = (2D*) + 5

Thus for small s > 0 we have qu(%) < 0 and this renders my > 1. More quantitatively
we have for s < ay N2 (ag > 0 is a sufficiently small absolute constant),

1
on(5) < —asl s,
where as > 0 is a small absolute constant.

Our next set of results will be concerned with generalized maximum principles. We first
consider the ODE system (5.6).

Theorem 5.2 (Almost sharp maximum principle). Consider (5.6). Suppose uinit : T — R
satisfies Uinit € H2 (T) and ||tinit||oo < 1. Take the initial data U such that Uj0 = Uinit ()

for0<j < N —1. Then for N > Ny = Ni(tinit, V) > 0, we have
1
[U#)loo < lJu)flooc <1+C1- N2,
where Cy > 0 depends only on (uinit, v). In the above u is the solution to (5.7) with
QNuinit as initial data.

Remark 5.3. Since we are concerned with the generalized maximum principe, the depen-
dence of N7 on v will only be power-type which is much better than the dependence in
Theorem 5.1. These can be easily inferred from the computations in the proof below.
However we shall not state the explicit dependence here for the ease of notation.

Proof. Step 1. Energy estimate and global wellposedness. Concerning the system (5.6), it
is not difficult to check that %E (U) <0, where

1 1 1=
EU) = §V2”VhUH§ tIw > w7 -1y
§=0
1 1
= V(- AUU) +=(U? -1,U2 - 1). (5.8)

2 4
It follows easily that the system (5.6) admits a global solution.
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Step 2. H' Estimate of u. We first consider the initial data. Observe that

1 9 ol v — 2 N*1l<— N
13 102 @ tinic |2 = >k ‘Zuinit(/f-i-lN)‘ +2'T‘§Zuinit(?+”\[)
Ik\<% leZ lez

2

S N0tinie3 + lluinisl 5 S uiniel? 5

(T) (T)’

Similarly [|Qnuinitll2 S [[tinit | - Thus

H3(T)

|@Nuinit |2 + |QNUinit|loo S QN Uinit | (1) S Huinit”H%(T)-

Note that [|[U°]|cc < [|@NUinit]loc, and by (5.1)
IVaU3 = 3" RPULR ~ 110:Quusnicll3
—p<hsy
Thus
E(Uo) <A = Al(HuinitHH% s V)'
Now by using the inequality Uj2 < %(U J2 —1)2+ %, it is then clear that

@i S > Q+EUGRP S1+EU@1) <1+EU°) <1+4;,  Vt>0.
—S<k<d
Step 3. L*°-estimate of u. For the initial data, observe that
_ _1
QN tinit — Uinit][oo S Z |Uinit (k)] < N2 [[winit|| g1 (m)-
|k|>F
Thus
1
|QNUinit||oo <1+ O(N™2),

where the implied constant depends on (uipit, V).
Now we consider the nonlinear term. By using Step 2, we have ||u(¢)3||z1 < 1 uniformly
in t > 0. Clearly we have

1

1ON (u® —u) = (4 = u)||s = O(N™2).
Then the equation for u can be rewritten as
O = v2Au+u —ud + O(N_%),
[u(0)loc <1+ O(N~3).

A simple maximum principle argument then yields the desired result. ]
Theorem 5.3 (Almost sharp maximum principle, version 2). Consider (5.6). Suppose
Uinit © T — R has Fourier support in {|k| < %} with u/lr:t(%) = zm(—%) and ||tinit]|co <
1. Note that Qn(uinit) = Uinit. Take the initial data U° such that U]Q = uinit(%) for
0<j<N-—1. Then for N > Ny = Na(tinit, V) > 0, we have
_1
[U@)loo < llu(t)foc <1+ Co- N713,

where Cy > 0 depends only on (uinit, v). In the above wu is the solution to (5.7) with
QNUinit = Uinis as initial data.
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Remark 5.4. The dependence of N5 on v is only power-like.

Remark 5.5. By Remark 5.1, one cannot deduce a good bound on ||@Q nuinit||o for general
Uipit assuming only ||uinit]|co < 1.

Proof. For simplicity of notation write ug = uiniy. Note that u(t), ¢ > 0 all have frequency

supported in [—4, J]. In particular Qyu(t) = u(t) for all t > 0.
Step 1. Local in time estimate near t = 0. By a contraction estimate, for some

sufficiently small tg = to(uo, ) > 0 we have
(oo <1+ Brt2, YO <t <ty

1
sup 2 ||u(t)| g < Bo,
0<t<to

where the constants $; > 0, B2 > 0 only depend on (ug, ). Now pick t; = N—3 < tp and
we clearly have

sup [[u(t)]|oo < 1+ O(NF);
0<t<ty

lu(ty)l| 1 < O(NT).

For t > t1, we can regard u(t) as initial data and observe that by using energy conservation
(similar to the argument in the preceding theorem, but note that we no longer need the

H> bound), we have

sup [[u(t)| ;1 < O(NT).

t>t1

Furthermore, for ¢t > ¢1, assuming that ||u(t)|leo < 2, it is easy to check that

_1
1Qn (u(t)?) = u(t)?|lo < O(NTT).
One can then run a maximum principle argument to finish the proof (i.e. consider some

t« >ty as the first time that ||u(t)|/~ exceeds the bound 1+ C - N~1 and show a contra-
diction). O

Theorem 5.4 (Almost sharp maximum principle for (5.6), general rough initial data).
Consider (5.6). Suppose U° € RN satisfies ||[U°||co < 1. If N > N3(v) > 0, it holds that

sup [U(t)]loo <1+ e,
0<t<oo

where 0 < €1 < 1072 is an absolute constant. More precisely the following hold. (Below
we shall write X = O(Y') if | X| < CY where the constant C only depends on v.)

(1) Fort>1Ty=Tp(v) >0,
10@)lso < l[u(t)]loc < 1+ O(N 5 (log N)?);
10-u(t)]2 <OQ), EU(t)) <O0(1),
where u solves (5.9), and E(U) was defined in (5.8).
(2) For Cy =Ci(v) >0 and C; - N-i<t< To, it holds that

U)o < [u(®)]loo < 1+ O(N"5(log N)?).
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(3) For Cy = Cy(v) >0 and Cy- N~ 2log N <t < (4 N1,
_3
IU@)]loo < lu()floo <1+ O(N10).
(4) For 0 <t < CyN~2log N, we have
Ja(t) — 1]l oc < O(N ™2 (l0g N)),

” l 1
sup (1P QuUO) (1, 55)| < (14 560 [0°locs
0<I<N-1

1
[0l < (14 5e0)[0°s + O(N~2 (log N) ).

(5) If |U%) o0 < 1+1161 (note that 1+1151 > 0.995), then for all t > 0, we have
2 2

IU(#)]lee < 1+ O(N75 (log N)?).

(6) Suppose f : T — R is continuous and ||f]|ec < 1. If (U°); = f(%) for all
0<I<N -1, then

sup U)o <14 O(wp(N~3)) + O(N™),

where ¢ > 0 is an absolute constant, and wy is defined in (B.5).
(7) Suppose f : T — R is C*-continuous (see (B.6)) for some 0 < o < 1 and
[flloo < 1. IfF (U) = f(5) for all0 <1< N —1, then

sup [[U(#)[|c <1+ O(N™),
>0

where ¢ > 0 is a constant depending only on .

Moreover we have the following result which shows the sharpness of our estimates above.
There ezists a function f: T — R, continuous at all of T \ {z.} for some z. € T (i.e.
continuous at all x # x,) and has the bound || f||co < 1 such that the following hold: for
a sequence of even numbers Ny, — 0o, t;, = 1/_2]\@2 and Ty = jm/Np with 0 < jp, <
Ny — 1, if Uy (t) € RN solves (5.6) with Uy, (0) = vy, € RN satisfying (vy); = f(NLm)
for all 0 < j < Ny, — 1. Then

O by )| > 1410, Y > 1,
where 1, > 0.001 is an absolute constant.

Remark 5.6. One should compare our last result with the Fourier spectral Galerkin trun-
cation case (see for example Theorem 4.5) where we dealt with initial data bounded by
one and proved a sharp maximum principle. There thanks to spectral localization the ini-
tial data is smooth. Here in the collocation case, our counterexample shows that there is
non-approximation if we work with mere L initial data which is bounded by one and ev-
erywhere continuous except at one point. This is certainly connected with the non-smooth
cut-off in the Fourier space.

Remark 5.7. The dependence of N3 on v is only power-like.
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Proof. To simplify the notation we shall tacitly assume v = 1 below. It is not difficult to
keep track of the explicit dependence of v but we shall not do it here in order to simplify
the presentation. Let u = u(t,x) solve the following system (below v = 1):

{&gu = 120u + Qn(u — u?),

— 0_.
u‘t_o - QNU - U07

where QU was defined in (5.3). It is not difficult to check that u(t, &) = U(t); for all
0<j<N-—1andt>0. Furthermore

1
lollzaen = 100 = (5 2o09?)* <1

(5.9)

[vollLge(my < log N.

In the argument below we shall take N > Ny where Ny is a sufficiently large absolute
constant. The needed largeness of Ny can be easily worked out from the argument.
Step 1. Local in time estimate. Introduce the norm

llull oo o0 (0,77 %)
ullx, = tlogN + 1872 8ull oo 2 (0,715 + ltll 2o 22 0,77 %) -

By using the mild formulation (note that Qnu = u)

t t
u(t) = %=y + / =)0 (y — o) ds — / el=9)%= (Q —1d) (u?)ds,
0 0

we have
t 1 3 t 1 3
Ju®)lc S 08 N -+ ¢ s [u(s) o+ [ (6= 9) H ¥ ads+ [ N0, (0 ads
OSSSt 0 0
<log N +tlog N + t2 log N + N~2 (log N)**5 < log N.
5 1
Also by using the inequality |ul3 < [Jull2 + ||u]|$ [|0zullS, we have

t t
HMMhsrm+[}wwrMﬁmw+AH@N—mmﬂMMWS

t 1 t
sru+/a—@wm%w+/uww4®wwmm@
0 0
t t
§1+t—|—/ (t—s)_411||u3\|1d8—|—/ N_%Ham(ug)Hgds
0 0
t
§1+t+ti+/P@—syigid&+N‘ngNY#5§1,
0
and

t t
05| 0,u(t) |5 < 1+t0'5/ (t—s)—%uu3|ylds+t0~5/ (t = 5)EN=3 [0, (u) [ods
0 0

1

t t
S 1+t0‘5/ (t—s)_gs_ids—i-to"r)/ (t—s)_%N_i(logN)zs_%ds
0 0

<1+ <1
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By carefully tracking the constants and similar estimates as done in the above, it is not
difficult to check that for "= Ty > 0 (T is a sufficiently small absolute constant) we have
contraction in the ball {||ul|x, < Ci} where C; is an absolute constant.

Step 2. Refined estimate. For any 0 < ¢t < T, we have

t
[u(t) — € vp oo / €= (4 — )| o ds + / €022 (Q — 1d) (u®) || o s

< [0 uelads + [ =9 Hulhds + [ N0 ads
§t4 +ti 4+ N 2(logN) t3.
Now take T} = 100N ~2log N < Tj, we have
lu(T1) = "% vl < N2 (log N)7.
On the other hand, since

e

N—

(P50 (£, &) = % (U0 Re< Z e—(27rk)2t+27rik(:v—%))7

) — N N
J=0 Nl

[y

it is clear that
”eTlam?JO”oo < ” Re< Z e—(27rk)2T1+27rik~:c) ”OO

N N
—7<k§7

<1+ / e~ (2mk)*Th gp,
Jk|>

N
N1

<1+N%L
Thus

N

[u(T1)]|oo < 1+ O(N~2(log N)¥).

By a similar estimate, we have for any 773 <t <1y, =N -1

[u(t)]loo <1+O0(t5) <1+ O(N"1

\w IN

Ty,
< 5).
Step 3. The regime ¢ > T5. Note that at t = T, we have

Ju(T2) oo < 1+ O(NTH5);

00|

|0.u(Ty)lla < O(T; ?) = O(N
It follows easily that for the system (5.6),
E(U(t)) < E(U(T3)) < O(N§), Vt>T,
where E(U) was defined in (5.8). This in turn implies that
[su(®ll: < ONF), Vi =Ty,
One should note that for ¢ > Ty we have [|0,u(t)||2 < 1. Thus
1(Qu —1d)(u(t)®)loc £ N2 - N3(log N)* < O(N"S(log N)?), Vi > T,

~

).
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By using a maximum principle argument, we then obtain
sup [Ju(t)[lc <1+ O(N_%(log N)?).
t>Ts
Step 4. The regime ¢ < T7. In this regime we observe that
[u(t) — = vp)lae S N"2(log N)T, VO <t<T.

By Remark 5.1, in general we have |[[v[lc < log N which is optimal. Thus we need to
restrict to the grid points z; = 4, 0 < j < N — 1 and work with the function U(t). Now
denote U'"(t) € RY such that

Un(¢); = () (t, %), VO<j<N-L

Clearly
1U(t) — U™(@)[lo < N"2(log N)i, YO<t<T.

~

The remaining results then follow from Theorem B.1, Theorem B.2 and Theorem B.3
proved in the appendix. ]

Theorem 5.5 (Generalized L>®-stability for (5.4), case 3 < 7 < 1.99). Consider (5.4).
Suppose U € RN satisfies |U%|oc < 1. Assume 3 <7 < 1.99. If N > Ny(v) > 0 (the
dependence of Ny on v is only power-like), then the following hold.

e For all n >0, we have

s
U loo < My = %(; : (1:;3_:) - ﬁ) (5.10)

° If% < 7 <0.86, then for allm > 0, we have

3
0 < M= 5 S e, =107 (5.11)
EU™h < EBUM), (5.12)
where E(U) was defined in (5.8). Moreover, for n > 1,

E(U") <EB(U') < &, (5.13)

where & > 0 depends only on v.

Remark 5.8. The cut-off 7 = 1.99 is for convenience only. One can replace it by any
number less than 2 but Ny will have to be adjusted correspondingly.

Proof. Denote
o 1 2mik-x
Ky (z) = Re( Z 14 7(2mkv)? ¢ >’

N N
—Nck<X

o 2mik-x
Koo() —é—HT(%sze . (5.14)

— A

For%§7'§2wehave

IKN — Kool poo(my < O(N7)
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and
N-—

>_A

kS [(Kn — Koo )\ <O(NT.

N

j=0

Denote p(z) = (1 + 7)x — 723, By (5.5), we have

const

N

Then (5.10) follows from Lemma 3.3 and induction.
The proof of (5.11)—(5.12) is similar to that in the proof of Proposition 3.10. The main

point is to use the inequality

10" oo < IP(U™) o + NpU™)]oo-

+ = > "M}

| =
S
N W

which holds for all § <7 < 0.86.
Finally (5.13) follows from (5.5) and the simple estimate
1A 2 < llp(U™)ll2 S 1
O

Theorem 5.6 (Almost sharp maximum principle for (5.4), case N~0% <+ < 1). Consider
(5.4). Suppose U® € RN satisfies |U°||oc < 1. Assume N~03 <7 <1 IfN > Ns5(v) >0
(the dependence of N5 on v is only power-like), then the following hold.

For all n > 0, we have

JU" e < 1+ O(N75); (5.15)
EU™h < EUM"), (5.16)

where E(U) was defined in (5.8). Moreover, for n > 1,
E(U") < &, (5.17)

where £ > 0 depends only on v.

Proof. We define Ky and Ko as in (5.14). Then for N70% <7 < 1. it is clear that
1 N-1 j
N 2 (BN = Koo) ()l < K = Kool oo(my < O(N~'77h).

=0

Set ¢ > 0 which we will take to be O(N_%). Inductively assume ||U" || < 14 0. By (5.5)
and the preceding estimate, we have

HU”HHOo < max |[p(x) +O(N_17'_1).
|z|<14-6

where p(z) = (1 + 7)z — 723, Observe that p/(1) = 1 — 27 and for 0 < 7 < 3,

‘ r‘rgx Ip(z)| <1+ (1 —27)6 + O(82).

Since we assume § = O(N _5), it follows easily that
0(8%) < 79,
ON~1r71 <« 70,
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and
(U oo <14 (1=27)5 +O0(8*) + O(N 177 h) < 1+4.

Thus (5.15) holds.
Now (5.16) follows from the fact that for 7 < %,

S50 Sma{ UM, UL, Va0
One should note again here that the restriction for 7 for energy stability is quite mild, i.e.
7 must be smaller than 1 (provided ||U"[|« is close to 1). The restriction for T < 1 is was
due to the fact that we need to have ||[U"||o < 1+ small error.
Finally to show (5.17) we shall use discrete smoothing estimates. To this end we assume
with no loss that v = & and A = (I—-1?7A;)~!. Note that on the Fourier side Ak) =

(1+ k2r)~t for =& < k < & It is clear that if 7 ~ 1 we have E(U') < O(1). Thus we
only need to consider the regime 0 < 7 < 1. We shall show for all 1 <n < 1/7,

\/nTHc‘)hU"Hg < Cy, (5.18)

where Cy > 0 is an absolute constant (for general v > 0, Cy will depend on v; here we
assumed v = 1/2x for simplicity). Here we use the notation Jj, to denote the Fourier
multiplier 27ik in the discrete Fourier transform formula. In particular we have for U €
RY,

[\

O3 = > (2rk)? |0
—S<k<E
It is not difficult to check that for n > 1,
n—1
U= AU 7y AT (f(U)),
§=0
where f(z) =z — 2% and f(U) =U — U.
Observe that for any 7 > 1 and 7 > 0, we have
2

sup\/jr2n|k|(1 + 7k*) 77 < 27 - sup z(1 + m—,)_j < () < o0,
keZ x>0 J

where C7 > 0 is an absolute constant.
Now first for n = 1, we have

VTIRT s < VA0, AVO + 7210, A(1(U0)) I
< 0%l + 7l W02 < Co,

where clearly we can take C sufficiently large to fulfill the last bound.
Similarly for n > 2 with n7 <1,

n—1
VATIONU™ 12 < ViT|0, AU s 4 7 - T |0, A" (F(UO) )lla + /07 110547 (F(U))

j=1

<C[U°2 + Chllf U)o+ sap || F(UP)|l2- CuT - /nT

n—1
1<j<n—1 Z\/nj
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Thus (5.18) is proved. O

Our next result is concerned with the regime 0 < 7 < N703. Let u” = u"(z) : T — R
solve the system

{ Id —vrA)u™t = u" + 7Qn (f (u™)), (5.19)

u’ = QnU°,

where f(z) = z — 23, Tt is not difficult to check that u™ and (5.4) are equivalent in the

sense that u"(4) = (U™); forallm >0and 0 < j < N — 1.

Theorem 5.7 (Almost sharp maximum principle for (5.4), case 0 < 7 < N=93). Consider
(5.4). Suppose U° € RN satisfies ||[U°||0o < 1. Assume 0 <7 < N3, If N > Ng(v) > 0
(the dependence of Ng on v is only power-like), then it holds that

sup [[U"[loo < 1+ €1,
n>0

where 0 < €1 < 1072 is an absolute constant. More precisely the following hold. (Below
we shall write X = O(Y') if | X| < CY and the constant C' depends only on v.)
(1) E(U™Y) < E(U™) for all n > 0.
(2) For some Ty = To(v) > 0 sufficiently small and for all n > Ty/T, we have
00" (|2 (my < O(1);
[0 e < [Ju"loe < 1+ O(N ™),

where u™ solves (5.19).
(3) For alln > 2N~%3 /7, we have

U™ oo < [Ju™ oo < 1+ O(Ni0).

(4) For 1 <n <2N7%3/7 we have

l

sup ‘ ((Id —m'@m)_"u0> (—

1
<1+ ze U° ;
0<I<KN-1 N)‘ ( 2 DU o

1 _3
1070 < (14 ZeD) U0 + O™ ).

(5) If ||U°|oo < 1+1%61 (note that 1/(1+ %e1) > 0.995), then

sup [U" oo < 1+ O(N ™).
n>0
(6) Suppose f : T — R is continuous and ||f]|ec < 1. If (U°); = f(%) for all
0<I<N -1, then

sup [|U" oo < 14 O(wp(N7F)) + O(N™),
n>0

where ¢ > 0 is an absolute constant, and wy is defined in (B.5).
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(7) Suppose f : T — R is C*-continuous for some 0 < a < 1 and ||f|o < 1. If
(U®) = f(%) for all0 <1< N —1, then

sup [U" ||oo <14+ O(N™),
n>0

where ¢1 > 0 is a constant depending only on «.

Moreover we have the following result which shows the sharpness of our estimates above.
There exists a function f: T — R, continuous at all of T\ {x.} for some z. € T (i.e.
continuous at all © # x,) and has the bound ||f||cc < 1 such that the following hold: for
a sequence of even numbers Ny, — 00, Ty, = %1/‘2N,,_12 and Ty, = Jm /Ny with 0 < jp, <
Ny — 1, if Uy € RN solves

(Id _TV2Ah)ﬁm =Vn+ Tmf(Vm)y

where (Vi) = f(NLm) for all0 <1< N,, —1. Then

Un(zm)| > 1410,  Vm>1,
where 1, > 0.001 is an absolute constant.

Proof. We shall use the system (5.19). Denote B = (Id —v7A)~!. Clearly we have (below
filz) = =2%)

n—1 n—1

W =Byt 4 TZB"_j <f(uﬂ)) + TZB"—j(QN —1Id) <f1(uj)>, n>1, (5.20)
j=1 =1
with
Il 2y <1 [u®llgoeqr) S log V.

In the argument below we shall assume N > Ng = Ng(v) where Ng is a sufficiently large
constant depending only on v. The needed largeness of Ny as well as the precise (power)
dependence on v can be worked out from the context with more detailed computations.
However for simplicity of notation we shall not present it here.
Step 1. Local estimate. We show that for Ty = Ty(v) > 0 sufficiently small and all
n > 1 with nt < Tj, it holds that
e 4 vmonu + o < (521
logN T110zU (|2 |u 2 = Gp, . )
where Cy > 0 is a constant depending only on v.
For n = 1, we shall start with

U' = (Id =72 AR) U + 7(Id —72A,) 7L (F(U?)).
Clearly
1
VTl[0ut 2 < VTI0nU 2 SNIU°l2 + 7l F(U°)]]2 < 300

1
lutl> < [0l S 1T°N2 + AU < 5Co.
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On the other hand, noting that (f(u0)> (%) = (f(U0)> forall 0 < j <N —1, we have
J
' oo < llu’lloo + QN (f (")) oo
= lQNU [l + TIQN (f(U°)) [l < log N.

Thus

lutflo
log N

+ V7| 0zut|]2 + |Jut]2 < Co.

Next for n > 2 with n7 < Tj and for all 1 < j <n — 1, we inductively assume that

7 ]|

Tog N + v 3|0z |2 + [[u? |2 < C.

Then by (5.20) and Lemma C.1, we have (note that j7 < Ty < 1)

n—1 n—1
n . _1 i
™ oo < llutloc + 701 Y (0= H)7) "2 f ()l +7 Y 1(Qn — 1) (fi1(w!))l|o
j=1 j=1
n—1 . . .
<bglog N + b3 - /n7-Co(Co+1)log N + TZN_§b4 () Opu? |2
j=1
nd 1 1
< bylog N + b3 - v/n7 - Co(Co + 1) log N + 7Y N~2by - (log N)*(j) "2 - Cf
j=1
1
S gCOlOgN,

where in the above we use b; to denote various constants depending only on v, and we
take Tp sufficiently small and N sufficiently large. Similarly, by using the inequality

5 1
[ulls S flullz + [[ull3 [|0zull3 , we have

n—1 n—1
a2 < [lutllz + 705 Y (0 — )m) 7T F @)+ 7Y @y — 1) (f(w))]l2
j=1 j=1
n—1 - n—1
<bg+brr Y (n—)7)71 - (Co+CF +CF - ()78 +7 3 [(Qn = 1) (f1 ()]0
j=1 j=1
n—1
< bg+bs - ((n7)T + (n7)2) +7 > N73by - (log N)2(jr) "% - CF

=1

< C()a

W =
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and
VnT||0zu" |2
n—1 ' . n—1 . '
V7|0 B Mt |a + v > 1[0:B" T (F(u)) |2 + VT Y 0B (Qn — 1) (f1(w)) ]l
j=1 j=1
n—1 5 ) n-1 1 1 . .
<bg+vnrr > ((n—H)7) 75l fW) + VarT > ((n = 5)7) 2N 2by| f{ (u!)0pri! | 2
Jj=1 Jj=1
1
<-Cp.
_300

Hence (5.21) is proved.
Step 2. Refined estimate. First we note that

QN (f ()]l = QN (U)o < log N.
Since 7 < N793_ we obtain for any n > 1,
7| B"QNn(f(u?))]|o S N~ %*log N. (5.22)

Now for any 1 < n < Ty/7, by using (5.22) and the fact that

<1+ (7)1, Y1<j<Tyr

~

. . .5 Sl
[/ (|3 < 1[5 + [[47]13 1020 (13
we have

lu" = B"u” o

n—1 n—1
<7 B"QN(f(uO))lloo + 7D IB " f(u)[loo +7 Y 1@ — Td)(f1()) oo
j=1 Jj=1

n—1 n—1
SN™3log N+ 73 (0= 1) "t |lullla +7 D ((n— 5)7) "2 [[(w))*|ly + N72(log N)*(nr)>2
j=1 j=1

<N %3log N + (m—)% + (m')% < N %3log N + (m—)%.

Step 3. The regime nt > 2N 793, Set ng = [2N "3 /7] > 2 where [z] denotes the usual
integer part of the real number 2 > 0. Clearly ngr ~ N~%3 and

[u™ — B"u0||oe < N0,

On the other hand, since

S ,
(Uo)j Re( 1+ (gﬂky)%_)—noezmk(x_%))’
0

—_

(B"u’)(x) =

2l

7=
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we have
1B oo <1+ > (1+ (2mkw)?7) ™m0
\k|>——1
si+ Z 27TV )2noTk?
\k|>——1
<14+0((nerN) ™) =14+ 0(N"%7).
Thus
[u™]|oo < 1+ O(NTT).
Note that
ol £ s < ON1Y),

Thus for ng < n < T/,
E({U™) < E(U™) < O(N®3).
This implies for all ng < n < Ty/T,
10z |2 < O(N®1?),
[(@x ~1)(2(") [ < ONT2 - N*?) = O(N %),
Now consider the system
(Id —V2TA)u"+1 =u"+7f(u") +7(Qn — Id)(f1(u"™)).

If we assume ||u"||sc < 1+ 6, then (note again that for p(z) = = + 7(z — 23), p"(z) < 0
for 2 near +1 so that O(62) does not appear below)

[u" oo <14+ (1 =270 +7-ON"") <144,

provided we take § > O(N~0-2),
Thus it is clear that for all ng < n < Ty/T,

[u" oo < 1+ O(N10).

For n > Ty/7, note that ||0,u"||]2 < 1. By another maximum principle argument, we
obtain

sup [[u"|eo <1+ O(N_%).
n>ng
Note that we did not optimize the exponent (in N) here for simplicity of presentation.
These can certainly be improved by more refined estimates but we do not dwell on this
issue here.
Step 4. The regime nT < 2N 93, In this regime we observe that

[u™ — B"u®||oo < O(N~ ).
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The main contribution of the L°-estimate of u" then comes from the linear flow piece.
In this case we have to restrict to the grid points z; = j/N for 0 < j < N — 1 and work
with U}? € R such that

(Uh); = (B™)(5), VO<j<N-1L

The remaining results then follow from Theorem C.1 proved in the appendix and a simple
perturbation argument. ]

6. STRANG SPLITTING WITH FOURIER COLLOCATION FOR ALLEN-CAHN

In this section we consider the Strang splitting with Fourier collocation for Allen-Cahn
on T. The PDE is again

O = v2Au + f(u), fu) =u—u.

We shall adopt the same notation as in Section 5. In particular we slightly abuse the
notation and denote for U € RV

fU)y=U-U?3,

We consider the time splitting as follows. Let 7 > 0 be the time step. Consider the
ODE

2U = f(U),
U‘ =ac RV,

We define the solution operator A, : RY — R as the map a — U(7). Thanks to the
explicit form of f(U), we have (@ = (ag, -+ ,an_1)? and with no loss we shall assume
that N >2)

(Nra); = U(7);

Ve T+ (—e (g2

Define S, = e27*An. Then U™tl U™ € RV are related via the relation:

Uttt = S,N,S,. U™, n>0. (6.1)
For U € RV, we recall
| N=1 )
I3 = 5 S U2 = A
J=0 — N k<t

Denote

0nUN3 = > (2rk)? (Ul

—S<k<E
Lemma 6.1. Consider (6.1). We have
sup [|U" |2 < max{L, ||U°]2}. (6.2)
n>0
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Furthermore assuming ||U°||2 < 1, there are 79 = 7o(v) > 0, tg = to(v) > 0 sufficiently
small such that the following hold: If T > 19, then

sup [|0,U"[]2 < C1, (6.3)
n>1
where C1 > 0 depends only on v. If 0 < 17 < 79, then
sup  V/n7||opU"||2 + sup [[0pU"]|2 < Cy, (6.4)
1<n<to/T n>to/T

where Cy > 0 depends only on (v, ty).
Suppose ||U°||oo < 1, then for all 7 > 0, we have

sup [U" [|oo < C, (6.5)
n>1
where C3 > 0 depends only on v. Also for any ty > 7 and nt < t1, we have
sup ||[U"™ — ng—UO”OO < Cyty, (6.6)
TLStl/T

where Cy > 0 depends only on v.

Proof. For the basic L? bound we can just use the ODE. Clearly
1d
§E(HUH§) = U3 - U1z

< U1z = 1U]3-

Thus ||U(t)|l2 < max{1,||U(0)|/2}. This immediately yields (6.2).
For (6.3), we note that since 7 2 1, it follows easily that

100" 2 S IN-S-U" |2 < 1.
For (6.4), we first rewrite
Ul = S, U™ + S- (N, —1d)S, U™

=: S0, U" +78; fn, (6.7)
where
- —1d
fn= N S;U™.
-
Now by using the inequality
—z| < 7|z + =), VOo<7<1, z€eR,

x
‘ Ve + (1 — e=27)a?
We have
|fol S 18:U"| +[S:U" .
By (6.7), we have

n—1
U = S, UV + 7 28(2(11_]-)_1)713
=0
n—1
= S2nTUO + 7-5(271—1)7'.](.0 +7 Z S(2(n—j)—1)'rfj7 Vn > 1. (68)

J=1
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Note that in the above, the empty summation when n = 1 is defined to be zero. For
1 <j <n-—1, note that

£ 1 S NS0 |11+ [18-U7 13
SISV 12 + 11807 [loo1U7]13
S+ ISV o
To bound ||S;U7 ||, we observe that for U € RY,

1 1
[Ulloe < 1QNUllLgo(my S NQNUllzz(my + I1@NU 2 (1) 102 QNI 72
1 1
S Ul + U3 10U 13-
Thus for 1 <j<n-—1,

S
£l S T+ 10nU7]]3-

For 7 =0, we have

1
follh S1+1SUo0 S 1+ [10n5-U°13

<1+ 3,
Denote the kernel corresponding to S;; as K- (I > 1), then clearly
1Kirllz S (0)75, lonKilla S ()% Vir S 1
[0S Ull2 < () 41U, VU €RY, ir S1.

We then obtain the recurrent relation,

=

n—1
F, = v/nt||opU" |2 S 14+ 7v/nT Z((n - j)T)_%(l + (jT)_iFj ),
j=1

where F; = (jT)%H@hUng. Let ng be the first integer such that nor > ty9. Our desired
result for U™ then easily follows from a simple induction procedure. Note that we need
noT < to+7 < 1. For general U™ we need to estimate it using U™ where (n—ng)7 = O(tg).

Next for (6.5), we only need to consider the regime 0 < 7 < 1 and n7 < t; for some
t1 < 1. By Theorem B.1 and using (6.8), we have

n—1
1T oo ST Moo +7 D (107 [loo + [U7]1%).
j=0
A simple induction argument then yields the desired estimate. Finally the estimate (6.6)
follows easily from (6.5). O

Theorem 6.1 (Almost sharp maximum principle for (6.1), case N~%% < 7 < o0). Con-
sider (6.1). Suppose U° € RV satisfies |U%|oo < 1. Assume N70* < 7 < oco. If
N > Ny(v) > 0 (the dependence of N1 on v is only power-like), then for all n > 0, we
have

(U™ lso <1+ O(NT25).
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Proof. Since 7 > N~%4 by Theorem B.1, we have
IS:Ulloe < (1 +O(N"))Ullos, YU €RY.

On the other hand, if |U|locc < 1+ €1 where €; < 1, then it is not difficult to check that
for 7 > 0,

2
N Ul 1472 [0l = 1]+ €4 -Cr- U)o 1]

where C7 > 0 is an absolute constant.
Our main induction hypothesis is |[U" |l < 1+, where § = O(N~%5). Then it suffices
to verify the inequality:

1+ 0N (142 (ONT) +6) +e77Cr - (O(N2) +8%)) < 1+6.
This amounts to showing
ON"H+0(%) <1 —e?)s.

Since § = O(N7%°) and 7 > N9 this last inequality is obvious for N sufficiently
large. O

Lemma 6.2. Assume N > 2. Suppose u is a smooth solution to the equation:
du = Qn(f(u)),
u(0) = a,

where f(z) = z — 23, and the initial data a satisfies lallgr(ry < Ao for some constant
Ag > 1. We also assume that @ is supported in {k : —% <k< %} (in particular this

implies Qna = a). Then for some ty > 0 depending only on Ay (one can take to ~ Aa2),
it holds that

sup [u(®)||m < ado,
0<t<to

where o > 0 is an absolute constant.
Proof. Denote J ={k € Z: —% <k< %} Observe that for any k € J, we have

t t
e 0] < )|+ [ fatsDlds+ 30 [0 3 Jas, k1N =k = Fa)as, k)i ko)lds.

0 111<270 Ky koed
Clearly for |I| < 2 and k, k1, ko € J, we have

1

|k1| + |ko| + |k +IN — k1 — ko] > |k +IN| > Z’k‘

Define

Alt) =14 [a(t, k) - (1 +k?).
keJ
It is then not difficult to show that

A(t) < A(0) + /t C - A(s)2ds,
0

where C' > 0 is an absolute constant. The desired result then follows easily by taking ¢
sufficiently small. O
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Theorem 6.2 (Almost sharp maximum principle for (6.1), case 0 < 7 < N=%4). Consider
(6.1). Suppose U° € RN satisfies ||[U°|0o < 1. Assume 0 <7 < N™%4 If N > No(v) > 0
(the dependence of Ny on v is only power-like), then

sup [U"[loo <1+ €1,
n>0

where 0 < €1 < 1072 4s an absolute constant. More precisely the following hold.
(1) For some Ty = O(N~%3) sufficiently small and for all n > Ty/T, we have

HU”HOO < ”unHoo <1 —|—O(N_0'29),

where u™ solves (6.9).
(2) For1<n <Ty/T, we have

U7 = Saur U < O(N 0%
1
HS2nTU0”oo <1+ 561)”U0H005

1
1T oo < (1 + Ze)lIU° oo + O(N 1),

(3) If ||U°|oo < 1+1%61 (note that 1/(1+ %e1) > 0.995), then

SUp [U"]|oo < 1+ O(N™3).
n>0
(4) Suppose f : T — R is continuous and ||f]|ec < 1. If (U°); = f(%) for all
0<I<N -1, then
SUp U [loe < 14 0oy (N™5)) + O(N ™),
n>0
where ¢ > 0 is an absolute constant, and wy is defined in (B.5).
(5) Suppose f : T — R is C*-continuous for some 0 < a < 1 and ||f|lo < 1. If
(U®) = f(%) for all0 <1< N —1, then

sup [U" ||oo <14 O(N™),
n>0

where ¢1 > 0 is a constant depending only on «.

Moreover we have the following result which shows the sharpness of our estimates above.
There ezists a function f: T — R, continuous at all of T \ {z.} for some z, € T (i.e.
continuous at all x # x,) and has the bound || f||co < 1 such that the following hold: for
a sequence of even numbers N, — 00, T, = il/_2N7;2 , M > 1, and xyy = jim /Ny, with
0 < jm < Ny, — 1, if Uy, € RNm satisfies

Up = e%TmAh./\/}me%TmAh e e%TmAh/\/’Tme%TmAh A,

iterate n., times

where a,, € RN™ satisfies (a,); = f(NLm) for all0 <1 < N,, —1. Then

Un(@m)| > 140, Ym>1,

where 1, > 0.001 is an absolute constant.
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Proof. We consider v"*!, «™ : T — R defined via the relation:
uttl = 3%y 30y, (6.9)
where V. is the time-7 solution operator to the problem:
Ou = Qn(f(u)).

It is not difficult to check that if u® = QnU?, then u" = QU™ for all n > 1.
Choose ng > 1 such that ngt ~ N7%3. By Lemma 6.1, we have

[ome — S2noTU0”oo < O(N_OB)-
Thus
[u" = QN (S20g-U") o0 < O(N~?log N).
Now
1 V-1 , ‘
—(27kv)?2noT 2mik-(x—<
(@¥(S200rU) (0) = 5+ S UIRe( 3T e Rk 0
J=0 ~N<k<d
Since | U%|oo < 1 and ngr ~ N793 it easily follows that
HQsznOTUOHOO <1+ Z e—(2ﬂ'ky)22’ﬂ0T <1+ O(N_IO).
|k|> %
Thus
[u™]|oo <14 O(N""31log N).
Then for n > ng, we consider the problem
Ou = Qn(f(u) = f(u) + (Qn —1d)(f (u)),
u(0) = e2%eqyn = e2%2Q U™,

By Lemma 6.2 (note that 7 < N~%4 can be made sufficiently small by taking N large),
we have

sup [u(?)||m = O(1).
0<t<r

By using Lemma 6.1, we have

1(@n = TA)(f ()]l S N2

If we assume that [[u(0)|| < 1+ g for some §y = O(N=929) then a simple maximum

principle argument yields that

sup [[u(t)[oc <1+ do.
0<t<r

Consequently
sup [|[u"[|oo <1+ O(N""%).

n>ng
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Finally we consider the regime 1 < n < ng. Clearly we have
sup [[U" — S2nTUO||oo < O(N_O'g)a

1<n<ng

sup Hun - QN(S27LTU0)”OO < O(N_O.g log N)

1<n<ng

We are then in a situation similar to that in Theorem 5.4. The argument is then similar
and thus omitted. g

Remark 6.1. We should point out that, by using the argument in the preceding proof,
it is also possible to obtain the result [|[U"||s < [[u"|loo < 1+ O(NT€) for the case
N=04 < 7 < 7, where 1 < 1 is a constant determined in Lemma 6.2 (r1 = to in
the notation therein). We briefly sketch the argument as follows. Again consider u"*!,
u" : T — R defined via the relation:

u ! = B0y (5O yn
where V; is the time-7 solution operator to the problem:
Ou = Qn(f(u)).
Denote v} = ¢2%4,0. Clearly since 7 > N4
lo'foo <14+ Y e Cm*T <1 4 O(N10).
|k|>5
Then we consider the problem
{atu = Qn(f(w) = f(u) + (Qn —1d)(f (w)),
u(0) = e2%= QU™
By using Lemma 6.1 and Lemma 6.2, we have

1@n — 1) (£ (1))lloe S N2 |Opull2(1 + [[ull%)
<SN72(1+ (logN)?) + N2(1 + (log N)2) - 77=.

In the above last inequality, the first term is due to the case 7 ~ 1, and the second term
accounts for the case 7 < 1. Since we assumed 7 > N~"% we then obtain

1(Qn = 1d)(f(u)[loc < O(NT).
A maximum principle argument then yields that [[u"|. <1+ O(N~°).

Remark 6.2. Denote # = ¢~ and for v : T — R,

u(z)
Tou)(x) = , €T
Tou)(a) Vot (1—O)ula)?
Clearly we have QnN-U = QnTyQnU for any U € RV, Tt is not difficult to check that
for any f € HY(T), we have

1QN fllzrery S Nl e
Note that the function g(z) = z/1/60 + (1 — 0)2? satisfies

sup [|¢/[ oo r) S 1-
6>1
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It follows that for 0 < 7 <1 (ie. 6 2 1),
IQNN-U gy S 1Te@nUll iy SNQNUmery S 100U |l2 + [[U]2-

In particular this implies that we can improve the uniform-in-time H! estimate in Lemma
6.2 to any finite ty ~ 1. A further interesting issue is to understand the regime tg > 1.
However in this regime one should not expect uniform-in-time H' bounds. A counterex-
ample is as follows. Take ¢(x) = cos 2 Az where A > 1 is an integer. Take 0 < § < A~10
and u = v/#$. Then clearly llull g1 (my < 1 while

10:Tpul| g2 () 2 A > 1.
By taking N sufficiently large, we obtain
Ha:cQNTGQNUHLg(T) > A>1.

Thus in the regime g > 1 one does not have uniform-in-time H'-norm bounds.

7. MAXIMUM PRINCIPLE FOR SPECTRAL BURGERS
Consider
opu + Ty (uuy) = Vg, (t,z) € (0,00) x T;
u‘ =ul =TInf,
t=0
where f € L>(T).
Theorem 7.1. Let v > 0 and u be the solution to (7.1). We have for all N > 2,
sup [[u(t)]|oo < J|u’lloc +a - N7€,
>0

where ¢ > 0 is an absolute constant, and o > 0 depends only on (||f|lec, V).
Remark 7.1. The dependence of o on 1/v is at most power-like for 0 < v < 1.

Remark 7.2. If one work with u° = Pn f, where Py is a nice Fourier projector such as
the Fejer’s kernel which satisfies || Py f|loc < || f|loo and supp(Pyf) C {k: =5 <k < §},
then we obtain in this case

sup [[u(t) oo < || flloc + O(NT).
>0
Such pre-processing of initial data is quite easy to implement in practice.

Proof. Denote u as the average of v on T which is clearly preserved in time. Let v = u—u.
Then

1d
S (I0l3) = —v2,013 < —am? o]},
Thus
lo()z < e Jo(0)]2, V= 0.
By using this and standard smoothing estimates, we then obtain
() [loo < Cit™ e Vi > 0;
|00tz < it~z V> 0;

110215 8avloe < Crt~ 0~ T~ Wi 0,
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where the constant C; > 0 depend only on (|| f||ec, ), ¢1 > 0 is an absolute constant, and
0 < €9 < 1 is a small absolute constant. In the above the pre-factor ¢ is due to the fact
that we work with ||[v(0)||, < ||f|l, for some p sufficiently large (instead of using ||v(0)]|sc)-
It follows that

1(1d —TTx) (uttz) oo = [|(1d =TT ) (@ + v)vg)[|oo < CoN e Wt >0,

where ¢ > 0 is an absolute constant, Cy > 0 depends only on (|| f||sc, ), and 0 < €; < 1
is another absolute constant. Thus we may rewrite the original equation as

Ohu + wuy = v2uyy + F,
where F' obeys
|F oo < CoN~—ct~1e= %" yi >0,
Since by spectral truncation u” is clearly smooth, the function u is also smooth. Consider
a(t,2) = u(t,2) = (")l +a(1)).

where
t
a(t) = CQN_C/ s~ g,
0

Clearly for any ty > 0 and t > tg, we have g is smooth and

0rg + ugy < Vzgmma t > to.
A simple maximum principle argument then yields
max ¢g(t,z) < max g(tg, x), Vit > t.
zeT z€T
Sending tg — 0+ then yields the desired estimate for the upper bound. The proof for the
lower bound is similar. We omit the details. O
Consider

T

u‘ :uozﬂNf,

{M _|_ HN(u"(‘)xu”) - Vzaxxun+17 (t,l’) € (07 OO) X T’ (7 2)

where f € L>(T).

Theorem 7.2. Let v > 0 and u™ be the solution to (7.2). We have for all 0 < 7 < 19 =
70V, [| flleo) and N =2,

sup [|[u"|oo < [[u’loo + a1 - N3 + agr®49,

n>0
where ay, e > 0 depend only on (|| fllso, V).

Remark 7.3. For convenience we do not spell out the explicit dependence of 79 on v.

Proof. To ease the notation we shall set v = 1. Rewrite (7.2) as
1
u"tt = Ayn — ETAHNﬁx((u")2), (7.3)

where A = (Id —70,,) .
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Denote v™ = u™ — @, where (below we denote [ = [ dx)

u:/uoz/f.

,Un—l—l n

%’” + Iy (u"0p0™) = Bypv™* . (7.4)

We shall proceed in several steps.

Step 1. Local smoothing estimates. Let ty > 0 be chosen sufficiently small (depending
only on || f]|so) so that the nonlinear part is dominated by the linear part when nr < .
Choose 1 < ngy € Z such that ngm ~ ty. By using (7.3) and discrete smoothing estimates,
we have

Then clearly

sup (vnt|[0zu" |2 + [lu"[]2) < C1, (7.5)
1<n<ng
[0:u™ [|oo + [[u"[|oo < C1, (7.6)

where C1 > 0 depends only on || f||oc-
Step 2. L? estimate. Multiplying both sides of (7.4) by v"*! and integrating, we obtain

1
o (0™ = [0 [3 + 0" = o"[13) + [|90™ I3 + N1 <0,

where
N; = /HN(U"&CU")U"H = /u"(?gcv"(v"Jr1 — ")
= /u”(&cvmrl)(v"Jrl —o") + /u”@m(v" — o™ (0" — ™) d.
Clearly it holds that
IN1| < [[u[loo - 1050 J2[f" = w™ |2 + %H@mu"HmHv”H — "3
< IO+ Gl + 50l - o — 73
Thus if
> [Ju I3 + 101" | oo, (7.7)

=

then
(L +4m®n) [0 < o + 00" T E < "3
By a similar estimate and under the same condition (7.7), we also obtain
™l < ™o
Step 3. Induction. For n > ng, we inductively assume
[0su"lloo < A7, oo < AvTE, a2 < O,

where A; is a suitably large constant. Throughout the argument we shall assume 7 > 0
is sufficiently small, in particular it has to satisfy

alw

1
> A2 Ay
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and some additional mild constraints in the argument below. Now clearly by Step 2 we
have |[u"*1|s < C;. By using (7.3), we have (below j3; denotes absolute constants)

000" oo < 775 - B1 - Ct + Bl T (™)) o
3
< TR+ By (14 [l 10(10 + 9" oo " ) )

< 771B,C1 + f <1 + 772 A21og(10 + Afr—l))

=W

S AIT_ )

where in the last step we choose A1 > 25,C; and take 7 sufficiently small. By a similar
estimate, it is not difficult to check that

[ oo < A7 1.

This then completes the induction proof and we obtain

[u" 2 < Jullz < [lu™ll2, Y1 > no;
(L +4m?n)[o" 5 < "3, Yn = mno.
It follows that
072 < Coe™P"7, Vn>1,

where 5 > 0 is an absolute constant, and Cy > 0 depends only on || f]|c-
Step 4. Time-global estimates. By using the estimates derived in Step 1 to Step 3 and
further bootstrapping estimates, we then obtain

|t |oo < C5 - (nT)" e "7 Vn>1;
185" |0 < C - (nT)" 272720 Y > 1
102ett™ oo < Cs - (nT) 17879307 Vn>1;

|0zt ||oo < Cs - (nT)—%—me—’mnT’ Vn>1;

where 0 < €1,€9,€3,64 < 1 are absolute constants, 7, > 0 are absolute constants, and
C3 > 0 depends only on || f||s. By using (7.2), we have

7|u" 0 (u T — 1) ||oo < C - 7% (nT)_%_€5, Vn>1,
where 0 < e5 < 1 is an absolute constant, and C5 > 0 depends only on || f]|eo. Also
7)1 (1d —TIn) (0™ || oo < Cg -7+ N72 + (nr) "1™ B0T Y > 1,

where 0 < ¢g < 1 is an absolute constant, v5 > 0 is an absolute constant, and Cg > 0
depends only on || f|ls. Now for n > 1 we rewrite the equation for u"*! as

(Id —70,)u" ™ = u™ + 70" pu™ ™ + Tu" 0y (u" — u" ) + 7(Id —I N ) (u" Dpu™).
Clearly by a maximum principle argument, we have
[u™ oo < u" floo + 70z (" — 1) [loo + 7|(Id ~TLy) (" ") oo
< Ju"|oo + C5 - 72 - (m')_%_55 +Cg-7 N2 (m')_%_%e_%’”, Vn>1.
Iterating in n, we obtain

[0 ]lso < lu'[lso + C7727% + CsN™2,  ¥n > 1,
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where C7,Cg > 0 are constants depending only on || f|l«. Finally we observe that
1
”uluoo < HUOHOO + 5”7'896141_[1\/((“0)2)“00

1
< lulloo + CT2 70| fII3,

where 0 < ¢g < 1 is an absolute constant, and C' > 0 is an absolute constant. Our desired
result then follows easily. O

We now consider the Fourier collocation case. Let U(t) € RN, N > 2 solve
{%U +10,(U?) =AU, t>0,
Ul =00 eR”,
t=0
where for convenience we have set the viscosity coefficient ¥ = 1, and the operators 9y,
Ay, correspond to the Fourier multipliers 2mik, —4n2k? for —% <k< % respectively in
the DFT formula.
Set u = QnU. We obtain the following reformulation of (7.8):

{&gu + 20,Qn (u?) = Oppu,  (t,x) € (0,00) x T;

u‘ =u? = QnU".
t=0

(7.8)

(7.9)

Remark 7.4. At this point we should point out a subtle technical difficulty associated with
the analysis of (7.8) and the equivalent system (7.9). Namely in general we have

<ah(U.2)7 U> 7é 07
or in terms of u:
/ Qn(u?)dyudz # 0.
T
An example can be constructed as follows. Let N = 6ky > 6 where kg is an integer. Set

m = N/3 and u(x) = sin 2rmz. It is not difficult to check that

1 1
Qn(u?) = 5~ 508 2rma.

Clearly then
/ Qn (u?)dpudx # 0.
T

Theorem 7.3. Consider (7.8) with N > 2. Suppose f is a real-valued function with
]

f=Qnf. Let (Uo)j = f(%) for all 0 < j < N —1. Then for all N > No = No(||fll2),
we have

_1
sup [U () loo < sup [[u()]loc < [|flloc +71 - N72 - (1 + (102 £]13),
>0 >0
where 1 > 0 depends only on || f||2, and u solves (7.9).

Proof. Step 1. L? estimate. Set v = u — @ and note that @ is clearly preserved in time.
Then

o + %amQN(v2 + 2Uv) = Ogyv.
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Multiplying both sides by v and integrating, we obtain

1d

o 1 _ 2 - _ 2
S lolE = 5 (@ —1)(@? + 20m), 0,0) — 2,03

1 _
< s l@y = 1) (v* + 20a) |21 0:v]l2 — [|02v]]3-
Now note that for g with Fourier support localized in {k : |k| < 10N} we have
_ _1
(@ =Td)glla S N~ [19eglla S N7 029l
Thus
_1
1(@x — 1) (@ + 2va)||2]| £ N~ Halllozv]l2 + N72 [[v]l2]1 0 v]l2.

We then obtain

d 1 _1

S VI3 < (aoN~"al + aoN"2[[v]l> = 2)[10u0]l3,

where ag > 0 is an absolute constant. Clearly for N > Ny = Ny(||f|l2) sufficiently large,
we have

o)z < [0(0)[l2e™27, Vi >0.

Step 2. Higher order estimates. Observe that for ¢ = 1, by smoothing estimates we
have

|0su(®)]lgsr) < C - e,

where the constant C' > 0 depends only on ||f]|2, and 31 > 0 is an absolute constant. Now
we only need to focus on the local in time estimate. We rewrite the equation for u as

1
Opu + udzu = §8w(1d —Qn)(U?) + Oppu. (7.10)
Clearly for T' > 0, we have
1
[0zull oo L2 (o,7)xT) S 10zu0ll2 + T1][0zull oo L2 (o,1)xT) - lull Lo L2
1 1
+ T3 [[10.]2 (Qn — 1d) (w?) || £eo £2((0,7)xT)- (7.11)
Since u is spectrally localized to {|k| < N}, we have
1 1
110212 (@ — 1) (u?)]l 2 S N 7210 (u?) |l 2
_1
S N2 0cullpzllullee S 110xull 2 [[ull 2 -
Plugging this estimate into (7.11), we obtain for Ty = Ty(||f]|2) sufficiently small that
10zull oo L2 (j0,10)xT) S 1102 f l2-
Now on the same time interval [0, Tj], we have
1 1
H“amuHLg’oLgo([O,To]xT) S0z fll2 + 1y - HamUHL?Lg([o,To]xT) : ||UHL§°L;O([0,TO]xT)

1
SO0 fllz- 1+ 10213,
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where C' > 0 depends only on || f|l2. Next take ¢y < 1 to be an absolute constant which is
sufficiently close to 1. We have
) . 1
|2 0[Oz 0“”L§’°L§([O,Tg}><11‘) SN0z fll2 + T4 HaacU”LgOLgO([o,To}xT) : HU”L§°L§([O,TO}xT)
1
<O 0xfll2 - (41102 113),

where C' > 0 depends only on || f||2. Now observe that (for the second inequality below
we used the fact that u is spectrally localized to {|k| < N})

110210 ()| 2 S lull7z + 1021 0ull 2 - [ull s
110:1°0:(@n — 1d) ()| 2 S N™I70)33 ()| 2
S N0 ((|0ull g2 [[ull e + 100ull 2 ]100ul| 50)
1 1
S 18z1085ull 2 - (lullzz + [ull 2 10wull75) + 10zl Z,
By using the preceding estimates, we then compute
1
1£4 830l e L2 o101 xmy S 100 fll2 + C + C - (|00 fll2(1 + 1|82 f]12)
< C+C|a.f13,

where C' > 0 depends only on || f||2.
Step 3. Conclusion. By using the estimate from Step 2, we have for any ¢ > 0,

1
10:(1d = Q) (u?) oo S N 72|85 ()2
< Co(L+ (0. f[3) - N "2t we
where > 0 is an absolute constant, and Cy > 0 depends only on || f||2. Note that

[4lloo < 1 lloo + 11 =Qn) flloo < I flloc + N2 -5 - [0 fll2,

where v > 0 is an absolute constant. The desired result then follows from a maximum
principle argument. U

Theorem 7.4. Consider (7.8) with N > 2. Then for all N > Ny = N{(||[U°|s), we have
sup [[U(#) oo < (L + €1)[[U°|oo,
>0

where 0 < €1 < 1072 is an absolute constant. More precisely the following hold. (Below
we write X = O(Y) if | X| < CY and the constant C' depends only on |[U°||s.)

(1) For any t > 0, we have

%(”U@)H%) = %(Hu(t)ﬂ%) <0,

where u solves (7.9). In particular for any 0 < t; < ta < 0o, we have
1U(t2)ll2 < U (t0)]]2-
(2) Fort>1Ty = N_%, we have
sup 1T@lloo < sup flu(t)llo < 10°]|oc + O(N ).

11
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(3) For 0 <t <T, we have
lu(t) = == QNU’ || < O(N),

sup \(eta” QNUO)(

’ l 1
0<I<N-1 "N

< @t e [0

1
U@l < (14 5en)[U° oo + O,
4) Suppose f : T — R is continuous. If (U°); = f(4) for all0 <1< N —1, then
N

Sup [U(0)lse < [1f]1 +O(ws(N73)) + O(N~°),

where ¢ > 0 is an absolute constant, and wy is defined in (B.5).
(5) Suppose f: T — R is C*-continuous (see (B.6)) for some 0 < o < 1. If (U%); =
f(&) forall0 <1< N —1, then

sup [U(t)[loo < [|f[loo + O(NT),
t>0

where ¢ > 0 1s a constant depending only on .

Moreover we have the following result which shows the sharpness of our estimates above.
There exists a function f: T — R, continuous at all of T \ {z.} for some z, € T (i.e.
continuous at all x # x,) and has the bound ||f|lco < 1 such that the following hold: for a
sequence of even numbers Ny, — 00, t,, = anbz and Ty, = jm/Npm with 0 < jp, < Ny — 1
s if Un(t) € RN solves (7.8) with Uy, (0) = vy, € RN™ satisfying (vm); = f(NLm) for all
0<j<N,,—1. Then

O by )| > 1410, Y > 1,
where 1, > 0.001 is an absolute constant.

Proof. We proceed in several steps.
Step 1. We note that statement (1) follows from the same proof as in Theorem 7.3.
Step 2. Local in time estimate. To establish the remaining results, we first perform a
local in time estimate. First we show that for some Ty = Ty (||UY||2) sufficiently small, we
have contraction using the norm

1
llwll oo £2 (jo,70)xT) + [1£2 0| oo 12 (j0,70) xT) -
Indeed by using the estimate
1 _1
110212 (@n = 1) (u?) || 2 S N2 [|0pul 12 [l Lo

S N0zullzz - flullze,

we have

1 L1
[£2 0zl Loo 2 10,10 xT) S 1w(0)ll2 + T4 [[£2 0zl oo 2 f0,70) x) * llwll poo 2
t t t

Thus for Ty = Ty (||U°||2) sufficiently small, we have

1
[l oo 2 (oo xm) + 118202l Loo 22 (0,1)xm) S NU°l2-
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Now for any 0 < T < Tp, we have

1
[u(T) — eTamQNUOHL;O S 1t202ull Lo 2 0,101 <) * 12l oo 22 ([0, 70] )
S U3
For 0 <t <Tj, we write
u(t) = e QNU° + hy =: O(t) + Iy,
where [|h1]|pse e < [[UP]|3. Note that both © and hy are spectrally localized to {|k| < N}.
It follows that for 0 < t < Tp,
1QN () zer) SNQN (B2 (m) + 1QN (RO ) 2 (1) + QN (OE)*) | L2 ()

ST+ IU°1B1O0 @) L2 xy + €2 TP l2[le" U)o

SN0z + 1T°03 + 1T°21U° oo
By using this improved estimate, we then obtain for any 0 < T' < Ty,

1
Ju(T) = ™2 QU |10 < TH (JIU°1E + T3 + 10207 oc )

Step 3. The regime t > 71 = N %, Clearly
(T |lso < €72 QNU°||0e + O(NO1)
< U)o + O(NTOY),

where we have used the fact that
Z e—(27‘rk)2T1 é O(N_lo).
k|>&

By Step 2 we also have
2
[0zu(T1)[]2 = O(NT5).
By Theorem 7.3, it follows that

sup |U#)|loe < sup |[u(t)]oo < [|[U°|oe + O(NT"1).

t>T1 t>T1

Step 4. The regime t < T7. Note here that our nonlinear solution is dominated by the
linear part. The situation is then similar to that in Theorem 5.4 with minor changes. We
omit the details. O

Remark 7.5. We should mention that by using the machinery developed above, it is also
possible to give a complete rigorous analysis of the fully discrete scheme

grtl _pn 1
S = AT, n0,
Yet another variant is
Un+1 —_yn
—

where U"0,U"™ takes point-wise product of U™ and 9,U"™. We shall address these and
similar other schemes elsewhere.

+ U"ORU™ = AhUn+1, n >0,
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8. TWO DIMENSIONAL NAVIER-STOKES

Consider on the torus T? = [0,1)? the two dimensional Navier-Stokes system expressed
in the vorticity form:

Ow + Iy (u - Vw) = Aw,
. (8.1)
w‘ =w’ =1xf,
t=0
where f € L°°(T?) and has mean zero. Here and below we assume w has mean zero which

is clearly preserved in time. The velocity u is connected to the vorticity w through the
Biot-Savart law: u = VA" w.

Lemma 8.1. Let the dimension d > 1. Suppose g : T? — R is in C7(T%) for some
0 <~ < 1. Then for all N > 2, it holds that

1(1d ~TIx)glloc < C1- N~7(log N)?|lgllc,
where C1 > 0 depends only on (d, ).
Proof. By using smooth Fourier cut-offs, we can rewrite
(Id —y)g = (Id =1lx)Png + P>ng,

where Py, P>y are smooth Fourier projectors localized to the regimes {|k| ~ N} and
{|k| Z N} respectively. The result then follows from Theorem 2.4 together with the fact
that

[(1d = A) Pxglloo < N?*7|lgllcm-

Theorem 8.1. Let w be the solution to (8.1). We have for all N > 2,

_1
sup [[w(t) oo < lo|loo + - N72,
>0

where a > 0 depends only on || f|co-

Proof. First we compute the L?-norm. Clearly

337 [ ode = IVl < —@mRlulb
Thus
lo@ll < Ifll e, ¢ >0,
Using this and further smoothing estimates, we obtain
llu(t) - Vw(t)||cos2 < Crt e 1t Vit >0,

where C7 > 0 depends only on || f]|eo, and 0 < €; < 1, ¢; > 0 are absolute constants. By
Lemma 8.1, it follows that

1(Id —IIn ) (u(t) - Vo (t))]leo < CoN~2t~ e~ Yt >0,

where Cy > 0 depends only on || f||eo. Our desired result then follows from a maximum
principle argument similar to that in Burger’s case. U
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Consider
M + Oy (u" - V) = Aw™ (t,2) € (0,00) x T?;
- - .
where f € L>°(T?) and has mean zero.

Theorem 8.2. Let w" be the solution to (8.2). We have for all 0 < 7 < 79 = 70(/| f|loo)
and N > 2,

_1
sup [|w"[loo < [|e®[loo + a1 - N72 + agr®,
n>0

where oy, g > 0 depend only on || f|eo-
Proof. Rewrite (8.2) as
W' = AW" — T ATy (u" - V™), (8.3)

where A = (Id —7A) L.
We shall proceed in several steps.
Step 1. L? estimate. Multiplying both sides of (8.2) by w™*! and integrating, we obtain

1
o (™ I3 = I3 + o™ = w™5) + [ Vo™ 5 + N1 <0,

where

Ny = /HN(u" Vwh)w = /u” VW™ (W™ — w™)

— /(un . an-i—l)(wn-i-l . wn) + /un . V(wn _ wn-i—l)(wn-i-l _ wn)dl’.
The second term above vanishes thanks to incompressibility. Then
INi| < fJu"floo - V@™ faf|l™ ! — w2
1 1
S R R e
Thus if

> [lu"|%,

=

then
(14 87%7) [l 13 < w5 + 7| VW™ I3 < Jlw™|3.

Step 2. Induction.
For n =0, we have

[u]|oe < Chl[w®la < Cal|fla,

where C7 > 0, Cy > 0 are absolute constants. Clearly if

1
= = G| flla,
-

then
(14 87°7)|lw' (|5 < [[wf3-
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Now for n > 0, we assume
(L +8m?7) w3 < w3, Y1<j<n
Then for n + 1 by using (8.3), we have
™ la < V]2 Aw™[l2 + 7| AA(u" W) 4
ST Fll2 + a2
< Cyr i |fll2 + Callf11,

where C3 > 0, Cy > 0 are absolute constants. Thus if

1 1
~ > Cyr 1| fll2 + Call £13,

then clearly we have
(1+87°7) [l 23 < flw™ 3.
This then completes the induction proof and we obtain for sufficiently small 7,
(1 +8m?7) w3 < w3, Yn20.
It follows that
™|z < ye™7, ¥R,

where 8 > 0 is an absolute constant, and v; > 0 depends only on || f|c.

Step 3. Smoothing estimates. Let ¢ty > 0 be chosen sufficiently small (depending only
on || f|loc) so that the nonlinear part is dominated by the linear part when nr < t;. Choose
1 < ngy € Z such that ngm ~ ty. By using (8.3) and discrete smoothing estimates, we have

sup ((n7)"°[||V[*2w™||20 + (n7)*?[[[ V" w" (|20 + [[w"l20) < D1,
1<n<ng

sup || V4w"||oo < Dye P17,

n>ng
where Dy > 0 depends only on || f||s, and 81 > 0 is an absolute constant. It follows that
[|V[*8w™ |20 < Do - (n7) 00217, Vn>1,

where Dy > 0 depends only on || f||«, and B2 > 0 is an absolute constant. By Lemma 8.1,
we obtain

7| (1d —TIn) (" - V)| < D3 -7 N72 - (n7) 09 Penm Yy > 1,
where D3 > 0 depends only on || f||~. By using (8.2), we obtain for n > 1,

Tl - V(@™ = w) oo S 76" oo |V Iy (6" - Vo) [lo + 726" oo | V0™ |

~

< Dyr? - (n7)~ 46,

where Dy > 0 depends only on || f||ec-
Step 4. Time-global estimates. Now for n > 1 we rewrite the equation for w”

(Id —7A)W" T = 4™ + 10" - V" fru" - V(" — 0™+ 7 (Id ~TIy) (u™ - VW™).

+1 as
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Clearly by a maximum principle argument and the estimates derived in earlier steps, we
have

lo™ oo < o™ floo + Tllu™ - V(@' = w™)loo + 7] (Id ~ILn) (u" - Vo) oo
<w™loo + Dy - 72 (n7) 1 4 Dy -7 Nz . (n1)~09e=FenT, Vn > 1.
Iterating in n, we obtain
n 1 0.4 -1
lw™lloo < [|w']loo + D57 % + DgN ™2, Vn>1,
where D5, Dg > 0 are constants depending only on || f||ec. Finally we observe that

lotfloo < fla®lloo + ITAINY - (10?00
< lwlloo + CT* £,

where C' > 0 is an absolute constant. Our desired result then follows easily. O

Remark 8.1. We should mention that similar to the Burgers case, we can also develop the
corresponding analysis for the Fourier collocation method applied to the Navier-Stokes sys-
tem and many other similar fluid models. All these and related issues will be investigated
elsewhere.

APPENDIX A. SOME AUXILIARY ESTIMATES

Lemma A.1. Consider for z > 0,

—z >~ —zt tz -1
F(z)=e e *(t+ —) 2dt.
0 2

Then for 0 < z < %, we have

F(z) =c¢1 —c2log z + f1(2),
where c1,co > 0 are constants, and

[f1(2)] S 2llog 2], [fi(2)] < [log2|.

Proof of Lemma A.1. We shall use the notation “NICE” to denote those terms which can
be included in ¢; and f;. It is not difficult to check that

—z > —1 t2 -1
F(z)=e e (tz+ =) 2dt
0 2

1 2
t
= e_z/ etz + 5)_%dt+NICE
0
1 2
:e_z/ (tz+§)_§dt+NICE
0

1 2 1
= / (tz+ 5)_§dt + NICE.
0
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Now by a simple change of variable, we have
1

1 1
/(2tz+t2)—%dt:/ (2t +2)" 2 4t
0 0
3 1 z 2. 1
:/ (2t+t2)_§dt+/ (14 2)zdt
0 3 t
1

3 = 0o
:/ (2t+t2)—§dt+/ t_ldH—/ t—l-((1+g)‘%—1)dt
0 3 3 t
o 2
—[ L ((1+¥)‘% —1)dt

Note that f03(2t + tz)_%dt = ZSinh_l(\/g) ~ 2.0634 > log 3 ~ 1.0986. The desired result
then clearly follows. O

Proof of Statement (3) of Theorem 2.4, 2D case. For simplicity we take 5 = 1. We first
consider the case d = 2. It suffices for us to work with the expression

sin My sin M ys

I(x) = / Flx —y+n)— - dyrdys,
( ) n%Z; ‘y|oo<% ( ) S1 7TY1 S1 7TY2

where M = 2N + 1, and for z # 0,

R AR
F(z)=e e PNt 4+ — ) 2dt.
) 2

We shall show that for |z|s < 3, I(z) has a strictly positive lower bound if M is sufficiently
large, namely

1
I(z) Z log(1 + m), Va #0.

Case 1: |n|e > 2. It is not difficult to check that for || < 3, |y|oo < 3, the function

Ry =(Y Fa-y+n) 2.2

oo sinmy; sinmys
oo

is C*° smooth and has bounded derivatives of all orders. We then have
sin M7y, sin M7ys
/ Fi(y) dy
[Yloo<3

Y1 Y2

sin 7wy sin wys
= / F1(l)7y TR gy
yleo<inv M7 Y2

_ 1 y . 1 —cosmy; 1—cosmys
—o0r g MP) 4 [ R - dy
T Jylo<in M yi Y3

1 —cosmy; 1 —cosmys

1
= O(M~*(log M)?) + —Fl(O)/
m? Wleo<iM Ui v3

dy

- 1 1 — cos my; 2
_ 1 2
=O0(M “(log M)*) + — F1(0)</]R » dyl) .

Thus the contribution of this piece is acceptable for us.
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Case 2: |n|oo < 1. There are five terms n = (+1,41) and n = (0,0). We consider only
the case n = (0,0) as the others can be similarly treated. Let x € C2°(R?) be such that
0 < x(2) < 1forall 2, x(2) =1 for |2| < & and x(z) = 0 for |z| > . By Lemma A.1,
we decompose F' as

F(z) = F(2)x(2) + F(2)(1 = x(2))
= —cax(z)log |z| + f1([z)x(2) + cix(2) + F(2)(1 — x(2))-
By a computation similar to that in (A.1), it is not difficult to check that the contribution

due to the term ¢yx(z) + F(z)(1 — x(2)) is acceptable for us. We now consider the
contribution due to the term f1(|z])x(z). For this we need to work with the expression

Y1 y2  sin Mmy; sin My
IIZ/ filly —z)) x(y —2) - = C— - dy1dys.
[yloo< ( D ) sinmy;  sin7wys Y12
=x1(y,x)
We then write
Y Y sin 7y sin mwys
h=[ Al el R,
yleo<im M M Y1Y2

By repeating a similar integration by parts argument in (A.1) and using Lemma A.1, we
then only need to control the main error term (the boundary terms are easily controlled)

er / L og =M ! dy
1 = . . i
et M i T F D+ v

By the simple 1D inequality (below |z1| < M, and one can use the fact that |log |y —z1]| <
log(2 + [y1]) + log |z1| for [y1 — 21 > 1):

1
[log [y1 — 21| - ————dy1 < (log M),
/y1|<;M L+ [y

we have
ery < M t(log M)™.

Thus the contribution of I; is acceptable for us. Finally we consider the contribution due
to the term —x(z)log |z|. For this we need to work with the expression

Y1 yo  sin Mmy; sin M7ys
sinmy;  sinmys Y1Y2

I = —/ logly — |- x(y —z) - dy1dys
Y]oo<3

=:x1(y,z)
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Consider 0 < |z] < 1. We have

Y Y sin 7y sin mys
I2=—/ log |- — & - X1 (-, @) - THTILERTR g,
Yoo < M ‘M | (M ) Y1y2
sin Ty sin
=—/ 10g|y—Mw|-X1(%,w)'Mdy
|yloo<3 M Y12
sin 7y sin
+log M x5 ) - ey
Yoo <2 M Y1y2
= —/ logly — M| - x1 (%, 2)x(y — Ma) - 20T g, (A.2)
lyleo< 3 M M Y1y2
Y sin 7y sin mwya
= [ Cogly  Mal)(1~ xly — Ma)) xa(gn) - TR gy (a3)
lyloo<3 M Y1Y2
sin 7y sin
N (A.4)
|yloo<g3 M Y1y2
+log M (x1(2) = xa (0,2)) - AT gy, (A5)
Yoo <2 M M Y1Y2

For (A.2), since x(y — Mx) is compactly supported, it follows easily that
[(A.2)| < 1.

For (A.3), by successive integration by parts, we have

(A.3) = —(log | Mz[)(1 = x(Mx)) - x1(0,2) ‘/| L ar T2yys
Yloo<3

(1 —cosmyy)(1 — cosmys)

dy + O(1).
We can rewrite (A.4) as

(A4) = (log M)x1(0,2) /

2,2,72
lyloo<3 M TY1Y2

(1 —cosyy)(1 — cos Ty2)

dy + O(M~*(log M)®).

For (A.5), one can use integration by parts to obtain that
[(A.5)] < M~ *(log M)5.

Collecting the estimates, it is then not difficult to check that for 0 < |z| < 1 and M
sufficiently large,

I, > —c; log |z|,

where ¢; > 0 is an absolute constant.
Next consider the case |z| ~ 1. In this case we note that M|z| = O(M). In estimating
(A.2), we note that when |y — Mz| < 1, we have |y| = O(M) which implies that

I(A.2)] = O(M™h).
On the other hand, it is not difficult to check that
(A.3)

=— (log|Mz|)(1 — x(M=x -Xlo,x-/
(og Ma)(1 = x(a) a0 | =y

(1 —cosyy)(1 — cosy2)

dy + O(M~(log M)®).
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Here when estimating the error terms, we used the fact that for M|z| = O(M),
/ 1 1
1<yil fyal<nr L+ |y = M| (1L+ |ya[)(1 + |y2])

Collecting the estimates, we obtain that for the case |z| ~ 1,
Iy > —cz(log|a])x(z) + O(M ™ (log M)?).

where ¢o is an absolute constant and we assume M is sufficiently large. Thus for all x # 0
with || < 3, we have

dy < M~ *(log M)?.

Ir > —cs(log |z[)x () + O(M ' (log M)?).

One need not worry about the case x(z) = 0 (i.e. when |z| > &), since by (A.1), the

main order is a constant.

Collecting all the estimates from Case 1 and Case 2, we then obtain the desired conclu-
sion for 2D. O
APPENDIX B. ESTIMATE OF e”ztaszNUO

Recall that
(e”zta“QNUO)(t,a;) _ Re( Z ( Z UO —2mi ki —(27rk)2u2t) e2m’k-x>.

N N
—§<k‘§§

We need to bound supg<;<y_1 |(e”* 192 QU0 (¢, %)] under the assumption that ||U°]o, <
1. Clearly we have

N—
sup ’(eu tamQ UO t v Z‘ ( Z e—47r2[/2tk2+27r7;k.%)‘ _. AN,t-

0<I<N—1
sts 3=0 —Nep<d

Below we shall write X = O(Y) if | X| < CY and C > 0 is a constant depending only
on v.
Theorem B.1. It holds that
Ao < 1+O(N™Y), if N?v%t > 100log N;
M=V 4 eu + O(N“3IogN),  if N2 < 100log N.
Here 0 < ¢, < 0.01 is an absolute constant. Furthermore, we have fort =ty = iN_2V_2,
Ango > 1.001 + O(N~3/log N).

The rest of this section is devoted to the proof of Theorem B.1. To ease the notation
we shall assume v = 1.
First observe that if N2t > 100log N, then

Ani <1+ Z e 4m*th
|k|>%

<1 +/ e g < 1+ O(NT).
|k[>& -1
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Thus we only need to consider the regime N?t < 100log N. Denote ko = 2N+/t and
note that kg < 20y/log N. Denote

Q' _ Z e—47r2tk2+27rik-i1\}
;=
N N
—2<ks3
It is easy to check that
Re( Z e2mk'm> _ sin Nmx
tan7x
—S<k<¥

Then

N’ y> SlHNﬂ'yd

VAart tan Ty Y

2 sm2N\/_7Ty Y
\/_/e tan (4 +2\/_y)dy( 2

2 smﬂk‘ -
f = i (B.1)

Qj =

tan 7T

——g sin 7y :
e "o ——dy(=1). B.2
\/7_Tk0 / tanﬂjj\}y y(=1) (B-2)
We shall use either (B.1) or (B.2). Note that
Q| = |QNn—jl, VI<j<N-1.

Case 1: The regime N3 < j<N— N'5. This is the tail piece. Observe that

2| sinmkoy

[ vt s
ly|>100+/Tog N tan g
Then we only need to estimate
2 |+ ki | — ki
‘/ e V" sin wkoy(cot P A wﬂ)dy
0<y<100+/Tog N N
< &2 Ko

S =55 = Nir ko,  j1=min{j, N - j}.
ji N !
Then
1 . _1
~ 2 lels > itk NTsVlgN.
N3 <j<N-N3 N3 <j<N-N3}
Thus the regime Ns < J <N — N5 is OK for us.

Case 2: The regime 0 <j < N5. This is the main piece. Note that since Q); = Qn—_;,

the regime N — N 5 < j < N —1 does not need any further analysis. Now for 0 < j < N %,
by using (B.2), we have

0% gin Y

_ w+H”
k
Q5] = \/_ko‘/ tan 74 Y
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Observe that

(y+)? :
-~ sinmw
_1‘/ e K2 %dy 5 e—cN.
ly|>NZ tan 7+

N

Note that for |z| < 1, we have

1
|cotx — —| < z.
x

We obtain
y+J) ’
Yl 1 11 _1
k‘ dyl < — . N3. N 2< N5
We then obtain the main piece
¥ Z ko ‘/ Ry |
\<sz Y
]<N3
_ Z k ‘/ (y+J) ,Sinﬂydy_/ e_(yzgﬂ . Sinwydy
<N Y >N Y
i<
(w2 :
<Z ky (/ E Sm”ydy‘) +O(eM).
Y
j<N?§
Thus
1 (yﬂ)
¥ 3 @l=rtgt Y[R o
j<N3 j<N3

Fix j and consider
54 (y+3) sin 7y ,
Fy(1) = 3ky / dy / F(
R

(y+5)?

k32 eiwsy dy)

where

Fi(s) = W_%/ﬁo_l Re(/ e
R

- 2kos

—e i COS TSJ.

It follows that

% sin Ty
T Zk‘ e —

1
dy:/ e kgs? cos mjsds.
R 0
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Collecting the estimates, we then obtain for kg < 204/log N,

=
)
j=0
=O(N~ \/logN Z ‘/ —ymkgs? cosmjsds |.

1
|[7ISN3
=:B;

Here 3; depends on kg but we suppress this explicit dependence for simplicity of no-
tation. By using successive integration by parts (three times), it is not difficult to check
that uniformly for all kg < 20+/log N,

. . 1
8;1 572 V|j| > Ns.

Thus we can rewrite
N—

1 1
¥ 2 Qi =05 Vlog N) +) 15

7=0 JEZ

[y

We now focus on analyzing the quantity
Alko) = 1Bj-
JEZ
First we consider kg = 1. For kg = 1, a rigorous numerical computation gives

Bo =~ 0.54934;

51 = 5_1 ~ 0.219568;

B2 = B_9 ~ 0.0031275

B3 = B_3 =~ 0.00413676.

It follows that
1)> " B >1.002.

l71<3

Next we shall give more precise bounds on A(kg) depending on the size of k.

Remark B.1. Observe that

1 Y 1 2122 .
3 e~ 17 kgs? cos jrsds = e "™ k05" cos 2mjsds.
-1 ls|<3

We may then rewrite

A(ko) Z /< e~ koS cos 2mjsds|.

1
JEZ 2
Interestingly, this is exactly the I! norm of the Fourier coefficients of the function e~ kg

on the periodic torus T = [—3, 3).
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Remark B.2. Interestingly, if we consider
| cos 27Tj8d8‘ : Z | P,

I -

we can obtain the closed form of P;. Indeed we have

P; = / e Pl cos 2mjsds = 2Re</
|s|< 0

1
2

o~ s(8—2mij) ds)

1
2
s=0

o l—em2f (1)
~ e 7

o—s(8—2mij)

o (W

L eaf(—1) -1
= e

Thus S = 1.
B.1. Estimate of A(kg) when ky is large. We first give a bound on A(kg) when kg > 1

Rewrite
A(ko) = Z ‘/ e %" cos 2mjsds|,
ez lsl<3
where a = k3 > 7. Denote
fols) = 37 el
nes
Clearly
/ fo(s)cos2mjsds = / e~ cos 2mjsds > 0,
ls|<3 R
and thus
Z‘/ fo(s) cos 27Tj8d8 = Z/ )cos 2mjsds = fo(0) = Ze—anz.
JEZ ‘S% JEZ ‘S% nez

Now for |n| > 1 and [j| > 1, we have

— / emalstn)? cog 2mjsds
|s|<3
1 d
— (e_“(5+")2> sin 27jsds

_271'] MS% ds

1
<e_“(8+n)2) (—cos27js) ’ T (277]')_2 /|<1 ds?
s[<3

Now consider the function e=*". Clearly
1
(e‘xz)” = (42? —2) >0, 5
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It follows that di;ge_“(”")2 > 0 since (n+s)? > 1 and a > 7. Thus

2 1 1
(2m5) 2 /| B —;;2 (e_“(s+")2> cos 2mjsds| < (2m7) " %2a e_a("+%)2(n + 5) _ emaln=3)? (n— 5)' :
S>3
d 2 3 12 1 1)2 1
=2 | % [ —a(s+n) _ A < -\ —2 —a(n+3) - —a(n—3) .
(27)) T (e > (—cos2mjs) s (2mj)"“2a e 2" (n + 2) 2)"(n 2)‘

It follows that

Alko) <3+ 37 2(2mj)7%2a

e—alnt+3)? (n+ ) e~(n—3)? (n— = ' / Z e~ +s)? g
ls|<3

nes [71>1,|n|>1 2 |n|>1
<1+ ZZe—an / e—(lSst + % Z e—tl(n-i' )2 (’I’L + %) o e—a(n—%)Q(n _ 5)‘
n>1 |s1>3 In|>1
2 a
§1+2Ze“m2+—/ e_szds—i—ge_z, a= ks > .
n>1 va s23va 3

This bound is particularly effective when a is large.

Remark B.3. We should mention that it is possible to extract more information on the
Fourier coefficients /3; in the regime kg 2 1. Consider for b = iwk:g > %,

1
W =18 A= [ e cosmuds

JEZ.

We rewrite
[e'e) 9 oo 2
B; :/ e bs cosszds—/ e bs cos mjsds
0 1

1 1 %2 2 .
= 5\/7_7b s 4 — e % cos mjsds.
1

Clearly for j # 0,
/OO —bs? .
— e cos wjsds
1
= (jm)? (88(6—682)| / Dss(e bs® cosgwsds)

Observe that asse—bsz = e_b522b(2bs2 —1)>0fors>1,b> % Thus 3; > 0 if j is odd.

B.2. Estimate of A(ky) when ky is small. In this subsection we give the precise form
of A(kp) when kg is small. First we rewrite

1
k()) = Z ‘5j’, Bj = /0 e—b32 COS WdeS,

JEZ.
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where b = %772/% < % Clearly for j > 1,
1 2
—B; :—/ e cos Tjsds
0

1
= (jw)_l/ 8s(e_b82)sinj7rsds
0

1

1
= (jw)_zas(e_b52)(— oS J7s) + (jm) 72 / ass(e_bSQ) cos jmsds.
0

s=0

Now denote g(s) = (j’]'[')_z(—l)as(e_bSQ) and note that ¢’(s) > 0 whenever 0 < b < % and
0 <s<1. Then

1
B =g(1)(=1)"*! + / g (s) cos jmsds.
0

It follows that 8; < 0 for j even, and 5; > 0 for j odd. Note that gy > 0.
We then write

Alko)=Po+ D> Bi— . B

j odd 0 # j even
=260+ ) B —2Bo+ >, B
JEL 0 # j even

1
:2/ e Pds+1— (1+e?)
0
1 2
= 2/ e ds — et
0

Thus for 0 < b= 172k < 1,
1
A(kg) = 2/ e ds — e,
0

Remark B.4. We explain how to rigorously compute » ., 5 and >, By as follows.
Firstly we rewrite

B = / f(s) cos 2mlsds,
|sI<3
where f(s) = e, Recall the Dirichlet kernel

DN(Z') _ Z e2mijr

lil<N

sin(2N + 1)z
sin Tz ’

Clearly

/< (f(z) = f(0)) Dy (2)dx =

1
2

fl@)—f(O) 1
sinmr 2N +1

(—cos(2N + 1)mz)

—_1
T="3

! d (f(z) - £(0) o
+ 2N +1 /x<% %<W> cos(2N + 1)radx = O(N)'
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Thus

/< f(z)Dy(x)dx — f(0), as N — co.

1
2
Alternatively if one does not need the quantitative convergence rate, one can directly
obtain

f(z) = £(0)

lim sin(2N + 1)mazdz =0

N—oo |z|<

since (f(z) — f(0))/sinwz € L*((—3, 3)).
Next we consider

/ f(x)Dn(2x)dx = 1
o<} 2
1
2

Now consider

1—a 1 ~
FATE = 1) + )
Clearly
/05 f(z)Dy(z)dx = /: s{n(:fr)a: sin(2N + 1)mzdx
- sia(fr)gc 2N1+ 1 %(_ cos(2N + Ljma)| |+ O(F) = O()

Thus we obtain

F@)Dy(2e)dz = S(£(0) + F(5) + O(5p).

/ﬂcé
Remark B.5. More generally, suppose a < b and let (nj)]LZO be all the possible integer
points in the interval [a, b] listed in the ascending order. If a is an integer then ny = a and

similarly if b is an integer then ny = b. Suppose f is a continuous function on [a, b] such
that

1
2

f(a:) — f(a:) e Ll((a, b)),

sin Tx

where

L
Fl@) =>" f(nj)(x —ny).
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Here ¢ € C°(R) is such that ¢(z) =1 for [z < 1 and ¢(z) = 0 for |z| > L. If there are
no integers in [a,b] then we define f(z) = 0. Then we have

lim / o sm (2N + )7z sin@ZN + Drx

N—o0 sinx
0, if [a, b] contains no integers;
E]L o f(nj), if [a,b] contain some integers, but a and b are not integers;

%f()+2]1f(n]) ifacZ b¢Z
IO+ 30 f(n]) if beZ, but a ¢ Z;
5(f(a) + ()) S F(ny), ifa €ZandbeZ.

Note that the above derivation is a natural extension of the usual identity for Dirac comb:
Z cos2mjs = A}l_])rnoo Z cos2mjs = Z 0(s+n), in S'(R).
JET I71<N nez
For a function f: T — R, we denote

@ = Qupt ) =Re( Y (% S F(yemamitt omankytn) ganikr)

N N =0
N <N j

[y

Theorem B.2. Let v > 0 and identify T = [0,1). There exists a function f: T — R
with || fll < 1 and satisfying f is continuous at [0,1)U(5,1) (i.e. f is continuous at
all % # x € T) such that the following hold: for a sequence of even numbers Ny, — 00,
tm = TV 2NL2 and 2y, = fi /Ny with 0 < jy < Ny — 1, we have

(2 Qu, ) (s o) 2 1+ €, (B.3)

where e, > 0 is an absolute constant.
Let up(t) € RN™ solve

d 2 3.
{Eum =V Ahum + Um, — (um) 37

um‘ = Um,
t=0

where (vp,); = f(NLm) for all0 < j < Ny, —1. Then

1
[t (tmy )| > 1+ 6 Vm > 1. (B.4)

Remark B.6. The point z, = % is for convenience only and we may replace it by any other
point x, € T.

Proof. We begin by noting that (B.4) follows from (B.3) and a perturbation argument (as
in Theorem 5.4). We now show (B.3). With no loss we assume v = 1. Suppose f satisfies
[flloo < 1. Then for N > 10, 7y = tN"2 and 0 < | < N — 1, by using the proof of
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Theorem B.1, we have

N-1
l— oy
( taxeNf TN7 _ f j R ( Z 6—47T2k27N627”k%>
=0 —J<k<d
_1 l I+
=O(N"3 10gN)+f(N)Co+ Z f(T)Cj,

1
I<|jISNE

where

1
¢ :/ e 167 cos(mjs)ds(—1).
0
By the computation in the proof of Theorem B.1, we have

> lejl = 1.002.

l71<3

Thus if f satisfies f(l%) = sgn(c;) for |j| < 3, and f(HT]) =0 for4 <|j| < N3, then

Now for m =1,2,3,---, define
_1+ 1
Im =T 10

We may then choose large N, and 0 < [,, < N,;, — 1 such that

Im, 1

— — <L —5.

N,, ym‘ m2

By a suitable interpolation, it is then obvious to define the function f such that f (lmﬂ ) =

sgn(c;) for |j| < 3 and for all m satisfying the desired properties. O

To state the next result we need some notation. Suppose f : T — R is continuous.
Then we denote the modulus of continuity wy : [0,1] — [0, 00) as

wy(6) = max [f(z) — f(y)l, (B.5)
lz—y|<n

where |z — y| denotes the distance of z, y € T. For 0 < o < 1, wesay f: T — R is

C“-continuous if

GRS O] B

O<lo—yl<t T —y|*
Theorem B.3. Let v > 0. Suppose f: T — R is continuous and || f|lcc < 1. Then
l
sup sup (€ Qu f)(t, 1) < 1+ 0wy (N75)) + O(N ™),
>0 0<I<N—1 N

where ¢ > 0 is an absolute constant. If f: T — R is C*-continuous for some 0 < a < 1
and || fllec < 1. Then

l e
sup sup \(e”zta"QNf)(t,N)] <14+ O0O(N™4),
>0 0<I<N—1

where c1 > 0 is a constant depending only on c.
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Proof. With no loss we assume v = 1. Suppose [ satisfies || f||cc < 1. By Theorem B.1 we
only need to consider the regime N2t < 100log N. For 0 <1 < N—1and N%t < 100log N,
by using the proof of Theorem B.1, we have

- —47 ik L
(e ta”QNf _ f ] —R ( Z o—An2k2t 2 k}v)
Jj=0 —S<k<d
_1 l I+
= O(N"3/logN) + f(F)eo+ D RISt
1<|j|<N3

where
1
cj:/ e am NS cos(mjs)ds(—1)7.
0

Now observe that for |j| < N 3

[+ l _2 g .

- - — _ <
| f( N ) f(N)| <wf(N73), if fis continuous,
|f(—l ]—;j) ( )| < O(N _70‘), if fis C* continuous.

Thus in the main order, the function f can be taken as a constant value (the contributions
1
of f for j in the regime Ns < j < N — N3 is unimportant). Since
N-1

3 %Re( 3 e—47r2k2te2m'k%> 1
7=0 Nkt
the desired result then follows easily. O

AppPENDIX C. ESTIMATE OF (Id —y278m)_"QNUO AND RELATED ESTIMATES

Lemma C.1. Let 7 > 0 and s > 1. Then for any 1 < p < q < 0o, we have

111
10 =702022) " Fllaa) < Cpar - (14 77257 ) Il 1z, (C.1)
where Cp 4, > 0 depends only on (p, q, v). Also
_3
102 (1d =7020,2) " Fllzcry < Co - (14 (7)7F ) f s oy, (C:2)

where Coy > 0 depends only on v.

Proof. Denote by K the kernel corresponding to (Id —7120,,)~%. Clearly IK|[zimy =1
and

2
HKHLOO <1+§ 1+S/<;)
0#£k€EZ

where a = s7(27v)2. Now note that for s > 1 and = > 0, we have

1+ %)—s <(1+a)" (C.3)
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It follows that
1K pooiry S 1+0a7 3,
1K |y S 14072070, ¥1<r<oo

Then (C.1) follows from Young’s inequality. Now for (C.2), we first note that (by using
(C.3))

19, (1d — 702 >SfuLz < (75) 72 ]|(1d —570000) 2 f 2(m).
Denote T' = (Id —s7v am) . Since
ITfII5 = (f, T f).

The desired estimate follows easily. O

We recall for n > 1,

(14 ~1270,,) " QNU") (@) = Re( Y ( Z UPe™2mN (14 v2r (2rk)2) ™" )2 ).

N
~ N k<

|z

N

We need to examine supy<;<y_; |((Id —v Tam)_"QNUO)(%N under the assumption that

U9 < 1. Clearly we have

sup  |((Id —170) " QNU") ()] < Z‘Re( (1+ (2wuk)27)—“e2ﬂ’f'%>( —: By
0<I<N—1 N N peX

Below we shall write X = O(Y) if |[X| < CY and C > 0 is a constant depending only
on v.

Theorem C.1. Letv >0, 7> 0 and n > 1. It holds that
1+O(NY), if > 1
Byy, < <14 O(N_0'7), fo<r< % and nTv? > N793;
1+ea+O(N_%\/m), if0< 7<% and nTv* < N703,
Here 0 < ea < 0.01 is an absolute constant.
If 7= 4N2V2, then for n = 1 we have
By >1.0014+O(N™°),

where ¢ > 0 is an absolute constant.
Suppose f: T — R is continuous and ||f|lcc < 1. Then

sup [(14-279,0) " Qx| < 14 0wy (N5) O, (C4)
0<I<N-—1

where ¢ > 0 is an absolute constant, and wy is defined in (B.5).
Suppose f: T — R is C%-continuous for some 0 < a < 1 and ||fllo < 1. If (U%), =
f(%) for all0 <1 < N —1, then

sup [(1d—270,0) " Qu ()| <14 O, (©5)
0<I<N—1

where c1 > 0 is a constant depending only on c.



116 D. LI

There exists a function f: T — R, continuous at all of T \ {x.} for some z, € T
(i.e. continuous at all x # x,) and has the bound || f|lcc < 1 such that the following
hold: for a sequence of even numbers N, — 00, Ty, = %V_an_f and Ty, = Jm /N with
0<jm <Ny, —1, we have

(Id —%70,) 'QN ) (@m)| > 1+ 1., Vm>1, (C.6)
where 1, > 0.001 is an absolute constant.

We now give the proof of Theorem C.1. To ease the notation we shall assume v = 1.
We discuss several cases.
Case 1: 7> % Observe that for all n > 1,

3 - 1
iy A kP ™ ey B2
<O(NTh.
Thus in this case
|Bnn| <1+ O(NT.
Case 2: 0 <7 < § and n7 = N7, We have
> aramr S . e
Pt (1 + (27k)2r)n ™~ K=Y 1 k2
<O(NTHn7)™) <ONT).
Thus in this case
|Bynl < 14+O(NTT).

Case 3: 0 <7< % and n7T < N=%3, In this case we shall use Theorem B.1. Note that
for a = 1+ Bk% (B > 0 is a constant) and n > 1, we have

—-n __ 1 > —sa ,n—1
a —7(71_1)!/0 e %" ds. (C.7)

The desired estimate then follows from this and Theorem B.1.
By a similar reasoning, we note that (C.4)—(C.5) follow from (C.7) and Theorem B.3.
Next we shall derive more detailed estimates for By,1. We begin with an identity: for
7T >0,

N, 1 Bl
—_ermkagp T
/R 1+ (27T/<;)27'e 2\/?6

We denote By,1 as By:

1 N—1
By =+ ]Z_;) 1Qjl,
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where

1 ik
J— N
Q= 2. 3 + (2rk)2rC

—ﬂ<k§%

/ lv= N‘ sin Ny
———dy
2\/7 tan Ty
B / \Lﬁ smey _sinNmy
2\/_ tan (<4 +y)

_ k1y
_ (-1 J_/e SRy
( )2 R (]+]I\9[1y)

tan

Here we denote k1 = N/7.
1+e
Case 1l: k1 > N +20 where 0 < ¢g < 1 is a small constant. Then N7 > N and

1
< — —co),
By <1+ k§| T S O(N—0)

1+e
Case 2: k1 < N ~2". Note that we may restrict the integral in dy to the regime
ly| < 100log N since the contribution due to the other regime is negligible.

First consider N 212 <j<N-— N2+2e, Clearly for j; = min{j, |N — j|}, we have

i+ k N% k
/ e_y]cot(]+ LY - !
0<y<100log N 1

N
~ > Q)] Skt - N727%0 < O(N~).

N%+2€0 SjSN_N%+ZeO

Y Rl NP
) = cot(——)ldy S

Then

1
Next consider 0 < j < N2+20, We rewrite

ly+il si
Q, = 1 o sin Ty
2k1 Jg tan 7

In the above integral, observe that the regime |y| > N 5 is negligible. On the other hand
for |y| < N3, we observe that

ﬁ)_ﬁ|<M

t :

Clearly the contribution due to the error term O(‘—]%') < O(L—yl') . k—]\} is bounded by

We then obtain
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Now we have

1 _ ly+il 1
E](l) _ 2k1ﬂ- /Re yklj Slnﬂ-ydy :/0\ Fj{(s)d87

Yy
where
F/( ) 1 _\ykﬂ'\ ( )d
. = — 1
He T Re cos(msy)dy
(cos mjs) 57 / R iy
= (cosmjs)— | e Fie
35 [ y
(cos mjs) - —
= (cosjs) - ———.
J 1—|—(/€17T8)2

Thus we obtain

1
e Z 1 .
BN = O(N ) + ‘/0 m COSWdeS‘

FESSEARS
! 1
R ) g —
O( )+j€%/0 5 (o2 cos Tjsds

Now for k1 = %, we denote

1
1
;= T — jsds.
Bj /0 T (hs)? cos jsds

By rigorous numerical computation, we have
Bo ~ 0.639093;
B1 = B_1 ~ 0.165881;
Bo = B_o ~ 0.00883796;
B3 = B_3 ~ 0.00691018;
By = B4 ~ —0.00220351.

In particular
> 1851 > 1.0023.
l71<3

Finally we show how to derive (C.6). With no loss we assume v = 1. Suppose f satisfies
[flloo < 1. Then for N > 10, 7 = 1N"2 and 0 <1 < N — 1, we have

(@70 Q) = S AT TRe( 3 (1t et
j=0 —S<k<d

W s Y s,

1
1<[j|<NZ T30

I
S

where

1
1
= [ ———— cosmjsds.
bi /0 1+ (3ms)? J
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It is then clear to choose f similar to the proof in Theorem B.2. We omit further details.

REFERENCES

[1] https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Euler-Maclaurin_formula

[2] P. Rybka and K.H. Hoffmann. Convergence of solutions to Cahn-Hilliard equation. Comm. Partial
Differential Equations 24 (1999), no. 5-6, 1055-1077.

[3] D. Li and T. Tang. Stability analysis for the Implicit-Explicit discretization of the Cahn-Hilliard
equation. arXiv:2008.03701

[4] D. Li. On a frequency localized Bernstein inequality and some generalized Poincaré-type inequalities.
Math. Res. Lett. 20 (2013), no. 5, 933-945.

[5] S. Larsson and V. Thomée. Partial differential equations with numerical methods, vol 45 of Texts in
Applied Mathematics. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2003.

[6] T. Tang and J. Yang. Implicit-explicit scheme for the Allen-Cahn equation preserves the maximum
principle. J. Comput. Math. 34 (2016), no. 5, 471-481.

[7] J. Shen, T. Tang and J. Yang. On the maximum principle preserving schemes for the generalized
Allen-Cahn equation. Commun. Math. Sci. 14 (2016), no. 6, 1517-1534.

[8] J. Yang, Q. Du and W. Zhang. Uniform LP-bound of the Allen-Cahn equation and its numerical
discretization. Int. J. Numer. Anal. Model. 15 (2018), no. 1-2, 213-227.

Email address: mpdongli@gmail.com


https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Euler-Maclaurin_formula

	1. Introduction
	Notation and preliminaries

	2. Linear setting: 1D torus continuous case
	2.1. Generalization to convex sequences
	2.2. PDE results
	2.3. The case d2
	2.4. Truncation of general Bessel case

	3. 1D torus case for Allen-Cahn: semi-discretization
	3.1. The case 0<<*
	3.2. New energy stability results for 12 <<1 0.86 

	4. General theory for dimension d1
	5. 1D Allen-Cahn: fully discrete case using DFT 
	6. Strang splitting with Fourier collocation for Allen-Cahn
	7. Maximum principle for spectral Burgers
	8. Two dimensional Navier-Stokes
	Appendix A. Some auxiliary estimates
	Appendix B. Estimate of e2 txx  QN U0
	B.1. Estimate of A(k0) when k0 is large
	B.2. Estimate of A(k0) when k0 is small

	Appendix C. Estimate of (Id - 2 xx )-n QN U0 and related estimates
	References

