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Abstract

In this paper, we formulate and study substructuring type algorithm for the
Cahn-Hilliard (CH) equation, which was originally proposed to describe the phase
separation phenomenon for binary melted alloy below the critical temperature and
since then it has appeared in many fields ranging from tumour growth simula-
tion, image processing, thin liquid films, population dynamics etc. Being a non-
linear equation, it is important to develop robust numerical techniques to solve
the CH equation. Here we present the formulation of Dirichlet-Neumann (DN)
and Neumann-Neumann (NN) methods applied to CH equation and study their
convergence behaviour. We consider the domain-decomposition based DN and NN
methods in one and two space dimension for two subdomains and extend the study
for multi-subdomain setting for NN method. We verify our findings with numerical
results.
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1 Introduction

The Cahn-Hilliard equation has been suggested as a prototype to represent the evolution
of a binary melted alloy below the critical temperature in [4, 5]. Initially both components
of binary alloy uniformly present in the system, then they go through rapid cooling below
the critical temperature. As a result the homogeneous state becomes unstable and phase
separation occurs. The phase separation is a process when a homogeneous mixture of
two components A and B in one thermodynamic phase suddenly separates into regions
consisting of two different phases. We can describe the phase separation by defining two
components A and B with concentrations and making the following assumptions:

e the domain is filled with binary melted alloy: A and B particles with concentrations
my and msy respectively.

e diffusion is the only form of transportation.

e AA and BB interactions are favorable.

e AB and BA interactions are unfavorable.
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Then the phase function or the concentration of species can be defined in either of two
ways
my — Moy my

= C= —m—7.
;
my + Mo mi + Mo

It follows that —1 < u < 1 and 0 < ¢ < 1. Here we denote concentration as u. With
these assumptions we define the Ginzburg-Landau free energy functional:

B = [ (10+ 5194 aa,

where f(u) has the primitive F(u), which is generally taken as F(u) = X (u? — 1)? and

1
§|Vu|2 is gradient energy and € is thickness of the interface. The first variation Mj;—i“)

would quantify how the energy changes when the particle concentrations change. This
variation is known as the chemical potential of the system and given by

oE

% = f(u) — EAu = p. (1)
Using Fick’s 1st diffusion law, J = —M (u)Vu, where M (u) being the mobility. We have
a mass conservation constraint, so by continuity equation we have the following:

ou
— J=0. 2
5 TV (2)
For constant mobility M (u) and using (1) in (2), CH equation takes the form
ou
i A(f(u) — €Au), (3)
with the natural boundary conditions for all ¢ € (0, 7]
ou ou
a—n—O on 02, 8_n_0 on OfL. (4)

The initial-boundary value problem for a closed system is then to solve (3) subject to the
boundary condition (4) and the initial condition u(z,0) = ug(z), = € Q. We introduce
the chemical potential v :

vi= f(u) — €Au,
to reformulate the CH equation as the following mixed form,
% = Av, for (x,t) € Qx (0,7,

v = f(u) — €Au, for (x,t) € Qx (0,T], (5)
u(z,0) = up(x), = € Q,

with the Neumann boundary condition for all ¢ € (0, T

ou Ov
— = — =0 on 0.
on  On
By differentiating the energy functional F(u) and total mass fQ u with respect to time
t, we get
d d
—F(u) <0 — [ u=0. 6
sewm<o. o ()
Meaning, CH equation describes energy minimization and the total mass conservation
while the system evolve.
The CH equation is a nonlinear equation and it is impossible to find its analytical
solution. However the existence of solution is guaranteed in [16, 26]. Extensive studies
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have been carried out to find numerical schemes for the CH equation to approximate
the solution with either Dirichlet [13, 17] or Neumann boundary conditions[15, 19, 29,
16, 14, 30, 11, 10]. A review on numerical treatment to the CH equation can be found
in [22]. The possible applications of CH equation as a model are: image inpainting [1],
tumour growth simulation [34], population dynamics [12], dendritic growth [21], planet
formation [32] etc.

Since the non-increasing property (6) of the total energy is an essential feature of the
CH equation, it is a key issue for long time simulation that is expected to be preserved
by numerical techniques. The solution of CH equation involves two different dynamics,
one is phase separation which is quick in time, and another is phase coarsening which is
slow in time. The fine-scale phase regions are formed during the early stage and they
are separated by the interface which is of width e. Whereas during phase coarsening,
the solution tends to an equilibrium state which minimizes the system energy. In order
to deal with the property (6), Eyre [17, 18] proposed an unconditionally gradient stable
scheme. The idea is to split the homogeneous free energy F(u) into a sum of a convex
term and a concave term, and then treating the convex term implicitly and the concave
term explicitly to obtain, for example, a first order in time and 2nd order in space
approximation for the one dimensional CH equation, as described below:

ug“rl = 5tAhv;L+1 + u?,

n+1l __ n+l\3 _ ,n __ 2 n+1

(7)

where ¢; is time step and Ay, is discrete Laplacian. The equation (7) represents a large
set of nonlinear coupled equation due to the cubic term. To linearise the problem, the

term (u)"")? is disintegrated as (u})?u*'; we rewrite the resulting equation as:
uIt — G AUt =, )
n+1 2 n+l n\2, n+l _ _ n
i+ e A (uf)uj™ = —uj,

which is also an unconditionally gradient stable scheme and has the same accuracy as

the nonlinear scheme (7)[17, 33]. So, at each time level one has to solve the following
system of elliptic equations to get the solution of (5)
U — 0,AV = fy,

(9)

v+ EAu — u = fy,

where ¢ = u},u = u}‘“,z—) = 07" fa = ¢ and f; = —c. The above system (9) can be
reformulated as the following,
I —6A] (@ o
ene T[] =[] we (10

In 2D, one also gets the above system (10) at each time level for suitably chosen fz, f5, c.
It is worth mentioning that many other basic algorithms approximating the solution
of CH equation can be reformulated as (10), for example the semi-implicit Euler’s
scheme[23], the LSS scheme [1]. In addition, the linearisation of a non-linearly stabi-
lized splitting scheme [11] would also lead to the form (10).

Since the spatial mesh size h is O(e) or even finer, the linear equation will result
in a very large scale algebraic system that should be solved sequentially for simulating
the long term behaviour of CH equation. Consequently, it is of great importance to
accelerate the simulation using parallel computation, which can be achieved by domain
decomposition techniques [27, 24, 25]. In this work, we lay our efforts on the Dirichlet-
Neumann and Neumann-Neumann methods. These algorithms were first considered by
Bjorstad & Widlund [2] and Bourgat et al. [3]; also see [28, 31] and to see some recent
work on Neumann-Neumann method we refer to [6, 7, 8, 9]. The main objective of our
work is to solve the problem (10) with the imposed transmission condition and analyse
the convergence behaviour for two as well as multisubdomain setting in 1D and 2D.



DN & NN for the CH equation 4

We introduce the DN algorithm in one and two spatial dimension for two subdo-
mains, and study the convergence result in Section 2 . In section 3 we present the NN
algorithm for multiple subdomain, and analyze the convergence behaviour. To illustrate
our analysis, the accuracy and robustness of the proposed techniques, we show numerical
results in Section 4.

2 The Dirichlet-Neumann Method

In this section, we introduce the Dirichlet-Neumann method for the second order elliptic
system (10). For convenience we use the notation u,v instead of @, and rewrite the
system (10) as

€2AI— c? _%A} m - B”Cﬂ , n &, (11)

together with the Neumann boundary condition B [%] = 0 along 0f).
Suppose the spatial domain 2 is partitioned into two non-overlapping subdomains
1, Q. We denote u; the restriction of the solution u of (11) to €; for i = 1,2 and set

' := 09, N0,. The DN algorithm starts with initial guesses ¢/, A% along the interface
I' and solve for k=1,2,---

I —5 A [l 1 I —5A1 [ 11

[eQA—CQ 1 ] [UE’C] - [fv} , in £y, |:62A—C2 I } ng] - {fv} , in (s,

ull! Wl
B{ ﬂk]] =0, on 9Q; NI, B{ Fk]} =0, on 90, N0Q,  (12)
’Ul UQ
[k] k—1] o [, K o [,

"l =9 r N -——— T
[ng]] l:h[kl]:| , on L, Ons [ng]} on, L’Ek]]’ on

Then we update the interface trace by
[] (k] [k—1]
g —plU _ g
][], o0 )
r

where 6 € (0,1) is a relaxation parameter. We now consider the error equation, cor-
responding to the DN algorithm (12) for further analysis, so that f, = 0 = f,. The

ultimate goal of our analysis is to study how the error ¢¥l hl¥l converges to zero as
k — oo.

2.1 Convergence analysis in 1D

To determine the convergence behaviour of the algorithm (12) in one spatial dimension,
let Q = (—a,b) is decomposed into 2y = (—a,0) and Qs = (0,b) with interface I' = {0}.
For k=1,2,---, we solve

AE® =0,  inQ AEM =0,  inQ
k1]
k
Eg] = Z[k—l]:| , on I’ %Egc] = %E{k], on I
2pM =0,  on 9O\ 2EM =0, on 9\

and then update the interface trace by

(%] [k—1]
| =) w0 |10 (13)
I
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where

1 —5td—22} (] ul! (x)
A= | g _
edi-e T

We solve the subdomain problems by solving the following algebraic equations
Kl g+ —
AE;" =0,5=1,2 (14)

where E][-k] is the subdomain solution in €2; for j = 1,2 at k—th iteration. We assume
the solution of the equation (14) for every iteration k is of the following form,

E; = U;e"; ¢ being a parameter to be determined. (15)

Inserting the above form of Ej; into the equation (14) gives the following,
L, 79 g, — 0, since th tial t ish 16
222 1 ; =0, since the exponential term never vanish. (16)

The equation (16) has non-trivial solutions only if the coefficient matrix is singular, i.e
the determinant of coefficient matrix is zero,

1 687 _
det |:€2§2 . CQ 1 :| =0.
Solving this equation yields

§i2 =tV A, &a=EV A, (17)
where \; 5 are given by
CQ(St + 646752 — 462515
Alg =
' 262(5t
respectively. Thus the solution of (14) has the following form

4
k k x
E][ ] _ Z ]['J]Hleﬁl 7
=1

where for each [, (;; are constant for j = 1,2 and g, is an eigenvector of the coefficient
matrix in (16) associated to the eigenvalue zero for & = £, and is explicitly given by
0 A 0 A
M1 = 2 = [tll}a M3 = Ha = [tlﬂ-
Using the transmission conditions on the interface I' and the physical boundary condi-

tions on 09Q;\I', we find the constants (;; for each subdomain. We have the subdomain
solution at k—th iteration for Dirichlet and Neumann step respectively,

01,a01,x
Egk] = [/’Ll /’1’3] PY]-J: + Tha OUS a03,z |:771:|
0 V3,2 + :YB,a‘ 2]
91,201,a __ Y1,271,601,a 0
Eék] = [:ul M3] The 0 Thatnb 03,503,0 __ V3,273,603,a [Z;] )
73,a Y3,a03,b

where o, , = sinh(§x), v, = cosh(&x), for i = 1,3 and 7 := M,nz =

S\
%ﬁ;hw with A = A\ —\y. Now inserting the subdomain solutions into the updating
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condition (13) we get

(] [k—1]
|:z[k]:| —H [z[k_1}:| ) (18)
where H is the iteration matrix given by
H B 1 _ 9 4 9—)\1/71>\+>\2p2 05t)\1)\2§\p1—p2)
- 05 1 — 0 + gReeitue
with
01,a"71,b 03,073,
PrL=—"—"" = —"=

) 2 — .
V1,a01.b V3,a03b

Theorem 2.1 (Convergence of DN for a = b). When the subdomains are of the same
size, a = b, the DN algorithm converges linearly for 0 < 0 < 1,0 # 1/2. For § =1/2, it
converges 1n two iterations.

Proof. 1f a = b, then we get from (18)

g[k] _[1—26 0 g[kfl}

p ] 0 1—20] |pk-1|-
Thus the convergence is linear for 0 < § < 1,60 # 1/2. For § = 1/2, the method converges
to the exact solution in two iterations. O

From the numerical results of Table 1, it is clear that # = 1/2 is the optimal relaxation
parameter for equal subdomain setting even irrespective of time step size. This motivates
to study the convergence results for unequal sudomain with the parameter value of 6
being 1/2. We consider two cases: a < b, which means that the Neumann subdomain is
bigger than the Dirichlet subdomain, and a > b, when the Dirchlet subdomain is bigger
than Neumann subdomain. Before going to the main result, we prove the following
Lemma, which is needed to study the convergence results.

Lemma 2.2. The function f(t) = % with 0 < a < b has the following properties

(i) ¥t > 0,0 < f(t) < §.
(i1) ¥t > 0, f is a monotonically decreasing function.

Proof. Clearly, f(t) > 0,Vt > 0. We prove part (ii) first, that naturally leads to part (i)

as we take the limit ¢ — 07 . Taking the derivative of logarithm of f(¢) with respect to
t we get

/
t
(log(f(t))) = J;C((t)) = a coth(at) — bcoth(bt).
Now f’(t) < 0 iff acoth(at) < bcoth(bt), which holds true since coth(t) is positive and
decreasing for ¢ > 0 and 0 < a < b. This completes the result. O]

Theorem 2.3 (Convergence of DN for b > a). If § = 1/2 and the Dirichlet subdomain
1s smaller than the Neumann subdomain, then the error of the DN algorithm for two
subdomains satisfies the linear convergence estimate,

—a\k ] 2
(I)2_b) max{ ” g[O} HL‘X’(Fi)a H h’[m ”LOO(Fi) }7 Zf(st > 4:3_47

g™ e < 4 /e '
(%) max { || g1 [|zoer), [| A [[zoeqry o if 6 < 40%2'

Proof. When 6; > 46%2, it is clear that A, o are real and positive, so are {; 3. The iteration
matrix H has two different eigenvalues (1 — p1), 3(1 — po). Hence, the convergence is



DN & NN for the CH equation 7

achieved iff the spectral radius p(H) = max{|3(1 — p1)|,[3(1 — p2)|} of the iteration
matrix H is less than one, i.e (p(H))* approaches to zero as k — oo. Upon simplification
sinb((b—a)t) _ “for = 1, 3. Since cosh(x) > 1 for z > 0,

2sinh(b¢;) cosh(a&;)?
b—a
< .
- 2b

For §; < 46%2, A1 and Ay becomes complex conjugates, that we denote as A\jo2 = Ap £+

iAg, 7 = +/—1, where
c? \/40;e2 — 52c

of the eigenvalue term we have
we have using Lemma 2.2,

sinh((b — a)&;)
2 sinh(b¢;) cosh(a&;)

sinh((b — a)&;)
2 sinh(b¢;)

o~ =

®= 2_62, = 2(51562
Then & 5 as in (17) takes the form & = &g + i€s, & = Ep — s, where

&R:\/A%h/ﬁﬁ% ¢ _\/—A%+\/A§%+Ag
2 oY 2 '

Clearly &g, &g are positive numbers. Now if we take the modulus of the eigenvalues of
the iteration matrix H and use the fact | cosh(a&;)| > 1 for a&gr > 0, we get

\/sinh2((b — a)ég) + sin®((b — a)&s)

2, /sinb?(bé) + sin® (béo)

v2sinh((b — a)&x) b—a
: 2enh(b6n) (ﬂb> |

the second inequality follows from sin’((b — a)és) < sinh?((b — a)&s) < sinh?((b — a)&x),
as &g < &g, and the last inequality follows from the Lemma 2.2. Hence the estimate. [

’ sinh((b — a)&;)
2sinh(b¢;) cosh(a&;)

Theorem 2.4 (Convergence of DN for a > b). If § = 1/2 and the Dirichlet subdomain
s larger than the Neumann subdomain, then the error of the DN algorithm for two
subdomains satisfies the linear convergence estimate,

a— k N €
(552)" max { || g | poocry, | A [|zooryy Yo if 6 > 25,

1 g™ [ ooy < Uk '
<af_22> max { || g% [|zooy, | A% ey i 6 < 5.

Proof. The proof is similar to the case a < b as in theorem (2.3). To get the estimate,
one has to adjust the negative sign inside modulus. O]

Remark 2.5. The linear estimate in Theorem (2.4) does not always guarantee conver-

gence. For example when a > 3b (or a > (1 ++/2)b in 2nd case) i.e. when Dirichlet
subdomain is much larger than Neumann subdomain, one should switch the role of the
subdomains and solve the Neumann problem in larger subdomain.

2.2 Convergence analysis in 2D

We now study the convergence of the DN method for a decomposition into two subdo-
mains in two spatial dimension. Let the domain 2 = (—a,b) x (0, L) be decomposed into
two subdomains, given by € = (—a,0) x (0, L) and Qy = (0,b) x (0, L). We analyse this
2D case by converting it into a collection of 1D problems using the Fourier sine transform
in the y-direction. Writing the solution ul otk

1 )7

for + = 1,2 in a Fourier sine series along
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the y-direction yields
K] . K] . <m7ry) K] . ~[K] . (mwy)
u; (z,y) = E u; (r,m)sin (——=), v; (z,y) = E 0; (r,m)sin ( ——

After a Fourier sine transform, the DN algorithm (12) for the error equations in two
dimensional setting for CH equation becomes

AEM =0, in (=a,0) AEST =0, i (0.D)

a ikl _ = % 5

wll = O’A[k—l] e a%Eék] = %va at v =0
alld — |9 at £ =0 ok

El h[kfl} ; %Eé ] = O, at t =10

and the update condition becomes

[k " -l 1]
2] ~oatom + -0 1,7

P 1 0L, — p2) a7 ()
A_ 2 d? 2 2 ) E — Ak] .
(42 —rp) — ¢ 1 ! 0; ()

E'][-k] for 5 = 1,2 denotes the error in Fourier space and p? = = 75—- Now we can do the

same treatment similar to one dimensional analysis and get the recurrence relation as:

where

G| =1 8] (19)
where H is the iteration matrix given by
o 1-0+ 9—)\1p1>\+>\2p2 e(st)\l)\zg\pl—pz)
gL 1 — 0+ greeiae

with the expressions of p; and p, exactly as defined earlier, but having the modified

Fourier symbols
o=tV D%, §a=EV N +0D2,
with the same A 5.

Theorem 2.6 (Convergence of DN in 2D). (i) When the subdomains are of the same
size, a = b, the DN algorithm converges linearly for 0 < 6 < 1,0 # 1/2. For
0 = 1/2, it converges in two iterations.

(i1) ]f@ = 1/2 and the Dirichlet subdomain is smaller than the Neumann subdomain,
b > a, then the error of the DN algorithm for two subdomains satisfies the
lmear convergence estimate,

—avk
(%52)" max {|| ¢ || 2y, | RO || r2y b, if 6 > 2,

| 9" 2= § (50 ) 0 0
(ﬁ) max { || ¢ || 2y, [| A9 | r2y ), if 6 < 6—4.

(i1i) And for @ = 1/2 and when the Dirichlet subdomain is larger than the Neumann
subdomain, i.e., a > b, then the error of the DN algorithm for two subdomains
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satisfies the linear convergence estimate,

(%2)* maxc {|| ¢ | ey, | B9 |2y} if 6 > c4 ,

I g™ 2oy < Q 7o\ ] 0
(232) max {1l ¢ Ny, | A9 iy} i 6 < 45

Proof. (i) If a = b, then (19) gives

gM [1 —20 0 ] g1l
pEl|l — [ 0 1—260] |ple—11| -
Now back-transformation will lead to the conclusion (i).

(ii) For &, > 40%2, it is clear that A\;, are real and positive, so are & 3. The spectral

radius of the iteration matrix H is given by p(H) = max{|1(1 —p1)|,|3(1 — p2)|}. By the
recurrence relation (19) and using the Parseval-Plancherel identity we get

1™ | 2y < p(E) max {[| g™V [l 2y, || AEY |2y }
| A [ 2y < p(H) max {|] g%~ [ 2y, || AR || 2y } -

Hence we get the result by estimating p(H) as in the case of Theorem 2.3.
For §; < 40%2, A1 and Ay becomes complex conjugates and have the form given in Theorem

2.3, whereas & 3 take the form & = /A1 +p2, = &r(m) + is(m), & = VA2 +p2, =
Er(m) — i&s(m), where

2 4+ A 2+ )2+ A2 Ag
mm)—\/p“ 2tV PN o) = g

Clearly &n(m),&g(m) are positive numbers for all m > 1. Finally using Parseval-

Plancherel identity and as similar to the proof of Theorem 2.3, we get the estimate.

(iii) For the last case, a > b, as well, a similar argument as above and in Theorem 2.4
leads to the required estimate. O

3 The Neumann-Neumann method for multiple sub-
domains
We now introduce the 2nd method of our interest, namely the NN algorithm for the CH

equation for multiple subdomains. For a detail study on two subdomain decomposition,
see [20]. Suppose 2 is decomposed into non-overlapping subdomains {€2;,1 < i < N},

as illustrated in Fig 1. The NN algorithm starts with initial guesses g[ ) h[ ] along the

)

interfaces I'; for ¢ = 1,..., N — 1, and then performs the following two steps at each
iteration k, one first solves Dirichlet sub- problems on each €2; in parallel,
I =5 [u®] R
[EQA—CQ I } ba| = [fv] o
K]
B vm =0, on 0§; NS, (20)
PRI )
us :
_szk]_ = |:zz£k—1]:| on I';,
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Figure 1: Multiple decomposition of domain in 1D (left) and 2D (right) at a particular

time level.

then the jump in Neumann traces on the interfaces are calculated and one solves the

following Neumann sub-problems on each 2; in parallel,

I =5A7 [oM] .
EA — 2 It ] Zm =0, in

_qﬁ[k]_

B |74 =0, on 05, N0Q,
U

0 (oM 0 [ul — ¥,

— =— | i, on I

an L] T an | o® o

Lastly the interface traces are updated by

(k] [k—1] (%] (K]
g; _ |9 .y @ - ¢i+1
{h?“]] [h@’“”} [wﬁ“ - E’ﬂj /

Ty

where 6 € (0,1) is a relaxation parameter.

3.1 Convergence Analysis in 1D

We present our convergence estimates for the NN algorithm in 1D case. The domain

2 := (0,L) is decomposed into N subdomains §; = (z;_1,2;), ¢ =
subdomain length d; := z; — z;_1. We solve the error equations given by
(AEM =0, i, (AFF =0, inQ,
[k—1] (6] o K]

: (k] o |U;,_ U

E[k’] _ |9i-1 . on T4, % FZ =5 [

¢! hyil} ' ? 0 U?[—]l -
B = {g[k_l]} on T o g _ o fu) - ul

|7 hzk—u ; i o o |y

i+1

1,..., N, with

except for the first and last subdomains, where at the physical boundaries the Dirichlet
condition in the Dirichlet step and Neumann condition in the Neumann step are replaced
by homogeneous Neumann condition. The interface values for the next iteration are then

updated as

glBT _ [l G
htk] = hﬁkq] —0(F" — i)

Y

Ty

(22)
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A=les 2 19”}’ K :LI%J’ i :{w%)}‘

€5 — ¢
Similar to the case of one dimensional DN, we get the subdomain solution at k—th
iteration for the Dirichlet step

0t A1(N1,i01,6,2—N1,i—101,i+1,2) + 0tA2(12,i03,5,2—12,i—103,i+1,2)

E-[k] = oL, 03,i
i A8 WA | WIS U WS W PRt Rl RIS et RES
o1, 03,i
for i =2,..., N — 1 and for the the first and last subdomain we have
0t A1M1,171,1,2 + 0t A212,173,1,¢ OtAIMIL,N—171,N+1,z + OtA2M2 N—173,N+1,z
E[k] _ 1 ¥3,1 E[k] — Y1,N V3,N
1 MLAYLLe | M21%5. 0 » N MNANNtLe 4 T2N-1YEN L
Y1,1 3,1 Y1,N Y3,N

and similarly for the Neumann step, we get

F.[k] _ [51:/\1(0@171,@'@ - Oi,2’yl,i+l,:t> + 5t)\2(Di,1'73,iac - Di,273,i+1,z)]
¢ i1V, — CigViv1,e + Di,ﬂ:ﬁ,z’,x — L5 273i+1,z
fori=2,..., N — 1 and for the the first and last subdomain we have

FiE [5t/\101,1%,1,m + 5t)\2D1,173,1,z] plE [5t/\1CN,171,N+1,:c + 5t)\2DN,173,N+1,z]
1 1Mz +Di1Y3 1 PN CniMN+1e + DNivsniie

where
C _ 71,1 + m,171,2 _ M1,2 D [ M2 + 72,173,2 _ 7M2,2
11 <’71,1 o012 o2, )bl Y31 | 031032 03, )7
C, o = (Mot + M,171,2 _ N1,2 D _ [ m2,1031 72,1732 M2,2
227 \o12m,1 o? 07, ) 722 7T \os2v 3 ’
1271, 1,2 1,2 3,273,1 T3 2 93,2
M,i—1 M1,i71,i M1,i71,i+1 M,i+1 .
Ciqp= (2 + Byl el - Jfore=2,... N —1,
’ o1, o1, OLi0Li+1  OLi0Li+1
7M2,i—1 712,i73,i 12,i73,i+1 72,i+1 .
Dy = —35— + 258 4 2B L Jori=2... . N —1,
’ 03, 03; 03,i03,i+1 03,i03,i+1
M1,i—2 Mi,i—171,i—1 M,i—171,4 M1,i f -
o= (- i1, Asi M) for =3, .. N
01»2 ( 01,i01,i—1 + 01,i01,i—1 + U%,i U%,i)’ orzi 37 ) )
72,i—2 12,i—173,i—1 12,i—173,i 72,4 .
Do = (——TRi=2 4 MeumiVouoi g MeiaYei M) forj—3 ... N,
) 03,i03,i—1 03,i03,i—1 034 934
ON _ [ _Mm,N-2 + M,N—171,N—1 M,N—101,N
-1t o7 N-1 o7 N-1 oL,N-171,N )’
D _ [ _"2,N-2 + 2,N—173,N—1 M2,N—-103,N
N-1,1 J§,N—1 ‘7:%,1\1—1 03,N-173,N )’
C _ M,N-2  M,N-1 _ M,N-1V1,N—1 D _ M,N-2  TM2,N-1 _ NM2,N-173,N—1
N1 01,NO1,N—1 Y1,N 01,N—101,N 1 N1 O03,NO3 N—1 ¥3,N 03, N—103,N ’

Wlth di@ =T — Tj_1, Ul,i,:p = sinh(ﬁldm), 0'371'@ = Sinh(fgdi#«), le,i,z = COSh(fldi@),

V3ix = COSh(f?,di,x),and 015 = Sinh(&dz‘),a?,,z‘ = Siﬂh(fzadi),%,i = COSh(gldi)a’y&i =
g[lcfl]_(st)Qh[_kfl] g[k—l]_(st)\lh[_k—l] ) )

cosh(&sd;), M, = M = 5 ——.fori=1,..., N. Using the above

subdomain solutions in (22), the update condition is reduced to the following form

(K] [k—1]
{ﬁ[k]} =T Lgl[k—l]} (23)
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T : . .
where [g[k] h[k]] = [ g1 ,h[lk ,g[k] h[k],...,g%}fl,hﬁtlr and the iteration matrix T €
R2N=2x2N=2 i5 given by

— 1 6 -
s
OZ]I 052 0[7 0[8
gl g2 o gt g
Oﬁ Ck% CYS e . .2. . .2. a9 0[10
B S e N I
4 7 B3 B;°
T= 1 2 . 3 ' ' 9 10
O‘N 4 Oéév-4 aé\/—4 O‘é\r—4 CV%—4
ﬂN 4 BN—4 N—-4 2 3 N—-4 N—-4 9 10
aN 3 aév73 aN 3 aé\,73 a%73
ﬁN 3 N-3 BN 3 2 3 N-3 ]8V—3
O‘N 2 0412\/—2 O‘é\f—z O‘JSV—2
ﬂN 9 N9 N-2 N-2
ON-1 ON -1
1 6
L Mol e [
(24)

The explicit expressions of the elements of the matrix T are given in Appendix A. We
now analyze the convergence behaviour for the case §; > 46%2, for which we need the
following Lemma.

cosh(t)
sinh?(t)

2
<z

Lemma 3.1. Fort > 0, we have

~1/2
Proof. Consider the function f(t) = t — sinh(t) (%h(t» . We have f(0) = 0 and

f'(t) =1— fi(t), where fi(t) = % We now show that fi(t) > 1, for all ¢ > 0.
We have
/2 sinh(t)(cosh?(t) — 3)
4 cosh®(t) .
So the function f;(t) becomes monotonically decreasing if cosh?(t) < 3, i.e in the interval

(0,acosh(v/3)) or (0,1.1462). Hence the minimum value of f(t) is lim\[ fit) =
t—acosh(v/3)

fit) =

33 /4, which is strictly grater than one. And the function f;(¢) becomes monotonically

increasing if cosh?(t) > 3, i.e in the interval [acosh(v/3), 00), so fi(t) > 33%; Hence the
function f(¢) is monotonically decreasing, i.e f(t) < f(0) for all ¢ > 0. This completes
the result. ]
Theorem 3.2 (Convergence of NN for multiple subdomains). For § = 1/4, the NN
algorithm (20)-(21) for multiple subdomains with equal length d, satisfying d > d*, is
convergent. Moreover, we have the following estimates

s G { - o8 o }
(Jnax Fg ey < (@) max 4l PR [ e

A “\k { - 08| oo }
(e A ey < (57)" ) max 19 Mz | B Mz e

where the expression of o, B*,d* are given in (26), (27), (28) respectively.

Proof. For equi-length subdomains we have d; = d for ¢ = 1,..., N, so that o;; =
0j,7;: = 7, for all @ and for j = 1,3. The infinity-norm of T is given by

S; S
_ j )
T o {z 315 |} , )
j= j=
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where
6, fore=1,N -1
S; = 8, fori =2, N —2
10, for3 <i < N — 3.

We show that || T ||o, is strictly smaller than one. For equal subdomains, we have for

3<i<N-3,
1 A A
1_ = (2L 722 9
G = 4\ ( o? + ag) %

O A 1
2 tN\1LN2 - _ 10
“iT 4\ (‘71 Ug) i

3 L (A A2Y3 7
A\ o7 03

O AL A
064: tlQ(—ﬁ—i—ﬁ):as

‘ A o? o2 ‘

N (42 Ay (43 2
51 2L (2L ARy it
&= 4/\<a%+0>+4/\( +0§>
o B (02 A (12
L4 ol o? 4\ o3 o03)’

Using the fact that & = /A1, & = VA and 0 > &;d for j = 1,3, we have

|a1|<i _ﬁ+A2 _ 1 )\1+)\2 1
AN o? TAN\Gd?  &d2)  20d?

Since Ay < A1, we have |0z2-2| < 33212. Using Lemma 3.1 we get the estimates for the terms

CHACHEE:

221 2\ 4
’a3| < (§2d2 + §§d2> S N2
wﬂdw%m+ﬁ%ﬂ$

Using the identity fy] =1+ O’ ;and o > §;d for j = 1,3 we have

M (4 2 Ao (493 2

122y = A s

o] = ‘ 4)\( +0% D 0§+0§
A —)\2 A6 A 6
T T2
A ANoi  4Noj

< A 6 n A 60\ 3
4N ANEd2) M

Similarly we get the estimate for |af| as:

:‘1_

|046’ — 0t A1 A2 4_7% 4 3 _ 0t A1 A2 4_7?3 4 3
‘ 4\ o2 = o} 4\ o3 o}

5t)\1/\2 ( 6 )’ < 30: M1

4N 2 52 A2

01 03

Therefore we have the estimate of 23:1 o] for 3<i< N —3, as

§jmu<a _ 20N (26)
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In a similar fashion we obtain the estimate of Zjl.zl 7| for 3<i < N — 3, as

10
: 12(1 + 6 M)
N 1Bll < pr = S 2

12(1+6,M1)  [12(1 4 6,.\)
d>d = \/ 2
> max )\ ; 51&)\)\2 ) ( 8)

then || T ||« is strictly less than one. The same expression of d in (28) works for the
rows ¢ = 1,2, N — 2, N — 1. So we get the convergence. It remains now to prove the
estimates. For 3 <7 < N — 3, from the iteration matrix (24), we have

Now if we take

= 0lgt) 4 a2 4 0l 4t 4 o

[k—1] 7 [k 8, k1] 9 [k—1] [k—1]

6 —1] 10 (29)
+ agh; T ;94 oy, g, hi+2 .

Now, if we take max norm on both sides of (29) and use triangle inequality we get

10
k j k—1 k—1
| ! lleo< (Daﬂ) cmax {1gF s | B 1}
j=1 T

. k1] [k—1] }
<a’ e {10l el B

Similarly we obtain for 3 <: < N —3

(K] * [k—1] [k—1]
| A oo 87 i {19 floos I RS 1
One can show that the same bounds also hold for the remaining subdomains i = 1,2, N —
2, N — 1. This completes the theorem. O

Theorem 3.3 (Convergence of NN for unequal subdomain). For § = 1/4, the NN
algorithm (20)-(21) for multiple subdomains with unequal length, satisfying dyin > d, is
convergent. Moreover, we have the following estimates

k] —\k (0] (0]
\max || g ey < @ max {1 g loma, A lomn }

Wy 2k { e o | }
| Jnax | I'hi [lzeero< (B) | Jnax 19" [z, | he llzeeqry ¢
where the expression of &, 3,d are given in (30), (31), (32) respectively.

Proof. Suppose dpyin = minj<i<y d;. Define o; := sinh(§;dmin),7; = cosh(&;dmin) for

j = 1,3. We show the infinity-norm of T as given in (25) is strictly less than one. Since
sinh is an increasing function and o; > §;dmin for j = 1,3, we obtain

A A2

4No1 01,1 403,031

1 )\1+)\2 _ ! A1 N Ao 1
4\ \o? o2 4N \ Ed? 2d2. ) 2Ad?

min min min

o] —\
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0t
2)\d?nin

Similarly we get |a?| < . For the term || we have

3 = >\1T2 A2 o

e AN LT gy B
A1 A2 ’Ys 4
<=+ <
<)\ 01 + Ao )\dfnm’

where the first inequality follows from the trlangle inequality and decreasing property

of coth for positive argument as §;dmin < §;d;, and the second 1nequahty follows from

Lemma 3.1. Similarly we can show that |a}| < igg)‘l . We rewrite o using the identity

min

Pyﬂ— 1+a and get

2 2

A (Y Vi Y1 1 1

5 1, 1,i4+1 71,i71,i4+1

o =1 — 5 — T2 + =+

4\ ‘71 i 01+ 01,i01,i+1 ‘71 i ‘71 A+l

2
A2 731' V3,i i3, 1 1
, it V3,4:7Y3,i+1
+ — 7+ = + 2 +—+—
03; 0341 03,i03,i+1 ‘73 i 03 i+1

:%_)‘_( 71z711+1+i+ 2 )

01,i01,i+1 017, ‘71z+1

4\
)‘_( ’731/7314-1_’_1_’_ 2 ),

03,i03,i+1 03,1‘ U3,i+1

4\
4\
This leads further,

1 A iV 2 2 A iV 2 2
,a5,____1<2M+_+ >+_2(2M+_+ )‘

2 4\ 01,i01,i+1 012 01 H—l 03,i03,i+1 <73Z 03 i+l
1A V1 2 i3, 2 2
:__+_1<2M+T+ ) <27373+1 — _|_2_>’

2 4\ 01,i01,i+1 0'172- 0'1 il 03,i03i+1 0-31 US,i-‘rl

I A V3. 2 2 i3, 2 2
<__+_1<2m+_+ ) (27373+1+_+ )]

2 4N\ 030341 O Ot 03i03i+1  03; 03,

IN

1 L v3i73,i41 Al Ao 1
- o |ty =2ty
2 203,031 A 0F A 03
1 11 A1 Ay 1
< _
( 2+201> )\5% mln_’_)\g% mm

- 1 2 1 1 _|_2
)\dfmn dfmn 20 A)7

where in the ﬁrst and third inequalities we have used decreasing property of coth for
positive argument. Similarly we have || < 22 Similar to |a?|, |a}| we have |o| <

Ad?nin
4 8 45,5)\1 : : 1 2 9 5t>\1
Y laf] < SV and similar to |o; |, |a7] we have |af| < CYVE

for 3 <i < N — 3 we obtain,

11 116, 1
J -
E |Oé|<Oz—d2 ()\—I— 3 +2)\1). (30)

min

_l_

. Therefore

2,\d2 ]a10| <

Similarly we obtain for 3 <i < N — 3,

o1 1
i| <= ). 31
ZW <= <5t)\)\2 Y 2)\1> (31)

min
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Now if we take

- 11 105\ 1 \/ 11 11\ 1
dmin d= ) P 2
> max{ YT T Ve T o, oy (32)

then the || T || is strictly less than one. It is easy to show that same bounds also hold
forv=1,2, N —2, N — 1. This proves the convergence.

By following the 2nd part of the proof of Theorem 3.2, we get similar estimates with the
constants a, 3. |

3.2 NN for multiple subdomain in 2D

We now analyse the NN algorithm (20) - (21) for the two-dimensional CH equation.
We decompose the domain of our interest 2 = (0, L) x (0,1) into strips of the form
Q; = (xi_1,7;) x (0,1) for i = 1,..., N, with subdomain width d; := z; — x;_;. We
perform a Fourier sine transform along y-direction to reduce the original problem into

a collection of one-dimensional problems. Expanding the solution ugk], Z[k], (b[k] z/;z[k] for
1 =1,...,N in a Fourier sine series along the y-direction yields

k A k mir k ~ k : mT
u(w,y) = X i (oym) sin(*), - 0, y) = 32,000 0 oy m)sin(#7),
o (2,y) = o 08 (@, m) sin(™Y), o (@, y) = 30, 9 (@, m) sin(TY).

After a Fourier sine transform, the NN algorithm (20) - (21) for the error equation in
2D becomes

(AE k =0, in €,
E[k] f]i_ on I A Aim =0, in ()
Ykt | i1 o B _ o gl _ A
) R I
E[kl {g’[[ } n T ol =[BT - EG] on T
hZ (2

except for the first and last subdomains, which are handled differently as in 1D case.
The interface values for the next step are then updated as

0 [ o
[hl[k} = |:}g;[k—l]‘| 0F; s Fz‘[+]1]

7

?

Ty

where
- ! 0t =02 inp2 = T ana g _ [10@)] i _ [0 @)
AT et e T R 11051 R TS
With similar argument as in 1D case, we get the recurrence relation in 2D as:
5[] wlk—1]
g | 8
2 =T Pp- 33
][5 .

T A
where [g[k] h[k]} = [ng],h[lk],ggk],h[k] : ,gyﬁ] 1,h£€]_1]T and the iteration matrix T €

R2V=2x2N=2 hag the same form as in (24), except that the elements have Fourier symbol
in it, as & 2, &34 are modified as

§12 =2V +D2, &a=EV o+ D2,

where A o are exactly as defined earlier. Note that &;’s are function of Fourier variable m
fort=1,---,4. We now prove the convergence result for NN method in 2D for multiple
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. 2
subdomain for §; > 46%.

Theorem 3.4 (Convergence of NN in 2D). For 8 = 1/4, the NN (20)-(21) algorithm
with equal subdomain width d, satisfying d > df, is convergent. Moreover, we have the
following estimates

(K] (0] 0]
L PR OV (A P o Y 3
(%] I
I ey < (VB e {11 s 1Y ey }

*

where the expression of d:, o, B2

are giwen in (35), (37), (38) respectively.

Proof. For equal-spaced subdomains we have d; = d for ¢ = 1,..., N, so that 0;; =
0j,7;i =, for all ¢ and for j = 1,3. Consider the infinity-norm of T given by

S S
| T o=, max {Z ad(m)]. Y \55(m)\} , (34)
- j=1 j=1

where S;’s are defined earlier. We follow the proof of Theorem 3.2 to estimate 231'21 lad (m)]
for 3 <i < N — 3, and get

A A A

1 1 2 tA1A2 1 3 1

al(m)] < Fiog. lom)] < 252 fal(m)] < Mg,
(5)\)\ A1 3 O AL A

4 t 2 5 _1_ 6 tA1N2

al(m)] < 2525 ad(m)| < o Jatm)] < 252

As m — 03(p,,) is monotonically increasing, we have the estimate of > i1 la? (m)] for
3<i< N -3, as

10
: 12 [\ <LA1A2> Ca
al(m)] < —— | —+ =
2 leqm) A (3H5) = 5

03(101)'

Similarly we obtain the estimate of 2;11 187 (m)| for 3 <i < N —3, as

10
< 12 A 1 cs
st < 2 (B L) e

;’ (m)| Ug(pl) A OtA U%(Pl)

Now if we take
1

&(p1)’

then || T ||o becomes strictly less than one. One can show that the same d also works
for estimating the remaining rows ¢ = 1,2, N — 2, N — 1. This proves the convergence.
It remains now to get the estimates. For 3 <1i < N — 3 from the iteration matrix (33),
we have

d > d* = max { sinh™! (v/ca), smh-l(\/@)} (35)

g (m) = < Yol (m) + a2(m)h 5 (m) + af (m)al Y (m)
[k—1] 50, Alk—1] 6/, \7[k—1]
<m>h[zk . (m) + ol (m)?ik_u(m + o <m>f}[ik_” (m) (36)
<m>gz+1 (m) Q; (m)hi-l—l (m>+ai (m)gi+2 (m)
10 ]

+ ()2, (m),
for each m > 1. We define Agk] = {|§Z[k}(m)|}m21 € Iy and Egk] = {|B£k}(m)|}m21 € lp.
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Using Parseval—PlancAherel identity we get || g 12,= L5 | iHMm)2 = 2 AM 2 and
| R 12,= L5 A em)12 = L 2 |12 Using the above identities and the triangle
inequality in [, we have fort =3,--- ,N — 3

| — ST h— ST
g 1225 D= (adOm)alts" (m) + a2 (m)hf" (m) + ad(m)gl,m) + e (m) bl m)

m=1

+al(m)g" " (m) + al(m)h) " (m)al (m)alh Y (m) + of (m)hit (m)

+adm)al; om) + al )il m))

D= (L e - - - ke
<Cig > (515" m) 4+ SIS m)] + 4lg! m) | 4+ 41AE m)| + 81gl )|

m=1
5 [k k 5 [k k 2
3R )] + 4l (m)| -+ alB D m) 4 S1a5 )] + IR )

L1
<01—( T BT e BN e B I e N BN o

2 —i—2 1+1
—[k—1 1 k—1 1~k71
+ 4:£+1 ! Av[,+2 ! _:7[;+2 ! H% >>
2 2
l k—1] —[k—1 k—1 —[k—1 k—1
<Cug (5 1 A5 o 5 112551 1l +4 ) A% ]m+4u44]m+suM 2
H[k» 1] 41 A= 4| k=1 Alk=1] —[k—1] 2
+3 ” ”2 + ” 7,+1 ||2 + ” —i+1 ||2 +§ H i+2 H o H —i+2 ||2 )
* [k—1] |2 [k—1] |2
<ap max {1 ol I Y )
where
o = 5760, (37)

with C = W [(’\—/\1)2 + (%)2} Similarly we obtain for 3 <i < N —3

1<i<N-1

O R T R (I e T P T

where

B = 57605 (38)

2
with Cy = U§(5p1) [<% )2 + <5%\) } The same estimate also holds for the remaining
subdomains ¢ = 1,2, N — 2, N — 1, and hence we get the result. O
Theorem 3.5 (Convergence of NN for unequal subdomain in 2D). For § =1/4, the NN

algorithm (20)-(21) for multiple subdomains with unequal subdomain width, satisfying
dwin > d;, s convergent. Moreover, we have the following estimates

k " 0 0
e ot ey < (Vai)* max {1 o oo | B ez }

1<i<N—1

max A 2y < (VEDE max {10z, | A ez }

1<i<N—-1 1<i<N-—-1

where the expression of di, o, Bk are given in (39), (40) respectively.

Proof. For unequal subdomains we define o; := sinh(&;dmin ), ; = cosh(&jdmm) for j =
1,3, where dyin = minj<;<y d;. We are going to estimate Zjl.il lag (m)| for 3 <i < N-3.
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Similar to the proof of Theorem 3.2 we have the following estimates

Al MA Ao 1 A4
1 1 2 tN1N2 3 1
‘ <oy 1% < —5 19 <5
alm] < 32 o) < 2322 2 jatomy < 315
Ao 4 2\ 1\ 1 OA A 1
4 tA1N2 5 1 6 tA1N2
Y(m)| < — adm) < [Z2+2) =, [o5(m)| < —.
] < 222 % ot < (B4 1) 2 o)) < 222
Likewise |o}|, |a}| we have the estimates for [a]|, |af] as [of| < L4, [af] < 22224 and
3 3

A 1
2)\G§’

Sidide 1

2=z We now have the estimate of
93

similar to |a}], |a?| we have |a| < lo°| <

Zjlil ‘Oéi(m)‘ for 3<i< N —3, as

A A 2

ilaj(m)l o1 (11/\1 106 1) _
= ' a3(p1)

using o3(pm) being an increasing function in m. Similarly we obtain the estimate of
Zjl-il |87 (m)| for 3 <i < N —3, as

10 *

, 1 11\ 10 1 3
E T(m)| < ——— + —+ —) = )
= e (m) o3(p1) ( A aA 2 oi(p)

When
1

i > d, = max { sinh ™ (1/c%), smh-l(\/%)}@, (39)

| T ||oo becomes strictly less than one. The same estimates works for i = 1,2, N—2, N—1.
Similar to the second part of Theorem 3.4, we get the estimate with

a,, = 462.25C,, [ = 462.25C%, (40)
where (', Cy are as defined earlier. This completes the proof. O

Remark 3.6. The convergence behaviour of NN method in multisubdomain setting for

o < 40%2 can be proven in a similar way as in the case of §; > 40%2 in 1D and 2D.

4 Numerical Illustration

In this section we present the numerical experiments for the DN & NN algorithm for
the CH equation (5). We discretize the CH equation using the centered finite difference
in space and the backward Euler in time with the linearization described in (8). The
parameter € is taken as 0.01, except otherwise stated. The iterations start from a random
initial guess and stop as the error || u — ul® ||z~ in 1D and || u — ul® || > in 2D reaches
a tolerance of 1075, where w is the discrete monodomain solution and u!¥! is the discrete
DN or NN solution at k—th iteration. The phase separation is rapid in time, and
consequently small time steps should be taken. We then choose in this case §; = 1079,
which results in the case §; < %2' For the CH equation the phase coarsening stage is
slow in time, and so one chooses relatively large time steps to reduce the total amount of
computation. We choose 6, = 1073, which results in the case &, > 40%2. In the following
section we give numerical results by taking the above consideration.

4.1 Numerics of DN & NN method in 1D

First we have given convergence results in terms of iteration count for DN method in
equal subdomain case in Table 1 by considering the domain 2 = (0, 1) and partitioned
into ©; = (0,1/2) and Qy = (1/2,1). For unequal subdomain: first we consider Neumann
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0y L 0 0.1 0.2 0.3 04 [ 05| 0.6 0.7 | 0.8 0.9
1/64 | 81 36 20 11 2 11 20 36 81
106 1/128 | 82 36 20 12 2 12 20 36 82
1/256 | 84 37 21 12 2 12 21 36 84
1/512 | 85 37 21 12 2 12 21 36 85
1/64 | 84 37 22 13 2 13 21 37 84
10-3 1/128 | 86 38 21 12 2 12 21 38 86
1/256 | 88 38 22 13 2 13 22 38 88
1/512| 89 38 22 13 2 13 22 39 89

Table 1: Number of iteration compared for DN method for two equal subdomain with
short and large time step.

Ot L 0 0.1 0.2 0.3 04 | 05] 06 | 07 | 08 0.9
1/64 | 75 35 20 12 2 12 20 37 84
10-6 1/128 | 76 35 20 12 2 12 20 38 86
1/256 | 77 36 20 12 2 12 20 39 87
1/512 | 79 37 22 12 2 12 22 39 89
1/64 | 74 34 22 12 3 12 22 39 84
10-3 1/128 | 82 39 22 13 3 13 22 45 87
1/256 | 83 39 23 12 3 12 23 45 38
1/512| 84 39 23 13 > 13 23 44 91

Table 2: Number of iteration compared of DN with Neumann subdomain larger than
Dirichlet subdomain for short and large time step.

subdomain is larger than Dirichlet subdomain by choosing a = 1,b = 2, i.e., the domain
Q = (1,2) and split it into 1 = (1,1.4) and Qy = (1.4,2), corresponding to Theorem
2.3, see Table 2. And secondly we consider Dirichlet subdomain is larger than Neumann
subdomain by choosing a = 1.5,b = 1, i.e., the domain Q = (—1.5,1) and split it into
Q= (—1.5,0) and Q5 = (0, 1), corresponding to Theorem 2.4, see Table 3. In Figure 2,
we compare theoretical error estimates given in Theorem 2.3 with numerical error in the
case of b > a. And in Figure 3, we plot the theoretical estimates of error bound presented
in Theorem 2.4 to compare with numerical error in the case of a > b. For experiment
of NN method we have taken the spatial domain 2 = (0,20). In Table 4 and 5, we
compare the iteration number required for NN method to converge for the parameter
0 = 1/4, by varying number of subdomains (’sd’), mesh size h and time steps J;. In
Figure 4 we compare the numerical error behaviour of NN method with our theoretical
error estimates presented in Theorem 3.2 for multiple subdomain of equal length.

4.2 Numerics of DN & NN method in 2D

To perform numerical experiments for DN method in 2D for equal subdomain we have
taken 2 = (0,1) x (0,1) and split it into ; = (0,1/2) x (0,1) and Qs = (1/2,1) x (0, 1).
For unequal subdomain: first we consider Neumann subdomain is larger than Dirichlet
Subdomain by choosing the domain Q2 = (1,2)x (0, 1) and partitioned into €; = (1,1.4) x
(0,1) and Qy = (1.4,2) x (0,1). And secondly for Dirichlet subdomain is larger than
Neumann subdomain, we choose the domain 2 = (—1.5,1) x (0,1) and partitioned
into Q; = (—1.5,0) x (0,1) and 5 = (0,1) x (0,1). We plot the error curves of DN
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oy 01 ] 02 03] 04]05| 0610708/ 09
1/64] 65 | 35 | 20 | 12 | 2 | 12 | 20 | 37 | 66
Lg-s| 1/128] 66 | 35 | 20 | 12 | 2 | 12 | 20 | 38 | 66
1/256| 67 | 36 | 20 | 12 | 2 | 12 | 20 | 39 | 67
1/512| 67 | 37 | 22 | 12 | 2 | 12 | 22 | 39 | 69
1/64 | 70 | 37 | 22 | 12 | 2 | 12 | 22 | 37 | 70
Lg-s| L/128) 70| 37 122 113 02 | 13 | 22 | 59 | 70
1/256| 72 | 38 | 22 | 12 | 2 | 12 | 22 | 54 | 72
1/512| 73 | 39 | 23 | 13 | 2 | 13 | 23 | 47 | 73

Table 3: Number of iteration compared for DN with Dirichlet subdomain larger than
Neumann subdomain for short and large time step.

10 = 10° -
‘Numerical error Numerical erro
* Linear bound * Linear bound
‘e ., . .
. .
‘e, .

0 5 10 15 20 0 5 10 15 20
iteration iteration

Figure 2: Comparison of the numerically measured error and the theoretical error esti-
mates for DN for the mesh size h = 1/64 and 0 = 1/2 with Neumann subdomain larger
than Dirichlet subdomain for ¢; = 107%(left), and &; = 1072 (right).
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Figure 3: Comparison of the numerical error and the theoretical error estimates for DN
for the mesh size h = 1/64 and § = 1/2 with Dirichlet subdomain larger than Neumann
subdomain for 6; = 107%(left), and 6; = 1073 (right).

) sdiy 14 18|16 32| 64 ) sdiy 14 18 | 16| 32| 64
164 2122222 164 2122222
/128 222222 /128 2122223
1/256 |2 212223 1/256 |2 2223 |5
1/512 [2]2 1223 |3 1/512 (2 223 [5]10

Table 4: Number of iteration compared of NN for many subdomains of equal length with
d; = 1075 on the left Table and J, = 1073 on the right Table.
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) sdiy 14 18|16 32/ 64 ) sdiy 14 18| 16| 32| 64
1/64 |22 [3[3[4]6 1/64 |22 ]33 [4]6
1/128 [2 [2[3 (4[4 6 1/128 [2 [2 |3 [4 ][4 |6
1/256 |2 |2 |4 |46 |8 1256 |2 |2 |4 [4]6 |9
1/512 (2 |2 4|4 [8]10 1/512 (2 |2 4|7 913

Table 5: Number of iteration compared of NN for many subdomains of unequal length
with d; = 107% on the left Table and §, = 10~2 on the right Table.

‘Numerical erro
* Linear bound

Numerical errol
* Linear bound

1010

8 10 12 0 5 10 15 20
iteration iteration

Figure 4: Comparison of the numerical error and the theoretical error estimates for
thirty-two (left) and sixty-four (right) subdomains with h = 1/512,60 = 1/4.

method with above described decomposition and for various parameter of #, mesh size h,
(discretization parameter in z— direction), h, (discretization parameter in y— direction)
and time step ¢; in Figure 5, 6, 7 and 8, where we find that the number of iterations
conform well with the results established in Theorems in Section 2. For experiments of
NN method in multisubdomain setting in 2D we take the domain 2 = (0,16) x (0, 1).
For short time step d; we have given comparison result in terms of iteration count for NN
method in multiple subdomain case with equal and unequal width in Table 6 by fixing
h, = 1/32 and parameter § = 1/4 and varying h,. In Figure 9 we plot the error curve of
NN method for 4, 8, 16 subdomain decomposition of equal width for h, = 1/64, h, = 1/32
and by varying the parameter 6. In Figure 10 we have given comparison of the numerical
error and the theoretical error estimate coming from Theorem 3.4 for NN method with
fixed h, = 1/32,0 = 1/4 and by varying the number of subdomain and mesh size h, for
long time step 9.

*6=0.1
=0=0.2
=0=0.3

*6=0.1
=0=0.2]
e oi=0=0.3f

6=0.4;
=0=0.5]
*6=0.6f
46=0.7]
v6=0.8|
*6=0.9)

. - . o .
0 5 10 15 20 0 5 10 15 20 0 5 10 15 20
iteration iteration iteration

Figure 5: From left to right, iteration compared for DN with equal subdomaon (1st),
Dirichlet subdomain larger than Neumann subdomain (2nd), and Neumann subdomain
larger than Dirichlet subdomain (3rd), for mesh size h, = h, = 1/64 and time step
6t - 1076.
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Figure 6: From left to right, iteration compared for DN with equal subdomaon (1st),
Dirichlet subdomain larger than Neumann subdomain (2nd), and Neumann subdomain
larger than Dirichlet subdomain (3rd), for mesh size h, = h, = 1/128 and time step
(St = 1076.
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Figure 7: From left to right, iteration compared for DN with equal subdomaon (1st),
Dirichlet subdomain larger than Neumann subdomain (2nd), and Neumann subdomain
larger than Dirichlet subdomain (3rd), for mesh size h, = h, = 1/64 and time step

5t — 10_3.

e

0 .
10 Sl S
N

error
J
/

10 ‘\\

*""""*"”""’"*"t--k--*..*..

10710
0 0

iteration

Figure 8: From left to right, iteration compared for DN
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with equal subdomaon (1st),

Dirichlet subdomain larger than Neumann subdomain (2nd), and Neumann subdomain
larger than Dirichlet subdomain (3rd), for mesh size h, = h, = 1/128 and time step

(5t:10_3.
. sdiy 14 18|16 32 64 . sdi o 1y s | 16] 32/ 64
1/64 (2222 2]2 1/64 |2 |23 [3[4]6
/128 [2 (2222 ]2 /128 [2 |2 3[4 [4]6
1/256 |2 212223 1/256 |2 |2 [4 [4 6|8
1/512 (2212233 1/512 |2 |2 4[4 [8]10

Table 6: Number of iteration compared of NN for many subdomains of equal width (left)

and unequal width (right) with §; = 107% and h, = 1/32.
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Figure 9: From left to right, iteration compared for NN method with 4, 8, 16 subdomain
for 6, = 1073, h, = 1/64,h, = 1/32.

= - 10 -
‘Numerical error ‘Numerical error Numerical erro
Linear bound 1 Linear bound b Linear bound

0 5 10 15 20 0 5 10 15 20 0 5 10 15 20
iteration iteration iteration

Figure 10: Comparison of the numerical error and the theoretical error estimates of
NN for the mesh size h, = 1/64,1/128,1/256 with 64,32,16 subdomain of equal width
respectively from left to right for §; = 107®, h, = 1/32 and 6 = 1/4.

5 Conclusions

We studied the Dirichlet-Neumann and Neumann-Neumann method for the CH equation
for two as well as multiple subdomain decomposition. We proved convergence estimates
for the case of one dimensional DN and NN. We also extended our analysis to the
two dimensional CH equation case using Fourier techniques, and obtained convergence
estimates for DN and NN. Using numerical experiments we showed that a proper choice
of relaxation parameter gives finite step convergence of the proposed algorithms. We have
also given numerical study of DN and NN for the CH equation with various parameters.
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Appendix A

In this extended section we provide the detail expressions of the elements of the matrix
T, defined by (24) in Section 3. To find the error estimates in Theorem 3.2, 3.3, 3.4 and
3.5, we have used these following expressions to get individual bounds. The elements are
given as below.

af = 1-— /\IT%I + AQTzln»O‘% = M\I/\QTl - (w\l/\QT:lah P = AlT%l - );?Tg,laail =

_5t>\1>\2 T? 5t)\1)\2 ’I‘g e M T? L+ /\2 Tg L 0/13 5t/\1>\2 TS 5t>\1)\2 Tg L

By = 53AT11+ LB = 14 R, SR B = rt, - AT = 2,

A_)}Tg,bﬁl - _(S,%)\Tgl + 51 T%lvﬁ? = >\_,\2T:I),1 AlT%b

ay = %T%Q - AZT%% % = ét/\l&Tiz 6V\1/\2T§2>O‘2 =1- ﬁT%Q + )\2T§27 =
5t>\1>\2 T2 5&\1)\2 T%Q’ ol = M T?Q T§72a — 5z>\§>\2 TS, 5t)\1>\2 T§2, 7T _ —A TiQ—F

)\2T§2’ g _ 5,5)\1)\2'1*4 6t)\1)\2 T§2,
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By = 12 5t,\ 32,52 = %T 2+A1T32a62 = 2+5)\T 275321—ﬁT%,2+
/\1T32752 = %le - 1 ngaﬁg = _TT 1,2 + A1T32762 - _&_AT 1,2 + JAT3276§ =
%TLQ T32, and forz:3,...,N—3we have
azl = __T A2T3z7 12_ M—l)\QTl 5t>\1>\2T31’ a; = ﬂ’r2 T3z7 a; = _M—IAQT2 +
ét)\l)QTSz? Q; =1- AlT )\QTSW 6 - M—l)\zT 6tA1)\2T32’ Q; = &T TS@’ Q; =
_ t>\§>\2’r1,i t>\l>\2’r3“ o) = _TTM >\2T3“ —_ MT ;= t)\l)\QTS’H
and G} = _(St_)\Tl,i + (st_,\T:?,,iaﬂ? = QTI i m53 1 %z - L,\ ’B4 A_QT%J; +
%Tg,wﬁf = _&%T?,z_’— ﬁ’r 27616 = 1 + )\QT 27617 = 5L 14 &_AT 17518 =
_%Tii + ﬁfr4i’59 __T + 5t ,\T3z?ﬁ10 AQT 1, Al T317
and ajy_, = T 1,N— 2+ TsN 9y Vg = 6t>\1/\2T1N 2 6"\1/\2T3N 9y VX9 = T1N 27—
>\2T3N 9y (VN 2: 6M1/\2T LN— 2“‘6M1/\2T3N 2 o = MT 1L,N— 2“‘A Tin 2a04§5\f 2 =
6t)\1)\2T1N 2 — 6t/\1>\2T3N 27047\1 2 = 3 LN o — 22 T3N 2704§v 2 = M\V\QT ,N—2 T
JtA1A2T3N .
ﬁN—Q = 1 T 1,N— o+ 5>\T N—2>ﬁ]2\7—2 = 2 TlN 2 = 3N 2’6N 2 = 5t)\T%,N72 -
(;%AT:%N 27/31\7 2 = _%Tl,N—Z + ﬁTQN—ZvﬂN 2 = _LT N—2 T ﬂT3N 2,516\/ 2 =
1+>\2T1N 2= ATE N0, B0 = 5t)\T1N 2~ M\ TN 275]\/ 2—_>\2T1N 2+ A TS N,
oy 1:_/\_T I,N— 1+/\ TSN oK = (Ml)\QTlN 1 6M1)\2T3N LOR g = AlTlN 1
>\2T3N LON_ = — 6“\1/\2T 1L,N— 1+(SM1)\2T3N O =1- T 1L,N— 1"‘A Ty 1,0 =
5t>\1)\2T1N . 5t/\1)\2’I‘3N "’
5N—1 = 1 T 1,N— 1+ 5>\T 3,N— 17512\/ 1 = 2 T1N 1= AlTSN 1751\7 1 = 5t>\T%,N—1 -
@%T%N 17BN—1 = AZT T+ AT 175N—1 = -5 s ino + 5,\T3N LB =
1+A2T1N 1 AlT:sN 1
where for j = 1,3, and for i = 3,..., N — 3 we have leZ = ﬁ,'f] 2%7’ -
Yji=1 Yjit1 ,T??‘:@ Vi,m 92piViitl 1 + + 4 _ i Vj.it2
0j,i—103,i 035,i03,i+1 It a5 05 it 04,i03,i+1 ]1_,_1 It 035,i0j,i4+1 03j,i+103j,i42
QWH Yo =_—1

051 BT 044105042
and e bave T}, = 1422+ S T o T = e st T =
Tjp = ;22 + 2’”’2 + s 2, = ”;2 + 2;;;’;;; + U% + g% + ZTZ
T3, = % + 272’3 + a:;ﬁv TS, = Uj7310j’4,and

2

Tin-2 = snmens Lin-2 = 27;1 Lt St o T =
QUL 4 o B Ll sy e
TJN 1 m ?N 1= 2%,];\2 1 Uj,]\,IYJ’2NU;,2N 1 Uj,]\’fYLl]\frij’ ?N 1 =1 + ’YJZ 1 +

O0jN—104 N 1 Yj,N—174,N f R .
or j = 1,3, and oy ; := sinh 03,; := sinh ; =
ViN-175.N + U?‘,N—l + OjN_105N’ .] 3 1,2 (gl ) 3.t (§3 z)v 71,@

cosh(&1d;), 73, := cosh(&sd;) for i =1--- N.
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