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W e present C ahn-H illiard and A llen-C ahn num erical integration algorithm s that are uncondition—
ally stable and so provide signi cantly faster accuracy-controlled sim ulation. O ur stability analysis
is based on Eyre’s theorem and unconditional von Neum ann stability analysis, both of which we
present. Num erical tests con m the accuracy of the von Neum ann approach, which is straight-
forward and should be widely applicable in phase— eld m odeling. W e show that accuracy can be
controlled w ith an unbounded tine step tthatgrowswith tinetas t t .W e develop a clas—
si cation schem e for the step exponent and dem onstrate that a class of sin ple linear algorithm s
gives = 1=3. For this class the speed up relative to a xed tin e step grow s w ith the linear size of
the system asN =IogN , and we estin ate conservatively that an 8192° lattice can be integrated 300

tin es faster than w ith the Euler m ethod.

PACS numbers: 64.75+ g, 05.10.4, 02.60Cb

I. NTRODUCTION

A starting point in the analysis of coarsening system s,
such asthephase separation dynam ics follow ing a quench
from a disordered to an ordered phase, is the characteri-
zation of the asym ptotic Iate-tim e behavior. M ost coars—-
ening system s exhiit asym ptotic dynam icalscaling w ith
the characteristic length scale L (t) given by the size of
individual ordered dom ains. The growth-law L t is
determ ined by only a few general features, such as con—
servation law s and the nature ofthe orderparam eter (see
'E:] for a review ) . For conserved C ahn-H illiard equations
describing phase-separation,I.  £7° at latetin es. M ore
detailed nform ation about the scaling state isdi cul to
obtain analytically. Indeed the very existence of scaling
has only been dem onstrated em pirically in sinulations
and experin ents. Consequently, com puter sin ulations
of coarsening m odels, especially phase- eld type m od—
els like the C ahn-H illiard equation, play an essential role
In our understanding and characterization of late-stage
coarsening.

These simulations face several restrictions. To accu—
rately resolve the asym ptotic structure it is necessary to
evolve until Jate tim es so that L (t) w, where w is the
dom ain wallw idth. However, to avoid nite-size e ects
we must hal the sinulation when L (t) is som e fraction
of the system size Lgys. Additionally, to resolve the do—
m ain wall adequately the lattice spacing x must be be
su ciently sm all com pared to the dom ain wallw idth w .
Very large lattices of linear size L sy= X are necessary to
satisfy allofthese requirem ents: x < w L) <L gs-
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A ccurate studies of the scaling state require us to evolve
large system s to late tin es.

Unfrtunately, current com putational algorithm s are
very Ine cient in their tim e integration. The standard
Euler Integration of the Cahn-H illiard (CH) and A llen—
Cahn @AC) coarsening m odels, for conserved and non-—
conserved dynam ics, respectively, is known to be unsta-
bk for tine stegps t above a threshold xed by the
lattice spacing x | this is the \checkerboard" insta—
bility [2] This Inposes a xed tin e step irrespective
of the natural tim e scale set by the physical dynam ics.
T he dom ain wallsm ove Increasingly slow Iy, or exam ple,
the CH equation yieldsasym ptotic dom ain wallvelocities
v @L=@t t%7° . Consequently, a xed tine step re—
sults in ever-decreasing am ounts of dom ain wallm otion
per step and eventually becom es wastefully accurate.

Ideally, one would lke a stable integration algorithm ,
which would allow accuracy requirem ents rather than
stability lim itations to detem ine the integration step
size. R ecently, E yre proved the existence of uncondition—
ally gradient stable algorithm s (essentially a strict non—
Increase In free energy for every possible tin e step) E'3'],
and provided explicit exam ples of stable steps for both
CH and AC dynam ics H -4] T he present work is con—
cemed w ith developing these m ethods In two directions:
clarifying and expanding the class ofunconditionally sta—
bl algorithm s, and deriving the accuracy lim itations on
these algorithm s.

Our mainh results for stability are the follow Ing.
W e have detem ined the param eter range for which
Eyre s theorem proves unconditional gradient stability
(Sec. -]:[A.) and wepresent E yre’stheorem in appendix ?—\'
W e have also determm ined the param eter range that isun-—
conditionally von Neum ann (vN ) stable, that is, linearly
stable for any size tin e step (Sec.:_-]_'E-B_:) . The Jatter range
is a superset of the fomm er, and neither appear to have
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been previously determ ined. W e have also perform ed nu—
m erical tests of stability In dinension d = 2 (Sec. :]Z[Cl
and found that the vN stability condition appears to be
su cient for identifying uncondiionally gradient stable
steps. Speci cally, or the param eterless form ofthe CH
equation (see [L))
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there exists a class of sem i-im plicit steps
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thatm ay be solved forthe updated eld "+ + e ciently
by m eans of fast Fourder transform EFT). The various
stability conditions for these steps are depicted In tem s
ofa; and a; in Fi. g: T he stability conditions do not
depend on the lattice type or dim ension, on the volum e
fraction, or on the form of the lattice Laplacian. This
In plies, for exam ple, that these algorithm s could be com —
bined with adaptive m esh techniques (see, for exam ple,
E_:Jx]) for Independent control of spatial and tem poral dis—
cretization. Fig. :;: suggests that the unconditional vN
stability conditions, which are w idely applicable and rel-
atively easy to analyze, m ay provide a reasonably accu-—
rate proxy for unconditional gradient stability. W e have
also determ ined the analogous stability conditions forthe
AC equation.
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FIG .1: Fortim e steps param etrized as in C_Zl) the dark shaded
region indicates param eters for which E yre’s theorem proves
unconditionalgradient stability, w hile the light shaded region
corresponds to unconditional von Neum ann (linearly) stable
steps. The open circles denote steps that are num enca]]¥
gradient stable underall of our tests, as described in Sec. .IICI,
while the black circles indicate param eters that were found
num erically not to be gradient stable.

W hen stability isnot the lin iting factor, practical lim —
itsare still in posed by accuracy. Tom aintain the dom ain
wall pro ke to a given accuracy, a tin e step should be
chosen so that thewallonly m oves a fraction of itsw idth
w in a single step. For a scaling system with L t,
where n 1 generally, the passage tin e scales lke

w=v wZ- t " atlatetimes. Then the naturaltine
step should scale as

Lhat 1tn H 3)

For CH dynamics, n = 1=3 and tn.. £ ° whik for
AC dynamicsn = 1=2 and tha.. t£7°. However, we
show that these stable algorithm s are stillnot capable of
accurately sin ulating coarsening using the naturaltime
scale | despite their stability. For exam ple, accuracy
lim its the stable CH steps given above to \onlky" t
£€=3,

To understand the lim ftations in posed on even stable
algorithm s by accuracy, we study in Sec.'IT} the trunca—
tion error for the CH equation for generalnum erical al-
gorithm s, and determ ine the how these tem s scale w ith
tineto allordersin t (Sec. ZEI'_-[D:E W e develop a classi-

cation schem e for such algorithm s based on the lowest
order p of tP at which truncation error fails to follow
its optin alscaling and show that this term ]Jm ItS the ac—
curacy of the algorithm at late tim es (Sec. ']:IIAI) . Our
analysis leads to the conclusion that accuracy requires a

tin e step
t t2 P 1)=3p @)

forthe CH m odel. The algorithm sin Eqg. (:_2) havep= 2,
m eaning the error becom es sub-optim alat O ( t?), the
lading error temm . This result is consistent wih our
num erical observations. O ur sin ple analysis for the nat-
uraltin e step, Eq. (:_3), corresponds to thep= 1 class.
W e are unable to dentify any such \perfect" algorithm s
for the CH case; they are quite likely in possble for any
nonlinear problem .

Next, we tum to the question of practical advantage.
Various com putational algorithm s have been developed
tom itigate the in pact of instabilitiesby increasing tby
a xed factor com pared to the sin plest Euler discretiza—
tion. For exam ple, the celldynam icalscheme (CD S) E_é]
exploits universality to choose a free energy that is con—
venient in tem s of num erical stability. M ore recently,
Fourder spectral m ethods tj, -'g] have been shown to in-—
crease themaximum t by an in pressive two orders of
m agniude. However, these m ethods still require xed
tin e steps and so cannot ad jist to the naturally slow ing
CH dynam 1CS

In Sec. -IV. we detem Ine the relative advantage of In—
tegration by algorithm s such asEq. (g com pared to the
conventional Euler m ethod. For a reasonably conser-
vative choice of accuracy requirem ents, we nd for an
8192 8192 lattice (currently feasble for a linux work—
station) wih x = 1 thatthenew m ethodscan integrate
up to nite sizee ectsroughly a factor o£300 tim es faster
than possible w ith the Eulerm ethod. T he advantage of
unconditionally stable steps increases w ith larger system
sizes: for lattices of linear size N we show the relative
advantage in speed is order N =logN , regardless of spa-
tial dim ension of the system . This m eans that as com —
putational power continues to increase, unconditionally



gradient stable algorithm s w ill becom e even m ore vali—
able.

W e present a summ ary and outlook for future devel-
opm ents and applications in Sec. :&_7: .

II. STABILITY

T he param eter]e§s form ofthe CH equation for a con—
served scalar eld E}] is

—=r? ®)

where isthe localchem icalpotential given by

x) F, (6)
)
and F [ ] is the free energy functional, taken here to be
Z
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The second term In F represents a doublewell potential
w ith equilbrium valnes = 1, and Egs. -15), :_(%5), and
(::/:) com bine to give Eq. @') . The param eterless form of
the AC equation b:] is

—= =r? 4+ 3, 8)

Fordissipative dynam ics such asthe CH and AC equa—
tions, a discrete tim e stepping algorithm is de ned to be
gradient stabk only if the free energy is non-increasing,
F [T ] F[¢], Prany eld con guration . The
other requirem ents for gradient stability, eg. that sta-
bl xed points must correspond to minina of F, or
that F should increase w thout bound for large , are
already m anifest in the discretized form s of these equa-
tions. G radient stability m ay reasonably be regarded as
the ultin ate stability criterion for the CH equation.

U nconditional gradient stability m eans that the
conditions for gradient stability hold for any size tine
step t 2 [0;1 ). Since unconditionally stable steps
are our prim ary concem, we w ill henceforth use \sta—
bk" or \unstablk" to refer to the behavior for arbirarily
large t. That is, \stable" i plies unconditionally sta—
ble, whilke a xed tim e step algorithm like the Euler step
m ay be referred to as \unstable" or conditionally stable.

The Euler tin e discretization ofthe CH equation is

Eu
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TheEulrupdate is \explicit" sincethe eld attheearlier
tin e step ( +) explicitly determ ines the eld at the next
tinestep ( + t). Ikisalsounstable orvaliesof tthat
exceed a lattice-dependent threshold, tm ax x* Bl
The fiilly i plicit tim e step is obtained by rep]ac:ng t
wih  ¢IhEqg. (S} and is, like the Euler step, accurate
to O ( t). Othertim e steps, which involve splitting into

parts evaluated at t and at t+ t, are generally called
sem i-im plicit m ethods.

Rem arkably, Eyre E_B:, :_4] proved that appropriate sem i+
In plicit param etrizations can lead to stable update steps
for both the CH and AC equations. To explore these
possbilities, it is usefiil to Introduce a general fam ily of
such steps for the CH equation in an arbitrary spatial
din ension:
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This reducesto Eq. élﬁ ) oraz = 1. Foread1 of the three
term s on the right-hand side of Eq. (-L) there genera]Jy
are both explicit and in plicit contrdbutions to Eq. {10),
and this w ill be exploited to construct stable dynam ics
forany size t. Forallvaliesoftheparam etersa ; andm
this step givesa solution "y  that isorderO ( t) accu—
rate. The in plicit temm s are denoted ™y ¢, with ¢
reserved to represent the exact eld obtained by integra—
tion ofEqg. @) overthe tine step t. W e choose our pa-
ram eterization such that a; = a; = az = 1 corresponds
to the Euler update Eq. @r_Sji),wthe a; = a = a3 = 0 is
the fully In plicit step. For a; € 1 we have, m otivated
by Eyre, a m ixed non-lnear term wih 0 m < 3 that
com bines in plict and explicit temm s. _

Tt is usefil to sort algorithm s described by Eq. {10)
Into three categoriesbased on how they are In plem ented
num erically. First, when a3 = 1 we have linear di-
rect steps, where the equation for ™.,  is linear and
has spatially uniform coe cients so the updated eld
can be found e ciently wih FFT methods. Second,
when az; 1 butm = 2 then the inplicit equation re—
mains linear n "+ + but no longer has spatially uni-
form ooe cients. Eyre outlines an ierative procedure
for solving these equations E_4], o we call these linear
iterative steps. Insisting on convergence of the itera—
tive procedure restricts this class to a subset of param —
eter values. Fhally, foras; € 1 and m & 2 the up-—-
date equation isnonlinear. For som e param eter values
the nonlinear equation can lead, unphysically, to m uli-
pl solutions. T his occurs orboth the fully im plicit case
a; = a = az = m = 0, aswell as the C rank-N icholson
casea; = a = az = 1=2,m = 0, whenever texceedsa
threshold value 'E]. G enerally the nonlinear equations re—
quire solution by the N ew ton-R aphson m ethod, which is
com plicated to in plem ent In two orm ore spatialdim en—
sions. For som e param eter valies this can be dem on-
strated to be absolutely convergent, so nonlinear steps
provide a viable option | though not one we have ex—
plored num erically.

The step param etrization for the AC equation analo-
gous to Eq. ClO
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which we Include because the theoretical stability anal-
ysis follow s nearly identically for the CH and AC equa—
tions, and the stability regions are given by the same
shaded regionsofFig. 1.

A . Unconditionally Stable Steps from Eyre’s
T heorem

Eyre’s theoram (see appendix :_A-:) show s that an un-
conditionally gradient stable algorithm results, for both
the CH and AC equations, if one can split the free en—
ergy appropriately into contractive and expansive parts,
F = F® 4+ F®, and treat the contractive parts in plic-
ik and the expansive parts explicitly. That is, the CH
equation (@) is discretized as

wor P S o= ot w?E; 12)

while the AC equation ('_8) is discretized as

vttt €5 oe= ¢ Tt a3)

where ¥ = @QF* =@ ; for lattice site i, and where r ?
In plies a lattice laplacian. The necessary condition on
the splitting is the sam e for both equations and m ay be

stated by introducing the H essian m atrices

Q°F g QFF ¢ @F°

M iy = ; M= ; M= i
@ ;@ 4 @ ;@ 4 @ ;@ 4

(14)

where i;j denote lattice sites. First, we must have all

eigenvalues of M ¥ non-positive and all eigenvalues of

M ¢ non-negative. Second, as shown in appendix :_A-:, for

n in €qualto the sn allest eigenvaluie ofM and L _, the
largest eigenvalue ofM ¥, we need
max 3 min® s

This also autom atically satis es the convexiy require—
ment ©HrM ¥, shce i < 0.

To identify the appropriate splittings, it is useful to
break the free energy Eq. (1), in its Jattice-discretized
form , Into three parts (neglecting the irrelevant constant
V=4 tem ):

X X
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with corresponding Hessian m atrices M &,
1
M =
all eigenvalues equal to 1. Next, Mi(jZ) = ( r?)yy is
negative the lattice Japlacian, w hich can alwaysbe diago—
nalized by going to Fourier space. It In m ediately follow s
that the eigenvalies of M @) are strictly non-negative.
(E ven for irreqular spatialdiscretizations, theM @ eigen—

) 2
= 371 i

The st
ijy where iy is the Kronecker -function, has

values m ust be non-negative.) Finally, M 1(33

w hich has strictly non-negative eigenvalies aswell. W e
param etrize the splitting via

X3 X3
aF @ FC = @

i=1 i=1

F® = a)p @ arn

which results in the general CH step Eq. {_1-9') and AC
step Eq. {11) whenm = 0.

Now to obtain bounds: since the sum ofm atrices,M =
M P+M @+M @ haseigenvaliesbounded by the sum
of the bounds, the m nimum eigenvalie of M satis es

nin 1. Therefre Eq.(L5) is satis ed by ensuring
r]?'lax 1=2.

O ne exam ple that satis esthese conditions isthe solit—
thgF® = F Y andF¢ = F @+ F®,shee [, = 1

satis eskEq. C_l-E_;) andM © has strictly non-negative eigen—
values. This provides a gradient stable nonlinear step
wih a; = 1 and a;, = a3 = 0. This case was identi ed
by Eyre B], who noted that the convexity requirem ent
for the splitting guarantees absolute convergence of the
N ew ton-R aphson m ethod.

Eyre also presents a technique for identifying stable
linear direct algorithm s E_'n’], which relies on the fact that
2 isbounded. It exceeds unity only slightly in the CH
equation and only in the interior region of a curved in—
terface due to G bbsThom pson e ects @:]. T herefore the
eigenvalies of M ©) have an e ective upper bound, ap—
proxin ately three. Ifwe then take F¥ = g,F O + F &
(s0 a3 = 1 and a; = 0) the eigenvalues ofM E are ofthe
om a+3 2andsatisfyEq. {L5) or 2 < 1ifa; > 7=2.
Any value a, 0 will give the sam e resul, since nega—
tive values ofa, can only decrease the eigenvaluesofM E .
These choices mply F€ = @ a)FY+ @ g)F @,
w hich has the necessary non-negative eigenvalies for the
range of a; and a, given above. T herefore we can iden-
tify a class of gradient stable direct CH and AC steps

as
a; ~ 7=2 a, 0 a= 1: (18)

T his gives the dark gray shaded region in FJg:}' These
represent su cient restrictions on the a; to satisfy the
conditions for E yre’s theorem ; however other values of
the a; m ay be gradient stable aswell

Eyre provided speci c step exam ples for all three in —
plem entation categories: a nonlinear step, with a; = 1,
a, = az3 = 0, and m = 0, a lnear iterative step wih
m = 2 and the sam e a; as the nonlinear step, and a lin-
ear direct step with a; = 3,8, = 0, and a3 = 1 {, 4.
The nonlinear step is the exam ple presented earlier in
this section, and its gradient stability follow s from E yre's
theorem . However, i is not clear to us that Eyre's the-
oram can be directly applied to the iterative steps, and
In fact we nd Eyre’s proposed iterative m ethod to be
num erically unstable, as descrbbed in Sec. E-Z[-C_: F inally,
the a; value in the direct step violates Eq. Z_lé), so this
case does not follow from Eyre’s theorem .



B . Unconditionalvon N eum ann Stability

Sinhce Eyre'stheorem provides, n principle, only a sub—
set of the possble gradient stable steps, com plem entary
approaches for determ ining stability are desirable. In
this section we extend von Neum ann’s (vN) linear sta—
bility analysis [_l-(_]'] to arbitrary tin e steps, which we call
unconditional vN stability. Since any gradient stable al-
gorithm is lkely also linearly stable, the von Neum ann
analysis would appear to identify a superset of possibly
gradient stable algorithm s: In principle the vN analysis
could also identify som e unwanted non-linearly unstable
algorithm s. A s shown in Fi;.:_il:, though, the vN stability
boundary corresponds quite wellw ith the num erically de—
term ined gradient stability line. T his leads us to suggest
that the approach of im posing unconditional vN stabil-
ity on a broadly param etrized class of sem im plicit al-
gorithm s, follow ed by num erical checking, could be fruit-
fully adapted to a w ide variety of applications.

W e analyze the general step Eqg. C_l-g) for linear sta—
bility around a constant phase = . Ik is inportant
to realize there are physical, and therefore desirable, lin—
ear Instabilities in the continuum CH and AC equations.
Therefore i is im portant to distinguish between these
and the unphysical instabilities induced by the num erical
In plem entation. Take (x;t) ot (X;t), and linearize

theCH equation () in toget _= 2?2 + 32 ).
Fourier transform this to get
x = k (x+ X5) xi 19)
5 1 3%: 0)

Here | is the eigenvalue of the Laplacian and is non—
positive, with ym in X 0 (ote that x = K
In the continuum ). Them nimum valie y, i, depends
on the lattice, spatial din ension, and speci ¢ form of
the bplacian. Sin ilarly, for the same linearize the AC
equation (2_3') In and Fourder transform to get

= (x+kJ) x: @1)

T he physical instability for both Egs. {149) and 1) oc-
curs for

L < kZ; ©22)

w hich correspondsin the CH equation to spinodaldecom —
position 'Q.']. W e stressthat whilke these Fourierm odes are
linearly unstable, the dynam ics of spinodal decom posi-
tion is gradient stabk and represents a physical decrease
of the free energy, which iswhy it m ust be retained.

W e now lihearize and Fourder transform our general
CH step Eq. Q-(_i) as above to get

I x tf @1 1) k1 &)
+ 501 @)@ m)glep o=
il x £ a1+ xa

+ 5( 3a+m@  1)glkx @3)

W riting this as

O+ @wxlxee e= 0+ R ] x;es (24)

the von N eum ann stability criterion is
g+ k> 4+ R F 25)

which inplies that am all deviations from the constant
solution evolve to decrease n m agniude. W e want to
In pose this stability condition forallk and arbitrary pos—
itive t.Forlarge t,Eg. (252-)_:jm plies i xj> Ry 3 The
kfi-hand side of Eq. {25) can be m ade to violate the in—
equality or amall tunless L g 0. Combining these
conditions we have

Ly > RxJ (26)

which isa necessary and su cient condition foruncondi-
tional linear stability. T his condition applies to all rst—
order ‘cjm_eI steps that can be expressed in the form given
by Eq. 4).

W e exam ine the linear stability condition in tw o steps.

First, Ly > Ry
0<Lyx Re=( [ 1 x+32I @7)
T his reduces to the spinodal condition, Eg. ézj) . Note
that all the param eters (a;j;az;as;m ) are absent from
Eqg. C_Z-j), S0 we cannot interfere w ith the spinodal con-—
dition. This evidently follow s from having a rst-order
accurate step. Next, we check forLy > Ry , which gives
27 1 [ m)@Ra 1)+m] %4— x Ra; 1)> 0: (28)
Ifwe chooss a, < 1=2, then since Oweget2g 1
[ m)Ras 1)+m]3> 0.Fora, > 1=2weobtain a
lattice-dependent condition, that is, our nequality would
contain  xp in -

W e choose to restrict ourselves to lattice—independent
stability conditions as these are m ore practical: they
carry over into any lattice or spatialdim ension. For this
purmpose we take a, < 1=2. This gives the VN stabl
conditions

ap, < 1=2

a > 1+ maxD; 3 ;n)(Zag, l)+m]: 29)

W e have ket (2) vary In the latetin e asym ptotic range of

22 ;1], where G bbsT hom pson induced supersatura—
tion has be ignored, and have in posed on a; the m ost
restrictive value that resuls. For this reason algorithm s
near the stability boundaries should be avoided at early
tim es.

For_dj:cect steps, w ith az = 1, the second condition in
Eq. {29) becomes a; > 2. This gives the lightly shaded
region in Fig.d. The Eulkr update, with a; = a, =
as = 1 isclearly unstable sihoeap, > 1=2 and a; < 2. For
linear fterative steps, withm = 2,Eq. {_Z-Q) becom esa; >



max[l=2;as + 1]. The stability condition of the general
nonlinear step cannotbe further sim pli ed from Eq. 629:
but the specialcasem = 0 givesa; > max[l=2;3a; 1].

T here is another special case for which the stability
conditions can be inposed, namely when m = 0 and
a;= a;= a; a.In thiscase the N condition Eq. |28)
becom es

@ 2a)[ 1+ 32+ 41> 0: 30)

T he square brackets term is again the spinodal condition
and should be positive for allphysically stable m odes, so
for a < 1=2 both vN stability conditions reduce to the
soinodal condition. H owever, these steps, which include
them arginalC rank-N icholson case (@ = 1=2) and the sta—
ble fully im plicit step @ = 0) su er from havingm uliple
solutions to the nonlinear in plicit equation whenever t

exceeds som e threshold, m aking them unsuiable.

Regarding_ Eyres proposed steps, ntroduced at the
end of Sec. ITAI, we note that the direct step is vN sta—
ble, the iterative step is m argihal for vN stability, and
the nonlinear step, which was gradient stable by Eyre's
theorem , is also vN stable.

T he sam e linearization forthe generalAC step Eq. ll]])
results in the sam e linearized equation QS) but w ith the
substitution x £! t. Since X 0, the vN sta—
bility analysis for the AC equation is dentical and also
results in Eq. {29).

C . Num erical Stability Tests

The vN stability analysis yields a considerably larger
param eter range for stable steps, Eq. {_25_}), than those
which are provably stable by Eyre’s theorem, eg.
Eq. C_lg‘) Here we detem ine num erically which step
param etrizations are gradient stable, for purposes of
com parison with the theoretical results. W e focus pri-
m arily on direct steps, with az = 1, since these are an
In portant practicalclass of steps. W e consideronly sym —
m etric quenches ofthe CH equation in this section, w ith
hi= 0.

The prin ary result, shown in F ig.il, is obtained as ok
low s. W e evolved a uniform ly distributed 20 20 array of
direct CH stepsw ith the param etervaliesa; 2 (0;4) and
a; 2 ( 2;2) onabl? lattice to a naltine tyax. We
take Jattice spacing x = 1 here and throughout. At reg—
ular ntervals during the evolution we tested a single di-
rectstepwith 0< t< 10 1%, Thisstep wasonly used for
stability testing, and did not contrbute to the tin e evo—
lution. Steps larger than t= 10 '° were not em ployed,
to avold spurious roundo errore ects. Any system that
ever increased its free energy was labeled unstable, and
pltted in Fjg.:_]: wih a lkd circle. The system s were
evolved In tim e with multiple m ethods. First, we used
Euler updates ( t= 0:05) evolved to tp ax = 10%. Next,
we evolved system s w ith direct updates both wih xed

t= 100 and w ith an creasingtinestep t= 0:05t =3
(both to ty ax = 10°).

AsFig.il shows, allvN stable algorithm s were fund
num erically to be gradient stable, and the lightly shaded
region corresoonds extrem ely well to the gradient sta-
ble system s. Indeed, the VN stability boundary for a;
appears to be Pllowed quite sharply in the num erical
tests. W e do nd num erical gradient stability for a re—
gion where a; > 1=2: this ism ost lkely due, ironically,
to a lattice-induced stabilization. T hat is, since the lat-
tice laplacian ¢ hasan in p]an entation-dependent m ini-
mum valie, the inequality (28) m ay be satis ed forsom e
a; > 1=2. Therefore we expect the precise location of
this boundary to shift slightly depending on the lattice,
the spatialdin ension, and the choice of Iattice laplacian,
but not to crossa, = 1=2.

W ih the num erical tests describbed above we have
tested the linear iterative step proposed by Eyre Ef] and
found it to be unstable.

To help illistrate num erical testing of gradient stabil-
iy, we show a m xture of stable and unstabl steps in
F jgs.urg: and :_ﬂ The di erence betw een gradient stable and
unstable steps is strdking: while neither are particularly
accurate for extrem ely large t, the unstable steps show
a m arked increase In the free energy density, whik the
gradient stable steps adhere to the strict non-increasing
free energy condition. H owever, the closer view In Fng_&’
show sthat som e cost ispaid in accuracy: for an allvalues
of t, both the Euler step and the unstable sem i=m plicit
step track the physical behavior better than the stable
step. W hilke it m ay appear from FJ'g.'gJ that m oderately
large steps m ay be used w ith unstable algorithm s, this
isnot case: orexampl usinga t > 0:05 orthe Euler
update w ill lead to instability via accum ulated error from

repeated steps.

ITII. ACCURACY

W ith a gradient stable algorithm , it is possible to use
a progressively larger tin e step as the characteristic dy—
nam ics becom e slower. The lin iting factor for the in—
crease of the tin e step is then an accuracy requirem ent.

A speci ed accuracy cr:i:emn m ay be in posed on the
stable steps identi ed in Sec. -H w ithout any further the-
oretical developm ent using standard num erical adaptive
step-size techniques (as descrbed i [L0] and discussed
n Sec. :g]_:r;a;). Naively, one would expect a tine step
growingas t t?=3, for the reasonspresented in Sec. I.
However, this is not the case: em pirically we nd signif-
icantly slower growth. This m otivated us to study the
sources of error tem s in the gradient stable steps. O ur
maln resukt is the p classi cation schem e, which deter-
m Ines the allow ed grow th rate ofthe tin e step according
toEq. @).
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FIG . 2: P ot of the free energy density versus tim e (thick
solid line) approaching the asym ptotic =3 decay, as
evolved w th aEulerupdatew th t= 001 in a 1024 2 system .
At ve distinct departure tim es ty, separated by factors of 4,
we show the free energies that result from a singlke tim e step

t 2 (0;10000), plotted versus t = tgq + t. The dotted
lines correspond to using a comm on sem im plicit algorithm

(@1 = 1, a2 = 0, az = 1) for the single step, while the thin
solid lines corresoond to single steps with a vN stable direct
algorithm (@; = 3,a2= 0,and az = 1).
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FIG.3: Asper Fig.d, but with t; = 1000. The dashed
line corresponds to a single step of the Euler update, which
is gradient unstable. Both the Euler step and the unstable
sem i-im plicit step (dotted) are unstable under repeated steps
formuch an aller t than appear to be accurate for a single
step .

A . The pC lassi cation Schem e

W ebegin w ith an analysis ofthe errorm agnitude asso—
ciated w ith the various gradient stable algorithm s. The
exact i+ t, obtained by integration of Eg. @) from a
given ¢, can be expressed in temm s ofthe eldsattine
t by m eans of a Taylor expansion:

wot= ¢t t@¢ t+% tz@t2 t+3i! t3@t3 e+ i (31)

The Euler update, Eq. ('_9), is sin ply the truncation of
this expansion at O ( t) with resultihg error Eu

Eu :
t+ ot t+ t given by

X" tl’l

BU = - Do 32)

n=2

O ther step param etrizations w ill have di erent coe —
clents for the O ( t") com ponent of the error, but the
general feature of an expansion to allpowers of twill
be the sam e. Since our goal is to have a grow Ing tim e
step w ith controlled error, successively higher powers of
tw ill require coe cients decaying increasingly faster in

tin e. In order to detem ine the lin itation on how fast
the tim e step m ay grow , it is essentialto know the decay
rates of the coe cients of t " to allordersn. In this
section we dem onstrate how this can be done. W e m ake
use of the ﬁ)]Joy_jI}g results for asym ptotic decay rates,
derived in Sec.IIID!. In the Interfacialregion (de ned in
Sec.IIID)

@g th:3 @g r Z)k 3j th:3 (33)
whereas in the bul, that is, all of the system not near
an interface, we nd

t (1=3) 2(n+k)=3

(34)
Consider rst the Euler step: allthe O (t") coe —
cients are sin ply proportionalto the tin e derivative @7
evaluated at t. If num erical stability were not a prob—
Jem and we sin ply increased the tim e step according to
thenaive t t%3,wewould nd i the hnterfacial re—
gion that every order in the Taylor expansion providesan
0 (°) contrbution to the error, whereas in the buk re—
gion every orderprovidesan O (t > ) contrbution. T his
would present an accurate solution witha t t*=° time
step, exoept that of course the Euler step is not gradient
stable for lJarge tin e steps. _
Now consider the general step, Eq. {_l(_i) T he error
term in thisstep, & "o ¢ t+ t can be w ritten as

@El  @=3) @=3)n @g (r2)k 3j

~ _ Eu
@ @t Ce ¢ o
@ atr *Cu ¢ v
+ @ @)t AL 2T G

This peculiar form with implict " + on the right is
usefulforthe erroranalysis. By usingEg. C_l-(_j) freratively,
the in plicit term s can be replaced by temm s higher order
In tinvolving the eld . Forexample, we can derive

the O ( t?) part oftheerror,using "oy ¢ = €t —+
o(tHhand ™, ™ =@ m)t I™ =+0(t?).
W e nd the error in our generalstep to be
h
T= 3t @ Dri<+ @ Lria

i
m)r’ 24 t?+ 0 (t?);36)



where the rstterm comes from Eqg. (f_3-2;) Now com pare
the tin e decay ofthe various tem s. At the Interface, the
¢ part decays as t *=3 , but the other tem s alldecay as
t =3 | Therefre, Hr general values of the a; and m , to
keep the O ( t?) hterfacial error xed the tine step is
lin ted to grow as t  t'7>. W e see that the Euler case
was spec:albecause it made allbut the st term in the
O ( t?) errorvanish. Shce every term in Eq. C36 ) decays
faster in the buk than at the interface, we conclude the
error is interface Ilm ited, ie., the accuracy criterion at
the interface will determ ine how fast the tim e step can
grow . T his is a generic feature, aswe w ill show below .

T here are other ways besides using the Euler step to

m ake the O ( t?) interfacial error decay as t =3 . Ifthe
coe clents satisfy
ag=a=1 b =1 3=@ m): 37)

for som e b, then the various « tetm s in Eq. ('_3-_6) add to
give b . In this case,

b ¢ t?2+0(t? (38)

and so the O ( t?) coe cient decays ast *=3 at the -
terface, and faster n thebuk. From thisexam plewe can
construct the p classi cation schem e.

C onsider the truncation error term_oforder t?. This
can be obtained by ierating Eq. C_BE;) and can be ex-
pressed as a sum of tem s of the form @] ' (r2)% I, If
these term s appear in the right proportions, they com —
bined via Eq. (u]:) to becom e proportionalto @F , which
decays faster by a factor of 1=~ at the interface. This
is exactly what occurs in the n = 2 case above when
Eqg. C_B-:/Z) is satis ed.

Now consider som e value p 2 for which all t"
error tem s with n < p are proportional to t"@7 «,
but at order m p this breaks down into a sum of
term s of the type t™@" ' ?)* J. I this case the
order p term provides the lading asym ptotic error. Fo—
cusing on interfacial region, the order p temm goes as

tPt 2® D73 according to the second tem in Eq. 33).
Choosing the tin e step to hold this term at constant er-
ror would require t t with = 2¢@ 1)=0C3p), as
displayed in Eq. ). Now we show that allhigher-and
lowerorder temm s in  t will decay faster than the t P
tem for this choice of . Forn < p, we have from the

rstterm ;n Eq. 83) tt 2073 gl 273) — 23
o then < p term s give ever-decreasing contributions
to the error. Form > p the error tem s are of the
om t"t2m® D=3 t2® P)=GP) yhich decay aswell.
Hence the asym ptotic interfacial error is given by the
O ( tP) temm as advertised, and is order t°. Note that
for this interface Im ted t t allbuk tem s to all
orders have decaying error tem s, thus establishing inter-
face 1im ited error as a generic feature.

B . Quantifying E rror for D irect Steps

D irect steps, wih a3 = 1 by de nition and a; > 2,
a; < 1=2 for stabilty, fail to satisfy Eq. I_B-j) and so all
direct steps give p= 2 algorithmswith t t'=3. This
m eans that the asym ptotic error m agniude should be
given exactly by

rf—+ @ r'=S @9
wih t= At!3. Thisgivesa xed am ount of error at
the Interface, and all higher orders of t give decaying
contributions. T herefore, the errorm agnitude is propor—
tionalto A2, and we can use num ericalm easurem ents of
Eqg. C_§9‘) to develop the constant of proportionality.

W e determ ine error num erically in the usualway f_l-C_i]:
comparethe eld @ obtained from a single step of size
ttothe ed © obtained from two stepsofsize t=2.
Tt is straightforw ard to show that if the true error of the

step isE t?+ 0 (t3),then @ = g=2) t?
O (t?). Since we expect exactly t? error, we sinply
take 2( @ @)) to be the true error.

In the bulk, the error decays as t 2> . The nter
facial error is not decaying, but the am ount of inter—
ﬂ‘;loe decays as t 1=3 , which m eans the error m agnitude

(39) averaged over the entire system will also de—
cay as t 173, all from the Interfacial contribution. To
determm ine the error per lattice site in the interfacial re—
gion, it is necessary to divide the averaged error by the
fraction of the system in the interfacial region. W e do
that as ollows. The asym ptotic free energy density is
given by the product of the surface tension and inter—
face density: () = Awne®=L3,, t', where the
Interfacial \area" A+ isad 1 din ensional hypersur—
face, and Lgys is the system size. For interface width
W, A Ow L‘siys = w = represents the fraction of the
system in the interfacial region. M ultiplying the aver—
aged errorby =W ) then gives the typical error In the
mterﬁc:al reglonp T he surface tension cBrEespondjng to
Eq. () s =2 2=3. Wetakew = 2 2 asa typical
m easure for the interface w idth.

W e have investigated this error for a variety of direct
algorithm sin F jg.:_4, w here w e have plotted the nterfacial
error as determ ned above divided by A?. W e plot this
error am plitude against a; and a; for the sam e shaded
regions \vN " and \E "]as identi ed i Fig.1. Thetypical
interfacialerror for a given direct step of size t= At
m ay be obtained by m utiplying the appropriate contour
value by AZ.

To illustrate the advantages of stable algorithm s, as
well as of a detailed error analysis where it is possible,
we show in Fjg.:§ how the error evolves in tin e for di-
rect steps with t = At!™3 versus the Euler step with

xed t. The eld is evolved by the Euler m ethod,
and during the evolution error checking is done w ith sin—
gle steps that do not contrbute to the evolution. The
decay of the Euler error show s that the Euler m ethod is
asym ptotically wastefilly accurate.
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FIG .4: Contour of scaled error for a single direct update in a
10242 system . The system s are evolved well into the scaling
regine (¢t 3000) wih a xed-step Euler update. T he errors
are found by com paring a single direct tine step t= At=?
w ith two stepsofsize t=2, and arethen scaled by 2 =@ 2w )
to estin ate the average errorm agnitude per lattice site in the
interfacial region, as described in the text.
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FIG .5: P ot of scaled error per lattice site near the interface
for a single Euler step (solid), and for a single direct step
with a; = 3and a; = 0 (dotted with t= At'™® where from
bottom to top A = 10 *, 10 °, and 10 ?). The scaling of
the errors is the sam e as In :ﬁ!, except that the errors are not
divided by A%.Forthe two an allest A the scaling w ith A% is
clearly seen, and so is the tim e independence of the error for
the driven direct step at later tin es. T he system size is 2048°
and is evolved with a Euler step wih t= 0:05.

O ur single-step analysis and testing does not conclu—
sively dem onstrate that an algorithm w illbe reasonably
behaved under successive steps, ie., there is a possbility
of accum ulation of error. In Fjg.:g' we show the free en—
ergy density for system sevolved by a direct step and com —
pare the evolution to that obtained by the Eulerm ethod.
Tt appears that the errors do not accum ulate and the free
energy decays properly ast =3 .
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FIG.6: Pbtof versustforaEulrupdate wih t= 0205,
thick solid line) and w ith the evolution via a direct algorithm
@1 = 3and a; = 0) driven with t= At'> with A = 0i
(dotted line) and 001 (thin solid line) in a 20482 system . Up
untilt= 10 all system s were evolved w ith the Euler update.
In the Inset is plotted the percentage di erence between the
Euler and direct updates: som e error is introduced in the
direct steps after t = 10 but at later tim es no increasing
deviation from the Euler evolution is seen.

C. Toward p> 2

To go beyond the p = 2 stepswith t  t'73, i is
necessary to nd a stable step that satis es Eq. (:_3-2:)
Com paring w ith the stability conditions, Egs. C_ZQ‘), we

nd only m argihally stable algorithm swith a; = a; =
1=2and az; = 3=2 m)=@ m) for 0 m
m = 0 thisbecom es the C rank-N icholson m ethod, which
as noted before, hasa xed tim e step due to solvability
considerations. H owever, a m argihal linear iterative step
ispossblewihm = 2 and a3z = 1=2. Unfortunately,
w hether ornot them arginality is a problem , the terative
m ethod (given by Eyre in Ef]) fails to converge absolutely
for these param eters. Evidently, then, i is not possble
to construct a usefulp = 3 step from the general step
Eq. {L0).

One possble way to develop a p= 3 step isto use a
m ethod that isboth stable and second-order accurate In
tine. For example, a two-stegp m ethod that uses both

t t and ¢t to detem ne the updated eld « + can
be m ade to have no O ( t?) error. A prelin nary study
of vN stability for these two-step m ethods indicates that
these are a possibility.

Tt isworth considering the prospect ofobtainingap !

1 step: according to the p classi cation analysis this
woul allow the natural t  t%=° tine step. However,
the error tem sneed to be strictly proportionalto @F at
each order t". To achieve thisw ith a one-step m ethod
one needs

“wor (U A u o= ctar’ o @0)
Eqg. {_?:Q') show s that this step will be linearly unstable
when a > 1=2 (for large enough t), while fora < 1=2

3. For



one runs into solvability problem s. At thispoint it seem s
unlkel that ap ! 1 algorithm for the CH equation
w illbe possible.

D . A sym ptotic Scaling of F ield D erivatives

In this section we derive the relations C_B-Cj') and l_3-fll)
that provided the basis for p classi cation. Enough is
known about CH dynam ics that we can explicitly ana—
Iyze the leading asym ptotic decay of m ixed space and
tin e derivatives to arbitrary order. W e ollow the review
by Bray E:], and we restrict ourselves to the pow er-law
scaling of these term s at su ciently late tin es, where all
observable length scales that descrbe the dom ain wall
m orphology, such as the Interface curvature radii, are
proportional to the dom ain size L £=3. The dom ahn
wall thickness w does not grow wih tine, so w L
asym ptotically. H ow ever, w hen analyzing the eldsin the
Interfacial region, de ned as the locus of points w ithin
a distance w of a dom ain wall center (ie. the surface

= 0), both lngth scales L. and w can appear. The
rem ainder of the system is referred to as the buk.

T he scale ofthe chem icalpotential isproportionalto
Interface curvature due to the G bbsThom pson e ect,
and since 1=L

1= 1=°: 41)
In the bulk, the chem ical potential varies sm oothly and
continuously, so a Laplacian sim ply brings in m ore pow —
ersofL:
1=t; 42)

which in plies @, 1=t via the equation ofm otion i(5).

Now we use the relation eq in the buk :_U,] to
relate derivatives of and . Forexample, r 2 r? ,
0 Q¢ r? . Takig m ore tin e derivatives gives

chi réer ? R R 43)
Tterating this from the initial value for @
t 473 =3 the rsttem nEq. 34).
W hen the tim e derivatives act on a power ofthe eld
J, the resulting expression contains the j elds and n
tin e derivatives In various com binations. In this case
the asym ptotic decay com es from the single tem pro—
portional to I '@ , which means the decay for 3
derivatives is the same as the j = 1 case, since the
eld isorderunity in the bulk. To illustrate, consider
@ 3=6 @ )+ 3 %@ . The second tem decays as
t 573 as advertised, while the rst term goes as (t ' )?
and is asym ptotically negligble.
A dding spatial derivatives in the buk sinply brings
more factors of . 1, =0

gives @¢

L 2k @S 1 3 t2k:3 t (1=3) (2=3)n

(r2)k@§ 15
(44)
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w hich gives the second term in Eq. C_B-L_L')

Near Interfaces, changes by an am ount eq In the
amount oftine, = w=v €3, i takes an Interface to
pass by. T herefore we get @, t?=3 i the interfacial
region, in contrast to @ t! . i the buk. To de-
term ine the scaling @2 , consider sitting at a point jast
outside the interfacial region, in front of the m oving In—
terface. At a tine O ( ) later this point will be in the
Interfacial region, so @ will have changed from a buk
to an interfacialvalue. T his gives

K €= th= 45)
Repeating this argum ent for higher derivatives gJyes
er t?"=3 in the interface, the rstterm I Eg. ¢33)

For tin e derivatives of 3 at the Interface, we again
get multiple tem s with the various com binations of n
tin e derivatives and j elds. In this case, how ever, every
term contrdbutes to the asym ptotic decay. E ssentially
every tin e derivative, w herever i acts, brings a factor of
t =3, and these are the only factors causing the decay.
Hence @ I @ .Finally, adding spatialderivatives in
the interfacial region brings factors of w ! rather than
L !, and so does not change the asym ptotic decay. T his
proves the second relation in Eq. C_3-§)

Iv. COMPUTATIONALADVANTAGE

H aving established the possbility of controlled accu—
racy CH simulation wih a growing step size t t,
we now explore the relative com putational advantage of-
fered by such an algorithm . A s describbed In Sec. I, the
goal In such sinulations is to evolve as far as close as
possbl to the scaling regin e, m eaning the largest pos—
sble L (t). This m eans evolring until nite size e ects
enter, since stopping earlierm eans a sm aller system size
could be chosen. Finite size e ects are expected to ap—
pearwhen L ) ILot'™ is som e fraction of the system
size, so we de ne the simulation ending time t, .x by
L (tnax) = fLsysr or
(f xN=L )° 46)

Gnax = (fLsysz]--'O)3 =

where N is the linear size of the lattice and £ isa snall
constant factor. T here is som e arbitrariness in thede ni-
tion ofthe length scale L (t). W e take the Inverse interface
density as ourm easure, that is

L= = = =3 @7)

using the Interfacial area A+ from Sec. -_I-[;-_B;, and its
relation to the free energy density and surface tension
derived therein. From ourdata in d = 2 we nd ¢ '/
0675, sowetakeLy= =’ 140.

Evolving to t, ax wih the Euler step (or any xed-
size step) requiresn = t, .x= t o Steps, where t isthe
step size. For our square lattice with x = 1 we nd



to = 0205 is close to ﬂlemaxinun} stable value. M ore
generally, one expects t x* @1. Evolving to ty ax
wih a growing step size t At dt=dn requires

.
1
n § At dat aa )t}nax 48)
wherea xed-size step isused untilsom e tim e ty ta oaxr
and we assum e ty-dependent temm s are negligble.

F inally, we determ Ine em pirically the ratio ofcom puter
tineperstep = sable= Eulkr. FOrdirect steps, theFFT
nvolved in plies logN . For lattices of size 1024 to
4096° we nd ' 23 0i.

Putting allthis together, we nd the ratio of com puter
tin e cost

3

) £ x 3

Eulr AQ )., AQ .

Stable to B to Lo

49)
For direct steps, = 1=3, so the relative speedup over
E uler integration grow sw ith the system size asN =IogN .
From tg x? we also see the speedup factor scaling
as 1= x 3, m aking stable steps an optin alchoice when a
an aller lattice spacing is desired. A p= 3 algorithm has

= 4=9 and o ersa speedup factor of N *=*=1ogN .

W e conclide by pligging in reasonably conservative
param eter valies. From Fjg.:fi we see that the typical
Interfacialerror forthea; = 3,a, = 0 direct step isabout
07A%. This is to be compared to o4 = 2, the range
in which varies. The choice A = 0:l is shown in Fig.i
to give an error in the free energy density around 3% of
the Euler value. W hile this seem s perhaps high, we note
that this is com parablk and probably an aller than the
error already introduced in the E uler discretization ofthe
continuum CH equation due to the large lattice constant.
Tt is an interesting question for future study what choice
of x and A will give optin al accuracy and e ciency.
W e conclude that A = 0:1 is a reasonable choice. W e
alsotake = 1=3,f= 1=10, = 25, x= 1,andL ¢ as
given above. T hese com bine to give a factor 0:038N . For
a 1024? lattice the direct step is a factor 40 faster than
the Eulerm ethod, whik fora 81922 lattice it is a factor
300 faster!

V. CONCLUSIONSAND FUTURE
DIRECTIONS

W ehave seen that the generalC ahn H illiard (CH) step,
Eqg. C_l(_i), provides a range of linearly stable algorithm s
that prove to be gradient stable for enomm ous single tim e
stepsup to t= 101°. W ith these steps unphysical in—
stabilities arising from the discrete In plem entations are
no longerthe lim iting factor. Instead accuracy considera—
tions dom Inate. For conserved C ahn H illiard coarsening,
w e have analyzed and tested the accuracy scaling for sin—
gl dynam ical tin e steps that increase w ithout bound
with tineas t t .We nd that the errors are dom i
nated at the order tP where they are no longer propor—

11

tionalto @F . These dom inant errors restrict the grow th
ofthetine step to grow as t  t2® V=GP which ap-
proachesthe naturaldynam icaltin e step 3 only as
p! 1 .TheEulkrmethod, by contrast, is restricted to
a constant t. This is also the case for existing in plicit

Fourier spectral algorithm s. T he direct steps obtained
from Eq. ('_l-g) wih a; = 1 are linear and diagonalized
In Fourder space, and so can be sinply integrated via
FFT'’s. A range of param eters, described by the shaded
boxes n Fi. :}', are stable. These direct steps exhibit
p= 2and so allow t t'73, which resuls in speedup
factors proportionalto the linear size of the system .

Future work in further developing these m ethods in—

clides determm ining possble p = 3 algorithm s, for which

t  t*° is possble and the relative speedup over the
Eulr method is order N “*=1ogN . Our prelin inary
work has shown that O ( t?) accurate tw o-step m eth-
ods can be m ade unconditionally vN stabl. It rem ains
to test these stability predictions num erically to see if
usefulp = 3 algorithm s are possible.

It is straightforward to construct a Fourder spectral
m ethod integration algorithm for the stable steps ana-
Iyzed here. In fact, the num erical cost of the spectral
m ethod would be quite sn all, since the direct steps al-
ready em ploy FF T ’s for solving the update equation. T he
prin ary bene t of the spectralm ethod for unstable al-
gorithm s is that it signi cantly enhances the m axim um

t o allowed by stability. Tt is not clear how much ben-
e t gpoectral m ethods would bring to an already stable
algorithm , but this should be explored.

W ith the Euler step, the sinulation e ciency was
strongly dependent on x, lading to choosing values
that were as large as feasble. C onsequently the interface
pro ke is typically poorly resoled, m odifying and intro-
ducing signi cant anisotropy Into the surface tension. In
contrast, the e clency of these stable m ethods is m uch
Jess dependent on the choice of lattice size, m aking them
a usefiiltoolin applicationsw here a m ore accurate nter-
face pro le is desired.

O ur analysis has been for errors after a single tin e—
step . Ifthe single-step errorsare am allenough, the linear
stability ofbulk solutions should controlthe errors from
accum ulating. Forthe CH equation at least, our observed

=3 decay ofthe freeenergy, even when t At=3,
Indicatesthat there isno signi cant curvature-dependent
m odi cation of nterfacial speeds. Nevertheless, it will
be In portant to study the relationship between single-
step errors and errors of the asym ptotic scaling functions
describing correlations to con m this.

W e feel that our basic approach should be applicable
In a wide variety of system s that have both nonlinear-
ities and num erical instabilities. There are just three
basic ngredients: i) allow for a general sem i-im plicit
param etrization, follow ing Eq. (_1-(_5); ii) check for uncon-
ditionalvon Neum ann (linear) stability of an individual
update step, ©llow ing Sec. :!-Z[_-A_:, and iil) num erically test
the vN stable algorithm s for speed, accuracy, and non—
linear stability in order to pick the best param eters for



further study. A s Iong as the stability criteria are lattice
Independent, the resulting algorithm s should be applica—
bl on any regular lJattice In any spatial din ension, and
even on irregular discretizations such asused in adaptive
m esh techniques.
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APPENDIX A:EYRE'STHEOREM

W e repeat Eyre’s stability theorem f_?g] here to esh
out the derivation for the conserved dynam ics case, and
to clarify som e details of the proof. In particular, there
are a fow m iskading equations in {d] that lack factors
of the nom of the vector. M ore substantively, we nd
that Eyre’s theoram as orighally presented was slightly
m ore restrictive than necessary. Note that questions of
accuracy are not addressed in this proof, only questions
of num erical stability.

A central quantity in Eyre’s theorem is the Hessian
m atrix

Q%F
e @ 5

M= A1)

where F is the free energy and ; representsthe eld at
the lattice site 1 (wWe consider only scalar one-com ponent

elds here). For free energies of interest in coarsening,
this m atrix has both positive and negative eigenvalues.
Eyre nds a stable rst-order step by splitting the free
energy into contractive and expansive parts, F = F© +
FE,such thatF°© J's convex and F ¥ is concave; that is,
the eigenvalies ofM © 13 the H essian m atrix corresponding

to F ¢, are strictly non-negative, and the eigenvalues of
M ¢ corresponding to F*® are strictly non-positive, for
any possbl eld con guration.

Let nin < 0 represent the lowerbound for the eigen—
values of M over all elds (such a bound m ust exist
B]), and E 0 represent the upper bound on the

m ax
eigenvalies of M F . Them ain resuk is that if

E
m ax

2 min @2)
then the eld equations ofm otion

c FE
t+ tt t = ¢ t

@3)
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for nonconserved dynam ics or

FC FE
trz = t+ tr 2

t+ t t

@a4)

t+ t

for conserved dynam ics lead to a strict non-increase of
the free energy In tim e:

Flw o F (o) @A 5)

where we have suppressed the lattice index for clarity.
This holds unconditionally for all eld con gurations
and all step sizes t> 0. Convexiy of F ¢ ensuresthat
the In plicit equation for . + hasa unigue solution.

T he energy dissipation property, along w ith other rea—
sonable requirem ents like positivity of F, is called gra—
dient stability by Eyre E_ﬂ]. W hile gradient stability can
be cbtained form any algorithm s, such as the Euler step,
by using a snall enough t, the algorithm de ned by
Egs. A4){ A 4) guarantees it for aﬂom:ar_ﬂy brge t!
Even so, nding the splittings into F ¢ and F® that lead
to Eq. [A2) can be a di cuk task, and the splittings, if
they exist, m ay not be unique.

C ondition Eq CA 2,‘) corrects the corresponding condi-
tionin B), E.,  «m.Thecurrentom is less restric-
tive sihce in < O.

An extrem ely usefulocorollary to E yre’stheorem isthat
if the eigenvalue condition Eq. @:2_) is satis ed ra re—
stricted set of elds ,then Eq. @ 5) stillapplies orall

t provided  always stays within this restricted set.
Forexampl, couldbe eldcon gurationswith %< 3
foralli, for som e constant . T his can be usefulwhen
isphysically restricted by the dynam ics, and is em ployed
in the direct algorithm s discussed in Sec. :]IAI

The proofofE(q. @5 ) relies on two Inequalities

X QF
Flw o F (o i %mj.nj 3
i @ i t+ ot
@ 6)
and
X QF QF® _
ia - maxd 3@
i L t+ ot L t
. P 2
where s+ ¢ ipandj J= . . These

are sin ply properties ofm ultivariable functions, and are
derived in appendix B} for com pleteness.
Consider st nonconserved dynam ics. By adding
tRF E=@ il ., . toboth sides of the equation ofm o~
tion Eq. {Z—\ Z’i) one obtams

eF R S QF ® as)
@ l t+ t t : @ l t+ t @ l t
Substituting this into Eq. @ §) gives
F CE () X QFE QFE
=+ ot t . i @ s o @ s .
1
5 min t < 3: ®9)



Next use Eq. {_A_:/:) to com plete the proof:

1 .
F () m ax %mj.n < 3 3;

0 @ 10)

F(w v

w here the Jast inequality fllow sby assum ption Eq. @A 3).
Analyzing conserved dynam ics is com plicated by the
Laplacian in the equations of m otion. Consider a gen—
eral din ensional lattice of n sites w ith lattice Laplacian
c?);; Ajjasymmetricn nmatrix wih eigenvalues
1=0and , < 0frallm > 1. Letu.l(rn ) represent the
ith com ponent ofthe m th eigenvector ofA , then we can
w rite the K ronecker delta function as

Xt

K = u:fm )u]im ) = Bi5A g + ui(l)u}il) @aill)
m=1 j=1
w here the pseudo-inverse £ is de ned by
X1l m
@ij = — U uj @A12)
me1 ™

N ote that the ej%envalue 1 = 0 correspondsto the eigen—
vectoru:fl) = 1= n fralli, ie, a unibm ed.Now we
nsert Eq. @11) into thesum in Eq. @ §) and sum on k
to get
X QF

iR g
i3k kow
5 nmd ] @13)
where we haveused ; ;= 0,which follows from the
conservation law . P roceeding by analogy w ith the non-
conserved case, we subtract tA j RF*=@ ] . . from
both sides of the equation ofm otion Eqg. @_4) to get

X o OF
Jk o =
k @ k t+ ot
X FE FE
—+ Ay ¢ ¢ @ 14)
t k @ k t+ ot @ k t
Substiuting this nto Eq. (Z—\-_l-_) gives
X QF® QF "
F(w v F () i Q. @ .
1 t+ t t
1 X
5 minJ 3+ = Pt A 15)

which is identicalto Eq. (5_-9) except for the 1= ttemm .

From the de nition of £ and an expansion of in the
eigenvaliesu ™) it Hlow s that
X
i &y 0 @16)

i3
so this temm can be dropped from the right hand side

of EQ. (:_A_l_) and the proof ©llow s as before to yield
Eq. 5.
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APPENDIX B:INEQUALITIES USED IN EYRE'S
THEOREM

For com plteness, we re-derive EQgs. Q—i_é) and @:’Z)
here. Consider a general function f (x) of n variables

X = (X1;:::;X,). From the Fundam ental T heorem of
Calculus
Y-
ftx+y) ft&)= Yi ds; B1)
i 0 @x; x+ 51y

that is, we Introduce the param eter s; to integrate along
the \diagonal” path from x to x + y. Sin ilarly, we can
w rite

Z

Qf Qf X st Q%f
= Y3 ds; : B2)
@Xi X+ 81y @Xi x 3 0 @Xi@xj X+ Sy
C om bining these gives the identity
X Qf
fk+y) f®= Vi
g &y
Z 4 Z s X a’f
+ dsy ds; ViViT B3)
0 0 i3 €xiCx5 4y s,y

N ow considerthe casew here the eigenvaluesofthem atrix

M;; = @%f=@x;@x; are bounded from below by some
constant i forallx. In this case
X Q%f
min ¥ T ®4)

Yi¥Yj

XiUXxy
75 @ l@ J x+ sy

w hich follow s straightforw ardly from an expaéqs:ion ofy in

the basis of elgenvectors ofM ,with ¥F = ;y?. Thus
we have
X Qf ) )
fx+y) f®&) e +3any¥f  B5
i @Xi x

where the 1=2 follow s from the s Integrals. Taking the
function ftobetheﬁ:eeenergy_b: wih x = ¢ ¢ and
V= ¢ ¢+ tresulktsin Eq. A €).
The second inequaltty results from setting s; = 1 in
Eq. 82), then muliplying by y; and summ ing
Z
1d @2f
YiVY3 S :
. ’ 0 @Xi@xj x+ sy
. B 6)
W e then use a relation sin flarto Eq. 84), only w ith the
eigenvalues of @“£=@x;@x; assum ed to be bounded above
by maxrtOget

X Qf Qf X

Yi =
@Xi xty @Xi x

i i3

X Qf Qf
Yi

@x; x+y @x; X

i

Now we can take f = FE and x and y as before to get

Eg. {A:’z)
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