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W epresentCahn-Hilliard and Allen-Cahn num ericalintegration algorithm sthatareuncondition-

ally stable and so provide signi�cantly fasteraccuracy-controlled sim ulation.O urstability analysis

is based on Eyre’s theorem and unconditionalvon Neum ann stability analysis,both ofwhich we

present. Num ericaltests con�rm the accuracy ofthe 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 with an unbounded tim e step �tthatgrowswith tim e tas�t� t
�
.W e develop a clas-

si�cation schem e forthe step exponent� and dem onstrate thata classofsim ple linearalgorithm s

gives� = 1=3.Forthisclassthe speed up relative to a �xed tim e step growswith the linearsize of

thesystem asN =logN ,and we estim ate conservatively thatan 8192
2
lattice can beintegrated 300

tim esfasterthan with the Eulerm ethod.

PACS num bers:64.75.+ g,05.10.-a,02.60.Cb

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

A starting pointin theanalysisofcoarsening system s,
such asthephaseseparationdynam icsfollowingaquench
from a disordered to an ordered phase,isthecharacteri-
zation oftheasym ptoticlate-tim e behavior.M ostcoars-
ening system sexhibitasym ptoticdynam icalscalingwith
the characteristic length scale L(t) given by the size of
individualordered dom ains. The growth-law L � tn is
determ ined by only a few generalfeatures,such ascon-
servation lawsand thenatureoftheorderparam eter(see
[1]fora review).Forconserved Cahn-Hilliard equations
describingphase-separation,L � t1=3 atlatetim es.M ore
detailed inform ation aboutthescalingstateisdi�cultto
obtain analytically. Indeed the very existence ofscaling
has only been dem onstrated em pirically in sim ulations
and experim ents. Consequently, com puter sim ulations
of coarsening m odels, especially phase-�eld type m od-
elsliketheCahn-Hilliard equation,play an essentialrole
in our understanding and characterization oflate-stage
coarsening.
These sim ulations face severalrestrictions. To accu-

rately resolvethe asym ptoticstructureitisnecessary to
evolveuntillate tim esso thatL(t)� w,where w isthe
dom ain wallwidth. However,to avoid �nite-size e�ects
we m usthaltthe sim ulation when L(t)issom e fraction
ofthe system size Lsys. Additionally,to resolve the do-
m ain walladequately the lattice spacing �x m ustbe be
su�ciently sm allcom pared to the dom ain wallwidth w.
Very largelatticesoflinearsizeLsys=�x arenecessary to
satisfy alloftheserequirem ents:�x < w � L(t)< L sys.

�Electronic address:bvollm ay@ bucknell.edu
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Accuratestudiesofthescaling staterequireusto evolve
largesystem sto latetim es.

Unfortunately,current com putationalalgorithm s are
very ine�cient in their tim e integration. The standard
Euler integration ofthe Cahn-Hilliard (CH) and Allen-
Cahn (AC) coarsening m odels,for conserved and non-
conserved dynam ics,respectively,isknown to be unsta-
ble for tim e steps �t above a threshold �xed by the
lattice spacing �x | this is the \checkerboard" insta-
bility [2]. This im poses a �xed tim e step irrespective
ofthe naturaltim e scale set by the physicaldynam ics.
Thedom ain wallsm oveincreasingly slowly,forexam ple,
theCH equation yieldsasym ptoticdom ain wallvelocities
v � @L=@t� t�2=3 . Consequently,a �xed tim e step re-
sultsin ever-decreasing am ountsofdom ain wallm otion
perstep and eventually becom eswastefully accurate.

Ideally,one would like a stable integration algorithm ,
which would allow accuracy requirem ents rather than
stability lim itations to determ ine the integration step
size.Recently,Eyreproved theexistenceofuncondition-
ally gradientstable algorithm s(essentially a strictnon-
increase in free energy for every possible tim e step)[3],
and provided explicit exam ples ofstable steps for both
CH and AC dynam ics [3,4]. The present work is con-
cerned with developing these m ethodsin two directions:
clarifyingand expandingtheclassofunconditionally sta-
ble algorithm s,and deriving the accuracy lim itationson
thesealgorithm s.

O ur m ain results for stability are the following.
W e have determ ined the param eter range for which
Eyre’s theorem proves unconditionalgradient stability
(Sec.IIA),and wepresentEyre’stheorem in appendixA.
W ehavealsodeterm ined theparam eterrangethatisun-
conditionally von Neum ann (vN)stable,thatis,linearly
stableforany sizetim estep (Sec.IIB).Thelatterrange
is a superset ofthe form er,and neither appear to have

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0308174v1
mailto:bvollmay@bucknell.edu
mailto:andrew.rutenberg@dal.ca
http://www.physics.dal.ca/~adr
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been previously determ ined.W ehavealsoperform ed nu-
m ericaltests ofstability in dim ension d = 2 (Sec.IIC)
and found thatthe vN stability condition appearsto be
su�cient for identifying unconditionally gradientstable
steps.Speci�cally,forthe param eterlessform ofthe CH
equation (see [1])

_� = � r
2(r 2

� + � � �
3); (1)

thereexistsa classofsem i-im plicitsteps

~�t+ � t + �tr 2[(1� a1)~�t+ � t+ (1� a2)r
2~�t+ � t]

= �t + �tr 2[� a1�t� a2r
2
�t+ �

3
t]: (2)

thatm ay besolved fortheupdated �eld ~�t+ � t e�ciently
by m eans offastFouriertransform (FFT).The various
stability conditionsforthese stepsaredepicted in term s
ofa1 and a2 in Fig.1. The stability conditions do not
depend on the lattice type ordim ension,on the volum e
fraction,or on the form ofthe lattice Laplacian. This
im plies,forexam ple,thatthesealgorithm scould becom -
bined with adaptive m esh techniques (see,for exam ple,
[5])forindependentcontrolofspatialand tem poraldis-
cretization. Fig.1 suggests that the unconditionalvN
stability conditions,which arewidely applicableand rel-
atively easy to analyze,m ay provide a reasonably accu-
rate proxy forunconditionalgradientstability.W e have
alsodeterm ined theanalogousstabilityconditionsforthe
AC equation.

0 1 2 3 4
-2

-1

0

1

2

a2

a1

FIG .1:Fortim estepsparam etrized asin (2)thedark shaded

region indicatesparam eters forwhich Eyre’stheorem proves

unconditionalgradientstability,whilethelightshaded region

corresponds to unconditionalvon Neum ann (linearly) stable

steps. The open circles denote steps that are num erically

gradientstableunderallofourtests,asdescribed in Sec.IIC,

while the black circles indicate param eters that were found

num erically notto be gradientstable.

W hen stability isnotthelim iting factor,practicallim -
itsarestillim posed byaccuracy.Tom aintain thedom ain
wallpro�le to a given accuracy,a tim e step should be
chosen so thatthewallonly m ovesa fraction ofitswidth
w in a single step. For a scaling system with L � tn,
where n � 1 generally,the passage tim e � scales like

w=v � w=_L � t1�n atlatetim es.Then thenaturaltim e
step should scaleas

�tnat � � � t
1�n

: (3)

For CH dynam ics,n = 1=3 and �tnat � t2=3 while for
AC dynam ics n = 1=2 and �tnat � t1=2. However,we
show thatthesestablealgorithm sarestillnotcapableof
accurately sim ulating coarsening using the naturaltim e
scale | despite their stability. For exam ple,accuracy
lim its the stable CH steps given above to \only" �t�
t1=3.
To understand the lim itationsim posed on even stable

algorithm sby accuracy,we study in Sec.IIIthe trunca-
tion errorforthe CH equation forgeneralnum ericalal-
gorithm s,and determ ine the how these term sscale with
tim eto allordersin �t(Sec.IIID).W edevelop a classi-
�cation schem e forsuch algorithm sbased on the lowest
order p of�tp at which truncation error fails to follow
itsoptim alscaling and show thatthisterm lim itstheac-
curacy ofthe algorithm at late tim es (Sec.IIIA). O ur
analysisleadsto the conclusion thataccuracy requiresa
tim e step

�t� t
2(p�1)=3p (4)

fortheCH m odel.Thealgorithm sin Eq.(2)havep = 2,
m eaning the error becom es sub-optim alat O (�t2),the
leading error term . This result is consistent with our
num ericalobservations.O ursim pleanalysisforthe nat-
uraltim e step,Eq.(3),correspondsto the p = 1 class.
W e areunable to identify any such \perfect" algorithm s
forthe CH case;they arequite likely im possible forany
nonlinearproblem .
Next,we turn to the question ofpracticaladvantage.

Various com putationalalgorithm s have been developed
tom itigatetheim pactofinstabilitiesbyincreasing�tby
a �xed factorcom pared to thesim plestEulerdiscretiza-
tion. Forexam ple,the cell-dynam ical-schem e (CDS)[6]
exploitsuniversality to choose a free energy thatiscon-
venient in term s ofnum ericalstability. M ore recently,
Fourier spectralm ethods [7,8]have been shown to in-
crease the m axim um �tby an im pressive two ordersof
m agnitude. However,these m ethods stillrequire �xed
tim estepsand so cannotadjustto thenaturally slowing
CH dynam ics.
In Sec.IV we determ ine the relative advantage ofin-

tegration by algorithm ssuch asEq.(2)com pared to the
conventionalEuler m ethod. For a reasonably conser-
vative choice ofaccuracy requirem ents,we �nd for an
8192� 8192 lattice (currently feasible for a linux work-
station)with �x = 1thatthenew m ethodscan integrate
up to�nitesizee�ectsroughlyafactorof300tim esfaster
than possible with the Eulerm ethod. The advantage of
unconditionally stablestepsincreaseswith largersystem
sizes: for lattices oflinear size N we show the relative
advantage in speed isorderN =logN ,regardlessofspa-
tialdim ension ofthe system . This m eans that as com -
putationalpower continues to increase,unconditionally
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gradientstable algorithm s willbecom e even m ore valu-
able.
W e present a sum m ary and outlook for future devel-

opm entsand applicationsin Sec.V.

II. STA B ILIT Y

Theparam eterlessform oftheCH equation fora con-
served scalar�eld [1]is

_� = r
2
� (5)

where� isthe localchem icalpotentialgiven by

�(x)�
�F

��(x)
; (6)

and F [�]isthe freeenergy functional,taken hereto be

F [�]�

Z

d
d
x
�
1

2
(r �)2 + 1

4
(�2 � 1)2

�

: (7)

Thesecond term in F representsa double-wellpotential
with equilibrium values � = � 1,and Eqs.(5),(6),and
(7)com bine to give Eq.(1). The param eterlessform of
the AC equation [1]is

_� = � � = r
2
� + � � �

3
: (8)

Fordissipativedynam icssuch astheCH and AC equa-
tions,a discretetim estepping algorithm isde�ned to be
gradientstable only ifthe free energy is non-increasing,
F [~�t+ � t]� F [�t],for any �eld con�guration �t. The
other requirem ents for gradient stability,e.g.that sta-
ble �xed points m ust correspond to m inim a of F , or
that F should increase without bound for large �,are
already m anifestin the discretized form softhese equa-
tions.G radientstability m ay reasonably be regarded as
the ultim ate stability criterion forthe CH equation.
U nconditional gradient stability m eans that the

conditions for gradient stability hold for any size tim e
step �t 2 [0;1 ). Since unconditionally stable steps
are our prim ary concern, we willhenceforth use \sta-
ble" or\unstable" to referto thebehaviorforarbitrarily
large �t. Thatis,\stable" im plies unconditionally sta-
ble,whilea �xed tim estep algorithm liketheEulerstep
m ay bereferred to as\unstable" orconditionally stable.
The Eulertim e discretization ofthe CH equation is

�
Eu
t+ � t � �t+ �tr 2

�t: (9)

TheEulerupdateis\explicit"sincethe�eld attheearlier
tim e step (�t)explicitly determ inesthe �eld atthe next
tim estep (�t+ � t).Itisalsounstableforvaluesof�tthat
exceed a lattice-dependentthreshold,�tm ax � �x4 [2].
The fully im plicit tim e step is obtained by replacing �t
with �t+ � tin Eq.(9),and is,liketheEulerstep,accurate
toO (�t).O thertim esteps,which involvesplitting� into

parts evaluated at tand att+ �t,are generally called
sem i-im plicitm ethods.
Rem arkably,Eyre[3,4]proved thatappropriatesem i-

im plicitparam etrizationscan lead to stableupdatesteps
for both the CH and AC equations. To explore these
possibilities,itisusefulto introduce a generalfam ily of
such steps for the CH equation in an arbitrary spatial
dim ension:

~�t+ � t + (1� a1)�tr
2~�t+ � t+ (1� a2)�tr

4~�t+ � t

� (1� a3)�tr
2[�mt ~�3�m

t+ � t
]=

�t � a1�tr
2
�t� a2�tr

4
�t+ a3�tr

2
�
3
t: (10)

Thisreducesto Eq.(2)fora3 = 1.Foreach ofthethree
term s on the right-hand side ofEq.(1) there generally
are both explicit and im plicit contributions to Eq.(10),
and this willbe exploited to construct stable dynam ics
foranysize�t.Forallvaluesoftheparam etersa iand m
thisstep givesa solution ~�t+ � t thatisorderO (�t)accu-
rate. The im plicitterm sare denoted ~�t+ � t,with �t+ � t

reserved to representtheexact�eld obtained by integra-
tion ofEq.(1)overthetim estep �t.W echooseourpa-
ram eterization such thata1 = a2 = a3 = 1 corresponds
to the Eulerupdate Eq.(9),while a1 = a2 = a3 = 0 is
the fully im plicit step. For a3 6= 1 we have,m otivated
by Eyre,a m ixed non-linearterm with 0 � m < 3 that
com binesim plicitand explicitterm s.
It is usefulto sort algorithm s described by Eq.(10)

into threecategoriesbased on how they areim plem ented
num erically. First, when a3 = 1 we have linear di-

rect steps,where the equation for ~�t+ � t is linear and
has spatially uniform coe�cients so the updated �eld
can be found e�ciently with FFT m ethods. Second,
when a3 6= 1 but m = 2 then the im plicit equation re-
m ains linear in ~�t+ � t but no longer has spatially uni-
form coe�cients. Eyre outlines an iterative procedure
for solving these equations [4],so we callthese linear

iterative steps. Insisting on convergence ofthe itera-
tive procedure restrictsthis class to a subset ofparam -
eter values. Finally, for a3 6= 1 and m 6= 2 the up-
date equation isnonlinear.Forsom e param etervalues
the nonlinearequation can lead,unphysically,to m ulti-
plesolutions.Thisoccursforboth thefully im plicitcase
a1 = a2 = a3 = m = 0,aswellasthe Crank-Nicholson
casea1 = a2 = a3 = 1=2,m = 0,whenever�texceedsa
threshold value[3].G enerally thenonlinearequationsre-
quiresolution by theNewton-Raphson m ethod,which is
com plicated to im plem entin two orm orespatialdim en-
sions. For som e param eter values 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 forthe AC equation analo-

gousto Eq.(10)is

~�t+ � t � (1� a1)�t ~�t+ � t� (1� a2)�tr
2~�t+ � t

+ (1� a3)�t[�
m
t
~�3�m
t+ � t

]=

�t + a1�t� t+ a2�tr
2
�t� a3�t�

3
t; (11)
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which we include because the theoreticalstability anal-
ysisfollowsnearly identically forthe CH and AC equa-
tions, and the stability regions are given by the sam e
shaded regionsofFig.1.

A . U nconditionally Stable Steps from Eyre’s

T heorem

Eyre’s theorem (see appendix A) shows that an un-
conditionally gradientstable algorithm results,forboth
the CH and AC equations,ifone can split the free en-
ergy appropriately into contractive and expansive parts,
F = F C + F E ,and treat the contractive parts im plic-
itly and the expansive partsexplicitly. Thatis,the CH
equation (5)isdiscretized as

~�t+ � t� �tr 2
�
C
t+ � t = �t+ �tr 2

�
E
t ; (12)

while the AC equation (8)isdiscretized as

~�t+ � t+ �t� C
t+ � t = �t� �t�E

t ; (13)

where �Xi = @F X =@�i for lattice site i,and where r 2

im plies a lattice laplacian. The necessary condition on
the splitting isthe sam e forboth equationsand m ay be
stated by introducing the Hessian m atrices

M ij =
@2F

@�i@�j
; M

E
ij =

@2F E

@�i@�j
; M

C
ij =

@2F C

@�i@�j
;

(14)
where i;j denote lattice sites. First,we m ust have all
eigenvalues of M E non-positive and alleigenvalues of
M C non-negative.Second,asshown in appendix A,for
�m in equalto thesm allesteigenvalueofM and �Em ax the
largesteigenvalueofM E ,weneed

�
E
m ax �

1

2
�m in: (15)

This also autom atically satis�es the convexity require-
m entforM E ,since �m in < 0.
To identify the appropriate splittings,it is usefulto

break the free energy Eq.(7),in its lattice-discretized
form ,into threeparts(neglecting theirrelevantconstant
V=4 term ):

F
(1) = �

X

i

1

2
�
2
i; F

(2) =
X

i

1

2
(r �)2i;

F
(3) =

X

i

1

4
�
4
i : (16)

with corresponding Hessian m atrices M (i). The �rst,
M

(1)

ij = � �ij,where �ij isthe K ronecker�-function,has

alleigenvalues equalto � 1. Next,M (2)

ij = (� r2)ij is
negativethelatticelaplacian,which can alwaysbediago-
nalized by going to Fourierspace.Itim m ediately follows
that the eigenvalues ofM (2) are strictly non-negative.
(Evenforirregularspatialdiscretizations,theM (2)eigen-

values m ust be non-negative.) Finally,M (3)

ij = 3�2i�ij,

which hasstrictly non-negative eigenvaluesaswell. W e
param etrizethe splitting via

F
E =

3X

i= 1

aiF
(i)

F
C =

3X

i= 1

(1� ai)F
(i) (17)

which results in the generalCH step Eq.(10) and AC
step Eq.(11)when m = 0.
Now toobtain bounds:sincethesum ofm atrices,M =

M (1)+ M (2)+ M (3),haseigenvaluesbounded by thesum
ofthe bounds, the m inim um eigenvalue ofM satis�es
�m in � � 1. Therefore Eq.(15) is satis�ed by ensuring
�Em ax � � 1=2.
O neexam plethatsatis�estheseconditionsisthesplit-

ting F E = F (1) and F C = F (2)+ F (3),since�Em ax = � 1
satis�esEq.(15)and M C hasstrictlynon-negativeeigen-
values. This providesa gradientstable nonlinear step
with a1 = 1 and a2 = a3 = 0. This case wasidenti�ed
by Eyre [3],who noted that the convexity requirem ent
for the splitting guaranteesabsolute convergence ofthe
Newton-Raphson m ethod.
Eyre also presents a technique for identifying stable

lineardirectalgorithm s[3],which relieson thefactthat
�2 isbounded. Itexceedsunity only slightly in the CH
equation and only in the interiorregion ofa curved in-
terfaceduetoG ibbs-Thom pson e�ects[9].Thereforethe
eigenvalues ofM (3) have an e�ective upper bound,ap-
proxim ately three. Ifwe then take F E = a1F

(1) + F (3)

(so a3 = 1 and a2 = 0)the eigenvaluesofM E areofthe
form � a1+ 3�2i and satisfyEq.(15)for�

2
i
<
� 1ifa1 >� 7=2.

Any value a2 � 0 willgive the sam e result,since nega-
tivevaluesofa2 can onlydecreasetheeigenvaluesofM E .
These choicesim ply F C = (1� a1)F (1) + (1� a2)F (2),
which hasthenecessary non-negativeeigenvaluesforthe
range ofa1 and a2 given above. Therefore we can iden-
tify a class ofgradientstable direct CH and AC steps
as

a1 >� 7=2 a2 � 0 a3 = 1: (18)

Thisgivesthe dark gray shaded region in Fig.1. These
represent su� cientrestrictions on the ai to satisfy the
conditions for Eyre’s theorem ;however other values of
the ai m ay be gradientstable aswell.
Eyre provided speci�c step exam plesforallthree im -

plem entation categories: a nonlinear step,with a1 = 1,
a2 = a3 = 0,and m = 0,a linear iterative step with
m = 2 and the sam e ai asthe nonlinearstep,and a lin-
ear directstep with a1 = 3,a2 = 0,and a3 = 1 [3,4].
The nonlinear step is the exam ple presented earlier in
thissection,and itsgradientstability followsfrom Eyre’s
theorem . However,itisnotclearto usthatEyre’sthe-
orem can be directly applied to the iterative steps,and
in fact we �nd Eyre’s proposed iterative m ethod to be
num erically unstable,asdescribed in Sec.IIC. Finally,
the a1 value in the directstep violatesEq.(18),so this
casedoesnotfollow from Eyre’stheorem .
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B . U nconditionalvon N eum ann Stability

SinceEyre’stheorem provides,in principle,onlyasub-
setofthe possible gradientstable 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[10]to arbitrary tim e steps,which wecall
unconditionalvN stability.Since any gradientstable al-
gorithm is likely also linearly stable,the von Neum ann
analysiswould appearto identify a supersetofpossibly
gradientstable algorithm s: in principle the vN analysis
could also identify som e unwanted non-linearly unstable
algorithm s.Asshown in Fig.1,though,thevN stability
boundarycorrespondsquitewellwith thenum ericallyde-
term ined gradientstability line.Thisleadsusto suggest
that the approach ofim posing unconditionalvN stabil-
ity on a broadly param etrized class ofsem i-im plicit al-
gorithm s,followed by num ericalchecking,could befruit-
fully adapted to a wide variety ofapplications.
W e analyze the generalstep Eq.(10) for linear sta-

bility around a constantphase � = �0. Itis im portant
to realizetherearephysical,and thereforedesirable,lin-
earinstabilitiesin thecontinuum CH and AC equations.
Therefore it is im portant to distinguish between these
and theunphysicalinstabilitiesinduced by thenum erical
im plem entation.Take�(x;t)� �0+ �(x;t),and linearize
theCH equation (1)in � toget _� = � r2(r 2�+ �� 3�20�).
Fouriertransform thisto get

_�k = � �k(�k + k
2
0)�k; (19)

k
2
0 � 1� 3�20: (20)

Here �k is the eigenvalue ofthe Laplacian and is non-
positive, with �km in � �k � 0 (note that �k = � k2

in the continuum ). The m inim um value �km in depends
on the lattice, spatialdim ension, and speci�c form of
the laplacian.Sim ilarly,forthe sam e� linearizethe AC
equation (8)in � and Fouriertransform to get

_�k = (�k + k
2
0)�k: (21)

The physicalinstability forboth Eqs.(19)and (21)oc-
cursfor

� �k < k
2
0; (22)

which correspondsin theCH equation tospinodaldecom -
position [1].W estressthatwhiletheseFourierm odesare
linearly unstable,the dynam ics ofspinodaldecom posi-
tion isgradientstable and representsa physicaldecrease
ofthe freeenergy,which iswhy itm ustbe retained.
W e now linearize and Fourier transform our general

CH step Eq.(10)asaboveto get

[1� �k�tf (a 1 � 1)� �k(1� a2)

+ �20(1� a3)(3� m )g]�k;t+ � t =

[1� �k�tf a 1 + �ka2

+ �20(� 3a3 + m (a3 � 1))g]�k;t (23)

W riting thisas

[1+ �tL k]�k;t+ � t = [1+ �tR k]�k;t; (24)

the von Neum ann stability criterion is

j1+ �tL kj> j1+ �tR kj; (25)

which im plies that sm alldeviations from the constant
solution evolve to decrease in m agnitude. W e want to
im posethisstabilitycondition forallk and arbitrarypos-
itive�t.Forlarge�t,Eq.(25)im pliesjL kj> jR kj.The
left-hand side ofEq.(25)can be m ade to violatethe in-
equality for sm all�t unless L k � 0. Com bining these
conditionswehave

Lk > jR kj; (26)

which isa necessary and su� cientcondition foruncondi-
tionallinearstability.Thiscondition appliesto all�rst-
ordertim estepsthatcan beexpressed in theform given
by Eq.(24).
W eexam inethelinearstability condition in two steps.

First,Lk > R k:

0 < Lk � Rk = (� �k)[� 1� �k + 3�20]: (27)

This reduces to the spinodalcondition,Eq.(22). Note
that allthe param eters (a1;a2;a3;m ) are absent from
Eq.(27),so we cannot interfere with the spinodalcon-
dition. This evidently follows from having a �rst-order
accuratestep.Next,wecheckforLk > � Rk,which gives

2a1� 1� [(3� m )(2a3� 1)+ m ]�20+ �k(2a2� 1)> 0: (28)

Ifwechoosea2 < 1=2,then since�k � 0weget2a1� 1�
[(3� m )(2a3 � 1)+ m ]�20 > 0.Fora2 > 1=2 weobtain a
lattice-dependentcondition,thatis,ourinequality would
contain �km in.
W e choose to restrictourselvesto lattice-independent

stability conditions as these are m ore practical: they
carry overinto any latticeorspatialdim ension.Forthis
purpose we take a2 < 1=2. This gives the vN stable
conditions

a2 < 1=2

a1 >
1+ m ax[0;(3� m )(2a3 � 1)+ m ]

2
: (29)

W ehavelet�20 vary in thelate-tim easym ptoticrangeof
�20 2 [0;1],whereG ibbs-Thom pson induced supersatura-
tion has be ignored,and have im posed on a1 the m ost
restrictivevalue thatresults.Forthisreason algorithm s
nearthe stability boundariesshould be avoided atearly
tim es.
Fordirectsteps,with a3 = 1,the second condition in

Eq.(29)becom esa1 > 2. Thisgivesthe lightly shaded
region in Fig.1. The Euler update, with a1 = a2 =
a3 = 1 isclearly unstablesincea2 > 1=2 and a1 < 2.For
lineariterativesteps,with m = 2,Eq.(29)becom esa1 >
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m ax[1=2;a3 + 1]. The stability condition ofthe general
nonlinearstep cannotbefurthersim pli�ed from Eq.(29),
butthe specialcasem = 0 givesa1 > m ax[1=2;3a3 � 1].
There is another specialcase for which the stability

conditions can be im posed, nam ely when m = 0 and
a1 = a2 = a3 � a.In thiscasethevN condition Eq.(28)
becom es

(1� 2a)[� 1+ 3�20 + �k]> 0: (30)

Thesquarebracketsterm isagain thespinodalcondition
and should bepositiveforallphysically stablem odes,so
for a < 1=2 both vN stability conditions reduce to the
spinodalcondition. However,these steps,which include
them arginalCrank-Nicholsoncase(a = 1=2)andthesta-
blefully im plicitstep (a = 0)su�erfrom havingm ultiple
solutionsto thenonlinearim plicitequation whenever�t
exceedssom ethreshold,m aking them unsuitable.
Regarding Eyre’s proposed steps, introduced at the

end ofSec.IIA,we note thatthe directstep isvN sta-
ble,the iterative step is m arginalfor vN stability,and
the nonlinearstep,which wasgradientstable by Eyre’s
theorem ,isalso vN stable.
Thesam elinearizationforthegeneralAC step Eq.(11)

resultsin thesam elinearized equation (23)butwith the
substitution � �k�t! �t. Since � � k � 0,the vN sta-
bility analysisforthe AC equation is identicaland also
resultsin Eq.(29).

C . N um ericalStability Tests

The vN stability analysisyieldsa considerably larger
param eter range for stable steps,Eq.(29),than those
which are provably stable by Eyre’s theorem , e.g.
Eq. (18). Here we determ ine num erically which step
param etrizations are gradient stable, for purposes of
com parison with the theoreticalresults. W e focus pri-
m arily on direct steps,with a3 = 1,since these are an
im portantpracticalclassofsteps.W econsideronly sym -
m etricquenchesoftheCH equation in thissection,with
h�i= 0.
Theprim ary result,shown in Fig.1,isobtained asfol-

lows.W eevolved auniform ly distributed 20� 20arrayof
directCH stepswith theparam etervaluesa1 2 (0;4)and
a2 2 (� 2;2)on a 5122 lattice to a �naltim e tm ax. W e
takelatticespacing�x = 1hereand throughout.Atreg-
ularintervalsduring the evolution we tested a single di-
rectstep with 0 < �t< 10 10.Thisstep wasonlyused for
stability testing,and did notcontributeto thetim eevo-
lution. Stepslargerthan �t= 10 10 were notem ployed,
to avoid spuriousroundo� errore�ects.Any system that
ever increased its free energy waslabeled unstable,and
plotted in Fig.1 with a �lled circle. The system s were
evolved in tim e with m ultiple m ethods. First,we used
Eulerupdates(�t= 0:05)evolved to tm ax = 104.Next,
we evolved system swith directupdatesboth with �xed
�t= 100and with an increasingtim estep �t= 0:05t 1=3

(both to tm ax = 106).

As Fig.1 shows,allvN stable algorithm swere found
num erically to begradientstable,and thelightly shaded
region corresponds extrem ely wellto the gradient sta-
ble system s. Indeed,the vN stability boundary for a1
appears to be followed quite sharply in the num erical
tests. W e do �nd num ericalgradient stability for a re-
gion where a2 > 1=2: thisis m ostlikely due,ironically,
to a lattice-induced stabilization. Thatis,since the lat-
ticelaplacian �k hasan im plem entation-dependentm ini-
m um value,theinequality (28)m ay besatis�ed forsom e
a2 > 1=2. Therefore we expect the precise location of
thisboundary to shiftslightly depending on the lattice,
thespatialdim ension,and thechoiceoflatticelaplacian,
butnotto crossa2 = 1=2.

W ith the num erical tests described above we have
tested the lineariterativestep proposed by Eyre[4]and
found itto be unstable.

To help illustrate num ericaltesting ofgradientstabil-
ity,we show a m ixture ofstable and unstable steps in
Figs.2and 3.Thedi�erencebetween gradientstableand
unstable stepsisstriking: while neitherare particularly
accurateforextrem ely large�t,theunstablestepsshow
a m arked increase in the free energy density,while the
gradientstable stepsadhere to the strictnon-increasing
freeenergy condition.However,thecloserview in Fig.3
showsthatsom ecostispaid in accuracy:forsm allvalues
of�t,both theEulerstep and theunstablesem i-im plicit
step track the physicalbehavior better than the stable
step. W hile itm ay appearfrom Fig.3 thatm oderately
large steps m ay be used with unstable algorithm s,this
isnotcase:forexam ple using a �t >

� 0:05 forthe Euler
updatewilllead toinstability viaaccum ulated errorfrom
repeated steps.

III. A C C U R A C Y

W ith a gradientstable algorithm ,itispossible to use
a progressively largertim e step asthe characteristicdy-
nam ics becom e slower. The lim iting factor for the in-
creaseofthe tim e step isthen an accuracy requirem ent.

A speci�ed accuracy criterion m ay be im posed on the
stablestepsidenti�ed in Sec.IIwithoutany furtherthe-
oreticaldevelopm entusing standard num ericaladaptive
step-size techniques (as described in [10]and discussed
in Sec.IIIB). Naively, one would expect a tim e step
growing as�t� t2=3,forthereasonspresented in Sec.I.
However,thisisnotthe case:em pirically we �nd signif-
icantly slower growth. This m otivated us to study the
sourcesoferrorterm sin the gradientstable steps. O ur
m ain result is the p classi�cation schem e,which deter-
m inestheallowed growth rateofthetim estep according
to Eq.(4).
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0.1

t

ε(t)

FIG .2: Plot ofthe free energy density � versus tim e (thick

solid line) approaching the asym ptotic � � t
�1=3 decay,as

evolved with aEulerupdatewith �t= 0:01in a1024
2
system .

At�vedistinctdeparture tim estd,separated by factorsof4,

we show the free energies thatresultfrom a single tim e step

�t 2 (0;10000), plotted versus t = td + �t. The dotted

lines correspond to using a com m on sem i-im plicit algorithm

(a1 = 1,a2 = 0,a3 = 1) for the single step,while the thin

solid lines correspond to single stepswith a vN stable direct

algorithm (a1 = 3,a2 = 0,and a3 = 1).

1000 1050 1100
0.067

0.068

t

ε(t)

FIG . 3: As per Fig. 2, but with td = 1000. The dashed

line corresponds to a single step ofthe Euler update,which

is gradient unstable. Both the Euler step and the unstable

sem i-im plicitstep (dotted)areunstableunderrepeated steps

for m uch sm aller �tthan appear to be accurate for a single

step.

A . T he p C lassi�cation Schem e

W ebegin with an analysisoftheerrorm agnitudeasso-
ciated with the variousgradientstable algorithm s. The
exact �t+ � t,obtained by integration ofEq.(1) from a
given �t,can be expressed in term softhe �eldsattim e
tby m eansofa Taylorexpansion:

�t+ � t = �t+ �t@ t�t+
1

2
�t2

@
2
t�t+

1

3!
�t3

@
3
t�t+ ::: (31)

The Euler update,Eq.(9),is sim ply the truncation of
this expansion at O (�t) with resulting error �� Eu �

�Eut+ � t� �t+ � t given by

�� Eu = �

1X

n= 2

�tn

n!
@
n
t �t: (32)

O ther step param etrizations will have di�erent coe�-
cients for the O (�tn) com ponent ofthe error,but the
generalfeature ofan expansion to allpowersof�twill
be the sam e. Since our goalis to have a growing tim e
step with controlled error,successively higherpowersof
�twillrequirecoe�cientsdecayingincreasingly fasterin
tim e. In order to determ ine the lim itation on how fast
thetim estep m ay grow,itisessentialto know thedecay
rates ofthe coe�cients of�t n to allorders n. In this
section we dem onstratehow thiscan be done.W e m ake
use ofthe following results for asym ptotic decay rates,
derived in Sec.IIID.In theinterfacialregion (de�ned in
Sec.IIID)

@
n
t � � t

�2n=3
@
n
t(r

2)k�j � t
�2n=3 (33)

whereasin the bulk,that is,allofthe system not near
an interface,we�nd

@
n
t � � t

�(1=3)�(2=3)n
@
n
t (r

2)k�j � t
�(1=3)�2(n+ k)=3

(34)
Consider �rst the Euler step: allthe O (�t n) coe�-

cientsaresim ply proportionalto thetim ederivative@nt �
evaluated at t. Ifnum ericalstability were not a prob-
lem and we sim ply increased the tim e step according to
the naive �t� t2=3,we would �nd in the interfacialre-
gion thateveryorderin theTaylorexpansion providesan
O (t0)contribution to the error,whereasin the bulk re-
gion every orderprovidesan O (t�1=3 )contribution.This
would presentan accuratesolution with a�t� t2=3 tim e
step,exceptthatofcoursetheEulerstep isnotgradient
stableforlargetim e steps.
Now consider the generalstep, Eq.(10). The error

term in thisstep,� ~� � ~�t+ � t� �t+ � t can bewritten as

� ~� = �� Eu

� (1� a1)�tr
2(~�t+ � t� �t)

� (1� a2)�tr
4(~�t+ � t� �t)

+ (1� a3)�tr
2[�mt (~�

3�m

t+ � t
� �

3�m
t )] (35)

This peculiar form with im plicit ~�t+ � t on the right is
usefulfortheerroranalysis.ByusingEq.(10)iteratively,
theim plicitterm scan bereplaced by term shigherorder
in �tinvolving the �eld � t.Forexam ple,we can derive
theO (�t2)partoftheerror,using ~�t+ � t� �t = �t _�t+
O (�t2)and ~�3�m

t+ � t
� �

3�m
t = (3� m )�t�2�m

t
_�t+ O (�t2).

W e �nd the errorin ourgeneralstep to be

� ~� =
h

� 1

2
��t+ (a1 � 1)r2 _�t+ (a2 � 1)r4 _�t

+ (1� a3)(3� m )r2�2t _�t
i

�t2 + O (�t3);(36)
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wherethe�rstterm com esfrom Eq.(32).Now com pare
thetim edecay ofthevariousterm s.Attheinterface,the
��t partdecaysast�4=3 ,buttheotherterm salldecay as
t�2=3 . Therefore,forgeneralvaluesofthe ai and m ,to
keep the O (�t2) interfacialerror �xed the tim e step is
lim ited to grow as�t� t1=3.W eseethattheEulercase
wasspecialbecause itm ade allbutthe �rstterm in the
O (�t2)errorvanish.Sinceevery term in Eq.(36)decays
fasterin the bulk than atthe interface,we conclude the
error is interface lim ited,i.e.,the accuracy criterion at
the interface willdeterm ine how fast the tim e step can
grow.Thisisa genericfeature,aswewillshow below.

There are other waysbesides using the Euler step to
m ake the O (�t2)interfacialerrordecay ast�4=3 . Ifthe
coe�cientssatisfy

a1 = a2 = 1� b a3 = 1� 3b=(3� m ): (37)

forsom eb,then the various _�t term sin Eq.(36)add to
giveb��t.In thiscase,

� ~� = � �t2
�
1

2
� b

�

��t�t
2 + O (�t3) (38)

and so the O (�t2)coe�cientdecaysast�4=3 atthe in-
terface,and fasterin thebulk.From thisexam plewecan
constructthe p classi�cation schem e.

Considerthetruncation errorterm oforder�tn.This
can be obtained by iterating Eq.(35) and can be ex-
pressed as a sum ofterm s ofthe form @

n�1
t (r 2)k�j. If

these term s appear in the right proportions,they com -
bined via Eq.(1)to becom e proportionalto @nt�,which
decaysfasterby a factorof1=t2=3 atthe interface.This
is exactly what occurs in the n = 2 case above when
Eq.(37)issatis�ed.

Now consider som e value p � 2 for which all �tn

error term s with n < p are proportionalto �tn@nt �t,
but at order m � p this breaks down into a sum of
term s ofthe type �tm @

m �1
t (r 2)k�jt. In this case the

orderp term providesthe leading asym ptotic error.Fo-
cusing on interfacialregion, the order p term goes as
�tpt�2(p�1)=3 according to the second term in Eq.(33).
Choosing thetim estep to hold thisterm atconstanter-
ror would require �t � t� with � = 2(p � 1)=(3p),as
displayed in Eq.(4). Now we show thatallhigher-and
lower-orderterm s in �t willdecay faster than the �t p

term forthis choice of�. For n < p,we have from the
�rstterm in Eq.(33)�t nt�2n=3 � tn(��2=3) = t�2n=3p ,
so the n < p term s give ever-decreasing contributions
to the error. For m > p the error term s are of the
form �tm t�2(m �1)=3 � t�2(m �p)=(3p) which decayaswell.
Hence the asym ptotic interfacialerror is given by the
O (�tp) term as advertised,and is order t0. Note that
for this interface lim ited �t � t� allbulk term s to all
ordershavedecayingerrorterm s,thusestablishinginter-
facelim ited errorasa genericfeature.

B . Q uantifying Error for D irect Steps

Direct steps,with a3 = 1 by de�nition and a1 > 2,
a2 < 1=2 forstability,failto satisfy Eq.(37)and so all
directstepsgive p = 2 algorithm swith �t� t1=3. This
m eans that the asym ptotic error m agnitude should be
given exactly by

j� ~�j= �t2
j(a1 � 1)r2 _� + (a2 � 1)r4 _�j (39)

with �t= At1=3. Thisgivesa �xed am ountoferrorat
the interface,and allhigher ordersof�tgive decaying
contributions.Therefore,theerrorm agnitudeispropor-
tionalto A 2,and wecan usenum ericalm easurem entsof
Eq.(39)to develop the constantofproportionality.
W e determ ineerrornum erically in the usualway [10]:

com parethe�eld �(1) obtained from a singlestep ofsize
�tto the�eld � (2) obtained from two stepsofsize�t=2.
Itisstraightforward to show thatifthetrueerrorofthe
step is E �t2 + O (�t3),then �(1) � �(2) = (E =2)�t2 +
O (�t3). Since we expect exactly �t2 error,we sim ply
take2(�(1)� �(2))to be the trueerror.
In the bulk, the error decays as t�2=3 . The inter-

facial error is not decaying, but the am ount of inter-
face decays as t�1=3 ,which m eans the errorm agnitude
Eq.(39) averaged over the entire system willalso de-
cay as t�1=3 ,allfrom the interfacialcontribution. To
determ ine the errorperlattice site in the interfacialre-
gion,itisnecessary to divide the averaged errorby the
fraction ofthe system in the interfacialregion. W e do
that as follows. The asym ptotic free energy density is
given by the productofthe surface tension � and inter-
face density: �(t) = �Aint(t)=Ld

sys � t�1=3 ,where the
interfacial\area" A int is a d � 1 dim ensionalhypersur-
face,and Lsys is the system size. For interface width
w,A int(t)w=Ld

sys = w�=� representsthe fraction ofthe
system in the interfacialregion. M ultiplying the aver-
aged errorby �=(w�)then givesthe typicalerrorin the
interfacialregion. The surface tension corresponding to
Eq.(7) is � = 2

p
2=3. W e take w = 2

p
2 as a typical

m easureforthe interfacewidth.
W e have investigated thiserrorfora variety ofdirect

algorithm sin Fig.4,wherewehaveplotted theinterfacial
erroras determ ined above divided by A 2. W e plot this
erroram plitude against a1 and a2 for the sam e shaded
regions[\vN"and \E"]asidenti�ed in Fig.1.Thetypical
interfacialerrorfora given directstep ofsize�t= At1=3

m ay beobtained by m ultiplying theappropriatecontour
valueby A 2.
To illustrate the advantages ofstable algorithm s,as

wellas ofa detailed error analysis where it is possible,
we show in Fig.5 how the errorevolvesin tim e for di-
rect steps with �t = At1=3 versus the Euler step with
�xed �t. The �eld � is evolved by the Euler m ethod,
and during theevolution errorchecking isdonewith sin-
gle steps that do not contribute to the evolution. The
decay ofthe Eulererrorshowsthatthe Eulerm ethod is
asym ptotically wastefully accurate.
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FIG .4:Contourofscaled errorfora singledirectupdatein a

1024
2
system . The system sare evolved wellinto the scaling

regim e (t� 3000)with a �xed-step Eulerupdate.The errors

are found by com paring a single directtim e step �t= At
1=3

with twostepsofsize�t=2,and arethen scaled by 2�=(A
2
w�)

to estim atetheaverageerrorm agnitudeperlatticesitein the

interfacialregion,asdescribed in the text.
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FIG .5:Plotofscaled errorperlattice site neartheinterface

for a single Euler step (solid), and for a single direct step

with a1 = 3 and a2 = 0 (dotted with �t= At
1=3

where from

bottom to top A = 10
�4
,10

�3
,and 10

�2
). The scaling of

the errorsisthe sam e asin 4,exceptthatthe errorsare not

divided by A
2
.Forthe two sm allestA the scaling with A

2
is

clearly seen,and so isthe tim e independence ofthe errorfor

thedriven directstep atlatertim es.Thesystem sizeis2048
2

and isevolved with a Eulerstep with �t= 0:05.

O ur single-step analysis and testing does not conclu-
sively dem onstrate thatan algorithm willbe reasonably
behaved undersuccessivesteps,i.e.,thereisa possibility
ofaccum ulation oferror.In Fig.6 we show the free en-
ergydensityforsystem sevolvedbyadirectstep andcom -
paretheevolution tothatobtained by theEulerm ethod.
Itappearsthattheerrorsdonotaccum ulateand thefree
energy decaysproperly ast�1=3 .
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FIG .6:Plotof� versustfora Eulerupdate(with �t= 0:05,

thick solid line)and with theevolution via a directalgorithm

(a1 = 3 and a2 = 0) driven with �t= At
1=3

with A = 0:1

(dotted line)and 0:01 (thin solid line)in a 20482 system .Up

untilt= 10 allsystem swere evolved with the Eulerupdate.

In the insetis 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 Eulerevolution isseen.

C . Tow ard p > 2

To go beyond the p = 2 steps with �t � t1=3,it is
necessary to �nd a stable step that satis�es Eq.(37).
Com paring with the stability conditions,Eqs.(29),we
�nd only m arginally stable algorithm s with a1 = a2 =
1=2 and a3 = (3=2� m )=(3 � m ) for 0 � m � 3. For
m = 0 thisbecom estheCrank-Nicholson m ethod,which
asnoted before,hasa �xed tim e step due to solvability
considerations.However,a m arginallineariterativestep
is possible with m = 2 and a3 = � 1=2. Unfortunately,
whetherornotthem arginalityisaproblem ,theiterative
m ethod (given by Eyrein [4])failstoconvergeabsolutely
forthese param eters. Evidently,then,itisnotpossible
to construct a usefulp = 3 step from the generalstep
Eq.(10).
O ne possible way to develop a p = 3 step is to use a

m ethod thatisboth stableand second-orderaccuratein
tim e. For exam ple,a two-step m ethod that uses both
�t�� t and �t to determ ine the updated �eld �t+ � t can
be m ade to have no O (�t2)error. A prelim inary study
ofvN stability forthesetwo-step m ethodsindicatesthat
thesearea possibility.
Itisworth consideringtheprospectofobtainingap !

1 step: according to the p classi�cation analysis this
would allow the natural�t� t2=3 tim e step. However,
theerrorterm sneed tobestrictly proportionalto @nt� at
each order�tn.To achievethiswith a one-step m ethod
oneneeds

~�t+ � t� (1� a)r2�t+ � t = �t+ ar
2
�t: (40)

Eq.(30) shows that this step willbe linearly unstable
when a > 1=2 (forlarge enough �t),while fora < 1=2



10

onerunsinto solvability problem s.Atthispointitseem s
unlikely that a p ! 1 algorithm for the CH equation
willbe possible.

D . A sym ptotic Scaling ofField D erivatives

In this section we derive the relations (33) and (34)
that provided the basis for p classi�cation. Enough is
known about CH dynam ics that we can explicitly ana-
lyze the leading asym ptotic decay ofm ixed space and
tim ederivativesto arbitrary order.W efollow thereview
by Bray [1],and we restrict ourselvesto the power-law
scaling oftheseterm satsu�ciently latetim es,whereall
observable length scales that describe the dom ain wall
m orphology, such as the interface curvature radii, are
proportionalto the dom ain size L � t1=3. The dom ain
wallthickness w does not grow with tim e, so w � L

asym ptotically.However,when analyzingthe�eldsin the
interfacialregion,de�ned as the locus ofpoints within
a distance w ofa dom ain wallcenter (i.e.,the surface
� = 0),both length scales L and w can appear. The
rem ainderofthe system isreferred to asthe bulk.
Thescaleofthechem icalpotential� isproportionalto

interfacecurvature� dueto theG ibbs-Thom pson e�ect,
and since � � 1=L

� � 1=L � 1=t1=3: (41)

In the bulk,the chem icalpotentialvariessm oothly and
continuously,so a Laplacian sim ply bringsin m orepow-
ersofL:

r
2
� � 1=L3 � 1=t; (42)

which im plies@t� � 1=tvia the equation ofm otion (5).
Now we use the relation � � �eq � � in the bulk [1]to
relate derivativesof� and �.Forexam ple,r 2� � r2�,
so @t� � r2�.Taking m oretim e derivativesgives

@
n
t� � r

2
@
n�1
t � � t

�2=3
@
n�1
t �: (43)

Iterating thisfrom the initialvalue for@t� gives@nt � �

t�(1=3)�(2=3)n ,the �rstterm in Eq.(34).
W hen the tim e derivativesacton a powerofthe �eld

�j,the resulting expression contains the j �elds and n

tim e derivatives in various com binations. In this case
the asym ptotic decay com es from the single term pro-
portional to �j�1 @nt �, which m eans the decay for �j

derivatives is the sam e as the j = 1 case, since the
�eld � isorderunity in the bulk.To illustrate,consider
@2t�

3 = 6�(@t�)2 + 3�2@2t�. The second term decaysas
t�5=3 as advertised,while the �rst term goes as (t�1 )2

and isasym ptotically negligible.
Adding spatialderivatives in the bulk sim ply brings

m orefactorsofL�1 ,so

(r 2)k@n�1t �
j
� L

�2k
@
n�1
t �

j
� t

�2k=3
t
�(1=3)�(2=3)n

(44)

which givesthe second term in Eq.(34).
Nearinterfaces,� changesby an am ount�� eq in the

am ountoftim e,� = w=v � t2=3,ittakesan interfaceto
passby. Therefore we get@t� � t�2=3 in the interfacial
region,in contrast to @t� � t�1 . in the bulk. To de-
term ine the scaling @2t�,considersitting ata pointjust
outside the interfacialregion,in frontofthe m oving in-
terface. At a tim e O (�) later this point willbe in the
interfacialregion,so @t� willhave changed from a bulk
to an interfacialvalue.Thisgives

@
2
t� � (t�2=3 � t

�1 )=� � t
�4=3

: (45)

Repeating this argum ent for higher derivatives gives
@nt � � t�2n=3 in the interface,the �rstterm in Eq.(33).
For tim e derivatives of�j at the interface,we again

get m ultiple term s with the various com binations ofn
tim ederivativesand j�elds.In thiscase,however,every
term contributes to the asym ptotic decay. Essentially
every tim ederivative,whereveritacts,bringsa factorof
t�2=3 ,and these are the only factorscausing the decay.
Hence@nt �

j � @nt �.Finally,adding spatialderivativesin
the interfacialregion brings factors ofw �1 rather than
L�1 ,and so doesnotchangetheasym ptoticdecay.This
provesthe second relation in Eq.(33).

IV . C O M P U TA T IO N A L A D VA N TA G E

Having established the possibility ofcontrolled accu-
racy CH sim ulation with a growing step size �t � t�,
wenow exploretherelativecom putationaladvantageof-
fered by such an algorithm . As described in Sec.I,the
goalin such sim ulations is to evolve as far as close as
possible to the scaling regim e,m eaning the largestpos-
sible L(t). This m eans evolving until�nite size e�ects
enter,sincestopping earlierm eansa sm allersystem size
could be chosen. Finite size e�ects are expected to ap-
pearwhen L(t)� L0t

1=3 issom e fraction ofthe system
size, so we de�ne the sim ulation ending tim e tm ax by
L(tm ax)= fLsys,or

tm ax = (fLsys=L0)
3 = (f�xN =L 0)

3 (46)

where N isthe linearsize ofthe lattice and f isa sm all
constantfactor.Thereissom earbitrarinessin thede�ni-
tion ofthelength scaleL(t).W etaketheinverseinterface
density asourm easure,thatis

L(t)=
Ld
sys

A int

=
�

�(t)
=

�

�0
t
1=3 (47)

using the interfacialarea A int from Sec.IIIB,and its
relation to the free energy density and surface tension
derived therein. From our data in d = 2 we �nd �0 ’

0:675,so wetakeL0 = �=�0 ’ 1:40.
Evolving to tm ax with the Euler step (or any �xed-

sizestep)requiresn = tm ax=�t0 steps,where�t0 isthe
step size. For our square lattice with �x = 1 we �nd
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�t0 = 0:05 isclose to the m axim um stable value. M ore
generally,one expects�t0 � �x4 [2]. Evolving to tm ax

with a growing step size�t� At� � dt=dn requires

n =

Z tm ax

t0

A
�1
t
��
dt�

1

A(1� �)
t
1��
m ax (48)

wherea�xed-sizestep isused untilsom etim et0 � tm ax,
and we assum et0-dependentterm sarenegligible.
Finally,wedeterm ineem piricallytheratioofcom puter

tim eperstep � = �stable=�Euler.Fordirectsteps,theFFT
involved im plies� � logN . Forlatticesofsize 10242 to
40962 we�nd � ’ 2:3� 0:1.
Putting allthistogether,we�nd theratioofcom puter

tim e cost

Euler

Stable
=
A(1� �)t�m ax

��t0
=
A(1� �)

��t0

�
f�x

L0

� 3�

N
3�

(49)
For direct steps,� = 1=3,so the relative speedup over
Eulerintegration growswith thesystem sizeasN =logN .
From �t0 � �x4 we also see the speedup factorscaling
as1=�x 3,m aking stablestepsan optim alchoicewhen a
sm allerlattice spacing isdesired.A p = 3 algorithm has
� = 4=9 and o�ersa speedup factorofN 4=3=logN .
W e conclude by plugging in reasonably conservative

param eter values. From Fig.4 we see that the typical
interfacialerrorforthea1 = 3,a2 = 0directstep isabout
0:7A 2. This is to be com pared to �� eq = 2,the range
in which � varies.ThechoiceA = 0:1 isshown in Fig.6
to give an errorin the free energy density around 3% of
theEulervalue.W hilethisseem sperhapshigh,wenote
that this is com parable and probably sm aller than the
erroralreadyintroduced in theEulerdiscretization ofthe
continuum CH equation duetothelargelatticeconstant.
Itisan interesting question forfuturestudy whatchoice
of�x and A willgive optim alaccuracy and e�ciency.
W e conclude that A = 0:1 is a reasonable choice. W e
also take� = 1=3,f = 1=10,� = 2:5,�x = 1,and L 0 as
given above.Thesecom bineto givea factor0:038N .For
a 10242 lattice the directstep isa factor40 fasterthan
the Eulerm ethod,while fora 81922 lattice itisa factor
300 faster!

V . C O N C LU SIO N S A N D FU T U R E

D IR EC T IO N S

W ehaveseen thatthegeneralCahn Hilliard (CH)step,
Eq.(10),provides a range oflinearly stable algorithm s
thatproveto begradientstableforenorm oussingletim e
stepsup to �t= 10 10. W ith these stepsunphysicalin-
stabilitiesarising from the discrete im plem entationsare
nolongerthelim itingfactor.Instead accuracyconsidera-
tionsdom inate.Forconserved Cahn Hilliard coarsening,
wehaveanalyzed and tested theaccuracy scaling forsin-
gle dynam icaltim e steps that increase without bound
with tim e as�t� t�.W e �nd thatthe errorsaredom i-
nated attheorder�tp wherethey areno longerpropor-

tionalto @pt�.Thesedom inanterrorsrestrictthegrowth
ofthe tim e step to grow as�t� t2(p�1)=(3p),which ap-
proachesthenaturaldynam icaltim estep � � t2=3 onlyas
p ! 1 . The Eulerm ethod,by contrast,isrestricted to
a constant�t.Thisisalso the caseforexisting im plicit
Fourierspectralalgorithm s. The direct steps obtained
from Eq.(10) with a3 = 1 are linear and diagonalized
in Fourier space, and so can be sim ply integrated via
FFT’s. A range ofparam eters,described by the shaded
boxes in Fig.1,are stable. These direct steps exhibit
p = 2 and so allow �t� t1=3,which resultsin speedup
factorsproportionalto the linearsize ofthe system .
Future work in further developing these m ethods in-

cludesdeterm ining possible p = 3 algorithm s,forwhich
�t� t4=9 is possible and the relative speedup overthe
Euler m ethod is order N 4=3=logN . O ur prelim inary
work has shown that O (�t2) accurate two-step m eth-
odscan be m ade unconditionally vN stable. Itrem ains
to test these stability predictions num erically to see if
usefulp = 3 algorithm sarepossible.
It is straightforward to construct a Fourier spectral

m ethod integration algorithm for the stable steps ana-
lyzed here. In fact,the num ericalcost ofthe spectral
m ethod would be quite sm all,since the direct steps al-
readyem ployFFT’sforsolvingtheupdateequation.The
prim ary bene�t ofthe spectralm ethod for unstable al-
gorithm sis thatit signi�cantly enhances the m axim um
�t0 allowed by stability. Itisnotclearhow m uch ben-
e�t spectralm ethods would bring to an already stable
algorithm ,butthisshould be explored.
W ith the Euler step, the sim ulation e�ciency was

strongly dependent on �x, leading to choosing values
thatwereaslargeasfeasible.Consequently theinterface
pro�le istypically poorly resolved,m odifying and intro-
ducing signi�cantanisotropy into thesurfacetension.In
contrast,the e�ciency ofthese stable m ethods is m uch
lessdependenton thechoiceoflatticesize,m aking them
a usefultoolin applicationswherea m oreaccurateinter-
facepro�leisdesired.
O ur analysis has been for errors after a single tim e-

step.Ifthesingle-step errorsaresm allenough,thelinear
stability ofbulk solutionsshould controlthe errorsfrom
accum ulating.FortheCH equationatleast,ourobserved
� � t�1=3 decayofthefreeenergy,even when �t� At1=3,
indicatesthatthereisnosigni�cantcurvature-dependent
m odi�cation ofinterfacialspeeds. Nevertheless,it will
be im portant to study the relationship between single-
step errorsand errorsoftheasym ptoticscalingfunctions
describing correlationsto con�rm this.
W e feelthatourbasic approach should be applicable

in a wide variety ofsystem s that have both nonlinear-
ities and num ericalinstabilities. There are just three
basic ingredients: i) allow for a general sem i-im plicit
param etrization,following Eq.(10);ii)check foruncon-
ditionalvon Neum ann (linear)stability ofan individual
updatestep,following Sec.IIA;and iii)num erically test
the vN stable algorithm s for speed,accuracy,and non-
linear stability in order to pick the best param etersfor
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furtherstudy.Aslong asthestability criteria arelattice
independent,theresulting algorithm sshould beapplica-
ble on any regularlattice in any spatialdim ension,and
even on irregulardiscretizationssuch asused in adaptive
m esh techniques.
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A P P EN D IX A :EY R E’S T H EO R EM

W e repeat Eyre’s stability theorem [3]here to esh
outthe derivation forthe conserved dynam icscase,and
to clarify som e detailsofthe proof. In particular,there
are a few m isleading equations in [3]that lack factors
ofthe norm ofthe vector. M ore substantively,we �nd
thatEyre’stheorem asoriginally presented wasslightly
m ore restrictive than necessary. Note that questions of
accuracy are notaddressed in thisproof,only questions
ofnum ericalstability.
A centralquantity in Eyre’s theorem is the Hessian

m atrix

M ij =
@2F

@�i@�j
(A1)

whereF isthe freeenergy and �i representsthe �eld at
thelatticesitei(weconsideronly scalarone-com ponent
�elds here). For free energies ofinterest 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 C +
F E ,such thatF C isconvex and F E isconcave;thatis,
theeigenvaluesofM C

ij,theHessian m atrixcorresponding
to F C ,are strictly non-negative,and the eigenvaluesof
M E

ij corresponding to F E are strictly non-positive,for
any possible�eld con�guration.
Let�m in < 0 representthe lowerbound forthe eigen-

values ofM over all�elds � (such a bound m ust exist
[3]),and �Em ax � 0 represent the upper bound on the
eigenvaluesofM E .Them ain resultisthatif

�
E
m ax �

1

2
�m in (A2)

then the �eld equationsofm otion

�t+ � t+ �t
�FC

��

�
�
�
�
� t+ � t

= �t� �t
�FE

��

�
�
�
�
� t

(A3)

fornonconserved dynam icsor

�t+ � t� �tr 2�F
C

��

�
�
�
�
� t+ � t

= �t+ �tr 2�F
E

��

�
�
�
�
� t

(A4)

for conserved dynam ics lead to a strict non-increase of
the freeenergy in tim e:

F (�t+ � t)� F (�t); (A5)

where we have suppressed the lattice index for clarity.
Thisholdsunconditionally forall�eld con�gurations� t

and allstep sizes�t> 0.Convexity ofF C ensuresthat
the im plicitequation for�t+ � t hasa unique solution.
Theenergy dissipation property,along with otherrea-

sonable requirem ents like positivity ofF ,is called gra-

dientstability by Eyre [3]. W hile gradientstability can
beobtained form any algorithm s,such astheEulerstep,
by using a sm allenough �t,the algorithm de�ned by
Eqs. (A2){(A4) guarantees it for arbitrarily large �t!
Even so,�nding thesplittingsinto F C and F E thatlead
to Eq.(A2)can be a di�culttask,and the splittings,if
they exist,m ay notbe unique.
Condition Eq.(A2)correctsthe corresponding condi-

tion in [3],�Em ax � �m in.Thecurrentform islessrestric-
tivesince �m in < 0.
An extrem elyusefulcorollarytoEyre’stheorem isthat

ifthe eigenvalue condition Eq.(A2)issatis�ed fora re-
stricted setof�elds�,then Eq.(A5)stillappliesforall
�t provided � t always stays within this restricted set.
Forexam ple,� could be�eld con�gurationswith �2

i < �20
foralli,forsom econstant�0.Thiscan beusefulwhen �
isphysically restricted by thedynam ics,and isem ployed
in the direct algorithm sdiscussed in Sec.IIA
TheproofofEq.(A5)relieson two inequalities

F (�t+ � t)� F (�t)�
X

i

��i
@F

@�i

�
�
�
�
� t+ � t

� 1

2
�m inj��j

2

(A6)
and

X

i

��i

�
@F E

@�i

�
�
�
�
� t+ � t

�
@F E

@�i

�
�
�
�
� t

�

� �
E
m axj��j

2 (A7)

where ��i � �i;t+ � t � �i;t and j��j2 =
P

i
��2i. These

aresim ply propertiesofm ultivariablefunctions,and are
derived in appendix B forcom pleteness.
Consider �rst nonconserved dynam ics. By adding

�t[@F E =@�i]� t+ � t
to both sidesofthe equation ofm o-

tion Eq.(A3)oneobtains

@F

@�i

�
�
�
�
� t+ � t

= �
1

�t
��i+

@F E

@�i

�
�
�
�
� t+ � t

�
@F E

@�i

�
�
�
�
� t

: (A8)

Substituting thisinto Eq.(A6)gives

F (�t+ � t)� F (�t) �
X

i

��i

�
@F E

@�i

�
�
�
�
� t+ � t

�
@F E

@�i

�
�
�
�
� t

�

�

�

1

2
�m in +

1

�t

�

j��j2: (A9)
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NextuseEq.(A7)to com pletethe proof:

F (�t+ � t)� F (�t) �

�

�
E
m ax �

1

2
�m in �

1

�t

�

j��j2;

� 0 (A10)

wherethelastinequalityfollowsby assum ption Eq.(A2).
Analyzing conserved dynam ics is com plicated by the

Laplacian in the equations ofm otion. Consider a gen-
eraldim ensionallattice ofn siteswith lattice Laplacian
(r 2)ij � Aij a sym m etricn � n m atrix with eigenvalues

�1 = 0 and �m < 0 forallm > 1.Letu(m )

i representthe
ith com ponentofthem th eigenvectorofA,then wecan
writethe K roneckerdelta function as

�ik =
nX

m = 1

u
(m )

i u
(m )

k
=

nX

j= 1

eA ijA jk + u
(1)

i u
(1)

k
(A11)

wherethe pseudo-inverse eA isde�ned by

eA ij =
nX

m 6= 1

1

�m
u
(m )

i u
(m )

j : (A12)

Notethattheeigenvalue�1 = 0correspondstotheeigen-
vectoru(1)i = 1=

p
n foralli,i.e.,a uniform �eld.Now we

insertEq.(A11)into thesum in Eq.(A6)and sum on k
to get

F (�t+ � t)� F (�t) �
X

i;j;k

��ieA ijA jk

@F

@�k

�
�
�
�
� t+ � t

� 1

2
�m inj��j

2 (A13)

where we have used
P

i
��i = 0,which followsfrom the

conservation law. Proceeding by analogy with the non-
conserved case,wesubtract�tA jk[@F E =@�k]� t+ � t

from
both sidesofthe equation ofm otion Eq.(A4)to get

X

k

A jk

@F

@�k

�
�
�
�
� t+ � t

=

��j

�t
+
X

k

A jk

�
@F E

@�k

�
�
�
�
� t+ � t

�
@F E

@�k

�
�
�
�
� t

�

(A14)

Substituting thisinto Eq.(A13)gives

F (�t+ � t) � F (�t)�
X

i

��i

�
@F E

@�i

�
�
�
�
� t+ � t

�
@F E

@�i

�
�
�
�
� t

�

� 1

2
�m inj��j

2 +
1

�t

X

i;j

��i��j eA ij (A15)

which isidenticalto Eq.(A9)exceptforthe 1=�tterm .
From the de�nition of eA and an expansion of�� in the
eigenvaluesu(m ) itfollowsthat

X

i;j

��i��j eA ij � 0 (A16)

so this term can be dropped from the right hand side
of Eq.(A15) and the proof follows as before to yield
Eq.(A5).

A P P EN D IX B :IN EQ U A LIT IES U SED IN EY R E’S

T H EO R EM

For com pleteness, we re-derive Eqs. (A6) and (A7)
here. Consider a generalfunction f(x) of n variables
x = (x1;:::;xn). From the Fundam entalTheorem of
Calculus

f(x + y)� f(x)=
X

i

yi

Z 1

0

ds1
@f

@xi

�
�
�
�
x+ s1y

; (B1)

thatis,weintroducetheparam eters1 to integratealong
the \diagonal" path from x to x + y. Sim ilarly,we can
write

@f

@xi

�
�
�
�
x+ s1y

�
@f

@xi

�
�
�
�
x

=
X

j

yj

Z s1

0

ds2
@2f

@xi@xj

�
�
�
�
x+ s2y

:(B2)

Com bining thesegivesthe identity

f(x + y)� f(x)=
X

i

yi
@f

@xi

�
�
�
�
x

+

Z 1

0

ds1

Z s1

0

ds2

X

i;j

yiyj
@2f

@xi@xj

�
�
�
�
x+ s2y

(B3)

Now considerthecasewheretheeigenvaluesofthem atrix
M ij = @2f=@xi@xj are bounded from below by som e
constant�m in forallx.In thiscase

X

i;j

yiyj
@2f

@xi@xj

�
�
�
�
x+ s2y

� �m injyj
2 (B4)

which followsstraightforwardlyfrom an expansion ofy in
the basisofeigenvectorsofM ,with jyj2 =

P

i
y2i.Thus

wehave

f(x + y)� f(x)�
X

i

yi
@f

@xi

�
�
�
�
x

+ 1

2
�m injyj

2 (B5)

where the 1=2 follows from the s integrals. Taking the
function f to be the free energy F with x = �t+ � t and
y = �t� �t+ � t resultsin Eq.(A6).
The second inequality results from setting s1 = 1 in

Eq.(B2),then m ultiplying by yi and sum m ing

X

i

yi

�
@f

@xi

�
�
�
�
x+ y

�
@f

@xi

�
�
�
�
x

�

=
X

i;j

yiyj

Z 1

0

ds
@2f

@xi@xj

�
�
�
�
x+ sy

:

(B6)
W ethen usea relation sim ilarto Eq.(B4),only with the
eigenvaluesof@2f=@xi@xj assum ed to bebounded above
by �m ax,to get

X

i

yi

�
@f

@xi

�
�
�
�
x+ y

�
@f

@xi

�
�
�
�
x

�

� �m axjyj
2
: (B7)

Now we can take f = F E and x and y asbefore to get
Eq.(A7).
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