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NUMERICAL APPROXIMATION OF THE
LIFSHITZ-SLYOZOV-WAGNER EQUATION*

FRANCIS FILBET! AND PHILIPPE LAURENGOT?

Abstract. The Lifshitz—Slyozov—Wagner theory of coarsening (Ostwald ripening) describes
the late stages of the growth by diffusional mass transfer of the grains of a new phase from a
supersaturated solution. It results in a nonlinear transport equation with a nonlocal nonlinearity
for the volume distribution function of the grains. A time explicit finite volume numerical scheme
is proposed to solve this equation in self-similar variables and is shown to converge under a CFL
condition. Numerical simulations are also presented.
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1. Introduction. The theory of coarsening (Ostwald ripening) in alloys de-
scribes the late stages of the formation and growth of grains of a new phase from
a supersaturated solution. During these stages, no new grains can form, and the de-
termining process is the growth of the grains by diffusional mass exchange [13, 25].
More precisely, the grains of the new phase that are larger than some critical size
grow at the expense of smaller ones, the critical size varying in time as a function
of the degree of supersaturation. A mean-field approach for this process has been
formulated by Lifshitz and Slyozov [13] and Wagner [25]. For very dilute solutions at
large times, the variation in the degree of supersaturation may be neglected, and the
time evolution of the volume distribution function f of the grains is given by

(11) 6tf + 81 (V f) = 07 (tax) € Ria

with the constraint (total volume conservation)
o0
(1.2) / x f(t,x) de = const., te€R,.
0

Here € R} := (0,+00) is the volume of the grains, ¢ € R is the time variable,
and V = V(t,z) denotes the rate of growth of the grains, which is determined by
the mechanism of mass transfer between the grains, e.g., volume diffusion [13, 25] or
grain-boundary diffusion [22]. In general, one has V(¢,z) = k(x)u(t) — g(x), where k
and ¢ are computed from the modeling of the mechanism of mass transfer between
the grains [13, 22, 25]. For instance, in the model considered in [13], where the mass
transfer is driven by diffusion, V is explicitly computable and k(x) = 3 /3, ¢(z) = 3,
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x € Ry. The function u is then determined by requiring that the solution f to (1.1)
comply with (1.2), that is,

(1.3) u(t) /000 k(x) f(t,z) de = /000 q(z) f(t,z) de, teR,.

The main purpose of this work is to present a numerical scheme for solving (1.1)-
(1.2) and to study the properties and the convergence of this scheme when the func-
tions k and ¢ determining the rate of growth of the grains V are given by

(1.4) k(x) =2% and q(z)=1, z€Ry,

for some « € (0,1). (Recall that a = 1/3 is the case considered in [13].) We will not,
however, study (1.1)—(1.2) directly but will first perform a couple of transformations
to obtain an equivalent formulation more suitable for our purposes. As in [17], we
first introduce the number F'(¢,x) of grains of size larger than z at time ¢, that is,

(1.5) F(t,z) = /00 f(t,2') da’, (t,x) € R3.

The constraint (1.2) then straightforwardly translates to the conservation of the L!-
norm of F'(¢) throughout time evolution, and F' solves

(1.6) WhF+V 0, F =0, /0 F(t,z) dx = const., (t,x)€R3.

The second transformation we shall perform is related to the large time behavior of
solutions to (1.1)—(1.2) and is motivated by the following fact: formal asymptotic
expansions performed in [13] for @ = 1/3 indicate that the pair (f,u) approaches a
self-similar form as time increases to infinity with the following scaling:

flt,z) ~t72 foo (%) and  u(t) ~ us .

Observing that convergence to a self-similar profile translates to convergence to a
steady state in self-similar variables, we introduce

Ft,2) =1+t Gn(1+t),2/(1+1)),
(1.7) (t,z) € RY.
ut) = (1+t)"*v(In(1+1)),

It then follows from (1.6) that (G, v) satisfies
(1.8) oG+ W 0,G =G, / G(t,x) = const.,
0

where W(t,z) = z® v(t) — 1 — z, (t,2) € R2. In this paper, we will focus on this
alternative formulation of the Lifshitz—Slyozov—Wagner (LSW) equation (1.1)—(1.2).
We investigate the properties and the convergence of a numerical scheme for (1.8)
built upon an explicit Euler discretization with respect to the time variable ¢t and a
finite volume discretization with respect to the volume variable z. Finally, numeri-
cal simulations will be presented, allowing us to check the numerical convergence of
the scheme and to compare the large time behavior of our approximation with that
expected for the solution to (1.8).
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Let us provide some comments about the behavior of our numerical scheme, re-
ferring to section 5 for a more complete discussion. Unlike what was conjectured by
Lifshitz and Slyozov [13], the large time behavior of solutions to (1.8) is complex and
very sensitive to perturbations. In particular, according to the analysis in [14, 20], the
behavior for large times of solutions to (1.8) with compactly supported initial data
changes drastically in the presence of a small diffusion (say, an additional term n 92G
on the right-hand side of (1.8) with n > 0). Since our numerical scheme is a classical
upwind method, a small numerical diffusion comes into play during the simulations.
It is then unlikely that our scheme reproduces the correct large time behavior for com-
pactly supported initial data, and this is exactly what we observe in the numerical
simulations. On the other hand, our scheme gives the correct limit for noncompactly
supported initial data. In order to capture the expected behavior for large times for
arbitrary initial data, it seems that a less diffusive numerical scheme is needed. One
possibility is to use a higher-order scheme, and this is the approach developed by
Carrillo and Goudon in [2], where a WENO (weight essentially nonoscillatory)-type
scheme is used to numerically compute the solutions to (1.8). (The main focus of
[2] is actually the variant of (1.8) described in Remark 1.1 below.) The numerical
simulations reported in [2] show that such a scheme gives the expected behavior for
intermediate times, providing better results than our scheme. Still, for larger times,
some numerical diffusion effects also come into play and drive the numerical solution
away from the theoretical predictions. Another approach relies on a nonlinear and
antidissipative scheme [5]. It has been recently considered by Lagoutiere and seems
to successfully compute the correct behavior, even for large times [8]. Let us point
out, however, that no convergence proof seems to be available for these schemes.

Before describing our results more precisely, let us recall that the LSW equation
(1.1)—(1.2) has been the object of several studies recently; existence and uniqueness
of weak solutions have been proved in [10, 17, 19] for the initial value problem (1.1)-
(1.2) under various assumptions on the functions k and ¢ determining the growth
rate of the grains V and the initial data. Also, the large time asymptotics have been
investigated in [1, 16] by analytical means and in [2, 6] by numerical simulations.

Remark 1.1. A different version of the LSW equation (originally introduced in
[13]), in which the constraint (1.2) is replaced by

(1.9) u(t) + A oosc ft,z) de=Q, teRy,
0

is actually the main concern of [2, 18]. In (1.9), @ is the total initial supersaturation
and A is a physical constant [13]. Still, the large time behavior of solutions to (1.1),
(1.9) is expected to be the same as that of (1.1), (1.2), provided that u(t) defined by
(1.9) converges to zero, which is true for initial data with a sufficiently wide support
[2, 18]. Let us also mention that the well-posedness of the initial value problem (1.1),
(1.9) has been studied in [3, 9, 17].

We now briefly outline the contents of the paper. In the next section, we introduce
the numerical approximation of (1.8) and state the convergence result, which we prove
in sections 3 and 4. Two points are worth mentioning here. First, it readily follows
from (1.5) and the nonnegativity of f that « — F(t,x) is nonincreasing and so is © —
G(t,x) by (1.8). At the discrete level, our approximation of G also enjoys this property.
Secondly, since the definition of v involves the inverse of a moment of G (recall the
definition (1.3) of w), an important step of the convergence proof is the derivation
of a uniform L°°-estimate on the approximations of v. For compactly supported
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initial data, such a bound has been obtained by estimating the time evolution of the
support of the solution [10, 17], but this method does not seem to work here because
of the (small) viscosity induced by the numerical approximation. We therefore use a
different approach and obtain a new L*°-bound in terms of the first moment of G.
Since the proof of this estimate is quite technical at the discrete level, we also provide
a (formal) proof for (1.1)—(1.2) in the appendix, hoping to clarify the underlying idea.
The final section (section 5) is devoted to some numerical simulations performed with
the numerical scheme presented in section 2.

2. Main results. Before describing our numerical scheme and stating a conver-
gence result, we first introduce some notation and assumptions and recall previous
results on (1.8). As already mentioned, we focus on the approximation of the initial
value problem

(2.1) KRG+, WG)=S, (t,x)eR2,

(2.2) a v(t) / z* 1 G(t,z) dv = G(t,0), teR,,
0

(2.3) G(0,z) = Go(x), = €Ry,

where o € (0, 1) is fixed,

(2.4) W(t,x)=a2%v(t)—1—x, (tz)eR2,

S(t,z) =az* ' v(t) G(t,z), (t,z) € RE,
and we assume that the initial datum G satisfies

Go € WHY(R)NLY (R, zdx) is a nonnegative and nonincreasing function
and Gy # 0.

Here and below, the notation L'(R, zdz) stands for the space of the Lebesgue mea-
surable real-valued functions on Ry which are integrable with respect to the measure
xdz.

Observe that (2.1) is nothing but 0;G+W 0, G = G written in conservative form.
Next, as a consequence of [10, Theorem 2| and Proposition A.1, there are at least a
pair of nonnegative functions (G, v) satisfying

G e C([0,T]; L*(Ry))NC(0,T; L* (R, min{z, 1}dx)), v e L>®0,7)

for each T € Ry and (2.1), (2.2), (2.3) with W given by (2.4). In addition, z — G(t, )
is a nonincreasing function for each ¢ > 0 and

(2.6) /OOO G(t,z) de = /000 Go(z) dz, t>0,

the identity (2.6) being actually equivalent to (2.2). Furthermore, the uniqueness of
the pair (G,v) follows from [18] if Gy is compactly supported, and from [19] in the
general case. (Only the case a = 1/3 is actually considered in [18, 19], but their
proofs extend to « € (0,1).) Let us finally point out that the integrability assumption
Go € L' (R ; zdz) is not needed for the existence of a solution to (2.1), (2.2), (2.3). It
can probably be dispensed with herein also but allows us to avoid many technicalities
in the proof of the L*°-bound for v and its approximations.
Next, let h € (0,1) denote the mesh size and set

(2.5)

h
(2.7) T_12=0, Ty =mi_1/0+

5 Tit1/2 = Tiz1/2 +h,
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and Al = [z;_; /2, Tiy1/2) for i > 0. Since x ranges in the unbounded domain R,
the numerical solution will actually be computed on the bounded domain [0, zr 1 /2),
where I" is a large integer depending on h. We shall of course require that h I" — 400
as h — 0. We then define the approximation G%" of the initial datum Gy as usual by

Ih
1
(2.8) GOh=3"GM 1y with GP' =2 [ Go(a) da,
i=0 ' he Jan
and recall that
(2.9) |G¥*||pr < ||Gollzr  and lim |G¥" — Gy = 0.

Here and below, 1g denotes the characteristic function of the subset E of R,.
Finally, let T € R be some final time and N the number of time iterations, and
set
T n
At = —, t"=nAt, 0<n<N.
N
The data h, At, and I" have to fulfill the following conditions: we first require
that the domain of computation approach [0,+00) and the discrete initial data be
close enough to Gy, that is,

1
(2.10) lim 7 I" = +o0, |GOP L > 5 [Gollz-

We also impose the following CFL condition:

At h
(2.11) 10 — (h I") <1
Observe that the above constraints are satisfied when I" ~ =17 for some ¥ > 0
and when At h~17Y is sufficiently small.
Denoting by G?’h an approximation of the mean value of G(t*) on A} for i €
{0,...,1 h}, and by v™ an approximation of v(¢"), the numerical scheme to be studied
in this paper reads

At
(212) G =Gt = S8 (B - L)+ ALSt, o<i< T,
(213)  GM' =GRt =0,

Ih

(2.14)  homt [ ek GV = Gt
=0

for n € {0,..., N — 1}, with initial data (GY")o<;</n defined in (2.8) and v° given by

3

(2.14) with n = —1. In (2.12) the approximate flux F[%} , is given by

h h h .
(2.15) Fﬂﬂf/g =V (@i1y2) G =V (g1 0) G, —1<i < I,
with

(2.16) v (z)=a2%v" —1—2z, zeRy,
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v (z) = max {0,v"(z)}, v" (z) = max {0, —v" ()}, and the source term SZ-"’h is given
by

(2.17) Srh = gh o™ G with al = % / z* Vde, 0<i<IM
AR

Remark 2.1. Note that the boundary condition G%Zl = 0 in (2.13) is needed
only when v™(xnq/9) < 0.

Before stating some properties on the scheme (2.12)—(2.17), let us briefly com-
ment on its derivation, which relies obviously on an explicit Euler scheme for the time
variable and on a finite volume approach for the volume variable (see, e.g., [7, 12]).
Concerning the latter, the formula (2.15) comes from the approximation by a clas-
sical upwind scheme of the fluxes W(t", z;11/2) and W(t", z;_1/2) arising from the
integration of (2.1) over the cell A?. As for (2.14), it is a discrete version of (2.2),
which guarantees the conservation of the L'-norm of G”; see (2.20) below.

Under the conditions (2.10), (2.11) and if hI" is large enough, the solution (G"")
to the scheme (2.12)—(2.17) enjoys properties similar to those of G, which we gather
in Proposition 2.2 below.

PROPOSITION 2.2. There is a positive constant x, depending only on o, Gg, and
T such that, if

(2.18) hI'>x,

and the conditions (2.10), (2.11) are fulfilled, the solution (GI"") to the scheme (2.12)~
(2.17) satisfies the following:
e nonnegativity and monotonicity:

(2.19) o<arh <art<apt, o<i<Ih-1,
e conservation of the total volume:

Ih

Ih
(2.20) S hGHt=>"ha)"
1=0 =0

forne{0,...,N}.
We next define the numerical approximation (G",v") of (G,v) by

Ih
(2.21) GMta) = S G 1pn(@), oM =0, @ eRy,
1=0

for t € [t",¢"*1) and n € {0,...,N — 1}, and
Ih

(2.22) GMT,z) =Y GM" 1yu(z), MT) =", zeR,.
=0

We may now state our main result.

THEOREM 2.3. Assume that the conditions (2.10), (2.11), and (2.18) are fulfilled
and that Go satisfies (2.5). Then
(2.23) G — G in L*=(0,T;L'(Ry)),
(2.24) o S ow din L°(0,T),
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where (G, v) is the weak solution to (2.1), (2.2), (2.3) on [0, T with initial datum Gy.
More precisely, (G,v) is a pair of nonnegative functions satisfying

G e C([0,T); L*(R4)) N L (0, T; WHH (R4 (1 + z)dx)),
(2.25)
ve L>®0,7)

and
(2.26) /0 (G(t) — Go) ¢ dx = /0 /0 (G(s) = W(s) 0;G(s)) ¢ dxds

for each t € [0,T) and ¢ € L*(R,), where v and W are given by (2.2) and (2.4),
respectively. Equivalently, G satisfies (2.6). In addition, x — G(t,x) is nonincreasing
for each t € 0,T].

Observe that each term in (2.26) makes sense since, by (2.25), W and 9,.G belong
to L>=((0,T) x Ry, (1 + x)~tdtdz) and L>(0,T; L*(Ry, (1 + x)dx)), respectively.

Let us finally explain the main steps of the proof of Theorem 2.3. Similarly to
the existence proof in [10], the proof of Theorem 2.3 relies on estimates of G and
its discrete gradient in L°°(0,T; L' (R, (1 4+ z)dz)) and on an L®°(0, T')-estimate on
v". On the continuous equation (2.1), (2.2), (2.3), these bounds are obtained as
follows: uniform estimates for G in L'(R;) and L>°(R,) are straightforward conse-
quences of (2.6) and (2.1), respectively. The main new observation then is that an
upper bound on v can be obtained from (2.2) and the previous estimates in terms of
the L}(Ry; xdz)-norm of G (Lemma 3.1). Inserting this estimate into (2.1) yields a
uniform estimate for G in L!'(R;xdz), and thus an upper bound for v in L°°(0,T)
(Lemma 3.2). The equation satisfied by 0, G then reveals an L!(R, )-weak compact-
ness estimate on 9,G, which, in turn, implies some time equicontinuity on G (see
Lemmas 3.5 and 3.7 and (4.12) below). From these estimates, one deduces that G lies
in compact subsets of C([0,T]; L'(R4)) and L*(0, T; WH(R,)). At the discrete level,
we perform the same steps for (G",v"), which is possible thanks to the conditions
(2.10), (2.11), and (2.18).

3. Properties of (G?’h). This section is devoted to the proof of Proposition 2.2

and the uniform bounds satisfied by (G:Lh) The parameters h, At, and I" being fixed
such that (2.10), (2.11), and (2.18) are fulfilled, we omit the superscript h throughout
this section. Also, owing to (2.10), we may assume without loss of generality that
h € (0,1) and xy4q/9 > 2.

LEMMA 3.1. Let n €{0,...,N} be such that

1 I
(3.1) S hGr=Y hG) and G} >0 for i€{0,...,T}.
i=0 =0
Then there is a positive constant C1 depending only on a and ||Gol|pr such that
I -«
(3.2) 0<u"<Cy G |14 ( > haias G?) ,
=41

where £ € {0,...,1/2} denotes the integer such that 1 € Ay.
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Proof. We infer from (2.10), (3.1), and the Holder inequality that
IGolzr _ 5 S
0|l L? 0 _
TgZhGi _ZhG;L
1/(2—a) I (1-a)/(2-a)
(Zh Ty G ) <Zh Tit1/2 G?) ’
i=0

IGoll \* _ (1 N (< A
1=0 3

=0

Multiplying both sides of the above inequality by v™ and using (2.14) yields

11—«
Gollz \* ™ Gy (<
<| gu) o (thlmg) |

=0
Since Tit1/2 < Ty41/2 < 2 for 0 < < é, and Tit1/2 < 2 Ti—1/2 for ¢ > {+ 1, we
deduce from (2.9) and (3.1) that

/\

1 £ 1
> hwiip Gr<2Y WGP +2 Y haiyp G

i=0 =0 i=l+1
1
<2|[Gollzr +2 Z hai1/2 G-
i=0+1

Combining the previous two inequalities, we end up with

2—a 61— I l-a
2 gl-a Gn . 5
n < - - -u «@ . ’I’L
v <|GO|L1) a IGollz:™ + ( hzioays GZ)

i=0+1

I 11—«
<0G 1+<Z hxi_l/QG?> ,

i=0+1

whence (3.2). 0
LEMMA 3.2. Let n €{0,...,N — 1} be such that (3.1) holds true and

(33) Vﬁ(l’].ﬁ_l/g) =0.

Then

(3.4) Z hGptt = Z h GY,

3.5 0< G < (1+At) sup{G?}, 0<i<I,
(3 j J
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I I
Z h a1/ G;Hl < <1 + Cy <1 + sup {G?}) At) Z h ;12 G}
i=0+1 ¢ i=0+1

(14+a)/a
(3.6) +Cy [1+ (sup {G?}) At,

where Cy is a positive constant depending only on «a and ||Gol|p1.
Proof. We first check (3.4). For n € {0,..., N — 1}, it follows from (2.12), (2.13),
(2.14), and (2.15) that

I I I+1 I I
SThGITT =N "ThGr = At Y F' ,+ A Y Fy+h A" Y a; G
1=0 1=0 =1 =0 =0

I I

= SThGE - ALGE = At (@) G+ h AL Y a; G
=0 =0
I
= Z hG} — AtV (zr4q/2) GT,
i=0

whence (3.4) by (3.3). Before completing the proof of Lemma 3.2, we provide an
alternative formulation of (2.12). By (2.15) we have

e — Fllyp = Vi (@igay2) G — v (@ig1y2) G
— Vi (xi—1y2) Gioy V" (2i-1/2) G
= (V" (@iy1/2) — V" (®im12)) GY
+ v (xip1y2) (G — Glq) + v (Tim1y2) (G — GIy).

Since

(3.7) V' (xi—1/2) — V" (Tig1/2) +hoa; 0" = h,

we insert the above formula for F}, , — F}", 5 into (2.12) and obtain
Gt = (4 a0 6+ 50 ) (@ -G

(38) + 20 e, - )

h

Now, since v (z741/2) = 0 by (3.3) and x4,/2 > 1, we have v™ < 2 x};‘f/z, and
(2.11) ensures that

h
(39) |V (@iz1y2)| < TP V" H 1+ Tip12 S 2214012 +2 21412 < AL

for 0 <4 < I. Owing to (3.9) and the nonnegativity (3.1) of (At G?), it follows from
(3.8) that G?H lies above a convex combination of G |, G, and G}, |, which are
nonnegative by (3.1), whence the nonnegativity of G?H for 0 <4 < I. Similarly, we
infer from (3.8) and (3.9) that GI"*'/(1 + At) is a convex combination of G7_,, G?,

and G, |, from which we deduce (3.5).
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We next turn to (3.6). We infer from (2.13), (3.1), and (3.8) that

I
S haiaps (G - (14 At) GY)

i=0+1
I+1 I-1
= At Z xi_g/g I/ﬁ(xi_l/g) G;L + At in-‘rl/Q Vi(xi_;'_l/g) GZl
=042 =L

I
— At Z zi1ja (V2(Tig1y2) + V(1)) G}
=041
I
< At Z (Ti_g/2 — xi_1/2) V' (2i—1/2) GY
=041
I
+AL Y @iy (VE(@iiag) =V (@igay2)) GF
i=+1
I
+ At Z (Tig172 — Tim1y2) Vi (Tim1/2) GV
i=+1
I
+ At Z itz (VE(@ip1y2) = vE(zim1y2)) GY
=41
+ At Toy1/2 V_’ﬁ(a:@rl/g) Gy
I
< At Z h Vn(l'i,1/2) GZL
i=+1
I
+ At Z w12 (V'(@ic1y2) — v (wig12))  GY
i=+1
I
+ At Z Tit1/2 (Vn(ilfiﬂ/z)—V7L($i71/2))+ G}
i=+1
+ At x40 VY (2041/2) GY,

the last inequality being a consequence of the subadditivity of r — r; and r +— r_.
Since h € (0,1), the choice of ¢ guarantees that 2,41/2 <2 and ;41,2 <2 x;_y/, for
i > £+ 1. Consequently, for i > ¢+ 1,

w1y (VM(@ii1y2) =V (wiag2)) < 0" wiagn (870 — )

n 1
<V zi_ipah T 10

n «
< h ot 2y,

Tit1/2 (l/n(xi+1/2) - Vn(xi—l/z))+ <2ho" x;-lfl/z»

and V" (2;_1/2) < 0" T s while

1+
Top1yo Vi (Teg1y) <07 %HO‘/Q <4 0"
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Therefore, since G > 0 by (3.1),

I
S haiyps (G- (14 At) GY)

i=f+1
I I
SAtV" Y hal, GEA3 AtV Y haly, GP 4 At G
i=0+1 i=0+1

I 11—« I a
<4 At " <Z hG?) (Z hi_1)o G?) +4 At 0" GV

i=0+1 i=0+1

by the Holder inequality. Using (3.1) once more yields

I
Y hmiaps (G - (14 At) GY)
i=L+1

I (03
(3.10) <4 AL ||Gol[i7 v" ( > haiap G?) +4 At " G
=041

Owing to (3.1), we may use Lemma 3.1 and insert (3.2) into (3.10) to obtain,
with the help of the Young inequality,

I
S hwiyp (GFF - (1+ AL GY)
i=0+1

I @ I
< C) At G ( > hwiap G?) +CLALGY Y haiip G
i=0+1 i=0+1

I l—«
+ C} At Gy sup {G}'} + C; At G sup {G}'} ( > hwiap G?)
i i =1

I
<2 Cy At sup {G}'} ( Z hai 12 G +1+sup {G?}l/a> )
¢ =041 !

with Cf = 4C; max {1, ||Go||;7}, whence (3.6), and the proof of Lemma 3.2 is com-
plete. 1]
We now introduce

Ki:=20C ||G0||Loo eT, Ky :=Cy (1+||Go||Loo eT),
Ky i=Cy (14 |Gollf£™/ eiter/er),

0 1/(1—a)
Ty = {Kl €K2T (1 —|—/ X Go(.’L') d.T +K3 T)} .
0

PROPOSITION 3.3. Assume that (2.18) holds true. Forn € {0,...,N}, we have

I I
(3.11) Y hGr=> nay,
=0 1=0
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(3.12) 0<GP < (14 A" ||Gollre, 0<i<I,

I )
Z hx;_q0 G < (1+ Ky At)" / x Go(z) dx
0

i=0+1
n—1 )
(3.13) + K3 At Y (14K, Aty
7=0
I
(314) 0 S v" S Kl (1 + Z h 131‘_1/2 G?) S I}(ﬁa.
i=0+1

Proof. We proceed by induction on n € {0,..., N} and first consider the case
n = 0. The assertion (3.11) is obvious in that case, while (3.12) and (3.13) readily
follow from (2.5) and (2.8). We then infer from Lemma 3.1, (3.12), (3.13), and the
Young inequality that

I
W <20, Gg <1+ Z hxi_i/ G?)
i=0+1

I
<K; <1+ Z hxi_y/o G?)

i=0+1

< K,y efeT (1 +/ x Go(x) de + Kj T> =i e,
0

and we have checked that Proposition 3.3 is valid for n = 0. Consider now n €
{0,..., N — 1} such that the assertions (3.11)—(3.14) hold true. By (2.18) and (3.14),
we have

V' (@ri/2) < (R D)* 0" — (R I) < (b I)” (wi_a —(h I)l_a) <0,

and thus v} (2741/2) = 0. This fact, together with (3.11) and (3.12), allows us to use
Lemma 3.2 to conclude that (3.4)—(3.6) hold true. Then, (3.11) for n + 1 follows at
once from (3.4), while (3.12) for n + 1 is a consequence of (3.5) and (3.12) for n. In
addition, inserting (3.12) into (3.6) yields

I I
Z h Ti—1/2 G?J’_l < (1 + Ko At) Z h Ti—1/2 G? + K3 At.
i=0+1 i=0+1

Taking into account (3.13) for n, we deduce (3.13) for n + 1. A straightforward
consequence of (3.13) for n + 1 is that

I [eS)
(3.15) Z h x5 Gt <ef2 T (/ x Go(z) de + K3 T) .

i=0+1 0

Since (3.11) and (3.12) hold true for n+1 by the previous analysis, we are in a position
to apply Lemma 3.1 and conclude that

I -«
<O Gt [ 1+ ( > hawiiiy G;L“)
i=0+1
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Using the Young inequality and (3.12) for n 4 1, we are led to

I
v < Oy ||Goll €T <2+ D hwiias G?“)

i=0+1

I
<K <1+ Z hxi_q G?Jrl)a

i=0+1

whence the first inequality in (3.14) for n + 1. Combining this last inequality with
(3.15) finally entails that v"*! < 217% and the proof of Proposition 3.3 is
complete. 0

Summarizing the outcome of Proposition 3.3, we have proved that (GI') satisfies
the following estimate.

COROLLARY 3.4. There is a positive constant Cs depending only on «, Gy, and
T such that

I
sup {GP} + 0" + Y B (1 +3i_1/2) G < Cj
¢ i=0

forne{0,...,N}.

Recalling that the solution G(t) to (2.1), (2.2), (2.3) is nonincreasing with respect
to the variable = for each ¢ > 0, we now show that this property is also enjoyed by

(GY).
LEMMA 3.5. Forn € {0,...,N},
(3.16) nL<Gr 0<i<I,
I
(3.17) > 1GE = G| < [102Gollzr €.
=0

Proof. For n € {0,..., N} and i € {0,... I}, we set g\, , = (G{',; — G')/h and
use (3.8) to compute g;', | /o:
h 9?:11/2 = (14 At) Gy + At v (@iy3/2) 91450 — At VE(Tiv1)2) 9i%a /0
= (1 +At) G = At v (@i172) 95412 + AL VE(Ti—1/2) 971 )25

gi_:_ll/Q = <1+At—h ’V (l’i+1/2)’) gi+1/2

At n At n
(3.18) + W V2 (%it3/2) 9ihse + W VE(im1/2) 9i1 /0

Since r — r4 and r — r_ are subadditive, we realize that
VI (@igs/2) + Vi (@im1y2) — [V (@ + 1/2)]
= Vﬁ(%’+3/2) - ($i+1/2) + Vi(xi—1/2) - V$($¢+1/2)
< (Vn($i+3/2) - Vn($i+1/2))_ + (Vn(IiA/Q) - Vn($i+1/2)>+
< ((x?+3/2 — T 0) VT — h) + ((33?71/2 =T ) VT h)+'
Then,

(319) Vﬁ ('Ti+3/2) + l/i(.’L',L‘_l/Q) — |Vn(l'7;+1/2)| S 2h,
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Introducing
At At
An- L . An -~ n .
2,1 (1 +3 At)h V_($1+3/2)’ 3,i (1 +3 At)h l/_,_(xz 1/2)’
. 1 At
AT, = AT559 (1 +AL— - yn(xi+1/2)|> 7 Z)\”,

we clearly have Ay, > 0, A3, > 0, while (3.9) ensures that AT, > 0. In addition, it
follows from (3.19) that

1- A}, < 1+At+Aht2h>§1

eyoll|

whence A}, > 0. Consequently, A}, € [0,1] for 1 < j < 4, and g;fll/Q/(l + 3At) is a
convex combination of g1 ; 5, 9; 55, 9i" 1 /5, and 0.

Now, let ¥ : R — [0, 400) be a nonnegative and convex function with ¥(0) =0
and such that

(3.20) UAr) <X U(r), (r,A)€0,+00) x [1,+00),
for some v > 1. The convexity of ¥ then entails that

I n+1 I
9it1/2 n n n n n
Z v ((1—|—3/At)> Z </\1 i (97 /2) + A% W(gisy0) + A5, ‘I’(gi—1/2)> :
0

=0

Since v (z_1/2) = 0, we have A3, =0 and

I n+1 I
1+1/2 n
(1+3 At) E U ( : +3/At ) E (1 + At — — |V ($z+1/2)|) (gi41/2)
=0

=0
I

$z+1/2) (9?+1/2)

J’_
Tin
= :‘l>

I/i ($¢+1/2) ‘I’(Q?H/Q)
0

.
I

I

< (L+ A Y W(ghys).
i=0

Owing to (3.20), we end up with

n+1
! 1+3Atg++1/2>

I
T‘H—l \I/
Z 9i51/2) ; ( 1+3 At
I
SA+3 A7 (L4 A Y U(ghy )
1=0

The discrete Gronwall lemma yields

I

I
(3.21) Z ‘I’(QZH/Q) < BO-DHIT Z ‘I’(Q?H/Q)-
i=0 i=0
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We first take U(r) = r, which obviously satisfies (3.20) with v = 1. The assertion
(3.16) then readily follows from (3.21) since g?+1/2 <0forie{0,...,I} by (2.5) and
(2.8). Similarly, ¥(r) = |r| satisfies (3.20) with v = 1, and (3.17) is a straightforward
consequence of (3.21), taking into account that

I

> h

=0

g?+1/2‘ < [10=Gollzr,

and the proof of Lemma 3.5 is complete. O

Remark 3.6. Note that U(r) = rP satisfies (3.20) for p € [1,00) with v = p. In
that case, (3.21) simply means that the discrete LP-norm of (g7, /2) remains finite if
it is initially finite.

At this point, note that Proposition 2.2 is a consequence of Proposition 3.3 and
Lemma 3.5.

We end this section with the time equicontinuity of (G7).

LEMMA 3.7. For each R > 1 there is a constant Cy(R) depending only on «, Gy,
T, and R such that, for n € {0,...,N — 1},

Lr
(3.22) > h |Gt = G| < Cu(R) At
i=0
where g denotes the integer such that R € Ay,,.
Proof. By Corollary 3.4, Lemma 3.5, and (3.8), we have for n € {0,...,N — 1}
and i € {0,...,€R}

Gr —Gn no_Ggn
|G?+1 - Gﬂ < At {03 + x?+1/2 vt —=L }

i i+1 « n
h + xi_l/Q v n

G —Gn Gn . —G»
SAﬁ {C3+(1+R>a01( i hz+1+ zflh z)}

We sum up the above inequalities for ¢ € {0,...,¢r} and use (3.17) to conclude that
(3.22) holds true. o

4. Convergence. As a consequence of the analysis of the previous section, the
sets {G"}, and {v"};, enjoy the following compactness properties.

LEMMA 4.1. There are a subsequence of (G",v") (not relabeled) and a pair of
nonnegative functions G € C([0,T]; L*(R.)) and v € L>(0,T) such that
(4.1) G" — G in L*™(0,T;L'(Ry)),
(4.2) ot B ow din L0, 7)),
and G € L>(0,T; L' (R, zdx)) satisfies (2.6).

Proof. We introduce the auxiliary function

Ih
t—t"
G"(tw) = {G?’h + % (reon - G?’h)} Lan(2), () € [t", "] x Ry,
1=0

for n € {0,...,N — 1}. Clearly, G" € C([0,T); L*(R4)), and it readily follows from
Lemma 3.7 that

4.3 Ght) -G @), ., < C4(R) At
(4.3) ;‘}%H (t) ()HL(O}R) 1(R)

for any R > 1.
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We next fix R > 1. On the one hand, it follows from Corollary 3.4 and (3.17)
that (G") is bounded in L>°(0,T; BV (0, R)). On the other hand, an easy computation
shows that (3.22) implies

||gh(t) - gh(S)HLl(O,R) < C4(R) |t - Sl

for (s,t) € [0,T] x [0,T]. Since BV(0,R) is compactly embedded in L'(0,R), a
classical compactness result [21, Theorem 5] entails that

(4.4) (G") s relatively compact in C([0, T]; L'(0, R)),

and (4.4) is valid for every R > 1. Also, by Corollary 3.4, there is a constant C
depending only on «, Gg, and T such that

(4.5) /OOO (G"(t,z) + G"(t,x)) = de < C, tel0,T].

Thanks to (4.5), we may improve the compactness (4.4) of (G") and conclude that
(Gh) is relatively compact in C([0,T]; L(R..)). Consequently, there are a subsequence
of (G") (not relabeled) and a function G in C([0,T]; L*(R,)) such that

G" — G in C([0,T); L*(R,)).

Recalling (4.3) and (4.5), we readily conclude that (4.1) holds true and that G is a
nonnegative function in L°°(0,T; L'(R,,xdx)). Moreover, the convergence (4.1) of
(G"), (2.9), and (3.11) imply that G satisfies (2.6). The convergence (4.2) and the
nonnegativity of v are then straightforward consequences of Corollary 3.4 and the
nonnegativity of v”. ]

We next show that (3.11), (3.21), and the integrability of 9, Gy guarantee that G
enjoys the regularity properties claimed in Theorem 2.3.

LEMMA 4.2. We have 0,G € L>=(0,T; L*(R,, (1 + x)dx)), and t — G(t,x) is
nonincreasing for each t > 0.

Proof. For ¢ € L (R), we define the discrete gradient Dy by

p(x +h) — p(z)

Dhgﬂ(.Z‘) = L , T € R+'
We first observe that
1" n,h n,h
G -G
(46) DhGh(t,Jf) = Z (7,-‘4-1hz) 1A1h (1‘)7 HASS R+7
i=0

for t € [t",t"*1) and n € {1,..., N} and recall that Lemma 3.5 and in particular
(3.21) provide some information on ((G:‘_ﬁ —G™™)/h). Tt turns out that the available
information allows us to show the weak compactness of (D,G") in L*((0,T) x R,).
Indeed, we first notice that

(4.7) sup / (1+x) |DhGh(t,x)‘ dx < C
telo,T]1Jo

for some constant C' depending only on «, Go, and T. Indeed, (4.7) readily follows
from (3.11), (3.16), and (3.17), thanks to the identity

I h Ih

ez |Gl - G = 2o n G
=0

=0
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We next recall that, since 9,Go € L'(R,), a refined version of the de la Vallée-Poussin

theorem [11, Proposition I.1.1] ensures that there is a nonnegative and convex function
Wy € CL([0, +00)) N WA (R,) satisfying

(4.8) lim = +o00,

with ¥y(0) = 0, ¥y(0) > 0, ¥{ a concave function on [0,4o00), and such that
Uo(|0:Gol) € L (Ry). (See also, e.g., [4, p. 38] for the construction of such a function
U, without the requirement that U{ be concave.) Thanks to the concavity of W
and the nonnegativity of ¥;(0), we have ¥i(Ar) < XA ¥((r) for r > 0 and A > 1.
Integrating this inequality yields

(4.9) Wo(Ar) < A2 Wo(r), (r,\) € [0,+00) x [1, +00).

Since ¥y is nondecreasing, the function ¥ defined by ¥(r) = ¥y(|r|) is a nonnegative
and convex function with ¥(0) = 0, which satisfies (3.20) with v = 2 by (4.9).
Consequently, we infer from (3.21) and (4.6) that

(4.10)  sup /Oooqfo(|phgh(t7x)|) dz < AT /OOO\IJO(|DhGh(0,x>|) dz.

te[0,T)

and it follows from (2.5), (2.8), (4.9), the convexity of ¥y, and the Jensen inequality

that
1 1
< ¥, 7/ |6wG0\dx+7/
h A{" h AZ’/+

1
Yy 1 / |0.Gol dz | + Tp | — / |0.Gol| dx
hon b,
{/ Vo (10:Gol) dx“"/ Vo (190:Gol) dm},
Al AP

K i+1

However,

i+l
h

00 1" GO,h . GQ,h
(4.11) / Vo (|DnG"(0,2)|) dz=h Z\IJO ( s
0

=0

0,h 0,h
G — G

h

IN
N

2
<z
~h

whence
GOk 0,h

i+1 &y
h

Ih
h Z T, (
=0

Inserting this estimate into (4.11), we deduce from (4.10) that

) <4 ||(9IG0||L1.

(4.12) sup / Vo (|DrG(t,2)|) dz < C
te[0,7] J0
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for some constant C' depending on «, G, and T. Owing to (4.7), (4.8), and (4.12),
we are in a position to apply the Dunford-Pettis theorem and conclude that (D;,G")
is relatively weakly sequentially compact in L'((0,7) x R, ). We may thus extract a
subsequence of (D, G") (not relabeled) such that

(4.13) DyGp —g in LY(0,T) xRy)

for some function g € L'((0,7) x R;). Now, it follows from (4.7) and (4.13) that
g belongs to L°°(0,T; L' (R4, (1 4+ x)dz)), while a classical computation entails that
g = 0,G in the sense of distributions. In addition, D,G" < 0 by (3.16), whence
0,G <0, and the proof of Lemma 4.2 is complete. 0

We are now in a position to complete the proof of Theorem 2.3.

Proof of Theorem 2.3. We first observe that Lemmas 4.1 and 4.2 ensure that
(G, v) enjoy the regularity properties (2.25).

We next consider ¢ € C5°([0,T") x [0, +00)) with supp ¢ C [0,7) x [0, R) for some
7€[0,T) and R € R, and set

gl
n,h __ 1

Wt = t,x) dedt
901, hAt . /Ahso(’x) €z

fori > 0and n € {0,...,N — 1}. We also assume that h and At are sufficiently
small so that 7 < tV~2 and R < Trn_y/2, and we denote by é}}% the integer such that
R e A?’,; . In the following we denote by C, any nonnegative constant depending only
on «, Go, T, and ¢.

We multiply (3.8) by <p"’h and sum up the resulting identities to obtain

%

Ylh _ )/'2}7,7
where
N-1 I"
Y=Y N (G Gy ot
n=0 i=0
and
N-1 I" N—-1 I
h h h h h
V=R At > N G e AL YT (wiy2) (G - GEY) ol
n=0 i=0 n=0 i=0
N—1 I"
h h h
A Y (@) (G -G e
n=0 =0

We next introduce

T 9] oo
Zh = —/ / Gh(t,x) Opp(t, ) dtdx —/ Go(z) ¢(0,z) dz,
o Jo 0

T oo T
h.— h(t, x x xr — h
Z! '7/0 /0 GM(t,z) o(t, ) dtd / G"(t,0) ¢(t,0) dt

0

T e8]
+ / / G'(t,x) 0n (W" @) (¢, 2) dadt,
o Jo
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where
Wht,z) =z o"(t) =1 -z, (t,z) €[0,T] x R,.

On the one hand, since ¢ is compactly supported, it follows at once from (4.1) and
(4.2) that

(4.14) hm Z1 = / / G(t, ) Ovp(t,z) dtdx —/ Go(x) ¢(0,z) dz,
0

and

; h
h,lAI?L <Z2 / G"(t,0) ¢(t,0) dt)
(4.15) / / G(t,z) (p+0: W ¢)) (t,x) dzdt.
On the other hand, we have

/T (G"(t,0) = G(t,0)) (t,0) dt

T Ih oo
/ t Li— 1/2) Gh(t7xi+l/2)) (p(t,O) dt + 83?G(tax) (,O(t,O) dxdt
0

10 0

// (0:G(t, ) — DL,G"(t,z)) ¢(t,0) dxdt.

We then infer from (4.13) that the right-hand side of the above identity converges to
zero as h — 0. Inserting this result into (4.15), we end up with

hlAHtrio zh = /0 G(t,0) ¢(t,0) dt
T %)
(4.16) + /O /0 Glt,7) (0405 WV @) (1 @) dudt.

Having identified the limits of (Z}") and (Z%) as h — 0, we next aim at comparing
the terms Ykh and Z,?, k = 1,2, in order to show that Z! — ZJ converges to zero as
(h, At) — 0.

We first compute (Z&' — Y{*). Since G" is constant on [t",t"T1) x AP for i > 0
and n € {0,..., N — 1}, we have

_ -1 Lc0 hoan " n+1 ) — n oy . 0o N N
T;)/OG(t’)(‘P(t ) —p(t",x)) d /0 Go(z) ¢(0,2) d
N-1 o0
= Z / (G}L(tn+17$‘) _ Gh(tn,x)) Lp(tn+1,.%') da
n=0 0

+ /000 (G}L(O,x) — Go(x)) ¢(0,z) dr,
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from which we deduce that

N—-1 Z gt
PARYIES b pilcasr el / / 0o drdt
n=0 ¢=0
+[16™0,.) = Go ()l [l 2o
O

=T HBWHLOO sup Zh |G?+1’h . G?,h‘
0<n<N-1,2,

+1167(0,.) = Go()llz NIl
We now use (2.9) and Lemma 3.7 to conclude that

(4.17) |zt —Y{ < C, At.

We next turn to (Z§ — Y3"). Since W"(t", x;41/2) = v"(%;41/2), G is constant
on [t",t"*1) x Al for i > 0, and n € {0,..., N — 1}, we have

N-1 1" ¢t N—-1 gt
zz_zzanh/ / (to) dodt > Gf [ p(t.0)ds
n=0 ¢=0 n=0 tm
N—-1 I" g+l
+ G} " (V" (@ig12) (b, Tiv1y2) — V" (im1y2) ot xim1/2)) dt.
n=0 i=0
Since v"(z) = v} (z) — v (x) and v"(2x_1/2) = —1, a discrete integration by parts
yields
N-—1 I" g+l
Zzanh/ / (t, ) dudt
n=0 i=0
N—1 I gntl
+ Z Y vz (G -G / o(t, mi—1/2) dt
0 Z: t’Vl
-1 I ¢l
™ Z v (@iy2) (G5 — GF") P(t Tiv1y2) db.
n=0 i=0 t

It is then easy to compute (Z§ — Y*) and deduce from Corollary 3.4 that

N—1 %
YR SR AL DS (i) |G — G [0apl
n=0 =0
N—1 £%
AL S S @) |G — G 10kl
n=0 =0
<C, am
SCoh | sup 1Z| M -G,
whence
(4.18) |z Y| < C, h

by (3.17). Since Y{* = Y, we infer from (4.17) and (4.18) that (Z — Z}') converges to
zero as (h, At) — 0. This fact, together with (4.14) and (4.16), immediately ensures
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that G satisfies

/OT /OOO G(t,x) Oup(t,r) dtdr + Ooo Go(z) ¢(0,z) da
= —/T G(t,0) ¢(t,0) dt + /T /OO G(t,z) (4 8. W @) (t,z) dxdt.
0 o Jo

Owing to the regularity of GG, standard approximation arguments allow us to conclude
from the previous identity that G actually satisfies (2.26).

To conclude the proof, it remains to show that v is given by (2.2). The easiest
way to see it is to take ¢ = 1 in (2.26), from which (2.2) readily follows, since we
already know that G satisfies (2.6). We may, however, prove it directly by passing to
the limit in (2.14). Indeed, consider ¢ € C(0,T). Arguing as in the proof of (4.16),
we realize that

T

(4.19) (h’lAig:O i (G"(t,0) — G(t,0)) (t) dt =0.

We next claim that

o0
4.20 lim  sup / 27V |GMt, 2) = Gt z)| dz = 0.
( ) (h,At)=0+¢¢0,T) Jo ‘ ( ) ( )|

Indeed, it follows from Corollary 3.4 and (2.25) that, for 6 € (0,1) and ¢ € [0, T,

/ooo 71 |Gt ) ~ G(t )| do < %a (16" Bl + 16O <)

+5a*1/ |G"(t,2) — G(t,2)| dx
8

<C8*+6°71 sup HGh(s) -

(s) HLl
s€[0,T]

for some constant C' depending only on «, Go, T, and G. Thanks to (4.1), we may
pass to the limit as (h, At) — 0 and obtain

limsup sup / ! |Gh(t,m) - G(t,z)| dov < C 6.
(h,At)—0 t€[0,7] Jo
As 6 € (0,1) is arbitrary, we let § — 0 to obtain the claim (4.20).
Now, owing to (4.2) and (4.20), it is straightforward to check that

421 lim / / 1) G(t,x) — v(t) G(t.x)) @(t) dadt = 0.

(h,At)—0

Thanks to (4.19) and (4.21), we may pass to the limit in (2.14) and conclude that v
is given by (2.2). a

5. Numerical simulations. In this section, we perform numerical experiments
with @ = 1/3, which corresponds to the original model of Lifshitz and Slyozov [13].
Our aim is twofold: first, to study the numerical accuracy of the scheme analyzed in
the previous sections and second, to see its behavior for large times.

We first check the order of the scheme with the following explicit stationary
solution to (2.1)—(2.2):

(51) GLS(LZ}) =

6 exo [ — (2z)1/3
(1- (2x)1/3)5/3 (1+ (£/4)1/3)4/3 P ( 1-— (2x)1/3>
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TABLE 1
Relative errors in the L'- and L™ -norms with respect to the number of grid points I'.

Number of points | Number of iterations | L! Error | L Error
200 221 1.4 10-3 | 1.5 10~3
400 443 7.5 1074 | 7.5 10~4
800 887 4.0 1074 | 3.8 104
1600 1776 2.0 1074 | 2.0 10°*

for z € [0,1/2] and Grs(z) = 0 if z > 1/2. Since Gpg is compactly supported in
[0,1/2], we take hI" = 1 and T = 1. We compute the relative errors at T = 1 in
the L'- and L*™-norms for different values of I", which are reported in Table 1. As
expected, the scheme is first-order; that is, the error is proportional to h.

We next turn to the large time behavior and first recall that, for (2.1)-(2.3), it
is much more complex that originally conjectured by Lifshitz and Slyozov in [13]. As
already mentioned, formal asymptotic expansions performed in [13] indicate that the
pair (G,v) converges towards a stationary solution (Guo,vs) to (2.1)—(2.3), and it
was further conjectured in [13] (and also in [25], but for a different choice of functions
k and q) that the asymptotic profile (G, Vo) does not depend on the shape of the
initial data Go but only on ||Gol|r:. More precisely, the conjecture in [13] states that
G = a Grg (defined by (5.1) above), with a = ||Go|| 2 HGLSHE}, while voo = Vg 1=
3/22/3. Tt was, however, noticed in [13] that (2.1)~(2.2) actually has a continuum
(Gv)v>v, ¢ of stationary solutions (with Gv, ; = Grg) satisfying ||Gv |11 = ||GLs|| L1,
but it was argued that Gy is “unstable” for V' > Vi g. This conjecture turns out to
be false, as noticed on the ground of physical arguments in [6, 15] and confirmed
by numerical simulations performed in [6]. More precisely, if the initial datum is
compactly supported, the asymptotic profile (G, Vo) is determined by the way in
which the initial datum vanishes at the edge of its support. Mathematical proofs
of these facts have subsequently been supplied in [1] for & = 1 by means of the
Laplace transform. Though a convergence proof is still lacking in the general case
a € (0,1), necessary conditions for convergence are provided in [16] when o = 1/3.
In addition, it is established in [16] that, if one can prove that v(t) converges to some
V > Vis ast — +oo, then G(t) converges towards Gy as t — +00. Analogous results
for the variant (1.1), (1.9) have subsequently been obtained in [18], still in the case
a = 1/3. It is also shown in [1, 16, 18] that there are initial data for which convergence
towards a stationary solution does not hold at all. In addition, several numerical
simulations have been performed in [2] with an accurate numerical method. The
results in [2] provide further numerical evidence that the solutions to (2.1)—(2.3) with
compactly supported initial data do not converge to the asymptotic profile (Grs, Vis)
conjectured in [13] but to the one determined by the way the initial datum vanishes
at the edge of its support; that is, (Gy,V) for some V > Vpg. Still, it is expected
that the Lifshitz—Slyozov conjecture is valid for noncompactly supported initial data
(with a “smooth” behavior for large ), and the aim of our first computations is to
provide some numerical evidence of this fact. We thus choose

(5.2) Go(z) = ||Grs|lp: exp(—z), x€Ry,

and report in Figure 1 the time evolution of v, G, and ¢ = —J,G obtained by the
scheme (2.12)—(2.17). For this simulation, we take the number of grid points I = 1000
with h I" = 10, and the final time is 7' = 30. Noticing that v(0) < Vs, we see that
the function v first increases rapidly towards Vg and then stabilizes to this value
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FiG. 2. (a) Ewolution of v(t), (b) zoom on the small variations of v(t) corresponding to the
initial datum (5.3).

as conjectured. As for G, its support decreases with time towards [0,1/2], and G(t)
converges to the stationary solution Grg with a good accuracy.

We next investigate what happens to a similar initial datum but with v(0) > Vi g.
More precisely, we take

(5.3) Go(z) = 100||Grs||zr exp(—100x), =z € R,

and observe that Gy has the same L'-norm as (5.2) but decreases faster for large .
In this case, we take I" = 1000 with hI" = 1, and the final time is T = 100. We
observe that the behavior of v differs from that in the previous simulation. Indeed,
v(0) being greater than Vg, v first decreases with time but to a smaller value than
Vis, as shown in Figure 2. It then increases again towards V¢ and finally stabilizes
to Vis. The evolution of G in that case is presented in Figure 3, which shows the
convergence of G to Gpg.

Finally, following the previous discussion on the large time behavior for compactly
supported initial data, one may wonder what the behavior of our scheme in that case
might be. We have performed numerical simulations with Go(z) = (1 — )4+ and
observe that, in this case also, the numerical solution converges to (Grs, Vis), which is
definitely not the behavior predicted by the theory [16]. Tt is, however, not surprising,
as the numerical scheme induces some small diffusive effects, and diffusion is known
to significantly modify large time behavior. More precisely, it is conjectured that
solutions to a diffusive perturbation of (2.1)-(2.3) with a time-dependent diffusion
coefficient vanishing for large times should converge to (Grs,Vis) (see [14, 20, 23]
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Fi1c. 3. Evolution of G(t,z) at time t = 0,1.07,3.57,100 corresponding to the initial datum (5.3).

and the references therein). The initial datum Go(z) = (1 — z)+ being quite far from
its expected limit, the diffusive effects of the scheme become not negligible after some
time and thus induce a difference between the behavior of the numerical and the exact
solutions. In an attempt to quantify the time of appearance of diffusive effects, it is
interesting to look at the behavior of the scheme if the initial datum is one of the
stationary solutions (Gy, V) for some V' > Vi g. Given V > Vg, this solution Gy is
given by

6 (1 (afa0)""?) ™
(1- (x/xf)l/S)A— (1- (;E/au)l/s),\Jr

(5.4) Gy (z) =

where A_, A\g, Ay satisfy

3z3/3
)\*:m for xe{-,0,+}
and 1’1_/3, x(l)/?’, x},_/g are solutions of the following equation:

X3-VX+1=0 with z_ <0< 2 <2y

We choose V = 2 and Gy = G5 with I = 1000, h I* = 1, and T = 50. The numerical
simulations are reported in Figure 4, and we observe that, for ¢ € [0, 5], the computed
solution remains close to Gy. After that time, diffusive effects come into play and
the numerical solution evolves towards (Grs, Vis). In order to capture the expected
behavior for compactly supported initial data for larger times, one thus needs a less
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F1G. 4. Evolution of (a) v(t) and (b) G(¢t,x) corresponding to the initial datum Ga.

diffusive numerical scheme such as the one used in [2], to which we refer for a more
complete discussion on that issue.

Appendix. An L*°-estimate for u. We consider a nonnegative function
fo € LY (R4, (1 + 2?)dz), fo # 0, and denote by f a weak solution to (1.1)—(1.2) (in
the sense of [10, Theorem 2]) with initial datum fo, the functions k and g being still
given by (1.4) with o € (0,1), so that V(t,z) = = u(t) — 1. We have the following
result.

PrOPOSITION A.1. There is a constant C depending only on « and fo such that,
for each t >0,

(A1) u(t) +/ 2% f(t,x) de < C exp (Ct).
0
Proof. For A € [0,2] and t > 0, we set
Mi(t) ::/ z* f(t,z) de.
0

Consider t € Ry. Since V(t,0) = —1, we infer from (1.1) that My (¢) < My(0) and

dM,
dt

(A.2) (t) <2 /OOO x V(t,x) f(t,z) de <2 u(t) Mita(t).

We next infer from the Holder inequality and (1.2) that

Mipo(t) < Mi(8)'7% May(t)® < C My(t)*,

0 < My(0) = My(t) < My ()Y@~ My(t)1=)/C=a),

As a consequence of the first inequality and (A.2), we deduce that

D 1y < € ult) Ma(t)®,

(A.3) —2(0) <

while the second inequality and (1.3) yield

(A4) u(t) =
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Combining (A.3) and (A.4), we end up with
dMso

(t) < C My(t)

and use the Gronwall lemma to conclude that My (t) < Cexp (Ct) for t > 0. A similar
bound for u then follows by (A.4). 0

Remark A.2. Observe that (A.3) and (A.4) are the continuous analogues of (3.10)
and (3.2), respectively.
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