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MATHEMATICAL AND NUMERICAL ANALYSIS OF TIME-DEPENDENT
GINZBURG-LANDAU EQUATIONS IN NONCONVEX POLYGONS BASED ON
HODGE DECOMPOSITION *

BUYANG LIT AND ZHIMIN ZHANGH

Abstract. We prove well-posedness of time-dependent Ginzburg—Landau system in a nonconvex
polygonal domain, and decompose the solution as a regular part plus a singular part. We see that the
magnetic potential is not in H' in general, and the finite element method (FEM) may give incorrect
solutions. To remedy this situation, we reformulate the equations into an equivalent system of elliptic and
parabolic equations based on the Hodge decomposition, which avoids direct calculation of the magnetic
potential. The essential unknowns of the reformulated system admit H' solutions and can be solved
correctly by the FEMs. We then propose a decoupled and linearized FEM to solve the reformulated
equations and present error estimates based on proved regularity of the solution. Numerical examples are
provided to support our theoretical analysis and show the efficiency of the method.
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1. Introduction. The Ginzburg—Landau theory, initially introduced by Ginzburg and Lan-
dau [I6] and subsequently extended to the time-dependent case by Gor’kov and Eliashberg [18],
are widely used to describe the phenomena of superconductivity in both low and high tempera-
tures [I1}22]. In a two-dimensional domain  C R?, the time-dependent Ginzburg-Landau model
(TDGL) is governed by two equations (with the Lorentz gauge),

. 2
(1.1) n%—f+ <£V+A> ¥+ (|0 = 1) —inkpV - A = 0,
O0A i
(1.2) E+Vx(VxA)—V(V-A)+Re{¢*<EV+A>w]—fo,

where 1 and k are given positive constants, the order parameter v is an unknown complex scalar
function and ¥* denotes the complex conjugate of ¢, the real-vector valued function A = (Ay, As)
denotes the unknown magnetic potential, and the scalar function f denotes the external magnetic
field, and we have used the notations
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The natural boundary and initial conditions for this problem are
(1.3) V- -n=0, A-n=0, VxA=/f on 9Qx(0,7),
(1.4) P(x,0) =o(z), A(x,0)= Ay(z), in Q,
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where n denotes the unit outward normal vector on the boundary 0f2.

The TDGL has been widely studied both theoretically and numerically. Existence and unique-
ness of the solution for (ILI))-(C2) in a smooth domain were proved by Chen et al. [§], where
equivalence of (LI)-(T2) to the Ginzburg-Landau equations under the temporal gauge was proved.
Various numerical methods for solving the TDGL were reviewed in [I2] [I4]. In contrast with the
many numerical approximation schemes, numerical analysis of the model seems very limited so
far. Error analysis of a Galerkin finite element method (FEM) with an implicit backward Euler
time-stepping scheme was presented in [7] [13], where optimal-order convergence rate of the nu-
merical solution was proved for sufficiently regular solution. A linearized Crank—Nicolson scheme
was proposed in [24] for a regularized TDGL under the temporal gauge without error analysis. An
alternating Crank—Nicolson scheme was proposed in [25] and error estimates were presented for a
regularized TDGL under the grid-ratio restriction 7 = O(h12), where 7 and h are the time-step
size and spatial mesh size. Although convergence of the numerical solutions has been proved in
[7, 13, 25] in smooth domains, these error estimates may not hold in a domain with corners, where
the regularity of the solution may not satisfy the conditions required in the analysis. It has been
reported in [I5] 24] that the numerical solution of the magnetic potential by the FEM often exhibits
undesired singularities around a corner. To resolve this problem, a mixed FEM was proposed in [6]
to approximate the triple (V x A, V-A, A) in a finite element subspace of H(2) x H'(Q) x L%(Q),
which requires less regularity of A intuitively, and error estimates of the finite element solution
were presented under the assumption that A is in HL(Q) := {a€ H'(Q)?:a-n =0 on 9Q}. Re-
cently, an optimal-order error estimate of the FEM with a linearized Crank—Nicolson scheme was
presented in [I5] without restriction on the grid ratio, but the analysis requires stronger regularity
of the solution and the domain. On one hand, existing theoretical and numerical analysis of the
model all require the magnetic potential to be in HL (). In a domain with reentrant corners, how-
ever, the magnetic potential may not be in HL(£2) and well-posedness of the TDGL remains open.
On the other hand, numerical approximations of the TDGL in domains with reentrant corners are
important for physicists to study the effects of surface defects in superconductivity [2, 26], which
are often accomplished by solving ([I))-(2) directly with the finite element or finite difference
methods, without being aware of the danger of these numerical methods.

In this paper, we study the TDGL in a nonconvex polygon, possibly with reentrant corners.
We shall prove that the system ([LI)-(L4) is well-posed, with A € L>((0,7); H*(2)?) for some
s € (0, 1) which depends on the interior angles of the reentrant corners. As shown in the numerical
examples, with such low-regularity, the FEM may give an incorrect solution for the magnetic
potential A, which further pollutes the numerical solution of ¥ due to the coupling of equations.
We are interested in reformulating (LI))-(L4]) into an equivalent form which can be solved correctly
by the FEMs, as they are preferred when using software packages and when other equations are
coupled with the Ginzburg-Landau equations. Our idea is to apply the Hodge decomposition
A = V x u+ Vo, and consider the projection of (L2) onto the divergence-free and curl-free
subspaces, respectively. Then ([CI))- () is reformulated as

9y

(1.5) 77&

+ (%v + A)zw + ([¢)? = 1)y —inkpV - A = 0,
1o N
0 2= (efur(Evsa)])

du

(1.8) o —Au=f-p,
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(1.9) =

with the boundary and initial conditions
(1.10) Vi -n=0, p=0, V¢g-n=0, u=0, Vuo-n=0, ondQx(0,7T],
(1.11) U(x,0) =vo(x), u(z,0)=up(z), wv(zx,0)=uvy(x), inQ,

where V X p and Vq are just the divergence-free and curl-free parts of Re [1/1* (%V + A) 1/1], respec-
tively, ug and vy are defined by

_AUQZVXAQ in Q, d A’UO:V'AO in Q,
ug =0 on 01}, an Opvo =0 on 0f),

with [, vo(z) dz = 0. We shall prove that the solution of the projected TDGL (ILH)-(LII) coincides
with the solution of (II)-(T4). Then we propose a decoupled and linearized FEM to solve (L3)-
(CII), and establish error estimates based on proved regularity of the solution. Our main results
are presented in Section 2, and we prove these results in Section 3-5. In Section 6, we present
numerical examples to support our theoretical analysis. Due to limitations on pages, derivations
of the system ([LH])-(I1)) are presented in a separate paper [2I], where the efficiency of the method
is shown via numerical simulations in comparison with the traditional approaches of solving the
TDGL directly under the temporal gauge and the Lorentz gauge.

2. Main results. For any nonnegative integer k, we let W*?(Q), and W*?(£2) denote the the
conventional Sobolev spaces of real-valued and complex-valued functions defined in €2, respectively,
with H¥(Q) = Wk2(Q), HF(Q) = WE2(Q), L2(Q) = H°(Q) and £3(Q) = H°(Q); see [1]. For
a positive real number sy = k + s, with s € (0,1), we define H*(Q) = (H*(Q), H*"(Q))4
via the complex interpolation; see [3]. We denote H®0 = H®0(Q), H% = H%(Q), LP = LP(Q),
LP = LP(£), and let H' denote the subspace of H! consisting of functions whose traces are zero
on 99. For any two functions f, g € £? we define

(f.9) = /Q f(@)g(x)* da,

where g(x)* denotes the complex conjugate of g(x), and define
LP = [P x P, H* = H* x H*, H.(Q):={ac H'xH':a-n=0 on 99},
H,(curl,div)={acL?*:VxacL? V-ac L?and a-n =0 on 09},
H(curl) = {g€ L?:V x g € L?}.

Definition 2.1. (Weak solutions of (I.I))-([4])) Letw denote the mazimal interior angle
of the nonconvex polygon 2. The pair (v, A) is called a weak solution of (LI))-(LA]) if

b€ C([0,T]; £2) N L2((0,T); H') N L*((0,T); H'),
o, Ap € L2((0,T); £%), || <1 ace in Qx (0,7),
A € C([0,T); L) N L>=((0,T); Hy(curl, div)),

A € L*((0,T);L?), VxA,V-AcL*(0,7T);H",

for any s € (1/2,7/w), with ¥ (-,0) = vy, A(-,0) = Ap, and the variational equations

[ 1050)+ (e a)e (ioea)e)]a



(2.1) +/OT [<(|1/)|2—1)1/)—i77m/)V~A,g0>] dt =0,

/OT K%_iﬂa)+(V><A,V><a)+(v.A7v,a)} dt

(2.2) = /OT [(f,v X a) — <Re[¢*<év + A>w} aﬂ dt,

hold for all p € L?((0,T); H') and a € L*((0,T); Hy(curl, div)).

Definition 2.2. (Weak solutions of (IL.5)-([I.11])) Letw denote the mazimal interior angle
of the nonconvex polygon Q. The quintuple (¥, p,q,u,v) is called a weak solution of (LH)-TII)) if

¥ € C([0,T);£2) N L2((0,T); H') N L*((0, T); H'),

o, Ay € L2((0,T); £?), || <1 a.e. in Qx (0,T),

peL®((0,T);H'), qeL*((0,T);H"), uweC(0,TH"), veC(0,T);H"),
Opu, v, Au, Av € L>=((0,T); L*) N L3((0,T); HY),

for any s € (1/2,7/w), with (-,0) = o, u(-,0) = ug, v(-,0) = vg, and the variational equations

[ 10500« (oo (i ea)e) o
(2:3) /K ([* = )¢ —innwV-A,so)]dtzo,

(2.4) /0 (Vp, V) dt = / (Re[w( v+A)w],vX5>dt

(2.5) /T(Vq,VC)dt /OT(Re[w*(%v+A)w},vc)dt
TR Iy

o [0 wafun [
;M

hold for all ¢ € LQ((O T);HY), £,0 € L2((0,T); HY) and ¢,9 € L2((0,T); HY).
Our first result is the well-posedness and equivalence of the systems ([LI)-(T4) and (L3)-(TIT),
which are presented in the following theorem.

Theorem 2.1. (Well-posedness and equivalence of the two systems)
If f € L*°((0,T); L*) N L2((0,T); H(curl)), 1o € H', Ag € Hy(curl,div) and || < 1 a.e. in Q,
then the system (CI)-(TCA) admits a unique weak solution in the sense of Definition 21l and the
system (LA)-(CII) admits a unique solution which coincides with the solution of (LI)-(T4).
Moreover, if we let x;, j = 1,---,m, be the reentrant corners of the domain €, then the
solution has the decomposition

Y(x,t) = ¥(z,1) + Zaj(t)fb(lw — aj|)|w — x|/ cos(nO;(x) /w;),

A=Vxu+ Vv



with

u(z,t) = uz,t) + Z Bi (02 (|z — ;) — a7/ sin(n0;(x) /w;),

v(@,t) =0, t) + 7 (02 (le = zj])z — a7 cos(nO;(x) fw;),

J=1

where W € L2((0,T);H?), u,0 € L>((0,T); H?), ®(r) is a given smooth cut-off function which
equals 1 in a neighborhood of 0, ©;(x) is the angle shown in Figured, and o, B;,v; € L*(0,T).

Fia. 1. Illustration of the domain ), corner xj, angle w; and ©;(x).

Further regularity of the solution is presented below, which is needed in the analysis of the
convergence of the numerical solution.

Theorem 2.2. (Further regularity)
If f € C([0,T); H(curl)), V x f € L*((0,T); H(curl)), &;f € L?((0,T); L?), 1o € H', Arpy € L2,
Ay € Hy(curl,div), V- Ao,V x Ag € HY, 10| <1 a.e. in Q, and the compatibility conditions

Onto =0 and V xAg= f(-,0) on 0N
are satisfied, then the solution of (LH)-(LII) possesses the reqularity

Y€ C([0, T, HIT®),  Owp € LA((0,T); H'T),  0urp € L2((0,T); L),
p.q € L>((0,T); H"), w,ve C([0,T);H"),
Opu, O € LA((0,T); H'™%),  Oyu, v € L*((0,T); L?)

for any s € (1/2,m/w).

To solve the reformulated system (L5)-([I1), we propose a decoupled and linearized Galerkin
FEM. For this purpose, we let 7, be a quasi-uniform triangulation of the domain €2 and denote the
mesh size by h. Let V} denote the space of complex-valued C piecewise linear functions subject
to the triangulation, let V! denote the space of real-valued C° piecewise linear functions, and set
Vhl ={peV!:p=0 on 90}. Clearly, V}, Vh1 and V;! are finite dimensional subspaces of H!,
H' and H I respectively. Let I} be the commonly used Lagrange interpolation operator onto the
finite element spaces. For any positive integer N, we let 0 =ty < t; < --- <ty =T be a uniform
partition of the time interval [0, T] and set 7 = T'/N. For any sequence of functions ¢", we define
Dyt = ("t — ") /7, and we define a cut-off function y : C — C by

x(2) = 2/max(|z], 1), VzeC,
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which is Lipschitz continuous and satisfies that [x(2)| < 1,Vz € C.
We look for w""’l eV}, "+1, ntl ¢ Vh and q""’1 ntl € V! satisfying the equations

(D™, @) + ((ik7'V + ARt (i 'V + A)p)

(2.8) + (R = D™ 9) + (insAg, V(( "H)*SD) =0,
(2.9) (V™. VE) = (Relx(vp) (in™ Vo™ + Afgp )], V x €)
(2.10) (Vapt',V¢) = (Relx(v)" (in~ Vo™ + Afyp™h)], V()
(2.11) (Drup™,0) + (Vup ™, vo) = (1! —pZ“,H)

(2.12) (Dropth,9) + (Vo Vo) = (=gt 09),

for all o € V1, £,0 € Vh1 and ¢,¥ € V}l, with A7 = V x ul! + Vol, where u} € Vh1 and v} € V!
are solved from

(2.13) (Vu), VE) = (A, V x &), YEeV,

and 99 is the Lagrange interpolation of ¢°.
For the proposed scheme, we have the following theorem concerning the convergence of the
numerical solution.

Theorem 2.3. (Convergence of the finite element solution)
The finite element system (Z8)-(ZI2) admits a unique solution (), py,qp,up,vy') when T < n/4
and, under the assumptions of Theorem 2.2],

(max ([u” =il + 0" = vplla + A" = Afllee + 19" = $plle2) < C(7 + 1),
_n_
where C' is a positive constant independent of T and h.

In the rest part of this paper, we prove Theorem 2. TH2.3] To simplify the notations, we denote
by C' a generic positive constant which may be different at each occurrence but is independent of
n, 7 and h.

3. Proof of Theorem [2.71 In this section, we prove well-posedness of the Ginzburg-Landau
equations in a nonconvex polygon and equivalence of the two formulations (ILI)-(T4) and (L3)-
(CII). Compared with smooth domains, in a nonconvex polygon, the space H,,(curl,div) is not
equivalent to H} () and is not embedded into L? for large p. Convergence of the nonlinear terms of
the approximating solutions needs to be proved based on the weaker embedding H,, (curl, div) <<
L* in the compactness argument, and uniqueness of solution needs to be proved based on weaker
regularity of the solution.

3.1. Preliminaries. Firstly, we cite a lemma concerning the regularity of Poisson’s equations

in a nonconvex polygon [0, [17].
Lemma 3.1. The solution of the Poisson equations

Aw =g in €, d Aw =g in €,
w=0 on 0f), an Onw =0 on 09,

satisfies that (the Neumann problem requires fQ g(x)da = fQ xz)dx =0)
lwllwres + lwllgree < Csllgllez, Vs € (1/2,7/w),

where ps = 2/(1 — s) > 4 when s € (1/2,7/w).



Secondly, we introduce a lemma concerning the embedding of Hy(curl, div) into H?.

Lemma 3.2. H, (curl,div) — H*® < LP* for any s € (1/2,7/w).

Proof.  From [6] we know that A has the decomposition A =V X u 4+ Vv, where v and v are
the solutions of

—Au=V xA in Q, q Av=V-A in Q,
u=20 on 01}, an Opv =0 on 0f2,

respectively, with [, v(z)dz = 0. For the two Poisson’s equations, Lemma Bl implies that

lu|l girs + ||0llgi+s < Cs(||V < Allpz + |V - AllL2), Vse(l/2,7/w).

Thirdly, we introduce a lemma concerning the embedding of discrete Sobolev spaces. )
Lemma 3.3. Let 0, € Vhl, Yy € Vh1 with fQ Ip(x)de = 0. If we define ApB), € Vh1 and
Apdy, € Vhl by
(Ahoha 90) = _(veh; V<P)a Vgﬁ € ‘o/hlv
(Andn, @) = =(VOn, V), VYoeVy,

then

IVOL||Le < Cl|AnOn| 2, and [V ps < Cl|ARIn]l Lz

Proof. Let 0 be the solution of the Poisson’s equation
Al = Apby,

with the Dirichlet boundary condition § = 0 on Q. Then (V( — ), V&) = 0 for any &, € V1,
which implies that, via the standard H'-norm error estimate and Lemma [B3.1]

||V(6‘ — eh)HLz < CH9||H1+sh/S < C||Ah9h||L2hs.
Since s > 1/2, by applying the inverse inequality we obtain that
V(10 — 03)||Ls < Ch™ Y2V (110 — 01)|| 12 < C||Anbnl|L2h*~ % < C||Anbn] 2

Thus HV9h||L4 S ||V(Ih9 - 9}1)||L4 + HVIh9||L4 S C||Ah9h||L2- The pI‘OOf for 19}1 is similar. O

3.2. Existence of weak solutions for (I.I))-([@I.4]). In this subsection, we prove existence
of weak solutions for the system (LI)-(T4]) by constructing approximating solutions in finite di-
mensional spaces and then applying a compactness argument. Firstly, we need the following lemma
to control the order parameter pointwisely.

Lemma 3.4. For any given A € L>®((0,T); Hy(curl,div)), the equation (L)) has at most
one weak solution ¢ € L>=((0,T); H) N H*((0,T); L?) in the sense of @I)). If the solution exists
then it satisfies that || <1 a.e. in Q x (0,T).

Proof. From Lemma B2 we see that H,(curl,div) — H*® — L* and so A € L>((0,T); L%).
Uniqueness of the solution can be proved easily based on the regularity assumption of ¢. To prove
[¥] <1 ae. in Q x (0,T), we integrate (LI)) against 1*(|1)|> — 1) and consider the real part,
where (|1|?> — 1) denotes the positive part of |¢)|> — 1. For any ¢’ € (0,T) we have

A(g(mw/ﬂz—l)i) dx+/0tl/sz(|¢|2—1)i|w|2dxdt



v i i * 2
—/0 Re/Q (Ev¢+A¢>(—;v+A>[¢ (7 = 1);] da dt
Yol
S L
+/t Re/ <1v¢+A¢)¢*<iww* + ﬁw*w) dzdt

o Jgwpsy \# A g
— t/ ¢
s

t/
—/ Re/ WPV + "2V - Vi) dardt
0 {l¥]?>1}

2
(Wf? = 1)4 dedt

2
(P = 1)+ da dt

which implies that [,(|¢(z,t')|* —1)3 dz = 0. Thus [¢| <1 ae. in Qx (0,7). O

Secondly, we construct approximating solutions in finite dimensional spaces. For this purpose,
we let ¢1, @2, -+ be the eigenfunctions of the Neumann Laplacian, which form a basis of H'. Let
M : Hy(curl, div) — (Hy(curl, div))’ be defined by

(Mu,v) =(Vxu,Vxv)+(V-u,V-v), foru,veH,(urldiv).

Since the bilinear form on the right-hand side is coercive on the space H, (curl,div), which is
compactly embedded into L2, the spectrum of M consists of a sequence of eigenvalues which tend
to infinity, and the corresponding eigenvectors aj, as, as, - -- form a basis of Hy(curl, div) [9] 23].

We define Vy = span{¢1, ¢o2, - ,édn} and Xy = span{aj,as,---,ay}, which are finite di-
mensional subspaces of H! and H,,(curl, div), respectively, and we look for W (t) € Vi, An(t) €

Xy such that
ov ) )
(n—atN,SD) + ((iv + AN) \I/N, (%V + AN) QD)

(3.1) < (|On* = 1)Uy —inkx(TN)V - Ay, ) =0,

< ) (V x Ax,V x a) + (V- Ay, V -a)

(3.2) ( [ (V+AN) ]a):(f,an),

for any ¢ € Vy and a € Xy at any t € (0,7), with the initial conditions W(0) = Iyt and
A(0) = Iy Ao, where ITy and Ily are the projections of H! and H,, (curl, div) onto the subspaces
Vn and Xy, respectively.

Existence and uniqueness of solutions for the ODE problem (B1))-([8-2) are obvious. To present
estimates of the semi-discrete solution (¥, Ay), we substitute ¢ = 9;¥ and a = 9;A into the
equations, and sum up the two results. Then we obtain that

d 1
dt
8AN
* / ( ot

2

1
WN+AN\IJN Q(I\IINP )+|V><AN—f|2+|V-ANI2>dw

)d:v

oV
ot




nn/ Im<x(\IJN)8\I/N>V Ay dz

2
gl/n—a%
2 )0 "ot

By applying Gronwall’s inequality, we obtain that

2

1
dz + —/ K%V - An|? da.
Q

1V N 2o 0,150y + 110U N L2(0,7):22) + AN || Lo ((0,7);H, (curt,div)) + 10:AN || 20, 1);22) < C,

where the constant C' does not depend on V.
Thirdly, since H! << LP for any 1 < p < oo and Hy(curl,div) << L**¢ for some ¢ > 0,
by the Aubin-Lions compactness argument [20], there exist
(3.3) ¥ € L¥((0,T); HY) N H((0,T); £2),
(3.4) A € L*>((0,T); Hy(curl,div)) N H*((0,T); L?),

and a subsequence of (¥n, An)F_,, denoted by (¥y,,, An,. )50, such that

Uy, —1p weakly* in L((0,T); 1Y),

Uy, — 1 weakly in LP((0,T);H') for any 1 < p < oo,

Oy, — Opp weakly in L2((0,T); £?),

Uy, — 1 strongly in LP((0,T); £P) for any 1 < p < oo,

An,, = A weakly® in L*((0,T); Hy(curl, div)),

AN, — A weakly in LP((0,7); Hy(curl,div)) for any 1 <p < oo,
O AN, — O A weakly in L*((0,7);L?),

Ay, — A strongly in LP((0,T);L*") for any 1 < p < oo,

which further imply that
Uy, An,, — WA strongly in L*((0,T); £? x L£?),
VUy, -An, — V- A weakly in L*((0,T); £*3),
Uy, A, > = ¥|A]* strongly in L*((0,T); £?),
(ﬁv + AN) Ty — (3v + A)w weakly in L2((0,T); £2),
K K
W, (iv + AN) Uy — 1" <3v + A>1/; weakly in L2((0,T); L3 x £4/3),
K K

(3v+AN)\1/N-AN - <1V+A)¢-A weakly in  L2((0,T); £*/3).
K K

For any given ¢ € L2((0,T);Vn) — L?((0,T); £*) and a € L*((0,T); Xn) — L?((0,T);L%),
integrating (3I)-(32]) with respect to time and letting N = N,,, — oo, we derive (ZI)-Z2). In
other words, 1 € L®((0,T); H') N HY((0,T); £?) is a weak solution of (II)) in the sense of (2],
and A € L>°((0,T); Hy(curl,div)) N H((0,T); L?) is a weak solution of (I.2) in the sense of ([2.2)).
The conditions of Lemma [B4] are satisfied, which implies that )| <1 a.e. in Q x (0,7).

Finally, we prove the additional regularity of the solution specified in Definition 21l From
Lemma B2 we see that

A € L>=((0,T); Hy(curl, div)) < L°°((0,T); H®) — L*°((0,T); L*)
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for any s € (1/2,7/w). From (L)) we see that

. . .
=AY = 1) + %v - (AY) + %A VY4 AP+ (W2 — 1) — ipsV - A ae. in 9,
which imply that

1AG]| 2 < Clawl ez + CIV - Allelldll e + ClIA] L |V et + ClIANZ: + Cll(J9I — 1) 2
< C+Clopl| e + C| V| o4
< O+ OO 2 + C[ Ve Ga /P 48 || 24/ e)
< O+ )0 g2 + C V|| 7P
< O+ C|0ll 2 + CllA| 277,

where we have used (B3) and Lemma Bl in the last inequality. Since 1/(2 — 4/ps) < 1, the last
inequality implies ||Av|z2 < C + C||0p)]| 22 , and so

A% z2(0,1);22) < C + CllO L2(0,7);22) < C,
which further implies 1 € L2((0,T); H'**) by Lemma Bl From ([Z) we see that
[V x(VxA)-V(V- A)||L2((0,T);L2)
< COAll L2((0,1yL2) + Cllv* (i Vi + A L2 0,m)5m2) + CIV X fll2 (0,512

< ClloeA | L2(0,1)L2) + ClIV L2 (0,1):22) + ClIAl L2 ((0,7)12) + CIV X fllL2(0,1)12)
<C.

Note that w =V x A — f satisfies the equation
—Aw=Vx(Vxw)=Vxf,

withw =00n9dQ and f =V x (VxA)-V(V-A)-Vx f e L?((0,T); L?). The energy estimate
of w gives

lwllz20,1y:51) < CllfllL2(0,1)12) < C.

Thus V(V-A) =V xw —f € L?((0,T); L?), which indicates that V- A € L2((0,T); H').
Existence of a weak solution of ([LI))-(L4) in the sense of Definition [21] has been proved.

3.3. Uniqueness of the weak solution. Suppose that there are two solutions (¢, A) and

(P, A) for the system ([LI))-(L4) in the sense of Definition 211 Let e = ¢ — ¥ and E = A — A.
Then we have

/oT [(nate’ #)+ %(vevvw) + (|A|2€,<p)} dt

:/OT[__(A Ve,p) = -(B-VV,0) + L (cA, V) + L (VE, Vp)

— (AP = 1AW, ¢) = (W1 = 1) = (W] = 1), )] at

(3.5) — (inksyV - E + inkeV - A, @) dt,
0

/T [(0B.2) + (VX BV x a) + (V-B.V-a)| at
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T .
(3.6) = —/O Re<%(1/)*v¢ — V) + A(J]2 = |9 + |PPE, a) de,

for any ¢ € L?((0,T); H') and a € L?((0,T); Hy(curl, div)). By choosing ¢(z,t) = e(x,t)1 (g, (t)
and a(z,t) = E(z,t)1(,+)(t), and using the regularity estimate

ess sup ([[Vo[lp2 +[[V¥|z2 + [|Af 2 + [|Al[p4) < C,
te(0,7)

we obtain that
n 2 g 2 2
/
Blet s+ [ (Ve + 4]z a
0 K
t/
< [ (ClALLATellalellzs + CBIos [V W2l s + Clelzs Al Vel
0
+ CIBl 2 Vellzz + Ol + Al Bl 2l +Clels +CIV - Blalel )

t/
S/ (C||V€||L2(671||€||L2 +e|[Vellz2) + OB, (curt,aivy (€ el 2 + €| Vel| 2)
0
+ Ol Vel a(e el o2 + el Vell2) + CIEl| ]| Vel 2 + CE| 2(e 7 el 2 + €l Vel 12)
+ Cllel}: +CIV - Ellz]le] 12 ) dt

t/
< / (e||ve||§2 +¢|V X E[72 + €|V -E|7: + (C+ Ce?)|lel|7: + (C + ce—l)||E||%2) dt,
0
and
1 12 g 2 2
SIBC O + [ (I Bl + V- Bl )
t/
< /O (Cllellal Vel =Bl s + [ Vel Bl 2 + (lell o[ All s + [B]L2) Bl 12 ) dt
t/
< / (C'(E_l”eHL2 + 6HveHLz)H]'E)”Hn(curl,div) + ”ve”L?HE”L2
0
+ (lellze + Vel z2 + I Ellz2) [ Ell 2 ) at
t/
< / (e|\ve|\§2 + €|V X Ell2 + €|V -El 2 + (C+ Ce?)|lel|7: + (C + Ce_1)||E||2L2) dt,
0

where € is arbitrary positive number. By choosing € < i min(1, x~2) and summing up the last two
inequalities, we obtain that

t/
n 1
FleC )l + ZIBC O < [ (Cllels + CIBIE: ) at,
which implies
max (Dlel. + 3 IBI. ) =0
te(0,T) \ 2 2

via Gronwall’s inequality. Uniqueness of the weak solution is proved.
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3.4. Equivalence of (.I))-(I.4) and (@.5)-(LII). Let (v, A) be the unique solution of
(CI)-@4) and, for the given ¢ and A, we let (p,q,u,v) be the solution of (LG)-(T3). Since

Re[y* (LV + A)y] € L>((0,T); L?), the standard regularity estimates of Poisson’s equations
yield that

p.q € L=((0,7); HY),
u,v € L®((0,T); HY) N L*((0,T); H'*®),  Oyu, dpv, Au, Av € L*((0,T); L?).
By setting A = V x u + Vo, we have A € L>((0,T); L2) N L2((0,T); Hy(curl, div)) and 8;A €

L?((0,T); (Hy(curl, div))’). Since Re[¢* (£V+A)y]| = V x p+ Vg, the integration of (LJ) against
V x a minus the integration of (L3]) against V - a gives

/OTK%_*?,a) +(V><K,V><a)+(v.;&,v,a)] dt

T T -
:/ (f,V x a) dt—/ <Re[w*<£V+A>w},a) at
0 0 K
for any a € L2((0,T); Hy(curl, div)), with Ag = Ay. Comparing the above equation with (Z2),
we derive that A = A. Thus Au = V x A € L®((0,7); L%) N L%((0,T); H') and Av =
V-A € L>((0,T); L?) N L*((0,T); H'), and from (L3)-3) we further derive that dyu,dv €
L5°((0,T); L?) 0 L((0,T); HY).

Overall, (LO)-(CII) has a solution (¥, p,q,u,v) which possesses the regularity specified in
Definition 2.2 satisfying [2.3)-(27) with A = V x u+ Vo, where (¢, A) coincides with the unique
solution of (LI)-(T4l). Based on the regularity of ¥, p,q,u and v, uniqueness of the solution for
(CH)-(CTII) can be proved in a similar way as Section B3] We omit the proof due to the limitation
on pages.

3.5. Singularity of the solution. From the analysis in the last two subsections we see that

—Au=V x A in Q, q Av=V-A in Q,
u=20 on 0f), an Opv =10 on 0f2,

where V x A, V-A € L>((0,T); L?). For each fixed ¢, the solutions of the two Poisson’s equations
have the decomposition [19]

u(z,t) = Z Bi(O®(|x — )|z — a7 sin(r O, (2) /w;) + lx, 1),

v(@,t) =D 3O0(|z — xj])w — 2,7/ cos(70(x) /w;) + V(x, 1),
j=1
where
STBIOI+ D @+ ¢, Bl + 3¢, H)llaz < CIV x A2 + C||V - Al 2.
j=1 j=1

Thus

1851l oe 0,7y + il zoe 0,7y + [l Loe 0, 7);2) + 19l oo ((0,7); 12
< C(Hv X A||L°°((O.,T);L2) + Hv : AHLO"((O.,T);LQ)) < C.

The singular part of 1 can be derived in a similar way.
The proof of Theorem 2.1 is completed.
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4. Proof of Theorem In this section, we prove further regularity of the solution under
some compatibility conditions. We need the following lemma concerning the maximal L? regularity
of parabolic equations in a Lipscthiz domain [27].

Lemma 4.1. The solution of the equation

Oru—Au=f in €, ov—Av=g in Q,
u=20 on 09, and Opv =0 on 052,
u(z,0) =0 for x € v(z,0) =0 for x€Q

satisfy that

19wl Le(0,1):L2) + 1AU|| Lo (0,7):22) < CpllflLr((0,1):L2),
10cvl e (0,1):22) + 1AV Lo(0,7);02) < Collglleco,1):22)

for any 1 < p < oco.
Rewriting (L)) as

oy =) 1 _
WT - ?AW) — o) = —

with
g= év - (A) + éA VY + AP+ (9~ Dy — iV - A — %A%,

and applying Lemma ET] (here we need the compatibility condition 9,1y = 0 on 99), we derive
that, for any given 1 < p < o0,

10:(% = vo)llLromyes) + 1AW = o) lo(o.rysns)
< Cllgllzr(o.ry:z2)
< CIV - Allpe(o,7):22) + CllAl oo (0,09 V¥ | 2o (0,7):£4) + Cl AL 20 (0,7 14y + C

143243 1/(2—4/ps
< C+ CIVYI iy IVl oty +C

1/(2—4/ps)
< OVl o ey + C

< Cl|Ag] ot + C,

which implies that [|0:9] L ((0,1);22) + [|AY||Lr((0,7);22) < C. In other words, we have
(4.1) g e (YWhP((0,7); L) N LP((0,T); H'™*) < L>((0,T); Wh4).
p>1
Let w = V - A and consider the divergence of (2, i.e.
ow . [ wf 1
E—Aw— —Re VY™ - ;Vz/J—i-Az/J + ;Aw—l—z/}V-A—i-A-Vw ,
with the boundary condition d,w = 0 on 02. The standard energy estimates of the above equation
give
104 £2((0,7);:2) + |1AD || L2(¢(0,7);2)
< Cl[wol g + C|| Vo™ - (in7'Vip + Ap) + 0% (i A + 9V - A+ A - Vo)
<OV - Aollgr + CIIVY™ [l Laco, )0 IV Lao,r):n) + 1Al Lago,1):24))

||L2((O,T);L2)
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+ C(||A%|| L2¢0,7);02) + IV - All20,1);2) + 1Al Lao,):24) VU La(0,1);4))
<c

If we let w =V x A — f and consider the curl of (I2)), in a similar way one can prove
[0swllL2((0,1);22) + |AwllL2((0,1);22) < C.
The last two inequalities imply that
(4.2) oA € L?((0,T); Hy(curl, div)) < L2((0,T); L).
Consider the time derivative of (II)) and denote ¥ = 8y1p. We have

S
1o V="

with the boundary condition Ontb = 0 on 09, where
g=(ir7' —inr) PV - A+ (in7' —inr) YV - A + 2k A - VY + 2i A - VY
+2A - AY + AP + (U + ) + ([0 — 1),
The energy estimates of the equation give that

10| 20,7 22) + 1A% L2 0,1):22) + VDIl Low 0,7):22)
< Cllgllzzo,);z2)
< Ol o.myn) IV - Allzo ) + ClIV - Allpaoryies)
+ CllAl L2,y VYl o0,y + ClIAl Lo (0,794 IVl L2((0,1)519)
+ CllAl o~ o.myizn | All om0 + CIAIL = (0229 ¥l 20 m)s0) + CllElr2(0.m22)
/2 B11/2 ‘ .
< ClIPIAT oy 10155 0 sy + € + C + ClIVll Lo,y + C + CIVEI| 2 0.1y
1-4/ps
i1/ Ps Ps
< ClIOW o,y + CIVEI s i IVl oy +
(1— 4/ 1-4/ps
1/2 Ps s Ps s Ds
< CIODN S 0.7z + Clll Bl T)“;z 190 o T))“,}li ||V¢||22f(ocr yooeey T C
)s

_(-4/ps)s _
< CNO o 17,0 + N2 5 7 + .

which reduces to
10ubll L2 (0,795L2) + 1A L2 (0,7y:22) + IVl oo 0,112y < C.
In other words, we have
(4.3) 10eet (| L2((0,1);22) + 106l L2((0,7);m1+5) + 10| o< ((0,1);11) < C.
Now we consider the time derivative of (LQ)-(T3), i.e.

(4.4) Ap =~V x Re[¢* (ik 'V + A) ]
(4.5) Ag =V Re[¢* (in'V + A)y]’
(46) %4 ni=f-p,

ot
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v L
(4.7) i AV = —(,

with the boundary conditions p = 0, d,¢ = 0, ©« = 0 and 9,0 = 0 on 0. In particular, the
boundary condition % = 0 on 92 at the time ¢ = 0 requires the compatibility condition Vx Ay = fo
on 0f). Since

[[* 15V + A) 0] || ooz
= || (in™'V + Ay + 4" (in7 'V + A)d + [WPA|
< W 20,1y no0) ik~ Vb + Avpl| oo 0,7y 12)

+ i VY | 20,y 02) + 1A Lo 0.my:22) |91 2 0.7y ) + 1A L2((0,7):02)
<C,

the energy estimates of (£4])-(.3) give

((0,7);L2)

IVBll L2,y + IVl omyizsy < [0 (@57 + A) Y] | 2oy, < €
and then the energy estimates of ([{0)- (7)) give

10ettll L2((0,7):22) + 1G] L2 0,y L2) + IVl Lo ((0,7y;22) < CIF = BllL2((0,7y:22) < C,
[10¢0]| L2((0,7):22) + [[AV][L2((0,1):22) + IV Lo ((0,7);:22) < ClldllL2((0,1):22) < C,

which further imply that d,u, v € L?((0,T); H**).
The proof of Theorem is completed.

5. Proof of Theorem The proof consists of two parts. In the first part, we prove
the boundedness of the finite element solution and the invertibility of the linear systems, which
are independent of the regularity of the exact solution. In the second part, we present error
estimates of the finite element solution based on a mathematical induction on the L* norm of
A} =V xup + Vv, which is needed to control the nonlinear terms in the equations.

5.1. Stability of the finite element solution. Substituting ¢ = %" into &) and
considering the real part, we derive that

(—nw“np)+||<m-1v+Az> P [ WP o = o,

which together with the discrete Gronwall’s inequality implies that, when 7 < /4,
N—-1

(5.1) s [+ 3 7l Y+ AR < O
n=0

Since |x(¥})| < 1, by substituting £ = p}™! into () and substituting ¢ = ¢;'*" into @I0), we
obtain

VP e + Vg e < ClERTY + AR re,

which together with (5.1) gives

N—-1 N—-1

(52) SoAIVer e + Y Vgl < C.
n=0 n=0
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Then, substituting # = D,u}"" into ZII) and ¥ = D,v;" ™" into [ZIZ), we derive that

N-1
T(IDru e + Do Ee) + e (IVug 2 + Vo)
n=0
N-1 N-1 N-1
(5.3) <CY TN e +C Y Tl e +C Y Tlap e < C.
n=0 n=0 n=0

From the above derivations it is not difficult to see that the linear systems defined by ([2.8)-
(ZI2) are invertible when 7 < n/4, and the discrete solution (¥}, p}!, g)t, u}t, vj) solved from (2:8)-
(Z12) is uniformly bounded in L°(L£?) x L2(H') x L2(H') x L®(H*') x L (H?') with respect to
the time-step size 7 and spatial mesh size h.

5.2. Error estimates. Note that the exact solution (¢, p, ¢, u, v) satisfies the equations

(D™ @) + ((i7'V + A™M™ T (ik7 'V 4+ A™)p)

(5.4) + ([P = )" @) + (insA™, V(") ) = (BT 0),

(5.5)  (Vp",VE) = (Re[x(y")*(ix 'Vt + Amypm ] ¥ x ) + (BT, V x €)
(5.6) (V"™ V() = (Re[x (") (ix~ ' Vi + A", V() + (EpT, V()
(5.7) (DTu’”rl ) ( un ) f"“—p"*l,e) (E;‘“,e)

(5.8) (D" 0) + (VoL Vo) = (—g™+,9) + (Er,0),

for all o € V), €,0 € V}! and ¢,9 € V;!, with

(5.9) (Vu®,VE) = (Ag, V x &), VEeV,
(510) (V’L)O,VC) = (AO;V'C)v VCE Vhla
where

Eerl :W(D~r¢ +1 _aﬂ/} +1)+;V'((A — A +1)1/} +1)+E(A — A +1)'V1/) +1
+ (|An|2 _ |An+l|2)¢n+l + (|1/)n|2 _ |¢n+1|2)¢n+1 + i?]lil/)n+1v . (An+1 _ An)
E;Hrl — E;LJrl — Re[iliil(U)nJrl _ wn)*vwnJrl 4 ((wnJrl)*AnJrl _ (wn)*An)wnJrl)
EnJrl — DTunJrl _ atunJrl
EnJrl _ DT,UnJrl _ 8t’l}n+1
are truncation errors due to the time discretization, which satisfy that

N—-1
Yo (B Iz + IE T Ze + 1By Iz + B Ze + | ESTHZe) < O

n=0

Let Ry, : H' — V} and R, : H' — V;! denote the Ritz projection operator onto the finite
element spaces, i.e.

(V(¢ — Rn¢), V) =0 Vet and pe Vi,
(V(¢p— Rpd), V) =0 YoeH" and ¢e V.
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Then Ry, restricted to H', is just the Ritz projection from H' onto Vhl7 and we have [4] [5]
¢ = Rndllcz + h*[IV(¢ = Rud)llc2 < Ch*||pllgpse, Vo€ HIT?,
6 — Buollce + h*|[ V(6 — Ruo)ll 2 < CR* |l s, ¥V ¢ € H nH'™.

Let 6712—21 _ n+1 Rh¢n+1 n—zl _ pz-i-l th 1 nZl _ qz—i-l thn+1, n-l};l _ UZ—H
Rpunt, eﬁ}tl = UZH Rpv"t1. The difference between 23)-@I4) and (G.4)-EI0) gives that
ul) = Ryud, v = RpvY and

(nDreht @) + 72 (Veyhl Vo)
= (D (" = Ry, @) — (BT, ) — —(A" Veptle)

1

+ (AR V@ - R, ) - (AR - AT)- v

 EEAR T6) - £(07 = B AR ) + L7 A - 405
— ((|ARP? = [A" )"+ ) — (|ARPent) ) (laR? ( - R @b"“)wp)
— (R = D™t = ([0 P = D™ p) + (insAf, ((6%1) ¢))
(5.11) — (ineAR, V(" = Rpyp" ) ) + (ink(A] — A™), V(") ),

(Vep ', Ve)
= —(Ep*,V x &) + (Rel(x(¥h)" = x(Rag™)") (i~ 'Vt + A" ]V x €)
— (Re[(x(¥™)" = x(Bag™)*)(ir~ V" 4 Amgpm ]V x €)
+ (Re[x(yp) " (in ™' Vet + (AL — A")p" 4+ Ajell D],V x €)
(5.12) — (Re[x (i) (i 'V (™ — Rpp™) + AR (" — Rytp™))], V x ),

(Vept s Vo)
= — (B}, V) + (Re[((x(¥p)* — x(Ray™) ) (i~ ' Vo™ 4+ A" )] V()
— (Re[(x(¢"™)* = x(Rpy)")*) (ix~ ' V" +1 4+ A"y )], V()
(Wp)*(ik ' Vel il + (Ay — AM)e™ T + Ajel 1], V()
(5.13) — (Re[x(¥p)*(is 'V (¥™ — Ryy)™) + Aj(¥"™ — Rpyp™)], V),

(Dreit!,0) + (Vert!, vo)
(5.14) = (Dr(u" = Ry, 0) + (0" -t 0) — (EDT0),

(Drelth,9) + (Vey it Vi)
(5.15) = (Dy (v"*! = Rpu™ ) 9) + (¢ — gt 9) — (EXT0),

forallp € V},¢,0 € Vh1 and ¢, € V!, with [|e)) ,[|z2 < Ch?*, [|el) ;[lyn < Ch® and e , =€) |, = 0.
Substituting 6§ = DTer;l and ¥ = DTeZyJ,Ql into (B.I4)-(EI5), we get

1Dz 3 I2e + [Aney, 172 + Drl Ve 312
< OD- (" = Ry (|72 + Cllp™ ' = o132 + CIE 2,
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ID-ey 3 12e + [Aney i 172 + D[ Ve 312
< CID- (" = Ry 22 + Cllg™™ = gy 7 + CIES 22,

where Ahezzl and Ahegzl are defined in Lemma By Lemma B3] the last two inequalities
imply that

CH e v + Do (Ve it |17z

< Clp" "t = pp e + C D (" = Ryu )72 + OB |72,

CHes i v + Dol Ve 3172

< Ollg"* —ap e + OIDr (0" = Rypo™ |12 + O B 2o
The sum of the last two inequalities gives

Clexu 7 + D-(IVer it Ze + Ve l1Z2)
<Clp"™ =il + Cllg™™ = qp [T + CIE I + ClES 12
(5.16) +C|Dy(u" = Ry )72 + C|D7 (0" = Ryo™ |7

At this moment, we invoke a mathematical induction on

(5.17) |AZlloe < max, A"z + 1.

Since
JAD — A%z < IV x (Rpu® —u®)|ps + |V (Rpv° — 0°)| 1
< CR 2|0 paes + [0 e,

there exists a positive constant hq such that (5.17) holds for n = 0 when h < hy. In the following,
we present estimates of the finite element solution by assuming that (EI7) holds for 0 < n < m,
for some nonnegative integer m. We shall see that if (&.I7) holds for 0 < n < m, then it also holds
forn=m+ 1.
Substituting & = e"+1 in (&I2), it is not difficult to derive that
IVeritle < CIES ™ 2 + Clley pllallin™ V™ + Am™ | La
+ Ol = Rpp™ || pa| (i~ V" 4+ AT )| s
+C(IVeyhilioe + AL — A"z + AR alleyhy |l e
+O(IVE™™ = Rpy™ )2 + [|AR a9 = Ra)™ || 14)
(5.18) < CIEy 2 + Clled plla + Cll™™ = Ry ga + C|| AT, — A" 2.

Similarly, by substituting ¢ = e"+1 in (BI2), one can derive that
(5.19) IVegttllze < CIEG L2 + Clle pllar + CllY™ = Rag™ | + C|| Al — A" 2.

Substituting ¢ = e"+1 in (GI00), we obtain that

( || "“nm) Ve,

< CIDr (" = Ryt Y)|[Ea + Clleyh 172 + ClEL |7
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+ ClIAR e IVey s ez lley 3 e + CIAR I LalV (57 — Rpw™ )| alley | e
+C|IAL = A" 2|V " [ palleg ) Ioa + Clley 3 lall ARl el Ve 2
+ O™ = Ry Lo | AL |41 Vey Bl e + ClIAL — A 12| Vey il o2
+C(| ARl + A" L) [ AR — A™||2]leq | e
+ ClIARILslley 3 s + CIHARIZa 9™ = Rpg™ | palley | e
+(Clynlzs + Oleghlza + (Cllvpllee + O)lley wllelley ' s
+ CllAR el Veyh e lley loe + CIAR I Lallo™ — Rag™ | el 3 |
+CAL = A™| = (el e + Vel c2)
< ellVeyhiI2e + Cellef Iz + Cell Al — A2
(5.20) +O(IB) 7 + 1D (0" = ™ )| 22 + [0 = Rag™ 7)),
for any small positive number € € (0,1). Substituting (5I8))-(EI9) into (EI6), then (BI6) times
g1 plus (B20) gives
e10 7 exhllZs + w72 Ve 122 + Dr (a1 Ve b2z + 1l Vey 122 + —|| eyt I 22)
< CIERHIZe + CIEF 22 + ClES T2 + CIE; 122 + C||E17Z+l||L2
+ Cllg™ = Ry 2 + D, (0™ — R )2 + CIDe (™ — Ry )24
+ CIIDA (0™ = Ryo™ )2 + (Ce1 + 9| Vel 2,
(521)  +(Cer +Co)lley i I2e + Cel| A} — A™||7-.

By choosing ; and e small enough, the term (Cey + e)||Ve"+1|| » on the right-hand side of the
last inequality can be eliminated by the left-hand side. Smce

1A} = A" s < ClIVey e + CIVe iz + CIV % (u” = Ryu™) s + C[[V (0" = Ryo™)| s
< C|Vey pllez + ClIVey ullze + CUu" e + 0" | g ) B2,

the inequality (5.21]) reduces to

|| anlic+ 53 IIV v |22 + D (e1|Vey 3 HlIze + el Ver itz + —|| o 1Z2)

< C||Vey, h||L2 + CIIVBU wllzz + Clley s 117
+CIEy e + CIEG L + CllEL s + CIUES L + CIER 12,
+ O™ e + I e + 0" G )2
+ C(IDr" s + 1 Dru™ 3 + 1D-0" 3 ) A%

By applying Gronwall’s inequality, there exists a positive constant 7 such that when 7 < 7 we
have

(5.22) omax (IVer btz + Ve tze + llep bl 17:) + ZTHe”“IIm < Ci(T? + h*)
for some positive constant C;. In particular, the last inequality implies that

Jmax ||6"+1||L2 + ZT||6"+1||L4 <O + 1),
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If 7 > h, then we have
leas I7e < %i}ﬂlenﬂllm SC(T+h* /1) SC(r+h*7h);
if 7 < h, then we have
lea s 17 < Ch7 lex 172 < C(r?/h+ B> ™) < C(h+ h**71).
Overall, we have ||eA Y12, < O(7 + h+h%*71) and so
IARH = Ao < JleR T pe + [V x (@™ = Rya™ )| a + [V (0™ = Rypo™ )|
< O(rY2 4 /2 4 g1/,
There exist positive constants 7o and hs such that when 7 < 75 and h < hy we have

IAGE = AT <1,

and this completes the mathematical induction on (517 in the case that 7 < 75 and h < hy. Thus
BE22) holds for m = N — 1 with the same constant Cy, provided 7 < 75 and h < ho.
If 7 > 75 or h > hg, from (B.1)-(E3]) we see that

(5:23)  max  (IVerBs + VB + elil3a) < Co < G + %) (72 + 1)

for some positive constant Co. From (5.22) and (523) we see that for any 7 and h we have

max ([[VeyitIZ: + 1Ver i Te + lleghIlie) <

0<n<N-1 < [C1+Cs (72—2 + h2—2s)] (72 + h2).

The proof of Theorem is completed.

6. Numerical example. We consider an artificial example, the equations

. 2
(6.1) 2y (gwA) b+ (2 = 1) — inkpV - A = g,
0A 1
(6.2) a—+vX(VxA)—V(V-A)+Re[¢*<;v+A>w}:g+fo,

in an L-shape domain 2 whose longest side has unit length, centered at the origin, with n = 1 and
k = 10. The functions f = V x A € C'([0,T];H?), g € C([0,T]; L?) and g € C([0,T];L?) are
chosen corresponding to the exact solution
¢ = 20(r)r?/3 cos(20/3),
A= ((4t2q>(r)r*1/3 /34120 (r)r?/%) cos(0/3), (420 (r)r='/3/3 + 128" (r)r?/?) sin(9/3)),
where (r,0) denotes the polar coordinates, the cut-off function ®(r) is defined by
0.1 if r<0.1,

O(r)y=< T(r) if 0.1 <r <04,
0 if r>04,
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Fic. 2. Quasi-uniform triangulations with M = 16, 32, 64.

and Y(r) is the unique 7*" order polynomial satisfying the conditions Y’(0.1) = Y"(0.1) =
1T7(0.1) = 1(0.4) = Y'(0.4) = T7(0.4) = T"(0.4) = 0 and Y(0.1) = 0.1. It is easy to check
that the exact solution (v, A) satisfies the boundary and initial conditions ([L3])-(L4) with ¥y =0
and Ag = (0,0).

The L-shape domain is triangulated quasi-uniformly, as shown in Figure Bl with M nodes per
unit length on each side, and we denote by h = 1/M for simplicity.

Firstly, we solve (61)-(G2) directly by the FEM with piecewise linear finite elements and a
linearized backward Euler scheme, and we denote the numerical solution by (N,le , Aflv ). In a convex
or smooth domain, convergence of the numerical solution (J}]IV , KhN ) can be proved based on the
method of [7, [13]. Here we are interested in the question: whether the numerical solution converges
to the correct solution in a nonconvex polygonal domain? To answer this question, we present the
errors of the numerical solution in Table [l with 7 = h for several different h. One can see that the
errors do not decrease as the mesh is refined. In other words, the numerical solution (7, AN)
does not converge to the correct solution, nor does the physical quantity |1Z,JLV | converge to |7

Secondly, we solve the projected TDGL corresponding to (G.I)-([@2) by the proposed method
and denote the numerical solution by (1/),]:7 , Aflv ). We present the errors of the numerical solution
in Table 2l where the convergence rate of 1/1,]1\[ is calculated by the formula

convergence rate of ¢ = log([ ¥ — ™|z /[¢h), — ¥V 12)/ log2

based on the finest mesh size h (the same formula is used for [¢}'] and A}Y). We see that the
convergence rates of ¥, [ and A} are better than O(h?/3), which is the worst convergence
rate proved in Theorem 2.3l The numerical results are consistent with our theoretical analysis and
indicate that our method is efficient for solving the Ginzburg-Landau equations in a domain with
reentrant corners.

7. Conclusions. We have proved the well-posedness of the time-dependent Ginzburg-Landau
superconductivity model in a nonconvex polygonal domain. Due to the singularity of the mag-
netic potential, direct application of the finite element method to the original Ginzburg—Landau
equations may yield an incorrect solution. Based on the Hodge decomposition, we reformulated
the equations into an equivalent system, which avoids direct calculation of the magnetic potential,
and therefore can be solved correctly by finite element methods. Then a decoupled and linearized
FEM was proposed and convergence rate of the numerical solution was established based on proved
regularity of the essential unknowns of the reformulated system. Numerical examples show the
effectiveness of the proposed method in comparison with the traditional approach. For simplicity,
we have focused on nonconvex polygons in this paper. Nevertheless, the results can be extended
to nonconvex curved polygons without essential change of the argument.

Acknowledgement. We would like to thank Professor Qiang Du for helpful discussions.
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TABLE 1 o
Errors of the finite element solution (Y5, AY) with T = h.

h lon = ¥Mee | 18] = 19N llze | IAY — ANz
1/16 4.2113E-03 3.7007E-03 8.3961E-02
1/32 3.1847E-03 2.0651E-03 8.1396E-02
1/64 2.9884E-03 1.6286E-03 7.9709E-02
1/128 2.9170E-03 1.4624E-03 7.8779E-02
1/256 2.8734E-03 1.3875E-03 7.8210E-02
convergence rate O(h°-9?) O(h%-07) O(h-0T)
TABLE 2

Errors of the finite element solution (5, AN ) with T = h.

h 08 = ¢Mee | 5T = WM ee | JAF — AV][La
1/16 2.7608E-03 2.4889E-03 2.9448E-02
1/32 8.0517E-04 7.0163E-04 1.4861E-02
1/64 3.1147E-04 2.8685E-04 8.0870E-03
1/128 1.3066E-04 1.2664E-04 4.3397E-03
1/256 6.1047E-05 6.0252E-05 2.3748E-03
convergence rate O(ht99) O(ht07) O(ho®7)
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