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CONVERGENCE OF A DECOUPLED SPLITTING SCHEME FOR
THE CAHN-HILLIARD-NAVIER-STOKES SYSTEM

CHEN LIU*, RAMI MASRIt, AND BEATRICE RIVIERE?}

Abstract. This paper is devoted to the analysis of an energy-stable discontinuous Galerkin algo-
rithm for solving the Cahn—Hilliard—Navier—Stokes equations within a decoupled splitting framework.
We show that the proposed scheme is uniquely solvable and mass conservative. The energy dissi-
pation and the L™ stability of the order parameter are obtained under a CFL condition. Optimal
a priori error estimates in the broken gradient norm and in the L? norm are derived. The stability
proofs and error analysis are based on induction arguments and do not require any regularization of
the potential function.
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1. Introduction. The Cahn-Hilliard-Navier—Stokes (CHNS) system serves as
a fundamental phase-field model extensively used in many fields of science and engi-
neering. The simulation of the CHNS equations is a challenging computational task
primarily because of: (i) the coupling of highly nonlinear equations; and (ii) the re-
quirement of preserving certain physical principles, such as conservation of mass and
dissipation of energy. A common approach to overcome these difficulties is to decou-
ple the mass and momentum equations, and to further split the nonlinear convection
from the incompressibility constraint [27]. The splitting scheme constructed from this
strategy only requires the successive solution of several simpler equations at each time
step. Thus, such an algorithm is both convenient for programming and efficient in
large-scale simulations. A non-exhaustive list of several computational papers on the
CHNS model include [9, 2, 6, 19, 32, 20].

The analysis of semi-discrete spatial formulations with continuous and discontin-
uous Galerkin (dG) methods for solving the CHNS equations has been extensively
investigated. Without being exhaustive, we refer to the papers [10, 31, 8, 21] for
the study of fully coupled schemes. For decoupled splitting algorithms based on pro-
jection methods, we mention a few papers [14, 4, 28, 29]. Han and Wang in [14]
introduce a second order in time scheme and show unique solvability, but this work
does not contain any theoretical proof of convergence. Cai and Shen in [4] formulate
an energy-stable scheme and show convergence based on a compactness argument. In
this work, in order to obtain energy dissipation, the authors introduced an additional
stabilization term. Similar stabilizing strategies can be found in [28, 29]. Although
this technique enforces a discrete energy law, it also introduces an extra consistency
error. A major difficulty in proving optimal convergence error rates of a numerical
scheme for the CHNS system arises from the nonlinear potential function. A widely
used regularization technique is to truncate the potential and to extend it with a qua-
dratic growth [4, 27, 17]. An important objective of our work is to obtain a rigorous
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convergence analysis of the scheme without modifying and regularizing the poten-
tial function. To the best of our knowledge, the theoretical analysis of a decoupled
splitting scheme in conjunction with interior penalty dG discretization without any
regularization on the potential function is not available in literature.

The main contribution of this work is the stability and error analysis of a dG
discretization of a splitting scheme for the CHNS model. We prove the energy stabil-
ity, the L™ stability of the order parameter, and we derive the optimal a priori error
bounds in both the broken gradient norm and the L? norm. Our analysis is novel and
general in sense that: (i) we successfully avoid using any artificial stabilizing terms
(which introduce an extra consistency error) when discretizing the CHNS system,
and (i7) no regularization (truncation and extension) assumptions on the potential
function are needed for the analysis. The proofs are technical and rely on induction
arguments. A priori error bounds are valid for convex domains because the conver-
gence analysis utilizes dual problems. Our arguments can be extended to analyze
splitting algorithms for other type of phase-field models.

The outline of this paper is as follows. In Section 2, the CHNS mathematical
model is presented. In Section 3, we introduce the fully discrete numerical scheme.
The unique solvability of the scheme is proved in Section 4. We show that our scheme
is energy stable in Section 5, and we derive error estimates in Section 6. Numerical
experiments validating our theoretical results are presented in Section 7. Concluding
remarks follow.

2. Model problem. Let Q ¢ RY (d = 2 or 3) be an open bounded polyhedral
domain and let # denote the unit outward normal to the boundary dQ. In the context
of incompressible immiscible two-phase flows, we introduce a scalar field order param-
eter as a phase indicator, which is defined as the difference between mass fractions.
The unknown variables in the CHNS system are the order parameter ¢, the chemical
potential u, the velocity u#, and the pressure p, satisfying:

(2.1a) dic—Au+V-(cu)=0 in (0, T xQ
(2.1b) p=>(c)—xAc in (0, T xQ
(2.1¢) dru+u-Vu — usAu=-Vp —cVyu in (0, T] x Q,
(2.1d) V-ou=0 in (0, T x Q

The parameter x and shear viscosity pis are positive constants. The Ginzburg-Landau
potential function @ is defined by:

(2.2) D(c) = }1(1 —0)2(1 + ).

This polynomial potential can be decomposed into the sum of a convex part ®, and
a concave part ®_. We have:

1 1
O=P, +D_, where O, = 1(1 +c*) and O_ = —502.

We supplement our model problem (2.1) with the following initial and boundary
conditions:

(2.3a) c=c u=u on {0} xQ,

(2.3b) Vec-n=0, Vu-n=0, u=20 on (0, T] x dQ.
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Let ¢g denote the average of the initial order parameter. The model problem (2.1)
satisfies the global mass conservation property:

1 1
2.4 —/c=—/c0=c_,
24) Qo T Jot T

as well as the energy dissipation property [30, 12]. Let F denote the total energy of
the system.

(2.5) F(c,u)=/Q%|u|2+/Q(q>(c)+g|Vc|2), %F(c,u)s().

We end this section by briefly stating the functional setting used throughout the
paper. For a given real number p > 1, on a domain O € R?, where d = 2 or 3, the
standard notation for the L¥(Q) spaces is employed. Let (-,-)o denote the L? inner
product over O. We also define

L3(O0) ={w € L*(0) : (w,1)p = 0}.

Let D® denote the weak a-th partial derivative with multi-index a. For a given
integer m > 0, the Sobolev space W"*(Q) is defined by

W"P(0) = {w € LP(O) : D*w € LP(0), V|a| < m}.

The usual Sobolev semi-norm | - |wmr) and norm || - [[wmr) are employed. We
introduce the space H™(0) = W™?2(0) with the associated semi-norm | - |gm() =
| - lwmz2(0) and norm || - |y = || - llwm2(0). For convenience, we use (-,-) and || - ||

to denote the L? inner product and the L? norm, when O is the whole computational
domain.

3. Scheme. Let 7, = {E;} be a family of conforming nondegenerate (regular)
quasi-uniform meshes of the computational domain Q with the maximum element
diameter h. The mesh consists of simplices or of parallelepiped (parallelograms for
d = 2). Let T, denote the set of interior faces. For each interior face e € I’y shared
by elements E;- and E;+, with i~ < i*, we define a unit normal vector n, that points
from E;- into E;+. For a boundary face e, i.e., e = dE;- N JQ, the normal n, is taken
to be the unit outward vector to dQ. We also denote by ng the unit normal vector
outward to the element E. We introduce the broken Sobolev spaces, s > 1,

H*(Tp) = {w € LX(Q) : VE € Ty, wlg € H¥(E)}.
The average and jump operators of any scalar function w € H*(7}) is defined for each
interior face e € I'y, by

1 1
{w}le = 3 wlg-+ 3 wlg, , [wlle = wlg-— wlg, , e=0JEi-NJE;.

If e belongs to the boundary dQ, the jump and average of w coincide with its trace
on e. The related definitions of any vector quantity in H(7;)? are similar [26]. Fix
an integer k > 1 and denote by Px(E) the set of all polynomials of degree at most k
on an element E. Define the following discontinuous polynomial spaces for simplicial
meshes:

M} ={wy € LX(Q) : VE € Ty, wplg € Pr(E)},
Mfo = {wn € Mf: (wp,1) =0},
XK= {6, € L2(Q)": VE € Ty, Oyl € Pr(E)"}.
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For meshes with parallelograms or parallelepipeds, the space Qk(E), namely the space
of tensor product polynomials of degree at most k on an element E, is used instead of
Px(E) in the above definitions. We now present the dG pressure projection algorithm
for solving (2.1) with initial and boundary conditions (2.3). Uniformly partition [0, T]
into Nt intervals with length equal to T and for any 1 < n < Nt let t" = nt and
let 6; be the temporal backward finite difference operator 6-c; = (¢ — CZ_l)/T. The
scheme consists of four sequential steps.

Given (cZ‘l,uZ_l) € M]]; XXZ, compute (¢}, i) € M£ XMﬁ, such that for all yj, € M’;
and for all @), € M}

(3.1) (Occy, xn) + agsg (U, Xn) + daav(cy ' u) ™", xn) =0,
(3.2) (DL () + D (], o) + x aqe(c), or) — (U}, @n) = 0.

Second, given (cZ‘l,yz,uZ_l,pZ_l) € M’}f X Mﬁ X X]]; X Mﬁ_l, compute v} € X]];, such
that for all 6 € X¥

1 - - -1 _n
(3.3) ;(UZ —ul ™, ) +ac(u) ™t ul ™ 0, 0n) + usan(v], )
=bp(On, p) ") +br(c) ™", up, On).

Next, given v € Xﬁ, compute ¢} € Mﬁal, such that for all ¢, € Mlﬁal

1
(3.4) ﬂdiff((PZr on) = —;bP(UZ/ ®n)-

Finally, given (vz,pz_l,qb;:) € X’; X M]]i_l X M'}fal, compute (u}, p) € XZ X Mﬁ_l,

such that for all xj € M,’;_l and for all 9;, € Xi
(3.5) W) xn) =)~ xn) +(@F, xn) — axusbe (@), xn),
(3.6) (uy,, 0n) = (v, On) + Tbp(O4, P}).

For the approximation of the initial values, let u,? be the L? projection of #° and let
cg be the elliptic projection of c®, namely c2 satisfies

(3.7) adig(cz —c%xn) =0, Vxp € M’,;, with constraint (cg -c%1)=0.

In addition, we set p2 = qbz =0 and 09 = u?. The parameter o, is a (user-specified)
positive number that can be chosen between 0 and 1/(44d).

The forms ag;¢ and ap are the SIPG discretizations of the scalar and vector
Laplace operator, —Aw and —Awv, respectively. Let ¢ > 1,0 > 1 be given penalty
parameters. We define

(38)  aa@ 0= /E Vo V-5 [(Vo naix]

E<T eel, ¥ ¢
_L,EZD, [{VX e tw] + %L)Ezrh [[a)][x]/ Vo, x € H2(‘7;l)/
39)  ap(v,0)= Z/szve— Z {(Von,}-[0]
EeT;, E s e

- Y [wony1ef Y [llt6) vo,0€mmY.

eel,UdQ ¥ ¢ eel[,UdQ
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The dG form ac : H3(75)* x H2(T,)% x H2(T,)? x H2(75,)* — R of the convection term
v- Vo is

(3.10) ac(w,v,z,0) = Z (‘/E(z; -Vz)- 0 + ,/9Ew Ho} - ng| (z™ — z&Y) - Gint)

E€Ty,

+%Z/E(V-v)z-9—% Z [v-n.]{z - 0}.

E€T, eel,udQ ¥ ¢

Here, the set JE¥ is the inflow part of JE, defined by JE¥ = {x € JE : {w(x)} - ng <

0}, and the superscript int (resp. ext) refers to the trace of the function on a face of
E coming from the interior of E (resp. coming from the exterior of E on that face).
In addition, if the face lies on the boundary of the domain, we take the exterior trace
to be zero. The discretization of the linear advection term V - (cv) is done with the
dG form a.qy : H2(75) x H2(73)* x H*(T;) — R:

(3.11) talc0, 0= Y /Ecv e+ Y [{eHo - nlal.

EeT; eel, ¥¢

The dG form bz : H*(7) x H2(7;) X H*(73)* — R of the interface term —cVy is equal
to a,qv with switched arguments:

(312) b](cl f'l/ 9) = aadv(cr 6/ [J)

Finally, for the discretization of the gradient and divergence terms, such as —Vp,
—V¢, and V - v, we introduce the dG bilinear form bgp : H2(73)* x H'(T,) — R:

(3.13) br@.p)= Y, [pv-0- Y [l
EeT; YE eelUIQ Y e
With Green’s theorem, an equivalent expression for by is:

(3.14) e, p) ==Y [0-vp+ Y [10-nipl

E€Ty, eel’, ¥¢

The broken space H'(73) and discrete space Mﬁ are equiped with the semi-norm
| Ip-

5]
0l = ) Vol + 5 ) l@llif), Yo H'(T).
EeT, eel’y

Note, | - |pg is a norm on H*(7;,) N L2(Q2). The vector space HY(73)? is equiped with
the following norm:

o
lollpe = > IVoltg + 7 >, ol VYoeH (7).
E€T, e€l,UdQ

We now recall several properties satisfied by the dG forms. The forms aq;¢ and agp
are coercive. There exist 6¢ and o such that for all & > 69 and ¢ > g, there exist
K4 > 0 and Ky > 0 independent of & such that

(3.15) Kolwnda < agin(on, wp), Vaon € ME,

(3.16) Kpllonlpe < ap(wn, o), Vou € X}.
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Without loss of generality, we can set K, = Ko = 1/2. Indeed, this is true if 69 =
og = QNfaCCCth where Cy, is the trace constant in (3.33) (that depends on k) and Ngace
is the maximum number of faces of a mesh element. Let us denote

(3.17) My = 2Ngaee C2..

Continuity also holds for these two forms. There exist constants C, > 0 and Cp > 0
independent of mesh size h, such that

(3.18) laqia(@n, xn)| < Calwnlpclxnlpe,  Ywn, xn € My,
(3.19) lap(0n, 01 < CollvrllpellOnlloe,  You, 0, € X}

The form a,4 satisfies the following bounds (see Lemma 3.2 in [21]). For all ¢j,, x5, €
Mﬁ, and for all v, € X’];

3200 laalenon 0l < C(lentoc +1 [ eul)loalloc Lunloc,
Q
1/2
320 oo om0l < {lenlo 1 [ eul)loal 2o i oc.

The form ac satisfies the following positivity property:
(3.22) ac(vy,vp,0p,0,) >0, Yo, 0 EXZ.
We define lift operators Ry, : X’;l - M’];_l and Gy, : M’I;_l - X];l by
Ru(0x]), qn) = > [{an}[04]-me, VO, € XE, Vg, € MIT?,
e€l,udQ €

(Gl 0= Y, [(@}1a, Y € ME, VO, € XL,

eel’y,

One can easily obtain the bounds [23, 7], recalling the definition (3.17)

~ 1/2
(3:23) ARG < Ma (70D I V6 € X},
eel,UdQd
(324)  GH(IgnDIl < e (™ Zn[qh]um)) , Vg € M1,
eel’y

With the lift operators, we can rewrite bp into two different ways:

(3.25)  bp(On, pn) = (Vi - On, pr) — (Ru([O1]), pn), V), € X, Vpu € My,
(3.26)  bp(On, pn) = —(Vipn, On) + (Gu([prl), O1), VO, € X}, ¥pr € M
In the above, Vj- and V), denote the broken divergence and gradient operators re-
spectively.

PROPOSITION 3.1. The dG pressure correction scheme satisfies the discrete global

mass conservation property, i.e., for any 1 < n < Np, we have

(3.27) (c}, 1) =(c), 1) =(c’ 1) = (c(t"),1), V1<n<Nr.
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Proof. The first equality is obtained by choosing x; = 1 in (3.1) and by using
adig(yz, 1) =0 and aadv(cz_l,u}’l’_l, 1) = 0. The second equality is a constraint on the
initial order parameter and the third equality is from (2.4). ]

We finish this section by recalling Poincaré’s, inverse and trace inequalities. For
p < 400 when d = 2 and for p < 6 when d = 3, we have [13, 7]:

1
(3.28) lwn — @ wh”LP(Q) < Cplwnlpa, Yoy € Mk,
Q
1 o\ 1/2
(3.29) lpllr@) < Cp (|¢|2DG + @'/ch ) , Yo € H\(Ty),
(3.30) lorllr) < Cellonllpa, Vo, € X’,;

Here, Cp > 0 denote a constant independent of the mesh size h. The following are
two well-known inverse inequalities, for p, g € [1,00] and p > ¢ ,

(3.31) lonllr@) < Cim BP0yl Lo, Vo, € X},
(3-32) ||Uh||DG < Cinvh_lnvh“/ Yoy € X];(l/

where Cji,y is a constant independent of 1. We also use the following trace estimates:

(3.33) lonllere) < Coh ™ Mlonllr@E), Vor € X, r>1, e €dE,
(3.34) 9ll2¢e) < Coch 2 (10ll12(k) + HlIVOllL2E), Vo € HY(T5), e € IE.

We remark that the above inverse and trace estimates also hold for scalar valued
functions. For brevity, we may refer to the above bounds for both scalar and vector
valued functions. For any function & we denote by & the average of &:

- 1
é—@/gé-

We end this section by stating a discrete Sobolev inequality.

LEMMA 3.2. Define Oy,q as follows:

d=2
(335) ®h,d - h_1/2/ d = 3.

{(1 + [ In(h)))2,
There exists a constant Cp independent of h such that

(3.36) lwn - @nlli=@) < Cr®Onalwnlpe, Yawn € Mf.

Proof. For d = 2, bound (3.36) is proved in [3] (see (19) in Theorem 5). For d = 3,
inequality (3.36) follows from (3.31) (with p = co and g = 6) and (3.28).

lwn = @nlli=@) < Cinh ™2 ll0n = @nllLs(@) < CinvCrh™?|wp|pe- 0

Throughout the paper, C denotes a generic constant that takes different values at
different places and that is independent of mesh size h and time step size 7.
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4. Existence and uniqueness. We show that the discrete problem (3.1)-(3.6)
is well posed in three steps. First, we show equivalence of (3.1)-(3.2) to a problem
posed in MZO in Lemma 4.1. Similar to the arguments found in [14, 21], we then
use the Browder—Minty theorem to show existence and uniqueness of a solution to
(4.1)-(4.2) in Lemma 4.2. The existence of solutions to (3.3)-(3.6) follow by showing
uniqueness in Lemma 4.3.

LEMMA 4.1. The unique solvability of (3.1)-(3.2) is equivalent to the unique solv-
ability of the following problem: given (cZ’l,uZ’l) € M]]; X Xﬁ, compute (y}, wy) €
Mzo x MK | such that for all ¥, € Mzo and for all ¢y, € Ml}io

1o’

(4.1) (6cyy, Xn) + aqig (W), Xn) + aaav(c) ™ u) ™", Xn) =0,
(4.2) (D4 (y); +Co) + D" (ch ™), @n) + kaaa(y);, pn) — (W}, n) =0,
where y} ' = ¢}t =g,

Proof. Assume that the system (4.1)-(4.2) has a unique solution (y;, wy). Let
flyy) =@ (y, +co) + CD_’(CZ‘l). Define ¢} =y, +¢o and py = wy + f(y}). To see
that (cj;, pj) solves (3.1)-(3.2), take any x; € M’}f and let xp = xp—xn € MZO in (4.1).
Then, since aqig(zn, q) = aadv(cZ’l,uZ’l, g) = 0 for any constant q and any zj € MFk,
we have by (4.1)

1

(4.3) Szl xn = Xn) + adse (W), Xn) + Gaav (e ul ™, xn) =0, Vxn € MJ.

By Proposition 3.1 and the definitions of ¢ and yZ_l, we have
(4.4) (0cYy,, xn = Xn) = (0zcyy, xn — Xn) = (0z¢)y, Xn)-

Hence, (3.1) is satisfied. Similarly, let dgh = ¢y — @ for any ¢, € MZ Since
wy =y — f(yy) € M’,;O, we have

45)  (fP), dn—bn) — (Ui = FYD, o — dn) = (FY, on) — (), dn)-

This implies that (3.2) is satisfied. To see that this solution is unique, assume that

there exists a different pair (cZ’l,yZ’l) that satisfies (3.1)-(3.2). Define (yZ’l,wZ’l) =

(CZ'l —Co, yZ’l —y_Z) This pair also solves (4.1)-(4.2) which is a contradiction. Hence,
the solution to (3.1)-(3.2) is unique.

Conversely, assume that (3.1)-(3.2) has a unique solution (cj, u}). Then, it is
easy to see that (y,,wjy) = (¢ — o,y — ﬁ) solves (4.1)-(4.2). To show unique-
ness, assume there is a different pair (yZ’l,wn’l) which solves (4.1)-(4.2). Then, the

h
pair (cZ’l,y’;’l = (yZ’l + Co, wZ’l + f(yZ’l ) also solves (3.1)-(3.2). This provides a
contradiction. Hence, the solution to (3.1)-(3.2) is unique. 0

LEMMA 4.2. The system (4.1)-(4.2) is uniquely solvable for any fized time step
size T and mesh size h.

k

Proof. For any w, € M,

that

let yy = yn(wy) € MZO be the unique function such

(4.6) (D (yn +To) + (] 7), @) + xaqia(yn, ¢) — (wn, §) =0, VY € My,
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Existence and uniqueness of such a yj(wy) is proved in Lemma 3.14 of [21]. If we
choose @, = yp in Eq. (4.6) and use the coercivity property (3.15), we obtain

(4.7) (D4 (yn +7C0) + @ (c)Y), yn) + Kaklynlpg < (wh, yn).

By convexity of @, and the fact that (y, 1) = 0, we have

(4.8)  (©4(yn +20), yn) = (©+'(C0), yu) + (©+"(En), y7) = (©+"(En), y7r) = 0.
Therefore, (3.28) and Cauchy—Schwarz’s inequality yield
2

Cp _
4. <P + O_'(c" Y.
(4.9) lyn(wn)lpa < KaK|wh|DG Kakll (e DI

Let M}I;B denote the dual space of M}I;O and let F : Mzo - M’];B be a mapping defined
as follows: for all x, in Mﬁo,

(F(wn), Xxn) = (yn(n) =y =", Xn) + taaa(@n, Xn) + taaav(c) ™ ul =, Xn).

First, let us check the boundedness of #. For any yj € MZO with |¥u|lpg = 1, by
Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality, (3.30) with p = 2, (3.18), (3.20), we have

(4.10) F (wn), Xn)l < Catlwplpe + Callynlpe + 1y} ')
+Cy (I} pe + 1Q1¢0)lu) Ipe-

Using (4.10) and (4.9), we have

Cp Cp
r(n—1
(111) IF @l < (Car+ g Jlwnloe + - )

+CRly) pa + Cyt(le) pa + 1Q1E0) ) Ipe-

Thanks to (4.11), we have shown that the operator ¥ maps bounded sets in Mﬁo to
bounded sets in M% , i.e., we have proved boundedness of the operator. Second, we

show the coercivity of . With (3.15), (3.30) and (3.20), we have
(F (wn), wn) = (yn, wn) + tlwnlpe — Celly; Il lwalpa
- Cyt(lef e + 1Q1e0) ) b lwn|be-
With (4.7), (4.8), (3.30) and Young’s inequality, we have
2

C
(412) (w2 Kaklyalhe + (@1, i) 2~ [0/ I

Therefore we obtain

2

C
(F (wn), wn) = tlwilde = Cellyy  lwalpe — —— 19" (c} I
4K x

- Cyt(lef  pe + 1Q1e0) ) b lwnlpe.

This implies coercivity of 7 :

Ty
[wp|pg—+o0 |wh|DG
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k

no» We have:

Third, let us check the monotonicity of . For any wj and s;, in M
(4.13) (F (wn)=F (sn), wn—sn) = (Yn(wn) = yn(sn), wn —Sn) +taqie (Wn —Sn, Wy —Sp)-

Due to the coercivity of agig, the second term in the right-hand side is nonnegative,
which means we only need to check the sign of the first term. From (4.6), we have,
for any ¢, € M :

(Wi —sn, @n) = (D' (yn(wn) + o) — D (yn(sn) + o), 1)
+ xagig (yn(wn) — yn(sn), Pu).

Choosing ¢, = yu(wy) — yn(sy) € MZO and using (3.15) and the convexity of @, we
have

(4.14) (wn = sn, yn(wn) = yu(sn)) = Kaxlyn(wn) = yu(sn)lpe = 0.

k

ho » the following

Substituting (4.14) into (4.13), considering | - |pg is a norm in M
inequality is strict whenever wy # sy,

(F (wy) — F (sn), wn — sp) = KaTlwp = splpg = 0.

Thus we have established the strict monotonicity of . Finally, let us check the
continuity of . For any ¥, € M 50 with |xn|pg = 1, by Cauchy—Schwarz’s inequality,
(3.30), (3.18), we have

(4.15) KF (wn) = F(sn), Xu)l < Catlwn = snlpc + Colyn(wn) = yu(sn)lpe.

To bound the second term in the right-hand side, we revert to (4.14) and use (3.30)
to obtain:

2
P

(4.16) lyn(@n) = yn(sn)lpe < 2 lwn = sulpe-
ak
Combining (4.15) and (4.16), we have
C4
IF @) = F g, = sup KF@i) = F i), )] < (Cat + = )lwn = sulbe,
ho ° k K, x
Xn€M,, o
[Xnlpa=1

which means ||F (wy) — T(Sh)”MfB tends to zero whenever |wj — sy|pg tends to

zero, i.e., we proved the continuity of the operator #. We can then apply the

Browder-Minty theorem to conclude that there exists a unique solution wj such

that (F (w}!), Xn) = 0 for all ;, € M}];O. This implies that (y;(w}), w}) is the unique
solution of system (4.1)—(4.2). |
LEMMA 4.3. Given (¢}, uf, o7, ul™!, pi=t) € MF x My x X x X x Myt
there exists a unique solution (v, u;,p}) € X;l‘ X X]I; X Mlgo_l to problem (3.3)-(3.6).
Proof. Let us first show that pz belongs to Mﬁal by induction on n. The state-
ment trivially holds for n = 0. Assume pZ_l € Mlﬁal. Then, take x; = 1 in (3.5).
Since ¢} has zero average, we have

[ = [ pi - ouucbeiog, =0
Q Q
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The last equality is obtained by applying the induction hypothesis and the fact that
bp(v,1) =0 for any v. Second, let us show the existence of the intermediate velocity
vZ. Since this is a linear problem in finite dimensions, it suffices to show uniqueness
of the solution. Suppose there exist two solutions v" and 9" and let w! = v — 37

denote the difference. Choosing ), = wj in (3.3) and using (3.22) and (3.16) yield

&

lwil? + Kptusllw] |7 < 0.

This implies that w) = 0, which yields uniqueness and existence of v. The existence

of ¢} € Mﬁal follows by similar arguments, and the fact that |- |pg is a norm for the
space M;fal. Existence and uniqueness of p, and u; is trivial. ]

Lemma 4.1, Lemma 4.2 and Lemma 4.3 imply existence and uniqueness of a solution
to problem (3.1)-(3.6).

5. Stability. We will prove that our scheme satisfies a discrete energy dissipation
property in two steps. First we obtain the energy dissipation property under an
assumption on the boundedness of the order parameter. Second, we use an induction
argument to show that this assumption holds true. Define the discrete total energy
at time t" as follows.

1 K
(5.1) F(c}t,u}) = 5(142,142) + (D(c), 1) + §adig(cz,cZ).

We can bound the initial discrete energy by assuming enough regularity on the initial
conditions and by using stability of the L? projection and elliptic projection.
+ C|lc

1
Fh(c?l,ug) < §||uo||2 +C||cY| +C <C.

4 0112
H(Q) ”HI(Q)

We introduce auxiliary variables that play an important role in the analysis, similar
variables were introduced in [25, 23]. Define S) = 0 and ({) = p. Forany 1 < n < Nr,

we define S € M}IEO and CZ € M;O as follows:

n

(5.2) Sp = o Y (vh vl - Rh([v;])), Cr=pl+ ST,

i=1

We now show a discrete energy dissipation inequality.

THEOREM b5.1. Assume that T and h satisfy the following CFL condition.

(5.3) T< min( =

8¢z

K, 5 Kq )

hd’ o2
max (g2, 2)Fu(c), u}) 8¢co

where Oy 4 is given (3.35). Fizn > 1 and assume that cZ‘l satisfies the bound:

2
5.4 n=h2 < max
(5.4) |Ch Ye] K

a

2|Fu(c?, u?).
K/ ) h(ch uh)
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If 0 > M%_l/d, g > 1\7113, and oy < Kp/(2d), the discrete dissipation inequality holds:

2
(55) Fh(chr )+ ”Sn”2 adlﬁ(chrc )
_ n-1 ,n—-1 T _rn=1 yn-1
Fn(e, ™ my™) = 1S, 11" = —aair (T, Cp )
20 s 2
K T @#s _
< - —— v, lne - ZHUZ —uy %

Proof. Fix n > 1 and take xj, = ‘uz in (3.1), @n = 0<c} in (3.2), 0 = v} in (3.3)
(8¢}, tly) + agie (1), 1) + Aaav(c) =, 1) =0
(@4/(cpp) + @' (™), bacpy) + kagiee(cly, 6ccp) = (U, 6c¢)) = 0
1 _ _
;(Uh —ul o) +ac(u) T ul T, o), o)) + psan (0], o))
=bp(v), pi ")+ br(ch ™, ujy, vp).

Adding the equations above, and using (3.22), (3.15) and (3.16), we have
1 _ -
(5.6) ;(ZJZ —ul ™ o) + (DL(c)) + D/ (c] ™), bec)) + xaai(c)y, O.c])

+Kal i[5 + Kopsllog b = be(@), pp 1) = aaav (e uy ™t w) +br(cl™, ui, op).

With Taylor’s expansions and the fact that @, is convex and ®_ is concave, we have

for some & and 1 between cZ‘l and CZ
1
(5.7) ((D+/(CZ) + CI)_’(CZ_l), 6TCZ)(6T(D(CZ)/ 1)+ %(q)ﬁ'(éh),(cz_l - CZ)2)

= =5 O, (]~ ) > (B0, 1),

With (5.7) and the symmetry of aq;, we obtain

1 1 _
(5.8) —||7JZ||2 ||u I+ —II'UZ —up P+ (0:D(ch), 1)
K K _
+ 27 adlﬁ(chr h) adlff(cn 1 1) + adlﬁ(ch - CZ 1/ CZ - CZ 1)

+Ka|Hh|DG +K@Hs”vh“DG by)(’()h, 1)
— daay(c) ) ul) + br(ep ™ wl, o).
Next, we choose 8 = u,, in (3.6)
(5.9) || nlI? = || nlI? + —||uh - ojl? = thp(u), ).
Let 0, = u; — v} in (3.6), then
(5.10) e} ~ 0712 = thp(as? — o7, G1).

Therefore (5.9) becomes

T T
(5.11) || ujl? - IIWZII2 = by, d3) = Sbe(uy, §3).
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We can also show (see Lemma 5.1 in [23])

6512) bolul, g0 ==t 3§ (1011 + w(Gull6}D), GullanD), Vou € M

eel’y,

Using (3.4) (with @), = ¢}) and choosing g, = ¢} in (5.12), we rewrite (5.11) as

(5.13) -IIuZII2——II nlI? + adlﬂ(¢h’¢h)+ 5 Z onlEa = IIGh([ci)Z])IIQ'

eel’y
With (3.24), we have
MQ
(5.14) ” h”2 thHQ adlﬁ((Phl th) + T Z “[(pZ]”%z(g) <0
eel’y,
Adding (5.8) and (5.14) and choosing & > ]\Zi yields
- 1 -
(5.15) || nll? = P ||MZ PP+ levz —u P+ (6:D(cp), 1)
K K _
+ %adiﬁ"(CZ/CZ) - Q—Tﬂdiﬁ(cz )+ adlﬁ(ch —-cp, 1,CZ -cy” !
+Ka|HZ|12)G + KD[JSH'UZ”%G + Eadiff(thr (Ph)

< bﬁo(er PZ_l) aadv(cn ! uZ_ll [uZ) + bI(C ’ [‘lh’ vh)

To proceed with the term bp (v}, pji ~1), we rewrite it using the variables S, and Cj.

(5.16) bp(@}, pit) = bp(o], (1) = bp (o], S7H).
Using (5.2), (3.5) and (3.25), we note that
(5.17) Ch =Gt =ph =it +opus(Vi - o)y = Rufo}]) = ¢

Therefore, by (3.4), we have
(5.18) bp(0), i) = = taas(p), (") = —taas(C, — 77, 007
T T L oones T
=- 5%1&(@", Cp) + §ﬂdiff(CZ Larh+ §ﬂdiﬁ(¢zr¢2)-

For the second term of the right-hand side of (5.16), by (5.2) and (3.25), we have

- n n - 1 n— n-—
(519) bP(UZ/SZ 1) = (V : vh - Rh[vh]/ SZ 1) = oy - Sh 1rSh 1)

a2 = 1S5~ = 1S, = s3I

20xps

Substitute (5.18) and (5.19) into (5.16) to obtain

(5.20) bp(v),p) ") =- adlff((_.n, )+ 2ﬂd1ff(c SO+ gadiﬁ(q)Zr(PZ)

2UX[JS(IIS”IIQ IS5 1P = 1S, = i~
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In addition, if we choose parameters o, and ¢ such that o, < Kp/(2d) and ¢ >
M,f_l/d, we have

1
(5.21) o—“ P=SIIP <

KDHS
B “vh”D(;-

Thus, with (3.12)7 (5.20), and (5.21), the (5.15) becomes

(5.22) || I? = IIuh I+ —IIvZ—u”‘1||2+(6T<D(CZ), 1)
5 ~ag(c),c h) adlff(cn Lo o ﬂdlff(ch —cp et —ept
D[J T _ —
+Kalth b + =3 l10} b6 + Saan(Ch, Cp) = aaa(Cy, ¢
1 1
+ Sn—l 2 <aqg Cn_l,’()n _un—ll ny
20 s 5 )(Hs” n I adv( h h A tuh)

Using the deﬁnition of a,4v, Holder’s inequality, (3.33), and the fact that ¢ > ]\7173 and
My =V2C,N

face, we have

(5.23) taav (et o —uy ™t u) < llep e llog = uy ™ ez lug b
Using (3.36), Young’s inequality, (3.27), and (5.4), we obtain

- - 1 - -
(524) aadv(cz 1/ UZ - MZ 1/ ‘uZ) < E”vz - uZ 1”2 + T”CZ 1”%00(9)“12'%(;

1 ) 3
SE””Z —uy 1||2+’c(2(:123(*32,d|c 3a + 20 )|yh|DG
1 -1y2 202 2 0y 4 9=2 2
<llof i~ 2+ o (2(: O} g max 7 2) i), uf) + 255° | I .
Substitute (5.24) into the right-hand side of (5.22). The condition (5.3) implies
(5.25) (26202 max( 2 )Fh(c ,u) + 2657 < Ka
hd Kqx h 2

Then, multiply by t. The result follows. 0

Remark 5.2. In 3D, as h tends to 0, the CFL constraint (5.3) simply reads T < Ch.
In 2D, the CFL constraint is milder: 7 < C(1 + |In k|)™L.

THEOREM 5.3. Assume that T and h satisfy the CFL condition (5.3). If 0 >
Ml%—1/d/ g > M;? and 0y < Kp/(2d), for any 1 < { < N, we have

(5.26) ||u,,||2 +(D(ch), 1) + U7 + adﬁ(c",C)

20

~

4
KD”ST 1 _
Wilbe + = D Iohlibe + 5 Z lof, = i~ I1> < Fu(ef) up),
n=1 n=1

Proof. To prove (5.26) we use an induction argument on £. The positivity of the
chemical energy density and (3.15) imply

n=1

(G21)  Fueu) = S, ul) + (D)), 1) + 5 as(ch, ) >
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Therefore, assumption (5.4) holds for n = 1. We apply Theorem 5.1 to obtain (5.5)
for n = 1, which implies (5.26) for £ = 1 since Sf) = () = 0.

Fix j > 1 and assume that (5.26) holds for all 1 < ¢ < j. This means that (5.4)
is valid for all 1 < n < j + 1. With Theorem 5.1, we have that (5.5) is valid for any
1<n <j+1. Summing (5.5) over n yields (5.26) for £ = j + 1. 0

Remark 5.4. Using a triangle inequality, Poincare’s inequality (3.28), and mass
conservation (3.27), stability bound (5.26) implies that for any p < 6

(5.28) et Il < C, 1<¢<Nr.
6. Error analysis. In the remainder of the paper, we assume that Q is convex.

The goal of this section is to show the following convergence result.

THEOREM 6.1. Assume that 0 > M?_ /d, & > AM?, and o, < Kp/(2d). Fix
0 < 6 < 1. There exist constants ¥, Cerr, ho, To independent of h and t, such that if
h < I’l(],T < 1T and

(6.1) T < yh't,

then the following error estimate holds. For 1 < m < Nr,

m

m m
(62) Kot ) luh = 1" + Kot Y o) —u"llhg +7° ) 16k
n=1 n=1

n=1

+xKalc] = "3 g + Il = u™]|? < Cene(T + h%).

In addition, there exists a constant (~ferr independent of h, T, such that the following
improved estimate holds. For 1 < m < Nr,

m
(6:3) ey =" +7 > Nl - "1
n=1

m
+ HSTZ (”UZ —u"||? + lluj, — u"||2) < Conn(T2 + Th? + H2k+2),
n=1

The above estimates hold under the following regularity assumptions: Ve -n =0 on
2Q and

c, e L=, T; HYYQ)),  dic € L2(0,T; HH(Q)),  duc € LX(0, T; L3(Q)),
u € L20,T; H*YQ)Y), € L2(0, T; H*(Q)7), p € L0, T; HY(Q)).
Remark 6.2. Hereinafter, we use an induction argument to prove (6.2). In each

induction iteration, the constants y, Cer, ho, To are unchanged. Therefore, the algo-
rithm (3.1)-(3.6) is suited in simulations with any prescribed end time T.

Remark 6.3. The bound (6.3) is optimal for k = 1 since th? < (72 + h*)/2. For
k > 2, the reverse CFL condition “h? < 17 is required for optimality.

Proof Outline: Since the proof of this result requires several intermediate Lemmas,
we provide a brief outline here. The proof of (6.2) is in Section 6.4 and it is a
consequence of the following bound, valid for 1 < m < Nr:

3
-

m—1
(6.4) 72 |¢;|2DG+TZ [0l — T3 < 77 + BT,
0 n=0

=
I
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where ITj, is a suitable interpolant, see (6.5). We will show (6.4) by induction on m.
For the starting value m = 1, the bound (6.4) is easy to obtain since ¢)2 = 0 and
'02 = ug which is the L2 projection of u°.

Next, we fix m > 1 and assume that the induction hypothesis (6.4) holds true.

To show (6.2), our induction argument contains the following steps:

(i) The induction hypothesis (6.4) implies an L*(€2) bound for the discrete order
parameter ¢}’ (see Lemma 6.7).

(ii) We then obtain a bound on the dG norm of ¢}’ —#jc™, where #, is a suitable
projection (see Section 6.1). This bound is proved in Lemma 6.9 and uses
Lemma 6.7.

(iii) A bound on the dG norm of uj' — P,u™ easily follows (see Lemma 6.10).

(iv) We then show that (6.2) holds true (see Lemma 6.11 and Section 6.4 for more
details).

(v) We complete the induction proof by then showing the induction hypothesis
for m + 1 (see Lemma 6.12).

Finally, to show (6.3), we use several duality arguments and (6.2). The main

proof of (6.3) is provided in subsection 6.5.1.

6.1. Approximation operators. As a prelude to showing the above steps, we
introduce the several approximations of the exact solution that are employed in the
error analysis. Let P, : H2(7,) — M}Ij be the elliptic projection operator. For
¢ € H3(Ty), define Py ¢ as the solution of the following problem.

(6.5) aqie(Prd — ¢, xn) =0, Yy € M, /Q(Phcp—qb):O-

We have the following error bounds which can be derived from the dG error analysis
for elliptic problems on convex domains [26].

(6.6) ¢ = Puoll + 1l — Pudlpa < CHPlyrn(g), Vo € HH(Ty).

For functions in H; (7)¢, we will make use of the operator ITj : Hé(‘ﬁl)d - X’]; For
u(t) € Hé (73)%, this operator satisfies the following:

(6.7) bp(ITpu(t) —u(t),qn) =0, Vqu € Mﬁ_l.

The proof for the existence of this operator and the following approximation bounds
can be found in [5].

LEMMA 6.4. ForE € T, 1 < p <00,1<s<k+1,0<n < N, and u(t) €
(WsP(E) N Hj(Q))?,

(6.8) ML (t) = u ()l + RelIVITuu(t) = w®)lrE) < Chilul®)lwsrag)-

where Ag is a macro element that contains E.

For0 <t <T,ifu(t) e (WP(Q)nN Hé(Q))d for 1 <s <k + 1, then the above bound
yields the global estimates:

(6.9) ITTu(t) — u(t)llrr) < Ch lu(t)|lwsr (),
(6.10) ITLu(t) — u(t)llpc < Ch ™ Hut) s 0)-
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Define the L? projection 7y, : L2(Q) — MZ_l as follows: For 0 < n < N, a given
function p(t) € L*(QQ), and any E € 7y,

(6.11) /(ﬂhp(t) —-p®)gn =0, Vqn € Pr_1(E).
E
The following error bound for the L? projection hold. For ¢ € [0, T] and p(t) € H*(Q),

(6.12) Ieap () = PO + lIVa(rrp(E) = DI < R E9|p()] (.

We will also make use of a linear operator J : Mﬁo — MIIio‘ Given xj, € MZO, define

J(xn) € Mﬁo as the solution of the following elliptic problem:

(6.13) aaiw( T Ocn), on) = Qe 1), You € M.

The following property for this operator is shown in [21].

LEMMA 6.5. For a function A € H(T3), there exists a constant C; independent
of h such that

(6.14) I(A, xw)l < CilT (xw)lpclAlpe,  Yin € My,

We introduce a discrete Laplacian operator Ay, : M’lj — MZO via the following varia-
tional problem: Given zj € MK, find Ayzy, € MZO such that

(6.15) (Anzn, Xn) = —aaig(zn, xn),  Vxn € M.

We now show discrete broken versions to the following Agmon’s and Gagliardo—
Nirenberg inequalities in d = 2 and d = 3. For z € H?(QY),

- d
(6.16) Izlls@ < Cllzl= 1120
_ d
(6.17) V2l < CllzI2 2z e .

For a proof for the above inequalities, we refer to Theorem 5.8 in [1] for (6.16) and to
Lecture 2 in [24] for (6.17). The proof of the following Lemma follows the arguments
in [16] presented for d = 2. For completeness, we provide a proof here for d € {2, 3}.

LEMMA 6.6. There exists a constant C independent of h such that

1 _
(6.18) llzn — @/thlle(Q) < Cllzull™ | Apzull¥*, Yz, € M,
(6.19) IViznllis@) < Cllizull2 12| Apzp |V/2912, Vz), € ME.

Proof. We first define a Green’s operator G : MZO — HY Q)N Lg(Q) as the
solution to —A(G(@y)) = @ in Q with homogeneous Neumann boundary conditions.
By elliptic regularity, we have

(6.20) 6@l < Cllenll,  @n € M.

Since aqig is symmetric and Q is convex, we have [26]

(6.21) 1T (@) = Gl < CR2IG(@)llzy,  @n € My
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To simplify notation, for z; € M’}I, let C, = Apzp. From the definitions, it can be
readily deduced that (see (2.18) in [16])

(6.22) -J(Cp)=zn— ﬁ[)zh-

Let 7} denote the Scott—Zhang interpolation operator. Using the approximation prop-
erties of the Scott—Zhang operator, (3.31) (with p = +o0 and q = 2), (6.16) and (6.21),

T (Ci)ll=@) <NT(Ch) = T (G(Ci)ll=) + 12 (G(Ch)) = G(Cp)llr=()
+1G([CW)ll=(q)

(6.23) <CH G (e + CIGEIT G o
Note that with triangle inequality, (6.21) and (6.22),
(6.24) IGEWI < 2llzull + CHIGECR I m2(c)-

Using the above bound, (6.20), and the definition of {j; in (6.23) yields
(625)  1IT(Cw)lle=@ < Cllzall™*Anza|¥* + CH*= || Apza|
= Cllznll™ "l Anzall " + CCR | Anznl) = | Anzn ]I/,
Taking x, = Apzp in (6.15) and using (3.18) and (3.32) yields
(6.26) Anzill* = agie(zn, Anzn) < ClznlpalAnzalpa < Ch72||zpll[|Anznll.

Using (6.26) and (6.22) in (6.25) proves (6.18). To show (6.19), we proceed in a similar
way. With Holder’s inequality, (3.31), (3.32), approximation properties, and (6.21):

VeI (Ci)llzs @) <IVRG(Cn)llzs) + IVi(G(Chn) = Tn(G(Ci))lILs )
+ IVi(Zn(G(Ch)) = T (Ci))llLs

<CIGEMIM G TNz ™ + CHPIG 2
+ Ch= T (G(Cn) = T @)l
<CIGEIIM* G @Iy + CH NG Cill2(cr)-

Using (6.24), (6.20), and (6.26) yields

(6.27) VAT @i)lla@) < CllznllM2 412 ) Apzy |24
+ CO2 [ Anznl) 2= 2 Az |42 < Cllzp |27 12 Az /22,

The result is concluded by recalling (6.22). d

We end this section by stating the consistency properties of our scheme. For read-
ability, for any function g € L'(0, T; H*(7;)%) we denote g" = g(t") and use a similar
notation for scalar functions. The weak solution of model problem (2.1) satisfies the
following. For any 1 < n < N, for any xj, € MF, @ € MFK, and 6, € X’;l,

(6.28) (@), xn) + aqig(u", xn) + aaav(c”, u™, xn) =0,
(6.29) (D (") +D"(c"), on) + kags(c”, o) — (u", on) =0,
(630) ((&tu)n/ eh) + aC(un/ un/ un/ eh) + quaD(un/ 6}1)

=bp(On,p") +br(c", u", Oy).
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6.2. The L® bound (Step (i)).

LEMMA 6.7. Fiz m, with 1 < m < Nr, and assume that (6.4) holds. In addition,
assume that T satisfies (6.1). Then, there exists a constant C independent of h, T,
and m, but depending linearly on T, such that

m
631)  max (Il + I IZagy + IVACIZ o)) + 5T D lorch I < C.
o n=1
Proof. Let 1 <n < m. From (3.27), (6.18), (6.19) and Young’s inequality (of the
form ab < (1/p)a? + (1/q)b9 for p > 1,9 > 1 and 1/p +1/q = 1), we have
llej = ollieiy < Cllep Il Anc 1% < Cliepll + 1 Aney 1),
Vel < Cllep 22 | Acp V242 < Clllep Il + l1Aney ).
With (5.28), the above bounds yield
(6.32) e 20 + IVEL 12,0y < CCL+ 1ARCEI).

Choosing @;, = Aycj in (3.2), and using the definition of the discrete Laplacian
operator (6.15), Cauchy—Schwarz’s and Young’s inequalities yield

(6.33) 1<||Ath||2 = —«xaqig(cy, Ancy) = (P4/(cp) + CD_’(CZ_l),Ath) — (uy, Ancy)
K _
< §||AhCZ||2 + Cl|0+/ (cpp) + @' (e HII* + Clluy 1.
Since @,/(c) = ¢ and ®_"(c) = —c, by (5.28), we obtain

(6.34) 1D,/ () + @-"(cj ™I < 2(licg 1o ) + eI < C.

6
L5(Q
Thus, from (6.32), (6.33), and (6.34), it follows that for all 1 <n < m,
(6.35) e 2y + 1VEL 1125 gy < CCL+ Il ).

Therefore to obtain (6.31), it suffices to bound maxi<p<m [} I* + T X35, [0 117,

which is done below via Gronwall’s lemma. We first set by convention c;l = 0. Then,
we introduce #2 € Mlli via the following variational problem

(6.36) (uy, @n) = (D (c)) + @ (c;,"), o) + xaa(c)), n), Vi € M}.

Note, yg is well-defined by Riesz representation theorem. Choose ¢} = #2 above, use
(3.7) and a bound similar to (6.34), to obtain

lpll® < ClEll Alepligo iy + Nepl)Y? + xclaain(c®, ).
Under the assumption ¢ € H2(QQ) and Vc° - n = 0 on 9Q, we have

agia(c’, 1) = —(Ac®, 1) < Izl -
Then by (5.28), we obtain

(6.37) lugl < C.
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Now, we subtract (3.2) at time t"~! from itself at time t" (for n = 1 we use (6.36))
and choose @, = uj /t. We have

(Beif 4]) = (@4(c]) = D)), )
@) = D), ) + (5], 1)
Choosing xj = x0-c} in (3.1), we have
k(0cC)), 07C)) = —Kaqig (), <)) — Kaaav(c) ' ul =", 0-c)h).
Adding the two equations above yields
(638) loechl” + -l = -l P < Z(@4(cf) — @™, )
@) = D), 1)) ) o)

We separately bound the terms on the right-hand side of (6.38). Using (5.28), Holder’s
and Poincaré’s inequalities (3.28), we obtain

1 _ -
—(@+/(c,) = D+ (cy, D) < N6ecylllleR)® + ey ™ + (el ™) el s )

<= ||5 cill” + Cllci oy + leh sl oy

(6.39) < gllérCZHz + Cluplpe + CligpII*.

Since ®_'(c) = —c, with Cauchy—Schwarz’s and Young’s inequalities, we obtain
1 _ _ K -

(6.40) —(@-(cy, ) =@y, up) < g 10<ch HIZ+ Cllug .

Handling the last term on the right-hand side of (6.38) is technical. Here, we provide
an outline of the proof and suppress details for brevity. Considering the definition of
Aadv, integrating by parts and and rearranging terms, yield

Aaav(c)H ul ™", 0.0)) = Z /Vc o) + Z/ Veul T bec)!

EeT, EeT,

4
- 3 [ttt ond= Y [l o moncgy =

eel,UIQ ¥ ¢ eel,

For the terms Ty to T3, we apply Holder’s, Poincaré’s, trace and triangle inequalities.
We also use (3.6), (3.26), and inverse estimate (3.32) to deduce that

) Ipe < Cinvh ™l ™" =07 + llo] M lipe < Cth™' ¢ pa + o] Hlpe-
Thus, with the above bound, we obtain
3
Z IT:| < C(IViey s + e Hizo@)(th ™ e pe + 1o} ipe)llo<cyl
i=1

< 12I|5 el + CUIVaey sy + e lee@) (P h 72105 b + oy IDe)-
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To handle T, we add and subtract the approximation ITju" !

== 3 [l M = o = Y [l e (51c])

eel’y CEF;,

=T} +T}.

For T}, we split it by inserting v n - We use trace inequality (3.33), inverse estimate
(3.31), Poincaré’s and Young’s 1nequalities. With (3.6), (5.26), and (3.26), we obtain

T < ChHley ™ syl ™t = o HllScp I

+ Clef Mpallo) ™ = T Hipsllo<c) Iz )
1 P _ P .
< ﬁl|5162|l2+CT2h 2llen M wgylon b + Ch Bllor = Tu" 3.

For Tf7 we simply have

- . 1
|21 < ClItLhu" el Ipalldrcy Il < ﬁHéTCZIIZ +C.

We combine the bounds on Tj to Ty with (6.35). We obtain

_ 1 _ _ _
(6.41) |aaav(cp™, ul ™Y, 60c)] < 6||(5TCZ||2+Ch Pt — ILu" |3
+C(L+ Iy Do) IR + TR 219 ) + C.

We substitute bounds (6.39), (6.40), and (6.41) into (6.38), multiply by 27, sum from
n=1to ¢, with £ < m (recall that .c} = 0 by convention):

{ -1
KT
luflI? + et Z lowc} I + - llocch > < CT + Creah™ ) Jloj, ~ " [
n= n=0

-1
+Cxt 2(1 + Iy iRe + 2h21g) ) + Cr Z(Iluhll2 + L) + 12,

Take @p = pj in (3.2), use (3.18), Cauchy-Schwarz’s and Young’s inequalities, we
have

(6.42) ||uz||2§||<ch>3 i sl + Carlep gl b
2 6 1 2
< SR+ ey + g 12 + =5 Sl

Multiply by 7 the above inequality and sum from n = 1 to ¢. By stability bounds
(5.26), (5.28), and (6.37), we have

{
(6.43) > lpl? < C+CT.

n=1
With the induction hypothesis (6.4) and (6.1), we have
-1

(6.44) TZ(T%—2|¢Z|2DG + Bl — T2 g) < (th™ + B3 (s + hiR)
n=0

o

+b

0“‘

<y 5 +yTs +yh+h'? < C.
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With the above bounds and (5.26), we obtain

! -1
(6:45) [yl +x7 )" 16cckl? < CT+C+Cxr Y (o} ldg +T*h 2105 B o) Il
n=1 n=0

We now apply the Gronwall’s inequality [15] to obtain

!
lf I + k7 Y 115ech I < C(1L+T),

n=1

which concludes the proof. Finally, it is important to point out that, in the above
proof, every generic constant C is independent of the induction iteration index m. In
other words, at each induction iteration the constant C in (6.31) is unchanged. d

6.3. Intermediate results (Steps (ii) and (iii)). To simplify the writeup, we
define the following projection and discretization error functions.

ne=Puc =", i =Ppu =", oy =mp" - pt,
& =cy =Puc", &=y —Pup", & =pp —mp",

Ny =" —u", & =v; —Iu", & =u, —ILu".

From the consistency equations (6.28)-(6.30), the fully discrete scheme (3.1)-(3.6), and
the definition of P, (6.5), we obtain the following error equations for all 1 < n < Nr.
For all xj, € sz

(6.46) (8¢&7, xn) + aaisr (€], xn)

= (=07¢" +(3:0)" = 6, xn) — Aaav (C) 1 4l ™, i) + Aaav (", 1™, xn).
For all @), € Mk,
(6.47)  xaqie(Ec, on) = (& @n)
= (1, @n) + (D4/(") = @4/ (c}y), n) + (@ (") = D" (™), @n)-

For all 0y, € Xk,

(6.48) %(EZ’ =&, 0n) +ac(u) ™ u) Tt &, Oy) + usan(&l, Oy) = —usan(ny, 65)
+ bp(@h,pz_l -p")+ac@”, u",u",0,) - ac(uZ_l, uZ‘l,Hhu”, o)
+((Fpu)" — du™ = 6.1}y, O) + br(c) ™", uf, 1) —br(c", u", Oy).
The next lemma gives a bound on the last two terms in (6.46).

LEMMA 6.8. There exists a constant C independent of h, T such that for any
€>0 and xj € Mﬁ, the bound holds for alln > 1:

_ _ C
(6.49)  |@nav(c", u", xn) = Aaav (e, ul ™, xi)| < Belxnl?g + ;hzk”

C t 9 2 C 112 —1)2
+ o / (19eclis g + 19001, ) + 2 (N2 + L)

-1
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The proof is in Appendix A. We are now ready to complete Step (ii).

LEMMA 6.9. Fiz m, with 1 < m < Nt. Assume that (6.4) and (6.1) hold. Then,
for any n with 1 < n < m, we have for a constant C independent of h and T

KUK n n n n— n— n n—
(650) 7T|j(6Téc)|2DG +K (adiﬂ‘(éc Iéc) - adiﬁ(éc 1/ éc 1)) + KKD{'EC - 55 ! 2DG

n-1

<Ct [ t (Th9ueel + T h el s ) + TR g + TN )
+Cth* + Ct (1€ ] + I8 BG + &0 IP) -
Proof. Note that with the definition of the operator J in (6.13), for any xj, € Mﬁo
and ¢y € M’,;, we have:
(6.51) aqis (T (xXn), dn) = aaia( T (xn), @n — Pn) = (n, G = Pn) = (Xn, Pn)-
Thus, we obtain
(68, T (0:&0)) = aainr (T (0:E), T(0:&7)),  aae(T (0:E7), &) = (&, 0<EC).
Let xp = J(6:&") in (6.46), and use the coercivity properties of aqig (3.15). With
the above equalities, we obtain
Kal T (6:E0) B + (&1, 0:E7) < (=02 + (9rc)" = onf, T (6:£1))
— aav(cp T uy T J(00ED)) + aav (e, 0", J(6:E)) = Ty + Tz + Ts.
Let @y = 6:&F in (6.47). With the symmetry and coercivity of aqig, we have:

;—T (aaig (&, &0 — aqa(E] Y EFN) + Kol & — EF D) — (S, 02E7)
< (M, 60E8) (@47 (") =Dy (cpy), 027 + (P (") = O (c™h), 6:&)) = Ty +T5 + Ts.

Adding the above two inequalities yields:
ny|2 K n o cn n-1 ¢n-1

(652) Kalj((s’[éc )lDG + Z (adiﬁ'(gc 7 5(’) - adif‘f(gc 7 éc ))

K

6
Ky -12
e et &b < 2T
1=

+

With Cauchy—Schwarz’s, Poincaré’s and Young’s inequalities, Taylor expansions, and
(6.6), we obtain

C K
(6.53) Tl < 2= (lIoxc” ~ (@) 1I” + 16202 11%) + —1§ 1T (6:ED) D
o
c a 2 -11,2k 2 Kﬁé ny|2
<o [ (@llducl® + T I ) + LT G-
Ka tn—=1 ].8

The terms Ty + T3 are bounded via Lemma 6.8 with x;, = J(6:&") and € = K, /18.
We also use Lemma 6.7 and obtain

5K C
T 0 + 7

n—

t?l
(654) |T2 + T3| <

(19010 + 1902812 )

C C _ _
(6.55) + K—ah”‘ + K—aﬂé? N2g + I1EHP).
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The term Ty is bounded with Lemma 6.5, Young’s inequality, and (6.6).

C 2k 2 Kq 2
(656) |T4| < K_ah ||M||LW(O,T;Hk+1(Q)) + ELY(éTE?)lDG
For T5 and Ty, we insert ®_’(c"~!) and apply Lemma 6.5 to obtain:
(6.57) |Ts| + |Te| < C|D4"(c") = D4/ (c))Ipal T (6:4¢)Ipa
+C (|D-/(c") = D/ (" MIpa + [P (c" ) = D" (c) Nlpe) 1T (6:£])Ipe-

For the first term and for the Ginzburg-Landau potential, we have Using the L%
bounds on ¢" and CZ and Holder’s inequality, we can write

|(c")? = (c})’Ipa < ClIVA(e" = eIl + Clle™ = cjllzsiy (IVE s + IVacy ) -

Lemma 6.7 and Poincaré’s inequality applied to ¢ — ¢} with (3.27) yield

1(c")? = (¢}")*|pc < Cle}} = ¢"pa.-

We substitute the above bound in (6.57), and we apply a Taylor’s expansion, (6.6)
and Young’s inequality. We obtain

|Ts| + | Ts| <C(lc) = c"|pa + 1" = " b + 1" = ¢} " pe)l T (6:£0)Ipc

C

n2 n—-12 2k 2
< (€0 e+ 107 e + Bl )

tVl
+ S / 10k + | T (52N
K ; H(Q) 18 c¢/IDG

o n-1

Using the bounds on the terms T;’s in (6.52) and multiplying by 27 yield the result.0
Next, we derive a bound for £ in the energy norm.

LEMMA 6.10. Fizm, with 1 < m < Np. Assume that (6.4) and (6.1) hold. Then,
for any n with 1 < n < m, we have for a constant C independent of h and T

K 4c2 "
(6'58) 20( |‘5Z|2DG < K 2 |j(675?)|2DG + CT/ (I|atc||?_11(g)+ ”atu”ip(g)"' ”attC”Q)
o tn

-1
t?’
O (1wt [ i)+ I8 B + P,
Proof. Let xp = éﬁ in (6.46). With the coercivity property of a4, we obtain:

(6.59) Kal&lpg < (67, &) + (=0:" + (k)" = 6enf, £1)

_aadv(cz_ll uZ_ll éﬁ) + aadv(cn/ un/ éﬁ)

The first term is bounded by Lemma 6.5 and Young’s inequality. We have:

K 4C3
(062, €I < TE1EL DG + 1T (0:EDIBg.
o
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By taking x; = 1in (6.46), we observe that the average of 6.¢" —(d¢c)" + 0.1} is zero.
Hence, we bound the second term with Cauchy-Schwarz’s and Poincaré’s inequalities.

(6.60)  1(dcc™ = ()" + derpl, &) = (" = (Bre)" + Senl, & = ED)]

Ko\ onp2 c 2 132k |2
SE'EﬁlDG"’K_a . (T”attcll +1h |atC|Hk+1(Q))'

We use the above two bounds in (6.59) and Lemma 6.8 with x; = £ and € = Ko/16
to bound the last two terms. We then conclude by using Lemma 6.7. a0

We now show an estimate involving the errors &, and &,. To this end, we denote

4= oz ~ 3 Dl M2, A% = 1GKEDIE ~ 1Gu(1g] DI

eel’y eel’y

In the following lemma, the notation 6,1 is the Kronecker symbol: 6;; = 1 and
671,1 =0 forn > 1.

LEMMA 6.11. Assume that 0 > M%_l/d, G = 4]\7113, and o, < Kp/(2d). There

exists a constant C independent of h and T such that for alln > 1 and any € > 0, we
have

1 - — K@Hs T
(6:61) o (N&RI” = a1 + 1165 = &%) + — = &5 e + 75 1hIba
1 _ T ~ ~
* o (ISR = 1S5 %) + 5 (@ain (T, C) = aaa (G, T + AT = A3) < el&filb

_ _ 1
+CO + 1)+ C I8P +182 o + = (16417 + 7*19313.6) )

tl’l
+ cq:/ (10cull? + 19sull® + 19 1” + T 2h*9pul?y ) + 61 b2 (&, DI
[»Vl

-1

Proof. Taking 0, = & in (6.48) and using (3.22) and (3.16) yield:

1 i} -
(6:62) o= (I&517 = I&a" 1" + 1165 = &%) + usKoll&5 I

< —psap(my, &) +bp(&y, pi~t —p") +acw”, u", u", &) — ac(uy ™t wy ™t T, &)

7
()" = Do = Bol, &)+ br(c) ™ i, £ = br(c”, 1" &) = > Wi

i=1

Following similar arguments to the proof of Theorem 1 in [23], we can prove (for
completeness, we provide some details in the Appendix B)

1 _ T T
(6.63) 7 (&I = NP 11> + 1&n = &t I1%) + ZI(PZIQDG + §adiﬂ(¢2, o)

T T o _ 1 _
+ AL = AD+ T Y TG}~ 6 My < 51188 = &P + 0ualbp (80, 1)1

eel’y
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We add (6.63) with (6.62) to obtain
1 _ _ T
(6.64) - (&> = NE > + 1180 = &07H1%) + usKo IS 1D + 541 - 43)

OB+ D T IOh 04 R+ © O 0}) < bualbp(€l, DI+ Y Wi

eel“;, i=1

The bounds for W; for i = 1,...,5 are handled in a similar way as in [23]. We recall
the main ideas for completeness. Using the continuity of ap, we have

1) s
(6.65) Wil < Cah® " )+~ 1€

To handle Ws, we split it as follows.
(6.66) Wy =bp(&y, pp~" —p") =bp(&, pp~") = bp(&y, Tp™) + bp(&), map” — p").
For the first term, recall that bp(IT,u", pii=') = bp(u", pji~") = 0. From (5.20),
_ _ T
bp(&y,pp ") = bp(o), ph") = adlff(Ch/ Cp) + ﬂdlﬁ-‘(Ch Lah+ 5adiﬁ'(¢2/¢2)

1
20 s

(||sz||2 — ISy 1S - S5 7).

Using the fact Vj, - TTyu" — Ry, ([IT;u"]) = 0, taking o, < Kp/(2d) and ¢ > M?_ /d,
by (3.23), we have

XHs DF‘S

ISy = S = ——=1IVi - & = Ru([EDIP < —— &5 1B

2‘7)0“5

Since pp™ € MFT1) we use (3.4), (3.18), and stability of the L? projection.

hO ’
T
|=bp (&5, np™)l = Tlaais (), mp™) < Catlgylpalmnp” Ipa < §|¢ZI%G+CTIP”I§I1(Q).

Since V- & € M’;_l, by the definition of 7t;,p" the first term in bp (&Y, yp™ — p") is
zero. Hence, by using trace estimate (3.34) and (6.12), we obtain

b(rnp™ = p", &)1 < Clllmap™ = p" Il + BIVi(rtnp™ = p")IDNIEs lIDG

Z) s
<u—h2klp iy * o €

With the above bounds and expressions, (6.64) becomes:

1 _ _ Z) s
(667) o (||<s:1||2 — I8P + 180 = &) + =SSR + 1oh B
o (IS =118 710%) + S(AL-AY) + 4Z—H[¢h I
eel’y
T Z) s
+ Z(aan (G T — (@, ) < CH¥u 2 Hm(m —D= N

+ Crlp" B + CH* 1P [y + Onalbp (&0, )| + Z W
i=3
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The terms W5 + W, are bounded by Lemma 6.6 in the paper [23]. We have:

n

(6.68) [Ws + Wy| < CT/ l0sue||? + Ch* + C|| &Y% + D“b

&1

The term W5 is bounded with Cauchy—Schwarz’s, Young’s and Poincaré’s inequalities,
a Taylor expansion, and Lemma 6.4. We obtain:

(6.69) W5 < C(I[(0:u)" = du™ || + 1021, DNl 5 [IDc
c " 2, —17,2k DA“S
< ™ (Tlleeutll* + = h*|dpulF o)) + —o— &5 -
S -1

It remains to handle Wg + Wy. Using (3.12) and following a similar approach to [21],
we write:

(670) WG + W7 = lladv(CZ_l, 52/ EZ) + aadv(cz_ll gzr;l/ nﬁ)

5
- aadv(cn - Cn_l/ 52/ ‘uH) + aadv(g?_l/ 62/ HH) + aadv(ng_ll 617;1/ ‘uﬂ) = Z Bi'

For the term By, use (3.21), Theorem 5.3, triangle inequality, and Young’s inequality,
for any € > 0, we have

(6.71) [B1] < Cllévlll/Qllévlll/Qlé Ipc < —(IISU Eull + &R IDIE Ipe + elEglf
With (3.6), (3.26) and (3.24), we have

(6.72) &2 — 21l < I1eVag! - Gu(lg! DIl < (1 + M)l o

Then, by Young’s inequality, we obtain

KD‘us

. B
(6.73)  |By 2

C ~
< o (100 + 20+ M09 g ) + =2 185 b + eléflp

For the term Bs, apply Holder’s, trace and Poincaré’s inequalities, (5.28), (6.6), and
Young’s inequality.
(6.74)

D[Jq

—— & 115

|B2| < C”CZ 1||L6(Q)||6vI|L3(Q)|n[.l|DG < ‘u—h2k|.U|Lm(0THk+1(Q))

The terms Bs, B4, and Bs simplify since the jumps of y" are zero. With Holder’s and
Poincaré’s inequalities, we have

(6.75) 1Bl + Bal +Bs| < (llc” = "I+ N7 + 2~ DIEG ooyl Iws(oy

tn
Ko s _
el + (12 o+ e [ el
s t

n-1

Substituting bounds (6.68)-(6.73) into (6.67) yield the result. ad

With the above intermediate results, we are now ready to provide the proof of (6.2)
in the following section.
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6.4. Proof of (6.2) in Theorem 6.1.

Proof. As mentioned in the outline, the proof is based on an induction argument.
We suppose that (6.4) holds and we show that (6.2) holds at time step m. We multiply
(6.61) by 7, choose € = Ki/(SQC?), denote a = 1/(Kpe?us), and substitute bound
(6.58) into (6.61). After adding the resulting bound to (6.50), we obtain

Kﬁ n n n n— n— n n—
_le(é’réc )|2DG +xK (adlﬁ‘(éc 7 éc) - adlﬂl(g(; 1/ éc 1) + KO(|‘SC - éc 1|2DG)

(IIcSuII2 &%) + (IIS"IIQ—IIS” HIP) + DMSTIIfSZIIQDG
2 OxH

4
2
T _ _ _
iy (aqie(Ch, C) —aass (C) 1, O 1) + A — AL) + —||§;Z - &P
1
ST PrEg < C(t% + th® ) + Cat (|11 + 72|97 13 )

+Cr(IEd g + 1E DG + &0 7HI2) + S atlbp (&0, o)) + A",

where

tVl
A" =7 / (el gy + 19ueell® + 19r1Z g + 10rcull?)
til—

t”
+Ch / (1016 g+ 100y )

We sum the above inequality from n = 1 to n = m. Recalling that 52 =0 and Cg =0,
we obtain

(6.76) —eraé W + 1Ka Zw S+ 5 iuaﬁ— A
+ (KK, —cT>|5f”|DG+(——Car)usu I+ (55 - Car)e Z|¢h|DG
Z||sv||DG+ Z(A" A%) < CT(x + h*)

1
+Cr Zj |2l + Cr Z) I€4117 + Tlbp (&R, o})I + kaain(2, €0) + FIIERI.
n= n=

Noting that (1)2 =0 and using (3.24) and the assumption that & > ]\7113, we have

DAr-an=>" %n[qbz"]niz(e) ~Gul91II = 0.
n=1

eel’y

Since ug is the L2 projection of the initial condition, with (3.14) and the approximation
properties, we obtain

Ibp(E2, p1)] < CH* 0] Ing [0 o) < ==L 12 + CT " h2E+2[u)?

128 Hk“(Q)

We substitute the above bound into (6.76) and recall that &2 = 0 by definition.
Assuming that the time step size 7 is small enough (meaning that 7¢ is small enough),
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we have

K m m B 1 m ~
6.77)  SEt Y TGN+ xKa )16 = E R + 5 D I - &P
n=1 n=1 n=1

(S I kKo cmp2 Lz, Kolls SO s
+§;|¢h|m+7|éc [+ &I+ = T;n;,nm

m—1 m—1
< CT(r+h*)+Ct ) |&t e +CT ) |1&02

n=0 n=0

Use Gronwall’s inequality, we obtain

(6.78)

m m m m
Ka® D 1T @GN + 1Ko ) 1EE = &7 g + ) lIEn =& 12 + 72 ) 10713
n=1 n=1 n=1 n=1

m
Ko €3 + 180112 + Kot Y |ELIRG < CTeT (1 + h%).

n=1

Using triangle inequalities and approximation results, the bound above will yield the
desired error estimate (6.2) except for the bound on the first term X5, [u) — u" 3.
To obtain a bound on the error of the chemical potential, we multiply (6.58) by T,
sum the inequality from 1 = 1 to n = m, and use (6.78). We note that every generic
constant C in the proof is independent of the induction iteration index m. 0

Finally, we complete the induction proof by verifying the induction hypothesis for
m+ 1.

LEMMA 6.12. There exists a constant Cerr mdepen‘dent of h and T, such that
under the conditions T <y < C(;(er)/b and h < Ce_r(rlm)/b, the bound (6.4) holds.

Proof. From the previous proof, it is straightforward to see that,

(m+1)-1 (m+1)-1 \ ) \ vt
+
T2 E I(PZl%)G—i_T E ”é;ZHQDG S Cerr(’(+h2k) S (CerrTm)Tm +(Cerrhm)hm‘
n=0 n=0

Therefore, the induction hypothesis holds for sufficiently small time step length and
. i i
mesh size, namely Ce, 77+ < 1 and Ce h 5 < 1. 0

6.5. Improved Estimate. In this section, we use duality arguments to obtain
estimate (6.3) in Theorem 6.1. We start by deriving bounds for [|£7[| and [|€7 — &[]

Note that for any xj € Mlli and ¢y, € Mllio’ we have

(6.79) aqig (T (Xn = Xn), n) = (Xn = Xn, ¢1) = (Xn, Pn)-

LEMMA 6.13. There exists a constant C independent of h and T such that for all
m > 1, we have

m m m—1
(6:80) wll€ I+ ) I6J(ENDII? < C(x* + B2+ Cx Y I+ CT ) &3>
n=1 n=0 n=0
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Proof. For readibility, let us denote ¢j; = J(&('). We note that the linear operator

J is commutable with operator 6;. Recalling that 6.&] € Mk and O C € Mllio’
have

(6.81) (&, T (6:E1)) = aaim(6:8), T(65:81)) = 1681112,
(6.82)  aqi(Ey, T(5:8})) = aqi(&p — &, T (5:8})) = (58}, & — &) = (58], E1),
(6.83) aai (¢, 6:8) = (&, 0EF).

Choose xp, = j(éTﬁz) in (6.46) and @y = 5162 in (6.47), and add the resulting
equations. With the identities above, we obtain

(6.84) 11587117 + 5 (IE21” = €271 + llel = &27111P) =
(D + Q)" = 0, TOE) a7 TOE) + a1, T @r8})

+ (1, 0:C3) + (@7(c") = D (cpy), 6:8)) + (D" (c") - Q_'(c}™), 6:8)) = Z W;.
i=1

With (3.30), (3.15) and (6.13), it follows that

A C A
(6.85) 1T (68" Ipe < K—zuéfc;zn.

Hence, the terms Wy and W, are bounded with Cauchy—Schwarz’s inequality, Taylor’s
expansions, Poincaré’s inequality, and the optimal bounds on |||l and on [|dinZ]l.
We have

IW1] + [Wa| < Cl[ = 62¢™ + (d¢c)" = 02 11T (628} b + Cliny ll10<E}

1, . a _
< 08I +C [ (elducl? + T 201l ) + CHE 2l
fn=

Hk“(Q)) L=(0,T;H*1(Q))"

To handle Wy + W3, we use Lemma 6.8, with € = /(4()C ), and (6.85).

1 ) tn

Wet Wal < 0o+ Ct [ (1l + 100l )
th-

£ CH2 1 C (212 + 101 2).

We bound W5 and Wy by applying Cauchy—Schwarz’s inequality and Lemma 6.7. We
have

[Ws| + [Wsl < C (llcg = c"llIc™)? + c"ejp + (cj) [l + lle™ = ¢} 18-

1
< 3ll6<2 ||2+c(||g"||2+||g"1||2+h2"+2llclle(0THkH(Q)) /1||atC”2)-
-

We substitute the above bounds into (6.84), multiply by 27, sum from n = 1 to n = m,
and conclude the proof by noticing &Y = 0. 0

We now show an L? bound on cfﬁ - g
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LEMMA 6.14. There exists a constant C independent of h and T such that for all
m > 1, we have

m m m—1
(6.86) T NEE = &P < Ce? + h¥2) 4 Co ) |lE8|P + CT ) [1&hl.
n=1 n=0 n=0
Proof. Observe that (with (6.79) for the second equation):
aqie (£, 47) = aqn (&) — &8, ) = |18 — 2112,
(&1, T (6:ED) = aan(T(E] — &), T (5:E) = (52, T (&} = ED).

Choose xj = J (& = &) in (6.46) and @), = J(5:&") = 6.8} in (6.47). Adding the
resulting equations, using the identities above and (6.83), we obtain

(6.87) ||éz—¥||2+£(||52||2—||cs?—1||2+||5?— mL2) =
(=6cc" +(3re)" =5.nl, T(EL =T =an(c) ™™ T (EL=EM)+ aae (", 0", T (£~ E1)

+ (1, 628y) + (©4(c") = @1/ (c}), 628)y) + (O (c") = D" (¢ ™1), 6.8)y) = Z Zi.
i=1
Comparing with (6.84), we remark that Z; = W; for i € {4,5,6} and we will use the
same bounds in the proof of Lemma 6.13. For the other terms, Z1,Z2,Zi we use
similar bounds as for the terms Wy, Wy, W3 where 6Tﬁz is replaced by éfl - Eﬁ. Thus,
we obtain

1 — K _ _
(6.88) leéﬁ - &P+ o (2 = e + 11er = &2711%)
< CH**2 4 C(N6E0 117 + IER P + 1€ + &0 11%)

tﬂ

t?l
+ CT/ L (“atC”?p(Q) + ”attC”2 + “&tu“él(g)) + C/ _1h2k+2|&tC|Hk+1(Q)
tn- tn—

1

Multiplying the above bound by 41, summing from # = 1 to n = m, and applying the
results of Lemma 6.13, we conclude the proof. 0

6.5.1. Proof of the improved estimate (6.3). We now proceed to obtain
bounds on ||&,|| and ||& || via constructing a dual Stokes problem and its dG dis-
cretization and we follow the argument in [22]. To this end, define the error function

Xu(t) = uy —u(t), Virb <t <", Yn>1, xu(0) = ”2 —u.

Further, for t > 0, define (U(t), P(t)) € H}(Q)? x L2(Q) the weak solution of the dual
Stokes problem:

(6.89) CAU(t) + VP(t) = xa(t) in Q,

(6.90) V.Uh=0  inQ,

(6.91) ui)=0 on dQ,

and (Uy(t), Py(t)) € Xk X MZ(]l its dG solution:

(6.92) ap(U(t), 04) — bp(0n, Pu(t)) = (xu(t), O1) VO € X,

(6.93) bp(Un(t), qn) =0 Van € My
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Existence and uniqueness of (Uy(t), Py(t)) for all £ > 0 is a consequence of the coer-
civity of agp and the inf-sup condition for the pair of spaces (X%, M;io_l [26]. We take

0, = U} = Up(t") in (6.48). We begin with handling the last two terms. Namely, we
write

br(cy™, wy, Up) = br(c", w", UpY) = @aav (™, Uy, E0) + aaav (¢l U, )

5
= B (" = " U, 1)+ Bag (€27 U, 1) + dage (270 UL, 1) = D K
i=1
We rewrite the term K; by applying Green’s theorem.

K=Y /(w;—l UV up) (€ - B

EeT, YE
= > e - gy md = Y [lep T U - meHER - ).
eel,UIQ Y ¢ eel, ¢

With Holder’s and Poincaré’s inequalities and trace estimates, we have

K1 < C (IIViey s + e Hizw@) IU} IpallE]) - %ll
+Clep ™ - c”_llDG||UZl||L°°(Q)||5Z —3“-

Note that with (6.2) in Theorem 6.1, inverse estimate (3.31), Poincaré’s inequality
(3.30), and (6.1), we obtain

(6.94) ep" =" MpellU s

Cerr 1/2 _
< (—KK ) YU gy < CIU .
o

We remark that for & < hy < min(1, C_L, C;lr/b), the constant C in (6.94) is indepen-
dent of Cepp-

The term K, is handled similarly. That is, we use the same integration by parts
formula. Here, we use the trace estimates for functions in H2(7};) and approximation
properties. We have

Kz < CH** i i o 1U -

From Lemma 6.7 and Young’s inequality, we have for € > 0,

T+1 n2 2k+2(, (2
€Hs + 1)”uh ”DG + Ch |tu|Loo(0,T;Hk+1(Q))'

K|+ 1Ko | < epliég - i1 +

For K3, K4, and K5, the jumps of u" evaluate to zero. Thus, with Holder’s inequality,
we have
K|+ [Ka| + [Ks| < C(lle" = "M+ LT + 2 DI pa " Tw s

1
e

<epller™ 1P+ c(

tll
k
F UYL I + CH2Ie 1 sy *+ €T / kel
- g .
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We refer to the proof of Theorem 1 in [22] to handle all the remaining terms in (6.48)
with 6, = U}’ since the same arguments can be used here. For completeness, most
details are given in Appendix C. We have

m
(6.95)  KopllUl}g +ust Y &1 < C(r? + h**2 + th?)

n=1
1 m m
+ C’C(H— + 1) Z U3 + 7 Z (br(cy™, up, Uy) =br(c", u", Uupy)).
S n=1 n=1

With the bounds on K;’s, we obtain

m
Kol [ + st ) IEHI17 < C(x? + b2 + 7h?)
n=1
T+1 N N N =
+ C( == 1) e YU IR + epst Y EEH I + et Y e~ ERI.
s n=1 n=1 n=1

eu

We next use Lemma 6.14 to bound the last bound above. We then multiply the bound
in Lemma 6.13 by €us and add to the resulting inequality.

m
Kol I}, + euscllE? I” + po(1 = Ce)r Z 16017 < C((1 +)(x® + k%) + Th?)

n=1

T+1 “ L
+ O 1) I g + Cepst 37 eI + Crepsliggl”
s n=1 n=0

We choose € = 1/(2C) and note that IE9)12 < Ch2k+2,
m
Hsk 2 Hs 2 2 7 2k+2 2
KpllUM"12 g + S IEM12 + S0 Y (IE2)1? < C(x2 + h?**2 4+ th?)
nlipg + D allce 5 ; u

T

+1 L -

+ (== 1) DR + Cater Y €I

Hs n=1 n=0

Therefore, choosing 7 small enough, and applying Gronwall’s inequality, we obtain
m

(6.96) it Y IEL? < C(2 + B2 4 ),
n=1

To obtain a bound on [|&%||, we use (6.72), (6.96) and (6.2):

m m m
(6.97)  per Y N8I < et D8RI + pet® D IR < C(x2 + h272 4 7h?).
n=1 n=1 n=1

Use (6.96) in Lemma 6.13 and apply Gronwall’s inequality to have
(6.98) K|l E™|1? < C(t2 + W22 4 th?).
This bound with Lemma 6.14 and (6.96) yields

m
6.99 T Y IET=EL? < C(12 + W2 + Th?).
H pTCn
n=1
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To obtain a bound on ||c§L‘||7 it suffices to derive a bound on g Let @y =1in (6.47).
Since the averages of T]Z and of (c" — CZ_l) are zero, we obtain:

|‘/Q£L‘| < le™)? + ") + ()Nl = el < C(x® + h2k+2 4 p?)s,

Finally, we conclude the proof of (6.3) by using the bounds above, triangle inequality
and approximation error bounds.

7. Numerical Experiments. In this section, our numerical method is first
verified via convergence rate tests. Next, the spinodal decomposition simulation shows
the proposed algorithm enjoys mass conservation and energy dissipation properties.
For all the numerial results, we choose 0, = 1/12.

7.1. Convergence study. We utilize the manufactured solution method for
convergence study on the unit cube Q = (0,1)3. The simulation end time is T = 1.
For convenience, we select parameters s = 1 and k¥ = 1. The prescribed solution is
defined as follows [20].

c(t,x,y,z) = exp(—t)sin (2mx) sin (21ty) sin (2nz),
vi(t,x,y,z) = —exp (=t + x)sin(y + z) — exp (—t + z) cos (x + y),
va(t, x,y,2z) = —exp(—t + y)sin(x + z) — exp (—t + x) cos (y + z),
vs(t,x,y,z) = —exp (—t + z)sin(x + y) —exp (—t + y) cos (x + z),

p(t,x,y,z) = —exp (—2t)( exp(x + z)sin(y + z) cos (x + i)

+ exp(x + y) sin (x + z) cos (y + z)

+ exp(y + z) sin (x + y) cos (x + z)

+ %exp (2x) + % exp (2y) + %exp (2z) - f)o),
where, p° = 7.63958172715414, which guarantees zero average pressure over Q (up to
machine precision). Here in above, the order parameter field is taken from [11]. The
chemical potential is an intermediate variable, which value is derived by the order
parameter. The velocity and pressure fields are borrowed from the Beltrami flow [18],
which enjoys the property that the nonlinear convection is balanced by the pressure
gradient and the velocity is parallel to vorticity. In addition, the initial conditions and
Dirichlet boundary condition for velocity are imposed by the manufactured solutions.
For order parameter and chemical potential, we apply Neumann boundary condition.

We obtain spatial rates of convergence by computing the solutions on a sequence of

uniformly refined meshes (see the second column of Table 1 for h). We fix T = 1/21° for
k =1 (P1-P1-P1-IP0 scheme); we fix T = 1/2'3 for k = 2 (P2-P2-P2-P1 scheme);
and we fix T = 1/2'5 for k = 3 (P3-P3-IP3-P2 scheme) to guarantee the spatial error
dominates. We use SIPG and add subscript to distinguish the penalty parameter &
in form a4, namely in (3.1)-(3.2) by Gcn and in (3.4) by Genip, respectively. Recall
the penalty parameter in form ag is 0. For P1-P1-IP1-IP0 scheme, we set 6o = 2,
Gellip = 1, 0 = 8 on I', and 0 = 16 on JQ. For P2-P2-P2-P1 scheme, we set
Gon =4, Genip =2, 0 =64 on T, and 0 = 128 on JQ. For P3-P3-P3-IP2 scheme, we
set Gcu = 8, Genip =8, 0 = 128 on I'y and ¢ = 256 on JQ. If erry is the error on a
mesh with resolution h, then the rate is defined by In(err;/err; s)/In(2). We show
the errors and rates in Table 1. The convergence rates are optimal.
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k| b | lley™=cIl  rate | uy"—u(D)] rate | lph"—p(D)I rate

1]1/22 6.363 E-2 — 2.306 E-2 — 1.449E-1 —

1/23 2.599 E-2 1.292 3.342E-3 2.787 3417TE-1  -1.238
1/24 8.242E-3 1.657 7.918E-4 2.078 1.381E-1 1.307
1/2° 2.241E-3 1.879 1.988 E—4 1.994 4.082E-2 1.758
1/2¢ 5.767TE-4 1.958 5.071E-5 1.971 1.136 E-2 1.845

2]1/2¢ 4.939E-2 — 6.827TE-3 — 1.810E-1 —

1/22 2.413E-2 1.033 1.014E-3 2.751 3.061E-1  -0.758
1/23 3.112E-3 2.955 1.327E-4 2.934 4.210E-2 2.862
1/24 3.285 E-4 3.244 1.512E-5 3.134 3.377E-3 3.640
1/2° 3.741E-5 3.135 1.638 E—6 3.207 2.972E-4 3.506

3]1/2° 1.553 E-1 — 5.130E-3 — 9.792E-1 —

1/2! 6.856 E—2 1.180 1.035E-3 2.309 9.538 E~-1 0.038
1/22 5.764E-3 3.572 1.761 E-4 2.555 6.414 E-2 3.895
1/23 3.2719E-4 4.136 6.186 E-6 4.832 2.365E-3 4.762
1/24 1.989 E-5 4.043 1.829 E-7 5.080 7.923E-5 4.900

TABLE 1
Errors and spatial convergence rates of order parameter, velocity, and pressure.

7.2. Spinodal decomposition. Spinodal decomposition serves as a widely used
benchmark test for the validation of numerical algorithms on solving the CHNS equa-
tions. As a mechanism of phase separation, an initially thermodynamical unstable
homogeneous mixture decomposes into two separated phases, which are more thermo-
dynamically favorable. Throughout this process, the mass of the system is conserved
and the total energy is dissipated.

The computational domain, Q = (0,1)3, is partitioned uniformly into cubic el-
ements of edge length equal to 1072. We select the time step size 7 = 1073, The
initial order parameter field is generated by sampling numbers from a discrete uni-
form distribution, namely, CO|Ek ~ U{=1,+1}. The initial velocity field is taken to be
zero. The polynomial degree is k = 1. We choose the viscosity s = 1 and param-
eter ¥ = 107, Following the same notation in Section 7.1, the penalty parameters
are dcu = 2, Genip = 1, and 0 = 8. We compute 2!5 time steps in total, which is
equivalent to the end time T = 32.768. Figure 1 displays 3D snapshots of the order
parameter field. Figure 2 shows that the mass conservation and energy dissipation
properties are satisfied.

8. Conclusion. The main contribution of this paper is the analysis of a fully
decoupled splitting dG algorithm for solving the CHNS equations. Existence and
uniqueness of the discrete solution are shown. We prove mass conservation, energy
stability, and L* stability of the discrete order parameter. Optimal a priori error
estimates in both the broken H'! norm and the L? norm are derived, under a CFL
condition. The analysis relies on induction and requires multiple steps and interme-
diate results. The analysis is novel and the results are stronger because they do not
assume any regularization of the potential function. Numerical experiments verify
the theoretical results. Extending the numerical analysis to a higher order in time
stepping method will be the object of future work.



36 CHEN LIU, RAMI MASRI, AND BEATRICE RIVIERE

Fi1G. 1. Selected snapshots for order parameter in spinodal decomposition at time step 2",
where n =1,3,---,15. The phase A (order parameter CZ = +1) is displayed in red and the phase B
(order parameter cZ = —1) is in transparent. The green surface corresponds to the center of diffusive

interface (order parameter CZ =0).

10 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ 2 : ‘ ‘ ‘
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FI1G. 2. The total mass of the mizture system (left) and log-log plot of the total energy (right).
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Appendix A. Proof of Lemma 6.8.
Proof. Let A = aaay(c", 4", x1) = @aav(c) ", u) ™", xn) and write

n

A = apay(c =" u", xn) + daan (@ u" = w7 xp) = g u" T x)

6
- aadv(ézl_lr un—l/ Xh) - aadv(cz_lr nz_ll Xh) - ﬂadV(CZ_l, 3_1/ Xh) = Z ﬂi-
i=1
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We begin with bounding A;. With Holder’s inequality, trace estimate (3.34), Young’s
inequality and a Taylor expansion at t"~!, we obtain

(A1) |A| < Cllu" [l xnlpe(lle” ="M + RIIV(e" = ")
tﬂ

C
< ol ramay | Wl + elifo.
For A,, similar arguments yield

(A.2) |Az| < Clle" ol xnlpa (™ = u" = + BIIV@" — u" "))

C r
< ol iy [ 100 + clnlo.

-1

For As, we utilize the convexity of the computational domain. Namely, using (6.6),
we have

(A.3) |As| < Cllu" Mol xnlpa(n? I+ BIVAnE~HI)
2k+2 2 2 2
< Eh - ”u“Lw(O,T;HZ(Q))“C||L°°(O’T;H2(Q)) + €|)(h|]3(;-

For A4, with Holder’s inequality, trace estimate (3.33), and Young’s inequality, we
obtain the following bound.

- - Cien-
(A4) 190l < CIE e e@brndoe < S IE 1112 sy + il
For A and Ag, we use trace inequalities (3.34) and (3.33) respectively. We obtain

|A5| + | Ag| < Clley ™ =@ Ulma | + 1IVin ™ I + 1627 DIxkIpe

C, . _
< 20 o B s *+ 1571 + el

Combining the bounds on A; for i = 1,...,6 yields the result. 0
Appendix B. Proof of bound (6.63). From Lemma 6.3 in [23], for all
qgn € MZ‘l and n > 1, the following equalities holds:

(B1) (&l qn) =bp(E), i) + Taan(d], 41)
—e 37 [1onal + 1G9, GullaiD),

eel’y, e

B2 b =7y, [190la]+ <GulofD, GullgiD).

eel’y, e

In addition, for n > 1 we have [23]
(B3) 118 — &M =NEl — &1 + UVadLI2 + IGAUSLDI) +7(AF — AY)
0 _ _
+72( 3 THGp - 9f Mg~ 1Gu(0] — 3 DIP)

eel’y,

=202 (Vi ¢ll, Gr([$]]) + 26,1 Tbp (E), D))
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Using (3.24) and assuming & > 2M?2, we have

M2 ~
1GH(19] = S5 DIP < 3 EN10) = 61 Wy < 5 D) 0% = 0F My

e€ly, eel’y

Similarly, with Cauchy—Schwarz’s inequality, Young’s inequality, (3.24), and the as-
sumption that & > 4M?, we obtain

M2
Vo7, GuBI] < FIVOLIZ +IGHIQEDIZ < IVORIZ + Y <ENGhIz,,

eel’y

IA

1 1 G
VORI + 5 D T Ih IR -

eel’y

Using the above bounds in (B.3), we obtain:

1 n n—-1112 72 ny2 T2 n 2
(B4) Slidy = & 17+ VR II" + Gy DI

72 72 G B 1 _
(A=A + — 3 Tl — @i g, < Slles - &7 P
eel’y
2 &
+ = 2 ORI + duatlbr(En, G}
eel’y
Inserting IT,u™ in (3.6) yields:
(B.5) (&2, 01) = (E2, 04) + Thp(On, ¢1), VO, € XE.

Let 0, = & in (B.5) and use (B.2), we obtain

B6) 5 (1517 = 117) + 516 - &2+ 7 > TNPLIz ) = CNGH TSI

eel’y

We let 0, = &l — & in (B.5) and use (B.1). We have
&% = &olI* = Tb(&y - &, d}p)
G
= Cagn(@), O =7 D TIPHIEq + IGHIODI

eel’y

N | =

Hence, (B.6) reads

B.1) 5 (1617 = NHIP) + Saan(@, o)+ 5 D TG = SGHISDI

eel’y

DN | =

Taking the sum of (B.4) with (B.7) and multiplying by 1/7 yield the result.
Appendix C. Proof of bound (6.95). We define the norm |||-|| = || - [[r=~q) +

II - llw1sq). To start the proof, we first note that:

(C.1) U () = W ()] + RIIU(E) = Un(t)llpe + BIIP(E) = Pr(H)]l < CR?[lxu (D],

(C.2) O + Uk ()= < Cllxu(®)Il-
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The above estimates result from the error analysis of the dG formulation for the
dual problem (6.89)-(6.91). For more details, we refer to Lemma 5 in [22]. Choosing
0, = U}/ in (6.48) and multiplying by 7 yields
(C3) (v, —u" - X uy) + Tﬁc(u;Z) + tpusap (v, —u", U)) = thp(U,, pZ‘l -p")
+(T(afu)n - (un - un_l)/ U;;) + Tb]'(CZ_l, [JZ/ U;r;) - Tb](cn/ Hn/ U;Z)/
where
ReU") = ac(u)  su™Y o, UM — ac(u™;u", u", U)").

Let us begin with the first term on the right-hand side of (C.3). We use the fact that
U, satisfies (6.93) and the definition of 7;p" to obtain the following.

bp(U, pp = p") = —bp (U, p" —mp") = Y " = mp UL .
eel',UdQd e

Let A, denote the union of the two elements sharing a face e. By a trace inequality,
approximation property (6.12), (C.1), and the fact that [U"] = 0 a.e. on any face
e €T, UJQ since U" € Hg(Q)d, we obtain for any € > 0.

- 1
(C4)  [bp(U, py~" = p™)l < CHHp Iy llxa Dl < epsll &G + Ch2k+2(1 + J).
In the above, we used that

(C.5) Il < COHF e ) + 185 1D,

which is obtained by applying the triangle inequality and approximation property
(6.9). This bound will be used repeatedly in this proof. For the second term on the
right-hand side of (C.3), we simply have:

tﬂ

(C6)  [(c@u) — @ -, U] < O / 10null? + U 2.
tnfl

We now consider the terms on the left-hand side of (C.3). With (3.6) and (6.93), we
have

(o —u" —x 7L U} = (O — xa W) = oy, 7)) = (k= x4 U

Note that from (6.92), (6.93), the above equality, and the symmetry of ap(-,-), we
have

(C.7) (o) —u" - X", Up) =apU; -u; ', uy)

- %(az)(ll”, Uy) — ap~, UIY) + ap(U) — U1, U7 — ).
In addition, we write
(C.8) ap(vy —u", U})) = ap(&y — &, U})) + ap(&y, U))) + ap(ny, U)).

To handle the last term in above equality, let Q,u" be the elliptic projection of u”
onto the space Xj,. Since the domain is convex, this projection satisfies [26]:

(C.9) VO, eXy, ap(u" —Quu",0;) =0 and ||[u" — Quu"|| < Chkﬂlu”IHm(Q).
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Let 0y =T u" — Quu™ in (6.92). We obtain
ap(my, Uy) = ap(Iyu" — Quu", U})) = (xy,, pu" — Quu") + bp(ITyu" — Quu™, Py).
We have
|bp(ITu" — Quu”, P;)| < C||TTyu" — Quu"|||P}|pc-
Further, with approximation properties and (C.5), we obtain

(C.10)  IP}Ipc < IP) = mpP"|pg + |1 P" [pa < Ch™H|P) = i P" || + CIP" |11
< CUIEH + B s )

Hence, Cauchy—Schwarz’s inequality, the above bounds, the regularity assumption
that # € L*(0, T; H**1(Q)%), and Young’s inequality yield for any e > 0:

(C11)  |ap([u" —u", Up)| < ClITu" = Quu" (187 1| + h* 1" | )

1
< CHE " geon (18511 + B " geon ) < €llERIP +C (< + 1) 2642,

Consider now the second term in (C.8). Letting 0, = & in (6.92), we obtain
(C.12) ap(&y, Uy) = 1EG11° + (xiy — &1, &) + b (&5, P)).

With (C.4), (C.6), (C.7), (C.8), (C.11), and (C.12), the equality (C.3) becomes
1
2

1 1 t?’l
<Clp(1+2)+1+ a)ﬂﬂ’”? " CTQ/ 19sull® + CTU 13
s =1

(C13) s (ap(Uy, Uy) —ap(U; ™, Uy™) +ap(U; = Uy~ Uy = U™)) + tusll & 112

—tRe(U}) + tbr(cy ™", up, Up) — thr(c”, w", Up) + 26ty || &5 |1?

- THS”D(SZ - 511,,:/ u;;l) - T.us(n;:r SZ) - THSbP(SZrPZ)
We now handle the last three terms in the above bound. Let 8, = & — & in (6.92).
(C.14) ap(&y — &, Uy) = (&, &5 — &) + (1, &5 — &) + bp(&; — &4, P)).
Recall that by (3.6), (B.2), (3.24), and the assumption that & > ]\71]%, we have
C.15 nogn _ gny _ _op n any _ 2 g ny2 _2G n2>0
(C.15) (&5, - &) = ~bp(&l 9) =7 ) NG - 2IGH IS DIP > 0.

eel’y

Using Cauchy—Schwarz’s inequality, (6.9) and (6.72), we have the following bound.

(i, & — &) + |bp(&5 — &, PP <ClI& = Exll (K | [jgies ) + P}t D)
(C.16) SCT|¢)Z|Dg(hk+1|u"|Hk+1(Q) +|P, Ipc)-

Therefore with (C.10), the regularity assumption that u € L®(0,T; H**1(Q)?), and
Young’s inequality, the bound (C.16) becomes

(CA7) (i, & = EDI+ [bp (8] = &1, PII < Cldhlna (B " | e ) + 18, 1)

1
< ell&ull? +C 1+ <) Ploplg + Ch¥.
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With (6.9), we have

(C.18) O, ED1 < ellgg” + SR 2

To handle the last term in (C.13), we use (B.2), (3.24), and (C.10).

©19)  Wopteh, P =| =7 Y [1931P]1+ (Gl GullP D)

€€r1

1
< Calp}lnalPloc < ellgl® +C (1+<) Igfla + Ch2*+2

With the above bounds combined, (C.13) becomes

1 - - - -
(€20) 5 (ap (U, U}) = ap(Uy™, U™ + ap (U — U™, Uy = U™) + Tu[| &5
tn

1 1 ~
< Clm(1+<)+1+ J)Th2k+2 + cfzft 19wul|? + U |, — TRo(UD)

n—1

- n n 1
+abr(cy™ i, U = ahr(c”, p, Up) + Serpil|EaI° + Ca 1+ <) 197 B

The bound for the nonlinear term EC(U;;) is technical and can be found in [22].
Namely, we have

5 n— h2 n
(C.21)  [Re(UD)] < Teps I + 2el| &1 - 1117 + C(eu [

+ C(ELb )(hz(”g;l”Q + ”‘53*1”2) + (”6174171”2 + h2)”§g”2]3(;)

n

1
+cT/ 9l + C( == + 1) I} 113
=1 Eus

We use (C.21) in (C.20), use the coercivity property (3.16), and choose € = 1/24. We
sum the resulting equation, from n = 1 to n = m, use the regularity assumptions, and
obtain the following.

(C.22) 1az)(u’",um) a@(UO,UO)+KDZIIU"

n=1

< C(l + i + ys)h”‘*z +Ct%+ CT3(Z—z +1+ ys) nzzl 16712

m m
T 1
+—§ g2+ C (—+1)§ ur|?
192 ”514 Eu ” T L - ” h”DG
m

+c(_+1)TZ IS + 187 1% + (1812 + H) 1&g IRe)

n=1

T (br(e)™ Ul = br (e, wt, up)).
n=1

T m
B S Ige
n=1
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Note that by (6.92)-(6.93), we easily see that U;? = 0. With (6.2) and coercivity of
ap (3.16), we have

[10]

[11]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

m
KpllU" P + st Y IIEL? < C(Core) (2 + h742 4+ Th?)

n=1
1 m m
+ CT(H— 1) DU+ Y (brley™, i, U = br(e”, ", ).
s n=1 n=1
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