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MIXED FINITE ELEMENT METHODS FOR THE
LANDAU-LIFSHITZ-BARYAKHTAR AND THE REGULARISED
LANDAU-LIFSHITZ-BLOCH EQUATIONS IN MICROMAGNETICS

AGUS L. SOENJAYA

ABSTRACT. The Landau-Lifshitz—Baryakhtar (LLBar) and the Landau-Lifshitz—Bloch (LLBloch) equa-
tions are nonlinear vector-valued PDEs which arise in the theory of micromagnetics to describe the dy-
namics of magnetic spin field in a ferromagnet at elevated temperatures. We consider the LLBar and the
regularised LLBloch equations in a unified manner, thus allowing us to treat the numerical approximations
for both problems at once. In this paper, we propose a semi-discrete mixed finite element scheme and
two fully discrete mixed finite element schemes based on a semi-implicit Euler method and a semi-implicit
Crank—Nicolson method to solve the problems. These numerical schemes provide accurate approximations
to both the magnetisation vector and the effective magnetic field. Moreover, they are proven to be uncon-
ditionally energy-stable and preserve energy dissipativity of the system at the discrete level. Error analysis
is performed which shows optimal rates of convergence in L%, L°°, and H' norms. These theoretical results
are further corroborated by several numerical experiments.

1. INTRODUCTION

Micromagnetics is a field of physics that deals with magnetic behaviours at sub-micrometre length
scales. The length scales considered are large enough for small-scale atomic structure to be ignored, but
still fine enough to resolve some local behaviour. The standard model to describe time evolution of the
magnetic configuration of a ferromagnet was proposed by Landau and Lifshitz [26], and is commonly
known as the Landau-Lifshitz (LL) equation. According to this model, the dynamics of the magnetic
spin field is influenced by a precessional term (which tends to cause precession of the magnetisation
vector) and a damping term (which tends to dissipate energy and align the magnetisation vector with the
effective magnetic field). The damping term is chosen purely for phenomenological reasons, namely that
the damping process must lead to the state with minimum energy, and that the magnetisation magnitude
must remain constant.

The Landau—Lifshitz equation has been remarkably successful in describing the magnetisation dy-
namics at low temperature, and was widely analysed in the physics and mathematics literature, see
[2, 8, 11, 23, 25, 39] and references therein. However, it is not sufficient to describe many experimental
observations in modern physics, especially at high temperature [4, 10, 15, 16, 17, 40], where the magnitude
of the magnetisation vector is known to be varying in time. Various magnetic recording devices, including
the heat-assisted magnetic recording (HAMR) and the thermally-assisted magnetic random access mem-
ory (TA-MRAM), operate at high temperatures [31, 33, 40], thus an accurate model and simulation of
magnetisation dynamics at elevated temperatures is necessary. Indeed, the Landau—Lifshitz equation is
essentially a zero-temperature equation, since it cuts off all contributions from high-frequency spin waves
responsible for longitudinal magnetisation dynamics [9].

To rectify these problems, several approaches are proposed in the physics literature, most prominently
due to Baryakhtar [3, 1] and Garanin [16, 17]. Baryakhtar formulates his model based on the Onsager
principles and the laws of thermodynamics, resulting in the Landau-Lifshitz—Baryakhtar (LLBar) equa-
tion, which also takes into account long-range interactions. Garanin based his model on the thermal
averaging of many exchange-coupled atomistic spins, resulting in the Landau-Lifshitz—Bloch (LLBloch)
equation, which can be seen as an interpolation between the standard Landau-Lifshitz equation and the
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Ginzburg-Landau system. In both models, the dynamics of a magnetisation vector in an effective field is
influenced by three factors: precession, damping, and torque. The net effect on the magnetic spin field is
a competition between these factors.

Mathematically, the dynamics of the magnetic spin field u(t) : 2 — R3 in a bounded magnetic domain
2 can be described as

Oru = P(u) + D(u) + S(u),

where P(u) is the precessional term, D(u) is the damping term, and S(u) is the torque term. Quantum
mechanics dictates that the precessional term has the form P(u) = —yu x H, as in the usual Landau-
Lifshitz equation, where H (t) : 2 — R is the effective field. Baryakhtar proposes that the damping term
should be proportional to the effective field and its second spatial derivatives [3, 4]. In most ferromagnetic
materials, the damping term for the LLBar equation [10] can be written as

Diar(u) = Ao H — \AH, (1.1)

where H itself depends on u. The positive constants A, and A, are the phenomenological relativistic
damping constant and the exchange damping constant, respectively. These constants can also be replaced
by positive definite symmetric tensors without changing the arguments here substantially. The second
term in (1.1) is responsible for the longitudinal damping and long range interaction between magnetic
spins [10]. For the LLBloch equation above T, the damping term is simply (1.1) with A, = 0.

The torque term has various forms depending on the physical situations considered. In the presence
of applied current, the flow of electrons move charges and spins across space, affecting the magnetic
properties of the material. A commonly used torque term is given by Zhang and Li [11]:

S(u)=Aux (ux (g -V)u)+ Asu x (5-V)u, (1.2)

where A; and Ag are constants (which can be positive or negative), and j = j(¢, ) is the current density.
The effective magnetic field H consists of the usual contributions from the theory of micromagnetism,
namely the exchange field, the external (Zeeman) field, and the anisotropy field. To account for elevated

temperatures and phase transition, the Ginzburg—Landau internal exchange field is added [3, 17], giving
H(t,x) = alu +rpu — klul?*u+ B(t) — fele-u). (1.3)

S—~— —_———— M —

exchange  jpternal exchange applied  anisotropy

Here, « is a positive constant depending on the material structure. The unit vector e is related to the
axis of anisotropy of the material, while the vector B(t) describes an applied magnetic field. Physical
considerations dictate that k is positive, while g > 0 for temperatures above the Curie temperature 7
and p < 0 below T.. The constant 3 corresponds to the uniaxial anisotropy constant of the object, which
can be positive or negative. To simplify presentation, we assume § < 0 in (1.3), which corresponds to
the presence of an easy plane. Higher order anisotropy field of the form Bie(e - u) — fre(e - u)?, where
b1, B2 > 0, could also be treated in a similar manner as the internal exchange field.

Subsequently, we take B(t) = S(u) = 0 and set a = 1 for simplicity. The presence of applied field
and the Zhang-Li torque term (1.2) could still be handled by the methods presented here with minor
modifications. However, we choose to focus on the simplified version since in this case the system dissipates
energy, and we want to highlight this energy dissipation property in our numerical schemes.

With these in mind, we can state the LLBar and the LLBloch equations in a unified manner. Given
a magnetic body 2 C R%, the magnetisation vector u(t, ) for any time ¢t > 0 and at any point & € Z
evolves according to a nonlinear vector-valued PDE, which can be written in the following mixed form:

(0w = \,H — \.AH — vu x H, for (t,x) € (0,T) x 2,

H = Au + kpu — k|ul?u — Be(e - u), for (t,x) € (0,T) x 2,

u(0,z) = uo(x) for x € 9, (1.4)
ou oH

%—O,%—O for (t,w)G(O,T)Xa.@,
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where 0% is the boundary of &, with exterior unit normal vector denoted by n. Depending on the signs
of some parameters, problem (1.4) describes several models:

(i) If Ae > 0 and p > 0, this is the LLBar equation below T..
(ii) If Ae = 0 and p < 0, this is the LLBloch equation above T..
(iii) If Ae > 0 and p < 0, this is the LLBar equation above T¢, which can also be considered as the
regularised LLBloch equation above T, (cf. section 6).

We remark that the LLBloch equation below T, cannot be written in the above form and will be analysed
separately in an upcoming paper, although for temperatures not far from (but below) T¢, the LLBar
equation with A¢ > 0 and p > 0 can be considered as an approximation to the LLBloch equation below
T [10].

The energy E(u) of the system described by (1.4) is

ﬁ .
= ||Vu||]L2 + - H|u|2 MHLQ (e-u)?dz, if p >0,
£(u) = 7 (1.5)
31wl + 5l = 5wl + 5 [ e wPan <o

where k, i, B are constants appearing in (1.4). Note that the two expressions in (1.5) differ only by a
constant imﬂ]@ |, and in principle one could take the first expression as the energy for any values of p.
However, it is known [28] that w(t) — 0 as t — oo for p < 0, and so the energy in this case is modified
to ensure £(0) = 0. In the absence of the spin-torque term, this system dissipates energy.

Global well-posedness of the LLBar equation (assuming exchange-dominated field) is shown in [30],
while the existence and uniqueness of strong solution to the LLBloch equation are shown in [27, 28] (see
also [7] and [20] for the stochastic equations). On the numerical aspect, some linear C''-conforming finite
element methods based on a semi-implicit Euler and a BDF schemes are proposed to solve the LLBar
equation [37]. They are proven to be stable and convergent to the actual solution at an optimal rate,
without assuming quasi-uniformity of the triangulation in most cases. However, the implementation is
computationally costly, since the method requires C'-continuity across element boundaries. A linear
conforming finite element scheme based on the linearised Euler method has been proposed for the regu-
larised LLBloch equation with a different regularisation term, where an optimal convergence rate in H*
is shown [28]. Other regularisation term is used in [15], where a C'-conforming method is proposed for
the stochastic regularised LLBloch equation, but a strong convergence rate is only provided in L2 and the
results are limited to d = 1 or 2. In all the above, energy dissipativity of the schemes is not addressed.

Here, we continue and build on the studies done in [37] and [28] by proposing numerical schemes which
can be used to solve the LLBar and the LLBloch equations for d = 1,2,3 in a unified manner. More
precisely, we propose some mixed finite element methods to solve the LLBar and the regularised LLBloch
equations, including a semi-discrete (in space) finite element scheme and two fully-discrete finite element
schemes based on the Euler and the Crank—Nicolson methods. These schemes are proven to be uniquely
solvable and unconditionally energy-stable, and this H'-stability is robust with respect to the parameter
Ae- Moreover, the energy dissipativity of the system is preserved at the discrete level. Since we are using
the mixed formulation (1.4), these methods provide an accurate approximation to both the magnetisation
vector w and the effective magnetic field H, both of which are physically significant quantities.

To summarise, the main results of this paper include proving the following:

(1) convergence of a semi-discrete conforming finite element scheme (Theorem 3.9),

(2) convergence of a fully discrete conforming finite element scheme based on the semi-implicit Euler
method (Theorem 4.12),

(3) convergence of a fully discrete conforming finite element scheme based on the Crank—Nicolson
method (Theorem 5.10),

(4) convergence of the strong solution of the LLBar equation to that of the LLBloch equation at a
certain rate (in L>(0,T;H'(2)), thus implying the above schemes can also be used to solve the
LLBloch equation. Convergence of the corresponding effective field (in L?(0,T;L%(2)) is also
shown (Theorem 6.1).
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In all cases, we obtain the expected rates of convergence in L2, L™, and H' norms. We remark that
systems of vector-valued PDEs similar to (1.4) also appear in chemistry and biology to model long-range
diffusion [32, Chapter 11|, anomalous bi-flux diffusion [5, 24], and population dynamics [12, 13, 34]. As
such, numerical schemes proposed in this paper would also apply to certain cases of these models.

This paper is organised as follows. Notations and various assumptions on the exact solution and the
finite element space are outlined in Section 2. A semi-discrete finite element approximation is described
in Section 3. Two fully discrete mixed finite element schemes based on the Euler and the Crank—Nicolson
methods are proposed in Section 4 and Section 5, respectively. The regularised LLBloch equation and
its approximation are discussed in Section 6. Finally, some numerical simulations which support the
theoretical results are described in Section 7.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Notations. We begin by defining some notations used in this paper. The function space LP :=
LP(2;R3) denotes the usual space of p-th integrable functions taking values in R? and W*? .= WkP(2; R3)
denotes the usual Sobolev space of functions on 2 C RY, for d = 1,2, 3, taking values in R3. Also, we
write H* := W*2. Let A be the Neumann Laplacian operator acting on R3-valued functions with domain
D(A) given by
{oem G —omor)
D(A):=<veH: — =00n0% ;.
on

If X is a Banach space, the spaces LP(0,7; X) and W""(0,T; X) denote respectively the Lebesgue
and Sobolev spaces of functions on (0,7) taking values in X, where T can be a finite number or co. The
space C([0,T]; X) denotes the space of continuous function on [0, 7] taking values in X. For simplicity,
we will write LP(W™") := LP(0,T; W™") and LP(L?) := LP(0,T;1L9).

Throughout this paper, we denote the scalar product in a Hilbert space H by (-,-),; and its corre-
sponding norm by ||-|| ;. We will not distinguish between the scalar product of L2 vector-valued functions
taking values in R? and the scalar product of L.? matrix-valued functions taking values in R3*3, and still
denote them by (-, ).

Here, 2 is assumed to be a bounded domain such that the H2-regularity result holds, namely:

2 2 2
H?2 ~ L2 L2
[0l S vz + [|Av]]

for all v € D(A). The above is true for any domain with C?-smooth boundary. For domain with less
regular boundary, it is known, for instance, that the H2?-regularity result is guaranteed to hold for any
convex Lipschitz domains [21]. Henceforth, we will assume that & is a smooth, or convex polygonal or
polyhedral domain. In this domain, the Gagliardo—Nirenberg inequalities and the Sobolev embedding
theorems also hold.

Finally, throughout this paper, the constant C' in the estimate denotes a generic constant which takes
different values at different occurrences. If the dependence of C' on some variable, e.g. T, is highlighted,
we often write C'(T"). The notation A < B means A < C'B where the specific form of the constant C' is
not important to clarify.

2.2. Assumptions. Given T > 0 and ug € H'(2), the pair of functions (u, H) : [0,7] — H' x H! is a
weak solution to the problem (1.4) if (u, H) satisfies

<at’u'ax>:)\T<H7X>+)\6<VH7VX>_7<’U'X-Hax> (21)
(H,$) = = (Vu, V) + rpu (u, ) — r (|uu, ) — B (e(e - u), ¢), '
for all x,¢ € H! and t € [0, 7], with u(0) = uy.
Throughout this paper, we assume that problem (2.1) possesses solution (u, H) which satisfies
2 3
||UHL°<>(HT+1) + HatuHLOO(H“rl) + HatuHLoo(Hz) + HatuHLoo(LQ) < Ko, (2.2)

||H||L°°(HT+1) + ||atH||LOO(HT+1) + HaEHHLOO(HQ) + Hal’?HHLoo(]LQ) < Ky,



MIXED FEM FOR THE LL-BAR AND THE REGULARISED LL-BLOCH EQUATIONS IN MICROMAGNETICS 5

where r is the degree of piecewise continuous polynomials used as the finite element space and Ko > 0
depends on ug. The existence of an arbitrarily smooth solution to the LLBar equation on (0,7") x Z is
guaranteed for any initial data ug € H' (cf. [19]).

For simplicity of presentation, throughout this paper we assume that y > 0, except in Section 6 where
we specifically discuss the regularised LLBloch equation and outline the modifications needed for the case
i < 0, and in Section 7 where some numerical simulations are performed.

2.3. Finite Element Approximation. Let 7; be a shape-regular triangulation of 2 C R with maximal
mesh-size h. To discretise the LLBar equation (1.4), we introduce the finite element space V;, C H!, which
is the space of all piecewise continuous polynomials on 7 of degree at most r. By the Bramble—Hilbert
lemma, there exists a constant C' independent of h such that for any v € H™+!,

inf {l|lv—xllpz +h V(0= x)l2} < OB [[0]|gesa -
XEVh

We shall use several operators in the analysis. Firstly, define the LL?-projection operator IIj, : L2 — V,
such that

(v —v,x) =0, VYx eV, (2.3)
It is well known that if v € H" ™!, then
o~ Wyl + b IV (@ — Tl < OB follger (2.0

Moreover, if the triangulation is globally quasi-uniform, then we have the H'-stability of the L?-projection
operator [0], namely

|VITv|[2 < C||Vollps, Yo H. (2.5)
Next, we introduce the discrete Laplacian operator Ay : Vy, — V), defined by
(Apvp, x) = —(Vor, Vx), Yo, x € Vy, (2.6)
and the Ritz projection operator Ry : H' — V;, by
(VRpv — Vv, Vx) =0 such that (Rpv —v,1) =0, Vx € Vy, (2.7)
For any v € H™"! let w(t) := v(t) — Rpv(t). The following estimate is well known [35] for s = 0 or 1:
Jwo(®) 5. + 100l < CH™1% [o(®) o - (2.8)
Moreover, if the triangulation is globally quasi-uniform, then by [35],
@)l < OB b [[0(6)]lyrs1. - (2.9)

It is known that the term |ln h| can be removed in case r > 2 and & is a polygonal domain. Throughout,
we shall assume sufficient conditions on the regularity of the domain and the geometry of the mesh so
that the maximum-norm stability of the Ritz projection holds, namely

|Ryvlly < C|lv|lg, where either X := L> or Wh. (2.10)

This holds for a globally quasi-uniform triangulation [11]. However, (2.10) also holds under more general
conditions, for instance in a convex polygonal or polyhedral domain with mildly graded mesh satisfying
certain assumptions [14, 30], or in a non-convex polygonal domain with locally refined mesh [29].

2.4. Auxiliary Results. In the analysis, we use the following vector identities: for any vectors a, b € R3,

2a - (a—b) =la]* — |b* + |a —b|?, (2.11)
2
tlal’a-(a—b) =lal' = b/ + (laf* ~ o) +2]af*|a— b, (212)
2
2(lal”a ~ [bb) - (@~ b) = (la]* = [b]*) "+ (laf* + [’} la — b (2.13)

The following inequalities will also be used frequently.
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Lemma 2.1. Let € > 0 be given. Then there exists a positive constant C' depending only on & such that
the following inequalities hold.

(i) For any v € HY(2),

2 2-d/2 | d/2
lvliEs < C ol ol (2.14)
lvllfs < C oz + €[Vl - (2.15)
(ii) For any v € D(A),
1
2 2 2
Vol < = llvllie + €Az, . (2.16)
(iii) For any vy, € Vy,
IVoRlZ2 < lonlles |Anonlls - (2.17)
(iv) Let Z be a convex polygonal or polyhedral domain with globally quasi-uniform triangulation. For
any vy € Vy,
1—d d d
UhllLe = Uhlly2 Vhllp 2 hUhllr2 | > .
[nllpe < Cllonlle* { llvnllfz + | Anvally (2.18)
IVopllps < CllAnvnll - (2.19)

Proof. Inequality (2.14) follows from the Gagliardo—Nirenberg inequality. Moreover, applying Young’s
inequality to (2.14) gives

2 2—d/2 d/2 d/2 2 2
vl2 < C ol (o]l %° + Vo] 97) < C vl + €| Vo2 .

Inequality (2.16) follows from integration by parts and Young’s inequality, while (2.17) follows by taking
X = vy, in (2.6) and applying Holder’s inequality.
Finally, (2.18) and (2.19) are proven in [22, Appendix A]). This completes the proof of the lemma. [

3. A SEMI-DISCRETE (GALERKIN APPROXIMATION

A semi-discrete Galerkin approximation to the problem (1.4) is (wup, Hy) : [0,T] — Vp, x V}, such that
for all t € [0,T] and x, ¢ € Vp,

(Oun, x) =M\ (Hp, x) + Ae (VH,, V) — v (up x Hp, X)
{ (ELy ) = — (Vuun, V) + g (an 8) — s un P, @) — B lele - w), ), )
with up(0) = ugp, an approximation of ug in Vj. Note that (3.1) can be written as
oup = N\ Hp — N A H ), — A1, (up, x Hy,),
{ Hj; = Apup + kpuy, — /ﬁHh(]uhIQuh) — BII,, (e(e . uh)) (32)

Substituting the second equation into the first gives
O, = (A — KAept) Apuy, — A A2y + speuy — I (Junwn) + AR (Jus|*us)
— I, (up, x Apup) + kIO, (uh X Hh(|uh|2uh)) + ByIIy (uh x IIj, (e(e . uh)))
— BN (e(e - up)) + BAARII, (e(e - up)). (3.3)

Noting that all norms on the finite-dimensional space V}, are equivalent and each term in (3.3) is locally
Lipschitz, we obtain a unique solution u; € Vj for (3.3) defined on the interval [0,¢3] C [0,7] by
the standard theory for ordinary differential equation (thus also giving a unique solution Hj € V by
substituting u;, back to (3.2)). We will prove several stability results, which will be used to ensure the
semi-discrete solution (wp, H}p) can be continued globally to [0, 00) for any initial data ug, € Vj. Note
that these estimates hold uniformly in time ¢ € (0, 00).
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Proposition 3.1. Let A > 0 and initial data wg be given. For any s, t € (0,00) such that s < ¢,
E(un(t)) < E(un(s)), (3-4)
where £ is the energy defined in (1.5), and
fun O+ @+ A [T ds 42 [ IV ds < (ol +121) . 65
where C] depends only on x, u, and f.
Proof. Taking x = Hp, and ¢ = dyuy, in (3.1), we obtain
(Orun, Hp) = M [ Hy |22 + Ae [VHI -

1d Kk d K 4 15} 9
H = —
(HD, Oun) = — < [Vl + 52 a2 = 5 s — £ (e wn)?,
These imply
1d I"n',U, d 2 2
IVl + S ol = a2 — A B2 — A [V

or equivalently the energy identity:

d
g Eun()) +Ar I L(8)E2 + Ae | VHA(H)IE2 = 0,

thus proving (3.4). Next, integrating this with respect to ¢ and rearranging, we obtain
IV Z — 5 V()2 + % o — 5 ()l + 5 el — 5 fle - un(0)2
“x G52 ds A /0 IVELS) ds < Sl = 2 )2, 3.6
Let A := ku + [. After rearranging some terms, we have

A K t t
IVunla + 5 s+ 5 s+ A [ IEAIE ds+ 0 [ IVHL )] ds

3A K
< s un () + C ()20 + 22 unlZa 5 Junli
K 6A
=k un(O)[Ls + C un(0) s + 5 /_@ (% s ~ fun(0)") o
< un () + C Jun(0)[ 0 + €121 < © (Jun ) +121) (3.7)

where in the last step we used (2.15), and C' depends only on &, u, 3. This shows (3.5), thus completing
the proof of the proposition. O

Proposition 3.2. Let A > 0 and initial data ug be given. For all ¢ € (0, c0),
t
ANELOIE: + [ orun(s) [ ds < C luolfze + Cran (Jlualls +191). (3.8)
0
where a1 := A1 (()\T + ke + BAe)? + Cy2 + C(/ﬁ)\e)Q), and the constant C' depends only on s, u, 3, and
2 (but is independent of ¢, h, and A¢).
Proof. Taking x = Jyuy, in (3.1) yields
|0sunllZ> = A (H p, Oswr) + A (VH,, Voyup,) — v (up, x Hy, Opuy,) . (3.9)
Differentiating the second equation in (3.1) with respect to ¢, then taking ¢ = A\ H, yields

Ae d

S S H 2 = A (VOyun, VHR) + g (O, Hp) — o (Oulwun), H)

— B (e(e - Ovuy,), Hy) .
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Adding this to (3.9), then applying Holder’s inequality gives
Ae d
2 dt
= (A + KpAe) (Orup, Hy) — v (up, x Hp, Opup) — KAe <8t(|uh|2uh), Hh> — B (e(e - Opuyp,), Hp)

2
<B HatUhHL2 [ Hpllp2 + Huth [ H nl[pa l|0runll s + KAe HathHLz lunllo [1H nllLs

I H 72 + [|0vunl)f -

1 H@tUhHL2 +B?|Hpllfz + H&fuhHLz + O | Hallgn + 5 Hatuhu]IP + C(kAe)? | Hallip

where B := A\, + spude + B¢, and in the last line we used Young’s mequahty, Sobolev embedding H! < L6
and (3.5). Rearranging the inequality and integrating with respect to ¢ (and noting (3.5) again), we obtain

t t
N [ HLL ()20 + / 10sun(s)]12 ds < | ELL(0) % + s / | EEA(3)]2 ds

< Clluolife + Cran (Jluollf +121).
where the constant C' depends only on k, i, and &, as required. g
Proposition 3.3. Let A > 0 and initial data ug be given. For all ¢ € (0, c0),
A | Apun ()22 < C(1+ o). (3.10)
Moreover, if the triangulation 7}, is globally quasi-uniform, then

Aellun(®)[f < C(1+Ae). (3.11)
Here, the constant C' depends only on &, p, 3, v, A, Z, and K (but is independent of ¢, h, and \.).
Proof. Taking ¢ = A\.Apuy, we obtain

Ae (Hp, Apup) = Ae [ Apunlf2 — kpde |[Vun|z — ke (un>un, Apun) — B (e(e - up), Apuy) .

Therefore, after rearranging, we have

Ae | Anunllts = mude [IVunlfz + Ae (Hp, Apup) + rde (JunPun, Apun) + B (e(e - up), Apun)
Ae
< mpe [Vap|[F2 + e HHhHL? t+ 5 1 Anunllz + 52 ||'u'h||IL2

< OAellunllip + Ac [ HallE: + 2 HAhUhHLz <ON+ O+ HAhuhHLQ

where we used Young’s inequality, (3.5), and the Sobolev embedding H' < L6. This proves inequality
(3.10). Finally, (3.11) follows from (2.18), (3.10), and (3.5). O

The following proposition shows stability of Hj, in L>(H!) norm under some assumptions.
Proposition 3.4. Let h > 0 and initial data ug be given. Suppose that one of the following holds:
(1) d=1or2,
(2) d=3 and k2, (Jluolliy +121) < .
(3) d =3 and the triangulation is globally quasi-uniform.
For all t € [0, 00),

t t
o ®lt + [ 06 ds + [ [Voun(s)lzds < . (3.12)
0 0

where the constant C' depends only on the coefficients of the equation, &, and K.

Proof. Differentiating the first equation in (3.1) with respect to ¢, then taking x = dyuy gives

1d

2 dt ”atuh”]Lz = )\ <8tHh, 8tuh) + /\ <V8tHh, V@tuh> - <uh X 8tHh, 8tuh> . (313)
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Differentiating the second equation in (3.1) with respect to ¢, then taking ¢ = N0, H, gives
A |0cH b |IF2 = —Xe (VOun, VOH ) + kphe (Oyun, O H 1) — ke (Or(Jun|*up), :H )
— B (e(e - Oyup, 0. Hyp,) . (3.14)
while taking ¢ = C,.0yup, where C, := A\, + K gives
G (OH Do) = Cr (gD |22 — |V |22 — 26 s, - By |22 — s o |y 22 )

+Cpf e - Orunl|7s (3.15)
Adding (3.13), (3.14), and (3.15) yields
1d
23 10cun T2 + Ae 10:H 1|2 + Cr (1VOsunlf2 + 26 [lwn - dpunl[f2 + & |||[unl|Osun] |72 )

= Crkp Hat’thHLz +C.Ble- 8tuhHL2 — K¢ <8t(\uh\2’uh),8tﬂh> — v {up X OtHy, Opup,)
We estimate each term appearing on the right-hand side as follows.
Case 1: d =1 or 2. In this case, Holder’s inequality implies
1d
2dt
< Cr(kp+B) HatuhH]L? + KA IIUhllst [Ocunllpa [|0:H b2 + 7 [[wnllpa (|0 H b]lp2 [|Ocwn]|pa

HatuhH]L? + Ae ||atHhH]L2 + C: Hvatuhunﬂ + Crk H‘UhHatth]Lz

< C'||Oyunllt £ G - > 102
where in the last step we used the Sobolev embedding H! < L8, Young’s inequality, (2.15) and (3.5).
The required inequality then follows by integrating both sides with respect to ¢ and noting (3.8).
Case 2: d =3 and r?X.( lwollgn + |2 ) < . Similarly, by Holder’s and Young’s inequalities, we have
1d

2dt
< Cr (ki + B) |0un 2 + w)e [[unllfs |Ocenllys |0:H bz + v lJwnllpa |O:H b2 || Ovwn]ls

10vunllz + A |O:H LIz + Cr [V Oun]|72 + Crsi |l |un]|Brun |72

C A
< O ||Gcup|z2 + > IV + 5 10 H y|If2 + Csi®Ac l[unl |z 10wz |

where Cy is the constant associated with the Sobolev embedding H' < LS. Tf ||ug||g + | 2| is sufficiently
small, or more precisely (with Cy as given in (3.5))

CsCEr2A (Jluoli +121) < u
then noting (3.5), we can absorb the term Csi?X, ||up g [|Osun ||z to the left-hand side. The required
inequality then follows by integrating both sides with respect to ¢ and using (3.8).
Case 3: d = 3 and the triangulation is quasi-uniform. In this case, by Holder’s inequality and (3.11),

1d
2dt
< Cr(kp+ B) ||atuh||L2 + KAe ”uhH]LOO |0cwn |2 10cH b2 + v sl |0 H b2 [|Octan ;2

10unlliz + e 10:H B 1F2 + Cr IV Oup L2 + Crr || an]|Brun I

< C'||0yunli- + - Hvatuh\hw + HatHhHILQ '

Integrating both sides Wlth respect to ¢ then yields the inequality in this case. This completes the proof
of the proposition. O

Proposition 3.5. Let A > 0 and initial data ug be given. Under the same assumptions as Proposition 3.4,
for all t € [0, 00),

IVH ()|l < C,

where the constant C' depends only on the coefficients of the equation, ¥, and K.



10 AGUS L. SOENJAYA

Proof. Setting x = Hy, in (3.1) gives
A [IVHR[IF> = (Dewn, Hp) = A | HilF2 S [10cunllfz + | HalZz -

The required result then follows from (3.5) and (3.12). O
To estimate the error in the semi-discrete approximation, we write it as a sum of two terms:

up(t) —u(t) = (un(t) — Rpu(t)) + (Rpu(t) —u(t)) =: 0(t) + p(t), (3.16)

Hy,(t) — H(t) = (Hu(t) — RpH (1)) + (R H(t) — H(t)) =: &(t) + n(t). (3.17)

where Ry, is the Ritz projection operator (see (2.7)).
In the analysis, to bound the nonlinear terms, we will often write (by adding and substracting Rju)

un*un — [ul*u = (wj, — Rpu) - (up + Ryw)uy, + | Ryul*(up — u) + (Ryu — ) - (Ryu + u)u
= (0- (0 +2Ryu))uy + |Rpul? (0+p)+ (p- (Rhu+u))u (3.18)
and
up X Hy —u x H = (up, — Rpu) X Hp + Rpyu X (Hp — H) + (Rpu —u) X H
=0 xHp+Ryux(€&+n)+px H. (3.19)
We derive some estimates for the nonlinear terms in the following lemmas.

Lemma 3.6. Let ¢ > 0 and initial data ug be given. Let (u, H) be the solution of (2.1) satisfying (2.2).
Then we have

| (un x Hj —u x H,0) | S B2 (10|12 + €| VO[> + € [|€][F- , (3.20)
| (un x Hy —ux H, &) | S ROV 4 [|€]72 + €| VEIIT +€[|0]F2 (3.21)
| (up x Hy —ux H,0,0) | < B2 +|€]72 + (11012 + €| VO|F2 ) | HullZn +elloblf=.  (3.22)
Furthermore, if the triangulation 7}, is globally quasi-uniform, then for any ¢ € Vy,
[ (wn < Hyy—wx HLC) | S B2 4 0], + €1 + e [IC]1% (3.23)
| (VI (w, x Hp —ux H),C) | S B + (1017 + 1€l + ellSIIE- - (3.24)
Here, all constants are independent of h.
Proof. First, we will prove (3.20) by writing
up x Hy —ux H=(0+p) x H+u, x (E+n). (3.25)
Therefore, by Holder’s and Young’s inequalities, we have
| (wn x Hy,—wx H,0) | < [lplly |l [8]lz + lanlls 1€ +nls 16]0
< oz + 1012 + 161IEs + € 1€ + nlZs
SEUTY 4 116]72 + €| VOIE: + € €17
where in the last step we used (2.8) and (2.15), thus proving (3.20). Similarly,
| (wn > Hp —wx H, &) [ <10+ pllpz [|1H || [1€]lL2 + llunllps Inllez €]
Sel6liz + loliz + €172 + €112 + € lnll-
SEUTY €7 + eI VEIT: + el
proving (3.21). Next, using (3.19), Holder’s and Young’s inequalities, we obtain
| (up x Hy, —u x H,5,0) |
< 10llps [Hllpa 1061l 2 + [ Brullp 1€ +nll2 [0:0l2 + [ ollz [ H I [[0:0]]2
SO1Ts 1 HulZs + € |201IF= + €112 + h*THY + €[ 0,0]7
S (1612 + ¢ IVOlE2 ) | Hnllf + 1€ +h*T + e [|0,0]f
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where in the last step we used Sobolev embedding and (2.15). This proves (3.22).
Finally, if the triangulation is quasi-uniform, then (3.11) holds. Using (3.25), Holder’s and Young’s
inequalities, we obtain
| (un < Hy —ux H, Q)| < (10 +pll2 | Hllpowo + [lunlly 1€ +nll2) 1€
S P 11612 + €12 + € lICIE2
thus proving (3.23). Similarly, noting (2.5), we obtain
| (VI (up x Hy —ux H),¢) [ < (VO + Vplp2 [|Hllw + 0+ plla [VH|| 4
+ [ Vunllpa (1€ +nllps + unllie [VE+Vnllpz ) 1€
SPP 11005 + 1€l + elICIE:
where in the last step we used (2.19), Proposition 3.3, and (2.8), completing the proof of the lemma. [

Lemma 3.7. Let € > 0 and initial data ug be given. Let (u, H) be the solution of (2.1) satisfying (2.2).
Then we have

[ (JunPun — [, 8) | S B2 4 0] + [ VO], (3.26)
| (lunPun = [ulu, &) | S B 4 (14 €15 ) 10]32 + e IOl + e [|€]I7 (3.27)
| (uan s — [, 00) | S B0 1 (14 06172 ) [8]% + € |01 (3.28)
[ (Or(unlPun — ), €) | S B2 + (14 [1€N3 + [0l ) 101 + €122 + e |00 . (3.29)
Furthermore, if the triangulation 7}, is globally quasi-uniform, then for any ¢ € Vy,
| (P — [ulPu, €) | < 20D 4 (10]IE + € ICIIF- (3.30)
(00 (lwnlPun — ) ,€) | S B2+ + 012 + 19,6]12: + €ICIZ (3.31)
In the above estimates, all constants are independent of h.
Proof. First, we will prove (3.26). Note that
lupPup — |ul?u = |up*(0 + p) — ((0+ p) - (up + u))u. (3.32)

Therefore, noting (2.15) and (3.5), by Hélder’s inequality and Sobolev embedding H' < L% we have
2 2 2 2 2
| (lunPun — [ufu, 0) | < Junllzs 1015 + lunligs lollyz 10]lLs + lulfe (1012 + 162 [loll2)
+ lwnlla llullise (101 1012 + 181 lollp2)
SR 6], + €| V7

for any € > 0, where we used Young’s inequality and (2.8) in the last step. Next, we will prove (3.27). In
this case, using (3.18), Holder’s and Young’s inequality, and (2.15), we have

‘ <’uh’2uh - |u]2u,£> ‘ 5 HOH]L? H0HL6 ”UhHHﬁ ”EHLS + ”9HL4 HRh“”Lw ||uh||L4 ”EHHP
2
+ | Ruulf o 10 + pllvz 1€l + olliz [ Ruw + wllp o [l €]l
2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
S €S 181172 + € 10176 + 10172 + € [ VO72 + € €l72 + [lplEe + € [I€]IF2
SREOD (1 (1€l ) 1012 + eI VO[F 2 + e ||€]]7

for any € > 0, where in the last step we used Sobolev embedding H' < IL8 and (2.8). Similarly, to prove
(3.28), we use (3.18), Holder’s and Young’s inequality to obtain

| (lunl*un — [u*u,0:0) | < 1011Zs lunliLe 00 ]p2 + 18]Ls | RuullLs [lunlys [8:6l.2
+ | Ryullf 16+ pllz 18612 + llpll e [|Bru + e [y |0:]l2
< 11615 1981 + (161l + € 19:81l. + llpllE= + € 1082
SEC 4 (14 36122 ) 161 + € 12017
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for any € > 0, as required. Finally, differentiating (3.18) with respect to ¢ yields
|<3t(\uh\2uh — |ul*u), €) |
S1{(08 - (8 + 2Rpu))up, &) | + | (0 (00 + 2RhOw))un, &) | + | (8- (0 + Rpu))dyus, €) |
+ | (2(Rhu - Rpdiu) (6 + p), €) | + | (|Rnul*(0:0 + 0ip), €) |
+ [{(8p- (Rpu+u))u, &) |+ | ((p- (RhOu+ 0u))u, &) |+ | ((p- (Rhu+ u))dpu, &) |
= [T1|+ |To| + ... + | Ty (3.33)

We will now estimate each term in the last step. For the term |T}|, noting up, = 6 + Rpu and applying
Holder’s inequality, we have

T1| S (00 - 0)up, &) | + | ((0:0 - Rpu) (0 + Ryu), €) |
< 10:01112 10ll6 lwnllis 1€llzs + 1060112 | Rauallyoe 101 €lls + 10012 | Ratellf o [1€]l12
S IElF 18117 + €172 + € [10:0]17

for any € > 0, where we used Young’s inequality and Sobolev embedding in the last step. For the term
|T»|, by Holder’s and Young’s inequality,

To| < [10]lLs 0:01l2 [unlls [1€llLs + 101l s [[Brdrullpe llwnllie (€]
2 2 2 2 2
S €l 10l + €[10:0 L2 + (161|151 + €€ ]2

where we used Sobolev embedding in the last step. For the term |T3|, noting u, = @ + Rpu as done
before, we obtain

T3 < [ ((0-0)drun, &) | + | (8- Rhu)(8:0 + Rydyu), €) |
2
< 1015 0cunllp2 €lls + 101l | Rhwllp oo 100012 1€l + (1012 [ Rrwallpoo [[RrOpull o [[€]l2
2 2 2 2 2 2 2

S N0cunliiz 18] + 1€l 101k + € 100112 + [10]172 + € [|€]l12 -

For the term |Ty|, by Holder’s and Young’s inequalities, we have
ITa| < || Rnwllyse | Rrdeullo 10+ pllpz €lle S 1812 + ol + € [I€]F--
Similarly for the next term,
ITs| < |Rhullf o 010 + Orpllpa €]l 2 S 10iplIE + €172 + € [10:6]
The terms |Tg|, |T%| and |T3| can be bounded in a similar way leading to
[ Tel + 77| + |T5] < lplIE2 + |19eplZ2 + € €122 -

Altogether, noting (2.8), we conclude the estimate (3.29) from (3.33).
Now, suppose the triangulation is globally quasi-uniform. In this case, (5.17) holds. Using (3.11),
(3.32), and Holder’s and Young’s inequality, we obtain

[ (uan s fulas, 200 | < (lun B 10+ pllz + 110+l -+ 2l aal ) 1l
SRED 0] + €ICIIE:
proving (3.30). Finally, writing
Or (Jwn[*wn — [u*w) = Jup|* (Dpwn — Ou) + (Junl* — |u|*) 0w + 2 [up - (Dyup, — Oyu)] wy,
+2[(up —u) - O] up + 2 (u - du) (up — u),
then applying Holder’s and Young’s inequality, we have
| (0r (lunPup — |ul*u), ¢) |
< lunlfs 1060 + eplipz 1€l + 160 + plipa llun + s [Gullis [l
+ 2|[unllps 10:6 + Oipll> lwnllps [IClILs + 2110 + ol [[OcwllLs llunlls [1€]lLs
+ 2|Jullps 10sulls [|6 + pllL2 I€]ILs
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SPAD 110122 + 10011E + € 1€l
thus proving (3.31). This completes the proof of the lemma. O

We will prove that the semi-discrete scheme converges at an optimal rate. For simplicity of presentation,
we will assume that wgj, = Rpu(0) is the approximation in Vj, of the initial data, so that 6(0) = 0. In
this case, subtracting the second equation in (2.1) from that in (3.1) yields

(E+m,0) =—(VO, V) + k(0 + p, ) — i ([unl*up — [ul*u, d).
Therefore, at ¢t = 0, noting (3.32) and taking ¢ = £(0), we have
1€(0)][F2 = — (n(0),£(0)) + ki (p(0), £(0)) — & (| Rnu(0)[*p(0) — (p(0) - (Ryu(0) + u(0)))u(0),£(0))
< (022 + p(0)IIE + € €)1
for any € > 0 by Young’s inequality. Rearranging the above, then applying (2.8) and (2.8), we obtain
1€0) 2 S AT (3.34)

Next, we prove some bounds for 8(¢) and &(¢) for t € (0,7"). In particular, (3.35) shows a superconver-
gence estimate for 8, which implies the corresponding estimate (3.36) in the L° norm under an additional
assumption of global quasi-uniformity of the triangulation.

Proposition 3.8. For any t € (0,7,

t t
16(t)12 + V0% + 1€(t) |12 + /0 IVE(s))|2 ds + /0 10,6(s) 2 ds < Ch2r+D), (3.35)
Moreover, if the triangulation 7, is globally quasi-uniform then
t t
16(t) |2 + [1A8() 2 + /0 1€(5)]2e ds + /0 1ALE(s) |22 ds < CR2CHD), (3.36)
t
IVE®)|2a + /0 IV ALE(s)| ds < Oh?". (3.37)

The constant C' depends on the coefficients of the equation, |Z|, T, and K (as defined in (2.2)), but is
independent of h.

Proof. Subtracting (2.1) from (3.1), using (3.16), (3.17) (and noting the definition of Ritz projection), we
obtain for all x, ¢ € Vy,

(0:0 + Oep,x) = A (€ +1,X) + A (VE, VX) — v (up x Hp —u x H, x) (3.38)
and
E+m.0)=—(VO,V) + kp (0 + p, ) — k (|un|*up, — [ul*u, ) — 5 (e(e - 0), @) (3.39)
Taking x = 0 in (3.38), we have
L L0112 + (01p.6) = A (€4 .0) + Ao (VE.VO) — 5 (up x Hy ~wx H.6).  (3.40)

Taking ¢ = A0 in (3.39), we obtain
A (€ +17,0) = — A [IVOI2 + spd [0]12 — B le - 0125 + i (0, 0)

— KAy <\uh\2uh — |ul*u, 8). (3.41)

Next, taking ¢ = A\ &, we have

A€ + A (1,€) = —Ae (V0,VE) + e (8 + p, &) — ke {unlPup — [uf?u, €)

— BAc (e(e-0),8). (3.42)

Substituting (3.41) into (3.40), then adding the result to (3.42) gives

1d

5 16112 + A [VBIIEe + e [€]IE2 + B2 [le - 0]
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— (0P, 0) = Xe (1,€) + Kpide (0 + p, &) + kpd, |17z + ke (p,0) — BAc (e(e - 0),€)
— 7 (up x Hy —ux H,0) — kX (Junup — [uu, &) — kA (JupPup — |uu, 0) .
Applying Holder’s and Young’s inequalities, (3.20), (3.26), and (3.27) to the above equation yields

1d’
2dt

< [10cpllp2 18]l + A nllL2 [1EllL2 + mude (|1O]lL2 1€l + llollLz [€]lL2) + ruAr (HOHiz + [lpllL. ||0HL2>
+ B2 1612 1€llz + ] (wn x Hp —w x H,0) |+ &Xe| (Junun — [ul*u.§) |
+ Ii)\r‘ <|uh|2uh — |u|2u,0> !
S 9epliiz + 10152 + il + pl2 + € lI€1I7-
+ 20T 10]F2 + €| V072 + € [[€lIE2 + BT (|07 + e[| VO7
+ R0 1 (14 (€5 ) 1612 + €[ VOllF2 + € [I€]1
S (14 €l ) 1012 + €| VOIIE + e €11 (3.43)
for any € > 0, where the constant is independent of h, ¢, and T'. Choosing ¢ > 0 sufficiently small and

integrating over (0,t), we obtain

t t t
1012, + / V6|2, ds + / €122 ds < [18(0)[[22 + B2+ 4 / (1+ li€]1%: ) 16112 ds.

Note that by Proposition 3.1 and (2.10),

t t
/ L+ [1€(s) g ds S 1 +/ (1H () g + R HR(8) g )ds S 1,
0 0

and so Gronwall’s inequality applied to (3.43) yields

16172 + Ar VOl + Ae [1€]I7

t t
16(t)]12 + / IV6(s)[2, ds + / 1€(s)]|22 ds < CR2THD), (3.44)
0 0

Next, differentiating (3.39) with respect to t, then taking ¢ = A& yields

Ae d

o d ”EHL? + A (O, &) = —Ae (VO,0,VE) + Kpe (0,0 + 0;p, €)

— ke (Op(|upPup, — |ul’u), &) — BAc (e(e - 0:0),€) . (3.45)
Taking x = kuA& and rearranging the terms, we have

KEAA [|€]F2 + KUAZ | VE|T2 = —rpde (040 + Bip, &) — rpdeX, (1, €)

+ kpAey (up X Hp —u x HE) . (3.46)
Adding (3.45) and (3.46) yields
R eI + A, (€122 + rid? V]2
= =X (V90,VE) — A (Oim, &) — KpreAr (0, &) — Kpdey (up x Hyy —u x H )
= e (Ol P — [uPu), €) — B, (e(e - 40), ). (3.47)
Furthermore, taking x = 9,0 in (3.38) gives
10012 + (9ep, D0) = Ay (€ + 1, 010) + \e (VE,VD0) — v (uy, x Hj, —u x H,5,8) . (3.48)
Taking ¢ = A\,.0:0 in (3.39), we obtain
A d

A (§+m,0:0) = 5 q% V0|22 + KA. (8,0:0) + ku), (p, 8:6)

— kA (P — [ulu, 8:8) — B, (ele - 6),0,6). (3.49)
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Substituting (3.49) into (3.48), then adding the result to (3.47) give

Ar d Ae d
S S IV + 2 N1 + 1a01Zs + ruidcAv €2 + mpod? [ V€

<atpaat > 6<atn7€>+’%:u’A7" <078t >+K//’L)\T <p78t >_KMA6AT <T,7£>
= (up x Hy —u x H,0,0) + kprey (up x Hy —u x H, &)

— & (O(|unPup, — |ul’u), &) — kA, (up>up — |ul*u, 9,0) — B (e(e - 0),0,0) .

Applying Hoélder’s and Young’s inequalities to bound the terms on the second line, then using (3.22),
(3.28) and (3.29) for the remaining terms yield

Ar d Ae d
S S IVOIE: + 5 €N + 19812 + A €12 + A IVEIE:

< |0rpllez 1001lc2 + Ac 1mllez 1€l + sude (0112 108 + sudr ol 1981z + spAede [0z [1€] 2
+ 9| (up x Hy —u x H,0,0) | + 7| (up x Hp —u x H, &) |
+ kXe| (Or(JunPup — [u*w), &) | + k| (un|*un — [ul*u, 8:0) | + BX,| (e(e - 6),,0) |
S 101E2 + 10eplLe + 10emlIE2 + €I + lolEz + InliEe + elloIlL
+ R g2+ (110172 + € |[VO|E2 ) | Hpllf + € [|0:6][7-
+ R 4 €)% + €| VEZ + € 0]
+ B2 4 (14 [1€]2n + 10unllf2 ) 110]30 + €112 + € [0:0I7
+ R0 4 (14 [00]2) 18]35 + € 0,017
SR 10122 + €172 + € (10072 + (1 + (1€l5n + 1106072 + |FvunlTe + | Hallfn ) 110/

for any € > 0, where the constant is independent of h, ¢, and T'. Choosing ¢ > 0 sufficiently small, then
integrating over (0,t) and using (3.44) (and noting (3.34)), we obtain

2 2 ¢ 2 ¢ 2
V00|22 + DI + /0 10,6(s)]2 ds + /0 IVE(s)]22 ds

t t
§h2(7’+1)+/ 1€(s)]1% ds+/ B(s) 6(s) |7 ds,
0 0

where B(s) := 1+ [|€(s)|l3n + [|0:0(5)|132 + [|Osun(s)|l32 + | Hn(s)|7. Note that by Proposition 3.1,
Proposition 3.2, and inequality (2.10),

t t
/ B(s)ds < / (14 [ EA() |20+ | RREL(S) 20 + [vtun ()2 + [ Rndhua(s)|22 ) ds < 1.
0 0

Therefore, by Gronwall’s inequality,

t t
IVOIL: + €)1 +/ 10:6(s)]I1.2 d8+/ IVE(s)[F2 ds < CRZTHD. (3.50)
0 0

Inequality (3.35) then follows from (3.44) and (3.50).
Suppose now that the triangulation is globally quasi-uniform. Taking ¢ = A0 in (3.39), rearranging
the terms, then applying Young’s inequality and (3.30) give

ARO[ 2 = (€ + 1, AB) — k(0 + p, An0) + ki {Jup|>wp, — |[ul*u, AyO) — 5 (e(e - 0,1,0)
S €IE2 + 101E2 + e llAn8]Ez S KD + | ALBIE:
where in the last step we used (3.35) shown above. Choosing € > 0 sufficiently small then yields

1456]72 < R20HY. (3.51)
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Next, we take x = A& and apply the same argument (using (3.35) and (3.23) this time) to obtain

t
| 180G ds 5 200 (3.52)
0

Inequality (3.36) then follows from (3.51), (3.52), and (2.18).
Finally, setting x = —A,QZE and applying (2.6) as necessary, we have

Ar [ AREIIE2 + A IVAREII2 = — (1V0, VARE) — (VIThdip, VARE)
+ 7y <VHh(uh X Hh —u X H), VAh.f) . (353)
Differentiating the second equation in (3.1) with respect to ¢, then setting ¢ = —A,&, we obtain

1d

537 I VEI22 = (Om. An&) + (070, VAWE) — k11 (910 + Dup. An)

+ K <at (|u,1|2 wp, — |uf? u) ,Ah§> + Ble(e - 8,0), Apé) (3.54)

Adding (3.53) and (3.54), we obtain

1d
5 IVEIE + A IAREIE: + A [ VAREIE

= (0, An&) — (VIIL0ip, VALE) — k11 (0,0 + Orp, Ap&) + B (e(e - 0:0), Ap&)
7 (VIln(un x Hy = w x H), VARE) + 5 (0 (Junl ur — [uf u) , Arg)
The first four terms on the right-hand side can be estimated using Young’s inequality (together with

(2.8)) in a straightforward manner. The last two terms can be bounded using (3.24) and (3.31). We then
have for any ¢ > 0,

1d

Sq IVEIE2 + A |AREIIT + Ae IVARENT: S B + 1061172 + 165 + €11 + € [ ARElIF

Choosing € > 0 sufficiently small, integrating both sides with respect to ¢ (and noting (3.35)), we ob-
tain (3.37). This completes the proof of the proposition. O

We are now ready to state the main theorem of this section on the order of convergence for the semi-
discrete scheme (3.1).

Theorem 3.9. Let (u, H) be the solution of (2.1) as described in Section 2.2, and let (uy, Hjp) € Vi, xVp,
be the solution of (3.1) with initial data wg. Then

|wun — uHLoo(]lﬁ) + h|[Vuy, — VU”LOO(Lz) < ChH_la
|Hp = H| o2y + h |[VHp = VH| 122 < Ch™
Moreover, if the triangulation is globally quasi-uniform, then for s =0 or 1,
e — wll g ey + 1L — H | o ey < ORI,
e = wll ooy + 1 H = Hllpagmy < CH™ B2

The constant C' depends on the coefficients of the equation, |Z|, T', and Ky (as defined in (2.2)), but is
independent of h.

Proof. The result follows from Proposition 3.8, equations (3.16) and (3.17), estimates (2.8), (2.9), and
the triangle inequality. O
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4. A FuLLy DISCRETE SCHEME BASED ON THE SEMI-IMPLICIT EULER METHOD

We propose a time-discrete scheme for the LLBar equation using the semi-implicit Euler method.
First, we fix some notations. Let k be the time step and uj be the approximation in Vj, of u(t) at time
t =ty :=nk, where n =0,1,2,...,|T/k]|. For any function v, we denote v" := v(t,,), and define

1
sv"Tl = v

= forn=01....

A fully discrete scheme can now be described as follows. We start with u% = Rpu(0) € Vy, for simplicity.
For t,, € [0,T] where n € N, given u} € V},, define uZH and H ZH by

(oultt x) = N (HP x) + A (VHPTL VX)) — 4 (uff x HP x)

n n n n 2 n n (41)
(Hy ™ ¢) = —(Vup ™, Vo) + wpu(ufy, ¢) — & <‘“h+1‘ uy ™! ¢> —Ble(e-up™). ),
for all x, ¢ € V.
Note that under the assumptions (2.2), for p € [1, 00| we have
1 tn+1

Jow i, = |5 [ duyat] < ot (42)

k tn Lp

tn+1
Héu” - atu”“HM < ||ou"™ — O ||y + H/ Opu(t)dt|| < Ck, (4.3)
tn Lp

where Taylor’s theorem was used in the last step of (4.3), and C' depends on ||| 00 (10)-
We now show that the scheme (4.1) is well-posed for any time step size k.

Proposition 4.1. Let u% € Vj, and k > 0 be given. For each n € N, given uj, there exists unique uzﬂ

and H}™ solving (4.1).

Proof. Let X := Vj, xV}, (which is a subspace of H! x H'), equipped with norm || (w, v)||x := |||z +]|v]lg-
Define a nonlinear form A : X x X — R by

A((u,9), (0,X)) = (v, 0) = (u,X) + kA (v, X) + ke (Vo, VX) = kv (uf X v,X)
+(Vu, Vo) + k <\u|2 u, qf>> + Ble(e-u),d).
and a linear form f: X — R by
F((@.%)) = ki (up, @) — (up, x) -

Multiplying the first equation in (4.1) by —k and adding it to the second equation, we see that solving (4.1)
is equivalent to solving

A (™ HPY (¢,x) = F((.x), V(g x) €X. (4.4)

For each fixed (u,v) € X, the map (¢, x) — A((u, v), (¢, X)) is a bounded linear functional. Thus, there
exists a map T : X — X* defined by

(u,v) — T((u,v)), such that .A((u,'v), (qb,x)) = <T((u,v)), (o, x)>, Vo, x) € X,

where (-,-) denotes the duality pairing which extends the usual L2-inner product. We aim to use the
Browder—Minty theorem to deduce the existence and uniqueness of (4.4). To this end, it remains to show
T is bounded, continuous, strictly monotone, and coercive.

Boundedness: We have by Hélder’s inequality and Sobolev embedding H' c LS,
|7 ((u,v))]| . == sup {|A((w,v), (¢,x))| : (¢, x) € X and [[(¢, x)[lx < 1}
< Clullys + (14 kA + Bd + k[l [0l + ullds < C 0l (1411, 0)]12)

This shows T" maps bounded sets in X into bounded sets in X*.

Continuity: It is clear that (u,,v,) — (u,v) strongly in X implies HT((un, vp)) — T((u,v))‘ — 0 as

n — 0o0. The details are omitted.

X*
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Strict monotonicity: Let (u,v), (u/,v") € X. Then we have

<T((u,v)) — T((u', v’)), (u,v) — (v, 1/)>
= A((u,v), (u —u',v —v')) — A((W,v), (u — v/, v — V')

= o o2 + kA [V - V0 [V 9 8 e )

2
o o = 27 o 2] o 2 > 0

where in the last step we used (2.13). Moreover, equality holds if and only if (u,v) = (¢/,v"). This shows
the strict monotonicity of 7.

Coercivity: Let (u,v) € X. We have
<T((u, v)), (u, v)> = A((u, v), (u, v))
= kX [|vllf2 + kA [IV022 + [IVullfs + & Jullis + 8 le - ull7:
> C1 |[vlfa + Co |[ullin — w27
> min{Cy, Co} [|(w,v) [} — %127,
where €} := min{k),, kA.} and Cy := min{1, x |2|~*} are both positive constants, and we also used the
inequality
lulite = 1217 (Jul?: ~ 1),
which follows from Holder’s and Young’s inequalities. Therefore,
(T((u,v)), (u,v))

1w, )l

oo as |(u,v)]ly — oo,

showing the coercivity of T.

The existence and uniqueness of uZ“ and H ZH solving (4.1) then follows from the Browder—Minty
theorem. This completes the proof of the proposition. O

Next, we show some stability results. The following proposition shows that wuj is stable in (> (HY)
norm, while HY is stable in ¢?(H!) norm (over an arbitrary number of iterations n, even if T = o).
Moreover, the energy dissipation property (4.5) is satisfied unconditionally.

Proposition 4.2. Let u) € Vj, be given and let (u}, H}) be defined by (4.1). Then for any k£ > 0
and n € N,

E(up™) < E(upy), (4.5)
where £ was defined in (1.5). Moreover,
n n . m & m 2
lap it + g + k0 S°IHR I + 00 S IVHR 2 < (Jufi +121), (@6)
m=1 m=1
where C depends only on « and pu.
Proof. Setting x = HZH in (4.1) gives
(Gup ™ HT) = 0 [ HG| o+ A [ VHG (4.7)
while setting ¢ = (5u2+1 gives
1 2 1 2
n+1 n+1 n+1 n|2 n+1 n
() = L ([Tt 2, = (Vi) - o [vurtt - v,

2
]LQ

2
2
= ||l = 4

K 2 2 K 2 2
~ 1 (= o) e =

Kk wk
= 5 e o 12 = 5 ™ = |
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b " 8 .
"ok (He uh+1HL2 —le- u’h”%2> ~ 9 lle- ( uptt — HL2 (4.8)

Substituting (4.8) into (4.7), using identities (2.11) and (2.12), and rearranging the terms yield
1 2 2 2 2 B
SV E = IVuglita) + (H\uh“\ ol - Hlu’ﬁl M) -~ (lle- u,leLz ~ e~ ufl:)

2
= |, + 5 s I+ 5 ot a2

5 Iuptt = Va7, +

il

+1 +11|2 +1 _
+§H6 (up ™ = )| + kA [T + kA [VER =0,
which implies (4.5). Finally, applying similar arguments as (3.6) and (3.7) yield (4.6). O
We also derive the stability of H} in £°°(L?) norm. The following identity will be used in the proof:
i Pt = g = [ (=) + (=) - (g ) s (4.9)

Proposition 4.3. Let u% € Vy, be given and let u}, H} be defined by (4.1). Then for any £ > 0
and n € N,

IHRIE: + k) llouf|f < C, (4.10)

m=1

where C' depends on the coefficients of the equation, Ky, and |2, but is independent of n, k, and T.
Proof. Taking x = 5u”+1 (4.1) gives
H5uh+1HL2 =\ (H}, Suf ™y + A (VHH, Voup )y — vy (up x HyH, Sup . (4.11)

Subtracting the second equation in (4.1) at time step n — 1 from the same equation at time step n, then
setting ¢ = )\eHZH/k gives

)\e n n
S (g2 — BRI ) + 5 | Hy — HR,
= KlAe <H”Jrl 6uh+1> Ae <VH"+1,V5u”+1> B (e(e - supth, HZ+1>
<‘uh+1’ sult! 4 ul - (u n+1+uh)uh7Hn+1>’ (4.12)

where we used (2.11) for the left-hand side, and (4.9) for the last inner product. Adding (4.11) and (4.12)
gives

A*,Z (A AR P = HR|L + [Joug ) s

= (Ar + KpAe) <H"Jrl 5“Z+1> - ,6’)\5< (e- 5u"+1) H"+1> v (up x H"Jrl 5u”+1>
— KAe <‘uh+1‘ Sup ™+ ou - ()l H"+1>

=: 51+ 52 + S3+ S4.

We will estimate each term on the right-hand side by applying Hélder’s and Young’s inequalities. Firstly,
for the terms S; and Ss,

1
1] +192] < C | H ga + 5 [loup 15 (4.13)
For the third term, similarly we have
1
1Sa] < el (| g |00 < C || HPH 20 + 1 [Exea [ (4.14)
where in the last step we used (4.6) and the Sobolev embedding H' < IL*. Similarly for the last term,

5 < € (g 20 e o+ o o o™ oo s s )
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1
< O H g+ 5 lowi e (4.15)

Altogether, upon rearranging and summing the terms, (4.13), (4.14), and (4.15) imply

A VB 40 3 B = E + kS Ioule < 0 | EIE, + Cr Y Ep s <

m=0 m=0 m=0

as required. O

The above proposition implies the stability of w} in £°°(IL.°°) norm under an additional assumption that
the triangulation is globally quasi-uniform.

Proposition 4.4. Let u) € V;, be given and let (u}!, H}) be defined by (4.1). Then for any k > 0
and n € N,

|ARup]lf> < C. (4.16)
Moreover, if the triangulation 7y, is (globally) quasi-uniform, then
lupllf~ < C. (4.17)

Here, the constant C' depends on the coefficients of the equation, Ky, and |Z|, but is independent of n,
k,and T.

Proof. Taking ¢ = Ahu”H and applying Young’s and Holder’s inequalities, we have
[ 2 = (EEH A = (A1) + 6 (ele - ), A

+ﬁ<‘u"+1| u"+1 A u"+1>
< 2| H | + HAhuh“Hm (5% 4 B7) B+ < AR + 12 [lug s

Therefore, rearranging the terms, using the Sobolev embedding H* — ]L6 (noting (4.6) and (4.10)), we
infer (4.16). Inequality (4.17) then follows from (2.18), completing the proof of the proposition. O

Furthermore, in dimensions 1 and 2 (or d = 3 with an additional quasi-uniformity assumption on the
triangulation), we can derive the stability of H7 in ¢>°(H!).

Proposition 4.5. Let u% € Vj, be given and let u}}, H} be defined by (4.1). Suppose that one of the
following holds:

(1) d=1or 2,

(2) d =3 and the triangulation is globally quasi-uniform.
Then for any k£ > 0 and n € N,

ouplF + kY ISHRE + k> IVoup'|lf> < C, (4.18)

m=1 m=1

where C' depends on the coefficients of the equation, Ky, and |2|, but is independent of n, k, and T

Proof. For n € N, subtracting the first equation in (4.1) at time step n from the corresponding equation

at time step n + 1, dividing by k, then setting x = 5u”+1 give

- (Haugﬂuw AT R Hcsu”“ —Sup |7 = A (GHT, a4 A (VOHTH, Voupt)

— v (Sup x Hy 4w ™t < sHP suthy .
(4.19)

Applying the same operations to the second equation in (4.1), then successively setting ¢ = A\.0H Z“
and ¢ = A(5u”Jrl (where A := X\, + KuA.) yield

A |[SHTTYZ, = =X (Vo™ VSHITY) + ke (Sull, 6HPH) — BA. (e(e - 6upt!), sHIH!)
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<\uh+1| Suftt 4 (w4 up) - 5ug+1)ug,5H;;+1>, (4.20)

and (noting the identity (2.13)),
AOHG, dup ) = A ([[Vou |1 — rn (o, 6wt + P). (4.21)

1
In the last step, we denoted uZ+2 = 2(u}™ + u}) and

) 2
P reflug 2 - oup | |t [oup 1 + 5 el [oug [, + 8 lle - dup s

Adding (4.19), (4.20), and (4.21), then applying Young’s inequality, we obtain for any € > 0,

E = i (Hau;;ﬂuiz - H(SuhHLz) + = Héu”“ —Sul|[Z, + A |[SHTY 7, + A||VEupt|F, + P

= Aﬁ:u (Sujt, sup ™) — K <‘uh+1| Sup ™+ ((up ™ 4+ ) - duf ) 5HZ+1>
— BAe <e e- 5u"+1) 5HZ+1> — <5uh X HZH + uz_ X 5HZ+1,5’U,Z+1>
< Cllgugle 0wy s+ € (s + luflits ) (1wl |0EG ),
+ C || o [1OF |2 + Cllowg e || HH|La [lowh ™|
+ C Jlup™ o [0HG | [Jow ™
Note that P > 0. The expression in the last step can be estimated as follows.

Case 1: d =1 or 2. By Young’s inequality, Sobolev embedding H! < L%, and (2.14), we have

E < Clloul|Z. + C||su™ |2, + ¢ | Voup 2, + € |6HP P, + C || HPFY [, 6up 2. (4.22)
Choosing € > 0 sufficiently small, multiplyting by 2k, rearranging the terms, then summing over m €
{1,2,...,n — 1}, we infer that

n—1 n—1
IugEs + 8 7 (ISHR 5+ 99w I2a) < 15w 2 + Ok 32 (14 CLBE ) Iowi |
m=1 m=1
Note that by taking n = 0 and x = du} in the first equation of (4.1), we have

Gk llce < R o + (| AR H| <1
Therefore, the discrete Gronwall inequality and (4.6) then imply (4.18).

Case 2: d = 3 and the triangulation is quasi-uniform. In this case, we apply Young’s inequality, (4.17),
and (2.14) instead to infer (4.22). The same conclusion is then attained. O

Proposition 4.6. Suppose that the hypotheses of Proposition 4.5 hold. Then for any k£ > 0 and n € N,
IVHR|?. < C, (4.23)
where C' depends on the coefficients of the equation, Ky, and |2|, but is independent of n, k, and T
Proof. Setting x = HZH in (4.1) gives
N [VHG[E, = (Guptt B = [|HG | < [ HG | + O f|sw ) < C
where in the last step we used (4.10) and (4.18). O

Remark 4.7. Proposition 4.5 and 4.6 also hold under a technical smallness assumption on the initial data
similar to Proposition 3.4. We will not elaborate them further for brevity.
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To derive optimal error estimates for the fully discrete scheme, we begin with some preparatory results.
As done previously, we write

uy —u(ty) = (up — Rpu(tn)) + (Rou(ty) — u(ty,)) =: 6™ + p", (4.24)
H} — H(t,) = (H} - RhH(t,)) + (RhH (L) — H(t,)) = € + " (4.25)

Recall that by the definition of Ritz projection,
(Vp",Vx) = (Vn",Vx) =0, Vx €V, (4.26)

The following lemmas are needed to bound the nonlinear terms in the main theorem.
Lemma 4.8. Let € > 0 be arbitrary. The following inequality holds:

’<u2 % HZH — ot % Hn+170n+1>‘ < p2(r+1) + K2+ Hen-q-luiz

6722 + €[ VOt + e € e (4.27)
[ Cuahy o P = ™o HPL ) | S0 k2 e
+e|[VE|L, + e lonliE: (4.28)
| (up x H = HPEL 600 | S 02000 k2 4 (10717 + ¢ [ VO[22 ) | H
+ [l + elloom g (4.2)

Moreover, if the triangulation 7}, is globally quasi-uniform, then for any ¢ € Vy,
|(uf x HIFY =™ H'L O S R20HD) 4 k2 4 || €742, + €072 + € [I¢l?: (4.30)
| (VI () x HPF = ™ s H'), 0 [ S 2+ k2 4 10713 + || €72 + € lI¢]Z (4.31)
Proof. We write
uf x Ht — o™ x HM = uff x (€ + ") + (0™ + p" — k- su™) x H™ (4.32)

The proof of (4.27) then follows by arguments similar to that in (3.20) (noting (4.2)), without assuming
Ty, is globally quasi-uniform. Similarly, the proof of (4.28) follows that in (3.22).
Next, following (3.19), we write

up x Hp' =™ s H' = 0" x Hp ™'+ Ry x (€77 + ™) + (p" — k- du™t) x H'

The proof of (4.29) then follows along the line of (3.22) with obvious modifications.
Now, suppose the triangulation is globally quasi-uniform (and thus (4.17) holds in this case). Noting
(4.32), by Holder’s inequality and assumptions (2.2) on the exact solution, we have

HUZ X HZ“ —ut x H”+1HL2
< lublipe [|€77 + 0™ [ + (187 + p"[lez + & [|ou™ | o) [|JH
SH 1€ | + 110712 + E,

where in the last step we used (4.17) and (2.8). Estimate (4.30) follows by Young’s inequality. Similarly,
noting (2.5), we obtain (4.31) following the proof of (3.24). This completes the proof of the lemma. [

Lemma 4.9. Let ¢ > 0 be arbitrary. The following inequalities hold:

K\u’i”fuzﬂ _ ‘un+1‘2un+1’0n+l>‘ < p20r+1) H9n+1Hi2 T Hv0n+1Hi27 (4.33)
A e It L e N (R e P Ui 2
+e||[ Vo2, + ez, (4.34)

R e A L R T S R CR DA O] i

+el[som )7, . (4.35)
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Suppose now that the triangulation 7}, is globally quasi-uniform. Then for any ¢ € Vy,

M“h“‘ witl | n+1‘2un+17c>‘ < p20rHD) | HgnHH]?LQ +ellCli (4.36)

‘<‘UZ+1’2U,ZH _ ‘Un+1’2u"+1,AhC>‘ <B4 HOnHH;II + Vel . (4.37)

Proof. First, we write

n+1 n+1 n+1|2, n+l
= [t

= [ [ (7 ) (07 ) (g (439

The proof of (4.33) then follows the same argument as that of (3.26).
Next, noting u"Jrl 0" + Ryu™t! and following (3.18), we write

’uh+1|2 n+1 ‘ n+1’2un+1 _ (9n+1 (0™ QRhUnH))UZH + ‘Rhun+1’2 (0n+1 +pn+1)
+ (pn+1 X (Rhun—I—l + un—l—l))un—i-l‘ (4‘39)

Applying the same argument as in the proof of (3.27), we then obtain (4.34). The proof of (4.35) follows
along the line of (3.28) (by replacing 6, p, u, and 9;0 with 8" p"*1 ™+ and 60" respectively).

Next, if the triangulation 7}, is quasi-uniform, then (4.17) holds. As such, we can bound the L.°° norms
of u} and u”Jrl appearing in (4.38) (uniformly in n and h), giving

H‘thd’ n+1 }n—i—l‘Qun—H‘

, S 116" s + [l e

The estimate (4.36) then follows by Young’s inequality.
It remains to prove (4.37). Let S be the right-hand side of (4.38). Then we have

(S, Ap¢) = (VI S, V() . (4.40)
We will proceed by estimating ||V.S|| . using the expression (4.39). By the product rule for gradient,
VS = 2( n+1 VunJrl) (0n+1 _|_pn+1) + ‘un+1| ( 0n+1+vpn+1)
(v9n+1 +vpn+1) ( n+1 _|_,u,n+1) n+1 (0n+1 +pn+1) . (V,uz-i-l +vun+1) ,un+1
+ (0™ 4 p" ) - (w4 ) Vit

Therefore, by Holder’s inequalities and Sobolev embedding H' < L8 (and noting (4.17)), it is straight-
forward to see that

VSl S 6™ s + 10" g < 1167 [l + 27
Inequality (4.37) then follows by applying Young’s inequality and (2.5) to (4.40). O

Lemma 4.10. Let ¢ > 0 be arbitrary.

|< {“hﬂ‘ uptt — ‘UZP“Z _ 5 (}unJrl‘QunJrl) ’£n+1>

k

SRR 12 (1 e + eiE ) (1lem 5 + o)

€7 + €l a + e 0™ | (4.41)

Moreover, if the triangulation 7j, is globally quasi-uniform, then for any ¢ € Vy,

n+1 n+1 n|2,.n
'<‘“h ‘ Up - — |up|” up —8t(‘u”+1‘2u”+1>,g>

<R 4 gn |2, 4 (e,

+ (|67 + € 1€l (4.42)
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Proof. After some tedious algebra, we can write the first component in the inner product on the left-hand
side as

B ‘uh+1‘ un+; ]l o, (‘u”+1’2u”+1>
‘en—f—l +R un—i—l‘ ( n+1 atun—f—l) + [(0n+1 _|_pn+1) . (0n+1 +Rhun+1 +un+1)] 8tun+1
[(5UZ+1 aunJrl) (0n+1 + 0"+ RhunJrl + Rhun)] (0” +Rhun)
+ [atun—i-l ( n+1 +U’h o n—H)] (On _|_Rh,un) +9 (un—l-l . 8tun+1) ('U,Z _ un+1)
=K1+ FEy+ FE3+ E4+ E5. (443)
We want to obtain a bound for |<El, £"+1>| fort=1,2,---,5. First, we note the frequently used inequality
IDle = [|owy™ = | = [|06™F + 6p™ 4 5w — Gu |,

<1007 | + BT+ E, (4.44)

where in the last step (4.2) and (4.3) were used. Now, we begin to estimate the term with E; by applying
Hoélder’s and Young’s inequalities (noting (4.6) and (2.10)), giving

(B ) 10 s 1Pl €7 |y + | Rne™ | 1D e €747 o
S i 107 s + €I1PUE + €71
SR L2 (1 €5 ) (107 G + el (4.45)
Similarly, for the next term,
(B2 €D S (1677 4+ o™ |a [[07 [ [l o™ o fl€™ o
+ (167 4+ o™ | [ Rra 4w [0 e (€7
I (14 ) 10 [ + e [l€m 7 (4.46)
For the term with FEs, by similar argument we obtain
[(B5, € )] S DIz |67 + 6" [y 1167 1o €7 [lo + IDllpe [[07 + 67| s I Bnw”llLs €7 l1o
+ ||D||]L2 HRhun—S_1 + Rhu"HL6 ||9n||IL6 H§n+1HL6
+Dllpe [|Rau™ + Rou™|| o | Rhu" (| [[ €7 ]|,
SR R (L [l ) (67 15 + e ) + el (447)
By the same argument, we also have
(26 S 0D 42 4 (1]l g ) (110 5 + 1615 ) +elle™ Il (448)
and
[(B5, &) S P20 4 82 410" F2 + 1€711E + |6+ (4.49)

Altogether, (4.45), (4.46), (4.47), (4.48), and (4.49) yield (4.41).
Next, with E as defined in (4.43), we have the identity

= |u} H’ (6up™ — Q™) + [(0" + p") - (u)t! +u™ )] Gu !
+ [(0uptt = g™t - (uptt + )] uf
+ [0t (uptt - 2u") g 42 (u T Q) (uf — utY).

Therefore using the assumption (2.2), applying Young’s inequality, (4.44), and Taylor’s theorem (noting
that (4.17) can be applied by the quasi-uniformity of 73), we can follow the proof of (3.31) to obtain the
estimate (4.42). O
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We also have the following superconvergence estimates on 8" and £€" analogous to Proposition 3.8,
which is an essential step in the proof of the main theorem.

Proposition 4.11. Suppose v and H satisfy (2.2). Then for h,k >0 and n € {1,2,...,|T/k]},

n—1 n—1
10712 + kD VO Iz, + kD [l€mH L < O+ k). (4.50)
m=0 m=0
Assume further that one of the following holds:
(1) d=1or2,
(2) d =3 and the triangulation is globally quasi-uniform.
Then for h,k > 0and n € {1,2,...,|T/k]|},

n—1 n—1
1€ 122 + VO[22 + & > (oo™ 7, + & Y [V 1, < (R + kY. (4.51)
m=0 m=0

Finally, for d = 1, 2, 3, if the triangulation is globally quasi—uniform then

[ALO™ (72 + 10™]F < + K Z |ARE™ 7, + k Z €™ Y2 < C(R20HD 4 k?), (4.52)
m=0 m=0
n—1
IVE 2 + kY || VARE™ L2, < C(h* +K?). (4.53)
m=0

The constant C' depends on the coefficients of the equation, |Z|, T', and Ky (as defined in (2.2)), but is
independent of n, h, and k.

Proof. Subtracting (2.1) from (4.1) at time step n + 1, using (4.24), (4.25) (and noting the definition of
Ritz projection), we obtain for all x, ¢ € Vj,

(60" 4 5p™ ! 4 gumt — QT x) = A (€7 " x) + A (VET, Vi)
— 7 (uf x HP — "t H™ M x) (4.54)
and
<£n+1 + nn+1’¢> - _ <V0n+1 v¢> + K <0n + pn + u® — un-‘rl’ ¢>

—K <’uh+1‘ up +_ ‘u”+1|2 ut, ¢> - B <e(e (™! + p”+1)),¢)> ) (4.55)

Taking x = 60" in (4.54) and ¢ = \,.0""! in (4.55), then adding the resulting equations, we obtain
1 2
(HO"+1HL2 \en”Lz) -, lom ! — OHHHQR (5 1 sun L — gttt g7 4 A, Hvarﬁ% .

= kA (07,0" ) + kA (p™,07TY) + kA (u" — w7 + A (VETT Vet

B ’Y<’u2 % HZ-H —ut ! Hn+170n+1> <‘uh+1‘ ul +1 ‘un+1‘2un+1’9n+l>

— B |le- 0", — BA (e(e - p™tY), 9"+1> . (4.56)
Next, taking ¢ = A\.£€" "1, we obtain
Ae JEFY[E L + e (L€M) = <A (VO VETL) 4 kA (07 4 p" 4wt — w7
<‘“h+1‘ un+1 | n+1‘2 un+17€n+1>
— BAe (e(e- 0", €71 — BA. (e(e- p™T), ") (4.57)
Adding (4.56) and (4.57) gives

1 1
o (10712 = 18722 ) + 5 107 = 0770 + A [V |2, 4 A [[€7 4|12 + B e 07,
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- _ <5pn+1 + 6un+1 o atun+1’9n+1> o Ae <nn+17€n+1> + K,Ae <9n + pn +au— un+1’£n+1>
+ kA (07" + ", 0" £ kA, (U — T 0T — BA. (e(e - 07T, €M)
- ,8>\e <€(6 . 0n+1)’€n+1> . ﬁ)\T <€(€ . pn+1)’0n+1>
_ 7<Uz % Hn+1 — "t x Hn+1’0n+l> — KA, <‘uh+1’ n+1 ‘ n+1‘2un+179n+1>
— KA <‘uh+1‘ n+1 ‘ n+1‘2un+1,£n+l>'

It remains to bound each term on the right-hand side. We apply (4.3), Young’s inequality, and Taylor’s
theorem as necessary for the first eight terms. The last three terms can be estimated by applying
Lemma 4.8 and Lemma 4.9. Hence, we infer that for any € > 0,

o (10712 = 1071122 + 5 107 = 0712 4+ A [ VO™ 112, + e €7+ 2

< R20r+1) 4 g2 4 HgnHHHQﬁ +e ”en”u%? +e HvonHHiQ +€ H@HH?P .

Choosing € > 0 sufficiently small, rearranging the terms, and summing over m € {0,1,...,n—1}, we have
n—1 n—1
1672, + kY Ve, + & Z €™, < (R 1 k) + ok Y |62,
m=0 m=0 m=0

where C' is a constant depending on the coefficients of the equation and T' (but is independent of n, h,
and k). The discrete Gronwall inequality then yields (4.50).

We aim to prove (4.51) next. First, consider the difference of the second equation in (4.1) at time steps
n+ 1 and n. After dividing the result by k, subtracting it from the corresponding equation in (2.1) and
setting ¢ = \£" "1, we obtain

A 2 2 A 2
2 (Nl - = lig™i=) + 55 [l — €17
— _)\6 <5nn+l’ £n+1> . )\e <6Hn+1 o atHnJrl7 €n+1>
— A (V6O T VMY — A (VoumT — VOt VETT) + kpde (Suf — gpuT €0

n+1 n+1 n|2, n
u u, u u
_K)\e<| ‘ - ’ h’ h _at (}un+1‘2un+1>’£n+1>

— BAe (e(e - (Su™! — guu™t)), €7 (4.58)

Next, setting x = £**!

A, HETLHH;} + A HV£n+1Hi2 _ <59n+1’€n+1> + <5pn+1 4 Sultt — 8tun+1’£n+1>
o )\r <,rln+1,€n+1> + y <’U,Z % HZ+1 o un+1 % Hn+1’€n+1>’ (459)

gives

while taking x = 60" ! yields
H(mnHHiQ _ <5pn+1 4 Sultt 8tu"+1,59"+1> A <£n+1 + nn+1750n+1>
+ A (VET V0™ — oy (uff x HPF —u™ x H™ M 50711 (4.60)
Furthermore, setting ¢ = \,.60™ "1 in (4.55) gives

Aé@vaMQvamg+ [ver+t - ver 2,

=\ <En+1 + T[n+1 59n+1> + ’L{';,u')\T <0n+l + pn+l’50n+1>
— kA, <‘uh+1} wrtl ‘un+1{2un+1’50n+1> — B (e(e- (671 + pnTh)), 50mT1Y (4.61)

We now add (4.58), (4.59), (4.60), and (4.61) to obtain

A

)‘7‘ 13 n n n € n n i n
([ e (- N - S [
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A €+ he V€T + (|67 I
— _)\6 <5nn+1’£n+1> o )\e <6Hn+1 o atHn+17£n+1>
. )\e <v5un+1 o vatun+1’v£n+1> + ’iﬂ)\e <5u2 o 8tun+1’£n+1>

—K>\6<‘ h ‘ h |up| h_at(|un+1‘2un+1)7£n+1

k
+ <50n+17€n+1> + <5pn+1 + 6un+1 _ 8tun+17£n+1>
-\ <T,n—&-17 £n+1> + 5 <u2 % Hz—i-l — "t Hn-i-l, £n+1>
_ <5pn+1 +out — Gt 50n+1> _ <u7ﬁ % HZH —ut x HHL 50n+1>
+ RpA <9n+1 4 pn+1’59n+1> — KA <’uz+1}2 uzﬂ _ ’un+1|2 u™ 50n+1>
— B (e(e- (Guptt — guuth)), €71 — BA, (e(e- (0"F! + p™T)), 56"
=L +1h+- -+ 15 (4.62)

There are fifteen terms involving inner products on the right-hand side of (4.62), which we will estimate
in the following. Let € > 0 be a number. Firstly, by Young’s inequality, (2.8), and (4.2),

2 2 2
]S flon™ L + e €7 I < P20 + e €7 (4.63)
Secondly, by Young’s inequality and Taylor’s theorem (noting the assumption on H in (2.2)),
2 2 2
B S [JSH™ = 0 H™ |y + € [|€7 |2 S 87+ e [l€7 L.
By similar argument (noting (2.2)), the third term can be estimated as
13| < | Vowr ! = Vo[, + e |VE |, S K+ e | VT
For the fourth term, similarly by Young’s inequality, (2.8), (4.2), and (4.3), we have
2 2 2 2
L) S €| + e ||ouy — ou | o S [J€ | + 2T + B + e ||som | - (4.64)
For the fifth term, we use Lemma 4.10. Noting that by assumptions (4.23) holds, so that
2 2 2
1€" [ < [ Hp |z + [[RaHy ||z < C,
we then obtain (noting (4.50))
2 2
15 S B20D k2 (14 [Jem 2+ eniE) (116 I + 1101
2 2
+ €715 + € [|€7 Iz + e [|06™ |,
< p2(r+1) + k24 HvenHH;} + ||V9n||]]242 + ||€nH]i2 +e HETLHH;} +6H60n+1“12L2'
For the terms I and I7, the same argument as in (4.64) yields
6| + 1] S | €77 + ¢ || 607 ||, + R2HD 4 k2,
Similarly, for the terms Ig and I;9, we have
|Is| + | T10| < HE’“‘“H?L2 + € H(%V"‘“HfL2 + B2 4 g2
Next, we estimate the terms Iy and I;;. By (4.28) and (4.29), noting (4.23) and (4.50), we have
2 2 2
ol + T | S P20 + 162 + |67 [ + e[| V& [ + €[ VO™ [IE2 + €][06™ o
The term I15 can be estimated using Young’s inequality and (4.50) as
Ta| S R2HD 4 k2 4 e |[56™ |7, . (4.65)
To estimate the term I3, note that by (4.24) and the triangle inequality (4.18),

9024 < 2 2+ 2 5w 2 250 < €
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where in the last step we used (4.18), (2.2), (4.2), and (2.8). Thus, applying (4.35), we obtain
3] < p20r+1) vanHHiQ +6H59n+1Hi2'
Finally, the last two terms can be estimated following (4.64) and (4.65) to obtain
2 2

L) + [11s] S |€7TH|D s + R20FD + k2 + e |joo™ |, - (4.66)
Altogether, continuing from (4.62), using estimates (4.63)—(4.66), choosing ¢ > 0 sufficiently small, and
rearranging the terms, we obtain
Ae +1)|2 2 Ar +1)|2 Ae +1)|2 1 4112
A (enst)2, = feni) + 2 erst )2, + 2 wer)Z, + L oo,
< C(R) 1 12) 4 C||VO |2, + C VO™ |22 + C ||€" |2, + C €12 (4.67)
Multiplying both sides of (4.67) by 2k, summing over m € {0,1,...,n — 1}, and applying the discrete
Gronwall inequality, we obtain (4.51).

Finally, suppose that the triangulation is globally quasi-uniform. Setting ¢ = A,0""! in (4.55), we
then apply Young’s inequality and (4.37) with ¢ = A,8""! to infer

HAW"“H?Q _ <€n+1 +nn+1’Ah0n+l> . H<0n Lt Ut — un+17Ah0n+1>

_ /{<’uz+1}2uz+1 _ ‘un+1|2un+1’Ah0n+l> _ 5<e(e (g™ +pn+1))7Ah0n+l>

)‘7” n n
Z(IIve Iz - 176 2:) +

Sl I e AR 110" o+ [ — s e An0n 7
S (7 (A VAV 9
< R20HD) 4 g2 4 ¢ HAhOHHHi?’

where in the last step we used inequalities (4.50) and (4.51), (2.8), and Taylor’s theorem. Choosing € > 0
sufficiently small and rearranging the terms, we obtain

| AR 1[7, < A2 k2, (4.68)
Next, taking x = A,&€""! and applying similar argument (using (4.30) with ¢ = A,€""1), we obtain

n—1
B AR g S B0 442, (4.69)
m=0
Inequality (4.52) then follows from (4.68), (4.69), and (2.18).

Finally, setting x = —A2£"*! in (4.54) and applying (2.6) as necessary, we have

A [|ARE™ T2 + A | VARENR
=— {0V VAL — (VI (6u™! — ), VARE™T) — (VILL6p" T, VAL )
— A (VILn" T VARE) + 4 (VI (uf x HPT —ut x H'), VALE). (4.70)

Next, consider the difference of the second equation in (4.1) at time steps n+ 1 and n. After dividing the
result by k, subtracting it from the corresponding equation in (2.1) and taking ¢ = —A,£€" ™!, we have

1 1
o (Ve 2 = 1€ E:) + o [[vem — ver |7,
= (VILon™ ™, A" + (6VO™ T VARE™) — kp (50" + 6p™ + Su™ — du™ T, A"

n+112, n+l 1, 2,0
+H<’“h } U, - up|” up _ 5 (|un+1‘2un+1) ’Ah€n+1>

—B <e(e . (en-i—l + Pn+1)),Ah£n+1>- (4.71)
Adding (4.70) and (4.71) yields

1 1
o7 (IVE 2 = IVEIE:) + o V€™ = VET|[7 + A [|80€™ |72 + Ae [ VAREI2




MIXED FEM FOR THE LL-BAR AND THE REGULARISED LL-BLOCH EQUATIONS IN MICROMAGNETICS 29

— _ <VHh (5un+1 o atun+1) ,VAh£n+l> o <VHh5Pn+1, vAh£n+1>
_ )"r’ <VHh,’,’TL+1’ VAh€n+1> + <th(uZ % HZ+1 _ un—i—l % Hn+1), VAh£>
o <VHh(5’l’]n+1,Ah€n+l> — K <50n + 5pn 4 ou” — atun+17Ah£n+1>
n+1

w1 — |u?? u?
+K<‘ h ’ hk |uy| h_at(‘un+1|2un+1>7Ah£n+1

—Ble(e- (0™ +p"), Apg™ ).

The first three terms on the right-hand side can be estimated using Young’s inequality (together with
(2.8) and (4.3)) in a straightforward manner. The fifth and the sixth terms can also be bounded similarly.
To estimate the remaining terms, we use (4.31) and (4.42). We then have for any € > 0,

1 1
5 (V€2 = V€7 122) + o= V€™ = V|7 + A [|80€™ |72 + Ae I VAREIE2

S| s A 107+ (07 s+ 1187 s € ARg™ g + [V ARE

=

Choosing € > 0 sufficiently small, multiplying both sides by 2k, then using (4.50) and (4.51)), we ob-
tain (4.53). This completes the proof of the proposition. O

We can now state the main result on the rate of convergence of the scheme (4.1).

Theorem 4.12. Let (u, H) be the solution of (2.1) as described in Section 2.2, and let (uj, Hy) € Vi xV),
be the solution of (4.1) with initial data w9. Then for h,k >0 and n € {1,2,..., |T/k]},

n—1
o w2k 3 [ HP < ) ),

m=0

n—1
B[Vt — vum 2, < O(h? + k).
m=0

Assume further that one of the following holds:

(1) d=1or2,

(2) d =3 and the triangulation is globally quasi-uniform.
Then for h,k > 0and n € {1,2,...,|T/k]|},

|H}: — H|22 < C(h2Y + k),
n—1
IV — V|2, + & S |VHP - VH™ P, < C(h* + k).

m=0
Finally, for d = 1, 2, 3, if the triangulation is globally quasi-uniform, then
|IVH} — VH"|7, < C(h*" + k%),
n—1

Juf — [+ 3 H = HE < (R ] + 1),

m=0

The constant C' depends on the coefficients of the equation, |Z|, T, and K (as defined in (2.2)), but is
independent of n, h, and k.

Proof. The results follow from Proposition 3.8, equations (3.16) and (3.17), estimates (2.8), (2.9), and
the triangle inequality. O
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5. A FuLLy DISCRETE SCHEME BASED ON THE CRANK—-NICOLSON METHOD

We now propose a second-order in time numerical scheme for the LLBar equation. Let k be the time
step and uj} be the approximation in Vj, of w(t) at time t = ¢, := nk, where n = 0,1,2,...,|T/k]. For
any function v, we denote v" := v(t,). In this section, we define

1 ,UnJrl — " 1 ,UnJrl 4 "
sv"te = — "2 = — forn=0,1,....
Moreover, define
nti n—1 n n—1
vz —v" 2 L 3v" —wv
v'=— " 2=—— forn=12,.... (5.1)
k 2

A fully discrete scheme based on the Crank—Nicolson time-stepping method can be described as follows.
1
We start with u) = R,u(0) € V. For t,, € [0,T], n € N, given u} ', ul! € V},, define u}™" and HZ+2 by

1 1 1 _1 1
<5UZ+2,X> =\ <HZ+2,x> + Ae <VHZ+2,Vx> —7<1’ZZ 2 % HZ+2,x>,

5.2
ntg nt3 nt3 n . ntl nt3 ( )
Hh ) = - vuh 7v¢ +’£/’L u’h >¢ _H<¢(uh>uh )7¢>_ﬁ e(e‘uh )7¢ ’
for all x, ¢ € H', where
n o,.n 1 n 2 n n+3
Y(up, uptt) = 3 (‘uhH! + |uh|2> u, °. (5.3)

1
Due to the presence of 'TLZ 2 term in (5.2), this is a two-step scheme and we need to prescribe u}L and
1

H Z separately. This can be done, for instance, by solving with sufficiently small time step size,

<5u%,x> =\ <H%,x> + Ae <VH,%,Vx> —7<u}% X H,%,x>,
<H%,¢> =— <Vu,%,v¢> + K <u%¢> — & (Y(up, up), @) .

One could then show by arguments similar to those in this section that

(5.4)

ez, = () [ +

'H}L —H(t1)

< C(h + k),
H1

where C' depends on the coefficients of the equation, Ky, and |Z|. This scheme is well-posed by similar
argument as in Proposition 4.1. The details are omitted for brevity. Subsequently, the proof in this
section will focus on the general scheme (5.2) where n > 1, to avoid repetitive and lengthy arguments.

Next, we show some stability results analogous to Proposition 4.2. The energy dissipation property is
also satisfied unconditionally.

Proposition 5.1. Let u) € Vj, be given and let (u}, H}) be defined by (5.2). Then for any k > 0
and n € N,

E(up™) < E(up), (5.5)
where £ was defined in (1.5). Moreover,
4 2 g m+1]? - mt 1| 2
gl + el + kA D\ HL2 | kA S |\ VHTE] <0 (llaf 15 +121) (5.6)
m=0 L m=0

where C depends only on « and pu.

1 1
Proof. Firstly, taking x = H; and ¢ = du; in (5.4), then subtracting the results give

1 2 2 K 4 4 KU 2 2
5 IVl = [Vuhllca) + 5 (luallis = llwkllia) = = Clluallie = fJunll:)
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p 112 012 112 112
+5 (le-ublzs = le-ublf) + kA [ HE| +ka | VHE| =0,
L2 L2
which implies (5.5) for n = 0.
1
Similarly, for n > 1, setting x = HT—E in (5.2) gives
2 2
<5uz+5,HZ+5> —\ | HITE A vH!"? R (5.7)
while setting ¢ = 5“Z+% gives
1 1 1
(B oo™ ) = = (17 s = IVl ) + Gl = o)
o~ ) — o (e wblPe e 2) . 68)
Substituting (5.8) into (5.7) and rearranging yield the identity
1
S UIVa I = VRl ) + 5 (Il 12 = gl ) = 55 (a1 - Huﬁllia)
2
e (e w2 e wpliz) + iy [ | wrn [vm | o
1.2 1.2
which implies (5.5) and (5.6). O

1
We will also derive the stability of H Z+2 in /°°(LL?) norm. The following identity will be used in the
proof (where ¢ was defined in (5.3)):

n+1 n—1 . n n+1,2 ”"'% _ n—%
2((up, up ™) = p(upup)) = (Juf ™ P + [up?) (u, u, ?)
+ (gt =) (gt )y, (5.9)

Proposition 5.2. Let u) € Vj be given and let u, HZ+5 be defined by (5.2). Then for any k& > 0
and n € N,

+k Z [dui|2. < C, (5.10)

n+2
L2 m=1

where C' depends only on the coefficients of the equation, Ky, and |2|.
Proof. Adding the first equation in (5.2) at time steps n + % and n — % gives

1 _1 1 _1 1 _1
<5u2+2 + buy, 2,x> =\ <HZ+2 +H, 2,x> + A <VHZ+2 +VH, 2,vx>

~Nn—

~N— n+1 3 -1
—’y<u ><H ‘+u 2><H 2,x>. (5.11)

Subtracting the second equation in (5.2) at time step n — % from the same equation at time step n + %
gives

<HZJré - HZ;,¢> =— <V ok —Vu, : V¢> + K <uz+% - uzé,¢>
R — gl ), @) — B <e<e (e - u’;‘5>>,¢>  (5.12)

1 _1 1 _1
Taking x = UZ+2 - uZ 2 in (5.11) and ¢ = )\e(HZ+2 + HZ ?) in (5.12), then adding the resulting
equations, and noting the identity

1
"H" n—s n+1 n—1
2(“h — Uy, ) =U, U,
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we obtain

2
n+i 4

g 1 1 1 S nel o3 el gl 1
:()\T+/£AL)\6)<Hh 2+Hh 2,uh —uy 7Yy u, 2><Hh 2+uh 2><Hh 2’uh 2_'u,h B

1

2
n—1
2
]L2

[LZ

B 1 _1 11 _1 41 _1
— o (™) - ot ) B ) < (ele o))
=: 51+ 55 + 53+ S4.
We will estimate each term on the right-hand side by applying Holder’s and Young’s inequalities. Firstly,

12 12 1 1 12
11| + ]S4 ng‘HZ*z +Ck”HZ 2 +‘u§j*2 — ), 2 (5.13)
L2 L2 k L2
For the second term, similarly we have
1 1 3 1 1 _1
15| Sv( a | |lErtE| 4|l e ) utE
L4 L4 L4 14 L2
<ck|H": i ok |H 2 R 5.14
S h H1+ h H1+E U, T oy " (5.14)

where in the last step we used (5.6) and the Sobolev embedding H! < LL*. For the term in S3, noting
the identities (5.9) and (5.12), we have

2 2 n—s; — n—1
161 < (s s+ o |+ s o)
1 _1 1 1
AR I RS
L2 L6
ng 1|2 notll? LI el aezf?
<Ck|H,Z| +Ck|H, 2| +|u?—u, 2| (5.15)
ML Hl k L2

where in the final step we used (5.6), Young’s inequality, and the Sobolev embedding. Altogether, upon
rearranging and summing the terms, (5.13), (5.14), and (5.15) imply

n+l 2 1 n m—l—l el 2 1 2 n m+l 2 L 2
Al [Hy 2| 42Dyt —wy | <O G|+ Ch ) HHh 2 +HHh : <c,
L2 m=1 L2 L2 m=1 H? H
where in the last step we used (5.6). This implies the required inequality. O

The above proposition implies the stability of ) in £°°(IL>°) norm under an additional assumption that
the triangulation is quasi-uniform.

Proposition 5.3. Let u) € V), be given and let (u}!, H}) be defined by (5.2). Then for any k > 0
and n € N,

|ARug]l?> < C. (5.16)
Moreover, if the triangulation 7y, is (globally) quasi-uniform, then
lupfe < C. (5.17)

Here, the constant C' depends only on the coefficients of the equation, Hu%HHl, HH%HLZ, and |2|.

1
Proof. Taking ¢ = Ahuz—s_2 and applying Young’s and Holder’s inequalities, we have
nti 2 2 n+ nti 41 nti

2 +(H, *, Ay, )+ kK w(u’ﬁ,uz ),Ahuh 2

HAhuh

1
n+3

=K
L2

L2
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+ 6 <e(e . uz+é),Ath+§>

2
+1 1 ' +1 n+d
Up

_1_7

2
= C” 2 +—C’(Hu2+1Hi6+—Huznie)’
H! 2

2 1
+4HHZ+2
L2 L

n
Apuy,

n
uy

L6

Therefore, rearranging the terms, using the Sobolev embedding H! < L5 (noting (5.6) and (5.10)), we
inequality (5.16). Inequality (5.17) then follows from (2.18), completing the proof of the proposition. [

Before proceeding to prove various estimates leading to the main theorem, we note the following
inequalities. For s = 0 or 1, by Taylor’s theorem,

n+1 n—1 n n+1
[t ), < o -5 [ )| < 6y
Hs Hs
and
+3 +3 +3 +3 +1- 2
oo 4 ourts — ou(t,)|| < [oomt3 |+ 6wt - dult, )| S HT RS (519)

where the assumptions on w in (2.2) and (2.8) are used in the last step.
The following lemmas are needed to bound the nonlinear terms in the main theorem.

Lemma 5.4. Let € > 0 be arbitrary. The following inequality holds:

Anfé TL+% n+l 2(T+1) 4 n+l n+l 2
Wy 2 CH 2 = u(t,gn) < H(L,, ) 0748 )| S B2 4+ s vt

]LQ

2
+e€
]L2

Fell0n 2+ eflon s + e |

L (520

Moreover, if the triangulation 7}, is quasi-uniform, then for any ¢ € Vy,

£n+% 2

1 1
‘<’I/I\;Z 2 % HZ+2 —U(tn+l) > H(tn+1)7c> 5 h2(7‘+1) +k4—|— ’ ,
2 2

+ell0E +e |07, +ellCPe, (5.21)

n—1 nty < p2r 4 ny2 n—1|2
VI, (u, ®xH, u(tn+;)><H(tn+%) ) SPTHE 107 + 077

2

nt+i 2 2
e i +elelzs (522)

|

Proof. We write

~Nn—3 n—l—%

1 n—1 1 1
a, > xH, _u(thr%) x H(thr%) :u: 2 x (£n+2 +nn+2>.

n <§n—§ +f,n—% Fanr - u(tn+§)> X H(thr%)'

The proof of (5.20) then follows by arguments similar to that in (3.20) (and noting (5.18)), without
assuming 7y, is quasi-uniform.

Next, suppose the triangulation is quasi-uniform (and thus (5.17) holds in this case). By Holder’s
inequality and assumptions (2.2) on the exact solution, we have

_1
up, 2 X Hh - u(tn-i-%) X H(tn-i-%)

]LQ

n—1 1 1 ~n—1 p— 1 ~p—1L

< U‘Z 2 Lm‘£n+2 +77n+2 ]L2+< 0 2+p" 2 Lz—l—’u” z—u(tn_i_%) ]L2> HH(tn-l—%) )Loo
+1 +3 -1 2

SH |letE |+ e lye + (67| e + K2,

where in the last step we used (5.17), (2.8), and (5.18). Inequality (5.21) then follows by Young’s inequality.
Finally, the proof of (5.22) is similar to that of (4.31). O
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Lemma 5.5. Let € > 0 be arbitrary. The following inequality holds:

() = () Pt ). 0745 ) | S 104D b 072 + 0+ w04
(5.23)

Moreover, if the triangulation 7 is quasi-uniform, then for any ¢ € Vy,

(i) = [an(tg 1) Pt ), )] € RO 4081072, + (|02 + e G, (5.24)

2
‘<¢(uh7u2+1) B ‘u(tn—i-%)
Proof. Note that we have the identity

b (up, '“’ZH) - ‘u(thrl) ‘QU(thrl)

1
= 5 (g™ P ) 075 L (P o g ?)

(tn+§)’Ah<> S+ K 4 07 F + (|0 | +€lIVCIE: . (5.25)

+ %u(tn_’_%) ( n+1 + un-i—l) _0n+1 + %u(tn_,'_%) ( n+1 +un+l) pn+l

1 1
+—u(tn+%) (u’ﬁ—i—u”)-@”—i——u(twr%) (uf +u") - p"

2 2
412 2
rutyg) (LI )

2
. >=: Sy + Sy 4+ Sr. (5.26)

We will proceed by bounding each term above. Terms containing 6 will be bounded in the L3 norm,
while those containing p will be bounded in the L% norm. For the first term, by Holder’s inequality,

Il 5 (i + i) o+

L4’
Similarly for the next term,

1
ISallcors S ([l ™ 25 + lnaglEs) 72
For the third and the fourth terms,

ISallus S ut,

L2’

)
),

o™ 4 ™ (167

l ‘
2 oo

IStllors S [[ult,

1) ™ + e e 7 |-

Similarly, we also have
IS5lare S [|es(tarn)

ISsllere S [|us(tars)

Lo N+ 167

s Y A

For the last term, by Hoélder’s inequality and Taylor’s theorem with integral remainder,

tnt1 a 9 2 d 1/2
([l

’ Hatﬂu, HLOO (L2) (5.27)

7z S K2 |ty )

~

< k2 Hu(tn

Altogether, using the assumptions on u in (2.2) and inequality (5.6), by Holder’s inequality we infer that

(0 ™) = [t ) Pult, ). 070

1
< (IStllgass + 11S3llpass + NI Ssllpas ) |82

1
+ (1S2lluors + ISalloss + 1 Sellars ) |6+

]LG

+ )1 S7llz |67

L2
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3

+k2‘

0n+% 2 n H0n+1H ) ‘ an—l—% en—l-% 0n+%
L4 L

e

+ (le"lle + [l ]2 ) |6+ |

o"t3

]LZ

2
10" F + [0 e + e [vor i, + 0 1k,

where in the last step we used Young’s inequality, (2.15), and (2.8). This proves (5.23).
Next, if the triangulation 7}, is quasi-uniform, then (5.17) holds. As such, we can bound the L norm
of u} and u}™! appearing in (5.26) (uniformly in n and h). Noting (5.27), we then obtain

Hlﬂ uh7’u’2+1) B ‘u(tn—l—%)‘Qu(tn—I—%) L2

By Young’s inequality, we have for any ¢ > 0,

0 (™)~ [t ) Pru(t ) €| £ ™) = fulty ) Prs(tns) ||

and thus inequality (5.24) follows from (2.8) and (5.28).
It remains to prove (5.25). Let S := 51 + So + -+ + S7 defined in (5.26). Then we have

(S, AnC) = (VI S, V() .

We will proceed by estimating ||VS||; > using the expression (5.26) and the product rule for gradient.
Firstly, by Holder’s and Young’s inequality,

19tle < (i flo [ Vapt oo + lills Vi) |
SO g + [0 s -

Similarly, for the second term,

SN0" e + 107" [ + 1" 2 + 0" 2 + K% (5.28)

2
+ell€lie

6"+ 3

b ([l g2 ) o

LS L2

||VS2”]L2 S HPnHHl + Hpn+1HH1 Sh

The terms VS3 up to VSg are estimated in a similar manner. The details are omitted for brevity. Lastly,
the term VS7 can be bounded as in (5.27), giving

IVS7llp2 S K H“(tn+l)

o 2H .
e [0 e
Altogether, by Young’s inequality and stability of the projection operator, we have
(S, M) = [(VITS, VO S [VS[172 + €[ V|2 S W2+ k* + 0715 + |07+ |70 + € V22
=

thus proving (5.25). O

Lemma 5.6. Let € > 0 be arbitrary. If the triangulation 7} is quasi-uniform, then for any ¢ € Vj,

<w(uh’uz+1) 1/’(“2 ' ’U‘Z) -0, (|u |2 n) <>

; S N (3  A[ Pa

+ 116712 + 10" IE2 + e [166™ 17 (5.29)

Proof. After some tedious algebra, we can write the first component in the inner product on the left-hand
side as

B = ¢(uhauh ) - ¢(uh 7uh) _at (’un’2un>

2 2
1 un+1 u
=3 (‘u2+1|2 + ]uﬁ]Q) (bup — o) + (‘ h ’ [l — |u"|2 oru”

2
+1 —1

[(Sup — Q™) - (up™ + )] (uf +up ™) + (up +up™t)

l\D\'—‘
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n n—1
ot ) (%ﬁ;ﬁh _un>
=1+ Ey+ Es+ Ey+ Es.

We want to obtain a bound for ||E|[;2. To this end, we will estimate the L? norm of each term above.
Note that we have (5.17), which we will use without further mention. Firstly, by Ho6lder’s inequality,

1Bl < (g 1+ g2 ) 1067 + 5p" + Gu” — Bl < 1067 12+ ™+ K2, (5.30)

where we used (5.19) and the triangle inequality. For the second term, note that by subtracting and
adding 1 (‘u”“ ‘2 + |u"|2), we have by Holder’s inequality,

a1 g ) .
5 — P SO 4 ") - (Y| (07 4 07 - (")
ILZ
2
i el U
2 L2

S Hen—H

2+ 1o | + 107 2 + 10" [l + K2,

where in the last step we also used Taylor’s theorem with integral remainder as in (5.27). Therefore,

2 2
HE2HL2 5 |UZ+1‘ 2+ ‘UZ\ - ‘Un‘g HatunHLoo
L2
SN0l + " I + 167l + o™l + K. (5.31)
The third term can be estimated in the same way as E1, giving

B3l > < 166" [z + A7 + &2, (5.32)

while the terms E4 and Fs5 can be estimated in a similar manner as Fs, giving
1Ballzz + 1 Bsllz < 07|z + [l2" |2 + 1672 + 107 g2 + & (5.33)
Altogether, (5.30), (5.31), (5.32), (5.33), and Young’s inequality yield the required result. O

We have the following superconvergence estimates on 8" and £", which form an essential step in the
proof of the main theorem, analogous to Proposition 3.8.

Proposition 5.7. Assume that u and H satisfisfy (2.2). Then for h,k > 0 and n € {1,2,...,|T/k]},
2 - m+1||? 2(r+1 4
L2+k2))‘§ | < o@e i), (5.34)

Moreover, if the triangulation 7j, is globally quasi-uniform, then

Jo" 22+ k> o+t
m=0

2

EnJr% L2+Hven+%

2
2(r+1) 4
2 S C(h + k%), (5.35)

9 n—1 n—1 L L
R l60™ e+ kY vamﬁ Ve
m=1 m=1

2 2
|anors |+ lomts | <o 4w, (530)

where C' depends on the coefficients of the equation, |Z|, T, and K (as defined in (2.2)), but is independent
of n, h, and k.

Proof. Subtracting (2.1) from (5.2) at time step n + 3, using (4.24), (4.25) (and noting the definition of
Ritz projection), we obtain for all x, ¢ € Vj,

<50”+% +6p™te 4 sunte — atu(tn+%),x> — A <§”+% n n”*é,x> sy <v§”+%’ Vx>
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_W<A” 2 % H”*’ (t%%) X H(tn+;),x> (5.37)
and

(&5 4" ¢) = — (V02 V) + ki (07 1 p" 5 p) — B(e(e- (0777 + p ), 6)

n 2
— s (o (up ) = () Pult,.n) @) (5.38)
Taking x = 0"z in (5.37) and ¢ = A,ﬁ"‘”‘é in (5.38), then adding the resulting expressions, we obtain
1 n 2 n n+i n+i n+i n+i 2
o (10772 = 107122 ) + (9% + 0u™*% — Dyt ,1),074% ) + A, | VO" 3|
2
= sde 073 |+ mu, (3,078 ) 4 (VTR VO

_fy< a o H () x H(tn+§),9”+5>
— e (0 (™) = [ty ) [Pult,, 1), 0778 = BA, (e(e- (071F + pH4)), 0775 (5.39)
Next, taking ¢ = A\.£"2, we obtain
o
— <v0”+%,vgn+%> Y <0”+% v p"+%,£"+%>
— e (0 (i ™) = [ty ) [Put,, 1), €775 ) = BA (efe- (6775 + pt3)),€775) . (5.40)
Adding (5.39) and (5.40) gives

gt

1 n 2 n n+i 2 nt L 2
*(Ht9 i~ le Hi2>+A7~ 043, + et
=~ (0ot = B ), 671 ) A (ot et ) (070 4 g
1
T RpA 0n+% 1.2 +RpA < et > < HZJrQ _u(tn+$) ><H(tn+§),0"+%>

— KAy <¢(uh,uz+1) - ‘u(tn+%)‘2u(tn+ ),0"+§> — B\ <e(e : (0"*% + p”*%)),0”+%>
— KAe <¢(uh,uz+1) |u(tn+%) ‘Zu(tn+%),£”+%> — Be <e(e . (0”+% + p”+%)),§”+%> _

It remains to bound each term on the right-hand side. We apply (5.19) and Young’s inequality as necessary
for the first five terms. The last four terms can be estimated by applying Lemma 5.4 and Lemma 5.5
We then infer that for any € > 0,

1
2

1 ) )
(G LRSS \Cau WREN i ¥

S RO 4 k10722 + 077, + ¢ [Vt ; +eents ; .
Choosing € > 0 sufficiently small, rearranging the terms, and summing over m € {0,1,...,n—1}, we have
n—1 9 n—1 9 n—1
167122 + k ZO [voms |, +# ZO lem2|[, < o+ 1% + on Z@ 162, (5.41)
m= m= m=

where C' is a constant depending on the coefficients of the equation and 7' (but is independent of n, h,
and k). The discrete Gronwall inequality then yields (5.34).
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We aim to prove (5.35) next. First, we consider the difference of the second equation in (5.2) at time
steps n+ % and n — % After dividing the result by k, then subtracting it from the corresponding equation

in (2.1) and taking ¢ = A¢ (5”4’% + 5"_%), we obtain (noting (4.26) and notations defined in (5.1)),

<31, - 21, — —
Ao . = —kA (" €7 + €8 — A (GH (t,) — O,H", €45 +€7F)

A (V0" VENE £ VENE ) mpd (Suf, — Ot €73 603
Ae <V5U(tn) — Vo, VETI 4 Vg”*%>

n+1 n—1 . n
_ﬁ%<wu%n% ) — vlui z%>_@<uﬂ%ﬂ)£mg+gm;>

k
1 1
~ B (e(e- (Buf — o)), €745 +€73). (5.42)
By similar arguments, taking x = £"+% + E”_%, we have
2 n+i n—1 2
A | L2+>\6HV£ Fvend||
=2 (507 €0 1) 4 (5 D) € e )
_1 n—1i n+ i n— n nal n—l
+<6p” 2+ du 2—8tu(tn7%),§ T2 4 ¢ > < t3 g gnts g ¢ 2>
H

+ v <a2_§ X Hn+7 ’u’(tn+%) X H<tn+%) + ﬁz

5”—&-% + sn—%

1 1 1
2 _ n+3 n—3
w(t, ) X H(t, ). ¢ >
(5.43)
Next, we add (5.37) at time step n+ 3 and n — 5. Taking x = 60" = (0”+% - 0”_%)/14:, we have

21667122 = — (5p" % + 0w E — (1) +0p"F 4+ 0u"E — Qput, 1 ),06")

£ (€ € 300" 4 A (VETE 4 VETE, Va0

_’7<An % % Hn+2 —’U;(tn_,'_%) « H(tn_’_%) _‘_,az_% X HZ_2 _u(tn_%) X H(tn_%),dan
(5.44)

Furthermore, we add (5.38) at time steps n + % and n — % Taking ¢ = A,.00™ and rearranging the terms,
we have

e o
L2

Y L ) O RO SO B,

— K <0"+% + it 407 4 p"—%,50"> — B\ <e(e (673 4 p"tE 4 0775 4 p2)), 50">

2 2
— K\, <w(uh,uz+1 ‘u ) u(t, %) + h(uj - ‘U(tn,%) u(tn%),60”>. (5.45)
Adding (5.42), (5.43), (5.44), and (5.45), we then obtain, for any n € N,
el (e e

k
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2 2
+ 116672 + A | €777 + €777 | 4 |[VETTE 4 Ve

+ Ae

= A (O €T+ €08 X (OH (1) — OH" €M 460

g (Duff — O €3 4 €75 ) — A (Vdu(ty) — Vo, VE 4 VEE)

n n+1 o n—1 n ) )
_ H)\e <¢(uh’uh ) - QJZ)(’U,h ’uh) o 815 (|un|2un> 7€n+§ +£n2>

— B <e(e - (Sul — 8tun)),€n+% + 5n—%>
+2(06" €5 e ) + (0p"E 4 ounE — Qpu(t, 1), €7 + €7 )
+ <<5p”_% tunTE — Otu(tn_%),é’”% + En_%>
— A (T gt g )
+9 <a’,§‘% HE u(t, ) % H(t,,0) £ 8 ¢ x H) 2 —alt, o) < H(t,_1).€"5 + g"%>
- <5p"+% 4 unts — 8tu(tn+%) + 5p”_% T u"E — 8tu(tn7%),50">
-7 <ﬁz_; x HZ+% - u(thr%) X H(thr%) +az_% X HZ_% - u(tnf%) X H(tné)’50n>
+ K//J’)\T‘ <9n+% _|_pn+% + On—% +pn—%’50n> _ 5>\r <e(e . (0n+% + pn-‘r% _‘_On—% + pn—%))750n>
2
— KA, <w<uz,uz+l> el [ wltrn) + vl ug) = fu(t,_y) u(tn_we”)

=: Il+12+"'+116- (546)

2

There are sixteen terms involving inner products on the right-hand side of (5.45) which will be estimated
in the following. Firstly, by Young’s inequality and (2.8),

2 2
] S lm e + e € + 3| | S n2) pelentd 4 gnd| (5.47)

Secondly, by Young’s inequality and Taylor’s theorem (noting (2.2)),

2
o] < [6H (tn) — 0,H" |2 + e||g™F2 + €772 ARl

2 4
SEk +e
L2

For the terms I3 and g, by writing u} = 8™ 4+ p" 4+ 4™ then applying Young’s inequality, we have
y g u,

2
Lo+ 116l S €773 + €773 ||, + €167 22 + e [16p" + Sulta) — dru” |72

2
s e+ 3|, + ellgom |z, + B2 4,

The term I, can be estimated in the same way as the term I» (noting (2.2)), giving

2
+]
L2

2
€n+% + En—%

|I4|§k‘4—|—e‘ .
]LQ

The term I5 can be estimated by using (5.29) with ¢ = €"+% + 5”_%, giving

1 _1)2 2 2
\15\,<Vh2<’““>+k4+\s"+2+£" 2| 167 e + 0™ (e + 16712 + 0" IE2 + € (166" 2

< h2(r+1) + k,4 + ‘ Sn—‘r% _‘_Sn—%

~

2
L, Telloezz, (5.48)
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where in the last step we used (2.8) and (5.34). The terms Iy can be estimated directly by applying
Young’s inequality to obtain

&b

2
< n| 2 n+i
1] S ellson iz + &3], + le3 |-

The next two terms can be estimated using Young’s inequality and (5.19), yielding

il 112
€ 4 g

\Is| + [Io] < h20+Y) 4 k4 4 ¢ -

Next, by Young’s inequality and (2.8),

2
+e€
]LQ

220 4.

71 < |lpntd n_l nal n_l nal n_1l?
(10 S ||n" "2 + "2 A Sl S g

Now, the term 12 can be bounded in a similar way as the terms Is and Ig to give
T2 S R2FD 4 kY 4 € )|60™ 172

while the terms I3, and I3 can be estimated by applying (5.21) and (5.34) to obtain

2 2
[Tua] + gl S 240 4 e 3|| o |len || +eo8me

The next two terms are straightforward to estimate:
2 2
Tua] + 15| S B2 4 [|om+d || l0n78 ||+ 1087122 S B2D 4 K+ € 667 s

~

Finally, the last term can be estimated by using (5.24) to give
Ly R e [ A [ A L e A Y RS R SR L S

Altogether, applying the above estimates for I}, for j =1,2,...,16, to (5.46), choosing € > 0 sufficiently
small, and rearranging the terms yield

1|2 1|12 1112 112
gnta )5”*5 HVB”*? - Hvenﬁ
A L2 L2 i\ L2 L2
(& k; r k
1 1|2 1 1|2 1112 1112
+ 110635 4+ A\, ||€7T2 €72 iy T A\ ||VEMTE £ Ve , < R gt 4 H€n+§ y i ‘ g3 N

Summing over m € {1,2,...,n — 1}, and noting the fact that u} = Ru(0), so that

)E% i +Hv0% L p2r) g,
L2 Lz~
we obtain
n—1i 2 n—= 2 = m (|2 m+1 m—1 2 m+1 m—2 2
)\e‘é ’ L2+>\T Ve L2+kzl(”50 [z +Ar ||€772 + €772 ]L2+)\8HV€ PV L2>

2

1 2
n Hvea
]LQ

n—1
L 2 m+1 2 m—1i
§h2(r+1)+k4+‘€2 ]L2+k 1<H£ " L2+H€ i

2 >
L2
5 h2(7‘+1) k4a

where in the last step we also used (5.34). This implies inequality (5.35).
Finally, we will show (5.36). Taking ¢ = AhO"Jr%, rearranging the terms, and applying Young’s
inequality, we obtain

2

2
s, = o

(€00 ) (0 AL — e (p7 0,67 )
e (g ) = ) Pt 1), 078 + 8 (e(e- (87 4 p5)), 2,07

1
2
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2 112 1|2 1|2 1 1|12
< CHen—&-% C‘ n+s C‘ n+s CH n+3 7HA 9n+§
- H! + ¢ L2 + " L2 + P L2 + 2 [|=" L2
2
< C(hQ(r+1) n k:4) I 1 HAhBM% :
2 L2

where in the last step we used (2.8), (5.24), and inequality (5.35) (which has been shown previously).
This, together with inequalities (5.34) and (2.18), yields (5.36). The proof is now complete. O

Proposition 5.8. Suppose that the triangulation 7}, is globally quasi-uniform. Then for h,k > 0 and n €

{1,2,...,|T/k]},

2 2r 4
iy < CO(h™ + k),

IV0" 12 + & Y || vemts
m=0

where C' depends on the coefficients of the equation, |2|, T, and K, but is independent of n, h, and k.

Proof. Successively taking x = A,0""2 and ¢ = \,A,0""2 in (5.38), then taking ¢ = A\ARE" 2 in
(5.37), and adding the resulting equations give

1 n 2 ni2 ntl 2 ntl 2
@(HVG e = 1ve HL?) + A || AR 3| A | VETE|

2

= (303 4 0w E = gt 1), A0 ) + 0, Vot

1
2 L2

1 1 n—1 n+ i 1
- KIU/)\T’ <pn+27Ah0n+2> +7 <uh B Hh : - u(tn—&-%) X H(tn+§)’Ah0n+2>
2 1 1 1 1
+ KAy <¢(UZ7UZ+1) B u(tn—i—%) u(tn+é)7Ah9n+2> - B\ <e(e ’ (0n+§ + Pn+§))7Ah9n+§>
0 (R AR — e (07 AnE"TE ) — . (7R AE"E)
+ he <w(u27 wp™) = Ju(t, )| u(tn+;>7Ah£"+5> = B (e(e- (0743 + p" ) Apgn )
=Ji+Jo+- -+ Ji1.

We will estimate each term on the last line. For the first term, by Young’s inequality and (5.19), we have
2

|| < R2HD 4k || A0t

L2’

The term Jo will be left as is. For the third term, by Young’s inequality

2 B2 ¢ HAhenJr% 2
Lz~ L2
The next two terms will be bounded by using (5.21) and (5.24) respectively, giving

2 2 2

2
[l S [l ts ], + e anerts

0n+% £n+%

2+6 ’

|J4’ S h2(7"+1) + ‘

|

1
‘ Ah0n+§
L2

2

L2 L

5] S R2HD 4kt 1072, + (|07, + € ||An07 2

L2’
The term Jg can be estimated using Young’s inequality, giving
2

on—&—% + pn—l—% 2 < h2(r+1) +e HAhan-i—%
2 ~Y

L
Next, by using (2.3) and (2.6) (noting (4.26)), the term J; can be written as

Jo = e (T ™3, A€ 8 ) = <A, (VI — v th, vemtd),

2
[ J6| < ‘ L Te HAWH%

L2

and similarly for the term Jy. Therefore, by Young’s inequality and (2.4),

o] + | Jo| S B+ €||VE" 2

2
L2
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Next, the terms Jg and Jj; can be estimated by using (2.6) and Young’s inequality as

2 2
Js| 4 [T | < 2+ Hva”*é e van+%

L2

Finally, the term Jip can be bounded by using (5.25) with ¢ = E”Jr%, giving

2
[ ol S 127 + k40" + (|67 [ + ¢ | VE2 .
Altogether, we obtain
1 2 2
op (196712 = 1vem2:) + o, a3 |+ . | ver2|
2 12 12 1|2
SAE k410" R + (|07 | + ‘ £ta Lte ‘A,ﬁ”*z Lte HV£”+2 L

We can now proceed as in (5.41). Choosing € > 0 sufficiently small, rearranging the terms, using (5.35),
and summing over m € {0,1,...,n — 1}, we obtain

n—1 n—1 n—1
2 112 1% 2
V6|2 + k> HAhon+z LAY vanh SO+ K + Ok Y VO™
m=0 m=0 m=0
The required estimate then follows from the discrete Gronwall inequality. 0

Proposition 5.9. Suppose that the triangulation 7j, is globally quasi-uniform. Then for h,k > 0 and n €

{1,2,...,|T/k]},

|vers ; <O + Y,

where C' depends on the coefficients of the equation, |2|, T, and K, but is independent of n, h, and k.

Proof. Firstly, we follow the same argument leading to (5.42), but we now take ¢ = Ay, (E”‘Fé + En_%>
Secondly, we follow the argument in (5.43), but with x = %A% (E"Jr% + En_%>. Adding the resulting

equations and applying (2.3) and (2.6) as necessary, we obtain

verts|© —||venz 22 L

H k H ‘L ); (£n+2 +£n_,)H ( W 2) ;

— /<g<5n",Ah (£n+% e )> < — 8:H", A, <€n+2 4 %)>
—rp <5u2 — O, A (£ a4 5““)> + (VI (Gu(t,) — Vo) VA, (€5 + € 1))
+ <e(e - (buy — Otu")),Ah (5”*% + 5”*%>>
+ % <VHh <5p"+% + 5un+% _ atu(tn+%)) VA, <£n+% + £n7%)>
+ % <vnh (5pn*% +oune — 8tu(tn_%)> VA, (£n+§ e 2)>
Ao, () vy (7 g h))

'Y

3 (v (@ ) < H )

0 _n—3 n—31 nal 1l
+5 <vnh <uh 2xH, ?—u(t, 1) x H(tn_;)> , VA (s 2+§ 2)>

=: M+ M+ ---+ M. (549)
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It remains to estimate each of the eleven terms involving inner products above. For i = 1,2,...,6, the
terms M; can be estimated in a similar way as the corresponding terms I; in (5.47)—(5.48), giving

6
2 2
S| S R k4 100" R + €| |An (674 4 73 | e[ van (e )|
i=1
Moreover, by Young’s inequality, stability of the projection operator, and (5.19), we have
2
(M| + [ Mg| + | M| S B2+ K+ e [V, (6745 +78) |
Finally, by (5.22) (and noting Proposition 5.8) we obtain
< p2r 4 ny2 n—1|[2 n—2|[2 n+i 2 n—2 2
(Mol + M| S B2+ K+ 1671 + (|6 | + 67 5 + e+ + |le2 |,
2
(et e D),
<okt e i e van (e e d) |
~ H! H! 4 L2
Substituting these into (5.49), choosing € > 0 sufficiently small, and summing over m € {0,1,...,n — 1}
(noting Proposition 5.8 and inequality (5.35)), we obtain the required estimate. O

The following theorem on the rate of convergence of the numerical scheme (5.2) is now an immediate

consequence of the previous propositions.

Theorem 5.10. Let (u, H) be the solution of (2.1) which satisfies (2.2), and let (u}, H}) € V), x V}, be
the solution of (5.2). Then for h,k >0 and n € {1,2,...,|T/k]},

2

H'E H(t < (R34 kY
h = )

m+%) Lo

n—1
gy — w(tn)llf2 + kY
m=0
n—1
kY IVuR — Vu(tn)|f. < (B + k).
m=0

Moreover, if the triangulation is globally quasi-uniform, then for h,k > 0 and n € {1,2,...,|T/k]|},

2

n+ r
1 2
IV — Vau(t,)|f2 + ‘ VH, - VH(t, 1) = C(h* + k"),
L
2 n—1 2
HuTé —ult, )| TR HE - H(t,, )|  <CE mh|+#?).
Loe m=0 Loe

The constant C' depends on the coefficients of the equation, |Z|, T, and Ky (as defined in (2.2)), but is
independent of n, h, and k.

Proof. Note that we have (4.24) and (4.25). The results then follow immediately by the estimates in
Proposition 5.7, Proposition 5.8, Proposition 5.9, inequalities (2.8), (2.9), and the triangle inequality. [

Remark 5.11. More careful estimates would allow us to obtain the stability of H} in ¢*°(H!) (as in
Proposition 4.5) and to remove the global quasi-uniformity assumption for d = 1 and 2 (analogous to
Proposition 4.11 and Theorem 4.12). Further details are omitted for brevity.
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6. APPROXIMATION OF THE REGULARISED LLBLOCH EQUATION

In this section, we assume p < 0. The aim here is to show that as A — 0", the solution of the
LLBar equation converges to that of the LLBloch equation at a certain rate, thus we can treat the LLBar
equation as a regularised LLBloch equation. We also outline some modifications needed in the schemes to
ensure energy dissipativity at the discrete level for this regularised LLBloch equation (with AcAH as the
regularisation term). Once these are done, we can then conclude that the numerical schemes proposed in
Sections 3, 4, and 5 are also suitable to approximate the solution of the LLBloch equation (by choosing
small A, and sufficiently small h and k).

First, we recall some known results about the LLBloch equation above T, (equation (1.4) with A =0
and p < 0). Given T > 0 and ug € H! N>, a global weak solution u € L°°(L>°) N L (H') N L?(H?)
exists [27, 28] for d = 1,2, 3. This weak solution satisfies

[l poo oy + 1wl oo ary + el 2m2) + 105wl 212y + [[H [l L2 2y < K-

Furthermore, if ug € H?, then a strong solution u € L (H?)N L?(H?) exists, possibly only locally in time
for d = 3 (cf. [28]). This strong solution satisfies

[eell poo a2y + lleell Lo rrsy + (196 ll poo 2y + 1 H | Lo ey < K2, (6.1)

where K, for r = 1,2, are positive constants depending on the coefficients of the equation, 7', and ||uo||g--

For the LLBar equation with A, = ¢ and initial data u§ € H!, a weak solution u® € L°°(H') N L?(H?3)
with a corresponding magnetic field H® € L?(H') exist [36]. As implied by Proposition 3.1, this weak
solution enjoys the estimate

[ oo gty + 1AW 22y + 1H | 22y + VEIVHT | [212) < K. (6.2)

where K3 depends on T and ||u§||z, but is independent of e. Furthermore, if u§ € H?, then we have a
strong solution u® € L>(H?) N L?(H*).

We now show the convergence of the weak solution of the LLBar equation to that of the LLBloch

equation as € — 0.

Theorem 6.1. Let u® be a strong solution of the LLBar equation with A\, = € and initial data ug € H2.
Let u be a strong solution of the LLBloch equation (A, = 0) with initial data uo € H2. Then

[[u® — uHLOO(Hl) + [Ju® — u||L2(H2) + [ H® - HHL2(L2) < Cve. (6.3)
Proof. We write v := u® —u and B := H° — H. Let vy := u§ — uo, so that v(0) = vg. Since u® and u
are strong solutions of the corresponding equations, we have
ov=\B—cAH® —~vyu* x B—~yv x H,

B = Av + rspv — k|ufPv — £((u® +u) - v)u — Pele - v). (6.4)

Successively taking the inner product of the first equation in (6.4) with B, then taking the inner product
of the second equation in (6.4) with —d;v, we obtain
(00, B) = A | BIa + = [VHE | — « (VH®, VH) — 5 (v x H. B)
1d 9 Kk d
_ (B - = _EZ
< 7atv> 2 dt HVUH]LZ 2 dt
where on the first equation we integrated by parts and used (VH®,VB) = ||[VH¢||?, — (VH®,VH).
Adding the above equations (noting p < 0) gives

1d 2 kpd 92 B 2 2 2
>dt [Voll{2 — DT vl + 3 le-vl|7e + A | Bllfz + ¢ [VH®[|{2

=e(VH®,VH) + v (v x H,B) — £ (|u°|*v,0v) — k {((u° + u) - v)u, Ov)
= J1+ Jo + J3+ Jy. (6.5)

|]v||i2 + /<;<\u€\2'v,8tv> + K <((uE +u) -v)u,@tv> + g lle - v||%2 ,
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We will estimate each term on the last line. In the following, the constant C' is independent of . Firstly,
by Young’s inequality,

€
Al < 7 IVHE|IE + 4 [VH|. (6.6)
Next, by Young’s inequality and Sobolev embedding,
A 2 2 2 A 2 2 2
ol < 2 IBlL2 + CllH g [ollis < 2 1 Bliz + C 1 Hllz ol - (6.7)

We now aim to estimate J3. To this end, substituting d,v by the first equation in (6.4) and integrating
by parts as necessary, we have
J3 = —K\, <\u5\2'v, B) + ke (V(|uf|*v), VH®) + kv ([uPv,u x B) =t J3 + J3p + J3c. (6.8)

For the terms J3, and J3, by Young’s inequality and the Sobolev embedding (noting (6.2)) we have

A
| Jal < &A |6 T6 [0l | Bligz < 2 1Bz + C ol -
8
For the terms J3;, and J3., similarly we obtain
€ 2 2 2 2 4 2
[ao] < 7 IVH|IL2 + de flullLo [Vulips [vlige + 4e ulls [VollLs

9
< S IVH?|[f2 + Ce | Awe|lga [lv]f + Cz (| Av]|E
€112 € Ar €112 2
3c| > L6 L6 Loe L2 > &5 L2 H2 Hl -
[Jac| < wv l[ulls lvllee [ullee 1 Bllp2 < - 1Bl + [[u®llge [lv]

Substituting these estimates into (6.8), we obtain
A 2 € 2 2 2 2
5] < 1Bl + 5 IVHE|: + Oz | AvfZe + O (1+ w22 o] (6.9)
where C is independent of €. The term J4 can be estimated in a similar manner as J3, resulting in
A 2 € 2 2 2 2 2 2
il < Bl + 5 IVHE IR + Cel|Av|Fa + € (1 + e + e + |1HIE: ) o). (6.10)

Altogether, substituting the estimates (6.6), (6.7), (6.9), and (6.10) into (6.5), taking care to absorb
relevant terms to the left-hand side, we obtain

d o 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
3 IVl + I BllL: < Ce[[VH][L: + Ce || AvllL. +C (1 + [l 2 + [l + HHHHl) 0] -

We now integrate both sides with respect to ¢t. Note that by (6.1) and (6.2), we have

t
[ (04 1)l + u)lE + [HE[E) ds < T+ K+ Ko,
0

Invoking the Gronwall inequality (noting (6.1) and (6.2) again), we obtain (6.3). This completes the proof
of the theorem. O

Now that we have shown the convergence of strong solution of the LLBar equation to that of the
LLBloch equation, the finite element schemes proposed in Section 4 and Section 5 (with small \.) would
also be applicable to approximate the LLBloch equation with a small modification to ensure energy
dissipativity (since now p < 0), namely:

(1) For the scheme (4.1), the term kpu (uj, ¢) is replaced by ru <u2+1, q§>.

(2) The scheme (5.2) can be kept as is.
In this case, for u < 0, one could check that Proposition 4.1, Proposition 4.2, and Proposition 5.1 still
hold with the same argument. We remark that the schemes remain unconditionally energy-stable even as

Ae = 07 as the constant C in (4.6) and (5.6) does not depend on A.. The rest of the results in Section 4
and 5 continue to hold almost verbatim, since the sign of p is not used in an essential way in the proofs.
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7. NUMERICAL SIMULATIONS

Numerical simulations for the scheme (4.1) are performed using the open-source package FENICS [1].
Since the exact solution of the equation is not known, we use extrapolation to verify the spatial order of
convergence experimentally. To this end, let uﬁln) be the finite element solution with spatial step size h

and time-step size k = |T'/n]. For s = 0 or 1, define the extrapolated order of convergence

maxy, IIethIHs]
)

rates := logy [
maxy, [|en||gs

where ey, (u) := ugln) - ug% and ep(H) := Hgln) - HELT;)Q We expect that for scheme (4.1), when k is
sufficiently small, rates ~ h""17%. In these simulations, we take the domain 2 = [0,1]> C R? and r = 1,

i.e. piecewise linear polynomials.

7.1. Simulation 1 (LLBar with p > 0). We take k = 2.5 x 1073. The coefficients in (1.4) are taken
to be A\ = 1.0, \, = 4.0,7 = 10.0,x = 2.0, = 1.0, and 8 = —0.1. The unit vector e = (0,0, 1)T. The
initial data wg is given by

uo(z,y) = (cos(2rz), sin(27y), 2 cos(2rx) sin(27y)).

Snapshots of the magnetic spin field u and the effective magnetic field H at selected times are shown in
Figure 1 and Figure 2, respectively. The presence of a Bloch wall can be seen in the simulation around
time ¢ = 0.075. Plots of ey, (u) and e, (H) against 1/h are shown in Figure 3a and Figure 3b.

L S L O T T T T e S A A A R Y
L S Y N N S L T T e e A A O |
\\l///i\\ltiiitiiiiﬂlllllllﬂ
NN i bl SRARRRER
P N V2 B A N T O A e R IR B A
AR SN L U S I N AN N (N AN A (N AN A N N Y N S Y N B
AR N T L U U S N N N O A N N NN Y AN S Y N B
2 2 U U U U N A A S N A A (O AR T Y NS T N NS N OO
(A)t=0 (B) t =0.05 (c) t=0.075
O T
A S S A A SR SR S N NN NN N NN i i
VAN N NN N e e e N
AR A A A A B
A A N B N B B
A B N N AP S O .
N A B AP A A
(D) t = 0.1 (E) ¢ = 0.125 (F) t = 0.5

FIGURE 1. Snapshots of the spin field u (projected onto R?) for simulation 1.
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FIGURE 2. Snapshots of the effective field H (projected onto R?) for simulation 1.
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7.2. Simulation 2 (Regularised LLBloch with y < 0 and small \.). We take k = 2.5 x 1073, The
coefficients in (1.4) are taken to be A, = 0.001,\, = 4.0,7 = 5.0,k = 3.0,u = —1.0, and S = 0.2. The
unit vector e = (0,1,0)". The initial data wug is given by

uo(z,y) = (— 2y cos(2mz), 42” sin(27y), 2 cos(2mz) sin(2my)).

Snapshots of the magnetic spin field w and the effective magnetic field H at selected times are shown
in Figure 4 and Figure 5. Plot of e (u) and e, (H) against 1/h are shown in Figure 6a and Figure 6b.
Qualitatively, the magnetisation vectors align and tend to 0 as ¢ — oo, as predicted by the theory (cf. [28]).
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FIGURE 4. Snapshots of the spin field u (projected onto R?) for simulation 2.

7.3. Simulation 3 (Energy dissipativity). We take k = 2.5 x 1073, The coefficients in (1.4) are taken
to be Ao = 0.001,\, = 4.0,7 = 5.0, x = 3.0, and 3 = 0.2. The unit vector e = (0,1,0)". The initial data
ug is given by

uo(z,y) = ( — 2y cos(27x), 422 sin(2my), 2 cos(27x) sin(2my)).
Recall that the energy of the system was defined in (1.5). Several plots of energy against time are shown
in Figures 7a, 7b, 7c, and 7d for positive or negative p and various values of A and k. In all cases, the
energy is seen to decrease monotonically at the discrete level.
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