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Abstract

We develop a decoupled, first-order, fully discrete, energy-stable scheme for the Cahn-Hilliard-Navier-
Stokes equations. This scheme calculates the Cahn-Hilliard and Navier-Stokes equations separately, thus
effectively decoupling the entire system. To further separate the velocity and pressure components in
the Navier-Stokes equations, we use the pressure-correction projection method. We demonstrate that the
scheme is primitively energy stable and prove the optimal L? error estimate of the fully discrete scheme
in the P. x P, x P, x P,_; finite element spaces, where the phase field, chemical potential, velocity and
pressure satisfy the first-order accuracy in time and the (r + 1,7 4+ 1,7 4+ 1,7) th-order accuracy in space,
respectively. Furthermore, numerical experiments are conducted to support these theoretical findings. No-
tably, compared to other numerical schemes, our algorithm is more time-efficient and numerically shown to

be unconditionally stable.

Keywords: Phase field models; Cahn-Hilliard-Navier-Stokes; convex-splitting; energy stability; optimal er-

ror estimates.

1 Introduction

The Cahn-Hilliard-Navier-Stokes (CHNS) model features a nonlinear interaction between the incompress-
ible Navier-Stokes (NS) equations [1] and the Cahn-Hilliard (CH) equations [2]. This model captures the
interfacial dynamics of two-phase, incompressible, and macroscopically immiscible Newtonian fluids that

exhibit matched densities [3, 4] as follows:

%+(u.v)¢—MAu:O, in Qx(0,7],

p+ NG — AF'(¢) =0, in Qx(0,T],
%_F(u.v)u—yAu—l—Vp—,qub:O, in Qx(0,T],
V-u=0, in Qx (0,7,

with the following boundary and initial conditions of (1.1):
9¢ _ Ou _
on  On

$(x,0) = ¢°, u(x,0)=u’, in Q.

0, u=0, on 990 x (0,7,

(1.1a)
(1.1b)
(1.10)
(1.1d)

(1.2a)
(1.2b)

Here Q C RY, (d = 2,3) is a bounded convex polygonal or polyhedral domain, and for ¢+ € (0,7], and
F(¢) = ﬁ (¢* — 1)2. In the model, ¢ represents the phase field variable, and ;. denotes the chemical
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potential, and the u and p are the velocity and pressure of the fluid, respectively. ¢ is the interfacial width
between the two phases field, and the parameters M, )\ and v represent the mobility constant, the mixing
coefficient and the fluid viscosity, respectively. It is well know that the energy of CHNS model is defined by

1 A
E(¢,u) = / (§|u|2 + §|V<z5|2 + AF(qS)) dzx. (1.3)
Q
The system (1.1)-(1.2) satisfies the following energy dissipation law at V¢ € (0,77,

OE(4(t), u(t))

_ 2 2
88— MV = ] P (1.4)

Over the past decade or so, one of the primary challenges for the CH equations have been the efficient
treatment of nonlinear terms to ensure that the resulting discretized system is solved efficiently while main-
taining energy stability. Some of the techniques for dealing with the nonlinear terms in the numerical format
of the CH equation include the convex splitting [5], stabilized semi-implicit methods [6], invariant energy
quadratization (IEQ) [7], and the scalar auxiliary variable (SAV) approach [8,9]. On the other hand, the
main challenges in solving the NS equations lie in the treatment of nonlinear terms and the coupling between
velocity and pressure under incompressible conditions. For the coupling between velocity and pressure, a
widely adopted strategy is the projection method [10], originally proposed by Chorin and Temam [11]. The
nonlinear terms in the NS equations can be handled either in an fully implicit, semi-implicit, or through SAV
full explicatization. Wang et al. [12] presented a novel second order in time mixed finite element scheme
for the Cahn-Hilliard—Navier-Stokes equations with matched densities, and they [13] proposed and analyze
a time second-order accurate numerical scheme for the Cahn-Hilliard-Magnetohydrodynamics equations.
As a result, based on the several challenges mentioned earlier, a large number of scholars have worked on
proposing energy-stable and efficient numerical schemes for CHNS [12, 14-23].

Recently, Xu et al. [20] proposed a first-order in time, linear, fully decoupled, and energy stable scheme
for the CHNS model. They introduced a velocity intermediate quantity in the discretization of the CH
equation, thus explicitly dealing with the coupling term between the velocity and phase functions. The
introduction of this intermediate variable makes error estimation involved, especially if one also wants to
obtain optimal L? error estimates for the spatial variables. Then, Wen et al. [24] proposed a novel fully
discrete stabilized finite element method using the lowest equal-order finite elements, and they analyzed the
optimal H'! error estimates for the phase field function, chemical potential and velocity. Cai et al. [25] first
presented optimal L? error estimates of the convex splitting finite element method for the CHNS system.
However, these schemes are a coupled system, whose numerical results in relatively long computation time.
Soon after, Yang et al. [26] proposed a step-by-step decoupling method that utilizes the SAV approach to split
the CHNS model into CH and NS components, enabling the solution of these two equations separately, and
also analyzed the optimal L? error estimates for the numerical solution, but their scheme did not achieve
original energy stabilization.

To the best of our knowledge, there is no literature on the optimal L? error estimates for the fully
decoupled, original energy stable numerical scheme of CHNS model. To achieve this purpose, we firstly
decouple the CH and NS equations by handling the convective term implicitly/explicitly in the CH equation,
thus resulting in a fully decoupled and original energy stable semi-discrete scheme. Secondly, we discretize
the spatial variables using the mixed finite element method to obtain a fully decoupled, fully discretized
scheme with original energy stable, which is analyzed to obtain the optimal L? error estimate. We notice
that Kay et al. [4] also constructed a fully decoupled numerical scheme with original energy stabilization,
they, however, did not provide the optimal L? error estimates. Additionally, Cai et al. [25] analytically



derived the optimal L? error estimates for the scheme with original energy stabilization, but the coupled
nature of their scheme made computation expensive. We emphasize that despite a mild time-step restriction
is imposed in our energy stability, our numerical experiment demonstrates that our fully decoupled scheme
is unconditionally energy stable.

This manuscript is organized as follows: The Section 2 introduces fundamental notations and lemmas. In
Section 3, we propose a fully decoupled, energy-stable scheme utilizing fully discrete mixed finite element
methods based on pressure-correction and convex splitting techniques for the CHNS model; we then prove
the energy stability of our scheme. In Section 4, we provide the corresponding error estimates and establish
optimal L? error estimates for the fully discrete scheme. Numerical experiments are conducted in Section 5
to validate the theoretical results of our scheme.

2 The mathematical prelimilaries

In the section, we introduce some mathematical notations. For any integer £k > 0 and 1 < p < oo, let
WkP(Q) be the Sobolev space, we denote H*(Q) = W*2(Q) and L?(Q2) = WP(Q2). The norm of L? denote
by || - || and the closure of C5°(2) in W*» space denotes by Wi and HE(Q) = WP, Let LP(Q) = [L*(Q)]4,
H{(Q) = [HE(Q)]4, WFP(Q) = [WFP(Q)]? the corresponding vector valued Sobolev spaces with the norms
|| - lz» and || - || z#. For v € HY(Q) and ¢, w € H'(Q), we define the trilinear form b(-, -, -) by

b(¢a v, ’LU) = (v¢ * v, ’U}) ) (21)

and for u, v, w € H'(Q), we define the trilinear form B(-,-,-) by

Blu, v, w) — % (u- V) v, w) — % (u- V)w,v). 2.2)

It is well-know result that

b(¢, v, w) <llgol[l[Vwl <llgllzallvl Ll Vel < [l¢]la ol [Vl 2.3)

/ wV¢ - vdx
Q

We next introduce the Ritz and Stokes projections. Let 7, denotes a quasi-uniform partition of 2 into
triangles K;, j = 1,---, M, in R? with mesh size h = max;<;<y{dimK;}. For a given positive integer
r > 2, we set the phase field-velocity-pressure finite element spaces

Si={on € CQ): mil, € P (K;) K, €Ta )

Sr=t =817t n L2(Q), (2.4)

X;, = {vn € HY(Q)" : valy, € P, ()" VK, € Ta

where P, (K;) is the space of polynomials of degree r on K;. For some constant C' > 0, it is well-known that
both the Taylor-Hood elements satisfy the discrete inf-sup condition [27]

V- S
lanlle < C sup Y VB) g e gt (2.5)
ozviexy Vvl

For the simplicity of notations and r > 2, we define

Xp =Sy x Spx X5 x ST, (2.6)
and denote g"*! = g (z,¢"*!), and

gnJrl _ gn
Spgttt=2 <2 2.7



Remark 2.1. In an abuse of notation, we use g"+! hereafter to denote the value of the exact solution g at t"+1.

We will frequently use the following discrete version of the Gronwall lemma [28]:

Lemma 2.1 (discrete Gronwall inequality [28]). For all 0 < n <m, let ay, by, ¢y, dn, 7, C > 0 such that

am+72bn§72dnan+726n+a (2.8)

suppose that 7d,, < 1, for all n > 0, and set o, = (1 — 7d,,)~'. Then

am, —l—Tan < exp <TZUndn> {ao + (bo + cO)T—l—Tch} ) (2.9
n=0

n=0 n=1

Throughout the manuscript we use C' or ¢, with or without subscript, to denote a positive constant
independent of discretization parameters that could have uncertain values in different places.

3 The numerical scheme

In the section, we construct first-order fully decoupled scheme, and prove that the numerical scheme
satisfies energy stabilization. For r > 2, we assume that the solutions to the CHNS model (1.1) in this
manuscript exist and satisfy the following regularity assumption:

¢ € L>®(0,T; H Q) , ¢ € L™ (0,T; H(Q)) N L (0,T; H(Q)) , ¢ € L* (0, T L*(R))

peL>®(0,T;H(Q), pe € L™ (0,T;HY(Q)), pe L= (0,T;H(Q)), pr € L* (0,T; H' (),  (3.1)
ue L™ (0,7;HQ)), u, € L (0,7;H(Q)) N L* (0, T; H (), uy € L (0, T;H1(Q)) .

3.1 Fully discrete scheme

In the subsection, we construct a decoupled, first-order and fully discrete finite elements method based
on Euler implicit-explict scheme for solving the CHNS system. For any test functions w € H*(Q2), ¢ € H' (),
v € H{(Q), ¢ € LE(9), the weak solutions (¢, u, u,p) of (1.1) satisfy the following variational forms:

A
(1:9) = A (V$, Vip) = 5 (¢° = d,0) =0 (3.3)
(O, v) + v (Y, V) + B (w,u,v) + (Vp,v) — b (6, v, 1) = 0 (3.4)
(V-u,q) =0. (3.5)

Let N be a positive integer and {¢t" = ”7}1]:[:0 denotes a uniform partition of the time interval [0, 7] with
a step size 7 = T/N. For n > 0, choosing the initial conditions (¢, 17, uf,p)) and (¢}, i, uy,py), and
updating (o7, ™ @)t up T pitt), we construct the following fully decoupled, energy stable scheme
for the CHNS system.

Stepl. Find (¢ ", up ™) € (S}, S7) such that

(6071 wn) + b (o up, wy) + M (Vg™ V) =0, (3.6)

4



A
(1t on) = ANVt Ven) — 5 ((¢"+1) — b ‘Ph) =0, (3.7
n¢h+ loa = 0, Onpuj oo = 0. (3.8)

Step2. Find 4}"' € X7 such that

~n+1l _ _.n
<Uh Uh7Vh> +B (uh5 uZJrl’ h) +v (VﬁZJrl’ Vvh) + (sz., Vh) —b (¢Z+1 thuZJrl) = O’ (39)

T

oo =0.  (3.10)

Step3. Find (p} ™, u} ™) € (S)‘};fl,XfL) such that

n+1 ~n+1

bV (g =) =0, (3.11)
(V-up™,gn) =0, uj ™ - nfpq =0, (3.12)
hold for all (wp, on,vh,qn) € Xf, and n = 0,1,2,--- | N — 1, where ¢} = R,¢°, u) = I,u’. For simplic-

ity of description, we perform the fully discretization to prove that our numerical scheme satisfies energy
stabilization. For the convenience of the following theoretical analysis, we set the parameters A\, M, v to 1.

3.2 Energy stability

For the above scheme, we can establish the theorem of energy stabilization as follows:

Theorem 3.1. Let ¢ € S; and uy € X and the initial values |¢9| < C1 and E(¢9,u?) < Cy, i.e., the initial
energy is bounded. For all time partitions T and mesh size h such that T < min{Ch/ (2| ¢}[|3.)}, the decoupled

scheme (3.6)-(3.12) is uniquely solvable and satisfies discrete energy law as follows:
Eptt — B < M|Vt - 2vr| Va2, (3.13)

where Et is defined by

n n A n n
Eptt = NVOR 2 + 55l = 117 + [l ™7 + 72 Vep P, (3.14)

and Cy and C are constant that does depend on the initial value of ¢ and u.

Proof. Letting w;, = 2Tu"+1 in (3.6), we can obtain

2 (gt — g ™) 427 (- Vot ) + 2M || VT2 = 0. (3.15)
Letting ¢, = —2 (¢} "' — ¢7) in (3.7), we can obtain

=2 (up " 0n T = 0R) F A IV = VORI + IVOR ™ — Vh|?)

2T (0GR =102 + (66212 + 2l 8,61 12+ 206,61 ) ) =

Letting v, = 27-u"Jrl in (3.9), we derive that
H~n+1||2 ||uh||2+H~n+1 uh||2+2u7’|\Vu"+1||2+27’ (Vph, n+1) _27,( +1v¢n+17~n+1) —0. (317)

Next, we rewrite (3.11) as
n“ + 7'Vp"Jrl "H + 7Vpy. (3.18)



Then we derive from (3.18) that
a2 = eyt P =27 (Ve et + 72 (Ve 12 = 11 VeRl?) = 0. (3.19)
Adding the (3.19) and (3.17), we can obtain

ey I = R 1 + oy = gl + 27 Vag 2 + 2 (Ve = 11VeR]1?)

=2 (up Ve Aty (3.20)
Combining the (3.15), (3.16) with (3.20), we get
AV H? =IVaRl® + Vet = Vérl*)
I (F ) 1+ T (8 R + 200 5 R 2 ) )
+ P = g 2+ ey =g+ o2 (Ve 12 = [VpR]1?)
= = 2M7||Vup? = 2v7 | Vg P 4 27 (up T Ven T aptt —up)
Recalling inverse inequalities and choosing 7 < Ch/ (2||¢}]|.), we have
27| (Vo =) | < 20l oV I — g
< Ol = o + GnllTa oy —uplZe + M| Va2 (3.22)
—HW)"“ Voul® + %Hsbhllmll i, = |+ M|V

where C and C; are constant that does not depend on 7 and h. Combining (3.22) with (3.21), and summing
up form n = 0 to m, we have

m

[m n n OQT ~n n
B - —TZ 2ATE 2 + [V )—Z( ||¢h||L4) - .29

n=0
In order to the energy to satisfy the law of decay when m = 0, the following conditions need to be satisfied

Ch

T< . (3.24)
161174

Since [|¢%]|Le < C||¢Y]| is bounded, the 7 of the above equation (3.24) can be taken to a valid value such
that

E} —E) <o. (3.25)

So we can obtain that ||¢} || is bounded. When m = 1, we have

Ch Ch }
7 < min , , (3.26)
{|¢2| 2a llonl7a

then we can dervie that ||¢? || < C. By analogy, we can obatin the following result

Ch Ch Ch }
F< mi Loan L (3.27)
0<"<m{|¢°| A 671174
Thus, we can always obtain a positive number C such that ||¢}|r4« < C is bounded, and derive the desired
result (3.13). O

Remark 3.1. The existence of the solution for scheme (3.6)-(3.12) can be proved using the standard argument
of the Leray-Schauder fixed point theorem (see [4, 15] for details of similar problems).



Then, we can derive the following lemma regarding the boundedness of the numerical solutions obtained
from the scheme (3.6)-(3.12).

Lemma 3.1. Let (¢, ppth, ot up ™t pitt) € A7 be the unique solution of (3.6)-(3.12). Suppose that
E(¢9,u) < Co, for any h,7 >0 and T < Ch/ (2||¢}]|34), the following boundedness hold that

ogingaﬁ}—l (||u"+1||2 + ||V¢n+1”2 o 2” ( n+1) 1H2 +72||Vp"+1|| ) < Co, (3.28)
T Z IV 12 + [ Vag1?) < Co, (3.29)
N_
> (IVeptt = Vel + ap ™ — up|?) < Co, (3.30)
2 N—-1 -
= Z[ [6-(op 1217 + llgpt orgptH1* + (1600 THIP | < Co, (3.31)
n=0

where Cj is a positive constant dependent on the initial value of ¢° and u®.

The proof of this lemma can be derived from the result of Theorem 3.1, the detailed steps of which we

omit.

Lemma 3.2. For all m > 0, there exists positive constant C such that

[k +TZ 2 < O, (3.32)
n=0
and -
ARGy P+ 7Y [ Appup ™2 < O (3.33)
n=0

Proof. Letting w;, = 2T¢"+1 in (3.6), we obtain
lon 1P = llenll® + llon ™ — ¢nll* = =27 (i - Vot op ™) — 27 (V™ Ver ™) . (3.34)

Using the Young inequality and Cauchy-Sachwarz inequality, we can obtain

| =27 (- Vet o) | < 27fuplla Vo051

n+1/2 2 n+12 n+1 (3.35)
< 7V T+ OrlIVug | (loh 71 + Ve FHI%)
and
| =27 (Ve Ve ™) [ < (Vi 12+ Ve 1% - (3.36)
Combining the above two inequalities with (3.34) and summing up for n from 0 to m, we obtain
loh 12 < llohll? + 7 Z IV 12+ 20V o 2 + ClIVag | (lop 1P + Ve H1%) - (3.37)
n=0
Using the lemma 2.1 and 3.1, we have
12 < ([|60]17 + c1 (1 + 47 + ¢2)) exp(c) < CT. (3.38)
Thererfore, we can derive
165 I < Nl ™ 117 + VoI < O (3.39)



Testing ¢, = Tuy "' in (3.7), we obtain

Tlmh“H?: (Veortt, Vup™™) + 7 ((op ™) = o, ™)

(3.40)
<7 (VORI + IV P+ 1P+ 1o = oR1?) -
Now using the (2.37) in [29], we have
1(en ™) = ol < 2 (lgr ™ 1 Ze + 0k 11%) < C (o5 Iz + llenll*) < C. (3.41)
Thus, combining the above inequalities with (3.40) and summing up for n from 0 to m, we obtain
> luptP < cr (3.42)

n=0

From (3.39) and (3.42), we obtain the result of (3.32). We nextly prove the second term of this lemma.
Letting w;, = 27Ahu"“ in (3.6), and ¢ = Apd, qS”“ in (3.7), and combining the results of two terms, we

obtain 1)12 2 1 2 12
1Ay 1 = 1ARGR I + 1AR (857 = oh) I + 27| Appay ™|

=27 (uj - Vot Apppth) + 27 (03 H)? — o, Andr ) (549
Using the Lemma 2.14 in [29], we can estimate the right-hand side of (3.43) as follows:
|27 () - V™ App ™) | < 27l |2V R T o | Anpy |
< CrlIVui || (1o M+ 1 Andp M) ARy ™ (3.44)
< OrIVup P (VR 12 + 1ARgy T 12) + 7| Anpy 2
and
27 ((6771)° = 0k, Andr ™) | < 27103717 = pllllAnd-67 | (3.45)

< er?||Apd o2 + C.

Combining the above two inequalities (3.44) and (3.45) with (3.43) and summing up for n from 0 to m, we
obtain

ARGy + 7 Z ARG P < (Al + 7 Z IVail? (IVe I + 1 Aneh ™ %) - (3.46)
n=0
Using the lemma 2.1 and 3.1, we obtain the result of this lemma. O

Remark 3.2. We note that the bound 7 < Ch/ (2||¢}]|3.) in Lemma 3.1 and 3.2 is attainable, since from
(4.26) and Lemma 3.2 we obtain ||¢} |2 < C|¢}||gr < C. More similar details about energy stabilization
under this discrete scheme can be found in reference [4].

4 Error analysis

In this section, we establish the error analysis for the scheme (3.6)-(3.12). Firstly, we denote Rj :
HY(Q) — S} as the classic Ritz projection [30],

(V (¢ — Rpy) ,Vepr) =0, Yo e H(Q), pn € 5. 4.1
Now, for s € [2,c0] and n = 1,2,--- , N, from the finite element approximation theory [31], it holds that
1 = Ratpll e + hllv — Ragpllwre < CA7 [ [ywrrsne, (4.2)




14 = Rppll -1 < CR™ ]| o, (4.3)
187 (" = Rudp™) || + hllor (0" — Rpdp™) | < CR7FH|6:00" | s, (4.4)
167 (" = Rp™) -1 < CR™FH|G" || s, (4.5)

where ¢, is defined in (2.7). Let I, : L*(Q) — S7 and I, : L*(Q) — X7 are defined the L? projection
operators [32,33] by

(v —Ipv,wy) =0, Ywy, € S}, (4.6)
(v —=Ipv,wy) =0, Yw, € Xj. “4.7)

It is known to all that the L? projection satisfies the following estimates,

v = Iyl + A ||V (v = Iw)|| < CR™v|| grer, (4.8)
v —1v|| +h|V (v =I,v)|] < CA"Y|v| grsr. (4.9)

For (v, qn) € X} x S5, the Stokes projection [34] P, or Py, : H)() x L2(Q) — X, x S~ ! are defined by

(v (u - Ph(uvp)) ) vvh) - (p - Ph(uap)v ' Vh) = Oa (410)
(V- (u—"Pp(u,p)),qn) = 0. (4.11)
To be the simplicity of notations, we denote P,p = P, (u,p) and Pu = Pj(u, p).

Lemma 4.1 ( [25,35]). Under the assumption of regularity (3.1), it holds that
[u=Ppul| + A (|V (u—=Puu) ||+ [lp = Pupll) < CL"* (Jlull grer + [l ar) (4.12)

and .
67 (U™ = Ppu™) || < CR™ (|60 e + [|6-p"]

@™ rrsa |1 |z + 167 s 1604 [ 1r2) -
where C'is the constant the only depends on .

(4.13)

The proof of this lemma is similar to Lemma 3.2 of [25]. Here we omit the detailed procedure and refer
the interested reader to [25].

Lemma 4.2 ( [36]). The Stokes projection Py, (u, p) is H! stable in the case such that

1Pn(w, )l < C([[ullgz + [lplla) - (4.14)

Next we introduce the discrete Laplacian operator [37] Ay, : 5‘,’;*1 — SO',’;*l such that

(—Apvn,&n) = (Von, V&), (4.15)
(V(=A, Yon, VER) = (vn,&n) - (4.16)

By defining the discrete Stokes operator A, = —I,A, [26], it holds

lonllaz = | Anonll, llonlla— = 1|45, 2onll, vn € X5, (4.17)
A} 2on]l = Vo], VA, o]l = lonll, va € X (4.18)

If vy, is a constant, we denote (—Ah)%vh =0 and (—Ah)*%vh =0.



Lemma 4.3 ( [25]). For v, € S;~', and the operators (—An)*? Sr=t — &1 and (—Ap) 2
5’2_1, we have the estimates

ol < Cll (A1) vnl| < cllvnlla s

—1/2
Jonllg-1 < Cll (—=Aw) "2 vnl| < cllonllg-1,

and
lon 2 < e Vonl|? + Ce | (=An) " v )2,

where ¢ is an arbitrary positive constant independent of h.

Finally, we note the well-known inverse inequalities [25]

lonllze < Ch=Y2|jon, Vo € S,
lonllz < CVRE/R)onllss Von € S5,

Lemma 4.4 ( [29,38]). Suppose g € H'(Q), and v € 5’,’;*1,

(g, 0)| < ClIVgllllvll -1,

and for all g € L3(R2), we have
lgllz-+ < Cligll-

where C'is positive constant independent of T and h.

: S};fl —

(4.19)
(4.20)

(4.21)

(4.22)
(4.23)

(4.24)

(4.25)

The proof of the lemma 4.4 is similar to Lemma 3.2 of [38], here we omit it. The following inequalities

hold [39]

6l < Cligllar, Yo € HY(SQ), r € [2,00],

[oll= < Cllgllz (I19]> + |Ad]1)? Vo € H2(Q),
o]l < CIVol?, (2 <7 <6), o] < Cllvl|2[|[Vo]|2, Yo € HL(Q),
o]z < Ol Av|,  [|v]lL= < Cllv]|%]|Av]|Z, Yo € H*(Q) NHE(9),

where A is the continuous Stokes operator [34].

And then, we denote

eerl _ ¢n+1 o ¢Z+1 _ ¢n+1 _ th)nJrl + th)nJrl o ZJrl _ (I);Z,Zl + ®n+1

¢h >
ez-l—l _ un-i—l _ MZJrl _ Mn-i—l _ Rhun-‘rl 4 Rhﬂn+l _ MZJrl _ (I)Z;zrl + GZ;{I’
and
egH =u"t! - ﬁZH =u"t! —Puu" Tt + Pputtt — ﬁZ“ = @ﬁ;{l + 63;1,
et =yt - uZ“ =u"" —Puu"t + Pputtt — uZ‘H = @ﬁ;l + 63;1,
eZJrl _ anrl _pZJrl _ anrl _ Phanrl + Phanrl _pZJrl _ (I)Z}Jlrl + @Z}jl

n+1 1 n+1
For (ey cepthe™,

(4.11), we subtract (3.2)-(3.5) from (3.6)-(3.12) to obtain the following error equations,

(5Teg+1, wh) + M (Ve V) 40 (" u™ wy) = b (o uf, wn) — (R wp) =0,
A
e

(ez+1a ‘Ph) A (vez-’_la V<Ph) - ((¢Z+1)3 - (¢n+1)3 - egv <Ph) = Oa
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(4.26)
(4.27)
(4.28)
(4.29)

entt e;‘“) and the definition of Ritz projection (4.1) and Stokes projection (4.10)-

(4.30)

(4.31)



n+1 _.n
(L‘ - e“,vh) + v (Vert', Vvy) + (Ver,vi) + (B (w0 vy,) — B (uf, 0", vy))
+ (b (O™ Vi, ™) =0 (6" v ™)) = (RET vi) =0, (4.32)
entl _ etlJrl

+V (eptt —el) =Ry =0, (4.33)
(V-er™ qn) =0, (4.34)

T

where the truncation errors Ry, Ry and R is denoted by
R =6, Rpg™t! — 00" RET = 6, Pput! — 9pu" T RET =V (Ppp™ T — Pup™) (4.35)

and the §, in time scheme is defined by (2.7). Given the above error equations, we aim to derive the optimal
L? error estimate for the CHNS system, which is outlined in the following main result.

Theorem 4.1. Suppose that the model (1.1)-(1.2) has a unique solution (¢, i1, u, p) satisfying the regularities
(3.1). Then ( aL gt p}f*l) € X} is unique solution in the fully discrete scheme (3.6)-(3.12). for a
positive constant 1y such that 0 < 7 < 7, the numerical solutions satisfy the error estimates as follows:

1
2

N-1
n+l _ n+l n+l _ , n+1)2 r+1
jmax o hn+02m M|>saww>, (4.36)
max [u"™ —ult < C(r + AT, (4.37)
0<n<N-1
N-1
7Y IV (@ —up Y [P < O 4 R20TY), (4.38)
n=0
N-1
Ty =P < O (7 ) (4.39)
n=0
where C'is a positive constant independent of T and h.
To prove the theorem, we need the following lemmas.
Lemma 4.5. Under the assumption of regularity (3.1), forany 7 > 0andn =0,1,2,--- , N — 1, the truncation
errors satisfy
IR+ RS + I R5 ™ + 1Ry < O (4.40)
The detailed proof of this Lemma can refer to [29, 38].
Lemma 4.6. For any h,T > 0, we have
IV ((¢™)° = (&™) I < CVeg ™. (4.41)

where C is independent of rand h, n =0,1,2,--- N — 1.

Proof. According to [4,29], we have
IV (") = (@ ™)) | < 31 T2 Ve Tl + 3]V (67! + ¢ ) e ™|
< 3l T T Vep ™ + 31V Lol 6™ T + i I nollef ™|

LG
(4.42)
<3 (165 3=+ CITE s[04+ 65+ ) Ve
< CHVegHH,
Then, using the Lemma 3.1 and the regularity (3.1), we get the result. O
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Lemma 4.7. Under the assumption of regularity (3.1), for all m > 0, there exists a positive constant that does
not depend on 7 and h such that

m
1O% 1 +7 Y Ve I3
n=0

<C <T2 + R4 (16" 5 + [ Vap|? + Vg2 Ve

(4.43)
w1 |9321|I2> -
n=0

Proof To obtain estimates for ¢!

5t and e, testing wy, = 27 (@Z;{l, 6;};1) and ¢, = 27 (@Z;{l, 576%1)
in (4.30) and (4.31), we get
|

05 s — 1€5ul130 + 103" — €5l +7 (103 13 + e I3
= 7l @l + 27 (R O+ 031 ) — 2 (Wi Wt~ up - Ve e+ o)
n+1\3 n n+1\3 n n+1 n+1
27 (6" = 6" = (0 *)" - 1) O - .01 (440
=27 (g0t ot + 0 ) + 2r (@, 6,04

ph
5
= 7| @5 7+ Y T
n=1

We now estimate the right-hand side terms of (4.44).

1| = |or (i o + ) \ < 2 (N0 I3 + 10l ) + CrIRTE (445)
and
72| = i —2r (Ve -l Ve et + ey ’
= or| (= upth) - Vet ot o) + (wh - v (0m — gt et + o)
(™ —up) - Vot ept e ‘
= 27| (et vt et +ent) + (up - vert et + o3 (4.46)
(ot = up) - voreeptep)|
< 2 (105 3 + 103 137 ) + Cl6™ s (1035112 + ™))
+ Or|vug 2 (IVe5 12 + IVORI2) + O (el o 2,20 V6™ I2) -
We can recast (4.30) by the following
505 = Apeptt — 6,00 — (T Ve T —uap - Vet + RYFL (4.47)

Using the (4.26), (4.28), Lemma 4.1 and 4.2, we can obtain

16-03 -1 < CIIVe™ ) + 1B s
+Cr (167 s + 19+ Vg 85+ ) (N5 + 1O+ 185 s + 1005

12



According to the Lemma 4.6 and the inequality (3.41), we estimate the right-hand side of (4.44) as follows

‘Tg‘ —9r ((¢n+1)3 — g — (( nt1y3 — o7, @Z;{l _ 57(9;;{1) ‘
S Cr ((¢n+1)3 _ (¢Z+1)3,62}-:—1 _ 57-@;2_1) + (d)n o Q/)Z,@Z;-:-l _ 57-@;2_1)
< r (@™ = (GO + IV (91 = (65 116-05 -1 ) 4.49)

+C7 (16" = SRIIOR I+ 119 (6" = 6) 110:€57 15+ )
< 7 (105 12 + Ve 12 + [ REE) + O (16 e + | Vg

+IVup|Pllent13n) (IIG"“H2 + L + e8| 3 + ||‘1>”“HH1) +CRPUHh,
Using the (4.3) and (4.48), we can obtain error estimates of 7, and 75 as follows:

41 = | — +7
7| = | =2 (6,00 0t + 03 |

< 2r (105 s + 1037 1 ) 16- @57 -+ (4.50)

< 2r (057 13 + 107 3 ) + Ch2 ),
and

75| =J2r (@00, 6,005) | < 27|t i 16,05 -+

< CIVeEH 2 + CrIRFH + Cr (197 3 + [ Vup|? (4.51)
IR ) (1901 + 1051 + 125 3 + 1035 3 ) + CR2C+D.

Combining the inequalities 71, - - - , T5 with (4.44), and summing from n = 0 to m, we can obtain

m m
T
15 32 S e i < 103l +C7 3 IREH P + Crhr )
n=0 n=0
m

+07 > (16" e + IVl + IV ag 67 3) (12512
n=0

(4.52)
HIO P + 105 13 + IIG"HHHl) :
Using the (4.2), and Lemma 4.1, 3.1, 4.5, and 2.1, we can obtain the result of this Lemma. O

Lemma 4.8. Under the assumption of regularity (3.1), for all m > 0, there exists a positive constant that does
not depend on T and h such that

O ? + 72 VO + 7 Y [Veut| < ¢ ( GRS |ez+1||%p>

n=0 n=0
+ 0T (10" g + M e + I I VO 17 + Va2
n=0

Vg [P lug?) llog: 17

Proof Recasting the projection step (4.33), we can obtain

O + 7V = O + Ve, + (R - ro v, (4.54)
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Taking the inner product of (4.54) with itself on both sides, we can derive
0% II* + T2 VO I* = 105 17 + T VOpLII* + 72| R5 ™+ — 76, Vo ?
+2r (0341, VOy) + 27 (04, Ry — ro,vap)

+2r2 (VO Ryt — 6, Vapit).

(4.55)

Testing vy, = 27’@321 in (4.32), and combining the (4.55) and then using the Stokes projection (4.10), we

obtain
10512 — 1012 + 108" — Ol + 72 (5112 = |0 12) + 2| VO
=27 (5, 001", O5") + 27 (VO Ry — 76, ventt) 420 (05, v (g — a7y ) )
+2r (Ot By = ra, Vo) + 7 Ry - ra Vo2 + 27 (R O3
+2r (VM — Vet ) — 27 (. vutt —up - Vgt o)

Now, we need to estimate each term on the right-hand sides of (4.56).

27 (-0, O | < S IVOR P + Crllo @,

ph

202 (VO Ry — 7o,V ) 4 2r (O3 Ry — ro,vapt) ’
n n n T n

< CT|VOpR P + Or|[ Ry — 78, Ve P + S VO

< O VO + S IVOR I + O (IRE 2 + 72 Va o)

n+1 n+1 n
2r (03, v (o~ ph))‘_ L

22 (50, V- 037) | < ol a2 + FIvent

< T REHP + Ot Ve,

2Ry = 70, Ve

.
2r (R, O4) | < Crim P + IV

=27

217 (un+lv¢n+1 _ MZ+1V¢Z+17 63;1)

(epvart + vy eg) |

<27

(eavertt out +7v (O — 0, ) — 7 (R — 7o, vert)) ‘

+ 27 (ILLZ+1V€Z+1, @gtl)

< 20l allVe™ e (103 1+ (IVOR I + 1O) + rllR5 ! — o, Vo))

+ 27 I La Ve T I O% | s
T 412 T
< g”vegh | +Z|

+ 76" (VO 12 + V012 + [R5 = ro, vyt )

ey 1z

7 (g B + 10 3) (IVOREIR + 19 @312 + v et I)

and

n+1 n+1 n ~n+1 n+1
}—27’(u -Vu'tt —up - vaptt et

=27 (u"™ VU —u" Va4 el Vul fup - Vert +up -V (ut —umt) ent) |.

a
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(4.56)

(4.57)

(4.58)

(4.59)

(4.60)

(4.61)

(4.62)

(4.63)



According to the Taylor expansion and the inequatilies (4.26)-(4.29), we obtain

n+1 n+1 n n n+1
27'(u -Vu —u -Vu,@ﬁh)

((un+1 _ un) Va4 ut v (un+1 _ un) ’9?1;1) (4.64)

=27

T n n n
< SIVORTE + CrPllwillEe o, 7,010y (AR H1” + | Anu™ %)

and
27 (el - Vu" +uj - Vept' ont)
< 27| VO Il (legllzallVa™(lzs + Vg s fleg ™ 2+) (4.65)
< gHVGEZlII2 + 07 (Va2 + [IVu]?) (125al° + 195117 + 125 12 + 195 11) -
and

27 (uj -V (u" — u"+1) ,@g;l) < 27)jujt|| ]|V (u® — "+1) VO

; (4.66)
< g IVOE P + Crllag | (IVuH* + [[Vu”|?)

Combining the above inequalities (4.57)-(4.66) with (4.56), and summing up for n from 0 to m, we obtain

m
10512 + 72105 1P+ ) Ve |?

m

<1027 + 7210017 + C7 > (16Dt 17 + (1RSI + [ R H1%)
n=0

+- Zne”*lnH +CTSZ (VORI + V-t I12 + lo- 25 12)

+ O (™ I + 116" 32) (IIV@"“H2 +[ 57 + ||V63751||2) (4.67)
n=0

T CTZ (”vunH2 + ||VUZ||2) (H(I) hH2 + ||® h||2 + H(I)n-i-1H2 + ”@n-HH )
n=0

+ 07 Y g (Va2 + ([ Vat|?)
n=0

+C7 Y 6™ e (19O 12 + IVOI2 + l[uell e o rieas ey (14w + | Apu™|2) )
n=0

According to the Lemma 4.1 and 4.2, we can derive

T
32 16, @7H 2, < 072/0 (lueliZ + lpellZpe) dt, (4.68)
and
m T
TZ 6,2 < Ch”/o (el 3 + [lpell 3 ) dt. (4.69)
n=0

Finally, using the Lemma 4.1, 3.1, 3.2, 4.5, the inequalities (4.2)-(4.5) and the discrete Gronwall’s lemma
2.1, we can ontain the proof of this lemma. O

Therefore, we can obtain the following theorem based on the above lemmas.
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Theorem 4.2. Under the assumption of regularity (3.1), for all m > 0, there exists a positive constant that does
not depend on 7 and h such that

m
e i+ lew ™ 12+ 72 Ve TP+ Y (et liEn + IVegtt?) < O (72 + 1*7). (4.70)

n=0
Next, in order to prove the optimal L? error estimates for the numerical solutions of the fully discrete
scheme (3.6)-(3.12), we need to prove the following lemma.

Lemma 4.9. Under the assumption of regularity (3.1), for all m > 0, there exists a positive constant that does
not depend on 7 and h such that

lep 02+ 3 et < € (72 4+ a2 @7
n=0
and
et <€ (4 120 0) @7

Proof. Testing wy, = 27A, ' O0, ), = 6; A0 and v, = 2703} in the equations (4.30)-(4.32), and
using (4.15)-(4.16) and (4.55), we have

10312 = o2 + e — el + 7 (Il 1 + e 11?)

= w2+ 2r (ot 05 ) + 2r (RIFL A e

nh ¢h
27 (g = (97 4)° — ep, 6,0, 0 “.73)
3
= [ ®n 1+ Th,
i=1
and
10512 — 1012 + 108" = ©mll2 + 72 (VO |12 = VO 12) + 2| vou:|?
=27 (.00, 00t + 27 (Ry+ 03) + 20 (Ve R+ — o, Vet
+2r (Ot v (@pt — @, ) ) + 27 (O, Ry — 76, Vent) 4 2 Ry — 7o, Vet
4.74
2 (W Vet g Vet A et @74
+27 (Ve — Vet O t) — 27 (u T Vutt — g vaptt entt)
12
=Y Tb;.
i=4
We now need to estimate the right-hand side terms T'by, - - - , Tbyo of (4.73).
Thy +Thy| = |27 (@357, 6,0011) + 27 (R, A7 o) ‘
. . (4.75)
< or (10312 + 503 P + IR + S0 )
According to the inequalities (4.47), (4.3) and the fact that || - || g-2 < || - || -1, we obtain
16-05 -2 < [Ane -2 + 16 ®5 -1 + ™ VO™ —uf - Vo™ g
< rllep -+ S IBTTH 4 O (el 0,70 ) V6" ) (4.76)

+ Cr[ Ve (s + 10511 + Crlvag ) (g i+ o)
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Using the Lemma 4.6, the inequalities (3.41) and (4.49), the term T'bg is estimated by

‘Tb3 = |27

(( Z+1)3 _ (¢n+1)3 _ 6276TA]:1®Z}J{1)

<27 + 27

(a7 = @1 a a0 |+ 2] (0.8 e |
< C(Ileﬁ"“) (8" + lle3ll) 116-05, " -2
n CT n n
et 1P+ IR + Ol o ey 1V 0" 1P

+Cr (V™7 + [V up > + 10317 + [193,)1%) (10517 + @512
HIOR + |25 2) + Ch2r .

Using a similar proof to that of the Lemma 4.8, it can easily be proved that

9
Z Tb;
1=4

< Cr ( Hven-‘rIHQ + ”5 (I)n+1H2 + |Rn+1||2>

4 Cr ( 2||v®n+1”2 4 ||Rn+1H2 + T3||5 V(I)nJrl” )
+ 7% (1805 3 + 16, Ve 2)
We next estimate the three terms T'b1, 711 and Tbq5 as follows

2r (Wit Vet g Vet A )

<27 (e VO Vel (u ! - up) - Ve A e )

< TTje 12+ 07 (16 i + VRN + o s 167 130 )

and
‘Tbll = |27 (un+lv¢n+1 +1v¢n+1 @nJrl)
—9r (en+1v¢n+l + et ®n+1)
< 27l laall g™ o I VORE ) + 27l allel e VO |
< ZIVOmF2 + e 2 4+ Cr® (il + 6™ %) (I 12 + o)
and

‘Tblz

_ n+1 n+1 n ~n+1 n+1
—‘—27’(11 -Vu"T —uy - Va, ,@ﬁh)

=27 (eftt - va"t! +up - Vel +up! Vet 4 (u"+1 —ujp) -Vu""’l,@gzl)
T n n n n

< IVOE P + Cr (Iva™ 2 + [Va 1?) (1o II* + 12y, %)
+CTHVuhH2(Il®"HH2+H‘I’"HII )

Combining the above inequalities Ty, - - - , Tbh12 and summing up from n = 0 to m, we have

||®m+1|\2+72 <—||®"+1||2 L ”+1|2>

< 1851 +TZ 95412 + 0 3 (193 + LR + 72l g 967

n=0
+ 07> (V8™ 17 + IVai I + 1€Gul” + 125]1%) (1001 + 201
n=0

OB + 1@ 2) + Ch2 ),
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(4.80)

(4.81)

(4.82)



and
oI + 2o +TZ Iveu?

m

< 168 + 72 IVOL I+ Cr 3 (18- 12 + [0 + 15 2 + |~ 1?)
n=0
073 (g W+ 1 ) (1R + 0P @89
n=0
#0503 (I3 ol 1967 )
£ Or Y ((IFu 2+ [0 2) (O3 2 + 1825 12) + [T P (101 + 2Lt 2)
n=0

According to the triangle inequality, the inequality (4.3), the Lemma 4.1, 3.1 and 3.2, this completes the
proof of Lemma 4.9. O

Lemma 4.10. Under the assumption of regularity (3.1), for all m > 0, there exists a positive constant that does
not depend on 7 and h such that

> llentt —enlfs < Cr (72 + 7). (4.84)

Proof. Adding the (4.32)-(4.33), we obtain
(6Teﬁ+1,vh) + (Veg‘H, Vvh) — (eZH,V - Vh) — (R;’H,vh) — (Rg+l,vh)
+ (u”Jr1 SVurtt - Vﬁﬁ“,vh) — (u”“ng)”H — ILLZ-Hgf)Z-H,Vh) =0.
Testing v, = Tzé1*1(<3"Jrl — epr) and using the (4.17)-(4.18), (4.34), (4.54), we have
lenth — enlf2, ) = 7 (Apelt AT (ent — en)) 4 7 (Ve — gt A (entt — emy)
— 7wt vt —ap - vaptt A (et — ) (4.86)
+7 (R;’H, At (entt — ew)+7 (Rg“, Ayt (entt — en)) -
+1

(4.85)

According to (4.6) and (3.11), we can obtain u; "~ = IhﬁZ“. Using the (4.15) and the above results, we

have
(Ahe"'H A,:l (eﬁJrl — eﬁ)) = — (e"+1, —TAhA,:l (eﬁJrl — eﬁ))

= —7 (eﬁJrl, eﬁJrl — eﬁ) (4.87)
T
=3 (lewtI* = ledll® + lle™™ — exll?) -
By substituting (4.87) into (4.86), we obtain
-
lentt —enllz— + 5 5 (e 1 = llewll® + llen™ — exll®)

=7 (u"TVe T — T er A (en ! — en))

(4.88)
-7 (u"Jrl SVutt - VﬁﬁH,A;l(eﬁH - eﬁ))
+7(RyTL A (ent —en)) + 7 (R A (ent —e)
We then estimate the right-hand side terms of (4.88) as follows
T (/L”HVQZ)"H o MZ+1V¢Z+1,A;1(63+1 _ 63)) ‘
= ( PV T IVen A en ! - eg)) ’ (4.89)
1 n n s n n n
< <ttt = el +Cr2 (1 e 1 + i e ™ 1% )
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and

’ -7 (u”Jr1 SVurtt g vaptt A et — ew))

(el - va" +up - Vel 4uap - Vet (wrtt —u) - vurt A (et — ) ‘ (4.90)

< cllet™ —eallf-r + Or (lealPIVa™ 2 + [ Vup e 1) + Cr luell Lo o 2 o V0" 1%,

| =

and

u

PR A G = ) 7 (R A e - )|
) (4.91)
< glleﬁ+1 —epllf + O (IR + IR ) -

Combining (4.89)-(4.91) with (4.88) and summing over n, (0 < n < m), we have

1 — T
5Dl = ehllds + Sl
n=0

T S T n n n n 3
< gleal®+cr?y (H¢ U e I+ eh ™ I e ™ I + IR + |\R3“||2) (4.92)

n=0
m

+C7 Y (ledlPIVa™ P + [IVag Pleit)1%) + 07 Y luellfw o roaw ) IVu" .

n=0 n=0

The proof of this lemma is completed. O

Next, we prove the optimal L? error estimate for the pressure. Using the inf-sup condition (2.5) and the
equation (4.85), we obtain

entl V. vy,
Clleg™ Il < (7Y v) p||Vvh|| )
< [(6Teﬁ+1,vh) + (Veﬁ“, Vvh) — (Rg“,vh) — (R?H,vh)
n (un+1 Vut VﬁZH,Vh) _ (Mn+1v¢"+l _ MZH ZH,Vh)]/HVVhH (4.93)

1
< g™ = ellla-r + IVeg T+ IR + 1R5

IV (el + lluell o o,rmm @) + lep ™ L VO™ + iy ™ L Ve ™.

Squaring both ends of the (4.93) and multiplying the result by 7, summing over n (0 < n < m), and using
the Lemma 3.1, 3.2, 4.5, 4.10 and the Theorem 4.2, we can obtain the result of this lemma as follows

Y leptF < C (7 4+ h?). (4.94)

n=0

Up to this point, by utilizing the above lemmas and theorems, we have successfully arrived at the result of
Theorem 4.1.

5 Numerical experiments

In this section, we conduct three numerical experiments for the following purposes: 1) to validate the
convergence rates as stated in Theorem 4.1; 2) to simulate the coarsening dynamics using a random initial
phase function; and 3) to demonstrate numerically the unconditional stability of our scheme, which is only
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conditionally stable in theory. In all tests, we employ the finite element spaces S7 x S7 x X7 x S} for the
phase field function, chemical potential, velocity, and pressure, respectively; in other words, we use the P,
function space for both ¢! and )", and the Py x P; space for (u} ™", pith).

5.1 Convergence tests

The first test is performed on Q = [0,1] x [0,1] and time 7" = 0.01, and the physical parameters are
selected as M = 0.1, A = 0.04, ¢ = 0.04 and v = 0.1. The time-step 7 is set up as 7 = 0.1h3 to balance the
convergence rates between time and space. The manufactured solutions are chosen from [40] and takes the

form
o(t,z,y) = 2 + sin(t) cos(mzx) cos(my),

u(t,z,y) = [rsin(rz)? sin(27y) sin(t), — sin(my)? sin(27z) sin(t)]T ; (5.1)
p(t, x,y) = cos(mz) sin(my) sin(¢),
and the exact chemical potential (¢, x,y) is obtained by its definition, i.e.,
p(t,z,y) === Mo(t,z,y) + AF' (6(t, 2, y))
A
= /\A(b(tv z, y) + 6_2 ((b(tv z, y)3 - ¢(ta T, y))

= 2\? cos(mx) cos(my) sin(t) (5.2)

A [cos(w:c) cos(my) sin(t) — (cos(mz) cos(my) sin(t) + 2)3 + 2} )

€2

For simplicity of notations, we adopt the following notations:

H . HEDC(L2) = Ogglga’]i](_l || . HLQ’ | . |éoo = ngy,ngaj)\/g—l

N—-1
Y e (5.3)
n=0

Therefore, according to Theorem 4.1, the following theoretically optimal orders should be observed:

6 = Pnlly(z2) = O(R?), 1t = pnllgz 2y = O(R?),
[ = wplgoe 12y = O(R?), D = phllez(z2) = O(h?), (5.4)
IV (= )2 ) ~ O(2).
Table 1 and Table 2 present the errors and convergence rates, where L? errors and convergence orders, and
H*! errors and convergence orders for velocity of CHNS are presented by spatial ones after setting 7 = O(h?).

From those tables, we can conclude that the numerical results are consistent with the above a prior rates,
and hence the scheme proposed here can indeed obtain the optimal convergence rates.

Table 1. L? errors and convergence orders.

., | N6 = nllg 2 1=t ll 212y [P = prllezr2)

| error | rate | error | rate | error | rate
1/4 | 8.5456e—05 - 6.5126e—06 - 8.4150e—03 -
1/8 1.0599e—-05 | 3.0112 | 8.3148e—07 | 2.9695 | 1.7367e—03 | 3.2502
1/16 | 1.2872e—06 | 3.0417 | 1.0217e—07 | 3.0247 | 1.7543e—04 | 3.1413
1/32 | 1.5815e—07 | 3.0249 | 1.2640e—08 | 3.0149 | 2.1352e—05 | 3.0409
1/64 | 1.9585e—08 | 3.0135 | 1.5707e—08 | 3.0085 | 2.6588e—06 | 3.0074
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Table 2. L?- and H'-norm errors and convergence orders for veloc-
ity and time convergence orders for CHNS (presented by
spatial orders).

N | lw = wnllpoe g2 IV(w —un)l 22
| error | rate | error | rate
1/4 3.4875e—04 - 2.1176e—05 -
1/8 7.0458e—05 | 2.3079 3.9048e—06 2.4395
1/16 8.6735e—06 | 3.0217 4.9643e—07 2.9754
1/32 1.0212e—06 | 3.0861 5.8912e—-08 3.0747
1/64 1.2489e—-07 | 3.0315 7.2101e—09 3.0305

5.2 Coarsening dynamics

In this example, we employ the Cahn-Hilliard—-Navier-Stokes equations (1.1) to simulate the coarsening
dynamics, with a random phase function. We set the domain as €2 = [0, 1] x [0, 1], and choose the parameters
as M = 0.01, A = 0.02, ¢ = 0.01, and v = 1, along with a random initial condition for the phase function
within the range [—0.1,0.1]. The spatial discretization is set at h = 1/64, and the time step is 7 = 0.001. We
conduct this test up to 7" = 10 and record the phase function snapshots at t = 0,0.01,0.05,0.1,0.5, 1, 3, 5, 10s,
which are displayed in Figure 1.

0 0 o
0O 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 1 0 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 1 0

AS[OACICNA

01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 1

Figure 1. Snapshots of phase function at difference times from left to right row by row with ¢t =
0,0.01,0.05,0.1,0.5,1, 3,5, 10s, respectively.

5.3 Shape Relaxation with Rotational Boundary Condition

In this section, we present an example of shape relaxation within the domain Q = (0,1) x (0,1), where

the boundary condition is set to u = (y — 0.5, —z + 0.5) on 9€2. We evaluate the performance of the scheme

21



described by (3.6)-(3.12) using critical phase field initial conditions. Specifically, we define ¢° = 1 within a
polygonal subdomain featuring reentrant corners and ¢ = —1 in the rest of (2. The initial velocity is given by

= (y—0.5,—x+0.5). This problem has been numerically studied in [4]. For our simulations, we adopt the
following parameters: M = 0.001, A = 0.1,e = 0.01, v = 1, and 7" = 0.5. We solve the problem using scheme
(3.6)-(3.12) with a P element for ¢} "' and x}"', and a P, x Py element for u}"' and p;'*'. We run the
simulation up to 7" = 0.5 and record the phase function snapshots at ¢ = 0,0.01,0.05,0.08,0.1,0.2,0.3,0.5,
which are depicted in Figure 2. Our scheme is unconditionally energy stable in this example, as shown in
Figure 3.

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

Figure 2. Snapshots of phase function at difference times from left to right row by row with ¢ =
0,0.01,0.05,0.08,0.1,0.2,0.3, 0.5, respectively.

5.4 Comparison of time efficiency

In the subsection, we compare it with the following scheme [25] in the computation of the total time,

(0rop ™ wn) + (Vup ™, V) + b (81, uf ™ wy,)
(Vortt,Veon) — (™ on) + (637112 — o3, on)
(Grup ™ va) + (Vaptt, Vve) + B (ap, wi ™ vi) — (0™ Ve ve) = b (60, vi, )
)

(V UZ+1, dh

I
o o o o

(5.5)

By using the above scheme and our proposed scheme to the convergence tests of subsection 5.1, we obtain
the time results in Table 3. The data in Table 3 shows that our algorithm takes 8.22 hour and the algorithm
in [25] takes 23.18 hour, which is about 3 times faster in time than the scheme of [25]. Thus our scheme is
more time efficient.
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Table 3. Comparison of time consumed in different schemes.

Scheme CPU Time (hour)
Cai et al. [25] 23.18
Our scheme 8.22

5.5 Lid driven cavity boundary condition

In the experiment, we take Q = [0,1]%, ¢ = 0.02, M = 0.025, v = 0.1, A = 0.001, boundary condition
on the top is ¢ = [1,0], initial condition for velocity is uy = [1,0], 7 = 0.001,h = 1/64. We solve the
problem using scheme (3.6)-(3.12) with the P> x P> x Py x P; for ¢7*!, pt!, up*! and p)'™', snapshots
time ¢ = 0,5, 10, 20, 30, 50. The evolution of the concentration for this problem is shown through Figure 4
(see [41] for a similar problem).

Modified ener
24 T T 9y T

22 B

21 b

19 B

18 b

16 *

15 Il Il Il Il Il Il Il Il Il
0 0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2 0.25 0.3 0.35 0.4 0.45 0.5

Figure 3. Energy decay of our scheme in this example.

5.6 Verification of energy stability

In this final test, we aim to verify the energy stability of the new scheme. We use the same settings
as those in the coarsening dynamics test (see subsection 5.2), but with varying time steps 7. As shown in
Figure 5, our scheme demonstrates unconditional stability with respect to energy dissipation.
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Time

Figure 5. Evolution of the energy with different time-step 7.

6 Conclusions

In this work, we propose a decoupling method for the Cahn-Hilliard—Navier—Stokes (CHNS) model, a
highly coupled nonlinear system. The method, based on a convex-splitting approach, is first-order, fully
discrete, and energy stable, making it efficient and easy to implement. Moreover, we have conducted a
rigorous error analysis for the fully discrete scheme and derived optimal error estimates for all relevant
functions in the L? norm. The presented numerical experiments are designed to verify the theoretical results
of our method. It has been experimentally proven that our scheme is unconditionally stable, a property that
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has not been theoretically proven and requires further research.
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