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Abstract

We study the numerical solution of a Cahn-Hilliard/Allen-Cahn system with strong coup-
ling through state and gradient dependent non-diagonal mobility matrices. A fully dis-
crete approximation scheme in space and time is proposed which preserves the underlying
gradient flow structure and leads to dissipation of the free-energy on the discrete level. Ex-
istence and uniqueness of the discrete solution is established and relative energy estimates
are used to prove optimal convergence rates in space and time under minimal smoothness
assumptions. Numerical tests are presented for illustration of the theoretical results and
to demonstrate the viability of the proposed methods.
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Introduction

Phase-field models involving, at the same time, conserved and non-conserved quant-
ities have been proposed to describe the simultaneous phase separation and ordering in
binary alloys [13]. Similar models have been applied recently for modelling phase trans-
formations in solid-state sintering [7] and, more generally, in the context of grain boundary
segregation [1]. In this work we study the numerical approximation of coupled systems of
Cahn-Hilliard and Allen-Cahn equations of the form

∂tρ = div(L11∇µρ + L12µη), µρ = −γρ∆ρ+ fρ(ρ, η), (1)

∂tη = −L12 · ∇µρ − L22µη, µη = −γη∆η + fη(ρ, η). (2)
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Here ρ and η are the conserved and non-conserved quantities, γρ, γη in turn are the
corresponding interface parameters, and f(ρ, η) is a free energy density, and fρ = ∂ρf , fη =
∂ηf denote the partial derivatives of the function f(·, ·). Furthermore, L is a generalized
mobility matrix, which is assumed symmetric and positive definite, but may in general
depend on the phase fields ρ, η as well as their gradients. The chemical potentials µρ =
δρE(ρ, η), µη = δηE(ρ, η) are the variational derivatives of the total free energy

E(ρ, η) :=
∫
Ω
E(ρ, η) :=

∫
Ω

γρ
2 |∇ρ|2 + γη

2 |∇η|2 + f(ρ, η), (3)

with respect to ρ and η. As a consequence, (1)–(2) can be considered as a generalized
gradient flow describing the continuous decay of the free energy E(ρ, η) along solutions.

Diagonal mobilities.

Most of the results on Cahn-Hilliard/Allen-Cahn systems available in the literature are
concerned with the diagonal diffusion case, i.e., L12 = 0. For existence results in various
settings, see e.g. [10, 23, 26]. Sharp interface limits have been studied in [2, 12, 24]
and a corresponding numerical method can be found in [4]. In [30] a fully implicit time
integration scheme using finite differences is validated by numerical tests. The authors
of [29] introduce an energy-stable local discontinuous Galerkin scheme and show second-
order convergence experimentally. Huang et al. [19] propose an energy-stable second
order space-time finite-difference scheme using discrete variational calculus in the spirit of
averaged vector field methods [14, 18].

Cross-kinetic coupling.

In order to circumvent spurious effects at the interface [6], the incorporation of cross-
kinetic coupling L12 ̸= 0 has been proposed in [8]. The well-posedness of related models has
been investigated in [11]. In this paper, we study the systematic numerical approximation
of such Cahn-Hilliard/Allen-Cahn systems with cross-kinetic coupling terms. Our main
contributions can be summarized as follows:

• an unconditionally energy stable and mass conservative discretization scheme is pro-
posed for the CH/AC system with gradient-dependent cross-coupling;

• a discrete stability analysis is developed based on relative energy arguments;

• order optimal convergence rates are established in the presence of various nonlinear-
ities and under minimal smoothness assumptions on the solution.

To the best of our knowledge, this paper contains the first complete error analysis for a
second order approximation of phase-field models with cross-kinetic coupling and gradient
dependent mobilities. As a complement to the analytical results of the paper, the practic-
ability of the proposed method and the validity of the theoretical results will be illustrated
by numerical tests.
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Related problems.

Our method and its convergence analysis can in principle be generalized to related
multi-component Cahn-Hilliard or Allen-Cahn systems, for which a wider literature is
available. The numerical solution of degenerate Cahn-Hilliard systems by a variational
inequality approach has been considered in [5, 33]. Various splitting methods have been
proposed in [21, 22, 31] to accelerate the numerical solution of the coupled nonlinear
systems. A rigorous numerical analysis for a first order scheme has been presented in [3].
In [20], a second order numerical scheme has been investigated for the solution of a ternary
Cahn-Hilliard system, which is somewhat related to the method proposed in this paper,
and convergence rates have been demonstrated numerically.

Outline.

The remainder of the manuscript is organized as follows: Section 1 presents our nota-
tion and basic assumptions, and the basic ingredients for our discretization strategy. In
Section 2, we then introduce our numerical method and state our main theoretical results.
Section 3 is concerned with the stability of discrete solutions, which is the key ingredient
for our error analysis presented in Section 4. Some auxiliary tools are summarized in the
appendix. For illustration of our theoretical results, we present some numerical tests in
Section 5, and the paper closes with a short discussion.

1. Preliminaries

Before we present our discretization method and main results in detail, let us briefly
introduce our notation and main assumptions, and recall some basic facts.

1.1. Notation

The system (1)–(2) is investigated on a finite time interval (0, T ). To avoid the discus-
sion of boundary conditions, we consider a spatially periodic setting, i.e.,

(A0) Ω ⊂ Rd, d = 2, 3 is a cube and identified with the d-dimensional torus T d.
Moreover, functions on Ω are assumed to be periodic throughout the paper.

By Lp(Ω), W k,p(Ω), we denote the corresponding Lebesgue and Sobolev spaces of periodic
functions with norms ∥·∥Lp and ∥·∥Wk,p . As usual, we abbreviate Hk(Ω) = W k,2(Ω) and
write ∥·∥Hk = ∥·∥Wk,2 . For functions r ∈ L2(Ω), we define the dual norm

∥r∥H−k = sup
v∈Hk(Ω)

⟨r, v⟩
∥v∥k

. (4)

Here ⟨·, ·⟩ denotes the scalar product on L2(Ω), which is defined by

⟨u, v⟩ =
∫
Ω
u · v ∀u, v ∈ L2(Ω).

By L2
0(Ω) ⊂ L2(Ω), we denote the spaces of square integrable functions with zero average.

As usual, we denote by Lp(a, b;X), W k,p(a, b;X), and Hk(a, b;X), the Bochner spaces of
integrable or differentiable functions on the time interval (a, b) with values in some Banach
space X. If (a, b) = (0, T ), we omit reference to the time interval and briefly write Lp(X).
The corresponding norms are denoted, e.g., by ∥ · ∥Lp(X) or ∥ · ∥Hk(X).
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1.2. Assumptions on the parameters

Throughout the paper, we assume that the model parameters are sufficiently smooth
and satisfy some typical conditions, i.e.,

(A1) the interface parameters γρ, γη are positive constants;

(A2) for any choice of ω = (ρ, η,∇ρ,∇η), the matrix L(ω) ∈ R(d+1)×(d+1) is symmetric
and positive definite with

λ1|ξ|2 ≤ ξ⊤L(ω)ξ ≤ λ2|ξ|2, ∀ξ ∈ Rd+1.

Furthermore, every component of L(·) is a C2 function of its arguments ω, with
derivatives uniformly bounded by some constant λ3;

(A3) the potential f(·, ·) is smooth with f(ρ, η) ≥ 0 and satisfies∣∣∣∣∂k+ℓf(ρ, η)

∂kρ ∂ℓη

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C1

∑
|ρ|4−k + |η|4−ℓ + C2

for all 0 ≤ k, ℓ, k + ℓ ≤ 4. Furthermore, the shifted potential

f(ρ, η) +
α

2
(|ρ|2 + |η|2)

is strictly convex for some α > 0.

The assumptions in (A3) essentially encode that f is sufficiently smooth and, together
with its derivatives, satisfies appropriate growth conditions.

1.3. Variational characterization

Any sufficiently smooth periodic solution of (1)–(2) on Ω×(0, T ) can be seen to satisfy
the variational identities

⟨∂tρ, v1⟩+ ⟨L11(ω)∇µρ,∇v1⟩+ ⟨µηL12(ω),∇v1⟩ = 0, (5)

⟨∂tη, v2⟩+ ⟨v2L12(ω),∇µρ⟩+ ⟨L22(ω)µη, v2⟩ = 0, (6)

⟨µρ, w1⟩ − γρ⟨∇ρ,∇w1⟩ − ⟨fρ(ρ, η), w1⟩ = 0, (7)

⟨µη, w2⟩ − γη⟨∇η,∇w2⟩ − ⟨fη(ρ, η), w2⟩ = 0, (8)

for 0 ≤ t ≤ T and sufficiently regular periodic test functions v1, v2 and w1, w2. Note
that the solution components depend on time t, while the test functions are independent
of t. Hence the variational identities (5)–(8) have to be understood pointwise in time.
Moreover, the symbol ω = (ρ, η,∇ρ,∇η) is again used for abbreviation. If ∂tρ is not
regular enough, i.e. ∂tρ /∈ L1(0, T ;L1(Ω)), the inner product ⟨∂tρ, v1⟩ has to be replaced
by a dual pairing, c.f. [17] for such a paring.
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1.4. Basic properties

The variational identities (5)–(8) allow us to immediately establish some important
properties of solutions: By testing (5) with v1 ≡ 1, we get

d

dt

∫
Ω
ρ = 0, (9)

which encodes the conservation of mass. By formal differentiation of the energy E(ρ, η)
along a solution in time, we obtain

d

dt
E(ρ, η) = ⟨∂tρ, δρE(ρ, η)⟩+ ⟨∂tη, δηE(ρ, η)⟩ = ⟨∂tρ, µρ⟩+ ⟨∂tη, µη⟩ (10)

= −⟨L11(ω)∇µρ,∇µρ⟩ − ⟨µηL12(ω),∇µρ⟩ − ⟨µηL12(ω),∇µρ⟩ − ⟨L22(ω)µη, µη⟩.

In the second identity, we here used the variational equations (7) and (8) with w1 = ∂tρ
and w2 = ∂tη, and in the third step, we used (5) and (6) with test functions v1 = µρ and
v2 = µη. The identity (10) can further be written compactly as

d

dt
E(ρ, η) = −Dρ,η(µρ, µη) (11)

with dissipation functional Dρ,η(µρ, µη) = ⟨
(
∇µ̄ρ

µ̄η

)
, L̄

(
∇µ̄ρ

µ̄η

)
⟩, which is non-negative

since we assumed positive definiteness of the mobility matrix L(ω). This identity en-
codes the underlying energy-dissipation principle of the problem, and hence implies the
thermodynamic consistency of the model under investigation.

2. Discretization scheme and main results

In the following, we introduce a fully practical numerical approximation scheme for our
model problem (1)–(2), which preserves the basic conservation and dissipation properties
of the problem on the discrete level and which yields order optimal error estimates.

2.1. Space discretization

Let us start with introducing the most relevant notation concerning the finite element
discretization in space. We consider

(A4) a geometrically-conforming quasi-uniform partition Th of Ω into simplices that can
be extended periodically to periodic extensions of Ω.

By quasi-uniform, we mean that there exists a constant σ > 0 such that σh ≤ ρK ≤ hK ≤ h
for all K ∈ Th, where ρK and hK are the inner-circle radius and diameter of the element
K ∈ Th and h = maxK∈Th hT is the global mesh size [9]. We then denote by

Vh := {v ∈ H1(Ω) : v|K ∈ P2(K) ∀K ∈ Th}

the space of continuous piecewise quadratic functions over Th. We write π0
h : L2(Ω) → Vh

and π1
h : H1(Ω) → Vh for the L2- and H1-orthogonal projections, which are defined by

⟨π0
hu− u, vh⟩ = 0 ∀vh ∈ Vh, (12)

⟨π1
hu− u, vh⟩+ ⟨∇(π1

hu− u),∇vh⟩ = 0 ∀vh ∈ Vh. (13)

For the convenience of the reader and later reference, some well-known approximation
properties of these projection operators are summarized in Appendix A.1.
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2.2. Time discretization

We also employ piecewise polynomial functions for the approximation in time. For
ease of presentation, we consider a uniform grid

(A5) Iτ := {0 = t0, t1, . . . , tN = T} with time steps tn = nτ and τ = T/N .

More general non-uniform grids could be treated with minor modifications. By

Pk(Iτ ;X) and P c
k(Iτ ;X) = Pk(Iτ ;X) ∩ C(0, T ;X), (14)

we denote the spaces of discontinuous respectively continuous piecewise polynomial func-
tions of degree ≤ k over the time grid Iτ , with values in some vector space X. We utilize
a bar symbol ū to denote functions in P0(Iτ ;X) that are piecewise constant in time.

In our analysis, we use the piecewise linear interpolation I1τ : H1(0, T ;X) → P c
1 (Iτ ;X)

as well as the L2-orthogonal projection π̄0
τ : L2(0, T ;X) → Π0(Iτ ;X) to piecewise con-

stants in time. Some important properties of these operators are again summarized in
Appendix A.2. With a slight abuse of notation, we will frequently use the symbol

ū = π̄0
τu (15)

also to abbreviate the piecewise constant projection of a function u ∈ L2(X) in time. As
a final ingredient, we introduce the abbreviations In = (tn−1, tn) and

⟨a, b⟩n :=

∫ tn

tn−1

⟨a(s), b(s)⟩ ds =
∫
In

⟨a(s), b(s)⟩ ds (16)

for the individual time intervals and the corresponding integrals.

2.3. Numerical method

We can now formulate our discretization scheme, which is based on an inexact Galerkin
approximation of the variational identities (5)–(8).

Problem 1. Let ρh,0, ηh,0 ∈ Vh be given initial values. Then find ρh,τ , ηh,τ ∈ P c
1 (Iτ ;Vh)

and µ̄ρ,h,τ , µ̄η,h,τ ∈ P0(Iτ ;Vh) such that ρh,τ (0) = ρh,0, ηh,τ = ηh,0, and such that

⟨∂tρh,τ , v̄1,h,τ ⟩n + ⟨L11(ω̄h,τ )∇µ̄ρ,h,τ + µ̄η,h,τL12(ω̄h,τ ),∇v̄1,h,τ ⟩n = 0, (17)

⟨∂tηh,τ , v̄2,h,τ ⟩n + ⟨L12(ω̄h,τ )∇µ̄ρ,h,τ + L22(ω̄h,τ )µ̄η,h,τ , v̄2,h,τ ⟩n = 0, (18)

⟨µ̄ρ,h,τ , w̄1,h,τ ⟩n − γρ⟨∇ρ̄h,τ ,∇w̄1,h,τ ⟩n − ⟨fρ(ρh,τ , ηh,τ ), w̄1,h,τ ⟩n = 0, (19)

⟨µ̄η,h,τ , w̄2,h,τ ⟩n − γη⟨∇η̄h,τ ,∇w̄2,h,τ ⟩n − ⟨fη(ρh,τ , ηh,τ ), w̄2,h,τ ⟩n = 0, (20)

hold for all v̄1,h,τ , v̄2,h,τ , w̄1,h,τ , w̄2,h,τ ∈ P0(In;Vh) and all time steps 1 ≤ n ≤ N .

Similar to before, the symbol ωh,τ = (ρh,τ , ηh,τ ,∇ρh,τ ,∇ηh,τ ) here is used for abbre-
viation and ω̄h,τ = π̄0

τωh,τ denotes the piecewise constant projection in time. Similar as
before fρ(ρh,τ , ηh,τ ), fη(ρh,τ , ηh,τ ) denote the partial derivatives of f after the first and
second argument evaluated at ρh,τ , ηh,τ .
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2.4. Main results

We next formulate our main theorems. The first result is concerned with the well-
posedness of the discretization scheme and the properties of its solutions.

Theorem 2 (Existence and properties of discrete solutions).
Let (A0)–(A5) hold. Then for any h, τ > 0 and any choice ρh,0, ηh,0 ∈ Vh of initial values,
Problem 1 has at least one solution. Moreover, any such discrete solution satisfies

d

dt

∫
Ω
ρh,τ = 0 and E(ρh,τ , ηh,τ )

∣∣∣tn
tn−1

= −
∫
In

Dρ̄h,τ ,η̄h,τ (µ̄ρ,h,τ , µ̄η,h,τ ) ds,

i.e. mass is conserved and energy is dissipated for all time steps 1 ≤ n ≤ N .

Proof. The two identities are obtained almost verbatim as those on the continuous level
by appropriate testing of the underlying variational identities. As a consequence of the
second identity and Assumptions (A1)–(A3), any solution of Problem 1(17)–(20) satisfies
uniform a-priori bounds. The existence of a solution can then be obtained from the
Leray-Schauder principle, see [32, Theorem 6A] as follows: In the nth time step, we seek
to determine x = (∂tρh,τ (t

n−1/2), ∂tη(t
n−1/2), µ̄ρ,h,τ (t

n−1/2), µ̄η,h,τ (t
n−1/2)); afterwards, we

update ρh,τ (t
n) = ρh,τ (t

n−1) + τ∂tρh,τ (t
n−1/2) and ηh,τ (t

n) = ηh,τ (t
n−1) + τ∂tηh,τ (t

n−1/2)
and proceed. By elementary manipulations, we may cast (17)–(20) into a fixed-point
equation x = T (x) in a finite dimensional space X ≃ RN . The operator T is continuous
and compact. With the previous considerations, one can see that any solution of x = λT (x)
for 0 ≤ λ ≤ 1 is bounded uniformly by ∥x∥ ≤ R with constant R > 0 independent of λ.
This then implies existence of a solution to x = T (x) and hence to (17)–(20) in the nth
time step of Problem 1, and we concluded by induction over n.

Convergence rates

In order to derive quantitative error estimates, we need to assume sufficient regularity
of the solution of (1)–(2). We thus require that

(A6) a sufficiently regular solution (ρ, η, µρ, µη) of (5)–(8) exists, satisfying

ρ ∈ H2(0, T ;H1(Ω)) ∩H1(0, T ;H3(Ω)),

η ∈ H2(0, T ;H1(Ω)) ∩H1(0, T ;H3(Ω)),

µρ ∈ H2(0, T ;H1(Ω)) ∩ L2(0, T ;H3(Ω)) ∩ L∞(0, T ;W 1,∞(Ω)),

µη ∈ H2(0, T ;L2(Ω)) ∩ L2(0, T ;H2(Ω)) ∩ L∞(0, T ;L∞(Ω)).

All norms of solution components and their derivatives arising in these spaces are thus
assumed bounded uniformly. These assumptions are required to ensure sufficient approx-
imation properties of the underlying discretization spaces in space and time, and they
allow us to prove our second and main result.

Theorem 3 (Convergence rates and uniqueness).
Let (A0)–(A6) hold, 0 < h, τ ≤ c be sufficiently small, and let the initial values be chosen
according to ρh,0 = π1

hρ(0), ηh,0 = π1
hη(0). Then the solution of Problem 1 satisfies

∥ρ− ρh,τ∥L∞(H1) + ∥η − ηh,τ∥L∞(H1) (21)

+ ∥µ̄ρ − µ̄ρ,h,τ∥L2(H1) + ∥µ̄η − µ̄η,h,τ∥L2(L2) ≤ C (h2 + τ2),
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with a constant C depending only the bounds in the assumptions, but not on h and τ . Let
us recall that µ̄ρ = π̄0

τµρ, µ̄η = π̄0
τµη denote the piecewise constant averages in time. For

the choice τ = c′h and h, τ ≤ c sufficiently small, the discrete solution is unique.

The key ingredient for the proof of these results is a careful stability estimate for the
discrete problem, see Theorem 6, which is derived via relative energy estimates.

3. Discrete stability

In our convergence analysis, we will compare discrete solutions of Problem 1 with
auxiliary functions (ρ̂h,τ , η̂h,τ , ˆ̄µρ,h,τ , ˆ̄µη,h,τ ) that are obtained as certain projections of the
true solution. When inserting such functions into the discrete variational problem, we
obtain

⟨∂tρ̂h,τ , v̄1,h,τ ⟩n + ⟨L̄11,h,τ∇ ˆ̄µρ,h,τ + ˆ̄µη,h,τ L̄12,h,τ ,∇v̄1,h,τ ⟩n = ⟨r̄1,h,τ , v̄1,h,τ ⟩n (22)

⟨∂tη̂h,τ , v̄2,h,τ ⟩n + ⟨L̄12,h,τ∇ ˆ̄µρ,h,τ + L̄22,h,τ ˆ̄µη,h,τ , v̄2,h,τ ⟩n = ⟨r̄2,h,τ , v̄2,h,τ ⟩n (23)

⟨ ˆ̄µρ,h,τ , w̄1,h,τ ⟩n − γρ⟨∇ ˆ̄ρh,τ ,∇w̄1,h,τ ⟩n − ⟨fρ(ρ̂h,τ , η̂h,τ ), w̄1,h,τ ⟩n = ⟨r̄3,h,τ , w̄1,h,τ ⟩n (24)

⟨ ˆ̄µη,h,τ , w̄2,h,τ ⟩n − γη⟨∇ˆ̄ηh,τ ,∇w̄2,h,τ ⟩n − ⟨fη(ρ̂h,τ , η̂h,τ ), w̄2,h,τ ⟩n = ⟨r̄4,h,τ , w̄2,h,τ ⟩n (25)

for all v̄1,h,τ , v̄2,h,τ , w̄1,h,τ , w̄2,h,τ ∈ P0(In;Vh) and n ≤ N with residuals r̄i,h,τ ∈ P0(Iτ ;Vh).

Remark 4. Let us emphasize that we use the mobility matrix L̄h,τ = L(ω̄h,τ ) evaluated
at the exact discrete solution ωh,τ = (ρh,τ , ηh,τ ,∇ρh,τ ,∇ηh,τ ) of Problem 1 here, which
can be understood as a linearization around the discrete solution.

3.1. Relative energy

To measure the difference of two pairs of functions (ρ, η) and (ρ̂, η̂), we use the regu-
larized relative energy

Eα(ρ, η|ρ̂, η̂) :=
∫
Ω

γρ
2
|∇(ρ− ρ̂)|2 + γη

2
|∇(η − η̂)|2 + α

2
|ρ− ρ̂|2 + α

2
|η − η̂|2

+ f(ρ, η)− f(ρ̂, η̂)− fρ(ρ̂, η̂)(ρ− ρ̂)− fη(ρ̂, η̂)(η − η̂).

Differences in the chemical potentials (µρ, µη) and (µ̂ρ, µ̂η) can be estimated by the dis-
sipation functional Dρ,η(µρ − µ̂ρ, µη − µ̂η). Due to our assumptions (A1)–(A3), these
functionals allow us to estimate the distance between solutions. We recall the notation of
fρ(ρ̂, η̂), fη(ρ̂, η̂) as partial derivatives of f after the first and second argument evaluated
at ρ̂, η̂.

Lemma 5. Let (A1)–(A3) hold. Then there exists cα, Cα, CL > 0, such that

cα(∥ρ− ρ̂∥2H1 + ∥η − η̂∥2H1) ≤ Eα(ρ, η|ρ̂, η̂) ≤ Cα(∥ρ− ρ̂∥2H1 + ∥η − η̂∥2H1),

∥∇(µρ − µ̂ρ)∥2L2 + ∥µη − µ̂η∥2L2 ≤ CLDρ,η(µρ − µ̂ρ, µη − µ̂η)

for any choice of ρ, η, µρ, ρ̂, η̂, µ̂ρ ∈ H1(Ω) and any function µη, µ̂η ∈ L2(Ω).

Proof. The first inequality follows from the construction of the relative energy and as-
sumptions (A1) and (A3). The second inequality follows directly from (A2).
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3.2. Relative energy estimate

The following stability estimate allows us to estimate differences of discrete solutions
in terms of the residuals in (22)–(25).

Theorem 6. Let (A0)–(A5) hold, let (ρh,τ , µ̄ρ,h,τ , ηh,τ , µ̄η,h,τ ) be a solution of Problem 1,
and (ρ̂h,τ , ˆ̄µρ,h,τ , η̂h,τ , ˆ̄µη,h,τ ) solve (22)–(25) with residuals r̄i,h,τ ∈ P0(Iτ ;Vh). Then

Eα(ρh,τ , ηh,τ |ρ̂h,τ , η̂h,τ )
∣∣∣tn
tn−1

+ C1

∫
In

Dρ̄h,τ ,η̄h,τ (µρ,h,τ − µ̂ρ,h,τ , µη,h,τ − µ̂η,h,τ ) ds

≤ C2

∫
In

Eα(ρh,τ , ηh,τ |ρ̂h,τ , η̂h,τ ) ds

+ C3

∫
In

∥r̄1,h,τ∥2H−1 + ∥r̄2,h,τ∥2H1 + ∥r̄3,h,τ∥2L2 + ∥r̄4,h,τ∥2L2 ds

with positive constants C1, C2, C3 depending only on the bounds in the assumptions.

Proof. For ease of presentation, we omit the subscripts h, τ in the notation for the discrete
functions. By differentiation of the relative energy in time, we then get

E(ρ, η|ρ̂, η̂)|tntn−1 =

∫
In

d
dsE(ρ, η|ρ̂, η̂) ds

= γρ⟨∇(ρ− ρ̂),∇∂t(ρ− ρ̂)⟩n + ⟨fρ(ρ, η)− fρ(ρ̂, η̂), ∂t(ρ− ρ̂)⟩n

+ γη⟨∇(η − η̂),∇∂t(η − η̂)⟩n + ⟨fη(ρ, η)− fη(ρ̂, η̂), ∂t(η − η̂)⟩n

+ ⟨fρ(ρ, η)− fρ(ρ̂, η̂)− fρρ(ρ̂, η̂)(ρ− ρ̂)− fρη(ρ̂, η̂)(η − η̂), ∂tρ̂⟩n

+ ⟨fη(ρ, η)− fη(ρ̂, η̂)− fηρ(ρ, η)(ρ− ρ̂)− fηη(ρ̂, η̂)(η − η̂), ∂tη̂⟩n

+ α⟨ρ− ρ̂, ∂t(ρ− ρ̂)⟩n + α⟨η − η̂, ∂t(η − η̂)⟩n

= (i) + (ii) + (iii) + (iv) + (v).

The individual terms can now be estimated separately. By using first v̄1,h,τ = ∂t(ρ− ρ̂) as
a test function in the variational identities (19) and (24), and then w̄1,h,τ = µ̄ρ − ˆ̄µρ − r̄2
in (17) and (22), and recalling that we omit the subscript h, τ here, we see that

(i) = ⟨µ̄ρ − ˆ̄µρ + r̄3, ∂t(ρ− ρ̂)⟩n

= −⟨L̄11∇(µ̄ρ − ˆ̄µρ),∇(µ̄ρ − ˆ̄µρ − r̄3)⟩n

− ⟨(µ̄η − ˆ̄µη)L̄12,∇(µ̄ρ − ˆ̄µρ − r̄3)⟩n + ⟨r̄1, µ̄ρ − ˆ̄µρ − r̄3⟩n.

Here and below, L̄ = L(ω̄) denotes the mobility matrix evaluated at the discrete solution
ω = (ρ, η,∇ρ,∇η); the subscripts h, τ are omitted. With the same arguments, i.e. using
w̄2,h,τ = µ̄η − ˆ̄µη − r̄4 in (20) & (25) as well as v̄2,h,τ = ∂t(η− η̂) in (18) & (23) we see that

(ii) = −⟨(µ̄η − ˆ̄µη + r̄4)L̄12,∇(µ̄ρ − ˆ̄µρ)⟩n

− ⟨L̄22(µ̄η − ˆ̄µη), µ̄η − ˆ̄µη + r̄4⟩n + ⟨r̄2, µ̄η − ˆ̄µη + r4⟩n.
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When combining the two expressions, we arrive at

(i) + (ii) = −⟨
(
∇(µ̄ρ − ˆ̄µρ)
µ̄η − ˆ̄µη

)
+

(
∇r̄2
r̄4

)
, L̄

(
∇(µ̄ρ − ˆ̄µρ)
µ̄η − ˆ̄µη

)
⟩n

+ ⟨r̄1, µ̄ρ − ˆ̄µρ − r̄2⟩n + ⟨r̄3, µ̄η − ˆ̄µη + r̄4⟩n

≤
∫
In

C(L, δ)(∥r̄1∥2H−1 + ∥r̄2∥2L2 + ∥r̄3∥2H1) + ∥r̄4∥2L2

− (1− δ)Dρ,η(µ̄ρ − ˆ̄µρ, µ̄η − ˆ̄µη) + ⟨µ̄ρ − ˆ̄µρ, 1⟩2 ds.

The parameter δ stems from Young’s inequalities and can be chosen as desired. The last
term in the above estimate comes from the application of a Poincaré inequality and can
be further bounded by∫

In

⟨µ̄ρ − ˆ̄µρ, 1⟩2 ds =
∫
In

⟨fρ(ρ, η)− fρ(ρ̂, η̂)− r̄2, 1⟩2 ds

≤
∫
In

c2E(ρ, η|ρ̂, η̂) + c3∥r̄2∥2L2 ds (26)

In summary, the terms (i) + (ii) can be estimated as required. Using the growth assump-
tions in (A3) and the available a-priori bounds for ρ, η, ρ̂, η̂ in L∞(H1), we get

(iii) + (iv) = ⟨fρ(ρ, η|ρ̂, η̂), ∂tρ̂⟩n + ⟨fη(ρ, η|ρ̂, η̂), ∂tη̂⟩n

≤
∫
In

∥D2fρ(ξ1, ξ2)∥L6∥∂tρ̂∥L2Eα(ρ, η|ρ̂, η̂)

+ ∥D2fη(ξ1, ξ2)∥L6∥∂tη̂∥L2Eα(ρ, η|ρ̂, η̂) ds

≤ cf

∫
In

(∥∂tρ̂∥L2 + ∥∂tη̂∥L2)Eα(ρ, η|ρ̂, η̂) ds.

The constant cf only depends on bounds in the assumptions and the initial data. For the
remaining term, we employ the variational identities (17)–(18) and (22)–(23) with test
functions v̄1,h,τ = ρ− ρ̂ and v̄2,h,τ = η − η̂, respectively, and obtain

(v) = −α⟨
(
∇(µ̄ρ − ˆ̄µρ)
µ̄η − ˆ̄µη

)
, L̄

(
∇(ρ− ρ̂)
η − η̂

)
⟩n + α⟨r1, ρ− ρ̂⟩n + α⟨r̄2, η − η̂⟩n

≤
∫
In

δDρ,η(µρ − µ̂ρ, µη − µ̂η + c5Eα(ρ, η|ρ̂, η̂) + c6∥r̄1∥2H−1 + c7∥r̄2∥2L2 ds.

By collecting all terms and choosing δ appropriately, we obtain the assertion.

4. Proof of Theorem 3

Without further mentioning, we assume that (ρ, η, µρ, µη) is a sufficiently smooth solu-
tion of (5)–(8) and denote by (ρh,τ , ηh,τ , µρ,h,τ , µη,h,τ ) a corresponding approximation ob-
tained by Problem 1 with initial values ρ0,h = π1

hρ(0) and ηh,0 = π1
hη(0).
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4.1. Error splitting and projection errors

Using the spatial and temporal interpolation and projection operators, introduced in
Section 2, we define the auxiliary functions

ρ̂h,τ = I1τπ
1
hρ, η̂h,τ = I1τπ

1
hη, ˆ̄µρ,h,τ = π̄0

τπ
0
hµρ, ˆ̄µη,h,τ = π̄0

τπ
0
hµη. (27)

In the usual manner, we then split the error ω − ωh,τ = (ω − ω̂h,τ ) + (ω̂h,τ − ωh,τ ) into
projection and discrete error components, which may be estimated separately. As a direct
consequence of well-known approximation properties of these operators, see Appendix A.1,
one can deduce the following estimates.

Lemma 7 (Projection error). Let (A4)–(A6) hold. Then

∥ρ̂h,τ − ρ∥2L∞(H1) ≤ C(τ4 + h4), ∥ ˆ̄µρ − µ̄ρ∥2L2(H1) ≤ Ch4

∥η̂h,τ − η∥2L∞(H1) ≤ C(τ4 + h4), ∥ ˆ̄µη − µ̄η∥2L2(L2) ≤ Ch4

∥∂tρ̂h,τ − π̄0
τ (∂tρ)∥2L2(H−1) ≤ Ch4, ∥∂tη̂h,τ − π̄0

τ (∂tη)∥2L2(L2) ≤ Ch4.

The constant C in these estimates only depends on the bounds in the assumptions.

4.2. Residuals

In order to estimate the discrete error components ω̂h,τ − ωh,τ , we will employ the
stability results of the previous section. We start with inserting the projections of the
exact solution into the discrete equations and determine the corresponding residuals.

Lemma 8. Let (ρ̂h,τ , η̂h,τ , ˆ̄µρ, ˆ̄µη) be defined as in (27). Then (22)–(25) holds with

⟨r̄1,h,τ , v̄1,h,τ ⟩n := ⟨∂t(π1
hρ− ρ), v̄1,h,τ ⟩n + ⟨L̄11,h,τ∇ ˆ̄µρ,h,τ − L11∇µρ,∇v̄1,h,τ ⟩n

+ ⟨L̄12,h,τ ˆ̄µη,h,τ − L12µη,∇v̄1,h,τ ⟩n,
⟨r̄2,h,τ , v̄2,h,τ ⟩n := ⟨∂t(π1

hη − η), v̄2,h,τ ⟩n + ⟨L̄12,h,τ∇ ˆ̄µρ,h,τ − L12∇µρ, v̄2,h,τ ⟩n

+ ⟨L̄22,h,τ ˆ̄µη,h,τ − L22µη, v̄2,h,τ ⟩n,
⟨r̄3,h,τ , w̄1,h,τ ⟩n := ⟨ ˆ̄µρ,h,τ − I1τµρ, w̄1,h,τ ⟩n + γ⟨∇(ρ̂h,τ − I1τ ρ),∇w̄1,h,τ ⟩n

+ ⟨fρ(ρ̂h,τ , η̂h,τ )− I1τ fρ(ρ, η), w̄1,h,τ ⟩n,
⟨r̄4,h,τ , w̄2,h,τ ⟩n := ⟨ ˆ̄µη,h,τ − I1τµη, w̄2,h,τ ⟩n + γ⟨∇(η̂h,τ − I1τ η),∇w̄2,h,τ ⟩n

+ ⟨fη(ρ̂h,τ , η̂h,τ )− I1τ fη(ρ, η), w̄2,h,τ ⟩n,

As before, L̄h,τ = L(ω̄h,τ ) and L = L(ω) denote the mobility matrices evaluated at the
continuous and discrete solutions ωh,τ = (ρh,τ , ηh,τ ,∇ρh,τ ,∇ηh,τ ) and ω = (ρ, η,∇ρ,∇η).

Proof. The result follows immediately by plugging the projections into the discrete vari-
ational problem (17)–(20) and using some elementary properties of the projections as well
as the variational characterization (5)–(8) of the true solution.
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4.3. Bounds for the residuals

As a next step, we derive quantitative estimates for the residuals in terms of the
discretization parameters.

Lemma 9. Let (A0)–(A6) hold and the residuals r̄i,h,τ be defined as in Lemma 8. Then∫
In

∥r̄1,h,τ∥2H−1 + ∥r̄2,h,τ∥2H1 + ∥r̄3,h,τ∥2L2 + ∥r̄4,h,τ∥2L2 ds

≤ c

∫
In

Eα(ρh,τ , ηh,τ |ρ̂h,τ , η̂h,τ ) ds+ Ĉ(h4 + τ4)

with constants c, Ĉ depending only on the bounds in the assumptions.

Proof. The proof is rather technical and thus split into several steps. For abbreviation, we

introduce ˆ̄L := L(ˆ̄ρ, ˆ̄η,∇ ˆ̄ρ,∇ˆ̄η) as shorthand notation for the evaluation of the mobility
matrix at the projected solution components.

Estimates for the mobilities.

Under the assumptions of Theorem 3, one has∫
In

∥L̄h,τ − L̄∥2L2 ds ≤ C ′
∫
In

Eα(ρh,τ , ηh,τ |ρ̂h,τ , η̂h,τ ) ds+ C ′′(h4 + τ4),

with constants C ′, C ′′ independent of h and τ . To see this, we split the error by∫
In

∥L̄h,τ − ˆ̄Lh,τ∥2L2 ds ≤
∫
In

2∥L̄h,τ − ˆ̄Lh,τ∥2L2 + 2∥ ˆ̄Lh,τ − ˆ̄L∥2L2 ds,

and then estimate the two terms separately. By assumption (A2), we obtain

|L̄h,τ − ˆ̄Lh,τ | = |L(ρ̄h,τ , η̄h,τ ,∇ρ̄h,τ ,∇η̄h,τ )− L(ˆ̄ρh,τ , ˆ̄ηh,τ ,∇ ˆ̄ρh,τ ,∇ˆ̄ηh,τ )|,
≤ C(|ρ̄h,τ − ˆ̄ρh,τ |+ |η̄h,τ − ˆ̄ηh,τ |+ |∇(ρ̄h,τ − ˆ̄ρh,τ )|+ |∇(η̄h,τ − ˆ̄ηh,τ )|),

which follows immediately from Taylor estimates and bounds on the derivatives. The
bound for the first term in the above splitting then follows immediately from the lower
bound for the relative energy stated in Lemma 5. For the second term, we use∫

In

∥ ˆ̄Lh,τ − L̄∥2L2 ds =

∫
In

∥L(ˆ̄ρh,τ , ˆ̄ηh,τ ,∇ ˆ̄ρh,τ ,∇ˆ̄ηh,τ )− L(ρ, η,∇ρ,∇η)∥2L2 ds

≤
∫
In

∥L(ˆ̄ρh,τ , ˆ̄ηh,τ ,∇ ˆ̄ρh,τ ,∇ˆ̄ηh,τ )− L(ρ̄, η̄,∇ρ̄,∇η̄)∥2L2

+ ∥L(ρ̄, η̄,∇ρ̄,∇η̄)− L(ρ, η,∇ρ,∇η)∥2L2 ds =: (a) + (b).

Let us recall that ω̄ = π̄0
τω is used to denote the piecewise constant projection in time.

By appropriately expanding the first term and (
∑N

i=1 ai)
2 ≤ N

∑N
i=1 a

2
i , we can see that

(a) ≤ 4

∫
In

∥L(ˆ̄ρh,τ , ˆ̄ηh,τ ,∇ ˆ̄ρh,τ ,∇ˆ̄ηh,τ )− L(ρ̄, ˆ̄ηh,τ ,∇ ˆ̄ρh,τ ,∇ˆ̄ηh,τ )∥2L2

+ ∥L(ρ̄, ˆ̄ηh,τ ,∇ ˆ̄ρh,τ ,∇ˆ̄ηh,τ )− L(ρ̄, ˆ̄ηh,τ ,∇ρ̄,∇ˆ̄ηh,τ )∥2L2

+ ∥L(ρ̄h,τ , ˆ̄ηh,τ ,∇ρ̄,∇ˆ̄ηh,τ )− L(ρ̄, η̄,∇ρ̄,∇ˆ̄ηh,τ )∥2L2

+ ∥L(ρ̄, η̄,∇ρ̄,∇ˆ̄ηh,τ )− L(ρ̄, η̄,∇ρ̄,∇η̄)∥2L2 ds
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By multiple applications of Taylor estimates, the uniform bounds on L and its derivatives
in assumption (A2), and the estimates of Lemma 7 for the projection errors, we then get

(a) ≤ C(L)

∫
In

∥ ˆ̄ρh,τ − ρ̄∥21 + ∥ˆ̄ηh,τ − η̄∥21 ds ≤ C(∥ρ∥2L2(H3) + ∥ρ∥2L2(H3))h
4.

For the second term, we use the estimate (A.10) to see that

(b) =

∫
In

∥L(ρ̄, η̄,∇ρ̄,∇η̄)− L(ρ, η,∇ρ,∇η)∥2L2 ds

= C∗τ4∥L(ρ, η,∇ρ,∇η)∥2H2(L2) ≤ Cτ4(∥ρ∥2H2(H2) + ∥η∥2H2(H2)).

The constant C∗ here depends on the bounds for L and its derivatives as well as on lower
order norms of ρ and η. By combination of the previous results, we thus obtain the stated
bounds for the differences in the mobilities. We now turn to the estimates for the residuals.

First residual

Using the triangle inequality, we immediately get∫
In

∥r̄1,h,τ∥2H−1 ds ≤ 3
(
∥∂t(π1

hρ− ρ)∥2L2(H−1) + ∥L̄11∇ ˆ̄µρ,h,τ − L11∇µρ∥2L2(L2)

+ ∥L̄12 ˆ̄µη,h,τ − L12µη∥2L2(L2)

)
=: (i) + (ii) + (iii).

Via Lemma 7, the first term can be estimated by (i) ≤ Ch4∥∂tρ∥2L2(H1). The second term
can again be expanded into several parts by

(ii) = 3
(
∥(L̄11,h,τ − L̄11)∇ ˆ̄µρ,h,τ∥2L2(L2) + ∥L̄11∇(ˆ̄µρ,h,τ − µ̄ρ)∥2L2(L2)

+ ∥L̄11∇µ̄ρ − L11∇µρ∥2L2(L2)

)
=: (iia) + (iib) + (iic),

which can now readily be estimated using Lemma 7, Lemma 12, the bounds for the mobility
errors derived above, and Hölder inequalities. In this manner, we obtain

(iia) ≤ ∥∇ ˆ̄µρ,h,τ∥2L∞(L∞)

∫
In

∥L̄11,h,τ − ˆ̄L11,h,τ∥20 + ∥ ˆ̄L11,h,τ − L̄11∥20 ds

≤ C

∫
In

Eα(ρh,τ , ηh,τ |ρ̂h,τ , η̂h,τ ) ds+ C(h4 + τ4),

as well as (iib) ≤ Ch4∥µρ∥2L2(H3) and (iic) ≤ Cτ4∥L11∇µρ∥2H2(H1). Together this yields

(ii) ≤ C∥∇ ˆ̄µρ,h,τ∥2L∞(L∞)

∫
In

Eα(ρh,τ , ηh,τ |ρ̂h,τ , η̂h,τ ) ds+ C(h4 + τ4)

The third term in the previous splitting can be treated similarly, leading to

(iii) ≤ C∥ ˆ̄µη,h,τ∥2L∞(L∞)

∫
In

Eα(ρh,τ , ηh,τ |ρ̂h,τ , η̂h,τ ) ds+ C(h4 + τ4).
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Using stability properties of the L2-projection in space and time, cf (A.3), we find that

∥∇ ˆ̄µρ,h,τ∥2L∞(L∞) ≤ C∥∇µρ∥L∞(L∞), ∥ ˆ̄µη,h,τ∥2L∞(L∞) ≤ C∥µη∥L∞(L∞).

Putting everything together, we have thus shown that∫
In

∥r̄1,h,τ∥2H1 ds ≤ C̃1

∫
In

Eα(ρh,τ , ηh,τ |ρ̂h,τ , η̂h,τ ) ds+ C ′
1(h

4 + τ4)

with constants C1, C
′
1 that are independent of h and τ .

Second residual.

With exactly the same arguments as used above for the estimation of the first residual,
we obtain the bound∫

In

∥r̄2,h,τ∥2L2 ds ≤ C̃ ′
2

∫
In

Eα(ρh,τ , ηh,τ |ρ̂h,τ , η̂h,τ ) ds+ C ′′
2 (h

4 + τ4).

The constants C ′
2, C

′′
2 are again independent of h and τ .

Third residual.

Let us start with the observation that

⟨∇(ρ̂h,τ − I1τ ρ),∇ξ̄h,τ ⟩n = ⟨I1τϕ− ρ̂h,τ , ξ̄h,τ ⟩n, (28)

which follows immediately from the definition of ρ̂h,τ and (13). Hence, we can estimate∫
In

∥r̄3,h,τ∥2H1 ds ≤ 3
(
∥π0

hµρ − I1π
0
hµρ∥2L2(H1) + ∥ρ̂h,τ − I1ρ∥2L2(H1)

+ ∥fρ(ρ̂h,τ , η̂h,τ )− I1τ fρ(ρ̂, η̂)∥2L2(H1)

)
= (i) + (ii) + (iii).

By Lemma 7, the first term can be bounded by (i) ≤ Cτ4∥µρ∥H2(H1). The second term
can be split into several parts and then estimated by

(ii) ≤ 3
(
∥I1τ ρ− ρ∥2L2(H1) + ∥ρ− π1

hρ∥2L2(H1) + ∥π1
hρ− I1τπ

1
hρ∥2L2(H1)

)
≤ C

(
h4∥ρ∥2L2(H3) + τ4∥ρ∥2H2(H1)

)
.

From assumption (A7) and the properties of the projection operators, we conclude that
ρ, η and their projections ρ̂h,τ , η̂h,τ can be bounded uniformly in L∞(W 1,∞). Therefore,
all derivatives of f(·, ·) appearing in the following can be bounded by a constant Cf . As
a consequence, we then obtain

(iii) ≤ 2
(
∥fρ(ρ̂h,τ , η̂h,τ )− fρ(ρ, η)∥2L2(H1) + ∥fρ(ρ, η)− I1τ fρ(ρ, η)∥2L2(H1)

)
≤ Cf

(
∥ρ̂h,τ − ρ∥2L2(H1) + ∥η̂h,τ − η∥2L2(H1)

)
+ Cτ4∥fρ(ρ, η)∥2H2(H1).

The last term involves higher derivatives of f as well as cubic products of ρ, η and its
derivatives, with the highest order terms are given by ∂tt∇ρ and ∂tt∇η. This yields to

∥fρ(ρ, η)∥H2(H1) ≤ Cf (1 + ∥(ρ, η)∥H2(H1) + ∥(ρ, η)∥H1(H3))
3

In summary, the second residual may thus be estimated by∫
In

∥r̄3,h,τ∥2H1 ds ≤ C3(h
4 + τ4)

with constant C2 independent of the discretization parameters h and τ .

14



Fourth residual.

The bound for the fourth residual is again obtain with exactly the same arguments as
used for the estimation of the third residual. Here we obtain∫

In

∥r̄4,h,τ∥2L2 ds ≤ C4(h
4 + τ4)

with constant C4 independent of h and τ . This concludes the proof of the lemma.

4.4. Estimate for the discrete error
A combination of the previous results allows us to prove the following estimate for the

discrete error component.

Lemma 10. Let (A0)–(A6) hold. Then

∥ρh,τ − ρ̂h,τ∥L∞(H1) + ∥ηh,τ − η̂h,τ∥L∞(H1)

+ ∥µ̄ρ,h,τ − ˆ̄µρ,h,τ∥L2(H1) + ∥µ̄η,h,τ − ˆ̄µη,h,τ∥L2(L2) ≤ C(h2 + τ2)

Proof. We use the bounds for the relative energy in Lemma 5 and the fact that the values
u(t) = λun+(1−λ)un−1 of a linear function on In is a convex combination of its terminal
values. Together with the convexity of the squared L2-norm, we then get∫

In

Eα(u|û) ds ≤ Cα

∫
In

∥u− û∥2 ds

≤ Cατ

∫ 1

0
λ∥un − ûn∥2 + (1− λ)∥un−1 − ûn−1∥2dλ

≤ Cα

ccα
τ(Eα(un|ûn) + Eα(un−1|ûn−1)).

By combination of Theorem 6, Lemma 8, and Lemma 9, we then obtain

Eα(ρh,τ , ηh,τ |ρ̂h,τ , η̂h,τ )
∣∣∣tn
tn−1

+ C1

∫
In

Dρ̄h,τ ,η̄h,τ (µρ,h,τ − µ̂ρ,h,τ , µη,h,τ − µ̂η,h,τ ) ds

≤ C2τ
(
Eα(ρnh,τ , ηnh,τ |ρ̂nh,τ , η̂nh,τ ) + Eα(ρn−1

h,τ , ηn−1
h,τ |ρ̂n−1

h,τ , η̂n−1
h,τ )

)
+ C3(h

4 + τ4).

After a slight rearrangement of terms and using (1−C2τ) ≥ e−λτ and (1+C2τ) ≤ eλτ for
all τ ≤ 1/(2C2) with some constant λ ≈ C2, this can be written in compact form

e−λτun + bn ≤ eλτun−1 + dn

with un = Eα(ρnh,τ , ηnh,τ |ρ̂nh,τ , η̂nh,τ ), bn = 1
2

∫
In

Dρ̄h,τ ,η̄h,τ (µ̄ρ,h,τ − ˆ̄µρ,h,τ , µ̄η,h,τ − ˆ̄µη,h,τ ) ds,

and dn = C̄Ĉ(h2 + τ2)2. By the discrete Gronwall inequality (A.11), we thus obtain

Eα(ρnh,τ , ηnh,τ |ρ̂nh,τ , η̂nh,τ ) +
∫ tn

0
Dρ̄h,τ ,η̄h,τ (µ̄ρ,h,τ − ˆ̄µρ,h,τ , µ̄η,h,τ − ˆ̄µη,h,τ ) ds

≤ CTEα(ρ0h,τ , η0h,τ |ρ̂0h,τ , η̂0h,τ ) + C ′
T (h

4 + τ4),

with constants CT and C ′
T depending only on the maximal time T and the previous bounds.

Due to the choice of the initial values in Problem 1, the first term on the right hand side
vanishes identically. Lemma 5 then allows us to estimate the relative energy from below
by the norm. With the lower bounds in (A1)–(A3) and the estimate (26), we can further
estimate the dissipation term from below by the corresponding norms. In summary, this
yields the estimates stated in the lemma.
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4.5. Convergence rates.

The convergence rates announced in Theorem 3 now immediately follow by splitting
the error into projection and discrete error components and application of Lemma 7 and
Lemma 10 to estimate the individual components.

4.6. Discrete uniqueness

Let (ρh,τ , µ̄ρ,h,τ , ηh,τ , µ̄η,h,τ ) be a solution of Problem 1 and and (ρ̂h,τ , ˆ̄µρ,h,τ , η̂h,τ , ˆ̄µη,h,τ )
be another solution with the same initial values. As before, we may understand the latter
as a solution of the perturbed system (22)–(23) which is linearized around the original
solution. The corresponding residuals are

⟨r̄1,h,τ , v̄1,h,τ ⟩n = ⟨(L̄11,h,τ − ˆ̄L11,h,τ )∇ ˆ̄µρ,h,τ + (L̄12,h,τ − ˆ̄L12,h,τ )ˆ̄µη,h,τ ,∇v̄1,h,τ ⟩n (29)

⟨r̄2,h,τ , v̄2,h,τ ⟩n = ⟨(L̄12,h,τ − ˆ̄L12,h,τ )∇ ˆ̄µρ,h,τ + (L̄22,h,τ − ˆ̄L22,h,τ )ˆ̄µη,h,τ , v̄2,h,τ ⟩n, (30)

and r̄3,h,τ = r̄4,h,τ = 0, which can be verified by elementary considerations. With similar
arguments as used in the previous section, we obtain the following bounds.

Lemma 11. Under the previous assumptions, we have∫
In

∥r̄1,h,τ∥2H−1 + ∥r̄3,h,τ∥2L2 ds ≤ C

∫
In

Eα(ρh,τ , ηh,τ |ρ̂h,τ , η̂h,τ ) ds.

Proof. With the very same arguments as employed in the proof of Lemma 9, we see that∫
In

∥r1,h,τ∥2H−1 + ∥r2,h,τ∥2L2 ds

≤ C ′ (∥∇ ˆ̄µρ,h,τ∥2L∞(L∞) + ∥ ˆ̄µη,h,τ∥2L∞(L∞))

∫
In

Eα(ρh,τ , ηh,τ |ρ̂h,τ , η̂h,τ ) ds.

In order to verify that ∥∇ ˆ̄µρ,h,τ∥2L∞(L∞) and ∥ ˆ̄µη,h,τ∥2L∞(L∞) can be bounded independently
of h, τ , we make use of the true solution and the previous error estimates, and compute

∥∇ ˆ̄µρ,h,τ∥2L∞(L∞) ≤ ∥ ˆ̄µρ,h,τ − πτ
0π

h
0µρ∥2L∞(W 1,∞)

+ ∥πτ
0π

h
0µρ − πτ

0µρ∥2L∞(W 1,∞) + ∥πτ
0µρ∥2L∞(W 1,∞).

Using error estimates for discrete solutions and an inverse inequality, we see that

∥ ˆ̄µρ,h,τ − πτ
0π

h
0µρ∥2L∞(W 1,∞) ≤ τ−1h−3∥ ˆ̄µρ,h,τ − πτ

0π
h
0µρ∥2L2(H1) ≤ C(τ3h−3 + τ4h) ≤ C ′,

where we used τ ≲ h in the last step. The remaining two terms and ∥ ˆ̄µη,h,τ∥2L∞(L∞)can be
estimated in a similar manner.

By proceeding with essentially the same arguments as already used in the proof of the
convergence rates result, we then obtain

Eα(ρnh,τ , ηnh,τ |ρ̂nh,τ , η̂nh,τ ) ≤ C ′′
TEα(ρ0h,τ , η0h,τ |ρ̂0h,τ , η̂0h,τ ).

Since the two discrete solutions were assumed to have the same initial values, the right
hand side vanishes. By Lemma 5, we conclude uniqueness of the discrete solution.
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5. Numerical tests

For illustration of the viability of the proposed method and illustration of our theoret-
ical findings, we now present some computational results and report about the convergence
rates for a typical test problem.

Model problem

We consider the domain Ω = (0, 1)2and complement (1)–(2) is by periodic boundary
conditions. We further introduce nc(ρ) := ∇ρ/

√
c+ |∇ρ|2, which for c > 0 is a regularized

normal to the isolines of the phase field ρ. We then define

L11 = I+
1

L22
L12L

⊤
12 = I+ n1(ρ)⊗ n1(ρ),L12 =

√
1000n1(ρ),L22 = 1000,

f(ρ, η) = Cρ2(1− ρ)2 +D[ρ2 + 6(1− ρ)(η2 + (1− η)2)

− 4(2− ρ)(η3 + (1− η)3) + 3(η2 + (1− η)2)2]

C = 1, D = 0.062, γρ = γη = 10−3

The choice for f(·, ·) is typical in the literature; cf. [28, 25]. We further set T = 0.1 for
the final time and choose the following periodic but non-symmetric initial conditions

ρ0 = 0.5 + 0.5 sin(2πx) sin(2πy), η0 = 0.5 + 0.5 sin(4πx) sin(2πy).

For all our computations, we use the method introduced in Problem 1 with spatial
and temporal mesh size h and τ . In order to guarantee existence of a unique discrete
solution, see Theorem 3, we choose τ = ch in all our tests with c = 0.001. The choice
of the time step is motivated from independent evaluations of the spatial and temporal
discretization errors and leads to an approximate balance between them. For the solution
of the nonlinear system (17)–(20) in every time step, we employ the Newton method,
which in all our tests converged within 6 iterations to almost machine precision.

In Figures 1 and 2, we depict some snapshots of the phase fields ρ and η obtained in our
simulations. In these plots, one can observe the following typical behaviour: Both phase
field variables start minimizing their surface energy creating sharper interfaces between
the pure states. Due to the choice of parameters the non-conserved phase field variables
evolves faster and after a short time reaches a quasi-stationary state, i.e. η ≈ 1.

The deviation from the equilibrium values is then due to the cross-kinetic coupling
with the conserved phase field. The evolution of the conserved phase field is much slower.
In this case we can see a rather slow emergence of one connected equilibrium phase which
is still far away from a stationary state. In Figure 3, we illustrate the mass-conservation
and energy-dissipation of the discrete solution, which are both satisfied up to round-off
errors. This was also observed for all computations in the convergence tests and we
further performed tests with c = 1, 0.1, 0.01 and the same results hold, as long as the
Newton scheme converges.

Convergence results

We now evaluate the actual convergence rates observed in our numerical computations.
Since no analytical solution is available, the discretization error is estimated by comparing
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t=0.0156 t=0.0046 t=0.0093

t=0.0312 t=0.0625 t=0.1

Figure 1: Snapshots of the conserved phase field ρ for simulations with h = 2−6 and τ = 0.001 · h.

t=0.0156 t=0.0046 t=0.0093

t=0.0312 t=0.0625 t=0.1

Figure 2: Snapshots of the non-conserved phase field η for simulations with h = 2−6 and τ = 0.001 · h.
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Figure 3: Evolution of the energy E(ρ, η) (left) as well as validity of discrete energy-dissipation and mass
conservation identities (right) for simulations obtained with h = 2−6 and τ = 0.001 · h.

the computed solutions (ρh,τ , ηh,τ , µ̄ρ,h,τ , µ̄η,h,τ ) for two consecutive uniformly refined grids.
The error quantities for the fully-discrete scheme, about which we report in the following,
are defined as

err(h, τ) =
∥∥ρh,τ − ρh/2,τ/2

∥∥
L∞(H1)︸ ︷︷ ︸

=err(ρ,h,τ)

+
∥∥ηh,τ − ηh/2,τ/2

∥∥
L∞(H1)︸ ︷︷ ︸

=err(η,h,τ)

+
∥∥µ̄ρ,h,τ − µ̄ρ,h/2,τ/2

∥∥
L2(H1)︸ ︷︷ ︸

=err(µρ,h,τ)

+
∥∥µ̄η,h,τ − µ̄η,h/2,τ/2

∥∥
L2(L2)︸ ︷︷ ︸

=err(µη ,h,τ)

.

According to the theoretical predictions stated in Theorem 3, each of the error components
is expected to converge at second order with respect to both discretization parameters,
i.e., err(·, h, τ) = O(h2 + τ2). In Table 1, we summarize the results of our computations

Table 1: Errors and experimental orders of convergence.

k err(ρ, h, τ) eoc err(η, h, τ) eoc err(µρ, h, τ) eoc err(µη, h, τ) eoc

1 8.61 · 10+0 — 6.93 · 10+0 — 1.05 · 10−2 — 1.86 · 10−5 —
2 6.77 · 10+0 0.59 2.48 · 10+0 1.22 8.35 · 10−3 0.57 9.71 · 10−6 0.97
3 1.81 · 10−1 2.29 1.28 · 10−1 2.07 4.73 · 10−4 2.04 4.96 · 10−7 2.07
4 1.22 · 10−2 1.97 9.66 · 10−3 1.93 3.16 · 10−5 1.98 1.13 · 10−8 2.34
5 8.15 · 10−4 1.97 6.51 · 10−4 1.97 2.83 · 10−6 1.87 7.95 · 10−10 1.96

obtained on a sequence of uniformly refined meshes with mesh size h = 2−k, k = 1, . . . , 5,
and time steps τ = 0.001 ·h. The computational results are in perfect agreement with the
theoretical predictions stated in Theorem 3.

6. Discussion

In this paper, we proposed a variational discretization approach for the Cahn-Hilliard-
Allen-Cahn system with non-diagonal mobility matrix, which is based on a mixed finite-
element approximation in space and a Petrov-Galerkin discretization in time. The mobility
matrix is allowed to depend on both phase field variables and their spatial gradients. Re-
lative energy estimates were used to establish stability of the discrete problem. These
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estimates naturally account for the nonlinearities in the energy of the problem, which
significantly simplifies the error analysis. Let us note that a continuous version of the
respective stability estimate allows to establish stability and weak-strong uniqueness also
for the continuous problem; see [11]. The chosen discretization spaces allow us to prove
order optimal convergence in all variables with relaxed regularity. In principle, the pro-
posed schemes can be extended immediately to higher order in space and time and to
more phase field variables. Further investigations in this direction as well as the extension
to more complex multiphase problems, like non-isothermal phase-field models [27], will be
topics of future research.

In the following, we summarize some well-known results about standard projection
and interpolation operators and some technical facts, which are used in our analysis.

A.1. Space discretization

We consider the setting of Sections 1 and 2 and, in particular, assume (A5)–(A6) to
hold true. The following results then follow with standard arguments; see e.g. [9]. The
L2-orthogonal projection π0

h : L2(Ω) → Vh, satisfies

∥u− π0
hu∥Hs ≤ Chr−s∥u∥Hr ∀u ∈ Hr(Ω), (A.1)

and all parameters −1 ≤ s ≤ r and 0 ≤ r ≤ 4. On quasi-uniform meshes Th, which we
consider here, the projection π0

h is also stable with respect to the H1-norm, i.e.,

∥π0
hu∥H1 ≤ C∥u∥H1 ∀u ∈ H1(Ω). (A.2)

Furthermore, for every q ∈ [1,∞] the following stability result holds, see [16, 15],

∥π0
hu∥W 1,p ≤ C∥u∥W 1,p ∀u ∈ W 1,p(Ω). (A.3)

The H1-elliptic projection π1
h : H1(Ω) → Vh, defined in (13), satisfies

∥u− π1
hu∥Hs ≤ Chr−s∥u∥Hr ∀u ∈ Hr(Ω), (A.4)

for all parameters −1 ≤ s ≤ r and 1 ≤ r ≤ 3. Since we assumed quasi-uniformity of the
mesh Th, we can further resort to the inverse inequalities

∥vh∥H1 ≤ cinvh
−1∥vh∥L2 and ∥vh∥Lp ≤ cinvh

d/p−d/q∥vh∥Lq (A.5)

which hold for all discrete functions vh ∈ Vh and all 1 ≤ q ≤ p ≤ ∞.

A.2. Time discretization

The piecewise linear interpolation I1τ : H1(0, T ) → P c
1 (Iτ ) and the piecewise constant

projection π̄0
τ : L2(0, T ) → P0(Iτ ) in time satisfy

∥u− π̄0
τu∥Lp(0,T ) ≤ Cτ1/p−1/q+r∥u∥W r,q(0,T ) ∀u ∈ W r,q(0, T ), (A.6)

∥u− I1τu∥Lp(0,T ) ≤ Cτ1/p−1/q+2∥u∥W r,q(0,T ) ∀u ∈ W s,q(0, T ) (A.7)

with 1 ≤ p ≤ q ≤ ∞ and for 0 ≤ r ≤ 1 respectively 1 ≤ s ≤ 2. Moreover, these operators
commute with differentiation in the sense that

∂t(I
1
τu) = π̄0

τ (∂tu). (A.8)
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A.3. Projection estimates for nonlinear terms

We now derive an estimate for the projection error of products of functions in time.

Lemma 12. Let ā = πka denote the L2-orthogonal projection onto P0(Iτ ). Then for any
u, v ∈ W 2,p(0, T ) with 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, one has

∥ūv̄ − uv∥Lp(0,T ) ≤ Cτ2∥u∥W 2,p(0,T )∥v∥W 2,p(0,T ), (A.9)

with a constant C depending only on the polynomial degree k.

Lemma 13. Let ā = π0a denote the L2-orthogonal projection onto P0(Iτ ). Furthermore,
let ϕ ∈ P1(Iτ ). Then for any u, v ∈ W 2,p(0, T ) with 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, one has

∥g(ϕ̄)− g(ϕ)∥Lp(0,T ) ≤ Cτ2∥g(ϕ)∥W 2,p(0,T ), (A.10)

with a constant C depending only on certain continuous embedding constants.

A.4. Discrete Gronwall lemma

In our stability analysis, we also employ the following well-known argument, whose
proof follows immediately by induction.

Lemma 14. Let (an)n, (bn)n, (cn)n, and (λn)n be given positive sequences, satisfying

un + bn ≤ eλnun−1 + cn, n ≥ 0.

Then

un +
n∑

k=1

e
∑n

j=k+1 λjbk ≤ e
∑n

j=1 λju0 +
n∑

k=0

e
∑n

j=k+1 λjck, n > 0. (A.11)
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