arXiv:2308.01638v2 [math.NA] 31 Jul 2024

A second-order structure-preserving discretization for the
Cahn-Hilliard /Allen-Cahn system with cross-kinetic coupling

Aaron Brunk®* Herbert Egger®°, Oliver Habrich®

®Institute of Mathematics, Johannes Gutenberg- University, Mainz, Germany
¥ Johann Radon Institute for Computational and Applied Mathematics, Linz, Austria
¢ Institute for Numerical Mathematics, Johannes Kepler University, Linz, Austria

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 [I3]. 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 [I]. In this work we study the numerical approximation of coupled systems of
Cahn-Hilliard and Allen-Cahn equations of the form

atp = diV(Lllvup + L12,U’77)7 Mp = _rY,DAp + fp(pu 77)7 (1)
O = —Lia - Vi, — Logfiy, g = —nAn + fu(p.n). (2)
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Here p and 7 are the conserved and non-conserved quantities, 7,, 7, in turn are the
corresponding interface parameters, and f(p, n) is a free energy density, and f, = 0,.f, f, =
Oy f 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 p, 7 as well as their gradients. The chemical potentials p, =
3,E(p,n), 1y = 6,E(p,n) are the variational derivatives of the total free energy

E(pun) = /Q E(p,n) = /Q |V + BVl + £, ), (3)

with respect to p and 7. As a consequence, f can be considered as a generalized
gradient flow describing the continuous decay of the free energy E(p,n) 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., L1o = 0. For existence results in various
settings, see e.g. [0, 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 Lis # 0 has been proposed in [§]. The well-posedness of related models has
been investigated in [I1]. 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:

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

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

e 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.



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, B3]. Various splitting methods have been
proposed in [21], 22, B1] 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 [p] 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 ([I)—(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) Q C R4 d=2,3is a cube and identified with the d-dimensional torus 7.
Moreover, functions on €) are assumed to be periodic throughout the paper.

By LP(Q), WkP(Q), we denote the corresponding Lebesgue and Sobolev spaces of periodic
functions with norms ||-||z» and ||-||jyx.». As usual, we abbreviate H*(Q2) = W*2(Q) and
write ||| gx = ||-||yr.2. For functions r € L?(2), we define the dual norm

T, v
s = sup A0
veH*(Q) [vllx

(4)
Here (-, -) denotes the scalar product on L?(2), which is defined by
<u,v):/u-v Yu,v € L*(Q).
Q
By L3(Q) C L*(2), we denote the spaces of square integrable functions with zero average.
As usual, we denote by LP(a,b; X), W*?(a,b; X), and H"(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) = (0,7T), we omit reference to the time interval and briefly write LP(X).
The corresponding norms are denoted, e.g., by || - [|»(x) or [+ | gx(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 v,,~, are positive constants;

(A2) for any choice of w = (p,1, Vp, Vn), the matrix L(w) € REFD*E+D) i5 symmetric
and positive definite with

M€ < €TLW)E < Ag¢f?, Ve € R

Furthermore, every component of L(-) is a C? function of its arguments w, with
derivatives uniformly bounded by some constant As;

(A3) the potential f(-,-) is smooth with f(p,n) > 0 and satisfies

M f(p,m) Ak .,
’M‘SQZ’P’ + "+ Co

for all 0 < k, ¢,k + ¢ < 4. Furthermore, the shifted potential

Flo.m) + 5 (1ol + InP)

is strictly convex for some a > 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 — on 2% (0,T) can be seen to satisfy
the variational identities

(Orp, v1) + (L1 (w)Viip, Vor) + (pnLiz(w), Vor) =0, (5)
(O, v2) + (valinz(w), Vi) + (Lioz(w) iy, v2) = 0, (6)
<Np7w1> - 'Yp(Vpa Vwy) — <fp(P777)7w1> =0, (7)

(b, w2) — 1 (V, Vwz) = (fy(p,n), w2) = 0, (8)

for 0 < t < T and sufficiently regular periodic test functions vy, vy and wi, ws. Note
that the solution components depend on time ¢, while the test functions are independent
of t. Hence the variational identities f have to be understood pointwise in time.
Moreover, the symbol w = (p,n,Vp, Vn) is again used for abbreviation. If J;p is not
regular enough, i.e. 9;p ¢ L*(0,T; L*(R)), the inner product (9;p,v1) has to be replaced
by a dual pairing, c.f. [I7] for such a paring.



1.4. Basic properties
The variational identities |i allow us to immediately establish some important
properties of solutions: By testing with v1 = 1, we get
d
— =0 9
a ), P =0 (9)

which encodes the conservation of mass. By formal differentiation of the energy £(p,n)
along a solution in time, we obtain

de (p,m) = (Orp; 0,E(psm)) + (O, 04 E(psm)) = (O, pp) + (O, i) (10)

dt
= —(L11(w)Vip, Vip) — (pnLina(w), Vip) — (pnLina(w), Vip) — (Loa(w) iy, fin)-

In the second identity, we here used the variational equations and with wy = Oyp
and we = 9, and in the third step, we used and @ with test functions vq = p, and
v = py. The identity can further be written compactly as

d
@5(@ n) = —Dpn(tips ity) (11)

with dissipation functional D, (i, pty) = << M’“”) L (vﬂﬂp>>, which is non-negative
U U
since we assumed positive definiteness of the mobility matrix L(w). 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 7, 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 7z, of € into simplices that can
be extended periodically to periodic extensions of 2.

By quasi-uniform, we mean that there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that ch < pg < hxg < h
for all K € T, where pg and hg are the inner-circle radius and diameter of the element
K € Tp, and h = maxgeT;, hr is the global mesh size [9]. We then denote by

Vi, i={ve H(Q):v|x € P(K) VYK €T}

the space of continuous piecewise quadratic functions over 7,. We write 71'2 CL2(Q) =V,
and 7r,11 : HY(Q2) — V), for the L?- and H'-orthogonal projections, which are defined by

(T — u,vp) = 0 Yoy, € Vh, (12)
(T —w,vp) + (V(miu —u), Vup) =0 Yo, € V. (13)

For the convenience of the reader and later reference, some well-known approximation
properties of these projection operators are summarized in Appendix



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) Z, :={0=1t%¢', ..., tN =T} with time steps t" = nr and 7 = T/N.
More general non-uniform grids could be treated with minor modifications. By
P(Z;; X) and Pi(Z:;X)=P,(Z;; X)nC(0,T; X), (14)

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

In our analysis, we use the piecewise linear interpolation Il : H1(0,T; X) — P{(Z; X)
as well as the L2?-orthogonal projection 72 : L?(0,T; X) — Io(Z;; X) to piecewise con-
stants in time. Some important properties of these operators are again summarized in
Appendix With a slight abuse of notation, we will frequently use the symbol

U = Tou (15)
also to abbreviate the piecewise constant projection of a function u € L?(X) in time. As
a final ingredient, we introduce the abbreviations I,, = (t"~!,") and

t’ﬂ

@ = [ fats). o) ds = [ (als).b(s)) ds (16)
tnfl In

for the individual time intervals and the corresponding integrals.

2.8. Numerical method

We can now formulate our discretization scheme, which is based on an inexact Galerkin
approximation of the variational identities f.

Problem 1. Let pp0,nn0 € Vi be given initial values. Then find ppr,nn+ € Py(Zr; Vi)
and fip bz finhr € Po(Zr; Vi) such that pp-(0) = pro, Mhr = Nno, and such that

(Orphr, 01hr)" + (L1 (@nr)Viip e + fignLi2(@nr), VO p7)" =0, (17)

(Onnr Vo hr)" + (Li2(@n7)Vipnr + Loo(@n7) fig b O2,0,7)" =0, (18)
(Bp,prs WLkr)"™ = VoAV Phrs VOLR )" = (Fp(Phyrs Mhyr ), W1,0,0)" = 0, (19)
(Hnhyrs Wo,nr)"™ = YV, V02 )™ = (fo(Phyrs s )s Wan 7)™ =0, (20)

hold for all 0y p, +,V2 hrs Wi b rr W hr € Po(In; Vi) and all time steps 1 <n < N.

Similar to before, the symbol wyr = (ph,r, Mhrs VPhr, Vi,r) here is used for abbre-
viation and @y, = ﬁgwhﬁ denotes the piecewise constant projection in time. Similar as
before f,(pn.rsMh+)s fn(Phr,Mh,-) denote the partial derivatives of f after the first and
second argument evaluated at pp, -, 1p 7.



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, ™ > 0 and any choice pyo,nn0 € Vi of initial values,
Problem[1] has at least one solution. Moreover, any such discrete solution satisfies

d

— Phr = 0 and S(ph,ﬂ'a 77h,7'>
dt Jq

tn
- = I Dﬁh,‘rvﬁh,f (/'prh:T’/'Lnahﬂ-) ds?
n

tn—1
i.e. mass is conserved and enerqgy 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 [I[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 = (Jypp - (t"1/2), On(t"Y2), fip . (" Y2), fiy - (77 1/2)); afterwards, we
update pp 7 (#") = pnr(t*~1) + 7O (1" "1/%) and o (87) = 7 (1) + 7Oump - (£°7112)
and proceed. By elementary manipulations, we may cast f into a fixed-point
equation # = T'(z) in a finite dimensional space X ~ R¥. The operator T is continuous
and compact. With the previous considerations, one can see that any solution of x = A\T'(x)
for 0 < A <1 is bounded uniformly by [|z|| < R with constant R > 0 independent of .
This then implies existence of a solution to z = T'(x) and hence to f in the nth
time step of Problem [I} and we concluded by induction over n. O

Convergence rates

In order to derive quantitative error estimates, we need to assume sufficient regularity
of the solution of f. We thus require that

(A6) a sufficiently regular solution (p,7, yp, pn) of (B)—(8) exists, satisfying
p€ H*0,T; H'(Q)) N H(0,T; H3(Q)),
ne€ H*(0,T; H'(Q) N H'(0,T; H*(Q)),
1, € H*(0,T; HY(Q)) N L*(0,T; H*(Q)) N L>=(0, T; W (Q)),
py € H?(0,T; L*(Q)) N L*(0,T; H*(2)) N L™®(0,T; L*=(Q)).
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,T < ¢ be sufficiently small, and let the initial values be chosen
according to ppo = 71 p(0), nho = 7in(0). Then the solution of Problem satisfies
o = pnrlloe(ary + 1M — nhr | Lo (a1 (21)
+ i = Bonrll2cary + iy — fgnellrzaey < C (h* +72),



with a constant C' depending only the bounds in the assumptions, but not on h and 7. Let
us recall that fi, = ﬁgup,ﬂn = ﬁgun denote the piecewise constant averages in time. For
the choice T = c'h and h, T < 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 [I| with
auxiliary functions (pp -, Nh,7, ﬁp,h,r, ﬁn,h,r) that are obtained as certain projections of the
true solution. When inserting such functions into the discrete variational problem, we
obtain

n

(Otpn,r V1pr)" + (Lt s Viphs + s L2, VOiar TUhrs ULhr) (22
<8t77h,7'7 62,h,7>n + <i‘12,h,7'v/jp,h,7' + ]z22,h,7'/j17,h,77 7_)2,11,7'
<ﬁp,h,7’7 u_)l,h,‘r>n - 7p<vp£h,7'a le,h,‘r>n - <fp(ﬁh,7'7 ﬁh,‘r)a U_]l,h,T

(Hin s W )™ = (Vs V2 7)" = (Fo(Phr i), @2 b r

3
=il

24
25

= — n
3,h, T wl,h,7'>
n

"= (22)
)" = (Fanrs Vo) (23)
"= (24)
> = <774,h,7'a w?,h,r>n ( )
for all U1 h,7s V20,7, W1 ks W2 hr € Pg([n; Vh) and n < N with residuals T3 hr € Po(IT; Vh)

Remark 4. Let us emphasize that we use the mobility matrix Ly, , = L(@wy, ) evaluated
at the exact discrete solution wyr = (ph,r, Mhrs Vb, Vi) 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 (p,n) and (p,7), we use the regu-
larized relative energy

JUN Y A y A a A a .
Ealponlpi)i= [ 219G~ )P + TV =P+ Slo— o+ Gl if
Q
+ f(psm) = £(p. 1) — fo(p, 1) (p — p) — fu(p. ) (n — 7).
Differences in the chemical potentials (1,, ) and (fi,, fiy) can be estimated by the dis-
sipation functional D, (i, — fip, fty — fin). Due to our assumptions (A1l)—(A3), these
functionals allow us to estimate the distance between solutions. We recall the notation of
fo(ps1), fn(p, 1) as partial derivatives of f after the first and second argument evaluated

at
Lemma 5. Let (A1)-(A8) hold. Then there exists co, Cqo, Cr, > 0, such that
calllo = AllE + In = AllF) < Ealpnlp ) < Calllo = allFn + lIn =il ),
IV (ko — ﬂp)”?‘ﬁ + llpn — ﬂn”%2 < CLDpy(kp = fip, by — fiy)
for any choice of p,n, pp, ps 0, i1, € HX(Q) and any function py, fi, € L*(€2).

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). O

8



3.2. Relative energy estimate

The following stability estimate allows us to estimate differences of discrete solutions
in terms of the residuals in 7.

Theorem 6. Let (A0)-(A5) hold, let (phr, fiphrs Mhrs Bn,hr) be a solution of Pmblem
and (Phrs Hphrs Thors P b)) Solve f with residuals Ty € Po(I7;Vy). Then

tn
ga (Ph,n nh,T‘ﬁh,Ta ﬁh,T) i

1 + Cl/ Dﬁhnﬂﬁh,‘r (,u'p,h,T - ﬂﬂyhﬂ" /’anh:T - '&'nvhﬂ-) dS
I
< C2 / ga(ph,'ra nh,7'|:ah,7'7 ﬁhﬁ) ds
In
_ 2 — 2 = 2 = 2
+ 03/ 1P llE-1 + 120 T + (1Psp 72 + 1740, (172 ds
I

with positive constants C, Co, C3 depending only on the bounds in the assumptions.

Proof. For ease of presentation, we omit the subscripts h, 7 in the notation for the discrete
functions. By differentiation of the relative energy in time, we then get

E(psnlps0)|ins :/1 LE(p,n|p,n) ds

=7V (p = ), VO(p = p))" + {folp,n) = fo(p, D), Oe(p — P))"
+ V(1 —10), Vo (n —0)" + (fo(psn) — fy(p.70), 0(n — )"
+ (folosm) = Jo(p, 1) = Fop(D: 1) (0 = ) — fon(p, 1) ), Oup
+ (folosm) = Fo(0: 1) = fup(psm)(p = £) — fim (P, 1) (1 — 1), O)
+alp—p,0(p — p)" + aln — 1), O (n — )"
= (i) + (i1) + (¢i7) + (iv) + (v).
The individual terms can now be estimated separately By using first 0y, » = Oi(p — p) as

a test function in the variational identities and , and then wy pr = fi, — ,up — 79
in and (| ., and recalling that we omit the subscrlpt h, T here, we see that

(i) = (fip — itp + 73, 0(p — p))"
_<L11v(ﬂp - ﬁp)) V(ﬂp - ﬁp - 773)>n
- <(ID’77 - ﬁﬂ)LlQ, v(ﬂp - /jp - F3)>n + <f17ﬂp - /jp - F3>n-

Here and below, L = L(w) denotes the mobility matrix evaluated at the discrete solution
w=(p,n,Vp, Vn) the subscrlpts h,T are omitted. With the same arguments i.e. using

Wo pr = fin — by — T4 in & as well as U, » = O¢(n—1) in & we see that

(”) = _<(ﬂ77 - ﬁn + 774)17-‘127 v(ﬂp - ﬁp))n
— (Lag(jin — fin), fing — fin + 74)" + (P2, fig — fi +74)".



When combining the two expressions, we arrive at

(i) + (id) = _<<V(ﬂp _A/jp)> n <W2> L <V(ﬂp —ﬁp)>>n

My — Hn T4 Hy — Hn
+ <f17ﬂp - ﬁp - 772>n + <F37ﬂ77 - ﬁn + f4>n
< [ O oIl + Irals + rall) + 7l
— (L= 0)Dpy(fip — ips fin — fn) + {fip — fip, 1>2 ds.

The parameter J 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

[ 0= i1 ds = [ o) = Folpi) 1) ds
< [ clonlpi) + ol ds (26)
In

In summary, the terms (i) 4 (i4) can be estimated as required. Using the growth assump-
tions in (A3) and the available a-priori bounds for p,n, 5,7 in L=°(H"), we get

(i) + (0) = (£, (0,15, 1), Dp)™ + Ufy (ol ) D)™
gann@@mmwmm&@m@m
+[|D? (&1, &) | 610wl L2 € (p, mp, ) ds

SW/U@MB+MWHWMWWWM

n

The constant ¢y only depends on bounds in the assumptions and the initial data. For the

remaining term, we employ the variational identities f and f with test
functions vy 5, » = p — p and vy j, - = 1 — 1), respectively, and obtain

) =al(VVe ) L (TP atrsp -+ alrn - )"

< /1 5D (ttp — fips tin — fin + c5Ea(p, nlp, ) + coll71 71 + 7|27 ds.
By collecting all terms and choosing § appropriately, we obtain the assertion. O

4. Proof of Theorem [3

Without further mentioning, we assume that (p, 7, i, f1)) is a sufficiently smooth solu-

tion of f and denote by (pnr,Mhrs tphrs “n,h,r) a corresponding approximation ob-
tained by Problem [I| with initial values pgp = 7} p(0) and npo = 7}n(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

N 7l 1 ~ _ 7l 1 2 _ =0_0 2 _=0_0
phr = Lrmyp, Thyr = Ly, Bophr = ToTh Lo, fo,hr = T Ty (27)

In the usual manner, we then split the error w — wp, = (W — &hr) + (Ohr — wp ) 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.T]
one can deduce the following estimates.

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

H/A)h,r - pH%OO(Hl) < C(T4 + h4)7 ||ﬁp - ﬂp”%?([{l) < Ch4
10upnr — T2Dup) |22 g1y < ChY, e, — 72O |[32 2y < OB

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 wy » — wp -, 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 (7, T, fp, [by) be defined as in ([27). Then ([22)—(25) holds with

(Frirs U1 pr)™ = (O(mhp — ), 010)™ + (Litnr Vitphr — L11Vitp, Vorp)"
+ (Laap,r g pr — Lot V150"
(Pohyrs Vor)™ = (Ou(mhn — ), V2,.2)" + (Lagpr Vit hr — L1V, U2 p )"
+ (Log pribn hr — Loz pin, V2 pr)"
(P3 s W1 )" = (fp i — I tps W1 2)™ + YV (P — L1 p), V1 o r)"
+ (fo(phrs Ting) — L fo(pm), @1n7)",
(Fashrs W pr)" o= (i hir — L3 i W)™ + V(Y (A — L), Vi por)"
+ (Fa(Bhes inir) = I3 fopsm), W e)"s

As before, Ly, = L(wp,) and L = L(w) denote the mobility matrices evaluated at the
continuous and discrete solutions wp - = (phr, Mhrr VP07 Vinr) and w = (p,n,Vp,Vn).

Proof. The result follows immediately by plugging the projections into the discrete vari-
ational problem f and using some elementary properties of the projections as well
as the variational characterization f of the true solution. ]
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4.8. 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 7; j, » be defined as in Lemma(8 Then
L 1Pt By ol + Wl + [ e ds
In

< C/ goz(ph,ﬂ'a Uh,r‘ﬁh,n ﬁhﬂ') ds + é(h4 + 7-4)
In

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

Proof. The proof is rather technical and thus split into several steps. For abbreviation, we
introduce L := L(p, 7, Vp, V7)) 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

/ ||]zh’7— — EH%Q ds S CI/ ga(ph,T77]h,T
I, I

with constants C’, C” independent of A and 7. To see this, we split the error by

pAh,Ta ﬁh,T) ds + C”(h4 + 7—4))

| B — Er |22 ds < / 2 Enr — s |20 + 20[Ts — L2 ds,

In In

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

|i‘h,7' - f‘h,T| = |L(/_)h,7'7 ﬁhﬂ', V/_)h,’ra vﬁh,r) - L(ﬁh,’rv ﬁh,ra Vﬁh,r, Vﬁh,’r”a
< C(|/3h,T - ﬁh,T| + ‘ﬁh,T - ﬁh,T| + ‘v(ﬁh,f - /i)h,T)| + ‘v(ﬁhﬂ' - ﬁh,f)‘)?
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

||f‘h,7' - I_‘H%Q ds = ||L()5h,7'7 ﬁh,T? vﬁh,Ta vﬁhﬂ') - L(pv 7, vpa V77)||%2 ds
I, In

< /I IL(3rs s Vinors Vitnr) — L(p, 1, V5, V)|

Let us recall that @ = 7w is used to denote the piecewise constant projection in time.
N 2

By appropriately expanding the first term and (Zfi Lai)? < N>t a2, we can see that

=1 "1

(a) < 4 ”L(ﬁh,’r? ﬁhﬂ'» vﬁh,’ra vﬁhﬂ') - L(pa ﬁhﬂ'v Vﬁh,’ra vﬁhﬂ') H%2
I,
+ HL(ﬁa ﬁh,ra vﬁh777 Vﬁhﬂ') - L(ﬁa ﬁh,ra vﬁa vﬁh,r) H%ﬁ
H L (Bhor s iin,r V5, Vilnr) = L5, 7, Vo, Vin 2|72
+1L(p, 7. V5, Vi) — L(p, 7, V5, Vi) 12 ds

12



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) /1 Vs = A2 + s — 712 ds < ClllolZai0) + 23 r0)) B

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

() = /1 IZ(5,7, V. Vi) — L{p, 1, V., Vi) |22 ds
= O Lo, Vo, V) reuy < O7 (ol + llzregene))

The constant C* here depends on the bounds for L and its derivatives as well as on lower
order norms of p and n. 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

/I 171 pr 771 ds < 3(”@(771110 - P)H%z(H—l) + |L11Viipnr — LllvNPH%Q(LQ)
+[Laofinnr — LuapigllTar2)) = (0) + (i0) + (iid).

Via Lemma |7}, the first term can be estimated by (i) < C’h4H8tpH%2(H1). The second term
can again be expanded into several parts by

(i1) = 3(”(£11,h,‘r - i‘ll)v/jp,h,TH%ﬁ(L?) + Hi’llv(ﬁp,h,f - ﬂp)H%Q(LQ)
+ 101V — T Vi |22 p2)) =: (iia) + (iib) + (iic),

which can now readily be estimated using Lemmal[7], Lemmal[I2] the bounds for the mobility
errors derived above, and Holder inequalities. In this manner, we obtain

(iia) < [|Viipnr

200 (Lo0) /1 |11 — Livrl + Iainr — o3 ds
<C [ Eulpnri sl i) ds + O 47,
as well as (iib) < Ch4HupH%2(H3) and (iic) < CT4||L11Vup||%{2(H1). Together this yields
() < ClIVinn iy [ Ealonrs i) ds+ C(ht +7)
The third term in the previous splitting can be treated similarly, leading to

(i) < Clfin,r | Lo (1) / Ealphrs il Phrs nr) ds + C (R +7%).
I,

13



Using stability properties of the L?-projection in space and time, cf (A.3]), we find that
2~ 2 = 2
IV Ep 7o (pooy < CNV | Loe (Lo, B, 7o (pooy < Clltnll ooz
Putting everything together, we have thus shown that
/ ||f1,h,7||?-11 ds < él / ga(phﬂ" nh,7'|/3h,7'7 ﬁh,T) ds + Ci(h4 + T4)
I, I,

with constants C1, C] that are independent of h and .

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

/ 172,h,7 1|72 ds < (jé/ Eolphrs M| Tinr) ds + C (B + 74
I, In
The constants C4, CY are again independent of h and 7.

Third residual.
Let us start with the observation that

(V(Pnr = L1p), Vénr)" = (Ir¢ = pnrs Enr)"s (28)
which follows immediately from the definition of p;, » and . Hence, we can estimate

J Vel ds < 31y = Tmdig sy + e = Tl

+ ||fp(:5h,7'7 ﬁh,T) - Iifp(ﬁ,ﬁ)uiz(}p)) = (’L) + (ZZ) + (ZZZ)

By Lemma (7} the first term can be bounded by (i) < C7|upll gr2(p1). The second term
can be split into several parts and then estimated by

(i) < 3(|112p = pllF2ry + o — W}iﬂ”%?(m) + ||mhp — I;W}LPH%%HU)
< C(M'oll72(poy + 7 oMz 11y ) -

From assumption (A7) and the properties of the projection operators, we conclude that
p,n and their projections pp r,fp can be bounded uniformly in L>(W1°°). Therefore,
all derivatives of f(-,-) appearing in the following can be bounded by a constant Cy. As
a consequence, we then obtain

(i1d) < 2(|| fo(Pn,rs nr) = Folos T2y + 1foloyn) = L2 Folps )22y
< Cr(l1pnr = pll32eny + nr = 132 ny) + CT Fols ) 12 -

The last term involves higher derivatives of f as well as cubic products of p,n and its
derivatives, with the highest order terms are given by 0,4 Vp and 0, Vn. This yields to

(o, mrzcry < Cr(L+ (0,0l mrzcny + (o, )1 3

In summary, the second residual may thus be estimated by
/1 73,731 ds < C3(h* 4+ 74)

with constant Cy independent of the discretization parameters h and .

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

[ Mranlzds < Catht + )
In
with constant Cy4 independent of A and 7. This concludes the proof of the lemma. O

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

th,T - )
+ | iiphir — Fip,h, )+ s = finnrll 2z < C(R* +77)

Proof. We use the bounds for the relative energy in Lemma [5| and the fact that the values
u(t) = Au™+ (1 — X\)u"~! of a linear function on I, is a convex combination of its terminal
values. Together with the convexity of the squared L?-norm, we then get

Ealuli)ds < Cq [ |lu—u|?ds

I, In
1
< CaT/ Mu™ — a2 + (1= N)Jut — a7 L2dA
0
Ca N 11pn—1
< n n n— n .
R (Eau i) + Ea(u )

By combination of Theorem [6] Lemma [§ and Lemma [9} we then obtain
tn
nh,ﬂ') in—

50&(ph,7’7nh,7’ o ; 1 + Cl/ Dﬁh,T?ﬁh,T (IU’P,h’T - /:Lpzth7 Mnyhﬂ— - /jLThh’T) ds
I,

S CZT (ga(p;zl,ﬂ 77}711,7' An, An, ) + 506 (pz;l’ 77277- |ﬁZ 7-1’ TA]}:LTI)> + CS(h4 + 7-4)‘

After a slight rearrangement of terms and using (1 — Ca7) > e~ and (1 + Ca7) < € for
all 7 <1/(2C3) with some constant A ~ C3, this can be written in compact form

—AT n+bn<6)\~r nfl_i_dn

with u" = &, (ph 73T, T|ph T’nhT =3 f[ P siinr (Roshyr — Hp,hrs Fin i = Fnh,r) d,
and d" = CC (h? 4+ 72)2. By the discrete Gronwall inequality (A.11]), we thus obtain
tn

7 n AT ~MN — fay — 2
Ea (ph,—rv nh,r‘ph,ra nh,T) + Dﬁh,'ﬁﬁh,f (Mp,h,r — Hp,h, s M, h,r — /‘1’7],}177') ds
0

< Cralph P ) + C (Rt 74,

with constants C'r and C. depending only on the maximal time 7" and the previous bounds.
Due to the choice of the initial values in Problem [I} 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. O
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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. O

4.6. Discrete uniqueness

Let (ph,r, fip,h,rs Mhrs fig,h,r) De a solution of Problem and and (pp -, ﬁp,h,n oy Ty
be another solution with the same initial values. As before, we may understand the latter

as a solution of the perturbed system f which is linearized around the original
solution. The corresponding residuals are

(FLprs Oip)" = (L pr — Lisps) Vidpnr + (Lions — Lo )igne Vora"  (29)
(Fopr,Vans)" = (Laonr — Liopr)Vidpnr + (Loonr — Loop s )iy nrs V2. 5,0)" (30)

and 73, » = T4, = 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
/1 1P e F-1 + T3 p, |72 ds < C/I Ea(phrs Mhyr|Phyrs Tin,r) ds.
Proof. With the very same arguments as employed in the proof of Lemma [J] we see that
J Ul + Izl ds
< C" (Vg h oo ooy + ||ﬁn,h,TH%oc(Loo))/I Ea(phrs Mh,r|Phyrs Mh,r) ds.

In order to verify that HVﬁp,hJHQLO@(Lm) and || fin - H%OO(LOO) can be bounded independently
of h, 7, we make use of the true solution and the previous error estimates, and compute

2 2 e ) 2
||v'u,07h77 ‘LOO(LOO) < H/’Lp,hﬂ' - 770770,Up||Loo(W1,oo)
T _h T 2 T 2
+ (7o 70 1p — WON,OHL“’(WLOO) + ||7T0HpHLoo(W1,oo)-
Using error estimates for discrete solutions and an inverse inequality, we see that

1tpn,r = TG bpl G wrrcey < 77072 lfp s — To TG HpllF2 (1) < C(r°R7° +78h) < 7,

where we used 7 < h in the last step. The remaining two terms and Hﬁmh’TH%w(Lw)can be
estimated in a similar manner. O

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

ga (pz,ﬂ 772,7’ |/37};L,7" 771?,7’) S Cg“ga (p(ljz,ﬂ 772,7’ ’pA?Lﬂ” ﬁ’?ﬂ')'

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. O
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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 € = (0,1)?and complement f is by periodic boundary
conditions. We further introduce n.(p) := Vp/ W , which for ¢ > 0 is a regularized
normal to the isolines of the phase field p. We then define
1
Lo
Flp:m) = Cp*(1 = p)* + D[p® +6(1 — p)(11° + (1 —n)?)
—4@2 =) + (1 =n)*) + 3 + (1 = n)*)?]
C=1, D=0.0627,="7=10""°

Ly =14+ —LpL{, =T+ n1(p) ® ny(p), L1z = V10000 (p), Loz = 1000,

The choice for f(-,-) is typical in the literature; cf. [28] 25]. We further set 7' = 0.1 for
the final time and choose the following periodic but non-symmetric initial conditions

po = 0.5+ 0.5sin(27z) sin(2wy), no = 0.5+ 0.5sin(4nz) sin(27y).

For all our computations, we use the method introduced in Problem [I| with spatial
and temporal mesh size h and 7. In order to guarantee existence of a unique discrete
solution, see Theorem [3, we choose 7 = ch in all our tests with ¢ = 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 f in every time step, we employ the Newton method,
which in all our tests converged within 6 iterations to almost machine precision.

In Figures[I|and 2| we depict some snapshots of the phase fields p and 7 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. = 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 ¢ = 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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Figure 1: Snapshots of the conserved phase field p for simulations with A = 27¢ and 7 = 0.001 - h.
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Figure 2: Snapshots of the non-conserved phase field i for simulations with h = 27% and 7 = 0.001 - h.
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Figure 3: Evolution of the energy £(p,n) (left) as well as validity of discrete energy-dissipation and mass
conservation identities (right) for simulations obtained with h = 27% and 7 = 0.001 - h.

the computed solutions (pp 7, M7, fip,h,r» fin,h,r) 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(th) = th,T - ph/2,7’/2HLoo(H1) + ||77h,7 - "7h/2;r/2HLoo(H1)

=err(p,h,T) =err(n,h,7)

+ Hﬂp,h,T - ﬂp,h/2,‘r/2HL2(H1) + H/jn,h,f - ﬂ?’],h/Z,T/QHLQ(LZ) .

-
—err(jip,h,7) ——

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,7) = O(h? + 7%). In Table |1} we summarize the results of our computations

Table 1: Errors and experimental orders of convergence.

k H err(p, h, T) ‘ eoc H err(n, h,T) ‘ eoc H err(up, h, 7') ‘ eoc H err(n, h, T) ‘ eoc
11]861-10™ ] — [6.93-107™ | — 1.05-1072 — 1.86-107°

2 || 6.77-10%° | 0.59 || 2.48-10"° | 1.22 || 835-1072 | 0.57 || 9.71-107% | 0.97
3

4

5

1.81-1071 | 2.29 || 1.28-107* | 2.07 || 4.73-107% | 2.04 || 4.96-1077 | 2.07
3.16-107° | 1.98
2.83-107°% | 1.87

1.13-107% | 2.34
7.95-1071° | 1.96

9.66-1072 | 1.93
6.51-107* | 1.97

1.22-1072 | 1.97
8.15-107* | 1.97

obtained on a sequence of uniformly refined meshes with mesh size h =27% k=1,...,5,
and time steps 7 = 0.001 - h. The computational results are in perfect agreement with the
theoretical predictions stated in Theorem

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 [I1]. 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
L*-orthogonal projection 79 : L*(Q) — V), satisfies

|u — 7| s < Ch™%||ul| g Yu € H"(Q), (A.1)

and all parameters —1 < s < r and 0 < r < 4. On quasi-uniform meshes 7T, which we

consider here, the projection 7T2 is also stable with respect to the H'-norm, i.e.,

[mdullys < Cllulls  Vu € HY(9). (A.2)
Furthermore, for every ¢ € [1, 00| the following stability result holds, see [16, 15],
Impullwie < Cllulwie — Yue WH(Q). (A.3)
The H!'-elliptic projection w}l : HY(Q) — V), defined in , satisfies
lu —miullgs < CR" " *||lul|lgr  VYu € H"(Q), (A.4)

for all parameters —1 < s < r and 1 < r < 3. Since we assumed quasi-uniformity of the
mesh 7}, we can further resort to the inverse inequalities

ol < cinoh Mlvnlze  and  loalle < cinh®P™ o] Lo (A.5)
which hold for all discrete functions vy, € Vj and all 1 < ¢ < p < oo.

A.2. Time discretization

The piecewise linear interpolation I : H'(0,T) — Pf(Z;) and the piecewise constant
projection 70 : L2(0,T) — Py(I,) in time satisfy

lu = 72ul oo,y < CTP VT [ul|yra o, Yu € WH9(0,T), (A.6)
lu = Lrull ooy < CTYP7 V92 g o, Vu € W*9(0,T) (A7)

with 1 < p < ¢ < oo and for 0 < r < 1 respectively 1 < s < 2. Moreover, these operators
commute with differentiation in the sense that

Or(Itu) = 70(dpu). (A.8)

T
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A.8. Projection estimates for nonlinear terms

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

Lemma 12. Let a = mpa denote the L%-orthogonal projection onto Py(Z;). Then for any
u,v € W2P(0,T) with 1 < p < oo, one has

[av — WHLP(O,T) < CTQHUHW%P(O,T)HUHWZP(O,T)’ (A.9)
with a constant C' depending only on the polynomial degree k.

Lemma 13. Let a = moa denote the L?-orthogonal projection onto Py(Z:). Furthermore,
let ¢ € Pi(Z;). Then for any u,v € W2P(0,T) with 1 < p < 0o, one has

l9(6) = g(d)ll ooy < CTQHQ(@HW?@(O,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 (a")y, (bn)n, (¢n)n, and (An)n be given positive sequences, satisfying

Up + by, < €M Up_1 + Cp, n > 0.
Then
n n
up + Y ik Ny < 2=t Mg + Y eXi=ki Ve n > 0, (A11)
k=1 k=0
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