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Abstract

In this work we present two new numerical schemes to approximate the Navier-Stokes-Cahn-
Hilliard system with degenerate mobility using finite differences in time and finite elements
in space. The proposed schemes are conservative, energy-stable and preserve the maximum
principle approximately (the amount of the phase variable being outside of the interval [0, 1]
goes to zero in terms of a truncation parameter). Additionally, we present several numerical
results to illustrate the accuracy and the well behavior of the proposed schemes, as well as a
comparison with the behavior of the Navier-Stokes-Cahn-Hilliard model with constant mobility.

1 Introduction

Many scientific, engineering, and industrial applications related with hydrodynamics and materials
science are based on the understanding of the evolution in time of the interface between two or more
immiscible fluids. In particular, the phase-field/diffuse-interface approach has been widely consid-
ered in recent times due to its ability to describe topological transitions like droplet coalescence or
droplet break-up in a natural way. The basic idea behind this approach is that the structure of
the interface is determined by the competition of the tendencies for mixing and de-mixing, which
are balanced through a non-local mixing energy. The most classical model in this direction is the
Cahn-Hilliard equation [6], which was introduced to model the thermodynamic forces driving phase
separation. In [23], the authors presented the so-called Model H, which models the behavior of
a mixture of two incompressible, viscous Newtonian fluids with the same constant density. Inter-
estingly, by using the rational continuum mechanics framework the authors in [21] arrived at the
same model and showed that it satisfies the second law of thermodynamics. The obtained model is
usually called the Navier-Stokes-Cahn-Hilliard system.

In this work we consider the Navier-Stokes-Cahn-Hilliard system with the mobility term being
a non-linear degenerate function, in order that the flux only acts away of the pure phases. The
authors in [1] established the existence and regularity of weak solutions of a more general system that
represents mixtures of fluids with different densities, which includes the particular case of considering
matching constant densities, as in the original Navier-Stokes-Cahn-Hilliard system. Additionally,
equivalent analytical results have been stablished for nonlocal models associated with the Navier-
Stokes-Cahn-Hilliard system [12, 13, 14].
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The design and study of numerical schemes for both the Cahn-Hilliard and Navier-Stokes-Cahn-
Hilliard systems has become very popular these days, although most of the research has targeted
the constant mobility case (check [27] for an overview and comparison of different approaches). In
recent years there has been also a growing interest in studying numerically these problems using
degenerate mobilities. The case of logarithmic potentials together with degenerate mobilities were
studied using mixed finite element approximations in [5, 9], while in [7] the authors focus on the
same problem but using finite differences. Discontinuous Galerkin methods have also become very
popular to approximate phase field systems with degenerate mobilities [2, 3, 24, 25, 28].

In this work we extend the ideas presented in [19], where two numerical schemes using finite
differences in time and finite elements in space to approximate the Cahn-Hilliard equation with
degenerate mobility where derived, showing that they are energy-stable and they preserve the max-
imum principle approximately (the amount of the solution being outside of the interval [0, 1] goes to
zero in terms of a truncation parameter), where the proofs rely on the introduction and estimation
of two singular potentials. In fact, the ideas of achieving approximate maximum principles have
recently proved very useful in the context of chemotaxis models [16, 17, 18, 20]. The main challenge
to be able to extend those ideas to the Navier-Stokes-Cahn-Hilliard system consist on being able
to handle the convection term that transport the phase field function ϕ. To this end, we present a
completely new approach for approximating those terms which will lead to numerical schemes that
are energy-stable and satisfy approximate maximum principles. Up to our knowledge, these are the
first finite element schemes for the Navier-Stokes-Cahn-Hilliard system preserving these properties
at discrete level.

This work is organized as follows: In Section 2 we present the Navier-Stokes-Cahn-Hilliard
model with degenerate mobility. After that, we introduce a truncated version of the model and two
truncated functionals Gε(ϕ) and Jε(ϕ) and their associated estimates. Then, two new numerical
schemes together with the properties that they satisfy are presented in Section 3. In particular
we show that both schemes are conservative, energy-stable and they satisfy approximate maximum
principles. In order to illustrate the well behavior of the proposed numerical schemes and their
applicability to simulate complex situations we present several numerical results in Section 4. Finally
we state the conclusions of our work in Section 5.

2 Model

Let Ω ⊂ Rd (with d = 1, 2, 3) be a bounded spatial domain with polyhedral boundary ∂Ω and [0, T ]
a finite time interval. The Navier-Stokes-Cahn-Hilliard [21, 23] system reads:

ut + (u · ∇)u −∇ · (ν(ϕ)D(u)) +∇P + λ∇ · (∇ϕ⊗∇ϕ) = 0 ,

∇ · u = 0 ,

ϕt + u · ∇ϕ−∇ ·
[
γM(ϕ)∇

(
δE

δϕ

)]
= 0 ,

(1)

where u(x, t) denotes the velocity field, P (x, t) the pressure, ϕ(x, t) the phase field function (with
pure phases located at ϕ = 0 and ϕ = 1), ν(ϕ) is the kinematic viscosity of the mixture (depending
on the phase), D(u) the symmetric gradient of the velocity (D(u) = 1

2(∇u + (∇u)T )), λ > 0 a
capillarity parameter, γ > 0 being a relaxation time parameter and δE

δϕ the variational derivative of
the total energy of the system:

E(u, ϕ) := Ekin(u) + λEmix(ϕ) =

∫
Ω

1

2
|u|2dx+ λ

∫
Ω

(
1

2
|∇ϕ|2 + F (ϕ)

)
dx . (2)
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Moreover, M(ϕ) represents the degenerate mobility term

M(ϕ) := ϕ (1− ϕ) . (3)

The thickness of the interface between the two fluids is associated to the (small) parameter η > 0,
which is used to define the double well potential F (ϕ) as

F (ϕ) :=
1

4η2
ϕ2(1− ϕ)2 =

1

4η2

(
ϕ4 − 2ϕ3 +

3

2
ϕ2

)
− 1

8η2
ϕ2 =: Fc(ϕ) + Fe(ϕ) ,

where we have separated the potential into a convex function Fc(ϕ) and a concave one Fe(ϕ). In
particular,

F ′′
c (ϕ) =

3

η2

(
ϕ− 1

2

)2

≥ 0 and F ′′
e (ϕ) = − 1

4η2
≤ 0 .

We now introduce the chemical potential as a new variable µ(x, t):

µ :=
δE

δϕ
= λ

δEmix

δϕ
= λ

(
−∆ϕ+ F ′(ϕ)

)
, (4)

then, defining p = P + λ
2 |∇ϕ|

2 + λF (ϕ)− ϕµ and taking advantage of the definition of µ, we arrive
to the relation

∇P + λ∇ · (∇ϕ⊗∇ϕ) = ∇P − µ∇ϕ+ λ∇
(
1

2
|∇ϕ|2 + F (ϕ)

)
= ∇p+ ϕ∇µ ,

hence, using the incompressibility of u, we can rewrite system (1) as

ut + (u · ∇)u −∇ · (ν(ϕ)D(u)) +∇p+ ϕ∇µ = 0 ,

∇ · u = 0 ,

ϕt +∇ · (ϕu)−∇ · [γM(ϕ)∇µ] = 0 ,

λ
(
−∆ϕ+ F ′(ϕ)

)
− µ = 0 .

(5)

System (5) is supplemented with initial conditions

u|t=0 = u0 and ϕ|t=0 = ϕ0 in Ω , (6)

and boundary conditions

u|∂Ω = 0 and ∇ϕ · n|∂Ω = ∇µ · n|∂Ω = 0 , (7)

with n denoting the outward normal vector to the boundary ∂Ω.

Lemma 2.1. Any (u, p, ϕ, µ) regular enough solution of (5)-(7) satisfies the conservation property

d

dt

(∫
Ω
ϕdx

)
= 0 ,

and the following (dissipative) energy law

d

dt
E(u, ϕ) +

∥∥√ν(ϕ)D(u)
∥∥2
L2 + γ

∥∥√M(ϕ)∇µ
∥∥2
L2 = 0 . (8)

Proof. The conservation holds just by testing equation (5)3 by 1. Testing (5) by (u, p, µ, ϕt) we
obtain (8), accounting that the velocity convective term (u ·∇)u vanish (using the incompressibility
of u) and the force term ϕ∇µ cancel with the phase convective term ∇ · (ϕu).
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2.1 Truncated non-degenerated problem

Now we follow the ideas presented for the well-posedness of the Cahn-Hilliard equation with degen-
erate mobility [10] and for a general version of Navier-Stokes-Cahn-Hilliard with variable density
[1], by introducing a truncated non-degenerated version of problem (5), whose solution converges
to the solution of the original problem (5) when the truncation parameter goes to zero. The key
point is to replace the mobility term M(ϕ) defined in (3) by a truncated (and non-degenerated)
version Mε(ϕ), which depends on a small truncation parameter ε > 0. To this end, we first define
the truncation functional T 1−ε

ε such that

T 1−ε
ε (ϕ) =


ε if ϕ ≤ ε ,

ϕ if ε ≤ ϕ ≤ 1− ε ,

1− ε if ϕ ≥ 1− ε .

In particular, we have the following property

1− T 1−ε
ε (ϕ) = T 1−ε

ε (1− ϕ) . (9)

Now we can take advantage of the previous truncation function and define the truncated (non-
degenerate) mobility Mε(ϕ) as

Mε(ϕ) = T 1−ε
ε (ϕ)T 1−ε

ε (1− ϕ) =


ε(1− ε) if ϕ ≤ ε ,

ϕ(1− ϕ) if ε ≤ ϕ ≤ 1− ε ,

ε(1− ε) if ϕ ≥ 1− ε ,

Then the truncated version of model (5) reads:

ut + (u · ∇)u −∇ · (ν(ϕ)D(u)) +∇p+ T 1−ε
ε (ϕ)∇µ = 0 ,

∇ · u = 0 ,

ϕt +∇ · (T 1−ε
ε (ϕ)u)−∇ · [γMε(ϕ)∇µ] = 0 ,

λ
(
−∆ϕ+ F ′(ϕ)

)
− µ = 0 ,

(10)

supplemented with the initial and boundary conditions presented in (6) and (7), respectively.

Lemma 2.2. Any (u, p, ϕ, µ) regular enough solution of (10) is conservative, that is,

d

dt

(∫
Ω
ϕdx

)
= 0 ,

and satisfies the (dissipative) energy law

d

dt
E(u, ϕ) +

∥∥√ν(ϕ)D(u)
∥∥2
L2 + γ

∥∥√Mε(ϕ)∇µ
∥∥2
L2 = 0 . (11)

Proof. The conservation holds just by testing equation (10)3 by 1. Testing (10) by (u, p, µ, ϕt) we
obtain (11).

The next step is to follow the ideas presented in [10, 19] and introduce two singular functionals
(that we denote Gε(ϕ) and Jε(ϕ)) that will be used to show the additional boundedness of the
solution of (10). Moreover, discrete versions of these functionals will be used to show approximate
maximum principle properties for the corresponding numerical schemes.

4



2.1.1 Functional Gε(ϕ)

We define a new functional Gε(ϕ) such that

G′′
ε(ϕ) :=

1

Mε(ϕ)
=

1

T 1−ε
ε (ϕ)T 1−ε

ε (1− ϕ)
=

1

T 1−ε
ε (ϕ)

+
1

T 1−ε
ε (1− ϕ)

.

Then, we define the auxiliary potential Hε(ϕ) such that

H ′′
ε (ϕ) :=

1

T 1−ε
ε (ϕ)

,

hence
G′′

ε(ϕ) = H ′′
ε (ϕ) +H ′′

ε (1− ϕ).

In particular, one has the equalities

G′
ε(ϕ) = H ′

ε(ϕ)−H ′
ε(1− ϕ), (12)

and
T 1−ε
ε (ϕ)∇H ′

ε(ϕ) = ∇ϕ = −T 1−ε
ε (1− ϕ)∇H ′

ε(1− ϕ) . (13)

Lemma 2.3. Any regular enough solution of (10) satisfies the equality

d

dt

(∫
Ω
Gε(ϕ) dx

)
+ λγ

∫
Ω
(∆ϕ)2dx+ λγ

∫
Ω
F ′′
c (ϕ)|∇ϕ|2dx

= −λγ
∫
Ω
F ′′
e (ϕ)|∇ϕ|2dx =

λγ

4η2

∫
Ω
|∇ϕ|2dx ,

(14)

Proof. We test (10)3 by G′
ε(ϕ). Using (9), (12) and (13),

T 1−ε
ε (ϕ)∇G′

ε(ϕ) = T 1−ε
ε (ϕ)∇H ′

ε(ϕ)− T 1−ε
ε (ϕ)∇H ′

ε(1− ϕ)

= T 1−ε
ε (ϕ)∇H ′

ε(ϕ) + T 1−ε
ε (1− ϕ)∇H ′

ε(1− ϕ)−∇H ′
ε(1− ϕ)

= −∇H ′
ε(1− ϕ) ,

hence, taking into account ∇ · u = 0 in Ω and u|∂Ω = 0, one has∫
Ω
∇ · (T 1−ε

ε (ϕ)u)G′
ε(ϕ) =

∫
Ω
T 1−ε
ε (ϕ)∇G′

ε(ϕ) · u = −
∫
Ω
∇(H ′

ε(1− ϕ)) · u = 0.

On the other hand, using that Mε(ϕ)G
′′
ε(ϕ) = 1, one has

−
∫
Ω
∇ · [γMε(ϕ)∇µ] G′

ε(ϕ) =

∫
Ω
γMε(ϕ)∇µ · ∇ϕG′′

ε(ϕ) = γ

∫
Ω
∇µ · ∇ϕ .

Accounting previous computations, we obtain

d

dt

(∫
Ω
Gε(ϕ) dx

)
+ γ

∫
Ω
∇µ · ∇ϕdx = 0 . (15)

By testing (10)4 by −∆ϕ, we can write∫
Ω
∇µ · ∇ϕdx = λ

(∫
Ω
(∆ϕ)2dx+

∫
Ω
F ′′
c (ϕ)|∇ϕ|2 dx+

∫
Ω
F ′′
e (ϕ)|∇ϕ|2 dx

)
. (16)

Finally combining (15) with (16) we obtain (14).
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2.1.2 Functional Jε(ϕ)

We define a new functional Jε(ϕ) such that

J ′′
ε (ϕ) :=

1√
Mε(ϕ)

=
1√

T 1−ε
ε (ϕ)T 1−ε

ε (1− ϕ)
.

Using equality (9), one has

J ′′
ε (ϕ) :=

√
T 1−ε
ε (1− ϕ)√
T 1−ε
ε (ϕ)

+

√
T 1−ε
ε (ϕ)√

T 1−ε
ε (1− ϕ)

.

Then, we define the auxiliary potential Kε(ϕ) such that

K ′′
ε (ϕ) :=

√
T 1−ε
ε (1− ϕ)√
T 1−ε
ε (ϕ)

,

hence
J ′′
ε (ϕ) = K ′′

ε (ϕ) +K ′′
ε (1− ϕ).

In particular, one has
J ′
ε(ϕ) = K ′

ε(ϕ)−K ′
ε(1− ϕ), (17)

and
T 1−ε
ε (ϕ)∇K ′

ε(ϕ) =

√
T 1−ε
ε (ϕ)T 1−ε

ε (1− ϕ)∇ϕ = −T 1−ε
ε (1− ϕ)∇K ′

ε(1− ϕ) . (18)

Lemma 2.4. Any regular enough solution of system (10) satisfies the inequality

d

dt

(∫
Ω
Jε(ϕ) dx

)
≤ γ

(∫
Ω
Mε(ϕ)|∇µ|2dx+

∫
Ω
|∇ϕ|2dx

)
. (19)

Proof. Using (9), (17) and (18) we can write

T 1−ε
ε (ϕ)∇J ′

ε(ϕ) = T 1−ε
ε (ϕ)∇K ′

ε(ϕ)− T 1−ε
ε (ϕ)∇K ′

ε(1− ϕ)

= T 1−ε
ε (ϕ)∇K ′

ε(ϕ) + T 1−ε
ε (1− ϕ)∇K ′

ε(1− ϕ)−∇K ′
ε(1− ϕ)

= −∇K ′
ε(1− ϕ) .

Hence, testing (10)3 by J ′
ε(ϕ) and taking into account ∇ ·u = 0 in Ω, u|∂Ω = 0 and Mε(ϕ) J

′′
ε (ϕ) =√

Mε(ϕ), we obtain
d

dt

(∫
Ω
Jε(ϕ) dx

)
= −γ

∫
Ω

√
Mε(ϕ)∇µ · ∇ϕdx . (20)

Finally, bounding the right hand side of last expression by using ab ≤ a2/2 + b2/2 we obtain (19).
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3 Numerical schemes

The numerical schemes proposed in this section are designed as approximations of the corresponding
weak formulation of the system (10). Hereafter (·, ·) denotes the L2(Ω)-scalar product. For all
numerical schemes we consider a partition of the time interval [0, T ] into N subintervals, with
constant time step ∆t = T/N and we denote by δt the (backward) discrete time derivative

δtf :=
fn+1 − fn

∆t
.

We consider structured triangulations {Th} of the domain Ω (which implies that each element has a
side parallel to the κ-th axis for each κ = 1, . . . , d with length bounded by the mesh size parameter
h > 0) and with its elements denoted by Ii, that is {Th} =

⋃
i Ii. The unknowns (u, p, ϕ, µ) are

approximated using the C0-Finite Elements spaces of order k ≥ 1 (denoted by Pk):

(u, p, ϕ, µ) ∈ Uh × Ph × Φh ×Mh ,

in such a way that Φh = P1, Mh = Pk and the pair Uh×Ph satisfies a discrete version of the inf-sup
condition [15]. Moreover, we are going to take advantage of mass-lumping ideas (see [8]) to help us
achieve boundedness of the unknown ϕ. To this end we introduce the discrete semi-inner product
on C0(Ω) and its induced discrete semi-norm:

(f, g)h :=

∫
Ω
Ih(fg)dx and |f |h :=

√
(f, f)h ,

with Ih(f(x)) denoting the nodal P1-interpolation of the function f(x). We use f+ or f− to denote
the positive or negative part of a function f (f+(x) = max{f(x), 0} and f−(x) = min{f(x), 0}).

Definition 3.1. A numerical scheme to approximate system (10) is energy-stable if the following
relation holds:

δtE(un+1, ϕn+1) +
∥∥√ν(ϕn+1)D(un+1)

∥∥2
L2 +

∥∥√Mε(ϕn+1)∇µn+1
∥∥2
L2 ≤ 0 . (21)

In particular, energy-stable numerical schemes satisfy the energy decreasing in time property

E(un+1, ϕn+1) ≤ E(un, ϕn) , ∀n ≥ 0 .

In the following we propose two new numerical schemes, called Gε-scheme and Jε-scheme, de-
signed to take advantage of discrete versions of Lemmas 2.3 and 2.4 to derive approximated discrete
maximum principles. Additionally both schemes are conservative and energy-stable. The energy
stability relies on using the ideas of Eyre [11] for approximating the potential F ′(ϕ) (also known as
the convex splitting approach), which consists on taking implicitly the convex part and explicitly
the concave part of the potential because the following relation holds:

1

∆t

∫
Ω

(
F ′
c(ϕ

n+1) + F ′
e(ϕ

n)
)
(ϕn+1 − ϕn)dx ≥ 1

∆t

∫
Ω

(
F (ϕn+1)− F (ϕn)

)
dx . (22)

3.1 Gε-Scheme

We first define a P0 approximation of T 1−ε
ε (ϕ), called TG

h (ϕ), such that

TG
h (ϕ)∇Ih(G′

ε(ϕ)) = −∇Ih(H ′
ε(1− ϕ)), ∀ϕ ∈ Φh . (23)
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In fact, TG
h (ϕ) is a P0 diagonal matrix function (related to T 1−ε

ε (ϕ)), denoting its diagonal elements
TG
h (ϕ)κκ for κ = 1, . . . , d. In particular, in each element Ii of the triangulation {Th} (with nodes

x0,xκ in the κ-th axis) we define

(TG
h )κκ

∣∣∣
Ii

:=


−H

′
ε(1− ϕ(xκ))−H ′

ε(1− ϕ(x0))

G′
ε(ϕ(xκ))−G′

ε(ϕ(x0))
if ϕ(x0) ̸= ϕ(xκ) ,

P h
0 (T

1−ε
ε (ϕ)) if ϕ(x0) = ϕ(xκ) ,

where P h
0 (ϕ)|Ii = (

∫
Ii
ϕdx)/|Ii| denotes the P0-projection of ϕ. It is easy to check that (23) holds.

Remark 3.2. There are other possibilities for defining (TG
h )κκ|Ii when ϕ(x0) = ϕ(xκ), for instance

the expression H ′′
ε (1− ϕ(x0))/G

′′
ε(ϕ(x0)) can also be considered.

We also define a P0 approximation of Mε(ϕ), called MG
ε (ϕ) such that

MG
ε (ϕ)∇Ih(G′

ε(ϕ)) = ∇ϕ, ∀ϕ ∈ Φh . (24)

In fact, since Φh = P1, then MG
ε (ϕ) is a P0 diagonal matrix function (related to Mε(ϕ)) defined by

elements by

(MG
ε )κκ

∣∣∣
Ii

:=


ϕ(xκ)− ϕ(x0)

G′
ε(ϕ(xκ))−G′

ε(ϕ(x0))
if ϕ(x0) ̸= ϕ(xκ) ,

M
(
P h
0 (T

1−ε
ε (ϕ))

)
if ϕ(x0) = ϕ(xκ) .

Remark 3.3. There are other possibilities for defining (MG
ε )κκ|Ii when ϕ(x0) = ϕ(xκ), for instance

the expression G′′
ε(ϕ(x0))

−1 was considered in [19].

The Gε-scheme reads: Find (un+1, pn+1, ϕn+1, µn+1) ∈ Uh × Ph × Φh ×Mh such that

1

∆t
(un+1 − un, ū) +

(
(un · ∇)un+1, ū

)
+

1

2

(
(∇ · un)un+1, ū

)
+(ν(ϕn+1)D(un+1),D(ū)) + (∇pn+1, ū) + (TG

h (ϕn+1)∇µn+1, ū) = 0 ,

(∇ · un+1, p̄) = 0 ,

1

∆t

(
ϕn+1 − ϕn, µ̄

)
h
− (TG

h (ϕn+1)un+1,∇µ̄) + γ
(
MG

ε (ϕn+1)∇µn+1,∇µ̄
)

= 0 ,

λ(∇ϕn+1,∇ϕ̄) + λ
(
Ih(F

′
c(ϕ

n+1)) + Ih(F
′
e(ϕ

n)), ϕ̄
)
h
− (µn+1, ϕ̄)h = 0 ,

(25)

for all (ū, p̄, ϕ̄, µ̄) ∈ Uh × Ph × Φh ×Mh.

3.1.1 Conservation of volume and energy-stability

Lemma 3.4. Any solution of the Gε-scheme (25) is conservative, that is,∫
Ω
ϕn+1dx =

∫
Ω
ϕndx = . . . =

∫
Ω
ϕ0dx ,

and it is energy stable in the sense that it satisfies the following discrete version of (11):

δt

(
Ekin(un+1) +

λ

2
∥∇ϕn+1∥2L2 + λ

∫
Ω
Ih(F (ϕ

n+1))dx

)
+
∥∥∥√ν(ϕn+1)D(un+1)

∥∥∥2
L2

+ γ

∥∥∥∥√MG
ε (ϕn+1)∇µn+1

∥∥∥∥2
L2

+
1

2∆t
∥un+1 − un∥2L2 +

λ

2∆t
∥∇(ϕn+1 − ϕn)∥2L2 ≤ 0 .

(26)
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Proof. The conservation holds just by testing equation (25)3 by µ̄ = 1. Testing (25)1 by un+1 and
(25)2 by pn+1, we obtain

δtEkin(un+1)+
1

2∆t

∥∥un+1 − un
∥∥2
L2+

∥∥∥√ν(ϕn+1)D(un+1)
∥∥∥2
L2
+
(
TG
h (ϕn+1)∇µn+1,un+1

)
= 0 . (27)

Testing (25)3 by µ̄ = µn+1 and (25)4 by ϕ̄ = δtϕ
n+1 we obtain

λ

2
δt∥∇ϕn+1∥2L2 +

λ

2∆t
∥∇(ϕn+1 − ϕn)∥2L2 +

λ

∆t

(
Ih(F

′
c(ϕ

n+1)) + Ih(F
′
e(ϕ

n)), ϕn+1 − ϕn
)
h

−(TG
h (ϕn+1)un+1,∇µn+1) + γ

∥∥∥∥√MG
ε (ϕn+1)∇µn+1

∥∥∥∥2
L2

= 0 .

(28)

Finally, taking into account (22) and adding together (27) with (28) we obtain (26).

3.1.2 Approximated maximum principle

Lemma 3.5. If P1 ⊆ Ph, Φh = P1 and P1 ⊂Mh, then any solution of the Gε-scheme (25) satisfies
the following discrete version of (14):

δt

(∫
Ω
Ih(Gε(ϕ

n+1)) dx

)
+ γ

∫
Ω
Ih

(
(ωn+1)2

)
dx+ γλ

∫
Ω

∣∣∣√Rh(ϕn+1)∇ϕn+1
∣∣∣2 dx

≤ γλ

8η2

(∫
Ω
|∇ϕn|2 dx+

∫
Ω
|∇ϕn+1|2 dx

)
,

(29)

where ωn+1 = µn+1−λ
(
Ih(F

′
c(ϕ

n+1))+ Ih(F
′
e(ϕ

n))
)

and Rh(ϕ) being a P0 diagonal matrix function
(related to F ′′

c (ϕ)), defined by

Rh
κκ

∣∣∣
Ii

:=


F ′
c(ϕ(xκ))− F ′

c(ϕ(x0))

ϕ(xκ)− ϕ(x0)
if ϕ(x0) ̸= ϕ(xκ) ,

F ′′
c (ϕ(x0)) if ϕ(x0) = ϕ(xκ) .

Note that Rh
κκ

∣∣∣
Ii
≥ 0 owing to the convexity of Fc(ϕ).

Proof. Using (23) and taking into account that (∇·un+1, p̄) = 0 for any p̄ ∈ Ph and the requirement
P1 ⊆ Ph, we can write(

TG
h (ϕn+1)un+1,∇Ih(G′

ε(ϕ
n+1))

)
=

(
TG
h (ϕn+1)∇Ih(G′

ε(ϕ
n+1)),un+1

)
= −

(
∇Ih(H ′

ε(1− ϕn+1)),un+1
)

= 0 .

Moreover, using (24) we have(
Mh

ε (ϕ
n+1)∇µn+1,∇Ih(G′

ε(ϕ
n+1))

)
=

(
Mh

ε (ϕ
n+1)∇Ih(G′

ε(ϕ
n+1)),∇µn+1

)
=

(
∇ϕn+1,∇µn+1

)
.

Finally, testing (25)3 by µ̄ = Ih(G
′
ε(ϕ

n+1)) (it is possible because P1 ⊂Mh), (25)4 by ϕ̄ = ϕn+1 and
working as in [19] we obtain (29).
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Corollary 3.6. Under hypotheses of Lemma 3.5, any solution of the Gε-scheme (25) satisfies the
following estimates: ∫

Ω

(
Ih(ϕ

n
−)

)2
dx ≤ C

ε(1− ε)

η2
≤ C

ε

η2
(30)

and ∫
Ω

(
Ih
(
(ϕn − 1)+

))2
dx ≤ C

ε(1− ε)

η2
≤ C

ε

η2
, (31)

where C depends on the initial energy E(ϕ0) and
∫
Ω Ih(Gε(ϕ

0))dx.

Proof. Following the same arguments presented in [19].

Remark 3.7. Gε-scheme (25) satisfies an approximate maximum principle for ϕn, because estimates
(30) and (31) imply in particular that

Ih(ϕ
n
−) → 0 and Ih

(
(ϕn − 1)+

)
→ 0 in L2(Ω), as ε→ 0 ,

with O (
√
ε/η) accuracy rate.

3.2 Jε-Scheme

We first define a P0 approximation of T 1−ε
ε (ϕ), called T J

h (ϕ) such that

T J
h (ϕ)∇Ih(J ′

ε(ϕ)) = −∇Ih(K ′
ε(1− ϕ)), ∀ϕ ∈ Φh . (32)

In fact, T J
h (ϕ) is a P0 diagonal matrix function defined by

(T J
h )κκ

∣∣∣
Ii

:=


−K

′
ε(1− ϕ(xκ))−K ′

ε(1− ϕ(x0))

J ′
ε(ϕ(xκ))− J ′

ε(ϕ(x0))
if ϕ(x0) ̸= ϕ(xκ) ,

P h
0 (T

1−ε
ε (ϕ)) if ϕ(x0) = ϕ(xκ) .

Remark 3.8. There are other possibilities for defining (T J
h )kk|Ii when ϕ(x0) = ϕ(xκ), for instance

the expression K ′′
ε (1− ϕ(x0))/J

′′
ε (ϕ(x0)) can also be considered.

We also define a P0 approximation of Mε(ϕ), called MJ
ε (ϕ) such that

MJ
ε (ϕ)∇Ih(J ′

ε(ϕ)) =
√
MJ

ε (ϕ)∇ϕ, ∀ϕ ∈ Φh . (33)

In fact, MJ
ε (ϕ) is a P0 diagonal matrix function defined as

(MJ
ε )κκ

∣∣∣
Ii

:=


(

ϕ(xκ)− ϕ(x0)

J ′
ε(ϕ(xκ))− J ′

ε(ϕ(x0))

)2

if ϕ(x0) ̸= ϕ(xκ) ,

M
(
P h
0 (T

1−ε
ε (ϕ))

)
if ϕ(x0) = ϕ(xκ) .

Remark 3.9. There are other possibilities for defining (MJ
ε )κκ|Ii when ϕ(x0) = ϕ(xκ), for instance

the expression J ′′
ε (ϕ(x0))

−2 was considered in [19].
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The Jε-scheme reads: Find (un+1, pn+1, ϕn+1, µn+1) ∈ Uh × Ph × Φh ×Mh such that

1

∆t
(un+1 − un, ū) +

(
(un · ∇)un+1, ū

)
+

1

2

(
(∇ · un)un+1, ū

)
+(ν(ϕn+1)D(un+1),D(ū)) + (∇pn+1, ū) + (T J

h (ϕ
n+1)∇µn+1, ū) = 0 ,

(∇ · un+1, p̄) = 0 ,

1

∆t

(
ϕn+1 − ϕn, µ̄

)
h
− (T J

h (ϕ
n+1)un+1,∇µ̄) + γ

(
MJ

ε (ϕ
n+1)∇µn+1,∇µ̄

)
= 0 ,

λ(∇ϕn+1,∇ϕ̄) + λ
(
F ′
c(ϕ

n+1) + F ′
e(ϕ

n), ϕ̄
)
− (µn+1, ϕ̄)h = 0 ,

(34)

for all (ū, p̄, ϕ̄, µ̄) ∈ Uh × Ph × Φh ×Mh.

3.2.1 Conservation of volume and energy-stability

Lemma 3.10. Scheme (34) is conservative, that is,∫
Ω
ϕn+1dx =

∫
Ω
ϕndx = . . . =

∫
Ω
ϕ0dx ,

and it is energy stable in the sense that it satisfies a discrete version of (11):

δtE(un+1, ϕn+1) +
∥∥∥√ν(ϕn+1)D(un+1)

∥∥∥2
L2

+ γ

∥∥∥∥√MJ
ε (ϕ

n+1)∇µn+1

∥∥∥∥2
L2

+
1

2∆t
∥un+1 − un∥2L2 +

λ

2∆t
∥∇(ϕn+1 − ϕn)∥2L2 ≤ 0 .

(35)

Proof. The conservation holds just by testing equation (34)3 by µ̄ = 1.
Testing (34) by (un+1, pn+1, µn+1, δtϕ

n+1) and working as in Lemma 3.4, we obtain (35).

3.2.2 Approximated maximum principle

Lemma 3.11. If P1 ⊆ Ph, Φh = P1 and P1 ⊂Mh, then any solution of the Jε-scheme (34) satisfies
the following discrete version of estimate (19):

δt

(∫
Ω
Ih(Jε(ϕ

n+1))

)
≤ γ

(∫
Ω
MJ

ε (ϕ
n+1)|∇µn+1|2dx+

∫
Ω
|∇ϕn+1|2dx

)
. (36)

Proof. Using (32) and taking into account that (∇ · un+1, p̄) = 0 holds for any p̄ ∈ Ph and the
requirement P1 ⊆ Ph, we can write(

T J
h (ϕ

n+1)un+1,∇Ih(J ′
ε(ϕ

n+1))
)

=
(
T J
h (ϕ

n+1)∇Ih(J ′
ε(ϕ

n+1)),un+1
)

= −
(
∇Ih(K ′

ε(1− ϕn+1)),un+1
)

= 0 .

Moreover, using (33) we have(
MJ

ε (ϕ
n+1)∇µn+1,∇Ih(J ′

ε(ϕ
n+1))

)
=

∫
Ω

√
MJ

ε (ϕ
n+1)∇µn+1 · ∇ϕn+1 dx

≤
∫
Ω
MJ

ε (ϕ
n+1)|∇µn+1|2 dx+

∫
Ω
|∇ϕn+1|2 dx .

Finally, testing (34)3 by µ̄ = Ih(J
′
ε(ϕ

n+1)) and working as in [19] we obtain (36).
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Corollary 3.12. Under hypotheses of Lemma 3.11, any solution of the Jε-scheme (34) satisfies the
following estimates: ∫

Ω

(
Ih(ϕ

n
−)

)2
dx ≤ C

√
ε(1− ε) ≤ C

√
ε (37)

and ∫
Ω

(
Ih
(
(ϕn − 1)+

))2
dx ≤ C

√
ε(1− ε) ≤ C

√
ε , (38)

where C depends on the initial energy E(ϕ0) and
∫
Ω Ih(Jε(ϕ

0)).

Proof. Following the same arguments presented in [19].

Remark 3.13. Jε-scheme (34) satisfies an approximated minimum principle for ϕn, because esti-
mates (37) and (38) imply in particular that

Ih(ϕ
n
−) → 0 and Ih

(
(ϕn − 1)+

)
→ 0 in L2(Ω) as ε→ 0 ,

with O ( 4
√
ε) accuracy rate.

4 Numerical simulations

In this section we present numerical experiments to illustrate the effectiveness of the proposed
numerical schemes. Although the schemes are valid in Rd (d = 1, 2, 3), we will present only results
in 2D for the sake of simplicity. All the simulations have been carried out using FreeFem++ [22],
the images generated with Paraview [4] and the plots with MATLAB [26].

In some examples we will compare the behavior of the numerical schemes presented in this work
with the behavior of the Navier-Stokes-Cahn-Hilliard model with constant mobility, denoting the
numerical scheme to approximate this system as CM-scheme. In particular, the CM-scheme reads:
Find (un+1, pn+1, ϕn+1, µn+1) ∈ Uh × Ph × Φh ×Mh such that

1

∆t
(un+1 − un, ū) +

(
(un · ∇)un+1, ū

)
+

1

2

(
(∇ · un)un+1, ū

)
+(ν(ϕn+1)D(un+1),D(ū)) + (∇pn+1, ū) + (ϕn+1∇µn+1, ū) = 0 ,

(∇ · un+1, p̄) = 0 ,

1

∆t

(
ϕn+1 − ϕn, µ̄

)
h
− (ϕn+1un+1,∇µ̄) + γ

(
∇µn+1,∇µ̄

)
= 0 ,

λ(∇ϕn+1,∇ϕ̄) + λ
(
F ′
c(ϕ

n+1) + F ′
e(ϕ

n), ϕ̄
)
− (µn+1, ϕ̄)h = 0 ,

(39)

for all (ū, p̄, ϕ̄, µ̄) ∈ Uh × Ph × Φh ×Mh.

Lemma 4.1. Scheme (39) is conservative, that is,∫
Ω
ϕn+1dx =

∫
Ω
ϕndx = . . . =

∫
Ω
ϕ0dx ,

and it is energy stable because it satisfies the following relation:

δtE(un+1, ϕn+1) +
∥∥∥√ν(ϕn+1)D(un+1)

∥∥∥2
L2

+ γ
∥∥∇µn+1

∥∥2
L2

+
1

2∆t
∥un+1 − un∥2L2 +

λ

2∆t
∥∇(ϕn+1 − ϕn)∥2L2 ≤ 0 .

(40)
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Proof. Following the same arguments in Lemma 3.4.

In the first part of the section we present the iterative algorithms that we use for approximating
each of the nonlinear schemes. Then we present the results of several examples, which have been
chosen to illustrate three different aspects of the model and numerical schemes: (a) the accuracy;
(b) the dissipation of energy when no external forces are applied to the system; (c) the different
behavior of the system (and the bounds of ϕ) when using degenerate or constant mobility; (d) the
model and numerical schemes can be considered to represent situations with external forces applied
to the system.

For all the simulations we have considered a square domain Ω = [0, 1]2, constant viscosity ν = 1
and the parameters values γ = 10−3, λ = 10−1, η = 10−2 and ε = 10−8 and a structured mesh
of size h = 1/100. The choice of the discrete spaces considered is: P1 − bubble × P1 for the pair
(Uh × Ph) (mini-element, that is known to be a stable pair for Navier-Stokes [15]) and P1 × P1

for the pair Φh ×Mh. In particular, the discrete spaces satisfy the requirements to achieve the
approximate maximum principles results presented in Corollaries 3.6 and 3.12.

4.1 Iterative methods

The schemes presented in this paper are all coupled and nonlinear. In the following we detail the
iterative algorithms that we have considered to approximate the nonlinear Gε-scheme (25), Jε-
scheme (34) and CM-scheme (39), which are based on decoupling the fluid part and the phase field
part to reduce the size of the linear systems to be solved, together with using Newton’s method
in the nonlinear terms for which we are able to compute their derivative. Let (un, pn, ϕn, µn) and
(uℓ, pℓ, ϕℓ, µℓ) be known (we consider initially (uℓ=0, pℓ=0, ϕℓ=0, µℓ=0) = (un, pn, ϕn, µn)). In all
cases we iterate until the relative L2-errors reach the required tolerance TOL:

∥(uℓ+1 − uℓ, pℓ+1 − pℓ, ϕℓ+1 − ϕℓ, µℓ+1 − µℓ)∥L2×L2×L2×L2

∥(uℓ+1, pℓ+1, ϕℓ+1, µℓ+1)∥L2×L2×L2×L2

≤ TOL .

In particular, in all the examples the tolerance will be fixed as TOL = 10−4.

4.1.1 Iterative algorithm to approximate Gε-Scheme

Step 1 : Find (ϕℓ+1, µℓ+1) ∈ Φh ×Mh such that for all (ϕ̄, µ̄) ∈ Φh ×Mh
1

∆t

(
ϕℓ+1, µ̄

)
h
+
(
MG

ε (ϕℓ)∇µℓ+1,∇µ̄
)

=
1

∆t

(
ϕn, µ̄

)
h
+ (TG

h (ϕℓ)uℓ,∇µ̄) ,

λ(∇ϕℓ+1,∇ϕ̄) + λ(Ih(F
′′
c (ϕ

ℓ))ϕℓ+1, ϕ̄)h − (µℓ+1, ϕ̄)h = −λ
(
Ih(F

′
c(ϕ

ℓ))− Ih(F
′′
c (ϕ

ℓ))ϕℓ, ϕ̄
)
h

−λ(Ih(F ′
e(ϕ

n)), ϕ̄
)
h
.

Step 2 : Find (uℓ+1, pℓ+1) ∈ Uh × Ph such that for all (ū, p̄) ∈ Uh × Ph
1

∆t
(uℓ+1, ū) +

(
(un · ∇)uℓ+1, ū

)
+

1

2

(
(∇ · un)uℓ+1, ū

)
+
(
ν(ϕℓ+1)D(uℓ+1),D(ū)

)
+ (∇pℓ+1, ū) =

1

∆t
(un, ū)− (TG

h (ϕℓ)∇µℓ+1, ū) ,

(∇ · uℓ+1, p̄) = 0 .
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4.1.2 Iterative algorithm to approximate Jε-Scheme

Step 1 : Find (ϕℓ+1, µℓ+1) ∈ Φh ×Mh such that for all (ϕ̄, µ̄) ∈ Φh ×Mh
1

∆t

(
ϕℓ+1, µ̄

)
h
+
(
MJ

ε (ϕ
ℓ)∇µℓ+1,∇µ̄

)
=

1

∆t

(
ϕn, µ̄

)
h
+ (T J

h (ϕ
ℓ)uℓ,∇µ̄) ,

λ(∇ϕℓ+1,∇ϕ̄) + λ
(
F ′′
c (ϕ

ℓ)ϕℓ+1, ϕ̄
)
− (µℓ+1, ϕ̄)h = −λ

(
F ′
c(ϕ

ℓ)− F ′′
c (ϕ

ℓ)ϕℓ + F ′
e(ϕ

n), ϕ̄
)
.

Step 2 : Find (uℓ+1, pℓ+1) ∈ Uh × Ph such that for all (ū, p̄) ∈ Uh × Ph
1

∆t
(uℓ+1, ū) +

(
(un · ∇)uℓ+1, ū

)
+

1

2

(
(∇ · un)uℓ+1, ū

)
+
(
ν(ϕℓ+1)D(uℓ+1),D(ū)

)
+ (∇pℓ+1, ū) =

1

∆t
(un, ū)− (T J

h (ϕ
ℓ)∇µℓ+1, ū) ,

(∇ · uℓ+1, p̄) = 0 .

4.1.3 Iterative algorithm to approximate CM-Scheme

Step 1 : Find (ϕℓ+1, µℓ+1) ∈ Φh ×Mh such that for all (ϕ̄, µ̄) ∈ Φh ×Mh
1

∆t

(
ϕℓ+1, µ̄

)
h
+

(
M∇µℓ+1,∇µ̄

)
=

1

∆t

(
ϕn, µ̄

)
h
+ (ϕℓuℓ,∇µ̄) ,

λ(∇ϕℓ+1,∇ϕ̄) + λ
(
F ′′
c (ϕ

ℓ)ϕℓ+1, ϕ̄
)
− (µℓ+1, ϕ̄)h = −λ

(
F ′
c(ϕ

ℓ)− F ′′
c (ϕ

ℓ)ϕℓ + F ′
e(ϕ

n), ϕ̄
)
.

Step 2 : Find (uℓ+1, pℓ+1) ∈ Uh × Ph such that for all (ū, p̄) ∈ Uh × Ph
1

∆t
(uℓ+1, ū) +

(
(un · ∇)uℓ+1, ū

)
+

1

2

(
(∇ · un)uℓ+1, ū

)
+
(
ν(ϕℓ+1)D(uℓ+1),D(ū)

)
+ (∇pℓ+1, ū) =

1

∆t
(un, ū)− (ϕℓ∇µℓ+1, ū) ,

(∇ · uℓ+1, p̄) = 0 .

4.2 Example I. Accuracy study

In this example we estimate numerically the order of convergence in time of the two presented
numerical schemes. We now introduce some additional notation. The individual errors using discrete
norms and the convergence rate between two consecutive time steps of size ∆t and ∆̃t are defined
as

e2(ψ) := ∥ψexact−ψs∥L2(Ω), e1(ψ) := ∥ψexact−ψs∥H1(Ω) and ri(·) :=
[
log

(
ei(·)
ẽi(·)

)]/[
log

(
∆t

∆̃t

)]
.

We compute the EOC (Experimental Order of Convergence) using as reference (or exact) solution
the one obtained by solving the system using the initial condition

ϕ0(x, y) =
1

2

(
cos(5πx) sin

(
3πy +

π

2

)
+ 1

)
and the discretization parameters h = 1/100 and ∆t = 10−8. This configuration is presented in
Figure 1.
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∆t e2(ϕ) r2(ϕ) e1(ϕ) r1(ϕ) e2(µ) r2(µ) e1(µ) r1(µ)

1× 10−6 0.135× 10−7 − 0.104× 10−5 − 0.145× 10−2 − 0.766× 10−1 −
2× 10−6 0.067× 10−7 1.0162 0.051× 10−5 1.0148 0.071× 10−2 1.0145 0.379× 10−1 1.0145
3× 10−6 0.044× 10−7 1.0268 0.034× 10−5 1.0240 0.047× 10−2 1.0252 0.250× 10−1 1.0252
4× 10−6 0.032× 10−7 1.0362 0.025× 10−5 1.0316 0.035× 10−2 1.0360 0.185× 10−1 1.0359
5× 10−6 0.026× 10−7 1.0463 0.020× 10−5 1.0414 0.027× 10−2 1.0469 0.147× 10−1 1.0468
6× 10−6 0.021× 10−7 1.0550 0.016× 10−5 1.0525 0.023× 10−2 1.0580 0.121× 10−1 1.0580
7× 10−6 0.018× 10−7 1.0750 0.014× 10−5 1.0683 0.019× 10−2 1.0694 0.102× 10−1 1.0693

∆t e2(u) r2(u) e1(u) r1(u) e2(p) r2(p)

1× 10−6 0.173× 10−7 − 0.130× 10−5 − 0.798× 10−3 −
2× 10−6 0.084× 10−7 1.0280 0.063× 10−5 1.0148 0.395× 10−3 1.0145
3× 10−6 0.055× 10−7 1.0330 0.042× 10−5 1.0240 0.260× 10−3 1.0252
4× 10−6 0.041× 10−7 1.0414 0.031× 10−5 1.0316 0.193× 10−3 1.0360
5× 10−6 0.032× 10−7 1.0511 0.024× 10−5 1.0414 0.153× 10−3 1.0469
6× 10−6 0.027× 10−7 1.0614 0.020× 10−5 1.0525 0.126× 10−3 1.0580
7× 10−6 0.022× 10−7 1.0723 0.017× 10−5 1.0683 0.107× 10−3 1.0694

Table 1: Example I. Gε-Scheme. Experimental absolute errors and order of convergences with
reference solution computed using ∆t = 10−8.

0.0e+00 1.0e+000.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 0.0e+00 7.5e-061e-6 2e-6 3e-6 4e-6 5e-6 6e-6 7e-6
-2.5e+01 2.5e+01-20 -15 -10 -5 0 5 10 15 20

Figure 1: Example I. Experimental Order of Convergence. Reference solution for ϕ (left), |u|
(center) and p (right).

The convergence history for a sequence of time steps using h = 1/100 is presented in Tables 1
and 2 (Gε-scheme and Jε-scheme, respectively). We can observe that all the unknowns for the two
schemes show a good performance from the order of convergence point of view, because all of them
achieve the expected order one in time.

4.3 Example II. Energy stability and bound preservation

In this example we are interested in studying the dissipative character of the proposed numerical
schemes as well as their ability of achieving the expected boundedness preservation of the variable
ϕ. In all the simulations we consider the time step ∆t = 10−4.
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∆t e2(ϕ) r2(ϕ) e1(ϕ) r1(ϕ) e2(µ) r2(µ) e1(µ) r1(µ)

1× 10−6 0.732× 10−7 − 0.224× 10−4 − 0.138× 10−2 − 1.034× 10−1 −
2× 10−6 0.365× 10−7 1.0029 0.112× 10−4 1.0004 0.068× 10−2 1.0141 0.499× 10−1 1.0050
3× 10−6 0.241× 10−7 1.0177 0.074× 10−4 1.0170 0.045× 10−2 1.0250 0.330× 10−1 1.0197
4× 10−6 0.179× 10−7 1.0306 0.055× 10−4 1.0301 0.033× 10−2 1.0358 0.245× 10−1 1.0321
5× 10−6 0.142× 10−7 1.0427 0.043× 10−4 1.0423 0.026× 10−2 1.0468 0.194× 10−1 1.0439
6× 10−6 0.117× 10−7 1.0544 0.036× 10−4 1.0541 0.021× 10−2 1.0579 0.160× 10−1 1.0555
7× 10−6 0.099× 10−7 1.0673 0.030× 10−4 1.0671 0.018× 10−2 1.0693 0.136× 10−1 1.0673

∆t e2(u) r2(u) e1(u) r1(u) e2(p) r2(p)

1× 10−6 0.483× 10−7 − 0.160× 10−4 − 0.7727 −
2× 10−6 0.232× 10−7 1.0588 0.074× 10−4 1.1119 0.3734 1.0492
3× 10−6 0.153× 10−7 1.0239 0.048× 10−4 1.0540 0.2464 1.0250
4× 10−6 0.113× 10−7 1.0348 0.035× 10−4 1.0558 0.1829 1.0358
5× 10−6 0.090× 10−7 1.0458 0.028× 10−4 1.0620 0.1448 1.0468
6× 10−6 0.074× 10−7 1.0570 0.023× 10−4 1.0703 0.1194 1.0579
7× 10−6 0.063× 10−7 1.0687 0.019× 10−4 1.0796 0.1013 1.0693

Table 2: Example I. Jε-Scheme. Experimental absolute errors and order of convergences with
reference solution computed using ∆t = 10−8.

4.3.1 Merging droplets

In this case we have designed an initial condition resembling two droplets of a fluid immersed in
another fluid, whose boundaries are slightly touching each other. The two droplets will merge
arriving to an equilibrium configurations with a single larger droplet.

The dynamic of the two merging drops is presented in Figure 2 (Gε-scheme), Figure 3 (Jε-
scheme) and Figure 4 (CM-scheme), where we can observe how the movement of the interface
produces motion in the fluid (that was originally at rest) to produce a single circular drop while
maintaining the volume of the two fluids. It is interesting to note that the dynamic of the constant
mobility case (CM-scheme) is much faster than the one exhibited by the non-constant mobility.
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Figure 2: Example II. Merging droplets. Evolution in time of ϕ and u for Gε-scheme at times
t = 0, 0.2, 0.5, 1.5 and 5.

Figure 3: Example II. Merging droplets. Evolution in time of ϕ and u for Jε-scheme at times
t = 0, 0.2, 0.5, 1.5 and 5.
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Figure 4: Example II. Merging droplets. Evolution in time of ϕ and u for CM-scheme at times
t = 0, 0.2, 0.5, 1.5 and 5.

In Figure 5 we present the evolution in time of the different energies and the evolution of the
volume. As expected, all the schemes achieve the dissipation of the free energy (as predicted) as
well as the conservation of volume. Moreover in Figure 6 we present the evolution in time of the
maximum and minimum of ϕ in the domain Ω and the evolution of

∫
Ω(ϕ−)

2dx and
∫
Ω((ϕ−1)+)

2dx.
In fact, we know that these two terms are bounded in terms of ε due to Remark 3.7 (Gε-scheme)
and Remark 3.13 (Jε-scheme). As expected, CM-scheme does not enforce the variable ϕ to remain
in the interval [0, 1] while the other two schemes are very close to achieving it. This is a consequence
of the evolution

∫
Ω(ϕ−)

2dx and
∫
Ω((ϕ − 1)+)

2dx which are clearly bounded by ε and as expected
the obtained bound for Gε-scheme is slightly better than the one for Jε-scheme (as expected from
Remarks 3.7 and 3.13).
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Figure 5: Example II. Merging droplets. Evolution of the energies and the volume of the system
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Figure 6: Example II. Merging droplets. Evolution of the bounds of ϕ.

4.3.2 Coarsening effect

In this case we have designed an initial condition resembling two droplets of a fluid immersed in
another fluid, whose boundaries are far away from each other. The dynamics of the system will
depend on the choice of the mobility term, producing the coarsening effect when the mobility is
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constant (see Figure 9), i.e. the two droplets will combine to arrive to an equilibrium configuration
with a single larger droplet. The coarsening effect will not occur when the mobility is non-constant
(or at least it does not occur in the time interval that we have simulated), as it can be observed in
Figures 7 and 8 (Gε-scheme and Jε-scheme, respectively).

Figure 7: Example II. Coarsening effect. Evolution in time of ϕ and u for Gε-scheme at times at
times t = 0, 1, 2.5, 4 and 5.

Figure 8: Example II. Coarsening effect. Evolution in time of ϕ and u for Jε-scheme at times at
times t = 0, 1, 2.5, 4 and 5.
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Figure 9: Example II. Coarsening effects. Evolution in time of ϕ and u for CM-scheme at times at
times t = 0, 1, 2.5, 4 and 5.

In Figure 10 we present the evolution in time of the different energies and the evolution of
the volume. As expected, all the schemes achieve the dissipation of the free energy as well as the
conservation of volume. The interesting part is that the behaviors are completely different between
the constant and non-constant mobilities. In the constant mobility case, the elimination of the
smaller ball produces a steep decrease in the mixing energy, which induces movement in the fluid
part and therefore it produces the rising of the kinetic energy. Once the smaller ball is gone, the
kinetic energy also decreases until the system reaches the equilibrium configuration. In the non-
constant mobility case, there is initially a decrease in the mixing energy which is produced by the
system adjusting the given interface in the initial condition to the desired one. This produces a
small movement in the fluid part which leads to a very subtle increase of the kinetic energy. After
that, the energy decreases until reaching the equilibrium configuration.

Additionally, in Figure 11 we present the evolution in time of the maximum and minimum of ϕ in
the domain Ω as well as the evolution of

∫
Ω(ϕ−)

2dx and
∫
Ω((ϕ−1)+)

2dx. As expected, CM-scheme
does not enforce the variable ϕ to remain in the interval [0, 1] while the Gε-scheme and Jε-scheme
are very close to achieving it. This is a consequence of the evolution

∫
Ω(ϕ−)

2dx and
∫
Ω((ϕ−1)+)

2dx
which are clearly bounded in terms of ε. Furthermore, the obtained bound for Gε-scheme is slightly
better than the one for Jε-scheme (as expected from Remarks 3.7 and 3.13).
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Figure 10: Example II. Coarsening effect. Evolution of the energies and the volume of the system
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Figure 11: Example II. Coarsening effect. Evolution of the bounds of ϕ.

4.4 Example III. Rotating fluids

In this part of the section we illustrate the validity of the numerical schemes to capture more realistic
(and complicated) dynamics. To this end we have studied the dynamics produced by a rotating fluid,
in the sense that there is an external force applied to the system through the boundary conditions
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(note that with the introduction of an external force, no dissipation of the total energy is expected
anymore). In particular,

u(x, 0) = u(x, t)
∣∣∣
∂Ω

= 2π(cos(πy) sin(πx)2,−2 cos(πx) sin(πx) sin(πy))T . (41)

We can observe the complete dynamics of the phase field function ϕ in Figures 12, 13 and 14
(Gε-scheme, Jε-scheme and CM-scheme, respectively). The dynamics of Gε-scheme and Jε-scheme
coincide, but they differ from the dynamics of the constant mobility case computed using CM-
scheme. In all the cases the balls rotate, merge, elongate and separate until the system reaches a
configuration that does not change much in time. In any case, the imposition of this external force
result in very non-trivial dynamics for both mobilities (constant and non-constant).

Figure 12: Example III. Rotating fluids. Evolution in time of ϕ for Gε-scheme at times t =
0, 0.15, 0.3, 0.45, 0.6, 0.75, 0.9, 1.05, 1.2, 1.35, 1.5, 1.65, 1.8, 1.95, 2.1, 2.5, 3.0, 3.5, 4.25 and 5.
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Figure 13: Example III. Rotating fluids. Evolution in time of ϕ for Jε-scheme at times t =
0, 0.15, 0.3, 0.45, 0.6, 0.75, 0.9, 1.05, 1.2, 1.35, 1.5, 1.65, 1.8, 1.95, 2.1, 2.5, 3.0, 3.5, 4.25 and 5.

24



Figure 14: Example III. Rotating fluids. Evolution in time of ϕ for CM-scheme at times t =
0, 0.15, 0.3, 0.45, 0.6, 0.75, 0.9, 1.05, 1.2, 1.35, 1.5, 1.65, 1.8, 1.95, 2.1, 2.5, 3.0, 3.5, 4.25 and 5.

We present the evolution in time of the different energies and the evolution of the volume for
this example in Figure 15. As expected, the volume is conserved in the three cases but in this
example the total energy is not decreasing in time due to the introduction of an external force in
the system. Moreover, we present information about the evolution in time of the bounds of ϕ in
Figure 16. As expected, CM-scheme does not enforce the variable ϕ to remain in the interval [0, 1]
while the Gε-scheme and Jε-scheme are very close to achieving it, even in this challenging setting
when there is a lot of movement in the system. As in the previous examples, this is a consequence
of Remarks 3.7 and 3.13.
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Figure 15: Example III. Rotating fluids. Evolution of the energies and the volume of the system
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Figure 16: Example III. Rotating fluids. Evolution of the bounds of ϕ.

5 Conclusions

In this work we have derived two new numerical schemes to approximate the Navier-Stokes-Cahn-
Hilliard system with degenerate mobility: Gε-scheme and Jε-scheme. In particular we show that

26



both schemes are conservative, energy-stable and they satisfy bounds on ϕ that lead to approximate
maximum principles. In particular, the derived bounds on the phase variable ϕ are associated with
two different singular potentials, one for each scheme.

We have reported the results of several numerical simulations using the presented schemes,
showing that these schemes: (1) are accurate and satisfy the derived bounds for ϕ; (2) achieve
energy-stability in cases where no external forces are applied to the system; (3) are able to capture
interesting dynamics in cases with external forces applied to the system, while maintaining the
bounds on ϕ. Moreover, we have compared the results with the case of considering a constant
mobility term, illustrating that both models produce different dynamics.
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