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Abstract

In this paper, we propose and analyze a diffuse interface model for induction-
less magnetohydrodynamic fluids. The model couples a convective Cahn-Hilliard
equation for the evolution of the interface, the Navier–Stokes system for fluid flow
and the possion equation for electrostatics. The model is derived from Onsager’s
variational principle and conservation laws systematically. We perform formally
matched asymptotic expansions and develop several sharp interface models in the
limit when the interfacial thickness tends to zero. It is shown that the sharp
interface limit of the models are the standard incompressible inductionless magne-
tohydrodynamic equations coupled with several different interface conditions for
different choice of the mobilities. Numerical results verify the convergence of the
diffuse interface model with different mobilitiess.
Keywords: diffuse interface model, Cahn-Hilliard equation, inductionless
magnetohydrodynamic, matched asymptotic expansions.

1. Introduction

Incompressible Magnetohydrodynamics (MHD) is the study of the interaction
between the conducting incompressible fluid flows and electromagnetic fields. The
corresponding model is a system of partial differential equations, which couples the
Navier–Stokes equations and the Maxwell equations via Lorentz’s force and Ohm’s
Law. However, in most industrial and laboratory flows, MHD flows typically occur
at small magnetic Reynolds number. In these situations, the induced magnetic
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field is usually neglected compared with the applied magnetic field. The MHD
equations with this simplification are known as the inductionless MHD model. We
refer to [1, 2, 3, 4, 5] for the extensive theoretical modeling, numerical methods
and numerical analysis for this model.

In this paper, we focus on the dynamic behavior of two incompressible, immis-
cible and electrically conducting fluids under the influence of a magnetic field. It
has a number of technological and industrial applications such as fusion reactor
blankets, metallurgical industry, liquid metal magnetic pumps and aluminum elec-
trolysis [3, 6, 7, 8]. In the process of metallurgy and metal material processing, the
two-phase interface problems are involved in the dynamic evolution of air bubbles
and in metal liquid, the shaking of the surface of metal liquid in the container and
the dynamic behavior of floating or attached metal droplets. In a fusion reactor,
two-phase MHD flow is used to describe the laying process in the liquid-metal
cooling blanket [1]. Thus, the interfacial dynamic of two-phase MHD problem has
been a topic of great interest.

The theoretical analysis and numerical simulation of multi-phase flow is a chal-
lenging problem in computational fluid dynamics. A major effort has been made
for studying interfacial dynamic problems in the past decades. There are two
prevalent approaches to the study of two-phase flows in the literature, sharp inter-
face method and diffuse interface method. The former is built on the assumption
that the fluids under investigation are completely immiscible, see Fig. 1.1 for an
illustration. Thus, a sharp interface (free curve) that will deform with time exists
between the two fluids. This kind of approach usually leads to a model consists
of the bulk equations for each phase and a set of interfacial balance conditions.
The sharp interface models have been very successful in engineering and scientific
applications [9, 10, 11, 12]. In the literature, several numerical methods have been
developed to numerically solve the sharp-interface model for the two-phase induc-
tionless MHD flows. Examples of such methods are the front-tracking method [13],
the volume-of-fluid method [14, 15], the level-set method [16, 17]. However, there
are several known drawbacks associated with this sharp interface approach. In
particular, this approach is not able or not be convenient to handle the topological
changes such as self-intersection, pinch-off, splitting, and fattening, and moving
contact lines.

An alternative approach, the so-called diffuse interface or phase-field method
is based on the assumption that the macroscopically immiscible fluids are mixed
partially and store the mixing energy within a thin transition layer [18, 19]. Hence,
this method recognizes the microscale mixing and smear the sharp interface into
a transition layer of small thickness ϵ, see Fig. 1.1 for an illustration. To indicate
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Fig. 1.1. Sharp interface(Left) and diffusive interface(Right).

phases, an order parameter or phase field φ is introduced, which varies continuously
in the interfacial region and is mostly uniform in the bulk phases. Utilizing the
phase variable φ, the after-sought interface can be identified with the zero-level
set of the phase function implicitly. In the diffuse interface model, the phase-
field function usually described by a Cahn-Hilliard equation [20] or an Allen-Cahn
equation [21]. In contrast to sharp interface method, the phase field method has
features that there is no need to explicitly track the moving interface and it has
advantages in capturing topological changes of the interface. Thus, diffuse interface
method has attracts the most attention among powerful modeling and numerical
tools. About the literature on diffuse interface method, we also refer to [22, 23, 24,
25, 26] for two-phase flows, to [27, 28] for ferrohydrodynamics flows, to [29, 30, 27]
for electrowetting problems, to [31, 32, 33] for porous medium problems, to [34,
35, 36] for tumour growth, and to [37, 38, 39] for overviews.

In comparison, there are much less works on diffuse interface method for two-
phase incompressible inductionless MHD equations in the literature. In 2014, Ding
and his collaborators [40] presented a two-phase inductionless MHD model using
phase field method and simulated the deformation of melt interface in an aluminum
electrolytic cell. In 2020, Chen et al. [41] proposed two linear, decoupled, uncon-
ditionally energy stable and second order time-marching schemes to simulate the
two-phase conducting flow. In [42], Mao et al. analyzed the fully discrete finite
element approximation of a three-dimensional diffuse interface model for two-phase
inductionless MHD fluids and proved the well-posedness of weak solution to the
phase field model by using the classical compactness method. However, the dif-
fusion interface model presented are obtained by coupling Cahn-Hilliard equation
and single-phase inductionless MHD equations. This is unfriendly to incorporate
additional different physical effects. This is one of the motivation of our study.

In phase field model, the interface between the two phases is modeled via a
diffuse interface, which has a thin thickness ϵ. Ideally, we expect that the thickness
of the diffuse interface should be chosen as small as the physical size. On the one
hand, in many applications, ϵ is typically nano-scale so that the model is too
expensive to solve it. On the other hand, many numerical experiments have shown
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that ϵ = 10−2 ∼ 10−3 has already describes the qualitative features of the dynamic
behavior for the flow. Therefore, in numerical simulations, people often prefer to
choose a much larger (than physical values) interface thickness parameter ϵ. Only
when diffuse interface model approximates a sharp-interface limit accurately, the
numerical simulations with relatively large interface thickness can be reliable. As
a result, after the phase field model is obtained, one of important and natural
issue is to investigate whether the diffuse interface model can be related to the
corresponding sharp interface model when the interfacial width tends to zero. The
sharp interface limits of some different diffusion interface models can be found in
[26, 33, 34, 35, 36, 43, 44, 45] for instance. Nevertheless, up to our knowledge, there
seems to exist no corresponding rigorous results on sharp interface limits of diffuse
interface method for two-phase incompressible inductionless MHD equations. This
is the main motivation of our study.

The first objective of this paper is to derive a diffuse interface model model
for two-phase incompressible inductionless MHD flows with the matched den-
sity systematically. Using Onsager’s variational principle combined with con-
servation laws, we deduce a thermodynamically consistent model which couples
Cahn-Hilliard equation for the phase field and chemical potential, Navier-Stokes
equations for the velocity and pressure, and Poisson equations for the current den-
sity and electric potential. In the model, these equations are nonlinearly coupled
through convection, stresses, generalized Ohm’s law and Lorentz forces. The ap-
pealing variational-based formalism of the model, make it facilitate the inclusion
of different physical effects.

The second objective of the paper is to investigate the sharp-interface limits
of the diffuse interface models for several setups of three types mobilities. This
is done by using the method of formally matched asymptotic expansions and nu-
merical simulations. In asymptotic analysis, we consider several typical configu-
rations of mobilities M (φ) in the model. When M (φ) = ϵm0 tends to zero or
M (φ) = m0 (1− φ)2+ degenerates in the bulk, we show that the sharp interface
problems are standard free boundary problems for inductionless MHD system. In
the bulk, we obtain the inductionless MHD equations. On the interface, the ve-
locity is continuous and the stress fulfills the Yong-Laplace law, and the current
density is normal-continuous and the electric potential is continuous. Moreover,
the interface is only transported by the velocity of the fluid. While in the case of a
constant mobility M (φ) = m0, we show that the sharp interface problems in the
bulk are inductionless MHD equations and a harmonic equation for the chemical
potential. The interface is no longer material and its evolution is related to both
the normal velocity of the fluid and the jump of the flux of the chemical potential
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on the interface(Stefen type condition). On the interface, the chemical potential
is a constant related the surface tension coefficient and the mean curvature of the
interface. The remaining interface conditions are the same as in the former two
case. Furthermore, numerical experiments verify the convergence of the diffuse
interface model as the thickness of the interfacial layer ϵ tends to zero.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we derive the diffuse
interface model based on Onsager’s variational principle and give the formal energy
estimates. In Section 3, we utilize the method of formally matched asymptotic to
derive sharp interface limits for different mobilities and prove the formal energy
estimates for the sharp interface models. In Section 4, we present some numerical
examples which verify the convergence of the diffuse-interface model. In Section 5,
some conclusion and remarks are presented.

2. Model Derivation

In this section we derive a mathematical model for the flow of diffuse inter-
face incompressible inductionless magnetohydrodynamic fluids. The approach is
based on Onsager’s variational principle [46, 47, 48], which usually yields thermo-
dynamically consistent diffuse interface models. The procedure is quite similar to
[26, 29].

We consider phase-field models for a mixture of two immiscible, incompress-
ible and conducting fluids with the matched density in a bounded domain Ω with
Lipschitz-continuous boundary Σ := ∂Ω in Rd, d = 2, 3. In order to present the
diffuse interface model, one assumes a partial mixing of the macroscopically immis-
cible fluids in a thin interfacial region. We begin by introducing a phase function
(macroscopic fluid labeling function) φ such that

φ(x, t) =

{
−1 fluid 1
1 fluid 2

with a thin, smooth transition region of width O(ϵ). Surface energy is included into
phase-field models by a contribution to the free energy of the following Helmholtz
free energy functional, the tendencies for mixing and de-mixing are in competition

Eφ =

∫
Ω

γ

(
ϵ

2
|∇φ|2 + 1

ϵ
F (φ)

)
(2.1)

where F (φ) is the double-well potential (chemical energy density) with minima at
±1, γ is the surface tension, and ϵ is the interface thickness. The first term, the
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Fig. 2.1. Ginzburg–Landau double-well potential(Left) and Flory–Huggins logarithmic poten-
tial(Right).

gradient energy contributes to the hydrophilic type of interactions, the bulk energy
represents the hydrophobic type of interactions. There are two popular choices of
the double-well potential F (φ),

• Ginzburg–Landau double-well potential [49], see Fig. 2.1,

F (φ) =
1

4

(
φ2 − 1

)2
.

• Flory–Huggins logarithmic potential [50], see Fig. 2.1,

F (φ) =
1 + φ

2
ln

(
1 + φ

2

)
+

1− φ

2
ln(

1− φ

2
) +

θ

4

(
φ2 − 1

)2
,

where θ > 2 is the energy parameter.

Indeed, the double-well potential penalizes sharp transition and helps to create
the transition layer depicted in Fig. 1.1. The equilibrium configuration is the
consequence of the competition between the two types of interactions. Let u be
the velocity of incompressible fluids, the phase field φ will evolve in time following
a convective Cahn-Hilliard equation

∂tφ+ div(φu)− divJφ = 0 (2.2)

where Jφ denotes the mass flux will be found later. Here we have used the incom-
pressibility of fluids divu = 0 to rewrite advection operator (u ·∇)φ in nonconser-
vative form as the conservative form div(φu).
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The electromagnetic field adds to the total free energy a contribution essentially
[51, 52],

EB,D =
1

2

∫
Ω

D2

εr(φ)
+

1

2

∫
Ω

B2

µr(φ)
,

where εr(φ) is the dielectric constant,and D is the (electric) displacement vector,
µr(φ) is the magnetic permeability and B is the magnetic displacement vector.
However, since the displacement current and the inducted magnetic field are often
neglected in the inductionless MHD [3, 6, 53], there is no contribution to the
total energy from both the electric and magnetic field. With these simplifications,
Maxwell equations are replaced by Poisson equation for the electric scalar potential,

σ(φ)−1J +∇ϕ− u×B = 0, (2.3)
divJ = 0,

where B is the applied magnetic field which is assumed to be given. It is worth
remarking that the first equation of (2.3) is obtained by combing generalized Ohm’s
law with E = −∇ϕ, see [5, 53].

The inertia of the fluid would add a kinetic energy to the free energy of the
form,

Eu =
1

2

∫
Ω

ρ|u|2,

where ρ is the density of the fluid material. We model the incompressible flow by
the following general evolution equations,

ρ (∂tu+ u · ∇u)− divS+∇p = F , (2.4)
divu = 0.

where p is the pressure, F is the field of forces exerted on the fluids, S denotes
the symmetric stress tensor. In addition, we denote T := −pI + S by stress. The
expressions of F and S will be specified later. In this work, we consider two-phase
inductionless magnetohydrodynamic fluids with matched density ρ1 = ρ2. The
extension to the non-matched density case will be discussed in Remark 1. Without
lose of generality, we will set ρ ≡ 1 in the rest of this paper.

Thus, the total free energy is given as a sum of the interfacial energy Eφ and
the kinetic energy Eu,

E = Eφ + Eu.
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We assume the velocity u and the fluxes Jϕ ·n, J ·n to vanish at Σ, where n is
the outer unit normal of Σ. The chemical potential µ is defined by the variational
derivative of the energy E with respect φ,

µ :=
δE

δφ
= −γε∆φ+

γ

ε
f(φ).

With this notation, the time derivative of the free energy is given by

dE

dt
=

∫
Ω

u · ∂u
∂t

+

∫
Ω

µ
∂φ

∂t
.

To deal with the divergence-free constraints for velocity and current density, we re-
gard the pressure and electric potential as the corresponding Lagrange multipliers.
Then we have

dE

dt
=

∫
Ω

u · ∂tu+

∫
Ω

µ∂tφ−
∫
Ω

p∇ · u−
∫
Ω

ϕ∇ · J . (2.5)

Next we rewrite some terms on the right hand side of (2.5). For the first and third
terms, inserting the equation (2.4), integrating by parts and using the fact that
the normal component of the velocity vanish at Σ gives,∫

Ω

u · ∂tu = −
∫
Ω

S : D (u) +

∫
Ω

u · F . (2.6)

where D (u) := ∇u+∇uT

2
is strain velocity tensor. Analogously, inserting the equa-

tion (2.2), integrating by parts and using the fact that Jφ · n vanish at Σ gives,∫
Ω

µ∂tφ = −
∫
Ω

Jφ · ∇µ+

∫
Ω

φ∇µ · u. (2.7)

For the last term, integrating by parts, inserting the equation (2.3) and using the
fact that J · n vanish at Σ, we have∫

Ω

ϕ∇ · J = −
∫
Ω

∇ϕ · J =

∫
Ω

σ(φ)−1J · J −
∫
Ω

u×B · J . (2.8)

Substituting (2.6)-(2.8) into (2.5), the time-derivative of the free energy can be
rewritten as

dE

dt
=−

∫
Ω

S : D(u)−
∫
Ω

Jφ · ∇µ−
∫
Ω

σ(φ)−1J · J

+

∫
Ω

F · u+

∫
Ω

φ∇µ · u−
∫
Ω

J ×B · u.
(2.9)
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Collecting all terms having a scalar product with the velocity in (2.9) gives the
rate of change of the mechanical work with

dW

dt
=

∫
Ω

F · u+

∫
Ω

φ∇µ · u−
∫
Ω

J ×B · u.

Since no external forces are included into the system, we conclude that

dW

dt
= 0.

Therefore, we find an expression for the forces F acting on the fluid,

F = −φ∇µ+ J ×B.

The first term −φ∇µ corresponds to surface tension, and the second term is the
Lorentz force.

To determine the fluxes Jφ and the stress tensor S, we turn to Onsager’s
variational principle. We introduce the dissipation functional, which is the sum of
quadratic in the fluxes with phenomenological parameters,

Φ (J,J) =

∫
Ω

|Jφ|2

2M(φ)
+

∫
Ω

|J |2

2σ(φ)
+

∫
Ω

|S|2

2η(φ)
(2.10)

where the fluxes are J = (S,Jφ,J). In (2.10), M(φ) is the diffusional mobility
related to the relaxation time scale, η(φ) is the viscosity of the fluids and σ(φ) is
the electric conductivity. It means that the dissipation of E stems from the friction
losses, the Ohmic losses and the diffusion transport. The Onsager’s relation yields,

δJ

(
dE

dt
+ Φ(J,J)

)
= 0 (2.11)

Solving the variational problem (2.11), we obtain the fluxes

Jφ =M(φ)∇µ, S = 2η(φ)D (u) .

These “constitutive” relations can be also obtained by assuming that the fluxes
depend linearly on the thermodynamic forces. In fact, it is implicitly postulated
in the form of the dissipation function Φ.

To summarize, we obtain the incompressible Cahn–Hilliard–Inductionless-MHD
system,

ut + u · ∇u− 2∇ (η (φ)D (u)) +∇p− J ×B + φ∇µ = 0, (2.12)
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divu = 0, (2.13)

σ (φ)−1 J +∇ϕ− u×B = 0, (2.14)
divJ = 0, (2.15)

φt + div(φu)− div (M (φ)∇µ) = 0, (2.16)

−γε∆φ+
γ

ε
f(φ)− µ = 0, (2.17)

with the following initial and boundary conditions

u(0) = u0, φ(0) = φ0, (2.18)
u = 0, J · n = 0, (2.19)

∂nφ = 0, M (φ) ∂nµ = 0. (2.20)

The dynamic behavior of the flow is governed by the coupling model of the
Cahn-Hilliard equations, the Navier-Stokes equations and the Poisson equation.
As mentioned earlier, the last term on the left-hand side of (2.12) the continuum
surface tension force in the potential form. This term appears differently in different
literature [23, 24, 37]: −∇ · (∇φ ⊗ ∇φ), −µ∇φ, or φ∇µ. It can be shown that
the three expressions are equivalent by redefining the pressure p. To deal with the
discontinuous of material properties, we assume that all the material properties
Ψ ∈

{
η (φ) , σ (φ)−1} that depend on the phase is a Lipschitz-continuous function

of φ satisfying
0 < min {Ψ1,Ψ2} ≤ Ψ(ϕ) ≤ max {Ψ1,Ψ2} .

where Ψi is the material parameter of the fluid i.

Remark 1. Though the model considered is for match-density two-phase system,
one can still employ this with Boussinesq approximation in the case of small density
ratio [23]. Specifically, a gravitational force are supplemented to the right hand
side of the momentum equations (2.12) to model the effect of density difference.
The modeling and analysis for large density ratio case are ongoing.

Remark 2. The model that we derived can be generalized to handle situations that
requires other physical factors easily. As a representative example, we present the
sketch of an extension for the model (2) with moving contact lines in Appendix A.
To more general situation when either the system is subjected to gravitational
forces or when one additional soluble species is present in both fluids, we refer to
[26, 54].

To end this section, we present the energy law for the CHiMHD system.
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Theorem 3. Let (u, p,J , ϕ, φ, µ) be the solution of (2.2). The energy law holds

dE

dt
= −Φ. (2.21)

where

E =

∫
Ω

(
1

2
|u|2 + λϵ

2
|∇φ|2 + λ

ϵ
F (φ)

)
,

Φ =

∫
Ω

(
2η(φ) |D(u)|2 +M(φ) |∇µ|2 + σ(φ)−1|J |2

)
.

Proof. An immediate consequence of (2.9) gives the theorem.

The energy law describes the variation of the total energy caused by energy
conversion, which is crucial to the analysis of and the design of unconditionally
stable numerical schemes for the model.

3. Sharp Interface Asymptotic

In this section, we perform formally matched asymptotic expansions to derive
the sharp-interface limits of a phase-field model. The idea of the method is to
plug the outer and inner expansions into the model equations and solve them
order by order, in addition these expansions should match up [55, 56, 57]. To
make the presentation clear, we adopt ωε ∈ {uε, pε,J ϵ, ϕϵ, φε, µε} instead of ω ∈
{u, p,J , ϕ, φ, µ} in the system (2) to stress that these functions depend on ε. We
use the notation (·)ao and (·)aI for the terms resulting from the order a outer and
inner expansions of (2), respectively.

For any ϵ > 0 and for each time t ∈ [0, T ],given a function φϵ (x, t), we define
its zero-level sets as

Γϵ := {(x, t) ∈ Ω× [0, T ] : φϵ(x, t) = 0} .

Two open subdomains are separated by Γϵ are denoted by

Ω+(ϵ, t) := {x ∈ Ω : φϵ(x, t) > 0} , Ω−(ϵ, t) := {x ∈ Ω : φϵ(x, t) < 0} .

We consider the model (2) with the following choices and assumptions [36, 44,
58].
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1. We assume that Γϵ ⊆ Ω are closed evolving hyper-surface, which depend
smoothly on t and ϵ and converge as ϵ → 0 to a limiting evolving hyper-
surface Γ which moving with normal velocity V . Further, for every ϵ > 0, we
assume that the domain Ω can be divided into two subdomains Ω+(ϵ, t) and
Ω−(ϵ, t), and Ω+(ϵ, t) is the region enclosed by Γϵ.

2. The solutions to (2) (uε, pε,J ϵ, ϕϵ, φε, µε)ϵ>0 are assumed to be sufficiently
smooth so that they have an asymptotic expansion with respect to ϵ in the
bulk regions away from Γ (outer expansion), and another expansion in the
interfacial region close to Γ (inner expansion).

3. For the mobility mε, we distinguish three cases:

Mε(φ) =


m0 case I ,
εm0 case II ,
m0 (1− φ2)+ case III ,

(3.1)

where m0 is a positive constant, (·)+ is defined by

(a)+ =

{
a a ≥ 0,

0 a < 0.

To make the presentation in this section clear, we only present the sharp inter-
face asymptotic analysis for the Ginzburg-Landau double-well potential F (φ) =
1
4
(φ2 − 1)

2. The extension to general potentials is trivial. We omit the details but
give a sketch in Remark 5.

3.1. Outer expansion
We first expand the solution in outer regions away from the interface. For ωε ∈

{uε, pε,J ϵ, ϕϵ, φε, µε} , the assumption 2 implies the following outer expansions,

ωε = ω0 + εω1 + ε2ω2 + · · · .

We substitute the above expansions to the CHiMHD system. The leading order,
(2.16)−1

O gives

f (φ0) = 0 (3.2)
The stable solutions of (3.2) corresponding to the minima of F are φ0 = ±1. Thus,
we can define the domain occupied of fluid 1 and fluid 2 by

Ω− := {x ∈ Ω : φ0(x) = −1} , Ω+ := {x ∈ Ω : φ0(x) = 1} .

A sketch of the situation is shown in Fig. 3.1.
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Fig. 3.1. The domain occupied of fluid 1 and fluid 2.

For the equations (2.13) and (2.15), in the leading order, (2.13)−1
O and (2.15)−1

O , we
have

∇ · u0 = 0, ∇ · J0 = 0.

Since ∇φ0 = 0 in Ω+ ∪ Ω− , we obtain for the equations in Ω+ ∪ Ω− to zeroth
order that

∂tu0 + (u0 · ∇)u0 − 2ηidiv (D (u0)) +∇p0 − J0 ×B = 0,

divu0 = 0,

σ−1
i J0 +∇φ0 − u0 ×B = 0,

divJ0 = 0.

(3.3)

Note that this is the standard inductionless MHD equations in each subdomain.
We now analyze (2.17) according to the mobilities introduced in (3.1). For the

cases of M(φ) = ϵm0 and M(φ) = m0 (1− φ2)+, the chemical potential does not
contribute to the equations at zeroth order. In this case of M(φ) = m0, we obtain
a Poisson equation for µ0,

∆µ0 = 0.

3.2. Inner Expansion
We now do an expansion in an interfacial region. This subsection uses ideas

presented in [26, 36, 59, 60].

3.2.1. New Coordinates and matching conditions
We first introduce new coordinates in a neighborhood of Γ. To this end, we

consider the signed distance function d(x, t) of a point x to Γ with d(x, t) > 0 if
x ∈ Ω+ and d(x, t) < 0 if x ∈ Ω−. Note that it is well-defined near the interface
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and V = −∂td. By ν = ∇d we denote the unit normal to Γ pointing into the region
Ω+. Introduce a new re-scaled variable

ξ =
d(x, t)

ε
.

In a tubular neighborhood of Γ, for any function ω(x, t), we can rewrite it as

ω(x, t) = ω̃(x, ξ, t).

In this new (t, x, ξ)-coordinate system, the following change of variables apply,

∇ω = ∇ω̃ + ε−1∂ξω̃ν,
∆ω = ∆ω̃ − ε−1∂ξω̃κ+ 2ε−1(ν · ∇)∂ξω̃ + ε−2∂ξξω̃,
∂tω = ∂tω̃ + ε−1∂ξω̃∂td,

where κ = −∇ · ν is the mean curvature of the interface. In particular, if ω is a
vector-valued function for x in a tubular neighborhood of Σ0, then we obtain

divω = divω̃ + ε−1∂ξω̃ · ν,
∇ω = ∇ω̃ + ε−1∂ξω̃ ⊗ ν,

D (ω) = E (∇ω̃) + ε−1E (∂ξω̃ ⊗ ν) ,

where E (A) :=
(
A+AT

)
/2.

We denote the variables ωϵ ∈ {uε, pε,J ϵ, ϕϵ, φε, µε} in the new coordinate sys-
tem by ω̃ε ∈

{
ũε, p̃ε, J̃ ϵ, ϕ̃ϵ, φ̃ε, µ̃ε

}
. The assumption means that they have the

following inner expansions,

ω̃ε = ω̃0 + εω̃1 + ε2ω̃2 + · · · .

The assumption that the zero level sets of φε converge to Γ implies that

φ̃0(x, 0, t) = 0. (3.4)

In matched asymptotic techniques, inner and outer quantities are linked to-
gether by matching conditions. For this end, we employ the matching conditions
[36, 44, 58]:

lim
ξ→±∞

ω̃0(x, ξ, t) = ω±
0 (x), (3.5)

lim
ξ→±∞

∂ξω̃0(x, ξ, t) = 0, (3.6)
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lim
ξ→±∞

(∂ξω̃1(x, ξ, t) +∇ω̃0) = ∇ω±
0 (x) · ν. (3.7)

where ω± denotes the restriction of a function ω in Ω+ and Ω− respectively. More-
over, we denote the jump of a quantity ω across the interface by

[ω] := ω+(x, t)− ω−(x, t).

3.2.2. The equations to leading order
We begin with considering the equation (2.17). The leading order (2.17)−1

I

yields
∂ξξφ̃0 − f (φ̃0) = 0 (3.8)

Invoking with (3.4) we obtain that φ̃0 is independent of x and t. Thus, we write
φ̃′
0(ξ) and φ̃′′

0(ξ) instead of ∂ξφ̃0 and ∂ξξφ̃0. As a consequence, φ̃0 is only a function
of ξ, and fulfills

φ̃′′
0(ξ)− f (φ̃0(ξ)) = 0, φ̃0(0) = 0, lim

ξ→±∞
φ̃0(ξ) = ±1, (3.9)

where we have employed the match condition (3.5). For the Ginzburg–Landau
double-well potential, the unique solution is given by

φ̃0(ξ) = tanh
(
ξ/
√
2
)
.

Multiplying (3.9) by φ̃′
0(ξ), integrating and applying the matching conditions (3.5)

and (3.6) to φ̃0(ξ), we obtain the equipartition of energy [61]

1

2
|φ̃′

0(ξ)|
2
= F (φ̃0(ξ)) for all |ξ| <∞.

Consequently, we have

ι :=

∫ ∞

−∞

∣∣∣∂ξϕ̃′
0

∣∣∣2 dξ = ∫ ∞

−∞

∣∣∣∂ξϕ̃′
0

∣∣∣√2F
(
ϕ̃0

)
dξ =

2
√
2

3
.

Next, equations (2.13) and (2.15) yields the leading order (2.13)−1
I and (2.15)−1

I ,

ν · ∂ξũ0 = 0, ν · ∂ξJ̃0 = 0. (3.10)

Upon integrating the equation with respect to ξ in (−∞,∞), using ∂ξν = 0 and
the matching condition (3.5), we obtain

[u0 · ν] = 0, [J0 · ν] = 0.
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Then, we turn to the he momentum equation (2.12). From the leading order
(2.12)−2

I , we get
ε−2∂ξ (η (φ̃0) E (∂ξũ0 ⊗ ν)ν) = 0.

Invoking with (3.10), we have

2E (∂ξũ0 ⊗ ν)ν = ∂ξũ0.

Thus, we conclude that
∂ξ (η (φ̃0(ξ)) (∂ξũ0)) = 0.

Integrating from −∞ to ξ with |ξ| < ∞, using the matching condition (3.6) and
the positivity of η(·), it gives

∂ξũ0 = 0.

Once more integrating with respect to ξ in (−∞,∞) and using the matching
condition (3.5) yields

[u0] = 0.

Now we analyze the equation (2.14) at leading order (2.14)−1
I ,

ν∂ξϕ̃ϵ = 0.

Integrating and applying the matching condition (3.5) to ϕ̃ϵ leads to

[ϕ0] = 0.

Finally, we consider (2.16). We distinguish again the two cases for the mobili-
ties:

• Case I : At order ϵ−2, we obtain from (2.16)−2
I ,

∂ξξµ̃0 = 0.

• Case II : We obtain from (2.16)−1
I that

∂td∂ξφ̃0 + ∂ξ (φ̃0ũ0) · ν = m0∂ξξµ̃0

Integrating this identity with respect to ξ and using the matching condition
(3.6) give

∂td+ u0 · ν = 0

This implies that the normal velocity of the interface Γ is given by

V = u0 · ν

In particular, we obtain that

∂ξξµ̃0 = 0.
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Thus, for the Case I and Case II, similar to the arguments for ũ0, we obtain µ0

is independent of ξ, and
[µ0] = 0.

• Case III : From (2.16)−2
I , we get

∂td∂ξφ̃0 + ∂ξ (φ̃0ũ0) · ν = ∂ξ
(
m0

(
1− φ̃2

0

)
∂ξµ̃0

)
.

The similar arguments as above yields

V = u0 · ν

and

∂ξ
(
m0

(
1− φ̃2

0

)
∂ξµ̃0

)
= 0.

Integrating it from −∞ to ξ with |ξ| <∞ and using the matching condition
(3.6) yields

m0

(
1− φ̃2

0

)
∂ξµ̃0 = 0.

Note that |φ̃0| < 1 for |ξ| <∞, this implies that

∂ξµ̃0 = 0.

Thus, we conclude that µ0 is independent of ξ, and

[µ0] = 0.

3.2.3. Inner Expansion to higher order
We will now expand the equations in the inner regions to the next highest

order for obtaining contributions of the diffusive fluxes in the interface, and the
momentum balance in the sharp interface limit.

First of all, from (2.17)0I , we obtain

µ̃0 = λf ′ (φ̃0) φ̃1 − λ∂ξξφ̃1 + λ∂ξφ̃0κ

Multiplying by ∂ξϕ̃0 and integrating from −∞ to +∞, and applying the fact µ̃0 is
independent of ξ and the matching condition (3.5) yields

2µ0 =

∫ ∞

−∞
µ̃0∂ξφ̃0dξ =

∫ ∞

−∞
λ∂ξ (f (φ̃0)) φ̃1 − λ∂ξξφ̃1∂ξφ̃0 + λκ |∂ξφ̃0|2 dξ
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=

∫ ∞

−∞
λ∂ξ (f (φ̃0)) φ̃1 − λ∂ξξφ̃1∂ξφ̃0 + λκι

Using the matching conditions (3.5) and (3.6), (3.8) and f(±1) = 0, integration
by parts gives∫ ∞

−∞
∂ξ (f (φ̃0)) φ̃1 − ∂ξξφ̃1∂ξφ̃0dξ = [f (φ̃0) φ̃1 − ∂ξφ̃1∂ξφ̃0]

+∞
−∞

−
∫ ∞

−∞
∂ξφ̃1 (f (φ̃0)− ∂ξξφ̃0) dξ = 0

Introducing the scaled surface tension between the two phases λ̂ = λι, Collecting
these equalities gives

2µ0 = λ̂κ (3.11)

This is a solvability condition for φ̃1, the so-called Gibbs-Thomas equation [26, 44].
Now we analyze (2.16) only for the mobilities (3.1) for the Case I. For the

Case II and Case III, the mobility does not contribute to the sharp interface
limit. Using ∂ξµ̃0 = 0 and from (2.16)−1

I , we obtain

(−V + ũ0 · ν) ∂ξφ̃0 = m0∂ξξµ̃1

Integrating with respect to ξ from −∞ to ∞, using the matching condition (3.7)
yields

2 (−V + u0 · ν) = m0 [∇µ0 · ν]

Finally, we analyze (2.12). We obtain the equation (2.12) at order ϵ−1, (2.12)−1
I ,

∂ξ (2η (φ̃0) E (∂ξũ1 ⊗ ν)ν)+∂ξ (2η (φ̃0) E (∇ũ0)ν)−∂ξp̃0ν+µ0∂ξφ̃0ν = 0. (3.12)

Using the match condition (3.7) to ũ1, we have

lim
ξ→±∞

(∂ξũ1 ⊗ ν +∇ũ0) = ∇u0.

Integrating (3.12) with respect to ξ, using (3.11) and after matching gives

[2ηD(u0)ν − pν] = λ̂κν.

It should be noted that this is the classical jump condition for the stress [37].
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3.3. Sharp interface limits and energy inequalities
First of all, we summarize the sharp interface limits for (2) with the different

mobilities. In the sharp interface limits, not only do we need to seek for the
functions (u, p,J , ϕ, µ) for Case I or (u, p,J , ϕ) for Cases II and III, but we also
need to look for a smoothly evolving hyper-surface Γ. Specifically,

• Case I : The six-tuple (Γ,u, p,J , ϕ, µ) satisfies

∂tu+ (u · ∇)u− 2ηidiv (D (u)) +∇p− J ×B = 0 in Ω× (0,T],

divu = 0 in Ω× (0,T],

σ−1
i J +∇ϕ− u×B = 0 in Ω× (0,T],

divJ = 0 in Ω× (0,T],

∆µ = 0 in Ω× (0,T],

[2ηD(u)ν − pν] = λ̂κν, [u] = 0 on Γ× (0,T],

[J · ν] = 0, [ϕ] = 0 on Γ× (0,T],

2 (−V + u · ν) = m0 [∇µ] · ν, 2µ = λ̂κ on Γ× (0,T],

(3.13)

together with the boundary and initial conditions

u(0) = u0 in Ω, (3.14)
u = 0, J · n = 0, ∂nµ = 0 on Σ× (0,T], (3.15)

Γ (0) = Γ0 (3.16)

• Case II and III : The five-tuple (Γ,u, p,J , ϕ) satisfies

∂tu+ (u · ∇)u− 2ηidiv (D (u)) +∇p− J ×B = 0 in Ω× (0,T],

divu = 0 in Ω× (0,T],

σ−1
i J +∇ϕ− u×B = 0 in Ω× (0,T],

divJ = 0 in Ω× (0,T],

[2ηD(u)ν − pν] = λ̂κν, [u] = 0 on Γ× (0,T],

[J · ν] = 0, [ϕ] = 0 on Γ× (0,T],

V = u · ν on Γ× (0,T],

(3.17)

together with the boundary and initial conditions

u(0) = u0 in Ω, (3.18)
u = 0, J · n = 0 on Σ× (0,T], (3.19)
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Γ (0) = Γ0 (3.20)

It is remarkable that Case I has distinctive features on the bulk equations and
interface conditions, compared with Case II and III.

• Bulk equations: For the case of M (φ) = ϵm0 tends to zero or M (φ) =
m0 (1− φ)2+ degenerates in the bulk, the equations are standard inductionless
MHD equations. While in the case of a constant mobility M (φ) = m0, a
harmonic equation for the chemical potential are incorporated in addition
due to the diffusion of mass.

• Interface conditions: The three cases under consideration gives the same in-
terface conditions for hydrodynamics and electrostatics, the velocity is con-
tinuous and the stress tensor fulfills the Yong-Laplace law, the current density
is normal-continuous and the electric potential is continuous. For Case I,
the interface condition for the chemical potential is an identity, which indi-
cate that µ is a constant related the surface tension coefficient and the mean
curvature of the interface. A crucial observation is that the evolution of the
interface is quite different. In Case II and III, we get the usual kinematic
condition that the interface is only transported by the flow of the surround-
ing fluids. Roughly speaking, the fluid interface evolves as a scaled mean
curvature flow [38]. However, in Case I, the interface is no longer material
and the interface condition is of Stefan type condition. Both the velocity of
the fluid and the jump of the flux of the chemical potential on the interface
contribute the normal velocity of the interface.

Finally, we derive a formal energy law fo the sharp interface model.

Theorem 4. Assume the solution to the sharp interface problems and the evolving
hyper-surface Γ ⊂ Ω are sufficiently smooth, then it holds

d

dt

[∫
Ω

(
1

2
|u|2

)
+

∫
Γ

λ̂

]
= −D ≤ 0 (3.21)

where the dissipation quantity D is defined by

Case I :D =

∫
Ω

2η |D (u)|2 +
∫
Ω

σ−1 |J |2 +
∫
Ω

m0|∇µ|2,

Case II and III :D =

∫
Ω

2η |D (u)|2 +
∫
Ω

σ−1 |J |2 .
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Proof. We begin with calculating the rate of change of the kinetic energy. Using
the first two equations of (3.13) and integration by parts on Ω1 and Ω1, we obtain

d

dt

(
1

2

∫
Ω

|u|2
)

=

∫
Ω+∪Ω−

u · (2ηidiv (D (u))−∇p+ J ×B)

= −
∫
Ω

2η |D (u)|2 +
∫
Ω

u · (J ×B)

+

∫
Γ

u · ([p]ν − 2 [ηD (u)]ν)

= −
∫
Ω

2η |D (u)|2 +
∫
Ω

u · (J ×B)

+

∫
Γ

λ̂κu · ν. (3.22)

In the procedure of derivation in second equality, we have used the interface con-
dition that u is continuous across Γ. The interface condition for p is applied to
get the second equality. To handle the second term, taking the inner product of
third equations in (3.13) with J , integration by parts on Ω+ and Ω− and using the
interface condition for J and ϕ, we arrive at∫

Ω

σ−1J · J =

∫
Ω

(u×B) · J +

∫
Γ

ϕ · ([J · ν])

= −
∫
Ω

u · (J ×B) . (3.23)

Plugging (3.23) into (3.22) yields,

d

dt

(
1

2

∫
Ω

|u|2
)

= −
∫
Ω

2η |D (u)|2 −
∫
Ω

σ−1 |J |2 +
∫
Γ

λ̂κu · ν. (3.24)

Next, we compute the the rate of change of interfacial energy by using the transport
identity [62, 26],

d

dt

(∫
Γ

λ̂

)
= −

∫
Γ

λ̂κV . (3.25)

Combing (3.24) and 3.25, it gives

d

dt

(
1

2

∫
Ω

|u|2 +
∫
Γ

λ̂

)
= −

∫
Ω

2η |D (u)|2−
∫
Ω

σ−1 |J |2+
∫
Γ

λ̂κ (u · ν − V) . (3.26)
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For the Case II and III, applying the interface condition that V = u · ν to (3.26)
yields the desired result.

In the Case I, with the help of the interface condition for µ, we rewrite the
last term as ∫

Γ

λκ (u · ν − V) =
∫
Γ

2µ (u · ν − V) =
∫
Γ

m0µ [∇µ] · ν. (3.27)

Invoking the equation for µ and integration by parts on Ω+ and Ω−, we obtain∫
Γ

m0µ [∇µ] · ν = −
∫
Ω

∇ · (µm0∇µ) = −
∫
Ω

m0|∇µ|2.

Using this equation, we can simplify the equation (3.27) to∫
Γ

λ̂κ (u · ν − V) = −
∫
Ω

m0|∇µ|2. (3.28)

Substituting 3.28 into (3.26) gives the result. The proof completes.

Compared Theorem 3 with Theorem 4, we see that the sharp interface limit
of the energy identity (3.21) is formally identical to the one (2.21) of the diffuse
interface model in Case I. While for Cases II and III, we observe that the diffusion
of mass in the the energy identity (3.21) of diffuse interface model is not present
in the dissipation quantity D of the sharp interface problems. From the above
analysis, we would like to remark that for different choices of the mobilities leads
to the different sharp interface problem. In real applications, one could pick out
the mobility based on ones’ own purpose.

Remark 5. It is trivial to extend the cases which satisfy the hypothesis that F (φ)
is a double-well potential with two equal minima at ±1. With these types F (φ),
only the expressions for φ̃0(ξ) and τ will not be given explicitly.

Remark 6. We would like to remark that we did not consider the convergence rate
of the sharp-interface limits or prove that weak solutions tend to varifold solutions
of a corresponding sharp interface model. This is an important and interesting
project, and we left it in future work.

4. Numerical Experiments

In this section, we numerically verify the convergence behavior of the diffuse
interface model for different mobility with respect to ϵ. For that end, we consider
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Fig. 4.1. The streamlines and magnitudes of initial velocity field

a flow in a square domain Ω = (0, 1)2. We set the external magnetic field to be
B = (0, 0, 1). The initial velocity field has the form of a large vortex (see Fig. 4.1),
u0 = (x2(1− x)2y(1− y)(1− 2y),−x(1− x)(1− 2x)y2(1− y)2) .

In the implementation, we employ a decoupled and, linear, and energy stable
finite element method recently proposed by [63]. For the reader’s convenience, the
scheme is list in the appendix. Since there is no available analytical solutions of the
sharp interface limits, we regard the numerical solution with the interfacial width
ϵ = 0.01 as the reference solution for the comparison. To verify the convergence of
the solution with respect to ϵ, we vary ϵ gradually from 0.1 to 0.0125.

First of all, we consider the dynamics of a rounded square. To that end, we
initiate the phase field as,

φ0 = tanh

(
∥x− xc∥4 − 0.3√

2ε

)
.

Here xc = (0.5, 0.5) is the center of the rounded square and ∥x− xc∥4 is the l4-
distance between the points x and xc. The initial profile of the phase field is shown
in Fig. 4.2. In the figure, the red color stands for the fluid 1, the blue color stands
for the fluid 2, and the black curve represents the zero-level set of reference phase
function. The physical parameters are taken as η = σ = 1,m0 = 1,γ = 0.1 in this
first test case.

Fig. 4.3 shows the snapshots of the two-phase interface at the final time T = 2.0
in the simulation results for various mobilities and thickness. From this figure, we
see that the isolated rounded square shape relaxes to a circular shape, due to the
effect of surface tension for all cases. In order to see the convergence of the diffuse-
interface model more clearly, we display the zero-level set of the computed phase
function for different ϵ in Fig. 4.3. We observe that that as the width ϵ becomes
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Fig. 4.2. Initial initial profile of the phase field for ϵ = 0.1, 0.05, 0.025, 0.0125.

smaller, the layers get thinner and converge to the black circle. Thus, it can be
concluded that the diffuse-interface model converges to the sharp interface limits
for all cases.

Next, we consider the evolution of two separately inequal circular bubbles. The
initial profile of phase function φ is chosen to be

φ0 = 1− tanh

(
∥x− xo1∥ − r1√

2ε

)
− tanh

(
∥x− xo2∥ − r2√

2ε

)
where∥x− xoi∥ is the Eulerian distance between the points x and xoi , xo1 =
(0.3, 0.5) and xo2 = (0.7, 0.5) , are the center of two bubbles, r1 = 0.1, r2 = 0.2 are
its radius. Fig. 4.5 displays the initial profile of the phase field. In this test case,
the physical parameters are selected as η = σ = 100,m0 = γ = 0.01.

We perform the experiments for this case as previous simulation. Fig. 4.6
displays the phase field obtained with the diffuse-interface model at the final time
T = 2.5 for various ϵ. From this figure, one can see that the two bubbles eventually
coalesces into a big bubble under the influence of surface tension for Cases I
and III, while for Case II, two bubbles are still merging under the influence of
surface tension. From these figure, one can see that the diffuse-interface models
still converge towards their limits, even beyond the topological change which are
not covered by the presented theory.

5. Conclusions and remarks

In this paper, we propose and analyze a diffuse interface model for inductionless
MHD fluids which couples a convective Cahn-Hilliard equation for the evolution
of the interface, the Navier–Stokes system for fluid flow and the possion equation
for electrostatics. The model is derived from Onsager’s variational principle and
conservation laws systematically. Then we perform formally matched asymptotic
expansions and develop several sharp interface limits for the diffuse interface model
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(a) Case I: M (φ) = m0 .

(b) Case II: M (φ) = ϵm0.

(c) Case III: M (φ) = m0 (1 + φ)
2
+.

Fig. 4.3. Profile of the phase fields for ϵ = 0.1, 0.05, 0.025, 0.0125.(From left to right.)

Fig. 4.4. The zero-level set of the computed phase function for different ϵ. Red: ϵ = 0.1, Blue:
ϵ = 0.05, Purple: ϵ = 0.025, Blue: ϵ = 0.0125, Black: ϵ = 0.01.
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Fig. 4.5. Initial initial profile of the phase field for ϵ = 0.1, 0.05, 0.025, 0.0125.

(a) Case I: M (φ) = m0 .

(b) Case II: M (φ) = ϵm0.

(c) Case III: M (φ) = m0 (1 + φ)
2
+.

Fig. 4.6. Profile of the phase fields for ϵ = 0.1, 0.05, 0.025, 0.0125.(From left to right.)
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with different mobilitiess. Numerical results illustrate the convergence. Our anal-
ysis and numerical studies will be helpful in the real applications using the diffuse
interface model for two-phase inductionless MHD fluids.

In upcoming works, we will investigate the model with large density ratio and
the induced magnetic field. We also plan to study the highly efficient and energy
stable schemes numerical methods for the corresponding models.
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Appendix A. CHiMHD model with moving contact lines

Moving contact line is a challenging problem in fluid dynamics. Here we give a
sketch of an extension for the model (2) with moving contact lines. In the present
case, the fluids is in contact with solid surfaces at Σ. Let γfs (ϕ) is the solid-fluid
interfacial energy density (up to a constant), we add another term to the interfacial
energy at the fluid-solid interface [29, 27],

Efs =

∫
Σ

γfs(φ).

Then the total energy in this case takes the form,

Emcl = Eφ + Eu + Efs.

The variational derivative of the energy Emcl with respect ϕ gives,

δEmcl =

∫
Ω

µδφ+

∫
Σ

Lδφ,

with L = γ′fs(φ) + γ0δ
∂φ
∂n

is a “chemical potential” on the boundary. For the
boundary term, we introduce the material derivative at the boundary φ̇ = ∂tφ +
uτ∂τφ,uτ is the tangential fluid velocity along the boundary tangential direction
τ and ∇τ = ∇ − (n · ∇)n is the gradient along τ . With the similar arguments,
one can get expression for the forces F . The the dissipation function needs minor
modifications,

Φ (J,J) =

∫
Ω

|Jφ|2

2M(φ)
+

∫
Ω

|J |2

2σ(φ)
+

∫
Ω

|S|2

2η(φ)
+

∫
∂Ω

φ̇2

2α−1
+

∫
∂Ω

β

2
|uτ |2 , (A.1)
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where J = (S,Jφ,J , φ̇,uτ ). Invoking with the Onsager’s variational principle, we
find the boundary conditions for φ̇ and uτ on Σ,

αφ̇ = −L(φ) (A.2)
βuτ = −η(φ)(Sn)τ + L(φ)∂τφ. (A.3)

The boundary condition for the tangential velocity is known as the generalized
Navier boundary condition (GNBC) [59, 60]. Thus, we obtain the model with
moving contact lines, adding the GNBC to the model (2).

Appendix B. The numerical scheme

Let Th be a quasi-uniform and shape-regular tetrahedral mesh of Ω. As usual, we
introduce the local mesh size hK = diam (K) and the global mesh size h := max

K∈Th
hK .

For any integer k ≥ 0, let Pk(K) be the space of polynomials of degree k on element
K and define P k(K) = Pk(K)3. We employ the Mini-element to approximate the
velocity and pressure

V h = P b
1,h ∩H1

0(Ω), Qh =
{
qh ∈ H1(Ω) ∩ L2

0(Ω) : qh|K ∈ P1(K), ∀K ∈ Th

}
where P b

1,h =
{
vh ∈ C0(Ω) : vh|K ∈ P1(K)⊕ span{b̂}, ∀K ⊂ Th

}
, b̂ is a bubble

function. We choose the lowest-order Raviart-Thomas element space given by

Dh = {Kh ∈ H0(div,Ω) : Kh|K ∈ P 0(K) + xP0(K), ∀K ∈ Th} ,

combined with the discontinuous and piecewise constant finite element space

Sh =
{
ψh ∈ L2

0(Ω) : ψh|K ∈ P0(K), ∀K ∈ Th

}
.

The phase field ϕ and chemical potential µ are discretized by first order Lagrange
finite element space (Xh, Xh),

Xh =
{
χh ∈ H1(Ω) : χh|K ∈ P1(K), ∀K ∈ Th

}
.

Let {tn = nτ : n = 0, 1, · · · , N} , τ = T/N, be an equidistant partition of the
time interval [0, T ]. For any time dependent function ω (x, t), the full approxima-
tion to ω (x, tn) will be denoted by ωn

h . A fully discrete finite element scheme for
problem (2) reads as follows: Given the initial datum u0 and ϕ0, we compute
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(
un+1

h , pn+1
h ,Jn+1

h , φn+1
h , ϕn+1

h , µn+1
h

)
, n = 0, 1, · · · , N − 1, by the following three

steps:
Step 1: Find

(
φn+1
h , µn+1

h

)
∈ Xh ×Xh such that for any (ψh, χh) ∈ Xh ×Xh

(
δtφ

n+1
h , ψh

)
+
(
M(φn

h)∇µn+1
h ,∇ψh

)
+ τ

(
φn
h∇µn+1

h , φn
h∇ψh

)
= (φn

hu
n
h,∇ψh) ,

λε
(
∇φn+1

h ,∇χh

)
+
(
λS
ϵ
(φn+1

h − φn
h), χh

)
+
(
λ
ε
f(φn), χh

)
−

(
µn+1
h , χh

)
= 0,

(B.1)
Step 2: Find

(
Jn+1

h , φn+1
h

)
∈ Dh × Sh such that for any (Kh, θh) ∈ Dh × Sh

(
σ
(
φn+1
h

)−1
Jn+1

h ,Kh

)
+ τ

(
Jn+1

h ×B,Kn+1
h ×B

)
−
(
ϕn+1
h , divKh

)
− τ

(
φn+1
h ∇µn+1

h ×B,Kn+1
h

)
=

(
un

h ×B,Kn+1
h

)
,(

divJn+1
h , θh

)
= 0,

(B.2)
Step 3: Find (un+1, pn+1) ∈ V h ×Qh such that (vh, qh) ∈ V h ×Qh
(δtu

n+1
h ,vh) +O(un

h,u
n+1
h ,vh) + 2

(
η (ϕn+1)D

(
un+1

h

)
, D

(
vn+1
h

))
−
(
pn+1
h , divvh

)
+
(
φn+1
h ∇µn+1

h ,vh

)
−
(
Jn+1

h ×B,vh

)
= 0,

(divun+1, qh) = 0,

(B.3)

with O(u,v,w) := 1/2 [(u∇ · v,w)− (u∇ ·w,v)] for u,v,w ∈ V .
The scheme (B.1)-(B.3) can be proved to be unconditional energy stable and
charge-conservative. The finite element method is implemented on the finite ele-
ment software FreeFEM developed by Hecht et al. [64]. In all the simulations in
this paper, we choose the meshsize h = 1/64 and timestep τ = 0.01.
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