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Abstract In this paper we analyze a fully discrete scheme for a general Cahn-
Hilliard equation coupled with a nonsteady Magneto-hydrodynamics flow,
which describes two immiscible, incompressible and electrically conducting
fluids with different mobilities, fluid viscosities and magnetic diffusivities. A
typical fully discrete scheme, which is comprised of conforming finite element
method and the Euler semi-implicit discretization based on a convex splitting
of the energy of the equation is considered in detail. We prove that our scheme
is unconditionally energy stability and obtain some optimal error estimates for
the concentration field, the chemical potential, the velocity field, the magnetic
field and the pressure. The results of numerical tests are presented to validate
the rates of convergence.
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1 Introduction

In the paper, we derive error estimates for a fully discrete, first order in time,
finite element method for the Cahn-Hilliard-Magneto-hydrodynamics problem
for two phase flow. Let 2 C R? (d = 2, 3) stands for an open convex polygonal
or polyhedral domain with Lipschitz continuous boundary 9f2. For all ¢ €
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HY(2), u € L?(2) and B € L*(f2), consider the following energy:
1 Se Ae A
E(o.u.B) = [ (3l + B+ Vo + 10— ¢%2)dz, (1)
0 €

where ¢, u and B denote respectively the concentration field, the velocity
field and the magnetic field, and the parameter € > 0 stands for the interfacial
thickness between the two phases. The Cahn-Hilliard-Magneto-hydrodynamics
system is a gradient flows of this energy:
O — ediv(k(p)Vu) — V¢ -u =0, in 2xT, (2a)
—eAp+e 1P - ¢) = p, in 2xT, (2b)
oru — div(2v(¢)D(u)) + (u- V)u+ S.B x curlB (2¢)
+Vp=AuVo,in 2 x T,
0B + curl(n(¢)curlB) — curl(u x B) = 0, in2xT, (2d)
divu = 0, in 2xT, (2e)
divB = 0, in 2xT. (2f)
This problem is considered in conjunction with natural and no-flux/no-flow
boundary conditions:

dop  0¢
%—a—n—o, OnaQXT, (3&)
u=0, ond2xT, (3b)
B-n=0, onodf2xT, (3¢)
curl Bxn=0, ondf2xT, (3d)
and initial conditions:
d(x,0) = ¢p(x), u(x,0) =up(x), B(x,0)=By(x), in {2, (4)

where T" > 0 is time, ¢ ~ 41 represents two different fluids, p and p are
respectively the chemical potential and the pressure. D(u) := 1(Vu + Vu”)
is the strain-rate tensor. The given functions x(¢) > 0, v(¢) > 0 and n(¢) =
m > 0 stand for respectively the mobility, the fluid viscous, the magnetic
diffusivity with o the electrical conductivity. ny is the magnetic permeability.
Se = ﬁ denotes the coupling coefficient, here pg is the reference density. A
denotes the mixing energy density.

The (2)-(4) system satisfies the following energy laws:

E(é(t),u(?),B(t)) + /Q<V(¢)HVU||2 + Sen(0)|IVB|* + Af“(fﬁ)HVMHQ)dfC
(5)
= E(¢o, uo, Bo).

In the last decades, phase field approaches for two phases incompressible
flows have been widely developed to model and numerically solve the topologi-
cal transitions of interfaces (cf. [6,11,1,14,19,21,32,7] and references therein).
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Recently, the research of interaction of electromagnetic fields with two im-
miscible, incompressible and electrically conducting fluids has become more
and more important for the design and analysis of engineering field, such
as fusion reactors, pump accelerators, metallurgical industry and Magneto-
hydrodynamics generators [26,23,24,4]. Very recently, in the work [33], two
phase Magneto-hydrodynamics problem about the diffuse interface between
two different incompressible fluids is considered.

Though many error estimates are available for fully discrete scheme to
the Magneto-hydrodynamics equations [31,25,30,22,18] and for the Cahn-
Hilliard /Navier-Stokes equations [6,7,8,9,5,27,10,3], it is not trivial to cope
with the system which couple Magneto-hydrodynamics with Cahn-Hilliard,
since the phase field dependent coefficients affects the whole system. The ma-
jor difficulties cause from the phase field dependent coefficients and from the
coupling nonlinear terms. To the best of our knowledge, error estimates for
fully discrete scheme of problem (2)-(4) are not yet set up [33]. However,
the analysis in [7,5,3] cannot be easily developed to the fully discrete form
of problem (2)-(4), as the time-space discretization raises another difficulty,
particularly in deriving error estimates for the pressure.

In this paper, applying some useful techniques given in references [29,5,3],
we analyze a fully discrete scheme for problem (2)-(4), which is comprised of
conforming mixed finite element method in space and the Euler semi-implicit
discretization with a convex splitting method in time. The main purpose of
this paper is to derive some optimal error estimates for the concentration field,
the chemical potential, the velocity field, the magnetic field and the pressure
for the Cahn-Hilliard-Magneto-hydrodynamics system in fully discrete form.
Furthermore, the error estimates are established do not need any CFL condi-
tions. The highlight of this paper is to set up the error estimates for the fully
discrete solution (¢}, uf, ul, pit, Bj) as follows:

max [[V(6(ta) = oIl + (46 D IV (k) — i) |2) < C(At+ 1Y),

1<n<N

) _ B < k+1
max[[u(ta) — | + max [B(t.) - By < C(At+ ),

N 1
(46 ttn) = pI7) < a0+ 1),
n=1

Numerical tests are given to confirm the theoretical rates of convergence.

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2 we present some preliminary
results and the well-posedness of weak solution of Cahn-Hilliard-Magneto-
hydrodynamics system. In section 3 we give fully discrete scheme and obtain
its unconditionally energy stability. In section 4 we prove some optimal error
estimates for the concentration field, the chemical potential, the velocity field,
the magnetic field and the pressure. In section 5 we present some numerical
tests to checked the theoretical results of the our scheme.
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2 Continuous problem
2.1 Preliminaries

In this subsection we give some standard notations. Let C™(£2) (m € N) be the
space of functions with up to m times continuously differentiable in 2, and let
C™1(02) be the space of functions in C™(2) that are Lipschitz continuous in
2. let (LP(2), |- ||z») and (WEP(£2), |- ||x.p) denote respectively the Lebesgue
spaces and Sobolev spaces. For simplicity, we denote |- || := || -|| .2, and denote
by H*(§2) the Sobolev space W*2(2).

To define a weak formulation of problem (2)-(4), we introduce the following
Sobolev spaces

X = Hj(2)"={ve H' (2)":v|po =0},

Xy :={veL*(2)?: V. v=0vlpe =0},
W= HY Q)" = {w e H'(2)": w-n|pq = 0},
Wo:={we HY(2): curlw x n|gg = 0},

Xo = {v € X :divv =0},

W, = {WGW:diVW:O},

Q= {p e H'(Q): 2Z)p0 = 0},

M:=L§(02) = {q¢€ LQ(Q),/quX =0}.

The following useful inequalities hold [28,12,13,15,9,18]:

vl < Cal|Vv], VvedX, (6a)
IVl s < CoVvll, Vvex, (6b)
IDv]| > col| Vv, Vvedi, (6¢)
Ivllzs < Collvll " [Vv]E, Vvex, (6d)
IVllzs < Collv|Z V|, Vvex, (6e)

IVllz= < CollvliglIvig:, VveH ()7 (66)
c1||VB|? < ||curl B||? + ||div BJ|?, VBeWw, (6g)
curl B|| < V2||VB|, ||divB|| < Vd||VB], VBe H' (2)% (6h)
6]l < Calléllm, (2<p<6) Vveaq, (61)
I6llzs < Callgl = IVellE + Collgll, VveQ, (67)
16llz < Cal AT 92579 + Callgls, ¥ve Q, (6k)

where ¢g, ¢; and Cy, are positive constants depending on f2.
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We define the following bilinear terms:

ad%¢9%iénWﬂw-VMx aA%uwr3@2wmewDWMx

ap(p; B, H) :/ n(p)curl B - curl Hdx —|—/ n(p)divB - div Hdx,
o) Q

d(v,q) = / qdivvdx,
I7)
and trilinear terms:

b(w,u,v) = %/Q[(w -Vu] v —[(w-V)v] - udx = / [(w-V)u]-v+ %[(V -w)u] - vdx,

2

cg(H,B,v) = /QH x cuwrlB - vdx, cz(u,B,H) = /Q(u x B) - curl Hdx.

In addition, using the definition of b(:, -, -), it follows that

b(u,v,v) =0, ucX,ve H(2)% (7)
Applying (B x curlH, v) = (v x H, curlB), one finds that

cg(B,B,u) —cz(u,B,B) =0, uc X BeW. (8)
The bilinear term d(-, ) satisfies the LBB condition [12,28]:

d .
.9 5 Blgl, VgemM, (9)

sup
vEX,v#£0 ||V||1

where B\ > 0 is constant depend on 2.

A weak formulation for (2)-(4) may be written as follows: find (¢, i, u, p, B)
such that

(010, ) + eag (i p, ¥0) + (Vo - u, 1) = (10a)

€H(¢" = ,0) +(V9,V0) = ( 6),  (10b)

(Opu,v) + ag(d;u,v) + b(u,u,v) + S.cs(B,B,v) (10c)
—d(v,p) = AV, v),

d(u,q) =0, (10d)

(0:B,H) + ap(¢; B, H) — c5(u, B, H) =0, (10e)

for all (¢,0,v,q,H) € Qx Q x X x M x W.
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2.2 Wellposedness of solution

This subsection builds a well-posedness result of (10). For simplicity, we con-
sider the following problem: find (¢, u,u,B) € (Q, Q, Xy, W), such that

(e, ) + 6a¢(¢;u Y)+(Vé-u,¢) = (

1 (d° = 9,0) + ¢(Vo,VO) = ( 9), (

(Opu,v) + af(¢;u,v) + b(u, u, v) + Sccg(B,B,v) = )\(qub, ), (11lc
(0:B,H) + ap(¢;B,H) — c5(u,B,H) = (

for all (¢,0,v,H) € Q x Q X Xy x W.

The nest theorems give a well-posedness result for weak solution of problem
(11). They were proved by the similar lines as in [20,2,17]. Thus, we skip the
proofs of the following theorems.

Theorem 1 Suppose that the initial conditions ¢, uy, By satisfy
b0 € H'(12), ug € L2 ()%, By € L*(N)*. (12)
Furthermore, assume that the given functions k, v and n satisfy
k,v,m € C(2 x[0,T] x R; RY). (13)
Then problem (11) has at least one solution (¢, u, u, B) such that

€ L0, T, H(2)) N L*(0,T, H?), (14)
we L=(0,T, L*(2)Y) N L0, T, X),
B e L>(0,T,L*($)%) 0 L*(0, T, W)

w € L*0,T, Q).

)
)

Theorem 2 Taking the place of (13) b
v,k € CON (2 x[0,T] x R;RT), (15)

and retaining the other assumptions in Theorem 1. In addition, we suppose

(¢, p, u, B) satisfy

¢ e L0, T,Wh>), we L*0,T,W->()%), BeL*0,T, Wl’m(n)(d).)
16

Then problem (11) has a unique solution (¢, j1, u, B).
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3 Fully discrete scheme

In this section, we give a fully discrete scheme based on applying conforming
finite element method in space and Euler semi-implicit discretization with
a convex splitting method in time for (10) and obtain some unconditionally
energy stability.

Let K} be a conforming, quasi-uniform family of triangulations of {2 into
triangles when d=2 and tetrahedra when d = 3, respectively. Furthermore,
we introduce four finite element spaces X, Mp, Wy, Qp with &, C X', M), C
MW, CW, Q) C Q as follows.

X, ={veC')'NX:vlg€ Py1(K),VK € K; },
My, ={qeC’(2)NM:qlx € P.(K),VK € K},
Wy ={we C' Q)" nW:wlk € Pry1(K),VK € K, },
9y ={welC()NQ:wlk € P1(K),VK e K, }
Xon = {v € Xy 1 d(v,w) =0,Yw e /\/lh}.

As is noted that the (X}, My,) is Taylor-Hood finite element pair. There-
fore, the finite element pair (X}, Mj,) satisfies the discrete LBB condition [28,
12]:

Assumption A1l: The following discrete LBB condition holds:

d
HﬁO > 0’ sup M

> Bollanll, Yan € M.
VR EXp, VR F#OD HVVhH

Moreover, we suppose the finite element spaces satisfy following inverse
inequality and finite element approximation properties:
Assumption A2: The following inverse inequality holds

[0 llmg < CRT G0 [on |1, ¥ w1 € X, Wi o1 Qs
0<i<m<1, 1<p<g<oo.

Assumption A3: There exists k > 1, such that for all 1 <[ <k,

inf. v vall + V(v = vi)ll] < ORI Vi, v € HH ()1,

Vh h
inf (B =B +h|V(B—By)|] < CH*|[Blis1, VB e H(Q),
BLeW,

it {lle = enll + 1V —enl] < Ch M leler, Ve € HTHR),

inf —qnll < CRY|q]|s, Vg € H().
thethIIq anl| < Ch'lqll: q (2)

Let N be a positive integer and 0 =ty < t; < -+ <ty = T be a uniform
partition of [0, T'], with At = ¢;—¢;_1 fori =1,--- , N. Let us denote by ¢" the
valve ¢(t,,) at the time ¢,,, and denote §.¢ := W_T‘{HI. Denote k™ := k(X, tp, @)
V"= v(X, by, @) and 0" = (X, ty, ¢).

With above preparation, we give the fully discrete scheme of problem (10).
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Scheme 3.1: Given ( h,uh,BO) € Qpx X x Wy, find (¢}, uj, uy,pit, By) €
On X Qp X Xp x My x Wy, such that

(0eh> n) + eag(op 5 pits on) + (Vo - af, gn) = (17a)

e H((oh)* — o, 0n) +€(V¢haV9h) (Hhﬁh) (17b)

(Oeup, vi) +ap (W™ (o5~ )i g, vi) + by (up = up, vi) (170)
+S:b(Br By, vi) — d(va, pf) = Auj, Lva),

d(uy, qn) =0, (17d)

(6:Bjy, Hy) + ap(n” (¢ 1); By, Hy) — cz(up, By~ Hy) =0, (17e)

for all (wh,Gh,vh,qh,Hh) € 9y X 9Qp X X x My, x Wy,
In addition, the given functions &, v, satisfy following assumption.
Assumption A4: For all (x,t,6) € 2 x (0,T] x R, the given functions
K, v, 1 satisfy

0< K1 S H(Xat7¢) S K2,
0< 1 S V(Xat7¢) S v,
0<m <n(x,t,¢) <ne.

Denote S, = Qp N M,. Let & € C% 1(2; RY) satisfy Assumption A4,
we define the operator 7T}, : S, — Sy by the following weak problem: given
o € Sy, find Ty (o) € S}, such that

ag(R; Th(0), 0) = (0,0), Vo € S (18)
As in the work [5], we have similar results.

Lemma 1 Let ¢,9 € S, and denote

(6, 0) -1, = ag(R; Th(C), Th(0)) = (¢, Th(0)) = (Th((), 0),

and define the following negative norm:

.: _ [($))
¢l =1, (¢, O)-1,n Ozlfs Ve

Therefore, VO € Xy, and V¢ € Sy, we have
(¢ < IKl-1,mll VI
Then the following Poincaré inequality holds:
9] -1,n < C]9]], Vi € Sp.

We now are ready to state and prove unconditionally energy stability for
the fully discrete scheme (17).
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Theorem 3 Suppose Assumptions A1-A4 hold. Then the finite element

approzimate solution (¢}, uy, wy, py, By) of problem (17) satisfy the following
discrete energy law:

n

E(¢ up, By) + At Y [kael| Vi |? + Atcon ||V |2 + SeAtey | VB |

m=1
n

+ A Y [SIVegh]? +

m=1

1 n S u3

el + 210,y
1 1 e n 1 n

+ 4—H5t(¢2‘)2|\2 + —llondednll” + = 116:81 7] < E(¢y, up), By).
€ 2¢ 2¢

Proof: Taking 1, = pj in (17a), 6, = 04y in (17b), vi, = u} in (17c),
qn = py in (17d), Hy, = B} in (17e), one finds that

(S, i) + eap(dy s ppt i) + (Vor ' ujl, p

M) =0

h )
(o) — i1, 000}) + e(Vyt, Vo
W
"

= (u275t¢2)5
(Spup, up) + ap(V™(op ") up,up) + bp(up ' up,u
+S:b5(By 1By, up) — d(uj, p

(6:By, B}) +ap(n" (¢, 1); By, BR) — c(uf, By, By,
Using the elementary identity
2a(a — b) = a®> = b* + (a — b)?, for all a,b,€ R%.
It follows that
(Vor, Voisp) = 5[] VoLI? + At|Vash 2],

-1
@) = o dn) = o) — 1)1

6_1At n\2 (2 n ni|2 ni|2
+ = Ll10u(@R)° 11 + 2l erddill” + 2l 67 1],

1 n
(Gray, upt) = 3 [l up ]| + Al ]?],

(685, By) = 5 [0:BR 1 + Atl|6,Bj||].

1
2
Then using the operator At " | to the combined equations, the desired
result is derived. The proof is completed.

O

The following Theorem give some bounds for the fully discrete solution. It
is very important to derive optimal error estimates of problem (17).
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Theorem 4 [5,18,33] Suppose Assumptions A1-A4 hold. Then the fully
discrete solution (¢}, i, wy, py, By) of (17) satisfy the following bounds:

max [l |* + [ BLI° + VORI + 11(6h)* = 11 + Ih11° (19)

0<m
9812 + g 3] < C.
At [IVapl? + VBRI + Vil < .
=1

DIV = op NI+ llon — 6p 1% + llon(eh — ¢ DIP (21)
m=1

+ 1(o7)? = (D721 + Nk — o 1%
+lup — w4+ 1By — By Y] < ©

At Y [0y 7 + 1603120 5+ IVadh 17 + [l ]I (22)

m=1

—d)
+ ||uh|\Loo + H5t¢h|| ] <

omax il + IV aoplI* + HMh”Loo } <C, (23)
AN " [llovu]® + |16 Br]*] < C. (24)
m=1

4 Error analysis

In this section we drive some optimal error estimates of the fully discrete
scheme (17). Therefore, we assume that the solution (¢, u,u,p,B) has the
following regularity.

Assumption A5: The weak solution (¢, u, u, p, B) of Cahn-Hilliard-Magneto-
hydrodynamics (2)-(4) is sufficiently smooth such that

O € L(0,T; H'(12)), ¢, 00 € L0, T; H*F2(02) N Wh>(12)),
du € L0, T; HY(2)?),  w,dmu e L0, T; HF2(2) nwhe(2)h),
0uB € L>=(0,T; H'(2)Y),  B,0;B € L0, T; H* () nwh>(0)9),
p e L0, T; H* (1)), p,0ip € L=(0,T; H1(12)).

We need the following technical lemmas to obtain the rate of convergence
of the fully discrete scheme (17).

Lemma 2 [5] Assume w € H'(2), and v € Sy, Then there exists C > 0,
independent of h, such that

(@, )] < ClIVell[|v]l-1,n (25)
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Lemma 3 [5] Assume that (¢, p, w,p, B), (¢}, uy, ujl,py, By) are weak so-
lution to problem (10) and (17), respectively. Then for any h, At > 0, the
following inequality holds

IV (¢* = (1)) < ClIV(6 = ¢i)ll- (26)
Let 7,7,k € C%1(2; RT) satisfy Assumption A4, we introduce the fol-
lowing four projections. Let (u,p) € X x M, B € W, 0,¢ € Q, we introduce

Stokes projection (Rpu, Jpp) € X, X My, as the solution of the weak problem
as follows

ap(;u— Rpu,v) +d(v,p— Jpp) =0, VveEA,, (27)
d(u—Rpu,q) =0, Vqe My (28)

We have the following approximation result

[u = Rpul| + (| V(a— Rpw)|| + [lp = Jupl)) < CH**2([[ullbrz + [[plla+1)-

(29)
Similarly, Maxwell projection R,,,B € W}, satisfying
ap(n;B — R,y B,H) =0, VHeW,, (30)
IB — Ry B + 2| V(B = Ry B)|| < CA 2| B[40, (31)
Ritz projections rp6 € Qp and 7,0 € Q) satisfying
ap(k;0 —rpd,) =0, Vp € Oy, (32)
10 = il + RV (0 = rrd)|| < CR**2[10]1512, (33)
(V(¢ - ?hqﬁ)a Vw) = Oa v 1/] S Qh; (34)
¢ = 7ol + PIV(6 = Frg)| < CH**2(@]|js2. (35)

For convenience, let us define, for every n > 0,

no. __ n n n o .__ n n
€¢-*¢ — oy, € = N — Hps
no.. _ n n n o .__ n n
ey =u" —uy, €p =D —DPn
n . __ n n
eB.—B 7Bh
Which gives
no__,n __ n no__,n __ n
€op =My — € € =My — €
n __.n n n n n
€u =T — €w Ep =1Mp — €
n _ .n n
B =B ~ B>
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with

ng = ¢" —rpe" € Q,

Ny = p"—Tpu" € Q,

Ny =u" — Rpu" € X,
ny =p" — Jpp" €M,

ng :=B" — R,,,B" ¢ W,

@)

= @) — " € O,
= pp, — Tpp" € Qp,
=uy — Rpu” € &),
= pp — Jup" € My,
=B} — RpnB" € Wh.

)

M

o)

M
WS 83 3 3 3

We are now in a position to give and derive the first main theorem of this
section for the concentration field, the chemical potential, the velocity field
and the magnetic field.

Theorem 5 Suppose that Assumption A1-AS5 hold with two positive con-
stants hg, Atg, and suppose the scheme (17) is initialized such that

16° = &l + llw” — wp|| + || BY — Byl < C(At +n*1). (36)

For h € (0,ho] and At € (0, Aty], the finite element approzimate solution
(oF, pi, upt, pi, By) of (17) satisfy the following error estimates:

N
(max [[V(9(t) — of)I* + At z_:l IV (p(tn) — wi)||? < C (AL + h2+2),

N
a2 a2 < 2 2k+2
(fax fu(tn) — wy[|” + At Eﬁll\V(U(tn) up)||* < C(AE + 1n*HF2),

N
max HB(tn) — Z||2 + Atz HV(B(tn) _ BZ)||2 < C(At2 n h2k+2).
n=1

1<n<N

Proof:  Appying(10), (17), (27)-(28), (30), (32) and (34), we can obtain the
following error equations:

(Beess, tn) + €a (K" (@ )€l vn) = (AR, vn) + (R, vn), (37a)
e(VeR, Von) — (e, 0n) = (A}, 0n), (37b)
(Been,vi) +ap(™(dh N)ien, vi) — d(va, ) = (D, vi) + (Ry,vi), (37c)
d(eys qn) =0, (37d)
Se(dvers, Hy) + Scap(n™ (6 ")s ey, Hy) = (B, Hy,) + So(Rps, Hy,).
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where (R%, ), (R, Vi), (R, Hy), (A7), (A7, 00), (87, v4) and (B, Hy,)
are denoted by

R¢> Un) = (019" — Sernd”, Un), (38)

i) == (pu" — 6, Rpu”, vy), (39)

( H,) := (0,B" — 6, R, B", Hy,), (40)

(AR ) = ag(K™(¢"); W bn) — ag (K™ (¢h 1 ); 1™, ¥n) (41)

+ (U™ V" n) — (uf - VRt ),

(B 00) = (. 00) — (600" 1) (42)
_ 6_1(¢n_1 _ (bzilaeh) 4 6_1((¢")3 _ (¢Z>3a9h)’

(@F,va) = ap (W™ (¢"); 0", vi) — ap (V" (¢h 1) 0", vi) (43)

+b(u",u",vy) — b(u) ul, vy)
+ Sccz(B™,B™,v,) — Sccg(By 1 By, vi)
ARV e~ vi) = Mu"Ve", vi),
(@, Hy) := Seap(n™(¢"); B", Hy) — Scap (™ (¢} 1); B", Hy,) (44)
+ Seez(up, By Hy,) — Seeg(u™, B™, Hy,).

Setting ¢, = €5 € Qn, O = k1€, € Qp In (37a)-(37b), respectively, we have

(dreg, e) +erni(Vey, Veg) < (A, e) + (R, €5), (45a)
—k16(Veg, Ve, ) + ki€, €,) = — ki (A7, €)- (45b)

Setting ¥, = Aej; € Qp, O = Aéteg €EQn, v =€l e X, Hy =€} €W, in
(37), respectively, it follows that

A(Os€, €n) + Nera | Ven||? < A(AR, €2) + A(RE, ), (46a)
eA(Ve¢,V5te¢)— (€H’5t€¢):/\( h,5t€¢) (46D)
(drel, €n) + cova | Ven|® < (@, en) + (RE, en), (46c)
Se(0r€ls, €i8) + crm Se|| Ve||® < (B7, €f) + Se(Ris,e).  (46d)
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Combining (45) and (46), we obtain

1 n n— n n—
5 (eIl = lleg ™M 1% + lleg — e5 ™" 11%) (47)

GA n n— n n—
+ E(IIV%H2 — Ve 7HIP + Ve, — Ve ™|?)

1 _ -
+ 5 (eal® = e~ + lleg — €7 "1%)

S

+ 5 (lesll” = leg™ 17 + llef — e [7) + Atdem[| Ve |*
+ AtheZHQ + Atcour | VeR||? + Ateini S.|| Ve

< ALN(Ry, €,) + At(Rg, ep) + ARy, €q)

u’ u

+ AtS.(Rp, ep) + AtA(Ay, €,) + At(Ay, €5)

+ AEN(AR, Spe) — Aty (A7 )
+ AUPR, €n) + AP, es)

10
- ZTz
=1

We now bound the terms on the RHS of (47). Define time dependent spatial
mass average as follows

€ ::|Q|_1(ez,1), 1<n<N.

For terms 77 — 14, using (6), Taylor’s theorem, Assumption 5 and Young’s
inequality, one finds that

T\ = AtA(R], € — ) (48)

< AtA)|0p9™ — dirng” ||| Vel

t
< CAt{At/ ) 102,6(5)||72ds
t— At

pktt ot 3

+ — 05 (8)||% s ds Ve
75 ) 100 eads | IV
R1IAAL "
< CAL(AE + h2R+2) 4 1T||V€u||2’
t
1, < oot A / 162 6(s)|2ads (49)
t— At

pkt1 ot ) 3
+ —== 10s0(s)[|zre1ds ¢~ [l€g ]
VAt Ji— At

< CAL(AE + W H2) + CAt|eg|?.
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Similarly we have

T3 <CAt| Vel ||||opu™ — 6, Rpu™|| (50)
t
gCAt{At/ 182, u(s)|2.ds
t— At
R+l 2
S [ 1O 0 s} IV
<CAH(AR + 12M42) 4 cOVlAtHV n2,
and
Ty <CAt|VeR|[|0.B™ — &, Ry B (51)

t
gCAt{At/ . 162.B2.ds
t—At

pt+L ot 3
+ 10:B 31 [IVeR]]
VAL At
At Se
SOAHAP + h?+2) 4 =12 | veg |

For nonlinear term 15, adding and subtracting some terms, we can rewrite
T5 = AtA{ cag (57 (6") — K" (6" )s ", 1) (52)
+eag(K™(¢" ) = KM(GR T )i e) + (0 V(9" — o™ )

+ ((u" = Rpu™) - V"L en) + (Rpu” - V(6" 1 — 1), €)

(R - Ve ) + (e Vot e}

[=2]

Z P At - VorTten).

For terms A} — A%, thanks to Holder inequality, Taylor’s theorem and (33),

one finds that
A+ A < CAUR| o @y IV |1 { 1 At |
e A Y B X e I

t 1
< CAt{(At/ 19:6()3ds) * + B9, o
t— At
+lleg M Ivel,

where

loos @ = so{ DY (. 0), 3,0 € T R},
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Using (6), (29) and (33), the terms A% — Ag can be bounded by
Ay < CAt[a"™ || || AtV oo™ ||[|ey — €l e

1
2

t
gCAt(At/t N 10.96(5) [32ds) " Vel 12,

A} < CAt[u" - Rhu”HV¢"_1HL4HGZ —&llze
< CAh* | (w, p) | g Ve
AY < CAH|Rpu"™ | 4|V (¢" " = g™ Yl — &l s
< CAthH ¢l o= | VR,
4 < CAN R IV € — Ealls < CAYTES T

Combining (52) with above estimates, it follows that

15 < CAL(R? + AP) + At} |2 (53)
Atk n—-1 n
o IV + A - Vo ).
Similarly, for nonlinear term 1§, we rewrite
Y = At{ea¢(m"(¢") A (A TR €3) (54)

+eag(k" (") — k™ (Qp )i €)) + (U V(6" — 9" ), )
+ (0" = Rpu™) - V"1 el) + (Rpu™ - V(¢" ! =1y 1), €})

+ (Rau" - Vsl eh) + (en - Var e }

13

_ n

= E AT
i=7

Applying (6), (29) and (33), we bound the terms A} — AY5 as follows

t 1

Ay 4+ 47 < carf (A / 10s6(5)]132d5)
t— At

+ R e Ve,

A3 < CAH | [ 9(6" — )]

+ 1
< car(ar / N0.99()[Fads) el

Ay < CAt|u" — Ryu™|[ V" o leg |
< CAthM | (w, p)llprwss v €5,
AYy < CAY Rpu"|| 1= [V (6" = " D[l
< CAt g grsaleg ],
Ay < CA|Ryu" || [Vep  llleg ) < CALVey ™ [[leg
Aly < CAt el ol Ve zallegll < CALIVe|lleg]l-
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Combining (54) with above estimates, one finds that

Yo < CAL(R**F? + At?) + C At} * + C AL Ve 2 (55)
AtCOV1
8

For nonlinear term 17, we can rewrite

At
— (6¢0™, bregy) (56)

R R G T R (CO M C AR

=AY A7

Using (6), (35) and Lemmas 2-3, we bound the terms A7 — A% as follows

+ CA|VeL|]” + IVerll” + CAt||ef >

Ty = At{A(nﬁ,éteg) -

AY < CIVIlISeen 10 < CR* | pllksalleepll-1.n,

1 K 3

Ay < 1AtV [[|deegll -1 < C(At/ |\85V¢(S>Hizd8) 16:€ 11,1,
t—At

Ay < Clleg  1eepll-1n < Clleg  lISees -1, + Cllg ™ N1dee | -1,
A} <CIV ") = ($ISeen 10 < CIV (" = SPIIGeeR | -1,
< ClIVegllideegll-1n + ClIVag [ 10eeg | -1,n-
Combining (56) with above estimates, it follows that
Ty < CAL (R + AP?) + C At} |2 (57)
+ CAL|Ves|® + alt||siel]|* -
Taking T} (d:€};) in (37a), and using (6), Lemmas 1-2, we derive
I80€Rl2 1 = —eag (k7 (65 )s €0 Th(B0el) + (B2 Ta(80€h)) + (A7, Th (B4€)
(58)
< eral|[VepllIotegll—1,n + |0:0™ — Sernd™ || Th(S€5)|
+[[u" 2o | AtV 6™ ([ T (0e€i) [l oo + Nl £ V0" 1T (Sreg) | 2o
+ | B[ ol V0 I Th(0eg) o + | Ruu” || ol Ve ™ I Th(8eeg) | o
+lleallzall Ven ™ ITh (eeg) | 2o
< SIBhZ i+ CIVERI? + Call VP
+ O Ve P+ O (h* 2 + Ar).
Then we obtain

1831121, < 2C1 VL2 + 2G5 [ VLl + Ve | + C(h%+2 4+ Ar%).
(59)
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From (57) and (59), and taking v = min{ 5%, 9211 in (57), one finds that

8C, 7 8C32
Tr < CAt(W*F2 + At?) + %HWQHQ - %Hvemﬁ (60)
+ CAH|Ves |2 + CAt| Ve,
Similarly, for nonlinear term 1y, we rewrite
Ty o= A{ )+ 2007, ) (61

T+ ep e e (9"~ (o)) }
8
=Y A7
=5

Using (6), (33), (35) and Lemma 3, we bound the terms /Tg - /Tg as follows
Ag < CAtlmplllell < ChMHlpllerallegll,

1

. 1 ¢ 1
1 < vz arvaetey) < car(at [ 0.vo(s)[ads) e
€ t— At

ull

[=2]

A < catle el < cAtle; llen] + C Aty el
Ay < CAt)(¢")® = ()l < CAt (6™ = ei)lllleg]
< CAtlleglllegl + C AL Vag]llle.ll-
Combining (61) with above inequalities, we have

Atlil n
=l (62)

+ CAt||eg||* + CAtles 2.

Ty < CAL(R?FH? + AP) +

For nonlinear term Ty, by adding and subtracting some terms, we rewrite
Ty = At{ag (v"(¢") = v" (6" )", €) (63)

+ap (V" (¢" ) = V(G u" ) + b, " €)
+b(Rpu™ — Rpu™ ™t u” €) + bt u™,eh)
+b(up ™ g en) + 0(up T el ) + Seeg (0, BT, )
+ Secg(RmpB" — Ry B 1 B €) + Secplepy ' B, €l)
+ Seep(By g, ) + Seep(By T e, )
— A"V, €)= A"V (rag™ — rng" ), )
—AE"VegThed) = AmiVeor T eq) = Mg Ver T eq)

14
A S8+ by ) + (B ey, )
1=1

~ MgV e}
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For the terms @7 — @, using Holder inequality, (35) and Taylor’s theorem, we
have

O} + B < Cllons @ 1D = { 6" — 677

16" = P+ 76"t = g I venl
t 1
<cf(at [ lootlids)”
t— At

+ g I Ivenll
Making use of (6) and (29), we estimate the terms $% — &g as follows

@3 < O Vg lIVu [ Vegl
< CR*H[(w, p) | sz mre [ VG
Py < C|AtRmndB™ [[[[VB"|| 13 [[Vey|

1
2

t
<c(at | 0.B(s)l3ads) " Ve,
t—At

o5 < Ol HIIIVa®|| s Verll
< Jlea MlIVerll,
oy < C|[Vay [ Vig [ Vegll
< CRMH|(w, p)|| e g | Veg]|.

Thanks to (6) and (31), the terms &% — &7, can be bounded by

P7 < Cllngll[B"[| s [|Veyl|
< CWM B s [ Ve,
By < C|| At Ry, 6 B"||||curl B || a|| Vel |

<o(ae [ jaBE)s) e
t—At
&5 < Clle | leurd B« [ Vel | < Cles I wezl,
&3 < Ol lewr] B o | Vel
< W [B| s [V
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Applying Holder inequality, (6), (33) and (35), the terms @7, — &7, can be
estimated as follows
o7y < Ol s Vg el e
< OB 6| sz | Ve,
Py < Cllp™ ||| AtV oirn ™ (|| el Lo

t 1
<o(at ] 110.96(s)30ds) " Veull
t—At

Dy < Ollp"l|elIVey ™ llenllzeo
< CVe HIIVell,

Oy < Ol IV en~ llledl e
< CR |l s [ Ve

Combining (63) with above bounds, one finds that

Ty < CA R+ At 4 [l + e + e~ 1 I Veal (64)
+ Atb(up €l en) + AtSccg (BT ey ) — AtA(€L Ve en)
At
< O{At (W2 + AL) + Aty | + At ? + Aty ™2 + =5 Vel

+ Atb(up ™t el en) + AtScc(Br T e ) — AtA(€h Ve en).
For nonlinear term 17, by adding and subtracting some terms, we can rewrite
Tio = At{Sean (" (6") = 1" (6" ) B, ) (65)

+ Scap (™ (¢" ) — 0" (¢ ); B, €3) — Seep(u”, g, )

— Sccg(u”, Ry, B" — R,.,B" eg) — Sccg(u”, 6%_1, €B)

~ S, B ey) = Seep(en B i) }
6 o~
= At{z D — Sccp(ens B, e%)}.
i=1

For the terms 571‘ —53, thanks to Holder inequality, (35) and Taylor’s theorem,
we get

B+ B < Clnl oo () | VB = { | AtS6" |

16" = g™+ 7ag" = 6 IV e
1

<of(af tm 9:6()[ads) "+ HE+!

+ Nl b Ivesl
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By (6), (29) and (31), the terms qug - qug can be bounded by

Py < Cl|u™| Lo [|ng]l[|curl g
< CHMB| e[| VeI,
7 < C||u"|| oo || At Rynn0:B™ | || curl ]|
t 1
<c(ar | oB)ds) V.
t— At
&y < Clla"|pes [l | [lcurl e
< Ol IVegll,
Bg < Cllmalls By~ lps [lewrl e |

< CREY[(w, p) [ reva sy [ B ™| 22| Vel

Combining (65) with above inequalities, it follows that

T < C’At{hk“ AL+ (Y + Heg—l”}ngH (66)
— Atsccé(eﬁ,BZ—l,eg)
< CAH(R2 + AR) + Aty + At~
C17715cAt

+ THV&%HQ — AtSceg(ey, BZ_l, €B)-

Combining (47) with (7)-(8), (48)-(51), (53), (55), (60), (62), (64) and (66),
we have

(g = lleg ™ 11> + lleg — e5~"11%) (67)

|~

6>\ n n— n n—
+ 5 (IVeg]* = Ve U2+ IVey = Ve T2

1 _ _
+ (el = e P + lleg — e ™'1I%)
S
+ 5 (lel* = g™ 117 + lleg — e '11?) + AtAma [ Ve

+ AtheZHQ + Atcovy | VEL||? + Ateym S, || Vey ||
< CAH(R2 1 A2) 4 Cat(e) + [ Vey)?)
+ CAt([leg™ 17 + e 17 + e~ 1 + Ve~ 1%).
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Summing (67) from n =1 to m and using (36), we obtain

m
e 17 + eI Veg I + e l® + lleg 1> + Athws Y IV

I (68)
n=1
+ Atk Z ||6Z||2 + Atcory Z Ve ||? + Ateim S, Z | Ves ||
n=1 n=1 n=1
< C(WFF2 4 AP) + C3 ALY ||€R]? + Cart Y [ Vep?
n=1 n=1

m
+C5 ALY e + CeAt > et 1?
n=1 n=1

+Cr ALY [ler P+ CsAt Y [[Ver 2.
n=1 n=1

If0 < At < Aty :=

1 : 1
2max{Cs,Cse1} < max{Cs,Cse— 1}’ since 1 < 1—max{Cs,Cse~ 1} At
2, it follows from (68) that

IN

e 11® + eANVeg I + e |® + e |I* + AtAws Y [[Vep|?

" (69)
n=1
+ Atkq Z ||6Z||2 + Atcory Z Ve ||? + Ateim Se Z [Vey|?
n=1 n=1 n=1
Cs 4 C7) At =

< 2%k+2 | 742 (Cs 2
SO+ a) 4 T e 72 ZH 'l

(Cy + Cs) At = n-12 Cs At

1—maX{Cg,C4€_1} ZHV H

6nfl 2
— max{Cs, Cye~1} ; el
Cs At

n—1)2
+ 1—maX{Cg,C4€_1};HEB || .

By using the discrete Gronwall inequality, one finds that

leg 12 + eI Veg |1 + e l® + legl® + Atawy Y [[Vep]|? (70)

n=1

+ Atry Y len]® + Atcors Y | [[Venl® + AtermSe Y || Ve
n=1 n=1 n=1
< C(h*+2 + AP).

The desired result follow from (29), (31), (33), (35) and the triangle inequality.
The proof is completed.

O
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In order to derive optimal error estimates on pressure, we define the semi-
norm for v € H~1(2)%:

Vo= sup L¥A),
VREXR ||VVh||

And we define the following inverse Stokes operator: S : H~(£2)¢ — X and
discrete inverse Stokes operator: Sy, : H=1(2)? — &j. Let v € C%'(Q2; RT)
satisfy Assumption A4, for all v € H~1(02)4, (S(v),r) € X x M is the weak
solution of the following problem:

af(U;S(v),v) +d(v,r) = (v,v), Vveox,
d(S(v),w) =0, Yw e M.

We have H? regularity results [23]:
ISM)ll2 + [[Vr[l < Clivll,¥v € L2(£2)7.

And for all v € H=1(2)4, (Sp(v),71) € &), x My, is the weak solution of the
following discrete problem:

ap(U; Sy (v),vp) +d(v,ry) = (v, vp), Vv, € Xy,
d(Sh(V),wh) =0, Ywy € Mp.

Lemma 4 For v € Xy, there exists constant C' > 0 independent of h such
that

[0« < ClIVSh(v)][- (71)

Proof: The proof follows the similar lines as in [3]. Here we skip it.

Theorem 6 Suppose that assumptions of Theorem 5 hold. We have the fol-
lowing estimates

[VSh(e —en=b)|| < CVAL(AL + hFH1,
N 1/2
(At > IVSn(en — eﬁ*l)HQ) < CAH(AL+ hFHY).
n=1

Proof: Using Assumption A1l and (37a), we obtain

(eews Vi) +ap (V™ (S5 )sen, vi) — d(vis ) = (D5, va) + (Ry,vi),  (72)
d(ey, qn) = 0. (73)
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Setting vi, = Sh(el—en™!) € A, in (72), noting that d(Sk(ep)—Sh(ep™), qn) =
0, one finds that

IV Sh(en — ea DI
At

= —ag (V05 )5 en, Suleq —en ) (74)
+ (Rﬁ,Sh(Eﬁ - 6371)) =+ ( Za Sh(€ﬁ - eﬁil)'

Applying the same arguments as those in the proof of Theorem 5, the RHS
of (74) can be estimated as

1
—ay (V0,7 Snlen — e ™)) < —IVSi(en — eaHI? + CAL Ve,

T ~ 6At
1
(Ro Sh(ea = i) < gz IVSn(ea = ea™DI” + CAHAL + h*+2),
1
(P, Sn(eq = i) < gz IVSh(ea = ea™ D" + CAHAL + h*42)

+ CA(|Venll® + I Vegl* + [ Vey =12
HIVeTH 1 + Vel + Ve 11%).

Combining (74) with above bounds, it follows that

IV Sh(es — ea” DI
2At

< C{AUAR + B2 4 CAL(IVEL]? + || Vey?

HIVe T2+ [ Ves™ 1P + Ve |* + ||ve;;*1||2)}.

Applying Theorems 5 and the triangle inequality, the desired result is ob-
tained. The proof is finished.

O

Then we give and prove the second main result of this section for the
pressure.

Theorem 7 Suppose that assumptions of Theorem 5 and At < Ch hold.
Then the finite element approximate py in (17) satisfy following bound:

N 1/2
(4637 Ipte) - p3I?) < CAt+ 1),
n=1
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Proof: From Assumption A1l and (37a), one finds that

N d(ep,Vh)
Bollepll < wnednnro [VVA]
{ (0p€l,vp) +as(v
Vvl
{—(@Z,vh) — (Opu™ — 5tRhu”,vh)}
[Vvall

(75)

77,( n—1

h )€ u7vh)}

< sup

Vi EXp, VR #O

+ sup
Vi €EXp, Vi #O

1
< sup {b(uz 1,eu,vh) + Seceg(By, ™ ! €, Vi)
v EXL, VL #O HVVhH

~Mepvoitvi) p+ el + Ve

+O(A+ B (e + e+ e ) |

1
< sup —TH
v EXp, VR F#O vah H

+ SCCE(Bzil - anl, 6%) Vh) + SCCE(Bnila 6%) Vh)
@ =67, vi) =A@ v} + Il

+ Vel + C (At + R ) + (llen™ I+ lleg 1 + ||6Z’1H)}-

{b(u’,f1 —u" en,Ve) + b(u" L Eny V)

By Assumption A2 and Theorem 5, it follows that

IVentl < Cmin{n=Yew |, Ve }

< len{h YAt 4 P, At7V2 (At + hk“)} <C,
VeIl < Cmin{n g™, VeI |
< Cmin{n~! (At + B, A2 (AL R | < €
IVes™ 1 < Cmin{n=Yep ), Ve }

< Cmin{ b7 (At 4+ B, A2 (AL 1 ) <

Using Holder inequality and (6), we get

b(uy ™ —u" e, vi) < ClIVe VRl Vvall < CIVegll Vv,
b(u" ™ en, va) < ClIVU" [Vl Vvall < ClIVeR[[Vvall,
Seeg(By 1 = B" e, vi) < O Ve [[IVei|||[ Vvall < C|IVei|l|[Vvall,
Secg(B" ey, vi) < C| VB[ Vg Vvall < C|| Ve[ Vvall,
“MepV(gn ™t =" ), vi) < Clley = gulleall Ve I Vvalle < CIVEIIVvall



26 Hailong Qiu

Combining (75) with above inequalities, we derive
lepll < C{|\5tfﬁll*,h + Vel + Vel + [IVeg]l + (At + n*H)
+llen™ I+ lles '+ HGZ‘lH}
Due to

n 1 n n—
deeillen < O 1V Shlen —en™)Il)

VAt
At

al 1/2
(A3 aecaln) < O A+ pi),
n=1

<C (At 4 pFFL),

Using Theorems 5, 6 and the triangle inequality, we obtain the desired result.
The proof is finished.
O

5 Numerical results

In this section, some numerical tests are shown to confirm the theoretical
convergence rates of the fully discrete scheme (17). The experiments have been
finished with applying the finite element libraries from the Fenics Project [16].
The following functions &, v, i are given

H(¢) = €¢, V(¢) = e_d)a 77(¢) =e?.

The finite element pair P, — P, — Po — Py — P, for the concentration field,
the chemical potential, the velocity field, the magnetic field and the pressure
is considered.

Note that the fully discrete scheme (17) is a nonlinear problem, thus we
solve the problem (17) by a Picard type interation. Namely, we fix the velocity
field uy, the magnetic field By, and the pressure p; at a given time step,
then compute for the phase field ¢, and the chemical potential p. Then we
compute the velocity field uy,, the magnetic field B, and the pressure p;, with
these updated.

We consider a square domain 2 = [0,1]?, and the following functions are
given

o(z,y,t) =2+ sin(t) cos(mx) cos(my),
ui(z,y,t) = msin(27ry) sin? (7x) sin(t),
us(z,y,t) = —msin(27rx) sin? (7y) sin(t),
p(z,y,t) cos(mx) sin(my) sin(t),
Bi(z,y,t) = sin(mx) cos(my) sin(t),
Bo(z,y,t) = —sin(my) cos(ma) sin(t),
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10°— —
——H"-concentration field

——HLvelocity field

——reference-2nd order

Errors

10} ——H-chemical potential
"‘Hl—magnetic field
“‘Lz—presure

_|—reference-2nd order

107 101
h

(b)

Fig. 1 Convergence rates: H! errors of the concentration field ¢, the velocity field u, the
chemical potential i, the magnetic field B and L? the pressure as the space mesh size h.

as the exact solutions, and some source terms are taken such that the exact
solutions satisfy (2)-(4).

The parameters are set to S, = 1, € = 0.05, A = 1 and At = 0.1h%, and
the uniform triangles meshes are employed. We plot the error estimates of
the phase field, the velocity field, the magnetic field and the pressure between
the numerical solution and the exact solution at ¢t = 0.5 with different space
sizes in Figure 1. We observe that the rates of convergence the fully discrete
numerical scheme (17) are second order accurate for all variables.

Conclusions

In this paper, we have analyzed a fully discrete scheme for computing Cahn-
Hilliard-Magneto-hydrodynamics system. The scheme is based on using con-
forming finite element method in space and Euler semi-implicit discretization
with convex splitting in time. We have prove our scheme is unconditionally
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energy stable and obtain optimal error estimates for the concentration field,
the chemical potential, the velocity field, the magnetic field and the pressure.
Numerical tests are shown to confirm the theoretical rates of the our scheme.
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