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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 Ω ⊂ Rd (d = 2, 3) stands for an open convex polygonal
or polyhedral domain with Lipschitz continuous boundary ∂Ω. For all φ ∈
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H1(Ω), u ∈ L2(Ω) and B ∈ L2(Ω), consider the following energy:

E(φ,u,B) =

∫

Ω

(1
2
‖u‖2 + Sc

2
‖B‖2 + λǫ

2
‖∇φ‖2 + λ

4ǫ
(1− φ2)2

)
dx, (1)

where φ, u and B denote respectively the concentration field, the velocity
field and the magnetic field, and the parameter ǫ > 0 stands for the interfacial
thickness between the two phases. The Cahn-Hilliard-Magneto-hydrodynamics
system is a gradient flows of this energy:

∂tφ− ǫdiv(κ(φ)∇µ) −∇φ · u = 0, in Ω × T, (2a)

−ǫ∆φ+ ǫ−1(φ3 − φ) = µ, in Ω × T, (2b)

∂tu− div(2ν(φ)D(u)) + (u · ∇)u+ ScB× curlB (2c)

+∇p = λµ∇φ, in Ω × T,

∂tB+ curl(η(φ)curlB)− curl(u×B) = 0, in Ω × T, (2d)

divu = 0, in Ω × T, (2e)

divB = 0, in Ω × T. (2f)

This problem is considered in conjunction with natural and no-flux/no-flow
boundary conditions:

∂φ

∂n
=
∂φ

∂n
= 0, on ∂Ω × T, (3a)

u = 0, on ∂Ω × T, (3b)

B · n = 0, on ∂Ω × T, (3c)

curl B× n = 0, on ∂Ω × T, (3d)

and initial conditions:

φ(x, 0) = φ0(x), u(x, 0) = u0(x), B(x, 0) = B0(x), in Ω, (4)

where T > 0 is time, φ ≈ ±1 represents two different fluids, µ and p are
respectively the chemical potential and the pressure. D(u) := 1

2 (∇u +∇uT )
is the strain-rate tensor. The given functions κ(φ) > 0, ν(φ) > 0 and η(φ) =

1
η0σ(φ)

> 0 stand for respectively the mobility, the fluid viscous, the magnetic

diffusivity with σ the electrical conductivity. η0 is the magnetic permeability.
Sc :=

1
η0ρ0

denotes the coupling coefficient, here ρ0 is the reference density. λ
denotes the mixing energy density.

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

E(φ(t),u(t),B(t)) +

∫

Ω

(
ν(φ)‖∇u‖2 + Scη(φ)‖∇B‖2 + λǫκ(φ)‖∇µ‖2

)
dx

(5)

= E(φ0,u0,B0).

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).



Error analysis for the Cahn-Hilliard-Magneto-hydrodynamics problem 3

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 (φnh , µ

n
h,u

n
h, p

n
h,B

n
h) as follows:

max
1≤n≤N

‖∇(φ(tn)− φnh)‖+
(
∆t

N∑

n=1

‖∇(µ(tn)− µn
h)‖2

) 1
2 ≤ C

(
∆t+ hk+1

)
,

max
1≤n≤N

‖u(tn)− un
h‖+ max

1≤n≤N
‖B(tn)−Bn

h‖ ≤ C
(
∆t+ hk+1

)
,

(
∆t

N∑

n=1

‖p(tn)− pnh‖2
) 1

2 ≤ C
(
∆t+ hk+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 Cm(Ω) (m ∈ N) be the
space of functions with up to m times continuously differentiable in Ω, and let
Cm,1(Ω) be the space of functions in Cm(Ω) that are Lipschitz continuous in
Ω. let (Lp(Ω), ‖ ·‖Lp) and (W k,p(Ω), ‖ ·‖k,p) denote respectively the Lebesgue
spaces and Sobolev spaces. For simplicity, we denote ‖·‖ := ‖·‖L2, and denote
by Hk(Ω) the Sobolev space W k,2(Ω).

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

X := H1
0 (Ω)d =

{
v ∈ H1(Ω)d : v|∂Ω = 0

}
,

X0 :=
{
v ∈ L2(Ω)d : ∇ · v = 0,v|∂Ω = 0

}
,

W := H1
n(Ω)d :=

{
w ∈ H1(Ω)d : w · n|∂Ω = 0

}
,

W0 :=
{
w ∈ H1(Ω)d : curlw× n|∂Ω = 0

}
,

X0 :=
{
v ∈ X : divv = 0

}
,

Wn :=
{
w ∈ W : divw = 0

}
,

Q :=
{
ϕ ∈ H1(Ω) :

∂ϕ

∂n
|∂Ω = 0

}
,

M := L2
0(Ω) =

{
q ∈ L2(Ω),

∫

Ω

qdx = 0
}
.

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

‖v‖ ≤ CΩ‖∇v‖, ∀ v ∈ X , (6a)

‖v‖L6 ≤ CΩ‖∇v‖, ∀ v ∈ X , (6b)

‖Dv‖ ≥ c0‖∇v‖, ∀ v ∈ X , (6c)

‖v‖L3 ≤ CΩ‖v‖
6−d
6 ‖∇v‖ d

6 , ∀ v ∈ X , (6d)

‖v‖L4 ≤ CΩ‖v‖
4−d
4 ‖∇v‖ d

4 , ∀ v ∈ X , (6e)

‖v‖L∞ ≤ CΩ‖v‖1/2H1 ‖v‖1/2H2 , ∀ v ∈ H2(Ω)d, (6f)

c1‖∇B‖2 ≤ ‖curlB‖2 + ‖divB‖2, ∀ B ∈ W , (6g)

‖curlB‖ ≤
√
2‖∇B‖, ‖divB‖ ≤

√
d‖∇B‖, ∀ B ∈ H1(Ω)d, (6h)

‖φ‖Lp ≤ CΩ‖φ‖H1 , (2 ≤ p ≤ 6) ∀ v ∈ Q, , (6i)

‖φ‖L3 ≤ CΩ‖φ‖
6−d
6 ‖∇φ‖ d

6 + CΩ‖φ‖, ∀ v ∈ Q, (6j)

‖φ‖L∞ ≤ CΩ‖∆φ‖
d

2(6−d) ‖φ‖
3(4−d)
2(6−d)

L6 + CΩ‖φ‖L6 , ∀ v ∈ Q, (6k)

where c0, c1 and CΩ are positive constants depending on Ω.
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We define the following bilinear terms:

aφ(ϕ;φ, θ) =

∫

Ω

κ(ϕ)∇φ · ∇θdx, af (ϕ;u,v) =

∫

Ω

2ν(ϕ)D(u) : D(v)dx,

aB(ϕ;B,H) =

∫

Ω

η(ϕ)curlB · curlHdx +

∫

Ω

η(ϕ)divB · divHdx,

d(v, q) =

∫

Ω

qdivvdx,

and trilinear terms:

b(w,u,v) =
1

2

∫

Ω

[(w · ∇)u] · v− [(w · ∇)v] · udx =

∫

Ω

[(w · ∇)u] · v+
1

2
[(∇ ·w)u] · vdx,

cB̂(H,B,v) =

∫

Ω

H× curlB · vdx, cB̃(u,B,H) =

∫

Ω

(u×B) · curlHdx.

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

b(u,v,v) = 0, u ∈ X ,v ∈ H1(Ω)d. (7)

Applying (B× curlH,v) = (v×H, curlB), one finds that

cB̂(B,B,u)− cB̃(u,B,B) = 0, u ∈ X ,B ∈ W . (8)

The bilinear term d(·, ·) satisfies the LBB condition [12,28]:

sup
v∈X ,v6=0

d(v, q)

‖v‖1
≥ β̂‖q‖, ∀q ∈ M, (9)

where β̂ > 0 is constant depend on Ω.

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

(∂tφ, ψ) + ǫaφ(φ;µ, ψ) + (∇φ · u, ψ) = 0, (10a)

ǫ−1(φ3 − φ, θ) + ǫ(∇φ,∇θ) = (µ, θ), (10b)

(∂tu,v) + af(φ;u,v) + b(u,u,v) + SccB̂(B,B,v) (10c)

−d(v, p) = λ(µ∇φ,v),
d(u, q) = 0, (10d)

(∂tB,H) + aB(φ;B,H)− cB̃(u,B,H) = 0, (10e)

for all (ψ, θ,v, q,H) ∈ Q×Q×X ×M×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 (φ, µ,u,B) ∈ (Q,Q,X0,W), such that

(∂tφ, ψ) + ǫaφ(φ;µ, ψ) + (∇φ · u, ψ) = 0, (11a)

ǫ−1(φ3 − φ, θ) + ǫ(∇φ,∇θ) = (µ, θ), (11b)

(∂tu,v) + af (φ;u,v) + b(u,u,v) + SccB̂(B,B,v) = λ(µ∇φ,v), (11c)

(∂tB,H) + aB(φ;B,H)− cB̃(u,B,H) = 0, (11d)

for all (ψ, θ,v,H) ∈ Q×Q×X0 ×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 φ0,u0,B0 satisfy

φ0 ∈ H1(Ω), u0 ∈ L2(Ω)d, B0 ∈ L2(Ω)d. (12)

Furthermore, assume that the given functions κ, ν and η satisfy

κ, ν, η ∈ C(Ω × [0, T ]×R;R+). (13)

Then problem (11) has at least one solution (φ, µ,u,B) such that

φ ∈ L∞(0, T,H1(Ω)) ∩ L2(0, T,H3), (14)

u ∈ L∞(0, T, L2(Ω)d) ∩ L2(0, T,X ),

B ∈ L∞(0, T, L2(Ω)d) ∩ L2(0, T,W)

µ ∈ L2(0, T,Q).

Theorem 2 Taking the place of (13) by

ν, η, κ ∈ C0,1(Ω × [0, T ]×R;R+), (15)

and retaining the other assumptions in Theorem 1. In addition, we suppose
(φ, µ,u,B) satisfy

φ ∈ L2(0, T,W 1,∞), u ∈ L2(0, T,W 1,∞(Ω)d), B ∈ L2(0, T,W 1,∞(Ω)d).
(16)

Then problem (11) has a unique solution (φ, µ,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 Kh be a conforming, quasi-uniform family of triangulations of Ω into
triangles when d=2 and tetrahedra when d = 3, respectively. Furthermore,
we introduce four finite element spaces Xh,Mh,Wh,Qh with Xh ⊂ X ,Mh ⊂
M,Wh ⊂ W ,Qh ⊂ Q as follows.

Xh =
{
v ∈ C0(Ω)d ∩ X : v|K ∈ Pr+1(K)d, ∀K ∈ Kh

}
,

Mh =
{
q ∈ C0(Ω) ∩M : q|K ∈ Pr(K), ∀K ∈ Kh

}
,

Wh =
{
w ∈ C0(Ω)d ∩W : w|K ∈ Pr+1(K)d, ∀K ∈ Kh

}
,

Qh =
{
ω ∈ C0(Ω) ∩ Q : ω|K ∈ Pr+1(K), ∀K ∈ Kh

}

X0h =
{
v ∈ Xh : d(v, w) = 0, ∀w ∈ Mh

}
.

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

Assumption A1: The following discrete LBB condition holds:

∃β0 > 0, sup
vh∈Xh,vh 6=0

d(vh, qh)

‖∇vh‖
≥ β0‖qh‖, ∀qh ∈ Mh.

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

Assumption A2: The following inverse inequality holds

‖vh‖m,q ≤ Chl−m+d( 1
q
− 1

p
)‖vh‖l,p, ∀ vh ∈ Xh,Wh orQh,

0 ≤ l ≤ m ≤ 1, 1 ≤ p ≤ q ≤ ∞.

Assumption A3: There exists k ≥ 1, such that for all 1 ≤ l ≤ k,

inf
vh∈Xh

[
‖v− vh‖+ h‖∇(v− vh)‖

]
≤ Chl+1‖v‖l+1, ∀v ∈ H l+1(Ω)d,

inf
Bh∈Wh

[
‖B−Bh‖+ h‖∇(B−Bh)‖

]
≤ Chl+1‖B‖l+1, ∀B ∈ H l+1(Ω)d,

inf
ϕh∈Qh

[
‖ϕ− ϕh‖+ h‖∇(ϕ− ϕh)‖

]
≤ Chl+1‖ϕ‖l+1, ∀ϕ ∈ H l+1(Ω),

inf
qh∈Mh

‖q − qh‖ ≤ Chl‖q‖l, ∀q ∈ H l(Ω).

Let N be a positive integer and 0 = t0 < t1 < · · · < tN = T be a uniform
partition of [0, T ], with ∆t = ti−ti−1 for i = 1, · · · , N . Let us denote by φn the

valve φ(tn) at the time tn, and denote δtφ := φn−φn−1

∆t . Denote κn := κ(x, tn, φ)
νn := ν(x, tn, φ) and η

n := η(x, tn, φ).
With above preparation, we give the fully discrete scheme of problem (10).
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Scheme 3.1:Given (φ0h,u
0
h,B

0
h) ∈ Qh×Xh×Wh, find (φnh , µ

n
h,u

n
h, p

n
h,B

n
h) ∈

Qh ×Qh ×Xh ×Mh ×Wh, such that

(δtφ
n
h , ψh) + ǫaφ(φ

n−1
h ;µn

h , ψh) + (∇φn−1
h · un

h , ψh) = 0, (17a)

ǫ−1
(
(φnh)

3 − φn−1
h , θh

)
+ ǫ(∇φnh ,∇θh) = (µn

h, θh), (17b)

(δtu
n
h,vh) + af (ν

n(φn−1
h );un

h,vh) + bf (u
n−1
h ,un

h,vh) (17c)

+ScbB̂(B
n−1
h ,Bn

h,vh)− d(vh, p
n
h) = λ(µn

h∇φn−1
h ,vh),

d(un
h , qh) = 0, (17d)

(δtB
n
h ,Hh) + aB(η

n(φn−1
h );Bn

h,Hh)− cB̃(u
n
h,B

n−1
h ,Hh) = 0, (17e)

for all (ψh, θh,vh, qh,Hh) ∈ Qh ×Qh ×Xh ×Mh ×Wh.
In addition, the given functions κ, ν, η satisfy following assumption.
Assumption A4: For all (x, t, φ) ∈ Ω × (0, T ] × R, the given functions

κ, ν, η satisfy

0 < κ1 ≤ κ(x, t, φ) ≤ κ2,

0 < ν1 ≤ ν(x, t, φ) ≤ ν2,

0 < η1 ≤ η(x, t, φ) ≤ η2.

Denote Ṡh = Qh ∩ Mh. Let κ̂ ∈ C0,1(Ω;R+) satisfy Assumption A4,
we define the operator Th : Ṡh → Ṡh by the following weak problem: given
σ ∈ Ṡh, find Th(σ) ∈ Ṡh such that

aφ(κ̂;Th(σ), ̺) = (σ, ̺), ∀̺ ∈ Ṡh. (18)

As in the work [5], we have similar results.

Lemma 1 Let ζ, ϑ ∈ Ṡh and denote

(ζ, ϑ)−1,h := aφ(κ̂;Th(ζ), Th(θ)) = (ζ, Th(θ)) = (Th(ζ), θ),

and define the following negative norm:

‖ζ‖−1,h :=
√
(ζ, ζ)−1,h = sup

06=θ∈Ṡh

(ζ, θ)

‖∇θ‖ .

Therefore, ∀ϑ ∈ Xh and ∀ ζ ∈ Ṡh, we have

|(ζ, ϑ)| ≤ ‖ζ‖−1,h‖∇ϑ‖.

Then the following Poincaré inequality holds:

‖ϑ‖−1,h ≤ C‖ϑ‖, ∀ϑ ∈ Ṡh.

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
approximate solution (φnh , µ

n
h,u

n
h, p

n
h,B

n
h) of problem (17) satisfy the following

discrete energy law:

E(φnh ,u
n
h,B

n
h) +∆t

n∑

m=1

[
κ1ǫ‖∇µm

h ‖2 +∆tc0ν1‖∇un
h‖2 + Sc∆tc1η1‖∇Bn

h‖2
]

+∆t2
n∑

m=1

[ ǫ
2
‖∇δtφnh‖2 +

1

2λ
‖δtun

h‖2 +
S

2
‖δtBn

h‖2

+
1

4ǫ
‖δt(φnh)2‖2 +

1

2ǫ
‖φnhδtφnh‖2 +

1

2ǫ
‖δtφnh‖2

]
≤ E(φ0h,u

0
h,B

0
h).

Proof: Taking ψh = µn
h in (17a), θh = δtφ

n
h in (17b), vh = un

h in (17c),
qh = pnh in (17d), Hh = Bn

h in (17e), one finds that

(δtφ
n
h, µ

n
h) + ǫaφ(φ

n−1
h ;µn

h, µ
n
h) + (∇φn−1

h · un
h, µ

n
h) = 0,

ǫ−1
(
(φnh)

3 − φn−1
h , δtφ

n
h

)
+ ǫ(∇φnh,∇δtφnh) = (µn

h , δtφ
n
h),

(δtu
n
h,u

n
h) + af (ν

n(φn−1
h );un

h,u
n
h) + bf(u

n−1
h ,un

h,u
n
h)

+ScbB̂(B
n−1
h ,Bn

h,u
n
h)− d(un

h, p
n
h) = λ(µn

h∇φn−1
h ,un

h),

d(un
h , ph) = 0,

(δtB
n
h,B

n
h) + aB(η

n(φn−1
h );Bn

h,B
n
h)− cB̃(u

n
h,B

n−1
h ,Bn

h) = 0.

Using the elementary identity

2a(a− b) = a2 − b2 + (a− b)2, for all a, b,∈ Rd.

It follows that

ǫ(∇φnh ,∇δtφnh) =
ǫ

2

[
δt‖∇φnh‖2 +∆t‖∇δtφnh‖2

]
,

ǫ−1
(
(φnh)

3 − φn−1
h , δtφ

n
h

)
=
ǫ−1

4
δt‖(φnh)2 − 1‖2

+
ǫ−1∆t

4

[
‖δt(φnh)2‖2 + 2‖φnhδtφnh‖2 + 2‖δtφnh‖2

]
,

(δtu
n
h ,u

n
h) =

1

2

[
δt‖un

h‖2 +∆t‖δtun
h‖2

]
,

(δtB
n
h,B

n
h) =

1

2

[
δt‖Bn

h‖2 +∆t‖δtBn
h‖2

]
.

Then using the operator ∆t
∑m

n=1 to the combined equations, the desired
result is derived. The proof is completed.

�

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 (φnh , µ

n
h ,u

n
h, p

n
h,B

n
h) of (17) satisfy the following bounds:

max
0≤m≤n

[
‖un

h‖2 + ‖Bn
h‖2 + ‖∇φnh‖2 + ‖(φnh)2 − 1‖2 + ‖φnh‖4 (19)

+ ‖φnh‖2 + ‖φnh‖2H1

]
≤ C,

∆t

n∑

m=1

[
‖∇un

h‖2 + ‖∇Bn
h‖2 + ‖∇µn

h‖2
]
≤ C, (20)

n∑

m=1

[
‖∇(φnh − φn−1

h )‖2 + ‖φnh − φn−1
h ‖2 + ‖φnh(φnh − φn−1

h )‖2 (21)

+ ‖(φnh)2 − (φn−1
h )2‖2 + ‖φnh − φn−1

h ‖2−1,h

+ ‖un
h − un−1

h ‖2 + ‖Bn
h −Bn−1

h ‖2
]
≤ C,

∆t

n∑

m=1

[
‖δtφnh‖2H−1 + ‖δtφnh‖2−1,h + ‖∇hφ

n
h‖2 + ‖µn

h‖2 (22)

+ ‖µn
h‖

4(6−d)
d

L∞ + ‖δtφnh‖2
]
≤ C,

max
0≤m≤n

[
‖µn

h‖2 + ‖∇hφ
n
h‖2 + ‖µn

h‖
4(6−d)

d

L∞

]
≤ C, (23)

∆t2
n∑

m=1

[
‖δtun

h‖2 + ‖δtBn
h‖2

]
≤ C. (24)

4 Error analysis

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

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

∂ttφ ∈ L∞(0, T ;H1(Ω)), φ, ∂tφ ∈ L∞(0, T ;Hk+2(Ω) ∩W 1,∞(Ω)),

∂ttu ∈ L∞(0, T ;H1(Ω)d), u, ∂tu ∈ L∞(0, T ;Hk+2(Ω)d ∩W 1,∞(Ω)d),

∂ttB ∈ L∞(0, T ;H1(Ω)d), B, ∂tB ∈ L∞(0, T ;Hk+2(Ω)d ∩W 1,∞(Ω)d),

µ ∈ L∞(0, T ;Hk+2(Ω)), p, ∂tp ∈ L∞(0, T ;Hk+1(Ω)).

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

Lemma 2 [5] Assume ̟ ∈ H1(Ω), and υ ∈ Ṡh, Then there exists C > 0,
independent of h, such that

|(̟, υ)| ≤ C‖∇̟‖‖υ‖−1,h. (25)
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Lemma 3 [5] Assume that (φ, µ,u, p,B), (φnh , µ
n
h,u

n
h , p

n
h,B

n
h) are weak so-

lution to problem (10) and (17), respectively. Then for any h, ∆t > 0, the
following inequality holds

‖∇(φ3 − (φnh)
3)‖ ≤ C‖∇(φ− φnh)‖. (26)

Let ν̂, η̂, κ̂ ∈ C0,1(Ω;R+) satisfy Assumption A4, we introduce the fol-
lowing four projections. Let (u, p) ∈ X ×M, B ∈ W , θ, φ ∈ Q, we introduce
Stokes projection (Rhu, Jhp) ∈ Xh ×Mh as the solution of the weak problem
as follows

af (ν̂;u−Rhu,v) + d(v, p− Jhp) = 0, ∀ v ∈ Xh, (27)

d(u−Rhu, q) = 0, ∀ q ∈ Mh. (28)

We have the following approximation result

‖u−Rhu‖+ h
(
‖∇(u−Rhu)‖+ ‖p− Jhp‖

)
≤ Chk+2

(
‖u‖k+2 + ‖p‖k+1

)
.

(29)

Similarly, Maxwell projection RmhB ∈ Wh satisfying

aB(η̂;B−RmhB,H) = 0, ∀ H ∈ Wh, (30)

‖B−RmhB‖+ h‖∇(B−RmhB)‖ ≤ Chk+2‖B‖k+2, (31)

Ritz projections rhθ ∈ Qh and r̂hθ ∈ Qh satisfying

aφ(κ̂; θ − rhθ, ψ) = 0, ∀ ψ ∈ Qh, (32)

‖θ − rhθ‖+ h‖∇(θ − rhθ)‖ ≤ Chk+2‖θ‖k+2, (33)

(∇(φ − r̂hφ),∇ψ) = 0, ∀ ψ ∈ Qh, (34)

‖φ− r̂hφ‖ + h‖∇(φ− r̂hφ)‖ ≤ Chk+2‖φ‖k+2. (35)

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

enφ : = φn − φnh, enµ := µn − µn
h,

enu : = un − un
h, enp := pn − pnh,

enB : = Bn −Bn
h.

Which gives

enφ = ηnφ − ǫnφ, enµ = ηnµ − ǫnµ,

en
u
= ηn

u
− ǫn

u
, enp = ηnp − ǫnp ,

en
B
= ηn

B
− ǫn

B
,
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with

ηnφ := φn − rhφ
n ∈ Q, ǫnφ := φnh − rhφ

n ∈ Qh,

ηnµ := µn − r̂hµ
n ∈ Q, ǫnµ := µn

h − r̂hµ
n ∈ Qh,

ηnu := un −Rhu
n ∈ X , ǫnu := un

h −Rhu
n ∈ Xh,

ηnp := pn − Jhp
n ∈ M, ǫnp := pnh − Jhp

n ∈ Mh,

ηnB := Bn −RmhB
n ∈ W , ǫnB := Bn

h −RmhB
n ∈ Wh.

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-A5 hold with two positive con-
stants h0, ∆t0, and suppose the scheme (17) is initialized such that

‖φ0 − φ0h‖+ ‖u0 − u0
h‖+ ‖B0 −B0

h‖ ≤ C
(
∆t+ hk+1

)
. (36)

For h ∈ (0, h0] and ∆t ∈ (0, ∆t0], the finite element approximate solution
(φnh , µ

n
h,u

n
h , p

n
h,B

n
h) of (17) satisfy the following error estimates:

max
1≤n≤N

‖∇(φ(tn)− φnh)‖2 +∆t

N∑

n=1

‖∇(µ(tn)− µn
h)‖2 ≤ C

(
∆t2 + h2k+2

)
,

max
1≤n≤N

‖u(tn)− un
h‖2 +∆t

N∑

n=1

‖∇(u(tn)− un
h)‖2 ≤ C

(
∆t2 + h2k+2

)
,

max
1≤n≤N

‖B(tn)−Bn
h‖2 +∆t

N∑

n=1

‖∇(B(tn)−Bn
h)‖2 ≤ C

(
∆t2 + h2k+2

)
.

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

(δtǫ
n
φ, ψh) + ǫaφ(κ

n(φn−1
h ); ǫnµ, ψh) = (Λn

h , ψh) + (Rn
φ, ψh), (37a)

ǫ(∇ǫnφ,∇θh)− (ǫnµ, θh) = (Λ̂n
h , θh), (37b)

(δtǫ
n
u,vh) + af (ν

n(φn−1
h ); ǫnu,vh)− d(vh, ǫ

n
p ) = (Φn

h ,vh) + (Rn
u,vh), (37c)

d(ǫnu, qh) = 0, (37d)

Sc(δtǫ
n
B,Hh) + ScaB(η

n(φn−1
h ); ǫnB,Hh) = (Φ̂n

h ,Hh) + Sc(R
n
B,Hh).

(37e)
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where (Rn
φ, ψh), (R

n
u
,vh), (R

n
B
,Hh), (Λ

n
h, ψh), (Λ̂

n
h, θh), (Φ

n
h ,vh) and (Φ̂n

h ,Hh)
are denoted by

(Rn
φ, ψh) :=

(
∂tφ

n − δtrhφ
n, ψh

)
, (38)

(Rn
u
,vh) :=

(
∂tu

n − δtRhu
n,vh

)
, (39)

(Rn
B,Hh) :=

(
∂tB

n − δtRmhB
n,Hh

)
, (40)

(Λn
h, ψh) := aφ(κ

n(φn);µn, ψh)− aφ(κ
n(φn−1

h );µn, ψh) (41)

+ (un · ∇φn, ψh)− (un
h · ∇φn−1

h , ψh),

(Λ̃n
h, θh) := (ηnµ , θh)−

∆t

ǫ
(δtφ

n, θh) (42)

− ǫ−1(φn−1 − φn−1
h , θh) + ǫ−1

(
(φn)3 − (φnh)

3, θh
)
,

(Φn
h ,vh) := af (ν

n(φn);un,vh)− af (ν
n(φn−1

h );un,vh) (43)

+ b(un,un,vh)− b(un−1
h ,un

h,vh)

+ SccB̂(B
n,Bn,vh)− SccB̂(B

n−1
h ,Bn

h,vh)

+ λ(µn
h∇φn−1

h ,vh)− λ(µn∇φn,vh),

(Φ̂n
h,Hh) := ScaB(η

n(φn);Bn,Hh)− ScaB(η
n(φn−1

h );Bn,Hh) (44)

+ SccB̂(u
n
h,B

n−1
h ,Hh)− SccB̂(u

n,Bn,Hh).

Setting ψh = ǫnφ ∈ Qh, θh = κ1ǫ
n
µ ∈ Qh in (37a)-(37b), respectively, we have

(δtǫ
n
φ, ǫ

n
φ) + ǫκ1(∇ǫnµ,∇ǫnφ) ≤ (Λn

h, ǫ
n
φ) + (Rn

φ, ǫ
n
φ), (45a)

−κ1ǫ(∇ǫnφ,∇ǫnµ) + κ1(ǫ
n
µ, ǫ

n
µ) = −κ1(Λ̂n

h, ǫ
n
µ). (45b)

Setting ψh = λǫnµ ∈ Qh, θh = λδtǫ
n
φ ∈ Qh, vh = ǫn

u
∈ Xh, Hh = ǫn

B
∈ Wh in

(37), respectively, it follows that

λ(δtǫ
n
φ, ǫ

n
µ) + λǫκ1‖∇ǫnµ‖2 ≤ λ(Λn

h , ǫ
n
µ) + λ(Rn

φ , ǫ
n
µ), (46a)

ǫλ(∇ǫnφ,∇δtǫnφ)− λ(ǫnµ, δtǫ
n
φ) = λ(Λ̂n

h , δtǫ
n
φ), (46b)

(δtǫ
n
u
, ǫn

u
) + c0ν1‖∇ǫnu‖2 ≤ (Φn

h , ǫ
n
u
) + (Rn

u
, ǫn

u
), (46c)

Sc(δtǫ
n
B
, ǫn

B
) + c1η1Sc‖∇ǫnB‖2 ≤ (Φ̂n

h , ǫ
n
B
) + Sc(R

n
B
, ǫn

B
). (46d)
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Combining (45) and (46), we obtain

1

2

(
‖ǫnφ‖2 − ‖ǫn−1

φ ‖2 + ‖ǫnφ − ǫn−1
φ ‖2

)
(47)

+
ǫλ

2

(
‖∇ǫnφ‖2 − ‖∇ǫn−1

φ ‖2 + ‖∇ǫnφ −∇ǫn−1
φ ‖2

)

+
1

2

(
‖ǫn

u
‖2 − ‖ǫn−1

u
‖2 + ‖ǫn

u
− ǫn−1

u
‖2
)

+
Sc

2

(
‖ǫn

B
‖2 − ‖ǫn−1

B
‖2 + ‖ǫn

B
− ǫn−1

B
‖2
)
+∆tλǫκ1‖∇ǫnµ‖2

+∆tκ1‖ǫnµ‖2 +∆tc0ν1‖∇ǫnu‖2 +∆tc1η1Sc‖∇ǫnB‖2

≤ ∆tλ(Rn
φ , ǫ

n
µ) +∆t(Rn

φ , ǫ
n
φ) +∆t(Rn

u
, ǫn

u
)

+∆tSc(R
n
B, ǫ

n
B) +∆tλ(Λn

h , ǫ
n
µ) +∆t(Λn

h, ǫ
n
φ)

+∆tλ(Λ̂n
h, δtǫ

n
φ)−∆tκ1(Λ̂

n
h, ǫ

n
µ)

+∆t(Φn
h , ǫ

n
u) +∆t(Φ̂n

h , ǫ
n
B)

=
10∑

i=1

Υi.

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

ǫnµ := |Ω|−1(ǫnµ, 1), 1 ≤ n ≤ N.

For terms Υ1 − Υ4, using (6), Taylor’s theorem, Assumption 5 and Young’s
inequality, one finds that

Υ1 = ∆tλ(Rn
φ , ǫ

n
µ − ǫnµ) (48)

≤ ∆tλ‖∂tφn − δtrhφ
n‖‖∇ǫnµ‖

≤ C∆t
{
∆t

∫ t

t−∆t

‖∂2ssφ(s)‖2L2ds

+
hk+1

√
∆t

∫ t

t−∆t

‖∂sφ(s)‖2Hk+1ds
} 1

2 ‖∇ǫnµ‖

≤ C∆t
(
∆t2 + h2k+2

)
+
κ1λ∆t

8
‖∇ǫnµ‖2,

Υ2 ≤ C∆t
{
∆t

∫ t

t−∆t

‖∂2ssφ(s)‖2L2ds (49)

+
hk+1

√
∆t

∫ t

t−∆t

‖∂sφ(s)‖2Hk+1ds
} 1

2 ‖ǫnφ‖

≤ C∆t
(
∆t2 + h2k+2

)
+ C∆t‖ǫnφ‖2.
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Similarly we have

Υ3 ≤C∆t‖∇ǫn
u
‖‖∂tun − δtRhu

n‖ (50)

≤C∆t
{
∆t

∫ t

t−∆t

‖∂2ssu(s)‖2L2ds

+
hk+1

√
∆t

∫ t

t−∆t

‖(∂su(s), ∂sp(s))‖2Hk+1×Hk)ds
} 1

2 ‖∇ǫn
u
‖2

≤C∆t
(
∆t2 + h2k+2

)
+
c0ν1∆t

8
‖∇ǫn

u
‖2,

and

Υ4 ≤C∆t‖∇ǫnB‖‖∂tBn − δtRmhB
n‖ (51)

≤C∆t
{
∆t

∫ t

t−∆t

‖∂2ssB‖2L2ds

+
hk+1

√
∆t

∫ t

t−∆t

‖∂tB‖2Hk+1

} 1
2 ‖∇ǫnB‖

≤C∆t
(
∆t2 + h2k+2

)
+
∆tc1η1Sc

4
‖∇ǫnB‖2.

For nonlinear term Υ5, adding and subtracting some terms, we can rewrite

Υ5 = ∆tλ
{
ǫaφ(κ

n(φn)− κn(φn−1);µn, ǫnµ) (52)

+ ǫaφ(κ
n(φn−1)− κn(φn−1

h );µn, ǫnµ) + (un · ∇(φn − φn−1), ǫnµ)

+
(
(un −Rhu

n) · ∇φn−1, ǫnµ
)
+
(
Rhu

n · ∇(φn−1 − rhφ
n−1), ǫnµ

)

+ (Rhu
n · ∇ǫn−1

φ , ǫnµ) + (ǫnu · ∇φn−1
h , ǫnµ)

}

=
6∑

i=1

Λn
i +∆tλ(ǫn

u
· ∇φn−1

h , ǫnµ).

For terms Λn
1 − Λn

2 , thanks to Hölder inequality, Taylor’s theorem and (33),
one finds that

Λn
1 + Λn

2 ≤ C∆t|κ|C0,1(Ω×R;R)‖∇µn‖L∞

{
‖∆tδtφn‖

+ ‖φn−1 − r̂hφ
n−1‖+ ‖r̂hφn−1 − φn−1

h ‖
}
‖∇ǫnµ‖

≤ C∆t
{(
∆t

∫ t

t−∆t

‖∂sφ(s)‖2L2ds
) 1

2

+ hk+1‖∂tφ‖Hk+1

+ ‖ǫn−1
φ ‖

}
‖∇ǫnµ‖,

where

|κ|C0,1(Ω×R;R) := sup
{ |κ(x, φ)− ν(y, ϕ)|

|(x, φ)− (y, ϕ)| : (x, φ), (y, ϕ) ∈ Ω ×R
}
.
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Using (6), (29) and (33), the terms Λn
3 − Λn

6 can be bounded by

Λn
3 ≤ C∆t‖un‖L4‖∆t∇δtφn‖‖ǫnµ − ǫnµ‖L4

≤ C∆t
(
∆t

∫ t

t−∆t

‖∂s∇φ(s)‖2L2ds
) 1

2 ‖∇ǫnφ‖L2 ,

Λn
4 ≤ C∆t‖un −Rhu

n‖∇φn−1‖L4‖ǫnµ − ǫnµ‖L4

≤ C∆thk+1‖(u, p)‖Hk+1×Hk‖∇ǫnµ‖,
Λn
5 ≤ C∆t‖Rhu

n‖L4‖∇(φn−1 − rhφ
n−1)‖‖ǫnµ − ǫnµ‖L4

≤ C∆thk+1‖φ‖Hk+2‖∇ǫnφ‖,
Λn
6 ≤ C∆t‖Rhu

n‖L4‖∇ǫn−1
φ ‖‖ǫnµ − ǫnµ‖L4 ≤ C∆t‖∇ǫn−1

φ ‖‖∇ǫnµ‖.
Combining (52) with above estimates, it follows that

Υ5 ≤ C∆t
(
h2k+2 +∆t2

)
+∆t‖ǫn−1

φ ‖2 (53)

+
∆tλκ1

8
‖∇ǫnµ‖2 +∆tλ(ǫnu · ∇φn−1

h , ǫnµ).

Similarly, for nonlinear term Υ6, we rewrite

Υ6 = ∆t
{
ǫaφ(κ

n(φn)− κn(φn−1);µn, ǫnφ) (54)

+ ǫaφ(κ
n(φn−1)− κn(φn−1

h );µn, ǫnφ) + (un · ∇(φn − φn−1), ǫnφ)

+
(
(un −Rhu

n) · ∇φn−1, ǫnφ
)
+
(
Rhu

n · ∇(φn−1 − rhφ
n−1), ǫnφ

)

+ (Rhu
n · ∇ǫn−1

φ , ǫnφ) + (ǫn
u
· ∇φn−1

h , ǫnφ)
}

=

13∑

i=7

Λn
i .

Applying (6), (29) and (33), we bound the terms Λn
7 − Λn

13 as follows

Λn
7 + Λn

8 ≤ C∆t
{(
∆t

∫ t

t−∆t

‖∂sφ(s)‖2L2ds
) 1

2

+ hk+1 + ‖ǫn−1
φ ‖

}
‖∇ǫnφ‖,

Λn
9 ≤ C∆t‖un‖L∞‖∇(φn − φn−1)‖‖ǫnφ‖

≤ C∆t
(
∆t

∫ t

t−∆t

‖∂s∇φ(s)‖2L2ds
) 1

2 ‖ǫnφ‖,

Λn
10 ≤ C∆t‖un − Rhu

n‖∇φn−1‖L∞‖ǫnφ‖
≤ C∆thk+1‖(u, p)‖Hk+1×Hk‖ǫnφ‖,

Λn
11 ≤ C∆t‖Rhu

n‖L∞‖∇(φn−1 − rhφ
n−1)‖‖ǫnφ‖

≤ C∆thk+1‖φ‖Hk+2‖ǫnφ‖,
Λn
12 ≤ C∆t‖Rhu

n‖L∞‖∇ǫn−1
φ ‖‖ǫnφ‖ ≤ C∆t‖∇ǫn−1

φ ‖‖ǫnφ‖,
Λn
13 ≤ C∆t‖ǫn

u
‖L6‖∇φn−1

h ‖L3‖ǫnφ‖ ≤ C∆t‖∇ǫn
u
‖‖ǫnφ‖.
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Combining (54) with above estimates, one finds that

Υ6 ≤ C∆t
(
h2k+2 +∆t2

)
+ C∆t‖ǫn−1

φ ‖2 + C∆t‖∇ǫn−1
φ ‖2 (55)

+ C∆t‖∇ǫnφ‖2 +
∆tc0ν1

8
‖∇ǫnu‖2 + C∆t‖ǫnφ‖2.

For nonlinear term Υ7, we can rewrite

Υ7 := ∆t
{
λ(ηnµ , δtǫ

n
φ)−

∆tλ

ǫ
(δtφ

n, δtǫ
n
φ) (56)

− λǫ−1(en−1
φ , δtǫ

n
φ) + λǫ−1

(
(φn)3 − (φnh)

3, δtǫ
n
φ

)}

= ∆t

4∑

i=1

Λ̂n
i .

Using (6), (35) and Lemmas 2-3, we bound the terms Λ̂n
1 − Λ̂n

4 as follows

Λ̂n
1 ≤ C‖∇ηnµ‖‖δtǫnφ‖−1,h ≤ Chk+1‖µ‖k+2‖δtǫnφ‖−1,h,

Λ̂n
2 ≤ 1

ǫ
‖∆t∇δtφn‖‖δtǫnφ‖−1,h ≤ C

(
∆t

∫ t

t−∆t

‖∂s∇φ(s)‖2L2ds
) 1

2 ‖δtǫnφ‖−1,h,

Λ̂n
3 ≤ C‖en−1

φ ‖‖δtǫnφ‖−1,h ≤ C‖ǫn−1
φ ‖‖δtǫnφ‖−1,h + C‖ηn−1

φ ‖‖δtǫnφ‖−1,h,

Λ̂n
4 ≤ C‖∇(φn)3 − (φnh)

3)‖‖δtǫnφ‖−1,h ≤ C‖∇(φn − φnh)‖‖δtǫnφ‖−1,h

≤ C‖∇ǫnφ‖‖δtǫnφ‖−1,h + C‖∇ηnφ‖‖δtǫnφ‖−1,h.

Combining (56) with above estimates, it follows that

Υ7 ≤ C∆t
(
h2k+2 +∆t2

)
+ C∆t‖ǫn−1

φ ‖2 (57)

+ C∆t‖∇ǫnφ‖2 + α∆t‖δtǫnφ‖2−1,h.

Taking Th(δtǫ
n
φ) in (37a), and using (6), Lemmas 1-2, we derive

‖δtǫnφ‖2−1,h = −ǫaφ(κn(φn−1
h ); ǫnµ, Th(δtǫ

n
φ)) + (Rn

φ, Th(δtǫ
n
φ)) + (Λn

h, Th(δtǫ
n
φ))

(58)

≤ ǫκ2‖∇ǫnµ‖‖δtǫnφ‖−1,h + ‖∂tφn − δtrhφ
n‖‖Th(δtǫnφ)‖

+ ‖un‖L3‖∆t∇δtφn‖‖Th(δtǫnφ)‖L6 + ‖ηn
u
‖L3‖∇φn−1‖‖Th(δtǫnφ)‖L6

+ ‖Rhu
n‖L3‖∇ηn−1

φ ‖‖Th(δtǫnφ)‖L6 + ‖Rhu
n‖L3‖∇ǫn−1

φ ‖‖Th(δtǫnφ)‖L6

+ ‖ǫnu‖L3‖∇φn−1
h ‖‖Th(δtǫnφ)‖L6

≤ 1

2
‖δtǫnφ‖2−1,h + C1‖∇ǫnµ‖2 + C2‖∇ǫnu‖2

+ C‖∇ǫn−1
φ ‖2 + C

(
h2k+2 +∆t2

)
.

Then we obtain

‖δtǫnφ‖2−1,h ≤ 2C1‖∇ǫnµ‖2 + 2C2‖∇ǫnu‖2 + C‖∇ǫn−1
φ ‖2 + C

(
h2k+2 +∆t2

)
.

(59)
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From (57) and (59), and taking α = min
{

λκ1

8C1
, c0ν18C2

}
in (57), one finds that

Υ7 ≤ C∆t
(
h2k+2 +∆t2

)
+
∆tc0ν1

8
‖∇ǫnu‖2 +

∆tλκ1

8
‖∇ǫnµ‖2 (60)

+ C∆t‖∇ǫn−1
φ ‖2 + C∆t‖∇ǫnφ‖2.

Similarly, for nonlinear term Υ8, we rewrite

Υ8 := ∆t
{
(ηnµ , ǫ

n
µ) +

∆t

ǫ
(δtφ

n, ǫnµ) (61)

+ ǫ−1(en−1
φ , ǫnµ) + ǫ−1

(
(φn)3 − (φnh)

3, ǫnµ
)}

=
8∑

i=5

Λ̂n
i .

Using (6), (33), (35) and Lemma 3, we bound the terms Λ̂n
5 − Λ̂n

8 as follows

Λ̂n
5 ≤ C∆t‖ηnµ‖‖ǫnµ‖ ≤ Chk+1‖µ‖k+1‖ǫnµ‖,

Λ̂n
6 ≤ ∆t

1

ǫ
‖∆t∇δtφn‖‖ǫnµ‖ ≤ C∆t

(
∆t

∫ t

t−∆t

‖∂s∇φ(s)‖2L2ds
) 1

2 ‖ǫnµ‖,

Λ̂n
7 ≤ C∆t‖en−1

φ ‖‖ǫnµ‖ ≤ C∆t‖ǫn−1
φ ‖‖ǫnµ‖+ C∆t‖ηn−1

φ ‖‖ǫnµ‖
Λ̂n
8 ≤ C∆t‖(φn)3 − (φnh)

3)‖‖ǫnµ‖ ≤ C∆t‖(φn − φnh)‖‖ǫnµ‖
≤ C∆t‖ǫnφ‖‖ǫnµ‖+ C∆t‖∇ηnφ‖‖ǫnµ‖.

Combining (61) with above inequalities, we have

Υ8 ≤ C∆t
(
h2k+2 +∆t2

)
+
∆tκ1

8
‖ǫnµ‖2 (62)

+ C∆t‖ǫnφ‖2 + C∆t‖ǫn−1
φ ‖2.

For nonlinear term Υ9, by adding and subtracting some terms, we rewrite

Υ9 = ∆t
{
af

(
νn(φn)− νn(φn−1);un, ǫn

u

)
(63)

+ af
(
νn(φn−1)− νn(φn−1

h );un, ǫn
u

)
+ b(ηn

u
,un, ǫn

u
)

+ b(Rhu
n −Rhu

n−1,un, ǫn
u
) + b(ǫn−1

u
,un, ǫn

u
)

+ b(un−1
h , ηn

u
, ǫn

u
) + b(un−1

h , ǫn
u
, ǫn

u
) + SccB̂(η

n
B
,Bn, ǫn

u
)

+ SccB̂(RmhB
n −RmhB

n−1,Bn, ǫn
u
) + SccB̂(ǫ

n−1
B

,Bn, ǫn
u
)

+ SccB̂(B
n−1
h , ηn

B
, ǫn

u
) + SccB̂(B

n−1
h , ǫn

B
, ǫn

u
)

− λ(µn∇ηnφ , ǫnu)− λ
(
µn∇(rhφ

n − rhφ
n−1), ǫn

u

)

− λ(µn∇ǫn−1
φ , ǫn

u
)− λ(ηnµ∇φn−1

h , ǫn
u
)− λ(ǫnµ∇φn−1

h , ǫn
u
)

= ∆t
{ 14∑

i=1

Φn
i + b(un−1

h , ǫn
u
, ǫn

u
) + SccB̂(B

n−1
h , ǫn

B
, ǫn

u
)

− λ(ǫnµ∇φn−1
h , ǫn

u
)
}
.
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For the terms Φn
1 −Φn

2 , using Hölder inequality, (35) and Taylor’s theorem, we
have

Φn
1 + Φn

2 ≤ C|ν|C0,1(Ω×R;R)‖D(un)‖L∞

{
‖φn − φn−1‖

+ ‖φn−1 − r̂hφ
n−1‖+ ‖r̂hφn−1 − φn−1

h ‖
}
‖∇ǫnu‖

≤ C
{(
∆t

∫ t

t−∆t

‖∂sφ(s)‖2L2ds
) 1

2

+ hk+1

+ ‖ǫn−1
φ ‖

}
‖∇ǫn

u
‖,

Making use of (6) and (29), we estimate the terms Φn
3 − Φn

6 as follows

Φn
3 ≤ C‖∇ηn

u
‖‖∇un‖‖∇ǫn

u
‖

≤ Chk+1‖(u, p)‖Hk+2×Hk+1‖∇ǫn
u
‖,

Φn
4 ≤ C‖∆tRmhδtB

n‖‖∇Bn‖L3‖∇ǫnu‖

≤ C
(
∆t

∫ t

t−∆t

‖∂sB(s)‖2L2ds
) 1

2 ‖∇ǫnu‖,

Φn
5 ≤ C‖ǫn−1

u
‖‖∇un‖L3‖∇ǫn

u
‖

≤ ‖ǫn−1
u

‖‖∇ǫn
u
‖,

Φn
6 ≤ C‖∇un−1

h ‖‖∇ηn
u
‖‖∇ǫn

u
‖

≤ Chk+1‖(u, p)‖Hk+2×Hk+1‖∇ǫn
u
‖.

Thanks to (6) and (31), the terms Φn
7 − Φn

10 can be bounded by

Φn
7 ≤ C‖ηn

B
‖‖Bn‖L3‖∇ǫn

u
‖

≤ Chk+1‖B‖Hk+1‖∇ǫnu‖,
Φn
8 ≤ C‖∆tRmhδtB

n‖‖curlBn‖L3‖∇ǫn
u
‖

≤ C
(
∆t

∫ t

t−∆t

‖∂sB(s)‖2L2ds
) 1

2 ‖∇ǫnu‖,

Φn
9 ≤ C‖ǫn−1

B
‖‖curlBn‖L3‖∇ǫn

u
‖ ≤ C‖ǫn−1

B
‖‖∇ǫn

u
‖,

Φn
10 ≤ C‖ηn−1

B
‖‖curlBn‖L3‖∇ǫn

u
‖

≤ Chk+1‖B‖Hk+1‖∇ǫn
u
‖.
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Applying Hölder inequality, (6), (33) and (35), the terms Φn
11 − Φn

14 can be
estimated as follows

Φn
11 ≤ C‖µn‖L3‖∇ηnφ‖‖ǫnu‖L6

≤ Chk+1‖φ‖Hk+2‖∇ǫnu‖,
Φn
12 ≤ C‖µn‖L3‖∆t∇δtrhφn‖‖ǫnu‖L6

≤ C
(
∆t

∫ t

t−∆t

‖∂s∇φ(s)‖2L2ds
) 1

2 ‖∇ǫnu‖,

Φn
13 ≤ C‖µn‖L3‖∇ǫn−1

φ ‖‖ǫn
u
‖L6

≤ C‖∇ǫn−1
φ ‖‖∇ǫnu‖,

Φn
14 ≤ C‖ηnµ‖‖∇φn−1

h ‖‖ǫn
u
‖L6

≤ Chk+1‖µ‖Hk+1‖∇ǫn
u
‖.

Combining (63) with above bounds, one finds that

Υ9 ≤ C∆t
{
hk+1 +∆t+ ‖ǫn−1

u
‖+ ‖ǫn−1

B
‖+ ‖ǫn−1

φ ‖
}
‖∇ǫn

u
‖ (64)

+∆tb(un−1
h , ǫn

u
, ǫn

u
) +∆tSccB̂(B

n−1
h , ǫn

B
, ǫn

u
)−∆tλ(ǫnµ∇φn−1

h , ǫn
u
)

≤ C
{
∆t

(
h2k+2 +∆t2

)
+∆t‖ǫn−1

u
‖2 +∆t‖ǫn−1

B
‖2 +∆t‖ǫn−1

φ ‖2
}
+
∆tc0ν1

8
‖∇ǫn

u
‖2

+∆tb(un−1
h , ǫn

u
, ǫn

u
) +∆tSccB̂(B

n−1
h , ǫn

B
, ǫn

u
)−∆tλ(ǫnµ∇φn−1

h , ǫn
u
).

For nonlinear term Υ10, by adding and subtracting some terms, we can rewrite

Υ10 = ∆t
{
ScaB(η

n(φn)− ηn(φn−1);Bn, ǫnB) (65)

+ ScaB(η
n(φn−1)− ηn(φn−1

h );Bn, ǫnB)− SccB̃(u
n, ηnB, ǫ

n
B)

− SccB̃(u
n, RmhB

n −RmhB
n−1, ǫnB)− SccB̃(u

n, ǫn−1
B

, ǫnB)

− SccB̃(η
n
u
,Bn−1

h , ǫn
B
)− SccB̃(ǫ

n
u
,Bn−1

h , ǫn
B
)
}

= ∆t
{ 6∑

i=1

Φ̂n
i − SccB̃(ǫ

n
u,B

n−1
h , ǫnB)

}
.

For the terms Φ̂n
1 −Φ̂n

2 , thanks to Hölder inequality, (35) and Taylor’s theorem,
we get

Φ̂n
1 + Φ̂n

2 ≤ C|η|C0,1(Ω×R;R)‖∇Bn‖L∞

{
‖∆tδtφn‖

+ ‖φn−1 − r̂hφ
n−1‖+ ‖r̂hφn−1 − φn−1

h ‖
}
‖∇ǫn

B
‖

≤ C
{(
∆t

∫ t

t−∆t

‖∂sφ(s)‖2L2ds
) 1

2

+ hk+1

+ ‖ǫn−1
φ ‖

}
‖∇ǫn

B
‖
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By (6), (29) and (31), the terms Φ̂n
3 − Φ̂n

6 can be bounded by

Φ̂n
3 ≤ C‖un‖L∞‖ηn

B
‖‖curl ǫn

B
‖

≤ Chk+1‖B‖Hk+1‖∇ǫnB‖,
Φ̂n
4 ≤ C‖un‖L∞‖∆tRmhδtB

n‖‖curl ǫnB‖

≤ C
(
∆t

∫ t

t−∆t

‖∂sB(s)‖2L2ds
) 1

2 ‖∇ǫn
B
‖,

Φ̂n
5 ≤ C‖un‖L∞‖ǫn−1

B
‖‖curl ǫn

B
‖

≤ C‖ǫn−1
B

‖‖∇ǫn
B
‖,

Φ̂n
6 ≤ C‖ηn

u
‖L6‖Bn−1

h ‖L3‖curl ǫn
B
‖

≤ Chk+1‖(u, p)‖Hk+2×Hk+1)‖Bn−1
h ‖L3‖∇ǫnB‖.

Combining (65) with above inequalities, it follows that

Υ10 ≤ C∆t
{
hk+1 +∆t+ ‖ǫn−1

B
‖+ ‖ǫn−1

φ ‖
}
‖∇ǫn

B
‖ (66)

−∆tSccB̃(ǫ
n
u,B

n−1
h , ǫnB)

≤ C∆t
(
h2k+2 +∆t2

)
+∆t‖ǫn−1

B
‖2 +∆t‖ǫn−1

φ ‖2

+
c1η1Sc∆t

4
‖∇ǫnB‖2 −∆tSccB̃(ǫ

n
u,B

n−1
h , ǫnB).

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

1

2

(
‖ǫnφ‖2 − ‖ǫn−1

φ ‖2 + ‖ǫnφ − ǫn−1
φ ‖2

)
(67)

+
ǫλ

2

(
‖∇ǫnφ‖2 − ‖∇ǫn−1

φ ‖2 + ‖∇ǫnφ −∇ǫn−1
φ ‖2

)

+
1

2

(
‖ǫn

u
‖2 − ‖ǫn−1

u
‖2 + ‖ǫn

u
− ǫn−1

u
‖2
)

+
Sc

2

(
‖ǫn

B
‖2 − ‖ǫn−1

B
‖2 + ‖ǫn

B
− ǫn−1

B
‖2
)
+∆tλκ1‖∇ǫnµ‖2

+∆tκ1‖ǫnµ‖2 +∆tc0ν1‖∇ǫnu‖2 +∆tc1η1Sc‖∇ǫnB‖2

≤ C∆t
(
h2k+2 +∆t2

)
+ C∆t

(
‖ǫnφ‖2 + ‖∇ǫnφ‖2

)

+ C∆t
(
‖ǫn−1

u ‖2 + ‖ǫn−1
B

‖2 + ‖ǫn−1
φ ‖2 + ‖∇ǫn−1

φ ‖2
)
.
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Summing (67) from n = 1 to m and using (36), we obtain

‖ǫmφ ‖2 + ǫλ‖∇ǫmφ ‖2 + ‖ǫmu ‖2 + ‖ǫmB‖2 +∆tλκ1

m∑

n=1

‖∇ǫnµ‖2 (68)

+∆tκ1

m∑

n=1

‖ǫnµ‖2 +∆tc0ν1

m∑

n=1

‖∇ǫn
u
‖2 +∆tc1η1Sc

m∑

n=1

‖∇ǫn
B
‖2

≤ C
(
h2k+2 +∆t2

)
+ C3∆t

m∑

n=1

‖ǫnφ‖2 + C4∆t

m∑

n=1

‖∇ǫnφ‖2

+ C5∆t

m∑

n=1

‖ǫn−1
u

‖2 + C6∆t

m∑

n=1

‖ǫn−1
B

‖2

+ C7∆t

m∑

n=1

‖ǫn−1
φ ‖2 + C8∆t

m∑

n=1

‖∇ǫn−1
φ ‖2.

If 0 < ∆t ≤ ∆t0 := 1
2max{C3,C4ǫ−1} <

1
max{C3,C4ǫ−1} , since 1 ≤ 1

1−max{C3,C4ǫ−1}∆t ≤
2, it follows from (68) that

‖ǫmφ ‖2 + ǫλ‖∇ǫmφ ‖2 + ‖ǫm
u
‖2 + ‖ǫm

B
‖2 +∆tλκ1

m∑

n=1

‖∇ǫnµ‖2 (69)

+∆tκ1

m∑

n=1

‖ǫnµ‖2 +∆tc0ν1

m∑

n=1

‖∇ǫn
u
‖2 +∆tc1η1Sc

m∑

n=1

‖∇ǫn
B
‖2

≤ C
(
h2k+2 +∆t2

)
+

(C3 + C7)∆t

1−max{C3, C4ǫ−1}

m∑

n=1

‖ǫn−1
φ ‖2

+
(C4 + C8)∆t

1−max{C3, C4ǫ−1}

m∑

n=1

‖∇ǫn−1
φ ‖2 + C5∆t

1−max{C3, C4ǫ−1}

m∑

n=1

‖ǫn−1
u

‖2

+
C6∆t

1−max{C3, C4ǫ−1}

m∑

n=1

‖ǫn−1
B

‖2.

By using the discrete Grönwall inequality, one finds that

‖ǫmφ ‖2 + ǫλ‖∇ǫmφ ‖2 + ‖ǫm
u
‖2 + ‖ǫm

B
‖2 +∆tλκ1

m∑

n=1

‖∇ǫnµ‖2 (70)

+∆tκ1

m∑

n=1

‖ǫnµ‖2 +∆tc0ν1

m∑

n=1

‖∇ǫn
u
‖2 +∆tc1η1Sc

m∑

n=1

‖∇ǫn
B
‖2

≤ C
(
h2k+2 +∆t2

)
.

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

�
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In order to derive optimal error estimates on pressure, we define the semi-
norm for v ∈ H−1(Ω)d:

‖v‖∗,h = sup
vh∈Xh

(v,vh)

‖∇vh‖
.

And we define the following inverse Stokes operator: S : H−1(Ω)d → X and
discrete inverse Stokes operator: Sh : H−1(Ω)d → Xh. Let ν̂ ∈ C0,1(Ω;R+)
satisfy Assumption A4, for all v ∈ H−1(Ω)d, (S(v), r) ∈ X ×M is the weak
solution of the following problem:

af(ν̂;S(v),v) + d(v, r) = (v,v), ∀v ∈ X ,
d(S(v), w) = 0, ∀w ∈ M.

We have H2 regularity results [28]:

‖S(v)‖2 + ‖∇r‖ ≤ C‖v‖, ∀v ∈ L2(Ω)d.

And for all v ∈ H−1(Ω)d, (Sh(v), rh) ∈ Xh ×Mh is the weak solution of the
following discrete problem:

af (ν̂;Sh(v),vh) + d(v, rh) = (v,vh), ∀vh ∈ Xh,

d(Sh(v), wh) = 0, ∀wh ∈ Mh.

Lemma 4 For v ∈ X0h, there exists constant C > 0 independent of h such
that

‖v‖∗,h ≤ C‖∇Sh(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

‖∇Sh(e
n
u − en−1

u )‖ ≤ C
√
∆t(∆t+ hk+1),

(
∆t

N∑

n=1

‖∇Sh(e
n
u − en−1

u )‖2
)1/2

≤ C∆t(∆t+ hk+1).

Proof: Using Assumption A1 and (37a), we obtain

(δtǫ
n
u
,vh) + af (ν

n(φn−1
h ); ǫn

u
,vh)− d(vh, ǫ

n
p ) = (Φn

h ,vh) + (Rn
u
,vh), (72)

d(ǫn
u
, qh) = 0. (73)
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Setting vh = Sh(ǫ
n
u
−ǫn−1

u
) ∈ Xh in (72), noting that d

(
Sh(ǫ

n
u
)−Sh(ǫ

n−1
u

), qh
)
=

0, one finds that

‖∇Sh(ǫ
n
u − ǫn−1

u )‖2
∆t

= −af
(
νn(θn−1

h ); ǫnu, Sh(ǫ
n
u − ǫn−1

u )
)

(74)

+
(
Rn

u, Sh(ǫ
n
u − ǫn−1

u )
)
+ (Φn

h , Sh(ǫ
n
u − ǫn−1

u ).

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

−af
(
νn(θn−1

h ); ǫn
u
, Sh(ǫ

n
u
− ǫn−1

u
)
)
≤ 1

6∆t
‖∇Sh(ǫ

n
u
− ǫn−1

u
)‖2 + C∆t‖∇ǫn

u
‖2,

(
Rn

u, Sh(ǫ
n
u − ǫn−1

u )
)
≤ 1

6∆t
‖∇Sh(ǫ

n
u − ǫn−1

u )‖2 + C∆t(∆t2 + h2k+2),

(Φn
h , Sh(ǫ

n
u − ǫn−1

u ) ≤ 1

6∆t
‖∇Sh(ǫ

n
u − ǫn−1

u )‖2 + C∆t(∆t2 + h2k+2)

+ C∆t
(
‖∇ǫnµ‖2 + ‖∇ǫnu‖2 + ‖∇ǫn−1

φ ‖2

+ ‖∇ǫn−1
u

‖2 + ‖∇ǫn
B
‖2 + ‖∇ǫn−1

B
‖2
)
.

Combining (74) with above bounds, it follows that

‖∇Sh(ǫ
n
u
− ǫn−1

u
)‖2

2∆t
≤ C

{
∆t(∆t2 + h2k+2) + C∆t

(
‖∇ǫnµ‖2 + ‖∇ǫn

u
‖2

+ ‖∇ǫn−1
φ ‖2 + ‖∇ǫn−1

u ‖2 + ‖∇ǫnB‖2 + ‖∇ǫn−1
B

‖2
)}
.

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

�

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

Theorem 7 Suppose that assumptions of Theorem 5 and ∆t ≤ Ch hold.
Then the finite element approximate pnh in (17) satisfy following bound:

(
∆t

N∑

n=1

‖p(tn)− pnh‖2
)1/2

≤ C
(
∆t+ hk+1

)
.
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Proof: From Assumption A1 and (37a), one finds that

β0‖ǫnp‖ ≤ sup
vh∈Xh,vh 6=0

d(ǫnp ,vh)

‖∇vh‖
(75)

≤ sup
vh∈Xh,vh 6=0

{ (δtǫ
n
u
,vh) + af (ν

n(φn−1
h ); ǫn

u
,vh)

‖∇vh‖
}

+ sup
vh∈Xh,vh 6=0

{−(Φn
h ,vh)− (∂tu

n − δtRhu
n,vh)

‖∇vh‖
}

≤ sup
vh∈Xh,vh 6=0

1

‖∇vh‖
{
b(un−1

h , ǫn
u
,vh) + SccB̂(B

n−1
h , ǫn

B
,vh)

− λ(ǫnµ∇φn−1
h ,vh)

}
+ C

{
‖δtǫnu‖∗,h + ‖∇ǫnu‖

+ C
(
∆t+ hk+1

)
+
(
‖ǫn−1

u
‖+ ‖ǫn−1

B
‖+ ‖ǫn−1

φ ‖
)}

≤ sup
vh∈Xh,vh 6=0

1

‖∇vh‖
{
b(un−1

h − un−1, ǫn
u
,vh) + b(un−1, ǫn

u
,vh)

+ SccB̂(B
n−1
h −Bn−1, ǫn

B
,vh) + SccB̂(B

n−1, ǫn
B
,vh)

− λ
(
ǫnµ∇(φn−1

h − φn−1),vh

)
− λ(ǫnµ∇φn−1,vh)

}
+ C

{
‖δtǫnu‖∗,h

+ ‖∇ǫnu‖+ C
(
∆t+ hk+1

)
+
(
‖ǫn−1

u ‖+ ‖ǫn−1
B

‖+ ‖ǫn−1
φ ‖

)}
.

By Assumption A2 and Theorem 5, it follows that

‖∇en−1
u ‖ ≤ Cmin

{
h−1‖en−1

u ‖, ‖∇en−1
u ‖

}

≤ Cmin
{
h−1(∆t+ hk+1), ∆t−1/2

(
∆t+ hk+1

)}
≤ C,

‖∇en−1
B

‖ ≤ Cmin
{
h−1‖en−1

B
‖, ‖∇en−1

B
‖
}

≤ Cmin
{
h−1

(
∆t+ hk+1

)
, ∆t−1/2

(
∆t+ hk+1

)}
≤ C,

‖∇en−1
φ ‖ ≤ Cmin

{
h−1‖en−1

φ ‖, ‖∇en−1
φ ‖

}

≤ Cmin
{
h−1(∆t+ hk+1), ∆t−1/2

(
∆t+ hk+1

)}
≤ C.

Using Hölder inequality and (6), we get

b(un−1
h − un−1, ǫnu,vh) ≤ C‖∇en−1

u ‖‖∇ǫnu‖‖∇vh‖ ≤ C‖∇ǫnu‖‖∇vh‖,
b(un−1, ǫnu,vh) ≤ C‖∇un−1‖‖∇ǫnu‖‖∇vh‖ ≤ C‖∇ǫnu‖‖∇vh‖,

SccB̂(B
n−1
h −Bn−1, ǫnB,vh) ≤ C‖∇en−1

B
‖‖∇ǫnB‖‖∇vh‖ ≤ C‖∇ǫnB‖‖∇vh‖,

SccB̂(B
n−1, ǫnB,vh) ≤ C‖∇Bn−1‖‖∇ǫnB‖‖∇vh‖ ≤ C‖∇ǫnB‖‖∇vh‖,

−λ
(
ǫnµ∇(φn−1

h − φn−1),vh

)
≤ C‖ǫnµ − ǫnµ‖L4‖∇en−1

φ ‖‖∇vh‖L4 ≤ C‖∇ǫnµ‖‖∇vh‖.
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Combining (75) with above inequalities, we derive

‖ǫnp‖ ≤ C
{
‖δtǫnu‖∗,h + ‖∇ǫn

u
‖+ ‖∇ǫn

B
‖+ ‖∇ǫnφ‖+

(
∆t+ hk+1

)

+ ‖ǫn−1
u

‖+ ‖ǫn−1
B

‖+ ‖ǫn−1
φ ‖

}

Due to

‖δtǫnu‖∗,h ≤ C
( 1

∆t
‖∇Sh(e

n
u − en−1

u )‖
)

≤ C

√
∆t

∆t
(∆t+ hk+1),

(
∆t

N∑

n=1

‖δtǫnu‖2∗,h
)1/2

≤ C
(
∆t+ hk+1

)
.

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

�

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 κ, ν, µ are given

κ(φ) = eφ, ν(φ) = e−φ, η(φ) = eφ.

The finite element pair P2 − P2 − P2 − P2 − P1 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 uh, the magnetic field Bh and the pressure ph at a given time step,
then compute for the phase field φh and the chemical potential µh. Then we
compute the velocity field uh, the magnetic field Bh and the pressure ph with
these updated.

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

φ(x, y, t) = 2 + sin(t) cos(πx) cos(πy),
u1(x, y, t) = π sin(2πy) sin2(πx) sin(t),
u2(x, y, t) = −π sin(2πx) sin2(πy) sin(t),
p(x, y, t) = cos(πx) sin(πy) sin(t),
B1(x, y, t) = sin(πx) cos(πy) sin(t),
B2(x, y, t) = − sin(πy) cos(πx) sin(t),
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Fig. 1 Convergence rates: H1 errors of the concentration field φ, the velocity field u, the
chemical potential µ, the magnetic field B and L2 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 Sc = 1, ǫ = 0.05, λ = 1 and ∆t = 0.1h2, 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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