
ENERGY-PRESERVING MIXED FINITE ELEMENT METHODS FOR A
FERROFLUID FLOW MODEL

YONGKE WU AND XIAOPING XIE

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we develop a class of mixed finite element methods for the
ferrofluid flow model proposed by Shliomis [Soviet Physics JETP, 1972]. We show that
the energy stability of the weak solutions to the model is preserved exactly for both the
semi- and fully discrete finite element solutions. Furthermore, we prove the existence and
uniqueness of the discrete solutions and derive optimal error estimates for both the the
semi- and fully discrete schemes. Numerical experiments confirm the theoretical results.

1. INTRODUCTION

Ferrofluids are colloidal liquids consisting of nanoscale ferromagnetic or ferrimagnetic
particles suspended in carrier fluids. They have been wildly used in many technical ar-
eas [41] such as instrumentation, vacuum technology, lubrication, vibration damping and
acoustics, and are expected to apply to some biomedical fields [30] like magnetic separa-
tion, drugs or radioisotopes targeted by magnetic guidance, hyperthermia treatments, and
magnetic resonance imaging contrast enhancement.

There are two widely accepted ferrohydrodynamics (FHD) models: one has been ob-
tained by Rosensweig [33, 32], and the other one is due to Shliomis [34, 35]. These two
models both treat ferrofluids as homogeneous monophase fluids. The main difference be-
tween them is that Rosensweig’s model considers the internal rotation of the nanoparticles,
while Shliomis’ model deals with the rotation as a magnetic torque. The existence of so-
lutions for these two models were discussed in [1, 2, 3, 4, 28]. For Rosensweig’s FHD
model, Amirat, Hamdache and Murat [4] gave the existence of global-in-time weak solu-
tions, Amirat and Hamdache [3] showed the local-in-time existence of the unique strong
solution, and Nochetto et al. [28] established the global existence of weak solutions in
the absence of additional diffusion in the magnetization equation. For Shliomis’ model,
Amirat and Hamdache [1] obtained the existence of global-in-time weak solutions, and in
[2] derived the existence of local-in-time strong solutions.

Since the FHD models are coupled nonlinear partial differential equations, it is usually
difficult to obtain their analytical solutions, and the only way to solve them is to seek
approximation solutions by using numerical methods. There are limited works in this
research field. In [36, 23, 22, 40], several numerical methods were applied to solve the
reduced FHD models where some nonlinear terms of the original models are dropped so
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2 YONGKE WU AND XIAOPING XIE

as to get decoupled systems. In [27] Nochetto et al. showed the formal energy stability of
the system of Rosensweig’s model, devised an energy-stable numerical scheme using finite
elements, and proved the existence and, under some further simplifying assumptions, the
convergence of the discrete solutions. We also refer to [43] for an unconditionally energy
stable fully discrete finite element numerical scheme for a two-phase ferrohydrodynamics
model.

In this paper, we shall develop a class of natural energy-preserving mixed finite el-
ement methods for Shliomis’ FHD model, which describes the flow of an incompress-
ible ferrofluid submitted to an external magnetic field. We first reformulate Shliomis’
model into an equivalent formulation. By choosing proper finite element spaces, the
semi-discrete scheme preserves the structure of the continuous equation naturally, thus the
energy-preserving property holds for the scheme. We prove that the semi-discrete scheme
has a unique solution under reasonable assumptions, and derive optimal error estimates by
excavating deeply the properties of the H(curl ), H(div) and L2 finite element spaces; see
Lemmas 2.8 and 2.9. Second, we apply the implicit Euler method to discretize the temporal
derivatives in the semi-discrete scheme so as to obtain a fully discrete scheme. We show
that the full discretization scheme admits, similar as the semi-discretization, an energy-
preserving property and has at least one solution. We also obtain optimal error estimates
for the fully discrete scheme. We mention that Shliomis’ model involves a quadrilinear
term that Rosensweig’s model does not have, and this will lead to more difficulties in the
mathematical analysis.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we introduce several Sobolev
spaces, give the governing equations of Shliomis’ FHD model, and construct the weak
formulations. In section 3, we recall the finite element spaces and derive some properties
of these spaces. We will show that the semi-discrete scheme preserves an energy similar as
the continuous one and give the optimal order error estimates for the semi-discrete scheme.
Section 4 will give the full discrete scheme and give the energy estimates and the optimal
order error estimates of the full discrete scheme.

2. PRELIMINARY

2.1. Sobolev spaces. Let Ω ⊂ R3 be a bounded and simply connected convex domain
with Lipschitz boundary ∂Ω, and T > 0 be the final time. We set ΩT := Ω × (0, T ] and
ΓT := ∂Ω× (0, T ]. Let n be the unit outward normal vector on ∂Ω.

For any nonnegative integer m, we denote by Hm(Ω) the usual m-th order Sobolev
space with norm || · ||m and semi-norm | · |m. In particular, H0(Ω) = L2(Ω) denotes the
space of all square integrable functions on Ω, with the inner product (·, ·) and the norm
‖ · ‖. For the vector spaces (Hm(Ω))3 and (L2(Ω))3, we use the same notations of norm,
semi-norm and inner product as those for the scalar cases. We also introduce the spaces

H(curl ) = {v ∈ (L2(Ω))3 : curlv ∈ (L2(Ω))3}

and

H(div) = {v ∈ (L2(Ω))3 : div v ∈ L2(Ω)},

with the norms

‖v‖curl =
(
‖v‖2 + ‖curlv‖2

)1/2
, and ‖v‖div =

(
‖v‖2 + ‖ div v‖2

)1/2
.
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We set

S := (H1
0 (Ω))3 = {v ∈ (H1(Ω))3 : v = 0 on ∂Ω},

U := H0(curl ) = {v ∈ H(curl ) : v × n = 0 on ∂Ω},
V := H0(div) = {v ∈ H(div) : v · n = 0 on ∂Ω},

W := L2
0(Ω) = {v ∈ L2(Ω) :

∫
Ω

v dx = 0},

where curlv = (∂yv3 − ∂zv2, ∂zv1 − ∂xv3, ∂xv2 − ∂yv1)ᵀ, div v = ∂xv1 + ∂yv2 + ∂zv3

for v = (v1, v2, v3)ᵀ.
For any scalar- or vector-valued space X , defined on Ω, with norm || · ||X , we set

Lp([0, T ];X) :=
{
v : [0, T ]→ X; ||v||Lp(X) <∞

}
,

where

||v||Lp(X) :=

{
(
∫ T

0
||v(·, t)||pX)1/p if 1 ≤ p <∞,

ess sup
0≤t≤T

||v(·, t)||X if p =∞.

For simplicity, we setLp(X) := Lp(0, T ;X). For any integer r ≥ 0, the spacesHr(X) :=
Hr(0, T ;X) and Cr(X) := Cr([0, T ];X) can be defined similarly.

2.2. Governing equations of the ferrofluid flow. Consider the flow of an incompressible
and viscous Newtonian ferrofluid, filling Ω, under the action of a known external magnetic
fieldHe satisfying

He · n = 0 on ΓT .

The magnetic field He induces a demagnetizing field H and a magnetic induction B
satisfying the law

B = H +m,

with m the magnetization inside Ω. The governing equations of Shliomis’ model [34, 35]
for this FHD flow read as follows: the fluid velocity u, the fluid pressure p, the interior
magnetizationm, and the demagnetizing fieldH satisfy
(1)

∂tu+ (u · ∇)u− η∆u+∇p− µ0(m · ∇)H − µ0

2 curl (m×H) = 0,
divu = 0,
∂tm+ (u · ∇)m− σ∆m− 1

2curlu×m+ 1
τ (m− χ0H) + βm× (m×H) = 0,

curlH = 0,
div(H +m) = −divHe

in ΩT , equipped with the boundary conditions

u = 0, curlm× n = 0, m · n = 0, and H · n = 0 on ΓT ,(2)

and the initial conditions

(3) u(x, 0) = u0(x), m(x, 0) = m0(x) ∀ x ∈ Ω.

Hereu0 andm0 are given functions, and the parameters η, µ0, σ, τ, χ0 and β are positive
constants and their physical meanings can be found in, for example, [16, 34, 35, 38].

Introduce

(4) z := u×m, k := curlm, p̃ := p+
1

2
|u|2 +

1

2
m ·H,
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and let ϕ ∈ C0(H1
0 (Ω)) be such thatH = ∇ϕ due to the fact curlH = 0. Thus, applying

the identities

(u · ∇)u = 1
2∇(u · u)− u× curlu,

(u · ∇)m = 1
2udivm− 1

2m divu+ 1
2∇(u ·m)− 1

2m× curlu
− 1

2u× curlm− 1
2∇× (u×m),

((m · ∇)H,v) = −(H · v,divm)− ((m · ∇)v,H)
= − 1

2 (H · v,divm)− 1
2 (m ·H,div v) + 1

2 (v ·m,divH)
+ 1

2 (v × (curlm),H) + 1
2 (m× curlv,H) ∀ v ∈ S

leads to the following weak problem: Find u ∈ C1(S), p̃ ∈ C0(W ), m ∈ C1(V ),
z ∈ C0(U), k ∈ C0(U),H ∈ C0(V ), and ϕ ∈ C0(W ) such that
(5)

(∂tu,v)− (u× curlu,v) + η(∇u,∇v)− (p̃, div v)
−µ0b(v;H,m)− µ0

2 (v × k,H) = 0 ∀ v ∈ S,
(divu, q) = 0 ∀ q ∈W,

(∂tm,F ) + b(u;m,F ) + 1
2 (u× F ,k)− 1

2 (curl z,F )
+σ(curlk,F ) + σ(divm,divF ) + 1

τ (m,F )
−χ0

τ (H,F ) + β(m× (m×H),F ) = 0 ∀ F ∈ V ,
(z, ζ)− (u×m, ζ) = 0 ∀ ζ ∈ U ,
(k,κ)− (m, curlκ) = 0 ∀ κ ∈ U ,
(H,G) + (ϕ, divG) = 0 ∀G ∈ V ,

(divH + divm, r) + (divHe, r) = 0 ∀ r ∈W,

with the initial data (3), where

b(v;m,F ) :=
1

2
(v · F ,divm)− 1

2
(v ·m,divF ).

It is obvious that

(6) b(v;F ,F ) = 0, ∀v ∈ S, F ∈ V .

For any t ∈ [0, T ], define the energy

E(t) := ‖u(·, t)‖2 + ‖m(·, t)‖2 + µ0‖H(·, t)‖2.

To derive an energy estimate, we introduce an inequality first.

Lemma 2.1 ([21], Lemma 1). Suppose that a nonnegative real number x satisfies the
quadratic inequality

x2 ≤ γ2 + βx

for β, γ ≥ 0. Then

x ≤ β + γ.

We have the following energy estimate.

Theorem 2.2. Given He ∈ H1(H(div)), let u ∈ C1(S), p̃ ∈ C0(W ), m ∈ C1(V ),
z ∈ C0(U), k ∈ C0(U),H ∈ C0(V ), and ϕ ∈ C0(W ) solve the weak problem (5). Then
the energy inequality

E(t) + C1

∫ t

0

F(s) ds ≤ E(0) + C2

∫ t

0

(
‖He(·, s)‖2H(div) + ‖∂tHe(·, s)‖2

)
ds
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holds for all t ∈ [0, T ], where C1 and C2 are positive constants depending only on
η, µ0, χ0, τ, β, σ and Ω, and the dissipated energy F(t) is given by

F(t) := 2

(
η‖∇u‖2 + σ(1 + µ0)‖divm‖2 + σ‖k‖2 +

1

τ
‖m‖2

+
1

τ
[µ0(1 + χ0) + χ0] ‖H‖2 + µ0β‖m×H‖2

)
.

Proof. Taking v = u in the first equation of (5), we get

1

2

d

dt
‖u‖2 + η‖∇u‖2 = µ0b(u;H,m) +

µ0

2
(u× k,H).

Taking F = H in the third equation of (5) and G = curlz and G = curlk in the sixth
equation, and using the fact that div curl = 0, we obtain

µ0b(u;m,H) +
µ0

2
(u×H,k) =− µ0(∂tm,H)− µ0σ(divm,divH)

− µ0

τ
(m,H) +

µ0χ0

τ
‖H‖2 + µ0β‖m×H‖2.

Therefore,

1

2

d

dt
‖u‖2 + η‖∇u‖2 = µ0(∂tm,H) + µ0σ(divm,divH) +

µ0

τ
(m,H)

− µ0χ0

τ
‖H‖2 − µ0β‖m×H‖2.

(7)

Taking r = ϕ in the last equation of (5), we have

(8) (divH + divm, ϕ) + (divHe, ϕ) = 0.

TakingG = H ,G = m andG = He in the sixth equation of (5), respectively, we obtain

‖H‖2 + (ϕ,divH) = 0, (m,H) + (ϕ,divm) = 0, (H,He) + (ϕ,divHe) = 0.

Thus,
(m,H) + ‖H‖2 = −(He,H).

The fact that divH0(div) = L2
0(Ω) implies that

(9) div(H +m) = −divHe.

Differentiating (9) with respect to t, multiplying the resultant equation by ϕ, and using the
fact that

(H, ∂tH) + (div ∂tH, ϕ) = 0, (∂tm,H) + (ϕ,div ∂tm) = 0,

(H, ∂tHe) + (ϕ,div ∂tHe) = 0,

we arrive at

(∂tm,H) = −1

2

d

dt
‖H‖2 − (∂tHe,H),

which, together with (7), yields

(10)
1
2

d
dt

(
‖u‖2 + µ0‖H‖2

)
+ η‖∇u‖2 + µ0σ‖ divm‖2 + µ0

τ
(1 + χ0)‖H‖2 + µ0β‖m×H‖2

= −µ0

τ (He,H)− µ0(∂tHe,H)− µ0σ(divHe,divm).
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Taking F = m in the third equation of (5), ζ = k in the fourth equation, κ = z and
κ = k in the fifth equation, combining the resultant equations with (8), and using (6), we
get

1

2

d

dt
‖m‖2 + σ‖k‖2 + σ‖ divm‖2 +

1

τ
‖m‖2 +

χ0

τ
‖H‖2 = −χ0

τ
(He,H).

This relation plus (10) implies
1

2

d

dt
(‖u‖2 + µ0‖H‖2 + ‖m‖2) + η‖∇u‖2 + σ(1 + µ0)‖ divm‖2 +

1

τ
‖m‖2

+
1

τ
[µ0(1 + χ0) + χ0] ‖H‖2 + σ‖k‖2 + µ0β‖m×H‖2

=− µ0 + χ0

τ
(He,H)− µ0(∂tHe,H)− µ0σ(divHe,divm).

Integrate this equation with respect to t on the interval (0, t) and use the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality and Lemma 2.1, we then obtain the desired result. �

2.3. Finite element spaces and properties. We consider someH1−, H(div)− andH(curl)−
conforming finite element spaces that will be used in the spatial discretization of the weak
problem (5).

Let Th be a quasi-uniform shape regular tetrahedron triangulation of Ω with mesh size
h := max

K∈Th
hK , where, for any K ∈ Th, hK denotes its diameter. For an integer l ≥ 0, let

Pl(K) be the set of polynomials, defined on K, of degree no more than l.
For convenience, throughout the paper we use a . b (a & b) to denote a ≤ Cb (a ≥

Cb), where C is a generic positive constant independent of the mesh size h and may be
different at its each occurrence.

We introduce the following finite dimensional spaces:
• Sh = (Sh)3 ⊂ S = (H1

0 (Ω))3, where Sh is a Lagrange-element space [14] for
the velocity u, with Sh|K ⊃ Pl+1(K) for any K ;

• Σh ⊂ H1
0 (Ω) is a Lagrange-element space with Σh|K ⊃ Pl(K) for any K; Σh

may be as same as Sh;
• Uh ⊂ U = H0(curl ) is an edge-element space [25, 26] for the new variables z

and k, with Uh|K ⊃ Pl(K)3 for any K;
• V h ⊂ V = H0(div) is a face-element space [31, 25, 10, 26, 9, 11] for the interior

magnetization m and the demagnetizing field H , with V h|K ⊃ Pl(K)3 for any
K;

• Wh ⊂ W = L2
0(Ω) is a piecewise polynomial space for the new variable ϕ, with

Wh|K ⊃ Pl(K) for any K;
• Lh ⊂ W is a piecewise polynomial space for the modified pressure variable p̃,

with Lh|K ⊃ Pl(K) for any K; In some cases one may take Lh = Wh.
In addition, we make the following assumptions for the above spaces.

(A1) The diagram

(11)

H1
0

grad−−−−→ U
curl−−−−→ V

div−−−−→ Wyπh

yπc
h

yπd
h

yQh

Σh
grad−−−−→ Uh

curl−−−−→ V h
div−−−−→ Wh

is a commutative exact sequence in the sense that

ker(curl ) = img(grad ), ker(div) = img(curl ).
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Here πh : H1
0 (Ω) → Σh, πch : U → Uh and πdh : V → V h are the classical

interpolation operators, and Qh : W → Wh is the L2 orthogonal projection
operator. Note that the diagram (11) also indicates that

grad Σh ⊂ Uh, curlUh ⊂ V h, divV h = Wh.

(A2) There holds the inf-sup condition

(12) sup
vh∈Sh

(qh,div vh)

‖vh‖1
& ‖qh‖ ∀ qh ∈ Lh.

Note that there are many combinations of finite element spaces satisfy (A1) and (A2)
(cf. [11, 19]).

We define three discrete weak operators,

divh : Uh → Σh, curl h : V h → Uh, grad h : Wh → V h,

as the adjoint operators of −grad , curl and −div, respectively, i.e., for any uh ∈ Uh,
divh uh ∈ Σh satisfies

(13) (divh uh, sh) := −(uh, grad sh) ∀ sh ∈ Σh;

for any vh ∈ V h, curl hvh ∈ Uh satisfies

(14) (curl hvh,uh) := (vh, curluh) ∀ uh ∈ Uh;

and for any wh ∈Wh, grad hwh ∈ V h satisfies

(15) (grad hwh,vh) := −(wh,div vh) ∀ vh ∈ V h.

Thus, we have the following reversed ordering exact sequence:

(16) 0 ←−−−− Σh
divh←−−−− Uh

curl h←−−−− V h
grad h←−−−− Wh ←−−−− 0

Introduce the null spaces of the differential operators

Zch := Uh ∩ ker(curl ) and Zdh := V h ∩ ker(div),

and the null spaces of the weak differential operators

Kch := Uh ∩ ker(divh) and Kdh := V h ∩ ker(curl h).

Similarly, we use the notations Zc and Zd to denote the null spaces in the continuous level,
i.e.

Zc := U ∩ ker(curl ), Zd := V ∩ ker(div).

We also define
Kc := U ∩ (Zc)⊥ and Kd := V ∩ (Zd)⊥

Let ⊕⊥ stand for the L2 orthogonal decomposition, then we have the following Hodge
decompositions [7, 8]:

Uh = Zch ⊕⊥ Kch = grad Σh ⊕⊥ divhUh,(17)

V h = Zdh ⊕⊥ Kdh = curlUh ⊕⊥ grad hWh.(18)

And there hold the following discrete Poincaré inequalities [7, 8, 13]:

(19) ‖curluh‖ & ‖uh‖ ∀ uh ∈ Kch,

(20) ‖div vh‖ & ‖vh‖ ∀ vh ∈ Kdh.

(21) ‖grad hwh‖ & ‖wh‖ ∀ wh ∈Wh,

(22) ‖curl hvh‖ & ‖vh‖ ∀ vh ∈ Zdh.
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For any s ∈ H1
0 (Ω), u ∈ U and v ∈ V , we define P ghs ∈ Σh, P chu ∈ Kch and

P dhv ∈ Kdh such that

(23) (gradP ghs, gradσh) = (grad s, gradσh) ∀ σh ∈ Σh,

(24) (curlP chu, curlφh) = (curlu, curlφh) ∀ φh ∈ Kch

and

(25) (divP dhv,divψh) = (div v,divψh) ∀ ψh ∈ Kdh.

Equation (23) determine P ghs ∈ Σh uniquely due to the Poincaré inequality in H1
0 (Ω), and

(24) and (25) also determine P chu ∈ Kch and P dhv ∈ Kdh uniquely, since the Poincaré in-
equalities (19) and (20) imply that (curl (·), curl (·)) and (div(·),div(·)) are inner products
on the subspaces Kch and Kdh, respectively.

The Hodge decomposition on the continuous level implies that for any u ∈ U and
v ∈ V , there exist u1 ∈ H1

0 (Ω), u2 ∈ Kc, v1 ∈ Kc and v2 ∈ Kd such that

u = gradu1 ⊕⊥ u2 and v = curlv1 ⊕⊥ v2.

We introduce two projection-based quasi-interpolation operators, Ich : U → Uh and Idh :
V → V h, defined by

(26) Ichu = gradP ghu1 ⊕⊥ P chu2

and

(27) Idhv = curlP chv1 ⊕⊥ P dhv2.

The quasi-interpolation operators have the following properties:

Lemma 2.3. [39, Lemmas 3.3-3.5] The projection-based quasi-interpolation operators Ich
and Idh have the following properties:

(1) For any u ∈ U and v ∈ V , there hold

(Ichu, grad sh) = (u, grad sh) ∀ sh ∈ Σh,

(Idhv, curlφh) = (v, curlφh) ∀ φh ∈ Uh,

(curl Ichu, curlψh) = (curlu, curlψh) ∀ ψh ∈ Uh,

(div Idhv,divφh) = (div v,divφh) ∀ φh ∈ V h.

(2) For any u ∈ U and v ∈ V , there hold

‖curl Ichu‖ ≤ ‖curlu‖, ‖ div Idhv‖ ≤ ‖div v‖.

(3) For any u ∈ H0(curl ) ∩H(div) and v ∈ H0(div) ∩H(curl ), there hold

divh I
c
hu = Qgh divu, curl hI

d
hv = Qchcurlv,

where Qgh : L2(Ω) → Σh and Qch : L2(Ω) → Uh are L2 orthogonal projection
operators. Therefore,

‖ divh I
c
hu‖ ≤ ‖ divu‖, ‖curl hI

d
hv‖ ≤ ‖curlv‖.

(4) For any u ∈ U ∩H l+1(Ω) and v ∈ V ∩H l+1(Ω) with l ≥ 0, there hold

‖u− Ichu‖ . hr‖u‖r for 1 ≤ r ≤ l + 1,

‖v − Idhv‖ . hr‖v‖r for 1 ≤ r ≤ l + 1.
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Furthermore, if curlu ∈ H l+1(Ω) and div v ∈ H l+1(Ω), there hold

‖curl (I − Ich)u‖ . hr‖curlv‖r for 1 ≤ r ≤ l + 1,

‖ div(I − Idh)v‖ . hr‖ div v‖r for 1 ≤ r ≤ l + 1.

We define QcK : Kch → Kc and QdK : Kdh → Kd as the L2 orthogonal projections, i.e.,
for any sh ∈ Kch and vh ∈ Kdh, QcKsh ∈ Kc and QdKvh ∈ Kd satisfy

(QcKsh,ϕ) = (sh,ϕ) ∀ ϕ ∈ Kc,

and
(QdKvh,φ) = (vh,φ) ∀ φ ∈ Kd,

respectively. The definitions of QcKsh and QdKvh imply that

QcKsh = sh − grad γ, QdKvh = vh − curlψ,

where γ ∈ H1
0 (Ω) and ψ ∈ Kc are determined uniquely by

(grad γ, grad r) = (sh, grad r) ∀ r ∈ H1
0 (Ω),

and
(curlψ, curlκ) = (vh, curlκ) ∀ κ ∈ Kc,

respectively. Therefore, we have

curlQcKsh = curl sh, divQdKvh = div vh.

Furthermore, we have the following error estimates.

Lemma 2.4. For any sh ∈ Kch and vh ∈ Kdh, there hold

‖sh −QcKsh‖ . h‖curl sh‖,
‖vh −QdKvh‖ . h‖ div vh‖.

Proof. We note that the proof of some special cases can be found in [6, 19, 24]. Set
s = QcKsh, and let τh ∈ Kch be the solution of the equation

(28) (curl τh, curlκh) = (sh − s,κh) ∀ κh ∈ Kch.

Since both Kch and Kc are L2 orthogonal to Zch = Uh ∩ ker(curl ), the test function space
of (28) can be enlarged to Uh, i.e., the solution τh of (28) satisfies

(curl τh, curlκh) = (sh − s,κh) ∀κh ∈ Uh.

Therefore, by Lemma 2.3 we have

‖sh − s‖2 = (sh − s, sh − Ichs+ Ichs− s)
= (curl τh, curl (sh − Ichs)) + (sh − s, Ichs− s)
= (sh − s, Ichs− s)
. h‖s‖1‖sh − s‖.

Then the first desired estimate follows from the fact that ‖s‖1 . ‖curl s‖ = ‖curl sh‖.
The second estimate follows similarly. In fact, let us set v = QdKvh, and let wh ∈ Kdh

be the solution of

(29) (divwh,divφh) = (vh − v,φh) ∀ φh ∈ Kdh.

Since both Kd and Kdh are L2 orthogonal to Zdh = V h ∩ ker(div), the test function space
in (29) can be enlarged, i.e., the solution wh of (29) satisfies

(divwh,divφh) = (vh − v,φh) ∀ φh ∈ V h.
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Then the desired result follows from

‖vh − v‖2 = (vh − v,vh − Idhv + Idhv − v)

= (divwh,div(vh − Idhv)) + (vh − v, Idhv − v)

= (divwh,div(vh − v)) + (vh − v, Idhv − v)

= (vh − v, Idhv − v)

. h‖v‖1‖vh − v‖

and ‖v‖1 . ‖ div v‖ = ‖ div vh‖. �

Let us define three “Hodge mappings”,

QcZ : Zch → Zc∩H(div), QdZ : Zdh → Zd∩H(curl ) and QL2
0

: Wh → L2
0(Ω)∩H1(Ω),

as follows:

(div(QcZsh),div τ ) = (divh sh,div τ ) ∀ sh ∈ Zch, τ ∈ Zc ∩H(div),

(curl (QdZvh), curlφ) = (curl hvh, curlφ) ∀ vh ∈ Zdh, φ ∈ Zd ∩H(curl ),

(grad (QL2
0
wh), grad q) = (grad hwh, grad q) ∀ wh ∈Wh, q ∈ L2

0(Ω) ∩H1(Ω).

Lemma 2.5. There holds

div(Zc ∩H(div)) = divH(div) = L2(Ω).

Proof. The Hodge decomposition

L2(Ω)3 = curlH(curl )⊕⊥ gradH1
0 (Ω) = curlH(curl )⊕⊥ Zc

implies
H(div) = L2(Ω)3 ∩H(div) = curlH(curl )⊕⊥ Zc ∩H(div).

Then
divH(div) = div(Zc ∩H(div)),

and the conclusion follows. �

We cite an estimate from [20, Lemma 2].

Lemma 2.6. If Ω ∈ R3 is a bounded convex polyhedral domain, then there holds

‖Bh −QdZBh‖ . h‖curl hBh‖ ∀Bh ∈ Zdh.

By a similar proof as that of [20, Lemma 2], we can obtain the following results.

Lemma 2.7. If Ω is a bounded convex polyhedral domain in R3, there hold

‖sh −QcZsh‖ . h‖ divh sh‖ ∀ sh ∈ Zch,

and
‖qh −QL2

0
qh‖ . h‖grad hqh‖ ∀ qh ∈Wh.

Proof. For any sh ∈ Zch, let s = QcZsh, so curl (sh − πhcurl s) = 0, where πhcurl is the
bounded cochain projection to Uh [15], and there exists rh ∈ Σh such that sh − πhcurl s =
grad rh. The definition of QcZ and Lemma 2.5 imply

(sh, grad rh) = −(divh sh, rh) = −(div s, rh) = (s, grad rh).
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Thus,

‖sh − s‖2 = (sh − s, sh − πhcurl s) + (sh − s, πhcurl s− s)

= (sh − s, grad rh) + (sh − s, πhcurl s− s)

= (sh − s, πhcurl s− s)
. h‖s‖1‖sh − s‖.

Then the first desired conclusion follows from the fact that curl s = 0, Zc ∩ H(div) ↪→
H1(Ω) and ‖ div s‖ ≤ ‖ divh sh‖.

The thing left is to show the second conclusion of this lemma. For any qh ∈Wh, let q =
QL2

0
qh. Note that there exists a unique vh ∈ Kdh such that qh − Qhq = div vh. Consider

the following auxiliary problem: for any given f ∈ L2(Ω)3, find w ∈ L2
0(Ω) ∩ H1(Ω)

such that
(gradw, grad r) = (f , grad r) ∀ r ∈ L2

0(Ω) ∩H1(Ω).

The Poincaré inequality on the space indicates that this problem has a unique solution.
This means

L2(Ω)3 ⊂ grad (L2
0(Ω) ∩H1(Ω)),

which, together with the definition of QL2
0
, yields

(qh,div vh) = −(grad hqh,vh) = −(grad q,vh) = (q,div vh).

Therefore, there holds

‖qh − q‖2 = (qh − q, qh −Qhq) + (qh − q,Qhq − q)
= (qh − q,div vh) + (qh − q,Qhq − q)
. h‖grad q‖‖qh − q‖,

and the desired result follows from the fact that ‖grad q‖ ≤ ‖grad hqh‖. �

We have several Lp estimates (1 ≤ p ≤ 6) for the functions in the finite-dimensional
spaces Kch, Kdh and Wh.

Lemma 2.8. If Ω ⊂ R3 is a bounded convex Lipschitz polyhedral domain, then for any
integer 1 ≤ p ≤ 6, there hold

‖sh‖Lp . ‖ divh sh‖ ∀ sh ∈ Kch,

‖Bh‖Lp . ‖curl hBh‖ ∀Bh ∈ Kdh,

and
‖qh‖Lp . ‖grad hqh‖ ∀ qh ∈Wh.

Proof. For p = 1, 2 the desired results are just the discrete Poincaré inequalities [7, 8, 13].
For 3 ≤ p ≤ 6, the triangular inequality implies

‖sh‖Lp ≤ ‖sh − πchQcZsh‖Lp + ‖πchQcZsh‖Lp .

The inverse inequality leads to

‖sh − πchQcZsh‖Lp . h−3( 1
2−

1
p )‖sh − πchQcZsh‖

≤ h−3( 1
2−

1
p )(‖sh −QcZsh‖+ ‖QcZsh − πchQcZsh‖)

. ‖ divh sh‖.
Using the stability of πch in the Lp norm, we have

‖πchQcZsh‖Lp . ‖QcZsh‖Lp . ‖sh‖Lp . ‖ divh sh‖.
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As a result, the desired result ‖sh‖Lp . ‖ divh sh‖ follows. Similarly, we can prove the
other two inequalities. �

Furthermore, we have two estimates for functions in Uh and V h.

Lemma 2.9. If Ω ⊂ R3 is a bounded convex Lipschitz polyhedral domain, then for any
1 ≤ p ≤ 6, there hold

‖sh‖Lp . ‖ divh sh‖+ ‖curl sh‖ ∀ sh ∈ Uh,

and
‖vh‖Lp . ‖ div vh‖+ ‖curl hvh‖ ∀ vh ∈ V h.

Proof. For any sh ∈ Uh, the Hodge decomposition implies that there exist sh,1 ∈ Zch and
sh,2 ∈ Kch such that

(30) sh = sh,1 ⊕⊥ sh,2.
By Lemma 2.8, we have

‖sh,1‖Lp . ‖ divh sh,1‖ = ‖ divh sh‖.
Denote s2 = QcKsh,2, and let Qch : L2(Ω) → Uh be the L2 projection operator. Using
the embedding result H(div) ∩H0(curl ) ↪→ H1(Ω) ↪→ Lp(Ω), we obtain

‖sh,2‖Lp ≤ ‖Qch(sh,2 − s2)‖Lp + ‖Qchs2‖Lp

. h−3( 1
2−

1
p )‖Qch(sh,2 − s2)‖+ ‖s2‖Lp

. ‖curl sh,2‖
= ‖curl sh‖.

Then the first desired result follows from (30) and the triangular inequality. Similarly, we
can prove the second inequality. �

Applying Lemma 2.9, we get the following properties of the projection-based quasi-
interpolation operators Ich and Idh .

Lemma 2.10. For any u ∈ L∞(Ω) ∩U and v ∈ L∞(Ω) ∩ V , there hold

‖Ichu‖L∞ . ‖u‖L∞

and
‖Idhv‖L∞ . ‖v‖L∞ .

Proof. We only give the proof of the first inequality, since the second one follows similarly.
The hodge decomposition implies

U = Zc ⊕⊥ Kc,

so
L∞(Ω) ∩U = (Zc ∩ L∞(Ω))⊕⊥ (Kc ∩ L∞(Ω)).

This means there exist u1 ∈ Zc ∩ L∞(Ω) and u2 ∈ Kc ∩ L∞(Ω) such that

u = u1 ⊕⊥ u2.

The definition of Ich and the first part of Lemma 2.3 imply that

Ichu = QZc
h
u1 ⊕⊥ P chu2,

where QZc
h

: L2(Ω)→ Zch is the L2 orthogonal projection operator. Therefore, we have

(31) ‖Ichu‖L∞ ≤ ‖QZc
h
u1‖L∞ + ‖P chu2‖L∞ . ‖u1‖L∞ + ‖P chu2‖L∞ .
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For the term ‖P chu2‖L∞ , there holds

(32) P chu2 = P ch(I − πch)u2 + P chπ
c
hu2.

For any κh ∈ Kch, the Poincaré inequality (19) implies that there exists a unique ζh ∈ Kch
such that κh = curl hcurl ζh. Thus, we obtain

(P chπ
c
hu2,κh) = (P chπ

c
hu2, curl hcurl ζh) = (curlP chπ

c
hu2, curl ζh)

= (curlπchu2, curl ζh) = (πchu2,κh).

This implies that

P chπ
c
hu2 = QKc

h
πchu2,

where QKc
h

: L2(Ω)→ Kch is the L2 orthogonal projection operator. Thus,

(33) ‖P chπchu2‖L∞ . ‖u2‖L∞ .

For the term P ch(I − πch)u2, there holds

‖P ch(I − πch)u2‖L∞ . h−1/2‖P ch(I − πch)u2‖L6

. h−1/2‖curlP ch(I − πch)u2‖

≤ h−1/2‖curl (I − πch)u2‖
. ‖curlu2‖H1/2 . ‖u2‖L∞ ,

where in the last inequality we have used the fact thatL∞ ↪→ H3/2. This estimate, together
with (31)-(33), yields the desired conclusion. �

Using Lemma 2.9, we also have the following Lemma.

Lemma 2.11. For any ψh ∈ Kdh and φh ∈ V h, there holds

‖ψh × φh‖ . ‖ divψh‖(‖ divφh‖+ ‖curl hφh‖)

Proof. Since ψh ∈ Kdh, we have curl hψh = 0. Let ψ = QdKψh, then

‖ψh × φh‖ ≤ ‖φh × (ψh −ψ)‖+ ‖φh ×ψ‖.

The first term can be bounded as

‖φh × (ψh −ψ)‖ ≤ ‖φh‖∞‖ψh −ψ‖ . h‖φh‖∞‖ divψh‖ . ‖φh‖L3‖ divψh‖.

For the second term, we have

‖φh ×ψ‖ ≤ ‖ψ‖L6‖φh‖L3 . ‖ψ‖1‖φh‖L3 . ‖ divψh‖‖φh‖L3 .

Then from Lemma 2.9 the desired result follows. �

3. SEMI-DISCRETE FINITE ELEMENT SCHEME

In this section, we shall give the semi-discrete scheme of (1), prove the existence of
semi-discrete solutions, and derive error estimates.
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3.1. Semi-discretization. The semi-discrete formulation of the ferrofluid flow model (1)
reads as: Find uh ∈ C1(Sh), p̃h ∈ C0(Lh),mh ∈ C1(V h), zh ∈ C0(Uh), kh ∈ C0(Uh),
Hh ∈ C0(V h), and ϕh ∈ C0(Wh) such that
(34)

(∂tuh,vh)− (uh × curluh,vh) + η(∇uh,∇vh)
−(p̃h,div vh)− µ0b(vh;Hh,mh)− µ0

2 (vh × kh,Hh) = 0 ∀ vh ∈ Sh,
(divuh, qh) = 0 ∀ qh ∈ Lh,

(∂tmh,F h) + b(uh;mh,F h) + 1
2 (uh × F h,kh)

− 1
2 (curl zh,F h) + σ(curlkh,F h) + σ(divmh,divF h)

+ 1
τ (mh,F h)− χ0

τ (Hh,F h) + β(mh × (mh ×Hh),F h) = 0 ∀ F h ∈ V h,
(zh, ζh)− (uh ×mh, ζh) = 0 ∀ ζh ∈ Uh,
(kh,κh)− (mh, curlκh) = 0 ∀ κ ∈ U ,

(Hh,Gh) + (ϕh,divGh) = 0 ∀Gh ∈ V h,
(divHh + divmh, rh) + (divHe, rh) = 0 ∀ rh ∈Wh,

with the initial data

(35) uh(·, 0) = πhu0(·), mh(·, 0) = Idhm0(·).

In the following of this section, we will prove that (34) has solutions.
First, the choice of finite element spaces V h and Wh implies the inf-sup condition

sup
ψh∈V h

(divψh, rh)

‖ψh‖div
& ‖rh‖, ∀ rh ∈Wh.

Thus, for a givenmh ∈ V h, there exists a unique pair (Hh(mh), ϕh(mh)) ∈ V h ×Wh

satisfying the last two equations of (34), with

Hh(mh) = grad hϕh(mh) ∈ Kdh ⊂ V h

and
‖Hh(mh)‖div + ‖ϕh(mh)‖ . ‖mh‖div + ‖He‖div.

Second, we define

Ksh := {vh ∈ Sh : (div vh, qh) = 0, ∀ qh ∈ Lh}

and introduce an auxiliary problem: Find uh ∈ C1(Ksh) andmh ∈ C1(V h) such that
(36)

(∂tuh,vh)− (uh × curluh,vh) + η(∇uh,∇vh)
−µ0b(vh;Hh(mh),mh)− µ0

2 (vh × curl hmh,Hh(mh)) = 0 ∀ vh ∈ Ksh,

(∂tmh,F h) + b(uh;mh,F h) + 1
2 (uh × F h, curl hmh)

+ 1
τ (mh,F h)− 1

2 (uh ×mh, curl hF h)
+σ(curl hmh, curl hF h) + σ(divmh,divF h)

−χ0

τ (Hh(mh),F h) + β(mh × (mh ×Hh(mh)),F h) = 0 ∀ F h ∈ V h,

with the initial data (35).

Lemma 3.1. Given He ∈ H1(H(div)), the auxiliary problem (36) has at least one solu-
tion (uh,mh) satisfying uh ∈ L∞(L2(Ω))∩L2(H1(Ω)∩Ksh) andmh ∈ L∞(L2(Ω))∩
L2(V h).
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Proof. Let {Φi}si=1 and {Ψi}s+vi=s+1 be the sets of bases respectively for Ksh and V h, sat-
isfying

(Φi,Φj) = δij , i, j = 1, 2, · · · , s
and

(Ψi,Ψj) = δij , i, j = s+ 1, s+ 2, · · · , s+ v.

Let

uh =

s∑
i=1

xi(t)Φi, mh =

s+v∑
i=s+1

xi(t)Ψi, uh(·, 0) =

s∑
i=1

x0
iΦi, mh(·, 0) =

s+v∑
i=s+1

x0
iΨi.

Then the auxiliary problem (36) can be written as: Find xi(t) (i = 1, 2, · · · , s + v) such
that
(37)

x′i(t)−
s∑

j,d=1

(Φj × curlΦd,Φi)xj(t)xd(t) + η
s∑
j=1

(∇Φj ,∇Φi)xj(t)

−µ0

s+v∑
j,d=s+1

b(Φi;Hh(Ψd),Ψj)xj(t)xd(t)− µ0
2

s+v∑
j,d=s+1

(Φi × curl hΨj ,Hh(Ψd))xj(t)xd(t) = 0

for i = 1, 2, · · · , s, and
(38)

x′i(t) +
s∑
j=1

s+v∑
d=s+1

b(Φj ;Ψd,Ψi)xj(t)xd(t) + 1
2

s∑
j=1

s+v∑
d=s+1

(Φj ×Ψi, curl hΨd)xj(t)xd(t)

+ 1
τ
xi(t)− 1

2

s∑
j=1

s+v∑
d=s+1

(Φj ×Ψd, curl hΨi)xj(t)xd(t) + σ
s+v∑
j=s+1

(curl hΨj , curl hΨi)xj(t)

+σ
s+v∑
j=s+1

(divΨj , divΨi)xj(t)− χ0
τ

s+v∑
j=s+1

(Hh(Ψj),Ψi)xj(t)

+β
s+v∑

j,d,a=s+1

(Ψj × (Ψd ×Hh(Ψa),Ψi)xj(t)xd(t)xa(t) = 0

for i = s+ 1, · · · , s+ v, with the initial conditions

xi(0) = x0
i i = 1, 2, · · · , s+ v.

By Carathéodory’s theorem [42, Page 1044], the system (37) - (38) admits a local maximal
solution on [0, t] for some t ≤ T .

Taking vh = uh ∈ Ksh and F h = Hh(mh) ∈ Kdh ⊂ V h in (36), we have

1

2

d

dt
‖uh‖2 + η‖∇uh‖2 − µ0b(uh;Hh,mh)− µ0

2
(uh × curl hmh,Hh) = 0

and

(∂tmh,Hh) + b(uh;mh,Hh) +
1

2
(uh ×Hh, curl hmh) +

1

τ
(mh,Hh)

+σ(divmh,divHh)− χ0

τ
‖Hh‖2 − β‖mh ×Hh‖2 = 0.

Multiplying −µ0 to the second equation and adding the resultant equation with the first
equation, we get

1

2

d

dt
‖uh‖2 + η‖∇uh‖2 +

χ0µ0

τ
‖Hh‖2 + βµ0‖mh ×Hh‖2

=µ0(∂tmh,Hh) +
µ0

τ
(mh,Hh) + σµ0(divmh,divHh).

Note thatHh = grad hϕh and

(39) divHh = −divmh −Qh divHe.
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Testing the above equation with ϕh and applying integration by part, we obtain

(40) ‖Hh‖2 = −(mh,Hh)− (He,Hh).

Differentiating (39) with respect to t, testing the resultant equation with ϕh, and using
integration by part, we have

(∂tmh,Hh) = −1

2

d

dt
‖H‖2 − (∂tHe,Hh).

Thus, there holds
1

2

d

dt
(‖uh‖2 + µ0‖Hh‖2) + η‖∇uh‖2 +

(χ0 + 1)µ0

τ
‖Hh‖2

+ βµ0‖mh ×Hh‖2 + σµ0‖divmh‖2

=− µ0(∂tHe,Hh)− µ0

τ
(He,Hh)− σµ0(divHe,divHh).

Taking F h = mh ∈ V h in (36), and using (40), we get

1

2

d

dt
‖mh‖2 +

1

τ
‖mh‖2 + σ‖curl hmh‖2 + σ‖ divmh‖2 +

χ0

τ
‖Hh‖2 = −χ0

τ
(He,Hh).

Adding the above two equations together gives

1

2

d

dt
(‖uh‖2 + ‖mh‖2 + µ0‖Hh‖2) + η‖∇uh‖2 +

(χ0 + 1)µ0 + χ0

τ
‖Hh‖2

+ βµ0‖mh ×Hh‖2 +
1

τ
‖mh‖2 + σ‖curl hmh‖2 + σ(1 + µ0)‖ divmh‖2

=− µ0(∂tHe,Hh)− µ0 + χ0

τ
(He,Hh)− σµ0(divHe,divHh).

Integrating the above equation on the interval (0, t) for any t ∈ (0, T ], and using the Hölder
inequality, we obtain

‖uh‖2 + ‖mh‖2 + µ0‖Hh‖2 + 2η

∫ t

0

‖∇uh‖2 ds

+
2(χ0 + 1)µ0 + 2χ0

τ

∫ t

0

‖Hh‖2 ds+ 2βµ0

∫ t

0

‖mh ×Hh‖2 ds+
2

τ

∫ t

0

‖mh‖2 ds

+ 2σ

∫ t

0

‖curl hmh‖2 ds+ 2σ(1 + µ0)

∫ t

0

‖ divmh‖2 ds

≤‖uh(·, 0)‖2 + ‖mh(·, 0)‖2 + ‖Hh(·, 0)‖2 + 2µ0

∫ t

0

‖∂tHe‖‖Hh‖ ds

+ 2
µ0 + χ0

τ

∫ t

0

‖He‖‖Hh‖ds+ σµ0

∫ t

0

‖ divHe‖‖divH‖ ds,

which implies that ‖uh‖L∞(L2), ‖mh‖L∞(L2)‖, ‖uh‖L2(H1)‖, and ‖mh‖L2(H(div)) are
bounded. Therefore, (uh,mh) is the global solution of the auxiliary problem (36) on
[0, T ]. �

Furthermore, we need the following assumption to show the auxiliary problem (36)
admits a unique solution.

Assumption 3.2. There exist constants h0 > 0 andM0 > 0, such that for any 0 < h ≤ h0

and any solution (uh,mh) of (36), there holds

(41) max{‖uh‖L∞ , ‖mh‖L∞ , ‖curl hmh‖L∞ , ‖divmh‖L∞} ≤M0.
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Lemma 3.3. Under Assumption 3.2, the auxiliary problem (36) has a unique solution.

Proof. Assume that (uh,mh) and (u∗h,m
∗
h) be any two solution of (36). We denote

du := uh − u∗h and dm := mh −m∗h, and have

(∂tdu,vh) + d1(vh) + η(∇du,∇vh)− d2(vh)− d3(vh) = 0 ∀ vh ∈ Sh(42)

and

(∂tdm,F h) + d4(F h) + d5(F h) +
1

τ
(dm,F h)− d6(F h)

+σ(curl hdm, curl hF h) + σ(div dm,divF h)

−χ0

τ
(Hh(dm),F h) + d7(F h)

∀ F h ∈ V h,(43)

with

d1(vh) = (uh × curluh,vh)− (u∗h × curlu∗h,vh),

d2(vh) = µ0b(vh;Hh(mh),mh)− µ0b(vh;Hh(m∗h),m∗h),

d3(vh) =
µ0

2
(vh × curl hmh,Hh(mh))− µ0

2
(vh × curl hm

∗
h,Hh(m∗h)),

d4(F h) = b(uh;mh,F h)− b(u∗h;m∗h,F h),

d5(F h) =
1

2
(uh × F h, curl hmh)− 1

2
(u∗h × F h, curl hm

∗
h),

d6(F h) =
1

2
(uh ×mh, curl hF h)− 1

2
(u∗h ×m∗h, curl hF h),

d7(F h) = β(mh × (mh ×Hh(mh)),F h)− β(m∗h × (m∗h ×Hh(m∗h)),F h).

Taking vh = du and F h = dm in (42) and (43), respectively, and adding the resultant
equations together, we obtain

1

2

d

dt
(‖du‖2 + ‖dm‖2) + η‖∇du‖2 +

1

τ
‖dm‖2 + σ(‖curl hdm‖2 + ‖ div dm‖2)

=
χ0

τ
(Hh(dm), dm)− d1(du) + d2(du) + d3(du)− d4(dm)− d5(dm) + d6(dm)− d7(dm).

Taking F h = dH = Hh(dm) in (43), we get

(∂tdm, dH) + d4(dH) + d5(dH) +
1

τ
(dm, dH) + σ(div dm,div dH)− χ0

τ
‖dH‖2 + d7(dH) = 0.

Since Hh satisfying the sixth and seventh equations of (34), we can show that dH sat-
isfying the following linear saddle point problem: Find dH ∈ V h and dϕ ∈ Wh such
that

(44)
{

(dH ,ψh) + (dϕ,divψh) = 0 ∀ ψh ∈ V h,
(div dH , rh) = −(div dm, rh) ∀ rh ∈Wh.

Since divV h ⊂Wh, this system implies that

dH = grad hdϕ and div dH = −div dm.

So

(div dm,div dH) = −‖div dH‖2, ‖dH‖2 = −(dm, dH),
1

2

d

dt
‖dH‖2 = −(∂tdm, dH).
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Therefore, we have

1

2

d

dt
(‖du‖2 + ‖dm‖2 + µ0‖dH‖2) + η‖∇du‖2 +

1

τ
‖dm‖2 + σ(‖curl hdm‖2 + ‖div dm‖2)

+
χ0(1 + µ0) + µ0

τ
‖dH‖2 + σµ0‖ div dH‖2

=− d1(du) + µ0d4(dH) + d2(du) + µ0d5(dH) + d3(du)− d4(dm)− d5(dm)

+ d6(dm)− d7(dm) + µ0d7(dH).

Denote

D1 := ‖du‖2 + ‖dm‖2 + µ0‖dH‖2,
‖F h‖21,h := ‖ divF h‖2 + ‖curl hF h‖2 ∀ F h ∈ V h,

D2 := η‖∇du‖2 +
1

τ
‖dm‖2 + σ‖dm‖21,h +

χ0(1 + µ0) + µ0

τ
‖dH‖2

+ σµ0‖div dH‖2 + βµ0‖m∗h × dH‖2.

Using the fact that

µ0d4(dH) + d2(du) = µ0b(uh; dm, dH) + µ0b(du;Hh, dm),

µ0d5(dH) + d3(du) =
µ0

2
((uh × dH , curl hdm) + (du × curl hdm,Hh)) ,

d6(dm)− d5(dm) =
1

2
((du ×mh, curl hdm)− (du × dm, curl hmh)) ,

d7(dm) = β(dm ×mh, dm ×Hh)− β(dm ×mh, dm × dH) + β(dm ×mh,mh × dH),

d7(dH) = −β‖m∗h × dH‖2 + β(dH ×mh, dm ×Hh) + β(dm × dH , dm ×Hh)

+ β(dH × dm,mh ×Hh),
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we obtain
1

2

d

dt
D1 +D2 ≤‖uh‖L∞‖∇du‖‖du‖+

µ0

2
‖uh‖L∞(‖div dm‖‖dH‖+ ‖dm‖‖ div dH‖)

+
µ0

2
(‖ divHh‖L∞‖du‖‖div dm‖+ ‖Hh‖L∞‖du‖‖div dm‖)

+
µ0

2
(‖uh‖L∞‖dH‖‖curl hdm‖+ ‖Hh‖L∞‖du‖‖curl hdm‖)

+
1

2
‖mh‖L∞‖du‖‖div dm‖+

1

2
‖ divmh‖L∞‖du‖‖dm‖

+
1

2
‖mh‖L∞‖du‖‖curl hdm‖+

1

2
‖curl hmh‖L∞‖du‖‖dm‖

+ β‖Hh‖L∞‖mh‖L∞‖dm‖2 + β‖mh‖L∞‖dm‖‖dm‖1,h‖ div dH‖
+ β‖mh‖2L∞‖dH‖‖dm‖+ βµ0‖mh‖L∞‖Hh‖L∞‖‖dH‖‖dm‖
+ βµ0‖Hh‖L∞‖ div dH‖‖dm‖1,h‖dm‖+ βµ0‖Hh‖L∞‖mh‖L∞‖dH‖‖dm‖

≤M0‖du‖(‖∇du‖+ (µ0 + 2)‖dm‖1,h) +M0
µ0

2
‖dm‖‖div dH‖

+ µ0M0‖dH‖‖dm‖1,h + βM2
0 ‖dm‖‖dm‖1,h + β(1 + 2µ0)M2

0 ‖dm‖‖dH‖
+ βM0(1 + µ0)‖dm‖‖dm‖1,h‖div dH‖

≤(
M2

0

2ε1
+
M2

0 (µ0 + 1)2

2ε2
)‖du‖2 + (

µ2
0M

2
0

2ε4
+
β2(1 + 2µ0)2M4

0

2ε6
)‖dH‖2

+ (
M2

0µ
2
0

8ε3
+
β2M4

0

2ε5
+

2β2M4
0 (1 + µ0)2

ε7
)‖dm‖2

+
ε1
2
‖∇du‖2 +

ε2 + ε4 + ε5
2

‖dm‖21,h +
ε3 + ε7

2
‖ div dH‖2 +

ε6
2
‖dm‖2.

Take εi > 0 (i = 1, 2, · · · , 7) with

ε1 ≤ η, ε6 ≤
2

τ
, ε2 + ε4 + ε5 ≤ 2σ, ε3 + ε7 ≤ 2σµ0,

then by the assumption (41) we get
dD1

dt
≤ CD1,

which, together with the Grönwall’s inequality, implies for any t ∈ (0, T ]

D1(t) ≤ D1(0)eCt.

Note that D1(0) = 0, therefore, we have

uh = u∗h, mh = m∗h.

The desired result follows. �

We are ready to show the existence and uniqueness of the solution for the semi-discrete
scheme (34).

Theorem 3.4. Given He ∈ H1(H(div)), the semi-discrete scheme (34) has at least one
solution. Furthermore, under Assumption I (34) admits a unique solution.

Proof. In view of Lemmas 3.1 and 3.3, we only need to prove that (34) and the auxiliary
problem (36) are equivalent.

Assume thatuh ∈ Ksh andmh ∈ V h solve (36). Then there exists a unique (Hh, ϕh) ∈
V h×Wh satisfying the sixth and seventh equations of (34). Let zh = Qch(uh×mh) and
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kh = curl hmh, it is easy to check that (zh,kh) is the unique solution of the fourth and
fifth equations of (34). The definition of Ksh implies uh satisfying the second equation of
(34). The inf-sup condition (12) implies that there exists a unique p̃h ∈ Lh such that p̃h,
uh,mh,Hh, and kh satisfy the first equation of (34). From the second equation of (36) it
is easy to see that the third equation of (34) holds.

It is obvious that the solution of (34) solves the auxiliary problem (36). �

Now we turn to the energy estimation of the semi-discrete scheme (34). Define the
energy Eh(t) of the semi-discrete scheme (34) at time t ∈ [0, T ] as

Eh(t) = ‖uh(·, t)‖2 + ‖mh(·, t)‖2 + µ0‖Hh(·, t)‖2.

Since the semi-discrete scheme (34) inherits the structure of the weak formulation (5), by
a similar proof as that of Theorem 2.2 we obtain the following energy estimate.

Theorem 3.5. Given He ∈ H1(H(div)), let uh ∈ C1(Sh), mh ∈ C1(V h), Hh ∈
C0(V h), p̃h ∈ C0(Lh), zh ∈ C0(Uh), and kh ∈ C0(Uh) solve the the semi-discrete
scheme (34). Then the energy inequality

Eh(t) + C1

∫ t

0

Fh(s) ds ≤ Eh(0) + C2

∫ t

0

(
‖He(·, s)‖2H(div) + ‖∂tHe(·, s)‖2

)
ds

holds for all t ∈ [0, T ], where C1 and C2 are positive constants depending only on the data
η, µ0, χ0, τ, β, σ and Ω, and the dissipated energy Fh(t) is given by

Fh(t) := 2

(
η‖∇uh‖2 + σ(1 + µ0)‖divmh‖2 + σ‖kh‖2 +

1

τ
‖mh‖2

+
2

τ
[µ0(1 + χ0) + χ0] ‖Hh‖2 + µ0β‖mh ×Hh‖2

)
.

3.2. Error analysis. We first make the following regularity assumptions for the solution
(u, p̃,m, z, k,H , ϕ) of the weak problem (5):

Assumption 3.6. Assume that u ∈ C1(S), p̃ ∈ C0(W ), m ∈ C1(V ), z ∈ C0(U),
k ∈ C0(U),H ∈ C0(V ), and ϕ ∈ C0(W ) solve (5) and satisfy u ∈ H l+2(Ω) ∩W 1,∞(Ω), ∂tu ∈ S ∩H l+2(Ω), p̃ ∈ H l+1(Ω),
m, H ∈ H l+1(Ω) ∩W 1,∞(Ω), ∂tm ∈ V ∩H l+1(Ω), divm, divH ∈ H l+1(Ω),
k ∈ H l+1(Ω) ∩ L∞(Ω), z ∈ H l+1(Ω), curlk, curl z ∈ H l+1(Ω).

To derive error estimates for the semi-discrete formulation (34), we introduce some
notations:

ξu := πhu− uh, ξm := Idhm−mh, ξz := Ichz − zh,

ξk := Ichk − kh, ξH := IdhH −Hh, ξp := Qhp̃− p̃h,

θu := πhu− u, θm := Idhm−m, θz := Ichz − z,

θk := Ichk − k, θH := IdhH −H, θp := Qhp̃− p̃.

Here we recall that πh : H1
0 (Ω) → Σh is the standard Lagrange interpolation operator,

Qh : W → Wh is the L2 orthogonal projection operator, and Ich : U → Uh and
Idh : V → V h are the quasi-interpolation operators defined in (26)-(27). Thus, under
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Assumption (3.6) the following interpolation error estimates hold:

(45)


‖θu‖+ h‖∇θu‖ . hl+2‖u‖l+2, ‖θp‖ . hl+1‖p̃‖l+1,
‖θm‖+ ‖ div θm‖ . hl+1(‖m‖l+1 + ‖ divm‖l+1),
‖θH‖+ ‖ div θH‖ . hl+1(‖H‖l+1 + ‖divH‖l+1),
‖θz‖+ ‖curl θz‖ . hl+1(‖z‖l+1 + ‖curl z‖l+1),
‖θk‖+ ‖curl θk‖ . hl+1(‖k‖l+1 + ‖curlk‖l+1).

In view of the above estimates, we note that in the sequel the hidden constant factorC in all
the estimates may depend on the regularity terms ‖u‖l+2, ‖p̃‖l+1, ‖m‖l+1, ‖ divm‖l+1,
‖H‖l+1, ‖ divH‖l+1, ‖z‖l+1, ‖curl z‖l+1, ‖k‖l+1, ‖curlk‖l+1.

Taking the test functions of the first and third equations of (5) in the finite element
spaces Sh and V h, respectively, and subtracting the first and third equations in (34) from
the resultant equations, respectively, we get the following equations of the qualities ξ and
θ:

(∂tξu,vh) + η(∇ξu,∇vh)− (ξp,div vh)

(46)

=f1(vh) + f2(vh)− f3(vh) + (∂tθu,v) + η(∇θu,∇v)− (θp,div vh), ∀vh ∈ Sh,

(∂tξm,F h)− 1

2
(curl ξz,F h) + σ(curl ξk,F h) +

1

τ
(ξm,F h)(47)

+ σ(div ξm,divF h)− χ0

τ
(ξH ,F h)

=
1

τ
(ηm,F h)− χ0

τ
(θH ,F h) + (∂tθm,F h)− 1

2
(curl θz,F h)

+ σ(curl θk,F h)− f4(F h)− f5(F h)− f6(F h), ∀ F h ∈ V h,

where
f1(vh) = µ0b(vh;H,m)− µ0b(vh;Hh,mh),
f2(vh) = µ0

2 (vh × k,H)− µ0

2 (vh × kh,Hh),
f3(vh) = (u× curlu− uh × curluh,vh),
f4(F h) = b(u;m,F h)− b(uh;mh,F h),
f5(F h) = 1

2 (u× F h,k)− 1
2 (uh × F h,kh),

f6(F h) = β(m× (m×H)−mh × (mh ×Hh),F h).

Define

(48)



J1 := f1(ξu) + f2(ξu)− f3(ξu) + µ0f4(ξH) + µ0f5(ξH) + µ0f6(ξH),
J2 := −µ0

τ (θm, ξH) + µ0χ0

τ (θH , ξH)− µ0(∂tθm, ξH) + 1
2µ0(curl θz, ξH)

−σµ0(curl θk, ξH) + (∂tθu, ξu) + η(∇θu,∇ξu) + (p̃− p̃h,div ξu)
J3 := 1

τ (θm, ξm)− χ0

τ (θH , ξm)− (∂tθm, ξm)− 1
2 (curl θz, ξm)

+σ(curl θk, ξm) + σ(θk, ξk),
J4 := 1

2 (curl ξz, ξm)− f4(ξm)− f5(ξm)− f6(ξm).

We have the following identity of ξ and θ:

Lemma 3.7. We have
1

2

d

dt

(
‖ξu‖2 + µ0‖ξH‖2 + ‖ξm‖2

)
+ η‖∇ξu‖2 +

1

τ
(µ0(1 + χ0) + χ0)‖ξH‖2

+ σ‖ξk‖2 +
1

τ
‖ξm‖2 + σµ0‖div ξH‖2 + σ‖ div ξm‖2

=J1 + J2 + J3 + J4.
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Proof. Taking vh = ξu ∈ Sh in (46) and F h = ξH ∈ V h in (47), we obtain
1

2

d

dt
‖ξu‖2 + η‖∇ξu‖2

=f1(ξu) + f2(ξu)− f3(ξu) + (∂tθu, ξu) + η(∇θu,∇ξu) + (p̃− p̃h,div ξu)
(49)

and

(∂tξm, ξH) + σ(div ξm,div ξH) +
1

τ
(ξm, ξH)− χ0

τ
‖ξH‖2

=
1

τ
(θm, ξH)− χ0

τ
(θH , ξH) + (∂tθm, ξH)− 1

2
(curl θz, ξH) + σ(curl θk, ξH)

− f4(ξH)− f5(ξH)− f6(ξH).

(50)

Multiplying−µ0 to the two sides of (50) and adding the resultant equation to (49), we have
1

2

d

dt
‖ξu‖2 + η‖∇ξu‖2 +

µ0χ0

τ
‖ξH‖2 − µ0(∂tξm, ξH)

−σµ0(div ξm,div ξH)− µ0

τ
(ξm, ξH) = J1 + J2.

(51)

From the last equations of (1) and (34), we get

divH + divm = −divHe,

divHh + divmh = −Qh divHe.

Therefore, we have

(52) div ξH + div ξm = −(I −Qh) divHe + div θH + div θm.

The sixth equations of (5) and (34) and the first item of Lemma 2.3 imply ξH ∈ Kdh. Thus,
there exists φh ∈ Wh such that ξH = grad hφh. Test (52) with φh, use integration by part
and the fact that there exists ψh ∈ V h such that φh = divψh, then we obtain

(53) ‖ξH‖2 + (ξm, ξH) = 0.

Differentiating (52) with respect to t, testing the resultant equation by φh and using inte-
gration by part, we have

(54) (∂tξm, ξH) = −1

2

d

dt
‖ξH‖2.

Finally, take F h = ξm ∈ V h in (47), use (53) and the fact that (curl ξk, ξm) = ‖ξk‖2−
(θk, ξk), then we get

1

2

d

dt
‖ξm‖2 + σ‖ξk‖2 + σ‖div ξm‖2 +

1

τ
‖ξm‖2 +

χ0

τ
‖ξH‖2 = J3 + J4.(55)

Adding (51) to (55) yields the desired result. �

Lemmas 3.8-3.11 are devoted to the estimation of of Ji (i = 1, 2, 3, 4).

Lemma 3.8. Under Assumption 3.6, we have

J2 . h
l+1 (‖ξH‖+ h‖ξu‖+ ‖∇ξu‖+ ‖ξp‖) ,

J3 . h
l+1 (‖ξm‖+ ‖ξk‖) .

Proof. Note that

(p̃− p̃h,div ξu) = −(θp,div ξu) + (ξp,div ξu).

Using the fact that (ξp,divuh) = (ξp,divu) = 0, we have

(p̃− p̃h,div ξu) = −(θp,div ξu) + (ξp,div θu).
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Then the desired results follow from the definitions of J2 and J3 in (48), the properties
of the classical interpolation operator πh, Lemma 2.3 and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality.

�

To estimate J1 and J4, we need some inequalities about ξH , ξm and θH .

Lemma 3.9. Under Assumption 3.6, we have

‖ξH × ξm‖ . ‖ div ξH‖(hl+1 + ‖ξk‖+ ‖ div ξm‖),

‖ξm × θm‖ . hl+1/2(hl+1 + ‖ξk‖+ ‖ div ξm‖),

‖ξm × θH‖ . hl+1/2(hl+1 + ‖ξk‖+ ‖ div ξm‖).

Proof. The sixth equation of (34) implies that

curl hHh = 0,

which, together with the fact that curlH = 0, gives

curl hξH = curl h(IdhH)− curl hHh = QchcurlH = 0.

This means ξH ∈ Kdh. The Hölder inequality and Lemma 2.11 indicate

(56) ‖ξH × ξm‖ . ‖ div ξH‖(‖curl hξm‖+ ‖ div ξm‖).

The inverse inequality and Lemma 2.9 imply

‖ξm × θm‖ ≤ ‖ξm‖L∞‖θm‖ . h−1/2‖ξm‖L6‖θm‖(57)

. hl+1/2‖m‖l+1(‖curl hξm‖+ ‖ div ξm‖)

and

‖ξm × θH‖ ≤ ‖ξm‖∞‖θH‖ . h−1/2‖ξm‖L6‖θH‖

. hl+1/2‖H‖l+1(‖curl hξm‖+ ‖ div ξm‖).
(58)

The fifth equation of (34) yields

kh = curl hmh,

which, together with the fact that k = curlm, leads to

‖curl hξm‖ = ‖Qchk − kh‖ ≤ ‖Qch(I − Ich)k‖+ ‖ξk‖ . hl+1‖k‖l+1 + ‖ξk‖.

Combining this inequality with the estimates (56)-(58) gives the desired results. �

Lemma 3.10. Under Assumption 3.6, we have

J1 +
β

4
‖mh × ξH‖2 . hl+1‖ξu‖+ hl+1(‖ξH‖+ ‖ div ξH‖)

+ hl+1/2‖ξk‖‖∇ξu‖+ hl+1/2‖ξH‖‖∇ξu‖+ h2(l+1)

+ h2l+1(hl+1 + ‖ξk‖+ ‖ div ξm‖)2 + ‖ξu‖‖ξm‖div

+ ‖ξm‖div‖ div ξH‖+ ‖ξu‖‖ξk‖+ ‖ξH‖‖ξk‖
+ ‖∇ξu‖‖ξu‖+ ‖ξH‖‖ξm‖+ ‖ξm‖2.
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Proof. For the terms f1(ξu) and f4(ξH), we get

|f1(ξu) + µ0f4(ξH)|

≤µ0|b(ξu; θH ,m)|+ µ0|b(ξu; IdhH, θm)|+ µ0|b(ξu; IdhH, ξm)|
+ µ0|b(θu;m, ξH)|+ µ0|b(πhu; θm, ξH)|+ µ0|b(πhu; ξm, ξH)|
≤‖divm‖L∞‖ξu‖‖θH‖div + ‖ξu‖‖H‖1,∞‖θm‖div + ‖H‖1,∞‖ξu‖‖ξm‖div

+ ‖m‖1,∞‖ξH‖div‖θu‖+ ‖πhu‖L∞‖ξH‖div‖θm‖div + ‖πhu‖L∞‖ξm‖div‖ξH‖div

.(‖ divm‖L∞‖divH‖l+1 + ‖H‖1,∞‖ divm‖l+1)hl+1‖ξu‖

+ (h‖m‖1,∞‖u‖l+2 + ‖u‖L∞‖ divm‖l+1)hl+1‖ div ξH‖+ ‖H‖1,∞‖ξu‖‖ξm‖div

+ ‖u‖L∞‖ξm‖div‖div ξH‖,

where in the last inequality we have used the fact that ξH ∈ Kdh and ‖ξH‖div . ‖ div ξH‖.
For the terms f2(ξu) and f5(ξH), we have

f2(ξu) + µ0f5(ξH)

=− µ0

2
(ξu × θk,H) +

µ0

2
(ξu × ξk,H) +

µ0

2
(ξu × ξk, θH)

− µ0

2
(ξu × k, θH)− µ0

2
(θu × ξH ,k) +

µ0

2
(ξu × ξH , θk)

− µ0

2
(πhu× ξH , θk) +

µ0

2
(πhu× ξH , ξk)

.‖H‖L∞‖ξu‖‖θk‖+ ‖H‖L∞‖ξu‖‖ξk‖+ ‖ξu‖L6‖ξk‖L3‖θH‖
+ ‖k‖L∞‖ξu‖‖θH‖+ ‖k‖L∞‖ξH‖‖θu‖+ ‖ξu‖L6‖ξH‖L3‖θk‖
+ ‖u‖L∞‖ξH‖‖θk‖+ ‖u‖L∞‖ξH‖‖ξk‖

.(‖k‖L∞‖H‖l+1 + ‖H‖L∞‖k‖l+1)hl+1‖ξu‖+ (h‖k‖L∞‖u‖l+2 + ‖u‖L∞‖k‖l+1)hl+1‖ξH‖

+ ‖H‖l+1h
l+1/2‖ξk‖‖∇ξu‖+ ‖k‖l+1h

l+1/2‖ξH‖‖∇ξu‖+ ‖H‖L∞‖ξu‖‖ξk‖+ ‖u‖L∞‖ξH‖‖ξk‖,

where in the last inequality, we have used the fact H1(Ω) ↪→ L6(Ω) and the inverse
inequality ‖ξk‖L3 . h−1/2‖ξk‖.

For the term f3(ξu), it holds

f3(ξu) =− (θu × curlu, ξu)− (πhu× curl θu, ξu) + (πhu× curl ξu, ξu)

.‖u‖1,∞‖θu‖ξu‖+ ‖u‖L∞‖θu‖1‖ξu‖+ ‖u‖∞‖∇ξu‖‖ξu‖

.(h‖u‖1,∞‖u‖l+2 + ‖u‖L∞‖u‖l+2)hl+1‖ξu‖+ ‖u‖L∞‖∇ξu‖‖ξu‖.
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For the term f6(ξH), it holds

f6(ξH) =β {(θm × ξH ,m×H) + (ξH × ξm,m×H)− (ξH ×mh, θm ×H))

+ (ξH ×mh, ξm ×H) + (ξH ×mh,mh × θH)− ‖mh × ξH‖2
}

≤β {‖m×H‖L∞‖θm‖‖ξH‖+ ‖m×H‖L∞‖ξH‖‖ξm‖+ ‖ξH ×mh‖‖θm ×H‖
+ ‖ξH ×mh‖‖ξm ×H‖+ ‖ξH ×mh‖‖mh × θH‖ − ‖mh × ξH‖2

}
≤β
{
‖m×H‖L∞‖θm‖‖ξH‖+ ‖m×H‖L∞‖ξH‖‖ξm‖+

1

4
‖mh × ξH‖2

+ ‖θm ×H‖2 +
1

4
‖ξH ×mh‖2 + ‖ξm ×H‖2 +

1

4
‖ξH ×mh‖2

+‖mh × θH‖2 − ‖mh × ξH‖2
}

≤β
{
‖m×H‖L∞‖θm‖‖ξH‖+ ‖m×H‖L∞‖ξH‖‖ξm‖+ ‖θm ×H‖2

+‖ξm ×H‖2 + 2‖ξm × θH‖2 + 2‖Idhm× θH‖2 −
1

4
‖mh × ξH‖2

}
,

which, together with Lemma 3.9, gives

f6(ξH) +
β

4
‖mh × ξH‖2 .‖m×H‖L∞‖m‖l+1h

l+1‖ξH‖+ ‖m×H‖L∞‖ξH‖‖ξm‖

+ (‖H‖2L∞‖m‖2l+1 + ‖m‖2L∞‖H‖2l+1)h2(l+1) + ‖H‖2L∞‖ξm‖2

+ ‖H‖l+1h
2l+1(hl+1‖k‖l+1 + ‖ξk‖+ ‖div ξm‖)2.

Finally, the desired result follows from the above obtained estimates and the definition
of J1. �

For the term J4, we have the following conclusion.

Lemma 3.11. Under Assumption 3.6, we have

J4 −
β

4
‖mh × ξH‖2 . hl+1‖ξk‖+ hl+1‖ξm‖div + hl+1‖ξz‖

+ hl+1/2‖∇ξu‖(‖ξk‖+ ‖ξm‖div)

+ h2l+1(hl+1 + ‖ξk‖+ ‖div ξm‖)2

+ h2l+3/2(hl+1 + ‖ξk‖+ ‖div ξm‖)

+ hl+1/2‖ξm‖(hl+1 + ‖ξk‖+ ‖div ξm‖)
+ ‖ξu‖‖ξk‖+ ‖ξu‖‖ξm‖div + ‖ξm‖2.

Proof. The fifth equations of (5) and (34) imply that

(ξk,κ) = (ξm, curlκ) + (θk,κ) ∀ κ ∈ Uh.

Taking κ = ξz ∈ Uh in this equation, we have

(curl ξz, ξm) = (ξk, ξz)− (θk, ξz).

The fourth equations of (5) and (34) indicate that

(ξz, ζ) = (u×m− uh ×mh, ζ) + (θz, ζ) ∀ ζ ∈ Uh.
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Taking ζ = ξk ∈ Uh in this relation, we get

(curl ξz, ξm) = (u×m− uh ×mh, ξk) + (θz, ξk)− (θz, ξz)

= −(θu ×m, ξk) + (ξu ×m, ξk) + (ξu × θm, ξk)− (πhu× θm, ξk)

− (ξu × ξm, ξk) + (πhu× ξm, ξk) + (θz, ξk)− (θz, ξz),

which, together with the fact that

f5(ξm) =− 1

2
(θu × ξm,k) +

1

2
(ξu × ξm,k) +

1

2
(ξu × ξm, θk)− 1

2
(πhu× ξm, ηk)

− 1

2
(ξu × ξm, ξk) +

1

2
(πhu× ξm, ξk),

yields
1

2
(curl ξz, ξm)− f5(ξm)

=− 1

2
(θu ×m, ξk) +

1

2
(ξu ×m, ξk) +

1

2
(ξu × θm, ξk)

− 1

2
(πhu× θm, ξk)− 1

2
(θu × ξm,k) +

1

2
(ξu × ξm,k)

+
1

2
(ξu × ξm, θk)− 1

2
(πhu× ξm, θk) +

1

2
(θz, ξk)− 1

2
(θz, ξz)

.‖m‖L∞‖θu‖‖ξk‖+ ‖m‖L∞‖ξu‖‖ξk‖+ ‖ξu‖L6‖ξk‖L3‖θm‖
+ ‖u‖L∞‖θm‖‖ξk‖+ ‖k‖L∞‖θu‖‖ξm‖+ ‖k‖L∞‖ξu‖‖ξm‖
+ ‖ξu‖L6‖ξm‖L3‖θk‖+ ‖u‖L∞‖ξm‖‖θk‖+ ‖θz‖‖ξk‖+ ‖θz‖‖ξz‖

.hl+1(‖ξk‖+ ‖ξm‖+ ‖ξz‖) + hl+1/2‖∇ξu‖(‖ξk‖+ ‖ξm‖) + ‖ξu‖(‖ξk‖+ ‖ξm‖).

For the term f4(ξm), we have

f4(ξm) = −b(θu;m, ξm) + b(ξu;m, ξm) + b(ξu; θm, ξm)− b(πhu; θm, ξm)

. ‖m‖1,∞‖θu‖‖ξm‖div + ‖m‖1,∞‖ξu‖‖ξm‖div

+ ‖ξu‖L∞‖θm‖div‖ξm‖div + ‖u‖L∞‖θm‖div‖ξm‖div

. hl+1‖ξm‖div + hl+1/2‖∇ξu‖‖ξm‖div + ‖ξu‖‖ξm‖div,

where in the last inequality, we have used the inverse inequality ‖ξu‖L∞ . h−1/2‖ξu‖L6

and the inclusion result H1(Ω) ↪→ L6(Ω).
For the term f6(ξm), we have

f6(ξm) =β
{

(θm × ξm,m×H) + (Idhm× ξm, θm ×H) + (ξm × Idhm, ξm ×H)

+ (ξm × θm, ξm × θH)− (ξm × θm, Idhm× θH) + (ξm × Idhm, ξm × θH)

−(ξm × Idhm, Idhm× θH) + (ξm × θm,mh × ξH)
}

≤β
{
‖m×H‖L∞‖θm‖‖ξm‖+ ‖m‖L∞‖H‖L∞‖ξm‖‖θm‖+ ‖m‖L∞‖H‖L∞‖ξm‖2

+ ‖ξm × θm‖‖ξm × θH‖+ ‖m‖L∞‖ξm × θm‖‖θH‖+ ‖m‖L∞‖ξm‖‖ξm × θH‖
+‖m‖2L∞‖ξm‖‖θH‖+ ‖ξm × θm‖‖mh × ξH‖

}
≤β
{
‖m×H‖L∞‖θm‖‖ξm‖+ ‖m‖L∞‖H‖L∞‖ξm‖‖θm‖+ ‖m‖L∞‖H‖L∞‖ξm‖2

+ ‖ξm × θm‖‖ξm × θH‖+ ‖m‖L∞‖ξm × θm‖‖θH‖+ ‖m‖L∞‖ξm‖‖ξm × θH‖

+‖m‖2L∞‖ξm‖‖θH‖+ ‖ξm × θm‖2 +
1

4
‖mh × ξH‖2

}
,
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which, together with Lemma 3.9, means that

f6(ξm)− β

4
‖mh × ξH‖2 . hl+1‖ξm‖+ ‖ξm‖2 + h2l+1(hl+1 + ‖ξk‖+ ‖ div ξm‖)2

+ h2l+3/2(hl+1 + ‖ξk‖+ ‖div ξm‖)

+ hl+1/2‖ξm‖(hl+1 + ‖ξk‖+ ‖div ξm‖)

+ h2l+1(hl+1 + ‖ξk‖+ ‖div ξm‖)2.

Combining all the above estimates gives the desired result. �

Lemma 3.12. Under Assumption 3.6, we have

‖ξz‖ . hl+1 + hl+1/2‖∇ξu‖+ ‖ξu‖.

Proof. The fourth equations of (5) and (34) imply that

(ξz, ζh) = (u×m− uh ×mh, ζh) + (θz, ζh) ∀ ζh ∈ Uh.

Taking ζh = ξz ∈ Uh in the above equation, we have

‖ξz‖2 =(u×m− uh ×mh, ξz) + (θz, ξz)

=− (θu ×m, ξz) + (ξu ×m, ξz) + (ξu × θm, ξz)− (πhu× θm, ξz) + (θz, ξz)

≤‖m‖L∞‖θu‖‖ξz‖+ ‖m‖L∞‖ξu‖‖ξz‖+ ‖ξu‖L∞‖θm‖‖ξz‖
+ ‖πhu‖L∞‖θm‖‖ξz‖+ ‖θz‖‖ξz‖

.hl+1‖ξz‖+ hl+1/2‖∇ξu‖‖ξz‖+ ‖ξu‖‖ξz‖,

where in the last inequality, we have used Lemma 2.9 and the estimate of ‖curl hξm‖ in
the proof of Lemma 3.9. Then the desired result follows by cancelling ‖ξz‖ from the above
inequality. �

Lemma 3.13. Under Assumption 3.6, for any t ∈ (0, T ] we have∫ t

0

‖ξp‖ dt . ‖ξu‖+ thl+2 + hl+1 + hl+1

∫ t

0

‖∇ξu‖ dt+ hl+1/2

∫ t

0

‖ξk‖ dt

+

∫ t

0

‖ div ξH‖ dt+ ‖divHh‖L∞(L3)

∫ t

0

‖ξm‖dt+

∫ t

0

‖ξk‖ dt

+

∫ t

0

‖∇ξu‖ dt+

∫ t

0

(
‖∇ξu‖2 + ‖ξk‖‖div ξH‖

)
dt.

Proof. The inf-sup condition (12) and equation (46) imply that for any 0 ≤ t ≤ T ,∫ t

0

‖ξp‖ dt . sup
vh∈Sh

∫ t

0

(ξp,∇ · vh)

‖vh‖1
dt

. ‖ξu(·, t)‖+

∫ t

0

‖∇ξu‖dt+ hl+2

∫ t

0

‖∂tu‖l+2 dt

+ hl+1

∫ t

0

‖u‖l+2 dt+ hl+1

∫ t

0

‖p̃‖l+1 dt+ T1

with

T1 := sup
vh∈Sh

∫ t

0

|f1(vh) + f2(vh)− f3(vh)|
‖vh‖1

dt,

where f1(vh), f2(vh) and f3(vh) are as same as those in (46).
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For any vh ∈ Sh, we have

|f1(vh)| =µ0|b(vh; ξH ,m)− b(vh; θH ,m)− b(vh;Hh, θm) + b(vh;Hh, ξm)|
.‖m‖1,∞‖vh‖‖ξH‖div + ‖m‖1,∞‖vh‖‖θH‖div

+ ‖vh‖L6‖ divHh‖L3‖θm‖div + ‖vh‖L6‖divHh‖L3‖ξm‖div

.‖vh‖‖ξH‖div + hl+1‖vh‖+ ‖∇vh‖‖divHh‖L3(hl+1 + ‖ξm‖),

|f2(vh)| =µ0

2
|(vh × ξk,H)− (vh × θk,H) + (vh × ξk, θH)

−(vh × Ichk, θH)− (vh × ξk, ξH) + (vh × Ichk, ξH)|
.‖H‖L∞‖vh‖‖ξk‖+ ‖H‖L∞‖vh‖‖θk‖+ ‖vh‖L6‖ξk‖L3‖θH‖

+ ‖Ichk‖L∞‖vh‖‖θH‖+ ‖vh‖L6‖ξH‖L3‖ξk‖+ ‖vh‖‖Ichk‖L∞‖ξH‖

.‖vh‖‖ξk‖+ hl+1‖vh‖+ ‖ξk‖‖∇vh‖(hl+1/2 + ‖div ξH‖) + ‖vh‖‖ξH‖,
and

|f3(vh)| = |(ξu × curlu,vh)− (θu × curlu,vh) + (ξu × curl θu,vh)

−(πhu× curl θu,vh)− (ξu × curl ξu,vh) + (πhu× curl ξu,vh)|
.‖u‖1,∞‖ξu‖‖vh‖+ ‖u‖1,∞‖θu‖‖vh‖+ ‖∇ξu‖‖θu‖1‖∇vh‖

+ ‖u‖1,∞‖vh‖‖θu‖1 + ‖∇vh‖‖∇ξu‖2 + ‖u‖1,∞‖∇ξu‖‖vh‖

.‖ξu‖‖vh‖+ hl+2‖vh‖+ hl+1‖∇ξu‖‖vh‖

+ hl+1‖vh‖+ ‖∇vh‖‖∇ξu‖2 + ‖∇ξu‖‖vh‖.
As a result, the desired result follows. �

Denote
Eh(t) := ‖ξu(·, t)‖2 + ‖ξH(·, t)‖2 + ‖ξm(·, t)‖2

and
Fh(t) := ‖∇ξu(·, t)‖2 + ‖ξk(·, t)‖2 + ‖ξH(·, t)‖2div + ‖ξm(·, t)‖2div.

We have the following Lemma.

Lemma 3.14. Under Assumption 3.6 and the condition ‖ divHh‖L∞(L3) ≤ C, for any
t ∈ [0, T ] we have ∫ t

0

(
Eh(r) +

∫ r

0

Fh(s) ds

)
dr . h2(l+1).

Proof. By Lemmas 3.7, 3.8, 3.10 and 3.11, we have
1

2

d

dt

(
‖ξu‖2 + µ0‖ξH‖2 + ‖ξm‖2

)
+ η‖∇ξu‖2 +

1

τ
(µ0(1 + χ0) + χ0)‖ξH‖2

+ σ‖ξk‖2 +
1

τ
‖ξm‖2 + σµ0‖div ξH‖2 + σ‖ div ξm‖2

.hl+1T1 + hl+1/2T2 + T3,

(59)

with

T1 := ‖∇ξu‖+ ‖ξH‖div + ‖ξm‖div + ‖ξk‖+ ‖ξz‖+ ‖ξp‖,
T2 := ‖∇ξu‖(‖ξk‖+ ‖ξH‖+ ‖ξm‖div) + ‖ξm‖(‖ξk‖+ ‖ div ξm‖),
T3 := ‖ξu‖(‖ξk‖+ ‖ξm‖div + ‖∇ξu‖) + ‖ξm‖div‖ div ξH‖+ ‖ξH‖‖ξk‖

+ ‖ξm‖2 + ‖ξm‖‖ξH‖.
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For any t ∈ [0, T ], using Lemmas 3.12 and 3.13, we get∫ t

0

T1 dt . hl+1 + ‖ξu‖+

∫ t

0

(‖ξH‖div + ‖ξm‖div + ‖∇ξu‖+ ‖ξk‖) dt

+

∫ t

0

(‖∇ξu‖2 + ‖ξk‖‖div ξH‖) dt.

Then, integrate (59) on the interval (0, t), and we obtain

Eh(t) +

∫ t

0

Fh(r) dr = hl+1

∫ t

0

T1 dt+ hl+1/2

∫ t

0

T2 dt+

∫ t

0

T3 dt

. h2(l+1) + hl+1E
1/2
h (t) +

∫ t

0

E
1/2
h (r)F

1/2
h (r) dr

. h2(l+1) + hl+1

(
Eh(t) +

∫ t

0

F(r) dr

)1/2

+

(∫ t

0

(
Eh(r) +

∫ r

0

Fh(s) ds

))1/2(
Eh(t) +

∫ t

0

Fh(r) dr

)1/2

,

which shows

Eh(t) +

∫ t

0

Fh(r) dr . h2(l+1) +

∫ t

0

(Eh(r) +

∫ r

0

Fh(l) dl) dr.

Integrating this inequality on the interval (0, t̄) for any t̄ ∈ [0, T ] yields∫ t̄

0

(
Eh(t) +

∫ t

0

Fh(r) dr

)
dt . t̄2h2(l+1)+

∫ t̄

0

[∫ t

0

(
Eh(r) +

∫ r

0

Fh(s) ds

)
dr

]
dt,

which, together with the Gronwall’s inequality [29, Theorem 1.2.2], implies the desired
result. �

Define the errors

err1(t) := ‖u(·, t)− uh(·, t)‖2 + ‖m(·, t)−mh(·, t)‖2 + ‖H(·, t)−Hh(·, t)‖2

and

err2(t) := ‖∇(u− uh)(·, t)‖2 + ‖div(m−mh)(·, t)‖2 + ‖ div(H −Hh)(·, t)‖2.
We finish this section by giving the following error estimates for the semi-discrete scheme
(34):

Theorem 3.15. Under Assumption 3.6 and the condition ‖divHh‖L∞(L3) ≤ C, for any
t ∈ [0, T ] we have ∫ t

0

(
err1(s) +

∫ s

0

err2(r) dr

)
ds . h2(l+1),∫ t

0

‖p̃(·, s)− p̃h(·, s)‖2 ds . h2(l+1).

Proof. For any s ∈ [0, t], the triangular inequality implies

err1(s) . ‖θu(·, s)‖2 + ‖θm(·, s)‖2 + ‖θH(·, s)‖2 + E(s),

err2(s) . ‖∇θu(·, s)‖2 + ‖ div θm(·, s)‖2 + ‖ div θH(·, s)‖2

+ ‖∇ξu(·, s)‖2 + ‖ div ξm(·, s)‖2 + ‖ div ξH(·, s)‖2,
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and
‖p̃(·, s)− p̃h(·, s)‖ ≤ ‖θp(·, s)‖+ ‖ξp(·, s)‖.

Then Lemmas 3.13 and 3.14 yield the desired results. �

4. FULLY DISCRETE FINITE ELEMENT SCHEME

In this section, we give a fully discrete scheme for the ferrofluid model (1), based on
the semi-discretization (34). We will prove that this full-discretization also preserves the
energy exactly and has optimal convergence.

4.1. Full discretization. For any positive integer N , let

J∆t = {tn : tn = n∆t, 0 ≤ n ≤ N}

be a uniform partition of the time interval [0, T ] with the time step size ∆t = T/N .
For any 1 ≤ n ≤ N , we denote by In the interval (tn−1, tn) and by vn the numerical
approximation of v(tn) for any quantity v(t) (both scalar or vector). We also set

δtv
n :=

vn − vn−1

∆t
.

Then the fully discrete scheme of the ferrofluid flow model (1) reads as: Given un−1
h ∈ Sh

and mn−1
h ∈ V h for n = 1, 2, · · · , find unh ∈ Sh, p̃nh ∈ Lh, mn

h ∈ V h, znh ∈ Uh,
knh ∈ Uh,Hn

h ∈ V h, and ϕnh ∈Wh such that
(60)

(δtu
n
h,vh)− (unh × curlunh,vh) + η(∇unh,∇vh)

−(p̃nh,div vh)− µ0b(vh;Hn
h,m

n
h)− µ0

2 (vh × knh,H
n
h) = 0 ∀ vh ∈ Sh,

(divunh, qh) = 0 ∀ qh ∈ Lh,
(δtm

n
h,F h) + b(unh;mn

h,F h) + 1
2 (unh × F h,k

n
h) + 1

τ (mn
h,F h)

− 1
2 (curl znh,F h) + σ(curlknh,F h) + σ(divmn

h,divF h)
−χ0

τ (Hn
h,F h) + β(mn

h × (mn
h ×Hn

h ),F h) = 0 ∀ F h ∈ V h,
(znh, ζh)− (unh ×mn

h, ζh) = 0 ∀ ζh ∈ Uh,
(knh,κh)− (mn

h, curlκh) = 0 ∀ κh ∈ Uh,
(Hn

h,Gh) + (ϕnh,divGh) = 0 ∀Gh ∈ V h,
(divHn

h + divmn
h, rh) + (divHn

e , rh) = 0 ∀ rh ∈Wh.

In the rest of this subsection, we will focus on the solvability of the scheme (60). Denote

Vh := Ksh × V h × Kdh, Wh := Ksh × V h ×Wh,

and define a functional A(·, ·) : Vh ×Wh → R by

A(Unh ,Vh) := (unh,vh) + µ0(mn
h,F h)− ∆t(unh × curlunh,vh) + ∆tη(∇unh,∇vh)

− ∆tµ0b(vh;Hn
h,m

n
h)− µ0 ∆t

2
(vh × curl hm

n
h,H

n
h) + ∆tµ0b(u

n
h;mn

h,F h)

+
µ0 ∆t

2
(unh × F h, curl hm

n
h)− µ0 ∆t

2
(unh ×mn

h, curl hF h) +
µ0 ∆t

τ
(mn

h,F h)

+ σµ0 ∆t(curl hm
n
h, curl hF ) + µ0σ∆t(divmn

h,divF h) + µ0 ∆t(divHn
h, φh)

− µ0χ0 ∆t

τ
(Hn

h,F h) + βµ0 ∆t(mn
h × (mn

h ×H
n
h),F h) + µ0 ∆t(divmn

h, φh),

with
Unh = (unh,m

n
h,H

n
h) ∈ Vh, Vh = (vh,F h, φh) ∈Wh.
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Define the norms ‖ · ‖V and ‖ · ‖W on Vh and Wh, respectively as follows:

‖Uh‖2V := ‖uh‖2 + ∆tη‖∇uh‖2 +
µ0 ∆t(2 + χ0)

τ
‖Hh‖2 + µ0σ∆t‖ divHh‖2

+
µ0 ∆t

τ
‖mh‖2 + µ0σ∆t‖curl hmh‖2 + µ0σ∆t‖divmh‖2,

‖Vh‖2W := ‖vh‖2 + ∆tη‖∇vh‖2 + ∆t‖F h‖2 + ∆t‖curl hF h‖2 + ∆t‖ divF h)‖2 + ∆t‖φh‖2.

Introduce an auxiliary problem: Find Unh = (unh,m
n
h,H

n
h) ∈ Sh × V h × Kdh and

p̃nh ∈ Lh such that
(61){
A(Unh ,Vh) + ∆t(p̃nh,div vh) = l(Vh) ∀ Vh = (vh,F h, φh) ∈ Sh × V h ×Wh,
(divunh, qh) = 0 ∀ qh ∈ Lh,

with
l(Vh) := (un−1

h ,vh) + µ0(mn−1
h ,F h)− µ0 ∆t(Qh divHn

e , φh).

Remark 4.1. From the exact sequence (11) we know that divKdh = Wh and that for any
φh ∈ Wh, there exists a unique vh ∈ Kdh such that div vh = φh. Since div is a linear
operator, it holds dimKdh = dimWh. Therefore, the matrix representation of A in (61) is
a square matrix.

We have the following lemma.

Lemma 4.2. The full-discrete form (60) and the auxiliary problem (61) are equivalent in
the following sense:

• if unh ∈ Sh, p̃nh ∈ Lh,mn
h ∈ V h, znh ∈ Uh, knh ∈ Uh,Hn

h ∈ V h, and ϕnh ∈Wh

solve (60), then Unh = (unh,m
n
h,H

n
h) ∈ Vh and p̃nh ∈ Lh solve (61);

• if Unh = (unh,m
n
h,H

n
h) ∈ Vh and p̃nh ∈ Lh solve (61), then unh , p̃nh , mn

h , znh =
Qch(unh × mn

h), knh = curl hm
n
h , and a unique ϕnh ∈ Wh satisfying Hn

h =
grad hϕ

n
h solve (60).

Proof. We assume that unh ∈ Sh, p̃nh ∈ Lh, mn
h ∈ V h, znh ∈ Uh, knh ∈ Uh, Hn

h ∈ V h,
and ϕnh ∈Wh solve (60). The fourth, fifth and sixth equations of (60) imply that

knh = curl hH
n
h, znh = Qch(unh ×mn

h), Hn
h = grad hϕ

n
h ∈ Kdh.

Substitute them into the first and third equations of (60), then we get

(unh,vh)− ∆t(unh × curlunh,vh) + η∆t(∇unh,∇vh)
−∆t(p̃nh,div vh)− µ0 ∆tb(vh;Hn

h,m
n
h)

−µ0 ∆t
2 (vh × curl hm

n
h,H

n
h)− (un−1

h ,vh) = 0 ∀ vh ∈ Sh,

(mn
h,F h) + ∆tb(unh;mn

h,F h) + ∆t
2 (unh × F h, curl hm

n
h)

− ∆t
2 (unh ×mn

h, curl hF h) + σ∆t(curl hm
n
h, curl hF h)

+σ∆t(divmn
h,divF h) + ∆t

τ (mn
h,F h)− χ0 ∆t

τ (Hn
h,F h)

+β∆t(mn
h × (mn

h ×H
n
h),F h)− (mn−1

h ,F h) = 0 ∀ F h ∈ V h,

which, together with the last and second equations of (60), gives (61).
On the other hand, we assume that Unh = (unh,m

n
h,H

n
h) ∈ Vh and p̃nh ∈ Lh solve (61),

then it is easy to check that znh = Qch(unh×mn
h) and knh = curl hm

n
h satisfy the fourth and

fifth equations of (60). The definition of Kdh implies that there exists a unique ϕnh ∈ Wh

such that Hn
h = grad hϕ

n
h satisfying the sixth equation of (60). Taking Vh = (vh,0, 0) ∈

Wh, qh = 0 ∈ Lh and Vh = (0,0, 0) ∈ Wh, qh ∈ Lh in (61), respectively, we get the
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first and the second equations of (60). Taking Vh = (0,F h, 0) ∈ Wh, qh = 0 ∈ Lh in
(61), we get the third equation of (60). For any rh ∈ Wh, we take Vh = (0,0, rh) ∈Wh

in (61), we get the last equation of (60). �

In the following, we will prove that the auxiliary problem (61) has solutions, and then
Lemma 4.2 implies the full-discrete scheme (60) also has solutions.

We first show that the following inf-sup condition holds.

Lemma 4.3. We have

sup
Vh∈Wh

A(Uh,Vh)

‖|Vh‖|W
≥ α‖|Uh‖|V ∀ Uh = (uh,mh,Hh) ∈ Vh.

Proof. For any Uh = (uh,mh,Hh) ∈ Vh, taking Vh,1 = (uh,−Hh, 0) ∈ Wh and
using the fact that curl hHh = 0, we have

A(Uh,Vh,1) = ‖uh‖2 + ∆tη‖∇uh‖2 +
µ0χ0 ∆t

τ
‖Hh‖2 + βµ0 ∆t‖mh ×Hh‖2

− µ0σ∆t(divmh,divHh)− µ0(
∆t

τ
+ 1)(mh,Hh).

Taking Vh,2 = (0,mh, 0) ∈Wh, we get

A(Uh,Vh,2) = µ0σ∆t‖curl hmh‖2 + µ0σ∆t‖ divmh‖2 + µ0(
∆t

τ
+ 1)‖mh‖2

− µ0χ0 ∆t

τ
(mh,Hh).

Note that Hh ∈ Kdh implies that there exists ϕh ∈ Wh such that Hh = grad hϕh. Taking
Vh,3 = (0,0,−( (1+χ0)

τ + 1/∆t)ϕh + σ divHh) ∈Wh, we obtain

A(Uh,Vh,3) = (
µ0 ∆t(1 + χ0)

τ
+ µ0)‖Hh‖2 + µ0σ∆t(divHh,divmh)

+ (
µ0 ∆t(1 + χ0)

τ
+ µ0)(mh,Hh) + µ0σ∆t‖ divHh‖2

Let Vh = Vh,1 + Vh,2 + Vh,3 ∈Wh, then we have

A(Uh,Vh) = ‖uh‖2 + ∆tη‖∇uh‖2 + (
µ0 ∆t(1 + 2χ0)

τ
+ µ0)‖Hh‖2

+ µ0σ∆t‖divHh‖2 + (
µ0 ∆t

τ
+ 1)‖mh‖2 + µ0σ∆t‖curl hmh‖2

+ µ0σ∆t‖ divmh‖2 + βµ0 ∆t‖mh ×Hh‖2

≥ ‖|Uh‖|2V.

Using the fact that ‖ϕh‖ . ‖grad hϕh‖ = ‖Hh‖, we obtain

‖|Vh‖|2W = ‖uh‖2 + ∆tη‖∇uh‖2 + ∆t‖mh −Hh‖2 + ∆t‖curl h(mh −Hh)‖2

+ ∆t‖ div(mh −Hh)‖2 + ∆t‖((1 + χ0)/τ + 1/∆t)ϕh − σ divHh‖2

. ‖|Uh‖|2V.
Then the desired result follows. �

We define a linear operator Π : Vh →Wh by

ΠUh := (uh,mh −Hh,−
1 + χ0

τ
wh + σ divHh) ∈Wh
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for any Uh = (uh,mh,Hh) ∈ Vh, with wh ∈ Wh satisfying Hh = grad hwh. We have
the following properties of Π.

Lemma 4.4. The linear operator Π is surjective, and the adjoint operator Πᵀ of Π with
respect to the L2 inner product is injective.

Proof. For any Vh = (vh,F h, qh) ∈ Wh, there exist a unique pair wh ∈ Wh and Hh ∈
Kdh such that

Hh = grad hwh and qh = −1 + χ0

τ
wh + σ divHh,

sinceHh and wh solve the saddle point problem{
(Hh,Gh) + (wh,divGh) = 0 ∀Gh ∈ V h,

σ(divH, rh)− 1+χ0

τ (wh, rh) = (qh, rh) ∀ rh ∈Wh.

Therefore, choosing Uh = (vh,F h+Hh,Hh) ∈ Vh, we have ΠUh = Vh. The surjective
of Π implies that the adjoint operator Πᵀ of Π with respect to the L2 inner product is
injective. �

We define Ah : Vh →Wh as

(Ah(Uh),Vh) = A(Uh,Vh) ∀ Uh ∈ Vh, Vh ∈Wh.

The proof of Lemma 4.3 also implies that

(62) (Ah(Uh),ΠUh) ≥ α‖|Uh‖|2V, ‖|ΠUh‖|W . ‖|Uh‖|V, ∀ Uh ∈ Vh.

We consider the following problem: Find Unh ∈ Vh such that

(63) A(Unh ,Vh) = l(Vh) ∀ Vh ∈Wh.

Here l(Vh) is the same as in (61). The problem (63) is equivalent to the operator form

Ah(Unh ) = QW
h l,

where QW
h is the L2 projection operator to Wh. We have the following Lemma.

Lemma 4.5. The problem (63) has at least one solution Unh ∈ Vh.

Proof. Let Φ : Vh →Wh be defined as

Φ(Unh ) := Ah(Unh )−QW
h l.

Then, for any Unh ∈ Vh, we have

(ΠᵀΦ(Unh ),Unh ) = (Φ(Unh ),ΠUnh ) = (Ah(Unh ),ΠUnh )− l(ΠUnh )

≥ (α‖|Unh ‖|V − ‖|l‖|W)‖|Unh ‖|V.

Taking c = ‖|l‖|W/α, we get

(ΠᵀΦ(Unh ),Unh ) ≥ 0 ∀ Unh ∈ Vh with ‖|Unh ‖|V = c.

By [18, Chapter IV, Corollary 1.1], there exists an element Unh ∈ Vh such that

ΠᵀΦ(Unh ) = 0 with ‖|Unh ‖|V ≤ c.
The injective of the linear operator Πᵀ implies that

Φ(Unh ) = 0 with ‖|Unh ‖|V ≤ c.
This completes the proof. �

We are now at a position to state the following existence theorem.
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Theorem 4.6. The full-discrete scheme (60) has at lest one solution.

Proof. By Lemma 4.2, we only need to prove that (61) has at lest one solution Unh =
(unh,m

n
h,H

n
h) ∈ Vh and p̃nh ∈ Lh. From Lemma 4.5, let Unh be a solution of (63), and

we determine p̃nh ∈ Lh such that

∆t(p̃nh,div vh) = l(Vh)−A(Unh ,Vh) ∀ Vh ∈ Sh × Vh ×Wh.

The existence of p̃nh ∈ Lh is then guaranteed by the inf-sup condition (12). �

For the fully discrete scheme (60), define the energy

Enh := ‖unh‖2 + ‖mn
h‖2 + µ0‖Hn

h‖2.
Then the following energy estimate holds.

Theorem 4.7. Assume that unh ∈ Sh, p̃nh ∈ Lh, mn
h ∈ V h, znh ∈ Uh, knh ∈ Uh,

Hn
h ∈ V h, and ϕnh ∈Wh solve (60), then we have

Enh + 2 ∆tFnh ≤ En−1
h + C ∆t

(
µ0 + χ0

τ
‖Hn

e ‖2 + µ0‖δtHn
e ‖2 + µ0σ‖ divHn

e ‖2
)

with

Fnh = η‖∇unh‖2 + σ(µ0 + 1)‖divmn
h‖2 + σ‖knh‖2

+
1

τ
‖mn

h‖2 +
1

τ
[µ0(1 + χ0) + χ0]‖Hn

h‖2 + µ0β‖mn
h ×H

n
h‖2.

Proof. Taking vh = unh andF h = Hn
h in the first and third equations of (60), respectively,

we have
1

∆t
‖unh‖2 + η‖∇unh‖2 =

1

∆t
(un−1

h ,unh) + µ0b(u
n
h;Hn

h,m
n
h) +

µ0

2
(unh × k

n
h,H

n
h)

and

(δtm
n
h,H

n
h) + b(unh;mn

h,H
n
h) +

1

2
(unh ×H

n
h,k

n
h) + σ(divmn

h,divHn
h)

=− 1

τ
(mn

h,H
n
h) +

χ0

τ
‖Hn

h‖2 + β‖mn
h ×H

n
h‖2,

which further imply

1

∆t
‖unh‖2 + η‖∇unh‖2 =

1

∆t
(un−1

h ,unh) + µ0(δtm
n
h,H

n
h) + µ0σ(divmn

h,divHn
h)

+
µ0

τ
(mn

h,H
n
h)− χ0µ0

τ
‖Hn

h‖2 − µ0β‖mn
h ×H

n
h‖2.

(64)

The sixth equation of (60) implies that Hn
h = grad hϕ

n
h . Taking rh = ϕnh in the seventh

equation of (60) at time levels tn and tn−1 and using integration by part, we get

(65) (mn
h,H

n
h) + ‖Hn

h‖2 = −(πvhH
n
e ,H

n
h)

and
(mn−1

h ,Hn
h) + (Hn−1

h ,Hn
h) = −(πvhH

n−1
e ,Hn

h).

These two equations give

(66) (δtm
n
h,H

n
h) = − 1

∆t
‖Hn

h‖2 +
1

∆t
(Hn−1

h ,Hn
h)− (πvhδtH

n
e ,H

n
h).

Taking rh = divmn
h in the seventh equation of (60), we get

(67) (divmn
h,divHn

h) = −‖divmn
h‖2 − (divHe,divmn

h).
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Using the equations (64)-(67) , we have

1

∆t
(‖unh‖2 + µ0‖Hn

h‖2) + η‖∇unh‖2 + µ0σ‖ divmn
h‖2

+
µ0

τ
(1 + χ0)‖Hn

h‖2 + µ0β‖mn
h ×H

n
h‖2

=− µ0

τ
(πvhH

n
e ,H

n
h)− µ0(πvhδtH

n
e ,H

n
h)− µ0σ(divHn

e ,divmn
h)

+
1

∆t

[
(un−1

h ,unh) + µ0(Hn−1
h ,Hn

h)
]
.

Taking F h = mn
h in the third equation of (60), we have

1

∆t
‖mn

h‖2 + σ‖knh‖2 + σ‖ divmn
h‖2 +

1

τ
‖mn

h‖2 +
χ0

τ
‖Hn

h‖2

=− χ0

τ
(πvhH

n
e ,H

n
h) +

1

∆t
(mn−1

h ,mn
h),

The above two relations show

1

∆t
(‖unh‖2 + µ0‖Hn

h‖2 + ‖mn
h‖2) + η‖∇unh‖2 + σ(µ0 + 1)‖divmn

h‖2 + σ‖knh‖2

+
1

τ
‖mn

h‖2 +
1

τ
[µ0(1 + χ0) + χ0]‖Hn

h‖2 + µ0β‖mn
h ×H

n
h‖2

=− µ0 + χ0

τ
(πvhH

n
e ,H

n
h)− µ0(πvhδtH

n
e ,H

n
h)− µ0σ(divHn

e ,divmn
h)

+
1

∆t

[
(un−1

h ,unh) + µ0(Hn−1
h ,Hn

h) + (mn−1
h ,mn

h)
]
,

which, together with the inequality

(un−1
h ,unh) + µ0(Hn−1

h ,Hn
h) + (mn−1

h ,mn
h)

≤1

2
(‖unh‖2 + µ0‖Hn

h‖2 + ‖mn
h‖2) +

1

2
(‖un−1

h ‖2 + µ0‖Hn−1
h ‖2 + ‖mn−1

h ‖2),

leads to

Enh + 2 ∆tFnh

≤En−1
h + 2 ∆t

(
−µ0 + χ0

τ
(πvhH

n
e ,H

n
h)− µ0(πvhδtH

n
e ,H

n
h)− µ0σ(divHn

e ,divmn
h)

)
.

Finally, the desired result follows from the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Lemma 2.1.
�

Remark 4.8. When He = 0, from Theorem 4.7 we easily have the following energy
decaying result:

Enh ≤ En−1
h .

In particular, if Fnh 6= 0, then

Enh < En−1
h .
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4.2. Error analysis. To give the error analysis of the fully discrete scheme (60), we first
introduce the following notations:

ξnu := πhu(·, tn)− unh, ξnm := Idhm(·, tn)−mn
h, ξnz := Ichz(·, tn)− znh,

ξnk := Ichk(·, tn)− knh, ξnH := IdhH(·, tn)−Hn
h, ξnp := Qhp̃(·, tn)− p̃nh,

θnu := πhu(·, tn)− u(·, tn), θnm := Idhm(·, tn)−m(·, tn), θnz := Ichz(·, tn)− z(·, tn),

θnk := Ichk(·, tn)− k(·, tn), θnH := IdhH(·, tn)−H(·, tn), θnp := Qhp̃(·, tn)− p̃(·, tn).

Next, we rewrite the first and third equations of (5) at the time level tn as:

(δtπhu
n,v)− (un × curlun,v) + η(∇πhun,∇v)

− (Qhp̃,div v)− µ0b(v;Hn,mn)− µ0

2
(v × kn,Hn)

=(δtθ
n
u ,v) + (δtu

n − ∂tun,v) + η(∇θnu ,v)− (θnp ,div v) ∀v ∈ Sh,

and

(δtI
d
hm

n,F h) + b(un;mn,F h) +
1

2
(un × F h,kn)− 1

2
(curl Ichz

n,F h)

+ σ(curl Ichk
n,F h) + σ(div Idhm

n,divF h) +
1

τ
(Idhm

n,F h)

− χ0

τ
(IdhH

n,F h) + β(mn × (mn ×Hn),F h)

=(δtθ
n
m,F h) + (δtm

n − ∂tun,F h)− 1

2
(curl θnz ,F h)

+ σ(curl θnk ,F h) +
1

τ
(θnm,F h)− χ0

τ
(θnH ,F h) ∀ F h ∈ V h.

Subtracting the first and third equations of (60) from the above two equations, respectively,
we get

(δtξ
n
u ,vh) + η(∇ξnu ,∇vh)− (ξnp ,div vh)

=fn1 (vh) + fn2 (vh)− fn3 (vh) + (δtθ
n
u ,vh)

+ (δtu
n − ∂tun,vh) + η(∇θnu ,∇vh)− (θnp ,div vh) ∀ vh ∈ Sh

(68)

and

(δtξ
n
m,F h)− 1

2
(curl ξnz ,F h) + σ(curl ξnk ,F h) +

1

τ
(ξnm,F h)

+ σ(div ξnm,divF h)− χ0

τ
(ξnH ,F h)

=
1

τ
(θnm,F h) + (δtθ

n
m,F h) + (δtm

n − ∂tmn,F h)− 1

2
(curl θnz ,F h)

+ σ(curl θnk ,F h)− χ0

τ
(θnH ,F h)− fn4 (F h)− fn5 (F h)− fn6 (F h) ∀ F h ∈ V h.

(69)
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We define

J̃n2 :=− µ0

τ
(θm, ξH) +

µ0χ0

τ
(θH , ξH)− µ0(δtθm, ξH) +

1

2
µ0(curl θz, ξH)

− σµ0(curl θk, ξH) + (δtθu, ξu) + η(∇θu,∇ξu) + (p̃− p̃h,div ξu)

+ (δtu
n − ∂tun, ξnu )− µ0(δtm

n − ∂tmn, ξnH),

J̃n3 :=
1

τ
(θm, ξm)− χ0

τ
(θH , ξm)− (δtθm, ξm)− 1

2
(curl θz, ξm)

+ σ(curl θk, ξm) + σ(θk, ξk) + (δtm
n − ∂tmn, ξnm).

Similar to Lemma 3.7, the following result holds:

Lemma 4.9. We have

(δtξ
n
u , ξ

n
u ) + µ0(δtξ

n
H , ξ

n
H) + (δtξ

n
m, ξ

n
m) + η‖∇ξnu‖2 +

1

τ
(µ0(1 + χ0) + χ0)‖ξnH‖2

+ σ‖ξnk ‖2 +
1

τ
‖ξnm‖2 + σµ0‖ div ξnH‖2 + σ‖ div ξnm‖2

=Jn1 + J̃n2 + J̃n3 + Jn4 .

Proof. Taking vh = ξnu in (68) and F h = ξnH in (69), respectively, we obtain

(δtξ
n
u , ξ

n
u )) + η‖∇ξnu‖2 =fn1 (ξnu ) + fn2 (ξnu )− fn3 (ξnu ) + (δtθ

n
u , ξ

n
u )

+ (δtu
n − ∂tun, ξnu ) + η(∇θnu ,∇ξnu ) + (p̃n − p̃nh,div ξnu )

and

(δtξ
n
m, ξ

n
H) +

1

τ
(ξnm, ξ

n
H) + σ(div ξnm,div ξnH)− χ0

τ
‖ξnH‖2

=
1

τ
(θnm, ξ

n
H) + (δtθ

n
m, ξ

n
H) + (δtm

n − ∂tmn, ξnH)− 1

2
(curl θnz , ξ

n
H)

+ σ(curl θnk , ξ
n
H)− χ0

τ
(θnH , ξ

n
H)− fn4 (ξnH)− fn5 (ξnH)− fn6 (ξnH).

These two equations indicate

(δtξ
n
u , ξ

n
u )) + η‖∇ξnu‖2 +

µ0χ0

τ
‖ξnH‖2

− µ0(δtξ
n
m, ξ

n
H)− σµ0(div ξnm,div ξnH)− µ0

τ
(ξnm, ξ

n
H)

=Jn1 + J̃n2 .

(70)

The last equations of (1) and (60) imply that

divHn + divmn = − divHn
e ,

divHn
h + divmn

h = −Qh divHn
e .

Therefore,

(71) div ξnH + div ξnm = −(I −Qh) divHn
e + div θnH + div θnm.

Since ξnH ∈ Kdh, there exists a unique φh ∈ Wh such that ξnH = grad hφh. Testing (71)
with φh, we get

‖ξnH‖2 + (ξnm, ξ
n
H) = 0.

Subtracting (71) on the time level tn−1 from (71) on the time level tn, and testing the
resultant equation with ϕh, we obtain

(72) (δtξ
n
H , ξ

n
H) + (δtξ

n
m, ξ

n
H) = 0.
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Taking F h = ξnm in (69) and using the fact that

(curl ξnk , ξ
n
m) = ‖ξnk ‖2 − (θnk , ξ

n
k ),

we get

(δtξ
n
m, ξ

n
m)) + σ‖ξnk ‖2 + σ‖ div ξnm‖2 +

1

τ
‖ξnm‖2 +

χ0

τ
‖ξH‖2 = J̃n3 + Jn4 .(73)

Applying (72) and adding (70) and (73) together, we finally obtain the desired result. �

By following a similar proof as that of Lemma 3.8, we can estimate J̃n2 and J̃n3 as
follows:

J̃n2 . h
l+1
(
‖ξnu‖+ ‖∇ξnu‖+ ‖ξnH‖+ ‖ξnp ‖)

)
+ ∆t‖ξnH‖,(74)

J̃n3 . h
l+1 (‖ξnm‖+ ‖ξnk ‖) + ∆t‖ξnm‖.(75)

We turn to the estimate of ξnp , and have the following result.

Lemma 4.10. Under Assumption 3.6, for any 1 ≤ L ≤ N we have

∆t

L∑
n=1

‖ξnp ‖ .‖ξLu ‖+ hl+1 + ∆t+ hl+1 max
1≤n≤L

‖ divHn‖L3 + hl+1/2‖ξnk ‖

+ ∆t

L∑
n=1

(‖∇ξnu‖+ ‖ξnH‖div + ‖ξnk ‖) + max
1≤n≤L

‖divHn
h‖L3 ∆t

L∑
n=1

‖ξnm‖

+ ∆t

L∑
n=1

(
‖ξnk ‖‖ div ξnH‖+ ‖∇ξnu‖2

)
.

Proof. The inf-sup condition (12) and (68) imply that for any 1 ≤ L ≤ N , we have

∆t

L∑
n=1

‖ξnp ‖ . ∆t sup
vh∈Sh

L∑
n=1

(ξnp ,∇ · vh)

‖vh‖1

. ‖ξLu ‖+ ∆t

L∑
n=1

‖∇ξnu‖+ hl+2‖u‖L∞(Hl+2) + ∆t‖u‖W 2,∞(L2)

+ hl+2‖u0‖l+2 + hl+1‖u‖L∞(Hl+2) + hl+1‖p̃‖L∞(Hl+1) + T̃n1 ,

with

T̃n1 = sup
vh∈Sh

∆t

L∑
n=1

|fn1 (vh) + fn2 (vh)− fn3 (vh)|
‖vh‖1

,

where
fn1 (vh) = µ0b(vh;H(·, tn),m(·, tn))− µ0b(vh;Hn

h,m
n
h),

fn2 (vh) = µ0

2 (vh × k(·, tn),H(·, tn))− µ0

2 (vh × knh,H
n
h),

fn3 (vh) = (u(·, tn)× curlu(·, tn)− unh × curlunh,vh).

By following a similar routine as in the proof of Lemma 3.13, for any vh ∈ Sh we can
obtain

|fn1 (vh)| .‖vh‖
(
hl+1 + ‖ξnH‖div

)
+
(
hl+1 + ‖ξnm‖

)
‖∇vh‖‖divHn

h‖L3 ,

|fn2 (vh)| .‖vh‖
(
hl+1 + ‖ξnk ‖+ ‖ξnH‖

)
+
(
hl+1/2 + ‖ div ξnH‖

)
‖ξnk ‖‖∇vh‖,

|fn3 (vh)| .‖vh‖
(
hl+1 + ‖ξnu‖+ ‖∇ξnu‖

)
+ ‖∇vh‖‖∇ξnu‖2.

Then the desired result follows. �
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Denote
Enh := ‖ξnu‖2 + ‖ξnH‖2 + ‖ξnm‖2,

Fnh := ‖∇ξnu‖2 + ‖ξnk ‖2 + ‖ξnH‖2div + ‖ξnm‖2div.

Then we have the following estimate:

Lemma 4.11. Under Assumption 3.6 and the condition max
1≤n≤N

‖ divHn
h‖L3 ≤ C, for any

1 ≤ L ≤ N we have

∆t

L∑
n=1

(
Enh + ∆t

n∑
γ=1

Fγh

)
. h2(l+1) + ∆t2.

Proof. By Lemmas 4.9, 3.10 and 3.11 and the inequalities (74) and (74), we have

1

2 ∆t
(‖ξnu‖2 + µ0‖ξnH‖2 + ‖ξnm‖2 − ‖ξn−1

u ‖2 − µ0‖ξn−1
H ‖2 − ‖ξn−1

m ‖2)

+ η‖∇ξnu‖2 +
1

τ
(µ0(1 + χ0) + χ0)‖ξnH‖2 + σ‖ξnk ‖2

+
1

τ
‖ξnm‖2 + σµ0‖ div ξnH‖2 + σ‖ div ξnm‖2

.hl+1Tn1 + hl+1/2Tn2 + Tn3 + ∆tTn4 ,

(76)

with

Tn1 := ‖∇ξnu‖+ ‖ξnH‖div + ‖ξnm‖div + ‖ξnk ‖+ ‖ξnz ‖+ ‖ξnp ‖,
Tn2 := ‖∇ξnu‖(‖ξnk ‖+ ‖ξnH‖+ ‖ξnm‖div) + ‖ξnm‖(‖ξnk ‖+ ‖ div ξnm‖),
Tn3 := ‖ξnu‖(‖ξnk ‖+ ‖ξnm‖div + ‖∇ξnu‖) + ‖ξnm‖div‖div ξnH‖+ ‖ξnH‖‖ξnk ‖

+ ‖ξnm‖2 + ‖ξnm‖‖ξnH‖,
Tn4 := ‖ξnH‖+ ‖ξnm‖.

For any 1 ≤ L ≤ N , using Lemma 3.12 and 4.10, we have

∆t

L∑
n=1

Tn1 . h
l+1 + ‖ξLu ‖+ ∆t

L∑
n=1

(‖ξnH‖div + ‖ξnm‖div + ‖∇ξnu‖+ ‖ξnk ‖) .

Summing up (76) with n from 1 to L, we get

ELh + ∆t

L∑
n=1

Fnh = hl+1 ∆t

L∑
n=1

Tn1 + hl+1/2 ∆t

L∑
n=1

Tn2 + ∆t

L∑
n=1

Tn3 + ∆t2
L∑
n=1

Tn4

.h2(l+1) + hl+1(ELh )1/2 + ∆t

L∑
n=1

(Enh)1/2(Fnh)1/2 + ∆t2(

L∑
n=1

Fnh)1/2

.h2(l+1) + hl+1(Enh)1/2 +

(
∆t

L∑
n=1

Enh

)1/2(
∆t

L∑
n=1

Fnh

)1/2

+ ∆t2(

L∑
n=1

Fnh)1/2.

Therefore, we obtain(
ELh + ∆t

L∑
n=1

F(r)

)1/2

. hl+1 + ∆t+

(
∆t

L∑
n=1

(Enh + ∆t

n∑
l=1

Flh(l))

)1/2

,
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and then

∆t

M∑
L=1

(
ELh + ∆t

L∑
n=1

Fnh

)
. Th2(l+1)+T ∆t2+ ∆t

M∑
L=1

[
∆t

L∑
n=1

(
Enh + ∆t

n∑
l=1

Flh

)]
,

which, together with the Gronwall’s inequality [29, Theorem 1.2.2], implies the desired
result. �

Using Lemma 4.11 and the triangular inequality, we have the following error estimates
results for the fully discrete scheme (60).

Theorem 4.12. Under Assumption 3.6 and the condition max
1≤n≤N

‖ divHn
h‖L3 ≤ C, for

any 1 ≤ L ≤ N we have

∆t
L∑
n=1

(
errn1 + ∆t

n∑
l=1

errn2

)
. h2(l+1) + ∆t2

and

∆t

L∑
n=1

‖p̃n − p̃nh‖ . h2(l+1) + ∆t2.

5. NUMERICAL EXPERIMENTS

In this section, we provide three numerical examples to verify the performance of the
fully discrete scheme (60). The numerical experiments are performed by using iFEM pack-
age [12], and the nonlinear system (60) is solved by the following quasi-Newton iteration
with M = 2:

Algorithm 5.1. Given un−1
h andmn−1

h , to find unh , p̃nh ,mn
h , znh , knh ,Hn

h , and ϕnh through
three steps:

Step 1. Let u−h = un−1
h andm−h = mn−1

h .
Step 2. For ρ = 1, 2, . . . , M do

(a) Solving the saddle point system: FindHh ∈ V h and ϕh ∈Wh such that{
(Hh,Gh) + (ϕh,divGh) = 0 ∀Gh ∈ V h,
(divHh, rh) = −(divHn

e , rh)− (divm−h , rh) ∀ rh ∈Wh;

(b) Solving the magnetization equation: Find mh ∈ V h, zh ∈ Uh and kh ∈
Uh such that for all F h ∈ V h, ζh ∈ Uh and κh ∈ Uh, there hold(

1 +
∆t

τ

)
(mh,F h) + σ∆t(divmh,divF h) + ∆tb(u−h ;mh,F h)

+ σ∆t(curlkh,F h) +
∆t

2
(u−h × F h,kh) + β∆t(mh × (m−h ×Hh),F h)

+ β∆t(m−h × (mh ×Hh),F h)− ∆t

2
(curl zh,F h)

= (mn−1
h ,F h) +

χ0

τ
∆t(Hh,F h) + β∆t(m−h × (m−h ×Hh),F h),

(zh, ζh)− (u−h ×mh, ζh) = 0,

(kh,κh)− (mh, curlκh) = 0;
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(c) Solving the Navier-Stokes equation: Find uh ∈ Sh and p̃h ∈ Lh such that
for all vh ∈ Sh and qh ∈ Lh, there hold

(uh,vh) + ∆tη(∇uh,∇vh)− ∆t(p̃h,div vh) = ∆tµ0b(vh;Hh,mh)

+
µ0 ∆t

2
(vh × kh,Hh) + (un−1

h ,vh) + ∆t(u−h × curlu−h ,vh),

(divuh, qh) = 0.

(d) Let u−h = uh andm−h = mh.
Step 3. Let unh = uh, p̃nh = p̃h,mn

h = mh,Hn
h = Hh, znh = zh and knh = kh.

Remark 5.2. From the convergence theory of Newton-type methods [17, 37], we can see
that the iterative solution of Algorithm 1 will converge to the exact solution, provided that
the iteration number M is big enough and the initial guess is nearby the exact solution.
In fact, Step 1 in Algorithm 1 ensures the initial guess to be close to the exact solution,
and in all the subsequent numerical examples we only need to choose M = 2 to attain the
optimal convergence of the scheme.

In the numerical scheme (60), we use the mini-element pair (P1 ⊕ bubble)-P1 [5] to
discretize the variables u and p̃, the lowest order face element RT0 [31] to discretize m
and H , P0-element to discretize ϕ, and the lowest order edge element NE0 [25, 26] to
discretize the variable z and k. Such a combination of finite element spaces corresponds
to l = 0.

In Examples 5.3, 5.4 and 5.5, we take Ω = [0, 1]3 and use N × N × N uniform
tetrahedral meshes (cf. Figure 1) with N = 4, 8, 16, 32. In first two examples, we take
the temporal step size as ∆t = h/

√
3 = 1/N . With these settings, we easily see from

Theorem 4.12 that the theoretical accuracy of the scheme is O(h+ ∆t).

FIGURE 1. The domain Ω = [0, 1]3: 2× 2× 2 (left) and 4× 4× 4 (right) meshes.
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Example 5.3. The exact solution, (u,m,H, p̃), of the FHD model (1) with T = 4 is given
by

u(t, x, y, z) = sin(t) (sin(πy), sin(πz), sin(πx))
ᵀ
,

m(t, x, y, z) = sin(t) (sin(πx) sin(πy) sin(πz), 0, 0)
ᵀ
,

H(t, x, y, z) = 200 sin(t)

(2x− 1)(x2 − x)(y2 − y)2(z2 − z)2

(x2 − x)2(2y − 1)(y2 − y)(z2 − z)2

(x2 − x)2(y2 − y)2(2z − 1)(z2 − z)

 ,

p̃(x, y, z) = 120x2yz − 40y3z − 40yz3.

The parameters σ, µ0, η, χ0, β and τ are all chosen as 1.
Numerical results of the relative errors of the discrete solutions at the ending time T

are listed in Table 1. In addition, the exact energy E(t) = ‖u‖2 + µ0‖H‖2 + ‖m‖2 and
its numerical energy at different time levels are plotted in Figure 2.

TABLE 1. Errors and convergence orders at ending time T = 4 for Ex-
ample 5.3: ∆t = 1/N .

N
‖u−uh‖
‖u‖

|u−uh|1
|u|1

‖p̃−p̃h‖
‖p̃‖

‖m−mh‖
‖m‖

‖ div(m−mh)‖
‖ divm‖

4 0.0557 0.2369 0.0629 0.3205 0.2849

8 0.0140 0.1131 0.0146 0.1638 0.1446

16 0.0035 0.0557 0.0037 0.0824 0.0740

32 0.0009 0.0277 0.0010 0.0413 0.0388

order 1.9959 1.0136 1.9506 0.9948 0.9486

N
‖H−Hh‖
‖H‖

‖ div(H−Hh)‖
‖ divH‖

‖z−zh‖
‖z‖

‖k−kh‖
‖k‖

4 0.6102 0.5589 0.3248 0.3090

8 0.2553 0.2839 0.1624 0.1599

16 0.1196 0.1519 0.0818 0.0817

32 0.0585 0.0868 0.0411 0.0420

order 1.0629 0.8551 0.9909 0.9649

Example 5.4. The exact solution of the FHD model (1) with T = 1 is given by

u(t, x, y, z) = sin(t) (sin(πy) sin(πz), sin(πz) sin(πx), sin(πx) sin(πy))
ᵀ
,

m(t, x, y, z) = sin(t)
(
0, (x2 − x)(y2 − y)(z2 − z), 0

)ᵀ
,

H(t, x, y, z) = 200 sin(t)

(2x− 1)(x2 − x)(y2 − y)2(z2 − z)2

(x2 − x)2(2y − 1)(y2 − y)(z2 − z)2

(x2 − x)2(y2 − y)2(2z − 1)(z2 − z)

 ,

p̃(x, y, z) = 120x2yz − 40y3z − 40yz3.

The parameters σ, µ0, η, χ0, β and τ are all chosen as 1. Numerical results of the relative
errors of the discrete solutions at the ending time T are listed in Table 2.

Example 5.5 (Energy test). This example is to investigate the energy decaying phenome-
non of the scheme (cf. Theorem 4.7 and Remark 4.8). We consider the FHD model (1) with
the initial value functions

u0(x, y, z) =

sin(πy) sin(πz)
sin(πz) sin(πx)
sin(πx) sin(πy)

 , m0(x, y, z) =

sin(πx) sin(πy) sin(πz)
0
0

 ,
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FIGURE 2. The exact energy E(t) and its numerical energy at different
time levels for Example 5.3: ∆t = 1/N, N = 16.

TABLE 2. Errors and convergence orders at ending time T = 1 for Ex-
ample 5.4: ∆t = 1/N .

N
‖u−uh‖
‖u‖

|u−uh|1
|u|1

‖p̃−p̃h‖
‖p̃‖

‖m−mh‖
‖m‖

‖ div(m−mh)‖
‖ divm‖

4 0.1204 0.3850 0.0654 0.3192 0.2951

8 0.0313 0.1933 0.0156 0.1645 0.1516

16 0.0079 0.0967 0.0040 0.0829 0.0784

32 0.0020 0.0484 0.0011 0.0415 0.0418

order 1.9722 0.9977 1.9696 0.9809 0.9402

N
‖H−Hh‖
‖H‖

‖ div(H−Hh)‖
‖ divH‖

‖z−zh‖
‖z‖

‖k−kh‖
‖k‖

4 0.4431 0.4616 0.3451 0.3168

8 0.2271 0.2374 0.1706 0.1672

16 0.1144 0.1196 0.0857 0.0863

32 0.0573 0.0599 0.0431 0.0447

order 0.9834 0.9817 1.0000 0.9414

and the external magnetic fieldHe = 0. We show in Figure 3 the discrete energy curve at
the spatial and temporal meshes with N = 32 and ∆t = 1/64.

From Tables 1 and 2 and Figures 2 and 3, we have the following observations:
• The errors in L2 norm for u and p̃ have the second order of convergence rates,

which is better than the theoretical prediction, since the finite element spaces for
u and p̃ contain the piecewise polynomials of degree up to 1.

• The errors in H1 semi-norm for u, L2 and H(div) norms for H and m, and L2

norm for z and k, all have the first (optimal) order rates.
• The numerical energy curve in Figure 2 fits the exact one almost exactly, which

means that our algorithm preserves the energy of the FHD model.
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FIGURE 3. The energy Ẽh curve with N = 32 and ∆t = 1/64.

• When there is no source term, i.e. the external magnetic fieldHe = 0, the discrete
energy Ẽh decays with time, which is conformable to the theoretical prediction in
Theorem 4.7; see also Remark 4.8.
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