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Abstract. This paper investigates an induction heating problem in a multi-component
system containing a moving non-magnetic conductor. The electromagnetic process is
described by the eddy current model, and the heat transfer process is governed by the
convection-diffusion equation. Both processes are coupled by a restrained Joule heat
source. A temporal discretization scheme is introduced to solve the corresponding
variational system numerically. With the aid of the Reynolds transport theorem, we
prove the convergence of the proposed scheme as well as the well-posedness of the
variational problem. Some numerical experiments are also performed to assess the
performance of the numerical scheme.
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1. Introduction

Induction heating is the process of heating an electrical conductor through the heat
generated by an eddy current. Induction heating is a standard industrial process with
various applications, including surface hardening, induction mass heating, induction
melting and induction welding. Other industrial induction heating applications are
listed in [25]. Basically, an alternating current is passed through an electric coil. The
electromagnetic fields occurring in the surrounding space induce an electric current
in electrically conductive mediums, which is called the eddy current. Then, heat is
generated due to the resistance of materials to the eddy current or the so-called Joule
heating effect.

A considerable amount of literature has been published on the study of the induction
heating process. The majority stand on physical and engineering points of view, where
numerical simulation strategies have been performed, and experiments have been set
up to validate numerical results. As an instance, the modelling of induction heating
of carbon steel tubes was carried out in [10]. The authors considered a mathematical
model combining electromagnetic process, heat transfer by conduction, convection and
radiation, and ferromagnetic-paramagnetic transition. Some numerical simulations of
the heating stage were made using the finite-element method (FEM) and were validated
by measurements. We also refer the reader to [36, 23] for other studies of stationary
induction heat treating. Besides that, FEM-based numerical schemes for moving in-
duction heating problems were also studied in [31, 27, 1, 32]. However, those papers
did not investigate fundamental questions, such as the convergence and stability of
numerical simulations and the properties of the solution.

In contrast to the papers mentioned above, several studies to date have investigated
the well-posedness and the regularity of the solution to the induction heating problem.
However, all of them were restricted to a static geometry. The authors of [33, 34, 35, 6]
studied the global solvability of Maxwell’s equations together with temperature effects.
More specifically, in [33], the quasi-static Maxwell’s equations were expressed in terms
of the magnetic field, and the existence of a solution was proved using a fixed point
argument. The regularity of the solution was then studied in [34]. In [35], the existence
of a solution was shown for Maxwell’s equations with the electric and magnetic fields as
unknowns. The author of [6] considered a degenerate problem modelling Joule heating
in a conductive medium. The existence of global-in-time weak solutions was proved via
the Faedo-Galerkin method. The papers [28, 8, 7] also concerned mathematical models
for a stationary induction heating problem. Herein, the electromagnetic process and
heat transfer are both governed by nonlinear equations. In [28], the equation was
derived from Maxwell’s equations in terms of the magnetic field, whilst in [8] it was
expressed in terms of the magnetic induction. In both articles, the authors proved the
existence of a weak solution to the coupled system with controlled Joule heating. The
problem was then formulated in terms of the magnetic vector potential and electric
scalar potential fields (A − φ formulation) in [7]. The existence of a global solution
to the whole system was shown, and a numerical simulation was performed to support
obtained theoretical results.
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Recently, some theoretical and numerical studies on moving electromagnetic prob-
lems have been published. In [5, 4, 3], the authors considered an eddy current problem
in a cylindrical symmetric domain containing a moving non-magnetic conductor. The
well-posedness of the variational system was studied, and a numerical scheme was in-
troduced for the computation of the solution. These results were extended to a general
three-dimensional domain (without the symmetry assumption) in [21] and [22]. In
these papers, a temporal discretization based on the backward Euler method and a
FEM-based space-time discretization scheme were respectively proposed. The corre-
sponding error estimates were also established, and some numerical experiments were
introduced to validate the performance of the proposed schemes. In addition to those
papers, the authors of [20] considered an electromagnetic contact problem with a mov-
ing conductor. The restriction on a non-magnetic moving conductor was no longer
made. Instead, it allowed material coefficients to be fully jumping. In this case, the
well-posedness of the system was proved using Rothe’s method. These pioneering works
of moving electromagnetic problems serve as a basis for the mathematical analysis and
numerical computation of the induction heating process involving moving conductors.

To the best of our knowledge, there has been no paper dealing with the mathemat-
ical analysis of an induction heating problem with a moving conductor, even though
this process has successfully been applied in industry for decades. The present pa-
per investigates an induction heating problem in a multi-component system containing
a moving non-magnetic conductor. The electromagnetic process is described by the
eddy current model, which is coupled with heat transfer via the Joule heating effect.
Due to the conductor’s and surrounding air’s movement, the heat transfer process is
a combination of thermal conduction and convection mechanisms. The nonlinearity of
the Joule heat source is treated by introducing a cut-off function. Our investigation
also relies on the assumption that the moving conductor is filled by a non-magnetic
material.

This paper is organised into seven sections. The following section introduces some
geometrical and functional settings and describes the mathematical model. Section 3
derives the variational system from the original problem. In Section 4, we design a
temporal discretization scheme based on the backward Euler method and perform some
a priori estimates for iterates. Section 5 is the central section devoted to showing the
existence of a solution to the variational system and the convergence of the proposed
scheme. Finally, we present some numerical results for the discretization scheme in
Section 6, and then we give a conclusion and some possibilities for future work in
Section 7.

2. Mathematical model

2.1. Geometrical setting. We adopt the geometrical setting described in [20], which
was introduced for a moving electromagnetic problem. Let Ω be an open simply-
connected and bounded domain in R3 such that its boundary ∂Ω belongs to the class
C1,1 or Ω is a convex polyhedron. The domain Ω contains a moving workpiece Σ and a
fixed coil Π that are surrounded by air. The open connected subdomains Σ and Π are
supposed to be of the class C2,1 and separate from each other, see Figure 1. Moreover,
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Figure 1. The domain Ω consists of a moving workpiece Σ with velocity
v, a fixed coil Π and the surrounding air Ξ. The coil Π shares common
interfaces Γin and Γout of strictly positive measures with the boundary (see
[21, Figure 1]).

we introduce some notations that are frequently used throughout the manuscript: n
denotes the outward unit normal vector on the boundary; Θ(t) := Σ(t) ∪ Π is the

subdomain consisting of electrically conductive mediums at time t; Ξ(t) := Ω \Θ(t) is
the space occupied by air at time t; and the interval [0, T ] stands for the considered
time frame. The coil Π shares common interfaces with the boundary ∂Ω, denoted by
Γ := Γin ∪ Γout, whose measures are supposed to be strictly positive, i.e. |Γin| > 0 and
|Γout| > 0.

The movement of the workpiece can be parameterized by a smooth bijective mapping
Φ : Σ(0)× [0, T ]→ R3 such that

(1) Σ(t) = Φ(Σ(0), t);
⋃

t∈[0,T ]

Σ(t) ⊂ Ω;

det∇Φ(x, t) > 0, ∀(x, t) ∈ Σ(0)× [0, T ].

We define the trajectory of the motion

T := {(x, t) : x ∈ Σ(t), t ∈ [0, T ]} ,

and the velocity v : T → R3 of the workpiece

v(x, t) = Φ̇
(
[Φ(·, t)]−1 (x), t

)
,

where Φ̇ represents the total derivative of Φ with respect to time variable. The reader
is referred to [14, Section 8] for more details. Due to the movement of the workpiece Σ,
the surrounding air also moves in a fluid manner. We assume that the velocity vector
can be extended to the whole domain Ω and this extension (also denoted by v) is of
class C1(Ω× [0, T ]) satisfying v = 0 on the coil Π.
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The subdomains Σ,Π and Ξ are filled by different materials, e.g. aluminium work-
piece, copper coil and air. The induction heating process involves the following mate-
rial coefficients: the magnetic permeability µ, the electrical conductivity σ, the thermal
conductivity κ and the volumetric heat capacity α. In the case of non-magnetic con-
ductors, the magnetic permeability of the whole system can be well approximated by
the constant of vacuum µ0 > 0, i.e.

µ = µ0 in Ω.

For the sake of simplicity, we assume that all material coefficients are positive constants
on each subdomain except that the electrical conductivity σ vanishes on the air, i.e.

σ(t) =


σΠ > 0 in Π,

σΣ > 0 in Σ(t),

0 in Ξ(t).

Please note that all material coefficients, except the magnetic permeability, are allowed
to be jumping at the interface of different subdomains. We use the subscripts Σ,Π
and Ξ to distinguish the material functions on the workpiece, the coil and the air,
respectively.

2.2. Functional setting. First of all, we introduce some function spaces and other
main ingredients that are frequently used throughout this article. The Sobolev space
Wk,λ(Ω) with k ∈ N and λ ∈ [1,∞) is equipped with the following norm

‖f‖Wk,λ(Ω) =

 ∑
0≤|α|≤k

∫
Ω

|Dαf(x)|λ dx

1/λ

.

When k = 0, the space W0,λ(Ω) with λ ∈ [1,∞) becomes the Lebesgue space Lλ(Ω).
We denote by (·, ·)Ω the scalar product in the space L2(Ω) with its induced norm

‖·‖L2(Ω). Among Sobolev spaces, only Wk,2(Ω) with k ∈ N forms a Hilbert space,

which are frequently denoted by Hk(Ω). The notation H1
0(Ω) stands for the closure

of C∞0 (Ω) with respect to the norm of H1(Ω), and H1/2(∂Ω) is the space consisting
out of the trace of functions in H1(Ω) to the boundary ∂Ω. The dual space of H1(Ω)

and H1/2(∂Ω) are respectively denoted by H−1(Ω) and H−1/2(∂Ω). These notations are
inherited for vector and tensor fields by using corresponding bold symbols. Moreover,
the subspace Z of H1(Π) defined by

Z :=
{
f ∈ H1(Π) : (f, 1)Π = 0

}
is a Hilbert space with the equivalent norm ‖∇f‖L2(Ω). In addition, the following
Banach space of vector fields plays a central role in further analysis

W 0 :=
{
f ∈ L2(Ω) : ∇× f ∈ L2(Ω),∇ · f = 0, f |∂Ω · n = 0

}
equipped with the norm

‖f‖W 0
= ‖∇ × f‖L2(Ω) .
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This norm is equivalent to the graph norm on the space W 0, and W 0 is continuously
embedded into H1(Ω) because the open bounded simply-connected domain Ω is either
a convex polyhedron or its boundary is of the class C1,1, see [13, Lemma 3.3 on p. 51]
and [13, Theorem 3.7 on p. 52].

Let X be an arbitrary Banach space with norm ‖·‖X and f : (0, T ) → X be an
abstract function. We denote by C([0, T ],X) and Lip([0, T ],X) the spaces of continuous
and Lipschitz continuous functions f endowed with the usual norm

‖f‖C([0,T ],X) = max
0≤t≤T

‖f(t)‖X .

The Bochner spaces Lλ((0, T ),X) with λ ∈ [1,∞) and L∞((0, T ),X) consist of all
measurable abstract functions f furnished with the norms

‖f‖Lλ((0,T ),X) =

 T∫
0

‖f(t)‖λX dt

1/λ

, ‖f‖L∞((0,T ),X) = ess sup
t∈(0,T )

‖f(t)‖X .

In what follows, we denote by ε, Cε and C positive constants depending only on the
given data, where ε is a small number and Cε is a large one depending on ε. Their
different values at different contexts are allowed. For the reason of reducing the number
of constant notations, the notation a ≤ Cb (a ≥ Cb, resp.) is replaced by a . b (a & b,
resp.).

Since the Reynolds transport theorem is crucial for further analysis of PDEs with
moving domain, it is recalled here with some related inequalities, which are useful for
dealing with time-dependent boundary terms. We consider a Lipschitz moving domain
ω(t) whose movement is associated with a velocity vector v being of class C1. Let
f(x, t) be a scalar abstract function satisfying f(t) ∈W1,1(ω(t)) and ∂tf(t) ∈ L1(ω(t))
for all t ∈ (0, T ). Then, the Reynolds transport theorem (cf. [14, p. 78]) and the
Divergence theorem say that

d

dt

∫
ω(t)

f dx =

∫
ω(t)

∂tf dx +

∫
∂ω(t)

fv · n ds(2)

=

∫
ω(t)

∂tf dx +

∫
ω(t)

∇ · (fv) dx.(3)

Next, given f(t) ∈ H1(ω(t)), the Divergence theorem and ε-Young inequality give that
(see also [29, Lemma 2.1])∫

∂ω(t)

f 2(v · n) ds = 2

∫
ω(t)

f(∇f · v) dx +

∫
ω(t)

f 2(∇ · v) dx

≤ ε ‖∇f‖2
L2(ω(t)) + Cε ‖f‖2

L2(ω(t)) .(4)

The constants ε and Cε only depend on the norm of the velocity, and the inequality
(4) is still valid for vector functions in H1(ω(t)).
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2.3. Mathematical model. The mathematical modelling of a low-frequency electro-
magnetic system with moving conductor was thoroughly discussed in [21, 20]. Let us
briefly recall the model considered in these papers. The electromagnetic process is
modelled by the eddy current approximation of Maxwell’s equations or the so-called
quasi-static system

∇ ·B = 0,(5a)

∇×E = −∂tB,(5b)

∇×H = J ,(5c)

where E,H ,B and J stand for the electric field, the magnetic field, the magnetic
induction and the current density, respectively. The behaviour of electromagnetic
fields passing through the interface of different materials is expressed by the following
transmission conditions

(6) JB · nK∂Θ\Γ = 0, JH × nK∂Θ\Γ = 0, and J(E + v ×B)× nK∂Θ\Γ = 0,

where the unit normal vector n points from the electrical conductors (i.e. the workpiece
Σ and the coil Π) to the air, and the jumps are defined by

Jf × nK = (f 2 − f 1)× n, Jf · nK = (f 2 − f 1) · n,

where f 1 and f 2 are the limiting values of the field f from the conductors and the
air, respectively. We introduce a vector potential A of the magnetic induction B such
that B = ∇×A. When B · n = 0 on the boundary ∂Ω, the vector potential A exists
uniquely in H1(Ω) such that A is divergence-free and satisfies A × n = 0 on ∂Ω (cf.
[13, Theorem 3.6 on p. 48]). Substituting B = ∇ × A into the Faraday law (5b)
leads us to the following decomposition of the electric field E = −∂tA−∇φ, where φ
exists uniquely in H1(Ω)/R. In addition, the general Ohm’s law provides a constitutive
relation for Maxwell’s equations

J = σ(E + v ×B).

Hence, the total current density J can be divided into a source current part J s = −σ∇φ
and an eddy current part J e = −σ∂tA + σv × (∇ × A). The source current J s is
originated from an external current j applied on the interfaces Γin and Γout. The scalar
potential φ on the coil Π is the solution to the following boundary value problem [16]

(7)


∇ · (−σ∇φ) = 0 in Π× (0, T ),

−σ∇φ · n = 0 on (∂Π \ Γ)× (0, T ),

−σ∇φ · n = j on Γ× (0, T ) ,

where j satisfies the following compatibility condition

(8)

∫
Γ

j(s, t) ds = 0 ∀t ∈ [0, T ].

A comprehensive explanation of the modelling of the source current in the workpiece
and in the air can be found in [20, p. 4]. Finally, thanks to the Ampère relation (5c),
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the initial-boundary value problem of the vector potential A reads as

(9)



σ∂tA + µ−1
0 ∇×∇×A

+χΠσ∇φ− σv × (∇×A) = 0 in Ω× (0, T ),

∇ ·A = 0 in Ω× (0, T ),

A× n = 0 on ∂Ω× (0, T ),

J(∇×A)× nK = 0 on (∂Θ \ Γ)× (0, T ),

A(·, 0) = Ã0 in Θ(0),

where χΠ is the characteristic function of the domain Π. By the Joule heating effect,
the electric current flowing through the conductors produces a significant amount of
heat given by

Q =
1

σ
|J |2 = σ |∂tA + χΠ∇φ− v × (∇×A)|2 .

This Joule heat source plays the role of an internal (contactless) source, which repre-
sents the coupling of the electromagnetic process and heat transfer. It is one of the
most challenging points during the mathematical treatment of the model. In order
to restrain this quadratic source term from increasing uncontrollably, we introduce a
cut-off function Rr that truncates the source heat Q by a constant r > 0 as follows

Rr(Q)(x, t) = min(r,Q(x, t)).

From engineering point of view, this truncation models the use of a switch-off but-
ton, which prevents the conductors from undesirable thermal deformations. Due to
the movement of the workpiece and the surrounding air, the heat transfer process
is governed by thermal conduction and thermal convection, which are described by
the convection-diffusion equation. On the boundary ∂Ω, we impose a homogeneous
Neumann condition. Hence, the temperature u is the solution to the following initial-
boundary value problem (as the material derivative Du

Dt
is considered, see e.g. [2])

(10)


α∂tu+ αv · ∇u−∇ · (κ∇u) = Rr(Q) in Ω× (0, T ) ,

κ∇u · n = 0 on ∂Ω× (0, T ) ,

u(·, 0) = ũ0 in Ω.

The following transmission conditions describe the perfect thermal contact (without
friction) between the conductors and the environment

(11) JuK∂Θ\Γ = 0, Jκ∇u · nK∂Θ\Γ = 0.

Remark 2.1. In the problem (9), the initial guest A(0) is only given on the conductors
Θ(0) since the electrical conductivity σ vanishes on the air. However, further results
in this paper require A(0) to be extended on the whole domain Ω. To do so, we invoke

the result in [18, Proposition 4.1] to show that, if Ã0 satisfies

Ã0 ∈ H2(Θ(0)), ∇ · Ã0 = 0 in Θ(0), Ã0 = 0 on Γ,

then there exists an extension Ã0 ∈ H2(Ω) ∩H1
0(Ω) with ∇ · Ã0 = 0.
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3. Uniqueness

Now, we are in the position to introduce the variational formulation of the problems
(7)-(11). Multiplying the first equations of (7), (9) and (10) by ψ ∈ Z,ϕ ∈ W 0 and
w ∈ H1(Ω), respectively, then applying the Green theorem, we arrive at the following
variational problem: Find φ(t) ∈ Z,A(t) ∈W 0 and u(t) ∈ H1(Ω) such that

(12) σΠ (∇φ(t),∇ψ)Π + (j(t), ψ)Γ = 0,

(13) (σ(t)∂tA(t),ϕ)Θ(t) + µ−1
0 (∇×A(t),∇×ϕ)Ω

+ σΠ (∇φ(t),ϕ)Π − σΣ (v(t)× (∇×A(t)) ,ϕ)Σ(t) = 0,

(14) (α(t)∂tu(t), w)Ω + (α(t)v(t) · ∇u(t), w)Ω

+ (κ(t)∇u(t),∇w)Ω = (Rr (Q(t)) , w)Θ(t) ,

for any ψ ∈ Z,ϕ ∈W 0 and w ∈ H1(Ω) and for a.a. t ∈ (0, T ). Note that an equivalent
saddle-point formulation of the problem (13) was introduced in [21], which gives more
convenience for the computation. In this paper, however, we use the formulation (13)
for simplicity and we note that the results obtained in [21] are still valid. In the next
step, we summarize all assumptions used in the paper and show the uniqueness of a
solution to the variational problem.

(AS1) Ω is an open bounded simply-connected domain in R3 such that either Ω is
a convex polyhedron or its boundary is of class C1,1. The open connected
subdomains Σ and Π are of the class C2,1 and separate from each other (see
Section 2 for more details);

(AS2) The magnetic permeability is a constant on the whole domain Ω, and all ma-
terial coefficients are positive constants on each subdomain, except that the
electrical conductivity is vanishing on the air (see Section 2 for more details);

(AS3) The velocity vector v satisfies v ∈ C1(Ω× [0, T ]) and v = 0 on the coil Π;

(AS4) ũ0 ∈ H1(Ω) and Ã0 ∈W 0 ∩H2(Ω) satisfies ∇×∇× Ã0 = 0 on Ξ(0);

(AS5) j ∈ Lip([0, T ],H−1/2(Γ)).

Theorem 3.1 (Uniqueness). Let the assumptions (AS1)-(AS5) be satisfied. Then,
the variational system (12)-(14) admits at most one solution (φ,A, u) satisfying φ ∈
L2((0, T ),Z),A ∈ L2((0, T ),W 0) with ∂tA(t) ∈ L2(Θ(t)) for a.a. t ∈ (0, T ) and
u ∈ L2((0, T ),H1(Ω)) with ‖

√
αu‖L2(Ω) ∈ C([0, T ]).

Proof. We assume that there exist two solutions (φ1,A1, u1) and (φ2,A2, u2) to the
variational equations (12)-(14). Then, the solution (φ,A), with φ = φ1 − φ2 and

A = A1 −A2, solves the linear system (12)-(13) with given data j = 0 and Ã0 = 0.
By means of [20, Theorem 3.1], we get that φ = 0 and A = 0 in the corresponding
spaces. This result implies that u = u1 − u2 also fulfills (14) with ũ0 = 0 and Q = 0.
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Setting w = u(t) in (14) and then integrating in time over (0, ξ) ⊂ (0, T ) gives us that

(15)

ξ∫
0

(α(t)∂tu(t), u(t))Ω dt+

ξ∫
0

(α(t)v(t) · ∇u(t), u(t))Ω dt

+

ξ∫
0

(κ(t)∇u(t),∇u(t))Ω dt = 0.

We can immediately see that∣∣∣∣∣∣
ξ∫

0

(α(t)v(t) · ∇u(t), u(t))Ω dt

∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ ε

ξ∫
0

‖∇u(t)‖2
L2(Ω) dt+ Cε

ξ∫
0

∥∥∥√α(t)u(t)
∥∥∥2

L2(Ω)
dt,

and
ξ∫

0

(κ(t)∇u(t),∇u(t))Ω dt ≥ min{κΣ, κΠ, κΞ}
ξ∫

0

‖∇u(t)‖2
L2(Ω) dt.

The first integral on the left-hand side (LHS) of (15) is split over the subdomains.
Then, the Reynolds transport theorem is invoked to rewrite the term corresponding to
the workpiece Σ(t) as follows

ξ∫
0

(α(t)∂tu(t), u(t))Σ(t) dt
(3)
=
αΣ

2
‖u‖2

L2(Σ) (ξ)

− αΣ

ξ∫
0

(∇u(t) · v(t), u(t))Σ(t) dt− αΣ

2

ξ∫
0

(u(t)∇ · v(t), u(t))Σ(t) dt.

A similar identity can be obtained for the integral over the air subdomain Ξ(t) (i.e.
replace Σ(t) by Ξ(t)). For the fixed coil Π, we simply have that

ξ∫
0

(α(t)∂tu(t), u(t))Π dt =
αΠ

2
‖u(ξ)‖2

L2(Π) .

Hence, the first integral on the LHS of (15) becomes

ξ∫
0

(α(t)∂tu(t), u(t))Ω dt =
1

2

∥∥∥√α(ξ)u(ξ)
∥∥∥2

L2(Ω)

−
ξ∫

0

(α(t)∇u(t) · v(t), u(t))Ω dt− 1

2

ξ∫
0

(α(t)u(t)∇ · v(t), u(t))Ω dt.
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The integrals on the right-hand side (RHS) of this identity can be handled as above.
Therefore, we arrive at∥∥∥√α(ξ)u(ξ)

∥∥∥2

L2(Ω)
+ (1− ε)

ξ∫
0

‖∇u(t)‖2
L2(Ω) dt 6 Cε

ξ∫
0

∥∥∥√α(t)u(t)
∥∥∥2

L2(Ω)
dt.

Finally, fixing a sufficiently small ε > 0 and then applying the Grönwall argument
shows that u = 0 in L2((0, T ),H1(Ω)), which completes the proof. �

4. Time discretization

In this section, we design a time-discrete approximation scheme based on the back-
ward Euler method for solving the variational system. The time interval [0, T ] is
equidistantly partitioned into n subintervals with time step τ = T

n
, for any n ∈ Z+. At

time-point ti = iτ, i = 1, 2, . . . , n, we introduce the following notations for any function
f and any time-dependent domain ω

fi = f(ti), δfi =
fi − fi−1

τ
, ωi = ω(ti).

Starting from the initial data Ã0 and ũ0, we find the solution φi ∈ Z,Ai ∈ W 0 and
ui ∈ H1(Ω), with i = 1, 2, . . . , n, such that the following identities are valid for any
ψ ∈ Z,ϕ ∈W 0 and w ∈ H1(Ω)

(16) σΠ (∇φi,∇ψ)Π + (ji, ψ)Γ = 0,

(17) (σiδAi,ϕ)Θi
+ µ−1

0 (∇×Ai,∇×ϕ)Ω

+ σΠ (∇φi,ϕ)Π − σΣ (vi × (∇×Ai),ϕ)Σi
= 0,

(18) (αiδui, w)Ω + (αivi · ∇ui, w)Ω + (κi∇ui,∇w)Ω = (Rr(Qi), w)Θi
,

where

Qi = σi |δAi + χΠ∇φi − vi × (∇×Ai)|2 .
At each iteration step i, the equation (16) is solved first, then followed by (17) and
(18), respectively. In the next lemma, the solvability of the time discretization system
will be concerned.

Lemma 4.1 (Solvability). Let the assumptions (AS1)-(AS5) be fulfilled. Then, φ0 ∈ Z
exists uniquely. Moreover, there exists a positive constant τ0 such that for any i =
1, 2, . . . , n and any τ < τ0, there exists a unique triplet (φi,Ai, ui) ∈ Z×W 0 × H1(Ω)
solving the system (16)-(18).

Proof. The proof of the solvability of the system (16)-(17) can be adopted from [21,
Lemma 4.1], so we omit this part. Let us define a bilinear form ei : H1(Ω)×H1(Ω)→ R
with i = 1, 2, . . . , n, such that

ei(u,w) =
1

τ
(αiu,w)Ω + (αivi · ∇u,w)Ω + (κi∇u,∇w)Ω .
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Then, the variational problem (18) can be rewritten as follows

(19) ei(ui, w) =
1

τ
(αiui−1, w)Ω + (Rr(Qi), w)Θi

.

We can easily get that

ei(u,w) . ‖u‖H1(Ω) ‖w‖H1(Ω) ,

which implies the boundedness of the form ei. For any i = 1, 2, . . . , n, the Cauchy-
Schwarz and ε-Young inequalities allow us to show that

ei(u, u) =
1

τ
(αiu, u)Ω + (αivi · ∇u, u)Ω + (κi∇u,∇u)Ω

&

(
1

τ
− Cε

)
‖u‖2

L2(Ω) + (1− ε) ‖∇u‖2
L2(Ω) .

We fix a sufficiently small ε > 0, then choose a sufficiently small time step τ < τ0 to
claim that the form ei is H1(Ω)-elliptic. Since ui−1 ∈ H1(Ω) is given and Rr(Qi) is
bounded by the constant r, the RHS of (19) defines a bounded linear functional on
H1(Ω). As a consequence, there exists a unique solution ui ∈ H1(Ω) to the problem (18)
for any i = 1, 2, . . . , n, according to the Lax-Milgram lemma [37, Theorem 18.E]. �

Now, some a priori estimates for iterates will be investigated. The following stability
estimate for the solution Ai is directly derived from [21, Lemma 4.3].

Lemma 4.2 (A priori estimate for Ai). Let the assumptions (AS1)-(AS5) be fulfilled.
Then, there exist positive constants τ0 and C such that for any τ < τ0, there holds that

(20) max
1≤l≤n

‖δAl‖2
L2(Θl)

+ max
1≤l≤n

‖∇ ×Al‖2
L2(Ω)

+
n∑
i=1

‖∇ × δAi‖2
L2(Ω) τ +

n∑
i=1

‖δAi − δAi−1‖2
L2(Θi−1) ≤ C.

This a priori estimate was thoroughly proved in [21]. It is noteworthy that the proof
relies on the following property of the solution Ai.

Lemma 4.3 (Higher interior regularity). Let the assumptions (AS1)-(AS5) be fulfilled.
Then, for any i = 1, 2, . . . , n, ∇×Ai ∈ H1(Ω′) for any subset Ω′ ⊂⊂ Ω (i.e. Ω′ ⊂ Ω).
Moreover, there exists a constant C(Ω′) > 0 such that

‖∇ ×Ai‖H1(Ω′) ≤ C
(
‖δAi‖L2(Θi)

+ ‖∇ ×Ai‖L2(Ω) + ‖∇φi‖L2(Π)

)
.

The proof of this higher interior regularity was provided in [21], which unfortunately
had a mistake (it is not justified to consider ∇×∇×Ai as an element in L2(Ω) since
C∞0 (Ω) 6⊂ W 0). In the following, we give a corrected proof for Lemma 4.3 that is
adopted from [19, Lemma 4.1.2].

Proof. For any i = 1, 2, . . . , n, let us denote

pi := µ0 (σΣvi × (∇×Ai)− σiδAi − χΠσΠ∇φi) .
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Then, pi ∈ L2(Ω) and the equation (17) implies that

〈∇ ×∇×Ai − pi,ϕ〉W 0
= 0 ∀ϕ ∈W 0.

Because Ai ∈ W 0, the functional ∇ × ∇×Ai ∈ H−1(Ω). Hence, according to [13,
Lemma 2.1 on p. 22], there exists a scalar function vi ∈ L2(Ω) such that

∇×∇×Ai = pi +∇vi.

Now, let Bi := ∇×Ai. The field Bi ∈ L2(Ω) satisfies ∇ ·Bi = 0 and

−∆Bi = ∇×∇×Bi −∇(∇ ·Bi)

= ∇×∇×∇×Ai

= ∇× pi +∇×∇vi
= ∇× pi.

Since ∇× pi ∈ H−1(Ω), we follow [9, Lemma 3] to get that Bi ∈ H1(Ω′) or ∇×Ai ∈
H1(Ω′) for any subset Ω′ ⊂⊂ Ω. Next, we adopt the technique in [11, Theorem 1
on p. 309] to acquire the estimate of ∇ ×Ai in H1(Ω′). We firstly fix a subdomain
Ω′ ⊂⊂ Ω, and then choose Ω? such that Ω′ ⊂⊂ Ω? ⊂⊂ Ω. Restricting the testing
functions ϕ ∈ {f ∈ C∞0 (Ω?) : ∇ · f = 0} ⊂W 0 in the equation (17) leads us to that

(21) (∇×∇×Ai,ϕ)Ω? = (pi,ϕ)Ω? .

In virtue of the density argument in [13, Theorem 2.8 on p.30], the relation (21) is still
valid for any ϕ ∈ H0(div0,Ω

?), where

H0(div0,Ω
?) =

{
f ∈ L2(Ω?) : ∇ · f = 0, f |∂Ω? · n = 0

}
.

Now, let γ ∈ C∞0 (Ω?) such that γ = 1 in Ω′. Since γ2∇ × Ai ∈ H1
0(Ω?), we invoke

[13, Remark 2.5 on p. 35] to get that ∇× (γ2∇×Ai) ∈ H0(div0,Ω
?). Hence, setting

ϕ = ∇× (γ2∇×Ai) in (21) implies that(
∇×∇×Ai,∇× (γ2∇×Ai)

)
Ω?

=
(
pi,∇× (γ2∇×Ai)

)
Ω?
.

Using the Cauchy-Schwarz and ε-Young inequalities together with the following identity

∇×
(
γ2∇×Ai

)
= γ2∇×∇×Ai + 2γ∇γ × (∇×Ai),

we arrive at

‖γ∇×∇×Ai‖L2(Ω?) . ‖pi‖L2(Ω) + ‖∇ ×Ai‖L2(Ω) .

Finally, we use the fact

‖∇f‖2
L2(Ω) = ‖∇ × f‖2

L2(Ω) + ‖∇ · f‖2
L2(Ω) ∀f ∈ H1

0(Ω)
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to deduce that

‖∇ ×Ai‖H1(Ω′) ≤ ‖γ∇×Ai‖H1(Ω?)

. ‖∇ × (γ∇×Ai)‖L2(Ω?) + ‖∇ · (γ∇×Ai)‖L2(Ω?)

≤ ‖γ∇×∇×Ai‖L2(Ω?)

+ ‖∇γ × (∇×Ai)‖L2(Ω?) + ‖∇γ · (∇×Ai)‖L2(Ω?)

. ‖pi‖L2(Ω) + ‖∇ ×Ai‖L2(Ω)

. ‖δAi‖L2(Θi)
+ ‖∇ ×Ai‖L2(Ω) + ‖∇φi‖L2(Π) ,

which allows us to accomplish the proof. �

The next lemma aims to get a priori estimate for the discrete solution ui.

Lemma 4.4 (A priori estimate for ui). Let the assumptions (AS1)-(AS5) be fulfilled.
Then, there exist positive constants C and τ0 such that for any τ < τ0, the following
relation holds true

(22) max
1≤l≤n

‖ul‖2
L2(Ω) +

n∑
i=1

‖∇ui‖2
L2(Ω) τ +

n∑
i=1

‖ui − ui−1‖2
L2(Ω) ≤ C.

Proof. We set w = uiτ in the equation (18) and sum the result up to 1 ≤ l ≤ n to get
that

(23)
l∑

i=1

(αi(ui − ui−1), ui)Ω +
l∑

i=1

(αivi · ∇ui, ui)Ω τ

+
l∑

i=1

(κi∇ui,∇ui)Ω τ =
l∑

i=1

(Rr(Qi), ui)Θi
τ.

First, we rearrange the first term on the LHS as follows

(24) 2
l∑

i=1

(αi(ui − ui−1), ui)Ω =
l∑

i=1

(
αi, u

2
i

)
Ω

−
l∑

i=1

(
αi−1, u

2
i−1

)
Ω

+
l∑

i=1

(
αi, (ui − ui−1)2

)
Ω
−

l∑
i=1

(
αi − αi−1, u

2
i−1

)
Ω
.

The last term on the RHS of (24) can be split over the subdomains in the following
way

l∑
i=1

(
αi − αi−1, u

2
i−1

)
Ω

=
l∑

i=1

(
αi, u

2
i−1

)
Ω
−

l∑
i=1

(
αi−1, u

2
i−1

)
Ω

=
l∑

i=1

(
αi, u

2
i−1

)
Σi∪Ξi∪Π

−
l∑

i=1

(
αi−1, u

2
i−1

)
Σi−1∪Ξi−1∪Π

.
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Then, the Reynolds transport theorem can be used to estimate the integrals over the
workpiece as

∣∣∣(αi, u2
i−1

)
Σi
−
(
αi−1, u

2
i−1

)
Σi−1

∣∣∣ = αΣ

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
ti∫

ti−1

d

dt

∫
Σ(t)

u2
i−1(x) dx dt

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
(2)
= αΣ

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
ti∫

ti−1

∫
∂Σ(t)

u2
i−1(v · n)(t) ds dt

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
(4)

≤ ε ‖∇ui−1‖2
L2(Ω) τ + Cε ‖ui−1‖2

L2(Ω) τ.

A similar estimate can be deduced for the integrals over the air subdomains Ξi and
Ξi−1, while the corresponding terms vanish on the coil Π. Hence, we are able to obtain
from (24) that (see also [29, Lemma 2.3])

l∑
i=1

(αi(ui − ui−1), ui)Ω & ‖ul‖
2
L2(Ω) +

l∑
i=1

‖ui − ui−1‖2
L2(Ω)

− C ‖ũ0‖2
H1(Ω) − ε

l−1∑
i=1

‖∇ui‖2
L2(Ω) τ − Cε

l−1∑
i=1

‖ui‖2
L2(Ω) τ.

Next, the third term on the LHS of (23) can be bounded by

l∑
i=1

(κi∇ui,∇ui)Ω τ ≥ min{κΣ, κΠ, κΞ}
l∑

i=1

‖∇ui‖2
L2(Ω) τ.

The Cauchy-Schwarz and ε-Young inequalities can be used to handle the remaining
terms of (23) as follows∣∣∣∣∣

l∑
i=1

(αivi · ∇ui, ui)Ω

∣∣∣∣∣ τ ≤ ε

l∑
i=1

‖∇ui‖2
L2(Ω) τ + Cε

l∑
i=1

‖ui‖2
L2(Ω) τ,∣∣∣∣∣

l∑
i=1

(Rr(Qi), ui)Θi

∣∣∣∣∣ τ .
l∑

i=1

‖ui‖2
L2(Ω) τ + r2

l∑
i=1

τ .
l∑

i=1

‖ui‖2
L2(Ω) τ + 1.

Collecting all estimates above, we arrive at

‖ul‖2
L2(Ω) +

l∑
i=1

‖ui − ui−1‖2
L2(Ω) + (1− ε)

l∑
i=1

‖∇ui‖2
L2(Ω) τ . 1 + Cε

l∑
i=1

‖ui‖2
L2(Ω) τ.

Finally, we fix a sufficiently small ε > 0 and apply the Grönwall argument. Then, we
take the maximum of the two resulting sides to conclude the proof. �



16 V. C. LE, M. SLODIČKA, AND K. VAN BOCKSTAL

5. Existence of a solution

This section is the main part of the paper, concerning the existence of a solution to
the variational system as well as the convergence of the proposed numerical scheme.
Firstly, we introduce some piecewise-constant and piecewise-affine in time functions
and subdomains

jn(t) = ji, vn(t) = vi,

σn(t) = σi, κn(t) = κi, αn(t) = αi,

Σ̃n(t) = Σi, Θ̃n(t) = Θi, Ξ̃n(t) = Ξi,

φn(t) = φi, An(t) = Ai, An(t) = Ai−1 + (t− ti−1) δAi,

un(t) = ui, un(t) = ui−1, un(t) = ui−1 + (t− ti−1)δui,

for all t ∈ (ti−1, ti] with i = 1, 2, . . . , n. The value of the continuous functions An and
un at time t = 0 are given by

An(0) = Ã0, un(0) = ũ0.

In addition, the following piecewise-constant Joule heat source is defined for all t ∈
(0, T ]

Qn(t) = σn(t)
∣∣∂tAn(t) + χΠ∇φn(t)− vn(t)×

(
∇×An(t)

)∣∣2 .
Now, we can rewrite the time-discrete equations (16)-(18) as follows

(25) σΠ

(
∇φn(t),∇ψ

)
Π

+
(
jn(t), ψ

)
Γ

= 0,

(26) (σn(t)∂tAn(t),ϕ)Θ̃n(t) + µ−1
0

(
∇×An(t),∇×ϕ

)
Ω

+ σΠ

(
∇φn(t),ϕ

)
Π
− σΣ

(
vn(t)×

(
∇×An(t)

)
,ϕ
)

Σ̃n(t)
= 0,

(27) (αn(t)∂tun(t), w)Ω + (αn(t)vn(t) · ∇un(t), w)Ω

+ (κn(t)∇un(t),∇w)Ω =
(
Rr

(
Qn(t)

)
, w
)

Θ̃n(t)
,

which are valid for any ψ ∈ Z,ϕ ∈ W 0 and w ∈ H1(Ω), and for any t ∈ (0, T ]. The
following lemma shows the convergence of the piecewise-constant approximation of the
given data.
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Lemma 5.1 (Convergence). Let the assumptions (AS1)-(AS5) be satisfied. Then, there
exists a constant C > 0 such that the following relations hold true for any t ∈ (0, T ]

(i)
∥∥jn(t)− j(t)

∥∥
H−1/2(Γ)

≤ Cτ,

‖vn(t)− v(t)‖C(Ω) ≤ Cτ,

(ii) lim
n→∞

‖κn(t)− κ(t)‖L2(Ω) = 0,

lim
n→∞

‖σn(t)− σ(t)‖L2(Ω) = 0,

lim
n→∞

‖αn(t)− α(t)‖L2(Ω) = 0,

lim
n→∞

∥∥∥χΣ̃n(t) − χΣ(t)

∥∥∥
L2(Ω)

= 0.

Proof. (i) For any t ∈ (0, T ], the Lipschitz continuity of the functions j and v gives
us that ∥∥jn(t)− j(t)

∥∥
H−1/2(Γ)

. τ,

‖vn(t)− v(t)‖C(Ω) . τ.

(ii) Thanks to the property of the mapping Φ, it holds for any t ∈ (0, T ] that

lim
n→∞

‖κn(t)− κ(t)‖2
L2(Ω) = lim

n→∞
‖κn(t)− κ(t)‖2

L2(Σ(t)) + lim
n→∞

‖κn(t)− κ(t)‖2
L2(Ξ(t))

= (κΞ − κΣ)2 lim
n→∞

(∣∣∣Σ̃n(t) ∪ Σ(t)
∣∣∣− ∣∣∣Σ̃n(t) ∩ Σ(t)

∣∣∣) (AS3)
= 0.

The remaining limit transitions can be obtained by the same reasoning, which com-
pletes the proof. �

In the next two theorems, we prove the convergence of Rothe’s functions to the
solution of the variational system (12)-(14).

Theorem 5.1 (Existence of φ and A). Let the assumptions (AS1)-(AS5) be fulfilled.
Then, there exists a unique solution (φ,A) to the variational problems (12)-(13), which
satisfies φ ∈ Lip([0, T ],Z) and A ∈ C([0, T ],W 0) with ∂tA ∈ L2((0, T ),W 0). More-

over, A(0) = Ã0 a.e. in Θ(0) and the following convergences hold true

φn → φ in L2((0, T ),Z),(28)

An → A, An → A in L2((0, T ),W 0),(29)

σn∂tAn ⇀ σ∂tA in L2((0, T ),L2(Ω)),(30)
√
σn∂tAn →

√
σ∂tA in L2((0, T ),L2(Ω)).(31)

Proof. The existence of a solution (φ,A) to the variational system (12)-(13) has already
been shown in [21, Theorems 5.1, 6.1 and 6.2], where φ ∈ Lip([0, T ],Z) and A ∈
L∞((0, T ),W 0) with σ∂tA ∈ L2((0, T ),L2(Ω)). Moreover, the convergences (28)-(30)

and the satisfaction of the initial condition A(0) = Ã0 a.e. in Θ(0) have also been
proved. Therefore, we omit their proof.
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Next, the uniform boundedness of the sequence {∂tAn} in L2((0, T ),W 0)
(cf. Lemma 4.2) and the reflexivity of that space ensure the existence of a subsequence
{∂tAnk} ⊂ {∂tAn} such that

∂tAnk ⇀ f in L2((0, T ),W 0).(32)

By means of [17, Lemma 1.3.6], we get that f = ∂tA in L2((0, T ),W 0), and hence
A ∈ C([0, T ],W 0). Moreover, Eq. (32) is still valid for the whole sequence {∂tAn} due
to the uniqueness of a weak solution A, see Theorem 3.1.

Finally, we show that the convergence (31) also holds true. Because the electrical
conductivity σ vanishes on the air, the limit transition (30) immediately implies that

∂tAn ⇀ ∂tA in L2((0, T ),L2(Π)),(33)

χΣ̃n
∂tAn ⇀ χΣ∂tA in L2((0, T ),L2(Ω)).(34)

Hence, we can conclude that

√
σn∂tAn ⇀

√
σ∂tA in L2((0, T ),L2(Ω)).(35)

Now, setting ϕ = ∂tAn(t) ∈ W 0 in (26) and then integrating over the time range
(0, η) ⊂ (0, T ) gives that

η∫
0

∥∥∥√σn(t) ∂tAn(t)
∥∥∥2

L2(Ω)
dt =

η∫
0

(σn(t) ∂tAn(t), ∂tAn(t))Θ̃n(t) dt

= −µ−1
0

η∫
0

(
∇×An(t),∇× ∂tAn(t)

)
Ω

dt

− σΠ

η∫
0

(
∇φn(t), ∂tAn(t)

)
Π

dt

+ σΣ

η∫
0

(
vn(t)×

(
∇×An(t)

)
, ∂tAn(t)

)
Σ̃n(t)

dt.
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By virtue of the limit transitions (28)-(30) and (32)-(34), we are able to pass to the
limit for n→∞ as follows

lim
n→∞

η∫
0

∥∥∥√σn(t) ∂tAn(t)
∥∥∥2

L2(Ω)
dt = −µ−1

0

η∫
0

(∇×A(t),∇× ∂tA(t))Ω dt

− σΠ

η∫
0

(∇φ(t), ∂tA(t))Π dt

+ σΣ

η∫
0

(v(t)× (∇×A(t)) , ∂tA(t))Σ(t) dt

(13)
=

η∫
0

(σ(t) ∂tA(t), ∂tA(t))Θ(t) dt

=

η∫
0

∥∥∥√σ(t) ∂tA(t)
∥∥∥2

L2(Ω)
dt.

This relation together with the weak convergence (35) leads us to the strong conver-
gence (31). �

Theorem 5.2 (Existence of u). Let the assumptions (AS1)-(AS5) be fulfilled. Then,
there exists a unique function u satisfying u ∈ L2((0, T ),H1(Ω))∩L∞((0, T ),L2(Ω)) with
‖
√
αu‖L2(Ω) ∈ C([0, T ]) such that the triplet (φ,A, u) solves the variational problem

(14). In addition, u(0) = ũ0 a.e. in Ω and the following convergences hold true

un ⇀ u, un ⇀ u in L2((0, T ),H1(Ω)).

Proof. First of all, we introduce some auxiliary identities that are useful for further
analysis. For any time η ∈ (tl−1, tl] with l = 1, 2, . . . , n, one can easily see that

η∫
0

(αn(t)∂tun(t), w)Ω dt =
l∑

i=1

(αi(ui − ui−1), w)Ω −
tl∫
η

(αn(t)∂tun(t), w)Ω dt

=
l∑

i=1

(αiui − αi−1ui−1, w)Ω −
l∑

i=1

((αi − αi−1)ui−1, w)Ω

−
tl∫
η

(αn(t)∂tun(t), w)Ω dt.
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We split the second term on the RHS over the subdomains as follows

l∑
i=1

((αi − αi−1)ui−1, w)Ω =
l∑

i=1

(αiui−1, w)Ω −
l∑

i=1

(αi−1ui−1, w)Ω

=
l∑

i=1

(αiui−1, w)Σi∪Ξi∪Π −
l∑

i=1

(αi−1ui−1, w)Σi−1∪Ξi−1∪Π .

Then, the Reynolds transport theorem allows us to rewrite that

(αiui−1, w)Σi
− (αi−1ui−1, w)Σi−1

=

ti∫
ti−1

d

dt

∫
Σ(t)

α(t)ui−1w dx dt

(3)
=

ti∫
ti−1

∫
Σ(t)

α(t)∇ · (ui−1wv(t)) dx dt.

A similar identity can be obtained for the integrals over the air subdomains Ξi and
Ξi−1, while the corresponding terms disappear on the fixed coil Π. Therefore, we arrive
at

(36)

η∫
0

(αn(t)∂tun(t), w)Ω dt

= (αn(η)un(η), w)Ω − (α(0)ũ0, w)Ω −
η∫

0

(α(t),∇ · (un(t)wv(t)))Ω dt

−
ηn∫
η

(α(t),∇ · (un(t)wv(t)))Ω dt−
ηn∫
η

(αn(t)∂tun(t), w)Ω dt.

Next, the uniform boundedness of {un} from Lemma 4.4 together with the reflexivity
of L2((0, T ),H1(Ω)) ensures the existence of a subsequence {unk} ⊂ {un} (denoted
further by the same index as the original sequence) such that

un ⇀ u in L2((0, T ),H1(Ω)).

Moreover, with a similar argument, we have the existence of a function
y ∈ L2((0, T ),H1(Ω)) such that

un ⇀ y in L2((0, T ),H1(Ω)).

Because of the a priori estimate (22) for ui, the following relation between {un} and
{un} holds true

0 ≤ lim
n→∞

‖un − un‖
2
L2((0,T ),L2(Ω)) = lim

n→∞

n∑
i=1

‖ui − ui−1‖2
L2(Ω) τ

(22)

. lim
n→∞

τ = 0,
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which implies that y = u in L2((0, T ),H1(Ω)). In addition, we have that
u ∈ L∞((0, T ),L2(Ω)) thanks to the relation

max
t∈(0,T ]

‖un(t)‖L2(Ω)

(22)

. 1.

In the following, we prove that the function u is the solution to the variational problem
(14). To this end, we integrate the equation (27) over the time interval (0, η) ⊂ (0, T ),
and then integrate the result over (0, ξ) ⊂ (0, T ). By means of the identity (36), we
get that

(37)

ξ∫
0

(αn(η)un(η), w)Ω dη − ξ (α(0)ũ0, w)Ω −
ξ∫

0

η∫
0

(α(t),∇ · (un(t)wv(t)))Ω dt dη

−
ξ∫

0

ηn∫
η

(α(t),∇ · (un(t)wv(t)))Ω dt dη −
ξ∫

0

ηn∫
η

(αn(t)∂tun(t), w)Ω dt dη

+

ξ∫
0

η∫
0

(αn(t)vn(t) · ∇un(t), w)Ω dt dη +

ξ∫
0

η∫
0

(κn(t)∇un(t),∇w)Ω dt dη

=

ξ∫
0

η∫
0

(
Rr

(
Qn(t)

)
, w
)

Θ̃n(t)
dt dη.

Let us invoke Lemma 4.4 to obtain that

lim
n→∞

∣∣∣∣∣∣
ξ∫

0

ηn∫
η

(α(t),∇ · (un(t)wv(t)))Ω dt dη

∣∣∣∣∣∣
. lim

n→∞

n∑
i=1

‖ui−1‖H1(Ω) ‖w‖H1(Ω) τ
2

(22)

. lim
n→∞

τ = 0,

lim
n→∞

∣∣∣∣∣∣
ξ∫

0

ηn∫
η

(αn(t)∂tun(t), w)Ω dt dη

∣∣∣∣∣∣
. lim

n→∞

n∑
i=1

‖ui − ui−1‖L2(Ω) ‖w‖L2(Ω) τ
(22)

. lim
n→∞

√
τ = 0.
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Using the convergences in Lemma 5.1 and the Lebesgue dominated convergence theo-
rem, we are able to show that

lim
n→∞

ξ∫
0

(αn(η)un(η), w)Ω dη =

ξ∫
0

(α(η)u(η), w)Ω dη,

lim
n→∞

ξ∫
0

η∫
0

(α(t),∇ · (un(t)wv(t)))Ω dt dη =

ξ∫
0

η∫
0

(α(t),∇ · (u(t)wv(t)))Ω dt dη,

lim
n→∞

ξ∫
0

η∫
0

(αn(t)vn(t) · ∇un(t), w)Ω dt dη =

ξ∫
0

η∫
0

(α(t)v(t) · ∇u(t), w)Ω dt dη,

lim
n→∞

ξ∫
0

η∫
0

(κn(t)∇un(t),∇w)Ω dt dη =

ξ∫
0

η∫
0

(κ(t)∇u(t),∇w)Ω dt dη.

Now, we address the convergence of the remaining term concerning the discrete Joule
heat source Qn. Let us denote

q =
√
σ (∂tA + χΠ∇φ− v × (∇×A)) ,

qn =
√
σn
(
∂tAn + χΠ∇φn − vn ×

(
∇×An

))
.

One can immediately see from Theorem 5.1 that

qn → q in L2((0, T ),L2(Ω)).

In addition, we introduce the following inequality which is valid for any non-negative
numbers a, b and c

(38) |min(a, b)−min(a, c) | ≤ 2
√
a
∣∣∣√b−√c ∣∣∣ .

One can easily prove this inequality. Using this inequality and the definition of the
cut-off function Rr, we have that∣∣Rr

(
Qn

)
−Rr(Q)

∣∣ =
∣∣min

(
r, |qn|

2)−min
(
r, |q|2

) ∣∣
(38)

≤ 2
√
r | |qn| − |q| |

≤ 2
√
r |qn − q| .

Therefore, for each w ∈ H1(Ω), we can deduce that

(39) 0 ≤ lim
n→∞

∣∣∣∣∣∣
ξ∫

0

η∫
0

(
Rr

(
Qn(t)

)
−Rr(Q(t)), w

)
Ω

dt dη

∣∣∣∣∣∣
. lim

n→∞
‖w‖L2(Ω)

 ξ∫
0

η∫
0

‖qn(t)− q(t)‖2
L2(Ω) dt dη

1/2

= 0.
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Collecting all limit transitions above, we are able to pass to the limit for n → ∞ in
(37) to arrive at

ξ∫
0

(α(η)u(η), w)Ω dη − ξ (α(0)ũ0, w)Ω −
ξ∫

0

η∫
0

(α(t),∇ · (u(t)wv(t)))Ω dt dη

+

ξ∫
0

η∫
0

(α(t)v(t) · ∇u(t), w)Ω dt dη +

ξ∫
0

η∫
0

(κ(t)∇u(t),∇w)Ω dt dη

=

ξ∫
0

η∫
0

(Rr(Q(t)), w)Θ(t) dt dη.

Differentiating this identity twice with respect to the time variable gives us that

(40)
d

dt
(α(t)u(t), w)Ω − (α(t),∇ · (u(t)wv(t)))Ω

+ (α(t)v(t) · ∇u(t), w)Ω + (κ(t)∇u(t),∇w)Ω = (Rr(Q(t)), w)Θ(t) .

Here, we can use the Reynolds transport theorem to get back the variational problem
(14) by rewriting that

d

dt
(α(t)u(t), w)Σ(t)

(3)
= (α(t)∂tu(t), w)Σ(t) + (α(t),∇ · (u(t)wv(t)))Σ(t) ,

which means that φ,A and u solve the problem (14). The convergence is not only
valid for a subsequence, but also for the original sequence by taking into account the
uniqueness of the solution u from Theorem 3.1.

In the next step, we prove the continuity in time of the L2(Ω)-norm of
√
αu. Setting

w = u(t) in the relation (40) and then integrating the result over (ξ, η) ⊂ (0, T ) leads
us to that∥∥∥√α(η)u(η)

∥∥∥2

L2(Ω)
−
∥∥∥√α(ξ)u(ξ)

∥∥∥2

L2(Ω)
−

η∫
ξ

(
α(t)u2(t),∇ · v(t)

)
Ω

dt

−
η∫
ξ

(α(t)v(t) · ∇u(t), u(t))Ω dt +

η∫
ξ

(κ(t)∇u(t),∇u(t))Ω dt

=

η∫
ξ

(Rr(Q(t)), u(t))Θ(t) dt.

We can easily get that∣∣∣∣ ∥∥∥√α(η)u(η)
∥∥∥2

L2(Ω)
−
∥∥∥√α(ξ)u(ξ)

∥∥∥2

L2(Ω)

∣∣∣∣ . |η − ξ|+
η∫
ξ

‖u(t)‖2
H1(Ω) dt,
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which implies the absolute continuity in time, i.e. ‖
√
αu‖2

L2(Ω) ∈ C([0, T ]).
Finally, we show that the initial condition of u is satisfied. Multiplying the equation

(14) by γ ∈ C∞([0, T ]) satisfying γ(0) = 1 and γ(T ) = 0, then integrating over the
time range (0, T ) gives us

T∫
0

γ(t) (α(t)∂tu(t), w)Ω dt+

T∫
0

γ(t) (α(t)v(t) · ∇u(t), w)Ω dt

+

T∫
0

γ(t) (κ(t)∇u(t),∇w)Ω dt =

T∫
0

γ(t) (Rr(Q(t)), w)Θ(t) dt.

The first term can be rewritten using partial integration in time, which leads us to that

(α(0)u(0), w)Ω = −
T∫

0

γ′(t) (α(t)u(t), w)Ω dt−
T∫

0

γ(t) (α(t),∇ · (u(t)wv(t)))Ω dt

+

T∫
0

γ(t) (α(t)v(t) · ∇u(t), w)Ω dt+

T∫
0

γ(t) (κ(t)∇u(t),∇w)Ω dt

−
T∫

0

γ(t) (Rr(Q(t)), w)Θ(t) dt.

We repeat the process above when considering (27), and then pass to the limit n→∞
to have that

(α(0)ũ0, w)Ω = −
T∫

0

γ′(t) (α(t)u(t), w)Ω dt

−
T∫

0

γ(t) (α(t),∇ · (u(t)wv(t)))Ω dt+

T∫
0

γ(t) (α(t)v(t) · ∇u(t), w)Ω dt

+

T∫
0

γ(t) (κ(t)∇u(t),∇w)Ω dt−
T∫

0

γ(t) (Rr(Q(t)), w)Θ(t) dt.

Therefore, (α(0)u(0)− α(0)ũ0, w)Ω = 0 for all w ∈ H1(Ω), which implies that u(0) = ũ0

a.e. in Ω. We have accomplished the proof. �

6. Numerical results

We perform some numerical tests in this section to support our theoretical results.
Time and space discretization schemes for electromagnetic problems involving a mov-
ing non-magnetic conductor have been thoroughly studied in our previous works (cf.
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[21, 22]). Therefore, we are now focusing on the performance of the discretization
scheme for the heat problem with the moving domain. In Section 6.1, two numerical
experiments describing the heat transfer process in two-dimensional (2D) rotating disks
are investigated. Afterwards, in Section 6.2, we enhance the simulation of an induction
heating process performed in [7] by considering a moving workpiece.

The variational problems are numerically solved using the FEM, and the discretiza-
tion scheme is implemented with the aid of the finite-element software package FreeFEM
[15]. The implementation of the variational problems (16)-(17) follows the saddle-point
formulations proposed in [21] and [22]. On the other hand, the first-order Lagrangian
finite elements are used to spatially approximate the solution ui of the equation (18).
Since the velocity v is known, it is not necessary to change the computational mesh,
which requires a re-meshing procedure that would significantly increase the computa-
tional cost. Instead, the mesh is fixed during the whole time range, and a characteristic
function tracks the moving workpiece

χΣ(x) =

{
1 if x ∈ Σ,

0 otherwise.

In order to estimate the order of convergence without knowing the exact solution,
we define the following relative error between Rothe’s solution un obtained by the
proposed numerical method and a reference solution uref

Ẽu =
‖un − uref‖2

L2((0,T ),H1(Ω))

‖uref‖2
L2((0,T ),H1(Ω))

.

In all test cases, we assume that the initial temperature is ũ0 = 298K (≈ 25◦C) and
the constant magnetic permeability of vacuum is µ0 = 4πE-7H/m. The values of other
material coefficients used in numerical tests are presented in Table 1, cf. [26, 24, 30].

SI unit Air Copper aluminium
Electrical conductiv-
ity

σ MS/m - 59.6 35

Volumetric heat ca-
pacity

α kJ/(m3·K) 1.192 3384 2422

Thermal conductivity κ W/(m·K) 0.02514 401 237

Table 1. Material coefficients used in the numerical tests.

6.1. Numerical experiments. We perform two numerical experiments concerning
the heat transfer process in 2D rotating disks with radius r1 = 0.2m. The disks both
consist of an aluminium circular area with radius r2 = 0.1m and r2 = 0.05m, respec-
tively, and the complementary area filled by copper, see Figure 2. The domains are
rotating with velocity v = 0.125π (−y, x)Tm/s and are partitioned into 245598 and
251536 triangles, respectively. Instead of the Joule heating Q, the system is supplied
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v v

Figure 2. The circular domain of experiments consisting of an aluminium
circular area (red) and the complementary area filled by copper (blue). The
domains are rotating with velocity v. Left : the first experiment with a con-
centric interior circle. Right : the second experiment with an eccentric interior
circle.

Figure 3. Temperature distribution of the first experiment at different time
points. Left: t = 0.125s. Middle: t = 8s. Right: t = 64s.

with a heat source f = 1MW/m3. The changes over time of the temperature distribu-
tion are visualized by the software package MEDIT [12], which are shown in Figures 3
and 4.

We verify the convergence of the temporal discretization scheme (18) in the time
interval (0, T ) with T = 64s. The reference temperature uref is the solution to (18)
with time step τ = 2−8s, while larger time steps τ = 2−js, with j = 2, 3, . . . , 7, are
used to compute the discrete solution un. Relative errors with respect to time step τ
together with the corresponding regression lines are presented in Figure 5. The slope of
the regression lines show that the potential convergence rate of the numerical scheme
(18) is O(τ).

6.2. Numerical simulation. We enhance the numerical simulation of an induction
heating process performed in [7] by considering a moving workpiece instead of a fixed
one. The domain Ω is a unit cube consisting of a thin-walled cylindrical aluminium
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Figure 4. Temperature distribution of the second experiment at different
time points. Left: t = 0.125s. Middle: t = 8s. Right: t = 64s.
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Figure 5. Relative error with respect to time step and the corresponding
regression line. Left: the first experiment. Right: the second experiment.
Both numerical experiments show the potentially optimal convergence rate of
the temporal discretization.

workpiece with two radii r1 = 0.092m, r2 = 0.081m and height h = 0.3m, a copper
coil and surrounding air. The initial guest Ã(0) = 0 on Θ(0) has a trivial extension

Ã(0) = 0 on the whole domain Ω without requiring C2,1 regularity of the boundary of
the subdomains Σ(0) and Π (see Remark 2.1). Hence, our theoretical results are still
valid for this geometry. The domain Ω is partitioned into 32312 tetrahedra. A static
external current density with magnitude  = 1.0E7 is driven through the coil Π via the
interfaces Γin and Γout. The workpiece is moving along the z-axis with velocity v =
(0, 0, 0.46875)Tcm/s, and the considered time length is T = 32s. Outside the workpiece,
we assume that the velocity is very small; thus, the thermal convection is dominated
by the thermal conduction. Therefore, we can neglect the thermal convection effect
in the air domain and avoid the computation of airflow, which is not essential in this
paper.
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Figure 6. Different locations of the workpiece and the corresponding temper-
ature distributions on the conductors at different time points. Top: t = 16s.
Bottom: t = 32s.

The reference solution is computed from the variational system (16)-(18) with time
step τ = 2−7s (n = 4096 subintervals). Different locations of the workpiece together
with their corresponding temperature distributions on the conductors at two differ-
ent time points are presented in Figure 6. Some rougher discrete solutions are also
computed when the number of time intervals equals n = 64, 128, 256, 512, 1024 and
2048. Relative error with respect to time step and the corresponding regression line
are shown in Figure 7, which confirms the potentially optimal convergence rate of our
proposed scheme.

7. Conclusion

In the present paper, we have investigated an induction heating problem in a three-
dimensional domain containing a moving non-magnetic conductor. The electromag-
netic process and heat transfer are modelled by PDEs, which are coupled by the Joule
heating effect. A cut-off function has been introduced to restrain the nonlinear Joule
heat source. A time-discrete scheme based on the backward Euler’s method has been
proposed to solve approximately the variational problems. The convergence of the pro-
posed discretisation scheme and the well-posedness of the variational system have been
proved with the aid of the Reynolds transport theorem and Rothe’s method. Some
numerical results have also been presented to support the theoretical results.
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Figure 7. Relative error with respect to time step and the corresponding
regression line of the numerical simulation. This result confirms the potentially
optimal convergence rate of the numerical scheme.

In the future, comprehensive error estimates of the proposed temporal discretiza-
tion scheme should be performed to verify the potentially optimal convergence rate
obtained numerically in Section 6. In addition, future studies could concern high-
frequency induction heating problems (full Maxwell’s equations) involving magnetic
moving conductors, which have a wide range of applications in manufacturing indus-
tries.
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