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ON THE CONVERGENCE OF AN IEQ-BASED FIRST-ORDER NUMERICAL
SCHEME FOR THE BERIS-EDWARDS SYSTEM

FRANZISKA WEBER AND YUKUN YUE

ABSTRACT. We present a convergence analysis of an unconditionally energy-stable first-order semi-discrete
numerical scheme designed for a hydrodynamic Q-tensor model, the so-called Beris-Edwards system, based
on the Invariant Energy Quadratization Method (IEQ). The model consists of the Navier-Stokes equations
for the fluid flow, coupled to the Q-tensor gradient flow describing the liquid crystal molecule alignment. By
using the Invariant Energy Quadratization Method, we obtain a linearly implicit scheme, accelerating the
computational speed. However, this introduces an auxiliary variable to replace the bulk potential energy
and it is a priori unclear whether the reformulated system is equivalent to the Beris-Edward system. In this
work, we prove stability properties of the scheme and show its convergence to a weak solution of the coupled
liquid crystal system. We also demonstrate the equivalence of the reformulated and original systems in the
weak sense.

1. INTRODUCTION

Liquid crystal is an intermediate state of matter between the solid and liquid phase and usually exists
in a specific temperature range. On one hand, it possesses the ability to flow of liquids, and on the other
hand, the molecules are ordered, (neighboring molecules roughly point in the same direction) similar as in a
classical solid. Due to this, liquid crystals have unique physical properties that are used in various real-life
applications, such as monitors, screens, clocks, navigation systems, and others. Typically, liquid crystals
consist of elongated molecules of identical size which can be pictured as rods. The inter-molecular forces
make them align along a common axis [306, 3].

Mathematical models for the dynamics of liquid crystals have been intensively studied in the last decades.
For an overview, see [27, 37, 16, 25, 26] and the references therein. Here we will consider the Q-tensor model
by Landau and de Gennes [15] and its numerical approximation. In this model, the orientation of the liquid
crystal molecules is described by the Q-tensor, a symmetric and trace-free d X d-matrix field where d = 2,3
is the spatial dimension. It can be interpreted as the deviation of the second moment of the probability
density of the directions of liquid crystal molecules from the isotropic state [29]. When the liquid crystal is
in an equilibrium, the Q-tensor minimizes a free energy, the so-called Landau-de Gennes free energy [30, 5],

ELe(@) = /Q F5(@Q) + Fe(@Q).

where 0 C R?, is the spatial domain, and we assume that it has a sufficiently smooth boundary. Fp is the
bulk potential and Fg is the elastic energy density given by

Fp(Q) = 5 (@) — 3 (@) + £ (x(@))°, Fe(@ = £IVQP,

where a, b, ¢, L are constants with ¢, L > 0. In particular, ¢ > 0 will guarantee the existence of a lower bound
of the bulk potential, which is vital for the following analysis. In a non-equilibrium situation, the dynamics
of the Q-tensor are governed by a nonlinear system of PDEs, consisting of the gradient flow for the Q-tensor
field coupled to the Navier-Stokes equations for the underlying fluid flow [7, 43, 44],

(1.1a) U+ (u-Vju=—-Vp+pAu+V-X - HVQ,
(1.1b) Vou=0,
(1.1c) Q +u-VQ—-S=MH,
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subject to initial and boundary conditions,

(123“) {Q|t—0 = Q07 Q|8Q><[O)T] = 07

(1.2b) Ul = uo, Ulog o) = 0

where (HVQ), = szzl H;;j0,Qi; and (u - VQ);; = ZZ:1 upOr Qs for all 1 < k4,5 < d. u denotes the
velocity field, and p represents the pressure. The tensors S and ¥ appearing in the system (1.1a)—(1.1c)
above are given by

(1.3) S = Su,Q)=WQ - QW +¢(QD +DQ) + %D _9%(D: Q) (Q + é]) ,
and

2% 1
(1.4) S =5(Q.H)=QH - HQ £ (HQ + QH) -+ H +2(Q : H) <Q+ aI> .
with
(1.5) D- % (Vut (Va)T), W= % (Vu— (Va)T)

representing the symmetric and skew-symmetric parts of the matrix Vu. Here S denotes the rotational
and stretching effects on the liquid crystal molecules generated by the flow, while the constant £ measures
the degree of these effects. ¥ is an elastic stress tensor term [10]. The tensor H is the molecular field
corresponding to the variational derivative of the free energy Er¢(Q) and given by

oF 1
LG — LAQ — [aQ — b Q% — = tr(Q) ) — ctr(Q%) Q| .
oQ d
Notice that the last term in the definition of X, (1.4) results in a gradient term after taking the divergence as
it is the case in (1.1a). Hence we can modify the pressure to include this term and instead use the modified
definition of X:
28

(1.7) S —S(QH)=QH - HQ - £ (HQ+QH) - = H+2%(Q: H)Q.

Indeed, as we will be concerned with Leray-Hopf solutions in the following, these definitions can be used
interchangeably. In the following, we will always use definition (1.7) for ¥ and the accordingly modified
definition of the pressure. System (1.1a)—(1.7) is equivalent to the Beris-Edwards model as it is shown in [I,
Section 2.1].
Our goal in this work is to provide a convergence proof for a semi-discrete numerical scheme for (1.1a)-
(1.7). The existence, uniqueness and regularity theory for this system have been studied in, e.g., [1, 2, 10,
, 23, 32, 33]. Numerical simulation and analysis of this and related models have been undertaken in,
e.g., [4, 6,8, 13, 14, 28]. Due to the system being highly nonlinear, for stability of the numerical method,
it is crucial to retain a discrete version of the energy dissipation law satisfied by the system at the level of
the numerical scheme. However, this often results in nonlinearly implicit schemes which require the iterative
solution of a nonlinear algebraic system at every timestep. In order to circumvent this issue, the invariant
energy quadratization (IEQ) method has been introduced for nonlinear gradient flows [22, 44, 24, 39, 40, 41,
]. The key idea is to introduce an auxiliary variable for the bulk potential term which is then discretized
as an independent variable. This results in a linearly implicit scheme which is unconditionally energy-stable.
A discrete version of the energy dissipation property is retained while enhancing computational efficiency.
Specifically, in the case of system (1.1a)-(1.7), the auxiliary variable r is introduced [44]:

(1.6) H=—

(1.8) r(@Q) = \/2 (g r(Q?) gtrm + 1 02(Q%) + Ao),

where Ay > 0 is a constant ensuring that r is always positive for any Q € R?*?. This is possible since one
can show that the bulk potential F5(Q) has a lower bound, see [14, Theorem 2.1]. If we then define

VQ =0Q-b @2~ Ju(@1| +cu@ie,
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it follows that

r(@) _ V(@)
1.9 = = P(Q),
for a trace-free, symmetric tensor Q. Then system (1.1a)-(1.1¢) can be reformulated as
(1.10a) U+ (u-Vju=—-Vp+pAu+V-X - HVQ,
(1.10b) Vou=0,
(1.10¢) Qi+u-Q—-S=MH,
(1.10d) re = P(Q) : Qt,
(1.10e) H=LAQ —rP(Q).
In [44], the authors proposed an energy stable scheme for the reformulated system (1.10a)-(1.10e), and

proved that it satisfies a discrete version of the energy dissipation law. However, to the best of our knowledge,
there is no proof of convergence of the numerical scheme designed for the Beris-Edwards model based on
the TEQ method. The main issue is that the reformulation of (1.1a)—(1.7) to (1.10a)—(1.10e) is only valid at
the formal level assuming solutions are smooth. However, this may not be the case for this system, given
that it involves coupling to the incompressible Navier-Stokes equations. Therefore, at least in three space
dimensions, at most global weak solutions can be expected. Furthermore, a priori, the auxiliary variable r
has less integrability than the square root of the bulk potential. While the square root of the bulk potential
is expected to be in the Lebesgue space L? in space, the auxiliary variable is only expected to be in L2
according to the reformulated energy dissipation law. In this work, we will show how to circumvent this
issue and obtain a priori estimates for the numerical approximations which are sufficient for passing to the
limit and obtaining a weak solution of (1.1a)—(1.7). Hence, this can also be seen as an alternative proof of
existence of global weak solutions for the Beris-Edwards system. The rest of this article is structured as
follows: In Section 2, we introduce the notations and some standard results that will be used in the following.
Then we will construct and analyze a numerical scheme designed for system (1.10a)—(1.10e) in Section 3. We
will also provide a discrete energy dissipation law in this section. In Section 4, we provide the convergence
argument. Finally, we will show the equivalence between weak solutions for the reformulated system and
weak solutions of the original system (1.1a)—(1.6).

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Notation. Let © C R? be a bounded domain with C? boundary. We denote the norm of a Banach
space X as || - ||x and its dual space by X*. If we omit the subscript X, it represents the norm of the space
L?(2). For simplicity, when used as a subscript, we will not write the symbol €2 if we refer to a function
space over domain (2, i.e., L? = L?(f2). The inner product on L? will be denoted by (-, -). Vector-valued and
matrix-valued functions will be denoted in bold form.

For two vectors u,v € R?% we set their inner product to be u - v = Ele u;v; and for two matrices

A,B € R™_we use the Frobenius inner product A : B = tr(ATB) = 3¢ A;;B;j. The norm of matrix A

4,j=1
is then given by |A| = |A|r = VA : A. Finally, the derivatives of matrix A are defined as a matrix, that is,
1
9iA = (0;Aj)jx and VA = (814, -+ ,04A). When we write [|A], |VA[, we mean ||A|| = ([,|Al|*dz)? and

1
d 2
IvAl = (Jo S0P de)”.

Throughout this paper, we will denote Sobolev spaces and Bochner spaces in standard ways, and will not
tell the difference between scalar and vector value function spaces if it is clear enough from the context. In
particular, we use L?(0,T; X ) to denote the space of functions f : [0,7) — X which are LP-integrable in the
time variable ¢ € [0,T). The dual space of H}(f) is denoted by H~1(Q). We define S¢ to be the space of
traceless symmetric R9*¢ matrices,

d
Sg = {A ERdXd : Aij = Aji7ZAii =0,1<14,5< d}
i=1
If there is no additional explanation, when we refer to a matrix-valued function @ (including @™, Q™, Qa¢, Qa¢,, ,
etc.), we mean Q : Q — S¢. We will use the subscript o to indicate the divergence-free vector spaces, for
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example,

C(Q) = {6 € CF(:V - $=0}, L2(Q) = {pec L) :V $=0,6 nlon =0} =@

H; ,(Q) = Hy(2) N L7(9).

We denote the Leray projector by P : L2(2) — L2(f2), which is an orthogonal projection induced by the
Helmholtz-Hodge decomposition [35] f = Vg + h for any f € L?(Q2). Here, g € H*() is a scalar field, and
h € L2(Q) is a divergence-free vector field. Then for all f € L?(Q), it holds that Pf = h.

We will use C' to denote a generic constant, which might depend on parameters u, a, b, c, M, L, £, d, domain

Q, and initial values (u;n,Q;n). If a constant depends on any other factors, it will be specified. The product
space of two Banach spaces X and Y will be denoted as X x Y for all (z,y) € X xY where x € X,y €Y.

2.2. Technical lemmas and definition of weak solutions. Here we will list the technical tools that
will be frequently used in the following analysis. To obtain higher order regularity of @ in space, we recall
Agmon’s inequality [12, Lemma 4.10].

Lemma 2.1. For any f € H*(Q2) N HY(Q),

1 1
(2.1) [fllzee < ClUF N Erallf11 72
The following lemma states an a priori estimate for Laplace operator [19, Theorem 3.1.2.1].

Lemma 2.2. There exists a constant C' which only depends on the diameter of 1, such that

(2.2) I1flle= < CIALI,
for all f € H*(Q) N H(Q).
We will also use the Aubin-Lions lemma [9, 35]:
Lemma 2.3. Let Xg C X7 C Xg be three Banach spaces. Assume that the embedding of Xy into Xo is

continuous and that the embedding of Xy into X; is compact. Let p,r € [1,00]. Now if a family of functions
F satisfies that for any f € F,

FELOT)X), % e (0,7):X)

Then if p < oo, F is a compact family in LP([0,T);X1). If p = oo, then F is a compact family in
C([0,T); X1).

Definition 2.4. By a weak solution of system (1.10a) to (1.10e), we mean a triple (u,@Q,H), with u :
[0,T)x Q=R Q:[0,T)x Q— R and H : [0,T) x Q — R4 which satisfy

(i) Q(t,x) is trace-free and symmetric and u(t, z) is divergence free for almost every (¢, ).

(ii) They attain the initial values

Q(va) = QO(I) € HI(Q)v ’LL(O,:E) = uO(I) € LQ(Q)v <U0, V1/)> =0,

for any smooth function ¢ € C2°(Q).
(iii) The triple (u, @, H) satisfies the regularity condition

Q € L>=(0,T; HY(Q)) N L2(0,T; H*(Q)), we L=(0,T;L*Q)NL*0,T; H'(Q)), H < L*([0,T) x Q).
(iv) (u,Q, H) satisfy the weak formulations

T T d
/0 /Quatfp dxdt — /Qu(T, x) - P(T,z)dx + /Q ug(x) - (0, z) do —I—/O /Q Z u;u;0;0; dadt

ij=1

2§H+2§(Q:H) (Q+ %I)] : VY dadt

d

+u/OT/QVu:V1/;da:dt+/OT/Q(HVQ)~¢da:dt,

(2.3a) :/OT/Q {(QH—HQ)—&(HQﬂLQH)_
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//Q Owp dxdt — /QTI: Ta:da:—i—/Qo Oa:d:z:—l—/ /Q - Vo) dxdt

(2.3b)  + /0 /Q [WQ — QW +£(QD +DQ) + 7D —2(D Q)Q]  pdudt

T
—/ /MH:(pd:vdt,
0 Q
T
/ /H:tpdwdt / / LZ VQij - Vi | dedt
0 Q

1,j=1

[ (@0 (@) ju@) +eun@)q) ) o

for all smooth divergence-free function 9 : [0, 7)) x Q@ — R? and all trace-free symmetric matrix function
= (‘Pij)zd,j:l :10,T) x  — R¥? which are compactly supported within  for every t € [0, T.

(2.3¢)

Definition 2.5. By a weak solution of system (1.10a) to (1.10e), we mean a quadruple (u,Q,H,r), with
uw:[0,T)x Q=R Q:[0,T)x Q=R H:[0,T) x Q2 —=R> and r: [0,T) x Q — R,
(i) Q(t,z) is trace-free and symmetric and u(t, x) is divergence free for almost every (¢, z),
(ii) They attain the initial values

Q(0,7) = Qo(z) € HY(Q), u(0,z) =uo(z) € L*(Q), r(0,2) =7 (Qo(x)), (g, Vi) =0,
for any smooth function ¢ € C2°(Q).
(iii) (u,@,r) satisfy the regularity condition

Q € L=(0,T5 H'(Q)) N L*(0,T; HX(Q)), we L>(0,T;L*(Q)) N L*(0,T; H'()),
H e L*(0,T;L*(Q), e L>(0,T; L))
(iv) (u,Q,H,r) satisfy the weak formulations

/(JTAuat¢dxdt—/§zu(T,x).Qp(T,x)d:v—i—/Q o(z) - ¥(0,z) d;g_|_/ / Z wgu;0i); dadt

i,j=1
2¢

(2.42) —/OT/Q[(QH—HQ)—&(HQWH)—3H+25<Q:H> (@ 31)] s 7w o

T T
+ M/ Vau : Vip dxdt +/ (HVQ) - ¢ dxdt,
0o Ja 0o Ja

/OT/QQ:Btwdxdt—/QQ(T,x): (T:vd:v+/Q0 ogcdﬁ/ /Q w - V) dudt

r 28
(2.4b) /0 /Q {WQ ~QW +£(@D +DQ) + 22D~ 2%(D - Q)Q] : o dudt

T
:—/ MH : pdxdt
o Jo

(2.4c) /0 ' /thdxdt_ /Q (T, 2)¢(T, z)dz + /Q ro(2)$(0, x)dx = — /0 ' /QP(Q):thbd:cdt,

and

T
(2.4d) / H:pdrdt = / / (L > V@i Wu) dxdt — / / rP(Q) : ¢ dudt,
0 Q Q Q

7,7=1
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for all smooth divergence-free function 4 : [0,7T) x © — R?, all trace-free symmetric matrix function
p = (cpij)‘ij:l 1 [0,T) x © — R4 and smooth function ¢ : [0,7) x Q@ — R which are compactly
supported within Q for every t € [0, T).

Then for the treatment of the convection term, we consider a bilinear form
1
(2.5) B(u,v) = (u-V)v + §(V ).
It is not hard to verify the following properties of B (See [31, 34, 38] and the references therein).

Lemma 2.6. We define the trilinear form

(2.6) B(u,v,w) = (B(u,v),w).
Then
(2.7) B(u,v,w) = —B(u,w,v),

for allw € L*(Q) with L*(Q)-integrable divergence, and v,w € H(Q). Moreover, B(u,v,v) = 0.

The following cancellation property will play a key role in deducing the discrete energy dissipation law in
the next section.

Lemma 2.7. For anyu € H}(Q), we have
(2.8) (Vu, X(Q, H)) + (H,5(Q,u)) =0,
for all symmetric trace-free matrices @ € H*(Q),H € L?(Q).

Proof. From definitions (1.3) and (1.7), we have

(#.5Quuw) — (H.WQ- QW +¢(QD+DQ) + 5D 260 @) (@+ 31) ).

(Vu,2(Q.H)) = <Vu,QH—HQ —{(HQ+QH) — 2?fH—i—Qg(Q : H)Q>.

Comparing these terms and utilizing the symmetry and trace-free property of H and @, we observe that

d
(HWQ-QW) = /Q Z H;j(WirQrj — Qi Wiy)

i,5,k=1

d
- /Q S (Wi Hig Qs — Wiy QuiHiy) = (W, HQ — QH) = — (Vu,QH — HQ),

,5,k=1

d
H.6QD+DQ) = [ Y €I, (QuDys+ D)

,5,k=1

d
:/Q Z §(DinH;jQjk + DijQuriHij)

ij,k=1
=(D,{(HQ +QH)) = {(Vu, HQ + QH),
3

(1.%5D) = (v m). (H.-26D:Q)Q) = -2 [ (Vu: QU : Qs = - (Vu.26Q: H)Q).

2 2

<H’§(D:Q)I>_§ (D :Q)tr(H)dx = 0.
Q

From these calculations, we can conclude that (2.8) holds true. O

We also recall the following lemma from [20, Theorem 4.1], establishing Lipschitz continuity of P. We will

use this lemma to pass to the limit in the numerical approximations introduced below and obtain convergence
to a weak solution as in Definition 2.5.
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Lemma 2.8. The function P is Lipschitz continuous, that is, there exists constant L > 0 such that for any
matriz Q,0Q € R3*3,

(2.9) IP@Q+46Q) - P(Q)| < L|6Q|.
3. CONSTRUCTION AND ANALYSIS OF THE NUMERICAL SCHEME

We start by describing the first-order semi-discrete numerical scheme for system (1.10a)—(1.10e). It is
based on the projection method, a fractional step method widely used for the numerical approximation of
the Navier-Stokes equations [11, 34, 38]. It consists of two steps. Let At > 0 be the time step size.

Given initial data (u®,Q°,p%) € HJ(Q) x (H§(Q) N H2(Q)) x H2(Q2), we set P* = P(Q°),r* = r(Q") and
(w1,Q t,p~tr 1) = (u®Q%p°r°). Then for n = 0,1,..., we update (u"**, Q"+ p"*t! rn*t1) through
the following two steps.

Step 1 Given (u”,Q",p",r") € HI(Q) x (HI(Q) N H2(Q)) x HX(Q) x L*(Q), we seek (@" ', Q"+, r"+1) €
HE(Q) x (H§(Q) N H%(Q)) x L*() as a weak solution of the following system with boundary con-
ditions ﬂn+1|ag =0, Qn+1|ag =0,

~n+1 n
(3.1a) <’%,¢> + B, @t ) = — (Vp, ) — u (VT V) — (B ),
_ <Hn+1in,,¢>
Qn+l_ Qn ~n-+1 1 1
(3.1b) <T7<p> + (@ VR ) = (" o) + M(H" 0),
(3.1c) Pt = PP (QM - QM)
(3.1d) (H" ¢) = —L(VQ"T', V¢) — (r"t'P" ¢)

for all smooth vector-valued function % and smooth matrix-valued function ¢, ¢ with compact sup-
port in [0,7T) x 2. where

(3.2) s"H = s@"tt Q"), = w(Q", H™ ), P"=PQ") for all n > 0.

Step 2 Then we define (u"*!,p"t) € HY(Q) x H?(Q) through the following equations with boundary
condition u"*! - nlsn =0,

un-l—l _ ,&nJrl

(3.3a) — Q2 (Vp"t — vp™),

(3.3b) (u" ', V) =0,

for all smooth vector-valued function % with compact support in [0,T) x Q.

Remark 3.1. The second step can be understood as applying the Helmholtz decomposition to a" T in

particular, ! = Pa" Tt

Here s = s(u, Q) is given by
(3.4 Q) = S, Q) — 5

Clearly, if u is divergence free, this definition coincides with the definition of S in (1.3). However, the velocity
field "' obtained in the first step of the scheme is not necessarily divergence free and hence S may not
be trace-free, a fact which is needed to show that the scheme conserves the trace-free properties of @ and
H, as we will see later. From the proof of Lemma 2.7, we notice that the trace-free property of H is in
fact necessary for obtaining the cancellation property (2.8), which in turn is needed for showing the discrete
energy balance.

Then the following version of Lemma 2.7 holds:

(V-u)l.

Lemma 3.2. For anyu € H}(Q), we have

(3.5) (Vu, %(Q, H)) + (H,5(u,Q)) = 0,
for every symmetric trace-free matriz @ € H}(Q) N H?(Q), H € L*(Q).



8 F. WEBER AND Y. YUE

Proof. The proof is the same as the proof of Lemma 2.7 after noting that Z—E(V ~u)tr H = 0. g

3.1. Well-posedness of the scheme. First, we need to guarantee a solution of (3.1)—(3.3) with the required
properties exists at every step n. We start by noting that the scheme preserves the trace-free and symmetry
property of Q and H, i.e., if Q™ is trace-free and symmetric, then Q"' and H™*! will be also. Since the
second step of the scheme does not modify @ and H, we only need to consider the first step:

Lemma 3.3. If Q™ is trace-free and symmetric, then Q"' and H"™' computed through (3.1) are also
trace-free and symmetric.

Proof. We use tr(Q"™*1)I (where I is the d x d identity matrix) as a test function in (3.1b):

< QnJrl _ Qn

AL ,tr(Qn+1)I> + <,&n+1 . VQn7tr(Qn+l)I> o <8n+1,tr(Qn+l)I> - M <Hn+17tr(Qn+1)I>

which can be rewritten as

<tr(Qn+1)At_ Q") tr(Q"+1)> + @V (@), tr(@" 1)) — (tr(s" M), (@) = M (tr(H™), tr(Q™T)) .

By assumption, @™ is trace-free, hence this becomes

é Htr(Qn-i—l)

From the definition of s"*! in (3.4) and (3.2), it follows that

I

(36) = (™), @) = M (tr(H™ ), 6r(@"*))

(1 ).0) = (i (5@11,Q") 0) - (Z5(V @) u(d).0)

(3.7) = (aW"Q QW ) +et(@ D" +D"TQ) + %’5 (D"
260" @ @) - BB QM () - (v a1, 6) =0

for any test function ¢ : Q — R with zero trace and contained in H?(Q). In order to deal with the last term,
we take tr(Q"T1)I as a test function in (3.1d):

(H™ 4@ HI) = —L(VQ ", V(tx(Q")I)) — (r" TP tx(Q" ")),
which again, we can write as
(be(H"™), 1(Q"H)) = —L ||V tr(@"H)||” — (r"* tr(P™), tr(Q" 1)) .
Since tr(P™) = 0, we get
(er(H™), (@) = ~L|V (@)
Plugging this into (3.6), we obtain

1 n
< @

and so tr(Q""!) = 0 almost everywhere.
For the symmetry, we consider Z"t! = Q"+! — (Q"*!)T as a test function in (3.1b):

QnJrl _Qn n+1 n+1\T ~n+1 n n+1 n+1\T n+1 n+1 n+1\T
(T @) )+ (V@@ = (@) — (5@ - (@)

- M <Hn+17Qn+l _ (Qn+1)T>

which can be rewritten as

1 <Q"+1 - -@ -@M)")
2 At

17 = (te(s"t), (@) = —ML ||V txr(@" Y| <0

—_

7Qn-i-l _ (Qn+1)T> 4= <,an+1 . V(Qn _ (Qn)T),Qn-i-l _ (Qn+l)T>

[\

_ % <sn+1 ~ (5" T, Q! - (Qn+1)T> _ % (" — (H"™ )T, Q! — (Qn+1)T>
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Since Q™ is assumed to be symmetric, a simple calculation reveals that s”*! is also symmetric and so the
previous identity simplifies to

(3.8) s @ @) TP = A ()T - @ )T

We use Z"*1 as a test function in the equation for H" !, equation (3.1d):
<Hn+17Qn+l _ (Qn+1)T> —_TL <in+17v(Qn+l _ (Qn+1)T)> _ <Tn+1Pn7Qn+1 _ (Qn-l—l)T>7
which we can rewrite as
1 n+1l n+1\T n+l n+1\T
(" — ()T, Q- (@ )T

1

- V@ @ - 3

5 <Tn+l(Pn _ (Pn)T),Qn+l _ (Qn+l)T> ’

which noticing that P™ is symmetric since Q™ is, becomes

1 L

5 <Hn+1 o (Hn—l—l)'l"Qn-i—l . (Qn+1)T> _ -5 Hv(Qn-i—l . (Qn+1)T)H2-
Thus (3.8) becomes

" " 2 LM " " 2
2At HQ 1 _(Q +1)TH === HV(Q +_(Q +1)T)H <.
This implies that Q™! is symmetric. O

Next, we turn to the solvability of our numerical scheme, that is, given (u",Q",p",H") € H(Q) x
(H?(Q) N HE(2)) x H(2)x L2(2), whether there exists (u™+*, Q™+, p" ™ H" 1) € H(Q)x (H?(Q) N H}(Q)) x
H?(Q) x L?(2) solving equations (3.1)-(3.3). To see this, we will rewrite the scheme into a more straight-
forward form to implement and analyze. From (3.1c), we can express 7! in terms of Q", Q"' and r"
as

TnJrl — Tn +Pn . (QnJrl _ Qn)
Substituting 7" *! into the formula for H"*1 in (3.1d), we obtain
(3.9) (H"™,¢) = —L(VQ"™',V¢) — ((P" : Q""" )P",¢) + (F",¢)

where we denoted (P™ : Q™) P"—r"P™ by F™. Then we consider the following problem: Given (u™,Q",p", H", r™),
we want to find a unique (u,Q,H) € Hj(Q) x Hi () x L*(2) such that

(3.10) ant1 ((w,Q.H), (¥,0.9)) = fu (¥,9.9))

holds for all (¥, ¢, ¢) € Hg () x Hj ()% L*(Q). Here the bilinear form apn1(-,-) : (Hg () x Hg(€2) x L*(2)) x
(H§(Q) x Hi(Q) x L*(Q)) — R is defined as:

a1 ((w.Q.H), (¢.9,9))

1
d B Vu -V d QM H):Vipd HYVQ" -y d
At/uq/):v—i- (uu«/)—i-u/u 'l/).’L'-i—/ @ ) 1/1:10—1—/9 Q" -Pdx

(3.11a) —E/Q:qbd:v—/ (W 9Q) s ddo+ [ s(w.Q)iode+ M [ Hidis

H:pdr+— d
/ pdr + /VQ V(pa:—l—At

12

(P":Q)(P": ) dv =" Ayt
k=1

and the right-hand side is

(3.110) Fu(9.0.:9)) = 5 (0" 9) — (V9".8) + 1 (@7 8) + 1 (F9).
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From Lax-Milgram theorem[17], we infer that it is enough to show that a,41 is bounded and coercive. We
will start with the boundedness. Given (u",Q™, H") € H} () x (H§(Q) N H2(Q)) x L*(Q) and a fixed At,
the terms AT, AZTL AR ADHL AnEL AnEL can be bounded by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality as

1 1
n+1
A7) <l 9] < el 191,
[AST < ul| V]l V9l < pllall gz [[3]] 2z

N 1 1
45 < llRlNgl < 7 1Ry 14,
|AgTH < M| H| ||l

1 1
n+1
AL < G IH el < = IH el

L L
AT < A IVRIIVel < 1@l g ey
Using the Holder inequality and the Sobolev inequality, we can estimate Ag“ as
ST < ™| oo [ Vall 1] e < Cllw™ || gy lull gy (1912 < Cllullmg 9] ;-
Similar tricks can be applied to control Af and A%. Specifically, we have

A < IHIVQ™ |+ 0]l s < CIHINQ" 12 191l a < CIH]| |41,
and
AT < Jlull s [IVQ™ || s 16l < Cllull gz Q" 1= bl < Clluall gz (18]

Thanks to Lemma 2.1 and Lemma 2.8, we obtain

AL < 1P 2= QI Il < 1R 1< 1Ry Nl
<O my 1R 2 1R g el 1y < ClIR 13 llepll g -

Recalling definition (1.3), (3.4) and (1.7) and using Lemma 2.1, we can estimate the remaining two terms
AZH,AQH as

/Q [Q"H —HQ" - ¢ (HQ" +Q"H) — %H +26(Q" - H)Q”] . Vi dz

< C (1R~ + 1Q" 7~ + 1) |HI VIl < CIH] |19l 5.

A7 =

and

|AgH| = ‘/ [WQ" — Q"W +£(Q"D +DQ") + %D —26(D: QM) <Q" + $I> - z_g(v -u)I} cpdx
Q

<C(1Q"= + Q"7 + 1) IVull llg]l < Cllull i ]l

Combining these estimates on A;,7i =1,2,---,12, we conclude that

s (@ H), (0.0.)) < C (lulmy +1Qlm + IHI) (Il + el + ls])
<O @wQH

(3.12)
)HH%(Q)XH%(Q)XLZ(Q) H("p"p’(ﬁ)HH%(Q)XH%(Q)XLQ(Q)’
which completes the proof of the boundedness of thebilinear form a,41.

Next we show the coercivity of a,1. To do so, we choose (1/),<p,¢) = (u,Q,H ), it follows from Lemma
2.6, Lemma 3.2 that
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a((wQ.H), (u.Q H))
1

= Qu-ud:r+B(u",u,u)+u/Q

_éfﬂQ:de—/Q(u-VQ"):Hd:z:+/Qs(u,Q"):de—i—M/QH;HdI

Vu-Vudx+/E(Q",H):Vudx-|—/HVQ”.ud:Zj
Q Q

(3.13) 1 L 1

_i 2 2 2 £ 2 i n 2
= il + | Vull? + MIH|? + ZIVQI? + 1P : Q|
> C (Jlull3y + 1QU; + IHI?) .

for some constant C' > 0 which depends on p, M, and At. Thus, given (u",Q",H", p", ") € H}(Q)
(HE () N H2(R)) x L3(Q) x L2(Q) x L?(Q), there exists a unique (&" "', Q"+, H"+1) € H}(Q) x H} ()
L?(2) solving (3.1). Then standard results about elliptic equations [17] lift the regularity of Q"™ to H?(£2)
due to (3.9).

As it is stated in Remark 3.1, the uniqueness and existence of u™*! and p"t! are guaranteed by the
Helmholtz decomposition. Using (3.3a) and (3.3b), for any smooth function % with compact support in
[0,7) x Q, p"*! solves

X
X

Vp"t Ve de = [ Vp" - Vepdr — 1 / (Wt —a" ) . v
(3.14) Q Q 2At Jo

_ n _i ~n+1
= | W vy oy [ (V@ wdr,

which implies that p"*t! € H?(Q) given p" € H?(Q). In addition, it follows from (3.3a) that u"*! =
@™t — 2(Vprtt — Vpt)At € HY(Q).
We have shown:

Theorem 3.4. Given the initial value (u®,Q°) € H}(Q) x (H(Q) N H?(RQ)), the numerical scheme (3.1)-
(3.3) can be solved iteratively with (u™,Q™) € H'(Q) x (H(Q) N H?(Q)) for every n € Z.

3.2. Energy stability.

Lemma 3.5. The numerical scheme (3.1)-(3.3) is unconditionally energy stable and satisfies the semi-
discrete energy dissipation law

1 N—-1 1 N I N
BN 3t a4 S Y @ -t 5 Y VR - v
(315) n=0 n=0 n=0
1 al 1 2 al +12 o +112 0
n+ n ~Mn n _
+§n;||r — | Y Va2 AL+ MO HY T2 AL = E°,

n=0 n=0

for all integers N € [0, & |] where

EN+1 — 1

_ 1 L 1
SIS STV 4 SV 4 VP Al

Proof. According to Theorem 3.4, "' € H}(Q) for every n > 0. It allows us to choose ¢ = @1 At as a
test function in (3.1a) to get

(™12 — Ju™ ) + @™ —u)?)

= —(Vp", a" O AL — pl| Va2 At — (E"FL varTh At — (HPTIVQ™ a" T At,

N =
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where we have used the fact that B(u™, @™, 4" ™') = 0 by Lemma 2.6. Taking —AtH"*! as a test function
in (3.1b) and Q" — Q" in (3.1d), adding the two equations, and using (3.1c), we have

L 1 ~N n ~n n
5 (IVQ™IP = V@™ ” + V™ = V@™ %) + 5 (IF" T I* — Ir™|I* + [[7 = r"[]%)
_ —M||Hn+lH2At + <,an+1 . VQ”,H”+1>At _ <8n+1,Hn+1>At.
Lemma 3.2 implies that
<Vﬁn+1, 2n+1> + <Hn+l,sn+1> =0

Taking the inner product of (3.3a) with 1 u"**At and 1 (w1 +a@"*") At respectively, and using the diver-
gence free condition (3.3b) for u" ™!, we have

1 1
(3.16&) Z||,u,n—|-1H2 _ |'l~l,n+1H2 + Z”un-H _,&nJrlHZ =0

)

L
4

1 1
(3.16b) [P = I = 5 (VT Vet at A

2
4
Adding up these estimates together, we obtain
1 L 1 1 L 1
“layn 1112 - n+12 e F1p2 ) | 21,712 - ni|2 )2
(312 + SI9Q P + 31+ ) = (Gl t? + S19QPE + 1P
1 ~ "N 1 ~ T n L n n 1 n n
+ ol =@t P e =P S VR = VTP S — 2
4 2 2 2
1 _ _
= —§<Vp"+1 + V™, "ty At — pl|Va" T |2At — M| HM Y2 At

1
—§<Vp"+1 +Vp™, 2 (Vp"T — Vp") At) At — p||Va T 2PAt — M| H" T [PAt
= (V" 12 = [IVp"[?) At* — p|[Va Tt |2At — M{|H™ |2 At.

Summing up it from n = 0 to N, we yield

1 L 1
ST T2 4 SITQNHE 4 S [ 2 + [V A

RS 1 LY 1
+ZZHun+l_an+1”2+52”,&n+1_unH2+§Z”in+l_inH2+§Z”Tn+1_TnHQ
n=0 n=0 n—0 ford

N N
o . 1 L 1
> IVETP AL MY H AL = S || + S [ VQOP + SIr01” + 1| VR° | PAL.
n=0 n=0 2 2 2

Using (3.16a) once more, we can also rewrite this equation as

1, 1 L 1
SR TR 4 S TQNLE S+ VN P AR

1Nfl 1 N L N
g D et =T S Y P S Y[V - v
n=0 n=0 n=0

(3.17)
1 ¢ 1 2 > +1)12 - +1912
n—+ n ~n n
+§Z|\r =P+ Va2 AL+ MY [ H 2 A
n=0 n=0 n=0
1 L 1
= S+ SITQUR + S IO + V5 2A¢2
This concludes the proof of the discrete energy law of the system. |

Next, we define piece-wise linear in time interpolations based on the approximants (u”,Q",p",r"), 1 <
n < L%J Specifically, given At > 0, we define (uas, ul,, Qat,7Ar) as piece-wise linear interpolation of
u”, 4"t Q" r, that is,

un+1

(3.18a) unr(t) =y N N XS0

n=0

Nl[(n—l—l)At—t L t—nAt
T
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N-1
(n+ 1At —t _ t—nAt ..
(3.18) ) = 32 [P Rt s
N-1
B (n+DAt—t o  t—nAt
N-1
. n+DAt—t ., t—nAt
(3.184) Q=Y | g e
n=0
N-1
m+1)At—t . ;1  t—nAt
1 Pa(t) = P P"
(3.180) sl = 3 [ P8 e
N-1
B (n+1)At—t . t—nAt __ .,
(3.18f) Ha(t) = 2 [ AL H" + AL H XS, 5
= [(n+ 1 At —t ,  t—nAt
(3.18g) rac(t Z [ "+ A7 T"H] XSn>
where S, = [nAt, (n+1)At) and xg, is the characteristic function on S,,. Our goal is to use the Aubin-Lions

lemma, Lemma 2.3 to deduce pre-compactness of these interpolants. To be able to do so, we need to derive
uniform (in At) estimates on their time derivatives. We summarize these estimates for regularity in time in
the following two lemmas. The first one states the regularity for time derivative of velocity field ua¢.

Lemma 3.6. Let V = H?(Q) N Hj (). For every At >0, we have

Owuay € L*(0,T; V).

Proof. From (3.1a), we infer that for any ¢ € L?(0,T;V),

~n+1l . n
<%,¢<.,t>> = —(B@",a""),¢(, 1)) — (uVa""", V(- 1))

B <2"+17V¢(-,t)> . <Hn+1in,¢(.7t)> = ZI]?
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To derive the regularity estimate, we will control IT" to I} separately. Using integration by parts and the
energy estimate (3.17), we obtain

N-1 (n+1)At (n+1)At
> / I dt| = / / (u™ - V)a" - ¢ dudt
n—o Y nAt nA Q
(n+1)A 1
<Z / Dl 7
317y Nzl r(n+1)At .
SoX [ gl v
n=0

(n+1)At

<c Z / 80, 0) o [V s

(n+1)At : (n+1)At 3
<C Z ( / Va2 dt) ( / I 1)1 32 dt)
nAt
n+1)At 2 n+1)At
<C <Z/ IVﬂ"+1||2dt> <Z/ 19, )12 dt)

5 (3.17)
C<Z|VUHH|2At> 220,702y < Cll@llz200,75v)-

n=0

1
2

I> can be estimated as

N

=1 s(n+1)At
> / Iy dt| =
n=0 JnAt

(n+1)At

pNVa" - Ve drdt
Q

nA

N ot A ) (3.17)
<C ZHVU IFAt | [[VRll2o.myxe) < Clldllr20,15v)

n=0
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By Definitions (1.7) and (3.2), Holder’s inequality, Poincaré’s inequality and the Sobolev inequality, we have

N-1 (n+1)At
[ pa
n—0 JnAt

N-1 (n+1)At
< Z / < (QanJrl _HnJrlQn) _ é- (HnJrlQn +Qan+1)
n—0 nAt

- B E @ HYQ VL t>> dt\

(|Q”||Ls L 196( )1

+ I H T VC Ol + [IH QL6 V(- 1)l

L6> dt

(n+1)At
N (|Q"||H1 L™ 6, )]

HIE GG, ) e+ [H Q" 7 |¢(-,t)||H2) dt

@ary  NZl p+1)A n+1 n+1 ntl
< Y / (IH [1C, Oz + [[H" [ @C, )l + [H™ ] |¢('7t)|H2) dt
n=0 """

At

1
N-1 e 2 (3.17)
<C Z [H" 17 At ) @llzzorm2) < Clléllrzo,mv)

n=0
To control 14, we apply Lemma 2.1,

N-1 (n+1)At (n+1)At
> / I dt| = Z / H"“VQ"-quxdt
n—0 Y nAt nA

(n+1)At

< Z / 160 D)l || [VQU dudt

(3.17)

(n+1)At
< OZ / (. )|~ | H | dadt

<y / N N Dl | H dadt

N—-1 % T %
n+12 2 (3'17)
<o Y R A / 16,02 dt) < Clgllieomy
n=0

According to scheme (3.3), for each n, u"*! is the projection of " onto the space of divergence free
functions. Therefore, for every ¢ € L2(0,T;V), we have

(n+1)At (n+1)At n+1 u” (n+1)At ~n+1 u™
T e
/nAt < ' ' > nAt A nAt A

Therefore, combining the estimates from I; to I, we have shown that

(n+1)At [ grtl_yn
‘Z nAt <’U' Atu ’¢> dt‘

(319) ”atuAtHLz(O,T;V/) = sup
$EL2(0,T;V) ol 20, 7v)
and so dua; € L*(0,T; V') uniformly in At. O

Next we show a uniform estimate in At for 9;Qa;.
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Lemma 3.7. For every At > 0, we have

8:Qas € L*(0,T; L?).

Proof. For any function ¢ € L?(0,T; L°),

<Qn+1 _ Qn
B era—— A

At > =—@""-VQ". @) + (s"1,p) + M(H" ) =

ot

Using energy estimate (3.17), the first term can be bounded as follows

N-1 .(n+1)At
> / Jdt
n=0"v"

N—-1 .(n+1)At
Z/ /a”“ VQ"™ : pdadt
n=09Yn Q

At At
N-1 ,(n+1)At .
< Z/ [a" s V@ I[lgp(- £)]] L+ dt
n—0 Y nAt
@an NIl pdpar
oy [t ol di
n=0 nAt
Nl : T 3 (3.17)
SO(Z ||Vﬁ"+l||2At> (/0 lo(-, )76 dt) < Clellrz0,r;L)
n=0

Using the Sobolev inequality and definitions (1.3), (3.2), we have

N=1 ,(n+1)At
/ Jg dt
n=0 JnAt
= ()AL n+1 ~ n+1 ~ n+1 ~ n+1
_ Z/ (W@ QW 4 ¢ (@D + D" Q)
n=0 Y nAt
26 =nt1 28 g = n+1 1
—D - =V I—-2¢(D Q" S | dt
+5 =V £ Q" (@ + 1) %)

N—-1 .(n+1)At . . .
< / (Iva Q™ IcalleC t)llza + IVa" e, 1)l + V& 1@ 76 lle (- t)ll o) dt
=0 Jn

” At
< 01:_01 /(; P (I Qe Dl + 178 o)l
+VE [ 9Q (1) 1e ) dit
v CNZ /(; " T o Dlle + 17 o )l + IV (- B)10)

n=0

Nl : T 2 (3.17)
<C (Z ||Vﬂn+1|2At> (/ (-, 8)[I7 dt) < Clelrzo,r;Ls)
0
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The last term J3' satisfies

N-1 (n+1)At (n+1)At
> / Jidt| = H”+1 - @ dxdt
n—0 nAt nA
(n+1)A L
< Z / 0] dt
(n+1)At

< Z / Lo, )] o dt
N—1 % T %
n+1(2 2 (3.17)
<3 jEP A / loCBI2edt) < Clolor

n=0
Combining these estimates for Ji, J> and J3, we have shown 8;Qa; € L%(0,T; L%, d

This estimate naturally leads to the following corollary:

Corollary 3.8. We have
dyray € L2(0,T; LY).
Proof. We obtain from (3.1c) that

n+1
/ (/|8tmt(x t) d:z:|) dt = Z/ ‘Pn : 8tQAt('vt>Hil dt
0 n
N-1 r(n+1)A ) ,
<X / P 10@ar )
Lemmd2 8 N-1 (n+1)A ) ,
X [ 1@ 0@l

N-1 (n+1 VAt

=C Z /At IvQ™|* : ||3tQAt(',t)||ig dt

n=0"v"
317y Nzl p(nt1)At
<O [ 10@a 12y dt = CIOQad s, sere) <
n=0 JnAt
O
Asin [32, 33], we will show that the approximations of @ are uniformly bounded in L?([0, T]; H?). This is
critical for obtaining weak solutions. In [32, 33], this result is obtained via Sobolev embeddings and using the

integrability of the bulk potential term in the energy. Due to the reformulation with the auxiliary variable,
the same integrability is not available for the auxiliary variable r through the a priori energy estimate.
However, it is possible to obtain the L2([0, T]; H?)-regularity using Lemma 2.1:

Lemma 3.9. IfQ° € H?(Q), then

N
(3.20) ALY IAQF|I* < C.

k=1

Proof. As it is shown in Theorem 3.4, for each k € N, Q* € H?(Q). Therefore, we can integrate by parts in
(3.1d) which leads to

(H*,¢) = L(AQ !, ¢) — ("' P¥, ¢),
for any smooth ¢ with compact support. By density of C2°(€) in L?(£2), we can use test functions in L?(2)
and in particular, we can choose AQF! as a test function to obtain

L(AQM, AQMHY) = (H', AQMH) + (FHH1PF, AQM).
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Using Lemma 3.5, Lemma 2.1, Lemma 2.2 and Lemma 2.8, we have
L
LIAQM 2 < O (JIH* | + [Ir* P(@M)]1?) + ZIIAQ’““II2

L
< C(H 2+ | P@M)1F " HH%) + Z”AQkHHQ

Lemma 2.8 L
C (I +1QE T I H1I%) + Z1AQ 1
Lemma 2.1 L
< C(IEP+ 1R az +1) + F1AQ |
Lemma 2.

2 L
C (I + [AQF + 1) + 7 AQ™|*

L L
<O L+ M) + T1AQMP + 7 1AQ |1

Multiplying At on both sides and summing from & =0 to k = N — 1, we have
L L& L al
~1AQN IPAt + = AQF|?At < Z||AQ|?At O (1+ | HM?) At
Zl1aQ| +2;HQII < 714Q°| +; (14 [ H*2) A,
which is bounded uniformly in At thanks to the discrete energy estimate (3.17).

4. CONVERGENCE ANALYSIS

In this section, we will prove convergence of the semi-discrete numerical scheme constructed in the previous
section as the time step At tends to zero. We will show that a subsequence of {Qas, ul,, Hat,TAt} A
converges to a weak solution of system (1.10a)-(1.10e). This leads to the following main theorem:

Theorem 4.1. The piece-wise linear interpolations (3.18a)-(3.18g) computed using scheme (3.1a)-(3.3b) k
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Noting that LZ() is continuously embedded into V' = (H?(2) N H&_’U(Q))I, we can apply Lemma 2.3 to
obtain that there exists w € L*([0,T]; Hj ) N L>([0,T]; L?) and a subsequence of {ua¢}a¢, which will be
denoted as {uat,, }m, such that

(44) way, —uwin L*(0,T;Hy,), war, —uwin L2(0,T5L2), uae, (t) = u(t) in L? for ae. t € [0, 7],

Similarly, for the Q-tensor, H' is continuously embedded into H~*(f2) and so we apply Lemma 2.3 again,
to obtain Q,Q* € L*([0,T]; H*) N L>=([0,T]; H') and subsequences of {Qa:}a: and {Q%,}a+ which will be
denoted by Qat,, and @}, , such that

(4.5)  Qay, — Qin L*(0,T; H*), Qas, — Qin L*(0,T;H"Y), Qas,, (1) — Q(t) in L, Vt € [0,T],

(4'6) Q*Atm 4Q* in Lz([ovT];Hz)u Q*Atm — Q* in L2([07T];H1)7 Q*Atm (t) — Q*(t) in L27 Vit e [OvT]'

According to Lemma 2.8, the Lipschitz continuity of P guarantees the strong convergence properties of
subsequence {Q}; }m hold as well for the sequence { P(QA¢,,)}m, that is,

(4.7) Pa;, — P(Q*) in L*([0,T) x Q).

In view of the Banach-Alaoglu theorem [18] and Lemma 3.7, we can extract a weakly convergent subsequence
{0:Qat,, }m such that

(4.8) 3iQat,, — 0Q in L*([0,T]; H™),
and a weakly convergent subsequence of {ra¢, }m from {ra:}a: such that
(4.9) rat,, —rin L°°([0, T]; L?).

Step 3: Equivalence between @ and Q* and convergence of w},. This step’s primary purpose is to show
that the limit functions of the various subsequences coincide. Noting that Qas,, differs from @}, ~since
they are interpolations of numerical solutions obtained at consecutive time steps, we can make use of the
upper bound of the term N [[VQ"! — VQ™||? obtained in Lemma 3.5 to deduce that

1Q — Q[ r2(o,1y;m1)
<@ — Qat, lz2qo,r;m1) + 1Qat,, — Qhs,, 20,110y + Q" — @A, Il L2(j0,77; 1)
= |Q — Qat,,. | 20,77 51)

N
n+1)At—-t . e t—nAt . n » X
+y ¥(Q Q")+ ——— @ -Q") +11Q" — Qhs,, lL2(0,73;11)
n=0 At At L2 (8, H1)

(410) =)@ - Qac,, 20,1755

N
+ Q" —Q@ M + 1R = Q7| ;] At +11Q — QA Nl 20,1711
n=0

N 2
< Q= Qat,. 2o,y + C <Z V™ - VQ"|2At> Q" — Qas,, ll2(0,13;11)-
n=0
As At — 0, the convergence results (4.5) and (4.6) imply that the first and third will go to 0 as At tends to
0 while the second is O(v/At) by energy estimate (3.15), and so it goes to 0, too. So we conclude that @ is
equal to Q™.
For the velocity field, though the sequence {u},}» does not preserve the divergence-free property on each

step, we will show that the limit of its subsequence u}, agrees with u. To see this, we infer from definitions
(3.18a) and (3.18b) that

lu —un, 2o ryx0) < llw—uac, |lL2qo,m)x0) + lUae, —ua:, 2201 x0)

N 2
<l —wuat, llz2o,m)x0) +C (Z lamtt — U"HHQAt) .

n=0

(4.11)
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As At — 0, the convergence result (4.4) implies that the first term will go to 0 while the second is O(v/At)
by energy estimate (3.15), and so it goes to 0 as well. In this way, we have shown that uj}, — u strongly
in L? ([0,T) x Q). For each At, we note that ua, is divergence-free and therefore, by the weak convergence
in (4.4), we obtain that for almost every ¢ € [0,T] and any smooth function ¢ € C°(£),

0= lim [ ¢(x)V - -uas, (t,z)de=— lim [ Vo(x) uay,, (t,z)dx

(4.12)
= / Vo(z) -ult,x)de = [ ¢(z)V - u(t,z)dz.
Q Q

This implies that u is weakly divergence-free which implies that it is divergence free almost everywhere in
[0,T) x Q.

Step 4: Weak convergence to H, S, ¥. We let H = LAQ — rP(Q). This is well-defined thanks to the
regularity estimates we obtained for @ in the previous steps. To obtain a representation of H a; in terms of
r™ and P", we introduce the following piece-wise linear function rPa; to approximate rP,

nprt t — nAt

(4.13) rPar=Y. X X

n=0

't

N—-1
[(n F1)AE—t Tmpn] »

Recalling definitions (3.18f) and (3.1d), the interpolation H a; satisfies the following weak form

(Ha#) = L (VQar, Vé) — (rPar.¢)

for any smooth matrix-valued test function ¢ with compact support in [0,7) x Q. Accordingly, the subse-
quence H ay,, satisfies

(Hat,$) = ~L(VQui,,Vé) = (rPai,. ).

To show that 1?13Atm converges weakly to rP(Q), we introduce a piece-wise constant interpolation P}, to
approximate P as

N—-1
(4.14) Py =Y Py,
n=0

Then for any smooth test function ¢, we have

/OT/Q (Fﬁmm - TP(Q)) . ¢ dadt

T ~ T
= / / (T‘PAtm - TAth*Atm) :¢d:vdt+/ / TAL,, (P"Atm — PAtm) : ¢ dadt
0 Ja o Ja

Ko

Ky
T T
+/0 /Qrmm (Pat,, — P(@Q)) : ¢d:vdt+/0 /Q(rﬁtm —"P(Q) : ¢ dudt

K3 K4
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Our goal is to show that when m — oo, each Kj;,i = 1,2,3,4 tends to 0. With (3.18g), (4.13), (4.14) and
using Lemma 2.8, Lemma 3.5, we can estimate K7 as

1 VA, t — nAt,,
|Kq| = / / Z [ n "P"71 + 7Ant T"Jrlpn] Xs,, : ¢ dzdt
T+ 1)At, —t L t=nAt, o
—/ /Z [%THPH 1—!—%7‘ Hp 1} Xs, : ¢dxdt
Qn —0 m m
t—nAt

T Myntl (P” — P”fl) Xs, : ¢ dzrdt

Q.

< Atm”¢||L°°([0.,T)><Q) Z / |Tn+1| ’Pn _Pnfll dx
S m||¢HL°°(OT)><Q Z/ |T"+1|‘Qn Qn 1’d$
N-1
[ n+1 n el
< LAt,, (Ogglgaﬁ_l |77t |> @1l < (0,7)x02) Z% Q" — Q™1
_ 3

0<n<N-1

N—-1
~ 1
SLT;N%< max |r”+1|> ||¢|Lm<[o,T>m><§j|Q”—Q”1||2>
n=0

1
N-1 3
5 n+1 n n—12
< CAth <O<fln<a]>\§l|7° " ||) 181l < (0.7 x2) <z; V™ —vQ" || ) — 0.

The estimate for Ks is similar. Specifically, we have

T N—-1 N—-1
_ m+ 1Aty —t ., 1 t—nlAty,
rae S P s, =S {—P” I N
/0 /g t { At Al

n=0

|Ko| =

{t—nAt

m

(Pn*1 - P") Xgn] s @ dxdt
Q

N-1

< CAty||rat, |z jo,1);22 @) 18] Loo (j0, 7y x ) Z Q™ — Q™|
n=0

1
N-1 3
% n n—1(2
< CAtRIrat, [z 0,722 (2) |9l L= (j0,7) x 2) < E VQ" —v@" | ) — 0.
n=0

K3 tends to 0 as well thanks to the strong convergence of Pa:,, to P(Q), see (4.7), (4.10). The last term

K, goes to 0 as m tends to infinity by the weak convergence of ray,, towards r. Thus, 7Pay, — rP(Q).
Using this, we prove H ¢, — H. Indeed, we have

T T
/ HAtm:q)d:cdt—/ H : ¢dxdt
(415) 0 Q 0 Q

—/OT/QL(VQNM -VQ): Vqs—/OT/Q (Fﬁmm —TP(Q)) t gpdudt — 0,

as m tends to infinity since VQa¢,, — @ in L2. This shows that Ha;, — H.
Acording to (3.2), we can define

2
sar = WarQh, — Qs War+€(Q4, Da: + Dar @) + 28

1
EDN —26(Das : Qhy) (QA; + EI)’

2 1
Yar = Qi Hay—Hai QL — E(HA QA + Qi Har) — gHAt‘FZé.(Q*AtZHAt) (Q*At—F 3I> )
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where
* 1 * * * 1 * *
At = g(vum + Vuypi), Wi = g(vum — Vupl).

Taking S = S(Vu,Q), £ = %(Q,H) and D = 1(Vu + VuT), W = 1(Vu — VuT), we claim that sas,, — S
and ¥a¢,, — 3. Using formula (3.4), we can rewrite sa¢,, as

At,, = S("‘AtvaAt ) — 2
As it is shown in (4.4), (4.11) and (4.12), V-uj, — V-u = 0, and so we only need to show S(ujr, ,Qx; ) —
S. The most challenging term to treat within S(uj, ,@Q%X;, )is (Da¢,, : Qa,, ) @A, - The weak convergence

of other terms follows in a similar way. Applying the generalized Holder’s inequality and Sobolev inequality,
for any smooth function ¢ with compact support in [0,7) x §2, we obtain,

(V- uAt M.

T/Q(Dmm 1 QAs,,) QA :(pdxdt—/oT/Q(D;Q)Q:(dedt

T
(Dar, : Qar) @4, — Q) : pdudt + / (Dac, : @4, — Q) Q : pdudt

Q

Q
T
+/ ((Dat,, —D):Q) Q : pdxdt
0o Ja

(4.16) < Cllellze o,y 1D at,, | L2(jo,7)x ) Q@A+, [ oo (0,724 [|@As,, — @llL2((0,7524)
+ Cllell o= 0,1y %) 1D At [ 20,7y x ) 1R o< ([0, 1): ) |@ A, — @l L2(j0,7):L4)

; /OT/Q«DM -D):Q)Q: pdudt

<o

QA Loy + 1@l Lo (0,1:11)) 1QA,, — Qlz20,7:001)

; /OT/Q«DM -D):Q)Q: pdudt

As m tends to infinity, the first term goes to 0 since QA, — @ in L*(0,T;H'). While the second term
tends to 0 because D3, — D in L?, and (Q : ¢)Q € L*([0,T) x Q).

To show Xa;,, — X is similar, therefore, we will only present the treatment of the most challenging term
within ¥ay,,, which is (@A, : Hat,,) @4, - For any smooth function ¢ with compact support in [0,7") x ©,
we have

(QAs,, :Hat,)Qhry,, <Pd$dt—/ /Q H)Q : pdxdt

Q

Q(tam Ha,) (@i, — Q) - pdudt + / [ (@3, @) Hau) Q@ puct

(4.17) / /Q :(Hat,, — H)) Q: pdxdt

< C||<P||Loo (0.1)x2) (1QAs,, I (0, 1:04) + 1Q Lo (0,7:04)) IH at,, || 22(j0, 1) x) |Q@As,, — @l L2(0,7:14)

HAtm —H))Q(pd(bdt

Q

< COlQAh:,, — Qllzz(0,1:m1) / / :(Hat,, —H)) Q: pdzdt

As m tends to infinity, the first term goes to 0 since @A, — @ in L?(0,T; H'). The second term tends to
0 because Hay,, — H in L?, and (Q : )@ € L*([0,T) x Q).
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Step 5: Passing the limit. Using the results from the previous steps, we can pass to the limit in most
terms in weak formulation (3.1a), and (3.1b) after integrating over [0,7"). The only two remaining terms

remaining are fOT JoHae, V@4, - dadt and fOT Jowh, -V@Q3i, ):¢drdt. Combining weak and strong
convergence as in Step 4, it follows that

T T
/ / Hne, VQRy,,, - dxdl — / / HVQ - dadt,
0 Q 0 Q

(4.18) . <
/ / (up,, - VQh;, ) : pdrdt — / / (u-VQ) : pdxdt.
0o Jo 0o Jo
This shows that (u,@,H,r) is a weak solution satisfying Definition 2.5. O

In order to conclude, we need to show that the reformulated system (1.10a)-(1.10e) and the original
hydrodynamics system (1.1a)-(1.1c) are equivalent in the weak sense. This follows from the following lemma
that was proved in [20, Lemma 5.2]:

Lemma 4.2. Assume that (u,Q,H,r) is a weak solution in the sense of Definition (2.5). Then for any
smooth function ¢ with compact support in (0,T) x Q (compactly supported in both time and space), we have

(4.19) /()T/Qr(bdxdt_/oT /Qr(Q)gbda:dt

where 7(Q) is defined in (1.8).

Proof. Since we have shown that d;7a; € L%(0,T; L*(Q2)) in Corollary 3.8, the proof follows in the same way
as [20, Lemma 5.2]. O

Remark 4.3. Since the smooth functions are dense in L*(Q), it is also valid to choose L* functions as test
functions in (4.19) since r is bounded in L.

REFERENCES

[1] H. Abels, G. Dolzmann, and Y. Liu. Well-posedness of a fully coupled Navier-Stokes/Q-tensor system with inhomogeneous
boundary data. SIAM Journal on Mathematical Analysis, 46(4):3050-3077, 2014.
[2] H. Abels, G. Dolzmann, and Y. Liu. Strong solutions for the Beris-Edwards model for nematic liquid crystals with homo-
geneous Dirichlet boundary conditions. Advances in Differential Equations, 21(1/2):109 — 152, 2016.
[3] D. Andrienko. Introduction to liquid crystals. Journal of Molecular Liquids, 267:520-541, 2018. Special Issue Dedicated to
the Memory of Professor Y. Reznikov.
[4] 1. Bajc, F. Hecht, and S. Zumer. A mesh adaptivity scheme on the Landau-de Gennes functional minimization case in 3D,
and its driving efficiency. Journal of Computational Physics, 321, 05 2015.
(5] J. M. Ball. Mathematics and liquid crystals. Molecular Crystals and Liquid Crystals, 647(1):1-27, 2017.
[6] S. Bartels and A. Raisch. Simulation of Q-tensor fields with constant orientational order parameter in the theory of uniaxial
nematic liquid crystals. Singular Phenomena and Scaling in Mathematical Models, pages 383—412, 11 2013.
[7] A. Beris and B. Edwards. Thermodynamics of flowing systems: with internal microstructure. Oxford Engineering Science
Series. Oxford University Press, 1994.
[8] J. P. Borthagaray, R. H. Nochetto, and S. W. Walker. A structure-preserving FEM for the uniaxially constrained Q-tensor
model of nematic liquid crystals. Numer. Math., 145(4):837-881, aug 2020.
[9] F. Boyer and P. Fabrie. Mathematical tools for the study of the incompressible Navier-Stokes equations and related models,
volume 183. 11 2012.
[10] C. Cavaterra, E. Rocca, H. Wu, and X. Xu. Global strong solutions of the full Navier-Stokes and Q-tensor system for
nematic liquid crystal flows in two dimensions. STAM Journal on Mathematical Analysis, 48(2):1368-1399, 2016.
[11] A. J. Chorin. The numerical solution of the Navier-Stokes equations for an incompressible fluid. Bulletin of the American
Mathematical Society, 73(6):928 — 931, 1967.
[12] P. Constantin and C. Foias. Navier-Stokes equations. University of Chicago Press, Chicago, 2022.
[13] K. R. Daly, G. D’Alessandro, and M. Kaczmarek. An efficient O-tensor-based algorithm for liquid crystal alignment away
from defects. STAM Journal on Applied Mathematics, 70(8):2844-2860, 2010.
[14] T. A. Davis and E. C. Gartland. Finite element analysis of the Landau—de Gennes minimization problem for liquid crystals.
SIAM Journal on Numerical Analysis, 35(1):336-362, 1998.
[15] P. de Gennes and J. Prost. The physics of liquid crystals. International series of monographs on physics. Clarendon Press,
1993.
[16] J. L. Ericksen. Hydrostatic theory of liquid crystals. Archive for Rational Mechanics and Analysis, 9:371-378, 1962.
[17] L. C. Evans. Partial differential equations. American Mathematical Society, Providence, R.I., 2010.
[18] G. B. Folland. Real analysis : modern techniques and their applications. Wiley, New York, 1984.
[19] P. Grisvard. Elliptic Problems in Nonsmooth Domains. Society for Industrial and Applied Mathematics, 2011.



24

20]
(21]
(22]
23]
[24]
25]
[26]

[27]
(28]

[29]
(30]
(31]
(32]
(33]
(34]
[35]
(36]
[37)
(38]
(39]
[40]

[41]

[42]
[43]

[44]

F. WEBER AND Y. YUE

V. M. Gudibanda, F. Weber, and Y. Yue. Convergence analysis of a fully discrete energy-stable numerical scheme for the
Q-tensor flow of liquid crystals. STAM Journal on Numerical Analysis, 60(4):2150-2181, 2022.

F. Guillén-Gonzalez and M. Angcles Rodrfguez—BeHido. Weak time regularity and uniqueness for a Q-tensor model. STAM
Journal on Mathematical Analysis, 46(5):3540-3567, 2014.

F. Guillén-Gonzalez and G. Tierra. On linear schemes for a Cahn-Hilliard diffuse interface model. Journal of Computational
Physics, 234:140-171, 2013.

F. Guillén-Gonzalez and M. Angeles Rodriguez-Bellido. Weak solutions for an initial-boundary Q-tensor problem related
to liquid crystals. Nonlinear Analysis: Theory, Methods and Applications, 112:84-104, 2015.

C. Jiang, W. Cai, and Y. Wang. A linearly implicit and local energy-preserving scheme for the Sine-Gordon equation based
on the invariant energy quadratization approach. Journal of Scientific Computing, 80, 09 2019.

F. M. Leslie. Some constitutive equations for anisotropic fluids. The Quarterly Journal of Mechanics and Applied Mathe-
matics, 19(3):357-370, 01 1966.

F. M. Leslie. Some constitutive equations for liquid crystals. Archive for Rational Mechanics and Analysis, 28:265-283,
1968.

F. Lin and C. Liu. Static and dynamic theories of liquid crystals. J. Partial Differential Equations, 14, 01 2001.

C. S. MacDonald, J. A. Mackenzie, A. Ramage, and C. J. P. Newton. Efficient moving mesh methods for Q-tensor models
of nematic liquid crystals. STAM Journal on Scientific Computing, 37(2):B215-B238, 2015.

A. Majumdar. Equilibrium order parameters of nematic liquid crystals in the Landau-de Gennes theory. European Journal
of Applied Mathematics, 21(2):181-203, 2010.

A. Majumdar and A. Zarnescu. Landau—De Gennes theory of nematic liquid crystals: the Oseen—Frank limit and beyond.
Archive for Rational Mechanics and Analysis, 196:227-280, 04 2010.

R. H. Nochetto and J.-H. Pyo. The Gauge-Uzawa finite element method. part I: The Navier—Stokes equations. SIAM
Journal on Numerical Analysis, 43(3):1043-1068, 2005.

M. Paicu and A. Zarnescu. Global existence and regularity for the full coupled Navier—Stokes and Q-tensor system. SIAM
Journal on Mathematical Analysis, 43(5):2009-2049, 2011.

M. Paicu and A. Zarnescu. Energy dissipation and regularity for a coupled Navier-Stokes and Q-tensor system. Archive
for Rational Mechanics and Analysis, 203(1):45-67, 2012.

J. Shen. On error estimates of projection methods for Navier—Stokes equations: First-order schemes. SIAM Journal on
Numerical Analysts, 29(1):57-77, 1992.

J. Simon. Compact sets in the space Lp(0,T; B). Annali di Matematica Pura ed Applicata, 146:65-96, 01 1986.

A. M. Sonnet and E. Virga. Dissipative ordered fluids, theories for liquid crystals. Springer US, 2012.

M. J. Stephen and J. P. Straley. Physics of liquid crystals. Rev. Mod. Phys., 46:617-704, Oct 1974.

R. Temam and A. Chorin. Navier Stokes equations: theory and numerical analysis, volume 45. 06 1978.

X. Yang and L. Ju. Efficient linear schemes with unconditional energy stability for the phase field elastic bending energy
model. Computer Methods in Applied Mechanics and Engineering, 315:691-712, 2017.

X. Yang and J. Zhao. On linear and unconditionally energy stable algorithms for variable mobility Cahn-Hilliard type
equation with logarithmic Flory-Huggins potential. Communications in Computational Physics, 25(3):703-728, 2018.

X. Yang, J. Zhao, and X. He. Linear, second order and unconditionally energy stable schemes for the viscous Cahn—Hilliard
equation with hyperbolic relaxation using the invariant energy quadratization method. Journal of Computational and
Applied Mathematics, 343:80-97, 2018.

X. Yang, J. Zhao, and Q. Wang. Numerical approximations for the molecular beam epitaxial growth model based on the
invariant energy quadratization method. Journal of Computational Physics, 333:104—127, 2017.

J. Zhao and Q. Wang. Semi-discrete energy-stable schemes for a tensor-based hydrodynamic model of nematic liquid crystal
flows. J. Sci. Comput., 68(3):1241-1266, sep 2016.

J. Zhao, X. Yang, Y. Gong, and Q. Wang. A novel linear second order unconditionally energy stable scheme for a hy-
drodynamic Q-tensor model of liquid crystals. Computer Methods in Applied Mechanics and Engineering, 318:803-825,
2017.

(Franziska Weber)

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS
UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA, BERKELEY
BERKELEY, CA 94720, USA.

Email address: fweber@math.berkeley.edu

(Yukun Yue)

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICAL SCIENCES
CARNEGIE MELLON UNIVERSITY
5000 FORBES AVENUE, PITTSBURGH, PA 15213, USA.

Email address: yukuny@andrew.cmu.edu



	1. Introduction
	2. Preliminaries
	2.1. Notation
	2.2. Technical lemmas and definition of weak solutions

	3. Construction and Analysis of the Numerical Scheme
	3.1. Well-posedness of the scheme
	3.2. Energy stability

	4. Convergence analysis
	References

