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Abstract

In this paper we present a unified picture concerning Lie-Trotter
method for solving a large class of semilinear problems: nonlinear
Schrodinger, Schroginger—Poisson, Gross—Pitaevskii, etc. This picture
includes more general schemes such as Strang and Ruth—Yoshida. The
convergence result is presented in suitable Hilbert spaces related with
the time regularity of the solution and is based on Lipschitz estimates
for the nonlinearity. In addition, with extra requirements both on the
regularity of the initial datum and on the nonlinearity we show the
linear convergence of the method.
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1 Introduction

Let us consider the semilinear evolution equation

u(0) = ug € Hy, (1.1)

{ut +iAu+iB (u) =0,
where A is a self-adjoint operator in the Hilbert space H; and B : H; — H;
is a locally Lipschitz map. Since a large number of problems fall under this
situation, at least we can mention the nonlinear Schrédinger, Schroginger—
Poisson, Gross—Pitaevskii (see [4] for more details), and a large amount of
articles are devoted to the numerical study of time-splitting methods, most
of them concerning Lie-Trotter and Strang schemes, see [TI, 3, [5 6] [7, 8], we
shall present in this article a unified picture of time-splitting methods. This
means that we shall show general results concerning both the order of con-
vergence, and the regularity required for initial data. Despite the fact that
we are mainly interested in time discretization, note that the standard result
for Lie—Trotter schemes developed in the literature expresses that the con-
vergence is globally linear in the time step, we also take under consideration
discretization in space (see subsection B.4]). In addition, we also show that
under the (weaker) assumptions made above on the operators the method is
well defined and converges in the smaller space Hj.
To see this we first show how to solve the problem (1) by means of a
generic time-splitting scheme. Note that any solution of (LI]) verifies the
fixed point integral equation

u(t) = & (t)ug — 2/0 A (t—1) B (u(t))dt, (1.2)

where &4 denotes the strongly continuous one-parameter unitary group gen-
erated by —iA, this means that: v (t) = ®* (¢) vy is the solution of the linear
problem

{vt +idv =0, (1.3)

v (0) = vy.

The following well-posedness result of ([L2)) is well-known, for proof and
details, see [].

Proposition 1.1. Let B be a locally Lipschitz map defined on the Hilbert
space Hy with B (0) = 0. Then for any ug € Hy there exists T* = T*(ug) > 0
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and a unique solution u € C ([0,T*(up)),H1) of equation ([L2). Moreover,
the map T* : Hy — C ([0, T*(uo)), H1) is lower semicontinuous, and for any
T < T*(ug) the map Hy — C ([0, T],Hy) given by ug — w is continuous, i.e.:
given € > 0, there exists 6 > 0 such that if ||ug — Go|| < 0 then T < T* (1)
and ||u(t) —a(t)|| < e fort € [0,T], where @ is the solution of (L2)) with
@ (0) = wg. Finally, is also valid the blow-up alternative:

1. T*(up) = oo (u is globally defined).

2. T*(up) < o0 and T%nn |lu ()| =

Since B is a locally Lipschitz map, there exists a flow ®7, defined locally
in time, generated by the problem

{wﬁiB@Q:Q 1.4

w (0) = wo.

Let ® be the flow of the equation —i(A + B) defined by ® (¢) (ug) = u (1),
where u is the solution of ([L2)). The idea of time-splitting methods is to
approximate ®, the exact flow, by combining the exact flows ®4 and ®7,
in the following sense: for any (small) time step h > 0, the discrete flow is
defined by

@), = ®F (b,h) 0 ® (amh) o --- 0 & (b1h) 0 &4 (ayh),

where the splitting scheme given by aq, ..., a,, by, ..., b, verifies a; +---+
am = b1+ -+b,, = 1. Let us mention that for m = 1 (therefore a; = b; = 1)
we get the Lie-Trotter scheme; and for m = 2 and a1 = as = 1/2,b; = 1,by =
0 we get the Strang scheme. Other Yoshida schemes (see details in [13]) are
represented similarly.

For fixed ug € Hy and T' < T*(uy), the convergence result expresses that
{ug, ®p(up), ..., Py (up)} converges in some sense to the exact solution at time
t = kh, ie. {ug, ®(h)(ug),...,P(nh)(up)}, when the time step h = T'/n goes
to 0. We note that the splitting scheme given by aq,...,a, and by,..., by,
is performed n times before reaching the value t = T. Clearly, the scaling
t — T't allows us to restrict our attention to the normalized case T'= 1, and
this will be the case in the sequel. We therefore set «, § as the 1-periodic
functions defined by:

(0 = oma; ifj—1<m(t—[t]) <j—1/2
““ o Jifj—1/2<m@t—1t]) <j



o Jifj—1<m(t—[t]) <j—1/2
Mt)_{mej Jifj—1/2<m(t—[t]) < J.

It is, then, a straightforward computation to verify that for n € N and
a, (t) = a(nt), B, (t) = B (nt), the continuous flow generated by the (non-
autonomous) operator —i (a, A + 3, B), denoted by ®,,, verifies ®,,(1/n) =
®;,. Therefore, the convergence (in time) of the splitting scheme is expressed
as @, (t) converges to ® (¢) as the time step h = 1/n goes to 0. In what
follows we shall refer to an abstract time-splitting method when we are given
a pair of T-periodic functions «, 5.

Finally, we also take into consideration the convergence in space. It is a
common practice to solve the problem ([L3]) by means of spectral methods,
which consists of solving the problem on a finite dimensional invariant sub-
space (generated by eigenfunctions of the linear operator A). Since invariant
subspaces of A are not necessarily ®”-invariant, the approximated solution
is projected before the application of ®*; this gives the (finite dimensional)
discrete flow:

&), = B (byh) o & (ah) o Po---0 P o ®F (byh) o ®* (arh) o P,

where P is the orthogonal projection onto the finite dimensional invariant
subspace. B

In a more general setting, if we take ® 4 as an approximation of the exact
flow ® 4, this gives the discrete flow:

®;, = O (byh) 0 & (ash) o - -+ 0 ®F (b1h) 0 &4 (ayh). (1.5)

1.1 Notation and Main Results
Throughout this paper the evolution problem is given by equation (L))

w + 1Au+ 1B (u) = 0,
u (0) = uyp,

for ug € Hy, where A is a self-adjoint operator in Hy, and B : H; — H;
is a locally Lipschitz map. The problem under consideration is to find the
generated flow ®(¢) in a compact interval [0, 7], where the solution exists.
The abstract time-splitting method to solve the evolution problem (LT]) for
t € [0,7], i.e. to get the flow ®(t), is thus described as follows:
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1. Set «, 8 € L. T-periodic bounded functions with total integral

oo

2. Fix n € N and the step size h,, = T'/n (the choice T" = 1 shall be used
in the sequel).

3. Set the sequences o, (t) = a(nt) and f,(t) = B(nt).
4. Get the flow @5, of the non-autonomous equation v, = —i (v, A + 3, B) u.
Under this situation we show:

Theorem 3.1 (Convergence). Let ug € Hy and T < T*(ug), then there
exists ng € N such that for any n > ng, the function ®,(t)ug is defined for

t€[0,7], and li t) — u, (t)]| = 0.
0, 7], and lim max flu(t) - un (¢)]

In order to get the order of convergence for abstract methods some extra
regularity both on the time derivative and on the nonlinearity is needed. The
basic assumption is as follows: let Hy be a Hilbert space such that H; C Hy,
with continuous embedding, we asume

1. The solution u of (L2) verifies u € W1 ([0, T7], Hy).

2. There exists a bounded map B’ : H; — B (Hy) such that, for € > 0 and
u € Hy, the estimate

1B (u+w) = B (u) = B (u) wlly, < ellwlly,
holds for some § > 0 and for any w € H; with [Jw||,, <.

Theorem 3.9 (Local error). Let ug € Hy and T < T*(uy), then there exists

a constant C' > 0 and nyg € N such that for n > ng, the following estimate
holds for the time step h, =T /n

|® (hn) uo — Py, (hin) UOHHO < Chi-

Theorem 3.10 (Global error). Let ug € Hy and T" < T*(up), then there
exists a constant C' > 0 and ng € N such that, forn > ng :

max [|® (kh,)ug — Pp (khy) uolly, < Chy.

0<k<n



2 Auxiliary Results

This section is devoted to present some basic results that we use to prove
the convergence theorems. We start with the following notion. We say that
a sequence {y, }nen of functions in L{ . (R) converges weakly to « € Li _ (R),

denoted by «,, — «a, if for any compact interval I C R and 6 € C (1), the
following estimate holds

lim [ (t)0 (1) dt = / o () (1) dt.

Lemma 2.1. Let a,,,a, @ € L}, (R), n € N, such that a,, — « and |a,| < @

loc

t
Then for any 6 € C ([0, T)) the sequence O, (t) = / a, (1) 0 (t') dt’ converges
0
t
uniformly to © (t) = / a0 (t')dt', on [0,T].
0

Proof. Suppose ©,, does not converge to © uniformly, then there exists ¢ >
0 and a subsequence ©,, such that nax, |©(t) — O, (t)] > . Using the

estimate

€, (0] < s 10 ()] ] o
we have that the sequence {©,,} ., is uniformly bounded in C([0,77).
A similar argument allows us to conclude that the sequence {©,,}, -, is
equicontinuous. By Arzeld-Ascoli theorem, we obtain that (a subsequence
of) ©,, converges uniformly to ©* # © on [0,7]. But ©,, converges point-
wise to ©, which is a contradiction. This finishes the proof. O

1
loc

t1
erator O (t1,ty) = O (7 (t1, 1)), where 7 (t1,ty) = / a(t)dt. Tt is clear

to

For any real valued function o € L; . (R), we define the propagator op-

that the propagator ®4< (¢,,t,) verifies:
L. &4 (tg, to) = 1.
2. DA (ty,tg) = PN (ty, 1) DA (t1, t0).
3. If u € D (A), then 0,0 (¢, to) u = —ic (t) A (¢,10) u.

Observe that if uy € D(A), then u(t) = &4 (¢,0)ug is the solution of
the linear evolution Cauchy problem iu; = «a(t) Au with initial condition
u (0) = up.



Proposition 2.2. Let {a,}nen be a sequence of real valued functions in
L (R) such that o, — 1, then ®4™ (¢, ¢') = &4 (¢, 1) converges strongly
to @ (t —t'). Moreover, if |a,| < @ € Li,(R), then the convergence is
uniform for t',t on bounded intervals.

Proof. Let I C R be a compact interval and 7, : I X [ — R defined by «,.
Since a, — 1, we have 7, (t,') — t—t', thus lim &4 (t,¢)u = &4 (t — ') u.
n— o0

If |a,| < @, from Lemma 2] it follows that the sequence 7,(¢,t") converges
to t — t' uniformly on I x I. For any u € D (A), the estimate

lo7 (¢, ¢) w = 2% (¢ =) ul| < I (&, 8) = (¢ = )| Aull,

is verified. Since D(A) is dense in Hy, using an /3 argument we finish the
proof. O

Lemma 2.3. Let v € C([0,T],H;) and ¢ > 0. Then there exist 0; €
C([0,T]) and z; € Hy, 0 < j < m, such that the function

()= Y 0;(1)z (2.1)

0<j<m

t1 t)—z2()] <e.
satisfies max v (t) — 2 (t)]] <<

Proof. Let 6 > 0 be such that |Jv(t) — v ()| < e/2 if |t —¢'| < 0, and let
b1 <ty=0<t; <--- <ty =T <ty be a partition with ¢; —¢;_; < 0.
Let also 0; € C'(I) be such that 0 < 6; <1, > 6, =1 and supp (¢;) C

0<j<m

(tj—1,tj+1). Taking z; = v (t;) we have for ¢t € [t;_1,1,]

[o () = 2 (O = 1(0;-1 () + 05 (£)) v (t) = 051 (1) 21 — 0; (1) ]|
<o @) —o )l + llv (@) —o @)

Since [t —t;_1|, |t —t;—1| < 0, the proof is finished. O

Corollary 2.4. Let 3, be a sequence of real valued functions in L, (R) such

Z loc
that 8, — 0 with |3,| < B € L}, (R), and let v € C ([0, T],H;). Define V,,(t)
as follows

Vo (t) = /Otﬁn (t") v (t')dt (2.2)

Then V,, € C ([0,T],H;) and lim max ||V, (¢)|| = 0.

n—00 t€(0,7



Proof. Let € > 0 and let z(t) be the function given by Lemma 23] We define

/5n Ndt' = Y 0. (t)z,

0<j<m

t
where O, (1) = / By ()6, (') dt'. From Lemma 21 lim max ||Z, (t)]| =

n—00 t€[0,T]

0
0. On the other hand, from Lemma we have m[a>T<] WV, (t)— Z, ()] <
telo,

€ HBHLl([O 7)) which proves the result. O

Corollary 2.5. Let v € C(I,Hy) and {a,}nen a sequence of real valued
functions in L}, (R) such that o, — 1 and |o,| < @ € Lj,.(R). Then
OAn (t, ) v (') converges uniformly to ®4 (t —t)v (¢') on I x I.

Proof. Let z(t) be as in Lemma [Z3] then
(@47 (t, ) — @ (t =) v (t') =M (t,¢) (v (¢) — 2 ()

+ ot —t) (v (t') — 2 (1)
+ (@A (1) — @A (1)) 2 (V).

Since @4 (¢, 1), ®4 (t — t') are unitary operators, the first and the second
term on the right-hand side are bounded by €. From definition of z, it is easy
to see that

(24" (¢, ¢') — @ (t =) 2 (¢')]| < max max|6; (¢')] x

1<j<m t'el
> @ () — ot (t— 1)) 2|
1<j<m
Using Proposition 2.2, we obtain the result. O

Let 8 be a bounded, 1-periodic, function. For n € N we define 5, (t) =
1

B (nt), we note that g, — () = / S (t) dt. Then, under additional hypothe-
ses on v, we obtain an estimate fog the order of convergence in Corollary
Lemma 2.6. Let v € WH> ([0, hy,), H), V,(t) be given by R2) and w, =
Vo(hy). If (B) = 0 orv (0) = 0, then w, satisfies |w,| < = L HﬁHLOO 106l oo (0,00 1) P



t
Proof. Using v (t) = v (0) + / v (') dt', we obtain
0

wn =(B8)0(0) hn + /0 n /0 B, (1) vy (') dt'dt

_ /O " /0 B (1) wn (1) didt,

ha  pt
then ||V, (hy)]| < / / 1B, (0| ||ve ()| dt'dt and an easy estimation implies
o Jo
the result. O

3 Main Results

3.1 Convergence in H;

Let {a bnen,; {Bn}nen be two sequences of real valued functions in Li . (R)

such that o, 3, — 1, |a,| < @ and |8,] < 3, with @, 8 € L, (R). Forn € N
we consider the approrimated evolution problem,

{iwt + (ay A+ B,B)w =0 (3.1)

w(0) = ug

related with the abstract splitting scheme defined by these sequences, and
we denote by ®,, the related flow. (The exact flow will be denoted by ®.)
Let ug € Hy be given and let w,, = ®,uq be the solution of the problem (BI),
we recall below the integral expression for u,

Uy, (1) = " (t,0) ug — i /O t B () @Y™ (¢, ) B (uy () dt’ . (3.2)

We are now in position to give the first result concerning the uniform
convergence of ®,(t)ug to ®(t)ug for ¢ € [0,T] and for any uy € Hy.

Theorem 3.1 (Convergence). Let ug € Hy and T < T*(ug), then there
exists ng € N such that for any n > ng, the function ®,(t)ug is defined for
t €10,7], and lim ma>T<] |u(t) —un, (£)|| = 0.

n—00 ¢t€[0

Proof. For t < min{T,T*(up)}, we write

w(t) = up () =L (8) =i (4 () Loy (8) + L3 (t) + Lo () (3.3)



where
T (8) = (8% (1) — D27 (£,0)) o,
B ()= [ (1= 3 (0) 9 (=) B (u () .
Iy (¢ / B (1) (@ (£ — ) = B4 (1,1) B (u () d.
Tin (t /6n {) A (1,0) (B (u () — B (un (¢))) d.

We shall prove that [, (t) — 0 as n — oo uniformly on [0, 7).
From Proposition 2.2 we get lim n%zuT(] |11, (t)|| = 0. From Corollary 2.4]
n—o0 te|0,

we deduce lim max |12 (t)]| = 0.
n—00 t€[0,T]

For j = 3 we have the estimate

Han O < (18 10 27y, max [[(2% (8 =) = @47 (1,1)) B (u ()]

t,t'€(0,T]

Using Corollary 2.5 we obtain lim ||/, (t)|| = 0.
n—o0
Let R = n%mT(] ||u(t)||, and let L be some Lipschitz constant of B on the
telo,

ball of radius 2R centered at the origin. Then there exists ng € N such that
for n > ng is valid the estimate

el Z [in (O < € exp <_L HBHLI([QT})) :
Thus, we have
e () = (8)] <2 exp (=L 1Bl 1 o)
L [ B0 ) ()

from Gronwall inequality we obtain ||u (t) —u, ()| < e, and then T' <
T7(up). This finishes the proof. O

3.2 Error estimate

In this section we obtain local and global in time error estimates for general
time-splitting methods. These results are optimal for Lie-Trotter schemes,
whose local convergence in the whole space is quadratic in the time step.
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Let a, 8 be 1-periodic, bounded functions, with (o) = () = 1, and set
a, (t) = a(nt), B, (t) = 5 (nt), with h = 1/n | 0. We recall that, under this
situation ay,, 8, — 1. In order to get these error estimates we impose some
regularity both on the time derivative of the solution and on the nonlinearity
B, which is accomplished as follows. We consider a Hilbert space Hy such that
H; is continuously embedded in Hy, and there exists a self-adjoint extension
of the operator A : D — Hg with H; € D. We can see that for ug € Hy,
the solution u of (IL2) or (B.2) verifies u € W1 ([0, T], Hy). We also assume
that there exists a map B’ : H;y — B (Hg) such that for R,e > 0, it can be
chosen C, 0 > 0 verifying

HB/<u>HB(H0) <C,
1B (u+w) = B (u) = B' (u) wly, <elwly,, (3.4b)

for u,w € Hy, ||lully, < R and [Jw|y, <.
From conditions (B.4) it is clear that for R > 0, there exists L > 0 such
that [1B (u) — B (v) l, < Lllu— vlly, for any u,v € Hy with [lully, o]y, <

R. Let ug, g € Hy, T < min {T* (up) , T (tp) }, € > 0 and R > 0 such that

1 (2) UOHLoo([o,TLHl) () fLOHLoo([o,TLHl) <R

since ®4 (t — ') (®4" (¢,¢')) is an unitary operator of Hy, we deduce that

t
1 () uo — @ (£) tolly, < lluo — tolly, + L/ 1 (") uo — @ (t') tol|, dt"
0
Therefore, we have the estimate
12 (t) wo — @ (t) diolyy, < €™ [Jug — oI, - (3.5)

We now define for a fixed T' > 0 the space Xy = C ([0, T, Hy)nW 1> ([0, T, Hy).
Since B is a locally Lipschitz map and conditions (4] we can see that
u — Bowis a well-defined bounded map in X¢ and (Bow), = B’ (u) u,.

The following lemma deals with local nonlinearities.

Lemma 3.2 (Local nonlinearities). Let f : C — C be a smooth map in the

real sense, (i.e.: if f = fO4+if@ then the map (&,n) — (f(r) (E41n), fO (€ + m))
is smooth on R?). Let also H; = H* (R?), with s > d/2, and Hy = L* (R?).

Then B : Hy — Hy given by B(u) = f(u) is a well-defined map, in addition

B' : Hy — B(Ho) given by B'(u)(v) = f'(u)v is well-defined and verifies
G,
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Proof. From Schauder lemma (see Theorem 6.1 in [I1]), for s > d/2, it follows
that B : H® (Rd) — H? (Rd) is a well-defined, locally Lipschitz map. Taking
norm in the identity

fH(u) w= <f5(r) (u) w™ + f,(f) (u) w(i)) +4 <f£(i) (w) w™ + fr(zi) (u) w(i)) ’

we obtain || B' (1) wl] gy < C (||u||Lw(Rd)) 1] gy with € () = max | (u)].

Using |f (u+w) — f(u) — f' (u) w| < e|w] if Ju] < R and |w| < 6, we get
the required inequality. This finishes the proof. O

In order to add Hartree-type nonlinearities we first collect some useful
estimates.

Lemma 3.3. Let Wy € L> (R?Y) W, € L? (RY), with p > 2, p > d/4.
Let also w € H? (Rd), with s > d/2, and v € L* (Rd). Then the following
estimates do hold, with C" depending only on s:

(i) ”Wl * Re (U*U)HLOO(Rd) < HWl”Loo(]Rd) ”UHL2(Rd) HuHL2(Rd)

(i) 1Wa  Re (o) oy < C W2l Nl oy Nl sy Nl 20
(i) Wi [l o () < WL oo e 172 ()

(i0) 1Wa s [l e ) < C Wl oy Il Il

Proof. Estimates (i) and (iii) follows immediately from Young and Holder
inequalities, while estimates (ii) and (iv) also uses Gagliardo-Nirenberg in-
equality:. O

Lemma 3.4 (Hartree-type nonlinearities). Let W € L> (R?) 4 L? (R?), with
p>2,p>d/4, let Hi = H* (RY), with s > d/2, and Hy = L* (R?). Then
B : Hy — Hy, with B(u) = (W * [u|?) u is a well-defined map, in addition the
map B’ : Hy — B (Ho) given by B'(u)(v) = (W * |u|2) v+ 2 (W xRe (u*v))u
is well-defined and verifies estimate (3.4)).

Proof. Since

B(u+v) — B(u) = (W = |u|2) v+ 2 (W xRe(u"v))u
+2 (W xRe (u*v)) v + (W ) (u+v),

the linear term is given by B'(u)(v) = (W * \u\z) v+2 (W x Re (u*v)) u. The
estimate (34 follows directly from Lemma O
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Theorem 3.5 (Local error). Let ug € Hy and T' < T*(uy), then there exists
a constant C' > 0 and ng € N such that for n > ng, the following estimate
holds for the time step h, =T /n

D (hn) uo — P, (hn) UOHHO < Chi-

Proof. Replacing t = h,, in Eq. [B3) and using that ®* (h,,) are unitary
operators, we see that it is sufficient to show the estimates ||1;,, (hn)|ly, <
Ch2, where I;,, are defined as in Theorem Bl Since («) = 1, we have

Iy (hy) = ®* (hy,) — @™ (hy, 0) = @4 () — &4 (h,(a)) = 0.
From Theorem [B.I] there exists ng € N such that for n > ng it holds
TF > T and max |ju, ()] < max ||u(®)|| +1 = R. Setting v® (t) =
t€[0,T] te[0,T]
®4 (1) B (u (1)), it is clear that v® € Xz and
o (8) = & (—1) ((AB (u () + (B (u(2)),).

of?

< C(R).

from where it follows the estimate H <
L2 ([0,hn],Ho)

Using that

hn
Iy (hn) = / (1= Bn(s)) v (s) ds
0

and since (1 — ) = 0, from Lemma 2.6l we deduce

o (h)llg, < C(R) (14 11Bll ) -
We set v® (t) = (@4 (h, —t) — @ (hy,t)) B (u(t)). It is clear that v €
Xz, v® (0) = 0, and

0 (8) =i (0 (hy — 1) — a (£) D" (B, 1)) AB (u (1))
+ ((I)A (hn - t) — oA (hna t)) (B (u (t)))t

of?

Taking norms, we deduce the estimate <C(R) (1 + ||| foo)-

HLO@([O,hn],HO)
Using Lemma again, we obtain
130 (Ba)llg, < € (R) (1 + [l o) 181l oo
We finally set v (t) = @47 (h,,,t) (B (u (t)) — B (u, (t))). Since
o (1) =, (1) &1 (i, £) A (B (u (1)) = B (un (1))
+ 4" (R, 1) (B (u(t) = (B (ua (1)),
and u,u, are bounded in Xp, using a similar argument as in previous cases

we deduce the estimate for Iy, (h,). Theorem is thus proven. O
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Under hypotheses of Theorem we formulate the result concerning
global error estimate.

Theorem 3.6 (Global error). Let ug € Hy and T' < T™*(uy), then there exists
a constant C' > 0 and ng € N such that, forn > ng :

max |[® (kh,) ug — ©,, (khy) uolly, < Cha.

0<k<n
Proof. Setting e, = ||® (khy,) ug — @, (khy) ugllyy,, it follows that

err1 <[P (hy) @ (khy) ug — @ (hy) @ (khy) UOHHO +
D (hn) B, (Khi) g — P (B) (Pr (KRn) ug) HHO .
Using estimate (3.5) and Theorem B3, we deduce ey < elfme, + Ch2, from

where, by means of an inductive argument, we conclude the estimate, valid
for 0 < k <mn,

k—1
, Ch? C (eLT — 1)
2 Ljhn _ n Lkhy,
€k§0hnZ€J —m(e —1)§ I hn
=0
This finishes the proof. O

Corollary 3.7. Let Hy = [Ho,H1]g be the interpolation Hilbert space, 0 €
(0,1) and ug € Hy. If T < T* and ¢ > 0, then there exists ng € N such that

max [|® (khy) uo — @ (khy) uolly, < hy™’,

0<k<n
holds for n > ng.

Remark 3.8. Let ug, Uy € Ho, and let 7" < min {7 (ug) , 7% (to)}. Using the
notation and the result of Theorem B.6 and the estimate (3.5) we deduce

|® (khn) ug — @, (Khy) aOHHO <||® (khy) ug — @ (khy,) ﬂOHHO +
H(I) (khn) (R (khn) aOHHO
<eM |lug — tioy, + Chy.

3.3 Approximation methods

Assume we can define an approximation ®4 for the flow ®4 such that for
any u € Hy,

&)A(t)uH < Clully, and for any ug € H; and a small time

H1

step h,

H@A(h)uo - @A(h)uOHH < O |Juolly, - (3.6)
0

14



Let @, be the flow given by ([J). From the identity ®4 (£) = &4 (¢) +
((I)A (t) — &4 (t)), we get the following decomposition for the discrete flow:
b, = <T>h + N}, where

Ne= Y J[2" (k) o (@A (a;h) — ;04 (ajh)) .
ve{o,1}5 j=1
7#0
Proposition 3.9 (Approximation method). Let 4 be an approzimation of
the flow ®* satisfying B0). Let ug € Hy, T < T*(ug), then there exists a
constant C' > 0 and ng € N such that, for n > ng :

< Chy,.

max
0<k<n

Ho

Proof. Using that B : Hy — H; is Lipchitz with constant L, then for all
uw € Hy and for all s

|27 (bshyul,,, < €O ully,

which combined with inequality B8] yields || Nyuo||y, < Ce™™h?[|ugll,y,. Us-
ing that

Y

Ho

H(I) (h) Ug — &)huo‘

<19 () uo — Doy, + Hcphuo . thuO)
0

and theorem (B.3]), we obtain that there exist ng such that for n > ng

H(I) (hn) Ug — &)hnuo’

< Ch2,
Ho — "

and therefore we deduce the desired inequality. O

3.4 Spectral methods

We then turn to the discretization in space variables. Let R > 0 be fixed, let
E be the projection valued spectral measure of A : H; C D (A) — Hop, and let
P = E([-R, R]) be the orthogonal projection onto the A-invariant subspace
H = P(Hp). According to previous subsection, we define d4 = 4o P and
A (1) = DA () (P+1—P) =34 (t) + 4 (t) (I = P). We get the following

decomposition for the discrete flow: ®;, = ®;, + N;,, where A > 0 is a small
time step and

No= > ] 2" (b;h) 0 ®* (azh) P (I — P)" .
ye{0,1}% j=1
¥#0

15



Theorem 3.10 (Spectral approximation). Let uy € Hy, T < T*(uyp), and
n € N be given. Then, for R > h;? = (n/T)?* is valid the estimate:

max
0<k<n

< Chy,.
Ho
Proof. For any u € H; we have
Ju=Pulf,= [ dEO G SB[ N AEEW ),
IA>R IA>R
and then [[u — Pull, < R™"||ull,,. Being ®* a unitary operator, we get that
H(IDA(I - P)uHH0 < R ||lul|,. Taking R > h,* we get the desired inequality
from proposition (3.9).
U

When (A +1i)"" are compact operators, there exists a basis {cpj}j>0 C
D (A) of Ho and a sequence {A;},., C R with [A;] 1 co such that Ap; = ;.
The operator ®* (t) P could be written as

O () Pu= Y e (pilu)y, @5

[AjI<R

which represents the approximate solution of ([IL3]) in terms of the eigenfunc-
tions (which in most cases are explicitly given).

4 Examples

4.1 Nonlinear Schrodinger equation

We consider

{iut + Au+ f(|ul*)u + (W (z) * |u|2) u=0,
u (0) = uy,

where f : C — C is smooth as a real function, and W (z) is an even func-
tion such that Wy € L= (R?), W, € LP (RY), with p > 2, p > d/4. Taking
Hi = H* (R?) and Hy = L* (R?), with s > d/2, s > 2, we can see that
A = —Ais a self-adjoint operator, and B (u) = —f(|u|*)u — (W (z) * \u\Q) u
is a locally Lipschitz map (see, Lemmas and 3.3)). Following these lem-
mas we can also deduce that, for any ug € Hy, and T" < T*(ug), the solution
verifies u € W ([0, T], Ho) ; in addition, the nonlinearity B satisfies (3.4)).
We thus obtain Theorem 4.1 of [3] for Lie-Trotter splitting schemes. Us-
ing H* (R?) — L* (R?) for § > d/4 and Corollary B, we can see that

|lu (kh) — u, (k:h)||Loo(Rd) = o (h'77).

16



Remark 4.1. Since, for d = 3, the Newtonian potential W (z) = || " verifies
the hypotheses of Lemma [B.3, the convergence results are also valid for the
3-D Schrodinger-Poisson equation:

wy+Au+Vu=0
AV = —|ul?

Remark 4.2. In lower dimensions, d = 1, 2, the kernel IV is not bounded and
therefore Lemma does not apply. Actually, the existence of dynamics
requires some extra work, see [9, [I0], mainly connected with a suitable de-
composition of the nonlinearity. However, the conclusions of Theorem BT+
remain valid but their proofs are more involved.

4.2 Gross-Pitaevskii equation with a trapping poten-
tial

We consider the d-dimensional initial value problem

iy + Au— Qu — |u)*u =0,
u (0) = uyp,

where (2 is a positive definite quadratic form. Without loss of generality we

can assume € (z) = w¥r?+- - -+wir?. This equation is used to describe Bose-

Einstein condensates. The operator A = —A+(2 has a basis of eigenfunctions
(explicitly) given by

T) = Hs%- (w;z;)

for k = (ky,...,k;) € N with eigenvalues N, = d + 2 E kjw3, where oy,

is the k-th Hermite function. In [7] the convergence of a spht step method
using Hermite expansion is studied, the Hilbert spaces H* (Rd) =D (As/ 2)
are defined as the functions v in L* (R?) such that ||ul ) is finite, where

Hs (Rd

I ST AT N

keNd

Since A > —A, we see H*(R?) — H? (R%), in particular m?(RY) —
L> (RY) if d < 3. In these cases, Lemma 2 in [7] implies D (A) = H? (R?)

17



is an algebra and then B (u) = |u|2u is a locally Lipschitz map. Using
similar arguments as in the proof of Lemma B.2] we get (B.4)) for the cubic
nonlinearity. Therefore, taking H; = H?(R®) and Hy = L? (R?), we obtain
the convergence result given by Theorem and like in the example above
||u (kh) — u, (/{;h)HLoo<Rd) =0 (he), for 0 <1 —d/4.

Lemma 4.3. For any u € D (A) the following estimate do hold:
¢! (Al Au) o oy < | =Bl 7o (gay + 1Ql]72 () < € (AulAu) o gay
with ¢ = max {2, 1+ 2d2 Z;l:l wjz}

Proof. Since 8 (Rd) is dense in D (A), we just have to prove the norm equiv-
alence for any Schwartz function

(A A0 gy = A0 )+ 120 ) — 2 (A2
Using (Au|Qu)L2(Rd) = — (VQ.Vulu) — (QVu|Vu), we get

2 <AU|QU/>L2(R¢1) < -2 <VQ-VU|U>L2(Rd) = (AQ U|U>L2(Rd)

d
=2 ] [|ull7z(gay -
=1
Since (Au|Au)L2<Rd) > d? HuHiQORd), we have

=2l gy + 192l ey < (14 207252002 ) (Al Au) oy
From 2 <Au|Qu)L2(Rd) < ||—Au||ig(Rd) + ||Qu||iQ(Rd), we obtain
(Al Au) 1 gy < 211~ Bty + 2120 g
and then, the lemma follows. O

Corollary 4.4. Ford < 3, H? (Rd) s an algebra with the pointwise product.
Proof. From the estimate ”qu”L2<Rd) < HQuHL2<Rd) HUHLOO<Rd) and the em-
bedding H? (RY) — L*> (R?), we obtain ||qu||L2(Rd) <C ||u||f{2(Rd) ||U||g2(Rd)-
Using —A (uv) = —Auv — uAv — 2Vu.Vou, we have
I=A (o)l 2 (may < =2l 2 (gay [10]] poo (a) + =20 2 (ay 2]l o ()
+2|[Vull i (gay [Vl o (ay -
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Since

2 4—d)/4 4+d)/4
IVl ay <C lulls oy I1=Aull s

L2(R4) L2 (R%) (4.1)
<C (o) + =Bl re) ) < €l g
we get [|[=A (uo)l| 2(ray < Cllull g2 (may 0] 2 (ma) and
luvll g2 (ray < C llull g (may 101 2 (ma) »
this finishes the proof. O

Proposition 4.5. Let f be as in evample [32 and d < 3, then the map
u s f(u) is bounded and locally Lipschitz on H* (R?).

Proof. Let R > 0 such that HuHLOO<Rd> < R, since |f (u)| < C'ul if |u| < R,
we have [|Q2f (u)||L2(Rd) <C ||Qu||L2(Rd). Using that Af (u) = f” (u) |Vul* +
1! (u) Au, we obtain

| =AF (@) 2y + 1925 @) a(ga) <C (=Bl 5
+ [1Qull72 (ga) + ||VU||i4(Rd)> :
from (1) and Lemma E3 we have
(AF (u) |AF (W) o (gey SCI=AF @)llF2(gay + 12 (@)]|Z2(za)
<C (I[ula(ge) + -2l (g ) < € (AulAu) gy -

Let u,v € H?(R?) such that HuHm(Rd) , H“”ﬁz(u@d) < R, then

1
I (0 = £ gy < [ 1= )+ 00y 1 = gy
<C'lu— U||ﬁ2(Rd) )
which expresses that f is a locally Lipschitz map. O

Using similar arguments as those used in the proof of Lemma [3.2] we can
see that the nonlinear local term given by B (u) = f(|u|*)u verifies (Z4) and
then the conclusion of Theorem holds.
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4.3 Nonlinear wave interaction model

Consider the system of evolution equations modelling wave-wave interaction
in quadratic nonlinear media (see [2] and references therein). This model
describes the nonlinear and nonlocal cross-interaction of two waves in 1 4 1
dimensions. The interaction is described by nonlocal (integral) expressions:

ugl) —uM vgu? =0,
u? +ul? — v g u® =0,
™ (0) = ug”, u® (0) = ug?,

where v = +1 and g, = u®@*uV g(z) — 0 when 2 — —oo. Consider
the spaces H; = H' (R) x H' (R), Hy = L*(R) x L*(R) and the operator
A =1i0,0,. Define B (u) = vg (u) o,.u, with

gWM%ﬂ:/mMWWJMm@JMy

—00
and o,, 0. the Pauli matrices. Taking

T

f @w) )= [ @ Gt .0+ 0 (00 0 0.0) dy
we can see that B’ (u)w = v¢' (u)woy,.u + vg(u)o,w. From Cauchy in-
equality, we get [|g" (uw) Wl ooy < |ull o) W]l 2. From the expression of
B’ (u) w, we conclude [|B' (u) wl|p2m) < C||u||ig(R) |wl|2(r)- Then, B.4) is
verified and therefore the conclusions of Theorem and Theorem are
valid.

As an application of these results, we study the behavior of solutions
with compact support. If supp (ug) C (a,b), since A is a first order lin-
ear wave equations and it holds supp (B (u)) C supp (u), it follows that
supp (@ () ug) C (a —t,b+1) and supp (P (t)u) C supp (u). Therefore,
supp (uy, (t)) C (a —t,b+t) which implies supp (u (t)) C (a —t, b+ t).

5 Numerical example

Consider de Schrodinger—Poisson equation in T, i.e. u is a 1-periodic solution
of

U + Upy + |u|2u +Vu=0,
Vie =D — ‘u‘Qv (5.1)
u (0) = uyp,

20



where D € C* (T) is a given real-valued function. We assume that neutrality
condition is verified:

D(z)dx = ||U0||i2(1r)>
T
since ||u (t)]7, () 1s a conserved quantity, this condition holds for any ¢. The

potential V' can be calculated by V = —G % o, where o = D — \u\z and G
is the Green potential defined as the 1-periodic function such that G (x) =
x(1—x) /2 on [0,1]. We consider Hy = L?(T), H; = H?(T), defining the
self-adjoint operator A = —0,, and

B(u) = —|ul"u+(G*o)u,

we can write (5.J]) in the form (L)) and from Lemma 3.3 B verifies (3.4]).
The linear flow ®# can be written as (& () u) (z) = D pez Upe~ 4Pt gi2mpe

where
A —i2mpx
U, = / u(z)e dx.
T

Let w be the solution of (L4) with w(0) = wu, using V is a real-valued
potential, we can see that Re (w*w;) = 0, which implies |w| = |u| and then
V is constant in ¢. Therefore ®7 (1)u = eit(vﬂumu, where V' is calculated

using u. Observe that if p =D — |u|2, then it holds gy = 0 and the potential
can be expanded by V (z) = — ZpEZ 0y (27Tp)72 0i27PT

5.1 Solving by Discrete Fourier Transform

We show a numerical method using discrete Fourier coefficients. Let m be

l A~ . A
the odd integer m = 2] + 1 and consider (I,u) (z) = > U,e"™*, where U,
p=—1
is the discrete Fourier coefficient given by

3

A~

U, =

1 .
—i27pg/m
— Uge
m

I
=)

q

and U, = u (q/m). Since e~2m4/m — g=i2maEm)/m e haye U, = Upsp,. We

also know that
m—1
Uq _ Z Apei27rpq/m.

p=0
It is known that [lu — Lyull 2 < Cm~2 [|ul| 2 (see Lemma 2.2 in [12])
and then we have



Proposition 5.1. Let ®2 (t) = & (t) I,,,, for any u € H?(T) it is verified
[0 () = 2 () oy < O~ ey
We can see ®4 (¢) is an approximation of the flow ®# that verifies inequality

([B6) in subsection B3 for m > n. From definition of ®2 (¢) and U, = Upsp,
it holds

Upe—i47r2p2t6i27rpq/m

MN

(P (D) w) (g/m) =

p=—1
m—1 l
_ Upe—i47r2 (m—p)2t6i27rpq/m + E Upe—i47r2p2tei27rpq/m
p:l+1 p:0
m—1
_ Upefi)\ptei%rpq/m
)
p=0

where A, = 4m*7*h (p/m) for 0 <p<m—Tland h(v) =v*-2(v —1/2),.
The solution of (L4)) can be exactly calculated as

(@7 (t) ) (g/m) = VI,

where N, = |Uq|2and the potential V' is given by

m—1

‘/q — Z @p}\;2ei2ﬂpq/m’

p=1

with ¢, = @p — Np. Observe that the neutrality condition reads as gy =
Dy — Ny = 0. Therefore, the Lie-Trotter algorithm can be written as:

- Fix n.

- Asign h=T/n.

- Fix m~ h™ L.

- Transform D to D using FFT.
- Compute A 2.

- Compute exp (—iAh).

- Evaluate U = ug(q/m) for ¢=0,...,m—1.
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- For k=1,...,n do

1. Transform U to U using FFT (m x log(m) ops).

2. Multiple U by exp(—i\h) (m ops).

3. Obtain U™ anti-transforming FFT e .U (m x log(m) ops).
4. Compute N = }U(A)‘Q (m ops).

5. Transform N to N using FFT (m x log(m) ops).

6. Compute ¢ substracting N from D.

7. Multiple o by A2 (m ops).

8. Obtain V anti-transforming FFT —A"2.5 (m x log(m) ops).
9. Sum N and V.

10. Evaluate exp (ih (V + N)) (b x m ops).

11. Obtain U multiplying exp (ih (V + N)).UX (m ops).

12. Asign U[k] =U.

The computational cost is proportional to n x m x log (m).

To illustrate Theorem (B.6) we present a numerical experiment in one
space dimension. We use the algorithm described above to discretize the
Schrodinger—Poisson equation (1) with initial data u(z) = sin2 % (7z) with
a > 0 small so that ug € H? but uy ¢ H?™ for s > a, and D (z) =
v (a) (1 + (1 4 167?)) cos (4mx), with

[a+2)
Y (Oé) = T =/, 5\
\/7_1' r (Oz + 5)

Figure 1 shows the order dependence of the L™ error at time 7' = 1 on the
time step-size h. The calculations are performed with a space discretization
of 2 x 10° + 1 and compared to the result with a time step-size h = 102_5.

Figure 2 illustrates the dependence of the L* error on the space dis-
cretization parameter n. Here, we use a fixed time step-size h = 1072 and

compare the results with the result for n = 2™ + 1.
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