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Abstract

B-splines and collocation techniques have been applied to the solution of
Schrodinger’s equation in quantum mechanics since the early 1970s, but one aspect
that is noticeably missing from this literature is the use of Gaussian points (i.e.,
the zeros of Legendre polynomials) as the collocation points, which can
significantly reduce approximation errors. Authors in the past have used equally
spaced or nonlinearly distributed collocation points (noticing that the latter can
increase approximation accuracy) but, strangely, have continued to avoid Gaussian
collocation points so there are no published papers employing this approach. Using
the methodology and computer routines provided by Carl de Boor’s book A
Practical Guide to Splines as a ‘numerical laboratory’, the present dissertation
examines how the use of Gaussian collocation points can interact with other
features such as box size, mesh size and the order of polynomial approximants to
affect the accuracy of approximations to Schrédinger’s bound state wave functions
for the electron in the hydrogen atom. In particular, we explore whether or not,
and under what circumstances, B-spline collocation at Gaussian points can produce
more accurate approximations to Schrodinger’s wave functions than equally spaced
and nonlinearly distributed collocation points. We also apply B-spline collocation
at Gaussian points to a Schrédinger equation with cubic nonlinearity which has
been used extensively in the past to study nonlinear phenomena. Our computer
experiments show that in the case of the hydrogen atom, collocation at Gaussian
points can be a highly successful approach, consistently superior to equally spaced
collocation points and often superior to nonlinearly distributed collocation points.
However, we do encounter some situations, typically when the mesh is quite coarse
relative to the box size for the hydrogen atom, and also in the cubic Schrodinger
equation case, in which nonlinearly distributed collocation points perform

significantly better than Gaussian collocation points.
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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

Numerous studies have demonstrated the usefulness of B-splines and collocation
techniques for solving approximation problems in quantum mechanics (see, e.g.,
[, 21, [3l, [, B, [, [, [8], [9], [I0]). B-spline collocation techniques involve the
use of spline basis functions to construct piecewise polynomial approximations to
the solutions of differential equations in such a way that the approximations are
guaranteed to satisfy the differential equations at certain collocation points within
subintervals of the domain of interest. The literature applying these techniques to
atomic theory began with a seminal paper by Bruce Shore published in 1973 [1].
He showed how cubic spline collocation could be used to solve the radial
Schrodinger equation as an eigenvalue problem in a variety of spherically
symmetric quantum systems with zero angular momentum. In particular, he
solved Schrodinger’s radial equation for the hydrogen atom with a Coulomb
potential, comparing cubic spline collocation with Galerkin methods and finding

the latter somewhat superior.

Decades later, authors were still revisiting and extending Shore’s results (see [3]
and [7] in particular) and there is now a large literature encompassing a wide
range of non-relativisic and relativistic quantum mechanical applications of
B-splines and collocation. However, one aspect that is noticeably missing from this
literature is the use of Gaussian points (i.e., the zeros of Legendre polynomials) as
the collocation points. Shore’s paper was published a short time before another
influential paper appeared in a numerical analysis journal in 1973, written by Carl
de Boor and Blair Swartz [11], showing how collocation at Gaussian points can

significantly reduce approximation errors. This approach exploits the
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1 INTRODUCTION 7

orthogonality of Legendre polynomials to make some of the polynomial products
making up the relevant Green’s functions vanish, thus reducing the norm of the
error terms particularly at the boundaries of the subintervals (a phenomenon
called ‘superconvergence’). A later book by Carl de Boor published in 1978, A
Practical Guide to Splines [12], made these ideas much more widely accessible by
providing practical advice and relevant computer routines. Shore made no mention
of collocation at Gaussian points in his 1973 paper, though he did emphasise that
changing from equally spaced collocation points to nonlinearly distributed
collocation points improved the accuracy of his approximations by several orders of
magnitude. Strangely, authors who have revisited Shore’s work, even quite
recently, have continued to choose not to employ Gaussian points in their
collocation approaches (see, e.g., [7]) preferring to use equally spaced or

nonlinearly distributed collocation points instead.

It has become customary to use known solutions of Schrodinger’s equation,
particularly for the hydrogen atom, as the prototypical problems with which to
explore approximation methods in quantum mechanics. As there currently seems
to be no published work in which collocation at Gaussian points is explored in this
context, the aim of the present dissertation is to address this gap in the literature
by revisiting and extending the work on the hydrogen atom in Shore’s paper, and
thoroughly studying how the use of Gaussian collocation points can interact with
other features such as box size, mesh size and the order of polynomial
approximants to affect the accuracy of approximations to Schrodinger’s wave
functions. In particular, the dissertation will seek to determine whether or not,
and under what circumstances, B-spline collocation at Gaussian points can
produce more accurate approximations to Schrodinger’s wave functions than
equally spaced and nonlinearly distributed collocation points. As in Shore’s paper,
bound state wave functions (negative energy) for the electron in the hydrogen
atom will be studied using a Coulomb potential, but we will also extend Shore’s
framework by studying radial Schrodinger equations for the hydrogen atom

incorporating nonzero angular momentum.
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1 INTRODUCTION 8

The dissertation will also explore the applicability of B-spline collocation at
Gaussian points to a particular nonlinear extension of the radial equation in
Shore’s paper, which actually arises from a Schrodinger equation with cubic
nonlinearity and a potential. This form of nonlinear Schrodinger equation was first
proved to have standing wave solutions in a 1986 paper by Floer and Weinstein
[18] and has been used extensively since then to study solitions and other
nonlinear phenomena in areas such as optics, plasma physics, superconductivity
and quantum field theory. The standing wave solutions arise when a certain
perturbation parameter in the equation is close enough to zero and this setup
seems somewhat similar to the nonlinear perturbation problem discussed in
Chapter XV of A Practical Guide to Splines. This nonlinear extension of the radial
equation in Shore’s paper therefore seems well worth exploring here, not only
being well-suited to the machinery of de Boor’s book, but also due to the fact that
no previous use appears to have been made of collocation at Gaussian points in
this literature. For a discussion of exact solutions of the Schrédinger equation with
cubic nonlinearity, see [19], and for additional references and a discussion of the

asymptotic behaviour of the solutions in the presence of a potential, see [20].

The strategy in this dissertation will be to use the methodology and computer
routines provided by Carl de Boor’s book A Practical Guide to Splines, particularly
the setup in Chapter XV, as a kind of ‘numerical laboratory’ to explore the extent
to which collocation at Gaussian points is feasible and can accurately approximate
Schrodinger wave functions. We will therefore treat the problem as a two-point
BVP with all the parameters and exact solutions known, and experiments will
then be carried out using different patterns of collocation points to investigate the
effects on approximating the eigenfunctions of Schrodinger’s equation accurately.
Note that this approach is different from Shore’s in that he focused primarily on
finding individual eigenvalues for Schrodinger’s equation, assuming these are
unknown a priori. Looking at entire eigenfunction approximations, rather than
single eigenvalues, will provide richer visual and numerical information for studying
the detailed effects of varying the pattern of collocation points in conjunction with

different box sizes, mesh sizes, and orders of the polynomial approximants.
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1 INTRODUCTION 9

The dissertation is organised as follows. Chapter 2 derives the radial Schrodinger
differential equation used in Shore’s paper, supported by detailed mathematical
notes in Appendix [A] and Appendix [B] Tt also explains how Shore’s framework for
the hydrogen atom, and its extension to cases with nonzero angular momentum
and to the nonlinear Schrodinger equation, will be implemented in the computer
experiments. It concludes by clarifying how our eigenfunction approach differs
from Shore’s eigenvalue approach. Chapter 3 provides the necessary background
on B-splines and the concepts relating to collocation at Gaussian points in the de
Boor and Swartz paper. The material here is tailored to Shore’s radial equation, in
particular to clarify how the choice of Gaussian collocation points can improve
approximations in this particular context. Chapter 4 reports the results for bound
state electronic wave functions (negative energy) in the hydrogen atom, while
Chapter 5 reports the results for the nonlinear extension of Shore’s radial equation
relating to the Schrodinger equation with cubic nonlinearity. Finally, Chapter 6
summarises and evaluates the findings of the dissertation, and suggests possible
directions for future investigations. The key components of the computer routines

used in the dissertation are provided in Appendices C to G.

CHRISTIAN P. H. SALAS



CHAPTER 2

DERIVATION AND IMPLEMENTATION

OF THE EQUATIONS IN THIS STUDY

2.1 Shore’s radial equation for the hydrogen atom

The differential equation used in Shore’s paper is ultimately based on

Schrodinger’s time-dependent equation

O
W v
ot

where H is the standard Hamiltonian

h2

H=-—V*4+U

2m
and m and U are the mass of the quantum particle in question and the potential
energy of the system respectively (see, e.g., [I5]). In the case of the hydrogen atom
with a Coulomb potential, for example, m = m, is the mass of the electron and the
potential is

62

U=-—

4meqr

where e is the electronic charge, ¢y is the permittivity of free space and r is the
radial distance of the electron from the nucleus. By separation of variables,
Schrodinger’s time-dependent equation is decomposed into a time-independent

equation

Hy = B (2.1)
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2.1 SHORE’S RADIAL EQUATION FOR THE HYDROGEN ATOM 11

and an essentially trivial differential equation involving time whose solution is an
exponential function of time and the parameter E. In (2.1), ¥ is a
time-independent wave function representing a stationary quantum state, or
eigenstate, of the system and E in the case of a bound electron is the energy
eigenvalue corresponding to this particular eigenstate. The solution W for
Schrodinger’s time-dependent equation is then written as a superposition of

products of the form

we—iEt/ﬁ

such that this superposition contains all possible eigenstate-eigenvalue pairs.
Observation of the system causes this superposition to collapse to one particular
eigenstate, with the probability of observing that state being proportional to the

modulus squared of its expansion coefficient in the superposition.

Solving a bound-state quantum mechanics problem essentially involves finding the
eigenvalues E and corresponding eigenstates v of the time-independent equation

(2.1) above, given the functional form of the potential energy U. In Appendix [A] I
provide a full derivation of the time-independent wave function for the electron in

a hydrogen atom, which takes the form

Viitmy (1,0, ) x e_p/Qpngiﬁ)lplml(cos 0)em?

where
8meE; \ '
o= (=)
and
2 2
Me e 1
Br=( - e ) () =
( 2h >(47T€0) n?
and where n = 1,2, 3, ... is the principal quantum number determining the
electron’s energy, | = 0,1,2,...,(n — 1) is the orbital quantum number
determining its orbital angular-momentum magnitude, m; = 0, +1,+2, ... £l is

the magnetic quantum number determining its orbital angular-momentum

direction, Lgi;r_l)l are the associated Laguerre polynomials and P™ (cos#) are the

associated Legendre functions, all of which are discussed in Appendix [A]
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2.1 SHORE’S RADIAL EQUATION FOR THE HYDROGEN ATOM 12

2.1.1 The radial part of the wave function

Typically in numerical studies involving the bound states of the electron in the
hydrogen atom, we are concerned only with the discrete bound states produced by
Coulomb attraction in the radial direction, so we restrict our attention to the

radial differential equation in Appendix [A] namely

1d /[ ,dR 2m, [ €? I(l+1)
— i E) — = 2.2
r2dr (T dr) + [ K2 (47reor + ) 72 =0 (2:2)

whose solutions are

R(r) oc e ?/p LT

In Appendix [B] T provide detailed derivations of the first few exact solutions of the
radial Schrodinger differential equation based on this formula, for use in assessing

the accuracy of the approximations in this study.

In Shore’s paper the situation is restricted still further in that he only considers
the spherically symmetric case in which wave functions have no dependence on
angle whatsoever. These wave functions therefore have angular momentum
quantum numbers [ = m; = 0 and under these circumstances the full wave function

above reduces to
Rio(r) oc e Lt (2.3)
These are the solutions to the radial Schrodinger equation
1 d /[ ,dR 2m, [ €?
—— | r— —— 4+ FE||R=0 2.4
err(r dr)+[h2 (47T€()T+ )] (24)

obtained by setting [ = 0 in (2.2). The differential equation used in Shore’s paper

is just a rescaled version of (2.4), resulting from expressing radial distances from
the nucleus in terms of the Bohr radius

B Areoh?

e2me

a (2.5)

CHRISTIAN P. H. SALAS



2.1 SHORE’S RADIAL EQUATION FOR THE HYDROGEN ATOM 13

(This is the radius of the innermost Bohr orbit, equal to 5.292 x 10~"m). To see
this, we can derive Shore’s equation (equation (I.1) in his paper) directly from
(2.4) as follows. Let

Then the first term in (2.4) becomes

1d{,d(F _1d2F
r2dr Tdr r o dr?

so we can rewrite equation (2.4) as

1d2F+ 2m, [ €? B E—O
r dr? K2 \dmeyr ro

Multiplying through by —2’\1;’; and rearranging we get
n* d*F 2
¢ F=EF (2.6)

C2m, dr?  dweyr
We can now make the change of variable r = ax where a is the Bohr radius defined
in (2.5) above. We then have dr* = a*dz? and putting this in (2.6) we get

n? 1 d*F e F
2me a? dx?  4dwega x

n? etm? d*F e? e*me \ F _ R
2me \ (47ep)2h* ) da? dmeg ) \dmegh® ) ©

which simplifies to

=FbBF

or

1d*F 1
—— ~+E|F=0 2.7
2 dax? * Lc * } (2.7)
where
4reg)?h?
o 7Tzo) E (2.8)
etme

Equation (2.7) is equation (I.1) in Shore’s paper, with the rescaled Coulomb
potential V(z) = —% and the rescaled energy E’. To obtain E’ explicitly, note that
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2.1 SHORE’S RADIAL EQUATION FOR THE HYDROGEN ATOM 14

at the end of Appendix [A] we found that the unscaled energy for the hydrogen

atom problem is given by

B (=) (- L
2h dmeg ) 2

Putting this in (2.8) yields the rescaled energy as

4reg)*h? m 2\’ 1 1
E/ — ( 0 _ ¢ R — 2
< etm, )( 2h2>(47r60> n? 272 (2:9)

Therefore, for example, the ground state energy for Shore’s rescaled equation

1
5

(corresponding to n = 1) is —

2.1.2 Implementation in computer experiments

The first equation to be implemented in our study is Shore’s radial equation for

the ground state of the electron in the hydrogen atom, using the rescaled Coulomb

potential V(z) = —% and the rescaled energy —%, giving a radial equation of the
form
1d*F 1 1
- Z__|F=0 2.10
2 dx? + L 2} ( )

Since we obtained Shore’s equation by making the change of variable F'(r) = rR in
the unscaled radial equation, and by rescaling distances so that they are all
expressed in terms of the Bohr radius a, the solutions to Shore’s equation will be
of the form rR;y where Ry is as given in (2.3) above, but with a = 1 whenever a
arises in these solutions. Using equation (B.1) in Appendix [B| the exact solution

to (2.10) is then given by applying these changes to 7Ry to get
F(x) =2xe™ (2.11)

This is the exact solution we can use to gauge the accuracy of our computer
approximations for the ground state of the electron in the hydrogen atom.
Figure [2.1] shows a plot of (2.11).

Since we are assuming all parameters are known, we will use the boundary

conditions F'(0) = 2 and F'(o0) = 0, implementing the latter by ensuring that the
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2.1 SHORE’S RADIAL EQUATION FOR THE HYDROGEN ATOM 15

F
0.7

0.6
0.5

041

0.31

0.2

0.11

Figure 2.1: Exact solution to Shore’s radial equation for the electronic ground state

in the hydrogen atom

box size is large enough to approximate this condition adequately at the
right-hand endpoint of the interval. The relevance of box size to the accuracy of
approximations is a feature that will be explored in the dissertation. The
boundary condition at 0 comes from the known solution in (2.11). Note that in his
paper Shore used the boundary condition F'(0) = 0 but, as explained in section
3.2.1 below, when applying the approach in Chapter XV of de Boor’s book A
Practical Guide to Splines this causes the collocation procedure to find only the
trivial solution F'(x) = 0. For our numerical work in this dissertation in which we
are focusing only on the relative performance of different patterns of collocation
points assuming everything else is known, setting the first boundary condition as

F’(0) = 2 ensures that the exact solution in (2.11) is found.

We next implemented Shore’s radial equation for the first excited state of the

electron in the hydrogen atom. From (2.9), the rescaled energy for the first excited
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2.1 SHORE’S RADIAL EQUATION FOR THE HYDROGEN ATOM 16

state corresponding to n = 2 is —é, giving a radial equation of the form

1d*F 1 1
r 8

-2 Z_Z — 1
2 da? }F 0 (2.12)

Using equation (B.2) in Appendix [B] the exact solution to (2.12) is then given by
setting a = 1 in 7Ry to get

F(z) = L:16(2 — x)e /2 (2.13)

2v2

Figure [2.2] shows a plot of (2.13).

F [:]2 -

0.1 -

30 40

=0.1 +

~0.3 -

~0.4

Figure 2.2: Exact solution to Shore’s radial equation for n = 2 in the hydrogen atom

In this case we use the boundary conditions F’(0) = \/Li and F'(oo0) = 0 for the

purposes of our experiments with different patterns of collocation points, again
implementing the latter by ensuring that the box size is large enough to
approximate this condition. As before, the boundary condition at 0 comes from

the known solution in (2.13).
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2.1 SHORE’S RADIAL EQUATION FOR THE HYDROGEN ATOM 17

Finally for the zero angular momentum case, we implemented Shore’s radial
equation for the second excited state of the electron in the hydrogen atom. From

(2.9), the rescaled energy for the second excited state corresponding to 1 = 3 is

_1
18’

1d*F 1 1
s T {‘ - rle - (2.14)

giving a radial equation of the form

Using equation (B.3) in Appendix [B] the exact solution to (2.14) is then given by
setting a = 1 in rR3y to get

F(z) = ©(27 — 182 + 222)e /3 (2.15)

2
81v/3
Figure shows a plot of (2.15).

F o3-

10 20 30 40 50 &0

-0.1 -

Figure 2.3: Exact solution to Shore’s radial equation for n = 3 in the hydrogen atom

In this case we use the boundary conditions F’(0) = % and F'(oo) = 0 for our

experiments with different patterns of collocation points.
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2.1 SHORE’S RADIAL EQUATION FOR THE HYDROGEN ATOM 18

2.1.3 Incorporating angular momentum

To extend the [ = 0 case in Shore’s paper, we can also implement radial equations
with nonzero orbital angular momentum obtained by rescaling (2.2) in exactly the
same way that we rescaled (2.4) earlier, to give
1d*°F 1 I(l+1
2 da? x 2x?

where E’ is as in (2.9) above and [ <7 — 1 (cf. [7], p. 1098).

F=0 (2.16)

F
0.4

0.3

0.1

Figure 2.4: Exact solution to the radial equation for n = 2, [ = 1 in hydrogen

For the case n = 2, [ = 1, the radial equation is

1d*F 1 1 1

—— ——=-——=|F=0 2.17

2 da? * [a: 8 xQ} (2.17)
Using equation (B.4) in Appendix [B] the exact solution to (2.17) is then as shown
in Figure |2.4] given by setting a = 1 in 7Ry to get

2
2g-w/2 _ 2 (5> e~o/? (2.18)

1
F(x):%x 75\
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2.1 SHORE’S RADIAL EQUATION FOR THE HYDROGEN ATOM 19

Our attempts to directly implement (2.17) again brought to light an interesting
problem with Schrédinger’s equation, explained in section 3.2.1, that only the
trivial solution F'(x) = 0 can be found by our collocation procedure when, as is the
case here with (2.18), the solution is such that both the function value and the
first derivative are zero at the left and right boundaries. As our focus here is on
numerically exploring the relative performance of different patterns of collocation
points in this quantum system while treating everything else as known, not on
looking for unknown solutions, we overcame this problem to enable us to continue
with our numerical experiments by applying simple transformations to (2.17) and

(2.18) as follows. First, we make the change of variable y = ¢ in (2.18) to get

F(y) = F(2y) = %y%‘y (2.19)

Putting « = 2y into (2.17) we find that the differential equation satisfied by F(y)

1S

1d2F 1 1 17-
S| - |F= 2.2
8 dy? " [Qy 8 4y2] ! (2:20)
Next, we define
F 2
Gly) = o) _ —=ye ¥ (2.21)

Then putting F(y) = yG(y) into (2.20), we find that the differential equation
satisfied by G(y) is

yd’G  1dG 1y 1
LT AR . N e 2,22
8 dy? + 4 dy 2 8 4y ( )
The exact solution to (2.22) is (2.21) and we find that
, 2
G'(0) = —= (2.23)

V6

Therefore our numerical experiments with different patterns of collocation points
in this quantum system will proceed by first implementing (2.22), with boundary

conditions G'(0) = \/lg and G(o0) = 0. The desired approximation of (2.18) can
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F
0.4-

0.3

0.1

Y

Figure 2.5: Plot of F(y) = yG(y)

then be obtained simply by multiplying the output by y and using F(z) = F (%)
A plot of F(y) = yG(y) is shown in Figure .

Similar issues arise in the cases n =3, =1 and n = 3, [ = 2, and they can be
overcome in a very similar way. For the case n = 3, [ = 1, the radial equation is
1d*°F {1 1 1

5@4‘ E—TS—P}F:O (2.24)

Using equation (B.5) in Appendix [B] the exact solution to (2.24) is then given by
setting a = 1 in rR3; to get

4 4 (z\° x
Flz)=——=(6—2 xze_x/?’:—(—) (2——)6_36/3 2.25
Figure shows a plot of (2.25). Here we can employ the same kind of
transformation as before, beginning with the change of variable y = £ to get

F(y) = F(3y) and then using G(y) = ?% = %(2 —y)e Y. Following the same

CHRISTIAN P. H. SALAS
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F 02-

0.1

-0.1-

-0.3 -

Figure 2.6: Exact solution to the radial equation for n = 3, [ = 1 in hydrogen

procedure as before, we find that the differential equation satisfied by G in this

case 1s
d? 2d 1
ya&G 246 Tl oy .
18 dy? 9 dy 3 18

so to carry out our experiments with different patterns of collocation points in this

quantum system our strategy will be to implement this alternative differential

equation first, with boundary conditions G'(0) = —\/ig and G(oco) = 0, and then

obtain the desired approximation of (2.25) simply by multiplying the output by y?
and using F(z) = F(2).

3

Finally, for the case n = 3, [ = 2, the radial equation is

(2.26)

IF (11 3],
2 dx? r 18 z2 N

Using equation (B.6) in Appendix [B] the exact solution to (2.26) is then given by

CHRISTIAN P. H. SALAS
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setting a = 1 in 7 R3s to get

4 4 (2’
F(x) = de™/3 = —(—) e~/3 2.27
@) 8130 3v/30\ 3 2:27)
Figure [2.7 shows a plot of (2.27).
F
0.3
02
0.14
0 .
0 10 20 30 40 50

Figure 2.7: Exact solution to the radial equation for n = 3, [ = 2 in hydrogen

We can again employ the same kind of transformation as before, beginning with

the change of variable y = £ and then using G(y) = yﬂ = ﬁye‘y. In this case,
we find that the differential equation satisfied by G is

y d*’G  2dG 1y 2

=t ——+ |- =—=—|G=0

18 dy? * 9 dy *

We can implement this with boundary conditions G'(0) = #ﬁ and G(o0) =0,
obtaining the desired approximation of (2.27) by multiplying the output by »? and

using F(z) = F(%)
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2.2 A NONLINEAR EXTENSION OF SHORE’S FRAMEWORK 23

2.2 A nonlinear extension of Shore’s framework

To explore the performance of B-spline collocation at Gaussian points in a
nonlinear Schrodinger equation setting, we would like to implement a nonlinear

version of Shore’s basic equation
——— +[E-V]p=0 (2.28)
x

incorporating a perturbation parameter and a nonlinear term analogous to the
setup in the nonlinear perturbation problem discussed in Chapter XV of de Boor’s
book A Practical Guide to Splines. That is to say, we would like to extend Shore’s

basic framework to a nonlinear equation of the form

d2
%e2d—;f +[E-VIp+ " =0 (2.29)

where € is a perturbation parameter (typically we want to explore solutions to this
equation as € — 0), and n is an integer with n > 1. An equation exactly of the
type (2.29) arises in the nonlinear Schrodinger equation literature in relation to a

Schrodinger equation with cubic nonlinearity and a bounded potential of the form

ov €2 0%
e—— = ———— + VU — 7|V 2.30
ot 2m Ox? * i (2.30)
(which is shown in [18] to have standing wave solutions if v > 0, V' is bounded, and
e is sufficiently small). To see this, by analogy with the usual linear Schrédinger

equation, we use separation of variables to seek solutions to (2.30) of the form
U(z,t) = (x)e Ee (2.31)

Putting (2.31) into (2.30), rearranging, and setting m = 1 and v = 1 we get
1 ,d*yp
_6 —
2 dx?
which is exactly of the form (2.29) with n = 3.

+[E-Vy+P2=0 (2.32)

To implement this equation in our study using de Boor’s methodology, we need to

linearize it and also to find an exact solution for it in order to assess our

CHRISTIAN P. H. SALAS



2.2 A NONLINEAR EXTENSION OF SHORE’S FRAMEWORK 24

approximations. We can linearize (2.32) by writing it as

Lo e g, v') = — 1B - VI - ol

We then note that by Taylor’s Theorem, expanding about the point (v(z),v'(z))

(which in the iterative approximation process later we will treat as being derived

from the result of the previous iteration), we have

Therefore

F(z,¢(x),9/(2)) & (=[E = V] = 3[v(z)])¢(x) + 2[v(z)]*

so we can write the linearized form of the differential equation as
5€ = + @) + [E = V] (2) = 2[v(2)]’ (2.33)

Given suitable choices of E and V' and boundary conditions on ¢ (z), this can now

be implemented using de Boor’s methodology.

To find an exact solution for (2.32) we need to specify [E — V. For the purposes of
our study, in which the focus is on exploring the numerical performance of B-spline

collocation at Gaussian points rather than on physical applications of (2.32), we

will assume an invariant potential (i.e., a quasi-free space) and set [E — V] = —1.
This gives an equation of the form
1 ,d*% 1 3
1,07y 1 —0 2.34
SN (2.34)
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with linearized form
3 + (30 - § o) = 2o (2.35)

and simple trial and error with functions of the form sech(z) (mentioned in [18],

equation (1.3), p. 399) shows that an exact solution for (2.34) is

P(x) = m (2.36)

We will therefore implement (2.34) using the linearized form (2.35), comparing our

approximations for different values of € with exact solutions of the form (2.36).

Figure [2.8 shows the exact solutions for different values of € in the interval [0, 1].
We will apply the boundary conditions ¢(0) = 1 and (1) = 0 within this interval.

()

0.8

0.6

¢ = D025
0.4
£i= 001

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1y

Figure 2.8: Exact solutions for cubic Schrodinger equation with [E — V] = —%.

This problem exhibits the classic features of a singular perturbation problem (also

known as a boundary layer problem) in which one explores how the solutions of a
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boundary value problem change as a parameter like € here approaches zero. In the
case of equation (2.34), it can be seen by inspection that as € — 0, the differential
equation becomes more and more like an algebraic equation which does not satisfy
the boundary condition ¢ (0) = 1. Therefore, as Figure shows, for smaller
e-values the exact solution exhibits a sharper ‘bend’ as x approaches the origin
from the right, and this can cause problems for approximation. We will want to
explore how B-spline collocation at Gaussian points is able to deal with this

difficulty. For a book-length treatment of singular perturbation problems, see [21].

2.3 Eigenfunction approach versus eigenvalue approach

Although we are using the same fundamental radial equation as Shore for our
numerical experiments (equation (I.1) in [I]), our approach is different from
Shore’s in a way that will now be made clear. Schrodinger’s radial equation for the
hydrogen atom, with the boundary conditions implemented by Shore, is actually
an example of a regular Sturm-Liouville problem of the general form

3 (10 F2) + @)+ duta)o =0 (2.57)

Arg(a) + As¢'(a) = 0

Big(b) + Bad/(b) = 0
for x € [a,b], where the aim is to find the eigenvalues A and corresponding
eigenfunctions ¢. For example, one of Shore’s implementations of the radial
equation for the electron in the hydrogen atom is of the form (2.37) with a = 0,
b=10,p(z) =3, q(z) =+, w(x) =1, Ay = By = 1, and Ay = B, = 0. Using cubic
spline collocation, Shore implements (2.37) as a matrix generalized eigenvalue

problem

(o3 ) + )]0 = —xutoe (239)

(cf. equation (VIL.6) in [1]). The eigenvalues for the matrix system (2.38) are easily

found numerically using standard methods for generalized eigenvalue problems.
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Shore’s emphasis is very much on finding point estimates for the eigenvalues A in
this way, which correspond to the quantum energy levels of the electron in
Schrodinger’s theory of the hydrogen atom. The eigenvectors in the matrix system
version of (2.38) could, in principle, then be used to obtain approximations of the

eigenfunctions ¢ as a by-product, but Shore is not concerned very much with this.

In contrast to Shore’s approach, we seek to study the relative performance of
different patterns of collocation points in numerically approximating the
eigenfunctions ¢ in (2.37), i.e., the wave functions of Schrédinger’s equation, in
conjunction with different box sizes, mesh sizes and orders of polynomial
approximants. We want to do this under ‘laboratory conditions’ in which
everything else that can influence approximation accuracy is fully known and
controlled for. To this end, we take A as known in (2.37), and thereby convert the
Sturm-Liouville problem above into a two-point boundary value problem with only
¢ as the unknown, perfectly suited for the machinery in Chapter XV of [12]. For
example, to implement the radial equation for the ground state of the electron in
the hydrogen atom in (2.10), we convert (2.37) into a two-point BVP by setting
a=0,b=10, p(z) = 3, ¢(z) = %, A= —%, w(z) = 1, and by replacing the
boundary conditions in (2.37) by ¢'(0) = 2, ¢(10) = 0. We then implement this
system using de Boor’s B-spline collocation methodology (described in detail in

the next chapter), focusing purely on numerically approximating ¢.

Rather than giving us just point estimates of single numbers, each accompanied by
a single indicator of approximation error, our approach yields both visually rich
and numerically rich approximation outputs consisting of entire wave functions
that can be visually compared with known exact solutions, as well as detailed sets
of approximation errors for the wave functions at various locations in the
breakpoint sequences used in the collocation process. This can provide more
detailed insights into the relative performance of different patterns of collocation
points. Our approach is also more suitable for extending Shore’s framework to
nonlinear Schrodinger equations, as described in section 2.2. It is not clear how

nonlinear Schrodinger equations could be studied using Shore’s methodology.
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CHAPTER 3

B-SPLINES AND COLLOCATION AT
(FAUSSIAN POINTS

This chapter provides some necessary background on B-splines and concepts
relating to collocation at Gaussian points, as well as outlining the role of some of
the relevant MATLAB and Fortran 77 routines originally provided by de Boor in
his book A Practical Guide to Splines [12]. These have been translated into Maple
code for the purposes of this dissertation. We begin in section 3.1 by reviewing the
key theory and practical issues relating to piecewise polynomial approximation
using B-splines, highlighting the roles of the subroutines INTERV, PPVALU,
BSPLVP, BVALUE, BSPLPP and SPLINT. In section 3.2 we then use key ideas
from the paper by de Boor and Swartz [I1] and Chapter XV of [12] to set out our
approach to implementing Shore’s radial Schrodinger equation using B-spline
collocation at Gaussian points, focusing in particular on how the use of Gaussian

points can reduce approximation errors in this specific context. The key
subroutines here are COLPNT, DIFEQU, NEWNOT and COLLOC.

3.1 Piecewise polynomial approximation using B-splines

A key component of our approach to collocation at Gaussian points based on [12]
is the use of B-splines to produce piecewise polynomial approximations to the
Schrédinger wave functions in our study. Piecewise polynomial (pp) functions
generally perform far better as approximants in practical situations than single

polynomials (see, e.g., [12], Chapter II, [22], p. 212, [23], p.104). Splines can be
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viewed as pp functions with pieces that ‘blend as smoothly as possible’ due to
continuity conditions on their derivatives ([12], p. 105), but de Boor uses the term
more inclusively to mean ‘all linear combinations of B-splines’. B-splines are a

numerically convenient set of pp functions used as a basis for all others.

3.1.1 B-splines as a basis for pp function spaces

Using the same notational conventions as de Boor’s book A Practical Guide to

Splines, a pp function f of order k is defined for 2 =1,...,[ as
f(z) =Piz) if & <z <&

where & = {&,...,&41} is a strictly increasing sequence of breakpoints and

P ={Py,..., B} is any sequence of polynomials of order k (i.e., of degree < k). At
each breakpoint other than &; and &1, the pp function is (arbitrarily) defined for
computational purposes as taking the value from the right, i.e., f(&) = f(&") for

it =2,...,1. The collection of all pp functions of order k with breakpoint sequence

¢ is a linear space of dimension Al denoted by T .

For computational purposes, de Boor represents the pp function f € Il ¢ using a
structure he calls a ppform, consisting of the integers k£ and [, the breakpoint

sequence &, and the k£ x [ matrix of the right-derivatives of f at the breakpoints:

l

C=[DiEh],)

F(&) &) A&
Df(&)  Df(&) - DfE)

D) DM o DR

In our numerical experiments, the output from COLLOC is essentially the

transpose of this matrix C for the ppform of the B-spline approximation. It is

necessary to process this output further because the required pp function
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coefficients, say for the i-th piece

Pi(x) =) elij)(x - &)
j=1
for & < x < &1 are not of the form D’~! f(&1) as in the matrix C, but rather of
the form
DITH(ED)
(=Dt
(see [12], pp. 71-73). We make this adjustment in the post-output processing part

of our computer routines, examples of which are provided in Appendices E to G.

The subroutine PPVALU computes the values of f and its derivatives at a given
site x using as inputs the integers k£ and [, a one-dimensional array containing the
breakpoints £, and a two-dimensional array containing the matrix C. In our
numerical experiments, this output is used within the subroutine DIFEQU to
construct approximation errors for our collocation approximations. PPVALU uses
the subroutine INTERV to place each site z in the correct place within the

breakpoint sequence &.

In general, it is necessary to impose continuity conditions on pp functions and

their derivatives, of the form
jump&Dj_lf =0

for j=1,...,v;and ¢« = 2,...,[, where the notation means ‘the jump of the
function across the site &', and v = {vy,vs,..., 1} is a set of nonnegative integers
with v; counting the number of continuity conditions required at &;. (Note that
there is no need for elements v; or vy in this list as continuity conditions are only
needed to govern how different pieces of the pp function ‘meet’ at interior
breakpoints). For example, ; = 2 means that both the function and the first
derivative are required to be continuous at &;, whereas v; = 0 means that there are
no continuity conditions at &;. These continuity conditions are linear and

homogeneous, so the subset of all f € Il ¢ satisfying them is a linear subspace of
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II.j¢ denoted by Iy ¢, (see [12], p. 82). The dimension of IT 4, is

l

n:kl—zm

i=2
B-splines emerge from the desire to have a numerically convenient basis for Il ..
One basis for this space which is not numerically convenient is the ‘truncated

power basis’ (see [12], pp. 82-84) which consists of the double-sequence
©0ijs ] =Vi,...,k—Tlandi=2....,1

where

oy = (z — &4

17 .

J ]'

and where (z — &)}, = (max{(z — &),0})7 is a truncated power function. This is a
basis for II.; ¢, in the sense that every pp function f € II.4¢, can be written in a

unique way in the form

I k-1
f= Z Z QG Pij
i=1 j=u;

This basis is not well-suited for numerical work for a number of reasons,
particularly because truncated power functions can grow rapidly irrespective of the
behaviour of f, and also some of the basis functions ¢;; can become nearly
collinear, leading to numerical difficulties (see, e.g., the example in [12], p. 85).
These difficulties can be overcome by using as the basis elements certain divided
differences of the truncated power functions instead, which have the property that
they each have support only over a small interval, vanishing elsewhere. B-splines

are basis elements for 114 ¢, defined in this way.

To formally introduce B-splines, let ¢t = {¢;} be a nondecreasing sequence of
numbers (these are called ‘knots’ in the context of splines, and can be viewed as an
extension of the breakpoint sequence £ defined earlier in the sense that ¢ can
incorporate the elements of a given ¢ but does not have to be strictly increasing,

and in principle it can be finite or infinite as required). Then the j-th normalised
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B-spline of order k (i.e., of degree k — 1) using knot sequence t is denoted by Bj .,

and its value at a site z € R is given by

Bjna(x) = (tjn — t5)[ts, - i) (- — ) (3.1)

where the notation [t;,...,;+x]g denotes the k-th divided difference of a function

s -
g at the sites ¢;,..., ¢+ (divided differences are discussed in [12], Chapter I, and
[22], Chapter 5), and the dot placeholder notation means that z is regarded as
being fixed when calculating the divided difference of the truncated power
function, so the latter is being treated as a function of a single variable. This
formal definition can be used to generate B-splines of any required order, but it is
more convenient to use a recurrence relation (proved in [12], p. 90) which says that

for k > 1,

x—t;) B 14(x tivk — 2)Biy1p_14(x
Bj,k,t<x) _ ( - ]) J.k tl»t( ) + ( j+k : ) J;rLk 1,t( ) (32)
jrk—1 — 1j j+k — Lit1

This relation can be used to generate B-splines by induction, starting from

B;14(z), which in turn can be obtained from the formal definition (3.1) above as

Bjai(x) = (tir — ) [t ti](- — 2)%

{(tj1 —2)5 = (t; —2)}}
(tj41 — 1)
= (tj1— )% — (t; —x)}

{ 1 iftj§$<tj+1

= (tjz1 — ;)

0 otherwise

Note that the B-spline B;; () is a piecewise polynomial of order 1 and has
support [t;,t;41), so it is continuous from the right in accordance with the
convention for pp functions stated earlier. By putting B;;(x) into the recurrence
relation (3.2), we obtain the B-spline B, () which is a piecewise polynomial of
order 2 with support [t;,%;42). B-splines of higher order can be found via the
recurrence relation (3.2) above in a convenient way using a tableau similar to the
one commonly used to work out divided differences of functions. This is discussed
in [12], p. 110, and [22], p. 235.
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The Curry-Schoenberg Theorem (proved in [12], pp. 97-98) shows that the
B-splines as defined above constitute a basis for I ¢, under certain conditions.
Specifically, the theorem says that the sequence {Bj y+, Bokts - - -, Buke} s a basis
for Tl ¢, if:

(i) € ={&, ..., &1} is a strictly increasing sequence of breakpoints;
(ii) v = {wo, v, ..., 1} is a set of nonnegative integers with v; < k for all 4;
(iii) t = {t1, ..., tpyx} is a nondecreasing sequence with

n=*kl— 2222 V; = dimH<k7§;V;
(iv) for i = 2,..., 1, the number §; occurs exactly k — v; times in t;
(V) tl Stz S tk §£1 and £l+1 Stn+1 S Stn+k

These specifications provide the necessary information for generating a knot
sequence t from a given breakpoint sequence ¢ with the desired amount of
‘smoothness’ (i.e., number of continuity conditions), and we can then construct a
B-spline basis using the recurrence relation (3.2) above. The number of continuity
conditions at a breakpoint &; is determined by the number of times &; appears in ¢,
in the sense that each repetition of & reduces the number of continuity conditions
at that breakpoint by one. If & appears k times in ¢, this corresponds to imposing
no continuity conditions at &;. If & appears k — 1 times, the function is continuous
at &, but not its first or higher derivatives. If §; appears k — 2 times, the function
and its first derivative are continuous at &;, but not its second and higher
derivatives; and so on. Note that a convenient choice of knot sequence is to make
the first k£ knot points equal to &, and the last k£ knot points equal to &1, thus

imposing no continuity conditions at & and & 1.

To illustrate these ideas, we use Maple programs based on the procedure described
on page 113 of [12] (an example is provided in Appendix C) which call the
subroutines INTERV and BSPLVP to produce B-spline sets with various

specifications. These are plotted in Figure |3.1
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B-spline set, n=7, k=3 B-spline set, n=8, k=3
1 1
0.8 0.8
0.6 0.6
0.41 0.44
0.2 0.2
0 0
0 0.2 04 0.6 0.8 1 0 02 04 0.6 0.8 1
B-spline set. n=10. k=6 B-spline set. n=12. k=8
1
0.8
0.6
0.4+
0.2
04
0 0.2 04 0.6 0.8 1

Figure 3.1: B-spline sets for various values of n and k.
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The top left plot in Figure [3.1] shows the quadratic B-spline set of order 3 with the
breakpoint sequence & = {0,0.2,0.4,0.6,0.8,1.0} and corresponding knot sequence
t=4{0,0,0,0.2,0.4,0.6,0.8,1.0,1.0,1.0}. We have k = 3, [ =5, and

v =y, 3, v, 05} ={2,2,2,2}, so the dimension is
n=3x5—(242+2+2)="7. Therefore we expect seven B-splines in this set,
which is indeed what the top left plot in Figure [3.1| shows.

To allow the first derivative at breakpoint 0.6 to become discontinuous, we repeat

this breakpoint once in the knot sequence, so the knot sequence becomes
t =4{0,0,0,0.2,0.4,0.6,0.6,0.8,1.0,1.0,1.0}

We still have k = 3 and [ = 5, but now v = {vy, v3, 14,5} = {2,2, 1,2}, so the
dimension is now n =3 x 5 — (242 + 1 + 2) = 8. Therefore we expect eight
B-splines in this set. These are shown in the top right plot in Figure [3.1] which

also displays the effect of the discontinuous first derivative at 0.6.

The lower left part of Figure [3.1] shows a B-spline set of order 6, i.e., quintic
B-splines. In this case, k = 6, [ =5 and v = {5,5,5,5}, so the dimension is n = 10.
The knot sequence t has six repetitions of the breakpoints 0 and 1.0. Finally, the
lower right part of Figure |3.1] shows a B-spline set of order 8§, i.e., heptic B-splines.
Here, k =8,l=5and v = {7,7,7,7}, so the dimension is n = 12. The knot

sequence t has eight repetitions of 0 and 1.0 in this case.

3.1.2 B-spline interpolation

For computatonal purposes, de Boor ([12], p. 100) uses the Curry-Schoenberg
Theorem to represent the pp function f € Il ¢, as a structure he calls a B-form,
consisting of the integers k£ and n, the knot sequence ¢, and a set of coefficients
a={ai,...,a,} of f with respect to the B-spline basis {B1 k¢, Bojts- - - Bnkt}s
such that the value of f at a site x € [t, t,11] is given by

flx) = Z ;B o1 () (3.3)
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The subroutine BVALUE computes the values of f and its derivatives at a given
site x from its B-form (so it is the analogue of PPVALU for ppforms). In our
numerical procedures using COLLOC, the approximate Schrodinger wave functions
will first be obtained as B-forms. For output purposes, these will then be converted
to the ppform described earlier using the subroutine BSPLPP ([12], pp. 117-120).

The B-form described above can be used to interpolate a function g at n

interpolation sites 7 = (71, ..., 7,) by solving a matrix system based on (3.3):
By yi(m1) Baogi(m) -+ Bugi(m)| |aa g(m1)
Bii(m2) Bogi(me) -+ Bugi(T2) o2 9(72)
. . . =1 (3.4)
_Bl,k,t(Tn) B2,k,t(7-n) e Bn,k,t(Tn)_ _an_ _g(Tn)_

The knot sequence t determines which B-splines of order k£ will be involved in the
spline approximation and the interpolation sites 7 specify where the spline has to
agree with the function g. The conditions under which this interpolation procedure
will work are given in the Schoenberg-Whitney Theorem (proved in [12], p. 173).
In particular, we require the diagonal elements of coefficient matrix to be nonzero,
ie., Bipi(m) #0fori=1,...,n, which means that each interpolation point 7;
must lie within the support [t;, t;4x) of the B-spline B, ;. The knot sequence ¢

needs to be chosen to accommodate this requirement.

Due to some basic properties of B-splines, the coefficient matrix has a convenient
‘banded’ structure making (3.4) easy to solve by Gaussian elimination without
pivoting. The subroutine SPLINT oversees this and provides the B-form
coefficients of the approximation f of g. BVALUE can then be used with this
B-form to evaluate the spline approximation at various points, e.g., for plotting.
To illustrate this, we use a Maple program which calls SPLINT and BVALUE
(provided in Appendix D) to determine the cubic spline that interpolates the Gauss
hypergeometric function g(z) = o F} ([1, 1], [1], xe*“) on the interval [—1, 1], with
the seven equally spaced interpolation points 7 = (—1,—-2/3,—-1/3,0,1/3,2/3,1)
and with knot sequence t = (—1,—1,—1,—1,—-1/3,0,1/3,1,1,1,1). Note that

n =7 and k = 4, so the knot sequence t = {t1,...,t, x} has length n + k = 11.
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f, g and 500*(f-g)

500%(f-¢) "

1 1
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Figure 3.2: Results for cubic spline interpolation of the Gauss hypergeometric func-
tion g(x) = 2F1([17 1]7 [1]7 :Ce—w).
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The upper part of Figure shows that the cubic spline approximation f is
visually almost indistinguishable from the exact function g. However, there are
some small approximation errors which are plotted in the magnified form

500 x (f — g) in the lower left part of Figure 3.2 The lower right part of
Figure shows the three plots superimposed.

3.2 Collocation at (Gaussian points with Shore’s equation

In using the collocation procedure in [12] to approximate the solution of a
second-order ordinary differential equation with boundary conditions on the
interval [a, b, the aim is to determine the B-form of a pp function z € Il ¢,
which exactly satisfies the differential equation and its boundary conditions at
certain sites 7 = (71, ...,7,), where 71 = a and 7,, = b. The form of the differential
equation is specified in the subroutine DIFEQU and the collocation sites
(T9,...,Tn—1) are constucted from specifications in COLPNT. The subroutine
COLLOC oversees the iterative solution of the system using Newton’s method,
calling on NEWNOT, if required, to seek improvements by making nonlinear
adjustments to the relative positions of breakpoints and collocation sites. Note
that this collocation process is different from the interpolation procedure described
in the previous section, where the pp function is required to match only the values

of another function g at the interpolation sites.

3.2.1 B-spline collocation using de Boor’s subroutines
All the Schrodinger equations in our study are supplied to DIFEQU in the form
v1(2)2(x) + vo(2) Dz (x) + v3(x) D*2(7) = vy(x) (3.5)

by varying the specifications of vy (x), ve(z), vs(x) and vy(z). For example, Shore’s

radial equation for the ground state of the electron in the hydrogen atom in (2.10)
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requires the specifications

0 forx =m
1 for x =7,
(=) 1 forx =mn
vo(T) =
2 0 forx e (m,...,T)

for x € (14, 7,)

-t

o

—~

8

SN—

Il
—N—
= O

for x € (19,...,7Tn-1)

2 f =
v4(:z:):{ orxr=rm

0 forze (m,...,m)

(see DIFEQU in Appendix E), whereas the (linearized) Schrodinger equation with

cubic nonlinearity in (2.35) requires the specifications

1 forx =7
vi(z) = 3[z(@)? L forze(n,...,7m)
0 forx =1,
va(x) =
vy(c) = 0 for x € (11, 7,)
s(v) = { %62 forz € (19,...,7Th_1)
1 forx =m
va(x) = ¢ 2[z(2)]® forx € (12,..., T 1)
0 for z =7,

where zy(x) here represents a prior estimate of the solution in the iterative
procedure (see DIFEQU in Appendix G).

Having specified the interval [a, b] (referred to as the ‘box’) and the breakpoints

&= (&, .., &41), where & = a and &1 = b, the pp function approximant z will

then have [ polynomial pieces (referred to as the ‘mesh’). The box endpoints a and

b, and the mesh [, have to be supplied to COLLOC, along with the order k of z.
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The program will then calculate n = kl — 2(I — 1) as the number of sites in 7, with
”T_2 = k — 2 collocation sites per polynomial piece which it will look for in
COLPNT. The knot sequence t will be constructed to be of lengh n + k, giving
degrees of freedom length(t) — k = n to match the n conditions represented by the
n — 2 collocation sites (g, ..., 7,_1) together with the boundary conditions at 7

and 7,,. Since also n = dimlIl.;¢,,, the calculation of the B-form of 2

n

z(x) = Z a;jBj () (3.6)

j=1
will require the calculation of the n B-splines (Bj (), Bag+(x), ..., Bugi(x))
along with their first and second derivatives at each of the n sites in 7, with

continuity conditions v = (v, v3,...,1) = (2,2,...,2) giving 22:2 v, =2(l—-1).

It will also be necessary to calculate the values of vy (x), va(x), v3(z) and vy(z) in
(3.5) at each of the n sites in 7. With these in hand, we can substitute (3.6) into
(3.5) to get at each 7; € T

vi(7))2(7j) + va(75) D2(75) + v3(7;) D?2(7;) = va(7;)
—
v1(7j)(a1 B g (75) + a2 By i(75) + -+ - + a0 Br ot (75))
+09(7) (a1 DBy gt (7j) + a2 DBy 1 (15) + - - - + an DBy, 4(75))
+03(75) (a1 D* By 44 (15) + a2D? Bo g 4(7) + -+ + anD* B 4(75)) = va(7))
—
a1(LBuk)(7j) + a2(LBag)(7;) + -+ 4 an(LBn)(75) = va(7)) (3.7)

where (LBj 1) = v1Bjgs + v2DBj s + v3D?Bj . For all the n sites in 7, (3.7)

then represents the matrix system

[(LBiiy)(r) (LBord)(m) -+ (LBux)(m)| [ar]  [va(m)]
(LBl,l?,t)(ﬁ) (LB2J<.:,t)(T2) : (LBn,lf:,t)(ﬁ) a.z _ U4(‘T2) (3.)
_(LBl,k,t)(Tn) (LBZk,t)(Tn) T L(Bn,k,t>(7'n)_ _an_ _U4 (Tn)_
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The system (3.8) can be solved in a single step for linear Schrodinger equations
such as (2.10), yielding the B-form coefficients (ay, ..., a,) for (3.6), but iteration
is needed for the (linearized) Schrodinger equation with cubic nonlinearity in
(2.35). An initial B-form zg(x) is used to specify vy (x), ve(z), v3(x) and vy(x) at
each 7; € 7 and the system (3.8) is then solved to get an updated B-form for z(x).
The process is then repeated with the updated B-form and this continues until the
B-forms converge, i.e., until max{|z,41(7;) — 2.(7;)| : ; € 7} < 0.000001. Note that
(3.8) yields only a zero vector if the right-hand side vector consists entirely of zeros,
which explains the comments in Chapter 2 about only obtaining trivial solutions

when both the function values and first derivatives are zero at the boundaries.

3.2.2 Specifying the collocation sites as (Gaussian points

In COLPNT, the k — 2 interior collocation sites within each subinterval [;, & 1] of
the breakpoint sequence & are specified as a fixed set of points p;, j =2,...,k —1,
within the interval [—1, 1], such that

—1<pr<ps<- <pp1<l

This set of points is then mapped uniformly to each [¢;, &;41] using the formula

L—pj)&  (1+p)&
Tli=1)(k=2)+j = : 2”> i 23> = (3.9)

yielding a total of n — 2 interior collocation sites (7o, ...,7,_1). By default,
COLPNT chooses the points p; to be the zeros of the Legendre polynomial of
degree k — 2 (called ‘Gaussian points’, since they are the same as the sites used for
Gauss quadrature). Theorem 4.1 in [11] shows that this choice of collocation
points can significantly reduce the size of approximation errors by introducing a
Legendre polynomial into their Green’s function integral. Some polynomial
components of the Green’s function integral which are of lower degree than this
Legendre polynomial will then vanish, since Legendre polynomials are orthogonal
to polynomials of lower degree. The effect of this will be particularly significant at
the boundaries of each subinterval [&;, §;11], producing a phenomenon called

‘superconvergence’ there.
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To give a flavour of how this can work with Shore’s equation, consider the radial
equation for the ground state of the electron in the hydrogen atom in (2.10), which

we will rewrite here as
(Ly)(z) =0, Dy(0) = 2,y(10) =0

where (Ly)(z) = D*y(z) + [2 — 1]y(x). This has the exact solution

x

y(x) = 2ze”

We seek to solve this system by collocation, which means finding a pp function

yn € g e, such that

(Lya)(7:) = 0, Dya(m) = 2,ya (1) =0

withi=2,...,n—1, 71 =0 and 7,, = 10. For the purposes of this illustration, we
will take the first two elements of the breakpoint sequence £ to be & = 0 and

& = 0.1, so the first subinterval is [£, &) = [0,0.1], and we will assume that we
want to collocate at two interior sites, 7, and 73, as well as at the right-hand
boundary of the subinterval. Thus, there are four collocation points in this setup,
namely 0, 75, 73 and 0.1. Suppose further that we consider as an approximation of
ya in this subinterval the function z(x) which, to second-order, is a linear
interpolant of y(z) passing through the two interior collocation sites 75 and 73 of

the form

o(z) = 213(1 — 13)(x — 1) — 272(1 — ) (x — T3) (3.10)

T3 — T2

Then since y(x) = 2xe™® = 2x(1 — x) + O(2?), the approximation error at a site

x €[0,0.1], z # 13,73, I8
(y—2)(x) =22(l —x) — z(x) = =2(x — ) (x — 73) (3.11)

Now, the true approximation error (y — ya)(x) will satisfy a differential equation

(L(y = ya))(x) = h(z), D(y = y»)(0) =0, (y —y»)(0.1) =0

for x € [0,0.1], © # 79, 73, where the form of h(z) depends on the form of the

approximant y (x). This problem has a Green’s function G(z,u) and its solution
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can therefore be written as
0.1
- ve)w) = [ duGlo,wh(a) (3.12)
0

Suppose we now take ya ~ z(z) in order to obtain h(x) in (3.12), where z(z) is the

linear interpolant in (3.10) above. Then using (3.11) we have
h(z) = (L(y = 2))(z) = 2(z — m)(z = 7) + g(2) (3.13)

where g(z) is a function involving x, 7 and 73. Putting (3.13) into (3.12) we get

(y — yn) (@) ~ 2/0  duG(a, u)(u — 7o) (u — 73) +/0 CduG(r,u)g(u)  (3.14)

We may now be able to reduce the size of the approximation error in (3.14) by
choosing the points ps and ps, as they appear in COLPNT, to be the zeros of the
quadratic Legendre polynomial, i.e., py = —\/ig and p3 = \/Lg Given any polynomial

q(z) of degree 1, we will then have in the interval [-1, 1]:

/llduq(U)(u—m)(u—P:%)Z/zduq(u)<u—%> (u+%> L

(cf. equation (4.13) in Theorem 4.1 in [I1], p. 600). These Gaussian points will
then be mapped by formula (3.9) above, with £&; = 0 and & = 0.1, to the interior

collocation sites

1 31
= (Ltp2) _ V3=1 _ 10113248654
20 20V/3
and
1 341
o= Ltps) V311 _ ) o7sa6751345

20 203
Given any polynomial g(x) of degree 1, we will then have in the interval [0, 0.1]:
0.1 0.1 V3 -1 V341

dug(u)(l —m)(1 — 7 :/ du u(u——)(u——)zO
| vt = =) = [ auat) (w= So ) (- Yo

Therefore the quadratic (z — 7)(z — 73) = (z — ‘2/03\;51) (z — ‘2/05\%1) in the first

integral in (3.14), arising purely from specifying the collocation sites py and p3 as
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Gaussian points in COLPNT, can now reduce the size of the approximation error
by making linear components of G(x, ) vanish. This example is rather contrived,
but Theorem 4.1 in [I1] shows that this idea applies more generally in linear and

nonlinear collocation problems.

As well as using the Gaussian points provided by default in COLPNT for our
numerical experiments, we will also amend COLPNT to enable us to explore
equally-spaced collocation points. In addition, we will explore nonlinearly
distributed collocation points by calling the NEWNOT subroutine from COLLOC.
The algorithm carried out by NEWNOT is described in detail in Chapter XII of
[12]. NEWNOT works by examining the (k — 1)-th derivative of the pp function
approximation, which will always be a piecewise constant function for a pp
function of order k, to identify any large ‘jumps’ in this derivative at the interior
breakpoints of £. If any such jump is identified, the program will alter the
positions of the breakpoints so that more of the breakpoints are placed near the
jump. Since the collocation sites are uniformly distributed within each subinterval
of the breakpoint sequence &, this has the effect of accumulating more collocation
sites near the areas where large jumps occur in the (k — 1)-th derivative, hopefully
improving the approximation accuracy there. Shore [I] and other authors were
trying to achieve essentially the same thing when they re-distributed their
collocation sites nonlinearly so that, for example, more collocation sites occurred
near the nucleus of the hydrogen atom where the Schrodinger wave functions tend
to oscillate most sharply. Using NEWNOT in our numerical experiments is
therefore an effective way to try to replicate the use of nonlinearly distributed

collocation sites in the atomic theory literature.
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CHAPTER 4

NUMERICAL RESULTS FOR ELECTRON

WAVE FUNCTIONS IN HYDROGEN

In this chapter we report results for electron wave functions in the hydrogen atom.
Section 4.1 reports results for different energy levels but with no angular

momentum. Section 4.2 reports results with nonzero angular momentum.

4.1 Results for equations with zero angular momentum

4.1.1 Ground state

For the ground state electron wave function, we seek to approximate the exact
solution (2.11) of the differential equation (2.10). Figure [2.1]indicates that the box
needs to have a right-hand endpoint of at least 10 (representing a distance of ten
Bohr radii away from the atomic nucleus) to accommodate the right-hand
boundary condition that the wave function should converge to zero at infinity. We
therefore first try to implement Shore’s equation (2.10) with box [0, 10] and various
combinations of mesh (i.e., number of divisions of the box into subintervals) and
numbers of collocation sites per subinterval. The modified versions of the
subroutines COLPNT and DIFEQU for this problem, and also the Maple code
used for post-output processing after calling COLLOC, are provided in

Appendix

For each combination of box size, mesh and number of collocation points, we
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conducted three runs as follows: Run I using Gaussian collocation points; Run 11
using equally spaced collocation points; Run III using nonlinearly spaced
collocation points (produced by the NEWNOT procedure). Approximation errors
at selected points were recorded for each of these runs. These are displayed in
Figure [£.1} Corresponding plots of the exact solution, the B-spline approximation
and the two superimposed are shown in Figure [4.3] Figure [4.4 and Figure [4.5]

To examine the effects of changing box size, we repeated these experiments with
boxes of various sizes. The results for box [0, 20] are reported here, as these
capture the key features. The approximation errors for various combinations of
mesh and numbers of collocation sites with box [0, 20] are reported in Figure [4.2]
and corresponding plots of the exact solution, the B-spline approximation and the
two superimposed are shown in Figure 1.6 Figure [£.7 and Figure [4.8

In the case of box [0, 10], Figures 4.3 to 4.5 show that all the approximations are
visually almost indistinguishable from the exact solution, even when using only
two collocation sites per subinterval. However, the approximation errors in

Figure show that equally spaced collocation points (Run II) perform
consistently less well than collocation at Gaussian points (Run I) or collocation at
nonlinearly distributed points produced by NEWNOT (Run III). It is also clear
that collocation at Gaussian points is not noticeably inferior to collocation at
nonlinearly distributed points, and actually produces slightly more accurate results
with 10 subintervals and two or four collocation sites. The pattern of measurement
errors also shows that significant improvements in accuracy were obtained when
the number of collocation sites was increased from two to four, and there was
another significant improvement when the number of subintervals was quadrupled,

from 10 subintervals to 40 subintervals.

Changing the box size from [0, 10] to [0, 20] produced a noticeable worsening of
approximation accuracy in the case of 10 subintervals and two collocation sites per
subinterval, as is evident from Figure [£.6, This was a surprise because the

emphasis in the literature tends to be on ensuring the box size is not too small.
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Box [0, 10], number of intervals = 10, number of collocation points = 2:

ok i W W o M= =

X

.0000000000e-01
.0000000000=+00
.5000000000e+00
.0000000000=+00
.5000000000e+00
.0000000000e+00
.5000000000e+00
.0000000000e+00
.5000000000e+00
.0000000000e+00

Run |

-£.0683181000e-03

4.2167250000e-04
—2.9794638000e-03
—-4.0220660000e-04
—-1.0036829000e-03
—-3.3623890000=-04
—3.2928700000e-04
—-1.9088820000e-04
-1.0260054000e-04
—-8.7756220000e-05

Run Il

.1249416400e-02
.2568286000e-03
.1928271800e-02
.6608778600e-02
.37216595000e-02
.1051209500e-02
.8346955000=-03
.396€3241000e-03
.56755259100e-03
.2533631200e-03

|
L

Lo B T O IS o

Run Il

—-5.3666870000e-04
5.9632745000e-03
8.3527871000e-03
8.2831886000=-03
7.0465114000e-03
5.4985964000e-03
3.7041397000e-03
2.2545982000e-03
1.2507980000e-03
4.6015660000e-04

Box [0, 10}, number of intervals = 10, number of collocation points = 4:

o b W oW kM =on

Box [0, 10], number of intervals = 40, number of collocation

o W W W ko

X

.0000000000e-01
.0000000000e+00
.5000000000e+00
.0000000000e+00
.5000000000e+00
.0000000000e+00
.5000000000e+00
.0000000000e+00
.5000000000e+00
.0000000000e+00

X

.0000000000e-01
.0000000000e+00
.5000000000e+00
.0000000000e+00
.5000000000e+00
.0000000000e+00
.5000000000e+00
.0000000000e+00
.5000000000e+00
.0000000000e+00

Run |

3.0975700000e-05
1.3175100000e-05
1.9232000000e-05
1.1604600000e-05
1.1945100000e-05
9.2162000000e-06
9.4937000000e-06
9.68111000000e-06
1.1936500000e-05
1.5522570000e-05

Run |

1.4108000000e-06
2.9144000000e-08&
3.6676000000e-086
4.0858000000e-086
4.4828000000e-086
5.0898000000e-086
£.1158000000e-06
7.7977000000e-086
1.0463370000e-05
1.4601260000e-05

Run Il

—-1.61713€0000e-04

4.3948290000e-04
5.2121680000e-04
5.3824680000e-04
4.3495460000e-04
3.4677520000e-04
2.5352570000e-04
1.8584770000e-04
1.3294642000e-04
9.8283220000e-05

Run Il

2.2958000000e-086
5.5638000000e-06
€.6858000000e-06
€.8036000000e-06
€.6719000000e-06
€.7425000000e-06
7.3108000000e-06
8.6363000000e-06
1.1038770000e-05
1.4988860000e-05

Run Il

.9252400000e-05
.7824000000e-05
.4965800000e-05
.4287700000e-05
.5665200000e-05
.5081300000e-05
.4235000000e-05
.4162300000e-05
.7857910000e-05
.3153640000e-05

W W o 0oy~ e

points = 4:
Run I

.3629000000e-06
.9414000000e-06
.7691000000e-06
.21€9000000e-06
.6133000000=-086
.2011000000e-086
.2080000000e-08
.8712000000e-08
.0520960000e-05
.4643050000e-05

oo o s s W N

Figure 4.1: Approximation errors at selected points = for Run I (Gaussian points),

Run IT (equally spaced points), and Run IIT (nonlinear points), with box [0, 10].
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Box [0, 20], number of intervals = 10, number of collocation points = 2:

X Run | Run Il Run Il
5.0000000000e-01 —-2.3636087100e-02 -2 .53%5850110e-01 —5.3012605000e-03
1.0000000000=4+00 —8.7631130300e-02 -1.9651305830e-01 5.2055758000e-03
1.5000000000e+00 —6.1669573300e-02 -5.1096666300e-02 6.1237794000e-03
2.0000000000=e+00 -1.8261311300e-02 4.19158815900e-02 9.3357965000e-03
2.5000000000e+00 -1.6289074300e-02 3.4839378500e-02 7.9037961000e-03
3.0000000000=4+00 -1.4799282600e-02 2.5898760200e-02 5.8153415000e-03
3.5000000000e+00 -1.0214044800e-02 1.9917784700e-02 3.8882324000e-03
4 000000000 0e+00 —-5.9814730000e-03 1.465%4205600e—-02 2.286€9902000e-03
4 ,5000000000e+00 -3.8268679400e-03 9.6481875€00e-03 1.2124437100e-03
5.0000000000e+00 —2.2934717200e-03 €.2084233700=-03 2.9635020000e-04

Box [0, 20], number of intervals = 10, number of collocation points = 4:

X Run | Run Il Run Il
5.0000000000e-01 -1.5283%900000e-04 —6.4368658000=e-03 —-5.0521000000e-06
1.0000000000e+00 1.1731118000=e-03 —-2.2598140000=e-03 1.7581210000e-04
1.5000000000e+00 1.6604830000e-04 2.6687570000=2-03 2.3641430000e-04
2.0000000000e+00 3.2039720000e-04 £.5303885000e-03 2.2040870000e-04
2.5000000000e+00 2.0328200000e-04 5.1640231000e-03 1.8965370000e-04
3.0000000000e+00 2.3531780000e-04 3.92981440002-03 1.4994670000e-04
3.5000000000e+00 1.0584440000e-04 3.0110497000=2-03 1.1375560000e-04
4.,0000000000e+00 8.645%8700000e-05 2.3475789000e-03 8.5971900000e-05
4.5000000000e4+00 5.6880470000e-05 1.6087755400e-03 6.0225440000e-05
5.0000000000e+00 4 .2423400000e-05 1.0886433800=—-03 4.1920060000e-05

Box [0, 20], number of intervals = 40, number of collocation points = 4:

X Run | Run Il Run Il
5.0000000000e-01 1.6560000000e-07 1.1435200000e-05 4.0810000000e-07
1.0000000000e+00 1.9680000000e-07 4.0173200000e-05 8.8530000000e-07
1.5000000000e+00 1.7510000000e-07 4.6973600000e-05 1.0269000000e-06
2.0000000000e4+00 1.3920000000e-07 4.2851100000e-05 9.7920000000e-07
2.5000000000e+00 1.0420000000e—-07 3.4851600000e-05 8.4630000000e-07
2.0000000000e+00 7.4600000000e-08 2.6517600000e-05 €.8760000000e-07
3.5000000000e+00 5.2000000000e-08 1.9313800000e-05 5.3870000000e-07
4.0000000000e+00 3.5500000000e-08 1.3639600000e-05 4.,1310000000e-07
4. 5000000000e+00 2.3680000000e-08 9.4131000000e-06 3.0586000000e-07
5.0000000000e+00 1.5640000000e—-08 €.38310800000e-06 2.1802000000e-07

Figure 4.2: Approximation errors at selected points = for Run I (Gaussian points),

Run IT (equally spaced points), and Run IIT (nonlinear points), with box [0, 20].
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Figure 4.3: Exact solution, B-spline approximation and the two superimposed for

Run I (Gaussian points), Run II (equally spaced points), and Run III (nonlinear

points), with box [0, 10], 10 intervals, 2 collocation sites per interval.
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Figure 4.4: Exact solution, B-spline approximation and the two superimposed for

Run I (Gaussian points), Run II (equally spaced points), and Run III (nonlinear

points), with box [0, 10], 10 intervals, 4 collocation sites per interval.
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Figure 4.5: Exact solution, B-spline approximation and the two superimposed for

Run I (Gaussian points), Run II (equally spaced points), and Run III (nonlinear

points), with box [0, 10], 40 intervals, 4 collocation sites per interval.
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Figure 4.6: Exact solution, B-spline approximation and the two superimposed for

Run I (Gaussian points), Run II (equally spaced points), and Run III (nonlinear

points), with box [0, 20], 10 intervals, 2 collocation sites per interval.
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Run |
L 0.7 0.7
0.6 0.6 0.6
05 0.5 0.5
04 041 04
031 03 03
02 02 02
01 0.1 0.1
1} 0 1]
0 5 10 15 20 0 5 10 15 20 0 5 10 15 20
Run Il
0.7 07 07
0.6 064 0.6
05 05 05
04 044 04
034 03 03
024 02 02
01 0.1 0.1
0 T 0 v 0 +
] 5 10 15 20 0 5 10 15 20 0 5 10 15 20
Run 111
0.7 0.7 0.7
06 0.64 0.6
0.51 0.5 0.5
0.4+ 0.4 0.4
034 03 03
02 02 02
0.1 0.1 0.1
0 0 0
0 5 10 15 20 0 3 10 15 20 0 5 10 15 20

Figure 4.7: Exact solution, B-spline approximation and the two superimposed for
Run I (Gaussian points), Run II (equally spaced points), and Run III (nonlinear

points), with box [0, 20], 10 intervals, 4 collocation sites per interval.
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Figure 4.8: Exact solution, B-spline approximation and the two superimposed for

Run I (Gaussian points), Run II (equally spaced points), and Run III (nonlinear

points), with box [0, 20], 40 intervals, 4 collocation sites per interval.
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However, our results show that making the box size too large in relation to the
mesh can also cause problems for approximation accuracy. The consistent picture
that emerged from numerous additional experiments with different box sizes is
that the mesh needs to be as fine as possible relative to the box size for greatest
accuracy. It is clear from the approximation errors in Figure that the largest
approximation errors again occurred for the equally spaced collocation points, and
that in the case of 10 subintervals and two or four collocation sites per subinterval,
Gaussian collocation points produced larger approximation errors than the
nonlinearly distributed collocation points created by the NEWNQOT procedure.
The superimposed plots in Figure show that in the case of 10 subintervals and
two collocation sites per subinterval, neither Gaussian points nor equally spaced
points produced very satisfactory approximations, while the approximation using
nonlinearly spaced points is already amost indistinguishable from the exact

solution at this stage.

Increasing the number of collocation sites from two to four, still using 10
subintervals, produced a significant improvement in results. Figure shows that
all the approximations become visually indistiguinshable from the exact solution
when this single change is made. Again, the consistent picture that emerged from
numerous additional experiments is that the number of collocation sites per
interval needs to be as large as possible for greatest accuracy. Ideally, therefore, for
greatest accuracy one would like to have as fine a mesh as possible and as many
collocation sites per subinterval as possible, but there is a limit to how much these
can be improved. For example, it was not possible to have a combination of 40
subintervals and six or more collocation sites per subinterval here, as attempts to
implement such combinations led to matrix sizes for the collocation equations that
were larger than those accommodated by the relevant subroutines in de Boor’s

package of programs.

Nevertheless, to see how the approximations were affected by using a mesh with a
significantly larger number of subintervals and polynomial approximations of

higher order as determined by a higher number of collocation sites per subinterval,
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we implemented Shore’s equation with box [0, 20], a mesh of 40 intervals, and four
collocation sites per interval. The polynomial pieces were quintic in this case. We
again conducted three runs, Run I using Gaussian collocation points, Run II using
equally spaced collocation points and Run III using nonlinearly spaced collocation
points produced by the NEWNQOT procedure. Approximation errors at the same
points as in the previous experiments are recorded in the third table in Figure [4.2]
and plots of the exact solution, the B-spline approximation and the two

superimposed for this final experiment are shown in Figure [4.8|

In this case, all three runs produced approximations which are visually
indistinguishable from the exact solution. However, although the approximation
errors are again largest for equally spaced collocation points, we now find that
collocation at Gaussian points produces smaller approximation errors than
collocation at nonlinearly spaced points. This is a reversal of the situation in the
previous experiments with box [0, 20] and confirms that for certain combinations of
box size, mesh and order of polynomial approximants, collocation at Gaussian
points is capable of producing more accurate results than the nonlinearly
distributed points produced by NEWNOT. Interestingly, the results here were also
more accurate for Run I and Run III than the corresponding results for box [0, 10]

with 40 subintervals and four collocation sites per subinterval.

4.1.2 Excited states

The minimum required box sizes increase rapidly as we move into the excited
states of the electron in the hydrogen atom. For the first excited state,
corresponding to the principal quantum number n = 2, we seek to approximate the
exact solution (2.13) of the differential equation (2.12). Figure [2.2] indicates that,
already, the box needs to have a right-hand endpoint about three times larger than
in the ground state, around 30 (representing a distance of thirty Bohr radii away
from the atomic nucleus) to accommodate the right-hand boundary condition that

the wave function should converge to zero at infinity.
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In order to compare the improvements in accuracy obtained by increasing the
number of subintervals (i.e., increasing the number of polynomial pieces in the
approximation) versus increasing the order of each of the polynomial pieces (i.e.
increasing the number of collocation sites per subinterval), we report here the
results of three experiments implementing Shore’s equation (2.12) with box [0, 30]:
one with 30 subintervals and four collocation sites per subinterval; one with 60
subintervals and four collocation sites per subinterval (i.e., doubling the number of
polynomial pieces, keeping the number of collocation sites the same); and one with
30 subintervals but six collocation sites per subinterval (i.e., inceasing the order of
the polynomial pieces from quintics to heptics, while keeping the number of
polynomial pieces the same). The approximation errors in each experiment for
Run I using Gaussian collocation points, Run II using equally spaced collocation
points and Run IIT using nonlinearly spaced collocation points are displayed in
Figure 1.9, Corresponding plots of the exact solution, the B-spline approximation
and the two superimposed are shown in Figure [£.10] Figure and Figure [4.12]

Figures 4.10 to 4.12 show that all the approximations are visually almost
indistinguishable from the exact solution, even when using only 30 subintervals
and four collocation sites per subinterval. However, as in previous experiments, the
approximation errors in Figure [4.9| show that equally spaced collocation points
(Run II) performed consistently less well than Gaussian collocation points (Run I)
or collocation at nonlinearly distributed points produced by NEWNOT (Run III).
It is also again clear that collocation at Gaussian points performed just as well or

better than collocation at nonlinearly distributed points in these experiments.

The measurement errors show that significant improvements in accuracy were
obtained when the number of subintervals (i.e., number of polynomial pieces) was
doubled from 30 to 60 keeping the number of collocation sites the same. However,
similar improvements were obtained when the number of collocation sites was
increased from four to six, keeping the number of polynomial pieces the same.
There seems to be little to choose between these two approaches in terms of

increasing the accuracy of approximations here.
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Box [0, 30], number of intervals = 30, number of collocation points = 4:

X Run | Run Il Run Il
5.0000000000=2—-01 2.5408000000e-06 -1.5619100000e-05 -4 . 23%90000000e-07
1.0000000000=4+00 7.9870000000e-07 2.5330000000e-07 -1.1548000000e-06
1.5000000000e+00 1.3778000000e-06 —2.24948300000e-05 -1.6752000000e-06
2.0000000000=+00 5.0870000000e-08 -4 _2197710000e-05 -1.9348400000e-06
2.5000000000=+00 £.2000000000e-09 =7.3379500000e-05 -2.0303000000e-06
3.0000000000=4+00 —8.2410000000e-07 —9.5942500000=-05 -2.0117000000e-06
3.5000000000e+00 —9_.5580000000e-07 -1.1782340000=—-04 -1.9227000000e-06
4 _0000000000=+00 —-1.3861000000e-0€& -1.3089260000=—-04 -1.8025000000e-06
4 _.5000000000=+00 —-1.449%9000000e-06 =1.4002100000e-04 -1.6771L000000=e-06
5.0000000000e+00 —1.60%4000000e-06 -1.4260940000=-04 -1.5655000000e-06

Box [0, 30], number of intervals = 60, number of collocation points = 4:

o8

X Run | Run Il Run Il
5.0000000000e-01 1.4000000000=e-09 2.3580000000e-07 =-3.1000000000e-08
1.0000000000e+00 —-1.0800000000e-08 5.1970000000e-07 =7.5900000000e-08
1.5000000000e+00 -1.8800000000=e-08 —6.8800000000e-07 -1.1000000000e-07
2.0000000000e+00 —2.1900000000=-08 —-2.6361200000e-06 -1.29%6700000e-07
2.5000000000e+00 —2.0800000000e-08 —4.7462000000e-06 —-1.3560000000e-07
3.0000000000e+00 -1.7100000000e-08 —6.6595000000e-06 -1.3460000000e-07
3.5000000000e+00 -1.2200000000e-08 —8.1921000000e-06 -1.3230000000e-07
4.,0000000000e+00 —7.1000000000e-09 =9.2777000000e-06 -1.2910000000e-07
4.5000000000e4+00 —3.5000000000=e-09 —-9.9259000000e-06 -1.2370000000e-07
5.0000000000e+00 2.0000000000e-10 —-1.0183400000e-05 -1.1640000000e-07

Box [0, 30], number of intervals = 30, number of collocation points = 6:

X Run | Run Il Run Il
5.0000000000e-01 -1.7200000000e-08 —3.3300000000e-08 3.4600000000e-08
1.0000000000e+00 —3.5400000000=e-08 —4.9800000000e-08 8.7200000000e-08
1.5000000000e4+00 —3.8600000000e-08 -1.0840000000e-07 S.5100000000e-08
2.0000000000e4+00 -3.0310000000=-08 —1.4331000000e-07 £.1180000000=e-08
2.5000000000e+00 —-1.6800000000=-08 —1.8530000000e-07 4 _7700000000e-08
2.0000000000e+00 —-8.0000000000=-10 —2.0360000000e-07 1.1300000000e-08
3.5000000000e+00 1.4200000000e-08 -2.2060000000e-07 -2 .5200000000e-08
4.0000000000e+00 2.7400000000=e-08 —2.2070000000e-07 -5.6200000000e-08
4. 5000000000e+00 3.5800000000e-08 —2.1900000000e-07 —-8.0100000000e-08
5.0000000000e+00 4.2100000000e-08 -2 .0650000000e-07 -1.0550000000e-07

Figure 4.9: Approximation errors at selected points = for Run I (Gaussian points),

Run II (equally spaced points), and Run III (nonlinear points), with box [0, 30].
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Figure 4.10: Exact solution, B-spline approximation and the two superimposed for

Run I (Gaussian points), Run II (equally spaced points), and Run III (nonlinear

points), with box [0, 30], 30 intervals, 4 collocation sites per interval.
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Figure 4.11: Exact solution, B-spline approximation and the two superimposed for
Run I (Gaussian points), Run II (equally spaced points), and Run III (nonlinear

points), with box [0, 30], 60 intervals, 4 collocation sites per interval.
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points), with box [0, 30], 30 intervals, 6 collocation sites per interval.
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Box [0, 50], number of intervals = 50, number of collocation points = 4:

X Run | Run Il Run Il
5.0000000000=2—-01 £.3430000000e-07 —5.6895000000e-06 —-1.5220000000e-07
1.0000000000=4+00 3.4410000000e-07 —6.1682000000e-06 -3.68360000000e-07
1.5000000000e+00 5.8139000000e-07 —-1.6407310000e-05 -4.8031000000e-07
2.0000000000=+00 £.9020000000e-08 —2.2785420000e-05 —-4.6617000000e-07
2.5000000000=+00 7.9710000000e-08 —3.1640430000e-05 —-3.8138000000e-07
3.0000000000=4+00 —2.7780000000e-07 —3.5672700000e-05 —-2.58%0000000e-07
3.5000000000e+00 -3.15%0000000e-07 —3.%004300000e-05 -1.2580000000e-07
4 _0000000000=+00 —5.0600000000e-07 —-3.817€300000e-05 -1.4000000000e-09
4 _.5000000000=+00 —4 _9510000000e-07 —3.5940500000e-05 1.0350000000e-07
5.0000000000e+00 =5.435%0000000e-07 —3.0873300000e-05 1.8220000000e-07

Figure 4.13: Approximation errors at selected points = for Run I (Gaussian points),

Run II (equally spaced points), and Run III (nonlinear points), with box [0, 50].

A further sharp increase in box size is required when we move to the second
excited state, corresponding to principal quantum number n = 3. Here we are
trying to approximate the exact solution (2.15) of the differential equation (2.14).
Figure indicates that the box now needs to have a right-hand endpoint around

50, representing a distance of fifty Bohr radii away from the atomic nucleus.

We report here the results of an experiment to approximate the exact solution for
the second excited state with box [0, 50], 50 subintervals and four collocation sites
per subinterval. Approximation errors are recorded in Figure for Run I using
Gaussian collocation points, Run II using equally spaced points and Run III using
nonlinearly spaced points. Plots of the exact solution, the B-spline approximation

and the two superimposed for this experiment are shown in Figure [4.14]

We observe similar patterns to those in the previous experiments. All the
approximations are visually close to the exact solution, but the approximation
errors in Figure [4.13] show that equally spaced collocation points perform less well
than Gaussian points or nonlinearly distributed points. The performance of
Gaussian collocation points is more or less on a par with collocation at nonlinearly

distributed points in terms of approximation accuracy.
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Figure 4.14: Exact solution, B-spline approximation and the two superimposed for

Run I (Gaussian points), Run II (equally spaced points), and Run III (nonlinear

points), with box [0, 50], 50 intervals, 4 collocation sites per interval.
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4.2 Results for equations incorporating angular

momentum

As discussed in subsection 2.1.3, the inclusion of angular momentum in the radial
Schrodinger equations posed a numerical difficulty causing the COLLOC
procedure to find only trivial solutions. In the case n = 2, [ = 1, this had to be
overcome by transforming the original differential equation (2.17) into differential
equation (2.22) instead, for which de Boor’s methodology is able to provide
nontrivial solutions. The transformation can then easily be reversed using the
resulting output to obtain the desired approximations of the exact solution (2.18).
Therefore here we report our approximation of (2.19) from the differential equation
(2.22), from which we obtained the desired approximation of (2.18) using
F(z)=F (%) The modified version of the subroutine DIFEQU for this problem,
and also the Maple code used for post-output processing after calling COLLOC,
are provided in Appendix [F]

We used box [0, 50], 30 subintervals and 6 collocation sites per subinterval as this
combination gave the most accurate results for all three runs. We repeated the
same kind of approach for the cases n =3, =1 and n = 3, [ = 2. Approximation
errors for all three cases with nonzero angular momentum are recorded in

Figure for Run I using Gaussian collocation points, Run II using equally
spaced points and Run III using nonlinearly spaced points. Plots of the exact
solution (2.19), the B-spline approximation and the two superimposed for the

n = 2, l =1 experiment are shown in Figure Plots of the derived
approximations of (2.18) are shown in Figure [£.17 Finally, plots of the derived
approximations of exact solutions (2.25) and (2.27) for the cases 7 = 3, [ = 1 and

n =3, [ = 2, respectively, are shown in Figure [4.18 and Figure [4.19]

Figures 4.16 to 4.19 show that all the approximations are visually almost
indistinguishable from the corresponding exact solutions, but differences in
performance between the different patterns of collocation points become clear

when looking at the approximation errors in Figure 4.15
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Box [0, 50], number of intervals = 30, number of collocation points = 6:

o s W b n

n

o e W oW kM n

o s W oW b b n

.0000000000e-01
.0000000000e+00
.5000000000e+00
.0000000000e+00
.5000000000e+00
.0000000000e+00
.5000000000e+00
.0000000000e+00
.5000000000e+00
.0000000000e+00

= 8i=1
X

.0000000000e-01
.0000000000e+00
.5000000000e+00
.0000000000e+00
.5000000000e+00
.0000000000e+00
.5000000000e+00
.0000000000e+00
.5000000000e+00
.0000000000e+00

=3 1=2
X

.0000000000e-01
.0000000000e+00
.5000000000e+00
.0000000000e+00
.5000000000e+00
.0000000000e+00
.5000000000e+00
.0000000000e+00
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.0000000000e+00

Run |

6.9403300000e-05
1.6056860000=-04
2.1897480000=e-04
2.3811540000e-04
2.2542450000e-04
1.9713000000e-04
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1.2885160000e-04
9.8945800000e-05
7.4072600000e-05

Run |

8.5540000000e-07

1.1685000000e-06
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Figure 4.15: Approximation errors at selected points = for Run I (Gaussian points),

Run II (equally spaced points), and Run III (nonlinear points), with box [0, 50].
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Figure 4.16: Exact solution (2.19), B-spline approximation and the two superim-

posed for Run I (Gaussian points), Run II (equally spaced points), and Run III

(nonlinear points), with box [0, 50], 30 intervals, 6 collocation sites per interval.

CHRISTIAN P. H. SALAS



4.2 RESULTS FOR EQUATIONS INCORPORATING ANGULAR MOMENTUM 67

0.4

03

0.2

0.1

Run |

30

40

Run Il

04

03

02

01

10

40

30

40

04

03

02

01

04

03

02

01

10

30

40

0.4

03

0.2

0.14

10

30

40

30

40

04

03

02
01
0
0 10 20 30 40
0.4
03
02
01
0 .
0 10 20 30 40
04
03
02
01
0
10 20 30 40

Figure 4.17: Exact solution (2.18) for n = 2, [ = 1, derived B-spline approximation

and the two superimposed for Run I (Gaussian points), Run II (equally spaced

points), and Run III (nonlinear points), with box [0, 50], 30 intervals, 6 collocation

sites per interval.
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Figure 4.18: Exact solution (2.25) for n = 3, [ = 1, derived B-spline approximation

and the two superimposed for Run I (Gaussian points), Run II (equally spaced

points), and Run III (nonlinear points), with box [0, 50], 30 intervals, 6 collocation

sites per interval.
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Figure 4.19: Exact solution (2.27) for n = 3, [ = 2, derived B-spline approximation

and the two superimposed for Run I (Gaussian points), Run II (equally spaced

points), and Run III (nonlinear points), with box [0, 50], 30 intervals, 6 collocation

sites per interval.

CHRISTIAN P. H. SALAS



4.2 RESULTS FOR EQUATIONS INCORPORATING ANGULAR MOMENTUM 70

As in previous experiments, the approximation errors in Figure show that
equally spaced collocation points (Run II) performed consistently less well than
Gaussian collocation points (Run I) or collocation at nonlinearly distributed points
produced by NEWNOT (Run III). It is also clear that collocation at Gaussian
points performed just as well or better than collocation at nonlinearly distributed
points in the experiments for the cases n = 3,1 =1 and n = 3, [ = 2, confirming
again that for certain combinations of box size, mesh and order of polynomial
approximants in quantum systems, collocation at Gaussian points is capable of

producing more accurate results than the nonlinearly distributed points produced
by NEWNOT.

However, the first table in Figure |4.15| shows that there is a significant reversal in
the case n = 2, [ = 1, with both Gaussian collocation points and equally spaced
points performing relatively poorly compared to the high approximation accuracy
achieved with nonlinearly distributed collocation points produced by NEWNOT.
This is reminiscent of the situation encountered earlier in the equations without
angular momentum with box size [0,20], 10 subintervals and two collocation sites
per subinterval, in which both Gaussian collocation points and equally spaced
points produced larger approximation errors than nonlinearly distributed points
produced by NEWNOT (see the first table in Figure . The situation is even
more pronounced here. Additional experiments both in the previous section and
here showed that this significantly better performance by nonlinearly distributed
collocation points compared to Gaussian points tends to occur sometimes in
situations in which the mesh is relatively coarse (i.e., too few subintervals)

compared to the box size.
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CHAPTER 5

NUMERICAL RESULTS FOR THE
NONLINEAR SCHRODINGER EQUATION

In this chapter we report results for the nonlinear Schrodinger equation with
different values for the perturbation parameter, €. Section 5.1 reports results for
e =0.1, e = 0.05 and € = 0.025. Section 5.2 reports results for ¢ = 0.01, ¢ = 0.005
and € = 0.001.

5.1 Results for e = 0.1, ¢ =0.05 and € = 0.025

Here we seek to approximate the exact solution (2.36) of the cubic Schrodinger
equation (2.34) with box [0, 1], 20 subintervals and 6 collocation sites per
subinterval. Therefore we are using 20 polynomial pieces, each of order 8, i.e., the
polynomials are heptics. The modified version of the subroutine DIFEQU for this
problem, and also the Maple code used for post-output processing after calling
COLLOC, are provided in Appendix [G]

For each value of €, we conducted three runs: Run I using Gaussian collocation
points; Run II using equally spaced collocation points; Run III using nonlinearly
spaced collocation points (produced by the NEWNOT procedure). Approximation
errors at selected points were recorded for each of these runs. These are displayed
for e = 0.1 and € = 0.05 in Figure 5.1 and for e = 0.025 in Figure [5.2]
Corresponding plots of the exact solution, the B-spline approximation and the two
superimposed are shown in Figure [5.3] Figure [5.4] and Figure [5.5]
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€.4837300000e-05
7.808%200000e-05
€.0890200000e-05
4.0569500000e-05
2.5505300000e-05
1.5720930000e-05
9.6664800000e-06
€.0155300000e-06
3.8855500000e-086
2.7439600000e-086
2.30198€0000e-06
2.4473720000e-06
3.217376€0000e-086
4.8086€000000e-06
7.6272140000e-06
1.2392680000e-05
2.03213%6300e-05
3.3437185700e-05
5.5087879350e-05

Run |

2.5210578300e-02
1.3083339300e-02
5.0460914300e-03
1.8683015400e-03
€.8790698000e-04
2.5309657800=e-04
9.3110510000e-05
3.4253514900e-05
1.26011€7000e-05
4.6357105700e-06
1.7053830000e-06
€.2737647000e-07
2.30801%3000e-07
£.4915688000=e-08
3.1261525700e-08
1.1562424100e-08
4.421979%4700e-09
2.0845181900e-059
2.0111798€80e-09
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Run Il

.4744560000e-04
.3848400000e-04
.1553960000e-04
.7938940000=-04
.7545730000e-04
.0783550000e-04
.5802420000e-05
.0122200000e-05
.4584980000e-05
.5301200000e-05
.9182720000e-06
.0660330000=-06
.0171460000e-06
.3040660000e-08
.6511600000e-06
.3006450500e-05
.0681752300e-05
.3636072400e-05
.5176067180e-05

Run Il

.5331070000e-03
.8837411000e-03
.4976466400e-03
.5448673000e-04
.0415633000e-04
.5111783000=-05
.7631796000e-05
.0164525500e-05
.7393656000e-06
.3756012400=-06
.0604240000e-07
.8615885000e-07
.8485407000e-08
.5202416000=-08
.2948556000e-09
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.4562837000e-09
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Run Il

1.4043150000e-04
1.6915260000e-04
1.3189450000e-04
£.7855800000e-05
5.5199200000e-05
3.3966080000e-05
2.0784910000e-05
1.2770570000e-05
7.9850200000e-06
5.2305200000e-086
3.8097500000e-0¢6
3.3613030000e-0¢6
3.7710110000e-06
5.1436110000e-086
7.8292360000e-06
1.2513629300e-05
2.0392233800e-05
3.3476202000e-05
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1.5306540000e-04
7.9456300000e-05
3.0653150000e-05
1.13459740000e-05
4.1773700000e-086
1.5351120000e-06
5.6330500000e-07
2.055%6410000e-07
7.4986400000e-08
2.7036230000e-08
9.2198000000e-09
3.1667600000e-05
€.2102000000e-10
1.5372600000e-10
-1.0074250000e-10
-2.597355%0000e-10
8.0308250000e-11
5.0902109000e-10
1.4908411800e-0%9

Figure 5.1: Approximation errors at selected points = for Run I (Gaussian points),

Run IT (equally spaced points), and Run III (nonlinear points), with box [0, 1].
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e = 0.025
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Run |

1.9808762000e-03
2.8277783000e-04
3.8307345000e-05
5.1844281000e-06
7.0163610000e-07
9.4956110000e-08
1.2850910000=-08
1.7391815000e-09
2.3537256000e-10
3.1854207000e-11
4.3109976000e-12
5.834258597000e-13
7.8958660000e-14
1.0685889000e-14
1.4461780000e-15
1.9572164000e-16
2.6508555000e-17
3.7391339000e-18
1.6261570200e-18

Run Il

-6€.4960830000e-04
-6.7683810000e-05
-9.4107640000e-086
-1.3167268000e-086
-1.8405805000e-07
—-2.5702510000e-08
-3.5857760000e-0%9
—-4.9980600000e-10
-6.9607280000e-11
-9.6863690000e-12
-1.3469168000e-12
-1.8715849000e-13
—2.5988820000e-14
-3.6064800000e-15
-5.0016680000e-16
-6.9322680000e-17
—-9.5824130000e-18
-1.1735446000e-18

9.6941964000e-19

Run [l

1.1883940000e—-04
1.6969620000e-05
2.2965460000e-086
3.0818580000e-07
4.0394740000e-08
4.7571600000e-09
1.6605700000e-10
-4.6297050000e-10
=1.3746251000e-10
-1.0099895500e-10
—2.7655048670e-10
—-5.6939837090e-11
—-3.6735999400e-12
—-1.9636489790e-12
2.7032745940e-13
6.5253311000e-15
=5.7057018310e-13
7.1804550460e-13
—8.5932862170e-12

Figure 5.2: Approximation errors at selected points z for Run I (Gaussian points),

Run II (equally spaced points), and Run III (nonlinear points), with box [0, 1].
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Run |
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Run I
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07 08 0 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08

Figure 5.3: Exact solution, B-spline approximation and the two superimposed for
Run I (Gaussian points), Run II (equally spaced points), and Run III (nonlinear

points), with e = 0.1, box [0, 1], 20 intervals, 6 collocation sites per interval.
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Run |
1 1
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0 0
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1 1
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Run Il
10 1 1
09
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0.6+ 06 0.6
0.54
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03
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0.1
1] 0 T y
0 0.4 0.1 02 03 0.4 0 0.1 02 03 04

Figure 5.4: Exact solution, B-spline approximation and the two superimposed for

Run I (Gaussian points), Run II (equally spaced points), and Run III (nonlinear

points), with e = 0.05, box [0, 1], 20 intervals, 6 collocation sites per interval.
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Figure 5.5: Exact solution, B-spline approximation and the two superimposed for

Run I (Gaussian points), Run II (equally spaced points), and Run III (nonlinear

points), with e = 0.025, box [0, 1], 20 intervals, 6 collocation sites per interval.
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5.2 RESULTS FOR € = 0.01, ¢ = 0.005 AND € = 0.001 7

Figures 5.3 to 5.5 show that all the approximations here are visually almost

indistinguishable from the corresponding exact solutions. Note that in order to
show inaccuracies as clearly as possible, all the plots shown in this chapter are
‘zoomed in’ to the point where the exact solution converges to zero. This point

moves closer and closer to the origin as e — 0, as was shown in Figure |2.8|

The approximation errors in Figure [5.1] show that collocation at Gaussian points
(Run I) produced slightly more accurate approximations than collocation at
equally or nonlinearly spaced points for ¢ = 0.1, while collocation using nonlinearly
distributed collocation points (Run IIT) produced signficantly more accurate
approximations than the other two configurations for e = 0.05. In the case of

e = 0.025, equally and nonlinearly spaced points (Runs II and III) seem to perform
approximately as well as each other, and both seem marginally better than

collocation at Gaussian points.

Therefore, the picture that emerges in this section is that we are able to obtain
relatively good approximations to the exact solutions of the cubic Schrédinger
equations with perturbation parameters ¢ = 0.1, ¢ = 0.05 and ¢ = 0.025, and there
does not seem to be too much to choose between the three patterns of collocation
points in Runs I, IT and III in terms of there being one which is consistently better

than the others.

5.2 Results for ¢ = 0.01, e = 0.005 and ¢ = 0.001

The accuracy of our approximations begins to deteriorate rapidly as we continue to
reduce the size of the perturbation parameter. Here we again seek to approximate
the exact solution (2.36) of the cubic Schrédinger equation (2.34) with box [0, 1]

and 20 heptic polynomial pieces, but this time with the much smaller perturbation

parameter values € = 0.01, e = 0.005 and ¢ = 0.001.

Approximation errors at selected points for Run I using Gaussian collocation

points, Run II using equally spaced collocation points and Run III using
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5.2 RESULTS FOR € = 0.01, ¢ = 0.005 AND € = 0.001 78

nonlinearly spaced collocation points are displayed for e = 0.01 and ¢ = 0.005 in
Figure 5.6 and for e = 0.001 in Figure [5.7] Corresponding plots of the exact
solution, the B-spline approximation and the two superimposed are shown in
Figure |5.8, Figure [5.9| and Figure [5.10}

It is immediately apparent from Figures 5.8 to 5.10 that there are now quite
serious divergences between our approximations and the corresponding exact
solutions. There is also now a clear difference in performance between collcation at
Gaussian points and equally spaced points on the one hand (Runs I and II) and
collocation at nonlinearly distributed points produced by NEWNOT (Run III) on
the other, with only the latter remaining visually close to the corresponding exact
solutions in the cases € = 0.01 and € = 0.005. As can be seen in Figure [5.10],
collocation at Gaussian points seems to fail catastrophically in the case ¢ = 0.001,
with equally spaced collocation points also performing very poorly. Nonlinearly
distributed points produced by NEWNOT perform better than the other two
configurations in this case, though divergence between the approximation and the

exact solution is now clearly visible even with this approach.

The superiority of nonlinearly distributed collocation points over the other two
configurations is also apparent from the tables of approximation errors in

Figure 5.6 and Figure [5.7] Near the ‘boundary layer’ at = 0 in particular, the
approximation errors for nonlinearly distributed collocation points are orders of
magnitude smaller than for the other two configurations, presumably because
NEWNOT is able to concentrate more of the collocation sites around this region

where they are needed most.

To see if any improvements could be made to the approximations in this section,
we also experimented with higher numbers of polynomial pieces and higher
numbers of collocation sites per subinterval. Only moderate improvements were
possible, as shown by sample results for an experiment with e = 0.005, box [0, 1],

20 subintervals and 8 collocation sites per subinterval (i.e., nonic polynomial

pieces), reported in Figure and Figure m
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.5000000000e-01
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.0000000000e-01
.5000000000e-01
.0000000000e-01
.5000000000e-01
.0000000000e-01
.5000000000e-01

Run |

1.1691890300e-03
7.8767741100e-086
5.3058899500e-08
3.5741110900e-10
2.4075638700e-12
1.6217636400e-14
1.0924391500e-16
7.3587986800e-19
4.9569729900e-21
3.3390748200e-23
2.2492395300e-25
1.5151137300e-27
1.0205%80200e-29
€.8748651500e-32
4.6309874700e-34
3.1154856200e-36
2.1013207100e-38
1.4154732500e-40
9.5393662000e-43

Run |

2.7937927270e-04
1.9809135540e-08
1.4920481140e-12
1.1704335810e-16
9.4151119920e-21
7.6861293210e-25
£.3274705700e-29
5.2334114440e-33
4.3397304970e-37
3.6037763020e-41
2.9949598700e-45
2.4900559700e-45
2.0707527220e-53
1.7222752060e-57
1.4325407500e-61
1.1915527800e-65
9.91159183%00e-70
8.2450344000e-74
©.8585118&70e-178

Run Il

2.4234582580e-02
1.7208696890e-04
1.2260087070e-06
8.7632383290e-09
€.2842744530e-11
4.5211749010e-13
3.2630980770e-15
2.3624377250e-17
1.7155497670e-19
1.249%43510€0e-21
9.1251643680e-24
€.6823462970e-26
4.9059130200e-28
3.61037470€0e-30
2.6629554420e-32
1.9683029440e-34
1.4577197260e-36
1.0815559300e-38
8.0377743770e-41

Run Il

-1.3334739710e-03
-1.1085382860e-05
—8.6343649690e-08
—-6.7228049930e-10
—-5.2344336180e-12
—4.0755748570e-14
—-3.1732775040e-16
—-2.4707410440e-18
-1.9237401410e-20
-1.4978405510e-22
-1.1662314860e-24
-9.0803782€60e-27
-7.0700602990e-25
—-5.5048095190e-31
—4.2860918320e-33
—-3.3371878170e-35
—-2.5983630190e-37
—-2.0231076920e-39
—-1.5751134910e-41

Run Il

3.7519140000e-05
2.5224499000e-07
1.6134361000e-09
—-2.0914111000e-11
-4.4309420520e-11
=1.. 7294397409011
-1.0560424970e-12
1.2191171770e-12
2.5722073730e-13
—-3.0113514960e-13
-1.3525645000e-13
1.3609293000e-13
1.1448201000e-13
—-9.7243080000=-14
-1.4984830000e-13
1.0459112000e-13
3.1517980000e-13
-1.7205761000e-13
-1.2821296100e-12

Run Il

2.8231015400e-08&
1.2741936500e-10
4.1255192000e-15
—-6.9662784880e-18
—4.7560550030e-20
—8.1708869390e-20
—8.1030635990e-21
4.4730853000e-21
1.4832535000e-21
—-9.6711020000e-22
—-&.2887370000e-22
3.9811680000e-22
4.6280400000e-22
—2.6349640000e-22
—-5.5264440000e-22
2.6107030000e-22
1.0929782000e-21
—3.6295950000e-22
—4.1040061000e-21

Figure 5.6: Approximation errors at selected points = for Run I (Gaussian points),

Run IT (equally spaced points), and Run III (nonlinear points), with box [0, 1].
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e = (.001
X Run | Run Il Run [l

5.0000000000e-02 —6.8704058600e-03 —2.6329688780e-02 2.5737826040e-13
1.0000000000e-01 -4 _.8227166050e-05 —E.932B8269650e-04 €.1871890000e-24
1.5000000000e-01 —3.3853334350e-07 —1.8254712790e-05 1.8446300800e-30
2.0000000000e-01 —2.3763541190e-09 —4.8066183690e-07 —-1.1890007000=e-34
2.5000000000e-01 -1.6680953330e-11 —-1.2656227980e-08 5.3914100000e-38
3.0000000000e-01 -1.17092%0330e-13 —3.3324906240e-10 2.0342740000e-38
3.5000000000e-01 —8.2194031600e-16 —8.7747263550e-12 8.6737238900e-37
4.0000000000e-01 —5.7696569600e-18 —2.3104587920e—-13 1.4292592370e—-37
4 .5000000000e-01 -4 _0500436200e-20 —£.0836311190e-15 —-1.3877355000e-38
5.0000000000e-01 -2.8429512200e-22 -1.6018709220e-16 -1.0925286000e-38
5.5000000000e-01 —-1.9956258300=-24 —4.2178600430e-18 3.6004930000e-39
€.0000000000e-01 —-1.4008409370e-26 —-1.1105978120e-19 2.7804630000e-39
€.5000000000e-01 —-9.83328285%00e-29 —-2.9242968730e-21 -2.0287030000e-385
7.0000000000e-01 —-6.9025290300e-31 —-7.6999181050e-23 —1.3957460000e-39
7.5000000000e-01 —4.84526%96250e-33 —2.0274527970e—-24 2.0939300000e—-39
8.0000000000e-01 —3.4011646600e—-35 —5.3384526%00e-26 1.1833520000e-39
8.5000000000e-01 —-2.3874669370e-37 —-1.4056592140e-27 —-3.9485900000e-385
9.0000000000e-01 —-1.6758960280e-39 —3.7012164270e-29 —1.4909960000e-39
9.5000000000e-01 -1.1763468160e-41 —9.7388601700e-31 1.5609230000e-38

Figure 5.7: Approximation errors at selected points z for Run I (Gaussian points),

Run II (equally spaced points), and Run III (nonlinear points), with box [0, 1].
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Figure 5.8: Exact solution, B-spline approximation and the two superimposed for

Run I (Gaussian points), Run II (equally spaced points), and Run III (nonlinear

points), with e = 0.01, box [0, 1], 20 intervals, 6 collocation sites per interval.
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Figure 5.9: Exact solution, B-spline approximation and the two superimposed for
Run I (Gaussian points), Run II (equally spaced points), and Run III (nonlinear

points), with e = 0.005, box [0, 1], 20 intervals, 6 collocation sites per interval.
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Figure 5.10: Exact solution, B-spline approximation and the two superimposed for

Run I (Gaussian points), Run II (equally spaced points), and Run III (nonlinear

points), with e = 0.001, box [0, 1], 20 intervals, 6 collocation sites per interval.
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Figure 5.12:

Exact solution, B-spline approximation and the two superimposed for

Run I (Gaussian points), Run II (equally spaced points), and Run III (nonlinear

points), with e = 0.005, box [0, 1], 20 intervals, 8 collocation sites per interval.
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CHAPTER 6

CONCLUSIONS

Treating the radial equation in Shore’s paper as a two-point BVP rather than as a
regular Sturm-Liouville problem, and thereby focusing on approximating its
eigenfunctions rather than its eigenvalues, we have thoroughly investigated the
relative performance of equally spaced collocation points, Gaussian collocation
points and nonlinearly distributed collocation points in approximating Schrodinger
wave functions for the hydrogen atom. We were able to expand our exploration by
extending the framework in Shore’s original paper to include radial equations with
nonzero angular momentum, using novel transformations of these equations to
enable de Boor’s methodology to be applied to them. We also succeeded in
extending the basic framework in Shore’s study to a nonlinear Schrodinger
equation with cubic nonlinearity, enabling us to explore the relative performance of
the three different patterns of collocation sites in this setting as well. These
investigations have yielded numerous insights not only into the relative
performance of Gaussian collocation points, but also into the numerical effects of
changing box sizes, meshes, and orders of polynomial approximants in conjunction
with the different patterns of collocation sites, as well as into the overall
applicability and limitations of de Boor’s B-spline collocation methodology in the

case of Schrodinger’s equation.

With regard to the electron wave functions for the hydrogen atom, a clear and
consistent result is that equally spaced collocation points perform less well than
either Gaussian points or nonlinearly distributed points. Equally spaced
collocation points are sometimes used in the atomic theory literature so this result

is of relevance in assessing the suitability of this approach. It is also clear that
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Gaussian points can be successfully applied in the hydrogen atom context. Our
results confirm that there are combinations of box sizes, mesh sizes and orders of
polynomial approximants for which Gaussian points yield better results than either
of the other two configurations. We did encounter some situations, typically in
which the mesh was relatively coarse for the given box size, when nonlinearly
distributed collocation points performed better than Gaussian points. Otherwise,
the performance of Gaussian points was either better or more or less on a par with
that of nonlinearly distributed points. One might therefore have expected

Gaussian collocation points to appear more often in the atomic theory literature.

We found the situation to be different in the case of the perturbed nonlinear
Schrodinger equation, which is actually a boundary layer problem of the type
exemplified in Chapter XV of de Boor’s book. As the size of the perturbation
parameter was reduced in our numerical experiments, nonlinearly distributed
collocation points produced by the NEWNOT subroutine began to significantly
outperform both equally spaced and Gaussian collocation points, eventually by
orders of magnitude. This is, perhaps, not too surprising as the example in
Chapter XV of de Boor’s book and COLLOC’s ability to call on NEWNOT seem
to have been tailored to cater for the kind of boundary layer problem which we

encountered with the cubic Schrodinger equation.

On the basis of our numerical results overall, it seems likely that Gaussian
collocation points can perform at least as well as nonlinearly distributed points,
and possibly better, in situations where the Schrédinger wave functions being
approximated do not exhibit excessively sudden oscillations or changes in
curvature, and where the mesh and number of collocation sites per subinterval are
adequate for the box size. Mostly, these favourable conditions seemed to be the
prevailing ones in the case of the hydrogen atom. In less favourable situations,
nonlinearly distributed collocation points might outperform Gaussian points due to
the greater flexibility in being able to concentrate the collocation sites in difficult
regions, thereby improving the quality of the approximation there. This clearly

became a significant advantage in the case of the nonlinear Schrodinger equation.
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With regard to the effects of changing the box size, it was surprising to find that in
some situations an increase in box size led to a worsening of approximation
accuracy, probably because the mesh then became too coarse relative to the larger
interval. In the cases of equally spaced and Gaussian collocation points, it will not
have been possible to re-distribute collocation sites to compensate for this effect,
so these approaches tended to perform less well than nonlinearly distributed points
in these situations. The emphasis in the atomic theory literature is almost always
on ensuring that the box size is not too small. Our results show that it is also
necessary to ensure that the box size does not become too large relative to the

mesh being used.

Not too surprisingly, we found that finer meshes and larger numbers of collocation
sites per subinterval produced greater approximation accuracy. In our experiments
we did not find that either one of these was particularly more effective than the
other in improving accuracy. On the contrary, we found that there was not much
to choose between them in this respect. It did come as a surprise, however, that
with the relatively large box sizes required for the excited states of the electron in
the hydrogen atom, it was not possible to increase both the number of subintervals
and the number of collcation sites per subinterval together to a greater extent. In
exploring the limits of this, we found that it was not possible in some cases to have
a combination of more than forty subintervals with six or more collocation sites
per subinterval, as this led to matrix sizes for the collocation equations that were
larger than those accommodated by de Boor’s package of programs. This was an

unexpected limitation.

Another interesting issue is that de Boor’s collocation methodology, as exemplified
in Chapter XV of his book, is unable to produce nontrivial results when the
column vector on the right-hand side of the matrix system (3.8) is a zero vector.
For the purposes of our numerical experiments using different patterns of
collocation sites, we had to rely on our pre-existing knowledge of the eigenvalues
and exact solutions of Schrodinger’s radial equation to be able to implement the

equations as two-point BVPs with a nonzero vector on the right-hand side of (3.8).
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We were then able to focus on the numerical performance of different patterns of
collocation sites in approximating the eigenfunctions of Schrodinger’s equation.
This produced visually and numerically rich outputs which enabled more detailed
assessments of numerical performance to be made than if we had focused on
estimating individual eigenvalues, as Shore did in his paper. However, if our
objective had been to solve for both eigenvalues and eigenfunctions in Schrodinger’s
equation as if they were both unknown, we would not have been able to employ
the two-point BVP approach in Chapter XV of de Boor’s book. This distinction
between our approach and Shore’s approach became much clearer as a result of the

detailed study of de Boor’s methodology for the purposes of this dissertation.

There is scope for extending our study in a number of interesting directions. We
have only focused on time-independent Schrodinger equations in this dissertation.
It is possible to use collocation approaches with the full time-dependent
Schrodinger equation as well, and indeed this is explored using Shore’s
methodology in [7]. It would be interesting to see if our two-point BVP approach
using de Boor’s methodology could be extended to time-dependent Schrodinger
equations. Another avenue for extending our approach is to consider
two-dimensional problems, for example, the helium atom. The application of
B-splines to this and other many-body problems is discussed in [3], and again there
is scope for exploring how de Boor’s methodology could be applied here. Our
numerical experiments in this dissertation have involved only negative energy
systems. Ideally we would have liked to explore the applicability of our methods to
positive energy scenarios as well, i.e., scattering problems. Shore successfully
applied his approach to scattering from an Eckart potential in [1], focusing on
obtaining estimates of reflection and transmission probabilities. It would be an
interesting and challenging exercise to see if de Boor’s approach could be applied
to approximating the wave functions for scattering problems, as these are generally
complex-valued with both real and imaginary components. Finally, there are many
other areas of physics and nonlinear science in which there do not seem to have
been any applications of B-spline methods so far. For example, there do not

appear to be any applications of B-splines in the context of general relativity.
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APPENDIX A

DERIVATION OF ELECTRON WAVE

FUNCTION IN HYDROGEN

In this note I try to provide a thorough derivation of the electron’s wave function
in the hydrogen atom, bringing out the mathematical details clearly. The
exposition is guided by a number of texts including [13], [14], [15], [16], and [17].

In general, four quantum numbers are needed to fully describe atomic electrons in

many-electron atoms. These four numbers and their permissible values are:
Principal quantum number n = 1,2, 3, ...
Orbital quantum number [ =0,1,2,...,(n — 1)

Magnetic quantum number m; = 0, +1,+2,..., +l

N[ =

Spin magnetic quantum number m, = —%, +

The principal quantum number determines the electron’s energy, the orbital
quantum number its orbital angular-momentum magnitude, the magnetic quantum
number its orbital angular-momentum direction, and the spin magnetic quantum

number its spin direction.

I have noticed that it is often not explained clearly why, for example, the orbital
quantum number cannot exceed the principal quantum number minus one, or why
the magnitude of the magnetic quantum number cannot exceed that of the orbital
quantum number. I want to bring out details like this clearly. The

time-independent Schrdinger equation for the hydrogen atom only involves the
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first three quantum numbers. I will not discuss the spin magnetic quantum

number here.

A.1 Schrdinger’s wave equation for the electron in the

hydrogen atom

In Cartesian coordinates, Schrdinger’s three-dimensional equation for the electron
in the hydrogen atom is
Y 0% 0% n 2me
ox?  0y? 022 h?

(B~ U)p =0

where m, denotes the electron mass. The potential energy U is the electric
potential energy of a charge —e given that it is at distance r from another charge
~+e, namely

2
U:

_47reor

It is necessary to change variables in Schrdinger’s equation since the potential
energy is a function of radial distance r rather than the Cartesian coordinate
variables x, y and z. Given the spherical symmetry of the atom, it is sensible to
proceed by changing the variables in Schrdinger’s equation to those of spherical
polar coordinates (rather than changing the r variable in U to Cartesian
coordinates using r = \/m) Only the variables in the Laplacian part of
Schrdinger’s equation need to be changed, so we can use a standard approach to
changing variables in Laplace’s equation (see [I7], p. 228) to get

10 [ ,0¢ 1L o[ . oY 1 9%  2m, B
TQGT(T 8T> +r28in889<8m988> +r28in298¢2 - h? (B-U)p =0

I will now temporarily simplify things by using the representation of the square of
the angular momentum operator in spherical polar coordinates (see [16], p. 207),

namely

2 g L0 (400N, 1 O
7= h(meae Sinb55 )t o000
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_ (L9 (el Lo
B hr(ﬁsin@@é Smg(%’ +r23in290¢>2

Using this to replace the two middle terms in Schrdinger’s equation and

rearranging we get

12(28¢>+2m6(E_U)¢_ L2

r2 0r " or K2  RAr2

This equation can now be solved by the usual separation of variables approach.

We assume that the ¢ function can be expressed as a product

(. 0,0) = R(r)Y (6, )

and then substitute this back into the wave equation to get

Y d /[ ,dR 2m. R
Sl - R E—U)RY = L%
rZdr (r dr) K2 ( ) K22

Dividing through by % we get

li( 2alR) 2m,r? 1

— E-U)=—-L%Y
Rdr\" dr iz )= ey
Since the left-hand side of this equation depends only on r while the right-hand
side depends only on # and ¢, both sides must be equal to some constant which we
can call A. Setting the left and right-hand sides equal to A in turn and rearranging
slightly we finally get the radial equation

1d ([ ,dR 2me A
- - E_ _Mlp_
r2dr(r dr>+[h2< u) r2 =0

and the angular equation
LY = \B’Y

We can now apply separation of variables again to the angular equation. Rewriting
the operator L? in full the angular equation becomes

(1 o[, v\ 1 &Y )
_ _ - I Y
h (sin@ o0\ ) T sz agr ) =N
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which simplifies to

1 8( (9Y> 1 0%

S0 00 +AY =0

057 )+ a0 902

We assume that the Y function can be written as the product

Y(8,9) = 0(0)2(¢)

Substituting this into the angular equation gives

o d do 0 dd
— | sinf— ———— +AYODP =0
sin 6 df (Sm do ) G20 dgE
Multiplying through by Sig% and rearranging we get

1d?®  sin?0[ 1 d/ . dO
“dde* O Lme@(m@@)“@}

Since the left-hand side of this equation depends only on ¢ while the right-hand
side depends only on #, both sides must be equal to some constant which we can
provisionally call k. Setting the left and right-hand sides equal to k in turn and

rearranging we get,
d*®
— 4+ kd =0
i

and

1 d( . ,d© k
sin@@(smeﬁ)+()\_Sin20)@_0

We now have three ordinary differential equations that need to be solved, one for

®, one for ©® and one for R. We will solve each of them in turn.

A.2 The equation for ¢

The equation for ® is a straightforward second-order differential equation with

auxiliary equation

C+k=0
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implying ¢ = +v/—Fk if k < 0 and ¢ = +ivk if k > 0. Therefore it has a general

solution of the form

®(¢) = AeV 0 4 BeVH
if k <0 and

O(p) = AeiVké | Bemivke

if £ > 0, where A and B are arbitrary constants. Now, the azimuth angle ¢ can
take any value in (—oo, 00) but the function ® must take a single value at each
point in space (since this is a required property of the quantum wave function
which ® is a constituent of). It follows that the function ® must be periodic since
it must take the same value at ¢ and ¢ + 27 for any given ¢. This imposes two
constraints on the form of the general solution: (1) it cannot consist only of
exponential functions with real arguments since these are not periodic (thus ruling
out the first general solution above and thereby implying that the separation
constant k& must be nonnegative); (2) vk must be an integer. Given these
constraints, it is customary in quantum mechanics to denote £v/k by the letter m
(it is called the magnetic quantum number) and to specify the separation constant
in the angular equations as m?, which guarantees its nonnegativity. We then state

the general solution of the equation for ® as
O(¢) = Ae™® + Be~'m9

In principle this allows two independent solutions but we only need one of them for
any given electron wave function. Either of the two terms in the general solution
would satisfy ®” = —m?®, so we will take only the first as is customary. We can
therefore state the general solution of the equation for ® for a given magnetic

quantum number m as

O(9) o< ™
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A.3 The equation for ©

Given that we now know the separation constant for the angular equations is

either zero or a positive square number k& = m?, we can write the equation for © as

1 d( . dO© m?
sin@@(smgﬁ)+()\_Sin20)@_0

Expanding the first term we get

2 2
! COSH@—F@-F()\— mn )@:0

sin 0 df df? sin® 6

I am now going to multiply and divide the first two terms by sin® to get

2 2
Sin29(0089d®+ 1 d@)+()\_ m )@:O

sin®@ df ' sin26 do? sin® 6

—

1 d? 2 2
Sin20(_COSQd@+ d®+ cos@d@>+<)\_ m )G):O

sin®0 df ' sin26 d6> ' sin®6 df sin? 6
Now we can make the change of variable x = cos @ which implies dx = — sin #df

and therefore

df L 1
dr  sinf
d@_d@d@_ 1 dO

de — dodr  sin6 do
e d 1 dO)do  cos@dO d*©
Zﬁ‘%{‘mﬂ@kﬁ__Qﬁﬁ5+@5

Using these in the amended form of the © equation together with the fact that

sin?f = 1 — 22, the © equation becomes

d?0 2x dO m?
“‘““(az—l_xﬂﬁ)+(A—1_ﬂ>@:0
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We will solve this equation first for the case m = 0 (the solutions will be Legendre
polynomials) and use these results to construct solutions for the case m # 0 (the

solutions here will be the associated Legendre functions). Setting m = 0 we get

d*e do
1— 222 9,22 -
( x)dx2 :de+)\@ 0

which has the form of a well known differential equation known as Legendre’s

equation. It can be solved by assuming a series solution of the form
O = ag + a1 + agr® + azx® + agxt + -+ a2 + -

and then differentiating it term by term twice to get
O = ay + 2asx + 3asz® + dagx® + - - + na,V T 4 - -

and
0" = 2ay + 6azx + 12a42* + 20a52® + - - +n(n — Da,z™ 2 + -

We now substitute these into Legendre’s equation and set the coefficient of each
power of z equal to zero (because © must satisfy Legendre’s equation identically).
We find that the coefficient of the x™ term satisfies

(n+2)(n+ Dapyo+ (A —n(n+1))a, =0

which implies

; :_()\—n(n+1))
w2 (n+2)(n+1)

Qn

This formula makes it possible to find any even coefficient as a multiple of ag and
any odd coefficient as a multiple of a;. The general solution of our Legendre

equation is then a sum of two series involving two arbitrary constants ag and a;:

Ay AA=6) 4 AA—=6)(A—20) 4
@:ao{l—jx—l— T ol x4

x° + x~ — X

3! 5! 7!

+a1{x—()\_2) s A=2)(A=12) . (A=2)(A—12)() —30) 7+_”}
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Both of the series in this sum converge for > < 1 but in general they do not
converge for 2 = 1. This is a problem for us because in our change of variables we
set x = cosf and we want solutions that converge for all possible values of #
including those that result in 22 = 1. It turns out that the only way to get such
solutions is to choose integer values of A that make either the ag or the a; series in
the above sum terminate (the other series will generally be divergent so we remove
it by setting the corresponding arbitrary constant equal to zero). This requires A
to take values in the quadratic sequence 0, 2, 6, 12, 20, 30, 42, 56... The [-th term
of this sequence is [(I + 1), so the separation constant A must be of this form, i.e.,
A=1(l+1) for some [ =0,1,2,3,.... When [ takes an even value the aq series will
terminate and we can set a; = 0 to make the other series vanish. Conversely, when
[ takes an odd value the a; series will terminate and we can set ag = 0 to make the

other series vanish.

From the eigenvalue equation for L? given earlier (L?Y = MY it is clear that the
magnitude of the orbital angular momentum is L = \/Wh. It is interesting to
see how the form of this arises mathematically from considering series solutions to
Legendre’s equation above. The parameter [ is called the orbital angular

momentum quantum number.

Note that negative integral values of [ are allowed but they simply give solutions
already obtained for positive values. For example, [ = —2 gives A = 2 and this

makes the a; series terminate, yielding the polynomial solution
O =aqx

This is exactly the same solution as the one that would be obtained if [ = 1. It is
therefore customary to restrict [ to nonnegative values. Each possible value of [
gives a polynomial solution to Legendre’s equation. For [ = 0 we get © = qay, for

[ =1 weget © =az, for | =2 we get © = ay — 3apx?, and so on. If the value of ag
or a; in each polynomial equation is selected so that © = 1 when z = 1 the

resulting polynomials are called Legendre polynomials, denoted by Fj(z). Given

CHRISTIAN P. H. SALAS



A.3 THE EQUATION FOR © 98

that for each [ we have P/(1) = 1 the first few Legendre polynomials are
Po(.%') =1

P(x)=x

Py(z) = %(SmQ - 1)

Py(x) = %(5963 —3z)

These are the physically acceptable solutions to Legendre’s equation for © above.

We now consider the solutions for m # 0 of the equation

2 2
(1—x2)@—2x@+(/\— o )@:0

1— 22

We now know that A = I(l + 1) so we can write this in and we can also add the
subscript [ to m as the solutions to this equation will involve a link the between
the values of the orbital angular momentum and magnetic quantum numbers. The

equation we need to solve becomes

RLS) de m?
o0’ ad B ]
(- =20+ | 1) - -

©=0

— 2

The link between [ and m; arises from the fact that we are constrained in trying to
solve this equation: it encompasses the case m; = 0 for which the physically
acceptable solutions are the Legendre polynomials P(x). Therefore the physically
allowable solutions for the above equation must include the Legendre polynomials
as a special case. We can find these by using the series approach again and it turns
out that the physically acceptable solutions are the so-called associated Legendre
functions which take the form

my

m, m, d
P () = (1= Py

By(z)

Now, each Legendre polynomial P,(z) is a polynomial of degree . Therefore the
my-th order derivative in P™ will equal zero if |my| > [, so for physically

acceptable solutions we must impose the constraint |m;| <[ in the differential
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equation for ©. This is where the link between the quantum numbers [ and m,
comes from in the quantum theory of the hydrogen atom: given a value of [ the

acceptable values of m; are integers in the range —I < m; <.

Finally, note two things: (1) P,"(z) reduces to the Legendre polynomial P(z)
when m; = 0, which is what we needed. (2) A negative value for m; does not
change m? in the original differential equation so a solution for positive m; is also a
solution for the corresponding negative m;. Thus many references define the

associated Legendre function P™ (z) for —l < m; <1 as Pl‘m”(q:).

To conclude, given values for the quantum numbers [ and m;, the general solution

of the equation for © can be written as

©(0) o< P™(cosh)

A.4 The radial equation for R

To clarify where the principal quantum number comes from, the final equation we
need to deal with is the radial equation

ii(ﬁdR) + [Qme(E—U) A]R: 0

r2dr dr K2 ]

Writing A = [(l 4+ 1) and replacing U with the formula for the potential energy we
get

1 d [ ,dR 2m. [ € I(1+1)
— 2 (2 E)- R=0
r2dr (r dr) + [ K2 (47‘(’607’ + ) r?

<~

R 2dR  2m, e? I(1+1)A*
— = E — R=0
dr? * rdr * h? [ * ]

dmegr 2m,r?

We are only interested in solutions for which the electron is bound within the

atom, so we take E' < 0 (the negative energy of the electron is the amount of
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energy that must be supplied to it to free it from the atom). In order to solve the

above equation it is customary to make the change of variable

and define the dimensionless constant

2 m 1/2
T = -
4megh ( QE)

If we then specify R = R(p) we have

dR _dRdp _ (_8m.E\"*dR
dr  dpdr h? dp

2dR__<: 8n%E)2dR

rdr -\ B2 ;d_p
@R ( 8$mE\"?dRdp ([ 8m.E\d’R
dr? h? dp? dr n? p?

2me, 2m. e? 8m.FE 1 é? 1 1 8m.FE T 1
7 Bt —3 =\ 72 V1 ) i\ 77
h h® 4megr h 4 4megr FE 4 h p 4
I(1+1) 8meE\ (I +1)

2\ R p?

Using these results we can rewrite the differential equation as

8m.E\ (d*>R 2dR [t 1 I(I+1)
G I R P B LU B

<
PR 2dR [r 1 I(l+1)
e R(p) =0
dp? +_p dp +_{p 4 p? ] (©)

To make further progress we consider the behaviour of this differential equation as

p — o0. It reduces to

d*R

1
SR=0
dp? 4
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which is a straightforward second-order differential equation with auxiliary

equation
1
2
=0
¢ 4
zjg—il
T2

The positive solution to the auxiliary equation implies a term in the general
solution of the form e?/? which is unacceptable since it explodes as p — oo.
Therefore we only accept the negative solution to the auxiliary equation and the

general solution for R as p — oo must be of the form
R x e "/?

This suggests we can try an exact solution of the full differential equation of the

form
R=c"""F(p)

Differentiating this twice we get

dR 1

L _ e P2 —p/2 gt

o 2f (p) +e (p)

d*’R 1 1 1

I —p/2F = —p/QF/ - —p/2F/ —p/2F//

S (p) = e (p) = 5e () +e (p)
Substituting these into the differential equation

d*R  2dR r 1 I(l+1)

R P LRl
gives

2—p) (r—1) I(l+1)
F"p—l—(—F'p%—{ — F(p)=0
(p) ; (p) p e (p)

<~

PPE"(p) +p(2 = p)F'(p) + [p(r = 1) =11 +1)] F(p) = 0
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We can now try to solve this latest version of the differential equation by the
method of Frobenius, which involves assuming a generalised power series solution

of the form
F(p) = app® + alpSJrl + a2p5+2 4.
Differentiating twice we get
F'(p) = sapp® ' + (s+ Darp® + (s + 2)a2p5+1 4.

F'(p) = (s = 1)saop®™* + s(s + Darp*™ + (s + 1)(s + 2)azp” + - --

Then the terms appearing in the differential equation have the generalised power

series forms
PE"(p) = (s — 1)sagp” + s(s + Darp™" + (s + 1)(s +2)azp™ + - -
20F"(p) = 2saop® + 2(s + D)arp™' + 2(s + 2)azp™? + - -
—p*F'(p) = —sapp®™ — (s + 1)ayp®? — (s + 2)agp®® — - -
(1 —1)pF(p) = (1 — Dagp™™ + (1 — Darp™2 + (1 — Dagp®™> + - -
(L +1)F(p) = —I(I + Dagp® — 1 + )arp*** — 11 + 1)agp*™? — - --

Summing these terms (remembering that the sum must be identically equal to

zero) we find the coefficient of p® to be
[s(s —1)+2s—1I(l+1)]ag =0
—
s(s+1)—1(l+1)=0

=—> s=1[or s=—]—1. Now, when s = — — 1 the first term of the power series
for F(p) is ap/p'* which explodes as p — 0. This is unacceptable so we discard

this solution and set s = [.

s+n

For the coefficient of p*™ we get

[(s+n)(s+n—1)+2(s+n)—Il(l+ Da, +[(1—1)—(s+n—1)]a,_1 =0
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Setting s = [ and rearranging gives us the recurrence equation

B (l+n—71)
R (g (e By T R

From this recurrence equation we observe that

1 1
Ap — —Qp_1 = — 0o
n n!

as n — 00. We deduce from this that the series for F'(p) becomes like agp' Y £, as
n — oo and therefore R = e™?/2F(p) becomes like agp'e”/?. However, this diverges
as p — oo which is unacceptable, so we conclude that the series for F'(p) must
terminate at some value of n which we will call N. In this case we have ay,1 =0

which the recurrence equation tells us can only happen if
T=I+N+1=n

This is how the principal quantum number n first appears. Now, we have

62 m, 1/2
T:47r60h(_2E) -

<~

2\ 2 _me l:fﬂ
A7e o’ ) E

m ez \?1
< Eﬁ — - = - -
( 2h2) (471'60) n2

These are the famous bound-state energy eigenvalues for n = 1,2,.... This is the

same formula for the energy levels of the hydrogen atom that Niels Bohr obtained

by intuitive means in his 1913 solar system model of atomic structure.

As stated above, the integer n is called the principal quantum number. Recall that

n=1_0+N-+1and N cannot be smaller than zero. It follows that

n—01—-—1>0
—
[ <nl
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This explains why for a given value of n the allowable values of [ are
[=0,1,2,...,(n—1).

Returning to the solution of
PPE"(p) +p(2 = p)F'(p) + [p(r = 1) =1L+ 1)] F(p) = 0
the above discussion suggests that we should look for a solution of the form

F(p) = aop' L(p)

where L(p) is a polynomial (rather than an infinite series). Differentiating this

twice gives
F'(p) = aolp'"L(p) + aop' L' (p)
F"(p) = ao(l = 1)lp" > L(p) + 2alp" ' L' (p) + aop'L" (p)
Substituting these into the differential equation and setting 7 = n we get
PHEL"(p) + (2L +2 = p)p T L (p) + (A — 1 = D)p™ ' L(p) = 0
<
pL"(p) + (2L +2—p)L'(p) + (i —1 = )L(p) = 0
<
pL"(p) + (a+ 1= p)L'(p) + 7" L(p) = 0

where @« =2/ 4+ 1 and n* =n — 1 — [. This last form is a well known differential
equation whose physically acceptable solutions in the present context are
associated Laguerre polynomials given by the formula

Lfﬁﬁ):i(—l)j( W o) g

i — )+ ) !

§=0
For given quantum numbers n and [, the solution of the radial equation for R is

then

Riu(r) oc e ' L
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A.5 Final form of the electronic wave function

Putting everything together, for given principal quantum number 7, orbital
quantum number [ and magnetic quantum number m;, the wave function of the

electron in the hydrogen atom is

Ui, (1,0, @) e_p/zplL(QlJ[_l)lle’ (cos @)e™?

n—

where
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APPENDIX B

DERIVATION OF EXACT SOLUTIONS OF

THE RADIAL EQUATION

We saw in Appendix [A] that for given quantum numbers 7 and [, the solution for

the radial equation is

Riu(r) o e’p/QpngllH)l

where

Sm.Ey \ 2
p:(_ & ) '

go= (M) ()L
2h dreg ) T2

and where

n* A ~ % 4 CK)‘ pj
L@~ N gy =

Z (7 — )N e+ 4)! !
are the associated Laguerre polynomials, with a =2[+1and n*=n—1—1[. In
this Appendix we will use these formulas to derive explicit forms for the first few

radial functions (Rig, R0, R30, Ro1, R31, Rs2), normalised over 7 so that
/ (RﬁZ)QTQdT =1
0

(Here, the r? component comes from the fact that we are using spherical polar
coordinates). These exact solutions will then be used to assess the accuracy of the

computer approximations in this study.
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For the calculations below it will be convenient to re-express p in terms of the
Bohr radius

B Arreoh?

e2me

a

which is the radius of the innermost Bohr orbit, equal to 5.292 x 10~''m. Putting

this expression for a into the expression for E; we get

B <_ 272) (n_1a>2

and putting this in turn into the above expression for p we get
(5)
P=\=—r
na

B.1 Ry

With n =1 and [ = 0 we have

Rl() (0.8 €_p/2L(()1) = €_p/2
and

(5)
p=\—-r
a

The constant of proportionality Ay for Ry is calculated so that

/ (R10)2r2d7“ =1

0

Therefore we need A;y such that

0 3 0o
/ Afo(e’p/Q)Qrzdr = A%O (g) / e Ppidp =1
0 0

where in the second integral I have made the change of variable r = (%)p Since

/ e Ppidp = 2!
0
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Therefore the exact normalised solution for the radial function Rq is

2 2
ng == —€_p/2 == —€_T/a (Bl)

B.2 Ry

With n = 2 and [ = 0 we have
Rao e’p/QLgl) = e P22 - p)
and
(@)
p=1\—r
a
The constant of proportionality Asy for Ry is calculated so that
/ (R20)2’I"2d7“ =1
0
Therefore we need A,y such that
| o= pre e = a4 = a4 e vdp =1
0 0
where in the second integral I have made the change of variable r = ap. Since
/ (4p* —4p* +pHePdp=4-2! —4-3! +41 =8
0

we get
1
Aoy =
SR WoPE
Therefore the exact normalised solution for the radial function Ry is

1 1 r
— e 2= _ 2 )or/2a B
2V 2a? (2 )e 2V 2a? (2 CL)e ( .2)

Ry =
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B.3 Rgo

With n = 3 and [ = 0 we have
1
Rsp o 6_'0/2[’51) - <3 —3p+ 502) e
and
2
=(—r
P 3a
The constant of proportionality Asy for Rsg is calculated so that
/ (R30)2T2d7’ =1
0

Therefore we need Asy such that

o 1 2
/ A3, ( (3 —3p+ §p2) 6_9/2) r2dr
0

3a\* [ 1
= A% (;) /O (9/)2 —18p° + 12p* — 3p° + Zpﬁ) e Pdp =1

where in the second integral I have made the change of variable r = 37“ p. Since

/ (9p2—18p3+12p4—3p5+1p6)6_pdp =9-21-18-314+12-41-3-5+ 261 = 9
0

we get
2
Ay =
" 9V3a
Therefore the exact normalised solution for the radial function Rsg is

3—3p+ 1/)2 IS VST U 27"—2 e3¢ (B.3)
2 81v/3a3 a a? '

R30 -

2
9v/3a3
B.4 Ry

With n =2 and [ = 1 we have

R 67/)/20[/83) =
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and

(&)

p={-)r

a

The constant of proportionality A, for Rs; is calculated so that

/ (R21)2T2d7“ =1
0

Therefore we need A, such that
/ Agl(e_p/2p)2?"2dr = A%la?’/ e Ppldp =1
0 0

where in the second integral I have made the change of variable » = ap. Since

/ e Pptdp =4l = 24
0

we get
1
Aoy =
1 9V/6d3

Therefore the exact normalised solution for the radial function Ry is

ol = LT (B.4)

Rt — -
2 eada

1
2\/6a3p
B.5 Rs3

With 7 =3 and [ = 1 we have
Ry oc e ??pL{ = e7?/?(4— p)p
and

-2

The constant of proportionality As; for Rs3; is calculated so that

/ (R31)2T2d7" =1
0
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Therefore we need As; such that

0 2

00 3 3 o0 .
/ A§1<<4—p>pe-p/2>2r2dr:Aél(—“) / (165" — 8° + p*)e*dp — 1

where in the second integral I have made the change of variable r = % p. Since

/ (16p" — 8p° 4+ p%)ePdp = 16 - 4! — 8- 5! + 6! = 18
0

we get
1
Aay —
T 9v6ad
Therefore the exact normalised solution for the radial function Rj3; is

4 r\r
4 —p)pePl* = (6 - —) —e7"/3a
(4—=p)p N

Ry =

1
9v6a?
B.6 Rs3

Finally, with n = 3 and [ = 2 we have
R3y x e_p/QpQL(()E’) = e_p/2p2
and
2
=(—)r
P 3a
The constant of proportionality Asy for R3, is calculated so that
/ (R32)2T2d7’ =1
0

Therefore we need Az, such that

0o 3 3 poo
/ A§2(p26_p/2)27“2d7‘ - A§2 (;) / e_pdep =1
0

0

where in the second integral I have made the change of variable r = 37‘1 p. Since

/ e ?pdp = 6! = 720
0
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we get

1
R WETE

Therefore the exact normalised solution for the radial function Rs is

1 4 r\ 2
R3y = O — (—) e T/ B.6
2= 30 81v/30a? \a (B.6)
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APPENDIX C

MAPLE CODE FOR PLOTTING

B-SPLINE SETS

The sample code here is for the top left plot in Figure 3.1, with n =7 and k = 3.

#

#c

#
Lilis
#H54
#c
i

#c
Eilid

#c

#c:

chapter x. example 1. plotting some b-splines:

from * 3 practical guide to splines * by c. de boor

calls bsplvb, interv:

integer i,j,k,left,leftmk nflag,n,mpoint:

real dx, t(10),values(7) ,x, xl:

dimension, order and knot sequence for spline space are specified...:
data m,k /7,3/, € 73%0,,0.2,0.4,0.6,0.8,3%1./:

n:=T: ki=3:

tit]:=0. : £[F:=0. : £[3]:=0. :

t[4]:=0.2 @ t[5]:=0.4 :

t[6]:=0.6 : E[7]:=0.8 :

t[8]:=1. : t[9]:=1. : t[10]:=1.:

b-spline values are initialized to 0., mmber of evaluation points...:

data values /7%0./, npoint /51/:

values[1] :=0.:values[2] :=0. :values[3] :=0.:values[4] :=0.:

=

values([5] :=0. :values[6] :=0.:values[7] :=0.:

npoint:=51:

setl leftmost evaluation point x1 , and spacing dx to be used...:
xl := t[1]:

dx

(t[n+1]-t[k]) fFloat (npeint-1):

format0i:={"1 x bilx) b2 (x) B3 {x) b fx) b5 (x}

printf (formate0) :printf{"\n"):

b6 {x) b7 {x)") :

113
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#c:

#c

#c
#c
#c

#c

#c:

#c
#c

for i from 1 te npoint do:

x := X1 + Float{i-1)*dx:
locate x with respect to knot array t .:
laft mflag:=interv(t,n+l,x, left nflag):
leftmk := left - k:
get bii k) (x) imn wvalwes(i) , i:=1,...,n . k of these,:
viz., b{left-k+i k)(x}, ..., bileft k) {x), are supplied by:
bsplvb . all others are known to be zers a priori.:
fooval :=hsplvb(t, k,1,x, left, foovall):
for j from 1 to k do:
values [leftmk+j] :=fooval[j]:

end do:

printf("27.3f",x) ,seqlprintf ("#12.7f" values[jl},J=1..7) :printf("\n") :

zero out the values just computed in preparation for next:
evalulation point .:
for j from 1 to k do:

values[lefimk+j] := 0.:

end do:

end do:
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1 X

0.000

0.020

0.060

0.080

0.100

0.120

0.140

0.160

0.180

0.200

0.220

0.240

0.280

0.280

0.300

0.320

0.340

0.380

0.380

0.400

0.420

0.440

0.480

0.480

0.500

0.520

0.560

et

=

=

=

=

=

=

=

=

=

=

=

=

=

=

]

=

=

=

=

=

=

=

]

=

=

=

=

bi(x)

.ooooooo

8100000

6400000

4300000

3600000

2500000

1600000

0300000

0400000

0100000

.Q0o00oa

.0oeaooo

.aopoooa

.ooooooo

0000000

.0oooooo

.0oooooo

.0ooooog

0000000

.ooooooo

.000oooo

.ooooooo

0000000

.0oooooo

.0oooooo

.Q0oo0oo

.00000oo

.aopoooo

0000000

.

0.

b.

=

=

=

=

=

=

=

=

=

=

=

=

=

=

=

=

=

=

b2 (x)
0000000
1850000

3400000

LAB30000

LA600000

6230000

L BA00D0D

L BE30000

6400000

LAE30000

LA000000

LA030000

3200000

. 24350000

1800000

1250000

. DE0ODOD

. 0450000

0200000

. 0030000

.0Dgoooo

.opgoooo

.0ogoooo

.oogoooo

.0Dgoooo

.oooogon

.0ogoooo

.oooogon

.oooooon

b3 (x)
0.0000000
0.0050000
0.0200000
0.0450000
0.0800000
0.1250000
0.1800000
0.2450000
0.3200000
0. 4050000
0.5000000
0.5900000
0. 6600000
0. 7100000
0. 7400000
0. 7500000
0. 7400000
0. 7100000
0. 6600000
05900000
0.5000000
0. 4050000
03200000
0. 2450000
0.1800000
0.1250000
0.0800000
0.0450000

0.0200000

i}

=

=

=

=

=

=

=

=

=

=

=

=

=

=

=

=]

=

=

=

=

=

=

=

=

=

=

=

=

bé (x)

.00g00o0

0000000

0000000

.0000000

.00g00o0

0000000

. 0000000

.0ngooon

.00g00o0

0000000

0000000

0050000

. 0200000

. 0450000

0800000

1250000

L1B00000

. 2450000

3200000

4050000

3000000

. 3800000

6600000

7100000

7400000

1500000

L T400000

1100000

6600000

b5 (x)

0000000

0000000

0000000

.000o0g00

.Doaoooo

0000000

0000000

.0000g00

.Doaogoo

0000000

.D0aogoo

.000o0g00

.Doaoooo

. 0000000

.0000000

.Doooooo

0000000

. 0000000

.Dooogoo

0000000

0000000

. 0050000

0200000

. 0450000

0800000

1250000

. 1800000

. 2450000

3200000

3

=

=

=

=

=]

=

=

=

=

=

—}

=

3

=

—

=

3

i}

—}

=

3

=

=]

=

=

=

bt (x)

0000000

0000000

.0oooooo

. 0000000

.000o0oo

0000000

.aopoooa

0000000

0000000

0000000

.0ooaooo

. 0000000

.0oogooo

.000o0oo

0000000

0000000

0000000

.0oooooo

0000000

0000000

0000000

.0ooooog

0000000

0000000

0000000

.aopoooa

0000000

0000000

0000000

D.

=

=

=

=

=

=

=

=

=

=

=

=

=

=

=

(=]

(=)

=

=

(=]

=

=

=

(=]

=

=

=

=

b7 (x)

oogoooo

.ooooooo

. 0000DoD

.0000DoD

. aooooon

.0oooooo

. 0000000

. 00goooD

.oooooon

.ooooooo

. 0000DoD

.0000DoD

.0ogooon

. 00goDoD

. 0000000

.0000DoD

.0000D00

. 0000000

. 00goooD

.0000DoD

.00g0D00

. 00goDoD

. 0000000

.0000D0D

.0000D00

. 0000000

. 00goooD

.oooooon

.ooooooo
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0.580

0.600

0.660

0. 680

0.700

0.720

0.740

0.760

0.780

0.800

0.820

0.840

0.860

0.880

0.500

0.520

0.540

0.560

0.000C000

0.000C000

0.0000000

0.0000000

0.0000000

0.0000000

0.0000000

0.0000000

0.0000000

0.0000000

0.0000000

0.0000000

0.0000000

0.0000000

0.0000000

0.000C000

0.0000000

0.0000000

0.0000000

0.000C000

0.000C000

0.0000000

(=1

[=]

=

=

=

=

=

=

=

=

=

=

=

=

1=

a

=

=1

=]

(=1

[=]

=]

.00ooongg

.00c00go

.00Do0on

.00oooan

.00oooon

0000000

.000o0on

.00Dongn

.00oooon

.000o0on

.00Do0on
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C MAPLE CODE FOR PLOTTING B-SPLINE SETS 117

restart;

vith(Linearilgebra) :

Ci:=ImportMatrix("bsplineplotdataVl. txt" ,delimiter=" "): #The delimiter must be specified as being a 'space' using " "
§The following produces plots from the x column and the b-spline columns in the matrix
§Create coordinate lists for plotting

bsplinelcoords:=[seq|[C[k,1],C[k,2]],k=1..51)]:
bspline2coords:=[seq|[C[k,1],C[k,3]],k=1..51)]:
bsplinedcoords:=[seq|[C[k,1],C[k,4]] ,k=1..51)]:
bsplinedcoords:=[seq|[C[k,1],C[k,5]] k=1..51)]:
bsplineScoords:=[seq|[C[k,1],C[k,6]],k=1..51)]:
bsplinefcoords:=[seq|[C[k,1],C[k,7]],k=1..51)]:
bsplineTcoords:=[seq|[C[k,1],C[k,8]], ,k=1..51)]:

§Finally plot the bsplines in the same chart

plot | [bsplinelcoords,bspline2coords, bsplinedcoords bsplinedcoords bsplinedcoords, bsplinefcoords, bsplineTcoords] , title="B-spline set, n=7, k=3"}):
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APPENDIX D

MAPLE CODE FOR SPLINE

INTERPOLATION

The code presented here is for the cubic spline interpolation in Figure |3.2]

#Specify inputs for splint (taw,gtau,t,n k)
tan[l] :=-1.0: tam[2]:=evalf(-2/3): tau[3]:=evalf(-1/3): tau[4]:=0.0: tau[3]:=evalf(l/3): tau[6]:=evalf(2/3): tam[7]:=1.0:
g:=x->hypergeom([1,1],[1] ,xrexp(-x}):
gtaufl]:=g(tau[l]): gtan[2]:=g{tau[2]): gtau[3]:=g(tau[3]): gtau[4]:=g{tau[4]}: gtau[5]:=g(tau[5]): gtau[6]:=g(tau[6]): gtau[7]:=g(tau[7]):
t[1]:=-1.0: t[2]:=-1.0: t[3]:=-1.0: t[4]:=-1.0: £[5):=-1/3: t[6]:=0.0: t[7]:=1/3: t[8]:=1.0: £[9]:=1.0: t[10]:=1.0: t[11]:=1.0:
n:=T: ki=4:
#Call the splint procedure with the above inputs
scrbch, beoef , iflag:=splint (tau,gtau, t, n k,scrtch, beoef  iflag):
#0se bvalue to evaluate bspline approximation at 50 points for plotting, using beoef

#First, set leftmost evaluation point x1, and spacing dx to be used

xl := t[k]:

npoint:=51:

dx := (t[n+l]-t[k])/Float({npoint-1)

flext initialise xaxis variable for plotting

xaxis:=xl

§lext initialise bspline values

values:=0:

bsplinevalues:=values:
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D MAPLE CODE FOR SPLINE INTERPOLATION 119

$¥ext use a for loop to evaluate the bspline at each x using bvalue with jderiv = 0 (to give function values not derivatives)
Jjderiv:=0:
for i from 1 Lo npoint do:
x = x1 + Float(i-1)*dx:
Xxaxis:= xaxis,x; #append the evaluation points for plotting
values :=bvalue(t booef n,k,x, jderiv) :
bsplinevalues:=bsplinevalues,values: #append the hspline values for plotting
values:=0: #zero out the value just cemputed in preparation for next evaluation point
end do:
#convert xaxis to list
¥axis:=[xaxis]:
#convert bspline values to list
bsplinevalues:=[bsplinevalues]:
#create coordinate lists for plotting and plot graphs
bspline:=[seq([xaxis[k] ;bsplinevalues[k]] k=2..npoint)]:
gfunction:=[seq{[xaxis[k] ,g{xaxis[k]}] k=2..npoint)]:
ciminusy:=[seq( [xaxis[k],500% {bsplinevalues [k]-g{xaxis[k]})],k=2..npoint)]:
plot {bspline, title="f"}); plot|gfunction,title="g" color="blee"); plot{cfminusg, title="500*%(£-q)")

plot{[bspline,gfunction , cfminusg] ,title="f, g and 500%(f-g)"};
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APPENDIX E

MAPLE CODE FOR WAVE FUNCTIONS

WITH ZERO ANGULAR MOMENTUM

The sample code presented here is for the experiment with box [0, 10], 10 intervals
and two collocation points within each interval in Section 4.1. Modifications were
made to COLPNT and DIFEQU, and also shown is the Maple code used for
post-output processing after calling COLLOC. Using the notation of Chapter XV
of de Boor, we thus have m = 2 (two side conditions), k = 2 collocation points per
interval, and k + m = 4 (the order of the approximation is 4 so we are using cubic
approximations). We will be using knot sequence (0, 1, 2, ..., 10) within the

interval [0, 10] and there will therefore be 10 polynomial pieces.

In the procedure COLPNT, in order to use equally spaced collocation points
instead of Gaussian points within each interval, we will need to replace the
Gaussian collocation points in the section for k = 2 with the two equally spaced
points -1/3 and 1/3 in the interval [-1, 1] (see my annotations in the COLPNT
procedure below). These will then transform into two equally spaced collocation
points within each interval. A number of alterations are needed in the DIFEQU

procedure.
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colpnt:=proc (k! :integer, rho tmp)
local j, fmlo?,rho:

rhoi=rho tmp:

# integer k, j:

# real rhofk], fimic2:

# INEOT : k

# OUTEUT : rho

fc from * a practical guide to splines * by c. de boor :

fc the k collocation points for the standard interval (-1,1) are sup-:

#c plied here as the zeros of the legendre polynomial of degree k ,:

fc provided k <= 8 . otherwise, uniformly spaced points are given.:

if (k > 8) then goto(9%9) end if:

if k=1 then gote(10) end if:

if k=2 then goto({20) end if: ¥For Bun IT we need two equally spaced colloc points so we override this part

if k=3 then goto(30) end if:

if k=4 then goto(40) end if:

if k=5 then goto(50) end if:

if k=6 then goto(60) end if:

if k=T then goto(70) end if:

if k=B then goto(B80) end if:

io0:

rha[l] :=0.:

return eval {rho):

20:

rho[2] := .577350269189626: }Change from .57735026%9189626 to 1/3 to get equally spaced collecation points in Run IT
rho[l] := - rho[2]:

return eval {rho) :

30:
rho[3] := .T74596669241463:
rho[l] := - rho[3]:

rha[2] :=0.:
return eval {rho) :
40:
rho[3] : 1
rho[2] := - rhe[3]:
rho[4] := .6:
rho[1] := - rho[4]:
return eval {rho) :
50:
rho[d] :=
ha[2] := - rho[4]:
rho[5] := .906179845938664:
rho[l] := - rho[3]:

ha[3] :=0.:

return eval {rho) :

60:

rho[4] := .236619186083197:
rho[3] := - rho[4]:
rho[5] := .661209386466265:
ha[2] := - rho[5]:

rho[6] := .932469514203152:
rho[l] := - rho[6]:

return eval {rho) :

T0:
rho[5
rhol3

.2

.336469310105683:

= .4058451313773597:

] B8t
] := - rho[5]:
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rho[6] := .7T415311855993494:
tho[2] := - rho[s]:

rho[7] := .949107912342759:
rho[l] := - rhe[7):

rho[4] := 0.:

return eval (rho):

a0:

rho[5] := .183434542495650:
rho[4] := - rho[5]):
rho[6] := .525532409916329:
rho[3] := - rho[6):

rho[7] := .796666477413627:
rho[2] := - rhe[7]:

rho[8] := .960289856497536:
rho[l] := - rho[8]:

return eval(rho):

4c if k > 8, use equispaced points, but print warning:
95:

printf ("#tkdkkikis \n equispaced collocation points are used since k = #2d is greater than 8." k):
printf{"\n"}:

flmio2 := Fleoat(k-1)/2.:

for j from 1 to k do:

rho[j] := Float[j-1]/fkmio2 - 1.:

end do:

return eval (rho):

end proc:

difequ:=proc{mode: : integer xx, v tmp)

local i, kmax,ncoef mpiece,\

epl,ep2, errorl, solutn,\
un,x,v,1i,3j,icnt, coef approxl:

global bbreak approx,coef approx,l approx kpa approx,\
m side, iside side, xside side,\ -

itermx other k other,rho _other,\

eps_difequ,factor difequ,sZovep difequ:

vi=v tmp:
npiece:=100: kmax:=20: ncoef:=npiecetimax:

# integer mode, i, iside, itermx, k, kmax, kpm,1,m, ncoef, npiscs:

# parameter (npiece:=100, kmax:=20, ncoef:=npiecetlmax) :

# real v[kmax],xx, bbreak, coef, eps epl,ep2,errorl factor,rho,sclutn:
# * ,slovep,un,x,xside:

# common/approx/ bbreak [npiece] ,coef[ncoef],l Jpm:

# common/side/ m,iside xside[10]:

# common/other/ itermx k, rho[kmax-1]:

# save eps,factor slovep:

#c from * a practical guide to splines * by c. de boor :

#calls ppvalu(interv):

§gctobecalledbycolloc,putit:

#c information about the differential eguation is dispensed from here:
#c:

Soktkdik § @ op y ¢ obkReRE;

#c mode an integer indicating the task to be performed.:

#c := 1 initialization:

#c = 2 evaluate de at xx:
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fc = 3 specify the next side condition:
#c = 4 analyze the approximation:
#c xx a point at which information is wanted:

#c:

fokkiadt oy L p u € Akkkki;
#c v depends on the mode . see comments below:

#c:
L {-H

#c thizs sample of difequ is for the example in chapter xw. it is a:
#c nonlinear second order two peint boundary value problem. :

fc:

if mode=1 then goto(10) end if:

if mode=2 then goto(20) end if:

if mode=3 then goto(30) end if:

if mode=4 then goto(40) end if:

#c initialize ewverything:

fc i.e. set the order m of the dif.equ., the nondecreasing sequence:

#c xside side[i], i:=1,

.. i, of points at which side cond.s are given and:

#c anything else necessary.:

10:
o side := 2:
xside side[1]

xside side[2] :=

10.: #This has been set to 10. to use the endpoint of the interval [0..10]

#c %% print out heading:
printf({" carrier,s nonlinear perturb. problem"):

printf{"\n"):

eps difequ := 0.5: #We can use this epsilon coefficient to provide the coefficient of 1/2 in the Schrodinger radial equation

#c *4% initial guess for newton iteraticn. #Set this as zero function for our problem
1 approx := 1: §This refers to number of polynomial pieces in initial guess. Keep at 1

bbreak approx[1] :=

0.: #This refers to the first element of the break sequence for initial guess. Keep at 0

for i from 1 to kpm approx de: #This initialises the coefficients in the pp form of initial guess. kpm is order of pelynemial pieces
coef approx[i] =10

end do:

coef approx(1] :
coef approx[2] :
coet_appmx[ill
itermx other :

return eval [‘il'] 3

#c:

s

=

: #Gives value of initial guess function at first break point
: #I have added this line to giwe value of 1st derivative of guess function at first break point
: #Gives value of 2nd derivative of guess function at first break point

#Specifies maximm number of iterations if convergence not achieved? Keep at 10

f#c provide value of left side coef approxf.s and right side at xx .:
#c specifically, at xx the dif.equ. reads:

fc vim+l]dim + vm]dé* (m-1) + .., + v[1]d**0 := w[@+2]:

#c in terms of the quantities v[i],i:=l,... m#2, to be computed here.:

20:
v([3]
v[2]

0.:

eps difequ: #We have set this equal te 0.5 above

#This is the coeff of the first order derivative in diff equation. Set to 0. for our problem

# coeff approx is an array in ppvalu

icnt:=07

for jj from 1 to 1 approx do:
for ii from 1 to kpm approx do:

ient:=icnt+l:

coef approxl[ii,jj]:=coef approx[icnt]:

end do:
end do:

= ppvalu (bbreak approx,coef approxl,l approx kpm approx, xx,0):
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vil] := 1.0/xx - 0.5: #Coeff of g(x). Energy lewel is -0.5, Coulomb potential is -1/x, so potential appears as +1/x in this radial SE.
v[4] := 0.: #The radial 5E is a homogeneous equation
return eval (v):

#c:

#c provide the m side conditions. these conditicns are of the form: #The linearised diff eg 1s of the general form:

4c vm+l]dvim + vm]dv*(m-1) + ... + v[1]d¥*0 := v[m+2]: fv[3]D~2z(x) + v[2]Dz(x) + vw[1]=z(x) = v[4]

#c in terms of the gquantities v{i],i:=1,...,m2, to be specified here.: #AL left boundary we want v[2] = 1, v[4] = 2, all else zero
#c note that wv[m+l] := 0 for customary side conditions.: #At right boundary we want w[l1] = 1, all else zero

30:

v[m side+l] :=0.:

if Tside_sided then goto(31) end if: #This sets the side condition at left boundary. The iside side variable is then increased by 1
if iside side=2 then goto(32) end if: #This sets the side condition at right boundary. The iside side variable iz then increased by 1
if iside side=3 then goto(39) end if:

3z

v[2] := 1.: #This says that at the first side condition only the 1st derivative appears on lhs and this equals 2 on rhs

vil] := 0.:

vi4] = 2.:

goto(38) :

32:

vi2] = 0.:

v[1l] := 1.: #This says that at the second side condition only the function appears on lhs and this equals zerc on rhs
vi4] :=0.:

38:

iside side := iside side + 1:
L T =

retorn eval (v):

#c:

#c calculate the errors:

40:

printf(" x, g{x) and g(x)-f{x) at selected points"):
printf("\n"):
X = 0.5: #We want to calculate errors at points n + 0.5 forn=10, 1, ..., endpoint - 1

4 coeff approx is an array in ppvalu
icnt:=0:

for jj from 1 to 1 approx do:

for ii from 1 to kpm approx do:
icnk:=icnt+l: i

coef approxl[ii,j]j] :=coef approx[icnt]:
end da: =2

end do:

for i from 1 €0 1% do: #The upper limit here should be twice the interval endpoint mimus 1
solutn := 2%x*exp(-x): #This is the correct solution for ocur problem

errorl := solutn - ppvalu(bbreak approx,coef approxi,l approx, kpm approx x,0):
printf("#20.10e 220.10e #20.10e ",x,solutn,errorl) :printf({™\n"):

X =x+ 0.5

end do:

return eval(v):

end proc:

Having made these alterations to COLENT and DIFEQU, we can now call the COLLOC procedure with
parameters for ocur problem {interval [0, 10], ten polynomial pieces, order 4 for the pelyncmial pieces (cubics),
no passes through WERNOT, and & tolerance of 0.000001 for the termination of the Newton iteration process).

colloc(D.,10.,10,4,0,0.,0.000001) :
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=
=1
L=l
[l

o

I

5: 06, 2
The output provides pp Iepresental
process the coefficients in the 'pp representation' produced by COLLOC. In the following Maple code I use thia representation to plot
a graph of the copverged approximation (which I call vwf below), alongside a graph of the kmown correct solution g for comparison.
#Use pp representation to plot converged pp approximation alongside correct solution

withiplots):

#For the loops below, define the mmber of intervals hers

mmint:=10:

g:=x-> 2%xtexp(-x): ¥This is the correct radial wavefunction

#Put the pp representation catput into a matrix for easy manipulation using the ImportMatrix utility.

#For this to work, the pp representation output table must be put into text file "data.text” in same folder as this worksheet.
withi{Linearklgebra) :

C:=ImportMatrix|"datalll0Gaussiank?. txt" delimiter=" "): #The delimiter must be specified as being a "space' using " "

#The following are the coefficients from the cutput, put into lists for easy manipulation

for i from 1 to numint do:

:;ttcri}:={mq[c[ilkia k=2..5)]:

#¥e nov construct approximating polynomials, adjusting coeffs using {7) on p.70 of de Boor:

for i from 1 to numint do:

cat(vf,i) :=cat(c, i) [L] + cat(c,i)[2]*(x - C[i,1]) + (cat{c,i)[3]/2)%{x - C[i,1])"2 + (cat(c,i)[4]/6}*(x - C[1,1]}*3:
m-

#Combine the polynomial pieces inte single piecewise polynomial function.

for 1 from 1 to numint do:

vi[i] :=piecewise({x>=C[i, 1] and x<=C[i+i,1], cat{vf,i)): §NB: This loop creates artificial discontinnities due to 'otherwise zero' part of
od: §piecewise ond. Remove these when plotting by using discont=true

#Plot the graphs individually and alengside each other.

ploti{g(x) ,x=0..20, title="g" ,color="Blue") ; display(sedq{plot{vf[i], x=0..20, discont=true) i=1..mmint) title="wf");

display (plot{g(x) ,x=0..20 color="Blue"} ,seq{plot (vi[i] ,x=0..20 discont=true} i=1..mmint}),title="g and vi*};
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APPENDIX F

MAPLE CODE FOR WAVE FUNCTIONS

WITH ANGULAR MOMENTUM

The following shows the modifications made to DIFEQU and the post-output
processing code for the experiment with box [0, 50], 30 intervals and six collocation
points within each interval in Section 4.2. Using the notation of Chapter XV of de
Boor, we have m = 2 (two side conditions), k = 6 collocation points per interval,
and k + m = 8 (the order of the approximation is 8 so we will be using heptic
approximations). We will be using 30 equally spaced knots within the interval [0,
50] so there will be 30 polynomial pieces. In the procedure COLPNT (not shown
here), in order to use equally spaced collocation points instead of Gaussian points
within each interval, we will need to replace the Gaussian collocation points in the
section for k = 6 with the six equally spaced points -5/7, -3/7, -1/7, 1/7, 3/7 and
5/7 in the interval [-1, 1]. These will then transform into six equally spaced

collocation points within each interval.
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difequ:=proec(mode: integer, xx,v_tmp)
local i, Jmax,ncoef npiece,’
epl,ep? errorl, solutn unktransfd, b

un,x,v,ii,jj,icnt, coef approxl: #Add untransfd to list of local variables

global bbreak approx,coef approx,l approx kpm approx,
m side iside side xside side \
itermx other k other,rho other,\

eps difequ,factor difequ,sZovep difequ:

vi=y tmp:

npiece:=100: kmax:=20: ncoef:=rpiecetkmax:

# integer mode, i,iside,ibermx k bmax kpm, 1 m,ncoef npiece:

# parameter (npiece:=100, kmax:=20, ncoef:=npiecekmax):

# real v[kmax],xx, bbreak coef,eps,epl,ep?, errorl, factor,rho,solutn:
# ¥ (Slovep,un, X, xside:

# common/approx/ boreak[npiece] ,ceef[nceef] 1 kpm:

# commen/side/ m, iside,xside[10]:

# common/fother/ itermx k,rho[kmax-1]:

# save eps,factor,s2ovep:

#c from * a practical guide to splines * by c. de boor

#calls ppvalu{interv):

#c tobecalledby colloc, putit:

#c information about the differential equation is dispensed from here:
fc:

fotskddd joppu t ddkdaE:
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#c mode an integer indicating the task to be performed.:

#C =1 initializatiom:

#c =2 evaluate de at

#c := 3 sgpecify the mext side condition:
#c := 4 analyze the approximation:

#c xx a point at which information iz wanted:
#c:
gokitkak gu b pu bt wkdkke:
#c v depends on the mode . see comments below:
#c:
#c:
4§c  this sample of difequ is for the example in chapter xv. it is a:
#c nonlinear second order two point boundary walue problem. :
#c:
if mode=1 then goto (10} end if:
if mode=2 then goto(20) end if:
if mode=3 then goto(30) end if:
if mode=4 then goto(40) end if:
#c initialize everything:

#c i.e. set the order m of the dif.equ., the nondecreasing sequence:

£

¢ xside side[i],i:=1,...,m, of points at which side cond.s are given and:

#c anything else necessary.:

10:
o side := 2:
xside side[1] :=0.:
uside side[2] := 50.: #This has been set to 50. to use the endpoint of the interval [0..50]

¢ *ik print out heading:
printf{" carrier,s nonlinear perturb. problem"):

printf {"\n"}:
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eps difequ := 0.125: #We can use this epsilon coefficient to provide the coefficient of 1/8 in the transformed equation

#c  #*¢ zet constants used in formula for solution below,:

ffactor difequ := (sgrt(2.) + sgrt(d.))**d:

£s2ovep difequ := sqrt(2./eps difequ):

§c  *kt initial guess for newton iteration. #5et this as zero function for our problem

1 approx = 1: #This refers to number of polynomial pieces in initial guess. Keep at 1
bbreak approx[1] := 0.: #This refers to the first element of the break sequence for initial guess. Keep at 0
for i from 1 to kpm approx do: #This initialises the coefficients in the pp form of initial guess. kpm iz order of polynomial pieces

coef approx[i] :=D.:

end do:

coef approx[l] := 0. #Gives value of initial guess function at first break point

coef approx(2] := 0.: #I have added this line to give value of 1st derivative of guess function at first break point
coef approx(3] := 0.: #Gives value of Ind derivative of guess function at first break point

itermk other := 10: #5pecifies maximmm number of iterations if convergence not achiewved? Keep at 10

return eval (v):

#c provide value of left side coef approxf.s and right side at xx .:

#c specifically, at xx the dif.egqu. reads:

#c v[e+i]dt*m + vimjdi*(m-1) + ... + v[1]dt:0 = w[me2]:

#c in terms of the quantities w[i],i:=1,...,m+2, to be computed here.:
20:

¥[3] := xxteps difequ: #We have set eps difequ equal to 1/8 above

¥[2] := .23: #This is the coeff of the first order derivative in the transformed equation
4 coeff approx is an array in ppvalu
icnt:=0:

for jj from 1 to 1 approx do:
for ii from 1 to kpm approx do:
icnki=icnt+l:

coef approxl[ii,jj]:=coef approx[icnt]:
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end do:

end do:

un = ppvalu(bbreak approx,coef approxl,l approx kpm approx,xx,0):
v[l] := 0.5 - 0.125%xx - 1.0/{4%xx): §Coefficient of g{x) in the transformed equation
v[4] :=0.: #The transformed equation is a homogeneous

return eval (v):

provide the m gside conditions. these conditions are of the form: #The linearised diff eq is of the general form:

v[ml]dvim + vm]de®(m-1) + ... + w[1]d¥*0 := v[m+2]: fv[3]D 2z (x) + v[2]Dz(x) + v[1l]z(x) = w[4]

in terms of the gquantities w[i],i:=1,...m2, to be specified here.: §At left boundary we want v[2] = 1, w[4] = 2/=qrt(6), all else zero

note that vm+l] := 0 for customary side conditioms.: #AL right boundary we want w[1] = 1, all else zero

30:

v[m side+l] := D.:
if iside side=1 then goto(31) end if: #This sets the side condition at left boundary. The iside side variable is then increased by 1
if iside side=2 then goto(32) end if: #This sets the side conditicn at right boundary. The iside side variable is then increased by 1

if iside side=3 then goto(39) end if:

FLL

v[2] := 1. #This says that at the first side condition only the 1st derivative appears cn lhs and this equals 2/sgrt(6)} cn rhs

£

38:

=L H

¥[i] = 0.:

w[4] = .BLE4965809:
goto(38):

¥[2] = 0.:

w[l] :=1.: #This says that at the second side condition only the function appears on lhs and this equals zerc on rhs

v[4] = 0.:

igide gside := iside side + 1:

return eval (v):
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#c:
#c calculate the error at selected points:
40:
prinkf (" x, g(x), g(x)-£(x) and untransfd at selected points”): #Add unstransfd to list of printed items
prinkf ("\n"):

x = 0.0:

4 coeff approx is an array in ppvalu
icnt:=0:
for jj from 1 to 1 approx do:
for ii from 1 to kpm approx do:
icnt:=icnt+l:
coef approxl[ii,jj]:=coef approx[icnt]:
end do:

end do:

for i from 1 to 100 de:

solutn := (2/sqrt(6))*(x"2)*exp(-x): #The above approximates (2/sqri(6))*x*exp(-x). Moltiply by x here te get desired correct solution

errorl := solutn - x*ppvalu(bbreak approx,coef approxl,l approx kpam approx,x,0): #Multiply ppvalu by x here to match exact solution above
untransfd := (x/2)*ppvalu(bbreak approx coef approxl,l approx kpm approx,x/2,0): #Produce unstransformed values for plotting
printf("420.10e %#20.10e %20.10e¢ %20.10e ", x,solutn,errorl,untransfd) :printf("\n"): #2dd untransfd values to the printout for plotting
X:i=x+ 0.5

end do:

return eval (v):

end proc:

The output provides the pp representation of the converged heptic approximation. Note that formula (7) on page 70 of de Boor must be used to
process the coefficients in the 'pp representation’ produced by COLLOC. In the following Maple code I use this representation to plet a graph

of the converged approximation (which I call vf below), alongside a graph of the known correct solution g for comparisen. I then use the x column
and the untransfd column from the "x, g(x), g(x)-f(x) and untransfd at selected points" part of the output to plet the original (untransfcrmed)
versions of the exact solution and the approximation.
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§Uze pp representation to plot converged pp approximation alongside correct soluticn

with(plots):

§For the loops below, define the mumber of intervals here

numink:=30:

g:=x->[2/sqrt.{6) ) & [x*2) texp(-x) : FThis is the exact solution (transformed)

§Put the pp representation output into a matrix for easy manipnlation using the ImportMatrix utility.

§For this to work, the pp representation cutput table must be put into text file "daka.text™ in same folder as this worksheet.
with(LinearAlgebra) :

C:=TmportMatrixz("datadli0Gaussianks.txt" delimiter=" "): §The delimiter must be specified as being a 'space’ using " "
$#The following are the coefficients from the output, put into lists for easy mamipulation

for i from 1 to mumint do:

cat(c,i) :=[seq{C[i k], k=2..9)]):

od:

e now construct approximating polynomials, adjusting coeffs using (7) on p.70 of de Boor:

for i from 1 to mmint do:

cat(vf,i) :=cat(c, i) [1] + catlc,i) [2]#(x - C[i,1]) + (cat{c,i) [31/2)*(x - C[1,1])*2 + (cat{c,i}[&]/6)¥(x - C[1i,11)*3 + [cat(c,i) [5]/28)%(x - C[i,1])*d +
{cat(c,i) [6]/120) % (x - C[1,1])*5 + (cat(c,i) [71/720)*(x - C[1,1])*6 + (cat(c,i)[8]/5040)#(x - C[i,1])*T:

od:

§Combine the polyncmial pieces into single piecewise polymomial function.

for i from 1 to numint do:

vwE[i] :=piecewise{x>=C[1,1] and x<=C[i+1,1], cat(vf,i)): #NB: This loop creates artificial discontimmities due to "otherwise zero' part of piecevise cmd
od: §Remove these when plotting by using discont=true or discont=[usefdiscont]

#Plot the graphs individually and alongside each other. NB: need to multiply vE[i] by x to get values matching exact solution

plot(g(x) ,x=0..60,title="g" color="Blue") ; display(seqg{plot{xivi[i], x=0..60 discont=true),i=1..mmint)  title="vi"}:

display(plokt{a(x) ,x=0..60,color="Blue") ,seq(plot(xvf[i] ,x=0. .60, discont=tree) i=1..mmint) title="g and vE");
*______.__________________.________.__.____.__.___________.__________________.__.__._____________.__.__________.__.._________..____.____..__.__-____._
$How we plot the untransformed wvalues to match the original {untransformed) exact solution

gi=x->(2/sqrt{6) ) * {{x/2) *2) *exp(-x/2): #This is the original exact solution (untransformed)

§Put the "x, gix), g(x)-f(x) and untransfd at selected points® cutput into a matrix for easy manipulation using the ImportMatrix utility.

§For this to work, the output table mmst be put into text file "data.text" in same folder as this worksheet.
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with(Linearklgebra) :

Ci=ImportMatrix("UntransformedGaussian, txt" delimiter=" "): #The delimiter must be specified as being a 'space' using " "

§The following produces plots from the x column and the unstransfd colwmn in the matrix

§Create coordinate lists for plotting the functions g (unstransformed exact solution) and vi {(untransformed approx)
geoords =[seq([C[k,1],9(C[k,1]1)],k=1..100)]:
vicoords:=[seq([C[k,1],C[k, 4]1],k=1..100)]:

§Finally plot the functions g (unstransformed exact solution), vf (untransformed approx)and the two superimposed

plot [gooords, title="g" ,color="blue") ; plot(vfcoords,title="vi"); plot([gooords,vfcoords] ,title="g and wi"};
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APPENDIX G

MAPLE CODE FOR NONLINEAR

SCHRODINGER EQUATION

The following shows the modifications made to DIFEQU and the post-output
processing code for the experiment with € = 0.1, box [0, 1], 20 intervals and six
collocation points within each interval in Section 5.1. Using the notation of
Chapter XV of de Boor, we have m = 2 (two side conditions), k = 6 collocation
points per interval, and k + m = 8 (the order of the approximation is 8 so we will
be using heptic approximations). We will be using 20 equally spaced knots within
the interval [0, 1] so there will be 20 polynomial pieces. In the procedure COLPNT
(not shown here), in order to use equally spaced collocation points instead of
Gaussian points within each interval, we will need to replace the Gaussian
collocation points in the section for k = 6 with the six equally spaced points -5/7,
-3/7,-1/7,1/7,3/7 and 5/7 in the interval [-1, 1]. These will then transform into

six equally spaced collocation points within each interval.
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difequ:=proc{mode: :integer xx,v tmp)
local i, kmax,ncoef,npiece,\
epl,ep?, errorl, solutn,’,

un,x,v,ii,jj, icnt,coef approxl:

global kbreak approx,coef approx,l approx kpm approx,’
m side,iside side,xside side,\
itermx other k other,rho other,\

eps difequ, factor difequ,sZovep difequ:

vi=y tmp:

npiece:=100: kmax:=20: ncoef:=npiecetkmax:

# integer mode, i iside,itermx k, Jmax, kpm 1 m ncoef npiece:

¥ parameter (nplece:=100, kmax:=20, ncoef:=npiecetkmax):

¥ real w[kmax] xx, bbreak,coef,eps,epl,ep2,errorl, factor, rhe, sclutn:
# * (S2ovep, un,x xside:

# common/approx/ bbreak [npiece] ,coef[ncoef] 1, kpm:

¥ common,/side/ m,iside, xside[10]:

# common/other/ itermx k, rho[kmax-1]:

# save eps,factor, s2ovep:

#c from * a practical guide to splines ¥ by c. de boor

#calls ppvalu({interv):

#c tobecalledby celloc, putit:

#c information about the differential equation is dispensed from here:
#c:

Sokikiak ioppu b dEkEee

#c mode an integer indicating the task to be performed.:
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#c :=1 initialization:

#c =2 evaluate de at ux:

#c =3 gspecify the next side condition:
#c := 4 analyze the approximation:

#c xx a point at which information is wanted:
f.iH
gobkikit pu b pu bt EEkEEE
#c v depends on the mode . see comments below:
#c:
#c:
#c  this sample of difequ is for the example in chapter xv. it is a:
#c nonlinear second order two point boundary walue problem. :
#c:
if mode=1 then goto(l0) end if:
if mode=2 then goto(20) end if:
if mode=3 then goto(30) end if:
if mode=4 then goto(40) end if:
#c initialize everything:
#c i.e. set the crder m of the dif.equ., the nondecreasing sequence:
#c xside side[i],i:=l,...,m, of points at which side cond.s are given and:

#c anything else necessary.:

10:
m side = 2:
xside side[1] :=0.:
xside side[2] :=1.: #This has been set to 1. to use the endpoint of the interval [0..1]

#c % print cut heading:
printf{" carrier,s nonlirear perturb. problem"):

printf{"\n"):

eps difequ := .1: §This is the epsilon coefficient in the cubic Schrodinger equation
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#c %% initial guess for newton iteration. #Set this as un(x) := 0 for our problem

1 approx := 1: #This refers to number of polynomial pieces in initial guess. Keep at 1
bbreak approx[l] := 0.: #This refers to the first element of the break sequence for initial guess. Keep at 0
for i from 1 to kpm approx do: #This initialises the coefficients in the pp form of initial guess.
coef approx[i] := 0.:
end do:

coef approx[1] :=0.: #Gives value of initial guess function at first break point

coef approx[2] := 0.: #I have added this line to give value of 1st derivative of guess function at 1st break point

coef approx[3] :=0.: #Gives value of Ind derivative of guess function at first break point
itermx other := 50: #5pecifies maximm mmber of iterations if convergence not achieved? Raise to 50 from 10

return eval (v):

#c provide value of left side coef approxf.s and right side at xx .:
#c specifically, at xx the dif.equ. reads:
#c v[m+l]déém + v[m]d*2(m-1) + ... + v[1]d**0 := wm+2]:
#c in terms of the quantities w[i],i:=1,...,m2, to be computed here.:
20:
v[3] := 0.5%ps difequ**2: §We have set eps difequ equal to .1 above

v[2] :

0.: #This is the coeff of the first order derivative in diff equation. Set to 0. for our problem

# coeff approx is an array in ppvalu
icnt:=0:
for jj from 1 to 1 approx do:
for ii from 1 to kpm approx do:
icnti=icnt+l:
coef approxl[ii, jj]:=coef approx[icnt]:
end do:

end do:

un := ppvalu (bbreak approx,coef approxl,l approx kpm approx,xx.0):
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¥[1] = 3*tun*2 - 0.5: #Coeff of g(x) in linearized egn
v[4] = 2tun*3: #This is rhs in linearized eqn

return eval (v):

fc provide the m side conditions. these conditions are of the form: #The linearised diff eq is of the general form:
ic vimel]deém + vm]ded(m-1) + ... + w[1]dw*0 := wm+2]: gv[3]p*2z(x) + v[2]Dz(x) + v[llz(x) = w[4]
#c in terms of the quantities wv[i],i:=1,...,m2, to be specified here.: §At left boundary we want v[1] =1, w[4] =1, all else zero
#c note that v[m+l] := 0 for customary side conditions.: #AL right boundary we want w[1] = 1, all else zero
30:
v[m side+l] := D.:
if iside side=1 then goto(3l) end if: #This sets side condition at left boundary, then raises iside side variable by 1
if iside side=2 then goto(32) end if: #This sets side condition at right boundary, then raises iside side variable by 1
if iside side=3 then goto(39) end if:

31

n
=

v[z]

¥[1l] = 1.: #This says that at the first side conditicn only the function appears on lhs and this equals 1. or rhs

vi4] = 1.:

goto(38):
32

v[2] = 0.:

¥[1l] :=1.: #This says that at the secend side condition only the function appears on lhs and this equals zerc on rhs

vi4] ¢

38:
iside side := iside side + 1:
39:
return eval (v):
L =H
fc calculate the error at selected points:
40:

printf({" x, g(x) and gI(x)-f{x} at selected points"}):
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printf ("\n"):

x := 0.05:

# coeff approx is an array in ppvalu
icnt:=0:
for jj from 1 to 1 approx do:
for ii from 1 to kpm approx do:
icnt:=icnt+l:
coef approxl[ii,j)]:=coef approx[icnt]:
end do:

end do:

for i from 1 to 15 do:
solutn := 1./cosh(x/eps difequ): #This is the correct solution for our problem
errorl := solutn - ppvalu(bbreak approx coef approxl,l approx kpm approx,x,0):
printf{"820.10e %20.10e %20.10e ", x,solutn,errorl):printf("\n"):
x i=x + 0.03:

end do:

return eval (v):

end proc:

Having made the alterations to DIFEQU and COLPNT in the Main Procedures section, we can now call the COLLOC procedurs

with the required paramsters for our problem (interval [0, 1], twenty polynomial pieces since

0, order & for the
polynomial pieces (heptics), no passes through WEWNOT, and a tolsrance of 0.000001 for the termination of the Newton

iteration procesa).
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colloc(0.,1.,20,8,0,0.,0.000001):

approximation from a space of splines of order 8 on 20 intervals of dimension 122. brea

kpoints -

5.00000000D0e-02 1.0000000000e-01 1.5000000000e-01 2.0000000000e-D1 2.5000000000e-01 3.0000000000e-01

3.5000000000e-01 4,0000000000e-01 4.5000000000e-01 5.0000000000e-01 5.5000000000e-01 6.0000000000e-01

6.5000000000e-01 7.00000000002-01 7.5000000000e-01 8.0000000000-01 B.5000000000e-01 9.0000000000e-01

9.5000000000e-01

after 14 of 20 allowed iterations,

the pp representation of the approximation is
0.000 1.00000e+D0 -1.5819%e-03 -1.00001e+02 1.66656e+00 4.96242e+04 1.01544e+05 -7.97164e+07  2.20804e+D9
0.050 B,86754e-D1 -4.09895e+00 -5.07803e+01 1.52308e+03 1.37521e+03 -1.242%4e+06  3.96478e+07 -4,37133e+08
0.1000 6.47976e-01 -4.93538e+00 1.03837e+01 7.50102e+02 -2.06385e+04 1.79117e+05  8.14982e+06 -3.06574e+08
0.150 4.25035e-01 -3.84732e+00 2.71465e+01  3.2323%e+01 -7.7%153e+03 2.31618e+D5 -4.36772e+06  4.25405e+07
D.200 2.65762e-01 -2.56205e+00 2.28221e+01 -1.47645e+02 -7.72988e+02  6.63538e+D4 -1.91T01e+D6  3.10928e+07
0.250 1,63046e-01 -1.650864e+00 1.54377e+01 -1.35212e+02 7.93672e+02 7.63661e+03 -4.43294e+05 8.63912e:06
0.300 9,93122e-02 -9.88214e-01 9.73532e+00 -9.29754e+01l  8.001%6e+02 -4.29908e+D3 -4.79421e+04 1.66751le:l6
0.350 6.03301e-02 -6.02205e-01  5.98909e+00 -5.89057e+01  5.59698e+02 -4.74486e+03 2.55209e+04  9.93162e+04
0.400 3.66130e-02 -3.6088%e-01  3.65148e+00 -3.62947e+0l  3.56357e+02 -3.36966e+03 2.82869e+04 -1.58004e+03
D.450 2,22114e-02 -2.22066e-01  2.21895e+00 -2.21410e+01 2.19931e+02 -2.15514e+03 2.01165e+04 -1.4B378e+05
0.5300 1,34725%e-02 -1.34725e-01  1.34676e+00 -1.3457%e+01 1.34237e+02 -1.33166e+03 1.28114e+04 -9.92453e:+04
0.5350 8.17110e-03 -8.17285e-02 §.17001e-01 -8.1695%e+00 8.16022e+01 -8.13448e+02 7.93736e+03 -6.39540e+04
D.600 4.95503e-03 -4.9582%e-02 4.95478e-01 -4.95757e+00 4.95261e+01 -4.94771e+D2  4.85050e+03 -3.94910c+04
D.650  3.00365e-03 -3.00912e-02 3.00360e-01 -3.008%9e+00  3.00303e+01 -3.00440e+02 2.93981e+03 -2,38565e+04
0. 700 1,81895e-03 -1.8279%e-02 1.818%e-01 -1.8279%e+00 1.81877e+01 -1.82545e+D2 1.78085e+03 -1.45604c+04
0.750 1.059854e-03 -1.11344e-02 1.09854e-01 -1.11344e+00 1.09655e+01 -1.11291e+D2 1.0814B8e+03 -9.05168e+03
0.800 6.58533e-04 -6.83105e-03 6.58532e-02 -6.83103e-01  6.58522e+00 -6.82432e+01  6.44668e+02 -5.4186%9e+03
0.850 3,8661%e-04 -4.2712%=-03 3.86615e-02 -4.27130e-01  3.86620e+00 -4.26872e+D1  3.79637Te+02 -3,48752e+03
0.900 2.13382e-04 -2.8017%=-03  2.13382e-02 -2.8017%e-01 2.13378e+00 -2.79962e+D1  2.091962+02 -2.37211e+03
0.950  9.46158e-03 -2.04744e-03 9.46158e-03 -2.04744e-01  9.46130e-01 -2.04641e+01  9.26489e+01 -1.87207e+03
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X, g(x) and g(x)-f(x)} at selected points

3.0000000000e-02 B.B681868410e-01

-3

4537300000e-05

1.0000000000e-01 6. 4805427360e-01

. B089200000e-05

[y

.30000000002-01 4.2509603500e-01

o

.0830200000e-05

=

.0000000080e-01 2.65802228080e-01

.

. 0569500000e~05

=)

.3000000000e-01 1.6307123150e-01

ma

.5505300000e-05

(7]

.000D0000000e-01 5.9327927380e-02

[

AT20530000e-05

[}

. 3000000000e-01 6.0339744120e-02

[}

. 6664B00000e-06

The output provides the pp representation of the converged heptic approximation. Note that formmla (7) om page 70

of de Boor must be uwsed to process the coefficients in the "pp representation' produced by COLLOC. In the following Maple
code T use this representation to plot a graph of the converged approximation (which T call wf below), alongside s graph
of the known correct solution g for comparison.

#Use pp representaticn to plot converged pp appreximation alongside correct solution

with(plots):

#For the loops below, define the number of intervals here

numint:=20:

g:=x->1.fcosh{x/.1): #This is the correct radial wavefuncticn

#Put the pp representation output inte a matrix for easy manipulation using the ImportMatrix utility.

#For this to work, the pp representation cutput table must be put into text file “"data.text" in same folder as this worksheet.
with(Linearhlgebra) :

C:=ImportMatrix("datallGaussianks. txt” delimiter=" "): #The delimiter must be specified as being a 'space' using " "

#The following are the coefficients from the cutput, put into lists for easy manipulation

for i from 1 to numint do:

cat(c,i) :=[seq(C[i k], k=2..9)]:

od:

#We now construct approximating polynomials, adjusting coeffs using (7) on p.70 of de Boor:

for i from 1 to numint do:

cat(vf,i) :=cat(c,i) [1] + catic,i) [2]*(x - C[i,1]] + (cat(c,i)[3]/2)*(x - C[i,1]}"*2 + (cat{c,i)[4]/6)*(x - C[i,1]}"3
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+ (cat(c,i) [5]/24)*(x - C[i,1]}*4 + ({cat(c,i)[6]/120)%(x - C[i,1])*5 + (cat{c,i)[T]/720)*(x - C[i,1])"6

+ (cat{c,i) [B]/5040) % (x - C[i,1])*T:

od:

#Combine the polynomial pieces into single piecewise polynomial function.

for i from 1 to numint do:

vi[i):=piecewise (x>=C[i 1] and x<=C[i+1,1], cat{vf,i}): #HB: This loop creates artificial discontimuities due to 'otherwise zero' part
od: fRemove these when plotting by using discont=true or discont=[usefdiscont]
#Plot the graphs individually and alengside each other,

plot{g(x) ,x=0..0.8, title="g" ,color="Blue") ; display (seq(plot(vf[i],x=0..0.8, discont=true), i=1..mmint) ,title="vE")

display {plot (g{x) ,x=0..0.8,color="Blue"} ,seq(plot (vf[i] ,x=0..0.8 discont=true) ,i=1..numint) title="g and vf").
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