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RESONANCES AS A COMPUTATIONAL TOOL

FREDERIC ROUSSET AND KATHARINA SCHRATZ

ABSTRACT. A large toolbox of numerical schemes for dispersive equations has been established,
based on different discretization techniques such as discretizing the variation-of-constants formula
(e.g., exponential integrators) or splitting the full equation into a series of simpler subproblems
(e.g., splitting methods). In many situations these classical schemes allow a precise and efficient
approximation. This, however, drastically changes whenever non-smooth phenomena enter the scene
such as for problems at low regularity and high oscillations. Classical schemes fail to capture the
oscillatory nature of the solution, and this may lead to severe instabilities and loss of convergence.
In this article we review a new class of resonance-based schemes. The key idea in the construction
of the new schemes is to tackle and deeply embed the underlying nonlinear structure of resonances
into the numerical discretization. As in the continuous case, these terms are central to structure
preservation and offer the new schemes strong properties at low regularity.

1. INTRODUCTION

Nonlinear dispersive equations, e.g., the nonlinear Schrodinger, Korteweg—de Vries, wave map
equation, etc., have gained a lot of attention in the last decades. Their smooth solutions are nowa-
days well understood at the theoretical as well as computational level. While huge progress could
also be made in their theoretical analysis for rough data, non-smooth solutions remain in large parts
a mystery computationally. Unlike in parabolic problems we do not have strong smoothing effects.
This leads to many interesting phenomena such as blow-up, growth of Sobolev norms, quantisation
effects, turbulence, etc., which are, however extremely challenging to model numerically. As soon
as roughness comes into play most classical numerical schemes break-down, and little is known on
how to overcome this.

This survey article intends to review recent developments in so-called resonance based schemes
which try to build a bridge between smooth and non-smooth numerics for dispersive equations.
A first attempt of so-called resonance-based schemes (see for instance [1, 2, 7, 3, 14, 16, 17, 36,
54, 56, 57, 58, 62]), was profoundly inspired by theoretical analysis of dispersive equations at low
regularity (Bourgain [13], Tao [63]) and rough path theory (Gubinelli [31]) and provides a powerful
tool which in many situations allows for approximations in a much more general setting (i.e., for
rougher data) than classical schemes (e.g., Splitting methods), see also the recent important works
[6, 18, 50, 51, 64, 65, 66].

The central aim of this survey article is to present in detail the main idea behind the novel tech-
nique on the basic test example of cubic, periodic Schrédinger equation (Section 2), provide various
examples of dispersive equations and beyond (Section 3), explain the difficulties in establishing
low-regularity error estimates (Section 4), and outline open problems in this direction (Section 5).

2. THE MAIN IDEA

To explain the key idea behind resonances as a computational tool we first have to understand
why classical schemes (e.g., splitting methods and exponential integrators) in general fail to ap-
proximate rough dynamics in dispersive equations. For this purpose let us consider as a simple
model problem the one-dimensional, periodic cubic nonlinear Schrédinger (NLS) equation

iOwu(t, ) = —Au(t,z) + |u(t, z)[>u(t, x) (t,z) eRx T (1)
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with rough initial data
u(0,2) = uo() € H(T), (2)

where we want to choose o > 0 as small as possible (we will see later in Section 4 how far we can
actually push down the Sobolev index o to obtain convergence estimates in L?(T)). Here, H°(T)
denotes the classical Sobolev space on torus T with regularity ¢ > 0.

2.1. Splitting methods. One of the most famous numerical methods to approximate the time
dynamics of linear and nonlinear Schrédinger equations such as (1) are splitting methods (see, e.g.,
(8,25, 27, 28, 32, 37, 38, 37, 52, 47, 44]). The main idea lies in splitting the full equation into a series
of simpler subproblems. One then solves these subproblems (either exactly or with a numerical
scheme) and composes the sub-flows to obtain an approximation to the flow of the original — full —
equation. Looking at the Schrodinger equation (1) we face two main challenges numerically: The
differential operator —A and the non-linearity |u|?u. Instead of solving the full problem (1) the
idea of splitting for NLS is to consider its kinetic (T) and nonlinear part (V) separetely, i.e.,

(T)  idwur = —Aur and (V) idwuy = [uy|*uy. (3)

The main advantage lies in the fact that both subproblems can be solved exactly in time: (T) in
Fourier space (in case of a spatial discretisation, with a Fourier pseudo spectral method) and (V)
as the modulus |uy|? is conserved, see for instance [25, 52] for details. A simple composition of the
kinetic and nonlinear sub-flow leads at first-order to the so-called Lie splitting method which at
time t, = n7 (7 denoting the time step size) takes the form
n‘2 n

nt+l _ em—A 6—27—|u

N~ — (4)
(T) V)

u

The local error of Lie splitting (4) is driven by the Lie commutator [T, V](u) which reads

1

2
see [52, Section 4.2]. Due to the appearance of Au in the local error, the boundedness of at least
two additional derivatives of the exact solution is required. Higher-order splitting methods require
more regularity as they introduce a local error with nested commutators. In case of second-order
Strang splitting the error is for instance driven by the double commutator [T, [T, V]] involving the
term AAw. This requires the boundedness of four additional derivatives. For a precise convergence
analysis we refer to [52].

[T, V](u) = (Vu- V) u+ (Vui) - Vu+ (uVa) - Vu + (vAu) u, (5)

2.2. Exponential integrators. Another well-known method to solve Schrodinger-type equations
are exponential integrators (see, e.g., [20, 32, 34, 35] and the references therein). The main idea
lies in discretising Duhamel’s formula which for cubic NLS (1) takes the form

u(t) = e u(0) — ieitA/ e~isA (Ju(s)Pu(s)) ds. (6)
0

At time t,,41 = t, + 7 we find (considering Duhamels formula on the time interval [0, 7] with initial
value u(t,)) that

U(tns1) = e Pulty,) — iel™ /T e (Jultn + s)Pul(ty + s)) ds. (7)
0

Exponential integrator schemes are based on Taylor series expansion of the solution within the
integral. At first order they build on the first-order Taylor series expansion

u(ty, +5) = u(t,) + O(su). (8)
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Plugging the approximation (8) into Duhamel’s formula (7) leads to the first-order exponential
integrator scheme

nHL = A i (iTA) | Pu with @ (z) =

e —1

z

u

(9)

From the Taylor series expansion (8) we easily see that the local error of the first-order exponential
integrator method (9) is driven by the time derivative u’, where

O') = O(Au) (10)

in sense of derivatives. Hence, as for Lie splitting first-order convergence requires the boundedness
of at least two additional derivatives. Higher-order exponential integrators are based on higher-
order Taylor series expansion of the solution within the integral, i.e., at second-order one takes

u(ty + 8) = u(ty) + su'(t,) + O(s*u”) (11)
and replaces the time derivative u'(t,) by the equation itself u'(t,) = iAu(t,) — ilu(t,)|*u(t,). Due
to the local error scaling

O") = O(AAu)
we see that as for second-order Strang splitting, the second-order exponential integrator method
requires the boundedness of at least four additional derivatives.

2.3. Structure of the solution and classical methods. From local error structure (5) and (10)
we see that both the Lie splitting and exponential integrator method require smooth solutions: At
least the boundedness of two additional derivatives is necessary for their first-order convergence.
Their second-order counterparts require even the boundedness of four additional derivatives, and
in general we have a local error scaling at order v of type

O(r 1 (-A)”) (12)

such that for instance for a method of order four we would require the boundedness of 16 additional
derivatives. A natural question therefore arises: Can we construct numerical schemes which allow
convergence for rougher data than classical methods, i.e., under lower regularity assumptions than
splitting or exponential integrators?

To answer this question we first have to understand the underlying structure of the solution
in a better way. For this purpose we turn back to Duhamel’s formula (6). However, instead of
approximating its solution wu(s) by a classical Taylor series expansion, we look at iterations of
Duhamel’s formula: Using that

u(s) = e u(0) + /OS coodsy

we find
. . t . . 2 . t s
u(t) = e’tAu(O) — ie’m/ e A (‘e’SAu(OH e“Au(O)) ds +/ / ...dsids. (13)
0 0 Jo

If we want to get a rough idea of the dynamics of the solution, we can at first forget about the
higher order iterations, and neglect the double integral fg fos dsids in (13). We then see that the
underlying structure of the solution w(t) is driven by the nonlinear frequency interaction of —A
and +A with leading oscillations

Osc(s, A, u(0)) = e7*A (‘eiSAu(0)|2 eiSAu(O)) . (14)

Numerical schemes stay close to the structure of the solution — even at low regularity — if they
resolve — even for rough data — the leading oscillations (14).
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A closer look, however, shows that splitting methods and exponential integrators in general
neglect the nonlinear frequency interactions in (14): Lie splitting (4) is based on the frequency
approximation

Osc(s, A, u(0) & [u(0)*u(0), (15)
while exponential integrator methods swallow all frequencies within the nonlinearity based on
Osc(s, A, u(0)) ~ ¢4 <|u(0)|2u(0)> . (16)

In case of smooth solutions, for which Aw is well defined in the space of interest (see also error
structure (5) and (10)), linearisation of frequencies such as (15) and (16) in general lead to good
approximations of the exact solution (13). This can be seen by a simple Taylor series expansion of
the oscillations

eS8y = u + O(sAu). (17)

Expansion (17) introduces a small remainder of order s as long as u is sufficiently smooth, i.e., Au
is bounded. For rough solutions, for which

Au

becomes unbounded, approximations such as (15) and (16) in general, however, break down as the
linearisation of frequencies (17) is no longer valid. The latter is not only a theoretical artefact
stemming from error analysis, but also drastically observed in numerical experiments.

The main aim of resonances as a computational tool is to overcome this by stepping away from
linearised frequency interactions (such as (15) and (16)) towards new schemes which deeply embed
the nonlinear frequency interactions of the solution (or at least their dominant parts) into the
numerical discretisation. In general this allows for much rougher data than classical schemes. In
the following we will explain this idea in detail on the concrete example of cubic, periodic NLS (1).
We will then give a more general overview of the new ansatz for a broad class of equations in
Section 3.

2.4. Resonances as a computational tool: The main idea. In case of cubic, periodic NLS (1)
the underlying structure of the solution u is driven be the leading oscillations (14). We aim to find
a good approximation to them, even for rough data. For this purpose we turn to Fourier analysis
as this will allow us to analyse exactly the nonlinear frequency interactions of A and £A in (14):
With 4y denoting the k—th Fourier coefficient in space, i.e.,

u(t,z) = e* iy (t)

keZ
the central oscillations (14) of cubic NLS take the form
Osc(s, A, u(0) = > €™ty (0)iug, (0) g, (0)e™™F e ~ioki fsha gmisks, (18)

k=k1—ka+k3
Hence, we find that cubic NLS (1) is driven by the underlying resonance structure
R(k1, ko, ks) = k* — kf + k3 — k3 (19)
which determines the nonlinear frequency interactions in (18).

The problem of classical methods is that they in general linearise the nonlinear resonance struc-
ture (19) and treat — from a frequency point of view — the nonlinear PDE (1) as if it was a linear
problem. More precisely, Lie splitting (4) approximates R by zero

R(k‘l,kig,kig) ~0 forall ky,ko,ks€Z
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(cf. (15)). Exponential integrator methods (9), on the other hand, swallow the frequencies —k?, k3
and kg within the nonlinearity and approximate the resonance structure R as follows

R(ky, ko, k3) =~ k* for all ki, ko, ks € Z

(cf. (16)). The central idea in resonances as a computational tool is to step away from linearised
frequency approximations towards an improved nonlinear approach: Instead of linearising the res-
onance structure R(ky, ko, k3) we filter out its dominant part, and solve the dominant part exactly,
while only approximating the lower-order parts. The central question is: What is actually the
dominant part in the nonlinear resonance structure (19)? And is there a unique way to define it?

It turns out that there are many ways to define the dominant part with a lot of questions
remaining open so far (see also Section 5). Here we focus on classical resonance-based methods,
which see dominance in terms of derivatives:

Remark 2.1. If we take a closer look at the resonance structure (19) we see that R can be expressed
as follows:
R(ky, ko, k3) = k% — k2 + k3 — k2 = 2k2 — 2(ky + k3)ko + 2k k3. (20)
We observe that the mized terms in (5)
—2k1ko, —2kska, 2kiks
correspond to first-order derivatives, while the quadratic term
2k3

corresponds to a second-order derivative. This can easily be seen in Fourier space: Let us take two
smooth functions v and w

v(x) = Z@ge’h, w(zr) = Z W™,
el meZ
Then we have that
Og¥ - Opw = — Z l- m@gwmei(“m)x while w@%v = — Z 7 @gﬁ)mei(“m)x.
£,mez Lmez
Thanks to Remark 2.1 we see that the dominant part, with the highest order of derivative, in
the nonlinear frequency interactions (5) is the quadratic term
2k3.
Hence, the idea is to treat the second-order term 2/<;% exactly within the numerical discretisation,
and only approximate the lower-order mixed terms
—2k1ko, —2ksko, 2kiks.
This can be achieved by Taylor series expansion
gisk? gmisk? gishf o—iski _ gis(2kF—2(kitka)kz+2kiks) _ o2isk] | O(s[2(ky + ks)ka + 2k1ks] ). (21)

The main advantage of the resonance-based approximation (21) lies in the fact that it introduces
a local error involving only first-order instead of second-order derivatives (cf. (17)), building the
basis of the first-order resonance-based approximation

Osc(s, A, u(0)) = u*(0)e~252%(0) + O (s (Opu) D, (ua)) . (22)

Plugging the approximation (22) into the iteration of Duhamel’s formula (13) yields that
t
u(t) = e*Pu(0) —ie™® [ u?(0)e 2#27(0)ds + O (t* (0xu) Op(um)) + O (£u°) (23)
0
= e"2u(0) — ite™ (u?(0)p1 (—2itA)T(0)) + O (* (Oyu) 0y (um)) + O (t*u°) .
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The resonance-based approximation (23) allows for rougher data than classical approximations (e.g.,
Lie splitting (4) and exponential integrator (9)) which are based on the Taylor-series expansion (17):
Instead of the full Laplacian, the improved remainder term (23) only involves first-order derivatives.

Remark 2.2. The resonance-based approximation of Duhamel’s formula (23) leads to the following
numerical scheme

Wt = TRy — el ((u")zgpl (—2iTA) u_“)

which was originally introduced in [57]. This schemes is of first order, due to an approximation
error at order 7> (cf. (23)). For the error analysis we refer to Section 4.

Remark 2.3. One might now ask what happens if we want to construct numerical schemes which
do not require any additional smoothness in the solution at the time discrete level (for the spa-
tial discretisation some regularity is in general always needed). In theory this would be possible
by resolving all nonlinear frequency interactions (5) exactly within the numerical discretisation.
For certain particular one-dimensional equations this is indeed possible (such as the KdV equation
[36, 51, 66] and periodic, one-dimensional cubic NLS [65]). In general, however, practical imple-
mentation of fully resonance-based schemes in higher dimensions would lead to huge computational
costs as all computations would need to be carried out in Fourier space. The aim of resonances as
a computational tool lies in constructing a new class of schemes which allow for rougher data than
classical methods, but at similar computational costs. Thus, we want to carry out differentation in
Fourier space, and function multiplication in physical space. This allows for fast computations with
the aid of the discrete Fourier transform.

2.5. Resonances as a computational tool: What about higher-order? A next natural
question is whether we can use this idea to achieve higher-order schemes for rougher data than
classical methods require, i.e., reduce the regularity assumptions in the classical error scaling (12).
Two steps are essential:

(I) The iteration of Duhamel’s formula (6) up to higher order, and
(IT) the approximation of leading oscillations (14) up to higher order.

We will address these points in the following two subsections separately. Interestingly, it turns out
that (II) is in fact much harder to accomplish than (I).

2.5.1. Higher-order iteration of Duhamel’s formula. Let us consider the second-order iteration of
Duhamel’s formula (6). To obtain our resonance-based numerical approximation at second order
we take the first-order resonance-based approximation (23) at time ¢t = s

u(s) = *Bu(0) — ise’™ (u2(0)p1 (~2isA)T(0)) + O (% (9,) B, (um)) + O (su”)

and plug it into Duhamel’s formula (6). This leads to the following expansion of the solution
t
u(t) = e*Au(0) — z'e”’A/ e isA (|eZSAu(0)|2e“Au(0)) ds
0
t
— (—20)ieitA / semisA [|eZSAu(0)|2eZSA (u2(0)py (—2isA) (0)) ]ds
0
— (i)ieltd / semisA [(eZSAu(O))26_“A (52(0)901 (—2isA)u(0)) }ds
0

+ O (t38mu) ,

where O (tgﬁwu) denotes a remainder of polynomials in u,u, 0,u and 0,7.
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Remark 2.4. If we want to reach second-order accuracy — so a local error at order > — we have
to sacrifice in terms of reqularity. While classical second-order schemes such as Strang splitting or
second-order exponential integrators introduce a local error at order

O(T3A%u)
(cf. (12)) a resonance-based approach allows us to halve these regularity assumptions with a local
error structure of type
3 Au. (25)
It remains an open question whether these reqularity assumptions can be reduced even further, and
second-order convergence can be reached under the same regqularity assumptions as first-order.

Error structure (25) allows for the loss of two derivatives in the remainder. Hence, we can
expand (24) even further: Using the classical Taylor series expansion e*2 = 14 O(sA) in the
second and third integral in (24) we obtain

u(t) = eitAu(O) — et /Ot e A (]eiSAu(O)]2ei5Au(0)) ds
— 2¢MA /t s[u(0)|? (u?(0)¢1 (—2isA)w(0)) ds
0 (26)
+eitA /0 t su2(0) (EZ(O)Mu(O)) ds
+ O (t*Au),
where O (t?’Au) denotes a remainder in polynomials at most of order Au. Next we calculate that

/ ' sor (_2isA) T(0)ds = / (e 1) m(0)ds = (o) + 0 (P(0)
, —2iA J, 2

/ o (oA u(0)ds = - / T8 1) u(0)ds = Su(0) + 0 (HFu(0))
, 2A J, 2 '

Plugging this into iteration of Duhamel’s formula (26) we obtain

t 2
u(t) = e u(0) — ies /0 e~ (| Au(0)2e™*Au(0)) ds — %]u(O)]A‘u(O) + 0 (*Au) , (27)

where O (t?’Au) denotes a remainder in polynomials at most of order Au (which goes in line with
Remark 2.4).

Remark 2.5. Thanks to the expansion (27) we see that the main difficulty in achieving higher
order resonance-based schemes lies in finding a suitable approrimation of the leading oscillatory
integral (cf. (14))

/ Osc(s, A, u(0))ds = / ¢ (|2 u(0) 22 u(0)) ds. (28)
0 0

2.5.2. Higher-order approximation of the oscillatory integral (28). In Fourier space it holds that
(see also (18) and (5))

Osc(s, A,u(0) = ) € Piug, (0)ig, (0)iig, (0)HHFF2k) (29)
k=k1—ko+ks
with

R(ky, ko, k3) = 2k3 — 2(ky + k3)ko + 2k ks.
7



Thanks to Remark 2.1 we identify 2k3 as the dominant part in the nonlinear resonance structure R
and can thus approximate the mixed terms —2kiko, —2k3ko and 2ki1ks. At first-orderwe could
simply carry out a first-order Taylor series expansion in the lower-order terms cf. (21). To achieve
a higher-order resonance-based approximation the natural idea is thus to apply a higher-order
Taylor-series expansion in the lower order terms, i.e.,

eisR(ktkaks) — 2isk3 _ 95s (_9(ky + ks)ko + 2k1ks) + O <s2 (—2(ky + k3)ks + 2k1k3)2> (30)
and to neglect the terms of order s? involving at most second-order derivatives (which goes in line

with Remark 2.4). The term
218 (—Q(k‘l + k‘3)k‘2 + 2]{71]{73)

is, however, unbounded, and including it in our numerical discretisation would lead to loss of
stability.

To overcome this, we choose a different route: We define the lower-order frequency interactions
as follows

i (3, K ) = P2k b2k

which allows us to explicitly single out the dominant oscillations e2isk3 in (29) thanks to the repre-
sentation

OSC(S, A, U(O)) = Z eikxﬂkl (O)EkQ (O)ﬂkg (O) e2isk§ . 1/110W(S, kl, kg, kg).
k=k1—ka+k3

Next we use a stabilised Taylor-series expansion to approximate the lower-order parts ¥oy: For
0 < s <t we have

Owt,k‘,k‘,k’ - OWO,k‘,k‘,k’
1+87;Z)1( 1, k2, k3) — Yrow( 123)+(9

2isk2 2isk?3
€ ' 271Z)10W(87k17k727k73) =e€ o2 < £

<t2w{gw>) e

where 1] involves at most second order derivatives. Plugging the stabilised Taylor-series expan-
sion (31) into (28) we obtain

/OtOsc(s, A, u(0))ds

t : _ . ow(ts K1y Koy ks) — Yrow (0, k1, ko K
:/ Z M iy, (0) gy (0) g (0)€%H2 <1—i—s¢1 (t b Kz ks) = 1w (0, ko, b 3)>ds

0 t
k=ki1—ko+ks
+ Ot Au)
; =~ Owt,k’,k?,k‘ - OWO,]{?,]{?,]{?
= T i, 0k 0)iny (0t 2itkd) + i) ) S e O B )
k=ki1—ko+ks
+ O(t3Aw).

Now we use that
3 e Ty (0) 0 (2th3) = 0o (—2itA) u(0)
ko

8
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as well as the relation

o e gy (0)n, (0)iny ()0 (E s ko, g)
k=k1—ko+k3
_ Z eikm ﬁkl (0)5]{2 (O)ﬁkg (O)eit(2k§—2(k1 +k3)ka+2k1 ka) e—2itk§
k=k1—ko+k3
_ Z eikmﬁkl (O)Ekz (O)ﬁkg (O)eitk2 e—itk%e—itkge—itkg
k=k1—ko+k3
— e A [(eitAu(O))2 eitAﬂ(O)] )

Hence, we find the following approximation of the oscillatory integral in physical space

/Ot Osc(s, A, u(0))ds

— tu?(0) (cpl (—2itA) — o (—2itA) >u(0) + teitA [(eitAu(O))z 02 (—2itA) eit%(O)] + O(£3Au).
Plugging the latter into (27) yields the second-order resonance-based scheme

untt = Ay — jtel™A [(u")2 <<,01 (—=2iTA) — 2 (—2iTA) >W}
2 (32)
— T [(e”Au”)2 w2 (—2iTA) eiTAﬂ"] — %\u”\‘lu”

which was originally introduced in [14].

Following the above construction we see that (32) introduces a local error at order O (t3Au) in
polynomials at most of order Aw, i.e., with loss of two derivatives at most of order two. This is in
contrast to classical second-order schemes which require at least the boundedness of four derivatives
(see, e.g., [35, 52]).

Remark 2.6. In order to construct higher-order resonance-based schemes with order p > 3 we have
to iterate Duhamel’s formula (6) up to higher order and discretise in a resonance-based way the
appearing iterated integrals up to desired order p. The key challenge lies in controlling the higher
order nonlinear frequency interactions in a structured way. To achieve this decorated trees provide
a powerful tool, see [14] for a high order framework of resonance-based schemes up to arbitrary
order.

3. GENERAL SETTING

In Section 2 we illustrated the main idea of resonances as a computational tool on the example
of periodic, cubic NLS equation. In the construction of the schemes we heavily exploited the
periodic boundary conditions and Fourier series expansion which allowed us to explicitly control
the resonance structure and nonlinear frequency interactions in the equation. However, it leaves
an important question open: Can we develop resonance-based schemes in a broader setting away
from periodic boundary conditions and NLS, i.e., on more general domains, and for a more general
class of equations?

Indeed we can extend the idea of resonances as a computational tool to a large class of nonlinear
evolution equations and in many cases this approach allows convergence for much rougher data
than classical schemes, see for instance [58, 3| for the general setting and [6, 23, 49] for various ex-
amples such as the Navier—Stokes equation, parabolic problems with maximum principle, Neumann
boundary conditions, etc.

We illustrate the main idea on the abstract evolution equation

Opu — Yu = P(u,n) (t,z) e Rx Q (33)
9



with
Y e {AiA} (34)
and Q C R?, initial condition
u/t:O = Uug. (35)
When 99 # () we equip the problem with some appropriate homogeneous boundary conditions. We
furthermore assume a polynomial nonlinearity
P(u,u) = u‘a™. (36)

Remark 3.1. To present the main idea as clearly as possible we give only formal calculations and
focus on the simple case (33). For the much more general setting

ou — Lu = f(u,a) (t,z) e Rx Q (37)

and rigorous analysis we refer to [58|, which allows a unified framework for parabolic, dispersive as
well as mized equations, covering many examples such as

e Nonlinear heat equations

ou — Au = f(u,w), ide, L=A A=0

e Nonlinear Schrédinger equations
i0pu + Au = £|u|*"u, m €N de., L=iA, A=—-2A, f(u,7)=Fiu"" T

o Complex Ginzburg Landau equations

o — alAu = yu(l — |u)?), a, v € C, Re a > 0,

i.e., L=aA, A= =2iImaA, f(u, 1) =~yu(l —uu)
e Half wave equation

i+ |V|u = £ul*u, e, L=iV|, flu,7)=+u’T

e Klein—Gordon and wave-type equations

O — Au + mPu = f(u).
We could also add potentials, see, e.g., [3].

To derive the new class of resonance-based schemes for (33) we again look at its iteration of
Duhamel’s formula

t - S
u(t) = eug + / =¥ p (e@uo,e@m> de + / / . .d&de (38)
0 0 Jo
with (now abstract) leading oscillations
Osc(t, &, 2, v,70) = =% p <e§2v, egiﬁ) . (39)

Remark 3.2. Unlike for dispersive equations such as the nonlinear Schridinger equation discussed
in Section 2, in the general setting of (33) we can not split the oscillatory phase e from the
oscillations Osc, as e~ might not be well-defined. Hence, to also allow for parabolic type problems
(i.e., ©. = A) we keep the full term =8> in (39)

Thanks to definition (39) the solution u(t) defined in (38) can be expressed as follows
¢
u(t) = e ug + / Osc(t, &, 3, ug, o)d€ + O(t2), (40)
0
where the remainder O(t?) corresponds to the iterated integral f(f fos d&1d€ and requires no loss

of derivatives. In contrast to the periodic case, where we can use Fourier series expansion to
10



explicitly calculate the nonlinear frequency interactions in Osc(t,&, 3, up, Wo) we here have to take
a more general approach to deal with the abstract oscillations (39): For this purpose we apply the
fundamental theorem of calculus and obtain

< tr€
/Osc(t,é,E,uo,Uo)df:tOSc(t,O,E,v,ﬁ)—l—/ / 0s0sc(t, s, X, v,0)dsd§
0 0 Jo
= te'* P(v,7) +/ / 050sc(t, s, X, v,7)dsd§.
0o Jo

Next we calculate that
0¢Osc(t, €, %, v,7)

— -1, = 0 =\l _ =
= (9% [—E (p (e@% 6526)> + /¢ <652U> (6526>m -NetEu +m (engu) (e@@)m . 26525}
5 > l ) m—1 =\ 5
= e(t=8) [m <e§ v) ((35 ﬁ) (=242t E} + lower order terms,
where the lower order terms in (42) involve only first-order derivatives, whereas deg® = 2 (cf.

(34)).

Remark 3.3. For a general differential operator ¥ of degree p the lower order terms in (42) will
at most be of order ¢ < p—1.

Remark 3.4. We see that for real-valued operators ¥. = ¥ the dominant, i.e., leading error term
(-2 + i)eéiﬁ

n (42) drops. In this case, the classical approzimation
3
/ Osc(t, &, %, ug, ug)dé ~ tOsc(t,0,%, v0)
0

as taken for instance in Lie splitting (4) only involves lower order derivatives. In the general case,
> possibly complex valued, the dominant term

(=% + 5)et>7, (43)

however, requires the same regularity assumptions as the leading operator ¥ in the equation. To
allow for low regularity approximations (requiring less regularity than the full operator ¥) in the
general setting (X possibly complex) the classical approzimation (43) is no longer sufficient: We
have to get rid of the leading error term (=X + %)ef>.

For this purpose we introduce the resonance-based oscillations
Rosc(t,&,r, X, v,0) = =% p (engu, egzer(_EJri)ﬁ) (44)
which satisfy along the diagonal r = £
Rosc(t,&,r =&, %,v,0) = Osc(t, &, X, v,0).

Next, by the fundamental theorem of calculus we compute that

§
Osc(t, &, 3, v,7) = Rosc(t,0,€, 32, v,7) +/ OsRosc(t, s,&,2,v,7)ds, (45)
0

11



where

OsRosc(t, s,£,3,v,7)

_ p(t=9)T {_2 (P (e@% eszeg(—2+i)@>) ) (eszv)e—l (eszes(_EJrf)@)m 55Ty
SV (o8 £ (-345) ) ! s8 E(—5+5) (46)
+m(e v) (e e v> - Ye’e v

= lower order terms only involving differential operators of degree g < deg(X) — 1.

This is the main advantage of the new resonance-based approach (44): Instead of introducing the
full error term (42), the improved remainder (46) only involves lower order differential operators.

Next we plug the resonance-based expansion (45) together with the observation that (cf. (44))

Rosc(t,0,&,%,0,7) = !> P (v, eg(_EJFE)@)

into the iteration of Duhamel’s formula (40) and obtain

t _
u(t) = e™ug —1—/ > p <u0, eg(_2+2)ﬂo> d¢ + t2Rng(2)_1(u),
0

where the remainder R oo (7)1 (u) involves only lower order differential operators of degree deg(X)—
1. Exploiting the polynomial structure of nonlinearity P (see (36)) we furthermore obtain that

’LL(t) = etE’LL(] + tetEP (’LL(], ©1 (t(—E + i))ﬂo) + t2Rng(g)_1(u). (47)
This builds the motivation for the general first-order resonance-based scheme
ut = ey 4 e P (u", o1(r(=2+ i))ﬂ")
which allows convergence in a general setting, including parabolic, dispersive and hyperbolic prob-

lems, for rougher data than classical schemes. For a precise convergence analysis we refer to [58,
Theorem 2.

Remark 3.5. Similarly to the periodic setting of Section 2.5 we can also achieve higher order
approximations in the general setting, by considering higher order Duhamel iterations in (38) and
their corresponding resonance-based discretisation. For a high-order analysis in the general setting
via decorated tree series analysis we refer to [3].

Remark 3.6. Another natural question is to see in how far resonances can be used when random-
ness comes into play. We refer to [1] and [5] for recent progress in this direction.

4. ERROR ANALYSIS: OR HOW FAR CAN WE GO?

In this section we want to know how far we can actually push down the Sobolev index o > 0
when solving dispersive equations such as cubic NLS (cf. (2)) with the fundamental question: can
we prove convergence at the level of well-posedness of the equation? More precisely, if we know
that the solution of the equation exists in some Sobolev space H", ~; > 0 (globally in time or up
to a certain time 7" > 0) can we then also approximate the solution at this level of regularity, i.e.,
establish an error estimate

[u(t) —u"|[zm < 79CT,
where Cp depends only on the H7 norm of the solution u on [0,7] and the exponent ¢ naturally
will depend on v; and v and we wish to choose 5 > v, as close as possible to ;.

This question becomes in particular tough to answer when we indeed want to go below the
critical regularity

0< vy <d/2 (48)
where classical techniques in error analysis based on standard product estimates break down.
12



In order to explain the ideas, we focus on the cubic, periodic NLS (1) in dimension one, though
the techniques we shall introduce can be used to perform error estimates at low regularity of time
discretizations for a large class of dispersive equations with periodic boundary conditions (see for
example [56], [55] and [42] for higher dimensions, [59] for the case of the KAV equation). These
ideas are usefull to analyze not only the resonance based schemes presented in the previous section
but also more classical exponential integrators or splitting schemes. To understand the difficulties
for the error analysis at low regularity, we firsts have to recall the main difficulties that show up
when one tries to prove local well posedness in H®, s < 1/2 at the continuous level. In the whole
space x € R the analysis relies on Strichartz estimates which are valid because of the dispersive
decay properties (see for example the book [63]): one can prove that for the linear Schrodinger
equation

10w+ Opzu = F, 2 € R, uj—g = ug (49)
one gets the estimate

[ull 7 (L3 () Spq lluollrz + ”F”Lfll ®.L% ®)

where (p, ¢) and (p1, q1) are admissible pairs and p/, ¢} are such that p; ' +(p)) ™t =1, ¢; ' +(¢}) ™' =
1. The pair (p, q) is admissible (in dimension one) if p > 2 and 2/p + 1/¢ = 1/2. In particular one
gets that for an L? initial data, the solution u of (49) is in L} LS°. This strong gain of integrability
allows to prove local existence for rough data by a fixed point argument. This estimate strongly
relies on the dispersive estimate: there exists C' > 0 such that for every solution of (49) with F' = 0,
one has

C
[[u()]| o) < t_%HUOHLl(R)a vt > 0.

Up to our knowledge in numerical analysis discrete type Strichartz estimates were first applied to
cubic Schrodinger equations with solutions in H2(RY), d < 3 in [39, 40, 41].

This estimate is not true for periodic boundary conditions and thus the Strichartz estimates do
not hold in such generality. Nevertheless, for periodic boundary conditions, there is still a gain of
integrability which holds locally in time. For example, for the linear Schrodinger equation

i0u+ 0yu=0,r €T, up_g=uo,
we have
lullpaerey S lluollze- (50)
This classical estimate in harmonic analysis goes back to Zygmund. A useful way to encode this
type of properties to analyze nonlinear problems with periodic boundary conditions is to use the

Fourier restriction spaces introduced by Bourgain [13]. For a function u(¢,z) on R x T, @(o, k)
stands for its time-space Fourier transform, i.e.

u(o, k) :/]R 11‘u(t,:v)e_i("lt_ik“"”d:mlt.
X

The inverse transform is given by
u(t,x) = g (t)e™
keZ
with the Fourier coefficients (t) = % Jg (o, k)etdo.
This way, we can define the Bourgain space X** = X*?(RxT) consisting of tempered distribution
with finite norm

lullxso = [[(k)* (o + k%)’ a0, k) || L2
Some well-known basic properties of these spaces are the following (we refer for example to [13],

and the books [46], [63]):
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Lemma 4.1. For n € C°(R), we have that

()% Fllxor Sno I Flls, s €R,bER, f e HY(T), (51)
In@)ullxse Sno llullxse, s€R,beR, (52)

(B ull o Sy T ullxsn, s€ER, -2 <¥/ <b<i 0<T <1, (53)
[n®) [ 9% F(s)ds|| | Sno IFllxenmr, s€R >4, (54)
[l oo m,rre) S lJll s, 0>1/2, s €R. (55)

We actually have the continuous embedding X** C C(R, H®) for b > 1/2 which is a consequence
of the Sobolev embedding in the time variable.

The crucial estimate for the analysis of the cubic equation is the following appropriate general-
ization of (50) in the framework of Bourgain spaces:

Lemma 4.2. There exists a constant C' > 0 such that for every u € XO’%, we have the estimate
[ull La@xry < Cllull o3
Again, we refer to [63] Proposition 2.13 for its proof. Note that, by duality, we also obtain that

<
il o3 Sl 4 g

By combining the two estimates with Holder, this further implies that
vl o g S Tl oz loll o gll o (56)
The well-posedness for (1) at low regularity is proven by looking for a fixed point of the functional
t
F()(8) = n(t)e g — in(®) [ 9% (i (5) 1o(s)?o(s)) ds, (57)
0
where n € [0,1] is a smooth compactly supported function which is equal to 1 on [—1,1] and
supported in [—2,2]. For [t| < § < 1/2, a fixed point of the above functional gives a solution of the
original Cauchy problem, denoted by wu.
By choosing b € (1/2,5/8), we can use the estimates of the two previous Lemma to get that

I1F ()] x00 < Clluoll 2 + C8°v]50s
and if [|v1 ]| yor < R, [Jva]| xo» < R, that
||F(U1) — F(’L)g)HXo,b < 4C5EOR2HU1 - UQHXO,b

where ¢g =5/8 — b > 0.

One can thus use Banach fixed point Theorem in a suitable ball of X%, This gives short time
well posedness for L? initial data. One then get a global solution by using the conservation of the
L? norm. This type of estimates also allows to propagate higher regularity globally in time.

One can then use these ideas to perform error analysis for a large class of time discretizations
by defining time discrete Bourgain spaces.
For a sequence (uy)nez, we define its Fourier transform as

‘FT(u’n)(O-) =T Z Um, eimTU.

meZ
This defines a periodic function on [—7/7,7/7] and we have the inverse Fourier transform formula

1 [7 .
um =5 [ Fr(up)(0)e 77 do.

ikl

14



With these definitions the Parseval identity reads

||un||l72_ = H]:T(UTL)HLQ(—N/T,W/T)’
where the norms are defined by

1 T
lunllfy = 73 lunl®,  IFr (un) 12 sy = / |7 (un) (o) do.

_
nez g

We write L? instead of L?(—n/7,7/7) for short. We stress the fact that this is not the standard
way of normalizing the Fourier series.
We then define in a natural way Sobolev spaces H? of sequences (uy)ncz by

9

L2

lotnllzzy = || (@) 7 ()

with d, (o) = ¢ T_l so that we have equivalent norms

lunll e = (=) un iz,

T

where the operator D, is defined by (D;(uy)), = <M) since by definition of the Fourier
transform "
Fr(Drun)(0) = dr(0) Fr(un)(0).

Note that d; is 27 /7 periodic and that uniformly in 7, we have |d,(0)| ~ |o| for |To| < .
For sequences of functions (uy,(z))nez, we define the Fourier transform wy, (o, k) by

__ _ , e 1 [T iy
fr,:c(un)(O', k) = un(a, k) =T Eezzum(k) elm‘ra7 Um(k) = % /_ﬂ um(az)e ikx da.

Parseval’s identity then reads
[tnll 22 = [lunllizz2, (58)
where
il = [ 3 oo e = Y [ o)
T keZ mez
We then finally define the discrete Bourgain spaces X3 for s € R,b€eR, 7>0by
S | e = (D) (02 (7" 2w |12 2 (59)

lutn [ s = [Jle™™%
T

where (1) = (1+-|?)z.
As in the continuous case, we can relate this definition to a Fourier restriction norm adapted to

the dispersion relation of the underlying scheme:

Lemma 4.3. With the above definition, we have that

(60)

S(do (0 — k)bt (o, k)‘

”Un”XT, e

Note that the weight d, (o — k?) vanishes if 7(c — k?) = 2mm for m € Z. For a localized function

such that k is constrained to |k| < 772 this will behave like in the continuous case with only a
cancellation when o = k2. For larger frequencies, however, there are additional cancellations that
will create some loss in the product estimates at the discrete level.
With this definition, the counterpart of Lemma 4.1 holds at the discrete level.
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Lemma 4.4. For n e C°(R) and 7 € (0, 1], we have that

inTH> S
In(n7)e™ % fll oo Sy | fllas, s €R,DER, fe H, (61)

Hn(nT)uoni,b Sk Huoni,b, seR,bER, u, € vab, (62)

I () el

In addition, for

, 1 1
v Snbtr TVl o0, s ER, -5 < b <b< 5 0<T=Nr<1,N>1 (63)

n

Un(w) = n(nr)r Y M=y, (2),

m=0
we have
HUnHX;s_,b N H’LLnHXﬁ,b—l, seR,b>1/2. (64)

We stress that all given estimates are uniform in 7.

Finally, we have to study the discrete counterpart of Lemma 4.2 which is crucial for the analysis
of nonlinear problems at low regularity.
In the discrete setting, for a sequence (u,) € IP(Z, X), with X normed space we use the norm

1
P
[unllp ) = <TZ H%H%) : (65)

nel
We shall use the Fourier multiplier
Uy f=1lg<wf, feL*T)

which projects on frequencies smaller than K.
Lemma 4.5. For K > T_%, we have

1.1
M rcunllgre S (K72)2 unll o3 (66)

Note that choosing K = 7'_%, we get the same estimate as in the continuous case. This can be
interpreted as a type of CFL condition. If we impose only a weaker condition then the properties
of the wave interactions at the discrete level are different from the ones at the continuous level,

in some sense, the interaction picture of the continuous case is reproduced K 773 times in the
discrete case and we start loosing uniformity. By using a Littlewood-Paley decomposition, this can
be translated into a loss of derivative in the embedding. We can get the following

Corollary 4.6. For K = 7'_%, a > 1, we have
M rcunllre S llunll | ya-1)8
Note that for o < 2 this estimate is still an improvement compared to the Sobolev embedding

H1(T) C L4(T).

To illustrate how this framework can be used to perform energy estimate, we shall study error
estimates for the following filtered splitting scheme

un—i—l _ eirﬁgnT (e—iT|Hrun‘2HTu") , uo = HTU(O) (67)
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where we have set I, = Il with K = 72 for short. In view of the above analysis, the presence
of the filter is crucial to have at our disposal optimal low regularity product estimates. The filtered
Lie splitting (67) can be seen as a classical Lie splitting discretisation of the projected equation

iOur = —02ur + 11 (|u"Thuy ), ur(0) = ILu(0). (68)
For an initial data ug € H®%, and for every T' > 0 by using the PDE estimates, one can first show
that uniformly for 7 € (0, 1], we have for some Cp > 0,
s0
lu = urllLoo(o,r);22) S v — urlxo0 () < Cr72

where X%?(T) is the local version of the Bourgain space. This yields that in order to get an error
estimate, it suffices to study e, = u,, — u-(t,). As above, we then study an extended equation for
the error under the form

n—1
. i(n—k)T ¢ T A
¢ = —irn(ty) Y !y (Tk> (PR (ur(tr)) = Pe(ur(ty) =€) + R, (69)
k=0 !
n—1
R = —in(tn) y_ "% (t4) et 7, ur) (70)
k=0

where Eoc(tk, T,u,) is the local error for the time discretization of u, and we have set

e—iT\H7w|2 -1
Of(w) = I, | .

1T

Note that for 0 < n < Ny, where Ny = L%J with 77 < min(1,7), the solution of (69) is indeed the
error we want to estimate.
The analysis of the local error yields

IRl o0 < Cp7 7.
T

Moreover, by using Lemma 4.4 and Lemma 4.5, we can obtain an estimate under the form
n £0 n ) n2 ni3 20
lle HXS»" < CrTy <||e HXS% + |le HXS’% + |le ||X2%> +Crr2

for some ¢ > 0 for the solution of (69).
This yields the following result

Theorem 4.7. For every T > 0 and ug € H*°, sy > 0, let u € C([0,T], H*®) be the exact solution
of (1) with initial datum uy and denote by u? the sequence defined by the scheme (67). Then, we
have the following error estimate: there exists 1o > 0 and Cr > 0 such that for every step size
T E (0,7’0]

Ju = u(ty)|lpz < Crr?, 0<nr<T. (71)

We refer to [55], [42] for the full proof.
Here we only discuss the temporal error; for fully discrete error estimates, see [43].

5. OPEN QUESTIONS

When it comes to physically motivated equations a key challenge in numerical integration lies in
structure preservation: If the equation has a certain balance law (e.g., energy or mass conservation),
we would like to reproduce this structure as far as possible also at the numerical (discrete) level.
For ODEs an impressive theory could be meanwhile established with a revolutionary step set by
the theory of geometric numerical integration (cf. Hairer et al. [32], Blanes & Casas [12], Engquist
et al. [24], Leimkuhler & Reich [48], Sanz-Serna & Calvo [60]). For PDEs, on the other hand, a
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unified theory is far out of reach and very little is known so far, see, e.g., the groundbreaking and
pioneering works on the analysis of splitting and trigonometric methods for nonlinear Schrédinger
and wave equations over long times [21, 26, 29, 30, 25], scattering [19], long-time error estimates for
small, smooth initial data [10, 8, 9] and energy and mass preserving Crank—Nicolson approximations
for the nonlinear Schrédinger equation [4, 11, 33, 61].

It is a natural, yet in large parts widely open question to ask in how far resonances can be used to
design structure preserving schemes. First we have to note that classical resonance-based schemes
are in general not structure preserving, they are even not symmetric.

Example 5.1 (Loss of symmetry in classical resonance-based schemes). We say that a one-step
method u" ™! = &, (u") is symmetric, if it holds that

o, = oL

Let us for example consider the second order resonance-based scheme (32) for cubic Schrédinger
equation. While the scheme (32) allows us to reduce the regularity assumptions imposed by classical
schemes it destroys symmetry. This can be easily seen by the following observation: The adjoint
method ®~! is implicit, while the scheme (32) itself is explicit. The scheme (32) cannot therefore
be symmetric.

This is also what we observe in simulations: energy and mass are not well preserved over long
time scales. Recently, symmetric resonance-based schemes could be introduced in [2]. Symplectic
first-order resonance-based schemes for periodic, one-dimensional NLS and KdV could be found in
[53]. A general class of symplectic resonance-based schemes (beyond one dimension and two special
cases) which inherit the symplectic structure of the underlying PDE on the other hand remain open.
The main difficulty lies in the open question how to find a symplectic resonance-based discretisation
of the leading oscillation, which are in case of cubic NLS posed on T? for instance driven by

R(k1, ko, ks) = 2ka - —2(kq + k3) - ko + 2k2 - ks, ki, ko, ks € 27
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