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Abstract. The initial-boundary value problem in a bounded domain with moving boundaries and

nonhomogeneous boundary conditions for a higher order nonlinear Schrödinger (HNLS) equation is
considered. Existence and uniqueness of global weak solutions are proved as well as the stability of

the solution. Additionally, a conservative numerical method of finite differences is introduced that also

verifies stability properties with respect to the L2-norm, and along with proving its convergence, some
interesting numerical examples are shown that illustrate the behavior of the solution.
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1. Introduction

In this work we study the existence of the weak solution as well as the asymptotic behaviour, and
numerical approximation of three-order nonlinear Schrödinger equation (HNLS) in a bounded domain
with moving boundary. Indeed, for real τ ≥ 0, let Iτ be time-moving interval: Iτ = {ξ ∈ R : α(τ) < ξ <
β(τ)} and Qτ denote bounded domain with moving boundaries: QT = {(ξ, τ) ∈ R2 : ξ ∈ Iτ , 0 < τ < T}.
In QT we consider the higher order nonlinear Schrödinger equation

ivτ + γvξξ + iχvξξξ = |v|2v in QT ,

v(ξ, 0) = v0(ξ) in I0,

v(α(τ), τ) = v(β(τ), τ) = vξ(α(τ), τ) = vξ(β(τ), τ) = 0,

vξξ(α(τ), τ) = vξξ(β(τ), τ) = vξξξ(α(τ), τ) = vξξξ(β(τ), τ) = 0,

(1.1)

where γ and χ are real positive constants and i2 = −1. Moreover, we assume that there exists α0 and β0

such that

0 < α0 ≤ β(τ)− α(τ) ≤ β0 < +∞, ∀ τ ≥ 0.(1.2)

The lateral boundary Στ of Qτ is given by

Στ =
⋃

0<τ<T

(α(τ)× {τ}) ∪ (β(τ)× {τ}) .(1.3)

The moving boundary and initial value problem (1.1) is motivated by the generalized HNLS Cauchy
problem {

ivt + γvxx + iχvxxx + ϑ|v|2v + iδ|v|2vx + iεv2vx = 0, x, t ∈ R
v(x, 0) = v0(x)

(1.4)

where γ, χ, ϑ, and δ are real numbers with χ ̸= 0. This equation was first proposed Hasegawa et al. [21]
as a model for the propagation of a signal in an optical fiber (see also [26]). The equation given above
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(1.4) can be reduced to other well-known equations. For instance, setting χ = δ = ε = 0 we have the
classical cubic semilinear Schrödinger equation, that is,{

ivt + γvxx + ϑ|v|2v = 0, x, t ∈ R
v(x, 0) = v0(x).

(1.5)

If γ = 1, χ = ϑ = 0 we have the derivative Schrödinger equation, that is,{
ivt + vxx + iδ|v|2vx + iεv2vx = 0, x, t ∈ R
v(x, 0) = v0(x).

(1.6)

This equation (1.6) is encountered in plasma physics (propagation of Alfven and radio waves) [13]. Letting
γ = ϑ = ε = 0 the equation that arises is the Korteweg-de Vries equation, this is,{

vt + χvxx + δ|v|2vx = 0 x, t ∈ R
v(x, 0) = v0(x).

(1.7)

The initial value problem for the equations (1.5), (1.6) and (1.7) has been extensively studied in the
last few years. See, for instance, [4, 5, 8] and references therein. In 1992, Laurey [28] considered the
equation (1.4) and proved local well-posedness of the initial value problem associated for data in Hs(R),
s > 3/4, and global well-posedness in Hs(R), s ≥ 3/4. In 1997, Staffilani [32] for (1.4) established local
well-posedness for data in Hs(R), s ≥ 1/4 improving Laurey’s result. A similar result was given in [9]
with w(t), γ(t) real functions.

Applying the Gauge transform to the HNLS equation on the real line (1.4), the uxx term can be re-
moved, and the equation becomes a modified complex Korteweg-de Vries [1]. In the case of our equation
with moving boundary (1.1), the Gauge transform as a bi-continuous map from Lp([0, T ] : Hs(Qτ ) to

Lp([0, T ] : Hs(Q̃t), allows us to obtain a semilinear Airy equation with a complex nonlinear reaction term
and boundary conditions in another moving boundary domain, which is not necessarily simpler than the
original equation (1.1) (see appendix A). Thus, this one of the motivations to continue this study for the
equations (1.1).

In this paper, we study initial-boundary value problem for the higher order nonlinear problem equa-
tion (1.1) in a bounded domain with moving boundaries and nonhomogeneous boundary conditions.
Following the idea of transforming the moving boundary given by Doronin and Larkin [16] (see also
[6, 34]), we study the HNLS equation in domains with moving boundaries where now the function v is a
complex valued function. In our case, the aim of this work is to establish the well-posedness of the system
with moving boundaries as well as the exponential decay of small solutions in asymptotically cylindrical
domains accompanied by numerical results. The most common way to treat this kind of problems is to
transform the domain with moving boundaries into a cylindrical one. After the transformation of the
domain, we obtain a HNLS equation type with coefficients depending on the space and time variables.
Then, we study the existence, uniqueness and stability for this new problem and we give some numerical
examples. For this, we consider a Crank-Nicolson finite difference scheme based on conservation laws
similar to the one described in [10, 11, 12]. This method is originally inspired by L2 norm-preserving,
stable, and convergent schemes for dispersive equations [15, 31] for the KdV and the KdV–Kawahara
equations. Our method is different from the one presented in [19, 20] where the authors used Fourier
transform for the x-variable. The advantage of our method is that it is better adapted to our nonperiodic
boundary conditions, and to the treatment of the system with variable coefficients in the cylindrical
domain given by the problem with moving boundaries.

Our paper is organized as follows: In Section 2 we transform the moving boundary domain into the
cylindrical one. In Section 3 and 4 we obtain the existence and uniqueness of solutions to the model.
in Section 5 we analyze the solution of (1.1) using suitable multiplier techniques. Finally in Section 6 a
numerical scheme is given.

Throughout this paper C is a generic constant, not necessarily the same at each occasion (it will change
from line to line), which depends in an increasing way on the indicated quantities.
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2. Preliminaries

In this section, some notations will be introduced. Let Ω ⊂ R open and bounded, the Lebesgue space
Lp(Ω), 1 ≤ p ≤ +∞, with norm denoted by ∥ · ∥Lp will be used. Let m be a positive integer, i.e., m ∈ N,
the usual Sobolev spaces Wm,p(Ω) = {u ∈ Lp(Ω) : ∥Dαu∥Lp < +∞, ∀|α| ≤ m}, with norm denoted
by ∥ · ∥Wm,p is considered. When p = 2, it is stablished Hm(Ω) := Wm,2(Ω) denoting the respective
norm by ∥ · ∥Hm . Denote by C0(Ω) the space of continuous functions with compact support in Ω and
C∞

0 (Ω) = C∞(Ω) ∩ C0(Ω) also by H1
0 (Ω) the closed of C∞

0 (Ω) in H1(Ω).
For any interval I of R and any Banach space X with the norm ∥ · ∥X , Lp(I : X) indicates the space of
valued functions in X defined on the interval I that are integrable in the Bochner sense, and its norm
will be denoted by ∥ · ∥Lp(I:X). Denote C(0, T : X) the space of continuous functions form [0, T ] into X
equipped with the uniform convergence norm.

2.1. Moving Boundary Transformation. In this section we will provide the details of the transform
of the system of equations with moving boundary QT into the cylindrical one. For this, we consider the
application

g : QT → Q

(ξ, τ) →
(

ξ−α(τ)
β(τ)−α(τ) , τ

)
= (x, t).

(2.1)

where Q = {x ∈ (0, 1), t ∈ (0, T )}. Note that g ∈ C2 and its inverse g−1 is given by

g−1 : Q → QT

(x, t) → (ξ, τ) = (α(t) + (β(t)− α(t))x, t) ,
(2.2)

and it is also C2. Let p(τ) = 1
β(τ)−α(τ) . Denoting

u(x, t) = v ◦ g−1(x, t) = v(ξ, τ)(2.3)

and taking into account the change of variable (2.1), we have

vτ =
∂u

∂x

∂x

∂τ
+

∂u

∂t

∂t

∂τ
=

∂u

∂x

∂x

∂τ
+

∂u

∂t

= ux

[
− α′(τ)

β(τ)− α(τ)
− (ξ − α(τ))(β′(τ)− α′(τ))

(β(τ)− α(τ))2

]
+ ut

= ux

[
α′(τ)p(τ) +

(ξ − α(τ))

(β(τ)− α(τ))
(lnp(τ))′

]
+ ut

= ux [α
′(τ)p(τ) + x(lnp(τ))′] + ut

where the notation
′′′
= d

dτ . Let L(ξ, τ) = α′(τ)p(τ) + x(lnp(τ))′, then

vτ (ξ, τ) = ux(g(ξ, τ))L(ξ, τ) + ut(g(ξ, τ))(2.4)

for all (ξ, τ) ∈ QT . Similary

vξ(ξ, τ) = ux(g(ξ, τ))p(τ), vξξ(ξ, τ) = uxx(g(ξ, τ))[p(t)]
2

vξξξ(ξ, τ) = uxxx(g(ξ, τ))[p(τ)]
3

for all (ξ, τ) ∈ QT . Hence, into (1.1)1 we have

ut(g(ξ, τ))− iγuxx(g(ξ, τ))[p(τ)]
2 + χ[p(t)]3uxxx(g(ξ, τ)) + L(ξ, τ)ux(g(ξ, τ))

= −i|u(g(ξ, τ))|2u(g(ξ, τ)).(2.5)

How (x, t) = g(ξ, τ) and L(ξ, τ) = −α′(τ)p(τ)+x[lnp(τ)]′ = −α′(t)p(t)+x[lnp(t)]′, we denote L(x, t) =
−α′(t)p(t) + x[lnp(t)]′, then

ut − iγuxx[p(t)]
2 + χ[p(t)]3uxxx + L(x, t)ux + i|u|2u = 0(2.6)

for all (x, t) ∈ Q.
We denote by I(x, t) = iL(x, t), B(t) = [p(t)]3 and C(t) = [p(t)]2, then

iut + iχB(t)uxxx + γC(t)uxx + I(x, t)ux − |u|2u = 0(2.7)
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On the other hand, on the boundary, the variable x becomes

x =
ξ − α(τ)

β(τ)− α(τ)
=

 0, if ξ = α(τ),

1, if ξ = β(τ),
=⇒ 0 < x < 1,(2.8)

that is, ξ = (β(0)− α(0))x+ α(0) then the initial condition is

u(x, 0) = (v ◦ g−1)(x, 0) = u0(α(0) + (β(0)− α(0))x).(2.9)

and the boundary conditions remain homogeneous.

2.2. Main Result. We consider the system of PDE

iut + iχB(t)uxxx + γC(t)uxx + I(x, t)ux − |u|2u = 0(2.10)

(x, t) ∈ Q = (0, 1)× (0, T ) and with initial and boundary conditions

u(x, 0) = u0(x)(2.11)

u(0, t) = ux(0, t) = uxx(0, t) = uxxx(0, t) = 0(2.12)

u(1, t) = ux(1, t) = uxx(1, t) = uxxx(1, t) = 0.(2.13)

Our main result is as follows:

(1) Let u0(x) ∈ H4(0, 1), there is one classic solution of (2.10)-(2.13) (or (1.1)).
(2) There is only one solution of (2.10)-(2.13) (or (1.1)).
(3) If u is solution of (2.10)-(2.13), then

∥u∥2L2(0,1) ≤ Ce−t(2.14)

where C depends only u0.

3. Existence of solutions

In the previous Section we have transformed a domain with moving boundaries into cylindrical one.
Now we will apply the Faedo-Galerkin method in the transformed mixed problem.
For this we study the regularized problem with a spatial basis and we prove the existence of global
solutions for this regularization. This regularization procedure is classical adding a dissipative term of
fourth order for a KdV type equation (see [29]). In our case, we consider a basis and a regularization
very close to the one used in [16, 27]. Let ε > 0. For the unknown functions uε(x, t) we consider the
following regularized problem (hereafter we omit the index ε in calculations):

iut + iχB(t)uxxx + γC(t)uxx + I(x, t)ux + iεB(t)uxxxx − |u|2u = 0(3.1)

with Q =∈ (0, 1)× (0, T ) and initial and boundary conditions

u(x, 0) = u0(x)(3.2)

u(0, t) = ux(0, t) = uxx(0, t) = uxxx(0, t) = 0(3.3)

u(1, t) = ux(1, t) = uxx(1, t) = uxxx(1, t) = 0.(3.4)

We assume that 3χ− 4ε > 0.

Theorem 3.1. Let u0 ∈ H4(0, 1), there is one classic solution of (2.10)-(2.13) (or (1.1)).

Proof. Let {gj(x)}j∈N the Hilbertian base of L2(0, 1) solution of the eigenvalue problem

gj(0) = g′j(0) = g′′j (0) = g′′′j (0) = 0, j ∈ N(3.5)

gj(1) = g′j(1) = εg′′j (1) = g′′′j (1) = 0, j ∈ N.(3.6)

We construct the approximation

uN (x, t) =

N∑
j=1

hN
j (t)gj(x),(3.7)



HIGHER ORDER NONLINEAR SCHRÖDINGER EQUATION IN DOMAINS WITH MOVING BOUNDARIES 5

where hN
j (t)gj(x) is solution for the nonlinear Schrödinger equation

i⟨uN
t , gj⟩+ iχB(t)⟨uN

xxx, gj⟩+ γC(t)⟨uN
xx, gj⟩+ ⟨I(x, t)uN

x , gj⟩
+ iεB(t)⟨uN

xxxx, gj⟩ − ⟨|uN |2uN , gj⟩ = 0(3.8)

for j = 1, . . . , N and subject to initial data

hN
j (0) = ⟨u0, gj⟩ = 0(3.9)

such that ⟨·, ·⟩ ≡ ⟨·, ·⟩[L2(0, 1)]2 . Due to orthonormality of {gj}j∈N, the coupled system (3.8) can be
written in the norm form. Moreover, according to the standard existence theory for ordinary differential
equations, a unique solution exists on some time-interval.

From the nonlinear multipliers we are able to pass to the limits in the linear term of (3.8). The
nonlinear terms need a careful analysis. For that, we will need to use the Lions–Aubin compactness
theorem (see [2, 29]), as we will see in the next subsections.
First estimate. Setting gj = exuN in (3.8) we have

i⟨uN
t ex, uN ⟩+ iχB(t)⟨uN

xxxe
x, uN ⟩+ iεB(t)⟨uN

xxxxe
x, uN ⟩

+ ⟨I(x, t)uN
x ex, uN ⟩+ γC(t)⟨uN

xxe
x, uN ⟩ − ⟨|uN (t)|2uNex, uN ⟩ = 0.

Note that integrating by parts and using (3.2)-(3.4) we have

⟨uN
xxxe

x, uN ⟩ =
∫ 1

0

uN
x exuN dx+

∫ 1

0

uN
x exuN

x dx−
∫ 1

0

uN
xxe

xuN
x dx.

⟨uN
xxxxe

x, uN ⟩ = −
∫ 1

0

uN
x exuN dx−

∫ 1

0

uN
x exuN

x dx+ 2

∫ 1

0

uN
xxe

xuN
x dx

+

∫ 1

0

ex|uN
xx|2 dx.

⟨uN
xxe

x, uN ⟩ =
∫ 1

0

uN
xxe

xuN dx = −
∫ 1

0

uN
x exuN dx−

∫ 1

0

ex|uN
x |2 dx

Therefore, replacing these three expressions in the previous equation we obtain

i

∫ 1

0

exuN
t uNdx+ iχB(t)

∫ 1

0

exuNuN
x dx+ iχB(t)

∫ 1

0

ex|uN
x |2dx

− iχB(t)

∫ 1

0

exuN
x uN

xxdx− γC(t)

∫ 1

0

exuNuN
x dx− γC(t)

∫ 1

0

ex|uN
x |2dx

+

∫ 1

0

I(x, t)exuNuN
x dx− iεB(t)

∫ 1

0

exuNuN
x dx− iεB(t)

∫ 1

0

ex|uN
x |2dx

+ 2iεB(t)

∫ 1

0

exuN
x uN

xxdx+ iεB(t)

∫ 1

0

ex|uN
xx|2dx−

∫ 1

0

ex|uN |4dx

= 0.

Considering then the imaginary part of this expression and applying integration by parts, we deduce

d

dt
⟨ex, |uN |2⟩ − (χ− ε)B(t)⟨ex, |uN |2⟩+B(t)(3χ− 4ε)⟨ex, |uN

x |2⟩+ 2εB(t)⟨ex, |uN
xx|2⟩

= 2γC(t)Im⟨exuN , uN
x ⟩ − 2Im⟨I(x, t)exuN , uN

x ⟩.(3.10)
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We are going to bounded the right side of (3.10)

2γC(t)Im⟨exuN , uN
x ⟩ ≤ C∥exuN∥L2(0, 1)∥uN

x ex∥L2(0, 1) ≤ ε1∥uN
x ex∥2L2(0, 1) ++C(ε1)∥exuN∥2L2(0, 1)

≤ ε1e

∫ 1

0

ex|uN |2 dx+ C(ε1)e

∫ 1

0

ex|uN
x |2 dx.

− 2Im⟨I(x, t)exuN , uN
x ⟩ ≤ 2∥I(x, t)exuN

x ∥L2(0, 1)∥uNex∥L2(0, 1) ≤ ε2∥I(x, t)exuN
x ∥2L2(0, 1)

+ C(ε2)∥uNex∥2L2(0, 1) ≤ ε2 sup
x∈(0,1)

|I(x, t)|2e
∫ 1

0

ex|uN
x |2 dx+ C(ε2)e

∫ 1

0

ex|uN |2 dx

≤ ε3

∫ 1

0

ex|uN
x |2 dx+ C(ε3)

∫ 1

0

ex|uN |2 dx.

Then

d

dt
⟨ex, |uN |2⟩+ (3χ− 4ε− ε1 − ε3) ⟨ex, |uN

x |2⟩+ 2εB(t)⟨ex, |uN
xx|2⟩

≤ (|χ− ε|+ C(ε1)e+ C(ε3))⟨ex, |uN |2⟩.(3.11)

For ε1 and ε3 suitable and integrating over (0, t) with t ≤ T it follows that

d

dt
⟨ex, |uN |2⟩ ≤ ⟨ex, |uN (·, 0)|2⟩+ C

∫ t

0

⟨ex, |uN |2⟩ ds

≤ e∥uN
0 ∥2L2(0, 1) + C

∫ t

0

⟨ex, |uN |2⟩ ds.

By Gronwall inequality we have

∥uN∥2L2(0, 1) ≤ ⟨ex, |uN |2⟩ ≤ C exp(Ct)(3.12)

for all t ∈ (0, T ). Therefore

(uN ) is bounded in L∞(0, T : L2(0, 1)) ↪→ L2(0, T : L2(0, 1))(3.13)

Note that of (3.11) we have

⟨ex, |uN |2⟩+ (3χ− 4ε− ε1 − ε3)

∫ t

0

⟨ex, |uN
x |2⟩ ds+ 2ε

∫ t

0

B(s)⟨ex, |uN
xx|2⟩ ds

≤ e∥u0∥2L2(0, 1) + C ≤ C∥u0∥2L2(0, 1).(3.14)

Therefore

(uN
x ) is bounded in L2(0, T : L2(0, 1))(3.15)

Remark 3.2. (1) If ε = 0, for ε1 and ε3 suitable, we have (3.12)-(3.13) and (3.14)− (3.15), this is
the constant C independent of ε.

(2) Note that of (3.14) we have

(uN
xx) is bounded in L2(0, T : L2(0, 1))

but the estimative depend of ε.
This is a difficulty, we will improve the estimative for uN

xx.

Second estimate. Setting gj = uN
xxxx in (3.8) we have

i⟨uN
t , uN

xxxx⟩+ iχB(t)⟨uN
xxx, u

N
xxxx⟩+ γC(t)⟨uN

xx, u
N
xxxx⟩

+ ⟨I(x, t)uN
x , uN

xxxx⟩+ iεB(t)⟨uN
xxxx, u

N
xxxx⟩ − ⟨|uN |2uN , uN

xxxx⟩ = 0.(3.16)

Then, multiplying by χ we have

iχ⟨uN
t , uN

xxxx⟩+ iχ2B(t)⟨uN
xxx, u

N
xxxx⟩+ γχC(t)⟨uN

xx, u
N
xxxx⟩

+ χ⟨I(x, t)uN
x , uN

xxxx⟩+ iχεB(t)∥uN
xxxx∥2L2(0, 1) − χ⟨|uN |2uN , uN

xxxx⟩ = 0.
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Note that

⟨uN
t , uN

xxxx⟩ =
∫ 1

0

uN
txxu

N
xxdx,

then we obtain

iχ

∫ 1

0

uN
xxtu

N
xxdx+ iχ2B(t)

∫ 1

0

uN
xxxu

N
xxxxdx+ γχC(t)

∫ 1

0

uN
xxu

N
xxxxdx

+ χ

∫ 1

0

I(x, t)uN
x uN

xxxxdx+ iχεB(t)∥uN
xxxx∥2L2(0,1) − χ⟨|uN |2uN , uN

xxxx⟩

= 0.

Applying Conjugate

− iχ

∫ 1

0

uN
xxtu

N
xxdx− iχ2B(t)

∫ 1

0

uN
xxxu

N
xxxxdx+ γχC(t)

∫ 1

0

uN
xxu

N
xxxxdx

+ χ

∫ 1

0

I(x, t)uN
x uN

xxxxdx− iχεB(t)∥uN
xxxx∥2L2(0,1) − χ⟨|uN |2uN , uN

xxxx⟩

= 0.

Subtracting the above equations it follows that

iχ
d

dt
∥uN

xx∥2L2(0, 1) + iχ2B(t)

(∫ 1

0

uN
xxxu

N
xxxxdx+

∫ 1

0

uN
xxxu

N
xxxxdx

)
+ γχC(t)

(∫ 1

0

uN
xxu

N
xxxxdx−

∫ 1

0

uN
xxu

N
xxxxdx

)
+ χ

∫ 1

0

I(x, t)uN
x uN

xxxxdx− χ

∫ 1

0

I(x, t)uN
x uN

xxxxdx

+ 2iχB(t)∥uN
xxxx∥2L2(0,1) − χ(⟨|uN |2uN , uN

xxxx⟩ − ⟨|uN |2uN , uN
xxxx⟩) = 0.

Then

iχ
d

dt
∥uN

xx∥2L2(0, 1) + γχC(t)2iIm

(∫ 1

0

uN
xxu

N
xxxxdx

)
+ 2χiIm

(∫ 1

0

I(x, t)uN
x uN

xxxxdx

)
+ 2iχB(t)∥uN

xxxx∥2L2(0,1) − χ2iIm
(
⟨|uN |2uN , uN

xxxx⟩
)
= 0

or

χ
d

dt
∥uN

xx∥2L2(0, 1) + 2χB(t)∥uN
xxxx∥2L2(0, 1)

= −2γχC(t)Im
(
⟨uN

xx, u
N
xxxx⟩

)
− 2χIm

〈
I(x, t)uN

x , uN
xxxx⟩

)
+ 2χIm

〈
|uN |2uN , uN

xxxx⟩
)
.(3.17)

We are going to bounded the right side of (3.17)

|⟨I(x, t)uN
x , uN

xxxx⟩| ≤ ε1∥uN
xxxx∥2L2(0,1) + C(ε1)∥I(x, t)∥2L∞(0,T :L2(0,1))∥u

N
x ∥2L2(0,1)

|⟨|uN |2uN , uN
xxxx⟩| ≤ ε2∥uN

xxxx∥2L2(0,1) + C(ε2)∥uN∥2L∞(0,T :L2(0,1))∥u
N∥2L2(0,1)

|⟨uN
xx, u

N
xxxx⟩| ≤ ε3∥uN

xxxx∥2L2(0,1) + C(ε3)∥uN
xx∥2L2(0,1) + .
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Integrating 0 to t with t ∈ (0, T )

χ∥uN
xx∥2L2(0, 1) + 2χ

∫ t

0

B(s)∥uN
xxxx∥2L2(0, 1)ds

≤ χ∥uN
xx(·, 0)∥2L2(0, 1) + 2γχC(ε3)

∫ t

0

C(t)∥uN
xx∥2L2(0, 1)ds+ 2γχε3

∫ t

0

C(t)∥uN
xxxx∥2L2(0, 1)ds

+ 2χε1

∫ t

0

∥uN
xxxx∥2L2(0, 1)ds+ 2χC(ε1)∥uN∥2L∞(0,T :L2(0, 1))

∫ t

0

∥uN
x ∥2L2(0, 1)ds

+ 2χε2

∫ t

0

∥uN
xxxx∥2L2(0, 1)ds+ 2χC(ε2)∥uN∥2L∞(0,T :L2(0, 1))

∫ t

0

∥uN∥2L2(0, 1)ds.(3.18)

Then

χ∥uN
xx∥2L2(0, 1) + C2

∫ t

0

∥uN
xxxx∥2L2(0, 1)ds ≤ ∥uN

0 ∥2H2(0, 1)

+ χ

∫ t

0

∥uN
xx∥2L2(0, 1)ds(3.19)

considering ε1, ε2, ε3 suitable we have C2 > 0. By Gronwall inequality

χ∥uN
xx∥2L2(0, 1) ≤ C exp(T )(3.20)

for all t ∈ (0, T ), where C independent of ϵ, then

(uN
xx) is bounded in L∞(0, T : L2(0, 1)) ↪→ L2(0, T : L2(0, 1)).(3.21)

Finally of (3.19) we obtain

χ∥uN
xx∥2L2(0, 1) + C2

∫ T

0

∥uN
xxxx∥2L2(0, 1)dt

≤ C
(
∥u0∥2H2(0, 1) + ∥J(x, s)∥2L2(0,T :L2(0,1))

)
.(3.22)

where C independent of ε. Here we obtain that

(uN
xxxx) is bounded in L2(0, T : L2(0, 1))(3.23)

Third estimate. Now from (3.8) we have

iη(t)⟨uN
t , gj⟩+ iχ⟨uN

xxx, gj⟩+ γµ(t)⟨uN
xx, gj⟩+ ⟨A(x, t)uN

x , gj⟩
+ iε⟨uN

xxxx, gj⟩ − η(t)⟨|uN |2uN , gj⟩ = 0(3.24)

where

η(t) := B(t) = [β(t)− α(t)]3, µ(t) := [p(t)]−1 = β(t)− α(t)

A(x, t) := [p(t)]−3I(x, t) = [β(t)− α(t)]3I(x, t).

Differentiating (3.24) with respect to t > 0 and we multiply the result by exuN
t

iη′(t)⟨ex, |uN
t |2⟩+ iη(t)⟨ex, uN

t uN
tt ⟩+ iχ⟨uN

xxxt, e
xuN

t ⟩+ γµ′(t)⟨uN
xx, e

xuN
t ⟩

+ γµ(t)⟨uN
xxt, e

xuN
t ⟩+ ⟨Atu

N
x , exuN

t ⟩+ ⟨AuN
xt, e

xuN
t ⟩+ iε⟨uN

xxxxt, e
xuN

t ⟩
− η′(t)⟨|uN |2uN , exuN

t ⟩ − η(t)⟨(|uN |2)tuN , exuN
t ⟩ − η(t)⟨ex, |uN |4⟩ = 0.

Applying Conjugate

− iη′(t)⟨ex, |uN
t |2⟩ − iη(t)⟨ex, uN

ttu
N
t ⟩ − iχ⟨uN

xxxt, e
xuN

t ⟩+ γµ′(t)⟨uN
xx, e

xuN
t ⟩

+ γµ(t)⟨uN
xxt, e

xuN
t ⟩+ ⟨AtuN

x , exuN
t ⟩+ ⟨AuN

xt, e
xuN

t ⟩ − iε⟨uN
xxxxt, e

xuN
t ⟩

− η′(t)⟨|uN |2uN , exuN
t ⟩ − η(t)⟨(|uN |2)tuN , exuN

t ⟩ − η(t)⟨ex, |uN |4⟩ = 0.
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Subtracting the above equations we have that the terms above are estimate in the same way as previously.

2iη′(t)⟨ex, |uN
t |2⟩+ iη(t)

(
⟨ex, uN

t uN
tt ⟩+ iη(t)⟨ex, uN

ttu
N
t ⟩
)
+ iχ

(
⟨uN

xxxt, e
xuN

t ⟩+ ⟨uN
xxxt, e

xuN
t ⟩
)

+ γµ′(t)
(
⟨uN

xx, e
xuN

t ⟩ − ⟨uN
xx, e

xuN
t ⟩
)
+ γµ(t)

(
⟨uN

xxt, e
xuN

t ⟩ − ⟨uN
xxt, e

xuN
t ⟩
)

+ ⟨Atu
N
x , exuN

t ⟩ − ⟨AtuN
x , exuN

t ⟩+ ⟨AuN
xt, e

xuN
t ⟩ − ⟨AuN

xt, e
xuN

t ⟩

+ iε
(
⟨uN

xxxxt, e
xuN

t ⟩+ ⟨uN
xxxxt, e

xuN
t ⟩
)
− η′(t)

(
⟨|uN |2uN , exuN

t ⟩ − ⟨|uN |2uN , exuN
t ⟩
)

− η(t)
(
⟨(|uN |2)tuN , exuN

t ⟩ − ⟨(|uN |2)tuN , exuN
t ⟩
)
= 0.(3.25)

Note that

⟨uN
xxxxt, e

xuN
t ⟩+ ⟨uN

xxxxt, e
xuN

t ⟩ = −
∫ 1

0

uN
xxxte

xuN
t dx−

∫ 1

0

uN
xxxte

xuN
xt dx

−
∫ 1

0

uN
xxxte

xuN
t dx−

∫ 1

0

uN
xxxte

xuN
xt dx =

∫ 1

0

uN
xxte

xuN
t dx+

∫ 1

0

ex
d

dx
|uN

xt|2 dx

+

∫ 1

0

ex
d

dx
|uN

xt|2 dx+ 2

∫ 1

0

ex|uN
xxt|2 dx+

∫ 1

0

uN
xxte

xuN
xt dx = −

∫ 1

0

uN
xte

xuN
t dx−

∫ 1

0

ex|uN
xt|2 dx

−
∫ 1

0

ex|uN
xt|2 dx−

∫ 1

0

ex|uN
xt|2 dx+ 2

∫ 1

0

ex|uN
xxt|2 dx−

∫ 1

0

uN
xte

xuN
t dx−

∫ 1

0

ex|uN
xt|2 dx

= −
∫ 1

0

ex
d

dx
|uN

t |2 dx− 4⟨ex, |uN
xt|2⟩.

⟨uN
xxxt, e

xuN
t ⟩+ ⟨uN

xxxt, e
xuN

t ⟩ = −
∫ 1

0

uN
xxtu

N
t ex dx−

∫ 1

0

uN
xxte

xuN
xt dx−

∫ 1

0

uN
xxtu

N
t ex dx

−
∫ 1

0

uN
xxte

xuN
xt dx = 2

∫ 1

0

ex|uN
xt|2 dx+

∫ 1

0

ex
d

dx
|uN

t |2 dx−
∫ 1

0

ex
d

dx
|uN

xt|2 dx

= 3⟨ex, |uN
xt|2⟩ − ⟨ex, |uN

t |2⟩.

⟨uN
xx, e

xuN
t ⟩ − ⟨uN

xx, e
xuN

t ⟩ = −
∫ 1

0

exuN
x uN

t dx−
∫ 1

0

exuN
x uN

xt dx+

∫ 1

0

exuN
x uN

t dx

+

∫ 1

0

exuN
x uN

xt dx.

⟨uN
xxt, e

xuN
t ⟩ − ⟨uN

xxt, e
xuN

t ⟩ = −
∫ 1

0

uN
xte

xuN
t dx+

∫ 1

0

uN
xte

xuN
t dx.

Replacing in (3.25) we have

2iη′(t)⟨ex, |uN
t |2⟩+ iη(t)

d

dt
⟨ex, |uN

t |2⟩+ 3iχ⟨ex, |uN
xt|2⟩ − iχ⟨ex, |uN

t |2⟩

+ 2iγµ′(t) Im⟨uN
xx, e

xuN
t ⟩+ 2iγµ(t) Im⟨ex, uN

xtu
N
t ⟩+ 2i Im⟨Atu

N
x , exuN

t ⟩
+ 2i Im⟨AuN

xt, e
xuN

t ⟩+ iε⟨ex, |uN
t |2⟩ − 4iε⟨ex, |uN

xt|2⟩
− 2iη′(t) Im⟨|uN |2uN , exuN

t ⟩ − 2iη(t) Im⟨(|uN |2)tuN , exuN
t ⟩ = 0.

Then

d

dt

(
η(t)⟨ex, |uN

t |2⟩
)
+ (3χ− 4ε)⟨ex, |uN

xt|2⟩+ (ε− χ)⟨ex, |uN
t |2⟩

≤ −2γµ′(t) Im⟨uN
xx, e

xuN
t ⟩ − 2γµ(t) Im⟨ex, uN

xtu
N
t ⟩ − 2 Im⟨Atu

N
x , exuN

t ⟩
− 2 Im⟨AuN

xt, e
xuN

t ⟩+ 2η′(t) Im⟨|uN |2uN , exuN
t ⟩

+ 2η(t) Im⟨(|uN |2)tuN , exuN
t ⟩(3.26)
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We are going to bounded the right side of (3.26)

− 2γµ′(t) Im⟨uN
xx, e

xuN
t ⟩ ≤ ε1∥uN

xx∥2L2(0, 1) + C(ε1)e⟨ex, |uN
t |2⟩.

− 2γµ(t) Im⟨ex, uN
xtu

N
t ⟩ ≤ ε2e⟨ex, |uN

xt|2⟩+ C(ε2)e⟨ex, |uN
t |2⟩.

− 2 Im⟨Atu
N
x , exuN

t ⟩ ≤ 2 sup
x∈(0,1)

|At|
∫ 1

0

|uN
x exuN

t | dx ≤ ε3∥uN
x ∥2L2(0, 1) + C(ε3)e⟨ex, |uN

t |2⟩.

− 2 Im⟨AuN
x , exuN

t ⟩ ≤ 2 sup
x∈(0,1)

|A|
∫ 1

0

|uN
xte

2xuN
t | dx ≤ ε4e⟨ex, |uN

xt|2⟩+ C(ε4)e⟨ex, |uN
t |2⟩.

2η′(t) Im⟨|uN |2uN , exuN
t ⟩ ≤ C sup

x∈(0,1)

|uN |2
∫ 1

0

|uNexuN
t | dx ≤ ε5∥uN∥2L2(0, 1)

+ C(ε5)e⟨ex, |uN
t |2⟩.

2η(t) Im⟨(|uN |2)tuN , exuN
t ⟩ ≤ C sup

x∈(0,1)

(|uN |2)t
∫ 1

0

|uNexuN
t | dx ≤ ε6∥uN∥2L2(0, 1)

+ C(ε6)e⟨ex, |uN
t |2⟩.

How 3χ− 4ε > 0 with ε2 and ε4 suitable. Replacing in (3.26) we have

d

dt

(
η(t)⟨ex, |uN

t |2⟩
)
+ (3χ− 4ε− eε2 − eε4)⟨ex, |uN

xt|2⟩ ≤ C⟨ex, |uN
t |2⟩

+ ε1∥uN
xx∥2L2(0, 1) + ε3∥uN

x ∥2L2(0, 1) + C∥uN∥2L2(0, 1).(3.27)

Integrating over (0, t) with t ≤ T .

η(t)⟨ex, |uN
t |2⟩ ≤ η(0)⟨ex, |uN

t (·, 0)|2⟩+ ε1

∫ T

0

∥uN
xx∥2L2(0, 1)ds

+ ε3

∫ T

0

∥uN
x ∥2L2(0, 1)ds+ C

∫ T

0

∥uN∥2L2(0, 1)ds+ C

∫ t

0

⟨ex, |uN
t |2⟩ds.

On the other hand of (3.8) with t = 0 and gj = uN
t (·, 0) we have

i∥uN
t (·, 0)∥2L2(0, 1) + iχB(0)⟨uN

xxx(·, 0), uN
t (·, 0)⟩+ γC(0)⟨uN

xx(·, 0), uN
t (·, 0)⟩

+ ⟨I(·, 0) uN
x (·, 0), uN

t (·, 0)⟩+ iεB(0)⟨uN
xxxx(·, 0), uN

t (·, 0)⟩ − ⟨|uN (·, 0)|2uN (·, 0), uN
t (·, 0)⟩

= 0

then

∥uN
t (·, 0)∥2L2(0, 1) ≤ ε8∥uN

xxx(·, 0)∥2L2(0, 1) + C(ε8)∥uN
t (·, 0)∥2L2(0, 1)

+ ε9 sup
x∈(0,1)

|I(·, 0)|∥uN
x (·, 0)∥2L2(0, 1) + sup

x∈(0,1)

|I(·, 0)| C(ε9)∥uN
t (·, 0)∥2L2(0, 1)

+ ε10∥uN
xxxx(·, 0)∥2L2(0, 1) + C(ε10)∥uN

t (·, 0)∥2L2(0, 1)

+ sup
x∈(0,1)

|uN
0 |2 ε11∥uN (·, 0)∥2L2(0, 1) + sup

x∈(0,1)

|uN
0 |2 C(ε11)∥uN

t (·, 0)∥2L2(0, 1)

then for C(εi) with i = 8, . . . , 11 suitable, we have

∥uN
t (·, 0)∥2L2(0, 1) ≤C

(
∥uN

0 ∥H4(0, 1) + ∥J(·, 0)∥2L2(0, 1)

)
(3.28)

Remark 3.3. If ε = 0 then (3.28) is true, therefore the constant C in (3.28) independent of ε.

Then

⟨ex, |uN
t |2⟩ ≤ C + C

∫ t

0

⟨ex, |uN
t |2⟩ds.(3.29)

By Gronwall inequality

∥uN
t ∥2L2(0, 1) ≤ ⟨ex, |uN

t |2⟩ ≤ C exp(Ct)(3.30)



HIGHER ORDER NONLINEAR SCHRÖDINGER EQUATION IN DOMAINS WITH MOVING BOUNDARIES 11

for all t ∈ (0, T ) where the constant C independent of ε. Therefore

(uN
t ) is bounded in L∞(0, T : L2(0, 1)) ↪→ L2(0, T : L2(0, 1))(3.31)

independent of ε. Note that of (3.27) together with (3.30) we have

(3χ− 4ε− eε2 − eε4)

∫ t

0

⟨ex, |uN
xt|2⟩ ds ≤ C.(3.32)

Remark 3.4. If ε = 0, then for ε2 and ε4 suitable, we have (3.32) is true, where C independent of ε.

Therefore

(uN
xt) is bounded in L2(0, T : L2(0, 1)) indepent of ε(3.33)

Step four. We obtain a bound for uN
xxt. Differenting (3.24) respect t, and replacing gj by uN

t , we have

iη(t)⟨uN
tt , u

N
t ⟩+ iη′(t)∥uN

t (t)∥2L2(0, 1) + iχ⟨uN
xxxt, u

N
t ⟩

+ γµ(t)⟨uN
xxt, u

N
t ⟩+ γµ′(t)⟨uN

xx, u
N
t ⟩+ ⟨Atu

N
x , uN

t ⟩+ ⟨AuN
xt, u

N
t ⟩

+ iε⟨uN
xxxxt, u

N
t ⟩ − η(t)⟨(|uN |2)tuN , uN

t ⟩ − η(t)⟨|uN |2uN
t , uN

t ⟩
− η′(t)⟨|uN |2uN , uN

t ⟩ = 0.

Hence

iη(t)⟨uN
tt , u

N
t ⟩+ iη′(t)∥uN

t (t)∥2L2(0, 1) − iχ⟨uN
xxt, u

N
xt⟩

− γµ(t)∥uN
xt(t)∥2L2(0, 1) − γµ′(t)⟨uN

x , uN
xt⟩+ ⟨Atu

N
x , uN

t ⟩+ ⟨AuN
xt, u

N
t ⟩

+ iε⟨uN
xxxxt, u

N
t ⟩ − η(t)⟨(|uN |2)tuN , uN

t ⟩ − η(t)⟨|uN |2, |uN
t |2⟩ − η′(t)⟨|uN |2uN , uN

t ⟩ = 0.

Applying conjugate

− iη(t)⟨uN
tt , u

N
t ⟩ − iη′(t)∥uN

t (t)∥2L2(0, 1) + iχ⟨uN
xxt, u

N
xt⟩

− γµ(t)∥uN
xt(t)∥2L2(0, 1) − γµ′(t)⟨uN

x , uN
xt⟩+ ⟨AtuN

x , uN
t ⟩+ ⟨AuN

xt, u
N
t ⟩

− iε⟨uN
xxxxt, u

N
t ⟩ − η(t)⟨(|uN |2)tuN , uN

t ⟩ − η(t)⟨|uN |2, |uN
t |2⟩ − η′(t)⟨|uN |2uN , uN

t ⟩ = 0

Subtracting the above equations yield

iη(t)
d

dt
∥uN

t ∥2L2(0, 1) + 2iη′(t)∥uN
t ∥2L2(0, 1) − iχ

(
⟨uN

xxt, u
N
xt⟩+ ⟨uN

xxt, u
N
xt⟩
)

− γµ′(t)
(
⟨uN

x , uN
xt⟩ − ⟨uN

x , uN
xt⟩
)
+ 2iIm⟨Atu

N
x , uN

t ⟩+ 2iIm⟨AuN
xt, u

N
t ⟩

+ iε
(
⟨uN

xxxxt, u
N
t ⟩+ ⟨uN

xxxxt, u
N
t ⟩
)
− η(t)

(
⟨(|uN |2)tuN , uN

t ⟩ − ⟨(|uN |2)tuN , uN
t ⟩
)

− η′(t)
(
⟨|uN |2uN , uN

t ⟩ − ⟨|uN |2uN , uN
t ⟩
)
= 0.(3.34)

Note that

⟨uN
xxxxt, u

N
t ⟩+ ⟨uN

xxxxt, u
N
t ⟩ = 2∥uN

xxt∥2L2(0, 1)

then replacing in (3.34) we have

iη(t)
d

dt
∥uN

t ∥2L2(0, 1) + 2iη′(t)∥uN
t ∥2L2(0, 1) − iχ

∫ 1

0

d

dx
|uxt|2dx

− 2iγµ′(t)Im⟨uN
x , uN

xt⟩+ 2iIm⟨Atu
N
x , uN

t ⟩+ 2iIm⟨AuN
xt, u

N
t ⟩

+ 2iχ|uxt(1, t)|2 + 2iε∥uN
xxt∥2L2(0, 1) − 2iη(t)Im⟨(|uN |2)tuN , uN

t ⟩

− 2iη′(t)Im⟨|uN |2uN , uN
t ⟩ = 0

or

η(t)
d

dt
∥uN

t ∥2L2(0, 1) + 2η′(t)∥uN
t ∥2L2(0, 1) + χ|uxt(1, t)|2 + χ|uxt(0, t)|2 + 2ε∥uN

xxt∥2L2(0, 1)

=2γµ′(t)Im⟨uN
x , uN

xt⟩ − 2Im⟨Atu
N
x , uN

t ⟩ − 2Im⟨AuN
xt, u

N
t ⟩

+ 2η(t)Im⟨(|uN |2)tuN , uN
t ⟩+ 2η′(t)Im⟨|uN |2uN , uN

t ⟩.(3.35)
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We are going to bounded the right side of (3.35)

2γµ′(t)Im⟨uN
x , uN

xt⟩ ≤ C
(
∥uN

x ∥2L2(0, 1) + ∥uN
xt∥2L2(0, 1)

)
− 2Im⟨Atu

N
x , uN

t ⟩ ≤ sup
x∈(0,1)

|At|∥uN
x ∥2L2(0, 1) + sup

x∈(0,1)

|At|∥uN
t ∥2L2(0, 1)

− 2Im⟨AuN
xt, u

N
t ⟩ ≤ sup

x∈(0,1)

|A|∥uN
xt∥2L2(0, 1) + sup

x∈(0,1)

|A|∥uN
t ∥2L2(0, 1)

2η(t)Im⟨(|uN |2)tuN , uN
t ⟩ ≤ C

(
sup

x∈(0,1)

|(|uN |2)t| ∥uN∥2L2(0, 1) + sup
x∈(0,1)

|(|uN |2)t| ∥uN
t ∥2L2(0, 1)

)

2η′(t)Im⟨|uN |2uN , uN
t ⟩ ≤ C

(
sup

x∈(0,1)

|uN |2 ∥uN∥2L2(0, 1) + sup
x∈(0,1)

|uN |2 ∥uN
t ∥2L2(0, 1)

)
.(3.36)

Integrating (3.35) over 0 to t with t ≤ T together with (3.36) we have

η(t)∥uN
t ∥2L2(0, 1) + 2ε

∫ t

0

∥uN
xxt∥2L2(0, 1)ds ≤ η(0)∥uN

t (·, 0)∥2L2(0, 1) + C

∫ t

0

∥uN
t ∥2L2(0, 1)ds

+ C

∫ t

0

∥uN
x ∥2L2(0, 1)ds+ C

∫ t

0

∥uN
xt∥2L2(0, 1)ds+ C

∫ t

0

∥uN∥2L2(0, 1)ds.(3.37)

Since (3.37) we obtain

η(t)∥uN
t ∥2L2(0, 1) + 2ε

∫ T

0

∥uN
xxt∥2L2(0, 1)ds

≤ C∥uN
0 ∥2H4(0, 1)(3.38)

therefore

(uN
xxt) is bounded in L2(0, T : L2(0, 1)) dependent of ε(3.39)

(3.40)

Step to the limit. Now follows summarize our results.

(uN ) is bounded in L∞(0, T : L2(0, 1)) ↪→ L2(0, T : L2(0, 1)) independent of ε(3.41)

(uN
x ) is bounded in L2(0, T : L2(0, 1)) indepent of ε(3.42)

(uN
xx) is bounded in L∞(0, T : L2(0, 1)) ↪→ L2(0, T : L2(0, 1)) independent of ε(3.43)

(uN
xxxx) is bounded in L2(0, T : L2(0, 1)) independent of ε(3.44)

(uN
t ) is bounded in L∞(0, T : L2(0, 1)) ↪→ L2(0, T : L2(0, 1)) independent of ε(3.45)

(uN
xt) is bounded in L2(0, T : L2(0, 1)) independent of ε(3.46)

(uN
xxt) is bounded in L2(0, T : L2(0, 1)) dependent of ε(3.47)

We affirm that

(uN
x ) is bounded in L∞(0, T : H1(0, 1)) independent of ε.(3.48)

In effect, by the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, we have

∥uN
x ∥L2(0,1) ≤ α∥uN

xx∥L2(0,1) + C(α)∥uN∥L2(0,1)

for all t ∈ [0, T ] then

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∥uN
x ∥L2(0,1) ≤ α sup

t∈[0,T ]

∥uN
xx∥L2(0,1) + C(α) sup

t∈[0,T ]

∥uN∥L2(0,1) < C

the result follows.
Gathering the estimates (3.41)-(3.47) we have there exists an subsequences of (uN ) and (uN

t ) that also
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denote by (uN ) and uN
t such that

uN ⇀ u, weak, u ∈ L2(0, T : L2(0, 1))(3.49)

uN ⇀∗ u, star weak, u ∈ L∞(0, T : L2(0, 1))(3.50)

uN
x ⇀ ux, weakly, ux ∈ L2(0, T : L2(0, 1))(3.51)

uN
x ⇀∗ ux, star weak, ux ∈ L∞(0, T : L2(0, 1))(3.52)

uN
t ⇀ ut, weak, ut ∈ L2(0, T : L2(0, 1))(3.53)

uN
t ⇀∗ ut, star weak, ut ∈ L∞(0, T : L2(0, 1))(3.54)

the convergence independent of ε.
Finally multiplying (3.1) by φ ∈ C∞

0 (0, 1) test functions and integrating over (0, 1), we have

i

∫ 1

0

utφ dx+ iχB(t)

∫ 1

0

uxxxφ dx+ γC(t)

∫ 1

0

uxxφ dx+

∫ 1

0

I(x, t)uxφ dx

+ iεB(t)

∫ 1

0

uxxxxφ dx−
∫ 1

0

|u|2uφ dx = 0.

Integrating of parts, we have

i⟨ut, φ⟩+ iχB(t)⟨ux,
d2φ

dx2
⟩ − γC(t)⟨ux,

dφ

dx
⟩+ ⟨I(x, t)ux, φ⟩(3.55)

− iεB(t)⟨ux,
d3φ

dx3
⟩ − ⟨|u|2u, φ⟩ = 0.(3.56)

for all φ ∈ C∞
0 (0, 1).

Since uN es approximation solution, we have

i⟨uN
t , φ⟩+ iχB(t)⟨uN

x ,
d2φ

dx2
⟩ − γC(t)⟨uN

x ,
dφ

dx
⟩+ ⟨I(x, t)uN

x , φ⟩

− iεB(t)⟨uN
x ,

d3φ

dx3
⟩ − ⟨|uN |2uN , φ⟩ = 0.(3.57)

Since H1(0, 1) ⊂ C([0, 1]) ⊂ L2(0, 1) with the first injection compact and the second injection continuous,
together with (3.41)-(3.48), by the Aubin -Lions lemma and Simon’s compactness result, we have there
exists u ∈ C([0, T ] : C([0, 1])) and ux ∈ C([0, T ] : C([0, 1])) such that a subsequence of (uN ) and
(uN

x ) that denote also by (uN ) and (uN
x ) that independent of ε, that converge (strong) to u and ux en

C([0, T ] : C([0, 1])). This is

∥uN − u∥C([0,T ]:C([0,1])) → 0 ∥uN
x − ux∥C([0,T ]:C([0,1])) → 0.(3.58)

It follows that approximations uN (x, t) can be extended to entire Q = (0, 1)×(0, T ) with arbitrary finite
T > 0, gathering with (3.49)-(3.54) and justify the passage to the limit as N → +∞ in (3.57). This is

i⟨ut, φ⟩+ iχB(t)⟨ux,
d2φ

dx2
⟩ − γC(t)⟨ux,

dφ

dx
⟩+ ⟨I(x, t)ux, φ⟩

− iεB(t)⟨ux,
d3φ

dx3
⟩ − ⟨|u|2u, φ⟩ = 0(3.59)

The solution independent of ε, take ε → 0, we have

i⟨ut, φ⟩+ iχB(t)⟨ux,
d2φ

dx2
⟩ − γC(t)⟨ux,

dφ

dx
⟩+ ⟨I(x, t)ux, φ⟩ − ⟨|u|2u, φ⟩ = 0(3.60)

for all φ ∈ C∞
0 (0, 1). Since H4(0, 1) ↪→ C3([0, 1]) together with (3.44) we have (uN ) ⊂ C3[0, 1]. Then

since (3.60) we have

i⟨ut, φ⟩+ iχB(t)⟨uxxx, φ⟩ − γC(t)⟨uxx, φ⟩+ ⟨I(x, t)ux, φ⟩ − ⟨|u|2u, φ⟩ = 0(3.61)

for all φ ∈ C∞
0 (0, 1), then

iut + iχB(t)uN
xxx − γC(t)uxx + I(x, t)ux − |u|2u = 0.(3.62)
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This prove the existence of a classic solution to (2.10)-(2.13).

4. Uniqueness of solutions

The following theorem shows the uniqueness of solutions.

Theorem 4.1. There is only one solution of (2.10)-(2.13).

Proof. Assume that u and w are two solutions of (2.10)-(2.13). Therefore

iut + iχB(t)uxxx + γC(t)uxx + I(x, t)ux − |u|2u = 0(4.1)

iwt + iχB(t)wxxx + γC(t)wxx + I(x, t)wx − |w|2w = 0(4.2)

Subtracting (4.1) with (4.2) we have

i(u− w)t + iχB(t)(u− w)xxx + γC(t)(u− w)xx + (u− w)xI(x, t)

−
[
|u|2u− |w|2w

]
= 0.(4.3)

But

|u|2u− |w|2w = |u|2(u− w) +
[
|u|2 − |w|2

]
w.

Multiplying (4.3) by ex(u− w) and integrating over (0, 1) and using (2.11)-(2.13) it follows that

i

∫ 1

0

ex(u− w)(u− w)tdx+ iχB(t)

∫ 1

0

ex(u− w)(u− w)xxxdx

+ γC(t)

∫ 1

0

ex(u− w)(u− w)xxdx+

∫ 1

0

exI(x, t)(u− w)(u− w)xdx

−
∫ 1

0

ex(u− w)
(
|u|2(u− w) + (|u|2 − |w|2)w

)
dx = 0.(4.4)

Each term is treated separately integrating by parts and using (2.10)-(2.13). In fact

iχB(t)

∫ 1

0

ex(u− w)(u− w)xxxdx = iχB(t)

∫ 1

0

ex(u− w)(u− w)xdx

+ iχB(t)

∫ 1

0

ex|(u− w)x|2dx− iχB(t)

∫ 1

0

ex(u− w)x(u− w)xxdx

γC(t)

∫ 1

0

ex(u− w)(u− w)xxdx = −γC(t)

∫ 1

0

ex(u− w)(u− w)xdx− γC(t)

∫ 1

0

ex|(u− w)x|2dx.

Replacing into (4.4) we have

i

∫ 1

0

ex(u− w)(u− w)tdx+ iχB(t)

∫ 1

0

ex(u− w)(u− w)xdx

+ iχB(t)

∫ 1

0

ex|(u− w)x|2dx− iχB(t)

∫ 1

0

ex(u− w)x(u− w)xxdx

− γC(t)

∫ 1

0

ex(u− w)(u− w)xdx− γC(t)

∫ 1

0

ex|(u− w)x|2dx

−
∫ 1

0

ex|u|2|u− w|2dx+

∫ 1

0

exI(x, t)(u− w)(u− w)xdx

−
∫ 1

0

ex(|u|+ |w|)(|u| − |w|)(u− w)w dx = 0.
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Applying conjugate

− i

∫ 1

0

ex(u− w)(u− w)tdx− iχB(t)

∫ 1

0

ex(u− w)(u− w)xdx

− iχB(t)

∫ 1

0

ex|(u− w)x|2dx+ iχB(t)

∫ 1

0

ex(u− v)x(u− w)xxdx

− γC(t)

∫ 1

0

ex(u− w)(u− w)xdx− γC(t)

∫ 1

0

ex|(u− w)x|2dx

−
∫ 1

0

ex|u|2|u− w|2dx+

∫ 1

0

exI(x, t)(u− w)(u− w)xdx

−
∫ 1

0

ex(|u|+ |w|)(|u| − |w|)(u− w)wdx = 0.

Then subtracting the above two terms

d

dt

∫ 1

0

ex|u− w|2dx+ χB(t)

∫ 1

0

ex
d

dx
|u− w|2dx

− χB(t)

∫ 1

0

ex
d

dx
|(u− w)x|2dx+ 2χB(t)

∫ 1

0

ex|(u− w)x|2dx

− 2γC(t)Im

∫ 1

0

ex(u− w)(u− w)xdx+ 2Im

∫ 1

0

exI(x, t)(u− w)(u− w)xdx

− 2Im

∫ 1

0

ex(u− w)(|u|+ |w|)(|u| − |w|)wdx = 0

Integrating by parts and using (2.11)-(2.13) we obtain

d

dt

∫ 1

0

ex|u− w|2dx− χB(t)

∫ 1

0

ex|u− w|2dx+ 3χB(t)

∫ 1

0

ex|(u− w)x|2dx

− 2γC(t)Im

∫ 1

0

ex(u− w)(u− w)xdx+ 2Im

∫ 1

0

exI(x, t)(u− w)(u− w)xdx

− 2Im

∫ 1

0

ex(u− w)(|u|+ |w|)(|u| − |w|)w dx = 0.

or

d

dt
⟨ex, |u− w|2⟩ − χB(t)⟨ex, , |u− w|2⟩+ 3χB(t)⟨ex, |(u− w)x|2⟩

= 2γC(t)Im

∫ 1

0

ex(u− w)(u− w)xdx− 2Im

∫ 1

0

exI(x, t)(u− w)(u− w)xdx

+ 2Im

∫ 1

0

ex(u− w)(|u|+ |w|)(|u| − |w|)w dx.(4.5)
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We are going to bounded the right side of (4.5)

2γC(t)Im

∫ 1

0

ex(u− w)(u− w)xdx ≤ C

∫ 1

0

e2x|u− w| |(u− w)x| dx

≤ ε1e⟨ex, , |(u− w)x|2⟩+ C(ε1)e⟨ex, |u− w|2⟩.

−2Im

∫ 1

0

exI(x, t)(u− w)(u− w)xdx ≤ 2 sup
x∈(0,1)

|I(x, t)|
∫ 1

0

e2x|u− w| |(u− w)x| dx

≤ ε2e⟨ex, , |(u− w)x|2⟩+ C(ε2)e⟨ex, |u− w|2⟩.

2Im

∫ 1

0

ex(u− w)(|u|+ |w|)(|u| − |w|)w dx ≤ 2(∥u∥C(0,T :C([0,1])) + ∥w∥C(0,T :C([0,1])))

× ∥w∥C(0,T :C([0,1]))

∫ 1

0

ex|u− w|2 dx

≤ C⟨ex, |u− w|2⟩.

We replacing in (4.5), we have

d

dt
⟨ex, |u− w|2⟩+ (3χB(t)− ε1e− eε2)⟨ex, , |(u− w)x|2⟩ ≤ C⟨ex, |u− w|2⟩.(4.6)

For ε1, ε2 suitable, we have

d

dt
⟨ex, |u− w|2⟩ ≤ C⟨ex, |u− w|2⟩.(4.7)

By Gronwall inequality, we obtain

∥u− w∥2L2(0,1) ≤ ⟨ex, |u− w|2⟩ ≤ 0

then u = w.

5. Stability

Let q ∈ R[x] given by q(x) = 1 + 4x − x3, now we will prove the exponential decay of the solutions for
the L2-norm. For this we want to obtain a priori estimate time-independent for this norm.

Theorem 5.1. If u is solution of (2.10)-(2.13), then

∥u∥2L2(0,1) ≤ Ce−t(5.1)

where C depends only of u0.

Proof. Multiplying (2.10) by q(x)u, we obtain

i

∫ 1

0

quutdx+ iχB(t)

∫ 1

0

quuxxxdx+ γC(t)

∫ 1

0

quuxxdx

+

∫ 1

0

I(x, t)quuxdx−
∫ 1

0

q|u|4dx = 0.(5.2)

Each term is treated separately, using integrating by parts and using (2.11)-(2.13).

iχB(t)

∫ 1

0

quuxxxdx = −iχB(t)

∫ 1

0

uxxqxu dx− iχB(t)

∫ 1

0

uxxqux dx

= iχB(t)

∫ 1

0

uxqxxu dx+ iχB(t)

∫ 1

0

|ux|2qx dx− iχB(t)

∫ 1

0

uxxqux dx.

γC(t)

∫ 1

0

quuxxdx = −γC(t)

∫ 1

0

qxuuxdx− γC(t)

∫ 1

0

q|ux|2 dx.
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Replacing (5.2) we have

i

∫ 1

0

quutdx+ iχB(t)

∫ 1

0

qxxuuxdx+ iχB(t)

∫ 1

0

qx|ux|2dx

− iχB(t)

∫ 1

0

quxuxxdx− γC(t)

∫ 1

0

qxuuxdx− γC(t)

∫ 1

0

q|ux|2dx

+

∫ 1

0

I(x, t)quuxdx−
∫ 1

0

q|u|4dx = 0.

Applying conjugate

− i

∫ 1

0

quutdx− iχB(t)

∫ 1

0

qxxuuxdx− iχB(t)

∫ 1

0

qx|ux|2dx

+ iχB(t)

∫ 1

0

quxuxxdx− γC(t)

∫ 1

0

qxuuxdx− γC(t)

∫ 1

0

q|ux|2dx

+

∫ 1

0

I(x, t)quuxdx−
∫ 1

0

q|u|4dx = 0.

Subtracting the above equations yields

i
d

dt
∥√q u∥2L2(0, 1) + iχB(t)

∫ 1

0

qxx
d

dx
(|u|2)dx+ 2iχB(t)

∫ 1

0

qx|ux|2dx

− iχB(t)

∫ 1

0

q
d

dx
(|ux|2)dx− γ2iC(t)Im

∫ 1

0

qxuxu dx

+ 2iIm

∫ 1

0

I(x, t)quux dx = 0.

Hence, integrating by part some terms we obtain

d

dt
∥√q u∥2L2(0, 1) − χB(t)

∫ 1

0

qxxx |u|2dx+ 3χB(t)∥√qx ux∥2L2(0, 1)

− 2γC(t)Im

∫ 1

0

qxuuxdx+ 2Im

∫ 1

0

I(x, t)quuxdx = 0

or

d

dt
∥√q u∥2L2(0, 1) + 6χB(t)

∫ 1

0

|u|2dx+ 3χB(t)∥√qx ux∥2L2(0, 1)

= 2γC(t)Im

∫ 1

0

qxuuxdx− 2Im

∫ 1

0

I(x, t)quuxdx.

Each term in second member is treated separated

2γC(t)Im

∫ 1

0

qxuuxdx ≤ C

∫ 1

0

|qxuux|dx ≤ C∥qx ux∥L2(0, 1) ∥u∥L2(0, 1)

≤ ε1∥qx ux∥2L2(0, 1) + C(ε1)∥u∥2L2(0, 1) ≤ ε1 sup
x∈(0,1)

|qx|
∫ 1

0

|qx||ux|2 dx

+ C(ε1)∥u∥2L2(0, 1) ≤ ε1C∥√qx ux∥2L2(0, 1) + C(ε1)∥u∥2L2(0, 1)

and

− 2Im

∫ 1

0

I(x, t)quuxdx ≤ 2 sup
x∈(0,1)

|q| sup
Q

|I(x, t)|
∫ 1

0

|u| |√qxux|dx

≤ C∥u∥2L2(0, 1)∥
√
qx ux∥L2(0, 1) ≤ ε2∥u∥2L2(0, 1) + C(ε2)∥

√
qx ux∥2L2(0, 1).
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Let k = inft∈[0,T ] B(t), then

d

dt
∥√q u∥2L2(0, 1) + 6χk∥u∥2L2(0,1) + 3χk∥√qx ux∥2L2(0, 1)

≤ ε1C∥√qx ux∥2L2(0, 1) + C(ε1)∥u∥2L2(0, 1) + ε2∥u∥2L2(0, 1) + C(ε2)∥
√
qx ux∥2L2(0, 1)

implies que

d

dt
∥√q u∥2L2(0, 1) + (6χk − C(ε1)− ε2)∥u∥2L2(0,1) + (3χk − ε1C − C(ε2))∥

√
qx ux∥2L2(0, 1) ≤ 0.

Let C1 = 6χk − C(ε1)− ε2 and C2 = 3χk − ε1C − C(ε2). For ε1 and ε2 suitable we have C1 and C2 are
positive numbers, then, integrating over (0, t) with t ≤ T

∥√q u∥2L2(0, 1) ≤ ∥√q u0∥2L2(0, 1) − C1

∫ t

0

∥u∥2L2(0, 1).

Since infx∈(0,1) |q| = 1, we have

∥u∥2L2(0, 1) ≤ ∥√q u∥2L2(0, 1)

then

∥u∥2L2(0, 1) ≤ ∥√q u0∥2L2(0, 1) − C1

∫ t

0

∥u∥2L2(0, 1)

the result follow.

6. Numerical Scheme

6.1. Notation. For the sake of the following analysis, and for a given M ∈ N, we will introduce the
vector space

XM :=
{
u = [u0 u1 . . . uM ]T ∈ CM+1 : u0 = uM−1 = uM = 0

}
Let us introduce the classical finite differences operators for complex-valued arrays:[

D+u
]
j
= D+uj :=

uj+1 − uj

∆x[
D−u

]
j
= D−uj :=

uj − uj−1

∆x

Dxu :=
1

2

(
D+u+D−u

)
D2

xu := D+D−u

D3
xu := DD+D−u.

6.2. Foundations of the Numerical Scheme. For a given ∆t < 1, tn = n∆t, and for un ∈ XM , our
numerical scheme is inspired in the discretization of (3.1), and it is defined as follows:

i
un+1 − un

∆t
+ iξp3(tn)D

3
xu

n+ 1
2 + γp2(tn)D

2
xu

n+ 1
2 + iInDun − |un+ 1

2 |2un+ 1
2 = iJn+ 1

2 ,

where Jn ∈ XM : [Jn]i = J(xi, tn), while In ∈ Rn×n such that

[In]ij =

{
I(xi, tn), if i = j

0 in other case.

As this is a nonlinear problem, we will find approximate solutions using a Picard Fixed Point iteration.
Re-arranging terms and using matrix notation, we get

(6.3)

[
Id− 2i∆tξp3(tn)D

3 − 2i∆tγp2(tn)D
2
]
un+1

=
[
Id− 2i∆tξp3(tn)D

3 + 2i∆tγp2(tn)D
2 − 2∆tInD

]
un − 2i∆t|un+ 1

2 |2un+ 1
2 + 2∆tJn+ 1

2 .
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where D, D2 and D3 are matrices in R2M+1×2M+1 operating over complex-valued vectors, while I is
the identity matrix. Due to the boundary conditions, we have

D =
1

∆x



0 1

−1 0
. . .

. . .
. . .

. . .

. . . 0 1
−1 0



D2 =
1

∆x2



−2 1

1 −2
. . .

. . .
. . .

. . .

. . . −2 1
1 −2



D3 =
1

∆x3



0 −1 1
2

1 0 −1 1
2

− 1
2 1 0 −1 1

2
. . .

. . .
. . .

. . .
. . .

− 1
2 1 0 −1 1

2
− 1

2 1 0 −1
− 1

2 1 0



To compute the numerical solution, we will use a fixed-point method in order to solve equation (6.3)
for each time-step. As in Delfour, Fortin and Payre, for a up=1 = un ∈ XM given, we compute a sequence
of complex vectors {up}, p = 2, 3, 4, . . . , until a stopping criteria is verified. The sequence is given by

(6.4)

[
Id− 2i∆tξp3(tn)D

3
x − 2i∆tγp2(tn)D

2
x

]
up

=
[
Id− 2i∆tξp3(tn)D

3
x + 2i∆tγp2(tn)D

2
x − 2∆tInD

]
un − 2i∆t

∣∣∣up+un

2

∣∣∣2 up+un

2 + 2∆tJ
p+Jn

2

In other words, we have to solve a linear system of equations many times per timestep until a stopping
criterion is fulfilled, where the matrix to be inverted has a pentadiagonal structure. The fixed point
scheme can stop by two reasons: one, if we have

||up − up−1||2 < δ̂

where δ̂ is given. In our computations: δ̂ = 10−14. In that case, we do un+1 = up and then proceed to
the next timestep. The second reason used to stop the iteration is if (6.4) is not a contraction anymore;
that is,

||up − up−1||2
||up−1 − up−2||2

≥ 1

In that case the scheme cannot guarantee the uniqueness of the numerical solution, and thus, the com-
putation ends with no output. The scheme has linear convergence for ∆t sufficiently small.

The function that transforms u(x, t) to v(ξ, τ) is used only when we need to plot the numerical solution.

6.3. Properties. One of the most remarkable properties of the scheme is that the L2−norm of the
solution depends on the length of the domain. We have the following result.

Theorem 6.1. For un ∈ XM the solution of problem (6.3), there exists a function C(t), depending on
the boundaries α(t) and β(t), such that

||un+1||22 ≤ C(t)||un||22
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Proof: doing the inner product between (6.3) and un+ 1
2 and extracting the imaginary part, we get

||un+1||22 = ||un||22 + Im
(
i
(
Jn+ 1

2 , un+ 1
2

))
,

where

i
(
Jn+ 1

2 , un+ 1
2

)
= −(2γp2(t)Ψ, un+ 1

2 )− 2i(IΨx, un+ 1
2 )− i(IΦ, un+ 1

2 ) + i(G′(t), un+ 1
2 )(6.5)

− (2|un+ 1
2 |2G(x, t), un+ 1

2 )− (un+ 1
2G, |un+ 1

2 |2)(6.6)

− 2(G2, |un+ 1
2 |2)− (G2, (un+ 1

2 )2)− (G3, un+ 1
2 ).(6.7)

Our objective is to obtain an upper bound for G, I, Ψ and Φ terms. We have

ϕ(t) = φ3(t)[p(t)]
−1 = ux(1, t)p(t)[p(t)]

−1 = ux(1, t)

and thus, we can bound ϕ(t) assuming that ux(1, t) is also bounded. Furthermore,

|Φ(t)| = |2(φ1 − φ2) + ϕ| = |2(u(0, t)− u(1, t)) + ux(1, t)| ≤ CΦ

|Ψ(t)| = |φ2 − φ1 − ϕ| = |u(1, t)− u(0, t)− ux(1, t)| ≤ CΨ

this is, the G(x, t) function will be bounded if the boundary conditions also are. Thus, we can infer the
existence of a real function G(x, t), depending on the boundary conditions and the boundary itself, such
that

|G(x, t)| ≤ CG(x, t).

G′(t) will also be bounded if the same conditions fulfill along with the fact that boundary conditions are
in C2([9,+∞]). Meanwhile,

I(x, t) =
p(t)

p′(t)
x− α′(t)p(t) ≤ p(t)

∣∣∣ 1

p′(t)
− α′(t)

∣∣∣.
Through Cauchy-Schwarz, we have the following estimates

∣∣(p2(t)Ψ, un+ 1
2 )
∣∣ ≤ p2(t)||un+ 1

2 ||2CΨ(6.8)

|(IΨx, un+ 1
2 )| ≤ p2(t)

∣∣∣ 1

p′(t)− α′(t)

∣∣∣||un+ 1
2 ||2CΨ(6.9)

|(Iφ, un+ 1
2 )| ≤ p(t)

∣∣∣ 1

p′(t)− α′(t)

∣∣∣||un+ 1
2 ||2|φ1(t)|(6.10)

|(G′(t), un+ 1
2 | ≤ |G′(t)|||un+ 1

2 ||1(6.11)

|(|un+ 1
2 |2G(x, t), un+ 1

2 )| ≤ CG(x, t)||un+ 1
2 ||33(6.12)

(un+ 1
2G(x, t), |un+ 1

2 |2) ≤ CG(x, t)||un+ 1
2 ||33(6.13)

Im(G2, |un+ 1
2 |2) = 0(6.14)

(G2, (un+ 1
2 )2) ≤ CG(x, t)

2||un+ 1
2 ||22(6.15)

(G3, un+ 1
2 ) ≤ CG(x, t)

3||un+ 1
2 ||1(6.16)

Because ||z||33 ≤ ||z||22||z||∞, z ∈ XM , we can thus infer the existence of a function C(t), bounding
both CG(x, t) and the boundary conditions, such that we get the desired result.

6.4. Convergence. Let us recall that un
j ≈ u(xj , tn), for u(x, t) the exact solution of our problem. We

will denote u(x, t) ∈ RM : [u(x, t)]k := u(xk, t). We will define the truncation error F n ∈ RM as follows

(6.17)

[
I − 2i∆tξp3(tn)D

3 − 2i∆tγp2(tn)D
2
]
u(x, tn+1)

=
[
I − 2i∆tξp3(tn)D

3 + 2i∆tγp2(tn)D
2 − 2∆tInD

]
u(x, tn)

−2i∆t|u(x, tn+ 1
2
)|2u(x, tn+ 1

2
) + 2∆tJn+ 1

2 + F n.

The following result holds.
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Figure 1. Left: Energy at L2 level. Right: Energy at H level.

Theorem 6.2. For un
j the solution of problem (6.3), and u(x, t) the solution of problem (...), such that

u ∈ C1[(0, T ), C2(Ω)]. Then, there exists a constant C, depending on Ω, such that

||F n||2 ≤ CO(∆t+∆x2).

Proof: due to Taylor expansions at (xk, tn), it is well known that

Dtu(xk, tn) = ut(xk, tn) +O(∆t), D2
xu(xk, tn) = uxx(xk, tn) +O(∆x2)

D3
xu(xk, tn) = uxxx(xk, tn) +O(∆x2), u(xk, tn+ 1

2
) = u(xk, tn) +O(∆t).

Thus, at xk = x0 + k∆x we have

iut(xk, tn) + iξp3(tn)uxxx(xk, tn) + γp2(tn)uxx(xk, tn) + iInux(xk, tn)− |u(xk, tn+ 1
2
)|2u(xk, tn+ 1

2
)

= iJn+ 1
2 + Fn

k +O(∆t+∆x2)

Thus, we get

|Fn
k | = O(∆t+∆x2)

multiplying by ∆x and summing for k we get the result.

6.5. Numerical experiments. Case 1: travelling soliton. We have applied our scheme to the
problem

ivτ − vξξ = |v2|v, (ξ, τ) ∈ [−40, 40]× (0, 9]

v(ξ, 0) =
√
2 sech(ξ + 1)

v(α(τ)), τ) = v(β(τ), τ) = vξ(β(τ), τ) = 0

for α(τ) = 3τ − 40 and β(τ) = 40 + sin(4πτ). Figure 1 illustrates the situation of the energy at L2 and
H1 levels, respectively. Figure 2 shows the numerical solution obtained.
Case 2: travelling soliton for a returning linear boundary condition. We will now consider the
case

ivτ + vξξ = |v2|v, (ξ, τ) ∈ (α(τ), β(τ))× (0, T ]

v(ξ, 0) = 2
√
2eiξ−5 sech(2ξ + 5)

v(α(τ)), τ) = v(β(τ), τ) = vξ(β(τ), τ) = 0

for α(τ) =
x0 + 20

1.7
|τ − 1.7| − 20 and β(τ) = xf + sin(4πτ). This is an interesting case, as the L2−norm

is not preserved during the whole integration time, as one would expect. Figure 2 shows our results. We
can clearly see that the L2− norm is lost when the soliton approaches to the narrow zone, but then it
goes back when the domain recovers its original length.

Table 1 illustrates how the difference in L2−norm evolves with respect to the initial length of the
domain. We can clearly see that the difference is small when the initial length is larger, which indicates
a dependence in the preservation of the L2− norm on the length of the domain.
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Figure 2. Numerical solution.

x0 xf xf − x0 ∆||u||2
−40 10 50 0.87353
−40 20 60 0.71152
−40 40 80 0.52033
−40 60 100 0.41055

Table 1. Difference in L2− norm of the numerical solution for differente values of xf

for the second case.

Case 3: two soliton solution. As a final case, we will repeat the previous case but for the initial
condition

v(ξ, 0) = 2
√
2eiξ−5 sech(2ξ + 5) + 2

√
2eiξ+10 sech(2ξ − 10)

Figure 3 shows the numerical solution obtained by the scheme. While we can see more detail as the
domain gets narrower, the L2− norm gets smaller.
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A. Appendix: The Gauge transformation

We consider the Gauge transformation

v(ξ, τ) = eid2ξ+id3τw(ξ − d1τ, τ) ≡ eΘw(y, s)(A.18)

where Θ = id2ξ + id3τ, y = ξ − d1τ and s = τ. Then

vτ = id3e
Θw − d1e

Θwy + eΘws; vξ = id2e
Θw + eΘwy;

vξξ = −d22e
Θw + 2id2e

Θwy + eΘwyy;

vξξξ = −id32e
Θw − 3d22e

Θwy + 3id2e
Θwyy + eΘwyyy.

Replacing in (1.1) we obtain

−d3e
Θw − id1e

Θwy + ieΘws − γd22e
Θw + 2iγd2e

Θwy + γeΘwyy

+χd32e
Θwy − 3iχd22e

Θwy − 3χd2e
Θwyy + iχeΘwyyy = |z|2eΘz.

Gathering similar terms and performing straightforward calculation we obtain

d1 =
γ2

3χ
; d2 =

γ

3χ
; d3 =

−2γ3

27χ2
.

Thereby in (1.1) follows that

ws + χwyyy + i|w|2w = 0,

This way using the Gauge transformation we have the equivalent problem to (1.1)
ws + χwyyy + i|w|2w = 0, in Q̃s,

w(y, 0) = e−i γ
3 yv0(y) in Ĩ0,

v(α̃(s), s) = φ1(s), v(β̃(s), s) = φ2(s), vy(β̃(s), s) = φ3(s).

where α̃(s) = α(s)− d1s, β̃(s) = β(s)− d1s, Ĩs = {y ∈ R : α̃(s) < y < β̃(s)} and Q̃s = {(y, s) ∈ R2 : y ∈
Ĩs, 0 < s < T, T > 0}. The above Gauge transformation is a bi-continuous map from Lp([0, T ] : Hσ(Qτ )

to Lp([0, T ] : Hσ(Q̃s) , as long as 0 < T < +∞. Using the Gauge transformation we see that the vξξ
term in the equation (1.1) can be removed, Thus, using the transform moving boundary of the chapter
2, the system (2.10)-(2.13) is reduced to

ut + χ[p̃(t)]3uxxx − iĨ(x, t)ux = |u|2u+ iJ̃(x, t), 0 < x < 1, t > 0

u(x, 0) = u0(x), 0 < x < 1,

u(0, t) = u(1, t) = ux(1, t) = 0 t > 0.

where α(τ) and β(τ) are replaced by α̃(τ) and β̃(τ), respectively, and p̃(t), Ĩ(x, t), J̃(x, t), are defined
in term of these modified moving boundary functions.
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