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HIGHER ORDER NONLINEAR SCHRODINGER EQUATION IN DOMAINS WITH
MOVING BOUNDARIES
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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 Schrodinger (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 Schrédinger equation (HNLS) in a bounded domain
with moving boundary. Indeed, for real 7 > 0, let I be time-moving interval: I, = {£ e R: a(r) < { <
B(7)} and Q, denote bounded domain with moving boundaries: Qr = {(¢, 7) € R?: £ € [, 0 <7 < T}.
In Qr we consider the higher order nonlinear Schréodinger equation

vy + Yoge +ixveee = |v[*v  in Qr,

U(f, 0) = UO(g) in o,

v(e(7), 7) = v(B(7), T) = ve(a(r), T) = ve(B(7), T) =0,
vee(a(T), 7) = vee(B(7), T) = vgee(a(r), T) = vege (B(T), 7) = 0,

(1.1)

where v and  are real positive constants and 72> = —1. Moreover, we assume that there exists ag and By
such that
(1.2) 0<ap<p(r)—a(r) <f <+oco, V7>0.

The lateral boundary > of @, is given by

(1.3) o= U (am) x{THuB(r) x {r}).

o<r<T
The moving boundary and initial value problem (|1.1)) is motivated by the generalized HNLS Cauchy
problem

iV + YUzz + 1 XVaze + 90|20 +id|v|?v, +icv?V, =0, z, tER

(14) v(x, 0) = vo(x)

where v, x, ¥, and ¢ are real numbers with x # 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 x = 6 = ¢ = 0 we have the
classical cubic semilinear Schrodinger equation, that is,

v(z, 0) = vo(x).
If v =1, x =9 = 0 we have the derivative Schrédinger equation, that is,

(1.5) {ivt + Yz + 9020 =0, =z, teR

(16) {ifl)t + Ve + /L.6|U‘2'Ux + iE’l)Qﬁz = 0, x, te R

v(z, 0) = vg(x).

This equation (1.6)) is encountered in plasma physics (propagation of Alfven and radio waves) [13]. Letting
v =19 = ¢ = 0 the equation that arises is the Korteweg-de Vries equation, this is,

(1.7) {vt+xvm+5|v|%m —0 o teR

v(z, 0) = vo(x).

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

Applying the Gauge transform to the HNLS equation on the real line , the u,, term can be re-
moved, and the equation becomes a modified complex Korteweg-de Vries [I]. In the case of our equation
with moving boundary (L.1), the Gauge transform as a bi-continuous map from LP([0, T] : H*(Q,) to
LP([0, T) : H*(Q,), 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 (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 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 [I5] [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 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 €2 C R open and bounded, the Lebesgue space

LP(Q), 1 < p < 400, with norm denoted by || - ||z» will be used. Let m be a positive integer, i.e., m € N,
the usual Sobolev spaces W™P(Q) = {u € LP(Q) : ||D%|rr < 400, ¥Y|a| < m}, with norm denoted
by || - |[wm.» is considered. When p = 2, it is stablished H™(Q) := W™2(Q) denoting the respective
norm by || - ||gm. Denote by Co(Q2) the space of continuous functions with compact support in © and
C§°(2) = C™(2) N Co(Q) also by HE(Q) the closed of C§°(Q) in H(Q).
For any interval I of R and any Banach space X with the norm || - ||x, L?( : 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 || - || s (s:x). Denote C'(0,T : X) the space of continuous functions form [0, 7] 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 @1 into the cylindrical one. For this, we consider the
application

9:Qr —Q
(Ea T) — (ﬁ%v ) = (.23, t)
where Q = {x € (0, 1), t € (0, T)}. Note that g € C? and its inverse g~ is given by

g':Q—Qr
22) (2, 1) = (£, 7) = (a(t) + (B(t) — a(t) 2, 1),

and it is also C2. Let p(7) = W Denoting

(2.3) u(@, t) =vog '(z, t) =v(& )
and taking into account the change of variable (2.1)), we have

Oudx Oudt Oudxr Ou
8x87+587' (‘3m87’+a
. [_ o(r) (- an)(B(r) - O/(T))]
L Br) —alr) (B(7) = a(7))?

=u, | (T)p(T Mn N +u
— s | () + s ()| +
]+

= ug [0/ (7)p(7) + z(In p(7))'] + ue

where the notation ' = 4 Let L(¢, 7) = o/ (1)p(7) + 2(Inp(7))’, then
(2.4) vr (€, 7) = ua(g(§, 7))L(E 7) +ue(g(§, 7))
for all (¢, 7) € @Qp. Similary

ve (€, ) = ug(g(&, 7))p(7), vee (€, ) = uaa(9(&, 7)) [P(H)])?

vege (€, 7) = taaa(9(€, 7)) [P(T)]?
for all (¢, 7) € Qr. Hence, into 1 we have

ur(9(€, 7)) — sz (9(€, )P + X toaa (9(€, 7)) + L(E, T)ua(g(€, 7))

(2.5) = —ilu(g(&, 7)Pulg(&, 7).

How (z, t) = g(&, 7)and L(§, 7) = —o/(7)p(7)+z[lnp(7)] = —a/(t)p(t)+z[ln p(t)]’, we denote L(x, t) =
—a/()p(t) + [ p()), then

(2.6) Ut — YUy [p(t)F + X[P(t)]gurm + L(z, t)u, + i|u|2u =0

for all (x, t) € Q.
We denote by I(z, t) = iL(x, t), B(t) = [p(t)]* and €(¢) = [p(t)]?, then

(2.7) g + iXB () Ugze + YEO Uy + (2, t)ug — |ul*u =0

(2.1)

vy =

+ uy
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On the other hand, on the boundary, the variable z becomes
_ 0, if {=ar),
(2.8) T = 5705(7): = 0<z<l1,
pr)—alr) 1, i ¢=p0),
that is, £ = (8(0) — «(0))  + «(0) then the initial condition is
(2.9) u(z, 0) = (vo g ") (x,0) = uo(a(0) + (B(0) — a(0))x).

and the boundary conditions remain homogeneous.

2.2. Main Result. We consider the system of PDE

(2.10) iug + iXB () tpzs + V() U + I(z, )uy — [ulPu =0
(z,t) € Q@ =(0,1) x (0, T) and with initial and boundary conditions

(2.11) u(z, 0) = up(x)

(2.12) w(0, t) = ug(0, t) = gz (0, t) = Ugaa(0, 1) =0
(2.13) u(l, t) = ug (1, t) = ugr (1, t) = Ugee(1, t) = 0.

Our main result is as follows:

(1) Let ug(x) € H*(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 (L.1)).
(3) If w is solution of (2.10))-(2.13), then

(2.14) ||u||%2(0,1) < Ce™?

where C' depends only ug.

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 [I6], 27]. Let ¢ > 0. For the unknown functions u®(z, t) we consider the
following regularized problem (hereafter we omit the index ¢ in calculations):

(3.1) ity 4+ iXB () Ugrr + YE()Upy + T(, )y + ieB () Upprr — |ul*u =0
with @ =€ (0, 1) x (0, T') and initial and boundary conditions

(3.2) u(z, 0) = up(z)

(3.3) 00, 1) = 15 (0, 1) = 1150, £) = 1 (0, 1) = 0

(3.4) w(1, t) = ug(1, t) = Uze (1, t) = Ugaa(1,¢) =0

We assume that 3y — 4¢ > 0.

Theorem 3.1. Let ug € H*(0,1), there is one classic solution of [2.10)-(2.13) (or (L))
Proof. Let {g;(z)};en the Hilbertian base of L?(0, 1) solution of the eigenvalue problem
(3.5) 9i(0) = g;5(0) = g7 (0) = gj"(0) =0,  j€eN

(3.6) 9i(1) = g5(1) = egj(1) =gj"(1) =0,  jeN.

We construct the approximation

N
(37) w(a, )= 30k (g5 (@)
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where h}Y(t)g;(x) is solution for the nonlinear Schrédinger equation

iuy, g5) + iXB(t) (Ugpe, 95) +1EWE) (ugy, g5) + (L(z, t)uy’, g;)
=0

(3.8) +ieB(8) (U 95) — (™™, g
for j=1,..., N and subject to initial data
(3.9) h} (0) = (ug, gj) =0

such that (-, -) = (-, -){z2(0,1)2- Due to orthonormality of {g;}en, the coupled system 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 . 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 g; = ew? in we have

i(ul e, a™) +ixB(t) (ul e ™) +ieB(t) (ul,, e, )

+(I(x, hug'e”, @) + () (ugpe”, T) — (Ju™ ()Fue”, @) = 0.

rxr

Note that integrating by parts and using (3.2))-(3.4)) we have
1 1 1
(uly e, a™) =/ ul eruN dx—i—/ ul el dm—/ ul el da.
0 0 0
1 1 1
(W e al) = 7/ ul eruN dxf/ ul e uly dx+2/ ul e*ul da
0 0 0
1
+/ e lul |? da.
0
1 1 1
(uh e®, a) :/ ul e*u dx = —/ uNeu" dx —/ e“lull | dx
0 0 0

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

1 1 1

Z/ ewuiVUNd.’lﬁ + Z'X%(t) / exﬂNuinx + Z'X%(t) / e’”\uiv|2dx
0 0 o
1 1 .
—iXBW) / €Ty Upeda — YE(1) / et uyldr — () / ¢ [ul [Pde
0 0 )
1 1 1

+ / I(z, t)e"u™ull do — ieB(t) / "N ul do — igg(t)/ & ul Pz
0 0 o

1 1 1
+2i5‘3(t)/ e””ﬂivu%dm—i—ia%(t)/ em|ui\2|2dx—/ e lul | da
0 0 0

=0.

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

%(6”57 W 2) = (x = e)BO)(e”, [u™ %) + B(t)(Bx — 4e){e”, |uy'[*) + 2eB(t)(e”, Jugy[*)
(3.10) = &) Im(e™a”, ul) — 2Im{I(z, t)e"u™ | ul).

x
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We are going to bounded the right side of m

29€()Ime ™, uy) < Cllea™ || 2o, 11Ty e || L2(0,1) < exl[@ €”[[Z20, 1) + +C e T [0, 1y
1

1
gele/ elulV|? d:c+C(61)€/ e lul [ da.
0 0

= 2Im(I(w, )e"u™, uy') < 2|1 (x, t)eug |20, [T e || 20,1y < e2ll (2, e ug 720, 1)

1 1
+ C(eg)|[aNe ||L2 0,1) < €2 sup |I(z, t)|2e/ e lul|? da + 0(52)6/ e lu™N ? dx
z€(0,1) 0 0

1 1
< 53/ e lul|? da + 0(53)/ e lulN|? d.
0 0

Then
d x T x
(€5 [P+ (Bx — de —en — &) (e, [ug?) + 2eB(E)(e”, Jugi )
(3.11) < (Ix — el + Cler)e + Cles))(e”, [u™]?).
For €1 and e3 suitable and integrating over (0,¢) with ¢ < T it follows that
d
e W) < 0+ [ e ]

< ellu |2200.1) + C / (&, ™) ds

By Gronwall inequality we have

(3.12) [u™ 20,1y < (€7, [u™[?) < Cexp(Ct)
for all ¢ € (0,T). Therefore
(3.13) (u™) is bounded in L>(0,T : L*(0,1)) «— L?*(0,T : L*(0,1))

Note that of (3.11) we have

t t
(€, NP+ (3x —de — &1 — e3) / (", Ju ) ds + 2 / %B(s) (e, [ul, %) ds
0 0

(3.14) < elluol|72(0,1) + C < Clluol 20, 1)-
Therefore
(3.15) (ul) is bounded in L*(0,T : L?(0,1))

Remark 3.2. (1) If e = 0, for €1 and €3 suitable, we have (3.12))-(3.13)) and (3.14) — (3.15)), this is

the constant C' independent of €.

(2) Note that of (3.14) we have
(uX)) is bounded in L*(0,T : L*(0,1))

but the estimative depend of €.
This is a difficulty, we will improve the estimative for ulY,

Second estimate. Setting gJ = uivzm in ) we have

(3.16) + (I (z, thuy, *ivm> +Z€‘B( )< Upzzas ﬂivm> — ([u™Pu?, w,,,) = 0.
Then, multiplying by x we have

+ X<I(1‘ t) ) a:xam> + ng%( )Huxxwx||L2(0, 1) — X<|UN Qqu ﬂi\;xaﬁ) =0.
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Note that
1
N —N N —N
<ut ’uocmcac> :A utxacu;cacdx

then we obtain

1

1 1
i [ e+ D) [ e net) [ ulad,,de

1
Fx / I, T,z + ixeB(0) [, [2a00) — X 2u®, 7,00

=0.

Applying Conjugate

1 1 1

1
+ X/O I(Q?, t)uz wwza:dw - ZXE%( )”uivazwz”%Q(O,l) - X<|U’N|2uN7 ﬂgxa:w)

=0.
Subtracting the above equations it follows that
1 1
0
1 1
0 0

1 1
—i—X/ I(x, t) Ul i\émdw — / I(x, tyulNul dr
0 0

+ 2ZX%(t)||u3]:\;xx”%2(0,l) - X(<|U 2 N7 u;{c\;ca:x> <|U‘N|2UN7 ui:\;:xx» =0.

Then
1 1
g gy + ezt ([ u,e) 2t ( [ 1600w )
0 0
or
d N2 B |12
th“uszL?(O,l) +2x ( )||uzxxm||L2(O,1)
= _2’7X€( )Im (< gjcvmv ﬂgmzz)) - 2XI’ITL <I(£L’, t)uivv Ei\;mm»
(3.17) + 2xIm ([uN Pu, al,,,)) -

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

|<I(.’[ t) Ug uzmzm>| < EluurzfcmHL?(O 1) + 0(51)”[(1' t)HLOQ(OTL2(O 1)) ”um ||L2 0,1)

|<|UN|2UNa um:cacac>| < 52HummHL2(o nt 0(52)||UN”L°°(O T:L2(0, 1))HU HLZ(o 1)

|<Ui\;, ﬂajz\;xxﬂ < €3||ua:a:mx||L2(0,1) + 0(63)”uxm”L2(0,1) +.
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Integrating 0 to ¢ with ¢t € (0,7)
X||uajr\;||2L2(O,1) +2x /Ot %(S)Hufcvxm||2L2(0,1)d5
< xlluza (s 0220, 1) + 27xCes) /Ot C()llurzlzz o, 1)ds + 27xes /Ot C(t) [ uraeaZ2 (0, 1)ds
+ 2xe1 /Ot ||“;]Lium||2L2(0,1)d5 + 2XC(51)||UN||2L<>°(0,T:L2(0,1)) /Ot ||U;]LY||2L2(0,1)d5

t t
(3.18) +2X€2/0 ||Uivzm||2L2(o,1)d5+2Xc(52)||UN||%oo(o,T:L2(o,1))/O [ 172 0, 1) ds-

Then

t
Xlluge 20,1y +Cz/o e 1220, 1yds < Mg [1F52 0,1y

(3.19) + X/Ot Hui\;H%z(O,l)dS

considering €1, &2, €3 suitable we have Cy > 0. By Gronwall inequality

(3.20) Xluge 17201y < Cexp(T)

for all ¢ € (0,T"), where C independent of €, then

(3.21) (ud) is bounded in L*°(0,T : L*(0,1)) < L*(0,T : L*(0,1)).

Finally of (3.19) we obtain

T
w2 20,1 + Co / oo 220, 1yt

(3.22) < C (Iluollfrz(o, 1y + 1@ $)20.2.220,17) -
where C' independent of €. Here we obtain that
(3.23) (uX...) is bounded in L*(0,T : L?(0,1))

Third estimate. Now from ({3.8]) we have

in(6)(uy’ s gj) + ix (U 95) +yp(t) Uy, 95) + (Alw, tuy', g;)
(3.24) +ie(Ugags 95) — ()™ Pu®, gj) =0
where
n(t) = B(t) = [B(t) —a@®)]’,  ult) = [p@t)] ™" = B(t) - alt)
Az, t) = [p()]) 7 1(x, t) = [B(t) — a(t)]*1(z, ).
Differentiating with respect to t > 0 and we multiply the result by e*u.’

' () (e, [up|2) +in(t)(e”, up ugy) + ix(ugpas €77 ) +yp (8) (ugy, €*up )
+’7/J/( )< Uzt 6 ut > <Atu 6 ut > <Auwt’ 6 ut >+’LE< Uggzats exu£V>

=/ (@) (™ Pu™, e a) — @) (NP, e ) = n(t)e”, [u|t) = 0.
Applying Conjugate
—in' (e, [uf’ [7) —in(t)(e”, yug’) — ix(Wugr €up’) + ' (8) (@0, e®uf’)
+’7M( )< Ugarts e’ Uy > <Atu ) exut > <Aurt7 ezui\/> - i€<ﬂalvv;cacxt’ ewui\f>

=0/ (O Pu, emmY) — () ([N [2)u, emY) —n(t)(e”, [u[*) = 0.
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Subtracting the above equations we have that the terms above are estimate in the same way as previously

2inf (0)(e”, [u )+ in(t) (e, T ull) + in()e”, T ul)) + ix ((uer, T + Wy, ) )

o (8) (e, ) = (e, e @) ) +yplt) ({udhs ) = (uly, 7))
+ (A, emul) — (Al erall) + (Aud), e"ul) —

zt) € U <Aua]cv;a eicﬂéV)

e (Whgrs €T + (s @) ) =0/ (1) ((u™ P, €)= (N2l ema) )
(3:25) = n(®) (W2, ewa) = (¥ Py, e} ) =o.

Note that
- 1 1
N &N N 2N\ _ N N
<U’wwwa:t’ e Uy > + <ua:xzwt7 e Uy > - _/ uwthe ut dx — / uwwwte u dl‘
0 0
1 1 1 1
=N =Nz, N . _ N
—/ al etulY dx—/ Uyt € Upy AT —/ ul ety dx+/ e’ e
0 0 0
1oy 1 1 1 1
x N2 x|, N |2 —N _x, N _ x|, N |2
—|—/ e d—|umt dx—|—2/ €% Uy da:—|—/ Upt € Uny dx——/ ube™uly dx—/ e®luyy|” dx
0 -z 0 0 0 0
1 1 1 1 1
—/ e [ud|? dx—/ e ud|? dx+2/ e lul|? dac—/ et ulY dx—/ e [ub|? dx
0 0 0 0 0

1
x d xT
== [ e P do = ager. i)

|u|? dx

1 1 1
N z—N N —N\ __ N —N =z N _z—N —N N z
<ux:cact’ € Uy > + <uaca:9ct7 6gE,U’t > - _/ UgpztUy € dz _/ Uggt€ Ugy dz _/ UgpztUy € dz
0 0 0

1 1 1
d
—/ TMICE TR dx—2/ e [ul|? da:+/ e® — |ulN |2 dm—/ e —|uN2dx
0 0 o dx 0

= 3(e”, Juge|*) — (e, [ug ).

B 1 1 1
(Wl e*ulNy — (u, erul) :—/ eCulaly dx—/ e“ulal dat—i—/ e uNul da
0 0

1
—|—/ e"uN ul, da.
0

1 1
N r—N N —N\ __ N z—N —N x, N
(Upyys €U ) — (Upyy, €7, ) = */ Uy € Uy deF/ Uppe uy d.
0 0

Replacing in (3.25) we have

N xT d fl:' . xT . xT
2in () (e”, [ug |?) + in(t )dt< |l 1?) 4 3ix (e, [u?) —ix(e®, |uf|?)
20 (1) T, ) + 2imgu(t) Tm(e®, Ty + 20 Im{Aid, el
+ 2 Im(Auxt, e’ )—i—zs( * |u \ ) — die(e”, |uIt )

—2in (t) Im<|uN|2uN, e’ > — 2in(t) Im((|uN\2)tuN, ezui\'> =0.
Then

L (e, W PY) + (3~ 42) ", k) + (& = x)e”, [ )
< —29(t) T, *u) — 2yu(t) Tnde®, aai) — 2 Im( A, ead)
— 2 Im{Aud, e"@) + 20/ (t) Im(|u™ |*u®, e*al)

(3.26) +2n(t) Im{(Ju™ [*)ul, e*al )
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We are going to bounded the right side of -
= 29/ (t) Im(ugy, a0 ) < erllugylZ2(0,1) + Cler)ele”, Juf ).
= 2yu(t) Im{e”, upyuy’) < esele”, fug|?) + Clez)ele”, [uf'|?).

=2 Im(Apuy, € 7)) <2 S?P)\Atl / uy' €™y | do < esl|ug 720, 1) + Cles)ele”, [ui'[?).
z€(0,1

—2 Im{Aul, e*ul¥) < 2 sup | Al / [ule?alN| dr < eqele®, [ul?) + Cles)ele®, [ul¥|?).

20/ (t) Im(|Ju™ |?u, e"uN) < C sup |u™ |2 / luNe*ulN | da < 55HuNH%2(0,1)
0
+Cles)ele”, [uf'?).

1
20(t) Im{([u™]*)eu™, e*a’) < C Sl(lp)(|uN|2)t / uN e mY| da < egl|u™|[720, 1)
€ (0,1 0

+Clee)e(e”, Jup ).
How 3x — 4¢ > 0 with 2 and €4 suitable. Replacing in (3.26)) we have

d

7 (e, [ul' ) + (Bx — 42 — ez —eza)(€”, Jum[*) < C{e”, [u' )
(3.27) + 51”“%”%2(0, nt 53”“5“%2(0, nt C||UN||2L2(0, 1)
Integrating over (0,¢) with ¢t < T.

T
n(®)(e”, [uf ) < 0(0)(e”, [uf (, 0)|2>+€1/0 el Z2 0, 1yds

T T t
e / ¥ 122 6,15 + C / [ 220,15 + C / (€, Jul|?)ds
0 0 0
On the other hand of (3.8) with ¢t =0 and g; = u} (-, 0) we have

illur (-, 0)1Z2(o, 1>+2x%( ) (uns (-5 0), T (-, 0)) + ¥€(0)(udy (-, 0), @' (-, 0))
+(I(-5 0) uf (-, 0), @Y (-, 0)) +ieB(0)(ugyy (- 0), T (- 0)) — (Ju™ (-, 0)[Pu™ (-, 0), 7 (-, 0))
=0
then
[uf’ (-, 01720, 1) < €8llunza (5 01720, 1) + Cles)lluf’ (-, 0720, 1)

+eg sup [I(, 0)[[ug’ (-, 0)l|72¢0,1) + sup [1(, 0)] Cleo)lluf’ (-, 0)lI72(0, 1)
z€(0,1) z€(0,1)

+ EIOHU]szm(" 0)||2L2(o,1) + C(E1O)||“iv('» 0)”%2(0,1)

+ osup [y’ P enn[|u™ (5 0) 20,0y + sup ug 2 Clenn)llu (- 0)[1 220, 1y
z€(0,1) z€(0,1)

then for C(g;) with ¢ =8,..., 11 suitable, we have

(3.28) e 0)130, 1y <C (I laasco, 1) + 1 OlZz(o, 1))

Remark 3.3. Ife =0 then is true, therefore the constant C in independent of €.
Then

(3.29) (e, JuN?) < C’—l—C/Ot<e”7 lulN |?)ds

By Gronwall inequality
(3.30) i 122(0,1) < (€7, [ui' [*) < Cexp(Ct)
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for all t € (0,T) where the constant C' independent of €. Therefore
(3.31) (ul) is bounded in L>(0,T : L*(0,1)) — L*(0,T : L*(0,1))
independent of €. Note that of (3.27) together with (3.30]) we have

t
(3.32) (3x — 4e — eeq — 664)/ (e®, [ul|?) ds < C.
0
Remark 3.4. If e = 0, then for eq and g4 suitable, we have (3.32)) is true, where C independent of .
Therefore
(3.33) (ub,) is bounded in L?(0,T : L2(0,1)) indepent of &

Step four. We obtain a bound for u2),. Differenting (3.24) respect ¢, and replacing g; by ul , we have
o), ) + i O Ol +ix< N )
() (ugges @)+ () (ugs, @) + (Avg, T@p) + (Augy, @)
i (Upagr T ) — () ((Ju” P)u™, 7)) — ()<|uN|2u{V, a")
o () ([u Pu®, @) = 0.
Hence
in(t)(ugy, @) + i ()]|uf ()70, 1) — ix(ugnr Tap)
— vt )||uxt(t)HL2(O,1) — o () {ug’, Ty) + (A, @) + (Augy, 7))
i (Ugpages T ) — N (([u 2)eu™, @) — (@) ([ 2, Ju1?) =o' (@) (o™ Pu, 7') = 0.
Applying conjugate
— ()@, ) — i () (1) 20,1y + (T )
= yp()lluge 20,1y — v ) @7, ugh) + (A, @) + (Auly, 7))
— el ) = O[NP, @) = (@) u™ P, [ul?) = o (0)(uNPud, ) = 0
Subtracting the above equations yield

d
n

in( ) |Ut ||L2 0,1t 2an'(t )||Ut ||L2 0,1) — X (< Uzt ﬂﬁ) + @ﬁm Uivt>)

-y (t) ((ul, aly)y — @, uly)) + 2iIm{ Al @) + 2iIm(Audy, @)

e (s T + (@ 0)) = 0(8) (Y2, 7 = (N P)e, @) )
(3.34) =/ (1) (P, @) = (uN e, 7)) =o.
Note that

Jxvzatzt’ ﬂi{v> + <ﬁ:]tvmxa:t’ u2]SV> = 2Hui\ibt||%2(0, 1)

then replacing in (3.34]) we have
o d , o [td
in(®) o Vs, + 200/ O W0y = ix | lusePda

— iy () Im(u , @) + 2iIm (A, @) + 2iIm(Aud, @)

z 9

(u

+ 2ixfua (1, 1)]? + 2iellugz | 22,1y — 2imOIm{([u™[*)eu®, 7Y)
— 2in (t) Im{Ju™ [*u™, 7Y) = 0
or
d
n(t ) Hut HL2(0 1y 20 (t )luf ||L2(0 1+ xlua (1, )% + xluae (0, 1)[? +25Humt”L2(o 1)
=2y’ ( VIm(ul, @) — 2Im(Awd, @) — 2Im (A, @)
(3.35) + 2n(t) Im((Ju™ )™, ') + 20 (¢ )Im<|uN|2UN, ap').

11



12 OCTAVIO V. VILLAGRAN, M. SEPULVEDA, R. VEJAR ASEM, AND RAUL NINA MOLLISACA
We are going to bounded the right side of (3.35))

2y () Im(ud, wh) < C (1l Wago, 1y + bt 320, 1))

—2Im(Awl, @) < sup |At|HUNHL2(o n Tt Supl) Al [JugY HL2(O 1)

z€e(0,1 TE

_2Im<Auazt7 Uiv> < sup |A|||Uzt||L2(o,1) + SUP)|A|H“tNHL2(0,1)

z€(0,1 z€(0,1

2n(t)Im(([u™]*) e, @) < C( sup (™ *)el w1 220,1) + sup [(u™*)el i 1220, 1)>
z€(0,1) z€(0,1)

(3.36) 20 () Im{Ju™*u, wl) < C( sup W™ a2 0,1) + Sup ™2 12, 1)>
fAS

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

t t
n(t)||uiv||%2(0’1) + 25/0 ||u]zva:t||%2(0,1)d8 < n(0) [y (-, OI720,1y + C/o Hui\]\\%z(o,mds

t t t
331 +C [ uds + O [ Iulaonds +C [ 10 g, s
Since (3.37)) we obtain
Ty

O o +2¢ [ il s
(3.38) < Cllug 1o, 1)
therefore
(3.39) (uX.,) is bounded in L?(0,T : L?(0,1)) dependent of ¢
(3.40)

Step to the limit. Now follows summarize our results.

(3.41) (u™) is bounded in L*>(0,T : L*(0,1)) — L?(0,T : L*(0,1)) independent of &
(3.42) (ud) is bounded in L2(0,T : L?(0,1)) indepent of &

(3.43) (ud)) is bounded in L°°(0,T : L*(0,1)) < L*(0,T : L*(0,1)) independent of ¢
(3.44) (uX...) is bounded in L?(0,T : L?(0,1)) independent of &

(3.45) (u) is bounded in L>(0,T : L?(0,1)) — L?(0,T : L*(0,1)) independent of &
(3.46) (ud,) is bounded in L2(0,T : L*(0,1)) independent of &

(3.47) (uX,) is bounded in L2(0,T : L?(0,1)) dependent of ¢

We affirm that
(3.48) (u) is bounded in L>(0,T : H'(0,1)) independent of .
In effect, by the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality, we have
[u |22 0,1) < llu, 20,1y + Cl@)[[u™ || L2(0,1)
for all ¢ € [0, T] then

sup ||Uiv||L2(0,1) <« sup ||Uivx||L2(0,1) + C(a) sup ||UN||L2(0,1) <C
t€[0,T) te[0,T) t€[0,T]

the result follows.
Gathering the estimates (3.41)-(3.47) we have there exists an subsequences of (u”) and (u}') that also
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denote by (uV) and uY such that
3.49) uN —u, weak, we L*(0,T:L*0,1))

(

(3.50) u —* u, star weak, w € L>(0,T : L*(0,1))
(3.51) ul — u,, weakly, wu, € L*(0,T: L*(0,1))
(3.52) ul —* u,, star weak, wu, € L>(0,T : L?(0,1))
(3.53) ul — g, weak, u; € L*(0,T : L*(0,1))

(3.54) u =%y, star weak, wu; € L>(0,T : L?(0,1))

the convergence independent of ¢.
Finally multiplying (3.1)) by ¢ € C§°(0,1) test functions and integrating over (0, 1), we have

1 1 1 1
z/ ugp dx + ixB(t) / Ugzetp dr + YE() / Uz dT + / I(x, t)u,p dx
0 0 0 0

1 1
+ ia%(t)/ Uggrep AT — / |u|2u<p dx = 0.
0 0

Integrating of parts, we have

2
(3.55) e @) + XDz, T2y A€ ota, T2) + (I, i, )
3
(3.56) B (1) e, L) (ulu, ) = 0.

for all p € C§°(0,1).
Since uV es approximation solution, we have
2

ul', @)+ B, TE) — el %) + 1z, ul, ¢)

P
— (™ Pu”, ¢) = 0.

(3.57) —ieB(t)(ul, ‘;?>

Since H'(0,1) ¢ C([0,1]) € L?(0, 1) with the first injection compact and the second injection continuous,
together with @ li by the Aubin -Lions lemma and Simon’s compactness result, we have there
exists u € C([0,T] : C([0,1])) and ul € C([0,7] : C([0,1])) such that a subsequence of (u’¥) and
(u) that denote also by (uV) and (ul) that independent of ¢, that converge (strong) to u and u, en
C’([O T]:C([0,1])). This is

(3.58) ||uN —ulle(o,m:c(0,1])) — 0 ||u£:v = Uzle(o,11:c(10,17)) — O-

It follows that approximations u” (, t) can be extended to entire Q = (0, 1) x (0, T') with arbitrary finite
T > 0, gathering with (3.49)-(3.54) and justify the passage to the limit as N — +oo in (3.57). This is

i 0) + VB0 s T5) — (D), TN + (1 s, )
3
(3.59) B (1) e, )~ (ulPu, ) =0

The solution independent of ¢, take € — 0, we have

(B60)  ifun @)+ B (s T5) A€W (SN + (T, e, )~ {fulu, ) =0

for all ¢ € C§°(0,1). Since H*(0,1) = C3([0,1]) together with we have (u) C C3[0,1]. Then
since we have

(3.61) i, @) + iXB () (Uawas 9) = VYEW) (s @) + (I(2, iz, ) = (ul?u, @) =0

for all ¢ € C5°(0,1), then

(3.62) iug +ixB(ud,, — V€O Uy + (2, t)uy — |ul*u = 0.
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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

(4.1) iug + iXB () Ugrr + YE)Usge + T, t)uy, — |u|2u =0
(4.2) iwe + iXB () Were + V() Wee + (2, t)w, — |w|2w =0

Subtracting (4.1)) with (4.2) we have

Z(u - w)t + iXSB(t)(U - w)mm:c + ’YQ:(t)(u - w)mc + (u - w)zI(mv t)
(4.3) = [Jul*u — |w*w] = 0.
But

[ulu — |wPw = [ul*(u — w) + [Jul* - [w*] w.

Multiplying (4.3) by e*(u — w) and integrating over (0, 1) and using (2.11)-(2.13)) it follows that
1 1
2/ e’(u—w)(u—w)dr + ixB(t) / e’ (u—w)(u — w)ygede
0 0
1 1
+ ~E(t) / e’ (u—w)(u — w)gedr + / e I(z, t)(u —w)(u — w)dz
0 0
1
(4.4) — / e’ (u—w) (Ju*(u — w) + (Ju* = |w[*)w) dz = 0.
0
Each term is treated separately integrating by parts and using (2.10)-(2.13)). In fact
1 1
ixB(t) / e’ (u—w)(u — w)gppdr = ixB(t) / e’(u—w)(u—w)yde
0 0

+iyB() /0 €| (1 — w), 2 — i B(1) /0 ¢ (=) (1 — W)audar

1 1 1
~E(t) /0 e’ (u—w)(u — w)gedr = —yE(t) /0 e’ (u —w)(u — w)dr —yE(t) /0 e”|(u — w)m|2dx.
Replacing into we have
i /0 ¢ (=) (u — w)dz + ixB(L) /0 ¢ (=) (1 — w)ada
1 e |(u — w)y|?de — i e’ (u—w)y(u — w)ydr
+ixB0) [ erlu—wpde = ixB(0) [ e @0)au— )i
1 1
—1e(t) [ @)= whde - ae) [ - w), o

1 1
—/ ex|u|2|u—w|2dx+/ e’ I(z, t)(u —w)(u — w)dx
0 0

1
- /O e (Jul + [w|)(Ju| — [w])(u —w)w dz = 0.
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Applying conjugate

1 1
— i/o e’ (u — w)(u — w)edx — ixB(t) /0 e’ (u—w)(u —w)der
—ix(t) [ = )P+ B0 [0 @) e
1 1
— ye(t) /0 e’ (u —w)(u — w)dr — yE(t) /0 e(u — w),|*dx
_/0 e |ullu — w dac—l—/o e’I(z, t)(u —w)(u —w)dx

—/0 & (Jul + [wl)(Jul — [w])(u — w)mdz = 0.

Then subtracting the above two terms

d 1
dt Jo

1 d 1
—x%(t)/ ex—|(u—w)z|2da:+2x%(t)/ | (u — w), [2de
0 dx 0

1
d
elu — wl*dx + x%(t)/ e —|u — w|*dx
0 dx

1 1
- 27@(t)[m/0 e’ (u—w)(u—w)ydr + 2Im/0 eIz, t)(u —w)(u — w)dz

—ZIm/O e (@=w)(|u| + [w])(|ju| - [w])wdz = 0

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

or

1 1

1
em|u—w|2dx—x%(t)/ ez|u—w|2dx—|—3x%(t)/ e l(u — w),|*dr
0

- 27@(t)[m/0 e’ (u—w)(u—w)ydr + 2Im/0 eIz, t)(u —w)(u — w)dz

1
- 2Im/0 e’ (u—w)(Ju| + |w|)(Ju| — Jw|))w dz = 0.

%Wa u—wl?) = xBO)(e”, ,Ju—wl?) +3xB(E)(e”, |(u—w)al*)
:2fy€(t)1m/0 ex(M)(u—whdx—le/o e’ I(z, t)(u —w)(u — w)dx

1
+ QIm/O e’ (u —w)(Jul + |w])(Ju| — |w]))w dz.

15



16 OCTAVIO V. VILLAGRAN, M. SEPULVEDA, R. VEJAR ASEM, AND RAUL NINA MOLLISACA

We are going to bounded the right side of (4.5

1 1
27@3(t)]m/ e’ (u—w)(u — w)dr < C/ e lu—w| |(u—w),| dz
0 0

<erele”, | |(u— w)w|2> + C(er)ele”, |u— w|2>.
1

1
—2Im | e"I(z, t)(u —w)(u —w),dr <2 sup |I(x, t)|/ el —w| |(u—w),| dx
0 z€(0,1) 0

< eze(e”, , |(u—w)a|?) + Clea)efe”, lu—wf?).

1
QIm/O e’ (u—w)(|u] + |w|)(Ju] = [w))w dz < 2([Jullco,r:c0.11)) + lwllco,r:c0.1)))

1

X Hw||c(o,T:cqo,1]))/ e®lu— w|? d
0

< C{e”, |u—w|2>.

We replacing in (4.5)), we have

(4.6) %(67”, u—w]?) + (3xB(t) — ere — ee2)(e”, |, |(u — w)a|*) < Cle”, |u—w]?).

For e1, g5 suitable, we have
(4.7) —{e”, lu —w|?) < Ce®, |u—w|?).
By Gronwall inequality, we obtain

lu—w|[F2g,1) < (€7, Ju—wl*) <0

then v = w.

5. STABILITY

Let ¢ € R[z] given by ¢(z) = 1 + 42 — 23, now we will prove the exponential decay of the solutions for
the L?-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
(5.1) lullZz 00y < Ce™

where C' depends only of ug.

Proof. Multiplying (2.10) by ¢(z)u, we obtain
1 1 1
z/ qﬂutdz+ix%(t)/ qﬂuxmdernyt(t)/ QU dx
0 0 0
1 1
(5.2) +/ I(z, t)qﬂuwdx—/ qlu|*dz = 0.
0 0

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

1

1
Uze QU AT — ix%(t)/ Uzpa QU dT
0

nes(e) [ ' fitpande = B () /

0 0

1 1 1
= ixB(t) / Uy QT d 4 iXB(t) / |ug|*qe dx —ixB(t) / U (U AT
0 0 0
1 1 1
’yQﬁ(t)/ qUU g dx = fnyf(t)/ QuUULdT — ’yQﬁ(t)/ q|u:,3|2 dx.
0 0 0
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Replacing (5.2)) we have
1 1 1
. _ . _ . 2
z/ quudr + zx%(t)/ Qza WUz dT + Zx%(t)/ G |ug|“dz
0 0 0

1 1 1
—ixB(t) / QU U dr — yE() / Gz dr — yE(t) / qlug|*dx
0 0 0

1 1
—I—/ I(z, t)quu,dz —/ qlul*dx = 0.
0 0
Applying conjugate
1

1 1
— z/ quudr — ix%(t)/ Qoo Ul dx — ix%(t)/ qx|um\2d:17
0 0 0

1 1 1
+ixB(t) / QU2 Tz dx — yE(2) / G Ul dx — yE(t) / q|uI|2dx
0 0 0

1 1
+/ I(z, t)quuzde — / qlul*dz = 0.
0 0

Subtracting the above equations yields

1

d ) !
VA1) + B0 [ aas (e 20800) [l P
'od
- ix%(t)/ q—(Jug|?)dx — ’yQiQ(t)Im/ qxuzT dx
o dx 0
1
+ 22'Im/ I(x, t)quu, dz = 0.
0
Hence, integrating by part some terms we obtain
d 2 ' 2 2
VAU, = XBO) [ aas P+ 5BOIVE w01
1 1
- 2'y€(t)1m/ Gz Ut dx + 2]m/ I(x, t)quuydx =0
0 0
or
d 1
ZiIVaulliz,n +6xB() /0 |ul*dz + 3xB(1) |V uall 20, 1)

1 1
= 2’y¢(t)lm/ QU dx — QIm/ I(z, t)quude.
0 0

Each term in second member is treated separated
1 1
27€(t)1m/ Qe dr < C’/ |getug|dr < Clqe uellz2(0,1) ullz2(0,1)
0 0

1
< e1llge uall720,1y + Clen)[ullF20,1) < 1 sup Iqxl/ gtz |* dae
z€(0,1) 0
+ Clen)[[ulliz 0, 1) < €10V tall720,1) + Clen) lullF2(0, 1y

and

—2[m/ (z, t)quuydr <2 sup |g| sup|] x, t) |/ |u| |\/qztiz|dx
z€(0,1)

< CllullZz o, 1)1V vallz20,1) < 62IIUHL2(O,1) +Cle2) vz uallZ2(0,1)-

17
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Let k = infycjo, 1) B(t), then

d
%H\/ZIUH%Q(O,I) + 6XkHU||2L2(0,1) + 3X’¢||\/‘ﬂ“a:”%?(0,1)
< 100w uzl|F2(0, 1) + Cle)[ullF2(0, 1) + e2llullTz(0,1) + Cle2) Ve uallZ2(0, 1)

implies que

d
ZiIVaullZz, 0 + (Gxk = Cler) = 2)lfulfz0,1) + (Bxk —€1C = C(e2)) Ve tall72(0,1) <0

Let Cy = 6xk — C(e1) — 2 and Cy = 3xk — e1C — C(e3). For €1 and &5 suitable we have Cy and Cs are
positive numbers, then, integrating over (0,¢) with ¢ <T

t
\WMMWMSM@W@@n*QAHw%My

Since inf,¢ 0,1y || = 1, we have

lullZ20,1) < IVaull 20,1y
then

t
wmm@swmmm@—a/mﬁmn
0

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
Xy = {u: [uo ur ... upr)T € CMT g =upsy = up = 0}
Let us introduce the classical finite differences operators for complex-valued arrays:
ty] = Dty = Lt Y
[D*u], = Dty o= L
Uj — Uj—1
Ax
1
D u = 3 (D+u + D_u)

[D_u]j =D u; =

D2u:=D'D u

D3y :=DD"D u.
6.2. Foundations of the Numerical Scheme. For a given At < 1, ¢, = nAt, and for u™ € X}, our
numerical scheme is inspired in the discretization of (3.1]), and it is defined as follows:

n+l _ ,n
R N Y iep (1) D3 4 P2 (t,)D2umE il Dut — [t Pyt = gt
where J" € Xy : [J"]; = J (24, t,), while I"™ € R™ "™ such that
n Iz, ty), ifi=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

[Id — 2iAtép(t,) D® — 2iAtyp?(t,) D?|unt?

6.3
6:3)  _ [Id — 2iAtep3 (t,) D? + 2iAtyp?(t,) D? — 2A¢T" D]u™ — 2iAt[un |2um s + 2A¢J "3,
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where D, D? and D? are matrices in R2M+1x2M+1 gherating over complex-valued vectors, while I is
the identity matrix. Due to the boundary conditions, we have

0 1
-1 0
1
D=——
Azx
0 1
. _1 O_
o 1 _
. 1 =2
D’ = —
Ax?
-2 1
- 1 _2_
0 -1} -
1 0 -1 3
1 1
Ll 1 0 -1 3
D3 = _——_ ) -
Azx3 : : .
-3 11 0o -1 3
-3 1 -1
1
L -3 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~! = u" € X given, we compute a sequence
of complex vectors {u?},p = 2,3,4,..., until a stopping criteria is verified. The sequence is given by

[Id — 2iAtEp(t,) D3 — 2iAtyp?(t,) D3] uP

6.4 n
64 _ [Id — 2iAtEp® (t,) D3 + 2iAtyp*(t,) D2 — 2AtI" D]u™ — 2iAt| YL

2
uPu” JP 4"
ST YR

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 fup71|\2 <$

where § is given. In our computations: 6 =107, In that case, we do u"*! = u? 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,

o =
=T = wr=2[]; =

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 At sufficiently small.

The function that transforms u(x,t) to v(£,7) 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 L?—norm of the
solution depends on the length of the domain. We have the following result.

Theorem 6.1. For u™ € Xy the solution of problem (6.3), there exists a function C(t), depending on
the boundaries a(t) and B(t), such that

[l I3 < C@)llu™13
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Proof: doing the inner product between (6.3]) and u"t2 and extracting the imaginary part, we get

8 = [la” |3 + Tm (i (74 u ),

where

(6.5) i(Jn+%,un+%) — _(2’7p2(t)\ll,un+%) _ 2i(I\IJx,u"+%) _ Z'(I(I’,u"+%) i i(G/(t),un+%)
(6.6) _ (2|U7L+%|2G(x7t)’un+%> _ (un-f—%G’ |un+%‘2)

(6.7) —2(G, [u" T3 ?) — (G2, (u"E)?) — (G u"TE),

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

() = e3(B)[p(t)] ™! = ua(1,)p(O)[P()] ™" = us(1,1)

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

[@(0)] = [2(1 — w2) + 0] = [2(u(0,1) — u(1,1)) + ua(1,8)] < Co
(W) = lp2 = o1 — 8| = u(1,t) = u(0,1) — ua (1, 1)] < Cu
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(z,t), depending on the boundary conditions and the boundary itself, such
that

‘G(.’E,t” < CG(xvt)'

G’ (t) will also be bounded if the same conditions fulfill along with the fact that boundary conditions are
in C?([9, +00]). Meanwhile,

Through Cauchy-Schwarz, we have the following estimates

(6.8) (") %, " 2)| < PP (0)][u" 2 ||2C
(6.9) (v < p20)| o I+ oo
(6.10) (T um )| < p(t)| et ™ ol (1)

p'(t) —o/(t)

(6.11) (G (1), u™+ 3] < |G ()][]u"* 2 ||y
(6.12) |(jumt 2 G (1), umF2)| < Ca(a,t)][um* 2|3
(6.13) (W2 G, 1), [u" T2 ?) < Cala, t)|[u" 2 |3
(6.14) Im(G?, [u™+3)?) = 0

(6.15) (G2, (w"%)?) < Cala,t)?|[u 3|3
(6.16) (G®u"t3) < Ca(z, £)3|u" 2|y

Because ||z][3 < ||2]13]|2]|ss 2 € X, We can thus infer the existence of a function C(¢), bounding
both Cg(x,t) and the boundary conditions, such that we get the desired result.

3

6.4. Convergence. Let us recall that v? ~ u(x;,t,), for u(z,t) the exact solution of our problem. We
will denote wu(x,t) € RM : [u(z,t)]), := u(zg,t). We will define the truncation error F™ € RM as follows
[I — 2iAtep® (tn) D® — 2iAtyp? () D* | u(w, tnp)
(6.17) = [I - 2iAtEp®(t,) D® + 2iAtyp?(t,) D* — 2AtT" D] u(a, t,,)
—2iAtu(, b, 1) Pu(@ 1) + 20" 4 FT

<

—

The following result holds.
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Energy vs Time, p = 2 Energy vs Time
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FIGURE 1. Left: Energy at L? level. Right: Energy at H level.

Theorem 6.2. For u} the solution of problem (6.3)), and u(z,t) the solution of problem (...), such that
u € C(0,T),C%(Q)]. Then, there exists a constant C, depending on §), such that

[|F"||y < CO(At + Az?).
Proof: due to Taylor expansions at (x,t,), it is well known that
Dyu(zg, tn) = ut(vh, tn) + O(AL),  D2u(wp,tn) = Upe(Th, tn) + O(AZ?)
D3u(xp,tn) = Uppe(Th, tn) + O(AZ?), w(wp,t, 1) =u(zg, tn) + O(AL).
Thus, at 2, = g + KAz we have
iut(l‘k, tn) + Z§p3<tn)uzxw(xka tn) + ’sz(tn)ua:w(xka tn) + iInUa:(.Tk7 tn) - |’U/(J}}c, tn+%)|2u(l‘k, tn+%)
= iJ"TT 4 F 4 O(At + Az?)
Thus, we get
|F| = O(At + Az?)
multiplying by Az and summing for k we get the result.
6.5. Numerical experiments. Case 1: travelling soliton. We have applied our scheme to the
problem
v, — vee = 02|, (€,7) € [—40,40] x (0,9]
v(€,0) = V2sech(é + 1)
v(a(7)),7) = v(B(7),7) = ve(B(7),7) =0
for (1) = 37 — 40 and B(7) = 40 + sin(477). Figure [1|illustrates the situation of the energy at L? and
H?' levels, respectively. Figure [2| shows the numerical solution obtained.

Case 2: travelling soliton for a returning linear boundary condition. We will now consider the

iy +vee = [v7fv, (&, 7) € (a(T), B(T)) % (0,T]

v(€,0) = 2v/2e€ 75 sech(2¢ + 5)
v(a(r)),7) = v(B(7),7) = ve(B(r),7) = 0

20
ot | — 1.7 — 20 and B(7) = xs + sin(4n7). This is an interesting case, as the L?—norm

for (1) =
is not preserved during the whole integration time, as one would expect. Figure 2] shows our results. We
can clearly see that the L?— 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 L?—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.



22

OCTAVIO V. VILLAGRAN, M. SEPULVEDA, R. VEJAR ASEM, AND RAUL NINA MOLLISACA

FIGURE 2. Numerical solution.

zo | xy | wp—xo | Alfullz
—40 | 10 50 0.87353
—40 | 20 60 0.71152
—40 | 40 80 0.52033
—40 | 60 100 0.41055
TABLE 1. Difference in L?— norm of the numerical solution for differente values of f
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(€,0) = 2v/2e€ 7 sech(2€ + 5) + 2v/2e 710 sech(2¢ — 10)

Figure [3| shows the numerical solution obtained by the scheme. While we can see more detail as the
domain gets narrower, the L?— norm gets smaller.
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A. ApPPENDIX: THE GAUGE TRANSFORMATION
We consider the Gauge transformation

(A.18) v(€, T) = ety (¢ — diT, T) = Pw(y, 5)
where © = ido + idsT, y = £ — di7 and s = 7. Then

v, = idse®w — dle@wy + ePw,; Ve = idye®w + eewy;

Vgg = —d2e®w + 2idge@wy + e@wyy;
2,0
2

Vegg = —id3e®w — 3d wy + 3idge®wyy + egwyyy.

Replacing in (|1.1) we obtain

—dze®w —idye®Pw, + iePw, — ydaePw + 2iydre®Pw, + veCwy,
+xdse®w, — 3ixdie®w, — 3xd2e®wy, +ixeOwy,, = |2|%®z.
Gathering similar terms and performing straightforward calculation we obtain
2 3
gl —2
d1:l;d2:*;d3:72~
3x 3x 27y

Thereby in follows that
Wy + XWyyy + iw?w = 0,

This way using the Gauge transformation we have the equivalent problem to (|1.1])

Wy + XWyyy + iw[>w =0, in Q.,

w(y,0) = e FVug(y) in Ty,

v(@(s), 5) = pi(s), v(B(s), 8) = pals), vy (B(s), 5) = pals).
where a(s) = a(s) — dis, B(s)=B(s)—dys, [, ={y €R: a(s) <y < B(s)} and Qs = {(y, s) ER2: y €
I, 0 <s<T,T>0}. The above Gauge transformation is a bi-continuous map from L?([0, T'] : H°(Q)

to LP([0, T] : H7(Qs) , as long as 0 < T' < 4o00. Using the Gauge transformation we see that the vee
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

g + X[P#)Pusze — il (2, uy = [ufPu+id(z, t), 0<z<1l, t>0
u(z,0) = up(z), 0<z<l,
w(0,t) =u(l, t) =u,(1,t) =0 t>0.

where a(7) and () are replaced by &(7) and 3(7), respectively, and p(t), I(z, t), J(z, t), are defined
in term of these modified moving boundary functions.
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