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Post-blowup dynamics for the nonlinear Schrodinger equation
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In this work we present a systematic numerical study of the post-blowup dynamics of
singular solutions of the 1D focusing critical NLS equation in the framework of a nonlinear
damped perturbation. The first part of this study shows that initially the post-blowup
is described by the adiabatic approximation, in which the collapsing core approaches an
universal profile and the solution width is governed by a system of ODEs (reduced system).
After that, a non-adiabatic regime is observed soon after the maximum of the solution, in
which our direct numerical simulations show a clear deviation from the dynamics based on
the reduced system. Our study suggests that such non-adiabatic regime is caused by the
increasing influx of mass into the collapsing core of the solution, which is not considered in the
derivation of the reduced system. Also, adiabatic theoretical predictions related to the wave-
maximum and wave-dissipation are compared with our numerical simulations. The second
part of this work describes the non-adiabatic dynamics. Here, numerical simulations reveal
a dominant quasi linear regime, caused by the rapid defocusing process. The collapsing
core approaches the universal profile, after removing some oscillations resulting from the
interference with the tail. Finally, our numerical study suggests that in the limit of vanishing
dissipation, and in a free-space domain, the critical mass is radiated to infinity instantly at

the collapse time.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The nonlinear Schrodnger equation (NLS)

iby + A+ P27 = 0, (1)

appears as fundamental model in different branches of physics, e.g., Bose-Einstein condensates [16],
fluid dynamics [31] and nonlinear optics [8, [I5]. Here 1 is a complex-valued function depending of
the time ¢ and the space variable . We denote by A the Laplacian operator in dimension d > 1 and
o > 0 represents the nonlinearity exponent. It is well known that in the sub-critical case (od < 2),
solutions of the equation exist and are unique globally in time for every initial condition in
the Sobolev space H'(R?) [34]. In contrast, both the critical (od = 2) and super-critical (od > 2)
cases admit singular (blowup) solutions, i.e., solutions that collapse in finite time (blowup time)
[33]. Singular solutions are characterized by an unbounded growth of Vi close the blowup time. A
negative value of Hamiltonian is sufficient for the existence of blowup [34]. A necessary condition
for collapse in the critical case is that L? norm of initial conditions in H'(R%) must be equal or
greater than a certain critical value M, (depending on the dimension) [I], 34].

During the 1980s and early 1990s, numerical simulations of singular NLS solutions with initial
mass slightly above M, showed that, close the singularity, solutions can be decomposed into two
components [14, [I8-21]. One of them, is the collapsing core, which approaches an universal profile
regardless of the initial condition, and the other component is the tail or outer part of the solution,
which does not participate in the collapse. This fact was crucial in deriving a system of ODEs
(reduced equations) in order to describe the NLS blowup dynamics [14] I8, 20, 2I]. The first
rigorous derivation was done in 2001 by Perelman for d = 1 and certain class of initial conditions
[30], and the general case for dimensions 1 < d < 5 was proved by Merle and Raphael [22-H27].

The physical validity of the NLS model breaks down shortly before the singularity. When NLS
solutions collapse, this indicates that some of the terms neglected in the derivation become impor-
tant near the singularity. In this context, different regularization mechanisms have been studied
in order to define and understand the solutions after the singularity time: nonlinear damping,
nonlinear saturation, nonparaxiality and normal dispersion (see [8] and references therein). The
existing theory to study perturbations of the NLS equation is called modulation theory, and it was
developed by Fibich and Papanicolaou [12], 13]. This theory is based on the adiabatic approxima-
tion. Such adiabatic approach assumes that after the singularity the collapsing core remains close

to the universal profile, by neglecting any interaction (mass transfer) between the collapsing core



and the tail.

In this work we study the NLS equation with a small damping term ¢ as
iy + A+ (1 +i0) ' =0, 0<5<1. (2)

Equation arises as a physical model, for example, in nonlinear optics in the setting with van-
ishing lower-order (quibic) nonlinear term and the nonlinear dissipation mechanism due to multi-
photon absorption [8, 28]. Similar dissipative mechanism describes four-body collisions in the
Bose-Einstein condensates [5], and also in the context of the complex quintic Ginzburg-Landau
equation [3]. Recently, the damped NLS has been proposed as a mechanism for turbulent
dissipation [2, 17]. Many numerical simulations have been carried out in order to test how well
the modulation theory (adiabatic theory) describes the post-blowup dynamics in (2]) [SHI0]. In the
majority of the simulations for NLS , small perturbation of the ground state have been used
as initial conditions. The present paper aims to explore numerically the post-collapse dynamics of
the model , considering a generic initial condition (not too close to the ground state). There-
fore, the one-dimensional equation is solved by using the fourth-order split step method for
different values of §, and with a periodic initial condition whose mass is approximately 46% above
the critical one. Our findings verify the universal profile at the instant of maximum amplitude of
the wavefunction. Also, the results show a qualitative agreement with the predicted exponential
growth of the wave-maximum, but differing with the estimated power of §. Contrary to the predic-
tion that a finite amount of mass is dissipated in the limit of § going to zero for two-dimensional
model [7], in one dimension, our measurements suggest that no mass is dissipated in this limit. The
breakdown of the adiabatic approximation soon after the maximum of the solution is observed. We
conjecture that this invalidity could be caused by the increasing influx of mass into the collapsing
core, which becomes comparable with the dissipation. In this non-adiabatic stage, a quasi-linear
regime is observed. In this regime, after removing some oscillations due to the interference with the
tail, the universal profile is also verified. As a consequence, we suggest that in a free-space domain
and in the limit of vanishing damping, the collapsed critical mass is instantly radiated away at the
collapsing time.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we describe the model and some of its properties
that are useful in the collapse dynamics. In Section 3, we review the existing theory of blowup
and post-blowup dynamics. Section 4 describes the numerical method: the fourth-order split step
method and the initial conditions. Numerical analysis of the blowup solution and the convergence of

its inner core to the universal profile are shown in Section 5. In that section, theoretical predictions



related to the wave-maximum and wave-dissipation are analyzed as well. In the subsequent Section
6, we show numerical evidences for the breakdown of the adiabatic approximation in the post-
collapse dynamics. Section 7 studies the post-adiabatic regime. We advert a quasi-linear stage
after the invalidity of the adiabatic approach. We show, however, that the universal profile in such
a quasi linear regime is still valid after removing small oscillations. At the end of this section, we
argue that in the limit § — 0, the critical mass is radiated instantly at the collapse time. In Section

8 we provide comments and conclusions.

II. MODEL AND ITS BASIC PROPERTIES

The model considered is the 1D critical damped NLS equation

where 1 (x,t) is a complex-valued wave function depending on time ¢ € R and one-dimensional
space variable z € R. In the absence of dissipation (when § = 0) NLS equation (3|) conserves the

total mass M, linear momentum P and Hamiltonian H defined as

M= [1Pds, P=2 [m@rede, #= [|ofde-g [1ofa (4)

In this particular case, the minimal mass required to collapse (blowup) is M. = \/§7r/ 2 [11, 34].
However, the presence of nonlinear dissipation with any § > 0 regularizes the solution: it becomes
unique globally in time for every initial condition in H'(R) [8, Theorem 33.3].

Equation possesses the following symmetries, which map a solution ¥ (x,t) into a new solu-

tion of the form

space, time and phase shifts: eww(x + xzo, t +to), o, to, 0 € R; (5)
parity: ¢(—zx,t); (6)

dilation: /@ (px, u’t), p>0; (7)

Galilean transformation: exp (Zc; - th> Y(x —ct,t), ceR. (8)

The undamped NLS (6 = 0) admits the additional symmetries given by

time reversibility: " (x, —t); (9)
2

I t
lens transformation: W(§,7) = V'L exp <—th:i> P(z,t), €= B / ds (10)
0




where the star denotes complex conjugation, and L(t) = «(T. — t) is a linear function with an

arbitrary scaling constant o > 0 and time shift T, € R.

III. ADIABATIC THEORY OF BLOWUP

In the presence of weak damping, when the dissipative parameter § is positive but small, we
can distinguish three stages of the dynamics induced by the blowup phenomenon. The initial
pre-blowup dynamics follows closely the blowup behavior of system with no dissipation. In the
second stage, the focusing process is stopped by dissipation with the amplitude [¢| reaching a large
maximum value, and the universal amount of mass M. concentrated in a small blowup region.
Finally, the third post-blowup stage corresponds to the reverse process of decreasing amplitude and
spreading of the concentrated mass. In this section, we review the existing theoretical approach
for describing this process based on the adiabatic approximation.

It is well known that, in the non-dissipative case, singular NLS solutions split into a collapsing
core with the universal mass M., and a non-collapsing tail which does not participate in the collapse
[6, [13]. For simplicity, we consider parity-invariant (even) solutions, 1 (x,t) = ¢ (—x,t). Solutions
with this symmetry may develop a singularity trapped at the origin, = 0. Analysis of the blowup
core is carried out by applying the lens transformation from but with a nonlinear function
L(t) describing the size of collapsing core. Substituting into , one finds that the new wave

function W(&, 7) satisfies the equation

2
Wy = e+ VO =0, Vg = T - (i)l (1)

where the nonlinear function L(t) leads to an extra quadratic potential term, 5¢2 /4, with
B=—L3Ly. (12)

Equation describes the dynamics in new (rescaled) spatial and temporal variables, £ and 7.
When § = 0, the blowup dynamics in new variables corresponds to the vanishing positive 5\, 0

as T — +o0o. When 8 = 0, the renormalized equation admits a solution of the form
V(€ 7) = e TR(E), (13)
where R(§) solves the boundary value problem

Ree —R+R° =0, Re(0)=0, lim R(¢)=0. (14)

§—+oo



It is found explicitly as
31/4
= — 15
) cosh'/2(2¢) (15)
When S is small and positive, the form of potential V' from leads to the tunneling effect. This
effect is described in the leading order by the equation of the form [4, 18], 20, 211 [32]
056_7‘—/\/3, 8 >0,
Br=—v(B), v(B):= (16)
0, B <0,
where c3 = 1024/ 73 is the universal coefficient. This derivation is based on the adiabatic theorem,
which is applicable due to a slow change of 3(7), and on the fact that the ground state with energy
E = —1 becomes a resonant (complex energy) state, whose small imaginary part describes a decay
due to the tunneling effect [4].
Returning now to the dissipative equation with small positive ¢, the dissipative effect can be

taken into account using the perturbation theory. In the framework of the adiabatic approximation,

it yields a leading order correction to the equation for 5 as [12 [13], 29]

Br = _V(/B) — ¢40, (17)

with the coefficient ¢y = 192/72. Using relations , one can write the resulting adiabatic

approximation (universal profile) for the blowup solution in the dissipative system as

.’E2
Wz, t) = Rf(i) exp (w(t) + 1LLt4> , (18)

where the functions L(t), 7(¢) along with B(t) are determined by the reduced system of three

ordinary differential equations
Liy=—-L3B(t), m=L"2% p=-L"2v(B)—cal™?, (19)

as can be seen from the equations , and .

IV. NUMERICAL METHOD

Our analysis is based on high-accuracy numerical simulations of equation in the periodic
domain x € [—m, 7|, and produced by applying the fourth-order split step method similar to the

one described in [2, B5]. For this purpose, equation is written as

Yt = (L + N), (20)



where L and N are the linear and nonlinear operators defined as
Lyp = e, Ny = i1+ i0)jy|*e. (21)

Given the time step At, the solution (¢ + At) = eAt(N+ﬁ)@Z)(t) is approximated by the expression

[2, 135]
B(t+ At) = eclAtNedlAt£€C2AtNed2At£eczAtN6dlAt/ieclAt]\?w(t)’ (22)
where
_9l/ —9o1/
0122(2_121/3), 6222(12_2211/33), d1:2_7121/37 d2:2_2;1?;3- (23)
The nonlinear part eCIAN g approximated by
DN (1) g HAIHOIO ) 5= 1 2, (24)
For the linear part ecﬂ'Ati, the exact expression
echtiw(t) _ 1 [e—icjmk?]_—w(t)] . i=1,2, (25)

was computed by using the fast Fourier transform (FFT) algorithm implemented in MATLAB.

We started the simulations with the spatial grid size Az = 27 /2!2. Tt was decreased by two with
the Fourier interpolation for the solution each time, when the spectrum was reaching the largest
wavenumbers, so that the discretization error was kept at the level of round-off noise. At the end
of simulations, we reached the resolution up to 2% points. For the time step, we used the relation
At = 0.2(Ax)? /7 in order to avoid numerical instability [2].

In the numerical simulations we used the initial condition ¢(z) = 0.6 [1 4 cos®(x/2) + 0.11]
and the values of § = 1072,5 x 1073,2.5 x 1073,1073,5 x 10~%. Such initial condition has initial
mass M(0) ~ 3.96577 which corresponds to 46% above the critical mass. For the undamped
solution (§ = 0) one has H(0) ~ —0.6888. Therefore, it blows up, and the critical time is estimated

numerically as T, &~ 1.4826. The linear momentum is P(0) = 0.

V. BLOWUP DYNAMICS

In this section, we will verify the regularization mechanism in the damped NLS, and analyze
that the core of the solution approaches the universal profile in the collapse dynamics. Also,

theoretical predictions related to the wave-maximum and wave-dissipation are considered. Thus,



this section mainly verifies the existing theory and provides some new observations regarding the

total dissipation at the collapse.

Figure (a) plots the maxima of the squared modulus of the wavefunction ¢ depending on time

2. = max, [1(x,t)|2. One can observe, as it is

for different damping coefficients ¢, i.e., |¢(t)
expected, that after adding the small damping term to the NLS equation, the singularity is cured
and the solution continues after the collapse. A convergence to the unperturbed NLS, 6 = 0, is
showed in the same figure. Notice that the peak is located earlier and its amplitude is larger as ¢

decreases.

In order to verify the ansatz within the collapse dynamics, we compared the rescaled profile
LY2[y(x/ L, t)| with the ground state R(Y)(z) at the instant of maximum amplitude of the solution
tmax (and T, for § = 0), as can be seen in Figure[l[b). Using equation at x = 0, we computed
the width of the solution, L(t), by the relation

(26)

As displayed in Figure (b), the quasi self-similar collapsing core becomes closer of R(")(z) for
smaller § > 0. One can see in the same figure, that the collapsing core corresponding to the
damped coefficient 6 = 5 x 10~* is closer to the ground state R()(z) than the undamped case
d = 0. This behaviour can be justified by the physical meaning of 5(t), which is proportional to the
difference between the mass of the inner core of the solution and the critical mass M, [8, 21]. In
our simulations |3| &~ 0.0943 and |3| ~ 0.0470 for the damping coefficients 6 = 0 and § = 5 x 1074
respectively, therefore, we expect that the collapsing core of damped solution with § = 5 x 1074
should be closer to the ground state than undamped solution with § = 0.

2 —
max max

Now, in Figures (c—d) we analyze the §-dependence of the maximum of |42, i.e., |1)|

max ¢ |1 (x,t)|?. The first of these figures describes the dynamics of 1|2, max, and indicates the

asymptotic law

]2 ~ exp(cd?) where c¢=0.54, g~ —0.41. (27)

max max

This observation can be compared with the theoretical prediction given by the reduced equations

(19). For that purpose, reduced equations have been solved numerically for various ¢ using
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FIG. 1: (a) Evolution of |1)(t)|?,, for different values of §. It shows that the dissipation term
regularizes the solution. (b) Comparison between the rescaled profile LY/2[¢)(x/L,t)| of the dissi-
pative solution and the ground state R(®)(z) at the time tymax. (¢) 10g 1|2 0y max @S function of &
in a log-log scale. It shows that ||, max ~ €xp(c6?) with ¢ ~ 0.54 and ¢ ~ —0.41. (d) Solution
of the reduced system for 6 =1072,5 x 1073,2.5 x 1072,1073,5 x 10~ and initial conditions
corresponding to the blowup solution at time t ~ 1.4, i.e., L(1.4) ~ 0.3112, 3(1.4) ~ 0.4473 and
Li(1.4) ~ —2.6454. The maximum of 1/L(t) satisfies the law 1/Lpyin ~ 4 exp(sé™) with s ~ 0.122
and n ~ —0.52. (e) Evolution of mass M(t) for each ¢. The time tgissip corresponds to the moment
where the derivative of M(t) is approximately 10% of its maximum absolute value. (f) Amount
of mass dissipated within a collapse AM = M (0) — M (tgissip). Numerical simulations support the
scaling AM ~ ad” with a =~ 6.59 and r ~ 0.49. Consequently, our result indicate that in the limit

5 — 0% no mass is dissipated in the collapse.

the initial conditions L(1.4) ~ 0.3112, §(1.4) ~ 0.4473 and L.(1.4) ~ —2.6454, obtained from the
undamped NLS. The result is displayed in the Figure d), and it suggests that the maximum of
the function 1/L(t), 1/Lyin, behaves following the law

1/Lin ~ 4exp(s0™) with s=0.12, n ~ —0.52. (28)
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Consequently, by the relation we get

1012 e ~ 4V/3exp(s0™)  where s~ 0.122, n ~ —0.52. (29)
The exponential growth established in both and have qualitative agreement with the
theoretical prediction, see, e.g., [9, 11]. However, the estimates for the power of ¢ in and
are different from each other and from the theoretical estimate —1 [9] [IT]. This discrepancy
questions the validity of reduced equations at times around the maximum of the amplitude.
Finally, in this section we analyze the wave-dissipation dynamics. In Figure (e) we plotted
the time evolution of the mass M (t) for various 0, and we can observe, as it is expected, that
dissipation becomes important only in the collapse event. In these terms, the amount of dissipated

mass is defined as
AM = M(0) — M (taissip), (30)

where tqissip is a time after tax (see Figures (a—c)), and corresponding in our study to the instant
where the dissipative effect is almost unimportant. It was defined as the time where the derivative
of M (t) reaches approximately the 10% of its maximum absolute value; see Figure[I[(e). The result
of our analysis is presented in the Figure (f) in a log-log scale, and it shows that AM scales like

AM ~ ad” with a=6.59, r ~ 0.49. (31)

We point out that, taking different percentages in the definition of #4jssip do not change the power r
of the scaling . Therefore, the power law indicates that in the limit of vanishing damping
no mass is dissipated in the collapse. This fact is opposite to the theoretical prediction established

for the two-dimensional damped NLS [7], in which the limiting mass loss is non-zero.

VI. BREAKDOWN OF ADIABATIC APPROXIMATION

Adiabatic approximation is based on the fact that the shape of collapsing core of the solution
remains close to the ground state , and the potential V' (£, 7) in equation varies slowly in
terms of the rescaled time 7. In these terms, one expects that adiabatic approach can be also used

for describing post-blowup dynamics.
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FIG. 2: Comparison between the solution of the reduced system 1| and direct numerical simula-
tions of the damped NLS for § =5 x 1073, § = 1073 and § = 5 x 10~%. In Figures a—c), one sees
a reasonable agreements among the functions 1/L(t) in a neighborhood of tyax for § decreasing. In
contrast, in Figures [2(d-f) we have plotted the functions 5(7). In such figures, one observes that
B(7), as § goes down, becomes closer to the linear behavior predicted by the adiabatic approxima-
tion at early times. But, after a certain time, a prominent deviation from the linear approximation
is noticed, which implies the breakdown of the adiabatic approach. Therefore, we defined the break
down time Tphreak, as the time where the difference between the function 5(7) and linear approxi-
mation is around 50%. The corresponding location of tpyeax on the function 1/L(¢) in panels (a-c)

adverts the invalidity of the adiabatic approach shortly after the peak.

Fibich and Klein [9] considered the explicit blowup solution, and by using the reduced equations
, calculated the nonlinear damping continuation in the limit 6 — 0. The case of solutions with
mass above M, was also addressed in [9], taking as initial condition a small perturbation of the
explicit blowup solution whose mass was approximately 2.5% above the critical one. Numerical
simulations carried out in [9] showed that the first moments in the post-blowup dynamics of the

damped NLS equation are described by the adiabatic approximation as long as § is small.
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Consequently, such simulations showed a clear evidence of the breakdown of the adiabatic stage
shortly after the arrest of collapse. In the present section, our intention is to see how the adia-
batic approximation works for a generic initial condition, not too close to the ground state .
Therefore, we will compare the solution of the reduced system (functions 1/L and /) with our
numerical simulations of the NLS . We arrive to the same conclusion on the breakdown of the
adiabatic approximation, and propose a plausible explanation.

The direct simulation of the NLS (3], provide us the functions L(t) and S(t) through the
relations and respectively. The variable 7(t) is obtained by 7 = arg (0, ¢) as follows from
equation . The minimum value of the function L(¢) computed previously, and corresponding (3
and 7, were taken as initial condition. For this initial point, we solved the reduced system forwards
and backwards. The results are presented in Figure |2, which plots the functions 1/L(t) and 3(7)
for various 4. Figures [2(a-c) show a quantitative agreement of the function 1/L(t) in a vicinity of
tmax improving for smaller damping coeficient. Figures (d—f) display 3(7) as a function of 7 — 73
where 73 is chosen such that §(73) = 0. We see that (7) approaches the linear behaviour, but
after a certain moment, starts to deviate from the linear dynamics forecasted by the adiabatic
approximation. This deviation manifests the breakdown of the adiabatic approximation.

We define the breakdown time Typeak, and consequently tpreak, as the time where the difference
between the function §(7) and linear approximation exceed 50%. The times tpreax and Threax are
plotted by blue dots in the Figure[2l Therefore, our numerical simulations indicate that breakdown
of the adiabatic approach occurs shortly after the peak, and the time-interval in which it is valid
collapses with § going to zero, see Figures a—c). It is in concordance with what was reported in
[9, 10].

Adiabatic dynamics takes place in the renormalized wavefunction ¥(¢,7), see equation (11)).
In the adiabatic stage, the interaction (mass transfer) between the collapsing core and the non-
collapsing tail is neglected. Since adiabatic approximation breaks down, the first thing that one
can check is this mass transfer. The mass balance equation in the renormalized variables for the
interval [—&p, &o] is

d 0

| WEn)Pdg = = J(E ) - DET, (32)
—&o

where J(¢,7) = 1 (\P*\Ilg — \IJZ\II) and D(&,7) = 20 f(f |W (¢, 7)[0d¢’ are the mass flux and dissi-
pation term respectively. This relation can be derived using the equation . Figure (3| shows
the mass flux J(&,7) and the dissipation D(, 7), as well as the profile of the solution at Tppeax for

§=5x1073,=10"3 and § = 5 x 10~%. The panels (a-c) show that at the breakdown instant
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FIG. 3: Panels (a-c) display the rescaled profile v'L|1)(z/L,t)| vs R (2) at tpyeax for § = 5x 1073,
8§ =10"2 and § = 5 x 10~%. These graphs verify the universal profile at the breakdown time #p;eak.
Insets reveal the formation of small oscillations around the bottom of the solution. In panels (d-f),
we displayed the mass flux J(§, 7) and the dissipation term D(&, 7) for the corresponding values of

6. One observes that at ¢y the influx of mass becomes comparable with dissipation.

the inner core of the solution approaches the universal profile R(®), which is accompanied by
the formation of small oscillations around the bottom of the profile, as can be observed in the

corresponding insets.

Although these oscillations are tiny, the corresponding fluxes of mass may be large due to
small wavelengths. Indeed, the comparison between J(&,7) and D(, 7) is showed in the Figures
B((d-f). These figures indicate that both terms, mass flux J(¢,7) and dissipation D(&, 7), become
comparable at T,eqakx. Recalling that adiabatic theory assumes a dominant dissipative effect (mass
transfer is neglected), our hypothesis is that the invalidity of the adiabatic approximation is due
to this increasing influx of mass into the inner core after the arrest of the collapse. The small

oscillations observed in the insets of Figures a—c) is the result of this core-tail interaction.
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FIG. 4: (a) Profile of || for § = 1073 at different instants of time in the post-adiabatic dynamics.
The first blue profile corresponds to the time tpeax. The high-frequency oscillations propagate in
both directions spreading in the whole collapsing core. The inset shows the function 1/L(¢) and
the corresponding instants considered in post-adiabatic dynamics. (b) Spectra of the solution from
the left panel, which almost collapse except at the earlier time. These quasi unmodified spectra

support that the dynamics is almost linear.

VII. POST-ADIABATIC DYNAMICS

The goal of this section is to describe the post-blowup dynamics at instants after the breakdown
of the adiabatic stage. We will show an evidences that after the end of the adiabatic phase a quasi-
linear regime is developed. We also observe that the ansatz still holds approximately in such

quasi-linear regime.

A. Quasi-linear regime

Numerical simulations for the damped NLS indicate the generation of small oscillations
around the collapsing core short after the invalidity of the adiabatic stage. When the solution
defocuses, the amplitude and the number of these outgoing fluctuations increase and “pollute” the
inner core of the solution. Notice that the oscillations appear for the absolute value |1|?, and we
will see that they result from an interference of the linear wave with the tail. In Figure (a) we
have plotted some snapshots of [1|? for 6 = 10~3 at different instants of the defocusing process,

starting at the breakdown time tpeqak. In the corresponding inset, the function 1/L(t) and the
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FIG. 5: Comparison between the dispersive term [t,,| and the nonlinear term [|® for § = 1072 at
different moments after the breakdown of the adiabatic stage. As time runs, the balance between

both terms is replaced by a dispersive-dominated stage caused by the rapid defocusing process.

Insets indicate the time of each plot.
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times considered are displayed. Here the function L(t) was computed by using the relation .

The generation of these oscillations strongly suggests a dispersive-dominated regime in the post-
adiabatic dynamics. In Figure (b) we plotted the absolute value of the spectrum of the solution,
S = |(k)|? +|(—Fk)|?, where ¢(k) = F[](k) is the Fourier transform. In this figure, one can see
the almost unchanged spectra of the solution in the prescribed regime: the spectrum corresponding
to the red, black, pink and green instants are almost identical, but different from the spectrum
at the blue instant near the peak. It indicates a quasi-linear regime in which the dispersive term
dominates the nonlinear one. This quasi-linear regime was also reported in [29], by a numerical

study of the two-dimensional critical NLS with a supercritical nonlinear damping.

In order to reinforce the evidences of this quasi-linear regime, we complement the previous
indicia by checking directly the evolution of the dispersive and nonlinear terms. In Figure [5| we
have compared the terms |¢,,| and [|>. At first instants in the defocusing process both terms
have the same order of magnitude, as expected. Afterwhile, |1/,,| becomes dominant over |t|%, in
such a way that the space-interval in which the former strongly dominates the latter expands in
time. Despite both terms decrease when the solution defocuses, the fast decay of the nonlinear
term induces a quasi-linear dynamics. Consequently, in that stage the resulting dynamics of the

solution is approximately described by the linear Schrédinger equation.

B. Persistence of the universal profile

So far, we have observed two stages in the post-blowup dynamics: an adiabatic regime, in
which the inner core of the solution follows asymptotically the universal profile subjected to
the reduced equations , and a quasi-linear stage, caused by the fast decay of the peak of the
solution. In such quasi-linear regime reduced equations are not valid. Now, our goal is to show

that remains valid in the linear regime.

Due to the interference between the inner core and the tail in the quasi-linear regime, collapsing
core is typically “polluted” by small oscillations, see Figure @(a). Therefore, in order to verify ,
we need to “clean up” the profile of |¢)| by removing almost all the extra mass (mass above M,)
contained in the solution, and compare this cleaned profile with the rescaled ground state. The

extra mass contained in the solution, ¢max(z), can be approximated by cutting the inner zone of
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FIG. 6: Verification of the universal profile in the quasi-linear regime of the post-blowup dynamics.
(a) Profile of || for 6 = 1072 at certain moment in the quasi-linear stage. In the corresponding
inset indicates the time of the plot. (b) Comparison between the cleaned profile [t) — ¢pax|, and
the rescaled ground state R(®). Then, the collapsing core shape is modulated by R(©. (c) Phase of
the solution 0(z,t) at different moments in the post-adiabatic dynamics. Insets show the time of
the plot. (d) Leading coefficients of the quadratic functions, %Hm, plotted on the graph of L;/4L
with L(t) computed by the relation 1)

the solution off at the instant of maximum amplitude, i.e.,

Q;Z)(J:)tmax), |-T| > 6L(tmax)a
¢max(l‘) = (33)

0, |x| < 6L(tmax)-
Then, the cleaned profile is obtained by subtracting from 1 the function ¢max(z). Indeed, Figure
|§|(b) displays the comparison between [1) — ¢max| with the rescaled ground state by using L ~ 0.035

for 6 = 1072 in the moment of the linear regime corresponding to Figure @(a). The agreement
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observed verifies the approximation of the collapsing core by the ground state.

The next step in the verification of the universal profile , is to check that the phase of the
solution # = arg(x,t), is approximated by the quadratic expression 0(z,t) ~ 7 + f—ixQ. In fact,
as can be seen in Figure @(c), the phase of the solution as function of z, through the post-blowup
dynamics behaves like a parabola in a vicinity of x = 0. In the bottom row, Figure @(d), one can
see the good agreement between the leading coefficients of these quadratic functions, %Gm, with
the term L;/4L computed by using the relation . Consequently, the quadratic phase is verified.

In conclusion, after removing some oscillations due to the interference with the tail, the col-
lapsing core of the solution can be approximated by the universal profile . The validity of
in the quasi linear regime was an unexpected finding, because in the collapsing process dispersion
and nonlinearity terms are almost balanced, but the numerical simulations suggest that the same

ansatz remains valid in the quasi linear regime.

C. Conjecture: Instantaneous radiation of the critical mass

In the previous section we observed a quasi-linear regime in the post-adiabatic stage. Due to the
increase of defocusing process as 0 decreases, one expects that such regime begins sooner (closer
to the peak) and becomes faster in the limit 6 — 0. In this stage the dynamics can be described
by the linear Schrodinger equation

i)t + Yge = 0. (34)
Therefore, the localized part of the solution (collapsing core) spreads out due to the dominant
dispersion effect, i.e., each Fourier mode travels at a corresponding wave velocity. As it is well
known, the dispersion relation associated to the equation is given by w(k) = k2. Consequently,
the mass of the collapsing core tends to be radiated outward, and therefore towards the domain
boundary, through the range of large group velocities vy = 2k. Figure (a) displays the profile of
|4|? at different moments of the defocusing process for § = 1073. The snapshots clearly show the
radiation of the mass of the collapsing core through the outgoing waves. In Figure[7]we have plotted
the spectrum Sy, of the solution for the three smaller § = 2.5x1073,1072,5x10~* at certain instants
of the post-adiabatic stage. It indicates that after the arrest of collapse the spectrum exhibits the
rapid formation of smaller scales (larger k) as long as § decreases. Therefore, we conjecture that
in the limit of vanishing dissipation the full collapsed mass M. is instantly radiated. For example,
if the solution is considered in a free-space, z € R, the mass of the core may instantly radiate to

infinity at the collapsing time.
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FIG. 7: Spectra of the solution for various values of 4. A tendency to the formation of small scales
as & decreases is observed. Consequently, our measurements suggest that in the limit of vanishing
damping, all the critical mass M, is instantly radiated to infinity (in the free-space domain) at the

blowup time.

By virtue of the mass radiation process, the boundary conditions assumed play a crucial role in
order to have a well-defined post-blowup dynamics. Probably, in order to have a better description
of the dynamics a kind of absorbing boundary conditions should be used in physical applications

and numerical simulations.

VIII. CONCLUSION

In this work we have provided a systematic numerical study of the post-blowup dynamics of
singular solutions in the framework of the one-dimensional critical focusing NLS equation with a
small nonlinear damping. Some predictions based on the adiabatic approach have been compared
with the results obtained from our direct numerical simulations. The expected exponential growth
of the maximum of the solution was verified in our simulations, but our simulations provide different
power laws of the damping parameter § in the exponential expression. Also, our measurements
indicated that no mass is dissipated in a single collapse event in the limit d going to zero, different
to the expected finite amount of dissipated mass in the two-dimensional problem [7]. Our findings
were in agreement with [9] [10], showing the invalidity of the adiabatic approximation shortly after
the arrest of the collapse. We provide a numerical evidence that it could be caused by the increasing
influx of mass into the inner core of the solution.

After the adiabatic regime, very close to the maximum of the solution, a quasi linear stage was
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observed as a consequence of the rapid defocusing process. Interestly, the validity of the universal
profile , after removing the interference oscillations caused by the extra mass, was verified in
such quasi-linear regime. Thus, the post-blowup dynamics reduces mainly to an outward mass
radiation process. In these terms, and knowing that periodic boundary conditions allow that the
mass radiated enter from the other side of the domain, we highlight the importance of using a kind
of absorbing boundary conditions in order to prevent any unwanted interference with the dynamics
in the interior of the domain. In addition, our observations suggest that in the limit § going to
zero, the critical mass is instantly radiated to infinity (in the case of the free-space domain) at the

collapsing time.
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