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Abstract. We analyze a first-order exponential wave integrator (EWI) for the nonlinear Schrödinger
equation (NLSE) with a singular potential locally in L2, which might be locally unbounded. The
typical example is the inverse power potential such as the Coulomb potential, which is the most
fundamental potential in quantum physics and chemistry. We prove that, under the assumption of
L2-potential and H2-initial data, the L2-norm convergence of the EWI is, roughly, first-order in one
dimension (1D) and two dimensions (2D), and 3

4
-order in three dimensions (3D). In addition, under

a stronger integrability assumption of Lp-potential for some p > 2 in 3D, the L2-norm convergence
increases to almost 3

4
+3( 1

2
− 1

p
) order if p ≤ 12

5
and becomes first-order if p > 12

5
. In particular, our

results show, to the best of our knowledge for the first time, that first-order L2-norm convergence can
be achieved when solving the NLSE with the Coulomb potential in 3D. The key advancements are
the use of discrete (in time) Strichartz estimates, which allow us to handle the loss of integrability
due to the singular potential that does not belong to L∞, and the more favorable local truncation
error of the EWI, which requires no (spatial) smoothness of the potential. Extensive numerical re-
sults in 1D, 2D, and 3D are reported to confirm our error estimates and to show the sharpness of
our assumptions on the regularity of the singular potentials.
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1. Introduction. We consider the following Cauchy problem of the nonlinear
Schrödinger equation (NLSE) of the form

(1.1)

{
i∂tψ(x, t) = −∆ψ(x, t) + V (x)ψ(x, t) + β|ψ(x, t)|2σψ(x, t), x ∈ Rd,

ψ(x, 0) = ψ0(x), x ∈ Rd,

where t ≥ 0 is time, x = (x1, · · · , xd)T is the space variable, d ∈ {1, 2, 3} represents
the spatial dimension, ψ = ψ(x, t) ∈ C is the wave function, and β ∈ R, σ ∈ R+ are
given parameters characterizing the nonlinearity. Here, V := V (x) is a real-valued
external potential and we assume that [18]

(1.2) V ∈ L2(Rd) + L∞(Rd) := {au+ bv |u ∈ L2(Rd), v ∈ L∞(Rd), a, b ∈ R},

to allow for possible singularities.
The NLSE (1.1) has diverse applications in quantum mechanics, quantum physics

and chemistry, laser beam propagation, plasma and particle physics, deep water waves,
etc [45, 4, 23]. Especially, when σ = 1, it is widely used in the modeling and simulation
of Bose-Einstein condensates (BEC), where it is also known as the Gross-Pitaevskii
equation (GPE) [39, 22]. In these applications, the potential V may take different
forms due to the different theoretical and experimental settings. In particular, in
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many cases, the potential V is of low regularity and could be singular [17, 24, 33].
The most important and fundamental example is the Coulomb potential with V (x) =
−1/|x|, which is the quantum mechanical description of the Coulomb force between
charged particles [43]. Other singular potential includes the inverse square potential
with V (x) = −1/|x|2, the Yukawa potential (or screened Coulomb potential) with
V (x) = −e−|x|/|x|, the Dirac delta potential, etc [34, 46, 47]. Another important
class of low-regularity or singular potential arises in the study of wave propagation in
disordered media and the phenomenon of localization [2, 25, 42], where the disorder
potential may belong to spaces such as L∞, L2, or even the negative Sobolev spaces
H−α for some α > 0, depending on the strength and nature of the disorder.

For the (local) well-posedness of the NLSE (1.1) with the singular potential of
Lp-type, it has been well-studied in the PDE literature, and we briefly summarize
them in the following (see, e.g., the book [18]). When V ∈ L2(Rd) + L∞(Rd) and
σ > 0 in (1.1), the H2 well-posedness is obtained, which is also recalled later. In
fact, such H2 well-posedness under L2-potential should be sharp, according to the
ill-posedness results in [32]. For H1-solution, the local well-posedness is obtained for
V ∈ Lp(Rd) + L∞(Rd) with p ≥ 1 and p > d/2, and 0 < σ < 2/(d − 2) (0 < σ < ∞
if d = 1, 2). Moreover, for V ∈ Lp(Rd) + L∞(Rd) with p ≥ 1 and p > d/2, and
0 < σ < 2/d, the NLSE (1.1) is well-posed in L2.

Along the numerical side, many accurate and efficient numerical methods have
been proposed in the literature to solve the NLSE, including the finite difference time
domain (FDTD) method [41, 5, 3, 26], the time-splitting method [13, 6, 31, 35, 16, 9,
30], the exponential wave integrator (EWI) [27, 19, 11], and the low regularity inte-
grator [38, 14, 40, 38, 1]. However, most of these methods are proposed and analyzed
under the assumption of sufficiently smooth potential (usually at least H1 ∩ L∞ or
H2). Very recently, efforts have been made to establish error estimates under low-
regularity assumptions on the potential. Nevertheless, the potential is still required to
be (locally) bounded. For results concerning error estimates under low regularity L∞-
potential, we refer to [26] for the FDTD methods, [11, 10] for the EWI, and [8, 7] for
the time-splitting methods. Despite these advances, the assumption of L∞-potential
excludes certain important singular potentials–most notably the Coulomb potential,
which is the most important one in applications.

In fact, despite its wide range of applications, very few results are available con-
cerning the error analysis of numerical methods for the NLSE with the singular po-
tential of Lp-type. Recently, the splitting method has been analyzed for the linear
Schrödinger equation with such singular potentials in [15, 12]. The results in [15]
are valid only for very specific initial data—namely, eigenstates of the correspond-
ing linear Schrödinger operator—while the estimates in [12] apply to general initial
data with certain regularity. However, the convergence rate obtained in both works is
rather low; for example, only 1

4 -order convergence in L
2-norm is achieved for Coulomb

potential in 3D. In fact, such a low convergence rate is not due to the proof techniques
but confirmed by the numerical experiments. Moreover, their results are limited to
the linear case and can not be applied when there is nonlinearity in (1.1). In an-
other recent development [32], a novel low regularity integrator is proposed and the
error estimate is established for the 1D cubic NLSE with singular potentials. The
error estimate in [32] is valid even for certain distributional potential; however, the
convergence rate for L2-potential is proved to be 3

4 -order in L
2-norm and the results

are restricted to 1D. We would also like to mention a completely different approach
proposed in [44] by turning to the Wigner function dynamics such that the singular
potential is converted to the Wigner kernel with weak or even no singularity. In light
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of the above, the rigorous numerical analysis for the NLSE with the singular potential
of Lp-type remains largely open. In particular, to the best of our knowledge, there
seems no results regarding the standard EWI under singular potentials, despite its
popularity in solving the smooth NLSE. On the other hand, the analysis in [11, 10],
which shows that the EWI performs favorably under low regularity L∞-potential,
suggests that it holds significant promise to handle more singular potentials.

In this work, we analyze a standard first-order EWI, also known as the exponential
Euler scheme in the literature, for the NLSE (1.1) with the singular potential in
L2 + L∞. Our main results are as follows:
(i) Under the weakest assumption of L2 + L∞-potential, and H2-initial data, the

L2-norm convergence of EWI is, roughly, first-order in 1D and 2D, and 3
4 -order

in 3D (Theorem 2.2).
(ii) When assuming stronger integrability of Lp + L∞-potential with p > 2 in 3D,

we obtain higher convergence order of 3
4 +3( 12 −

1
p ) when p ≤

12
5 and first-order

convergence when p > 12
5 (Theorem 2.1).

As an immediate corollary, we obtain error estimates for the singular potential with
inverse power type singularities in Corollary 2.4, indicating that the EWI is opti-
mally first-order convergent in L2-norm for the NLSE with Coulomb potential in 3D
(Corollary 2.3). To the best of our knowledge, this is the first time that first-order
L2-norm convergence is proved for the NLSE with 3D Coulomb potential. Moreover,
the numerical results presented in section 4 indicate that our assumption of L2+L∞-
potential for first-order L2-norm convergence of the EWI (at least in 1D) is optimally
weak.

In the following, we briefly explain the idea of our proof. There are two main
difficulties in dealing with the singular potential of Lp-type. First, the lack of smooth-
ness of singular potentials might cause significant convergence order reduction. This
is typically the case for the splitting method [29, 9, 12, 15]. However, as already
shown in [11, 10], the EWI can overcome such convergence order reduction as the
optimal order local truncation error requires to apply a first-order time derivative to
the equation instead of the second order spatial derivative in the splitting methods.
Another difficulty comes from the loss of integrability due to the singular potential,
which is the essential difference in the error analysis between the bounded potential
and the unbounded singular potential. In fact, such loss of integrability also destroys
the usual L2-stability of the numerical scheme. To be precise, for V ∈ Lp with

2 ≤ p < ∞, the operator ϕ → V ϕ is bounded from L
2p

p−2 to L2 instead of from L2

to L2. Here, 2p
p−2 > 2 for 2 ≤ p < ∞ shows the loss of integrability. Although such

loss of integrability causes significant difficulties from the numerical perspective, it
has been successfully overcome at the continuous level by the Strichartz estimates,
which is one of the key tools in obtaining the aforementioned H2 well-posedness of
the NLSE. Motivated by this, we apply the discrete-in-time Strichartz estimates (see
(3.14)–(3.16)) to obtain the error estimates. The discrete Strichartz estimates, first
proposed in [28], have recently attracted more attention in obtaining error estimates
of the NLSE under low regularity initial data [36, 21, 20, 16], where they are used to
control the nonlinearity. To our knowledge, this is the first time these estimates are
used to handle the singularity. Finally, as a result of the H2-regularity of the exact
solution and the sufficiently high-order convergence we obtained for the EWI, the
nonlinearity can be easily controlled by the combination of inverse estimates and the
mathematical induction. We remark here that due to the use of discrete Strichartz
estimates, we have to work under the entire space Rd and thus the numerical scheme
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is essentially a semidiscretization. It will be our future work to extend the results to
the full discretization on some bounded domain with, for example, periodic boundary
conditions [37, 30, 35].

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we present the EWI and
state our main results. In section 3, we introduce some technical estimates including
the discrete Strichartz estimates. Section 4 is devoted to the error estimates of the
EWI under singular potentials. Numerical results are reported in section 5. Finally,
some conclusions are drawn in section 6. Throughout the paper, we adopt standard
notations of Sobolev spaces on Rd with corresponding norms. For a ∈ R, a− denotes
a − ε for any small ε > 0. For any p ∈ [1,∞], p′ ∈ [1,∞] is the Hölder conjugate
of p such that 1

p + 1
p′ = 1. We denote by C a generic positive constant independent

of the time step size τ , and by C(α) a generic positive constant depending on the
parameter α. The notation A ≲ B is used to represent that there exists a generic
constant C > 0, such that |A| ≤ CB.

2. The exponential wave integrator and main results. In this section, we
present the exponential wave integrator and the main error estimate results.

2.1. The exponential wave integrator (EWI). Choose τ > 0 to be the
time step size, and denote the time steps as tn = nτ for n = 0, 1, · · · . Similar to
[28, 36, 21, 20], introduce the following filter function Πτ as

(2.1) (Πτϕ)(x) =

∫
Rd

χ(τ
1
2 ξ)ϕ̂(ξ)eix·ξdξ, x ∈ Rd,

where χ ∈ C∞(Rd) satisfies χ(x) ≡ 1 for x ∈ B(0, 1) := {x ∈ Rd | |x| ≤ 1} and is
supported on B(0, 2).

Let ψn
τ be the approximation to ψ(·, tn) for n ≥ 0. Then the exponential wave

integrator (EWI) reads [27, 11]

(2.2)
ψn+1
τ = eiτ∆ψn

τ − iτφ1(iτ∆)Πτ (V ψ
n
τ + β|ψn

τ |2σψn
τ ), n ≥ 0,

ψ0
τ = Πτψ0,

where φ1(z) = ez−1
z for z ∈ C, and φ1(iτ∆) is the Fourier multiplier with symbol

φ1(−iτ |ξ|2). Compared to the standard first-order EWI in [27, 11], we have added
a filter function Πτ in the front of the potential and nonlinearity in (2.2). This will
allow us to use the discrete Strichartz estimates to be presented in the next section.

2.2. Main results. In the following, we present our main error estimate results
for the EWI (2.2).

We first recall the H2 well-posedness of the NLSE (1.1) [18, Theorem 4.8.1]:
Under the assumptions that V ∈ L2(Rd) + L∞(Rd) and σ > 0, if the initial data
ψ0 ∈ H2(Rd), there exists a maximal existing time 0 < Tmax ≤ ∞ such that

(2.3) ψ ∈ C([0, Tmax);H
2(Rd)) ∩ C1([0, Tmax);L

2(Rd)).

Let 0 < T < Tmax be a fixed final time. We say p ∈ R satisfies (P), if

(P) p =


≥ 2, d = 1,

> 2, d = 2,

>
12

5
, d = 3.



ERROR ESTIMATES FOR NLSE WITH SINGULAR POTENTIAL 5

Then we have the following two error estimates, one concerning the weakest regularity
requirement on V for the optimal convergence order, another concerning the highest
convergence order that can be achieved under the assumption of Lp + L∞-potential
for all 2 ≤ p <∞.

Theorem 2.1 (Optimal convergence). Assume that V ∈ Lp(Rd)+L∞(Rd) with
p satisfying (P), and ψ0 ∈ H2(Rd). There exists τ0 > 0 sufficiently small such that
when 0 < τ ≤ τ0, we have

∥ψ(tn)− ψn
τ ∥L2 ≲ τ, 0 ≤ n ≤ T/τ.

Theorem 2.2 (Convergence for Lp-potential). Assume that V ∈ Lp(Rd) +
L∞(Rd), and ψ0 ∈ H2(Rd). There exists τ0 > 0 sufficiently small such that when
0 < τ ≤ τ0, we have, for 0 ≤ n ≤ T/τ ,

∥ψ(tn)− ψn
τ ∥L2 ≲



τ, d = 1, p = 2, β ∈ R,

τ1
−
, d = 2, p = 2, β ∈ R,

τ
3
4
−
, d = 3, p = 2, β = 0,

τ
3
4
−+3( 1

2−
1
p ), d = 3, 2 < p ≤ 12

5
, β ∈ R.

As an immediate corollary, we have the following results for the inverse power
potential

(2.4) V (x) =

J∑
j=1

Zj

|x− xj |α
, x ∈ Rd, J ∈ Z+, xj ∈ Rd, Zj ∈ R, α > 0.

First, for the most important case of the Coulomb potential in 3D, i.e. (2.4) with
α = 1 and d = 3, we have the following optimal convergence result.

Corollary 2.3 (Convergence for Coulomb potential). Let V be given by (2.4)
with α = 1 and d = 3. Assuming that ψ0 ∈ H2(R3), we have, when 0 < τ ≤ τ0 with
τ0 sufficiently small,

∥ψ(tn)− ψn
τ ∥L2 ≲ τ, 0 ≤ n ≤ T/τ.

For general forms of the inverse power potential, we have the following.

Corollary 2.4. Let V be given by (2.4). Assuming that ψ0 ∈ H2(Rd), we have,
when 0 < τ ≤ τ0 with τ0 sufficiently small,

∥ψ(tn)− ψn
τ ∥L2 ≲



τ, d = 1, 0 < α <
1

2
,

τ, d = 2, 0 < α < 1,

τ, d = 3, 0 < α <
5

4
,

τ1
−
, d = 3, α =

5

4
,

τ
3
4
−+( 3

2−α), d = 3,
5

4
< α <

3

2
,

0 ≤ n ≤ T/τ.

Remark 2.5 (H1-norm convergence). Due to the filter function Πτ in the EWI
(2.2), the H1-norm convergence follows immediately from the L2-norm convergence
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with Lemma 3.3 and the H2-regularity of the exact solution ψ. Hence, in all the cases,
the H1-norm convergence order is half-order lower than the corresponding L2-norm
convergence order. We omit the details for brevity.

3. Technical tools and estimates.

3.1. Estimates for the nonlinearity. In the following, to present the proof for
Theorems 2.1 and 2.2 in a unified framework, we assume that, for some 2 ≤ p0 <∞,

(3.1) V ∈ Lp0(Rd) + L∞(Rd).

Then there exist V1 ∈ Lp0(Rd) and V2 ∈ L∞(Rd) such that V (x) = V1(x) + V2(x).
Define, for ϕ : Rd → C,

(3.2) g(ϕ) = g1(ϕ) + g2(ϕ),

where

(3.3) g1(ϕ) := V1ϕ, g2(ϕ) := (V2 + β|ϕ|2σ)ϕ.

For g1 and g2, we have the following estimates.

Lemma 3.1. Let V1 ∈ Lp0(Rd) with 2 ≤ p0 <∞. Set

(3.4) r0 :=
2p0
p0 − 1

, r̃0 :=
p0

p0 − 2
(r̃0 := ∞ if p0 = 2).

For g1 in (3.3), we have

∥g1(v)− g1(w)∥Lr′0
≤ ∥V1∥Lp0 ∥v − w∥Lr0 ,(3.5)

∥g1(v)− g1(w)∥Lr̃′0
≤ ∥V1∥Lp0 ∥v − w∥Lp0 .(3.6)

Proof. By Hölder’s inequality, we have, for 1 ≤ r̃′, r ≤ ∞,

(3.7) ∥V1ϕ∥Lr̃′ ≤ ∥V1∥Lp0∥ϕ∥Lr ,
1

r̃
+

1

p0
+

1

r
= 1.

Taking r̃ = r = r0 in (3.7), we obtain (3.5). Taking r̃ = r̃0 and r = p0 in (3.7), we
obtain (3.6).

Lemma 3.2. Let V2 ∈ L∞(Rd), β ∈ R, and σ ∈ R+. For g2 in (3.3), we have

∥g2(v)− g2(w)∥L2 ≲ (∥V2∥L∞ + ∥v∥2σL∞ + ∥w∥2σL∞)∥v − w∥L2 .

The proof of Lemma 3.2 can be found in [9, Lemma 3.2] and is thus omitted.

3.2. Discrete Strichartz estimates. We recall the following properties of Πτ .

Lemma 3.3. For any 1 ≤ p <∞ and ϕ : Rd → C measurable, we have

∥Πτϕ∥Lp ≲ ∥ϕ∥Lp ,(3.8)

∥ϕ−Πτϕ∥Lp ≲ τγ∥(−∆)γϕ∥Lp , γ ≥ 0.(3.9)

Let ϕ : Rd × R → C be measurable. For any interval I ⊂ R, we define the norms
Lq(I;Lr) with 1 ≤ q, r ≤ ∞ as

(3.10) ∥ϕ∥Lq(I;Lr) :=


(∫

I

∥ϕ(·, t)∥qLrdt

) 1
q

, 1 ≤ q <∞,

ess sup
t∈I

∥ϕ(·, t)∥Lr , q = ∞.
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At the time discrete level, for any I ⊂ R and τ > 0, we define, for a sequence
(ϕk(x))k∈Z,

(3.11) ∥ϕ∥lqτ (I;Lr) :=


(
τ
∑
τk∈I

∥ϕk∥qLr

) 1
q

, 1 ≤ q <∞,

sup
τk∈I

∥ϕk∥Lr , q = ∞.

Define the filtered Schrödinger semigroup

(3.12) Sτ (t) = eit∆Πτ/4, t ∈ R.

A pair (q, r) ∈ [2,∞]× [2,∞] is admissible if

(3.13)
2

q
= d

(
1

2
− 1

r

)
, (q, r, d) ̸= (2,∞, 2).

By Theorem 2.2 and Corollary 2.4 in [21], and Theorem 4.2 in [36] (also [28] and [20]),
we have the following discrete Strichartz estimates:

(i) Let (q, r) be admissible, for all ϕ ∈ L2(Rd), we have

(3.14) ∥Sτ (·)ϕ∥lqτ (τZ;Lr) ≤ C(d, q)∥ϕ∥L2 .

(ii) Let (q, r), (q̃, r̃) be admissible and (q, q̃) ̸= (2, 2), for all f ∈ lq̃
′

τ (τZ;Lr̃′(Rd))
and θ ∈ [−1, 1], we have

(3.15)

∥∥∥∥∥τ
n−1∑

k=−∞

Sτ ((n− k + θ)τ)fk

∥∥∥∥∥
lqτ (τZ;Lr)

≤ C(d, q, q̃)∥f∥
lq̃

′
τ (τZ;Lr̃′ )

.

(iii) Let (q, r), (q̃, r̃) be admissible and (q, q̃) ̸= (2, 2), for all f ∈ Lq̃′(τZ;Lr̃′(Rd)),
we have

(3.16)

∥∥∥∥∫ nτ

−∞
Sτ (nτ − s)f(s)ds

∥∥∥∥
lqτ (τZ;Lr)

≤ C(d, q, q̃)∥f∥Lq̃′ (R;Lr̃′ ).

With the use of (3.16), we can get rid of establishing the discrete-time estimates
in lqτL

r-norms for the exact solution ψ to (1.1).

Remark 3.4. For any sequence (gk(x))k∈Z andN0 ≥ 0, by setting fk = gk1[0,N0](k)
in (3.15) with 1D being the indicator function of a set D, we have

(3.17)

∥∥∥∥∥τ
n−1∑
k=0

Sτ ((n− k + θ)τ)gk

∥∥∥∥∥
lqτ ([0,(N0+1)τ ];Lr)

≤ C(d, q, q̃)∥g∥
lq̃

′
τ ([0,N0τ ];Lr̃′ )

.

Similarly, for any g : Rd × C → C and T0 ≥ 0, by setting f(s) = g(s)1[0,T0](s) in
(3.16), we have

(3.18)

∥∥∥∥∫ nτ

0

Sτ (nτ − s)g(s)ds

∥∥∥∥
lqτ ([0,T0];Lr)

≤ C(d, q, q̃)∥g∥Lq̃′ ([0,T0];Lr̃′ ) .



8 W. BAO AND C. WANG

4. Error estimate. In this section, we present the proof of the main results
Theorems 2.1 and 2.2.

We first highlight some particular admissible pairs that will be used in the proof.
First, according to (3.13), (q, r) = (∞, 2) is always admissible. Recalling (3.4), we
have the following admissible pair.

Lemma 4.1. For any 2 ≤ p0 <∞ and d = 1, 2, 3, by setting

q0 :=
4p0
d
,

we have (q0, r0) is admissible and q0 ̸= 2.

Then we define a constant

M := max
(q,r)∈I

{∥ψ∥L∞([0,T ];H2), ∥ψ∥L∞[0,T ];L∞), ∥ψ∥W 1,q([0,T ];Lr)} <∞,

where I ⊃ {(∞, 2), (q0, r0)} is a finite set of admissible pairs, which will be clear from
the proof presented later. That M < ∞ follows from (2.3) and [18, Theorem 4.8.1]
which proves that for any admissible pair (q, r),

ψ ∈W 1,q
loc ([0, Tmax);L

r(Rd)).

Then we proceed to the error estimate of the EWI (2.2). By the definition of Πτ

in (2.1), we immediately have that

(4.1) Πτ = Πτ/4Πτ = ΠτΠτ/4.

Recalling (3.2) and iterating (2.2), noting (4.1), we obtain

ψn
τ = einτ∆ψ0

τ − iτ

n−1∑
k=0

ei(n−1−k)τ∆φ1(iτ∆)Πτg(ψ
k
τ )

= Sτ (nτ)ψ
0
τ − iτ

n−1∑
k=0

Sτ ((n− 1)τ − kτ)φ1(iτ∆)Πτg(ψ
k
τ ), 0 ≤ n ≤ T/τ.(4.2)

By Duhamel’s formula, we have

(4.3) ψ(nτ) = einτ∆ψ0 − i

∫ nτ

0

ei(nτ−s)∆g(ψ(s))ds, 0 ≤ n ≤ T/τ.

Applying Πτ on both sides of (4.3), recalling (4.1), we have

(4.4) Πτψ(nτ) = Sτ (nτ)Πτψ0 − i

∫ nτ

0

Sτ (nτ − s)Πτg(ψ(s))ds.

Subtracting (4.2) from (4.4), we obtain, for 0 ≤ n ≤ T/τ ,

Πτψ(nτ)− ψn
τ = Sτ (nτ)Πτψ0 − Sτ (nτ)ψ

0
τ − i

∫ nτ

0

Sτ (nτ − s)Πτg(ψ(s))ds

+ iτ

n−1∑
k=0

Sτ ((n− 1)τ − kτ)φ1(iτ∆)Πτg(ψ
k
τ )

= En
0 + En

1 + En
2 + Zn,(4.5)
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where

En
0 := Sτ (nτ)(Πτψ0 − ψ0

τ ),(4.6)

En
1 := −i

∫ nτ

0

Sτ (nτ − s)Πτ (g(ψ(s))− g(Πτψ(s))) ds,(4.7)

En
2 := −i

∫ nτ

0

Sτ (nτ − s)Πτg(Πτψ(s))ds

+ iτ

n−1∑
k=0

Sτ ((n− 1)τ − kτ)φ1(iτ∆)Πτg(Πτψ(kτ)),(4.8)

Zn := −iτ
n−1∑
k=0

Sτ ((n− 1)τ − kτ)φ1(iτ∆)Πτ (g(Πτψ(kτ))− g(ψk
τ )).(4.9)

In the following, we estimate the four terms, respectively. From (4.6), direct applica-
tion of (3.14) yields that for any admissible pair (q, r) and interval I ⊂ R,

(4.10) ∥E0∥lqτ (I;Lr) ≤ ∥E0∥lqτ (R;Lr) ≤ C̃∥Πτψ0 − ψ0
τ∥L2 ,

where C̃ is the constant in (3.14). In fact, Πτψ0 −ψ0
τ = 0 in the above. We keep this

term since it will be used in extending the local error estimates on some short interval
to the global error estimate on [0, T ] (see (4.50)).

We start with E2 (4.8) which is the local truncation error due to the time dis-
cretization in the EWI (2.2).

Proposition 4.2. For any admissible pairs (q, r) with q ̸= 2, we have

∥E2∥lqτ ([0,T ];Lr) ≤ C(M,V, T )τ.

Proof. Note that

(4.11) τφ1(iτ∆) =

∫ τ

0

ei(τ−s)∆ds,

which implies, by (4.1),

τSτ ((n− 1)τ − kτ)φ1(iτ∆)Πτg(Πτψ(kτ))

= Sτ ((n− 1)τ − kτ)

∫ τ

0

ei(τ−s)∆dsΠτg(Πτψ(kτ))

=

∫ τ

0

Sτ (nτ − kτ − s)dsΠτg(Πτψ(kτ))

=

∫ (k+1)τ

kτ

Sτ (nτ − s)Πτg(Πτψ(kτ))ds.(4.12)

Substituting (4.12) into (4.8), we obtain

En
2 = −i

n−1∑
k=0

∫ (k+1)τ

kτ

Sτ (nτ − s)Πτg(Πτψ(s))ds

+ i

n−1∑
k=0

∫ (k+1)τ

kτ

Sτ (nτ − s)Πτg(Πτψ(kτ))ds

= −i
n−1∑
k=0

∫ (k+1)τ

kτ

Sτ (nτ − s)Πτ [g(Πτψ(s))− g(Πτψ(kτ))]ds.
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For j = 1, 2, define, for 0 ≤ k ≤ n− 1,

(4.13) wj(s) = Πτ [gj(Πτψ(s))− gj(Πτψ(kτ))], kτ < s ≤ (k + 1)τ,

and set wj(s) = 0 when s > T . Then we have, for 1 ≤ n ≤ T/τ ,

(4.14) En
2 = −i

n−1∑
k=0

∫ (k+1)τ

kτ

Sτ (nτ − s)(w1(s) + w2(s))ds = −i(En
2,1 + En

2,2),

where

(4.15) En
2,j := −i

n−1∑
k=0

∫ (k+1)τ

kτ

Sτ (nτ − s)wj(s)ds = −i
∫ nτ

0

Sτ (nτ − s)wj(s)ds.

For any admissible pairs (q, r) and (q̃, r̃) with (q, q̃) ̸= (2, 2), by (3.18), we have

(4.16) ∥E2,j∥lqτ ([0,T ];Lr) ≲ ∥wj∥Lq̃′ ([0,T ];Lr̃′ ), j = 1, 2.

For j = 1, choosing (q̃, r̃) = (q0, r0) in (4.16), we have, with N := T/τ ,

∥E2,1∥lqτ ([0,T ];Lr) ≲ ∥w1∥Lq′0 ([0,T ];Lr′0 )
=

(∫ T

0

∥w1(s)∥
q′0

Lr′0
ds

) 1
q′0

=

(
N−1∑
k=0

∫ (k+1)τ

kτ

∥Πτ [g1(Πτψ(s))− g1(Πτψ(kτ))]∥
q′0

Lr′0
ds

) 1
q′0

≲ ∥V1∥Lp0

(
N−1∑
k=0

∫ (k+1)τ

kτ

∥ψ(s)− ψ(kτ)∥q
′
0

Lr0ds

) 1
q′0

((3.5) and (3.8))

= ∥V1∥Lp0

(
N−1∑
k=0

∫ (k+1)τ

kτ

∥∥∥∥∫ s

kτ

∂tψ(t)dt

∥∥∥∥q′0
Lr0

ds

) 1
q′0

≤ ∥V1∥Lp0

(
N−1∑
k=0

∫ (k+1)τ

kτ

(∫ s

kτ

∥∂tψ(t)∥Lr0dt

)q′0

ds

) 1
q′0

≤ ∥V1∥Lp0

(
N−1∑
k=0

∫ (k+1)τ

kτ

∫ s

kτ

∥∂tψ(t)∥
q′0
Lr0dt(s− kτ)

q′0
q0 ds

) 1
q′0

≤ τ
1
q0 ∥V1∥Lp0

(
N−1∑
k=0

∫ (k+1)τ

kτ

∫ s

kτ

∥∂tψ(t)∥
q′0
Lr0dtds

) 1
q′0

= τ
1
q0 ∥V1∥Lp0

(
N−1∑
k=0

∫ (k+1)τ

kτ

((k + 1)τ − t)∥∂tψ(t)∥
q′0
Lr0dt

) 1
q′0

(change order)

≤ τ
1
q0

+ 1
q′0 ∥V1∥Lp0

(
N−1∑
k=0

∫ (k+1)τ

kτ

∥∂tψ(t)∥
q′0
Lr0dt

) 1
q′0

= τ∥V1∥Lp0∥∂tψ∥Lq′0 ([0,T ];Lr0 )
≤ τT 1− 2

q0 ∥V1∥Lp0 ∥∂tψ∥Lq0 ([0,T ];Lr0 ).(4.17)
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For j = 2, choosing (q̃, r̃) = (∞, 2) in (4.16), following the same procedure with
Lemma 3.2, we have

∥E2,2∥lqτ ([0,T ];Lr) ≲ ∥w2∥L1([0,T ];L2)

≤
N−1∑
k=0

∫ (k+1)τ

kτ

∥g2(Πτψ(s))− g2(Πτψ(kτ))∥L2ds

≤ C(M, ∥V2∥L∞)

N−1∑
k=0

∫ (k+1)τ

kτ

∥ψ(s)− ψ(kτ)∥L2ds

= C(M, ∥V2∥L∞)

N−1∑
k=0

∫ (k+1)τ

kτ

∥∥∥∥∫ s

kτ

∂tψ(t)dt

∥∥∥∥
L2

ds

≤ C(M, ∥V2∥L∞)

N−1∑
k=0

∫ (k+1)τ

kτ

∫ s

kτ

∥∂tψ(t)∥L2dtds

= C(M, ∥V2∥L∞)

N−1∑
k=0

∫ (k+1)τ

kτ

((k + 1)τ − t)∥∂tψ(t)∥L2dt

≤ τC(M, ∥V2∥L∞)∥∂tψ∥L1([0,T ];L2)

≤ τTC(M, ∥V2∥L∞)∥∂tψ∥L∞([0,T ];L2).(4.18)

The combination of (4.17) and (4.18) yields from (4.15)

∥E2∥lqτ ([0,T ];Lr) ≤ ∥E2,1∥lqτ ([0,T ];Lr) + ∥E2,2∥lqτ ([0,T ];Lr) ≤ C(M,T, V )τ,

which completes the proof.

As is shown in the proof above, the local truncation error of the EWI essentially
requires applying one time derivative of g(ψ) = V ψ + β|ψ|2σψ, allowing for optimal
first-order error in L2-norm even though the potential is singular in space.

Then we estimate En
1 (4.7), which is the error of the frequency truncation in the

EWI (2.2). We need an additional admissible pair.

Lemma 4.3. For any 2 ≤ p0 ≤ 4, by setting

q̃0 :=
4p0

d(4− p0)
(q̃0 := ∞ if p0 = 4),

we have (q̃0, r̃0) is admissible with r̃0 given in (3.4) and q̃0 ̸= 2.

Proposition 4.4. For any admissible pairs (q, r) with q ̸= 2, we have

∥E1∥lqτ ([0,T ];Lr) ≤ C(M,V, T )τγ ,

where

(4.19) γ =



1, p0 ≥ 2, d = 1,

1, p0 > 2, d = 2,

1−, p0 = 2, d = 2,

1, p0 >
12

5
, d = 3,

3

4

−
+ 3

(
1

2
− 1

p0

)
, 2 ≤ p0 ≤ 12

5
, d = 3.



12 W. BAO AND C. WANG

Proof. Recalling (3.2) and (4.7), we have

(4.20) En
1 = En

1,1 + En
1,2,

where

(4.21) En
1,j = −i

∫ nτ

0

Sτ (nτ − s)Πτ (gj(ψ(s))− gj(Πτψ(s)))ds, j = 1, 2.

We start with the estimate of En
1,2. Using (3.18) with (q̃, r̃) = (∞, 2), by Lemmas 3.2

and 3.3, and Hölder’s inequality, we have

∥E1,2∥lqτ ([0,T ];Lr) ≲ ∥Πτ (g2(ψ)− g2(Πτψ))∥L1([0,T ];L2)

≤ C(M, ∥V2∥L∞)∥ψ −Πτψ∥L1([0,T ];L2)

≤ C(M, ∥V2∥L∞)τ∥∆ψ∥L1([0,T ];L2)

≤ C(M, ∥V2∥L∞)Tτ∥ψ∥L∞([0,T ];H2) ≲ τ.(4.22)

Then we consider En
1,1. We first present the estimates for optimal convergence, i.e. we

consider p0 such that γ = 1 in (4.19). In fact, we can assume that p0 ≤ 4. Recalling
Lemma 4.3, applying (3.18) with (q̃, r̃) = (q̃0, r̃0) to En

1,1, by (3.6), Lemma 3.3, and
Hölder’s inequality, we have

∥E1,1∥lqτ ([0,T ];Lr) ≲ ∥Πτ (g1(ψ)− g1(Πτψ))∥Lq̃′0 ([0,T ];Lr̃′0 )

≤ ∥V1(I −Πτ )ψ∥Lq̃′0 ([0,T ];Lr̃′0 )

≤ ∥V1∥Lp0∥(I −Πτ )ψ∥Lq̃′0 ([0,T ];Lp0 )

≲ τT 1− 1
q̃0

− 1
q1 ∥V1∥Lp0∥∆ψ∥Lq1 ([0,T ];Lp0 ),(4.23)

where q1 = 2p0

d(p0−2) (q1 = ∞ if p0 = 2) is such that (q1, p0) is admissible. For

∥∆ψ∥Lq1 ([0,T ];Lp0 ), by the NLSE (1.1), we have

∥∆ψ∥Lq1 ([0,T ];Lp0 )

≤ ∥∂tψ∥Lq1 ([0,T ];Lp0 ) + ∥V1ψ∥Lq1 ([0,T ];Lp0 ) + ∥(V2 + β|ψ|2)ψ∥Lq1 ([0,T ];Lp0 )

≤M + ∥V1∥Lp0 ∥ψ∥Lq1 ([0,T ];L∞) + ∥V2 + β|ψ|2∥L∞∥ψ∥Lq1 ([0,T ];Lp0 )

≤M + ∥V1∥Lp0T
1
q1 ∥ψ∥L∞([0,T ];L∞) + C(M, ∥V2∥L∞)T

1
q1 ∥ψ∥L∞([0,T ];H2)

≤ C(M,T, ∥V1∥Lp0 , ∥V2∥L∞),(4.24)

which, plugged into (4.23), yields

(4.25) ∥E1,1∥lqτ ([0,T ];Lr) ≲ τ.

Next, we estimate En
1,1 for p0 such that γ < 1 in (4.19). There is no such p0 in 1D

and thus we only consider the 2D and 3D cases. Applying (3.18) with any admissible
pair (q̃, r̃) such that q̃ ̸= 2 to En

1,1, using (3.7), Lemma 3.3, and Hölder’s inequality,
we have

∥E1,1∥lqτ ([0,T ];Lr) ≲ ∥Πτ (g1(ψ)− g1(Πτψ))∥Lq̃′ ([0,T ];Lr̃′ )

≤ ∥V1(I −Πτ )ψ∥Lq̃′ ([0,T ];Lr̃′ )

≤ ∥V1∥Lp0 ∥(I −Πτ )ψ∥Lq̃′ ([0,T ];Lr1 )

≲ τγ∥V1∥Lp0 ∥(−∆)γψ∥Lq̃′ ([0,T ];Lr1 ),(4.26)
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where 1 ≤ r1 ≤ ∞ satisfies

(4.27)
1

r̃
+

1

p0
+

1

r1
= 1.

When d = 2 and p0 = 2, for any ε > 0 sufficiently small, by choosing in (4.26)

(4.28) r̃ =
1

ε
, r1 = q̃ =

2

1− 2ε
, γ = 1− ε,

we have, by Hölder’s inequality and Sobolev embedding H2ε(R2) ↪→ Lr1(R2),

∥E1,1∥lqτ ([0,T ];Lr) ≲ τ1−ε∥V1∥Lp0 ∥(−∆)1−εψ∥Lq̃′ ([0,T ];H2ε)

≲ τ1−ε∥(I −∆)ψ∥Lq̃′ ([0,T ];L2)

≤ τ1−εT 1− 1
q̃ ∥ψ∥L∞([0,T ];H2) ≲ τ1−ε.(4.29)

When d = 3 and 2 ≤ p0 ≤ 12/5, for any ε > 0 sufficiently small, choosing in (4.26)

(4.30)

r̃ =
6

1 + 4ε
, r1 =

6p0
(5− 4ε)p0 − 6

, q̃ =
2

1− 2ε
,

γ = 1− s1, s1 =
3

p0
− 5

4
+ ε,

by the Sobolev embedding of Bessel potential spaces H2s1,p0(R3) ↪→ Lr1(R3) [18], and
recalling (4.24), we obtain

∥E1,1∥lqτ ([0,T ];Lr) ≲ τ1−s1∥V1∥Lp0 ∥(−∆)1−s1ψ∥Lq̃′ ([0,T ];H2s1,p0 )

≲ τ1−s1∥(I −∆)ψ∥Lq̃′ ([0,T ];Lp0 )

≲ τ1−s1T 1− 1
q̃−

1
q1 ∥(I −∆)ψ∥Lq1 ([0,T ];Lp0 )

≲ τ1−s1 = τ
3
4+3( 1

2−
1
p0

)−ε.(4.31)

Combing (4.22), (4.25), (4.29), and (4.31), we obtain the desired result.

Lastly, we estimate Z in (4.9). By [36, Lemma 11.1], we have the following.

Lemma 4.5. Let 0 < τ ≤ 1. For any 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞ and f ∈ Lp(Rd), we have

∥φ1(iτ∆)Πτf∥Lp ≲ ∥f∥Lp .

Proposition 4.6. Let I = [0, nτ ] for some 1 ≤ n ≤ T/τ . Assuming that
sup0≤k≤n−1 ∥ψk

τ ∥L∞ ≤M0, we have, for any admissible pair (q, r) with q ̸= 2,

∥Z∥lqτ (I;Lr) ≤ (|I|1−
2
q0 + |I|)(C1 + C2(M0))∥Πτψ − ψτ∥Xτ (I),

where ∥ · ∥Xτ (I) := ∥ · ∥lq0τ (I;Lr0 ) + ∥ · ∥l∞τ (I;L2), and C1, C2 also depend on M and V .

Proof. Recalling (3.2) and (4.9), we have

Zn = Zn
1 + Zn

2 ,

where

(4.32) Zn
j = iτ

n−1∑
k=0

Sτ ((n− 1)τ − kτ)φ1(iτ∆)Πτ (gj(Πτψ(kτ))− gj(ψ
k
τ )), j = 1, 2.
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For Z1, by (3.17) with (q̃, r̃) = (q0, r0), Lemma 4.5, (3.5), and Hölder’s inequality, we
obtain

∥Z1∥lqτ (I;Lr) ≲ ∥φ1(iτ∆)Πτ (g1(Πτψ(kτ))− g1(ψ
k
τ ))∥lq′0τ ([0,(n−1)τ ];Lr′0 )

≲ ∥V1∥Lp0∥Πτψ(kτ)− ψk
τ ∥lq′0τ ([0,(n−1)τ ];Lr0 )

≤ |I|1−
2
q0 ∥V1∥Lp0 ∥Πτψ(kτ)− ψk

τ ∥lq0τ (I;Lr0 ).(4.33)

Similarly, by (3.17) with (q̃, r̃) = (∞, 2), Lemma 4.5, Lemma 3.2, and Hölder’s in-
equality, we have for Z2,

∥Z2∥lqτ (I;Lr) ≲ ∥φ1(iτ∆)Πτ (g2(Πτψ(kτ))− g2(ψ
k
τ ))∥l1τ ([0,(n−1)τ ];L2)

≤ C(∥V2∥L∞ ,M,M0)∥Πτψ(kτ)− ψk
τ ∥l1τ ([0,(n−1)τ ];L2)

≤ |I|C(∥V2∥L∞ ,M,M0)∥Πτψ(kτ)− ψk
τ ∥l∞τ (I;L2).(4.34)

The combination of (4.33) and (4.34) completes the proof.

Proof of Theorems 2.1 and 2.2. Let T∗ < T be defined such that

(4.35)
(
|T∗|1−

2
q0 + |T∗|

)
(C1 + C2(1 +M)) ≤ 1

4
,

where C1 and C2 are the constants in Proposition 4.6. We start by dividing the whole
interval [0, T ] into J subintervals of length no more than T∗, where J ∈ Z+ satisfies

(4.36) J(T∗/2) ≤ T, (J + 1)(T∗/2) > T.

For τ ≤ T∗/2, choose mj ∈ Z (j = 0, · · · , J + 1) such that m0 = 0, mJ+1 = T/τ , and

(4.37) mjτ ≤ j(T∗/2), (mj + 1)τ > j(T∗/2), j = 1, · · · , J.

Then we define time intervals Ij ⊂ [0, T ] as

(4.38) Ij = [mjτ,mj+1τ ], j = 0, · · · , J.

It follows immediately that

(4.39) |Ij | = (mj+1 −mj)τ ≤ (T∗/2) + τ ≤ T∗, j = 0, · · · , J.

We shall present the proof for the cases p ≥ 2, d = 1, 2 and p > 2, d = 3, where we
have γ > 3/4 ≥ d/4 in Proposition 4.4. When p = 2, d = 3, our result in Theorem 2.2
only considers the linear case with β = 0, whose proof will follow the same line and
is simpler as the induction process to control the nonlinearity is not needed.

Define the error function enτ = Πτψ(nτ)−ψn
τ for 0 ≤ n ≤ T/τ . We first show the

error estimate on the time interval I0 = [0,m1τ ]. We use mathematical induction to
control the L∞-norm of ψn

τ . First, we have

(4.40) ∥e0τ∥L2 = 0 ≤ 2C0τ
γ , ∥ψ0

τ∥L∞ ≤ 1 +M.

We assume that, for 0 ≤ m ≤ n− 1 ≤ m1τ − 1,

(4.41) ∥emτ ∥L2 ≤ 2C0τ
γ , ∥ψm

τ ∥L∞ ≤ 1 +M.
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We shall prove (4.41) for m = n. Under the assumptions (4.41), from (4.5), using
(4.10) and Propositions 4.2, 4.4, and 4.6, for (q, r) ∈ {(q0, r0), (∞, 2)}, noting nτ ≤
|I0| ≤ T∗, we have

∥eτ∥lqτ ([0,nτ ];Lr)

≤ ∥E0∥lqτ ([0,nτ ];Lr) + ∥E1∥lqτ ([0,nτ ];Lr) + ∥E2∥lqτ ([0,nτ ];Lr) + ∥Z∥lqτ ([0,nτ ];Lr)

≤ C̃∥e0τ∥L2 + C0(τ + τγ)

+ ((nτ)1−
2
q0 + nτ)(C1 + C2(1 +M))∥eτ∥Xτ ([0,nτ ])

≤ C̃∥e0τ∥L2 + C0τ
γ +

1

4
∥eτ∥Xτ ([0,nτ ]),(4.42)

where C̃ is the constant in (3.14) also used in (4.10), and C0 is the sum of constants
in Propositions 4.2 and 4.4. Taking (q, r) = (q0, r0) and (q, r) = (∞, 2) in (4.42), and
summing together, we have

(4.43) ∥eτ∥Xτ ([0,nτ ]) ≤ 2C̃∥e0τ∥L2 + 2C0τ
γ +

1

2
∥eτ∥Xτ ([0,nτ ]),

which implies

(4.44) ∥eτ∥Xτ ([0,nτ ]) ≤ 4C̃∥e0τ∥L2 + 4C0τ
γ ,

which inserted into (4.42) yields that

(4.45) ∥eτ∥l∞τ ([0,nτ ];L2) ≤ ∥eτ∥X([0,nτ ]) ≤ 2C̃∥e0τ∥L2 + 2C0τ
γ .

By (2.13) in [21], we have, for any ϕ ∈ L2(Rd),

(4.46) ∥Πτ/4ϕ∥L∞ ≲ τ−
d
4 ∥ϕ∥L2 .

Using (4.46) with the observation enτ = Πτ/4e
n
τ , the Sobolev embedding H

d
2+ε(Rd) ↪→

L∞(Rd) for some ε > 0 sufficiently small, and (3.9), when τ ≤ τ0 with τ0 > 0
sufficiently small depending on M,V, T , we have

∥ψn
τ ∥L∞ ≤ ∥enτ ∥L∞ + ∥(I −Πτ )ψ(nτ)∥L∞ + ∥ψ(nτ)∥L∞

≤ Cτ−
d
4 ∥enτ ∥L2 + C∥(I −Πτ )ψ(nτ)∥

H
d
2
+ε +M

≤ 2CC0τ
γ− d

4 + Cτ1−
d
4−

ε
2 ∥ψ(nτ)∥H2 +M

≤ 1 +M.(4.47)

Then we have proved (4.41) for m = n and thus for all 0 ≤ m ≤ m1. As a result, we
obtain the error estimate on the interval I0 as

(4.48) ∥eτ∥X(I0) ≤ 2C0τ
γ , ∥ψτ∥l∞τ (I0;L∞) ≤ 1 +M.

In particular, (4.48) yields

(4.49) ∥em1
τ ∥L2 ≤ 2C0τ

γ .

Then applying the same induction process on I1, we have, for all 0 ≤ m ≤ m2 −m1,

(4.50) ∥eτ∥Xτ ([m1τ,m1τ+mτ ]) ≤ 2C̃∥em1
τ ∥L2 + 2C0τ

γ , ∥ψm1+m∥L∞ ≤ 1 +M,
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which implies, by noting (4.49),

(4.51) ∥eτ∥Xτ (I1) ≤ 2C0τ
γ(1 + (2C̃)), ∥ψτ∥l∞τ (I1;L∞) ≤ 1 +M.

Continuing this process on I2, · · · , IJ , we can obtain, for any 0 ≤ j ≤ J ,

(4.52) ∥eτ∥X(Ij) ≤ 2C0τ
γ

j∑
l=0

(2C̃)l, ∥ψτ∥l∞τ (Ij ;L∞) ≤ 1 +M,

which concludes the proof.

5. Numerical results. In this section, we present some numerical results to
confirm our error estimates. We also apply the EWI to study the dynamics of the
NLSE under multiple Coulomb potentials. To quantify the error, we define the fol-
lowing error functions:

eL2(tn) = ∥ψ(tn)− ψn
τ ∥L2 , eH1(tn) = ∥ψ(tn)− ψn

τ ∥H1 , 0 ≤ n ≤ T/τ.

In order to do the numerical simulation, we have to truncate the whole space
Rd into a bounded domain Ω := Πd

j=1(aj , bj) which is large enough such that the
wave function ψ remains away from the boundary of Ω, and equip Ω with periodic
boundary conditions. Then a full discretization of the EWI (2.2) can be obtained
by using the Fourier spectral method for spatial discretization, which is the same as
adding a filter function Πτ in the EWI-FS scheme in [11]. Note that since the singular
potential V ∈ L2(Ω), the Fourier spectral method is well-defined (while the Fourier
pseudospectral method is not).

We first test the convergence of the EWI in 1D, 2D and 3D under two types of
singular potentials:

(i) Inverse power potential:

(5.1) V (x) = − 1

|x|α
, x ∈ Ω.

(ii) L2-potential generated in the Fourier space

(5.2) V (x) = Re
∑

l=(l1,··· ,ld)T∈Zd

v̂le
iµl·(x−a), x ∈ Ω,

where v̂l ∈ C are the Fourier coefficients, a = (a1, · · · , ad)T , and µl ∈ Rd with
(µl)j = 2πlj/(bj − aj).

The initial datum is chosen as the standard Gaussian

(5.3) ψ0(x) = e−
|x|2
2 , x ∈ Ω.

For the 1D example, we set Ω = (−16, 16) and final time T = 1. In (1.1), we
choose β = 1, σ = 1, and two inverse power potentials (5.1) with α = 0.51 (L2) and

α = 0.76 (L
4
3 ), respectively. The reference solution is computed by the EWI with

τ = τe = 10−6 and h = he = 2−9, When computing the errors, we fix the mesh size
h = he and vary τ .

The numerical results are presented in Figure 1, which show that under L2-
potential, the EWI is first-order convergent in L2-norm and half-order convergent
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10-4 10-2

10-4

10-1

10-4 10-3

10-2

10-1

Fig. 1. Errors in L2- and H1-norms of the EWI for the NLSE with singular potentials in 1D:
(a) α = 0.51 and (b) α = 0.76

in H1-norm. For the slightly more singular L
4
3 -potential, there is convergence order

reduction and the EWI is 0.8-order convergent in L2-norm and 0.4-order convergent in
H1-norm. These results confirm our error estimates and suggests that our regularity
assumptions for optimal convergence are optimally weak.

Next, we consider a 2D example with Ω = (−8, 8) × (−8, 8) and T = 1/4, and
choose β = −1, σ = 1 in (1.1). In this example, we study two kinds of singular
potentials: (a) the Coulomb potential with α = 1 in (5.1), which is in L2−; (b) the
random potential generated in the Fourier space through (5.2) with

(5.4) v̂0,0 = 1, v̂l =
ξl
|µl|

, (0, 0)T ̸= l ∈
{
−Nref

2
, · · · , Nref

2
− 1

}2

,

where ξl = rand(−1, 1) + i rand(−1, 1) with rand(−1, 1) returning a random number
uniformly distributed in [−1, 1], and Nref = 29. The reference solution is obtained by
the EWI using τe = 10−5 and he = 2−5 in both directions.

The numerical results are presented in Figure 2 (a) and (b) for the two potentials,
respectively. In both cases, we see that the L2-norm convergence is first-order and the
H1-norm convergence is half-order, corresponding well with our error estimates. We
remake here that the convergence order reduction from 1 to 1− is hard to examine
numerically.

10-3 10-2

10-2

10-1

10-3 10-2
10-3

10-2

10-1

Fig. 2. Errors in L2- and H1-norms of the EWI for the NLSE with L2-potential in 2D: (a)
Coulomb potential and (b) random potential
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Then we conduct a 3D numerical experiment with Ω = (−8, 8)3 and T = 1/8,
and set β = 1, and σ = 1 in (1.1). Two singular potentials of the form (5.2) are

considered: (a) an L3− -potential with v̂l = (1+ |µl|2)−1 in (5.2), which has the same
singularity as the Coulomb potential −|x|−1 (recalling that the Fourier transform of
|x|−1 in R3 is C|ξ|−2); (b) an L2-potential with v̂l = (1 + |µl|2)−0.76 in (5.2). The
reference solution is computed by the EWI using τe = 10−4 and he = 2−5 in all the
three dimensions.

We plot the numerical results in Figure 3, where first-order convergence in L2-
norm is observed for both the L3−-potential in (a) and the L2-potential in (b). These
results verify our error estimates, while, the convergence order reduction for L2-
potential in 3D stated in Theorem 2.2 is not observed, suggesting that first-order
L2-norm convergence might be extended to Lp + L∞-potential with 2 ≤ p ≤ 12

5 . In

addition, the H1-norm convergence is 0.85-order for L3− -potential, which is due to
the smooth Gaussian initial data and the better regularity of the L3−-potential (which

is in fact H
1
2−).

10-3 10-2

10-3

10-2

10-3 10-2

10-3

10-2

10-1

Fig. 3. Errors in L2- and H1-norms of the EWI for the NLSE with singular potentials in 3D:

(a) L3− -potential and (b) L2-potential

Finally, we apply the EWI (2.2) to simulate the dynamics under four attractive
Coulomb potentials in 2D, which is given by (2.4) with α = 1, J = 4, Zj = −1, and

x1 = (−1, 0)T , x2 = (1, 0)T , x3 = (0, 1)T , x4 = (0,−1)T .

The initial datum is chosen as

ψ0(x) = ϕ(x− x0)e
ix1 , x0 = (−4, 2)T , x = (x1, x2)

T ∈ Ω,

where ϕ is the unique positive radial (action) ground state of the stationary NLSE

(5.5) −∆ϕ(x) + ωϕ(x)− |ϕ(x)|2ϕ(x) = 0, x ∈ R2, ω = 3.

The initial set-up is illustrated in Figure 4. In computation, we choose Ω = (−8, 8)×
(−8, 8) and T = 4 with τ = 10−4 and h = 2−5 for both directions. The density
|ψ(x, t)|2 at different time t are exhibited in Figure 5. The numerical results demon-
strate that the solitary wave initially moves to the right and becomes attracted to
the upper Coulomb potential, subsequently visiting all four Coulomb centers in a
clockwise sequence.
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Fig. 4. Illustration of the initial set up

Fig. 5. Plots of |ψ(·, t)|2 at different time t for the dynamics under four Coulomb potentials in 2D

6. Conclusion. We analyzed a first-order EWI for the NLSE with the singular
potential of Lp-type under H2-initial data. We obtained convergence orders for Lp-
potential with 2 ≤ p <∞ in 1D, 2D, and 3D. For L2-potential, the EWI is almost first-
order convergent in L2-norm in 1D and 2D, while the convergence order is reduced to
3
4 -order in 3D. Under a stronger integrability assumption of Lp-potential with p > 12

5
in 3D, the first-order L2-norm convergence was proved. We also apply our results to
the important cases of the inverse power potential. In particular, our results show that
the EWI is optimally first-order convergent in L2-norm under 3D Coulomb potential.
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Extensive numerical results in 1D, 2D, and 3D verified our error estimates and showed
that they are optimal.
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