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A HIGH-ORDER METHOD FOR THE NUMERICAL
APPROXIMATION OF FRACTIONAL NONLINEAR
SCHRODINGER EQUATIONS

ANGEL DURAN AND NURIA REGUERA

ABSTRACT. In this paper, the periodic initial-value problem for the fractional
nonlinear Schréodinger (fNLS) equation is discretized in space by a Fourier spec-
tral Galerkin method and in time by diagonally implicit, high-order Runge-
Kutta schemes, based on the composition with the implicit midpoint rule
(IMR). Some properties and error estimates for the semidiscretization in space
and for the full discretization are proved. The convergence results and the
general performance of the scheme are illustrated with several numerical ex-
periments.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we will consider the cubic {NLS equation
iug — (—0gs)’u+ f(u) =0, z€R, ¢t>0, (1.1)

where 0 < s < 1, the Laplacian-type operator (—0,,)® s has the Fourier represen-
tation

(“Dua)?ul€) = |E1*0(), € €R, (1.2)

(where u(&) denotes the Fourier transform of u at £), and f : C — C is the cubic
term f(u) = |u|?u. Note that, if Z denotes the complex conjugate of z, then

_

flz)= 2V(z), z2€C, V(z) 5

0z
Equation (1.1) was originally introduced by Laskin, [23, 24, 25] in his mathemat-
ical principles of fractional quantum mechanics, see also [18]. Additional areas of
application are nonlinear optics, [27, 28] and references therein, and water wave
models, [21, 30] The alternative formulation of (1.1) as a real system has the form

(1.3)

v — (—0pg)°w + Imf(v,w) = 0,
—w — (=02 )°v + Ref(v,w) = 0, (1.4)

for u = v + 1w, v, w real-valued functions, and where f is viewed as a vector field
f:R? 5 R2
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1.1. Properties of the periodic initial-value problem and numerical ap-
proximation. The aim of the present paper is the numerical analysis of the peri-
odic initial-value problem (ivp) of (1.1) on some interval (—L, L) with

u(z,0) = uo(z), z € (—L, L), (1.5)

for some 2L-periodic initial condition wug or, alternatively, the periodic ivp for (1.4)
with 2L-periodic initial data

v(x,0) = vo(z), w(z,0) =wo(x), x € (—L, L). (1.6)

In addition, (1.2) holds for & = k € Z, where u(k) denotes the kth Fourier compo-
nent of w in (—L, L), that is

chka

1 L
u(k) = ELL e "L u(x)dx.

The numerical analysis of the problem will be made in sections 2 and 3, for sim-
plicity, taking L = 7.

The following notation will be used throughout the paper. L? = L?(—L, L) will
denote the space of squared integrable functions on (—L, L), with inner product

L
(ul,u2):/ uy(x)ug(z)de, (1.7)

—L

with induced norm || - ||. When u € L? is represented by its real and imaginary
parts u = (v,w) € L? x L?, the real part of (1.7) will also be used as inner product,
and will be denoted by (-,-). The norm in L*°(—L, L) is denoted by | - |o. For
real p > 0, H* will stand for the L2-based Sobolev space of order p of periodic
functions on (—L, L) with associated norm

1/2
Il = (Z(l + kz)“lﬂ(k)l2> :

keZ

An expression of the form g1 < g2 will stand for the existence of a constant C' such
that g1 < 092

We mention now some properties on the periodic ivp of (1.1) For s = 1, the main
results on well-posedness are derived from the works by Bourgain, [5], where local
and global well-posedness of the periodic cubic NLS in L? is proved. On the other
hand, for s € (1/2,1), local well-posedness in H®, for o > s, = 155, is proved in
[9], while ill-posedness for @ < s. is shown in [8]. In [17], smoothing properties of
the cubic fNLS are improved, in the sense that the nonlinear part of the solution
is smoother than the initial data with a gain of regularity from o > 3_4& toa+a
where ¢ < min{2s — 1,2a+ s — 1} and s € (1/2,1]. Finally, local well-posedness
of the periodic ivp of (1.1) in H* a > 0, for nonlinear terms f(u) = N(|u|)u,
and two cases of real function N (one of which includes the cubic case considered
here) is studied in [34] when the initial data satisfies a non-vanishing condition
infy Juo(z)| > 0.




Proposition 1.1. The following quantities

1 [t 1 [t
L(v,w) = 5/ (v? +w?)dr = 5/ |u|?dz, (1.8)
-L -L
1 [t 1 [t
L(v,w) = 5/ (wa—wvm)d:v=§/ Im (v, )dz, (1.9)
—L —L

5| (UDFo? + (DI w)) = Vi(v.w)) do

/ (310Fe2 - viw) (1.10)

where u = v + iw, |D|* = (=0p2)%/?, and V is defined in (1.3), are preserved by
smooth solutions of the periodic ivp of (1.1) on (—L,L). The quantity (1.10) is the
Hamiltonian function of the canonical Hamiltonian structure of (1.1).

H(v,w)

d (v 0 1
7 (w) = JéH (v,w), J = <_1 O) , (1.11)
where 0H = (‘;—f, ‘;—g)T denotes the variational (Fréchet) derivative of H.

Proof. We start checking (1.11), which is not hard to prove by using the formulation
(1.4) and Plancherel’s identity

o0

L — T
/ (IDPo)(|D[*w)da > ([Dlsv)(k)([DJsw)(k)

—L

k=—oc0

oo L
20k (k) = — 0Oz )’v) wdz.
S TR = [ (~0e)0) wd

k=—o00

On the other hand, the symplectic matrix J in (1.11) defines the Poisson bracket

L
(F.G) = / (6£) (0 da,

for F'= F(v,w),G = G(v,w) real-valued functions F,G : M — R, where
M ={u= (v,w),v,w € H*(-L,L)},

and depending on v, w, and derivatives. Note that

511 (v, w) = (;’J) L 51 (v,w) = (tv”) .

Then, using Plancherel’s identity and (1.3)
L
{L,H}(v,w) = / (V(=0zz )’ W — W(—0ps)’v — vImf (v, w) + wRef (v, w)) dz
—L

L
= /7L(wv(v2 +w?) — vw(v? + w?))dr =0, (1.12)
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where we wrote f = f(v,w) = (v? + w?) (5)) Similarly, integration by parts,

Plancherel’s identity, property (A0), and periodicity of v, w lead to

L
{L,H}(v,w) = /_L (03 (=02 * W + Vg (—022) v — wew(v? + W) — vv(v° + w?)) da

L
= —/ (v0(v* + w?) + wew(v? + w?))dx
-L

1tV oV
= [ @S W) o (v, w)d
2/_L(U 50 (v, w) + w 8w(v w))dx
1 [t 9
= —= —V dr = 0. 1.13
2y w13
From (1.12) and (1.13), the quantities (1.8), (1.9) have zero Poisson bracket with
the Hamiltonian (1.10); then the proposition follows, cf. [31]. O

An additional property of f, that will be used in the sequel, is concerned with
its regularity.

Proposition 1.2. If ui,us € L2 N L™, then
1f (ur) = Fu2)l] < 3(JJua |5 + [fuzll2)[ur — uall (1.14)
Proof. We can write
1
flu) = fu) = [/ trun+ (1= 7)) = ).
0

Note that each component of f/(u) is bounded by 3|u|?. Then

1
/ 3lTuy 4 (1 — T)ug|*|uy — uo|dr
0

B(lJuallze + lluzl3)lur — ual, (1.15)
from which (1.14) follows. O

[/ (ur) = f(uz)]

IN

IN

Using the regularity of f and the fact that H',] > 1/2, is an algebra, we have
the following extension of Proposition 1.2, cf. [34]:

Proposition 1.3. Let | > 1/2, uj,us € L> N L™, then there is a constant C > 0
such that

[1f(u1) = fu)lle < Ol + [luzl[7)[[ur — wzllr (1.16)

We now review some literature concerning the numerical approximation of the
periodic initial-value problem (1.1), (1.5) (or (1.4), (1.6)). For the nonfractional
case (s = 1), we refer to [3] for recent techniques about the numerical approximation
based on the preservation of the Hamiltonian structure. (See also references therein
for a review of previous general approaches, including geometric methods.) In the
fractional case, most of the literature, as in the study of well-posedness, is focused
on the nonlinearity f(u) = |u|*°u,o > 0, with particular emphasis on the cubic
case 0 = 1. Thus, in [35], an energy conservative Crank-Nicolson (CN) finite
difference method is introduced and analyzed for the Dirichlet problem with the
Riesz space fractional derivative (instead of (1.2)) and 1/2 < s < 1. (See also
[38, 36, 26] for other approaches based on different approximations of the Riesz



fractional derivative, linearly implicit conservative finite differences for a coupled
fNLS equations, and a Galerkin finite element method for a more general nonlinear
fractional Ginzburg-Landau equation, respectively.) For the frational derivative
defined in (1.2) and f(u) = |u|**u,0 > 0, three Fourier spectral methods are
proposed in [13]: split-step (SSFS), Crank-Nicolson (CNFS), and relaxation (ReFS)
Fourier spectral schemes. Several conservation properties with respect to the mass
(1.8) and energy (1.10) are derived. The spectral order of convergence in space and
second order of convergence in time are checked computationally. The experiments
also show the performance of the methods when simulating different long-term
dynamics. On the other hand, the preservation of the symplectic structure and its
consequences for long time simulations is in the origin of the methods introduced in
[37] for the cubic case. They are based on a suitable reformulation of the equation,
a Fourier pseudospectral approximation in space, and a symplectic (the implicit
midpoint rule) and multisymplectic methods as time integrators for the semidiscrete
system. SSF'S methods are used to investigate the dynamics of plane wave solutions
of the cubic fNLS equation in [12] (see also references therein), while Fourier spectral
methods with time splitting, [1, 2], or composite Runge-Kutta methods, [11], are
used to study the dynamics of ground state solutions in [22].

1.2. Highlights and structure. The main contributions of the paper are dis-
tributed according to the following structure:

e The semidiscretization of the periodic ivp of (1.1) with a Fourier Galerkin
method is analyzed in section 2. The analysis consists of: (i) the deriva-
tion of conserved quantities of the semidiscrete system,; (ii) error estimates
with respect to the exact solution u € H*, u large enough, in the L? and
H*® norms (s € 1/2,1]) of O(N~#) and O(N*~*), respectively (leading to
spectral convergence for u smooth) and where N denotes the degree of the
trigonometric polynomial approximation; (iii) a result of boundedness for
the temporal derivatives of the semidiscrete solution.

e Section 3 is devoted to the full discretization of the semidiscrete system
with a family of Runge-Kutta Compositon methods, based on the implicit
midpoint rule, and proposed by Yoshida, [39] (see also [20]). Existence and
uniqueness of fully discrete solution, as well as some geometric properties,
are first discussed. The convergence of the numerical solution is established
from the derivation of error estimates in L? and H® norms (s € (1/2,1]),
which depend on the regularity of the exact solution and a priori estimate
of the local temporal error. This estimate is proved to hold for the first
two methods of the family (the implicit midpoint rule itself and the scheme
with three stages) in Appendix A, showing a general procedure for its proof
in the case of any method of the family.

e In section 4, the previous results are illustrated with some numerical ex-
periments for both the non-fractional and fractional case and the method
of three stages and order four. After some details of the implementation
and taking solitary wave solutions as reference, the performance of the full
discretization is numerically checked in accuracy and in some aspects con-
cerning long time simulations, such as the time behaviour of the errors with
respect to the invariants of the problem and some parameters of the waves.
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This work is motivated by mainly two papers. In the first one, [10], the same full
discretization was analyzed for the numerical approximation of the Korteweg-de
Vries (KdV) equation. The approach here reveals some differences in the treatment
of the nonlinear term and the conditions for the error estimates and their proofs, and
we thought they were worthy of attention. The second paper is [14], where a class of
solitary wave solutions for the fNLS equation (1.1) with f(u) = |u|*?u, o > 0, was
proved. As a continuation of this work, we are interested in the numerical study
of their dynamics, by using the full discretization considered in the present paper.
The results obtained here will give us the necessary confidence in the accuracy of
the computations made in [15].

2. SPECTRAL SEMIDISCRETIZATION IN SPACE

2.1. Presentation and properties of the semidiscretization. This section is
devoted to the analysis of the discretization in space of the periodic ivp

iug — (—0pz)’u+ f(u) =0, x€[-mmn], 0<t<T,
u(z,0) = uo(w), (2.1)
where T > 0, 0 < s < 1, ug is smooth, 27-periodic, and f(u) = |u|?u. Let N > 1
be an integer and
Sy =span{e?*® k€ Z,—N <k <N, z € [-7, 7]},

be the finite-dimensional space of trigonometric polynomials of degree at most N.
The spatial discretization described below will require the orthogonal projection
onto Sy and some of its properties. For u € L?(—x,7), let

1 [" ;
uy = u(k) / u(x)e " dx, k € Z,

:% .

be the kth Fourier coefficient of u. The L?-projection Py : L(—m,m) — Sy of u is
defined as

Pyu= Y e, (2.2)
|k|<N
Some properties of (2.2) are listed below, [29, 7]:
(P1) Py commutes with (—0,4)%,s > 0.
(P2) If v € L?(—m,m) and ¢ € Sy then
(Pva <P) = (1}, 90)
(P3) For integers 0 < j < p and v € L?(—m, ), the following estimates hold:
lo=Pyoll; S N7H|ollu, p >0, (2:3)
o= Pyoloe S NY2H|lof|y > 1/2.

We will also make use of some inverse inequalities on Sy, [29, 7]: For integers
0<j<pand p € Sy

ol S N gl [loe S NY2[l0]|. (2.4)
Note also that if v € Sy and 0 < s < 1, then (—0,,)%v € Sy. In addition, if

v(x) = Z Dethe,

k|<N



then

(—0w)v(x) = Y We™™, B, = |[k[**Tp, —N <k < N.
|k|<N

The semidiscrete Fourier-Galerkin approximation to the solution of (2.1) is de-
fined as a complex-valued map u¥ : [0, T] — Sy such that, for all p € Sy

(iul — (=0p2)*u™ 4+ f(u™), ) =0, 0 <t < T, (2.5)
N(z,0) = Pyug(z), = € [-7, 7).

Note that, if F': Sy — Sy is defined as
(F(u)a 90) = (_7’(_811)5” =+ Zf(u)a 90)7 p e SNa

or, equivalently

Flu) = —i(~00)u + iPy f (), (2.)
then, (2.5) can be written as
%UN =F@"), 0<t<T, (2.7)
u™ (0) = Pyug
Note that
(F(u), u) = —z’/w ||D|Su|2dx+i/ﬂ lufAde,
0 _ .

Re(F(u),u) = 0. (2.8)

Alternatively, (2.5) can be introduced as a real system for real-valued functions
oV w1 [0,T] — Sy such that, for all p,1 € Sy

(0 = (=z0)*w™ +Imf (™, w™), ) =0,
(—wp = (=000)0™ +Ref (0N, wN), ) =0,0<t < T,
v (2,0) = Pyvo(z), w™ (z,0) = Pywo(z) z € [—, 7],

where up = vg + iwg. The real version of (2.7) will therefore be

d (vN\  (F(N,wl)
E (wN> - (F;(UN,U)N)> ’ (2'9)
where
'3 (U7 w) = (_6mm)sw - Imf(v, w)u
Fy(v,w) = —(—=0z)°v + Ref(v,w).

The semidicrete problem (2.7) has the following conserved quantities, [33].

Proposition 2.1. While the solution u™¥ of (2.5) ewists, it holds that

d d d
—L(w) = —ILu")= p

—H .
dt dt (u") =0
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Proof. Taking ¢ = vV in (2.5) leads to
i(ul u) = ((=0z0)*u™, u) = (f(u?),u™). (2.10)
Note that, from Parseval’s identity,

(= 0a)u™ )y = > B> @ (k)]
k=—oc0

and
T

(™), u) = / [N 4d.

—T

Therefore, taking the imaginary part in (2.10), we have Im(i(u}, u’V)) = 0. Observe
that

(i, u™)) = Reuf, u™) = 2 0 ju|P,
which implies
jtll( Ny =o.
On the other hand, taking ¢ =« in (2.5) leads to
iy ug ) = ((=02) u®  ug) = (f (u),ug). (2.11)
Note that, from Parseval’s identity,
(=0az)*u™, uy') = —ik Z [ @™
k=—o00
and, from (1.3) and periodicity of u®
(f@™),ug) = L+ily,
L = /Tr (v Ref (o™, w™) + wlImf (o™, w")) dz

1 (™ d
= _/_FEV(NMN)dx_O

Therefore, taking the real part in (2.11), we have Re(i(u},u2)) = 0. Observe that

1 (™ v —=
Re(i(u,u)) =t ) = 5 [ @'l ~ufud)ds
Y ~
ol (utu —|—uwtu Mydx
1 d N W d = 1d, N ~
T 2idt “ do = 2zdt( Uz ),
which implies
d
— L") =0.
a2

If, finally, we take ¢ = ul¥ in (2.5) then we have
iy up) = (=0ua)*u™ ui’) = (F(u™),uy)). (2.12)



Note that

d T ——
(D™, [DPu) = 2Re/ IDI*u™|Dlsuf dw = 2Re((— s ) *u™ , uf),

—T

and, from (1.3)

(f(uN)a U’){V) = L+l (213)
L = / (o Ref (o™, w™) + wMNImf (o™, w")) do
1 /™ d
= 5| ZVEY,w")d 2.14
5 GVt (214)
Then, from (2.13), (2.14), and taking real part in (2.12), it holds that
d
—H 0.

S H () =

(]

A key property for the next sections is given by the following result.
Lemma 2.1. Let s > 1/2,

- ) 1/2
O (Zm 1+lkl%> ’

and let ug be such that the solution u™ of (2.7) with I = I;(u™(0)) and E =
Eu™(0)), satisfies

I
C.:=1-C%I >0, 51 +E>0. (2.15)

Then, while uN exists, it holds that

1/2
™ (0], < Cs = <Ci*<2E+11>) . (2.16)

Proof. Note first that

— N |
UNoo < uN 1+ |k M
Wl < 3 0= 3 00k R

k|<N k|<N

1/2

1

Yoo | eVl < Gl (2.17)
(14 [k*)?

k<N

IN

On the other hand, using Proposition 2.1, we write

v 1 s
/ SIDPuN Pdr = B@N) + [ Ve, (2.18)

—T —T

where, from (1.3) and (2.17)

B oo OOOHLL || ?
Vulv dr < [ oo < (=) g, 2.1
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Applying (2.19) to (2.18), we have

N 2
L N2 Coou ] s 1
— < - - -+ E + =

which, from (2.15), implies (2.16). O
2.2. Convergence of the semidiscretization.

Theorem 2.1. Let u be the solution of (2.5) satisfying the hypotheses of Lemma
2.1. Assume that the solution u of (2.1) is in H* > s, fort € [0,T]. Then

max |[u’ — ul|, < NSF, (2.20)
0<t<T

Proof. We write vV = u + 0 + p, with
0 =u" — Pyu e Sy, p = Pnu—u.
Then, for ¢ € Sy, it holds that
(00,9) — (~002)0,0) = (il — (~00a)*u™, ) = (iur — (~0ya)u,0)
(f(u) = f(u N)NP)- (2.21)
We consider ¢ = 6 + (—0,,)%0 in (2.21) and take imnaginary parts. Using that
Im((=022)°0, (—022)°0) = 0,

Lemma 2.1 and (1.16) in Proposition 1.3, we have

SllZ = () — 7). 0+ (~00)°0)
= In(f(w) — (u™),0) + (D (f(w) - f™)), |D0)
< Cllu—u|lloll,

from some constant C' independent of N. From (2.3) there holds

SSNell < Cllo+pllliall < CClelE + il lell)
< C(IE+ N ullaliol)
< C(l6? + N2,

for some constant C' and 0 < ¢ < T. Therefore, using Gronwall’s lemma and that
6(0) = 0, (2.20) follows. O

Theorem 2.2. Let uY be the solution of (2.5) satisfying the hypotheses of Lemma
2.1. Assume that the solution u of (2.1) is in H* 1> 0, for t € [0,T]. Then

max |[u” —ul| < N7H, (2.22)
0<t<T

Proof. With the same arguments as in Theorem 2.1, but taking ¢ = 6 in (2.21),
from (1.15) in Proposition 1.2 and Lemma 2.1 we have

= Im(f(u) - f(u™),0)
Cllu —u™[]16]l,

from some constant C' independent of N. Then, (2.3) implies the L? estimate
(2.22). O

2
Sl

IN
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As a consequence, we have the following result of boundedness for the derivatives
of ul, that will be used in section 3.

Proposition 2.2. Let su assume the hypotheses of Theorem 2.1. Given nonneg-
ative integers j and 1, and provided p > max{2,2sj + l}, there is a constant C,
independent of N, such that

max |[0/uN||; < C. (2.23)
0<t<T

Proof. Provided p > max{2,1}, using (2.3), (2.4), (2.22), we have
™l < flu = Pyull + [1Pvu = u™[ + [Jull
NHJull+ N (|l = Pyul + [|u = uwN]) + [ull
N [fully + N7l + [l
which proves (2.23) when j = 0. Note now that, from (2.7)
10wl < [l ie2s + [1Pa f (™)l
< [l [feg2s + 11 @™)]]i (2.24)

Since f(0) = 0, using Proposition 1.3, (2.23) when j = 0, and (2.24), we have (2.23)
when j =1 and p > max{2,2s+ [}. The argument above can be used recursively,
by differentiating (2.7) j — 1 times with respect to ¢ in order to bound the time
derivatives of f(u”) in a similar way. O

<
S

3. FULL DISCRETIZATION

3.1. Fully discrete scheme. First properties. In this section we will analyze
the fully discrete scheme based on approximating the ivp of the semidiscrete system
(2.7) with the family of singly diagonally implicit RK methods

b1/2
b1 be/2
L b b2 , (3.1)
b; . : :
by by e oo by/2
by by - - by
for nonzero real numbers b;,j = 1,...,q, g of the form ¢ = 37~ p > 1, proposed

by Yoshida, [39]. The scheme (3.1) can be formulated as a ¢-stage RK-composition
method based on the implicit midpoint rule (IMR), which is the first element of
the family (with ¢ = 1), cf. e. g. [20]. Symplecticity and symmetry properties
of (3.1) are obtained from the general construction in [39], applied to the IMR.
Note also that some of the b; may be negative, which prevents (3.1) to be A-stable,
although it is absolutely stable in a strip of finite width in Rez < 0. A summary of
properties of (3.1), collected from several references therein, can be checked in [10].
In particular, the g-stage method has order of accuracy 2p.

For 1 <j<gqlet7] =t,+ k> _ by. Note that, since some of the b; may
be negative and some 7) may overcome t,1, then, applying the reversibility for
t < 0 iof the INLS equation, we may have to extend well-posedness of (2.1) and
the definition of the semidiscrete solution (2.5) for intervals of the form [k, T + k],
where (2.20) and (2.23) hold, cf. [10] and Appendix A.
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For the semidiscrete system (2.7), we will use the formulation of the resulting
fully discrete scheme as a RK-Composition method with IMR, namely

Y’n,,O — Un7
. i Yn.,j Yn,jfl
Y™l = Yn-,Jfl + kbjF (+> , 1<j5<q,
urtt = yme (3.2)

and for given U™ € Sy,0 < n < M — 1, approximation to u® (t,),t, = nk, with
k>0, M an integer such that T = Mk, Y™ € Sy,1 < j < ¢, and U® = Pyuyo.

The following result is a consequence of considering the IMR as base scheme for
the composition and its geometric properties.

Lemma 3.1. Provided U™, Y™ € Sy,1 < j < q exist for 1 < n < M, then it
holds that

o™l
Im(U™, U}})

U°|, 0 <n <M, (3.3)
Im(U°,U%), 0 <n< M. (3.4)

Proof. From (3.2)

. i . . Yn,j Yn,jfl Yn,j Yn,jfl
(Y™ =yt y ™l 4y ™I = 2kb, (F ( +2 ) , +2 ) (3.5)

Note now that
Re(yn,j _ Yn’j_l,yn’j 4 Yn,j—l) _ ||Yn’j||2 _ ||Yn,j—1||27
and, from (2.8)

n,J n,j—1 n,j n,j—1
Re(F(Y +Y ),Y +Y >:O.

2 2

Therefore, taking real part on both sides of (3.5) leads to |[Y™I|| = |[|[Y™/71|],1 <
j < gq. Since U™t = Y™ and Y™Y = U", then (3.3) follows. On the other hand,
again from (3.2)

. i . . Yn,j Yn,jfl Yn,j Yn,jfl
(Ymd — ymi=t ymi 4 ymicly = oph,; (F ( - > et ) (3.6)

Using (2.6), note that

Yn,j Yn,jfl Yn,j Yn,jfl
<(—8zz)5( +2 > = +2x )eiR;

from (1.3) and the periodicity of Y™7/2 .= %, it holds that
Yn,j Yn,jfl Yn,j Yn,jfl s . .
(r(F) ) = [ (Rerrma ez

—T

I (Y92 Im(Y712) ) de

1 (™ d ]
= — - Yﬂ,j/Q d — 0
5 | v —o

—T

and
(Yn,j _Yn,j—lijn,j_i_ymn,j—l) _ (Yn,jijn,j) _ (Yn,j—l7ymn,j—l)
+2Re(Y™, Y,
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Therefore, taking imaginary parts in (3.6), it holds that
Im(Y™, Y9y = Im(Y"™ 1y~ 1) 1 <j<q,
which implies (3.4). O
The existence of fully discrete solutions is analyzed in the following result.

Proposition 3.1. Given U™ € Sy, the system (5.2) admits a solution Y™ &
Sn.1<j<gq.

Proof. The proof is similar to that in [10] for the KAV equation, and it is based on
the application of Brouwer’s fixed-point theorem. For this purpose, we consider the
alternative version of (3.2) as a real system from the semidiscrete equations given
by (2.9) and with inner product

<<MV}1> , (v‘%) — Re(U,Ua), U; =V, +iW;,j = 1,2.
We define G : Sy x Sy — Sy x Sy as

(3] ()55 (4
where U™ = V™ + iWW™. From (2.8), it holds that

() (w) H() =) ()
|G GI-1Gr)

(w
|Gl =Gl
(G (X,)G/,)mo

Since G is continuous in Sy x S N, then Brower’s fixed-point theorem applies, [4],
and then there exists Z € Sy x Sy with ||Z|| = [|JU™|| and such that G(Z) = 0, that
is Z—UN = 1 [(Z). This implies the existence of Y™1. The proof of existence of
Y™t 2 < i < s satisfying (3.2) follows recursively with an analogous argument. [J

Y

).

So if

then

The following estimate will be used to establish uniqueness of solution of (3.2)
and in the proof of convergence in section 3.2.

Lemma 3.2. Let R = ||U°||. If
3R*kN max |bj| < 1, (3.7)
1<i<q
then the solutions Y, ;,0 < j < ¢, of (3.2) are unique. Furthermore, under the

conditions of Lemma 2.1 and for k small enough, if U° = u™N(0), then there is a
constant Cy, independent of N such that

< :
omax [[U"]]s < Cu-. (3.8)
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Proof. Let Z; € Sy,j = 1,2, be two solutions of the first equation of the first
equation of (3.2). Then, from Lemma 3.1, ||Z1|| = || Z2]| = ||U™|| = R, and

71— 22— (P (B00) p (220, 39

where F' is given by (2.6). Taking the real part of the inner product of (3.9) with
Z1 — Z5 and after some computations, we have

121 — Zo|> = kb (Re <_7Z(—8M)S(Z1 — Z9), Zy — ZQ)

(1 (252) (25 - 2))

Using (1.15) and (2.4), we have
3
121~ Za)) < SkNIn] (12 +11261 + 200"P) 121~ 2]

Then, from (3.3), condition (3.7) implies uniqueness of Y™1. The argument can be
used recursively to prove uniqueness for the rest of the Y™7,2 < j <gq.
We now prove the second part of the lemma. Note first that the operator

b
Ar=(1- ik%(—[)m)s)’l
maps H* into H3® and its norm is less than or equals one. We consider the mapping
Go : Sy — Sy given by

Go(Z) = A (UO + ikb—zlPNf(Z)> .

Let Ry := Cg be given in (2.16) and My > Ry. Due to Proposition 1.3 and since
the norm of 4, is less than or equals one, there is a constant C' = C'(Mp) such that
if Zj € Sy, ||Z]||S < My,j =1,2, then

k
[|Go(Z1) — Go(Z2)|]s < §C||Z1 — Za||s,

and, consequently, for k sufficiently small, G is contractive. Since f(0) = 0 and
from the hypothesis and the choice of My, we have

1Go(0)]ls < [[U°]]s < Mo,

and then there is a unique Zy € Sy with ||Z|| < My and such that Go(Zo) = Zo.
If we define YO! = 27y — U, then there is a constant C, independent of N, such
that ||[Y%!||s < R;. By considering

Ay =(1- ik%(—[)m)s)*l,

b—;PNf(Z)) ;

and M; > R;, the same reasoning proves the existence of Y%2 € Sy such that
|[Y92||; < Ry, for some constant Ry independent of N. Then from the operators

Gl : SN — SN, Gl(Z) = .AQ <Yo’1 + ik

A= (1= k2 (00)")

b
Gj—1:Snv — Sn, ijl(Z) = A (Yo’l —l—ik;PNf(Z)) , 3< 7 <q,
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we can use the same arguments for all the internal stages and obtain the existence
of a constant C4, independent of N, such that ||Ul||s = ||[Y%||; < C1, completing
the first step of the recurrence process and showing the way to prove the general
step from U™ to U1 and (3.8). O

3.2. Convergence of the fully discrete scheme. In this section, the question of
uniqueness of solution of (3.2) as well as a L? and H®,s € (1/2,1], error estimates
with respect to the solution u of (2.1) will be analyzed. Let u”" be the solution of
the semidiscrete system (2.7). Let Z" = u™N(t,),0 <n < M, and for 0 < j < ¢,0 <
n<M—1,let Z™ € Sy be defined as

Zn,O AL

. . VA Zm.g—1
VAL — Zn’Jil + kbjF (—n + 2 > ) 1 S .] S q, (310)
where F' is given by (2.6). The local temporal error of (3.2) at t,, ©™ € Sy, is
defined as
Om =z — 7™ =N (tpy) — 2" (3.11)

Due to Proposition 1.2, consistency of the method will require L* bounds of the
ZJ. This is analyzed in the following result.

Lemma 3.3. Let Z™ be defined by (3.10). Assume that u is large enough and k
is sufficiently small satisfying (3.7). Then
ax | 2™ < Cyg, (3.12)

j
for some constant C.

Proof. Let (™! € Sy be satisfying

N1 N
uN () = uN + kb F (71; (T";+u )-i—Cn’l,

n

where in the sequel u = u® (t,),uly = ul¥(t,), etc; that is, [10]

¢t o= N () —uN kb (—u—amf (LT@”N)

(15422

Il
S
=
\‘
N>
S
=
|
™
S
~~
R
£
=
it
_|_
&
=
~

2 2
where
1 N
o = WV - - (R
k22 kb
— i+ S o (B ).
with

loall £ K ma 92, [lpall < ° max |97
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Using Proposition 2.2 with p large enough, then
lwt ]l S K. (3.13)
On the other hand, w§ = kby(p"™ — o™), where

UN 7.1 uN

(=05 (uN () +uV).

Let sk = &(t, +7}) = t, + 2. Expanding u} (7)) and u} about s} and using

Proposition 2.2 we have, for p large enough and k sufficiently small, that

P = up (s5) +i(=000)*u™ (s5) + P

with
1|l < K2 (3.14)
Let
a = 3 () + )~ (sh),
Taylor’s expansions of vV (7}) and " about s! and Proposition 2.2 lead to

™| < &2, (3.15)
for u large enough. Then
o = iPNf (W) — ipr (UN(Sylz) + nn,l)
= Py (f (uM(sp) +0™") = F (uM(s0))) +iPnf (u™ (s3)
= o +iPyf (uM(s})).

Now, using Proposition 1.2, Proposition 2.2, and (3.15), for u large enough, we
have

llo™ || < C(R)|In™ || < K. (3.16)
Therefore
wy = kby (up (sp) +i(—0a)*u™ (sh) —iPnf (uN(sh)) + p7 — ™)
= kbi(p" —o"),
and from (3.14), (3.16), it holds that
lws 1] < &7,

which, along with (3.13), implies
161 < &2, (3.17)
for all n, u large enough and k sufficiently small. Note now that

n,1 N 1 N
Zm N = kb <F <7Z ;” ) -F (7“(7”); Y >) _ ¢l

= kb <—z‘(—8m)5 <ZM+LN(T”1)> (3.18)

o () (2 -
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We consider the inner product of (3.18) with Z™! —u™ (7}) and take the real part.

Using that
Zn,l _ N 1
Re (—i(-0.0)* (2T 2mt - ) =

(1.15), (2.4), and (3.3), then we have
121 =N (rp)|* < BRZEN|b 127 — u™ ()12 + 11271 = u™ () [[[1¢™ -
From (3.17) and the hypothesis (3.7), then it holds that
121 = ()l S K. (3.19)

Therefore, (3.19) and Proposition 2.2 with u large enough prove (3.12) when j = 1.
For the case j = 2 one proceeds in a similar way: let (™2 € Sy be defined by

uN(72) = uN (7)) + kboF <u(n§) +2uN(n%>) b en,

The same arguments as before can be used to prove that
max |[¢"?]] < k3. (3.20)
n
Now we write

g2 _ uN(Tz) - gml_ uN(Tl) (3.21)

n

We define, [10], x; € Sn,1 < j <4, as

1= 2% —uN(h), xo = 272 —uN (),

zml 4 gn.2 w(T2) + u(rl)
X3 = 2 y X4 = 2 .

Note then that (3.21) can be written as

X2 = x1 = kba(F(x3) = F(xa)) — (™% (3.22)
We now take the real part of the inner product of (3.22) with % = X3 — X4
Since
Re(i(—0z2)" (x3 — x4), x3 — xa) =0,
then, using again (1.15), (2.4), and (3.3) we have

1 Cn,2
5 (el =lxal?) < kit (3R2N||X3 —ll? + w

k|b| [ 3R2N .
( 5 (bl + [xalD? + 1< 1 (hxall + 1xalD) )

<||xl||+||><2||>)

<
- 2

that is
3R2N

[Ixall = IIxall < Klbz| < (bl + llxall) + ||C"’2||> -
Now (3.19), (3.20), and (3.7) imply, for u large enough
Il < hall + Ok S &,
and the same arguments as in the case j = 1 are used to obtain

12| < C, (3.23)
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for all n and some constant C', under the hypothesis (3.7).
Finally, it is not hard to see that the steps to derive (3.23) can be applied, in an
analogous way, to obtain the bounds

1279 —u™ (T S k2,
and (3.12) for j from those corresponding to the previous step j — 1, implying then
(3.12) for all 1 < j <gq. O

Lemma 3.3 can be extended to the norm in H*®;1/2 < s < 1, in the following
sense.

Lemma 3.4. Let Z™J be defined by (3.10), 1/2 < s < 1. Assume that u is large
enough and k is sufficiently small satisfying (3.7). Then

max|| 2], < C, (3.24)
J.n

for some constant C7,.

Proof. Using Propositions 1.3 and 2.2, we check that (3.13)-(3.17) are valid in
the norm of H*. Now we take the real part of the inner product of (3.18) with
(14 (=0,2)%) 2™t —ulN (7)), use that

n

Re (=i(-0u)* (2 1+ o)z~ ) ) =0

then, integrating by parts, from Proposition 1.3, (2.4), and (3.3), we have
1270 = a™ ()17 < BRZEN[bal| 2™ — u™ (m)l1 + 127 = u™ () s ]
From (3.7) and since s < 1, it holds that
120 =N (T)lls S 1C™H Is S K.
From Proposition 2.2 and (3.7)
127 ls < 12 = u™ (m)lls + ™ (m)lls < C, (3.25)

for p large enough. Using (3.25), the same arguments can be applied to obtain the
corresponding bound for ||Z™2||s and, recursively, (3.24) follows. O

Lemma 3.5. Assume that u belongs to H* for u large enough. Let

R = max [u"(t)|s.
0<t<T

Assume that k is small enough so that (3.7) holds and

max [|©"]| <k, (3.26)
0<n<M—1

for some integer o > 0, where O™ is given by (3.11). Let U™ be the solution of
(3.2) (cf. Lemma 3.2) and €" = Z™ —U™. Then

max ||| < k%, (3.27)
0<n<M-1

and, for k small enough
Y™ | < 2max{R,Cz},Vn, 0 < j <g, (3.28)
where Cz is given by (3.12).
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Proof. Let ¢! = Z™1 —Y™! Then

Zn,l zn Zn,l zn n,l n
el e = kb, (F (+> —F( 2+ - (6 ;6 ))) (3.29)

In order to bound ||e™!|| in terms of ||¢"||, we make use of the second part of Lemma
3.2 and a bootstrap argument, by assuming first that

Y™ | <Ry, 0<j<q, (3.30)

for some Ry > 2max{R,Cz}. We take the real part of the inner product of

(3.29) with En’ljen, use Proposition 1.2 and (3.30) to have, for some constant C,

independent of NV,

1 Zn,l zn
3 (I ety = o (7 (252
f Zn,l AL 6n,l 4en 6n,l 4 en
2 2 ’ 2
n,1l n||2
e e te
2
Therefore
e <~ el
and, from the hypothesis on k, there is a constant C; > 0 such that
€] < (1 + Cuk)|l€l. (3.31)
The same argument can be used to prove that for 2 < j <gq
lemd]] < ——gE =l
1---2C
and consequently there is C; > 0 such that
€]l < 1+ Gkl 7], 2 <5 < q. (3.32)

Therefore, (3.31), (3.32) imply that, if k is sufficiently small, there there is a con-
stant C* > 0 such that

e < @+ CR)le"|l- (3.33)
Note finally that
Mt =zt gt = Zntl _yms = Zms _yms 4 @1 = ™ 4+ 9.
Therefore, by (3.33),
el < L+ CR)lle”]] + [1©™]].

Since €Y = 0, using (3.26) and the discrete Gronwall’s inequality, (3.27) follows.
Observe now that

Uoo < 1600 412700 £ NI || + 12"
< NV 4R,
Y™ o0 < 1€ oo + 12" oo S N[ + 12|00
S N2+ CR)|[e"|| + Cz S NV2E® + Cg,
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for 1 < j < g, which implies (3.28) for k small enough, and the bootstrap argument
is complete. (I

Remark 3.1. Note that the hypothesis (3.7) in Lemma 3.5 can be replaced by a
condition kN'Y? = O(1) and k small enough. In such case, U™ is a solution of
(3.2), since the uniqueness results given by Lemma 3.2 does not apply.

As in Lemma 3.3, one can prove a version of Lemma 3.5 in H%,1/2 < s < 1.

Lemma 3.6. Assume that u belongs to H* for u large enough. Let

_ N
R = max [ju”(t)]]s-

Assume that k is small enough so that (3.7) holds and

max ||©"|]s < kT, (3.34)
0<n<M—1
for some integer o > 1. Let U™ be the solution of (3.2) and € = Z™ — U™. Then
max |[e"[[s S k%, (3.35)
0<n<M-1

and, for k small enough
[Y™||s < 2max{R,C%}, Vn, 0 < j <gq, (3.36)
where Cz is given by (3.24).

Proof. We just outline the main differences with respect to the proof of Lemma 3.5.
Now, the bootstrap argument makes use of the assumption

IY™||s < Ri, 0<j <q, (3.37)
for some R; > 2max{R,C%}. Then we can take the real part of the inner product

of (3.29) with (1 4+ (—=0.2)%) (f"’ljf" ) use Proposition 1.3 and (3.37) to have, for

some constant C'
2

1 N " 6n,l +€n
S Iz = 11en) < Hlo || |
leading to, as in (3.31)
e ls < (1 + Crh)lle . (3.38)
From (3.38), the same arguments as those used in the proof of Lemma 3.5 applies
with the norm in H® to obtain (3.35) and (3.36). O

Theorem 3.1. Under the assumptions of Lemma 3.5, the scheme (3.2) has for all
n a unique solution such that

max |[|U" — u(ty)|| S k¥ + N™H. (3.39)
Proof. Note that, due to Lemma 3.2 and the hypothesis on k, uniqueness of U" is
ensured. On the other hand
U™ —uta)l| < U™ =™ )|+ |[u® () —ulty)]]
= e+ [ (ta) = ulta)ll,
and from (3.27) and (2.22), (3.39) holds. O

Using the error estimate (2.20), instead of (2.22), the corresponding convergence
result in H®,1/2 < s < 1, would be as follows.
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Theorem 3.2. Under the assumptions of Lemma 3.6, the scheme (3.2) has for all
n a unique solution such that

max [|[U" — u(ty)|]s S k* + N°7H. (3.40)

Remark 3.2. Note that, from (2.22) and (3.40)

max [[u™(t)]ls < NT*+ max [Ju(t)]]s,

0<t<T 0<t<T
n < «@ S—
omax |IUMls S A% 4N 4 max flu(b)]ls,

for 1/2 < s < 1. In the case of the L? norm, the same estimates hold with s = 0.

Remark 3.3. Each internal stage in (3.2) can be solved by iteration separately:
given Y™~ then Y™ can be obtained from the resolution of the fized point system
for X* € Sy

; kb;
X*=ymi—t ¢ TJF(X*), (3.41)
and then taking
Y™l =2X* - Y™t (3.42)

The implementation of section 4 makes use of the following fixed point-type iterative
method for (3.41)

XO — Y’n,,jfl,
kb; . kb;
(I + ZTJ(—(?MC)S) X,/+1 = Yndil + ZTJJC(XI/); (343)

forv=0,1,..., and X,, € Sy. Note from (3.42) and Lemma 8.5 that | X*|s < R*,
for some R* > 0. From (3.41) and (3.43) we have

2

We first consider the case v = 0. If we take the real part of the inner product of
(3.44) with X* — X and using Proposition 1.2, there is a constant C such that

kb, | kb, |
2 V2

(I n z'%—amr) (X~ Xpo) =i (FX) ~ F(K). (3.44)

|X* = X4|| < Ol X* — Xol| < CVL|X* = Xo|oo.

Therefore
Xiloo < X" = Xiloo +1X oo S NV2IX™ = Xu|| + [X*|oo

S kNl/Q + R*,

and from (3.7) we have |X1|eo <14 R*. Now, using induction on v, if we assume

| Xy |oo < 14 R*, taking the real part of the inner product of (8.44) with X* — X, 11

and using Proposition 1.2, there is a constant C' such that

k[b;| k[b

X* = Xy < ClIX* = X,|| < ke LIX* = X)|oo. 3.45
I +ill = ==C ||_\/§ VI| | (3.45)
Therefore

|Xv+1|oo |X*_Xv+1|oo+|X*|oo§N1/2||X*_Xu+l||+|X*|oo

<
< kNY24 R*
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from (8.45). This implies, under the hypothesis (3.7), that | X,|eo < 1+ R*, for all
v and, from the first inequality in (3.45) and k satisfying (3.7), it holds that

IX* = X, [| =0, [[X* = Xu[[ =0,

as v — OQ.

4. NUMERICAL EXPERIMENTS

We now show some numerical experiments to validate the performance of the
fully discrete method introduced above. To this end, the spectral semidiscretization
is formulated as a collocation method, where the numerical solution uy : [0,7] —
Sn satisfies (2.1) at a uniform grid z; = —L 4 jh,j =0,..., N — 1, of collocation
points, with h = 2L/N, and is represented by its nodal values at the x; as a vector

UN(t) = (uN(:Z?(), t), ce ,uN(:ENfl, t))T,
satisfying

. d

i Ux — (~D3)"Un + f(UN) =0, (4.1)
where Dy represents the N x N Fourier pseudospectral differentiation matrix in
(=L, L). The system (4.1) is implemented in terms of the Fourier representation
using FFT techniques and the corresponding computation of Dy. For the cu-
bic nonlinearity f(u) = |u|?u, the corresponding term in (4.1) involves Hadamard
products. As in [6] for the nonfractional case (s = 1), (4.1) admits a canonical
Hamiltonian structure with Hamiltonian

H(UN) = % (<WN, ANWN>N =+ <VN, ANVN>N — V(VN, WN)) , (42)

where Uy = Viy +iWy, Ay = (—D3%/)*, V is given by (1.3), and (-, ) v denotes the
Euclidean inner product in RY. In addition, since Ay is symetric,

1
L(UN) = 3 (VN VN)N + (WN, WN)N), (4.3)
is an additional conserved quantity of (4.1), as well as, [6]
1
L(Un) = 3 (VN DNWN)N = (Wn, DNVN)N) - (4.4)

All the experiments were made with the full discretization corresponding to the
4th-order method (3.1) with ¢ = 3 (cf. Appendix A). The aim of the first ones is to
check the accuracy of the approximation. To this end, we consider the nonfractional,
classical NLS equation (1.1) with s = 1, and its solitary wave (soliton) solutions

¢(I7 t, A(1)7 )‘ga Zo, 90) = G(t)\[l),t)\%)(w)

= plz— t)\g . xo)ei(é(w—t)\g—wo)+00+>\(1)t)’ (4.5)
where, [16]
212
plz) = +2asechyazr, a=A\}— %,
/\2
0(x) 70x (4.6)

The numerical solution at 7' = 100 is first compared with the exact solution (4.5),
(4.6) with \j = 1,03 = 0.25,29 = 6y = 0. The errors in the L? norm of the v
and w components, for several time-step sizes are displayed in Table 1, showing
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the fourth order of convergence of the time discretization. (Note that, since the
soliton solutions are smooth, a spectral order of convergence of the semidiscrete
approximation is expected, [10].) The time behaviour of the error is displayed, for

At v Error Rate w Error Rate
25x 1072 |1.1621 x 10~ * 1.9446 x 10~ *
1.25 x 1072 | 7.2820 x 1079 | 3.9963 | 1.2187 x 102 | 3.9961
6.25 x 1073 | 4.5630 x 10~7 | 3.9963 | 7.6359 x 107 | 3.9963
3.125 x 1073 | 2.7478 x 1078 | 4.0537 | 4.6003 x 10~8 | 4.0530

TABLE 1. L? errors and temporal convergence rates. Solitary-wave
solution (4.6) with o = 1, A} = 1,A3 = 0.25, T = 100, N = 4096.

several time step sizes and in log-log scale, in Figure 1. The linear growth with time
observed in the figure agrees with the results shown in [16] for the simulation of a
solitary wave with the IMR, and can be explained with the same arguments: The
leading term of the error can be divided into two components; one is associated to
the errors in the parameters of the solitary wave (amplitude, speed, and phases) and
the second one, not related to them, is bounded. The preservation of the mass and
momentum quantities by the method implies that, up to O(k%) terms, amplitude
and speed are preserved, while the errors in the phases grow like O(tk*). This is
the linear growth observed in Figure 1.

10° . ——————r
—k=2.5e-02
— — k=1.25e-02
10-6 k=6.25e-03 i
_ 3
-
-
[ad 10-7 - 4
)
&
NLIIJ 8 - - - =
—1 10°F = |
- -
- -
10°F 3
10-10 A | L L P S T A | L
10° 10* 10°

TIME

FIGURE 1. Time behaviour of the L? errrors w.r.t. the solitary-
wave solution (4.6) with A\j = 1,3 = 0.25, zg = 6y = 0.

We now measure the accuracy in the fractional case. By way of illustration,
we study computationally the simulation of a solitary wave solution of (1.1) with
s € (1/2,1), whose existence was recently proved in [14]. The waves are of the
form (4.5) but, unlike the nonfractional case, explicit formulas for p and 6 are not
known and approximate solitary-wave profiles must be numerically generated with
the iterative procedure described in [14], cf. [32]. Taking one of these approximate
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profiles as initial condition for the full discretization, we illustrate the accuracy of
the simulation with two types of experiments. In Figure 2, the time evolution of
the error of the quantities (4.2)-(4.4) is displayed, in log-log scale, up to a final
time T = 100, and for k = 1.25 x 1072, The figures show a virtual preservation of
the invariants, up to the final time of simulation. The small error growth is due
to the propagation of some errors in the accuracy of the first steps of the iterative
procedure (3.43) of the internal stages of the fully discrete method, [19].

1012 F

Il—ERROR
- - IZ—ERROR
H-ERROR

10-13 L

ERROR

10-15 I I
10° 10t 10?
TIME

FIGURE 2. Time behaviour of the errors of the quantities (4.2)-
(4.2) w.r.t. a solitary-wave solution of (1.1) with s = 0.75,\} =
1,02 = 0.25, with k = 1.25 x 10~2.

A second group of experiments is concerned with the accuracy of the computation
of several parameters of the waves. Figure 3 shows the evolution of the errors in
the amplitude and speed of the solitary waves for several step sizes. By comparison
with the arguments above, concerning the growth with time of the error when
approximating solitons in the nonfractional case, these results reveal that these
parameters are almost conserved in the simulation, and give some confidence on
the qualitative accuracy of the long-term simulation of the waves.
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APPENDIX A. LOCAL TEMPORAL ERROR OF THE FULLY DISCRETE METHOD FOR
q=1,3

The satisfaction of (3.26) depends on the particular form of the nonlinearity f
and may require additional hypotheses on its regularity and on the parameter s
of the fractional Laplacian. This will be illustrated in this appendix, by deriving
the condition (3.26) for the methods (3.1) with ¢ = 1 (the implicit midpoint rule,
a =2) and ¢ = 3 (with order o = 4), and then making some comments on how to
proceed for a more general term f. The outline of the proofs is similar to that in
[10] for the KAV equation, although some arguments must be different, due to the
different form of the fNLS equation. We will focus, for simplicity, on the L? norm,
but similar arguments can be used to derive (3.34).

In what follows we will make use of several properties, listed below.
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(al) We recall that the Z™" defined by (3.10) exist and satisfy Lemma 3.5 and
1Z753)] = [ (ta) || = ™ O)]], for all n,i.

(a2) As mentioned above, we may have to extend well-posedness of (2.1) and
the definition of the semidiscrete solution (2.5) for intervals of the form
[k, T + k], where (2.20) and (2.23) hold.

In the sequel we will use both forms (as complex or real-valued vectors) of the func-
tions involved, as well as the corresponding complex, (-,-), or real, {-,-) = Re(-, ),
inner products. Additional notation will involve expressions like vV, uX | etc, that,
as above, will denote the evaluation u® (t,,), ul¥ (t,), etc, of the corresponding func-
tion at time ¢,.

A.1. The case f(u) = |u|?u and the implicit midpoint rule ¢ = 1.

Proposition A.1. Let Z™', 0" be defined by (3.10), (3.11) for the RK Compo-
sition method (3.1) with ¢ = 1 (Implicit midpoint rule). Let u be the solution of
(2.1) and assume that w € H* for 0 <t <T and u large enough. Then, for k small
enough, there is a constant C, independent of k and N, such that

max ||©"|| < Ck>. (A1)
0<n<M—1
Proof. We write
Z™ = u(tyy1) +e™?, (A.2)

for some e™! € Sy, and from (3.11), we need to prove that
lle™ ] S K. (A.3)

Taylor’s expansion of (A.2) about t,, leads to

k2
zmt =N+ kuly + ?ui\tf +p1+e™t, (A4)
where
llpall; < &% max|[0Fu™]];, j = 0. (A.5)

On the other hand, using (3.10) and (A.4), we have

1 k2
zmt = WM +ik (—(—811)55 (2uN + +kul + Euﬁ +p1+ e"’1)>
ik
+§PN (|’U,N + uN(tn+1)|2(uN + UN(tn+1)) + A(en’l)) R (AG)
where
-A(eml) = |UN + UN(tn-i-l)Pen’l + MI(UN + UN(tn+1) + en’l),
My = [e" 2 4 2Re (N + 0V (taga))eT )

— Re ((uN + uN(th))eW) +Re ((uN + z"xl)enﬁ) . (AT)

We now use the expressions (A.4) and (A.6) and equate in powers of k. From (2.7)
and its derivative with respect to ¢, the O(1),0(k), and O(k?) terms lead to an
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identity. Equating the O(k?) and higher-order terms leads to an equation for e™!
of the form

ik s n,l ik n,1
I — 5(—6;3;3) et + gPNA(e ’ )7 (A8)

ik ik
I = —pP1 — 3(_amm)spl + gPNsu
where S collects the O(k®) and higher-order terms of the expansion of |u® +
ulN (tns1)?(uN 4+ uN (tne1)) about t,. We take the real part of the inner prod-
uct of (A.8) with e™!,

n,l

e

ik
||e"’1||2 = Re (I‘,e"’l) + Re (%(—Bm)se"’l,e"’l)

+Re <%PNA(GH’1),GH’1> . (A.9)

First note that

2
Using Proposition 2.2 and (A.5), we have, for p large enough,
Re (T, e™") < K3|le™!]. (A.10)

Using (A.7), Proposition 2.2, and Lemma 3.3, for u large enough, and & sufficiently
small, it holds that

ik
Re (Z—(—(?M)Se"’l,e"’1> =0.

Re (A(e™h),e™) < [le™!]?. (A.11)
The application of (A.10), (A.11) to (A.9) yields, for u large and k small enough
lle™ [ < K2 lem™ ] + Kle™ ]2,
from which (A.3), and therefore (A.1), follow for k small enough. O

A.2. The case f(u) = |u|?u and the method with ¢ = 3. The consistency of the
scheme (3.1) with ¢ = 3, for the time integration of (2.1) is given in the following
result.

Proposition A.2. Let Z™1, 0" be defined by (3.10), (3.11) for the RK Compo-
sition method (3.1) with ¢ = 3. Let u be the solution of (2.1) and assume that
u e H* for 0 <t <T and p large enough. Then, for k small enough, there is a
constant C, independent of k and N, such that

max ||O"]| < CK°. (A.12)
0<n<M-1

Proof. As in [10], the proof of (A.12) consists of deriving asymptotic expansions
zZmt = W () + KB AL+ KT Ay + e (A.13)
zZ"? = uN(m2)+ k*By + k'By + €™, (A.14)

where 7} = t, + kb1, 72 = t,, + k(b1 + ba), u¥ = vV 4+ iw!, for some coefficients
A;,B; € Sy and remainders €™ € Sy, j = 1,2, satisfying

lle™]] < k°. (A.15)
The final step is proving that
Zm3 = 7" e = N (tyy) + ™, (A.16)
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for some ™3 € Sy satisfying
le™?|] < K. (A.17)
We start with the derivation of (A.13). The term Z™! is first expanded in the form

BB v Ry

zmt = N+ kb + Ll + 2,
2 6
ap4
a4uN +p1+EPA + K Ay + ™t (A.18)

where p; is the Taylor remalnder of the expansion of u™ (7}) about t,, with

llpall; < k° max ||07u™]];, j > 0. (A.19)
From (3.10) with ¢ = 1, we have, using (A.18)

1
zmt = N 4 ikdy (—(—am)s5 (27 + uN))
1kby

TPN (|Zn,1_i_u]\f|2(Z’n,,l_’_u]\f))7

1
= u" +ikb (—(—am)s5 (2u™ + kbyu)

+k27b upy + kzﬁ ull, + p2 + K3 A + kT Ay + ™ 1))
+%PN (IG1*Gy + A(e™)) , (A.20)
where
llpallj < k' max|lofu™];, j =0, (A.21)
Gy = uN +uN(rh) FEPA F KAy, (A.22)
Ale™) = |G1]?e™! + 2Re(Grem ) + |e™! 2 (A.23)

Now we equate the two expansions (A.18) and (A.20) of Z™! and, taking into
account (A.19)-(A.23), we identify the coefficients in the same power of k£ on both
sides, in order to derive A;, A3 and the estimate (A.15) for ¢ = 1.

1. Equating the O(k) terms leads to

kbyul = —ikby(—0us)*u™ + ikby Py (Ju™ [2u?),

which is an identity, in view of (2.7).
2. Equating the O(k?) terms leads to

k2b? kb2 kb2
21“’1]5\15[_ —i 21(—81)5 N—|—’L 1

which is an identity, from the differentiation of (2.7) with respect to t.
3. Equating the O(k3) terms leads to

P ([u™Pup + 0 (Ju™ P)u™),  (A.24)

k303 k3p3
—Lull, K34, = —i 41( D) ulY (A.25)
k303

i P Pl + B0 Pyl + ),

and equation (A.25) determines the coefficient A; in the expansion (A.13), which
can be simplified by using (A.24).
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4. Equating the O(k?) terms leads to

kbl KAp .
T;@fuN + kA, = —i 121 (—0Ozz) uﬁt
kb k303
e (e (S - o)

+k30} (20 0, [u™ ? + [u] [Pu)Y)
—i—kgb% (uN8t|u£V|2 + 2@%,{}’ + wng)uiv)

8
5 0l 4 uifa) )

from which the second coefficient A5 is determined.
5. Equating the O(k®) and higher-order terms, and after some calculations, the
system for e™! is

’Lkbl 'Lkbl

€n71 + 5 (—(911)56”’1 = Fl + TPNA(GHJ), (A26)
where A(e™!) is given by (A.23) and
1kb 1kb
I'i=-p1— Tl ((—022)° (p2 + K*A2)) + TlPNB’

where 3 denotes the k*th term of the Taylor expansion of Gy, given in (A.22), and
a remainder satisfying a bound of the form similar to (A.19). We take the real part
of the inner product of (A.26) with e™! to have

1kby

[le™ 1117 + (ikby (= 0az) €™, €™!) = (D1, ™) + (= PrA(e™), e™!). (A27)
First note that
<%(—am)se">1, ™) = 0. (A.28)
Using Proposition 2.2, (A.19), and (A.21), we have, for p large enough,
(T, e™) S B fle™]. (A.29)
We use (A.13) and (A.22) to write (A.23) in the form
A(e™) = |G1]*e™! + Re((e™" + G1)e™T) + Re(Gre™?)

= |GiLe™ + Re((Z™ + uM)enT) + Re(Grenl).  (A.30)

Then, using Proposition 2.2, and Lemma 3.3, for u large enough, and k sufficiently
small, it holds that

(Ale™),e™) < lle™HP2. (A.31)
The application of (A.28)-(A.31) to (A.27) yields, for u large and & small enough
lle™ [ < ke ] + Kle™ ]2,

from which (A.15) follows in the case j = 1, for k small enough. Note, in addition,
that this implies, using Proposition 2.2 and (A.30) in (A.26), that

E|(—0ux)®e™|| < K. (A.32)
The estimate (A.32) will be used later on.
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We continue the proof with the derivation of (A.14). The term Z™? is first
expanded in the form

k2(bl +b2)2 N k3(bl +b2)3 N

7™ = N £ k(b + by)ul + 5 Uy G Upyy
k(b1 + b2)?
+%a§w + p3 + k*By + k*By + ™2, (A.33)
where p3 € Sy is the remainder of the expansion of u™¥ (72) about t,, with
llpsll; < & max||oFu™]];, 5> 0. (A.34)
From (3.10) with ¢ = 2, we have, using (A.18) and (A.33)
1
Zn,2 _ Zn,l 4 ’Lkbg <_(_6LIJLE)S§ (Zn,l 4 Zn,2))
kb
o Py (12 4 22 (2 4 2

(2uN + k(2b1 + b2)uiv

N =

= uN +ikb <—(—am)s

+k2(b% + (b1 +b2)%) n k3 (0 + (b1 4+ b2)%)

2 b 6 Het

+p1+ k3 (A1 + Br) + k*(Az + Bo) + €™ + ™))
+%PN (|G2*G2 + B(e™!,e™?)), (A.35)

where
lpall; < & m}XH@?uNllja J =0, (A.36)
Go = ulN(r}) +uN (13 + k3(Ay + By) + k*(As + By), (A.37)
B(e™t e™?) = |Go*(e™! +€™?) + 2Re(G1 (e 4 em2)

+e™! 4 e™2)2. (A.38)

As before, we equate the two expansions (A.33) and (A.35) of Z™? and, taking into
account (A.34) and (A.36)-(A.38), we identify the coefficients in the same power of
k on both sides, in order to derive By, By and the estimate (A.15) for i = 2.

We use (A.37) and expansions of u¥(7.}), u™ (72) about t,, to write

4
Go*’Gy = > Bik! + ps,
j=0
llpsll; < k7 max||ofu™];, =0, (A.39)

~

With the same arguments as those of the previous steps, and after tedious but
straightforward calculations, one can verify that the O(k7) terms, j = 0, 1,2, are
identities. Equating the O(k%) terms leads to

k3(by + b)? k363 N

6 uf\t’t + kSBl = Tuttt + kBAl
k3ba (b2 + (by + bo)?
i 2(b1 —|—i 1+ 0b2) )(_am)sui\tr
kb
+i—2 Py (fo2), (A.40)

8
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and equation (A.40) determines the coefficient B; in the expansion (A.14). Equat-
ing the O(k*) terms leads to

7’“4(1“2: b2) gpN kB, = %afufv + k4 Ay
_ik4b2(b? +1(251 +b2)%) (=0an) i,
—iksz (=022)° (A1 + B1)
+i%PN(53)a (A.41)

from which By is derived. Equating the O(k%) and higher-order terms, the system
for e™? is now

1kba 1kbo

2 4 Byt = Ty ety DR (g
—i—%PNB(e"’l, e™?), (A.42)
where B(e™!, e™?) is given by (A.38) and
'y = p1—p3— % ((—022)® (pa + k* (A2 + Ba)))
+ 82 Py (B + ), (A.43)
We take the real part of the inner product of (A.42) with e™? to have
eI 4 (B2 (o) e €)= (a2 4 (e )
(C (O e )
+<%PNB(6"’1,6"’2),6"’2>. (A.44)
First note that
(%(—8:5:5)56"’2, 2y — 0, (A.45)

Using Proposition 2.2, (A.19), (A.34), (A.36), and (A.39), we have, for u large
enough,

(D2, e™%) < K°[le™|]. (A.46)
We use (A.14) and (A.37) to write (A.38) in the form
Ble™',e"?) = [Gof’(e™! +e™?) +Re((Z2™! + Z™2)enT + e?)
+Re(Giem! 4 em:2). (A.47)

Then, using Proposition 2.2, Lemma 3.3, and the estimate (A.15) for ¢ = 1, for p
large enough and k sufficiently small, it holds that

(Blem,en2),en2) S 7[[en 2] + [l . (A.48)
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In addition, the estimate (A.15) for ¢ = 1 and (A.32) imply that

el en?) S Ren?), (A.49)
(2 (=)t ) S Klen?) (A.50)

The application of (A.45)-(A.50) to (A.44) yields, for p large and k small enough
lle™ (1 < k[le™ 2] + Kfe™ 2],

from which (A.15) follows in the case j = 2, for k small enough. Note, in addition,
that this implies, using (A.47) and Proposition 2.2 in (A.43), that

K[| (—0r0)®e™?|| S K. (A.51)

The last step of the proof consists of verifying (A.16), (A.17). We expand (A.16)
in the form

k2 k3
zm3 = N 4 kulY 4 EUQI + Fui\t[t
k4 4, N n,3
-i-ﬂatu +pe+e"7, (A.52)
where pg € Sy satisfying
llpsll; < & max||oFu™]];, 5> 0. (A.53)

From (3.10) with ¢ = 3, we have, using (A.33) and (A.52)

1
Zn,3 _ Zn,2 ’Lkb3 ( ( (911)55 (Zn,2 Zn,B))
kb
1 - 1 P (l Zn,2 Zn,3|2(Zn,2 Zn,B)) ,

= u +ikbs <—(—am)s (2u™ + k(b1 + ba + 1)uy

1
2
E2(1 4 (b1 + b2)?) E3(1 + (by + b2)?)
+ D) ui\tf 6 uiji\t[t
+p7 + k*B1 + k'By + €™? 4 %))

ikby

+— Py (|G5*Gs +C(e™?,e™?)) , (A.54)

where

A

o7l Kt max||97u™]];, =0, (A.55)

Gg = UN(Tz) + uN(tn+1) + kBBl + k4B2, (A56)
Cle™?,e™®) = |G3]3(e™? +e™?) + 2Re(G3(en2 + en3)
+]e™? 4 ™32, (A.57)
Again, we equate the two expansions (A.52) and (A.54) of Z™3 and, taking into

account (A.53)-(A.57), we identify the coefficients in the same power of k£ on both
sides, in order to derive (A.16), (A.17).
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In this case, we use (A.56) and expansions of u¥ (t,41),u™ (72) about t,, to get
the expansion

4
Gs’Gs = > vk’ + ps,
j=0
llpslly < &° max||ofu™]];, j >0, (A.58)

As before, careful calculations imply that each O(k7) term, j = 0,1, 2, is the same
on both sides. Then using differentiation of (2.7) with respect to ¢ up to three times,
the properties by +bs + b3 = 1,b; = b, (A.58), the equations (A.40) and (A.41) for
B and B; respectively, and after some algebra, one can obtain the identity for the
O(k3) and for the O(k*) terms.

Equating the O(k®) and higher-order terms, the system for e™? takes now the
form

Zkbg Zka

e 4 (0 = T e g TR (0%
+%PNC(e">2, e™?), (A.59)
where C(e™?, e™3) is given by (A.57) and
I's = p3—ps— @ ((=0r2)® (p7 + k' B2))
+%PN('}’4 + ps),
We take the real part of the inner product of (A.59) with ¢™3 to have
e 12 4+ (P52 (0", %) = (T, ) 4 (e, )
e
+<%PNC(GH’2,€H’3),GW’3>. (A.60)
First note that, as in the previous cases
<%(—am)se">3, e™?) = 0. (A.61)

Using Proposition 2.2, (A.34), (A.53), (A.55), and (A.58), we have, for u large
enough,

(T3,e™%) < K°|le™?). (A.62)
We use (A.14) and (A.56) to write (A.57) in the form
Cle™? e™®) = |G3*(e™? +e™®) + Re((Z2™% + Z™32)en2 + en3)
+Re(Gzen? 4 en3). (A.63)

Then, using Proposition 2.2, Lemma 3.3, and the estimate (A.15) for i = 2, for u
large enough and k sufficiently small, it holds that

(C(em?,em?), ™) SEle™ || + [l (A.64)



35

In addition, the estimate (A.15) for ¢ = 2 and (A.51) imply that

<en,2

e < Rlem?l, (A.65)

~

kb
(o (=0m) e, ) K|, (A.66)
The application of (A.61)-(A.66) to (A.60) yields, for p large and k small enough
™21 < k1™ + kle™?]2,

from which (A.16), (A.17) follow, and the proof is complete. O

A.3. General f. As observed in the proof of Propositions A.1 and A.2, one can
identify key steps that may be generalized for methods (3.1) of arbitrary stages
g =371 p>1. They can be summarized as follows:

e The aim of the proof is to verify the expansions
A - uN(T%) + kp-l-lAgi) L ksz](oi) + e"’j,

where for 1 < j <qg—1,
‘ J
=ty +k> b,
=1

Agj), . ,Al(jj),e"’j € Sy, with [|e™7]| < k**1 and at the final step
27 = ) + e, [l S R

e On each stage j = 2,...,q, we expand the corresponding formula in (3.10)
for Z™J and compare with Taylor’s expansion about ¢, equating both ex-
pansions in powers of k. From the corresponding equations for kP+1, ... k2P,
the coefficients Agj ), ey Al(f ) are derived, while the equation for k??*! and
higher-order terms will be used to estimate the remainders e™7, from the
estimates obtained in the previous step for €™/~ and (—0,;)%e™ 7. (In
the case j = 1, this role is played by u” and Proposition 2.2 is used.)

e The specific form of f is mainly used in the derivation of the equations
for each power of k. For the cubic case f(u) = |u|*u, they come from the
expansions at t, of |u| (or |u?). The nonlinear terms in the expansions
must be separated into two main contributions, one of them independent
of the ™.

e The estimates for €™/, from taking the (real part of the) inner product of
the corresponding equation and e™7, requires the control of the resulting
elements using;:

(1) The estimates obtained in the previous step for e™7~! and (=0, )%e™I 1.

(2) The use of Proposition 2.2, whih depends on the regularity of the exact
solution v and f.

(3) Writing the nonlinear term involving €™/ and ™7~ in a suitable form
to apply Lemma 3.3, and avoiding, in the final inequality for ||e™7]],
the presence of powers of ||e”™7|| of order higher than two.
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