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Uniform L*-bounds for energy-conserving
higher-order time integrators for the Gross-Pitaevskii equation with rotation
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Abstract. In this paper, we consider an energy-conserving continuous Galerkin dis-
cretization of the Gross—Pitaevskii equation with a magnetic trapping potential and
a stirring potential for angular momentum rotation. The discretization is based on
finite elements in space and time and allows for arbitrary polynomial orders. It was
first analyzed in [O. Karakashian, C. Makridakis; SIAM J. Numer. Anal. 36(6):1779—
1807, 1999] in the absence of potential terms and corresponding a priori error es-
timates were derived in 2D. In this work we revisit the approach in the general-
ized setting of the Gross—Pitaevskii equation with rotation and we prove uniform
L*°-bounds for the corresponding numerical approximations in 2D and 3D without
coupling conditions between the spatial mesh size and the time step size. With this
result at hand, we are in particular able to extend the previous error estimates to the
3D setting while avoiding artificial CFL conditions.
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1 Introduction

When a dilute bosonic gas is cooled down near to the absolute zero temperature at 0 Kelvin, a
so-called Bose-Einstein condensate (BEC) is formed [16, 23, 21, 4|. Such a BEC is an extreme
state of matter which behaves, in its entity, like a macroscopic “super particle” and which hence
allows to study quantum mechanical phenomena on observable scales. The central equation
for mathematically modelling the dynamics of Bose-Einstein condensates is the Gross-Pitaevskii
equation (GPE) [29, 41, 44]. It seeks a scalar complex-valued wave function u = u(x,t) € C such
that

10iu = —Au +iQ - (x x V)u+ Vu + Blul?u (1.1)

and together with appropriate initial and boundary conditions. Given are the real-valued function
V = V(x) € R, the vector £ € R? and a real scalar 8 which we assume to be positive in this
work (i.e. S > 0). In the context of BECs, the solution u to the GPE describes the quantum
state of the condensate, |u|? is its (physically observable) density and the function V has the role
of a magnetic trapping potential that confines the BEC. Furthermore, the parameter 5 encodes
information about the number and the type of bosons. In particular, it characterizes if the
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interaction between the particles in the BEC are repulsive (8 > 0) or attractive (8 < 0). The
term 12 (x X V)u models a stirring potential and hence describes an angular rotation of the BEC
with angular velocity Q € R3. Taking the quantum mechanical momentum operator P = —iV
into account as well as the angular momentum operator L = x x P = —i(x x V) we can write
i (xxV)=-Q L. As a common simplification, we assume that the BEC rotates around
the z-axis such that L = (0,0, £,) with £, = —i(z0, — y0,) and Q = (0,0,Q) for Q@ € R. In this
case, the rotational term simplifies to iQ - (x x V)u = —Q L,u. From a physical perspective it is
interesting to consider rotating Bose-Einstein condensates as such a configuration allows for the
appearance of quantized vortices as a sign of the superfluid behavior of a BEC [1].

In the following we specify the precise initial-boundary-value problem for the GPE that we are
considering in this work: Suppose D C R, d = 1,2, 3, is a bounded domain and I = [0,T) C R a
time interval. Then we consider the initial-boundary-value problem for u : D x I — C given by

i0iu = —Au— QLu+ Vu+ Bluf*u inDxI,
u=0 on 0D x I, (1.2)
u = up on D x {t =0}

for a suitable initial value ug. Due to the rotational term this problem only makes sense in the
cases d = 2,3. Nevertheless, we include the one-dimensional case for which we assume that the
rotational term is neglected. In particular, we formally set £, =0 if d = 1.

There is a rich literature on the numerical treatment of (1.2) that is too comprehensive to discuss
it in detail. Exemplarily, we refer to [5, 6, 8, 11, 20, 42, 43, 47, 51| and the references therein to
get an overview over the field. One particularly important aspect is that the analytical equation
(1.2) conserves the total energy of the system and it was numerically observed [34] that an
analogous discrete energy conservation can be a crucial property of numerical schemes to get
reliable approximations in practical situations. Time integrators that conserve a modified energy
are for example the popular Besse relaxation scheme [14, 15, 52| and the family of exponential
Runge-Kutta schemes proposed in [26]. Time integrators that conserve the exact energy (up to
spatial discretization errors) are more rare and include the Crank-Nicolson method based on the
averaging of densities [3, 9, 32, 35, 45] and the continuous Galerkin time stepping proposed in
[39]. The latter method is also the numerical scheme that we shall consider in this paper, as it is
not only energy-conservative, but it also allows for arbitrarily fast convergence rates for smooth
solutions. This makes it very attractive for practical computations.

The method was first analyzed by Karakashian and Makridakis [39] who considered the GPE (1.2)
for the case 2 = 0 and V = 0 and in space dimension d = 2. The authors proved well-posedness
of the scheme together with a priori error estimates in the L°°(L?)-norm and the L*(H')-norm.
If the spatial discretization remains unchanged during the time stepping, the error analysis was
established under a coupling condition between the time step size 7 and the spatial mesh size h
of the form log(h)79~! — 0 for h,7 — 0. Here, q denotes the polynomial degree used for the time
integration, which also shows that the analysis is not applicable to the lowest order case ¢ = 1. The
coupling condition is a result of the proof technique, which requires bounding the growth of the
nonlinear term |u|?u by introducing a suitable truncation function. After that, the error between
the exact solution and the truncated numerical approximation is analyzed and corresponding error
estimates are derived. Finally, one needs to argue that the corresponding (truncated) numerical
approximations remain uniformly bounded in L*° (L) independent of the truncation, so that
estimates remain valid for the original scheme without truncation. To establish these uniform
L°°(L*)-bounds, the authors used the error estimate for the truncated approximations together



with an inverse inequality in finite element spaces. This causes the logarithmic coupling condition
of the form log(h)79~! — 0, where log(h) enters through the inverse inequality. If the same
strategy would be used for d = 3, the inverse inequality would introduce a factor of h~/2 and the
coupling condition would become h~/279"1 — 0 as h,7 — 0.

In this paper we propose a different strategy to obtain the desired L°°(L°)-bounds both in
2D and 3D which does not introduce any coupling conditions. For that we apply a technique
that was introduced by Li and Sun [40] to remove mesh coupling conditions for a semi-implicit
Euler discretization of nonlinear parabolic problems. The idea of that technique is to split the
error based on a semi-discrete auxiliary problem (which is analytical in space and discrete in
time) in order to separate the spatial and temporal discretization and to only apply inverse
inequalities on terms that purely depend on spatial errors. The first application of this technique to
nonlinear Schrodinger equations such as the GPE was established by Wang [49] who considered an
Adams—Bashforth-type linearization of the Crank-Nicolson method. Applications to the energy-
conservative Crank—Nicolson method were developed in |32, 35]. In all cases, lowest order finite
element spaces were considered. In fact, one of the major drawbacks of the technique is that it
is not directly applicable to higher order finite element spaces as considered in this work. The
reason is that this would also require higher order regularity of the solutions to the auxiliary
problem and also corresponding stability bounds in higher order Sobolev norms. Such stability
estimates for the auxiliary problem are however only available in H2(D), which would hence only
yield optimale convergence rates for P'-Lagrange finite elements or for particular generalized FE
spaces that exploit only low regularity [36]. In this work we solve this issue by only applying the
error splitting technique to obtain L% (L%)-bounds for the discrete approximations, as this does
not require higher regularity of the semi-discrete auxiliary solution. Once the L (L*)-bounds
are available, the optimal rates for higher order finite element spaces can be obtained with the
same strategy as in the work by Karakashian and Makridakis [39].

We finish the introduction with an outline of this paper. In the following section 2 we state our
first assumptions on (1.1) and collect important properties of the rotating GPE after introducing
our basic notation. Then we proceed in section 3 with describing our spatial and temporal dis-
cretization for problem (1.1) and we formulate the fully-discrete method that we are considering
in this work. Furthermore, we prove that the numerical method is energy-conserving in time and
then state our main result concerning the uniform L°°(L*°)-bounds for the numerical approxi-
mations. From there we conclude the a priori error estimates w.r.t. L>(L?) and L>®(H') as in
[39]. In section 4 we give a reformulation of the method which, on the one hand, is used in the
further error analysis and, on the other hand, gives access to a simple implementation. Section
5 is then devoted to a fully-discrete truncated problem where the cubic nonlinearity is replaced
by the aforementioned truncated nonlinearity. We prove well-posedness of this problem and con-
tinue with the corresponding semi-discrete truncated problem in section 6. For the semi-discrete
problem error estimates are derived w.r.t. to L°(H?'), L>(H?) and L*°(L*>). In section 7 we
prove our main result. There we start by showing error estimates of the fully-discrete problem to
the projection of the semi-discrete problem onto the finite element space. After that, the error
splitting is used to prove the main result and the section is closed with a uniqueness result for
the fully-discrete approximation. Finally, in section 8 we test the performance of the method in
numerical experiments.



2 Preliminaries

In this section we work out some preliminaries regarding the GPE and state our first assumptions
on the problem. Before doing so, we introduce our basic notation: With x = (x,y,z) (resp.
x = (7,y) and x = x) we denote the spatial coordinate in D C R? (resp. D C R? and D C R).
For a complex number z € C we write T for its complex conjugate and x -y = > | T;y; is the
scalar product on C™ such that |x| = /X - x is a norm. For measurable functions with values in
the complex plane C we define the Lebesgue spaces LP(D,C), 1 < p < oo in the usual sense and
denote by [[u|z»(p) the norm in LP(D, C). Usually we neglect the image space when its meaning
is clear from the context, i.e., LP(D,C) = LP(D). The inner product on the complex Hilbert space
L*(D,C) is defined by (u,v) = [ Uvdx and we denote by W*?(D,C) = W"?(D) the standard

Sobolev spaces on D with norm and semi-norm given by

/
fulhwsoioy = (32 10%ulp) " oy = (32 10%ul2y )

o <k laf=k

and with ||u||yyk,00m) = max|q <y [[Dul| o (p) in the case p = oco. If p = 2 we also write HE(D) =
WH2(D) and denote by H}(D,C) = H}(D) the space of functions u € H'(D) with zero trace.
Furthermore, H~1(D,C) = H (D) is defined as the dual of H{(D). For Bochner-measurable
functions with values in a Banach space X we define the Bochner-Lebesgue spaces LP(I,X) =
{u: I — X Bochner-measurable : |lu||1»(7,x) < oo} for 1 < p < oo and where

P p
ullze(r,x) = Hu Nk dt , 1<p<oo,
HUHLOO(I,X) := esssup [Ju(t )HX-
tel

Finally, we define the Bochner-Sobolev spaces W*P(I, X) = {u € LP(I,X) : #u e LP(I,X), j =
1,...,k} in the usual sense (see e.g. [13] and [19]) and equip them with the usual norms denoted

by || - HW’W(I,X)'

Now we define the notion of a weak solution of the Gross-Pitaevskii problem in a rotating frame:

Definition 2.1 (weak solution of the GPE). Let ug € H{(D) be a given initial value. Then
u € L>®(I, H} (D)) with dyu € L>°(I, H1(D)) is a weak solution of the GPE, if u(-,0) = ug and

(i0su,v) = (Vu, Vo) — Q(Lou,v) + (Vu,v) + B(|u|*u,v) (2.1)
holds for all v € H}(D) and almost every t € I.

Note that if u is a weak solution of the GPE then u € C(I, L?(D)) and the notion of the initial
value u(+,0) = g is well-defined. Next we collect our basic assumptions on the system (2.1) which
guarantee well-posedness in particular cases and which are necessary for our further analysis:

(A1) The spatial domain D C RY, d = 1,2,3, is convex, bounded and polyhedral. The time
interval is given by I = [0,T) for some T" > 0.

(A2) The interaction parameter [ is real and positive, i.e., 5 > 0.

(A3) The potential V satisfies V' € L*°(D,R) and V(x) > 0 for almost all x € D.



(A4) The rotation velocity €2 is real and there is A > 0 such that

_1+A

V(x) Q%*(2? +y*) >0 for almost all x € D.

Assumption (A4) states that trapping frequencies of the potential V (in z- and y-direction) are
sufficiently large compared to the rotation frequency 2. Physically speaking, this ensures that
the centrifugal forces cannot become strong enough to destroy the condensate. An equivalent
condition can be found in [12], where it is shown that ground states of BECs exist if (A4) is
fulfilled and that they do not exist if V(x) — %QQ (22 4+ y?) < 0 for harmonic trapping potentials
of the form V(x) = $(v22? + 7§y2). The case V(x) = 102(22 + ¢?) is a borderline case, where
the existence of stable BECs is unclear.

Well-posedness of the Cauchy problem (2.1) on bounded domains has been investigated in the
classical textbook by Cazenave [19] for the GPE without rotation (€ = 0). In this case there
exists a maximal (maybe infinite) time 7" = T'(ug, D) > 0 such that (2.1) admits a (strong) solu-
tion u satisfying u € C(I, H}(D)) and dyu € C(I, H~1(D)). In addition, this solution is unique
in one and two space dimensions. For the GPE with rotation (£2 # 0) much less is known: In
[7] well-posedness was shown in two and three space dimensions for the case D = R%. An earlier
work concerning the case D = R3 with more restrictive conditions on € and V is [30]. However,
to the best of our knowledge well-posedness on bounded domains for the GPE with rotation is
still open in the literature.

Equation (2.1) can be formally derived from the energy functional of the system given by

1
E(u) := 3 / |Vul> = Qu Lou+ Viu|? + gm“l dx, wu € H}(D). (2.2)
D
If we consider (for the moment) L?*(D) = L*(D,C) as a real Hilbert space with (real) scalar
product (u,v)re := Re fD uv dx, then the energy functional F is Fréchet differentiable on the
real Hilbert space H} (D) with derivative E' : H} (D) — H (D) given by

(E'(u),v)re = Re ((Vu, Vo) = Q(Lou,v) + (Vu,v) + B(|lul*u,v)).

Here (-,-)re denotes the dual pairing between the real Hilbert spaces H !(D) and H}(D). With
this, (2.1) can be written as the Hamiltonian system

w(Osu,v) = (E'(u),v)re Vv € H}(D) (2.3)

with the symplectic form w : H}(D) x H(D) — R given by w(v,w) := (iv,w)re. The system
(2.3) is symplectic which means that the flow of (2.3) preserves the symplectic form w (see e.g.
[27]). In addition, when testing (2.3) with dyu it is easily seen that the energy (2.2) is conserved
over time. Furthermore, when we test (2.3) with iu it follows that the mass of the system given
by Hu(t)H%g(D) is also conserved over time. From the numerical point of view, it can be extremely
important to use integrators that preserve one or more of the above mentioned structures; i.e.
energy, mass or the symplectic structure of the system. However, it is well-known that in the
general nonlinear case there exists no time integrator (that is not exact) that conserves both
the energy and the symplectic structure of the system simultaneously; see e.g. [46] and [50].
The Crank-Nicolson time integrator that was used in [31]| conserves both energy and mass and



turned out to be successful in simulating the dynamics of rotating BECs. Nevertheless, high
order integrators (order p > 2) typically cannot conserve both energy and mass of the system at
the same time. Numerical experiments indicate that, in practical situations, the conservation of
energy should be prioritized over the conservation of mass, cf. [34]. As we will see in section 3,
the high-order time integrator that we consider in this work is in fact energy-conserving.

Next we introduce the conjugate-linear operator
H:HYD) — H YD), (Hu,v)=(Vu,Vv)—QLu,v)+ (Vu,v)

where from now on H}(D) and H~!(D) are again complex Hilbert spaces with the complex dual
pairing (-,-). Note that for u € H}(D) N H*(D), we can identify Hu uniquely with an L?(D)-
function, where Hu = —Au — Q L,u + Vu. As in [31], we will show that the operator H induces
the sesquilinear form

(u,v)y = /D (Vu — %bu) (Vo — %bv) + (V- %]b[Q)HU dx, b(x) =< Qy, —x)T,

In particular, we have the following lemma:

Lemma 2.2. Under the assumptions (A1), (A3) and (A4) the sesquilinear form (-, ) defines a
scalar product on H*(D) and the induced norm || - || is equivalent to the standard H'-norm, i.e.

for |v]la = \/(v,v)y there are Cy,Cy > 0 such that
Crllvllz oy < vl < Collvllzpy Vo € HY(D).
Moreover, H is continuous, uniformly elliptic on H& (D) and the following statements hold:
i) (u,v)y = (Hu,v) for all u,v € H}(D).
it) vl g2y < CHo||12py for all v € Hi(D) N H?*(D) and some C > 0.

The proof of the lemma is done in the appendix since it is just a slight modification of a similar
result given in [31].

Remark 2.3. The proof of Lemma 2.2 in the appendix shows that the ellipticity constant Cj is
given by C? = A(1 4+ C%)(1+ A)~! where A > 0 is the constant appearing in (A4) and Cp > 0 is
the constant of the Poincaré -Friedrichs inequality ||v||12(py < Cp||Vvl|p2(p) for all v € Hg(D). In
particular, it holds Cj = (9()\1/ 2) and hence the operator H degenerates in the case A = 0, which
is consistent with the aforementioned physical interpretation of dominating centrifugal forces.

3 Numerical discretization and main result

In this section we formulate the numerical scheme to approximate the solution of (1.2). We start
with the space discretization.

Space discretization. Let S, C H}(D) be a finite dimensional subspace parametrized by a mesh
size parameter h > 0. Our further assumptions on the space discretization are made implicitly



in terms of properties of the Ritz-projection P, : H} (D) — Sj, with respect to the scalar product
(-,)%. To be precise, for v € H}(D) the image Pyv € S, fulfills

(v — Ppo,w)y =0 Yw € 5.

We pose the following assumptions on the space discretization that are given by the approximation
properties of Pj, and the existence of an inverse estimate on Sp:

(A5) There are r € N and C, hg > 0 such that for £ = 0,1 and for all 0 < h < hg we have the
error estimate

[v — Proll g oy < Chs_k]v]Hs(fD) VYo e H(D)NHND) 2<s<r+1.
(A6) There are C, hy > 0 such that for all 0 < h < hy we have the inverse estimate
_d
[vnllLe () < Ch™2lvpllp2(p)y Vi € Sh.

(A7) There are Cwo, hg > 0 such that for all 0 < h < hy we have the error estimate

[o = Pooll 0y < Coolv|m2py Vo € H*(D) N Hy (D).

An admissible choice for the space discretization satisfying our assumptions is the space of stan-
dard H'-conforming P"-Lagrange finite elements on a quasi-uniform mesh. In that case, (A5) is
a standard error bound and (A6) is a standard inverse estimate; see [17]. To obtain (A7), one
may split the error into

lv — Prvllpoo(py < || — Znv||poo(py + [|Z0v — Prv||poo ()

where Zj, : C(D) — Sy, is the conventional Lagrange (nodal) interpolation operator. The first term

is of order O(h%%) if u € H}(D) N H?(D) whereas for the second term we can use the inverse es-
. _d _d

timate || Zpv — Pyv| oo (py < Chl~2 1 Zhv — Ppol| g py < Chl=2 ([1Zno = vl g1 (py + lv = Proll g1 (py)-

Now we can use again estimates for the nodal interpolation operator and (A5) to see that the

d

resulting term is of order O(h*~2) if u € H} (D) N H?(D). Hence (A7) is fulfilled.
We continue with the time discretization.

Time discretization. For the time discretization we choose a quasi-uniform partition 0 = ¢ty <
t1 <---<ty=Tof I =[0,7] into N subintervals and for the n’th time step we define

In:(tn,tn+1], Tn:tn+1—tn, n:O,,N—l
The discretization parameter 7 is defined as the maximum step size, that is

T=  max Ty
n=0,...,N—1

The quasi-uniformity of the partition means that there is a 7-independent constant pg > 0 such

that po7 < min{r, : n = 0,..., N — 1} uniformly for all admissible partitions of I. The time

discretization we use is based on a continuous Galerkin ansatz, where the resulting system is

resolved with sufficiently high order Gauss quadrature rules which can be used in a practical



implementation of the numerical scheme. In order to formulate the numerical scheme, we start
by introducing interpolation spaces in time with pointwise values in the finite element space Sj:
For a polynomial degree ¢ € N and time indices n =0,... N — 1 we define

q
Vy = {v :Dx(0,T] = C : vpyy, (x,t) = th nj(x), where ¢,; € Sh},
J=0

V' = A{vpxr, v € Vgl

Now we test (2.1) pointwise with v = v(t), v € V, and integrate in time over I,,. Then we obtain
the following fully-discrete numerical scheme:

Definition 3.1 (Fully-discrete ¢cG(g)-scheme for GPE). Assume (A1)-(A7) and let ug € H(D)
be given. Then the fully-discrete approximation is given by a function wuy , € V, such that for all
n=20,...,N—1

| 6utnr.0) = (v = B(Jun o Pune,0)dt =0 o€ Vi,

In (3.1)
Wt = e (t),

where uzt = limy 4, up - (t) and ugt = P,up.

Note that the second equation in (3.1), i.e., the jump condition, implies continuity of w , in ¢
over the whole interval (0,7]. Therefore we can extend uy, € V, to a continuous function on
I =1[0,T] by setting up, -(to) = Prug. On the other hand, the global continuity condition already
determines one degree of freedom of uj » on each time interval I,,. Therefore, the space of test
functions has one degree less than the space of ansatz functions. This type of methods is also
known as Petrov-Galerkin methods. As we will prove now this is sufficient to preserve the energy
of the fully-discrete approximation.

Proposition 3.2 (Discrete energy conservation). Let the assumptions (A1)-(A7) be satisfied and
let up» € V, be a fully-discrete approzimation of u satisfying (3.1) for some ug € H}(D). Then
up, r preserves the energy at the time instances t,, i.e., for alln =1,..., N we have

E(unr(tn)) = E(un,(to))-
Proof. We test equation (3.1) with Qyup , € Vy—1 and take the real part to obtain

d

Bl (tni1)) = Bl (b)) = [ o Bunr)

= Re / (hr, Opup 7)1 + ﬁ(|uh77|2uhm Orup, ) dt = —Re / i|(9tuh77|2 dt =0
I, In,

forn=0,..., N — 1. This proves the claim. O

Now we aim to formulate our main result of this work for which we make the assumption that
there exists a smooth solution w of (2.1) in the following sense:

(A8) The GPE problem (2.1) has a solution u satisfying
i) we WeRe(1, (D)  HY(D)) N WL (I, (D)),



ii) Hu € WIt2°(I, H}(D)).
where ¢ € N is the polynomial degree used for the time discretization.

Observe that assumption (A8) requires regularity of the initial value which is at least ug €
H?(D) N H}(D). Furthermore, analogously to [32, Lemma 3.1] it can be proved that any solution
u of (2.1) that fulfills the regularity assumptions (A8) must be unique.

We continue with the main result of this work.

Theorem 3.3. Assume that the assumptions (A1)-(A8) are fulfilled. Then there are constants
M = M(u) > 0 and 19,hy > 0 such that for all 0 < 7 < 19 and 0 < h < hg there exists a
numerical approzimation uy, » satisfying (3.1) and that fulfills the uniform bound

v, || oo (1xp) < M.
In particular, M depending on u can be chosen as
M = |Jull e (1xp) + Coolltt|| oo (1,52(D)) + 1 (3.2)
where Coo is from (A7).

The proof of Theorem 3.3 is given in section 7.

Form the above stated boundedness of the numerical solution we can conclude a priori error
estimates for the approximation uy, - which generalize the results of [39]. To be precise, the a priori
estimates shown in [39] only hold for the case d = 2, V = 0, Q = 0 and under coupling conditions
for the spatial and temporal mesh, i.e., that the time step size 7 and the spatial parameter h are
such that log(h)79"! — 0 as 7,h — 0. The mesh condition in [39] is needed to show uniform
boundedness of the approximations uy , through an inverse estimate of the form [[v[[zepy <
[log(M)[[|Vv]|p2(py for v € Sy and h < 1 (cf. [48, Lemma 6.4]) which is only valid in two

dimensions. In three dimension one may use the inverse estimate ||v|zop) < Ch_1/2||Vv||L2(D)

(cf. [24, Lemma 1.142]) and the coupling condition would become h~/279=1 — 0 as h,7 — 0.
The boundedness of the approximation is essential to conclude the final error estimates. Thanks
to our result (Theorem 3.3) this mesh condition as well as the restriction to d = 2 can be avoided
to show uniform L*°-bounds and hence the desired error estimates. The generalization of the
L%°(L?)- and L®°(H*')-error estimates to the case V # 0, Q # 0 is then straightforward.

Corollary 3.4. Let the assumptions of Theorem 3.3 be fulfilled. If u,0yu € L°°(I, H" (D)) then
there are constants C = C'(u) > 0 and 19, hg > 0 such that for all 0 < 7 < 179 and 0 < h < hq the
following a priori error estimates hold:

v = vzl Loo(1,02(D)) < C(rott 4+ nrth,

v = wnrll Lo (1,11 (D)) < C(ra +h").
Moreover, if u € C*(I x D) and V =0, Q = 0 then we have superconvergence at any t, with

2 r+1
e [[u(tn) = o (ta)| 2y < O+ 174



The proof of Corollary 3.4 follows analogously along the lines of [39]. Exemplarily, the proof of the
L (L?)-error estimates is given in the appendix. We point out, that superconvergence of order
O(729) at the discrete points ¢, requires V = 0 and Q = 0. The generalization to the rotating
GPE with V # 0 and £ # 0 is much more delicate. This is due to the fact, that the crucial
step in proving the superconvergence is to show that H*u = 0 on 9D for s = 0,...,2q assuming
u € C¥(I x D). In [39] and before in [37] this was done for the case H = —A by explicitly
analyzing the second partial derivatives at the boundary. However, this procedure cannot be
trivially extended to the general case H = —A — QL, + V and it is unclear if the strategy works
out in that case. However, in applications one usually observes the superconvergence even in
the presence of an angular momentum and a trapping potential. This is due to the fact that
physically relevant solutions decay exponentially fast near the boundary. The same holds true
for the derivatives of the solution so that H*u is approximately zero on 0D. Therefore, possible
low regularity close to the boundary produces only errors that are negligible compared to the
(interior) errors caused by the time and space discretization.

4 Reformulation and implementation of the method

Before we turn our attention to the proof of our main result, we need to introduce a suitable
reformulation of the fully-discrete scheme (3.1). The reformulated system gives not only access
to a simple implementation, but it will be also an important ingredient of our error analysis.
In particular, we explain in the following how the time integrals in (3.1) can be solved exactly
using sufficiently high quadrature rules since the solution uy, as well as the test function v
are polynomials in time on each I,,. For that purpose, we consider the ¢-stage Gauss-Legendre
quadrature rule on the unit interval [0, 1], that is

1 q
/ p(rydr = 3w p(sS) vp e PHL(0,1]) (4.1)
0 -
J=1
with the Gaussian quadrature nodes 0 < sf* < --- < sg* < 1 and weights {wa}i:L---,q- This

Gauss-Legendre quadrature rule is exact for polynomials of degree 2g — 1 which is sufficient to
integrate the linear terms in (3.1) exactly. In addition, we introduce the Lagrange polynomials of
degree ¢ — 1 associated with the Gaussian quadrature nodes {S?L}j:17,,,,q by

4 (s — sSY)
_ J s
Ei(s)_ H (SQL_SGL)’ 1=1,...,q.
J=lj#i ! J

The polynomials ¢; will be later used to express the space of test functions. To express the space
of ansatz functions (which has one degree more), we add sg" = 0 to the collection of the Gaussian
quadrature nodes such that 0 = s§* < sf* < .- < sg", and denote the corresponding Lagrange
polynomials of degree ¢ by

. (s — %)
I | J
li(s) = (s9% — 591)’ 1=0,.0q
J=0,j#i ** J

The unit interval [0, 1] is transformed to I,, by the transformation s + ¢, +s7,,. Hence, we obtain
the Gaussian quadrature nodes and weights on I, via

GL .__ GL GL .__
tmj =t,+ 87 Tny Wy i=TpW

7 ]Zlaaq
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so that If p(s)ds = Z wn]p(tG}j) for all polynomials p on I,, of degree less or equal 2¢ — 1. Fur-

thermore, we formally add the boundary points of I,, to the collection of the Gaussian quadrature
nodes and denote them by

GL ,__ GL
tn70 — tn, t q+1 — tn+1

Next we transform the Lagrange polynomials ¢; of degree ¢ —1 and 0; of degree ¢ to the interval
I,, as well and define

gn,i(tn + STn) = f@'(S), 1=1,...,q,

q
un e (t) =Y lnj()upl, fort €I, (4.2)

where uh’] 1= up,r(t,5) € Sp. Testing in (3.1) with v(t) = €n;(t)¢ for i = 1,...,q and arbitrary
Y € S), yields that (3 1) is equivalent to

me (up? ) = im W™ (upt, )p — 1B | nilt) (e Pun 7, 0) dt =0 (4.3)

In

forall p € Sp,alli=1,...,gand n=0,..., N — 1. Here the coefficients m;; are given by
/e/ ds for1<i<gq, 0<j<q. (4.4)

Note that uZ =up(ty) = uh is given by the previous time step via

uhT Zﬁ uZTl’], n=1,...,N—1, and uz = Pyuog.

The remaining integral of the nonlinear term in (4.3) is of degree 4¢ — 1 in time and therefore
the ¢-stage Gauss-Legendre quadrature is not exact for this term. However we can integrate it
using a 2¢g-stage Gauss-Legendre quadrature rule For that purpose, let s L j=1,...,2q be the
Gaussian quadrature nodes on [0, 1] and wj ,J = 1,...,2q the weights of the 2¢- stage Gauss-
Legendre quadrature rule. Applying the quadrature rule to the integral of the nonlinear term in
(4.3), and writing compactly g(u) = |u|?u, then leads to

me uhT,Q/) —inw (uhT,Q/) 1ﬁTnZwGL€ 59) ( <i 5 uhT> ¢> =0 (4.5)

7=0

forall v € Sp, i =1,...,¢g and n = 0,...,N — 1. Recall at this point that we use the inner
product (u,v) = [ uvdx which is conjugate-linear in the first argument.
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Next, we describe a way to realize the time stepping procedure up, -(t,) — up r(tny1) in view
of implementing the cG(g)-method. So we assume that wuy ,(t,) = uZ’S € Sy, is given from the

previous time step. What we need to compute are uZ’i € Sp, 7 =1,...,q satisfying (4.5) so that
up +(tn+1) € Sp is obtained from

q
uhﬁ(tm_l) = Z Ej (1)11,2:3_
j=0

The system (4.5) is a coupled system for the unknowns uZi . S0 in order to decrease the compu-
tational effort, one can decouple the system as it was already proposed in [39]. For that purpose,
we set M = (mj;); j=1,.q With m;; from (4.4) and further set W := diag(w{™,...,wg"). Then we
note that A = MW is the coefficient matrix of the g-stage Gauss-Legendre Implicit Runge-
Kutta method and is therefore diagonalizable (cf. [22] and [39]). Hence there is 3 € R?*? such

that SAY ! =T = diag(71, . ..,7,). Now we introduce
. q -
U"”:ZEijuZ:i, 1=1,...,q.
j=1
Then U™/, j =1,...,q solves

q q
(U™ ) = i (U™ e = s 2,0) +187 3 b (g (coniy + D eql™),0) - (46)
v=1

Jj=1

for all ¢ = 1,...,q and ¢ € S. Here the coefficients a;, b;,,, cop, ¢y for @ = 1,...,q¢ and v =
1,...,2q are given by

q q q
a; = Z Eij, biu = ?I}SL (EM);jlgj(gsL), Cop = 60(551“)7 Ciy = Z@(éSL)E;.
Jj=1 J=1 Jj=1
So in each time step, one has to solve the now decoupled system (4.6) for U;L’Ti, i=1,...,q. In

order to solve the nonlinear system (4.6) we propose a fixed point iteration that we explain briefly
in the following. Let us define Hy, : S, — Sp, via (Hpu,v) = (u,v)y. Then we can write (4.6) as

q q
(I +imyiHn) U™ = azup) —iB Y biwg(coupy + Y epU™), i=1,...,q,  (47)
v=1 j=1

where I denotes the identity. Now the explicit fixed point iteration reads as follows: Set Uy -
Ur—bifori=1,...,q and iterate for k = 0,... the system of linear equations

q q
(I + iTn'Yi/Hh)U]?J,:l = (ZZUZ:?_ —ig Z bil/g(COI/uZ:?— + Z le/U]?J)a i=1,...,q (48)
=1 =1

until HU,:L_;_Zl —U,?’iH < epp for some tolerance epp > 0 and some suitable norm ||-|| on Sp,. Of course
the stopping criterion can also be chosen w.r.t. the residuum of (4.7). However, we note that
after formulating (4.7) in the finite element basis the resulting matrix associated with the operator
(I 4 imyyiHyp) does not change in the time stepping if 7,, = 7 is selected as a uniform constant.
Hence, it can be LU-decomposed in a pre-process which makes solving the linear equations in
(4.8) during the time stepping more efficient.
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5 Numerical scheme with truncated nonlinearity

In this section we introduce a truncated scheme which is used to derive the stated a priori estimates
for the numerical solution from (3.1). The truncation technique is a classical approach in the
context of nonlinear Schrodinger equations that allows to get an a priori control over the growth
of the nonlinear term (cf. |3, 31, 32, 36, 38, 39, 51|). For that, we start from the fully-discretized
problem (3.1) and replace the nonlinear term |u|?u by a cutoff function f(u) which is Lipschitz
continuous w.r.t the L?- and H'-norm. After that, we prove the desired a priori estimates for the
truncated problem. Our main result then guarantees that the solution of the truncated problem
coincides with the one of the original numerical scheme (3.1), which concludes the argument. In
the next lemma we introduce the cutoff function as suggested in [38] and we present its properties.
Slightly sharper versions can be found in the literature; see e.g. [31, Proof of Lemma 5.2].

Lemma 5.1 ([38, Lemma 4.1 and its proof]). Let assumptions (A1), (A7) and (A8) be fulfilled
and M > 0 given by (3.2). Then there is a C? function 7 : [0,00) — [0,00) with v(0) = 0 and a
constant C = C(M) > 0 such that f(z) = v(|z|?)z satisfies

i) f(z) = |2?z for all |2| < M,

)

i) |f(z)| < Clz| for all z € C,

i) |f(z) — f(w)| < Clz —w| for all z,w € C
)

iv

IV (f(0) = fF(w)llL2 ) < CIV (0 =w)lL2(p) for all [[vlwroopy < [[ull Lo 1 w100)) +1 and
w € HY(D).

Note that assumptions (A7) and (A8) in Lemma 5.1 are only needed in order to define the cutoff
region determined by M from (3.2). Using the cutoff function f we can now state the truncated
problem as follows:

Definition 5.2 (Truncated fully-discrete ¢G(g)-scheme for GPE). Under the assumptions (A1l)-
(A8) and for given up € Hg (D). The truncated fully-discrete approximation is given by a function
Up,r € Vg such that foralln =0,...,N -1

/ (1Bsiinr,v) — (e ) — B (nr)s0) dE =0 Yo € Voo,

ﬁzt = uhT(t )

where uh = limy\ 4, Up (1), uh = Pjug and f is the cutoff function from (5.1) with M given
by (3.2).

Using the same arguments as in the proof of Proposition 3.2 we have that every solution uj, , of
(5.1) preserves the truncated energy

E(u) == %/D \Vu|> = Qu@Lou+ Viu® + BT (Jul*)dx, T(s):= /08 ~(t) dt (5.2)

at the discrete time instances t,, i.e., E(up,(tn)) = E(Pyug) for all n = 1,..., N. The existence
of a solution of (5.1) was shown in [39] for the case V = 0 and © = 0 and is similar to the case
considered in [38]|. The proof is based on Browder’s fixed-point theorem (cf. [18, Lemma 4] or [3,
Lemma 3.1]) and the following stability result of the numerical time stepping scheme.
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Lemma 5.3 (|39, Lemma 2.1|). Let M = (mjj;)ij=1,.q be given by (4.4). Further, let s{*,
i=1,...,q be the nodes of the q-stage Gauss-Legendre quadrature rule on [0,1] and let

M := D™Y2M DY?  with D := diag(s{", ... . 5gT). (5.3)

Then there is o > 0 such that
Re (x - Mx) > alx? vx e CY.

The existence of a solution of the truncated problem (5.1) in the general case with potential V'
and angular velocity €2 is now a straightforward generalization of the result from [39] and [38].
Therefore we omit the proof here and only state the result in the following lemma.

Lemma 5.4. Under the assumptions (A1)-(A8) there are 19, hg > 0 such that for every 0 < 7 < 19
and 0 < h < hg the problem (5.1) has at least one solution @y, r € Vj.

6 Error analysis of the semi-discrete scheme

In this section we introduce the semi-discrete version (discrete in time and continuous in space)
of the numerical scheme with truncated nonlinearity as formulated in (5.1). This semi-discrete
auxiliary problem is crucial for ultimately avoiding mesh coupling conditions in the error analysis.
We prove that the auxiliary problem is well-posed and we derive error estimates for the corre-
sponding solution. In particular, we show L°°(L°)-estimates for the semi-discrete approximation
of the truncated problem such that the attained approximation coincides with the corresponding
semi-discrete approximation of the original problem (2.1) (i.e. without truncation).

We start with defining the semi-discrete spaces

q
Wy = {v :DxI—C:vpyp,(z,t)= thxj(x), X;j € H&(D)},
j=0
Wy = {vpxr, 1 v € Wy},
and then introduce the semi-discrete truncated problem as follows:

Definition 6.1 (Truncated semi-discrete ¢G(g)-scheme for GPE). Assume (A1)-(A4), (A7), (A8)
and let ug € H& (D). The truncated semi-discrete approximation is given by a function @, € W,
such that for alln =0,...,N — 1

/In(iatﬂT,v) — (Gr,v)y — B(f(Ur),v)dt =0 Vv e W,_1, 6.1)

= i (t),

where @ = limpy 4, G- (t) and @27 = uo.

6.1 Existence of the truncated semi-discrete approximation

We show that the truncated semi-discrete problem (6.1) has at least one solution.
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Lemma 6.2. Under the assumptions (A1)-(A4), (A7) and (A8) there is 1o > 0 such that for every
0 < T < 70 the problem (6.1) has at least one solution @, € W,. Moreover, i, € C(I,H}(D) N
H*(D)).

Proof. We choose a finite dimensional subspace S, C H}(D) such that assumptions (A5)-(A7)
are satisfied by this space. For instance, this can be achieved by taking S;, as the space of linear
Lagrange finite elements on a (quasi) uniform mesh with mesh size h > 0. Then Lemma 5.4
guarantees the existence of @y, » € V; for every h > 0 satisfying (5.1). Next we pass to the limit
h — 0 and show that 4y, » € V, converges to some @, € W, satisfying (6.1). Now 1,  preserves the
truncated energy E from (5.2) and by (A7) we have | Pruo|| oo (py < Cooltio| g2 (py + [[wol oo (p) <
M. So since > 0 by (A2) we can estimate

Al[Vn - (tn) 72y < Eliny(tn)) = E(Pauo) = E(Pyuo) < C||Puuol[i ipy + ClIPatioll i p)
< Clluolfn (py + Cluoll3 ()

for some generic constants ¢,C > 0 independent on h. Here we used the Sobolev embedding
H}(D) C L*(D) and (A5). Hence iy, ,(t,) is uniformly bounded in H{(D) for all h > 0 and

n=20,...,N —1. Now 4, can be expressed uniquely on I,, as
q ~
Up, - (t) = Zﬁn (1) uh’], for t € I,, (6.2)
=0
for some @}/ € S, j =1,...,q and with uh = Up,r(tn) € Sp. Introducing uh (s]GL)_%&Zi,
ij=1....q equatlon (5. 1) can be equwalently rewritten as

4q . . 1
S gy (807, 0) — i@ B — 18 [ (555 i (P, ) b+ (55 Emao @2 6) = 0
Jj=1 In

(6.3)

foralli = 1,...,¢ and ¥ € S}, and with m;; = (M);; from (5.3). Now we test in (6.3) with
P = ﬁZ’ZT, sum over ¢ = 1,...,q, take the real part and use Lemma 5.3 to obtain

q q
o ~ B B 1/2
o S G B oy < On S 02 By + Cllin (1 rmDKEM#mpm)-
=1 =1

So for 7 sufficiently small this shows uniform bounds of ﬁZZT in L2(D). On the other hand, when
taking the imaginary part we obtain

~ . _1 ~ ~n.i _1 ~ ~n.i
uZ frH2 < ‘ Z mz] uh T uh T 1/8/1 (SiGL) 2€n,i(f(uh,7')a uz::—) dt + (SiGL) 2 miO(uh,T(tn)’ uZ:;)
Jj=1 "

Z 71 2p) + Clldn,r (t) | 2oy 105 1 | 2 )-

So by Lemma 2.2 this shows that ﬁZi is uniformly bounded in H}(D) for every n =0,..., N —1,
j=1,...,qand h > 0. Next we set ﬁZ’ = Up, (tn) which we proved to be uniformly bounded in

15



H(D) for all n =0,...,N — 1 and h > 0. Then there is a sequence hy — 0, N — oo and weak
limits u7” € H}(D), 7=0,...,¢,n=0,..., N — 1 such that

fthA — u™  strongly in L>(D) and uh ., — ! weakly in HJ (D)
for N — oo. This implies
(@07 ) = (@09,4) and (&) — (809, ¥

for all ¢ € H}(D). Next we set u,(t) := > L Ofnl(t)ﬁﬁ’i and Uy, -(t) = >0, @nl(t)uhN for
t € I,. Then we have

q
[ r0) = @y Ol e < / g (1L — & oy =0, N — oo,
n i=0
This gives with Lemma 5.1

H /IR(S?L)éfn,@-(t)(f(ﬁT(t)) — [(@py - (1))

<C [ |[6-(t) = Apy - (t)| L2(py dt — 0
D) I

for N — oo and we conclude
5 (58) "2 £ 3 (6) (f (R (1)), 1) dt — B 7 20, 5(8) (f(ir(£)), ¥) dt

for all ¢ € H& (D). Collecting all the convergence results and passing to the limit yields that i,
defined by

q
= laisErar, tel,
1=0

solves (6.1) on I,. In particular, the convergence 4y, » — @, is uniformly in I and hence i, € Wy.
In view of (6.3) the regularity of @, is a standard H?-regularity argument for elliptic problems on
convex polyhedral domains; see e.g. [28]. This completes the proof. O

6.2 Error estimates of the truncated semi-discrete approximation

In this section we derive a priori error estimates of the truncated semi-discrete approximation
from (6.1) in the L>°(I, H'(D))- and L*°(I, H*(D))-norm. The latter one then allows for an
uniform estimate in L°°(I x D) of the semi-discrete approximation. This is an essential interim
result in order to prove our main result. Before starting the error analysis we note the following
elementary lemma.

Lemma 6.3. There are constants Cy,Cs > 0 such that for all v € W,’; with v = Zgzo lﬁnvjvj,
v; € H}(D) it holds

q q
Cl ZTHHUJH%2(D) < ”UH%Q(InX'D) < 02 ZTNHUJH%Q(D)
=0 =0
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Proof. The estimate from below follows by the inverse estimate ][@m]]Loo(In) < CT{l/z\\én,i\\Lz(In),
see [17, Lemma 4.5.3]). The estimate from above is obtained directly by

q q
ES / g (O Atos]22p) < C2 S malles 2
i=0"1n =0

O

Now the idea of the further error analysis in this section is to compare the truncated semi-discrete
approximation @, from (6.1) with the interpolation of the solution u at the ¢ 4+ 1-Gauss-Lobatto
quadrature nodes on I,,. The quadrature nodes are denoted by t,, = to <ty <o <t =tnp
and are chosen such that the Gauss-Lobatto quadrature rule satisfies

q
/I p(s)ds = S whe, ptle)) Wp € PAN(I,)
n j=0

with suitable weights w™°., 7 = 0,...,q. Then we define the interpolation operator w.r.t. the

n]’

nodes %, ..., ;% on I by

I : C(I,L*(D)) — C(I,L*(D)) st. (Zxv), € PU(I,) and (Z:v)(ty;) =v(tr;) (6.4)

foralln=0,...,N —1land j=0,...,q
Using the Gauss-Lobatto interpolation Z-°u we now split the error into

u—tUr =u—Tru+er, ey :=TI°u— Ur. (6.5)

Then standard Lagrange interpolation estimates (see e.g. |17, Theorem 4.4.4]) imply for p = 2 or
p = oo the estimate

lo = Zx0ll o1, 220y) < CTATNOT Wl o, 12y, Vo € WL, L*(D))  (6.6)

for some constant C' > 0. Hence the first term in (6.5) is easily estimated in appropriate norms due
to the regularity assumption (A8) on u. So we now focus on e, and first introduce the notation

e = er(tns), €ri=er(ty), for n=0,....,N—-1, j=0,...,q

T

Then a short computation shows that e, satisfies the error equation

me €r ,7;[)) - 1anGL( 15/ ni( f(Zzu) — f(ir), ) dt
j=0 (6.7)
= (A™ B ) i /I Cd (F(T2u) — F(u), ) dt

for all v € HY(D), i = 1,...,q and with the quadrature error terms

Z w%zojggm i tLO (tl;zc,)j) - /I g;’L,ZU’ dta
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q

B = whl i (e Hulty) — : lniHudt.

7=0
Note that by the regularity assumption (A8), the solution u satisfies Hu € C(I, H}(D)) so that
A™" and B™' are well-defined and belong to H{(D). Futhermore, since e € H%(D) we can
rewrite the critical term (e7', 1)y in (6.7) as (Her'", 1) which is even well-defined for ¢ € L?*(D).
From there, we conclude that the error equation (6.7) even holds for all ¢ € L?(D).
The rest of this section is structured as follows: First we derive uniform estimates for e, w.r.t. the
H'(D)-norm which will lead to corresponding H'(D)-estimates for the error u — @,. The results
are then used to conclude uniform estimates in the H?(D)-norm. Sobolev embedding will then
imply estimates w.r.t. L% (I x D) for the error u— u, and therefore of the truncated semi-discrete
approximation @, from (6.1) as well.

Remark 6.4. In [39] the error of the time discretization is handled by an interplay of the Gauss-
Lobatto interpolation and the Gauss-Legendre interpolation. The first one is used to handle the
consistency whereas the stability of the scheme is shown by the important observation that the
Gauss-Legendre interpolation coincides with the L?(I,,)-projection of P4(I,) onto Pi~1(I,) (cf.
(6.10)). We use the same idea for the L2(H!(D))-estimates of the truncated semi-discrete approx-
imation and to conclude the L% (I x D)-estimates of the fully-discrete approximation in section 7.
However, for the important L>(H?(D))-estimates of the truncated semi-discrete approximation,
the stability is handled in a different way, starting from a more general form of (6.7) (cf. (6.15))
and not exploiting that the interpolation coincides with the projection.

6.2.1 L>*(I,H'(D))-estimates
We start by estimating the quadrature error terms A™* and B™".

Lemma 6.5. Under the assumptions (A1)-(A4) and (A8) there are constants C, 19 > 0 such that
forallO< 7, <m,i=1,...,q andn=0,...,N — 1 there hold

n,i +§

IVA™ | p2p) < CTn QHathrzquLQ(InxD)a
n,i +§

IVB™| 2(py < CTn 2H8g+1VHUHL2(In><D)-

Proof. We start with the second estimate of V. B™% and recall the interpolation operator Z-° from
(6.4). Since ¢y, ; Z-°VHu is a polynomial of degree 2¢ — 1 on I,,, we obtain by the exactness of the
Gauss-Lobatto quadrature

VB = / i (T2 — DV Hu L.
I,

So using the interpolation estimate (6.6) we obtain
n,i 2 3 Lo a+35 | qa+l
IVB™||2(1,xD) < ( ; €, dt) (I —Z7°)VHul[r2(1,xpy < Cmn 2[|0; " VHuU| 121, xD)-
To estimate V A™! with optimal order, we introduce Z:°*! to be the Lagrange interpolation to the

(¢ +1) Gauss-Lobatto points ¢,°; plus any other point in I,, different from ¢.°;. A corresponding
standard error estimate (cf. [17]) guarantees

12 = 25 Yol 21,y < Cr2P208 20l 2, wp) Vo € HYX(I,L2(D)).

18



Since {;, , Zy°"'u is a polynomial of degree 2g — 1 on I,, we obtain

VA = / E;W(ITLO“ — I)Vudt.
I,
Therefore,

||VAn7i||L2(In><D)

IN

/ 0,2 48) 21 = )Vl 21, e

o +5
Cn 2”(1 — TNVl erxpy < Crn 210872Vl Loz, xp)-

IN

O

The basic strategy now is to test the error equation (6.7) with ¢ = Hel' € L2(D) (which is
admissible), summing over ¢ = 1,...,¢q and taking real parts. Recalling the energy norm || - ||%
from Lemma 2.2, we have the following local error estimate for e.

Lemma 6.6. Under the assumptions (A1)-(A4), (A7) and (A8) there are constants C,19 > 0
such that for all 0 < 7, <19 and n =0,...,N — 1 it holds

IVerlla, xpy < O llefF + Culu) 70+
where
Culw) = C (108 Vg, ) + 1082Vl ) + 108 VHuUl (s, 1) ).

Proof. Similarly, as in the proof of Lemma 5.4 we introduce €™/ = (s§)~ 2eT’], j=1,...,q.

Then testing in (6.7) with ¢ = (siGL)_i”;’-[e? ' € L2(D), summing over i = 1,...,q and taking real
parts yields

q q
Re > my(el, ey =ImB> / (55) "2 b i(f () — f(TE0), €0)gy it
ij=1 i=0 /1In

q

+mpy. / (5992 b g (F(ZEu) — f (), &)y dt

.7 In

quo (6.8)
+Re Y (s88) 72 (A~ iB™ &)y,

=0

q
—Re Y (%) ol i(ta) (e, e ).

Next we estimate the terms on the right hand side. By standard Lagrange interpolation estimates
(cf. |17, Theorem 4.4.4] and (6.6)) we have for all ¢ € I

IZEu() w100 < (D)0 (p) + la(E) = Z20() . )

(6.9)
< JJu(®) lwree (py + CTEHOF u(t) lwrse (py < Ilull oo (1100 (py) + 1
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if we choose 7y sufficiently small and due to (A8). Therefore, the Lipschitz estimate from Lemma
5.1 implies

\ﬁ Eq: / (s99) 2 ([ () — f(TE0), €2)y dt‘

< Z ||f — F@xu)| oy Vi€ 1 oy it
- 2 ni||2 1/2

< C||V67||L2(InXD)<Z/I [lni|” dt[|Ver HL2(D))

<

d . 1/2
T2V el agr,emy (3 IVER ()
=1

and similarly

‘ﬁi/[ (579) 720 (f (u) — f(TE0u), 27)y, dt‘
i=1 7/ In

a 4 1/2
< On V(=T gy (D 19 2oy ) -

i=1
Further,
a 1 . . . a . . .
D (s5) (A =B e )y < O ||AY = iB™ | gy ller | o)
i=1 '
g . . 12 , 4 A 1/2
O3 IVA iy + IV B 2apy) (D IVeR ()
i=1 1=1
and
: GLy—1 no . n, n ¢ n,i||2 1/2
|35 Emanbu it (RNl < IVl (3 IVt Eapy)
i=1 i=1

Now (6.8) gives with Lemma 5.3 for some a, & > 0

q
QZHVBMHB(D Z lef"[|3; < Re Z m;; (e, ef)y

3,j=1

.0 1/2 n
< C(Z IVer2amy) {1V liem) + a2 Verllza gy
=1

q ' A 1/2
F 2V (= ZE0) 2y + (D IVA™ ooy + VB ) -
i=1

With Lemma 6.3, Lemma 6.5 and (6.6) we therefore obtain

q
IVerlZe(r,upy < Cra Y _IVEF 7o) < Cal VERlG, + CTllVerl 7o, wpy + Cnlu)mat*t.
i=0

This yields the desired estimate for 7y sufficiently small. O
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We proceed by showing the global L (I, H!(D))-error estimate of the truncated semi-discrete
approximation ..

Lemma 6.7. Under the assumptions (A1)-(A4), (A7) and (A8) there exists 1o > 0 such that we
have for all 0 < T < 19

Ju = iir || oo (111 (D)) < Cr(u) 79

where

Cr(u) = C(10F M ullpoe 11 o) + 108l e 110y + 108 Hatl oo 10 o) )
for some constant C > 0 independent of 7, and w.
Proof. The error splitting (6.5) and the interpolation estimate (6.6) give

[ — Gir || oo (1,111 (D)) < ClIVU = IVl oo (r,12(p)) + ClIVer| o1, 12(D))
< CTTY O V| oo (1, 12(py) + CllVerll oo (1,12(p)).-

So it remains to estimate the second term on the right hand side. Recall the g-stage Gauss-
Legendre quadrature rule from (4.1) and the transformed nodes ¢ = t, + s7*7, and weights

U’SI} = rw§". We now denote by Z the Lagrange interpolation operator on I associated with
the nodes tn i, tok. Then for v € PY(I,) and ¢ € P9 (I,) we have by the exactness of the

quadrature rule

q
/I IGL godt ZwGL IGL tGL tGL Z tGL tGZ):/I 'Usodt‘ (6,10)

Thus,

Re ZZm” emd | et :Re/ (Over, T e )Hdt—Re/ (Orer,er )y dt
I, In

i=1 j=0 (611)
1 12 1 2
= et B~ Sl B,
So testing the error equation (6.7) with ¢ = ’He?’i, summing over ¢ = 1,...,q and taking real
parts lead to
1 1 I .
Ser = Sl =T By [ il = FTE0) €
e (6.12)

q q
#1mB > [ 0 T0) — ), e+ Re S (A — 1B 2y
i=171In

i=1

From (6.9) we have that || Zz°u(t)|ly1.00(py < [[wllpee(r,wr00(py) + 1 for t € I. Hence the Lipschitz
estimate from Lemma 5.1 and the norm equivalence from Lemma 6.3 imply

d . a 4 1/2
13" [ tustrtin) = pzu). e dt] < Ol oy (3 [ 16t 1Ver o))
=17 i=1"4n
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d . 1/2
< ClIVer| L2 (1, x) <Tn > |’V€¢’Z”%2(D)> < OlIVer|Za(z, xm)-
i=1

Further, the interpolation estimate (6.6) gives

‘Z gnz S VERTING Hdt‘ < O\ V(u—Zu)l 2 (r, xo) IVerll L2, x 1)

1
< CTS“”&?JF VUHL%IMD)”VGTHL%IMD)-

Using Lemma 6.5 we estimate

q q
[Re S04, x| < €3 rH 08 2Vl a1,y 29 2y
i=1 i=1

and similarly

q
‘Re Z(Bn’zaeg’l)?l‘ < CquH“8g+1VHu”%2(1nxD) + C”VQTH%%IMD)-
=1

Now (6.12) and the previous estimates imply
le M5, < et 5 + CllVerllZar, xp)
+1 +2 +1
+ CTEﬂ”(”&? qu%ﬂ(Mx’D) + [|1of VUH%Q(I,LX’D) + [|1of VH“”%%IMD)) (6.13)
< e, + ClIVer |22 7, ) + Canlu)r2et

with Cp,(u) from Lemma 6.6. Taking the local error estimate from Lemma 6.6 into account we
obtain by recursion

n
len 12, < [leMI3, + CHVeTHig(Inw) + Cyy(u)720+2 < 72+2 2(1 Oy ()

mo (6.14)
< TQQ+2€CQtn+1 Z Con (1)
m=0

and so, in particular,
n
IVer 221,y < Ca(llefl3 + 72742 Caw)) < Cra (72742 Cra(u)).
Finally, the inverse inequality [|v|| e (z,) < CT;1/2H’UHL2([R) for v € P4(I,,) implies

||V€r||Loo (I, 12(D)) = Oy ||V€T||L2(1 xD) = Cradt? Z Cm

m=0

< CT,%‘”Z<][6§+1VuH%oo(LL2(D)) + Hathr2qu%°°(I,L2(D)) + ”ag+IVHu“%W(I,L2(D)))'

Taking square root and the maximum over n = 0,..., N — 1 proves the claim. U
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6.2.2 L°(I, H*(D))-estimates and L*°(I x D)-bounds

This section is devoted to L>(I, H?(D))-error estimates of the truncated semi-discrete approx-
imation satisfying (6.1). The estimates then imply uniform L°(D)-bounds of the semi-discrete
approximation. We start by showing an intermediate result given by a local estimate for He,
at the temporal nodes t,,. For that purpose, we note that the error equation (6.7) for e, can be
rewritten in the more general form

/ (Oper,v) —i(Her,v) —iB(f(ZEu) — f(a,),v)dt = / (0 ZEu — Opu,v)
In In (6.15)

- i/ (ZEHu — Hu,v)dt — i [ (f(ZE°u) — f(u),v)dt
In

In

for all v € W,_1. The idea now is to test the equation with 0;He, which is admissible since
e-(t) € H?(D) and then taking imaginary parts. This will result in the following estimate.

Lemma 6.8. Under the assumptions (A1)-(A4), (A7) and (A8) there are constants C,19 > 0
such that for all 0 < 7, <19 and n=20,..., N — 1 there hold

[Her 72y < IHEH T2y + O 2 IVerlT2 (g, xpy + Cnl(w) Tt
where Cy(u) is defined as in Lemma 6.6.

Proof. We test in (6.15) with v = 9;He, and take imaginary parts. Then we obtain

1 n 1 n
S ) = 5IHE ) = Re [ (Her,Ortter) d

= B Re / (f(ZEou) — f(ur), Oer )y dt +Im | (O ZEu — Opu, Oper )3 At
I, In

—Re / (Zr°Hu — Hu, dper )y dt — BRe / (f(Zrou) — f(u), Orer )y dt.
In In
(6.16)
Here we used that (e, (t), HOre-(t)) € R for all ¢. In a similar fashion as in the previous section

the terms on the right hand side are estimated using Lemma 5.1, Lemma 2.2 and the interpolation
estimate (6.6),

| /l (F(TEw) = f(ir), Buer)u At < Cl0Verl B, ),
and

‘ /1 (f(Zrou) — f(u), Orer)n dt‘ < C/I 1Z7°u — ul| g1 () [10: V er || 2 (py di
< C7—72Lq+2”atq+1vu”%2(ln><D) + CHatveTH%Q(InXD)'

And similarly,

‘ /I (0 Tr°u — Opu, Oper )y dt‘ < Cqu+2”ag+2vu“%2(InxD) + CHatverH%%InxD)?
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as well as

‘ /1 (ZrHu — Hu, O gy dt| < CT2P2|OF T Y HuU| 21 o opy + ClONV er 721, )

With the inverse estimate [|0;Ver | 2.1, «p) < O, HIVerll 121, xp) equation (6.16) now yields
HHGZHH%%D) < HH€¢+1H%2(D) + CTJ2HVGTH%2(I,L><D) + Cp(u) 7?2,
U

Now we turn back to the error equation (6.7) and recall that it holds even for all ¢ € L?(D) as
we can interpret (e’ 4))y = (Hel' ) for €' € H2(D) N HL(D). In contrast to the previous
section for the L°°(I, H(D))-estimates, we test in (6.7) with ¢ = Hel" € L2(D), summing over
i =1,...,q and take the imaginary part to infer the L°°(I, H?(D))-estimates. As we will see,
the L>(I, H?(D))-estimates are non-optimal but sufficient to conclude L>°(I x D)-error bounds
of the semi-discrete approximation. This is the main result of this section.

Lemma 6.9. Under the assumptions (A1)-(A4), (A7) and (A8) there is o > 0 such that for all
0 <7 < 719 there hold

v = izl oo (1,52(D)) < Cr(u) T

where Cr(u) is defined as in Lemma 6.7. In particular, this implies
il e (1) < Crl) 7.

Note that the latter statement of the lemma expresses that 4, is uniformly bounded in L*° and
that the truncation can be dropped for all sufficiently small values of 7.

Proof. First we note that e, = Ztu — @, € L(I, H}(D) N H?(D)). Then elliptic regularity
theory (cf. [28]), Sobolev embedding and the interpolation (6.6) imply

[w = tr|| Lo (1xD) < Cllu = tr|| oo (1,52(D)) < Cllu — Z7ul| oo (1,52(D)) + Cller || oo (1,52 (D))
< CT Y08 | poo (1 2 (D)) + ClIHer | oo (1.12(D))-

So it remains to estimate ||Her| oo (r,z2(p)). Testing the error equation (6.7) with ¢ = He' e

L?(D) (which is again admissible), summing over s = 1, ..., q and taking the imaginary part yields
Tn Z wGLHHen ZHL2 (D) — = Im Z Z ml] 7'7]7 e’T 'H
=1 j=0

— BRe Z/ Cni(f(TEou) — f(iiy), €M)y dt
+ BRe Z €n A(f(TEou) — fu), ey dt

—Im Z(AW‘ —iB™ )y,
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Estimating the terms on the right hand side with Lemma 2.2 and arguments similar as in the
proof of Lemma 6.7 yields

q
o Y wit[HeP T2y < O IVerl[T2 (s, oy + ()0
i=1

with Cp(u) from Lemma 6.6. With Lemma 6.6 and Lemma 6.7 we have

TnZwGLHHe"’HLz < C|Ver|iaimpy + Cnlw)Ta®™ < OT%72 Y ™ Cpy(u)
i=1 m=0

Now Lemma 6.3, Lemma 6.7, Lemma 6.8 and the inverse estimate [|v|[zec(z,) < CTn_l/szHLg(In)
for v € PI(I,) lead to

q
1Herl 7o 1, 22my) < O HIHer 221, xm) < CIHE T2y + C D I HEH 72
i=1

< Cr Z C(u)

m=0

Taking square root and the maximum over n = 0,..., N — 1 proves the claim. ]

7 Proof of uniform L*°(D)-bounds of the fully-discrete scheme

In this section we prove our main result, Theorem 3.3. In fact, we show the statement of the the-
orem for the truncated approximation 1y, from where we infer that the truncated approximation
from (5.1) also solves (3.1), i.e. @y = up , in I x D. Hence the uniform L>*-bounds also hold for
up,r. The bound for uy, » is concluded from L*-estimates of the error u — uy, » which is done by
splitting the error into

u — ﬂh;r = (u — ﬂT) + (ﬂT — PhﬂT) + (PhﬂT — ﬂhﬂ-) =e; + (ﬂT — PhﬂT) + €h,r (71)

with ey, := Pyl — Uy, and e, defined as in (6.5). The first term in (7.1) was estimated in the
previous section w.r.t. different norms and in particular w.r.t. the L°°( x D)-norm. The second
term in (7.1) is easily estimated due to (A7), so that

ir — Priir| oo (rxp) < Clltir || oo (r,m2()) < Cllerllzee (1,m2(p)) + Cllull oo (1,52())

which is uniformly bounded for 0 < 7 < 79 due to Theorem 6.9. Therefore we focus in the
following on ey, .. Recall that P, is the Ritz-projection of H}(D) onto Sj, w.r.t. the sesquilinear
form (-, -)%. Therefore, we have

q q
> mg (P ) — imgwi (P )y = Y mig(Piid — a7, )+ | o i(f(iir), ) dt
j=0

=0 In

foralli=1,...,¢,n=0,...,N —1and ¢ € S,. Then the error equation for e , reads as
Zm” ehT,T/J —irw GL(e;L”T,w) (7.2)
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q
Z Phu - u mJ ¢) i,B gn,i(f(ﬁ'r) - f(ahﬂ')7 w) de

j=0 In

foralli=1,...,¢,n=0,...,N —1and ¢ € Sj. Here we use the notation e} _:= e, -(t,) and
ey = ep(tS%) analogously as in the previous sections. Using the error equation we now show

local error estimates for ey, in L?(D).
Lemma 7.1. Under the assumptions (A1)-(A8) there are constants C,19,hg > 0 such that for
all0 <1, <719, 0<h<hgandn=20,...,N —1 there hold

4 _
||€h,r\|%2(1nxp) < CTnHeZ,TH%%D) +Ch'r; (CI(U)27'2q L HatuH%?(In,H?(D)) + ||UH%2(1,L,H2(D))),
where Cr(u) is defined as in Lemma 6.7.
Proof. We define eZ’i = (st)_%eZ’%, j =1,...,9. Then testing the error equation (7.2) with
P = (sZ-GL)_%eZ’i, summing over i = 1,...,q and taking real part gives

q q

1 ~
Re Z Wi ehT7eh hr) = Re ZZ(S?L)iimij(Phuﬁ —ap ehr)
2,7=1 i=1 57=0 , (73)

q
1 ~ ~ n,i -1 n n,i
~ImBy /1 (s§) " 2lni (f (i) — f(iinr) €)0) At —Re Y (s§") " 2ma(ef -, epr).
=1 n

i=1

For the left hand side in (7.3) we find with Lemma 2.2 and Lemma 5.3 a constant o > 0 such
that

QZHGhTHB(D < Re Z my; ehT’eh T)
b,j=1

Next we consider the right hand side of (7.3). Let us write 1 := P, — @, and note that by the
exactness of the Gauss-Lobatto quadrature we have

(tn+1) Zw;"] i (t505) = Unyi(tn) = Lni(tny1) — /1 Ci(t) dt — £y i(tn) = 0.

Then it is straightforward to construct constants f;; € R (depending on the Gauss-Lobatto
quadrature points and weights) such that

lni(tnr1)n(tns1) szoj O it () — o, Z Bij(n(tne;) — n(tp2-1))-
Now using again the exactness of the Gauss-Lobatto quadrature we have
q . .
Z mij(Phﬁ:_L’J — ﬁ:}’]) = / gnﬂ'(t) (%?7(15) dt
i=0 fn
= gn,i(tn-i—l)n(tn-i-l) - / gln,z(t) ?7(75) dt — gn,i(tn)n(tn)
I
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= gn,i(tn-l-l n+1 Z erLOJ 6;1 Z tLO (th,)j) - gnﬂ (tn)ﬁ(tn)

q
Z tLO J 1) Z 5@] Py — (tl;zoj) - ﬂT(t%?j—l))-

So using (A5) and Lemma 6.9 we estimate

q q
Z |(Pr — 1) (a7 (t5%) — e (G251 )) 220y < Ch? Z |t () — Ur (t52 1) | 2 (D)
j=0 Jj=0
q tl_io
< O S (1 (t) — e + [ (00 = iy iy + [ 1l )
7=0 n,jfl

< Cr(u)h*rd + Ch2/ 18l 2y dt < Cr(w)h*7d + Ch* 1221 0pull 121, 112 (D)) -
In
This yields for the first term of the right hand side in (7.3) the estimate

7 g
‘ZZ ij (Ppy ’J—u’Je
i=1 j=0

—u ’JHL2 D)HehTHp

=1 5=0

(7.4)
1/2
< (Crwhnt + CRri 00l a1, 1) )(Z IVeriI3am)) -
Next we estimate the second term in (7.3) using Lemma 5.1 by
q ) '
83 [ 68 blr(an)  fans) eh
i=171In
q .
< C/I tir — TprllL2(py dt (Z \\GZZZTHLZ(D)>
< C/ lir — Priir|z2py + llensllz2) dt <Z Heh7—”L2(D )
=t (7.5)

< C(hQ/I |Uir| 2 () df+75/2\|€h,r||L2(1nxD)> <Z||eriHL2(fD)>
n i1
< C(hQ/I |ty — ulg2(py + |ulg2(py At + Té/QHGh,THLQ(InXD ( |eZ’iHL2(D)>

1 d 1/2
< Cra2(Crwh*r ™5 + W2l|ull 2, m2o) + len sl ) (Z HEay) -
=1

The third term in (7.3) is estimated by

q
a1 . . 1/2
S Emioleh )| < Cle sy (3 el
i i=1
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Summarizing we have shown

<Z lej 21172 ) < Cllep 2oy + CTa’*llenr |2 (1, Dy

_1
+ Ol (Cr(u)r®™ % + 0yl g, 2oy + el 2, 20y )-

Taking Lemma 6.3 into account gives

q

Cra Y leil3aimy CrnZHe i
1=1

Crallef 32(p) + cTnueh,TuLgUnw)

+Ch'r,, (CI(U)QTzq_l + HatuH%mn,m(D)) + HUH%Q(I,L,HQ(D)))'

IN

”eh,TH%?(InxD)

IN

Hence, taking 7 sufficiently small yields the claim. O
The result of the previous lemma is now used to show global estimates for the error ey, ,.

Lemma 7.2. Under the assumptions (A1)-(A8) there are constants C,19,hg > 0 such that for
all 0 <7 <71, and 0 < h < hg there hold

len e 2y < Ch? (Crlw) 77 + Jullpoe (1720 + 100l oo 1,120 )

where Cr(u) is defined as in Lemma 6.7.

Proof. Testing the error equation (7.2) with ¢ = eZ’i, summing over ¢ = 1,...,q and taking real
part gives analogously to (6.11):
1
1 2
S By = 3 ek 22y = Re 3" miepd i)
1j=0
. == (7.6)
= Re szz‘j(Phﬂ?] — a7 ety — BIm Z/ ni(f(r) = f(Up,q), et de.
i=1 j=0

(cl( VW79 %  Ch2||0pul| 21, 12 ><TnZH€ IILQ(D)

< Cr(u)*p* 721~ + CWY|BpullT2 1, 2oy + Cllenslliz 1, xp)

with Cr(u) from Lemma 6.7 and

q
5y /I bai(F(ir) — f(@n ), €t dt
=1 n
1/2
< (Crwh*e® + CRullya(r, mr2)) + Cllens 21, xm)) (Tnz leilam))
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< CI(U)2h47'2q + Ch4”uH%2(In,H2(”D)) + CHeh,T”%Q(InxD)'
Hence (7.6) implies with the local error estimate from Lemma 7.1
||6n+1HL2 < ||6hTHL2 +C||6hTHL2 (InxD)
+Cn! <CI(U)272q_1 +lulZer, 2 epy) + HatuH%z(zn,H?(D))>
< (1 +Cm)len 2y + Ch* (CI(U)szqfl + HuH%mn,m(D)) + Hatu”%mn,m(p)))-

This recursion yields

n—1

b+ l32p) < ChY(1+Cr)" Z( Pt ul e, oy + 1083, ooy )

m=

< Chte" <CI(U)272q_2 + ”UH%2(I,H2(D)) + HatUH%m,H?(D)))-

So by Lemma 6.3, Lemma 7.1 and the inverse estimate |[v||po(s,) < CT;1/2HUHL2(]”) for v €
P4(I,,) we now obtain

el oo (. r2my) < O P llensll 2 (r, xpy
< Cllej Ny + CH (Cr(w)r + Julla(r, sy + 100l 21, 120
< CR2(Crw)r ™+ lull o ar2oy + 100l e 2y )
which yields the claim by taking the maximum over n =0,..., N — 1. U
Finally we can prove our main result.

Proof of Theorem 3.3. We prove the uniform L>°(D)-bound for the truncated approximation p, ..
In particular, we show

||ah77‘|L°°(I><D) < M. (77)

Then by Lemma 5.1 the truncated approximation y, . also solves (3.1), i.e. @y, = up -, which
then proves the assertion. In order to show (7.7), we bound the error u — iy, by three terms:

|w = tp 7|l oo (rxp) < U = Grl|poo(rxp) + U7 — Priir || oo (1xp) + ll€n,r |l Loo (1xD)-

Lemma 6.9 shows for the first term the estimate

[t = tir[| oo (rxp) < Cr(u)7?

The second term is bounded due to (A7), (A8) and Lemma 6.9 by

[tr — Phitr|| Lo (1x D) < Coolllir|| oo (1,52()) < Coolltill oo (1,72(D)) + Cooll — s || oo (1,52 (D))
< Coollull oo (1,52(p)) + Cr(u)7?

Using the inverse inequality (A6) we obtain with Lemma 7.2
_4d
lenrllLoe(1xpy < Ch™2|len || Lo (1,02(D))
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_d _
< Cn25 (Cr ()™ + o 2oy + 100l o r 2o )
This yields the bound

G, || oo (1xD) < [wllpoo (1xp)y + [U = Tnr |l Lo (1xD)
< lullpoo (1x Dy + Csolltull oo (1,72 (DY) + 2C1 (u) T4

d

+ Ch?™ 32 <C[(U)Tq_1 + HuHLoo(L]p(D)) + HatuHLoo(LHQ(D)))
< ||uHL°°(I><’D) + CooHu||L°O([7H2(D)) +1=M

if d < 3 and for sufficiently small 7 and h. Hence (7.7) holds and the assertion is proved. O

We close this section with a uniqueness result for the fully-discrete approximation satisfying (3.1).
In particular, a numerical solution satisfying the uniform bound from Theorem 3.3 is unique. More
precise, the family of solutions wuy , for 0 < 7 < 79, 0 < h < hg satisfying the uniform bound
from Theorem 3.3 is unique and any other family of solutions of (3.1) must blowup on I w.r.t.
the L>°(D)-norm as 7 — 0. This is the result of the following lemma and its proof is given in the
appendix.

Lemma 7.3. Let the assumptions (A1)-(A7) be fulfilled and ug € H(D). Then for every My > 0
there is 79 > 0 such that the following statement holds true: If ui,us € V; are two bounded
solutions of the fully-discrete problem (3.1) for some 0 < 7 < 79, so that |[u;||pee(1xp) < Mo,
1 =1,2, then u; = uo.

8 Numerical experiments

This section is devoted to numerical experiments illustrating the performance of the presented
c¢G(q)-methods for the time discretization in the case of the rotating GPE for d = 2. In the exper-
iments the cG(q)-method is combined with a standard P!-Lagrange finite element discretization
in space. We investigate the convergence behavior w.r.t. the time discretization and its approx-
imation quality over larger time scales. This is done by simulating the dynamics of a rotating
BEC in a particular model with an anisotropic trapping potential. More precise, we consider the
GPE

10w = —Au—QLu+ Vu+ flu*u, Q=16 and £ =200, (8.1)

on a square D = (—R, R)? with radius R > 0 and for times ¢ € [0,7]. We assume that the
condensate is trapped in an anisotropic potential given by

V(x) = (72)* + (y)> 72 =09, =1L (8.2)

For the initial value at ¢ = 0 we choose the ground sate with a center vortex that minimizes the
energy Eo(u) = % [ |Vul> — QuL.u+ Volu> + §|u|4 dx with an isotropic quadratic trapping
potential Vp(x) = 22 + 32, Due to the angular velocity of the condensate and its behavior as a
superfluid the ground state develops quantized vortices (density singularities). Loosely speaking,
the probability of finding a particle of the condensate at the center of the vortex (almost) vanishes.
The vortices are depicted in Figure 8.2 and we exemplarily refer to [2, 12, 25| for more details
on this phenomena. In all our experiments the ground state is computed using a generalized
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inverse iteration as e.g. formulated in [10, 33]. On the computational domain D = (—R, R)? we
choose a uniform triangulation consisting of 2N ,f rectangular triangles, where Nj, € N. The space
S}, is defined to be the space of H'-conforming P'-Lagrange finite elements associated with the
triangulation. Hence S, consists of (N, — 1)? degrees of freedom and with h = 2R/N},, what we
refer to as the mesh size. Hence, our assumptions (A5)-(A7) are satisfied (cf. [17]). For the time
discretization we use the presented c¢G(q)-methods with equidistant time steps of size 7 > 0. The
nonlinear equations in each time step are solved using a fixed point iteration with a tolerance of
magnitude epp > 0 as described in the end of section 4.

1072 -

-

104 F

< ultn) = un () o)

max
0,..

107 107

Figure 8.1: Errors of the ¢G(g)-methods applied to the rotating GPE (8.1), (8.2) on the domain
D = (—20,20)? with T = 0.1, spatial mesh size h = 40/128, time step sizes 7 = T/2%, i =3,...,7
and ¢q € {1,2,3}.

In our first numerical experiment we investigate the convergence of the ¢cG(g)-method w.r.t. time
for the cases ¢ = 1,2, 3 and on short time scales for clear experimental convergence rates. For that
purpose we fix R = 20, T'= 0.1, h = 40/128 and solve the problem (8.1), (8.2) with time step sizes
T=1T/2" i=3,...,7 for the three cases ¢ = 1,2,3. Within the experiments the nonlinear equa-
tions in each time step are solved with a fixed point iteration up to a precision of epp = 107!2 so
that it does not effect the convergence results. As a reference solution we choose the result of the
cG(3)-method with a fine time step size 7 = T/2!° and we calculate the error w.r.t. L?(D) at the
temporal nodes t,,. The results are shown in Figure 8.1 and, as expected, we observe convergence
towards the (reference) solution of the problem (8.1), (8.2). In particular, we obtain numerically
the superconvergence of order 2¢ of the cG(g)-method. Although a corresponding result has not
yet been proved in the general setting of the rotating GPE (i.e. V # 0 and  # 0) this gives
strong evidence that the superconvergence also holds true in that case. In particular, this points
out the advantage of the ¢cG(g)-methods which can reach (at least theoretically) arbitrary high
order in time and therefore allows for improvements in the time stepping compared to standard
energy-preserving time integrators such as the Crank-Nicolson scheme which is only convergent
of order 2.

In the second experiment we solve again the time-dependent GPE problem (8.1), (8.2) on a larger
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time scale with T = 50, but on a smaller spatial domain D = (—10,10)? (i.e. R = 10) to keep
the computations feasible. In this experiment, we want to track the longtime dynamics of the
solution describing the evolution of a BEC. From the physical point of view, such a setting models
a BEC with a constant angular momentum around the z-axis that is proportional to the angular
velocity €2 and which is initially prepared as a ground state within an isotropic potential. Then
at t = 0 a switch is turned on which changes the trapping potential from the isotropic to the
anisotropic potential given by V. Due to the angular momentum and the change of the trapping
potential the BEC is expected to show dynamics within the domain since the system is slightly
perturbed w.r.t. the trapping potential. In particular, we expect that the BEC is deformed
and the vortices move around in an unpredictable manner. This interpretation of course also ap-
plies to our first experiment, but this time we have stronger dynamics due to the larger time scale.

Figure 8.2: Absolute value of the numerical solution |u| of the ¢G(3)-method applied to the
rotating GPE (8.1), (8.2) on the domain D = (—10,10)? with 7" = 50, spatial mesh size h =
20/256, and time step size 7 = 0.5.

For the numerical computation the spatial discretization parameter is selected as h = 20/256
which results in 65025 degrees of freedom for the space S}, of P!-Lagrange finite elements on the
uniform triangulation. The time stepping is executed with the uniform time step size 7 = 0.05
and in each time step the system of nonlinear equations is solved with the fixed point iteration
up to a precision of epp = 1075.

Figure 8.2 shows the numerical result at time instances ¢ = 0,10, 20, 30,40, 50. Indeed, the ex-
pected dynamics of the condensate are reproduced by the numerical approximation. The essential
observation is that the condensate can be tracked in a stable manner by the numerical scheme.
This traces to the energy conservation of the ¢cG(q)-method since non-conserving time integrators
are expected to lose the condensate after a certain period of time; see [31]. In the dynamics of the
simulated BEC we can observe that after the trapping potential is perturbed the vortices within
the BEC start to move since the initial ground state is not an equilibrium for the perturbed
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system. Some of the vortices leave the center part of the BEC and other are coming inside from
the region of nearly zero density. Due to the rotation of the BEC a turbulent dynamic can be
obtained at the transition region from high density to nearly zero density of the condensate.
Summarizing, the ¢G(q)-methods presented in this work form a successful high order and energy-
conserving time integrator for the GPE. In particular, the numerical experiments show successful
approximations of the time evolution of BECs.

Acknowledgements. The authors would like to thank the anonymous reviewers for their in-
sightful comments that helped to improve the paper.
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Proof of a priori error estimates and uniqueness

In the first part of the appendix we complete the proof of Lemma 2.2:

Proof of Lemma 2.2. 1t is straightforward to show that (-,-)y defines a scalar product on H!(D)
and since V' and b are bounded the estimate vy < Caf[v| g1 (p) follows immediately.
Using Young’s inequality with § > 1 we have

. 1 6—1 1-6
/\(Vv—%bv)PdXZ/ \w?—yvuubvy+—ybv\2dxz/ 0= + L0 2 ax.
D D 4 p 0 4

Choosing § =1+ X with A from (A4) yields for some C7 > 0

6—1 )
2 2 2 2 2
ol > 5190y + [ (V= FBE) 0 do > Callolfy o)

Moreover,

(u,v)y = /D (Vu — $bu) - (Vv — dbv) + (V = L |p*)uv dx

:/W-Vvdx—l(/ﬁ-bvdx—/bﬂ-Vvdx)+/Vﬂvdx
D 2\Jp D D

:/W-Vvdx—/i(b-ﬁ)vdx—i—/ Vv dx
D D D
= (Hu,v).

Hence i) holds. The continuity of H is obvious and the ellipticity now follows by the first part
of the lemma. For the statement ii) we apply elliptic H?-regularity theory (cf. [28]) to the

36



Poisson problem —Au = f with homogeneous Dirichlet boundary condition, where f = Hu +
QL.u — Vu € L*(D). Then the estimate ii) follows from energy H'-bounds for u together with
[ullr2py < ClAull2(p). O

The second part of the appendix is devoted to the a priori error estimates stated in Corollary 3.4.
The estimates extend the results from [39] to the general case of the GPE with 2 # 0, V' # 0 and
d < 3. We only show the key steps to derive the L>(I, L?(D))-estimate since the L>(I, H(D))-
estimate follows the same strategy. The superconvergence is just a slight generalization to the
case d = 3 of the result in [39] and is therefore omitted. So for the L°°(I, L?(D))-error estimates
we split the error into

u—Upr =u—ILrPyu+en, e, =LPyu—ip,.
Then the estimates in (A5) and the interpolation estimate (6.6) imply for ¢t € I,
|w — Z7° Poul| oo (1, 12(p)) < 1w — Zrull poo(1,, 12(p)) + I1Z7°w — PuZy®ull poo 1,22 (D)) (L.1)
1 .
< CTIY O | oo 1, p2(my) + CR Ml oo (1, 171 (D) -
Moreover, we have by the same arguments
|u —Z7° Poull 21, xpy < lu = Tr°ull 121, x 0y + 1277w — PuZy®ull 21, x 1)

. (1.2)
< CTg+1H8g+1uHL2(In><’D) + CTé/Qh +1HUHLOO(I,L,L2(D))-

So it remains to estimate ep. As before, we introduce the notation e} := ey (t,) and eZ’i = en(ty)
forn=0,...,N—1,79=1,...,q. Then a short computation shows that e; satisfies the error
equation

me () = i ) =18 [ FEEP0) — F (i), )
(1.3)

= (A™ —iB™ — C™ ) —if ’ i (f(Z2°Ppu) — f(u), ) dt

forally € Sp,i=1,...,qand n=0,..., N — 1 where
Zw;‘}e’m (th2 ) ulthe;) / 0, sudt,
ZwLO (b1 Hu(ty;) — / CniHudt
I,

ot = Cri(tns1)(uw — Pru)(tns) Z w,LL"jf;L ; tLO (u — Phu)(t;"’j) — Ly i(tn) (u — Pyu)(ty).

We have the following estimates.

Lemma A.1. Let the assumptions (A1)-(A8) be fulfilled and assume u,dyu € L (I, H1(D)).
Then there are constants C, 1y, hg > 0 such that for all0 < 71, <79, 0 < h <hg,i=1,...,q and
n=0,...,N —1 there hold

q+ 2
|A™ || 2y < C 2H<9q+ ull L2 (1, 1)
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nl +
IB™ | p2(py < O QHOqH%uIILmnxp)
IC™ | L2y < Cra 2R Opul| L2 (1, 141y -

Proof. The estimates for A™ and B™' follow the same way as in the proof of Lemma 6.5. So we
only prove the estimate for C™%. As in the proof of Lemma 7.1 we can find coefficients Bij such
that

q
i =3 By ((u — Pru)(£52) — (u — Pro) (£, Z By / (O — Padu)(t)dt.
j=1 =

Hence,
IC™ )| 2y < C/ [0u — PyOyul|r2(py dt < Chrﬂ/ [Opul| grr+1(py dt
I, In

< CTé/zhr—‘_lHa,guHL2(]er+1(D)).

Next we have the following local error estimate.

Lemma A.2. Let the assumptions (A1)-(A8) be fulfilled and assume u,dpu € L>®°(I, H"1(D)).
Then there are constants C, 19, hg > 0 such that for all 0 < 7, < 19, 0 < h < hy and n =
0,...,N —1 there hold

lenll72(r, xpy < CrallenlZo(py + Taén
where

+1 +2 +1
En = CTrzzq+2<Hag UH%%IMD) + 9/ UH%%IMD) + 9/ %UH%%I,LX’D))

+ Ch2r+2 (HatuH%Q(ln,Hr'H(D)) + T’I’LHUH%OO(In,HT‘Fl(D))) .

Proof. Similarly, as in the proof of Lemma 6.6 we introduce eh’] = (st)_%eZ’j, j=1,...,q
Then testing in (1.3) with ¢ = (s§%)~ el summing over ¢ = 1,...,q and taking real parts

yields in view of Lemma 5.3

q
QZHG HL2 ) < Re Z my; (e}, 7eh )
i=1

1,j=1

q .
- _ImﬁZ/ (s$%) 2y i (F(T2Pyu) — fliin,), el) dt
1=0 In
q ) |
+Impy, / (s§") " 2 i (f(Tx°Pru) — f(u),e;,) dt
=0 In

q
+ Re Z(S?L)*%(An,i _iB™t _ Cn,i’ ez,z)
=0
q

—Re > (s)” 2ol (tn) (e}, €]0).

=0

Estimating the terms on the right hand side using Lemma 5.1 and Lemma A.1 and following the
same strategy as in the proof of Lemma 6.6 yields the claim. U
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Now we are in the position to prove the a priori error estimates w.r.t. L?(D) stated in Corollary
3.4.

Proof of Corollary 3.4 (L*(D)-estimates). We test the error equation (1.3) with weZ’i, sum over
1=1,...,q and take real parts to obtain

1 1 4. 1 o
_||BZ+1H%2 D) _He;;”%? D) — Re mij(BZ’],eZ’z)
2 D) 9 (D)

=1 j=0

q .
— —/8 Im Z/ Em(f(ITLOPhu) — f(ﬁhﬂ—), GZ’Z) dt
i=1"1In

q
+ B1Im Z/ Uni(f(ZE°Pyu) — f(u),ep") dt
i=171In
q . . . .
+ Re Z:(A”’Z —iB™ — O™ ep").
i=1

Similarly, as in the proof of Lemma 6.7 we estimate the terms on the right hand side using Lemma
5.1 by

q
BIm Cni(f(ZEPyu) — f (i), ) dt| < Cllenll? 21, xp
. (InxD)
i=1"4n

and with (1.2) by

q
5103 [ i F@ P ~ ()65
=1 n
) CTqurzHagHUH%Q(I"XD) + CTnh2r+2Hu”%‘x’(ln,Hr-H('D)) + CHGhH%z(InxD)
< &+ Cllenll 2z, )

The last term is estimated using Lemma A.1 by
q . . . .
‘Re Z(Anﬂ — iBnﬂ — Cnyl’ ezﬂ) S En + CHehH%Q(InXD)
i=1
With Lemma A.2 we therefore obtain the recursion

ler ™ 122y < lerllZa) + Cllenlzz,xp) +En < (1 + Cra)llerl 72y + (1 + Cro)én

which yields

n—1 n—1
sy < (14O 3 6 < 01 3 6
m=0 m=0

Thus, we have

n
HehH%Q(InXD) < CTnHeZH%ﬂ(”D) +77En < Cry Z Em.

m=0
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Now the inverse inequality |[v[|zec(s,) < CTn_l/ZHUHL2(]n) for v € PI(I,) implies for all n =
0,....,N—1

3 L 1/2
lenlze .20y < O llenllizuemy < €Y Em)
m=0

< O (107 ull 2 ey + 107 ull 2 (repy + 107 el 21 xp))

+ Chr+1(HatuHLQ(I’Hr‘Fl(’D)) + ||uHLoo([,Hr+1(D))).

Finally, thanks to Theorem 3.3 we have uj, » = 1y, > and we obtain

| = unrll oo (r,22(0)) < lu = T2 Prull poo 1,020y + llenll oo (1,2(0))
< CTq+1(”ag+1uHL°°(I><D) + Hathr2u”L°°(I><D) + HathrlHu”Loo(IxD))
+ CR™ 1 (10pull 21, prr+1 () + 1l oo (1,171 (D))
< C(u)(r? + .

O

Finally we give the proof of the uniqueness for the fully-discrete approximation satisfying (3.1)
which is stated in Lemma 7.3.

Proof of Lemma 7.3. We note that the assertion of Lemma 5.1 still holds true for sufficiently large
C' > 0 when dropping the assumption (A8) and replacing M by My (cf. [38, Lemma 4.1]). Thus
we can choose the cutoff function f in (5.1) such that the assertions in Lemma 5.1 are satisfied
with M = My and such that uy,us solve (5.1). Let e := u; — ug and e” := e(ty,), €™ := e(tﬁ}l-)

forn=0,...,N—1andi=1,...,q. Then we have e’ = 0 and e satisfies
q . .
S i (€9, ) — im0y =18 [ i (f(w1) = Fluz), )t (L4)
=0 In
forallyp € Sy andi=1,...,gandn =0,..., N —1. Now testing in (1.4) with ¢ = €™, summing
over 1 = 1,...,q, and taking real part gives with the same arguments as in the previous sections
1 1 72 o
§||€n+1‘|%2(p) . §Hen”%2(p) — Re Z Zmij(en,]’ ™)
i=1 j=0

< ‘5;/In Cn,i(f(u1) — f(uz%en’i)dt‘

q
<O If(ur) = fu2)llpzp)dt <Z Hen’iHm(D))

In i=1

12 , 2 i 1/2
<crl( [ NelBamydt) " (31 o)) < CllelBagr oy
n =1

(1.5)
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Defining €™/ = (st)fée"’j, j=1,...,q and testing in (1.4) with ¢ = (st)féenvi, summing over
1 =1,...,q and taking real parts gives with similar arguments as in the previous sections

q q
Re Y my;(e",e™) < ‘ﬁ S (ser)z
=1

ij=1

q
b ) = Flu) ) e + | S mn(e”. )
i=1

In

1/2 n ! n,i||2 1/2

< O Pllel eqr,wmy + lellzay) (D 6™ 2 ) -
=1

With Lemma 5.3 we therefore have shown for some a > 0

q
‘ 2
OCZ ”en’z”%%p) < CTnHGH%mnxD) + CHen”L2(D)-
=0
Hence Lemma 6.3 now implies
q q
‘ i 2
”eH%Q(InxD) <Cm Z Hen’Z”%%D) < CTnZ Hen’ZH%m)) < CTr%HeH%Q(InX”D) + Cralle®|[72(p)-
=0 =0
So for 7y sufficiently small we have ||6H%2(Inx,D) < CTnHenH%Q(D) and (1.4) implies
e |F2py < L+ O[22y < (1+Cr)" 7 2(p) = 0

foralln=20,...,N — 1. U
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