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Rigorous FEM for 1D Burgers equation
Piotr Kalita and Piotr Zgliczynski

ABSTRACT. We propose a method to integrate dissipative PDEs rigorously forward in time with the use of Finite
Element Method (FEM). The technique is based on the Galerkin projection on the FEM space and estimates
on the residual terms. The proposed approach is illustrated on a periodically forced one-dimensional Burgers
equation with Dirichlet conditions. For two particular choices of the forcing we prove the existence of the
periodic globally attracting trajectory and give precise bounds on its shape.
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In the study of evolutionary partial differential equations (PDEs) purely analytical methods often appear
insufficient to gain full understanding of the behaviour of solutions. While, typically, they allow us to obtain
well-posedness, and, in dissipative situations, existence and some basic properties of the global attractor,
the precise description of the dynamics on the attractor is often out of reach with such tools [33,36]. On
the other hand with the present day computers a lot of interesting PDEs can be numerically investigated
and quite often on the heuristic level the dynamics of such systems can be well understood. This however
does not constitute a mathematical proof and there are situations when the numerical simulations can be
misleading. Our goal in this paper is to take a FEM discretization method and to build rigorous numerics
around it. By rigorous integration of dissipative PDE we understand an algorithm which produces a set
which is guaranteed to contain all solutions of a given problem originating from any initial data in a given

1



2 PIOTR KALITA AND PIOTR ZGLICZYNSKI

set. We want these bounds to be of sufficient quality to satisfy assumptions of some abstract theorem which
gives us the existence of some interesting dynamical object - in the present paper it is a periodic orbit.

The task of designing algorithms for rigourous numerics for evolution in time of parabolic PDEs is
not new. For problems with periodic boundary conditions it was realized (using the Fourier basis) with
considerable success,

o for the Kuramoto—Shivashinsky equation on the line where the periodic [1, 22, 41,42] and, more
recently chaotic [38] solutions were verified,

o for the Burgers equation where periodic orbit attracting all solutions was shown [8],

e for the one-dimensional Ohta—Kawasaki model in [7] some heteroclinic orbits between some fixed
points has been proven to exist.

The main point in our paper is the use of FEM basis for the algorithm. This choice is motivated by the
wide applicability of FEM in numerical solving of PDEs for general boundary condition. Before we outline
our FEM-based approach let us highlight first some properties of the Fourier basis, which were crucial in
works [1,7,8,22,38,41,42]

e linear differential operators with constant coefficients considered there are diagonal in the Fourier
basis,

e product of two functions from the Fourier basis is a function which is an element of the same
Fourier basis.

With these properties the nonlinear terms can be easily expressed and estimated via convolutions. The
diagonality of the leading differential operator greatly helps with getting a priori bounds for short time
intervals. These properties make it possible to design an algorithm for rigorous integration of dissipative
PDEs with periodic boundary conditions, using the method of self-consistent bounds developed in [22,42].
In this approach it is possible to obtain rigorous bounds on trajectories for all sufficiently high-dimensional
Galerkin projections and then after passing to the limit one gets rigorous bounds for the solutions of the PDE
under consideration.

In the present paper as an object to study we chose one dimensional problem governed by the following
Burgers equation with Dirichlet boundary conditions

(1.1 Ut — Ugy + UUg :f(.%‘,t) for (x7t) € (Oa 1) X (t0,00),
(1.2) u(0,t) = u(1,t) = 0.

We use the simplest FEM basis of first order Lagrange elements (intervals). We treat this example as a toy
model, which contains probably all difficulties coming from the choice of a quite arbitrary basis, hence the
experience gained studying it should be transferable to other equations and boundary conditions. Observe
that in the FEM basis none of the above listed properties of the Fourier basis are satisfied, moreover some
additional problems arise due the following issue

o functions in the FEM space are typically not smooth, while solutions of the PDE, depending on
the regularity of forcing term f, are smooth as functions of the space variable.

We demonstrate the correctness of our approach by showing that for problem (1.1)—(1.2) for two particular
choices of periodic in time f there exists the periodic solution « in some neighborhood of numerical solution
found by the standard, nonrigorous, FEM. Let us stress that problem (1.1)—(1.2) with periodic forcing very
likely can be treated using the Fourier basis (i.e. the sine Fourier series) and the technique developed in [8],
but the result on attracting periodic solution of (1.1)—(1.2) is not the main goal of the paper. The goal is to
outline a FEM-based method for rigorous integration of dissipative PDEs.

One time step of length A > 0 of our method consists of the following two stages.
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STAGE 1 Given a set N of initial conditions taken at time tq, which is bounded, closed, and convex in H*,
we construct the set W, such that N C W, W is the bounded, closed, and convex set in H*, such
that all solutions starting from N are defined for ¢ € [to, to + h] and are contained in .

The value of s is dictated by the need to estimate the projection error of the Laplacian operator in
the FEM-basis. To this end, we need s = 4 for Burgers equation and Lagrange elements, while
for other differential operators and more regular FEM bases s might be bigger.

Effective realization of this part of the algorithm depends on the particular equation. In the case
of the Burgers equation global in time a priori bounds based on the energy estimates (and their
local in time versions) are used in our work. These derivations are standard, but we propose
several interesting tricks to make the bounds as small as possible, their derivation is presented in
Appendix B.

STAGE 2 We reduce in appropriate way the original PDE to the finite dimensional problem governed by a
system of ODEs. The infinite dimensional residual term appears in the reduced problem so we
need to estimate it by the size of the mesh with the use of the a priori estimates, 11/, obtained in
the first stage. This was the reason we needed the bounds up to the order s. With these estimates
the problem is reduced to the Ordinary Differential Inclusion. The resultant inclusion is solved
rigorously using the algorithm from [18] implemented in CAPD library for rigorous numerics.

For the purpose of the proof of the periodic solution existence, we verify if the set obtained after the period
of integration is the subset of the set of initial data. Since this is the case, by the Schauder theorem for
the mapping of the forward in time translation by the period, we obtain the periodic solution existence.
Obtained periodic orbit is stable which makes it possible to prove its existence by the Schauder theorem.
Proposed rigorous integration procedure can be used to construct periodic solutions which have finite number
of unstable directions if the Schauder theorem is replaced with different topological tools, such as covering
relations, which make it possible to deal with expanding variables. Such technique was already successfully
used with the Fourier basis in [38,42].

As the reader familiar with our previous work [22,41,42] might notice, the basic scheme of one step of
the method is the same as in the periodic boundary conditions case. Let us highlight the differences.

e In STAGE 1

: In the periodic case, due to the isolation property we were able to obtain the bounds for each
Fourier coefficient. This can be easily automatized and a general enclosure algorithm can be
given. This is accomplished by some standard ODE-type reasonings.

: In the FEM-case, we work with various Sobolev norms, very much in the spirit of the modern
theory of PDEs [33,36]. This part of the algorithm relies on various tricks and is technically
much more involved than in the periodic case.

e In STAGE 2

: In the periodic case, it is straightforward to obtain the ordinary differential inclusion.

: In the FEM-case, obtaining the ordinary differential inclusion requires that our a-priori bounds
W from STAGE 1 are in H° for s sufficiently large. This allows us treat the error contributions
coming from the Laplacian and various nonlinear terms.

We note that due to H® space regularity of the solution, in order for proposed techniques to work, we
need certain smoothness of f with respect to the space variable. This smoothness, which is inevitable in our
approach, is higher than it is typically needed for error estimates of FEM.

The computation times for the simple problem (1.1)—(1.2) are rather long (around 1 hr). This is mainly
due to the fact that we used the first order FEM-elements. There is no doubt that using a higher order FEM
will greatly improve the performace, but this requires local-in-time a-priori estimates in H® for s > 4. In
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our paper we developed such estimates by hand for s = 1,...,4, for each s separately. It will be good to
have an algorithm, which will do it for us for any s > 0.

We stress that for considered problem (1.1)—(1.2) one can very likely provide the computer assisted
proof of existence of the periodic orbit using the sine Fourier basis, which would avoid some difficulties we
cope with. However, in contrast to the Fourier approach, our approach, in principle, can be generalized to
problems with multiple space dimensions for some class of space domains, where the construction of FEM
basis is relatively simple. Since a priori estimates depend on the results such as the Sobolev embedding
theorem or interpolation inequalities, which are dimension dependent, we would need to derive different
estimates to deal with multidimensional problems, however, our algorithm of rigorous integration forward
in time would stay the same. We remark that, as we work with smooth solutions, we would either need the
appropriate smoothness of the space domain boundary or employ some additional techniques to deal with
nonsmooth domains. Since the computation time of our computer-assisted proof is quite large (around 1 hr),
to deal even with 2D domains we would need to optimize the code, and here it seems particularly promising
to use higher order elements. This is the goal of our further work.

Other known approaches to rigorous numerics for PDEs. There is an approach called functional analytic
as opposed to our, which can be termed topological or geometric.

It is based on the Newton method and some fixed point theorem, the problem under consideration is
written as

(1.3) F(u) =0,

where F : X — Y is a mapping between Banach spaces X and Y. The map F' and spaces X,Y encode
the boundary conditions and when looking for periodic orbits also periodic boundary conditions in time
direction.

The method has been used successfully to verify the solutions for elliptic (using FEM or Fourier basis)
[10,11,13,19,20,29] and parabolic [21,23-26,35] PDEs (but this mainly for periodic boundary conditions).
The up to date information about these techniques can be found in the recent monograph [27]. The approach
for the parabolic case presented there relies on the inversion of the space time differential operator of the
problem. The technique can be used to identify the invariant objects belonging to the global attractor [4,9,
12]. In particular it has been used recently to verify the existence of time periodic solution for the Taylor—
Green problem for the 2D incompressible Navier—Stokes equations [2], where the rigorous calculations
using the Fourier basis have been realized.

The plan of the article. We conclude the introduction with the brief presentation of the scheme of the paper:
in Section 2 the problem is defined and some of its basic properties such as the existence and uniqueness of
the weak and strong solutions, their continuous dependence on the initial data and basic energy estimates are
recalled. Section 3 is devoted to the result on the existence of trapping sets for the considered problem. Next,
Section 4 is devoted to the algorithm of reduction of the original PDE to the Ordinary Differential Inclusion,
and the algorithm of the computer assisted proof is described. Some details concerning the implementation
are presented in Section 5. Section 6 contains the theorem on periodic orbit existence and two examples
of computations. The technical mathematical part of the paper, in particular the derivation of higher order
energy estimates, which is simple but cumbersome, is contained in Appendixes A and B.

2. Burgers equation: problem setting and basic properties

In this section we provide basic facts and results concerning our model problem: the nonautonomous
Burger’s equation. As a space domain we always consider the interval 2 = (0, 1). We will use the shorthand
notation for the spaces of functions defined on the interval €2, for example we will write simply L? in place
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of L*(Q), Hj in place of H(€2) and so on. The norm in Hy is defined as [[uy (|12 = |[ul| 3. Scalar product

in L? will be denoted simply by (-, -) and duality pairing between the space H} and H 1, its dual, will be
denoted by (-, ) 71 my- We will also denote in a simplified way, by dropping the time variable, the spaces
of functions leading from R or its subinterval to some spaces of space dependent functions, for example
L°°(L?) will be the abbreviation for L>°(R; L?). For I C R and a Banach space X we will denote by
LY (I; X) the space of functions which belong to L?(.J; X) for any compact J C I. We stress that all
proofs of this section are standard and they use well known techniques based on the energy estimates. We
include them only for the exposition completeness. We define the initial time as ¢y € R. We are interested in
solving the problem governed by the one-dimensional Burgers equation (1.1) with the boundary condition
(1.2) and the initial condition u(tg) = ug. We will always assume that the forcing term f is defined for
every t € R.

2.1. Assumptions on f and regularity of the solution u. We define the space Y = {u € H* N H{ :
Uz € Hi}. We assume that the non-autonomous forcing term has regularity f € L°°(Y) and we will
consider the solutions of the initial-value problems governed by (1.1)—(1.2) with the initial data belonging
to some subsets of Y. With this regularity of f, the corresponding solution u belongs to L>(Y') N L2(H?).
We stress that although it appears to us that the smoothness of f is inevitable in our approach, we expect
that, with some modifications, we could cope with more general situation with no boundary conditions on
f and f.., cf. Remarks 3.4 and 4.5. Key role in our argument will be played by a priori estimates in L?
norm of the solution and its space derivatives up to fourth. In this section as well as in the Appendix B we
will gradually increase the assumed conditions on smoothness of f (up to L°°(Y")) and we will present the
corresponding results, starting from the existence of the weak solution, and ending with required regularity
and a priori estimates.

2.2. Weak solution and its properties. The weak solution for the considered problem is defined as
follows

DEFINITION 2.1. The function u € L?, ([to, 00); H}) withu, € L2 ([to,o0); H~1) is a weak solution

loc loc
of the Burgers equation with the initial data u(t() = ug if the following equation holds

(2.1 (ut,v)H_1XH5+(uw,vw)+(qu,v) = (f(-,t),v) forevery v & Hy foralmostevery ¢ > to.

Note that in above definition the time derivative u, is understood in distributional sense. Moreover,
since w is continuous as the function of time with values in L2, the initial condition makes sense. The proof
of the following result is standard and it follows by the Galerkin method. It is omitted here, but the details
of the Galerkin technique for semilinear problems can be found, for example, in [33, Chapters 8 and 9] or
[36, Section III.1.1.4].

THEOREM 2.2. Suppose that f € LIQOC(LQ) and ug € L*. Then the problem given by Definition 2.1 has
a unique weak solution.

We derive the energy estimate satisfied by every weak solution of the above problem.

LEMMA 2.3. Let ug € L? and f € L? (L?) and let u be the weak solution corresponding to initial

loc
data ug taken at time ty and f. The following bounds are valid

d
22) S lu@IZ + 2% [u®)[72 < 20 f @)l w2 for almost every ¢ > to,

t t

1

(2.3) luz(s)||22 ds < [Jug||32 + ﬁ/ I £(s)|32ds forevery t>t.
to tO
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PROOF. The proof is standard. We test (2.1) by u. Note that the regularity of the weak solution guar-
antees that (u¢(t), u(t)) g—1xmp = 24 |u(t)||? for almost every ¢ > 0, cf. [39, Proposition 23.23]. From
Lemma A.5 we obtain

1d
o4 5 gllule + lual2 = (70, w).
Now, (2.2) follows by the Schwarz and Poincaré inequalities (see Lemma A.2). On the other hand, integrat-

ing (2.4), we obtain

t t
1
/ e ()72 ds < S fluoll 72 +/ 1 ($)llz2llu(s)llz2 ds forae. t > 0.
to to

From this inequality, after using the Poincaré and Cauchy inequalities we obtain

t t t
) luz (5)l172 ds < Iluoll7» +2/ 17 ()l 2 l[u(s)]l 22 ds—/ lue(s)]1Z- ds
0

<ol + | (P8 s+ w2pugozs ) s [ putoi

:Mﬂ;+7/Wﬂm@w-
T to

The proof is complete. ]

The mapping that assigns to the initial data taken at time ¢, the value of the solution at time ¢ > ¢y will
be denoted by S(t,to) : L? — L?. Clearly S(t,to) is a process, i.e. S(t,t1)S(t1,t0) = S(t, o) for every
to <t1 <t and S(to,to) =1.

2.3. Strong solution and its properties. We give the definition of the strong solution for the considered
problem.

DEFINITION 2.4. The function u € L} ([to, o0); Hy N H?) with u; € L ([to, 00); L?) is the strong
solution of the Burgers equation with the initial data u(to) = o if there holds

(2.5) Uy — Ugg + utiy = f(-,t) holdsin L? forae. t> to.

As in case of weak solutions time derivative in above definition is distributional, and the initial condi-
tions makes sense due to time continuity of the solution. The proof of the following result is standard and
we omit it here [33, 36].

THEOREM 2.5. Suppose that f € L?, (L?) and ug € H{. Then the problem given by Definition 2.4
has a unique strong solution.

It is clear that a strong solution is also a weak solution, so the process S(¢,to) applied to an element
of ug € H& defines the value of a strong solution at time ¢ if the initial data ug is taken at time ¢y3. The
following result provides the energy estimate satisfied by the strong solutions.

LEMMA 2.6. Letug € Hj and f € L}, (L?) and let u be the strong solution corresponding to ug taken
at time ty and f. Let o, B > 0 be two constants such that o + 8 < 2. The following differential inequalities
hold for a.e. t > tg

d 5/4 3/4
2.6) L el < ~2luelze (Jusells — 1761z — el el 251
@7 Dul2e + 722 — o — B)llualle < SNFEO 20 + oo 2
dt ~ 216 37
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PROOF. We multiply (2.5) by —u,,, whence we get the bound

1d
5 g ltelie + lueellZe < 1)z w22 +/ |ul[uz [tz | d.
It follows that
1d
lualZe + llusallzo < 1F()llz2llusellze + llull oo luz | 22l ue | ca-
2dt
Using Lemma A.4 we deduce that
1d 5/4 7/4
5 g ltelie + luealZe < IF Ol fueellzz + lull 2 [
We obtain (2.6).
Let a, 8 > 0 be two constants. We use Lemma A.1 with p = 8, ¢ = 8/7, ¢ = (84/7)7/® to estimate
] 35 |t | 75" and with p = g = 2, € = /@ to estimate || f(2)]| .2 ||um||L2. We get
1d o
5 glelie + luelis < o I3 + 5 laellZ + 217B7IIUIIL2 + *Ilumllizv
whence the following inequality holds
d 2 2 1 2 7 10
(2.8) i ellze + 2 = a = Blluaellze < THFOIL: + 57557 [ulza
Using the Poincaré inequality we obtain (2.7). The proof is complete. O

We pass to the proof of H} continuity of S(¢, ).

LEMMA 2.7. Let f € L? (L?) and let ty € R. If ug,v9 € Hg and u,v are two strong solutions
corresponding to ug, vg taken at tg, respectively, then

1 2 2 1t 2
llu(t) — U(f)HHg < o2 Uluollpa+llvoll )+ 25 fi 15 ()72 ds||u0 . UOHH& forevery > t.
PROOF. Let ug, vy € H{ and let u, v be strong solutions corresponding to ug, v, respectively. Denot-
ing w = u — v there holds the following equation
Wy — Wee + Uy —vv, =0 ae. t>tg,z € (0,1).

Testing this equation by —w,.,., we obtain (using uu, — Vv, = uw,; + WU;)

1d
5 dtwa”LZ + ||meL2 < (uwe, Waz)| + [(Vew, Waz)]-
Using ||w]|pe < ||wg]|| 12 it follows that
1d 9 9
3 g lwellze + llwezlze < ullzelwell 2 wesllze + lwll [[voll 2 | wez | 2
< w2 [lwz || 22 | wae || L2 + [lwe || 22 [[v2]] L2 |wee | L2
whence, as [|w|| g1 = [[wzl| L2,
1d
5 gl + weellZe < (luellez + llvallze) ol g lwes | 2.
It follows that

oy < laliZa + el el

The assertion follows by the Gronwall lemma and estimates (2.3). O
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2.4. Asymptotic behavior of solutions. We start this section from the recollection of the definition of
the eternal strong solution.

DEFINITION 2.8. The function u € C'(Hg) is called the eternal strong solution of the Burgers equation
if there exists a constant A > 0 such that ||u,(t)||L2 < A for every ¢t € R and for every t; € R the function
w restricted to [tg, 00) is the strong solution given by Definition 2.4 with the initial data u(to).

We recall the results of [17].

THEOREM 2.9. (cf. [17, Theorem 4.1]) Let f € L°°(L?). There exists a unique eternal strong solution
in the sense of Definition 2.8.

We use the notation B(L?) for nonempty and bounded subsets of L? and || B|| 2 = sup,cp ||v| 2 for
B € B(L?).

THEOREM 2.10. (cf. [17, Theorem 4.7]) Let f € L°°(L?). Let vy € B € B(L?) and let v be a weak
solution starting from the initial data vy at time to. Let u be the unique eternal solution given by Theorem
2.9. There exists a constant D = D(||B||2) > 0 (depending continuously and monotonically on || B||12)
and a constant C > 0 dependent on f but not on vy such that for every t > t, there holds

[u(t) — v(t)||z2 < D(|B]|z2)e~Ctto).

Since the right-hand side of the last estimate depends on || B|| ;2 and not on v or vg we deduce that the
estimate can be replaced with

(2.9) dist 2 (S(t, t0) B, {u(t)}) < D(||B||2)e €10,
where dist 2 is the Hausdorff semidistance defined as

disty2 (A, B) = sup inf ||a — b| 2.
istr2(A, B) ZEEJQB”“ 2

It is clear that the right-hand side of the estimate (2.9) tends to zero either as g — —oo for fixed ¢ or as
t — o0 as iy is fixed. This means that the unique eternal strong solution attracts all weak (and thus also
strong) solutions uniformly with respect to bounded sets of the initial data. We also note that if the forcing
is time-periodic, then the eternal strong solution w also has to be time-periodic with the same period.

3. Trapping sets

This section is devoted to construction of a set on which the process S(t, t) is positively invariant (i.e.
it is, in a sense, trapping as once the trajectory enters it, it can never leave it). The results of this section will
be used later when we pass to the numerical part of this article. We will later derive the error estimates of
the Galerkin projection of the solution in H} and, to this end, we will need to control up to the fourth space
derivative of the solution. Hence, the results of this chapter provide the existence of positively invariant sets
on which we control L? norms of the space derivatives of the solution up to fourth order. Note that this
requires stronger assumptions on the regularity of f.

We start from the definition of the positively invariant (trapping) set.

DEFINITION 3.1. Let X be a Banach space and let the family of maps {S(¢, ¢o) }+>+, be a process on
X. The set B C X is said to be positively invariant (trapping) if for every {5 € R and ¢ > 0 there holds
S(to +1, to)B C B.

In the following result we demonstrate the existence of a convex trapping set being a closed and bounded
subset of H*. Since the proof of this result is technical, it is postponed until Appendix B.
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Radius of trapping set Algorithm
Ry Lemma B.1
Ry Lemma B.2
Formula (B.10) and Corollary A.9
R3 Lemma B.9 (two methods)
Lemma B.10 (three methods)
Ry Lemma B.15 (two methods)
Lemma B.16 (four methods)
R Lemma B.19
Lemma B.20
Lemma B.22

TABLE 1. Methods to derive the radii R;—Rj5 of the trapping sets. We always calculate the
radii by all these methods (using the rigorous interval arithmetics) and choose the smallest
obtained value.

THEOREM 3.2. Define Y = {u € H*N H} : wu,, € H}} endowed with the norm of H*. Let
f € L>®(Y). For the process {S(t,to)}+>t, defined by weak solutions of the problem (1.1)-(1.2) there
exists a nonempty trapping set By C Y which is convex, closed and bounded in'Y. Moreover, it is possible
to find explicitly the radii Ry, Ra, R3, R4, Rs5 such that if u € By then

||'LLHL2 S Rh ||ux||L2 S RZ» ||uaza:||L2 S RSa HumzzHLQ S R47 ||umxa:x||L2 S R5~

Note that due to assumed regularity of f in above theorem one can replace weak solutions with the
strong solutions.

REMARK 3.3. The values of the radii ;-5 will be calculated using the a priori estimates of the equa-
tion and then used in the computer assisted construction of the attracting trajectory. The construction will
be based on the splitting of the whole space H{ into a finite dimensional part and its infinite dimensional
remainder which will be estimated using these radii. Then, the contribution of the remainder will be in-
corporated in a multivalued additive term thus leading to the need of the rigorous numerical solution of an
ordinary differential inclusion. From numerical reasons it will be crucial that the width of this inclusion is
as small as possible. As this width depends on R;-R5 significant technical effort is put in Appendix B to
construct the trapping set with smallest possible radii. In fact for each R; several algorithms originating
from different a priori estimates are presented in Appendix B. Then, in computational part for particular
function f we implement all algorithms and choose the smallest obtained value for each radius. For readers
convenience all algorithms are summarised in Tab.1.

REMARK 3.4. The restriction that f as well as f,, should satisfy the Dirichlet condition comes from
the fact that we need the homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions for u,, and ..., as we derive the
energy estimates for the original equation to which we apply the second and fourth space derivatives. We
avoid full generality which could be achieved by translating the second and fourth space derivatives of the
solution u by any function a(z,t) which satisfies the same boundary conditions as f. Indeed, if u solves
(1.1)—(1.2), then v = uy, solves

Uy — Vgg + 30U + W0z = foa,
and w = v + a = uy, + a is guaranteed to satisfy the homogeneous Dirichlet condition if only a = f in
points x = 0 and = 1. The function w satisfies the following equation

Wy — Wy + 3WUy + UWy = frg + At — Qzy + 30Uy + uay.
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One possible choice is a = f, provided f is smooth enough. Then the resulting problem with homogeneous
conditions has the form

Wi — Wy + 3WUy + uWy = fi + 3fu, +ufy,

but any function which satisfies the same boundary conditions as f can be used. Another possibility would
be to pick a = f(0,t)(1 — =) + f(1,t)z, which would lead us to the equation

Wy — Wae + WUy +UWy = fop + ft(oat)(l - '7;) + ft(lat)x
The argument of finding the trapping sets and local estimates leading to Theorem 3.2 can be realized for the
translated function w. Now, the trapping balls for L2 norms of w and w, will be centered at zero. This leads
to the trapping balls centered at —a and —a,, for the derivatives u,, and u,,, of the solution of the original
problem. Similar procedure can be done for w,, this time translating it by any function which satisfies
the same boundary conditions as the right-hand side of the equation for w, thus leading to the equation

with homogeneous Dirichlet conditions for w,,. In the sequel, however, to avoid technicalities, we restrict
ourselves to the situation where f(0,t) = f(1,t) = fz2(0,t) = foz(1,¢) = 0.

Theorem 3.2 provides the estimates which hold on the trapping set for any time and the radii ;1 — Rs
contained there depend on the norms of the forcing term and its space derivatives in L°°(R; L?). As the
non-autonomous term varies with time, and for some ¢ the norms of f(t) or its space derivatives can be very
small, in Appendix B we also derive local estimates, which are given in the following lemma

LEMMA 3.5. Letu € Y be such that
ull2 < Rziv [zl < R§7 uzz 2 < Ré, | vzaallzz < pr vzzzzlr2 < Rg,

with R%-RL > 0, and let t; > t;. There exist positive numbers My ™', M, Mg“, Mt Mg“, which
can be calculated explicitly, such that

IS(t to)ullze < M, ([(S(t tw)allze < M3™ (S t)u)eellze < MET,
(St ti)w)awzllz < MITE (St )W) srwe |2 < MEYY forevery t € [ti, tiy1],
and positive numbers Ry, Ry, RETY RIFY REFY which can be calculated explicitly, such that
IS tulle < BY (St tw)ellze < BT (St t) w22 < B,
(S (tig, ti)u)waa |2 < Rf;rl, 1(S(tig1, t) ) sawe L2 < Ré“.

We stress that the above lemma is valid if we set as R, Rit" and M;*! for k € {1,...,5} the global
radii Rj. The point of the above lemma is the construction, presented in Appendix B of the optimal local
radii R?jl and M, ,’:“1, which in practice are often much smaller than the corresponding radii on the trapping
set. Such localization of the estimates allows to make the width of the constructed differential inclusion
more narrow, which is crucial from the numerical point of view.

REMARK 3.6. Local bounds M} and R are derived for k = 1,...,5 based on energy inequalities
which can be derived in several possible ways, each of them leading to the different bound. For every
timestep of the simulation we calculate those values using all derived estimates and always choose the
smallest obtained bound. All energy estimates used to derived the bounds are summarized, for reader’s
convenience in Tab.2. We stress that the propagation of a priori estimates could depend only on the global
trapping radii R;, but incorporating the local in time estimates allows us to make the width of the inclusion
more narrow which is crucial for numerical reasons.
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k in the local estimate result used in the computation
k=1 inequality (B.2)
k=2 Lemma B.4
Lemma B.6
k=3 inequalities (B.27) and (B.28) (two methods)
Lemma B.14 (two methods)
k=4 Lemma B.17 (two methods)
Lemma B.18 (two methods)
k=5 Lemma B.21
Lemma B.23

TABLE 2. Methods to derive the local estimates in the time intervals and on their end-
points. Again for all time steps all estimates are calculated (using the rigorous interval
arithmetics) and always the smallest one is chosen.

4. Rigorous integration algorithm based on the Galerkin projection in FEM space

4.1. Galerkin projection of first order and its basic properties. We define V}, as the subspace of H
of the functions which are linear on intervals

v 1+1 .
<kj’k> for 26{0,7k71}

The dimension of the space Vj; is equal to £ — 1, we denote the length of the mesh interval as hy, = % We
split any v € HO1 into Pru (orthogonal projection in H& on V) and Qru = u — Pgu. Observe, that Py,
coincides with the piecewise linear interpolation operator.

There hold the following inequalities

h
@.1) |1Quull gy < —luellze  forevery w € Hy N H?,
™

h
4.2) |Quullzs < | Qrully forevery w e H.

The proof of (4.1) can be found in [34, Theorem 2.5], also c.f., [28]. The estimate (4.2) is a direct conse-
quence of the fact that the function Q5 u vanishes in the nodes of the mesh and the Poincaré inequality given
in Lemma A.2, also c.f., [34, Theorem 1.2]. Note, that, in fact (4.2) holds in subspace QkHé, ie.,

(4.3) [lu|lrz < %HUHH(% forevery u € QiHy.
With estimates (4.1) and (4.2) we deduce a very simple lemma.
LEMMA 4.1. Suppose that a function u : [t1,t2] — H? N H} is such that
ltea®)llz2 <R forevery t€ [tr,ts].
Then the following estimates hold

h
4.4) |Qru®)mp < ?kR forevery t € [ty,ta],

h2
4.5) 1Qxu(t)]| 2 < W—SR Sforevery t € [t1,ts].
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4.2. Equation satisfied by P,u. Let u be the solution of the problem (1.1)—(1.2) confined in the trap-
ping set By. Splitting u(t) = Pru(t) + Qru(t) we obtain

(Prut,v) + (Qrut, v) + ((Prett) 2, va) + ((Qrtt)a, vz) + (Peu(Prtt) s, v) + (Qrutie, v)
+ (Pou(Qru) g, v) = (f(t),v) forevery v e V.

Noting that ((Qxu)s,v;) = 0, we can rewrite this equation as

(Pkutav)+((Pku)zaUm) + (Pku(Pku)a:a'U) = (f(t)vv)
(4.6) — [(Qru, v) + (Qruug, v) + (Peu(Qru)z,v)]  forevery v e V.

The equation
(Prug, v) + (Pett)a; v2) + (Pru(Pru)z, v) = (f(t), v)

corresponds to the Galerkin scheme for the considered problem, while the expression
[(Qkutv 1}) + (Qkuum 'U) + (Pku(Qku)ma ”U)]

is the residual error which we need to estimate. Denote by {v the basis functions of Vj defined by

the relation v*(jhy,) = d;;. Then representing P*u(t) as Pu(t ) = Zlel a;(t)v(z), we will formulate a

differential inclusion satisfied by the time dependent coefficients ;. The system takes the form

k—1 k—1 k—1k—-1
Do)+ > ai®)(vh,ve) + D i)y () (v vl v) = (f(1),0)
i=1 i=1 i=1 j=1

— [(Qrut,v) + (Qruniz, v) + (Pru(Qru),,v)] forevery v e Vi.

Let us calculate the m-th equation of the system (m € {1, ..., k—1}) obtained by taking as the test function
v the m-th element of the basis

k—1 k—1 k—1k—1
Za;(t)(vlvvm)+z ra Uy +Zzaz a] U UJ m) = (f(t)vvm)
i=1 i=1 i=1 j—1

— [(Qrus, v™) + (Qrutiz, 0™) + (Peu(Qru)e, v™)]

We only provide the details of further calculations for m # 1 and m # k — 1. For a given m there will be
three i-s for which the contribution to the sums will be nonzero. Their associated formula is the following

aup (8) (0™, 0™) + a3 (1) (0T ™) A e (8 (0

v™) v™)
+am(t)(v3", v5") + - 1()(0;" L) 4 amg () (0 07
-1 k—1
+3 am(t)es ()™ +Zam L5 (™03, 0™) + 3 g (B () (0™, 0™
j=1

j=1

= e

=<f<t>7vm>—[<@kunv> (Quutz, v™) + (Pru( Qi) v™)|.
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We further elaborate three remaining sums by keeping the nonzero terms
ap, ()™, 0™) + al, Ly ()" ™) + ag, o ()T 0™)
U vt) e () (0 ) + am+1(t)(
v ™)

)( m—+1 m)
Yol o™ +am(t)am_1(t)(vmv Lo
1

? I

)t (0) (007 ™)

,UCE
+ a,
1

(V"

3
\./\_//—\

E\A
3
s
<
3
<
2=
—+
Q
3
+
\_/S\_/
)
3
s
<
3
X
“@
3

Ug, V™) + (Pru

—~

Qrut)z,v™)|.

It is clear that (v™v2", v"™) = 0. Hence, calculating all integrals in the above formula, we get

2hy, hy, hy, 2 1 1
O‘{m(t)T + a{m—l(t)g + O‘{m—s—l(t)g + am(t)hik - O‘m—l(t)hik - O‘m-ﬁ-l(t)hik
1 1 1 1
(o (0 + (Do (D)7 — 0% _(0)F + %0

= (F0,0™) = [(@uue,v™) + Qi v™) + (Pr(@utt), ™).
We can integrate by parts
(Pow(Qru)a; v™) = —(Pru)2Qru, v™) — (PruQpu, vi*),
whence the system takes the form

2hy, hi hy 2 1 1
O/m(f)7 + almq(t)@ + O/m+1(f)g + am(t)h—k - amfl(t)hflc - amﬂ(t)hflC

1 1 1 1
= am(am-1(0)5 + am(Oam (0 — a3 (07 + a2 (0

= (F(0).0™) ~ [(@eue, ™) + (QuuQutz, ™) — (PrnQuu, o).

We multiply this equation by ;- to get

12 6 6
da, (t) + a1 (t) + o, () + ﬁam(t) 7,2 Om— 1(t) = pamﬂ(t)
k k k
—ia (t)a (t)+ia OF (t)—ia2 (t)+ia2 ()
hk m m—1 hk m m+1 hk m—1 hk m+1
6

6
—(f(),v™) = i [(Qrue, v™) — (QruQrus, v™) + (PruQru, vy")],
form € {2,...,k — 2}. Together with the equations for m = 1 and m = k — 1 (not given here, they are
derived analogously) the system can be rewritten in the matrix form as

6 _
Mo’ = Sa+ N(a)+ F(t) + h—k((Qkquugg — Qrug,v"™) — (Pkquu,v;”))f”:ll,

where F(t) = (F,,,(t))"~, is given by F,,,(t) = h%(fum, f(t)), M is the mass matrix (which multiplies all
terms with time derivatives of «), S is the stiffness matrix (which constitutes the linear term multiplying «),
and N is the expression coming from the quadratic terms. We multiply this equation by M ~*. Then

o = M~'Sa+ M 'N(a)+ M F(t) + M~ ((Qkquuz Qrue, v™) — (PruQru, v)))h !

m=1"
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Now let B be a nonsingular square matrix and introduce the new variables 3 given by « = Bf. Then B is
the change of basis matrix. In new variables the equation takes the form

B'(t)=B M *SBA(t)+ BT'M~'N(BB(t)) + B-*M ' F(t)

1,,-16 m myyk—
+B7'M 1hfk((Qku(t)wa(t) = Qrug(1),v"™) — (Pyu(t)Qru(t), vi") )y
The matrix B is found in such a way that the matrix B~ M ~1SB is close to diagonal. Now if we denote
the coefficients of the matrix B~ M ~! by ¢;,,, for i,m € {1,...,k — 1}, and we denote
k-1
4.7) w'(z) = Z amv™ (),
m=1

then the above equation is equivalent to
B'(t)=B M 'SBA(t)+ B"*M'N(BB(t)) + B"*M~*F(t)

6
+ g, (Qru(t)@rua(t) - Quur(t),w') — (Pru(t)Quu(t), wy))i
We will solve the differential inclusion
(4.8) B(t) € BT'M~'SBA(t)+ B"*M'N(BB(t)) + B-'M~'F(t) + G(1),
where G : R — (28)*=1 and G(t) = (Gy(t))}=,! with G;(¢) being a subset (actually an interval) in R, such
that
6
(4.9) W (Qru(t)Qrus(t) — Qrue(t),w') — (Peu(t)Qru(t), wl)) € Gi(t) for 1=1,....k—1.

4.3. A numerical algorithm. We divide the interval [to, to + 7] into subintervals
to<t1 <...<t,=tg+T.
In our algorithm we construct a sequence of sets D;
Dy ={ve H*NH} : u., € Hy,
lolle < By vallze < Ry losallie < R vasellzs < R lvawasllze < RE, Poo € Pi3,
P,i C Vi is nonempty, closed, convex and bounded

such that u(t;) € D; fori = 0,1,...,n. In each step of the algorithm we propagate D; forward in time
through the process S(t; 1, ;) governing the strong solutions given by Definition 2.4.

Before we present the algorithm, we prove the lemma, which allows us to improve the estimates on
the L? norms of the function and its first derivative basing on the information that the projection belongs to
some given set S.

LEMMA 4.2. Let N,,, > 0form € {1,...,5} and let S C Vj. Let the set D be given by
D={ve H* NH} : uy, € H},
[vllzz < Ni, ||vzlle < Noyllveallzz < N, [[Veaellre < Na, [[Vazaz |2 < N5, Prv € S}
Define

Nyh2
(4.10) N, = min{Nl,?’Q’“rsupllvle},
7T veS

Nshy,

™

@11 N, = min{Nz, +sup||vz||L2}-
vES
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Then
D={ve H*NH} : u,, € H},
vz < N1, lJvallrz < Na, vazllnz < Na, [vewe |22 < Na, |Vzzee |2 < N5, Pro € S}
PROOF. Denote
Dy ={ve H*NH} : u.. € Hy,
lvllre < N1, lvgllze < Ny [[vazlle < Na, [|Vezzllzz < Nay [|Vzzazl|z2 < Ns, Pro € S}

Itis clear that Dy C D. Let w € D. Then from (4.1) and (4.2) we deduce that

h? I
(4.12) Qrw| Lz < ;’;st, (Qrw)allz2 < — Vs,
hence

h2
(4.13) lwllze < [Pewllze +[|Qkwllze < supllvfze + —5 N,
ve
hy
(4.14) lwellze < |(Psw)ellz + [(@kw)ellze < supllox]zz + = Ns,
ve

which proves that w € D; and the proof is complete. |

We pass to the presentation of our algorithm.

(1) Initialization. Choose Dy, so that it contains our initial condition. Refine the radii R,? and R9
using Lemma 4.2.
(il) Fori =0,...,n — 1 repeat steps (iii)—(v).
(iii) Computation of local integral bounds on interval [t;,t;1+1]. From the local a priori estimates of
Lemma 3.5 find constants M ,i“ such that for every solution u defined on interval [t;,t; 1] with
the initial data u(t;) = u; such that u; € D; there holds

(4.15) lu()|[ 2 < MY ue(®)ll e < My Juge (8)]| 22 < Mg [[ugen (8)] 2 < MG
(4.16) tawan ()|l < MITH

Mi+1hk Mi+1h2
4.17) 1Qru(t) g < 3T 1Qru(t)||z2 < % for t € [t tiy1]-

Use these estimates to find the multifunction G on the interval [¢;,¢;,1]. The details of the calcu-
lation of G is given in Subsection 4.4.

(iv) Solving differential inclusion. Solve rigorously numerically the inclusion (4.8) using the initial
data in P,i and the multivalued term, G(t), calculated in step (iii). The solution of the inclusion
gives the set P,i“ C Vj, which contains the projections on V}, of values at ¢; 4 of all trajectories
such that u(t;) € D;.

(v) Calculation of bounds at t;,. From the local a priori estimates of Lemma 3.5 find constants szrl,
RETY REFL RIT and RL™ such that for every solution with u(t;) € D; there holds

u(tiv)llz < R JJug(tia) |2 < RS [Juan (tign) || 2 < RS,
Huzwz(tiJrl)HL? S Rf1+17 ||uxa:wz<ti+1)||L2 S R?rl-

Refine the radii R{*" and R5™! using Lemma 4.2. Obtained radii Rj™-RL™ together with the set
P,i"“ from step (iv) define the set D; ;.
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REMARK 4.3. In our proofs of the existence of the periodic orbit we initialize Dy by taking the global
radii from Theorem 3.2, i.e. RY, = R,,, form € {1,...,5} and for P{ we take some neighborhood of the
numerically found periodic point. This choice guarantees us that for every ¢ > to and every w € S(¢,t9)Dg
there hold the bounds

||wHL2 < Rla ||U-)1HL2 < R27 szzHLZ < RBv ”wxzmHL? < R47 ||wmxa:m||L2 < R5~

In order to prove the periodic orbit existence we need to verify that S(t,,t9)Dy C Dy. As the algorithm is
constructed in such a way, that S(t,,, to)Do C D,, it follows that P;S(t,,,t0)Do C P} and it suffices only
to verify that P/ C P.

An alternative approach to obtain the periodic orbit would be to choose any initial radii RY, for m €
{1,...,5}, unrelated with the global radii from Theorem 3.2. Then, after the algorithm stops, we would
need to verify that D,, C Dy, i.., both that P C P and that R?, < RS, form € {1,...,5}.

REMARK 4.4. In principle in the case of the Burgers equation if our set of initial conditions is contained
in the trapping set from Theorem 3.2 we could have skipped the stage (iii) and use global bounds throughout
the entire simulation, i.e. we will have R; =M ; = Rjfor j = 1,...,5 and all 7. In such situation the
multivalued term G could be the same for all time steps. This however will be very inefficient and will
require very fine mesh (k large) to obtain good rigorous bounds. In practice, in all examples which we have
run the use of local estimates leads to very significant gain.

A reader might wonder whether the algorithm can be generalized to any PDE of the form
(4.18) uy = Au + N(u, Du) + f(z,t),

equipped with some boundary condition.
Let us briefly discuss the problems one can face

e in stage (iii) it might be impossible to obtain a local integral bounds for solution for a given time
step, for example the solution might blow up,
e in stage (iv) the set found by the computer could expand too much for a given time step.

Both stages involve some heuristics - we need to obtain the a priori bounds, which could depend on the
particular form of the nonlinearity and the boundary conditions.

4.4. Construction of G(t) from local a priori bounds. Following (4.9) we need to construct G : R —
(2%)k=1 given by G(t) = (G,(t))}=, such that

]% (Qru(t)Qrug(t) — Qrue(t), w') — (Pou(t)Quu(t), wh)) € Gy(t) for 1=1,....k—1.

The multifunction G(¢) = (G;(t)); =" will be constant on every interval [t;, ;1) and
Gl(t) = [—6,‘4,1’1, 6i+1,l] for te [ti7ti+1).
To find the concrete numerical values €;1; using the bounds (4.17) and Lemma A.3 we estimate

M0 || (Pew)s| 2

|(QruPru, wh)] < [[Quull 2 llwg | 22 | Peul e < = S
Mi+1h2 Mi+1Mi+1h2
< lualln 2P ot < MV
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Now

(Quu(@uw)as )] < [ Quarllo I Qraw)o |2 '
(M35

7T5/2 ||leL2'

< 1 Qrul M2 1(Qrw)e 352w | 12 <
Moreover
(Qrtug, wh)| < (Qrttgas )| + [(Q (), wh)| + |(Qrefo )|

< (1Qk(wu) |2 + | Quttaallz2) w2+ sup  [(Qrf(t),w')]
t€[ti,tit1]

h2
< E (k) ozl L2 + [uazaall2) w2+ sup  [(Qrf(1),w')].
™ tEti,tit1)

On the other hand

uzzzall2 + [[(utts)ss || L2
< wazoallz + 3lluellellues [ 22 + [[ull Lo |Usze || L2
< utaaaallz + 392l |2 aa 75" + Nl 2 e | 57 oz 22
So on interval [¢;,¢; 1] there holds
(Qrus, w')]
< Bt (M0 3VE ()2 1)+ (i) () )

+ sup [(Quf(t),wh)|

t€tititi)
hi 1 l
=t < Cipalw'fzz + sup  [(Qrf(1),w)l-
™ te(ti,tit1)
Summarizing the above three estimates, there holds
4.19)
6l Mt it Mt 2h1/2 6
oo = D (MM BB Gt )+ s ((@uf(0). 0,
s 2 s i tE[ts tit1]

These values can be calculated effectively in step (iii) of the algorithm leading to the width of the differential
inclusion in every time step.

REMARK 4.5. In the above derivation we use Q. f and hence we use the fact that f(t) € Hg. Without
this assumption one could proceed with the following bound

|(Qkutawl)‘ = |(Qr(uvuy + f — “mm)7wl)|

h2
<1(@x(uwua), w)| + S (I (wua)aallz + [l fowllz2 + tawa | 22) i 2-

This bound is less optimal in terms of expression with f, but due to presence of hi also leads to the admis-
sible estimates on the remainder.

The desired feature of ¢;; should be that it decreases to zero with the decrease of hj. The change of
basis matrix B used in the derivation of (4.8) is not uniquely defined, hence neither are vectors w'. In the
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numerical examples of Section 6 we have chosen B = (b”)f;:l1 so that its columns are normalized as
follows

k—1
2
(4.20) E bi; =1,
=1

i.e. the euclidean norm of each column of B is normalized to one.

We perform a brief analysis of the behavior of the width €;; of the inclusion as hj, decreases. As the
functions w' are approximately equal to the eigenfunctions of the Laplace operator, after reordering of the
basis w' so that |\;| is increasing, we obtain

)\l ~ —7'('2l27
k—1
w'(z) = Z Cmv™(x) = ta(k,l) sin(lrx).
m=1

The normalization choice (4.20) makes the unknowns ( ﬁl)f;f scale with the increase of k. In order to avoid
this, we perform the analysis for such choice of B that the L? norm of the basis vectors w' are constant.
Then, approximately,

lo'llz, =~ 1,
lwglle, =~ im.

The formula (4.19) for €, ; contains two ingredients, the first one contains the factor Ay, while the other one
7= In the first ingredient given by

(Mi+1)2h1/2

w2 + —2 E ||wl||L2+Cz'+1|wl||L2>

E 2 wl/2

6hy <M2i+1M§'+1
the values M ; are the local a priori estimates on the sought trajectories which are bounded from above by
constants which are independent of the size of the mesh. In such situation

2 wl/2

T2

6h aeSYias! Mitt 2h1/2
k (”lwinm Ot G | = 10() + O(32) + O().

The expression is dominated by the first term which is equal to [O(hy,), remaining two terms are both at least
O(hy,). For large [, and hence for coordinates corresponding to the high modes of the solution, this term will
be O(1). This unwelcome effect will be fixed by the fact that the diagonal entries of the linear term in the
equations corresponding to the variables with large [ will be large negative numbers exploited in the method
of dissipative modes described in Section 5.2.

The second ingredient

S qup 1@Quft) )]

P tefti i)

appears to blow-up with increasing k, because 1/h; — oo with k& — co. However, from (4.1) and (4.2) it
follows that

h2
(4.21) |(Qkf(t)>wl)| < HQkf||L2||leL2 < ;g”fwwanle”Lz

Hence the effective size of this ingredient is equal to O(hy,).
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5. Rigorous integration of differential inclusion

In this section we present the details concerning the technique for the rigorous numerical solution of the
inclusion (4.8), i.e. the step (iii) from Section 4.

5.1. Solving the differential inclusion. We use the method of [18,42] to rigorously solve the inclusion

;.1 B'(t) € BT*M~'SBB(t) + B*M 'N(BB(t)) + B"'M " F(t) + G(t).
We will use the notation
(5.2) f(B)=B M 'SBB+ B M 'N(BpB), h(t)= B 'M 'F(t).

We solve the above inclusion on the time interval [t;,¢;+1], and we equip it with the initial data 8(¢;) €
P}. By the rigorous solution we understand finding the set P,i“ such that for every absolutely continuous
function 3 : [t;, ;1] — RF~! satisfying (5.1) for almost every t € (¢;,t;41) with B(tg) € P} there holds
B(tit1) € P Note that on [t;, ;1) the set G(t) is independent of time and equal to G(t) = (Gy(t))F—}
with Gi(t) = [—¢; 1, €;,1] where ¢, ; is given by (4.19) and can be effectively calculated.

The set P,i“ is found using the algorithm of [18, Lemma 5.2] which is a part of the rigorous numerics
CAPD library [3]. We briefly recall the algorithm here. As the multifunction G(¢) is always centered at
zero, in the first step, an equation

(5.3) B(t) = f(B(t) + h(t),

is solved with the initial data 3(¢;) € P{. The rigorous numerical solution of this ODE uses the explicit
Taylor scheme [3] (in all examples we use the fourth order scheme) and the Lohner algorithm [40] for
representation of sets P} as parallelepipeds and their propagation in time. For a parallelepiped P}, another
parallelepiped is found which is guaranteed to contain the values at ¢; of all solutions of the above ODE
with the initial data taken at ¢; in the set P,i. Next, a correction is calculated and added to resultant set to
guarantee to contain all solutions of the inclusion. This correction [18, Sec. 6.3] is equal to (—d;, dj)k_1

Jj=1
where
tiy1
dj = (/ eJ(tiS)Cds)
t; ]

J

i

where the vector C' is given by

C= (ei,l)f;f
and the matrix J is given by
. ofi(B)  se s _
I SUPge(w] ~a3, if 1=y,
Y SUPge[w) ‘%’éﬁ L| otherwise,

where the set [IW] C R*¥~! is the so called enclosure, i.e. the set which is guaranteed to contain the values
atall t € [t;,t;11] of all solutions of (5.1) with the initial data 3(¢;) € P}.. The enclosure is found using the
first order rough enclosure algorithm [41,42].

5.2. Method of dissipative modes. Denoting the linear term in (5.1) by A = B~'M~1SB, we ob-
serve that is given by the interval matrix which is close to the diagonal one, and its diagonal entries, sorted by
the increasing moduli of the eigenvalues, are approximately given by [4;] ~ —72I? forl € {1,...,k —1}.
The algorithm of dissipative modes designed and described in [42] allows us to use to our advantage the fact
that these diagonal entries are large and negative for large [. The method allows us to rigorously solve the
k—1 dimensional differential inclusion by splitting all unknowns 3 = (ﬁl)f:_f into two groups 8 = (81, B2).
The variables 31 correspond to those entries [A;;] which have the moduli smaller than some arbitrary cut-off
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value (in numerical examples we took the 8 first coordinates of 5 as 1) while the remaining unknowns are
assigned to B5. The rigorous numerical integration which uses the Taylor scheme and Lohner algorithm is
performed only for variables in B, while the dissipative modes algorithm allows us to treat the variables
belonging to 2. Each of the inclusions for these variables can be written as

(5.4) Ba,(t) + [[Au]|B2,a(t) = fi(Br(t), B2(t)) + |[Au]|B2,1(t) + hu(t) + G(2),

where 35 is the [-th coordinate of 5 and the index 2 has been added to indicate that this is the variable
belonging to B,. In the first step, an enclosure is found, that is the set [W] C RF such that 3(¢) € [W]
for t € [t;,t;+1]. In other words all solutions of the inclusion (5.1) are guaranteed to belong to this set for
t € [ti, ti+1] if the initial data satisfies 3(¢;) € Pf. We note that in the algorithm of finding this enclosure
the fact that |[A;;]| in equation (5.4) is large plays a crucial role, see [42, Section 5] for the details. Once the
enclosure is found, it is possible to find the numbers N;,” and NlJr which are bounds from above and from
below on the sets f;(31(t), B2(t)) + [M] B2 (t) + hi(t) + Gi(¢) for t € [t;,t;41], i.e. for every solution (3
with the initial data 3(t;) € P}, every t € [t;,t;11], and every y € G,(t) there holds

N < fulBa(t), Ba(t)) + [[Aul| Bar () + hu(t) +y < N;©.

Thus all solutions (2 ;(¢) satisfy the differential inequalities
N~ < Ba(t) + [[Au]| B2 (t) < NjF

A simple computation leads us to

N-
)7 )e MAull(tiva—ts) - 1L 1 — e~ lAull(tir1—ti)
(Ba,1(t)7) W ( )

+
(5.5) < 52 l(ti-i-l) < (ﬁ2 l(ti)-‘r)e—l[Azz]\(ti+1—t1,) + [‘Zl ” (1 — e_|[Azz]\(t1,+1—t7:))
' - 1 ’
whence we obtain the interval which is guaranteed to contain 82 ;(t;11), cf. [42, Theorem 23]. Indepen-
dently, the found enclosure on variables (3; and (35 is used to construct the low dimensional inclusion for 3,
which is solved by the rigorous integration algorithm described in Section 5.1.
Thanks to the use of the dissipative modes approach we have the following advantages.

e Since the rigorous integration is performed only for fixed small number of variables in 3, the
contribution from the multivalued term G,(¢) for these variables, given by IO(hy,), is effectively
equal to O(hg) as [ is small.

e In the variables belonging to 2 the contribution from G;(t) could be equal even to O(1) for !
close to the maximal value k& — 1. This large width of G;(t), incorporated into N;" and N is
counteracted by the division by |[A;]| in (5.5), making the contribution of the multivalued term
effectively equal to O(hy) /! in the computation of B2 ;(t;+1)-

e The high computational cost of the Taylor integration algorithm and Lohner algorithm is signifi-
cantly reduced, as the algorithm needs to be run only for low-dimensional problems.

e As the Taylor scheme is explicit, the admissible time step length required for its stability is
bounded from above. This bound is, approximately, the increasing function of maximum of
1/|[Ay]| over indexes [ of variables assigned to $;. Hence, as only those [ for which |[A;]| is
small are assigned to 1, we can perform the simulation with larger time steps, leading to the
significant reduction of the computation time.

The above observations are backed by our numerical examples, the implementation of the approach by the
dissipative modes turned out to be an absolutely crucial factor to prevent the uncontrolled expansion of the
sets I, obtained during the course of the rigorous numerical simulation.
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6. Computer assisted verification of the periodic solution existence

In this section we present the theorem on the existence of the periodic orbit for two particular choices
of the forcing term. In both examples we rigorously integrate forward in time the inclusion (4.8) for the
1-periodic in time forcing and for the initial data belonging to some set Dy given by Step (i) of the algorithm
described in Section 4.3. After time 1, the period of f, all solutions of the inclusion are verified to belong to
the set which is a subset of Dy, guaranteeing that all assumptions of the abstract Schauder type fixed point
theorem are satisfied.

6.1. Schauder-type theorem. In the result of this subsection we establish the existence of periodic
orbit using the following Schauder type theorem with X = H{.

THEOREM 6.1. Let X be a Banach space and let B C X be a nonempty, compact, and convex set. If
the mapping S : B — B is continuous, then it has a fixed point uy € B.

Once the time-periodic solution exists, Theorem 2.10 establishes that it exponentially attracts all weak
solutions given by Definition 2.1. In fact Theorem 2.10 already establishes the existence of periodic attract-
ing orbit if the forcing term is periodic. The purpose of the present result is, on one hand, the construction,
with some accuracy, of this orbit, and on the other hand the demonstration of the usefulness of the algorithm
presented in the previous subsection. The key property is that the set obtained after a period of integration is
the subset of the set of initial data, meaning that in the course of the integration the obtained sets shrink with
respect to the initial ones.

The following theorem allows us to enclose the periodic trajectory for T-periodic forcing term f .

THEOREM 6.2. LetY = {u € H* N H} : uy, € HY}. Assume that f € L>(Y) is T-periodic. Let
the set Dgy be given by
DO :{’U S Y,
[vllze < R?v lvzllz2 < Rg, [VaellL: < Rg, [vzza Lz < Rﬂ, [Vezaalle < Rg,ka € Plg}v
P,gJ C Vi is nonempty, closed, convex and bounded

Assume that either of the following two conditions hold
(1) The set D,, obtained in the algorithm given in Section 4.3 satisfies D,, C Dy.

(ii) The radii chosen in the definition of the set Dy are equal to the radii R1-Rs5 of the trapping set
given by Theorem 3.2 and P} obtained in the algorithm given in Section 4.3 satisfies P}’ C P,?.

Then there exists a periodic and bounded trajectory u(t) such that

Pyu(t;) € PL forevery i=0,...,n,
hi i hie i :
1Qru(t)|lL2 < ﬁR?ﬂ 1Qrulti)lmy < ?R?, forevery i=0,...,n.

PROOF. The set Dy is convex and nonempty. Moreover, as it is closed and bounded in Y, it is compact
in H}. As S(to + T,t9)Dy C D,, the mapping S(to + T,to) leads from this set into itself. Indeed in
case (i) this directly follows from the inclusion D,, C Dy and in case (ii) from Theorem 3.2, the fact that
PyS(to+T,t0)Dy C P} and the inclusion PJ' C P,S. Hence, by Theorem 6.1 it has a fixed point. Denoting
Denote this fixed point by ug. Define

u(t) = S (t - {t _Tto} T, to) uo,
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FIGURE 1. The initial data and simulation result after time ¢ = 1 for the forcing term
(6.1) in the FEM basis. Initial set P,? is enclosed between two blue curves presented in
the plot. Two green curves (which almost coincide with blue ones) enclose the set P}
obtained after ¢ = 1. Green curves are contained inside the area enclosed by blue curves,
and hence the set P! is the subset of P,?.

where [s] = max{n € Z : n < s} is the largest integer no greater than s. This function satisfies
u(t) € By, it is T-periodic, and it is a strong solution of the Burgers equation, in agreement with Definition
2.4. Moreover it must hold that Pyu(t;) € P}, and, by Lemma 4.1

h2 i hk; i .
|Qru(t:)|lLz < W—gRg, Qru(ts)l|ap < ?R:s forevery ¢=0,...,n.

The proof is complete. ]

We remark that the set P,g must be found experimentally, based on the numerical simulations. In prac-
tice it is found by classical (nonrigorous) FEM simulations and choosing some ball enclosing the found
nonrigorous solution at time ¢y. In two examples given in the following subsection we use the condition (ii)
of the above theorem, which makes it necessary to numerically verify only the inclusion Pj' C Py.

6.2. Examples. Our numerical experiments show that the key factor which decides if the sets P} shrink
or expand in time, is the width of the multivalued term G(t).

Our aim was to perform the computer-assisted proofs in the situation when G(t) is large and hence we
chose two particular forms of the forcing term

f(z,t) = 8(sin(3wz) + sin(4nrz))(1 + sin(27t)),
f(x,t) = 12sin(nzx) sin(27t).

Note that the width of G(t) is determined by the values ¢; ; given by (4.19) which are monotone increasing
functions of the constants M ,ZH, for kK = 1,...,5, given by Lemma 3.5. These constants are in turn
determined by the estimates of Appendix B, given in Lemmas B.1, B.4, B.6, B.13, B.14, B.17, B.18, B.21,
and B.23. The estimates of these Lemmas depend monotonically on the L? norms of f(t), f.(t), fzz(t), and
Sz (t). We chose for our construction the functions f with amplitude 8 and 12, and, in the second example,
frequencies 3 and 4, to show that we can cope with the situation where these norms are relatively large.
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Mode 1 as a function of time Mode 2 as a function of time Mode 3 as a function of time
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FIGURE 2. 8 variables of the solution 3 with the eigenvalues having the smallest modulus
for the forcing (6.1) as functions of time. Orange line depicts the upper bound of the
interval and the blue one - the lower bound.
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FIGURE 3. Perturbation for the forcing (6.1) as a function of the variable index ordered
by descending eigenvalues for time ¢ = 0.5.

6.2.1. Example 1. We have validated the precise form of the periodic trajectory for the problem (1.1)—
(1.2) with the forcing term

(6.1) f(z,t) = 8(sin(3wz) + sin(4nrz))(1 + sin(27t)),

where the space domain is equal to (0, 1). The simulation was performed for the mesh interval length size
equal to hy, = 1/128, i.e. the interval (0, 1) was divided into 128 equidistant intervals of length hy. This
yields 127 variables, which correspond to the inner mesh points in the space domain. The finite element
basis has been diagonalized in such a way that the euclidean norm of each vector of the diagonal basis is
equal to one. After diagonalization 8 variables were treated as nondissipative ones, and the remaining 119
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radius  value optimal method

Ry 2.29264 Lemma B.1

Ry  13.9504 Lemma B.2 improved with Corollary A.9

R 135.816 Lemma B.9, inequality (B.19) with interpolation
Ry 1946.47 Lemma B.15 with inequality (B.36)

Rs 130542 Lemma B.20 with interpolation

TABLE 3. Optimal radii of trapping sets for the forcing term (6.1). For each radius several
methods to compute it were implemented and optimal radius was chosen.

’ coordinate interval ‘
51 [-0.011479,0.00736611]
B2 [-0.00405501,0.00404116]
B3 [0.667299,0.672336]
B4 [-0.39088,-0.387498]
Bs [-0.000946911,0.000953705]
B [-0.00140807,-0.0000232083]
B7 [-0.00125524,-0.000184778]
s [-0.000243156,0.000611533]

TABLE 4. Values of first 8 modes of found periodic solution at time ¢t = 1 for the forcing
term (6.1). For all modes higher than 8 zero always belongs to the projection of the set P}
onto the given mode.

variables were treated as dissipative. The constant time step was chosen to be equal to 1/2048. Simulation
took around 55 minutes. First, we have run the standard FEM in order to identify the candidate for the
periodic solution, and then, experimentally we found the set of initial data P containing the found solution
at time ¢ = 0. The simulation showed that the set obtained after time 1 was the subset of P and hence the
periodic solution was found. The radii R;-R5 are given in Tab.3.

First 8 coordinates of the found periodic solution in the orthogonalized basis are given in Tab.4. The
corresponding coordinate of the found periodic solution at £ = 0 must belong to the found interval. Modes
3 and 4 are largest as they are the only two modes contained in the forcing term. It is visible that also modes
6 and 7 are nonzero because of the presence of the nonlinear term which induces the energy transport from
modes 3 and 4 to those modes.

Fig. 1 presents the initial datum and set P after time 1. The set obtained for ¢ = 1 is the subset of the
initial datum whence all conditions of Theorem 6.2 are satisfied and we obtain the sought periodic solution.

Fig. 2 presents the intervals containing the first 8 coordinates of the evolved set as functions of time.
All plots present lower (blue) and upper (orange) bound of corresponding intervals. Apart from variables 3
and 4 which correspond to modes of the forcing term also variables 6 and 7 are nonzero during the time of
simulation.

Fig. 3 presents the perturbation (width of the inclusion) as a function of the variable index in the
diagonalized basis during one time step, for ¢ = 0.5. For the first 8 nondissipative variables the perturbation
contains the two components: the one coming from the estimates of the infinite dimensional remainder, and
(typically much smaller) contribution from the modes which are treated as dissipative ones. Growth of the
perturbation with increasing index of variable [ is the effect of the terms ||w!| ;2 and ||wl |12 in (4.19).
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Enclosure of L2 norm as a function of time Enclosure of H3 norm as a function of time
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FIGURE 4. L? and H{ norm enclosures for found periodic solution as the functions of
time for the simulation with the forcing (6.1).

Finally, Fig.4 presents the intervals which are guaranteed to contain L? and H{ norm of the solution
as the function of time. The sets are constructed by algebraic adding of the sets P} obtained during the
simulation (taking into account both dissipative and leading modes which contribute into P}') and local L?
and H|} estimates for the infinite dimensional remainder Q.. We formulate the result of this simulation as
the following theorem.

THEOREM 6.3. Consider the unique eternal bounded periodic solution u(t) of problem (1.1)—(1.2)
with the forcing term (6.1). Let k = 128 and let Pyu(t) be the Hi orthoprojection on the space Vi. In
the diagonalized basis of Vi, the 8 coordinates of Pru(0) corresponding to the highest (least negative) 8
eigenvalues, belong to the intervals given in the Tab. 4. The L? and H} norm of the periodic solution
belongs to the intervals depicted in Fig. 4.

6.2.2. Example 2. In the second simulation we have validated the precise form of the periodic trajectory
for the problem (1.1)—(1.2) with the forcing

(6.2) f(x,t) = 12sin(nx) sin(27t).

Similar as in the first test, we divided the time interval (0, 1) into the equidistant 2048 time steps,
and the space interval (0,1) into 128 intervals. We treated 8 modes corresponding to the highest (least
negative) eigenvalues as the nondissipative ones. The computation time, as in the first example, was around
55 minutes. Intervals containing the values of first 8 modes of the found periodic solution are presented in
Tab. 5. Clearly, the first mode has the highest amplitude, as the energy is inserted into the problem by the
forcing term on this mode, but also modes 2 and 3 are nonzero indicating the occurrence of energy transport
from the first mode to the higher modes via the nonlinearity. The set of initial data as well as the set obtained
for ¢ = 1 in the FEM basis are presented in Fig. 5. The plots of intervals containing the first 8 modes of the
found periodic solution as functions of time are presented in Fig. 6. The result can be formulated as follows.

THEOREM 6.4. Consider the unique eternal bounded periodic solution u(t) of problem (1.1)—(1.2)
with the forcing term (6.2). Let k = 128 and let Pyu(t) be the Hi orthoprojection on the space Vy. In
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| coordinate interval \

51 [4.33795,4.41266]

Ba [0.136948,0.152245]

B3 [-0.00751169,-0.00328565]
B4 [-0.000773302,0.00117999]
Bs [-0.000581862,0.00059719]
B6 [-0.000409425,0.000408848]
57 [-0.000304782,0.00030476]
s [-0.000238547,0.000238549]

TABLE 5. Values of nondissipative 8 modes of found periodic solution at time ¢ = 1 for

the forcing term (6.2).

0.0

0.0 0.2

0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

FIGURE 5. The initial data and simulation result after time ¢ = 1 for the forcing term
(6.2) in the FEM basis. Initial data P,? is enclosed between two blue curves presented in
the plot. Two green curves (which almost coincide with blue ones) enclose the set P}’
obtained after ¢ = 1. Green curves are contained inside the area enclosed by blue curves,
and hence the set P} is the subset of PY.

the diagonalized basis of Vy,, the 8 coordinates of Pru(0) corresponding to the highest (least negative) 8

eigenvalues, belong to the intervals given in the Tab. 5.
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Mode 1 as a function of time Mode 2 as a function of time Mode 3 as a function of time
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FIGURE 6. 8 variables of the solution 3 with the eigenvalues having the smallest modulus
for the forcing (6.2) as functions of time. Orange line depicts the upper bound of the
interval and the blue one - the lower bound.
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Appendix A. Auxiliary inequalities and lemmas

A.1. Some basic inequalities. We first recall several basic inequalities which will be used in the paper.
We stress that thay are well known and we provide the proofs (with optimal constants) only for the exposition
completeness. First of all, we will frequently use the following inequality
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LEMMA A.1 (Young inequality with €). Ifa > 0,b> 0, ¢ > 0, and p > 1 then

P (Ibq 1 1
(A.1) ab< & L8 22
ep q p g

Usually in this work (A.1) is applied with p = q = 2 (we will say in such case that we use the Cauchy
inequality), but when different p, q are used then we will list the values of p, q, €.

We recall the following inequality.

LEMMA A2 (Poincaré inequality). Foreveryu € H} and for every u € H* with zero mean there holds
1
(A2) lullzz < —luz |22,

where the constant 1/ in is optimal for both classes of functions.

The proofs of the following interpolation inequalities are well known. We recall them only for the
completeness of the exposition.

LEMMA A.3 (Embedding constant H C L>°). We have the inequality
1
lulleee < Slluallzs for we Hy
PROOF. For zq € [0, 1] there hold the bounds
o
u(eo) < [ fuso)] d,
0
1
lu(zo)| < [ |ux()| da,
zo

and the proof follows easily. (]

LEMMA A.4 (Interpolation inequalities). We have the following inequalities.

(A3) lullze < fuall2 ull s for we Hy,
1
(Ad) lullzm < Vel L2l 2 for e H / (@) dz = 0,
0
(A.5) luallze < lul Y2 lunel ¥ for we HXAHE or we H? u, € HY.

PROOF. We first prove (A.3). For a smooth function w : [0,1] — R

d
%|u(z)|2 = 2u(x)u,(x) for z€]0,1].
Assume that [u(zo)| = sup,¢o 17 |u(z)|. Hence, as u(0) = 0,

Zo

utan)? =2 [ " (y)uay) dy < 2 | il ay

In a similar way, as u(1) = 0,

fu(zo)|? = —2 / u(y)us(y) dy < 2 / ()l a (9] .

0
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This means that

1
2 sup u(z)? = 2fu(zo)|* < 2/ lu()llue (y)| dy < 2[ul|p2|[uqe | 22,
zc|0, 0

whence we get the assertion. If w is not smooth the assertion (A.3) follows by density. Inequality (A.4)
follows the similar proof that uses the fact that the function which is mean free on (0, 1) must have a root in
this interval. We pass to the proof of (A.5). There holds

1 1
22 = / oty d = — / tagtide < tigsl|z2|ull 2,
0 0

and the proof is complete. O

Now we prove the important property of the trilinear term which appears in the Burgers equation.

LEMMA A.5. Ifu € HY, satisfies u(0) = u(1) then

1
/ uuzudr = 0.
0

In particular, the above equality holds for u € H{.

PROOF. For a smooth function u defined on [0, 1] such that 4(0) = u(1) there holds the relation

1 1 3 3 3
d 1)° —u(0
(A.6) / Wi dr :/ (7 g = W7 —u@°
0 0 dx 3 3
By density, this relation holds also for functions from H!, which have the same value on both endpoints of
the interval. |

A.2. A polynomial equation. We will use several times the following lemma.
LEMMA A.6. Letd; > 0fori=0,...,sand 0 < p; < 1fori=1,...,s. The equation
(A7) x=h(z)=dy+ i dpxP,
k=1
has a unique positive solution A, moreover v < h(x) for x < A and x > h(x) for x > A.
PROOF. Observe that x < h(z) for x — 0 and = > h(x) for x — oo. Let us set
(A8) xo=sup{z >0 : t <h(t) forevery te (0,z)}.

Obviously xg < oo and it is the smallest solution of (A.7). Observe that h'(z¢) < 1, because otherwise in
the neighborhood of x( the function h(z) will be growing faster then z, hence we will have h(zg — §) <
2o — 0 for some small 6 > 0. This implies that there exists o < xo such that o = h(Zp). We obtain a
contradiction. Hence /() < 1. Since h”’(z) < 0 for z > 0, it follows that

K(z) <1, x> .

Now we rule out the existence of other solutions of equation (A.7). Let us take z > z(, then

h(z) = h(zo) +/

Zo

x x

h'(t)dt < xo + / 1dt = z.

Zo

The proof is complete. |
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A.3. A trick of X. Wang. The following observation inspired by [37] is quite simple, but for the role
it plays in our developments we elevate it to the status of the theorem.

THEOREM A.7. Let A, B,C, D, FE be real constants, such that A > 0 and C' > 0. Assume that we
have absolutely continuous functions g : [to, c0) — [0, A] (i.e. g is bounded) and v : [tg, 00) — R such that

(A9) Z‘i + Cv(t) < B foralmostevery t > tg,
(A.10) % < D+ Ev(t) foralmostevery t >t
Then for every 0 > X such that A + E > 0 and for every t > t there holds
(A.11) o(t) + ETHg(t) < (v(to) + E;ng(to)> e Mi=to)

D_E+A £ e At—to)
+<A+ % (A+>\)>(1 e ).

PROOF. We will show that for sufficiently large F' > 0 the value v+ F'g is bounded from above. Indeed,
ifonly F'C — FE > 0, then

%(v—i—F!]) < D+ FEv+F(B—-Cv)=—(FC—E)v+ (D+ FB)
= —(FC—-E)(v+Fg)+(D+FB)+(FC—-E)Fyg
< —(FC-E)(v+Fg)+(D+FB)+ (FC - E)FA.

From the above inequality it follows that v + F'g is bounded from above and there holds
u(t) + Fy(t) < (v(to) + Fy(to))e™ (O P7t0)
1— e—(FC—E)(t—tU))

+((D+ FB)+ F(FC — E)A) (

FC-F
Let us set
A=FC—-E.
Then F' = % and we require that A+ F > 0 in order to have F' > 0. After this substitution we obtain our
assertion. O

COROLLARY A.8. Assume that assumptions of Theorem A.7 are satisfied. Then v is bounded from
above.

Usually the above corollary and theorem will be applied to function v, which is nonnegative, hence the
lower bound will be automatic.

COROLLARY A.9. To find \ such that in (A.11) the constant in front of (1 — e~ t=%)) is minimal
consider the following cases

o Either CD+BE <0or(CD+ BE > 0and 4/ % < —F) (note that . must be a negative

number). Then one needs to take A = —FE to minimize the constant in front of (1), whence it
follows that

ety D o
o(t) < w(te)e to)_E (1_6 At t0)>7

Observe that the above inequality follows directly from (A.10).
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e CD+ BE > 0 and \/CDA%BE > —F. Then the minimal value of the constant in front of
(1 — e~ At=t0)) is obtained for

(A.12) A:X:MQB%EE

We get the bound
E+X E+2X I
v(t) + ——g(t) < (v(to) + Cg(t0)> e~ A(t—to)

c
+5 (BA+ B+ 2VACD + BE)) (1-e01),

REMARK A.10. One is tempted to think, that the above Corollary can improve the estimate g(t) < A.
This, however, is not the case. Indeed, after an easy calculation we obtain

(t)<(g(EA+B+2 A(CD—i—BE)) . BYA+AVCD T BE
g >

— + .
Eix EVA++CD ¥ BE

The last constant is greater than or equal to A.

Appendix B. Derivarion of trapping sets radii and local estimates.

This appendix contains five subsections devoted, respectively, to the calculation of the radii of the trap-
ping sets for the L2 norm of the function and its space derivatives up to fourth. The results derived here
depend heavily on the particular form of the Burgers equations, but we believe that some of the techniques
will be also transferable to other problems. Apart from the global estimates also the local estimates are
derived. For each quantity several techniques to compute the estimates are presented and in the numerical
realization all estimates are computed and the smallest one is always chosen. The computations are rather
standard, although sometimes technically cumbersome. We present all derivations for the exposition com-
pleteness. Summary of all results of thos section used in our computational code can be found in Tables 1
and 2.

B.1. Trapping sets in L2. Let R; > 0 be a number. We define
WL2(R1) = {'U S L? : ||’U||L2 < Rl}

We prove the following lemma on the existence of L2-trapping set. Note that we need the regularity of f to
be only L>°(L?).

LEMMA B.1. Let f € L>°(L?). There exists an L*-trapping set which is nonempty and bounded in L>.
In fact if only

Wiy

(B.1) Ry _
™

then W12 (Ry) is L?-trapping. Moreover for every t; € R and every t > t; there holds the local estimate

(B.2) )l < ol pre" 000 ¢ Mttty () oramt)
T
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PROOF. By the comparison of (2.2) with the solution of the ODE

V() = =21%0(s) + 2| fll L= (11 1:22) V0 (#)

we obtain (B.2). Now, to prove that Wz (Ry) is trapping let us assume that ||ug||z2 < R;. Then

fu®lls < R0 4 M=) (4 oty <
and the proof is complete. 0

B.2. Trapping sets in H¢. In this subsection we will use the notation

WHI (Rl,RQ> = {U S H&(Q) . H’U||L2 S Rl, ”U.'I:HLZ S RQ}

B.3. A priori estimates leading to the trapping set on |||/ ;2. The radius of the trapping set for
||tz || L2 can be effectively calculated due to the following Lemma.

LEMMA B.2. Let f € L>(L?). There exists an Hg-trapping set which is nonempty and bounded in
H}. In fact if only

Il oo (22)

(B.3) Ry > =

and Ry = min {A/’]T, (AR1)1/2}, where A is greater than or equal to the positive root of the equation
(whose existence and uniqueness follow from Lemma A.6)

(B.4) o= [l — RY ' =0,
then Wi (R1, Ry) is Hi-trapping.

PROOF. Since the ball W2 (R;) is L?-trapping we can assume that if ug € W1 (Ry, Ra) then u(t) €
Wir2(Ry), ie. ||u(t)||p2 < Ry for every t > ty. To obtain the bounds for ||u,| .2 we will use (2.6). As the
factor |[ugzllzz — ||f(t)||2 — Hu||‘z/;l||um||3L/24 at the right-hand side of the estimate (2.6) depends on the
norm of ||, || 2, we will get the bound in terms of ||u,|| .2 using the Poincaré inequality or the interpolation
inequality (A.5).

By (2.6), it is enough to find Ra, such that if ||u| z, < R; and ||u,||L, > Ra, then

dHUz”% 5/4 3/4
(B.5) TZ = —2||uzzll L2 (Humw”Lz = fOllz= - ||uHL/2 HuerL/Z ) < 0.
It is easy to see that if ||uy, ||z, > A and |Ju| L, < Ri, then
B.6 ——2. 0
(B.6) T
Now, from the interpolation inequality (A.5) it follows that
luz 17
luoallz, = o
T s

Hence in order to have ||uy. ||z, > A it is enough to satisfy

lluzll7,
— =2 > A
R, —

Hence we obtain ||u, ||z, > (AR;)Y2.
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If instead of the interpolation inequality we use the Poincaré inequality ||uyz| L, > 7| %z L,, then in
order to have ||uz.||L, > A itis enough to satisfy
Jualz > 2
2 — T N
Therefore W1 (R1, Rp) is a trapping region, and the proof is complete. |

REMARK B.3. We will prove that in the above lemma, if only R; is optimal, i.e.,
F
Rl = ﬁv F= Hf||L°°(L2)7
then the approach by the interpolation inequality yields always the better result then the approach by the
Poincaré inequality. Indeed, we will prove that

A
(B.7) (AR))'? < =
which is equivalent to
(B.8) A>n’R =F.
The equation (B.4) which defines A is given as follows.
F5/4
(B.9) r—F— mx?’/‘* =0,

5/ . .
Observe that for z = F' there holds z — F' — I; = /j z3/4 < 0, hence indeed the root of the above equation

satisfies A > F'. This establishes (B.7).

I fllpez2) [ 2 (ARy)!'/?
0.1 0.032013 | 0.032013
1 0.33733 | 0.327675
10 6.17 4.43
100 34117 1042

TABLE 6. The minimal values of R, computed for various || f| ;e (z2). Observe that
always 24 > (AR;)'/2, the difference increases with || || . (72

B.3.1. Using the Wang’s trick. The bound of Lemma B.2 can be possibly improved using the ideas
of Theorem A.7 and Corollary A.9. Indeed we have two estimates, the first one following from (2.4), and
another one from (2.7)

d
%Ilulliz +2lug |72 < 2|\ fllLoe 2y R,
d 2 2 2 1 2 77 10
gpllellze + 2 —a=B)mlualzs < —llfllze (2 + WRl :
Setting
(B.10) A=R}, B=2|f|r=r2R1, C=2,

13y 77RI

D= 21657’

E=—-(2—-a-p)r?%
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one can use Corollary A.9 and get (possibly) lower value of Rs, the radius of the trapping set for ||u||zz2.
Note that in such case the trapping set would have the form

Wi (R1, Re, 8) = {v € Hy(Q) + |[v]lrz < Ry, o7 + SllvllZ> < R3}.

This set is convex and closed and bounded in H'. The values o and 3 can be chosen to minimize Rs. In

all numerical examples we calculate Ro according to Lemma B.2 and to Corollary A.9 and we choose the

lowest obtained value. We also perform the search over the discrete set of possible values of «, 8 which

are positive to get the possibly best estimate for ||u,| z2. In the sequel we will simply denote the found

trapping set with the smallest radii by W1 (Ry, R ), remembering that it is possible that the method based

on Corollary A.9 can produce the smaller radius R5, and then the set would depend on the constant .S.
B.3.2. Local in time a priori estimates of ||t || 2.

LEMMA B4. Let f € L>(t1,t; L?) and let o, B > 0 be such that o+ 3 < 2. Assume that the solution
of the Burgers equation u : [t1,t] — H} satisfies the estimate

lu(s)llz: < R1 for s € [t t].

Then
(B.11) e (®)lIF2 < | (uo)|Fae™™ o=t
2
i (M= | BT L e meani-n)y,
o 21667 7'('2(2 —a— ﬁ)

The minimal value of the constant in front of (1 — e*”2(2*a*ﬂ)(t*t0)) is obtained by taking « as the positive
root of the equation

R

1/4 _
M A,
||f||L°°(t1,t;L2)

a+ ¢
and f=17/4 — Ta /4.
PROOF. Application of the Gronwall lemma in (2.7) implies

s (B)I1F2 < [l(uo)a[Fae™™ GmamP =t

2
+ <||f||L°°(t1>t€L2) + 77R%0) /t e~ (2-a=B)(t=5) 4q
(0% th

216 37
Calculating the integral, we obtain (B.11). We minimize the expression

(W@wmm%+ﬂmv

o 21657

over the set {(a, 3) € R? : a > 0,8 > 0,a + 3 < 2}. A simple but cumbersome computation shows that
this expression is minimal, if « is the positive root of the equation

5
N TR
||f||L°C(t1,t;L2)
and
5:34 Ri?al/zl:ziﬁ
4\ N fllzo (b ,8:22) 4 47

and the assertion is proved. |
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REMARK B.5. Itis possible to minimize with respect to « and 3 the whole expression on the right-hand
side of (B.11) (including the exponents and not just the constant in the second term). Let us observe that the
righthand side of (B.11) attains its minimum for

b= T 7R? all/4,
AV o ta,4:22)

Hence it is sufficient to minimize the radius over the set

7 R?
(,8) eR? : a>0,>0,a+8<2,==¢— 1 al/t},
AV N pee by, t522)

which is a one dimensional numerical procedure. The approximate solution of a minimization problem gives
slightly better estimate of the right-hand side of (B.11) than « and 3 given in Lemma B.4.

The following Lemma provides the alternative estimate based on the interpolation inequality.

LEMMA B.6. Let f € L>(t1,t; L?) and let o, 3 > 0 be such that o+ 3 < 2. Assume that the solution
of the Burgers equation u : [t1,t] — H} satisfies the estimate

lu(s)llL: < Ri for s € [t,t].

Then
9 Dtanh(vVCOD(t — t1)) + VCD|lug(t1)]2,
(B.12) lue (Blz2 < > . /CD
Ctanh(vVOD(t — t1))|lue(t1)||3. + VCD
with )
c=2"2"F i p- IV i) | TRE
R2 o 216 37
PROOF. Using the interpolation inequality (A.5) in (2.8), we obtain
d 2—-a-f 1 77
gilluele + =g luellts < SISO + g 2.
Hence z(t) = |lu,(t)||2. satisfies the following differential inequality
(B.13) 2 (t) < —C2*(t) + D,
with 8 ;
2—a— 1 7
C = T% and D = a”f“%z(tht;L2) + WR%O

It is easy to check that the solution of equation 2’(t) = —C2%(t) + D with initial condition y(ty) = 2(to) is
given by

(B.14) () = D tanh(VCD(t — ty)) + VCDx(to)
| ! C tanh(vCD(t — t))=(to) + VOD
Hence
(B.15) 2(t) < y(t),

and the proof is complete.
O

REMARK B.7. Again, it is possible to minimize the resulting estimate over constants «, /3 in the set
{(a,3) eR? : a>0,8>0,a+ 3 < 2} to obtain the smallest possible upper bound.
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B.4. Trapping set for u,, in L2. From now on we assume that f(0,t) = f(1,¢) = 0. Then, provided
Uz € H?, the boundary condition ., (0,t) = u.,(1,t) = 0 holds. We differentiate the original equation
twice with respect to x and denote v = u,,.. This function satisfies the following system

(B16) Vi — VUgy + ULV + UV, = frxa
(B.17) (0,1) = v(1,t) = 0.

If the condition f(0,¢) = f(1,t) = 0 is not satisfied, the method that we use still works, the assumption is
made to avoid technicalities, see Remark 3.4.

The aim of this subsection is to derive the optimal estimates for ||t 2. The following result follows
by the Galerkin method, similar as the existence and uniqueness result for the original problem given in
Definitions 2.1 and 2.4, see [33,36]. We skip the proof for the sake of the article brevity.

LEMMA B.8. Assume that f € L°°(H}) (which, in particular, implies that f(1,t) = f(0,t) = 0), and
that uw € L>®(H}). If vo € L? then the problem governed by (B.16) with the boundary data (B.17) and
the initial condition vy taken at time to has a unique weak solution with the regularity v € C([ty, 00); L?).
Moreover, if ug € H 2N H& then, in distributional sense, v = uy;, where u is the weak solution of the
problem given by Definition 2.1 with the initial data uq taken at to. If vo € H} and f € L>(H? N H})
then the weak solutions of the problem governed by (B.16) with the boundary data (B.17) and the initial
condition vy taken in time tq is also its strong solution with the regularity v € C([tg, 00); H}).

LEMMA B.9. Let f € L>°(Hg). There exists an H? N Hg -trapping set which is nonempty and bounded
in H?. In fact if only Ry and Ry are given by Lemma B.2 and R3 = min (A/7r, (ARg)l/z), where A is
greater than or equal to the smaller number of the positive roots of the equations

(B.18) @ — 5B, Rox"/? — || fo || oo (10) = 0
5V/2
(B.19) v = =Ry e | fall ey = 0
then the set Wy2(R1, Re, R3) = {u € H> N HE : |lullpe < Ry, |Juzlrz < Ro,|Jueellze < Rs}is

H? N Hi-trapping.
PROOF. We take the scalar product in L? of (B.16) with v, whence
<'Uta U> - ('Uzma U) + (3UI’U + UV, 'U) = _(faca 'Uz)

Keeping in mind that 3u,v + uv, = (uv + u2),, and both u and v satisfy the Dirichlet condition at the
boundary, it follows that

1d
(B.20) S 0l o e = (w0 + 02, 02) = ~(fa,va).
Now note that
(u2,v,) = —((uz)2,v) = —2(uzv,v) = 4(uv, vy).
This means that (B.20) has the following two alternative representations
1d
503 + all3 = 5(u,v2) = ~(fi,va).
1d 5
503 + oallFe — (02, 00) = —(fos ),

Now
[(uo,v2)| < [Jullzee ol 2 vellie,  [(ud, ve)] < llugllpos el 22 02 2,
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By Lemma A.4 we deduce that

1/2 1/2 1/2 1/2 1/2 3/2.

|(uv, ve)| < flull >

3/2 1/2 3/2 1/4 1/4 7/4 5/4
(12, 02)] < V20|35 wa | 0e s < V2l el 36 N |35 twea o 02 s = V2l 75 va 172

We obtain the following two estimates

lwall, luzellL2valle, < lull 2" llwellllvaze | 27 0allL, = lull 27 llwall 2, 1oz 17,

d
Zlvlze = =2lvellZe +10(uv, v2) = 2(fa, v2)

1/2 3/2
< =2flal1F2 + 100jull e 2o lval 7 + 201 £ @)l o lvw ] 2

1/2 1/2
(B21) = —2lallzz (llvllzz = Sllul e oo 27 = 15Oz ) -
d 10
Zlvl7z = =2lvsll3e + (42, v0) = 2(f,v2)
10v2 7/4 5/4
< —2||vy I35 +—|| | Pt e 12" + 20 fo ()| 2 02 | 2
5v/2 7/4 1/4
(B.22) = —2v, |2 <||vz||Lz—| ol o loall 2 = N (Dl | -
The rest of the proof follows the same argument as Lemma B.2. 0

B.4.1. Bounds based on Wang’s trick. In the next argument we use Corollary A.9 to combine the above
estimates of ||v||p2 = ||ugz|| L2 With the estimates of ||u|| 2 obtained in Lemma 2.6 to get possibly better
bound of R3. To this end let us first recall the equation (2.7)

d 1 77
(B.23) %Huzlliz + (2= = 0)|[taellis < ;Ilf(t)lliz + Si6g7 [Jull 12,

where v, d > 0 are arbitrary constants such that v + ¢ < 2. As u,, = v and ||u(t)||z2 < Ry, this leads us to

1117 o 2y N 77R%0.

v 21647
The above bound together with either of the bounds of Lemma B.13 allow us to use Corollary A.9. We use
this result with the following three sets of parameters

d
allumlliz +(2=7 -9l <

||f|‘%oo(L2) 7"R10

2 _
(B.24) A=R: B= : Siogr C=2-7-4,
5433RAR2 1 fallFoe Lo
- 246?% ' a( L, E=-(2-a- ),
I3 2y 7RI
_ p2 _ (L?) 1 -

(B.25) A=R: B= gy C=2-7-0,

3.513BRIYS | falloo (2

— _ 2
D= 228/335/3 + o , E=—-Q2-a-p)7,
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Hf||2Loo(L2) 7"R}0

. > Y _ _
(B.26) A=R; B= 51657 C=2—-v-9,
fall o 2
D= 7H x”La (L2), E = 75121]%2 —m*2—a—p).
We define the set

WHQ(RMRQaR?nS)
={ve H*NHy : |lv]lz < Ru, vz < R, [vexlZ2 + Slloall72 < R3}.

Corollary A.9 implies the following result, that states that, for appropriate choice of constants, this set is
H? N H} trapping.

LEMMA B.10. Assume that f € L>(Hg). If only Ry and Ry are taken as in Lemma B.2, and
R% Z F(aaﬁv'}/?é)) S = G(aaﬁa’y76)

for some o, B,7v,0 > 0 such that a + B < 2 and v + 6§ < 2, where

—28 when CD + BE < 00r CD + BE > 0 and \/2XBE < _F,

& (PA+B+2/A(CD+ BE)) when CD + BE > 0 and | SP4EE > —,

F(a, B,7,0) =

0when CD + BE < 00r CD + BE > 0 and \/ “P4EE < —E,

G(a, B,7,0) =
%(E—l—q/CDiZB]E) whenC’D+BE>Oand1/CD+BE > —F,

and A, B(v,90),C(~,96), D(«a, B), E(a, B) are given by either of three possibilities (B.24)—~(B.26), then the
set W2 (R, R, R3, S), is H*> N H{ trapping.

REMARK B.11. For sets of parameters (B.24) and (B.25) the constant E' is negative and hence it is
sufficient to use Lemma B.9 to get the existence of trapping set with the radius — D/ E. It turns out, however,
that Lemma B.10 can yield better bounds than merely Lemma B.9. If we use (B.26), then E can be positive
and then the argument of type as in Lemma B.9 does not work, however, B.10 gives us the trapping set.

REMARK B.12. The minimization of F'(«, 3,7, ) can be performed numerically. The set is trapping
for every «, 8,7, > O such that o + 8 < 2 and v 4+ § < 2. So to obtain the smallest radius of the trapping
set, one needs to search the parameter space and use the approximate minimizer in the estimates.

B.4.2. Summary for global bounds on ||uys|/L,- Summarizing, we obtained five possibilities to get
trapping set on ||ty || L,: two by Lemma B.9 and three by Lemma B.10. In practice we compute all five
radii and choose the smallest one. This smallest radius will be denoted by R3 and the resulting trapping
set by W2 (R1, Ra, R3). To simplify the notation, the additional constant S, which enters the trapping set
definition if the method of Lemma B.10 yields the optimal estimate, is neglected in further notation. Note
that always the trapping set is convex, and, due to the bound on ||t || 2, compact in H{.
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B.4.3. Local estimates on ||tz 2. -

LEMMA B.13. Assume that fort € [t1,t2] there hold the bounds ||u(t)||r, < Ry and ||uz(t)||L, < Ri.
Then for every , 8 > 0 such that « + 8 < 2 and for a.e. t € (t1,t2) there hold the following estimates:

d 5933 RAR2 I fallieo (s, b
(B.27) %H’UH?P + (2 - 5)W2||U||%2 < 245?)’ 1 ” ”L (itl,m,L?),
d 3.5188RMZ | fullT oo 4, 40
(B.28) gLz + @ == Bl < =t Wl P
d (K2 r— 25R R
(B.29) Zlol?. < (at2il?) ( 51 2 L n2(a+ 8- 2)) v]|3-

PROOF. Estimates (B.21) and (B.22) can be rewritten as

1/2 3/2

||U||L2 +2][valZ> < 10]jull 2

5v/2

7/4 5/4
||v||L2+2||vz||Lz < —n N a2+ 201 ol oo 0y gy Vs 22

el oo llvall,” + 20 fallEoo by 20202 Vel 22,

After using the Young inequality they get the form

d 5433 IfellToe(ty iz
(B.30) Zlvlie + 2= a = B)llvalfe < flusllzellullZ: 25 Oithtz’ )
2
d 2 2 14/3 3'513/3 Hf?f"Loo(tl,tz;L?)
(B31) @H'U”L2 +(27O(7ﬂ)“?)m”l/2 S HUzHL2 228/365/3 o .

After using the previously obtained radii of the trapping sets for ||u|/z2 and ||u.||z2, and the Poincaré in-
equality this yields (B.32) and (B.23). On the other hand, multiplying (B.16) by v and integrating over (0, 1)
we obtain

1d 1 1
—||v]132 + |Jve |2 + 3/ Uz V0 dT +/ wvzv dr = fzvz dx.
2 dt 0
Integrating by parts and using the Schwarz inequality, we obtain
1d !
3710z + vallze < 1fe@lezllvallez +5 ; wvzv dz.
It follows that
1d
5 gilvlEe + llallze < @ lezlvallz + Slullee o]z va] 2.
From Lemma A.4, and the Young inequality, we have
2@l o
[fa () L2lvall2 < 5 T g llvellze,
2
1/2 1/2
i I P P
[ullzellollL2llvall2 < 55 + 5 lvsllz2,

where «, § are positive constants. Hence we deduce

Ife@lZ= , 25lulle luallez lolIZ.
(0%

d
(B.32) Zlvlie + 2= a=B)lvalz < 5
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Since ||u(t)||zz < Ri and ||u,(t)||2 < Rq for every t > ¢1 and v = wuy,, assuming that & + § < 2, by the
Poincaré inequality it follows that
||fr||%oc(t1,t2;1:2) 25R1 Ry ||v||3
+ )
o B
and the assertion (B.29) follows. ]

d
vz + 72— a = B)li: <

We pass to the result which gives alternative to the local in time estimates on the quantity ||tz |2,
of Lemma B.13. The lemma is based on the estimates (B.30) and (B.31), similar as Lemma B.13 and
is analogous to Lemma B.6, namely interpolation inequality is used in place of the Poincaré inequality.
Indeed, using the interpolation inequality [|ugz||7. < [|ug|r2]|Uusssllzz < Rolltuwss|/r2 in (B.30) and
(B.31) we obtain

d. . 2—a-p8, ., _5BRR  fellieq a2
(B.33) £||v||L2 + T%HUHL? < 2433 a ’

d 9 27a76 4 3.513/3R§4/3 foH2°°(t1,t2;L2)
(B.34) s lvllze + T%”WHLZ < 928/355/3 | a '

LEMMA B.14. Let f € L>®(t1,to; H}) and let a, 3 > 0 be such that o + 3 < 2. Assume that the
solution of the Burgers equation u : [to,t] — Hg satisfies the estimates

lu()rz < R, |luw(s)|l2 < Re for s € [t1,ta].

Then
D tanh(vVCD(t — t1)) + VOD||ugs (t1)||?
B35 fus(t)]2 < wept—n) Pl o ve 1),
Ctanh(VOD(t — 1)) ||tz (t1)]|22 + VOD
with
2—a—8 . 5433 RARZ | fallloo ty 002y
C:T% and either D = 9153 al :
3 513/3R§4/3 ||fx||%oo(t1,t2;lz2)
or 928/335/3 + o ’

B.5. Trapping set for u,, in L2. In this section we establish global and local estimates for ||t 7,2-
We will use the notation
X={ueH*NH} : uz € Hy}.
Define the set
Whs(R1, Rz, R3, Ra)
= {U eX: ||U||L2 S Rl) ||UIHL2 S RQ, vaw”L2 S RS; ||Uazxw||L2 S R4}

LEMMA B.15. Assume that f € L°°(H? N H}). There exists the X -trapping set which is nonempty
and bounded in H3. In fact if only Ry, Ry, Rs, are as in Section B.4 and

R4 Z min (A/ﬂ', (AR3)1/2> 5
where A is the smaller of the positive roots of two equations

7
(B.36) z— 53233/4331/4 — N faall 22y = O,
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(B.37) z —TRY?Ry* Ry 2% — || fru|| Lo (1) = 0,
then the set Wys(R1, Ra, Rs, Ry), is X -trapping.

PROOF. Multiplying (B.16) by —v,,. and integrating over the space interval (0, 1) we get the bound

1d
2 dt
Let us integrate by parts

||UI||L2 + ||UI$||L2 - S(U'xvvvzw) - (UUm,’sz) = _(fzwavmm)-

1d 1 1 1
(uvxavww) = (u7 le'vi) = —5(’&1111,1)1) = 5(1}’1}$7U) + i(uwavwmv)

1 [td 1
= 6/0 e Sdr + Q(UIU,UM) = §(u$,vmv).
This means that the above equation can be rewritten in the following two possible ways
1d
(B.38) B dt”'UJCHL2 + vaw”L? - i(uwvvvww) = _(f:mavmw)a
1d
(B39) 9 dt”'UwHLQ + HUZMUHLQ - 7(uvw7vwx) = _(fza:avwm)-

Using Lemma A.4 we estimate the scalar products above as follows (we want to get rid of ||v, |2, but we
are happy with ||v,.[|" ; as long as p < 2)

1/2 1/2
(00, V30)| < N | 22 0l o= [0 | 22 < Nuallzz [Joe | 157 01135 1owe | 2
1/4 1/4 1/2 3/4 4
< g | 22 01135 owa 5 0l 5 vl 2 = N 2 [0l35 vss |5
and
(W, Ve )| < [full oo [0z 22 ]|vea | 22
1/2 1/2 1/2 1/2 1/2 1/2 1/2 3/2
< Nl el 2 o2 N owe 12 Nvwell 2 = Nl v a6 0l 2 vee |5
It follows that
1d 3/4 5/4
5 gpllvelie + vl < f||ux\|m|\v|| D lveal35" + 1| foell 22 [vee | 22
1d < 1/2 1/2y 111/2 3/2
[vall22 + [lvaellZe < Tlll o e |15 1036 owe 155+ | faell 22 [ves | 22

2.dt
Using the fact that ||u(t)|| 2z < Ra, ||ue(t)|lzz < Ra, ||v||z2 = ||twe||2 < Rs, we obtain

3/4 5/4

”UMHL? + R2R | MH + || foell Lo L2)||”MHL2

5@”“1\\%2 >
3/4 1/4
= vz 12 (nvmuz — TR o ||fm||Loo<L2>) ~

1/2 51/2 51/2 3/2
||vzHL2 < —|lveell22 + TR Ry Ry *|[vea |35 + || foall e (12) [0z | 2

1/2 p1/2 p1/2 1/2
~lvzallzs (Ivaz 2 = TRY*RY By Plloas 11 = | frolliz2)) -

Now, we need to find the positive numbers which are roots of the equations (B.36) and (B.37) (by Lemma A.6
these roots are unique). As v € H}, i.e. then v, has zero mean, the Poincaré equality 7| v, | r2 < ||vzz]]
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holds. Moreover we have the interpolation inequality ||vy| 2 < ||1J|\1L/22 [|vze ||1L/22 < Ré/ % |vee ||}:/22 Pro-
ceeding exactly as in the proof of Lemma B.2 we obtain the assertion of the Lemma.

B.5.1. Using Wang’s trick. Let us rewrite the equations (B.30) and (B.31) as

d, s o 5*3RAR? I falliee 2
(B.40) Sz + 2 =8 = leellze < —53 y

d 3-51/8RIM3 | fulloe r2y
(B.41) —[v|l22 4+ (2 = 6 — Y)||va]|?2 < 2_ 4 .

gllvllze + Nvallz2 938/355/3 ~

We can combine either of the above two estimates with either of estimates (B.46) and (B.47) and use Corol-
lary A.9 to get possibly smaller value of R,4. This allows us to define the following four sets of parameters

5433 RAR2 | fulie(r2
(B.42) A=R], B=—7 2+ = 0=2-5-,
246 v
3.78/355/3RSPR2 | foalloo (2 2
D= 5pmgim T R B
3.518BRMUS | fulll e p2
. y L2
(B.43) A=R3 B = 928/355/3 » O=2-0-7,
3. 78/355/3R§/3R§ Hfl’m”%OO(Lz) 2
D= 925/3,5/3 B  B=-mZ=a=h),
5433RAR2 | felie(r2
(B.44) A:Rg’ B = 2453 : : )’ C=2-0-m
7433R%R%R§ ”fmcH%OC(L?) 2
D=1 g Pommasi)
3. 5IARID [ fl2e e
. ) (L)
(B.45) A=R;, B= 928/355/3 ~y y O=2-0-7,
7433R%R§R§ Hfamt”%w(m) 2
I TP R B Emomimand

We define the set
WHa(Rl7R2aR37R475)
={weX : vz <R lvalle < Ros |vaellne < Rs, [Vewel2e + S|lvaz]|22 < Ra}.

Similar as in the estimate on ||uz|| .2 Corollary A.9 implies the following result which states that this set is
X trapping for appropriate R4 and S.

LEMMA B.16. Assume that f € L°°(H? N H}). There exists the X trapping set which is nonempty
and bounded in H®. In fact if only Ry, Rs, Rs are taken as in Section B.4, and

R} > F(a,B,7,6), S=G(a,B,7,5)
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for some o, B,7v,0 > 0 such that a + 8 < 2 and v + 6§ < 2, where

—28 when CD + BE < 00r CD + BE > 0 and \/924BE < _FE,

& (PA+B+2/A(CD+ BE)) when CD + BE > 0 and | “P4EE > —,

0whenCD+BESOorCD+BE>Oand\/%S—E,

G(a, B,7,6) =
& (B +\/<P42E) when CD + BE > 0 and \/ C24BE > —F,

and A, B(4,v),C(6,7), D(«, 8), E(a, B) are given by either of four possibilities (B.42)—~(B.45), then the
set Wys(R1, R, R3, Ry, S), is X trapping.

F(a,B,7,0) =

B.5.2. Summary of global bounds. Similar as in the case of ||u. ||z we get six trapping set bounds on
||tz || L2 by Lemmas B.15 and B.16. Since we are interested to know the best possible bound, we calculate
all of them, optimizing all four bounds of Lemma B.16 with respect to constants «, 3,~, d and we choose
the best obtained bound for further computations.

B.5.3. Local estimates on ||tyy,|/ . In the following Lemma we obtain the differential inequality on
||lvz ||, which will be useful to get the localized in time estimates.

LEMMA B.17. Suppose that on interval [ty, 5] there hold bounds ||u(t)||L2 < Ri, ||uz(t)||rz < Ra,
[[tze(®)]lLz = |lv@)]lL2 < Rs. Then for every a, § > 0 such that o + § < 2 and for a.e. t € (t1,1t2) there
hold the bounds

3 2
d, o o 3-78355REPR2 | faul T4y 10en2)
(B.46) @”UIHH + 72 —a—B)|vz72 < 5357353 3 .
d TA33RIRZRE | faolFoo iy imir
®41) Sl 4@ a el < S R

PROOF. Similar as in the proof of Lemma B.15 we multiply (B.16) by —v,, and integrate over the
space interval (0, 1). This gives us the bounds

d 3/4 5/4
ZllvelFe + 2lveelFe < TRIRS loael 2" + 20 fusllzoe ot taie Ve 2 = T + I,

d 1/2 172 151/2 3/2

ZllvelFe + 2lvelFe < 14RY* Ry Ry *|lvgall 2 4 20 fasll L (.t Vs 22 = T2 + Is.
. Observe that the terms on the right-hand side of both estimates contain ||v,,|| to power lower than 2,
therefore we would like use the Young inequality to majorize them by ||v,||?.

(i) Estimate of I,. We use the Young inequality (A.1) with a = 7R2R§/4, b= va||5/4 q = 8/5,

L2 b
p=8/3and e = (08/5)"/%. This yields

3.78/355/3 R8/3 R2
(B.48) I = TRyRY *||vge |26} < 2 '3

2 = 92573 5/3 + allvee |72

(i) Estimate of I,. Again we use the Young inequality (A.1) with a = 14R)/*RY*RY? b =
[vmal[357, g = 4/3, p = 4 and € = (ad/3)*/*. We obtain

7433 R2 R2 R?
I = 4R Ry RY v, |30 < = 152

2 > 2403 + O‘”UMLH%P
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(iii) Estimate of I3. This time we set p = ¢ = 2, € = /2 and we obtain

[R% —
I3 = 2||me%oo(t1,t2;L2)||U:cm||L2 < % + [3HUM||2L2

Hence, by the Poincaré inequality we deduce the assertion of the Lemma. (]

Analogously to Lemmas B.6 and B.14 we formulate a result which gives local in time estimates on
the quantity |uz,.||%- alternative with respect to the ones which follow from Lemma B.17. The lemma
is based on the estimates of Lemma B.17 but we estimate the term |[vyz ||z, = ||%zaze| L2 from below
not by the Poinvaré inequality, but by interpolation inequalities. Hence, using the interpolation inequality
HuzzmH%g < Huz$”L2 HuxatzmHLz < R3||urxzz||L2 = RBHUzzHLZ we obtain

9o — . 78/3r5/3 p8/3 p2 Foell? ‘
B4 Ll + 220 o g < TSRS | el ey
dt R% 925/3,5/3 15}
do o 2-a—F o _TERERE feelic e
.50 L e

LEMMA B.18. Let f € L?(ty,t2; H> N H}) and let o, B > 0 be such that o + 3 < 2. Assume that the
solution of the Burgers equation u : [t1,ts] — X satisfies the estimates

lu(s)llL2 < Ra, [lua(s)llz2 < R, luea(s)|r2 < Ry for s € [tr, ta].

Then
» _ Dtanh(vVCD(t — 1)) + VOD|[tgea(t1)||22
(B.51) ”Uarxw(t)HL? < 5
C tanh(VCD(t — t1)) gz (t1)]|2. + VCD
with
2—a-p . 3.78/355/3RS/PR2 | fuullloo (1) 1012y
(B.52) C= T% and either D = PIEPIE + 3
(B.53) or D= 7433R%R§R§ Hf$93||%°°(t1,t2;L2) .

2403 Ié;

B.6. Trapping set for u,,,, in L?. The last estimates will be the ones of ||tuyzzz| 2. Similar as
in previous situations we will get a local and a global estimates of this quantity. Let us differentiate the
original equation four times with respect to the space variable and denote w = gy, and v = uy,. This

procedure is valid provided we reinforce the previous assumptions by f,..(0,t) = 0 and f,.(1,t) = 0. After
differentiation we obtain the following equation.

Wi — Wy + duzw + 1000, + vy = froze

with the boundary conditions
w(0,t) = w(1,t) = 0.
We test this equation with w which yields

1d
5%”“’“%2 + ”me%2 + 5(ugw, w) + 10(vy0, w) + (W, w) = (frzzz, W)
Performing integration by parts in the last term on the left-hand side, we deduce
1d 9
(B.54) ||w||%2 + kuL”%ﬂ + 5 (upw, w) + 10(vv, w) = (fozaa, w).

2dt 2
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By the Poincaré inequality

1d 9
5 glwlie + 7llwlze < Sluellesllwlzz + 100 o vallz @iz + | foaee ()] 2 llw]l 2.
Multiplying by 2 and using the Cauchy inequality with €, we obtain for any 3,y > 0

d 1 1

T lwllze + 2% = 8 =5 = up | ) w2 < 5100Hvllioollvz\\iz + Bllfmm(t)l\Q-
On the other hand, (B.38) implies

1d 7

After multiplication by two and some simple computations
d 1
Tltaealzs + 2 — @) wllie < TluellplltamellZe + = fou (D]
Now suppose that evolution is inside the trapping set
Wys(Ra, Rz, Rs, R4)
= {’U €eX: ||/U||L2 S Rh ||vCEHL2 S R27 Hva::r:”Lz é R31 ||va:xa:||L2 S R4}

Then there hold two differential inequalities

d 1 1
%HWHQL2 +(2r% — B — 7 — 9V2Ry Rs) |w|7» < §100R3R2 + BfozzzH%OO(L?)'

d 1
%Humxﬂiz +(2-a)|w|z: < TV2yV/RyRsRE + allfm\lioc(m)-

These two inequalities, by Corollary A.9 and the earlier obtained bound on ||| 2 allow us to find the
trapping set for ||w]|| 2. Let

Y ={uecH*NH} : uz. € Hy}.
Define the set
W4 (Ry, Ry, R3, Ry, Rs, S)
={veY : |[vll2 < Ru, vz < Ra, [[vae 72 < R,
[0zaz L2 < Rasl[vezeal| 22 + Sllveae|72 < RE}.

Now, we can use Corollary A.9 taking

| fe 17 o0
(B.55) A=R2, B=T7V2/RyRsR> + %(“ C=2-a,

2
D_ 100R3 R3 N | fozaallFoe 12y
v B

which leads us to the following result

, E=B+~+9V2RR3 — 21°,

LEMMA B.19. Assume that f € L>(Y). There exists the Y -trapping set which is nonempty and
bounded in H*. In fact if only Ri—Ry are taken as in Section B.5, and

R:> F(a,B,7), S=G(a,B,7)
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for some ., B,y > 0, where
f% whenC’D+BE§OorCD+BE>Oand,/% < —E,

& (EA+ B +2\/A(CD+ BE)) when CD + BE > 0 and \/ <2522 > —F,

0when CD + BE < 00r CD + BE > 0 and \/ P4EE < —E,

G(a, B,7) =
% (E-F\/%) whenC’D+BE>Oand\/CD7j‘BE > —F,

and A, B(a),C(a), D(B,7), E(8,7) are given by (B.55), then the set Wy (R1, Ra, R3, R4, R5,S), is Y-
trapping.

F(o,B,7) =

The following results give alternative bounds for the radius of positively invariant set for ||tzzzq || 12

LEMMA B.20. If R1—R, are as in Section B.5 then there holds the bound

(B.56)
1d

2.dt
Hence if only A is the positive root of

@ — || fosellpe(rey — 1LRY?Ry/* Ry 2"/ — 10V2R,* Ry/* Ry = 0,

llwle < Jwlize (faea(®) 22 = lwall 2 + 1LRYZRY?RY? s |12 + 10V2RY*RYRy)

and
R5 > min (A/ﬂ', (AR4)1/2) )
then the set
Wi (Ry, Ry, R, Ry, Rs) = {v € X : [[v]z2 < Ry, [[oa]|2 < Ro, ||vaa|72 < Rs,
[vzzzllze < Ra, [|vazaallze < Rs}
is Y -trapping.

PROOF. We rewrite (B.54) as

1d

2 dt”w||L2 + ||w90||L2 - 9(’11,’11)9;, )+ 10(vaaw) = _(fmwwaww)~
As

(VUg, w) = —(upw, w) — (UgVs, Wy) = 2(vw, Wy) — (UgVg, Wy ),

we can rewrite the above equality as

1d

9 dtHw||L2 + Hwﬂan2 + 11 (uw, ww) - 10(uwvwaww) = (fzwwvww)

We deduce

1d
3 gplwlze < I fowellcllwell 2 = lwellZe + 1flul pe lw] 22 wel 2z + 10]ue ]| Lo vzl 2wzl 2

By interpolation inequalities it follows that
1d
2 dt

1/2 1/2 1/2 1/2 1/2
(W fowallz = lwllzz + 12l 2 e |2 e 7 072 4+ 10Vt N5 et 5 0 2 )

and the proof is complete. |

—lwlzs < flwsllze:
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B.6.1. Local bounds. By the Young inequality applied to (B.56) we deduce the following Lemma which
is useful to get the local estimates for ||ty || 12

LEMMA B.21. Suppose that on interval [t1, 2] there hold bounds ||u(t)||L2 < R,
[uza(t)]lr2 < R,
estimate

ug(t)||2 < Ro,
Ugar (t)||2 < Ra. Then for every «, 5,7 > 0 such that o + 8 + v < 2 there holds the

d | fezz®)]|2.  200RyR3R3  3%11*R?R3R3
Gl + (2= o= 8 = e}, < ST 4 S0 353
Now, similar as in Lemma B.17 there hold the following bounds with §, ¢ > 0, and § + € < 2

3-78/355/3RSPR2 | faullFoo r2y

d
Zllvellze + (2 — e = d)llwl72 <

= 225/35/3 c
d 33 R2RIRE | faalle (12
Gl + (2 = e )l < TSR 4 ST,

Hence, we can derive two more algorithms to find the radius of the positively invariant set for ||uyyzz |12 =
||w]| 2 using Corollary A.9 with the following two sets of parameters

3- 78/355/3R2/3R§ n ”fzzH%x(Lz)

_ P2 _ _
(B.57) A=R? B= 5T - C=2—¢c—34,
| faze |7 oo 200RyR3 R 3311*R2R2R2
D= e 263 1 g P=(atBty-2n,
7383 R2R2R2 | faalFoore
2 _ 14ig g (L?) _
(B.58) A=R}, B="—"Frg . L C=2—¢—3,
| fozall2 oo 200RyR3R2  3311*R2R2R2
Do Le(L) 253 i 247132 1 E=(a+B8+7-2)7

LEMMA B.22. Assume that f € L (H3 N H}) satisfies fr. € L°°(H}). If Ri—Ry are taken as in
Section B.5, and
R} > F(a,8,7.6), S=G(a,f,7,9)
for some o, 3,7,0,€ > 0suchthata + 8+ < 2and e + § < 2, where

—%whenCD+BE§OorCD+BE>Oand\/@g—E,

& (BA+ B+2(/A(CD+ BE)) when CD + BE > 0 and \/ SP4E > —,

0 when CD + BE < 00r CD + BE > 0 and \/ “P4BE < —E,

G(a,B,7,0,¢) =
& (B+\S24EE) when CD + BE > 0 and \/<P3BE > —,

and A, B(d,€),C(d,€), D(c, B,7), E(c, B,7) are given by either of two possibilities (B.57)—~(B.58), then
the set Wis(R1, Ra, R3, R4, Rs, S), is Y -trapping.

Using (B.56) and arguing the same as in Lemma B.21, by the interpolation inequality ||w||7, <
|tgze |2 ||we |2 < Ry|lwe||r2 we obtain the local estimate alternative to the one of Lemma B.21.

F(Oé,ﬂ,’)’,&E) =

2—a—f— Y uwlZ < | frza(®)]122 N 200RyR3R;  3°11*R?R3R3
R? L= a B 2443
This gives us the following result

d
(B.59) S lwllze +
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LEMMA B.23. Let f € L>(t1,to; H® N HY) satisfy foe € L™®(t1,t2; HY) and let o, 3,7 > 0 be such
that .+ B+~ < 2. Assume that the solution of the Burgers equation u : [t1,t2] — Y satisfies the estimates

u(s)|lzz < Ru, [lua(s)llzz < Ra, Juze(s)l|2 < R, [[Uaaallzz < Ry for s € [ty,ta].

Then
, _ Dtanh(VCD(t — t1)) + VOD | tigws (1)) 2
(B.60) | ttazae (t)]|22 < :
Ctanh(vVOD(t — t1))||tgmax (t1)]|2> + VCD
with
2
o 2o —2,3 7 4 Do [ fowa |7 oo (10 6:2.2) . 200R,R3R2  3311*R2R2R?
R ! I6; 2443

FACULTY OF MATHEMATICS AND COMPUTER SCIENCE, JAGIELLONIAN UNIVERSITY, UL. LOJASIEWICZA 6, 30-348
KRAKOW, POLAND
Email address: piotr.kalita@ii.uj.edu.pl

FACULTY OF MATHEMATICS AND COMPUTER SCIENCE, JAGIELLONIAN UNIVERSITY, UL. LOJASIEWICZA 6, 30-348
KRAKOW, POLAND
Email address: umzgliczQcyf-kr.edu.pl



	1. Introduction
	2. Burgers equation: problem setting and basic properties
	3. Trapping sets
	4. Rigorous integration algorithm based on the Galerkin projection in FEM space
	5. Rigorous integration of differential inclusion
	6. Computer assisted verification of the periodic solution existence
	Acknowledgement
	References
	Appendix A. Auxiliary inequalities and lemmas
	Appendix B. Derivarion of trapping sets radii and local estimates.

