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We point out a class of trapping potentials in nonlinear Schrödinger equations that make them non-
integrable, but prevent the emergence of power spectra associated with ergodicity. The potentials
are characterized by equidistant energy spectra (e.g., the harmonic-oscillator trap), and therefore by
a large number of resonances enhancing the nonlinearity. In a broad range of dynamical solutions,
spanning the regimes of both weak and strong nonlinearity, the power spectra are shaped as narrow
(quasi-discrete) evenly spaced spikes, unlike generic truly continuous (ergodic) spectra. We develop
an analytical explanation for the emergence of these spectral features in the case of weak nonlinearity.
In the strongly nonlinear regime, the presence of such structures is tracked numerically by performing
simulations with random initial conditions. Some potentials that prevent ergodicity in this manner
are of direct relevance to Bose-Einstein condensates: they naturally enter 1D, 2D and 3D Gross-
Pitaevskii equations (GPEs), the quintic version of these equations, and a two-component GPE
system.

I. INTRODUCTION

The clash between integrability and ergodic behavior
is a well-known phenomenon [1, 2]. While dynamics of
generic systems with many degrees of freedom typically
exhibit thermalization, chaotization and stochasticity,
dynamics of integrable systems are tightly constrained
by a large (or infinite) number of conservation laws. A
conflict between these two distinct pictures arises when
the system is “close” to integrability [1]. In that case,
a natural question is to what extent the dynamics will
display ergodic features. Such questions were raised, in
particular, two decades ago by experiments with nearly-
1D cold atomic gases [3, 4] because the underlying basic
model may be the integrable Lieb-Liniger one [5], but
integrability-breaking effects cannot be completely elimi-
nated from the real-world setup. This problem motivated
the study of deviations from the standard framework of
non-equilibrium dynamics [6], bringing along intriguing
ideas such as generalized hydrodynamics [7–13], prether-
malization [14–17], generalized Gibbs ensembles [18–20],
etc.

A common approach to analytical and numerical stud-
ies of the above questions relies on perturbing an in-
tegrable equation by extra terms – typically, this is
an external trap added to the nonlinear Schrödinger
equation (NLSE) [10, 21]. Then, one explores the
consequences of integrability breaking in the perturbed
model [10, 11, 17, 21–23]. One may, however, wonder
whether a mechanism other than integrability exists to
produce essential deviations from ergodic signatures of
non-integrable dynamics. This question underlies the
present paper, leading to a class of NLSEs including
highly resonant potentials (HRP), namely, ones that, for
the linear Schrödinger equation, yield equidistant spectra

FIG. 1. The contrast between power spectra of the first-mode
amplitude â0, defined as per Eq. (11), as produced by the
numerical solution of the one-dimensional NLSE in the HO
potential (a), infinitely deep square potential well (b), and
quartic potential (c), initialized by the input with a random
phase and amplitude. Amplitudes of higher modes display
similar plots.

of energy eigenvalues En:

En = an+ b, (1)

with integer n and real constants a and b. The most com-
monly known example is the harmonic-oscillator (HO)
potential, whose equidistant spectrum is a consequence of
the hidden symmetry of the respective quantum Hamil-
tonian. Similarly, the equidistant structure of spectra of
other potentials is related to their symmetries [24].
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The term highly resonant reflects extreme abundance
of resonances in these systems. Indeed, the equidistant
positioning of the eigenvalues in Eq. (1) ensures that the
four-wave resonance condition, En + Em − El − Ej = 0
with integers n,m, l, j, reduces to a simple relation be-
tween the integer numbers, n + m − i − j = 0, which
implies an infinite number of resonances for any mode
(n = i+ j−m). It is shown below that the special struc-
ture of energy eigenvalues (1) has a strong impact on the
dynamics, producing a regime of non-ergodic evolution,
in contrast with the case of generic (non-equidistant) en-
ergy spectra. This phenomenon is demonstrated, in par-
ticular, by the power spectra presented in Fig. 1. In
the case of generic trapping potentials, the system indis-
criminately excites a large range of frequencies, which
leads to ergodic (continuous and unstructured) power
spectra [25], as shown in Figs. 1(b) and (c), which cor-
respond, respectively, to the infinitely deep square well
and anharmonic potential. By contrast, HRPs, in a pa-
rameter range spanning weakly and strongly nonlinear
regimes, give rise to unusually depopulated power spec-
tra, in which the excited frequencies reside in a “comb-
like” arrangement of spikes, as shown in Fig. 1(a). The
comb-like spectra induced by HRPs reveal an obstruction
to ergodicity, being drastically different from the contin-
uously distributed spectra created by generic traps. This
conclusion is upheld by the similarity of the comb-like
power spectra in HRPs to the discrete power spectra
which are a characteristic feature of the integrable dy-
namics. They are associated with periodic and quasi-
periodic trajectories that the integrable dynamics track
on the surface of invariant tori in the phase space.

Our motivation to search for alternatives to exact
integrability in explaining non-ergodic behavior came
from specific results for the 1D Gross-Pitaevskii equa-
tion (GPE), which is a well-established model for the
dynamics of atomic Bose-Einstein condensates, based on
the NLSE for the mean-field wave function of the con-
densate [28–30]. It is commonly known that the NLSE
is integrable in the free 1D space [31, 32], thus providing
a good starting point for the study of the clash between
integrability and ergodicity. The dynamical behavior in
the presence of an external trap, which breaks integrabil-
ity [33], has been addressed for non-equilibrium config-
urations [25, 34–40], coherent states in time-dependent
traps [41, 42], and the propagation of a small number of
solitons [43–52] (see also Refs. [53–61] for related mod-
els). Numerical works [43–46] suggested remarkable con-
trast between the GPE with the HO potential, and the
equation including either anharmonic potentials or the
infinitely deep potential box, which is represented by zero
boundary conditions at the box edges. In particular, a
single dark soliton trapped in the box potential displays a
continuous power spectrum, in consonance with ergodic-
ity and indicating the emission of radiation [46]. On the
other hand, the evolution of the dark soliton governed
by the GPE with the HO potential gives rise to a quasi-
discrete power spectrum, reminiscent of discrete spectra

associated with the quasiperiodic dynamics of integrable
systems [46]. The non-ergodic behavior of the 1D GPE
with the HO potential, as opposed to the apparent er-
godicity maintained by other potentials, is not restricted
to the soliton motion, but also happens for more generic
initial conditions, such as random waves. As shown in
Fig. 1, the evolution initialized by these configurations
in the case of the HO potential displays comb-like power
spectra, while ergodic ones (truly continuous and un-
structured) are seen in case of the box and quartic poten-
tials. The specific shape of the power spectra supported
by the HO potential suggests the presence of an under-
lying mechanism constraining the dynamics to a non-
ergodic form. It was referred to as “quasi-integrability”
in Ref. [46], because, as said above, discrete spectra are
characteristic of integrable systems.

NLSEs with the HO potential display peculiar behavior
which is not restricted to 1D. In particular, in 2D there
are analytical solutions describing periodically modu-
lated motion of a single-vortex [62] and multi-vortex con-
figurations [63–65], as well as dark rings [64], or analytic
and numerical manifestations of Fermi-Pasta-Ulam re-
currences [65]. In Ref. [66], the rich structure exhibited
by weakly nonlinear dynamics of the 2D GPE with the
HO potential was extended to a large family of related
systems with similar behaviors, and in Ref. [67], it was
connected to the presence of breathing modes [68, 69].
Another setup where the HO potential has shown quasi-
periodic motions is the 1D quintic NLSE [70].

The connection between the 2D GPE with the HO po-
tential and other systems with equidistant linear spectra
subject to condition (1), which were considered in Refs.
[66, 67, 70] is an incentive to find out whether the quasi-
integrability of the 1D GPE with the HO potential, es-
tablished in Ref. [46], is an exceptional feature, or, on
the contrary, it is shared by a large class of NLSEs. To
this end, we examine the role played by the potential and
conclude that comb-like power spectra similar to the one
plotted in Fig. 1(a) are displayed by NLSEs with HRPs,
whose linear spectra of energy eigenvalues take the form
of Eq. (1). On the other hand, NLSEs with potentials
that do not obey definition (1) do not display comb-like
spectra, even if their spectra admit resonances between
some modes.

Our results suggest three essential implications. First,
NLSEs including HRPs constitute a broad class of models
ranging from some of the most common and physically
relevant ones, such as the GPE with the HO potential
in any number of spatial dimensions, to more sophisti-
cated potentials and nonlinear terms. The availability of
2D and 3D models of this type is particularly interesting
for experiments because they overcome fundamental lim-
itations inherent to studies of weakly broken integrable
dynamics. First, the perturbation theory applies, in the
traditional form, solely to 1D models [33]. The second
lifted limitation, which is related to the first one, is that
our models are not necessarily produced by deformations
of integrable equations. An example is the 1D quintic
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NLSE with the HO potential, which features non-ergodic
power spectra without proximity to an exactly integrable
equation (see details below). Finally, it is relevant to
stress that our results offer an example of how a linear
property, viz., the equidistant linear energy spectrum (1),
may impose a fundamental constraint on the full nonlin-
ear dynamics, preventing the onset of ergodicity. For our
exposition of the results we will mostly refer to two mod-
els, the 1D GPEs with the HO and box potentials, which
represent the HRPs and non-HRPs, respectively. Then,
we will explain how similar results are produced by other
potentials of the same type.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows: First,
we introduce the setup and make a direct comparison
between the dynamics under the action of the HO and
box potential. Then, we develop an analytical approxi-
mation for the power spectrum in the case of weak non-
linearity, which makes it possible to explain differences
between the respective power spectra. Afterwards, we
show numerically how the comb-like power spectrum de-
pends on the magnitude and sign (defocusing/focusing)
of the nonlinear terms. This is followed by the presenta-
tion of comb-like power spectra produced by eleven other
HRP models, which provide a robust confirmation of the
genericity of our results. The paper is concluded by a
discussion of the prospects and implications of our find-
ings.

II. 1D GPES WITH THE HO AND BOX
POTENTIALS

Throughout this paper, we use the 1D GPE as the
main setup to illustrate the methods and results. In sec-
tion V, we describe several other models, related to the
ones addressed here. The scaled form of the NLSE is

i∂tψ = −1

2
∂2
xψ + V (x)ψ + g|ψ|2ψ (2)

where V (x) is the potential, and g the nonlinearity coef-
ficient with g > 0 and g < 0 for the defocusing and fo-
cusing self-interactions, respectively. This equation con-
serves the norm

M =

∫ +∞

−∞
|ψ|2dx, (3)

and energy (Hamiltonian)

H =

∫ +∞

−∞

(
1

2
|∇ψ|2 + V (x)|ψ|2 +

g

2
|ψ|4

)
dx, (4)

which includes the quadratic and quartic parts, associ-
ated with the linear and nonlinear terms in Eq. (2),
respectively:

H2 =

∫ +∞

−∞

(
1

2
|∇ψ|2 + V (x)|ψ|2

)
dx, (5)

H4 =
g

2

∫ +∞

−∞
|ψ|4dx. (6)

We fix the normalization by setting M = 1 in Eq. (3).
The HO and box potentials are our representative ex-

amples, chosen to illustrate the differences between HRP
and non-HRP cases, respectively:

HO : V (x) =
1

2
x2, box :

{
0, for x ∈ (0, L),

∞, elsewhere,

(7)
where the coefficient of the HO potential is fixed by scal-
ing to be 1, and L is the size of the box, and the Dirichlet
boundary conditions ψ(t, 0) = ψ(t, L) = 0 are implied in
this case. The linearized equations (g = 0) give rise to
the commonly known eigenvalues En and eigenfunctions
fn(x):

HO: En = n+
1

2
, fn(x) =

Hn(x)

π1/4
√

2nn!
e−x

2/2, (8)

box: En =
π2(n+ 1)2

2L2
, fn(x) =

√
2

L
sin

π(n+ 1)x

L
, (9)

where n ≥ 0 is the number of the bound states, and
Hn(x) are Hermite polynomials. We fix L = π/

√
2 in

order to make meaningful comparisons possible between
power spectra in the HO and the box without an ambigu-
ity in the frequency scale. The fact that the HO potential
belongs to the class of HRPs is determined by its equidis-
tant energy spectrum (8), while the quadratic spectrum
(9) indicate that the box potential belongs to the non-
HRP class, although it admits some resonances among
its modes, much fewer than in the equidistant spectrum.

In both cases, the sets of eigenstates fn(x) are used to
rewrite the solution to Eq. (2) in terms of complex mode
amplitudes αn(t), defined so that

ψ(t, x) =

∞∑
n=0

αn(t)fn(x)e−iEnt. (10)

The most important quantity in this work is the power
spectrum of the amplitudes,

ân(ω) ≡ F
[
|αn(t)|2

]
(11)

where F stands for the Fourier transform. To produce
ân(ω), we solve numerically Eq. (2) using the schemes
outlined in Appendix A, and then identify amplitudes
αn(t) as per Eq. (10).

As initial conditions we use waves prepared with ran-
dom phases and amplitudes, in the form of

αn(0) =

{
AneiPn for n ≤ N
AneiPne−β(n−N ) for n > N

(12)

where An and Pn are random numbers uniformly dis-
tributed in [0, 1] and [0, 2π), respectively, N is the num-
ber of significantly excited modes, and β > 0 determines
the suppression of higher modes. The set of initial am-
plitudes αn(0) is scaled so as to satisfy the normaliza-
tion, M = 1. We use the input (12) because the expo-
nential suppression of the higher modes typically occurs
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in configurations arising in the course of dynamical evo-
lution. Each realization of input (12) features a differ-
ent content of modes and phases, yielding an adequate
form of generic (“natural”) initial states. Therefore, they
provide an appropriate arena for formulating generic re-
sults. This approach brings in a broader perspective in
comparison with focusing on special solutions, such as
single solitons. In this regard, our simulations may ac-
tually be understood as the evolution of configurations
given by superpositions of a large number of dark soli-
tons, corresponding to notches in the pattern (the su-
perposition also including other ingredients), as Fig. 2
suggests. Note also that random initial conditions simi-
lar to those given by Eq. (12) are used in studies of the
wave turbulence [71], with the aim to produce a generic
dynamical picture, rather than focusing on specific solu-
tions. In particular, the 1D NLSE in a very broad box
with periodic boundary conditions was used to study the
dynamics of random waves in integrable equations [72–
74] (the “integrable turbulence” introduced by Zakharov
[75]), the formation of rogue waves [76–78], etc. In this
context, our use of random initial configurations in the
presence of trapping potentials follows the general frame-
work adopted for the studies of spatially confined random
waves.

A detailed visualization of the evolution of random
waves in the HO and box potentials is produced, respec-
tively, in the left and right columns of Fig. 2. In both
cases, the evolution is affected by the strong nonlinearity
and a broad wavelength spectrum of the initial excitation
(g = 250, N = 20, β = 1).

First, we dwell on the case of the HO potential. In
this case, the condensate is initially localized at the cen-
ter of the domain, marked with many notches. At the
initial stage of the evolution, the condensate performs a
sequence of alternating expansion-compression cycles as-
sociated with the action of the HO potential (Fig. 2I.a),
and then relaxes to a spread state (Fig. 2I.b) that keeps
a nearly constant envelope in time, together with a large
number of notches shuttling from side to side, resem-
bling a gas of solitons [79]. The relaxation process may
be observed in the evolution of energy terms H2 (5)
and H4 (6) in Fig. 2I.c. Their ratio, starting from a
value H4/H2 ≈ 2.2, initially oscillates with large am-
plitudes corresponding to expansion and compression of
the condensate. After t ≈ 80 the energy exchanges sig-
nificantly subside, with the energies oscillating around
nearly constant values in the course of the subsequent
evolution, with the ratio H4/H2 ' 0.42, which is much
larger than in the case of the weakly nonlinear regime
(H4/H2 � 1). The power spectrum associated with this
evolution scenario features the same peculiar comb-like
shape presented in Fig. 1(a), as seen in Fig. 2I.e. While
one might assume that this shape originates from the
initial expansion-compression stage, the simulations are
long enough to guarantee the completion of the system’s
relaxation in the course of 20% of the total simulation
time, while the stabilized stage of the evolution covers the

remaining 80% of the time. Moreover, omitting the re-
laxation stage in the computation of the power spectrum,
its shape practically does not change. As concerns the
propagation of dark solitons in the condensate, Figs. 2I.a-
I.b exhibit their relatively smooth trajectories at both
stages of the evolution, the expansion-compression and
stabilized ones.

In the case of the box potential, Fig. 2II shows that
the random-phase-and-amplitude input (12) fills the box
from the beginning, remaining in this state at all times.
We have also explored the case where the random-phase-
and-amplitude input is localized at the center of the box.
In that case, following the initial expansion, the con-
densate remains in the spread state, without featuring
expansion-compression cycles. In the course of the evo-
lution, the energies again oscillate around values with ra-
tio H4/H2 ' 0.42. Taking close-by values of this ratio in
the cases of the HO and box potentials is necessary, once
the objective is to compare similar nonlinear regimes.
In spite of the proximity of the ratio H4/H2 ' 0.42 in
both cases, the action of the box potential leads to the
emergence of a continuous (ergodic) power spectrum in
Fig. 2, in contrast with its comb-shaped counterpart for
the HO potential. It is also worthwhile to note a signifi-
cant difference in the range of excited frequencies in the
respective power spectra. We stress that the difference
from the case of the HO potential is not a banal conse-
quence of the mismatch in the box size because we have
set L = π/

√
2 above precisely with the purpose to match

linear energy spectra of both systems [(En)HO = n+ 1/2
and (En)box = (n + 1)2], and, as we show in the next
section, this value of L is the only one that provides
matching of positions of the excited frequencies in the
power spectra of both systems. The ergodicity in the box
potential has been previously observed in Ref. [25] for
initial conditions that expand from the center, in agree-
ment with our remark that there is no essential difference
with the long-time evolution initialized by the input fill-
ing the entire domain. Analogously to the HO potential,
dark solitons propagate throughout the box, but they do
not follow smooth trajectories even in the interior of the
box because of the multiple collisions between them, and
shapes of individual solitons are identified less clearly.

We have also tested the presence of ergodicity in the
case of non-HRPs whose generically shaped spectra of en-
ergy eigenvalues do not admit resonances. For instance,
the 1D quartic potential, V (x) = x4/2, is a non-HRP
one, as shown by lowest eigenvalues numerically com-
puted with accuracy ∆En ∼ 10−4:

E0 = 0.5302, E1 = 1.8998, E2 = 3.7278,
E3 = 5.8224, E4 = 8.1309, E5 = 10.6192,
E6 = 13.2642, E7 = 16.0493, E8 = 18.9615.

(13)

In this case, the input provided by random waves gives
rise to an initial expansion-compression stage before re-
laxing to a spread state, similar to the dynamical scenario
observed above under the action of the HO potential, but
the power spectrum is ergodic, see Fig. 1(c), like in the
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FIG. 2. The evolution of 1D defocusing random waves under the action of the HO (left column, labeled I) or box of size
L = π/

√
2 (right column, labeled II), for a large nonlinearity coefficient g = 250 in Eq. (2). From top to bottom: the initial

stage of the spatiotemporal evolution (a); the evolution at an advanced stage (b); the temporal evolution of the quadratic (5)
and quartic (6) energies (c); four snap-shots illustrating the shape of the condensates in the course of the evolution (d); and the
power spectrum of the lowest-mode’s amplitude, α0(t), (e), with higher modes displaying similar shapes. The initial conditions
are random waves prepared as per Eq. (12) with N = 20 and β = 1. Both cases corresponding to the HO and box potentials
keep H4/H2 ' 0.42 most of the time.

case of the box potential, see Fig. 2II.e, in agreement
with the general picture outlined above.

III. ANALYTICAL DESCRIPTION IN THE
WEAKLY NONLINEAR REGIME

In this section, we aim to provide an analytical form
of the power spectrum in the weakly nonlinear regime,
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|g| � 1 in Eq. (2), where the difference in the emergence
of comb-like or ergodic spectra in HRPs and non-HRPs
can be understood explicitly. To do that, we again ad-
dress the 1D GPE with the HO and box potentials, which
generate, as mentioned above, the following commonly
known equidistant and quadratic spectra:

HO: En = n+
1

2
; box: En =

π2

2L2
(n+ 1)2. (14)

First, we are going to demonstrate that both potentials
produce, in the case of extremely weak nonlinearity, a
comb-like power spectrum composed of “slender” peaks.
After that, we show how the eigenvalues determine in-
teractions between the eigenmodes, and how the equidis-
tant eigenvalues in the case of the HO potential arrange
the interactions in a way that helps with preserving the
comb-like spectrum when the nonlinearity strengthens.
On the other hand, we will see that the deviation from
the equidistant structure of the spectrum in the case of
the box potential is responsible for erasing the comb-
like spectral shape, already at moderately weak coupling.
The extension of the analysis to generic HRPs subject to
condition (1) is presented in Appendix B. We show there
that our arguments developed for the HO potential ap-
ply to generic HRPs as well, safeguarding the preserva-
tion of the comb-like power spectra. The arguments are
independent of the sign of g, being valid for both the de-
focusing and focusing signs of the nonlinearity. For this
reason, g will mean |g| in this section.

A slender comb-like spectrum

For our analysis, it is useful to rewrite the 1D GPE
(2) as a system of equations for mode amplitudes αn. To
do that, one has to insert ψ(t, x), written in the form of
expansion (10), in Eq. (2), and project the result onto
eigenmodes fn(x). This results in a system of ordinary
differential equations for the evolution of the amplitudes,

i
dαn
dt

= g

∞∑
m=0

∞∑
i=0

∞∑
j=0

Cnmijᾱmαiαje
i∆nmijt, (15)

where the bar denotes complex conjugation,

∆nmij = En + Em − Ei − Ej (16)

are the resulting frequencies of the four-wave interaction,
and couplings constants of the interactions are

Cnmij =

∫ +∞

−∞
fn(x)fm(x)fi(x)fj(x)dx. (17)

Expressions (15)-(17) are valid for any trapping poten-
tial, including the HO and box ones, the distinction be-
ing in the values of ∆nmij and Cnmij , when one inserts
specific eigenvalues En and eigenmodes fn(x) into the
expressions.

FIG. 3. The evolution of αn (a) and power spectrum of
|α0|2 (b) governed by the defocusing 1D GPE with the HO
potential. In (a) two constituents of the evolution are ob-
served: long-time modulations and small-amplitude oscilla-
tions, which are associated with resonant and non-resonant
interactions, respectively. In (b) the effect of these terms on
the power spectrum of |α0|2 is observed. Vertical yellow lines
mark our analytic prediction, W2k = 2k, for the location of
the excited frequencies in the case of the weak nonlinearity
[see Eq. (19)], which demonstrates very accurate agreement,
up to a slight shift originating from nonlinear corrections.
These numerical results were produced for g = 1, to be able
to comprise the slow and fast constituents in the evolution of
αn in the framework of the same plot. This illustrates that
the analytical prediction obtained for g � 1 works very well
in this case too.

Using Eqs. (15), we aim to demonstrate, first, that the
structure of the power spectrum is quite simple for the
weak nonlinearity (g � 1). The equations give rise to
two constituents of the evolution, as seen in Fig. 3. On
the one hand, there are frequencies ∼ g and amplitudes
∼ 1, which are associated with resonances (∆nmij = 0).
On the other hand, there are contributions of small am-
plitude ∼ g corresponding to frequencies associated with
non-resonant interactions (∆nmij 6= 0). This latter class
of frequencies are precursors of the characteristic spikes in
the comb-like spectrum which exist in the case of strong
nonlinearity, as shown in the next section. In view of
their relevance to the analysis, we introduce them by
means of the following definition.

Definition: Wk with k ∈ Z corresponds to all different
values taken by ∆nmij with n,m, i, j ∈ N, defined by Eq.
(16) arranged in the increasing order,

. . . <Wk−1 <Wk <Wk+1 < . . . with k ∈ Z. (18)

When ∆nmij takes the same value for different sets of
the indices, there is single Wk associated with that value.
(For instance, ∆nnnn = 0 for any n, hence there is single
k for which Wk = 0.)

For generic systems, eigenvalues En are irrational num-
bers, hence Wk will form a rather dense set on the real
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line (denser than the set of En themselves). As one pro-
ceeds to stronger nonlinearity, further combinational har-
monics will arise, filling in the real line still more densely,
and leading to the emergence of generic continuous power
spectra. The situation is much more subtle for systems
with integer eigenvalues En, as is the case for the HO and
box potentials, since Wk are then integers too. In this
case, further analysis is required to identify the shape of
the power spectra.

The structure of the power spectra arises from the ef-
fect of the right-hand side (RHS) of (15) on the evolution
of αn. In this context, two key ingredients are the pref-
actor g, and the complex exponential, which is an oscilla-
tory term with frequency ∆nmij that vanishes in the res-
onant case, ∆nmij = 0. When g is very small, the evolu-
tion splits into components corresponding to the natural
time scales, t ∼ O(1), O(1/g), etc. [80, 81]. For t ∼ O(1),
αn remain constant up to nonlinear contributions of or-
ders ∼ g and higher. We focus on the ones of order g
because they dominate in this regime. On the one hand,
resonant terms with ∆nmij = 0 generate contributions ∼
gt (i.e., secular terms in terms of the “naive expansion”
in powers of g), which induce substantial modulations
in αn at times t ∼ O(1/g), (see the slow evolution of
|α(t)| in Fig. 3). Therefore, such long-time modulations
excite frequencies ∼ g in the power spectrum. On the
other hand, non-resonant terms, with ∆nmij 6= 0, oscil-
late with frequencies ∆nmij (including corrections ∼ g)
and amplitudes ∼ g (see small oscillations of |α(t)| in
Fig. 3). The latter terms excite frequencies ∆nmij in
the power spectrum of αn (with corrections ∼ g), and
have amplitudes ∼ g. From here, we conclude that the
structure of the power spectrum in the weakly nonlin-
ear regime includes two kinds of excitation frequencies:
the ones determined by Wk, and the frequencies form-
ing a continuum in a small region of width ∼ g around
the origin. When the nonlinearity strength grows, fre-
quencies produced as combinations from these two sets
will emerge, being responsible for the broadening of the
sharp peaks located at various values of Wk.

From the previous discussion, one can deduce the con-
dition to display the comb-like power spectrum in the
regime of weak nonlinearity. This is just the condition
that Wk must be equidistant because the spectrum is
tightly localized around Wk. The 1D GPE with the HO
and box potentials precisely satisfy this property because
they give rise to

W2k = 2k (19)

and W2k = π2k/L2, respectively. This means that both
potentials give rise a “slender” version of the comb-like
power spectrum at extremely weak nonlinearity. The ex-
pressions for W2k follow from Eqs. (14) and (16)

∆nmij = (n+m− i− j) with n,m, i, j ∈ N, (20)

∆nmij =
π2

2L2

[
(n+ 1)2 + (m+ 1)2 − (i+ 1)2 − (j + 1)2

]
,

(21)

in the case of the HO and box potential, respectively.
To make the structure of expression (21) more trans-
parent, we set m = i − 1, j = n − 1, which yields
∆nmij = π2(n− i)/L2, so that any integer is generated
(times π2/L2). We use index 2k, instead of k, to high-
light the absence of interactions between three modes
with odd numbers and an even one, and vice versa, for
parity reasons (the respective couplings Cnmij vanish ac-
cording to Eq. (17), hence W2k+1 are not present in the
power spectrum). To ensure a meaningful comparison
between the HO and box potentials, we choose, as said
above, L = π/

√
2. Then, the spike positions (W2k) in

the power spectrum are the same for the two cases in the
weakly nonlinear regime. By means of such identification
of the frequency scales, a meaningful comparison is pos-
sible between the HO and box potentials, also for strong
nonlinearity.

Departing from the weakly nonlinear regime

It has been demonstrated above that the 1D GPE
with the HO or box potentials display a comb-like power
spectrum for extremely weak nonlinearity. However, as
Figs. 1 and 2 show, this shape of the spectrum is not
preserved in the case of the box potential, which turns
into a generic ergodic spectrum with the increase of the
nonlinearity strength. We are going to explain why, on
the other hand, the HO potential preserves the comb-like
shape of the power spectrum even at strong nonlinearity.
We will demonstrate that the key difference is the linear
and quadratic eigenvalue spectra (14) of these systems.
This is because the eigenvalues determine, through the
frequency combinations ∆nmij , which modes are involved
in the four-wave interactions, and then different struc-
tures of ∆nmij in Eqs. (20) and (21) produce different
predictions for the excitation of frequencies Wk. We will
show that, through this mechanism, equidistant eigen-
values produce a strong suppression of large frequencies,
while a large range of them get excited in case of the
quadratic eigenvalue spectrum in Eq. (14). To show
this, one has to estimate the contribution of the k-th fre-
quency Wk to the n-th mode αn. For that purpose, one
gathers all terms oscillating with frequency Wk on the
RHS of (15), writing the system of equations in the form

i
dαn
dt

= g

∞∑
k=−∞

Sn(k)eiWkt, (22)

Sn(k) ≡
∞∑
m=0

∞∑
i=0

∞∑
j=0︸ ︷︷ ︸

∆nmij=Wk

Cnmijᾱmαiαj . (23)

The “sources” Sn(k) defined by Eq. (23) determine the
contribution of the k-th frequency Wk to the n-th mode
αn. Numerical computations using values of αn extracted
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from our simulations reveal that Sn(k) decay with |k|
considerably faster for the HO potential than the box
potential, as Fig. 4 illustrates. This picture is confirmed
analytically in Appendix B showing that the amplitudes
Sn(k) decay exponentially in the former case,

|Sn(|k| � n)HO| < e−β|k|Pn,k, (24)

while they exhibit a much slower decay in the latter one,∣∣Sn(|k| � n2)box

∣∣ < e−β
√
|k|Dn,k, (25)

where, Pn,k and Dn,k are polynomials in n and k, and β
is a positive constant. To derive these results, we have
used a “phenomenological” analytical expression for αn
that captures the qualitative structure revealed by our
simulations, see Fig. 4(c),

|αn| < p(s)
n e−βnAn, (26)

where β > 0 is the same constant as in Eqs. (24) and

(25), p
(s)
n is a polynomial of degree s ≥ 0, while An is a

random variable uniformly distributed on [0, 1].
Below, we explain that the difference between the HO

and box potentials in the decay of |Sn(k)| with k has an
impact on the structure of the power spectrum in the
cases of weak and moderate nonlinearities, but, before
that, we should clarify where this difference comes from.
One might conjecture that it is associated with the cou-
plings Cnmij , but the actual reason is the difference be-
tween the equidistant (8) and quadratic (9) energy spec-
tra, together with the rapid decay of αn (26). As we show
in Appendix B, for HRPs satisfying condition (1), such
as the HO potential, and αn given by (26), Sn(k) de-
cays exponentially for large |k|, independent of whether
Cnmij decay, remain constant, or grow with the increase
of the indices, while systems with quadratic spectrum,
such as the one corresponding to the box potential, fea-
ture a much slower decay. The key point is in the re-
striction on the indices necessary to get ∆nmij = Wk in
Eq. (23). Namely, fixing k, the modes involved in the
interactions that generate frequency Wk differ between
the spectra (20) and (21). In the former case, large k
requires at least one high-order mode involved, while in
the latter case the quadratic eigenvalues make it possi-
ble to achieve large k using low-order modes. Thus, the
exponential decay of high modes gives rise to the differ-
ence in the magnitude of Sn(k). The following example
illustrates this picture.

Example: Frequency W45 contributes to α5 via sev-
eral combinations of modes {n,m, i, j} in (23). For the
sake of simplicity we use the following expressions in this
example:

αn = e−n, and Cnmij = 1, (27)

while the conclusion is the same for other choices of αn
and Cnmij, as explained in Appendix B. We look for one
of the largest contributions to S5(45), which is the one

FIG. 4. The dependence of amplitude S0(k) on k in the cases
of the HO and box potentials, as produced by the numerical
solutions initialized by input (12) with the random phase and
amplitude, for N = 5 and β = 1. Plot (a) shows S0(k)
associated with the initial state, namely, when αn feature the
exponential decay e−n in both systems. Plot (b) shows the
same amplitudes after the relaxation of the systems, when
αn demonstrate a stronger suppression with n in the box (∼
e−0.36n) than in the HO (∼ n−3e−0.02n), while S0(k) still
decay faster in the latter case. Plot (c) shows the values of
|αn| used in (a) and (b).

involving the lowest possible modes, {5, 40, 0, 0} in the
case of the HO spectrum (20), or {5, 2, 0, 0} in the case
of the box spectrum (21). Then, it follows from Eq. (23)
that the contribution of this interaction in the case of the
HO potential, ᾱ40α0α0 = e−40, is many orders of magni-
tude smaller than the one in the case of the box potential,
ᾱ2α0α0 = e−2, because they, respectively, involve modes
m = 40 and m = 2 to generate the same frequency Wk.

At weak nonlinearity, the difference in the decay of
amplitudes Sn(k) corresponding to the HO and box po-
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tentials has an impact on the power spectrum because
they determine the excitation of frequencies Wk. The
strong suppression of Sn(k) in the HO case is translated
into strong suppression of high frequenciesWk (rapid de-
cay of peaks in the comb-like power spectrum), while the
much slower suppression of Sn(k) in the case of the box
potential facilitates excitation of higher frequencies (the
presence of spectral peaks at higher frequencies). In the
regime of moderate nonlinearity, amplitudes Sn(k) have
an even stronger influence on the shape of the power
spectrum, as we aim to explain now. In this regime, the
evolution of αn no longer consists solely of two motions
contributed to by resonances (∆nmij = 0) and oscilla-
tions with frequenciesWk, like in Fig. 3(a), but subdomi-
nant oscillatory terms start to become relevant. Thereby,
the equidistant structure of Wk is no longer sufficient to
maintain the comb-like spectrum. Subdominant compo-
nents emerge from the combination of the resonant and
non-resonant terms, as mentioned above. Namely, these
combined terms act as sources driving the generation of
subdominant components (similar to the usual principle
that, in any perturbative expansion, higher-order terms
are sourced by lower-order ones). The terms that emerge
have frequencies resulting from combinations of Wk and
the ones of order g around the origin. They produce con-
tributions in the power spectrum that slightly deviate
from Wk broadening in this way the “slender” spikes in
the power spectrum in the regime of weak nonlinearity.
This set of subdominant contributions is naturally ex-
tended at higher orders in g, producing more and more
frequencies in the power spectrum which are originally
sourced by Sn(k). Therefore, the behavior of these am-
plitudes determines how the power spectrum is popu-
lated when a system departs from the weakly nonlinear
regime. In the case of the box potential, we have demon-
strated above that Sn(k) slowly decay with |k| [see Eq.
(25)], thus giving rise to a broad range of high frequen-
ciesWk, and thus triggering the rise of a large number of
high-frequency subdominant peaks, which dress the ba-
sic power spectrum with a complicated structure. In this
way, the comb-like spectral shape, which exists in the
weakly nonlinear regime, quickly gets destroyed, a spec-
tral tail of high frequencies arises, and individual peaks
broaden considerably, absorbing multiple combinational
contributions arising from already excited peaks. In the
case of the HO potential, higher-order contributions are
of course produced as well, but the exponential suppres-
sion of high-frequencies Wk, seen in Eq. (24), ensures
that a majority of subdominant terms are suppressed
as well. This mechanism drastically reduces the num-
ber of significant subdominant contributions the power
spectrum receives, preventing its “wild” population and
protecting its comb-like structure. Note that, while our
analysis is performed within the weakly nonlinear regime,
the picture produced by it correctly captures the shapes
of the power spectra for strong nonlinearity, as observed
in Figs. 1 and 2: a disordered distribution of many spikes
in the case of the box potential, and the nearly equidis-

tant array of spikes in the HO case, confined to the low-
frequency range.

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS IN THE FULLY
NONLINEAR REGIME

Having explained the emergence of comb-like power
spectra at weak nonlinearity, it is natural to explore how
the picture changes towards strong nonlinearity. Specifi-
cally, it is relevant to find out how the structure gradually
deviates from the above prediction for the weakly non-
linear regime, i.e., its behavior for large |g|, and how it
depends on the sign of the nonlinearity, self-defocusing
(g > 0) or focusing (g < 0).

Figure 5 provides answers to these questions. One ob-
serves how the comb-like spectrum evolves away from the
“slender” version as the nonlinearity strength grows, for
the 1D GPEs with the box and HO potentials. The com-
parison between these potentials demonstrates how the
main predictions of the weakly nonlinear analysis devel-
oped above still hold qualitatively in the fully nonlinear
regime. The power spectrum for the box potential tran-
sits from the comb-like shape to an ergodic one, which in-
cludes a conspicuous high-frequency component for large
g. Nevertheless, the spectrum corresponding to the HO
potential still keeps a comb-like spectral shape for large
values of |g|. This contrast between the different poten-
tials reflects the fact that the equidistant linear energy
spectrum (1) plays a central role in the nonlinear regime
too. It is relevant to stress that these results are not
explained by proximity to the linear regime. Indeed, in
both cases of the HO and box potentials, the “slender”
power spectra exist close to the linear limit (small g).
However, extending them to a comparable level of the dy-
namical nonlinearity characterized by the ratio H4/H2 of
the energy terms, see Eqs. (5) and (6), the GPE with the
HO potential still displays a comb-like spectrum, while
its counterpart with the box potential displays an ergodic
spectrum, totally deviating from the quasi-linear behav-
ior.

For the case of the HO potential in the GPE with focus-
ing and defocusing nonlinearities, Fig. 5 shows two char-
acteristic effects involving spikes of the comb-like spectra.
The first is a gradual deviation from locations Wk pre-
dicted in the weak-nonlinearity regime, towards smaller
(larger) frequencies for the defocusing (focusing) sign of
the nonlinearity, while keeping their nearly-equidistant
structure. The second effect, observed with the growth
of |g|, is that the spectral spikes get wider, and at some
point they start to overlap with each other, compromis-
ing the comb-like shape. The magnitude of |g| at which
this happens depends on the sign of the nonlinearity. In
the case of the self-attraction, the transition happens at
much lower values of |g|.

Note that the above analysis is presented for the non-
linearity magnitude, g, treated as the control parame-
ter. An alternative way to quantify the strength of the
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FIG. 5. The power spectrum produced by the defocusing 1D GPE with the box potential (a)-(d), and by the defocusing and
focusing ((e)-(h) and (i)-(l), respectively) 1D GPE with the HO potential. The computations of the spectra for increasing
values of the nonlinearity strength, |g|, are performed with random-wave initial conditions. The initial data are the same for
all plots in the case HO case. Vertical yellow lines mark the location of W2k, see Eq. (19).

nonlinearity is, as mentioned above, to use the ratio be-
tween the quadratic and quartic energies, |H4|/H2. We
observe that, with |g| increasing, the self-focusing GPE
rapidly accumulates energy in the nonlinear terms, which
is translated into larger values of |H4|/H2, in comparison
to the defocusing case, which requires much higher values
of g to reach the same ratio.

The transition from the comb-like power spectrum to
ergodicity in the case of very strong nonlinearity is not
surprising. What is nontrivial in these results, is the
great impact the equidistant structure of the spectrum of
linear eigenvalues on the nonlinear regime and the persis-
tence of non-ergodic spectra even at strong nonlinearity.

V. OTHER NLSES WITH HRPS
(HIGHLY-RESONANT POTENTIALS)

In the above analysis, we have been using the 1D GPE
with the HO potential as the guiding example to present
the characteristic features of HRPs and observe how their
resonances hinder the onset of the ergodicity. In this
section, we proceed to demonstrate that this effect is
generic for other resonant potentials, which in fact cover
a wide range of interesting models. To this end, we have
explored the dynamics of NLSEs with different nonlin-
earities, including HRPs in different spatial dimensions,
a two-component NLSE, and even a related relativistic
wave equation. Below, we present detailed results for
these equations. In Fig. 6, one can see that all of them
display comb-like power spectra, confirming the generic-

ity of the principles formulated above. Actually, these
findings imply that the form of the nonlinearities plays a
secondary role, as it determines the values of g at which
comb-like spectra transit to ergodic ones, but not the
overall presence of the effect.
1) The quintic 1D NLSEs with the HO potential:
A natural modification of the original 1D GPE with the
HO potential is to replace the cubic nonlinear term by
the quintic one. The equation has the form

i∂tψ = −1

2
∂xxψ +

1

2
x2ψ + g|ψ|4ψ, (28)

keeping the equidistant spectrum, En = n + 1/2. This
modification provides a new setting because the cubic 1D
NLSE in the free space is integrable, while the quintic one
is not, and gives rise to 1D Townes solitons and critical
collapse [82]. This, in particular, rules out the integra-
bility of the underlying equation in the free space as a
reason for the emergence of comb-like power spectra.
2) D-dimensional cubic and quintic NLSEs with
the HO potential: It is also natural to explore the
existence of comb-like power spectra in higher dimensions
(here we restrict the consideration to the case of spherical
symmetry). We did that for the cubic and quintic NLSEs
with the HO potential:

i∂tψ =
1

2

(
−∂rr −

D − 1

r
∂r + r2

)
ψ + g|ψ|p−1ψ, (29)

where r ∈ [0,∞) is the radial coordinate, D = 2, 3, ... is
the spatial dimension, and p = 3 or 5 is the power of the
nonlinear term. For any combination of these parameters
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and g > 0 (self-repulsion, otherwise the multidimensional
NLSE gives rise to the collapse [83]), Eq. (29) has the
commonly known equidistant linear energy spectrum of
the multidimensional HO, En = 2n+ d/2.
3) Anharmonic potentials: Another way to test the
robustness of our findings is by modification of the trap-
ping potential, keeping its equidistant spectral structure.
Some special 1D potentials which maintain this property
can be found in Ref. [84]:

V (1)(x) =
x2

2
+
s2 − 1

8x2
, (30)

V (2)(x) =
x2

2
+

3

x2

4x4 + 3

(2x2 + 3)2
+

4

3
, (31)

V (3)(x) =
x2

2
+

8x2 − 4

(2x2 + 1)2
+

2

3
, (32)

V (4)(x) =
x2

2
+ 8

(8x6 + 12x4 + 18x2 − 9)

(4x4 + 12x2 + 3)2
+ 2, (33)

where s > 1 is a constant, x ∈ (0,∞) for the first two
potentials, and x ∈ (−∞,∞) for the last two. The energy
eigenvalues are fully equidistant for V (1) and V (2),

E(1)
n = 2n+ 1 +

s

2
, E(2)

n = 2n+
23

6
, (34)

with n ≥ 0, while for V (3) and V (4) there is a gap be-
tween the ground-state eigenvalue and ones correspond-
ing to the excited states, which form equidistant arrays
(“towers”):

E
(3)
0 = −5

6
, E

(3)
n≥1 = n+

7

6
, (35)

E
(4)
0 = −3

2
, E

(4)
n≥1 = n+

5

2
. (36)

The dynamics produced by the 1D GPE with po-
tential V (1), given by Eq. (30), is identical to the D-
dimensional NLSE with the HO potential and nonlinear
term rD−1|ψ|2ψ (see appendix C for the derivation), but,
in any case, the equation is different from (2) or (29).
4) A two-component NLSE system: Another pos-
sibility [55, 85–88] to realize the comb-like (non-ergodic)
power spectra is offered by a two-component 1D NLSE,{

i∂tu = − 1
2∂xxu+ x2

2 u+ cv + gu|u|2u,
i∂tv = − 1

2∂xxv + x2

2 v + cu+ gv|v|2v,
(37)

where gu, gv and c are constants. The linear version
of the system can be decoupled in two single-component
equations for ψ+ = u + v and ψ− = u − v, which gives
rise to two “towers” of equidistant energy eigenvalues,

E
(±)
n = n+ 1

2 ± c.
5) A wave equation in anti-de Sitter spacetime:
Our considerations of the comb-like spectra are based on
the equidistant energy spectrum (1), and depend little
on peculiarities of the NLSEs. We have further tested
the validity of the principles formulated here for the case

of a relativistic wave equation whose normal-mode fre-
quencies also fit (1). This choice is motivated by the
connection between the GPE and the following equation
for a real scalar field φ in the anti-de Sitter spacetime
[83, 89, 90]:

∂ttφ = cot2 x ∂x(tan2 x ∂xφ) + gφ3, (38)

which is subject to boundary condition φ(t, π/2) = 0,
where x ∈ [0, π/2) is the radial coordinate. This equation
gives rise to an equidistant spectrum, En = 2n+ 3.

VI. DISCUSSION

Our analysis has revealed that NLSEs with HRPs
(highly resonant potentials) pose a barrier to the emer-
gence of ergodic power spectra even as one progresses to
the fully nonlinear regime. While usually the considera-
tion of non-ergodic dynamics is restricted to small defor-
mations of integrable equations [7–11, 14–17, 21–23], our
focus has been on mechanisms that do not directly rely
on proximity to integrability. The potentials in question,
namely, the ones with equidistant linear spectra of energy
eigenvalues, in particular, the HO (harmonic-oscillator)
potential, produce a strong impact on the power spectra,
which remain concentrated in comb-like arrays of spikes.
This pattern is captured by both our analytic considera-
tion for weak nonlinearity, performed in Section III, and
numerical simulations of the strongly nonlinear regime in
Section IV. These spectra are in clear contrast with the
continuous ones produced by generic potentials, and re-
semble quasi-discrete spectra associated with integrable
dynamics.

While the difference between the HRPs and generic po-
tentials without any resonances is obvious, the difference
is more subtle when comparing HRPs to potentials that
feature some resonances in their spectra, but the energy
levels do not fit the rigid pattern defined by Eq. (1).
In the case of generic potentials, normal-mode frequen-
cies are incommensurate, and combinational frequencies
created by nonlinearities quickly populate the real line,
creating a generic continuum power spectrum. For that
reason, much of our study has been focused on the pecu-
liar but physically motivated case of the infinitely deep
box potential. In that case, the linear normal-mode fre-
quencies and all of their combinations are integers, which,
however, does not preclude the emergence of the contin-
uum power spectrum at finite nonlinearity strength, in
contrast to what is seen in the case of the HO harmonic
potential and other HRPs with linear energy spectra in
the form of Eq. (1). The analytical consideration of
the weak-nonlinearity regime, carried out in Section III,
makes it clear that the central role is played by the spec-
trum of linear energy eigenvalues. They determine the in-
teractions between the modes in the system, which trans-
lates into the structure of the power spectrum. Equidis-
tant energy eigenvalues, like those in the case of the HO
potential, distribute the interactions in such a special way
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FIG. 6. Comb-like power spectra produced by the 1D, 2D,
and 3D GPEs (a-c), by the 1D, 2D, and 3D quintic NLSEs
with the HO potential (d-f), by the 1D NLSE with potentials

V (1), V (2), V (3), V (4) defined by Eqs. (30) – (30) [panels (g-
j), respectively], by the two-component NLSE (37) (k), and
by the relativistic real wave equation (38) (l).

that a reduced set of frequencies dominate in the power
spectrum, providing, in particular, strong suppression of
high frequencies and ensuring the protection of the non-
ergodic comb-like power spectra in the regime of stronger
nonlinearity. On the other hand, the quadratic energy
eigenvalues produced by the box potential do not pro-
vide for the suppression of higher frequencies, and give
rise to truly continuous ergodic spectra. This analysis
is extended to a broad class of HRPs in Appendix B,

leading to the same conclusion. Further, we have made
use of simulations to study the dependence of the comb-
like power spectrum on the nonlinearity strength, and
tested the genericity of our conclusions, checking them
for NLSEs with various HRPs. Random waves were used
as the initial conditions to capture the evolution of a
wide range of initial configurations. Our numerical re-
sults give evidence that the analysis developed in the
weak-nonlinearity limit correctly forecasts the qualita-
tive shape of the power spectra in the strongly nonlinear
regime as well. We also inspected the distinction between
the cases of focusing and defocusing nonlinearities, con-
cluding that the comb-like power spectra degrade faster
with the growth of the nonlinearity strength in the former
case.

In general, linear features tend to get rapidly over-
whelmed by nonlinear effects when the system departs
from the weakly nonlinear regime, although some mod-
els for 1D random waves demonstrate regimes where dy-
namical features of the weak and full nonlinearities coex-
ist [91] (i.e., random waves and coherent modes, such as
solitons, exist simultaneously). HRPs admit similar co-
existence between the features of weak nonlinearity and
fully nonlinear dynamics: while solitons (and other es-
sentially nonlinear effects) are involved in the dynamics,
it is still heavily influenced by the weak-nonlinearity fea-
tures, such as the structure of the spectrum of energy
eigenvalues. As a result, the comb-like power spectra,
which are directly associated with weakly nonlinear dy-
namics, persist for stronger nonlinearity.

After producing the basic results with the help of the
guiding example of the 1D GPE with the HO poten-
tial, we have demonstrated that the same mechanism of
the obstruction to ergodicity is maintained by generic
HRPs. To do that, in addition to the analytical de-
scription developed in Section III and Appendix B, we
have explored several NLSEs in this class of potentials.
We observed comb-like power spectra in the presence of
different nonlinear terms, different potentials (belonging
to the HRP class), different spatial dimensions, and in
the two-component GPE as well. The presence of the
multidimensional models in the class of highly resonant
NLSEs, such as the 2D and 3D GPEs and quintic NLSE
with the HO potential is a noteworthy finding. This is
in contrast to studies to non-ergodic dynamics that rely
on proximity to integrability, as a vast majority of inte-
grable equations are one-dimensional. In this work, we
have studied the obstruction to ergodicity in the multi-
dimensional equations under the assumption of spherical
symmetry. It would be interesting to lift this condition,
addressing fully multidimensional spectra.

Our study suggests an extension of the concept of
quasi-integrability, observed in the form of quasi-discrete
power spectra in the 1D GPE with the HO potential
and self-defocusing cubic nonlinearity [46]. The case of
self-focusing remained unexplored until now. We have
tackled it here too, demonstrating the presence of the
comb-like power spectra in this case as well, although
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they degrade faster with the growth of the nonlinearity
strength. We have provided an analytical description of
this effect at the regime of weak nonlinearity, while previ-
ously reported results were purely numerical. Finally, we
have broadened the understanding of quasi-integrability
by showing that its characteristic quasi-discrete power
spectrum, produced by the evolution of random-wave
initial conditions, is shared by a large class of HRPs
(highly resonant potentials). Thus, our results imply
that the 1D GPE with the HO potential is not excep-
tional in this regard, although it is worthwhile to men-
tion the large range of the strength of the defocusing
nonlinearity for which this physically relevant model pro-
duces well-defined comb-like power spectra. While we
have mostly focused on NLSEs, our weakly nonlinear an-
alytics suggests that the obstruction-to-ergodicity mech-
anism should be present in equations of other types, such
as nonlinear wave equations. We have briefly demon-
strated the latter possibility by presenting the comb-like
power spectrum generated by the highly-resonant real
wave equation (38).
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Appendix A: Numerical methods

Numerical simulations of NLSEs have been performed
using two schemes. One is based on a pseudo-spectral de-
composition of the spatial coordinate similar to that used
in Refs. [73, 76, 92] and the fourth-order Runge-Kutta
(4RK) method to advance in time. When the spatial co-
ordinate is unbounded, x ∈ (−∞,∞), such as in the case
of the 1D GPE with the HO potential, we truncate the
domain to a finite one x ∈ [−Rmax, Rmax] withRmax large
enough to guarantee that |ψ(t,±Rmax)| is exponentially
suppressed. This interval is discretized into N points of
the form xn = Rmax( 2n

N −1) with n = 0, 1, ..., N−1. The
goal of this procedure is to compute the second deriva-
tive on the RHS of the equation by using the Fast Fourier
transform (FFT). For this purpose, we decompose func-
tion ψ(tj , xn) at time tj over the truncated set of the
lowest N/2 Fourier modes propagating to the left and to

the right,

ψ(tj , xn) ≈
N/2−1∑
k=0

β
(−)
k e−i

π
Rmax

k(xn+Rmax) (A1)

+

N/2∑
k=1

β
(+)
k ei

π
Rmax

k(xn+Rmax) (A2)

where β
(±)
k are the Fourier amplitudes at time tj . We ap-

ply the FFT to ψ(tj , xn) to compute the amplitudes, and
use the inverse FFT to compute the second derivative,

∂xxψ(tj , xn) ≈
N/2−1∑
k=1

−
(

π

Rmax
k

)2

β
(−)
k e−i

π
Rmax

k(xn+Rmax)

(A3)

+

N/2∑
k=1

−
(

π

Rmax
k

)2

β
(+)
k ei

π
Rmax

k(xn+Rmax). (A4)

Note that the boundary conditions |ψ(tj ,±Rmax)| � 1

require that β
(−)
0 ≈ 0 and β

(+)
k ≈ −β(−)

k . We use these
conditions as a quality check in our simulations. Terms
on the RHS of the equation that do not involve differen-
tiation are computed using ψ(tj , xn).

Our second scheme to simulate NLSEs is similar to
that employed in Ref. [46, 83]. It truncates the spatial
domain to x ∈ [−Rmax, Rmax] as well, and discretizes it
to xn = Rmax

(
2n
N − 1

)
with n = 0, 1, ..., N . We use, in

this case, the finite-difference method to compute spatial
derivatives like in Ref. [46, 83], while the 6RK algorithm
is used to advance in time. The two schemes have shown
an excellent agreement, conserving the norm M (3) and
energy H (4), with maximum deviations at the level of
the numerical precision ∼ 10−13 for the first scheme, and
∼ 10−13 for M , ∼ 10−8 for H in the second scheme in the
HO, while ∼ 10−9 for M , ∼ 10−5 for H in the box. The
codes have been implemented in C++, running parallel
computations on a GPU to speed up the simulation. The
number of points that we used varies depending on the
initial data and the setup – typically, N ranges from 213

to 217 in the case of the HO potential, and from 211 to
213 in the case of the box potential.

Appendix B: The decay of Sn(k)

We show here that amplitudes

Sn(k) ≡
∞∑
m=0

∞∑
i=0

∞∑
j=0︸ ︷︷ ︸

∆nmij=Wk

Cnmijᾱmαiαj , (B1)

are strongly suppressed at large |n−k| for highly resonant
systems,

En = an+ b with n ∈ N, a, b ∈ R, (B2)
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for configurations of αn that actually occur in the course
of the evolution (with an exponential suppression at large
n). First, Fig. 7 visually illustrates the fact that the sup-
pression of Sn(k) at large |n−k| depends very little on the
couplings Cnmij , irrespective of the decay or growth with
the variation of the indices, but, in contrast, it strongly
depends on the equidistant relation of eigenvalues (B2).
In each plots of Fig. 7 we have numerically calculated the
values of Sn(k), using the same Cnmij and αn but two
different choices of eigenvalues, equidistant En = n + 1
and quadratic En = (n + 1)2 ones. This may seem as a
minor difference because En only affects the computation
of expression (B1) through

∆nmij = En + Em − Ei − Ej , (B3)

to restrict the interactions to frequency Wk. However,
it leads to a dramatic difference between the behavior
of Sn(k) at moderate and large values of |n − k| for the
equidistant and quadratic energy eigenvalues. As we ob-
serve in all the plots of Fig. 7, in the equidistant case
these amplitudes rapidly decay with the increase of |n−k|
(resembling an exponential decay), while this does not
happen in the quadratic case. For those specific plots we
have used

αn = (n+ 1)2e−nAneiPn , (B4)

Cnmij = (n+m+ i+ j + 1)r, (B5)

where An, and Pn are random variables uniformly dis-
tributed on [0, 1] and [0, 2π), respectively, power r gave
the opportunity to find out if the coefficients decay (r <
0), remain constant (r = 0), or grow (r > 0) with the
variation of the indices. Note that expression (B4) cap-
tures the qualitative behavior of αn in our numerical sim-
ulation, as explained in Section III. Other choices from
this class of conditions lead to the same conclusion. For
Cnmij we have used the power law in Eq. (B5) because
they exhibit, at most, a polynomial growth with the in-
crease of the indices in all physically relevant systems we
are aware of. For instance, the D-dimensional GPE with

the HO potential has asymptotic values Cnnnn ∼ n
d
2−2

for large n [83], and similar asymptotics have been found
for relativistic wave equations [93–95]. Other choices of
Cnmij in this class lead to the same conclusion as well.

We are going to show now that the exponential decay
of Sn(k) for highly resonant systems (B2) may be derived
analytically arriving to the expression

|Sn(k)| < e−β|n−k|Pn,k (B6)

where β > 0, and Pn,k is a polynomial in n and k that
depends on the detailed form of αn and Cnmij . To de-
rive this bound, we use an estimate for the exponential
decay of αn at large n, which is what actually happens in

our simulations, and an arbitrary polynomial p
(s)
n in n of

degree s > 0 to bound different values of αn. Thus, this

estimate has the form of |αn| < p
(s)
n e−βn where β > 0

is not specified and appears in (B6), as we show below.

FIG. 7. Comparison between amplitudes S0(k) for the linear
En = n+1 and quadratic En = (n+1)2 spectra of the energy
eigenvalues. In each plot, we have used the same αn and
Cnmij for both sets of eigenvalues, with the expressions given
by (B4)-(B5). The difference between plots is the power of
Cnmij , r = 3, 1.5, 0, −1, from top to bottom.

For the couplings, we are going to use an estimate based

on an arbitrary polynomial q
(r)
n in n of degree r > 0 for

each index, |Cnmij | < Q
(r)
nmij ≡ q

(r)
n q

(r)
m q

(r)
i q

(r)
j . This esti-

mate comes from the observation that the couplings have
a polynomial growth at most for large values of the in-
dices, as mentioned above. An estimate admitting each
index to have a different power may be used, but it can
be covered by the present choice, simply setting r equal
to the largest power. Plugging the estimates for αn and
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Cnmij into the expressions for Sn(k) (B1), we obtain

|Sn(k)| =
∣∣∣∣ ∞∑
m=0

∞∑
i=0

∞∑
j=0︸ ︷︷ ︸

n+m−i−j=k

Cnmijᾱmαiαj

∣∣∣∣ (B7)

<

∞∑
m=0

∞∑
i=0

∞∑
j=0︸ ︷︷ ︸

n+m−i−j=k

|Cnmij ||ᾱm||αi||αj |

<

∞∑
m=0

∞∑
i=0

∞∑
j=0︸ ︷︷ ︸

n+m−i−j=k

Q
(r)
nmijp

(s)
m p

(s)
i p

(s)
j e−β(m+i+j).

The constraint on the indices, n+m− i− j = k, may
be used to remove the summation in j. Two cases must
be distinguished, viz., k < n and k ≥ n, to guarantee
that j ≥ 0.

Case k < n: Substituting j = n+m− k − i one gets

|Sn(k)| < eβ(k−n)
∞∑
m=0

e−2βmp(s)
m (B8)

×
n−k+m∑
i=0

Q
(r)
nmi(n−k+m−i)p

(s)
i p

(s)
(n−k+m−i).

We know that the sum
∑M
i=1 i

a with a ≥ 0 is a polyno-
mial of degree a+ 1 in M [96]. Then, the summation in
index i is a polynomial n, m, and k, denoted by Fn,m,k.
We use now that

∑∞
m=0 e

−2βm(m + 1)b with b ∈ R and
β > 0 is a finite number to get

|Sn(k)| < eβ(k−n)
∞∑
m=0

e−2βmp(s)
m Fn,m,k < Pn,ke

β(k−n)

(B9)
where Pn,k is a polynomial in n and k respectively.

Case k ≥ n: In this case one has to be careful with
the ranges of m and i to guarantee that j ≥ 0. Taking
this into account, the expression for Sn(k) is

|Sn(k)| < eβ(k−n)
∞∑

m=k−n

e−2βmp(s)
m (B10)

×
n−k+m∑
i=0

Q
(r)
nmi(n−k+m−i)p

(s)
i p

(s)
(n−k+m−i)

= eβN
∞∑
M=0

e−2βMp
(s)
M+N

M∑
i=0

Q
(r)
n(M+N)i(M−i)p

(s)
i p

(s)
(M−i).

where we have made the following changes, N = n − k
and M = m + N , in order to remove the dependence of
the lowest value of m on k − n. Note that these changes
flipped the sign in the first exponential. The resulting
expression is similar to the one for the case of k < n, and
we proceed using the same properties to conclude that

|Sn(k)| < eβ(n−k)Pn,k, (B11)

where in this case Pn,k is a polynomial in n and k. The
combination of Eqs. (B9) for k < n and (B11) for k ≥ n
results in Eq. (B6).

One may try to derive an estimate similar to Eq. (B1)
for case of the box potential, but the quadratic eigen-
values (9) make this process much more difficult than in
the case of the equidistant eigenvalues. The difficulties
appear in the constraint imposed on the indices (B3),

k = (n+ 1)2 + (m+ 1)2 − (i+ 1)2 − (j + 1)2. (B12)

However, for very high frequencies (|k| � n2), using

the above-mentioned estimates |αn| < p
(s)
n e−βn, and

|Cnmij | < q
(r)
n q

(r)
k q

(r)
i q

(r)
j one may see that

|Sn(k)| <
|k|�n2

Dn,ke
−β
√
|k|, (B13)

where Dn,k is a polynomial in n and k, and β is again the
exponent of |αn|. Note that in this case the suppression
of high frequencies (k � n2) is much weaker than for
the equidistant energy spectrum. This estimate comes
from assessing the dominant contribution of k in different
terms of |Sn(k)| according to Eq. (B1),

|Cnmij ||ᾱm||αi||αj | < Q
(r)
nmijp

(s)
m p

(s)
i p

(s)
j e−β(m+i+j).

(B14)
The key part of this expression is the
exp [−β(m+ i+ j)]. To confirm its dominance for
very high frequencies k � n2, we use the relation (B12)
between the indices, to obtain

m =
√
k − (n+ 1)2 + (i+ 1)2 + (j + 1)2 − 1. (B15)

Plugging this expression in the exponential and assuming
that k > 0 (k < 0 is similar), one arrives to the following
asymptotic expressions:

Case k� i2, j2,n2:

−β(m+i+j) ∼ −β
√
k−β(i+j−1)+O

(
1√
k

)
. (B16)

Then, the sums in Sn(k) that cover the range of k �
i2, j2, n2 may be bounded as∑

i=0

∑
j=0

Q
(r)
nmijp

(s)
m p

(s)
i p

(s)
j e−β(m+i+j) (B17)

≤ e−β
√
k
∑
i=0

∑
j=0

Q
(r)
nmijp

(s)
m p

(s)
i p

(s)
j ce−β(i+j)

≤ Dn,ke
−β
√
k,

where Dn,k is a polynomial in n, k, and we have used the
following properties to reach the last expression. First,
we used constant c large enough to bound the indepen-

dent term and terms O
(

1/
√
k
)

in the exponent. We also

used the fact that
∑∞
i=0 e

−βi(i+1)b with b ∈ R and β > 0
takes a finite value to bound the sums in the intermediate
expression independently of the upper limit. Finally, we
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used a polynomial Dn,k of high enough degree to bound
the terms involving n and k.

Case i2 ∼ j2 ∼ k� n2:

− β(m+ i+ j) ∼ −β
√
k − β(i+ j) (B18)

+ β

(
1− i+ j√

i2 + j2 + k

)
+ βO

(
1√
k

)
.

We proceed in the same way as in the case of Eq. (B17).
One just needs to note that, after the exponentiation,
the third term in the exponent may be bounded by a
constant because

β

(
1− i+ j√

i2 + j2 + k

)
≤ β. (B19)

Then, after following the same steps, we arrive at the

bound Dn,ke
−β
√
k.

Case j2 ∼ i2 � k� n2:

− β(m+ i+ j) ∼ −β (i+ j)− β
(√

i2 + j2
)

(B20)

+ β

(
1− i+ j√

i2 + j2

)
+O

(
1

i

)
+O

(
1

j

)
.

For the second term we use the bound

− β
(√

i2 + j2
)
� −β

(√
2k
)
< −β

(√
k
)
, (B21)

while the third term is bounded by a constant

β

(
1− i+ j√

i2 + j2

)
≤ β. (B22)

Again, proceeding like in the case of Eq. (B17), we get

the bound Dn,ke
−β
√
k.

We have shown here how to establish a bound on the
sums in Sn(k) under three of the most important rela-
tions between {i, j, k}. For other relations, as i2 � k �
n2, j2, one has to proceed in the same way as we have

illustrated here to obtain the bound Dn,ke
−β
√
k. For the

case of k < 0 the process is the same, one just needs to
take into account that some relations between the indices
and k do not lead to m ≥ 0 and are therefore excluded.
For instance, the equivalent of the first regime that we
have addressed, |k| � i2, j2, n2, is no longer present be-
cause m would be an imaginary number (B15). After
bounding all the regimes one arrives at estimate (B13)
for |Sn(k)| in the case of the box potential.

Appendix C: Eigenstates

We collect here results for the Schrödinger equations
introduced in the main text. The results for the 1D
Schrödinger equation with the HO and box potentials
are provided above in Eqs. (8)-(9).

Schrödinger equation (29) with the HO potential
in D dimensions:

En = 2n+
D

2
, (C1)

fn(r) =

√
n!Γ(D/2)

πd/2Γ(n+D/2)
L

(D−2
2 )

n (r2)e−r
2/2, (C2)

where L
(α)
n are the generalized Laguerre polynomials.

1D Schrödinger equation with potential V (1)(x)
(30):

En = 2n+
δ

2
, (C3)

fn(x) =

√
n!Γ(δ/2)

πδ/2Γ(n+ δ/2)
L

( δ−2
2 )

n (r2)e−x
2/2, (C4)

where δ = 2 +
√

1 + 4s and L
(α)
n (x) are the generalized

Laguerre polynomials.
We also show here how to derive the 1D-GPE with po-

tential V (1), (30), from the dimensional reduction of the
following D-dimensional NLSE with the HO potential:

i∂tψ =
1

2

(
−∂rr −

D − 1

r
∂r + r2

)
ψ + grD−1|ψ|2ψ,

(C5)
with r ∈ [0,∞), and the nonlinear term has the fac-
tor rD−1. First, one has to plug the change ψ(t, x) =

r
1−D

2 ψ̃(t, r) into the equation to get rid of the first-

differentiation terms. Then, one extracts the factor r
1−D

2

from the RHS and LHS to get

i∂tψ̃ = −1

2
∂rrψ̃ +

(
r2

2
+
D2 − 4D + 3

8r2

)
ψ̃ + g|ψ̃|2ψ̃,

(C6)
which is the 1D-GPE with the anharmonic potential V (1)

(30) on the half-line.
1D-Schrödinger equation with potential V (2)(x)
(31):

En = 2n+
23

6
, (C7)

fn(x) =
2n+1/2n!

π1/4
√

(2n+ 5)(2n+ 1)(2n)!
e−x

2/2 (C8)

×
(

3(1 + 2x2)

(3 + 2x2)
L

( 1
2 )
n (x2)− 2(n+ 1)L

(− 1
2 )

n+1 (x2)

)
, (C9)

where L
(α)
n (x) are the generalized Laguerre polynomials.

1D-Schrödinger equation with potential V (3)(x)
(32):

E0 = −5

6
, En≥1 = n+

7

6
, (C10)
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f0(x) =

√
2

π
1
4

e−
x2

2

1 + 2x2
, (C11)

fn≥1(x) =
1

π1/4
√

2n(n+ 2)(n− 1)!
e−x

2/2 (C12)

×
(

4x

(1 + 2x2)
Hn−1(x) +Hn(x)

)
. (C13)

where Hn(x) are the Hermite polynomials.
1D-Schrödinger equation with potential V (4)(x)
(33):

E0 = −3

2
, En≥1 = n+

5

2
, (C14)

f0(x) =
2
√

6

π
1
4

e−
x2

2

3 + 12x2 + 4x4
, (C15)

fn≥1(x) =
1

π1/4
√

2n(n+ 4)(n− 1)!
e−

x2

2 (C16)

×
(

8x(3 + 2x2)

(3 + 12x2 + 4x4)
Hn−1(x) +Hn(x)

)
, (C17)

where Hn(x) are the Hermite polynomials.

Two-component 1D Schrödinger equation (37):
Using transformation ψ+ = u + v and ψ− = u − v, the
equation produces two “towers” of eigenvalues,

E(±)
n = n+

1

2
± c, (C18)

and the same eigenfunctions as above:

f (±)
n (x) =

1

π1/4
√

2nn!
Hn(x)e−

x2

2 . (C19)

A wave equation in the anti-de Sitter space (38):

En = 2n+ 3, (C20)

fn(x) =
2
√
n!(n+ 2)!

Γ
(
n+ 3

2

) cos3(x), P ( 1
2 ,

3
2 )(cos 2x), (C21)

where P ( 1
2 ,

3
2 ) are Jacobi polynomials.
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