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Abstract

In the work Cho et al. [Jpn. J. Ind. Appl. Math. 33 (2016): 145-166]
the authors conjecture that the quadratic nonlinear Schrödinger equation (NLS)
iut = uxx + u2 for x ∈ T is globally well-posed for real initial data. While this
may be true in a generic sense, we present evidence that this conjecture is false.
Moreover we conjecture that the set of real initial data which blows up under the
NLS dynamics is the stable manifold of the zero equilibrium for the nonlinear heat
equation ut = uxx + u2.

1 Introduction

Determining whether solutions to a differential equation can blow up in finite time is
important for understanding the scope of validity for a given model. The blowup of
solutions can be easy to detect through direct numerical simulation if it occurs for a large
open set of initial data, but detection may be difficult if the blowup set is unstable and has
finite co-dimension. Indeed, unstable objects are by definition sensitive to perturbation,
and numerically simulating a blowup solution to a PDE causes both the temporal and
spatial resolution to diverge as the blowup time is approached. Whether blowup occurs
is an open question for important PDEs such as the Navier-Stokes equations [Fef00],
and the development of techniques to find elusive blowup solutions is an active area of
research [Pro22,WLGSB23,Hou23].

A classical PDE for studying blowup is given by the quadratic nonlinear heat equation:

ut = uxx + u2 (1)

On a periodic domain, if the average of the initial data is positive, a0 =
∫
T u > 0, then

the solution blows up. However, blowup becomes less generic when (1) is considered as a
complex PDE as has been studied in models of vortex stretching [CLM85,GNSY13,HL08].
For a simpler example, consider the complex ODE and its solutions:

zt = z2, z(t) =
z0

1 + z0t
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for initial condition z(0) = z0 ∈ C. While the solution will blow up in forward (backwards)
time if z0 is a positive (negative) real number, conversely if z0 ∈ C\R then it is globally
well-posed.

To robustly analyze blowup solutions, one can make a self-similar ansatz for scaling the
magnitude and spatial dependence of a solution as it approach blowup time [EF08,QS19].
This self-similar change of variables renormalizes the blowup problem into one of studying
the self-similar dynamics of a new PDE produced by the change of variables. In the
simplest case, a blowup profile can be equated with an equilibrium to a new PDE. However
the self-similar dynamics need not be simple, and may in fact be periodic, or even chaotic
[EF08,CM18].

An alternate methodology for understanding blowup was developed in Masuda’s work
[Mas83,Mas84], where he considers continuing the solution in the complex plane of time
around the blowup point, and shows for close to constant initial data there is a branching
singularity. In this work, solving equation (1) in complex time is equivalent to solving
the family of quadratic evolution equations:

ut = eiθ
(
∂xxu+ u2

)
(2)

for θ ∈ [−π/2, π/2] and for u : T1 → C. Here θ = 0 corresponds to the original nonlinear
heat equation, θ = π/4 is complex Ginzberg-Landau like, and θ = π/2 is a nonlinear
Schrödinger equation (NLS).

This approach was investigated numerically by [COS16], showing that large, not close-
to-constant initial data also has a branching singularity. Furthermore, they observed that
numerical solutions generically converge to zero, and posed the following conjecture:

Conjecture 1.1 ( [COS16]). The nonlinear Schrödinger equation:

iut = uxx + u2 (3)

is globally well-posed for any real initial data, small or large.

Beyond convergence to zero, this nonlinear Schrödinger equation exhibits rich dy-
namical structure, possessing nontrivial equilibria, homoclinic orbits, heteroclinic orbits,
and periodic orbits [JLT22a,FMS23, Jaq22, JLT22b]. Recently Fiedler and Stuke [FS24]
studied (3) within the context of the 1-parameter family of PDEs:

ut = eiθ
(
uxx + 6u2 − λ

)
(4)

In short, this work demonstrates that real eternal solutions are not complex entire. They
prove there exists real initial data to (4) which for the heat equation (θ = 0) is a hetero-
clinic orbit existing globally in time, however for the NLS (θ = ±π

2
) it blows up in finite

time. However, this analysis requires λ > 0 and does not resolve Conjecture 1.1.
In this paper we present evidence which suggests that Conjecture 1.1 is false. Fur-

thermore we present an alternative in Conjecture 1.2, that blowup from real initial data
occurs on a codimension-1 manifold.

Conjecture 1.2. Let Ws(0) ⊆ C(T1,R) denote the stable manifold of the 0 equilibrium
for the nonlinear heat equation (1). Initial data u0 ∈ C(T1,R) is globally well-posed under
(3) if and only if u0 /∈ Ws(0).
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It is a well-known fact that if W is the stable manifold of an ODE ẋ = f(x), then W
is also the unstable manifold of ẋ = −f(x). While the trajectories may differ, the stable
manifold of (1) remains invariant under the dynamics of (2) for all θ. If |θ| < π/2 it will
remain a stable manifold. But for θ = ±π/2 then W becomes a submanifold of the center
manifold of (3), and exhibits secular growth of solutions. In Section 3 we give a heuristic
characterization of the real initial data which blows up versus globally well-posed.

In Section 4 we use self-similar variables to analyze the numerical blowup of real initial
data, and compare it to the known case of blowup for monochromatic initial data [Jaq22].
While the two blowup profiles appear similar, they appear to obey different scaling rates.
All source code is available at [Jaq24].

2 Evidence of blowup from real initial data

Numerical evidence has been suggestive that Conjecture 1.1 may be true in a generic
sense, i.e. for “almost all” real initial data. Indeed, for real initial data which is close-to-
constant (and arbitrarily large!), it has been shown that the solution will limit to zero in
both forward and backwards time:

Theorem 2.1 (Theorem 1.3 [JLT22a]). Fix a complex scalar z0 = reiϕ ∈ C and a
function w0 : T1 → C on a 2π/ω periodic torus having summable Fourier coefficients,
that is w0(x) =

∑
k∈Z ake

ikωx for a = {ak} ∈ ℓ1. Let u(t) be the solution of (3) with
initial data u0 = z0 + w0, and suppose:

∥a∥ℓ1 < e−π/2|z0|.

If 0 ≤ ϕ ≤ π then limt→−∞ u(t) = 0. If π ≤ ϕ ≤ 2π then limt→+∞ u(t) = 0.

To prove Conjecture 1.1 one could hope to show that all real initial data limits to zero,
however this is not necessary for proving global well-posedness. For example, solutions
could limit to a nontrivial equilibrium or a periodic orbit. In [JLT22a] it is shown via
computer assisted proofs that there exist at least two distinct families of equilibria to
(3), with heteroclinic orbits linking the trivial and nontrivial equilibria. In [FS24] it is
shown that the complex equilibria to (1) are given by the Weierstrass elliptic functions,
and in [Jaq22] it is shown that small initial data supported on positive Fourier modes
will yield periodic orbits of locked frequency.

In light of Theorem 2.1, to look for possible counter examples to Conjecture 1.1 one
must consider initial data which is close to zero average. To that end, consider the
1-parameter family of real initial data:

u30(x;A) = 30 cos(2πx) + A (5)

Note that due to the even nonlinearity and even initial data, the Fourier series of the
solution can be expressed as a cosine series with complex, time-varying coefficients:

u(t, x) =
∑
n∈Z

an(t)e
2πin
ω

x = a0(t) + 2
∞∑
n=1

an(t) cos(
2πn
ω
x) (6)

By Theorem 2.1 if |A| > 30e
π
2 ≈ 144.3, then the solution is guaranteed to exist for all

t ∈ R and converge to zero in both forward and backwards time. In Figure 1 is depicted
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Figure 1: The norm ∥u30(t;A)∥L∞ for u30(x;A) as in (5). The dashed gray lines represent
where the solution reaches the trapping region given by Theorem 2.1.

the solution of the NLS (3) over the time interval t ∈ [0, 1], taking initial data in (5) with
integers −150 ≤ A ≤ 150. This computation was performed using 256 Fourier modes
and a time step of h = 10−4 with an exponential integrator [DHT14].

Almost all initial data converges to zero, however close to A = −5 the solutions take
a long time to decay. For each solution which does decay to zero, Theorem 2.1 enables us
to identify when it enters a so called “trapping region” where it is guaranteed to converge
to zero. This is denoted in Figure 1 by the dashed gray line. While a neighborhood
of initial data with A about −5 does decay, it seems to take asymptotically long to
enter the trapping region. This provides us with a more robust measure of identifying
solutions which do not converge to the zero equilibrium. Moreover, there appears to be
a codimension-1 manifold for which initial data to the NLS does not converge to zero.

Informed by Conjecture 1.2 we selected A30 = −5.3070235 in (5), and the solution
of this initial value problem under the dynamics of the NLS (3) is plotted in Figure 2.
This computation used a 4096 Fourier mode truncation and a time step of h = 10−7. We
selected A30 using a bisection method so that u30 would be on the stable manifold W(0)
for the nonlinear heat equation (1). We also note that nearby values of A (e.g. ≈ ±1%)
also appear to blowup under the dynamics of (3).

Overall, the trajectory appears to oscillate while steadily growing larger. As shown in
Figure 2 (b), the L∞ norm of the solution maintains regular oscillations of fixed period yet
steadily grows larger in amplitude. In Figure 2 (c), we display the relative composition
of each Fourier modes to the L2 norm. By Parseval’s identity ∥u(t)∥2L2 = ∥a(t)∥ℓ2 =
|a0(t)|2 + 2

∑∞
n=1 |an(t)|2, and we plot in Figure 2(c) the ratio of the nth mode:

En(t) :=


|an|2

∥a(t)∥ℓ2
if n = 0

2|an|2

∥a(t)∥ℓ2
if n ̸= 0

(7)

While the spacetime plot in Figure 2(a) appears quite complex, the relative energy of
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Figure 2: Solution to the NLS in (3) with initial data (5) with A30 = −5.3070235: (a)
Space time plot of the solution; (b) Inverse norm of the solution 1/∥u(t)∥L∞ ; (c) Relative
proportions En of the Fourier modes, see (7).

each spatial mode in Figure 2(c) paints a clearer picture. As the solution evolves in time,
higher spatial frequencies are progressively excited with increasing temporal oscillations.
Furthermore, these oscillations grow ever more complex and almost fractal-like.

3 Secular growth of solutions along a center manifold

3.1 Dynamics of the PDE’s Galerkin truncation

To investigate the initial growth phase of the solutions we consider finite Galerkin trun-
cations of (3). Consider a function given as a 2π-periodic cosine series as in (6), where
for ease of analysis in this section we take ω = 2π. Then the N -mode truncation of (2)
yields the following dynamics on the Fourier modes:

e−iθȧn = −n2an +
∑

n1+n1=n
−N≤n1,n2≤N

a|n1|a|n2| (8)

By the cosine ansatz we have an = a−n, thereby this defines a complex ODE on CN+1.
Furthermore the system has an equilibrium at 0 ∈ CN+1 whose linearization has eigen-
values λn = −eiθn2 for 0 ≤ n ≤ N .

Define W(0) as the unique invariant manifold tangent to {0}×CN . Selecting different
values of θ will induce different internal dynamics on W , however W will remain an
invariant manifold for any choice of θ. For example, if the real component of −eiθ is
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Figure 3: Phase portraits of the dynamics to (9) with the invariant manifold W tangent
to {0} × C depicted in orange. (a) When θ = 0 real initial data remains invariant, and
the stable manifold W divides trajectories which converge to zero, from those which/that
blowup in finite time. (b) When θ = π/2, the invariant manifold W is foliated by periodic
orbits.

negative, then W is a submanifold of the equilibrium’s stable set, and trajectories on W
will exponentially approach the zero equilibrium in forward time.

More generally if M is an invariant complex manifold of any ODE ẋ = f(x), then
M will also be an invariant manifold of the system ẋ = µf(x) for scalars µ ∈ C. The
most well know usage of this fact is the case µ = −1. That is, the stable manifold of an
equilibrium in forward time is also the unstable manifold of the equilibrium in backwards
time. While trajectories on M remain invariant when µ ∈ R, this is not the case when µ
is complex.

For a simple illustration consider the dynamics of (8) in the case N = 1, where we
obtain the system of complex ODEs:

e−iθȧ0 = a20 + 2a21 (9)

e−iθȧ1 = −a1 + 2a0a1

The case θ = 0 is analogous to the nonlinear heat equation (1), see Figure 3(a). Real
initial data is invariant, and if a0 > 0 then there is finite time blowup. Furthermore the
manifold W divides solutions which blowup in finite time from those which converge alge-
braically to zero. Furthermore if −π/2 < θ < π/2 then solutions on W will exponentially
decay.

In contrast, consider the case θ = ±π
2
analogous to the NLS in (3), see Figure 3(b).

In this case the eigenvalues {λ0, λ1} = {0,∓i} are purely imaginary and the manifold W
is a submanifold of the center manifold. Furthermore W(0) is foliated by a Lyapunov
family of periodic orbits [Hen73]. In Figure 2 we can similarly observe periodic behavior
for short time scales (0 < t < 0.25). However, like with Figure 2(c), we will see in the
dynamics of (8) for larger values of N that there is a secular drift of solutions along W ,
whereby the lower modes progressively excite the higher modes.
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3.2 Parameterizing the manifold W
The existence of stable, unstable, and center manifolds associated to equilibria has been
established for a wide variety of dynamical systems, such as ODEs, PDEs, and DDEs
[SY02]. However even if such a manifold is unique, its representation via a coordinate
chart is not unique, nor is there just one method available for computing an approximation
for the manifold.

To analyze and compute the invariant manifold W associated with (8) we shall use the
parameterization method [CFdlL03a,CFdlL03b,CFDLL05], which has had great success
analyzing the dynamics of PDEs [RJ19, JLT22a, JLT22b,GJT22, JH22,OVTF23]. This
approach may be seen to be in contrast to the graph approach, where one fixes the
representation of the invariant manifold as graph over the particular eigenspace and the
internal dynamics need to be solved for. Instead, the parameterization method fixes the
internal dynamics and solves for the coordinate chart as a map into the entire phase
space.

To review the parameterization method we follow the presentation in [HCF+16]. Con-
sider F : Cn → Cn and the differential equation given by:

ż = eiθF (z)

having an equilibrium z∗. Let L ∈ Cn×d denote a matrix whose d-columns are eigenvectors
of the linearization DF (z∗), and let V ⊆ Cn denote the d-dimensional subspace spanned
by the column vectors of L. The goal is to look for a parameterization z = W (σ) :
Cd → Cn of the invariant manifold W tangent to V at z∗. The internal dynamics on
the manifold are described by a vector field σ̇ = eiθf(σ) on Cd with f(0) = 0, and the
invariance equation is given by:

eiθF (W (σ)) = DW (σ)eiθf(σ) (10)

Note that the complex phase eiθ cancels and disappears completely!
The parameterization method seeks to writeW and f as power series in σ = (σ1, . . . , σd):

W (σ) = z∗ +
∑
k≥1

Wk(σ), f(σ) =
∑
k≥1

fk(σ) (11)

where each Wk(σ) (respectively fk) is a homogeneous polynomial in σ of degree k with
coefficients in Cn (respectively with coefficients in Cd), that is:

Wk(σ) =
∑

k1+···+kd=k

W(k1...kd)σ
k1
1 · · ·σkd

d , W(k1...kd) ∈ Cn (12)

To enforce the invariant manifold W being tangent to the eigenspace V we take
W1(σ) = Lσ and f1(σ) = ΛLσ. The higher order terms in the power series may be
obtained by matching the order-k terms in (10), yielding the cohomological equations:

DF (z∗)Wk(σ)−DWk(σ)ΛLσ − Lfk(σ) = −Ek(σ) (13)

where:
Ek(σ) = [F (W<k(σ))]k − [DW<k(σ)f<k(σ)]k

is the order-k error term, depending only on coefficients whose order is strictly less that
k. Thus through (13) the coefficients Wk may be solved recursively for orders k ≥ 2,
subject to the choice of coefficients fk.
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The simplest dynamics one may conjugate to is linear dynamics σ̇ = ΛLσ wherein
fk = 0 for k ≥ 2. Then for each k⃗ = (k1, . . . , kd) equation (13) reduces to the linear
system:

(DF (z∗)− k⃗ · λIn)Wk⃗ = −Ek⃗

This can be solved for |k| ≥ 2 so long as the matrix (DF (z∗)− k⃗ ·λIn) is invertible. This
fails to occur when there is an internal resonance, which is to say when:

k⃗ · λ = λi

for k⃗ ∈ Nd and |k| ≥ 2. This can only occur if the eigenvalues (λ1 . . . λd) are rationally
dependent.

Returning to the dynamics resulting from the Galerkin truncation in (8), recall that
the zero equilibrium has eigenvalues λn = −eiθn2 for integers 0 ≤ n ≤ N . Thus, reso-
nances occur whenever we can write a square integer as a sum of other square integers:

m2 =
m−1∑
n=1

knn
2

for non-negative integers kn with k1 + · · · + km−1 ≥ 2. This happens abundantly often!
For example m2 = m2 · 12 or m2 = (m2 − n2) · 12 + 1 · n2 for any 1 < n < m. While
resonances are an obstruction to conjugating the internal dynamics of W to a linear
system, a parameterization may still be obtained for more nontrivial internal dynamics.

For an example, consider the N = 3 Galerkin truncation of (8) given by:

e−iθȧ0 = a20 + 2a21 + 2a22 + 2a23

e−iθȧ1 = −a1 + 2a0a1 + 2a1a2 + 2a2a3 (14)

e−iθȧ2 = −4a2 + 2a0a2 + a21 + 2a1a3

e−iθȧ3 = −9a3 + 2a0a3 + 2a1a2

Again, we define W(0) as the unique invariant manifold tangent to {0} × C3. The
equilibrium’s nonzero eigenvalues are e−iθλ = (−1,−4,−9), and we obtain the resonances:

(4, 0, 0) · λ = λ2, (1, 2, 0) · λ = λ3, (5, 1, 0) · λ = λ3, (9, 0, 0) · λ = λ3

One can deal with resonances by adjusting the function f , that one conjugates the dy-
namics to [vdBMJR16]. In our code [Jaq24] we calculate a parameterization W such that
the dynamics are conjugate to:

µ−1σ̇1 = −σ1

µ−1σ̇2 = −4σ2 +
1
3
σ4
1 (15)

µ−1σ̇3 = −9σ3 − σ1σ
2
2 +

19
24
σ5
1σ2 +

11
81
σ9
1

where µ = eiθ. The specific coefficients for the higher order terms, such as 1
3
σ4
1 and

19
24
σ5
1σ2,

are not able to be determined in advance and requires one to first solve the cohomological
equation (13) for all of the lower order terms. While nonlinear, the internal dynamics of
W determined by (15) is integrable, and for initial data σ(0) = (γ1, γ2, γ3) its solution is
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given by:

σ1(t) = γ1e
−µt,

σ2(t) =

(
γ2 +

µt

3
γ4
1

)
e−4µt, (16)

σ3(t) =

(
γ3 − µtγ1γ

2
2 +

(
19µt

24
− µ2t2

3

)
γ5
1γ2 +

(
11µt

81
+

19µ2t2

144
− µ3t3

27

)
γ9
1

)
e−9µt

Note that if −π/2 < θ < π/2 then Re(−µ) < 0 whereby all of these solutions exponen-
tially decay.

However if θ = ±π/2 then µ = ±i, whereby the solutions in (16) are oscillatory with
secular drift exciting the higher modes. Indeed, while |σ1(t)| stays bounded for all t, the
higher modes grow like |σ2(t)| = O(t|γ1|4) and |σ3(t)| = O(t3|γ1|9). Hence small initial
data in the lowest modes requires a long time before the higher modes are excited to a
comparable level.

Like with any power series, the parameterization ofW is only valid on the power series’
radius of convergence. (Based on our computation, the radius of convergence seems to be
about 0.80.) While the explicit solutions given in (16) never blow up, it may be possible
for a solution on W to blowup after it leaves the local coordinate chart. To investigate
this, we consider the following initial condition selected on the invariant manifold W :

σ1

σ2

σ3

 =

 0.4300654917290795
−0.07398732057014827
0.00530826265454094

 , W (σ) =


−0.22301409257004942

0.5
0
0

 (17)

When integrated under (14) with θ = π/2 this trajectory undergoes a large growth in
norm, see Figure 4. Like with Figure 2, one can see that there is a steady cascade pumping
energy into the higher modes. This initial condition does not appear to completely
blowup, as in the later stage of trajectory 1/∥u(t)∥L∞ grows rapidly. However, such a

Figure 4: Solution to the four-mode Galerkin truncation in (14) with initial data (17)
(a): The inverse norm 1/∥u(N)(t)∥L∞ ; (b) Relative proportions En of the Fourier modes,
see (7).
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non-blowup may also be seen to be consistent with the existence of an unstable blowup
profile. Note also that as our computation of W was with a finite Taylor series, our
the initial condition was not exactly on the manifold W . (For our 20th order Taylor
approximation of W , we estimate the error of the initial point to be on the order of
10−5.) While one could get a more precise initial point on the manifold by choosing a
smaller initial condition σ, this would conversely increase the integration time and the
associated errors.

4 Apparent self-similar blowup profiles

The finite Fourier truncation model offers a heuristic explanation for why initial data
from the stable manifold of the heat equation (1) will grow larger, and exhibit a seemingly
periodic forward cascade to the higher modes. However this analysis is localized at the
zero equilibrium. While it is suggestive of how small initial data grows to become finitely
large in norm, it does not explain how large initial data may grow without bound and
blowup.

To focus on the dynamics of blowup we consider larger initial data. With consideration
to Conjecture 1.2, we fix the following real initial data:

u300(x) = 300 cos(2πx) + A300, A300 = −189.286840601635, (18)

see Figure 5. We used computational parameters of 4096 Fourier mode truncation and a
time step of h = 10−7. For comparison we also consider monochromatic initial data:

umc
300(x) = 300e2πix, (19)

see Figure 6. As 300 > 6(2π)2 ≈ 236.9, the initial data in (19) is guaranteed to blowup
as per [Jaq22].

Theorem 4.1 (Theorem 1.5 [Jaq22]). Consider (3) with initial data u0(x) = Aeiωx with
A ∈ C, ω > 0.

(a) If |A| ≤ 3ω2, then u is a smooth periodic solution with period 2π
ω2 .

(b) If |A| ≥ 6ω2, then ∥u(t)∥L2 blows up in finite time |T∗| ≤ 2π
ω2 .

As predicted by Conjecture 1.2 and Theorem 4.1, the numerical solutions of the initial
data (18) and (19) appear to blowup. Plotted in Figures 5-6(a) are the numerical solutions
after a period of time. While the monochromatic initial data yields a single blowup point
moving to the right, the real initial data produces two blowup points moving in opposite
directions.

Moreover, the solutions appear to undergo self-similar blowup. In a general context,
this occurs when a blowup solution u to a given PDE can be regularized using a self-similar
change of variables into a new solution U with nontrivial limiting behavior [EF08,QS19].
For a given blowup time T and pair of scaling parameters (α, β) define:

u(t, x) =
1

(T − t)α
U(s, y) (20)

using the self-similar coordinates:

y =
x− ξ(t)

(T − t)β
s = − log(T − t) (21)

10



Figure 5: Numerical solution of (3) using initial data from (18). (a) Real and imagi-
nary components of u(t, x) when t = 0.0743 (s = 8.95), depicted with the direction of
movement of the blowup point(s); (b) Inverse norm of solution 1/∥u(t)∥L∞ ; (c-d) Real
and imaginary components of U from (20) using self-similar coordinates with scaling
(α, β) = (1, 1/2).

where ξ(t) denotes the moving location of the spatial blowup point. Note that if α > 0
and lim infs→∞ ∥U(s)∥L∞ > 0, then u(t) blows up as t → T . While the dynamics of u are
singular as t → T , ideally the dynamics of U are well behaved as s → ∞.

In Figures 5-6(b) the inverse norm 1/∥u(t)∥L∞ can be seen to approach zero (thus
blowing up). The solution with real initial data first decreases in norm and oscillates to
a small extent before it begins a path towards blowup. In contrast, the solution with
monochromatic initial data immediately increases in norm and accelerates in the later
stage.

To estimate the scaling parameter α, we fit the data in Figures 5-6(b) to the equation
y(t) = C0|T − t|α. For the solution with real initial data, fitting the data over the time
interval [0.070, 0.074] yielded α = 1.1457 with an R2 value of 0.9999. For the solution
with monochromatic initial data, fitting the data over the time interval [0.038, 0.045]
yielded α = 2.0098 with an R2 value of 0.9992. Note that even though the two blowup
profiles in Figures 5-6(a) look qualitatively similar, they appear to obey distinct rates
of blowup. Additionally, while the R2 values are suggestive of a good fit, the residual
errors are not normally distributed, indicative of systematic bias. Practically speaking,
we observe that fit parameters are quite sensitive to the time range over which the data
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Figure 6: Numerical solution of (3) using initial data from (19). (a) Real and imaginary
components of u(t, x) when t = 0.004 (s = 7.47), depicted with the direction of movement
of the blowup point; (b) Inverse norm of solution 1/∥u(t)∥L∞ ; (c-d) Real and imaginary
components of U from (20) using self-similar coordinates with scaling (α, β) = (2, 1).

is fit. For the case of real initial data, the non-integer value of α may also be suggestive
of a logarithmic correction term being needed in the norm scaling, as is the case with the
nonlinear heat equation [BK94,MZ97].

To investigate whether these numerical solutions obey self-similar scaling, we perform
a change of variables in (3) using the self-similar coordinates, resulting in the following
equations that govern the self-similar dynamics:

i (αU + ∂sU + βy∂yU) = e(2β−1)s∂yyU + e(β−1)siξ̇∂yU + e(α−1)sU2 (22)

For consistency in scaling, balance laws suggest that α = 2β. Rounding to the closest
integer our statistical fits for α, we obtain scaling parameters (α, β) = (1, 1/2) for the real
initial data and (α, β) = (2, 1) for the monochromatic initial data. Making the change
of variables into these self-similar coordinates, we plot the solutions U(s, y) in Figure
5-6(c-d) for the real and imaginary components of the solutions.

In Figure 5-6(c-d) the self-similar solutions U(s, y) appear to be decently regularized.
For smaller values of s, periodic copies of the blowup profile may be observed to diverge
away from y = 0, as would be expected. For larger values of s however the blowup profile
appears to fade, a likely result of an imprecise selection of the blowup time, and the
significant numerical error which accumulate as the blowup time is approached. While
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the solution with real initial data appears to grow according to a power law starting
at t ≥ 0.06, the blowup profile qualitatively changes. This may be most prominently
seen in Figure 5(d) when comparing the imaginary component of U(s, y) over the regions
s ∈ [6, 7] and s ∈ [8, 10], and may be indicative of non-trivial self-similar dynamics.

Alternatively, the simplest blowup scenario would be the so-called Type-I blowup
[EF08,QS19], whereby U converges to an equilibrium with scaling parameters (α, β) =
(1, 1/2) and (22) simplifies to:

i
(
U + ∂sU + y

2
∂yU

)
= ∂yyU + e−s/2iξ̇∂yU + U2 (23)

In this case, as lims→∞ e−s/2 = 0, an equilibrium solution would satisfy the following
second order ODE:

0 = ∂yyU − i
2
y∂yU − iU + U2, lim

y→±∞
|U(y)| = 0 (24)

Despite our efforts, we have not found a nontrivial solution to (24).

5 Conclusion

While Conjecture 1.1 may be true in a generic sense, we have presented numerical evidence
of real initial data to (3) which blows up in finite time. By tracking solutions to the 1-
parameter family of initial data in (5), we were able to identify initial conditions leading
to blowup. While tracking the L∞ norm of solutions proved sufficient, measuring when
solutions entered a trapping region of zero provided a much more robust method of
identification.

As previously mentioned, the blowup solution identified in Section 2 has two distinct
qualitative features: (i) on shorter time scales, the solution periodic oscillates with pro-
gressive excitement of the higher modes; (ii) on longer time scales, the solution steadily
grows, eventually leading to blowup. In Section 3 we provide a heuristic explanation
for the mechanisms behind feature (i). Namely, we use the parameterization method to
analyze a submanifold W of the center manifold of 0. While solutions on W do oscillate,
a secular drift due to a resonance of eigenvalues induces a cascade whereby the lower
modes excite the higher modes.

This analysis leads us to propose Conjecture 1.2, that real initial data to (3) will
blowup if and only if it lies on the stable manifold of 0 for the nonlinear heat equation
(1). We note that the finite Galerkin truncation model only has a finite number of eigen-
value resonances, and is thus amenable to the parameterization method. While empirical
evidence supports Conjecture 1.2, we cannot hope to prove it using the parameterization
method due to the infinite number of resonances in the full PDE.

To analyze the later stage of blowup in (3) we performed a self-similar analysis in
Section 4, comparing blowup solutions starting from both real and monochromatic initial
data. While both solutions appear to exhibit self-similar blowup, key questions remain.
For example, what is the exact scaling rate for the solution starting with real initial data,
and is a logarithmic correction term required? And does the self-similar solution limit to
an equilibrium or some more complicated dynamical object, such as a periodic orbit or a
chaotic attractor?
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