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Abstract

Recent work [1] introduced a robust computational framework combining embedded
mathematical structures, advanced optimization, and neural network architecture, leading
to the discovery of multiple unstable self-similar solutions for key fluid dynamics equations,
including the Incompressible Porous Media (IPM) and 2D Boussinesq systems. While this
framework confirmed the existence of these singularities, an accuracy level approaching
double-float machine precision – i.e., accuracy constrained by inherent round-off errors ma-
chine precision (O(10−13) residuals) – was only achieved for stable and 1st unstable solutions
of the 1D Córdoba-Córdoba-Fontelos model. For highly unstable solutions characterized by
extreme gradients, the accuracy remained insufficient for validation. The primary obstacle
is the presence of sharp solution gradients. Those gradients tend to induce large, localized
PDE residuals during training, which not only hinder convergence, but also obscure the sub-
tle signals near the origin required to identify the correct self-similar scaling parameter λ of
the solutions. In this work, we introduce a gradient-normalized PDE residual re-weighting
scheme to resolve the high-gradient challenge while amplifying the critical residual signals
at the origin for λ identification. Coupled with the multi-stage neural network architecture,
the PDE residuals are reduced to the level of round-off error across a wide spectrum of un-
stable self-similar singularities previously discovered. Furthermore, our method enables the
discovery of new highly unstable singularities, i.e. the 4th unstable solution for IPM equa-
tions and a novel family of highly unstable solitons for the Nonlinear Schrödinger equations.
This results in achieving high-gradient solutions with high precision, providing an important
ingredient for bridging the gap between numerical discovery and computer-assisted proofs
for unstable phenomena in nonlinear PDEs.

1 Introduction

The study of singularity formation in fluids relies heavily on high-precision computation. Unsta-
ble singularities, especially in dimensions greater than 1, are exceptionally elusive; their discovery
requires overcoming significant computational instabilities. Their rigorous mathematical valida-
tion via computer-assisted proofs (CAP) generally demands extremely high numerical accuracy
[2]. In this work, we refer to machine precision as the highest achievable accuracy, where the re-
maining PDE residuals are dominated by the inherent round-off errors of double-float arithmetic,
typically O(10−13) or lower. While recent computational frameworks [1] successfully identified
families of unstable self-similar solutions in key fluid dynamics equations, achieving the requisite
level of accuracy remains a profound computational challenge, particularly for highly unstable
phenomena.

Highly unstable singularities are computationally pathological. As the order of instability in-
creases, the solution profiles develop increasingly extreme localized gradients (see Figure 1). The
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Figure 1: High-gradient feature of unstable solutions (a) Comparison of stable and unstable
solution for (a) CCF equation and (b) IPM equations. The highly unstable solution shows significant
higher local gradient than that of the stable or the low-order unstable solutions.

framework introduced in Wang et al. [1]–built upon the earlier work [3]–successfully discovered
families of unstable solutions through the integration of mathematical analysis with customized
machine learning techniques. Central to the methodology is an iterative feedback loop between
numerical experiments and mathematical insights, which guide the design of specialized Physics-
Informed Neural Network (PINN [4, 5]) architectures. Crucially, strong mathematical inductive
biases are embedded directly into the network design. This includes input transformations
to enforce symmetries, coordinate compactification to handle the infinite domains inherent in
self-similar problems, and tailored solution envelopes to ensure correct asymptotic decay and be-
havior near the origin. To achieve the extreme precision required, the framework moves beyond
standard optimizers by employing a high-precision, full-matrix Gauss-Newton approach [6] and
uses the Multi-Stage Neural Network (MSNN) [7] architecture. MSNN was successfully applied
to the stable and 1st unstable solutions for CCF and IPM. Despite this, accuracy plateaued sig-
nificantly for the most unstable examples. The precision of highly unstable solutions remained
around O(10−6) to O(10−8), a level of precision insufficient for a MSNN method to effectively
refine the solution.

The primary roadblock lies in the optimization landscape itself. In standard loss formu-
lations, the residuals generated in high-gradient regions overwhelm the optimization process.
Crucially, this dominance obscures the subtle signals required to determine the exact physical
parameters of the singularity, such as the self-similar scaling parameter λ [8]. For the systems
studied here, the Incompressible Porous Media (IPM) and Córdoba-Córdoba-Fontelos (CCF)
equations, smoothness conditions at the origin (stagnation point) play a key role in determin-
ing the precise value of λ. The optimization stagnates, unable to reconcile the demands of the
high-gradient regions with the precision required at the origin.

This paper introduces a critical innovation to overcome this barrier: a gradient-normalized
loss function. By normalizing the PDE residuals relative to the local gradients of the solution, we
effectively rebalance the optimization landscape. This approach prevents high-gradient regions
from dominating the loss while simultaneously amplifying the critical residual signals at the ori-
gin, enabling the precise identification of λ. Additionally, integrating this gradient-normalization
strategy with the established framework and MSNN training schemes, we demonstrate the abil-
ity to resolve these high-gradient, unstable singularities to near-machine precision. We achieve
O(10−13) residuals for the full suite of previously discovered CCF solutions and achieve accu-
racy between O(10−11) and O(10−13) for the 2-D IPM solutions. Furthermore, this enhanced
precision enables the confirmation of the 4th unstable IPM solution.

The applicability of this high-precision framework extends beyond fluid singularities. We
demonstrate its effectiveness in resolving unstable coherent structures in Nonlinear Schrödinger
(NLS) equations, which share similar computational challenges, such as parameter sensitivity
and infinite domains. We achieve double-float machine precision O(10−13) in three such set-

2



tings: unstable solitons in a double-well potential, Gross-Pitaevskii vortices with large winding
numbers, and unstable excited states (solitons with nodes) of focusing NLS. The gradient renor-
malization also allows us to capture subtle local features of the solution that are not accessible
through more standard PINN methods. For example, our approach reveals a novel empirical ex-
pression for the vortex core structure. For excited states, we identify a new empirical relationship
between the azimuthal mode and the peak location.

2 Machine-Precision Unstable Singularities

The computational framework of [1] successfully identified families of unstable self-similar solu-
tions in key fluid models. However, its accuracy plateaus for highly unstable solutions due to
the emergence of extreme, localized gradients (Figure 1). These gradients create a pathologi-
cal optimization landscape where large, localized PDE residuals overwhelm the subtle signals
required to determine the self-similar scaling parameter, λ.

To overcome this fundamental barrier, we introduce a gradient-normalized residual. We
demonstrate our method on two canonical models: the 1D Córdoba-Córdoba-Fontelos equation
and the 2D Incompressible Porous Media equation. By integrating this innovation with the
architectural insights of [1], our approach resolves these high-gradient solutions to machine
precision O(10−13) and confirms the fourth unstable solution for the IPM equation.

2.1 Córdoba-Córdoba-Fontelos (CCF) Equation

The CCF equation [9, 10] is a fundamental 1D model for nonlocal transport, serving as a critical
analog for understanding singularity formation in more complex systems, such as the 3D Euler
equations [11]. We study the inviscid case:

θt −H[θ]θx = 0, (1)

where H is the Hilbert transform. We seek self-similar blow-up solutions by analyzing the
vorticity ω = θx, which is governed by the equation:

ωt − uωx = ωux, where u =

∫ x

0
(Hω)(s) ds , (2)

where u is considered the velocity of the system. To identify the self-similar profile of the blow-up
solution as in [1, 3], we employ a self-similar ansatz

ω =
1

1− t
Ω (y) with y =

x

(1− t)1+λ
, and U =

∫ y

0
HΩ(s) ds, (3)

for some λ to be determined. Plugging that ansatz in (2) yields the self-similar CCF equation:

Ω+ ((1 + λ)y − U)∂yΩ− Ω∂yU = 0 . (4)

Previous work successfully identified three self-similar solutions (stable [12], 1st unstable [3, 12],
and 2nd unstable [1]). While the first two solutions were resolved to machine precision [1],
the accuracy for the 2nd unstable solution was limited. As shown in Figure 1(a), this solution
exhibits significantly sharper gradients, posing a substantial computational challenge.

2.1.1 Challenge of Learning High-Gradient Solutions

The primary obstacle in resolving highly unstable solution for the CCF equation is the emergence
of a pathological optimization landscape due to high gradients present in such solutions (Fig. 1a).
In the absence of a technique to address this challenge, the training for the 2nd unstable solution
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Figure 2: Challenges of 2nd unstable solutions to CCF (a) Comparison of the PDE residual for
training the first and second unstable solutions for the CCF equation using the PINN framework with
uniform weighting. (b & c) The PDE residual of 2nd unstable solution trained by (b) increase or (c)
reduce the weights of collocation points around the high-gradient area of the solution (y = 4). (d) The
spatial profile of the solutions Ω and U for the 2nd unstable solution with the inferred λs = 0.47132422
by a single-stage training using gradient-normalized residual. (e & f) The (e) absolute and (f) relative
PDE residual for the CCF solution trained at the fixed λ with 10−7 distance to the inferred smooth λs.

stagnates, with the PDE residual plateauing at O(10−5) (Fig. 2a), orders of magnitude higher
than the O(10−9) achieved for the 1st unstable CCF solution (red dash line in Fig. 2a). This
high residual is dominated by contributions from the sharp gradient region near y = 4.

An intuitive remedy, such as increasing the number or weight of collocation points in this
region, proves ineffective and can even degrade the overall solution quality (Figure 2b). Our
systematic experiments revealed a counter-intuitive insight: reducing the loss contribution from
the high-gradient region is necessary for convergence. As shown in Fig. 2(c), manually down-
weighting this region by approximately 10 times allows the residual to decrease by another order
of magnitude before plateauing due to non-smoothness at the origin.

2.1.2 Principle of Gradient-Normalized Residuals

The underlying cause of this optimization failure is a mismatch between the training objective
and the solution’s properties. A standard PINN loss function, which minimizes the absolute PDE
residual, implicitly drives the network to produce a solution with a uniform absolute error across
the domain. For solutions with extreme gradients, this forces the optimization to excessively
prioritize the high-gradient region while neglecting subtle but critical features elsewhere, such
as at the origin. This imbalance ultimately causes the training to stagnate at a high equation
residual, as shown in Figs. 2(a) and (b).

The desired outcome, however, is a solution that exhibits a uniform relative error. To achieve
this, we introduce our central contribution: a gradient-normalized residual. By normalizing
the PDE residual in the loss function by the local solution gradient, we effectively re-balance
the optimization landscape. This re-balancing ensures that the training process evaluates all
regions of the domain equitably, regardless of the local gradient magnitude. As demonstrated in
Fig. 2(e), this approach enables the residual for the 2nd unstable solution to converge to a level
comparable to that of the first unstable solution. Furthermore, the gradient-normalized residual
amplifies the signal at the origin, preventing it from being obscured by the large residual in the

4



(a)

Non-smooth 

signal

(b)

Figure 3: CCF solutions with low λ. (a) Comparison of smooth and non-smooth CCF solutions for
λ < 0.61. The magnitude and the sharpness of the high-gradient areas increase with the decrease of λ
(b). Evolution of the peak value of the CCF solution with respect to λ, illustrating the intensification of
gradients as instability increases. The inset shows that PDE residual for the CCF solution at the fixed
λ = 0.455, which has non-smooth signal at the origin, indicating that it remains a non-smooth solution.

peak region (Fig. 2f). This capability is critical for the precise identification of the self-similar
scaling parameter λ. The detailed justification and implementation of the gradient-normalized
residual approach are given in Section 4.2.

2.1.3 Exploring higher Unstable Solutions

Having confirmed the effectiveness of the gradient-normalized residual approach, we extended
our search to the third unstable solution. Our investigation shows that as λ decreases, the
solution’s peak amplitude increases dramatically, reaching nearly 40 for λ ≈ 0.455 (Fig. 3). This
suggests that a potential third unstable solution would possess even more extreme gradients
than the second.

While our gradient-normalization method effectively reduces the residual in the peak re-
gion, a persistent non-smooth signal at the origin (inset of Fig.3b) remains for all tested
λ ∈ [0.455, 0.4713]. This indicates that if a third unstable solution exists, it is located at a
λ value corresponding to an even higher-gradient profile. The challenge of exploring the range
λ < 0.455 and resolving such a feature in the 1D CCF model appears to be even greater than
finding highly unstable solutions in the 2D IPM equation. A full investigation into the existence
and properties of this third unstable solution is a compelling direction for future research.

2.2 Incompressible Porous Media (IPM) Equation

The 2D IPM equation models the dynamics of an incompressible fluid in a porous medium gov-
erned by Darcy’s law [13]. We analyze the system on the upper half-plane with non-penetration
boundary conditions:

∂tρ+ u · ∇ρ = 0, ∇ · u = 0, u+∇p = −(0, ρ), (5)

where p is the pressure and u = (u1, u2) is the velocity vector with u2 satisfying the no-
penetration condition, namely u2(x1, x2 = 0) = 0. Analogous to the CCF equation, we identify
the self-similar blowup solution of IPM by utilizing the self-similar ansatz

ρ(x, t) = (1− t)λH (y) and u(x, t) = (1− t)λU (y) with y =
x

(1− t)1+λ
. (6)

where x = (x1, x2) are the original 2-D Cartesian coordinates, and y = (y1, y2) are the self-
similar coordinates. Taking the curve of the third equation in (5), we can eliminate the pressure
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p in the equation. Then, substituting the ansatz (6) gives the self-similar equations of IPM:

−λH + [(1 + λ)y +U] · ∇H = 0 (7)
∂y1U1 + ∂y2U2 = 0 and ∂y1U2 − ∂y2U1 = ∂y1H (8)

Wang et al. [1] identified, for the first time, four self-similar solutions, ranging from the stable
solution to the third unstable solution, via PINNs with a particular design of coordinate com-
pactification and a structured solution ansatz to enforce the symmetry and asymptotic behavior
of the solutions (see Section 4.1). However, this new framework shows limitations in finding
the fourth unstable solution, which also exhibits a sharp gradient (Fig. 4a), similar to the 2nd
unstable CCF solution.

2.2.1 Spurious Non-Smooth Signal induced by High Gradients

For low λ, the high-gradient nature of the IPM solution poses the same computational challenges
as those encountered in the CCF problem. When using the PINN frameworks with uniform
weighting of collocation points across the domain, the PDE residual for various fixed λ values
near the 4th unstable solution consistently shows a maximum residual at the origin, seemingly
capturing the correct non-smooth signal of the solution (Fig. 4b). However, a closer comparison
(Fig. 4b & c) reveals that these signals at the origin are nearly identical across the range of
λ ∈ [0.1980, 0.2] (red line in Fig. 4e). This lack of variation prevents the identification of the
correct signal needed to determine the smooth λ for the fourth unstable solution.

This erroneous signal at the origin is a direct consequence of the high gradient feature of the
solution in the nearby region. We find that, despite the high-gradient profile of the solution Ω
in the region around (y1, y2) ≈ (3.5, 0) (Fig. 4a), the magnitude of the PDE residual there is
comparable to that in the rest of the domain (Fig. 4b). This indicates that the optimization pro-
cess has excessively prioritized minimizing the PDE residual in that specific region, which could
induce a risk of eliminating important solution features in other regions. To confirm this, we
conducted multiple training experiments at a fixed λ = 0.1990 using identical PINN settings but
different random initializations of network weights. While all experiments converged to a PDE
residual of O(10−6) (similar to Fig. 4b), the average difference between any two trained solutions
reaches O(10−4), with discrepancies in the high-gradient region reaching O(10−3) (Fig. 4d). This
demonstrates that while the training improves the solution locally in the high-gradient area, it
fails to capture the global features consistently, which ultimately prevents the optimization from
converging to the expected unique solution. Consequently, the large-residual signal at the origin
in Fig. 4(b) fails to reflect the true non-smooth behavior of the solution.

2.2.2 Application of Gradient-normalized residual

As with the CCF equation, the remedy for the high-gradient challenge is to incorporate the
gradient-normalized residual into the loss function, ensuring that the training process can eval-
uate all regions of the domain equitably. Figure 4(g) shows the PDE residual obtained at the
same fixed λ = 0.20 as in Fig. 4(c), but it is now obtained using the gradient-normalized ap-
proach. The training achieves a significantly lower error across the entire domain, including the
high-gradient regions. The incorrect non-smooth signal previously seen in Fig. 4(b) is no longer
present (Fig. 4g); instead, the true non-smooth signal is revealed by plotting the relative PDE
residual normalized by the solution magnitude (Fig. 4h and i), which isolates the true signal
from the otherwise large residuals in the high-gradient areas.

To confirm that the gradient-normalized residual approach yields a unique solution, we re-
peated the experiments at the same fixed λ = 0.1990 with different random initializations of
network weights, applying the gradient-normalized residual approach this time. We clearly see
that the difference between any two experiments is now on the order of 10−8 (Fig. 4e), which is
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Figure 4: Challenge of 4th unstable solution to IPM. (a) The vorticity profile Ω for the 4th
unstable solution to IPM with the inferred smooth λs. (b & c) The PDE residual from the PINN training
using standard equation loss at two different λ around the 4th unstable solution, where the spurious non-
smooth signals at the origin are nearly identical. (d) The difference between the solutions H(1) and H(2),
which are trained at the same fixed λ = 0.1990 via the same PINN framework using standard equation
loss but different random initialization of the network weight. The solution discrepancy O(10−4) is much
larger than the PDE residual O(10−6) (panel b) for each solution. (e) In comparison, the difference
between the solution using gradient-normalized residual remains the same order of magnitude with the
PDE residual O(10−8) (panel h). (f) The relation of the maximum value Rmax of the relative PDE
residual at the origin captured via PINN framework using standard equation loss (red) and gradient-
normalized residual (blue) with the distance of λ to the true smooth λs. (g) the absolute PDE residual
obtained via PINN framework using gradient-normalized residual. (h & i) The relative PDE residual
normalized by the solution magnitude at two different λ, which reveals the true non-smooth signal at
the origin that are proportional to the distance from the true smooth λ (panel e).

consistent with the magnitude of the PDE residual (Fig. 4h). This confirms that the training
now converges to a unique solution profile.

Finally, to validate the non-smooth signal identified by our new gradient-normalized ap-
proach, we recorded the magnitude and sign of the normalized PDE residual R̂3 = R3/Ω̂ at the
origin (Fig. 4h & i) for λ values at varying distances from the true smooth value λs. Crucially,
we found that the sign of this signal at the origin flips as the fixed λ crosses the true smooth
value λs (Fig. 4h & i). Furthermore, the magnitude of the signal is proportional to the distance
from the true smooth λs, namely |λ − λs| ∝ R̂3(0), as shown in Fig. 4(e). This relationship
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successfully recovers the characteristic funnel plot previously observed for the low-order unstable
solutions in Wang et al. (2025)[1], confirming the robustness of our new method.

2.3 Achieving Machine Precision

The gradient-normalized residual allows us to resolve highly unstable singularities to an accuracy
comparable to that of less unstable modes. To further increase this accuracy, we must also employ
multistage training. This section describes how we integrate the gradient-normalized residual
approach into the multistage training scheme, establishing a robust methodology to resolve
unstable singularities to machine precision. Furthermore, we demonstrate how this combined
approach enables high-precision identification of the self-similar scaling parameter λ.

2.3.1 High-gradient challenge on multistage training

After obtaining an accurate solution from the first stage, a new challenge emerges. Figure 5(a)
shows the PDE residuals for the second unstable CCF solution after applying the multistage
method, which also uses the gradient-normalized residual. Compared with the first-stage results
(Fig. 2e), the residuals across most of the domain, including the high-gradient region (around
y = 4), are reduced by two to three orders of magnitude. However, the training stagnates,
revealing a maximum PDE residual at the origin (Fig. 5a) that is far larger than the residuals
in the rest of the domain. This signal seemingly captures the solution’s non-smooth feature at
the origin. However, it is spurious. By comparing the PDE residual for different λ values in the
narrow range λ ∈ [0.471324222, 0.471324226], there is no meaningful variation when comparing
PDE residuals (Fig. 5a). This resembles the spurious signal encountered when solving for the
4th IPM unstable solution (Fig. 4b) and prevents us from finding a more accurate smooth
λs. To further confirm this, we conducted experiments at the exact same λ but with different
random initializations for the second-stage network. We found that the sign of the maximum
residual flips between experiments, demonstrating it is a numerical artifact rather than a reliable
indicator of the true non-smooth signal.

Here, we note a critical distinction: the optimization artifact in the IPM case (Fig. 4b) arose
from a standard equation loss; whereas, in the CCF second-stage training (Fig. 5a), a similar
artifact persists despite the use of the gradient-normalized residual. This demonstrates that the
first-stage residual normalization is insufficient for the second-stage training. The reason is that
the target of the second stage, the error function Ωe, possesses an even sharper gradient than
the solution Ω0 itself. To see this, we introduce the solution ansatz for the multistage training:

Ωg = Ω0 + ϵΩe, Ug = U0 + ϵUe, and λ(2)
s = λ0 + ϵλ (9)

where Ω0, U0, and λ0 represent the solutions and λ learned in the first-stage training. Ωg and
Ug are the exact solutions of the 2nd CCF unstable solution at the exact smooth λ

(2)
s . Here, ϵ

and ϵλ denote the magnitude of the error in the first-stage solutions (U0,Ω0) and λ0. Ωe and
Ue are the normalized error functions of the first-stage solutions, which are the target functions
for the second-stage training. Assuming the first stage is accurate, we substitute the ansatz into
the self-similar CCF equation (4) and neglect higher-order terms (o(ϵ) and o(ϵλ)), which yields
a linearized equation for the second-stage training

Ωe + ((1 + λ)y − U0)∂yΩe − Ue∂yΩ0 − Ωe∂yU0 − Ω0∂yUe = −R
(0)
1

ϵ
− ϵλ

ϵ
∂yΩ0 (10)

The two terms on the right-hand side are the source terms, which are known from the first stage.
The first term arises from the first-stage PDE residual R(0)

1 , while the second term arises from
the error in the first-stage λ.

We note that the second source term depends solely on the derivative of Ω0, which has a
much larger magnitude and sharpness than Ω0 itself (Fig. 5c). Thus, when the error from λ0 is
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Figure 5: Multistage training on 2nd unstable CCF solutions (a) PDE residuals after second-
stage training using the gradient-normalized residual based on the solution magnitude, which provide
spurious non-smooth signal that remains identical for different λ (b) Spurious signals for a fixed λ are
inconsistent, flipping sign between experiments with different random initializations (c) Comparison
between the profiles of Ω and its derivative ∂yΩ. The latter has much higher gradient. (d) The solution
error Ωerr = Ωg−Ω0 between the ground-truth solution and the first-stage results Ω0 trained at different
fixed λ. ϵλ indicates the proximity of the fixed λ to the ground-truth λs for the 2nd CCF unstable
solution. Here, the ground-truth solution Ωg and lambda λs refer to the best 2nd CCF unstable solution
obtained that reaches machine precision as shown in e. (e) The normalized solution error by the error ϵλ
of λ. (f) The absolute PDE residual for the 2nd CCF unstable solution using the new gradient-normalized
residual based on the derivative of the solution ∂yΩ0. The peak in the region of high solution gradient
is restricted by the round-off error of double-float precision. (g) The relative PDE residual normalized
by the solution magnitude.

dominant (i.e., ϵλ is large relative to the residual R(0)
1 ), the error function Ωe will be dominated

by the profile of ∂yΩ0, not Ω0. Figure 5(d) shows the solution error Ωerr = Ωg −Ω0 between the
ground-truth profile and the first-stage results. When the error in λ0 (ϵλ = λs−λ0) is large, the
magnitude of Ωerr is proportional to ϵλ, and its profile indeed approximates that of ∂yΩ0. After
normalizing the solution error by ϵλ, all the profiles collapse onto the same curve (Fig. 5d).

Since the solution profile for the second-stage training, Ωe, is proportional to ∂yΩ0, we
must normalize the equation residual by a new function that reflects the sharp gradient of
∂yΩ0, rather than Ω0. In addition, as the magnitude of Ωe is extremely large in the high-
gradient region (Fig. 5e), we multiply the second-stage network output by an envelope that
captures this magnitude. By integrating these two approaches into the multistage training, we

9



: First-stage

Non-smooth signal

(Negative)

: Multi-stage

Non-smooth signal

(Positive)

<latexit sha1_base64="uhGM/JXmmciscMRahxDdYvUtp3Q=">AAAB/3icbVC7SgNBFL0bXzG+VgUbm8EgWC27MSRaCEEbywjmAckSZmdnkyGzD2ZmhRBT+Cs2ForY+ht2/o2TZAtNPDBwOOdc7p3jJZxJZdvfRm5ldW19I79Z2Nre2d0z9w+aMk4FoQ0S81i0PSwpZxFtKKY4bSeC4tDjtOUNb6Z+64EKyeLoXo0S6oa4H7GAEay01DOPulyHfYyukG2VqyWndFk9r5R7ZtG27BnQMnEyUoQM9Z751fVjkoY0UoRjKTuOnSh3jIVihNNJoZtKmmAyxH3a0TTCIZXueHb/BJ1qxUdBLPSLFJqpvyfGOJRyFHo6GWI1kIveVPzP66QquHDHLEpSRSMyXxSkHKkYTctAPhOUKD7SBBPB9K2IDLDAROnKCroEZ/HLy6RZspyKVbkrF2vXWR15OIYTOAMHqlCDW6hDAwg8wjO8wpvxZLwY78bHPJozsplD+APj8weIR5M3</latexit>

� = 0.4721297364Fixed

: Multi-stage

Fixed
<latexit sha1_base64="L5YiJOd00M4KxeNiDEYlLKVrjMM=">AAACAXicbVDNSsNAGNzUv1r/ol4EL4tF8BSSWFs9CEUvHivYWmhD2Ww27dLNJuxuhBLqxVfx4kERr76FN9/GbZuDtg4sDDPz8e03fsKoVLb9bRSWlldW14rrpY3Nre0dc3evJeNUYNLEMYtF20eSMMpJU1HFSDsRBEU+I/f+8Hri3z8QIWnM79QoIV6E+pyGFCOlpZ550GU6HCB4CW2rUnMd96J2WnXO3J5Zti17CrhInJyUQY5Gz/zqBjFOI8IVZkjKjmMnysuQUBQzMi51U0kShIeoTzqachQR6WXTC8bwWCsBDGOhH1dwqv6eyFAk5SjydTJCaiDnvYn4n9dJVXjuZZQnqSIczxaFKYMqhpM6YEAFwYqNNEFYUP1XiAdIIKx0aSVdgjN/8iJpuZZTtaq3lXL9Kq+jCA7BETgBDqiBOrgBDdAEGDyCZ/AK3own48V4Nz5m0YKRz+yDPzA+fwB1u5Ov</latexit>

� = 0.472129736152

IPM 1st-unstable

<latexit sha1_base64="KRtF5E3neDEnSEEpdMAT30+r6xU=">AAACAnicbVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vqCtxM1gEVyGpJdWFUHTjsoJ9QBvCZDJph04mYWYilFLc+CtuXCji1q9w5984bbPQ1gMDh3PO5c49QcqoVLb9bRRWVtfWN4qbpa3tnd09c/+gJZNMYNLECUtEJ0CSMMpJU1HFSCcVBMUBI+1geDP12w9ESJrwezVKiRejPqcRxUhpyTePekyHQ+TLK2hb1VrFqVzWzl3HdXyzbFv2DHCZODkpgxwN3/zqhQnOYsIVZkjKrmOnyhsjoShmZFLqZZKkCA9Rn3Q15Sgm0hvPTpjAU62EMEqEflzBmfp7YoxiKUdxoJMxUgO56E3F/7xupqILb0x5minC8XxRlDGoEjjtA4ZUEKzYSBOEBdV/hXiABMJKt1bSJTiLJy+TVsVyXMu9q5br13kdRXAMTsAZcEAN1MEtaIAmwOARPINX8GY8GS/Gu/ExjxaMfOYQ/IHx+QO3AJRr</latexit>

�s = 0.472129736161

(Inferred smooth 
 )

<latexit sha1_base64="uxBB51JvtaZG0tu282dCsqZU+/A=">AAACAnicbVDNSsNAGNzUv1r/op7Ey2IRPIWk1lQPQtGLxwq2FtoQNptNu3SzCbsboZTixVfx4kERrz6FN9/GbZuDtg4sDDPz8e03QcqoVLb9bRSWlldW14rrpY3Nre0dc3evJZNMYNLECUtEO0CSMMpJU1HFSDsVBMUBI/fB4Hri3z8QIWnC79QwJV6MepxGFCOlJd886DIdDpEvL6FtVWsVp3JRO3WdM9c3y7ZlTwEXiZOTMsjR8M2vbpjgLCZcYYak7Dh2qrwREopiRsalbiZJivAA9UhHU45iIr3R9IQxPNZKCKNE6McVnKq/J0YolnIYBzoZI9WX895E/M/rZCo690aUp5kiHM8WRRmDKoGTPmBIBcGKDTVBWFD9V4j7SCCsdGslXYIzf/IiaVUsx7Xc22q5fpXXUQSH4AicAAfUQB3cgAZoAgwewTN4BW/Gk/FivBsfs2jByGf2wR8Ynz+9D5Rv</latexit>

�s = 0.472129736156

(a) (b) (c)

(d) (e)
<latexit sha1_base64="QZuylvO1s0kmjGGnUBvL85zTRZ4=">AAACBnicbVDLSgMxFM3UV62vUZciBItQF5YZkeqyqAt3VrAP6Iwlk0nb0CQzJBmhDF258VfcuFDErd/gzr8xbWehrQcCh3Pu4eaeIGZUacf5tnILi0vLK/nVwtr6xuaWvb3TUFEiManjiEWyFSBFGBWkrqlmpBVLgnjASDMYXI795gORikbiTg9j4nPUE7RLMdJG6tj73hVhGnnMRELkKcrhTcl17tNj1xkddeyiU3YmgPPEzUgRZKh17C8vjHDCidCYIaXarhNrP0VSU8zIqOAlisQID1CPtA0ViBPlp5MzRvDQKCHsRtI8oeFE/Z1IEVdqyAMzyZHuq1lvLP7ntRPdPfdTKuJEE4Gni7oJgzqC405gSCXBmg0NQVhS81eI+0girE1zBVOCO3vyPGmclN1KuXJ7WqxeZHXkwR44ACXggjNQBdegBuoAg0fwDF7Bm/VkvVjv1sd0NGdlmV3wB9bnD/fDl4U=</latexit>

�� ⇠ O(10�10)
<latexit sha1_base64="gGnZwHY9mIFh3pUHFxji5vPwHpQ=">AAACBnicbVDLSgMxFM3UV62vUZciBItQF5aZItVlURfurGAf0BlLJpO2oUlmSDJCGbpy46+4caGIW7/BnX9j2s5CqwcCh3Pu4eaeIGZUacf5snILi0vLK/nVwtr6xuaWvb3TVFEiMWngiEWyHSBFGBWkoalmpB1LgnjASCsYXkz81j2RikbiVo9i4nPUF7RHMdJG6tr73iVhGnnMRELkKcrhdcl17tJjtzI+6tpFp+xMAf8SNyNFkKHetT+9MMIJJ0JjhpTquE6s/RRJTTEj44KXKBIjPER90jFUIE6Un07PGMNDo4SwF0nzhIZT9WciRVypEQ/MJEd6oOa9ifif10l078xPqYgTTQSeLeolDOoITjqBIZUEazYyBGFJzV8hHiCJsDbNFUwJ7vzJf0mzUnar5erNSbF2ntWRB3vgAJSAC05BDVyBOmgADB7AE3gBr9aj9Wy9We+z0ZyVZXbBL1gf3/rPl4c=</latexit>

�� ⇠ O(10�12)

Figure 6: Multistage training on IPM unstable solution. (a) The vorticity profile Ω for the
1st unstable solution to IPM equation with the inferred smooth λs. (b) The relationship between the
magnitude of maximum signal Rmax at the origin and the distance ∆λ = λ − λs to the smooth λs,
obtained via single-stage training (blue line) and multistage training (red line). (c) The relationship
between the signed Rmax and the distance ∆λ follows a perfect straight line on a log-log space. (d)
Comparison of the relative PDE residual obtained via single-stage training and multistage training at
the same fixed λ with ∆λ ∼ O(10−10). The latter one reveals the true non-smooth signal at the origin
with a negative sign. (e) The relative PDE residual obtained via multistage training at the fixed λ with
∆λ ∼ O(10−12), which reveals the non-smooth signal with a positive sign.

successfully achieved machine precision (O(10−13) residuals) for the 2nd CCF unstable solution
(Fig. 5f). We note that although the absolute PDE residual remains higher in the region of high
solution gradient, this is constrained by the round-off error of double-float precision, as expected
for a large solution magnitude there. The relative PDE residual, normalized by the solution
magnitude, achieves uniform machine precision (Fig. 5g).

This enhanced multistage training framework can also be applied to the 2D IPM problem,
which significantly improves the accuracy of all unstable solutions. More detailed results will be
discussed in later sections.

2.3.2 High-precision identification of λ

Discovering an unstable singularity requires not only finding the solution with high accuracy but
also identifying the correct value of the scaling parameter λ corresponding to a smooth solution.
Therefore, to confirm the effectiveness of the enhanced multistage method as described above, we
must verify that it can precisely identify λ, in addition to reducing the PDE residuals to round-
off error (Fig. 5g). Here, we note that all results described here utilize the enhanced PINN
framework with gradient-normalized residuals. The non-smooth signal discussed here refers to
the maximum value Rmax of the relative PDE residual at the origin, defined as the absolute
PDE residual normalized by the solution magnitude (Fig. 4h).

The blue line in Fig. 6(b) illustrates the relationship between the magnitude of the non-
smooth signal at the origin and the distance ∆ = λ − λs, obtained via single-stage training.
Using the 1st IPM unstable solution as an example (Fig. 6a), for |∆λ| > 10−8, we observe a clear
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power-law relationship between Rmax and ∆λ, forming the characteristic funnel plot as reported
in Wang et al.(2025). However, the accuracy of single-stage training is limited; the average
relative PDE residual stagnates around 10−9 (Fig. 6d). Consequently, when |∆λ| < 10−8, the
expected true signal Rmax falls below this background residual level, which masks the signal and
prevents further refinement of λ. This also causes the observed Rmax to plateau at the average
PDE residual level O(10−9) (blue line in Fig. 6b).

Therefore, minimizing the overall PDE residuals is essential for resolving the non-smooth
signal required for high-accuracy identification of λ. Applying the enhanced multistage method
(Section 2.3.1), we conduct the second-stage training on the IPM solution at a fixed λ with
|∆λ| ∼ 10−10. The multistage training successfully reduced the average PDE residual across
the domain by three orders of magnitude (Fig. 6d). Crucially, the true non-smooth signal at
the origin re-emerged as the maximum residual in the domain, continuing its expected decay
O(10−11) based on the given |∆λ|. Figure 6(e) further shows results for |∆λ| ∼ 10−12; the multi-
stage training still resolves the background residual and reveals the true non-smooth signal at
the origin, with the magnitude reduced to O(10−13).

Moreover, systematic experiments using the multistage method across a range of λ success-
fully extended the funnel plot relationship between Rmax and ∆λ down to O(10−13), close to
double-float machine precision (Fig. 6b, red line). The extended relationship follows the same
power law identified in the first stage. Furthermore, the sign of the non-smooth signal Rmax

correctly indicates whether the fixed λ is larger or smaller than the true smooth λs (Fig. 6d vs
e). Plotting the signed Rmax against δλ reveals a perfect straight line on a log-log plot (Fig. 6c).
This further confirms the authenticity of the refined non-smooth signal resolved by the multi-
stage method and establishes a quantitative link between the maximum residual at the origin
and the accuracy of the inferred λ.

2.3.3 Comparison of λ signals across IPM singularities

Our enhanced multistage method successfully resolved all IPM singularities, from the stable
mode (n = 0) to the 4th unstable mode (n = 4), to high precision. This allows us to compare
the properties of the non-smooth signal Rmax, used to identify λs, among different solutions.
Figure 7 shows the relationship between the signed signal Rmax and the distance ∆λ for all
singularities. We find that all of them follow a straight line in the log-log space, but the sign
of the slope alternates for each successive mode. Namely, for the stable solution, a positive
non-smooth signal indicates that the current λ is higher than the smooth one; however, for the
1st unstable solution, a positive signal indicates a lower λ.

Besides the alternating slope sign, the curve relating the magnitude of Rmax and the absolute
distance |∆λ| is also shifted downward for higher-order singularities (Fig. 7b). For example,
with the λ distance around O(10−3), the non-smooth signal detected at the origin for the stable
solution is around O(10−3), while for the 4th unstable solution, the non-smooth signal becomes
O(10−7). On average, the magnitude of the non-smooth signal Rmax decays exponentially,
reducing by one order of magnitude for each higher-order singularity. This feature confirms that
resolving higher-order modes is intrinsically more difficult, as an exponentially weaker Rmax

signal demands a progressively lower background PDE residual to be revealed. In this case, the
multistage method is essential for finding higher-order unstable singularities with precision.

While our enhanced multi-stage method is robust, the high-gradient nature of higher-order
unstable modes still reduces the convergence rate of training. For a fixed computational budget
(identical network size, iterations, and two training stages), the achievable background PDE
residual for the smooth solution increases by approximately one order of magnitude for each
successive singularity, which limits the non-smooth signal Rmax to be detected. For example,
figure 7(c) shows that the best Rmax residual for the stable solution reaches O(10−14), while the
one for the 4th unstable solution stagnates at O(10−10). This increased background residual,
combined with the exponentially weaker Rmax signal, decreases the achievable λ accuracy for a
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Figure 7: High-precision λ identification (a) The relationship between the signed non-smooth signal
Rmax and the signed distance ∆λ = λ− λs for different IPM singularities. (b) The relationship between
the magnitude of Rmax and the absolute distance |∆λ|. The inset shows that for the same distance |∆λ|,
the non-smooth signal Rmax detected at the origin decays exponentially for higher-order modes. (c) The
horizontal line implies the lowest non-smooth signal Rmax for each mode that can be detected using a
fixed computational budget with two stage of training. (d) Comparison of the relative PDE residual
for the stable IPM singularity via two-stage training using networks of different sizes (i.e. number of
weights). (e) Comparison of the relative PDE residual for the 1st IPM unstable solution using two stages
and three stages of training. (f) The list of the inferred smooth λs and their accuracy for different IPM
singularities. (g) The empirical relation of the smooth λs with the order n of the mode. (h) The relation
of 1/(λ−λ0) versus n falls on a nearly perfect straight line, with λ0 = 0.031694 obtained by the best fit.

fixed computational budget by approximately two orders of magnitude per model.
However, the effectiveness of multistage training can be increased by using larger networks

with more weights (Fig. 7d), or by introducing a third stage to further reduce the PDE residual
and refine the λ identification (Fig. 7d). Both approaches, however, require more memory.
Figure 6(f) shows the best inferred λ for different singularities of IPM using a multistage setup
that can be implemented on a single A100 GPU (80GB). To further improve the λ accuracy,
one could use larger networks or more training stages in parallel on multiple GPUs.

With high-precision λ values for five IPM singularities, we re-examine the empirical relation
between the smooth λs and the order n of the mode (Fig. 7g). Here, we adopt the same relation
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ansatz as used in Wang et al. (2025) [1]

λ =
1

a+ bλ
(11)

with a, b as unknown parameters to be determined. The discovery of the 4th unstable solution
provides an additional data point of λs to check the robustness of this relation. By linear
regression, we found the best-fit coefficients in (11) to be a = 1.014, b = 1.059 with a coefficient
of determination (r2 value) reaching 0.997, indicating a near-perfect fit. Figure 7(h) shows that
the plot of 1/λ versus n falls on a perfectly straight line.

3 Application to Unstable Coherent Structures

The high-precision framework developed in this work extends beyond the fluid dynamics equa-
tions studied above and is applicable to a wide range of problems involving unstable solutions
and coherent structures defined on infinite domains. Nonlinear Schrödinger equations (NLS) are
prominent examples that present similar numerical challenges, requiring precise computation to
capture elusive solutions. In this study, we focus on the cubic NLS equation, which, in its most
general form, reads

i∂t +∆u− V u = κ|u|2u, κ = ±1, (12)

where V denotes a potential. Given the ubiquity of these equations in fields such as nonlinear
optics, [14]; plasma physics [15]; hydrodynamics [16], obtaining robust numerical simulations is
a central problem in mathematical physics.

In this section, we study three different NLS problems of increasing difficulty: 1d NLS with
a double well potential, Ginzburg-Landau vortices, and excited states for NLS. By combining
the high-precision PINNs framework from Wang et al. (2025) [1] with the gradient-normalized
residual approach, we discover a series of new unstable solutions to each problem, resolved to
machine precision. In addition, this approach captures new empirical laws that govern the subtle
local features of these solutions. This section will focus on describing the main findings for these
three cases. The detailed PINN framework is provided in the supplementary materials.

3.1 NLS with Double-well Potential

The first setting we consider is motivated by nonlinear optics, where Equation (12) in one space
dimension and κ = −1 is a canonical model for transmission in fiber optics [17]. The signals being
transmitted are both time periodic and spatially localized, which mathematically motivates the
ansatz u(t, x) = ϕ(x)eiµt, µ ∈ R, with ϕ satisfying limx→±∞ ϕ(x) = 0. For concreteness, we
consider the double-well potential,

V (x) = V0

(
sech2

(
x− x0

d

)
+ sech2

(
x+ x0

d

))
, (13)

where V0, d, and x0 represent the amplitude, width, and location of the well, respectively.
Without loss of generality, in this study, we consistently take d = 1 and x0 = 2 (Fig. 8a). Then
ϕ satisfies the boundary value problem{

ϕ′′ + ϕ3 − V (x)ϕ = µϕ ,

limx→±∞ ϕ(x) = 0 .
. (14)

Moreover, we focus on centered solitons, which are unstable and exhibit even symmetry with
respect to the origin in this setting. The key features of the solution vary with the parameter
µ; for example, given a potential well amplitude V0, the solution exhibits a double hump for
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Figure 8: Solution of the double-well potential problem (a) The shape of the double-well potential
(13) used in this study width d = 1 and x0 = 2. (b) The solution to the Nonlinear Schrödinger (NLS)
equation (14) with the double-well potential (13) for different amplitudes V0. (c) The solution profiles
in the finite transformed q coordinate, where q = sech

(√
µx/2

)
. (d) The value of the loss during the

training using Gauss-Newton optimizer and multistage scheme. The loss, based on the mean squared
error of the equation finally reaches a plateau at 10−29, which achieve the double-float point machine
precision. (e) The PDE residual of the solution for the potential amplitude V0 = 10. The random spikes
show the round-off error of the double-float precision.

small µ, but a single peak for large µ. Since the problem is also set on an unbounded domain,
and that the solution decays exponentially like e−

√
µx, the PINN framework from Wang et

al.(2025) [1] is well-suited to this situation. We introduce the new coordinate q = sech
(√

µx/2
)

(Fig. 8c) which maps the original unbounded domain into a finite domain and enforces the
even symmetry of the solution. Using the Gauss-Newton optimizer along with the multistage
training scheme from Wang & Lai (2024) [7], we successfully recovered these known solutions
(Fig. 8b), achieving residual errors down to double-float machine precision (Fig. 8e) after two
stages of training (Fig. 8d). We note that this problem does not necessarily require the use of
the gradient-normalized residual. Rather, it serves as a test case for applying the PINN method
to the NLS equation.

3.2 Gross-Pitaevskii Vortices

Equation (12) is also the master equation in the theory of superfluidity [18, 19], where the field
ϕ is such that ϕ(t, x)eit solves (12) with V = 0 and κ = 1, and thus satisfies the Gross-Pitaevskii
equation

i∂tϕ+∆ϕ = ϕ(|ϕ|2 − 1). (15)

It was recognized early on [20] that quantized vortices—special solutions to these equations—could
be used to model and explain many experimental observations.

Mathematically, vortices constitute a countable family of time-independent solutions of the
form Un(r)e

inθ in two spatial dimensions (here r and θ denote polar coordinates). These solutions
connect two distinct states, represented here by the values 0 and 1. Therefore, the profiles Un
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satisfy the boundary value problemU ′′ +
1

r
U ′ − n2

r2
U +

(
1− U2

)
U = 0,

U(0) = 0, lim
r→∞

U(r) = 1
. (16)

Understanding the dynamics of these vortices remains a formidable challenge both theoretically
and numerically [21–23]. Obtaining robust numerical approximations is paramount for better
simulations and rigorous computer-assisted proofs. The G-P vortices problem (16) is defined on
an infinite domain. It is straightforward to derive the asymptotic behavior of the profile Un as
r → 0 and r → ∞:

Un(r) = anr
n

[
1− r2

4n+ 4
+O(r4)

]
as r → 0, (17)

Un(r) = 1− n2

2r2
+O(r−4) as r → +∞, (18)

where an > 0 is a unique parameter for each Un(r) that needs to be determined. It is known
[24] that there is a unique monotonic solution to (16) such that Un(r) ∼ anr

n. The primary
numerical challenges in solving the GP vortices problem are handling the infinite domain and
accurately determining the vortex core structure an. Note that the technical difficulty increases
with the winding number n. To address this issue, we leverage the knowledge of the asymptotic
behavior of Un at infinity (17) and use a new coordinate transformation qn = 1/(1 + r2/n2)
to map the domain to a finite interval. Then, applying the same PINN framework from the
double-well potential problem (without gradient-normalized residual), we resolved the first 30
vortex profiles with PDE residuals down to O(10−15) (Fig. 9e).

3.2.1 The Vanishing Core of High-order Vortex

Compared with the double-well potential case, computing vortices for high winding number n
presents an additional challenge: the solution profile approaches zero very rapidly as r → 0.
More precisely, the vortex profile Un with large n exhibits a high vanishing order at the origin,
namely Un ∼ rn, see (17). To remove this pathological behavior, we introduce a new non-
vanishing profile Ûn = Un/ηn(r), where ηn = rn/(1 + r)n. This new profile Un is non-zero
at the origin, positive-definite on the whole domain, and preserves the asymptotics at infinity.
Our numerical results (Fig. 9b) show that the new non-vanishing profile Ûn for n = 30 remains
extremely close to 0 near the origin. This directly indicates that the unknown parameter an in
(17) must decay rapidly to zero as the winding number n increases. This was first noticed in
[24], where an integral expression of an in terms of Bessel functions is given.

Figure 9(c) shows the relationship of an with the winding number n. Each an value on the
red line is obtained using the PINN framework with uniform weighting that achieves O(10−15)
accuracy (Fig. 9e). It shows that an decays exponentially with n when n < 10, while gradually
stalling at a plateau for n > 10 (Fig. 9b). However, this plateau is a spurious artifact caused
by the insensitivity of the standard loss function to the extremely small value of Un around the
origin.

As discussed in Section 2, the standard loss function for PINNs involves the mean squared
error of the equation with uniform collocation points and equal weighting. For large winding
number n this approach is flawed. Even though it reaches machine precision in the region close to
infinity (see the round-off error around q = 0 in Fig. 9e) with a PDE residual of O(10−15), this is
insufficient for the region near the origin. There, the true magnitude of the non-vanishing profile
Ûn is even smaller than O(10−15) (Fig. 9b). To resolve the core structure of vortices towards
machine precision, one must instead minimize the relative error–the ratio of PDE residual to
the solution’s magnitude–to a tolerance of O(10−15).
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Figure 9: Solutions of GP-Vortices (a) spatial profile for GP-vortices solution of different orders
from n = 1 to n = 30. Here z = arcsinh r. (b) The renormalized profile of the 30th GP vortex, defined
as Û30 = U30/η30 where η30 = r30/(1 + r)30. The red and blue lines show the profile obtained via PINN
frameworks using standard equation loss and gradient-normalized loss, respectively. The inset shows
both profiles near the origin in a semi-log plot. (c) The relation of an with respect to n extracted from
the solutions using two different PINN frameworks. Here an refers to the coefficient of the first non-
vanish terms of the Taylor expansion of the n-th solution at the origin. (d) U

(n)
n (0) indicates the first

non-vanishing derivative of the n-th order solution at the origin, which is equal to n!an. The derivative
plotted with n extracted from the solutions using gradient-normalized PINN align perfectly on a semi-
log plot, indicating that the first non-vanishing derivative exponentially decays with the increase of the
order n. (e) The absolute PDE residual for the 30th GP vortex via the PINN framework using standard
equation loss. (f) The relative PDE residual (normalized by the non-vanshing profile Û30) for the 30th
GP vortex via the PINN framework using gradient-residual loss.

3.2.2 Achieving Machine Precision for the Core Structure

To capture the subtle features of high-order GP vortices, two critical modifications to the PINN
framework are necessary. First, to properly capture the vanishing core, we reformulate the
learning problem. Instead of learning the vanishing profile Un, we train the network to learn the
non-vanishing profile Ûn as defined above. Since the range of Ûn is (0, 1), we further introduce
the ansatz Ûn = exp(−NN(qn)), where NN indicates the output of a fully-connected network,
and its input uses the transformed coordinate qn = 1/(1+ r2/n2) as defined above. This ansatz
effectively enforces the even symmetry of the non-vanishing profile Ûn and tasks the network
with learning its negative logarithm, which has a large stable value around the origin. It also
avoids the numerical difficulties of optimizing functions near zero.

Second, we employ the gradient-normalized residual approach with the detailed implementa-
tion described in Section 4. Combining these two modifications with the Gauss-Newton optimizer
and multistage training allows us to reduce the relative PDE residual R30/Û30 to machine pre-
cision O(10−15) across the entire domain. Figure 9(f) confirms that the relative residual reaches
the round-off error in the transformed q coordinates. The resulting non-vanishing profile for the
30-th vortex is shown to be significantly smaller near the origin than the spurious solution found

16



Sharp change

(a) (b) (c)

Figure 10: Coordinate selection of excited solutions (a) The profile of the 1st NLS excited solution
in the transformed coordinate qe = exp(−r). (b) The solution normalized by exp(−r) in the qe coordinate
exhibits a sharp change around q = 0 (i.e. r → ∞). (c) The non-vanishing profile Û1 has a regular shape
with no sharp change in the new q = (1 + r/2)−1/2 coordinate.

by the PINN framework using the standard loss function (inset of Fig. 9b).
This unprecedented level of precision allows us to extract the core parameter an for each

vortex, up to n = 30. We find that the an value decays faster than exponentially. Our results
agree with the integral representation given in [24]. We also significantly improve their numerical
result, which covered n up to 11. To uncover the precise numerical relationship between an and n,
we analyzed the first non-vanishing derivative U

(n)
n (0) = n!an as a function of n and discovered

that the data form a precise straight line on a semi-log plot (Fig. 9d). Based on linear regression,
we deduce a novel empirical expression for the core parameter an = exp(−0.3n+ 0.1)/n!. This
is inaccessible to the regular PINN approach and, to the best of our knowledge, represents a
new contribution to the literature.

3.3 Excited States for NLS

For the final case, we consider the excited states of the 2D cubic NLS equation with V = 0 and
κ = 1 in (12). We search for localized solutions of the form eitU(r)einθ. The radial profile U(r)
is governed by the boundary value problem:U ′′ +

1

r
U ′ − n2

r2
U − U + U3 = 0

U(0) = 0, lim
r→+∞

U(r) = 0
. (19)

The solution’s behavior near the origin is similar to G-P vortices. Thus we will denote Un the
profiles such that Un(r) ∼ bnr

n as r → 0, where bn is a unique, unknown parameter to be
determined. However, unlike the GP-vortices, the NLS excited states decay to zero at infinity.
Its profile is thus dominated by the linear part of the equation (14), a modified Bessel equation,
which drives the asymptotic behavior of the solution profile at infinity:

Un(r) ∼ r−1/2e−r as r → ∞. (20)

3.3.1 Subtle Behaviors at Infinity

First, we focus on solutions Un to (19) that are positive. In this case, uniqueness is expected. The
fast decay at infinity given by (20) is the main issue to address. A basic coordinate transformation
tailored to the dominant exponential decay, such as qe = exp(−r), is insufficient. Although it
may appear to capture the rough shape of the solution (Fig. 10a), it completely misses the slow
power-law decay at infinity. This is illustrated in Fig. 10(b) where, after normalizing by the
expected exponential decay and plotting the solution in the new coordinate qe = exp(−r), we
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z = arcsinh(r)

Figure 11: Solution of NLS excited states (a) Radial profiles Un of the NLS excited states for
different n. (b) Non-zero profile Ûn (21) of the excited states for different n. The inset shows the profiles
in a log scale. (c) The absolute PDE residual for the 5th excited states using the PINN framework
with standard equation loss, which stagnate at O(10−6). (d) The relative PDE residual for the 5th
excited states using gradient-normalized residual, combined with Gauss-Newton optimizer and multistage
training, which reaches machine precision. (e) Empirical relations for key features of high-order excited
states with respect to n, including the core parameter bn, the peak magnitude U (p)

n , and the peak position
x
(p)
n .

observe that the entire asymptotic region where the behavior now follows the power-law decay
(r−1/2) shrinks into a near-vertical line. This indicates that the subleading power-law decay
cannot be captured by this coordinate change. Therefore, a more sophisticated solution ansatz
with an improved coordinate transformation is required.

To overcome this challenge, we directly learn the solution profile after normalizing by the
dominant exponential decay exp(−r). Furthermore, since high-order solutions satisfy Un ∼ bnr

n

at the origin, we adopt the same strategy as for the GP-vortices and define a non-vanishing profile

Ûn =
Un

ηn · e−r
where ηn = rn/(1 + r)n, (21)

which factors out both the high-order vanishing at the origin and the exponential decay at
infinity. The resulting profile is now non-zero at the origin and exhibits a simple power-law decay
(r−1/2) at infinity. Given this simpler asymptotic behavior, we introduce the new coordinate
q = (1 + r/2)−1/2 which maps the infinite domain to the interval (0, 1]. Figure 10(c) shows
the resulting profile in the new coordinate q. It is smooth and well-behaved, demonstrating the
success of our combined ansatz and coordinate transformation in capturing the subtle features
of the solution at infinity.
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3.3.2 Resolving the High-gradient Non-vanishing Profile

We next focus on positive solutions Un to (19) for large n. While the non-vanishing Ûn (which
normalizes Un by the exponential decay) successfully handles the behavior at infinity, it intro-
duces a new numerical challenge: an extremely high gradient. This pathology arises because of
the simple shift of the solution’s peak in Un(r) with n (Fig. 11a), which results in a massive
amplification in Ûn (Fig. 11b). The division by the decay e−r—which is vanishingly small at the
location of the shifted peak—is the direct cause of this large gradient. In addition, consistent
with G-P vortices, the non-vanishing profile Ûn of the excited state also has an extremely low
value near the origin for high n. This creates a massive dynamic range with the peak-to-origin
magnitude ratio reaching nearly O(108) for n = 5 (inset of Fig. 11b).

This large gradient of the non-vanishing profile causes the PINN training with standard equa-
tion loss to stagnate (Fig. 11c), mirroring the behavior seen with the CCF equation. Concur-
rently, the extremely small value of Ûn(r) near the origin makes it difficult to accurately compute
the core parameter bn, presenting the same challenge encountered with the GP-vortices. The
combination of these two issues significantly increases the difficulty of obtaining high-precision
solutions for high-order excited states.

Fortunately, the enhanced PINN framework developed in this work is perfectly suited to
overcome both issues. By analogy with GP vortices, we employ two key remedies. First, by
introducing the solution ansatz Ûn = exp(−NN(q)), the network learns the negative logarithms
of the non-vanishing profile. This significantly reduces the large dynamic range of the solution
to a well-behaved target for the network. Second, we employ the gradient-normalized loss
function, which ensures that the optimization remains sensitive to the solution’s features in both
high-gradient and low-magnitude regions. Combining these approaches with a Gauss-Newton
optimizer and multistage training, we successfully resolved the first five excited states to machine
precision, as confirmed by the relative PDE residual reaching round-off errors throughout the
domain (Fig. 11d).

This unprecedented level of precision enabled the discovery of several novel empirical relations
for the key features of the high-order excited states with respect to n. First, the core parameter
bn decays faster than exponentially. However, the empirical relation is slightly different from
that of GP vortices. We find that it is U

(n)
n (0)/n = (n− 1)!bn, rather than U

(n)
n (0), that varies

linearly with n on a semi-log plot. Second, the solution’s peak value, U (p)
n , decays monotonically.

More precisely, the quantity ∆U
(p)
n = U

(p)
n−1−U

(p)
n follows a power law n with a best-fit exponent

around 5, namely ∆U
(p)
n ∝ n−5. Lastly, the position of the peak increases linearly with n with a

best-fit slope of approximately 1.37, that is rpeak ≈ 1.37n. To the best of our knowledge, these
high-fidelity relationships are new and provide crucial predictive insights into the behavior of
higher-order solutions.

3.3.3 Non-uniqueness of the Excited State Solution

We now come to profiles Un that change sign. Indeed, an additional difficulty in the NLS excited
states problem (19) is caused by non-uniqueness. The vanishing order n of Un at r = 0 does
not uniquely characterize the solution. There exists a countable family of solutions, indexed by
their number of nodes (zeros) k, for any given n. Uniqueness is only expected for a given pair
(n, k) [25, 26]. These nodal solutions (k > 0) are inherently unstable, and to the best of our
knowledge, none of them have been numerically discovered in the literature prior to this work.
The primary challenge in finding these states lies in locating the nodes. Without additional
guidance, the training process naturally converges to the nodeless (k = 0) solution, as neural
networks exhibit a spectral bias towards the lowest-variation solution [27, 28].

To overcome this issue, we introduce targeted inequality constraints to guide the training
into the desired solution basin. For example, to find the (n, k) = (0, 1) state, we leverage the fact
that its profile must cross the horizontal axis and then decay to zero while remaining negative.
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Figure 12: Excited state solution with more zeros (a) The radial profiles of NLS excited states for
n = 0 with different nodes (zeros). (b) The non-vanishing profiles Ûn(r) (21) of the excited states for
n = 0 with diifferent nodes. (c) The radial profile of excited states with different nodes for n = 1 and
n = 2. (d) Comparison of the radial profiles for a fixed number of nodes with different n.

By imposing the inequality constraint U0(rc) < −0.1 at a chosen control point rc (e.g., rc = 5),
we successfully identify the desired single-node solution for n = 0 (Fig. 12a). This strategy can
be extended to solutions with multiple zeros.

Using this approach, we further discovered the solutions with one and two nodes for n = 1
and n = 2 (Fig. 12c). For k = 2,, it was required to impose multiple inequality constraints.
Comparing the radial profile for a fixed number of nodes (k > 0), we find that both the node and
peak positions increase linearly with n (Fig. 12d), consistent with the pattern observed for the
k = 0 solutions (Fig.11e). This provides a powerful predictive tool for estimating the structure
of high-order nodal solutions. We note that the solution becomes increasingly oscillatory as k
gets larger, which also induces high gradients in the corresponding non-vanishing profiles Ûn (21)
(Fig. 12b). Thus, the enhanced PINN framework, using gradient-normalized residuals, remains
essential to resolve these solutions with high precision. However, a limitation arises: since the
profiles are no longer positive-definite, the logarithmic ansatz Ûn = exp(−NN(q)) is no longer
applicable. Although a standard network can resolve the profiles for low n and k, the design of a
more sophisticated ansatz to handle the oscillations, subtle core structure around the origin, and
high-gradient features at infinity for solutions with large n and k remains a compelling direction
for future research.

4 Method

The present paper builds upon the computational frameworks for discovering unstable singu-
larities established in [1, 3]. These frameworks combine mathematical analysis with advanced
Physics-Informed Neural Networks (PINNs) to solve various nonlinear partial differential equa-
tions. Although this approach has robustly identified unstable solutions for diverse fluid equa-
tions, the accuracy achieved is highly dependent on the solution’s stability, often struggling with
the large gradients inherent in higher-order unstable modes. In this section, we recap the key
techniques used in the foundational framework and discuss the detailed implementation of the
gradient-normalized residue into the training process.
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4.1 Foundational frameworks of singularity discovery

The core principle of the framework developed in [1, 3] is the embedding of mathematical insights
directly into the neural network architecture. This transforms a generic function approximation
task into a highly constrained search for mathematically relevant solutions. This framework
consists of the following key components:

Self-similar coordinates: Rather than solving the time-dependent fluid equations, we in-
troduce self-similar coordinates around the singularity and derive the corresponding steady-state
self-similar equation, which is defined over an infinite spatial domain in the local coordinates.

Embedding mathematical insights: To solve the transformed equation, we leverage the
asymptotic behavior of the solution to construct a coordinate transformation that maps the
infinite domain to a normalized finite domain. Furthermore, we enforce known mathematical
properties, such as symmetries, asymptotic decay rates, and boundary conditions, by hard-
coding them into a structured solution ansatz. This ansatz shapes the network’s output, ensuring
that the fundamental constraints are satisfied by construction.

Multi-stage neural network: To enhance the expressiveness of the neural network and
reduce the PDE residuals, we implement the Multi-Stage Neural Network (MSNN) [7], where
the residual of the first neural network is used to optimize the design of the subsequent neural
networks.

Second-order optimizer: To train the PINNs, we eschew standard first-order optimizers
in favor of a powerful second-order optimizer utilizing a full-matrix Gauss-Newton method [6].
Implemented via kfac-jax [29], this approach includes an automated scheme to determine the
learning rate and momentum coefficient. This optimizer yields significantly faster convergence
than standard first-order methods without requiring extensive parameter sweeps. Other forms
of Gauss-Newton optimization has also been previously implemented in PINNs, e.g., [30–32].

Collocation point sampling: We employ a hybrid sampling strategy to select collocation
points. The first method is location-based sampling, where points are drawn from fixed spatial
regions following a user-prescribed distribution. The second is adaptive sampling, e.g., [33–35]).
In our implementation collocation points are sampled globally but weighted by the square of the
PDE residuals. This concentrates the training effort on regions where the current PDE residuals
are highest.

λ identification: The final component is the identification of the admissible self-similar
scaling parameter λ. This is accomplished through two complementary strategies: (1) direct
analytical inference, where λ is derived from regularity conditions at the origin , and (2) an
iterative funnel inference method that utilizes a secant search to find the λ that minimizes PDE
residuals. Regardless of the method employed, the objective is to identify the λ that minimizes
the maximum PDE residual both near the origin and across the entire domain.

4.2 Resolving the sharp gradient by gradient normalization

The primary obstacle for the foundational framework described above to discover new, more
unstable solutions is the emergence of extreme, localized gradients in the solution profiles. As
the unstable mode increases, these gradients intensify rapidly (Fig. 1), creating a pathological
optimization landscape that fundamentally undermines PINN training strategies.

4.2.1 Limitation of standard L2 loss formulations

In standard PINN formulations, the loss function typically comprises the mean squared error
of both the solution constraints (i.e., boundary and initial conditions) and the PDE residuals.
However, utilizing the framework described above, the solution constraints are strictly enforced
via the hard-coded ansatz. Consequently, the loss function reduces to the weighted L2 norm of
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the PDE residuals evaluated at collocation points across the computational domain:

L =
1

Nd

Ne∑
k=1

Nd∑
i=1

wi|Rk(yi)|2, (22)

where Rk(yi) denotes the residual of the k-th governing equation evaluated at the collocation
point yi. Ne represents the total number of coupled equations, Nd is the number of collocation
points in the batch, and wi represents the weight assigned to the residual at point yi.

However, for partial differential equations involving solutions with sharp gradients, the mag-
nitude of the PDE residual inherently scales with the local gradient of the solution. Consequently,
the numerical cancellation required to satisfy R(y) ≈ 0 becomes increasingly sensitive to small
approximation errors. In this scenario, the adaptive sampling strategy used in the foundational
framework responds by concentrating collocation points (or equivalently increasing weights wi)
in these high-gradient regions. While intuitively sound, we observe that this approach causes
the training to plateau, preventing the PDE residual from being minimized further (Fig.2b and
4b).

4.2.2 Theoretical Motivation: Mimicking an Adaptive Coordinate System

The fundamental challenge posed by high-gradient solutions is that standard loss functions
prioritize minimizing absolute errors. This disproportionately weights high-gradient regions,
where residuals are inherently larger, often leading to optimization stagnation while obscuring
subtle features elsewhere in the domain.

Conceptually, this pathology could be resolved by an idealized auxiliary coordinate trans-
formation that stretches high-gradient regions and compresses low-gradient regions, such that
the solution exhibits uniform variation in the new coordinates. In such an idealized system, the
optimization landscape would be well-behaved.

However, explicitly constructing such a transformation is often intractable that could lead to
a severely distorted coordinate system, potentially rendering the transformed PDE more difficult
to solve.

Instead of explicitly changing coordinates, we aim to mimic the regularization effects of this
idealized transformation by modifying the sampling strategy and the loss function directly in
the original coordinates. This requires two key adjustments.

First, uniform sampling in the idealized coordinates corresponds to non-uniform sampling
in the physical coordinates, with density proportional to the Jacobian of the idealized trans-
formation. Since the goal is to uniformize the gradient, this idealized Jacobian must scale
proportionally to the solution’s gradient magnitude. This provides a theoretical justification for
concentrating collocation points in high-gradient regions.

Second, and crucially, we must rebalance the optimization. To ensure the optimization
behaves as if it were operating in the idealized coordinates, the physical residual must be renor-
malized by the same scaling factor – the proxy for the idealized Jacobian.

This analysis reveals that merely increasing sampling density is insufficient. To robustly
solve high-gradient problems, one must simultaneously normalize the PDE residual by the local
gradient magnitude. This strategy rebalances the optimization landscape, ensuring the training
process targets uniform relative error rather than uniform absolute error.

4.2.3 Implementation of gradient normalization

Recall that in our foundational framework, we employ coordinate compactification to map in-
finite domains onto normalized finite domains. For the problems studied here, the dependent
variables for the IPM equation (specifically the density H) and the Gross-Pitaevskii (G-P) vor-
tices are monotonic functions in these compactified coordinates. Consequently, we can directly
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leverage the derivative of the solution to normalize the governing equations, following the theo-
retical derivation in the previous section.

Monotonic Case: IPM and G-P vortices. We take the IPM problem (Section 2.2) as a
primary example. The critical quantity governed by the nonlinearity is the density field H. In
the compactified coordinate q, H is monotonic. Its spatial gradient corresponds physically to
the vorticity, Ω, which is non-negative (vanishing only at the origin and infinity).

However, direct normalization by Ω is numerically unstable due to its zeros at the boundaries.
To circumvent this, we treat Ω as an auxiliary output constrained by the relation ∂y1H = −Ω
and enforce a structured ansatz:

Ω(y) = − y1√
1 + y21 + y22

· exp(NNΩ(y)) · q(y1, y2), (23)

where q(y1, y2) captures the asymptotic decay at infinity. This construction ensures that Ω
maintains the correct sign and boundary behaviors. Crucially, the term exp(NNΩ) represents
the core gradient magnitude and is strictly positive everywhere. Thus, instead of normalizing
by the full vorticity Ω, we normalize the PDE residual by exp(NNΩ).

A practical challenge is that Ω (and thus NNΩ) evolves during training. We explored two
strategies to address this: (1) Pre-training, where a preliminary run identifies the rough pro-
file of exp(NNΩ) to be used as a fixed normalization factor; and (2) Dynamic updates, where
the normalization factor is updated periodically (e.g., every 500 iterations) based on the cur-
rent network state. Systematic testing indicates that both methods yield comparable accuracy.
Adopting the latter, the modified loss function is:

L(IPM)
norm =

1

Nd

Ne∑
k=1

Nd∑
i=1

∣∣∣∣ Rk(yi)

exp(NNΩ(yi))

∣∣∣∣2 . (24)

Since exp(NNΩ) captures the solution’s gradient feature, we utilize it directly as the probability
density function (PDF) for sampling collocation points, naturally concentrating computational
effort in high-gradient regions. This approach is also applied to the G-P vortices problem (Section
3.2), which exhibits similar monotonicity (Fig. 9a).

Non-Monotonic Case: CCF and NLS. Unlike IPM, the CCF equation (Section 2.1) and
the 2-D cubic NLS equation (Section 3.3) govern variables (such as vorticity Ω in CCF and
excited states Un in NLS) that are non-monotonic (Fig. 1a and Fig. 11a).

However, the solution ansatz for the relevant physical variables in these problems is similar
to (23), and employs an exponential core to capture multiscale variations. Therefore, we can
generalize the normalization strategy by approximating the gradient magnitude as exp(α · NNΩ),
where α is a tunable parameter balancing the normalization factor with the scale of the solution’s
gradient. For the CCF equation, we find α ≈ 2 to be effective. The resulting loss function is:

L(CCF)
norm =

1

Nd

Ne∑
k=1

Nd∑
i=1

∣∣∣∣ Rk(yi)

exp(2 · NNΩ(yi))

∣∣∣∣2 . (25)

Furthermore, when employing Gradient-Enhanced PINNs (g-PINNs) [36] – which include the
derivative of the PDE residuals in the loss—the residuals involve higher-order derivatives of the
solution and thus exhibit even steeper gradients. To properly normalize these terms, we apply
the same exponential factor but with a larger scaling parameter α.

Specific implementation details, including network architectures and hyperparameter choices
for each problem, are provided in the Supplementary Information.
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5 Conclusion

Computing highly unstable solutions to nonlinear PDEs presents a fundamental optimization
pathology: standard L2 residual minimization creates a loss landscape dominated by high-
gradient regions, effectively obscuring the subtle signals that determine critical physical param-
eters such as the self-similar scaling rate λ. We have resolved this pathology through adaptive
gradient-based residual normalization, which reconditions the loss function to measure solu-
tion quality relative to local gradient magnitude rather than the absolute value of the residual.
This rebalancing, combined with multi-stage correction networks employing specialized high-
frequency architectures, enables systematic convergence to machine precision, even for extremely
unstable phenomena characterized by exponentially sharp gradients.

This framework achieves residuals below O(10−13) for all known unstable self-similar solu-
tions in the CCF equation and between O(10−11) and O(10−13) for the 2-D IPM equations,
including confirmation of the fourth unstable IPM solution that was previously inaccessible due
to insufficient accuracy. With the high-precision solution achieved, we validate the empirical
relation between the non-smooth signal at the origin and the accuracy of the scaling parameter
λ for different orders of unstable solutions, and confirm that a high-precision framework capable
of resolving sharp local gradients is indispensable for discovering highly unstable singularities.

Moreover, we demonstrate that this framework can be successfully applied to resolve other
challenging problems in mathematical physics. Applied to NLS equations, the methodology
achieves machine precision for unstable solitons, Gross-Pitaevskii vortices with winding numbers
up to n = 30, as well as new excited states for the NLS equation. Furthermore, the method
unveils subtle local features that were previously unknown in the literature. For instance, we
identified an empirical law for the vortex core coefficient, an ∝ e−cn, and observed that the peak
locations of NLS excited states scale linearly with the winding number.

Beyond numerical discovery, high accuracy is a prerequisite for rigorous mathematical ver-
ification via computer-assisted proofs. The adaptive normalization strategy is general: it ap-
plies in settings where gradient pathologies obstruct optimization. By embedding mathematical
structure into the learning process to handle ill-conditioned numerics, this work offers a robust
methodology for problems where both traditional numerical methods and generic neural network
approaches are ineffective.
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