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ANALYSIS OF GRADIENT FLOW FOR COMPUTING DEFOCUSING ACTION
GROUND STATES OF ROTATING NONLINEAR SCHRODINGER EQUATIONS

WEI LIU, TINGFENG WANG, YONGJUN YUAN, AND XIAOFEI ZHAO

ABSTRACT. This work focuses on the numerical computation of defocusing action ground states for
rotating nonlinear Schrédinger equations (RNLS) using a direct gradient flow (DGF) method. We
address theoretical gaps in the existing literature concerning the stability and convergence of this
DGEF scheme. Firstly, we prove the unconditional stability of the DGF scheme, demonstrating that
the action functional is monotonically non-increasing along the discrete flow for arbitrary time step
sizes. Secondly, we establish a rigorous convergence analysis, proving global convergence under mi-
nor assumptions and local exponential convergence to the action ground state under a reasonable
non-degeneracy condition. The analysis relies on the uniform boundedness of sublevel sets of the
action functional and introduces a tailored H!-distance between phase-shift equivalence classes to
handle complex-valued ground states with quantized vortices. A novel analytical framework is also
developed to establish the exponential convergence rate. Numerical experiments are presented to
validate the theoretical findings, demonstrating both the global migration towards a neighborhood
of the ground state and subsequent exponential convergence.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The nonlinear Schrédinger equation is a fundamentally important model in mathematical physics,
widely applied in quantum physics [5, 25], nonlinear optics [11, 31] and wave dynamics in general
[36, 39]. To describe matters in a rotating frame, e.g., the rotating BEC [18], a rotating force term
has been further added leading to the following rotating nonlinear Schrodinger equation (RNLS)
[1, 5] in d dimensions (x = (21,...,74) € RY d € N*):

10, 1) = ~3 A0 0) V) B, 0) + B0 O 0) — O Lap(x,1), €30,

where 1 is a complex-valued wave function, {2 > 0 denotes the rotating speed with L, the angular
momentum operator

I — i(.%'gam—xlam), dZQ,
o, d=1,

and V : R? — R is an external trapping potential typically taken as a harmonic oscillator V(x) =
%Z?:o y2x? with 7; the trapping frequency in applications. Moreover, 3 € R is a given parameter
denoting the strength of nonlinear self-interaction with 8 > 0 and S < 0 corresponding to the
defocusing and focusing cases, and p > 1 is a given exponent. For d > 3, one usually assumes
1<p<(d+2)/(d—2) for well-posedness of the model [7, 32].

Among all possible solutions of RNLS, the standing wave or soliton solution ¥(x,t) = e“!¢(x)
(w € R often referred as the chemical potential) that maintains its shape during dynamics, finds
special importance in applications, where ¢(x) solves the stationary RNLS:

58000 + V) 669 + 8000”900 ~ 0L.600) +wé(x) =0, x€RL (L)

It has been known from elliptic theory that (1.1) possesses infinitely many nontrivial solutions [8, 35].
Identifying the most stable and physically relevant standing waves corresponds to the study of ground
1
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state (GS), where two types of GS have been defined in the literature [5, 7, 16]. The first is the
energy GS that is a minimizer of the energy functional [5]

1 2 _
Ba(¢) = 5IVolta+ [ ViePdx+ Zollih + In(0),  In(9):= -2 [ GLodx

subject to a prescribed mass mg > 0, i.e., min{Eq(¢) : ¢ € HY(RY), |||z = mo}. The second
kind is the action GS defined as a nontrivial minimizer of the action functional

1 2
S0.u(6) = 3190l + [ VIR dx+ 2ol + La() + wl6l = Ea(o) + wlol: (12)
Rd p+ 1

under the natural constraint of (1.1), receiving considerable attention ever since the work of Beresty-
cki and Lions [7], and it is later found equivalently to be defined on the Nehari manifold [4, 19, 30],
i.e.,

¢g € argmin{Sq . (¢) : ¢ € M}, M:={pe X\{0}: Kqu,(¢) =0}, (1.3)
where )
Kow(é) = 319013 + [ VioPax-+ BIoIL +Lalo) +wlol

The energy GS has been extensively studied both theoretically and numerically, e.g., [2, 3, 5, 6,
9, 12, 13, 14, 15, 17, 22, 24, 25, 26, 33, 41]. For action GS, the seminal work [7] initiated a vast
literature on theoretical studies, e.g., [4, 7, 16, 19, 20, 34]. Some recent efforts have been made to
understand the mathematical relation between the two kinds of GS. The results [16, 24, 27] have
revealed the in-equivalence between the energy GS and the action GS, underscoring the necessity of
studying them independently.

On the computational side of the action GS, for the focusing case (5 < 0), [37] employed a
projected gradient flow approach to solve the Nehari-constrained minimization problem (1.3). Our
previous work [30] proposed an LP*!-constrained minimization formulation equivalent to but simpler
than (1.3), based on which a normalized gradient flow method was proposed. In a parallel recent
work [28], we established the convergence of the method. On the other hand, for the defocusing case
(8 > 0), we have shown in [30] that the constraint in (1.3) can be completely removed, leading to
an equivalent unconstrained minimization formulation for the action GS:

¢, € argmin{Sq ,(¢) : ¢ € H' (RY)}. (1.4)
Based on (1.4), an efficient direct gradient flow (DGF) method has been proposed. Despite its
practical effectiveness demonstrated in [29, 30], the DGF scheme still lacks theoretical support in
two major aspects: (i) only a modified action is shown [30] to decay without a guaranty for stability
of the original action Sq; (ii) no convergence analysis has been done so far.

This work focuses on the defocusing action GS of RNLS and is targeted to fill the aforementioned
theoretical gaps for the DGF scheme. More precisely, we shall first establish for the DGF scheme an
unconditional stability in the original action. That is, Sq ., is monotonically non-increasing
along the discrete flow for arbitrary time step. Then, we shall carry out a rigorous convergence
analysis for the DGF scheme and obtain two main results: (i) under minor assumptions, a global
convergence; (ii) under a reasonable non-degeneracy assumption, a local convergence with the
optimal exponential rate toward the action GS. The global and local behavior of DGF will
be numerically justified: the numerical solution first migrates into a neighborhood of the GS, and
subsequently exhibits exponential convergence. The novelty of our analysis includes:

e The uniform boundedness of sublevel set S<,, = {¢ € H'(R?): Sq.(¢) <m} in H' for any
m > 0, which gives stability of the discrete trajectory in DGF and is crucial for establishing
the monotonic decay of Sq,.

o A tailored H!'-distance between phase-shift equivalence classes, which is introduced to han-
dle the invariance of Sg, for complex-valued GS under constant phase changes, enabling
measurement of the distance from the GS in the presence of quantized vortices.

e A new analytical framework for establishing exponential convergence rate of time-discrete
gradient flow toward the steady state.
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The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section 2 briefly reviews the DGF method and
establishes the stability of its action functional. In Section 3, we in a sequel establish the global
convergence result and the local exponential convergence rate of DGF. Section 4 presents numerical
experiments that confirm our theoretical findings. Finally, Section 5 provides some concluding
remarks. For later use, we clarify some notation and conventions: a < b means |a| < Cband a 2 b
means |a| > C'b, for some constant C' > 0 independent of temporal discretization parameters (such
as the time step 7 and the time level n); a < b means both a < b and b < a. Throughout the work,
we assume that > 0in (1.1) or (1.2).

2. DGF METHOD AND ITS STABILITY

This section begins with a brief review of the DGF scheme proposed in [30] for computing
the action GS in the defocusing case, and then establishes in detail its stability in terms of the
unconditional decay of the action functional Sq .

2.1. Preliminaries. Let us first give some notations. For numerical computation and theoretical
analysis, we will consider the problem (1.3) or (1.4) on a truncated bounded domain D C R? with
appropriate boundary conditions (e.g., homogeneous Dirichlet or periodic boundary conditions).
Such a truncation is justified as the GS exhibits a fast decay in the far field at the presence of the
confinement potential V' (x), where by choosing D sufficiently large, the truncation error is negligible.
The real inner products of the functional spaces L?(D) and H'(D) are denoted as

(6, 0) 12(p) = Re </1)¢de>, (6,0) ir1(p) = Re <L¢de+/l)w.v%x>,

where Z means the complex conjugate of z € C, and their induced norms are denoted as |[|-||;» and
[l 771~ We will write X = H*(D) for short and also denote

@)= [ 6Tdx pe D) veX,
where H~1(D) is the dual space of X with the norm

| (&) |
¢l - = sup .
vex g0 1Pl
Hereafter, we change the domain of integration in functionals Sq ., Ko, Lo, Fq and in some
relevant norms from R? to D. To provide the existence of GS, we are under the following basic setup.

Assumption (A). Let 1 <p < % ford >3 and 1 <p < oo ford =1,2. Assume that V € L*°(D),
and one of the following holds:

(a) d=1 (or 2 =0) and V(x) >0 for all x € D.
(b) d>2,V(x)= %Z?:o v2x? with 4; > 0 and Q < min {y1,72}.

Under Assumption (A), X is (compactly) embedded into LPT1(D), and the functionals S,
and Kq, are well-defined in X. Next, we recall several standard inequalities and fix the notation
for the involved generic constants that will be used throughout.

Lemma 2.1. For any u € X, the following inequalities hold:
(i) (Embedding inequality) There exists a constant Cg := Cg(d,p, D) such that

[ull Lo < Cpllull g
(ii) (Gagliardo—Nirenberg inequality) There exists a constant Cgq := Cg(d, p, D) such that

lull o1 < Collull 2’ [Vulze,

where 0 = d <% — zﬁ) € (0,1).
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(iii) If d > 2, then for any constant ¢ > 0,

QZ
Q/ﬂLzudX g/ < |Vul|? —|—|—(x1+x2) \u!2> dx.
D D 2c

When V satisfies Assumption (A), the linear operator —%A +V — QL. has a countably infinite
discrete set of eigenvalues with the smallest eigenvalue \g being simple [21]:

1
Xo:= _inf =Vl L/vfzd L : 2.1
o= it (GIVule+ [ ViR axs o) (2.)
When the given chemical potential in (1.2) satisfies w < —\g, we have established in [30] the existence
of a global minimizer and shown that the Nehari constraint can be removed. Define the sublevel set
S<m :={¢ € X: Sq.u(¢) < m} for any m > 0.

Proposition 2.2 (Unconstrained formulation [30]). Let Assumption (A) hold and w < —Xg. Then,
the following properties hold:

(i) The action functional Sq, is bounded from below, i.e., infye x Sq (@) > —oo.
(M) M C Sgo and inf¢€M SQM((b) < 0.
(111) There exists a ¢pg € X such that
Sﬂ,w(¢g) - $2§( Sﬂ,w(¢) = inf Sﬂ,w((b) (22)

peEM
The statements above are stated in [30] for the whole space R?, which hold here also for the

case of bounded domain D under subtle modifications. Moreover, we can have a boundedness result
in X.

Lemma 2.3 (Boundedness of sublevel set S<p,, in H'). Let Assumption (A) hold and w < —\o.
Then for any m > 0, there exists some M > 0 such that for all ¢ € S<,, we have ||¢|| ;1 < M.

Proof. First, we consider case (a) of Assumption (A). For any ¢ € S<,,, by using Hélder’s inequality,
we have for some constant C' > 0,

2
m 2 50,(8) 2 (o + @613 + 2267 = Oa +) 6132 + €5 oIS

which implies straightforwardly the uniform boundedness of ||¢||;2 due to p > 1 and C > 0. Then,
using the fact that Sq,(¢) < m with @ = 0 and 5 > 0 gives the uniform bound for ||V¢||;» and
101l g1

We now consider case (b) of Assumption (A). From the result of Lemma 2.1 (74), we find

1-46 O
2 Saule) 2 50 (9ol + [ (074 wlof + 2iop - 95 0 a2 167 ) ax

1-9¢ 2 2, 28
> p+1
2 ——IVellz2 + /D ((Vﬂ,s +w)lol” + o1 9] ) dx,

with Vo5 = 3 ZZ 1 V2x?— IQ\ (23 + m2) Choosing (|Q2|/ min{y1,72})* < § < 1, we have Vg 5(x) > 0
and then the assertion can be proved in the same manner for case (a). U

Proposition 2.2 indicates that the defocusing action GS can be obtained by minimizing the
action functional S, directly over the entire space X, without resorting to the Nehari manifold
constraint (1.3). Consequently, the problem reduces to an unconstrained minimization of (1.2),
which can be approached via a direct gradient flow (DGF):

050, 1 _
Orp = —5—% =— <—§A +V +BlolPt — QL. +w> ¢:=—Hyp, t>0, (2.3)
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starting with an initial guess ¢(-,0) = ¢ € X \ {0}. In such a way, it is straightforward to deduce
from (2.3) that

d
T 50u(@(1) = =206 (- 1) <0, V>0,

Various discretization techniques can be applied to the gradient flow (2.3), and [30] suggests the
following backward-forward Euler scheme: with the initial guess ¢ € X,

1
(@ =) =, 0, (2.42)

Wt = (‘%A + O‘) "+ (V+w+Blo" P — QL. — a) ¢", (2.4b)

where 7 > 0 is the time step and o > 0 is a stabilization parameter chosen to enhance stability
performance.

In [30], by choosing « properly, the monotone decay of the action functional was numerically
observed but not rigorously established, where only a modified action was proved to decay during
time stepping. We will fill the gap in the following.

2.2. Stability in action functional. In order to study the stability of Sq . associated with the
DGF scheme (2.4), we first derive several a priori bounds for ¢"*!. Rearranging (2.4), we obtain

Ag"h = (14 7a) ¢" — 7g(9"), (2.5)

where A := (1+7a) I — ZA and g(¢") := (V +w + Bl¢" [P~ — QL.) ¢"
Throughout this paper, under a given ¢°, we set ngw((éo) < m for a constant m > 0.

Lemma 2.4. Let Assumption (A) hold. If o > % and ¢" € X, then for some C1,Cs > 0,
16" | 1o < CLll8™ 2 + Ca [l 6" [ - (2.6)

Proof. By (2.5), we can write ¢"t! = ¢; — 7¢9, where ¢; and ¢o are determined, respectively, by
the elliptic equations A¢p; = (1 + 7a) ¢™ and A¢y = g(¢") (with the same boundary conditions as
n (2.4)). On the one hand, noting that ¢" = (1 + 7'04)71 Ap1 = ¢1 — cA¢py with ¢ := 2(TTTC|{) > 0,
one has

16" 13 = llg1 — cAd1lln = ol +2¢ (IV611132 + I8¢ 132 ) + ¢ 1Ad1I13 > llnl3r
On the other hand, taking the L? inner product of A¢gy = g(¢™) with ¢o gives

(1+70) 6oz + 5 IV@2lle = (Adz,62) = (9(6"), 62) S (16" 122 + 816" [0 ) i 2ll -
Since a > £, one gets H@HHI S 19"z + Bl %0 S 19" s + Bllg™ %, Consequently,

[" g < lloalln + 7l d2l g S N6 g + 10" 1 -

This completes the proof. O
According to Lemmas 2.3 and 2.4, if ¢" € S<,,, then ||¢"| ;1 < M and

e} < C1M + CoMP =: Cypy. (27)

Now, we define for d =1 or Q =0,

,_‘

aN = %max {O, es)fesgp (V(X) —i—w)} + %( —6)(860 )Le <ﬁp(j’p 1Cp 1CG) )

otherwise,
1 1 o L
arr = 5 max {0, esssup (V(x) +w+ 21012 +29)) |+ 5(1 - 0)(80) 7 (8pCy 'y c2) T
xeD
The action-functional stability result then reads as follows.
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Theorem 2.5 (Unconditional decay of action). Let Assumption (A) hold. For a given ¢° € S<p,
suppose that ¢ € X and choose o« > aipr + %. Then, the DGF scheme (2.4) possesses the uncondi-
tional decaying property for the action functional Sq,: V7 >0,

2
2 T 2
Saw(6") = Sa.u(9") < =27 [ | L. = 1 1 [ - (2.8)
Proof. By Lemma 2.3, we have HQSOHHI < M. We move on in an induction manner. Suppose that
Sow(@®) <m, 0<k<n, (2.9)

which implies H(;SkHHI < M for all 0 < k < n, and by (2.7) gb"‘HHHl < COpy. Taking the
real L? inner products of (2.4a) and (2.4b) with 7! and ¢"+! — ¢", respectively, yields

1 1 1
oot ) [ = R - L ipeniE + L (e ),
<V + w, |¢n+1| ’¢n ‘¢n+1 o ¢n‘2>L2(D)
np—1 n n+l  n
R (G T e

It follows that
2
Sauwl(@") = Sau(9") = =2 (r+ar?) |7, = 5 Ve + Q" + R (210)

where

Qn+1 <V +w, ¢n+1 ¢n‘2>L2(D) + Lq (¢n+1 _ ¢n) ,
n+l . 1 n+1|p+1 1 n|p+1 nip—1 n7ntl _ in)
R+.—2/3/D[m1¢+1 g [P = Re (o T ¢>)]dx-

Next, we estimate Q"1 and R"*! separately. For Q"*!, from the statement (iii) of Lemma 2.1, we
have

2
e A +72/ (V) + w4202 (2 +a3)) [ ] dx
D
2
< % HV,u"HHiQ + 72 max{O, ess sup <V(X) +w+2[Q (21 + 23) >} H,u"HHiQ .
xeD

For R"*!, denoting f(p) = pQTBI I |¢,|PT! dx with ¢, := (1 — p)¢™ + p"tt, p € [0,1], we have

1
R = 1) = £0) = £0) = [ (1= 0" 0)p
=5 [0 [ [0+ 010 6 = 0 0= ) Re( o, 360 — ) | axap
<7Bp max H¢p |Lp+1 HMnHHLpH )

By Lemma 2.4 and noting that Cj; > M, one has the following uniform bound for all p € [0, 1]:

ool s < max {97 17,1 o™ |7k } < O max { g " [|lom+ " } < o Ten
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_p2
Applying the Gagliardo-Nirenberg inequality and Young’s inequality of the form ab < Eg% +e n %2,
Va,b > 0, with pil + p% =1 and € > 0, we obtain
1 2 —1~p—1 2 11120 1112—20
R <72 8p Ol Oy C& [V e [l

< 2BpCY RO (02 ||V + (1= 0)e T [l 7).
Taking ¢ = (89ﬁpC§flC§ZIC%)71, we have

R < T [V 20— 0) (80)7 (80O 02) ™
Substituting the estimates of Q"*! and R"*! into (2.10) and using the definition of aj;, we find

2
Sw(@"Y) = Saw(¢") = ~2 (1 + ar?) || |7, — % 192, + Q4 R

2
< =2 || = T IV — 20 (o= ann) |0 7

With the condition o > ajs + % given in Theorem 2.5, we can get

2
n n n 2 T n 2
Sald™) = Sl < 2 40 2 = T i
which shows (2.8). The hypothesis (2.9) further leads to Sq . (¢" 1) < m, closing the induction. [

Remark 1. In practical computations, it might be difficult to precisely quantify the theoretical a;s in
Theorem 2.5, and the constant 1/8 in Theorem 2.5 is a technical factor required for the subsequent
convergence-rate analysis. From the perspective of action descent alone, the condition o > apy +1/8
is not strictly necessary. Motivated by (2.10) and the facts

n+1 2 n+1|[2 2 |Q|2 2 2 n+1|2
Q< SVt a7 [ (Veo et 5 (af +ad) ) ! ax

|Rn+1‘ S T2,8p/ max{’¢n’p—1 , ¢n+1‘p—1} ‘Mn-‘rl‘Q dx ~ T25p/ ’¢n’p—1 ‘Mn-‘rl‘Q dX,
D D
we consider adaptively selecting « at each iteration step as

1 Q2
a’ = 5 max {0, ess sup (V(X) +w+ %(55% +a3) + Bp + 2)|¢n|p_1> } : (2.11)
xeD

In our numerical experiments, the value of a™ is typically much larger than 1/8.

3. CONVERGENCE ANALYSIS

This section analyzes the convergence of the DGF scheme (2.4), giving the main results of the
work. We will first present a global convergence result and then establish a refined quantitative
convergence rate of DGF toward the GS.

3.1. A global convergence result. Our first result on convergence reads as follows.

Theorem 3.1 (Accumulation point & unconditional convergent subsequence). For a given ¢° €
H?(D), suppose that Assumption (A) holds, w < —Xg and o > apr + %. Additionally, assume for
d>3 that 1 <p<d/(d—2). Then, for every fized T > 0:
(i) The solution {¢"}" o of (2.4) has a strongly convergent subsequence {¢"7}72 in HY(D);
(ii) Every accumulation point ¢* € X of {¢"}o2, in H'(D) satisfies the Euler-Lagrange equation
of (1.3) in the weak sense, i.e.,
(Hg-¢*,v) =0, Yoe HY(D), (3.1)

and all accumulation points possess the same action value Sq ., (¢*) = inf,>0 Sq.w (™).
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Proof. Taking the L? inner product of (2.5) with —A¢"*! yields
2 T 2
(14 7) [V 12 + 2 A2, = (1 + 706" = mgl6"), A6™ ) )
< (0 +70) 9" 52 + 7 g™z ) [A6™ | an (3:2)

From the definition of g(¢™) and the Sobolev embedding H'(D) < L?’(D) (which holds under the
assumption on p), we obtain

lg(@" M2 S 6" L + 116" 1720 S U™ g + 167 I - (3-3)
Inserting (3.3) into (3.2), we get

21as™ 5 S (W + ) 16" + 71975 ) A6 2

which leads to HAgb"‘HHLQ S @+ Y0 + l9™%:- This also means that for all n € NT,
¢" € H*(D) and ||¢"| 72 < C(7, M), where C (7, M) depends on 7 and M. By the Banach-Alaoglu
theorem, there exists a weakly convergent subsequence {¢"/}22, in H 2(D), and the compact em-
bedding of H?(D) — H'(D) implies the strong convergence of {¢" }520 in the H'-norm. This
establishes the first assertion of Theorem 3.1.

Now we turn to the second assertion of Theorem 3.1. Let ¢* € X be an accumulation point of
{¢"}no with {¢"7}22, a subsequence converging strongly to ¢* in the H L_norm. Denoting

(6.0 1= (Hoon) = [ (570 VT4V +0) 07+ 8010 - 0L.0 | ax,
we can find that for all ¢ € X,
1 _
0(0) —ale ) = [ |59 -6 VT4 T 4w - 0L (67 - )] ax
18 / (I P=1m — |6* P 16%) Bdx. (3.4)
D
Note that
Pl — (gl = /0 (p L0 e — 6+ 2 L, i s ¢*>> ap,
where ¢, := p¢™ + (1 — p)¢*. Thus, we can obtain

S gax, 16,174 167 = 6 oo 1]

S 6" = &g 91l -

'/D (|67 [P~ g — ¥ [P %) Pdx| S

Substituting this estimate into (3.4) yields

|a (6™, 9) —a (¢, 9) | S 16" — &l ]l + ‘ /D (Iem[P=te™ — |o* P~ ") v dx
S o™ = &[]l
The H'-strong convergence of the subsequence {¢"i 720 implies that for all ¥ € X,

lim a (6", ¢) = a(¢",9).
.]*)OO
On the other hand, subtracting Hyn¢" from (2.4b) gives

Mn-ﬁ-l _H¢n¢n _ —%A (¢n+1 _¢n) +a(¢n+1 _ ¢n) — %Aﬂn-l—l —T(X//H—l.
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Rearranging the terms above yields the following elliptic resolvent equation (with the same boundary
conditions as in (2.4)):
%Au"“ = Hyno". (3.5)

We find from (3.5) and the the action decay (2.8) that for any ¢ € X,
(Hond" ) = (1+7a) (", 9) + 2 (Vi Vo) S (L4+7) [0 [l

S+ 771)/S0.u(6") = So.u(6m1) [ 51 22 0.

(14 Ta)u™tt —

This means |a (¢™,)| = |<H¢”j ¢nj,1/1>‘ Eina 0, and so
a(¢*,9) = (Hp=¢*,1h) =0, Vo € X,

which confirms (3.1). Finally, since the action functional sequence {Sq ., (¢")} is non-increasing and
bounded from below, it has a unique limit, i.e.,

Saw(@*) = lim Sq,(¢") = lim S (¢") = inf So.,(¢"),
j—s00 n—00 n>0
which completes the proof. O

Remark 2. For the case of homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions with some regularity assump-
tion on the boundary 0f2, we could remove the additional assumption p < d/(d — 2) for d > 3 in
Theorem 3.1 by employing the W24 estimate (see, e.g., [21, Sect. 9.6]) for the elliptic equation (2.5):

6" Hlyow < C@) 10" 10 + 798" 1a) - (3.6)

where g = p((g—iQ) € <%, %) and C(7) > 0 depends on 7 but is independent of n. In fact, applying

Hélder’s inequality and the continuous embeddings H'(D) < L4(D) and H'(D) «— qu(D) gives
l9(" M Lo S NS Iza + 16" 1500 + 19" I Tpa S NS™ L + 16" 1500 + 19" 7 S

which, combining with (3.6), implies the boundedness of {¢"}°2; in W249(D) for fixed 7 > 0, and the
subsequential convergence in H! can be obtained by the compact embedding W%4(D) < H!(D).

3.2. Local convergence rate. This subsection is devoted to rigorously establishing a practically
observed exponential convergence rate of the DGF scheme (2.4). To achieve this goal, let us first
discuss the uniqueness of GS.

3.2.1. Local uniqueness of GS. For any ¢ € X, we have e?¢ € X and Sq,(e%¢) = Sq..(4). Conse-
quently, the (local) uniqueness of the GS can only be expected up to a constant phase factor ¢! with
6 € (—m, m]. The action functional Sq ., may also be invariant under other symmetry transformations
in special geometric settings, for instance, under rotations of the coordinate system when the domain
D is a ball and the potential V is radially symmetric. Such additional symmetries are not consid-
ered in the present work, and let us focus on the phase invariance inherent to the complex-valued
formulation.

Denote the phase orbit [¢] = {ew(ﬁ: 0 e R} of ¢ € X, and define the phase-invariant H'-
distance between two orbits by

dist g1 [¢1, 2] := U1e[[¢1i]]n£ze[[¢2ﬂ lur — w2l g1, V1,02 € X.

We now show that this definition of the distance is well posed.

Lemma 3.2 (Orbit distance). For any ¢1,¢2,¢3 € X, the following properties hold:
(i) Attainment of the infimum: there exists 6 € (—m, 7| such that

distiys (61,62 = it o1 —ulln = |61~ ]|
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(i) Non-negativity and separation: disty [¢1, 2] > 0, with equality if and only if ¢1 € [¢2] (or,
¢2 € [¢n])-

(iii) Symmetry: disty (@1, p2] = disty [p2, ¢1].

(iv) Triangle inequality: distg [p1, o] < distg [P1, 3] + dist g1 [P3, Pa).

Proof. First, by reducing the two phase parameters to one, we have

dist = inf |lei?1¢; — €% H = inf H — l(02=0) H
a1 [¢1, 62 ot b1 P2, o L b1 21|
= inf ||or = 0o = inf llor—ully -

u€[p2]

Since the function 6 +— |¢1 — e¢s||2, is a smooth 27-periodic function, it attains at least one
minimum on (—m, 7], which proves (7). Assertions (ii)—(i7i) are immediate. To prove (iv), let
01,05 € R satisfy

dist g1 [¢1, d3] = H¢1 — ol ¢3HH1 ,  distp (@3, g2 = H¢3 - 6192¢2HH1 ;

and then
dist g1 [¢1, ¢o] < H¢1 — el(01t02) ¢2H < H¢1 - eielqﬁ?)HHl + [l g5 — ei(gl+02)¢2H
= [|or = s | gy = distipr [o1, 5] + distin [0, 2],
which completes the proof. U

For any GS ¢, in (2.2), define the neighborhood Us(¢y) := {¢ € X : disty: [¢, ¢4 < 0}. Note
that for every u = eiegbg € [¢q], the vector iu is tangent to the phase orbit at u since %eiegbg =
ieieqﬁg = iu. Accordingly, we introduce the H!'-orthogonal complement of iu:

{iu}Jﬁl ={neX: (un) (D) = =0}.

For any ¢ € Us(¢y), we define 64 by minimizing the distance on (—m,:

Qb _ ei@¢g

0y € arg min HHl .

0 € (—m,m)
Lemma 3.3. If § > 0 is sufficiently small, then for any ¢ € Us(¢g4), the minimizer

is unique, where Arg denotes the principal argument angle of a complex number. Moreover, setting
uy = €%, € [dg], we have ¢ —uy € {iu¢}é1.

Proof. Denote F(0) := §[l¢p — ?og|2, = l10l1%1 + 3lldgll% — (0,€0g) i (p), and its derivative
reads

F'(6) = ~ (6,1 y) i (p) = —Tm ({6, %6,) + (V6,6 e,) ) .
Denoting (¢, ¢g) + (Vo, Vo) = ry el with
ry = (9, ¢g) + (VO, Vg, b5 := Arg((d, dg) + (V) Vy)),
we have
(6,6%0,) + (Vo, 60V y) = ryel(P=0).
Hence,
F'(0) = —rysin (0 —0), F"(0) =rycos(0y—0).

The stationary condition F'(§) = 0 yields § = 6, — km = 0y, k € Z. At a stationary point 6y, there
is F"(0x) = (—1)kr4. Hence, for even k and enough small &, F"(f;) = rs > 0, showing a local



GRADIENT FLOW FOR ACTION GROUND STATE OF RNLS 11

minimum. This also means that there is only one minimizer 64 in (—m, 7], giving the uniqueness.
Finally,

: _ i i0 _ /.0 - 16 0
{ittg, @ = s} (p) = <le *g e ¢¢g>H1(D <le ¢¢g’¢>H1(D) - <le *0q ¢¢g>H1(D)
_ [0 —_ _
(i, 0) | iy = ~F0s) =0,
S0 ¢ — ug € {iug}7:. This completes the proof. O

With Lemma 3.3, for a sufficiently small § > 0, we can have the decomposition
6= s+ (6 —up) = % [gg + (7% — g, )|,
and note that e1% ¢ — ¢g € {i(bg}ﬁl. Hence, we can introduce a local coordinate mapping
X i (=m, ] x {igg Y = Us(dg),  (6,0) = € (¢g +v),
which is a bijection onto its image. Its inverse is given by
L g€ Usly) > (0(6),0(0)) = (0g,e7% 0 = 6,) € (=m,7] x {ig} .
For convenience, set
Vg = efigd’qﬁ — g, Wy =P —uy= ei€¢v¢,

so that dist g1[¢, ¢g] = ||we |l g1 = ||vg||g1. For any w,n1,72 € X, the first- and second-order Gateaux
derivatives of the action functional read

DSau(ln] =2( (~5A+V 4P~ QLo+ w)om)

L*(D)

+1 _
+2<—ﬁIUIp Su? 772+p—2 Blul? 1772,771>
L2(D)

Define
1
Li=—5A+V - QL +w, Loun:= p = Blulr P+ B2 By, L= L1+ Lo

Then D2Sq ., (w)[n2, m] = 2 (Lunz, m) L2(D)- Slnce only p > 1is assumed, higher-order variations may
not be available. Hence, we require continuity of the second-order Gateaux derivative with respect
to u. Recall the following result.

Lemma 3.4 (Theorem A.2 of [38]). On a bounded domain D, for 1 < p < oo, the mappings
+1
w s |ulP~t and u s [ulP73u? from LPTY(D) to L%(D) are continuous.
For any p € [0, 1], using Holder’s inequality and Sobolev’s embeddings and Lemma 3.4, we have
<(£27u¢+pw¢ - 527%) We, w¢>L2(D)

p—1)B - - __
- 2 P (g + sl =g + pre)? — gl 2(u6)*) W, w4) 12 )
p+1)8 - _
i 5 B {(jus + gl = g 1) we, we) 12y

— - — — 2
< (s + ol (ug + pws)” = gl (uo)?|| pet + [lug + pwsl ™ = fugl ™| pes ) gl
Consequently,

((Lamgtoms = L2.0) 0o 08) 2y = 0 (lwollFpr ) = 0 (Iwgl3 ) (3.7)
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which will be used frequently below. For subsequent technical analysis, we require ¢, (and all its
phase shifts) to be a non-degenerate minimizer of Sq, on X by imposing a standard coercivity
condition on the second variation of Sq .

Proposition 3.5 (Local uniqueness). Assume that there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that

D*Sa.w(d9)lm ] = cllnllip . Y1 € {ivg}ip. (3.8)
Then, for a sufficiently small § > 0, we have
S0,u(9) — Saw(dg) < (disty [, ¢g])2 ) (3.9)

and the unconstrained minimization problem (2.2) has a minimizer in Us(dy) if and only if it is ¢4
or its phase shifts.

Proof. The condition (3.8) gives (L4, 1,1) 121y = 5 |n]|%1, and, moreover,

(D)
‘<£ < 2 p—1 2 < 2
oo M| S Il + B l16g]17 0 Inllzeer S Il

hence <£¢g17, 77>L2(D) = HnH?{l for all n € {igy ﬁl. According to the Taylor expansion, there is
50.0(9) = Sa.w(dg) = Saw(®) — Saw(ug)

1
=DSauluslivd + | (1= DS ulus + prs)g. w5l dp

1

1
= §D2Sgyw(u¢)[w¢, we] + /0 (1—=p) (D2SQ7W(U¢ + pwe) [Wwe, we] — D*Saw(ug)[we, we]) dp

1

1
= §D2SQ,M(U¢)[U]¢, w¢] + /0 (1 - p) <(£2,u¢+pw¢ - £2,u¢) We, w¢>L2(D) dp

1

= 5 DS0u(ug)wisrw) + 0 (w2 )

where we used (3.7) and the first-order critical condition DSq ., (ug)[we] = 0. Noting that
D?S0.(ug)[we, wy] = D*Sa.uw(€’ dg)[e* vy, € vy] = D*Sq u(dg)[vs, vyl
we conclude that for all v € Us(¢4) with 6 > 0 small enough,

1
S0u(6) — Sp.(0g) = 5D*S0.u(@) 06, 0] + 0 (10s3 )

2
= (L4,06:0) 12y +0 (Il )
2 . 2
= gl = (distgn ¢, dg])”
This proves the proposition. O

Remark 3. The non-degeneracy assumption can also be characterized via the L?-orthogonal comple-
ment (similar to, e.g., [23]):

{i6g}72 == {€ € X 1 (109,€) p2(p) = 0}
In that case, the condition (3.8) is replaced by
DSo.u(0g)€,8] > clléllin, V&€ {idg}rz. (3.10)

Here we show that (3.10) is the stronger requirement, as it implies (3.8). In fact, for any n € {iqﬁg}él,
we have L?-orthogonal decomposition as

<i¢ga 77>L2(D)

2
[6gl72

i <i¢ga 77>L2(D) Gg

€R and £ =n—
I6g1172

€ {i%}i? :

n=ikpy + & with K =
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Substituting this decomposition into D2Sq ., (¢,)[n, 1] yields
Dzsﬂ,w(¢g)[na nl = KQDZSQ,w(QSg)[iQSg, igg] + QKDZSQ,W(¢g)[i¢ga £+ Dzsﬂ,w(¢g)[£, €]
=27 (iHy, by, 10g) 15y + 45 (iHp, b9, €) 15y + D* ()€, €]
=D?Sq.u(dg)[¢, &]-
On the other hand,
9l = K2 165 2 + 26 (1092} ) + 2
= k21162 + 26 (g2 — ) sy + €12
= — &% || dgllzp + €N
which means ||n|| ;1 < [|€]| 1. Therefore, by (3.10),
D280,0(09)1,1] = D*S0,0(09)[6,€] > cli€ll3n > el Y0 € {idg}pn
which is precisely (3.8).

3.2.2. Ezxponential convergence. Now we are ready to present the convergence rate result for the
DGF scheme (2.4). With the numerical solution ¢", we denote 0, = Ogn, u" = ugn, V" = vgn and
w" = wygn for simplicity of notation.

Theorem 3.6 (Exponential rate). Suppose that Assumption (A) holds and w < —Xg. Let ¢4 be the
GS defined by (2.2) and suppose that it satisfies the non-degeneracy condition in Proposition 3.5.
Then, there exists a constant 5o > 0 such that for any initial data ¢° € Usy(dg), o > anr + % and
7> 0, the DGF scheme (2.4) converges to the GS at the rate:
dist g1 [, py] < Ce™/+T)  ypeN, (3.11)
where C,a > 0 are constants independent of n and T.
We then turn to the proof of Theorem 3.6. As a preparation, we give some estimations derived

from the action decaying property. We can show that the numerical solution ¢™ for all n € N can
stay within a local range of Us(¢g4), which is crucial.

Lemma 3.7 (Lyapunov stability). Let the assumptions in Theorem 3.6 hold and let 6 > 0 be a
sufficiently small constant that meets the requirements of Lemma 3.3 and Proposition 3.5. Then,
there exists a 0y > 0 such that for all ¢° € Us)(dg), @ > an + 5 and 7 > 0, the solution of (2.4)
with initial guess ¢° satisfies ¢™ € Us(gg).

Proof. From (3.9), there exist constants 0 < ¢; < ¢z such that
cr (disty [¢, ¢g])2 < Sa.w() — Saw(dy) < c2 (disty [¢, ¢g])2- (3.12)

From the decay of action functional (2.8), we have

-2 H/‘nHHZl <4 (Sg,w(qﬁn) _ Sﬂ,w(gbn—i—l)) ,
which means

diSt}Hl [¢n+1’¢n] — 52&‘ ¢n+1 . ei@én

o S e =6 = 7l

$1/S0u(6") = Saw(@™1) S 1/Saw(@?) — Sow(dy) S disty [¢%, 6], ¥neN.
Therefore, we can say for a constant cg > 0 that

disty [¢", ¢"] < ez disty [¢°, ¢g] < e300 (3.13)
Fix dg > 0 such that §g < %min {1 /2—;, %} We now proceed to show that the assertion of the
lemma holds for this ;. We argue by contradiction, supposing that there exists n; € N* with
dist 1 [¢™, 4] > 6. By (3.13), disty: [(ﬁ”“,(ﬁ”] < e300 < 0/2. Combining with the triangle
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inequality of disty: in Lemma 3.2, there exists 0 # ny < ng such that 6/2 < disty: [¢"2, ¢g] <
Setting ¢ in (3.12) as ¢ and ¢"2, respectively, one obtains

S0u($"2) = Saw(g) > e (disty [, 6,])° > 16°/4,
S.w(0°) = Saw(by) < e (distyn [¢°, ¢g])" < c202.

By choosing &y, we can have cad3 < ¢16%/4 and s0 Sq ,(¢°) < Sq..(¢"2), which contradicts the decay
of action in Lemma 2.5. U

Under the non-degeneracy condition, we can establish the following Lojasiewicz-type gradient
inequality near the GS as the last tool.

Lemma 3.8 (Lojasiewicz-type gradient inequality). Suppose that w < —\g, and that Assumption (A)
as well as the non-degeneracy condition in Proposition 3.5 hold for the ground state ¢,. Then, there
exists a sufficiently small § > 0 such that

Sow(®) = So.w(dg) S [Hsdlf-1, Vo € Us(dy). (3.14)
Proof. For every ¢ € Us(¢g4), we have

(H¢(J5,U)¢>L2 = <H¢¢ U¢,w¢>L2(D) = <Elw¢,w¢>L2(D) +B<|¢|p_1¢_ |U¢|p_1U¢,w¢>L2(D) .

Noting that
1
(161770 — luglP~ ug, we ) 1oy = /0 (Losugtpwg 0, Ws) 2y dp

p—1 p+1 _
= (Pl + Pl )

1
)+/0 <(£27u¢+ml)¢> - 527%) w¢’w¢>L2(D) dp

p+1
_ <_ og 36255+ 2 L1, - 1v¢,v¢> » )+o(\|w¢||§{1), (3.15)
D

we obtain
(Hyd,wo) 12 py = (LoyV6:v6) 12y + 0 (lwsll -
From the definition of H~!-norm, we have

(Ls,04,v4)

1 Hooll -1 >
lwsll g1

&
o(lwsllgn) = 5 gl g + o (lvgll )-

Using the local equivalence between [vg |3, and So.,(¢) — So.u(¢g), we find when § > 0 is small
enough,

c
|Hollnr = Slvollm 2 1/ Spu(@) — Sow(sy)
which proves the assertion. O

The following result is a direct application of Lemma 3.7 and Lemma 3.8:

Corollary 3.9. Under the conditions of Theorem 3.6, there exists some dg > 0 such that for all
= Usy(¢g), o > apr + % and T > 0,

Sa.w(9") = Saw(dg) < CrollHpnd" 1, Yn €N, (3.16)
with Cro > 0 a constant independent of n,T.

Now we can present the proof of Theorem 3.6 below.
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Proof of Theorem 3.6. From the elliptic equation (3.5), we can derive that
(8", 0) = (1 7 () 4 3 (0, 90) 5 (i 7 [ ) il

which by noting the definition of H ™ '-norm can give ||Hyn¢"|| -1 < HM”HHLQ +7 H,u"JrlHHl. By
Lemma 2.5, we have

T Hon ™| 2m1 S 7l Y120 + 72 || 2
S @+ 7) (7l + 72 )
S +7) (Saw(@™) — Saw(@™h).

Hence, for some constant c¢p > 0 satisfying c¢p < Cp,,
Saw(9") = Saw(@™™) > cp
which combining with (3.16) gives

ny _ n+1 >C_D T
Sﬂ,w((b ) Sﬂ,w((b ) - CLo 147

Denoting ag = ¢p/Cro € (0, 1], we then have
S0u(0™) = 504009 < (1= 197 ) (80,(6") = Sau@y)), neN. (3D

Using (3.17) recursively, we find that for every 7 > 0,

Saw(@") — Saw(dy) < <1 )n (S0,0(8°) = Saw(dg)) < e ™I (Sg ,(8°) = Saw(dy))-

-
147

[ Hgn¢"™ |31

(Saw(@™) — Saw(dy)).

aogT
147

Using the local equivalence Sq ., (¢") — Sq.w(¢g) =< (distg: [¢", ¢g])2 from Proposition 3.5, we com-
plete the proof of Theorem 3.6 by setting a = ag/2. U

Remark 4. The semi-discrete DGF scheme (2.4) can be coupled with a variety of spatial discretiza-
tion methods, e.g., finite element and pseudospectral approaches, depending on the user’s preference.
The proposed theoretical analysis framework remains applicable to the fully discrete setting, pro-
vided that (i) a quantitative consistency estimate between the continuous optimization problem
(1.4) and its discrete counterpart can be established (see similar efforts e.g., [9, 40]), and (ii) the rel-
evant inequalities, including the embedding and the Gagliardo—Nirenberg interpolation inequalities
in Lemma 2.1, continue to hold under the spatial discretization. These issues will be addressed in
another work.

4. NUMERICAL VERIFICATION

In this section, we give numerical examples to demonstrate the practical convergence behavior
of the DGF scheme (2.4). We begin with a one-dimensional example in which analytical GS is
available.

Example 4.1 (Soliton in 1D). Lettingd =1, x =2, V(z) =0, 5 =1, p=3 and D = [0, L] for a
given L > 0 in (1.1) yields

~50ea0(2) + [6()0(2) = —wi(e), @ € (0, L)

with homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions. Its action GS (unique positive solution) is the
Jacobi elliptic function sn(-,-) (see [10] for more details):

by() = 2kK(/<:)Sn <2K(l€)m,k> eI,

L L

where K (k) = fog (1 — k?sin? 6?)71/ %d6 is the complete elliptic integral of the first kind and the
modulus k € [0,1] is determined by the equation 2(1 + k?)K (k)? + wL? = 0. We take L = 1, and
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use the sine pseudospectral discretization with N discrete sine modes. The stabilization factor can
be chosen adaptively as
1 -1
o" = gmax {0, max (V) +w+ B0+ 20" (@)P ) }.

referring to (2.11), where z; = jL/N, j =0,1,--- , N. The initial data is chosen as ¢o(z) = sin(mz).
We stop the iteration if the maximal residual is less than 10713, i.e.,

5t (25) + w6 (25) 16" () 6" (y)| < 1071

max
1<j<N-1

— 1007 N\ 100 K.
\é.:,
\-3/ -
< i
5
hsS
| 105+ ‘ 105}
> 5
3 -
E
10710¢ 10710¢

80

FIGURE 1. The change of Sq . (6") — Sa.w(¢y) (left) and H'-norm error [|[¢" — g || g
(right) of DGF (2.4) along iteration (on logarithmic scale) under different 7 with

w = —10 fixed in Example 4.1.

Saw(9") — Saw(py)

80

FIGURE 2. The profiles of GS ¢, (left), the change of Sq ,(¢") — Sq.w(¢g) (middle)
and Hl-norm error ||[¢" — ¢/ (right) of DGF (2.4) along iteration (on logarithmic
scale) under different w with 7 = 0.1 fixed in Example 4.1.

In Figure 2, the left subplot shows the profiles of GS ¢, for different values of w = —10, —15, —20.
Subsequently, the two plots in Figure 1 together with the middle and right subplots in Figure 2
illustrate the evolution of the quantity Sq . (¢") — Sa.w(¢g) and the error ||¢™ — ¢4l g1 with respect
to the iteration index n, for different time step sizes (7 = 1, 0.5, 0.2, 0.1) or different w values
(w= —10, —15, —20). It can be observed that all curves exhibit a distinct exponential decay in n.

Example 4.2 (Vortex states in 2D). Letting d = 2, x = (z1,22), p = 3, § = 100, and V(x) =
$ (32} +~323) with 91 = 92 = 1 in (2.4). The computation domain is fixed as D = [—10,10]?
with mesh size h = 1/8, and the time step is fixed as 7 = 0.1, and use the Fourier pseudospectral
discretization.



GRADIENT FLOW FOR ACTION GROUND STATE OF RNLS 17

The stabilization factor is chosen adaptively according to (2.11), and stopping criterion is set as
|S0.w(¢") — Saw(@™ )] <1071

We introduce the functions ¢, = \/v172/7 e~ (nat+reed)/ 2 and define the following initial data under
different 2 (as considered in [30]):

)

(xl + i.’L‘g) Va, Q=0.3,

(21 + iz2)* Y, Q =05, (4.1)
% ((l’l + i:L‘2) + (:L‘1 + il’2)4) Ve, 2=0.7.

Under these initial values, the final steady state exhibits quantized vortices, as shown in Figure 3.

¢" =

2=03, w=-10
10
0.08
0.08 0.08
5
0.06
0.06 0.06
g0
0.04 0.04 0.04
s 0.02 0.02 0.02
10
0 5 0 5 10 40 5 0 5 10
T xy
Q=05 w=-15 Q=05 w=-20
10 10
0.14
0.12
5 5 0.15
0.1
g0 008 &g 0.1
0.06
-5 0.04 5 0.05
0.02
10 10
0 5 0 5 10 0 5 0 5 10
1 Iy
FIGURE 3. Contour plots of |¢y|? for different Q and w with ¢" of (4.1) in Exam-
ple 4.2.
0=03 w=-10 Q=05 0=07, w=-10
4 1200 2
5 1000 —w=-1 4
i --w=-15
6 800 =20 6
5 7 % 600 5 -8
S © 400 = 10
5 5 5
9 200 \\ 12
10 ] N — 14
11 : : : : -200 : : : : 16 : : ‘ :
0 100 200 300 400 500 0 20 40 60 8 100 0 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000
n n n

FIGURE 4. Sq.(¢") for different Q and w with ¢° of (4.1) in Example 4.2.

Figure 4 illustrates the evolution of the action functional Sq

¢™) along iteration under different
angular velocities {2 and w with initial conditions (specified in (4.1

.1)). A key observation is the
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0=03, w=-10 . Q=05 w=-10 Q=07 w=-10
~ 0w—————————————————— ===
10° _SQ-,W'((#I) - Sﬂ,w((bg) AN
- = 9" = I3 10° o
10
10°
10-10 . . . . \\ 10,10 . . . X X X X X
0 100 200 300 400 500 0 1000 2000 3000 4000 0 05 1 15 2 25 3
n n n x10°
Q=05 w=-15 Q=05 w=-20

10° ‘ — ‘ 10°

10°

10°

1 0-1 0
0 1000 2000 3000 4000 0 5000 10000 15000

n n

FIGURE 5. The change of S, (¢") — Sou(¢g) and [|¢" — ¢4|3;: of DGF (2.4) along
iteration (on logarithmic scale) under different Q and w with ¢° of (4.1) in Exam-
ple 4.2.

monotonic decrease of Sq, in all cases. Figure 5 illustrates the decay of two key quantities: the
energy difference Sq,(¢") — Saw(¢,) and the squared Hl-error ||¢" — gbgH%{l, plotted against the
time step index n. Here, ¢, denotes the numerical GS obtained by the DGF method upon satisfying
the stopping criterion. In all cases, both curves eventually exhibit a clear linear decay on the log-log
scale, which corresponds to an exponential decay in the original variables. Notably, during this
exponential decay phase, the two curves are parallel. This parallelism aligns with our theoretical
result on the equivalence between the deviation of Sq ., and the square of the H I distance to the
GS. Notably, for Q = 0.5 and 0.7, the curves do not exhibit exponential decay during the initial
phase of the iteration; instead, they remain relatively flat over a significant interval. This behavior
aligns perfectly with our theoretical analysis of local convergence: the exponential decay rate is only
guaranteed once the numerical solution enters a sufficiently small neighborhood of the GS ¢,.

5. CONCLUSION

This work has analyzed the direct gradient flow (DGF) method for computing defocusing action
ground states of rotating nonlinear Schrédinger equations (RNLS). We have rigorously established the
unconditional stability of the DGF scheme, demonstrating that the action functional is monotonically
non-increasing along the discrete flow for any time step size. Furthermore, we have provided a
comprehensive convergence analysis, proving both global convergence under mild assumptions and,
crucially, local convergence with an optimal exponential rate toward the action ground state under a
reasonable non-degeneracy condition. Numerical experiments have validated our theoretical findings,
demonstrating that the DGF scheme exhibits a clear exponential convergence behavior after the
solution enters a neighborhood of the ground state. The close agreement between the theoretical
predictions and the numerical results confirms the effectiveness and robustness of the DGF method
for computing defocusing action ground states. Future work will focus on extending this analysis
to the fully discrete setting, incorporating spatial discretization methods such as finite element or
pseudospectral approaches.
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