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W e discuss the m ode spectrum in both the determ inistic and noisy Burgers equations in one

dim ension.Sim ilarto recentinvestigationsofvortex depinning in superconductors,thespectrum is

given by a non-Herm itian eigenvalueproblem which isrelated to a ‘quantum ’problem by a com plex

gauge transform ation. The soliton pro�le in the Burgers equation serves as a com plex gauge �eld

engendering a m ode transm utation ofdi�usive m odes into propagating m odes and giving rise to a

dynam icalpinning oflocalized m odesaboutthe solitons.

PACS num bers:05.10.G g,05.45.-a,64.60.Ht,05.45.Yv

The noisy Burgers equation and the related K ardar-

Parisi-Zhang (K PZ) equation provide a continuum de-

scription ofan intrinsically nonequilibrium noise-driven

system .Assuch they delim itan interesting classofsys-

tem sfarfrom equilibrium .Speci�cally,theequationsap-

ply to thegrowth ofan interfaceeitherdueto a random

driveorsubjectto random environm ents.

In the case of one spatial dim ension, which is our

concern here, the Burgers equation for the localslope

u = r h hasthe form [1]

�

@

@t
� �ur

�

u = �r 2
u + r � ; (1)

Therelated K PZ equation fortheheighth [2]is@h=@t=

�r 2h+ (�=2)(r h)2+ �.Thedam ping constant� charac-

terizesthelineardi�usiveterm .Thecoupling strength �

controls the nonlinear growth or m ode coupling term .

The noise � is spatially short-ranged G aussian white

noise correlated according to h�(xt)�(00)i = ��(x)�(t)

and characterized by the strength �.

The stochastic equation (1)and itsK PZ version have

been studied intensively in particularin recentyearsand

m uch insightconcerning thepattern form ation and scal-

ing properties engendered by these equations has been

gained on the basisofi)�eld theoreticalapproaches[3],

ii)m apping to directed polym ers[4],and iii)m apping to

the asym m etricexclusion m odel[5].

In recentworks[6]we advanced a M artin-Siggia-Rose

based canonicalphasespaceapproach to thenoisy Burg-

ersequation (1).Thism ethod appliesin the weak noise

lim it� ! 0 and replacethestochasticBurgersequation

(1)by two coupled determ inistic m ean �eld equations

�

@

@t
� �ur

�

u= �r 2
u � r2p ; (2)

�

@

@t
� �ur

�

p= � �r2p ; (3)

for the slope �eld u and a canonically conjugate noise

�eld p,characterizing the noise �. The �eld equations

derive from a principle ofleastaction with Ham iltonian

density H = p(�r 2u+ �ur u� (1=2)r2p)and determ ine

orbits in a canonicalphase space spanned by u and p.

M oreover,the action associated with a �nite tim e orbit

from u0 to u,S =
Rt;u

0;u0
dtdx(p@u=@t� H ),provides di-

rectaccessto the transition probability P (u0 ! u;t)/

exp[� S=�]and associated correlations;an im portantas-

pectwhich waspursued in [6].

O n the ‘zero noise’m anifold forp = 0 the �eld equa-

tion (2)reducesto the noiselessBurgersequation [7]

�

@

@t
� �ur

�

u = �r 2
u ; (4)

which asa nonlinearevolution equation exhibiting tran-

sientpattern form ation hasbeen used to m odel‘turbu-

lence’and forexam plegalaxy form ation [8],seealso [9].

In this Letter we discuss two new features associated

with the pattern form ation in the Burgers equation in

both thenoiselesscase(4)and thenoisy casein term sof

(2)and (3).W efocuson theinterplay between localized

nonlinearsolitonm odesand superposed linearm odesand

show the soliton-induced i) m ode transm utation ofdif-

fusive m odes into propagating m odes and ii) dynam ical

pinning oflinearm odesaboutthe solitons. Detailswill

appearelsewhere.

Itisa feature ofthe nonlineargrowth term sthatthe

�eld equations(2)and (3)adm itnonlinearlocalized soli-

ton solutions,in the static caseofthe kink-likeform

u
�
s = �utanh[ksx]; ks =

�u

2�
; �= � 1 : (5)

The index � labelsthe righthand soliton for� = 1 with

ps = 0,also a solution ofthe dam ped noiselessBurgers
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equation for� = 0;and the noise-excited lefthand soli-

ton for� = � 1 with ps = 2�us,a solution ofthe grow-

ing (unstable) noiseless Burgers equation for � ! � �.

The am plitude-dependent wavenum ber ks sets the in-

verse soliton length scale. Noting that the �eld equa-

tions(2)and (3)areinvariantundertheslope-dependent

G alilean transform ation

x ! x � �u0t; u ! u + u0 ; (6)

propagatingsolitonsaregenerated by theG alilean boost

(6). Denoting the rightand leftboundary valuesby u+
and u� ,respectively,thepropagatingvelocity isgiven by

the soliton condition

u+ + u� = � 2v=� : (7)

It follows from the quasi-particle representation ad-

vanced in [6],seealso [10],thata generalinterfaceslope

pro�le u = us + �u at a particular instant can be rep-

resented by a dilute gas ofsolitons am plitude-m atched

according to (5)with superposed linearm odes�u.Fora

con�guration consisting ofn solitonswethen have

us =
2�

�

n
X

p= 1

kp tanhjkpj(x � vpt� xp); (8)

where we have introduced the m ean am plitude of the

p-th soliton kp = (�=4�)(up+ 1 � up),up+ 1 and up are

the boundary values. The velocity of the p-th soli-

ton is vp = � (�=2)(up+ 1 + up), xp is the center of

m ass,and we are assum ing vanishing boundary condi-

tions u1 = un+ 1 = 0. Note that the con�guration (8)

is only valid at tim es in between soliton collisions;the

interface changes dynam ically subject to the conserva-

tion ofenergy,m om entum ,and totalarea
R

dx u under

the slope pro�le. The num ber ofsolitons,however,is

notconserved,see [6,10].In Fig 1.we have depicted an

n-soliton con�guration

Us

U1

Vp

Xp Un

Un+1

Up+1

Up

X

FIG .1. W e depict an n-soliton slope con�guration of

a growing interface. The p-th soliton m oves with velocity

vp = � (�=2)(up+ 1 + up),hasboundary valueu+ and u� ,and

iscentered atxp. The arrows on the horizontalinter-soliton

segm entsindicate the propagation oflinearm odes.

In ordertodiscussthelinearm odespectrum aboutthe

soliton con�guration us itisconvenientto introducethe

shifted noise�eld ’

p = �(u � ’); (9)

The�eld equations(2)and (3)then assum ethesym m et-

ricalform ,also discussed in [10],

�

@

@t
� �ur

�

u = �r 2
’ ; (10)

�

@

@t
� �ur

�

’ = �r 2
u : (11)

In the linearEdwards-W ilkinson case [11]for� = 0 the

�eld equations readily support a di�usive m ode spec-

trum of extended growing and decaying m odes, u �

’ / exp(� �k2t)exp(ikx), i.e., u = [A exp(� �k2t)+

B exp(�k2t)]exp(ikx), consistent with the phase space

interpretation discussed in [6].

Expanding aboutus and the associated noise �eld ’s

(’�s = �u�
s for�= � 1),

’s =
2�

�

n
X

p= 1

jkpjtanhjkpj(x � vpt� xp); (12)

u = us + �u and ’ = ’s + �’, the superposed lin-

ear m ode spectrum is governed by the coupled non-

Herm itian eigenvalueequations

�

@

@t
� �usr

�

�u = �r 2
�’ + �(r us)�u ; (13)

�

@

@t
� �usr

�

�’ = �r 2
�u + �(r ’s)�u : (14)

In the inter-soliton m atching regions ofconstant slope

�eld r us = r ’s = 0 and the equations (13) and

(14) decouple as in the Edwards-W ilkinson case. Set-

ting us = u and and searching for solutions of the

form �u;�’ / exp(� Ekt)exp(ikx) we obtain �u �

�’ / exp(� E
�

k
t)exp(ikx), i.e.,�u = [A exp(� E

+

k
t)+

B exp(� E
�

k
t)]exp(ikx), where the com plex spectrum

characteristic ofa non-Herm itian eigenvalue problem is

given by

E
�

k
= � �k

2 � i�uk : (15)

Introducing the phase velocity v = �u the �u m ode cor-

respondsto a propagatingwavewith both a growingand

decaying com ponent

�u / (Ae
� �k

2
t
+ B e

�k
2
t
)e

ik(x+ vt)
: (16)

Thepresenceofthenonlinearsoliton pro�lethusgives

riseto a m ode transm utation in the sense thatthe di�u-

sive m ode in the Edwards-W ilkinson case istransm uted

to a propagating m ode (16)in the Burgerscase. Asin-

dicated in Fig. 1 the linearm ode propagatesto the left

for u > 0 and to the right for u < 0. W e note in par-

ticularthatfora static righthand soliton u� = � u and

the m ode propagates towards the soliton center which

2



thus acts like a ‘sink’;for a static lefthand soliton the

situation isreversed,them odepropagatesawayfrom the

soliton which in thiscaseplaysthe roleofa ‘source’.

In the soliton region the slope �eld variesovera scale

given by k� 1s and wem ustaddresstheequations(13)and

(14).Introducing the auxiliary variables

�X
�
= �u � �’ ; (17)

they takethe form

�
@�X �

@t
=

� D

�

�
�

2�
us

�

�X
� �

�

2
(r us � r ’s)�X

�
; (18)

whereD (� �us=2�)isthe ‘gauged’Schr�odingeroperator

D

�

�
�

2�
us

�

= � �(r �
�

2�
us)

2
+

�

4�
u
2
s �

�

2
r ’s (19)

forthe m otion ofa particle in the potential(�=4�)u2s �

(�=2)r ’ s subjectto a gauge�eld (�=2�)us given by us.

In the regions ofconstant slope �eld r us = r ’s =

0, us = u, D (� �us=2�) ! � �(r � �u=2�)2 +

(�=4�)u2 and searching forsolutionsoftheform �X � /

exp(� Ekt)exp(ikx) we recover the spectrum (15). In

the soliton region r ’�s = �r u�
s,� = � 1,and one of

the equations(18)decouplesdriving the otherequation

param etrically.

In order to pursue the analysis of(18) we note that

the gauge �eld �us=2� in the Schr�odingeroperatorcan

be absorbed by m eans of the gauge or Cole-Hopf[12]

transform ation

U = exp

�

�
�

2�

Z

dx us

�

: (20)

Using the relation D (� �us=2�)= U � 1D (0)U � 1 we ob-

tain the Herm itian eigenvalueequations

�
@�X �

@t
=

� U
� 1
D (0)U

� 1
�X

� �
�

2
(r us � r ’s)�X

�
; (21)

which are readily analyzed in term s ofthe spectrum of

D (0)discussed in [9].

The exponent or generator in the gauge transform a-

tion (20)sam plesthe area underthe slope pro�le us up

to the point x. For x ! 1 U ! exp[� �M =2�],where

M =
R

dx us is the totalarea;according to (1) or (2)

M is a conserved quantity. In term s ofthe height�eld

h,u = r h,M = h(+ L)� h(� L)isequalto the height

o�set acrossa system ofsize L,i.e.,a conserved quan-

tity undergrowth.Inserting thesoliton pro�leus (8)the

transform ation U factorizes in contributions from local

solitons,i.e.,

U =

n
Y

p= 1

U
signkp
p ;Up = cosh

� 1
kp(x � vpt� xp): (22)

Focusingon aparticularsoliton contribution totheinter-

facewith boundaryvaluesu+ and u� and forconvenience

located at xp = 0 the analysis is m ost easily organized

by �rstperform ing a G alilean transform ation (6)to a lo-

calrestfram eby shifting theslope�eld by (u+ + u� )=2,

corresponding to the velocity given by (7). The static

soliton isthen given by (5),u� = � u,and

D (0)= � �r2 + �k
2
s

�

1� 2=cosh
2
ksx

�

; (23)

describing the m otion ofa particle in the attractive po-

tential� 2�k2s=cosh
2
ksx whosespectrum isknown.

Denoting theeigenvalueproblem D (0)	 n = 
n	 n the

spectrum ofD (0)iscom posed ofazero-energy
0 = 0lo-

calized state	 0 / cosh
� 1

ksx,yielding thesoliton trans-

lation m ode lifting the broken translationalsym m etry,

and a band 	 k / exp(iksx)sk(x) of extended phase-

shifted scattering m odeswith energy


k = �(k
2
+ k

2
s): (24)

sk(x)= (k+ ikstanhksx)=(k� iks)isam odulation ofthe

planewavestate;forx ! 1 sk(x)! exp(i�k),where�k

isthe phaseshiftofthe wave.

Inserting r ’�s = �r u�
s the uctuations

�~X
�
= U

� �
p �X

�
; Up = cosh

� 1
ksx (25)

then satisfy the Herm itian eigenvalueequations

�
@�~X �

@t
= � D (0)�~X

� � �(�� 1)�~X
�
; (26)

which decouple and are analyzed by expanding �~X � on

theeigenstates	 n.Fortherighthand soliton for�= + 1

and focusing on the plane wave com ponent, ignoring

phase shift e�ects,we obtain in particular the uctua-

tions

�X
+
= (Ae

� 
 k t+ B e

 k t)e

ikx
cosh

� 1
ksx ; (27)

�X
�
= B


k

�
e

 k te

ikx
coshksx : (28)

Forrealk them odes�X � aredi�usiveand thespectrum


k = �(k2 + k2s)exhibitsa gap �k2s proportionalto the

soliton am plitudesquared.M oreover,thegaugetransfor-

m ation Up givesriseto a spatialm odulation oftheplane

waveform which allowsusto extend thespectrum by an

analyticalcontinuation in thewavenum berk.In particu-

larby setting k ! k� iks for�X
� and noting that�X �

decouple forx � k� 1s we have 
k ! �k2 � 2i�kks and

exp(ikx)cosh
� 1

ks ! const and we achieve a m atching

to the extended propagating m odes in the inter-soliton

regions. A sim ilaranalysisappliesto the lefthand soli-

ton for�= � 1 and thegaugetransform ation (22)allows

foracom pleteanalysisofthelineaructuation spectrum

aboutthe m ulti-soliton con�guration us.
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The last issue we wish to address is the uctuation

spectrum in the noiselesscase,extending the analysisin

[9]. In this case we only have the righthand soliton for

�= + 1and thesoliton and associated uctuationslieon

the zero-noise m anifold forp = 0. There isno coupling

to the ‘noisy’m odes i.e.,u = ’, �u = �’ = �X + =2,

and �X � = 0,and the uctuationsaregiven by (27)for

B = 0 (ignoring phaseshifte�ects)

�u = �X
+
=2 / e

� 
 k te
ikx

cosh
� 1

ksx : (29)

It is an essential feature of the non-Herm itian eigen-

value problem (18) characterizing noisy nonequilibrium

growth, and in the noiseless case of transient growth

yielding(29)thattherealspectrum (24)can beextended

into thecom plex eigenvalueplane.Thisisdueto theen-

velope cosh
� 1

ksx which gives rise to a spatialfallo�.

Setting k ! k+ i�,
 k ! E k;�,where

E k;� = �(k
2
+ k

2
s � �

2
)+ 2i�k� : (30)

For j�j < ks we have a band of localized uctuations

dynam ically pinned to the soliton. The m odes are ex-

ponentially dam ped with a dam ping constant given by

the realpartofE k;�,ReE k;� = �(k2s � �2). The im ag-

inary partofE k;�,Im E k;� = 2�k�,com bined with the

phase ikx yields a propagating wave with phase veloc-

ity 2��,�nally thespatialrangeofthem ode isgiven by

(ks� �)� 1.For�= 0 thespectrum isreal,thephaseve-

locity vanishes,therangeisk� 1s ,and thelocalized m ode

is sym m etric and purely di�usive with a gap k2s. For

�= ks,theborderlinecase,theuctuationsareextended

in spaceand purely propagatingwith a gaplessspectrum

�k2.Forinterm ediate � valuesthe m odesare propagat-

ing with localized envelopes.In Fig.2 wehavedepicted

the com plex eigenvaluespectrum .

���

���

���

���

���

���

 Im Ek,κ

damped

νks
2

κ=ks

κ<ks

κ=0
ReEk,κ

κ > -ks

κ= -ks

FIG .2. W e depict the the com plex eigenvalue spectrum

forthe dam ped m odesin the noiselessBurgersequation.O n

the boundaries � = � ks the m odes are extended and prop-

agating. The shaded area indicates propagating m odes with

localized envelopes. For� = 0 the m ode issym m etricaland

purely di�usive.

In this Letter we have analyzed two aspects of the

interplay between linear superposed m odes and nonlin-

earsoliton excitationsin thenoiselessand noisy Burgers

equationsdescribingtransientand stationarynonequilib-

rium growth,respectively. Both aspects are intim ately

related to thenon-Herm itian characteroftheeigenvalue

problem .The�rstaspectisa linearm odetransm utation

where the di�usive non-propagating m odesin the linear

Edwards-W ilkinson caseowing to the solitonsaretrans-

m uted to propagating extended m odes in the nonlinear

Burgerscase.The second aspectisa dynam icalpinning

ofa band oflocalized m odesto the solitons. W e �nally

note thatsim ilaraspectsare also encountered in recent

work on the transverse M eissnere�ectand ux pinning

in superconductors.Heretheuniform gauge�eld isgiven

by the transverse m agnetic �eld wherasin ourcase the

nonlinear soliton pro�le provides the nonuniform gauge

�eld.
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