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A sim ple m ethod how to study response of solitons in

dissipative system sto externalim pulsiveperturbationsisde-

veloped.Thanksto nontrivialchoice ofsm allparam eter,the

perturbative schem e capturesgenuine nonlinearphenom ena.

The m ethod is developed and tested by num erical sim ula-

tions for kinks in 1+ 1 dim ensions and for skyrm ions in 2+ 1

dim ensions.Extension to m odelsincluding second ordertim e

derivativesisdiscussed.

Letus considera dissipative version ofthe �4 theory

in onespatialdim ension,which isde�ned,in appropriate

dim ensionlessunits,by the nonlinear�eld equation

@t� = @
2

x
� + 2[1� �

2
]� + �(t;x) : (1)

In the absenceofnoise,�(t;x)= 0,Eq.(1)adm itsstatic

kink solutions

�(t;x)= F (x)� tanh(x) : (2)

Antikinksaregiven by F (� x).

Spectrum ofkink excitations.

Sm all perturbations around the kink take the form

e�
t g(x). Linearization ofEq.(1) with respect to g(x),

for�(t;x)= 0,gives


g(x)= �
d2

dx2
g(x)+ [4�

6

cosh
2
(x)

]g(x) ; (3)

which lookslike a stationary Schr�odingerequation fora

potentialwellproblem . The eigenvaluesand eigenstates

can be tabulated as[1]


; g(x) ;

0; F
0
(x)=

1

cosh
2
(x)

;

3; B (x)�
sinh(x)

cosh
2
(x)

;

4+ k
2
;gk(x)� e

ikx
[1+

3iktanh(x)� 3tanh
2
(x)

1+ k2
] ; (4)

where k isa realm om entum . The zero m ode (
 = 0)is

separated by a gap from the �rstexcited state(
 = 3).
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N aive perturbation theory (N P T ).

Let us consider the response of the kink to a soli-

tary perturbation �(t;x) = �(t) (x). Let the unper-

turbed statebe�(t< 0;x)= F (x);integration ofEq.(1)

overtim e in an in�nitezim alneighborhood oft= 0 re-

sultsin theinitialcon�guration �(0+ ;x)= F (x)+  (x).

The function  (x) can be expanded in the basis (4) as

 (x)= ~ zF
0(x)+ ~ B B (x)+

R1

�1
dk ~ (k)gk(x). If (x)

is su�ciently sm all,such that Eq.(1) can be linearized

around �(t;x)= F (x)fort> 0,then theperturbed �eld

iswellapproxim ated by

�(t> 0;x)� F (x)+ ~ zF
0
(x)+ e

�3t ~ B B (x)+
Z 1

�1

dk e
�(4+ k

2
)t~ (k)gk(x) : (5)

Aftera su�ciently long tim e,ascom pared to the relax-

ation tim eofthe�rstexcited stateequalto 1=3,the�eld

relaxesto

�(1 ;x)� F (x)+ ~ zF
0
(x)� F [x + ~ z];

~ z =

R

dx F 0(x) (x)
R

dy F 0(y)F 0(y)
: (6)

The kink is shifted to a new position,the shift is given

by a projection ofthe initialperturbation  (x)onto the

kink’stranslationalzerom ode.Howeverplausibleitm ay

sound,thisresultisnotvery accurateeven forsm allper-

turbations. The reason is that the spectrum (4) is rel-

evant for perturbations around the initial kink at the

origin but it becom es less relevantas the kink drifts to

its �nallocation at � ~ z. The excited states in (4) are

notorthogonalto the zero m ode F 0[x + ~ z]ofthe �nal

kink.

Im proved perturbation theory (IP T ).

An appropriatechoiceofperturbation theory m ay im -

provetheaccuracy.Letusconsideragain thesinglekick

�(t;x)= �(t) (x)and letusrewritetheinitialperturbed

�eld in the following form

�(0
+
;x)� F (x)+  (x)= F (x � �

+
)+ �(0

+
;x) : (7)

Theaboveequation isjusta tautology,unlessweim pose

a constraint on the function �(0+ ;x). W e require the

function �(0+ ;x) to be orthogonalto the zero m ode of

the kink at�+ ,
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0 =

Z + 1

�1

dx F
0
(x � �

+
)�(0

+
;x) : (8)

Thisorthogonalityim pliesthat�(0+ ;x)can beexpressed

asacom bination oftheexcited statesin thecom pleteset

(4)shifted to �+ ,

�(0
+
;x)= ~�B B (x � �

+
)+

Z + 1

�1

dk ~�(k)gk(x � �
+
) :

(9)

Sofarwehavem adenoapproxim ation.Theperturbative

approxim ationisde�ned bytheassum ption that�(0+ ;x)

is su�ciently sm all,so that Eq.(1) can be linearized in

�(t;x)around F (x� �+ ).Thelinearized solution isgiven

by

�(t> 0;x)= ~�B e
�3t

B (x � �
+
)+

Z + 1

�1

dk ~�(k)e
�(4+ k

2
)t
gk(x � �

+
) : (10)

Aftera su�ciently long tim e�(1 ;x)= 0 and theinitial

condition on theR.H.S.ofEq.(7)evolvesinto F (x� �+ ).

Thus�+ isthe �nalposition ofthe kink afterperturba-

tion.

To �nd �+ , let us project Eq.(7) on the zero m ode

F 0(x � �+ ). Using Eq.(8)and the fact thatF (x) is or-

thogonalto F 0(x),weobtain

Z + 1

�1

dx F
0
(x � �

+
)[F (x)+  (x)]= 0 ; (11)

which can be furtherrewritten as

U (�
+
)+

Z + 1

�1

dx
 (x + �+ )

cosh
2
(x)

= 0 ; (12)

where U is the sm ooth,antisym m etric and m onotonic

function

U (�
+
)= 2[

1

tanh(�)
�

�

sinh
2
(�)

] : (13)

Already from the generalform of(12) it is clear,that

�+ is not linearly dependent on the m agnitude of the

perturbation  (x). This response is nonlinearalthough

weuse a sortofperturbation theory.

N um ericalsim ulation.

Beforewe proceed with generaldiscussion,letuscon-

sidersom equantitativeexam plesand com pareIPT pre-

dictionswith directnum ericalsim ulationsofEq.(1).W e

takethe perturbation in the form

 (x)= �
A

cosh
2
(x � y)

; (14)

where A is the am plitude and y the localization ofthe

perturbation.Eq.(12)takesthe form

A =
sinh

3
(�+ � y)[ 1

tanh(�+ )
�

�
+

sinh2(�+ )
]

2[(�+ � y)cosh(�+ � y)� sinh(�+ � y)]
: (15)

Fig.1 illustratesthedependenceoftheresponse�+ on

the am plitude A for a centralperturbation with y = 0.

IPT workswellup toA � 1,orup tosolitonshiftscom pa-

rablewith soliton size.Fig.2 showsthe data forA = 0:2

and y varying in the range� 2 < y < 2.Ifthe perturba-

tion hitsto therightofthekink,y > 0,and issuch that

the kink is driven to the right,A > 0,the response is

am pli�ed because the perturbed kink is
owing towards

the source ofthe perturbation. This positive feedback,

which ism issing in NPT,explainstheasym etry in Fig.2.

For som e y Eq.(15) does not have a unique solution

�+ = �+ (A)in the whole range ofA.Thisusually hap-

pens for jAj> 1,when the perturbation theory is not

reliablea priori.Asan exam ple,Fig.3 illustratesthe re-

sponse for y = 2 and A > 0. The theoreticalfunction

isnotunique around A � 1:3. Num ericalresultscoarse

grain over this singularity. The perturbation (14) with

y = 2createsavirtualantikink-kinkpairjusttotheright

oftheoriginalkink(2).Theresultisakink-antikink-kink

con�guration.Foraweak perturbation (A < 1:3)thean-

tikink annihilateswith therightkink,leavingtheoriginal

leftkink shifted a bitto the right. ForA > 1:3 the an-

tikink annihilatesthe originalleftkink,the netresultis

a hugeshiftto theright(�+ > A),m uch largerthan that

expected from NPT.Thisisagain the positive feedback

ofFig.2 but in a caricaturely enhanced form . This is a

genuinenonlinearresponseand itisam using to �nd that

IPT doescaptureitsessentialfeatures.

R esponse to subsequent perturbations.

�+ istheposition thekink relaxestoafterasu�ciently

long tim e. Before the �nalequilibrium is reached,the

function �(t;x),see Eq. (10),carriesinform ation about

the initialperturbation. This inform ation is lost after

roughly 1=3 units oftim e,which is the relaxation tim e

ofthebreatherB (x)(4).Asan exam ple,letusconsider

the kink perturbed by the noise

�(t;x)= �(t) (x)+ �(t� T) (x) ; (16)

where  (x)isgiven by (14)with,say,y = 0 and A > 0.

Atthe tim e t= T the �eld ishitforthe second tim e,

�(T
+
;x)= F (x � �

+
)+ �(T;x)+  (x)=

F (x � �
+ +

)+ ��(T
+
;x) ; (17)

while it stillrem em bers the �rst perturbation �(T;x).

Repeating stepsleading to (12),oneobtains
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U (�
+ +

� �
+
)+

Z + 1

�1

dx
 (x + �+ + )+ �(T;x + �+ + )

cosh
2
(x)

= 0 :

(18)

There are two lim iting cases. IfT = 0 the two kicks

add up to a solitary perturbation 2 (x).Ifthe function

�+ (A;y) is a solution ofEq.(15),then the �nalshift of

the kink can be expressed as �+ + (T = 0) = �+ (2A;0).

In the lim it T = 1 ,the kink has enough tim e to set-

tle down at �+ (A;0) after the �rst perturbation before

it is shifted by the second kick to �+ + (T = 1 ) =

�+ (A;0)+ �+ [A;� �+ (A;0)]. The two shifts are di�er-

ent,�+ + (T = 1 ) > �(T = 0). Fig.4 gives num erical

results for various values ofT. The lim it �+ + (T = 1 )

isessentially achieved forT greaterthan the relaxation

tim e ofthe breatherm ode (4),T > 1=3.Forshorterin-

tervalsT them em ory function �(T;x)in Eq.(18)cannot

be neglected.

Thesecond kick probestheposition ofthekink atthe

tim e T after the �rst perturbation. Roughly speaking,

the kink rem ains unshifted for T < 1=3, it jum ps to

�+ (A;0) for T > 1=3. The �(t)-like tim e shape ofour

im pulsem ay begood approxim ation forim pulseslasting

lessthan 1=3.

H igher order tim e derivatives.

IPT can be generalized to m odels with higher order

tim e derivatives.Forexam ple,a m odi�cation

@t� ! @t� + �@
2

t
� (19)

on the LHS ofEq.(1) changes the initialconditions af-

ter the perturbation �(t;x) = �(t) (x) to: �(0+ ;x) =

F (x) ; @t�(0
+ ;x) =  (x). The perturbed �eld can be

written as�(t> 0;x)= F (x� �+ )+ (A 1+ A 2e
�t=� )F 0(x�

�+ )+ R(t;x). R(t;x) can be expanded in the excited

stateswhich decay with tim e.For�+ to bethe�nalkink

position,�(1 ;x)= F (x� �+ ),wem ustdem and A 1 = 0.

This constraint plus the initialconditions result in the

following equation for�+

U (�
+
)+ �

Z + 1

�1

dx
 (x + �+ )

cosh
2
(x)

= 0 ; (20)

which isverysim ilartoEq.(12).Itisim portanttorealize

that the � ! 0 lim it ofEq.(20) does not give Eq.(12),

which holds for � = 0. The m ore generalm odelis dis-

continuousat� = 0.

W e have perform ed severalnum ericalsim ulations to

testEq.(20).Theaccuracy isthe sam easfor� = 0.

IP T and skyrm ions in 2+ 1 dim ensions.

O nce IPT has passed the tests forkinks,itwould be

interesting to check how it worksin higher dim ensional

m odels. Let us consider the di�usion equation in the

~x = (x1;x2)plane

@tM̂ = P
M̂
[�
�W

�M̂
+ �̂(t;~x)] ; (21)

where M̂ (t;~x)isa unit(M̂ M̂ = 1)m agnetization vector,

P
M̂
isaprojectoron thesubspaceorthogonalto M̂ ,W =

R

d2x w is the static energy functionalwith the energy

density

w =
1

2
@kM̂ @kM̂ +

1

2
a1(M

2

1 + M
2

2)+

1

4
a2[(@kM̂ @kM̂ )

2
� (@kM̂ @lM̂ )

2
] (22)

being a sum ofthe exchange,easy axis anisotropy and

Skyrm eenergy densitiesrespectively.Theenergy ism in-

im ized by the skyrm ion con�guration [2]

F̂ (x1;x2)= fsin[q(r)]cos�;sin[q(r)]sin�;cos[q(r)]g (23)

where (r;�) are polar coordinates in the (x1;x2) plane

and q(r) is a pro�le such that q(0)= � and q(1 )= 0.

q(r)hasbeen determ ined by a shooting m ethod fora1 =

1 and a2 = 0:1,the resultisshown in Fig.5.

The initial �eld after the perturbation �̂(t;~x) =

�(t)̂ (~x) is a bit com plicated because ofthe projector

on the RHS ofEq.(21). Atany point~x the integration

ofEq.(21)around t= 0 givesthe initialperturbed m ag-

netization

c� �
 ̂

ĵ j
F̂ ; c+ �

c� + tanh(ĵ j)

1+ c� tanh(ĵ j)
;

M̂ (t= 0
+
)= c+

 ̂

ĵ j
+

s

1� c2+

1� c2�
P  ̂

j ̂ j

[̂F ] : (24)

Sim ilarly asforkinks,com pare Eqs.(7,11),the �nalpo-

sition ~�+ ofthe skyrm ion can be found from the condi-

tion thatthe initialperturbed �eld isorthogonalto the

k = 1;2 translationalzero m odesofthe �nalskyrm ion

0=

Z

d
2
x M̂ (0

+
;~x)

@

@xk
F̂ (~x � ~�

+
) : (25)

W e perform ed num erical sim ulations of Eq.(21) for

the kick  ̂(~x) = � 0:3 @

@x1
F̂ (~x � ~y) with ~y = (y1;0) re-

stricted tothex1-axis.Asaresultoftheperturbation the

skyrm ion wasshifted to a new position at~�+ = (�
+

1
;0).

Thefunction �
+

1
(y1)ispresented in Fig.6.Them axim um

ofthefunction isshifted to therightand them inim a are

shifted to the leftasa resultofsim ilarpositivefeedback

asin Fig.2.

IPT workswellforskyrm ionsin 2+ 1dim ensions.The

m odel(21) can be generalized to,say,Landau-Lifshitz

equation with dissipation. M odi�cation ofthe LHS of

Eq.(21),@tM̂ ! @tM̂ + �M̂ � @tM̂ ,changes M̂ (0+ ;~x)

butthe condition (25)rem ainsthe sam e.
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R em arks.

The theory outlined abovecan be upgraded to a fully


edged theory ofsoliton di�usion driven by a random

noise.Anotherpossiblelineofdevelopm entisa general-

ization to the caseofdissipativem ultisolitons[3].
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FIG URE 1. �+ for the kink as a function ofA for

y = 0. Dashed line -NPT,solid line -IPT and dots -

num ericalsim ulation.
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FIG URE 2. �+ for the kink as a function of y for

A = 0:2.
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FIG URE 3. �+ for the kink as a function ofA for

y = 2.
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FIG URE 4. Num ericalsim ulation resultsfor�+ + af-

ter two subsequent perturbations separated by T as a

function ofT.Am plitude A= 0.3.
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FIG URE 5. The m agnetization M 3 = cos[q(r)]as a

function ofr.
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FIG URE 6.�
+

1
fortheskyrm ion asafunction ofy1 for

A = 0:3.Dashed line -NPT,solid line -IPT and dots-

num ericalsim ulation.
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