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W e investigate the presence ofdom ain walls in m odels described by three realscalar �elds. W e

search forstable defectstructureswhich m inim ize the energy ofthe static �eld con�gurations. W e

work outexplictorbitsin �eld space and �nd severalanalyticalsolutionsin allBPS sectors,som e

ofthem presenting internalstructuresuch astheappearenceofdefectsinsidedefects.W epointout

explicitapplicationsin high energy physics,and in otherbranchesofnonlinearscience.

PACS num bers:11.27.+ d,11.30.Q c

This paper deals with dom ain walls presenting inter-

nalstructure thatm ay engendernontrivialphenom ena.

Speci�cally weproposenew system softhreecoupled real

scalar�elds whose dynam icsare controlled by superpo-

tentialsin thebosonicsectorofsupersym m etrictheories.

Thesystem sallow fora m ultiplicity ofsolitonicsolutions

including thepresenceofdefectsinsidedefects,introduc-

ing new resultsthatlead to a variety ofapplicationsin

diverse�eldsofphysics,chem istry and biology.

Dom ain wallsm ay involveenergy scalesasdi�erentas

thosefound in �eldsofm agneticsystem s[1],nonequilib-

rium therm odynam ics[2]and cosm ology[3].Usually,do-

m ain wallsare im m ersionsin (3;1)dim ensionsoflinear

kink-like defects living in (1;1) dim ensions. These ex-

tended spatialstructuresarethebasicbuilding blocksto

describe the coexistence ofdi�erentdom ains orphases,

and they are usually m odeled by a set ofscalar �elds

playingtheroleoforderparam eterssatisfying am plitude

equations. They also appearin m odelsthatinclude su-

persym m etry [4,5,6,7]and supergravity [8,9].In par-

ticular,a great dealofattention has been given to the

restrictionsim posed by supersym m etry in the classi�ca-

tion and solution ofthe solitonic �eld equations { in a

supersym m etric theory one can categorize the topologi-

caldefectsasBPS and non-BPS states,according to the

workofBogom ol’nyiand ofPrasad and Som m er�eld [10].

In m odels described by a single realscalar �eld we

m ay distinguish atleasttwo classesofsystem s,onethat

supportsa singletypeofdefect,and theother,thatsup-

ports two or m ore di�erent defects. W e exem plify this

by recalling the �4 m odel,which supportsa single type

ofdefect,thetanh-likekink,and thedoublesine-G ordon

m odel,which m aysupporttwodi�erentdefects,thelarge

and thesm allkinks[11].O n theotherhand,m odelscon-

taining two orm orerealscalar�eldsgiveriseto atleast

two otherclassesofsystem s-thosethatsupportdefects

thatengenderinternalstructure [12,13]and,those that

supportjunctions ofdefects [4,6,7]. In the lattercon-

text,in Ref.[14],onehasinvestigated thepossibility ofa

regularhexagonalnetwork ofdefectstospringin am odel

described by two realscalar�elds. In Ref.[15]the idea

ofan hexagonalnetwork ofdefectto be nested inside a

topologicaldefect has been investigated in a m odelde-

scribed by three realscalar �elds. That investigation

hasshown thatwhen the hostdom ain wallis driven to

relaxtocylindricalorsphericalshape,thenested hexago-

nalnetwork could giveriseto structuresresem bling nan-

otubesorfulerenes,respectively.Sim ilarideashavebeen

recently presented in [16],in the case ofa soliton star

thatentrapsa fulerenelikenetwork ofdom ain walls,and

in [17],wheretheSkirm em odelisused to show thepres-

enceoffulerenelikestructuresin lightnuclei,and also in

[18],in the case ofsolutions ofthe Einstein equations

describing black holespierced by cosm icstrings,form ing

structuresthatvery m uch resem blethe Platonicsolids.

In Refs.[14,15]onehasgiven up supersym m etry,tocir-

cum ventissuesconcerningstability ofthenested network

ofdom ain walls. Here,however,we return to the basic

problem ,which concernsinvestigating m odelsdescribed

by threerealscalar�eldsin thebosonicportion ofsuper-

sym m etric theories. M odelswith three realscalar�elds

havebeen studied before,forinstance in an O (3)m odel

which adm itsunstable em bedded walls[19],and also in

[20],which investigatesstability ofkinks in a deform ed

O (3)linearsigm a m odel.O therm otivationsinclude the

possibilityofbuildingspatialjunctionsofdefects,instead

oftheplanarjunctionsconsidered in [6,7],and theissue

of�nding a hostdom ain wallthatentrapsa network of

defectswithin thefram ework ofsupersym m etry.To con-

structspatialjunctionsofdefectsone�rstrecallsthesim -

plerissue,ofcontructing planarjunctions.Aswe know,

wecan tile the plane with regularpolygonsin three dis-

tinct ways: with triangles,squares or hexagons. These

casesrequire junctionswith six,fourand three legs,re-

spectively. Thus,the two-�eld m odelshould engender

discreteZ6,Z4,orZ3 sym m etry.Interestingly,however,

wenoticethatthetriangularlatticeisdualto thehexag-

onallattice,and viceversa,and thatthe squared lattice

isself-dual.Thism eansthatthereisa dualrelation be-

tween the (triangular,square or hexagonal) disposition

ofm inim a in the two-�eld m odel,and the (hexagonal,

squareortriangular)latticem adewith thejunction that

spring with the very sam e m inim a. W e take this as a

guide to construct spatialjunctions ofdefects in three-
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�eld m odels,to �llspacewith regularpolyhedra.Before

investigating such issue,however,let us �rst dealwith

the m ore generalproblem of�nding topologicaldefects

in three-�eld m odelsengendering discretesym m etry.

In generalwe are interested in potentialsthatcan be

obtained in term sofsuperpotentials,in the form

V =
1

2
W

2

� +
1

2
W

2

� +
1

2
W

2

� (1)

where W �i
= @W =@�i,�i = �;�;�. The energy den-

sity forstaticsolutionsthatdepend on thesinglespatial

coordinatex can be written as

E(x)=
dW

dx
+
X

i

�
d�i

dx
� W �i

� 2

(2)

Itcan be m inim ized to giveE ab = j�W abj,with

�W ab = W a � W b (3)

where the indices identify vacuum states, such that

W a = W (��a;��a;��a) and so forth. This energy is the

energy ofBogom ol’nyi-Prasad-Som m er�eld (BPS) solu-

tions[10,21]. The BPS statesobey the �rstorderordi-

nary di�erentialequations

d�

dx
= W �;

d�

dx
= W �;

d�

dx
= W � (4)

W enow introducethem odel,given by thesuperpoten-

tialdepending on two realparam eters,r and s,

W = � �
1

3
�
3
� r�(�

2
+ �

2
)+ rs�

2
(5)

Here we are using dim ensionless space-tim e coordinates

and �elds.The corresponding potentialis

V =
1

2
(1� �

2
)
2
+ 2r

2
�
2
�
2
+
1

2
r
2
(�

2
+ �

2
)
2
+

� r(1� �
2
)(�

2
+ �

2
)+ 2r

2
(� � s)

2
�
2

(6)

Itm ay supporttwo,four,and six m inim a,depending on

the valuesofthe two realparam etersr 6= 0 and s 6= 0.

In the case ofsix m inim a,forr > 0 and � 1 < s < 1 we

get

v1;2 = (� 1;0;0) (7)

v3;4 =

 

0;�

r
1

r
;0

!

(8)

v5;6 =

 

s;0;�

r
1

r
(1� s2)

!

(9)

Them odelengenderstheZ2� Z2 sym m etry,correspond-

ingtoreectionsin the� and � axes.Thepresenceofthe

s-dependentterm in thesuperpotentialforbidsreection

sym m etry in the� axis.However,wenoticethattheop-

eration � ! � � leadsthesystem to a partnersystem ,in

which onechangess! � s.

Before studying the topologicalsolutions ofthis sys-

tem ,itis interesting to analyse the projectionsoverdi-

verse axis and planes. The projection ofthe potential

overthe � axisgives

V (�;0;0)=
1

2
(1� �

2
)
2

(10)

which is known to produce kink-like dom ain walls that

m ay hostinternalstructure.In the (�;�)planewehave

V (�;�;0) =
1

2
(1� �

2
)
2
+ 2r

2
�
2
�
2

� r(1� �
2
)�

2
+
1

2
r
2
�
4

(11)

W e seethatinside the dom ain wall

V (0;�;0)=
1

2
r
2

�
1

r
� �

2

� 2

(12)

and thatoutside the wall

V (� 1;�;0)= 2r
2
�
2
+
1

2
r
2
�
4

(13)

Thus,ifthe� �eld givesrisetoadom ain wall,then inside

thiswallthe� �eld generatesanotherdefect.Noticethat

thesquared m assesofthe� �eld insideand outsideofthe

dom ain wallare given by m 2

�(in) = 4r and m 2

�(out) =

4r2,showingthattheparam eterrm aybeused tocontrol

thepresenceofelem entary� m esonsinsideoroutsidethe

hostdom ain wall,accordingto rbeing greaterorsm aller

than unit,respectively.

Theprojection ofthepotentialin the(�;�)planegives

V (�;0;�) =
1

2
(1� �

2
)
2
+ 2r

2
(� � s)

2
�
2

� r(1� �
2
)�

2
+
1

2
r
2
�
4

(14)

which takes the following form s,inside and outside the

wall

V (0;0;�)=
1

2
+ r(2rs

2
� 1)�

2
+
1

2
r
2
�
4

(15)

V (� 1;0;�)= 2r
2
(1� s)

2
�
2
+
1

2
r
2
�
4

(16)

Clearly there is no spontaneous sym m etry breaking

(SSB) outside the host dom ain wall,but for 2rs2 < 1

there is SSB inside the host dom ain walland the sys-

tem m ay generate dom ain wallswith internalstructure.

The m ass ofthe � m eson inside the host wall,in this

case,readsm 2

�(in)= 4r(1� 2rs2).O utsidethehostwall

there is an asym m etry in the + and � sides which is

controlled by the vacua v1;2 = (� 1;0;0) and the m ass

ofthe � m eson is m 2

�(out;� )= 4r2(1� s)2. The s pa-

ram eter induces the asym m etry for the � m eson,since

itsm assdependson which side ofthewallthem eson is.

Despite thisasym m etry,the ratio m 2

�(in)=m
2

�(out;� )=
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(1=r)[(1� 2rs2)=(1� s)2]showsthatfor1=r< 1� 2jsj+ 3s2

the� m esonsprefertoliveinsidethehostwall.W enotice

thatthetwo conditions2rs2 < 1 and 1=r< 1� 2jsj+ 3s2

de�ne a large region in param eterspace,and fors very

sm allwehaver> 1+ 2jsj.Thespecialcasers2 = 1isalso

worth m entioning sinceitde�nesan interesting region in

param eterspace,in which thereareexplicitanalyticalso-

lutionsconnectingthem inim av3;4 tov5;6 by linearorbits

(seebelow).In thiscase,asdiscussedabove,thehostwall

cannotentrap topologicaldefectsbutthem assesofthe�

m esonscan beexplicitly com puted togivem 2

�(in)= 2=s2

inside the hostwalland m 2

�(out;� )= 4(1� s)2=s4 out-

side.Thus,m 2

�(in)=m
2

�(out;� )= (1=2)[s=(1� s)]2,show-

ingthat,even withoutexplicitSSB butwith ssu�ciently

sm all,the � m esons prefer to live inside the host wall.

The fact that � m esons prefer to live inside the wallis

new,it does not appear in the other case,in the plane

(�;�). M ore im portantly,although s induces an asym -

m etry for the � �eld,we m ay controlboth r and s to

entrap � m esonsinsidethe hostwall,in a way such that

theydonotperceivetheasym m etrythem odelengenders.

The m odelde�ned by Eq.(5) has severaltopological

sectors.AllthesectorsareBPS,exceptthoseconnecting

the m inim a v3 to v4 and v5 to v6,which are ofthe non

BPS type. The energiesofthe BPS sectorsare given as

follows.In the v1;2 m inim a sectorwe haveE
1

B P S
= 4=3.

In the sectors connecting v1;2 to v3;4 we have E 2

B P S
=

2=3.Forthe connectionsbetween v1;2 and v5;6

E
�
B P S

(s)=
2

3
� s

�

1�
1

3
s
2

�

(17)

and forconnectionsbetween v3;4 and v5;6

E B P S(s)= jsj

�

1�
1

3
s
2

�

(18)

W enoticethattheseenergiesdo notdepend on r.They

are plotted below,to show their behavior with the pa-

ram eter s. Eq.(18) shows that the lim it s ! 0 turns

to zero the energy in the sector connecting the m inim a

(0;�
p
1=r;0) and (s;0;�

p
(1� s2)=r). This is so be-

cause in the lim it s ! 0 these m inim a degenerate to a

continuum setofm inim a,which m ay be connected with

no energy cost,according to the G oldstone theorem . It

is interesting to see that E
+

B P S
(s > 0)� E B P S(s > 0)

and E
�
B P S

(s < 0)� E B P S(s < 0) do not depend on

s, and that there are two speci�c values of s [s =

� �s, with �s3 � 3�s + 1 = 0, 0 < �s < 1] for which

E B P S(� �s)= E
�
B P S

(� �s);for these two values the ener-

gies ofallthe BPS sectors becom e equally spaced,or-

dered as E 1

B P S
, E

+

B P S
for s > 0 or E

�
B P S

for s <

0; E 2

B P S
; and E

�
B P S

for s > 0 or E
+

B P S
for s < 0,

with the values4=3;1;2=3;1=3,respectively.

Letusnow exam inethepresenceofdefectsin thes6= 0

case.The BPS statesobey the �rstorderequations

d�

dx
= 1� �

2
� r(�

2
+ �

2
) (19)
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FIG .1: Energies ofthe BPS states given by Eqs.(17) and

(18)asfunctionsofthe param eters.

d�

dx
= � 2r�� (20)

d�

dx
= � 2r(� � s)� (21)

In the sectorconnecting them inim a v1;2 therearetopo-

logicalsolutionsthatcom efrom astraightlineorbitwith

� = � = 0,which isdescribed by �(x)= tanh(x). This

is the one-�eld kink solution for the system projected

into the � axis that generates the dom ain wallhosting

the other�elds,aswereferred to above.Forthe system

projected in the (�;�)planewe getthe superpotential

W (�;�)= � �
1

3
�
3
� r��

2
(22)

This m odelwas�rst exam ined in [21],and also in [22].

In thiscasealltheorbitsin (�;�)planecan beobtained

explicitly,asitwasrecently shown in Ref.[25].

Forthesystem projected in the(�;�)planethesuper-

potentialis

W (�;�)= � �
1

3
�
3
� r(� � s)�

2
(23)

Itgivesriseto the �rstorderequations

d�

dx
= 1� �

2
� r�

2
(24)

d�

dx
= � 2r(� � s)� (25)

To �nd solutions that connect the m inim a v1;2 to v5;6

wefollow theapproach developed in Ref.[26].W efound

straightline orbitsconnecting these m inim a with

� = �

r
1

r

1+ s

1� s
(1� �) (26)

and

� = �

r
1

r

1� s

1+ s
(1+ �) (27)
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For the �rst trajectories,Eq.(26),there are BPS states

for1=r= 1� s.They are

�(x) =
1

2
(1+ s)+

1

2
(1� s)tanh(x) (28)

�(x) = �
1

2
(1� s)

p
1+ s[1� tanh(x)] (29)

They obey �(x ! � 1 ) ! s and �(x ! � 1 ) ! (1 �

s)
p
1+ s,and �(x ! 1 ) ! 1 and �(x ! � 1 ) ! 0.

Thus,they connect(s;0;�
p
(1� s2)(1� s))to (1;0;0).

Forthesecond trajectories,Eq.(27),thereareBPS states

for1=r= 1+ s.They are

�(x) = �
1

2
(1� s)+

1

2
(1+ s)tanh(x) (30)

�(x) = �
1

2
(1+ s)

p
1� s[1+ tanh(x)] (31)

They connect(� 1;0;0)to (s;0;�
p
(1� s2)(1+ s)).

Thereareotherorbitsconnecting them inim a v1;2 and

v5;6.W e found the following parabolictrajectories

�
2
=

1

2r
(1� s

2
)(1� �) (32)

giving riseto BPS statesconnecting the m inim a forr=

1=4.They havethe form

�(x) =
1

2
(1+ s)+

1

2
(1� s)tanh[x=L

�
(s)] (33)

�(x) = � [2(1� s
2
)]
1=2

f1� tanh[x=L
�
(s)]g

1=2
(34)

and

�(x) = �
1

2
(1� s)+

1

2
(1+ s)tanh[x=L

+
(s)] (35)

�(x) = � [2(1� s
2
)]
1=2

f1+ tanh[x=L
+
(s)]g

1=2
(36)

whereL� (s)= 2=(1� s)givethewidth ofthetopological

defects.

W e also found three-�eld BPS states connecting the

m inim a v3;4 to v5;6. This is even harder, because no

�eld can vanish along any sm ooth orbitconnecting v3;4

to v5;6.W e�rstnoticethattherearefourdi�erentways

to connect (0;�
p
1=r;0) and (s;0;�

p
(1� s2)=r). W e

found straightline orbitsdescribed by

� � s
p
r� � s= 0 (37)

and

r
1

r
(1� s2)� � s� = 0 (38)

which im ply that

� +
p
1� s2� �

r
1

r
(1� s2)= 0 (39)

Theseorbitsalsoprojectasstraightlinesegm entsin each

one ofthe three planes(�;�),(�;�)and (�;�). W e use

them to rewriteEq.(19)in the form

d�

dx
=
2

s

�

� �
1

s
�
2

�

(40)

which issolved by

�(x)=
s

2
[1+ tanh(x=s)] (41)

Theothersolutionsare

�(x) = �
1

2

r
1

r
[1� tanh(x=s)] (42)

�(x) = �
1

2

r
1

r
(1� s2)[1+ tanh(x=s)] (43)

They requirethatrs2 = 1.

Aswe have shown,we have been able to �nd explicit

BPS solutionsin alltheBPS sectorsofam odeldescribed

by three realscalar �eld with discrete sym m etry. The

presenceoftheparam etersrestrictsthesym m etry ofthe

m odeltoZ2� Z2,sinces6= 0forbidsreection sym m etry

along the � axis. For this reason, now we study the

behaviorofthe system in the lim its ! 0. In this case

the superpotential(5)becom es

W = � �
1

3
�
3
� r�(�

2
+ �

2
) (44)

The corresponding potentialsupports the two m inim a

(� 1;0;0),and also (0;
p
1=rcos�;

p
1=rsin�),which de-

�nesa circle in the (�;�)plane for� 2 [0;2�).The �rst

orderequationsare

d�

dx
= 1� �

2
� r(�

2
+ �

2
) (45)

d�

dx
= � 2r�� (46)

d�

dx
= � 2r�� (47)

There are solutions connecting the m inim a (� 1;0;0).

O ne ofthem isgiven by � = � = 0 and �(x)= tanh(x).

Itsenergy is4=3,and itm ay giveriseto adom ain wallin

(3;1) space-tim e dim ensions. There are other solutions

connecting the m inim a (� 1;0;0),with the sam e energy

ofthe abovesolution.They aregiven by

�(x) = tanh(2rx) (48)

�(x) = �

r
1

r
� 2

cos�

cosh(2rx)
(49)

�(x) = �

r
1

r
� 2

sin�

cosh(2rx)
(50)

They form an ellipticalsurface,and in Fig.[2]wedepict

thesesolutionsin the caser= 1=6 and � = �=6.
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FIG .2: The BPS solution described by Eqs.(48),(49),and

(50),forr= 1=6 and � = �=6.

W e notice that this three-�eld solution m ay be used

to describe three-wave param etric solitons in quadratic

nonlinearm edia[27].M oreover,thefactthat� and � are

non-vanishingforx ! 0indicatesthatthewallgenerated

by the � �eld m ay entrap both � and � in itsinterior{

seeRefs.[12,13,15]forfurtherdetails.

There are other solutions, connecting the m inim a

(� 1;0;0)to(0;
p
1=rcos�;

p
1=rsin�)through parabolic

surfaces. Som e of them are, for r = 1=4, and for

�2 + �2 = (1=4)(1� �)

�(x) =
1

2
(1+ tanh(x=2)) (51)

�(x) = � cos�
p
2(1� tanh(x=2)) (52)

�(x) = � sin�
p
2(1� tanh(x=2)) (53)

and also,for�2 + �2 = (1=4)(1+ �)

�(x) = �
1

2
(1� tanh(x=2)) (54)

�(x) = � cos�
p
2(1+ tanh(x=2)) (55)

�(x) = � sin�
p
2(1+ tanh(x=2)) (56)

Thesesolutionshavethesam eenergy,given by thevalue

2=3.Thisisone-halfthevalueoftheenergyin theform er

sector,de�ned by the m inim a (� 1;0;0).

W e notice thatthe potentialgenerated by W (�;�;�)

asin Eq.(44)issuch that

V (0;�;�)=
1

2
r
2

�
1

r
� �

2
� �

2

� 2

(57)

It shows that the dom ain wallgenerated by the � �eld

m ay entrap theothertwo �eldsin itsinterior,giving rise

to a m odelwhere one can have SSB ofthe continuum ,

globalU (1)sym m etry.In Eqs.(45),(46),and (47),ifwe

change � ! � cos� and � ! � cos�,for � constant we

getto the equationsd�=dx = 1� �2 � r�2 and d�=dx =

� 2r��,which aresim ilartothe�rstorderequationsthat

appearin them odelrepresented by Eq.(22),thuswecan

follow Ref.[25]to �nd allthe BPS statesofthe m odel.

Thecontinuum ,globalU (1)sym m etry thatappearfor

s = 0 can be further explored. For instance,we notice

that in (3;1) space-tim e dim ensions the host wall�(x)

dependsonly on x,and m ay entrap the othertwo �elds

in two spatialdim ensions.Now,ifwe letthe continuum

sym m etrythatappearin the(�;�)planetobecom elocal,

and ifwe startwith allthe needed physicalingredients,

the m odelgivesrise to a hostdom ain wallthatentraps

a planarsystem ,driving us forinstance to the scenario

wheretheso-called Callan-Harvey e�ect[23]m ay spring

very naturally. W e recallthat the Callan-Harvey e�ect

concernsanom aly cancelation in (2;1)space-tim edim en-

sions due to the presence ofa dom ain wallm ass to a

ferm ionic �eld, and we quote Ref.[24]for an Abelian

version ofthise�ect.Thisissueispresently underinves-

tigation,and we hopeto reporton itin the nearfuture.

Another line ofinvestigation concerns the high tem -

perature e�ects,which m ay drive the system to phase

transitions. This line m ay follow the two last work in

Ref.[13],which dealwith thetherm ale�ectsin thecase

oftworealscalar�elds.Furtherm ore,sincethehigh tem -

perature e�ectsare obtained a la M atsubara,which isa

com pacti�cation process,wecan also considerm oregen-

eralpossibilities[28],in which oneinvestigatesthee�ec-

tive potentialin the case two orm ore dim ensionsofthe

originalspace-tim e are com pacti�ed. Sim ilarideashave

been introduced in [29]forbosonsand ferm ions,exam in-

ing the tem perature inversion sym m etry. Thisdirection

bringsotherissuessincetogetherwith theusualtherm al

e�ects,we are also investigating e�ectsofcom pacti�ca-

tion ofoneorm orespatialdim ensions.

The presence of topological sectors depends on the

m anifold ofvacuum statesofthe system ,and this indi-

catesthatourinvestigationsarem odel-dependent.Thus

wecan build otherthree-�eld m odels,exploring thepos-

sibility of�nding spatialjunctionsofdefects,which m ay

allow thatwe�llspacewith solid structures,generalizing

the idea oftiling the planewith regularpoligons.In the

plane there arean in�nity ofregularpolygons,although

only three ofthem are capable oftiling the plane. In

space,however,there are only �ve regular polyhedra {

the �vePlatonicsolids{ and the issueisthen which are

capable of�lling space,and how we can generate them

within thecontextofthree-�eld m odels.Theseand other

related issuesare presently underconsideration,and we

hopeto reporton them in the nearfuture.
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