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A bstract

A m odelofsoliton-defect interactions in the sine-G ordon equations

is studied using singular perturbation theory. M elnikov theory is used

to derive a criticalvelocity for strong interactions,which is shown to be

exponentially sm allforweak defects.M atched asym ptotic expansionsfor

nearly heteroclinic orbits are constructed for the initialvalue problem ,

which are then used to derive analyticalform ulasforthe locationsofthe

wellknown two-and three-bounce resonance windows,aswellasseveral

otherphenom ena seen in num ericalsim ulations.

1 T he two-bounce resonance

The two-bounce resonance isa phenom enon displayed by m any non-integrable

system s in which a solitary wave interacts either with another solitary wave

or else with a localized defect in the m edium through which it propagates.

Fei,K ivshar,and V�azquezstudy the two-bounceresonancein the sine-G ordon

equation perturbed by a localized nonlineardefect[8].

utt� uxx + sinu = ��(x)sinu: (1.1)

K ink solitons are initialized propagating (num erically) toward a defect with

velocity vi and allowed to interact with the defect. Then one oftwo things

m ight happen: either the soliton is trapped and com es to rest at the defect

location,orelseitescapesand propagatesaway at�nitespeed vf.(Thesoliton

cannot be destroyed by the interaction because it is de�ned by its boundary

conditionsatin�nity.) They �nd thatthere existsa criticalvelocity vc. K ink

solitonswith initialvelocity greaterthan vc passby the defect. M ostsolitons

with initialspeedsbelow thevc aretrapped,rem ainingatthedefectforalltim es

aftertheinteraction tim e.However,thereexistbandsofinitialvelocities,known
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Figure 1.1:The outputvs. inputvelocitiesofsine-G ordon solitonsinteracting

with a delta-welldefect,from [8],reprinted with perm ission.

asresonancewindows,forwhich thekink isre
ected by thedefect,ratherthan

being trapped.Thisissum m arized in Figure1.1,taken from theirpaper.

A phenom enologicalexplanation for this phenom enon (in the context of

kink-antikink interactions in nonlinear K lein-G ordon equations) was given by

Cam pbellet.al.[4,19,3,2]in a series ofofpapers. They use very elegant

physicalreasoning to argue thatthe resonance windowsare due to a resonant

interaction between the m ovem entofthe kink-antikink pairin an e�ective po-

tential,and shapem odesoscillating aboutthekinks.Feiet.al.givean analysis

ofthe two-bounceresonancephenom enon which relieson a variationalapprox-

im ation,which reduces the sine-G ordon PDE to a pair ofsecond orderO DE,

and use a sim ilarargum entto �nd the resonance windows.Both these studies

m ake the assum ptions that the resonance takes a certain form ,dependent on

unknown constants,and use a m ix ofphysicalreasoning and statisticaldata

�tting to �nd these constants.

An inspiration forthepresentwork com esfrom oneoftheauthors’previous

studiesofthe trapping ofgap solitonsin Bragg grating optical�berswith de-

fects[10].In thatstudy,su�ciently slow solitonsin certain param eterregim es

werecaptured by localized defects.Thispreviouswork doesnoto�era m echa-

nism to explain theexistenceofa criticalvelocity forsoliton capture,which we

arenow ableto explain forthesim plerm odelproblem discussed here.Thetwo

bounce resonance phenom enon isalso seen by Tan and Yang in sim ulationsof

vectorsolitonscollisionsin birefringentoptical�bers[21].

Theaim ofthecurrentpaperisto m akem athem atically precisethephysical

reasoning ofthe previous studies ofthe two-bounce resonance,in a way that

does notrely on statisticalinference. W e analyze the variationalO DE m odel

derived in [8].W e use the m ethodsofsingularperturbation theory to m atch a
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nonlinearsaddle to nearly heteroclinic orbitsin a m annersim ilarto thatpre-

viously used by Haberm an [12,13]and Dim innie and Haberm an [6,7]. The

criticalvelocity is determ ined via a M elnikov integraland the location ofthe

resonance windowsarisesnaturally due to a m atching condition in the expan-

sion.Intriguingly,�ndingthecriticalvelocityrequiresthatwem akeuseofterm s

which aresm allbeyond allordersin � in them atched asym ptoticexpansion,as

wasdone,notably,by K ruskaland Segur[15],and by m any others.

O therwork on soliton dynam icsin perturbed sine-G ordon equationsissum -

m arized by Scott [20]. In this approach,an ordinary di�erentialequation is

derived for the evolution of the Ham iltonian, which can then be related to

the soliton’s velocity. M cLaughlin and Scott [17]study a dam ped and driven

sine-G ordon system m odeling a Josephson junction and �nd a unique lim iting

velocity for solitons under that perturbation. The fundam entaldi�erence be-

tween theirsystem and oursisthepresenceofthelocalized defectm ode,which

m ustbe included in the reduced system .

The paperislaid outasfollows. In section 2 we introduce a system ofor-

dinary di�erentialequationsthat m odels equation (1.1),and show the results

ofnum ericalsim ulationsofthe m odel. In section 3,we determ ine the critical

velocity separating captured kinksfrom those thatpassby the defect. In sec-

tion 4,wederiveform ulasthatarevalid in a neighborhood ofjX j= 1 .These

are used in section 5 where we construct m atched asym ptotic expansions to

solutionssatisfying the 2-bounce resonance.W e �nd the sequence ofvelocities

de�ning theresonancewindows,aswellasform ulasforthewindow widths.W e

also �nd locationsof3-bounce resonance windowsand approxim ationsforthe

generalinitialvalue problem . In section 6,we dem onstrate the validity ofthis

approach by com paring the form ulasderived in the previoustwo sectionswith

theresultsofnum ericalsim ulations.W esum m arizeand includea m oregeneral

discussion in section 7.

2 T he VariationalA pproxim ation

Following Feiet al.[8],we considera sine-G ordon m odelwith a localized im -

purity at the origin,given by equation (1.1). In the absence ofany im purity,

i.e.� = 0,thesine-G ordon equation hasthewell-known fam ily ofkink solutions

param eterized by velocity v:

uk(x;t)= 4tan� 1 exp

�

(x � vt� x0)=
p

1� v2
�

: (2.1)

Ifwe considerthe system with an im purity,then solutionsofsm allam plitude

approxim ately satisfy the linearequation:

utt� uxx + u = ��(x)u; (2.2)

which,for0 < � < 2,hasstanding wavesolutions

uim (x;t)= a(t)e� �jxj=2;
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wherea(t)= a0 cos(
t+ �0)and


 =
p
1� �2=4: (2.3)

Fei,K ivshar,and V�azquez[8]study theinteraction ofthekink and defectm odes

usingavariationalapproxim ationtoderiveasetofequationsfortheevolution of

thekinkpositionX ,andthedefectm odeam plitudea.An excellentreview ofthe

useofvariationalapproxim ationsin nonlinearopticsisgiven by M alom ed [16].

To derivethe approxim ateequations,they substitute the ansatz

u = uk + uim = 4tan� 1 exp(x � X (t))+ a(t)e� �jxj=2 (2.4)

into the Lagrangian of(1.1)

L =

Z 1

� 1

�
1

2
u
2

t �
1

2
u
2

x � [1� ��(x)](1� cosu)

�

dx: (2.5)

Here X replacesx0 + V t,and a and X ,the param eterscharacterizing the ap-

proxim atesolution (2.4),areregarded asunknown functionsoft.Itisassum ed

thata and � aresm allenough thatm any cross-term scan beneglected.Thus,in

calculating the e�ective Lagrangian,allterm sproduced via overlap ofthe two

m odes are neglected,excepting those which include the defect potential�(x).

Thisisequivalentto assum ing thatthedom inantm eansofinteraction between

the two m odes is via the defect. Evaluating the spatialintegrals of (2.5),an

e�ectiveLagrangian L e�(X ;a; _X ;_a)isobtained [8]:

Le� = 4 _X 2 +
1

�
(_a2 � 
2a2)� �U (X )� �aF (X ); (2.6)

where

U (X )= � 2sech
2
(X );

F (X )= � 2tanh(X )sech(X ):

The corresponding evolution equations are then given by the classicalEuler-

Lagrangeequationsfor(2.6):

8 �X + �U
0(X )+ �aF

0(X )= 0; (2.7a)

�a+ 
2
a+

�2

2
F (X )= 0: (2.7b)

This system has also been studied in [9]. Note that the system conservesthe

Ham iltonian

H = 4 _X 2 +
1

�
(_a2 + 
2

a
2)+ �U (X )+ �aF (X ) (2.8)

and that as jX j! 1 ,U ! 0 and F ! 0 exponentially. The energy is thus

asym ptoticallypositivede�nite,and m ustbepartitioned between X and a when

the soliton isfarfrom thedefect.
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This system correspondsto a particle X m oving in an attractive potential

well�U (X ) exponentially localized in a neighborhood of zero, coupled to a

harm onic oscillator a by an exponentially localized term �aF (X ). Note that

this m odelinherits m any propertiesfrom the sine-G ordon system . U (X )and

F (X )decay forlarge jX j,so thatwhen jX jislarge �X � 0 and the kink m ay

propagate atany constantspeed,independent ofthe im purity m ode a,which

oscillates at its characteristic frequency 
. W hen X becom es sm all,the two

equationsbecom ecoupled and thekink m ay exchangeenergy with theim purity

m ode.

Thevariationalm ethod,whilepopularin thestudy ofnonlinearoptics,m ay

contain signi�cant pitfalls. First, it depends on the investigator �nding an

appropriate ansatz,asis done in equation (2.4). Second,even ifthe ansatz is

chosen to be an exactrepresentation ofthe initialdata,there is no guarantee

given by the m ethod thatthe solution ata latertim e iswellrepresented by an

approxim ation ofthisform .Thus,onem ustcarefully show thatsolutionsofthe

fullPDE system arewellapproxim ated by the ansatz.

Figure 1.1 should be com pared to �gure 2.1. The form erplots the output

versusinputvelocitiesforthe fullPDE,ascom puted in [8].Itshowsa critical

velocity vc � 0:166,and a �nite num ber ofresonance windows ofdecreasing

width asv % vc. In between these resonance windows,incom ing solutionsare

trapped.Forspeedsslightly above vc,itappearsthatvf = O ((vi� vc)
1

2 ).The

latter showsthe sam e experim entfor the O DE.This showsa criticalvelocity

vc � 0:17, in reasonable agreem ent with the PDE dynam ics, a sequence of

re
ection windows,and a square-rootpro�lejustto therightofvc.Therearea

few m ajordi�erencesbetween thetwo num ericalexperim ents.The�rstisthat

the PDE dynam icsshow only a �nite num berofresonancewindows,while the

num ber ofresonance windows for the O DE dynam ics willbe shown below to

be in�nite.Second,the regionsbetween the resonancewindowsdo notusually

give rise to trapped solutions. It was shown in [9]that alm ost allsolutions

havenonzero vout.Thisisbecausethe variationalO DEsareHam iltonian,and

a variantofthe Poincar�erecurrence theorem im pliesthatthe probability that

a solution is trapped is zero. Also note,that the exit speed in the resonance

windowsforthePDE com putation issigni�cantly sm allerthan theinputspeed,

while for the O DE,the vout = � vin at the center ofthe resonance windows.

Thevariationalansatz(2.4)ignoresenergy thatislostvia transferto radiation

m odes. In [9],a dissipative correction to (2.7) is derived that takes this into

account. This elim inates m ost ofthe sensitive dependence ofvout on vin and

replaces the chaotic regions with trapping regions. Nonetheless, we believe

the Ham iltonian O DE (2.7)displaysthe fundam entalfeatures,ifnotthe exact

details,ofthe two-bounceresonance.

W enow describethestructureofindividualsolutionstotheO DE (2.7).The

num ericalexperim entswereperform ed with initialconditions

X (0)= � 12; _X (0)= vin > 0;a(0)= 0; _a(0)= 0:

Fora generalvalueofvin < vc,X (t)com esin atconstantspeed,speedsup near

zero,slows down as it approaches+ 1 ,oscillates back and forth a few tim es,
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Figure2.1:The analog of�gure 1.1 forthe O DE (2.7),with � = 0:5.

then em erges and heads o� in either direction with �nite velocity vout,with

jvoutj� vin.Theharm onicoscillatora(t),at�rstgrowsm onotonically,and then

beginsoscillating,interrupted byasequenceofjum psinitsam plitudeand phase,

before settling down to a steady oscillation as X ! 1 ;see �gure 2.2. This

includes the vin in the two-bounce resonance windows,in which the behavior

is sim pler: X (t) approaches plus in�nity, turns around, and heads back o�

to m inus in�nity and a(t) grows,oscillates a �nite num ber oftim e,and then

shrinksagain.Atthevery bottom oftheresonancewindow (actually ata point

tangentto thelinevout = � vin in �gure 2.1),a(t)actually returnsallitsenergy

to X (t),so thatlim t! 1 a(t)= 0 and vout = � vin. In each successive window,

the a(t) undergoes one m ore oscillation than in the window to its left,with

nm in(�)oscillationsin the leftm ost window. This num ber increasesquickly as

� & 0. For exam ple,when � = 0:5,a(t) undergoes 4 oscillations for vin in

the leftm ostwindow,5 in the next window,etc.;see �gures 2.3 and 2.4. The

phrase \2-bounce resonance" was coined in [4]and refers to the fact that the

kink com esin contactwith the defecttwice;e.g.in �gure 2.3,these would be

ataboutt= 80 and t= 100 when X = 0.Itisduring the \bounces" thatthe

kink isin contactwith the defectand exchangesenergy with the defectm ode.

During the �rstinteraction the soliton givesup energy to the defectm ode and

istrapped,and in the second,the energy isreturned,and the soliton resum es

propagating. W e generalize this nam e to the 2-n bounce resonance,where n

denotes the num ber ofcom plete oscillations ofa(t). It is possible to �nd in

the sim ulations higher resonances,where the soliton interacts with the defect
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Figure 2.2:X(t)and a(t)forthe num ericalexperim entwith � = 0:5 and vin =

0:125.

0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180
−10

−8

−6

−4

−2

0

2

t

X
(t

)

0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180
−0.2

−0.1

0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

t

a
(t

)

Figure 2.3:X(t)and a(t)forthe num ericalexperim entwith � = 0:5 and vin =

0:10645,showing the 2-4 resonance.

three orm ore tim es,before itsenergy isreturned and itresum espropagating.

These resonance windows are naturally m uch narrower. Interspersed between

there
ection and transm ission windowsisa setofinitialconditionsofm easure

zero in which the solutionsarechaoticand X (t)rem ainsbounded foralltim e

It is helpful to look at projections of the solutions in the (X ; _X ) phase

space. Ifwe ignore the term �aF0(X ) in (2.7a),the sim pli�ed system has an

elliptic �xed pointat(0;0)and degenerate saddle-like�xed pointsat(� 1 ;0),

connected by a pairofheteroclinicorbits,which splitthephasespaceinto three

regions,asisshown in �gure2.5.In region R 1 (respectively R 3),solutionsm ove

right(respectively left)along trajectoriesthatasym ptoteto horizontallinesfor

largejX j.Solutionsin region R 2 oscillateclockwise,rem aining bounded forall

tim e. W hen the coupling to a(t) is restored,these trajectories are no longer

invariant,and the solution m ay crossoverthe separatrices. A typicalsolution

starting in region R 1 willcrossoverthe separatrix,oscillate inside R 2 several

tim es,then exit to either region R 1 or R 3;as is shown in the �rst graph of

�gure2.6.In a 2-bouncesolution,X (t)m ust�rstcrossfrom R 1 to R 2,undergo
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Figure 2.4:X(t)and a(t)forthe num ericalexperim entwith � = 0:5 and vin =

0:1327,showing the 2-5 resonance.

halfan oscillation,and then crossinto R 3 and propagate back toward � 1 ;as

isseen in the second graph of�gure 2.6 foran illustration.

3 D eterm ination ofthe criticalvelocity

Tocom putethecriticalvelocity vc,wewilluseaM elnikov com putation [11,18].

Essentially,we write down the tim e rate ofchange ofthe energy contained in

X (t),and integrate thisovera separatrix orbitto �nd the totalenergy trans-

ferred away from X asittravelsfrom � 1 to + 1 . Then,ifthe initialenergy

isgreaterthan the energy loss,then X reaches+ 1 .Ifthe energy isless,than

the trajectory crossesthe separatrix and turnsaround.

W e rescale the tim e variable t!
p

�

2
t. Under this scaling,the equations

becom e:

4 �X + U
0(X )+ aF

0(X )= 0; (3.1a)

�a+ �
2
a+ �F (X )= 0 (3.1b)

where

�
2 =

2

�
�
�

2
:

Thisrem ovestheexplicit�-depencefrom (3.1a)and �xestheleading-ordertim e

scale.

W e consider the initialvalue problem de�ned by (3.1) together with the

\initialcondition" thatast! � 1 ,

X ! � 1 ; _X ! V a ! 0 _a ! 0: (3.2)

Because (3.1) is autonom ous,this is insu�cient to specify a unique solution,

and weshould append the condition thatast! � 1 ,

X � X0 � V t:
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W hen � = 0,a = _a = 0de�nesaninvariantsubspaceP0 of(3.1)with trajectories

con�ned to lieon surfacesalong which the energy

E = 2 _X 2 + U (X ) (3.3)

isconstant.

Asseen in �gure 2.5,the unperturbed X -phasespacefeaturesbounded pe-

riodic orbits for E < 0,unbounded orbits which tend to a �nite velocity at

jtj! 1 for E > 0 and separatrix orbits with E = 0 along which _X ! 0 as

jX j! 1 .Along thisheteroclinic orbit

X = � sinh
� 1

(t� t1) (3.4)

where t1 isthe \sym m etry tim e" ofthe orbit. In the calculation thatfollows,

wewillsett1 = 0 foreaseofnotation.W ewillneed to includenonzero t1 later,

and willreintroduceitatkey locationsin the com putation.

W hen � > 0,P0 ceasesto be invariant,and energy istransferred from X to

a.Becausethecoupling term F (X )decaysexponentially,alm ostalltheenergy

exchange takesplace when X issm all. Thisjusti�escalculating the change of

energy along the separatrix,because very little ofthe change ofenergy isdue

to the tails.W e now com pute the change in energy forsm allvaluesof�,asX

travelsfrom � 1 to + 1 .W e do thisusing a M elnikov integral.

Using equations(3.3)and (3.1a),the tim e derivativeofthe energy in E is

dE

dt
= (4 �X + U

0(X )) _X

= � aF
0(X ) _X :

Integrating this overthe separatrix orbit yields the approxim ate totalloss

ofenergy ofthe soliton overthe trajectory in the form ofa M elnikov integral:

�E =

Z 1

� 1

dE

dt
dt

= �

Z 1

� 1

F
0(X (t)) _X (t)a(t)dt:

Plugging thevariousform ulaeinto theseparatrix (3.4)(using theplussigns

for right-m oving trajectories and allowing t1 = 0,which does not e�ect this

calculation):

F = � 2sechX tanhX =
� 2t

1+ t2
;

F
0= � 4sech

3
X + 2sechX =

� 4

(1+ t2)3=2
+

2

(1+ t2)1=2
;

_X = sechX = (1+ t
2)� 1=2:
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Thisgivesthe M elnikov integral

�E = �

Z 1

� 1

�
� 4

(1+ t2)2
+

2

1+ t2

�

a(t)dt:
(3.5)

W eevaluate�E by�rstcom putinga(t)and then usingthisin equation(3.5).

Using initialcondition (3.2),wem ay solvefora by variation ofparam eters:

a =
�

�
cos�t

Z t

� 1

F (X (�))sin��d� �
�

�
sin�t

Z t

� 1

F (X (�))cos��d�

= �
�

�

Z t

� 1

F (X (�))sin�(t� �)d�

=
2�

�

Z t

� 1

sin�(t� �)
�

1+ �2
d�:

(3.6)

In fact,only the even com ponentofa(t)willbe needed to evaluate �E . This

isgiven by

ae =
�

�

Z 1

� 1

sin�(t� �)
�

1+ �2
d�: (3.7)

Thism ay beevaluated by introducing thecom plex exponentialand closing the

integralin the lowerhalf�-plane,which givesa contribution from the pole at

� = � i:

ae = �
��e� �

�
cos�t: (3.8)

Then,putting (3.7)into (3.5)and using com plex exponentials,gives

�E =
��

�
e
� �

Z 1

� 1

�
� 4

(1+ t2)2
+

2

1+ t2

�

e
i�t
dt: (3.9)

This m ay be closed in the upper com plex plane,where the residues at t = i

leadsto the �nalanswer:

�E = � 2�2
�e

� 2�
: (3.10)

Note thata M elnikov integralhasbeen evaluated to determ ine the leading

orderchangeofenergy,essentially providing the O (�)term in an in�nite series

expansion ofthischange.W hatwasfound wasactually O (�e�
p

2

� ),which issig-

ni�cantly sm aller.Alarm ingly,then,theO (�2)orsubsequentterm sm ightdwarf

the�rstterm in theexpansion,rendering theM elnikov integralm eaningless.A

related phenom enon wasstudied by Holm es,M arsden,and Scheurle [14],who

studied the rapidly forced pendulum

�
00+ sin� = �

p sin
t

�
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and wereableto show thatforp � 8 theM elnikov integralaccurately m easures

the exponentially sm allseparatrix splitting. They were subsequently able to

reduce p. Delsham sand Seara then rem oved thisrestriction on the size ofthe

rapid forcing term in [5].W e thereforehavecon�dence thatthe M elnikov inte-

gralcorrectly m easurestheenergy change.Thenum ericalevidenceofsection 6

isalso shown to be in excellentagreem ent.

Equation (3.10)m ay then be used to �nd the criticalvelocity:

2

�
dX

dt

� 2

= j�E j= 2� 2
�e

� 2� (3.11)

Vc �
dX

dt
= �

p
�e

� �
: (3.12)

Recallthatthasbeen scaled by a factorof�=2.Rem oving thisscaling givesa

criticalvelocity

vc =
��
p
2
e
� �
: (3.13)

W em aycom puteoutputvelocityVout forslightlysupercriticalinputvelocity

Vin = �
p
�e� �(1+ �V )using the energy:

2V 2
in � �E = 2V 2

out

so that

Vout �
p
2�V Vc:

Thisgivesthe characteristic square rootbehaviorofthe curve in �gure 2.1 to

the rightofvc.

W e brie
y m ention two generalizationsofthe aboveM elnikov analysisthat

willbeexceptionally usefulin latersections.O n the�rstnear-heteroclinicorbit,

weassum ethatno energy residesin a(t).O n subsequentnear-heteroclines,a(t)

isactively oscillating,so we �rstsupposethatast! � 1 ,

a(t)�
2��e� �

�
A cos�(t� T); (3.14)

where A and T willbe determ ined later.Then,since equation (3.1b)islinear,

thecontribution dueto thisterm m erely addsto thecontribution already calcu-

lated.Asbefore,only the even partofa(t)isneeded forthe calculation.Thus

using cos�(t� T)= cos�T cos�t+ sin�T sin�t,the totalchange ofenergy is

thus

�E = (4A cos�T � 2)�2
�e

� 2�
: (3.15)

Depending on the m agnitude and sign ofA cos�T the energy change m ay be

positiveornegative

Second,weconsidertheM elnikov integralcom puted along theseparatrix in

the lowerhalf-plane.System (2.7)obeysthe sym m etry

(X ; _X ;a;_a;t)! (� X ;� _X ;� a;� _a;t);
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so thatthe M elnikov integralcan be com puted directly.Assum ing the lim iting

behavior(3.14),the changeofenergy is

�E = (� 4A cos�T � 2)�2�e� 2�: (3.16)

3.1 T he fullexpansion ofa(t)

In latersections,we willneed m oredetailed knowledgeofthe form ofa(t).By

equations(3.6)-(3.8),

a = 2ae �
2�

�

Z 1

t

sin�(t� �)
�

1+ �2
d�:

W e obtain the asym ptotic expression as t ! + 1 by integrating by parts to

obtain

a(t)�
2�

�2

�
t� t1

(t� t1)
2 + 1

+ O (�� 2)

�

�
2��e� �

�
cos�(t� t1): (3.17)

Sim ilarly,ast! � 1 ,

a(t)�
2�

�2

�
t� t1

(t� t1)
2 + 1

+ O (�� 2)

�

(3.18)

with no exponentially sm alloscillatory term . Here we have re-introduced the

dependenceofthesolution on thesym m etry tim et1 from (3.4),ignored during

the calculation above for transparency of notation. The algebraically sm all

term s decay for large t,so as t! 1 ,it is the exponentially sm alloscillating

term thatdom inates.However,when weusethem ethod ofm atched asym ptotic

expansions,wewillassum ethattisexponentially largeofthe appropriatesize

so thattheleading orderalgebraicterm and theoscillation areofthesam esize.

4 Solutions near jX j= 1

In thenexttwo sectionsweconstructm atched asym ptoticsolutionsto (3.1)by

m atching near-separatrix solutionsto solutionsvalid nearjX j= 1 . The solu-

tion forlargejX jm ay beexpanded asa near-saddleapproach to thedegenerate

saddle points atin�nity. Nearly heteroclinic orbitsalternate with near-saddle

approaches. Near-saddle expansions for linear saddle points are com m on. In

thatcase,exponentialgrowth ofsolutionsaway from the saddle pointm atches

to exponentialdecay ofhom oclinicorbits.Finitenonlinearsaddlepointscorre-

spondingtobifurcationsforHam iltonian system shavebeen analyzed by Dim in-

nieand Haberm an [6,7]and Haberm an [12,13].In the currentwork,the non-

linear saddle is at in�nity,and we do not believe that such an expansion has

been analyzed before. In the presentcase,solutions in the near-saddle region

have�nite-tim esingularitieswhich m atch tothelogarithm icgrowth ofthehete-

roclinicorbits.W enotefrom theconservativesystem (3.1)and expansion (3.17)
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thatthe contribution due to aF 0(X )isexponentially sm allforlarge t,so that

to leading order

4 �X + U
0(X )= 0 (4.1)

with theenergy given by (3.3).U (X )m ay be approxim ated in a neighborhood

of� 1 by

U � � 8e� 2X :

W e m ay then form approxim ations valid for large X in two di�erent ways

depending on whether the energy E is positive or negative. Phase portraits

of(4.1),shown in �gure 2.5,m ay clarify the resultsthatfollow.

IfE = 2V 2 > 0,then thesolution of(4.1)corresponding to the near-saddle

approach isgiven by

e
� X = �

2

V
sinhV (t� t�)asX ! � 1 : (4.2)

The � sign on the leftside ofthe equation determ ineswhetherX ! � 1 ,and

thesign on therightm ustbechosen so that� (t� t�)ispositive.Theconstant

t� is the �nite blowup tim e at which tim e the near-saddle approach goes to

in�nity.The V in the notation isused intentionally,asitgivesthe asym ptotic

velocity ofthe nearapproach to the saddle.

Thesolution forthe near-saddleapproach with E = � 2M 2 < 0 isgiven by

e
� X =

2

M
cosM (t� t� �) (4.3)

which has�nite tim e singularitiesforward and backward in tim e when M (t�

t� �)= � �

2
and issym m etricaboutthe sym m etry tim e t= t� �.

ForlargejX j,F (X )� � 4e� X ,so thatfrom (3.1b),

�a+ �
2
a � � 4�e� X :

Since � � 1,the asym ptoticexpansion ofa(t)isgiven by

a � �
4�

�2
e
� X (t)+ c1 cos�(t� t1)+ c2 sin�(t� t1); (4.4)

where(4.2)or(4.3)m aybeused dependingon thecircum stance.Equation (4.4)

showsthatnearthe saddleapproachesa(t)consistsofsim pleharm onicoscilla-

tionsabouta slowly varying m ean (which increasesin forward and backwards

tim etoward the�nitetim esingularities),allofwhich can clearly beseen in the

num ericalcalculations. The saddle approach with E < 0,described in detail

in the next section m ust m atch backwards in tim e to (3.17),so that c2 = 0

and c1 = � 2��e
� �

�
.M atching thisnear-saddleapproach fora(t)forward in tim e

shows how this exponentially sm alloscillation is added as previously stated

in (3.14).
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5 C onstruction ofsolutions near the separatrix

W e now constructan approxim ation to the initialvalue problem forthe scaled

m odelequation (3.1)undertheassum ption thattheinitialvelocityissubcritical.

Tobeprecise,weconsiderthe\initialvalueproblem "de�ned by (3.1)and (3.2).

W e let V refer to the lim iting velocity in the scaled m odel,and reserve v for

the velocity in the physicalvariables. W e assum e thatV > 0 isless than the

criticalvalue found in (3.12). Then,we m ay m ake the assum ption that E (t)

staysexponentially close to 0,itsvalue along the heteroclinic orbit. X (t)m ay

then be approxim ated in two di�erentways,depending on whether X is near

a heteroclinic orbit or X is close to in�nity. These two approxim ations m ay

then be connected by their lim iting behaviors to give a m atched asym ptotic

expansion.W hen X m ay be approxim ated by a heteroclinicorbit

X � � sinh
� 1

(t� tj);

wheretj isthe\sym m etry tim e" atwhich X = 0 forthejth nearly heteroclinic

orbit. For jX jlarge,the solution is given by form ulas (4.2) and (4.3). The

exponentially sm allpartofa(t)contributesto theanalysis,asitdeterm inesthe

energy di�erence between subsequentapproachesto in�nity.

5.1 2-bounce solutions

The2-bouncesolution can be constructed from the following pieces:

1.A nearsaddleapproach to X = � 1 with energy E0 = 2V 2
0 :

e
� X = �

2

V0
sinhV0(t� t�); (5.1a)

with V0 < Vc asgiven by (3.12).

2.a heteroclinic orbitwith dX =dt> 0:

sinhX = t� t1; (5.1b)

3.a nearsaddleapproach to X = + 1 with negativeenergy E = � 2M 2
1:

e
X =

2

M 1

cosM 1(t� t� �); (5.1c)

4.a heteroclinic orbitwith dX =dt< 0:

sinhX = � (t� t2); (5.1d)

5.and a nearsaddleapproach to X = � 1 with positiveenergy E = 2V22 :

e
� X =

2

V2
sinhV2(t� t� � �): (5.1e)
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The solution can be sum m arized as a succession of near-saddle approaches,

connected byheteroclinicorbits.Sincethechangeofenergybetween consecutive

near-saddleapproachesisgiven by (3.10),wesee

� 2M 2
1 � 2V20 = � 2�2�e� 2�: (5.2)

W e now need to com pute the change ofenergy along the second heteroclinic

connection.W em ust�rstcom putethesym m etry tim et2 ofthesecond hetero-

clinicorbit,which isdonevia leadingorderm atching ofX (t).Thealgebraically

sm allcom ponents ofa(t) can be obtained from X (t)by regularperturbation,

and thusm atch im m ediately onceX satis�esm atching conditions.Thesepara-

trix isgiven by X = � sinh
� 1

(t� tj),and theoscillatorypartofa(t)isgiven by

� 2��e
� �

�
cos�(t� t1)in backwardstim e. Shifting tim e by t2,we arrive atthe

energy change com puted in (3.16)with A = � 1 and T = t2 � t1.The analytic

criterion fora 2-bouncesolution isthatthe energy be positiveafterthe second

heteroclinictransition,i.e.

E 2 = 2V 2
0 � 2�2�e� 2� + (4cos�(t2 � t1)� 2)�2�e� 2� > 0: (5.3)

IfE 2 < 0,then the energy at this saddle approach is less than zero,and the

solution doesnotescapeatthissaddleapproach.

The largetim e singularity ofthe �rstheteroclinic orbit(5.1b):

e
� X

�
1

2

1

(t� t1)

m ustm atch the singularity of(5.1c)asM 1(t� t� �)& � �=2:

e
� X

�
M 1

2

1

M 1(t� t� �)+
�

2

;

yielding

t� �� t1 =
�

2M 1

:

A sim ilarcalculation yields

t2 � t� �=
�

2M 1

:

Com bining thesegives

t2 � t1 =
�

M 1

: (5.4)

Note that this is exactly halfthe period ofa closed orbit with E = � 2M 2
1.

M atching (5.1a) to (5.1b) yields t� = t1,and m atching (5.1d)to (5.1e)yields

t� � �= t2.
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5.2 T he2-bounce resonanceand thew idth ofthe2-bounce

w indow

Thisdoesnotsu�ce to determ ine resonantvaluesofV 0,because we stillneed

to satisfy thecondition thattheoscillatory com ponentofa(t)vanishesin com -

ponent5 ofthesolution.Thus,atthisstagewerequirea m atching condition on

the exponentially sm alloscillating partofa(t).Two-bounceresonantsolutions

are de�ned by the condition that E 2 = 2V 2
0 . From (5.3),this requires that

cos�(t2 � t1)= 1. Using (5.4),we obtain the analytic condition for 2-bounce

resonantsolutionsthat
��

M 1

= 2�n;

where n > 0 is an integer,so that �E = 2� 2�e� 2�. Thus,the second jum p

in energy exactly cancels the �rst, and allof the energy is returned to the

propagating m ode X .Thisgivesa quantization condition

M 1 =
�

2n
: (5.5)

W e can com bine this with equation (5.2),to obtain a form ula for the initial

velocity ofthe 2-n resonantsolution

Vn =

r

�2�e� 2� �
�2

4n2
: (5.6)

Vn denotesthe (scaled)initialvelocity ofthe soliton in 2-n resonancewith the

defectm ode.In orderthatforVn to be well-de�ned,n m ustsatisfy

n � nm in(�)�
�e�

2�
p
�
: (5.7)

Thisgivesalowerbound on thenum berofa-oscillationsin a2bounceresonance,

and explainswhy the observed resonancewindowsdisappearas� isincreased.

W e m ay �nd the width of the 2-n resonance window as follows. If the

energy change along the second heteroclinic orbit satis�es �E > 2M 2
1,then

the solution haspositive energy,the trajectory crossesthe separatrix,and the

soliton escapes. If�E < 2M 2
1,then the solution rem ains bounded,and will

approach m inus in�nity before turning around another tim e. Therefore,the

boundariesofthe 2-n window,as a function ofM 1 are given by the values of

M 1 where

�E = 2M 2

1

in (5.3),i.e.if

cos
��

M 1

=
1

2
(1+

M 2
1

�2�e� 2�
):

Letting M 1 =
�

2(n+ �)
,then

cos2�(n + �)= cos2�� =
1

2

�

1+
n2
m in

(�)

(n + �)2

�

: (5.8)
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Considering �rstthewidth oftheleftm ostwindow,weletn = int(nm in(�))+ 1,

then �2 = 1

2n�2 (1� fr(nm in(�))),where int(Z) and fr(Z) are the integer and

fractionalparts ofZ. Restricting ourattention to the sm aller windowscloser

to vc,ifn � nm in(�),then cos2�� � 1

2
,or� � �1

6
:The leftand rightedgesof

the nth resonancewindow havevelocity approxim ately

Vn� =

s

�2�e� 2� �
�2

4(n � 1

6
)2
: (5.9)

Ifn issu�ciently large,then � n = �e
�

2�n
p
�
� 1,and we �nd thatthe width of

the 2-n window isgiven by

W n = Vn+ � Vn� � Vc�
2

n �
3

n

which scalesasn� 3 forlargen.

5.3 T he generalinitialvalue problem

Ifthesecond jum p in energy,given by by thesecond M elnikov calculation (5.3),

islessthan 2M 2
1,then thesoliton doesnotescapeon thesecond interaction with

thedefect.Instead itjum psto a new energy levelinsidetheseparatrix.W ecan

then replace the sequence (5.1)with the a �nite num berofnearly heteroclinic

orbitsseparated by nearsaddleapproaches(with negativeenergy)in which the

solution usually escapesatthe lastsaddle approach with positive energy:

1.A nearsaddleapproach to X = � 1 ,with energy E0 = 2V 2
0 :

e
� X = �

2

V0
sinhV0(t� t�) (5.10a)

2.A heteroclinicorbitwith _X > 0,overwhich thechangeofenergy is�E 1,

given by the M elnikov integral(3.10):

sinhX = t� t1 (5.10b)

3.A nearsaddle approach alternating between X = � 1 ,with energy Ej =

E j� 1 + �E j = � 2M 2
j.

e
X =

2

M j

cosM j(t� t
j
�) (5.10c)

4.A heteroclinic orbit(alternating between _X < 0 and _X > 0):

sinhX = � (t� tj) (5.10d)

After each nearly heteroclinic orbit,the energy is E j+ 1 = E j + �E j. If

E j+ 1 < 0,thesolution solution hasa nearsaddleapproach with negative

energy and hence returns to step 3. However,ifE j+ 1 > 0,the solution

escapes,and thislastsaddleapproach isinstead m athem atically described

by step 5.
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5.Ifthe solution escapes(atvelocity � Vf),then the nearsaddle approach

atx = � 1 satis�es:

e
� X =

2

Vf
sinhVf(t� t� � �) (5.10e)

Usually the solution willescape aftera �nite num berofbounces.However,

for a set ofinitialvelocities ofzero m easure,the solution willconsist ofan

in�nitenum berofnearly heteroclinicorbits,willnotescape,and willbechaotic.

The interesting dynam icstake place atstep 3 above. W e m ustagain consider

the oscillatory part ofa(t). In analogy with expansion (3.17),after j near-

heteroclinicorbits,a(t)m ay be written

a(t)� algebraically sm allterm s +
2��e� �

�

jX

k= 1

(� 1)k+ 1 cos�(t� tk) (5.11)

where we �nd tk � tk� 1 =
pi

M k� 1

,the appropriate generalization of(5.4). The

change in energy along the kth heteroclinic orbit is given by a generalization

ofequations(3.15){(3.16)to include m ultiple oscillating term s. Ifthe solution

containsexactly m heteroclinic connections,then the changeofenergy overall

oftheconnectionsisgiven by thesum ofthecontributionsoverallthem nearly

heteroclinicorbits,which,aftersom ealgebraicm anipulation,is

�E total=
2��e� �

�

mX

i= 1

mX

j= 1

(� 1)i+ j+ 1 cos�(tj � ti): (5.12)

The condition for an m -bounce resonance is thus that �E = 0, which will

happen onlyforam easurezerosetofinitialvelocitiesV0.Ifthisisthecase,then

X (t)willhaveinteracted with thedefecta totalofm tim es.Between each pair

ofbounces,a(t)willhaveundergonean integernum berofcom pleteoscillations

(plusa sm allphaseshift).W e m ay thusconstruct,in a m annersim ilarto that

above,the m -(q1;q2;:::;qm � 1) bounce window. O fcourse m any ofwindows

do notcontain a com plete resonance,i.e.there doesnotexista velocity in the

window forwhich allenergy isreturned to thepropagating m ode.W hen allthe

windowsofinitialconditionsthateventually escape to � 1 are rem oved,what

rem ainsisa Cantor-likesetofinitialconditionsthataretrapped forallpositive

tim e.

5.4 T he 3-bounce resonance

Itisalso possibleto constructthethree-bounceresonancesolutions,which look

in phase space like �gure 5.1. Note that our m atched asym ptotic expansion

dependson jX j� 1,butthis�gure showsthatX � 2 issu�cient. Although

such resonancewindowsaretoo narrow to seewith thenaked eyein �gure 2.1,

carefulexam ination ofthedata,and useofsym m etriesallowsusto discoverthe

three-bounceresonancewindows.Notethatthetwo-bouncesolutionsconsistof
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Figure 5.1: A phase-plane portrait ofa 3-bounce resonant solution ofequa-

tion (3.1).

X and a which are even functions oft(with the tim e origin shifted to be the

m idpointbetween the two singularity tim es). Sim ilarly (3.1)adm its solutions

in which both X (t)and a(t) are odd. A three bounce resonantsolution isan

odd function oftim e,in which there are three energy jum ps and a(t)! 0 as

jtj! 1 . W e m ay assum e thatthe three singularity tim esare � t0,0,and t0.

Then wenotethatforthesolution tobeodd,theenergy levelE 1 fort2 (� t0;0)

m ustbe the sam e asthe energy levelE 2 for t2 (0;t0),so �E = 0 along the

second heteroclinicorbit,i.e.

�E = (4cos�t0 � 2)�2�e� 2� = 0: (5.13)

Thereforecos�t0 =
1

2
or

�t0 = 2n� �
�

3
:

By ourstandard reasoning thisgives

V =

s

�2�e� 2� �
�2

4(n � 1

6
)2

which isexactly theform ula weobtained in (5.9)when weignored a sm allterm

in thatcalculation.Thereforevery closeto the edge ofeach 2-bouncewindow,

on eitherside,there existsa sym m etric 3-bounce window.W e m ay check that

ifbeforethe second energy jum p

a(t)� � 2cos(�t�
�

3
);

then afterward

a(t)� 2cos(�t�
�

3
)

so the solution isodd,and we don’tneed to com pute the third interaction.In

�gure 5.2,we show the a(t) for the two 3-bounce windows to the im m ediate

left and right ofthe �rst 2-bounce window shown in �gure 2.1. Asym m etric

3-bounce windowsalso exist,in which a oscillatesa di�erentnum beroftim es

on the �rstapproach to in�nity than itdoeson the second.
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Figure 5.2: The two 3-bounce resonant solutions (a(t) only) to the left and

right ofthe �rst 2-bounce window in �gure 2.1. In (a),v= 0:09796. In (b),

v = 0:11301.

6 N um ericalveri�cation

The analysis ofthe previous section has given us form ulas by which we m ay

com pute severalfeaturesofthe solution,asa function ofthe defectstrength �.

These include,the criticalvelocity vc,the num ber ofoscillationscontained in

the solution in the leftm ost resonance window (nm in(�)),and the locations of

the 2-bounceresonancewindows,aswellastheirwidths.

C riticalvelocities

Figure 6.1,shows the num erically com puted criticalvelocities for the values

� 2 f1
8
;1
4
;1
2
;1g;as wellas vc = ��exp� �=

p
2. O fcourse,both the curve of

calculated velocities,as wellas the num erically com puted velocities approach

zero as� ! 0,so wem ustshow they approach zero atthesam erateto validate

ourtheory. The lowerhalfofthe �gure showsthe ratio ofthe num ericaland

asym ptoticvalues,which arecorrectto within 6% for� = 1 and to within 0.2%

for� = 1=8.

Predicted m inim um a-oscillations for resonance (nm in(�))

For the values � = f1
4
;1
2
;1g,form ula (5.7) yields nm in(�) (rounded up to the

nearest whole num ber: nm in(
1

4
) = 15,nm in(

1

2
) = 4,and nm in(1) = 1,which

are precisely the values found via num ericalexperim ent. The form ula gives

nm in(
1

8
)= 98. The fewestoscillationsseen in the num ericalexperim ents with

� = 1

8
was100,butthe equationsare very sti� when � and vin are very sm all,

and sm allervaluesofvin werenotinvestigated.

R esonance w indow s

Thecom parison ofvN with num erically com puted valuesisshown in Figures6.2

for� = 1=4. M any ofthe resonance windowsare well-predicted. W e m ay gain
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Figure6.1:(Top)Criticalvelocityasafunction ofvelocity,num erical+ ,and via

asym ptoticcalculation (solid line).(Bottom )Ratio ofnum ericalto asym ptotic

calculated values.

m oreinsightby considering equation (5.6)asde�ning n asa function ofV (and

henceasa function oftheunscaled velocity v).In �gure 6.3 weplotcos2�n(v)

asafunction ofv.Ifn 2 Z,then cos2�n = 1.Thereforethe2-bounceresonance

window centers(i.e.theresonantinitialvelocities)aregiven bythepointswhere

the curve y = cos2�n(v) is tangent to the line y = 1. Equation (5.8) (with

n + � replaced by n(v)) gives the edges ofthe resonance windows. Therefore

to theim m ediate leftand rightoftheresonancewindow centers,thecurvey =

cos2�n(v)crossesthe curvey = 1

2

�

1+
n
2

m in
(�)

n(v)2

�

,giving the window edges.W e

notefrom the�gurethatthisim pliesthattheleftm ostresonancewindowsshould

be narrowed with respectto the space between windows. Thisiscon�rm ed in

the plot ofvout vs.vin. Finally,the reasoning ofsection 5.4 shows that the

centerofthe3-bouncewindowsshould begiven by theintersection ofthecurve

y = cos2�n(v)with the line y = 1=2.

7 C onclusions

W ehaveshown how a resonantexchangeofenergy between a soliton and defect

m odegivesrisetotwobounceresonancewindows.Thiswasknown toCam pbell

etal.aswellasto Feietal. Howeverby applying perturbation techniquesto

a variationalm odelofthe system ,we have been able to quantify this e�ect

without recourse to statisticaldata �tting. The study of Fei, K ivshar,and
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Figure 6.2: Input vs. output velocities for � = 1=4 showing the predicted

resonantinitialvelocities+ and the criticalvelocity � .
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Figure6.3:(Upper)Theoscillatorycurveisy = cos2�n(vin)asafunction ofvin.

Itsintersectionswith the line y = 1 (dotted)give the location ofthe 2-bounce

resonant initialvelocities. Intersections with the curve y = 1
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(solid) give the edges ofthe resonance windows. Intersections with y = 1=2

(dashed)givethe3-bounceresonantwindow velocities.(Lower)Thecurvevout
vs.vin.
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V�azquez shows rem arkable �ts between the num erically determ ined locations

ofthe resonance windows,and also gives an im plicit equation for the critical

velocity that is asym ptotically equivalent to our equation (3.13). The chief

advantageofourm ethod isthatweareableto determ inethedependenceofall

thesequantitieson � explicitly.

O ne ofus haspreviously studied the m odel(2.7)in [9]. In thatpaper,an

arti�cialcoupling param eter � is added to (2.7). For sm allvalues of�,we

wereableto show thedynam icscontained a Sm alehorseshoe.In thatconstruc-

tion,capture was identi�ed with transfer ofphase space between the regions

of�gure 2.5 via turnstile lobesin a certain Poincar�em ap.ThatPoincar�em ap

was ill-de�ned as � ! 1,so the results were not directly applicable to equa-

tion (2.7),although werevery suggestiveofthedynam ics.Itdoesindicatehow

the dynam ics in the regions between the resonance windows in �gure 2.1 de-

pends sensitively on the input velocity. Com bining this with the quantitative

inform ation contained in the currentstudy givesa rather com plete picture of

the dynam ics.

O ther studies ofthe 2-bounce resonant phenom enon have often derived a

form ula forthe resonancewindowsofthe form

(vc � vn)
� 1

2 � nT + �0

where T isthe period ofthe fastoscillations,and �0 issom e o�settim e. The

equivalentstatem entin thisstudyisgivenin equation(5.5).Thisisequivalentto

setting �0 to zero.To attain �0 wewould need to �nd furtherterm sin (5.4),the

equation forthetim ebetween interactions,in term softhesm allenergy-derived

term M .The leading orderterm isO (M � 1)and sym m etriesofequation (4.1)

show thattheO (1)term m ustbezero.Thenextterm in theseriesisnecessarily

O (M ).

M any sim ilar system s have shown the 2-bounce resonance,and the m eth-

odsdeveloped here should be adaptable to such system s.Howeverthe current

system isthe sim plestto study forseveralreasons.First,itdependsexplicitly

on a sm allcoupling param eter�,and when � ! 0 decouplesinto two indepen-

dentoscillations.Anninosetal.derivea variationalm odelofthekink-antikink

scattering in the�4 experim entsofCam pbelletal.[1,4].Thism odeldoesnot

depend explicitly on a sm allparam eter,so an arti�cialone m ight need to be

introduced. Since ourform ula forvc iscorrectto within 6% even with � = 1,

thism ay bea reasonablestep to take.O therm odelsdo notdecoupleso cleanly

as(3.1)as� ! 0.Nonetheless,in m any system sitispossibletodraw a diagram

sim ilarto �gure(2.1),so webelieve thata sim ilarm echanism isatwork.
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