arXiv:nlin/0310040v1 [nlin.PS] 28 Oct 2003

Interaction of sheG ordon knnks w ith defects:
T he two-bounce resonance
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A bstract

A m odel of soliton-defect interactions in the sineG ordon equations
is studied using singular perturbation theory. M elnikov theory is used
to derive a critical velocity for strong interactions, which is shown to be
exponentially sm all for weak defects. M atched asym ptotic expansions for
nearly heteroclinic orbits are constructed for the initial value problem,
which are then used to derive analytical form ulas for the locations of the
well known two—and threedbounce resonance w indow s, as well as several
other phenom ena seen in num erical sin ulations.

1 The two-bounce resonance

T he two-bounce resonance is a phenom enon displayed by m any non-integrable
systam s in which a solitary wave interacts either w ith another solitary wave
or else wih a localized defect n the mediuim through which i propagates.
Fel, K ivshar, and V azquez study the two-bounce resonance in the sine-G ordon
equation perturbed by a localized nonlinear defect M.

Ur Wy + shu= (X)sihu: (10)

K Ink solitons are initialized propagating mum erically) toward a defect w ith
velocity vi and allowed to interact with the defect. Then one of two things
m ight happen: eiher the soliton is trapped and com es to rest at the defect
location, or else it escapes and propagates away at nite speed ve. (T he soliton
cannot be destroyed by the interaction because i is de ned by is boundary
conditions at in niyy.) They nd that there exists a critical velocity v.. K ink
solitons w ith initial velocity greater than v, pass by the defect. M ost solitons
w ith initial speedsbelow the v, are trapped, rem aining at the defect foralltin es
after the interaction tin e. H ow ever, there exist bands of initialvelocities, known
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Figure 1.1: The output vs. nput velocities of sineG ordon solitons Interacting
w ith a delta-well defect, from [], reprinted w ith perm ission.

as resonance w Indow s, for which the kink is re ected by the defect, rather than
being trapped. This is sum m arized in F igurell, taken from their paper.

A phenom enological explanation for this phenom enon (in the context of
kink-antikink interactions in nonlinear K lein-G ordon equations) was given by
Campbell et. al. [, i, I, BI] In a serdes of of papers. They use very elgant
physical reasoning to argue that the resonance w indow s are due to a resonant
Interaction between the m ovem ent of the kink-antikink pair in an e ective po—
tential, and shape m odes oscillating about the kinks. Feiet. al. give an analysis
of the tw o-bounce resonance phenom enon w hich relies on a variational approx—
In ation, which reduces the sineG ordon PDE to a pair of second order ODE,
and use a sin ilar argum ent to nd the resonance w Indow s. Both these studies
m ake the assum ptions that the resonance takes a certain form , dependent on
unknown constants, and use a m ix of physical reasoning and statistical data

tting to nd these constants.

An inspiration for the present work com es from one ofthe authors’ previous
studies of the trapping of gap solitons in B ragg grating optical bers w ith de—
fects []. In that study, su clently slow solitons In certain param eter regim es
were captured by localized defects. T his previous work does not o er a m echa-
nisn to explain the existence of a critical velociy for soliton capture, which we
are now able to explain for the sim plerm odelproblem discussed here. The two
bounce resonance phenom enon is also seen by Tan and Yang in sin ulations of
vector solitons collisions in birefringent optical bers [1].

The ain ofthe current paper is to m ake m athem atically precise the physical
reasoning of the previous studies of the two-bounce resonance, n a way that
does not rely on statistical inference. W e analyze the variationalODE m odel
derived In ]. W e use the m ethods of sinqular perturbation theory to m atch a



nonlinear saddle to nearly heteroclinic orbis in a m anner sin ilar to that pre-
viously used by Habem an [, ] and D In innie and Habem an |, ]. The
critical velocity is determm ined via a M elhikov integral and the location of the
resonance w indow s arises naturally due to a m atching condition in the expan—
sion. Intriguingly, nding the criticalvelocity requiresthat wem ake use oftem s
which are smallbeyond allordersin  in the m atched asym ptotic expansion, as
was done, notably, by K ruskaland Segur []], and by m any others.

O ther work on soliton dynam ics in perturbed sineG ordon equations is sum —
m arized by Scott [l]. In this approach, an ordinary di erential equation is
derived for the evolution of the Ham iltonian, which can then be related to
the soliton’s velocity. M cLaughlin and Scott ] study a dam ped and driven
sine-G ordon system m odeling a Jossphson junction and nd a unigue lim iting
velocity for solitons under that perturbation. The fundam ental di erence be-
tween their system and ours is the presence of the localized defect m ode, which
m ust be included in the reduced system .

T he paper is laid out as llows. In section ll we introduce a system of or—
dinary di erential equations that m odels equation (lll), and show the resuls
of num erical sin ulations of the m odel. In section M, we determ ine the critical
velociy separating captured kinks from those that pass by the defect. Tn sec—
tion M, we derive form ulas that are valid in a neighborhood of X j= 1 . These
are used in section Ml where we construct m atched asym ptotic expansions to
solutions satisfying the 2-bounce resonance. W e nd the sequence of velocities
de ning the resonance w ndow s, as well as form ulas for the w indow w idths. W e
also nd locations of 3-bounce resonance w indow s and approxin ations for the
general initial value problem . In section [ll, we dem onstrate the validity of this
approach by com paring the form ulas derived in the previous two sections w ith
the resuls of num erical sin ulations. W e sum m arize and inclide a m ore general
discussion in section M.

2 The Variational A pproxim ation

Follow ing Fei et al. [l], we consider a sineG ordon m odel w ith a localized im —
purity at the origin, given by equation [ll). In the absence of any im purity,
ie. = 0, the sihe6 ordon equation has the weltknown fam ily ofkink solutions
param eterized by velocity v:

p
U ®;t) = 4tan 'exp & vt ®)= 1 ¥ : @1)

If we consider the system wih an In puriy, then solutions of smn all am plitude
approxin ately satisfy the linear equation:

U Wxt u= x)u; 22)
which, for0 < < 2, has standing wave solutions

Um &;0) = ale 7%



wherea () = agocos( t+ () and

P
= 1 2=4; 2 3)

Fel, K ivshar, and V azquez [1] study the interaction ofthe kink and defect m odes
using a variationalapproxin ation to derive a set ofequations forthe evolution of
the kink position X , and the defect m ode am plitude a. A n excellent review ofthe
use of variational approxin ations in nonlinear optics is given by M alom ed 1].
To derive the approxin ate equations, they substiute the ansatz

U= ug+ up = 4tan ‘exp & X @)+ ale FT?2 @ 4)

into the Lagrangian of [l
Z
1, 1,
L= —uy  —uy [ x)]@a cosu)dx : 2.5)
;2 2

Here X replaces xp + Vt, and a and X , the param eters characterizing the ap-
proxin ate solution ), o= regarded as unknow n functions oft. It is assum ed
thata and are sm allenough thatm any crosstem s can be neglected. T hus, In
calculating the e ective Lagrangian, all term s produced via overlap of the two
m odes are neglected, excepting those which inclide the defect potential (x).
T his is equivalent to assum ing that the dom inant m eans of interaction betw een
the two m odes is via the defect. Evaluating the spatial integrals of ), an
e ective Lagrangian L. X j;a;X—a) is obtained []:

Le=4>@2+3<aﬁ a’)  UX) @ aF X); 2.6)
where
UK)= 2s=f®);
FX)= 2tanh X )sech X ):

T he corresponding evolution equations are then given by the classical Euler-
Lagrange equations for ) :

8X + U'x)+ aF’x )= 0; ©2.7a)
2
a+ Za+ EF(><)= 0: @ .b)

This system has also been studied in [I]. Note that the system conserves the
Ham iltonian

1
H = 4%+ =@

+ %a%)+ UX)+ aF X) 238)
and thatas X j! 1 ,U ! Oand F ! 0 exponentially. The energy is thus
asym ptotically positive de nite, and m ust be partitioned between X and a when
the soliton is far from the defect.



This system ocorresponds to a particle X moving In an attractive potential
well U X ) exponentially localized In a neighborhood of zero, coupled to a
ham onic oscillator a by an exponentially localized termm aF X ). Note that
this m odel inherits m any properties from the sineG ordon system . U X ) and
F X ) decay for lJarge X j so that when ¥ jis large X 0 and the kink m ay
propagate at any constant speed, Independent of the in purity m ode a, which
oscillates at its characteristic frequency . W hen X becom es am all, the two
equationsbecom e coupled and the kink m ay exchange energy w ith the in purity
m ode.

T he variationalm ethod, w hile popular in the study ofnonlinear optics, m ay
contain signi cant pifalls. First, i depends on the investigator nding an
appropriate ansatz, as is done in equation ) . Second, even if the ansatz is
chosen to be an exact representation of the initial data, there is no guarantee
given by the m ethod that the solution at a later tin e is well represented by an
approxin ation ofthis form . T hus, onem ust carefully show that solutions ofthe
fullPDE system are well approxin ated by the ansatz.

Figure llll should be compared to gure . T he ©m er plots the output
versus input velocities for the full PDE, as com puted in [[1]. It show s a critical
velociy ve 0166, and a nite number of resonance w indow s of decreasing
width asv % v.. In between these resonance w Indow s, Incom ing solutions are
trapped. For soeeds slightly above v, i appears that ve = O ((v; V:)% ). The
latter show s the sam e experim ent for the ODE . This show s a critical velocity
Ve 0:17, In reasonable agreem ent with the PDE dynam ics, a sequence of
re ection window s, and a squareroot pro l just to the right ofv.. There are a
few m aprdi erences between the two num erical experin ents. The rst is that
the PDE dynam ics show only a nite number of resonance w indow s, w hile the
num ber of resonance w indow s for the ODE dynam ics w ill be shown below to
be In nie. Second, the regions between the resonance w indow s do not usually
give rise to trapped solutions. It was shown In [1] that aln ost all solutions
have nonzero vout . This is because the variationalODE s are H am ittonian, and
a variant of the P oincare recurrence theoram in plies that the probability that
a solution is trapped is zero. A lso note, that the exit speed in the resonance
w indow s forthe PDE com putation is signi cantly sm aller than the input speed,
while for the ODE, the vout = v, at the center of the resonance w indow s.
T he variationalansatz [lll) ignores energy that is lost via transfer to radiation
modes. T W], a dissipative correction to [l is derived that takes this into
account. This elim Inates m ost of the sensitive dependence of vour on vy, and
replaces the chaotic regions with trapping regions. N onethelss, we believe
the Ham ittonian ODE [l displays the findam ental features, if not the exact
details, of the tw o-bounce resonance.

W e now describe the structure of individual solutionsto the ODE [lll). The
num erical experin ents w ere perform ed w ith initial conditions

X 0)= 12;%0)= vy, > 0; 2a) = 0; a() = 0:

Fora generalvalue ofvy, < v, X (t) com es in at constant soeed, speeds up near
zero, slow s down as it approaches + 1 , oscillates back and forth a few tines,
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Figure 2.1: The analog of gurclllll ©orthe ODE [l), with = 0:5.

then em erges and heads o In either direction with nie velocity voue, with
Yout] V. Theham onicoscillatora (t), at rst grow sm onotonically, and then
beginsoscillating, Interrupted by a sequence of um ps in itsam plitude and phase,
befre settling down to a steady oscillation as X ! 1 ; see gurc . This
includes the vy, In the two-bounce resonance window s, in which the behavior
is simpler: X (t) approaches plus in nity, tums around, and heads back o
to m nus in niy and a () grows, oscillates a nite number of tin e, and then
shrinksagain. At the very bottom ofthe resonance w ndow (actually at a point
tangent to the Ine veur = W, in gure ), a ©) actually retums all its energy
toX (t), sothat lim¢; 1 a@®) = 0 and vour = Vi, - In each successive w indow ,
the a (t) undergoes one m ore oscillation than in the window to is left, wih
Nn i () oscillations In the leflm ost w indow . T his num ber increases quickly as
& 0. For example, when = 05, a(t) undergoes 4 oscillations for ¢, In

the leftm ost w indow, 5 in the next window, etc.; see gures|lll and lll. The
phrase \2-bounce resonance" was coined in ] and refers to the fact that the
kink com es in contact w ith the defect twice; eg.in gure [lll, these would be
at about t= 80 and t= 100 when X = 0. It is during the \bounces" that the
kink is In contact w ith the defect and exchanges energy w ith the defect m ode.
D uring the rst interaction the soliton gives up energy to the defect m ode and
is trapped, and in the second, the energy is retumed, and the soliton resum es
propagating. W e generalize this nam e to the 2-n bounce resonance, where n
denotes the num ber of com plte oscillations of a(t). It is possbl to nd In
the sin ulations higher resonances, w here the soliton interacts w ith the defect
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Figure 22: X (t) and a(t) for the num ericalexperiment with = 035 and «%, =
0:125.
Figure 2.3: X (t) and a(t) for the num ericalexperment with = 035 and w, =

0:10645, show ing the 24 resonance.

three or m ore tim es, before its energy is retumed and it resum es propagating.
T hese resonance w indow s are naturally m uch narrower. Interspersed between
the re ection and tranam ission w indow s is a set of initial conditions ofm easure
zero In which the solutions are chaotic and X (t) rem ainsbounded foralltin e
Tt is helpful to ook at profctions of the solutions in the K ;X-) phase
space. Ifwe ignore the temn  aF°X ) in [lM), the sin pli ed system has an
elliptic xed point at (0;0) and degenerate saddlelke xed ponntsat ( 1 ;0),
connected by a pair ofheteroclinic orbits, which split the phase space into three
regions, asisshown in gurellll. In region R (respectively R 3), solutionsm ove
right (respectively left) along tra gctories that asym ptote to horizontal lines for
large X 7. Solutions in region R, oscillate clockw ise, rem aining bounded for all
tine. W hen the coupling to a(t) is restored, these tra fctories are no longer
Invariant, and the solution m ay cross over the sgparatrices. A typical solution
starting in region R; will cross over the sgparatrix, oscillate inside R, several
tin es, then exit to either region R; or Rj; as is shown in the rst graph of
gurell. h a 2-bounce solution, X (t) must rst cross from R to R, undergo
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Figure 24: X (t) and a(t) for the num ericalexperment with = 035 and w, =
0:1327, show ing the 2-5 resonance.

half an oscillation, and then cross into R 3 and propagate back toward 1 ; as
is seen in the second graph of gure [l ©r an illustration.

3 D eterm ination of the critical velocity

To com pute the critical velociy v., we w illuse a M elnikov com putation [, ],
E ssentially, we w rite down the tin e rate of change of the energy contained in
X (t), and integrate this over a sgparatrix orbi to nd the total energy trans—
ferred away from X as it travels from 1 to+1 . Then, if the initial energy
is greater than the energy loss, then X reaches+ 1 . Ifthe energy is less, than
the tra fctory crosses the segparatrix and tums around.

W e rescale the tim e variable t ! gt. U nder this scaling, the equations
becom e:
4 + U0 )+ aF’x ) = 0; Bla)
a+ ‘a+t FX)=0 3 1b)
w here
2.2 _
3¢

T his rem oves the explict -depence from [l and xesthe leading-ordertin e
scale.

W e consider the initial valie problm de ned by () together with the
\Iniial condition" that ast ! 1,

X ! 1;%! va! 0a! 0: 32)

Because [l is autonom ous, this is nsu cient to specify a unigque solution,
and we should append the condition that ast ! 1,

X Xo V t:
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Figure 2.5: The phase plane of the uncoupled X dynam ics, divided into three
regions by a pair of degenerate heteroclinic orbits.
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Figure 2.6: Profctions into (X ;%) plane of the solutions shown in gure [l
(eft) and gurelll (right).



W hen = 0,a= a= 0de nesan invariant subspaceP, of [lll) w ith tra fctories
con ned to lie on surfaces along which the energy

E=2X°+TUX) (33)

is constant.

Asseen in gure [, the unperturbed X -phase space features bounded pe—
riodic orbits for E < 0, unbounded orbis which tend to a nite velocity at
Tj! 1 PrE > 0 and separatrix orbitswith E = 0 along which X-! 0 as
X j! 1 .Aong this heteroclinic orbit

X = snhl@e %) (B4)

where t; is the \symm etry tim e" of the orbit. In the caloulation that follow s,
wewilsett; = 0 forease of notation. W e w illneed to include nonzero t; later,
and w ill reintroduce it at key locations in the com putation.

W hen > 0, Py ceases to be invariant, and energy is transferred from X to
a. Because the coupling tem F (X ) decays exponentially, aln ost all the energy
exchange takes place when X is am all. This justi es calculating the change of
energy along the separatrix, because very little of the change of energy is due
to the tails. W e now com pute the change in energy for an allvalues of , as X
travels from 1 to+1 .Wedo thisusing a M enikov Integral.

U sing equations [lll) and ), the tin e derivative of the energy in E is

dE

dt

@x + U )X

aF’ (X )X-:

Integrating this over the separatrix orbit yields the approxin ate total loss
of energy of the soliton over the tra fctory in the form ofa M elnikov integral:
Z
E = Edt
Z,

= FOX (©)%X-(a @)dt:
1

P lugging the various form ulae into the separatrix [lll) (usihg the plus signs
for right-m oving tra ectories and allowing t; = 0, which does not e ect this
calculation):

F = 2sechX tanhX =

F= 4dsedtX + 2sechX =

@+ @y gt ez’
X-= sechX = 1+ t) 7

10



T his gives the M elnikov integral
Z,

4
L, @+ t2)2+ 1+ a@dt: 3.5)

W eevaluate E by rstcom puting a (t) and then using this in equation ().
U sing initial condition [ll), wem ay solve for a by variation of param eters:

Zt Zt
a= —cos t F X ())sh d —sin t FX())oos d
Zt 1 1
= - FX()sh ¢ )d (3-6)
1
2 2t
== sh € r——d
1 1+ 2

In fact, only the even com ponent of a (t) willbe needed to evaluate E . This
is given by zZ

Qe = — sin (& d : 3.7

e ) ( )1+—2 3.7)

Thism ay be evaluated by introducing the com plex exponential and closing the
Integral In the lower half -plane, which gives a contrbution from the pol at

= 1:
e
.= ——— cos t: (3.8)
Then, putting [ll) nto M) and using com plex exponentials, gives
Z
! 4

_ 2 ity
E = e ) (l+t2)2+ 1T e ~dt: (3.9)

This m ay be closed In the upper com plex plane, where the residuesat t = i
leads to the nalanswer:

E= 22%2e?; (3.10)

Note that a M elnikov integral has been evaluated to detem ine the leading
order change of energy, essentially providing the O ( ) term J%‘in in nite series
expansion ofthis change. W hat was found wasactually O ( e : ), which is sig—
ni cantly sm aller. A Jamm ingly, then, the O ( ?) or subsequent tem sm ight dwarf
the rsttem in the expansion, rendering the M elnikov integralm eaningless. A
related phenom enon was studied by Holn es, M arsden, and Scheurke 1], who
studied the rapidly foroed pendulim

, .t
Pt sin = Psin-

11



and were able to show that forp 8 the M elnikov integralaccurately m easures
the exponentially sm all separatrix splitting. They were subsequently abl to
reduce p. D elsham s and Seara then rem oved this restriction on the size of the
rapid forcing term in [[]. W e therefore have con dence that the M elnikov inte—
gral correctly m easures the energy change. T he num erical evidence of section [l
is also shown to be In excellent agreem ent.
Equation [l m ay then be used to nd the critical velocity :
ax 2 2

— = 3JjEj=2 e 311
ot JE7J (3.11)

v, X P- 312)
— = e : .
°a
Recall that t has been scaled by a factor of =2. Rem oving this scaling gives a
critical velocity
Ve = p—ze : (3.13)

We 1151 ay com pute output velocity Vo Porslightly supercritical nput velocity
Vi, = “e @1+ v) usihgthe energy:
2vi  E =2V

so that p
Vout 2y Ve:

T his gives the characteristic square root behavior of the curve n  gure [l to
the right ofv..

W e brie y m ention two generalizations of the above M elnikov analysis that
w illbe exceptionally usefiilin lJater sections. O n the rst near-heteroclinic orbit,
we assum e that no energy resides in a (t) . O n subsequent near-heteroclines, a (t)
is actively oscillating, so we rst suppose thatast'! 1,

2

a (b Acos (£ T); (3.14)

where A and T willbe detem ned later. Then, since equation [l is Inear,
the contrdbution due to thistem m erely adds to the contribution already calcu—
lated. A sbefore, only the even part ofa (t) is needed for the calculation. T hus
usingcos (t T)= cos Toos t+ sin T sin t, the total change of energy is
thus
E= (@4cos T 2) 2e?: (315)

D epending on the m agniude and sign of A cos T the energy change m ay be
positive or negative

Second, we consider the M elnikov integral com puted along the separatrix in
the lower halfplane. System [l cbeys the symm etry

X ;i X—a;a;0) ! ( X; X5 a; ab);

12



so that the M elnikov integral can be com puted directly. A ssum ing the lim iting
behavior M), the change of energy is

E=( 4Acos T 2)2%2e?: (3.16)

3.1 The full expansion of a(t)

In later sections, we w ill need m ore detailed know ledge of the form ofaf(t). By
equations [Hl)-l),
2 21
a= 2a. — sin (& ——d
t 1+ 2
W e obtain the asym ptotic expression ast ! +1 by integrating by parts to
obtain

af(t) Z £t ) 2 e cos & §): 3a7)
2 & §)2+1 ) ’
Sin ilarly,ast! 1,
2
altt)y — i+o< 2y (318)

ot v+l

w ith no exponentially sm all oscillatory termm . Here we have re-introduced the
dependence ofthe solution on the symmetry tinet; from [ll), ignored during
the calculation above for transparency of notation. The algebraically sm all
tem s decay for large t, soast ! 1 , i is the exponentially an all oscillating
termm that dom inates. H ow ever, w hen we use them ethod ofm atched asym ptotic
expansions, we w ill assum e that t is exponentially large of the appropriate size
so that the lrading order algebraic term and the oscillation are ofthe sam e size.

4 Solutionsnear X j= 1

Th the next two sections we construct m atched asym ptotic solutions to [l by
m atching near-separatrix solutions to solutions valid near X j= 1 . The solu-
tion for large X jm ay be expanded as a near-saddle approach to the degenerate
saddle points at in niy. Nearly heteroclinic orbits altemate w ith nearsaddle
approaches. Near-saddle expansions for linear saddle points are comm on. In
that case, exponential grow th of solutions away from the saddle point m atches
to exponential decay of hom oclinic orbits. F inite nonlinear saddle points corre—
soonding to bifiircations for H am ittonian system shave been analyzed by D In in—
nie and Habem an |, ]]and Habem an [, |]. In the current work, the non-
linear saddle is at In nity, and we do not believe that such an expansion has
been analyzed before. In the present case, solutions in the nearsaddle region
have nie-tin e singularitieswhich m atch to the logarithm ic grow th of the hete—
roclinic orbits. W e note from the conservative system [l and expansion [l

13



that the contribution due to aF °(X ) is exponentially an all for large t, so that
to leading order
X +U°x)=0 @1

w ith the energy given by [l . U X ) m ay be approxin ated in a neighborhood
of 1 by
U 8e X

We may then form approxim ations valid for large X in two di erent ways
depending on whether the energy E is positive or negative. Phase portrais
of M), shown in gurell, m ay clarify the results that ©llow .

IfE = 2V?2 > 0, then the solution of [l corresoonding to the nearsaddle
approach is given by

2
e ¥ = vsjnhV(t t)asX ! 1: @2)

The  sign on the kft side of the equation detem ines whetherX ! 1 ,and
the sign on the right must be chosen so that (¢ t) isposiive. T he constant
t is the nite blowup tine at which tin e the nearsaddlk approach goes to
In nity. The V in the notation is used Intentionally, as it gives the asym ptotic
velociy of the near approach to the saddle.

The solution for the nearsaddle approach with E = 2M 2 < 0 is given by

e¥ - LM & t) 43)
M

which has nite tin e singularities forward and backward In tine when M (t

t )= 5 and issymmetric about the symmetry tinet= t
Forlarge X 3 F (X ) 4e* , so that from [,
a+ ‘a 4 &
Since 1, the asym ptotic expansion ofa (t) is given by
4 X (t) :
a —e +cgcoos (& )+ osn & %); 44)

2

where [lll) or ) m ay be used depending on the circum stance. Equation [Hl)
show s that near the saddle approaches a (t) consists of sin ple ham onic oscilla—
tions about a slow Iy varying m ean (which increases In forward and backwards
tin e toward the nite tin e singularities), allofwhich can clearly be seen in the
num erical calculations. The saddle approach wih E < 0, descrlbbed in detail
i the next section must m atch backwards nh tine to [, so that ¢, = 0

and g = 2—5— .M atching this nearsaddlk approach Pra (t) Hward in tin e
show s how this exponentially an all oscillation is added as previously stated
n ).

14



5 Construction of solutions near the separatrix

W e now construct an approxin ation to the niial value problem for the scaled
m odelequation [l under the assum ption that the mitialvelocity is subcritical.
To be precise, we consider the \initialvalie problem " de ned by {ll) and ).
W e ket V refer to the lim iing velocity In the scaled m odel, and reserve v for
the velocity in the physical variables. W e assum e that V > 0 is less than the
critical valie ound in [lll). Then, we m ay m ake the assum ption that E (t)
stays exponentially close to 0, its value along the heteroclinic orbit. X (t) m ay
then be approxim ated n two di erent ways, depending on whether X is near
a heteroclinic orbit or X is close to iIn nity. These two approximn 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 approxin ated by a heteroclinic orbit

X smh’ (¢ §);

where t; isthe \symm etry tin e" at which X = 0 for the jth nearly heteroclinic
orbit. For K Jjlarge, the solution is given by omulas [lll) and ). The
exponentially an allpart ofa (t) contrbutes to the analysis, as it determ ines the
energy di erence between subsequent approaches to in niy.

5.1 2-dbounce solutions

T he 2-bounce solution can be constructed from the follow Ing pieces:

1. A nearsaddle approach to X = 1 with energy Eg = 2V :

2
e®* = —shhvptt t); (5.1a)
Vo

wih Vo < V. asgiven by [ .

2. a heteroclinic orbit with dX =dt> O0:

snhhX =t §; (5 1b)
3. a near saddle approach to X = +1 w ih negative energy E = 2M12:
% 2
e = —oosM 1t t); 5dc)
M,

4. a heteroclinic orbit with dX =dt< 0:

sihhX = t (61d)

5. and a near saddl approach to X 1 wih positive energy E = 2\722 :

2
e® = "shhv,t t ): (5.1e)
Vs
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The solution can be summ arized as a succession of near-saddle approaches,
connected by heteroclinic orbis. Since the change ofenergy betw een consecutive
near-saddle approaches is given by [llll), we see

MP 2= 2% e? G2)

W e now need to com pute the change of energy along the second heteroclinic
connection. W emust rst com pute the symm etry tim e t, of the second hetero—
clinic orbit, which is done via leading orderm atching ofX (t). T he algebraically
an all com ponents of a (t) can be obtained from X (t) by regular perturbation,
and thusm atch inm ediately once X satis esm atching conditions. T he separa—

trix isgiven by X = sinh ! §), and the oscillatory part ofa (t) is given by
2 ¢ s (t %) i backwardstine. Shifting tin e by tp, we arrive at the
energy change computed in ) withA = 1andT =1t 4. Theanalytic

criterion for a 2-bounce solution is that the energy be positive after the second
heteroclinic transition, i. e.

E,=2V¢ 2% e? + (4cos ( &) 2)% e? > 0: 53)

IfE, < 0, then the energy at this saddle approach is lss than zero, and the
solution does not escape at this saddle approach.
The large tin e shgularity ofthe rst heteroclinic orbit () :

1 1
e®* =
2 %)
must m atch the singularity of [l asM 1 & t )& =2:
. M; 1

2Mit t)+ 5

yielding
R o
A sim ilar calculation yields
t t = M 1:
Com bining these gives
L &= M_l : (54)
Note that this is exactly half the period of a closed orbi with E = 2Mf.

M atching [l to [l yiedst = t;, and matching [[ll) to ) yieds
t = t2 .
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5.2 The2-bounce resonance and the w idth ofthe 2-bounce
w indow

T his does not su ce to detemm ine resonant values ofV , because we still need
to satisfy the condition that the oscillatory com ponent ofa (t) vanishes In com —
ponent 5 ofthe solution. T hus, at this stage we require a m atching condition on
the exponentially an all oscillating part ofa (t) . T wo-bounce resonant solutions
are de ned by the condition that E, = 2VO2 . From [M), this requires that
ws (o ) = 1. Usihg ), we cbtain the analytic condition for 2-bounce
resonant solutions that

— = 2 n;

M

wheren > 0 is an integer, so that E = 2 2 e? . Thus, the second jimp

In energy exactly cancels the &rst, and all of the energy is retumed to the
propagating m ode X . T his gives a quantization condition

M,= 53)

g .
W e can combine this with equation ), to obtain a ©mula for the initial
velociy of the 2-n resonant solution

r
2

Vo = 2 g2 —
4n?

(5.6)
V. denotes the (scaled) initial velocity of the soliton in 2-n resonance w ith the
defect m ode. In order that forV, to be wellde ned, n m ust satisfy

n Thin () —%—_: 5.7)

2

T hisgivesa low erbound on the num ber ofa-oscillations in a 2 bounce resonance,
and explains w hy the observed resonance w indow s disappear as is increased.

We may nd the width of the 2-n resonance window as follows. If the
energy change along the second heteroclinic orbit satis es E > 2M 12, then
the solution has positive energy, the tra fctory crosses the separatrix, and the
soliton escapes. If E < 2M 12, then the solution rem ains bounded, and will
approach m inus in niy befre tuming around another timne. Therefore, the
boundaries of the 2-n window, as a function of M ; are given by the values of
M 4 w here

E=2M ;
n [, ie. if
l(l+ Mlz )
cos— = — :
1 2 2 g2
LettingM 1 = 57—, then
nr2nin()
cs2 M+ )= cos2 = 1+ 5.8)
m+ P
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Considering rst the width ofthe leffmost window,weletn= int i n ( ))+ 1,

then 2 = 2n12(1 frhim())), where Int (Z ) and fr (Z ) are the integer and
fractional parts of Z . Restricting our attention to the an aller w indow s closer
to vg, ifn Npin (), then cos2 %,or %:The]eﬁ:and right edges of

the nth resonance w indow have velocity approxin ately
s

v, - e2 — 5.9)

Ifn is su ciently large, then , = —Sp— 1, and we nd that the width of
the 2-n w indow is given by

BN

Wn= Vns Va

&
Slw

which scalesasn 2 Prlamgen.

5.3 The general initial value problem

Ifthe second jum p in energy, given by by the second M elnikov calculation [ll),
is lessthan 2M 12 , then the soliton does not escape on the second interaction w ith
the defect. Tnstead it jim psto a new energy level inside the separatrix. W e can
then replace the sequence [ll) w ith the a nite num ber of nearly heteroclnic
orbits separated by near saddle approaches (w ith negative energy) in which the
solution usually escapes at the last saddle approach w ith positive energy:

1. A nearsaddle approach to X = 1 ,with energy Eg = 2V{:

2
e® = ZsnhVytt t) (5.10a)
Vo

2. A heteroclinic orbit w ith X-> 0, overwhich the change ofenergy is E 1,
given by the M ehikov integral ) :

shhX =t % (5.10b)
3. A near saddle approach altemating between X = 1 , with energy E5 =
Ej 1 + E j= 2M32.
X 2 ]
e = —oosM jt t) (5.10c)

J

4. A heteroclinic orbit (@lfemating between X-< 0 and X-> 0):
sihhX = t ¥ (5.10d)

A fter each nearly heteroclinic orbit, the energy isE 4,1 = Ej+ E 5. If
E j+1 < 0, the solution solution has a near saddl approach w ith negative
energy and hence retums to step 3. However, ifE 5, ; > 0, the solution
escapes, and this last saddl approach is instead m athem atically described

by step 5.
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5. If the solution escapes (at velocity V), then the near saddl approach
atx = 1 satis es:

2
e X = V—sjnth(t t ) (5.10e)

£

U sually the solution w ill escape affer a nite num ber ofbounces. H owever,
for a set of initial velocities of zero m easure, the solution will consist of an
In nite num ber ofnearly heteroclinic orbits, w illnot escape, and w illbe chaotic.
T he interesting dynam ics take place at step 3 above. W e m ust again consider
the oscillatory part of a(t). Th analogy with expansion [lll), after j near
heteroclinic orbits, a (t) m ay be w ritten

x3
( 1f''cos & %) (611)

a () algebraically smalltem s + 2
k=1

wherewe ndty & 1= %, the appropriate generalization of [lll). The
change In energy along the kth heteroclinic orbit is given by a generalization
ofequations [lll) { ) to include multiple oscillating temm s. If the solution
contains exactly m heteroclinic connections, then the change of energy over all
ofthe connections is given by the sum ofthe contrbutions overallthem nearly
heteroclinic orbits, which, after som e algebraic m anipulation, is

2 e ¥ X

( 7" oos @ ®): (5.12)
i=19=1

E tota1=

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

happen only foram easure zero set of initialvelocitiesV . Ifthis isthe case, then

X (t) willhave Interacted w ith the defect a totalofm tin es. Between each pair
ofbounces, a (t) willhave undergone an Integer num ber of com plete oscillations
(clus a am allphase shift). W e m ay thus construct, in a m anner sim ilar to that
above, them —(q ;5 1) bounce window . O f course m any of window s
do not contain a com plete resonance, ie. there does not exist a velocity In the
window forwhich allenergy is retumed to the propagatingm ode. W hen allthe
w indow s of initial conditions that eventually escape to 1 are rem oved, what
ram ains is a C antor-like set of nitial conditions that are trapped for allpositive
tin e.

54 The 3-bounce resonance

Tt is also possble to construct the three-bounce resonance solutions, which look
in phase space like gure . Note that our m atched asym ptotic expansion
depends on X j 1, but this gure show s that X 2 is su cient. A though

such resonance w indow s are too narrow to see w ith the naked eye n  gure [,
carefulexam ination ofthe data, and use of sym m etries allow s us to discover the
threebounce resonance w indow s. N ote that the tw o-bounce solutions consist of
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dXx/dt

Figure 5.1: A phaseplane portrai of a 3-bounce resonant solution of equa-
tion ).

X and a which are even functions of t (w ith the tim e origin shifted to be the
m idpoint between the two singularity tin es). Sim ilarly [l adm its solutions
In which both X (t) and a () are odd. A three bounce resonant solution is an
odd function of tin e, In which there are three energy jimps and a) ! 0 as
Tj! 1 . Wemay assum e that the three shqularity tinesare %, 0, and ty.
T hen we note that for the solution to be odd, the energy evelE; ort2 ( 1;0)
must be the sam e as the energy levelE, Prt2 (O;t), so E = 0 along the
second heteroclinic orbit, ie.

E = (4doos tg 2)% e? =0: (513)
T herefore cos to=%or
= 2n —:
to 3

By our standard reasoning this gives

which is exactly the orm ula we obtained in [lll) when we ignored a am all tem
in that calculation. T herefore very close to the edge of each 2-bounce w indow ,
on either side, there exists a sym m etric 3-bounce w ndow . W e m ay check that
ifbefore the second energy jim p

a k) 2cos( t 5);

then afterward
aft) 2cos(t 5)

so the solution is odd, and we don’t need to com pute the third interaction. In

gure M, we show the a(t) Pr the two 3bounce window s to the inm ediate
left and right of the st 2-bounce window shown in gure . A symm etric
3-bounce w indow s also exist, In which a oscillates a di erent num ber of tin es
on the rst approach to In nity than i does on the second.
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Figure 52: The two 3-bounce resonant solutions (@ (t) only) to the lkeft and
right of the st 2bounce window in gure . In @), v- 0:09796. In (),
= 0:11301.

6 N um erical veri cation

T he analysis of the previous section has given us formulas by which we m ay

com pute several features of the solution, as a function of the defect strength

T hese include, the critical velocity v, the num ber of oscillations contained in

the solution in the leftm ost resonance w indow @My i, ( )), and the locations of
the 2-bounce resonance w indow s, as well as their w idths.

C ritical velocities

Figure lll, show s the num erically com puteg _critical velocities for the values

2 f%;%;%;lg; aswellas v, = exp = 2. Ofcourse, both the curve of
calculated velocities, as well as the num erically com puted velocities approach
zeroas ! 0,sowemust show they approach zero at the sam e rate to validate
our theory. The lower half of the gure show s the ratio of the num erical and
asym ptotic values, which are correct to within 6% for = 1 and towihin 02%
for = 1=8.

P redicted m inim um a-oscillations for resonance My (1))

For the values = f5;1;1g, ormula M) yields n, i () (rounded up to the

nearest whole number: ng i (3) = 15, Nnn ) = 4, and ng i (1) = 1, which

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

N in (%) = 98. The fawest oscillations seen In the num erical experin ents w ih
1

= 5 was 100, but the equations are very sti when and w, are very small,

and an aller values of vy, were not investigated.

R esonance w indow s

T he com parison of vy w ith num erically com puted values is shown in F iguresilill
for = 1=4. M any of the resonance w Indow s are welkpredicted. W e m ay gain
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Figure61: (Top) C riticalvelocity asa fiinction ofvelociy, num erical + , and via
asym ptotic calculation (solid line). Bottom ) Ratio of num erical to asym ptotic
calculated values.

m ore insight by considering equation [ll) asde ningn asa finction ofV (and
hence as a function of the unscaled velocity v). In  gqurelll we plot cos2 n (v)
asa function ofv. Ifn 2 Z,then cos2 n = 1. T herefore the 2-bounce resonance
w indow centers (i. e.the resonant niialvelocities) are given by the pointsw here
the curve y = cos2 n (v) is tangent to the liney = 1. Equation [lll) (ih
n+ replaced by n (v)) gives the edges of the resonance w indow s. T herefore
to the In m ediate keft and right of the resonance w indow centers, the curve y =
1 nZ ()

cos2 n (v) crosses the curvey = 3 1+ Y

note from the gurethatthisin pliesthat the lefim ost resonancew indow s should
be narrowed w ith respect to the space between windows. This is con m ed in
the plot of voutr VS. Vin . Finally, the reasoning of section [l show s that the
center of the 3-bounce w Indow s should be given by the Intersection of the curve
y = cos2 n(v) wih the Iney= 1=2.

, 9iving the w indow edges. W e

7 Conclusions

W e have shown how a resonant exchange ofenergy betw een a soliton and defect
m ode gives rise to tw o bounce resonance w lndow s. T hiswasknown to C am pbell
et al. aswellas to Feiet al. However by applying perturbation techniques to
a variational m odel of the system , we have been abl to quantify this e ect
w ithout recourse to statistical data tting. The study of Fei, K wwshar, and
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V azquez show s rem arkable ts between the num erically determ ined locations
of the resonance w indow s, and also gives an in plicit equation for the critical
velocity that is asym ptotically equivalent to our equation [llll). The chief
advantage of ourm ethod is that we are able to determm ine the dependence ofall
these quantities on  explicitly.

O ne of us has previously studied the m odel [lll) in M]. In that paper, an
arti cial coupling param eter is added to @). For small values of , we
were able to show the dynam ics contained a Sm ale horseshoe. In that construc—
tion, capture was identi ed with transfer of phase space between the regions
of gure [l via tumstile lobes in a certain Poincarem ap. That P oincare m ap
was ilkde ned as ! 1, so the results were not directly applicable to equa-—
tion [lM), although were very suggestive of the dynam ics. It does indicate how
the dynam ics in the regions between the resonance windows in  gure Il de-
pends sensitively on the nput velocity. Combining this w ith the quantitative
Inform ation contained in the current study gives a rather com plete picture of
the dynam ics.

O ther studies of the 2-bounce resonant phenom enon have often derived a
form ula for the resonance w indow s of the form

1
ve w) ? nT + o

where T is the period of the fast oscillations, and ( issome o set tine. The
equivalent statem ent in this study isgiven in equation [l . T hisisequivalentto
setting o to zero. To attain ( wewould need to nd furtherterm sin {l), the
equation for the tim e betw een interactions, in tem s ofthe an allenergy-derived
tern M . The leading orderterm isO M ') and symm etries of equation [l
show that the O (1) tetm mustbe zero. The next term in the serdes is necessarily
oM).

M any sin ilar system s have shown the 2-bounce resonance, and the m eth—
ods developed here should be adaptable to such system s. H owever the current
system is the sin plest to study for several reasons. F irst, it depends explicitly
on a sn all coupling param eter ,and when ! 0 decouples into two indepen—
dent oscillations. Anninos et al. derive a variationalm odel of the kink-antikink
scattering in the ¢ experin ents of C am pbellet al. l, M. This m odel does not
depend explicitly on a an all param eter, so an arti cial one m ight need to be
introduced. Since our fom ula for v, is correct to wihin 6% even with = 1,
thism ay be a reasonable step to take. O therm odels do not decouple so cleanly
as [ as ! 0.Nonethelss, in m any system s it is possble to draw a diagram
sin ilarto gure ), so we believe that a sin ilarm echanism is at work.
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