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Boundary e ects on localized structures in spatially extended system s
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W e present a generalm ethod of analyzing the in uence of nite size and boundary e ects on the
dynam ics of localized solutions of non-linear spatially extended system s. T he dynam ics of localized
structures in In nite system s involve solvability conditions that require profction onto a G oldstone
m ode. O urm ethod works by extending the solvability conditions to nite sized system s, by Incor-
porating the nite sized m odi cations of the G oldstone m ode and associated nonzero eigenvalie.
W e apply this m ethod to the special case of non-equilbriuim dom ain walls under the in uence of
D irichlet boundary conditions in a param etrically forced com plex G inzburg Landau equation, w here
we exam Ine exotic nonuniform dom ain wallm otion due to the in uence ofboundary conditions.

PACS num bers: 82.40.g,05.70Ln

I. NTRODUCTION

M odels of non-linear spatially extended system s ex-—
hibit a variety of spatial and tem poral pattem form ing
phenom ena. A subclass ofthese pattems are spatially lo—
calized structures rE:] that nclude pulses, solitons, fronts,
and dom ain walls. T he standard analysis of these local-
zed structures assum es that, on large length and tin e
scales, they can be treated as \coherent ob jgcts" th'],
with e ective param eters like position, and velocity at—
tributed to them . A perturbative expansion about this
isolated coherent ob ctpro Il isthen used to understand
its response to extemal forces, Interaction w ith other lo—
calized structures i:ag, :_3], noise, or intemal instabilities
EJ:, id]. P erturbative calculations reduce the originalnon-
linear problem to a serdes of linear problem s that require
consistency criteria known as solvability conditions for
their solution. Typically, the solution of a linear equa—
tion L. = , requiresthe orthogonality of to the zero
modes ,i. ( ; )= 0,in the null space of the adpint
hom ogeneous problem LY = 0.

O ften, the symm etries In a particular system are re—
soonsible for the zero m odes of the operators obtained
after a perturbative expansion. For instance, sihce a lo—
calized structure pro l and the sam e pro Il translated
In niesin ally are both solutions of the underlying non—
linear equation, the di erence of the two pro Iles pro-
vides a zero (neutral or G oldstone) m ode. Strictly, the
zero m ode is the derivative ofthe localized structure pro-—

le, and the underlying sym m etry is translation invari-
ance. Zero m odes extracted from symm etry argum ents
m ay then be em ployed straightforw ardly into solvability
Integrals.

The argum ent above, based on translational invari-
ance, works if the system size is n nite. For a lo—
calized structure near a system boundary, due to the
relevant boundary conditions that have to be in posed
there, the localized structure solution and its In nitesi-

m ally translated counterpart are no longer solutions of
the sam e equation. Hence, translational nvariance is
broken. T herefore, In this case, one has to contend, not
only w ith the incorporation ofthe boundary data into the
solvability condition, but also the appropriate treatm ent
of broken translation invariance.

M ost treatm ents of localized structures ollow analyti-
caltechniques that 211 in the realn ofm oving boundary
approxin ations té A comm on feature to these approx-—
In ations, for Jnstanoe, In excitable waves ﬁ or bistable
fronts Ei’ -_9 :_lQ], is the separation of the description of
the localized structure into an \inner region" and \outer
region". T he inner region, characterized by short spatial
scales and fast tin e scales, captures the Intemaldynam —
ics of the localized structure. In contrast, the dynam ics
of the localized structure as a whole is captured by the
lIong spatial and tim e scales com prising the outer prob—
Jem . The solvability Integrals in m oving boundary type
approxin ations occur in the nner problem . Since it is
the eldsin the outer region that m ediate the interaction
w ith the boundary [, 13], the boundary data is not in—
corporated Into solvability conditions arising in the inner
problem . There are am ple situations however, where i
m ay not be possbl to have sgparate Inner and outer
regions of a localized structure by m anipulating relevant
system param eters t_l-é_i'] In such cases, the boundary data
m ust be directly incorporated into the solvability condi-
tion.

In this paper, through an approprately chosen ad pint
operator LY de ned for the sem iin nite system (local-
ized structure near a boundary), we develop techniques
that not only include the boundary data into the solv—
ability condition, but also directly lncorporate thee ects
ofbroken translational invariance into it. W e accom plish
thisby extending the de nition ofthe G oldstonem ode to
Include the possibility that the corresponding eigenvalue
be non—zero, w ith ism agniide dependent on how close
the localized structure is to the boundary. This leads
further to amodi ed solvability criteria.

As a case study, we develop our techniques in the
context of reaction-di usion system s and apply it to
non-equilbriim dom ain walls (fronts) found in bistable
regin es. In bistable reaction-di usion system s, fronts
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connecting the two hom ogeneous steady states can un-
dergo a bifiircation, called a front bifiircation, where
a stationary Ising front loses stability to two counter-
propagating Bloch frontsfl4]. This bifircation can be
regarded as an intemal instability of the Ising front, the
Jocalized structure about which a perturbative expansion
is carried out to obtain the propagating B loch wall so—
Jution. This bifurcation, also known as the IsingB loch
bifircation, has been gbse_rved In several system s, lke
dg;m_jcal reactions #, 19, 116] and also in liquid crystals
(7, 18).

In a recent work t_l-zj], we exam Ined the in uence of
boundaries on IsingB loch fronts in a F itzH ugh-N agum o
FHN) reaction di usion model. W e were able to de-
rive order param eter equations (OPE) for front dynam -
ics, where the fronts were perturbed by the In position of
D irichlet and possbly other boundary conditions at the
boundaries. T his derivation for the two com ponent FHN
m odel required restrictive assum ptions about the relative
size of the fronts for the two concentration elds, allow —
ng for the use of m oving boundary approxin ation like
singular perturbation m ethods detailed In E_S, :_9]. These
sihgular perturbation techniques are quite versatile, pre—
dicting exotic phenom ena like front reversal, trapping,
and oscillation at the boundary. However, as observed
earlier, we w ish to exam ine the e ects of boundary data
on localized structures, wherem oving boundary type ap—
proxim ations are not applicable, and the explicit incor-
poration of boundary data in a solvability condition is
required.

In the next section we discuss the extension of the
solvability condition to incorporate boundary data and
broken translational invariance via the extension of the
G oldstonem ode in a generic system exhibiting a localized
structure. In Sec. III, we describe them odi cation ofthe
slow m anifold ofa generic Ising-B loch front due to bound-
ary e ects. In Sec. IV, we apply our m ethod of sok—
ability condition extension to study the e ects of nite
size and D irichlet boundary conditions on the dynam ics
of IsingB loch fronts in a param etrically forced com plex
G nzburg Landau equation (CGLE) E_ﬂ, :_fZ_I] An in por-
tant reason behind this choice is its experim entalcontext,
m odeling Ising-B loch fronts in Liquid crystals sub cted
to rotating m agnetic  elds|[17,118]. Liquid crystal sys-
tem s are ideal candidates to study boundary e ects, as
lateral boundary conditions m ay be inposed n a con—
trolled m anner by appropriate electric elds _:._[l_'9]. An-
other experin ental test bed is presented Ref. 4], in the
form of coupled non-lnear electrical oscillators, where
the application of boundary conditions requires a m inor
and straightforw ard variation of the original circuit. In
Sec. V wediscuss in detailthe in plications ofthe derived
order param eter equations for the param etrically foroed
CGLE.In Sec. VIwe present our conclusions.

II. GOLDSTONE MODESAND SOLVABILITY
CRITERIA

Consider a generalnon-lnearPDE,
@U =LU+ N U); @)

where U (x;t) is the solution vector, L. are the linear
term s, and N (U ) are the non-linear temm s. Let Uy (%)
be a stationary localized solution of Eq. {l), with the
asym ptotic behavior U (x) ! 0;x ! 1 . In princible,
Uy x) also encom passes uniform ly translating localized
structures, which are stationary in a co-m oving fram e.

D ue to translational nvariance in the system , one has
A x) = Ugx, the derivative w ith respect to x ofthe local-
ized structure pro J, as the zero eigenvalie (eutral or
G oldstone) m ode of the operator $ = L + N °Uy). A Iso,
1t is reasonable to expect that due to translational invari-
ance $Y has a corresgponding zero eigenvector, given by
the solution of $YAY = 0. A detailed discussion of this
issuem ay be found in t_lg] and the references therein.

W hile exam ining the stability ofA = Uyy to perturba-
tions, which m ay include a an all extemal perturbation
P U;x) added onto Eq. @), one obtains,

L+N°Up]U-=¢£;
f= @(U) fN®Uy(UF=2+ pUp;x)
+ PUQix) U+ B°Ue;ix)( UF=2+ 0 [( UV ;)

where U isthe sn alldeviation from the localized struc—
turepro le. Realizing that the operator $ = L + N°Uy)
hasa G oldstonem ode, the solvability ofEqg. !_2) requires,

(£;AY)= 0: @)

T he brackets indicate an inner product or the pro gction
of the dynam icaltermm s £ onto the G oldstone m ode (its
corresponding ad pint) AY. Equation. ({_’i) represents the
generic response ofa localized structure to a w ide variety
ofperturbations, both lntemaland extemal. From an in—
form aland intuitively appealing point of view , the G old—
stone m ode w ith its associated zero eigenvalue is a slow

(relevant) m ode, which coupled w ith other slow m odes
In the system , should dom inate the dynam ics. T he pro—
Fction in Eq. ('_3) is a form alprescription to capture this
slow dynam ics.

Let a localized structure be located near a boundary
at x = 1, wih the origih xed at the position of the
Jocalized structure. A lthough, AY is still a solution of
$YAY = 0 In this case, it does not assum e the hom oge—
neous boundary value AY( 1) = 0. Consequently, AY is
no longerthe zero eigenvector ofthe ad pint hom ogeneous
problem In the sem + nie interval [ ;1 ]. However, we
still expect AY to play a central role in the dynam ics
of the localized structure, all be it In a slightly m odi-

ed om A = AY+ A]. The subscript 1 denotes the
proxim iy ofthe localized structure to the boundary, and

A] is a proxin ity dependent correction to AY. W e re-
quire that in the limit 1! 1 ,AY ! AY,and A ! O.



T his requirem ent is reasonable on physicalgrounds. T he
slow dynam ics of the localized structure far away from
the boundary involves AY as a relevant constituent by
virtue of £ being a slow m ode. A s the localized structure
gradually nears the boundary, we still expect AY, In is
modi ed form 2], to be the relevant (slow ) constituent
of the dynam ics.

A may be determ ined in two possble ways. Firstly,
wemay extract A] as the solution of

$7aY=0; AY( D=10; A )= 0; @

with the inplication that A = AY + 2] isstilla zero
eilgenvector in the nite system . Orwemay eanctABl’

as a solution of
$yA§l/= lAil’; Aﬁl’( )= 0: A{(1)=05 o)

T hus, as the localized structure gradually closes in on a
boundary, the zero eigenvectorAY ismodi ed to A{, and
the zero eigenvalue gradually m igrates away from zero,

assum Ing the value ;. Hence,asl1l! 1, ;! 0, and
A7 ! A.
The rst scenario is easily discarded using unique—

ness argum ents. IfEq. () is obeyed, then A] should
cbey, $¥ Al = 0; AJ( ) = AY(D; AJ/L) = O,
with the unique solution A] = AY. TherePre, sice
AY = AY+ A, Eq. ) only has the trivial solution
Ai’ = 0 (the unigueness of hom ogeneous and Inhom oge—
neous problem s involving linear di erential operators on
sam +=n  nite Intervals can be proved by a transform ation
that takes the sem #in nite Interval nto a nite Inter-
val, ollow ed by the utilization oftheorem s on uniqueness
available for nite intervals. W e provide a proof in Ap—
pendix A for the CGLE that is studied in detail n later
sections. M oreover, such a transform ation m ay also be
applied to operators w ith an asym ptotic structure sin -
lar to that ofthe CGLE). T his leads us to conclude that
themodi cation ofY in a nite system is appropriately
represented by Eq. (E) .

For arbirary functionsu (ot the eld U in Eq. -'_(EL))
and v, and using Integration by parts, we have,

W;$¥v) + vux b) v@)ux @)
vx )u ©); (6)

(Su;v) =

+ vy @u@)

where we assum e for sinplicity that $ is a reaction-
di usion type operator com prised of second order di er—
entialtemm s only. x = a and x = b are arbitrary bound—
ary points. Ifneeded, onem ay evaluate surface tem s for
m ore general operators using integration by parts.

For the Iocalized structurea = landb= 1. We
invoke Eq. @) and substitute v= AY, u= U (the sub-
script 1 denotes that U is now considered In a nie
system ) In Eq. (:§), to obtain,

¢ UyA]) = (A= (U AD+FAL (D U( D
AT (1) U@ ): )

This is the sought after nite system extension of the
solvability criteria Eq. ('_ZJ.). Also,asl! 1 ,Eq. (-'j) re—
duces to (£;AY) = 0. Shhce $ is obtained by linearizing
about the localized structure Uy x), U ( 1) issinply the
di erenceU( 1) U( 1), where U ( 1) is the D irich—
k¥t boundary valie inposed on eld U, the solution of
Eqg. @:).

The extension Eq. (-rj.), tailored to incorporate non-—
hom ogeneous D irichlet boundary conditions on the eld
U, is not unique. For instance, one m ay consider the ef-
fects ofnon-hom ogeneocusN eum ann boundary conditions
on the eld U by requiring that & cbeys

$YaY= AY; AL ( )=0; AL (1 )=0: @®)

H ere, the derivatives, rather than A{ itself, assum e zero

values at theboundary. Furthem ore, an extension Ail’ for
a general set of hom ogeneous boundary conditions, w ith
hom ogeneous D irichlet and Neum ann boundary condi-
tions as special cases, m ay also be developed. Next, we
apply the techniques and criteria developed so far to an—
alyze non-equilbrium IsingB loch fronts, as the fronts
Interact w ith the system boundary.

III. BOUNDARY EFFECTS IN A GENERIC

ISINGBLOCH SYSTEM

IsingB loch frontsprovide an interesting arena to apply
the m ethods developed in the last section. A long wih
the usual G oldstone m ode associated w ith translational
Invariance, the slow m anifold for Ising-B loch fronts also
includes a spatially localized slow m ode responsible or
the Ising-B Ioch bifiircation [, 21, 22]. Chirality preserv-
ing stationary Ising fronts f_lé_i], bifircate nto a pair of
chirality broken, counterpropagating B loch fronts. The
slow manifold for IsingBloch fronts com prised of the
G oldstone and chirality breaking m odes, m anifests iself
In the orm oforderparam eterequations OPE) EI,-B,:_Z-%]
for the order param eters, front velocity and front posi-
tion. The front velocity is a m easure of the e ects of
the chirality breaking m ode. The G oldstone m ode cap—
tures front translations by in nitesin al changes in the
front position, the other order param eter. W e seek the
coupling betw een these order param eters induced by the
boundary data and broken translational invariance.

A generic Ising front denoted by U (x), gives the G old—
stone mode Upy . Close to the IsingB loch bifircation
threshold, propagating B loch wall solutions are regarded
asperturbations ofthe stationary Ising wall solution {_l-é_i'] .
T he front velocity ¢ controls the strength of these per-
turbations. Therefore, expanding the deviation U in
powers of ¢, we have,

U, = Upg+ U
:U0+CU1+C2 U2+C3 Us + :3; )

w ith the perturbed B loch wall solution Uy.



For convenience we transform into a fram e of reference
m oving along w ith the Bloch wall. This transform ation
amountsto @.( U) ! @( U) cUpx + Uy). Invok-—
nhg Eq. ('_2) and substituting into it the expansion of U,
w hile at the sam e tim e disregarding the in uence of any
extermal perturbation p U ;x), we obtain,

SE Ui+ U+ & Bsl=Glc By)
CI_UOX+CU1X+C2 sz] CZNZ C3N3+

N, and N 3 represent the coe cients of second order and
third order velocity term s respectively.

Equating tem s which are rst order in velocity ¢ In
Eq. C_lg), we obtain,

S U+ Upx = O: 11)

This means that $ has a doubl zero eigenvalue at
the Ising-B loch bifiircation threshold [, 23]. Therefre,
along w ith the zero G oldstone m ode, we have another
eilgenvalue that passes through zero at the bifircation.
The G oldstone m ode Uyx and the generalized eigenvec—
tor U; obtained from Eq. {_11) span the slow m anifold.
T he chirality breaking m ode is then constructed asa lin-—
ear com bination of these two m odes E].

Em ploying the proction criteria Eqg. @) for an Ising-
Bloch front close to the bifurcation threshold, ie. the
solvability ofEq. (10), results in,

(U ;AY)@c = c@UoxiAY)+ & ( Uy + Ny;AY)
+ C3( U2X+ N3;Ay)+

This is the generic OPE for the velocity of Ising-B loch
fronts close to the bifircation threshold. T he particular
form ofthe Inner products n Eq. C_l-Z_i) is system speci c.
If one assum es further sym m etries in the system , for ex—
amplk U ! U, inner products that are coe cients of
even pow ers of the velocity in Eqg. @2) vanish, resulting
In the nom alfom ofa pichfork bifircation. The inner
product Uox;AY) n Eq. C_lé) controls the distance from
the IsingB loch bifiircation threshold, where for consis—
tency (Ising-B loch bifircation is a pitchfork) it is further
required that (UOX,AY) F,ec & E, 2-2_5] Hence, all
the term s in Eq. {12) aJ:eofSJZec3

W e invoke the extended solvability criteria Eq. (7) to
evaluate the e ects ofboundary data on the dynam ics of
IsingB loch fronts. For generic Ising-B loch fronts inter—
acting w ith boundaries where D irichlt data is present,
the extended solvability criteria assum es the fom ,

( UiiAY)@c = cUo;AY)+ & ( Uik + No;AY)

+ & ( Up + N3;A7)
+ 1(c U+ C2 Uy + C3 Uz +

L) U@):a3)

1A

+ AL (D U( D) A
In contrast to earlierw orks @,E,éa‘] focused on thee ects
of extemal perturbations, p U ;x), on the slow m anifold,

the constituentm odes ofthe slow m anifold require appro—
priatem odi cationsin orderto capturethee ectsarising

due to con nem ent by boundaries. W hilk, them odi ca—
tion ofthe ad pint G oldstonem ode AY to A isgenericto
any con ned localized structure, or altematively, a local-
ized structure being considered in the vicinity of system
boundaries, them odi cation of the generalized eigenvec-
tor U; to Up; is a unigue characteristic of Ising-B loch
fronts. _

Sinpli cations to the slow m aniold Eq. :_(l_'B) arem ade

(10) by the fllow ing cbservations. Consider the term , f, =

1(c Ut C2 Uyt ('.,3 Uzt {)AOI‘I the ]:lght hand side
ofEd. C_l-g') . The nnerproduct f; = ;(c Ui;;AY) hasthe
largest contribution since it involvesthe rstpowerofthe
velocity c. Now, as m entioned before, all term s should
be of size ¢, a requirem ent in posed r the IsingB loch
bifiircation to be a pitchfork. Therefore, f; c &,
mplying 1 . M oreover, the size of ; is controlied
by the distance of the B loch fronts from the boundary.
If the front is far away from the boundary, that is, if

1 0, then f; O (), and its contrbution to
Eqg. Clj can be neglected. A s the front m oves tow ards
the boundary, so that &, then f; & contrbutes
to Eq. C13), and the ensuing front dynam ics. If the front
gets too close to the boundary, ., 1 ¢ then f; &,
and the scaling requiring that all the tem s be of size &
breaksdown. In otherwords, if ; ¢, thee ectsofthe
boundary are too strong for them to be accurately con-—
sidered as an all perturbations on the dynam ics of Ising—
Bloch fronts. Consequently, the size of ; serves as a
m easure of the strength of the boundary perturbation.

az) In light of the present discussion, Eq. @3 smpli esto

( UpjAY)@c =

+ O ( Uy + N3;AY)

CWUoxiAY) + & ( Ui + N;AY)

+ 1(c U;AY)

+ AL (D U( D: 14)

The surface tem s at In niy contrbute zero, since by
construction A (1 ) = 0.

IV. BOUNDARY EFFECTS IN THE
PARAM ETRICALLY FORCED CGLE

The CGLE reads,

RQF=( +1)F FIr+ F +Q@%F+ (15)
E quation. ¢15) and its generalizations B,-S -14 havebeen

thoroughly analyzed in the context ofthe IsingB loch bi-

furcation. The eld F m ay be regarded as the am plitude
ofdi usively coupled auto oscillators that oscillate above
the H opfbifiircation threshold determ ined by the param —
eter represents the strength of param etric forcing at
tw ice the natural frequency, and  is the detuning. The
param eter , which m odels forcing at the natural fre—
quency of the system , breaks the E ! F) symm etry.
A sa resul, the pitchfork nom al form ofthe IsingB loch



bifurcation for =
non-zero

W ebrie y recount the results of:_fﬁ] conceming the dy—
nam ics of Ising-B loch fronts in the param etrically forced
CGLE vald for an In nite system . This lays down the
fram ew ork for the subsequent consideration of nite sys—
tem sizes and boundary e ects.

For = 0 and in the bistabl rngEe deter—
m ined by the constraints, j j< , > 2,
Eq. {15) possesses a stationary Ising yall solution Fy =

Ttanh( =2X)&' . Here = + 2 2and is
obtained by solvingsin @ )= = .Blch wall solutions
of Eq. €15) are then obtained as a perturbation to the
Isihg wall,

0 unfolds into a saddle node for a

Fp&;t) = fanhx)+ u ;) + w &0k ; 16)

o
w here the spacetin e scaling t = =2,x = =2X is

Introduced by the authors, resulting in,

2 3
D]_ 4 =
$ =4 d;
O D2 3+4=
_ a2 2
D;=@;+ 2 6tanh” x);
_ a2 2
Dy,=@;+1 2tanh® x);
2 3 2 3
3u? + w? ud + uw?
= 2tanh) 4 5 24 S
2uw w3+ wu?

For clarity and continuation of the conventions used in
the previous sections, we stress the follow ng points.
Firstly, we recognize that U = fu;wdg . Secondly, U
obeys

@ U=S$ U +¢; a7)

w hich when com pared with Eq. {_2), Jeads to the realiza—
tion that ¥ = N QU,)( UY=2+ O [( U). Thidl, $
is obtained by linearizing about the solution Uy (x). In

the pre t case the statjonary solution is the Ising wall
F1x)= tanlb(x ,and Uy (x) = tanh x), where the
constant factor e should be dropped if the pertur-

bation U = fu;wd isde ned through Eq. .(16)
For the spoeci ¢ case of the param etrically forced
CGLE, one has 5],

. 2 3
3 51 &) T &) sech? (x)
U = 4 5 i Uox = 4 5 7
2—sech (x) 0
(18)
2 9( ) 2
C Cm (><)
and AY=4
sech (x)

Substituting these vectors into Equation. {14) gives @],
|
, !
27
@tc=7(c42)c — 4086 Q9

Eqg. C_l-gi') possesses three stationary states, two counter—
propagating Bloch walls and a stationary Ishg wall
These steady states exchange stability via the Ising—
Bloch bjg.u:catjon at the critical bifiircation param eter
3. = 9 24+ 2., The components of the vectors

U=c U+ Uy+ 3, UpandAY, nan in nite system ,
exponentially decay to zero as one m oves away from the
front both to the left and to the right. This signi esthat
Ising and Bloch walls are localized structures that are
not In uenced by boundary conditions in posed on either
boundary su ciently far away. Furthem ore, no explicit
dependence on x In Eqg. d_l-g) Indicates translational in—
variance, a residue of in nite system size.

W enow caloulateAY and the associated valne of 1. AY
satis esthe boundary conditionsA] ( )= 0,A] (1 )= 0
(hom ogeneous problem ), since we wish to exam ine the
In uence of D irichlet boundary conditions on U (non—
hom ogeneous problem ). C lose to the bifircation thresh—
old determ ned by them agniude of . , the operator
$Y has ‘2che form

. 3 2 . . 3
D,
§v = 4 5,27 c oy 5
= D2 42 = 1
= $¥+ BEES ©20)

T he operator $ 32’ is a perturbative correction to the op—
erator $ ¥, since ¢ C.Hence,we rstexamine$
the dom inant term in $7.

T he operatorsD ; and D , populate the diagonalsof$ {,
and possess zero elgenvectorsgiven by 71 = sech? (x) and
Z, = sech X) respectively, In an In nie system . These
eigenvectors satisfy the constraint of being zero at posi-
tive and negative in nity. In agine a traveling B loch front
su ciently distant from the boundary, where D irichlet
boundary conditions are inposed. The front does not
sense the boundary and the condition D 1Z; = D ,Z, = 0
holds. This is because the solutions Z; and Z , exponen—
tially approach zero on either side of the front. A s the
front closes In on the boundary, such that i is barely
able to sense it (Z; and Z, have snall nite values at
the boundary), the elgenvectors Z, and Z, aremodi ed
to Z1; and Z2; by constraining them to have zero values
at the boundary. M eanwhile, In a sem i-in nite or nite
dom ain, the only solutionsto D 1Z1;= D 3Z,; = 0 which
have a zero value at both boundaries are the trivial so—
utions Z1; = Zj,; = 0 (unigueness argum ents). Hence,
requiring that the solutions Z 13 (Z 21) are only slight m od—
i cationsof?Z (Z,) and are not trivial zero solutions de—
m ands that these solutions obey D1Z:; = 112131 and
D2Zo1= _21Z2:.

Figure.l (a) show sthe plot ofZ; in grey, w here the left
boundary isata nitedistance 1from thepeak. Z; hasa



nite nonzero value at theboundary. W e require that the
modi ed eigenvector Z;; have a zero value at the bound-
ary and not be allthat di erent from 7; elsswhere. W e
m ake the ansatz that this can be accom plished by sub-
tracting from Z; is im age to the lkft of the boundary.
Therefore, we have, Z11 = sech® (x) sech? (x + 21). Fig—
ure. :}' () show s a good agreem ent betw een our guess and
the actualnum erically evaluated Z ;. This is so because
in the asym ptotic lim it exp2x >> 1,D; = @2 4, and
the in age is approxin ately a zero eigenvector of this op—
erator in the sam e lim i.

Introducing in ages Into a sem in nite problem is by
no means a coincidence. Images are a comm on OCcUr—
rence w henever boundary data is involved. For the ex—
tension Ai’ (correspondingly Z1; and Zj,;) to assume a
zero value at the boundary, the introduction of the in —
age becom es a natural necessity. Furthem ore, we w ish
to stress that the concept of in ages is quite general in
itsutility. E xtensions of G oldstone m odes can be readily
obtained for other system s, w th linear operators having
sim ilar properties of exponential decay asym ptotics.

An upper bound, ;1' on the eigenvalue 13, is easily
obtained by a variational principle, given by,

J113< 3 ;1j= (Z117D1211)= (21172 11) ¢ (21)

A more re ned variational guess of Z; may be m ade
by introducing an extra param eter a;. Consequently,
we have Z11 = exp (@1x)ech? (x) sech? x + 21)]. M a—
nipulation of this param eter provides a better guess of
the change in shape of the peak in the actual m odi-

ed eigenvector Z;;. F jgure.-'_ﬁ (@) com pares the num eri-
caland variationally calculated eigenvalues as a function
of the distance 1 of the front from the boundary. The
dashed curve representsthe num erically calculated eigen—
values of D ;. The thin curve depicts the variationally
calculated eigenvalies with Zq1; = sech? (x) sech? (x +
21). The squares signify a better varational calcula-
tion of the eigenvalues using %11 = exp (@1x) ech? (x)
sech? (x + 21)]. An inproved guess of Z,1, and eigen—
value ,; for the operator D ,, sin ilarly involves taking
- exp (@zx)eech ®) sech® + 21)]. Depicted in
Fig. Q ©) are the eigenvalues 23, num erically calculated
(dashed curve), varationally calculated w ith respective
guesses Zjy1 = sech (X) sech X + 21) (thin line), and
Zo1= exp (@xx)[sech (x) sechx+ 21)] (squares).

T he num erical calculation of the eigenvaluies 1; and
21 Involved using a standard QR algorithm on them a—
trix obtained by a nie di erence approxim ation to the
operators D1 and D ,. The grid spacing was adjuisted
until we obtained convergence. The eigenvectors were
calculated using inverse iterations, wih the number of

Iterations optin ized for convergence.

The rst row in the m atrix representation of the ad-
pint operator Eg. {_ig) consists only of the operatorD ;.
Therefore, shce $YA] = A7, we inm ediately obtain

1= 11. We recall that in the lim it of in nite front
distance from the boundary 1! 1 ,wehaveAi ! AY.

Z12=

FIG. 1: The peak is at a dis—
tance of 1 = 2 from the boundary. () The squares rep—
resent the num erically obtained Z;;. The analytical guess
711 = sech® (x) sech? (x + 21) is the sold lne.

(@) Shows the plot of Z;.

C om bining this asym ptotic lim it constraint w ith the re—
quirem ent that the sought after eigenvector has zero val-

ues at both boundaries, we obtain,

2 ) 3
-c ' c7 11
AY=14
Zp1

22)

A m ore rigorous derivation Involving a step by step con-—
sideration of the operators L] and L} in a perturbative
schem e also yieds Eq. £4).

W enow focuson ncorporatingthee ectsoftheD irich—
¥t boundary valies X, and Yy, the values of the real
and Im aginary com ponents of the eld F in Eq. :_(-1_5),
Into the dynam ics of fronts close to the boundary. B loch
walls are perturbed Ising walls, with the perturbation
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FIG.2: (@) Comparison of variational and num erical calcu—
Jlations of 1; () Sin ilar com parison of ;; calculated using
num erical and variational techniques.

Ui. The boundary valie of this perturbation Uj( 1)
isobtained by xingF ( 1) = X, + 1Y, and subtracting
m i the value that the Ising wallassumesF1 ( 1) =
“tanh( 1)e' . Recallng Eq. {i6),and U = fu;wd,
we obtain,

2 P

_ 3
®Kpos( )+ Ypsin( )= +tanh ()
Ui( =4

(poos( ) Xpsin( )=
23)

V. OPE

To extract a reduced description of the in uence of
D irichlet boundary conditions on the motion of Ising-
B loch fronts, we invoke Eq. {[4), and substinite into it

the explicit form s of A{ and ; derived in the previous
section. Consider the termm f; = 1(c Ujp;AY) on the
right hand side RHS) ofEq. {_lé) .FortheCGLE, asseen
nEq. {_2-2_5), the st com ponent ofA!, denoted by, AY , is
sm allerby a factor of ¢ than the second com ponent A7, .
This is so because . & . Hence, whilke evaluating
f1,weneed only consider the inner product ofthe second
com ponent of the generalized eigenvector, U;;, denoted
by Ui, and Aj,. The generalized eigenvector U is
known Eq. C_lg‘), and its nite system modi cation [
needs to be evaluated (only the second com ponent Uspp)
to evaluate the Inner product in f; .
To evalnate Ujpp we recall that Z, = sech (x), with
D,Z, = 0. The second com ponent of U, is given by
Upo,= B =9 Jeechx). Hence, D, U, = 0. In a con—
ned system wih the lkft boundary at x = 1, % is
modi ed to Zp; = sech(x) sech®+ 21), requiring that
the hom ogeneocusboundary condition, Z,1( 1) = 0,holds
good. In the con ned system U, ismodi ed to Uyp.
However, to obtain Ujp, the requirem ent that it ocbeys
the inhom ogeneous boundary condition ¢ Uip ( 1) =
Up ( 1), sihce U= c U;+ O (%), needsto be inposed.
T hereforewe construct U;pp (X) = ¢ Upp sech X+ 21),
followed by in posing the inhom ogeneous boundary con—

dition ¢ Ui ( )= Up( 1),toevaluate . A fter doing
s0, we have,
c8 Up (D
c Up=—2=2 — —sech®+ 21): 24
=g 21 h & D (24)
W e, nally have the ingredients to calculate all the

nner products in Eq. {14). The buk of the bound-
ary In uence, we contend, is captured by the interplay
of the tem's, c(Uox;AY), 1(c Uiy;AY), and the surface
temm AY (1) Ui( ) in Eq. {14). Therebre, although,
strictly speaking, the nner products containing higher
order tem s & ( Uik + N2;AY), and & ( Uz + N3;A7),
in Eq. {4), should be evaliated in the nite domain
[ 1 ], we approxin ate them by taking the inner prod-
uct n thein nie interval [ 1 ;1 1.

Perform ing all the Inner products in Eq. C_l-é) and re—

arranging the tem s, we obtain
|
5 !

_27(e ) e 8 3
Qe = 12 c+ ¢ 5 +p C
e tanh Wsech (1) Up (1)

81( ¢ ) ¢
—Qz tanh (1) Un ( 1)
— 2 21): 2
¢ lcosech (21) (25)
In deriving Eq. C_2-§) we have used Z1; = sech? (x)

sech? (x + 21) and Z,; = sech(x) sech(x + 21), where

1= 11 isgiven by Eqg. {_2-14'), and p = 036 Eq. {_i?)
Equation. {25) along with @ 1= c represents the cou-
pling of the two degrees of freedom , front velocity ¢ and



position 1, by the in uence ofD irichlet boundary condi-
tions in posed at the boundary. A s required, in the lin it
of n nite front distance from the boundary Eq. (2_‘5) re—
duces to Eq. {19).

W e now exam Ine the consequences of the coupling of
the front velocity and position close to the boundary.
Firstly, we report the ndings of our num erical sin ula—
tions ofEq. 615 which isa system wih in nie degrees
of freedom . Secondly, we corroborate these ndings by
solving the reduced, two degree of freedom OPE we have
derived.

W e perform ed num ericalsin ulationsofEq. {_i§‘), w here
B loch frontswere created at in nity (far from thebound-
ardes) and Jaunched towards a boundary. T he velocity of
these B loch fronts was chosen to be one of the steady
states of Eq. {19) resulting in uniform front translation
w ith this velociy until the fronts closed in on the bound—
ary. Near the boundary, contingent upon the D irich-
ket boundary value in posed, the incom ing B loch fronts
were either trapped or bounced back. B loch fronts that
bounce evolve into the counterpropagating B loch front
neartheboundary andm oveaw ay. T rapped B loch fronts,
as opposed to bouncing B loch fronts, evolve into non-—
trivial steady state solutions (See Ref. :12 ofthe CGLE
Eq. {9).

W e summ arize our num erical ocbservations of B loch
front behavior as a function of the boundary conditions
Xpand ¥, In Fjgure.:; . Thisphase diagram in the plane
ofboundary values reveals a curve separating regions of
bouncing and trapped fronts represented by diam onds.
W e com pare these results w ith the transition curve pre—
dicted by the reduced model Eq. {25), pltted as the
dashed curve in F igure. § T he plots show a good agree—
ment (within 0:5% ) between the two transition curves.
T his isa strdking result considering the fact that in calcu-
lating A{ and ;1 we have em ployed approxin ate vectors
Z11and Zj;.

B ouncing fronts gradually slow down as they near the
boundary, attain zero velociy at a certain critical dis—
tance from i, and nally m ove away as the sign of the
velocity Jps. As we change the boundary values and
get closer to the transition curve, bouncing fronts attain
zero velocity at amuch an aller criticaldistance from the
boundary, until eventually right at the transition curve
they reach the point of closest approach to the bound-
ary. A s we cross the transition curve and m ove into the
trapping region, approaching fronts no longer attain zero
velocity close to the boundary, their velocity never ips
sign, and hence they never bounce. The distance from
the boundary ofthe point of closest approach depends on
w here exactly on the phase diagram the transition curve
is crossed.

T he agreaem ent betw een the transition curves cbtained
from the full model Eq. Clﬂ) and the reduced m odel
Eqg. (25) is better when the point of closest approach is
further away from the boundary. T his is because, as de—
tailed earlier, the vectors Z 1; and Z,; are better approx—
In ations to the actual solutions ofD 1Z1; = 12711 and
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FIG . 3: The transition curve for the fullm odelEq. (:_-_LS-) plot—
ted using squares, the sam e curve obtained from the reduced
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OPE Eq. ¢25 pltted as a dashed line. Here, = 03,
= 10, = 0:448.
D771 = 2731, further away from the boundary. Con-—

sequently, a better guess of these vectors, valid close to
theboundary, should In prove the agreem ent betw een the
transition curves, even if, the point of closest approach is
closer to the boundary. However, the approxin ate vec—
torswe use are su cient for the purpose of establishing
the usefilness of our general m ethod that accounts for
the broken translational invariance In a spatially nite
system through the extension of solvability conditions.
Our m ethod incorporates into it the eigenvalie ,, the
m ost direct m easure of broken translational invariance,
w hich can be obtained accurately via a variational prin—
ciple using relatively crude guesses for the eigenvectors.

W e now, by exam ining Eq. £3) in more detail, ex—
tract the m echanism behind the transition from bounc-
ng to trapped fronts as D irichlet boundary conditions
are changed. F jgure.:_él @) show s the nullclines, invariant
m anifold, and tra gctories of Eq. ¢_2-§) inside the bounc—
Ing region ofthe phase diagram . A saddle, present at the
point of intersection ofthe nullclines, controlsthe owsin
this bouncing regin e. Far away from the boundary, sit-
uated at x = 0 in the plot, the nullclines are three paral-
kel straight lines that represent tw o counterpropagating
B loch wall steady state solutions, and a stationary Ising
wall solution of Eqg. C_l-S_i) . The bouncing involves the
Bloch front Intially owing towards the saddlke. T here—
upon, n uenced by theunstablem anifold, the front ows
away.

Figure.4 (o) stilldepicts ow s inside the bouncing re-
gion, but much closer to the transition curve. In this
regin e bouncing and trapped fronts can coexist. The in—
variantm anifolds dem arcate tw o basins, one of attraction
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FIG. 4: (@) The plt deep inside the bouncing region, the

nullclines are thin black curves, the thick curves correspond
to the tra pctories in the phase plane, and the Invariant m an—

ifolds are plotted as dashed lines. Here, = 03, = 10,
= 0:448,X, = 1:416,and Y, = 0:4262. (b) Plot still in

the bouncing region, but close to the transition curve. The
sam e plotting schem e and param eters used, w ith boundary

values X, = 1:112,Y,= 0:4262.

tow ards the boundary, and the other of repulsion away
from i. Inside the repulsion basin all incom ing B loch
fronts bounce w ith the sam e m echanism as in Fjg.:_d(a).
Allthe owsin the attraction basin are directed tow ards
the system boundary, wih no possbility of a bounce.
Figure. :ff(b) show s both bouncing and trapped B loch
front tra pctories in their respective basins. W e reported
on the the coexistence region In our num erical study of
Eg. C_Z[E:) in Ref.Lig']. Here, we have provided an analytical
explanation of this phenom ena.
The ows In the trapping region close to the transi-

tion curve are shown in Figure. "EJz(a) . Trapped B loch

fronts, created at In  nity and on the upperbranch ofthe
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FIG .5: (@) P ot in the trapping region close to the transition
curve. The sam e plotting schem e and param eters used, w ith
boundary valies X, = 141, Yy = 0:4262. () The plt
deep Inside the trapping region, the nullclines are thin black
curves, the tra pctory is the thick curve. Here, = 03, =
1:0, = 0448,X,= 1:09,andY,= 0:4262.

nullcline (corresponding to one of the steady states of
Eq. (I9)), lie hside the basih of attraction tow ards the
boundary. C onsequently, the transition from bouncing to
trapped fronts ism arked by the initial front velociy and
position m oving from the basin of repulsion € ig.4 ©))
to the basin of attraction ( igure. 'ld (@)) as the bound-
ary values are varied. Deep inside the trapping region
the saddle no longer exists, and we have a sink instead

(Fjg.:_S (©)). Allincom ing B loch front tra fctories end up
at this sink.

Sum m arizing, the nonuniform m otion of B loch fronts
close to the boundary is govemed by the xed point of
Eqg. @-5), giving rise to bouncing, trapping, and coexis—
tence of the two. W ell inside the bouncing region this

xed point isa saddle. D eep Into the trapping region the



xed point changes into a sink.

VI. CONCLUSION

W e have developed a generalm ethod of analyzing the
In uence ofbroken translational invariance due to nie
size and boundary e ectson the dynam ics of localized so—
lutions of generic non-linear spatially extended system s.
W e apply our m ethod to the special case of a bistable
reaction-di usion system , where the localized solutions
are fronts Eq. {_2-5) . The in plem entation of this m ethod
nvolves the extension of the In nie system size lim it
solvability conditions, used to extract a reduced descrip—
tion of the in nite dim ensional system , into solvability
conditions that account for nite system size and bound—
ary e ects. The extended solvability criteria works by
naturally incorporating into it the concept of in ages. A s
a resul, them ethod a oxds a direct grasp of the broken
translational nvariance n a con ned system through the
calculation of relevant eigenvalues.

In the specialcase ofD irich ket boundary conditions in —
posed on the CGLE , wewere able to providem echanisn s
forB loch front trapping, bouncing and coexistence ofthe
tw o at the boundary. T his nonuniform front m otion is a
result ofthe coupling ofthe tw o degrees of freedom , front
velocity and position, by the In  uence ofboundary con-—
ditions. W e have explicitly derived this coupling by using
our m ethod of solvability condition extension. The role
ofothertypes ofboundary conditions, either N eum ann or
m ixed can be explored in a sim ilar fashion by construct-
Ing a suitabl extension ofthem odi ed G oldstonem ode.
For exam ple, exploring Neum ann boundary conditions
requires the extension to always have zero derivatives at
the boundary. This can be accom plished in the CGLE
or other system sby adding, rather than subtracting, the
In age.

Finally, we comm ent on the generality of solvability
condition extension. In any system , whenever it is possi-
ble to derive reduced dynam ical equations through pro-—
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“ections on the G oldstone m ode, our m ethod can be ap—
plied to obtain the nie size and boundary e ects In
termm s of the m odi cations of these reduced dynam ical
equations.
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APPENDIX A

Forthe CG LE, consider the operatorD ; Eq. Q-]‘) na
sem Hn nite interval [ ;1 ]. Using the transform ation

t=1 e ¥X*  the problm
DY = R2+ 2 6tanh’ ®)I¥ = 0;
Y(D)= 0;Y@d)=0; Al
is transfom ed to
Q¢ 2+ 6tanh® 1+ W 1)
Y Y = 0;
¢ e b e v
YO = 0;Y@)=0: @z2)

E quation. Q&_&) has a reqular singular point at t = 1,

and thus has a unigue solution. Sim ilar considerations
apply to the operator D ,. Therefore, hom ogeneous or
inhom ogeneocusproblem s nvolring the operator$ , which

is com prised of the operators D 1, and D ,, should have

unigue solutions in a sem Hin nite dom ain. For operators
that possess exponential decay asym ptotics (true for a

w ide variety ofm odels of physically occurring localized

structures), a transfom ation of the type used here, can

alwaysbe found in order to prove the unigueness.
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