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ABSTRACT: We study the radiation in kink collision via a model that varies between ¢°
theory and ¢? theory with some discontinuities. Both numerical and analytical methods
were used to investigate The kink-antikink(KAK) and antikink-kink(AKK) collision. In
the numerical analysis, we found the critical velocities in both collisions increased with
n. We also found a finite lifetime oscillon window in KAK collision for n = 2. In the
analytical part, we found a family of shock wave solutions that describes radiation in the
kink collision perfectly. Moreover, an analytical AKK solution at n — oo and v = 1 was
found by considering a certain limit of these solutions.
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1 Introduction

Kinks are localized solutions of 1 + 1 dimensional classical field equations with finite
total energy. They connect different vacua and cannot decay into radiation completely.
Kinks appear in various contexts, ranging from cosmology [1, 2] to field theory[3-5] and
condensed matter physics[6, 7].

The dynamics of multiple kinks and antikinks exhibit various and complicated behav-
iors. A particularly interesting case is the scattering of a kink-antikink pair. In integrable
models, like the Sine-Gordon theory, the kink and antikink pass through each other, ac-
quiring a phase shift. However, in non-integrable models like ¢* and most polynomial
potentials, the kink-antikink collision can be significantly more complicated. For instance,
in ¢* kink-antikink collision, there exists a critical incident velocity v.. Above v, the kink
and anti-kink get reflected, while under v, they either form a bion or get reflected depend-
ing on different incident velocities. Moreover, the outgoing window, with incident velocity
as the independent variable, forms a fractal structure. This intricate dynamic behavior is
thought to be generated from the energy exchange between vibrational and translational
modes.

Kink scattering exhibits even richer phenomena in higher polynomial models. In poly-
nomial models such as ¢, #%, and ¢'°, besides the ¢*-like behavior, they can also display
sine-Gordon-like behavior, completely decayed bions behavior, and ¢*-like behavior with-
out fractal structures[8][9]. Among these models, the completely decayed solutions are
worth noting. A notable feature is that the boundary always moves close to the speed of



light, regardless of incident velocity. This phenomenon implies a mechanism allowing the
massive scalar field to travel at the speed of light.

Inspired by these higher polynomial models, we propose a new model, the quadratic
half-compact model, which generalizes the ¢ model. ”Half-Compact” means one side of
the kink solution reaches the vacuum at a finite value, while the other side reaches the
vacuum at infinity. Since the collision shows a simpler behavior on the compact side, this
model allows us to examine the vacuum oscillation on the non-compact side. Moreover, due
to the additional integrability at n — oo, we find an analytical solution that describes the
completely decayed solution perfectly. We further discover that even in ¢* and ¢® theories,
the radiation exhibits similar behaviors.

The outline of this paper is as follows: Section 2 introduces the quadratic half-compact
model. In Section 3, we show the numerical result of the kink-antikink and antikink-kink
collision. Section 4 provides an analytical solution and a test of the similarity between the
analytical and the numerical results. Finally, we conclude our work in Section 5.

2 The Quadratic Half-Compact Model

We consider a scalar field theory in 141 spacetime with a Lagrangian:
1 K 50 on 2

Notice that at n = 1, the theory returns to the ¢% Theory. As shown in Fig. 1, the
potential approaches a quadratic potential at n — oo. This allows us to examine the
vacuum oscillation at vacuum ¢ = 0 and obtain an analytical solution at n — oo limit.
The equation of motion is:

¢ — ¢ + K2 P(¢*" — 1) + K*(¢°" — 1)2n¢”" T = 0. (2.2)
The kink(antikink) solution can be explicitly integrated as

1
bn = - (2.3)

(1 + eian(xf:ro)) 5

At the n — oo limit, the kink(antikink) solutions become a half compacton:

Limit ¢ =1, 2 >0
ek 1 < 0.

Figs. 2 shows some configurations of kink and antikink with their compact side at the origin
The fluctuations around the kink solution ¢, can be obtained from the linear perturbation.
We set:

¢ = ni +net, (2.5)

The corresponding perturbative equation is

—n" + Uy, (z)n =0, (2.6)
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Figure 1. Examples of the potential for different n. We set k = 1 for this and all the figures below.
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Figure 2. The configurations of kink (top) and antikink (bottom) with x¢ = 0 for different n.



where U, () is the Schrédinger-like potential. Substituting the expression of kink solution(
2.3) into ¢, the Uy (x) can be written out explicitly as:

on+ 1) (2(n + 1)e~2Mz—z0) _ 1
Un(m) =1- ( * )((6_(271:;_20) + 1)2 ) (2'7)

We plot the Schrodinger-like potential of a kink and antikink in Fig. 3. Notice that on
one side, the lower mass threshold m = 1 is independent of n, while on the other side, the
higher mass threshold grows without an upper bound as n increases.
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Figure 3. Examples of the Schrodinger-like potential for the single static kink (top) and antikink
(bottom).

Next, we consider ¢, as a superposition of an antikink and a kink. Fig. 4 shows the
Schrodinger-like potential for the antikink-kink pair and the kink-antikink pair with the
half-separation xg = 3. In the antikink-kink case, the potential well tends to be a one-
dimensional infinite square well plus two narrow wells near the boundaries, resulting in
more vibration modes as n increases. In the kink-antikink case, the height of the central
plateau gets larger as n increases.
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Figure 4. The Schrodinger-like potential for the superposition of the antikink-kink pair (top) and
kink-antikink pair (bottom).

3 PDE simulation of kink antikink collision

3.1 KAK scattering

In this section, we discuss kink collisions in the topological sector {0,1} + {1,0}. For
the kink-antikink collision, the Pseudo-Spectral method is applied to discretize the space,
and the Implicit Runge-Kutta method is applied to calculate the ODE in the time direction.
The initial half-separation ay is set to be 10 and the spatial interval is z € [—220,220]. To
absorb the radiation at the boundary, we include an Error function damping term in the
region x € [—220,—200] and z € [200, 220].

The initial conditions for the kink-antikink scattering simulation are:

¢n(7,0) = dnk (V(x + a0),0) + ¢,z (v(z — a0),0) — 1
an(xa 0) = énK(’Y(x + a0)70) + énf((”)/(fU - a0)70)’

where v = 1/v/1 —v? is the Lorentz factor. The solutions for the kink and antikink,
denoted by ¢,k and ¢, i respectively, are parameterized by n.

(3.1)



KAK scattering radiates stronger for larger n. For n = 1, the half-compact model
returns to the ¢® model[10]. The fractal structure for KAK scattering is plotted in Fig.
5. No resonance windows are observed. If the incident velocity is larger than the critical
velocity v, = 0.289, kink and antikink could pass through each other. On the other hand,
when the incident velocity is below the critical velocity, kink and antikink will annihilate
and form a long-lived bion state(See Fig. 6).
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Figure 5. KAK scattering: the fractal structure for n =1
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Figure 6. Kink-antikink collision for n = 1 with Left: v = 0.2-bion state; Right: v = 0.4-one
bounce scattering

The value of v. increases rapidly for the first few n and approaches the speed of light
asymptotically for larger n. The dependence on v, on n is illustrated in Fig. 7.

In the case of n = 2, the fractal structure is shown in Fig. 8. A significant feature
compared to the ¢ KAK scattering is the absence of bion. As shown in Fig. 7, in the
interval 0 < v, < 0.67, kink and antikink annihilate. The peaks of the radiation move
hyperbolically and the boundary of the radiation moves at the speed of light. Similar
behavior is also found in ¢® theory[9].

However, in the interval 0.6745 < v, < 0.6820, the bion doesn’t decay completely.
In Fig. 10, We find that the field configuration could form a short-lived oscillon. For the
critical excited velocities v = 0.682 and v = 0.6745, the lifetimes of the formed oscillons
are extremely long, suggesting their lifetimes are infinite. The two excited oscillons have
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Figure 7. The dependence of the critical velocity versus n. Some v, values are 0.705, 0.836, 0.894,
0.934, 0.962, 0.978, and 0.987 for n values of 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7 and 8, respectively.
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Figure 8. KAK scattering: the fractal structure for n = 2
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Figure 9. Two dacay states formed in Kink-antikink collision for n = 2 with Left: v = 0.2; Right:
v =0.4.



different properties from ¢% bions. The width of ¢% bion remains approximately constant.
However, for n = 2, the widths of the two long-lived oscillons broaden as time increases,
and their energy continues to disperse after the first collision. Fig. 11 shows the field
evolution at the origin of the two oscillons for n = 2.
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Figure 10. Top: Zoomed in region for 0.660 < v;, < 0.690 in KAK scattering for n = 2. Bottom:
the lifetime of the oscillons.

Within the oscillating window 0.6745 < v;, < 0.6820, excited oscillons exhibit finite
lifetimes. Fig. 12 illustrates the evolution of the oscillon and its value at t = 0 with
vin, = 0.68. The oscillon forms after the first impact and keeps decreasing in amplitude;
until about ¢ = 55.6, the amplitude starts to increase, reaching a maximum at ¢ = 92.1.
Afterward, the oscillon collapses into a decayed state. All these collapse times are composed
into the white ”U” shape line in the oscillating window in Fig. 10.

The emergence of oscillons with finite lifetimes can be regarded as a transition from
non-compacton to compacton for the half-compact model with n = 2. Fig. 13 shows the
fractal structure for n = 3. No oscillon window is observed, since the compact property
becomes more significant as n increases, making it harder for oscillons to form. As a result,
all KAK scattering with incident velocities under the v. tends to decay completely. For
instance, we plot the field configuration for v, = 0.4 in Fig. 14.

3.2 AKK scattering

Now we discuss the antikink-kink collision in the sector {1,0} + {0,1}. We use the
Pseudospectral method to discretize the space. In the time direction, we use the Implicit
Runge-Kutta method for n = 1 and n = 2 and the LSODA method for n > 2. The initial
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Figure 11. KAK scattering for n = 2: The field evolution for v;, = 0.6820 (top left) and
Vi, = 0.6745 (bottom left). The value of the field at the origin for v, = 0.6820 (top right)

and v;, = 0.6745 (bottom right).
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Figure 12. An excited oscillon with finite lifetime for n = 2 and v;,, = 0.68. Left: the evolution of
the field. Right: the value of the field at the origin of the oscillon.
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Figure 13. KAK scattering: the fractal structure for n = 3.
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Figure 14. One example of decay state in KAK scattering for n = 3 and v;,, = 0.4. Left: the
evolution of the field. Right: the field center value.

half-separation is set to be ag = 10. The initial conditions are

¢(x,0) = dni (v(z — a0),0) + ¢z (V(x + ao),0) — 1 (3.2)
¢(z,0) = dnx (v(z — a0),0) + &, 5 (V(z + ao), 0).

We first analyze the dependence of the critical velocity on n. In the AKK scattering,
v, increases with n and finally approaches the speed of light, which is the same as the KAK
case. We test nine n’s and plot the dependence in Fig. 15.

For n = 1, the half-compact model returns to the ¢% model. When v;, > v, the
antikink and kink will pass through each other and move toward infinity. When v;, < v,
the kink and antikink will form a bion state. However, for certain velocity intervals,
they will separate after k bounces, and the intervals are called k-bounce windows. In ¢%
theory, the higher bounce windows are nested in the lower bounce windows. This pattern
continues for all k, which composes the fractal structure. The resonance bounces come
from the energy transfer between the vibrational modes and the translational mode [11].
However, in the ¢® theory, the resonance fractal structure (see Fig. 16) is triggered by the
delocalized modes associated with the superposition of the antikink and kink. [10].
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Figure 15. The dependence of the critical velocity versus n. The critical velocities v, are 0.046,
0.280, 0.392, 0.486, 0.580, 0.652, 0.929, 0.964, and 0.981 for n from 2 to 9, respectively.
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Figure 16. AKK scattering: the fractal structure for n =1

For n = 2, we plot the fractal structure in Fig. 17 . Fig. 18 shows the evolution of the
field for the first three 2-bounce windows. The order of 2-bounce windows can be detected
from the number of small oscillations N between the first and the second impact. In Fig.
19, we plot the value of the field at the origin for these bounce windows with n = 4,5, 6,
respectively.

The fractal structure for n = 3 is shown in Fig. 20. Some examples of scattering are
shown in Fig. 21 and Fig. 22. In the left panel, the antikink and kink annihilate and a
bion state is formed after the first impact. In the middle panel, a 2-bounce window occurs.
In the right panel, with enough kinetic energy, the antikink and kink get reflected after
their first bounce.

Compared to the n = 2 case, the 2-bounce windows for the n = 3 case become more
narrow. We propose that the phenomenon may be related to the increasing delocalized
modes. If the kink and antikink are not close enough, the Schrédinger well(2.7) gets deeper
as n increases, resulting in an increase in the delocalized modes. In Fig. 22, the middle
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Figure 17. AKK scattering: the fractal structure for n = 2
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Figure 18. The evolution of the field of the first three 2-bounce windows in AKK scattering for
n = 2. Left: v, = 0.22, Middle: v;, = 0.255, Right: v;,, = 0.267.
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Figure 19. The field center values of the first three 2-bounce windows in AKK scattering for n = 2.
Left: ¢;, = 0.22, n = 4, Middle: v;,, = 0.255, n = 5, Right: v;,, = 0.267, n = 6.

panel shows that the small oscillations are irregular, which implies that more than one
vibration modes have been excited between the first and the second impact. The increase
in vibration modes can lead to the vanish of 2-bounce windows, which is suggested by [12]
and verified in a toy model proposed by [13]. For larger n, resonance bounce phenomena
will be suppressed more strongly.

Propagating oscillons are observed in other higher polynomial models, such as some
other compacton model [14], [15], [16] and the ¢® model [8]. This phenomenon is also
observed in our model. Fig.23 shows an example for n = 3 with an incident velocity
v = 0.288 located near the first 2-bounce window. After the first impact, antikink and
kink form a temporary bion state and radiate within its lifetime. At the end of its lifetime
near ¢ = 60, the bion state splits into two pairs of propagating oscillons. The pair of
oscillons with a higher outgoing velocity oscillates weakly, while the pair with a lower
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Figure 20. AKK scattering: the fractal structure for n = 3
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Figure 21. The evolution of the field in AKK scattering for n = 3. Left: v;, = 0.300-bion state,
Middle: v;, = 0.387-2-bounce window, Right: v;,, = 0.452-inelastic scattering.
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Figure 22. The center field value in AKK scattering for n = 3. Left: v;, = 0.300-bion state,
Middle: v;;, = 0.387-2-bounce window, Right: v;, = 0.452-inelastic scattering.

velocity oscillates strongly. This phenomenon may be related to the extra internal or
quasi-internal states of the kink pair.

4 Analytic properties of radiation like solution

4.1 Analytic solution at v=c

As we have seen in Section 2, the potential approaches a quadratic form in the interval
¢ € (—1,1). Therefore, in this section, we will exploit this partially analytical property of
the potential to give a radiation-like one-parameter family of rogue wave solutions. The

~13 -



Figure 23. The propagating oscillon for n = 3 with v;, = 0.288.

potential at n — oo approaches a piecewise function:

00, |¢|>1
LimV[g] =50, |g|=1 (4.1)
o2 ¢l < 1.

If the field value is restricted to |¢| < 1, the equation of motion can be solved by the
separation of variables. However, these solutions don’t yield an interesting finite energy
configuration. To obtain such solutions, we must transform the discontinuity of the field at
|¢| = 1 into an extra boundary condition. To get this boundary condition, let’s first rewrite
x,t into a single variable. Every value of this variable represents a curve in spacetime, and
the boundary corresponds to some specific value of this variable.

Let:

d(x,t) = f(2),z = @ (4.2)

The boundary condition at |f(z)] = 1 will be matched after solving the general solution of
the ODE in the bulk. Substituting this into the equation of motion, the derivative terms
become:

.. 2
F2) = 1) = {900 = 90, 0) 5L+ L (ast) — 9" () D

g(z,t)? — ¢'(z,1)* = F(2) (4.3)
g(z,t) = g"(x,1)) = G(2),

where F(z) and G(z) are some functions of z. These nonlinear equations are hard to
solve in general. Therefore, we have to use an Ansatz, which has been used to solve the

— 14 —



Sine-Gordon equation [17] and other Sine-Gordon-like models[14] [18]. The Ansatz is as

follows:
1
2= g(x,t) = 1(#* = 2%), 6(x,1) = f(9(2). (4.4)
Substituting this into the PDE, the derivative terms become:
f) - = Lz gy L o
= —k*f(2) + K*B(f(2)),

where —k%f(z) is the bulk term and B(f(z)) is the term that provides a boundary at
n — o0o. As a summary, the equation of motion transforms to the following second-order
ODE: 2 df
_ 2 2
e+ =K () + K B(f(2)). (4.6)
To solve this equation, we first ignore the boundary term B(f(z)). For z > 0, let \/z k = p,

the equation4.6 ) becomes:
df 1df
i =0. 4.7

Which is the Bessel equation. The solution is:
f(2) = c1do (2kv/z) + e2Y0 (2kv/z) , (2 > 0). (4.8)

For z < 0, let iy/|2]k = p, the equation of motion then transforms into a modified
Bessel equation

d? f 1df
-y —0. 4.9
The solution is the Modified Bessel functions

f(z) = a1l (2kv/=2) + 2K (2kv/=2) , (2 < 0). (4.10)

With the solution in the bulk, it’s time to consider the boundary term B(f(z)). To get
some intuition for B(f(z)), we consider a Classical Mechanics analogy of equation (4.6).
This analogy is applied by treating z as t, f as x, and treating the boundary value problem
as an initial value problem. The equation of motion for the field now becomes a Classical
Mechanics system of an imaginary particle.

2
t% + Z—f = —k2x(t) + k®B(x(t)). (4.11)
&’z
dt2
singularity. This singularity can be removed, since the Bessel function of the first kind and
the Modified Bessel function of the first kind can both cross 0. For tj0, the mass becomes

negative, which means all the force gets an extra minus sign.

The mass m=t, coming from the term ¢ increases with time. At ¢t = 0, it forms a

The potential is %2x2 for |x| < 1 and will arrive at the discontinuities at |x| = 1. The
term —% shows this system has a damping.

~15 —
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At t < 0 the imaginary mass turns the damping term to a driving term, and the
imaginary particle can only be stable at x = +1. We choose this trivial solution for ¢t < 0.
For t > 0, the imaginary particle has two kinds of solutions. The first one is the trivial
solution x = 1. The second one is the oscillating x=0 solution. This oscillation produces a
radiation-like solution in the original field system.

Now we go back to the field system. The value and the derivative of the two solutions
at the boundary can be matched to be the same for z > 0. The two solutions can be
glued to one. Notice that the third-order derivative at the glued point is not the same, but
the equation of motion only requires at most second-order derivative to be continuous. A
similar example is Norton’s dome[19], where the author shows the ill property when classical
mechanics involves non-smooth potential. However, we don’t need to worry about this
non-smooth property in field theory. Similar ambiguity also appears in the kink solution
transforming from kink to a compacton. This ambiguity will be resolved for solutions with
finite n. The only problem is that finding a solution at finite n in our case is much harder
than in the kink case. Therefore, in this work, we will only discuss the n — oo case. The
solution for our system is:

c1Jy (Qk\/g) + Yy (Qk\/g) L2 2 20
1) = (412)

1,z < 2z,

where f(z9) = 1. Jy and Yj are the Bessel functions of the first and the second kind,
respectively. The ¢; and co should satisfy extra conditions to keep the value and the
derivative of the solution continuous:

c1Jq (220) + oY (220) =0

(4.13)
01J0(2ZO) + CQYO(220) = 1.

Fig. 25 illustrates the configuration of the solution. The field remains constant for ¢ < 2z
and suddenly collapses into radiation with a boundary traveling faster than the speed of
light. The boundary curve of the solution is 4 = t?> — 22, which means the exact solution
has an ultra-relativistic property. This property possibly originates from the discontinuity
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of the potential. We will later show at a certain limit, these solutions can approach an
antikink-kink scattering solution with a lightlike boundary.

In the bulk, the oscillation is ultra-relativistic too. However, similar behavior also
appears in Section3 and in the kink collisions of other models[9][8]. Fig. 28 shows even
¢* KAK collision has a similar structure. We suggest the group velocity might not be
ultra-relativistic, and we will study the ultra-relativistic property in future work.
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Figure 25. Left: Solution at zg = 1/4 The solution for z > z is ¢(x, t) = 1.22713J (V2 — 2?) +
0.69123Yy (V12 — 22)  Right: ¢(0,t) value of the right figure.

At large z, the solution has an asymptotic form|[20]:

Jo (2kv/z) = \/1/(km/Z) (cos (2kv/z — §m) + 0 (1))
Yo (2kv/2) = \/1/(kny/2) (sin (2ky/z — 17) +0(1)).

Fig. 26 shows how ¢ and c¢o depend on zy. ¢1 and co oscillate with an increasing amplitude.

(4.14)

Notice that at zg — 0, ¢; and co approach finite values. This limit can be obtained by
expanding ¢; and cs in the series of z:

e ~ 1+ 2%(—2log(2) — 2y + 1) + O (2%

4.15
02%7r22+0(z3), ( )
where 7 is the Euler constant. Therefore, the exact solution at zg — 0 is
Jo (\/tQ — mZ) 42— a2>0
Bz, 1) = (4.16)

1,12 — 22 < 0.

Fig. 26 (bottom) illustrates the solution at zp — 0. The boundary of the solution travels
at the speed of light and shrinks to a point at z = 0, = 0. In the bulk, the field oscillates
in the vacuum ¢ = 1. Due to its similarity to the AKK collision, we identify this as the
AKK collision at v, = 1.

The exact AKK solution(4.16)becomes singular at = 0 and ¢t = 0, as expected. As
shown numerically in our model and another compact model[15], the collision approaches
a more rigid and elastic collision on the compact side.
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Figure 26. Top figures: The dependence of ¢; and ¢z on zy. Bottom figure: exact antikink kink
solution at v;, =1

Another noteworthy fact is that the Lorentz factor 1/~ for antikink and kink becomes
singular as v — 1, while in the exact AKK solution (4.16) no such singularity appears.
This suggests that at v — 1limit, the superposition of antikink and kink becomes invalid.
To obtain a well-defined and stable AKK solution, it is necessary to consider the KAK
collision with shock waves. Exploring how to incorporate the shock waves in general kink
scattering is an interesting problem that needs further study.

4.2 Approximation to the numerical simulation of radiation

In the bulk, the exact solution(4.12)and the radiation in KAK for n > 2 exhibit
similar structures. To check their similarity, we fit the numerical simulation result with
the analytical solution.
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Figure 27. Top figure: AKK collision for n = 1 and v = 0.99. Bottom figures: The ¢(0,t) plot for
numerical result and fitted solution for n = 1 and n = 2 at v;, = 0.99. The first period is used for
fitting.

Both kinds of kink collisions mentioned in Section 3 oscillate in vacuum ¢ = 0. The
first one is the AKK scattering at a speed close to the speed of light. After kinks get
reflected, the region between anti-kink and kink oscillates around the vacuum ¢ = 0. The
second case is the completely decayed KAK, which appears for n > 2. Except for the finite
lifetime oscillon region, all other collisions under the critical velocity result in radiation.

To fit the numerical results, we introduce three parameters, a, b, and tg:

f(z) =aJy ( (t —to)? — 1‘2) +bYp ( (t —t9)? — 1‘2) 2 > 2. (4.17)

a and b are the amplitude of the solution, and ¢y is the position where the field value
diverges. To fit these parameters, we use the FindFit function in Mathematica, minimiz-
ing the difference between the first period of the analytical solution and the numerical
simulation.

4.2.1 Vacuum Oscillation in AKK

Fig. 27(Top Left) shows the AKK vacuum oscillation for the ¢® model, which is also
the n = 1 case in the quadratic half-compact model. The oscillating region lies between
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kink and anti-kink after they get reflected. We only fit ¢(0,¢) for this configuration. Since
the ¢ = 1 boundary of the oscillation moves below the speed of light, the solution close to
the boundary has some deviation from the exact solution(4.12).

Fig. 27(bottom) shows the fitting result. In the ¢% model, the analytical solution
doesn’t match well with the numerical result, since the higher order terms such as ¢ and
¢* in potential can’t be neglected. Their agreement becomes much better at n = 2. This
indicates that even at lower n, the vacuum oscillation remains similar to the analytical
result.

Another noteworthy fact is the widespread existence of this kind of vacuum oscillation.
For instance, in the ¢* theory, the kink antikink at v = 0.99 exhibits a similar structure.
This oscillation used to be regarded as the shape mode oscillation[21]; however, the oscil-
lation becomes radiation-like vacuum oscillation at high velocity. This is not surprising
since the region between kink and anti-kink also oscillates in the vacuum ¢ = 1 with a
radiation-like boundary. The only difference is that in the ¢* theory, the nonlinear term
has more contribution.

Figure 28. ¢* AKK at v = 0.99

4.2.2 Vacuum Oscillation in KAK

For n > 3 and a part of n = 2, KAK scattering with incident velocity under the critical
velocity decays completely into radiation. Fig. 29 shows that this radiation exhibits similar
behavior to the vacuum oscillation radiation. Note that in the first figure, the ¢% case, the
radiation exhibits a similar pattern to the second and third figures. This means even
the radiation in the kink collision with smaller n could also be related to the analytical
solution(25).

Despite the radiation-like behavior of numerical simulation, the decayed oscillons still
have some remaining effects in the completely decayed region. In Fig. 29, the amplitude of
the first few bounces near x = 0 is larger than that near the edge, incompatible with the
analytical solution. We need to cancel these effects before fitting the two kinds of solutions.
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Figure 29. The evolution of the field in AKK scattering for different n. Left: n = 1,v;, = 0.4(¢%
case), Middle: n = 2,v;, = 0.4, Right: n =5, v, = 0.4.

First, since the analytical solution oscillates in a ¢? potential, the n for the numerical
result should also be large enough. We choose n = 5, which is enough to show their
similarity.
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Figure 30. Top Left: The evolution of the field in AKK scattering for n = 3. Top Right: ¢(0,t)
for different n. They exhibit similar oscillation at large z. Bottom Left: The first peak’s amplitude
as a function of v;,. Bottom Right: The difference of the field value at v;, = 0.2 and v;,, = 0.8.
The first peak of oscillation is moved to the same position.

Next, we consider how the incident velocity affects the remaining oscillon. The bottom
right and bottom left plots in Fig. 30 show that at n = 5, the amplitude increases with
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incident velocity. However, at any t, the amplitude of the first few bounces near x = 0

2

is always larger than those near larger x with the same t> — z2. This deviation brings

difficulties in fitting, which requires us to fit the configuration after the first few periods.
As is illustrated in the top right figure in Fig. 30, all the oscillations become the same
for large t. The bottom right figure also shows for large z = 1[(t — to)? — z?)], the four
solutions with different v are also similar. Therefore, we will fit the oscillation for larger z.

In the AKK case, we check the similarity in the whole configuration. We first check the

numerical result’s dependence on z = tQZxQ, which can be done by finding an orthogonal

coordinate. Since the Minkowski spacetime is flat, this is equivalent to finding a diagonal
metric. z is chosen to be the same as the Rindler coordinate, with an exchange of t and x.
Therefore, we use a Rindler-like coordinate with exchanged ¢ and z:

x = 2v/zsinh(y)

t = 2v/zcosh(y) + to. (4.18)
The inverse transformations are:
_(t—to)? — ?
- 4 (4.19)
Yy = arctanh(t — to),

where t( is the intersection point of the Asymptotes of the radiation. The metric in the
new coordinate is: )
ds® = —dzdy?® + ~d2°. (4.20)
z

Notice our normalization is slightly different from the standard Rindler coordinate. In this
paper, we chose t( as the local maximum of the second-order derivative. This choice is good
enough to show the solution’s irrelevance to y. Fig. 31(bottom left) shows the field after
coordinate transformation at n = 5,v;,, = 0.2, typ = 59.93. The field value changes slowly
with y. The top right and bottom right figures of Fig. 31 also show the local maximum is
close to the straight line. Therefore, the solution depends on y weakly. Now it is possible
to test the similarity between the analytical solution and the numerical simulation in the ¢
direction. Fig. 32 shows two curves agree well at large t. Therefore, the analytical solution
explains the radiation in KAK well.

In addition, the radiation in most kink collisions seems to originate from the same
mechanism. Since their boundary also moves near the speed of light and stays in a fixed
vacuum. Fig. 33 illustrates the ¢* kink-antikink at v;,, = 0.4, where the radiation behaves
similarly to that in Fig. 29. However, the radiation part in the ¢® and ¢* theory is hard
to be isolated, we leave this as an assumption.

5 Conclusion

In this work, we propose a model dependent on the parameter n to investigate vacuum
oscillations in kink-antikink collisions, using both numerical and analytical methods. We
analyze the fractal structure versus n for both KAK and AKK cases. For KAK scattering,
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Figure 31. Top Left: The AKK scattering at n = 5,v;, = 0.2. The dashed region is transformed
by the coordinate transformation(4.18) Top Right: The fitted line(red) and the curve of peaks in
the z-direction. Bottom Left: The solution after the coordinate transformation. Bottom Right:
The difference between the curve of peaks in the z direction and the fitted line.
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Figure 32. The field ¢(0,t) at n = 5,v;, = 0.2, and the fitting ODE solution. The red line is the
interval for fitting
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Figure 33. Radiation in ¢* kink-antikink collision at v;, = 0.4.

the fractal structure exhibits no resonance bounce phenomena. However, for n = 2, we
find a special velocity interval where the kink and the antikink form an oscillon with a
finite lifetime. As the m increases, the kink and antikink become pure radiation at the
vacuum ¢ = 0. In the case of AKK scattering, the fractal structures exhibit missing
bounce windows with the increase in n. The increase in n also restricts the formation of
2-bounce windows, which is likely due to the increase in the delocalized modes.

Notably, we found an exact, radiation-like one-parameter family of rogue wave solutions
4.12 in the n — oo limit. These solutions agree with the numerical results and further lead
to an exact antikink-kink collision solution at v = 1. This exact solution shows some
new behaviors compared to the numerical antikink kink collision at v = 1, such as the
emergence of shock wave structure and the elastic collision behavior.

Our result can be generalized to more general radiation in kink collision since the
lowest order in potential is often quadratic. For instance, the radiation in the ¢* and ¢%
theory exhibits similar behaviors. We believe they can also be approximated by exact
solutions (4.12) if the radiation part of the numerical results can be separated. Our work
also provides a rare exact kink antikink collision case(4.16). We will study how this solution
behaves for large but finite n in future works.
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